arXiv:2311.07133v1 [math.CO] 13 Nov 2023

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION ON RECTANGULAR AND TRAPEZOIDAL POSETS

JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

Abstract. We define a birational map between labelings of a rectangular poset and its associated trapezoidal poset. This map tropicalizes to a bijection between the plane partitions of these posets of fixed height, giving a new bijective proof of a result by Proctor. We also show that this map is equivariant with respect to birational rowmotion, resolving a conjecture of Williams and implying that birational rowmotion on trapezoidal posets has finite order.

1. Introduction

For a finite poset P , a plane partition of P (also known as a P -partition) is an orderpreserving labeling of P with nonnegative integers. Plane partitions and their variations arise in a number of important contexts in combinatorics, representation theory, and related areas; see, for instance, [32] for an overview.

When P is the rectangular poset R_{r,s}, the Cartesian product of two chains of r and s elements, an elegant product formula for the number of plane partitions of P with maximum label at most ℓ was given by MacMahon [23]. Surprisingly, Proctor [28] showed that there is another poset, namely the trapezoidal poset T_{r,s}, that has the same number of plane partitions with maximum label at most ℓ for all ℓ. (See Figure 1 for a depiction of R_{4,3} and T_{4,3}.)

Proctor’s proof relies on a branching rule for Lie algebra representations and is not bijective—he describes the question of giving a combinatorial correspondence between these two sets of plane partitions as “a complete mystery.” Partial bijections were later constructed by Stembridge [34] and Reiner [30] for ℓ = 1, and Elizalde [10] for ℓ = 2, but a full bijection for all ℓ was not given until work of Hamaker, Patrias, Pechenik, and Williams [17] using a tool from Schubert calculus known as K-theoretic jeu de taquin.

Although the bijection given in [17] has many nice properties, it also has a few shortcomings. First, it cannot be extended in a natural way to a continuous piecewise-linear map on real-valued labelings of the rectangle and trapezoid. As a result, it cannot be written using expressions in the tropical semiring (that is, using the operations addition, subtraction, and maximum). Second, it does not appear to be generally well-behaved with respect to a certain map on labelings of posets studied in dynamical algebraic combinatorics called rowmotion.

(Combinatorial) rowmotion is a term coined by Striker and Williams [36] to describe a map first studied by Brouwer and Schrijver [4] that permutes the set of order ideals

Date: November 14, 2023.

The second author was partially supported by grants from the National Science Foundation (DMS 1700302/2204415 and CCF-1900460). 1

2 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

(downward-closed subsets) of a poset. Specifically, rowmotion sends an order ideal I ⊆ P to the order ideal generated by the minimal elements of P \ I. It was shown in [4] that the action of rowmotion on order ideals of the rectangle R_{r,s} has order exactly r + s. Since then, rowmotion has received much study; see, for instance, [5, 11, 21, 29, 35, 36, 37]. One important observation by Einstein and Propp [9] is that one can generalize combinatorial rowmotion to a piecewise-linear map on real labelings of posets, and even further (via “detropicalization”) to a birational map. Results about birational rowmotion typically then descend to results for piecewise-linear rowmotion (via tropicalization) and further to combinatorial rowmotion. Birational rowmotion on rectangular posets is closely related to the birational Robinson-Schensted-Knuth (RSK) correspondence, also known as tropical or geometric RSK —see [7, 26, 27] for some discussion.

Although the generalized versions of rowmotion no longer act on finite sets, it turns out that for rectangular posets, they still retain many of the important dynamical properties of combinatorial rowmotion. For example, it was shown by Grinberg and Roby [13] that birational rowmotion on R_{r,s} still has order r + s. This result was observed by Glick and Grinberg (as noted in [25, 15]) to be equivalent to a phenomenon in discrete dynamics known as type AA Zamolodchikov periodicity, first proved by Volkov [38]. However, the class of posets for which birational rowmotion is known to have finite order is very small [13, 14]. Grinberg and Roby conjecture that birational rowmotion on T_{r,s} also has order r + s. (For more on the conjectural good behavior of birational rowmotion and the related R-systems with respect to singularity confinement and algebraic entropy, see Galashin-Pylyavskyy [12].)

Given the apparent close relationship between the rectangular and trapezoidal posets, Williams conjectures (as noted in [13], based on work in [39]) that there should exist a birational map between labelings of R_{r,s} and T_{r,s} that intertwines with the action of rowmotion (see also Hopkins [18] for further discussion). In particular, such a map would prove that birational rowmotion on T_{r,s} has finite order r + s. In work of Dao, Wellman, Yost-Wolff, and Zhang [6], it was shown that the bijection given in Hamaker-Patrias- Pechenik-Williams [17] does intertwine with combinatorial rowmotion on plane partitions of height 1, thereby showing that combinatorial rowmotion on T_{r,s} has the correct order. However, they also note that it does not respect piecewise-linear or birational rowmotion, so that it cannot be used to prove periodicity on T_{r,s} in these cases.

Our main result is to settle this question. We construct a birational map between labelings of R_{r,s} and T_{r,s}. We then show that this map:

• tropicalizes to a continuous, piecewise-linear map that restricts to a bijection between plane partitions of R_{r,s} and T_{r,s} of height at most ℓ, and • is equivariant with respect to rowmotion on R_{r,s} and T_{r,s}, implying that birational (as well as piecewise-linear and combinatorial) rowmotion on T_{r,s} has order r + s.

Our construction uses tools from the study of rowmotion, namely the toggles of Cameron and Fon-der-Flaass [5], generalized to birational involutions by Einstein and Propp [9]. The proof that our map gives a bijection between plane partitions utilizes a generalized version of the chain shifting lemma proved by the current authors in [19] (also closely related to the conversion lemma by Grinberg and Roby [15]). For the rectangle, this lemma shows that the action of rowmotion shifts certain chain statistics in

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 3

the poset in a predictable way—it was shown by the current authors in [20] to be closely related to properties of Schützenberger promotion on semistandard Young tableaux, and also appears in a different form in the study of the hidden invariance of last passage percolation by Dauvergne [7]. We derive a new, simple proof of this lemma based on the duality of plane trees.

To prove that our birational map respects rowmotion, we utilize an alternate construction of rowmotion known as birational antichain rowmotion, introduced by Joseph and Roby [22]. Our construction deforms labelings of the trapezoid into labelings of the rectangle via certain intermediate posets, and this alternate construction allows us to define a version of rowmotion on these intermediate posets that respects these deformations.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some background and preliminary results about posets and rowmotion. In Section 3, we show how the action of rowmotion on chains in the poset can be described in terms of weighted arborescences. We then define a key bijection ℵ on arborescences and show how it can be used to give a straightforward combinatorial proof of the chain shifting lemma from [19] as well as a number of important generalizations to other skew shapes, including trapezoids. In Section 4, we use rowmotion to construct a birational map between labelings of the rectangle and trapezoid and use the chain shifting lemma to prove that, when tropicalized, it can be used to give a bijection between plane partitions of the same height. (A detailed example of the bijection on plane partitions is given in Section 4.3.) In Section 5, we prove that the map intertwines with rowmotion on the rectangle and trapezoid, which in particular implies that birational rowmotion on the trapezoid has finite order. We conclude in Section 6 with some possible directions for future study.

2. Background

2.1. Posets and labelings. We will assume all posets to be finite. Given a poset P and a set K, a K-labeling (or just a labeling if K is clear) of P is an element x = (x_p)_{p∈P} ∈ K^P , that is, an assignment of an element of K to each element of P .

Remark 2.1. Typically K can be a field or a semifield (commutative semiring with multiplicative inverses) such as the positive real numbers (R_+ , +, ·). For simplicity, we will state most of our results using K = R_+ , except when discussing plane partitions or polytopes in which case we will let K be the tropical semiring (R, max, +). Regardless, most of our results will hold in general for fields (provided one takes the necessary precautions such as using rational maps) and semirings. We refer the reader to Grinberg-Roby [14] for further discussion, as well as Noumi-Yamada [26] for discussion of tropicalization of rational expressions.

In the case of semirings, all of our formulas will be subtraction-free until Section 5 so the same proofs will apply. However, even in Section 5, as noted in [14, Section 3], any equality between subtraction-free rational expressions that holds over every field also holds over semirings, so in particular Theorem 5.2 will hold for semirings as well.

A poset P is called bounded if it has unique minimum and maximum elements. It will be useful to augment P to a bounded poset ^P by adding a minimum element ^0 and a maximum element ^1 such that ^0 < p < ^1 for all p ∈ P . We will naturally identify P with

4 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

the induced subposet ^P \ {^0, ^1}. Thus any labeling of ^P can be restricted to a labeling of P , and any labeling of P yields a labeling of ^P if we specify the labels at ^0 and ^1.

We will call an induced subposet I of P saturated if all of its cover relations p ⋖ q are cover relations of P . In other words, I is saturated if the Hasse diagram of I is a subgraph of the Hasse diagram of P . Note that any maximal chain of a saturated subposet I is a saturated chain in P . By default, we will assume that all subposets of interest are saturated, and we will use the word chain to refer to a saturated chain.

2.1.1. Chain and order polytopes. Following Stanley [33], we can associate with a poset P two polytopes called the chain and order polytopes.

Definition 2.2. The chain polytope C(P ) ⊆ R^P is the set of all R-labelings x = (x_p)_{p∈P} such that x_p ≥ 0 for all p ∈ P , and ∑ p∈C x_p ≤ 1 for all (maximal) chains C ⊆ P .

The order polytope O(P ) ⊆ R^P is the set of all R-labelings y = (y_p)_{p∈P} such that 0 ≤ y_p ≤ 1 for all p ∈ P , and y_p ≤ y_q if p ≤ q in P .

Definition 2.3. A plane partition of P (or P -partition) is a Z_{≥0}-labeling x ∈ Z^P_{≥0} such that x_p ≤ x_q whenever p ≤ q in P .

We say a plane partition x has height ℓ if the maximum label appearing in x is ℓ.

Note that plane partitions of height at most ℓ are exactly the lattice points in ℓO(P ). As shown by Stanley [33], there exists a continuous, piecewise-linear, volume-preserving map between the chain and order polytopes called the transfer map, which we will define in Section 2.3.

2.2. Rectangles and Trapezoids. Throughout this paper, fix positive integers r ≥ s. We will use [n] to denote the set {1, 2, . . . , n} with the usual total order.

Given two posets P and Q, the Cartesian product P × Q is the poset of pairs (p, q) for p ∈ P and q ∈ Q with (p, q) ≤ (p^′, q^′) if p ≤ p^′ in P and q ≤ q^′ in Q.

Definition 2.4. The rectangle poset R_{r,s} is the poset R_{r,s} = [r] × [s]. The right trapezoid poset RT_{r,s} is the induced subposet RT_{r,s} = {(i, j) | i − j < r} ⊆ R_{r+s−1,s}. The trapezoid poset T_{r,s} is the induced subposet T_{r,s} = {(i, j) | i + j > s} ⊆ RT_{r,s}. Note that R_{r,s} is also an induced subposet of RT_{r,s}, and |R_{r,s}| = |T_{r,s}| = rs. See Figure 1 for an example of the Hasse diagrams of these posets. We will typically draw our posets oriented in the plane so that the first coordinate increases to the northwest and the second coordinate increases to the northeast.

For the rectangle poset R_{r,s}, the number of plane partitions is given by the following formula due to MacMahon.

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 5

(4,1) (5,2) (6,3) Figure 1. The right trapezoid RT_{4,3} and its subposets: the rectangle R_{4,3}, and the trapezoid T_{4,3}. The labeled points (i, j) on the left border of the right trapezoid satisfy i − j = r − 1.

Theorem 2.5 (MacMahon [23]). The number of plane partitions of R_{r,s} of height at most ℓ is N(r, s, ℓ) = r∏ i=1 s∏ j=1 ℓ∏ k=1 i + j + k − 1 i + j + k − 2 . In 1983, Proctor used a branching rule for the inclusion of Lie algebras sp_{2n}(C ) → sl_{2n}(C ) to prove the following result.

Theorem 2.6 (Proctor [28]). The posets R_{r,s} and T_{r,s} have the same number of plane partitions of height ℓ for all ℓ ∈ Z_{≥0}.

Since Proctor’s proof is not bijective, this raises the following natural question.

Problem 2.7. Find a bijective proof that R_{r,s} and T_{r,s} have the same number of plane partitions of height ℓ for all ℓ ∈ Z_{≥0}.

Understanding the relationship between the plane partitions of the rectangle and trapezoid has been the subject of a number of papers over the past 40 years. Partial results giving bijections for low heights were given by Stembridge [34], Reiner [30], and Elizalde [10] before a bijective proof for all heights was found in 2016 by Hamaker, Patrias, Pechenik, and Williams [17] in terms of K-theoretic jeu de taquin.

2.2.1. K-theoretic jeu de taquin. We give a brief description of the bijection between plane partitions of R_{r,s} and T_{r,s} given in [17]. This description differs slightly from the one given in [17] but is equivalent under taking the inverse and poset duality; we describe it in this form to be more similar to the bijection we construct later. (This subsection is provided for informative purposes only and is not related to the remainder of the paper.)

A strictly increasing labeling of P is a plane partition x for which x_p < x_q whenever p < q. For a graded poset P , there is a bijection from plane partitions of P to strictly increasing nonnegative labelings of P obtained by adding the rank of p to x_p for all p ∈ P . Therefore it suffices to give a bijection between strictly increasing nonnegative labelings of R_{r,s} and T_{r,s} of the same height.

The main tool in the bijection is a sliding procedure called K-theoretic jeu de taquin (K-jdt). See Figure 2 for a depiction of possible slides. Black dots denote unlabeled nodes

6 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

i j iji i i j i ij i i i

Figure 2. K-theoretic jeu de taquin slides. If i is the smallest label covering an unlabeled node (so i < j), then i slides to the unlabeled node.

