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ABSTRACT

We study cell decomposition of positive tropical Grassmannian Trop*Gry , following an ap-
proach by Early in [1]]. Specifically, we deal with positroid subdivision of hypersimplex induced
by translated blades from any maximal weakly separated collection. One of our main results gives
a necessary and sufficient condition on a maximal weakly separated collection to form a positroid
subdivision of a hypersimplex corresponding to a simplicial cone in Trop*Gry . For k = 2 our con-
dition says that any weakly separated collection of two-elements sets gives such a simplicial cone,
and all cones are of such a form.

Then our second result shows that the maximality of any weakly separated collection is preserved
under the boundary map, which affirmatively answers a question by Early in [1]. The main tool
in proving this theorem is the plabic graph proposed by Postnikov [2]. As a corollary, we find
that all those positroid subdivisions are the finest. Thus, the flip of two maximal weakly separated
collections corresponds to a pair of adjacent maximal cones in positive tropical Grassmannian.
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1 Introduction and notations

The positive tropical Grassmannian Trop*Gry , was proposed by Speyer and Williams ( [3]]) in 2005. It is defined
as the space of realizable positive tropical linear spaces. Recently, there are many researches on this object with other
areas of math and physics ([4], [, [6]). Among them, the relation with the positroid subdivisions of hypersimplex
A n is the main focus in this paper. From the results in [4] [7], we know that Trop*Gry , parameterizes all the regular
positroid subdivisions of Ay ,. To be more precise, maximal cones in Trop*Gry , parameterize the finest positroid
subdivisions of Ag , while rays parameterize the coarsest positroid subdivisions.

More specifically, Regular matroid sudivisions of a hypersimplex Ay , is an implementation of Ay , as a poly-
hedral complex of matroid polytopes. Such subdivisions arise as affinity areas of M-convex functions by Murota [8]
with the domain A . which generalize valauted matroids by Dress and Wentzel ([9]) over the tropical ring.

M-convex function has a local descriptions which read as follows: the restriction of an M-convex function
with the domain A, on an octahedron with vertices Lab, Lcd, Lac, Lbd, Lad, Lbc, (L,f_[;’]), a<b<c<d,
{a,b,c,d} N L = 0, has at most two affinity areas of full dimension. M-convex functions are stable under convolution
but not under the summation.

We are interested in a subclass of tropical Pliicker functions (TP functions for short), which are also called pos-
itive tropical vectors. Such a subclass is less complicated. Namely, the local characterisation of such functions reads
as follows; there are three of four possibilities for M-convex functions. Namely, either the whole octahedron, or the
halves with the vertices containing the non-separated diagonal with endpoints Lac, Lbd.

The space of TP functions on A, is of dimension k(n — k) + 1. Namely the restriction of a TP-function to
the vertices labelling by sets of a maximal weakly separated collection W is a bijection indeed (see Appendix A to
[LO]). The point is that weakly separated collections corresponds to seeds of the cluster algebra of regular functions
on Grassmaniann.

Early in [1] first made a connection between weakly separated collections and positroid subdivisions of Ax , by
moving standard blades to vertices of hypersimplex. A standard blade g is the union of codimension 1 faces of a com-
plete fan in hyperplane 3\, x; = 0. By moving 3 to a vertex e; of Ay ,, we get the translated blade 8; which induces
a multi-split of Ag ,. Recall that a k-split (k > 2) is polyhedral subdivision into k-maximal cells which intersect in
an inner face of codimension k — 1. The following theorem by Herrmann guarantees that the positroid subdivision
induced by S, corresponds to a ray in Trop*Gry p.

Theorem 1.1. ([l/1]]) A k-split is a coarsest regular subdivision.

In [6]] the notion of blade arrangement is extended to weighted blade arrangement which is a R-linear combination
of translated blades. This generalisation allows to implement the tropical Grassmannian by weighted blade arrange-
ments that satisfy compatibility condition and positivity condition under the boundary map 8y, (Definition2.26). Here
we use a slightly different setting in defining this collection of weighted blade arrangements Z ,, and prove that Zx ,
is exactly Trop*Gry , (See Lemma 2.27). Let Z , be the quotient fan of Zy , modulo the n-dimensional linearity
space Fr.n := span{Br | I is frozen}. When k = 2, the polyhedron cone Pw := {3 jew R>Bs} from a nonfrozen
maximal weakly separated collection W is maximal simplicial in Z» ,. However, when k > 2, this is not always true.

Thus we provide a sufficient and necessary condition for Pw being simplicial of maximal dimension in Zx .

Theorem 1.2. (Theorem[2.32) Define

(]

oS’::{W’C;(k

L
) | 8. (W’) contains a nonfrozen maximal w — collection in ([n]z\ ) VL C [n] with |L| = k — 2}

as a poset of nonfrozen w-collections ordered by inclusion. Then for any nonfrozen maximal w-collection W, Pw is
maximal simplicial in Zy  if and only if W is minimal in .

In this paper, we mainly focus on those subdivisions induced by a maximal weakly separated collection W. For
their characterization we affirmatively answer a question in [1]] on stability of maximality of weak separation under
the boundary map 0.

Theorem 1.3. (Theorem[3.1) Let W be a maximal w-collection in ([ZJ), then 8;(W) is also a maximal w-collection in
()

We complete the proof by using plabic graphs. The plabic graph is a combinatorial tool proposed by Postnikov
[2]] to study the totally nonnegative Grassmannian. Danilov et al [12]] affirmatively answered to the Leclerc-Zelevinsky
conjecture on purity of maximal weakly separated collections and proved that any two maximal weakly separated



collections can be connected by a sequence of flips. Later one, Oh et al [[13] proved the same results using technique
of plabic tilings, which are closely related to plabic graphs.

Combining with the weighted blade arrangement construction of positive tropical Grassmannian and the above
theorem , we get the following corollary.

Corollary 1.4. (Corollary[3.13) The translated blades of a maximal weakly separated collection induce a finest regular
positroid subdivison of Ay .

This paper is organized as follows. We start by introducing a new construction of positive tropical Grassmannian
from Nick Early in Section[2] Based on this construction, we prove our first theorem in Section 2.4l In Section 3 we
introduce a boundary map on a reduced plabic graph and offer some lemmas for preparations. Then we give the proof
of the second theorem and an example in Section[3.3]

We use the following notation throughout the paper. Let [n] denote {1,2,- - - ,n} with cyclic order and (IZJ) denote
the set of k-subsets of [n]. For any subset L C [n], we endow [n]\L with a cyclic order inherited from [n]. For
example, if we take n = 8 and L = {3,4,7}, the cyclic order of [r]\L = {1,2,5,6,8}isgivenby 1 <2 <5<6 <8
and its cyclic rotations.

We write [a, b] for the closed cyclic interval from a to b and (a, b) := [a, b]\{a, b} for the open cyclic interval.
n]

If L is a subset of [n] and a € [n], we abbreviate L U {a} by La. For any I € ([k ), we use e = Yy e; and
X7 : X ieq Xi to denote the sum of unit vectors and coordinates. If no confusion, we write the set I = {i},i,--- ,ix} by
i1ip - - - i . For brevity, we refer to weakly separated collections as w-collections.

2 Positive Tropical Grassmannian and The First Theorem

2.1 Preliminaries on positive tropical Grassmannian and positroid subdivisions

It has been proved in [4]] that the positive Dressian equals the positive tropical Grassmannian which implies that
Trop*Gry y is the intersection of tropical hypersurfaces determined by all the three-terms Pliicker relations.

