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1 Introduction

Cluster algebras were defined by Sergey Fomin and
Andrei Zelevinsky [12] around the beginning of the
millenium with the goal of providing a combinato-
rial framework for problems related to total positiv-
ity and canonical bases in Lie theory. Since then, the
theory of cluster algebras has grown to relate to many
areas of mathematics, including representation the-
ory and categorification, integrable systems, mathe-
matical physics, higher Teichmüller theory, symplec-
tic and algebraic geometry, to name just a few. In this
note, we will build from the basics in order to explain
a connection between the theory of cluster algebras
and that of link invariants, which passes through Lie
theory.

1.1 Cluster algebras

To start, let us define cluster algebras. We will not
do it in the greatest possible generality, we refer the
reader to [12, 13] for this. The initial data is that of
an oriented graph, or a quiver, Q with vertex set Q0

that is assumed to be without loops or oriented 2-
cycles. For each vertex r of Q, we consider a variable
xr and work on the field C(xr | r ∈ Q0). The set
x := {xr | r ∈ Q0} is known as the initial cluster and
the pair Σ = (Q,x) is known as the initial seed of the
cluster algebra A(Q). The elements of x are known
as cluster variables.

The main combinatorial input towards defining the
cluster algebra is that of a mutation. This is associ-
ated to a vertex k of the quiver Q, and the mutation
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of a seed µk(Σ) = (µk(Q), µk(x)) changes both the
quiver Q and the cluster x. The mutation µk(Q) is a
new quiver obtained from Q by the following three-
step procedure:

1. For each pair of arrows j → k → i, insert a new
arrow j → i.

2. Reverse all arrows incident with k.

3. Steps (1) and (2) may have created 2-cycles. Re-
move a maximal collection of these.

The mutation of the cluster µk(x) is defined to be
µk(x) = (x \ {xk}) ∪ {x′

k}, where x′
k is defined as

follows:

x′
k =

∏
i x

#{i→k}
i +

∏
i x

#{k→i}
i

xk
.

The pair µk(Σ) := (µk(Q), µk(x)) is known as a seed,
and µk(x) is known as a cluster. The elements of
µk(x) are still called cluster variables.
One can iterate the mutation procedure indefi-

nitely to obtain an infinite collection of clusters and,
by definition, the cluster algebra A(Q) ⊆ C(xr | r ∈
Q0) is the C-algebra generated by the elements of all
these clusters.

There are certain variations of the above construc-
tion that we would like to mention now. We may
declare some of the vertices of Q to be unmutable,
or frozen. We are not allowed to mutate at these
vertices. As a consequence, the cluster variable xr

belongs to every single cluster, and the cluster alge-
bra A is a C[xr | r is a frozen vertex]-algebra. For
these reasons, the frozen cluster variables are also
known as coefficients. A quiver Q with frozen ver-
tices is also known as an ice quiver. It is sometimes
convenient to let the cluster variable xr associated to
a frozen vertex to be invertible, in which case A is a
C[x±1

r | r is a frozen vertex]-algebra. This is the con-
vention that we will take for the rest of this article.
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Example 1.1 Let us consider the following initial
seed

(1→ 2, {x1, x2})

where a blue variable means that it is frozen. We can
mutate at vertex 1 and obtain the new seed(

1← 2,

{
x′
1 =

x2 + 1

x1
, x2

})
.

Mutating at vertex 1 again, we obtain the initial
seed back (1 → 2, {x1, x2}). Thus, the associated
cluster algebra is A = C[x1,

x2+1
x1

, x±1
2 ]. Note that

x2 = x1x
′
1− 1, so that we have that A is the localiza-

tion A = C[x1, x
′
1][(x1x

′
1 − 1)−1].

Example 1.1 shows the general phenomenon that
mutation is involutive. If we mutate a seed twice in
the same direction, we go back to the original seed.

Example 1.2 For a slightly more com-
plicated example, consider the initial seed
(1 → 2 → 3, {x1, x2, x3}). The reader may verify
that by considering all possible mutations we obtain
five different clusters: {x1, x2, x3}, {x2+1

x1
, x2, x3},

{x2+1
x1

, x2x3+x3+x1

x1x2
, x3}, {x3+x1

x2
, x2x3+x3+x1

x1x2
, x3},

{x3+x1

x2
, x1, x3}.

Note that in both examples above, there are only
finitely many cluster variables, that is, the corre-
sponding cluster algebra is of finite cluster type. The
classification of such cluster algebras was one of the
early important results in cluster theory.

Theorem 1.3 The cluster algebra associated to an
ice quiver Q is of finite cluster type if and only if the
quiver obtained after deleting the frozen vertices of Q
is mutation equivalent to an orientation of a finite
Dynkin diagram.

