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QUASI-COINCIDENCE OF CLUSTER STRUCTURES
ON POSITROID VARIETIES
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Dedicated to Bernhard Keller on the occasion of his 60th birthday

ABsTRACT. By work of a number of authors, beginning with Scott and culminating with Galashin
and Lam, the coordinate rings of positroid varieties in the Grassmannian carry cluster algebra
structures. In fact, they typically carry many such structures, the two best understood being the
source-labelled and target-labelled structures, referring to how the initial cluster is computed
from a Postnikov diagram or plabic graph. In this article, we show that these two cluster
algebra structures quasi-coincide, meaning in particular that a cluster variable in one structure
may be expressed in the other structure as the product of a cluster variable and a Laurent
monomial in the frozen variables. This resolves a conjecture attributed to Muller and Speyer
from 2017. The proof depends critically on categorification: of the relevant cluster algebra
structures by the author, of perfect matchings and twists by the author with Canak¢1 and King,
and of quasi-equivalences of cluster algebras by Fraser—Keller. By similar techniques, we also
show that Muller—Speyer’s left twist map is a quasi-cluster equivalence from the target-labelled
structure to the source-labelled structure.

1. INTRODUCTION

Positroid varieties have their origin in influential work of Postnikov [46] on the totally positive
Grassmannian, in which they appear as cells in a stratification of the Grassmannian that is
particularly well-adapted to the study of positivity. In the same paper, Postnikov introduced
the combinatorics of alternating strand diagrams—now often called Postnikov diagrams—and
plabic graphs, which were subsequently used by Scott [51] to equip the coordinate ring of the
Grassmannian with the structure of a cluster algebra.

Cluster algebra structures are useful when studying totally positive spaces since they provide
a set of linearly independent functions (the cluster monomials) with non-negative structure
constants, and this set can often be extended to a basis with the same property, albeit in several
different ways. More specifically, a cluster algebra comes with a preferred set of generators
called cluster variables, together with a notion of compatibility between these variables, and
a cluster monomial is, by definition, a product of compatible cluster variables. Some cluster
variables are frozen, and compatible with all others.

In Scott’s cluster algebra structure on the Grassmannian Grj, of k-dimensional subspaces of
C", all Pliicker coordinates are cluster variables, and two Pliicker coordinates are compatible
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if and only if their labels (which are k-element subsets of {1, ..., n}) are non-crossing. This
combinatorial condition appeared in earlier work by Leclerc and Zelevinsky [34], who showed
that two Pliicker coordinates quasi-commute (as elements of the quantum matrix algebra) if
and only if they have non-crossing labels. Whenever 2 < k < n — 2, there are more cluster
variables than just the Pliicker coordinates, and indeed in all but finitely many such cases there
are infinitely many cluster variables.

It was long expected (see for example [38, Conj. 3.4]) that Scott’s results should generalise
from the Grassmannian to arbitrary (open) positroid varieties, a conjecture proved by Serhiyenko,
Sherman-Bennett and Williams [52] for Schubert cells and subsequently by Galashin and Lam
[19] in full generality. Both results depend heavily on work of Leclerc on Richardson varieties
[33]; the cluster structures are obtained from Leclerc’s via homogenisation. In all cases, one
chooses a Postnikov diagram corresponding to the positroid in question, and associates to it a
quiver with Pliicker coordinates as vertices. This turns out to be the initial seed for the cluster
algebra structure.

While the process for constructing the quiver is always the same, there are two commonly
used ways of assigning Pliicker coordinates to its vertices. These correspond to the two natural
bijections between the strands, which collectively describe a permutation of {1,...,n}, and
these n labels: one can either associate a strand to the label at its source, or to the label at its
target. For the full Grassmannian, the two labellings simply produce two different seeds in the
same cluster algebra structure, but for more general positroids this is no longer the case. This
means each positroid is in fact equipped with two cluster algebra structures, which have the
same cluster combinatorics (indeed, they are abstractly isomorphic) but are distinct in the sense
that different sets of functions, and even different subsets of the Pliicker coordinates, are cluster
variables.

However, a further expectation, first remarked on by Muller and Speyer [39, Rem. 4.7] and
later described as a conjecture by Fraser and Sherman-Bennett [17, Conj. 1.1], was that these
two cluster structures should in fact have the same set of cluster monomials. More precisely, the
conjecture is that the cluster structures quasi-coincide; this is a special case of a more general
notion of quasi-equivalence, for cluster structures on possibly different rings, due to Fraser
[16] (see Definition 3.4). In particular, it means that each non-frozen cluster variable x in one
structure is equal to a product x’p, in which x” is a cluster variable, and p a Laurent monomial
in frozen variables, in the other cluster structure. Moreover, the resulting assignment x +— x’ is
a bijection between the two sets of non-frozen cluster variables, respecting compatibility.

In this paper, we prove this conjecture. Perhaps surprisingly, our proof relies primarily on
representation theory and homological algebra. For connected positroids, the two cluster algebra
structures have been categorified by the author [47], and the main algebraic fact underpinning the
proof is that the two categorifications are derived equivalent in an extremely natural way. This
gives us access to a homological method for detecting quasi-equivalences of cluster algebras,
developed recently by Fraser and Keller [30, Appendix]. This categorical approach resolves the
quasi-coincidence conjecture for connected positroids, and we show on the geometric side that
this implies the general statement.
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Fraser and Sherman-Bennett [17, Cor. 6.8] proved the quasi-coincidence conjecture for
positroids satisfying a combinatorial condition which they call toggle-connectedness, while
also pointing out [17, Ex. 6.6] that not all positroids (or even all connected positroids) have
this property. Our argument is also rather different: Fraser and Sherman-Bennett’s works by
expressing the identity map as a composition of quasi-cluster equivalences (coming from the
toggles referred to in the term ‘toggle-connectedness’), whereas we show directly that the
identity is such an equivalence.

To make the paper as self-contained as possible, we provide more detailed background on
positroid varieties and their cluster structures in Section 2 and on quasi-equivalences of cluster
algebras in Section 3. In Section 4, we show that the quasi-coincidence conjecture may be
reduced to the case of connected positroids, for which the technology of categorification is
available, and in Section 5 we describe this technology. The proof of the quasi-coincidence
conjecture is then given in Section 6. In Section 7, we demonstrate that similar techniques can
be used to prove a related fact, namely that Muller—Speyer’s left twist map [39] is a quasi-cluster
equivalence. Shortly after this article first appeared as a preprint, Casals, Le, Sherman-Bennett
and Weng [8] gave an independent proof of this fact, using a connection to symplectic geometry
via Legendrian weaves, rather than categorification. In particular, they show that the twist
coincides with the Donaldson—-Thomas transformation, which is known independently to be a
quasi-cluster equivalence.

2. PoOSITROIDS, POSITROID VARIETIES AND THEIR CLUSTER STRUCTURES

2.1. Postnikov diagrams, plabic graphs and perfect matchings. In this section, we recall the
combinatorics underlying open positroid varieties, and the cluster structures on their coordinate
rings. This will also allow us to set our conventions. In some cases, we will replace the
original definitions by (non-trivially) equivalent statements, in order to make the exposition
more concise.

Definition 2.1 ([46]). A Postnikov diagram, drawn in an oriented disc with n marked points on
its boundary, consists of a set of n smooth curves, called strands, such that one strand starts and
one strand ends at each marked point. These strands must satisfy the following rules.

(P1) The strands cross finitely many times, and each crossing is transverse and involves only
two strands.

(P2) Moving along each strand, the signs of its crossings with other strands alternate.
(P3) No strand crosses itself.

(P4) If two strands cross twice, they must be oriented in opposite directions between the
crossings. Said differently, if we follow a pair of strands forwards (or backwards) from
a crossing, they do not meet again.

In all conditions except (P3), the marked points on the boundary are considered to be crossings
by extending the strands out of the disc in the natural way. We call the diagram connected if the
union of its strands is connected.
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Ficure 1. A Postnikov diagram and its corresponding plabic graph.

For concreteness, we usually identify the marked points on the disc with the set Z, =
{1,...,n}, as in Figure 1. The notation reflects the fact that we will mostly treat Z, as a
cyclically ordered set, in the clockwise order on the boundary of the disc, but occasionally it
will be necessary to break this cyclic order to the usual linear order 1 < - - - < n.

Definition 2.2. A Postnikov diagram D determines a permutation 7 of the marked points on
the disc, via the rule that the strand starting at marked point i ends at marked point 7p (7).

The data in a Postnikov diagram D may be encoded in a number of other equivalent ways,
and we will use several of them here. The first equivalent formulation is as a plabic graph or
dimer model. To describe this, we note that D cuts the disc into simply-connected regions, each
of which has a boundary consisting of strand segments (and possibly some of the boundary of
the disc). We call the region oriented if these strand segments are oriented consistently (either
clockwise or anticlockwise), and alternating otherwise, since in this case the orientations of the
strand segments alternate around the boundary of the region because of (P2).

The corresponding plabic graph I'p has a black node for each anticlockwise oriented region,
a white node for each clockwise region, and an edge for each crossing (connecting the nodes for
the two oriented regions incident with this crossing). An oriented region may meet the boundary
of the disc at one or more of the marked points, and we complete the plabic graph by drawing
half-edges from the node of this region to these marked points. In this way, each marked point
becomes incident with a unique half-edge, and I'p also cuts the disc into simply-connected
regions, which are in natural bijection with the alternating regions of the Postnikov diagram.
An example of a Postnikov diagram and its dual plabic graph is shown in Figure 1.

As can be deduced from the figure, it is possible to reverse this procedure to produce a
collection of strands, also called zig-zag paths in literature on dimer models, from any plabic
graph. These will automatically satisfy conditions (P1) and (P2), but (P3) and (P4) are additional
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FiGuUrE 2. A plabic graph of type (3, 7). The left-hand figure shows the source
labels, while the right-hand figure shows the target labels. The labels of boundary
regions, which form the necklaces, are displayed in blue since these will later
label the frozen Pliicker coordinates in a cluster structure (see Theorem 2.15).

(consistency) conditions on the plabic graph. For this reason, we use the strand diagram as our
primary definition. Connectedness of D is equivalent to that of I'p.

For the next definition, we use the fact that a Postnikov diagram is drawn in an oriented disc
to give each strand a left-hand and right-hand side. The left-hand side of a strand is bounded by
the strand together with the anticlockwise segment of the boundary of the disc between the
source and target of the strand, whereas the right-hand side uses the clockwise segment of the
boundary instead.

Definition 2.3. Let D be a Postnikov diagram, and let j be an alternating region of D. The
source label IJS.rc of j is the set of marked points i € Z, such that the strand with source i has
region j on its left-hand side. The target label I;.gt is the set of marked points i € Z,, such that
the strand with target i has j on its left-hand side; that is, I}gt =7np (I;'.rc). The source necklace
Z;¢ of D is the set of source labels I3 for j an alternating region incident with the boundary
of the disc, while the rarget necklace 1}§' is the set of target labels I;gt for these regions. See
Figure 2 for an example.

A k-element subset of Z,, will be referred to simply as a k-subset. By comparing the labels
of oriented regions either side of a crossing, one can see that all source and target labels for
a fixed diagram D are k-subsets for some k. We say D has type (k,n) if k is this constant
cardinality and 7 is the number of strands.

This definition of the type of a Postnikov diagram is equivalent to that given in [7, Def. 2.5]
in terms of the combinatorics of the plabic graph, by [39, Thm. 5.3] (see also [7, Prop. 8.2]).
The target necklace is sometimes referred to simply as the necklace, and the source necklace
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as the reverse necklace (or upper necklace [41]). Strictly speaking, both 73 and Z}§' should
be regarded as a cyclically ordered sequence of n labels, possibly with repetition, by using
the natural cyclic ordering of the boundary regions; when D is disconnected, some boundary
regions meet the boundary in several distinct segments, and so their labels appear in Z;° and
T35 multiple times. However, since we will mainly use the necklaces in the case that D is
connected, in which there are always exactly n boundary regions with distinct labels, and we
will not explicitly use their cyclic ordering, we will ignore this subtlety from now on.

Definition 2.4. Let I be a plabic graph. A perfect matching of T" is a set u of edges (and
half-edges) of I" such that each node is incident with exactly one edge in i. The boundary value
ou C Zj, consists of the marked points i such that either

(a) the half-edge at i is incident with a white node and included in yu, or
(b) the half-edge at i is incident with a black node and not included in pu.

If D is a Postnikov diagram, its associated positroid Pp is the set of subsets of Z,, which appear
as boundary values of perfect matchings of I'p [39, Thm. 3.1]. All of these subsets have the
same cardinality, which may be computed by subtracting the number of black nodes of I'p from
the number of white nodes, then adding the number of half-edges incident with a black node.

Remark 2.5. The terminology ‘positroid’ refers to the fact that Pp is a matroid represented
by a totally positive matrix. The diagram D is connected if and only if Pp is connected as a
matroid, i.e. is not expressible as a non-trivial direct sum [42, Prop. 5.8].

Definition 2.6. Let D be a Postnikov diagram, and let e be an edge of the plabic graph I'p,
corresponding to a crossing of strands in D (or to a boundary marked point). Consider the
two strand segments obtained by following these strands forwards from the crossing until they
terminate; by (P4), these segments do not themselves cross. This pair of strand segments can be
completed to a closed curve using either of the two boundary arcs in the disc between their
endpoints. One of these two closed curves bounds a region containing the angle between the
two strands as they exit the crossing, and we call this the downstream wedge at e.

The upstream wedge at e is defined similarly, instead following the strands backwards from
the crossing and taking the region containing the angle between them as they enter the crossing.
Examples are shown in Figure 3.

Remark 2.7. 1f e is a half-edge, the crossing at e is itself the termination point of one of the two
strands, and the start point of the other. Thus, the downstream wedge at e is either the left-hand
side of the strand beginning at e, if e is incident with a white node, or the right-hand side of this
strand, if e is incident with a black node. The same holds for the upstream wedge, considering
instead the strand ending at e.

Proposition 2.8. For each alternating region j of D, let mj.rc be the set of edges e € I'p such
that j is contained in the downstream wedge of e, and let m;.gt be the set of edges e € I'p such

that j is contained in the upstream wedge of e. Then mj.rc and m;gt are perfect matchings of
I'p.
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Ficure 3. The downstream (magenta) and upstream (blue) wedge of an edge in
a plabic graph I'. While (P4) guarantees that these regions are indeed wedge-
shaped, the right-hand figure demonstrates that they may not be disjoint.

Proof. This statement was originally proved by Muller and Speyer [39, Thm. 5.3]. A direct
geometric argument is given in [7, §7]. O

By the reasoning in Remark 2.7, we see that
SIC __ ySIC tgt _ gtgt
which has several immediate corollaries.

Corollary 2.9. If D is a Postnikov diagram of type (k,n), then the boundary value of any
perfect matching of I'p is a k-subset. Moreover, for any alternating region j of a Postnikov
diagram d, the source and target labels IS and I'®" are contained in the positroid Pp. In
particular, there are inclusions I} C Pp and I;)gt C Pp.

2.2. Positroid varieties and their cluster structures. We consider the Grassmannian Grj,
of k-dimensional subspaces of C" (i.e. an n-dimensional complex vector space with a chosen
ordered basis), in its Pliicker embedding A: Gr; — P(AXC") with Pliicker coordinates A;
indexed by k-subsets I C Z,. At this point, we are treating Z, as a linearly ordered set, to
determine the sign for each Pliicker coordinate A;. We will sometimes write A(/) = A; when
this improves readability (for example if / = I3 or I = I}gt).

Definition 2.10. Let P = Pp be the positroid associated to a Postnikov diagram D of type
(k,n). The positroid variety Ilp is the subset of Gr; defined by the vanishing of the Pliicker
coordinates A; for I ¢ P [31, Thm. 5.15]. The open positroid variety 113, is the subset of IIp
on which the Pliicker coordinates A; with I € Zi§' C P do not vanish [17, §2.2].

We write (’};Z for the affine cone on the Grassmannian (on which Pliicker coordinates are
actual functions, not just projective coordinates), which naturally contains the cones ﬁ’p and
ﬁ% on ITp and IT}, respectively. These cones are defined inside (}\r’z by the same vanishing and

non-vanishing conditions on Pliicker coordinates as for the original positroid varieties inside
Gry.
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We remark that, despite what the notation may suggest, the necklaces 7 and Z}§' may be
determined entirely from the positroid P, without reference to a Postnikov diagram D [46, §16];
as a result, if D and D’ are Postnikov diagrams such that Pp = Pp- (for example, if D and D’
are related by a geometric exchange, also known as a square move [46, §12] or a mutation),
then 73 = Z7¢ and Z)8' = T/ also. In particular, the open positroid variety 117, depends only
on P, and not on D.