Definition 2.1. The positive tropical Grassmannian Trop*Gry , is the set of points p = (p])le([n]) e R such that
k

PLac + PLbd =Min{prap + Prcd> PLbc + PLad}

foranyl <a<b<c<d<nandL € (["]\{,?ig’c’d}) and p is called a positive tropical Pliicker vector.

Definition 2.2. For M c (%), let
Spi={VeGr)(R) | p1(V) >0if and only if I € M}.

If Spm # 0, then M is called a positroid and S x; a positroid cell. Py := Conv{e; | J € M} is the positroid polytope
related to M. A polyheral subdivision is called a positroid subdivision if every face in this subdivision is a positroid

polytope.

If we take p = (p,)le([n]) as height function on vertices of Ay, and project the lower faces of convex ({(er, p1)|I €
k

(lEJ)}) c R™! onto Ak n, then it induces a polyhedral subdivision D, of At ,,. We have the following statement.

Theorem 2.3. ([I5]], Theorem 9.12) p € Trop*Grw  if and only if D), is a positroid subdivision of Ay .

Thus Trop*Gry p is equipped with a secondary fan structure such that p and p’ are in the same interior of a cone if
and only if they induce the same positroid subdivision of Ag ,,. In Trop*Gry , a ray corresponds to a coarsest positroid
subdivision while a maximal cone corresponds to a finest positroid subdivision. Besides, Trop*Gry , has a Pliicker
fan structure as a subfan of Grobner fan of Grassmannian Gry ,. The following theorem says that this two structures
coincide.

Theorem 2.4. ([14], Theorem 14) The Pliicker fan structure coincides with the secondary fan structure in Trop*Gry p.



There is a direct corollary from the above theorem.

Corollary 2.5. Two regular positroid subdivisions D), and D coincide on Ay, if and only if they induce the same
subdivision on the 3-skeleton (every octahedral face) of Ay .

Theorem 2.6. Let p be a positive tropical Pliicker vector. Then the following statements are equivalent

(i) Dy induces a finest subdivision of A n, that is, for any positive Pliicker vector p’ such that p + p’ is positive
Pliicker, there holds Dy, = Dpypr.

(ii) Every octohedral face in D,, is subdivided in two pyramids, each of which contains the non-separated diagonal.

Proof. (ii) = (i) is directly by Corollary[2.51 We only prove the converse direction. Suppose for a finest subdivision
D,,, an octahedron with vertices Lab, Lcd, Lac, Lbd, Lad, Lbc is not subdivided. Since with vertices Lab, Lcd,
Lad, Lbc are weakly separated, we can expand them to a maximal w-collection W. Define a Pliicker function by
assigning the values of vertices of W such that p), , +p/ ., # P} .4+ P} p.- Then, for such a positive tropical Pliicker
vector p’, the subdivision D, has the octahedron with vertices Lab, Lcd, Lac, Lbd, Lad, Lbc subdivided in two
halves. A contradiction. m]

2.2 Blade arrangement and weighted blade arrangement

We follow the notations from [1] [6]. In [6]] there is a construction of a bijection between Trop*Gry_, and
weighted blade arrangements, which we will use.

Definition 2.7. ([1|]) A decorated ordered set partition ((St)s,, -+, (S1)s,) is an ordered set partition (S1,--- , S;) of
{1,--- ,n} together with a list of nonnegative integers (si,--- , s;) such that 23:1 s; = k. Additionally, It is said to
be of type Mg if |Sj| 2 2and 1 < s; < |Sj| = 1 (for each j = 1,--- 1) ,briefly written as ((S1)s,,- -+, (S1)s;) €
OSP(Ak,n). Denote by [(S1)s,,- - . (S1)s;] the polyhedral cone in Hy ,, formulated by the following facet inequalities
Xs, = 81
XS,US, = S1+ 582

1)

XS U--US;.y = 81+ 81-1.

The I cones [(SI)S17 (SZ)SQ Y (Sl)sl]’ [(SZ)S27 (S3)S3 Y (Sl)sl] e [(Sl)sp (Sl)Sl Tt (Sl—l)slfl] form a ComPZEte
simplicial fan in Hy_, ([15]]). The blade (((S1)s,,- -+, (S1)s,)) is the union of codimension 1 faces of this fan (here we
use (P) to denote the boundary of the closed cone P), that is

l
(S>> (00) = [ J AWy (i) =5 (Sj-1)5;4]). @)
j=1
Besides, if sj = 0 for some j = 1,--- 1 then the subscript s; will be omitted.

The standrad blade 8 = ((1,2, - - - ,n)) is characterized as follows

B= (1,2, m) = _Jalj,j+ 1. j—1]).
j=1

Denote by IT; :=[j,j+1,---,j—1] = {tl(el —e)) +1r(ex —e3) +---tj(ej/:a1) +- - ty(en — el)} (G+1:=1if
j=mn)and By = ((1,2,--- ,n)),, is the translation of B from origin to the vertex e; of Ay ,. Given a piecewise-linear

function A(x) on hyperplane Hy, = {x e R" | 3} x; =0} by
i=0

h(x) = min{L;(x), L2(x),- - , Lp(x)}



where
Li(x) =xi1 + 2%+ -+ (n—i)xp +x1+- -+ (n— Dx;—y
Proposition 2.8. (/1|]) The affine areas of h(x) are exactly 11,115, - - - ,I1,,, and
min{L; (x), L>(x), -+, Ln(x)} = Li(x)
for x € I1;. Besides, the standard blade B is the tropical hypersurface of h(x).

Now since I1;, Iy, - - - , I1,, form a complete simplicial fan in Ho ,, then for any x € (Ho,, N Z"), there exists a
unique maximal subset {i},i, - ,i{;} C [n] such that x € Njefir,in, iy} 1Lj. Moreover, it is not hard to check that
{ej —ejw1 | j €{it,in, -+ ,i;}°} is a minimal system of generators for the monoid (ﬁje{il,iz,... ,iz}Hj) NZ". Thus we

have a unique positive expression

X = Z tj(ej—ej+1)

Jelivia, i }e
where t; > 0 for j ¢ {i1,i2,---,i;}¢. The set {i1,i2,---,i;}¢ is called the support of x, denoted by Supp(x). In
particular, let x = ¢, — ¢ for any k-subsets [ # J, the positive integer ). jc(;, ... ;3¢ ¢ 18 called the distance from e;

to ey, denoted by d(ey, ey). Clearly, d(ey,ey) + d(ey, er) = n whenever 1, J satisfies |I\J| = |J\I| = 1.

Lemma 2.9. Let h(x — ey) be the translation of h(x) from the origin to e, then
h(e; —ey) =—d(ey,er)

Proof. We first take the unique positive expression e; —ey = ),
suppose ey — ey € I} (In other words, ¢, = 0), then

jeSupp(ei—ey) Li(e; —ejr1). Without loss of generality,

h(er—ey)=Li(ef—ey)
= (61—@]) '(0$1’2,”' ,n— 1)

=( > tlejmep) (01,2 n=1)
Jj€Supp(er—ey)

= [j
jeSupp(er—ey)

Theorem 2.10. ([1]]) Let ey be a vertex of Ay n, the translated blade By = ((1,2,- - ,n))., induces a I-split of Ak »
such that

((1’2’ e ,n))e_/ N Ak,n = ((Sl)sl, (52).8‘2’ ) (Sl)sl) N Ak,n
Where ((S1)s,> (S2)sy0- > (S1)s,) € OSP(Ag ) satisfies that | is the number of cyclic intervals of J and 1 € Sy. The
blade B induces a trivial subdivision of Ay if and only if J is an interval. In this case, J is called frozen while others
are called nonfrozen.