From the definition, it is clear that every cluster
variable is a rational function on the initial cluster.
Much more is true in the previous example: every
cluster variable is actually a Laurent polynomial in
the initial cluster. This turns out to be a general
feature of mutation, that witnesses how fundamental
the procedure is.

Theorem 1.4 (The Laurent phenomenon) Let
A be a cluster algebra, and let x be a cluster of A.
Then, any cluster variable of A can be expressed as
a Laurent polynomial in the variables of x.

The Laurent phenomenon was proven by Fomin
and Zelevinsky in [12]. They conjectured that, more-
over, the coefficients appearing in the Laurent expan-
sion of every cluster variable with respect to a given
cluster are all positive (as can be readily verified in
the previous examples). This positivity conjecture
was verified in several cases using several different
techniques, most notably involving quiver represen-
tations. Lee and Schiffler [23] finally settled the pos-
itivity conjecture for a very wide class of cluster al-
gebras (including all that we will discuss here), and
Gross-Hacking-Keel-Kontsevich [19] proved it in gen-
eral, using techniques of toric and tropical geometry,
as well as mirror symmetry.

One way to interpret the Laurent phenomenon is
that, for every cluster x = {x1, . . . , xr} of A, we have

A ⊆ C[x±1
1 , . . . , x±1

r ]

(in fact, A[(x1 · · ·xr)
−1] = C[x±1

1 , . . . , x±1
r ]). This

leads us to consider the upper cluster algebra [2]

U :=
⋂
x

is a cluster

C[x±1
1 , . . . , x±1

r ],

so that A ⊆ U . In nice cases, these two algebras
coincide, but this does not always happen. As we
will see next, from a geometric point of view it is
more natural to consider the algebra U .

1.2 Cluster varieties

Yet another, more geometric, point of view on the
Laurent phenomenon says that for any cluster x we
have an open torus:

Tx := Spec(C[x±1
1 , . . . , x±1

r ]) ⊆ Spec(A)

called a cluster torus. By definition, the cluster man-
ifold is the union of all cluster tori inside Spec(A).
Since it is obtained by gluing tori of the same di-
mension, the cluster manifold is a smooth manifold.
Nevertheless, it may not be affine.
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Example 1.5 Let us go back to Example 1.1. Note
that, in this case

Spec(A) = C2 \ {x1x2 − 1 = 0}.

We have two cluster tori, with coordinates given by
T1 = {x1 ̸= 0, x1x2 − 1 ̸= 0} and T2 = {x2 ̸=
0, x1x2 − 1 ̸= 0}. Thus, the cluster manifold is

T1 ∪ T2 = C2 \ ({x1x2 − 1 = 0} ∪ {(0, 0)})

which is not an affine variety.

Note, however, that the algebra of functions which
are regular on the entire cluster manifold is precisely
the upper cluster algebra U . We define the cluster
variety

V := Spec(U),

which is nothing but the affinization of a cluster man-
ifold. We say that an abstract affine algebraic variety
V has a cluster structure if its algebra of regular func-
tions C[V ] admits the structure of an upper cluster
algebra.

1.3 Constructing cluster structures

Given an affine algebraic variety V , how to decide
whether it admits a cluster structure? Note that,
first, one must have candidate for the cluster tori:
the variety V must admit a collection of open tori,
whose coordinates are given by functions that are reg-
ular on the variety V . After finding these candidates
for cluster tori, the most difficult part is to find a
mutation rule that allows us to mutate every coor-
dinate of a cluster torus which is not an invertible
function on the entire variety V (for these are the
frozen variables). This is not an easy ordeal. Never-
theless, we have the following important result, which
tells us that it is enough to fix one cluster torus and
to be able to mutate in every possible direction at
that torus.

Lemma 1.6 (The Starfish lemma [2, 14]) Let R
be a C-algebra that is a Noetherian, normal domain
with fraction field F . Assume that we are given a
seed Σ = (Q,x) with x ⊆ F such that:

1. The cluster x consists of elements of R.

2. The non-invertible (in R) elements of x are pair-
wise coprime.

3. For each non-invertible element xk ∈ x, muta-
tion at the direction k replaces xk with x′

k ∈ R,
and (xk, x

′
k) are coprime.

Then, the upper cluster algebra U associated to Σ is
contained in R.

The geometric proof of this lemma relies heavily
on Hartog’s lemma, that is valid for normal varieties
and that says that a function which is regular outside
of a codimension 2 set must be regular everywhere.
The Starfish lemma is very useful when one wants
to show that a given algebra has the structure of an
(upper) cluster algebra. Note, however, that finding
a mutation rule is usually a nontrivial problem, and
is usually guided by (sometimes well-hidden) combi-
natorics.

1.4 Why?

Before moving on and giving examples of cluster va-
rieties, we would like to pause and say a few words
on what we gain by proving that an algebraic variety
V admits a cluster structure.

