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NEWTON-OKOUNKOV BODIES OF FLAG VARIETIES AND
COMBINATORIAL MUTATIONS

NAOKI FUJITA AND AKIHIRO HIGASHITANI

ABSTRACT. A Newton—Okounkov body is a convex body constructed from a projective variety
with a globally generated line bundle and with a higher rank valuation on the function field,
which gives a systematic method of constructing toric degenerations of projective varieties. Its
combinatorial properties heavily depend on the choice of a valuation, and it is a fundamental
problem to relate Newton—Okounkov bodies associated with different kinds of valuations. In
this paper, we address this problem for flag varieties using the framework of combinatorial
mutations which was introduced in the context of mirror symmetry for Fano manifolds. By
applying iterated combinatorial mutations, we connect specific Newton—Okounkov bodies of flag
varieties including string polytopes, Nakashima—Zelevinsky polytopes, and FFLV polytopes.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A Newton—-Okounkov body A(X, L, v) is a convex body defined from a projective variety X
with a globally generated line bundle £ on X and with a higher rank valuation v on the function
field C(X), which generalizes the notion of Newton polytopes for toric varieties to other projective
varieties. It was introduced by Okounkov [39] [40] [41] and developed independently by Lazarsfeld—
Mustata [35] and by Kaveh-Khovanskii [3I]. A remarkable application is that the theory of
Newton—Okounkov bodies can be used to construct toric degenerations (i.e. flat degenerations to
toric varieties) and completely integrable systems (see [2, [24]). Since combinatorial properties of
A(X, L,v) heavily depend on the choice of a valuation v, it is a fundamental problem to give
concrete relations among Newton—Okounkov bodies associated with different kinds of valuations.
In the case of flag and Schubert varieties, the following representation-theoretic polytopes can be
realized as their Newton—Okounkov bodies:

(i) Berenstein—Littelmann—Zelevinsky’s string polytopes [30],
(ii) Nakashima—Zelevinsky polytopes [20],
(iii) FFLV (Feigin—Fourier-Littelmann—Vinberg) polytopes [14, 33],
where the attached references are the ones giving realizations as Newton—Okounkov bodies. The
set of lattice points in every polytope of (i)—(iii) gives a parametrization of a specific basis of
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an irreducible highest weight module of a semisimple Lie algebra. In particular, Berenstein—
Littelmann—Zelevinsky’s string polytopes and Nakashima—Zelevinsky polytopes give polyhedral
parametrizations of the dual canonical basis and the crystal basis (see [5l 36, 87, [38]). Our aim
in the present paper is to relate these polytopes by applying iterated combinatorial mutations.
Analogous relations between flat families and combinatorial mutations were previously given in
many papers [27, 42, [§] mainly in the context of complexity-1 T-varieties. In particular, Ilten [8]
Appendix A] related a wall-crossing phenomenon for Newton—Okounkov bodies of complexity-1
T-varieties with combinatorial mutations.
Combinatorial mutations for lattice polytopes were introduced by Akhtar-Coates—Galkin—Kasprzyk

[1] in the context of mirror symmetry for Fano manifolds. The original motivation in [I] is to clas-
sify Fano manifolds using combinatorial mutations. A Laurent polynomial f in m-variables is said
to be a mirror partner of an m-dimensional Fano manifold X if the period 7y of f coincides with
the quantum period Gx of X (see [l [7] and references therein for more details). Two distinct
Laurent polynomials can have the same period, and there can be many choices of mirror partners
for the same Fano manifold X. Combinatorial mutations for Laurent polynomials are useful to
find such mirror partners since they preserve the period (see [I, Lemma 1]). The notion of com-
binatorial mutations for lattice polytopes just rephrases that for Laurent polynomials in terms of
their Newton polytopes. Hence combinatorial mutations for lattice polytopes are also expected
to preserve some combinatorial or mirror-symmetric properties, which is one motivation of this
research. For instance, they preserve the Ehrhart series of the dual polytope.

Notation 1.1. We adopt the standard notation in toric geometry. Let N =~ Z™ be a Z-lattice of
rank m, and M := Homy(N,Z) ~ Z™ its dual lattice. We write Ng := N®7zR and My := M ®zR.
Denote by (-,-): Mg x Ng — R the canonical pairing.

The combinatorial mutation in [I] is an operation for lattice polytopes in Ng. For a rational
convex polytope A C Mg with a unique interior lattice point a, we define its dual AY to be the
polar dual of its translation:

AY = (A—-a)"
={veNg|(u—a,v)>—1forall uc A}.

A combinatorial mutation on AV corresponds to a piecewise-linear operation on A — a, which is
extended to the whole of Mg. We call such an operation a combinatorial mutation in Mg. We
consider this framework when A is a Newton—Okounkov body of a flag variety.

To state our results explicitly, let G be a simply-connected semisimple algebraic group over C,
B a Borel subgroup of G, and W the Weyl group. We denote by X (w) C G/B the Schubert variety
corresponding to w € W, by R(w) the set of reduced words for w € W, and by wg € W the longest
element. Note that the Schubert variety X (wg) corresponding to wg coincides with G/B. Let Py
be the set of dominant integral weights, £ the globally generated line bundle on X (w) associated
with A € Py, and p € Py the half sum of the positive roots. For i € R(w) and A € P, we denote
by A; () (resp., ﬁz()\)) the corresponding string polytope (resp., the corresponding Nakashima—
Zelevinsky polytope). In order to relate string polytopes and Nakashima-Zelevinsky polytopes by
combinatorial mutations, we use the theory of cluster algebras. The theory of cluster algebras was
originally introduced by Fomin—Zelevinsky [I7] [I8] to develop a combinatorial approach to total
positivity in reductive groups and to the dual canonical basis. Fock-Goncharov [I6] introduced a
pair (A, X) of cluster varieties, called a cluster ensemble, which is a geometric counterpart of the
theory of cluster algebras. Gross—Hacking—Keel-Kontsevich [23] developed the theory of cluster
ensembles using methods in mirror symmetry, and proved that the theory of cluster algebras also
can be used to construct toric degenerations of projective varieties. We denote by U, C G the
unipotent cell associated with w € W, which is naturally thought of as an open subvariety of X (w).
Berenstein-Fomin—Zelevinsky [4] proved that the coordinate ring C[U,, ] admits an upper cluster
algebra structure. When G is simply-laced, the first named author and Oya [22] constructed a
family {A(X(w), Lx,vs)}ses of Newton-Okounkov bodies parametrized by the set of seeds for
C[U,, ] such that



NEWTON-OKOUNKOV BODIES OF FLAG VARIETIES AND COMBINATORIAL MUTATIONS 3

e this family contains A;(A) and A;()) for all ¢ € R(w) up to unimodular transformations,

e the Newton—Okounkov bodies A(X(w), Ly, vs), s € S, are all rational convex polytopes,

o the Newton—Okounkov bodies A(X(w),Lx,vs), s € S, are all related by tropicalized
cluster mutations,

where a unimodular transformation is a linear transformation which is represented by a unimodular
matrix. If w = wy and A = 2p, then the Newton-Okounkov body A(G/B, Ls,,vs) contains
exactly one lattice point ag in its interior, and the dual A(G/B, Ls,,vs)Y is a lattice polytope
(see Theorem and Corollary . Realizing tropicalized cluster mutations as combinatorial
mutations in Mg, we obtain the following.

Theorem 1 (Theorem [4.19). If G is simply-laced, then the following hold.

(1) For fited w € W and A € Py, the Newton-Okounkov bodies A(X (w),Lx,vs), s € S, are
all related by combinatorial mutations in Mg up to unimodular transformations.

(2) For w = wo and A\ = 2p, the translated polytopes A(G/B,Lap,vs) — as, s € S, are
all related by combinatorial mutations in Mg up to unimodular transformations. As a
consequence, the dual polytopes A(G/B, Loy, vs)", s € S, are all related by combinatorial
mutations in Nr up to unimodular transformations.

In order to relate FFLV polytopes with these Newton—Okounkov bodies, we use Ardila—Bliem—
Salazar’s transfer map [3] between the Gelfand—Tsetlin polytope GT'(A\) and the FFLV polytope
FFLV(A) in type A,, where A € Py. A wunimodular affine transformation is a composition of
a unimodular transformation and a translation by an integer vector. We say that two polytopes
are unimodularly equivalent if they are related by a unimodular affine transformation. Littelmann
[36] showed that the string polytope A;(A) associated with specific ¢ € R(wp) is unimodularly
equivalent to the Gelfand-Tsetlin polytope GT'()\); see Example We realize their transfer
map as a composition of combinatorial mutations in Mg (see Theorem . Combining this with
Theorem 1, we obtain the following in type A,,.

