arXiv:2107.04264v2 [math.CO] 19 Feb 2022

COMBINATORIAL MUTATIONS OF NEWTON–OKOUNKOV POLYTOPES ARISING FROM PLABIC GRAPHS

AKIHIRO HIGASHITANI AND YUSUKE NAKAJIMA

Abstract. It is known that the homogeneous coordinate ring of a Grassmannian has a cluster structure, which is induced from the combinatorial structure of a plabic graph. A plabic graph is a certain bipartite graph described on the disk, and there is a family of plabic graphs giving a cluster structure of the same Grassmannian. Such plabic graphs are related by the operation called square move which can be considered as the mutation in cluster theory. By using a plabic graph, we also obtain the Newton–Okounkov polytope which gives a toric degeneration of the Grassmannian. The purposes of this article is to survey these phenomena and observe the behavior of Newton–Okounkov polytopes under the operation called the combinatorial mutation of polytopes. In particular, we reinterpret some operations defined for Newton–Okounkov polytopes using the combinatorial mutation.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries on Newton–Okounkov polytopes arising from plabic graphs 5 3. Preliminaries on combinatorial mutations of polytopes 15 4. Interpretation of tropicalized cluster mutations by combinatorial mutations 17 5. Combinatorial mutations associated to posets of Young diagrams 20 6. Remarks on tropicalization with respect to the maximum convention 27 Appendix A. Computations for Gr(3, 6) 30 References 36

1. Introduction

1.1. Background. A toric degeneration of a complex projective variety X is a flat family over the affine line A^1 whose fiber X_0 over 0 is a toric variety and the other fibers are isomorphic to X. Since it is a flat family, X and X_0 share many important properties. Since the toric variety X_0 can be studied using the associated combinatorial data (e.g., a polytope or polyhedral fan), a toric degeneration gives effective viewpoints to understand the properties of X. A toric degeneration of a projective variety is given by using tropical geometry and Gröbner theory. More precisely, suppose that the homogeneous coordinate ring of X is of the form A = C [x_1 , . . . , x_n]/I. Then the tropicalization T (I) consisting of weight vectors whose corresponding initial ideals do not contain any monomial is a subfan of the Gröbner fan of I, and weight vectors contained in the same cone C of T (I) determine the same initial ideal in_C (I). If the initial ideal in_C (I) associated to a maximal cone C is a prime and binomial ideal, in which case C is called a maximal prime cone, then we have the toric degeneration whose central fiber is the toric variety

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 14M15; Secondary 14M25, 52B20, 13F60. Key words and phrases. Combinatorial mutations, Cluster mutations, Newton–Okounkov bodies, Plabic graphs, Grassmannians. 1

Proj(C [x_1 , . . . , x_n]/in_C (I)), see e.g., [13, Theorem 15.17]. On the other hand, Kaveh and Manon showed in [30] that this toric degeneration can be obtained from a Newton–Okounkov body. Namely, by using vectors in a maximal prime cone C, one can define a valuation v on A\{0} such that the associated graded algebra gr_v(A) is isomorphic to C [x_1 , . . . , x_n]/in_C (I). Also, we have the Newton–Okounkov body Δ(A, v) associated to v, which turns out to be a rational polytope and the toric variety associated to Δ(A, v) is Proj(C [x_1 , . . . , x_n]/in_C (I)), see e.g., [2, 27]. Furthermore, it was shown in [31, Theorem 1.11] that any toric degeneration comes from a certain valuation in such a way.

For the case where X is the Grassmannian Gr(k, n) of k-planes in C^n , the toric degenerations of X have been studied actively, and there are many studies related to the above constructions, see e.g., [4, 5, 6, 10, 14, 38, 45, 48] and the references therein. In this article, we will focus on Newton–Okounkov bodies obtained from plabic graphs, which are rational polytopes, and hence we will call those Newton–Okounkov polytopes. A plabic graph is a certain bicolored graph described on the disk (see Definition 2.1). A special class of plabic graphs called “type π_{k,n}” gives rise to a labeled seed realizing the homogeneous coordinate ring C [Gr(k, n)] of Gr(k, n) as the cluster algebra [47] (see Subsection 2.2). Furthermore, using the combinatorial structure on a plabic graph G of type π_{k,n}, one defines a valuation on C [Gr(k, n)]\{0} and this determines the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ(G) associated to G (see Subsection 2.3). This polytope was well studied in [45], especially it gives a toric degeneration of the Grassmannian Gr(k, n) (after rescaling the polytopes), see Theorem 2.21. On the other hand, when one defines the cluster algebra, the operation called the mutation is important. The labeled seed associated to G consists of a certain set of variables and the quiver obtained as the dual of G. In this situation, we can apply the mutation to the quiver associated to G, and such a mutation can be understood in terms of the moving operations on plabic graphs given in Definition 2.2. Applying the moving operations corresponding to the mutation, we can obtain another plabic graph G^′ which is also type π_{k,n}, and hence the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ(G^′) also gives a toric degeneration of Gr(k, n). Thus, it is interesting to understand the relationship between these Newton–Okounkov polytopes. In [45], Rietsch and Williams showed that the Newton–Okounkov polytopes Δ(G) and Δ(G^′) are related by the tropicalized cluster mutation (see Theorem 4.2 for more details). In addition, there are other results relating polytopes giving toric degenerations of Gr(k, n), e.g. [4, 7, 8, 9, 14, 45]. For example, in [14], Escobar and Harada investigated a wall-crossing map, which is a piecewise-linear map relating two Newton–Okounkov polytopes associated to adjacent maximal prime cones in the tropicalization T (I). Ilten explained such a wall-crossing from a viewpoint of combinatorial mutation of a polytope in [14, Appendix]. Also, in [9], the authors showed that “block diagonal matching polytopes”, which give toric degenerations of Gr(k, n), are related by the combinatorial mutations and unimodular transformations. The combinatorial mutation of a polytope is an operation transforming a given polytope into another one while keeping essential properties (see Section 3 for more details). This operation was introduced in [1] in the context of the mirror symmetry of Fano manifolds. Two polytopes related by a combinatorial mutation share some properties, e.g., their Ehrhart series are the same, and hence so are the volumes, the number of lattice points etc. Thus, it would be worthy of observing a relationship among polytopes giving toric degenerations of Gr(k, n) from the viewpoint of combinatorial mutations.

1.2. Summary and contents. The purpose of this article is to reinterpret several operations defined for Newton–Okounkov polytopes arising from plabic graphs from the viewpoint of combinatorial mutations of polytopes.

For this purpose, in Section 2, we survey Newton–Okounkov polytopes arising from plabic graphs referring to [6, 37, 43, 45, 47] etc. Precisely, we recall Grassmannians in Subsection 2.1. In Subsection 2.2, we introduce plabic graphs and the move operations on plabic graphs (see Definition 2.2). Then we introduce plabic graphs of type π_{k,n} which are related by the move operations (see Proposition 2.5), and each face of a plabic graph of type π_{k,n} is labeled by a k-subset or a Young diagram. In particular, the rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{k,n} of type π_{k,n}, which is a plabic graph whose faces are labeled by Young diagrams of rectangle shape, is an important object throughout this article. We then introduce the quiver defined as the dual of a plabic graph, and give a brief explanation about the construction of the homogeneous coordinate ring of the Grassmannian Gr(k, n) as the cluster algebra with the labeled seed arising from a plabic graph G of type π_{k,n} [47]. Then, in Subsection 2.3, we explain how to construct the Newton– Okounkov polytope from a plabic graph G of type π_{k,n}. We first define a perfect orientation of G and consider a collection of directed paths on G called J-flow where J is a k-subset in [n] = {1, . . . , n}. Using a special choice of perfect orientations, we can define the valuation val_G on C (Gr(k, n))\{0}. Then, using the valuation val_G, we define the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G as in Definition 2.18 and this gives a toric degeneration of Gr(k, n) (see Theorem 2.21).

In Section 3, we survey the combinatorial mutations of polytopes, referring to [1, 23]. We will review two kinds of combinatorial mutations. One of those is defined for a lattice polytope P that contains the origin 0, and another one is defined for the polar dual P^∗ of P . Although we mainly use the mutation on the dual side, they are closely associated, thus we introduce both of them. We note that the dual one is defined using a piecewise-linear map as in Definition 3.2, and this mutation preserves some properties of a polytope, e.g., the volume, the number of lattice points.

In Section 4, we observe the tropicalized cluster mutation defined for the Newton–Okounkov polytopes arising from plabic graphs from the viewpoint of combinatorial mutations. Let Δ_G be the Newton–Okounkov polytope obtained from a plabic graph G of type π_{k,n}. As we mentioned, a certain moving operation on G corresponds to the mutation of the quiver associated to G. Such an operation makes G another plabic graph G^′ of type π_{k,n}, and hence we have another Newton– Okounkov polytope Δ_G′ . Then the relationship between Δ_G and Δ_G′ can be understood by using the tropicalized cluster mutation as shown in [45, Corollaries 11.16 and 11.17, Theorem 16.18] (see also Theorem 4.2). In particular, any Newton–Okounkov polytope arising from a plabic graph of type π_{k,n} can be related by the tropicalized cluster mutations. This tropicalized cluster mutation is a certain piecewise-linear map, and it preserves the number of lattice points (see [45, Corollary 16.19]). In this point, the tropicalized cluster mutation is similar to the combinatorial mutation on the dual side. Thus, we compare these piecewise-linear maps, and show that the tropicalized cluster mutation can be written as the composition of a combinatorial mutation and a unimodular transformation, see Proposition 4.3. We note that this statement can be considered as the dual of [8, Proposition 3].

In Section 5, we focus on two kinds of special polytopes called order polytopes and chain polytopes introduced by Stanley [49], which are constructed from a partially ordered set (poset), see Section 5 for the precise definition. For a poset Π, we denote by O(Π) (resp., C(Π)) the order polytope (resp., chain polytope) associated to Π. If we consider the poset Π_{k,n} whose Hasse diagram takes the form as in Figure 11, then the polytopes O(Π_{k,n}) and C(Π_{k,n}) are meaningful in representation theory. First, it is known that lattice points in O(Π_{k,n}) parametrize a basis of finite dimensional irreducible representation of the Lie algebra sl_{n+1} [21]. On the other hand, lattice points in the chain polytope C(Π_{k,n}) also parametrize a different basis of finite dimensional irreducible representation of sl_{n+1} [17] (this phenomenon was originally conjectured in [50]). Thus, O(Π_{k,n}) and C(Π_{k,n}) contain the same number of lattice points. After these works, O(Π_{k,n}) is called the Gelfand–Tsetlin (GT) polytope, and C(Π_{k,n}) is called the Feigin– Fourier–Littelmann–Vinberg (FFLV) polytope. The point is that these polytopes are obtained as the Newton–Okounkov polytopes associated to special types of plabic graphs. Precisely, as shown in [45, Lemma 16.2] (see also Proposition 5.3), the GT polytope is unimodularly equivalent to the Newton–Okounkov polytope associated to the rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{k,n} of type π_{k,n}. On the other hand, the FFLV polytope is unimodularly equivalent to the Newton–Okounkov polytope associated to the “dual plabic graph” (G^{rec}_{n−k,n})^∨ of G^{rec}_{n−k,n}. This was first proved in [15], but we will provide another proof in Theorem 5.6. A feature of our method is that we give the explicit unimodular transformation realizing this equivalence. Whereas, it is known that the GT polytope O(Π_{k,n}) and the FFLV polytope C(Π_{k,n}) are unimodularly equivalent via the transfer map, which was also introduced by Stanley [49]. The transfer map can also be written as a sequence of combinatorial mutations [23, Theorem 4.1]. In our situation, this sequence is constructed by using the partial order of Young diagrams labeling the rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{k,n}, see Theorem 5.8. Collecting these results, we have the following diagram for the rectangle plabic graphs G = G^{rec}_{k,n} and G^′ = G^{rec}_{n−k,n}: Δ_G O(Π_{k,n})

Δ_{(G}′_)∨ C(Π_{k,n}) (b) (a)(d)

(c) (1.1)

(a) A sequence of the tropicalized cluster mutations discussed in Section 4, which is interpreted as the composition of combinatorial mutations and unimodular transformations (see Proposition 4.3).

(b) The unimodular transformation given in [45, Lemma 16.2] (cf. Proposition 5.3). (c) The unimodular transformation given in Theorem 5.6, see also [15]. (d) The transfer map which is interpreted as a sequence of combinatorial mutations along the poset structure of Young diagrams as in Theorem 5.8.

We note that the recent paper [16] explains a connection between the GT polytope and the FFLV polytope in more general contexts.

The tropicalized cluster mutation mentioned above is defined as the tropicalization of the exchange relation which is used for defining the cluster algebra. This tropicalization is given by the “minimum convention”. On the other hand, the tropicalization with respect to the “maximum convention” would also appear in the context of wall-crossings in the tropical Grassmannian (see [14, Remark 5.11]). In Section 6, we first give a brief review of the tropical Grassmannian and its wall-crossing phenomenon. We then observe that the tropicalization with respect to the maximum convention appear when we consider the wall-crossing maps introduced in [14] for the valuations associated to plabic graphs. We also see that two kinds of tropicalizations are related by the piece-wise linear map used in the combinatorial mutation.

In Appendix A, we apply the statements discussed in this article to the case of the Grassmannian Gr(3, 6). In this case, there are 34 plabic graphs of type π_{3,6}. The Newton–Okounkov polytopes associated to them are not necessarily integral, but they are transformed into one another by the tropicalized cluster mutations (and hence the composition of combinatorial mutations and unimodular transformations). We will give the mutation graph of plabic graphs of type π_{3,6}, which coincides with the one of the associated Newton–Okounkov polytopes. Thus, from this graph, we can find a sequence of mutations connecting G^{rec}_{3,6} and (G^{rec}_{3,6})^∨ (or Δ_Grec_{3,6} and Δ_{(G}rec_{3,6)}∨ ), which corresponds to the part (a) in (1.1). We also give the descriptions of linear transformations f and g satisfying f(Δ_Grec_{3,6} ) = O(Π_{3,6}) and g(Δ_{(G}rec_{3,6 )}∨ ) = C(Π_{3,6}), which respectively correspond to the parts (b) and (c) in (1.1).

