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ON COMBINATORICS OF STRING POLYTOPES IN TYPES B AND C

YUNHYUNG CHO, NAOKI FUJITA, AND EUNJEONG LEE

Abstract. A string polytope is a rational convex polytope whose lattice points parametrize a
highest weight crystal basis, which is obtained from a string cone by explicit affine inequalities
depending on a highest weight. It also inherits geometric information of a flag variety such as
toric degenerations, Newton–Okounkov bodies, mirror symmetry, Schubert calculus, and so on.
In this paper, we study combinatorial properties of string polytopes in types B and C by giving
an explicit description of string cones in these types which is analogous to Gleizer–Postnikov’s
description of string cones in type A. As an application, we characterize string polytopes in
type C which are unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope in type C for a
specific highest weight.
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1. Introduction

A crystal basis is a combinatorial skeleton of a representation of a semisimple Lie algebra g,
which was introduced by Kashiwara [Kas90, Kas91] via the quantized enveloping algebra Uq(g)
associated with g. To study crystal bases, it is important to give their concrete parameteriza-
tions. In the present paper, we focus on a specific polyhedral parametrization, called Berenstein–
Littelmann–Zelevinsky’s string polytope (see [Lit98, BZ01]). Let W be the Weyl group of g,
w0 ∈ W the longest element, R(w0) the set of reduced words for w0, and P+ the set of dominant
integral weights. A string polytope ∆i(λ) is a rational convex polytope defined from i ∈ R(w0)
and λ ∈ P+, which is obtained from a string cone Ci by explicit affine inequalities depending
on λ. In type Xn, where X is A or C, Littelmann [Lit98] proved that there exists a specific
reduced word iX ∈ R(w0) such that the string polytope ∆iX (λ) is unimodularly equivalent to the
Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope GTXn

(λ) for each λ ∈ P+. String polytopes also inherit geometric infor-
mation of the full flag variety associated with g such as toric degenerations [GL96, Cal02, KM05],
Newton–Okounkov bodies [Kav15, FO17, FO], mirror symmetry [BCFKvS00, AB04, Rus08], Schu-
bert calculus [KST12, Fuj22], and so on. Hence it is interesting to study combinatorics of string
polytopes. Since combinatorial properties of ∆i(λ) heavily depend on the choice of a reduced
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word i ∈ R(w0), it is a fundamental problem to classify the string polytopes {∆i(λ)}i up to uni-
modular equivalence, where λ is fixed. In a joint work [CKLP21] with Kim and Park, the first and
third named authors addressed this problem in type An. More precisely, using Gleizer–Postnikov’s
description [GP00] of string cones in type An, they classified reduced words i ∈ R(w0) such that
∆i(λ) is unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope GTAn

(λ) for all λ ∈ P+. In the
present paper, we address the problem in types Bn and Cn by giving an explicit description of
string cones which is analogous to the description by Gleizer–Postnikov.

String cones in types A2n−1, Bn, and Cn are closely related as follows. Crystal bases in type Bn

can be realized as specific subsets of crystal bases in type A2n−1 (see [Kas96, NS05]). From this,
we know that string cones in type Bn are identified with slices of string cones in type A2n−1 (see
Theorem 3.1 for more details). In addition, Kashiwara [Kas96] gave a similarity between crystal
bases in types Bn and Cn, which induces a similarity between their string cones (see Theorem 3.2).
The second named author [Fuj18] also proved that string cones in type Cn can be obtained as
quotients of string cones in type A2n−1 (see Theorem 3.3 for more details). Using these relations,
we show that Gleizer–Postnikov’s description [GP00] in type A2n−1 induces an explicit description
of string cones in types Bn and Cn. As an application of the description, we classify simplicial
string cones in types Bn and Cn as follows; this is the main result of the present paper.

Theorem 1.1 (see Theorem 5.13 and Remark 5.14). Let g be a simple Lie algebra of type Bn or
Cn with n ≥ 2. Then, for i ∈ R(w0), the following are equivalent.

(1) The number of facets1 of ∆i(λ) is 2N for every λ ∈ P++, where P++ ⊆ P+ denotes the
set of regular dominant integral weights.

(2) The string cone Ci is simplicial.
(3) The reduced word i is either

i
(n)
C

:= (n, n− 1, n, n− 1, n− 2, n− 1, n, n− 1, n− 2, . . . , 2, . . . , n, . . . , 2, 1, 2, . . . , n, . . . , 2, 1); or

j
(n)
C

:= (n− 1, n, n− 1, n, n− 2, n− 1, n, n− 1, n− 2, . . . , 2, . . . , n, . . . , 2, 1, 2, . . . , n, . . . , 2, 1).

Let ρ ∈ P++ be the sum of fundamental weights. In type Cn, we also classify string poly-
topes ∆i(ρ) which are unimodularly equivalent to GTCn

(ρ).

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 5.16). Let g be the simple Lie algebra of type Cn with n ≥ 2, and
i ∈ R(w0). Then the string polytope ∆i(ρ) is unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand–Tsetlin

polytope GTCn
(ρ) if and only if i = i

(n)
C .

The present paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some basic definitions on
Gleizer–Postnikov paths, and review their description of string cones in type A. Section 3 is
devoted to recalling some relations among string cones in types A2n−1, Bn, and Cn, which induce
systems of explicit linear inequalities defining string cones in types Bn and Cn. In Section 4, we
study non-redundancy of the inequalities. Section 5 is devoted to proving Theorems 1.1 and 1.2
above.

2. Gleizer–Postnikov description of string cones

Let g := slm(C) be the special linear Lie algebra over C, and write [k] := {1, 2, . . . , k} for
k ∈ Z>0. We identify the set I of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g with [m− 1] as follows:

Am−1

1
��������

2
��������

3
��������

m− 1
�������� .

Let Sm be the symmetric group on [m], which we identify with the Weyl group of slm(C). Denote

by w
(Am−1)
0 ∈ Sm the longest element, and by ℓ the length of w

(Am−1)
0 , that is, we have ℓ = m(m−1)

2 .
Let

R(w
(Am−1)
0 ) := {i = (i1, . . . , iℓ) ∈ [m− 1]ℓ | w

(Am−1)
0 = si1si2 · · · siℓ}

1A facet of an N-dimensional polytope is a face that has dimension N − 1.
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be the set of reduced words for w
(Am−1)
0 , where si is the simple transposition (i, i+1) for i ∈ [m−1].

For each reduced word i ∈ R(w
(Am−1)
0 ), one can associate a rational convex polyhedral cone

C
(Am−1)
i ⊆ Rℓ as in Littelmann [Lit98] and Berenstein–Zelevinsky [BZ01], which is called a string

cone.
In this section, we shall review Gleizer–Postnikov’s description of string cones in type Am−1 us-

ing wiring diagrams (see [GP00]). Note that there is another description of string cone inequalities
using rhombic tilings of a regular (2m)-gon (see [GKS21, Remarks 3.12 and 5.5] and references
therein).

2.1. Wiring diagrams and rigorous paths. Each reduced word i = (i1, . . . , iℓ) ∈ R(w
(Am−1)
0 )

can be represented by a wiring diagram (that is also called a pseudoline arrangement or a string
diagram). The diagram corresponding to a reduced word i is denoted by G(i). As depicted in
Figure 1, the wiring diagram G(i) consists of a family of m vertical piecewise straight lines labeled
by ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓm. For each k ∈ [m], the upper end and the lower end of the line ℓk are labeled
by Uk and Lk, respectively. We call ℓk the kth wire. The crossing patterns of pairs of wires are
determined by i. Specifically, the position of the jth crossing (from the top) should be located
on the ijth column of G(i) (see Figure 1). We call each crossing a node and name them as
a1, a2, . . . , aℓ from the top to the bottom.

1

U1

L1

a1

U2

L2

a1

U3

L3

a1

U4

L4

a1
1

U1

L1

a1

U2

L2

a1

U3

L3

a1

U4

L4

a1
1

U1

L1

a1

U2

L2

a1

U3

L3

a1

U4

L4

a1
1

U1

L1

a1

U2

L2

a1

U3

L3

a1

U4

L4

a1

2

U1

L1

a2

U2

L2

a2

U3

L3

a2

U4

L4

a2
2

U1

L1

a2

U2

L2

a2

U3

L3

a2

U4

L4

a2
2

U1

L1

a2

U2

L2

a2

U3

L3

a2

U4

L4

a2
2

U1

L1

a2

U2

L2

a2

U3

L3

a2

U4

L4

a2

1

U1

L1

a3

U2

L2

a3

U3

L3

a3

U4

L4

a3
1

U1

L1

a3

U2

L2

a3

U3

L3

a3

U4

L4

a3
1

U1

L1

a3

U2

L2

a3

U3

L3

a3

U4

L4

a3
1

U1

L1

a3

U2

L2

a3

U3

L3

a3

U4

L4

a3

3

U1

L1

a4

U2

L2

a4

U3

L3

a4

U4

L4

a4
3

U1

L1

a4

U2

L2

a4

U3

L3

a4

U4

L4

a4
3

U1

L1

a4

U2

L2

a4

U3

L3

a4

U4

L4

a4
3

U1

L1

a4

U2

L2

a4

U3

L3

a4

U4

L4

a4

2

U1

L1

a5

U2

L2

a5

U3

L3

a5

U4

L4

a5
2

U1

L1

a5

U2

L2

a5

U3

L3

a5

U4

L4

a5
2

U1

L1

a5

U2

L2

a5

U3

L3

a5

U4

L4

a5
2

U1

L1

a5

U2

L2

a5

U3

L3

a5

U4

L4

a5

1

U1

L1

a6

U2

L2

a6

U3

L3

a6

U4

L4

a6
1

U1

L1

a6

U2

L2

a6

U3

L3

a6

U4

L4

a6
1

U1

L1

a6

U2

L2

a6

U3

L3

a6

U4

L4

a6
1

U1

L1

a6

U2

L2

a6

U3

L3

a6

U4

L4

a6

G(i)

1

U1

L1

a1

U2

L2

a1

U3

L3

a1

U4

L4

a1
1

U1

L1

a1

U2

L2

a1

U3

L3

a1

U4

L4

a1
1

U1

L1

a1

U2

L2

a1

U3

L3

a1

U4

L4

a1
1

U1

L1

a1

U2

L2

a1

U3

L3

a1

U4

L4

a1

3

U1

L1

a2

U2

L2

a2

U3

L3

a2

U4

L4

a2
3

U1

L1

a2

U2

L2

a2

U3

L3

a2

U4

L4

a2
3

U1

L1

a2

U2

L2

a2

U3

L3

a2

U4

L4

a2
3

U1

L1

a2

U2

L2

a2

U3

L3

a2

U4

L4

a2

2

U1

L1

a3

U2

L2

a3

U3

L3

a3

U4

L4

a3
2

U1

L1

a3

U2

L2

a3

U3

L3

a3

U4

L4

a3
2

U1

L1

a3

U2

L2

a3

U3

L3

a3

U4

L4

a3
2

U1

L1

a3

U2

L2

a3

U3

L3

a3

U4

L4

a3

1

U1

L1

a4

U2

L2

a4

U3

L3

a4

U4

L4

a4
1

U1

L1

a4

U2

L2

a4

U3

L3

a4

U4

L4

a4
1

U1

L1

a4

U2

L2

a4

U3

L3

a4

U4

L4

a4
1

U1

L1

a4

U2

L2

a4

U3

L3

a4

U4

L4

a4

3

U1

L1

a5

U2

L2

a5

U3

L3

a5

U4

L4

a5
3

U1

L1

a5

U2

L2

a5

U3

L3

a5

U4

L4

a5
3

U1

L1

a5

U2

L2

a5

U3

L3

a5

U4

L4

a5
3

U1

L1

a5

U2

L2

a5

U3

L3

a5

U4

L4

a5

2

U1

L1

a6

U2

L2

a6

U3

L3

a6

U4

L4

a6
2

U1

L1

a6

U2

L2

a6

U3

L3

a6

U4

L4

a6
2

U1

L1

a6

U2

L2

a6

U3

L3

a6

U4

L4

a6
2

U1

L1

a6

U2

L2

a6

U3

L3

a6

U4

L4

a6

G(i′)

Figure 1. Wiring diagrams for i = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1) and i′ = (1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2).