•1022 34 01•22 34 012•• 34 01233 •4 01233 4• → → → →

Figure 3. An example of the K-jeu de taquin bijection [17] from strictly increasing labelings of T_{3,2} to strictly increasing labelings of R_{3,2}.

into which we wish to perform a K-jdt slide. We slide the smallest number covering an unlabeled node into that node. Unlike classical jeu de taquin, whenever we have a tie, both numbers slide into the new position, and slides are performed simultaneously at each black dot. The process is then iterated until no more slides are possible.

To perform the bijection from strictly increasing labelings of T_{r,s} to R_{r,s}, we embed T_{r,s} in RT_{r,s} and perform a sequence of K-jdt slides to fill in the labels of the elements (i, j) ∈ R_{r,s} \ T_{r,s} in decreasing order of 2i + j. See Figure 3 for a simple example of this map. It is shown in [17] that the result will be a strictly increasing labeling of R_{r,s} and that this is a bijection.

Theorem 2.8 ([17]). The K-theoretic jeu de taquin moves in RT_{r,s} described above bijectively rectify strictly increasing labelings of T_{r,s} to strictly increasing labelings of R_{r,s}. In particular, R_{r,s} and T_{r,s} have the same number of plane partitions of each height.

It should be noted that by dividing the labels by k, K-jdt gives a bijection between rational points in the order polytopes O(T_{r,s}) and O(R_{r,s}) with denominator dividing k. However, it is not hard to see that this map cannot be extended to a continuous map on the real points of the order polytopes in a natural way (compatible with all k). For instance, for the two slides on the left of Figure 2, the outcomes are very different (and will generally continue to diverge on future slides) even if i and j are close in value.

2.3. Rowmotion. In this section we define birational toggles and rowmotion. Note that we define these as maps on R_+ -labelings of P , but one can also define them as rational maps on R-labelings of P . (See Remark 2.1.) Throughout, we will identify the labelings

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 7

in R^P_+ with the corresponding labelings in R^{^P}_+ , where the labels at ^0 and ^1 are both 1. (Although rowmotion and related notions are sometimes defined with different labels at ^0 and ^1, this does not have any significant effect on the generality of results when P is graded since one can renormalize as discussed in [9].) For any subset S ⊆ P and x ∈ R^P_+ , we will define the weight of S in x to be the product ∏ p∈S x_p. Definition 2.9. For any p ∈ P , the toggle t_p : R^P_+ → R^P_+ is the map that changes the p-coordinate of x ∈ R^P_+ by x_p → ( ∑ q⋗p 1 x_q )_{−1} ( ∑ q⋖p x_q ) 1 x_p while keeping all other coordinates fixed.

Definition 2.10. The rowmotion map ρ: R^P_+ → R^P_+ is the composition ρ = t_L−1_{(1)} ∘ t_L−1_{(2)} ∘ · · · ∘ t_L−1_{(n)} for any linear extension (order-preserving bijection) L: P → [n].

It is easy to verify that toggles t_p and t_q commute if and only if p and q are not adjacent in the Hasse diagram of P . From this, one can deduce that ρ does not depend on the choice of linear extension.

There is an alternate definition of rowmotion in terms of the following transfer map. Definition 2.11. The transfer map ψ^{−1} : R^P_+ → R^P_+ is defined coordinatewise by, for p ∈ P , x_p → x_p ∑ q⋖p x_q . Its inverse ψ acts by x_p → ∑ ^0⋖q_1⋖···⋖q_n=p n∏ i=1 x_{qi} . Thus ψ(x)_p is the total weight of all maximal chains in the interval [^0, p] in x.

If one works over the tropical semiring (and sets x_{^0} = 0 and x_{^1} = 1), then the transfer map defines a piecewise-linear, continuous bijection from the order polytope of P to the chain polytope of P , as shown by Stanley [33].

One can similarly define a dual transfer map.

Definition 2.12. The dual transfer map ψ^{∗−1} : R^P_+ → R^P_+ is defined coordinatewise by, for p ∈ P , x_p → x_p ∑ q⋗p x_q . Its inverse ψ^∗ acts by x_p → ∑ ^1⋗q_1⋗···⋗q_n=p n∏ i=1 x_{qi} . Thus ψ^∗(x)_p is the total weight of all maximal chains in the interval [p, ^1] in x.

8 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

abd ce fg aababdaca(b + c)e a(bd + be + ce)f a(bd + be + ce)fg bc b+c bcde bd+be+ce cefbeb(d + e)f (bd + be + ce)fg 1 a bc b+c (b+c)de bd+be+ce (bd+be+ce)f bd (b+c)e c (bd+be+ce)f (b+c)e g 1 a(bd+be+ce)fg

Figure 4. Labelings of RT_{3,2}. From left to right: x, y = ψ(x), ρ^{−1}(y), and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x) = ψ^{−1}(ρ^{−1}(y)).

The following lemma is originally due to Einstein and Propp in a slightly different form (see [8, 22]).

Lemma 2.13. Let x ∈ R^P_+ , z = ψ^{−1} ∘ ρ^{−1} ∘ ψ(x), and p ∈ P . Then ψ(x)_pψ^∗(z)_p = 1. Proof. Assume by induction that the claim holds for all elements of P above p. Since ψ(x) = ρ(ψ(z)), the value of ψ(x)_p is determined when toggling p while performing rowmotion on ψ(z). At this point, the labels above p agree with ψ(x), while the labels below p agree with ψ(z). Therefore we find that

ψ(x)_p = ( ∑ q⋗p 1 ψ(x)_q )_{−1} · ( ∑ q⋖p ψ(z)_q ) · ψ(z)^{−1}_p

= ( ∑ q⋗p ψ^∗(z)_q )_{−1} · z^{−1}_p = ψ^∗(z)^{−1}_p , where we used the induction hypothesis for q⋗p and the fact that ψ(z)_p = z_p · ∑ q⋖p ψ(z)_q in the first step, and the analogous expression for ψ^∗(z)_p in the second. □ Example 2.14. Let P = RT_{3,2}, and let x ∈ R^P_+ be labeled as in the leftmost diagram of Figure 4. Then we can compute y = ψ(x), ρ^{−1}(y), and z = ψ^{−1}(ρ^{−1}(y)) as shown. Note that the values of ψ^∗(z)_p agree with the values of y^{−1}_p = ψ(x)^{−1}_p . For instance, when p = (2, 2),

ψ^∗(z)_{22} = 1 a(bd + be + ce)fg · g · (bd + be + ce)f (b + c)e = 1 a(b + c)e = y^{−1}_{22} .

2.3.1. Antichain rowmotion. Lemma 2.13 allows us to give an alternate formulation of rowmotion via its conjugation under the transfer map. (This map was called birational antichain rowmotion or barmotion by Joseph and Roby [22].)

Definition 2.15. For any p ∈ P , the (antichain) toggle τ_p : R^P_+ → R^P_+ is the map that changes the p-coordinate of x ∈ R^P_+ by x_p → ( ∑ C ∏ q∈C x_q )_{−1} ,

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 9

where C ranges over all maximal chains of P containing p, while keeping all other coordinates fixed.

Definition 2.16. The (antichain) rowmotion map ρ̃ : R^P_+ → R^P_+ is the composition ρ̃ = τ_L−1_{(n)} ∘ · · · ∘ τ_L−1_{(2)} ∘ τ_L−1_{(1)} for any linear extension (order-preserving bijection) L: P → [n].

It is easy to verify that toggles τ_p and τ_q commute if and only if p and q are incomparable in P , which implies that ρ̃ does not depend on the choice of linear extension. Note that the τ_p here are applied from bottom to top as opposed to the t_p in the definition of ρ, which were applied from top to bottom.

In fact, ρ̃ and ρ are conjugate to one another, as shown in the following proposition due to Joseph and Roby [22].

Proposition 2.17. The equality ρ̃ = ψ^{−1} ∘ ρ ∘ ψ holds.

Proof. Suppose ρ̃(z) = x. During the application of ρ̃ to z, when applying τ_p to find x_p for some p ∈ P , the labels below p agree with x while the labels above p agree with z. Each maximal chain in ^P through p can be written as a union of a maximal chain from [^0, p] and one from [p, ^1] (that overlap at p), so before applying τ_p, the weight of the maximal chains through p is^{ψ(x)pψ∗(z)p}_{xp} . But this equals x^{−1}_p by the definition of τ_p, so we find that ψ(x)_pψ^∗(z)_p = 1. Comparing with Lemma 2.13 then gives the result. □

One important property of ρ̃ is the following identity.

Corollary 2.18. Let x ∈ R^P_+ , y = ψ(x), and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then for p ∈ P ,

x^{−1}_p = ∑ q⋖p y_q y_p , z^{−1}_p = ∑ q⋗p y_p y_q . Proof. The first equation follows by applying the definition of ψ^{−1} to x = ψ^{−1}(y). For the second, by Proposition 2.17 and Lemma 2.13 we have ψ^∗(z)_p =^1_{yp} . Therefore the equation z = ψ^{∗−1}(ψ^∗(z)) gives

z_p = 1 y_p ∑ q⋗p 1 y_q = 1 ∑ q⋗p y_p y_q . Inverting gives the desired result. □

Example 2.19. Referring again to Figure 4, one can compute z directly from y using Corollary 2.18. For example,

z^{−1}_{21} = y_{21} y_{31} + y_{21} y_{22} = ab abd + ab a(b + c)e = bd + be + ce (b + c)de . We will also need the following easy fact about ρ̃^{−1} for later.

10 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

Proposition 2.20. Suppose P has a unique minimum element a. Let x ∈ R^P_+ and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then for any nonmaximal p ∈ P , z_p does not depend on x_a.

Similarly, if P has a unique maximum element b, z ∈ R^P_+ , and x = ρ̃(z), then for any nonminimal p ∈ P , x_p does not depend on z_b.

Proof. By the definition of ψ, since a is a minimum of P , y_p = ψ(x)_p is a multiple of x_a for all p ∈ P , but^{yp}_{xa} is independent of x_a. This factor of x_a then cancels in every term in the expression for z^{−1}_p in Corollary 2.18.

The second statement is proved similarly, using the fact that^1_{yp} = ψ^∗(z)_p for p ∈ P . □

3. Chain Shifting in Skew Shapes

In this section we prove a chain shifting lemma for rowmotion on skew shapes. This lemma is a generalization of the chain shifting lemma for rectangles proved by the current authors in [19], which was also proved in the noncommutative setting by Grinberg and Roby [15]. As we will see, the proof given here is simpler than those earlier proofs and relies mainly on a duality between plane trees.

3.1. Arborescences. Let P be a poset and x ∈ R^P_+ . We first describe how to express the weight w_S(x) = ∏ p∈S x_p for particular subsets S ⊆ P in terms of y = ψ(x). (Recall that we set y_{^0} = y_{^1} = 1.)

Definition 3.1. Let G be a (not necessarily induced) subgraph of the Hasse diagram of P . (The edges of G are therefore cover relations of P ).

The up degree udeg_G(p) of a vertex p ∈ G is the number of edges in G that connect p to an element that covers p in P . Similarly, the down degree ddeg_G(p) is the number of edges connecting p to an element covered by p.

Definition 3.2. An upward arborescence of P is a subgraph of ^P \ {^1} such that every element of P has down degree 1. Similarly, a downward arborescence of P is a subgraph of ^P \ {^0} such that every element of P has up degree 1.

We denote the set of upward and downward arborescences of P by U_P and D_P , respectively.

Define the weight (with respect to y) of the edge e corresponding to the cover relation p ⋖ q to be ω_e(y) =^{yp}_{yq} and the weight of an arborescence T to be ω_T (y) = ∏ e∈E(T ) ωe(y). (Note that the notion of the weight ω_T (y) of an arborescence T is different from the notion of the weight w_S (x) of a subset S of the poset.)

Example 3.3. Consider the right trapezoid RT_{3,2} in Figure 5 with its upward and downward arborescences shown. The weight of the first upward arborescence can be computed as 1 y_{11} · y_{11} y_{21} · y_{11} y_{12} · y_{21} y_{31} · y_{21} y_{22} · y_{31} y_{32} · y_{32} y_{42} = y_{11}y_{21} y_{12}y_{22}y_{42} . The weights of the other arborescences can be computed similarly.

Let us take y = ψ(x) as in Figure 4. Then the total weight of all four upward arborescences is

y_{11}(y_{21} + y_{12})(y_{31} + y_{22})

y_{12}y_{22}y_{31}y_{42} = a(ab + ac)(abd + a(b + c)e) ac · a(b + c)e · abd · a(bd + be + ce)f = 1 abcdef ,

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 11

y_{11}y_{21} y_{12}y_{22}y_{42} y_{11} y_{22}y_{42} y_{11}y_{21} y_{12}y_{31}y_{42} y_{11} y_{31}y_{42} y_{11}y_{21}y_{31} y_{22}y_{32} y_{11}y_{12}y_{31} y_{22}y_{32} y_{11}y_{21} y_{32} y_{11}y_{12} y_{32}

Figure 5. The four upward arborescences in U_{RT3,2} and the four downward arborescences in D_{RT3,2} , together with their weights.

which is w_P (x)^{−1}.

The following proposition relates the weight of P with arborescences. Proposition 3.4. Let P be a poset and x ∈ R^P_+ , and let y = ψ(x) and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then 1 w_P (x) = ∑ T ∈U_P ω_T (y), 1 w_P (z) = ∑ T ∈D_P ω_T (y). Proof. For the first equation, by Corollary 2.18, 1 w_P (x) = ∏ p∈P x^{−1}_p = ∏ p∈P ∑ q⋖p y_q y_p . Each upward arborescence contains exactly one edge downward from each element of P , so the right hand side is the total weight of all upward arborescences in U_P , which gives the first equation. The proof of the second equation is similar. □ For any y ∈ R^P_+ , we can use ω_T (y) to define probability measures on U_P and D_P : for any subsets U ⊆ U_P and D ⊆ D_P , define

μ_y(U) = ∑ T ∈U ωT (y) ∑ T ∈U_P ωT (y) , μ_y(D) = ∑ T ∈D ωT (y) ∑ T ∈D_P ωT (y) .

