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Abstract: On-shell diagrams are gauge invariant quantities which play an important role

in the description of scattering amplitudes. Based on the principles of generalized unitarity,

they are given by products of elementary three-point amplitudes where the kinematics of

internal on-shell legs are determined by cut conditions. In the N = 4 Super Yang-Mills

(SYM) theory, the dual formulation for on-shell diagrams produces the same quantities as

canonical forms on the Grassmannian G(k, n). Most of the work in this direction has been

devoted to the planar diagrams, which dominate in the large N limit of gauge theories.

On the mathematical side, planar on-shell diagrams correspond to cells of the positive

Grassmannian G+(k, n) which have been very extensively studied in the literature in the

past 20 years. In this paper, we focus on the non-planar on-shell diagrams which are

relevant at finite N . In particular, we use the triplet formulation of Maximal-Helicity-

Violating (MHV) on-shell diagrams to obtain certain regions in the Grassmannian G(2, n).

These regions are unions of positive Grassmannians with different orderings (referred to as

oriented regions). We explore the features of these unions, and show that they are pseudo-

positive geometries, in contrast to positive geometry of a single oriented region. For all

non-planar diagrams which are internally planar there always exists a strongly connected

geometry, and for those that are irreducible, there exists a geometry with no spurious facets.

We also prove that the already known identity moves, square and sphere moves, form the

complete set of identity moves for all MHV on-shell diagrams.
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1 Introduction

Recent years have seen tremendous progress in our understanding of scattering amplitudes

in the planar N=4 Super Yang-Mills (SYM) theory (see [1] for a recent review). This

includes several powerful techniques: unitarity methods [2–4], Wilson loop duality and dual

conformal symmetry [5–8], momentum twistor integrands [9–11], BCFW recursion relations

[9, 12, 13], symbol alphabet [14–20], higher-loop bootstrap [21–26], cluster adjancency

[27, 28], antipodal duality [29–32], and the connection to the positive Grassmannian [33–

38] and the amplituhedron [39–45]. This has completely changed our view on perturbative

scattering amplitudes, uncovered hidden symmetries and mathematical structures, and

also massively improved our computational abilities. The bottom line in most of the

developments is to start with the mathematical properties and symmetries as the primary

defining principles and derive the physical principles as inevitable consequences.

The amplituhedron picture is the culmination of these efforts. The amplituhedron is

a geometric object associated to tree-level amplitudes and all-loop planar integrands, and

actual expressions for the amplitudes are recovered from the canonical differential form.

Different triangulations of the same geometry provide different expansions of the amplitude

such as those coming from Feynman diagrams, recursion relations, or new expansions with

no known physical interpretation. The amplituhedron has been extensively studied from

various perspectives, which provided many insights how the geometry encodes physical

principles and symmetries [46–53]. While the amplituhedron provides an all-loop order

definition of the problem, finding the explicit expressions remains a big challenge. The

BCFW recursion relations were conjectured to provide a particular triangulation of the

geometry, which was recently proven to be the case [54–57]. In an alternative strategy, the

canonical form for the amplituhedron can be expanded in terms of ‘negative geometries’

which form a new class of interesting objects [58–65]. The negative geometries reproduce

an IR finite cousin of the amplitude – a Wilson loop with a Lagrangian insertion [66, 67].

The amplituhedron is also interesting from a purely mathematical perspective as a

generalization of the positive Grassmannian with many interesting combinatorial properties

and connections to cluster algebras and other mathematical structures, see [68–78] for

recent progress on various aspects of the story.

One very important question is how these mathematical structures extend beyond the

planar limit. What geometry can we associate to amplitudes in the non-planar theory?

We have some indications from physics [79–82] that non-planar amplitudes do enjoy very

special analytic properties, though this is not obvious from any known physical principles.

The best starting point for non-planar explorations is the study of on-shell diagrams and

associated on-shell forms. These are on-shell gauge-invariant objects which represent cuts

of loop integrands, and are well-defined both in planar and non-planar sectors of the theory,

and can be calculated as products of three-point amplitudes. From a graphical perspective,

on-shell diagrams are bi-colored graphs with all trivalent vertices. In mathematics, on-shell

diagrams in the planar sector are known as plabic graphs and they are associated with cells

in the positive Grassmannian; see [83–87] for a more detailed mathematical discussion. The

connection between on-shell diagrams and the Grassmannian G(k, n) allowed for the dual
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formulation and the evaluation of the canonical dlog form using parameters of the cell in

the Grassmannian. This connection holds beyond the planar limit and it is a cornerstone of

our exploration in this paper. This was noted in the original paper on scattering amplitudes

and the positive Grassmannian [38], but in the context of non-planar diagrams was further

studied in [88–92] (see also [93–97] for work on on-shell diagrams in Einstein gravity, though

the forms there are non-logarithmic and depend explicitly in kinematics in addition to

Grassmannian variables).

In particular, in [88] it was shown that all MHV (maximal-helicity-violating) on-shell

diagrams can be evaluated in a remarkably simple way. On one hand, the expression

for each diagram can be expanded in a basis of Parke-Taylor factors, that are relevant

for planar diagrams with different orderings. Alternatively, the same expression can be

obtained using an intriguing determinant formula. In the Grassmannian language, the

MHV case corresponds to G(2, n) which exhibits major simplifications. Higher degree

cases were studied in [90] and already for G(3, 6) there are qualitatively new features.

In this paper, we focus on the following question: what geometries can be associated to

MHV non-planar on-shell diagrams? That is, are there natural geometries whose canonical

forms match those from non-planar on-shell diagrams? For planar diagrams, there is an

elegant answer to this question: the positive Grassmannian G+(k, n). Each planar diagram

is associated with a certain cell in G+(k, n), a region defined by setting some minors to zero

and asking that others are nonnegative. If we calculate a canonical form of this region, we

reproduce the expression for the diagram calculated from physics.

In the non-planar sector, we do have an expression for each diagram, written in terms

of minors of the (no longer positive part of the) Grassmannian G(k, n). But we do not

know a region whose canonical form is this expression. In this paper, we find such a region

in the G(2, n) case, which is relevant for n-pt MHV amplitudes. This is interesting from a

mathematical perspective: we will associate geometries with non-planar graphs, and obtain

certain generalizations of the positive Grassmannian. From a physical perspective, this is

a major step in the exploration of non-planar amplitudes using new mathematical tools.

A detailed understanding of underlying combinatorial structures should lead to insights on

non-planar amplitudes, similar to those we obtained in planar amplitudes from the positive

Grassmannian and the amplituhedron formulations.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we review the connection between

planar on-shell diagrams and the cells of the positive Grassmannian. In Section 3, we

discuss the generalization to the non-planar sector and review the triplet formula for the

MHV on-shell diagrams. In Section 4, we leverage this formula to prove that the previously

known sphere move introduced in [91] are the only identity move that does not change the

canonical form. Section 5 contains the main result of this paper, and we study pseudo-

positive geometries associated with MHV on-shell diagrams. In particular, we show that

for the class of internally planar diagrams, the geometry is always connected. We end with

Conclusions and Outlook. Three appendices contain proofs of various statements.
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2 From Planar On-shell Diagrams to Positive Grassmannian

On-shell diagrams are on-shell gauge invariant objects built from elementary building blocks

which are tree-level amplitudes. For massless theories in four-dimensions, elementary three-

point amplitudes are fixed by Poincaré symmetry up to an overall constant. The on-shell

conditions and the momentum conservation for external momenta p1, p2, p3,

p21 = p22 = p23 = 0, p1 + p2 + p3 = 0 (2.1)

have two solutions. These can be best described using the spinor-helicity variables pµ =

σµ
αα̇λαλ̃α̇ as collinearity conditions between spinors, λ1 ∼ λ2 ∼ λ3 or λ̃1 ∼ λ̃2 ∼ λ̃3.

For amplitudes with spin, these kinematical solutions are associated with two types of

amplitudes which differ by helicities of external particles. In the context of N = 4 Super

Yang-Mills (SYM) theory, these are MHV and MHV superamplitudes which we associate

with two blobs,

2

1

3

=
δ(P )δ(Q)

⟨12⟩⟨23⟩⟨31⟩
,

2

1

3

=
δ(P )δ(Q̃)

[12][23][31]
(2.2)

where the momentum delta function is

δ(P ) ≡ δ2×2(λ · λ̃) (2.3)

and · is the index space (in this case λ·λ̃ = λ1λ̃1 + λ2λ̃2 + λ3λ̃3). The super-momentum

delta functions are

δ(Q) ≡ δ2×4(λ1η̃1 + λ2η̃2 + λ3η̃3), δ(Q̃) ≡ δ1×4([12]η̃3 + [23]η̃1 + [31]η̃2). (2.4)

We can use the amalgamation procedure and glue these vertices into an on-shell diagram.

Each on-shell diagram represents a full scattering amplitude evaluated on the cut in the

context of generalized unitarity,

ℓ1

ℓ2

ℓ3

ℓ4

=

ˆ
Cut
I d4ℓ1 . . . d

4ℓ4 (2.5)

where instead of Minkowski contour we changed the contour to encircle certain poles of

the loop integrand. Generalized unitarity dictates that the residue of the amplitude is

given by the product of three-point amplitudes. If the on-shell diagram is only a function

of kinematics, which happens for nI = 4L where nI is the number of cut conditions =
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number of internal edges in the on-shell diagram, we call the diagram a leading singularity.

1

2

3

4

5 =
∏

k

ˆ
dN η̃k

ˆ
d2λk d

2λ̃k

GL(1)


∏

j

A
(j)
3


 (2.6)

and the associated superfunction takes the form,

FG = F (λ, λ̃, η̃) δ4(Q)δ4(P ) where δ(P ) ≡ δ2×2(λ·λ̃), δ(Q) ≡ δ2×4(λ · η̃) (2.7)

where F (λ, λ̃, η̃) is the superfunction that depends on λi, λ̃i and is degree 4(k−2) in the

Grassmann variables η̃i. On-shell diagrams are very important objects in any QFT, but

in cut-constructible theories (such as N = 4 SYM), on-shell diagrams contain complete

information about loop integrands and can be used for integrand reconstruction via recursion

relations. We refer the reader to [38] for more details.

Planar on-shell diagrams also appear in mathematics, where they are known as plabic

graphs (“plabic” stands for “planar bicolored”). Plabic graphs are associated with cells

in the positive Grassmannian G+(k, n) and can be labeled by (decorated) permutations

[83]. The positive Grassmannian is a region inside the real Grassmannian G(k, n) where

the ordered Plücker variables (i1 i2 . . . ik) are nonnegative. The top cell is the k(n−k)-

dimensional space where all Plückers are positive. Lower-dimensional cells can be described

by fixing some Plückers to be zero, and the rest positive. The positive Grassmannian is an

extremely interesting object, with many fascinating combinatorial properties; e.g. it has a

topology of the ball with the facets being labeled by permutations. We refer the reader to

[83–87] for a more general discussion.

The boundary measurement procedure takes a graph with the edges (or faces) labeled

by variables αi, and produces a matrix C(αi). As the αi range over all positive real

numbers, C(αi) ranges over all elements of the associated positroid cell. In other words,

boundary measurement gives a parametrization of the cell. Many different graphs will give

a parametrization of the same cell. There are two identity moves that change the diagram

but do not change the cell (and also do not change the associated differential form).

←→

square move

←→

merge/expand move

(2.8)
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If boundary measurement is injective, the plabic graph is called reduced. A graph is reduced

if and only if doing identity moves to it never produces a bubble, shown below.

(2.9)

When a graph corresponds to the top cell, the matrix C(αi) has all Plücker coordinates

positive when αi > 0. Lower-dimensional cells can be obtained from the top cell by setting

certain edge variables to zero, which removes the corresponding internal edges in the graph

and also makes some Plücker coordinates zero.

Note that the parameters of the positive Grassmannian n, k are encoded respectively

by the number of external legs of the plabic graph, and

k = 2nB + nW − nI (2.10)

where nB, nW are the numbers of black and white vertices and nI is the number of internal

edges of the graph.

The connection between the mathematics of plabic graphs and on-shell diagrams in

physics is not just at the graphical level. Very surprisingly, the superfunction associated

with a planar on-shell diagram in N = 4 SYM theory can be obtained from the plabic

graph and associated boundary measurement C-matrix, as long as the graph is reduced.

We start with a natural logarithmic form ωG for a plabic graph,

ωG =
dα1

α1

dα2

α2
. . .

dαm

αm
(2.11)

where α1, . . . , αm are the edge variables, and m is the dimension of the associated cell in

G+(k, n). The form ωG can be also written in terms of maximal minors of the C-matrix as

ωG =

˛
dC

(12 . . . k)(23 . . . k+1) . . . (n1 . . . k−1)
(2.12)

where the GL(k) invariant measure on the Grassmannian is

dC ≡ dk×nC

GL(k)
(2.13)

and the contour is taken as the k(n−k)−m dimensional residue. This form is the canonical

form of the cell, in the sense of positive geometries [98].