Notation and convention. When we write Z^S, Q^S , R^S etc., for a finite set S, these mean Z^{|S|}, Q^{|S|} , R^{|S|} where |S| is the cardinality of S.

We employ the usual notation used in toric geometry. Fix a positive integer d. Let N be a lattice of rank d, and let M := Hom_Z(N, Z). We also define N_R := N ⊗_Z R and M_R := M ⊗_Z R. In the sequel, we often identify N and M with Z^d, and N_R and M_R with R^d . We denote the natural inner product by ⟨ , ⟩ : M_R × N_R → R. We recall some fundamental materials on convex geometry. A hyperplane (resp. affine half-space) in N_R is a subset defined by {u ∈ N_R | ⟨w, u⟩ = h} (resp. {u ∈ N_R | ⟨w, u⟩ ≥ h}) for some w ∈ M_R and h ∈ R. We call P ⊂ N_R a polyhedron if P is defined as the intersection of finitely many affine half-spaces. A polyhedron is said to be a polytope if it is bounded. It is well known that a polytope P ⊂ N_R is described as Conv(V ) for some finite set V in N_R, where Conv(V ) denotes the convex hull of V , which is the smallest convex set containing V . Let P ⊂ N_R be a polytope and let V(P ) denote the set of vertices of P . We say that P is a lattice polytope (or integral polytope) if V(P ) ⊂ N, and we say that P is a rational polytope if there is a positive integer n such that nP is a lattice polytope. Those objects in M_R are defined in the similar way. For more details on those notions, consult, e.g., [46]. We say that two polytopes P, Q ⊂ R^d are unimodularly equivalent, denoted by P ∼= Q, if they are transformed into each other by unimoduar transformations. Here, we say that a linear transformation is unimodular if its representation matrix is in GL(d, Z).

2. Preliminaries on Newton–Okounkov polytopes arising from plabic graphs

In this section, we will introduce plabic graphs that give the cluster structures on Grassmannians, and related notions. This section is mostly for a review and fixing notation, see e.g. [6, 37, 43, 45, 47] for more details.

2.1. Grassmannians. Let n, k be integers with n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. We denote by (_{[n]} k ) the set of all k-element subsets of [n] := {1, . . . , n}. Let X_{k,n} := Gr(k, n) be the Grassmannian of k-planes in C^n . More precisely, we fix a basis {v_1, . . . , v_n} of C^n . We consider a k-dimensional subspace W of C^n whose basis is {w_1, . . . , w_k}. Thus, this basis can be described as a linear combination of {v_1, . . . , v_n}, that is, w_j = ∑_n i=1 b_{ji}v_i for j = 1, . . . , k. We consider the k × n matrix B := (b_{ji}). For J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) , we denote by B_J the maximal minor of B defined by choosing the columns indexed by J. The description of the matrix B depends on a choice of a basis of W , but it is determined up to the multiplication of an invertible matrix. Thus, for J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) , B_J is determined up to the determinant of an invertible matrix. Then we can define the map sending W to (B_J ) ∈ P(^{[n]k} )^{−1}. It is known that this induces the embedding X_{k,n} → P(^{[n]k} )^{−1} called the Plücker embedding. In particular, X_{k,n} is a projective variety. By this description of X_{k,n}, the homogeneous coordinate ring of X_{k,n} is given as follows. Let L be a k × n matrix of indeterminates. For J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) , we denote by L_J the maximal minor of L obtained by choosing the columns indexed by J. Then the homogeneous coordinate ring A_{k,n} := C [X_{k,n} ] is generated by {L_J | J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) }. Considering the morphism φ_{k,n} from a polynomial ring C [p_J | J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) ] to A_{k,n} such that φ_{k,n}(p_J ) = L_J , we see that A_{k,n} ∼= C [p_J | J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) ] / I_{k,n}, where I_{k,n} := Ker(φ_{k,n}).

Here, I_{k,n} is called the Plücker ideal and the relations among p_J determined by generators of I_{k,n} are called Plücker relations. We denote the coset of a variable p_J in A_{k,n} by p_J . We call p_J (or L_J ) a Plücker coordinate. It is known that A_{k,n} has a cluster structure [47] as we will see later. Such a structure can be obtained from a plabic graph which was developed by Postnikov [43] for studying the totally positive Grassmannian.

2.2. Plabic graphs. We then introduce a plabic graph. There are several combinatorial objects equivalent to this graph, e.g., a Postnikov diagram, a dimer model on the disk, and an alternating strand diagram (see [3, 43, 47]).

Definition 2.1. A plabic graph is a planar bicolored graph G embedded in a disk up to homotopy equivalence, which has n boundary vertices on the boundary of the disk that are not colored and numbered 1, . . . , n in a clockwise order. In addition, G has internal vertices located in strictly inside the disk, and colored black or white. We suppose that each boundary vertex is adjacent to a single internal vertex, and assume that the subgraph obtained by removing boundary vertices is bipartite. The valency (or degree) of a vertex of G is the number of edges that are incident to that vertex. We call a vertex whose valency is d a d-valent vertex.

In the following, we assume that plabic graphs are connected, and that any leaf (i.e., a 1-valent vertex) of a plabic graph is a boundary vertex. For example, Figure 1 is a plabic graph.

1 2 34 5 6

Figure 1.

A face of a plabic graph is called internal, if it does not intersect with the boundary of the disk. Other faces are called boundary faces.

Definition 2.2. We introduce the fundamental operations on a plabic graph as follows (see also Figure 2):

(M1) If a plabic graph contains a square consisting of four internal vertices with alternating colors, each of which is 3-valent, then we switch the colors of these vertices (i.e., black vertices become white and vice versa). Then we insert some 2-valent vertices to keep the bipartiteness. This operation is called the square move (or urban renewal).

(M2) If a plabic graph contains an internal 2-valent vertex that is not adjacent to the boundary, then we can remove it and merge two adjacent vertices. Note that this operation can be reversed.

(M3) We may remove or add vertices of valency 2 so that the resulting graph to be bipartite. (R) If a plabic graph contains two 3-valent internal vertices of different colors connected by a pair of parallel edges, then we remove those vertices and edges and glue the remaining pair of edges together.

These move operations make a given plabic graph another one. We say that two plabic graphs are called move-equivalent if they are transformed into each other by applying the moves (M1)– (M3). We say that a plabic graph is reduced if there is no graph in its move-equivalence class to which (R) can be applied.

(M1) :←→

(M2) :←→(M3) :←→

(R) :←→

Figure 2. The list of operations on plabic graphs

Note that we often use the operation (M2) for making a square face of a plabic graph into a square face whose four vertices are all 3-valent, see Figure 3. Thus, the square move (M1) can be applied to any square face after this modification. If the resulting bipartite graph contain 2-valent vertices, then we can contract those using (M2) or (M3). Note that (M3) can be used for a 2-valent vertex that is adjacent to the boundary. In the following, we simply call this series of operations a square move even if we use (M2) and (M3) supplementally.

(M2)(M1)(M2)or (M3)

Figure 3.

Example 2.3. Let us consider the plabic graph given in Figure 1, which coincides with the left of Figure 4 below. Applying the square move to the face μ, we have another plabic graph as in the right of Figure 4. Whereas, if we apply the square move to the face μ^′, then we can recover the original graph. 1 2 34 5 6 μ 1 2 34 5 6 μ^′

Figure 4. Applying the square move to the face marked by μ and μ^′

In what follows, we assume that a plabic graph is reduced unless otherwise noted.

Definition 2.4. Let G be a plabic graph with boundary vertices 1, . . . , n labeled in a clockwise order. We define the trip permutation π_G as follows. First, we start at a boundary vertex i and take a path along the edges of G by turning maximally right at an internal black vertex and maximally left at an internal white vertex. We end this path if we arrive at a boundary vertex which we denote by π(i). We call this path the trip (or strand) from i and denote by T_i. We then define

π_G := ( 1 2 · · · n π(1) π(2) · · · π(n) ) ∈ S_n, which is a permutation of [n].

In the following, we consider the permutation π_{k,n} := ( 1 · · · n − k n − k + 1 · · · n k + 1 · · · n 1 · · · k ) ∈ S_n, which is called the Grassmannian permutation. We say that a plabic graph G is type π_{k,n} if π_G = π_{k,n}. The following is fundamental.

Proposition 2.5 ([43, Theorem 13.4]). Any two plabic graphs of type π_{k,n} are move-equivalent.

In the following, we assume that G is a plabic graphs of type π_{k,n}. We here summarize basic properties of G, see [43, 45, 47] for more details. First, each trip T_i on G partitions the disk containing G into two parts, that is, the part on the left of T_i, and the part on the right. We put a number i on each face of G which is to the left of T_i. After considering trips T_1, . . . , T_n, each face will contain a k element subset of [n]. Thus, we can label each face of a plabic graph with a k-subset in (_{[n]} k ) . It is known that the number of faces of G is equal to s + 1 where s := k(n − k), and boundary faces are labeled by k-subsets of the form β_i := [i, i + k − 1] for any G, where i = 1, . . . , n and each number reduced modulo n. We then index k-subsets of [n] using Young diagrams as follows.

Definition 2.6. Let P_{k,n} be the set of Young diagrams fitting inside a k × (n − k) rectangle. We give a natural bijection between P_{k,n} and (_{[n]} k ) in the following way. For λ ∈ P_{k,n}, we arrange λ so that its top-left corner coincides with the top-left corner of the k × (n − k) rectangle. Then we cut out the southeast border of λ along a path from the northeast corner to the southwest corner of the rectangle, which consists of k south steps and n − k west steps. We label these n steps by {1, . . . , n} in order. Then we assign the numbers labeling the south steps to λ. This procedure gives a bijection between P_{k,n} and (_{[n]} k ) , thus we will identify these two sets. Note that the k-subset {n − k + 1, . . . , n} corresponds to the empty Young diagram ∅.

Thus, we can label each face in a plabic graph with a Young diagram. For example, the faces of the plabic graph given in Figure 1 are labeled as Figure 5. We denote by ~P_G the set of all Young diagrams labeling the faces of a plabic graph G, thus | ~P_G| = s + 1. Let P_G := ~P_G\{∅}.

1 2 34 5 6 12233445 5616

263646 1 2 34 5 6∅

Figure 5. The plabic graph labeled by 2-subsets (left) and Young diagrams (right)

Definition 2.7. Let G be a plabic graph of type π_{k,n}. We say that G is rectangle if each face of G is labeled by a Young diagram whose shape is a rectangular grid pattern. We denote the rectangle plabic graph of type π_{k,n} by G^{rec}_{k,n}.

A rectangle plabic graph is also called regular, and the method to construct it for fixed k and n is given in [37, Section 8]. For example, the right of Figure 5 shows that Figure 1 is the rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{2,6}. We remark that some papers, e.g., [15, 45], use the “opposite” convention, that is, the rectangle plabic graph of type π_{k,n} is denoted by G^{rec}_{n−k,n} in those papers instead of G^{rec}_{k,n}.

We then introduce the quiver, which is a finite directed graph, obtained as the dual of G.

Definition 2.8. Let G be a plabic graph, and assume that G contains no internal 2-valent vertex. (If G contains such a vertex, then we remove it by the operation (M3).) We define the quiver Q(G) associated to G in the following way. We assign a vertex of Q(G) dual to face in G, thus we identify the set of vertices of Q(G) with ~P_G. A vertex of Q(G) is said to be frozen if the corresponding face in G is a boundary face, and is said to be mutable otherwise. We draw an arrow dual to any edge e in G that separates two faces, and at least one of which corresponds to a mutable vertex. We determine the orientation of arrows so that the white vertex is on the right of the arrow when it crosses over e.

For example, the following is the quiver associated to the plabic graph given in Figure 1.

1 2 34 5 6 ••• •• ••

Figure 6. The quiver associated to the plabic graph G^{rec}_{2,6} given in Figure 1

Definition 2.9 (Quiver mutation). Let λ be a mutable vertex of a quiver Q = Q(G). The quiver mutation Qmut_λ of Q at λ (or in direction λ) is the operation transforming Q into another quiver which will be denoted by Qmut_λ(Q) by performing the following steps:

(1) For each oriented path i → λ → j passing through λ, we add a new arrow i → j unless i and j are both frozen.

(2) Reverse the orientation of all arrows incident to λ. (3) Remove oriented 2-cycles until we are unable to do this.

Two quivers are called mutation-equivalent if they are transformed into each other by the repetition of quiver mutations.

The quiver mutation at a certain vertex of Q(G) can be understood in terms of operations in Definition 2.2. In particular, the next lemma follows from the definition (cf. [43, 47]).

Lemma 2.10. Let G, G^′ be plabic graphs. If G, G^′ are transformed into each other by the square move (M1) at a square face λ, then the associated quivers Q(G) and Q(G^′) are transformed into each other by the mutation at the vertex corresponding to λ.

On the other hand, if λ is a square face of G, then the mutation of Q(G) at a vertex corresponding to λ is the quiver Q(G^′) associated to G^′ that is obtained by applying the square move to λ.

λλ_1λ_2λ_3λ^4 λλ_1λ_2λ_3λ^4

Qmut_λ

Figure 7. The quiver mutation at λ corresponding to a square face

Remark 2.11. By Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 2.10, all quivers associated to plabic graphs of type π_{k,n} are mutation-equivalent. We note that even if a mutable vertex of Q(G) does not correspond to a square face in G, in which case the number of incoming arrows (equivalently outgoing arrows) at the vertex is greater than two, we can apply the quiver mutation. However, the resulting quiver is no longer the dual of a plabic graph in this situation.