Theorem 2 (see Theorems B.A). If G = SLy11(C), then the following hold.

(1) For fized X € Py, the string polytopes A;(N), © € R(wy), the Nakashima—Zelevinsky poly-
topes Ai(N), i € R(wo), and the FFLV polytope FFLV (X) are all related by combinatorial
mutations in Mg up to unimodular equivalence.

(2) The polytopes in

{Ai(2p)" | i € R(wo)} U{As(2p)" | i € R(wo)} U{FFLV(2p)"}
are all related by combinatorial mutations in Ng up to unimodular transformations.

Note that Ardila-Bliem—Salazar [3] gave such a transfer map also in type C,. Since their
transfer map in type C,, can be also described as a composition of combinatorial mutations in Mg,
we obtain the following.

Theorem 3 (Theorem . If G = Span(C), then the following hold.

(1) For fixed A € P, the Gelfand—Tsetlin polytope GT¢, (N\) and the FFLV polytope FF LV, ()
are related by combinatorial mutations in My up to translations by integer vectors.

(2) The dual polytopes GIc, (2p)Y and FFLVc, (2p)Y are related by combinatorial mutations
m NR.

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful to Xin Fang and Ghislain Fourier for explaining
relations with polytopes introduced in [9,[I0]. The authors would like to thank Alexander Kasprzyk
for informing them of some related works. The authors would also like to thank the anonymous
referees for reading the manuscript carefully and for suggesting many improvements.
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2. NEWTON-OKOUNKOV BODIES ARISING FROM CLUSTER STRUCTURES

In order to relate string polytopes and Nakashima—Zelevinsky polytopes by combinatorial muta-
tions, we use Newton—Okounkov bodies of flag varieties arising from cluster structures. In Section
we recall the definitions of higher rank valuations and Newton—-Okounkov bodies. We also re-
view their basic properties. In Section [2:2] we define valuations using cluster structures, following
[22].

2.1. Basic definitions on Newton—Okounkov bodies. We first recall the definition of Newton—
Okounkov bodies, following [24] [30, BT, 32]. Let R be a C-algebra without nonzero zero-divisors,
and m € Z~o. We fix a total order < on Z™ respecting the addition.

Definition 2.1. A map v: R\ {0} — Z™ is called a valuation on R with values in Z™ if for each
o,7 € R\ {0} and ¢ € C* :=C\ {0}, we have

(i) v(o-7) =wv(o) +v(7),

(i) vlc- o) = v(o),

(iii) v(o +7) > min{v(o),v(7)} unless o + 7 = 0.
For a € Z™ and a valuation v on R with values in Z™, we define a C-subspace R, C R as
follows:
Ry ={o € R\ {0} | v(o) > a} U {0}.
Then the leaf ﬁa above a € Z™ is defined by ﬁa = Rq/ Ua<b Ry. We say that a valuation v has

~

1-dimensional leaves if dimc(Rg) = 0 or 1 for all @ € Z™.

Ezample 2.2. Fix a total order < on Z™ respecting the addition, and let C(z1, ..., 2, ) be the field
of rational functions in m variables. The total order < on Z™ gives a total order (denoted by the

same symbol <) on the set of Laurent monomials in z1, ..., 2, by
27t 20m < z?/l zg;"‘ if and only if (ay,...,am) < (a},...,a.,).
We define a map vV: C(z1,...,zm) \ {0} = Z™ by
. vlgow(f) = (ay,...,ay) for

f=cz - 2% 4 (higher terms) € C[z:h,..., 251\ {0},

b2

where ¢ € C*, and we mean by “(higher terms)” a linear combination of Laurent mono-

mials bigger than z{* --- 2% with respect to the total order <,

o VOV (f/g) =0 (f) —v2¥(g) for f.g € Clzi,. .. 2\ {0},

Then this map vV is a valuation with respect to the total order <, which has 1-dimensional

leaves. This is called the lowest term valuation with respect to <.

Definition 2.3 (see [32] Definition 1.10]). Let X be an irreducible normal projective variety over
C, £ a line bundle on X generated by global sections, and m := dimc(X). Take a valuation
v: C(X)\ {0} — Z™ which has 1-dimensional leaves, and fix a nonzero section 7 € H(X, £). Let
us define a semigroup S(X, L,v,7) C Zso X Z™ by

S(X, L,v,7) = | {(k,v(a/m)) | o € HOX, L)\ {0}},
kE€Z~o
and denote by C(X,L,v,7) C R>g x R™ the smallest real closed cone containing S(X, L, v, 7).
We define a convex set A(X, L,v,7) CR™ by
AX, Lyiv,7)={aceR"|(1,a) € C(X,L,v,7)},

which is called the Newton—Okounkov body of (X, L) associated with (v, 7). In the notation of [32]
Definition 1.10], our Newton—-Okounkov body A(X, £,v,7) is A(S, M) for S = S(X, L,v,7) and
M = L(S)N(R>o x R™), where L(S) C R x R™ denotes the linear span of S (see also [32, Section
3.2] and [30, Section 1.2]).
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It follows by [32, Theorem 2.30] that the Newton—Okounkov body A(X,L,v,7) is a con-
vex body, i.e., a compact convex set. If £ is ample, then we see by [32] Corollary 3.2] that
dimg A(X, £,v,7) = m = dim¢(X). When £ is not ample, the real dimension of A(X, L, v,7)
can be smaller than m. By definition, we have

0=v(r/7) € A(X, L,v,7).
Since S(X, L,v,7) is a semigroup, the definition of Newton—-Okounkov bodies implies that
A(X, L% v, 7%) = kA(X, L,v,7)
for all k € Z~g.
Remark 2.4. For another nonzero section 7/ € H%(X, L), it follows that
S(X, Ly, 7 )N({k} xZ™) = (S(X, L,v,7) N ({k} x Z™)) + (0, kv(T /7))
for all k € Z~¢. From this, we have
AX, L0, 7)) = A(X, L,v,7) +v(r/T),

which implies that A(X, £, v, 7) does not essentially depend on the choice of 7. Hence we also
denote it simply by A(X, L, v).

2.2. Cluster algebras and valuations. The first named author and Oya [22] constructed val-
uations using the theory of cluster algebras. In this subsection, we review this construction. We
first recall the definition of (upper) cluster algebras of geometric type, following [4 [18]. Note that
we use the notation in [I6] 23]. Fix a finite set J and a subset Jus C J. We write Jg, :== J\ Jur. Let
F = C(z; | j € J) be the field of rational functions in |J| variables. For a J-tuple A = (A4;);cs
of elements of F and € = (&5 j)ict,,jes € Maty, x7(Z), the pair s = (A, ¢) is called a seed of F if

(i) A forms a free generating set of the field F, and

(ii) the Jur x Jur-submatrix €° of ¢ is skew-symmetrizable, that is, there is (d;)ic.,, € Z2%¢

such that diEi)j = —djEj,i for all 1,7 € Jut-

In this case, we call € the exchange matriz of s. Note that the exchange matrix ¢ is transposed to
the one in [I8] Section 2].

Let s = (A, e) = ((4j) e, (€ij)iey.jes) be aseed of F. We write [c]+ := max{c, 0} for ¢ € R.
For k € Jut, define the mutation pg(s) = (uk(A), pr(€)) = ((A%)jes, (€] ;)ic sy jes) in direction k
as follows:

’ —&i,j ifi:korj:k,
g ;=
i €i,j +sgn(eik)leiker,j]+ otherwise,
HeeJAEEM]Jr +1lees Ay e ik
A; = Ak: J =K,
A; otherwise

for i € Jyr and j € J. Then ui(s) is also a seed of F, and it follows that pgpux(s) =s. We say
that two seeds s and s’ are mutation equivalent if there exists a sequence (k1,ks,...,k;) in Jys
such that

s’ = Ky = Py key (S)

Ezample 2.5. Let J = {1,...,6}, and Jur = {1,2,3}. Take a seed s = (A, ¢) of F whose exchange
matrix € is given by
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Then the mutation ua(s) = (u2(A), p2(g)) in direction 2 is given as follows:
0 1 0 -1 0 O

pE)=(-1 0 1 1 -1 0},
0 -1 0 0 0 1
A1 As + AsAy if =2
A;- = Ay ’
Aj otherwise

for j € J, where we write A = (A;) e and p2(A) = (A4})jes-

Let T be the | Jy¢|-regular tree whose edges are labeled by Jy¢ such that the |J,¢|-edges emanating

from each vertex have different labels. Let us write t—t' when ¢,/ € T are joined by an edge
labeled by k € Jy¢. Note that T is an infinite tree when |Jy¢| > 2.