Proposition 2.11. If x € Ilp, then x € 113, if and only if Aj(x) # 0 for all I € Zp* € P. That
is, 113, is also characterised inside I1p by non-vanishing of the Pliicker coordinates labelled by
elements of the source necklace.

Proof. Recall that I;.g‘ =7p (Ijrc) for every region j of D, in particular for the boundary regions,
whose labels give the elements of the necklaces. Thus, it follows from a result of Muller—Speyer
[39, Prop. 7.13] that when j is a boundary region, the Pliicker coordinate A(/ js.rc) fis, is a Laurent
monomial in the Pliicker coordinates A; for I € I%’t, and hence does not vanish on the open
positroid variety. While Muller—Speyer’s more general result is stated with an automorphism
(the square of the right twist) applied to A(I]S.rc) fis,, the argument opening the proof of 39,
Prop. 6.6] shows that the right twist inverts A(I;rc) fig, for each boundary region j, and hence
its square fixes this Pliicker coordinate.

As Muller-Speyer point out, a completely analogous result holds with the roles of 77 and
T8 switched, and from this we deduce the converse implication. O

Example 2.12. If 7p (i) =i + k for all i € Z,, then we call D uniform. In this case, every
k-subset appears in P = Pp, and Z;)° = Igc’t consists of the cyclic intervals {i + 1,...,i + k}
fori € {1,...,n}; in particular, D has type (k,n). (While the two necklaces have the same
elements, their indexing by the boundary regions of D is different.) Thus, IIp = Gr} is the
whole Grassmannian, while H;’D, defined by the non-vanishing of the Pliicker coordinates with
cyclic interval labels, is sometimes called the big cell, being the unique top-dimensional piece
of the positroid stratification.

Definition 2.13. Let D be a Postnikov diagram. The associated quiver Qp has as vertices the
alternating regions of D, and as arrows the crossings of D, with arrows oriented in the forward
direction of the crossing strands (see Figure 4). As usual, boundary marked points are treated
as crossings in this definition.

The frozen subquiver Fp C Qp has as vertices the alternating regions incident with the
boundary of the disc, and as arrows the crossings at the boundary marked points.

In terms of the plabic graph I'p, the quiver Qp has one vertex for each region cut out by
I'p, with frozen vertices corresponding to regions on the boundary, and one arrow for each
(half-)edge of I'p. This arrow joins the two regions incident with the edge and is oriented so
that the black node of the edge is on the left, and/or the white node of the edge is on the right.

Definition 2.14. For a Postnikov diagram D, we write &/p for the cluster algebra with initial ice
quiver Q p, with invertible frozen variables and coefficients in C. The initial cluster variables



QUASI-COINCIDENCE OF CLUSTER STRUCTURES ON POSITROID VARIETIES 9

Ficure 4. The arrow of Qp at a crossing of D, or equivalently at an edge of I'p.
The rules at half-edges are obtained by cutting the figure in half along the arrow.

are written x, for j a vertex of Qp (i.e. an alternating region of D). For us, the term ‘cluster
variable’ includes frozen variables unless explicitly stated.

The frozen arrows (or any other arrows between frozen vertices) play no role in the construction
of &/p, but will be important later on in its categorification. Since every element of &/p may
be written as a Laurent polynomial in the initial variables x; by the Laurent phenomenon, any
homomorphism ¢: &/p — R of commutative C-algebras is entirely determined by its values
on these variables. This abstract cluster algebra is related to positroid varieties by the following
theorem, due to Galashin and Lam.

Theorem 2.15 ([19, Thm. 3.5]). Let D be a Postnikov diagram of type (k,n) with associated
positroid P = Pp. Then there are C-algebra isomorphisms

7 dp = C[My], 7€ o/p = C[II3]

such that 1% (x,) = A(I;rc”ﬁ% and ntgt(xj) = A(I}gt)

s,

This result has several precursors: it was proved by Serhiyenko, Sherman-Bennett and
Williams [52] in the case that IT7, is a Schubert variety, and by Scott [51] for uniform diagrams,
i.e. in the setting of Example 2.12. In this special case, Scott shows that the maps 1°™ and n'€"
extend to isomorphisms of the cluster algebra with non-invertible frozen variables associated
to Qp with the homogeneous coordinate ring C[é\rg] of the whole Grassmannian, but this
stronger result does not have an analogue for more general positroid varieties. From now on,
we will usually drop the notation indicating that Pliicker coordinates have been restricted to ﬁ;’)
when this is clear from the context.

Strictly speaking, Galashin and Lam only state the result of Theorem 2.15 referring to n*,
but the statement concerning 17'¢' may be deduced from this in several ways: see [17, Rem. 2.16,
Thm. 5.17], or Proposition 2.20 below.

In discussing cluster characters in general in Section 5, we will need to refer to the upper
cluster algebra generated by a seed, as defined by Berenstein, Fomin and Zelevinsky [3, Def. 1.1].
While in general this may be strictly larger than the ordinary cluster algebra, Muller and Speyer
show that there is no difference in the case of positroid varieties.

Proposition 2.16. Let o/}, be the upper cluster algebra (with invertible frozen variables) defined
from the same initial data as Sp. Then .Qig = dp.
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FiGure 5. A plabic graph D for a positroid variety in Grg with its dual quiver.
The quiver vertices are given their source labels on the left, and their target
labels on the right (cf. Figure 2).

Proof. This combines [38, Prop. 2.6, Thm. 3.3], showing that &/ is locally acyclic, with [37,
Thm. 2], showing that this property implies equality with the upper cluster algebra. O

Definition 2.17. Let R be a commutative K-algebra for some field K. A cluster structure on R
is a choice of K-algebra isomorphism 17: &/ — R where & is a cluster algebra over K. Given
this data, we define the cluster variables, cluster monomials, clusters, etc. of R to be the images
under 7 of the corresponding elements of /. An upper cluster structure is defined analogously

to be a K-algebra isomorphism : &/* = R for some upper cluster algebra o/ *.

By Theorem 2.15, the coordinate ring C[ﬁ%] carries two cluster algebra structures; we
call that arising from the isomorphism 7n*¢ the source-labelled structure and that from the
isomorphism 1'¢" the rarget-labelled structure. While the two structures have the same underlying
cluster combinatorics, since °™ and n'¢" have the same domain, they may not have the same
cluster variables. Indeed, while the two sets of cluster variables do coincide for uniform
diagrams (for example, for a uniform diagram of type (2, n) the cluster variables in either
structure are precisely the Pliicker coordinates), they are typically different. By Proposition 2.16,
both 1% and 1€ are also upper cluster algebra structures on (C[ﬁ;’,].

Example 2.18. Consider the plabic graph shown in Figure 5, together with its quiver Qp and
its source and target labellings. Since there are 7 boundary marked points and each label has
cardinality 3, the corresponding open positroid variety I17, is a subvariety of Gr;. By computing
perfect matchings of I'p, we see that it is determined by the equations

A234 = Asse = Aus7 = Ade7 = Ase7 = 0,
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TaBLE 1. The cluster variables for the source-labelled structure on C[ﬁ;’)] for
P as in Example 2.18.

Frozen A167, A127, A123, A134, Azas, Azse, Azer

Mutable, degree 1 Azs7, Aza7, A137, Asza6, A136, A126, A135

Mutable, degree 2 Aj25A367, A124A367

TaBLE 2. The cluster variables for the target-labelled structure on (C[ﬁf,’)] for P
as in Example 2.18.

Frozen A123, A3s, Azas, Aras, Avse, Are7, A127

Mutable, degree 1 A137, A136, A135, A126, A125, Aoas, Aqsy

Mutable, degree 2 Aj47A235, A145A236

together with the non-vanishing of the 7 frozen variables in either of the two cluster structures.
As a sample calculation, note that the Pliicker relation

A167A345 — A3e7A145 + Ase7A135 — Asg7A134 = 0

on E’r\rg implies that Ajg7A345 = Azg7A145 On ﬁ% where A467 = Asg7 = 0. Thus, if the frozen
variables Azg7, A1g7 and Asys in the source-labelled structure are all non-zero, so is the frozen
variable

A6 A
(2.2) Aigs = %
367

in the target-labelled structure.

Since the full subquiver of Qp on the mutable vertices is an oriented 3-cycle, the cluster
algebra &/p is of finite type Az, so we may compute all of the cluster variables. For the
source-labelled structure, these are shown in Table 1, whereas for the target-labelled structure
they are shown in Table 2. Degrees are computed with respect to the grading in which all Pliicker
coordinates have degree 1. By direct comparison, we see that these two sets of cluster variables
are different; this also follows from (2.2), which would contradict the linear independence of
cluster monomials [9, Cor. 3.4] if Aj45 were a cluster variable in the source-labelled structure.

We also note that, in contrast to the cluster structure on the Grassmannian itself, on more
general positroid varieties it is possible for a non-trivial product of Pliicker coordinates to be
a cluster variable, e.g. A125A367 in the source-labelled structure in this example. While this
structure has Asg7 as a frozen variable, Aj»s is not a cluster variable at all, allowing A25A367 to
be a cluster variable without violating the linear independence of cluster monomials.

2.3. Opposite diagrams. One technique we will apply repeatedly in this paper is to deduce
statements about one Postnikov diagram D by applying a theorem to its opposite diagram D°P,
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obtained by reversing the directions of the strands. In this subsection, we collect some useful
information concerning the relationship between D and D°P. While the sets of alternating
regions in these two diagrams are the same, their labels are typically different, and so we
write I;rc (D) and IJS.IC(DOP) to distinguish them. We use similar notation for target labels, the
Muller—Speyer matchings from Proposition 2.8, and so on.

For I € Z,, we write I = Z, \ I for the complement of /. The opposite ['°P of a plabic
graph I' is obtained by reversing the colours of the nodes; in particular, this means that I" and
["°P have the same edge set. The next proposition collects statements which follow directly from
the definitions.

Proposition 2.19. Let D be a Postnikov diagram and I a plabic graph.
(a) Tpow = T,

(b) If j is an alternating region of D and D°P, then I;rC(DOP) = I;.gt(D)C and I}gt(D"p) =
5 (D).
j

(c) If D has type (k,n), then DP has type (n — k, n).

(d) A subset u of the common edge set of I" and I'°P is a perfect matching of T if and only
if it is a perfect matching of T°P.

(e) For a perfect matching u of T and T'°P, we have du(I"°P) = (du(I"))".

(f) Ppo = {I°: 1 € Pp}, T, = {I°: [ € T} and T, = {I° : I € T},

(g) If j is an alternating region of D and D, then m°(DP) = m;.gt(D) and m;gt(DOP) =
mse(D).

(h) Qpw = Q.

In (b) and (g), the second statement follows from the first by swapping the roles of D and
D°P, since (D°P)°P = D.

Recall that there is an isomorphism op: Gr; — Gr),_, given on coordinates by op*A; = Ae.
It follows from Proposition 2.19(f) that this isomorphism restricts to isomorphisms op: IIp =
Hpor and op: 113, = TI,,, where P = Pp and P°P = Ppor. Here the statement concerning
open positroid varieties also depends on Proposition 2.11.

By Proposition 2.19(h), the cluster algebras &/p and </por differ only by reversing the quivers
of their seeds. In particular, they coincide as subrings of the Laurent polynomial ring in the
initial variables x; for j € Qg (this vertex set being common to both quivers), and they have the

same cluster variables and clusters.

Proposition 2.20. Let D be a Postnikov diagram with positroid P = Pp, and write P°P = Ppop.
Then the target-labelled cluster structure n'¢': dp = C[I13] (see Theorem 2.15) may be
expressed as the composition

dp —4% dpw —1—3 C[I13,,] —— C[IL3)]
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of the source-labelled cluster structure on C[ﬁ;’pop] with the isomorphism op™.

Proof. To check this, it is enough to compare the values of the isomorphisms on the initial
cluster variables of &/p. By definition, we have n'¢'(x;) = A(I}gt(D)) for each j € Q. On the
other hand, viewing x; as an initial variable of &/pe and applying the isomorphism n** (for
D°P) yields

() = AUTE(D) = AT (D))

by Proposition 2.19(b). But then op*A(I;.gt(D)C) = A(I}gt(D)), and so the two isomorphisms
coincide. O

3. QUASI-EQUIVALENCES AND QUASI-COINCIDENCE

The relationship between the source and target-labelled cluster structures on the coordinate
ring C[ﬁ;’)] is phrased in terms of quasi-equivalences of cluster algebras in the sense of Fraser
[16]. In this section, we will recall the relevant definitions in the context of cluster algebras of
geometric type defined by quivers.

We first introduce shorthand notation for cluster monomials. If Q = Q(s) is the quiver of a
seed in a cluster algebra &/, we may write the cluster (Laurent) monomials of s as

v:
¥ = | |x.1
J

J€Q0

for v € Z20, where x ; 18 the cluster variable associated to vertex j. If x" is a Laurent monomial
in frozen variables, then the support of v is contained in the set Fy = Fy(&f) of frozen vertices,
common to all seeds, and we will typically view v as an element of the smaller lattice Zf°. If
n: & = R is a cluster structure on a commutative K-algebra R, we abbreviate n; = n7(x;) and
n’ = n(x") for the cluster variables and monomials in R of some fixed seed s.

Definition 3.1. Let & be a cluster algebra with invertible frozen variables. We denote by
F(A) = {x*:v ez}

the group of Laurent monomials in the frozen variables. If n: &/ = R is a cluster structure
on R, we write F(R) = n(F(«)). If n: o/ = R and v: % = § are two cluster structures
and f: R — § is an algebra homomorphism, we say that f is a cluster isomorphism if
vlo fon: o — R is astrong isomorphism of cluster algebras in the sense of [12].

Definition 3.2. Let &/ be the cluster algebra generated by an initial seed s with ice quiver
(Q(s), F(s)). Then « is the cluster algebra (without frozen variables) generated by the initial
seed s with quiver Q(s), the full subquiver of Q(s) on the mutable vertices.

We can also obtain & from &/ by setting all frozen variables equal to 1; in particular, it
does not depend on the choice of initial seed. Indeed, any seed s of &/, with quiver Q(s),
determines a seed s of &/ by setting the frozen variables to 1 and taking Q(s) = Q(s). From
this point of view, we obtain a quotient map 7 : & — <, the kernel of which is the two-sided
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ideal generated by {x; — 1 : j € Fp} (cf. [30, Lem. A.1]). Similarly, for a cluster structure
n: o = R, there is a quotient map ng: R — R with kernel generated by {n; — 1 : j € Fy}.
The following statements are then immediate.

Proposition 3.3. Letn: &/ — R and v: 9B — S be cluster structures, and let f: R — S be a
(unital) algebra homomorphism such that f(F (R)) C F(S). Then there is a unique algebra
homomorphism f: R — S such that the diagram

=
195

TR

F L

=
[t

commutes. In particular, there is an induced cluster structure n: & = R such that

o —5 R
Ty TR
L,

4 —— R

commultes.

Let n: &/ = R be a cluster structure and let s be a seed of &/. We define the exchange
matrix B = B(s) of the quiver Q = Q(s) to have (i, j)-th entry

bij=H{(j =) €} -l{i = j) € O1}

fori € Qpand j € Q v and then for each j € Q 0 define

~ ~ bij
yi=79;(s) = | | n;’ € Frac(R),
i€Qo

where 17; = n(x;(s)) is the cluster variable of s attached to vertex i (cf. [13, Eq. 3.7]). We
take the fraction field Frac(R) as the codomain here since the cluster variables 77; may not be
invertible in R.

In the situation of Proposition 3.3, assume that f is a cluster isomorphism. In this case, there
is an induced bijection s — f(s) between seeds of R and seeds of S, and a further induced
bijection f': go(s) -0 0( f(s)) between the sets of mutable vertices of the quivers. Moreover,
this bijection of quiver vertices may be extended (non-uniquely, if Q(s) has parallel arrows) to
a quiver isomorphism Q — Q(s). Even if f is the identity map,_as in our main application,
the induced bijections on seeds and vertex sets are typically not; indeed, these sets are usually
not equal.