1
Remark 2.11. The blade ((S1)s,, (S2)sy» "+ > (S1)s,) is completely determined by e;. Let J = \J J; be the union
i=1
of cyclic intervals and (Cy,---,Cj) be the interlaced complement to intervals of J. Then (S1,82,---,8;) =
(C1,J1,Co, I,y -+, Cp, Jp) where S; = C; U J; and s; = |J;|. Every translated blade By induce such a subdivision
of Ak n, S0 we may abuse the notation in the following sections to represent such a subdivision by 3.

Definition 2.12. A blade arrangement is a collection of translated blades {By,,8,, - ,B1}. A weighted blade
arrangement is a formal R-linear combination of some translated blades {By,, B1,, - » 81}
Definition 2.13. Two sets I,J € (IZJ) are weakly separated if there do not exist a, b, c,d € [n] such that

(i) a<b<c<dord<a<b<corc<d<a<borb<c<d<a;

(ii) a,c € INJ and b,d € J\I.



A collection of k-sets is called a weakly separated collection if any two in it are weakly separated.

In [[L], Nick Early treated the weak separation phenomena from the viewpoint of discrete geometry. We will see
in Lemma that this is equivalent to telling whether two rays R>o8; and R0 are in some maximal cone of the
positive tropical Grassmannian Trop*Gry .

Theorem 2.14. ([1]]) The refinement of subdivisions {B;,, B, -+ , B} is a positroid subdivision of Ay, if and only
if {J1,J2, -+ ,Ji} is a weakly separated collection.

2.3 Construction of positive tropical Grassmannian by weighted blade arrangement

For any j € [n], the multi-split 8; over Ax, may also induce a multi-split over the the boundary
Ojy.1)(Ak,n) = {x € Agn | xj =1} = Ag_1 1. The following lemma illustrates the process

Lemma 2.15. ([1]) The multi-split over the boundary satisfies

Ay (1,2, m)e, N AR = (1,2, , 7, - 1))e, N Ocjy.1) (Arn)

where J = {j1, -+, jx} and J' = J\{Ja+1} if J satisfies jo, < j < ja+1 (the indices are cyclic). We can also replace
{j} by asubset L ={ay,---,a;} C [n] suchthat1 <t < k — 2, then

A(L,1) = 0({ai},1) © O({ar},1) ©** © O({a,},1)

does not depend on the order of {j1,- - , J; }. Besides, the order in [n]\L is in inherited from 1 <2 < --- < n. So the
boundary map on a k-subset can be defined as 0(jy1)(J) = J'.

The boundary map on a collection of balde arrangements can be extended linearly to weighted blade arrangements.

We will replace d(y;,1) by d; in the following passage for simplicity. Let ﬁ(JL) be the translated blade on dr (A ,,) for

asubset L C [n] withO < |L| < k—-2andJ C (]l('ij‘\LL‘) The operator d; can be defined on the linear span of ,83” as
follows,

0 jeL
3By =\ vty I
ﬁj\{j{ul} J e
where J = {ji, -+ ,Ji—jr|} and j, < j < ja41 in the cyclic order of [n]\L inherited from [n].

Definition 2.16. (/l6]]) Let
n—(k-2)

L= D | @ =l

m=0 LG(I::'I)

where ?B;{Ln) is a vector space of formal linear span ofﬂ(JL)

%;(Ln) ‘= span {,B<JL) : Je (k[n_]}i'l)}

Let By = %,({0)1 be the top component of B; . Then (B, ,,0) is called the hypersimplicial blade complex where

s , k,n’

0:=01+ 02+ -+ 0y, is the sum of all the boundary maps.

Remark 2.17. (%"n,a) is not a complex in the usual sense since 8> # 0 although 6/2 = 0forany j € [n]. In
the following text, we will see that a weighted blade is a function with a positroidal decomposition of Ay ,, however
the sum of weighted blades is not necessary a function with positroidal decomposition of A . Therefore, we need a
subset Zk n of such sums, whose elements induce positroidal decomposition.



We consider a weighted blade arrangement £ ; denoted by

L= ) (Mg,
McJe®
t
where Cje = {eJM =ej+ 2 om(ji)(ej—1—e€j) | MC J’} with J* = {ji,---,J;} being the initial points of the
i=1

cyclic intervals of J and ¢ M_ being the characteristic function of subset M c J*® (thatis, 6y (j;) = 11if j; € J®,
otherwise dps(j;) =0).

Proposition 2.18. We have the following relation

Z d(ej,en) L =nBy— (Bi1k) +B2ks1] + + Bink-1])
1)
where d(ey, ey) is the smallest positive number of steps from e j to ey, where each step has to be one of the directions
€1 —é€z,e3—e€3, - ,€y —€].

Proof. Let Ko = {k{,k},---,k;} be the end points of cyclic intervals of K for some K € ([Z]) and Cg, =

t
{EKM =ex — 2 om(k})(ex —ews1) | M C K.}. Then we calculate the coefficient of Bk on the left side of the
. 1 1 1

=
equation. It is equal to

D =DM ey, exy).

McK,

n n
Leteg —ey = . tj(e; — ej.1) be the unique positive expression of ex — ey, so d(ey,ex) = 3 t; and
J=1 J=1

€Ky —€J = €Ky —CeK tek — ey
t n
’
= —Z5M(k,-)(€k; —er+1) + Z tj(ej —ejr).
i1 j=1
Case 1: K # J. The unique positive expression of ek,, — e; can be written as

1 n
= D omk)) (ex; = ex) + ) tj(ej = i) M\Supp(ex —e;) =0
i=1 =1
€Km ~€J = n t ! n
Z(é’z —en) — Z5M(kf)(€k; —er+1) + Z tj(ej—ejr1)  M\Supp(ex —ej) # 0
=1 =1 =1

so the distance from e to eg,, can be expressed by
d(ey,ex) — M| M\Supp(ekx —ey) =0

d(ej,ek,,) = {d(EJ,eK)_|M|+n M\Supp(ex —ey) #0

We noticed that every M C K, has a unique partition M = M’ U M” where M’ C K,\Supp(ex — ey) and
M"” c Ke N Supp(ex —ey). By Lemma[2.19 K, N Supp(ex — ey) # 0, so we consider two subcases as follows

Subcase 1: |K.| = 1 (This is equivalent to that K is an interval). Then K, C Supp(ex — ey), so the coeffi-
cient of Bk is
—d(ey,ex) +(d(es,ex) —1) =—1.

Subcase 2: |K,| > 2. Then
DM (e, ex,) = (-D)HE N (d(esex) - M+ + Y (~=1)M(d(ey, ex) - M)

McK, McK, MCK,
M’'+0 M=M"
= > (=D"Md(esex) =M +n) = > (=DM =0-0=0
McK, McK,
M=M"



Case 2: K = J. In this case,
n t
€Ky — €y = Z(el —eu1) - Z om (ki) (e, — exse1)
=1 i=1

is the unique positive expression of e, —e s for M # 0, so d(ek,,, e;) = n—|M|. Similarly, we consider two subcases.