Ezample 2.6. If Jyr = {1,2}, then the 2-regular tree T is given as

T 02 1 2
—O0—0—0—0—0—

An assignment S = {s;}rer = {(At,&1) brer Of a seed s; = (Ay,et) of F to each vertex t € T

. . h .
is called a cluster pattern if pu(s;) = sy whenever t—¢'. Given a cluster pattern S = {s;, =
(At,et) brer, we write

t
Ar = (Aje)jes, €= (Diesier.

Definition 2.7 (see [4, Definitions 1.6 and 1.11]). For a cluster pattern S, the upper cluster
algebra % (S) of geometric type is defined by

% (S)=()CIA5; |jeJ|CF.
teT

Usually, we fix tp € T and construct a cluster pattern S = {s;}+cr from one seed s;, of F. In
this case, we call sy, the initial seed.

Theorem 2.8 ([I7, Theorem 3.1]). Let S be a cluster pattern. Then the set {A;4 |t €T, j€ J}
is included in the upper cluster algebra % (S); this property is called the Laurent phenomenon.
In the rest of this subsection, assume that
() the exchange matrix e¢, of sy, is of full rank for some ¢y € T,
which implies that the exchange matrix e; of s, is of full rank for all ¢t € T (see [4, Lemma 3.2]).
Definition 2.9 ([43, Definition 3.1.1]). Let S = {s; = (A¢,&t) }ter be a cluster pattern, and fix
t € T. Then we define a partial order <., on Z” as follows: for a,a’ € Z”,

a =., @' if and only if a = a’ + ue; for some u € Zi“of,
where elements of Z” (resp., Zi“of ) are regarded as row vectors. This <., is called the dominance
order associated with &;.

Definition 2.10 (|22, Definition 3.8]). Let S = {s; = (A4, €t) }er be a cluster pattern, and fix
t € T. We take a total order <, on Z7 which refines the opposite order =P of the dominance
order =,. The total order <; on 77 gives a total order (denoted by the same symbol <;) on the
set of Laurent monomials in A;., j € J, as follows:

H A‘;Jt < H A?’t if and only if (a;)jes <¢ (a})je.
j€J jeJd

Then we denote by vs, (or simply by v;:) the lowest term valuation ’UISO:V on F=C(4,: 7€)
with respect to <;.
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Following [I8, Conjecture 7.12] and [I6] Section 4], we define a tropicalized cluster mutation as
follows: for ¢+ ,
pi s RT =R, (g5)je0 = (9))je

where

o gt el + Dokl G AR,
g; = .
—9j (J=Fk)
for j € J; this is the tropicalization of the mutation uj for the Fock—Goncharov dual AV of the
A-cluster variety (see also [23] Section 2 and Definition A.4]). As we review in Section the

tropicalized cluster mutation u! can be used to connect Newton-Okounkov bodies associated with
vy and vy .

Ezample 2.11. Let J = {1,...,6}, and Jus = {1,2,3}. If &; is given as the matrix e in Example
for some t € T, then the tropicalized cluster mutation pd : R® — RS at ¢ is given by

13 (gis--s96) = (g1 + [92) 4, =92, 93 — [—92)+. 94 — [~ 2]+, 95 + [92)+ 96)-

3. COMBINATORIAL MUTATIONS AND TROPICALIZED CLUSTER MUTATIONS

In this section, we recall the notion of combinatorial mutations for lattice polytopes which
was developed by Akhtar—Coates—Galkin—Kasprzyk in [I]. Then we realize tropicalized cluster
mutations as combinatorial mutations. There are two kinds of combinatorial mutations: one is
the operation in Ng-side and the other one is in Mg-side. Our main interest is the operation in
Mpg-side (see Definition and this is originally defined as a “dual version” of the operation in
Ng-side. See Proposition (3.4

3.1. Basic definitions on combinatorial mutations. We first introduce combinatorial muta-
tions for lattice polytopes in Ng. Let P C Ng be a lattice polytope, and take w € M. For h € Z,
write

Hypn={veNr|(wv)y=h}, and P, :=PNHyp.
We use the notation w' instead of Hy, . Let V(P) C N denote the set of vertices of P. For each
subset A C Ng, weset A+0 =0+ A =0.

Definition 3.1 ([T, Definition 5]). Let P C Ny be a lattice polytope, w € M a primitive vector,
and I a lattice polytope which sits in w'. We say that the combinatorial mutation mut,, (P, F)
of P in Ng is well-defined if for every negative integer h, there exists a possibly-empty lattice
polytope G}, C Ng such that the inclusions

V(P) M Hw,h C Gy, + |h|F - Pw,h (31)

hold. In this case, the combinatorial mutation mut,, (P, F') of P is a lattice polytope defined as
follows:

muty, (P, F) == conv | ) GnU |J(Pun+hF) | C Na.
h<—1 h>0
Note that Gj, and P, , + hF are empty except for finitely many A’s.
It is proved in [I, Proposition 1] that mut,, (P, F') is independent of the choice of {G},}».

Remark 3.2. In [26], the definition of combinatorial mutations in Ng has been extended to rational
convex polytopes and unbounded polyhedra. See [26] Section 2] for more details.

Next, we introduce another operation, which is a piecewise-linear transformation on Mpg.
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Definition 3.3 ([I, Section 3]; see also [26], Definition 3.1]). Let w € M be a primitive vector,
and take a lattice polytope F which sits in w*. We define a map Yw,F: Mr — Mg by

@w,F(u) = U — UninW,

where wpmin = min{(u,v) | v € F}. We call the piecewise-linear map ¢, r a combinatorial
mutation i Mg.

Indeed, the combinatorial mutation ¢,, r in Mg is compatible with the one in Ng through the
polar dual. More precisely, we see the following.

Proposition 3.4 ([I] and [26l Proposition 3.2]). Let P C Ng be a lattice polytope containing

the origin. Take a primitive vector w € M, and fix a lattice polytope F C wt. Assume that

mut,, (P, F') is well-defined. Then it holds that
Pw,r(P*) = mut, (P, F)*.

Proposition 3.5 ([20, Proposition 3.4]). Fiz a primitive vector w € M and a lattice polytope
F Cwt. Let Q C Mg be a rational convex polytope containing the origin. Then mut,, (Q*, F) is
well-defined if and only if v, r(Q) is conve.

Ezxample 3.6. Consider the lattice polygon
P = COHV((L 1)) (07 1)a (_17 _1)a (07 _1)) g N]R = R2~

Let w = (0,—1) € M, and F = conv((0,0),(1,0)) C w™.
By setting G_1 = {(0,1)}, we see that V(P)NHy, 1 C G_1 + F = P, _1. Hence mut, (P, F)
is well-defined and

mut,, (P, F') = conv(G_1 U (Py,1 + F)) = conv((0,1), (—1,-1),(1,-1)) C Ng.
By taking the polar dual of this polytope, we obtain that
mut,, (P, F)* = conv((0,1), (-2, -1),(2,-1)) C Mg.
On the other hand, it holds that
P* = conv((0,—1),(2,—1),(0,1),(—2,1)) C Mg.
Now, we apply ., r to P*. By definition, we have

(Pw’F((fL} y)) = ((E, y) - mln{((x7 y>7 (07 0)>7 <($7 y)7 (17 0)>}(0a _1)
= (z,y) — min{0, z}(0, —1)
) (=zy) ifx >0,
| (zz+y) ifz<O,
which implies that
ng,F(P* N {(l‘,y) € RQ ‘ € Z O}) = CODV((O, _1)7 (27 _1)7 (07 1))7 and
Yw.r(P*N{(z,y) € R? |z <0}) = conv((0, —1), (=2, —1), (0, 1)).
Hence it follows that
Yu,p(P*) = conv((0,1), (-2, -1), (2, —1)).
Therefore, we see that mut,, (P, F)* = ¢,, p(P*) as in Proposition see also Figure

We now introduce the notion of combinatorial mutation equivalence.

