
ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

00
25

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

SG
] 

 3
0 

D
ec

 2
02

3

Cluster algebras and monotone Lagrangian tori

Yunhyung Cho, Myungho Kim, Yoosik Kim, and Euiyong Park

Abstract. Motivated by recent developments in the construction of Newton–Okounkov bodies and
toric degenerations via cluster algebras in [GHKK18, FO20], we consider a family of Newton–
Okounkov polytopes of a complex smooth Fano variety X related by a composition of tropicalized
cluster mutations. According to the work of [HK15], the toric degeneration associated with each
Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆ in the family produces a Lagrangian torus fibration of X over ∆.
We investigate circumstances in which each Lagrangian torus fibration possesses a monotone La-
grangian torus fiber. We provide a sufficient condition, based on the data of tropical integer points
and exchange matrices, for the family of constructed monotone Lagrangian tori to contain infinitely
many monotone Lagrangian tori, no two of which are related by any symplectomorphisms. By em-
ploying this criterion and exploiting the correspondence between the tropical integer points and the
dual canonical basis elements, we generate infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori on flag
manifolds of arbitrary type except in a few cases.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Backgrounds

Cluster algebras, introduced by Fomin–Zelevinsky [FZ02], are a class of Z-subalgebras of a
rational function field with a special combinatorial structure. This algebra possesses a gener-
ating set divided into subsets called clusters, and these clusters are connected by special com-
bination procedures called mutations. The generating set can be recursively constructed from
a seed consisting of a cluster together and an exchange matrix, a skew-symmetrizable matrix
that determines mutations. Cluster algebras have naturally appeared in many research areas
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including geometry, representation theory, and combinatorics, numerous applications have
been studied, and now become an active area of mathematical research.

The algebro-geometric counterpart of a cluster algebra is a cluster variety. By gluing split
algebraic tori via two different types of mutations, one produces a pair of cluster varieties; an
A-cluster variety and an X -cluster variety. The full Fock–Goncharov (FG) conjecture [FG06]
asserts that the ring of regular functions of one cluster variety admits a basis whose elements
are parametrized by tropical integer points of the other cluster variety. A foundational
work of Gross–Hacking–Keel–Kontsevich (GHKK) [GHKK18] reformulates and resolves the
conjecture by constructing a theta basis, whose elements correspond to a broken line in a scat-
tering diagram associated with the cluster structure. The pair of cluster varieties is conceived
as a mirror pair, see [GHK15b] for a precise formulation. Additionally, GHKK expected that
the mirror of a compactified A-cluster variety is given by the disk potential function on the
dual cluster X -variety, a generating function for invariants counting holomorphic disks in
[CO06, Aur07, FOOO10].

This paper focuses on a situation where the FG conjecture holds and explores an ap-
plication of the theory of cluster algebras to symplectic topology. To put our work in the
above context, we formulate the conjecture on mirror symmetry of the dual pair of cluster
varieties more concretely. A recent work of Fujita–Oya [FO20] revealed that a refinement
of the Qin’s dominance order in [Qin17] on a lattice for an A-cluster variety produces a
Newton–Okounkov body ∆. It is a rational polytope and generates GHKK’s toric degen-
eration on a compactification X of the A-cluster variety. The tropical integer points of ∆
parametrize a theta basis respecting the X -cluster structure. Moreover, the polytope ∆
produces a Lagrangian torus fibration (more precisely, completely integrable system) on X
over ∆ by Harada–Kaveh [HK15]. In particular, we obtain a Lagrangian torus fibration on
(an open dense part of) X associated with each seed. Conjecturally, by gluing the (Floer
theoretical) SYZ mirrors together with disk potential functions of those Lagrangian torus
fibrations, one should (partially) recover the dual X -cluster variety and the superpotential
given by the sum of theta basis elements corresponding to an irreducible component of the
anticanonical divisor for X.

In this paper, we are concerned with Lagrangian torus fibrations on the compactified
A-cluster variety X, constructed from a cluster algebra as described above. Specifically,
our focus lies on monotone Lagrangian tori, refer to Definition 3.1 for a precise definition.
However, not every toric degeneration can yield a monotone Lagrangian torus. To describe
situations where a monotone Lagrangian torus is constructed, we recall some notions. A
full-dimensional rational polytope ∆ ⊂ Rm is called Q-Gorenstein Fano if there exists a
vector u0 ∈ Rm such that the translated polytope ∆−u0 is a constant multiple of the polar
dual of some Fano polytope. Such a point u0 uniquely exists and is called the center of ∆.
The following proposition specifies a circumstance in which the toric degeneration produces
a monotone Lagrangian torus, see Proposition 3.13 for a more precise statement.

Proposition A (Proposition 3.13). Let X be a smooth Fano variety equipped with a Kähler
form obtained from a very ample line bundle L, a positive power of the anticanonical bundle of
X. Suppose that X has a toric degeneration constructed from a Q-Gorenstein Fano Newton–
Okounkov polytope ∆ of L such that the central toric variety is normal. Let Φ: X → ∆ be
a Lagrangian torus fibration constructed from this toric degeneration. Then the Lagrangian
torus fiber of Φ located at the center of ∆ is a monotone Lagrangian torus.

Remark. Galkin–Mikhalkin in [GM22] proved an analog statement, see Remark 3.14.
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The monotonicity condition ensures that disks bounded by a monotone Lagrangian torus
L do not pose any serious obstruction to produce mirror spaces via Lagrangian Floer theory
of L. Moreover, each monotone Lagrangian torus L gives rise to a complex algebraic torus
as mirror spaces, which fits into our interest in cluster varieties.

Beyond the aspects of cluster duality and Floer theoretical SYZ mirror symmetry, there
are additional motivations for considering monotone Lagrangian tori. One of the versions of
mirror symmetry conjecture for Fano varieties asserts that for each Q-factorial Fano variety
X having at worst terminal singularities, there exists a Laurent polynomial W : (C∗)n → C

called a weak Landau–Ginzburg mirror such that its period integral

πW (t) :=

∫

|x1|=···=|xn|=1

1

1− tW
Ω, Ω =

dx1
x1

∧ · · · ∧
dxn
xn

is equal to a regularized quantum period, i.e., a generating function of gravitational descendant
one-pointed Gromov–Witten invariants of X, see [Prz07, KP11] for instance. In [Ton18],
Tonkonog proved that W can be obtained as the disk potential function of a monotone
Lagrangian torus in X. Thus the mirror symmetry conjecture will be proved if one can
succeed in finding a monotone Lagrangian torus in a given Fano manifold. Proposition A
extends this result to an arbitrary smooth Fano variety admitting a Q-Gorenstein Fano and
normal toric degeneration.

The notion of monotonicity was originally introduced and used to construct Lagrangian
Floer homology by Oh [Oh93] and Biran–Cornea [BC09]. In symplectic topology, it is an
interesting problem to construct a new monotone Lagrangian submanifold not related to
any pre-existing monotone Lagrangian submanifold through any symplectomorphisms. In
[Che96], Chekanov first constructed a monotone Lagrangian torus (called a Chekanov torus)
that is not Hamiltonian isotopic to any standard product torus in R2n. By suitably embed-
ding a Chekanov torus into CP 2, one obtains a monotone Lagrangian torus distinct from
the Clifford torus, the most standard monotone torus in CP 2. Later, in [Via14, Via16],
Vianna constructed an infinite family of new monotone tori in CP 2, no two of which are
related by any symplectomorphisms. Also, in [Aur15], Auroux constructed infinitely many
distinct monotone tori with the same monotonicity constant in the Euclidean space R6. The
following list attempts to include recent developments of construction exotic tori in different
directions, see [Via17, Cas23, GM22, CHW23, Bre23].

One of our motivations is to produce a general framework to produce infinitely many La-
grangian tori in a complex smooth projective variety with a monotone Kähler form obtained
from different limits in the deformation space of X and to find a novel class of Fano varieties
admitting infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori.

1.2. Main results

The first half of this paper discusses a sufficient condition for a family of monotone Lagrangian
tori constructed from a cluster structure to have infinitely many monotone Lagrangian tori,
no two of which are related by any symplectomorphisms.

Throughout this paper, all varieties are defined over the field C of complex numbers. Let
X be a smooth projective variety of complex dimension m. Consider an oriented rooted
regular tree T whose vertices parametrize the seeds of a cluster algebra with outgoing edges
indicating the direction of mutation from each vertex. Let t0 be the root corresponding to
the initial seed. Suppose that for each vertex t ∈ T, there is a valuation vt : C(X)\{0} → Zm

with one-dimensional leaves associated with t. We denote by St (resp. ∆t) the semigroup
(resp. the Newton–Okounkov polytope) constructed from vt.
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The family {∆t | t ∈ T} is said to have a tropical cluster structure if, whenever two vertices
t and t′ are connected by an oriented edge, the Newton–Okounkov polytopes ∆t and ∆t′ are
related by a tropicalized cluster mutation in the direction corresponding to the oriented edge.
Similarly, the family {St | t ∈ T} is said to have a tropical cluster structure if, for each pair
(t, t′) of vertices connected by an oriented edge, the semigroups St and St′ are related by
a level-wise tropicalized cluster mutation in the direction corresponding to the connecting
oriented edge. Refer to Definition 4.3 for the precise definition. In the case where each
polytope is given by the convex hull of the tropical integer points, the Newton–Okounkov
polytopes have a tropical cluster structure if the FG conjecture holds.

Assume in addition that the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t0 at the initial seed is Q-
Gorenstein Fano and normal. The following proposition claims that the other Newton–
Okounkov polytopes are Q-Gorenstein Fano and normal.

Proposition B (Proposition 4.10). For each t ∈ T, let ∆t be the Newton–Okounkov polytope
of X corresponding to a semigroup St. Suppose that the family {St | t ∈ T} of semigroups
has a tropical cluster structure. If

(1) the center of the polytope ∆t0 is fixed under any tropicalized cluster mutations,
(2) the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t0 at the initial seed is Q-Gorenstein Fano, and
(3) the associated toric degeneration is normal,

then the other Newton–Okounkov polytopes in the family are also Q-Gorenstein Fano and
the corresponding toric degenerations are normal.

Suppose that the Kähler form on X inherited from the ambient space of the toric degen-
eration is monotone. By Proposition A and B, there are as many monotone Lagrangian tori
in X as seeds in the cluster algebra once the initial Newton–Okounkov body is Q-Gorenstein
Fano and the associated toric degeneration is normal. If the cluster algebra is of infinite
type, we obtain infinitely many Lagrangian tori, some of which could be related by a sym-
plectomorphism.

The next crucial question, therefore, is how to distinguish the constructed monotone tori.
The Newton polytope of invariants counting holomorphic disks or displacement energy of
neighboring Lagrangians has been employed to compare the constructed Lagrangians, see
[EP97, Che96] for instance. To compute (or estimate) them, a description of the facets of
Newton–Okounkov polytope is quite crucial. In our case, however, each Newton–Okounkov
polytope is given by the convex hull of a discrete set of tropical integer points so that we
do not have a preferred description at hand. In fact, finding such an explicit “polyhedral”
description of a family of polytopes is a challenging problem, see [BZ01, RW19] for results on
certain classes of examples in this problem. This difficulty motivates us to devise a practical
criterion that relies solely on the data of tropical integer points along with the exchange
matrices (not on the data of facets).

Theorem C (Theorem 4.11). Let X be a smooth Fano variety equipped with a Kähler form
obtained from a very ample line bundle L given by a positive power of the anticanonical
bundle of X. Suppose that X has a family {∆t | t ∈ T} of Newton–Okounkov polytopes
of L having a tropical cluster structure and satisfying all conditions in Proposition B. Let
Lt be a monotone Lagrangian torus constructed from ∆t by Proposition A. Assume that the
Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t0 at the initial seed contains the origin.

If there exists a sequence (tℓ)ℓ∈N of seeds and a sequence (nℓ)ℓ∈N of integers such that

(1) the integer nℓ is an entry εrℓ,sℓ of the exchange matrix εtℓ associated with tℓ such that
rℓ indices a unfrozen variable and the sequence (nℓ)ℓ∈N diverges to −∞ as ℓ → ∞,
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(2) both the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆tℓ and the image of ∆tℓ under the tropicalized
cluster mutation in the rℓ-direction are contained in the half-space

{u ∈ Rm | usℓ ≥ 0},

then the family {Ltℓ | ℓ ∈ N} contains infinitely many monotone Lagrangian tori, no two of
which are related by any symplectomorphisms.

To derive this criterion, we explore relations between various polytopes obtained from
Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆tℓ . Suppose that the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t0 is Q-
Gorenstein Fano. Assume that the center u0 is preserved under the tropicalized mutation in
each direction as in Proposition B. It implies that every polytope ∆tℓ is a Q-Gorenstein Fano
polytope with the same center u0. Under this circumstance, we study a relation between the
entry −εrℓ,sℓ exchange matrix and the number of lattice points of the polar dual of ∆tℓ −u0

in the lattice 1
q
Z. Here the integer q is a certain natural number completely determined by

the center u0.
With the relation at hand, to extract a geometric consequence from the polar dual, we

introduce a refined disk potential of Ltℓ . As every counting invariant bounded by Ltℓ is not
known, we only have partial information on counting invariants in general. The refined disk
potential is designed to avoid undesired cancellations and the Newton polytope of the refined
disk potential is also invariant under symplectomorphisms module unimodular equivalences.
As a consequence, (a multiple of) the polar dual (∆tℓ − u0)

◦ is contained in the Newton
polytope of its refined disk potential of Ltℓ , see Proposition 3.25. Therefore, to show that
there are infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori, it suffices to show that there
is a polar dual with an arbitrarily large number of lattice points. The problem turns into
searching an exchange matrix with an arbitrarily large entry in the same mutation equivalence
class because of the derived relation between the lattice points and the entry of the exchange
matrix.

In the second part of the paper, we apply the above criterion to the flag manifolds of
arbitrary type to show that they have infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori.

Theorem D (Theorem 5.1). Let G be a simply connected and simple complex Lie group
and B a Borel subgroup. Let 2ρ be the anticanonical regular dominant weight. Then every
flag manifold X = G/B equipped with the Kähler form ω2ρ other than A1, A2, A3, A4, and
B2 = C2 type, that is,

(1.1) G 6= SL2(C),SL3(C),SL4(C),SL5(C),Spin5(C) = Sp4(C).

has infinitely many monotone Lagrangian tori, no two of which are related by any symplec-
tomorphisms.

To construct infinitely many monotone Lagrangian tori in flag manifolds, we exploit a
recent construction of Newton–Okounkov bodies of Schubert varieties via the theory of cluster
algebras by Fujita–Oya [FO20], which will be briefly recalled.

Let G be a simply connected and simple complex Lie group. The coordinate ring of a
unipotent cell U−

w is isomorphic to an upper cluster algebra generated by unipotent minors,
constructed by [BFZ05, Wil13, GLS11]. In [FO20], Fujita–Oya showed that each seed gives
rise to a valuation on the function field C(U−

w ) and produces a Newton–Okounkov polytope
of Xw in G/B. We call this polytope a cluster polytope. Moreover, they proved that the
lattice points of each cluster polytope parametrize the elements of a certain basis on C[U−

w ].
This basis arises from the dual canonical basis of Lusztig in [Lus90] or the upper global basis
of Kashiwara in [Kas90] of the quantum group of G. By specializing the basis at q = 1,
it gives rise to a basis on the coordinate ring of the unipotent radical and induces a basis
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on C[U−
w ]. The dual canonical basis has remarkable properties, satisfying the axioms of a

triangular basis in Qin [Qin17, Qin20]. For instance, for each choice of seed, we obtain a
parametrization of the induced basis given by the extended g-vectors. In particular, two
parametrizations are related by a finite sequence of tropicalized cluster mutation. It in turn
implies that each pair of cluster polytopes are related by a finite sequence of tropicalized
cluster mutations. Therefore, the family of cluster polytopes has a tropical cluster structure.