Subcase 3: |K.| = 1. The coefficient of Sk isn — 1.
Subcase 4: |Ko| > 2. The coefficient is

D DM ey = L (=DM - [M]) =

McK, McK,
L+0

Lemma 2.19. Forany K,J C ([Z]) and K # J, we have Ko N Supp(ex —ey) # 0.

n
Proof. Take the unique positive expression ex — ey = Y, t;(e; — ej+1), it is not hard to find that either |t; — t;41] = 0
=1

or 1. Since K # J, there exists some a € K\J such that ta # 0. Then we can take the minimal positive integer b
such that 7,45 = 0 (Such b do exists since not all the #; are positive). This implies that 7,451 = 1. So the coefficient
of e4+p 1s —1 which implies that a + b € J\K. Therefore there must exist some point of K, appearing in the interval
[a,a+b]. O

Corollary 2.20. (.EJ)JE([n]) is a basis of linear space By, , = span {ﬁj cJe ([ZJ)}
k

Proof. The transition matrix from (ﬁ])le([z]) to (nBy — (Brik] + Blojs1] + - +,8[n,k_”))J€([2]) is

n 0 --- 0 0 0 0
0O n - 0 0 0 0
0 0 n| 0 0 0
-1 -1 -1|n-1 -1 -1
-1 -1 -1 -1 n-1 -1
11 1o - n—1

which is invertible for n > 4. So (LJ)JG([,.]) is a basis. O
k

Remark 2.21. Similar to Definition define (L&L))Je([nm) to be the linear combination of (ﬁ(JL))JE(m]\L) for
k-|L| k—|L|
any L C [n] withO < |L| < k=2. The cyclic intervals of J should be taken in the base set [n]\L, where the cyclic order
of [n]\L is inherited from [n] (This is explicitly defined in Definition[2.23). Thus by Corollary[2.20, (L&L))Je([nm) is
k—|L|
an R-basis of QS;{Ln).

Example 2.22. Take k =2, n =4 and J = 13, we have
d(e3,en) =d(ei3,e34) =1 d(egs,e3) =0
d(e3,e1s) =d(er3,e3) =3 d(egz, en) =2
It is not hard to find that d(ey,—) satisfies the positive tropical Pliicker relation d(ei3,e13) + d(e3,ez) =
min{d(e3, e12) +d(e13, e34), d(e13, e14) +d(ei3, e23)}. The basis (Ly) ;¢ (14 are
Lio=-Pr+pPu Lia=-Pua+p13
Loy ==Pu+P13 Lz =—P3+Pu
Los==Po+Pra+Prs— P13 Liz=-L13+Pi12+P3s—Pou



Thus
Z d(ej,er)L; = (=2 + B24) + 3(=P1a+ B13) + 3(=P23 + B13) + (=P24 + P14 + B23 — B13) + (=B34 + B24)
re('§)

= 4813 — P12 — P23 — B3a — Pa.

Definition 2.23. Let [n]\L = {l1,l, -+ ,lp-m} With I} < Iy < -+ < ly_y, for some L C [n] with |L| = m
(O<m<k=2). Thenly :={l; | i € I} is called frozen in [n]\L if I is a cyclic interval in [n — m], otherwise unfrozen
where I C [n—m] and |I| = k — m.

Proposition 2.24. ([l6]]) For any j € [n], the action of boundary map 0; on the basis (.C.(]L))JG([n]\L can be described
k-IL|

as follows
(LU{j}) ;
L eJ
oLy =
0 jeJ
Proof. To avoid more notations, we suppose that L = . Let J* = {1, j2,-- - , J; }. Therefore, for any j € [n], there

exists a unique pair {j,, jq+1} such that j, < j < jgz41. Then

8;(Ly) = Z (=D"™M5,(8,,,)

McJ®
If j ¢ J, we have 0,(87,,) = 6j(ﬁJMu{ja+l)) for any M c J*\{j4+1}. Therefore,

(L= D, (=DMl (MUl g),) = 0.

McJ\{jan}

Orif j € J,then 9;(Ly) = Lﬁ{\]{i)} can be vertified directly. O

Corollary 2.25. ([l6]]) Given any ¢ = (CI)IE([Z]) e R(Y) and L(c):= Y cyLy. 0.(L(c)) can be written as a

7e('e)
linear combination as L) (L)
oL(L()) = Z iy By
i,je[n—k+2]
where |L| = k =2 and [n]\L = {l1, 12, -+ ,ln—ks2}. Choose any unfrozen pair {l;,1;} (i.e.|i — j| > 2), the coefficient
ﬂl(ill;) = _(CLlilj = CLLly — CLLl; T CLli+llj+1)
Proof. The coefficient of ﬁl(?) is from Ll(f_), L;_Ll)l,, Ll(f_)l and L;_Ll)l, - Thus by Proposition 2.24] we get this
L) ity i+1tj ilj+ i+1lj+
relation. O
Take any
Ble) = Z c1Br € Bi,n
7
where ¢ = (¢y) € R(%). Choose some L ¢ [n] with |L| = k — 2, then the image of B(¢) under the boundary map is
L) (L
dL(B(e)) = D i Bl

{i,j}c[n]\L nonfrozen
where 7 l(il;j) = 2 c1. Let the notation Suppy. (B(c)) denote the support of S(c) under dy, i.e. the set
{Ie([z]) : 8L(/31):/3}’§;}

L L
of ,B;i 1,«) such that ﬂl(ilj) #0.



Definition 2.26. Denote by Zy ,, the collection of elements z € By, that satisfy
(i) (Compatibility condition) Supp.(z) induce a positroid subdivision of dr (Ax ).
(ii) (Positivity condition) ”l(?) > 0 for any nonfrozen {l;,1;} in [n]\L.
ilj

forany L C [n] with |L| =k — 2.

The following important lemma shows an explicit relation between Zx , and positive tropical Grassmannian
Trop*Gry p.

Lemma 2.27. ([6]]) Let ¢ = (cy), e() e R(). Then c satisfies the positive tropical Pliicker relation
k

CLI L, +CLl, =min{cri,p, + CLi.lys CLigly + CLIyL. )}

for any cyclic ordera < b < ¢ < din [n—k+2]ifand only if L(c) = Y c1Lr € Zkn. Moreover, this induces a
1

bijection between the positive tropical Grassmannian Trop*Gry , and Zg p.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ € Trop*Gry . In particular, we take a =i, b =i+ 1, ¢ = j, d = j + 1, then by Corollary

(L) _
ﬂlilj - _(CLlilj - CLlilj+1 - CLli+1lj + CLli+1lj+1) >0

for any nonfrozen pair {/;, /;}. It remains to show that Supp (L(c)) induce a positroid subdivision of d(A ). Since
{li,1;} and {l,, [} are not weakly separated where p € [i +1,j — 1] andg € [j +1,i — 1], we have

(L) _
Z ﬂlplq - _(CLlilj - cLlili+1 - cLljlj+1 + CLli+1lj+1)'
peli+l,j-1]
qelj+1,i-1]

It follows that min {ﬂ;i]l“j), Yipeli+l,j-1] ﬂl(,,Ll:} is equal to

gelj+l,i—1]

min{~(CLy1; = CL1;0y = CLIil; + CLIl;)> —(CLLI; = CLily = CLIjL + CLI1100) }
= min{(cLy;,, + CL;)s (CLuliy +CLI1) Y = (CLLL + CLI14)
=0.