A rigorous path is an oriented path on G(i) defined as follows. For each k ∈ [m − 1], let
G(i, k) be the wiring diagram G(i) together with the orientation on the wires, where the first k
wires ℓ1, . . . , ℓk are oriented upward and the other wires ℓk+1, . . . , ℓm are oriented downward (see
Figure 3).

Definition 2.1 ([GP00, Section 5.1]). For each k ∈ [m−1], a rigorous path (or a Gleizer–Postnikov
path) is an oriented path on G(i, k) obeying the following properties:

• it starts at Lk and ends at Lk+1,
• it respects the orientation of G(i, k),
• it passes through each node at most once, and
• it does not include a forbidden fragment given in Figure 2.

Figure 2. Forbidden fragments.
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We denote by GP(i, k) the set of rigorous paths in the oriented diagram G(i, k) for k ∈ [m− 1],
and set

GP(i) :=

m−1⊔

k=1

GP(i, k).

Remark 2.2. A forbidden fragment in Figure 2 occurs when ℓi (red one) crosses over ℓj (black
one) such that

• i > j, where the orientation of both wires is downward, or
• i < j, where the orientation of both wires is upward.

A node t is called a peak of a rigorous path P ∈ GP(i) if t is a local maximum of the path P

with respect to the height of the diagram G(i). Note that P may have many peaks. We denote
by Λ(P ) the set of peaks of P .

a1a1a1a1

a2a2a2a2

a3a3a3a3

a4a4a4a4

a5a5a5a5

a6a6a6a6

G(i, 1)
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a4a4a4a4

a5a5a5a5
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G(i, 2)

a1a1a1a1

a2a2a2a2

a3a3a3a3

a4a4a4a4

a5a5a5a5

a6a6a6a6

G(i′, 3)

Figure 3. Oriented wiring diagrams for i = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1) and i′ =
(1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2).

We use two expressions for a rigorous path P : a node-expression and a wire-expression. Fol-
lowing the notation of [GP00], we express a rigorous path P in G(i, k) by

(2.1) P = (Lk → aj1 → · · · → ajs → Lk+1),

where aj1 , . . . , ajs are the nodes at which the path P crosses in order from one wire to another
wire. We call (2.1) the node-expression of P and write

node(P ) := {aj1 , . . . , ajs}.

For instance, the path in the first diagram G(i, 1) in Figure 3 is expressed as L1 → a4 → a5 → L2.
Similarly, the path in the third diagram G(i′, 3) in the same figure is expressed as L3 → a5 →
a3 → L4.

Also, a rigorous path can be expressed by recording the wires in the order of travel through.
In other words, the rigorous path P given in (2.1) can be written as

(2.2) ℓr1 → · · · → ℓrs+1 (r1 = k, rs+1 = k + 1),

where the node ajt is at the intersection of ℓrt and ℓrt+1 for each t = 1, . . . , s. The expression (2.2)
is called a wire-expression. For instance, the path in the first diagram in Figure 3 is expressed as
ℓ1 → ℓ4 → ℓ2. Also, the third diagram in the same figure is expressed as ℓ3 → ℓ1 → ℓ4.

2.2. String cone inequalities. We now introduce defining inequalities of the string cone C
(Am−1)
i

for i ∈ R(w
(Am−1)
0 ).

Definition 2.3. Let i ∈ R(w
(Am−1)
0 ) and P a rigorous path in G(i, k) for some k ∈ [m− 1]. The

string inequality associated with P is defined by
(2.3)

F̂P (a) :=

ℓ∑

j=1

Ajaj ≥ 0, where Aj :=





1 if P travels from ℓr to ℓs at aj and r < s,

−1 if P travels from ℓr to ℓs at aj and r > s,

0 otherwise.
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Here, we regard a = (a1, . . . , aℓ) as a coordinate system on Rℓ.

Theorem 2.4 ([GP00, Corollary 5.8]). Let i ∈ R(w
(Am−1)
0 ). The string cone C

(Am−1)
i coincides

with the set of a ∈ Rℓ satisfying the string inequalities in Definition 2.3, that is,

(2.4) C
(Am−1)
i = {a ∈ Rℓ | F̂P (a) ≥ 0 for all P ∈ GP(i)}.

Example 2.5. Let i = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1) and i′ = (1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2) where the corresponding wiring

diagrams are given in Figure 1. Then the string cones C
(A3)
i and C

(A3)
i′ are defined as follows:





G(i, 1) : a1 ≥ 0, a2 − a3 ≥ 0, a4 − a5 ≥ 0,

G(i, 2) : a3 ≥ 0, a5 − a6 ≥ 0,

G(i, 3) : a6 ≥ 0,

and





G(i′, 1) : a1 ≥ 0, a3 − a4 ≥ 0, a5 − a6 ≥ 0,

G(i′, 2) : a6 ≥ 0,

G(i′, 3) : a2 ≥ 0, a3 − a5 ≥ 0, a4 − a6 ≥ 0.

Notice that in Example 2.5, the number of inequalities for C
(A3)
i is six, while that for C

(A3)
i′ is

seven. Depending on the choice of a reduced word, the number of inequalities for a string cone
may vary.

To study the non-redundancy of inequalities, chamber variables u1, . . . , uℓ are useful. For later
use, we recall from [CKLP21] a specific coordinate change Φ from (a1, . . . , aℓ) to (u1, . . . , uℓ). The
wiring diagram G(i) divides the plane into bounded or unbounded regions, and we call each region
a chamber. For each node aj , we label a chamber having the top node aj by Cj (see Figure 4).
We denote by Ij the set of nodes contained in the boundary of Cj . We divide the set Ij into two

sets I+j and I−j such that I+j consists of nodes in the same column as aj and I−j := Ij \ I
+
j . Define

an R-linear transformation Φ: Rℓ → Rℓ, (a1, . . . , aℓ) 7→ (u1, . . . , uℓ), by

(2.5) uj :=
∑

ak∈I
+
j

ak −
∑

ak∈I
−

j

ak

for each j ∈ [ℓ]. For each rigorous path P , denote by C(P ) the region enclosed by P . Then we
have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6 ([CKLP21, Section 4.1]). The map Φ is a unimodular transformation. In particular,
by regarding u = (u1, . . . , uℓ) as a coordinate system on Rℓ, the coordinate change (a1, . . . , aℓ) 7→
(u1, . . . , uℓ) is a change of bases of a Z-lattice in (Rℓ)∗. Moreover, it holds that

F̂P (a) =
∑

Cj⊆C(P )

Φ∗(uj),

where Φ∗ : (Rℓ)∗ → (Rℓ)∗ denotes the dual map, and Φ∗(uj) is given by the formula (2.5).

We call uj the jth chamber variable for j ∈ [ℓ].

Example 2.7. For i = (1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2), consider a rigorous path P = (ℓ3 → ℓ1 → ℓ4). This path
encloses chambers C3 and C4 (see Figure 4). Moreover, we have Φ∗(u3) = a3 + a6 − (a4 + a5) and
Φ∗(u4) = a4 − a6. Accordingly, it holds that

Φ∗(u3) + Φ∗(u4) = (a3 + a6 − (a4 + a5)) + (a4 − a6) = a3 − a5 = F̂P (a).

a1

C1

a2

C2

a3

C3

a4

C4

a5

C5

a6

C6

Figure 4. Chambers Cj for i = (1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2).
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Proposition 2.8 (see [CKLP21, Proposition 4.5]). Let i ∈ R(w
(Am−1)
0 ). Then the expression (2.4)

of C
(Am−1)
i is non-redundant, and the number of facets of the string cone C

(Am−1)
i is

#GP(i) =

m−1∑

k=1

#GP(i, k).

Now we define a string polytope in type A. Let {αi | i ∈ [m − 1]} be the set of simple roots,
and {hi | i ∈ [m− 1]} the set of simple coroots.

Definition 2.9 ([Lit98]). Let i = (i1, . . . , iℓ) ∈ R(w
(Am−1)
0 ). For a dominant integral weight λ,

the string polytope ∆
(A)
i (λ) is the rational convex polytope defined as the intersection of the string

cone C
(Am−1)
i and the cone Cλ

i (called a λ-cone) defined by the following inequalities:

a1 ≤ 〈λ− aℓαiℓ − · · · − a2αi2 , hi1〉,

...

aℓ−1 ≤ 〈λ− aℓαiℓ , hiℓ−1
〉,

aℓ ≤ 〈λ, hiℓ〉,

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the canonical pairing.

Let {̟i | i ∈ [m− 1]} be the set of fundamental weights.

Example 2.10. Let i = (1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2) and λ = λ1̟1+λ2̟2+λ3̟3 a dominant integral weight.
Then the λ-cone Cλ

i is given by

a1 ≤ λ1 + a3 − 2a4 + a6,

a2 ≤ λ3 + a3 − 2a5 + a6,

a3 ≤ λ2 + a4 + a5 − 2a6,

a4 ≤ λ1 + a6,

a5 ≤ λ3 + a6,

a6 ≤ λ2.