To obtain the superfunction FG we decorate ωG with certain delta functions and

integrate over all edge variables. The delta functions link the edge variables to kinematical

variables λi, λ̃i for the scattering process. Using
ˆ

dx f(x)δ(x− a) = f(a) (2.14)

we write the formula for the superfunctions FG as

FG =

ˆ
dα1

α1

dα2

α2
. . .

dαm

αm
δk×2(C · λ̃) δ(n−k)×2(C⊥·λ) δk×4(C · η̃). (2.15)
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The first two delta functions have a simple interpretation as a linearization of the momentum

conservation. In terms of spinor helicity variables, this is the orthogonality of the λ and λ̃

planes in the n-dimensional index space (of n external particles).

n∑

i=1

pµi = 0 ↔ λ · λ̃ = 0 (2.16)

This is a constraint on the spinor-helicity variables which is encoded in the delta function

δ(λ · λ̃). However, this is a quadratic condition that we can linearize using a k-dimensional

plane C. We demand that the C plane contains the λ plane and is orthogonal to the λ̃

plane,

λ2-plane

λ̃2-plane

C
. (2.17)

This automatically forces the orthogonality of both 2-planes and hence the momentum

conservation. These geometric constraints are then encoded in the two delta functions

δk×2(C · λ̃) δ(n−k)×2(C⊥·λ) (2.18)

where the C⊥ is the (n−k)-dimensional plane that contains the λ̃ plane and is orthogonal

to C. These two sets of conditions impose more than 4 conditions (orthogonality of λ, λ̃

planes = momentum conservation). It imposes additional 2n−4 constraints which localize

2n−4 edge variables αi as functions of spinor helicity variables α∗
i = αi(λj , λ̃k),

δk×2(C · λ̃) δ(n−k)×2(C⊥·λ) = δ2×2(λ · λ̃)

2n−4∏

i=1

δ(αi − α∗
i ) (2.19)

For the reduced on-shell diagram associated to a cell of dimension m = 2n−4 in the positive

Grassmannian G+(k, n), all edge variables are determined as functions in kinematics. Then

the superfunction FG is a leading singularity. The additional fermionic delta function

δk×4(C ·η̃) does not impose any more constraints, but should be understood as a polynomial

in the Grassmann variables η̃i,

δk×4(C · η̃) = δ2×4(Q) δ(k−2)×4(Ξ) (2.20)

where δ(k−2)×4(Ξ) ≡ Ξ4, where Ξ is the homogenous polynomial of degree k−2 in the

Grassmann variables η̃k. The leading singularity on-shell diagrams are the most prominent

objects which play a crucial role in the scattering amplitudes. Note that if m < 2n−4,

some of the edge variables are unfixed – in the physical picture, these are parameters of

loop momenta which are not localized on cuts. If m > 2n−4 there are more delta functions
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than edge variables, and apart from solving for all edge variables we get additional delta

functions on λ, λ̃ (beyond momentum conservation).

Our case of interest is MHV amplitudes, where k = 2. The top cell of G+(2, n)

has dimension 2n−4, hence the associated on-shell diagram is a leading singularity. The

geometric constraint of the delta functions (2.19) identifies the C-plane with the λ-plane

as this is an unique 2-plane which contains a fixed 2-plane λ. So we have

C = λ (2.21)

and the (2×2) minors of the C matrix (ij) are identified with the angle brackets as

(ij) = ⟨ij⟩ ⟨ij⟩ = ϵabλ
(i)
a λ

(j)
b . (2.22)

The canonical form on the top cell of G+(2, n) is given by

ωG =
dC

(12)(23)(34) . . . (n−1n)(n1)
(2.23)

where dC is defined in (2.13) and no residue is taken because C is a top cell. The associated

superfunction for the on-shell diagram is

FG =
δ(P ) δ(Q)

⟨12⟩⟨23⟩⟨34⟩ . . . ⟨n1⟩
. (2.24)

We can talk about three different objects: the canonical form ωG, the canonical function fG
(which is just ωG without a measure) and the superfunction FG. For k = 2, the differences

are unimportant, and hence it is enough to consider only the canonical function

fG =
1

(12)(23)(34) . . . (n1)
. (2.25)

In the remainder of the paper, we will consider canonical functions almost exclusively. We

draw the reader’s attention to some particularly pertinent points.

• For each n there is only one cell of G+(2, n) with canonical function as in (2.25),

which is the top cell. This cell has many different on-shell diagrams, related by the

identity moves. Examples of these on-shell diagrams for n = 4, 5 are

G+(2, 4)

1 4

32

G+(2, 5)

1

2 3

45

(2.26)

All diagrams for the top cell give rise to the same canonical function. That is, the

canonical function is also invariant under identity moves.
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• Not every on-shell diagram with m = 2n−4 edge variables is a leading singularity

diagram—only the reduced ones are. Consider the following non-reduced diagram

1 4

32

→

2 3

1 4

where we used the merge-expand move to expose the bubble. Because the dimension

is still m = 2n−4 = 4, the presence of the bubble leads to an edge variable α4 which

is not solved for from delta functions, leading to an ‘excess’ delta function which

imposes the below constraints on external kinematics

FG =

ˆ
dα1

α1

dα2

α2

dα3

α3

dα4

α4
δ2×2(C·λ̃) δ2×2(C⊥·λ) δ2×4(C·η̃)

=

ˆ
dα4

α4

δ(P ) δ(Q)

⟨23⟩⟨34⟩⟨41⟩
δ(⟨12⟩). (2.27)

This is in contrast with the reduced diagram where the edge variable α4 would be

solved for from the delta function.

Boundary structure of G+(2, n)

It will be useful later to recall the following interpretation of the cells of G+(2, n) as point

configurations on the projective line P1. Suppose C is in the top cell, so has all positive

Plücker coordinates. If we rescale each column of C by a coefficient ci > 0 to make the

first entry 1, we obtain

C ′ =

(
1 1 1 . . . 1 1

x1 x2 x3 . . . xn−1 xn

)
(2.28)

The minor (ij) of the matrix for i < j is

(ij) = cicj(xj − xi) > 0 and hence xj > xi (2.29)

Therefore, we can interpret C ′ as a configuration of n ordered points on P1, as below.

1 2 · · · n− 1 n

The only codimension 1 boundaries of the space correspond to merging of two adjacent

points, xi = xi+1 (note that this includes xn = x1). There are two types of codimension-2

boundaries of the space, e.g. if (12) = 0, we can set (23) = 0 by either merging all three

points x1 = x2 = x3 or removing the point 2 completely by setting c2 = 0.

– 9 –



1, 2 3 · · · n− 1 n

1, 2, 3 · · · n− 1 n 1 3 · · · n− 1 n

This simple picture provides a complete stratification of the space, all the way down to

the lowest zero-dimensional boundaries which correspond to two points on the line (all

other points are removed). At the level of on-shell diagrams, going to the boundary of the

positive Grassmannian and taking the residue of fG corresponds to erasing an edge.

3 Non-planar On-shell Diagrams

On-shell diagrams are well-defined objects even when the legs of the graph (cuts of loop

amplitude) do not form a planar diagram. Here, a planar diagram is one that can be drawn

in the disc with no crossing edges and with the external legs on the boundary of the disk,

as in the example below.

5

4

3

2

1

6

(3.1)

Note that this notion of planarity differs from the standard definition in graph theory,

where there are no external legs.

In the physics setup, each on-shell diagram is dressed with a color factor which can be

written as a product of structure constants of the SU(N) color group. We can also write

same color functions in terms of traces of generators of SU(N). In the planar N → ∞
limit, the single traces dominate, while multiple traces are subleading. Only planar on-shell

diagrams contain single trace contributions, while non-planar diagrams start the expansion

at a subleading order (multiple trace). This limit is also called the planar limit as the planar

diagrams dominate for large N . The leading singularity at finite N is given by the on-

shell diagram where each vertex is dressed by the SU(N) structure constant fabc. The

result is a product of the group part (given by the product of structure constants) and the

kinematical function FG. For large N we can expand the group part in powers of 1/N

where the dominating piece is a single trace of SU(N) generators T a, while the subleading
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pieces are multiple traces (products of traces). For the planar diagrams we then get

fa6a2a7

2

fa7a3a8

3

fa8a9a10

fa10a4a11

4

fa11a5a12

fa12a9a13

fa13a1a6 5

1

= [Tr(T a1T a2 . . . T an) + . . . ]×FG (3.2)

where we sum over internal labels a6, . . ., a13. The non-planar diagrams are subleading at

large N , they only contain multiple traces. In other words, they are suppressed by O(1/N)

or higher when compared to their planar counterparts

1 fa6a1a7

fa7a2a8

2

fa8a3a9

fa12a13a6

fa9a10a11

fa11a5a12fa10a4a13

3

4 5 = O
(

1

N

)
×FG (3.3)

However, for finite N we have to consider both planar and non-planar on-shell diagrams,

as they all represent valid cuts of the amplitude. Planar diagrams come with an ordering

of external legs on the disc, but non-planar diagrams do not have any natural ordering.

Non-planar on-shell diagrams provide a way into the problem ofN = 4 SYM amplitudes,

which is challenging for a number of reasons: difficulty in defining an unique non-planar

integrand, absence of dual conformal symmetry, no amplituhedron construction, no powerful

symbol methods and no known integrability. On the other, the principles of generalized

unitarity are universal, and non-planar on-shell diagrams are non-planar amplitudes evaluated

on the cuts. Hence, they provide a perfect window to study non-planar N = 4 SYM

amplitudes in a setup which allow one to more easily search for new symmetries and

connections to mathematics.

3.1 First look: Grassmannian formula

In physics, non-planar on-shell diagrams are defined as a product of three-point amplitudes

in the same way as their planar counterparts. The result is a superfunction with the same
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δ(P )δ(Q) conserving delta functions, obtained as in 2.6,

1

2

3

4 5 =
⟨13⟩ δ(P )δ(Q)

⟨12⟩⟨23⟩⟨14⟩⟨15⟩⟨34⟩⟨35⟩
(3.4)

but no cyclic symmetry due to the loss of ordering. The general amalgamation prescription

allows us to evaluate any non-planar on-shell diagram as the kinematical function (and

also the color factor to get the complete dressed formula). For MHV leading singularity

diagrams, the superconformal invariance dictates (as in the planar sector) that the result

is a function of angle brackets ⟨..⟩ only,

FG =
N∏
ij⟨ij⟩

δ(P )δ(Q) (3.5)

where the only poles are physical ⟨ij⟩ (not true for NMHV where spurious poles can appear

in leading singularities, even in the planar sector). The numerator N is a polynomial in

angle brackets ⟨..⟩ which guarantees correct little group and mass dimension of fG. Note

that there is only one planar MHV leading singularity for each n, for which the numerator

is just N = 1.

The connection between non-planar on-shell diagrams and the Grassmannian retains

some features from the planar case. In a non-planar graph, we can assign edge variables αj

and construct the C-matrix using a boundary measurement. The matrix C(α) no longer has

any special positivity properties for αj > 0 and there is no connection to cells in G+(k, n)

but the C-matrix does label a subset of the Grassmannian G(k, n). The amalgamation

procedure (and its independence on the planarity of the graph) ensures that the canonical

function fG can be obtained by the same formula (2.15) as in the planar case. For the MHV

case, G(2, n), the delta functions again identify the C-matrix with the λ-matrix, C = λ,

and each on-shell diagram is then given by the rational function fG on the Grassmannian

G(2, n). For the 5pt example above, analogously to the planar case (2.25),

fG =
(13)

(12)(23)(14)(15)(34)(35)
. (3.6)

Note that the role of edge variables and minors (ij) are very similar to the planar case:

αk = 0 sends some minor (ij) = 0 and erases an edge in an on-shell diagram. This strongly

suggests there should be a positive geometry, like the positive Grassmannian G+(k, n) for

planar on-shell diagrams, which is associated for each non-planar diagram.

3.2 MHV diagrams and the triplet formula

The prescription to calculate fG for a leading singularity using edge variables and boundary

measurements works for any on-shell diagram, planar or non-planar, for any k, as it follows
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from the purely local amalgamation procedure. MHV on-shell diagrams are more special

as explored in detail in [88]. In particular, it was shown that there is an important shortcut

to calculate fG using a triplet formula. For an MHV leading singularity on-shell diagram

with n external legs, nW white vertices, nB black vertices, and nI internal edges,

k = 2nB + nW − nI = 2. (3.7)

Combining this with two expressions nW + nB = 3n− 8, nI = nB + nW + n− 4 which are

valid for any leading singularity graph, we get

nB = n− 2. (3.8)

It can be shown that each of these black vertices are attached to exactly three external

legs via white vertices.