Definition 3.7 (see [26, Definition 3.5]). Two lattice polytopes P and P’ in Ny are said to be
combinatorially mutation equivalent in Ny if there exists a sequence ((wy, F1),. .., (wg, Fy)), where
w; € M is primitive and F; C w;- is a lattice polytope, such that

P’ = muty, ((- - - muty, (muty,, (P, F1), F3)--+), Fy).
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polar dual

8
5

mutq, (—,F) Pw,F

polar dual

]
8

FIGURE 3.1. We can see that mut,, (P, F)* = ¢, r(P*).

Similarly, two rational convex polytopes Q and @’ in My are said to be combinatorially mutation
equivalent in My if there exists a sequence ((w1, Fy), ..., (we, Fy)), where w; € M is primitive and
F; C w;- is a lattice polytope, such that

Q' = e, (o1 (Q)) )
and the image of each of the intermediate steps is always a rational convex polytope.

3.2. Tropicalized cluster mutations as combinatorial mutations. In this subsection, we
realize the tropicalized cluster mutation ,u{ using the map ¢, r in Definition

Proposition 3.8. For k € Jy, the tropicalized cluster mutation ,uf: R7 — RY can be described
as a composition of a combinatorial mutation in Mg and f € GL;(Z).
Proof. Recall that i : R — R, (g;)jes — (g})jes, is defined by

. {gj tleleo +elods (G # ),
J

—g; (J=k)
for j € J, where (E,Eij)-)ie']"f’jej € Mat;  xs(Z) is a full rank matrix whose Jyr X Jyp-submatrix £°

is skew-symmetrizable. For i € Jy¢, let 52@ denote the ¢-th row of the matrix (ng;)ieJuf7jeJ.
For j € J, we write the j-th unit vector of R’ as e; € R’. Define uj, = (uy ;); € Z’ by

L Jmin{e,08 G #R),
k,j — .
2 (j =k).

Let f: R/ — R’ be a linear map defined by the matrix (fi ;)i jes whose i-th row is e; if i # k and
e, —uy if i = k, where f acts on ¢ € R’ from the right, that is, we regard g as a row vector. Then

we notice that f € GL;(Z). Let us write w = %555) € Z7, where c,(f) is the greatest common
Sk
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divisor of the absolute values of the nonzero entries of sff). We set F' := conv(0, —c,(:)ek), where

0 denotes the origin of R”. Notice that w is primitive, and F' C w™ since the k-th entry of 6,(;) is
0, which follows from the skew-symmetrizability of °.

Our goal is to show that ul = fop, r as maps. For g = (95)jer € R7, the direct computation
shows that

if g <0
w — g — min , v v € Flw=g— min 0’_ €(t): g 1 >~ U,
Yuw,r(9) =g {{g,v) | jw=g {0, —gr}ey ot ge it g > 0.

Moreover, we see the following:
flg) =9 — grur = (g;)j€J7 where

g = 95~ 9 min{el, 0} = g; + [~} lvox  (j # k),
T \gi 295 =0 (J=k),
which coincides with uf(g) in the case g, < 0. Similar to this, we obtain the following;:
Flg+arel) = g+ gre)) — grur, = (g))jes, where

;L {gj +grey) — gemin{ef}, 0} = g; + [—ei ) egr +eyon (5 # k),

T gy +0-2g5 = —g; (J=Fk),

which coincides with u! (g) in the case g, > 0. This proves the proposition. O

4. CASE OF FLAG AND SCHUBERT VARIETIES

In this section, we restrict ourselves to the case of flag varieties and Schubert varieties. In
Section we review fundamental properties of these varieties, and recall basic facts on their
Newton—Okounkov bodies. In Section we review results of [22], which connect string polytopes
and Nakashima-Zelevinsky polytopes by tropicalized cluster mutations. In Section [£.3] we study
relations among Newton-Okounkov bodies of Schubert varieties arising from cluster structures
from the viewpoint of combinatorial mutations.

4.1. String polytopes and Nakashima—Zelevinsky polytopes. Let G be a connected, simply-
connected semisimple algebraic group over C, g the Lie algebra of GG, and B a Borel subgroup
of G. Then the quotient space G/B is called the full flag variety, which is a nonsingular projec-
tive variety. Choose a maximal torus H C B, and denote by h C g the Lie algebra of H. Let
h* := Homc(h,C) be the dual space of b, (-,-): b* x h — C the canonical pairing, P C h* the
weight lattice for g, and P, C P the set of dominant integral weights. For A € P, there uniquely
exists a character A\: H — C* of H such that d\ = . By composing this with the canonical
projection B — H, we obtain a group homomorphism A: B — C*, which we also denote by A

We consider the Cartan matrix

Clg) = (cij)ijer = (o, hi))ijer

of g, where {«; | i € I} C P (resp., {h; | ¢ € I} Cb) denotes the set of simple roots (resp., simple
coroots). Let e;, fi,h; € g, i € I, denote the Chevalley generators, Ng(H) the normalizer of H
in G, and W := Ng(H)/H the Weyl group. The group W is generated by the set {s; | ¢ € I} of
simple reflections. We call ¢ = (i1, ...,im) € I™ a reduced word for w € W if w =s;, ---s;,, and
if m is the minimum among such expressions of w. In this case, the length m is called the length
of w, which is denoted by ¢(w). Denote by R(w) the set of reduced words for w.

Definition 4.1 (see, for instance, [28 Section 11.13.3] and [34] Definition 7.1.13]). For w € W,
we define a closed subvariety X (w) of G/B to be the Zariski closure of BwB/B in G/B, where
W € Ng(H) is a lift for w € W = Ng(H)/H. This variety X (w) is called a Schubert variety.
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For w € W, the Schubert variety X (w) is a normal projective variety, and we have dim¢ (X (w)) =
{(w) (see, for instance, [28] Sects. I1.13.3, 1.14.15]). Denoting the longest element in W by wyg, we
see that the Schubert variety X (wg) coincides with G/B. For A € P, define a line bundle £, on
G/B by

Ly = (GxC)/B,

where the right B-action on G x C is defined as follows:

(gv C) b= (gba S‘(b)c)
for g € G, c € C, and b € B. Let us denote the restriction of £, to X (w) by the same symbol

L. By [0, Proposition 1.4.1], the line bundle £, on X (w) is generated by global sections. Let
O(K¢/p) denote the canonical bundle of G/B. By [6], Proposition 2.2.7 (ii)], we have

O(Kq ) ~ L 3,

where p € P; denotes the half sum of the positive roots. For A € Py, denote by V() the
irreducible highest weight G-module over C with highest weight A and with highest weight vector
vx. For w € W and A € P, we define a B-submodule V,,(A) of V(X), called a Demazure module,
by
Vi(A) =) Chivwy,
beB

where w € Ng(H) is a lift for w. By the Borel-Weil type theorem (see, for instance, [34, Corollary
8.1.26]), it follows that the space H°(G/B, L)) (resp., H°(X(w), L)) of global sections is a
G-module (resp., a B-module) isomorphic to the dual module V(A)* := Homc(V(\),C) (resp.,
Viw(N)* := Homc(Vy (M), C)). Let us fix a lowest weight vector 7, € H°(G/B, L)), and consider
its restriction in H°(X (w), L)), which is also denoted by the same symbol 7. For i € R(w)
and A € P, we denote by A;(\) (resp., Zl()\)) the corresponding string polytope (resp., the
corresponding Nakashima—Zelevinsky polytope); see [36], Section 1], [20, Definition 2.15], |2}
Definition 3.24], and [19, Definition 3.9] for the precise definitions. These polytopes are defined
from Kashiwara’s crystal basis which is a combinatorial skeleton of V(A); see [29] for a survey on
crystal bases. Those who are not familiar with crystal bases may regard Theorem [£.3] below as
their definitions.

Remark 4.2. The definition of Nakashima—Zelevinsky polytopes in [I9, Definition 3.9] is slightly
different from the one in [2I], Definition 3.24 (2)]; they coincide after reversing the order of coor-
dinates. In the present paper, let us use the definition in [19, Definition 3.9].

