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Abstract

A dimer model is a quiver with faces embedded into a disk. A consistent dimer model gives rise
to a strand diagram, and hence to a positroid. The Gorenstein-projective module category over the
completed boundary algebra of a dimer model was shown by Pressland to categorify a cluster structure
on the corresponding positroid variety. Outside of the Grassmannian case, boundary algebras of dimer
models are not well understood. We give an explicit description of the boundary algebra of a consistent
dimer model as a quiver with relations calculated only from the data of the decorated permutation or,
equivalently, Grassmann necklace of its positroid.

1 Introduction

A dimer model is a quiver with faces embedded into a surface. Dimer models on tori and other closed surfaces
were introduced to study phase transitions in physics and are connected to numerous topics in combinatorics,
representation theory, and algebraic geometry; see the survey [6] and the references therein. In this paper,
we focus on dimer models on disks and their connections to cluster structures on positroid varieties. In the
following, all dimer models are assumed to be on disks. Associated to a dimer model Q is a dimer algebra
Ag, obtained as a quotient of the path algebra CQ. The boundary algebra Bg of @ is the subalgebra of Ag
induced by (equivalence classes of) paths starting and ending at boundary vertices. A dimer model gives
rise to a strand diagram, which is a collection of strands in a disk; following these strands gives a decorated
permutation, and hence a positroid Pg. Of particular interest are consistent dimer models, which (among
other things) give connected decorated permutations and positroids.

Let P be a positroid with basis system Bp C ([Z]) and Grassmann necklace [I7, Definition 16.1] Zp. The
(open) positroid variety I1°(P), introduced and connected with the Grassmannian and its stratifications by
Knutson-Lam-Speyer [13], is the subvariety of the Grassmannian Gr(k, n) defined by the vanishing of Pliicker
coordinates not_in Bp and the nonvanishing of Pliicker coordinates in Zp. We denote the affine cone over
this variety by II°(P). Recently, a number of works have developed cluster structures on positroid varieties
and connected them to consistent dimer models.

When P is the uniform (k, n)-positroid, the positroid variety II°(P) is the Grassmannian Gr(k,n). This
special case received attention first. Scott [22] showed that the homogeneous coordinate ring of the Grass-
mannian Gr(k,n) is a cluster algebra, in which certain seeds are indexed by (k, n)-Postnikov diagrams (i.e.,
strand diagrams with n marked boundary points and no bad configurations whose decorated permutations
send j — j—k). Geif-Leclerc-Schroer [I1] gave a categorification for this cluster structure, and Jensen-King-
Su [12] phrased this categorification as the Gorenstein-projective module category over a bound path algebra
CQu,n/Iin of the circle quiver Q. Baur-King-Marsh [4] connected this story back to strand diagrams
and dimer models by defining the boundary algebra Bg = eAge of a dimer model (), where Ay is the dimer
algebra and e is the idempotent given by the sum of all boundary vertices. They showed that the bound
path algebra CQy./Ix » is isomorphic to the boundary algebra Bg of any consistent dimer model whose
decorated permutation sends j +— j — k.

This story was then extended to the case where P is a general connected (k, n)-positroid. For convenience,
we make the additional assumption that n > 3 (the case n = 2 includes a small number of degenerate
examples [I8 Remark 2.2]). Galashin-Lam [10], generalizing work [23] on Schubert varieties, showed that

the open positroid variety II°(P) has the structure of a cluster algebra 7. Both of these works relied heavily



on results of Leclerc [14] for Richardson varieties. Pressland [20, Theorem 6.11] showed that this cluster
structure may be obtained as the Gorenstein-projective module category GP(EQ). The category GP(EQ) is
an additive categorification of the cluster algebra 27y whose initial seed is given by the cluster-tilting object
eAg. The Fu-Keller cluster character [J] provides a bijection between the reachable cluster-tilting objects of
(GP(EQ), eAq) and the cluster variables of 7;.

This categorification may be used to better understand the Galashin-Lam cluster structure on positroid
varieties. Recently, Pressland used it to prove the conjecture of Muller and Speyer [15] that two comple-
mentary cluster structures on positroid varieties, coming from labelling the regions of the strand diagram
using sources or targets of strands, quasi-coincide [2I]. A key ingredient in this proof comes from the cat-
egorical interpretation of perfect matchings and twists developed in [7]. Other recent work focuses on the
Grassmannian case; in particular, a series of works by Baur, Bogdanic, Elsener, and Li [l 2, B] describe
the Gorenstein-projective modules over the circle algebra CQg .,/ Ik, corresponding to rank 2 and 3 cluster
variables.

On the other hand, one limitation to using this categorification for general positroid varieties is that
outside of the case where Pg is uniform, the boundary algebras Bg are not well understood. In this
paper, we give a description of the boundary algebra Bg as a quiver with relations calculated from the
decorated permutation or Grassmann necklace of ). This is an important step in understanding the additive
categorification given by GP(Bg).

Let @ be a consistent dimer model with decorated permutation 7. A path p of @ is minimal if no path
equivalent to p contains a cycle of (). We number the boundary vertices of @) from 1 to n increasing clockwise.
Welet z; : i — ¢+1 and y; : ©+1 — ¢ be the minimal clockwise and counter-clockwise paths between cyclically
adjacent vertices. For convenience, we notate z}" := =;Ziy1 ... Titm—1 and ¥}" := Yi¥i—1 ... Yi—m+1. Lf D is
a path of @ starting and ending at boundary vertices ¢(p) and h(p), then we define reach,(p) € [n] so that
y;(e;)cz (p)

[p(zy)Y ®)] = [y;(ez)cﬁﬁ(p )]. Intuitively, the relation number Y (p) measures how far p is from being equivalent

to a composition of ;’s. One may similarly define X (p) so that [p(zy)X®)] = [x;?Z)Ch’” (p)].

We label the marked boundary points of the strand diagram of @) from 1 to n such that the strand-vertex
1 is immediately clockwise of the vertex i € Qq; see the left of Figure[l} If v € Qg is a boundary vertex, we
write v and v°¢ for the strand-vertices immediately clockwise and counter-clockwise of v, respectively. In
the below theorem, all intervals are modulo [n], so that (vy,v1) = {va + 1,v2 +2,...,v; — 1} (modulo n).

The following result gives a purely combinatorial characterization of the arrow-defining paths of @ (i.e.,
the paths of @ giving rise to arrows of the Gabriel quiver of the boundary algebra Bg) and gives us a relation
for each one. We will then obtain a representation of the boundary algebra in terms of only this information.

is a path from t(p) to h(p). We define the relation number Y (p) of a minimal path p such that

Theorem A (Theorem [4.15). Let Q be a consistent dimer model with decorated permutation w. Let v1 and
vy be distinct elements of [n] (considered as boundary vertices of Q). The minimal path p from vy to ve is
arrow-defining if and only if

1. for every w € (va,v1), there is a number j € [v§, w] such that 7(j) € [w,v$%], and
2. for every w € (v1,v2), there is a number j € [w, v$] such that 7(j) € [v§, we].

In this case, Y(p) = #{i € [n] : v <i < 7(i) < v§° is a clockwise ordering} and X (p) = #{j € [n]
v§l < w(j) < j < s is a clockwise ordering}.

Theorem [A] is proven by first characterizing minimal rightmost and leftmost paths of @ in terms of the
strand diagram, and then observing that we may understand when these paths factor through extra boundary
vertices by looking only at the underlying strand permutation. Condition of Theorem states precisely
that for any vertex w clockwise of v and counter-clockwise of vq, there is some strand z such that v; and vy
are to the right of z, but w is to the left of z. Similarly, condition states that for a vertex w € (v1,v2),
there is some strand z such that v; and vy are to the left of z, but w is to the right of z. This view lends to
a nice interpretation of Theorem [A]in terms of Grassmann necklaces:



Theorem B (Corollary[4.18). Let Q be a consistent dimer model with Grassmann necklace Lo = (11, ..., Ip).
Let vy and vy be distinct elements of [n]. There is an arrow-defining path p from vy to ve if and only if

1. for any w € (ve,v1), we have I, 2 I,, N I,,, and
2. for any w € (v1,v9), we have I, € I,, UT,,.
The relation numbers of p may be calculated as Y (p) = |[v2,v1) NI, ﬂ]vz‘ and X (p) = Hvl, v2)\ (Lo, Uva)‘.

Theorem @ or |E| may be used to find all of the arrows of the Gabriel quiver of By and their relation
numbers using the decorated permutation or Grassmann necklace of (). We then show that the information
of the nonadjacent arrows of Bg and their relation numbers is sufficient to calculate the boundary algebra.

Dimer algebras and boundary algebras of consistent dimer models are cancellative, meaning that for paths
D, q,a,b of @ which compose appropriately, we have [ap] = [aq] <= [p] = [¢] and [pb] = [¢b] <= [p] = [q]
Given an ideal I of a path algebra CQ, we say that the cancellative closure I® of I is the smallest ideal
I* D T such that CQ/I*® is cancellative.

We now give a presentation of the boundary algebra Bg by defining a new path algebra with relations
CQI/I7. Let Qi p be the circle quiver on vertex set [n] such that for each ¢ there is an arrow z; : i > i+1
and an arrow y; : i+1 — 4 (we are abusing notation by also using, for example, z; to refer to the minimal path
from 4 to i+1 in the dimer algebra Ag). In the path algebra CQy ., we write x = Eie[n] z;andy = Zie[n] Yi.
Baur, King, and Marsh showed in [4, Corollary 10.4] that the boundary algebra of a consistent dimer model
whose decorated permutation sends j — j — k is isomorphic to CQy / Ik n, where Iy ,, is the ideal generated
by the relations [zy] — [yz] and [2*] —[y"~*]. We concern ourselves with the general case. Let k be the number
of noninversions of the decorated permutation 7 of Q. Let @7 be the quiver obtained by starting with the
circle quiver Qg , and drawing an arrow a, : t(p) — h(p) for every nonadjacent arrow-defining path [p] of
@, up to path-equivalence. Let IT be the cancellative closure of the ideal generated by the Grassmannian
relations [ry] — [yz] and [2*] — [y"~*] and the nonadjacent relations:

7 = ({lay) = [z, [ = Y o™ = p(ay) @1,
peENBP(Q)

where NBP(Q) is the set of nonadjacent arrow-defining paths of @ up to equivalence. One may symmetrically
define IT in terms of the relations given by X (P).

Theorem C. The boundary algebra Bg is isomorphic to BT := CQT /IT.

Note that Theorem [A| gives a way to calculate elements p € NBP(Q) and their relation numbers Y (p)
based only on the permutation 7, hence we may calculate Q7 and I based only on the decorated permutation
m, justifying the notation. The ideal I7 may not be admissible, as certain adjacent paths z; and y; may fail
to be arrows of Q7. This issue may be detected through the strand diagram using Theorem @ Hence, to
obtain an admissible bound path algebra one may remove the adjacent arrows x; and y; of Q7 which are
not arrows of the Gabriel quiver of boundary algebra Bg and adjust the ideal I accordingly.

We point out that Theorem [C| implies that the pair (k,n) along with the set of nonadjacent arrows of
the Gabriel quiver of Bg and their relation numbers is sufficient to recover the boundary algebra. We will
study this further in future work. The usage of a cancellative closure in the definition of I7 means that we
do not in general have a minimal generating set of the relations of I7. This will also be addressed in future
work.
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Figure 1: On the left is a consistent dimer model () and on the right is the quiver Q7.