1

2

3

4 5 T = {(123), (134), (135)} (3.9)

Thus, labeling the black vertices with 1, . . . , n− 2, an MHV leading singularity diagram is

encoded by n− 2 triplets τi consisting of the three external legs black vertex i is attached

to. We can see how this works for the following examples for n = 4, 5, 6

1 4

32

1

2

3

4 5

T = {(124),(234)} T = {(123),(134),(135)}

5

4

3

2

1

6

T = {(123),(145),(256),(346)}
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The triplets allow us to construct a particular parametrization of the (n−2)×n matrix

C⊥(α⃗∗) where α∗ are evaluated in terms of λ spinors. Each triplet corresponds to a row

in this matrix, and three non-zero entries are given by the labels in the triplet. For the

triplet (abc) we put the bracket ⟨bc⟩ in the ath column, ⟨ac⟩ in the bth column and ⟨ab⟩ in

the cth column. We do this operation for all triplets, giving us the parametrizaton of the

matrix C⊥. For the simplest 4pt example

1 4

32

C⊥ =

(
⟨24⟩ ⟨14⟩ 0 ⟨12⟩

0 ⟨34⟩ ⟨24⟩ ⟨23⟩

)

T = {(124), (234)} (3.10)

Next, we construct a matrix Mab by deleting two columns a, b. Choosing a, b = 1, 3 gives

M13 =

(
⟨14⟩ ⟨12⟩
⟨34⟩ ⟨23⟩

)
. (3.11)

Now we calculate the determinant of this matrix divided by ⟨ab⟩,

det(Mab)

⟨ab⟩
. (3.12)

This quantity does not depend on the choice of a, b. We also note that det(Mab) can be

written to have a factor of ⟨ab⟩, so dividing by ⟨ab⟩ yields a polynomial. The formula for

the on-shell diagram superfunction is then given by

FG =
(det(Mab)/⟨ab⟩)2∏

τ∈T ⟨τ1τ2⟩⟨τ2τ3⟩⟨τ3τ1⟩
δ(P )δ(Q) (3.13)

where the denominator is given by the product of three poles for each triplet (τ1τ2τ3). In the

4pt example, det(M13) = ⟨13⟩⟨24⟩. The triplet (124) contributes the poles 1
⟨12⟩⟨14⟩⟨24⟩ and

(234) contributes 1
⟨23⟩⟨24⟩⟨34⟩ . Then bringing everything together, we get the superfunction

FG =
⟨13⟩2⟨24⟩2

⟨13⟩2
δ(P )δ(Q)

⟨12⟩⟨14⟩⟨24⟩⟨23⟩⟨24⟩⟨34⟩
=

δ(P )δ(Q)

⟨12⟩⟨23⟩⟨34⟩⟨14⟩
(3.14)

as expected. We can use the same prescription to compute the form for any planar or

non-planar MHV on-shell diagrams. As discussed earlier, minors of the C-matrix are equal

to (ij) = ⟨ij⟩ after imposing the delta functions. Hence, we can also here just use (ij)

instead of ⟨ij⟩ and work with the rational function fG, rather than the superfunction FG

for each graph. And also the entries of C⊥ and Mab will be minors (ij) of the C matrix.

Note that the numerator plays a crucial role in making sure that an associated form

has only logarithmic singularities. We can demonstrate it on the 5pt example (3.4) with
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triplets (123), (134), (135). If we choose to delete columns 1, 3 the M13 matrix is given by

(remaining columns are 2, 4, 5),

M13 =



⟨13⟩ 0 0

0 ⟨13⟩ 0

0 0 ⟨13⟩


 (3.15)

and we get

fG =
(13)4

(13)3(12)(14)(15)(23)(34)(35)
=

(13)

(12)(23)(14)(15)(34)(35)
(3.16)

in agreement with (3.6). Apart from the trivial cancelation of the pole (13)3, the numerator

N = (13) also guarantees that all lower-dimensional residues of ωG stay logarithmic. For

example, if we send (12) = 0 by setting 1 = α2, ie. columns 1 and 2 in the C matrix are

proportional, we get for the associated canonical form (with the measure) ωG = fG dC,

Res
1=α2

ωG =
(23)α2dα ∧ d4C ′

α3(23)(24)(25)(34)(35)
=

dα ∧ d4C ′

α(24)(25)(34)(35)
, (3.17)

where d4C ′ is the measure on the G(2, 4) of the four independent columns. The numerator

was crucial in canceling the double pole α2 in the denominator: one factor came from

the measure, but the second came from (13) → α(23). This is much more involved for

complicated higher pole examples, but the numerator always does the ‘magic’ to preserve

logarithmic singularities. From now on, we will denote the canonical function fT just to

indicate that we derive it from the triplet formula rather than the on-shell diagram, but

they are obviously equal, fT = fG.

Note that there are also on-shell diagrams with the same number of edges and vertices

as the MHV leading singularity diagrams, which are not described by triplets. The

canonical functions for these diagrams vanish because of the constraints imposed on external

kinematics. In the planar sector, these diagrams are not reduced due to the presence of

internal bubbles (2.9), but we do not have the same notion of reducedness for non-planar

diagrams yet. In any case, these diagrams are not described by triplets, have vanishing

canonical functions, and are not part of our discussion.

3.3 Parke-Taylor expansion

The canonical function fT can be also expanded in terms of elementary building blocks

called Parke-Taylor factors,

fT =
∑

σ

PT(σ) where PT(σ) =
1

(σ1σ2)(σ2σ3)(σ3σ4) . . . (σnσ1)
(3.18)

where the Parke-Taylor factor is written for a given permutation σ = σ1σ2 . . . σn and the

sum is over a subset of all permutations given in (3.20).

Note that the Parke-Taylor factor PT(σ) is the canonical function of the positive

Grassmannian G+(2, n) where the columns are ordered using σ. In fact, the collection of
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all such spaces for all orderings tiles the full Grassmannian G(2, n). This is also evident

from the picture of points on a projective line P1. The positive Grassmannian G+(2, n)

with a canonical ordering 123 . . . n corresponds to a set of ordered n points, as discussed

in Section 2. For any point in G+(2, n) the associated points are ordered in some way and

hence the point also belongs to one of the permuted G+(2, n) subspaces. As a result, the

full Grassmannian G(2, n) is tiled by all permuted G+(2, n)s, which also do not overlap.

This is no longer true for k > 2 but k = 2 is special because of this feature. Note that

the expansion of fT in terms of Parke-Taylor factors makes manifest that all singularities

of the form are logarithmic – this is not manifest in the determinant form as the numerator

conspires with the denominator to remove all non-logarithmic poles.

The prescription how to obtain a Parke-Taylor decomposition of a canonical function

fT for a general set of triplets T was given in [88]. The first step is to fix the orientation,

which is a permutation of labels for each triplet, modulo cyclic ordering. For a triplet (123)

there are two orientations: (123), (132). The orientation of the triplet changes the sign of

fT in (3.18) as in the denominator

(123)→ (12)(23)(13), (132)→ (13)(32)(12) = −(12)(23)(13) (3.19)

while the numerator (a square) does not depend on the orientation. For a fixed orientation,

fT is given by

fT =
∑

σ∈S(T )
n

PT(σ). (3.20)

where the sum is given over all orderings σ which are compatible with oriented triplets T

S(T )
n = {σ ∈ Sn : σ1 = 1, ∀(ijk) ∈ T i, j, k appear in that order up to rotation}. (3.21)

As an example, let us take the 5pt non-planar diagram with triplets (123), (134), (135).

For this orientation we get

fT = PT(12345) + PT(12354) (3.22)

while for the orientation (123), (134), (153) it is

f̃T = PT(12534) + PT(15234). (3.23)

Parke-Taylor factors are not independent but satisfy Kleiss-Kuijf relations and the U(1)

decoupling identity,

PT(12534) + PT(15234) + PT(12345) + PT(12354) = 0 (3.24)

and hence f̃T = −fT . This is a general feature of triplets: different orientations give the

same expressions up to a sign.
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3.4 Towards a positive geometry

The basic question we want to address in this paper is if there exists a positive geometry

associated with a non-planar on-shell diagram. Namely,

Is there a positive geometry for which fT is the canonical function?

For planar on-shell diagrams (plabic graphs) the answer is positive. In that case the

canonical function is a single Parke-Taylor factor PT(123. . .n) which is the canonical

function of the positive Grassmannian G+(2, n). For non-planar on-shell diagrams, we

use the Parke-Taylor expansion (3.20) and interpret it geometrically as the union of the

corresponding spaces. The space corresponding to PT(σ) is a top cell of the positive

Grassmannian G+(2, n) with a particular ordering σ. Note that there are many options

here, both because of different orientations of triplets and different Parke-Taylor expansions,

but also because of additional choices to be discussed in Section 5.

Here as an example, we consider just a planar 4pt graph (3.10), the choice of the

orientation of triplets (123), (134) and using (3.20) gives us PT(1234) as the canonical

function. We can characterize the positive geometry, the top cell of G+(2, 4) by the

positivity conditions on minors,

(12) > 0, (13) > 0, (14) > 0, (23) > 0, (24) > 0, (34) > 0 (3.25)

If we now change the orientation to (123), (143) we get

fT = PT(1423) + PT(1243) (3.26)

which is equal to PT(1234) up to a sign using the U(1) decoupling identity. If we now

associate geometries for each Parke-Taylor factor,

PT(1423) : (12) > 0, (13) > 0, (14) > 0, (23) > 0, (24) < 0, (34) < 0 (3.27)

PT(1243) : (12) > 0, (13) > 0, (14) > 0, (23) > 0, (24) > 0, (34) < 0 (3.28)

the union of these spaces is the region in G(2, 4) given by the following inequalities:

(12) > 0, (13) > 0, (14) > 0, (23) > 0, (34) < 0. (3.29)

Note that the sign of the minor (24) is unconstrained. This space has a very different

topology than the positive Grassmannian G+(2, 4). As a result, we see that even for a

simple planar diagram we can associate multiple spaces with its canonical function fT . In

this case, the space (3.25) is strongly preferable to than (3.29), but for a general non-planar

diagram the situation is less clear. We illustrate this in Section 5.

4 Determinant Form and Identity Moves for Non-Planar Diagrams

In this section, we investigate the triplet formula (3.13) for non-planar diagrams further

from a more mathematical perspective. While all on-shell MHV canonical functions from

diagrams must come from triplets, the converse is not quite true. Some triplets give a form
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which is identically zero. We would like to exclude these triplets from our consideration.

With this in mind, we first give a combinatorial characterization for when fT is not the zero

polynomial, using the determinantal formula. Second, we use the determinantal formula to

give a factorization algorithm for fT following from work of Castravet–Tevelev [99]. Third,

and most significantly, we turn to identity moves, meaning moves on triplets which preserve

the form. For the planar case, the only identity move is the square move from Section 2.

For arbitrary triplets, there are additional identity moves, discovered by [91, 99], called

sphere moves. We show that in fact the only identity moves are sphere moves. In the

process, we introduce a new object (“doublets”) which encode the same information as the

triplets but in a sphere-move-invariant way.

From this point on, except for a few examples, we use a simplified notation for on-shell

diagrams shown below, where we omit the external legs and instead number the white

vertices adjacent to external legs.

5

4

3

2

1

6

→ 5

4

3 2

1

6

(4.1)

4.1 Non-vanishing function and factorization

First, we identify which triplets give a non-vanishing function fT . One can show that if any

Plücker coordinate of C is identically zero, then in fact there is a triple (ijk) ∈ T such that

all three Plücker coordinates (ij), (ik), (jk) are identically zero. In this case, the matrix

C⊥(α⃗∗) is never full-rank, as it has a row of zeros, and det(Mab) = 0 = fT . On the other

hand, if all Plücker coordinates of C are not identically zero, then C⊥(α⃗∗) is generically

full-rank, and represents the subspace perpendicular to C. So there is a polynomial g in the

Plücker coordinates such that for all a, b, det(Mab) = ±(ab)g. We have that g is generically

nonzero, as Mab is generically full-rank. So in this case, fT is not identically zero.

We can also characterize entirely using the triples T when fT is not the zero polynomial.

Roughly, fT is nonvanishing if every subset of T contains “enough points”. The formal

statement is below, but first we consider a pair of examples:

2

3

4

1 5 →

2

3

4

1 5 (4.2)
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2

3

4

1 6

5

→

2

3

4

1

6

5

(4.3)

The top diagram is disconnected, with the external edge 5 attached to a white vertex that

has no other edges. The bottom diagram amends this by introducing an extra triplet and

external edge. The canonical function fT vanishes for both as a consequence of there being

the same group of three triplets that contain only four indices.

Lemma 1 (Non-vanishing condition). The polynomial fT is not the zero polynomial if

and only if any subset of d triplets contains at least d + 2 indices. Formally, for any

S ⊂ {1, · · · , n− 2}, ∣∣∣∣
⋃

i∈S
τi

∣∣∣∣ ≥ |S|+ 2. (4.4)

Proof. Consider a subset S ⊂ {1, · · · , n − 2} of rows in the matrix C⊥(α⃗∗). In order to

have a non-vanishing fT , the number of columns with non-zero entries in at least one of

these rows must be at least |S|+2. Otherwise, one could choose {a, b} so that in Mab, rows

S have rank at most |S| − 1 and thus the determinant of Mab is zero. Rows correspond

to triplets, and non-zero entries correspond to indices in the triplets, so this shows fT is

nonzero only if (4.4) holds.

On the other hand, if (4.4) holds, then we can apply the factorization algorithm below.