12 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

We will show that these are closely related to the weights of chains in P . 3.1.1. Weights of chains. For any saturated chain C ⊆ P , we say that an arborescence contains C if it contains all of the edges representing cover relations in C. Let U_P (C) and D_P (C) denote the sets of all upward and downward arborescences that contain C. The following proposition relates the weight of C (as a subset of P ) to the weights of the arborescences containing C.

Proposition 3.5. Let P be a poset, x ∈ R^P_+ , y = ψ(x), and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Let C be a saturated chain in P with minimum a and maximum b. Then

w_C (x) = ( ∑ a^′⋖a y_a′ y_b )_{−1} · μ_y(U_P (C)), (∗)

w_C (z) = ( ∑ b^′⋗b y_a y_b′ )_{−1} · μ_y(D_P (C)). (∗∗) Proof. The product of the weights of the edges in C is^{ya}_{yb} . The elements of U_P (C) are obtained from C by adding one downward edge from each element of (P \ C) ∪ {a}. It follows from Corollary 2.18 that ∑ T ∈U_P (C) ω_T (y) = ( y_a y_b · ∑ a^′⋖a y_a′ y_a ) · ∏ p∈P \C ∑ q⋖p y_q y_p = ∑ a^′⋖a y_a′ y_b · ∏ p∈P \C x^{−1}_p

= ∑ a^′⋖a y_a′ y_b · w_C (x) w_P (x) . Subsitituting for w_P (x) using Proposition 3.4 and rearranging gives the result. The other equation is proved similarly. □ Example 3.6. Consider again the four upward arborescences in P = RT_{3,2} as depicted in Figure 5, and let x and y = ψ(x) be as shown in Figure 4.

Suppose C is the chain (2, 1) ⋖ (3, 1) ⋖ (3, 2). Only the first two arborescences shown contain C, and their weights are^{y31}_{y22} times the weights of the last two arborescences. Thus the fraction of upward arborescence weight covered by the two containing C is μ_y(U_P (C)) = y_{31} y_{31} + y_{22} . Plugging in the coordinates from Figure 4 gives y_{31} y_{31} + y_{22} = abd abd + a(b + c)e = bdf · a a(bd + be + ce)f = w_C (x) · y_{11} y_{32} as required by Proposition 3.5.

Given a collection C of (saturated) chains, define U_P (C ) = ⨆ C∈C U_P (C) and D_P (C ) = ⨆ C∈C D_P (C).

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 13

We will typically be interested in finding the total weight

w_C (x) = ∑ C∈C w_C (x). Note that if a = min(C) and b = max(C) are fixed for all C ∈ C , then it is easy to sum (∗) (and similarly (∗∗)) over all C ∈ C since the first factor on the right hand side will be fixed. Thus the result will be the same equation (∗) but with C replaced by C . In addition, each arborescence will contain at most one C ∈ C , so there would be no need to worry about multiplicities in U_P (C ).

The most important consequence is the following corollary, which we will use in Section 3.4.

Corollary 3.7. Let P be a poset, x ∈ R^P_+ , and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Let m, m^′, M, M^′ ∈ P such that m^′ is the unique element covered by m and M is the unique element covering M^′.

Suppose C and C^′ are collections of saturated chains such that (min(C), max(C)) = (m, M) for all C ∈ C , and (min(C^′), max(C^′)) = (m^′, M^′) for all C^′ ∈ C^′. Then μ_y(U_P (C )) = μ_y(D_P (C^′)) implies w_C (x) = w_C ′ (z).

Proof. Summing (∗) and (∗∗) over all elements of C and C^′, respectively, gives

w_C (x) = ( y_m′ y_M )_{−1} · μ_y(U_P (C )) and w_C ′ (z) = ( y_m′ y_M )_{−1} · μ_y(D_P (C^′)). □

3.2. Skew shapes. For the rest of this section, we will mainly be concerned with a particular type of poset called a skew shape.

Definition 3.8. A skew shape poset S is a saturated subposet of a rectangular poset R_{r,s} containing (1, 1) and (r, s) such that if (i − 1, j), (i, j − 1) ∈ S, then (i, j) ∈ S.

Since S is a saturated subposet containing the minimum and maximum of R_{r,s}, the leftmost elements at each rank form a maximal chain, as do the rightmost elements. The final condition guarantees that all elements in between are also contained in S. See Figure 6 for an example. (A skew shape can equivalently be described via the boxes of a connected skew Young diagram λ/μ, or as the distributive lattice of order ideals of width 2 posets.) Note that the right trapezoid RT_{r,s} is an example of a skew shape.

To discuss the boundary of S, we introduce the notion of corner points.

Definition 3.9. Let S be a skew shape and let (i, j) ∈ S. We say that (i, j) is:

• a left outward corner point if (i − 1, j), (i, j + 1) ∈ S but (i + 1, j), (i, j − 1) ∉ S; • a right outward corner point if (i + 1, j), (i, j − 1) ∈ S but (i − 1, j), (i, j + 1) ∉ S; • a left inward corner point if (i + 1, j), (i, j − 1) ∈ S but (i + 1, j − 1) ∉ S; and • a right inward corner point if (i − 1, j), (i, j + 1) ∈ S but (i − 1, j + 1) ∉ S.

We denote the set of outward (resp. inward) corner points by Out(S) (resp. In(S)).

See Figure 6 for an illustration. As a warning, an element can be a corner point in more than one way. For example, in the skew shape with vertices {(1, 1), (2, 1), (2, 2)}, the vertex (2, 1) is both a left outward corner point and a right inward corner point. In the case that p is both a left inward and right inward corner point, then we take In(S) to be a multiset containing p with multiplicity 2. Finally, note that the minimum and maximum of S are never corner points.

14 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

Figure 6. A skew shape and its corner points. Outward corner points are marked in black and inward corner points are marked in white.

3.3. The main bijection. In this section, we will exhibit a bijection between U_P and D_P in the case that P is a skew shape and show that this bijection multiplies weight by a constant factor. (Such a bijection does not exist for most posets P , so this is a special feature of skew shapes.) This will allow us to use Propositions 3.4 and 3.5 to relate the chain statistics w_C (x) before and after rowmotion.

Throughout this section, fix a skew shape S ⊆ R_{r,s}. Note that if q ∈ S only covers a single element p, then any element of U_S must contain the edge p⋖q, so we call this edge forced for any upward arborescence. Likewise, the edge p ⋖ q is forced for any downward arborescence if q is the only element that covers p ∈ S.

We define a bijection ℵ: U_S → D_S as follows. Translate the Hasse diagram of S in the plane by the vector (−^1_2 , −^1_2 ) (i.e., downward) to form a shifted diagram S. Then any T ∈ U_S has a corresponding translation T . We then form ℵ(T ) by taking all edges of S that do not intersect T , together with all forced edges for downward arborescences. See Figure 7 for an example. (Aside from some special behavior along the boundary of S, ℵ is the standard bijection between spanning trees of a planar graph and its dual graph.)

As an abuse of language, we say edges e ∈ T and e^′ ∈ ℵ(T ) intersect if the shifted edge e ∈ T intersects e^′. If e is, say, the covering relation (i, j) ⋖ (i, j + 1), then it only has the potential to intersect e^′ if e^′ is the edge (i − 1, j) ⋖ (i, j). Moreover, these edges are either both forced (if (i, j) is a right inward corner) or neither is forced. Therefore, e ∈ T and e^′ ∈ ℵ(T ) can only intersect if they are both forced edges incident to an inward corner of S.

Proposition 3.10. The map ℵ: U_S → D_S is a well-defined bijection.

Proof. We need to check that for any T ∈ U_S , we have ℵ(T ) ∈ D_S , that is, for any a ∈ S, there is exactly one edge a ⋖ b in ℵ(T ).

If a is only covered by one element, then this is clear since all forced edges are in ℵ(T ), so suppose a is covered by two elements b and c. Then b and c are both covered by a unique element d ∈ S. By the nonintersecting condition, ℵ(T ) contains the edge a ⋖ b if and only if T does not contain the edge b ⋖ d, and similarly with the edges a ⋖ c and c ⋖ d. Since T ∈ U_S , it contains exactly one of b ⋖ d and c ⋖ d, so ℵ(T ) will contain exactly one of a ⋖ b and a ⋖ c, as desired.

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 15

m M m^′ M^′ Figure 7. An upward arborescence T (in red) and its image ℵ(T ) (in blue). After shifting T down to T , we form ℵ(T ) by taking all edges that do not intersect T , together with all forced edges. Note that the only intersecting edges occur near the inner corners of S.

To see that ℵ is a bijection, one can define ℵ^{−1} in an analogous manner to ℵ by rotating the plane by a half turn. □

We now show how ℵ affects the weight of an arborescence.

Lemma 3.11. Let T ∈ U_S and y ∈ R^S_+ . Then there exists a Laurent monomial y^{α(S)} depending only on S such that ω_{ℵ(T )}(y) = ω_T (y) · y^{α(S)} for all T ∈ U_S . Specifically,

ω_{ℵ(T )}(y) ω_T (y)

= y^{2−udegS (1,1)}

11 y^{2−ddegS (r,s)} rs · ∏ p∈Out(S) yp ∏ p∈In(S) yp . Proof. Note that ω_T (y) contains a factor of y_p for each edge p⋖q in T and a factor of y^{−1}_p for each edge q ⋖ p in T . Therefore we can write the exponent of y_p in ω_{ℵ(T )}(y)/ω_T (y) as

α_p = (udeg_{ℵ(T )}(p) − ddeg_{ℵ(T )}(p)) − (udeg_T (p) − ddeg_T (p)) = 2 − ddeg_{ℵ(T )}(p) − udeg_T (p).

If p = (1, 1), then ddeg_{ℵ(T )}(1, 1) = 0 while udeg_T (1, 1) = udeg_S (1, 1) since the upward edges from (1, 1) are forced in T . Thus α_{11} = 2−udeg_S(1, 1). Similarly for the maximum element (r, s), we have α_{rs} = 2 − ddeg_S (r, s).

For any other element p = (i, j), we can consider the contributions to 2 − α_p = ddeg_{ℵ(T )}(p) + udeg_T (p) from the possible edges to the right, namely (i, j) ⋖ (i, j + 1) and (i − 1, j) ⋖ (i, j). • If p is a right outward corner point, then clearly there is no contribution. • If p is a right inward corner point, then both edges are forced in their respective arborescences, so the contribution is 2.

16 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

• If only one of the two edges, say (i, j) ⋖ (i, j + 1), exists in S, then it is a forced edge for T , so the contribution is 1 (and similarly if the other edge is the only one present).

• If both edges exist in S but p is not a right outward corner point, then neither edge is forced. Then by the construction of ℵ, (i, j) ⋖ (i, j + 1) is an edge of T if and only if (i−1, j)⋖(i, j) is not an edge of ℵ(T ). It follows that the contribution is 1 in this case as well.

Since the contributions from the possible edges to the left of p can be obtained symmetrically, we find that 2 − α_p is usually 2, but we must subtract 1 if p is an outward corner point and add 1 if p is an inward corner point (these adjustments cancel out if p is both an inward and an outward corner point). The result follows easily. □

In other words, ℵ scales the weight of every arborescence by the same amount. It follows that it must preserve the measure μ_y.

Corollary 3.12. The bijection ℵ: U_S → D_S is measure-preserving: μ_y(U) = μ_y(ℵ(U)) for all y ∈ R^S_+ and subsets U ⊆ U_S .

Proof. By Lemma 3.11, both the numerator and denominator of μ_y(ℵ(U)) are obtained from those of μ_y(U) by scaling by y^{α(S)}, so these factors cancel out. □

Example 3.13. Consider again the arborescences for RT_{3,2} in Figure 5. The bijection ℵ sends each upward arborescence to the downward arborescence directly below it. In each case, ℵ multiplies the weight by y_{42} ·^{y12y31}_{y32} , as predicted by Lemma 3.11. As a consequence, each upward arborescence occupies the same fraction of weight as the corresponding downward arborescence.

3.4. Chain shifting. We are now ready to prove a chain shifting lemma for skew shapes by combining Corollaries 3.7 and 3.12.

The following lemma summarizes the properties we need of ℵ. Given a saturated chain C ⊆ S, we say that p ∈ S lies southeast (resp. southwest) of C if it lies to the east (resp. west) of an element of the downward shift C. We say that p lies beyond C if it does not lie southeast or southwest of C, that is, when C does not contain an element at the same height as p.

Lemma 3.14. Let T ∈ U_S and C a saturated chain contained in T . Let p ∈ S, and let C^′ be the unique chain upwards from p to ^1 in ℵ(T ) ∈ D_S .

If p lies southeast of C, and C contains no (forced) edge northeast from a right inward corner point, then every element of C^′ lies to the southeast of or beyond C. In particular, if C contains the rightmost element at any rank above p, then C^′ must contain its southeast neighbor.

The analogous statement obtained by reflecting across the vertical axis also holds.

Proof. The only way that C^′ can go from an element southeast of C to an element southwest of C is along an edge of ℵ(T ) to the northwest that intersects an edge of C ⊆ T to the northeast. But this can only occur if the edge in C is a forced edge of the given type. □

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 17

If p = (i, j), denote by se(p) the set of elements of S of the form (i − 1 − k, j + k) for k ≥ 0. (These are the elements that lie east of the downward shift p.) For instance, se(p) ≠ 0 if and only if p has a southeast neighbor.