Example D. Consider the dimer model in Figure [1| with permutation 7 := 256134 in one-line notation and
Grassmann necklace (123, 234, 134, 145, 156, 126). We use, for example, 123 to denote the set {1,2,3}
for readability. First, we will use Theorem [B] to understand the arrow-defining paths and their relation
numbers. Setting (vi,v2) = (3,1), we see that I,, N I,, = 134 N 123 = 13 is not contained in I,, for any
w € (va,v1) = (1,3) = {2} (since I = 234 2 13), showing that Theorem [B] (I) is satisfied. We now treat (2).
Note that (vi,v2) = (3,1) = {4,5,6} and I,, UI,, = 123U 134 = 1234. Since neither Iy = 145, nor I5 = 156,
nor Ig = 126 are contained in 1234, we see that is satisfied. Hence, there is an arrow-defining path p
from 1 to 3 in the dimer algebra Ag. Its relation numbers are Y(p) = |[1,3) N 123U 134| = |2| = 1 and
X(p) = [[3,1)\(134 U 123)| = |56] = 2. On the other hand, set (vi,v2) = (4,1). Then I3 = 134 contains
1Ny =123N145 =1, hence fails and there is no arrow-defining path from 4 to 1 in ). One may thus
check that the only nonadjacent arrow-defining path is from 3 to 1. All of the above calculations may instead
be phrased in terms of Theorem @ On the right of Figure[l}is shown the quiver @7, where the nonadjacent
arrow « has relation number Y («a) = 1. Theorem [C| shows that Bg = Q7 /IZ, where IT is the cancellative
closure of

= [y, [a(ey)] - lpaul}

{lzy] = [yz], [2°] = [y

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section [2| we give background on dimer models. We define
consistency and connect it to strand diagrams and cancellativity. Next, in Section[3] we show that the Gabriel
quiver of the boundary algebra By may be understood in terms of rightmost and leftmost paths in the dimer
model. In Section [d] we show how rightmost and leftmost minimal paths and their relation numbers may
be obtained from the strand diagram. We use this result to find these paths and relation numbers from the
permutation or Grassmann necklace. Finally, in Section [f] we show how to use the calculations of Section [4]
to describe the boundary algebra of a consistent dimer model with a given permutation.
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2 Dimer Model Background

In this section, we give necessary background. First, we focus on dimer models, in particular on thin (or
consistent) dimer models in disks. Thin dimer models may be defined using algebraic conditions or conditions
on the associated strand diagram, and are connected with positroids through strand permutations. We also
define dimer submodels, which will be an important tool in later proofs.



2.1 Dimer Model Definition

We define dimer models, following the exposition of [5]. A quiver is a directed graph. A cycle of @ is a
nonconstant oriented path of () which starts and ends at the same vertex. If @ is a quiver, we write Qyc
for the set of cycles in @ up to cyclic equivalence. An element of Q.. is the set of arrows in some cycle.

Definition 2.1. A quiver with faces is a triple Q = (Qo, Q1, Q2), where (Qo, Q1) are the vertices and arrows
of a quiver and Q2 C Qcy. is a set of faces of Q.

Given a vertex i € g, we define the incidence graph of @ at i to be the graph whose vertices are given
by the arrows incident to ¢ and whose arrows a — 3 correspond to paths

il
which occur in faces of Q.

Definition 2.2. A (finite, oriented) dimer model with boundary is given by a finite quiver with faces Q =
(Qo,Q1,Q2), where Q- is written as a disjoint union Q2 = Q5¢ U Q%!, satisfying the following properties:

1. The quiver @ has no loops.

2. Each arrow of @ is in either one face or two faces of (). An arrow which is in one face is called a
boundary arrow and an arrow which is in two faces is called an internal arrow.

3. Each internal arrow lies in a cycle bounding a face in Q5¢ and in a cycle bounding a face in Q.
4. The incidence graph of ) at each vertex is connected.

See the left of Figure [J] for an example of a dimer model.

Given a dimer model with boundary ) we may associate each face F' of @ with a polygon whose edges
are labeled by the arrows in F' and glue the edges of these polygons together as indicated by the directions
of the arrows to form a surface with boundary S(Q) into which @ may be embedded. The surface S(Q) is
oriented such that the cycles of faces in Q5° are oriented positive (or counter-clockwise) and the cycles of
faces in QS are oriented negative (or clockwise). The boundary of S(Q) runs along the boundary arrows of
Q. If S(Q) is a disk, then we say that @ is a dimer model on a disk.

We may also move in the other direction. Suppose that @ is a finite quiver with no loops such that
every vertex has finite degree. Suppose further that @ has an embedding into an oriented surface ¥ with
boundary such that the complement of ) in X is a disjoint union of discs, each of which is bounded by a
cycle of Q. We may then view @ as a dimer model with boundary by declaring Q5¢ (respectively Q5') to be
the set of positively (respectively, negatively) oriented cycles of @ which bound a connected component of
the complement of @) in X. All dimer models may be obtained in this way.

Let @ be a dimer model and let p be a path in Q). We write ¢(p) and h(p) for the start and end vertex
of p, respectively. If a path ¢ can be factored in the form ¢ = ¢1pgs, where h(q1) = t(p) and t(g2) = h(p),
we say that p is in ¢ or that g contains p as a subpath and we write p € ¢q. Corresponding to any vertex v
is a constant path e, from v to itself which has no arrows. A cycle is then a nonconstant path [ such that
t(l) = h(l). A path p cycleless if no subpath of p (including p itself) is a cycle.

Definition 2.3. Given a dimer model with boundary @, the dimer algebra Ag is defined as the quotient of
the path algebra CQ by (the ideal generated by) the relations

[R] — [Rel]

for every internal arrow a € Q1.



We now make more definitions. We say that two paths p and ¢ in Q are path-equivalent if their associated
elements in the dimer algebra Ag are equal. If p is a path in @), we write [p] for the path-equivalence class
of p under these relations. If p’ is a path obtained from p by replacing a single subpath RS with RS (RS
with RE, respectively), then we say that p’ is a basic right-morph (respectively, basic left-morph) of p. Since
the ideal I is generated by the relations {[RS] — [RY] : « is an internal arrow of Q}, two paths p and q
are path-equivalent if and only if there is a sequence of paths p = r1,...,r,, = ¢ such that r;;; is a basic
(left- or right-) morph of r; for i € [m — 1]. A path is leftmost (respectively rightmost) if it has no basic
left-morphs (respectively basic right-morphs).

Suppose p is a cycle in () which starts and ends at some vertex v and travels around a face of @) once.
Then we say that p is a face-path of () starting at v. The terminology is justified by the following observation
which follows from the defining relations.

Remark 2.4. Any two face-paths of () starting at v are path-equivalent.

Definition 2.5. For all v € @, fix some face-path f, at v. Then define

fi=> fo (1)

vEQo

It follows from Remark that the path-equivalence class [f] is independent of the choice of f, for all
v € Q. Moreover, the dimer algebra relations imply that [f] commutes with every arrow, hence [f] is in the
center of Ag.

The completed path algebra ({(CQ)) has as its underlying set the possibly infinite linear combinations of
finite paths in @, with multiplication induced by composition. See [19, Definition 2.6].

Definition 2.6. The completed dimer algebra A\Q is the quotient of the completed path algebra C({(Q)) by
the closure of the ideal generated by the relations [R?] — [RY] for each internal arrow a with respect to the
arrow ideal.

Elements of EQ are possibly infinite linear combinations of (finite) paths of @, with multiplication induced
by composition.

Definition 2.7. Let the boundary idempotent e be the sum of all boundary vertices of Q. A boundary
path of ) is a path beginning and ending at a boundary vertex. Define the boundary algebra Bg := eAge.
Elements of the boundary algebra are linear combinations of boundary paths of @ under the relations of the
dimer algebra. The completed boundary algebra is Bg = eAge.

2.2 Thin Dimer Models

For the rest of this paper, we will assume that any dimer model is on a disk, unless otherwise specified. We
define thin dimer models on disks and give two additional equivalent consistency conditions. We prove some
short lemmas about thin models.

Definition 2.8. A path p in a dimer model @ is minimal if we may not write [p] = [¢f™] for any m > 1.

Definition 2.9. A dimer model Q@ = (Qp, Q1,Q2) in a disk is thin if it satisfies the following thinness
condition: For any vertices v; and vs of ), there is a minimal path r from vy to vy with the property that
any other path p from v, to vy satisfies

] = )

for some unique integer C(p) > 0, which we call the c-value of p.

In particular, there is a unique equivalence class of minimal paths between any two vertices of a thin
dimer model.



Remark 2.10. In [5], consistent dimer models on arbitrary surfaces are defined by requiring that there is a
unique minimal path-equivalence class in every homotopy class, and that an arbitrary path is equivalent to
a composition of a minimal path with some number of face-paths. A thin dimer model is then a consistent
dimer model in a disk.

Lemma 2.11. If p and q are paths in a thin dimer model @ with h(p) = t(q), then C(pq) > C(p) + C(q).

Proof. If p and q are paths in a thin dimer model @ with h(p) = t(q), then we may write [p] = [fC(p)rp] and
lq =1 fc(q)rq] for some minimal paths r, and r,. Then, using the fact that [f] is central, we calculate

[pg] = [fCPr, fC Dy, ] = [fCP+CDp g ).

We have shown that [f¢(®)+C(9)] may be factored out of [pq], hence C(pq) > C(p) + C(q). O

Recall that two paths are equivalent if and only if there is a sequence of basic morphs taking one to
the other. Since a basic morph cannot remove some arrows without replacing them with other arrows, the
constant path is the unique minimal path from a vertex to itself. This leads to the following remark.

Remark 2.12. If @) is thin and p is a nonconstant cycle, then the c-value C(p) > 0.
Lemma 2.13. Let Q be a thin dimer model. Any proper subpath of a face-path of Q is minimal.

Proof. Suppose p is a proper subpath of a face-path f, starting at v := ¢(p). Let p’ be the subpath of f, such
that pp’ = f,. If p is not minimal, then by definition of thinness, [p] = [ f¢(®)] for some minimal path 7 from

v to h(p) and some integer C(p) > 0. Then [pp] = [f¢P)rp/] = [ff(p)rp’]. The path rp’ is a nonconstant
i

cycle, hence has a positive c-value C(rp’) > 0 by Remark By definition of thinness [rp’] = | Fore /)]. It
follows that

(o] = 9] = (£ '] = (£ f7070) = 7000,

which is a contradiction since C'(p) + C(rp’) > 1+ 1 = 2 but all face-paths trivially have a c-value of 1. Tt
follows that p is minimal. O

2.3 Cancellativity

We now see that a dimer model in a disk is thin if and only its dimer algebra is cancellative. We define the
cancellative closure of an ideal, which is used in the statement of our main theorem.

Definition 2.14. Let A = CQ/I be a path algebra with relations. We say that A is a cancellation algebra,
or that A (or I) is cancellative, if the following property is satisfied: For any choice of m € Z~( and paths
a,b,{p; : i€ [m]} and weights {¢c; € C : i € [m]} satisfying h(a) = t(p;) and h(p;) = t(b) for all i € [m],
we have [a (3", ¢ipi)b) € I < [D°1", ¢;pi] € I. We call this the cancellation property.

When A = CQ/I is a dimer algebra, the ideal I is generated by commutation relations of the form
[p] — [g], where p and ¢ are paths of Q with ¢(p) = t(¢) and h(p) = h(g). In this case, the condition
of being cancellative amounts to the condition that, for paths p,q,a,b of @ with h(a) = t(p) = t(q) and
t(b) = h(p) = h(g), we have [apb] — [agh] € I <= [p] — [g] € I. It is not hard to see that the thinness
condition implies cancellativity; in fact, the reverse implication also holds.