In general, the map f also extends uniquely to a function f: Frac(R) — Frac(S). All of
these abuses of notation appear in part (c) of the following definition.
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Definition 3.4 ([16, Def. 3.1], see also [17, §2.6]). Letn: &/ — R and v: S8 — S be cluster
structures, in which frozen variables are invertible. Then an algebra homomorphism f: R — §
is a quasi-cluster morphism from n to v if

(@) f(F(R)) € F(S) and for each non-frozen cluster variable x € R, there is a non-frozen
cluster variable x’ € S and p € & (S) such that f(x) = x’p,

(b) the map f as in Proposition 3.3 is a cluster isomorphism with respect to the cluster
structures 17 and v, and

(c) for any seed s of &/ and any j € go(s), we have f(3;(s)) = 97 (f(s)).

Remark 3.5. Asin [16, Prop. 3.2], the condition in Definition 3.4(c) is stable under mutations,
and so it suffices to check it on a single seed s of &/. Similarly, if f is an algebra isomorphism
and there exists a seed s of R such that f(s) is a seed of S and f: _go(s) = Qo(f(s)) may be
extended to a quiver isomorphism, then this property in fact holds for all seeds of R, and so f is
a cluster isomorphism.

It follows directly from the definition that if f is a quasi-cluster morphism from 7 to v and
also an isomorphism of algebras, then f~! is a quasi-cluster morphism from v to 7.

Definition 3.6. Letn: o — Rand v: 3B — R be cluster algebra structures on a single algebra
R. We say that these cluster structures quasi-coincide if the identity map on R is a quasi-cluster
morphism from 7 to v (and hence also from v to 7).

Having established this language, the quasi-coincidence conjecture which we will ultimately
prove (see Theorem 6.16) may be stated as follows.

Conjecture 3.7 ([39, Rem. 4.7], [17, Conj. 1.1]). For any Postnikov diagram D with positroid
P = Pp, the cluster structures n°: dp = C[II] and n'e: ofp = C[113] quasi-coincide.

Remark 3.8. Quasi-coincidence of n: &/ — R and v: 8 — R does not imply that &/ and
3B are strongly isomorphic cluster algebras; while & and % must be, the systems of frozen
variables (and even their number [15, §7]) may differ. Indeed, Fraser and Sherman-Bennett
[17, Thm. 4.21] have exhibited yet more cluster structures on (C[ﬁf,’)], some of which come
from cluster algebras not isomorphic to &/p, and they prove in some cases [17, Cor. 6.8] (and
conjecture in general [17, Conj. 1.3]) that these also quasi-coincide with the source-labelled and
target-labelled structures. At present, our methods for proving Conjecture 3.7 depend implicitly
on the fact that both 1°" and 1'¢' have domain </, (see Proposition 6.12, for example), and so
do not apply to Fraser—Sherman-Bennett’s stronger conjecture.

4. REDUCTION TO CONNECTED POSITROIDS

In this section, we show how to reduce Conjecture 3.7 to the case of connected positroids, for
which we have access to the categorical tools to be discussed in the next section. The intuition
is relatively straightforward—given a disconnected positroid P = Py X P,, there is a natural
isomorphism I3, = H%l X H;}z, and we may view a Pliicker coordinate on I13,, up to sign,
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as a product of a Pliicker coordinate on H° with one on H°2 This extends to a relationship
between the cluster structures, allowing us to deduce quasi-coincidence of the source-labelled
and target-labelled cluster structures on C[H%] from their quasi-coincidence on (C[H%l] and

C [ﬁ;’)z]. Unfortunately, making this precise requires a somewhat technical detour with some
heavy notation, not least because of the need to keep track of the signs.

Let D be a Postnikov diagram, and let y be an arc in the disc with endpoints on the boundary
and which is disjoint from D. Cutting along y, we obtain a Postnikov diagram D in a disc with
marked points S; C Z, on the boundary, and a second Postnikov diagram D5 in a disc with
marked points S» € Z, on the boundary. Moreover, S| and S are cyclic intervals partitioning
Zy, and we fix their labelling so that 1 € §;. The results in this section are only of interest in
the case that S; and S, are both non-empty, which we will assume throughout.

For the remainder of the section, we minimise double subscripts by writing I'p, = 17,
Pp, = P;, and so on. For a similar reason, we also write g(n) = (-1)" for n € Z.

Proposition 4.1. If D; has type (k;, |S;|) and D has type (k,n), then k = ki + ko and the map

L (ii) X (ii) — (i) with (I, I) = Iy U I, restricts to a bijection Li: Py X Py = Pp.

Proof. Let u be a perfect matching of I'p, so that by Corollary 2.9 we have |0u| = k. Let y; be
the intersection of y with the edges of the connected component I'; of I'p. Directly from the
definition, we see that y; is a perfect matching of I'p,, hence |du;| = k; by Corollary 2.9 again,
and that du = dpy U Ouy. It follows that k = ky + k».

Similarly, if y; is a perfect matching of I';, then u = p; LI u is a perfect matching of I'p, and
Ou = 0uy U duy as above. This shows that LI restricts to a map Py X P, — Pp as claimed.

The map U is injective since I} = (I; U I) N Sy, and similarly for /. The argument from the
first paragraph demonstrates that if / € Pp,then I N S; € P;. Thus, I = (INS;) U (INSy)is
in the image of LI: P} X P, — Pp, and so this restricted map is surjective. O

The partition Z, = S; LI S» determines a direct sum decomposition C" = C5' @ C%2, and
hence a decomposition

4.1) Ner= G ANCS e ARCh.

ki+ko=k

Given S € Z,, and 0 < k < |S|, we write Gr;{9 for the Grassmannian of k-dimensional subspaces
of C5. The following geometric fact appears to be well known (see e.g. [22]).

Proposition 4.2. Given a partition Z, = S; U Sy and natural numbers k = k| + k, with
0 < k; < |S;|, consider the map & Gr}ji X Grii — Gr}, given by (U1, Uz) = Uy @ Us. Then
there is a commutative diagram

Gr} s P(ARC?)

o GT

Gri! x Gri2 %5 P(ANCS) x P(NC),
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where o is obtained by composing the Segre embedding

o: P(NMCS) x P(NRCS?) - P(AMCST @ A\RCS?)
with the projectivisation of the inclusion N*'C51 @ N2CS2 — NKC” from the decomposition
4.1).

Recall that to define Pliicker embeddings as in Proposition 4.2, we break the cyclic order on
Zy ={1,...,n} toits usual linear order. Defining

S ={i€Z,:i<jforall j €S>},
Si={i€Z,:i>jforall j €S,},

the fact that S| and S, are cyclic intervals means that S li and S, are linear intervals, and Z,, is
the concatenation of ST, followed by S5, followed by ST, recalling that we assume 1 € S;. (In

particular, S} is non-empty, although ST need not be.) Then for / € (ii) and J € (i;), we have

/\ vp = elky - |[IN Sfl)(/\ielvi) A (/\jejvj),

keluJ

where vy denotes the k-th standard basis vector of C" and the wedge products over /, J and
I LI J are taken in the linear order on these subsets of 7Z,. Recall that we write (n) = (—-1)".

Corollary 4.3. For (U,U,) € Gri: X Griz and I € (Z), we have

AU Us) = {g(kz O SEDARs (UDAs,(U), [10Si] = ki,

, otherwise.

In particular, the map ® embeds Gri: X Griz into Gr); as the closed positroid variety Ilp for
N S
P = (ki) X (ki)

Proof. Using Proposition 4.2, the value of A;(U; @ U,) is given by the /-th coordinate of
o(A(Uy),A(U,)), which is as claimed by the definition of the Segre embedding o. O

Alternatively, by representing points in é?;; as k X n matrices, with Pliicker coordinates
computed as minors, one may prove Corollary 4.3 directly and then deduce Proposition 4.2 as a
consequence.

Proposition 4.4. In the setting of Proposition 4.1, the map & from Proposition 4.2 restricts to
isomorphisms

®: I1(Py) x I1(P2) = I(Pp),
@: I1°(Py) x ITI°(Pp) = II°(Pp).
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Proof. By Proposition4.1, for I € (}) wehave I € Pp ifandonly if INS; € Pyand INS; € P;.
In particular, this means that |/ N S;| = k; and |1 N S»| = ko, so I[1(Pp) is contained in I1p for
P = (ii) X (‘Zi) Thus, if U € I1(Pp), then U = U; @ U, for some U; € Gri} and U, € Grii.
Now if I ¢ Pp, then either I NS ¢ Py or I NSy ¢ P>, so by Corollary 4.3 we have
A(U; & Uy) = 0 for any U; € TI(Py) and U, € TI(P;). Thus, the inclusion & takes
I1(P;) x II(P5) into I1(Pp) as claimed.
On the other hand, assume U = U; ® U, € I1(Pp) and choose I € (i:) with I ¢ P;. Then

IuJ ¢ Ppforany J € (ii) Since ky # 0, we may choose J € (;fi) such that A;(Uy) # 0. It
then follows from Corollary 4.3 that

Ar(U1)A;(Uz) = £A5(U) =0,

and so A;(Uy) = 0. Thus, U; € T1(P;). The symmetric argument shows that U, € I1(P,), and
it follows that @ takes I1(7P;) x I1(7P,) onto I1(Pp).

By the definition of the labelling rules for a Postnikov diagram, if I € Z)§', then I N S| € Z "
and I N Sy € Z%¥'. Moreover, if I € Z{#, then there is J € T# such that I LI J € T§'; indeed,
there is a unique such J, given by the target label of the boundary face of D, coming from
the face of D that we cut through. The analogous statement holds swapping the roles of Z'
and Z#'. Using Corollary 4.3 to see that A;(U; ® Uz) # 0 if and only if Ajng, (U1) # 0 and
Alns,(Uz) # 0, the claim on open positroids follows. O

Given Z-graded commutative C-algebras R and S, we denote by

R®S = @Rd&ch
dev,

their Segre product, with the property that Proj(R ® S) = Proj(R) x Proj(S). We consider R® S
as a Z-graded algebra in the way suggested by this direct sum decomposition: a homogeneous
element of degree d is a sum of pure tensors x ® y for which x € R; and y € S; each have
degree d in their respective algebras. In the next result, we grade the homogeneous coordinate
ring of an open positroid variety in the usual way, by putting the Pliicker coordinates in degree
1.

Corollary 4.5. The map 8: C[II°(Pp)] — C[II°(P;)] ® C[II°(P,)], defined on Pliicker
coordinates by 0: A — &(ka - [INST)Ajns, ® Arns,, is an isomorphism of graded C-algebras.

Proof. This is the second isomorphism from Proposition 4.4, reinterpreted as a map of
homogeneous coordinate rings. O

Now we relate cluster algebra structures on C[ﬁO(Pl)] and C[II° (P>)] with those on
C[IT°(P)]. The next proposition is illustrated by Figure 6.

Proposition 4.6. Let Qf) be the set of vertices of Q = Qp corresponding to faces of D, for
i = 1,2. These sets satisfy
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23478

23456

Ficure 6. A disconnected Postnikov diagram and dual plabic graph (left), with
the associated quiver (right) and source-labelling.

(a) QyU O = Qo,

(b) Q(l) N Q(Z) = {x} is a single frozen vertex,

(c) the full subquiver of Q on Qf) is the quiver associated to D;, and
(d) if a: j — j' is an arrow, then either j, j' € Q(l) orj,j € Q(z).

In particular, Q(l) and QS have no mutable vertices in common, and there are no arrows between
a mutable vertex of ch) and a mutable vertex of Q%.

Proof. Recall that D| and D, are obtained from D by cutting through a boundary region along a
curve vy, and we take * to be the frozen vertex of Q corresponding to this region. The remaining
vertices of Q are on one side of y or the other, and Q(l) consists of * together with those vertices
on the side of y containing the boundary marked point 1, while Q% consists of * together with
the vertices on the other side of y. Properties (a)—(c) are then immediate from the construction.

Moreover, removing the vertex * and all adjacent arrows disconnects the quiver, corresponding
to the fact that y cuts the disc into two components. Thus, every (directed or undirected) path
from Q(l) to Q(z) must pass through *, and (d) follows. O

Example 4.7. Figure 6 shows a disconnected Postnikov diagram D, of type (5,9), and its
associated quiver Qp. In this case, we have ST = {1,2,3}, S = {4,5,6,7,8} and ST = {9}.
The vertices in the upper component, with boundary marked points Sy, form Q(l), while those
in the lower component form Q%, with the vertex * labelled by 23678 in both subsets. The
quiver Qp is obtained by gluing together at a frozen vertex the quivers of the two component
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Postnikov diagrams D and D»; cf. Proposition 4.6. In this case, the two component Postnikov
diagrams are both uniform, of types (2,4) and (3, 5) respectively.

Observe that {6,7,8} = I;" N S, appears in the label of every vertex from Q(l), while
{2,3} = I} N S appears in the label of every vertex from Q%. The same phenomenon occurs
for the target labelling.

Corollary 4.8. Fori e Q(l) and j € Q(z) mutable vertices, mutation at i commutes with mutation
at j.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.6(d), which implies that there are no arrows
between i and j. O

A consequence of Corollary 4.8 is that the local bijections on vertices induced by applying a
sequence of mutations to Q respect the division of these vertices into the sets Q(l) and Q%. Thus,
if j is a vertex of a quiver Q mutation equivalent to Q, we can make sense of the statement
Jj € Q(l) or j € Q% despite the lack of a preferred bijection between Q¢ and Q. We use this
repeatedly below; for example, it is needed for part (b) of the next proposition to make sense.

Proposition 4.9. The set V of cluster variables of 9/p has the form)V =1V U V,, where
(a) the initial variable x; is in' V; if and only if j € Q! and

(b) a non-initial variable lies in V; if and only if it can be obtained from the initial seed by
a sequence of mutations using only vertices from Q..

In particular, the set V; of cluster variables of o p is in natural bijection, respecting mutations,
with the set of cluster variables of dp,, and V1 NV, = {x.} consists of a single frozen variable.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Corollary 4.8; given a sequence of mutations leading to
a cluster variable x at some vertex j € Qg of its quiver, one obtains the same cluster variable
by performing only the mutations in this sequence from Qf). In particular this means that
no variable other than x, lies in V; N V,, since then it would appear twice in the same seed,
violating the fact that the cluster variables in a seed are algebraically independent. O

Given x € V;, we write x|; for the cluster variable of &/p, corresponding to x under the
bijection from Proposition 4.9. If x; is the initial cluster variable of &/p at the vertex j € Qf),
then x;|; is the initial variable of &/p, attached to the same vertex. In particular, this means
that x|; is frozen if and only if x; is frozen. With this notation, we may state the following
immediate corollary of Proposition 4.9.

Corollary 4.10. In the notation of Proposition 4.9, any cluster variable from V) is compatible
with any cluster variable from V,. Moreover, cluster variables x,y € V; are compatible if and
only if x|; and y|; are compatible in dp,.
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As aresult, if we write W, for the cluster monomials of &/ obtained as products of compatible
cluster variables from V;, the map x — x|; extends multiplicatively to a bijection between W,
and the cluster monomials of &/p,. We extend the notation p — p|; to describe this bijection.

For a fixed (source or target) labelling convention, we write I;|; = I; N S; € (ii) for the label
of j € Q6 in the diagram D;. As in the proof of Proposition 4.4 (cf. Example 4.7), it follows
from the definition of the labelling rules that the label /; of j € Qy in the full Postnikov diagram
D is given by

I'|1UI*|2, jEQl,
(4.2) =1 e
I*lll—lljl% J EQO'

Recall from [20] that a grading on a cluster algebra </ is a grading of the underlying C-algebra
with the property that every cluster variable is homogeneous. We now introduce several useful
gradings on the cluster algebra &/p associated to a Postnikov diagram, all derived from the
standard Z"-grading on C [E}\r’;] , called the GL,,(C)-weight grading in [25]. This is given on
Pliicker coordinates by

degA; = Z ;

iel
for @; the i-th standard basis vector in Z". This descends to a grading on (C[ﬁ%] for any

positroid P, since this subvariety is defined by vanishing and non-vanishing conditions on
Pliicker coordinates, all of which are homogeneous.

Proposition 4.11. For x € 9/p, define
deg™™(x) = degn*“(x), deg®(x) = degn'®(x).

That is, deg™ and deg'®" are induced by pulling back deg along n°™ and n'¢" respectively. Then
both deg™ and deg™ are gradings of Ap as a cluster algebra.