Thus this proves that .£(c¢) satisfies (i) in Definition[2.26]

Conversely, suppose that L(c) € Zi,. Given any a < b < ¢ < d in [n — k + 2], we observed that any
{lp,lg}in Aand {l,/,l, } in B are not weakly separated where

A:={{l, 1} |pelab-1], g€ lc,d-1]}
B:= {{lp”lq’} | p/ € [b,C—l], q/ € [d,Cl— 1]}

Therefore min > nl(lf), > 71'](]:1)/ = 0 by conditions (i) and (ii) in Definition[2.26] As explained on the
{Ip.lgreA P9 {1yl eB P

left of Figure nl(Ll) is presented by the labeled square with a number on each corner. The number on the corner
prlq
(p, q) refers to the sign of cL;,;, in the expansion of Corollary
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(a,d) (b,d)

1 0 0 0 —1
(ad = 1) 0 O ba-1)
(g +1) (p+1,q+1)
1 —1
0 0 0 0 0
1 1 (a,c+1) 70 3 5 o (b.c+1)
(p,q) o+l 1 1 | -
-1 0 0 0 1
(a,c) (a+1‘6) (b—=1,¢) (b
(L (L)
Figure 1: The expansions of & l Iy and > ”l,,lq
{Iplg}eA

Thus ﬂl(Ll) can be presented on the right by splicing all the squares together. And we add up all the
{IplgyeAa 1
numbers overlapped at the lattice point. So

(L) _
Z LI =—(CLil, — CLI 1y — CLIyl. + CLIyl,)
(Iplg}eA

(L) _
Z oty =—(CLiply — CLIl, — CLI 1y + CLILL.)
{10y YeB

L L
T e
{I,lg} €A {ly.ly }eB

CLIIy> CLI L, + CLILL }- o

Now it is not difficult to see that min { > } = 0isequivalentto crg,. +cri,1, = min{cri,, +

Corollary 2.28. The vector dy = (d(ey, eI))IE( ) satisfies the positive tropical Pliicker relations. Moreover, the
subdivison Dq, is exactly that induced by translated blade ((1,2,--- ,n))e,.

Proof. Since h(x —ey) = min{L(x —ey), Lo(x —ey), -+ ,L,(x —ey)} is concave on the hyperplane Z x; =k, we
=1

know that —A(x — ey) is convex. By Proposmonlﬂl, the intersections of all the affine areas of —h(x — e J) with Ag
form the subdivision induced by ((1,2,---,n)).,. On the other hand, because of the convexity of —/i(x — e;) and
—h(ey,er) =d(ey,er), the projection of any lower face of convex({(er, d(ey, er))}) is exactly the intersection of some
affine area of —h(x — ey) with Ag ;. O

Remark 2.29. From CorollaryR2.28|together with the equation in Proposition 218
Z d(ey.er)Lr=nBy = (Biik) +Blak1] + -+ Bluk-1));
re('

B can be regarded as the positroid subdivision induced by ((1,2,--- ,n)).,. Also, we ignore the negative terms on
the right since By induces a trivial subdivision of A when I is a cyclic interval. Through these observations, it is not
hard to see that Zx_, contains a linearity spcae Fy n := span{Br | L is frozen}.

Definition 2.30. Let Zi, := Zo.n/Fk.n be the quotient fan modulo the linearity space. Then evey element x € Zi
can be uniquely written as a weighted blade arrangement of nonfrozen translated blades.

11



2.4 The first theorem

From now on we only consider all the weighted blade arrangements in Zx ,, that is, we will omit all the terms of
frozen translated blades. Let us first see the case k = 2.

Proposition 2.31. All the maximal cones of Lk are simplicial with dimension n — 3. And they are of the form
Pw = {2 jew Rx08s} for some nonfrozen maximal w-collection W.

Proof. Any finest positroidal subdivision of A ,, contains n — 2 top dimensional cells (see [4]) and n — 3 facets which
split these cells (2-splits). Every translated blade to a non-frozen vertex induces a 2-split. Therefore we have weakly
separated collection of n — 3 vertices corresponding to these splits. But n — 3 is a maximal cardinality of a weakly
separated collection of two-elements sets. This implies that the cone spanned by a such collection of weighted blades
forms a simplicial cone of Z, ,,. Moreover, there is a bijection between maximal weakly separated sets of two elements
sets and vertices of the associahedron (see Fomin and Zelevinsky [16] ) . Therefore all simplical cones of Z, , are of
such a form. O

From Proposition 2.31] we know that every maximal cone in Z, , is simplicial. However when k > 3, it is not
the case. Here we provide a necessary and sufficient condition for Py := {3 ;cw R8s} being a maximal simplical

cone in Zg -

Theorem 2.32. The following statements are equivalent

(1) Let W = {J1,---,Ji} C ([Z]) be a nonfrozen maximal w-collection and W C W then W = W if and only if

o (W') contains a nonfrozen maximal w-collection in (["]Z\L) for any L C [n] with |L| = k — 2. Equivalently, W
is minimal in 8 defined in Theorem[[.2]

(2) The positive linear expansion P = {Rx0B1, + -+ -Rs0By,} forms a maximal simplicial cone in Zk , where W =
{J1,J2, -+, J1} is a nonfrozen maximal w-collection in ([Z])for 2<k<n-2

Proof. (1) = (2). It is obvious for k = 2 by Proposition For k > 3, since every octahedral face
{Lab,Lbc, Lcd, Lad, Lac, Lbd} (a < b < ¢ < d is cyclicin [n]) is contained in some face dr (Ax ), by assumption,
{,8%) |/ € dr(W) induce a finest positroid subdivision of 8, (Ax.n) = Az n-k+2. By Theorem [2.6] every octahedral
face in Ak, is subdivided. Thus we conclude that the regular positroid subdivision induced by SB;,,--- , By, is the
finest. Let # := {R>f;, + RxfBs, +--Rx6,} be the cone spanned by 8;,,- -+, 8, then P is contained in some
maximal cone M of Zx , by the compatibility of {8,,,8s,, -, B} We consider the face P’ = {ZJI_/GW, Rx>pBy}
of # spanned by a proper subset {8,; | J{ € W'} of {B,,,---,B,}. Now by assumption in (1), there exists a
subset Ly C [n] with |Lo| = k — 2 such that dr,(W’) does not contain a nonfrozen maximal w-collection. Therefore
the subdivision of dr,(Ak,n) = Agn-k+2 induced by dr,(W’) is not the finest which implies that there exists an
octahedral face in 91, (A ,) not subdivided. Again by Theorem[2.6] we know that {8 7:|J{ € W’} does not induce a
finest positroid subdivision of Ag ,. This proves that the faces of # do not intersect the interior of M. On the other
hand, it is showed in Theorem 4.1 of [3] and Example 4.20 of [6]], there exists a parametrization (a surjection) from
Rk=Dn=k=1) ¢ m Therefore dim(M) < (k — 1)(n — k — 1). Since {8,, 8.+, By} are linear independent
and the cardinality of Wis (k—1)(n—k — 1), we have (k- 1)(n—k — 1) = dim(P) < dim(M) < (k-1)(n—-k - 1).
Thus £ = M is maximal simplicial.

(2) = (1). Conversely we know that the positive tropical Grassmannian possess a secondary fan structure. Thus from
the assumption that £ is maximal, we say that {8;|J € W} induces a finest positroid subdivision of Ag_,. So every

octahedral face is subdivided by Theorem[2.6l Therefore d; (W) contains a maximal w-collection of (["Jz\L). On the
other hand, if we take any proper subset W’ C W, since ¥ is simplicial, " = {X ycw» R>08,;} does not intersect the

interior of P. So {8 ! |J; € W’} does not induce a finest positroid subdivision of Ay ,,. Then there exists some L such

that 9, (W) does not contains a maximal w-collection of (")), O
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Example 2.33. In A3 6, we take four nonfrozen maximal w-collections {124,125, 134, 145}. Take the boundary map,
(Biw) = By + By +B5) + By
3(Bi2s) = By + B3 +B5Y
9(Brsa) = 13 +B1Y + B3

2 3 4 5
d(Bras) = Biz +B1Y + Bis + B3
It can be checked that {124,125,134,145} satisfy (1) of Theorem [2.32) thus rays B124, B125, B134, B1as comprise a
maximal simplicial cone in Z3 6.