Theorem 2.15 ([5, Theorem A]). A dimer model Q is thin if and only if Ag is cancellative.

Definition 2.16. Let J be a subset of a path algebra CQ. The cancellative closure J® of J is defined to be
the intersection of all cancellative ideals containing J:

J* = N I.

IDJ a cancellative
ideal of CQ



Lemma 2.17. If J C CQ, then J® is a cancellative ideal.

Hence, the cancellative closure J*® is the smallest cancellative ideal containing J.

Proof. Since J*® is an intersection of ideals, it is itself an ideal. We now show that it is cancellative. Take
m € Zso and paths a,b,{p; : i € [m]} and weights {¢; € C : 4 € [m]} satisfying h(a) = t(p;) and
h(p;) = t(b) for all i € [m]. Then

[a(z cipi)b] € J® <= [a(z ¢ip;)b] € T for any cancellative ideal I D J
i=1 i=1

— [Z ¢ipi] € I for any cancellative ideal T D J
i=1

<~ [Zcipi] e Je.
=1

This shows that J*® is cancellative. O

It is immediate that if J is a cancellative ideal, then J® = J.

2.4 Strand Diagrams and Bad Configurations

We define strand diagrams and connect them to dimer models. We show that a dimer model is thin if and
only if its strand diagram avoids certain bad configurations. The below definition is a reformulation of [6,
Definition 1.10].

Definition 2.18. Let X be a disk with a discrete set of n marked points on its boundary. A strand diagram
D in ¥ consists of a finite collection of oriented strands subject to the following conditions.

1.

Each boundary marked point is the start point of exactly one strand, and the end point of exactly one
strand.

Any two strands intersect in finitely many points, and each intersection involves only two strands.
Each intersection not at a marked boundary point is transversal.

Moving along a strand, the signs of its crossings with other strands alternate. This includes intersections
at a marked boundary point. We call this the alternating intersection property. See the figure below,
where the bold segment is boundary.

Any connected component C' of the complement of D in the interior of ¥ is an open disk. The boundary
of C' may contain a number of one-dimensional “boundary segments” of the boundary of ¥, in which
case C' is a boundary region. Otherwise, C' is an internal region. It follows from that any internal
region C' is either an oriented region (i.e., all strands on the boundary of the component are oriented
in the same direction) or an alternating region (i.e., the strands on the boundary of the component
alternate directions). See Figure [2} It follows from the above conditions that adjacent strands on the
boundary of a boundary region must alternate in direction. We consider all boundary regions to be
alternating, even if they have only one strand on the boundary.

The diagram D is called a Postnikov diagram if in addition it satisfies the following conditions.
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Figure 2: One oriented (left) and two alternating (right) regions. The bold segment is boundary.
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Figure 3: The three bad configurations.

1. No subpath of a strand is a closed cycle.

2. No two strand segments intersect twice and are oriented in the same direction between these intersection
points.

In other words, bad configurations shown in Figure [3] and described below must not appear in order for D
to be a Postnikov diagram:

1. A strand which intersects itself through a cycle as forbidden in , called a self-intersecting strand.
2. A strand in the interior as forbidden in , called a closed cycle.
3. Two strand segments which intersect in the same direction as forbidden in , called a bad lens.

The diagram D is connected if the set of strands is connected. Equivalently, D is connected if every boundary
region has exactly one boundary segment of the disk X.

See the left of Figure |§| for an example of a strand diagram (overlayed onto a dimer model). A (k,n)-
Postnikov diagram is a Postnikov diagram such that the strand starting at vertex j ends at vertex j — k for
all j € [n].

Definition 2.19. Let D be a connected strand diagram. We associate to D a dimer model Qp on a
disk as follows. The vertices of Qp are the alternating regions of D. When the closures of two different
alternating regions v; and ve meet in a crossing point between strands of D, or at one of the marked
boundary points, we draw an arrow between v; and wvs, oriented in a way consistent with these strands,
as shown in Figure The counter-clockwise (respectively clockwise) faces of Qp are the arrows around
a counter-clockwise (respectively clockwise) region of D. The result is a thin dimer model in a disk [20]
Proposition 2.11].

We may also go in the other direction.

G gt

Figure 4: The arrows between two alternating faces. The bold arrow is a boundary arrow.



Definition 2.20. Let @) be a dimer model. We associate a connected strand diagram D¢ to @ as follows.
For any arrow a of @, let v, be the point in the center of « in the embedding of @ into S(Q). For any
two arrows a and /3 of @ such that Sa is a subpath of a face-path, we draw a path from v, to vg along the
interior of the face containing S«a. Label the endpoints of strands along the boundary of D from 1 to n such
that the jth point lies along the blossom arrow immediately clockwise of the jth boundary vertex of D. See
the left of Figure [9] for a dimer model with its strand diagram overlayed.

The above constructions are mutual inverses, and hence establish a correspondence between connected
strand diagrams and dimer models. The following was shown for dimer models on the disk corresponding to
(k,n)-diagrams in [4] and for general dimer models on the disk in [5].

Theorem 2.21 ([5]). A dimer model in a disk is thin if and only if its strand diagram has no bad configu-
rations (i.e., if it is a (k,n)-Postnikov diagram).

2.5 Decorated Permutations

We now connect dimer models with positroids through decorated permutations. A decorated permutation is
a permutation 7 on [n] along with a coloring of the fixed points in two colors. If ¢ is a fixed point of 7, we
write (i) =i or m(i) = i to denote this coloring. Decorated permutations are a positroid cryptomorphism.
In other words, a decorated permutation determines a positroid, and vice versa. The positroid associated to
a decorated permutation 7 is connected if [n] cannot be broken into two cyclically contiguous subsets S and
T such that 7(S) C S and 7(T') C T. We also say that 7 is connected in this case; such permutations are also
called stable-interval-free in the literature. In [I7], strand diagrams were related to decorated permutations
and it was shown that up to certain moves, a strand diagram is determined by its decorated permutation.

Definition 2.22. Let D be a strand diagram with no bad configurations. For a marked boundary point 4
of D, let z; be the strand beginning at i. The decorated permutation wp of D is the decorated permutation
of [n] such that if ¢ # h(z;) then 7(i) = h(z;), if i = h(z;) and z; winds clockwise then 7(z;) = h(z;), and if
t = h(z;) and z; winds counter-clockwise then 7(i) = h(z;). If @Q is a thin dimer model, then the decorated
permutation g of @ is the decorated permutation of its associated strand diagram.

The permutation of the dimer model in the left of Figure [9]is 256134 in one-line notation.
The following lemma is implicit in many works surrounding strand diagrams, but the authors are unable
to find a direct proof. We include one here for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 2.23. Let D be a strand diagram with no bad configurations. Then the decorated permutation mp
of D is connected if and only if D is connected.

Proof. If D is not connected, then it is immediate that mp is not connected. We must show the reverse
implication.

Figure 5: Proof of Lemma [2:23| with m = 3.

Suppose 7 is not a connected positroid. Then there are nonempty cyclically contiguous subsets A and B
of [n] whose disjoint union is [n] such that 7(A) = A and 7(B) = B. Choose these subsets such that B is a
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connected component of 7 (i.e., there is no B’ C B such that 7(B’) = B). Say j € Band j—1 € A. We say
that a strand of D is a strand of A if it starts and ends in A, and otherwise is a strand of B. Suppose that
the two strands at vertex j are oriented towards j — 1 as in Figure |5} the other case is symmetric.

Let z; be the strand coming out of vertex j. If the first strand to intersect z; after the boundary is a
strand of B, then let this strand be 25 and let z] be the substrand of z; from its start to this intersection. If
the first strand to intersect zo before this intersection with z; is a strand of B, then let this strand be z,,, and
let 2z} be the substrand of zo between these two intersection points. Continue on like this; suppose that at
some point we get some strand z,, such that the first strand to intersect z,, after its intersection with z,,_1,
if m is odd, or before its intersection with z,,_1, if m is even, is a strand w of A. Let 2], be the substrand of
Zm between its intersection with 2/ _; and w, and let z!/ be the substrand of z,, after its intersection with
w.

Suppose that m is odd, as in Figure |5} the even case is similar. Note that the substrands z1,..., 2., 2/,
form a segment which cuts out a smaller disk ¥’ containing the boundary vertices between j,j+1, ..., h(zn).
By the alternating intersection property, w enters ¥’ through its intersection with z/,. Since w is a strand
of A, it must leave this area after its intersection with 2/ . It cannot do this through an intersection
with 2!/ without creating a bad lens and it cannot do this through an intersection with 21, ..., 2/ without
contradicting our choice of w. It follows that no such w may exist.

Then this process of choosing z;’s must terminate through the choice of some z/, which reaches the

boundary of the disk. By the alternating intersection property, the substrands zi,...,z,, form a barrier
which separates the strands of B from the strands of A, hence no strand of B intersects any strand of A.
This shows that D is disconnected. O

In [I7, Corollary 14.7], it was shown that for any decorated permutation 7 there exists a strand diagram
D, with no bad configurations whose decorated permutation is 7. Since connected strand diagrams with no
bad configurations are in bijection with thin dimer models by Theorem we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 2.24. Let w be a connected decorated permutation. There exists a thin dimer model Q. whose
decorated permutation is .

The following result was proven first for (k, n)-Postnikov diagrams in [4], and for general dimer models on
disks in [I8]. Tt is proven by showing that certain moves on strand diagrams preserve the boundary algebra.
While these sources do not explicitly state that the isomorphism preserves the idempotents corresponding
to boundary vertices, this is clear by the proof.

Proposition 2.25 ([I8, Corollary 4.7]). If Q and Q' are thin dimer models such that 7o = mg, then there
s an isomorphism ¢ : Bo — Bg: which, for any boundary vertex j, sends the idempotent e; € Bg to the
idempotent e; € Bgr.

In light of Proposition [2.25] one may define the boundary algebra B™ of a connected positroid m to be the
algebra Bg where @ is any thin dimer model with decorated permutation 7. The goal of this paper is to
describe B™ in terms of .

2.6 Dimer Submodels

We now define dimer submodels, allowing us to pass to a smaller disk within a dimer model.

Definition 2.26. Let Q = (Qo,Q1,Q2) be a dimer model in a disk. A dimer submodel of @ is a dimer
model in a disk Q' = (Qf, Q}, Q%) such that Qf C Qo and (Q}, Q%) are all of the edges and faces in (Q1, Q2)
containing only vertices in Q.

If @ is a dimer model, then there is an embedding of @ into a disk. By choosing a set of faces of @ in
this embedding which themselves make up a disk, we get a dimer submodel of @. All dimer submodels of Q)
are obtained in this way.

The following result is a special case of [B, Theorem 5.3]. We provide a proof here for the convenience of
the reader.
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Theorem 2.27 ([B, Theorem 5.3]). If Q is thin, then any dimer submodel Q' of Q is thin. Moreover, paths
p and q of Q' are equivalent in Q' if and only if they are equivalent as paths of Q.

Proof. By Theorem thinness is equivalent to the absence of bad configurations of the associated strand
diagram. Restricting a dimer model to a submodel simply restricts the strand diagram, and hence may
not create bad configurations. This shows the first statement. We now address the latter statement. Take
paths p and ¢ of @ with the same start and end vertices. Without loss of generality we may suppose that
[p] = [¢f™] for some m > 0 in Q’. Then there is a sequence of basic morphs taking p to ¢f™ in Q’; this is
also a sequence of basic morphs in @, so [p] = [¢f™] in @ as well. Then [p] = [¢] in @’ if and only if m =0
if and only if [p] = [¢] in Q. O

3 Arrow-Defining Paths and Relation Numbers

We now prove some lemmas about thin dimer models using the algebraic thinness condition. We define
and give a preliminary characterization for the paths of the dimer algebra which give rise to arrows of the
boundary algebra. For any minimal path p, we define relation numbers comparing it to the paths from ¢(p)
to h(p) which follow along the boundary of the dimer model.