Proof. As in [20, Prop. 3.2], to see that deg®™ is a cluster algebra grading of &/p, it is sufficient
to check that each initial variable x; is homogeneous, which is immediate since 7 sends these
variables to Pliicker coordinates, and that

> deg™(x,) = " deg™(x,)
u—j j—v
for each mutable vertex j of Q. Translating to labels, this means that we need
PRIARIGIEDNIATEG]
u—j j—v

for each i € Z,. This fact, well-known to experts (cf. [17, Proof of Thm. 5.17]), follows by
considering the local strand configuration at the face j, and how the labels change when passing
through one of the crossings around this face. For example, when j is 4-valent, the statement
can be read off from [51, Fig. 17], and the general case is proved similarly. O
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The standard Z-grading on C [ﬁ%] , which we have already used above, is that with deg(A;) =
1 for any (non-zero) Pliicker coordinate A;, and which satisfies

deg(f) = H(1 - deg f)

for any deg-homogeneous element f. Here 1 denotes the all 1s vector. Pulling back to &/p (with
either 7% or 1'¢") gives the grading deg of this cluster algebra with deg(x ;) =1forall j € Qo;
the fact that this is a grading either follows from Proposition 4.11 and the previous formula, or
directly from the fact that every mutable vertex of Q has the same number of incoming and

outgoing arrows.

Definition 4.12. For S C Z,, write 15 for the indicator function of S. Define a Z-grading degg
by
deg(f) = 1s - deg(f) = ) deg(f):
ieS
for f € C[ﬁ%] a deg-homogeneous element, and write deg§® and degtSgt for the pullbacks of

deg, to o/ along °° and ;'€ respectively. We abbreviate deg, = deg st and similarly for

S1c

deg$ and deg's".

It follows from Proposition 4.11 (or can be proved directly via an analogous argument) that
SIcC

degg” and degggt are cluster algebra gradings of </ for any S C Z,. We observe that if p € Wy,
then we have equalities

degy*(p) = deg®(pl1), deg¥(p) = deg¥'(ph)
since these hold for the initial variables, noting that deg, A; = |[I N Sfl = deg, Ajns,. We
similarly have deg(p) = deg(p|;) for p € W;, i = 1,2, and we will use these identities in the
proof of Theorem 4.17 below.

These gradings provide a useful language for dealing with the signs appearing in Corollary 4.3.

Indeed, we may rewrite the map d from Corollary 4.5 as
a(A[) = S(kz deg+(A1))AmSl ® A]mgz.
Proposition 4.13. Define a map 6°°: dp — Ap, ® dp, on initial variables by
&k degi®(x))x;l1 ® x.l2,  j € Oy,
&(ky degi®(x.))x.1 ® xjl2, j € Qp.

5srC(xj) — {

Then there is a commutative diagram

SIC

dp ! > C[II°(P)]

b

In particular, 6% is an isomorphism (and hence a cluster structure). The analogous statement
holds if we replace source-labelling by target-labelling throughout.
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Proof. It suffices to show that the diagram commutes beginning with an initial variable x ;. For
Jj € O, we may compute directly that

(M @ n5y°) (6% (x))) = £(ka degi™ (x )™ (x;11) ® 75" (x.]2)
= &(k degi* (x;))AL}]1) ® A(L]).

On the other hand, since I;TC = I;rch U 15|, with I;.rcl 1 € 81 and IJ|, C S, by construction,
we also have

™ (x)) = AAI) = s(ka deg, AT))ALT]) ® AL]).

We have deg®(x;) = deg +(A(I;rc)) by definition, and so the diagram commutes starting with
Src

x;. The proof for j € Q(Z) is essentially the same, with deg’“(x.) = deg, (A(IJ*)) appearing in
the expressions for the signs.

Since n** and 7} ® 175 are isomorphisms by Theorem 2.15 and 9 is an isomorphism by
Corollary 4.5, it follows that 6% is also an isomorphism. The proof of the analogous statement

for the target-labelling is identical. O

Remark 4.14. Based partly on this example, a more general study of Segre products of graded
cluster algebras has been conducted by Grabowski and Hindmarch [21].

Example 4.15. Proposition 4.13 gives two equivalent ways of using the data from Figure 6
to describe a cluster algebra structure on C [ﬁ" (i)] ®C [ﬁ" (g)] , where each of the positroid
varieties involved is the big cell in the relevant Grassmannian, which is identified with the
source-labelled cluster structure for I1°((3) x (3)) € Gr? using the isomorphism d from
Corollary 4.5. An initial seed for this cluster structure is shown in Figure 7; each initial variable
is a product of Pliicker coordinates up to sign, but some of the signs need to be negative to

obtain the correct identification.

Proposition 4.16. If p € W, then
4.3) 5 (p) = &(ka degi*(p))ph ® (x:]2) "),
while if p € W, then

§°(p) = e(ka deg(p) degi® (x.)) (x: ) ¥ @ pla.
The analogous formulae hold for §'€".

Proof. We give the proof for p € VW, and the source-labelling convention, the other cases being
completely analogous. First observe that the right-hand side of (4.3) is multiplicative in p, so
this formula holds for the cluster monomials of a given cluster if and only if it holds for the
cluster variables of that cluster.
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—A19A678 A12A678

\ o/

_A39A678 A13A678
— A23A478

k/ A23A678
Azz JAVTS
Azz Aseg < /

Ar3Aser A23 A4s3
~— A23A456

FIGURE 7. An initial seed for a cluster structure on C[T1°(3) | ® C[TI°(2) |, which

®
identifies with the source-labelled structure on C [HO(( ) (g))] (cf. Figure 6)
under the isomorphism 4.

For the initial variables, the claim is just the definition of 6°" from Proposition 4.13. Assuming
that (4.3) holds for all cluster monomials from a given cluster, consider an exchange relation

a+b

’
X =

X

for this cluster; here x € V) is a cluster variable associated to a vertex from Q(l), while a
and b are cluster monomials. The fact that deg and deg’ are gradings of /p means that
deg(a) = deg(b) and deg$“(a) = deg(b), and we abbreviate these values to d and d. This
means in particular that deg(x) + deg(x’) = d and deg_ (x) + deg,(x") = d,+. Moreover, by
Proposition 4.6(d), we have a, b € VW,. Thus, we may compute that

5% (a) + 5 (b)

55 ()
_e(kody)aly ® (x.]2)? + e(kad, )by ® (x.]2)?
- g(ky deg, (x))x]; ® (x.|2)dee)

6SI'C (x/) —

— s(ka(d.  deg, 1) T g ) e
1
= &(ky deg, (x'[1)x'|1 ® (x.]2) ™),
as required. The argument for a mutation at x € V; is analogous, and completes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.
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Theorem 4.17. If the cluster structures 1", n\¢': op, = C[II°(P;)] quasi-coincide for
i = 1,2, then the cluster structures n°°,n'¢': op = C[I1°(P)] also quasi-coincide.

Proof. We already know that any frozen variable for the cluster structure n'' is a Laurent

monomial in the frozen variables for n° by [39, Prop. 7.13] (see Proposition 2.11), so let
x € V1 be a non-frozen cluster variable. By Propositions 4.13 and 4.16, we calculate

(4.4) 6ntgt(x) _ (ntgt tgt) (5tgt(x)) — 8(k2 degtgt(x))ntgt(xll) ® ntgt(x*lz)deg(x).

Since n'#" quasi-coincides with 7y, there is a non-frozen cluster variable x” € V; and Laurent
monomlals p € Wi and ¢ € W in frozen variables such that '¥'(x];) = 7{(x’p|;) and
n$' (x.]2) = 15°(gl2). It follows from these identities that deg(x’p) = deg(x), degi“(x'p) =
degtgt(x) and deg(qg) = 1, recalling that deg(x) = deg(x|;) and so on. In particular, deg(x*) =0
Now we calculate

‘ deg(x) e
5src(x/p(xi) ) = (ks degbrc(x/p))(x,ph ® (x*|2)deg(x))(1 ® xi )

= &(ka degi (x'p))x'pl1 ® (gl2)*EW.

Thus, by Proposition 4.13 and (4.4) we have

deg(x) deg(x)
ansrc (x/p(xi) ) (nsrc =y n;rC)dsrc(x/p(i) )

* *

= &(ka degS (X' p))nS™(x'pl1) ® 75 (gla)%E™
= &(ky deg'®' (x))n'€ (x]1) ® N (x.]p)de™
= on'¥(x).

Therefore 7% (x’ pgdce) /xdeg(x)) = n'¢(x) which, since x’ is a cluster variable of </ and
pqlee®) /xdeg( *) is a Laurent monomial in frozen variables, is what we needed to show. Once
again, the argument in the case that x € ) is very similar.

Since removing frozen vertices disconnects Q, setting frozen variables to 1 in &/p leads to a
disconnected cluster algebra of ,, = &, X & , . The requirement of Definition 3.4(b) for the
quasi-coincidence of 1*"® and ntgt thus follows 1mmed1ately from the corresponding property
for 73 and 7}#".

It remains to check Definition 3.4(c), and as pointed out in Remark 3.5 it is enough to do this
on the initial seed. Pick a mutable vertex j € Q¢ and consider

tgt . bi' . 1

Atgt | | tgt(x )b” _ zEQ(l) n (-xl) 7, J € QO’
n - tgt( .)bij i€ Q2

i€Qo zeQ(z) n=x) s 0

since any arrow of Q has either both endpoints in Q(l) or both in Q(z). In particular, deg( y;.gt) =
i) bij if j € Qg with the analogous formula for j € OF.
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Ifje Q(l), then we compute that

a(y;gt) = l—[ &(kob,; deg, (x:) ('€ (xil1) ® '8 (x.]2)) b0

ieQO
Atgt)

=¢e(ko deg+(“g‘))“’o"|1 Q A(]igtb)deg(yj ,

where

I = l_[ 7 (xil )"
zeQO
is the y-variable attached to vertex j in the cluster structure n'#': o/p, = C[II 1. We use
Proposition 4.6(c) here to see that the exponents b;; match those in the calculatlon of y;gt. In
the same way, for j € Q% we have

0(3%) = &(ky deg(9'¥") deg¥ (x.))A(LE] )l g 5.

Now since 7" quasi-coincides with 7{", there is a seed sy for &/p, such that $'¢'|; = $5°(s1)
for all mutable j € QO. Here j — j’ is a bijection between the mutable vertices of Qé and
the mutable vertices of the quiver Q(s;) of 5. Similarly, there is a seed s, for &/p, such that
y;.ng = jzj.r,c(sz) forall j € Q%. Choose a sequence of mutations from the initial seed of &/p, to
s1, and a sequence of mutations from the initial seed of &/p, to s2. Applying these sequences of
mutations to Q—which we may do in any order by Corollary 4.8—we obtain a seed s of &/p.
By Proposition 4.6(d), the full subquiver of Q(s) on Qf) is Q(s;) fori =1,2.

Combining the bijections j +— j’ for j € Q(l) and j € Q(Z), we get a bijection j +— j’ from the
mutable vertices of Qp to those of Q(s). For j € Q(l), we calculate

995(s) = | | om™™ (xin)P
IGQO
= | | e(kabirjr deg (D)™ (xr[1)P77 @ A(IE )b destor)
4.5) i€Q)
= &(ka deg, (F5°(51))) 5 (51) ® AL E]p) 7 1

= g(kadeg, (3¥))IE1 ® A1) e F)
= 85\)‘t]gt’

and so yj.r,c(s) = )A)Egt. As usual, a completely analogous calculation shows that yj.r,c(s) = y;gt

when j € Qg, completing the proof. O

Corollary 4.18. If the source-labelled and target-labelled cluster structures quasi-coincide for
connected positroids, then they quasi-coincide for all positroids.

Proof. This follows by induction on Theorem 4.17. O
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Example 4.19. Consider again the example from Figure 6. One of the initial target-labelled
variables from a vertex in Q(Z) is A14679, Which satisfies

0(A14679) = —A19 ® Ase7.

Since in this case both connected components give rise to uniform positroid varieties, for which
the source-labelled and target-labelled cluster structures coincide exactly, both Ajg and Ayg7 are
source-labelled cluster variables as well as target-labelled variables, and A9 is moreover frozen.
Indeed, one can obtain A4¢7 from the initial source-labelled seed by mutating at the vertex of
Op, labelled by 568 (i.e. that labelled by 23568 in Op). Thus, the recipe of Theorem 4.17
claims that in (C[ﬁ;g], for P = (i) X (g), we have

A16789
Ar3678

A14679 = A23a67

with Aj3e78 being the frozen variable at the vertex *. Indeed, applying the isomorphism 0, we
find that

—A19 ® Ag78
) = (A23 ® Aye7) ————— = —A19 ® Aye7 = 0(A14679),
A2z ® Ag73

A16789
0 (A23467
A23678

and so this claim is correct. Thus, the target-labelled variable Aj4679 agrees with the product
of the source-labelled variable Aj3467 and the Laurent monomial Ajg739/A23678 in frozen
source-labelled variables, as required for quasi-coincidence.

We close this section by giving similar results for Muller—Speyer’s left twist automorphism
of H;’) [39, §6.1, Thm. 6.7], denoted by T; we omit the definition, since we will mostly not need

it. We will also write 7: C[ﬁ%] — (C[ﬁ%] for the induced map on functions.

Proposition 4.20. Consider a disconnected positroid P = Py X P,, and write T, T| and 7, for
the left twist automorphisms of ‘P, P1 and P, respectively. Then the diagram

<

I°(P) < . I°(P)

o o

?1)(?2

[1°(Py) X TI°(P) <—— I°(Py) X I1°(P2)

commutes.

Proof. By Proposition 4.4, given A € I1°(P) we have A = A' @ A? for A’ € I1°(P;), and we
need to show that T1A! ® T)A? = TA. Via the decomposition C* = C51 @ C52, we may view
A = A' ® A? as a k X n matrix in which the k| x n; submatrix in rows {1, ..., k;} and columns
S1is A', the k, X n, submatrix in rows {k; + 1,..., k} and columns S, is A2, and all other
entries are zero. The matrix 7;A' @ T2A? has the same form.
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Denote the ordinary Euclidean inner product on C" by (-, —), and the a-th column of a matrix
M by M. Then for indices a € S; and b € §;, we have

. . AL ALY, =,
«nN®QMMAw=¥Z” 1=
0, i#],
as a consequences of the description of these matrices above. Now a direct comparison to the
definition of TA given in [39, §6.1] shows that T|A! @ T)A? = TA as required. O

Corollary 4.21. In the setting of Proposition 4.20, the diagram

C[T°(P)] i s C[TI°(P)]

’

T1®T2

C[I°(Py)] —== C[II°(Py)]

Bl <

C[TT°(Py)] C[TT°(Py)]

commutes, where 0 is the isomorphism from Corollary 4.5.

Theorem 4.22. If each 7;: C[I1°(P;)] — C[II°(P))] is a quasi-cluster morphism from nE 1o
n', then T: (C[ﬁO(P)] — (C[ﬁ"(P)] is a quasi-cluster morphism from n'¢* to n°™

Proof. The proof is along much the same lines as that of Theorem 4.17, and so we concentrate
mainly on the slight differences.

The argument opening the proof of [39, Prop. 6.6], together with [39, Thm. 6.7], shows that
T inverts frozen variables for '¢', and so takes these frozen variables to Laurent monomials in
the frozen variables for °" as in Proposition 2.11.

Assume x € V) is non-frozen, the proof for x € V, being analogous. Applying T ® T, to
(4.4) and using Corollary 4.21, we see that

(4.6) 00" (x) = £(ka deg® (0))TinE' (x]1) ® Ton$! (x.]n) "W).

By assumption, we may write 7i7'¢'(x|;) = n{"(x'pl1) and Tn'*'(x.) = 75°(ql2), where

x" € V; is non-frozen, and p € W, and g € W, are Laurent monomials in frozen variables.
By [39, Prop. 6.1, Rem. 6.2], we have deg(?(f)) = —deg('?) for any deg-homogeneous

element f € C[ﬁ;’)]. It follows that deg(x’'p) = —deg(x), deg¥(x’p) = —deg'®(x) and

deg(q) = —deg(x.) = —1, so that deg(gx.) = 0. As in the proof of Theorem 4.17, we may
thus calculate

™ (x"p(gx.) %8W)) = (ko degs™ (x'p))T17' € (x]1) ® Ton'f! (x.]p) deE™.

Since deg’®(x’p) = —deg'¢(x), these two degrees have the same parity, and thus we see by
comparing to (4.6) that 7% (x’p(gx,) 98X = Tn'e(x), as required.