We then mention the cluster structure on the Grassmannian X_{k,n} = Gr(k, n). A cluster algebra was introduced by Fomin and Zelevinsky [18]. To define a cluster algebra, we consider a certain free generating set of an ambient field, called (extended) cluster, and certain combinatorial data (e.g., a quiver or a skew symmetric matrix) associated to a given cluster. A pair of a cluster and such a combinatorial data is called a labeled seed. By recursively applying the operation called the seed mutation, which makes a given labeled seed another one, we have a family of labeled seeds, and hence a family of clusters. A cluster algebra is a commutative algebra generated by such a family of clusters, and it gives algebraic and combinatorial frameworks to understand the dual canonical basis and total positivity in Lie theory. After this algebra was introduced, the relationships between cluster algebras and many fields of mathematics have been discovered. The homogeneous coordinate ring A_{k,n} of X_{k,n} is one of important examples of cluster algebras as shown in [18, 47]. Since the cluster structure endowed with the Grassmannian plays an important role in Section 4, we now give a brief explanation that A_{k,n} can be obtained from a plabic graph G of type π_{k,n} as a cluster algebra. It follows from [47, Theorem 3] that a pair of the quiver Q(G) associated to G and indeterminate variables indexed by faces of G, called A-cluster variables, forms a labeled seed Σ_G, that is, the set of such indeterminate variables is a cluster. Since faces of G are divided into two parts (i.e., internal faces and boundary faces), a cluster is also divided into mutable and frozen (or coefficient) variables that respectively correspond to internal and boundary faces of G. In this situation, the seed mutation can be defined by combining the quiver mutation Qmut_μ(Q(G)) at a mutable vertex μ and the exchange relation that replace a mutable variable corresponding to μ by another variable. Repeating the seed mutations to Σ_G, we obtain a lot of (usually infinitely many) clusters, but we note that frozen variables are preserved. Then, the cluster algebra (of geometric type) A_{ΣG} associated to Σ_G is defined as the R-algebra generated by variables derived from mutable variables in Σ_G by sequences of seed mutations, where R is the C -algebra generated by frozen variables in Σ_G. By [47, Theorem 3], there is an isomorphism A_{ΣG} ∼= A_{k,n}, thus we can consider the homogeneous coordinate ring A_{k,n} as a cluster algebra. We note that, in some literatures, the frozen variables are inverted when we define the cluster algebra, in which case the labeled seed Σ_G gives a cluster structure on a certain open positroid variety (see e.g., [19, 39]).

Remark 2.12. Throughout this article, we consider the cluster structure arising from a plabic graph of type π_{k,n}. However, when k = 1 or n − 1, in which case X_{k,n} ∼= P^{n−1}, a plabic graph has only boundary faces, and hence the associated quiver has only frozen vertices. Since we can not apply the mutations to such a plabic graph, we will exclude these cases.

Remark 2.13. A plabic graph has been studied from the viewpoint of representation theory of algebras (see e.g., [3, 25, 26, 44]). More precisely, we can obtain a quiver with a potential which consists of the quiver associated to a plabic graph and a certain linear combination of cycles of the quiver. (Note that in this case we also consider an arrow between adjacent frozen vertices.) The (frozen) Jacobian algebra defined from the quiver with a potential is important in this context. Also, the mutation introduced in Definition 2.9 (and hence the square move) can be generalized to the quiver with a potential and the Jacobian algebra as in [44]. In addition, maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over a certain algebra related to a plabic graph provides an additive categorification of the cluster structure of Gr(k, n) [25, 26]. In this context, the valuation associated to a plabic graph, which will be introduced in Subsection 2.3, is also categorified (see [26, Remark 5.6] and [45, Corollary 16.19]).

2.3. Newton–Okounkov bodies associated to plabic graphs. In this subsection, we define Newton–Okounkov bodies using plabic graphs. We mainly refer to [45].

Definition 2.14. We suppose that O is a choice of orientation of each edge of a plabic graph G. An orientation O is called a perfect orientation if every internal white vertex has exactly one incoming arrow and every internal black vertex has exactly one outgoing arrow. We denote by G_O a plabic graph oriented by O. Also, a perfect orientation O is called acyclic if G_O is acyclic as a directed graph. We denote by I_O the set of boundary vertices that are sources of G_O, and this set is called the source set.

Then, we assign a variable x_λ to each face λ ∈ ~P_G. We call the set of such variables {x_λ | λ ∈ ~P_G} the X -cluster variables.

Definition 2.15. Let J be a set of boundary vertices with |J| = |I_O|. A J-flow F from I_O is a collection of self-avoiding, vertex disjoint directed paths in G_O such that the sources of these paths are I_O − (I_O ∩ J) and the sinks are J − (I_O ∩ J). Each path w in a J-flow divides the faces of G into those which are on the left and those which are on the right of the path. We define the weight wt(w) of each such path as the product of variable x_λ, where λ ranges over all face labels to the left of the path. Furthermore, we define the weight wt(F ) of a J-flow F as the product of the weights of all paths in the J-flow.

It is known that any plabic graph of type π_{k,n} has an acyclic perfect orientation O and the order of I_O is k (see [43, the discussion after Remark 11.6]). Furthermore, there exists a unique acyclic perfect orientation O such that I_O = [k] = {1, . . . , k} [45, Lemma 6.3 and Remark 6.4]. Up to rotations, such a unique acyclic perfect orientation takes the form as in Figure 8 around any square face in G.

Figure 8. The acyclic perfect orientation around a square face

From now on, we will always choose the perfect orientation O whose source set is I_O = [k] for a plabic graph G of type π_{k,n}. For a given k-subset J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) , we define the flow polynomial

P^G_J := ∑ F wt(F ), where F ranges over all J-flows from I_O. (2.1)

In this case, x_∅ does not appear in P^G_J for any J, because the face labeled by ∅ locates at the right of any path from I_O to J.

Example 2.16. Let us consider the rectangle plabic graph G = G^{rec}_{2,6} (see Figure 5). The left of Figure 9 is the acyclic perfect orientation O with the source set I_O = {1, 2}. The middle and right of Figure 9 are the J-flows J = {3, 5}. Thus, we have

P^G_{{3,5}} = x^2 x x x x + x^2 x x x x x . 1 2 34 5 6∅ 1 2 34 5 6∅ 1 2 34 5 6∅

Figure 9. The acyclic perfect orientation O of G^{rec}_{2,6} with I_O = {1, 2} (left), the J-flows for J = {3, 5} (middle, right)

Definition 2.17. For the Young diagrams λ_1, λ_2 ∈ ~P_{k,n}, we define a partial order λ_1 ≺ λ_2 if λ_1 is contained in λ_2 when we justify the top-left corners of λ_1, λ_2. In other words, λ_1 ≺ λ_2 if and only if J_1 > J_2, where J_1, J_2 ∈ (_{[n]} k ) are the k-subsets corresponding to λ_1, λ_2 as in Definition 2.6, and < is a component-wise ordering, i.e., j_i ≥ j^′_i holds for each i = 1, . . . , k where J_1 = {j_1, . . . , j_k} (resp. J_2 = {j^′_1, . . . , j^′_k}) with 1 ≤ j_1 < · · · < j_k ≤ n (resp. 1 ≤ j^′_1 < · · · < j^′_k ≤ n). With this convention, the minimal element in ~P_{k,n} is ∅.

We consider the lexicographic order <_{lex} on monomials in {x_λ}_{λ∈ ~PG} . Namely, if x_{λ1} <_{lex} · · · <_{lex} x_{λs+1} where λ_i ∈ ~P_G and s = k(n − k), then x^{a1}_{λ1} · · · x^{as+1}_{λs+1} <_{lex} x^{b1}_{λ1} · · · x^{bs+1}_{λs+1} if and only if there exists k (1 ≤ k ≤ s + 1) such that a_i = b_i for i = 1, . . . , k − 1 and a_k < b_k. This determines a total order on Z^{~PG}.

Using these notions, we define a valuation on C (X_{k,n} )\{0} which was developed in [45, Section 8]. By [45, Propositions 6.8 and 7.6], there is a certain way to write any polynomial f in the Plücker coordinates for Gr(k, n) uniquely as a Laurent polynomial in {x_λ}_{λ∈ ~PG} . Using this Laurent polynomial expression, we first define the valuation val_G : A_{k,n}\{0} → Z^{~PG} on A_{k,n}\{0} as follows. We suppose that 0 ≠ f ∈ A_{k,n} is described as f = ∑ λ∈ ~P_G aλx m_λ λ with a_λ ∈ C , m_λ ∈ Z^{~PG}. Then, we define val_G(f) := min_{lex}{m_λ | a_λ ≠ 0} where the minimality is determined by the above lexicographic order. For f/g ∈ C (X_{k,n} )\{0} with f, g ∈ A_{n,k}, we define val_G(f/g) = val_G(f) − val_G(g), and this extends val_G to the valuation on the field of rational functions of X_{k,n}: val_G : C (X_{k,n} )\{0} → Z^{~PG}. For a Plücker coordinate p_J with J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) , the expression in {x_λ}_{λ∈ ~PG} is given by the flow polynomial P^G_J . Thus, the valuation is given by val_G(p_J ) = val_G(P^G_J ), which is the exponent vector of the minimal term in P^G_J with respect to the above lexicographic order. We call the J-flow corresponding to the minimal term in P^G_J the strongly minimal flow from {1, . . . , k} to J, and denote by F_{min}, that is, it satisfies val_G(p_J ) = wt(F_{min}). As we mentioned, x_∅ does not appear in P^G_J for any J. Thus, we omit the coordinate corresponding to x_∅ from the valuation, but we use the same notation by abuse of notation, that is, we let val_G : C (X_{k,n} )\{0} → Z^{PG}. We note that for the Plücker coordinate p_{[k]} = p_{{1,...,k}}, we have val_G(p_{[k]}) = (0, . . . , 0) because P^G_{[k]} = 1 when we fix the perfect orientation O with I_O = [k]. Thus, we have val_G(p_J /p_{[k]}) = val_G(p_J ) in particular.

Using this valuation, we now define the Newton–Okounkov body Δ_G which was introduced in [41, 42] and developed in several papers e.g., [28, 29, 35].

Definition 2.18. We take the divisor D = {p_{[k]} = 0} in X_{k,n}. Then L_r := H^0(X_{k,n}, O(rD)) is generated by monomials with the form M/(p_{[k]})^r, where M is a monomial of degree r in Plücker coordinates. The Newton–Okounkov body Δ_G(D) associated to val_G and D is defined by

Δ_G(D) := Conv (_∞ ⋃ r=1 1 r val_G(L_r) ) . The Newton–Okounkov body is also defined for other divisors in X_{k,n}. Since we use only the divisor D = {p_{[k]} = 0} in this paper, we simply denote Δ_G(D) by Δ_G. Besides, there is another polytope called the superpotential polytope Γ_G associated to G, which is defined by inequalities obtained by the tropicalization of the superpotential W (see [45, Section 10]). Here, the superpotential W is a certain regular function defined on the side of the dual Grassmannian X̌_{k,n} which parametrizes (n − k)-planes in (C n )∗, see [36, Section 6], [45, Section 10] for more details. In this article, we do not observe much about the superpotential polytope, but we note that it was shown in [45, Theorem 16.18] that it coincides with the Newton–Okounkov polytope, i.e., Δ_G = Γ_G, and Δ_G is a rational polytope. Thus, we call Δ_G the Newton–Okounkov polytope associated to G. We note that the polytope Δ_G is not necessarily a lattice polytope, see e.g., [45, Section 9], [4, Theorem 3].

Although it is hard to compute Newton–Okounkov bodies in general, in our situation we know the explicit description of lattice points of Δ_G.

Theorem 2.19 ([45, Corollaries 16.10 and 16.19, Theorem 16.12]). Let G be a plabic graph of type π_{k,n}. Then Δ_G has (_n k ) lattice points, and they are precisely the valuations val_G(p_J ) of Plücker coordinates. In particular, if Δ_G is a lattice polytope, then we have Δ_G = Conv_G, where Conv_G := Conv (val_G(L_1)) = Conv{val_G(p_J ) | J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) }. Example 2.20. We again consider the rectangle plabic graph G = G^{rec}_{2,6} (see Figure 5). In Example 2.16, we had the flow polynomial

P^G_{{3,5}} = x^2 x x x x + x^2 x x x x x . (2.2)

We see that the lexicographically minimal term is the first monomial in (2.2), and hence the middle of Figure 9 shows the strongly minimal flow from {1, 2} to {3, 5}. Thus, we have

val_G(p_{{3,5}}) = (0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 2),

where the components are arranged with the same order as Table 1. By a computation similar to the above, we have the valuations as in Table 1 below.

{1, 2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {1, 3} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 {1, 4} 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 {1, 5} 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 {1, 6} 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 {2, 3} 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 {2, 4} 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 {2, 5} 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 {2, 6} 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 {3, 4} 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2 {3, 5} 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 2 {3, 6} 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 2 {4, 5} 0 1 1 1 0 1 2 2 {4, 6} 0 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 {5, 6} 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 Table 1. The valuation val_G(p_J ) of the Plücker coordinate p_J for any J ∈

(_{[6]} 2 ) (we write only J instead of p_J in the leftmost column).

As we will see in Proposition 5.3, the Newton–Okounkov polytope associated to a rectangle plabic graph is unimodularly equivalent to a Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope, which is a lattice polytope. Thus, by Theorem 2.19, the Newton–Okounkov polytope associated to G^{rec}_{2,6} is the convex hull of the row vectors given in the above table.

The Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G gives a toric degeneration of X_{k,n} (after rescaling the polytopes) as follows.

Theorem 2.21 ([45, Corollary 17.11]). There is a flat degeneration of X_{k,n} to the normal projective toric variety associated to the polytope r_GΔ_G. Here, r_G is the minimal integer such that the dilated polytope r_GΔ_G has the “integer decomposition property” (see e.g., [12] for more details).