3.1 Arrow-Defining Paths and Direct Paths

In the following, let @) be a thin dimer model. Label the boundary vertices of @) from 1 to n in clockwise
order. See the dimer model on the left of Figure [0] For any i, there is a unique boundary arrow a; between
vertices ¢ and i+1. Moreover, the arrow a; has a unique return path R,,. If a; : ¢ = i+1 then we set z; :=
and y; := Ra,. If a; : i+ 1 — i then we set y; := a; and z; := R,,. Weset z:=Y "z, andy:=> o y;.
For convenience, we introduce the notation =} := z;%;+1 ... Tiym—1 and ¥;" = yi¥i—1...Yi—m+1. Then
™ = [e;2™] and [y ] = [e;y™]. We always consider indices of boundary vertices modulo n.

[}

Lemma 3.1. The following facts hold for all i € [n].
1. The compositions x;y; and y;x; are face-paths of Q.
2. The paths x; and y; are minimal.
3. There is an equality [xy] = [yz] in Ag.

Proof. 1t is clear by definition that x;y; and y;x; are face-paths of (), showing . Then by Lemma x;
and y; are minimal for all 7, showing . Moreover, x;y; and y;_1x;_1 are face-paths of @Q starting at the
same vertex e;, hence [z;y;] = [yi—12;—1] for all i € [n] by Remark showing . O

Corollary 3.2. Let p be a boundary path and let r be a minimal path from t(p) to h(p). Then [p] =
[(xy)C®P)r], where C(p) is the c-value of p.

Proof. This is the thinness property of Definition where the face-path of f starting at any boundary
vertex ¢ is chosen to be x;y;, which is a face-path by Lemma . O

Definition 3.3. Let p be a cycleless boundary path in (). Then p subdivides @ into a left side and a right
side. Let L(p) C @2 cousist of the set of faces which are to the left of p. Let R(p) C Q2 consist of the set of
faces which are to the right of p. Note that if ¢ is a left-morph of p and both are cycleless, then L(q) € L(p).
For any cycleless boundary paths p and ¢ between the same vertices, we say that ¢ is to the left of p (or p is
to the right of q) if L(q) C L(p) (equivalently, R(q) 2 R(p)).

The following two results appear in [5], but we prove them again here to be as self-contained as possible.
Proposition 3.4. Let p be any minimal boundary path and let ¢ be any rightmost path from t(p) to h(p).
Then p is to the left of q.
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Proof. Suppose to the contrary that p is not to the left of g. Then we may choose subpaths p’ and ¢’ of p
and ¢, respectively, such that p’(¢’)~! is a simple counter-clockwise loop (as a path in the disk X). Since
p is minimal, its subpath p’ must also be minimal. Let Q' be the dimer submodel given by restricting Q
to the area bounded by p’(¢’)~!. The submodel @’ is thin by Theorem m The path ¢ is rightmost in Q
so its subpath ¢’ is rightmost in Q’. Since ¢’ winds clockwise around the boundary of @’, it cannot have
any left-morphs, hence ¢’ is the only path in its equivalence class in @’. In particular, a face-path cannot
be factored out of ¢/, so ¢’ is minimal in Q" and [p/] = [¢'f™] in Q' for some m > 0. By Theorem m
[p'] = [¢'f™] in @, hence p’ is not minimal in @, a contradiction. O

Corollary 3.5. Let vi and ve be vertices of a thin dimer model Q. There is a unique minimal Tightmost
path from vy to va, and a unique minimal leftmost path from vy to vy.

Proof. We prove the existence of a unique minimal rightmost path; the leftmost result is dual. Let p be
any minimal path from v; to vo. We repeatedly take basic right-morphs to get a sequence p = pg, p1, ...
such that p;;1 is a basic right-morph of p;. This process must terminate in a rightmost path p,, since
R(pi+1) € R(p;) holds at each step. Moreover, if ¢ is any rightmost minimal boundary path from v to wvs,
then Proposition [3.4] shows that p,, is to the left of ¢ and, separately, that ¢ is to the left of p,,, hence we
must have p,, = q. Then p,, is the unique minimal rightmost path from v, to vs. O

Definition 3.6. A cycleless boundary path p of ¢ is

(a) direct if it passes through no boundary vertices other than its start and end vertices, and it is
(b) arrow-defining if every path in its equivalence class is direct.

It is immediate that any arrow-defining path is minimal, since for any boundary vertex i the face-path
x;y; factors through i+ 1 and y;_qx;—; factors through i — 1. We now show that the (path-equivalence classes
of) arrow-defining paths are precisely those which give rise to arrows in the Gabriel quiver of the boundary
algebra.

Lemma 3.7. Let QQ be a thin dimer model. There is an arrow from v to vy in the boundary algebra Bg if
and only if the minimal path from vy to ve in Ag is arrow-defining.

Proof. The path p gives an arrow of the boundary algebra if and only if no equivalent path factors through any
boundary vertices other than its start and end vertices. This is precisely the definition of an arrow-defining
path. O

We now relate arrow-defining paths and minimal leftmost and rightmost paths.

Proposition 3.8. Let v1 and ve be distinct boundary vertices of a thin dimer model Q. The following are
equivalent.

1. There is an arrow-defining path from vy to vs.
2. The minimal leftmost and rightmost paths from vy to ve are both direct.

Proof. If p is an arrow-defining path from v; to ve, then p is minimal and every path in its equivalence class
is direct. In particular, the minimal leftmost and rightmost paths are direct, showing that = .
On the other hand, suppose that the minimal leftmost path p; and the minimal rightmost path p, are both
direct and let p be any minimal path from v; to vo. Proposition [3.4] shows that p is to the left of p,, and
the dual of Proposition shows that p is to the right of p;. Hence, the path p lies in the area bounded
by p; and p,. In particular, p does not contain any boundary vertices aside from v; and wve, so p is direct.
Since this holds for any minimal path from v; to vo, we have shown that any minimal path from vy to vy is
arrow-defining. This ends the proof. O

A priori, checking if a path is arrow-defining requires computing every vertex through which a minimal
path may factor; Proposition [3.8| argues that it is possible to do this by only looking at the leftmost and
rightmost minimal paths. In the following, we will develop tools to compute rightmost and leftmost paths,
which will in turn let us compute arrows of the boundary algebra Bg via Lemma
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3.2 Relation Numbers of Paths

We use the structure of the arrows x; and y; between adjacent boundary vertices to define the relation
numbers of a minimal path, which compare it to a composition of ’s or a composition of y’s.

Definition 3.9. Let p be a boundary path. Let reach,(p) be the number in {0, ..., n—1} which is equivalent
to h(p) — t(p) modulo n. Similarly, let reach,(p) be the number in {0,...,n — 1} which is equivalent to
t(p) — h(p) modulo n.

reachy, (p)
t(p)—1

reach, (p)

Note that y and are paths from ¢(p) to h(p) and reach,(p) = n — reach,(p).

Definition 3.10. Let p be a nonconstant boundary path in Q. Define the right relation number Y (p) of p as

Y(p) := C(yi?;cﬁ(p)) —C(p). IfY(p) > 0, then Y (p) is the unique integer such that [p(zy)¥ P)] = [y:;)cﬁﬁ(p)];

on the other hand, if Y (p) < 0, then Y (p) is the unique integer such that [p] = [y;f;)cﬁ(p ) (zy)~Y®)]. Similarly,

define the left relation number X (p) of p to be X(p) := C’(x;((ez)c}”(p)) —C(p).

Intuitively, Y (p) measures how far the path p is from being equivalent to a composition of y’s. When p is

minimal, we may move and cancel z’s and y’s from the equations [p(zy)Y )] = [y;?:)cﬁyl(p)] and [p(zy)XP)] =
[x;?;)c B (p )] to get more relations of the dimer algebra.

Proposition 3.11. Suppose p is a minimal boundary path. Then

1. Y(p) < reachy(p) and [y:(e;)cfﬁ(_p;_y(p)] = [2™pa¥ ®)=™] holds in Ag for any 0 < m < Y (p), and

2. X(p) < reachy(p) and [x:(e;)cﬁjép)_x(p)] = [y™pyX P holds in Ag for any 0 < m < X(p).

Proof. We only show , since is symmetric. If Y(p) > reach,(p), then we can cancel (using that Ag

is cancellative by Theorem D the 3’s from the right side of the equation [p(xy)Y(P)] = [yzf;)cﬁﬁ(p )] to
get [paY (P)yY (p)—reachy(p)] — le¢(p)], which is a contradiction as a constant path may not be equivalent to a
nonconstant path. Hence, Y (p) < reach,(p). Fix m such that 0 < m < Y(p). We may write
reach,, m -m m,.m -m -m

W™ = [p(ay)Y ) = [(y) " play)Y O] = [y pa¥ @)mmyY @)=
where the second equality follows because [xy] is in the center of Ag and the third follows because [zy] = [yx].
Since Y (p) < reachy(p), we may cancel out all y’s from the left and right sides of the right hand term. The
resulting equation is [y;(eZ;Eyl(f;:Y(p)] = [z™paY P) =], O

We call the relations mentioned in and of Proposition the two cyclic sets of relations of p.
We wait until Example to give an example of these relations.

4 Calculating Arrows and Relation Numbers

We now show that the arrow-defining paths of a dimer model and their relation numbers may be calculated
from the associated strand diagram, decorated permutation, or Grassmann necklace. To do this, we will
need to understand rightmost paths in terms of strands.

As before, let @ be a thin dimer model and number the boundary vertices of @ from 1 to n, increasing
clockwise. We use the term strand-vertices to refer to the start and end points of the strands of ). Number
the strand-vertices from 1 to n increasing clockwise, such that strand-vertex ¢ is immediately clockwise of
the vertex i € ) and counter-clockwise of i + 1 € Q. See Figure[d] Given a boundary vertex v of the quiver
Q, we write v := v and v°¢ := v — 1 for the strand-vertices immediately clockwise and counter-clockwise of
v, respectively.

14



Definition 4.1. If i and j are distinct elements of [n], then we say that the (open) clockwise interval (i, j)
from i to j is the set {i + 1,4+ 2,...,5 — 1}, where addition is modulo n. We also use the notation [, j),
(4,7], and [i, j] for clockwise intervals which include either or both endpoints. In particular, we frequently
use this notation to refer to clockwise intervals of boundary vertices of ) or strand-vertices of the strand
diagram.

4.1 Understanding Rightmost Paths through Strand Diagrams

We first obtain results about rightmost (and leftmost) paths of @ from the information of the strand diagram.

Definition 4.2. Let v; and vy be boundary vertices of Q). A clockwise strand between vy and v, is a strand
from strand-vertex w; to strand-vertex ws, such that vgl, wy, wa, v{is a clockwise ordering (we may have
v§t = wy and/or wy = v$¢). We write CL(v2,v1) for the set of clockwise strands between vy and v;. Similarly,
we say that a counter-clockwise strand between v, and v; is a strand from w; to ws, where vfl, wa, wy, VS

is a clockwise ordering. We write CC(vq,v1) for the set of counter-clockwise strands between ve and v;.