The condition in Definition 3.4(b) follows from the disconnectedness of &/p = & |, exactly
as in the proof of Theorem 4.17. To establish Definition 3.4(c), our assumption on 7 and T,
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means that there are seeds s; for &/p,, i = 1,2, such that %(y;gw,-) = yj.r,c(si), for a bijection
j +— j’ between the mutable vertices of Qf) and the mutable vertices of Q(s;). For s the seed
of &/p obtained from s and s, as in the proof of Theorem 4.17, a calculation parallel to (4.5)

shows that $7(s) = ?ﬁ;.gt for each mutable j € Q, with an analogous calculation giving the

same result for j € Qg. This completes the proof. m|

Remark 4.23. While we made particular choices for concreteness, the only property of the
source-labelled and target-labelled cluster structures used in proving Theorem 4.22 was the
commutativity from Proposition 4.13. Thus, we can show by an identical argument that 7 is a
quasi-cluster morphism from 7* to 7** provided 7; is a quasi-cluster morphism from 7:" to
n?rc, and so on for other combinations of labelling rules. All of these statements turn out to be

equivalent to each other; see Proposition 7.3 below.

5. CATEGORIFICATION

Given Corollary 4.18, it remains to show that the source-labelled and target-labelled cluster
structures on an open positroid variety C[ﬁ%] quasi-coincide when P is connected. To do this,
we will use categorifications of the combinatorial ingredients introduced in Sections 2 and
3, and in this section we recall the necessary details of these constructions. For a connected
Postnikov diagram D, the cluster algebra &/p was categorified by the author [47], with the
link to the cluster structures on C [ﬁ;;] clarified in work with Canakg¢1 and King [7]. Perfect
matchings and Muller—Speyer’s left twist automorphism of ﬁ;’) are also categorified in [7]. The
categorification of quasi-cluster morphisms is due to Fraser and Keller [30, Appendix].

5.1. Categorification of positroids and positroid cluster algebras. Fix a connected Postnikov
diagram D, with plabic graph I' = I'p and quiver Q = Qp. Each node v € I" determines a cycle
¢, in Q (up to cyclic equivalence) by following the arrows of Q crossing the edges of I" incident
with v. If v is black, then ¢, is anticlockwise, whereas if v is white, then ¢, is clockwise.

If a € Qg crosses a full edge of I', incident with both a black node v and white node w, then
it is contained in both of the cycles ¢, and c,,. Up to rotation, we may write these cycles as

— + — -
Cy=ap,, Cy =4ap,

for paths p?, p-: t(a) — s(a) from the target of a to its source.

Definition 5.1. The dimer algebra of D is

Ap = C{Qp)/{pa —pa a €01\ Fi),

where C{Qp)) denotes the complete path algebra of Q, a topological algebra in which it
makes sense to take closures of ideals. Equivalently, Ap is the frozen Jacobian algebra [49] of
(QOp, Fp) with potential Wp = Zuerg Cp— ZweFO‘ cyw, for Fg the set of black nodes of I'p, and
[, the set of white nodes.

The boundary algebra of D is

BD = eADe,



30 MATTHEW PRESSLAND

where e = };cp, €; is the sum of vertex idempotents at the frozen vertices of Op.

Concretely, the algebra Ap is spanned (topologically) by the set of paths in the quiver QOp,
subject to the relations indicated, while Bp is the subalgebra spanned by those paths which
start and end on the frozen vertices (at the boundary of the disc).

Remark 5.2. Bearing in mind parts (a) and (h) of Proposition 2.19, we see that Apo = A?)p and

O]
Bpo = B).

Write Z = C[¢]. Then both Ap and Bp can be given the structure of Z-algebras, and are
free and finitely generated as Z-modules [7, Prop. 2.15]. At a vertex j of Qp, the generator
t € Z acts on Ap by multiplication by a cycle c¢; cyclically equivalent to one of the cycles c,
passing through j; the choice of node v is irrelevant because of the defining relations of Ap and
the fact that D is connected. We typically abuse notation by identifying ¢ € Z both with

t:ZCiEAD

iEQ()

ete = Zci € Bp.

ieky

and with

Remark 5.3. If D is not connected, then Ap as defined above is not finitely generated as a
Z-module. This can be fixed by imposing additional relations to recover the property that all
distinguished cycles c, at a given vertex are equal in Ap. While these extra relations are rather
natural, the resulting algebra is not a frozen Jacobian algebra, and so we lose access to several
technical ingredients in the proof of Theorem 5.15 below (most notably the results from [48,
§5] and [49]). On the other hand, we expect that the conclusion of this theorem does in fact
remain true in the disconnected case, as long as Ap is modified in this way.

Results of Keller and Wu [30] (building on [54] by removing a Jacobi-finiteness assumption)
may be applied to give an extriangulated categorification of the cluster algebra &/p in all
cases, using the ice quiver with potential (Qp, Fp, Wp) (and hence implicitly only the ordinary
Jacobian relations from Definition 5.1). However, this categorification will not satisfy the
conclusion of Proposition 5.6 below, and so is not suitable from the point of view of our
methods. Once again, we expect that Proposition 5.6 remains true for D disconnected, when
Ap is modified as above.

Definition 5.4 ([25]). Fix 0 < k£ < n. We write Q, for the quiver whose vertex set is
Zo+1=1{432 n — 41, again viewed as a cyclically ordered set of n el t d

nt 5 33 5yeens 5}, ag yclically ordered set of n elements, and arrows
xi: (i — %) — (i + %) and y;: (i + %) — (i — %) for each i € Z,. Writing x = };cz X; and
Y = Yiez, Yi» We define the circle algebra by

Cin = CLOuN [ {xy — yx, yk — xn=k),

The algebra Cyi , is once again a free and finitely-generated Z-algebra with ¢ acting as
multiplication by xy = yx [25, §3], and we continue to abuse notation by identifying ¢ with this
element.
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Definition 5.5. Let A be a free and finitely generated Z-algebra. A A-module is Cohen—
Macaulay if it is free and finitely generated as a Z-module. The full subcategory of mod A on
the Cohen—Macaulay modules is denoted by CM(A). The rank of M € CM(A) is defined by

rank(M) = dim(c((,)) C(t) @z M,

noting that C((¢)) = Frac(Z). For A = Ap, this means that rank(M) = @ rankz (M).

For A as in Definition 5.5, the category CM(A) has enough projective objects, given by
add(A), and enough injective objects, given by add(A"), where (-)¥ = Homy(—, Z). For
C = Ci., the category CM(C) provides a categorification of Scott’s cluster algebra structure
on the homogeneous coordinate ring C [E}\r’,:] of the Grassmannian, as demonstrated by Jensen,
King and Su [25]. This category is related to the boundary algebras of Postnikov diagrams as
follows.

Proposition 5.6 ([7, Prop. 3.6]). For D a connected Postnikov diagram of type (k,n), there is
a canonical map Cy, — Bp such that the induced restriction functor CM(Bp) — CM(Cy )
is fully faithful.

When D is uniform, Baur—King—Marsh show [2, Thm. 11.2] (cf. [7, Rem. 8.5]) that the
canonical map Cy, — Bp 1s an isomorphism, and so the restriction functor is an equivalence,
but this is not the case in general. In this paper, unlike in [7], we will mostly think of CM(Bp)
as a full subcategory of CM(Cy ), treating the restriction functor as an inclusion rather than
introducing extra notation for it.

Definition 5.7. Let I C Z, be a k-subset. We write M; for the representation of Q,, with Z at
each vertex, x; acting as multiplication by ¢ if i € I and as idz otherwise, and y; acting as idz if
i € I and as multiplication by ¢ otherwise.

One can show [25, §5] that M; is a Cohen—Macaulay Cy ,-module with rank(M;) = 1.
Moreover, any M € CM(Cy ) with rank(M) = 1 is isomorphic to M; for a unique k-subset /
[25, Prop. 5.2]. We view these modules as the categorical counterpart of the Pliicker coordinates
on Gr}. Indeed, by [25, Eq. 9.4], the category CM(Cy ;) admits a cluster character ¥ such that
W(M;) = A;. As with Pliicker coordinates, we will sometimes write M (1) = M if this aids
legibility.

Proposition 5.8 ([7, Prop. 8.6]). The module M; € CM(Cy ) is in the subcategory CM(Bp) if
and only if I € Pp.

In contrast to the case of the full Grassmannian (or its big cell), the category of Cohen—
Macaulay modules CM(Bp) is not suitable for categorifying the cluster algebra </p; for
example, it is typically not a Frobenius exact category, since its projectives and injectives do
not coincide. Instead, we need to restrict ourselves to a Frobenius exact subcategory of it, and
there are two natural choices.

Definition 5.9. Let A be a free and finitely generated Z-algebra. We say that A is Iwanaga—
Gorenstein if it has finite injective dimension as a module over itself on both the left and on
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the right; these injective dimensions then necessarily coincide. We say that M € CM(A) is
Gorenstein projective if Exti\(M ,A) = 0 forall i >0, and that M € CM(A) is Gorenstein
injective if Exti\(AV, M) =0 for all i > 0. The full subcategories of CM(A) on the Gorenstein
projective and Gorenstein injective modules are denoted by gproj CM(A) and ginj CM(A)
respectively.

By construction, gprojCM(A) is a Frobenius exact category whose projective-injective
objects are those in add(A), and ginj CM(A) is a Frobenius exact category whose projective-
injective objects are those in add(AY). By [25, Lem. 3.6], for C = Cy, we have CV = C
and hence gproj CM(C) = ginjCM(C) = CM(C), but in general all three categories will be
different.

Remark 5.10. There is a slight asymmetry to these definitions arising from the fact that the
Cohen—Macaulay property is defined with reference to free (i.e. projective) Z-modules. The
Iwanaga—Gorenstein property of A makes no reference to its Z-module structure (except that
we omit the requirement that A is Noetherian from the usual definition, this being automatic for
finitely generated Z-algebras), and given this property one would usually define Gorenstein
projective! A-modules as the objects of the full subcategory

GP(A) = {M € mod A : Ext\, (M, A) = 0 for all i > 0}.

It is well known that this coincides with the category of d-th syzygy modules, where d is the
injective dimension of A. In our setting, the fact that Z is 1-dimensional means that d > 1,
so any M € GP(A) is a syzygy module, i.e. a submodule of an object in add(A). Since Z is
a principal ideal domain, and A is free and finitely generated over Z, the same is therefore
true of M, and hence GP(A) € CM(A) coincides with gproj CM(A); that is, a A-module is
Gorenstein projective if and only if it both lies in CM(A) and is Gorenstein projective in this
subcategory.

However, this is not true for Gorenstein injectives. The Gorenstein injective objects in mod A
are those in the full subcategory

GI(A) = {M € mod A : Exti\(Q, M) =0 for all i > 0},

where Q is an injective generator of mod A, and these are not typically Cohen—Macaulay;
indeed, Q € GI(A) is itself not free over Z in general. The Gorenstein injective objects in
CM(A) are defined instead with reference to the injective generator AY = Homy (A, Z) of this
subcategory, which is not injective in mod A.

By the following well-known result (see e.g. [1, Prop. 7.2]), we may also describe Gorenstein
injective Cohen—Macaulay modules in terms of Gorenstein projective Cohen—Macaulay modules
for the opposite algebra.

1Confusingly, the modules we call Gorenstein projective are often, e.g. in [5], called (maximal) Cohen—Macaulay.
The definition of Cohen—Macaulay we use here is more classical, and more closely related to commutative algebra,
but is weaker than Gorenstein projectivity when the injective dimension of A is greater than the Krull dimension
of the ground ring Z, as will usually be the case for us.
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Proposition 5.11. Let A be a free and finitely generated Z-algebra. Then A°P is another such

algebra, and the functor
(5)": CM(A%P) = (CM(A))*®

is an equivalence. If A is Iwanaga—Gorenstein, then this restricts to an equivalence
(-)": gproj CM(A°) = (ginj CM(A))°P.

It turns out that the category gproj CM(Bp) is most suitable for categorifying the source-
labelled cluster structure on C[I1], whereas ginj CM(Bp) categorifies the target-labelled
structure, as we will now explain. For the source-labelled cluster structure, we have the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.12. The category gproj CM(Bp) is a stably 2-Calabi—Yau Frobenius exact category
admitting a cluster-tilting object T5"° = eAp such that the natural maps Ap — Endp,, (T°)°P
and Ap/ApeAp — End, (T5)°P are isomorphisms. For each j € Qy, the indecomposable
summand eApe; of T* is isomorphic to M(Ijs.rc) as an object of CM(Cy ), so in particular

we have
TS ~ @M(I;FC).
J€Qo
Proof. The first statement is [47, Thm. 4.5], while the second is [7, Prop. 8.2]. O

Here End; (7°)°P denotes the stable endomorphism algebra of 7%, that is, its endo-
morphism algebra in the stable category gprojCM(Bp) = gprojCM(Bp)/add(Bp). This
result motivates the shorthand A, := Ap/ApeAp. By applying Theorem 5.12 to the opposite
diagram D°P and using Proposition 5.11, we obtain the corresponding result for ginj CM(Bp).
The statement identifying the relevant cluster-tilting object in CM(Cy ) can also be found in [7,
Rem. 8.4].

Theorem 5.13. The category ginj CM(Bp) is a stably 2-Calabi—Yau Frobenius exact category
admitting a cluster-tilting object T'®" = (Ape)" such that the natural maps Ap — Endg,, (T'¢")°P
and Ap — Endp | (T'€Y)°P are isomorphisms. For each j € Qy, the indecomposable summand
(ejApe)" of T'® is isomorphic to M(I}gt) as an object of CM(Cy.,), so in particular we have

T = @ M(I'¥.

iGQO

We emphasise that in Theorem 5.13 the notation End, (T'8")°P refers to the endomorphism
algebra of T'¢" in the stable category ginj CM(Bp) = ginjCM(Bp)/add(B})), and not to the
projectively stable endomorphism algebra of T'¢" as a Bp-module.

Remark 5.14. Because Ap is Noetherian (being free and finitely generated over the Noetherian

ring Z) and of finite global dimension [47, Thm. 3.7], it follows from Theorems 5.12 and 5.13
together with a result of Kalck, Iyama, Wemyss and Yang [26, Thm. 2.7] that the categories
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gproj CM(Bp) and ginj CM(B)p) are equivalent, via an equivalence that takes 75 to T'€'.
However, this is not the relationship between these two categories which will ultimately lead to
quasi-equivalence of the two cluster structures.

By Theorems 5.12 and 5.13, both gproj CM(Bp) and ginj CM(Bp) serve as categorifications
of the abstract cluster algebra &/p. Cluster-tilting objects, which both of these categories
have, play the role of seeds or clusters, the stably 2-Calabi—Yau property ensuring that these
objects admit a mutation theory [23]. The fact that the cluster-tilting objects 75" and 7'
have endomorphism algebra Ap, which is defined from the same quiver Qp as the cluster
algebra &/p, means that the mutation classes of these cluster-tilting objects exhibit the same
combinatorics as the mutation class of seeds in &/p. More precisely, we have the following.

Theorem 5.15 ([47, Thm. 6.11]). Both (gproj CM(Bp),T°) and (ginjCM(Bp),T'") are
Frobenius 2-Calabi—Yau realisations of the cluster algebra o p [18, Def. 5.1] (see also [47,
Def. 6.9]).

In particular, both categories carry a Fu—Keller cluster character [18, §3], providing a
bijection between the mutation class of the given cluster-tilting object and the set of seeds of
A p, inducing a bijection between the indecomposable summands of the objects in this mutation
class and the cluster variables, compatible with the combinatorics of mutation on each set.

Cluster-tilting objects in gproj CM(Bp) in the mutation class of 7%, and objects of their
additive closures, are called reachable. We use the same terminology for the mutation class of
T'¢ in ginj CM(Bp).

Recall that CM(Cy ) carries a cluster character ¥ with values in C[E}\rZ], such that
Y(M;) = A; for each k-subset I [25, §9]. We may restrict the domain of ¥ to either
gproj CM(Bp) and ginjCM(Bp), and restrict its values to functions on ﬁ% Since these
subcategories are extension-closed by [47, Prop 7.2] and its dual, each such modification is a
cluster character with values in C [ﬁ;’)] , which we will again denote by ¥. Additionally, we
have the Fu—Keller cluster characters on gproj CM(Bp) and ginj CM(Bp) from Theorem 5.15,
which take values in &Yl‘; = 9p by [45, Thm. 1.3] and Proposition 2.16, and thus can be
composed with either of Galashin—Lam’s isomorphisms 7% and n'¢' from Theorem 2.15; we
denote the resulting cluster characters with values in C [ﬁ%] by @ and ®'¢ respectively.