This construction of cluster polytopes is crucial for Theorem D as the cluster polytopes
enable us to construct infinitely many toric degenerations if the cluster algebra is of infinite
type, which happens in (1.1). Recall that the previous known toric degenerations of G/B
arise from the Gelfand–Zeitlin polytope or string polytopes, see [GL96, KM05, Cal02] for
instance. For a fixed group G and a regular integral dominant weight λ, there are only
finitely many string polytopes and hence there are only finitely many toric degenerations
of G/B arising from a string polytope. Cluster polytopes are a generalization of string
polytopes. The polyhedral description of a “standard” string polytope ∆ was known by
Littelmann [Lit98]. Using this description, we prove that the polytope ∆ is Q-Gorenstein
Fano. Moreover, every cluster polytope is Q-Gorenstein Fano by Proposition B and hence
we have infinitely many monotone Lagrangian tori.

To apply Theorem C, we need to check the two conditions. One of the key ingredients
for the first condition is a classification of mutation finite skew-symmetrizable matrices with
frozen indices, recently established in [FT21]. Assume that a skew-symmetrizable matrix
with one frozen index s is mutation infinite but the submatrix of unfrozen part is mutation-
finite. Then its mutation equivalence class contains a sequence matrices (εℓ)ℓ∈N such that
εℓrℓ,s → −∞ as ℓ → ∞ for a sequence of unfrozen indices (rℓ)ℓ∈N. Since the mutation of
matrices is compatible with the restriction, the problem is reduced to finding an exchange
matrix that contains a submatrix with the above property. Using the compatibility of Dynkin
diagram embedding with the seed arising from a reduced expression of the longest element
in the Weyl group, we reduce the problem into the five cases g = A5, B3, C3,D4 and G2.
Finally, we provide a case-by-case analysis for those cases.

The second condition is extracted from the correspondence between the lattice points of
Newton–Okounkov bodies of a flag manifold G/B are parametrized by the dual canonical
basis. In the case of G/B, the frozen components of the extended g-vectors of dual canonical
basis elements are always non-negative. It in turn yields that a cluster polytope and its
mutations in any direction are simultaneously supported by the half-space associated with
each frozen variable. This observation determines a lower bound for the lattice points the
polar dual of the cluster polytope.
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2. Newton–Okounkov bodies, toric degenerations, and Lagrangian tori

In this section, we briefly review a way of constructing a Lagrangian torus fibration on
a given smooth projective variety via the theory of Newton–Okounkov bodies, following
[HK15, And13]. The outline of the construction is depicted below.
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Choice of valuation

Newton–Okounkov body

Toric degeneration

Completely integrable system

Lagrangian torus

2.1. Lagrangian tori from toric degenerations

Recall that a toric degeneration of a smooth projective variety X is a flat family X ⊂ PN ×C

of projective varieties in an ambient space CPN with the following commutative diagram

(2.1) X

π

((◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

�

� i // CPN × C

pr

��
C

such that

(1) the family is trivial over C∗, π−1(C∗) ∼= X × C∗, and
(2) π−1(0) is a (not necessarily normal) projective toric variety.

We denote by Xt the fiber π−1(t) over t ∈ C.

Example 2.1. Let C = {[x : y : z] ∈ CP 2 | y3 = x3 + z3} be an elliptic curve in CP 2. For
example, a toric degeneration of C is given by

X = {([x : y : z], t) ∈ CP 2 ×C | y2z = x3 + tz3},

a flat family of curves such that Xt
∼= C for t ∈ C∗. The variety X0 over the origin is the

cuspidal cubic. It is a (non-normal) toric variety because it admits the obvious C∗-action on
X0 induced from the C∗-action on P2 given by

t · [x : y : z] = [x : ty : t−2z] for t ∈ C∗

with two fixed points [0 : 1 : 0] and [0 : 0 : 1].

Let X equip with a Kähler form ω induced from the Fubini–Study form on CPN . Consider
a Kähler form Ω on the smooth part X̊ of X induced from the standard Kähler form ωFS⊕ωstd

on CPN × C where ωFS and ωstd are the Fubini–Study form on CPN and the standard
symplectic form on C, respectively. Then each fiber Xt inherits a Kähler form ωt from
(X̊,Ω), i.e., ωt = Ω|Xt . We call π a toric degeneration of (X,ω) if the equipped Kähler form
ω agrees with the restricted form ω1.

The following theorem produces Lagrangian tori in X from a toric degeneration of (X,ω).

Theorem 2.2 ([HK15]). Suppose that π : X → C is a toric degeneration of (X,ω). Then
there is a continuous map φ : X = X1 → X0 satisfying the following :

(1) Let U0 be the smooth locus of X0 and U := φ−1(U0) ⊂ X. Then the map φ restricted
to U is a symplectomorphism onto U0.

(2) Let Φ0 : X0 → ∆ be the moment map for (X0, ω0). Then the composition

(2.2) Φ1 := Φ0 ◦ φ : X −→ ∆

is a Lagrangian torus fibration on U , an open dense subset of X.
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Note that the toric variety X0 carries a Lagrangian torus fibration Φ0 on U0 generated by
the real torus action induced from one in CPN . By pulling this fibration on U0 back to U
via φ, we produce the Lagrangian torus fibration Φ1 in (2.2).

Remark 2.3. If the toric variety X0 in a toric degeneration π is normal as an algebraic
variety, U0 contains Φ−1

0 (∆ \ ∆2) where ∆2 is the union of codimension two faces of ∆.
Consequently, the Lagrangian fibration Φ1 : X → ∆ can be identified with the moment map
Φ0 : X0 → ∆ on the open dense subset Φ−1

1 (∆ \∆2) ⊂ X under the symplectomorphism φ.

2.2. Toric degenerations via Newton–Okounkov bodies

LetX be a complex m-dimensional smooth projective variety with a very ample line bundle L
on X. Fix a total order ≥ on Zm respecting the addition. To construct a Newton–Okounkov
body, in addition to L, we need to choose two data; a valuation v and a reference section h.

Suppose that v is a valuation on the function field, that is, a function v : C(X)\{0} → Zm

such that for all rational functions f, g ∈ C(X)\{0} and c ∈ C\{0},

(1) v(fg) = v(f) + v(f),
(2) v(f + g) ≥ min(v(f), v(g)), and
(3) v(cf) = v(f).

We additionally assume that the valuation v has one-dimensional leaves, that is, v satisfies
that for all rational functions f, g ∈ C(X)\{0} with v(f) = v(g), there is c ∈ C\{0} such that
v(g−cf) > v(g) or g−cf = 0. Equivalently, setting C(x)α = {f ∈ C(x) | v(f) ≥ α or f = 0},

(2.3) dimC

(
C(x)α

/∑
β;β>αC(x)β

)
≤ 1, for each α ∈ Zm.

Note that every divisorial valuation has one-dimensional leaves. For instance, a valuation
obtained from a flag X• = X = Xm ⊃ Xm−1 ⊃ · · · ⊃ X1 ⊃ X0 of subvarieties in X has
one-dimensional leaves.

Let L := H0(X,L) be the space of global sections. Then

R =
⊕

k≥0

Rk, Rk = L
⊗k, R0 := C

is the homogeneous coordinating ring of X. Choose a non-zero reference section h ∈ L and
define a semigroup

(2.4) S(L, v, h) =
⋃

k≥1

{(k, v(f/hk) | f ∈ L
k\{0}} ⊂ Z≥0 × Zm ⊂ R≥0 ×Rm.

The Newton–Okounkov body associated with the triple (L, v, h) is defined by

(2.5) ∆(L, v, h) := conv

(
⋃

k∈N

{x/k | (k, x) ∈ S(L, v, h)}

)
⊂ Rm.

We call ∆ a Newton–Okounkov body of L if ∆ = ∆(L, v, h) for some pair (v, h) of a valuation
and a reference section.

One can systematically produce a toric degeneration of X from a Newton–Okounkov body.

Theorem 2.4 ([And13]). If the semigroup S(L, v, h) in (2.4) is finitely generated, then
the Newton–Okounkov body ∆(L, v, τ) is a rational polytope. Furthermore, there is a toric
degeneration π : X → C of X where the central fiber X0 is a projective toric variety whose
normalization is the toric variety associated with ∆(L, v, τ).
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3. Q-Gorenstein Fano polytopes and Monotone Lagrangian tori

The aim of this section is to construct a monotone Lagrangian torus in a smooth projective
varietyX equipped with a monotone Kähler form whenX admits a normal toric degeneration
arising from a Q-Gorenstein Fano Newton–Okounkov polytope. We also define a refined
version of Newton polytopes from counting invariants of a monotone Lagrangian torus, which
will be employed to distinguish the constructed Lagrangian tori later on.

3.1. Monotone Lagrangians and gradient holomorphic disks

Let X be a symplectic manifold with a symplectic form ω. The symplectic form ω is said to
be monotone if c1(TX) = λ · [ω] ∈ H2(X;Z) for some real number λ > 0. By scaling the
symplectic form ω if necessary, we may assume that ω is normalized, that is,

(3.1) c1(TX) = [ω] in H2(X;Z).

The cohomology classes [ω] and c1(TX) can be regarded as a homomorphism assigning
the symplectic area and the Chern number of each spherical homotopy class in π2(X), re-
spectively, that is, [ω] and c1(TX) ∈ Hom(π2(X),Z). Note that the symplectic form ω is
monotone if ω(α) = c1(TX)(α) for all α ∈ π2(X).

Recall that a submanifold L of X is Lagrangian if dimL = (dimX)/2 and ω|L ≡ 0. Let
D = {z ∈ C | |z| ≤ 1} be the unit disk. To each continuous map ϕ : D → X with the
Lagrangian boundary condition ϕ(∂D) ⊂ L, one can assign an integer µL([ϕ]), called the
Maslov index. It can be thought as a Chern number of the disk ϕ in the sense that if the
image of a continuous map sphere ϕ : S2 → X intersects L so that ϕ(S2) divides into two
disks ϕ+ : D2 → X and ϕ− : D2 → X, then the following holds:

µL([ϕ
+]) + µL([ϕ

−]) = 2 · c1(TX)([ϕ(S2)]).

The Maslov index is well-defined up to homotopy and we may think of the Maslov index as a
homomorphism µL : π2(X,L) → Z ⊂ R. Because of the Lagrangian boundary condition, we
have a well-defined symplectic area homomorphism ω : π2(X,L) → R defined by ω([ϕ]) :=∫
D
ϕ∗ω.

Definition 3.1. A Lagrangian submanifold L of (X,ω) is called monotone if there exists
δ > 0 such that

(3.2) µL(β) = δ · ω(β) for all β ∈ π2(X,L).

Assume that (X,ω) is not symplectically aspherical, that is, there exists α ∈ π2(X)
such that ω(α) 6= 0. It is known that a monotone Lagrangian can exist only when ω is
monotone. Moreover, if c1(TX) = λ · [ω] and X admits a monotone Lagrangian submanifold
L satisfying (3.2), then δ = 2λ, see [Oh93, Remark 2.3]. Thus if ω is normalized as in (3.1),
we then have

µL(β) = 2 · ω(β) for all β ∈ π2(X,L).

Example 3.2. Let X be the complex projective line CP 1 ≃ S2 with the Fubini–Study
form ωFS. Then every closed Lagrangian submanifold L of (X,ωFS) is diffeomorphic to a
circle. As L divides X into two pieces D+ and D− of disks, we have two holomorphic disks
ϕ+ : D → D+ and ϕ− : D → D−, each of which are both Maslov index two. Therefore L is
monotone if and only if the symplectic areas of D+ and D− are equal.

In [CK21], the first and the third named authors developed a method of computing the
Maslov index of a gradient holomorphic disks, which will be briefly recalled. Let (X,ω) be a
symplectic manifold with a Hamiltonian S1-action and an S1-invariant ω-compatible almost
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complex structure J on X. Let p ∈ X and C be the S1-orbit containing p. If C flows along
the gradient vector field of a moment map with respect to ω and J , then the trajectory of C
defines an embedded J-holomorphic half-cylinder Y diffeomorphic to S1 × R≥0. In the case
where C converges to some point, a fixed point of the action indeed, then it gives rise to a
J-holomorphic disk

ϕ : D → X satisfying ϕ(D \ {0}) = Y .

Such a disk ϕ is called a gradient holomorphic disk. Let us recall the following.

Theorem 3.3 (Theorem A in [CK21]). Let (X,ω) be a symplectic manifold with a Hamilton-
ian S1-action. Let H : X → R be a moment map of the S1-action. Suppose that ϕ : D → X
is a gradient holomorphic disk such that

(1) ϕ(0) is a fixed point of the S1-action,
(2) L is a Lagrangian submanifold of (X,ω) lying on some level set H−1(c), and
(3) ϕ : D → X satifies the Lagrangian boundary condition, that is, ϕ(∂D) ⊂ L.

Then the Maslov index of [ϕ] is equal to −2n0, where n0 is the sum of negative weights of
the tangential S1-representation at ϕ(0).

Gradient holomorphic disks are useful to test whether a given torus invariant Lagrangian
submanifold (Lagrangian toric fibers, for instance) is monotone or not. Here is an example.

Example 3.4 (Fano toric varieties). Let X be an m-dimensional smooth Fano toric variety
with a moment map Φ: X → ∆ ⊂ t∗ ∼= Rm where ∆ is a smooth reflexive polytope and
contains a unique interior lattice point u0 ∈ ∆. By the reflexivity of ∆, the variety X carries
a Kähler form ω invariant under the torus action and satisfying c1(TX) = [ω]. Let F1, . . . , Fκ

be the facets of ∆. For an interior point u of ∆, Cho and Oh proved that a Lagrangian fiber
Lu := Φ−1(u) is monotone if and only if u = u0 in [CO06]. They proved that for each facet
Fi and a generic point p ∈ Lu, there exists a unique holomorphic disk ϕ′

i : D → X of Maslov
index two passing through p such that ϕ′

i(∂D) ⊂ Lu and the area of ϕ′
i(D) is precisely the

affine distance from u to Fi. Therefore, Lu is monotone if and only if the affine distance
from u to all facets are all equal, that is, u = u0.

In fact, ϕ′
i can be described as a gradient holomorphic disk obtained as follows. We first

take the point p ∈ Lu in the previous paragraph and S1 denotes the circle subgroup of T
whose Lie algebra is the one-dimensional subspace of t∗ ∼= Rn perpendicular to the facet
Fi. We take the standard complex structure, which is S1-invariant. Let C be the S1-orbit
containing p. Then the orbit C flows along the gradient vector field of a moment map
for the S1-action and it converges to some fixed point whose moment map image is in the
relative interior of Fi. This trajectory gives a gradient holomorphic disk which we denote by
ϕi : D → X. As the fixed component of the S1-action corresponding to Fi is of codimension
two, the S1-action near π−1(Fi) is semifree and hence ϕi is of Maslov index two. By the
classification of holomorphic disks of Maslov index two in [CO06], we conclude that ϕ′

i = ϕi.