The algorithm terminates with the collection of irreducible factors of the numerator of fT ,

which are either individual Plückers or the irreducible “hypertree divisors” of Castravet–

Tevelev [99]. In particular, all the factors are nonzero, so fT is also nonzero.

We now turn to factorization. We call a subset R of T a valid subset if R consists of

d < n− 2 triplets and uses exactly d+ 2 indices. If R is valid, then R again corresponds to

an on-shell diagram on a smaller number of points. As illustrated below, if T has a valid

subset R, then fT factors.

R T \R

a1

a2
...

ar

=




R

a1

a2
...

ar



×




T \R

a1

a2
...

ar

...



×

r∏

i=1

(aiai+1)

Stated more formally, the factorization is as follows.

Lemma 2 (Factorization of the form). Let T be a set of n− 2 triplets on [n]. Suppose R

is a valid subset of T . Then

fT = fR × f(T\R)∪P ×
r∏

i=1

(aiai+1), (4.5)
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where A = {a1, · · · , ar} consists of the indices appearing both in R and T (we set ar+1 = a1)

and P = {(a1, ai, ai+1)|i ∈ {2, · · · , r − 1}} is a set of triplets defining a triangulation of a

polygon with vertices A.

Proof. The main idea of the proof lies within the determinantal formula. By choosing

the removed columns to be within R, one finds a block-triangular matrix, factorizing the

determinant. In order to get back a set of triplets corresponding to a diagram, one of these

factors can be rewritten to include the auxiliary set of triplets P , whose contribution is

corrected by the extra linear factors. Details of the proof can be found in Appendix A.

We make a few remarks on the factorization formula. If all the indices of R are

contained in T \ R, and R is planar1, then the factorization is trivial. That is, one may

choose P = R, so the first and last factors are inverses and the middle factor is again fT .

There are two distinct cases when the factorization is nontrivial. Of course we may

assume that the form is nonzero. The first case of nontrivial factorization is when R consists

of a single triplet (ijk) and one index, say k, does not appear in any other triplet of T . We

have that i, j will both appear in T (otherwise the form would be zero), so A = {i, j} and

P is empty. We obtain the factorization

fT = fR × fT\R × (ij)2

= fT\R ×
(ij)

(ik)(kj)
.

(4.6)

So the triplet (ijk) contributes a monomial in Plücker coordinates to the form. The second

case of nontrivial factorization is when R is non-planar. In this case, the numerator of fR
is a high-degree, possibly quite complicated, polynomial in Plückers.

Applying (4.5) repeatedly in the two nontrivial cases, one eventually arrives at a

product whose factors are Plücker coordinates, their inverses, and forms for T where T

has no lone indices and no valid subsets which are non-planar. We call the latter sets of

triplets irreducible, and they are in direct correspondence with the irreducible hypertrees

studied by [99]. For such irreducible T , when fT is written in lowest terms, the numerator

is the square of an irreducible polynomial. This irreducible polynomial vanishes on a

hypertree divisor of M0,n. We note that the factorization of fT is not necessarily unique,

since there may be some cancellation between distinct factors.

4.2 Sphere moves

As is already clear from the planar case, there may be many different triplets which give

rise to the same nonzero form. It is well-known that all planar diagrams with the same

1We include the trivial case where R is a single triplet.
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form are related by square moves:

1

4

3

2
↔

1

4

3

2

f(124),(234) = f(123),(134)

(4.7)

In terms of triplets, T has a square if (ijk), (ikl) ∈ T for some i, j, k, l. The square

move replaces these two triplets with (jil), (jkl). For non-planar diagrams, some diagrams

with the same form are not related by square moves. Castravet–Tevelev show in [99] that

the more general sphere moves also preserve the numerator of fT ; using very different

techniques, [91] showed that the whole form is preserved under sphere moves. We will

show that in fact the sphere moves are the only moves on triplets preserving the form.

To describe sphere moves most concisely, we switch from thinking of a triplet (ijk)

as a “tripod” (one black vertex attached to the three white vertices i, j, k) to thinking of

(ijk) as a triangle with vertices labeled i, j, k. A sphere move comes from triangulating

the sphere in any way, labeling the vertices with some subset of [n], and then coloring half

of the triangles black and the other half white so that every vertex is in both a black and

a white triangle. The sphere move replaces the triplets B in T corresponding to the black

triangles with the triplets W corresponding to the white triangles.

For example, consider the triangulation of the sphere into 8 triangles shown above in

Figure 1 (since we draw the sphere on the plane, one triangle is the unbounded region). The

black triangles correspond to the triplets B = {(123), (345), (561), (264)}, and the white to

W = {(621), (234), (456), (153)}. The corresponding sphere move can be applied to any

T containing the triplets B and replaces B with W and does not change the associated

form. Notice that the square move is a particularly special kind of sphere move. In this

case, the triangulation consists of 4 triangles, and looks like a tetrahedron with two faces

colored black and two colored white.

Note also that every sphere move changes a valid subset of T into a different valid

subset. This is easy to see by a simple counting argument using the Euler characteristic.

With |B| = |W | = d − 2, the triangulation will have 2d − 4 faces and 3d − 6 edges, so

requiring that the Euler characteristic is χ = 2 reveals that the number of vertices is d.

So both B and W are valid. One could define a similar move for any triangulation of any

surface, with half the triangles colored white and half black. However, if this surface is

not a sphere, such a move would involve triplets which fail the nonvanishing condition.

Indeed, for a surface which is not a sphere, we have χ = 2 − 2g ≤ 0. We also have

χ = 2|B| − 3|B| + V so the number of vertices is at most |B|. Thus any set of triples T

containing B has vanishing form.
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1

2

3

4

5

6

black faces ↙↗ ↖↘ white faces

1

2

3

4

5

6

B = {(123), (345), (561), (264)} 1

2

3

4

5

6

W = {(621), (234), (456), (153)}

Figure 1: The 6-point sphere move. For convenience, in the bottom row we omit

the external legs and label the white vertex they were attached to instead.

4.3 Sphere moves are the only moves

To show that triplets have the same form if and only if they are related by sphere moves, it

is useful to introduce another combinatorial object, inspired by the derivation of the sphere

moves in [91]. For T a collection of triplets, the corresponding set of doublets is

D(T ) = {ij | i and j appear together in an odd number of triplets}. (4.8)

The idea is that the doublet sets are themselves invariant under sphere moves, so they are

a better labeling set for the form than the set of triplets. With these definitions, we state

the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let T and T ′ be two sets of triplets with nonvanishing forms (i.e. T, T ′

satisfy (4.4)). The following are equivalent:

(1) There is a sequence of sphere moves relating T and T ′.

(2) The corresponding forms are equal: fT = fT ′.

(3) The corresponding doublets are the same: D(T ) = D(T ′).
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We give a sketch of the proof here; see the appendix for additional details. (1) =⇒
(2) follows from [91, 99].

For (2) =⇒ (3), we claim that D(T ) is also equal to

{ij|(ij) appears with an odd exponent in fT }.

For example, taking the set of triplets T = {(123), (134), (135)}, one has

fT =
(13)

(12)(32)(14)(34)(15)(35)
, D(T ) = {12, 23, 14, 34, 15, 35, 13}. (4.9)

We prove this statement in general by examining residues and applying factorization in

Lemmas 4, 5, and 6.

To prove (3) =⇒ (1), we give an algorithm in Lemma 7 to build sets R ⊂ T,R′ ⊂ T ′

so that R ∪ R′ triangulate the sphere. As an example, we illustrate the algorithm for the

6-point non-planar diagram. We have two triplets B = {(123), (345), (561), (264)} and

W = {(621), (234), (456), (153)} that give the same doublets, namely

D(B) = D(W ) = {12, 23, 13, 34, 24, 35, 45, 56, 15, 26, 24, 46}

Now we construct a sphere move from B to W by running the algorithm in Lemma 7. We

start by picking a random triplet (123) from set B. So now R = {(123)},R′ = {}, and

D(R) = {12, 23, 13}. Treating R as a collection of black triangles, so far we have

1

2

3

(4.10)

Moving onto step 2), W \ R′ = {(621), (234), (456), (153)}. All triplets except (456)

have a pair of indices {i, j} in the doublet set D(R) \D(R′) = {12, 23, 13}. These triplets

are added to R′, so R′ = {(621), (234), (153)}. Interpreting R′ as a collection of white

triangles, we have attached three white triangles to the lone black triangle, (the triangle

corresponding to (135) is the unbounded region).

1

2

3

4

5

6

(4.11)
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There aren’t any triplets in W\R′ = {(456)} containing a pair of indices in D(R′)\D(R)

so we skip step 3). All the triplets in B \R = {(345), (561), (264)} contain a pair of indices

in D(R ∪R′) = {26, 34, 24, 15, 53} so we now have R = {(123), (345), (561), (264)}.
Cycling around, we skip step 1) since W \R = {}. Following step 2), we add (456) to

R′, which gives us a complete triangulation as show below

1

2

3

4

5

6

(4.12)

The algorithm terminates here and we can see from the graph that R and R′ form a

complete bicolored triangulation of a sphere.

The upshot of Theorem 3 is that two general non-vanishing MHV on-shell

diagrams have the same canonical functions fG if and only if they are related by

sphere moves and merge/expand moves. This is a generalization of the analogous

statement for the planar case, where two diagrams have the same canonical

functions if and only if they are related by square moves and merge/expand moves.

5 Oriented Regions and Geometries for Non-planar Diagrams

Our goal in this section is to associate regions of the Grassmannian with MHV on-shell

diagrams G (equivalently triplets T ), just as G+(2, n) is associated with planar on-shell

diagrams. These regions will have canonical form ωG = ωT , in the sense of [98].

5.1 Parke-Taylor Factors as Canonical Functions of Oriented Regions

To prepare for a geometric interpretation of the decomposition in (3.18), we identify

geometries whose canonical functions are the Parke-Taylor factors. Recall that G+(2, n) has

canonical function PT(12 . . . n). We also recall from Section 2 that the interior of G+(2, n)

has a nice interpretation in terms of n ordered points on P1. If we reorder these points

via a permutation σ, or equivalently reorder the columns of C using σ, we obtain another

space isomorphic to G+(2, n), which is described by all Plücker coordinates having some

fixed sign and whose canonical function is PT(σ). We also have the freedom of exchanging

any column of C for its negative; this gives a space with the same canonical function. We

call these spaces oriented regions.

We can specify an oriented region by specifying a way to permute and negate the

columns of C ∈ G+(2, n). We use the notation

R(εi1i1, εi2i2, · · · , εinin) = {C ∈ G(2, n) : εiaεib(iaib) ≥ 0 ∀ a < b}, (5.1)
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where i1 . . . in is a permutation of 1, . . . , n and εi ∈ {±} is a choice of sign.

This notation is redundant, allowing for cyclic shifts, overall sign-flips, and reversals

up to a sign,

R(εi1i1, εi2i2, · · · , εinin) = R(εi2i2, · · · , εinin,−εi1i1), (5.2)

R(εi1i1, εi2i2, · · · , εinin) = R(−εi1i1,−εi2i2, · · · ,−εinin), (5.3)

R(εi1i1, εi2i2, · · · , εinin) = R(εi1i1,−εinin, · · · ,−εi2i2). (5.4)

We fix the redundancy by making the following convention choice: we fix i1 = 1, and

ε1 = ε2 = +. This leaves us with 2n−2 · (n− 1)! distinct oriented regions that tile the real

Grassmannian. As a shorthand for oriented regions denoted with this convention, we will

write R(1, εσ), where ε is understood to denotes the signs ε3, · · · , εn and σ denotes the

permutation of 2, . . . , n.

Noting that R(1, 2, · · · , n) = G+(2, n) has canonical function PT(1, 2, · · · , n), it is easy

to see that R(1, εσ) has canonical function PT(1, σ). Consequently, each Parke-Taylor

factor is the canonical function of 2n−2 distinct oriented regions. It is important to note

that in both cases, the canonical function is unique only up to an overall sign; however, this

subtlety will not be relevant to our further discussion as the decompositions from (3.18)

contain only Parke-Taylor factors with positive sign.

As each oriented region is simply a relabeling and reflection of the positive Grassmannian,

its boundary structure is as discussed in Section 2. We call two oriented regions adjacent if

they share a codimension 1 boundary. This occurs when the signed permutations labeling

the regions differ by a simple transposition:

R(1, · · · , εii, εjj, · · · )
∣∣∣
(ij)=0

= R(1, · · · , εjj, εii, · · · )
∣∣∣
(ij)=0

, (5.5)

R(1, · · · , εii)
∣∣∣
(1i)=0

= R(1,−εii, · · · )
∣∣∣
(1i)=0

, (5.6)

where |f=0 denotes the intersection with {f = 0}. The second case is the same as the first,

but looks different because of our conventions on how to notate oriented regions. This

geometric statement about adjacent regions is in direct correspondence with a statement

about residues of adjacent Parke-Taylor factors,

Res
(ij)=0

PT(1 · · · ij · · · ) = − Res
(ij)=0

PT(1 · · · ji · · · ). (5.7)

5.2 Unions of Oriented Regions

We now use oriented regions to obtain spaces with canonical function fT . Since for each

fT there are a multitude of Parke-Taylor decompositions (one for each orientation of the

triplets, and then more if one may apply sphere moves), and each Parke-Taylor factor is the

canonical function of 2n−2 different oriented regions, there is a very large set of geometries

with canonical function fT , most of which have undesirable properties such as unnecessary

spurious boundaries. We will restrict our attention as follows.
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• We consider only those geometries that come directly from the formula (3.20) for fT
in terms of triplets

fT =
∑

σ∈S(T )
n

PT(σ)⇝ RT =
⋃

σ∈S(T )
n

R(εσσ). (5.8)

There are many other formulas for fT . For example, one may add a sum of PT factors

which is equal to 0. We do not consider geometries from such formulas.