Similarly denote by sw(p) the set of elements (i − 1 − k, j + k) with k < 0, and define nw(p) = {q | p ∈ se(q)} and ne(p) = {q | p ∈ sw(q)}. 3.4.1. Simple chain shifting. Our first form of chain shifting is a generalization of the chain shifting lemma for rectangles proven by the current authors in [19] (and in the noncommutative setting by Grinberg and Roby [15]) to skew shapes S.

Given elements p < q in S, let C_{p,q} denote the set of all saturated chains from p to q, and let C^{se}_{p,q} ⊆ C_{p,q} denote the subset consisting of those chains C for which se(r) ≠ ∅ for all r ∈ C. (Also define the analogous notation for the directions sw, ne, and nw.)

Recall that if C is a collection of chains, then U_S (C ) = ⨆ C∈C U_S (C) is the set of all arborescences containing some chain in C , and D_S(C ) is defined similarly.

Lemma 3.15. Let m^′ ⋖m and M^′ ⋖M be elements of S such that sw(m) = ne(M^′) = ∅. (a) The bijection ℵ restricts to a bijection from U_S (C^{se}_{m,M} ) to D_S (C^{nw}_m′_{,M} ′ ). (b) Let x ∈ R^S_+ and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then w_C se_{m,M} (x) = w_C nw_{m′,M′} (z).

Proof. Note that the conditions imply that m^′ is the only element covered by m (with m^′ to the southeast) and M is the only element covering M^′ (with M^′ to the southeast). Choose any T ∈ U_S (C^{se}_{m,M} ), and let C be the chain in T from m to M. By definition of C^{se}_{m,M} , C does not contain any (forced) edge northeast from a right inward corner point. Hence by Lemma 3.14, ℵ(T ) ∈ D_S contains a saturated chain C^′ from m^′ to M^′ that lies entirely southeast of C. Thus C^′ ∈ C^{nw}_m′_{,M} ′ and hence ℵ(T ) ∈ D_S (C^{nw}_m′_{,M} ′ ). A similar argument shows that ℵ^{−1} sends D_S (C^{nw}_m′_{,M} ′ ) to U_S (C^{se}_{m,M} ), completing part (a). Part (b) then follows from part (a), Corollary 3.12, and Corollary 3.7. □

Example 3.16. As an illustration of Lemma 3.15, consider Figure 7 with the elements m, M, m^′, and M^′ indicated. The upward arborescence T depicted contains a chain C ∈ C^{se}_{m,M} . When applying ℵ as in the center picture, we find that the chain in ℵ(T ) upward from m^′ must remain to the right of C and therefore pass through M^′. Thus ℵ(T ) contains a chain C^′ ∈ C^{nw}_m′_{,M} ′ as in Lemma 3.15.

Example 3.17. Consider again S = RT_{32} with arborescences shown in Figure 5. If we let m = (2, 1), M = (3, 2), m^′ = (1, 1), and M^′ = (2, 2), then the conditions of Lemma 3.15 are satisfied. Only the first three upward arborescences contain a chain from m to M (which are all in C^{se}_{m,M} ), and ℵ sends these to the first three downward arborescences, which are the only ones that contain a chain in C^{nw}_m′_{,M} ′ .

We can verify that Lemma 3.15(b) holds in this case using the labels in Figure 4:

z_{11}z_{21}z_{22} + z_{11}z_{12}z_{22} = bc b + c ( (b + c)de bd + be + ce + (b + c)e c ) (bd + be + ce)f (b + c)e = bcdf b + c + b(bd + be + ce)f b + c = b(d + e)f = x_{21}x_{31}x_{32} + x_{21}x_{22}x_{32}.

18 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

This equality holds even though neither term on the left is equal to a term on the right. (This is because ℵ does not restrict to a bijection between U_S (C) and D_S (C^′) for any single chains C ∈ C^{se}_{m,M} and C^′ ∈ C^{nw}_m′_{,M} ′ ).

As this result illustrates, the bijection ℵ is a powerful tool for relating weights of subsets of P with respect to x and z. The general strategy is simple: relate the quantities of interest to the weights of certain subsets of U_P and D_P , then show that these subsets are in bijection via ℵ. In this way, one can easily prove many previously established results about rowmotion on rectangles as well as further generalizations. We give a variety of examples of this in the rest of this section.

3.4.2. Chains in trapezoids. A particular case that will be important for us concerns chains in the right trapezoid S = RT_{r,s}.

Definition 3.18. The left border of the right trapezoid RT_{r,s} is the set of elements L = {(ℓ + r − 1, ℓ) | 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ s} ⊆ RT_{r,s}. In other words, L is the set of all left outer corners of RT_{r,s} together with the maximum element.

For p, q ∈ RT_{r,s}, let C^L_{p,q} (resp. C^L_{p,q}) be the subset of C_{p,q} consisting of chains that intersect L (resp. do not intersect L).

Lemma 3.19. Let S = RT_{r,s}, and let m^′ ⋖ m and M^′ ⋖ M be elements of S such that se(m) = ne(M^′) = ∅. (a) The bijection ℵ restricts to a bijection from U_S (C^L_{m,M} ) to D_S (C^L_m′_{,M} ′ ). (b) Let x ∈ R^S_+ and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then w_C L_{m,M} (x) = w_C L_{m′,M′} (z).

Proof. Choose any chain C ∈ C^L_{m,M} , and let c be the lowest element of C ∩ L. Let c^′ be the left inner corner covered by c, and let c^{′′} be the element of L covered by c^′. By Lemma 3.14, ℵ(T ) contains a chain C^′ that starts at m^′, remains southwest of C until it reaches c^{′′}, at which point it crosses over (using a forced edge) to c^′, and then remains southeast of C until reaching M^′. It follows that ℵ(T ) ∈ D_S (C^L_m′_{,M} ′ ), and the highest element of C^′ ∩ L is c^{′′}. A similar argument applied to ℵ^{−1} shows that ℵ gives a bijection from U_S (C^L_{m,M} ) to D_S (C^L_m′_{,M} ′ ), as desired.

Part (b) then follows from part (a) by using Corollaries 3.7 and 3.12. □

See Figure 8 for an illustration. We can alternatively visualize this by breaking the chains in C immediately before they first intersect L and then shifting the lower portions to the southwest and the upper portions to the southeast. In particular, this gives an alternate proof of Lemma 3.19(b): for c ∈ L, define c^′ and c^{′′} as in the proof of Lemma 3.19. Then using Lemma 3.15, w_C L_{m,M} (x) = ∑ c w_C sw_{m,c′} (x)w_C se_{c,M} (x) = ∑ c w_C ne_{m′,c′′} (z)w_C nw_{c′,M′} (z) = w_C L_{m′,M′} (z). This also makes it clear that C^L_{m,M} and C^L_m′_{,M} ′ contain the same number of chains.

Example 3.20. A simple example of Lemma 3.19 can be seen in S = RT_{3,2} using the arborescences in Figure 5. If m = (1, 2) and M = (4, 2), then there is a unique chain in C^L_{m,M} , and the only upward arborescence containing this chain is the fourth one. Since

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 19

cc^′c^{′′} m M c^{′′}c^′ m^′ M^′ Figure 8. Chain shifting in the right trapezoid. The total weight of all chains in the highlighted regions on the left (passing through c^′ and c) with respect to x equals the total weight of all chains in the highlighted regions on the right (passing through c^{′′} and c^′) with respect to z = ρ̃^{−1}(x).

m^′ = (1, 1) and M^′ = (3, 2), there is also a unique chain in C^L_m′_{,M} ′ (it must pass through (3, 1) ∈ L), and the only downward arborescence containing this chain is again the fourth one, the image under ℵ of the upward arborescence found above. Algebraically, we can check using the labelings given in Figure 4 that Lemma 3.19(b) holds here:

z_{11}z_{21}z_{31}z_{32} = bc b + c · (b + c)de bd + be + ce · (bd + be + ce)f bd · g = cefg = x_{12}x_{22}x_{32}x_{42}.

Remark 3.21. Though we will not need it for our purposes, it is straightforward to apply this technique more generally to write down similar chain shifting lemmas for chains that touch the boundary of a general skew shape S, possibly in several places.

The applications in the remainder of this section will not be needed until Section 5.

3.4.3. Partial chains. We can also use ℵ to study chains with an endpoint that does not lie on the boundary of S. The following result generalizes Lemma 3.15 when p = M.

Lemma 3.22. Let m^′ ⋖ m < p be elements of S such that sw(m) = ∅. (a) The bijection ℵ restricts to a bijection from U_S (C^{se}_{m,p}) to ⋃ u∈se(p) DS (C nw m^′,u). (b) Let x ∈ R^S_+ , y = ψ(x), and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then w_C se_{m,p} (x) = ∑ u∈se(p) ∑ u^′⋗u y_p y_u′ · w_C nw_{m′,u} (z). Proof. Choose any T ∈ U_S (C^{se}_{m,p}) and let C be the chain from m to p in T . By Lemma 3.14, the chain upward from m^′ in ℵ(T ) must contain some u ∈ se(p), so ℵ(T ) ∈ D_S (C^{nw}_m′_{,u}). Similarly ℵ^{−1} sends each D_S(C^{nw}_m′_{,u}) into U_S (C^{se}_{m,p}) since nw(m^′) = {m}.

20 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

For part (b), part (a) and Corollary 3.12 imply μ_y(U_S (C^{se}_{m,p})) = ∑ u∈se(p) μy(DS (C nw m^′,u)). By Proposition 3.5, μ_y(U_S (C^{se}_{m,p})) = y_m′ y_p · w_C se_{m,p} (x), μ_y(D_S(C^{nw}_m′_{,u})) = ∑ u^′⋗u y_m′ y_u′ · w_C nw_{m′,u} (z). Summing the second equation over all u ∈ se(p), equating with the first equation and rearranging gives the result. □ One can also apply a dual argument to instead consider chains whose maximum lies on the boundary of S.

Lemma 3.23. Let p < M^′ ⋖ M be elements of S such that ne(M^′) = ∅. (a) The bijection ℵ restricts to a bijection from ⋃ v∈nw(p) US (C se v,M ) to D_S(C^{nw}_{p,M} ′ ). (b) Let x ∈ R^S_+ , y = ψ(x), and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then w_C nw_{p,M′} (z) = ∑ v∈nw(p) ∑ v^′⋖v y_v′ y_p · w_C se_{v,M} (x). Proof. Analogous to the proof of Lemma 3.22. (Alternatively, apply Lemma 3.15 on the dual poset to S, switching the roles of x and z.) □ 3.4.4. Partial chains in trapezoids. We can combine the techniques of Sections 3.4.2 and 3.4.3 to obtain the following results about partial chains in trapezoids, which we will use in Section 5. As in Section 3.4.2, let S = RT_{r,s} be a right trapezoid with left border L. Lemma 3.24. Let S = RT_{r,s}, and either let m^′ ⋖ m < p be elements of S such that se(m) = ∅, or let n^′ ⋖ n < p such that sw(n) = ∅. (a) The bijection ℵ restricts to a bijection:

(i) from U_S (C^L_{m,p}) to ⋃ u∈se(p) DS (C L m^′,u); (ii) from U_S (C^L_{m,p}) to ⋃ u∈sw(p) DS (Cm^′,u); (iii) from U_S (C_{n,p}) to ⋃ u∈se(p) DS (C L n^′,u). (b) Let x ∈ R^S_+ , y = ψ(x), and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then w_C L_{m,p} (x) = ∑ u∈se(p) ∑ u^′⋗u y_p y_u′ w_C L_{m′,u} (z), w_{C Lm,p} (x) = ∑ u∈sw(p) ∑ u^′⋗u y_p y_u′ w_{Cm′,u} (z), w_{Cn,p} (x) = ∑ u∈se(p) ∑ u^′⋗u y_p y_u′ w_{C Ln′,u} (z). Proof. For part (a), (i) follows by combining the arguments in Lemmas 3.19 and 3.22, while (ii) and (iii) follow immediately from Lemma 3.22 (reflected over the vertical axis for (ii)). Part (b) then follows from part (a) as in Lemma 3.22. □ We likewise have the following dual result.

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 21

Lemma 3.25. Let S = RT_{r,s}, and let p < M^′ ⋖ M be elements of S such that ne(M^′) = ∅. (a) The bijection ℵ restricts to a bijection:

(i) from ⋃ v∈ne(p) US (C L v,M ) to D_S (C^L_{p,M} ′ );

(ii) from ⋃ v∈nw(p) US (Cv,M ) to DS (C L p,M^′ ). (b) Let x ∈ R^S_+ , y = ψ(x), and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then w_C L_{p,M′} (z) = ∑ v∈ne(p) ∑ v^′⋖v y_v′ y_p w_C L_{v,M} (x), w_{C Lp,M} (z) = ∑ v∈nw(p) ∑ v^′⋖v y_v′ y_p w_{Cv,M} (x). Proof. Analogous to the proof of Lemma 3.24. □

The remainder of this section will not be needed for the main results of this paper.

3.4.5. Nonintersecting chains. We can generalize Proposition 3.5 to apply not just to chains but also to disjoint unions of chains.

Proposition 3.26. Let P be a poset, x ∈ R^P_+ , y = ψ(x), and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Let C = C_1 ⊔ C_2 ⊔ · · · ⊔ C_k be a disjoint union of saturated chains C_i with minima a_i and maxima b_i. Then

w_C (x) = k∏ i=1 ( ∑ a^′⋖a_i y_a′ y_{bi} )_{−1} · μ_y(U_P (C)),

w_C (z) = k∏ i=1 ( ∑ b^′⋗b_i y_{ai} y_b′ )_{−1} · μ_y(D_P (C)). Proof. Analogous to the proof of Proposition 3.5: the only difference is that the weight of the edges in C is ∏ i y_{ai} y_{bi} instead of y_a y_b , and we must add downward edges from each

a_i, which have weight ∏ i ∑ a^′⋖a_i y_a′ y_{ai} instead of just ∑ a^′⋖a y_a′ y_a . □

Let us call a disjoint union C = C_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ C_k of k (nonintersecting) saturated chains a k-chain. If C is a collection of k-chains, then we can define w_C (x), U_P (C ), and D_P (C ) as before. We can then prove chain shifting results using ℵ as before to relate these sets.