Remark 2.22. We remark that we can compute the valuation of each Plücker coordinate for G^{rec}_{k,n} by using the grid labeled by the rectangle Young diagrams as follows. We first consider the k × (n − k) grid and label the i × j entry with the rectangle Young diagram of shape i × j, and fill the numbers 1, . . . , n in the right and the bottom sides of the grid (see the left of Figure 10). We give the orientation to the grid (except the right and the bottom sides) so that vertical lines are oriented from the top to the bottom and horizontal lines are oriented from the right to the left. Then we consider a lattice path p from 1 to n, which determines the k-subset J by taking the south steps labeling of the lattice path as we did in Definition 2.6. We also draw lattice paths on the left-hand side of p so that they are separated by “one step”, see the right of Figure 10. Note that such lattice paths can be read off from a Gelfand–Tsetlin tableau which is a certain array of integers in the k × (n − k) grid (see [45, Section 14] for more details). By [45, Lemma 14.2], we see that these lattice paths correspond to the strongly minimal flow on G^{rec}_{k,n} from [k] to J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) , and hence we can compute the valuation of each Plücker coordinate for G^{rec}_{k,n} using this labeled grid. (It might be easier to observe this claim if we write the empty diagram ∅ at the upper left margin.) We note that we will also use this grid description in the proof of Theorem 5.6.

12 3456 ∅ 12

3456 ∅

Figure 10. The 2 × 4 grid labeled by rectangle Young diagrams (left), and the lattice paths corresponding to the strongly minimal flow on G^{rec}_{2,6} from {1, 2} to {3, 5}, which is also given in Example 2.16 and 2.20.

3. Preliminaries on combinatorial mutations of polytopes

In this section, we review the notion of the combinatorial mutation of polytopes, which arises from the new approach for classifying Fano manifolds that uses the mirror symmetry. In the context of mirror symmetry, a Fano manifold is expected to correspond to a certain Laurent polynomial (see [11]). In general, there are several Laurent polynomials mirror to a given Fano manifold. To understand the relationship among such Laurent polynomials, the mutation of Laurent polynomials, which is a birational transformation analogue to a cluster transformation, was introduced in [20]. On the other hand, a Laurent polynomial f determines the Newton polytope Newt(f) as the convex hull of exponent vectors of monomials in f. When Laurent polynomials f and g are related by the mutation of Laurent polynomials, the mutation induces the operation between Newt(f) and Newt(g), which is exactly the combinatorial mutation of polytopes [1].

Following [1] and [23], we introduce the combinatorial mutations of polytopes. Let P ⊂ N_R be a lattice polytope, and we assume that P contains the origin 0. We consider the family of polyhedra (not necessarily polytopes) which are of the following form:

P := { ⋂ v∈S H_{v,≥−1} ∩ ⋂ v^′∈T H_v′_{,≥0} ⊂ N_R | S, T ⊂ M_R, |S|, |T | < ∞ } , where H_{v,≥h} denotes the affine half-space defined by {u ∈ N_R | ⟨v, u⟩ ≥ h} for v ∈ M_R and h ∈ R. A lattice polytope containing the origin of N_R belongs to P but the one not containing the origin does not belong to P since one of the supporting hyperplanes of such polytope is of the form H_{v,≥k} for some v ∈ M and k > 0. Similarly, we define Q by swapping the roles of N_R and M_R. For a P ∈ P, we define the polar dual P^∗ ⊂ M_R of P as P^∗ := {v ∈ M_R | ⟨v, u⟩ ≥ −1 for all u ∈ P } ⊂ M_R. Then we have P^∗ ∈ Q and (P^∗)^∗ = P for any P ∈ P, see [46, Theorem 9.1]. Furthermore, for Q ∈ Q, we see that Q is a polytope (i.e., Q is bounded) if and only if Q^∗ ∈ P is a polyhedron containing the origin in its interior (see [46, Corollary 9.1a (iii)]).

We now define the two classes P_N ⊆ P and Q_M ⊆ Q as follows:

• Q_M is the set of full-dimensional rational polytopes in M_R containing the origin. • P_N = {Q^∗ | Q ∈ Q_M }. We remark that every polyhedron P ∈ P_N contains the origin in its interior, because P^∗ ∈ Q_M . It is known (see [46, Section 8.9]) that any P ∈ P_N has the unique decomposition P = P^′ + C, where P^′ is a rational polytope, C is a rational polyhedral pointed cone and + stands for the Minkowski sum. Here, a polyhedral cone C in N_R (resp. M_R) is the cone Cone(V ) generated by some finite set V ⊂ N_R (resp. V ⊂ M_R) and C is said to be rational if V ⊂ N (resp. V ⊂ M). A polyhedral cone C is said to be pointed if C contains no 1-dimensional linear subspace. Note that the pointedness follows from the full-dimensional condition for Q_M ([46, Corollary 9.1a (i)]).

3.1. Combinatorial mutations in N. First, we prepare some notions used in the definition of the combinatorial mutations.

We say that w ∈ M is primitive if Conv({0, w}) contains no lattice point except for 0 and w. Let w ∈ M be a primitive lattice vector and consider the linear map ⟨w, −⟩ : N_R → R determined by w ∈ M. We say that a lattice point u ∈ N (resp., a subset F ⊂ N_R) is at height m with respect to w if ⟨w, u⟩ = m (resp., ⟨w, u⟩ = m for any u ∈ F ). Let H_{w,h} = {u ∈ N_R | ⟨w, u⟩ = h} denote the hyperplane defined by w with height h. We use the notation w^⊥ instead of H_{w,0}.

We now define the combinatorial mutation of P ∈ P_N . As mentioned above, P can be decomposed as P = P^′ + C, where P^′ is a rational polytope and C is a rational polyhedral pointed cone. In what follows, we define the combinatorial mutations of a rational polytope P^′ and a rational polyhedral pointed cone C. Then we define the combinatorial mutation of P as the sum of those of P^′ and C.

Definition 3.1 (cf. [1, Definition 5], [23, Section 2]). Work with the same notation as above. Take w ∈ M and a lattice polytope F ⊂ N_R such that F ⊆ w^⊥. We call F a factor.

• We assume that for each negative height h < 0 there exists a possibly empty rational polytope G_h ⊂ N_R satisfying V(P^′) ∩ H_{w,h} ⊆ G_h + (−h)F ⊆ P^′ ∩ H_{w,h}. (3.1) (We use the convention A + ∅ = ∅ for any subset A.) Note that we may set G_h = ∅ if V(P^′) ∩ H_{w,h} = ∅. Since V(P^′) is finite, we may consider only finitely many h’s. We define the combinatorial mutation of P^′ with respect to the vector w and a factor F as

mut_w(P^′, F ) := Conv ⋃ h≤−1 G_h ∪ ⋃ h≥0 (P^′ ∩ H_{w,h} + hF ) , which is actually a polytope since we may only consider finitely many h’s.

• Let C be a rational polyhedral cone and let V ⊂ N be a generator of C, i.e., C = Cone(V ). Similarly to the above, we assume that for each negative height h < 0, there exists a rational polyhedral cone G_h ⊂ N_R satisfying V ∩ H_{w,h} ⊆ G_h + (−h)F ⊆ C ∩ H_{w,h}. (3.2) We define the combinatorial mutation of C with respect to the vector w and a factor F as mut_w(C, F ) := Cone ⋃ h≤−1 G_h ∪ ⋃ h≥0 (C ∩ H_{w,h} + hF ) , which is actually a rational polyhedral cone.

• We say that (P, w, F ) = (P^′ + C, w, F ) is well-defined if (P^′, w, F ) satisfies (3.1) and (C, w, F ) satisfies (3.2). When (P, w, F ) is well-defined, we define the combinatorial mutation of P with respect to the vector w and a factor F as

mut_w(P, F ) := mut_w(P^′, F ) + mut_w(C, F ).

We remark that the mutation is independent of the choice of {G_h} (see [1, Proposition 1]), thus we omit G_h from the notation. A translation of the factor F does not affect the mutation, because for any u ∈ N with ⟨w, u⟩ = 0 we have mut_w(P, F ) ∼= mut_w(P, u + F ), see [1] for more details. Also, the combinatorial mutation is an involution in the following sense; if Q := mut_w(P, F ), then we have P = mut_{(−w)}(Q, F ) (see [1, Lemma 2]).

3.2. Combinatorial mutations in M. We can consider the combinatorial mutation of a lattice polytope P in terms of the polar dual P^∗ of P .

Definition 3.2 (cf. [1, Section 3]). Let the notation be the same as above. In particular, w ∈ M is a primitive lattice vector, and F is a lattice polytope such that ⟨w, u⟩ = 0 for any u ∈ F . We define the piecewise-linear map φ_{w,F} : M_R → M_R as

φ_{w,F} (v) := v − v_{min}w, where v_{min} := min{⟨v, u⟩ | u ∈ F }. (3.3)

For a polytope Q ⊂ M_R, we say that φ_{w,F} (Q) is the combinatorial mutation of Q with respect to w and F if φ_{w,F} (Q) is convex.

We note that φ_{−w,F} ∘ φ_{w,F} is the identity, i.e., φ^{−1}_{w,F} = φ_{−w,F} , Also, the image φ_{w,F} (Q) might not be convex in general since φ_{w,F} is a piecewise-linear map.

The two kinds of combinatorial mutations given in Definitions 3.1 and 3.2 relate to each other in the following sense.

Proposition 3.3 (e.g., [1], [23, Propositions 3.2 and 3.4], [24, Proposition 6.6]). We fix a primitive vector w ∈ M and a lattice polytope F ⊆ w^⊥. Let Q ∈ Q_M . Then mut_w(Q^∗, F ) is well-defined if and only if φ_{w,F} (Q) is convex, in which case we have φ_{w,F} (Q) = mut_w(Q^∗, F )^∗.

We also remark that φ_{w,F} preserves the Ehrhart series of Q (cf. [1, Proposition 4]). It is known that the leading coefficient of the Ehrhart series of Q is the volume of Q, thus the volume of Q coincides with that of φ_{w,F} (Q).

4. Interpretation of tropicalized cluster mutations by combinatorial mutations

We recall that we can obtain the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G from a plabic graph G of type π_{k,n}, see Definition 2.18. Applying the operation (M1) in Definition 2.2, we have another plabic graph G^′ of type π_{k,n} and the associated Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G′ . Thus, it is natural to consider the relationship between Δ_G and Δ_G′ . The desired answer was given in [45, Section 11], that is, they are related by the tropicalized cluster mutation (see Definition 4.1 below), which is obtained by tropicalizing the exchange relation used for defining a cluster algebra. In this section, we review this result from a viewpoint of combinatorial mutations. First, we introduce the tropicalized cluster mutation as follows, which is a special version of [45, Definition 11.8].

Definition 4.1. Let G be a plabic graph of type π_{k,n}. In particular, the faces of G are identified with ~P_G =: {λ_1, . . . , λ_s, λ_{s+1} = ∅} where s = k(n − k). We suppose that λ_i ∈ P_G is a square face. Let G^′ be a plabic graph of type π_{k,n} obtained by applying the square move (M1) to the face λ_i. We consider the piecewise-linear map Ψ_{G,G}′ : R^{PG} → R^{PG′} defined by (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λs} ) → (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λi−1} , v^′_{λi} , v_{λi+1} , . . . , v_{λs} ), (4.1) where v^′_{λi} = −v_{λi} + min{v_{λa} + v_{λc} , v_{λb} + v_{λd} }, and λ_a, λ_b, λ_c, λ_d are faces located cyclically around λ_i. If one of λ_a, λ_b, λ_c, λ_d is the empty diagram, e.g. λ_a = ∅, then we define v_{λa} = 0.

λ_iλ_aλ_bλ_cλ^d

We call the map Ψ_{G,G}′ the tropicalized cluster mutation at λ_i.

By [45, Theorem 13.1], the map Ψ_{G,G}′ satisfies

val_G′ (p_J ) = Ψ_{G,G}′ ( val_G(p_J ) ) for any Plücker coordinate p_J in A_{k,n}. Even though the polytope Conv_G is defined as the convex hull of these valuations (see Theorem 2.19), the image Ψ_{G,G}′ (Conv_G) does not necessarily coincide with Conv_G′ (cf [45, Remark 13.3]). Meanwhile, the tropicalized cluster mutation relates the Newton–Okounkov polytopes Δ_G and Δ_G′ .

Theorem 4.2 ([45, Corollaries 11.16, 11.17, Theorem 16.18]). Let the notation be the same as Definition 4.1. The tropicalized cluster mutation Ψ_{G,G}′ gives a bijection

Ψ_{G,G}′ : Δ_G → Δ_G′ .

In particular, the numbers of lattice points of Δ_G and Δ_G′ are the same.

We now reinterpret the map Ψ_{G,G}′ in terms of combinatorial mutations. We note that a similar observation was already given in [8] for the Newton polytope of the superpotential W , which is the polar dual of the Newton–Okounkov polytope. Thus, the following proposition is the dual of [8, Proposition 3].

Proposition 4.3. Let the notation be the same as Definition 4.1. We define the lattice polytope

F_{λi} := Conv{e_{λa} + e_{λc} , e_{λb} + e_{λd} },

where e_{λj} is the unit vector in R^{PG} . Let w := −e_{λi} . Also, we define the linear map ϵ_{λi} : R^{PG} → R^{PG} ( (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λs} ) → (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λi−1} , −v_{λi} , v_{λi+1} , . . . , v_{λs} ) ) , which is clearly a unimodular transformation. Then, we have Ψ_{G,G}′ = φ_{w,Fλi} ∘ ϵ_{λi} . Therefore, the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G′ is the combinatorial mutation of ϵ_{λi} (Δ_G) with respect to w and F_{λi} .

Proof. By definition, we see that ⟨w, u⟩ = 0 for any u ∈ F_{λi} . Thus, we can define the piecewiselinear map (3.3) for w = −e_{λi} and F_{λi} . For v = (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λs} ) ∈ R^{PG} , we have v_{min} := min{⟨v, u⟩ | u ∈ F_{λi} } = min{v_{λa} + v_{λc} , v_{λb} + v_{λd} }. Thus, we have φ_{w,Fλi} = v − v_{min}w = v + min{v_{λa} + v_{λc} , v_{λb} + v_{λd} }e_{λi} . (4.2) Since the coordinate of (4.2) labeled by λ_i is v_{λi} + min{v_{λa} + v_{λc} , v_{λb} + v_{λd} }, we see that Ψ_{G,G}′ = φ_{w,Fλi} ∘ ϵ_{λi} by definition. By Theorem 4.2, we know that Δ_G′ = Ψ_{G,G}′ (Δ_G) = φ_{w,Fλi} ∘ ϵ_{λi} (Δ_G) is a polytope, and hence Δ_G′ is the combinatorial mutation of ϵ_{λi} (Δ_G). □

Remark 4.4. The tropicalized cluster mutation is defined for a general labeled seed mutationequivalent to the one associated to a plabic graph of type π_{k,n} as in [45, Definition 11.8], and Theorem 4.2 holds for such a general labeled seed. Thus, we can extend Proposition 4.3 to such a general situation, see also Appendix A for an example.