Below is an example showing that the positive weighted blade arrangements from some nonfrozen maximal
w-collection does not form a maximal simplicial cone in Zx , .

Example 2.34. Still in As 6, consider a nonfrozen maximal w-collection {135,235, 145,136}. Then
d(Brss) = B + B2 4 B 4 gD 4 D) 4 O
0(B23s) = (1) +ﬁ(2) +13<3) +ﬁ(6)
0(B1as) = <2) 5(3) ﬂ<4) ﬁ(s)
d(Bi36) = ,8(1) +ﬁ(4) +,B(5) +ﬁ(6)

Obviously Supp(B135) C Supp(B3s) U Supp(Bias) U Supp(Biss). In fact the support of 3-split B13s is contained in
the support of the 2-splits 3235, B145, B136, that is,

((16)1,(23)1, (45)1) N Az 6 © ({x1236 = 2} U {x16 = 1} U {x1456 = 2}) N Az6.
And here we explicitly write the generators of this cone in standard coordinate { L1} ofR(g) where I € ([g]).

Rs B35 =R>(3L123 +2Lioa + Lios + 6 Lize + Li3a + 5Li36 + 5Lias + 4 Lise + 3 Lise+
6 L34 +5Lo35s + 4 Lo36 + 4 Loas + 3 Loss + 2 Lose + 3 L3as + 2 L346 + L3se + 6 Lase)

Rs>B235 =Rs (4 L1203 +3Lioa +2Lios +TLiog +2.L13a + 1.L135 + 6.L136 + 6.L1as + 5 Liss+
6 L156 + L23a +5L236 + 5Loas + 4 Lose + 3 Lo56 + 5 L3as + 3 L3as +2L3s6 + 7 -Lase)

RsBias =Rs(4Lio3 +3Lioa +2Lios + T Lios +2.L13a + L135 +6.Li136 + 5 Lias + 4 Lise+
TLo3a +6Lo3s +5Lo36 + 5Loas +4Loss +3Lose +4L3as + 3 Lzus +2L3sse + 7 Lase)

Ry B136 =Rz (4L123 +3L12a +2L1os + 1. L1 +2.L13a + L135 + 6 L1as + 5 L4 + 4 L1s6+
TLo3a +6Lo3s +5Lo36 + 5 Loas + 4 Loss +4Lose +4L3as + 3 Laas +2L3se + 7 Lase)

The above equations hold modulo the linearity space spang{), L1 |i=1,---,6} of Trop*Gr3.
i€l

3 Boundary Maps on Reduced Plabic Graphs and The Second Theorem

In this section, we introduce some basic properties for reduced plabic graphs in [13]. Besides, we replace the
boundary map d; on a maximal w-collection W by a series of manipulations on corresponding reduced plabic graph
Zo(W). Then we prove Theorem 3.1 by showing that the face labels of 9;(Zo(W)) is exactly d;(W) and 9;(Zo(W))
is a biparite reduced plabic graph. As a corollary, we prove that the translated blades from a maxiaml w-collection
induce a finest positroid subdivision of Ay ;. At last, we characterize the flip between two finest positroid subdivisions

by a pair of adjacent maximal cones in Zx ;.
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Theorem 3.1. Let W be a maximal w-collection in (IZJ), then 8;(W) is also a maximal w-collection in ([",1\_{1j }).

The proof of this Theorem will be conducted in the end of this section by using plabic graphs.

3.1 The boundary maps on plabic graphs
Definition 3.2. A plabic graph is a planar graph G embedded in a closed disk D satisfying the following conditions

1. No edges cross each other.

2. Each internal vertex is colored black or white.

3. Each internal vertex is connected by a path to some boundary vertex.

4. The boundary vertices are labeled by 1,2, --- ,n in clockwise order for some n € Z~.
5

. Each boundary vertex is incident to exactly one internal vertex by an edge.

Definition 3.3. Two plabic graphs G and G’ are said to be move equivalenct to each other if G and G’ can be related
to each other via a sequence of the following local moves (M1), (M2) and (M3):

(M1) (The square move) Change the colors of vertices of a quadrilateral face whose vertices are trivalent.

AN

Figure 2: (M;)

(M2) Contract an edge of connecting two internal vertices of the same color or split an internal vertex into two vertices

of the same color joined by an edge.
<—>>é or >>—é <—>>§

Figure 3: (M)

(M3) Remove a bivalent vertex and merge the edge adjacent to it or insert a bivalent in the middle of an edge.

. -> or ___ o -— —

Figure 4: (M3)

n]

Definition 3.4. Let W be a maximal w-collection in ([k ), and Zo(W) be the biparite reduced plabic graph obtained
from the duality of plabic tiling. Define X(W) to be the equivalence class of Zo(W) under moves (M2) such that every
vertex has degree at least 3. (Obviously £o(W) € (W) by the definition of plabic tiling)

According to the construction of plabic tiling in [13] or combined tiling in [17], Every black point in Zo(W) is
labeled by a (k + 1)-set B such that the faces adjacent to B are all the K-sets {B\b, B\b»,- - - , B\bs} of W arranged
clockwise, where by < by < --- < by is cyclic ordered. Similarly, every white point is labeled by a (k — 1)-set ‘W
while the adjacent faces are {W Uw, W Uwy, -+, W Uw,} in the clockwise order, where w| < wp < --- < w, is
cyclic ordered.

14



Definition 3.5. For anyi € [n], <; denotes a linear order on [n] as follows:
I<;i+l<;i+1---<;i-1

and for any subset S C [n], we use the notation Mli(S) to denote the set of minimal | elements in S under <;.

Definition 3.6. Without loss of generality, we take ] = n. The plabic graph 0,(Zo(W)) is obtained from Xo(W)
through the following steps

1. Delete the vertex labeled n — k on the boundary and the unique edge adjacent to it, but preserve the internal
vertex of this edge.

2. Delete all the edge with vertices B and ‘W such that B\'W = M3 (B).
3. Relabel the boundary vertices n,1,2,--- ,n—k —1by 1,2,--- ,n — k clockwise.

4. Delete all the single points and bivalent points, use moves (M2) to get a biparite plabic graph.

We use the same notation as the Appendix of [10]. The collection Wy = ¥ U SX, where Z,* consists of
the intervals of size k and S,’f consists of the sets of size k represented as the union of two nonempty intervals
[ILmlU[l,l+k-m—1]withl >m+2andl+k —m—1 < n— 1. To prove Theorem[3.1] we first prove a special
case then we show that the maximality of d; (W) preserves under flips.