In order to explain the first propery below, we have
to say that cluster varieties often come in pairs. The
cluster varieties we defined in section 1.2 are known
as A-cluster varieties. Fock and Goncharov [11] in-
troduced a notion of an X -cluster variety. This is a
Poisson variety associated with the same combinato-
rial datum of a quiver, but glued from dual algebraic
tori. Naturally, the mutation rule for transition maps
is different. A- and X -cluster varieties are dual in a
sense which has a flavor of mirror symmetry.

In nice cases one obtains:

• An explicit basis of the algebra of functions C[V ]
with positivity properties, known as the ϑ-basis
and parameterized by tropical points of the dual
cluster X -variety [11, 19].

• A notion of positivity on the variety V .
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• Information about the singular cohomology of V .
For example, in the locally acylic case, the mixed
Hodge structure on V is of mixed Tate type and
splits over Q (in particular, it is a direct sum of
pure Hodge structures) [20].

Moreover, usually a cluster structure comes with a
wealth of combinatorics that allow for explicit com-
putations on the variety V .

2 Cluster varieties in Lie the-
ory

Many varieties appearing naturally in Lie theory have
been shown to have a cluster structure. Here, we
mention only a few. More detailed discussions of
these and further examples can be found e. g. in
[14, 17]. For concreteness, we restrict ourselves to
type A, meaning that we will only deal with the Lie
groups GL(n) and SL(n) of invertible n×n-matrices
and n× n matrices with determinant 1, respectively.

1. Let U ⊆ SL(n) be the subspace of upper triangu-
lar matrices with only 1’s on the diagonal. The
basic affine space SL(n)/U is an affine variety
whose coordinate ring C[SL(n)]U (the ring of in-
variants) admits a cluster algebra structure, with
non-invertible coefficients. The ring C[SL(n)]U
is generated by the 2n − 2 flag minors, that
is, the determinant of a submatrix occupying
the first 1, . . . , k-rows and k distinct columns
(1 ≤ k < n). Some (but not all) of the clus-
ters are entirely composed of flag minors, and
the cluster structure is a consequence of deep
determinantal identities.

2. Let us consider the Grassmannian Gr(k, n) of k-
dimensional subspaces in Cn. The Plücker em-
bedding realizes Gr(k, n) as a closed subvariety

of the projective space P(
n
k)−1. The affine cone

G̃r(k, n) ⊆ C(
n
k) over the Grassmannian admits

a cluster structure, with non-invertible coeffi-
cients. Similarly to the previous case, some (but
not all) of the clusters consist entirely of Plücker
coordinates.

We remark that the cluster algebra associated to
the Grassmannian Gr(k, n) is of finite cluster type
if and only if k = 2, k = n − 2 or (k, n) ∈
{(3, 6), (3, 7), (4, 7), (3, 8), (5, 8)}.

3. If we take the previous example and consider
the corresponding cluster algebra with in-
vertible coefficients, we obtain the coordinate
ring of the maximal positroid cell Πk,n inside
the Grassmannian Gr(k, n). This can be
defined as follows. Identify a k-dimensional
subspace V ⊆ Cn with a maximal rank k × n
matrix MV whose rows span V . Note that
this is well-defined up to elementary row op-
erations. Then Πk,n is the set consisting of
all those subspaces V for which the minors
(MV )1,2,...,k, (MV )2,...,k+1, . . . (MV )n−k+1,...,n,
M(V )n−k+2,...,n,1, . . . ,M(V )n,1,...,k−1 are all
nonzero. In fact, these minors are the frozen
variables in (1).

4. More general positroid varieties Π ⊆ Gr(k, n),
defined by both vanishing and non-vanishing
conditions on certain minors of the matrix MV .
The positroid varieties are affine, smooth and lo-
cally closed subsets of Π. As before, some but
not all clusters consist completely of Plücker co-
ordinates. These clusters can be defined and
studied via Postnikov’s plabic (= planar bicol-
ored) graphs.

5. The space U ⊆ SL(n) itself has been shown to
admit a cluster structure with non-invertible co-
efficients. Note that, as an algebra, C[U ] is a
polynomial ring in

(
n
2

)
variables.

Cluster algebras are ubiquitous in Lie theory, and
have been used to study dual semicanonical bases and
total positivity.