Example 4.5. We recall the plabic graphs given in Example 2.3. Their faces are labeled by Young diagrams as in the figure below. We denote the left plabic graph by G, and the right one by G^′. As we saw, applying the square move to the face of G labeled by , we have the plabic graph G^′, in which case the tropicalized cluster mutation Ψ_{G,G}′ : R^8 → R^8 is the piecewise-linear map given by v → v := −v + min{v + v , v + v } and other components are preserved. The map Ψ_{G,G}′ satisfies val_G′ (p_J ) = Ψ_{G,G}′ ( val_G(p_J ) ) for any Plücker coordinate p_J in A_{2,6}, and gives a bijection Ψ_{G,G}′ : Δ_G → Δ_G′ . 1 2 34 5 6∅

the square move at

1 2 34 5 6∅

Example 4.6. By Proposition 4.3, the composite φ_{w,Fλi} ∘ ϵ_{λi} gives a bijection from Δ_G to Δ_G′ . If we drop ϵ_{λi} from this map, then the image φ_{w,Fλi} (Δ_G) is not a polytope in general. For example, let us recall Example 2.20. Let λ_i = . Then λ_a = ∅, λ_b = , λ_c = and λ_d = . Let φ = φ_{w,Fλi} . Now, we apply φ to the vertices of Δ_G. Then their images become as follows:

{1, 2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {1, 3} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 {1, 4} 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 {1, 5} 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 {1, 6} 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 {2, 3} 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 {2, 4} 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 {2, 5} 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 {2, 6} 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 {3, 4} 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2 {3, 5} 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 2 {3, 6} 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 2 {4, 5} 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 2 {4, 6} 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 {5, 6} 3 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 Let Δ_G′ be the convex hull of those points. By using Magma, we can compute the volume of Δ_G′ , which is 28/8!. On the other hand, the volume of Δ_G is 14/8!. Since φ preserves the volume, these imply that Δ_G′ is not the image of Δ_G by φ. This phenomenon happens since φ(Δ_G) is not convex. Indeed, consider the hyperplane H = {v ∈ R^{PG} | v_{λa} + v_{λc} = v_{λb} + v_{λd} }. Since φ is just a linear map on H, we see that φ(Δ_G ∩ H) is equal to the convex hull of the above points lying on H, which are those corresponding to {1, 2}, {1, 3}, {1, 4}, {1, 6}, {2, 3}, {2, 4}, {2, 6}, {3, 4}, {3, 6}, {4, 5}, {5, 6}. On the other hand, the vertices val_G(p_{{3,5}}) and val_G(p_{{4,6}}) lie on the different side with respect to H. Let us consider the midpoint v^′ of φ(val_G(p_{{3,5}})) and φ(val_G(p_{{4,6}})). Then v^′ = (1/2, 1/2, 1, 1, 1/2, 1, 3/2, 2) and v^′ lies on H. If φ(Δ_G) is convex, then v^′ is contained in φ(Δ_G ∩ H). Due to the last coordinate of v^′, we see that v^′ should be the convex combination of the points φ(val_G(p_{{3,4}})), φ(val_G(p_{{3,6}})), φ(val_G(p_{{4,5}})) and φ(val_G(p_{{5,6}})).

Suppose that

v^′ = c_1φ(val_G(p_{{3,4}})) + c_2φ(val_G(p_{{3,6}})) + c_3φ(val_G(p_{{4,5}})) + c_4φ(val_G(p_{{5,6}})), where c_1, . . . , c_4 ≥ 0 and c_1 +· · ·+c_4 = 1. Then we have c_2 +c_3 +3c_4 = 1/2 and c_2 +c_3 +2c_4 = 1. These equations conclude c_4 = −1/2, but this contradicts c_4 ≥ 0.

5. Combinatorial mutations associated to posets of Young diagrams We first recall the order polytopes and chain polytopes which were originally introduced in [49]. Let Π be a poset equipped with a partial order ≺. For a, b ∈ Π, we say that a covers b if b ≺ a and there is no a^′ such that a^′ ≠ a, b and b ≺ a^′ ≺ a. We say that α ⊆ Π is a poset filter if α satisfies the condition: a ∈ α and a ≺ b =⇒ b ∈ α. We regard an empty set as a poset filter. Also, we say that A ⊆ Π is an antichain if a ⊀ b and b ⊀ a hold for any a, b ∈ A with a ≠ b. We regard an empty set as an antichain.

Definition 5.1 (cf. [49]). With the settings as above, we define two convex polytopes as follows:

O(Π) = {(x_a)_{a∈Π} ∈ R^Π | x_a ≤ x_b if a ⪯ b in Π, 0 ≤ x_a ≤ 1 for all a ∈ Π}, C(Π) = {(x_a)_{a∈Π} ∈ R^Π | x_{ai1} + · · · + x_{aiℓ} ≤ 1 if a_{i1} ≺ · · · ≺ a_{iℓ} in Π, x_a ≥ 0 for all a ∈ Π}.

We call O(Π) the order polytope of Π, and call C(Π) the chain polytope of Π.

We here collect some important properties of these polytopes which were shown in [49]. First, both O(Π) and C(Π) are (0, 1)-polytopes, that is, polytopes whose vertices are (0, 1)-vectors. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the vertices of O(Π) (resp., C(Π)) and the poset filters (resp., the antichains) of Π. More precisely, a (0, 1)-vector (x_a)_{a∈Π} is a vertex of O(Π) (resp., C(Π)) if and only if {a | x_a = 1} is a poset filter (resp., an antichain) of Π. In particular, both O(Π) and C(Π) contain the origin in their boundaries. Note that the poset filters one-to-one correspond to the antichains, thus the number of vertices of O(Π) coincides with that of C(Π). Since these are (0, 1)-polytopes, we conclude that #(O(Π) ∩ Z^Π) = #(C(Π) ∩ Z^Π).

We remark that O(Π) and C(Π) are not necessarily unimodularly equivalent in general. The necessary and sufficient condition for O(Π) and C(Π) to be unimodularly equivalent is given in [22, Theorem 2.1]. Moreover, we have #(mO(Π) ∩ Z^Π) = #(mC(Π) ∩ Z^Π) for any positive integer m [49], which is proved by using the transfer map ϕ : R^Π → R^Π defined as follows:

ϕ((x_a)_{a∈Π}) = (ϕ(x_a))_{a∈Π}, where ϕ(x_a) := min{x_a − x_b | a covers b}.

This map ϕ gives a bijection between O(Π) and C(Π), precisely ϕ ( O(Π) ) = C(Π) (see [49, Theorem 3.2]).

In what follows, we consider the order polytope and the chain polytope for a special class of posets, denoted by Π_{k,n}, whose Hasse diagram takes the form as in Figure 11. In this case, the polytope O(Π_{k,n}) is called the Gelfand–Tsetlin (GT) polytope, and C(Π_{k,n}) is called the Feigin– Fourier–Littelmann–Vinberg (FFLV) polytope after the work [21, 17, 50], see Subsection 1.2 for more details. k n − k

Figure 11. The Hasse diagram of the poset Π_{k,n}

We here recall a partial order for Young diagrams in ~P_{k,n} defined in Definition 2.17. For the rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{k,n}, we see that the poset structure of Young diagrams in P_Grec_{k,n} = ~P_{Greck,n} \{∅} coincides with Π_{k,n}. Thus, in the following, we label each component of an element in Π_{k,n} by a Young diagram in P_Grec_{k,n} along this partial order.

Example 5.2. We consider the rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{2,6} given in Figure 5. In this case, we have ~P_{Grec2,6} = {∅ , , , , , , , , } .

The Hasse diagram of the poset P_Grec_{2,6} , which coincides with the one of Π_{2,6}, is the following.

Then we note the relationship between the GT polytope O(Π_{k,n}) and the Newton–Okounkov polytope associated to the rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{k,n}.

Proposition 5.3 ([45, Lemma 16.2]). Let G = G^{rec}_{k,n}. We consider the linear map f : R^{PG} → R^{PG} given by v_{i×j} → x_{i×j} := v_{i×j} − v_{(i−1)×(j−1)}, where v_{i×j} is the component of v ∈ R^{PG} corresponding to the rectangle Young diagram of shape i × j, and v_{i×j} → v_{i×j} if i = 1 or j = 1. Then f is unimodular, and we have f(Δ_G) = O(Π_{k,n}), that is, the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G is unimodularly equivalent to the GT polytope O(Π_{k,n}). In particular, Δ_G is a lattice polytope.

We note that by the map f in Proposition 5.3, v_{i×j} is sent to the component of an element in O(Π_{k,n}) labeled by i × j. Thus we may write O(Π_{k,n}) as

f(Δ_Grec_{k,n} ) = O(Π_{k,n}) = {(x_λ) ∈ R^{PGreck,n} | x_λ ≤ x_λ′ if λ ⪯ λ^′ in P_Grec_{k,n} , 0 ≤ x_λ ≤ 1 for all λ ∈ P_Grec_{k,n} }.

Example 5.4. We know that the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_Grec_{2,6} is the convex hull of the row vectors, which are the valuations of the Plücker coordinates, in the table of Example 2.20. Let G = G^{rec}_{2,6}. We apply the transformation f in Proposition 5.3, which is described as v → v − v , v → v − v , v → v − v , v_λ → v_λ for λ ∈ P_G\{ , , }, to the valuations. Then we have the GT polytope O(Π_{2,6}) as the convex hull of f(val_G(p_J )) for all J ∈

(_{[6]} 2 ) by Proposition 5.3.

Now, for a plabic graph G of type π_{k,n}, we introduce the new plabic graph G^∨, which will be called the dual of G. We denote by G^∗ the plabic graph obtained by replacing black vertices with white ones and vice versa in G. Then we define the dual G^∨ of G by changing the numbering of the boundary vertices of G^∗ as r → r + k (modulo n) for any r = 1, . . . , n. We see that G^∨ is a plabic graph of type π_{k,n}.

Observation 5.5. We now consider the rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{n−k,n}, and its dual (G^{rec}_{n−k,n})^∨. We note that (G^{rec}_{n−k,n})^∨ is of type π_{k,n}, but it is no longer rectangle. Let λ_{i×j} be the rectangle Young diagram of shape i × j, where 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ n − k. Assigning the boundary vertex G^{rec}_{n−k,n} numbered by i to that of (G^{rec}_{n−k,n})^∨ numbered by i + k, we have a natural bijection between faces of G^{rec}_{n−k,n} and those of (G^{rec}_{n−k,n})^∨. With this bijection, we see that the face of G^{rec}_{n−k,n} labeled by λ_{j×i} corresponds to the face of (G^{rec}_{n−k,n})^∨ labeled by λ_{max}\λ_{i×j} . Here, λ_{max} is the rectangle Young diagrams of shapes k×(n−k) and λ_{max}\λ_{i×j} is the Young diagram obtained by arranging λ_{i×j} so that its bottom-right corner coincides with the bottom-right corner of λ_{max} and cutting out λ_{i×j} from λ_{max}.

It was shown in [15, Theorem 3] that the Newton–Okounkov polytope associated to (G^{rec}_{n−k,n})^∨ is unimodularly equivalent to the FFLV polytope C(Π_{k,n}). We will study further details of this equivalence. Namely, we give the precise description of a unimodular transformation relating Δ_{(G}rec_{n−k,n)}∨ and C(Π_{k,n}) in terms of the Young diagrams labeling (G^{rec}_{n−k,n})^∨, which is an analogue of Proposition 5.3 for (G^{rec}_{n−k,n})^∨.

To do so, we prepare some notations. Let G = G^{rec}_{n−k,n} and (v_λ)_{λ∈ ~PG∨} ∈ R^{~PG∨} . Let w_{i×j} denote the component of (v_λ)_{λ∈ ~PG∨} corresponding to λ_{max}\λ_{i×j} . We use the convention w_{i×j} = w_∅ if i ≤ 0 or j ≤ 0. For example, for k = 2 and n = 6, we have

w_{1×1} = v , w_{1×2} = v , w_{1×3} = v , w_{1×4} = v , w_{2×1} = v , w_{2×2} = v , w_{2×3} = v , w_{2×4} = v_∅, w_∅ = v .

Theorem 5.6. Let G = G^{rec}_{n−k,n} and P^′_G∨ := ~P_G∨ \{λ_{max}}. We consider the linear map g : R^{PG∨} → R^{P ′}G^∨ given by w_{i×j} → x_{i×j} := w_{(i−1)×j} + w_{i×(j−1)} − w_{i×j} − w_{(i−1)×(j−1)}. Note that w_∅ = w_{0×0} → x_{0×0} = w_{(−1)×0} + w_{0×(−1)} − w_{0×0} − w_{(−1)×(−1)} = 0. Then g is unimodular, and we have g(Δ_G∨ ) = C(Π_{k,n}). In particular, Δ_G∨ is a lattice polytope.

Proof. We divide our proof into three steps. (Step 1): Let J = {j_1, . . . , j_k} ∈ (_{[n]} k ) with 1 ≤ j_1 < · · · < j_k ≤ n. Assume that j_{k−1} ≤ k < j_k.

Let i be the unique integer with i ∈ [k] \ {j_1, . . . , j_{k−1}} and let j = j_k − k. First, we prove that g(val_G∨ (p_J )) = (x_{a×b})1≤a≤k_{1≤b≤n−k} , where x_{a×b} = { 1 for (a, b) = (k + 1 − i, j), 0 otherwise.