3.2. Q-Gorenstein Fano and normal toric degenerations

Let X be a smooth projective variety of complex dimension m. Let v be a valuation on
the function field C(X) with one-dimensional leaves (see (2.3)), L a very ample line bundle
on X, and h a non-zero reference section in L = H0(X,L). From the choice (L, v, h), we
produce a triple; a semigroup S(L, v, h), a Newton–Okounkov body ∆(L, v, h), and a toric
degeneration π : X → C as in Section 2.2. To produce a monotone Lagrangian torus from
the toric degeneration π of X, we require the toric degeneration π to be normal and the
Newton–Okounkov body ∆(L, v, h) to be Q-Gorenstein Fano, which will be defined in this
section.
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To begin with, we review some notions of polyhedral geometry. Let N be a lattice of rank
m and M := HomZ(N,Z) the dual lattice of N . Let us fix a basis s for the free abelian group
N . Using the fixed basis s, N can be identified with Zm. The dual lattice M can be identified
with Zm via the dual basis of s. We also have the identifications NR := N ⊗ R ≃ Rm and
MR := M ⊗ R ≃ Rm. We take the Cartesian coordinate system v := (v1, v2, · · · , vm) (resp.
u := (u1, u2, · · · , um)) for NR ≃ Rm (resp. MR ≃ Rm). Let 〈·, ·〉 : MR × NR → R be the
canonical pairing. For a non-zero vector v ∈ NR and a real number α ∈ R,

• the hyperplane Hv,α is defined by Hv,α := {u ∈ MR | 〈u,v〉 + α = 0} and
• the (closed) half-space H+

v,α is defined by H+
v,α := {u ∈ MR | 〈u,v〉 + α ≥ 0}.

Suppose that ∆ ⊂ MR is a full-dimensional polytope that contains the origin in its interior,
that is, 0 ∈ Int(∆). Then the polytope ∆ in MR can be uniquely expressed as an intersection
of half-spaces

(3.3) ∆ =

κ⋂

j=1

H+
vj ,1

satisfying the following conditions;

(1) each vector vj ∈ NR,
(2) each hyperplane Hvj ,α contains a facet of ∆, and
(3) {v1,v2, · · · ,vκ} is pairwise distinct.

In the presentation of ∆ in (3.3), note that each vector vj is an inward normal vector to a
facet of ∆ and the number of facets is equal to κ.

Let C be a subset of MR. For a non-zero vector v ∈ NR and a real number α ∈ R, the half-
space H+

v,α is called a supporting half-space of the subset C if C ⊂ H+
v,α and C ∩Hv,α 6= ∅.

In this case, we call Hv,α a supporting hyperplane of C. Note that if C is a polytope ∆, then
a hyperplane containing a lower dimensional stratum can be a supporting hyperplane. We
emphasize that a supporting hyperplane need not contain a facet of ∆.

We recall the “polar dual” of a polytope ∆.

Definition 3.5. Let ∆ be a full-dimensional polytope in MR containing the origin in its
interior. The polar dual of ∆ is defined by

∆◦ := {v ∈ NR | 〈u,v〉 + 1 ≥ 0 for all u ∈ ∆} .

Indeed, ∆◦ is also a polytope containing the origin and it contains the origin in its interior.
Moreover, it satisfies (∆◦)◦ = ∆, see [Brø83, Theorem 6.2] for the proof. The following
proposition provides an alternative way of presenting the polar dual of ∆.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that ∆ ⊂ MR ≃ Rm is a full-dimensional polytope containing
the origin 0 in the interior of ∆. Then the polar dual ∆◦ is equal to the convex hull of
{vj | j = 1, 2, · · · , κ} in NR where vj’s are from the unique presentation (3.3) of ∆.

Proof. Let ∆′ be the convex hull of {vj | j = 1, 2, · · · , κ}. Since 〈u,vj〉 ≥ −1 for all u ∈ ∆,
the polar dual ∆◦ contains all vj ’s. Since ∆◦ is convex, we have ∆′ ⊂ ∆◦. On the other
hand, if u ∈ (∆′)◦, then 〈u,v〉 + 1 ≥ 0 for all v ∈ ∆′. In particular, 〈u,vj〉 + 1 ≥ 0 for all
j = 1, 2, · · · , κ. Hence (∆′)◦ ⊂

⋂κ
j=1H

+
vj ,1

= ∆ so that we have

∆◦ ⊂ ((∆′)◦)◦.

Since ∆′ is a closed and convex set containing 0, ∆◦ ⊂ ∆′ follows from ((∆′)◦)◦ = ∆′. �
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As we are interested in Newton–Okounkov bodies constructed from Theorem 2.4, we are
only concerned with rational polytopes. From now on, every polytope ∆ is assumed to be
rational, which means that all vertices of ∆ have rational coordinates.

Definition 3.7. A full-dimensional rational polytope ∆ ⊂ MR ≃ Rm is called Q-Gorenstein
Fano if there exists a vector u0 ∈ MR and a number λ ∈ Q>0 such that λ ·(∆−u0)

◦ is a Fano
polytope, a lattice polytope each of which vertex is a primitive lattice vector, see [KN13].
Equivalently, the translated polytope ∆− u0 has a presentation of the form (3.3) satisfying
that the λ-multiple of each inward facet normal vector vj is primitive. In this circumstance,
we call that point u0 the center of ∆, which maps to the origin 0 under the translation
u 7→ u − u0. A Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope ∆ ⊂ MR ≃ Rm is said to be normalized if
λ = 1.

Definition 3.8. For a Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope ∆, the Fano polytope λ ·(∆−u0)
◦ ⊂ NR

in Definition 3.7 is called the combinatorial dual of ∆ and denoted by ∆∨. In other words,
∆∨ is the convex hull of all 1-cones of the normal fan of ∆.

Remark 3.9. The name “Q-Gorenstein Fano” is originated from the following geometric
fact. The toric variety associated with the normal fan of a Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope is
Q-Gorenstein Fano as an algebraic variety. Note that the Q-Gorenstein Fano condition is
more general than the “reflexive” condition. Namely, every reflexive polytope is normalized
Q-Gorenstein Fano. In particular, a Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope need not be a lattice
polytope.

Remark 3.10. When ∆ is a normalized Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope with the center u0,
we can compute the polar dual (∆−u0)

◦ using the facet normal vectors of ∆ by Proposition
3.6 as follows. Let {F1, F2, · · · , Fκ} be the set of facets of ∆ and vFj

the primitive inward
normal vector to the facet Fj . Then ∆∨ = (∆− u0)

◦ is expressed as

(∆ − u0)
◦ = Convex hull of

{
vFj

| j = 1, 2, · · · , κ
}
.

If ∆ is a (not necessarily normalized) Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope with the center u0, by
Proposition 3.6, the combinatorial dual ∆∨ of ∆ is equal to

Convex hull of {λ · vj | j = 1, 2, · · · , κ} = Convex hull of
{
vFj

| j = 1, 2, · · · , κ
}
.

Let X be a smooth projective variety polarized by a very ample line bundle L with
N := dimCH0(X,L)− 1. Via the Kodaira embedding ϕL : X → CPN , the variety X can be
regarded as a subvariety of the projective space CPN . Recall that we have chosen a valuation
v : C(X)\{0} → C with one-dimensional leaves and a nonzero section h ∈ H0(X,L). We
then have a semigroup S(L, v, h) associated with the triple (L, v, h).

Assumption 3.11. Throughout this section, the associated semigroup S(L, v, h) is always
assumed to be finitely generated.

By Theorem 2.4, there exists a toric degeneration π : X → C of X associated with the
Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆(L, v, h) such that the diagram (2.1) commutes. Let us choose
a Kähler form ω on X induced from the Fubini–Study form on the ambient projective space,
that is, ω = ϕ∗

LωFS. Such a form ω is said to be inherited from the very ample line bundle
L. When considering a Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆(L, v, h) of X, we equip X with the
Kähler form inherited from L.

Definition 3.12. Let X be a smooth projective variety with a toric degeneration π : X → C

arising from a Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆(L, v, h).
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• We say that π is Q-Gorenstein Fano if the central fiber is Q-Gorenstein Fano as
an algebraic variety. Equivalently, the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆(L, v, h) is Q-
Gorenstein Fano in the sense of Definition 3.7.

• We say that π is normal if the central fiber of π is normal as an algebraic variety.
Equivalently, S(L, v, h) is saturated.

We now construct a monotone Lagrangian torus of a smooth Fano variety equipped with
a Kähler form induced from a very ample line bundle L, which is defined as a positive power
of the anticanonical bundle of X.

Proposition 3.13 (Proposition A). Let X be a smooth Fano variety equipped with a Kähler
form ω inherited from a very ample line bundle L, a positive power of the anticanonical
bundle of X. Suppose that the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆ = ∆(L, v, h) of L with a choice
of (v, h) in Section 2.2 is Q-Gorenstein Fano and the associated toric degeneration is normal.
Let Φ: X → ∆ be a Lagrangian torus fibration constructed from Theorem 2.2. Then the fiber
L := Φ−1(u0) of Φ located at the center u0 of ∆ is a monotone Lagrangian torus.

Proof. Observe that the Kähler form inherited form L is monotone. The very line bundle L
is a positive power of the anticanonical bundle K−1

X of X, i.e., L = (K−1
X )⊗λ for some λ ∈ N.

We have

(3.4) [ω] = c1(L) = λ · c1(TX)

as desired. Since every smooth Fano variety is simply connected, by the long exact sequence
of the pair (X,L), we have

(3.5) π2(X,L) ≃ π2(X)⊕ π1(L).

Regarding π2(X) as H2(X) via the Hurewicz map, (3.4) yields

(3.6) λ · µL(α) = 2 · ω(α) for every spherical class α ∈ π2(X).

Note that λ is exactly the scaling factor associated with ∆ in Definition 3.7.
Consider the Lagrangian toric fiber L0 := Φ−1

0 (u0) in the toric variety X0. Since X0 is
normal, the singular locus of X0 has complex codimension ≥ 2. In particular, the smooth
locus U0 of X0 contains the inverse image Φ−1

0 (int(F )) of each facet F of ∆. Let vF ∈ N be
a primitive integral vector normal to F and S1

F the circle subgroup generated by vF . As in
Example 3.4, there is a gradient holomorphic disk of Maslov index two

uF : D → X

such that uF (∂D) ⊂ L0 and uF (D) ⊂ U0.
Let U1 := φ−1(U0) ⊂ X1 = X be the inverse image of the smooth locus U0 of X0 via

the map φ in Theorem 2.2. The map restricted to U1 is a symplectomorphism from U1 to
U0. Moreover, L maps to L0 via φ. Since the polytope ∆ in MR ≃ Rm is full dimensional
and Q-Gorenstein Fano, we may choose m facets {F1, F2, · · · , Fm} of ∆ such that the the
normal vectors {v1,v2, · · · ,vm} ⊂ N in the expression (3.3) are primitive integral and they
form a basis for NQ ≃ Qm. For each j = 1, 2, · · · ,m, we denote by uFj

: D → X0 a gradient
holomorphic disk of Maslov index two bounded by L0 and let ϕj := uFj

◦ φ be the pull-back
of uFj

along φ : U1 → U0. Note that {[ϕj ] | j = 1, 2, · · · ,m} is a Q-basis of Q⊗Z π1(L).
Since φ is a symplectomorphism, ϕj is of Maslov index two and its symplectic area is the

same as that of uj . Recall that the area of uj is equal to the affine distance λ between the
center and the facet Fj due to Archimedes. Therefore, we have

(3.7) λ · µL([ϕj ]) = 2 · ω([ϕj ]).
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In conclusion, combining (3.5), (3.6), and (3.7) together with the fact that µL and ω are
homomorphisms, we have shown that

λ · µL(β) = 2 · ω(β)

for all β ∈ π2(X,L). Hence, L is monotone. �

Remark 3.14. In [GM22], Galkin–Mikhalkin proved an analog statement. They showed
the monotonicity of a Lagrangian torus obtained from a symplectic parallel transport of the
toric fiber at the center u0 to a generic fiber.

3.3. Newton polytopes from disk counting

The goal of this subsection is to introduce two dual polytopes obtained by counting disks
bounded by a monotone Lagrangian torus. One has been widely used to distinguish monotone
Lagrangian tori in the previous literature and the other is its slight modification.

To each monotone Lagrangian torus L in a 2m-dimensional monotone symplectic manifold
(X,ω), one can assign a disk potential

WL ∈ C[z±1 , . . . , z
±
m],

a Laurent polynomial which encodes counting invariants (a.k.a open Gromov-Witten invari-
ants) of L. We briefly review a construction of the disk potential WL of L.

Choose a ω-compatible almost complex structure J . For each homotopy class β ∈ π2(X,L)
of Maslov index two, we denote by M1(L, J ;β) the moduli space of J-holomorphic disks with
one boundary marked point (ϕ, z0) in the class β (modulo the automorphisms), that is,

M1(L, J ;β) = {(ϕ, z0) | ϕ : (D, ∂D) −→ (X,L), z0 ∈ ∂D, J ◦ dϕ = dϕ ◦ j and [ϕ] = β} / ∼

where j is the standard complex structure on D. The expected dimension of M1(L, J ;β) is
dimR L+#{marked points}+µ(β)−dimR PSL(2,R). In this monotone case, by choosing an
almost complex structure J generically, the moduli space becomes transversal when µ(β) =
2. Moreover, the monotonicity condition ensures that the moduli space M1(L, J ;β) with
µ(β) = 2 is a compact smooth manifold without boundary. Taking an orientation and relative
spin structure on the Lagrangian L, the degree of the evaluation map

ev : M1(L, J ;β) −→ L, (ϕ, z0) 7→ ϕ(z0)

is defined and denoted by n(β,L, J). In other words, the number n(β,L, J) is the (signed)
counting of J-holomorphic disks passing through a generic point of L.

In general, for a general Lagrangian submanifold L (with a fixed choice of an orientation
and a relative spin structure), the number n(β,L, J) does depend on a choice of J . When
L is monotone, one can construct an oriented cobordism between two moduli spaces (with
different choices of a generic almost complex structure) and hence the number n(β,L, J)
becomes a deformation invariant as stated below.

Proposition 3.15 ([EP97]). Suppose that L is a monotone Lagrangian submanifold of
(X,ω). For any class β ∈ π2(X,L) of Maslov index two and generic compatible almost
complex structures J and J ′, the counting invariants n(β;L, J) and n(β;L, J ′) are equal.

From now on, for simplicity, n(β;L, J) is denoted by nβ. To define a disk potential of
L, we make a choice on a tuple B = (ϑ1, ϑ2, · · · , ϑm) of oriented loops that form a Z-basis
for π1(L). The choice leads to the identification π1(L) with N := Zm. Namely, the basis
elements in B then correspond to the standard lattice vectors in N . Let L be a trivial
complex line bundle over L and consider a flat C∗-connection ∇ on L . We take a monomial
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zj := hol∇(ϑj) ∈ (C∗)m for j = 1, 2, · · · ,m. The set of those monomials forms a coordinate
system for the moduli space of flat C∗-connections on L (modulo gauge equivalences).

For a lattice vector v ∈ N , we set zv = z(v1,··· ,vm) to be the monomial zv11 · · · zvmm . The
disk potential of L in [CO06, FOOO10] is defined by

(3.8) WL,B : (C
∗)m −→ C, WL,B(z) =

∑

β∈π2(X,L)

nβ · z∂β

where the sum is taken over all homotopy classes of Maslov index two. We define the first
combinatorial object associated to the disk potential WL,B.

Definition 3.16. We denote by ∆disk
L,B the Newton polytope of the disk potential WL,B of a

monotone Lagrangian torus L, that is,

∆disk
L,B := the convex hull of

{
v |
∑

β;∂β=v
nβ 6= 0

}
in NR.