3. Folding procedure for string cones

In this section, we review relations among string cones in types A2n−1, Bn, and Cn, follow-
ing [Kas96, NS05, Fuj18]. Let m = 2n and consider the special linear Lie algebra g := sl2n(C).
Recall that the set I of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g is identified with [2n − 1]. We set
i = 2n − i for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n − 1, and define a bijection ω : I → I by i 7→ i. Denoting the Cartan
matrix of g by C = (ci,j)i,j∈I , it holds that cω(i),ω(j) = ci,j for all i, j ∈ I, which implies that ω

corresponds to an automorphism of the Dynkin diagram. Let us write Ĭ := {1, 2, . . . , n} ⊆ I, which
is a complete set of representatives for the ω-orbits in I. We set mi := min{k ∈ Z>0 | ωk(i) = i}

for i ∈ Ĭ, that is,

(3.1) m1 = m2 = · · · = mn−1 = 2 and mn = 1.

Define an integer matrix C̆ := (c̆i,j)i,j∈Ĭ by

c̆i,j :=
∑

0≤k<mj

ci,ωk(j)

for i, j ∈ Ĭ. Let ğ denote the finite-dimensional semisimple Lie algebra over C with Cartan
matrix C̆, which is called the orbit Lie algebra associated with ω. Since C̆ is the indecomposable
Cartan matrix of type Bn, the orbit Lie algebra ğ is isomorphic to so2n−1(C), where Ĭ is identified
with the set of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of type Bn as follows:

Bn

1
��������

2
��������

n− 1
��������

n
��������+3 .
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Let WBn denote the Weyl group of ğ, w
(Bn)
0 ∈ WBn the longest element, and R(w

(Bn)
0 ) the set of

reduced words for w
(Bn)
0 . We write N := n2, which is the length of w

(Bn)
0 . The Weyl group WBn is

naturally regarded as a subgroup of the Weyl group S2n of type A2n−1 (see, for instance, [FRS97,
Section 3]). We denote by

(3.2) Θ: WBn →֒ S2n

the inclusion map. Then a reduced word i = (i1, i2, . . . , iN) ∈ R(w
(Bn)
0 ) for w

(Bn)
0 induces a

reduced word î := (i1,1, . . . , i1,mi1
, . . . , iN,1, . . . , iN,miN

) for Θ(w
(Bn)
0 ) = w

(A2n−1)
0 , where

(ik,1, . . . , ik,mik
) :=

{
(ik, ik) (ik = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1),

(n) (ik = n).

Here, we notice that mik = 2 if ik = 1, 2, . . . , n−1 and mik = 1 for ik = n as in (3.1). We call î the

lift of i. Let C
(Bn)
i ⊆ RN denote the string cone associated with i = (i1, i2, . . . , iN) ∈ R(w

(Bn)
0 ).

We define an injective R-linear map ΥB,A
i : RN →֒ Rmi1+···+miN by

ΥB,A
i (a1, . . . , aN) := (a1, . . . , a1︸ ︷︷ ︸

mi1

, . . . , aN , . . . , aN︸ ︷︷ ︸
miN

)

for (a1, . . . , aN ) ∈ RN . Then the string cone C
(Bn)
i is identified with a slice of the string cone C

(A2n−1)

î

as follows.

Theorem 3.1 (see [NS05, Theorem 1] and [Fuj18, Corollary 4.8]). Let i = (i1, i2, . . . , iN ) ∈

R(w
(Bn)
0 ). Then the following equality holds:

ΥB,A
i (C

(Bn)
i ) = {(ak,ℓ)1≤k≤N,1≤ℓ≤mik

∈ C
(A2n−1)

î
| ak,1 = ak,2 = · · · = ak,mik

, 1 ≤ k ≤ N}.

Define a Lie algebra automorphism ω̂ : g
∼
−→ g of g = sl2n(C) by

ω̂(X) := (w0)
−1 · (−XT ) · w0

for X ∈ g, where XT denotes the transpose of X , and w0 is an integer 2n× 2n matrix given by

w0 :=




0 0 0 · · · −1
...

...
... . .

. ...

0 0 1 · · · 0
0 −1 0 · · · 0
1 0 0 · · · 0




.

Then the fixed point Lie subalgebra

gω̂ := {X ∈ g | ω̂(X) = X}

of g coincides with the symplectic Lie algebra

sp2n(C) := {X ∈ g | XTw0 + w0X = 0}

with respect to the skew-symmetric matrix w0. This is the simple Lie algebra of type Cn. For
1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2n, we denote by Ei,j the 2n × 2n matrix whose (i, j)-entry is 1 and other entries are

all 0. The automorphism ω̂ coincides with the Lie algebra automorphism g
∼
−→ g induced by ω,

that is,

ω̂(ei) = eω(i), ω̂(fi) = fω(i), ω̂(hi) = hω(i)

for all i ∈ I, where ei, fi, hi ∈ g, i ∈ I, are Chevalley generators of g given by ei := Ei,i+1,

fi := Ei+1,i, and hi := Ei,i − Ei+1,i+1. We identify Ĭ with the set of vertices of the Dynkin
diagram of type Cn as follows:

Cn

1
��������

2
��������

n− 1
��������

n
��������ks .
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Then the Cartan matrix C′ = (c′i,j)i,j∈Ĭ of type Cn coincides with the transpose of C̆. In other

words, the orbit Lie algebra ğ is the Langlands dual Lie algebra of the fixed point Lie subalgebra gω̂.
Summarizing, we obtain the following diagram:

Bn

1
��������

2
��������

n− 1
��������

n
��������+3

orbit
Lie algebra

❧❧
❧❧
❧❧
❧❧
❧❧
❧❧
❧❧
❧❧
❧

Langlands dual
Lie algebra

A2n−1

1
��������

2
��������

n− 1
��������

n��������
◗◗

◗◗
◗

n− 1

��������♠♠
♠♠
♠

2

��������

1

��������

Cn

1
��������

2
��������

n− 1
��������

n
��������ks .

fixed point
Lie subalgebra

❘❘❘❘❘❘❘❘❘❘

Note that the Weyl group WCn of type Cn is naturally isomorphic to WBn . Under the isomor-

phism, the longest element w
(Cn)
0 of WCn corresponds to w

(Bn)
0 ∈ WBn , and the set R(w

(Bn)
0 )

coincides with the set R(w
(Cn)
0 ) of reduced words for w

(Cn)
0 as a subset of ĬN . We write m′

1 =

m′
2 = · · · = m′

n−1 = 1 and m′
n = 2. For i = (i1, i2, . . . , iN ) ∈ R(w

(Bn)
0 ) = R(w

(Cn)
0 ), define

R-linear automorphisms ΓB,C
i : RN → RN and ΓC,B

i : RN → RN by

ΓB,C
i (a1, . . . , aN) := (mi1a1, . . . ,miN aN),

ΓC,B
i (a1, . . . , aN ) := (m′

i1
a1, . . . ,m

′
iN
aN )

for (a1, . . . , aN ) ∈ RN , respectively. Then we have ΓB,C
i ◦ ΓC,B

i = ΓC,B
i ◦ ΓB,C

i = 2 · idRN .
Kashiwara [Kas96, Section 5] gave a similarity of crystal bases between types Bn and Cn. The
following theorem is a straightforward consequence of this similarity.

Theorem 3.2 (see [Kas96, Section 5] and [Fuj18, Proposition 6.3]). Let i ∈ R(w
(Bn)
0 ) = R(w

(Cn)
0 ).

Then the following equalities hold:

ΓB,C
i (C

(Bn)
i ) = C

(Cn)
i , ΓC,B

i (C
(Cn)
i ) = C

(Bn)
i .

For i = (i1, i2, . . . , iN ) ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), we define a surjective R-linear map ΩA,C

i : Rmi1+···+miN ։

RN by

(3.3) ΩA,C
i (a1,1, . . . , a1,mi1

, . . . , aN,1, . . . , aN,miN
) := (a1,1+ · · ·+a1,mi1

, . . . , aN,1+ · · ·+aN,miN
)

for (a1,1, . . . , a1,mi1
, . . . , aN,1, . . . , aN,miN

) ∈ Rmi1+···+miN . Then we have ΓB,C
i = ΩA,C

i ◦ ΥB,A
i .

Combining Theorem 3.1 with Theorem 3.2, it follows that

C
(Cn)
i = ΓB,C

i (C
(Bn)
i )

= ΩA,C
i ◦ΥB,A

i (C
(Bn)
i )

⊆ ΩA,C
i (C

(A2n−1)

î
).

More strongly, we know the following.

Theorem 3.3 (see [Fuj18, Theorem 5.7]). Let i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ). Then the following equality holds:

ΩA,C
i (C

(A2n−1)

î
) = C

(Cn)
i .
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Definition 3.4. Let i ∈ R(w
(Bn)
0 ) = R(w

(Cn)
0 ) and P a rigorous path in G(î, k) for some k ∈

[2n− 1]. Then the string inequality in type Bn associated with P is defined by

(3.4) F̂
(B)
P (a) := F̂P (Υ

B,A
i (a)) ≥ 0

for a ∈ RN . In addition, the string inequality in type Cn associated with P is defined as

(3.5) F̂
(C)
P (a) := F̂

(B)
P (ΓC,B

i (a)) ≥ 0

for a ∈ RN .

The following theorem is a straightforward consequence of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.

Theorem 3.5. For i ∈ R(w
(Bn)
0 ) = R(w

(Cn)
0 ), the following equalities hold:

C
(Bn)
i = {a ∈ RN | F̂

(B)
P (a) ≥ 0 for all P ∈ GP(î)},

C
(Cn)
i = {a ∈ RN | F̂

(C)
P (a) ≥ 0 for all P ∈ GP(î)}.