As one example, we can easily prove a k-chain version of Lemma 3.15. (While this result can also be proved from Lemma 3.15 by using the Lindström-Gessel-Viennot Lemma, the proof that we give here has the advantage that it does not require subtraction.)

Lemma 3.27. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let m^′_i ⋖ m_i and M^′_i ⋖ M_i be elements of S such that sw(m_i) = ne(M^′_i ) = ∅. Let C be the set of k-chains C = C_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ C_k such that C_i ∈ C^{se}_{mi,Mi} , and let C^′ be the set of k-chains C^′ = C^′_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ C^′_k such that C^′_i ∈ C^{nw}_m′_{i,M} ′_i . (a) The bijection ℵ restricts to a bijection from U_S (C ) to D_S (C^′). (b) Let x ∈ R^S_+ and z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). Then w_C (x) = w_C ′ (z).

22 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that m_1 < m_2 < · · · < m_k (along the leftmost chain in S). Suppose T ∈ U_S (C ) contains the k-chain C = C_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ C_k. By Lemma 3.15, ℵ(T ) must contain a chain C^′_i from m^′_i to M^′_i for all i. These chains must be disjoint: C^′_i does not intersect C_i by construction, and C^′_{i+1} ∈ C^{nw}_m′_{i,M} ′_i cannot intersect C_i since it contains no forced edge southwest from a left inward corner. Thus C^′_i and C^′_{i+1} are separated by C_i and are therefore disjoint. It follows that ℵ(T ) ∈ D_S (C^′). A similar argument shows that ℵ^{−1} sends D_S(C^′) to U_S (C ). Part (b) then follows from Corollaries 3.12 and 3.7. □ As another example, we show how one can apply this technique to derive a special case of the iterated rowmotion formula for rectangles from [25].

Proposition 3.28. Let R = R_{r,s}, and choose p = (i, j) ∈ R with 1 ≤ i < r and 1 ≤ j < s. Let C be the collection of 2-chains C_1 ⊔ C_2, where C_1 is a chain from (2, 1) to (i + 1, j), and C_2 is a chain from (1, 2) to (i, j + 1). (a) The bijection ℵ restricts to a bijection from U_R(C ) to D_R(C_{(1,1),p}). (b) Let x ∈ R^R_+ and y = ψ(x). Then

ρ^{−1}(y)_p = x_{11}x_{i+1,j+1} w_C (x) w_C ′ (x) , where C^′ is the set of chains from (1, 1) to (i + 1, j + 1).

Proof. Let T ∈ U_R(C ) contain the 2-chain C_1 ⊔C_2 as in the statement of the proposition. By Lemma 3.14, the chain upward from (1, 1) in ℵ(T ) must lie southeast of C_1 and southwest of C_2, so it must pass through p. Thus ℵ(T ) ∈ D_R(C_{(1,1),p}). Similarly, if T^′ ∈ D_R(C_{(1,1),p}) contains the chain C^′ from (1, 1) to p, then the chains downward from (i + 1, j) and (i, j + 1) in ℵ^{−1}(T ) must lie northwest and northeast of C^′ and so they must pass through (2, 1) and (1, 2), respectively, and be disjoint. Part (a) follows.

For part (b), summing Proposition 3.26 over C ∈ C and C ∈ C_{(1,1),p} gives

μ_y(U_R(C )) = y_{11} y_{i+1,j} · y_{11} y_{i,j+1} w_C (x), μ_y(D_R(C_{(1,1),p})) = ( y_{11} y_{i+1,j} + y_{11} y_{i,j+1} ) w_{C(1,1),p} (z), where z = ρ̃^{−1}(x). By part (a) and Corollary 3.12, these two quantities are equal. Equating them and rearranging gives

w_{C(1,1),p} (z) = y_{11} y_{i+1,j} + y_{i,j+1} w_C (x). But the left hand side equals ψ(z)_p = ρ^{−1}(y)_p, and the fraction on the right hand side is y_{11} y_{i+1,j} + y_{i,j+1} = x_{11} y_{i+1,j+1}/x_{i+1,j+1} = x_{11}x_{i+1,j+1} w_C ′ (x) . Substituting these into the previous equation gives the result. □ Since the expression for ρ^{−1}(y)_p obtained is written in terms of weights of chains with respect to x, it is not difficult to iterate this procedure to obtain the other cases of the

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 23

Figure 9. The four intermediate posets I_4, . . . , I_1 lying inside of RT_{4,4}.

iterated rowmotion formula from [25]. (Since this is not relevant for our current work, we leave the details to the reader.)

4. A map between the rectangle and trapezoid

In this section, we use the chain shifting lemmas (Lemmas 3.15 and 3.19) to define a birational map between labelings of the rectangle R_{r,s} and trapezoid T_{r,s}. In the tropical setting, this map will become a continuous, piecewise-linear, volume-preserving map between the chain polytopes of these two posets, which will in turn give a bijection between the plane partitions of R_{r,s} and T_{r,s} of height ℓ. We will express this map as a composition of rowmotion-like maps between labelings of certain intermediate posets.

4.1. Intermediate posets and maps. The intermediate posets that we consider will all be induced subposets of the right trapezoid RT_{r,s}.

Definition 4.1. Let k ≤ s ≤ r be positive integers. The kth intermediate poset I_k = I_{r,s,k} is the induced subposet of RT_{r,s} on T_{r,k} ∪ [(k, k + 1), (r + k − 1, s)].

See Figure 9 for examples. Note that the leftmost minimal element of I_k is (k, 1). One can easily verify that I_1 = R_{r,s}, I_s = T_{r,s}, and |I_k| = rs for all k.

We now define maps ζ_k : R^{Ik+1}_+ → R^{Ik}_+ as follows. Consider the interval M_k = [(k, 1), (r + k, k + 1)] ⊆ RT_{r,s}, which is isomorphic to the smaller right trapezoid RT_{r−k+1,k+1}. For any x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ , let x̄ ∈ R^{Mk}_+ be the labeling obtained by restricting x to M_k \ {(k, 1)} ⊆ I_{k+1} and setting x̄_{k,1} to be an arbitrary number a ∈ R_+ (say, 1). Finally, let ρ̃_k : R^{Mk}_+ → R^{Mk}_+ be the antichain rowmotion map on M_k. (Recall that one can compute ρ̃^{−1}_k with relative ease using Corollary 2.18.) Then we define ζ_k(x) ∈ R^{Ik}_+ by

ζ_k(x)_{ij} = ρ̃^{−1}_k (x̄)_{ij} if (i, j) ∈ I_k ∩ M_k = M_k \ {(r + k, k + 1)}, x_{i+1,j} if (i, j) ∈ I_k \ M_k and j > k + 1, x_{i,j+1} if (i, j) ∈ I_k \ M_k and i < k. We say that the labels below M_k (with i < k) are shifted southwest and the labels above M_k (with j > k + 1) are shifted southeast. By Proposition 2.20, ζ_k(x) does not depend

24 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

x_{13}x_{34} x_{44}x_{54}x_{64} x_{13}x_{34} x_{44}x_{54}x_{64} Figure 10. A right trapezoid poset M_2 (red) inside of RT_{4,4}. When applying ζ_2, ρ̃^{−1} is applied inside M_2 (ignoring all other coordinates) and then coordinates outside of M_2 shift parallel to the sides of M_2.

on the choice of a. Similarly the inverse map ζ^{−1}_k is also well-defined (apply ρ̃_k on M_k with an arbitrary label at (r + k, k + 1) and shift the labels outside M_k appropriately).

Example 4.2. Let r = s = 4 and k = 2, and consider ζ_2 : R^{I3} → R^{I2} as shown in Figure 10. Here M_2 = [(2, 1), (6, 3)] is shown in red. Outside of M_2, the coordinates of the labeling shift parallel to the sides. Inside of M_2 we apply antichain rowmotion ρ̃^{−1}_2 (ignoring the labels outside of M_2).

See also Figure 13 below for a schematic version of this diagram.

By composing the maps ζ_k, we arrive at a birational map ζ = ζ_1 ∘ ζ_2 ∘ · · · ∘ ζ_{s−1} from R^{Tr,s}_+ to R^{Rr,s}_+ .

Example 4.3. Figure 11 shows the result of applying ζ = ζ_1 ∘ ζ_2 to a labeling x ∈ R^T_+ when T = T_{3,3}. Note that x_{13} = c = ζ_2(x)_{12} as this label lies below M_2. Similarly ζ_2(x)_{j+1,3} = ζ(x)_{j3} for j = 1, 2, 3 as these labels lie above M_1.

The key property of ζ that we will need to prove is that ζ preserves the total weight of all maximal chains, which we will derive from the chain shifting lemma. However, this property does not hold for the intermediate maps ζ_k, so we will need to restrict to a certain special class of chains in the intermediate posets called polygonal chains.

4.2. Polygonal chains. We define a special collection of maximal chains within each intermediate poset which are in bijection with chains in the trapezoid and rectangle.

Definition 4.4. A maximal chain C ⊆ I_k ⊆ RT_{r,s} is polygonal if C intersects L (the left border of RT_{r,s}) or if (k, 1) ∈ C.

Note that all chains in the trapezoid and rectangle are polygonal. Indeed, in the trapezoid I_s, all maximal chains contain the maximum element, which lies in L. Similarly, in the rectangle I_1, all maximal chains contain the minimum element (1, 1).

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 25

ab cd e f gh i ab a+bc(a+b)d_a(a+b)de ad+bd+be (ad+bd+be)fg adf+adg+bdf+bdg+beg (ad+bd+be)g be (adf+adg+bdf+bdg+beg)h (a+b)df (adf+adg+bdf+bdg+beg)h (ad+bd+be)g i

abc ab+ac+bc (ab+ac+bc)de (bd+be+ce)a (ab+ac+bc)de (ad+bd+be)c (a+b)(bd+be+ce)fg (adf+adg+bdf+bdg+beg)b (adf+adg+bdf+bdg+beg)h (a+b)df (ad+bd+be)g be (adf+adg+bdf+bdg+beg)h (ad+bd+be)g i (a+b)(ad+bd+be)(bd+be+ce)fg (ab+ac+bc)(adf+adg+bdf+bdg+beg)e

Figure 11. Applying ζ_2 and then ζ_1 to a labeling x of T_{3,3}, resulting in the labeling ζ(x) of R_{3,3}.

Figure 12. The six polygonal chains in I_2 ⊆ RT_{3,3}.

Example 4.5. The polygonal chains in I_2 ⊆ RT_{3,3} are shown in Figure 12. Note that I_2 has two other maximal chains that are not polygonal, as they start at (1, 2) and do not intersect L.

The following proposition relates the weights of polygonal chains under the maps ζ_k. Since the only complicated part of ζ_k occurs inside M_k, it will follow directly from the chain shifting results for skew shapes and right trapezoids (Lemmas 3.15 and 3.19).

Proposition 4.6. Let P_k be the collection of polygonal chains in I_k. For x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ , let z = ζ_k(x). Then w_{Pk+1} (x) = w_{Pk} (z).

Proof. Let P_{k+1} = P^{(1)}_{k+1}⊔P^{(2)}_{k+1}, where P^{(1)}_{k+1} consists of the chains that contain (k+1, 1) and P^{(2)}_{k+1} contains the ones that do not. Similarly, write P_k = P^{(1)}_k ⊔ P^{(2)}_k , where P^{(1)}_k consists of the chains that do not intersect L and P^{(2)}_k contains the ones that do. (Note

26 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

M_k^{m~m}_{M~M} I_{k+1} ζ_kMk^{m′~m′}_M ′_{~M ′} I_k

Figure 13. Schematic of the map ζ_k. Polygonal chains in I_{k+1} that intersect M_k in a chain from m to M get shifted to polygonal chains in I_k that intersect M_k in a chain from m^′ to M^′.

that all chains in P^{(2)}_{k+1} intersect L, while all chains in P^{(1)}_k contain (k, 1).) We will show that w_P(i)_{k+1} (x) = w_P(i)_k (z) for i = 1, 2.

For any chain C ∈ P_{k+1}, C ∩ M_k is a chain with minimum m and maximum M such that either m = (k + 1, 1) or m = (k, j + 1) for some 1 ≤ j ≤ k, and M = (i + 1, k + 1) for some k ≤ i < r + k.

Suppose first that m = (k, j + 1) and M = (i + 1, k + 1). Let m^′ = (k, j) and M^′ = (i, k + 1). Also let ~m and ~m^′ be the southeast neighbors of m and m^′, and let ~M and ~M^′ be the northeast neighbors of M and M^′ (if they exist). See Figure 13.

Every chain in P^{(2)}_{k+1} is the union of a chain in some C^L_{m,M} , a chain down from ~m, and a chain up from ~M, while every chain in P^{(2)}_k is the union of a chain in some C^L_m′_{,M} ′ , a chain down from ~m^′, and a chain up from ~M^′. By Lemma 3.19 and the fact that ζ_k shifts labels outside M_k,

w_P(2)_{k+1} (x) = ∑ m,M w_C L_{m,M} (x) · ψ_{Ik+1} (x)_{~m}ψ^∗_{Ik+1} (x)_{~M} = ∑ m,M w_C L_{m′,M′} (z) · ψ_{Ik} (z)_{~m}′ ψ^∗_{Ik} (z)_{~M ′} = w_P(2)_k (z). (By convention we set the value of ψ or ψ^∗ to be 1 if the label does not exist.)