Remark 3.17. By the Gromov’s compactness theorem, the number of J-holomorphic disks
of Maslov index two is finite. Hence, the convex hull ∆disk

L,B is compact (and hence a polytope).

Remark 3.18. In general, it is hard to find an explicit expression of Wdisk. It is known that
the disk potential can be immediately written from the facets of ∆ if the singular loci of X0

are of particular type, see [NNU10, BGM22].

Suppose that B and B′ are two Z-basis for π1(L) ≃ N . Then there exists an invertible
matrix A ∈ GL(m,Z) such that B maps to B′ under the linear transformation v 7→ Av.
Two disk potentials WL,B and WL,B′ are simply related by the monomial coordinate change

defined by zv 7→ zAv. In particular, the Newton polytopes ∆disk
L,B and ∆disk

L,B′ are unimodularly
equivalent.

Definition 3.19. Two polytopes ∆ and ∆′ are called unimodularly equivalent if ∆ maps to
∆′ under a unimodular equivalence, that is, an affine transformation v 7→ Av+ v0 for some
A ∈ GL(m,Z) and v0 ∈ Rm.

From now on, two Newton polytopes are regarded as the same if they are unimodularly
equivalent. We simply suppress B in the notation ∆disk

L,B , that is, ∆
disk
L := ∆disk

L,B for simplicity.

Suppose that φ : X → X is a symplectomorphism such that φ(L1) = L2. We take a Z-
basis φ∗B = (φ ◦ ϑ1, φ ◦ ϑ2, · · · , φ ◦ ϑm) consisting of oriented loops for π1(L2) and set z′j :=

hol∇(φ◦ϑj). By Proposition 3.15, two counting invariants n(β1;L1, J1) and n(φ∗β1;L2, φ∗J1)
are equal and hence WL1,B agrees with WL2,φ∗B under the transformation zj 7→ z′j for j =
1, 2, · · · ,m. We then have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.20. Consider two monotone Lagrangian tori L1 and L2 in a symplectic manifold
(X,ω). If there is a symplectomorphism φ : X → X such that φ(L1) = L2, then the Newton
polytopes ∆disk

L1
and ∆disk

L2
of disk potentials are unimodularly equivalent.

Remark 3.21. This corollary has been employed to distinguish the constructed monotone
Lagrangian tori, see [Aur15, Via16, Via17] for instance.

We introduce the Newton polytope ∆ref
L of the “refined” version of the disk potential WL

in the sense of effective disk classes. For motivation, we now discuss some drawbacks of this
disk potential Wdisk in (3.8) to distinguish monotone Lagrangian tori. Originally, the disk
potential function Wdisk in [FOOO09] was defined on the Maurer–Cartan space of L. To
make the expression malleable, it is usually written in the form of a Laurent polynomial or
series by restricting the Maurer–Cartan space to H1(L) (provided H1(L) is a subset of the
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Maurer–Cartan space) and taking a basis B = {ϑ1, ϑ2, · · · , ϑm} for π1(L) = Hom(H1(L);Z).
However, throughout this process, we lose some information. Suppose that there are two
distinct classes β and β′ that can be realized as a holomorphic disk satisfying

(1) ∂(β) = ∂(β′) and
(2) µ(β) = µ(β′) = 2.

If their counting invariants are canceled, that is, nβ + nβ′ = 0, then the disk potential
Wdisk cannot capture the existence of such disks. To capture this piece of information on
the existence, we shall modify this disk potential which is more relevant to distinguish the
constructed monotone Lagrangian tori in our situation.

Definition 3.22. Identify N ≃ Zm with the fundamental group π1(L). For a lattice vector
v ∈ N , we define

cv :=

{
1 if there exists β ∈ π2(X,L) such that ∂β = v and nβ 6= 0,

0 otherwise.

The refined disk potential of L is defined by

(3.9) W ref
L (z) :=

∑

v∈N

cv · zv.

Definition 3.23. We denote by ∆ref
L the Newton polytope of the refined disk potential W ref

L

of a monotone Lagrangian torus L, that is,

∆ref
L := the convex hull of {v | ∃β such that v = ∂β and nβ 6= 0} in NR.

We also have the invariance of the Newton polytope of a refined disk potential by Propo-
sition 3.15.

Corollary 3.24. Suppose that there are two monotone Lagrangian tori L1 and L2 in a
symplectic manifold (X,ω). If there is a symplectomorphism φ : X → X such that φ(L1) =
L2, then the Newton polytopes ∆ref

L1
and ∆ref

L2
of refined disk potentials are unimodularly

equivalent.

In the remaining part of this section, we explore the relationship between ∆∨ in Defini-
tion 3.8 and ∆ref

L,B in Definition 3.23. Recall that the Lagrangian torus L is constructed from
the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆ ⊂ MR ≃ Rm. The set B0 is taken as the oriented loops
{ϑ1, ϑ2, · · · , ϑm} in L respectively corresponding to the dual basis elements of the standard
basis for M via N ≃ π1(L). From now on, we set ∆ref

L := ∆ref
L,B0

for notational simplicity.

Proposition 3.25. The combinatorial dual ∆∨ of a Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope ∆ is con-
tained in the Newton polytope of the refined disk potential W ref

L , that is, ∆∨ ⊂ ∆ref
L .

Remark 3.26. Recall that ∆disk
L,B0

denotes the Newton polytope of the disk potential WL,B0
of

L. The authors do not know whether ∆∨ ⊂ ∆disk
L,B0

holds or not in a general setting. Recently,

Galkin–Mikhalkin in [GM22] discovered an algebro-geometric condition on ∆∨ = ∆disk
L,B0

. To

apply their criterion, one needs to verify that both the toric variety (X0,Sing(X0))) and
the total space (X,Sing(X) = Sing(X0)) are QΓ-spaces, see the definition therein. In our
criterion, we do not need to check that (X,Sing(X)) is a QΓ-space because we introduce the
refined disk potential and make use of the map φ in Theorem 2.2.

We denoted by Fj the facet of ∆ contained in the hyperplane Hvj ,1 in (3.3). Let βj ∈
π2(X,L) be a homotopy class represented by a gradient holomorphic disk intersecting the
inverse image of Fj . Such a class is called basic. To orient the moduli space M(L;βj), we
take a spin structure and an orientation of L given by the torus action.
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Lemma 3.27. For each j = 1, 2, · · · , κ, the counting invariant of βj is one, that is, nβj
= 1.

In particular, the refined disk potential of L is of the form

W ref
L (z) =

κ∑

j=1

zvj + W̃ ref
L (z)

where W̃ ref
L (z) is a subtraction-free Laurent polynomial.

Proof. Let β be a basic class of (X,L) corresponding to a facet F . To compute the counting
invariant nβ, we exploit the toric degeneration X of X. Set Lτ := φ1,τ (L). By using the
toric structure on X0, we generate a gradient holomorphic disk ϕ : (D, ∂D) → (X0, L0) that
intersects with the inverse image of the relative interior of F . The image of ϕ is contained
in the smooth locus U0 := X0\Sing(X0).

Choose a compatible almost complex structure J1 on X1 as an extension of the pull-back
of the toric complex structure on an open subset of φ−1(U0) by the commutativity of (2.2).
By taking the interpolation part sufficiently small enough for the extension, we may assume
the composition φ−1 ◦ ϕ becomes a J1-holomorphic disk. In particular, φ∗(β) = [ϕ].

Let X̃0 be a simplicialization of the central toric varietyX0. It comes with a toric morphism

Π: X̃0 → X0. The inverse image L̃0 := Π−1(L0) is a Lagrangian toric fiber of X̃0 because

the algebraic torus of X̃0 maps into the algebraic torus of X0. We denote by β̃ the class
represented by a strict transformation ϕ̃ of ϕ. On the other hand, since the toric morphism
Π is holomorphic, the map Π induces

Π∗ : M(L̃0, J̃0; β̃) −→ M(L0, J0;φ∗(β)) ϕ′ 7→ Π ◦ ϕ′

where J0 and J̃0 are the standard complex structure.
We claim that the map Π∗ is an orientation preserving diffeomorphism. To see it, we first

note that ϕ is equal to Π◦ϕ̃ inM(L0, J0;φ∗(β)) by the construction of strict transformations.

Also, ϕ′ is equal to the strict transformation of Π◦ϕ′ in M(L̃0, J̃0; β̃). It is because the class

β̃ of Maslov index two is regular and hence spheres cannot bubble off. The classification of

holomorphic disks in [CP14] yields that two holomorphic disks in the basic class β̃ having
the same boundary are equal. Thus, the map Π∗ is a diffeomorphism. By choosing a spin
structure and orientation of L induced from the torus action, the counting invariant is one,
that is, n

β̃
= 1 again by the classification of holomorphic disks in [CP14]. Then the map Π∗

is orientation preserving.
Combining the above, we obtain the following commutative diagram

M1(L1, J1;β)
φ∗ //

ev

��

M1(L0, J0;φ∗(β))

ev

��

M1(L̃0, J̃0; β̃)
Π∗oo

ev
��

L1
φ

// L0 L̃0.
Π

oo

such that every arrow is an orientation preserving diffeomorphism. In particular, nβ = 1. �

Proof of Proposition 3.25. By Lemma 3.27, the inclusion is derived. �

4. Infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori via cluster mutations

Let X be a smooth Fano variety of complex dimension m polarized by a very ample line
bundle L, a positive power of the anticanonical bundle of X. Thanks to Proposition 3.13, X
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possesses a monotone Lagrangian torus if X admits the normal toric degeneration associated
with a Q-Gorenstein Fano Newton–Okounkov polytope. Suppose that X has an infinite
family of such Q-Gorenstein Fano and normal toric degenerations. Then we produce an
infinite family of monotone Lagrangian tori of X. The goal of this section is to devise a
criterion for the family to contain infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori when
the family of Newton–Okounkov polytopes has a tropical cluster structure, see Definition 4.3
for the precise meaning.

4.1. Cluster varieties and cluster algebras

We begin by reviewing some notions on skew-symmetrizable cluster algebras and varieties,
following Fock–Goncharov [FG09] and Gross–Hacking–Keel [GHK15a].

We fix the following data Γ (called a fixed data) consisting of

• a lattice N of finite rank with a skew-symmetric bilinear form

{· , ·} : N ×N −→ Q,

• an unfrozen sublattice Nuf ⊂ N , a saturated sublattice of N ,
• an index set J such that |J | = rankN ,
• a subset Juf of J such that |Juf | = rankNuf ,
• a sublattice N◦ ⊂ N of finite index such that

{Nuf , N
◦} ⊂ Z and {N,Nuf ∩N◦} ⊂ Z,

• positive integers dj for j ∈ J of which greatest common divisor is one.

For the fixed data Γ, a seed is a labeled collection of elements of N

(4.1) s := (ej | j ∈ J)

such that {ej | j ∈ J} is Z-basis for N , {ej | j ∈ Juf} is a Z-basis of Nuf , and {djej | j ∈ J}
is a Z-basis for N◦.

We set εr,s := {er, es} ds. Note that εr,s ∈ Z if at least one of r and s is in Juf . We then
obtain a (not necessarily skew-symmetric) matrix ε = (εr,s)r,s∈J ∈ MJ×J(Q). The matrix is
called an exchange matrix of Γ. Note that

(4.2) εr,sdr + εs,rds = 0.

Let M := HomZ(N,Z) be the dual lattice of N . We denote by {e∗j | j ∈ J} the dual basis

of {ej | j ∈ J} for M . Let M◦ := HomZ(N
◦,Z) be the dual lattice of N◦. We also have

a Z-basis {fj := d−1
j e∗j | j ∈ J} for M◦. To each seed s, we associate the dual pair of an

A-torus As and an X -torus A∨
s
defined by

(4.3) As
:= TN◦ := Spec(C[M◦]) and A∨

s
:= TM := Spec(C[N ]).

For a given fixed data Γ and a chosen seed s0, we can produce seeds and exchange matrices
by mutating the seed s0 into all possible directions in Juf inductively. The chosen seed s0 at
the beginning is called an initial seed. For each index k ∈ Juf , the mutation in the k-direction
of various data is defined below.

Definition 4.1. Let [a]+ := max{a, 0} and sgn(a) := the sign of a. For an index k ∈ Juf ,
the mutation of a seed s in the kth-direction is a seed µk(s) := s

′ defined by

(4.4) s
′ := (e′j | j ∈ J), e′j :=

{
−ej if j = k,

ej + [εj,k]+ ek if j 6= k.

Here, the exchange matrix (εj,k) is associated with the seed s. The basis element e′j is also

denoted by µk(ej).
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Then the set {e′j | j ∈ J} is still a Z-basis for N . The subset {e′j | j ∈ Juf} is a Z-basis

for Nuf and {dje
′
j | j ∈ J} also forms a Z-basis for N◦. Note that the basis {f ′j | j ∈ J} is

obtained from {fj | j ∈ J} via the formula

(4.5) f ′j :=

{
−fk +

∑
i[εk,i]+ fi if j = k,

fj if j 6= k

because εr,sdr + εs,rds = 0. Also, under the mutation µk in (4.4), the exchange matrix is
also mutated via the formula µk(ε) := ε′ given by

(4.6) ε′ := (ε′r,s)r,s∈J , ε′r,s := {e′r, e
′
s}ds =

{
−εr,s if r = k or s = k,

εr,s + sgn(εk,s)[εr,kεk,s]+ otherwise.

As in (4.3), each seed assigns an A-torus and an X -torus. We define a birational transfor-
mation between A-tori (resp. between X -tori). For each seed s = (ej | j ∈ J), we associate
the coordinate functions (Xj := zej | j ∈ J) on the X -torus A∨

s
. Dually, we associate the

coordinate functions (Aj := zfj | j ∈ J) on the A-torus As. For s
′ = µk(s), we denote by A′

j

the coordinate function zf
′
j on A

s
′ corresponding to f ′j and have

(4.7) µk : As 99K As
′ , µ∗

k(A
′
j) =

{
A−1

k

(∏
i∈J A

[εk,i]+
i +

∏
i∈J A

[−εk,i]+
i

)
if j = k,

Aj if j 6= k.

For s′ = µk(s), we denote by X ′
j the coordinate function ze

′
j on A∨

s
′ and have

(4.8) µk : A
∨
s
99K A∨

s
′ , µ∗

k(X
′
j) =




X−1

j if j = k,

Xj

(
1 +X

−sgn(εj,k)
k

)−εj,k
if j 6= k.

To parametrize the seeds, let T be the oriented rooted tree with |Juf | outgoing edges from
each vertex labeled by the elements of Juf . The root t0 corresponds to the initial seed s0. If
two vertices t and t′ are connected by a directed edge from t to t′, then we denote by

(4.9) µk(t) = t′.

Also, the seed and the exchange matrix corresponding to t are denoted by st and εt, respec-
tively. By gluing the A-tori via the birational transformations (4.7), we obtain a scheme

(4.10) AΓ,s0 =
⋃

t∈T

Ast ,

which is called an A-cluster variety of the chosen data (Γ, s0). Dually, an X -cluster variety
of the data (Γ, s0) is defined by gluing the X -tori via the birational transformations (4.8)

(4.11) A∨
Γ,s0 =

⋃

t∈T

A∨
st
.