4. Folding procedure for rigorous paths

In this section, we introduce symplectic wiring diagrams to provide a combinatorial way of de-

scribing string inequalities in types Bn and Cn. Let i be a reduced word for w
(Cn)
0 . As before, we

draw a symplectic wiring diagram to represent i. As presented in Figure 5, the symplectic wiring di-
agramGsymp(i) consists of 2n wires labeled by ℓ1, . . . , ℓn, ℓn, . . . , ℓ1̄. For each k = 1, . . . , n, n̄, . . . , 1̄,
the upper and lower ends of the line ℓk are labeled by Uk and Lk, respectively. Moreover, the jth
crossing (from the top) is located on the ijth and (2n − ij)th column of Gsymp(i). We call each
crossing a node as before. If ij 6= n, then we label the jth crossing (from the top) on the ijth
column with t̄j , and the jth crossing on the (2n− ij)th column with tj . If ij = n, we label the jth

crossing on the nth column with tj . This can be regarded as the wiring diagram of î in type A2n−1

via the identification k̄ = 2n + 1 − k for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. We denote by t the coordinate system on

Rn(2n−1) in which the string cone C
(A2n−1)
i lives where the components of t are pairwisely ordered,

for instance,

t = (t1, t̄1, t2, t̄2, t3, t4, t̄4, . . . , t8, t̄8, t9)

in Figure 5.
Note that the wiring diagram Gsymp(i) is symmetric with respect to the central vertical line,

called the wall, between Ln̄ and Ln. For instance, in Figure 5, we represent the wall using the
green-dashed line.

t̄1 t1
1

U1 U1̄

L1̄ L1

U2 U2̄

L2̄ L2

U3 U3̄

L3̄ L3

t̄2 t2
2

U1 U1̄

L1̄ L1

U2 U2̄

L2̄ L2

U3 U3̄

L3̄ L3

t3
3

U1 U1̄

L1̄ L1

U2 U2̄

L2̄ L2

U3 U3̄

L3̄ L3

t̄4 t4
1

U1 U1̄

L1̄ L1

U2 U2̄

L2̄ L2

U3 U3̄

L3̄ L3

t̄5 t5
2

U1 U1̄

L1̄ L1

U2 U2̄

L2̄ L2

U3 U3̄

L3̄ L3

t6
3

U1 U1̄

L1̄ L1

U2 U2̄

L2̄ L2

U3 U3̄

L3̄ L3

t̄7 t7
1

U1 U1̄

L1̄ L1

U2 U2̄

L2̄ L2

U3 U3̄

L3̄ L3

t̄8 t8
2

U1 U1̄

L1̄ L1

U2 U2̄

L2̄ L2

U3 U3̄

L3̄ L3

t9
3

U1 U1̄

L1̄ L1

U2 U2̄

L2̄ L2

U3 U3̄

L3̄ L3

Figure 5. Symplectic wiring diagram for i = (1, 2, 3, 1, 2, 3, 1, 2, 3).
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For k ∈ [n], we denote by Gsymp(i, k) the oriented symplectic wiring diagram such that the
wires ℓ1, . . . , ℓk are oriented upward and the other wires ℓk+1, . . . , ℓn, ℓn̄, . . . , ℓ1̄ are oriented down-
ward. Similarly, let Gsymp(i, k̄) be the oriented symplectic wiring diagram such that the wires
ℓ1, . . . , ℓn, ℓn̄, . . . , ℓk̄ are oriented upward and the other wires ℓk−1, . . . , ℓ1̄ are oriented downward.
Denote by GPsymp(i, k) the set of rigorous paths in the oriented diagram Gsymp(i, k) that are
defined in a way similar to Section 2.1.

For each P ∈ GPsymp(i, k), we define a linear function F̂P (t) on Rn(2n−1) in an exactly the
same way as in (2.3). In addition, we use a wire-expression for P ∈ Gsymp(i, k) as in Section 2.1,
and denote by Λ(P ) the set of peaks of P . There is a natural bijective correspondence between

GPsymp(i, k) and GP(î, k). For P ∈ GPsymp(i, k), we denote by P̂ ∈ GP(î, k) the corresponding
path, called the lift of P . Set

GPsymp(i) :=

n⊔

k=1

GPsymp(i, k),

which corresponds to GP(î).

Definition 4.1. Let i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), and k ∈ [n]. For a rigorous path P = (ℓr1 → · · · → ℓrs+1) ∈

GPsymp(i, k), its mirror P∨ is defined by

P∨ := (ℓrs+1
→ · · · → ℓr1) ∈ GPsymp(i, k + 1),

where n+ 1 := n and ¯̄r := r for r ∈ [n]. A path P ∈ GPsymp(i, n) is said to be symmetric if
P = P∨.

Example 4.2. Let i = (2, 1, 2, 1) ∈ R(w
(C2)
0 ). There are five rigorous paths in GPsymp(i, 2) as

follows.

t1

t̄2 t2

t3

t̄4 t4

t1

t̄2 t2

t3

t̄4 t4

t1

t̄2 t2

t3

t̄4 t4

t1

t̄2 t2

t3

t̄4 t4

t1

t̄2 t2

t3

t̄4 t4

ℓ2 → ℓ2̄ ℓ2 → ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ2̄ ℓ2 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ2̄ ℓ2 → ℓ1 → ℓ2̄ ℓ2 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ2̄
The first three paths are symmetric while the last two are not.

Recall that Rn(2n−1) and RN with N = n2 are vector spaces in which string cones C
(A2n−1)
i and

C
(Cn)
i live in with the coordinate systems t and a, respectively.

Lemma 4.3. For i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), define a linear map Ψi : (Rn(2n−1))∗ → (RN )∗ by

(4.1) Ψi(tj) =

{
aj if ij 6= n,

2aj if ij = n;
Ψi(t̄j) = aj .

where tj and t̄j are tj-th and t̄j-th coordinate functions of t on Rn(2n−1), respectively. We similarly
regard aj the j-th coorinate function of a on RN . Then, for P ∈ GPsymp(i, k), it holds that

F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) = Ψi(F̂P (t)).

Proof. Recall from Definition 3.4 that F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) = F̂

(B)

P̂
(ΓC,B

i (a)) = F̂
P̂
(ΥB,A

i (ΓC,B
i (a))). More-

over, the composition ΥB,A
i ◦ ΓC,B

i sends a = (a1, . . . , aN) to

(m′
i1
a1, . . . ,m

′
i1
a1︸ ︷︷ ︸

mi1

, . . . ,m′
iN
aN , . . . ,m′

iN
aN︸ ︷︷ ︸

miN

).

Here, mij = 2 if ij 6= n; mij = 1 if ij = n, and moreover, m′
ij

= 1 if ij 6= n; mij = 2 if ij = n.

Indeed, if ij 6= n, then the coordinate aj sends to (aj , aj). If ij = n, then the coordinate aj sends
to 2aj .



ON COMBINATORICS OF STRING POLYTOPES IN TYPES B AND C 11

On the other hand, when we draw the symplectic wiring diagram Gsymp(i), we add two cross-
ings on ijth and (2n − ij)th columns if ij 6= n; otherwise, we add one crossing on nth column.

Accordingly, by substituting aj for tj and t̄j if ij 6= n; 2aj for tj if ij = n in the function F̂P (t),

we obtain the function F̂
(C)

P̂
(a). This proves the claim. �

Example 4.4. Let i = (2, 1, 2, 1). Then the map Ψi is given by

Ψi(t1) = 2a1,Ψi(t2) = Ψi(t̄2) = a2,Ψi(t3) = 2a3,Ψi(t4) = Ψi(t̄4) = a4

The five rigorous paths in GP(i, 2) in Example 4.2 provide the functions F̂P (t) and F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) as

shown in the third and fourth columns in Table 1. We notice that the first three symmetric paths

produce functions F̂
(C)
P (a) divisible by 2, and the last two nonsymmetric paths provide redundant

inequalities because (a2 − a3) + (a3 − a4) = a2 − a4. In addition, GPsymp(i, 1) consists of only
one rigorous path ℓ1 → ℓ2 that provides a non-redundant inequality a4 ≥ 0. Thus, the number of

facets of the string cone C
(C2)
i is 4.

Lemma 4.5. Let i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ) and P ∈ GPsymp(i, k). Then it holds that F̂

(C)

P̂
(a) = F̂

(C)

P̂∨
(a).

Moreover, if P = P∨, then the coefficients of F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) are all even.

Proof. Let P = (ℓr1 → · · · → ℓrs+1). Consider the node ℓrx ∩ ℓrx+1 on P for 1 ≤ x ≤ s. Denote
by bux

the node ℓrx ∩ ℓrx+1 where b = t or t̄. Then, for the mirror P∨ = (ℓrs+1
→ · · · → ℓr1), we

have nodes {b̄ux
| 1 ≤ x ≤ s}. Here, we set ¯̄t = t. For 1 ≤ x ≤ s, we have rx < rx+1 if and only if

rx > rx+1 because of

rx = 2n+ 1− rx > 2n+ 1− rx+1 = rx+1.

Accordingly, the coefficient of bux
in F̂P (t) is the same as that of b̄uk

in F̂P∨(t):

(4.2) F̂P (t) =

s∑

x=1

Axbux
if and only if F̂P∨(t) =

s∑

x=1

Axb̄uk
.

Moreover, if the node brk is on the mirror, then the node b̄rk is also on the mirror. Because of the
definition of Ψi in (4.1), we have

(4.3)

{
Ψi(bux

) = Ψi(bux
) = aux

if iux
6= n;

Ψi(bux
) = 2aux

if iux
= n.

Therefore, by applying Lemma 4.3 on functions in (4.2), we obtain the desired equality F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) =

F̂
(C)

P̂∨
(a).

If P = P∨, then it follows that {bux
| 1 ≤ x ≤ s} = {b̄ux

| 1 ≤ x ≤ s}. This implies that if

iux
6= n, then both bux

and b̄ux
have the same nonzero coefficient in F̂P (t). Accordingly, after

applying the map Ψi to F̂P (t), we have the function F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) whose coefficients are all even. This

proves the claim. �

By Lemma 4.5, we can divide the function F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) by 2 if P = P∨. We now define the following.

Definition 4.6. For i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ) and P ∈ GPsymp(i, k), set

F
(C)
P (a) :=

{
F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) if P 6= P∨,

1
2 F̂

(C)

P̂
(a) if P = P∨.

For instance, the functions F
(C)
P (a) for P in GPsymp((2, 1, 2, 1), 2) are given in the fifth column

in Table 1.
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P symmetric F̂P (t) F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) F

(C)
P (a)

ℓ2 → ℓ2̄ yes t1 2a1 a1
ℓ2 → ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ2̄ yes t3 − (t4 + t̄4) 2a3 − 2a4 a3 − a4
ℓ2 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ2̄ yes (t2 + t̄2)− t3 2a2 − 2a3 a2 − a3
ℓ2 → ℓ1 → ℓ2̄ no t̄2 − t4 a2 − a4 a2 − a4
ℓ2 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ2̄ no t2 − t̄4 a2 − a4 a2 − a4

Table 1. Functions F̂P , F̂
(C)

P̂
, and F

(C)
P for P ∈ GPsymp((2, 1, 2, 1), 2)

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.5.

Corollary 4.7. For i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), the following equality holds:

(4.4) C
(Cn)
i = {a ∈ RN | F

(C)
P (a) ≥ 0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n and P ∈ GPsymp(i, k)}.

In the rest of this section, we study non-redundancy of the inequality F
(C)
P (a) ≥ 0 in the

expression (4.4).

Proposition 4.8. Let i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), and P ∈ GPsymp(i, k). If there is no Q ∈ GPsymp(i, k)

such that C(Q) ⊆ C(P ) ∪ C(P∨) and such that C(Q) * C(P ), then the inequality F
(C)
P (a) ≥ 0 is

non-redundant in the expression (4.4).