A similar argument using Lemma 3.15 shows that w_P(1)_{k+1} (x) = w_P(1)_k (z). □

As a remark, note that since in Lemmas 3.15 and 3.19, the two collections of chains always have the same size, the technique in the above proof also shows that the intermediate posets I_k all contain the same number of polygonal chains.

It is now simple to deduce the following theorem.

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 27

Theorem 4.7. Let C and C^′ be the sets of all maximal chains in T_{r,s} and R_{r,s}, respectively. Then for all x ∈ R^{Tr,s}_+ , w_C (x) = w_C ′ (ζ(x)).

Proof. Apply Proposition 4.6 to ζ = ζ_1 ∘ ζ_2 ∘ · · · ∘ ζ_{s−1}. □

4.3. Polytopes and plane partitions. We now examine the consequences of Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 4.7 in the piecewise-linear case.

In this section, we will take all maps to be their piecewise-linear counterparts. In particular, the definition of ζ_k inside M_k utilizes the map ρ̃^{−1} on M_k. By tropicalizing Corollary 2.18, we can compute z = ρ̃^{−1}(x) as z_p = − max_{q⋗p} {y_p − y_q} = min_{q⋗p} {y_q} − y_p, (†) where y_p = ψ(x)_p = max ^0⋖q_1⋖···⋖q_n=p ∑ i x_{qi} . (‡) Note that if x has nonnegative coordinates, then so does z (except at a maximal element), from which it follows that ζ_k also preserves nonnegativity. (This nonnegativity property also follows from the fact that piecewise-linear toggles map the order polytope to itself.) It is also clear that ζ_k is lattice-preserving in that it sends lattice points to lattice points.

Example 4.8. An example calculation of ζ when r = 5 and s = 4 is given in Figure 14. Each ζ_k can be computed by applying (‡) and then (†) on M_k. (The minimum element of M_k is arbitrarily given the label 0, and the label of the maximum element of M_k is discarded at the end). The entries outside of M_k are shifted downward appropriately.

Just as we defined the chain polytopes of the rectangle and trapezoid, we can define polygonal chain polytopes for our intermediate posets I_k ⊆ RT_{r,s}.

Definition 4.9. The polygonal chain polytope ~C(I_k) ⊆ R^{Ik} is the set of all R-labelings x = (x_p)_{p∈Ik} such that x_p ≥ 0 for all p ∈ I_k, and ∑ p∈C x_p ≤ 1 for all polygonal chains C ⊆ I_k. When I_k is either R_{r,s} or T_{r,s}, the polygonal chain polytope coincides with the chain polytope, but in general ~C(I_k) will be larger than the chain polytope of I_k.

Example 4.10. Consider the poset I_2 ⊆ RT_{3,3} pictured in Figure 12. The polygonal chain polytope ~C(I_2) is defined by the inequalities x_p ≥ 0 for all p, and x_{21} + x_{31} + x_{32} + x_{42} + x_{43} ≤ 1, x_{21} + x_{31} + x_{32} + x_{33} + x_{43} ≤ 1, x_{21} + x_{22} + x_{32} + x_{42} + x_{43} ≤ 1, x_{21} + x_{22} + x_{32} + x_{33} + x_{43} ≤ 1, x_{21} + x_{22} + x_{23} + x_{33} + x_{43} ≤ 1, x_{12} + x_{22} + x_{32} + x_{42} + x_{43} ≤ 1.

Although ~C(I_k) is a lattice polytope when k = 1 or k = s (when it is an ordinary chain polytope), this is not true in general (for instance, when r = s = 4 and k = 3). Nevertheless, for fixed r and s, these polytopes all have the same volume and Ehrhart polynomial by Theorem 4.11 below. In particular, if ~C(I_k) is not a lattice polytope, then it exhibits period collapse of its Ehrhart quasi-polynomial—see, for instance, [16, 24] for some discussion of this phenomenon.

28 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

011101200101 0100100 0 0011223123341244 44 ζ_301120010010001012000

00122223333334 4 ζ_201110001010001012000

00123001334 ζ_100010012010001012000

Figure 14. Example calculation of ζ for r = 5 and s = 4. The top row shows the labelings of the intermediate posets obtained from x when applying ζ_3, ζ_2, and ζ_1 with entries in M_k highlighted. The vertical maps show applications of (‡) and (†) on M_k.

Theorem 4.11. The map ζ_k : R^{Ik+1} → R^{Ik} defines a continuous, piecewise-linear, and lattice-preserving bijection from ℓ · ~C(I_{k+1}) to ℓ · ~C(I_k) for all ℓ ∈ Z_{≥0}.

Hence, for fixed r and s, the rational polytopes ~C(I_k) exhibit Ehrhart quasi-polynomial period collapse and share the same Ehrhart polynomial for all k.

Proof. As seen above, ζ_k is a continuous, piecewise-linear, lattice-preserving map that preserves nonnegativity. The tropicalized version of Proposition 4.6 states that for any x ∈ R^{Ik+1} and z = ζ_k(x), max C∈P_{k+1} ∑ p∈C x_p = max_{C∈Pk} ∑ p∈C z_p. In particular, this quantity is at most ℓ if and only if x ∈ ℓ · ~C(I_{k+1}) by the left hand side, but also if and only if z ∈ ℓ · ~C(I_k) by the right hand side. The result follows. □

The following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 4.12. The continuous, piecewise-linear map ψ ∘ζ ∘ψ^{−1} : R^{Tr,s} → R^{Rr,s} defines a bijection between plane partitions of R_{r,s} and T_{r,s} of height ℓ for all ℓ ∈ Z_{≥0}.

Proof. By Theorem 4.11, the composition ζ = ζ_1 ∘· · ·∘ζ_k defines a continuous, piecewiselinear bijection from the lattice points in ℓ · C(T_{r,s}) to the lattice points in ℓ · C(R_{r,s}). But the inverse transfer map ψ is a continuous, piecewise-linear bijection from the lattice points in ℓ · C(P ) to the lattice points in ℓ · O(P ) (which are plane partitions of P of height at most ℓ) for any poset P , as shown by Stanley [33]. □

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 29

011223222334 033344 44 ψ ∘ ζ ∘ ψ^{−1} 00011013340134 413344

Figure 15. Example of the bijection ψ ∘ ζ ∘ ψ^{−1} obtained by applying ψ to the labelings in Figure 14. Note that both plane partitions have the same height.

Example 4.13. Applying ψ to both x ∈ R^{Tr,s} and ζ(x) ∈ R^{Rr,s} gives the plane partitions in Figure 15, which are related by the bijection ψ ∘ ζ ∘ ψ^{−1}. As required, both plane partitions have the same height.

5. Rowmotion equivariance

In this section, we will show that the map ζ defined in the previous section is equivariant with respect to the action of rowmotion ρ̃ (or, equivalently, that ψ ∘ ζ ∘ ψ^{−1} is equivariant with respect to ρ). To do this, we will define a modified version of rowmotion on the intermediate posets I_k that is respected by the maps ζ_k.

5.1. Polygonal chain rowmotion. As in the previous section, let k ≤ s ≤ r and consider the intermediate posets I_k ⊆ RT_{r,s}. Let P_k denote the set of (maximal) polygonal chains in I_k, and let P_k(p) denote the subset of those chains that contain p.

Definition 5.1. For any p ∈ I_k, the (birational) polygonal toggle τ^′_p : R^{Ik}_+ → R^{Ik}_+ is the map that changes the p-coordinate of x ∈ R^{Ik}_+ by x_p → ∑ C∈P_k(p) ∏ q∈C x_q −1 = w_{Pk(p)}(x)^{−1},

while keeping all other coordinates fixed.

The (birational) polygonal rowmotion map ϱ̃_k : R^{Ik}_+ → R^{Ik}_+ is the composition

ϱ̃_k = τ^′_L−1_{(|Ik|)} ∘ · · · ∘ τ^′_L−1_{(1)},

for any linear extension L of I_k.

As with ordinary toggles, it is easy to verify that the polygonal toggles τ^′_p and τ^′_q commute if p and q are incomparable (or more generally, if no polygonal chain contains both p and q). It follows that ϱ̃_k is well-defined.

Note that Definition 5.1 differs from the definition of the usual antichain toggle only in that the sum is taken only over polygonal chains rather than all maximal chains. Therefore, in the case when k = 1 (when I_k = R_{r,s}) or k = s (when I_k = T_{r,s}), we have ϱ̃_k = ρ̃_k since P_k is just the set of all maximal chains.

30 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

It is important to note that unlike ordinary rowmotion, there does not appear to be a nice “order” version of ϱ̃ (as ρ is to ρ̃). The reason for this is that the inverse transfer and dual transfer maps ψ and ψ^∗ are particularly well suited for working with the set of all maximal chains. Indeed, these two maps enumerate the “bottom” and “top” parts of maximal chains through p, and any bottom part can be combined with any top part to yield a maximal chain. However, the same is not true for polygonal chains: the bottom part of one polygonal chain may not be compatible with the top part of another. Nevertheless, we will see that not all hope is lost because interchangeable parts of chains will satisfy an appropriate chain shifting lemma when considered as a group.

Our main result for this section will be to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. The maps ζ_k : R^{Ik+1}_+ → R^{Ik}_+ are equivariant with respect to the action of polygonal rowmotion: ζ_k ∘ ϱ̃_{k+1} = ϱ̃_k ∘ ζ_k.

The following corollaries will then be immediate.

Corollary 5.3. Let T = T_{r,s} and R = R_{r,s} be the rectangle and trapezoid poset. Then the map ζ : R^T_+ → R^R_+ is equivariant with respect to birational (antichain) rowmotion: ζ ∘ ρ̃_T = ρ̃_R ∘ ζ. In particular, birational rowmotion on the trapezoid (ρ̃_T or ρ_T ) has order r + s.

Proof. Since the maps ζ_k are equivariant with respect to polygonal rowmotion by Theorem 5.2, so is their composition ζ. The first part follows since ϱ̃ = ρ̃ on both T and R. The second claim follows since birational rowmotion on the rectangle has order r + s as shown by Grinberg and Roby [13]. □

Corollary 5.4. Polygonal rowmotion ϱ̃_k has order r + s on I_k = I_{r,s,k}.

Proof. Similarly follows from Theorem 5.2 since birational rowmotion on the rectangle R_{r,s} has order r + s. □

5.2. Partial transfer maps. For any element p ∈ I_k and x ∈ R^{Ik}_+ , ψ(x)_p is the total weight (with respect to x) of C_k(p), the set of all saturated chains from a minimal element of I_k to p. In order to work with polygonal chains, we will need to split these chains into two types. Specifically, we partition C_k(p) into sets C^{(1)}_k (p) = {C ∈ C_k(p) | (k, 1) ∈ C or C ∩ L ≠ ∅}, C^{(2)}_k (p) = {C ∈ C_k(p) | (k, 1) /∈ C and C ∩ L = ∅}, and let ψ_i(x)_p denote the total weight of C^{(i)}_k (p) (with respect to x) for i = 1, 2. If p is nonminimal, then ψ_i(x)_p = x_p ∑ q⋖p ψ_i(x)_q if p /∈ L, while ψ_1(x)_p = x_p(ψ_1(x)_q + ψ_2(x)_q) and ψ_2(x)_p = 0 if q ⋖ p ∈ L.

Similarly, ψ^∗(x)_p is the total weight of C^∗_k (p), the set of all saturated chains from p to the maximum element of I_k. We partition C^∗_k (p) into sets C^{∗,(1)}_k (p) = {C ∈ C^∗_k (p) | C ∩ L ≠ ∅}, C^{∗,(2)}_k (p) = {C ∈ C^∗_k (p) | C ∩ L = ∅},

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 31

and let ψ^∗_i (x)_p denote the total weight of C^{∗,(i)}_k (p) for i = 1, 2. If p is nonmaximal, then ψ^∗_i (x)_p = x_p ∑ q⋗p ψ^∗_i (x)_q if p /∈ L, while ψ^∗_1 (x)_p = x_p(ψ^∗_1 (x)_q + ψ^∗_2 (x)_q) and ψ^∗_2 (x)_p = 0 if q ⋗ p ∈ L. Observe that if C is any polygonal chain containing p, then C can be written uniquely as a union of a chain in C^{(i)}_k (p) and a chain in C^{∗,(j)}_k (p) for some pair (i, j) ≠ (2, 2). (Combining chains in C^{(2)}_k (p) and C^{∗,(2)}_k (p) yields a non-polygonal maximal chain.)

The following proposition relates these partial transfer maps to polygonal rowmotion. The proof is analogous to that of Proposition 2.17.

Proposition 5.5. For any p ∈ I_k and x ∈ R^{Ik}_+ , ∑ (i,j)≠(2,2) ψ^∗_i (x)_pψ_j (ϱ̃(x))_p = 1.

Proof. In the computation of ϱ̃(x), the polygonal toggles in ϱ̃ occur from bottom to top. Thus immediately before the toggle τ^′_p is performed, all of the elements less than p have been toggled and none of the elements at p or above have been toggled. Then the total weight of all polygonal chains through p before the toggle at p is ∑ (i,j)≠(2,2) ψ^∗_i (x)_p · ψ_j (ϱ̃(x))_p · (ϱ̃(x)_p)^{−1}.

By the definition of τ^′_p, this weight equals the inverse of the new coordinate at p after the toggle, that is, (ϱ̃(x)_p)^{−1}. The result follows easily. □

5.2.1. Chain shifting. To study the behavior of the partial transfer maps under the action of ζ_k, we will need to prove appropriate chain shifting lemmas for them. Luckily, since ζ_k mostly consists of the rowmotion map ρ̃^{−1} on M_k ⊆ I_{k+1}, it is straightforward to adapt the results from Sections 3.4.3 and 3.4.4. These results will be extended from M_k to all of I_k in the same way as the proof of Proposition 4.6: by factoring out the parts of each chain that lie in M_k, we can apply a chain shifting result to this part, while the portions of the chains lying outside of M_k will be shifted by the definition of ζ_k outside of M_k.