An object X of an exact category & is called rigid if Exté(X ,X)=0.

Theorem 5.16. If X € gproj CM(B)p) is reachable and rigid, then ®%(X) = WY (X), whereas
if X € ginjCM(Bp) is reachable and rigid, then ®€(X) = ¥(X). In particular, if I is a
k-subset and M; € gproj CM(Bp), then ®°(M;) = Aj, whereas if M; € ginj CM(Bp), then
DE(M;) = A,

Proof. For gproj CM(Bp), this is [47, Prop. 7.5] and [47, Thm. 7.6], the latter result showing
that any M; € gproj CM(Bp) is reachable. The statements for ginj CM(Bp) can be proved
similarly, or deduced from those for gproj CM(Bpop). O

Remark 5.17. We do not claim that the cluster characters ®%° and W coincide on every object
of gproj CM(Bp) (nor make the analogous claim for ginj CM(Bp)), and to the best of our
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ML) ---------- M3y ----------- Mz ----------- M3s7
\ / \ - M367> /
-oo-- Msyg ----------- Mize ---------- M(BL) ----
N N SN
M3s7 ----------- M3s6 ----------- Mizs ---------- M (3¢

Ficure 8. The Auslander—Reiten quiver of the category gproj CM(Bp), for Bp
the boundary algebra of the plabic graph in Figure 5. Objects displayed in boxes
are projective-injective, and the left-hand and right-hand ends are identified via
a Mobius twist. The category is embedded in the Grassmannian cluster category
CM(C3.7), and objects named using their profiles as C3 7-modules.

knowledge this remains an open question in this generality. The two functions are constructed
rather differently: the cluster character @ is obtained from a formula of Fu and Keller [18],
building on earlier work of Palu [44] and Caldero—Chapoton [6], whose expression depends
on the choice of cluster-tilting object 7%, whereas V¥ is based on Lusztig’s construction of
the dual semicanonical basis in terms of modules for a preprojective algebra [35, 36], and
is explicitly independent of any choice of cluster-tilting object. However, in the absence of
any explicit examples to demonstrate otherwise, it remains possible that the two functions
are in fact equal. Some evidence for this comes from the case that D is uniform, for which
gproj CM(Bp) = CM(Cy ;) = ginjCM(Bp); here ®'¢' = ¥ by [24, Thm. 9.11].

Example 5.18. For the Postnikov diagram D from Example 2.18, the Auslander—Reiten quiver
of gproj CM(Bp) is shown in Figure 8, and that of ginjCM(Bp) is shown in Figure 9. We
use Proposition 5.6 to identify these categories with their embeddings into the Grassmannian
cluster category CM(C3.7). The notation M (%) in Figure 8 refers to an indecomposable rank
2 module with a filtration whose composition factors are M3¢ and M»s7, as in [25, §6], and
similarly for the other rank 2 modules. One can also view the label of a module as notation for
its profile (see [25, §6] again), although our conventions differ from those of [25] in such a way
that the label records the upward, rather than downward, steps in this profile.

Comparing to Tables 1 and 2, we see that the rank 1 modules in each category have the
same labels as the Pliicker coordinates which are cluster variables in the corresponding cluster

structure, with the projective-injective objects sharing their labels with the frozen variables.
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M) ---------- Mizs ----------- Mpys ----------- Mi37
N / \ - Mm} e
-oo-- Mize ----------- Mips ---------- M($3) ----
P N RN
M3y ----------- Mg ----------- Mis7 ---------- M(32

Ficure 9. The Auslander—Reiten quiver for ginj CM(Bp ), with conventions as
in Figure 8.

Each category also contains a pair of rank 2 modules, corresponding to the pair of degree 2
cluster variables.
As a sample computation, observe that there are short exact sequences

M2 Mi67
& )
Mi36 > Mae > M(B2),  M(BL) — Mz — M3
) ®
M35 M3s6
257

in gproj CM(Bp), in which all objects except M ({3¢) have summands from the cluster-tilting
object M36 ® M6 @ M35 ® Bp. This is different from the initial cluster-tilting object
T5¢ = eAp = My37 @ M35 & M3s7 @ Bp, but is more convenient for our computation.

It then follows that

DY (M6 ® M3e7 © Mi3s) + D (Mi67 & M123 © M3s6)
DS (M36)
_ A126A367A135 + A167A123A356

q)src(M % ) —

A136

by Theorem 5.16 and the multiplication formula for cluster characters [18, Thm. 3.3(d)]. Now
using the Pliicker relations

A126A135 + A123A156 = A125A136,

A167A356 — A367A156 = A136As567 = 0
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on H;;, where Asg7 = 0, we see that this expression simplifies to
DY (M (D)) = AiasAser,
cf. Table 1.

5.2. Categorification of perfect matchings. Recall the notion of a perfect matching of a
plabic graph from Definition 2.4, defined as a subset of the set of edges and half-edges. For the
plabic graph I'p associated to a Postnikov diagram D, these edges are in natural bijection with
the arrows of the quiver Q = Qp, and so we may also view a perfect matching as a subset of
this set of arrows. In terms of Qp, a perfect matching u is defined by the property that each of
the distinguished cycles ¢, contains exactly one arrow from p.

Definition 5.19 ([7, Def. 4.3]). Let u be a perfect matching of Q = Qp. The perfect matching
module N, is the Ap-module given by the following representation of Q. At each vertex in Qy,
we take the vector space Z = C[¢]. The linear map Z — Z associated to an arrow a € Q; is
multiplication by 7 if @ € u, and idz otherwise.

Once again, we will sometimes write N () instead of N,. In a perfect matching module N,
any representative of a cycle ¢, acts as multiplication by # (on the relevant copy of Z at a vertex).
This applies in particular to the cycles ap} and ap associated to an internal arrow a, and so
we see that either p; and p, both act on N, as idz, if @ € yu, or they both act as multiplication
by tif @ ¢ u. As aresult, N, does indeed describe an Ap-module as claimed.

The perfect matching modules are the analogue for Ap of the rank 1 modules M; for Cy ,
from Definition 5.7. Indeed, in the construction of Mj, the role of the distinguished cycles ¢,
is played by the terms of the product xy, each of which is a 2-cycle in which exactly one of
the two arrows acts as multiplication by ¢ in M}, and the other by idz. Analogous to the My,
the modules N,, are Cohen—-Macaulay Ap-modules with rank(N,) = 1, and any N € CM(A)
with rank(N) = 1 is isomorphic to N, for a unique perfect matching u [7, Cor. 4.6]. A further
relationship between the N, and the M; is the following.

Proposition 5.20 ([7, Prop. 4.9]). Let u be a perfect matching. Then the Bp-module eN,,
obtained by restricting N, to the boundary coincides, when viewed in CM(Cy ), with the rank
1 module My,,.

Because the indecomposable projective Ap-modules are Cohen—Macaulay with rank 1 by
[7, Prop. 2.15], they are isomorphic to perfect matching modules. The same is true for the
indecomposable injective objects in CM(Ap), and in both cases it turns out that we have seen
the corresponding matchings already in Proposition 2.8.

Theorem 5.21 ([7, Cor. 7.6-7.7]). Let j be a vertex of Qp. Then the indecomposable
projective A-module Ae; is isomorphic to the perfect maiching module N (mj.rc) associated to
the downstream wedge matching mj.rc. Dually, the module (e;A)", which is indecomposable
injective in CM(A), is isomorphic to N (m}gt), for m}gt the upstream wedge matching.

Corollary 5.22. For any vertex j of Qp, we have isomorphisms eAe; = M (Ijrc) and
(ejAe)" = M(I;.gt).
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Proof. Combine Theorem 5.21 with Proposition 5.20 and (2.1). O

Because the algebra Ap has finite global dimension [47, Thm. 3.7], we may associate to each
N € mod Ap the class [N] € Ko(proj Ap) of a projective resolution of N. When N = N, is a
perfect matching module, [7, Thm. 6.7] gives an explicit projective resolution of N, leading
to an expression for [N,] in terms of the classes of indecomposable projective Ap-modules
P; = Apej for j € Qo [7, Prop. 6.9]. In this paper, it will suffice to know the image of this class
under the natural projection Ko (proj Ap) — Ko(proj A,,) with kernel spanned by the classes
[P;] for j € Fy, recalling that A;) = Ap/ApeAp.

Proposition 5.23 ([7, Prop. 6.9]). Let u be a perfect matching of D. Then in Ko(proj A ), we

have

(5.1) N = D [Aej] —wi (p),
J€Qo\Fo

where

W) = ) wib(y), we(y) = > [Aejl,
YEU J€posy(y)
and pos(y) is obtained from the set of vertices appearing in the positively oriented face of Q
with vy in its boundary by removing the two vertices s(7y) and t(7y) incident with y. We also have

(5.2) [N = ). [Aej]—wet(u)

J€Q0\Fo

where
wit(p) = D wit(y), wit(y) = ) [Aej]
YEH Jjenegy(v)

and neg(y) is defined analogously to pos(y) but using the negatively oriented face containing
Y.

Remark 5.24. While [7, Prop. 6.9] is stated for standardised diagrams, standardisation only
changes Qp by adding arrows between frozen vertices, and so has no effect on the formulae
for [N,] € Ko(projA,), in which contributions from frozen vertices are discounted. A
consequence of Proposition 5.23 is that wt*(u) = wt™(u) in Ko(proj A ;) for any matching x,

although the corresponding identity does not hold in Ko (proj Ap) when the contributions from
frozen vertices are included.

For j € Qp, define AP/l = A(IJS.TC). Extending this to a group homomorphism, we obtain
a Laurent monomial A’ in the initial source-labelled cluster of Pliicker coordinates A(I;rc)
for any v € Ko(projAp). Abbreviating F = Homgp, (T%¢,-): CM(Bp) — mod Ap and
G = Ext}gD (T°°,-): CM(Bp) — modA,, € modAp, we may write Fu—Keller’s cluster
character formula for X € gproj CM(Bp) as

o (x) = AN ¥ (Gram e (GX)ATE,
dim E:E<GX
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as in [7, §10]. This gives ®%¢(X) a leading term indexed by 0 < G X, with exponent [ FX], and
a trailing term indexed by GX < G X, with exponent [ FX] — [GX]. (Depending on a choice
of cluster-algebraic convention, one or the other of these exponents is the g-vector of ®°(X).)
The integer coeflicients are computed as Euler characteristics of quiver Grassmannians; the
details of this will not be important to us here.

Now observe that for any object X € CM(Bp), there is a short exact sequence

(5.3) 0 — F'X > FX > GQX —— 0,

where QX is an arbitrary syzygy of X, i.e. the kernel of an arbitrary (not necessarily minimal)
projective cover PX — X. Since G vanishes on projective Bp-modules, GQX is independent of
this choice of syzygy, and the sequence (5.3) defines a third functor F': CM(Bp) — mod(Ap).
In particular, the assignment N +— N/F’X is a bijection between submodules of FX which
contain F’X and submodules of GQX. We may also describe F’X directly as the subspace
of Homg,, (7%, X) consisting of morphisms factoring over a projective Bp-module. See [7,
Cor. 5.11] for a proof that F’ coincides with the functor of the same name used in [7].

Proposition 5.25. Let X € CM(Bp) and let QX € CM(Bp) be an arbitrary syzygy of X.
Then QX € gproj CM(Bp), and in Ko(proj A)) we have the identities [FQX] = —[F'X] and
[FQX] - [GQX] = -[FX].

Proof. The first statement is [7, Lem. 10.4]. For the second, as in the proof of [7, Prop. 10.2],
we have for any submodule F'X < N < FX that

[FQX] - [N/F'X] = [FP] - [N]

in Ko(proj Ap). Projecting to Ko(proj A,,), where [FP] = 0, and taking either N = F’X or
N = FX, we obtain [FQX]| = —[F'X] and [FQX] — [GQX] = —[FX] as required. O

As a corollary, —[ F’X] is the exponent of the leading term of @ (€QX), i.e. that indexed by
the zero module. Similarly, the exponent of the trailing term, indexed by GQX, is —[ FX].

In [7, §5], we show that each Ap-module N with F’M; < N < FMj is isomorphic to N, for
a unique matching u with du = I, and this assignment is a bijection between these intermediate
submodules and perfect matching modules with this fixed boundary value. This leads to an
expression [7, Thm. 10.3] for ®%°(QM;), for a carefully chosen syzygy QM;, as a dimer
partition function counting perfect matchings with boundary value /. A second important
consequence for our purposes here is that it will allow us to combine Propositions 5.23 and
5.25 to compute the leading exponent of @' (QMj) explicitly for any I € Pp; we will return
to this in Section 6.

5.3. Categorification of twists. In this subsection, we recall and slightly extend a result from [7]
explaining how to categorify Muller-Speyer’s left twist automorphism 7: C[I13,] — C[TI%,].

Theorem 5.26 ([7, Thm. 12.2]). Let M; € CM(B) be a rank 1 module, and let

0 — QM; — PM; — M; — 0
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be a short exact sequence in which PM; — M| is a projective cover. Then

- _ QSrC(QMI)
a1 = q)src(PMI)'

If M; € gproj CM(B), then we may use Theorem 5.16 to rewrite the identity as

QSI‘C (QM[)

‘—q)SI‘C M — ,
T (M) o (PM))

cf. Theorem 5.27 below. As a further special case, if [ € Igc is an element of the source
necklace, so that M; € proj(B), then this identity reduces to TA; = A;l (as used in the proof of

Proposition 2.11 to see that A ; = Ay in this case). Since T is a ring homomorphism and the
cluster character is multiplicative on direct sums [18, Thm. 3.3(c)], it follows that

(5.4) TOY(P) = ®¥¢(P)”!
for all P € proj(B).
Theorem 5.27. Let X be a reachable rigid object of gproj CM(B), and let

0 > QX > PX > X > 0

be a short exact sequence in which PX — X is a projective cover. Then

Psre (QX)

(55) %q)src(X) = W

Proof. We show that the relevant identity is preserved under mutation of cluster-tilting objects.
Thus, the result will follow by induction, with Theorem 5.26 as a base case, using the fact
(Theorem 5.15) that 7% = B jeos M (I;rc) € gprojCM(B) is a cluster-tilting object all of
whose indecomposable summands have rank 1. Note that Theorem 5.26 extends directly to all
X € add(T*°) using the fact that the cluster character is multiplicative on direct sums.

To this end, let T € gproj CM(B) be a cluster-tilting object, and assume that (5.5) holds for
any X € add(7T). If U € add(T) is indecomposable and non-projective, we may consider the
two exchange sequences

0 > U > L > U* > 0, 0 > U* > R > U > 0.

which compute the mutation 7* = (T/U) & U* of T at X. By the multiplication formula for
cluster characters, we have the exchange relation
(DSI'C(L) + (DSI'C(R)

@SI‘C (U)

(5.6) OI(U*) =

Now choose projective covers PU — U and PU* — U*. By the horseshoe lemma, we may
construct diagrams
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0 0 0 0 0 0
I 1 1 1 I 1

0 —> QU —— QL —— QU* — 0 0 — QU* > QR > QU — 0
I ! 1 1 3 !

0 — PU — PX®PU* — PU* — 0 0 — PU" — PX*®PU — PX — 0
g ! l l X8 !
0—U > L > U — 0 0 — U* > R > U — 0
XS S S XS S S
0 0 0 0 0 0

with exact rows and columns. Note that the syzygies 2L and QR may have projective summands,
even if PU — U and PU* — U™ were chosen to be minimal.
Since the syzygy induces the inverse suspension functor on gproj CM(B), we find that

Ext,(V, W) = ExtL(QV, QW)

for any V, W € gproj CM(B). In particular, both QU & QL and QU & QR are, like U & L and
U @ R, rigid, whereas

dim Ext, (QU, QU*) = dim Ext, (U, U*) = 1.

This means in particular that the upper rows of the two diagrams are not split. Thus, the
multiplication formula also applies to these two rows, to give

O (QL) + DT(QR)

5.7 O(QUY) =
By assumption, we have
D5 (QU)
“@SI‘C —
T (U) (Dsrc(PU) ’
@SI'C QL
TOY(L) = (@) ,
(DSI‘C(PU)(DSI’C(PU*)
i OSC(QR
TOY(R) = (©2R) ,
Osre(PU) DS (PU™)

since U, L and R are all objects of add(7"). Applying the twist to (5.6) and using these identities,

we find that

TOY(L) + TOY(R) @ °(QL) + ®°(QR)  D*(QU")
T@sIe(U) COI(QU)PT(PU*)  @se(PUY)

%q)SI‘C (U*) —

by (5.7). Since U™ is the unique indecomposable object of add(7™*) not contained in add(7),
and the cluster character is multiplicative on direct sums, (5.5) holds for all X € add(7T*). O
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5.4. Categorification of quasi-cluster morphisms. Finally, we recall a key result of Fraser
and Keller [30, Thm. A.7], which allows us to check that a particular map of algebras is a
quasi-cluster equivalence by using categorifications of the relevant cluster algebras.