The X -cluster variety A∨
Γ,s0

is also called the (Fock–Goncharov) dual of AΓ,s0 .
We also deal with cluster algebras and upper cluster algebras later on and we briefly recall

them. From the fixed data Γ and an initial seed s0, consider the function field C(As0
) of the

A-torus As0
. Suppose that st is obtained by applying a finite sequence of mutations in (4.4)

to s, that is, st = µt0,t(st0) for some µt0,t := µkℓ ◦ · · · ◦ µk2 ◦ µk1 . For j ∈ J , we denote by
Aj,st the coordinate function corresponding to fj,st on the torus Ast associated with t. By
the Laurent phenomenon in [FZ02], every coordinate function Aj,st for Ast can be expressed
as a Laurent polynomial of the variables {Aj,t0 | j ∈ J} by pulling Aj,t via the sequence
of mutations corresponding to µt0,t for A-cluster charts in (4.7). By abuse of notation, we
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denote by µt0,t the corresponding sequence of mutations in (4.7) and denote the Laurent
polynomial

(4.12) Aj,t := µ∗
t,t0

(Aj,st) ∈ C(As0
).

We define upper cluster algebras and ordinary cluster algebras associated with (Γ, s0).

Definition 4.2. An upper cluster algebra up(A) is defined by

up(A) =
⋂

t∈T

C[A±1
j,t | j ∈ J ] ⊂ C(As0

).

An (ordinary) cluster algebra ord(A) is defined by the C-subalgebra of C(As0
) generated by

{Aj,t | t ∈ T, j ∈ Juf} ∪
{
A±1

j,t | t ∈ T, j ∈ J\Juf
}
.

Each element of the tuple (Aj,t)j∈J is called a cluster variable.

Indeed, the upper/ordinary cluster algebras in Definition 4.2 can be defined from smaller
pieces of information than a fixed data Γ and a seed s0 in (4.1). For the later usage of
cluster algebras in Chapter 5 and 6, we recall Fomin–Zelevinsky’s way of constructing cluster
algebras in [FZ02]. Let C(zj | j ∈ J) be the field of rational functions. A Fomin–Zelevinsky’s
seed s consists of

• a J-tuple (Aj)j∈J of elements that is a free generating set of C(zj | j ∈ J)
• a matrix ε = (εr,s)r∈Juf ,s∈J ∈ MJuf×J(Z) such that (4.2) holds for all r, s ∈ Juf .

The matrix ε is called an extended exchange matrix. Out of a seed ((Aj)j∈J , ε), we can
produce Fomin–Zelevinsky’s seeds by mutating the seed s0 into all possible directions in Juf
inductively. The mutation formulas for Fomin–Zelevinsky’s seeds are given in (4.7) and (4.6).
We then can produce up(A) and ord(A) in Definition 4.2.

In this case, the mutations are involutive and hence it suffices to employ an unoriented
|Juf |-regular tree whose edges are labeled by Juf to parametrize the Fomin–Zelevinsky’s seeds.
By abuse of notation, we also denote by T this tree and call it the exchange graph.

4.2. Tropicalized cluster mutations and Q-Gorenstein Fano polytopes

Let X be a smooth projective variety polarized by a very ample line bundle L. Let us take
a reference section h ∈ L := H0(X,L) as in (2.4). Suppose that there exist a fixed data Γ
and an initial seed s0 = st0 . We inductively produce the set {st | t ∈ T} of seeds generated
by st0 as in Section 4.1 and parametrized by the vertices of an oriented rooted tree T with
|Juf | outgoing edges labeled by the elements of Juf from each vertex.

Suppose that we have a family of valuations with one-dimensional leaves and parametrized
by the vertices of T, say {vt | t ∈ T}. Assume that the semigroup St := S(L, vt, h)
constructed from vt is finitely generated. (Recall that every semigroup obtained from a
valuation generated by a cluster algebra is always finitely generated, see [GHKK18, Sec-
tion 8.3].) Let ∆t := ∆(L, vt, h) be the Newton–Okounkov polytope of X corresponding
to St for each t ∈ T in (2.5). Using the seed st, each Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t

(resp. semigroup St) in the family can be regarded as a subset of MR = R〈e∗j | j ∈ J〉 ={∑
j uje

∗
j | uj ∈ R for all j ∈ J

}
≃ RJ (resp. R≥0 ×MR ≃ R≥0 × RJ).

We now describe relation between semigroups St and St′ and between Newton–Okounkov
polytopes ∆t and ∆t′ .

Definition 4.3. Consider a family {St ⊂ R≥0 ×MR | t ∈ T} of semigroups parametrized by
T and the family {∆t ⊂ MR | t ∈ T} of associated Newton–Okounkov bodies, which are also
parametrized by T.
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(1) For an unfrozen index k ∈ Juf and a pair (t, t′) of vertices with µk(t) = t′ in T, a
tropicalized cluster mutation in the kth-direction

µT
k : MR ≃st R

J −→ MR ≃
s
′
t
RJ

is defined to be a piecewise-linear transformation defined by

(4.13) u := (uj) 7→ u′ := (u′j), u′j =





−uj if j = k

uj + [εk,j]+ uk if j 6= k and uk ≥ 0

uj + [−εk,j]+ uk if j 6= k and uk ≤ 0

where εt = (εi,j)i,j∈J is the exchange matrix associated with t.
(2) We also define

(4.14) µ̂T
k : R≥0 ×MR ≃st R≥0 × RJ −→ R≥0 ×MR ≃st′

R≥0 × RJ

by µ̂T
k (r,u) := (r, µT

k (u)). This map µ̂T
k is also called a tropicalized cluster mutation

in the kth-direction.
(3) The family of semigroups parametrized by T is said to have a tropical cluster structure

if for every pair (t, t′) of vertices with t′ = µk(t), the associated semigroups St and
St′ are related by the tropicalized cluster mutation µ̂T

k in the kth-direction, that is,

St′ = µ̂T
k (St).

(4) The family of Newton–Okounkov bodies of X parametrized by T is said to have a
tropical cluster structure if for every pair (t, t′) of vertices with t′ = µk(t), the asso-
ciated Newton–Okounkov bodies ∆t and ∆t′ are related by the tropicalized cluster
mutation µT

k in the kth-direction, that is, ∆t′ = µT
k (∆t).

Remark 4.4. We outline a scenario where a smooth projective variety X has a tropical
cluster structure. The reader is referred to [FO20, Section 4] for a detailed explanation.
Consider a cluster ensemble (AΓ,s0 ,A

∨
Γ,s0

) defined in (4.10) and (4.11). Assume that X is

a compactification of the A-cluster variety AΓ,s0 and let X∨ be a (partial compactification)
of its dual X -cluster variety A∨

Γ,s0
. Suppose that the compactification X is a smooth Fano

projective variety and a Landau–Ginzburg mirror of X is given by a regular function W
on the X -cluster variety X∨. In [GHKK18], they constructed a theta basis for a certain
class of cluster algebras from a scattering diagram. When a seed s is fixed, the g-vectors
of this theta basis are parametrized by the tropical integer points of the Newton–Okounkov
polytope, which is constructed from a valuation from the exchange matrix associated with s.
In this case, every set of g-vectors from a seed and the set of g-vectors from the initial seed are
related by a finite sequence of tropicalized (X -)cluster mutations and so are the corresponding
Newton–Okounkov polytopes. Also, it is expected that the Newton–Okounkov polytopes are
given by the tropicalization of the LG mirror (X∨,W ) restricted to a cluster chart.

Suppose that the family {St | t ∈ T} of finitely generated semigroups has a tropical cluster
structure and hence the family {∆t | t ∈ T} of corresponding Newton–Okounkov bodies of
X also has a tropical cluster structure. By Theorem 2.4, each ∆t is a rational polytope. The
following lemmas discuss that if the toric degeneration at the initial seed is Q-Gorenstein
Fano and normal, then so are all the other toric degenerations.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that the semigroup St0 at the initial seed is saturated. Then, for each
t ∈ T, the semigroup St is also saturated.

Proof. By induction, it suffices to prove that if µk(t) = t′ for k ∈ Juf and St is saturated,
then so is St′ . We need to check that if n · (r,u′) ∈ St′ for (r,u′) ∈ N × ZJ and n ∈ N,
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then (r,u′) ∈ St′ . Since µT
k is a bijection on the lattice ZJ and µ̂T

k is a bijection from St to

St′ , there exists (r,u) ∈ N × ZJ such that µ̂T
k (r,u) = (r,u′) and n · (r,u) ∈ St. Since St is

saturated, (r,u) ∈ St and hence (r,u′) ∈ St′ . �

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t0 at the initial seed is (resp.
normalized) Q-Gorenstein Fano with the center 0. Then, for every t ∈ T, the corresponding
Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t is also (resp. normalized) Q-Gorenstein Fano with the center
0.

Proof. By induction, it suffices to prove that if µk(t) = t′ for some k ∈ Juf and ∆t is Q-
Gorenstein Fano with the center at the origin 0, then so is ∆t′ . Since ∆t is Q-Gorenstein
Fano, there are c ∈ Q>0 and primitive lattice vectors v1,v2, · · · ,vκ such that ∆t is expressed
as

∆t =
κ⋂

j=1

H+
cvj ,1

satisfying the conditions for (3.3). Since ∆t′ also contains the origin in the interior, ∆t′ can
be expressed as

(4.15) ∆t′ =
κ′⋂

j=1

H+
cv′

j,1
where v′

j ∈ NR for j = 1, 2, · · · κ′

satisfying the conditions for (3.3).
We claim that every v′

j in (4.15) is a primitive lattice vector. From the explicit expression

of the tropicalized cluster mutation µT
k in (4.13), depending on the sign of uk, the image

µT
k (u) is determined by two linear transformations. Let us denote µT

k (u) by Au or Bu for

some A,B ∈ GL(J,Z). Then the half space H+
cvj,1

corresponds to H+
c(AT )−1vj ,1

, H+
c(BT )−1vj ,1

,

or both. Consequently,

{v′
1,v

′
2, · · · ,v

′
κ′} ⊂

{
(AT )−1v1, · · · , (A

T )−1vκ

}
∪
{
(BT )−1v1, · · · , (B

T )−1vκ

}
.

If A ∈ GL(J,Z) and v is a primitive lattice vector, then Av is also primitive. Thus, every
vector v′

j is a primitive lattice vector and ∆t′ is also Q-Gorenstein Fano with the center
0. �

In general, the origin 0 ∈ MR may not be the center of a Q-Gorenstein Fano Newton–
Okounkov polytope ∆ according to our definition of Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope in Defini-
tion 3.7. To apply Lemma 4.6, we need to translate ∆ to position the center at the origin
0. In general, however, the translations and the tropicalized cluster mutations may not
commute. We explore a condition that ensures commutativity.

Recall that for each t ∈ T, a point u of MR can be regarded as a point in RJ ≃st MR. Let
(t, t′) be a pair of vertices with µk(t) = t′ in T for an index k ∈ Juf . Fix a point u0 ∈ MR.
For each t ∈ T, let ut,0 be the image of u0 under the identification given by st :

(4.16) MR ≃st R
J (u0 7→ ut,0).

We denoted by τt : R
J → RJ the translation defined by u 7→ u− ut,0.

Lemma 4.7. Let (t, t′) be a pair of vertices with µk(t) = t′ in T for an index k ∈ Juf . Fix a
point u0 ∈ MR. Let ut,0 be the image of the point u0 under (4.16). Then the following are
equivalent.

(1) The point ut,0 is fixed under the tropicalized cluster mutation µT
k , that is,

(4.17) µT
k (ut,0) = ut′,0.
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(2) The translations and the tropicalized cluster mutation are commutative, that is,

τt′ ◦ µ
T
k = µT

k ◦ τt on RJ .

(3) The k-th component of ut,0 is equal to zero, that is, ut,0,k = 0 where ut,0 = (ut,0,j)j∈J .

Proof. The statement (1) ⇒ (2) follows from

(µT
k ◦ τt)(u) = µT

k (u− ut,0) = µT
k (u)− ut′,0 = (τt′ ◦ µ

T
k )(u).

For (2) ⇒ (3), we observe

(4.18) −ut′,0 = τt′(0) = (τt′ ◦ µ
T
k )(0) = (µT

k ◦ τt)(0) = µT
k (−ut,0) = −µT

k (ut,0).

Restricting to the k-th component of (4.18), we obtain

ut′,0,k = µT
k (ut,0)k = −ut′,0,k,

It in turn implies that ut,0,k = 0 by the (piecewise)-linearity of µT
k . Finally, suppose that (3)

holds. Then (4.17) is obtained by the expression (4.13) for µT
k . �

Corollary 4.8. Let u0 ∈ MR and ut,0 be the image of u0 under (4.16). Let Mfr,R be the
R-vector space generated by {e∗j | j ∈ J\Juf}. The following are equivalent.

(1) For each index k ∈ Juf , the point ut,0 is fixed under the tropicalized cluster mutation
µT
k , that is, µ

T
k (ut,0) = ut′,0 for µk(t) = t′.

(2) For each index k ∈ Juf , the translations and the tropicalized cluster mutations are
commutative, that is, τt′ ◦ µ

T
k = µT

k ◦ τt on RJ for µk(t) = t′.
(3) The point ut,0 is contained in the space Mfr,R.

Let ut0,0 be the center of the Q-Gorenstein Fano Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t0 at the
initial seed. We define a point ut,0 of ∆t by the image of ut0,0 under the composition of the
identifications

(4.19) RJ ≃st0
MR ≃st R

J (ut0,0 7→ u0 7→ ut,0).

Lemma 4.9. For t ∈ T, let ∆t be a Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope with the center ut,0. Suppose
that for a pair (t, t′) of vertices with µk(t) = t′ in T and an index k ∈ Juf , (4.17) holds. Then
µT
k (∆t) = ∆t′ is also a Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope with the center ut′,0.

Proof. Consider the translated polytope ∆t − ut,0 = τt(∆t), which is a Q-Gorenstein Fano
polytope with the center 0. By Lemma 4.6 and 4.7, (τt′ ◦ µk)(∆t) = (µk ◦ τt)(∆t) is also
Q-Gorenstein Fano with the center 0. Therefore, ∆t′ is a Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope with
the center ut′,0. �

In summary, by combining Lemma 4.5 and 4.9, we deduce the following proposition.

Proposition 4.10. Suppose that the family {St | t ∈ T} of finitely generated semigroups
has a tropical cluster structure and hence the family {∆t | t ∈ T} of corresponding Newton–
Okounkov bodies of X also has a tropical cluster structure. If

(1) the semigroup St0 is saturated,
(2) the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t0 is Q-Gorenstein Fano with the center u0, and
(3) the center u0 is fixed under the tropicalized cluster mutation of each direction in the

sense of (4.17),

then every polytope ∆t in the family is Q-Gorenstein Fano with the center ut,0 and the toric
degeneration associated with ∆t is normal.
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4.3. Infinitely many tori from tropically related Newton–Okounkov polytopes

Let X be a smooth Fano variety of complex dimension m equipped with the Kähler form
of a very ample line bundle L, a positive power of the anticanonical bundle of X. Suppose
that we have a family {St | t ∈ T} of finitely generated semigroups, each of which gives rise
to a Q-Gorenstein Fano Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t and a normal toric degeneration
of a smooth projective variety X. If the family has a tropical cluster structure, then have
the family of monotone Lagrangian tori of X by Proposition 3.13. The following theorem
provides a criterion for the existence of infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori.