Proof. Assume on the contrary that F
(C)
P (a) ≥ 0 is redundant. Then there exist positive rational

numbers q, p ∈ Z>0 (with q > 1) and ε1, . . . , εq ∈ Q>0 and distinct rigorous paths Q1, . . . , Qq,
which are not P , such that

(4.5) F
(C)
P = ε1F

(C)
Q1

+ · · ·+ εpF
(C)
Qp

+ εp+1F
(C)
Qp+1

+ · · ·+ εqF
(C)
Qq

with Q∨
r 6= Qr for 1 ≤ r ≤ p and Q∨

r = Qr for p+ 1 ≤ r ≤ q. After multiplying 2 on both sides of
(4.5) and applying Lemma 4.3, we obtain

Ψi(2F̂P ) = Ψi(2ε1F̂Q1 + · · ·+ 2εpF̂Qp
+ εp+1F̂Qp+1 + · · ·+ εxF̂Qq

).

Since Ψi(F̂P ) = F̂
(C)

P̂
= F̂

(C)

P̂∨
= Ψi(F̂P∨) by Lemma 4.5, we have

(4.6) Ψi(F̂P + F̂P∨) = Ψi(ε1(F̂Q1 + F̂Q∨

1
) + · · ·+ εp(F̂Qt

+ F̂Q∨

p
) + εp+1F̂Qp+1 + · · ·+ εqF̂Qq

).

Since F̂P + F̂P∨ is a polynomial in tj + t̄j with ij 6= n and in tj with ij = n, it is obtained from

Ψi(F̂P + F̂P∨) by the following substitutions:

aj 7→

{
1
2 (tj + t̄j) (ij 6= n),
1
2 tj (ij = n).

Similarly, we deduce ε1(F̂Q1 + F̂Q∨

1
) + · · · + εp(F̂Qp

+ F̂Q∨

p
) + εp+1F̂Qp+1 + · · · + εqF̂Qq

from the

right hand side of (4.6) by the same procedure, which implies that

F̂P + F̂P∨ = ε1(F̂Q1 + F̂Q∨

1
) + · · ·+ εp(F̂Qp

+ F̂Q∨

p
) + εp+1F̂Qp+1 + · · ·+ εqF̂Qq

.

Considering the change Φ of coordinates in Lemma 2.6, we obtain

(4.7) CP + CP∨ = ε1(CQ1 + CQ∨

1
) + · · ·+ εp(CQp

+ CQ∨

p
) + εp+1CQp+1 + · · ·+ εqCQq

,

where CP :=
∑

Cj∈C(P ) uj. We notice that every path Q ∈ GP(î, k) starts at Lk and ends at Lk+1.

This implies that C(Q) contains the chamber having Lk and Lk+1 if and only if Q ∈ GP(î, k). Since
the union C(P ) ⊔ C(P∨) does not contain the chamber having Lb and Lb+1 for b 6= k, 2n+ 1 − k,
we see by (4.7) that

Q̂1, . . . , Q̂q ∈ GP(î, k) ∪ GP(î, 2n+ 1− k).
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By re-labeling onQu’s, if necessary, we may assume that Q̂1, . . . , Q̂q ∈ GP(î, k). Then Q̂1, . . . , Q̂q ∈

GP(î, k) contain the chamber having Lk and Lk+1 and hence we have ε1 + · · ·+ εq = 1 by (4.7).
Since C(Qu) ⊆ C(P ) by the assumption on P for each 1 ≤ u ≤ q, we see by (4.7) that C(Qu) = C(P )
for all 1 ≤ u ≤ q. Indeed, if C(Qu) 6= C(P ) for some 1 ≤ u ≤ q, then there exists a chamber
D ∈ C(P )∪C(P∨) such that the coefficient of the corresponding chamber variable in the right hand
side of (4.7) is strictly less than that in the left hand side of (4.7) (see also the argument in the
proof of [CKLP21, Lemma 4.4]). This implies that Qu = P for all 1 ≤ u ≤ q, which contradicts
that Qu’s are distinct. �

Remark 4.9. Let i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), and P ∈ GPsymp(i, k). Suppose that P satisfies the assumption

of Proposition 4.8. Let Q ∈ GPsymp(i, k) such that C(Q) ⊆ C(P ) ∪ C(P∨). Because of the
assumption on P , we have C(Q) ⊆ C(P ). Accordingly, if Q is maximal in the sense that there does
not exist Q′ ∈ GPsymp(i, k) such that C(Q) ( C(Q′) ⊆ C(P ) ∪ C(P∨), then it follows that Q = P .

Example 4.10. Consider i = (1, 2, 1, 2) ∈ R(w
(C2)
0 ). Then there are four rigorous paths as shown

in Figure 6 that all provide non-redundant inequalities. Indeed, they satisfy the assumption of

Proposition 4.8. Accordingly, the number of facets of the string cone C
(C2)
i is 4.

t̄1 t1

t2

t̄3 t3

t4

t̄1 t1

t2

t̄3 t3

t4

t̄1 t1

t2

t̄3 t3

t4

t̄1 t1

t2

t̄3 t3

t4

Figure 6. Rigorous paths for i = (1, 2, 1, 2) ∈ R(w
(C2)
0 ).

Proposition 4.11. Let i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), and P ∈ GPsymp(i, n). Then the inequality F

(C)
P ≥ 0 is

non-redundant in the expression (4.4) if and only if P is symmetric.

Proof. If P is symmetric, then the assumption of Proposition 4.8 is satisfied since C(P )∪C(P∨) =
C(P ). Hence by Proposition 4.8, it suffices to prove that if P is not symmetric, then the inequality

F
(C)
P ≥ 0 is redundant.
Assume that P is not symmetric, and write P = (ℓn → ℓr1 → · · · → ℓrs → ℓn+1). Then its

mirror is given by P∨ = (ℓn → ℓrs → · · · → ℓr1 → ℓn). Because both paths start at Ln and
end at Ln, each of P and P∨ meets the mirror once at the same place, say ℓrp ∩ ℓrp . Define two
symmetric paths Q1 and Q2 by

(4.8)
Q1 := (ℓn → ℓr1 → · · · → ℓrp → ℓrp → · · · → ℓr1 → ℓn),

Q2 := (ℓn → ℓrs → · · · → ℓrp → ℓrp → · · · → ℓrs → ℓn).

See Figure 7 and Example 4.12. Then we obtain

F̂
(C)
P + F̂

(C)
P∨ = F̂

(C)
Q1

+ F̂
(C)
Q2

,

which implies F
(C)
P = F

(C)
Q1

+ F
(C)
Q2

. This proves the proposition. �

Example 4.12. Let i = (1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2) ∈ R(w
(C3)
0 ). Take P = (ℓ3 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ2 → ℓ3̄). Then

its dual P∨ is P∨ = (ℓ3 → ℓ2̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ3̄). They intersect at the mirror ℓ1 ∩ ℓ1̄ (see the red circle
in Figure 7(1)). Accordingly, we obtain two symmetric paths Q1 and Q2:

Q1 = (ℓ3 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ3̄), Q2 = (ℓ3 → ℓ2̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ2 → ℓ3̄).

Because of C(P̂ )⊔C(P̂∨) = C(Q1)⊔C(Q2), we obtain F̂
P̂
+F̂

P̂∨ = F̂
Q̂1

+F̂
Q̂2

. Indeed, the functions

F̂P, F̂
(C)
P

, and F
(C)
P

for P ∈ {P, P∨, Q1, Q2} are given as follows.
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t̄1 t1

t2

t̄3 t3

t̄4 t4

t5

t̄6 t6

t̄7 t7

t8

t̄9 t9

ℓ1 ℓ1ℓ2 ℓ2ℓ3 ℓ3

(1) Non-symmetric paths P and P∨.

t̄1 t1

t2

t̄3 t3

t̄4 t4

t5

t̄6 t6

t̄7 t7

t8

t̄9 t9

ℓ1 ℓ1ℓ2 ℓ2ℓ3 ℓ3

t̄1 t1

t2

t̄3 t3

t̄4 t4

t5

t̄6 t6

t̄7 t7

t8

t̄9 t9

ℓ1 ℓ1ℓ2 ℓ2ℓ3 ℓ3

(2) Symmetric paths Q1 and Q2.

Figure 7. A non-symmetric path P = (ℓ3 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ2 → ℓ3̄) (red highlighted),
its mirror P∨ = (ℓ3 → ℓ2̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ3̄) (blue dashed), and the corresponding

symmetric paths Q1, Q2 for i = (1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2) ∈ R(w
(C3)
0 ).

P F̂P(t) F̂
(C)

P̂
(a) F

(C)
P

(a)

P t3 + t̄4 − t̄6 a3 + a4 − a6 a3 + a4 − a6
P∨ t̄3 + t4 − t6 a3 + a4 − a6 a3 + a4 − a6
Q1 t3 + t̄3 − t5 2a3 − 2a5 a3 − a5
Q2 t4 + t̄4 + t5 − (t6 + t̄6) 2a4 + 2a5 − 2a6 a4 + a5 − a6

This provides F
(C)
P = a3 + a4 − a6 = F

(C)
Q1

+ F
(C)
Q2

. Accordingly, an inequality given by a non-
symmetric path can be expressed by the sum of inequalities given by symmetric paths.

Definition 4.13. For P1, P2 ∈ GPsymp(i), we say that P1 is an extension of P2 if C(P2) ⊆ C(P1).
For P ∈ GPsymp(i, n), we define an extension Pex ∈ GPsymp(i, n) as follows. If P is symmetric,
then we set Pex := P . Otherwise, Pex is defined to be the symmetric path in GPsymp(i, n) such
that C(Pex) = C(P ) ∪ C(P∨), which coincides with Q1 or Q2 in (4.8).

Since Pex is symmetric, the inequality F
(C)
Pex

(a) ≥ 0 is non-redundant in the expression (4.4). Let

k 6= n. If P ∈ GPsymp(i, k) does not satisfy the assumption of Proposition 4.8, then we can extend
it in C(P ) ∪ C(P∨) so that the extended rigorous path Q satisfies the assumption of Proposition
4.8. More precisely, we obtain the following.

Proposition 4.14. Let k 6= n, and P ∈ GPsymp(i, k). Then there exists a unique extension
Pex ∈ GPsymp(i, k) such that C(Pex) ⊆ C(P ) ∪ C(P∨) and such that Pex satisfies the assumption
of Proposition 4.8.

Remark 4.15. Since C(P ) ⊆ C(Pex) ⊆ C(P ) ∪ C(P∨), we have C(Pex) ∪ C(P∨
ex) = C(P ) ∪ C(P∨).

Hence, for all Q ∈ GPsymp(i, k) such that C(Q) ⊆ C(P ) ∪ C(P∨), it follows that C(Q) ⊆ C(Pex)
since Pex satisfies the assumption of Proposition 4.8.

Proof of Proposition 4.14. If P satisfies the assumption of Proposition 4.8, then we set Pex := P . If
P does not satisfy the assumption of Proposition 4.8, then there exists Q ∈ GPsymp(i, k) such that
C(Q) ⊆ C(P ) ∪ C(P∨) and such that C(Q) * C(P ). We write the node expressions of P and Q as
P = (Lk = d0 → d1 → · · · → dr → dr+1 = Lk+1) and Q = (Lk = d′0 → d′1 → · · · → d′s → d′s+1 =
Lk+1), respectively, where d1, . . . , dr, d

′
1, . . . , d

′
s ∈ {tj | 1 ≤ j ≤ N} ∪ {t̄j | 1 ≤ j ≤ N, ij 6= n}.