Let £ be an idempotent complete (also known as Karoubian) Frobenius exact category.
Despite the fact that £ may not be abelian, the idempotent completeness property means that
it admits a bounded derived category D°(€) obtained via the usual construction [53]. As a
result, if T € £ is an object, the inclusion add(7') — & induces a canonical triangle functor
KP(addT) — DP(&) from the category of bounded complexes of objects in add(7), with
morphisms considered up to homotopy, to the bounded derived category of £.

Denote by P C & the full subcategory of projective-injective objects, and by KP(P) its
bounded homotopy category. Then there is a Verdier localisation functor

D*(€) = D°(€)/KP(P) = Dy (€) = £.

Here the notation Dy, (&) refers to the singularity category of £, defined by Orlov [43] as this
Verdier quotient, which is equivalent to the stable category £ := £/P by Buchweitz’s famous
result [5, Thm. 4.4.1].

Finally, assume that £ is stably 2-Calabi—Yau (i.e. that £ is a 2-Calabi—Yau triangulated
category), and that there is a cluster character ¥: £ — o/*, where &/ is an upper cluster
algebra with invertible frozen variables. For example, this happens if (£, T) is a Frobenius
2-CY realisation of some ordinary cluster algebra &/, on which Fu—Keller’s cluster character
takes values in the upper cluster algebra &/* by [45, Thm. 1.3].

Theorem 5.28 ([30, Thm. A.4]). Let ¥: £ — ™ be a cluster character, where o™ is an upper
cluster algebra with invertible frozen variables, inducing a cluster character ¥: £ — o~ on
the stable category. Then there is a unique function ¥: DP(E) — o* such that

(a) the diagram

commutes (justifying the abuse of notation), and

(b) for any triangle

P ¢ S Y > P[1]
in D°(&) with P € KP(P), we have ¥(X) = ¥(P)¥(Y).

Theorem 5.29 ([30, Thm. A.7]). Let (£,T) and (F,U) be Frobenius 2-CY realisations of
cluster algebras of and RB respectively, with cluster characters ®: € — A" and ¥: F — B*
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taking values in the associated upper cluster algebras. Let n: 4™ = Rand v: B+ = §
be upper cluster structures, and let f: R — S be a ring homomorphism. Assume we have a
commutative diagram

KP(addT) —— DP(E) — &

(5.8) \L‘; lgo lf

K®(addU) — D*(F) —— F

of triangle functors, in which the horizontal arrows are the canonical functors, and further that
the diagram

add(T) 225 R

(59) I lf

Do (F) Yy s

commutes. If ¢ is a triangle equivalence and ¢T is mutation equivalent to U in F, then f is a
quasi-cluster morphism.

Our goal in the remainder of the paper is to apply Theorem 5.29 to the Frobenius 2-
CY realisations (ginjCM(B),T'") and (gproj CM(B),T*¢) of of/p and the (upper) cluster
structures n'¢': ofp = (C[ﬁ;;] and °°°: op = (C[ﬁ;;], taking f to be the identity map on
this coordinate ring. This will complete the proof of the quasi-coincidence conjecture.

6. PROOF OF THE QUASI-COINCIDENCE CONJECTURE

We fix a connected plabic graph D of type (k, n) for the remainder of the paper and abbreviate
A = Ap, B = Bp, and C = Ci,. As in Section 5.1, we view the two associated categories
gproj CM(B) and ginj CM(B) as full subcategories of CM(C), via the fully faithful functor
from Proposition 5.6. Since the strategy of the proof is to apply Fraser—Keller’s Theorem 5.29,
the bulk of the section is devoted to proving that the hypotheses of this theorem hold in our
situation.

Proposition 6.1. The categories DP(gproj CM(B)), DP(ginj CM(B)) and D°(CM(B)) are all
tautologically equivalent, in the sense that the natural functor from each to D®(mod B) is an
equivalence.

Proof. We have a diagram of fully faithful exact functors

ginj CM(B)
3 CM(B) —— mod B
gproj CM(B)
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of exact categories, each of which embeds its source into its target as an extension-closed
subcategory [47, Prop. 7.2]. When passing to derived categories, each of these functors induces
a triangle equivalence: indeed, because B is Iwanaga—Gorenstein, every Cohen—Macaulay
B-module has a finite resolution by objects of gproj CM(B) and a finite coresolution by objects
of ginj CM(B). Recall that objects of CM(B) are those B-modules which are free and finitely
generated over the central subalgebra Z = C[¢t], which is Noetherian of global dimension 1.
Thus, CM(B) is closed under subobjects and contains B, so every finitely generated B-module
has a finite resolution in CM(B) (for example, by taking a projective cover and its kernel). O

Corollary 6.2. The stable categories gproj CM(B) and ginj CM(B) are canonically triangle
equivalent to the singularity category Dgg(B) = D®(mod B) /per B.

Proof. This combines Proposition 6.1 with Buchweitz’s theorem [5, Thm. 4.4.1]. O

The previous two results yield a triangle equivalence ¢ : ginj CM(B) = gproj CM(B) which
lifts to a functor ¢ (indeed, to the tautological equivalence) between the derived categories
DP(ginj CM(B)) = DP(mod B) = DP(gprojCM(B)). This is the data of the right-hand
commuting square in (5.8) from Theorem 5.29. In what follows, it will be convenient to use ¢
to denote the equivalence D°(mod B) = D°(gproj CM(B)), as well as its restrictions (along
the equivalences induced by inclusions of exact categories as in Proposition 6.1) to equivalences
DP(CM(B)) = DP(gproj CM(B)) and D°(ginj CM(B)) = D°(gproj CM(B)).

Next we turn our attention to the hypothesis that ¢(7'€") is mutation equivalent to 75 in
gproj CM(B), or equivalently that 7" and 7' are mutation equivalent in Dy (B).

Proposition 6.3. The mutation classes of T and T'¢" in Dy (B) are closed under the suspension
functor X.

Proof. Recall from Theorems 5.12 and 5.13 that we have isomorphisms Endg(7°¢)P = Ap =
Endp(T'€")°P, where Ap is the dimer algebra of the plabic graph D. In particular, the Gabriel
quiver of each endomorphism algebra coincides with the quiver Qp (up to removable 2-cycles,
if D has bivalent nodes).

By a result of Ford and Serhiyenko [14, Thm. 1.2], the quiver QD admits a green-to-red
sequence. By [28, Prop. 5.17], this sequence may then be interpreted categorically as a
sequence of mutations from 7% to £~!7% in gproj CM(B) = Dse(B), or from T'¢" to ™17
in ginj CM(B) = Dsg(B). This fact may also be deduced by combining [4, Prop. 2.10(2)] with
Nakanishi and Zelevinsky’s tropical duality [40, Thm. 1.2], the interpretation of g-vectors in
terms of (co)indices [18, Prop. 4.3 or 6.2], and Proposition 6.6 below.

Since all shifts of 7% and 7'¢" in D, (B) have isomorphic endomorphism algebras, the same
argument applies to show that X7 is mutation equivalent to "~ 757, and "7 to X"~ ! T,
for any n € Z, which gives the result. m|

In combination with Proposition 6.3, the next result will imply that 7'€" and 75 are in the
same mutation class in Dy (B), as required. In fact, it will turn out to be the key statement in
establishing all the remaining hypotheses of Theorem 5.29.
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Theorem 6.4. Let j € Qp be a vertex. Then in Dsg(B) we have ZzeAej = (ejAe)", and hence
ZszrC =~ Ttet

Recalling that 75 = eA and T = (Ae)" for A = Ap and e the boundary idempotent, the
second isomorphism in Theorem 6.4 follows immediately from the first by taking the direct
sum over vertices.

Remark 6.5. As in Theorems 5.12 and 5.13, we have eAe; = M(I3°) and (e;Ae)” = M(I#")
in CM(C). Given the relationship between Muller—Speyer’s twist map and the suspension

functor on Dy, (B) explained in Theorem 5.26, we may view Theorem 6.4 as a categorical
version of [39, Prop. 7.14].

We prove Theorem 6.4 in several steps, beginning with some generalities. Recall (e.g. from
[29, §4]) that in a stably 2-Calabi—Yau Frobenius exact category £ with cluster-tilting object 7,
any object X € & fits into short exact sequences

T! 70

X X
X s Ty

T

0,
0

6.1)

Vv Y

¥
v ¥

0

with 7%, T; € add(T). We write F = Homg (T, -) for the Yoneda equivalence add(T) = proj A,
where A = Endg(T)P. For A = End.(T)°® the endomorphism algebra of T in the stable
category £, we may consider the projection Ko (proj A) — Ko(proj A) with kernel generated
by the classes [F P] for a P a projective object of £, as in Section 5.2.

We define the index of X € £ by ind(X) = [FT°] — [FT'] € Ko(proj A) and the coindex by
coind(X) = [FTy] — [FTi] € Ko(proj A). While the individual objects 7% and T; can depend
on the choice of sequences (6.1), the index and coindex do not. Because we project the index
and coindex to Ko (proj A), they can also be computed by choosing triangles

T! > T° > X » T,
X > To > T > XX

in the stable category £ with 7%, T; € add(T), and taking ind(X) = [FT°] — [FT'] and
coind(X) = [FTy] — [FT1]. Note here that £ and £ have the same objects, so it makes sense
to apply F' to an object of £ (but not to a morphism). By this second description, we see that
our definitions are compatible with those of Palu [44, §2.1] for the 2-Calabi—Yau triangulated

category £ (although Palu does not apply the Yoneda isomorphism, preferring to work in
add(7)).

Proposition 6.6. Let U € add(T). Then if X € £ is rigid, we have ind(X) = —[FU] if and
only if X = XU in &, and coind(X) = —[FU] ifand only if X =X 'U in &.

Proof. Firstly, the existence of the triangle

U > 0 > XU > XU
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in £, in which 0, U € add(T), shows that ind(XU) = —[FU]. Note also that XU is rigid,
because 7" and hence U is. Now by [11, Thm. 2.3], rigid objects in £ are determined by their
indices, and so up to isomorphism ZU is the only rigid object of £ with index —[FU]. The
statement for the coindex may be shown completely analogously. O

Proposition 6.7. For any X € &, we have ind(X) = [FX] and coind(X) = [FX] — [GX] in
Ko(projA).

Proof. Since T is cluster-tilting, and hence rigid, we have GT = 0. Thus, the upper sequence

in (6.1) remains exact under F, and ind(X) = [FT°] — [FT'] = [FX]. On the other hand,
applying F to the lower sequence in (6.1) yields

0 —— FX > FTy > FTy > GX

~
o

and so coind(X) = [FTy| — [FT1] = [FX] - [GX]. O

When £ satisfies the necessary assumptions to admit a Fu—Keller cluster character @ as in
Section 5.2 (for example, if £ = gproj CM(B)), Proposition 6.7 shows in particular that the
exponents of the two extremal terms of ®(X), indexed by 0 and G X respectively, are ind(X)
and coind(X).

We now apply these considerations to £ = gproj CM(B) and T = T = e¢A for A the dimer
algebra of D and e the boundary idempotent. Recall from Theorem 5.12 that there are natural
isomorphisms A = Endg(7°°)°? and A/AeA = A = End,(7T°°)°?, and from Section 5.2
(specifically (5.3)) that there is a short exact sequence

0 —— F'X > FX > GQX —— 0

for any X € CM(B) and any syzygy QX of X.

Corollary 6.8. For X € CM(B) and QX an arbitrary syzygy, we have ind(QX) = —[F’'X]
and coind(QX) = —[FX] in Ko(proj A).

Proof. This combines Propositions 5.25 and 6.7. O

Recall Muller—Speyer’s matchings mj.rc and m;g‘ from Proposition 2.8, defined in terms
of downstream and upstream wedges. As explained in Theorem 5.21, the perfect matching
module N (mj.rc) is isomorphic to the indecomposable projective A-module Ae;, while N (ng‘)
is isomorphic to (e;A)", which is indecomposable injective in CM(A). By the double
centraliser property A = Endp(eA)°P from Theorem 5.12, together with Corollary 5.22, we
have Ae; = F(eAe;) = FM (Ijs.rc), and the next lemma gives similar descriptions for the
injective object (e;A)".

Lemma 6.9. For each j € Qo, we have N(m'') = (e;A)" = F'((e;Ae)") = F'M(I}#").
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Proof. The first isomorphism is Theorem 5.21 and the third is Corollary 5.22, so it remains
to prove the second. Recall from Proposition 5.11 that the duality functor (-)" provides
equivalences CM(B)°? = CM(B) and CM(A)® = CM(A°P). Moreover, there is a
commutative diagram

CM(A)® —£3% CM(B)°P

i(—)v \L(—)V

CM(A?) —£ CM(B®)

where we abuse notation by denoting restriction to the boundary algebra by e in both cases.
Commutativity follows from tensor-Hom adjunction, since for N € CM(A) we have

e(NY) = Homyor (e A, Homz (N, Z)) = Homz(eA ®4 N,Z) = (eN)".

As observed in [7, §5], the functor F’: CM(B) — CM(A) is left adjoint to e: CM(A) —
CM(B). Write F°P for the right adjoint of e: CM(A°P) — CM(B°P), where the notation refers
to the fact that F°P = Hompe (eA°P, —) is the analogue of the functor F for the algebras A°P
and B°P.

Now, by uniqueness of adjoints, we have (F°PX)Y = F/(X") for any X € CM(B°P); the
interchanging of left and right adjoints is a consequence of the contravariance of (-)". Taking
X = ejAe, and noting that F°P(e;Ae) = e;A by applying Theorem 5.12 to DP, the result
follows. O

Lemma 6.10. Ler j € Q¢. Then [N (m;gt)] = [Ae|] after projection to Ko(proj A).

Proof. We exploit the fact that a combinatorial calculation involving perfect matchings has two
interpretations, one for D and one for the opposite diagram D°P. Let u be a perfect matching of
Q (and therefore also a perfect matching of Q°P), and let N,,(Q) be the corresponding perfect
matching A-module. Then by (6.2) from Proposition 5.23, we have

(6.2) [N.(Q@)] = ) [Ae;] = wt™ () € Ko(proj A),
J€Qo
nt
where the sum is over internal, i.e. mutable, vertices of Q.

A direct comparison to the construction in [7, Def. 4.3] shows that N,(Q)" is (canonically
isomorphic to) the perfect matching A°?-module N,(Q°P) associated to 4 when viewing it
as a perfect matching of Q°P. Applying Proposition 5.23 again, but this time using (6.3), we
therefore have

(6.3) [N.(@)'] = D [e;A] = wt* () € Ko(proj A™).
J€Qo
nt
There is a lattice isomorphism Ko (proj A) = Ko (proj A°P), projecting to a lattice isomorph-
ism Ko(proj A) = Ko(proj A°?), given by identifying [P;] = [Ae;] — [e;A]; this amounts
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to identifying each lattice with Z2° using the basis of projective modules, and its indexing by
the common set of quiver vertices. Because a face is positively oriented in Q if and only if it is
negatively oriented in Q°P, for any perfect matching u this isomorphism identifies the value
wt™ (i) computed on Q with the value wt* () computed on Q°P. It thus follows from (6.2) and
(6.3) that it also identifies [N, (Q)] with [N,(Q)"].

Since m;gt(D"p) = m’(D) by Proposition 2.19(g), we have N(m;gt)v = e¢;A by [7, Cor.7.6],
and hence [N (m}gt)v] = [e;A] in Ko(proj A°P). The corresponding identity in Ko(proj A) is
then [N(m;gt)] = [Ae,], as required. O

Remark 6.11. We emphasise that [N (ngt)] # [Ae;] in Ko(proj A), before projecting to
the Grothendieck group for the stable endomorphism algebra; indeed, this would contradict
[7, Cor. 6.16] by implying that m;gt = mj.rc. To obtain correct identities in Ko (proj A) and
Ko(proj A°P), the formulae (6.2) and (6.3) must be modified by adding additional terms from
the kernels of the projections as in [7, Prop. 6.11], and these additional terms are not related by
our naive isomorphism Ko(proj A) = Ko(proj A°P).