Since we are considering the acyclic perfect orientation O with I_O = [k], we see that I_O − (I_O ∩J) = {i} and J −(I_O ∩J) = {j_k} by the assumption on J. Thus, we may consider the paths from i to j_k for computing a J-flow. We recall that the strongly minimal flows (and hence the valuation) for G can be read off from the labeled (n−k)×k grid discussed in Remark 2.22. Thus, by Observation 5.5, we consider the (n − k) × k grid whose i × j entry is labeled by λ_{max}\λ_{i×j}, and change the numbering in the right and the bottom side so that i → i + k for observing strongly minimal flows on G^∨. We also give the orientation to the grid (except the right and the bottom sides) so that vertical lines are oriented from the bottom to the top and horizontal lines are oriented from the left to the right, because the changing the colors of internal vertices reverses the acyclic orientation. (We would write λ_{max}\∅ = λ_{max} at the upper left margin for convenience.) Then we see that the strongly minimal flow on G^∨ from [k] to the above J corresponds to the lattice path given by a vertical path from i followed by a horizontal path ending in j_k as in Figure 12 (see the paragraph just above of [15, Proposition 3]). Those imply that val_G∨ (p_J ) = (w_{a×b})_{a,b}, where w_{a×b} = { 1 if a ≤ k − i or b ≤ j − 1, 0 otherwise.

Hence, by applying g, we obtain that g(val_G∨ (p_J )) = (g(w_{a×b}))_{a,b}, where g(w_{a×b}) = w_{(a−1)×b} + w_{a×(b−1)} − w_{a×b} − w_{(a−1)×(b−1)} = { 1 if (a, b) = (k + 1 − i, j), 0 otherwise.

(Step 2): Regarding other J^′ ∈ (_{[n]} k ) , [15, Proposition 3] claims that val_G∨ (p_J ′ ) can be described as a sum of val_G∨ (p_J )’s for J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) considered in (Step 1). More precisely, for J^′ = {j^′_1, . . . , j^′_k} with 1 ≤ j^′_1 < · · · < j^′_m ≤ k < j^′_{m+1} < · · · < j^′_k ≤ n, [15, Proposition 3] says that val_G∨ (p_J ′ ) = ∑_{k−m} ℓ=1 val_G∨ (p_{Jℓ} ) holds, where J_ℓ = ([k] \ {j^{′′}_ℓ }) ∪ {j^′_{k+1−ℓ}} for ℓ = 1, . . . , k − m and {j^{′′}_1 , . . . , j^{′′}_{k−m}} = [k] \ {j^′_1, . . . , j^′_m} with j^{′′}_1 < · · · < j^{′′}_{k−m}. (Step 3): Consider the poset {q_{i×j} | 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ n − k} equipped with the partial orders q_{i×j} ≺ q_{i×(j−1)} and q_{i×j} ≺ q_{(i−1)×j} . This poset is nothing but Π_{k,n}. We show that the valuations val_G∨ (p_J ′ ) for J^′ ∈ (_{[n]} k ) one-to-one correspond to the antichains in Π_{k,n}.

For any J^′ ∈ (_{[n]} k ) , work with the same notation as in (Step 2), thus val_G∨ (p_J ′ ) = ∑_{k−m} ℓ=1 val_G∨ (p_{Jℓ} ) holds. By assigning each J_ℓ to q_j′′_ℓ × (j^′_{k+1−ℓ} − k), since q_{i×j} and q_i′_{×j}′ are incomparable in Π_{k,n} if and only if i ≥ i^′ and j < j^′ or i < i^′ and j ≥ j^′, we conclude that val_G∨ (p_J ′ ) one-to-one corresponds to the antichain {x_j′′_{1 ×(j}′_{k−k)}, . . . , x_j′′_{k−m×(j}′_{m+1−k)}}. □

12 34 56∅ 12 34 56∅

Figure 12. The 4 × 2 labeled grid (left). The lattice path given by a vertical path from i = 1 followed by a horizontal path ending in j_k = 4 (right), which corresponds to the strongly minimal flow on (G^{rec}_{4,6})^∨ from {1, 2} to {2, 4}.

Example 5.7. We consider the rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{4,6} (the left of Figure 13) and its dual (G^{rec}_{4,6})^∨ (the middle of Figure 13). In particular, (G^{rec}_{4,6})^∨ is of type π_{2,6}. We consider the acyclic perfect orientation of (G^{rec}_{4,6})^∨ as in the right of Figure 13. We note that this corresponds to the grid description as in the left of Figure 12. 1 2 34 5 6∅ 3 4 56 1 2 ∅ 3 4 56 1 2 ∅

Figure 13. The rectangle plabic graph G^{rec}_{4,6} (left), the dual (G^{rec}_{4,6})^∨ (middle), and the acyclic perfect orientation of (G^{rec}_{4,6})^∨ (right)

Let G^∨ = (G^{rec}_{4,6})^∨. Using this acyclic perfect orientation, we have the valuation val_G∨ (p_J ) of the Plücker coordinate p_J for any J ∈

(_{[6]} 2 ) as in the following table. By Theorem 5.6, the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G∨ is a lattice polytope unimodularly equivalent to C(Π_{2,6}) via g. Thus, Δ_G∨ is the convex hull of the valuations val_G∨ (p_J ) for all J ∈

(_{[6]} 2 ) given as in the following table.

{1, 2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {1, 3} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 {1, 4} 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 {1, 5} 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 {1, 6} 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 {2, 3} 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 {2, 4} 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 {2, 5} 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 {2, 6} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 {3, 4} 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 2 {3, 5} 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 2 {3, 6} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 {4, 5} 2 1 1 1 0 1 2 2 {4, 6} 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 {5, 6} 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 2

We apply the transformation g in Theorem 5.6, which is described as w_∅ = v → 0, w_{1×1} = v → v − v , w_{1×2} = v → v − v , w_{1×3} = v → v − v , w_{1×4} = v → v − v , w_{2×1} = v → v − v , w_{2×2} = v → v + v − v − v , w_{2×3} = v → v + v − v − v , w_{2×4} = v_∅ → v + v − v_∅ − v , to the valuations, we have the following table. Here, each column vector labeled by a Young diagram λ stands for the image of v_λ under g, and omit the one corresponding to because v → 0.

∅ {1, 2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {1, 3} 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {1, 4} 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 {1, 5} 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 {1, 6} 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 {2, 3} 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 {2, 4} 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 {2, 5} 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 {2, 6} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 {3, 4} 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 {3, 5} 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 {3, 6} 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 {4, 5} 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 {4, 6} 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 {5, 6} 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 We observe that these vectors correspond to the antichains of the poset {q_{i×j} | 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ 4} equipped with the partial orders q_{i×j} ≺ q_{i×(j−1)} and q_{i×j} ≺ q_{(i−1)×j} as showed in (Step 3) of the proof of Theorem 5.6.

As we mentioned, the polytopes O(Π_{k,n}) and C(Π_{k,n}) are connected by the transfer map ϕ. It was shown in [23, Theorem 4.1] that ϕ can be described as the composition of the combinatorial mutations defined along the poset Π_{k,n}.

Theorem 5.8 (cf. [23, Theorem 4.1 and its proof]). Let G = G^{rec}_{k,n}. We consider the set of Young diagrams P_G, which is isomorphic to Π_{k,n} as a poset. For λ_i ∈ P_G, let w_i := −e_{λi} . We define the lattice polytope H_{λi} := Conv{−e_{λj} | λ_i covers λ_j}, which satisfies H_{λi} ⊂ w^⊥_i , and the piecewise-linear map φ_{λi} := φ_{wi,Hλi} : R^{PG} → R^{PG} as in (3.3). Let λ_1, . . . , λ_{s−1} be all the non-minimal elements in P_G arranged such as λ_i ≺ λ_j only if i > j. Then the transfer map ϕ can be described as the composition of the piecewise-linear maps: ϕ = φ_{λs−1} ∘ · · · ∘ φ_{λ2} ∘ φ_{λ1} . Moreover, for any i = 1, . . . , s − 1, we see that φ_{λi} ∘ · · · ∘ φ_{λ1} ( O(Π_{k,n}) ) is the combinatorial mutation of φ_{λi−1} ∘ · · · ∘ φ_{λ1} ( O(Π_{k,n}) ) with respect to w_i and H_{λi} .

Example 5.9. We consider the GT polytope:

O(Π_{2,6}) = {(x_λ) ∈ R^{PGrec2,6} | x_λ ≤ x_λ′ if λ ⪯ λ^′ in P_Grec_{2,6} , 0 ≤ x_λ ≤ 1 for all λ ∈ P_Grec_{2,6} }. We will apply the combinatorial mutations φ_{λi} given in Theorem 5.8 along the poset structure on P_Grec_{2,6} (see Example 5.2). Since the largest element in P_Grec_{2,6} is , we first consider φ (O(Π_{2,6})). Next, and are covered by . Thus, we will apply φ and φ . In this situation, we do not care of the order of applications of these maps, because φ ∘ φ = φ ∘ φ . We note that since covers only , the map φ is clearly a unimodular transformation. Repeating these arguments, we apply the sequence of combinatorial mutations: φ ∘ φ ∘ φ ∘ φ ∘ φ ∘ φ ∘ φ ∘ φ (5.1) to O(Π_{2,6}). Here, the maps φ , φ , φ , φ are unimodular transformations, not piecewiselinear transformations, since each mentioned Young diagram covers only one diagram. Also, the map φ is the identity map. By Theorem 5.8, the map (5.1) coincides with the transfer map ϕ. Thus, applying the combinatorial mutations (5.1) to O(Π_{2,6}), we have the FFLV polytope C(Π_{2,6}).

As we saw in Proposition 2.5, all plabic graphs of type π_{k,n} are move-equivalent. Thus, there is a sequence s of square moves connecting G^{rec}_{k,n} and (G^{rec}_{k,n})^∨. Since a square move of a plabic graph induces a tropicalized cluster mutation of the associated Newton–Okounkov polytope (see Theorem 4.2), we have the sequence of tropicalized cluster mutations induced by s that transforms Δ_Grec_{k,n} into Δ_{(G}rec_{n−k,n)}∨ . Furthermore, it can be described by combining the unimodular transformations and the combinatorial mutations as we showed in Proposition 4.3. By Proposition 5.3 and Theorem 5.6, Δ_Grec_{k,n} and Δ_{(G}rec_{n−k,n)}∨ are respectively unimodularly equivalent to O(Π_{k,n}) and C(Π_{k,n}) via f and g. Thus, combining Proposition 5.3, Theorems 5.6 and 5.8, we have another sequence of unimodular transformations and combinatorial mutations that connects Δ_Grec_{k,n} and Δ_{(G}rec_{n−k,n)}∨ : Δ_Grec_{k,n}^f−→ O(Π_{k,n})^{ϕ = φλs−1 ∘ ··· ∘ φλ2 ∘ φλ1} −−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ C(Π_{k,n})^{g−1}−−→ Δ_{(G}rec_{n−k,n)}∨ . (5.2) Remark 5.10. As noted in [15, Remark 1], by changing the numbering of the boundary vertices of G^{rec}_{k,n} as r → n + 1 − r (modulo n) for r = 1, . . . , n, we have another plabic graph G^′ whose associated Newton–Okounkov polytope is unimodularly equivalent to C(Π_{k,n}). This plabic graph G^′ can be obtained from G^{rec}_{k,n} by applying a special sequence of mutations called a maximal green sequence (cf. [32, 33]). Note that maximal green sequences for a rectangle plabic graph is well studied in [37, Section 11]. Thus the sequence of tropicalized cluster mutations induced from this maximal green sequence connects Δ_Grec_{k,n} and Δ_{(G}rec_{n−k,n)}∨ , and hence so does O(Π_{k,n}) and C(Π_{k,n}) via f, g^{−1}. However, it is different from the sequence (5.2) in general.

6. Remarks on tropicalization with respect to the maximum convention

The tropicalized cluster mutation Ψ_{G,G}′ discussed in Section 4 corresponds to the tropicalization of the exchange relation of cluster variables. This tropicalization uses the “minimum convention”, whereas we can also consider the “maximum convention”. As noted in [14, Remark 5.11], the tropicalization with respect to the maximum convention also appears in the context of the wall-crossing of the Newton–Okounkov polytopes associated to maximal prime cone of the tropical Grassmannian. In the first part of this section, we observe the relationship between the wall crossing map and the tropicalization with respect to the maximum convention. In the later half, we show two kinds of tropicalizations are related via the piecewise-linear map used in Proposition 4.3.

First, we give a brief review of the tropical Grassmannian and its wall-crossing phenomenon following [14, 48]. As we noted in Section 1, tropical geometry gives an effective method to construct toric degenerations of Gr(k, n). The tropical Grassmannian Trop(Gr(k, n)) is the tropicalization of the Plücker ideal I_{k,n} for X_{k,n} = Gr(k, n) (cf. [48]). Namely, Trop(Gr(k, n)) is the set of weight vectors w ∈ R(^{nk}) such that the initial ideal in_w(I_{k,n}) does not contain a monomial. The tropical Grassmannian Trop(Gr(k, n)) is a subfan of the Gröbner fan of I_{k,n}, and any maximal cone of has the dimension s + 1 = k(n − k) + 1 [48, Corollary 3.1]. Also, weight vectors contained in the same cone C of Trop(Gr(k, n)) give the same initial ideal, hence we may write this as in_C (I_{k,n}). If the initial ideal in_C (I_{k,n}) associated to a maximal cone C is prime and binomial, then we have a toric degeneration of X_{k,n} via Gröbner theory (e.g., [13, Theorem 15.17]). Also, by using the method in [30], we can construct the Newton–Okounkov polytopes associated to a maximal prime cone C, which gives the same toric degeneration as the one obtained from C via Gröbner theory.