3 Cluster varieties from knot
theory

In the past few years, the theory of cluster algebras
has been shown to appear in the study of knots.
While there are many instances of this (see e.g.
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[1, 22]), here we present only one, that originates in
the work of Shende-Treumann-Williams-Zaslow [26],
who consider Legendrian links in standard contact
R3. Let us recall that a contact structure on R3 is
a choice of a tangent hyperplane for each point in
R3, satisfying non-integrability conditions. The stan-
dard contact structure is choosing the hyperplanes
ker(ydx− dz). A Legendrian link is a smooth, closed
1-manifold Λ ⊆ R3 whose tangent space at every
point is contained in ker(ydx − dz). In layperson’s
terms, each component of Λ must be given by the im-
age of a smooth embedding (x(t), y(t), z(t)) : S1 →
R3 satisfying y(t)x′(t) − z′(t) = 0 for every t ∈ S1.
Because of this condition, the link Λ ⊆ R3 can be
completely recovered from its projection to the (x, z)-
plane known as the front projection. Note that the
equation y(t) = z′(t)/x′(t) implies that the projec-
tion π(Λ) ⊆ R2

xz has no vertical tangencies, and it
typically has cusps.
Given a Legendrian link Λ ⊆ R3, [26] considers

the moduli spaceM(Λ) of microlocal rank 1 sheaves
on R2

xz microlocally supported on π(Λ). In loc. cit.,
the authors construct (not necessarily open) tori in
this moduli space M(Λ) and show that, sometimes,
one can perform cluster X -mutation on their coor-
dinates, so we have a partial X -cluster structure on
M(Λ). Instead of defining M(Λ), we will carefully
construct a closely related space, in the case when the
Legendrian link Λ = Λ(β) can be constructed from
a positive braid β in a way we explain next. In or-
der to explain both the link Λ(β) and its associated
algebraic variety, we need to take a detour to braid
groups and flag varieties.

3.1 Positive braid monoid

Let us fix a poitive integer n > 0. The positive braid
monoid Br+n is the monoid generated by elements
σ1, . . . , σn−1, with relations given by

σiσj = σjσi |i− j| > 1,
σjσj+1σj = σj+1σjσj+1, j ≤ n− 2.

(1)

As its name indicate, the positive braid monoid is
nothing but the monoid of positive braids, that is,
configurations of n strands where each crossing be-
tween the strands is positive. Under this point of

view, the element σi represents a crossing between
the i-th and i+ 1-st strands:

Note that, since all the crossings are assumed to be
positive, we will not draw over- and under-crossings.
The relations (1) become purely topological:

We say that a braid β ∈ Br+n is reduced if any two
strings cross at most once in β. There is a longest
reduced braid ∆n, the one where each pair of strings
crosses exactly once in β. The braid ∆n is unique,
and an expression for it is:

∆n = (σ1 . . . σn−1)(σ1 . . . σn−2) · · · (σ1σ2)σ1.

For example, the element ∆4 ∈ Br+4 is:

Given a braid β ∈ Br+n , we will consider the Legen-
drian link Λ(β) whose front projection is as in Figure
1. It is called the Legendrian (-1)-closure of the braid
β.

5



Figure 1: Projection to the xz-plane of the link Λ(β).
The y-coordinate can be recovered by y = dx/dz.
Note that this implies that all crossings are positive,
and that there are no vertical tangencies.

Finally, we require a technical condition on the
braid β:

Technical condition 3.1 We will assume that any
two strings cross in the braid β.

If we do not require this technical condition, the def-
inition of the variety X(β) must be changed accord-
ingly.

3.2 Flag varieties

Having detoured through positive braid monoids,
now we need to detour through flag varieties. The
flag variety is a projective algebraic variety that ap-
pears naturally in Lie representation theory. Con-
sider n > 0 (this is the same n as in the previous sec-
tion). We will work on Cn. Let us recall that a com-
plete flag F • = (F 0 = {0} ⊆ F 1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Fn = Cn)
in Cn is a collection of subspaces F i ⊆ Cn with
dim(F i) = i and Fi ⊆ F i+1 for i = 0, . . . , n − 1.
The flag variety Fn is the variety consisting of all
complete flags in Cn. It is a smooth projective va-
riety. For example, the flag variety F2 is simply the
projective space P1.
The flag variety Fn can in fact be identified with

the quotient space SL(n)/B, where B ⊆ SLn is the
subgroup of upper-triangular matrices. The identi-
fication goes as follows. To each matrix A ∈ SL(n)

we associate the flag F •
A, where F i

A is the subspace
spanned by the first i columns of the matrix A. It
is easy to see that two matrices A,B ∈ SL(n) yield
the same flag if and only if A = UB, where U is an
upper-triangular matrix.

The standard flag F •
std is the flag associated to the

identity matrix. Equivalently,

F i
std = ⟨e1, . . . , ei⟩,

where e1, . . . en is the canonical basis of Cn. Similarly,
the antistandard flag F •

ant is the flag

F i
ant = ⟨en, en−1, . . . , en−i+1⟩.

Two flags F • and G• are said to be in position
j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} if

F j ̸= Gj , but F i = Gi for every i ̸= j.