3.2 Some lemmas for preparations

Lemma 3.7. Let Wy = IF U Sk, then 6,,(Z0(Wy)) = Zo(0,(Wo))

Proof. We can see that d,, (W) consists of cyclic intervals of size k—1 in [n— 1] and the sets of size k — 1 representable

as [2,m] U [I,]l + k —m — 1]. Clearly 9,(Wy) is a maximal w-collection in ([Zj]). Let us consider the local area of
every face F of d,(2¢(Wp)), where the local area, denoted by L(F), consists of face F and faces that have common
vertex or common edge with F. We classify the L(F) into four cases:

Case 1: As in Figure [3 the left is the local area of face F = {1} U [l,k +1 — 2] with [ > 4. Since
On([I-1, k+1-2]) = 0,({1}U[L, k+[-2]) = [I, k+I-2]) and 0, ([[, k+I-1]) = 0,({1}U[I+1, k+I-1]) = [I+]1, k+I-1],
we delete the two edges that separate these two pairs of faces respectively. Then follow the rest steps in Definition[3.6]
we get the graph on the right.

k+i—1 [{BUl+1LE+1-1] [+1,k+1-1]

On (YUl +1,k+1-2

l-1,k+1-2] L2U[l+1,k+1—2] —

lk+1-2]
{2} U [ k+1-3]
{L}ull-1,k+1-3]| [L,2QU[LE+1-3] L=1,k+1-3]

Figure 5: Boundary map on local area of F = {1} U [[,k +1 — 2] with [ > 4

Case 2: As in Figurel[f] the left is the local area of face F = {1}U[3, k+1]. Since 8,([2, k+1]) = 8, ({1}U[3, k+1]) =
[3,k+1] and 9, ([3,k+2]) = 3,({1} U [4, k +2]) = [4, k + 2], the same as Case 1, we delete these edges to combine
the adjacent faces into one face.
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3.k +2)

{1}U3,k+1] (1} UM,k + 2] {2} U4,k + 1]

1,2 U4,k +1

2,3] U [5,k + 1]

[1,3]U 5,k + 1]
Figure 6: Boundary map on local area of F = {1} U [3, k + ]

Case 3: As in Figure[7] the left is the local area of F = [1,m] U [,k +]—m — 1] withm > 2 and ! > m + 3. By
definition, none of the adjacent faces in L(F) will be combined into one face. So we only need to change the label on

each face while keep the graph unchanged.

F) Fy

F=[1m+1U[lk+]—m—2] Fl=2m+1Ulk+1—m—2]
F=[1m+1JuUl+1L,k+1l—m—1] Fy=02m+1Ul+1,k+1—m—1]
Fs=[1,m]U[l+1,k+1—m] Fi=[2,m+1U[l+1,k+1—m]
Fy=[1,m—-1U[l,k+1—m] Fi=02m-1U[l,k+1—m]
F=1m-1U[l-1Lk+l—m—1] F=02m-1U[l-1Lk+1l—m-—1]
Fo=[1Lm]Ull-1,k+1—-m—2] Fi=02,mUll-1,k+1—m—2]
F=[1mlUllk+1l—m—1] F=02mlU[l,k+1—m—1]

Figure 7: Boundary map on local area of F = [I,m| U [l,k+[—-m —1] withm >2and! > m +3

Case 4: As in Figure[8] the left is the local area of face F = [1,m] U [m + 2,k + 1] with m > 3. The only edge that
need to be deleted is the edge that separates face F; = {1} U [3,k + 1][2,k + 1] and face F, = [2,k + 1]. So F; and

F, are united into F7 , on the right.
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F={1}U[3,k+1] Flo=[3k+1]

F,=12,k+1] Fi=1012,m+1U[m+3,k+1]
Fy=[1L,m+1]U[m+3,k+1] Fj=[2,m]U[m+3,k+2]

Fy=[1,mlU[m+3,k+2] FL=[1,m—1U[m+2k+2]
Fy=[1,m—1JU[m+2k+2] Fy=12,m—1U[m+1,k+1]

Fo=[1,m—-1U[m+1,k+1] F'=[12,m]U[m+ 2,k +1]
F=[1,mlUm+2k+1]
Figure 8: Boundary map on local area of F = [1,m] U [m + 2,k + ] withm > 3

Given any element F” € d,,(Wp), we observed that the local area of F’ in X¢(9,(Wy)) is exactly presented on the
right of some case above. Since a plabic graph is a planar graph, the connection of these local areas must be unique.

S0 80, (Zo(Wp)) = Zo(8,(Wp)). .

Remark 3.8. We can extend the operations in Definition[3.6lt0 the equivalence class (W). Since every G € (W) is
obtained from Zo(W) by a series of moves (M2), a black (white) point in Xo(W) may be extended to a tree with black
(white) vertives. We can assign the same label on every point of this tree as the point in Zo(W). So we can still do the
operations in Definition[3.6] It is illustrated in the following figure.

Moves (M2)

Figure 9: Labels of black points in G

For an extension Lemma [3.7] from Wy to any maximal w-collection in ([ZJ), we need that any two maximal w-
collection can be joined by a sequence of flips (cluster mutations). Recall (Leclecr-Zelevinsky) that if a w-collection
collection W contain five sets Lab, Lcd, Lac, Lad, Lbc, then the collection W = W \ {Lac} U {Lbd} is weakly
separated. The transformation W — W’ is called a flip.

Theorem 3.9. ([12]],[13]) Any two maximal w-collection in ([ZJ) can be joined by a sequence of flips.

Lemma 3.10. For any G € Z(W), the following forbidden structure with B\W = M} (8) will not appear in G
(a, b, c are cyclic ordered in [n]\L) .
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Lbe

Lab

Figure 10: A forbidden structure in plabic graph

Proof. Suppose that this structure appear in G, since B\'W = {Labc}\{Lb} = {a,c} = M} (8B), we have either
(a,c)nLb =0or (c,a) N Lb = 0. But a, b, ¢ are cyclic ordered, so (a,c) N Lb # 0. However, since evrery internal
point in G has degree no less than three, there exists a face on the left of 8 such that F = {Labc}\{x} where x € (c, a).
There is a contradiction to the fact (¢, a) N Lb = 0. O

Lemma 3.11. Let W be any maximal w-collection, then 0,(Zo(W)) = Xo(0,(W)). Moreover, the induced subgraph
(1-dimensional subcomplex) of points 0, |w (0, (J)) = {I € W | 0,(I) = 8,(J), J € W} is connected in the plabic
tiling of W.

Proof. We start with Wy = ¥ U Sk, we have known that d,(Zo(Wy)) = 20(8,(Wo)). We will show that
this relation holds under flips. Let W be a maximal w-collection satisfying 9,(Zo(W)) = Z¢(d,(W)) and
W’ = (W\{Lac}) U {Lbd}. We noticed that, for any fixed black point 8 in G € (W), there are at most one edge
adjacednt to B can be deleted under the boundary map 9,,. Thus we only need to consider two cases up to symmetry.
These two cases depend on how many edges are deleted in the local area formed by Lab, Lbc, Led, Lad, Lac(Lbd).

Case 1: As in figure[TT] only one edge is deleted in step 2 in the local area formed by Lab, Lbc, Led, Lad, Lac. In
this case, My (Lacd) = {a,d} and (d,a) N Lc = 0. So the edge that separates Lcd and Lac is deleted in step 2.
The rest edges stay unchanged which implies that M} (Labc) ¢ {{a,b},{b,c},{c,a}}. Then we consider the local
area formed by Lab, Lbc, Lcd, Lad, Lbd after a flip. From the assumption M;‘(Lacd) = {a, d} and the cyclic order
of a,b,c,d, we obtain M} (Labd) = {a,d}. Thus the edge that separates Lbd and Lab is deleted under &,. The
converse direction, that is considering the inverse flip W/ — W is similar.