Kaveh [30] proved that the string polytope A;(\) is identical to the Newton—Okounkov body
A(X(w),£A7v?igh,T)\) of (X(w),Ly) associated with a highest term valuation v?igh. Using a
different kind of highest term valuation ﬁ?igh, the first named author and Naito [20] showed
that the Nakashima—Zelevinsky polytope ﬁz(k) can be realized as a Newton—Okounkov body
A(X (w), Ly, ﬁ?igh, Tx). Afterward, the first named author and Oya [21] gave different realizations
of these polytopes as Newton—-Okounkov bodies, which we review in the following. For each
t = (i1,...,im) € R(w), we obtain a birational morphism

C™ = X(w), (t1,...,tm) — exp(t1fi,) - exp(tm fi,,) mod B,

by [28, Chapter II.13]. Then the function field C(X(w)) of X(w) is identified with the field
C(t1,...,ty) of rational functions in t1,...,t,. We define two total orders < and < on Z™ as
follows:

(a1,...,am) < (a},...,a,) (resp., (ai,...,am) < (a},...,al.))
if and only if there exists 1 < k < m such that
a; =ay,...,ax_1 = ay_,, ax < aj (resp., m =Gy, ..., Qg1 = Ay, A < A3).

Then let v} and 7} denote the valuations on C(X (w)) ~ C(t1, ... ,tn,) defined to be v and
vljow on C(t1,...,tn), respectively (see Example .
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Theorem 4.3 (see [21, Propositions 3.28, 3.29 and Corollary 5.3]). For w € W, A € Py, and
i € R(w), the following hold.
(1) The Newton-Okounkov body A(X (w), L, 0%, 72) coincides with the string polytope A;(N).
(2) The Newton—Okounkov body A(X (w), Ly, v}, 7)) coincides with the Nakashima—Zelevinsky

polytope A;(N).

Theorem leads to the realization of A;(A) (resp., A;()\)) in [22] as a Newton—Okounkov
body arising from a cluster structure, which is reviewed in the next subsection.

In the context of mirror symmetry, when G is of type A,, Rusinko [45, Theorem 7] proved
that the polar dual of the (properly translated) string polytope A;(2p) is a lattice polytope for
all ¢ € R(wp). Using Hibi’s criterion [25] on the integrality of the vertices of the dual polytopes,
Steinert [47] generalized this result to all Lie types and all valuations v: C(G/B)\{0} — Zdime(G/B)
with 1-dimensional leaves as follows.

Theorem 4.4 (see [A7, Sects. 4, 6]). Take a valuation v: C(G/B) \ {0} — Z3me(G/B) with 1-
dimensional leaves, and fix a nonzero section T € H°(G/B, L2,). If the semigroup S(G/B, La,,v,T2))
is finitely generated and saturated, then the Newton—Okounkov body A(G/B, La,,v,T2,) contains
ezactly one lattice point in its interior. In addition, the dual A(G/B, La,,v,72,)" in the sense of
Section[1] is a lattice polytope.

In Theorem (2), we study combinatorial mutations on the lattice polytope A(G/B, La),v,72,)"
when v comes from the cluster structure.

Remark 4.5. In the paper [47], the algebraic group G is assumed to be simple. However, the
proof of Theorem [4.4] can also be applied to the case that G is semisimple. When G is simple,
it is proved in [47] that A(G/B, L, v, Ty) contains exactly one lattice point in its interior only if
A=2p.

Example 4.6. Assume that G is simple and simply-laced. We identify the set I of vertices of the
Dynkin diagram with {1,2,...,n} as follows:

1 2 n—1 n 1 3 n—1 n
An O—-=O0— —0—07 Dn —0—07
2

wO——Or

Eg O O O Q, E; © O O O O,
5 4 2 6 5 4 2 6 7
1
Es O O j O O O O .
5 4 3 2 6 7 8

Let X,, be the Lie type of G, and define ¢x, € R(wg) as follows.
o If G is of type A, then
ia, =(1,2,1,3,2,1,...,n,n—1,...,1) eI
o If G is of type D, then
ip, =(1,2,3,1,2,3,4,3,1,2,3,4,...,n,n—1,...,3,1,2,3,...,n— 1,n) € "D,
T ¥ on 2

n(n+1)
2

o If G is of type Fg, then
ig, = (ip,,6,2,3,1,4,5,3,4,2,3,1,6,2,3,4,5) € I
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o If G is of type Fr, then

ig, = (ig,,7,6,2,3,1,4,5,3,4,2,3,1,6,2,3,4,5,7,6,2,3,1,4,3,2,6,7) € 153

o If GG is of type Eg, then
ip, = (ig,,8,7,6,2,3,1,4,5,3,4,2,3,1,6,2,3,4,5,7,
6,2,3,1,4,3,2,6,7,8,7,6,2,3,1,4,5,3, 4,
2,3,1,6,2,3,4,5,7,6,2,3,1,4,3,2,6,7,8) € 1'%,

Littelmann [36, Section 1, Corollaries 4, 8, and Theorems 8.1, 8.2, 9.3] gave a system of explicit
affine inequalities defining the string polytopes A;(\) associated with the reduced words @ above
and A € P;. When \ = 2p, let ax, denote the unique lattice point of A;, (2p). Then we see the

following by Littelmann’s description.
o If G is of type A,, then
n(n+1)
as, =(1,2,1,3,2,1,...,n,n—1,...,1) € Z™ >
o If G is of type D, then

ap, =(1,1,3,2,2,1,5,4,3,3,2,1,....2n—3,2n—4,....n,n—1,n—1,n — 2,.
——

.,2,1) ez,

4 6 2n—2
o If G is of type Fg, then

agp, = (ap,,11,10,9,8,8,7,7,6,6,5,4,5,4,3,2,1) € Z*.
o If G is of type Fr, then

ap, = (ag,,17,16,15,14,13,13,12,12,11,11,10,9,10,9,8,7,6,9,8,7,6,5,5,4,3,2,1) € Z.

o If G is of type Fg, then

ap, = (ap,,28,27,26,25,24,23,23,22,22, 21, 21, 20,19, 20, 19, 18,17, 16, 19,
18,17,16,15,15,14, 13,12, 11,29, 18,17, 16, 15, 14, 14, 13, 13, 12,

12,11,10,11,10,9,8,7,10,9,8,7,6,6,5,4,3,2,1) € Z'?°,

Ezample 4.7 (see [30, Corollary 5] and [37, Theorem 6.1]). Let G = SL,1+1(C), and A € Py. We
consider the reduced word ¢4, € R(wp) in Example Then the string polytope A;, (A) and the

Nakashima-Zelevinsky polytope A;, (A) are both unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand-Tsetlin

polytope GT'(\) which is defined to be the set of

@, a? a0 af?,alV, ... d™, . aD) e RFET

satisfying the following conditions:

agnfl) agﬂfl)

o,
where A>y =3 oy, (A he) for 1 <k < n, and the notation

a C

means that a > b > c.
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Ezample 4.8 (see [36, Corollary 7]). Let G = Sp2,(C), and A € Py. We identify the set I of
vertices of the Dynkin diagram with {1,2,...,n} as follows:

C, o—=0——O0—0 .
Define i¢, € R(wo) by

ic, =(1,2,1,2,3,2,1,2,3,....n,n—1,...,1,....n—1,n) € I'"".
3 5 2n—1

Then the string polytope A;. (A) is unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand-Tsetlin polytope
GTc, (M) of type C,, which is defined to be the set of

(agl)7 b§2), aél), a§2), bgg), béZ), aél), ag), a&s), R bgn), b2 aﬁ}% ... ,agn)) eR™

yYn—1»

3 5 2n—1

satisfying the following conditions as in Example [£.7}

)‘STL /\Sn—l cee )‘Sl 0
agl) aél) CL%l)
0
o o,
p\™ 0
al™,

where A<y =32 i (A, ) for 1 <k <m.

Ezample 4.9 (see [20, Example 5.10]). Let G = Sps(C), and A\ € Py. We define ic, € R(wp)
as in Example Then the Nakashima-Zelevinsky polytope A;, () coincides with the set of
(a1,...,aq) € RS, satisfying the following inequalities:

ag < (A ha), a3 <as+ (\h1), az <min{az+ (A h1),2a3}, 2a; <min{2()\ hy),as}.

If (A h;) >0 for 1 <i <2, then E":CZ (\) is a 4-dimensional polytope with 11 vertices. This is not
unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand—Tsetlin polytope GT¢, () of type Cy since GT¢, (M) has
12 vertices.