Definition 4.3. Suppose vy + 1 # vy. Let S be a subset of CL(vq,v;). Define RY(S) to be the connected
component of the complement of the strands S in the disk which contains the boundary vertices v; and vs.
Define the extremal substrands of S to be the sub-paths of strands of S which run along the boundary of
RY(S). See Figure @ If the extremal substrands are connected, we say that S is extremally connected. If,
further, the union of the extremal substrands forms a path from v§ to v§¢, then we say that S is (vy,v)-
extremally connected, as in the left of Figure @ If vo + 1 = vy, then CL(vg,v1) is empty and we consider it
to be (v1,vg)-extremally connected. The right of Figure @] gives a non-(vp, vg)-extremally connected set of
strands of CL(vg, v1).

Suppose S is (v, vs)-extremally connected. The extremal substrands of S may be pasted together to
form a path zg from v to vy, viewed as either a composition of strand segments or a path of ). By definition,
if some internal arrow « is in zg, then it must either be preceded by o' or followed by o in zg, where o/«
and aq’ are subpaths of the clockwise face-path containing «. Hence, the set of arrows of ) which are not
in zg but share a clockwise face with arrows of zg paste together to form a rightmost path of @ from v; to
v, which we refer to as the rightmost return path rs of S. See the left of Figure [6] for an example.

If S is a collection of strands of CL(ve,v1) which is not (vq,vs)-extremally connected, then one may
break S into its maximal extremally connected components, draw a rightmost return path for each one, and
connect them with y;’s to obtain the rightmost return path rg from vy to vs. See the right of Figure [6]

Figure 6: Shown are two sets of strands S (left) and T' (right) of CL(v2,v1) and their corresponding paths
rg and rp, given by the blue arrows. The paths zg and zr consist of the black arrows (as paths in the dimer
model @) and are also drawn as the composition of the non-dotted segments of strands. Note that, on the
left, zg as a path in @) contains a face-path.
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We have defined a way to start with a set of strands S C CL(v2,v1) and obtain a rightmost path rs. We
now prepare to go in the other direction by realizing any rightmost path p as rg, where S is a set of strands

in CL(h(p), t(p))

Lemma 4.4. Let p be a cycleless rightmost boundary path. Let F be a clockwise face of Q in R(p). If vy
and vy are distinct vertices of p which belong to F', then the segment of p from vy to vy is the subpath of the
face-path F' from vy to vs.

Proof. Let o be the subpath of the face F' from v1 to vs. It suffices to prove the case when p does not pass
through any vertex in the segment ¢ other than v; and vs.

Let p’ be the segment of p from vy to vy. Since p passes through no other vertex of o, the path o(p’)~
must be a simple loop, and hence bound a disk which induces a dimer submodel Q' of ). The path o is
minimal in Q' by Lemma and p’ is rightmost, hence Proposition [3.4] shows that o is to the left of p’ in
Q@'. On the other hand, since F' is to the right of p in @, the path ¢ must be to the right of p’ in Q’. Then
o is both to the left and to the right of p’ in Q’, so we must have o = p’ (in Q' and in Q). O

1

Definition 4.5. A cycleless boundary path p of Q is right-direct if p factors through no vertex of (h(p), t(p)).
Symmetrically, p is left-direct if it factors through no vertex of (¢(p), h(p)).

A boundary path is direct if and only if it is both left-direct and right-direct. We say that a right-
direct component of a path p is a subpath p’ of p which starts and ends at vertices of (h(p),t(p)), but
does not otherwise use any arrows of (h(p),t(p)). Then any cycleless boundary path p factors uniquely as
D =DpP1...Pm, Where p; is the set of right-direct components of p. One my similarly factor a boundary path
as a composition of its left-direct components.

Definition 4.6. Let p be a right-direct rightmost path such that h(p) + 1 # t(p). We say that the right-
supporting faces of p are those clockwise faces in R(p) which share a vertex with p.

Let F be a right-supporting face of p. By Lemma [£.4] the arrows of F' which are not in p form a path
Y1 -+ Ym, Where m > 1. If m = 1, then p contains ¢ := §; ..., such that ;0 is a clockwise face-path by
Lemma [4.4] - since p is rightmost, it must be true that 7; is a boundary arrow. Since 71 is part of a clockwise
face, it is the arrow x; from j to j + 1 for some j. Then o is the path y;. Since p is right-direct, it must be
the case that o = p; this contradicts the assumption that h(p) + 1 # t(p). This shows that we must have
m > 2.

For any i € [m — 1], we say that the path v;v;41 is a right-supporting pair, or RSP, of p. If i > 1, then
YiYi+1 is an initial RSP. If i < m — 1, then ~;7v;41 is a terminal RSP. If there is a boundary arrow ~ in R(p)
beginning at t(p), then we consider v to be a terminal RSP. This occurs in the left of Figure @ Dually, if
there is a boundary arrow ¢ in R(p) ending at h(p), then we consider § to be an initial RSP. An RSP which
is neither initial nor terminal is a middle RSP. Note that an RSP is middle if and only if m = 2 (and, hence,
i =1). A right-supporting strand of p is a strand z containing an RSP of p.

If v;v:+1 is a non-terminal RSP of p contained in a right-supporting strand z, then the two arrows §4’
following ~;+1 in z lie in a right-supporting face F’ of p, and ¢(9) is a vertex of p. Then by Lemma 00’
is a non-initial RSP of p. Symmetrically, if v;7y;4+1 is a non-initial RSP of p in a right-supporting strand z,
then the two arrows preceding ~; in z form a non-terminal RSP of p. We then say that a right-supporting
substrand of a right-supporting strand z of p is a substrand of z of the form Bj ... B,,, where Bj is an initial
RSP, B,, is a terminal RSP, and B; is a middle RSP for i € {2,...,m — 1}.

In Figure[6] the strands z; form the right-supporting strands of rg on the left, and r7 on the right, and
their non-dotted substrands form the right-supporting substrands. See Figure [7] for an example of a single
right-supporting substrand.

Every right-supporting strand z of p contains a right-supporting substrand. Note that we may have
m = 1, in which case the RSP By is both initial and terminal.

Note that right-supporting substrands are contained entirely within R(p). Intuitively, a right-supporting
strand “hugs p” along its right-supporting substrand before “detaching from p” by going further into R(p).
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Figure 7: A rightmost path p and a right-supporting substrand.

If p is a right-direct rightmost path and h(p) + 1 = t(p), then we must have p = y(,) and we say that p
has no right-supporting strands. If p is an arbitrary rightmost boundary path, we decompose p = p; . .. pm,
where each p; is a right-direct component of p. Then we say that the right-supporting strands of p are the
union of the right-supporting strands of p; for every i € [m]. In this way we may consider the right-supporting
strands of an arbitrary rightmost boundary path.

Lemma 4.7. Let p be a rightmost cycleless boundary path. The right-supporting strands of p are strands of
CL(h(p), t(p)) which are contained entirely within R(p).

Proof. Since right-supporting strands are defined in terms of right-direct components, it suffices to consider
the case when p is right-direct. Let z5 be a right-supporting strand of p with right-supporting substrand
0. Let z(;r be the subpath of zs (considered as a path in @) after § until either zs ends, or has a shared
vertex with p. Factor p as pgp(;p;r, where ps is the segment of p which is contained the right-supporting
faces containing arrows of z5. We claim that, if zgr intersects with p, then its first intersection with p must
be with pg.

To show this this, number the right-supporting substrands of p as 61, ..., d,, so that §; begins at h(p)<,
and indices increase moving backwards along p until d,, ends at ¢(p)¢. It is immediate that the claim holds
for 6, as zs,, does not continue after d,,,. Suppose for some j > 1 that we have shown the claim for §;,1;
we show that it holds for j. Note that ¢; ends with an intersection with d;,1; see Figure |8 Since Z5+7‘+1 ends
with an intersection with p(}"j | or with a strand-vertex in (h(p), t(p)°), it is impossible for z;; to reach p;.
or ps; without creating a bad lens with 25, ,, a self-intersection with z;,, or a preliminary intersection wit
p};. See Figure 8| This completes the proof of the claim.

5
Ps; o0’ e
°
"' °

+
X

J
[ ]

Figure 8: z;j cannot leave R(p) through an intersection with p;, without forcing z;,, to do the same.

Symmetrically, one may prove that for any right-supporting substrand ¢ of p, either the substrand z;
(considered as a path in @) does not intersect p or its first intersection with p before d; is with pjy .

Now, we are able to show that neither z; nor z; intersect with p. Indeed, if z;r intersects with p, then by
the claim above, its first intersection must be with p}. To avoid a self-intersection, this forces z5 to cross out
of R(p) through an intersection with p}', contradicting the symmetrized claim. It follows that z; does not
intersect with p; symmetrically, z5 does not intersect with p. This shows that zs is contained entirely within
R(p). Note now that z; cannot reach any strand-vertex in [h(p)<!,¢(z; )] without crossing z; or crossing
out of R(p), both of which are forbidden, hence z; is forced to end between ¢(z; ) and t(p). It follows that
zg is in CL(h(p), t(p)). O

Proposition 4.8. Ifp is a cycleless rightmost boundary path from vy to va and S is the set of right-supporting
strands of p, then p =rg. Moreover, S is (v1,vs)-extremally connected if and only if p is right-direct.
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Proof. Right-supporting faces and right-supporting substrands are defined such that the arrows of p are
precisely the arrows of right-supporting faces of p which are not contained in right-supporting substrands of
p. Lemma shows that right-supporting strands of p are contained in R(p), hence that this is the same
as the arrows of right-supporting faces of p which are not contained in right-supporting strands of p. This
shows that p = rg.

It remains to show that S is (v1, ve)-extremally connected if and only if p is right-direct. If p factors
through no vertices of (vg,v1), then the right-supporting substrands of p paste together to form a path
from v§' to v$°, hence the set of right-supporting strands of p is (vq,vz)-extremally connected. On the
other hand, if p is not right-direct, then we may write p as a composition of boundary paths p;ps, where
h(p1) = t(p2) € (va,v1). Then any right-supporting strand of p either starts and ends in [h(p2)!, t(p2)°c], or
starts and ends in [h(p1)%, t(p1)°°], hence S cannot be extremally connected. O

We now argue that the relation number of a non-right-direct (minimal) rightmost boundary path may
be calculated from the relation numbers of its right-direct subpaths.

Lemma 4.9. Let p be a minimal rightmost boundary path. Let p = p1...pm, where each p; is a right-direct
component of p. Then Y (p) = i~ Y (p;) and any strand of CL(h(p),t(p)) is a strand of CL(h(p;),t(p;))
for exactly one 1.

Proof. By the definition of relation number, [y;(ezc)hj’ip i)] = [psf¥ ®9)] for each i € [m]. Then
m . reach,, reachy (pm
[pfZ Y @) = [py Y @] [ fY @] = [y (Pl)] ] (p )]'

t(p1)—1 t(pm)—1

Since p is minimal and hence cycleless, the vertices h(p) = h(pm), H(Pm—-1),- .., h(p1),t(p1) = t(p) must be
in clockwise order. Then we calculate Y. reachy(p;) = Y i~ t(p;) — h(p;) = t(p) — h(p) = reach,(p) using

a telescoping series, where each t(p;) — h(p;) and t(p) — h(p) is calculated modulo n so that it lies in [n]. It

then follows that [pfi=1 Y (®i)] = [?J:;)Cﬁﬁ(p)].