Theorem 4.11 (Theorem C). Let X be a smooth Fano variety equipped with a Kähler form
inherited from a very ample line bundle L given by a positive power of the anticanonical
bundle of X. Suppose that X admits the family of normal toric degenerations constructed
from a family {∆t | t ∈ T} of Q-Gorenstein Fano Newton–Okounkov polytopes of L having
a tropical cluster structure. Let Lt be a monotone Lagrangian torus constructed from ∆t by
Proposition 3.13. Assume that the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆t0 at the initial seed contains
the origin 0 and the center u0 of ∆t0 is fixed under the tropicalized cluster mutation of each
direction. If there exists a sequence (tℓ)ℓ∈N of seeds and a sequence (rℓ, sℓ)ℓ∈N of indices in
Juf × J such that

(1) the sequence (εrℓ,sℓ)ℓ∈N consisting of the (rℓ, sℓ)-entry in the exchange matrix εtℓ
associated with tℓ diverges to −∞ as ℓ → ∞,

(2) the Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆tℓ is contained in the half-space H+
esℓ

,0 where stℓ =

(ej | j ∈ J), and
(3) the image of the polytope ∆tℓ under the tropicalized cluster mutation µT

rℓ
in the rℓ-

direction is contained in the half-space H+
e′sℓ

,0 where sµrℓ
(tℓ) = (e′j | j ∈ J),

then the family {Lℓ | ℓ ∈ N} contains infinitely many monotone Lagrangian tori, no two of
which are related by any symplectomorphisms.

Here are some remarks on the conditions of Theorem 4.11.

Remark 4.12. We emphasize that the corresponding hyperplane Hes,0 (resp. He′s,0) need

not contain a facet of ∆tℓ (resp. µ
T
rℓ
(∆tℓ)) in the condition (2) (resp. (3)). It would be harder

to apply Theorem 4.11 if one has to verify that the hyperplane contains a facet. Indeed, the
conditions (1), (2), and (3) can be checked by information from the lattice points contained
in ∆ without figuring out facets of ∆tℓ and µT

rℓ
(∆tℓ).

Note that if a polytope ∆′ is obtained from another polytope ∆ by applying the tropicalized
cluster mutation µT

r in the rth-direction and ∆ contains the origin 0 ∈ M , then ∆′ also
contains the origin 0 ∈ M . Hence, if the polytope ∆t0 at the initial seed contains the origin
0, then so do the others.

Remark 4.13. Suppose that the positive numbers dj ’s in the fixed data Γ are all one and
hence every exchange matrix is skew-symmetric. In this case, the exchange matrix can
be represented as a quiver. The condition (1) says that there is a sequence of quivers in
the mutation class of the initial quiver qt0 such that the multiplicity of arrows from r to
s goes to infinity. From a polyhedron-geometric perspective, the condition (1) means that
the Newton–Okounkov polytopes get thinner and thinner through the sequence of mutations
in a specific direction (as the volume is equal to the degree of the projective embedding of
(X,L) and hence invariant under the mutations).

For the existence of such half-spaces in the (2) and (3), we consider the scattering diagram
for the cluster variety AΓ,s0 in Gross–Siebert’s program in [GS11]. The cluster variety AΓ,s0
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is contained in the log Calabi–Yau manifold X\D where D is a normal crossing anticanonical
divisor. To each irreducible component of D, there is the corresponding initial ray getting
into a scattering diagram. Although the initial ray can be scattered into multiple broken
lines, there should be one single ray parallel to the initial ray. It corresponds to a Laurent
monomial in the superpotential W on X∨, which corresponds to a hyperplane. It means that
no matter what you take a chamber in the scattering diagram (resp. a Newton–Okounkov
polytope in the family) there exists the specific initial ray (resp. a facet corresponding to
the specific component of D.)

A key part of the proof of Theorem 4.11 is to extract pieces of data from the iterative
process (4.13) that enable us to distinguish Lagrangian tori without probing individual toric
degeneration and Newton–Okounkov polytope. We begin by collecting some lemmas.

Lemma 4.14 (Theorem 6.4 in [Brø83]). Suppose that a polytope ∆ contains the origin 0 in
its interior. Let ∆◦ be the polar of ∆. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) The hyperplane Hv,1 is a supporting hyperplane of the polytope ∆.
(2) The vector v is contained in the boundary of ∆◦, that is, v ∈ ∆◦\Int(∆◦).

Lemma 4.15. Suppose that a polytope ∆′ is the image of a polytope ∆ under the tropicalized
cluster mutation µT

r in (4.13), that is, ∆′ = µT
r (∆). Assume that the polytope ∆ contains the

origin 0. If ∆ is contained in the half-space H+
es,0

, ∆′ is contained in the half-space H+
e′s,0

,

and εr,s ≤ 0, then the half-space H+
es−εr,ser ,0

is a supporting half-space of ∆.

Proof. To show that H+
es−εr,ser ,0

is a supporting half-space of ∆, consider the mutated poly-

tope ∆′. Since ∆′ is contained in H+
e′s,0

, we have

(µT
r (u))s ≥ 0.

By the relation (4.13), each point u in the Newton–Okounkov body ∆ satisfies

(µT
r (u))s =

{
us if ur ≥ 0

us − εr,sur if ur ≤ 0.

In both cases, we claim that us − εr,sur ≥ 0.

(1) If ur ≤ 0, then us − εr,sur = (µT
r (u))s ≥ 0.

(2) If ur ≥ 0, then us − εr,sur ≥ us = (µT
r (u))s ≥ 0 because εr,s ≤ 0.

Moreover, the origin 0 is contained in the intersection Hes−εr,ser,0∩∆ and hence H+
es−εr,ser ,0

is a supporting half-space of ∆. �

We are ready to prove Theorem 4.11. Before presenting its proof, we address an issue
that one should be cautious about. Suppose that ∆ is a normalized Q-Gorenstein Fano
polytope with the center u0. Let H+

v,a be a supporting half-space of the polytope ∆ where

v is a primitive lattice vector. Let τ : RJ → RJ be the translation u 7→ u − u0. If the
hyperplane Hv,a contains a facet, then τ(∆) = ∆−u0 also has a supporting half-space H+

v,1

by Remark 3.10. However, if Hv,a does not contain a facet, depending on u0, H
+
v,1 may not

be a supporting half-space because

τ(H+
v,a) = H+

v

〈u0,v〉+a
,1.

More generally, suppose that ∆ is a (not necessarily normalized) Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope
with the center u0. There exists c ∈ Q such that c ·(∆−u0) is normalized. Set λ = c−1. If ∆
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has a supporting half-space H+
v,a, then the corresponding half-space supporting c · (∆− u0)

is

(4.20) H+
λv

〈u0,v〉+a
,1
.

To obtain an easy-to-use criterion, we do not require the half-spaces to contain a facet of
∆. Extra care is necessary for this reason. With this issue in mind, we prove Theorem 4.11.

Proof of Theorem 4.11. By taking a subsequence if necessary, without loss of generality, we
may assume that sℓ are all same in ((rℓ, sℓ) ∈ Juf × J\Juf)ℓ∈N. Let s = sℓ for all ℓ ∈ N. For
notational simplicitiy, let ∆ℓ := ∆tℓ and uℓ,0 := utℓ,0. By the proof of Lemma 4.6, for each
t ∈ T, λ · (∆t − ut,0)

◦ is also Fano if λ · (∆t0 − u0)
◦ is Fano.

Let ∆∨
ℓ = λ · (∆ℓ − uℓ,0)

◦ be the combinatorial dual polytope of ∆ℓ. Since ut,0 is the
same element in MR by the choice of ut,0 in (4.19), we have 〈u0,v〉 = 〈ut,0,v〉 for all t ∈ T.
According to Corollary 4.8, ut,0 can be expressed as

ut,0 =
∑

j∈J\Juf

aje
∗
j .

For v = es or es − εrℓ,ser, we have

〈uℓ,0,v〉 = 〈u0,v〉 = as ∈ Q for all ℓ.

By Lemma 4.15 together with (4.20), we have the following supporting half-spaces of ∆ℓ

(4.21) H+
λ
as

v,1
for v = es or es − εrℓ,sℓer.

Thus, the polytope ∆∨
ℓ contains the line segment joining the points λ

as
es and

λ
as
(es−εrℓ,ser).

Let λ
as

= p
q
for p ∈ Z, q ∈ N with gcd(p, q) = 1. Consider the lattice 1

q
M ⊃ M . Since the

condition −εrℓ,s → ∞ as ℓ → ∞, the number of lattice points of ∆∨
ℓ in 1

q
M diverges to

infinity because of (4.21).
Let Lℓ := Ltℓ be a monotone Lagrangian torus constructed from ∆ℓ in Proposition 3.13.

We claim that the family {Lℓ | ℓ ∈ N} contains distinct infinitely many monotone Lagrangian
tori. Because of Proposition 3.25, we have

∆∨
ℓ ⊂ ∆ref

Lℓ

and hence the number of lattice points of ∆ref
Lℓ

in 1
q
M also diverges to infinity as ℓ → ∞.

It means that the family contains infinitely many polytopes, no two of which are related by
any unimodular equivalences because the number of lattice points in 1

q
M is invariant under

unimodular equivalences. Hence Corollary 3.24 concludes that there are infinitely many
distinct monotone Lagrangian tori in {Lℓ | ℓ ∈ N} as desired. �

5. Cluster polytopes for flag manifolds

In the remaining sections, we shall apply Theorem 4.11 to a flag manifold to show that it
carries infinitely many Lagrangian tori, no two of which are related by any symplectomor-
phisms.

We set up some notations which will be used in the remaining sections. Let G be a simply
connected and semisimple algebraic group over C and g the corresponding Lie algebra. Let
A = (ai,j)i,j∈I be the Cartan matrix of g. Let B be a Borel subgroup of G, H a maximal
torus in B, B− the opposite Borel subgroup, and U− the unipotent radical of B−. We
then have the complex flag manifold G/B. We denote by W = 〈si | i ∈ I〉 the Weyl group
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associated with g, where si is the ith simple reflection. The discussion of this section will be
centered around the following objects. For each element w ∈ W ,

• the Schubert variety Xw associated to w by the Zariski closure of BwB/B in G/B
• the unipotent cell U−

w associated to w by U−∩BwB in G where we identify the Weyl
group W with the normalizer of the maximal torus H in the group G.

The goal of this section is to present the main result of this paper, which claims that
there are infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori in every flag manifold G/B of
arbitrary type except a few low-dimensional cases. To construct such a family of Lagrangian
tori, we employ a family of Newton–Okounkov polytopes of G/B constructed by cluster
algebra. We discuss the cluster structure on the function field of G/B and the relationship
between the dual canonical basis of the quantum group and the Newton–Okounkov polytopes.
The connection leads to the proof of some conditions to apply the distinguishing criterion
(Theorem 4.11) to the family.

5.1. Infinitely many Lagrangian tori in flag manifolds

In the early stages, the construction problem for a toric degeneration of an algebraic variety
was tackled by the theory of Gröbner basis or SAGBI basis. By constructing such a basis,
a toric degeneration of a flag variety SLn/B of type A (and Schubert varieties therein)
was constructed by Gonciulea–Lakshmibai [GL96] and Kogan–Miller [KM05] for instance.
Indeed, the toric variety at the central fiber in this toric degeneration corresponds to the
toric variety associated with the Gelfand–Zeitlin polytope.

In [Cal02], Caldero brought a new approach to the degeneration problem on Schubert
varieties based on the string parametrizations of the dual canonical basis or the upper
global basis. The string parametrizations of the dual canonical basis in the irreducible
representation of G with the highest weight λ were introduced by Littelmann [Lit98] and
Berenstein–Zelevinsky [BZ01]. A string polytope is defined by the convex hull of the string
parametrizations in the irreducible representation of G. Caldero constructed a family of toric
degenerations of a flag variety (and its Schubert varieties) of arbitrary type corresponding
to a string polytope. Indeed, string polytopes are important examples of Newton–Okounkov
bodies developed by [Oko96, LM09, KK12]. Later on, Kaveh [Kav15] proved how string
polytopes can be viewed as a Newton–Okounkov polytope by finding a suitable valuation on
the functions field of the flag manifold, see Fujita [Fuj18] for a generalization to Schubert
varieties.

To construct a string polytope, we need to choose two data. One is a dominant integral
weight λ, a non-negative linear combination of fundamental weights, and the other is a
reduced expression w of a Weyl group element w ∈ W . From the geometric perspective, the
choice of λ determines an ambient partial flag variety and its adorned Kähler form ωλ. Next,
the choice of a Weyl group element w determines a Schubert variety Xw. In particular, Xw0

is the ambient flag manifold if w0 is the longest element of W . Finally, the choice of a reduced
expression w of the element w gives rise to a valuation on C(X) arising from the sequence of
(resolutions of) Schubert subvarieties of Xw given by the truncations of w. In sum, a string
polytope associated with the choice (λ,w) can be used to understand a toric degeneration
of Xw. One important point is that we obtain possibly different Newton–Okounkov bodies
if we make a different choice of a reduced expression w leaving the other choices λ and
w fixed. In representation terminology, the reduced expression selects the order of types
of the Kashiwara operators on the crystal graph so that they give rise to different string
parametrizations (and they produce different convex hulls.)
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Yet, there are only finitely many reduced expressions of the longest element of W . Thus,
we can have only finitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori at best. We need to find
other sources for toric degenerations to produce infinitely distinct objects.

Gross–Hacking–Keel–Kontsevich [GHKK18] laid down a general framework for construct-
ing toric degenerations via cluster algebra. This framework can be very useful to construct
meaningful Lagrangian tori of a smooth projective variety thanks to the work of Harada–
Kaveh [HK15]. In [FO20], Fujita–Oya showed that toric degenerations of a Schubert va-
riety Xw in a flag manifold arising from the cluster structure on the unipotent cell Uw in
Berenstein–Fomin–Zelevinsky [BFZ05] are typical examples for the GHKK construction. In
particular, they demonstrated how the toric degenerations can be realized as a Newton–
Okounkov body on Xw, relying on Anderson’s construction [And13].

An upper cluster algebra structure on the unipotent coordinate ring C[U−
w ] was discovered

by Berenstein–Fomin–Zelevinsky [BFZ05]. It yields that U−
w is birational to the A-cluster

variety. By using the A-cluster structure, for each seed s, Fujita–Oya [FO20] constructed a
valuation vs on the function field of A. Since it is birational to the Schubert variety Xw,
the valuation on C(A) defines the valuation on C(Xw). Therefore each seed gives rise to a
Newton–Okounkov body of the Schubert variety Xw.

Moreover, the constructed Newton–Okounkov bodies can be described via the Fock–
Goncharov dual A∨. By the recent work of Qin [Qin20] it was shown that the dual canonical
basis of C[U−

w ] is pointed and the extended g-vector agrees with the valuation vs of a seed
s. Through the relation, we can extract data of lattice points of Newton–Okounkov bodies
via properties of extended g-vectors. In fact, for a special choice of seeds, the corresponding
Newton–Okounkov polytope is unimodularly equivalent to a string polytope, and hence the
family of polytopes can be thought of as a generalization of string polytopes.

With this background in mind, we choose an anticanonical regular dominant weight λ = 2ρ
where ρ is the sum of fundamental weights and the longest element w = w0 of the Weyl group
W . Hence the Schubert variety Xw becomes a flag manifold equipped with a monotone
Kähler form ω2ρ. The toric degeneration arising from each Newton–Okounkov body can be
shown to be Q-Gorenstein Fano and normal so that for each seed s, we obtain a monotone
Lagrangian torus Ls by Proposition 3.13 and 4.10. By applying Theorem 4.11, we shall verify
that the family contains infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian tori, as stated below.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that G is a simply connected and simple complex Lie group other
than A1, A2, A3, A4, and B2 = C2 type, that is,

G 6= SL2(C),SL3(C),SL4(C),SL5(C),Spin5(C) = Sp4(C).