• We consider geometries only up to re-signing all of the appearances of a given index.

• We choose signs for oriented regions so that the number of adjacencies is maximized.

To convince the reader that these restrictions are reasonable, we will quickly illustrate some

bad features that occur already at 4 points when we do not place these restrictions. Then,

with the restrictions in mind, we analyze all possible geometries for the simplest non-planar

on-shell diagram, which serves as a starting point for understanding more general unions.

4-point square

The unique, up to relabeling, 4-point on-shell diagram has canonical function PT(1234),

which can be thought of as coming from triplets in the sense of (3.20)

T = {(123), (134)} → S
(123),(134)
4 = {1234}.

Consequently, one positive geometry with this form is simply R(1234) = G+(2, 4) as one

expects from this being a planar diagram. Since the canonical function is not affected by

reflections, the positive geometries R(1, 2,−3, 4) or R(1, 2,−3,−4) also have the desired

form, and are isomorphic. This motivates our constraint to consider geometries only up to

re-signing all appearances of a single index.

Applying a Kleiss-Kuijf relation, we can find a more complicated geometry. As one

has PT(1234) = −(PT(1243) + PT(1423)), the positive geometry R(1243) ∪ R(1423) also

has canonical function PT(1234). This geometry has an undesirable property, called a null

boundary : there is a codimension-1 boundary along (13) = 0 but (13) is not a pole of

the original form. Nonetheless, we still consider this geometry as it does come from an

orientation of the triplets in the sense of (3.20) as

T ′ = {(123), (143)} → S
(123),(143)
4 = {1243, 1423}.

If we flip some signs, say to obtain R(1, 2, 4, 3)∪R(1,−4, 2, 3), we do not change the form.

As this is not an overall reflection, the topology of the resulting geometry has changed. In

particular, we now have a second null boundary when (24) = 0 as the two regions are no

longer glued on the corresponding facet. This motivates our constraint to consider only

those geometries where signs are chosen to make as many regions adjacent as possible.

Furthermore, one could in principle include extra oriented regions for which the canonical

function adds to zero. For example, PT(1432) + PT(1342) + PT(1234) = 0, so we can take

any of the aforementioned geometries and then take the union with R(1432) ∪ R(1342) ∪
R(1324), which introduces many null boundaries. This motivates our constraint to consider

only those geometries that directly come from triplets.
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5-point non-planar

The unique 5-point nonplanar on-shell diagram (up to relabeling) is

1

2

3

4 5 =

1

2

3

4 5 (5.9)

with triplets T = {(123), (134), (135)} or, applying a square move, T ′ = {(124), (234), (135)}.
The canonical function is

fT =
(13)

(12)(23)(14)(34)(15)(35)
, (5.10)

and (up to a sign) has many PT expressions induced by different orientations of T or T ′,

fT = PT(12345) + PT(12354)

= PT(13245) + PT(13254) + PT(13425) + PT(13452) + PT(13524) + PT(13542)

= PT(13425) + PT(13452) + PT(13542) + PT(14235).

(5.11)

The first line comes from both S
(123),(134),(135)
5 and S

(124),(234),(135)
5 , the second comes

from S
(132),(134),(135)
5 , and the third from S

(142),(234),(135)
5 . This list exhausts the possible

decompositions up to relabeling. The first decomposition can come from either choice of

triplets for a particular choice of orientations; this is caused by (123), (134) and (124), (234)

making the same requirement that the indices (1234) to appear in that cyclic order.

Corresponding to these decompositions, we have several geometries that have the correct

canonical function:

R(123),(134),(135) = R(124),(234),(135) = R(12345) ∪R(12354), (5.12)

R(132),(134),(135) = R(13245) ∪R(13254) ∪R(13425) ∪R(13452) ∪R(13524) ∪R(13542),

(5.13)

R(142),(234),(135) = R(13425) ∪R(13452) ∪R(13542) ∪R(14235). (5.14)

The first two geometries (5.12, 5.13) are strongly connected, i.e. the oriented regions are

connected by their facets; we will find in Section 5.3 that this is because we chose the

orientation of triplets coming from reading around each black vertex in (3.4) clockwise.

The last geometry (5.14) is not strongly connected, as R(14235) does not share any facets

with the remaining regions.

The latter two geometries (5.13, 5.14) both have a null codimension-1 boundary at

(13) = 0, with the oriented regions having it as a facet despite it not being a pole of the

canonical function. The first geometry (5.12) appears not to have such a problem, but

it turns out that a closer look reveals null boundaries at higher codimension. Taking the

residue as 2 = α1 (or 2 = α3), one finds a residue (in the sense of (3.17))

Res
2=α1

fT =
1

α(14)(34)(15)(35)
, (5.15)
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which has no pole at (13) = 0. However, finding the boundary of R(123),(134),(135) at 2 = α1,

one can write it as the closure of an affinely parametrized set,

R(123),(134),(135)

∣∣∣∣
2=α1

=

{(
1 α x 0 y

0 0 z 1 w

)
∈ G(2, 5) : α, x, z, w ≥ 0, xw − yz ≥ 0

}
, (5.16)

which does have a boundary at (13) = 0. Note that the variable y intentionally does

not have an associated inequality in (5.16), as the sign of the minor (45) is not fixed

in R(123),(134),(135). Studying this boundary region one does find a further boundary at

(13) = 0, reached by z → 0 in the parametrization above. More specifically, we get

R(123),(134),(135)

∣∣∣∣
2=α1,3=β1

=

{(
1 α β 0 y

0 0 0 1 w

)
∈ G(2, 5) : α, β, w ≥ 0

}
(5.17)

Note that the parameter y is completely free once we set (123) = 0. Then the geometry

becomes (α, β,w) ∈ R3
≥0 × y ∈ R. When we take the projective closure, the geometry

associated with the y factor is P1(R). This is a circle topologically and hence has no

boundary points, meaning the canonical function is 0. Thus we can see from the geometry

that the boundary lying on (13) = 0 is null and the canonical function has no pole there.

Even for the simplest non-planar on-shell diagram, it is impossible to find a

Grassmannian region RT with correct canonical form fT which is a positive geometry.

We now turn to the topology of R(12345) ∪ R(12354). The regions R(12345) and

R(12354) glue on the facet where (45) = 0. They also glue on the (codimension-6) vertex

where the first three columns vanish:

R(12345)

∣∣∣∣
cols 1,2,3 vanish

=

(
0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 1

)
GL(2)

=

(
0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 −1

)
= R(12354)

∣∣∣∣
cols 1,2,3 vanish

.

(5.18)

As each oriented region is topologically a ball, gluing them together on a facet and a vertex

results in something like a pinched torus. A caricature of this geometry is illustrated in

Figure 2. One must keep in mind that R(12345) and R(12354) are 6-dimensional, the

intersection with (45) = 0 is 5-dimensional, the intersection with (13) = 0 is 4-dimensional,

and the point where the first three columns vanish is 0-dimensional.

Another feature to consider is how PT-like residues are represented in the geometry.

Taking the residue at α = 0 of (5.15), one finds PT(1435). The label 2 has vanished as we

have sent the entire column to zero, so we might expect the corresponding geometry to have

reduced to the oriented region R(1435) embedded into G(2, 5) by inserting a zero-column.

Unfortunately, this is not the case for any of the geometries2, as taking the boundary when

columns 1 and 2 are parallel followed by the vanishing of column 2 still leaves us with a

2Technically, one can find a geometry by relabeling the indices that does give a suitable boundary that

is a single oriented region. For example, R(14325) ∪R(14352) has boundary R(1435) as desired. However,

this will always introduce an analogous problem for another index, as with the vanishing of column 4 for

this relabeling.
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(45) = 0

R(12354)R(12345)

(13) = 0

cols 1,2,3 vanish

Figure 2: A caricature of R(12345) ∪R(12354).

union of oriented regions with the canonical function decomposed as PT(1345)+PT(1354).

Consequently, the boundaries of the geometries for non-planar diagrams do not generally

keep the nice recursive structure that appeared for planar diagram geometries.

5.3 Hierarchy of Diagrams and Corresponding Results

In this section, we discuss the behavior of the geometries for arbitrary collections of triplets

T , and so for arbitrary on-shell diagrams. As mentioned above, there are many geometries

for each collection of triplets, and some are substantially better behaved than others. We

will focus on two kinds of well-behavedness, which require some definitions.

For a collection T of triplets, the region RT has facets along hypersurfaces (ij) = 0.

If fT has a pole along a facet, we call the facet physical ; otherwise, we call the facet null.

Note that the residue of fT along a null facet is zero. More generally, a boundary of RT

is a null boundary if, taking iterated residues of fT , one obtains the zero function on the

boundary. Positive geometries have no null boundaries; if a geometry with null boundaries

otherwise satisfies the definition of positive geometries, it is a pseudo-positive geometry.

We will look for geometries which are as close to positive geometries as possible, meaning

that null boundaries occur in codimension at least 2. We call a pseudo-positive geometry a

good-facet geometry if all facets are physical. Positive geometries are good-facet geometries.

We would like the decomposition of RT into oriented regions to be as analogous to a

triangulation of a polytope as possible. We call RT strongly connected if one can walk in

RT from any region R(1, ϵσ) ⊂ RT to any other R(1, ϵ′σ′) passing only through facets.

To summarize, for an arbitrary collection T of triplets, our main two questions are:

1. Can we find a good-facet geometry RT ? That is, a geometry where fT has a pole

along every facet?

2. Can we find a strongly connected geometry RT ?
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Note that if the diagram is planar, the geometry G+(2, n) is both a good-facet geometry

and strongly connected. So we are looking for geometries which are in some sense comparably

nice to the planar geometry3. We also note that the two properties are quite different. The

first is about how well the geometry reflects the canonical function fT , while the second is

about how “tightly” the geometry is packed together.

We find two particularly nice classes of diagrams which have good-facet or strongly

connected geometries. Recall from Section 4.1 that a diagram is irreducible if fT does not

admit a non-trivial factorization4 from Lemma 2. We explain below that if T is irreducible,

then for any orientation of T , there is a good-facet geometry RT .

The second nice class of diagrams are the internally planar diagrams. A diagram

is internally planar if it can be drawn in a planar way once the external legs have been

deleted. One example is the 6-point diagram in (4.1). We emphasize that, while all planar

diagrams are also internally planar, most internally planar diagrams are not planar on-

shell diagrams. This is because planar on-shell diagrams by definition must admit a planar

drawing with external legs ending on the boundary of the disk. We prove in Appendix C

that all internally planar diagrams have a strongly-connected geometry RT . (In fact, the

orientation of the triplets which gives this geometry is dictated by the planar drawing of

the diagram without legs; one reads around each black vertex clockwise.)

It is a fact of life, however, that for some on-shell diagrams, no geometries are strongly

connected (see Section 5.4.2), or no geometries are good-facet (see Section 5.4.4). Even for

internally planar irreducible diagrams, which have strongly connected good-facet geometries,

all geometries may have null boundaries of higher codimension and so the diagram admits

no positive geometry (see Section 5.4.1). Our results are summarized in the diagrams below.

We note that planar diagrams are internally planar but are technically not irreducible;

however, they admit strongly connected good-facet geometries, so we treat them as “morally”

irreducible.

General MHV On-Shell Diagrams
⋃

Internally Planar

⋃

Irreducible
⋃ ⋃

Internally Planar Irreducible
⋃

Planar

All diagrams have
a strongly connected geometry.

All diagrams have a
good-facet geometry.

For some diagrams,
all geometries have
a null boundary.

Some diagrams have no
strongly connected
geometries.

For some diagrams,
all geometries have null facets.

3Other nice properties of G+(2, n), such as being topologically a ball, are too restrictive to ask for.
4A more precise characterization is given by irreducible hypertrees [99].
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We can also visualize the different sets of on-shell diagrams by the Venn diagram:

General MHV Diagrams

• • •

Internally Planar

• • •

Irreducible

Internally Planar

• • •
Irreducible

• • •
Planar

• • •

In the image we use dots ••• to represent the three properties of our interest in this order:

• All diagrams in the set admit strongly connected geometries.

• All diagrams in the set have good-boundary geometries.

• All diagrams in the set have good-facet geometries.