Note that d1 = d′1 and dr = d′s by the shape of the symplectic wiring diagram Gsymp(i, k). Let
u1 be the minimum of 1 ≤ u ≤ s− 1 such that the fragment between d′u and d′u+1 is not included
in the union of C(P ) and the boundary of C(P ). Since C(Q) * C(P ), such u always exists. In
addition, denote by u2 the minimum of u1 + 1 ≤ u ≤ s such that the fragment between d′u and
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d′u1−1

d′u1+1 dv1−1

dv1+1

dv1

Figure 8. The fragments (dv1−1 → dv1 → dv1+1) and (d′u1−1 → d′u1
→ d′u1+1)

in the proof of Proposition 4.14

(1) P = (ℓ2 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ3) (2) Q = (ℓ2 → ℓ3̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ2̄ →

ℓ3)
(3) Pex = (ℓ2 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 →

ℓ2̄ → ℓ3)

Figure 9. A rigorous path in GPsymp(2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3) and its extension.

d′u+1 is included in the union of C(P ) and the boundary of C(P ). Since dr = d′s, such u always
exists. Define 1 ≤ v1 < v2 ≤ r by dv1 = d′u1

and dv2 = d′u2
, respectively. Now we claim that the

following path is a rigorous path in GPsymp(i, k):
(4.9)

(Lk → d1 → · · · → dv1(= d′u1
) → d′u1+1 → · · · → d′u2

(= dv2) → dv2+1 → · · · → dr → Lk+1).

It suffices to show that the fragments (dv1−1 → dv1 → d′u1+1) and (d′u2−1 → d′u2
→ dv2+1) do

not give a forbidden fragment. We prove only the assertion for (dv1−1 → dv1 → d′u1+1) since
the proof for (d′u2−1 → d′u2

→ dv2+1) is similar. If dv1−1 = d′u1−1, then the assertion is obvious
since the fragment (dv1−1 → dv1 → d′u1+1) = (d′u1−1 → d′u1

→ d′u1+1) is a part of the rigorous
path Q. Hence we may assume that dv1−1 6= d′u1−1. Then, since P and Q do not contain a
forbidden fragment, the fragments (dv1−1 → dv1 → dv1+1) and (d′u1−1 → d′u1

→ d′u1+1) are given
as in Figure 8. This implies that the fragment (dv1−1 → dv1 → d′u1+1) does not give a forbidden
fragment. Hence our claim follows. Repeating this argument by replacing P with the extended
path (4.9), we deduce an existence of Pex. The uniqueness of Pex follows immediately since Pex

satisfies the assumption of Proposition 4.8 (see Remarks 4.9 and 4.15). �

Example 4.16. Let i = (2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3) ∈ R(w
(C3)
0 ). Consider P = (ℓ2 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ3) (see

Figure 9(1)). The path P does not satisfy the assumption of Proposition 4.8 because the path
Q = (ℓ2 → ℓ3̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ2̄ → ℓ3) satisfies C(Q) ⊆ C(P )∪C(P∨) and C(Q) 6⊆ C(P ) (see Figure 9(2)).
Following Proposition 4.14, there uniquely exists an extension Pex = (ℓ2 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ2̄ → ℓ3)
as depicted in Figure 9(3). Moreover, we obtain Qex = Pex.

5. Gelfand–Tsetlin type string polytopes in type C

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Indeed, we use an inductive argument on the
rank of the Lie algebra. In addition, we recall from [CKLP21] combinatorial properties of rigorous

paths in GP(î) for i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ). To distinguish rigorous paths in GPsymp(i) and that in GP(î),

we call rigorous paths in GPsymp(i) symplectic rigorous paths in this section.
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A D-contraction (resp., an A-contraction) is a process of producing a new reduced word

in R(w
(An−1)
0 ) from a given element in R(w

(An)
0 ) (see [CKLP21, Definition 3.6]). More precisely, a

D-contraction can be described in terms of a wiring diagram as follows. For a given reduced word

i ∈ R(w
(An)
0 ), we may remove ℓn+1 in the wiring diagram G(i) and so we have a new diagram

consisting of n wires ℓ1, . . . , ℓn. The induced diagram becomes a wiring diagram for some reduced

decomposition in R(w
(An−1)
0 ) since the n wires still meet pairwise exactly once. We similarly define

an A-contraction as a procedure obtaining a new wiring diagram from G(i) by removing ℓ1. We
can also define a contraction in the case of type Cn as follows.

Definition 5.1. For n ≥ 3 and i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), we define cont(i) ∈ R(w

(Cn−1)
0 ) to be the reduced

word corresponding to the symplectic wiring diagram obtained from Gsymp(i) by removing both
ℓ1 and ℓ1̄. Then the map

cont : R(w
(Cn)
0 ) → R(w

(Cn−1)
0 ), i 7→ cont(i),

is called a contraction.

We notice that for i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), by applying both the A-contraction and D-contraction to the

lift î ∈ R(w
(A2n−1)
0 ), we obtain the lift of cont(i) ∈ R(w

(Cn−1)
0 ).

Example 5.2. For i = (1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 2) ∈ R(w
(C3)
0 ), we have

cont(i) = (2, 1, 2, 1).

Moreover, the lift î of i is î = (1, 5, 3, 2, 4, 1, 5, 3, 2, 4, 1, 5, 3, 2, 4) ∈ R(w
(A5)
0 ). By applying the

A-contraction and D-contraction to î, we obtain (2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3) ∈ R(w
(A3)
0 ), which is the lift of

(2, 1, 2, 1) ∈ R(w
(C2)
0 ).

For a given reduced word i ∈ R(w
(An)
0 ), every rigorous path for a (D- or A-) contraction of i

uniquely defines a rigorous path for i in a natural way (see [CKLP21, Corollary 5.2]). Similarly, for

i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), one can immediately check that every symplectic rigorous path in Gsymp(cont(i))

uniquely defines a symplectic rigorous path in Gsymp(i), that is, we have a canonical injection:

ιi : GP
symp(cont(i)) →֒ GPsymp(i).

Definition 5.3. We say a symplectic rigorous path P in Gsymp(i) is new if it is not contained in
the image of ιi, that is, it does not come from a symplectic rigorous path in Gsymp(cont(i)).

From now on, we label each node of a symplectic wiring diagram by ti,j := ℓi∩ ℓj for simplicity.
There is a canonical way of constructing a new symplectic rigorous path in Gsymp(i) having a
peak t1,i for i = 2, . . . , n, n, . . . , 1; or tj,1 for j = 1, . . . , n, n, . . . , 2. Before providing further

explanations, we notice that the wire ℓ1 or ℓ1̄ divides the diagram Gsymp(i) into two regions: the
upper region and the lower region. For j = 1, 1, we say that a path P is below ℓj if P travels only
the lower region given by ℓj . Similarly, a node t is said to be below (resp., above) ℓj if t lies in the
lower region (resp., the upper region) given by ℓj . We also use similar notations and terminologies

for rigorous paths in G(î). Recall from [CKLP21, Propositions 5.7, 5.8] that for each 2 ≤ i ≤ 2n,

there is a unique new rigorous path P̂1,i in G(î), called a canonical rigorous path, such that

• it has a unique peak t1,i, that is, Λ(P̂1,i) = {t1,i};
• it is below ℓ1;
• its wire-expression is of the form:

ℓs1 → · · · → ℓsq → ℓ1 → ℓi → ℓr1 → · · · → ℓrp ,

where the sequences r1, . . . , rp and s1, . . . , sq are decreasing;
• there is no wire ℓy with y > s1 such that (ℓs1 → · · · → ℓsq → ℓ1) crosses ℓy before t1,i.

Similarly, there is a unique new rigorous path P̂j,2n in G(î) for 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n− 1, called a canonical
rigorous path, such that

• it has a unique peak tj,2n, that is, Λ(P̂j,2n) = {tj,2n};
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• it is below ℓ2n;
• its wire-expression is of the form:

ℓrp → · · · → ℓr1 → ℓj → ℓ2n → ℓsq → · · · → ℓs1 ,

where the sequences r1, . . . , rp and s1, . . . , sq are increasing;
• there is no wire ℓy with y > rp such that (ℓrp → · · · → ℓr1 → ℓj) crosses ℓy before tj,2n.

Let P1,i and Pj,2n be symplectic rigorous paths in Gsymp(i) whose lifts are P̂1,i and P̂j,2n, respec-
tively. Then it is easy to see that P∨

1,i = P2n+1−i,2n for all 2 ≤ i ≤ 2n. In the case of type Cn, we
define a canonical symplectic rigorous path as follows.

Definition 5.4. Let P ∈ GPsymp(i) be a symplectic rigorous path whose lift P̂ is a canonical

rigorous path in G(î, k). Then we define the corresponding canonical symplectic rigorous path in
the following way.

Step 1. If k ≤ n, then set P̃ = P . Otherwise, set P̃ = P∨.
Step 2. The extension P̃ex of P̃ given in Definition 4.13 or Proposition 4.14 is called the canonical

symplectic rigorous path corresponding to P .

A symplectic rigorous path is called a canonical symplectic rigorous path if it is obtained in this
way.

It is straightforward by definition and Proposition 4.8 that a canonical symplectic rigorous

path P gives a non-redundant inequality F
(C)
P (a) ≥ 0 in the expression (4.4). In addition, every

canonical symplectic rigorous path in GPsymp(i, n) is symmetric. For canonical rigorous path

P̂1,i and P̂j,2n, let Q1,i and Qj,2n denote the corresponding canonical symplectic rigorous paths,
respectively. If i ≥ n + 1, then we also write P1,2n+1−i

:= P1,i and Q1,2n+1−i
:= Q1,i. We use

similar notations for Pj,2n andQj,2n. Since P
∨
1,i = P2n+1−i,2n, we haveQ1,i = Q2n+1−i,2n. Hence it

suffices to consider {Q1,2n, Q2,2n, . . . , Q2n−1,2n} or {Q1,2, Q1,3, . . . , Q1,n, Q1,2n, Q2,2n, . . . , Qn,2n}.

Example 5.5. Let i = (3, 2, 1, 3, 2, 3, 2, 1, 2) ∈ R(w
(C3)
0 ). For each node tj,2n on G(î), the canon-

ical rigorous path P̂j,2n and the corresponding canonical symplectic rigorous path Qj,2n are given
as follows.

node canonical rigorous path canonical symplectic rigorous path

t3,6 ℓ3 → ℓ6 → ℓ5 → ℓ4 ℓ3 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ3̄
t2,6 ℓ3 → ℓ2 → ℓ6 → ℓ5 → ℓ4 ℓ3 → ℓ2 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓ2̄ → ℓ3̄
t1,6 ℓ3 → ℓ2 → ℓ1 → ℓ6 → ℓ5 → ℓ4 ℓ3 → ℓ2 → ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓ2̄ → ℓ3̄
t5,6 ℓ5 → ℓ6 ℓ1 → ℓ2
t4,6 ℓ5 → ℓ4 → ℓ6 ℓ1 → ℓ3 → ℓ2

We depict paths for nodes t2,6 and t4,6 in Figure 10.