4.2. Newton—Okounkov bodies of Schubert varieties arising from cluster structures.
In this subsection, we assume that G is simply-laced. Let B~ be the Borel subgroup of G opposite
to B, and U~ the unipotent radical of B~. Then we obtain an open embedding

U™ — G/B, u+ umod B.
For w € W, set
U, =U" NnBwB CQaG,
where we take a lift w € Ng(H) forw € W = Ng(H)/H. We call U, the unipotent cell associated
with w. Note that the open embedding U~ — G/B above induces an open embedding U,, —
X (w) and an isomorphism C(U, ) ~ C(X(w)). For i € I, let g; C g denote the Lie subalgebra
generated by e;, f;, h;, which is isomorphic to sly(C). Then the embedding g; < g of Lie algebras

naturally lifts to an algebraic group homomorphism ¢;: SL2(C) — G. For (i1,...,im) € R(w),
we define a lift w € Ng(H) for w € W = Ng(H)/H by

W =85 "S5,

where we write
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for i € I. The element w is independent of the choice of a reduced word (i1, ...,%4,) € R(w). For
w € W and A € Py, we set vy, = wuy € V(A), and define f,x € V(A)* by fux(vwr) =1 and by
f(v) = 0 for each weight vector v € V(\) whose weight is different from wA. Let {w; |i € I} C P,
be the set of fundamental weights. For u,uw € W and i € I, we define a function A, v, € C[G]
by
Auwi,u’wi (g) = fuwi (gvu’wi)a
which is called a generalized minor (see also [4, Section 2.3]). Denote by Dyw, ww; € C[U,] the
restriction of Ayw, ww, to Uy, which is called a unipotent minor.
Fix we W and ¢ = (i1,...,im) € R(w). For 1 <k < m, we write

W< = S, * - Sip,, and
Et=min({k+1<j<m|ij =i} U{m+1}).

We set
J::{lv"'vm}’ It :={j6J|j+=m+1}, Juf ::J\Jfrv

and define an integer matrix ¢* = (€s.t)sedutes € Maty ,«x7(Z) as follows:

1 if sT =t¢,
-1 if s=1¢",

Eot =1 Cipi, I s<t<st <th,
—Ciq, Ht<s<tt <sT,
0 otherwise,

where we recall that (c; ;); jer is the Cartan matrix.
Ezample 4.10. Let G = SLy(C), and 7 = (1,2,1,3,2,1) € R(wp). Then we have
/0 -1 1 0 0 0
d=(1 0o -1 -1 1 o,

-1 1 0 0o -1 1

which coincides with the matrix ¢ discussed in Example
Let us set

D(s,t) = Dy w;, w:,
for s € J. We consider the cluster pattern S = {s; = (A4, &¢)}+er whose initial seed is given as
St = ((AS;tO)SEJ’ 51)'
Theorem 4.11 ([4, Theorem 2.10] (see also [22, Theorem B.4))). Forw € W andi = (i1,...,im) €

R(w), there exists a C-algebra isomorphism % (S) = C[U,] given by As., — D(s,1) for each
sed.

We define a seed s; of C(U,,) by
S; ‘= (D.,, = (D(S,i))sej7€i),
which corresponds to sy, = ((As.t,)ses,e?) € S through the isomorphism in Theorem Since
G is simply-laced, the entries of €* are included in {=1,0,1}. Hence we can describe &* as the
quiver whose vertex set is J and whose arrow set is given as {s =t | &g, s =1 or g5, = —1}.
Ezample 4.12. Let G = SLy4(C), and i = (1,2,1,3,2,1) € R(wp). Then the seed s; = (D;, &%) is
given as follows:
D

/

S —
S15217/'2 w2 Dwow; w2

Dy, s28191,00 < Dugwr, o

wow3,TW3

Dy =y o

Proposition 4.13 ([4, Remark 2.14]). For w € W, the cluster pattern associated with s; is
independent of the choice of i € R(w). In other words, the seeds s;, © € R(w), are all mutually
mutation equivalent.
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Remark 4.14. This proposition can be extended to non-simply-laced case by [I5, Theorem 3.5].

Let S = {s; = (At = (Ajt)jes,€t) hrer be the cluster pattern associated with s;. Then we see
by Theorems [2.8| and that the function field C(U,,) is isomorphic to the field C(A;., | j € J)
of rational functions for each ¢ € T. Hence, following Section 2.2} we obtain a valuation vs, on
CU,) ~C(X(w)).

Theorem 4.15 ([22, Corollaries 6.6, 6.25 and Theorem 7.1)). If G is simply-laced, then the
following hold for allw e W, A€ Py, and t € T.

(1) The Newton—-Okounkov body A(X (w),Lx,vs,,Tr) does not depend on the choice of a re-
finement of the opposite dominance order =<ZP.
(2) The Newton—Okounkov body A(X (w), Lx,vs,, ) s a rational convex polytope.

(3) Ift“#, then it holds that
A(X(w), Lx,vs,,,Tr) = /L;{(A(X(U}),ﬁ)\,vst,ﬂ\)).

(4) The Newton-Okounkov body A(X (w), L, vs;,Tr) is related to the string polytope A;(N) by
a unimodular transformation. More strongly, the equality

Ai(N) = A(X (w), L, vs;, Tr)M;

holds, where M; = (ds1)scq € Matyxs(Z) is defined by

des = <Sit+1"'siswisvh’it> iftgs,
) 0 if t>s.

(5) There exists a seed sP™t = (DUt gbmut) e S sych that the corresponding Newton—

Okounkov body A(X(w), Ly, vgmue,Ty) is related to the Nakashima—Zelevinsky polytope
A;(\) by a unimodular transformation.
Remark 4.16. We can extend Theorem (4), (5) to non-simply-laced case by taking refinements

of the opposite dominance orders <7, <% ... appropriately (see [22, Proposition 6.4 and Theorem
6.24]).

Ezample 4.17 (see [22, Example 7.12]). Let G = SL4(C), and 7 = (1,2,1,3,2,1) € R(wp). Then
we have

100000
1 1.0 0 0 0
011000

Mi=17y 17 01 0 of
01 1110
00 0 1 1 1

and the Newton—Okounkov body A(G/B, Ly, vs,,T») coincides with the set of (g1, ...,96) € R®
satisfying the following inequalities:
0<g6 < (Ah1), 0<95 < (A h2), 0< 91 < (A hg), —g5 < g3 < —g6 + (A ),
—91<92< —g5 + (N h2), —g2 =94 < g1 < —g3 — go + (A, ).

In addition, by [22] Corollary 7.7 (3)] and Theorem [4.4] we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.18. If G is simply-laced and w = wy, then the following hold for allt € T.

(1) The Newton-Okounkov body A(G/B, L2y, vs,,Ta,) contains exactly one lattice point a; in
1ts interior.
(2) The dual A(G/B, Lap,vs,,72,)" is a lattice polytope.
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4.3. Combinatorial mutations on Newton—Okounkov bodies. Recall from Corollary
that a; denotes the unique interior lattice point of A(G/B, La,, vs,,T2p). As an application of
Theorem and Proposition let us prove the following.

Theorem 4.19. If G is simply-laced, then the following hold.

(1) For fited w € W and X € Py, the Newton-Okounkov bodies A(X (w), Ly, vs,,Tr), t € T,
are all combinatorially mutation equivalent in My up to unimodular transformations.

(2) For w = wy and A\ = 2p, the translated polytopes A(G/B, Loy, vs,,T2p) — at, t € T,
are all combinatorially mutation equivalent in Mg up to unimodular transformations. As
a consequence, the dual polytopes A(G/B, Loy, vs,,T2p)", t € T, are all combinatorially
mutation equivalent in Ng up to unimodular transformations.

Theorem (1) directly follows from Theorem and Proposition In order to prove
)

Theorem , we compute a; explicitly.

Proposition 4.20. If G is simply-laced, then the unique interior lattice point a; = (a;);cs of
A(G/B, Lap,vs,,T2p) is given by
0 — 0 (if j € Jur),
’ 1 (f j € Jy)
for j € J. In particular, a; is independent of the choice of t € T, and fixed under the tropicalized
cluster mutations.

Proof. Since g is isomorphic to a direct sum of simply-laced simple Lie algebras as a Lie algebra,
there exists 43 € R(wp) which is a concatenation of reduced words ¢y, defined in Example
Combining the computation of ax,, in Examplewith Theoremm (4), we deduce the assertion
for sy, = Si,- We proceed by induction on the distance from tg in T. Take t,t' € T and k& € Ju¢

such that tit’ . We assume that the assertion holds for ¢. By definition, the tropicalized cluster
mutation u is given by a unimodular transformation on each of the half spaces {(g;)jes € R’ |
gr > 0} and {(g;)jes € R’ | g < 0}. In addition, pf is identity on the boundary hyperplane
{(g9j)jes € R? | gp = 0} which includes the interior lattice point a; of A(G/B, L2, vs,, T2,). From
these, we deduce that ul (a;) is an interior lattice point of

M%(A(G/B, £2pa Vs, T2p)) = A(G/B, »C2pa Us,/ T2p)~
This implies the assertion for ¢’, which proves the proposition. O

By Theorem (4) and Proposition we can compute the unique interior lattice point of
the string polytope A;(2p) as follows.