We turn our attention to the case of k = 2 (see [14, Section 5] for more details). It was shown in [48, Corollary 4.4] that any initial ideal in_C (I_{2,n}) associated to a maximal cone C in Trop(Gr(2, n)) is prime and binomial. In this case, for any pair of adjacent maximal prime cones C_1, C_2 in Trop(Gr(2, n)), we can consider two kinds of the (geometric) wall-crossing maps (called the flip and shift maps) introduced in [14] for relating the Newton–Okounkov polytopes associated to C_1 and C_2. It is known that the maximal prime cones of Trop(Gr(2, n)) are parametrized by labeled trivalent trees with n leaves (see [48, Section 4]), and labeled trivalent trees corresponding to the adjacent maximal prime cones are related by the mutation of a labeled trivalent tree (see [6, Section 6]). Thus, the wall-crossing maps can be understood in terms of labeled trivalent trees and their mutations. Also, a labeled trivalent tree can be obtained from a triangulation of the n-gon (see [6, Section 4]). For such a triangulation, we can associate a plabic graph of type π_{2,n} (see [34]). In this situation, the mutation of a labeled trivalent tree, the “flip” of a diagonal in a triangulation, and the square move of a plabic graph, are equivalent to one another. Thus, we can observe the wall-crossing maps in terms of a plabic graph.

We now introduce two piecewise-linear maps F, S. Let G be a plabic graph of type π_{k,n}. We label the coordinates of the ambient space R^{s+1} by the Young diagrams in ~P_G where s = k(n−k). Then we define F: R^{s+1} → R^{s+1} , (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λs+1} ) → (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λi−1} , v^′_{λi} , v_{λi+1} , . . . , v_{λs+1} ), where v^′_{λi} = −v_{λi} + min{v_{λa} + v_{λd} , v_{λb} + v_{λc} } + max{|v_{λa} − v_{λb} |, |v_{λc} − v_{λd} |}, (6.1) S: R^{s+1} → R^{s+1} , (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λs+1} ) → (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λi−1} , v^{′′}_{λi} , v_{λi+1} , . . . , v_{λs+1} ), where v^{′′}_{λi} = v_{λi} + max{|v_{λa} − v_{λd} |, |v_{λb} − v_{λc} |} − max{|v_{λa} − v_{λb} |, |v_{λc} − v_{λd} |}, (6.2) and λ_a, λ_b, λ_c, λ_d are the faces of G located cyclically around a square face λ_i as in Lemma 6.1 below.

For the case k = 2, these maps F, S coincide with the ones given in [14, Subsection 5.3], and S coincides with the piecewise-linear map given in [40, Proposition 3.5]. These maps relate the Newton–Okounkov polytopes associated to adjacent maximal prime cones in Trop(Gr(2, n)) [14, Section 5], and this wall-crossing phenomenon can also be understood from the viewpoint of the combinatorial mutations [14, Appendix]. As observed in [14, Remark 5.11] and [7, Corollary 4.64], this wall-crossing is related to the tropicalization of the cluster mutation.

In what follows, we apply these maps F, S to the valuation (and the Newton–Okounkov polytope) arising from a plabic graph, in which case we have the tropicalization of the cluster mutation with respect to the maximum convention as noted in [14, Remark 5.11]. We first observe that F and S can be simplified as in Proposition 6.2 below when they are applied to the valuation. The key is the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let G be a plabic graph of type π_{k,n}. Let ν^J := val_G(p_J ) ∈ Z^{~PG} for any Plücker coordinate p_J in A_{k,n}. We denote by ν^J_λ the component of ν^J corresponding to a face λ ∈ ~P_G.

We suppose that λ_i ∈ ~P_G is a square face, and λ_a, λ_b, λ_c, λ_d ∈ ~P_G are faces locating cyclically around λ_i as in the figure below.

λ_iλ_aλ_bλ_cλ^d

Then (after rotating the labels a, b, c, d if necessary) we have ν^J_{λa} ≥ ν^J_{λb} ≥ ν^J_{λc} and ν^J_{λa} ≥ ν^J_{λd} ≥ ν^J_{λc} (6.3) for any J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) . Proof. To observe the valuations defined from G, we consider a unique acyclic perfect orientation O such that I_O = [k] = {1, . . . , k}, discussed in Subsection 2.3. Up to rotations, this orientation O takes the following form around any square face in G.

λ_iλ_aλ_bλ_cλ^d

We observe how to behave the strongly minimal flow F_{min} from {1, . . . , k} to J which satisfies ν^J = wt(F_{min}) around the face λ_i. When we restrict the flow F_{min} to the neighborhood of λ_i, it takes one of the following forms (cf. [45, The proof of Theorem 13.1]): λ_iλ_aλ_bλ_cλ^d λ_iλ_aλ_bλ_cλ^d λ_iλ_aλ_bλ_cλ^d λ_iλ_aλ_bλ_cλ^d λ_iλ_aλ_bλ_cλ^d λ_iλ_aλ_bλ_cλ^d

Here, the upper left picture means that F_{min} does not pass through the neighborhood of λ_i. From these pictures, we see that if λ_b or λ_d is located at the left of a certain path p in F_{min}, then λ_a is also located at the left of p. Thus we have ν^J_{λa} ≥ ν^J_{λb} and ν^J_{λa} ≥ ν^J_{λd} . Also, when λ_c is located at the left of a certain path p in F_{min}, λ_b and λ_d are also located at the left of p. Thus we have ν^J_{λb} ≥ ν^J_{λc} and ν^J_{λd} ≥ ν^J_{λc} . □

Proposition 6.2. Work with the same notation as Lemma 6.1. In particular, we label the faces of G so that (6.3) is satisfied. Let F, S be the maps defined as (6.1) and (6.2) respectively. Then we see that

F(ν^J )_i = −ν^J_{λi} + max{ν^J_{λa} + ν^J_{λc} , ν^J_{λb} + ν^J_{λd} }, S(ν^J )_i = ν^J_{λi} + ν^J_{λb} − ν^J_{λd} .

Proof. Using Lemma 6.1 and the fact that any component of our valuation is non-negative, we see that − ν^J_{λi} + min{ν^J_{λa} + ν^J_{λd} , ν^J_{λb} + ν^J_{λc} } + max{|ν^J_{λa} − ν^J_{λb} |, |ν^J_{λc} − ν^J_{λd} |} = − ν^J_{λi} + (ν^J_{λb} + ν^J_{λc} ) + max{ν^J_{λa} − ν^J_{λb} , ν^J_{λd} − ν^J_{λc} } = − ν^J_{λi} + max{ν^J_{λa} + ν^J_{λc} , ν^J_{λb} + ν^J_{λd} }, and ν^J_{λi} + max{|ν^J_{λa} − ν^J_{λd} |, |ν^J_{λb} − ν^J_{λc} |} − max{|ν^J_{λa} − ν^J_{λb} |, |ν^J_{λc} − ν^J_{λd} |} = ν^J_{λi} + max{ν^J_{λa} − ν^J_{λd} , ν^J_{λb} − ν^J_{λc} } − max{ν^J_{λa} − ν^J_{λb} , ν^J_{λd} − ν^J_{λc} } = ν^J_{λi} + max{ν^J_{λa} − ν^J_{λb} − ν^J_{λd} , −ν^J_{λc} } + ν^J_{λb} − max{ν^J_{λa} − ν^J_{λb} − ν^J_{λd} , −ν^J_{λc} } − ν^J_{λd} = ν^J_{λi} + ν^J_{λb} − ν^J_{λd} for any J ∈ (_{[n]} k ) . Thus we have the assertions. □ Remark 6.3. By the description of S as in Proposition 6.2, we see that if the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G is integral, then Δ_G is the convex hull of the valuations of Plücker coordinates by Theorem 2.19, in which case we see that Δ_G and S(Δ_G) are unimodularly equivalent. On the other hand, F(Δ_G) is not convex in general. For example, we consider the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G for G = G^{rec}_{2,6}, which was given in Example 2.20. In this case, we see that F(Δ_G) is not convex by the same argument as Example 4.6.

The image of F in Proposition 6.2 is the tropicalization of the exchange relation with respect to the maximum convention. Thus, we then compare this map with the tropicalized cluster mutation Ψ_{G,G}′ that uses the minimum convention. To do so, we introduce a new piecewiselinear map Ψ^{max}_{G,G}′ that coincides with F on the level of valuations, i.e., Ψ^{max}_{G,G}′ (ν^J ) = F(ν^J ) for any Plücker coordinate p_J . For consistency, let λ_{s+1} = ∅ and we omit the coordinate labeled by λ_{s+1} since v_{λs+1} = 0 in our interested situation.

Definition 6.4. Let the notation be the same as Definition 4.1. We define the piecewise-linear map Ψ^{max}_{G,G}′ : R^{PG} → R^{PG′} as (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λs} ) → (v_{λ1} , . . . , v_{λi−1} , v^′_{λi} , v_{λi+1} , . . . , v_{λs} ), where v^′_{λi} = −v_{λi} + max{v_{λa} + v_{λc} , v_{λb} + v_{λd} }. In contrast to this, we denote Ψ^{min}_{G,G}′ = Ψ_{G,G}′ . As we showed in Proposition 4.3, Ψ^{min}_{G,G}′ can be described as Ψ^{min}_{G,G}′ = φ_{w,Fλi} ∘ ϵ_{λi} . We have a similar description for Ψ^{max}_{G,G}′ . Proposition 6.5. Let the notation be the same as Proposition 4.3. Then we have that Ψ^{max}_{G,G}′ = φ_{−w,Fλi} ∘ ϵ_{λi} . In particular, we have

φ_{w,Fλi} ∘ Ψ^{max}_{G,G}′ = φ_{−w,Fλi} ∘ Ψ^{min}_{G,G}′ = ϵ_i and Ψ^{min}_{G,G}′ = (φ_{w,Fλi} )^2 ∘ Ψ^{max}_{G,G}′ . Proof. First, Ψ^{max}_{G,G}′ = φ_{−w,Fλi} ∘ ϵ_{λi} follows from an argument similar to the proof of Proposition 4.3. The remaining assertions follow from the fact that φ^{−1}_{w,Fλi} = φ_{−w,Fλi} and Ψ^{min}_{G,G}′ = φ_{w,Fλi} ∘ ϵ_{λi} . □ Appendix A. Computations for Gr(3, 6) In this section, we apply several statements discussed in this article to the case of Gr(3, 6). A notable point is that we encounter Newton–Okounkov polytopes that are not integral.

Following [6, Section 7], [45, Section 9] and [48, Section 5], we recall some facts concerning toric degenerations of Gr(3, 6). First, it is known that there are 34 plabic graphs of type π_{3,6} up to moving operations (M2) and (M3), see Figure 15 and 16 below. From these plabic graphs, we have 6 isomorphism classes of Newton–Okounkov polytopes, which give toric degenerations as in Theorem 2.21. On the other hand, there are 7 isomorphism classes of maximal prime cones in the tropical Grassmannian Trop(Gr(3, 6)) that give rise to toric degenerations of Gr(3, 6). In the language of [48], these classes are respectively labeled by FFGG, EEEE, EEFF1, EEFF2, EFFG, EEEG, and EEFG. In these classes, only the last 5 isomorphism classes correspond to the ones arising from plabic graphs. Thus, there is an isomorphism class of Newton–Okounkov polytopes arising from plabic graphs that does not correspond to a maximal prime cone of Trop(Gr(3, 6)), which should be labeled by GG (cf. [48, after Lemma 5.1]) due to its feature. There are exactly two plabic graphs whose associated Newton–Okounkov polytopes are GG. In summary, we have the following table:

Labels of isomorphism classes FFGG EEEE EEFF1 EEFF2 EFFG EEEG EEFG GG max. prime cones in Trop(Gr(3, 6)) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ plabic graphs of type π_{3,6} ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

In what follows, we focus on the Newton–Okounkov polytopes associated to plabic graphs of type π_{3,6}. As we noted above, 32 plabic graphs give the integral Newton–Okounkov polytopes which are respectively labeled one of {EEFF1, EEFF2, EFFG, EEEG, EEFG}, and the remaining two plabic graphs give the non-integral Newton–Okounkov polytopes labeled by GG. The precise labeling can be revealed by comparing the 3-subsets labeling the internal faces of a plabic graph and the first column of [6, Table 1]. For example, the rectangle plabic graph G = G^{rec}_{3,6} takes the form as in the left of Figure 14. The right of Figure 14 is the acyclic perfect orientation whose source set is {1, 2, 3}.

1 2 34 5 6∅ 1 2 34 5 6∅

Figure 14. The rectangle plabic graph G = G^{rec}_{3,6} (left) and the acyclic perfect orientation (right)

Using this perfect orientation, we can compute the flow polynomial P^G_J for any 3-subset J ∈ (_{[6]} 3 ) , and it determines the valuations as in Table 2.

{1, 2, 3} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {1, 2, 4} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 {1, 2, 5} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 {1, 2, 6} 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 {1, 3, 4} 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 {1, 3, 5} 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 {1, 3, 6} 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 {1, 4, 5} 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 {1, 4, 6} 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 {1, 5, 6} 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 2 2 {2, 3, 4} 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 {2, 3, 5} 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 {2, 3, 6} 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 {2, 4, 5} 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 2 {2, 4, 6} 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 2 {2, 5, 6} 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 {3, 4, 5} 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 1 2 {3, 4, 6} 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 1 2 {3, 5, 6} 0 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 {4, 5, 6} 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 2 3

Table 2. The valuation val_G(p_J ) for any Plücker coordinate p_J of Gr(3, 6) (we write only J instead of p_J in the columns).

By Proposition 5.3, Δ_G is unimodular equivalent to the Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope O(Π_{3,6}), which is a lattice polytope. Thus Δ_G is the convex hull of the row vectors given in this table by Theorem 2.19, and Δ_G corresponds to the isomorphism class EEFF1. We remark that by Proposition 5.3, the unimodular transformation f satisfying f(Δ_G) = O(Π_{3,6}) is given as follows: ν^J → ν^J − ν^J , ν^J → ν^J − ν^J , ν^J → ν^J − ν^J , ν^J → ν^J − ν^J , ν^J_λ → ν^J_λ for λ ∈ P_G\ { , , , } , for any J ∈

(_{[6]} 3 ) , where ν^J_λ stands for the component of val_G(p_J ) corresponding to the Young diagram λ.