Proposition 5.6. For i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ) with n ≥ 3, there are exactly (2n − 1) number of canonical

symplectic rigorous paths in Gsymp(i) each of which is indexed by the (2n−1) nodes t1,1̄, . . . , tn,1̄, tn̄,1̄, . . . , t2,1̄
on ℓ1̄.

Proof. It is enough to show that Qi,1̄ 6= Qj,1̄ if i 6= j. If Qi,1̄ = Qj,1̄, then we have

C(Pi,1̄) ∪ C(P∨
i,1̄) = C(Qi,1̄) ∪ C(Q∨

i,1̄) = C(Qj,1̄) ∪ C(Q∨
j,1̄) = C(Pj,1̄) ∪ C(P∨

j,1̄),

which gives a contradiction since C(Pi,1̄)∪C(P∨
i,1̄) has two peaks ti,1̄ and t1,̄i whereas the peaks of

C(Pj,1̄) ∪ C(P∨
j,1̄) are tj,1̄ and t1,j̄ . This completes the proof. �

Let ‖i‖ denote the number of facets of the string cone C
(Cn)
i . By Proposition 5.6, we obtain

the following corollary.

Corollary 5.7. For i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ) with n ≥ 3, it holds that

(5.1) ‖i‖ ≥ ‖cont(i)‖+ (2n− 1).

In particular, we get ‖i‖ ≥ 1 + 3 + · · ·+ (2n− 1) = n2.



18 YUNHYUNG CHO, NAOKI FUJITA, AND EUNJEONG LEE

t3,6

t2,6

t1,6

t5,6

t4,6

t3,6

t2,6

t1,6

t5,6

t4,6

Figure 10. Canonical rigorous paths (red highlighted) and the corresponding
canonical symplectic rigorous paths (blue dashed) for nodes t2,6 and t4,6, where
i = (3, 2, 1, 3, 2, 3, 2, 1, 2).

Lemma 5.8. Take i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ) with n ≥ 3. Suppose that there is no node below ℓ1 or ℓ1̄ except

for nodes on ℓ1 and ℓ1̄. Then every new symplectic rigorous path is canonical.

Proof. By the assumption, the symplectic wiring diagram Gsymp(i) is given as in Figure 11.

t1,2

t1,3

t2,1̄
t3,1̄

Figure 11. No node below ℓ1 or ℓ1̄ except for nodes on ℓ1 and ℓ1̄.

Using Figure 11, we describe all canonical symplectic rigorous paths explicitly as follows. For
t1,i with 2 ≤ i ≤ n, the canonical symplectic rigorous path Q1,i having a peak t1,i is given by

ℓi−1 → ℓ1 → ℓi if i > 2,
ℓ1 → ℓ2 if i = 2.

Similarly, for tj,1̄ with 2 ≤ j ≤ n, the canonical symplectic rigorous path Qj,1̄ having a peak tj,1̄
is given by

ℓj → ℓ1̄ → ℓj+1 if 2 ≤ j < n,
ℓn → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓn̄ if j = n.

For t1,1̄, the canonical symplectic rigorous path Q1,1̄ having a peak t1,1̄ is given by

ℓn → ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓn̄.

It is straightforward that there is no other new symplectic rigorous path (cf. Figure 11). This
completes the proof. �

We denote by

i
(n)
C

:= (n, n− 1, n, n− 1, n− 2, n− 1, n, n− 1, n− 2, . . . , 2, . . . , n . . . , 2, 1, 2, . . . , n, . . . , 2, 1),

j
(n)
C

:= (n− 1, n, n− 1, n, n− 2, n− 1, n, n− 1, n− 2, . . . , 2, . . . , n . . . , 2, 1, 2, . . . , n, . . . , 2, 1).
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Corollary 5.9. If i is either i
(n)
C or j

(n)
C , then the string cone C

(Cn)
i is simplicial, that is, ‖i‖ = n2.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. If n = 2, then we see by Examples 4.4 and 4.10 that

‖(2, 1, 2, 1)‖ = ‖(1, 2, 1, 2)‖ = 4.

For n ≥ 3, each reduced expression ends with (1, 2, . . . , n, . . . , 2, 1), and this implies that there
is no node below ℓ1 or ℓ1̄ except for nodes on ℓ1 and ℓ1̄. By Lemma 5.8, every new symplectic
rigorous path is canonical. Hence there is exactly (2n− 1) new ones, and each other path can be
obtained from a symplectic rigorous path for cont(i), that is, we have

‖i‖ = ‖cont(i)‖+ (2n− 1).

This implies by the induction hypothesis that

‖i‖ = (n− 1)2 + (2n− 1) = n2,

which coincides with the dimension of C
(Cn)
i . Thus, the result follows. �

We notice that the union of wires ℓ1 and ℓ1̄ divides the diagram Gsymp(i) into four regions: the
north sector, the east sector, the west sector, and the south sector. See Figure 12.

South

EastWest

North

Figure 12. The north, east, west, and south sectors.

Lemma 5.10. Take i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ) with n ≥ 3. If there is a node on the wall below ℓ1 (as well as

ℓ1̄) on Gsymp(i) except for t1,1̄, then there is a non-canonical new symplectic rigorous path P such

that the inequality F
(C)
P (a) ≥ 0 is non-redundant in the expression (4.4).

Proof. We divide the proof into three cases.
Case 1: there exists 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 such that tk,k is above ℓ1 and such that tk+1,k+1 is below ℓ1
(see Figure 13). In this case, we further take cases:
Case 1-a: ℓk and ℓk+1 do not meet in the east sector (see Figure 13). Then we consider the
following two new symplectic rigorous paths:

P̆k,1̄ := (ℓk → ℓ1̄ → ℓk+1 → ℓ1 → ℓk+1) and P̃k,1̄ := (ℓk → ℓ1̄ → ℓk+1 → ℓk+1)

which are the red highlighted path and the blue dashed path in Figure 13, respectively. If P̆k,1̄ or

P̃k,1̄ contains a forbidden pattern, we modify it into a non-forbidden path as in Figure 13, where

P̆k,1̄ is thought of as a modified path obtained from

(ℓk → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓk+1).

It is easy to see that such modification is always possible. Since P̃k,1̄ does not cross the wall, it is

obvious that P̃k,1̄ satisfies the assumption of Proposition 4.8, and hence that P̃k,1̄ = Qk,1̄. Since

C(P̃k,1̄) ( C(P̆k,1̄) ⊆ C((P̆k,1̄)ex), we have (P̆k,1̄)ex 6= Qk,1̄. Since ℓ1, . . . , ℓk are oriented upward

and ℓk+1, . . . , ℓn, ℓn̄, . . . ℓ1̄ are oriented downward, it is easy to see that (P̆k,1̄)ex has a peak tk,1̄,

which implies that (P̆k,1̄)ex is a new non-canonical symplectic rigorous path.
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forbidden

LkLk+1

Figure 13. tk+1,k+1 on the wall below ℓ1 and ℓ1̄; ℓk and ℓk+1 does not meet on
the east sector.

Case 1-b: ℓk and ℓk+1 meet in the east sector (see Figure 14). Then we consider the following
two symplectic rigorous paths:

P̆k,1̄ := (ℓk → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓk̄ → ℓk+1) and P̃k,1̄ := (ℓk → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓk+1)

which are the red highlighted path and the blue dashed path in Figure 14, respectively. If P̆k,1̄

or P̃k,1̄ contains a forbidden pattern, we modify it into a non-forbidden path as in Case 1-a.
Since ℓ1, . . . , ℓk are oriented upward and ℓk+1, . . . , ℓn, ℓn̄, . . . ℓ1̄ are oriented downward, it is easy

to see that P̆k,1̄ and P̃k,1̄ satisfy the assumption of Proposition 4.8. In particular, these paths give
non-redundant inequalities. Since

Pk,1̄ := (ℓk → ℓ1̄ → ℓk+1),

it follows that
C(Pk,1̄) ⊆ C(P̆k,1̄) ⊆ C(P̆k,1̄) ∪ C(P̆∨

k,1̄) = C(Pk,1̄) ∪ C(P∨
k,1̄).

In particular, we have P̆k,1̄ = Qk,1̄ is a canonical symplectic rigorous path, which implies that P̃k,1̄

is a non-canonical new symplectic rigorous path. .

LkLk̄ Lk+1L
k+1

Figure 14. tk+1,k+1 on the wall below ℓ1 and ℓ1̄; ℓk and ℓk+1 meets on the east
sector.
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Case 2: t2,2 is below ℓ1 and tn,n is above ℓ1 (see Figure 15). In this case, there are two new
symplectic rigorous paths:

P̆1,1̄ := (ℓn → ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓn̄) and P̃1,1̄ := (ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓn̄ → ℓ2)

which are the red highlighted path and the blue dashed path in Figure 15, respectively. If P̆1,1̄ or

P̃1,1̄ contains a forbidden pattern, we modify it into a non-forbidden path as in Figure 15. Since

P̆1,1̄ is symmetric, we have P̆1,1̄ = Q1,1̄, which implies that (P̃1,1̄)ex 6= Q1,1̄, Since (P̃1,1̄)ex has a

peak t1,1̄, we see that (P̃1,1̄)ex is a non-canonical new symplectic rigorous path.

L2L2̄ LnLn̄

ℓuℓūforbidden forbidden

Figure 15. In Case 2, (ℓn → ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓn̄) is modified to (ℓn → ℓu → ℓ1 →
ℓ1̄ → ℓū → ℓn̄); (ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓn̄ → ℓ2) is modified to (ℓ1 → ℓ1̄ → ℓū → ℓn̄ → ℓ2).

Case 3: tk,k is below ℓ1 for all 2 ≤ k ≤ n (see Figure 17). In this case, we label each node on ℓ1
above ℓ1̄ by t2, . . . , tn from right to left (see Figure 16).

t2
t3

tn

···

L1

Figure 16. Nodes on ℓ1 below ℓ1̄.

By the assumption of Case 3, we have tn = t1,k for some 2 ≤ k ≤ n. It is easy to see that there

exists a sequence (k = r1 > · · · > rq = 2) with q ≥ 1 such that the following path on Gsymp(i, 1)
does not contain a forbidden pattern:

P̆1,k = (ℓ1 → ℓk → ℓr1 → · · · → ℓrq).