Corollary 4.21. Let © = (i1,...,im) € R(wg). If G is simply-laced, then the unique interior
lattice point a; = (a;) ey of the string polytope A;(2p) is given by

a; = Z <Sij+1 e sll\wlkvhlj>

k€Jg; j<k
forjed.
Proof of Theorem[4.19 (2). We write A = A(G/B, L3, vs,,T2,), and set A’ == pl'(A). Let us
consider the unique interior lattice point a; = (a;)jes of A. Recall from Proposition that
pE = f oy r for specific w € M, F Cwt, and f € GL;(Z). Since we have a; = 0 for all j € Jys
by Proposition the definitions of ¢, p and f imply that ¢, p(a;) = f(a;) = a;.
In addition, we have
CIO'LU,F(A - at) = fﬁl(A/ - at)a
which implies by Propositions that
mut,, (A, F)* = Puw,p(A —ar) = fﬁl(A/ — ay);

here, we note that (AV)* = A — a;. Hence it follows that

mut,, (AY, F) = (f 1A —ay))*.
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In general, for @ C My containing the origin in its interior and v € GL(Mg), it follows from the
definition of the polar dual that the equality v(Q)* =%y~1(Q*) holds, where’y € GL(Ng) denotes
the dual map of . Indeed, we have

Q)" ={v e Nr| (y(u),v) = —1 for all u € Q}
= {v &€ Ng | (u,'y(v)) > —1 for all u € Q}
= {7 () | v € Ng, (u,v) > —1 for all u € Q}
='7HQY).

Notice that if v is unimodular, then so is .
Hence we conclude that

mut,, (AY, F) ="f(A™Y).

This implies the required assertion since®f is a unimodular transformation. O

Remark 4.22. After this paper and [22], an interesting preprint [44] of Qin appeared, which
shows that the upper global basis is a common triangular basis when the Cartan matrix of g is
symmetrizable. Using this result by Qin, we can generalize Theorem to non-simply-laced
case; this generalization will be explained in the revised version of [22]. Hence Theorem and
Corollary can also be extended to non-simply-laced case.

5. RELATION WITH FFLV POLYTOPES

In this section, we restrict ourselves to the cases G = SL,,11(C) (of type A,) and G = Sp2,(C)
(of type Cy,). FFLV polytopes were introduced by Feigin—Fourier—Littelmann [12} T3] and Vinberg
[48] to study PBW-filtrations of V'()A). Kiritchenko [33] proved that the FFLV polytope FFLV ()
of type A, coincides with the Newton—Okounkov body of (G/B, L)) associated with a valua-
tion given by counting the orders of zeros/poles along a specific sequence of translated Schubert
varieties. Feigin—Fourier—Littelmann [14] realized the FFLV polytopes of types A, and C,, as
Newton-Okounkov bodies of (G/B, L) using a different kind of valuation. Ardila-Bliem—-Salazar
[3] gave an explicit bijective piecewise-affine map from the Gelfand—Tsetlin polytope GT'(\) of type
A,, (resp., type Cy,) to the FFLV polytope FFLV (M) of type A,, (resp., type C,,) by generalizing
Stanley’s transfer map [46] to marked poset polytopes; recall Examples and for the defini-
tion of GT'(X). In this section, we relate Ardila-Bliem—Salazar’s transfer map with combinatorial
mutations.

5.1. Marked poset polytopes. In this subsection, we recall the definition of Ardila—Bliem—
Salazar’s marked order polytopes and marked chain polytopes together with their transfer map

First, we recall what a marked poset is. Let Il be a poset equipped with a partial order <, and
A C I a subset of II containing all minimal elements and maximal elements in II. Take a vector
A= (Aa)aca € R4, called a marking, such that A\, < A\, whenever a < b in II. We call the triple
(fLA, A) a marked poset.

Definition 5.1 ([3| Definition 1.2]). Work with the same notation as above. We set

O(I, A, \) = {(@p)peima € RI\A |zp <azgifp<gq, Ao <zpifa<p, x, <A ifp<al,
k
C(IL, A, ) = {(2p) iy a € ROV | S <N - Agifa<pr < <pp < b

If A € Z4, then those polytopes are lattice polytopes ([3, Lemma 3.5]). The polytope O(ﬁ, AN
is called the marked order polytope, and C(IL, A, \) is called the marked chain polytope.
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Remark 5.2. Originally, the order polytope O(II) and the chain polytope C(II) of a poset II were
introduced by Stanley [46]. The notions of marked poset polytopes generalize those of ordinary
poset polytopes. Indeed, given a poset II, by setting II == I U {0,1}, A == {0,1}, and X =
(A\gs Aj) = (0, 1), where 0 (resp., 1) is the new minimum (resp., maximum) element not belonging
to II, we see that the marked order polytope O(IL, A, A) (resp., C(IL, A, \)) coincides with the
ordinary order polytope O(II) (resp., the ordinary chain polytope C(II)).

In [3l Theorem 3.4], a piecewise-affine bijection ¢ from O(II, A, A)toC (ﬁlA, A) was constructed,
which is called a transfer map. The piecewise-affine map ¢: RIN\A — RINA (Tp)p = (7)), is
defined as follows:

!

w, = min({z, -z | p' <p, P €T\ A} U{z, — Ay | P/ <p, p € A})

for p € Il \ A, where for p,q € ﬁ, q < p means that p covers g, that is, ¢ < p and there is no
¢ € I\ {p,q} with ¢ < ¢' < p.

Now, we recall a key notion which we will use in the proof of Theorem [5.3} called marked chain-
order polytopes, introduced in [9] and developed in [10]. We remark that the original notion of

marked chain-order polytopes is more general, but we restrict it for our purpose. Take a marked
poset (IT, A, A) and fix II' C T\ A. We define O (11, A, \) as follows:
Or(IL, A, ) = { ()
k

Zaﬁpi <yp — Yo for a < py < --- < pp < b with p; € I’ anda,beﬁ\ﬂ’},

i=1

peina € RI\A | 2, >0 forall pell

where for ¢ € IT\ IT’, we set

r. otherwise.

{AC ifce A,
Ye =

We can directly check that Oy(II, 4, X) = O(II, A, \) and Oﬁ\A(fL A,\) = C(II, A, \). By taking
IU' with § CIT' C II \ A, we obtain an “intermediate polytope” between a marked order polytope
and a marked chain polytope. It is proved in [I0, Proposition 2.4] that if A € Z4, then Oy (I, A, \)

is a lattice polytope for every I’ C II \ A. Define a map o : RIA Rﬁ\A7 (zp)p = (x3,)p, bY

. {mm({%xp,|p/<p,pfeﬁ\A}U{x,,Ap,|p/<p,p/€A}) ifp e,

o (5)
Zp otherwise

for p € II \ A. Notice that (Eﬁ\A = 5 and QZ@ =1id. In [I0, Theorem 2.1], it is proved that the map
ér gives a piecewise-affine bijection from O(IL, A, \) to O (I1, A, \).

5.2. Combinatorial mutation equivalence of marked poset polytopes. The second named
author proved in [26] Theorem 4.1] that the transfer map between ordinary poset polytopes can
be described as a composition of combinatorial mutations in Mg. We can generalize this result to
marked poset polytopes under some conditions. B _

We say that a poset II is pure if every maximal chain in II has the same length. When II is
pure, all chains starting from a minimal element in II and ending at p have the same length for
each p € II. We denote by 7(p) the length of such chains.

Let (II, A, )\) be a marked poset with A\ € ZA. Assume that II is pure, and that \ satisfies
Ao = Ap for all a,b € A with r(a) = r(b). Then there exists u = (“P)peﬁ\A € O(I, A, \) N ZI\A
such that

up, = uy for all p,p’ € II\ A with r(p) = r(p'), and
up = A for all p € I\ A and a € A with r(p) = r(a).