Blue • signifies the property is always present, and red • signifies that there exists some

counterexample. We can see that the only diagrams which have all three properties are

planar diagrams, while the generic (non-planar) MHV diagrams fail to have any of these

three. The ‘best’ set of non-planar on-shell diagrams are irreducible internally planar

diagrams which only fail to satisfy the second property.

Before moving to examples, we discuss why irreducible diagrams have good-facet

geometries for any orientation of the triplets T . Dividing the triplets into maximal planar

subdiagrams5, e.g.

T = {(123)} ∪ {(345)} ∪ {(567)} ∪ {(178)} ∪ {(284), (246)}, (5.19)

one finds (see Lemma 5) that the denominator of the form fT is precisely the product of

the denominators from each planar subdiagram:

5This can always be done uniquely. The only way for it to not be unique would be if three triplets share

the same doublet (abc), (abd), (abe) with any pair being part of some maximal planar diagram.
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fT =
((17)(28)(34)(56)− (18)(26)(34)(57) + (18)(24)(35)(67))2

(12)(23)(31)× (34)(45)(53)× (56)(67)(75)× (17)(78)(81)× (28)(86)(64)(42)
.

(5.20)

If (ab) is not a pole of fT , then either a, b do not appear together in any triplet, or they are

non-adjacent indices in a maximal planar subdiagram. In the former case, for each oriented

region R(· · · ab · · · ) there is a corresponding R(· · · ba · · · ) glued on the facet (ab) = 0. In

the latter case, the natural orientation of the triplets in the planar subdiagram keeps

the indices non-adjacent in the oriented regions R(· · · a · · · b · · · ). So, choosing suitable

orientations within each maximal planar subdiagram, one can ensure that (ab) = 0 is not

a facet of fT , and thus one can always find a good-facet geometry.

We note that we do not characterize the diagrams admitting strongly connected or

good-facet geometries, though we show that this certainly includes internally planar and

irreducible diagrams, respectively. We also do not investigate which diagrams admit

positive geometries. However, the previous analysis of the simplest non-planar diagram,

the 5-point example in (5.9), shows that all geometries RT have null boundaries and so are

not positive geometries. It seems likely that more generally, diagrams with a 5-point non-

planar subdiagram admit only pseudo-positive RT . This motivates the following question:

Are planar on-shell diagrams the only diagrams which admit a positive geometry RT ?

If such a geometry exists for a non-planar diagram, it should be connected as a

disconnected geometry does not admit an unique canonical form. For two disconnected

positive geometries, the canonical form for its union would be

Ω = Ω1 ± Ω2 (5.21)

and there is no way how to fix a relative sign. In fact, the situation is more complicated

as for some connected geometries we can have a similar problem. Namely, if two positive

geometries share only a vertex, and not a higher dimensional boundary, then the ambiguity

of the canonical form is present too. In any case, from our explorations (and using

the 5pt argument above) it seems likely that the only positive geometries are positive

Grassmannians G+(2, n), associated with planar diagrams.

5.4 Examples

In the remainder of the section, we take a closer look at strongly connected and god-facet

examples, and provide examples of geometries lacking these properties.

5.4.1 6-point internally planar irreducible

The smallest irreducible diagram appears at 6 points, defined by the set of triplets T =

{(123), (345), (561), (264)}. It is also the unique 6-point irreducible diagram, and is internally
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planar as shown in this embedding:

1

2

3

4

5

6

(5.22)

With the orientation of triplets induced by this embedding, one finds a decomposition

labeled by

S
(T )
6 = {142536, 142563, 145236, 145263, 125364, 125634, 152364, 152634} (5.23)

and the canonical function is

fT =
((15)(26)(34)− (16)(24)(35))2

(12)(13)(15)(16)(23)(24)(26)(34)(35)(45)(46)(56)

= PT(142536) + PT(142563) + PT(145236) + PT(145263)

+ PT(412536) + PT(412563) + PT(415236) + PT(415263).

(5.24)

This canonical function is the canonical function of the union of oriented regions

RT = R(142536) ∪R(142563) ∪R(145236) ∪R(145263)

∪ R(412536) ∪R(412563) ∪R(415236) ∪R(415263)

=





(12) ≥ 0, (13) ≥ 0, (15) ≥ 0, (16) ≥ 0,

(23) ≥ 0, (24) ≤ 0, (26) ≥ 0,

(34) ≤ 0, (35) ≤ 0,

(45) ≥ 0, (46) ≥ 0,

(56) ≥ 0.





(5.25)

This geometry is strongly connected, as one can see by the gluing on the facets

(14), (25), (36) = 0. This property is specific to the orientation chosen; flipping one of

the triplets can lead to a geometry that is not strongly connected:

R(123),(345),(561),(246) = [R(123456)] ∪ [R(124536) ∪R(124563)]

∪ [R(125346) ∪R(152346)] ∪ [R(145623) ∪R(415623)],
(5.26)

where the strongly connected components have been grouped with braces.

This is a good-facet geometry, as one can see from the defining inequalities matching

the poles of the canonical function. This property is independent of the orientation chosen;

each triplet is its own maximal planar subdiagram, so any orientation avoids null facets by

making the non-pole facets (14), (25), (36) = 0 be only internal boundaries of the union.
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However, this geometry has null boundaries. Taking the residues on 6 = α5 and α = 0,

the canonical function is

resα=0 res6=α5 fT =
(23)

(12)(13)(24)(34)(25)(35)
, (5.27)

and the corresponding geometry living in G(2, 5) ∼= {C ∈ G(2, 6) : column 6 vanished} is

RT

∣∣∣∣
6=α5

∣∣∣∣
α=0

= R(14253) ∪R(41253). (5.28)

This is just a relabeling of the canonical function (5.10) and first geometry (5.12) from the

5-point non-planar diagram. As analyzed earlier, the 5-point non-planar diagram has a null

boundary for any geometry that is chosen. Since the 6-point irreducible diagram contains

the 5-point non-planar diagram on a boundary, one deduces that any geometry chosen for

the 6-point irreducible diagram must also have a null boundary at some codimension.

5.4.2 7-point irreducible

The unique irreducible diagram at 7 points is defined by the set of triplets

T = {(123), (145), (167), (246), (357)}

6

2

4

1

5

3

7 (5.29)

and has canonical function

fT =
((14)(17)(26)(35)− (15)(16)(24)(37))2

((12)(13)(14)(15)(16)(17)(23)(24)(26)(35)(37)(45)(46)(57)(67))
. (5.30)

The diagram is not internally planar, so there is no preferred orientation of the triplets.

Using the orientation above, |S(T )
7 | = 24 and we can write it as

S
(T )
7 = {1234567, 1234657, 1243567, 1243657, 1246357}

∪ {1624735, 1627435, 1627345, 1672435, 1672345}
∪ {1456273, 1456723, 1465273, 1465723, 1462573}
∪ {1245673, 1246573} ∪ {1462735, 1467235} ∪ {1623457, 1624357}
∪ {1462357} ∪ {1246735} ∪ {1624573},

(5.31)

where the permutations have been grouped by the maximal strongly connected components.

We do not show the many other possible decompositions / geometries here, but it is easy
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to check (with computer assistance) that all possible orientations also give a non-strongly

connected geometry.

This is however a good-facet geometry. Like with the 6-point irreducible diagram, this

property is independent of the orientation chosen.

5.4.3 8-point internally planar irreducible

One 8-point irreducible diagram is

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

(5.32)

from which one may read the oriented triplets T = {(123), (345), (567), (178), (284), (486)}.
Then, |S(T )

8 | = 47, and can be described as follows:

S
(T )
8 = {σ ∈ S8/Z8 |σ related to 14725836 by adjacent transpositions

such that no index is swapped twice}.
(5.33)

For example, 17428536 = 1
↷↶
472

↷↶
5836 is in the set, but 14257836 is not. The adjacent

transpositions also include swapping 1 and 6, as the permutations defined only up to cyclic

shifts. The corresponding canonical function is

fT =
((17)(28)(34)(56) + (18)((24)(35)(67)− (26)(34)(57)))2

(12)(13)(17)(18)(23)(24)(28)(34)(35)(45)(46)(56)(57)(67)(68)(78)
(5.34)

The resulting geometry is strongly connected, with R(14725836) being ‘at the center’

of the clump of positive regions, so none of its facets are boundaries of RT .

One may write

RT =





(12) ≥ 0, (13) ≥ 0, (15) ≥ 0, (17) ≥ 0, (18) ≥ 0,

(23) ≥ 0, (24) ≤ 0, (26) ≥ 0, (28) ≥ 0,

(34) ≤ 0, (35) ≤ 0, (37) ≤ 0,

(45) ≥ 0, (46) ≥ 0, (48) ≥ 0,

(56) ≥ 0, (57) ≤ 0,

(67) ≤ 0, (68) ≤ 0,

(78) ≥ 0.





. (5.35)

These are the inequalities defining R(14725836) with those involving adjacent indices

removed, as they are allowed to swap. This is also a good-facet-geometry, which is expected

as the diagram is irreducible. Unlike the 6 and 7-point cases in 5.4.1 and 5.4.2, this does

depend on the orientation: only those orientations where (284), (486) are oriented as a

square produce a geometry with no null facets.
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5.4.4 8-point reducible with null facets

Consider the diagram defined by triplets T = {(123), (124), (125), (346), (357), (458)},

1 2

3 4 5

6 87

(5.36)

This diagram has many lone indices, so it is clearly reducible, and the canonical

function is easy to compute

fT =
(34)(35)(45)(12)

(13)(23)(14)(24)(15)(25)(36)(46)(37)(57)(38)(58)
. (5.37)

Accounting for possible square moves, and for every possible orientation of triplets, one

finds for every geometry that at least one of the following is a null facet: (34), (35), (45) = 0.

Furthermore, since the diagram is not internally planar, we do not have an orientation

induced by a corresponding embedding. Checking all possible geometries, one finds that

none are strongly connected.

5.5 Geometries without a Diagram

What makes the forms, or corresponding geometries, coming from on-shell diagrams special?

From the analysis done earlier in the section it is evident that properties corresponding

to planar diagrams are not preserved for a general on-shell diagram; the geometries one

generally finds are not strongly connected and have null facets. To begin answering this

question, one may study those forms/geometries that do not come from on-shell diagrams

to see what may be missing.

Enumerating the canonical functions for pseudo-positive geometries consisting of unions

of oriented regions in G(2, 5), one finds (up to permutation of indices) three that do not

come from on-shell diagrams:

RA = R(15352) ∪R(15423)⇝ fA =
(12)(34)(35) + (13)(23)(45)

(12)(13)(15)(23)(24)(34)(35)(45)
(5.38)

RB = R(15234) ∪R(15423) ∪R(15342)⇝ fB =
(13)(23)(25)(45)− (12)(24)(35)2

(12)(13)(15)(23)(24)(25)(34)(35)(45)
(5.39)

RC = R(13452) ∪R(15324)⇝ fC =
(14)(15)(23)(24)(35)− (12)(13)(25)(34)(45)

(12)(13)(14)(15)(23)(24)(25)(34)(35)(45)
(5.40)

It is easy to check that none of these regions are strongly connected, and they all have

null facets. Interestingly, though RA, RB, RC do not come from 5-point on-shell diagrams

(equivalently, sets of three triplets), they still arise from choosing a larger collection of

triplets and taking a union as in (5.8):

TA = {(153), (154), (142), (423)}, (5.41)
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TB = {(152), (153), (234), (154)}, (5.42)

TC = {(132), (134), (152), (345)}. (5.43)

This is interesting, because obviously not all unions of regions come from oriented triplets.

For example, consider the following geometry

R(12345) ∪R(12354) ∪R(12453). (5.44)

Here the first two regions have labels 4, 5 swapped, but the region found by swapping

those indices in the third region, R(12543), is not included. This makes the geometry

inconsistent with any triplets. However, the canonical function for this region is equal (up

to relabeling) to fB. The task of enumerating all distinct classes of forms is not feasible at

6pt, so we leave it as an open question: Is there a canonical function of a union of oriented

regions that is not represented by triplets? Note that in the absence of the on-shell diagram

connection, it is ambiguous if the canonical function contains +PT(. . . ) or −PT(. . . ). In

fact, for the region (5.44) we need to consider

f = PT(12345) + PT(12354)− PT(12453) (5.45)

with these particular signs to guarantee that all highest dimensional residues are ±1. If we

flip the sign,

f ′ = PT(12345) + PT(12354) + PT(12453) (5.46)

some of the residues are ±2 and we can no longer talk about pseudo-positive geometries.

In a different context, a similar feature was observed in [53] where the authors defined the

notion of graded positive geometries. It seems conceivable that using a ‘wrong’ orientation of

the region R(12453) in the union (5.44) yields such geometry. Note that on-shell diagrams

by definition never lead to residues other than ±1 and we never need to discuss the ‘graded

version’ of pseudo-positive geometries in this context.

The purpose of studying the canonical functions associated with Grassmannian regions

– unions of oriented regions – is motivated by another, even more important, question which

in some sense motivated the study of non-planar on-shell diagrams in the first place:

Question: Are the regions in the Grassmannian associated with non-planar on-shell

diagrams special?