Note that if we fix a flag F •, the set of flags that
are in position j with respect to F • forms an affine
line. Indeed, if G• is in position j with respect to
F •, all subspaces Gi are determined except for Gj .
To choose Gj we have to choose a 1-dimensional sub-
space in F j+1/F j−1 which is different from F j/F j−1,
so we have an affine line C = P1 \ {pt} of choices.

In fact, choosing a matrix A ∈ SL(n) such that
F • = F •

A we have an explicit parametrization of all
flags G• which are in position j with respect to A. In-
deed, these are given by the flags F •

ABj(z)
for z ∈ C,

where Bj(z) is the matrix that looks like the iden-
tity everywhere except in the j and j + 1-st row and
column, where it is

Bj(z) =

(
z −1
1 0

)
.

We warn the reader, however, that this parametriza-
tion depends on the matrix A. If A′ is another ma-
trix with F •

A = F •
A′ then it is not the case that

F •
ABj(z)

= F •
A′Bj(z)

for z ∈ C. Rather, what is true

is that for every z ∈ C there exists a unique w ∈ C
with F •

ABj(z)
= F •

A′Bj(w).

3.3 Braid varieties

Let us now put things together. Consider a braid
β = σj1 · · ·σjℓ ∈ Br+n . We define the braid variety

X(β) := {F •
0 , F

•
1 , . . . , F

•
ℓ }

6



to be the space consisting of sequences of flags satis-
fying the following conditions:

1. F •
0 = F •

std.

2. F •
ℓ = F •

ant.

3. For every i = 1, . . . , ℓ, the flags F •
i−1 and F •

i are
in position ji.

Note that the braid variety is affine. Indeed, since
F •
0 = F •

std, one may describe the braid variety as
follows:

X(β) = {(z1, . . . , zℓ) ∈ Cℓ | F •
Bj1

(z1)···Bjℓ
(zℓ)

= F •
ant}.

The condition F •
Bj1

(z1)···Bjℓ
(zℓ)

= F •
ant can be more

explicitly described as

wn
0Bj1(z1) · · ·Bjℓ(zℓ) is upper-triangular, (2)

where wn
0 is the n × n-matrix given by (wn

0 )i,j =
δi,n−j+1, that is, w

n
0 has 1’s on the main anti-diagonal

and 0’s everywhere else. Note that (2) is equiva-
lent to the vanishing of

(
n
2

)
entries of the matrix

Bj1(z1) · · ·Bjℓ(zℓ), and the entries of the latter ma-
trix are polynomials in z1, . . . , zℓ. Thus, we indeed
have an affine variety.
It is instructive to look at the case n = 2. In this

case, β = σℓ
1, and the flags F •

i are simply elements of
P1 = C ∪ {∞}. The standard flag is identified with
0 ∈ C ⊆ P1, and the antistandard flag with ∞ ∈ P1.
Thus, X(σℓ) consists of collections of points

(0 = x0, x1, . . . , xℓ =∞) ∈ (P1)ℓ+1

satisfying xi ̸= xi+1 for every i = 0, . . . , ℓ− 1. Thus,
X(σ2

1) = P1 \ {0,∞} = C×.
Note that, a priori, the variety X(β) depends not

only on the brad β, but also on the chosen expression
β = σj1 · · ·σjℓ for it. In fact, up to a canonical iso-
morphism, the variety X(β) does indeed depend only
on the braid β. The name braid variety is chosen to
emphasize this.
Note that X(β) may be empty. For example, if

n = 3 X(σ1) = ∅: there is simply no space to start
with F •

std and end with F •
ant. This is where the tech-

nical condition 3.1 on β is needed: the variety X(β)

is nonempty if and only if β satisfies this technical
condition.

Thanks to results of Broué-Deligne-Michel, the va-
rietyM1(Λ(β)) is closely related toX(β). Braid vari-
eties have, however, appeared in many other places.
Most notably, they appeared in the work of Mellit
[24], who stratifies character varieties using braid va-
rieties in order to prove the curious Lefschetz prop-
erty for the former. A compactification of braid vari-
eties, in which two consecutive flags are not required
to be different, appeared in the work of Escobar [10]
under the name of brick varieties. These are gen-
eral fibers of the moment maps on certain symplectic
varieites with Hamiltonian torus actions. We remark,
however, that such a compactification depends on a
chosen word for β and not on β itself.

4 Weaves

The braid variety X(β) admits a cluster structure,
where the cluster tori are parametrized by objects
called (Demazure) weaves. A weave is a certain col-
ored graph, that is similar to the graphical calculus
appearing in Soergel theory. In the setting of Leg-
endrian geometry, they were recently introduced by
Casals and Zaslow [9], who use weaves in order to con-
struct exact Lagrangian surfaces in R4 whose bound-
ary is precisely the Legendrian link Λ(β) ⊆ R3 ⊆ S3,
that is, an exact Lagrangian filling of Λ(β). We will,
however, not take this point of view.