We also consider the following new symplectic rigorous path on Gsymp(i, k):

P̃1,k := (ℓk → ℓ1̄ → ℓk+1).
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P̆1,k and P̃1,k are the red highlighted path and the blue dashed path in Figure 17, respectively. If

P̃1,k contains a forbidden pattern, we modify it into a non-forbidden path as in Case 1. Since P̆1,k

does not cross the wall, it is obvious that P̆1,k satisfies the assumption of Proposition 4.8. Since

C(P̆1,k) 6⊆ C(P̃1,k) ∪ C(P̃∨

1,k
), it follows that P̆1,k 6= (P̃1,k)ex = Qk,1. Since P̆1,k has a peak t1,k, we

see that P̆1,k is a non-canonical new symplectic rigorous path. This completes the proof. �

L2L2̄ Lk+1L
k+1 LkLk̄

Figure 17. Case 3.

Lemma 5.11. Suppose that there is a crossing on the south or the east sector of Gsymp(i). Then
there is a non-canonical new symplectic rigorous path P that gives a non-redundant inequality

F
(C)
P (a) ≥ 0 in the expression (4.4).

Proof. By Lemma 5.10, we may assume that there is no crossing on the wall below ℓ1 and ℓ1̄. We
label each node on ℓ1̄ above ℓ1 by t2, . . . , tn from right to left (see Figure 18).

t2
t3

tn
· · ·

L1̄

Figure 18. Nodes on ℓ1̄ above ℓ1.

Let 2 ≤ j ≤ n be the largest integer such that tj 6= ℓj ∩ ℓ1̄. Such an index j exists by our
assumption that there exists a crossing on the south or the east sector. Write tj = ℓk ∩ ℓ1̄. We
divide the proof into three cases.

Case 1: j = n. In this case, the symmetric symplectic rigorous path

ℓn → ℓ1̄ → ℓk → ℓk̄ → ℓ1 → ℓn̄

is our desired path. See the blue dashed path in Figure 19. Here, we note that the canonical
symplectic rigorous path for tn,1̄ is ℓn → ℓ1̄ → ℓ1 → ℓn̄, which is highlighted in red in Figure 19.
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ℓk ℓk̄

LnLn̄

tk,1̄

Figure 19. Case 1: j = n.

Case 2: j < n and ℓj ∩ ℓk is in the east sector. In this case, we have two new symplectic rigorous
paths having the same peak tj,1̄:

ℓj → ℓ1̄ → ℓj+1 and ℓj → ℓ1̄ → ℓk → ℓj+1,

which satisfy the assumption of Proposition 4.8. The first path is the canonical symplectic rigorous
path for tj,1̄, and the second path is not canonical. The canonical path is highlighted in red and
the second path is blue dashed in Figure 20.

LjLj+1 Lk L1

tj,1̄

Figure 20. j < n and ℓj ∩ ℓk is in the east sector.

Case 3: j < n and ℓj ∩ ℓk is in the south sector. In this case, we similarly obtain two new
symplectic rigorous paths having the same peak tj,1̄:

ℓj → ℓ1̄ → ℓj+1 and ℓj → ℓ1̄ → ℓk → ℓj+1,

which satisfy the assumption of Proposition 4.8. The first path is the canonical symplectic rigorous
path for tj,1̄, and the second path is not canonical. The canonical path is highlighted in red and
the second path is blue dashed in Figure 21.
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LjLj+1 Lk L1

tj,1̄

Figure 21. j < n and ℓj ∩ ℓk is in the south sector.

Hence the result follows. �

Combining Lemmas 5.8, 5.10, and 5.11, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.12. The equality holds in (5.1) if and only if i is of the form

(. . . , 1, 2, . . . , n, . . . , 2, 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
2n−1

).

For i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ) and a dominant integral weight λ, the string polytope ∆

(C)
i (λ) in type Cn is

defined from C
(Cn)
i in a way similar to Definition 2.9. Let P

(C)
++ denote the set of regular dominant

integral weights. Summarizing the above arguments, we know the following.

Theorem 5.13. For n ≥ 2 and i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), the following are equivalent.

(1) The number of facets of ∆i(λ) is 2N for every λ ∈ P
(C)
++ .

(2) The string cone C
(Cn)
i is simplicial.

(3) i is either i
(n)
C or j

(n)
C .

Proof. Fix λ ∈ P
(C)
++ . By the definition of the string polytope ∆

(C)
i (λ), we see that the number

of facets of ∆
(C)
i (λ) is the number of facets of the string cone C

(Cn)
i plus N . This provides the

equivalence between (1) and (2). The equivalence between (2) and (3) comes from Corollaries 5.9
and 5.12. Hence the result follows. �

Remark 5.14. By Theorem 3.2, we see that Theorem 5.13 is naturally extended to the case of
type Bn.

Using Theorem 5.13, we provide a classification of Gelfand–Tsetlin type string polytopes in
type Cn. Let λ =

∑n

i=1 λi̟i be a dominant integral weight, where ̟1, . . . , ̟n are fundamental
weights. The Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope GTCn

(λ) of type Cn is defined to be the set of points

(a
(1)
1 , b

(2)
1 , a

(1)
2 , a

(2)
1︸ ︷︷ ︸

3

, b
(3)
1 , b

(2)
2 , a

(1)
3 , a

(2)
2 , a

(3)
1︸ ︷︷ ︸

5

, . . . , b
(n)
1 , . . . , b

(2)
n−1, a

(1)
n , . . . , a

(n)
1︸ ︷︷ ︸

2n−1

) ∈ RN
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satisfying the following inequalities.

λ≥1 λ≥2 · · · λ≥n 0

a
(1)
1 a

(1)
2 a

(1)
n

b
(2)
1 · · · b

(2)
n−1 0

a
(2)
1 a

(2)
n−1

· · ·

...

b
(n)
1 0

a
(n)
1

≥ ≥
≥ ≥ ≥

≥
≥

≥≥

≥ ≥ ≥

≥

≥

≥ ≥

Here, λ≥k := λk + λk+1 + · · ·+ λn for 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

Theorem 5.15 ([Lit98, Corollary 7]). For n ≥ 2 and a dominant integral weight λ, the string

polytope ∆
(C)

i
(n)
C

(λ) is unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope GTCn
(λ) in type Cn.

Let ρ := ̟1 +̟2 + · · ·+̟n ∈ P
(C)
++ be the sum of fundamental weights. As an application of

Theorem 5.13, we can prove that the converse of Theorem 5.15 is also the case. More precisely,
we obtain the following.

Theorem 5.16. For n ≥ 2 and i ∈ R(w
(Cn)
0 ), the string polytope ∆

(C)
i (ρ) is unimodularly equiv-

alent to the Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope GTCn
(ρ) in type Cn if and only if i = i

(n)
C .

To prove Theorem 5.16, we prepare one lemma.

Lemma 5.17. Let in := j
(n)
C . Then the point (0, 32 , 3, 1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ RN is a vertex of the string

polytope ∆
(C)
in

(ρ). Indeed, ∆
(C)
in

(ρ) is non-integral.

Proof. For n = 2, the string cone C
(Cn)
i2

is given by the following inequalities:

(5.2) a1 ≥ 0, 2a2 ≥ a3 ≥ 2a4 ≥ 0.

By putting two wires on the bottom of the symplectic wiring diagram for i2, we obtain the
symplectic wiring diagram for i3 as depicted in Figure 22. These two added wires are shown in

red in Figure 22(2). Considering symplectic rigorous paths, one sees that the string cone C
(Cn)
i3

is

given by the inequalities in (5.2) and the inequalities a5 ≥ a6 ≥ a7 ≥ a8 ≥ a9 ≥ 0. Repeating this

argument, we see that the string cone C
(Cn)
in

is given by the following inequalities:

a1 ≥ 0,

2a2 ≥ a3 ≥ 2a4 ≥ 0,

a5 ≥ a6 ≥ a7 ≥ a8 ≥ a9 ≥ 0,

...

aN−2n+2 ≥ aN−2n+3 ≥ · · · ≥ aN ≥ 0.
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t̄1 t1

t2

t̄3 t3

t4

(1) Gsymp(i2)

t̄1 t1

t2

t̄3 t3

t4

t̄5 t5

t̄6 t6

t7

t̄8 t8

t̄9 t9

(2) Gsymp(i3)

Figure 22. Symplectic wiring diagrams for i2 = (1, 2, 1, 2) and i3 =
(2, 3, 2, 3, 1, 2, 3, 2, 1).

In addition, the string polytope ∆
(C)
in

(ρ) is obtained from C
(Cn)
in

by the following inequalities:

a1 ≤ 1 + 2a2 − 2a3 + 2a4 −
∑

k≥5

〈αik , hn−1〉ak,

a2 ≤ 1 + a3 − 2a4 −
∑

k≥5

〈αik , hn〉ak,

a3 ≤ 1 + 2a4 −
∑

k≥5

〈αik , hn−1〉ak,

a4 ≤ 1−
∑

k≥5

〈αik , hn〉ak,

...

aN ≤ 1.

The point (0, 3
2 , 3, 1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ RN becomes a vertex of the polytope ∆

(C)
in

(ρ) because it satisfies
the following N equalities and N inequalities:

a1 = 0,

2a2 = a3 ≥ 2a4 ≥ 0,

a5 = a6 = a7 = a8 = a9 = 0,

...

aN−2n+2 = aN−2n+3 = · · · = aN = 0,

a1 ≤ 1 + 2a2 − 2a3 + 2a4 −
∑

k≥5

〈αik , hn−1〉ak,

a2 ≤ 1 + a3 − 2a4 −
∑

k≥5

〈αik , hn〉ak,

a3 = 1 + 2a4 −
∑

k≥5

〈αik , hn−1〉ak,

a4 = 1−
∑

k≥5

〈αik , hn〉ak,

...

aN ≤ 1.

Hence the result follows. �

Proof of Theorem 5.16. By Theorem 5.13, there are only two possibilities of reduced words i

such that the string polytope ∆
(C)
i (ρ) has the same number of facets as the Gelfand–Tsetlin
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polytope GTCn
(ρ). Because of Lemma 5.17, the string polytope ∆

(C)

j
(n)
C

(ρ) has a non-integral vertex.

Since the Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope GTCn
(ρ) is integral, this proves the statement. �

Remark 5.18. For n = 3 and i = j
(3)
C = (2, 3, 2, 3, 1, 2, 3, 2, 1), the string polytope ∆

(C)
i (ρ) is

not combinatorially equivalent to the Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope GTCn
(ρ) since the f -vector of the

Gelfand–Tsetlin polytope GTCn
(ρ) is (1, 176, 936, 2244, 3126, 2760, 1590, 594, 138, 18, 1) while that

of the string polytope ∆
(C)
i (ρ) is (1, 175, 933, 2241, 3125, 2760, 1590, 594, 138, 18, 1). Indeed, their

numbers of vertices are different.
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