In our previous discussion, we concluded that the geometries for generic non-planar on-

shell diagram (internally non-planar and non-irreducible) do not exhibit any nice properties:

some of their facets and boundaries are null and the spaces are disconnected. This is exactly

what we expect from a generic union of R-regions. So at the level of geometry, we do not

see anything special. Nevertheless, the canonical functions fT are very special thanks to

the formula (3.13). In particular, the numerator of the canonical function is a perfect

square of a polynomial P[(. . . )] in Plückers multiplied by linear factors,

f =

∏
(. . .)× P[(. . .)]2∏

(. . .)
(5.47)
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We can see that the 5pt canonical functions fA, fB, fC not associated with on-shell

diagrams do not have this form. The same is true for the class of functions we were

able to check at 6pt. Hence it is natural to conjecture that only the regions associated with

oriented triplets produce the canonical function of the form (5.47). The big open question

is what are the geometric implications of this very special property.

6 Conclusions and Outlook

In this paper, we explored the MHV non-planar on-shell diagrams and the correspondence

to Grassmannian geometries in G(2, n). In the planar case there is only one top cell

of G+(2, n) and one planar on-shell diagram, but there are many non-planar diagrams

of the same (maximal) dimensionality for general n. Our analysis relied mostly on the

triplet description, which determines the canonical function either using the determinant

formula or the Parke-Taylor expansion. Our first result is an algorithm for identifying

diagrams with vanishing forms. In the planar sector, the vanishing of the form indicates

the presence of internal bubbles and the fact that the diagram is not reduced. The same

type of diagrams do not have a triplet representation. But there is a new class of diagrams

which are described by triplets but still have vanishing form, which we are able to identify.

Our second result concerns the identity moves. In the planar case, there are only square

moves (and trivial merge-expand move) while in the non-planar case there are also sphere

moves proposed in [91]. We show using a novel doublet representation that indeed square

moves and sphere moves are the only identity moves.

Our main result concerns the (pseudo-)positive Grassmannian geometries that we

associate with non-planar on-shell diagrams with non-vanishing canonical functions. The

Parke-Taylor decompositions provide candidate spaces, which are unions of permuted

positive parts G+(2, n)s. However, these spaces are generally disconnected and the canonical

function does not encode properly the boundary structure, i.e. there are boundaries for

which the form vanishes – we call them null facets. We showed that for internally planar

diagrams there is a choice of Parke-Taylor decomposition such that the space is connected,

and for irreducible diagrams there are no null facets. The privileged class of internally

planar irreducible diagrams enjoys both of these special properties, and they provide an

interesting non-planar extension of the planar on-shell diagrams associated with the positive

Grassmannian.

Our paper is just an invitation into the very complex problem of non-planar on-

shell diagrams and the Grassmannian geometries. There are two main future directions

on the mathematical side: 1) Further study of MHV diagrams and G(2, n) geometries,

their boundary structures, topological and combinatorial properties. 2) Generalization to

Nk−2MHV on-shell diagrams starting with six-point NMHV case, ie. G(3, 6). The complete

classification of all non-planar on-shell forms was given in [90], and the list contains exotic

terms with polynomial and even algebraic poles. The first step is the classification of

all terms with only monomial poles, which is closely related to problems considered in

[100, 101]. On the physics side, the canonical forms of non-planar on-shell diagrams are

leading singularities of loop integrands, and hence they play a role of coefficients that
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multiply polylogarithms (and generalizations) in the expansion of non-planar N = 4 SYM

amplitudes. If the dual conformal symmetry does extend in some form to the non-planar

sector, such kinematic structures should be most accessible to study precisely at the level

of leading singularities. We plan to study all these problems in future work.
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A The factorization formula

Lemma 2 (Factorization of the form). Let T be a set of n− 2 triplets on [n]. Suppose R

is a valid subset of T . Then

fT = fR × f(T\R)∪P ×
r∏

i=1

(aiai+1), (A.1)

where A = {a1, · · · , ar} consists of the indices appearing both in R and T (we set ar+1 = a1)

and P = {(a1, ai, ai+1)|i ∈ {2, · · · , r − 1}} is a set of triplets defining a triangulation of a

polygon with vertices A.

Proof. Let S = T \ R to simplify the notation. Since R is a valid subset, it consists of

m − 2 triplets on m indices. Then, S must contain the remaining n −m triplets of T , as

well as at least n −m + r vertices. One must have r ≥ 2, as otherwise T would fail the

non-vanishing condition.

Then, the matrix MT can be written as

MT =

(
MR,1 MR,2 0

0 MS,1 MS,2

)
, (A.2)
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where MR,1 is (m − 2) × (m − r), MR,2 is (m − 2) × r, MS,1 is (n −m) × r, and MS,2 is

(n−m)× (n−m). Then, computing the form fT one finds

fT =
[det(MT,ab)/(ab)]2∏
τ∈T (τ1τ2)(τ2τ3)(τ3τ1)

=
[det(MR,ab)/(ab)]2∏
τ∈R(τ1τ2)(τ2τ3)(τ3τ1)

×
[det(MS,2)]

2

∏
τ∈S(τ1τ2)(τ2τ3)(τ3τ1)

= fR ×
[det(MS,2)]

2

∏
τ∈S(τ1τ2)(τ2τ3)(τ3τ1)

,

(A.3)

where we begin to see the factorization of the form into a piece dependent on the valid

subset of triplets and some term dependent on the rest. This latter term may be rewritten

further by introducing a set of extra triplets P = {(a1, ai, ai+1)|i ∈ {2, · · · , r − 1}} that

form an arbitrary polygon over the indices ai shared by R and S. Then,

det(MP∪S,a1a2)/(a1a2) = det

(
MP,a1a2 0

MS,1,a1a2 MS,2

)
/(a1a2)

= det(MS,2)× [det(MP,a1a2)/(a1a2)]

= det(MS,2)×
r−1∏

i=2

(a1ai).

(A.4)

This allows us to rewrite

fT = fR ×
[det(MS,2)]

2

∏
τ∈S(τ1τ2)(τ2τ3)(τ3τ1)

= fR ×
[det(MP∪S,a1a2)/(a1a2)]

2

∏
τ∈S(τ1τ2)(τ2τ3)(τ3τ1)×

∏r+1
i=2 (a1ai)2

= fR ×
[det(MP∪S,a1a2)/(a1a2)]

2

∏
τ∈P∪S(τ1τ2)(τ2τ3)(τ3τ1)

×
r∏

i=1

(aiai+1)

= fR × fP∪S ×
r∏

i=1

(aiai+1),

(A.5)

so the form corresponding to T factorizes into two other forms, with an extra factor from

the polygon on which R and S were glued.

B Sphere moves are the only moves

Lemma 4 (Pole for lone pair). Suppose that in the triplets T , the indices i, j appear

together only in one triplet (ijk). Then, defining T ′ = (T \ {(ijk)})
∣∣∣∣
j 7→i

, one has

[(ij)× fT ]

∣∣∣∣
j 7→i

= −fT ′ . (B.1)
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Proof. Computing the LHS prior to mapping the indices,

(ij)× fT =
[det(Mij)/(ij)]2

(jk)(ki)
∏

(a,b,c)∈T\{(ijk)}(ab)(bc)(ca)

=

[
det

(
(ij) 0

... Mijk

)
/ij

]2

(jk)(ki)
∏

(a,b,c)∈T\{(ijk)}(ab)(bc)(ca)

=
det(Mijk)2

(jk)(ki)
∏

(a,b,c)∈T\{(ijk)}(ab)(bc)(ca)

(B.2)

where Mijk is the matrix M with columns i, j, k and the row corresponding to triplet (ijk)

removed. Then, mapping the index j 7→ i, one finds

[(ij)× fT ]

∣∣∣∣
j 7→i

= −
[det(Mijk)/(ik)]2∏

(a,b,c)∈T\{(ijk)}(ab)(bc)(ca)

∣∣∣∣
j 7→i

= −
[det(M ′

ik)/(ik)2]∏
(a,b,c)∈T ′(ab)(bc)(ca)

= −fT ′ ,

(B.3)

as desired.

Lemma 5 (Poles for irreducible hypertrees). For T a set of triplets corresponding to an

irreducible hypertree, the denominator of fT matches the doublets D(T ).

Proof. For {i, j} ∈ D(T ), we can repeatedly apply square moves (ija), (ijb) 7→ (iab), (jab),

rewriting T such that i, j appear in only one triplet (ijk). This allows us to apply Lemma

4 to conclude that (ij) must be a pole of fT if T ′ = (T \ {(ijk)})
∣∣∣∣
j 7→i

satisfies the non-

vanishing condition (4.4).

Suppose the triplets T ′ fail the non-vanishing condition. Then, there exists some subset

of triplets R′ ⊂ T ′ such that

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⋃

(abc)∈R′

{a, b, c}

∣∣∣∣∣∣
< |R′|+ 2.

Denote by R ⊂ T the subset of triplets that maps to R′ after the substitution j 7→ i. Note

that (ijk) /∈ R.

If the index j does not appear in R, then R = R′, and consequently T also fails the

non-vanishing condition, leading to a contradiction with T coming from an irreducible

hypertree.

Using that j is the only index in R but not in R′, one has

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⋃

(abc)∈R

{a, b, c}

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⋃

(abc)∈R′

{a, b, c}

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+ 1 ≤ |R′|+ 2 = |R|+ 2.
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As T satisfies the nonvanishing condition, the left-hand side and right-hand side must be

equal. So R is a valid subset of T .

If R does not correspond to a planar diagram, then T has a valid non-planar subset,

contradicting that it came from an irreducible hypertree.

If R does correspond to a planar diagram, we consider two cases both of which lead to

contradictions. If the index k is contained in R, then R∪ {(ijk)} causes T to fail the non-

vanishing condition by adding a triplet but not an index. If the index k is not contained

in R, we either have that R ∪ {(ijk)} = T leading to a factorization of fT = fR × (ij)
(ik)(kj) ,

or R ∪ {(ijk)} ⊂ T is a valid non-planar subset.

Thus, T ′ does not fail the non-vanishing condition, making (ij) a pole of fT . This

shows that if ij is a doublet of T , then (ij) is a pole of fT .

To show the opposite, note that one can use a square move to replace any triplets with

a repeated doublet (ija), (ijb) with two triplets that do not have this doublet (iab), (jab).

For any ij that is not a doublet of T , it appears in an even number of triplets, to which

the square move can be applied to remove any appearances of the doublet. Using the set

of triplets where the doublet ij does not appear, one can see from the determinant formula

that (ij) cannot appear in the denominator.

Lemma 6 (Doublets from the form). For a set of triplets T , the following definitions of

the doublets are equivalent:

• D(T ) = {{i, j}|i and j appear together in an odd number of triplets}.

• D(T ) = {{i, j}|(ij) appears with an odd power in fT }.

Proof. For diagrams corresponding to irreducible hypertrees, the numerator of the form

has no monomials, so this statement is a corollary of Lemma 5.

Otherwise, suppose the statement is true for all sets of triplets satisfying |T | ≤ n. We

show the statement is then true for arbitrary triplets T where |T | = n. Supposing that

T not an irreducible hypertree, we apply the factorization formula (4.5) for some proper

subset R that does not share all its indices with T \R,

fT = fR × f(T\R)∪P ×
r∏

i=1

(aiai+1). (B.4)

Since |R| < |T | = n and |(T \ R) ∪ P | < |T | = n, we can apply our inductive hypothesis.

The parity of odd powers of monomials on the RHS is exactly the parity of the doublets

appearances in D(R) and D(T \ R), where the parity coming from D(P ) is canceled by∏r
i=1(aiai+1). Using a single triplet as the base case, the statement is true for all n.

Lemma 7 (Same doublets imply sphere moves). Suppose two sets of triplets T and T ′ with

nonvanishing forms have the same doublets, D(T ) = D(T ′). Then, these sets of triplets

are related by a sequence of sphere moves.

Proof. Without loss of generality, suppose T and T ′ have no triplets in common, T ∩T ′ = ∅.
If they did share triplets, the shared triplets T ∩ T ′ can simply be ignored as we still have
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D(T \(T∩T ′)) = D(T ′\(T∩T ′)), and can construct sphere moves for the remaining triplets.

Now, since T, T ′ are disjoint, the equality D(T ) = D(T ′) implies that D(T ∪ T ′) = ∅.
We will now construct sets R ⊂ T and R′ ⊂ T ′ related by a sphere move. We will do

this by starting with R,R′ = ∅, and incrementally adding triplets to each via the algorithm

below. As this algorithm unfolds, it correspondingly constructs a cell complex with black

faces labeled by R, white faces labeled by R′, and vertices labeled by indices in R ∪R′.

At any step, each edge must appear in at most two faces. Each time a triplet is added

in the algorithm below, a face is added to the complex. This face is to be glued to any edge

that does not yet have two faces attached; otherwise new edges are created. Note that this

means that complex may not be simplicial: the same pair of vertices may have multiple

edges between them if they appear together in more than two faces. This procedure ensures

that the boundary of the complex consists of edges identified with D(R ∪R′).