In order to motivate weaves, let us take β =
σj1 · · ·σjℓ , and we picture an element of the braid
variety X(β) as follows:

Here, the vertical lines are colored with colors
1, . . . , n − 1. The flag on the leftmost region is F •

std,
and the flag on the rightmost is F •

ant. If two regions
are separated by a line of color i, then the correspond-
ing flags are in position i, that is, they differ precisely
in the i-th subspace.

7



Now suppose we have the following configuration:

The flags F •
1 and F •

3 are either equal, or they differ
in precisely the i-th subspace. It is natural to picture
these two possibilities using the following diagrams.

Note that the condition F •
1 ̸= F •

3 is open, and the
complement F •

1 = F •
3 is closed. A Demazure weave

w on β then is a graph in a rectangle R, whose edges
are colored 1, . . . , n− 1 and whose vertices are one of
four types:

1. Univalent vertices, located only on the top and
bottom sides of R. Moreover, the edges adjacent
to the vertices on the top side spell a braid word
for β, and the word spelt by the colors of the
edges adjacent to the vertices on the bottom side
is reduced.

2. Trivalent vertices, as pictured in Figure 2.

3. Tetravalent vertices, as pictured in Figure 2.

4. Hexavalent vertices, as pictured in Figure 2.

An example of a Demazure weave is given on Fig-
ure 3, taken from [6].
Given a weave w on β, we consider the moduli

space X(w) of all configurations of flags F •
C , one per

connected component C of R \ w, satisfying the fol-
lowing conditions.

• The flag labeling the region bordering the left
side of the rectangle is F •

std.

• The flag labeling the region bordering the right
side of the rectangle is F •

ant.

• If two regions are separated by an edge of color
i, then the corresponding flags are in position i.

Figure 2: The types of vertices in the interior of the
rectangle R of the definition of a weave. Note that
the edges adjacent to a trivalent vertex all have the
same color; the edges adjacent to a tetralent vertex
are of 2 distant colors; and the edges adjacent to an
hexavalent vertex are of neighboring colors.

By definition, it is clear that looking at the flags
labeling the regions bordering the top side of the rect-
angle, we obtain an element of X(β). In fact, these
flags propagate to fill the entire rectangle, and we see
that actually X(w) ⊆ X(β). The trivalent vertices
impose conditions on the element of X(β) and, more-
over, X(w) is an open torus inside X(β). See Figure
3.

The toriX(w) are cluster tori in a cluster structure
on X(β). Thus, each weave determines an ice quiver
Qw and a collection of regular functions on X(β),
the cluster variables. The determination of the clus-
ter variables is technical and we will not explain it
here, it suffices to say that they are given by explicit
polynomials in the coordinates z1, . . . , zℓ of X(β).

The vertices of the ice quiver Qw are in correspon-
dence with the trivalent vertices of the weave w. To
determine the arrows, we define a collection of d pos-
itive linear combinations of paths on the weave it-
self, obeying certain rules known as Lusztig’s tropical
rules, see Figure 4 for an example where each lin-
ear combination consists of a single path. Here d is
the number of trivalent vertices in w, which equals
the dimension of X(β). The arrows are then given
by signed intersections between these linear combina-
tions of paths. It is interesting to note that the paths
define homology cycles on the Lagrangian surface as-
sociated to the weave w by Casals–Zaslow [9], and
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Figure 3: A weave on β = σ2
1σ

2
2σ

2
1σ

2
2 and its flag mod-

uli. All the flags are determined by Fstd, F1, . . . , F7

and Fant.

these intersections are topological intersection num-
bers of cycles.

For example, the quiver corresponding to the weave
in Figure 4 is

.

Here the frozen vertices are depicted as squares – note
that they correspond to those trivalent vertices whose
corresponding paths reach the bottom of the weave.
Note also that there are two intersections between the
fuchsia and the green paths in the weave in Figure
4, so we have two arrows between the corresponding
vertices in the quiver.

There is a notion of weave mutation, as shown in
the following figure:

Figure 4: A weave on β = σ2σ1σ3σ
2
2σ3σ1σ

2
2σ1σ3σ2

(we omit the rectangle). The paths starting at every
trivalent vertex are indicated on the figure.

This weave mutation corresponds to the quiver mu-
tation at the vertex associated to the indicated triva-
lent vertex of the weave. The operation µ is clearly
involutive on weaves, although it does not allow us
to mutate at every vertex of the weave. More general
weave mutations are described in [9].

The cluster algebra A associated to the braid vari-
ety X(β) has very nice properties:

• It is locally acyclic, that is, X(β) can be covered
by cluster varieties associated to cluster algebras
whose defining quiver is acyclic, [25].

• It is equal to its own upper cluster algebra.

• It is really full rank, [6, 16].