Let A™ denote the marking given by (\"), = r(a) for a € A. Then it is proved in [II, Corollary
23] that for a pure poset II, O(II, A, \") (resp., C(II, A,\")) contains a unique interior lattice

(5.2)



20 NAOKI FUJITA AND AKIHIRO HIGASHITANI

point. Indeed, the unique interior lattice point (rp)peﬁ\A € O(ﬁ, A, \") is given by r, = r(p) for
all p € Il \ A, while the unique interior lattice point (T;)pGﬁ\A € C(ﬁ, A, \") is given by r;, = 1 for
all p € I\ A. We notice that (rp)p satisfies (5.2) and g((rp)p) = (r},)p- Write

O(IL, A, \") = O(I, A, ") = (1) iy a0 and C(IL A, X") = C(IL A, N7) = (7)) ey a-

Namely, O(II, A, ") (resp., C(II, A, \")) contains the origin as the unique interior lattice point.
We regard polytopes appearing below as ones living in Mg.
Theorem 5.3. Let I1 be a pure poset.

(1) Let (I, A, \) be a marked poset with \ € Z* such that X satisfies Ay = Xy for all a,b € A
with r(a) = r(b). Take a (not necessarily interior) lattice point u = (up)peinya Satisfying
. Then the translated marked order polytope (’)(ﬁ, A, X\) —u and the translated marked
chain polytope C(ﬁ, A N) — gg(u) are combinatorially mutation equivalent in Myg.

(2) Consider the marked poset (IL, A, \"). Then O(IL, A, \") and C(IL, A, \") are combinatori-
ally mutation equivalent in Mg.

Proof. Since the assertion (2) directly follows from (1), we will prove the assertion (1).
The first step. For each p € IT\ A, set

wp = —ep,
F, == conv({—e, |p' <p, p eI\ AYU{0|p <p, p € A}), and
Pp = Pwy,Fp-
Note that F, C wj;. Then the direct computation shows the following:
eal(@0)yetiy 4) = (89)y — min{ (), 0) | 0 € oy,
= (zp)p + min({—zy [/ <q, p €T\ AYU{0|p' <q, p' € A})e,,
which implies that if we write ‘Pq((gcp)peﬁ\A) = (m’p)peﬁ\A, then we have

P

o Jmin(a, — oy [ <p, p e\ A} U{x, |p <p, P € A}) ifp=q,
Zp otherwise

for p € ﬁ\A We Writeﬁ\A: {q1,...,q4}, and arrange q1,qo,...,qq such as ¢; < ¢; inﬁonly
if i > j. Let
D =g, O+ 0 g, 0pg, fori=1,...,d.

In particular, @, includes all ¢,’s for g € Il \ A arranged in the order “from top to bottom”. Since
each ¢, changes only the ¢-th entry based on p’-th entries with p’ < ¢, we obtain the following: if
we write @((mp)peﬁ\A) = (aU;)peﬁ\A7 then it follows that

o min({z, —xp |p' <p, p eI\ AU {z, |p' <p, p € A}) ifpe{q,....q},
P Tp otherwise

forpeIl\ A.
The second step. For II' C II\ A, we define a translation map fr/ as follows:

fr: RN RH\Aa (xp)peﬁ\A = (xp)peﬁ\A — ¢ (u),

where %H/ is the map defined in (5.1)). For simplicity, we write f = fj.
In the third step, we will prove that

Bi = Fiarra} © Plar,qy o f Hforalli=1,....d. (5.3)
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Once we prove this, we obtain that 3;(O(II, A, ) — u) is convex for all i since

PO AN) = ) = flgy.0 © Sfarnay © O AN) —w)
= f{‘hv--*v‘h} °© ¢{Q17-~7Qi}(o(H7 Aa )‘))
= f{ql,.“,qi}(O{ql,...,qi}(na A7 >\))7

and O{qh”_,qi}(ﬁ, A, X) is a lattice polytope by [I0, Proposition 2.4]. Moreover, we see that
@d(0<ﬁa A7 )‘) - ’LL) = fﬁ\A(C(ﬁ7 Aa )‘)) = C(ﬁ7 A7 )‘) - (/E(u%
as required.

The third step. We prove (5.3)). Given (xp)peﬁ\A € Rﬁ\A, we apply the map <Z{qlwqi} to
T (mp)p) = (@p + up)p. If we write 5{(11,_“,%}((% +1up)p) = (7},)p, then it holds that

min({z, — 2 +up —up | P <p, p €T\ AU {my +up — Ay [P/ <p, p € A})
xp: 1fp€{Q1a7ql}a
Zp +u, otherwise

for p € 11\ A. Remark that the set {up —up |/ <p, p' € I:I\A}U{up—)\p/ | p'<p, p € A}
consists of only one element by the assumption (5.2). Hence we see that

min({z, -z, | p <p, p' €T\ AYU{x, | p' <p, ' € A}) + b(qy....q0) (W)
B=3 ifp € {qr,-.ai),
Tp+ Agy,..q1 (W)p otherwise

!

for p e Il \ A. Let us apply fiq,..q.} to 5{,11"“7%} o [T ((xp)p) = (x},)p. If we write

1

f{ql,m,qi} © Dlagy,....qi} © f_l((xp)peﬁ\A) = f{ql,m,qi}((x;)peﬁ\A) = (xp)peﬁ\Av

then it holds for p € IT\ A that

x,,:{minamp—xpwp«p, P e\AU{z, |p' <p, P €A} ifpefa,....a),

Zp otherwise.

Combining this with the first step, we conclude the desired equality (5.3)). O

As the following example shows, the transfer map 5 is not necessarily described as a composition
of combinatorial mutations in Mg if we drop the assumption ([5.2)).

Ezxample 5.4. Let us consider the pure marked poset in Figurewith amarking A = (Ay,...,\y) €
Z* such that Ay < Ay < Ay and A\; < A3 < Ay. We regard the marked poset polytopes as living
in R3. If Ay = A3, then the marked poset satisfies the assumption in Theorem hence we can
apply Theorem [5.3] to the associated marked poset polytopes. However, if Ay # A3, then this is
not the case. For instance, if Ay < Az, then the transfer map ¢: R3 — R3 is given as follows:

d(z,y,z) = (min{x — Ao,z — 2z}, min{y — 2,y — A3}, z — A1)
(x—z,y—2z,2—\1) if 2> Az,

(x— 2z, — A3, 2 — A1) if Ay <2< )3, (5.4)
(x = Aoy y— A3, 2= A1) ifz2 < A

Hence, even if we apply any translation to the marked order polytope, the transfer map never
becomes piecewise-linear. More precisely, we cannot make all the three affine maps R3 — R3 in
fix the origin. This implies that the transfer map ¢ cannot be described as a composition of
combinatorial mutations in Mp.
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FIGURE 5.1. The marked Hasse diagram considered in Example
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FI1GURE 5.2. The marked Hasse diagram in type A,,.

5.3. Type A case. Let G = SL,11(C), and A € Py. We write Asp = > 1o, (A he) for
1 <k <mn. Let Oy (resp., Cy) denote the marked order (resp., chain) polytope associated with a
marked poset whose Hasse diagram is given in Figure 5.2

By the definition, the marked order polytope O) coincides with the Gelfand—Tsetlin polytope
GT(X) (see Example , and the marked chain polytope C) coincides with the FFLV polytope
FFLV(A) (see [12, equation (0.1)]).

Since the associated marked poset satisfies the assumption in Theorem the following theo-
rem is an immediate consequence of Theorem

Theorem 5.5. The following hold.

(1) Forall X € Py, the polytopes GT(A\)—u and FFLV (\)—¢(u) are combinatorially mutation
equivalent in Mg, where u € GT(\) is a lattice point satisfying (5.2)).

(2) The dual polytopes GT(2p)Y and FFLV (2p)V are combinatorially mutation equivalent in
Ng.

5.4. Type C case. Let G = Sp2,(C), and A € P. We write A<y = > 1 pp (N, he) for 1 <k < n.
Let Oy (resp., Cy) denote the marked order (resp., chain) polytope associated with a marked poset
whose Hasse diagram is given in Figure [5.3]
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A<n

FIGURE 5.3. The marked Hasse diagram in type C,.

By the definition, the marked order polytope O, coincides with the Gelfand—Tsetlin polytope
GTc, (M) of type C,, (see Example , and the marked chain polytope Cy coincides with the
FFLV polytope FFLV, (A) of type C,, (see [13], equation (1.2)]).

Similar to Theorem the following theorem holds.

Theorem 5.6. The following hold.
(1) For all X € Py, the polytopes GT¢, (\) —w and FFLVe, (\) — ¢(u) are combinatorially

mutation equivalent in Mg, where u € GT¢, (N) is a lattice point satisfying (5.2]).

(2) The dual polytopes GTc, (2p)Y and FFLVg, (2p)Y are combinatorially mutation equivalent
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