It is immediate that any strand of CL(h(p),t(p)) may be a strand of CL(h(p;),t(p;)) for at most one
i. Suppose that some strand z of CL(h(p),t(p)) is not a strand of any CL(h(p;),t(p;)). Then z begins
before ¢(p;) and ends after ¢(p;) for some j. Then r,, and hence p = rg, does not factor through ¢(p;), a

contradiction. This ends the proof. O

We now have the tools to understand minimal rightmost paths, their relation numbers, and their direct-
ness by looking at clockwise strands.

Theorem 4.10. Let v1 and vy be boundary vertices of Q. Then
1. the minimal rightmost path from v to v2 i TCL(ve,v1)s
2. the right relation number Y (rcy,(v,,0,)) 18 the cardinality of CL(vz,v1), and
3. the path rcy (v, 0, is Tight-direct if and only if CL(v2,v1) is (v1,v2)-extremally connected.

Proof. Proposition shows that the minimal rightmost path from v; to vy must be the (unique) rightmost
path which is to the left of all other rightmost paths from v; to vs. The first statement of Proposition [4.8
states that every rightmost path is of the form rg for some S C CL(v2,v1). It follows from the definition
that rcp,(v,,0,) i to the left of all such paths rg, hence is minimal; this shows . The second statement of
Proposition shows (3)).

It remains to show ([2). We show by induction on reach,(p) that Y (rcr(v,,0,) = |CL(v2,v1)[. The base
case is when v; — vz = 1; in this case, CL(v2,v1) is empty and ¢ (y,,0,) is simply y.,, which has a right
relation number of zero by definition. Now let p := 7¢r,(y,,0,) Such that va + 1 # v; and suppose we have
shown the result for rightmost paths p’ with reach, (p’) < reachy(p).
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If p factors through a vertex of (ve,v1), then we may write p = p1ps, where h(p1) = t(p2) € (ve,v1). It
follows from Lemma [4.9] and the induction hypothesis that

ICL(h(p), 1)) = 3" ICL () t ) = 3 Y (i) = Y ()
i=1 i=1

and the result is proven. We may now assume that p factors through no vertex of (vg,v1).

We claim that the path px,, from v; to vz + 1 is minimal. If not, then let r be the minimal path from
t(px) = v1 to h(pz) = ve + 1; then C(r) < C(pz). Then C(ry) < C(pzry) = 1, so ry is a minimal path
from v; to ve. On the other hand, the path ry is not to the left of the rightmost path p (since p cannot
factor through vy 4+ 1 € (va,v1)), which contradicts Proposition This shows that px is minimal. Let ¢
be the rightmost minimal path from ¢(pz) = v1 to h(pz) = ve + 1. Since ¢ is equivalent to px, we know that
[qy] = [pzy] has a c-value of one. It follows that

h(q)—t h(p)—t
Clyy ') +1 = C(my) Dg) +1 = Cl(wy) Day) = Cly 5 "),
In other words, Y (q) + 1 =Y (p).

Let z be the strand beginning at the boundary arrow in R(p) incident to ve = h(p). Then z is a right-
supporting strand of p, hence z is in CL(ve,v1) and CL(ve — 1,v1) U {2} = CL(v2,v1). The induction
hypothesis Y (q) = |CL(vy + 1,v1)| = |CL(v2,v1)| — 1 then gives the second equality of the calculation

Y(p) =Y (q) +1=|CL(v2 — 1,v1)| + 1 = [CL(v2, v1)|
and the proof is complete. O

We are now ready to state and prove the main result of this subsection, which characterizes arrow-defining
paths of () and their relation numbers in terms of clockwise and counter-clockwise strands.

Theorem 4.11. Let vy and vy be vertices of a thin dimer model Q. Then a minimal path p from vy to vs is
arrow-defining if and only if CL(va,v1) and CC(ve,v1) are both (v1,vq)-extremally connected. In this case,
X(p) = |CC(v2,v1)| and Y (p) = [CL(v2,v1)|.

Proof. By Proposition there is an arrow from v; to vy in the boundary algebra if and only if both the
minimal rightmost path and the minimal leftmost path from v; to ve are direct. Since the minimal rightmost
path is to the right of the minimal leftmost path, this is true if and only if the minimal rightmost path is
right-direct and the minimal leftmost path is left-direct. By Theorem (3), the former condition is true
if and only if CL(vg,v1) is (v1, vg)-extremally connected; dually, the latter condition is true if and only if
CC(va, v1) is (v1, v2)-extremally connected. The first statement of the theorem follows. By Theorem [4.10] (2),
the relation number Y (p) of the minimal path p from v; to v is the cardinality of CL(vq,v1). Dually, the
relation number X (p) of p is the cardinality of CC(vg,v1). This shows the final statement. O

We will see that the boundary algebra is determined by the arrows between nonadjacent vertices and their
relation numbers. When v; and v are adjacent, the process of applying Theorem is slightly simplified.
If, for example, v1 + 1 = vy, then CL(vg,v1) is empty and (v1, ve)-extremally connected by definition, hence
we need only verify whether CC(vg,v1) is extremally connected in order to check whether the minimal path
Zy, from vy to v1 + 1 = vy is arrow-defining. Either way, CL(v2, v1) is empty, and hence the relation number
Y (z,,) = 0.

Example 4.12. Figure [ shows a dimer model with strand diagram on the left. If we let v; = 3 and
vy = 1, then the strands of CL(vg,v1) and CC(vg,v1) are highlighted. One can see that both sets are
(v1, v9)-extremally connected, so there is an arrow-defining path o from 3 to 1 in @ by Theorem This
result also gives us relations. Since |CL(vq,v1)| = 1 = X () and |CC(ve, v1)| = 2 = Y (), we have

[o(2y)?] = [25] and [a(2y)] = [y3]-

19



Starting from these relations and using that [xy] is in the center of the dimer model and the relation
[zy] = [yx], one calculates

[a(y2)?] = [25]  [(zy)elyz)] = [25] [(2y)*a] = [25] [a(zy)] = [13] [(yz)e] = [y3]
= [#3] [yay] = [=3] [y?a] =[x loa] = [y2]  [wa] = [w1],

where the bottom row is obtained by cancelling the z’s from the extreme sides of the top row. The relations
of the bottom row are the cyclic sets of relations associated to « as in Proposition [3.11

One may check that for any other choice of nonadjacent wy and we, either CL(wsy,w;) or CC(ws, wy) is
not (wsg, wy)-extremally connected, hence a is the only nonadjacent arrow-defining path of . Similarly, one
may check using Theorem that all paths x; and y; are arrow-defining, with the exception of y; and ys.
This explains which adjacent arrows appear in the Gabriel quiver.

6 _——— 1
.\/.

L5
Ys

5e 2: 1|« °?2
./_\.

Figure 9: On the left is a dimer model with its strand diagram overlayed. Strands of CL(3,1) and CC(3,1)
are in red, and other strands are in blue. On the right is the Gabriel quiver of its boundary algebra. The
nonadjacent arrow « is shown in red and labelled with 2 : 1 to denote that X(a) = 2 = |CC(3,1)| and
Y(a) =1=|CL(3,1)|.

4.2 Decorated Permutations

Theorem shows that we may understand minimal paths of  and their relation numbers through the
strand diagram. The definition of extremal connectedness used in this result appears to use information
about the strand diagram other than the start and end points of strands. On the other hand, we saw in
Proposition that the isomorphism class of the boundary algebra Bg depends only on the underlying
decorated permutation 7 of ). It is then a reasonable desire to obtain information about the boundary
algebra directly from this permutation, so that the boundary algebra B™ of a positroid m may be calculated
without choosing a representative dimer model . We now show that extremal connectedness may be
verified only from the information of the start and end points of strands and we use this to obtain a version
of Theorem [4.11] using the decorated permutation rather than the strand diagram.

Recall that an inversion of w is an index i € [n] such that 7(7) < ¢ and a noninversion of 7 is an index
i € [n] such that 7(¢) > .

Lemma 4.13. Let 7 be a connected decorated permutation of [n] and let vi,vo € [n] be distinct elements.
There exists a thin dimer model with decorated permutation w such that

1. any two strands of CC(va,v1) intersect at most once, and

2. any two strands of CL(ve,v1) intersect at most once.
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Proof. By cyclically permuting the groundset [n], it suffices to suppose that v = 1. Observe that each strand
of CC(1,v;1) corresponds to an inversion of 7 and each strand of CL(1,v;) corresponds to a noninversion
of . Let @ be the dimer model of the Le-diagram with decorated permutation 7 as in [I7]. The surface
of the Le-diagram (homeomorphic to a disk) looks like a Young tableau, with a unique upper-left corner
and potentially many lower-right corners. See Figure Any strand z corresponding to an inversion of 7
may be drawn as 2~ 27, where 2~ moves up and to the left, and 2™ moves straight right. See Figure [10| for
two examples. By properties of Le-diagrams, an intersection between two inversion strands z; 27" and 25 25
must occur, without loss of generality, between 2" and z, . It follows that any two inversion strands may
intersect at most once, and hence that two strands of CC(1,v;) may intersect at most once.

Figure 10: Two inversion strands drawn in a Le-diagram. The segments z; are in red, and the segments z;r
are in blue.

Similarly, any two strands corresponding to noninversions of m may intersect at most once, hence any
two strands of CL(vg, v1) may intersect at most once. O

Recall the definition of the clockwise interval (7, ) from Definition
Corollary 4.14. Let vy and vy be distinct boundary vertices of Q. Then

1. CL(vq,v1) is (v1,ve2)-extremally connected if and only if every vertex of (va,v1) is to the left of some
strand of CL(vq,v1), and

2. CC(ve,v1) is (v1,va)-extremally connected if and only if every vertex of (v1,va) is to the right of some
strand of CC(vg,v1).

Proof. We show ; the proof of is symmetric. By Lemma we may choose a dimer model Q' with
the same decorated permutation 7 as ) such that two strands of CLg(v2,v1) intersect at most once and
two strands of CCq (v2,v1) intersect at most once.

We first show that CLg(ve,v1) is (v1,v2)-extremally connected if and only if CLg (v2,v1) is (v1,v2)-
extremally connected. By Theorem , the set CLg(v2,v1) is (v1, v2)-extremally connected if and only
if no minimal path from v; to ve in By factors through a vertex of (v1,v2). By Proposition this is true
if and only if no minimal path from vy to v in Bgr factors through a vertex of (v1,v2). By Theorem
(now applied to @’), this is true if and only if CLg/(vs, v1) is (v, v2)-extremally connected.

It remains to show that (vq,ve)-extremal connectedness of CL¢(vs,v1) is equivalent to the condition
that every vertex of (va,v1) is to the left of some strand of CL¢/ (v, v1). All of the following calculations
will be done in Q.

First, it is immediate that if the latter condition holds, then CL¢ (ve, v1) is (v1, v2)-extremally connected.
We show the forwards implication. Suppose that CLg (v2,v1) is extremally connected and order the right-
supporting substrands of p := TCLgy (va,01) 88 1D Definition as 01,...,0m, where &; begins at h(p)“
and indices of substrands increase moving backwards along p. Since CLg(vs,v1) is extremally connected,
these substrands paste together to form a path from v§! to v§¢. Let z1,..., 2, be the strands containing
the substrands d1,...,d,,. All of these are in CL¢/ (v, v1) by Lemma hence by choice of @' the only
intersection between z; and z;41, for i € [m — 1], must be the intersection occurring between §; and §;41.
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Figure 11: Using the existence of the strands {z1,22} and Corollary there must exist a strand z,, €
CL(v2,v1) with w to its left.

Then v§ < t(2;) < t(zip1) < h(zi) < h(zi41) < v$¢ is a clockwise ordering for all i € [m — 1]. It follows that
every vertex in (ve,v1) must be to the left of at least one of the strands z;.