Let ρ be the sum of fundamental weights and consider the flag manifold X := G/B equipped
with a monotone Kähler form ω2ρ. Let {Ls} be the family of monotone Lagrangian tori of
the flag manifold X constructed by the toric degenerations from the upper cluster structure
on the coordinate ring of the unipotent cell U−

w0
. Then the family {Ls} contains infinitely

many monotone Lagrangian tori, no two of which are related by any symplectomorphisms.

Remark 5.2. If G = A1, then the flag manifold G/B is the projective space CP 1 ≃ S2. In
this case, every simply closed curve dividing the sphere into two pieces having the same area
is Hamiltonian isotopic to a great circle. In other words, the sphere has a unique monotone
Lagrangian circle. It would be interesting to see whether G/B carries infinitely many distinct
monotone Lagrangian tori or not when G is of type A2, A3, A4, and B2 = C2.

The proof of Theorem 5.1 will be given in Section 6 and here is the outline of the proof of
Theorem 5.1.
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(1) We briefly recall a construction of Newton–Okounkov polytopes of a flag manifold
G/B via the upper cluster structure on the coordinate ring of the unipotent cell U−

w0
.

A constructed Newton–Okounkov polytope is called a cluster polytope. We discuss
the tropical cluster structure on the family of cluster polytopes of flag manifolds, see
Section 5.2.

(2) As an initial step, we first prove that the cluster polytope ∆t0 at the initial seed is
Q-Gorenstein Fano, see Proposition 5.11. Inductively, Lemma 4.6 shows that every
cluster polytope is also Q-Gorenstein Fano. As a consequence of Proposition 4.10, we
have a family of infinitely many monotone Lagrangian tori in G/B, see Corollary 5.12.

(3) By exploiting the correspondence between the tropical integer points of a cluster
polytope and the dual canonical (or upper global) basis for the negative half U−

q (g)
of the quantum group Uq(g), we shall check the conditions (2) and (3) for the criterion
in Theorem 4.11, see Section 5.4.

(4) Section 6 confirms the remaining condition (1) for Theorem 4.11. We shall find a
sequence of exchange matrices in the same mutation class with an arbitrarily large
entry between an unfrozen variable and frozen variables. Consequently, Theorem 4.11
shows that the constructed family has infinitely many distinct monotone Lagrangian
tori in G/B.

5.2. Cluster polytopes and the dual canonical basis

In this subsection, we review the cluster algebra structure on the coordinate ring C[U−
w ] of

the unipotent cell U−
w in [BFZ05, Wil13, GLS11] to construct a family of Newton–Okounkov

bodies of the Schubert variety Xw. We also recall some results on these Newton–Okounkov
bodies in Fujita–Oya [FO20], which will be key ingredients for the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Let G be a simply connected and semisimple algebraic group over C. For a Weyl group
element w = si1si2 · · · sim ∈ W , we set supp(w) := {i1, i2, · · · , im} ⊂ I where I is the set of
indices for the simple roots. Note that supp(w) does not depend on the choice of a reduced
expression of w. Assume that supp(w) = I for simplicity. For a dominant integral weight λ
and u, v ∈ W , we denote by ∆uλ,vλ the generalized minor associated with u, v and λ and set

Duλ,vλ := ∆uλ,vλ|U−
w
,

which is called a unipotent minor.
For a reduced expression w = si1si2 · · · sim of w and 1 ≤ k ≤ m, we set

w≤k := si1si2 · · · sik ,

k+ := min({m+ 1} ∪ {k + 1 ≤ j ≤ m | ij = ik}),

k− := max({0} ∪ {1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1 | ij = ik}).

Let J := {1, 2, . . . ,m}, Jfr := {j ∈ J | j+ = m+ 1} and Juf := J \ Jfr. We set

Dj := Dw≤j̟ij
,̟ij

for 1 ≤ j ≤ m

and define the extended exchange matrix ε0 = (εr,s)r∈Juf ,s∈J by

(5.1) εr,s =





−1 if r = s+,

−ais,ir if s < r < s+ < r+,

1 if r+ = s,

ais,ir if r < s < r+ < s+,

0 otherwise
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where A = (ai,j)i,j∈I is the Cartan matrix of G.
It turns out that the coordinate ring C[U−

w ] has a cluster algebra structure. The set
Dw := {Dj | j = 1, 2, · · · ,m} together with the extended exchange matrix ε0 forms a
(Fomin–Zelevinsky’s) seed. Then C[U−

w ] is isomorphic to the upper cluster algebra generated
by the initial seed s0 := (Dw, ε0), see Definition 4.2. Let T be the exchange graph associated
with the cluster algebra C[U−

w ]. Let (Aj,t)j∈J be the cluster variables associated with t ∈ T,
defined in (4.12). Note that Aj,t0 = Dj.

By utilizing the above cluster algebra structure, for a fixed t ∈ T, we define a valuation
vt on the function field of U−

w that is isomorphic to the function field of Xw. Let st =
((Aj,t)j∈J , ε) be the seed of C[U−

w ] associated with t. For a,b ∈ ZJ , we write

a �ε b ⇐⇒ a = b+ vε for some v ∈ Z
Juf
≥0 .

The order �ε on ZJ is called the dominance order with respect to ε in [Qin17]. We consider
the Laurent polynomial ring F := C[A±1

j,t | j ∈ J ]. By identifying a Laurent monomial∏
j∈J A

aj
j,t with a = (a1, . . . , am) ∈ ZJ , we obtain the induced order �ε on the set of Laurent

monomials in F . We denote by vst the highest term valuation on F with respect to a total
order <t refined from �ε. We sometimes write vt for vst if no confusion arises.

For a certain class of elements in F , the valuation can be calculated by the extended
g-vector, which we are about to recall. Following [FZ07, FG09], we set

Xi,t :=
∏

j∈J

A
εi,j
j,t .

An element f ∈ F is said to be weakly pointed at (gj)j∈J ∈ ZJ if f can be expressed as

(5.2) f =


∏

j∈J

A
gj
j,t







∑

a=(aj)∈Z
Juf
≥0

ca
∏

j∈Juf

X
aj
j,t




for some nonzero ca ∈ C with c0 6= 0. In this case, the gst(f) := (gj)j∈J is called the extended
g-vector of f . If c0 = 1 in addition, then the element f is called pointed. We sometimes
write gt for gst if no confusion arises. By [FO20, Proposition 3.9], for every weakly pointed
element f ∈ F , we have

(5.3) vt(f) = gt(f).

Remark 5.3. Note that the extended g-vector gt corresponds to gL
t defined in [KK19] under

the categorification using quiver Hecke algebras (see [FO20, Remark C.4]).

For a dominant integral weight λ ∈ P+, we define a line bundle Lλ := (G × C)/B over
the flag manifold G/B, where B acts on G × C from the right as (g, c) · b := (gb, λ(b)c) for
g ∈ G, c ∈ C, and b ∈ B. Restricting to Xw, we obtain a line bundle on Xw which is also
denoted by Lλ. If λ is regular in addition, that is, 〈hi, λ〉 > 0 for every i ∈ I, then the line
bundle Lλ is very ample. We fix a lowest weight vector τλ in H0(G/B,Lλ) and restrict it to
Xw. Following Section 2.2 and using the valuation vt on the function field F ≃ C(Xw), one
can produce the semigroup S(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ) defined in (2.4) and the Newton–Okounkov body
∆(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ) defined by (2.5). Let Cst(w) be the smallest real closed cone containing
vt(C[U

− ∩Xw] \ {0}) in RJ , which is called the cluster cone of Xw associated with the seed
st of t ∈ T.

Theorem 5.4 (Theorem 6.8, Corollary 6.9, Corollary 6.10 in [FO20]). For each t in T, the
following hold.
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(1) If a dominant integral weight λ is regular, then Lλ is very ample.
(2) S(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ) is finitely generated and saturated (and hence ∆(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ) is a

rational polytope and there exists a normal toric degeneration of Xw corresponding
to ∆(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ) by Theorem 2.4.)

(3) Cst(w) ∩ ZJ = vt(C[U
− ∩Xw] \ {0}).

(4) Cst(w) =
⋃

λ∈P+ ∆(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ).

Definition 5.5. We simply call ∆(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ) a cluster polytope. If no confusion arises,
we simply write ∆st(w, λ) for ∆(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ).

To describe the relation between the Newton–Okounkov polytopes from two different
choices of seeds, we consider a “nice” basis on C[U−

w ]. More precisely, the unipotent coordi-
nate ring C[U−

w ] admits a C-basis Bw satisfying the following properties.

(1) Every basis element in Bw is weakly pointed for all t ∈ T.
(2) For each t ∈ T, the map Bw → ZJ given by b 7→ gt(b) is injective.
(3) If t′ = µk(t) for some k ∈ Juf and b ∈ Bw, then the extended g-vector gt(b) = (gj)j∈J

at t and the extended g-vector gt′(b) = (g′j)j∈J at t′ are related by the tropicalized

cluster mutation µT
k in (4.13).

(4) For each dominant integral weight λ, there exists a subset Bw(λ) of Bw such that
Bw(λ) is a C-basis for the space {σ/τλ | σ ∈ H0(Xw,Lλ)}.

Indeed, the dual canonical basis/upper global basis on the negative half U−
q (g) of the quan-

tized enveloping algebra induces such a basis of C[U−
w ] via the process of specialization

and localization. The induced basis on C[U−
w ] carries nice properties inherited from the

dual canonical basis, the above properties (1) − (4), see Lusztig [Lus90, Lus91], Kashiwara
[Kas90, Kas91, Kas93], and see also [KK19, Qin20], [FO20, Appendix C].

By (1), every element f of the dual canonical basis is weakly pointed. Because of (5.3)
and (4), the valuation vt of the basis element is equal to its extended g-vector gt. From
the relation (3) on the extended g-vectors from two different choices t and t′, it follows the
relation between two sets of integral points realized by vt and vt′ . It in turn yields that the
semigroups and cluster polytopes are related by a sequence of tropicalized cluster mutations
in (4.14) and (4.13), respectively. Here are more precise statements.

Theorem 5.6 (Corollary 5.7 and 5.8 in [FO20]). If t′ = µk(t) for some k ∈ Juf , then

(1) the associated semigroups S(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ) and S(Xw,Lλ, vt′ , τλ) are related by the
tropicalized cluster mutation µ̂T

k in the kth-direction, that is,

S(Xw,Lλ, vt′ , τλ) = µ̂T
k (S(Xw,Lλ, vt, τλ)).

Therefore, the family of semigroups has a tropical cluster structure.
(2) the associated cluster polytopes ∆st(w, λ) and ∆st′

(w, λ) are related by the tropicalized

cluster mutation µT
k in the kth-direction, that is,

∆st′
(w, λ) = µT

k (∆st(w, λ)).

Therefore, the family of cluster polytopes has a tropical cluster structure.

5.3. Cluster polytopes are Q-Gorenstein Fano.

The cluster polytopes can be thought of as a generalization of string polytopes in the following
sense. Fix a dominant integral weight λ. Let w = si1si2 · · · sim and st0 := (Dw, ε0) be the
corresponding seed. On one hand, the seed gives rise to a cluster polytope ∆st0

(w, λ) in
Definition 5.5. On the other hand, setting i := (i1, i2, . . . , im) ∈ Im, and there is a string
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polytope ∆i(λ) associated with i, see [BZ97, Lit98] for the precise definition. Then they are
unimodularly equivalent.

Theorem 5.7 (Corollary 6.6, Corollary 6.28 in [FO20]). Let λ be a dominant integral weight.
Then the Newton–Okounkov body ∆st0

(w, λ) is unimodularly equivalent to the string polytope
∆i(λ).

Remark 5.8. The string polytope of type A can be described by the combinatorics of wiring
diagrams in [GP00]. One can associate a quiver to each wiring diagram and the braid 3-move
is compatible with a quiver mutation. Indeed, the cluster polytopes arise from the quiver
mutations of an initial quiver.

Throughout this subsection, we assume that w is the longest element w0 and hence Xw0
=

G/B. The main goal is to prove that every cluster polytope ∆st(w0, λ) is Q-Gorenstein Fano
if we take the line bundle Lλ with the anticanonical weight λ = 2ρ where ρ is the sum of
fundamental weights. We set ∆st(λ) := ∆st(w0, λ) for a seed st (t ∈ T). As the base step for
the induction, we prove that ∆istd

(2ρ) is Q-Gorenstein Fano and hence so is ∆st0
(λ) because

the Q-Gorenstein Fano condition is preserved under the unimodular equivalence.

Lemma 5.9. The string polytope ∆istd
(2ρ) is a normalized Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope.

Proof. In [Lit98], Littelmann provided two sets of lattice vectors {zp}1≤p≤m, {wq}1≤q≤ℓ in
N such that

∆istd
(2ρ) =




m⋂

p=1

H+
zp,0


 ∩




ℓ⋂

q=1

H+
wq,2


 .

Here the vectors zp are the coefficients of the inequalities defining the string cone associated
with istd, and the vectors wq are the coefficients of the additional inequalities to define the
string polytope associated with the highest weight 2ρ. One may assume that each vector zp
is primitive, since H+

zp,0
= H+

azp,0
for any a ∈ R>0. Each vector wq contains a component

−1 (see the Definition [Lit98, Page 149]) so that wq is primitive.
By applying the main theorem of Steinert in [Ste22] to ∆istd

(2ρ), we conclude that it has
a unique interior lattice point a and the polar (∆istd

(2ρ)− a)◦ is a lattice polytope. Since

∆istd
(2ρ)− a =




m⋂

p=1

H+
zp

〈zp,a〉
,1


 ∩




ℓ⋂

q=1

H+
wq

〈wq,a〉+2
,1


 ,

if Hzp,0 (resp. Hwq,2) contains a facet of ∆istd
(2ρ), then

zp

〈zp,a〉
(resp.

wq

〈wq ,a〉+2) is a lattice

vector. Since zp (respectively wq) is primitive, we have 〈zp,a〉 = ±1 (respectively, 〈wq,a〉+
2 = ±1) and

zp

〈zp,a〉
(respectively,

wq

〈wq,a〉+2) is a primitive vector, as desired. �

The following lemma describes the center point of the cluster polytopes :

Lemma 5.10 (Corollary 4.18, Proposition 4.20 in [FH21]). Let

(5.4) u0 :=
∑

j∈J\Juf

e∗j .

For each t ∈ T, let ut,0 be the point in (4.16). Then the cluster polytope ∆st(2ρ) satisfies

(1) the point ut,0 in (5.4) is the unique interior point of ∆st(2ρ),
(2) the polar dual of ∆st(2ρ)− ut,0 is a lattice polytope, and
(3) ut,0 is fixed under the tropicalized cluster mutation of each direction.
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The following proposition further claims that the polar dual of ∆st(2ρ)−ut,0 is the convex
hull of primitive lattice vectors. It in turn yields that ∆st(2ρ) is a normalized Q-Gorenstein
Fano polytope.

Proposition 5.11. For each t ∈ T, the cluster polytope ∆st(2ρ) is a normalized Q-Gorenstein
Fano polytope with the center ut,0 and the associated toric degeneration is normal.

Proof. For each seed st (t ∈ T), let St := S(Xw0
,L2ρ, vt, τ2ρ) be the semigroup associated

to vt. By Theorem 5.4, each semigroup St is finitely generated and saturated. Hence, the
toric degeneration associated with the corresponding Newton–Okounkov polytope ∆st(2ρ) is
normal by [And13].

By Theorem 5.7, ∆st0
(2ρ) is a normalized Q-Gorenstein Fano polytope with the center

ut0,0. By Lemma 4.6 and Corollary 4.8, so are all the other string polytopes. �

Corollary 5.12. For each t ∈ T, consider a Lagrangian torus fibration Φt : G/B → ∆st(2ρ)
constructed from Theorem 2.2. Then the fiber Φ−1

t (ut,0) at the center is a monotone La-
grangian torus.