To start, we choose a single triplet t ∈ T and add it to R. Now, we proceed with the

following cycle, repeating until we complete a full cycle without adding any new triplets to

R or R′.

1. Suppose there exists a triplet in T \R containing a pair of indices ij ∈ D(R)\D(R′);

add this triplet to R. Repeat this step until no such triplet exists. (Correspondingly

in the complex, attach as many black faces to existing black faces as possible.)

2. Suppose there exists a triplet in T ′\R′ containing a pair of indices ij ∈ D(R)\D(R′);

add this triplet to R′. Repeat this step until no such triplet exists. (Correspondingly

in the complex, attach as many white faces to existing black faces as possible.)

3. Suppose there exists a triplet in T ′\R′ containing a pair of indices ij ∈ D(R′)\D(R);

add this triplet to R′. Repeat this step until no such triplet exists. (Correspondingly

in the complex, attach as many white faces to existing white faces as possible.)

4. Suppose there exists a triplet in T \R containing a pair of indices ij ∈ D(R′)\D(R);

add this triplet to R. Repeat this step until no such triplet exists. (Correspondingly

in the complex, attach as many black faces to existing white faces as possible.)

Since T and T ′ are finite, this procedure must terminate. We now seek to show that the

resulting complex has no boundary, i.e. D(R ∪R′) = ∅.
Suppose ∃ ij ∈ D(R∪R′). Then, either ij ∈ D(R)\D(R′) or ij ∈ D(R′)\D(R). Since

the algorithm terminating implies no triplet satisfying the necessary conditions existed in

each step, one finds that T \R and T ′\R′ contain no triplets with indices ij. Consequently,

ij ̸∈ D(T \R) and ij ̸∈ D(T ′ \R′). But then,

ij ∈ D([R ∪R′] ∪ [T \R] ∪ [T ′ \R′]) = D(T ∪ T ′), (B.5)

which is a contradiction with D(T ∪ T ′) = ∅.
So, the complex with black faces R and white faces R′ has no boundary, and each edge

is in exactly two faces. The number of faces is F = |R|+ |R′| and the number of edges is

E = 3
2F . The number of vertices V is equal to the number of distinct indices in R∪R′. The

non-vanishing condition for either T or T ′ requires that |R| ≤ V −2 and |R′| ≤ V −2. The
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Euler characteristic of the complex is χ = V −E+F = V −(|R|+|R′|)/2 ≥ V −(V −2) = 2,

implying that it is a sphere.

There is a possible obstruction to identifying the complex as the triangulation of a

sphere: one might have had a pinch-point, i.e. a vertex with multiple cycles of faces around

it. However, a similar counting argument to the main text reveals that the existence of a

pinch-point would contradict the non-vanishing condition. We remove the pinch-points by

replacing each vertex by a pair of vertices with an extra edge for each cycle, e.g.

→

Suppose this procedure introduces k new vertices, l new handles, and k + l new edges (at

each vertex, there is one more new edge than there are new handles). Then, the number of

faces is still F̃ = |R|+ |R′|, the number of edges is now Ẽ = 3
2F + k+ l, and the number of

vertices is Ṽ = V +k. Using the non-vanishing condition, one finds χ̃ = Ṽ − Ẽ + F̃ ≥ 2− l.

But with the l extra handles one also has genus at least l, so χ̃ ≤ 2 − 2l. So, we reach a

contradiction unless l = 0, the case when no such pinch-points existed.

Consequently, R and R′ together form a bicolored triangulation of the sphere, and are

related by a sphere move. Thus, for any T and T ′ that have the same doublets, there is a

sphere move that allows some subset of the different triplets to be related. Repeating until

no triplets differ we find a sequence of sphere moves that relate T and T ′.

We note that in the previous proof, we gloss over some topological details on when a

pure 2-dimensional cell complex is a manifold.

Theorem 3. Let T and T ′ be two sets of triplets with nonvanishing forms (i.e. T, T ′

satisfy (4.4)). The following are equivalent:

(1) There is a sequence of sphere moves relating T and T ′.

(2) The corresponding forms are equal: fT = fT ′.

(3) The corresponding doublets are the same: D(T ) = D(T ′).

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) is a consequence of [91].

(2) =⇒ (3) is a corollary of Lemma 6.

(3) =⇒ (1) is proven by Lemma 7.

C Geometries induced by planar embeddings are strongly connected

Before tackling the full question to do with geometries that come from orientations of

triplets, we prove a more general result for geometries that come from a partial order on

{1, · · · , n}. For a partial order P = {i ≺ j, · · · }, the set of linear extensions S
(P )
n is

S(P )
n = {σ ∈ Sn : σi < σj ∀ i ≺ j ∈ P}. (C.1)
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These define a corresponding geometry via a union of oriented regions,

RP (ε) =
⋃

σ∈S(P )
n

R(εσ), (C.2)

where ε ∈ {+,−}n encodes the sign of each label.

Lemma 8 (Linear extensions of a poset are connected). Any element of S
(P )
n can be

transformed into any other using only adjacent transpositions without leaving the set.

Proof. By relabeling the indices if necessary, suppose without loss of generality that the

identity permutation 12 · · ·n is in S
(P )
n .

The pair of indices i < j is an inversion of a permutation σ if σi > σj . We denote the

number of inversions by inv(σ). The only permutation with inv(σ) = 0 is 12 · · ·n.

We show that for any σ ∈ S
(P )
n with inv(σ) > 0, there exists a permutation σ′ ∈ S

(P )
n

related by an adjacent transposition such that inv(σ′) = inv(σ)− 1.

Because σ ̸= 12 · · ·n, there is some i such that σi > σi+1. Notice that i ≺ i + 1 ̸∈ P

as these elements are oppositely ordered in 12 · · ·n ∈ S
(P )
n . Consequently, the permutation

σ′ = σ(i i + 1) is also in S
(P )
n . This permutation has the same inversions as σ, except

without the pair i, i + 1, so inv(σ′) = inv(σ)− 1 as desired.

By induction on the inversion number, with the identity as the base case, every

permutation in S
(P )
n can be brought to the identity via adjacent transpositions without

leaving S
(P )
n .

Corollary 9. The geometry RP corresponding to the poset P is strongly connected.

We observe that the set of permutations defined by an orientation of triplets S(T ) can

be decomposed into a disjoint union of permutations defined by posets S(P ) by choosing

each possible cyclic shift of the triplets, except those involving 1 which is fixed to be the

lowest index. For example, with oriented triplets T = {(123), (345), (156), (264)}, we select

a cyclic shift for each triplet not involving 1,

P1 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 3 ≺ 4 ≺ 5, 1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 2 ≺ 6 ≺ 4, 1 ≺ j ∀ j},
P2 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 4 ≺ 5 ≺ 3, 1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 2 ≺ 6 ≺ 4, 1 ≺ j ∀ j},
P3 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 5 ≺ 3 ≺ 4, 1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 2 ≺ 6 ≺ 4, 1 ≺ j ∀ j},
P4 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 3 ≺ 4 ≺ 5, 1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 4 ≺ 2 ≺ 6, 1 ≺ j ∀ j},
P5 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 4 ≺ 5 ≺ 3, 1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 4 ≺ 2 ≺ 6, 1 ≺ j ∀ j},
P6 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 5 ≺ 3 ≺ 4, 1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 4 ≺ 2 ≺ 6, 1 ≺ j ∀ j},
P7 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 3 ≺ 4 ≺ 5, 1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 4 ≺ 2 ≺ 6, 1 ≺ j ∀ j},
P8 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 4 ≺ 5 ≺ 3, 1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 4 ≺ 2 ≺ 6, 1 ≺ j ∀ j},
P9 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 5 ≺ 3 ≺ 4, 1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 4 ≺ 2 ≺ 6, 1 ≺ j ∀ j}.

(C.3)

Most of these end up not being valid posets, due to there being a cycle of inequalities, e.g.

4 ≺ 5 ≺ 6 ≺ 4 ∈ P1. In this example, the only ones that are posets are P5 and P9, with
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linear extensions
S
(P5)
6 = {142536, 145236, 142563, 145263},

S
(P9)
6 = {125364, 152364, 125634, 152634}.

(C.4)

Since we enumerated all possible cyclic shifts of the triplets, one finds that S
(P5)
6 ∪

S
(P9)
6 = S

(T )
6 , such that

RT = RP5(ε5) ∪RP9(ε9), (C.5)

where εi parametrize the freedom to reflect the regions corresponding to each poset.

Corollary 9 is sufficient to find the strong connectedness within each piece RPi , so one

might ask whether we can choose εi such that the entire RT is strongly connected. In this

example, choosing ε5 = (++++++) and ε9 = (+++−++), the region defined by (C.5)

is strongly connected, as each region in RP5(ε5) is adjacent to a region RP9(ε9) one the

boundary (14) = 0. With the idea of regions corresponding to posets in mind, we now

return to proving the following theorem:

Theorem 10 (Internally planar diagrams admit strongly connected geometries). The

orientation of triplets T induced by a planar embedding of the corresponding on-shell

diagram defines a strongly connected geometry RT for an appropriate choice of signs.

Proof. To prove this theorem, we demonstrate a bijection between the posets with non-

empty sets of linear extensions, and perfect matchings of a particular graph. To make

the procedure clear, we follow an example with the 6-point irreducible internally planar

diagram with triplets T = {(123), (345), (156), (264)}.
Starting with a planar embedding of the internal edges of the diagram, one may replace

each black vertex with a triangular face,

1

2

3

4

5

6

1

2

3

4

5

6

(C.6)

We fix an orientation of the triplets by reading counterclockwise around each black

triangle. Correspondingly, reading the edges counterclockwise gives us most of the inequalities

used by the posets necessary to describe these triplets. To get a specific choice of cyclic

shifts of the triplets Pi, we must throw away one inequality for each triplet, which we
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denote by decorating the corresponding edge in a graph G(Pi).

P1 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 3 ≺ 4 ≺ 5,

1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 2 ≺ 6 ≺ 4, 1 ≺ j ∀ j}
←→ G(P1) =

1

2

3

4

5

6

(C.7)

P5 = {1 ≺ 2 ≺ 3, 4 ≺ 5 ≺ 3,

1 ≺ 5 ≺ 6, 4 ≺ 2 ≺ 6, 1 ≺ j ∀ j}
←→ G(P5) =

1

2

3

4

5

6

(C.8)

Those sets of inequalities that form poset cannot contain a cycle of inequalities. In the

diagram, this corresponds to there being a directed cycle of non-decorated edges.

4 ≺ 5 ≺ 6 ≺ 4 ∈ P1 ←→ (4→ 5→ 6→ 4 non-decorated cycle in (C.7))

=⇒ S(P1)
n = ∅

(C.9)

Suppose we have two triangles (ijk) and (ilj). To prevent the cycles i ≺ j ≺ i and

i ≺ l ≺ j ≺ k ≺ i, the decorated edges for these triangles must include one from each group.

Generalizing to larger groups of black triangles glued into a black polygon, we conclude

that exactly one of the edges of the polygon is decorated, with the remaining decorations

spent on preventing 2-cycles in the polygon’s triangulation. (No such polygons appear in

the tracked example.)

In order to prevent the existence of such cycles around the white faces, each white face

must have at least one decorated edge. Since there are an equal number of white and black

faces, the only way this is possible is if each white face actually has exactly one decorated

edge. On the bipartite dual graph, this corresponds to a perfect matching. Note all edges

which are incoming to vertex 1 are decorated, since we have the convention that 1 is the

first index labeling an oriented region. So we only need to consider the dual graph G̃(Pi)

of the faces that do not have 1 as a vertex.

{Pi : S(Pi)
n ̸= ∅} ←→ {perfect matchings of the graph dual to the faces that don’t include 1}
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{P5, P9} ←→





G̃(P5) =

1

2

3

4

5

6

, G̃(P9) =

1

2

3

4

5

6





From this point forward, we consider only those posets that have non-empty sets of linear

extensions, and the corresponding suitable decorations that are dual to a perfect matching.

Consider an index i, such that in the graph G(Pi) (with edges that are inside of

black faces removed) the corresponding vertex is not on the same face as 1. Suppose we

find a valid decoration where all edges ingoing to i are decorated. Then, in the poset P

corresponding to this decoration, one has j ≺ i ∀ j, from which we see that S
(P )
n includes

some element 1 · · · i where i is the last index. The region R(1, · · · , i) ∈ RP shares a

codimension-1 boundary with the region R(1,−i, · · · ). This latter region is included in

RP ′ , where P ′ is the same poset as P except instead of i being a maximal element, it is

the smallest element larger than 1. This corresponds to the decoration where all outgoing

edges to i are decorated instead. So, to show the strong connectedness of RT , we must

show that the posets used to construct subsets RP are adjacent to each other by the move

of ‘swapping all-ingoing decorations for all-outgoing decorations’.

Luckily, this move has a neat interpretation in terms of the perfect matchings. Swapping

the all-ingoing and all-outgoing decorations in G(Pi) correspond to rotating a face in G̃(Pi)

when that face has alternating edges. It has been shown that for bipartite planar diagrams,

all perfect matchings are related to each other by such moves [102].
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