Figure 11: Case 1

Case 2: As in figure[I2] two edges are deleted in step 2 in the local area formed by Lab, Lbc, Lcd, Lad, Lac. This is
equivalent to M} (Lacd) = {a,d} with (d,a) N Lc = 0 and M} (Labc) = {a, b} with (a,b) N Lc = 0. By Lemma
the upper right edge outside of the square region must connect to a white point or boundary vertex. So if we
consider the boundary map after flip, that is on the local area formed by Lab, Lbc, Lcd, Lad, Lbd , then edges that
separate faces Lbc, Lcd and faces Lac, Lab will be deleted. Conversely, it is also true as case 1.
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step2 L
c 5
—_— Le + La

I flip [

step2
Lad —» ¢

Figure 12: Case 2

Case 3: No edge is deleted in step 2. So the flip W — W’ induces a flip 8,,(W) — 8,,(W’) as in figure[13

On(Led)

On
J— . 9, (Lab) 9n(Lad)
0y, (Lbc)
I flip
On(Lad)
On
- >

Figure 13: Case 3

Therefore, it is showed in the case 1 or 2 that when 9,,(W) = 8, (W’), we have 9,,(Zo(W)) = 9,(Z9(W’)). So by

the assumption 8, (Zo(W)) = Zo(d,(W)), we get 8, (Zo(W’)) = Zo(d,(W’)). This isomorphism is obvious in case
3. Besides, when [0, !|w(8,(J))| > 2, we notice that d,,!|w (8,(J)) form a series of consecutive vertices of a white

polygon labeled by d,,(J) in the plabic tiling of W. So the induced subgraph is connected.

3.3 Proof of the second theorem and a corollary

Proof of Theorem[3.11.
d,(Wp) is a maximal w-collection as Wy = X U S¥ by Lemma[3.7l Suppose that W is obtained from Wy by a

sequence of flips, then by Lemma[3.11] either o(8,,(Wy)) = Z¢(8,(W)) or Z(8,(W)) is obtained from X (8, (Wo))
by a sequence of flips. Since X¢(3,(Wy)) is reduced, then Zo(d,(W)) is also reduced so 9, (W) is a maximal w-

collection.

19



Example 3.12. Take a maximal w-collection W = {127, 137,136, 156, 167, 135, 145,134, 123,234, 345,456,567
,678,178,128} in ([g]), then by Definition[3.6] 83(Zo(W)) is produced as showed in the following figure.

5

Figure 14: An example of producing reduced plabic graph dg(Zo(W))

Since ds(W) = {27,37,36,35,12,23,34,45,56,67,17} is the collection of face labels on the reduced plabic
graph 8g(Zo(W)), it is a maximal w-collection in (IZJ)

Corollary 3.13. The translated blades {Bs|J € W} of a maximal w-collection W induce a finest regular positroid
subdivison of Ay .

Proof. Choose any L C [n] with |L| = k — 2, then we use Theorem 3.1 repeatedly. Thus, d, (W) is a maximal

w-collection in (["]Z\L). By the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem[2.32] we obtain that every octahedral face
of A, is subdivided. So {8;|J € W} induce a finest positroid subdivision. O

Following Example 2.34lwe give an nontrivial example for Corollary

Example 3.14. Hypersimplex A3z is divided into six top dimensional positroid polytopes by blade arrangements
B135, B235, B14s, B13e as showed in Figure[[6l Fori € {1,2,3,4,5,6}, let M; be the series-parallel matroid (see [18]])
obtained from the spanning tree of a series-parallel graph with labeled edges and let Py, be its positroid polytope.
Since every series-parallel martoid does not contain an octahedral face ([18]) and the labeled graph does not contain
the following forbidden substructure (Figure[[3),

d c

Figure 15: The forbidden structures in the labeled series-parallel graph witha < b < ¢ < d

Then this implies that pyramids {Lab, Lbc, Lcd, Lda, Lac} and {Lab, Lbc, Lcd, Lda, Lbd} which do not con-
tain non-separated diagonal {Lac, Lbd} are not allowed in M;. Thus this is a finest positroid subdivision.
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6 1 1 2
" " A
S S_—
4 3

5
Pr, = {z16 2,1 21236 > 2, T1as6 > 2} N Az P, = {z16 >,1 1236 > 2, T1as6 < 2} N Az
5 1 4 3
./\/lg M4
2 6 6 2
Prmy = {z16 >, 1 T1236 < 2, T1as6 > 2} N Az Ppa, = {z16 <, 1 21236 2 2, T1as6 < 21N Qs

M

Py = {z16 <, 1 21236 < 2, Tiase > 2 N Agg Pume = {216 <, 1 21236 < 2, Z1456 < 2} N A

Figure 16: Finest positroid subdivision of A3 ¢ induced by £135, 8235, B145. B136

Remark 3.15. From Corollary we know that there exists unique maximal cone My in Zy n such that Pw € Mw
for every nonfrozen w-collection W. And in Theorem[2.32 we discussed when Pw = My. If two maximal w-collection
Wi and Wy are connected by a flip i.e. Wy = Wi\{Lac} U {Lbd}, then Mw, and My, are two adjacent maximal

cones in Zi n and Pw, N Pw, S Mw, (N Mw,. We use the Figure[[Z1o present the flip between these objects.

Pw, Subdivision by {8; | Je W} —— W
flip flip flip
'PW2 Subdivision by {8, | J € WQ}—VV2

Figure 17: The flip of a positroid subdivision induced by translated blades
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4 The Conclusions and the Further Work

In this paper,we have shown another hypostasis of maximal weakly separated collection of ‘WX, they label finest
positroids subdivisions of A ,, or the cones in Zg .
Futhermore, each W € ‘W is uniquely lifted to a maximal weakly separated collection in 21"l by adding interval

sets of size > k and cointerval sets of size < k, and is a basis of TP- functions on 21" satisfying , for any X and
{i<j<k<Il}nX=0,

F(Xj) + F(Xik) = min(F(Xi) + F(Xjk), F(Xi]) + F(Xk),

and
F(Xik) + F(Xjk) = min(F(Xij) + F(Xkl), F(Xil) + F(Xjk).

The supermodular TP-functions, a subset of which cut out by inequalities F(Xi) + F(Xj) < F(Xij) + F(X)
form a crystal B(oo) for SL,, [19]. A supermodular TP-functions is a (sup) support function to a MV polytope [20].
Let us define cones of supermodular TP-functions, two supermodular TP-functions F and G belong to the same cone
if F + G is a TP-function (it is supermodular since supermodularity is stable under summation). A subdivsion is
finest if all octahedrons are subdivided in two halves. Kamnitzer in [20] considers cones in the set of MV-polytopes.
MV-polytopes P and Q belong to the same cone if P + Q is an MV-polytope. For example, for SL4 there are 13 such
cones of maximal dimension, 12 of which are simplicial with 6 generators and one is not simplicial with 7 generators
(Section 6 in [20]).

Note that each function defined on vertices on the Boolean cube can be extended as a convex or a concave
function to the whole cube [0, 1]1"]. Thus, we get two dissections of the cube by affinity areas of corresponding
extensions. A supermodular TP-function being extended to a convex function on [0, 1]1") is a (sup) support function
to an MV-polytope. In such a case, the cube is dissected by Weyl chambers.

If we consider a concave extension of a submodular functions, we get a dissection of the cube into generalised
polymatroids, since any supermodular TP-function is a M9-function [8]. One can regard such generalised polyma-
troids as generalised positroids.

For any k = 2,--- ,n — 2, the restriction of a supermodular TP-function F to the vertices of Ay , is a positive
tropical Pliicker vector p. Hence the intersection of the generalised positroid subdivision obtained from the concave
extension of F' with the hyperplane }; x; = k gives a subdivision of Ay ,, into poistroids for p (finest subdivison if the
subdivison for F is finest).

In a subsequent publication we plan to describe cones of finest genralised positroids subdivisions of unit cubes.

On the another hand, we can expand a positive tropical Pliicker vector on A, to a supermodular TP-function on
the Boolean cube 2[") and, hence get (not uniquely) a generalised positroid subdivision of the cube. This extension
gives us finest positroid subdivisions of all Ay ,,, for all k&’ # k, compatible with D,,.
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