• The variety X(β) also admits the structure of
a cluster X -variety [11]. Moreover, X(β) is its
own cluster dual.

• It admits a ϑ-basis, [19].

Let us notice that, although the cluster structure
and cluster variables in X(β) can be obtained in a
purely combinatorial way, they should also be, in
principle, obtained using symplectogeometric tools.

9



This has been explicitly realized by Casals and Weng
in [8] for weaves coming from grid plabic graphs, and
it is an interesting problem to do it for general weaves.
We note that yet another construction of cluster

structures on braid varieties appeared in [16] and uses
a 3-dimensional analogue of plabic graphs for combi-
natorial parameterisation of some of the seeds. The
connection between the 3D plabic gaphs of [16] and
the weaves we define here remains to be elucidated.
We remark that many of the varieties mentioned

in Section 2 admit a realization as braid varieties. In
particular, each open positroid stratum in Gr(k, n)
can be realized as a braid variety for a braid with
n-strands and also (up to a torus factor) as a braid
variety for a braid with k strands.

5 Applications

5.1 Cluster structures on Richardson
varieties

Let w ∈ Sn. We say that two flags F • and G• are
in position w, and write F • w→ G• if, for every i, j ∈
{1, . . . , n}:

dim(F i ∩Gj) = #w([1, . . . , i]) ∩ [1, . . . , j],

for example, F • si−→ G• if and only if F • and G• are
in position i. The Schubert cell associated to w is

Cw = {F • ∈ Fn | F •
std

w→ F •}.

This is known to be an affine space of dimension
ℓ(w) := {(i, j) ∈ {1, . . . , n} | i < j and w(j) < w(i)}.
Similarly, the opposite Schubert cell

Cw := {F • ∈ Fn | F • w0w→ F •
ant}

is an affine space of dimension
(
n
2

)
− ℓ(w). Note the

presence of w0 in the definition of Cw: this is the
longest permutation in Sn, defined by w0(i) = n +
1 − i. For v, w ∈ Sn the open Richardson variety
R(w, v) is defined to be

R(w, v) := Cw ∩ Cv.

Open Richardson varieties appear naturally in Lie
theory, since the cohomology of Richardson varieties

naturally computes extensions between Verma mod-
ules. These are certain infinite-dimensional represen-
tations of sl(n) forming the standard modules in the
principal block O0 of the Berstein-Gelfand-Gelfand
category O, a highest-weight category naturally as-
sociated to sl(n).

Richardson varieties can be naturally realized as
braid varieties, and thus we obtain a cluster struc-
ture on Richardson varieties. To realize R(w, v) as a
braid variety, consider reduced (i.e. minimal length)
expressions

w = si1 · · · sik , v−1w0 = sj1 · · · sjℓ ,

then
R(w, v) ∼= X(σi1 · · ·σikσj1 · · ·σjℓ).

It is known that the Richardson variety is empty un-
less v ≤ w in Bruhat order – which translates to the
Technical Condition 3.1 on the braid variety side.

Richardson varieties were conjectured to have clus-
ter structures by Leclerc in [21]. It is known that
Schubert cells have cluster structures. We remark
that positroid varieties are a special case of Richard-
son varieties, obtained when the permutation w is
k-Grassmannian, that is:

w−1(1) < · · · < w−1(k), w−1(k+1) < · · · < w−1(n),

in fact, when w is k-Grassmannian, the restriction
of the natural projection πk : Fn → Gr(k, n) to the
Schubert cell Cw (and thus to any Richardson variety
of the form R(w, v)) is an isomorphism. The rela-
tionship between the cluster structures on positroid
varieties obtained via weaves and via plabic graphs
was described very recently in [7].

5.2 Infinitely many Lagrangian fillings

Let Λ ⊆ R3 ⊆ S3 be a Legendrian link. An exact La-
grangian filling of Λ is an exact Lagrangian surface
S ⊆ B4 ⊆ R4 whose boundary ∂S coincides with Λ.
Any two such fillings are known to be smoothly iso-
topic. For the purposes of symplectic geometry, the
correct notion of isotopy is that of Hamiltonian iso-
topy, i.e., an isotopy given by a family of Hamiltonian
vector fields on the symplectic 4-ball B4.
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The classification of Lagrangian fillings up to
Hamiltonian isotopy is one of the central problems in
contact and symplectic geometry. A complete classi-
fication of Lagrangian fillings is known only for the
standard Legendrian unknot. Interpreted in the way
of Casals-Zaslow, a weave on β gives an exact La-
grangian filling of the link Λ(β). Moreover, if the La-
grangian fillings given by the weaves w,w′ are Hamil-
tonian isotopic, then the cluster toriX(w) andX(w′)
coincide.
While the correspondence between fillings and clus-

ter tori is still not entirely well understood, Casals
and Gao [3] used this circle of ideas in order to give
the first examples of infinitely many (not Hamilto-
nian isotopic) Lagrangian fillings of Legendrian links.
More precisely, they show that a Legendrian torus
link