Next, as we noted in Proposition 2.5, all plabic graphs of type π_{3,6} are move-equivalent. Thus the associated Newton–Okounkov polytopes are connected by the tropicalized cluster mutations (see Theorem 4.2), and hence by the composition of unimodular transformations and combinatorial mutations (see Proposition 4.3). In Figures 15 and 16 below, we give the mutation graph which shows how to connect the plabic graphs of type π_{3,6} and the associated Newton–Okounkov polytopes. Precisely, in the figures, a vertex corresponds to a plabic graph G, and plabic graphs G, G^′ connected by an edge are transformed each other by a square move, in which case the associated Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ_G and Δ_G′ are related by the piecewise-linear map Ψ_{G,G}′ or φ_{w,Fλi} ∘ ϵ_{λi} as in Proposition 4.3. We also add the labels of isomorphism classes of the Newton–Okounkov polytopes in these figures.

As these figures show, if we apply the square move to an internal face of G^{rec}_{3,6} labeled by , or , then we again have a plabic graph of type π_{3,6}. Whereas, the internal face of G^{rec}_{3,6} labeled by is not a square, thus we can not apply the square move. However, we can consider the quiver mutation of Q(G^{rec}_{3,6}) at the vertex corresponding to , and the tropicalized cluster mutation at as in [45, Definition 11.8]. As we mentioned in Remark 4.4, Theorem 4.2 also holds even if we consider this situation. More precisely, we modify v^′_{λi} in (4.1) to

v^′_{λi} = −v_{λi} + min { ∑ j→i v_{λj} , ∑ i→j v_{λj} } . Thus, in our situation we consider

v^′ = −v + min { v + v + v , v + v + v } . Under this piecewise-linear map, the column vector corresponding to in Table 2 will be send to the transpose of (0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 3, 3).

The Newton–Okounkov polytope defined by this new valuation has properties similar to the one arising from a plabic graph of type π_{3,6}. In particular, it gives a toric degeneration of X_{3,6}, see [45, Corollary 17.11].

COMBINATORIAL MUTATIONS OF NEWTON–OKOUNKOV POLYTOPES 34

EEFF1 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF1 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF1 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF1 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF1 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF1 1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF1 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF2 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF1 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF2 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF1 1 2 34 5 6∅

EFFG 1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFG 1 2 34 5 6∅ GG 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFG 1 2 34 5 6∅

EFFG

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEEG

1 2 34 5 6∅

EFFG

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFG

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF2

1 2 34 5 6∅

Figure 15. A part of the mutation graph for plabic graphs of type π_{3,6} (contin-

ued). The bottom is identified with the top of Figure 16

COMBINATORIAL MUTATIONS OF NEWTON–OKOUNKOV POLYTOPES 35

EEFF1

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF1

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF1

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF1

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF1

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF1

1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF1

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF2

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF1

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF2

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFF1

1 2 34 5 6∅ EFFG

1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFG

1 2 34 5 6∅

GG

1 2 34 5 6∅

EEFG

1 2 34 5 6∅ EFFG 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEEG 1 2 34 5 6∅ EFFG 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFG 1 2 34 5 6∅ EEFF2 1 2 34 5 6∅

Figure 16. A part of the mutation graph for plabic graphs of type π_{3,6}. The

top is identified with the bottom of Figure 15

Meanwhile, the top plabic graph in Figure 15 is the dual (G^{rec}_{3,6})^∨ of G^{rec}_{3,6}. The Newton–

Okounkov polytopes Δ_G∨ associated to G^∨ = (G^{rec}_{3,6})^∨ is unimodularly equivalent to the FFLV

polytope C(Π_{3,6}), which is a lattice polytope, by Theorem 5.6. Thus, by Theorem 2.19, Δ_G∨ is

the convex hull of the valuations val_G∨ (p_J ) for all J ∈

(_{[6]} 3 ) . Here, Table 3 shows the valuations

val_G∨ (p_J ), which can be obtained by considering the acyclic orientation of G^∨ whose source set is

{1, 2, 3}, or by applying the tropicalized cluster mutations to Table 2 along the edges connecting

G^{rec}_{3,6} and (G^{rec}_{3,6})^∨ in Figure 15 and 16. We also see that Δ_G∨ corresponds to the isomorphism

class EEFF2.

{1, 2, 3} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {1, 2, 4} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 {1, 2, 5} 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 {1, 2, 6} 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 {1, 3, 4} 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 {1, 3, 5} 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 {1, 3, 6} 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 {1, 4, 5} 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 2 {1, 4, 6} 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 2 {1, 5, 6} 2 1 2 1 0 1 1 2 2 {2, 3, 4} 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 {2, 3, 5} 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 {2, 3, 6} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 {2, 4, 5} 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 2 {2, 4, 6} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 {2, 5, 6} 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 {3, 4, 5} 2 2 1 1 1 0 2 1 2 {3, 4, 6} 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 {3, 5, 6} 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 2 {4, 5, 6} 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 3

Table 3. The valuation val_G∨ (p_J ) for any Plücker coordinate p_J of Gr(3, 6).

Applying the unimodular transformation g in Theorem 5.6, which is described as w_∅ = v → 0, w_{1×1} = v → v − v , w_{1×2} = v → v − v , w_{1×3} = v → v − v , w_{2×1} = v → v − v , w_{2×2} = v → v + v − v − v , w_{2×3} = v → v + v − v − v , w_{3×1} = v → v − v , w_{3×2} = v → v + v − v − v , w_{3×3} = v_∅ → v + v − v_∅ − v , to these vectors, we have g(Δ_G∨ ) = C(Π_{3,6}).

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank the organizers of the online workshop “The McKay correspondence, Mutation and related topics” for giving us opportunities to talk concerning the combinatorial mutations, and to write this article for the proceeding. The authors would also like to thank Lara Bossinger and Xin Fang for providing useful comments on an earlier draft of the manuscript, and thank the anonymous referee for valuable comments and suggestions.

The first author is supported by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C) 20K03513. The second author is supported by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Young Scientists (B) 17K14159, and JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Early-Career Scientists 20K14279.

References

[1] M. Akhtar, T. Coates, S. Galkin, and A. M. Kasprzyk, Minkowski polynomials and mutations, SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 8 (2012), no. 094, 17 pages.

[2] D. Anderson, Okounkov bodies and toric degenerations, Math. Ann. 356 (2013), no. 3, 1183–1202.

[3] K. Baur, A. D. King, and R. J. Marsh, Dimer models and cluster categories of Grassmannians, Proc. Lond.

Math. Soc. (3) 113 (2016), no. 2, 213–260.

[4] L. Bossinger, Full-Rank Valuations and Toric initial ideals, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, rnaa071. [5] , Birational sequences and the tropical Grassmannian, J. Algebra 585 (2021), no. 1, 784–803. [6] L. Bossinger, X. Fang, G. Fourier, M. Hering, and M. Lanini, Toric degenerations of Gr(2, n) and Gr(3, 6) via plabic graphs, Ann. Comb. 22 (2018), no. 3, 491–512.

[7] L. Bossinger, F. Mohammadi, and A. Nájera Chávez, Families of Gröbner degenerations, Grassmannians and universal cluster algebras, SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 17 (2021), no. 059, 46 pages.

[8] M. Castronovo, Exotic Lagrangian tori in Grassmannians, arXiv:1910.10888v1.

[9] O. Clarke, A. Higashitani, and F. Mohammadi, Combinatorial Mutations and Block Diagonal Polytopes, to appear in Collect. Math., arXiv:2010.04079.

[10] O. Clarrke and F. Mohammadi, Toric degenerations of Grassmannians and Schubert varieties from matching field tableaux, J. Algebra 559 (2020), 646–678.

[11] T. Coates, A. Corti, S. Galkin, V. Golyshev, and A. M. Kasprzyk, Mirror symmetry and Fano manifolds, European Congress of Mathematics, Eur. Math. Soc., Zürich, 2013.

[12] D. A. Cox, C. Haase, T. Hibi, and A. Higashitani, Integer decomposition property of dilated polytopes, Electron. J. Combin. 21 (2014), no. 4, P4.28.

[13] D. Eisenbud, Commutative algebra. With a view toward algebraic geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 150, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1995.

[14] L. Escobar and M. Harada, Wall-crossing for Newton–Okounkov bodies and the tropical Grassmannian, Int.

Math. Res. Not. IMRN, rnaa230.

[15] X. Fang and G. Fourier, Symmetries on plabic graphs and associated polytopes, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 356 (2018), no. 6, 581–585.

[16] X. Fang and G. Koshevoy, Lusztig polytopes and FFLV polytopes, arXiv:2002.11999. [17] E. Feigin, G. Fourier, and P. Littelmann, PBW filtration and bases for irreducible modules in type An, Transform. Groups 16 (2011), no. 1, 71–89.

[18] S. Fomin and A. Zelevinsky, Cluster algebras I: Foundations, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 15 (2002), no. 2, 497–529. [19] P. Galashin and T. Lam, Positroid varieties and cluster algebras, to appear in Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér., arXiv:1906.03501.

[20] S. Galkin and A. Usnich, Mutations of potentials, Preprint IPMU 10–0100, 2010. [21] I. M. Gelfand and M. L. Tsetlin, Finite-dimensional representations of groups of orthogonal matrices, Doklady Akad. Nauk SSSR (N.S.) 71 (1950), 825–828.

[22] T. Hibi and N. Li, Unimodular equivalence of order and chain polytopes, Math. Scand. 118 (2016), no. 1, 5–12.

[23] A. Higashitani, Two poset polytopes are mutation-equivalent, arXiv:2002.01364. [24] A. Higashitani and Y. Nakajima, Deformations of dimer models, arXiv:1903.01636. [25] B. T. Jensen, A. D. King, and X. Su, A categorification of Grassmannian cluster algebras, Proc. Lond. Math.

Soc. (3) 113 (2016), no. 2, 185–212.

[26] , Categorification and the quantum Grassmannian, arXiv:1904.07849, 2019. [27] K. Kaveh, Crystal bases and Newton–Okounkov bodies, Duke Math. J. 164 (2015), no. 13, 2461–2506. [28] K. Kaveh and A. G. Khovanskii, Algebraic equations and convex bodies, Perspectives in Analysis, Geometry, and Topology, Progr. Math., vol. 296, Birkhäuser Springer, New York, 2012.

[29] , Newton–Okounkov bodies, semigroups of integral points, graded algebras and intersection theory, Ann. of Math. 176 (2012), no. 2, 925–978.

[30] K. Kaveh and C. Manon, Khovanskii bases, higher rank valuations, and tropical geometry, SIAM J. Appl.

Algebra Geom. 3 (2019), no. 2, 292–336.

[31] K. Kaveh, C. Manon, and M. Murata, On degenerations of projective varieties to complexity-one T -varieties, arXiv:1708.02698.

[32] B. Keller, On cluster theory and quantum dilogarithm identities, Representations of algebras and related topics, EMS Ser. Congr. Rep., Eur. Math. Soc., Zürich, 2011.

[33] , A survey on maximal green sequences, Representation theory and beyond, Contemp. Math., vol.

758, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2020, with an appendix by L. Demonet.

[34] Y. Kodama and L. Williams, KP solitons and total positivity for the Grassmannian, Invent. Math. 198 (2014), no. 3, 637–699.

[35] R. Lazarsfeld and M. Mustaţă, Convex bodies associated to linear series, Ann. Sci. de I’ENS 42 (2009), no. 5, 783–835.

[36] R. J. Marsh and K. Rietsch, The B-model connection and mirror symmetry for Grassmannians, Adv. Math.

366 (2020), 107027.

[37] R. J. Marsh and J. S. Scott, Twists of Plücker coordinates as dimer partition functions, Comm. Math. Phys.

341 (2016), no. 3, 821–884.

[38] F. Mohammadi and K. Shaw, Toric degenerations of Grassmannians from matching fields, Algebr. Comb. 2 (2019), no. 6, 1109–1124.

[39] G. Muller and D. E. Speyer, The twist for positroid varieties, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 115 (2017), no. 5, 1014–1071.

[40] Y. Nohara and K. Ueda, Toric degenerations of integrable systems on Grassmannians and polygon spaces, Nagoya Math. J. 214 (2014), 125–168.

[41] A. Okounkov, Brunn–Minkowski inequality for multiplicities, Invent. Math. 125 (1996), no. 3, 405–411. [42] , Multiplicities and Newton polytopes, Kirillov’s Seminar on Representation Theory, Amer. Math. Soc.

Transl. Ser. 2, Adv. Math. Sci., 35, vol. 181, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1998. [43] A. Postnikov, Total positivity, Grassmannians, and networks, arXiv:math/0609764. [44] M. Pressland, Mutation of frozen Jacobian algebras, J. Algebra 546 (2020), 236–273. [45] K. Rietsch and L. Williams, Newton–Okounkov bodies, cluster duality, and mirror symmetry for Grassmannians, Duke Math. J. 168 (2019), no. 18, 3437–3527.

[46] A. Schrijver, Theory of Linear and Integer Programming, John Wiley & Sons, 1986. [47] J. S. Scott, Grassmannians and cluster algebras, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 92 (2006), no. 2, 345–380. [48] D. Speyer and B. Sturmfels, The tropical Grassmannian, Adv. Geom. 4 (2004), no. 3, 389–411. [49] R. P. Stanley, Two Poset Polytopes, Discrete Comput. Geom. 1 (1986), 9–23.

[50] E. Vinberg, On some canonical bases of representation spaces of simple Lie algebras, Conference talk, Bielefeld, 2005.

(A Higashitani) Department of Pure and Applied Mathematics, Graduate School of Information Science and Technology, Osaka University, Suita, Osaka 565-0871, Japan

Email address: higashitani@ist.osaka-u.ac.jp

(Y. Nakajima) Department of Mathematics, Kyoto Sangyo University, Motoyama, Kamigamo, Kita-Ku, Kyoto, Japan, 603-8555

Email address: ynakaji@cc.kyoto-su.ac.jp