Recall that for x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ , we define x̄ ∈ R^{Mk}_+ to be the labeling obtained by restricting x to the coordinates in M_k and setting x̄_{k,1} = 1.

Proposition 5.6. Let x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ and z = ζ_k(x) ∈ R^{Ik}_+ . Let p ∈ I_k lie below M_k and let q ∈ I_{k+1} be its northeast neighbor. Then ψ_1(z)_p = 0, ψ_2(z)_p = ψ_2(x)_q, and ψ^∗_1 (z)_p = ψ^∗_1 (x)_q.

Proof. Clearly ψ_1(z)_p = 0 since C^{(1)}_k (p) is empty. Since chains in C^{(2)}_k (p) are southwest shifts of chains in C^{(2)}_{k+1}(q), and the labels shift similarly, we have ψ_2(z)_p = ψ_2(x)_q. The final claim follows from Lemma 3.19 as in the proof of Proposition 4.6. □

We can likewise prove the following dual version.

Proposition 5.7. Let x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ and z = ζ_k(x) ∈ R^{Ik}_+ . Let p ∈ I_k lie above M_k and let q ∈ I_{k+1} be its northwest neighbor. Then ψ^∗_1 (z)_p = 0, ψ^∗_2 (z)_p = ψ^∗_2 (x)_q, and ψ_1(z)_p = ψ_1(x)_q.

Proof. Analogous to the proof of Proposition 5.6. □

32 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

For the labels inside M_k, the chain shifting is slightly more complicated. For p ∈ M_k, recall the definition of se(p) and sw(p) (defined as subsets of M_k) from Section 3.4.3.

Proposition 5.8. Let x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ , y = ψ(x̄) ∈ R^{Mk}_+ , and z = ζ_k(x) ∈ R^{Ik}_+ . Then for p ∈ M_k \ {(k, 1)}, ψ_1(x)_p = ∑ u∈se(p) ∑ u^′⋗u u^′∈M_k y_p y_u′ · ψ_1(z)_u,

ψ_2(x)_p = ∑ u∈sw(p) ∑ u^′⋗u u^′∈M_k y_p y_u′ · (ψ_1(z)_u + ψ_2(z)_u).

Proof. For the first equation, setting m = (k, 2), n = (k + 1, 1), and m^′ = n^′ = (k, 1) in the first and third equation of Lemma 3.24(b) and summing gives

w_{C(k+1,1),p(x)} + w_C L_{(k,2),p} (x) = ∑ u∈se(p) ∑ u^′⋗u u^′∈M_k y_p y_u′ · w_{C(k,1),u} (z).

For any other minimal element (k + 2 − j, j) ∈ I_{k+1} for j > 2, applying the argument of Proposition 4.6 using the first equation of Lemma 3.24(b) gives w_C L_{(k+2−j,j),p} (x) = ∑ u∈se(p) ∑ u^′⋗u u^′∈M_k y_p y_u′ · w_C L_{(k+1−j,j),u} (z).

Summing over all minimal elements of I_{k+1} gives the desired equation for ψ_1(x)_p.

The second equation follows by similarly applying the argument of Proposition 4.6 to the second equation of Lemma 3.24(b). □

We can simplify this expression if we are willing to use subtraction.

Proposition 5.9. Let x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ , y = ψ(x̄) ∈ R^{Mk}_+ , and z = ζ_k(x) ∈ R^{Ik}_+ . Suppose p, q, u ∈ M_k such that p ⋗ u and q ⋗ u with p to the left of q. Then

ψ_1(x)_p · y_q y_p + y_q

− ψ_1(x)_q · y_p y_p + y_q

= ψ_1(z)_u,

ψ_2(x)_p · y_q y_p + y_q

− ψ_2(x)_q · y_p y_p + y_q

= −(ψ_1(z)_u + ψ_2(z)_u).

Proof. By construction, se(p) = se(q) ∪ {u}. Thus by Proposition 5.8 ψ_1(x)_p y_p − ψ_1(x)_q y_q = ( 1 y_p + 1 y_q ) ψ_1(z)_u.

Rearranging gives the first desired equation. The other follows similarly using the fact that sw(q) = sw(p) ∪ {u}. □ Using a dual argument, one can likewise show the following two results by appealing to Lemma 3.25.

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 33

pu1u2v_1v_2r s Figure 16. The generic case of Proposition 5.12.

Proposition 5.10. Let x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ , y = ψ(x̄) ∈ R^{Mk}_+ , and z = ζ_k(x) ∈ R^{Ik}_+ . Then for p ∈ M_k \ {(r + k, k + 1)}, ψ^∗_1 (z)_p = ∑ v∈ne(p) ∑ v^′⋖v v^′∈M_k y_v′ y_p · ψ^∗_1 (x)_v,

ψ^∗_2 (z)_p = ∑ v∈nw(p) ∑ v^′⋖v v^′∈M_k y_v′ y_p · (ψ^∗_1 (x)_v + ψ^∗_2 (x)_v).

Proposition 5.11. Let x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ , y = ψ(x̄) ∈ R^{Mk}_+ , and z = ζ_k(x) ∈ R^{Ik}_+ . Suppose p, q, v ∈ M_k such that p ⋖ v and q ⋖ v with p to the left of q. Then

ψ^∗_1 (z)_p · y_p y_p + y_q

− ψ^∗_1 (z)_q · y_q y_p + y_q

= ψ^∗_1 (x)_v,

ψ^∗_2 (z)_p · y_p y_p + y_q

− ψ^∗_2 (z)_q · y_q y_p + y_q

= −(ψ^∗_1 (x)_v + ψ^∗_2 (x)_v).

5.3. Main calculation. The main calculation needed for the proof of Theorem 5.2 is the following result, which expresses the difference between a label before and after applying ζ_k ∘ ϱ̃ in terms of certain weights of chains. Since ϱ̃^{−1} and ζ^{−1}_k are obtained by reversing the order of the toggles in ϱ̃ and ζ^{−1}_k , the dual version of this argument will give us the analogous result for ζ^{−1}_k ∘ ϱ̃^{−1} as well.

Proposition 5.12. Let x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ , x^′ = ϱ̃(x), and z^′ = ζ_k(x^′) ∈ R^{Ik}_+ . For any nonminimal and nonmaximal p ∈ M_k, let v_1 and v_2 be the northwest and northeast neighbors of p in I_{k+1}, and let u_1 and u_2 be the southwest and southeast neighbors of p in I_k (if they exist). Then

x^{−1}_p − z^′_p^{−1} = 2∑ t=1 (−1)^{t−1}(ψ^∗_1 (x)_{vt} ψ_2(z^′)_{ut} − ψ^∗_2 (x)_{vt} ψ_1(z^′)_{ut} ).

(If u_t or v_t does not exist, then remove the tth term from the sum.)

34 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

Proof. If p /∈ L, then dividing Proposition 5.5 by x_p gives

x^{−1}_p = ∑ (i,j)≠(2,2) ψ^∗_i (x)_p x_p ψ_j (x^′)_p = ∑ (i,j)≠(2,2) ∑ v⋗p ψ^∗_i (x)_vψ_j (x^′)_p. (∗)

If instead p ∈ L, then ψ^∗_2 (x)_p = ψ_2(x^′)_p = 0, so

x^{−1}_p = ψ^∗_1 (x)_p x_p ψ_1(x^′)_p = (ψ^∗_1 (x)_{v2} + ψ^∗_2 (x)_{v2} )ψ_1(x^′)_p,

which also implies (∗) since ψ_2(x^′)_p = 0.

Let y^′ = ψ(x̄^′) ∈ R^{Mk}_+ . We have by Corollary 2.18 and Proposition 5.5 that

z^′_p^{−1} = ∑ v⋗p v∈M_k y^′_p y^′_v ∑ (i,j)≠(2,2) ψ^∗_i (x)_v ψ_j (x^′)_v.

Thus subtracting from (∗) gives

x^{−1}_p − z^′_p^{−1} = ∑ (i,j)≠(2,2) ( ∑ v⋗p v∈M_k ψ^∗_i (x)_v(ψ_j (x^′)_p − y^′_p y^′_v ψ_j (x^′)_v) + ∑ v⋗p v /∈M_k ψ^∗_i (x)_vψ_j (x^′)_p ) .

We claim that when v_t ∈ M_k, ∑ (i,j)≠(2,2) ψ^∗_i (x)_{vt} (ψ_j (x^′)_p − y^′_p y^′_{vt} ψ_j (x^′)_{vt} )

= { (−1)^{t−1}(ψ^∗_1 (x)_{vt} ψ_2(z^′)_{ut} − ψ^∗_2 (x)_{vt} ψ_1(z^′)_{ut} ) if u_t exists, 0 otherwise. (∗∗) In fact, this will imply the result: this is clear if each v_t that exists lies in M_k. However, it can occur that v_2 /∈ M_k when p lies on the northeast boundary of M_k. But then ψ^∗_1 (x)_{v2} = 0, while ψ_1(x^′)_p = ψ_1(z^′)_{u2} by Proposition 5.8. These imply that the extra term ∑ i,j≠(2,2) ψ ∗ i (x)_{v2} ψ_j (x^′)_p matches the right hand side of (∗∗), as needed.

We now prove the claim. If t = 1, the generic case is when v_1 has a southwest neighbor r ∈ M_k. (See Figure 16.) Then

ψ_j (x^′)_p − y^′_p y^′_{v1} ψ_j (x^′)_{v1} = ψ_j (x^′)_p − y^′_p x^′_{v1} (y^′_r + y^′_p)

· x^′_{v1} (ψ_j (x^′)_r + ψ_j (x^′)_p)

= ψ_j (x^′)_p y^′_r y^′_r + y^′_p

− ψ_j (x^′)_r y^′_p y^′_r + y^′_p = { −ψ_1(z^′)_{u1} if j = 1, ψ_1(z^′)_{u1} + ψ_2(z^′)_{u1} if j = 2, by Proposition 5.9. This easily implies (∗∗). A similar argument shows that (∗∗) holds when t = 2 and v_2 has southeast neighbor s that lies in M_k.

If instead t = 1 but v_1 has no southwest neighbor, then ψ_2(x^′)_{v1} = 0 since v_1 either lies in L or on the southwest boundary of M_k. In either case, ψ_1(x^′)_{v1} = x^′_{v1} (ψ_1(x^′)_p +ψ_2(x^′)_p)

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 35

(for if v_1 lies on the southwest edge of M_k, then so does p, so ψ_2(x^′)_p = 0). These imply (using y^′_{v1} = x^′_{v1} y^′_p) that

ψ_j (x^′)_p − y^′_p y^′_{v1} ψ_j (x^′)_{v1} = { −ψ_2(x^′)_p if j = 1, ψ_2(x^′)_p if j = 2.

Then ∑ (i,j)≠(2,2) ψ^∗_i (x)_{v1} (ψ_j (x^′)_p − y^′_p y^′_{v1} ψ_j (x^′)_{v1} ) = −ψ^∗_2 (x)_{v1} ψ_2(x^′)_p.

If u_1 exists, then it must lie in L, so ψ_2(z^′)_{u1} = 0. Then ψ_2(x^′)_p = ψ_1(z^′)_{u1} by Proposition 5.8 if u_1 exists, while ψ_2(x^′)_p = 0 if u_1 does not exist. In either case, we again obtain (∗∗). A similar argument applies when t = 2 and v_2 has no southeast neighbor.

The final case is when t = 2 and v_2 has a southeast neighbor s ∈ I_{k+1} that does not lie in M_k. Then p and v_2 lie on the southeast boundary of M_k. Therefore ψ_1(x^′)_p = ψ_1(x^′)_{v2} = 0 and ψ_2(x^′)_{v2} = x^′_{v2} (ψ_2(x^′)_p + ψ_2(x^′)_s). Using y^′_{v2} = x^′_{v2} y^′_p, we can compute ∑ (i,j)≠(2,2) ψ^∗_i (x)_{v2} (ψ_j (x^′)_p − y^′_p y^′_{v2} ψ_j (x^′)_{v2} ) = −ψ^∗_1 (x)_{v2} ψ_2(x^′)_s.

But since ζ_k shifts labels outside M_k, this equals −ψ^∗_1 (x)_{v2} ψ_2(z^′)_{u2} , which implies (∗∗) (as ψ_1(z^′)_{u2} = 0). This completes the proof of the claim and the result. □

Using a dual argument, we can similarly prove the following result.

Proposition 5.13. Let z^{′′} ∈ R^{Ik}_+ , z = ϱ̃^{−1}(z^{′′}), and x = ζ^{−1}_k (z) ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ . For any nonminimal and nonmaximal p ∈ M_k, let v_1 and v_2 be the northwest and northeast neighbors of p in I_{k+1}, and let u_1 and u_2 be the southwest and southeast neighbors of p in I_k (if they exist). Then

z^{′′}_p^{−1} − x^{−1}_p = 2∑ i=1 (−1)^{i−1}(ψ_1(z^{′′})_{ui} ψ^∗_2 (x)_{vi} − ψ_2(z^{′′})_{ui} ψ^∗_1 (x)_{vi} ).

(If u_i or v_i does not exist, then remove the ith term from the sum.)

Proof. This follows from an analogous argument to Proposition 5.12 by replacing x and z^′ with z^{′′} and x, respectively, as well as flipping the poset vertically (thereby switching the roles of ψ^∗_i and ψ_i, north and south, v_i and u_i, y^′_p and y^{−1}_p , and so forth). □

Figure 17 shows the relationship between the labelings in Propositions 5.12 and 5.13. Note that the equations resulting from these two propositions are very similar: in fact, if z^{′′} and z^′ agree everywhere below p, then they immediately imply z^{′′}_p = z^′_p as well. This will serve as the main step of the induction in the proof of Theorem 5.2.