Λ(n,m) := Λ((σ1 · · ·σn−1)
m∆n), n ≤ m

admits infinitely many Lagrangian fillings unless
(n,m) ∈ {(2,m), (3, 3), (3, 4), (3, 5)}. These excep-
tional cases correspond to Grassmannians which are
of finite cluster type.
It should be emphasized that, while loc. cit. does

not explicitly use cluster algebras, the techniques are
heavily inspired by cluster techniques, in particular,
they use actions of cluster modular groups in order
to produce infinitely many fillings. These techniques
were later extended by Gao, Shen and Weng in [18]
who in fact prove that, for braids of the form β =
γ∆, the Legendrian link Λ(β) admits infinitely many
Lagrangian fillings unless the cluster algebra C[X(β)]
is of finite cluster type. Moreover, they show that
for such braid words β = γ∆, C[X(β)] is of finite
cluster type if and only if Λ(γ) is Legendrian isotopic
to a split union of unknots and the following types of
Legendrian links:

(An) Λ(σn+1
1 ∆2).

(Dn) Λ(σn−2
1 σ2σ

2
1σ2∆3).

(E6) Λ(σ3
1σ2σ

3
1σ2∆3).

(E7) Λ(σ4
1σ2σ

3
1σ2∆3).

(E8) Λ(σ5
1σ2σ

3
1σ2∆3).

The labels, of course, correspond to the Dynkin type
of the mutable part of the corresponding quiver. Fi-
nally, we remark that, even if the cluster algebra
C[X(β)] is of finite cluster type, it is not known
whether the link Λ(β) admits infinitely many La-
grangian fillings.

Remark 5.1 Very recently, Casals and Gao [4] have
shown that, for braids of the form β = γ∆n, with γ ∈
Br+n , every cluster comes from a filling in a precise
way, see [4]. It is not known whether the same cluster
can correspond to more than one filling.

5.3 Khovanov-Rozansky homology

In this last section, we forget about Legendrian struc-
tures and work only with smooth links. Khovanov-
Rozansky homology is a powerful invariant of smooth
links that is, nevertheless, notoriously hard to com-
pute. To a link L, Khovanov-Rozansky homology
associates a triply graded vector space HHH(L) that
is an invariant of L, and whose Poincaré polynomial
recovers, under various specializations, more classical
link invariants such as the Jones and HOMFLY-PT
polynomials.

The construction of HHH(L) is highly technical.
First, one must present L as the 0-framed closure of
a braid β, L = L(β), that is, as follows:

Assuming β has n strands, one then constructs a
complex of graded C[x1, . . . , xn]-bimodules, known
as the Rouquier complex Tβ of β. Then, one takes
Hochschild homology of the complex Tβ , to obtain
a new complex of graded C[x1, . . . , xn]-bimodules
HH(Tβ). Then, HHH(L) is defined to be the homol-
ogy of HH(Tβ). The three gradings on HHH(L) come,
essentially, from the internal grading of C[x1, . . . , xn]-
bimodules, the homological grading on the complex

11



Tβ , and the Hochschild grading on HH(Tβ). These
degrees are denoted by q, t and a, respectively.
Due to the highly technical nature of HHH(L), ge-

ometric models have been proposed for it. One of
them, going back to work of Webster-Williamson [28]
and recently established by Trinh [27], is closely re-
lated to braid varieties. First, for a positive braid β
on n strands, we consider the variety X̃(β), whose
definition closely models that of the braid variety
X(β) except that we require both the first and last
flags to be the standard flag: F •

0 = F •
ℓ = F •

std. Let
us assume that β = γ∆ for a positive braid γ. Then
it is possible to show that

X̃(β) = X(γ)× C(
n
2),

so that the varieties X̃(β) and X(γ) are closely re-
lated. The torus T = (C×)n acts on the smooth

variety X̃(β). The T -equivariant Borel-Moore ho-

mology of X̃(β) has a nontrivial weight filtration W
and Trinh [27] showed that

grW HT
∗,BM (X̃(β)) ∼= HHHa=n(L(β))

∼= HHHa=0(L(γ∆−1))

so that the homology of the braid variety X(γ) re-
covers part of the Khovanov-Rozansky homology of
the link L(γ∆−1). In many cases, the action of the
torus T coincides with the action of the so-called
torus of cluster automorphisms on the cluster variety
X(γ). Thus, cluster-theoretic arguments can be used
to compute (part of) the Kovanov-Rozansky homol-
ogy of certain links. This has been done by Galashin
and Lam [15] for so-called positroid links, and remains
to be done in more generality.
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