We have shown that CLg/(ve,v1) is (v1,v2)-extremally connected if and only if every vertex of (vg,v1)
is to the left of some strand of CL¢/(v2,v1). Since Q" and @ have the same decorated permutation, this is
true if and only if every vertex of (ve,v1) is to the left of some strand of CLg(v2,v1). This completes the
proof. O

Consider Figure Looking only at the strands {z1, 22}, one sees that CL(ve,v1) is (v1,v2)-extremally
connected. On the other hand, the vertex w € (v2,v1) is not to the left of z; or zo. Corollary implies
that there must exist some strand z,, € CC(v2,v;) which has w to its left, if the dimer model in question is
thin.

We now use Corollary to prove a version of Theorem using decorated permutations.

Theorem 4.15. Let QQ be a thin dimer model with decorated permutation w. Let vi and vy be distinct
boundary vertices of Q. The minimal path p from vy to vy is arrow-defining if and only if

1. for every verter w € (va,v1), there is a number j € [v§, w] such that 7(j) € [w,v$%], and
2. for every verter w € (v1,vq), there is a number j € [w, v§¢] such that 7(j) € [v§l, wee].

In this case, Y (p) = #{i € [n] : v§ <i < (i) < v$°is a clockwise ordering}, and X (p) = #{j € [n]
v§l < 7(j) < j < s is a clockwise ordering}.

We remark that states precisely that for any vertex w clockwise of vy and counter-clockwise of vy,
there is some strand z such that v; and vy are to the right of z, but w is to the left of z. Condition (2|) may
be interpreted symmetrically.

Proof. Tt is immediate that (1) is equivalent to Corollary (1) and that is equivalent to Corol-
lary ([@). Then Corollary and the first part of Theorem shows that the minimal path p from

v1 to vg is arrow-defining if and only if and both hold.

Moreover, note that some i € [n] satisfies v§! < i < (i) < v$ if and only if the strand 2; is in CL(v2, v1),
and some j € [n] satisfies v{ < 7(j) < j < v$¢ if and only if z; € CC(va,v1). Then applying the second part
of Theorem yields the desired values of Y (p) and X (p). O

We remark that if ve 4 v1, the interval (vg,v1) is empty, hence condition of Theorem is vacuous
and one must only check condition in order to verify that there is an arrow-defining path between v; and
vg. Similarly, if v1 + 1 = vy then condition is vacuous and one must only check condition .

One may see that the calculations of Example work based only on the start and end points of the
strands, hence may be done by thinking only of the decorated permutation.
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4.3 Grassmann Necklaces

Grassmann necklaces [16] [I7] are another positroid cryptomorphism. In this section, we show that the arrow-
defining paths and relation numbers of the boundary algebra of a positroid also admit a nice interpretation
in terms of the Grassmann necklace of the positroid.

Definition 4.16 ([I7, Definition 16.1]). A Grassmann necklace of type (k,n) is a sequence Z = (I, ..., 1)
of subsets I; € ([Z]) such that, for ¢ € [n], we have I;41 2 I;\{i}, where ¢ + 1 is calculated modulo n.

In other words, either I;11 = I; or I;;1 is obtained from I; 3 ¢ by deleting ¢ and adding in a different
element.

Definition 4.17. Let @ be a dimer model. Its associated Grassmann necklace is the sequence Zg =
(I1,...,1I,) of k-subsets of [n] defined by

I; = {j € [n] : the boundary vertex i is to the right of the strand z; starting at the strand-vertex j}.

If @ is thin, then no strand starts and ends at the same strand-vertex, hence I; # I, for all <. The
following corollary is a translation of Theorem [4.15] to the language of Grassmann necklaces.

Corollary 4.18. Let Q) be a thin dimer model with Grassmann necklace I = (I1,...,I,). Let v1 and vy
be distinct boundary vertices of Q. There is an arrow-defining path p from vy to vs if and only if

1. for any vertex w € (va,v1), we have I, 2 I,, N I,,, and

2. for any vertex w € (v1,v2), we have L, L I, UL,,.
The relation numbers are calculated as Y (p) = |[vz,v1) N Iy, N 1y, | and X (p) = |[v1,v2)\ (L, U L, ).
Proof. Fix w € (v2,v1). For any j € [n], we have that j € I,, N1, but j & I,, if and only if j € [vS!, w*] and

7(7) € [w, v{°]. Hence, the condition that w is to the left of some strand starting in [v§',w°] and ending
in [w, v$] (i.e., condition (I of T heorem is equivalent to the condition that there is some element of
I,, N I,,, which is not an element of I, (i.e., condition (1)) of Corollary [4.18). One may similarly show that
condition f Theorem is equivalent to condition of Corollary Then applying Theorem
shows that (1) and are equivalent to the existence of an arrow-defining path p from vy to vs.

The same theorem states that Y (p) is the number of integers i such that v§! < i < w(i) < v§¢ is a
clockwise order. In fact, this condition on 7 is equivalent to the condition that ¢ € I, N I,, N [v2,v1). This
shows the statement about Y (p); the statement about X (p) is proved similarly. O

Example 4.19. We revisit the dimer model of Example The Grassmann necklace is given by
(123, 234, 134, 145, 156, 126)

where we write, for example, 123 to denote {1, 2,3} for readability. Let v; = 3 and v = 1; we have I5 = 134
and I; = 123. The intersection I3 N I; = 13 is not contained in Iy = 234. The union I; U I3 = 1234 does
not contain Iy, I5, or Is. Hence, Corollary shows that there is an arrow-defining path p from 3 to 1. Its
relation number Y (p) is [{1,2} N (11 N I3)| = [{1}| = 1, hence [p(zy)] = [y3].

On the other hand, if we take (for example) vy = 4 and v = 1, we see that Iy N I; = {1} is contained in
I3, hence Corollary shows that there is no arrow-defining path from 4 to 1.

4.4 Grassmannian Relations

Baur, King, and Marsh showed in [4] that if @ comes from a Postnikov (k, n)-diagram D (i.e., if the decorated
permutation of () sends vertex i to i — k for each i), then the relations [zy] = [yz] and [z*] = [y"~*] hold.
In [7, Proposition 3.6] it was shown that these same relations hold for general thin dimer models in disks.
The former relation [zy] = [yx] was explicitly shown in Lemma . In this subsection, we provide a
more direct proof of the latter relation [#¥] = [y"~*] using the theory of relation numbers and rightmost
paths developed above.
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Lemma 4.20. If Q is a thin dimer model, then the relation [2*] = [y"~*] holds in Ag, where k is the
number of noninversions of the decorated permutation m¢g.

Proof. We wish to show that [z}] = [y =] for all j € [n], where k is the number of noninversions of 7. In
fact, it is sufficient to show that the relation [z¥] = [y ~*] holds, since the number of (non)inversions does
not change upon cyclically shifting the vertex labels. For readability, we thus perform all calculations for
j =1, even though they do not fundamentally differ for arbitrary j € [n].

Let V! be the set of strand-vertices [1°, (k +1)°] and let V" be the set of strand-vertices [(k + 1), 1°°].
Let S, be the set of strands starting at a vertex of V! and ending at a vertex of V". Let S,; be the set of
strands starting at a vertex of V" and ending at a vertex of V.

By counting the strands beginning in V" (of which there are n — k), one observes that n — k = |S,| +
|CC(1,k + 1)| + |CL(k + 1,1)]. By noting that the inversions of w (of which there are n — k) are precisely
the beginning strand-vertices of strands of S,;, CC(k + 1,1), and CC(1,k + 1), one observes that n — k =
|Sr] + |CC(1, k + 1)| + |CC(k + 1,1)|. Subtracting these descriptions of n — k, we see that

0=(n—k)—(n—k)=|CL(k+1,1)| — |CC(k + 1, 1)].

Let p be the minimal path from 1 to k + 1. Theorem states that X (p) = |CC(k + 1,1)] and Y (p) =
|CL(k + 1,1)| — the above calculation shows that these are the same, hence X (p) = Y (p). In other words,

(23] = [p(ey) ¥ P] = [p(ay)" ] = [y "),

completing the proof. O

Remark 4.21. As in [7, Definition 2.5], the value k (referred also as the type of Q) may alternatively be
calculated as

#{counter-clockwise faces} — #{clockwise faces} + #{boundary arrows in clockwise faces}.

Moreover, when ) comes from a Le-diagram D [I7], k is the height of D.

We call the relations [ry] = [yz] and [z¥] = [y"~*] the Grassmannian relations of the dimer algebra
Ag. The permutation 256134 (in one-line notation) of the model of Example (Figure @ has three
noninversions, hence k = 3 and [23] = [?].

5 Describing Boundary Algebras

We use the results of the previous sections to calculate the boundary algebra of a thin dimer model with a
given connected decorated permutation. Let m be a connected decorated permutation with k£ noninversions
and let @ be a thin dimer model whose decorated permutation is m, which exists by Lemma[2.24] Recall the
definition of the boundary algebra Bg of @) from Definition and the definition of an arrow-defining path
from Definition Since arrow-defining paths are minimal, there is at most one arrow-defining path up to
path-equivalence from v, to vy for any vertices vy,v2 € @. It follows from Lemma @ that arrow-defining
paths correspond to arrows of the Gabriel quiver of the boundary algebra Bg. We say that an arrow of the
boundary algebra (equivalently, an arrow-defining path) is nonadjacent if its source and target vertices are
not (cyclically) adjacent to each other.

Let Qp,» be the circle quiver on n vertices such that each ¢ has a single arrow z; to ¢ + 1 and a single
arrow y;—1 to ¢ — 1 modulo n. Baur, King, and Marsh showed in [ Corollary 10.4] that the boundary
algebra of a thin (k, n)-dimer model (i.e., one whose decorated permutation sends j — j — k) is isomorphic
to Qr.n/Ik.m, for Ir , the ideal generated by the Grassmannian relations [vy] = [yx] and [2#¥] = [y"~*] of
Lemma and Lemma is the boundary algebra of the Grassmannian Gr(k,n).

Let Q7 be the quiver obtained by starting with Q. ,, and drawing an arrow «,, : t(p) — h(p) for every
(equivalence class of a) nonadjacent arrow-defining path [p]. Theorem shows how the (nonadjacent)

24



arrow-defining paths and their relation numbers may be calculated from the strand diagram, justifying the
notation. Let I7 be the cancellative closure of the ideal generated by sum of the Grassmannian relations
and the nonadjacent relations:

17 = ({ay) — [wal, =" Y W@ = p(ay) @),

PENBP(Q)

where NBP(Q) is the set of nonadjacent boundary paths of @ up to equivalence class. Again, Theo-
rem describes how to calculate the elements of NBP(Q) and their relation numbers based only on
m. By Lemma Lemma, and Theorem these relations hold in the dimer algebra, hence they
must hold in the boundary algebra. Then the boundary algebra By is a quotient of CQ7 /IT. We show that,
in fact, equality holds.

Theorem 5.1. Let Q be a thin dimer model with decorated permutation . Then its boundary algebra Bg
is isomorphic to BT := CQT/IT.

Proof. As explained above the theorem statement, B is some quotient of CQ7 /IT. Then Bg = CQ7/J for
some set of relations J containing I7. If Bg 2% CQZ/IT, then this containment is strict and we may choose
a relation of J which is not in I7. Since the relations of Ag are generated by commutation relations [p] — [g]
(for paths p and g of @ with h(p) = h(q) and t(p) = t(q)), the algebra Bg is also generated by commutation
relations and we may choose a relation of the form [p] — [¢] for paths p and ¢ of Q7.