Proof of Theorem 6.4. Combining Lemmas 6.9 and 6.10, we find that
[F'((ejAe)”)] = [Ae;]
in Ko(projA), and so ind(Q(ejAe)’) = —[Ae;] by Corollary 6.8. But Ae; = F(eAe;)

and eAe; € add(T*°), so Q(e;Ae)” 2(eAe;) in Dy (B) by Proposition 6.6. Since
Q(e;Ae)Y =X7!(e;Ae)Y in Dyg(B), this completes the proof. O

R

Theorem 6.4 is also the main step in lifting the tautological equivalence D°(ginj CM B) =
DP(gproj CM B) to a functor between the appropriate homotopy categories, in order to obtain
the left-hand commuting square in (5.8) from Theorem 5.29.

Proposition 6.12. There is a functor @: K°(add T'") — K°(add T*) such that the diagram

KCP(add T'8") —— DP(ginj CM(B))

I l

KCP(add T5) —— DP(gproj CM(B))
commutes, where the horizontal arrows are the canonical functors.

Proof. By the construction of ¢, the right-hand square in the extended diagram

KP(add T®') —— DP(ginj CM(B)) —— DP(mod B)

b ’ |

KCP(add T5°¢) —— DP(gproj CM(B)) —— D"(mod B)
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commutes, and so, given that the horizontal maps in this right-hand square are equivalences, it
is sufficient to provide a functor ¢ such that the outer square of (6.4) commutes.
It follows from Theorem 6.4 that there is an exact sequence

0 —> T — P| — Pp — T —— 0

in CM(B), where P, P; € proj B. In particular, the complex

f:TsrC > P] > PO

in DP(gproj CM(B)), extended by zeros and with Py in degree 0, is quasi-isomorphic to 7€
when viewed as an object of DP(mod B), so it suffices to construct a functor ¢: K°(add 7%¢!) —
C°(add T5) such that @(T'') = £. We will deduce the existence of such a functor from [50,
Thm. 6.4] (see also [27]) by showing that & is a tilting object in C°(add 7°™) with endomorphism
algebra isomorphic to Endg(T"'€")°P = A. (Strictly speaking, this proves more than is necessary,
since it will also imply that the functor ¢ thus constructed is a triangle equivalence.)

We first calculate the endomorphism algebra of €, and begin by applying the equivalence
F = Homp(T%°,-): KP(add T5°) — K°(proj A) = DP(mod A), recalling for the final equality
that gl. dim A < oo [47, Thm. 3.7]. Since F is left exact as a functor on mod B and 7° is rigid,
the complex F¢ is exact at FT5' and FP;. Because the map Py — T'€" is a projective cover,
the cohomology of F¢ at F Py is the subspace of Hompg (T, T'¢") consisting of maps factoring
over a projective B-module; that is, it is F’T'€. Thus, in D°(mod A) we have F¢ = F'T',
Now F is fully faithful by Yoneda’s lemma, and F” is fully faithful by [10, Lem. 2.2], observing
as in [7, §5] that it is the intermediate extension functor [32] associated to the idempotent e.
We therefore have

Endp(¢)*® = Endy (F£)* = Ends (FT®)* = Endp(T#)% = A,

and so it remains only to show that F’T'¢" is tilting as an A-module.

By summing the isomorphisms from Lemma 6.9 over j € Qg, we see that F'T'®" = AV,
Since this object is an injective cogenerator of CM(A), and A has finite global dimension, it is
in particular tilting as required. O

Finally, we establish commutativity of the diagram (5.9) for the cluster-tilting object T'€',
In proving the next lemma, we denote the suspension functor in DP(gproj CM(B)) by [1], to
distinguish it from the suspension functor X of Dy (B).

Lemma 6.13. Let X € CM(B), and consider the commutative diagram

0 s QX —55 PX S X 5 0
|1
0 s QX s 0X S Y0X —3 0
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with exact rows, in which PX — X is a projective cover and QX — QX is a left proj(B)-
approximation. Then the lower row of (6.5) is a short exact sequence in gproj CM(B),
and

oS ( P X)

(66) q)src(QDX) = q)SrC(ng)W

Proof. We first justify that the diagram (6.5) is well-defined, and that its lower row is in
gproj CM(B). The syzygy QX is in gproj CM(B) by [7, Lem. 10.4], and so the left proj(B)-
approximation X — QX is an injective envelope in gproj CM(B), hence in particular an
admissible monomorphism. Thus, its cokernel XQX lies in gproj CM(B) as well. The functor
X descends to the suspension functor on Dy, (B) = gproj CM B, hence the notation

Since PX, QX € gproj CM(B), it follows from the upper row of (6.5) that o X = (QX 5 PX)
in D°(CM(B)). Since this 2-term complex is also the cone of the morphism «, viewed as a
map of stalk complexes in DP(gproj CM(B)), we see that

P (pX) = BT (QX[1]) S (PX),

using Theorem 5.28. Applying the same theorem to the triangle in D°(gproj CM(B)) induced
from the lower row of (6.5), we also have

P(XQX
oe(x|1]) = & =)
dsre ( 0 X)
and the result follows by combining these two equations. O

Proposition 6.14. Let M; € ginj CM(B) be a rank 1 module. Then ®¥°(oMj) = Aj € (C[ﬁ%]
Proof. Apply Lemma 6.13 to M;, and then take the twist of the resulting identity (6.6) to obtain

T (PM))

‘—q)SI‘C M — “q)SI‘C ZQM S
T (M) = TO™( 1)?¢>SfC(QM1)

where the objects on the right-hand side are all defined via a diagram of the form (6.5), and in
particular all lie in gproj CM(B).

Now we use Theorem 5.27 to compute these twisted cluster characters. We have T®%(PM;) =
@ (PM;)~! and T®(QM;) = ®(QM;)~! since both PM; and QM; are projective B-
modules. In the singularity category Dy (B), we have ZQM; = ¥>"'M; = M;. By the main
result of [42] (cf. the proof of [47, Thm. 7.6]), M; is reachable from T'€'; here we use that
M € ginjCM(B). Hence XQM; is reachable from 75 by Proposition 6.3 and Theorem 6.4.
Since QM; — XQM;| is a projective cover, we therefore have

oS (QMI)

TOC(XQM;) = ,
TOTRRMD = e omy)
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by Theorem 5.27. It follows that

O (QM)) DT(QM) _ DTURM) _
= = T
DS (QM)) DC(PM;)  ®¥(PM;)

O™ (M) =

where the final equality is Theorem 5.26 (originally from [7]). Since T is an isomorphism [39,
Thm. 6.7], we have ®%°(¢M;) = A; as required. O

Corollary 6.15. The diagram

add(T'eh)y —2% C[fi2)

l |

D (gproj CM(B)) —2— C[I13)]
commutes.

Proof. Each summand of T is a rank 1 module M; in ginj CM(B), and ®'¢'(M;) = A; by
Theorem 5.16. We also have ®%°(¢M;) = A; by Proposition 6.14. O

Note that [47, Thm. 7.6] is the analogous statement to Proposition 6.14 for M; € gproj CM(B).
We expect that in fact ®(oM;) = A; for any M; € CM(B) (and more generally that
D¢ (pX) = ®(X) for any X € D°(mod B)), but at present we depend on reachability
arguments which restrict us to one of the stably 2-Calabi—Yau Frobenius categories gproj CM(B)
or ginj CM(B) in which these make sense.

We may now conclude by proving the main theorem, namely that Conjecture 3.7 is true.

Theorem 6.16. For any positroid P, the source-labelled and target-labelled cluster structures
on C[I13] quasi-coincide.

Proof. By Corollary 4.18, we may assume that P is connected. Thus, P = Pp for a connected
Postnikov diagram D, and we let A = Ap, B = eAe, T> = e¢A and T'®' = (Ae)" be the
associated algebras and cluster-tilting objects.

The result now follows by applying Fraser—Keller’s Theorem 5.29 to the categorifications
(ginj CM(B), T%) and (gproj CM(B), T**") and the identity map id: C[I13] — C[II]. The
existence of the commutative diagram (5.8), and the fact that ¢ is an equivalence, combines
Proposition 6.1, Corollary 6.2 and Proposition 6.12. Commutativity of the diagram (5.9)
is Corollary 6.15. Finally, ¢(7°°) is mutation equivalent to T'¢' by the combination of
Proposition 6.3 and Theorem 6.4. O

Example 6.17. We continue Examples 2.18 and 5.18. Note from Tables 1 and 2 that while A;s7
is an initial cluster variable for the target-labelled cluster structure on this open positroid variety,
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Ficure 10. The upstream wedge matching ng‘ at vertex b. Matched arrows
are shown in magenta.

it is not a cluster variable for the source-labelled cluster structure, and indeed the module M|57
does not appear in gproj CM(B). If we compute a second syzygy of this module as follows

M3, M7
(6.7) Mpzs — & —— & — M5y
M3sg M3ys

we find that the resulting module M35 is the initial source-labelled cluster variable attached to
the same quiver vertex. This sequence tells us that M;s; = X%(M3s) in the singularity category
Dy (B), as predicted by Theorem 6.4.

We may compare this calculation to that of the weight of the upstream wedge matching
m" at the vertex b with target label 157, as shown in Figure 10. Identifying Ko(proj A) with
720 = (v,, vp, Ve, U1, . . ., U7)7 via the basis of projectives, we may compute using [7, Prop. 6.11]
that in this Grothendieck group

[N(mE] = va + 0 + v,
+0v1 405407
— U6 — V7 — Vg — U4 — V¢
=0Vp + V1 — V4 + 05— Vg,
where care must be taken when computing the contribution from boundary arrows (in the second
line) since we have not standardised the plabic graph in Figure 10. This class projects to v, in
Ko(proj A), as predicted by Lemma 6.10. We also observe that the source labels of vertices 1

and 5 are 167 and 345, while those of 4 and 6 are 134 and 356, so the identity corresponds to
the exact sequence (6.7).
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Now we compute a representative of X(Mj3s) € Dsg(B) from gproj CM(B) using left
approximations by projectives; this yields the exact sequence

M34 M3e7
(6.8) Mizs — & —— © —— Mssy.
M3s6 M345

Since the two cluster structures quasi-coincide, the target-labelled cluster variable Ajs;
must be expressible as the product of a cluster variable and a Laurent monomial in frozen
variables from the source-labelled structure. We have Ajs7 = ®'¢'(M,57) by Theorem 5.16, and
D' (M57) = ®°(pM,57) by Lemma 6.13. Using (6.7) and (6.8) together with Theorem 5.28,
we may compute that

A167A345 Aie
(6.9) A1s7 = @Y (oM)) = Ass1———— = Nss1——»
Az67A345 Ase7
giving the required expression for Ajs; in terms of source-labelled cluster variables. This

identity can be verified using the short Pliicker relation
Ass7A167 — A1578367 = A137A567 = 0

on H;;, where Asg7 = 0.

The leftmost maps in (6.7) and (6.8) are the same because any syzygy Q(M,s7) is already
Gorenstein projective [7, Lem. 10.4]. This is why it suffices to compute a single syzygy and a
single left proj( B)-approximation, as in Lemma 6.13, to obtain a quasi-coincidence identity of
the form (6.9).

7. THE TWIST

Via much the same approach as used for Theorem 6.16, we may show that the left twist
automorphism 7 : (C[ﬁ%] — (C[ﬁ%] from [39] is a quasi-cluster morphism from the target-
labelled cluster structure % to the source-labelled cluster structure n'€'. Consider the diagram
(5.8) constructed in Section 6 for the case that ¢: D°(ginj CM(B)) = DP(gproj CM(B)) is
the tautological equivalence induced from identifying each category with DP(mod B). Since
every arrow in this diagram is a triangle functor, we may postcompose the vertical arrows with
the inverse suspension functor on their codomains to obtain a new commutative diagram

KP(add T'¢") —— DP(ginj CM(B)) —— ginj CM(B)

(7.1) i[—l]ofﬁ l{—l]w lz—log

K*(add T5¢) —— DP(gproj CM(B)) —— gproj CM(B).

We observe that [—1] o ¢: DP(ginj CM(B)) — DP°(gproj CM(B)) is induced from the inverse
suspension functor on DP(mod B), just as ¢ was induced from the identity functor. Every
vertical arrow is a triangle equivalence, since this is true for ¢, ¢ and ¢ as shown in Section 6.
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In the next two statements, we will use the following fact. Let X € CM(B), and let PX — X
be a projective cover with kernel X. Then the resulting triangle

PX[-1] — X[-1] y QX s PX

in D®(CM(B)) remains exact under the equivalence ¢, and thus we see that

¢Src QX
12) O™ (eX[1)) = g

using as in Section 6 that both PX and X are Gorenstein projective.

Proposition 7.1. The diagram

add(T'eh)y —2% C[fi2)

(7.3) l[—l]ow l;

D*(gproj CM(B)) —— CI[Ii}]
commutes.
Proof. For any M € ginjCM(B), we have

(DsrC(QM])

PO (M) = F(A) = —— 1
TOE(M;) =7(A)) o (PM))

= O™ (M, [-1])

for any projective cover PM; — M with kernel QMj; the first equality here is Theorem 5.16
(originally from [47]), the second is Theorem 5.26 (originally from [7]), and the third is obtained
by applying (7.2) to M. O

Theorem 7.2. The left twist automorphism T C[ﬁ%] — C[ﬁ%] is a quasi-cluster morphism
from n'8 to p®c.

Proof. The statement reduces to the connected case by induction on Theorem 4.22. For
T and T'¢" the cluster-tilting objects associated to a connected Postnikov diagram, we have
Tlp(T'e) = 71T = £T5¢ € Dy (B) by Theorem 6.4, and thus =~ p(T'¢") is mutation
equivalent to 7% by Proposition 6.3. The result then follows from Theorem 5.29, using the
commutative diagrams (7.1) and (7.3). O

As remarked in the introduction, it has been proved independently by Casals, Le, Sherman-
Bennett and Weng [8] that the right twist T = lisa quasi-cluster morphism. We close
by commenting briefly on the logic of the two arguments, and showing furthermore that
Theorem 7.2 implies Theorem 6.16.

Proposition 7.3. One can show, without using that n°° and n'¢" quasi-coincide, that the
following statements are equivalent:
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(a) the left twist T is a quasi-cluster morphism from n'€* to n°°;

(b) the left twist T is a quasi-cluster morphism from n'¢" to n'¢';

(c) the left twist T is a quasi-cluster morphism from n*° to n°.

SIc

Moreover, any of these statements implies that 1°°° and n'¢" quasi-coincide.

Proof. By [39, Prop. 7.13] and a calculation in the proof of [17, Thm. 5.17], showing that
Definition 3.4(c) is satisfied, 72 is a quasi-cluster morphism from 7 to 7'¢". Now, since
T =771 [39, Thm. 6.7], we have identities

TooT =7 2

:?‘O?’

from which we deduce the equivalence of (a)—(c). Similarly, the identity id = 72 o (T)2, in which

we view 72 as a quasi-cluster morphism from 7€' to 7" and T as a quasi-cluster automorphism

of n'¢', shows that (b), and hence any of (a)—(c), implies the quasi-coincidence of 7°° and
tgt

n'e, O

Remark 7.4. The arguments in [8] most directly prove Proposition 7.3(b) (or rather, the
equivalent statement for 7 = ?_1), and deduce the quasi-coincidence from this. The method is to
show that 7 coincides with the Donaldson-Thomas transformation, known to be a quasi-cluster
morphism for any cluster algebra admitting a green-to-red sequence, as &/p does by [14]. We
implicitly do this in our proof of Theorem 7.2, since the Donaldson-Thomas transformation is
the quasi-cluster morphism induced by the shift automorphism [1] (see [30, Ex. A.10]).

We have opted instead to prove Proposition 7.3(a), but this choice was largely arbitrary:
categorically, the equivalence of the three statements in Proposition 7.3 corresponds to the
fact that the derived categories of gproj CM(B) and ginj CM(B) are tautologically equivalent.
Our choice was primarily motivated by the fact that X! takes Gorenstein injective objects to
Gorenstein projective objects in the singularity category, by [7, Lem. 10.4], making it natural
to view the induced quasi-cluster morphism as going from 7' to 7. As we pointed out in
Remark 4.23, the argument in Theorem 4.22 to reduce to connected positroids is also insensitive
to the choice of which pair of cluster structures we are aiming to relate.
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