5.4. Proof of equivariance. All that remains is to combine these pieces to give the final proof that the maps ζ_k are equivariant with respect to polygonal rowmotion.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let x ∈ R^{Ik+1}_+ , x^′ = ϱ̃(x), z^′ = ζ_k(x^′), z = ζ_k(x), and z^{′′} = ϱ̃(z). (See Figure 17.) We will prove that z^′_p = z^{′′}_p for all p ∈ I_k by induction on p, so assume that z^′ and z^{′′} agree at all labels below p.

36 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

x x^′ z z^′z^{′′}ϱ̃ζk ζ_kϱ̃ Figure 17. A diagram showing the relationship between the labelings in Propositions 5.12 and 5.13. The labelings on the left are on I_{k+1} while those on the right are on I_k.

First suppose p ∈ I_k lies below M_k, and let q ∈ I_{k+1} be its northeast neighbor, so that z^′_p = x^′_q by the definition of ζ_k. We then have by Propositions 5.5 and 5.6 that

z^′_p^{−1} = x^′_q^{−1} = ψ^∗_1 (x)_q · ψ_2(x^′)_q x^′_q = ψ^∗_1 (z)_p · ψ_2(z^′)_p z^′_p . The second factor depends only on the labels of z^′ below p, so by the inductive hypothesis, we can replace z^′ with z^{′′} to obtain

ψ^∗_1 (z)_p · ψ_2(z^′)_p z^′_p = ψ^∗_1 (z)_p · ψ_2(z^{′′})_p z^{′′}_p = z^{′′}_p^{−1} (using Proposition 5.5 applied to z), so that z^′_p = z^{′′}_p .

Next, suppose p ∈ M_k. If p = (k, 1), the minimal element of M_k, then by the definition of ϱ̃(z), z^{′′}_{k1}^{−1} is the total weight of all polygonal chains through p in I_k with respect to z. By the proof of Proposition 4.6, this is equal to the total weight of all polygonal chains through (k + 1, 1) or (k, 2) in I_{k+1} with respect to x. But by the definition of ϱ̃(x), this equals (x^′_{k+1,1})^{−1} + (x^′_{k2})^{−1}, which equals z^′_{k1}^{−1} by the definition of ζ_k(x^′). It follows that z^′_{k1} = z^{′′}_{k1}. If p ≠ (k, 1), then comparing Propositions 5.12 and 5.13, we see that the inductive hypothesis implies x^{−1}_p − z^′_p^{−1} = x^{−1}_p − z^{′′}_p^{−1}, so again z^′_p = z^{′′}_p .

Finally, suppose p ∈ I_k lies above M_k, and let q ∈ I_{k+1} be its northwest neighbor, so that z^′_p = x^′_q. As in the first case above, we have by Propositions 5.5 and 5.7 that

z^′_p^{−1} = x^′_q^{−1} = ψ^∗_2 (x)_q · ψ_1(x^′)_q x^′_q = ψ^∗_2 (z)_p · ψ_1(z^′)_p z^′_p = ψ^∗_2 (z)_p · ψ_1(z^{′′})_p z^{′′}_p = z^{′′}_p^{−1}, completing the proof. □

6. Future directions In this section we will discuss some potential directions for future study.

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 37

6.1. Combinatorial properties. In this work, we have defined a birational map ζ between labelings of T_{r,s} and R_{r,s} and shown that it can be used to relate both plane partitions and rowmotion on these two posets. It would be interesting to study the combinatorial properties of this map, such as its effect on various combinatorial statistics such as described by Hopkins [18], or its relation to other combinatorial bijections between plane partitions such as the ones given in [10, 17].

In prior work, Musiker and Roby [25] give a combinatorial formula for iterated rowmotion on R_{r,s}. This formula was studied further by the present authors in [19], where it is related to the Lindström-Gessel-Viennot lemma, Dodgson condensation, the octahedron recurrence, and birational RSK. Can a similar formula also be derived for iterated rowmotion on T_{r,s} in terms of lattice paths, arborescences, or related combinatorial objects? It may also turn out that, even without explicit formulas, the description of ζ we give here may be enough to prove dynamical properties of rowmotion on T_{r,s} which have been proved for R_{r,s} such as homomesy phenomena [29].

6.2. Other shapes and types of rowmotion. Some of the results derived above apply to posets shaped like general skew shapes or other saturated subposets of Z × Z. Can the relationship between T_{r,s} and R_{r,s} be generalized to other pairs of posets? It is worth noting that for most posets, rowmotion does not have finite order. However, this does not preclude the possibility of a birational map between two shapes with similar properties with respect to plane partitions and rowmotion.

For the intermediate posets I_k we consider above, we define a special polygonal rowmotion ϱ̃ that has finite order. More generally, we could define an analogue of rowmotion where we replace I_k with a general poset P and the polygonal chains with any subset of chains. We might call this general notion restricted chain rowmotion. As is the case with classical rowmotion, typically restricted chain rowmotion is poorly behaved. Moreover, as with polygonal chain rowmotion, there may be no order rowmotion analogue nor a natural transfer map for working with it. Our results give the first nontrivial instances of restricted chain rowmotion exhibiting desirable dynamical properties. It would be interesting to study this notion further for other posets, particularly other saturated subposets of Z × Z (such as moon polyominoes, which were studied in related work by the present authors [20]).

In [12], Galashin and Pylyavskyy generalize the notion of rowmotion to R-systems, in particular investigating the notions of singularity confinement and algebraic entropy to quantify their complexity. Their study suggests in particular that rowmotion on certain octagonal posets (of which rectangles and trapezoids are special cases) may also exhibit relatively nice dynamical properties, so it would be interesting to study these posets or other related R-systems using these ideas. (It is worth noting that the polygonal rowmotion ϱ̃ that we define here cannot obviously be expressed in terms of an R-system.)

6.3. Polytopes and combinatorial mutation. The tropicalizations of the maps ζ_k are piecewise-linear, continuous, volume-preserving maps that preserve the integer lattice. Since they are constructed out of toggles, they are essentially also (up to duality) examples of combinatorial mutations as defined in [1]. (For other related work, see for instance [2, 3, 31].) In our work, we prove that the polygonal chain polytopes of each I_k

38 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

have the same Ehrhart polynomial using such combinatorial mutations, which, in particular, implies that they exhibit Ehrhart quasi-polynomial period collapse if they are not lattice polytopes. (See [16, 24] for some discussion of this phenomenon.) Are there other nice examples of polytopes arising in combinatorics that can be shown to be Ehrhart equivalent or exhibit period collapse in a similar fashion? In particular, it would be interesting if such a map between polytopes could be constructed as the tropicalization of a birational map as we have done here.

7. Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank Darij Grinberg, Sam Hopkins, Tom Roby, and Sylvester Zhang for interesting conversations.

References

[1] Akhtar, M., Coates, T., Galkin, S., and Kasprzyk, A. M. Minkowski polynomials and mutations. SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 8 (2012), Paper 094, 17.

[2] Ardila, F., Bliem, T., and Salazar, D. Gelfand-Tsetlin polytopes and Feigin-Fourier- Littelmann-Vinberg polytopes as marked poset polytopes. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 118, 8 (2011), 2454–2462.

[3] Berenstein, A., and Zelevinsky, A. String bases for quantum groups of type A_r. In I. M.

Gelfand Seminar, vol. 16, Part 1 of Adv. Soviet Math. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1993, pp. 51–89.

[4] Brouwer, A. E., and Schrijver, A. On the period of an operator, defined on antichains. Mathematisch Centrum, Afdeling Zuivere Wiskunde ZW 24/74. Mathematisch Centrum, Amsterdam, 1974.

[5] Cameron, P. J., and Fon-Der-Flaass, D. G. Orbits of antichains revisited. European J.

Combin. 16, 6 (1995), 545–554.

[6] Dao, Q. V., Wellman, J., Yost-Wolff, C., and Zhang, S. W. Rowmotion orbits of trapezoid posets. Electron. J. Combin. 29, 2 (2022), Paper No. 2.29, 19.

[7] Dauvergne, D. Hidden invariance of last passage percolation and directed polymers. Ann. Probab.

50, 1 (2022), 18–60.

[8] Einstein, D., and Propp, J. Piecewise-linear and birational toggling. In 26th International Conference on Formal Power Series and Algebraic Combinatorics (FPSAC 2014), Discrete Math. Theor. Comput. Sci. Proc., AT. Assoc. Discrete Math. Theor. Comput. Sci., Nancy, 2014, pp. 513– 524.

[9] Einstein, D., and Propp, J. Combinatorial, piecewise-linear, and birational homomesy for products of two chains. Algebr. Comb. 4, 2 (2021), 201–224.

[10] Elizalde, S. Bijections for pairs of non-crossing lattice paths and walks in the plane. European J.

Combin. 49 (2015), 25–41.

[11] Fon-Der-Flaass, D. G. Orbits of antichains in ranked posets. European J. Combin. 14, 1 (1993), 17–22.

[12] Galashin, P., and Pylyavskyy, P. R-systems. Selecta Math. (N.S.) 25, 2 (2019), Paper No. 22, 63. [13] Grinberg, D., and Roby, T. Iterative properties of birational rowmotion II: rectangles and triangles. Electron. J. Combin. 22, 3 (2015), Paper 3.40, 49.

[14] Grinberg, D., and Roby, T. Iterative properties of birational rowmotion I: generalities and skeletal posets. Electron. J. Combin. 23, 1 (2016), Paper 1.33, 40.

[15] Grinberg, D., and Roby, T. Birational rowmotion on a rectangle over a noncommutative ring.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.11156, 2022.

[16] Haase, C., and McAllister, T. B. Quasi-period collapse and GL_n(Z)-scissors congruence in rational polytopes. In Integer points in polyhedra—geometry, number theory, representation theory,

PLANE PARTITIONS AND ROWMOTION 39

algebra, optimization, statistics, vol. 452 of Contemp. Math. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2008, pp. 115–122.

[17] Hamaker, Z., Patrias, R., Pechenik, O., and Williams, N. Doppelgängers: bijections of plane partitions. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, 2 (2020), 487–540.

[18] Hopkins, S. Minuscule doppelgängers, the coincidental down-degree expectations property, and rowmotion. Exp. Math. 31, 3 (2022), 946–974.

[19] Johnson, J., and Liu, R. I. Birational rowmotion and the octahedron recurrence.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.04255, 2022.

[20] Johnson, J., and Liu, R. I. Piecewise-linear promotion and rsk on rectangles and moon polyominoes. https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.04326, 2022.

[21] Joseph, M. Antichain toggling and rowmotion. Electron. J. Combin. 26, 1 (2019), Paper No. 1.29, 43. [22] Joseph, M., and Roby, T. Birational and noncommutative lifts of antichain toggling and rowmotion. Algebr. Comb. 3, 4 (2020), 955–984.

[23] MacMahon, P. A. Combinatory analysis. Vol. I, II (bound in one volume). Dover Phoenix Editions. Dover Publications, Inc., Mineola, NY, 2004. Reprint of ıt An introduction to combinatory analysis (1920) and ıt Combinatory analysis. Vol. I, II (1915, 1916).

[24] McAllister, T. B., and Woods, K. M. The minimum period of the Ehrhart quasi-polynomial of a rational polytope. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 109, 2 (2005), 345–352.

[25] Musiker, G., and Roby, T. Paths to understanding birational rowmotion on products of two chains. Algebr. Comb. 2, 2 (2019), 275–304.

[26] Noumi, M., and Yamada, Y. Tropical Robinson-Schensted-Knuth correspondence and birational Weyl group actions. In Representation theory of algebraic groups and quantum groups, vol. 40 of Adv. Stud. Pure Math. Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 2004, pp. 371–442.

[27] O’Connell, N., Seppäläinen, T., and Zygouras, N. Geometric RSK correspondence, Whittaker functions and symmetrized random polymers. Invent. Math. 197, 2 (2014), 361–416.

[28] Proctor, R. A. Shifted plane partitions of trapezoidal shape. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 89, 3 (1983), 553–559.

[29] Propp, J., and Roby, T. Homomesy in products of two chains. Electron. J. Combin. 22, 3 (2015), Paper 3.4, 29.

[30] Reiner, V. Non-crossing partitions for classical reflection groups. Discrete Math. 177, 1-3 (1997), 195–222.

[31] Rietsch, K., and Williams, L. Newton-Okounkov bodies, cluster duality, and mirror symmetry for Grassmannians. Duke Math. J. 168, 18 (2019), 3437–3527.

[32] Stanley, R. P. Theory and application of plane partitions. I, II. Studies in Appl. Math. 50 (1971), 167–188; ibid. 50 (1971), 259–279.

[33] Stanley, R. P. Two poset polytopes. Discrete Comput. Geom. 1, 1 (1986), 9–23. [34] Stembridge, J. R. Trapezoidal chains and antichains. European J. Combin. 7, 4 (1986), 377–387. [35] Striker, J. Rowmotion and generalized toggle groups. Discrete Math. Theor. Comput. Sci. 20, 1 (2018), Paper No. 17, 26.

[36] Striker, J., and Williams, N. Promotion and rowmotion. European J. Combin. 33, 8 (2012), 1919–1942.

[37] Thomas, H., and Williams, N. Rowmotion in slow motion. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 119, 5 (2019), 1149–1178.

[38] Volkov, A. Y. On the periodicity conjecture for Y -systems. Comm. Math. Phys. 276, 2 (2007), 509–517.

[39] Williams, N. F. Cataland. PhD thesis, University of Minnesota, 2013.

40 JOSEPH JOHNSON AND RICKY INI LIU

Department of Mathematics, KTH Royal Institute of Technology, Stockholm, Swe- den Email address: josjohn@kth.se

Department of Mathematics, University of Washington, Seattle, WA 98195 Email address: riliu@uw.edu