We perform a series of simplifications. First, we show that p and ¢ may be assumed to consist only of
2’s and y’s. First, the boundary path p may be taken to be of the form

p= x:(lp)yslalxrzy”ag coeaqpxty ety St
for nonadjacent arrow-defining paths a; and r;,s; > 0. We similarly may take ¢ to be of the form
y S5 Yy Yy
r! ’ ’ / ’ ’ ’ ’
4= ke Ty ey,

Without loss of generality suppose that M := Y!_ Y (a;) is greater than or equal to 25;1 Y (a}). We now
multiply both sides of the relation [p] — [¢] by [(xy)*]. Since J and I7 both obey the cancellation property,

pl—ld €J < [pz™]—[gz"] € J

and
Pl —ld € I7 <= [pa™]—[qy™] ¢ IT.

We then see that [pz] —[gy™] is a relation in J\I7. Using that [z]’s and [y]’s commute (by Lemmal3.1)) and

using the relations [yi?ic)h v g‘“)] — [ai(xy)Y (@] € I7NJ, we may substitute out all nonadjacent arrow-defining
mq

paths a; from the left hand side of this relation to get that [pz™] — [xt(p)ym2 cox™y™] e JNIT for some

m; > 0. Similarly, we see that [gz] — [x:?;))ym; .a™y™v] e JOIT for some m/ > 0. Hence, the relation

[:E?(l;)ymé LMy — [x;’(g)ym2 ...a&™] is in J\IT. Moreover, since z’s and y’s commute (Lemma , we
may write this relation as [z?lycl] — [x;’?y‘:?} € J\IT for some b;,c; > 0. By applying the Grassmannian
relation [2¥] — [y"~*] € J N IT, we may further assume that 0 < b; < k. Without loss of generality suppose

b1 > bs.
If ¢; > co, then cancelling 2 from the left and > from the right via the cancellation property gives
that the relation
e )
is in J but not I7. Since this relation is not in I7, the left hand side must not be constant. On the other
hand, a nonconstant path may not be equivalent to a constant path in Bg = CQ7/J, as this relation would
also hold in the dimer algebra Ag, so we have a contradiction.
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We may then suppose that ¢; < ¢3. The cancellation property (of J and I7) gives that the relation
[x;’-l*bQ] — [yj2,"] is in J but not I7. Since a constant path cannot be equivalent to a nonconstant path
in Bg = CQ7/J, we must have 0 < b := by — by and 0 < ¢ := ¢z — ¢1. Moreover, since 0 < by < k, we

have 0 < b < k. We must have b + ¢ > n in order for the starts and ends of both sides to match, hence

¢ > (n—k). Multiplying the equation [:Eg] —[yj_1] by [F~P] gives a relation [y;L__lk] = [xé“] =] ;:’f*‘b(:ﬂy)k*b]
of J. Since b+ ¢ > n, we must have ¢ — k + b > n — k, so cancelling out yj”:lk from the left hand side gives
le;] = [yjc-:?+b(xy)k_b] in Bg = CQ7Z/J, a contradiction. O

Remark 5.2. Theorem [5.1] tells us that the combinatorics of the nonadjacent arrows determines the bound-
ary algebra B™. More concretely, the data of

1. the pair (k,n),
2. the set S of nonadjacent arrows of B™, and
3. a right relation number Y («) for each arrow of s,

which is obtained in Theorem from the permutation 7, is enough to determine the boundary algebra
B7. In future works, we will give a combinatorial characterization of the forms this data may take.

Theorem gives a presentation CQT/IT of the boundary algebra of a connected positroid 7. On the
other hand, the ideal I7 may not be contained in the square of the arrow ideal. In other words, the quiver
Q7T appearing in Theorem may not be the Gabriel quiver of Bg because certain arrows x; and y; of Q7
may not appear in the Gabriel quiver of Bg. We now account for this.

Theorem may be used to find the adjacent paths z; and y; which are not arrow-defining based on
the strand diagram. Let Q™ be the quiver obtained from Q7 by deleting all arrows x; and y; which are not
arrow-defining. In Q7, define x} to be the path from ¢ to ¢ + 1 as follows: either z; is arrow-defining and
x} := x4, or x; is not arrow-defining and 7 is a composition of arrow-defining paths realizing x;. We define
= Zie[n] x}, and we define y; and y’ analogously. We may then define an ideal I™ of Q™ by taking the
definition for IT and replacing x with 2’ and y with 3’:

I" = {l'y] = 2L T 1" D (- @] = pa'y) DT,
PENBP(Q)

Corollary 5.3. If Q is a thin dimer model with decorated permutation m, then I™ is an admissible ideal of
Q™ and there is an isomorphism Bg = CQ™/I™.

Corollary then gives an admissible presentation CQ™/I™ of the boundary algebra of a connected
positroid .

Example 5.4. We return to our running Example We already calculated the Gabriel quiver based on
the strand diagram (and decorated permutation and Grassmann necklace). There is one nonadjacent arrow
a:3— 1 with X(a) =2 and Y («) = 1. This gives the relations

[o(wy)?] = [25] and [a(zy)] = [13].

The decorated permutation given by the strand diagram is 256134 (in one-line notation) and has 3 nonin-
versions, so k = 3. Hence, the Grassmannian relations are [zy] = [yx] and [2°] = [y3]. By adding an arrow
a from 3 to 1 to the circle quiver Qi ,, we obtain Q7, pictured in the center of Figure By Theorem [5.1
taking the cancellative closure of the ideal generated by

([zy] = [yal), ([2°] = [¥*), (lelzy)] - [3])
gives the ideal I7 such that Bg = CQL/I7.
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In this case, we may give a more concrete description of the relations of Bg. As calculated in Exam-
ple 4.12| one may start from the relations [a(xy)?] = [23] and [a(zy)] = [y3] and use that [ry] commutes
with everything and the relation [zy] = [yz] to calculate

[y ) =125 [(@y)alyz)] = [z5] [(zy)*a] =[25] [a(zy)] = [y3] [(y=)e] = [43]
[oy?] = [23] [yoy] = 2] ol =[23]  [oa]=[y2]  [ze] =[u],

where the bottom row is obtained by cancelling the z’s from the extreme sides of the top row. The relations
of the bottom row are the cyclic sets of relations associated to o as in Proposition In this case, these
relations (along with the Grassmannian relations) generate the ideal I7T; this is not true for arbitrary thin
dimer models, as we will see in Example [5.5]

Note that IT is not admissible as it contains the relations [ax| = [y2] and [za] = [y1]. Hence, to get QT
one observes as in Example that y; and yy are not arrow-defining and removes them from Q7. Now, to
get the (admissible) ideal I™, we set

Yi i€{3,4,5,6}
2 :=x; fori € [6], and y; = zoax i =2
ary, t=3,

and we take the ideal generated by the remaining relations:

"= {(la"y'] = [y'2), (1)1 = 1)), (ley)?] = [(=5)%]) + (' ey'] = [(2)?]) + ([(¥)*a] = [(25)*])) -

6./__\.1 .1
~_
Ts
Ys
5e 2:1 5e 2: 1|« ° 2
./_\ ﬂ % .
4 ‘\_,/ 3

Figure 12: Shown are the quivers Q7 and Q™ of the dimer model of Example (Figure E[)

Example 5.5. Let 7 be the decorated permutation of [n] given by 458291673 in one-line notation. This
permutation has 5 inversions and k£ = 4 noninversions. On the left of Figure [L3]is shown a visual represen-
tation of this decorated permutation. The strands of CL(9,6) and CC(9,6) are highlighted, and one may
check that the conditions of Theorem (15| are satisfied for there to be an arrow o« : 6 — 9 with relation
number Y (a) = |CL(9,6)| = 3. One may similarly check the existence of an arrow 5 : 2 — 5 with relation
number Y (3) = 2. There are no other nonadjacent arrows of the boundary algebra. By adding these arrows
to the circle quiver, we obtain Q7, pictured in the middle of Figure By Theorem when we take I7
to be the cancellative closure of the ideal generated by

(lzy] — lyz]) + ([=*] = °]) + ([(zy)] — [y3)),

we obtain the boundary algebra Bg = CQZ/I7.

Theorem shows that xg, x7, and zg are the only adjacent arrows absent from the Gabriel quiver
of the boundary algebra. By removing these arrows and adjusting the relations accordingly, we obtain an
admissible bound path algebra Bg = CQ™/I™.
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Figure 13: Shown on the left is a visual representation of the permutation 458291673 and the nonadjacent
arrow-defining paths and relation numbers obtained from a thin dimer model with that permutation. The
“strands” of CL(9,6) and CC(9,6) are in red, and the others are blue. In the middle is the quiver Q7 and
on the right is the quiver Q™.

We may calculate the cyclic sets of relations (introduced in Proposition |3.11)) of the nonadjacent arrows
a and b as follows:

(23] = [By] 23] = [yB] [82%] = [y1] [z82] = [ys) [2%8] = [ys]
[w6] =[] [o7] = lyoy]  [ws] = [Pa] [a2®] =[y3] [vaa®] =[y]] [2Pax]=[y5] [2°0] = [y3]

In the dimer model of Example [5.4] we saw that the cyclic sets of relations and Grassmannian relations
generated the ideal IT (without needing to take a cancellative closure); we will now show that this is not the
case in the current example. We calculate as follows:

[z18zax”] = [(z18x)(az”)]
= [(49)(13)] ([zp2] = [ys] and [az®] = [y5])
= [y]
= [y5a"] ([ = [v"))
= [z1y%2”] ([zy] = [y=])
We may cancel [z] from the left and [23] from the right of the resulting equation [z8zax®] = [zy?2®] to get
the equation [Bza] = [y?]. Hence, the relation [za] = [y?] is in the ideal IT; on the other hand, this relation

is not in the ideal generated by the cyclic sets of relations and the Grassmannian relations without the use of
cancellative closure. We then see that the cancellative closure is necessary in Theorem In future work,
we will obtain a canonical minimal generating set for the ideal I7 for any connected permutation 7.

Remark 5.6. We now make the mild assumption that n > 3. This excludes a small number of degenerate
examples [I8, Remark 2.2]. Under this assumption, we may let @ be a thin dimer model with no digons
whose decorated permutation is w by taking the dimer model of a reduced Postnikov diagram with this
permutation [I8, Proposition 2.10]. Associated to this dimer model is a weakly separated collection Sg,

which associates to each vertex v of ) a k-subset S, € ([Z]). There is a map ¢ : oo — ﬁO(PW) from the

cluster algebra 27y to the open positroid variety II°(P,) mapping the initial cluster variable at a vertex v
of @ to the Pliicker coordinate given by the S,. This realizes the cluster structure given in [I0]. We know

from [I8] that GP(EQ) categorifies .27y, where the initial seed is given by the cluster-tilting object eAq.

Hence, we may say that GP(Bg) categorifies the cluster structure on ﬁo(Pﬁ), where the initial seed of the
latter (given by the weakly separated collection Sg) is given by the cluster-tilting object eAg.

Say we choose a different dimer model Q' with the same decorated permutation . The categorification
GP(Bg) is given by the same category with a different initial seed, now given by the cluster-tilting object

eAg:. This categorifies the same cluster structure on ﬁ"(Pﬂ), with the caveat that the initial seed is now
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given by the Pliicker coordinates of elements of the weakly separated collection Sg:. Hence, changing the
choice of dimer model ) with a fixed decorated permutation 7 corresponds to changing the choice of initial
seed on a fixed cluster structure of II°(P;) and GP(Bg).
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