Proof. The line bundle L2ρ is very ample and anticanonical and hence the Kähler form
inherited from L2ρ is monotone. The statement follows from Proposition 5.11 and Theo-
rem 3.13. �

5.4. Nonnegativity of the exponents of the frozen variables

The goal of this subsection is to verify the conditions (2) and (3) in Theorem 4.11 in the case
of cluster polytopes. Throughout this subsection, we assume that w is the longest element
w0 and hence Xw0

= G/B. Set ∆st(λ) := ∆st(w0, λ) and Cst
:= Cst(w0) for a seed st (t ∈ T).

Let B(∞) be the infinite crystal of the negative half U−
q (g) of the quantum group Uq(g).

We consider the dual canonical basis (or upper global basis) of U−
q (g)

G
up(∞) := {Gup(b) | b ∈ B(∞)},

where Gup(b) is the element corresponding to b in B(∞). Then the specialization G
up
q=1(∞) :=

{Gup
q=1(b) | b ∈ B(∞)} of Gup(∞) at q = 1 forms a basis of the coordinate ring C[U−]. Since

the dual canonical basis Gup(∞) is pointed ([Qin20]), (5.3) yields

vst(b) = gst(b) for any b ∈ G
up
q=1(∞).

Thanks to Theorem 5.4, we have

Cst ∩ ZJ = {gst(b) | b ∈ G
up
q=1(∞)}.(5.5)

The unipotent coordinate ring C[U−] is a polynomial ring, and it is equipped with a cluster
algebra structure on which the frozen variables are not invertible, see [GLS11, Theorem 3.3]
and [GY17, GY20]. Indeed, for each reduced expression w0 = si1si2 · · · siℓ , there exists a
seed of C[U−] consisting of the cluster variables

(5.6)
{
∆w≤k̟ik

,̟ik
|U− | 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ

}

with the same set of indices of frozen variables and the same exchange matrix (5.1) given in
the previous section.

On the other hand, we have
U−
w0

= U− ∩Ow0
,

where
Ow0

= {g ∈ U− | ∆w0̟i,̟i
(g) 6= 0 for i ∈ I},
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see [BZ97], [GLS11, Propositions 8.4 and 8.5] and see also [KO21, Proposition 2.20]. Hence,
the coordinate ring C[U−

w0
] is the localization of C[U−] at {∆w0̟i,̟i

|U− | i ∈ I}, which is the
set of frozen variables of the cluster algebra C[U−]. It follows that the cluster {Aj | j ∈ J}
of a seed st of C[U−

w0
] is also a cluster of C[U−]. Hence any element in C[U−] ⊂ C[U−

w0
]

can be written as a Laurent polynomial in the cluster variables in {Aj | j ∈ J}, in which
the exponents of the frozen variables in any monomials are nonnegative by the Laurent
phenomenon ([FZ02]). Since G

up
q=1(∞) ⊂ C[U−], we deduce the following proposition.

Proposition 5.13. For every b ∈ G
up
q=1(∞) and for each frozen index k ∈ Jfr, the kth-

component of the extended g-vector of b is nonnegative, that is,

(gst(b))k ≥ 0.(5.7)

For a dominant integral weight λ, let B(λ) be the crystal of the irreducible highest weight
Uq(g)-module V (λ) and let G

up(λ) be the dual canonical basis (or upper global basis) of
V (λ). We regard G

up(λ) as a subset of Gup(∞) via the dual map of the natural projection
π : U−

q (g) ։ V (λ) sending 1 to the highest weight vector vλ of V (λ). By [FO20, Thoerem
6.8 (2), Corollary 6.10], we have

∆st(λ) ∩ ZJ = {gst(b) | b ∈ G
up
q=1(λ)}.(5.8)

Proposition 5.14. Let st be a seed for t ∈ T, and let k ∈ Jfr. We consider

Hek,0 = {u ∈ RJ | 〈u, ek〉 = 0} and H+
ek,0

= {u ∈ RJ | 〈u, ek〉 ≥ 0},

where ej := (δi,j)i∈J is the standard unit vector for j ∈ J . Then the following hold.

(1) The half-space H+
ek,0

contains the cluster cone Cst and the hyperplane Hek,0 is a
supporting hyperplane of Cst. Moreover, Hek,0 contains a facet of Cst.

(2) For any dominant integral weight λ, the half-space H+
ek,0

contains the cluster polytope

∆st(λ) and Hek,0 is a supporting hyperplane of ∆st(λ).

Proof. (1) Let st = ({Aj}j∈J , ε). Since the cluster variable Aj (j ∈ J) is contained in
G
up
q=1(∞) (see [McN21, Qin20]), by the definition of the extended g-vector gst and (5.5), we

have
gst(Aj) = ej ∈ Cst for any j ∈ J .

Since Cst is a convex polyhedral cone, we have

Fk := SpanR≥0
(B \ {ek}) ⊂ Cst ∩Hek,0 for any frozen index k ∈ Jfr,(5.9)

where we set B := {ej | j ∈ J}. Note that Fk has codimension one. It follows from (5.7)
and (5.9) that

Cst ⊂ H+
ek,0

,

and Hek,0 contains a facet Fk of Cst .
(2) It follows from 0 ∈ ∆st(λ) ∩Hek,0 and ∆st(λ) ⊂ Cst ⊂ H+

ek,0
. �

Note that Proposition 5.14 confirms that the conditions (2) and (3) for the criterion in
Theorem 4.11 in the case of cluster polytopes.

6. Exchange matrix with a large entry between a frozen and unfrozen

The aim of this section is to prove the existence of exchange matrices with an arbitrarily
large entry between an unfrozen variable and frozen variables and complete the proof of
Theorem 5.1.
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Proposition 6.1. Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra of type other than A1, A2, A3, A4 or
B2 = C2. Then there is s ∈ J\Juf such that the extended exchange matrix ε0 = (εi,j)i∈J,j∈Juf
in (5.1) of the cluster structure of C[U−

w0
] satisfies the following property

(6.1)
for any ℓ ≥ 0, there exists a matrix εℓ = (εℓi,j)i∈J,j∈Juf which is mutation equivalent

to ε0 = (εi,j)i∈J,j∈Juf such that −εℓrℓ,s ≥ ℓ for some rℓ ∈ Juf .

Now, assuming Proposition 6.1, we wrap up the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. By Corollary 5.12, we have the family of infinitely many monotone
Lagrangian tori on G/B. We can apply Theorem 4.11 to this family because of Theorem 5.6,
Proposition 5.14, and Proposition 6.1. Therefore, the family contains infinitely many mono-
tone Lagrangian tori, no two of which are related by any symplectomorphisms. �

Let J = Juf ⊔Jfr be a finite set and ε := (εi,j)i∈J,j∈Juf be an extended skew-symmetrizable
matrix. We say that ε is mutation finite if the mutation equivalence class [ε] of ε is finite. If
[ε] is infinite, then we say that ε is mutation infinite.

For a subset J ′ ⊂ J , the restriction ε|J ′ of ε is the matrix obtained from ε by restricting
to the column set J ′ and to the row set J ′ ∩ Juf . Note that if k ∈ J ′ is mutable, then we
have µk(ε|J ′) = (µk(ε))|J ′ . That is, the restriction commutes with the mutation.

Lemma 6.2. Let J = Juf ⊔ Jfr be a finite set and ε := (εi,j)i∈J,j∈Juf be an extended skew
symmetrizable matrix. Assume that ε is mutation infinite and ε|Juf is mutation finite. Then
ε satisfies (6.2).

(6.2)
for any ℓ ≥ 0, there exists a matrix εℓ = (εℓi,j)i∈J,j∈Juf which is mutation equivalent

to (εi,j)i∈J,j∈Juf such that −εℓr,s ≥ ℓ for some r ∈ Juf and s ∈ Jfr.

Note that if a matrix satisfies (6.2), then so does any matrix mutation equivalent to it.

Proof. Let ε = ε0, ε1, ε2, ε3, . . . be an infinite sequence of pairwise different matrices in the
mutation equivalence class of ε. Since ε|Juf is mutation finite, the set {εn|Juf | n ≥ 0} is
finite. It follows that there exists m such that εm|Juf appears infinitely many times in the
sequence (εn|Juf | n ≥ 0). Hence there is an infinite sequence m = p0 < p1 < p2 < · · · such
that εpk |Juf = εm|Juf for all k ≥ 0. Set Mk := max{|εpkr,s| | r ∈ Juf , s ∈ Jfr}. Then Mk has
no upper bound since εm = εp0 , εp1 , εp2 , εp3 , . . . is an infinite sequence of pairwise distinct
matrices. We may assume that there are infinitely many k’s such that −εpkr,s = Mk for some
r ∈ Juf , s ∈ Jfr. Otherwise, we can change the sign of εpkr,s by mutating the exchange matrix
εpk in the rth-direction. Hence εm satisfies (6.2). �

Recall that if ε is an extended skew-symmetric matrix, then one can associate a quiver
Q = Q(ε) with vertices J = Juf ⊔ Jfr given by

there are εj,i-many arrows from i to j whenever εj,i ≥ 0.

To prove Proposition 6.1, we make use of recent classification results of Felikson–Tumarkin
on mutation finite quivers. The following is a half of [FT21, Theorem 1.11] when ε is an
extended skew-symmetric matrix.

Lemma 6.3. Let Q be a quiver associated with an extended skew-symmetric matrix. Assume
that Jfr = {f} and Q|Juf is mutation finite. If there exists Q′ mutation equivalent to Q such
that

(1) Q′ contains a double arrow v1 ⇒ v2,
(2) either b1 6= −b2 or b2 < 0, where bi is the number of arrows from vi to f ,
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then Q is mutation infinite.

Remark 6.4. Indeed, there is an analog version of Lemma 6.3 when ε is extended skew-
symmetrizable matrix and Q is the diagram associated with ε, see [FT21, Section 10].

Lemma 6.5 (cf. Lemma 4.1 in [FT21]). Let Q be of type Ãp,q, that is, the underlying graph
is (p+ q)-gon, there are p-many clockwise arrows and q-many counterclockwise arrows, and
all the vertices of Q are mutable. Assume that p > 0 and q > 0. Then the following hold.

(1) For any vertex a of Q, there exists a sequence of mutations at vertices different from
a such that the resulting quiver contains a double arrow a ⇒ v for some vertex v.

(2) Let Q′ be the quiver obtained from Q by adding a frozen vertex f with arrows con-
necting f to a single vertex a in Q. Then Q′ is mutation-infinite.

(3) For any ℓ ≥ 0, there is a quiver Qℓ mutation equivalent to Q′ such that there exists
a mutable vertex rℓ with arrows more than ℓ connecting to f .

Proof. It is well-known that Q is mutation finite.
(1) Let J be the set of vertices of Q. Then there is a sequence of mutations of Q at vertices

J \ {a}, all of which are mutations at a sink or a source to obtain the following quiver:

v

yyttt
tt
tt

// cp−1

&&▼▼
▼▼

▼▼
▼

bq−1

��

cp−2

&&▼▼
▼▼

▼▼
▼

cp−3

��

...
...

b3

��

c3

��
b2

%%❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

c2

��
b1

&&▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲ c1

ss❣❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣

a

That is, a is a sink, v is a source, and there are q-many counterclockwise arrows (respectively
p-many clockwise arrows) between a and v. Then the sequence of mutations

(
µcp−1

◦ µcp−2
◦ · · ·µc2 ◦ µc1

)
◦
(
µbq−1

◦ µbq−2
◦ · · ·µb2 ◦ µb1

)

yields the desired quiver.
(2) Let µ be a mutation sequence in (1). Then µ(Q′) contains a double arrow a ⇒ v and

the vertex a is the only vertex connected to f . Hence we have ba > 0 and bv = 0 so that
ba 6= −bv. Hence Q′ is mutation infinite by the above lemma.

(3) It follows from Lemma 6.2 that Q′ has the desired property since Q′ has only one
frozen vertex. �

Corollary 6.6. Let Q be a quiver associated with an extended skew-symmetric matrix ε.
Assume that there is a full subquiver Q′ of Q such that

(1) the mutable part of Q′ is of type Ãp,q with p, q > 0, and
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(2) Q′ contains only one frozen vertex s and there is only one unfrozen vertex connected
to s.

Then we have the property (6.1)

Proof. As the restriction commutes with the mutation, (6.1) follows from Lemma 6.5 (3). �

We are ready to prove Proposition 6.1.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. If the Dynkin diagram D of g contains another Dynkin diagram D′

as a full subgraph, then the longest element w0 of the Weyl group of g can be decomposed
into

w0 = vw′ where w′ is the longest element of the parabolic subgroup of type D′.

Let w′ be a reduced expression of w′ and let w0 be a reduced expression of w0 extending
w′ with respect to the above decomposition. Then by (5.1), the matrix attached to w′ is
a restriction of the one attached to w0. Moreover, the frozen indices are preserved in the
restriction. Hence one may assume that g is of type A5, D4, C3, B3, or G2. We deal with
the five cases in Lemma 6.7, 6.8, 6.9, 6.10, and 6.11. �

Lemma 6.7. If g is of type A5, then (6.1) holds.

Proof. For type A5, take

w0 = s1s2s1s3s2s1s4s3s2s1s5s4s3s2s1

where the Dynkin diagram is

A5

1 2 3 4 5

The quiver attached to w0 is

1

��

3

��

oo 6

��

oo 10

��

oo 15oo

2

��

>>⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤
5

>>⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤

��

oo 9

>>⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤

��

oo 14oo

4

��

>>⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤
8

>>⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤

��

oo 13oo

7

>>⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤

��

12oo

11

and the full subquiver with the vertices 14, 9, 8, 4, 2, 3 and 6 satisfies the condition in Corollary
6.6. Here the boxed entries are frozen vertices. �

Lemma 6.8. If g is of type D4, then (6.1) holds.
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Proof. For the case g = D4, take

w0 = s2s4s1s2s4s3s2s4s1s2s3s4

where the Dynkin diagram is

D4

1 2

4

3

The quiver attached to w0 is

3

''◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆

◆ 9oo

1

��

OO

4

��

��✁✁
✁✁
✁✁
✁✁
✁

oo 7oo

��

^^❂❂❂❂❂❂❂❂
10oo

6

55❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥ 11oo

2

66

5

NN

oo 8

GG
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏
✏

oo 12oo

and the full subquiver with the vertices 10, 7, 3, 1, 2 and 5 satisfies the condition in Corollary
6.6. �

Lemma 6.9. If g is of type C3, then (6.1) holds.

Proof. In the case g = C3, the Dynkin diagram and Cartan matrix are given by

C3

1 2 3




2 −1 0
−1 2 −2
0 −1 2


 .

Take
w0 = s3s2s3s2s1s2s3s2s1

Then

ε =




0 −2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 −1 1 0 0 0 0 0

−1 2 0 0 0 −2 1 0 0
0 −1 0 0 −1 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 −1 1
0 0 1 −1 0 0 −1 1 0




Let
J ′ = {1, 2, 3, 6, 8}

Then we have

(6.3) ε|J ′ =




0 −2 1 0 0
1 0 −1 0 0

−1 2 0 −2 0
0 0 1 0 1


 .
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Then by taking a sequence of mutation we get

µ3 ◦ µ2 ◦ µ6(ε|J ′) =




0 0 1 0 0
0 0 −1 2 0

−1 2 0 −2 0
0 −2 1 0 −2




Note that the corresponding diagram (see [FZ03], [FT21, Section 9.1] for the definition of
diagram associated with an extended skew-symmetrizable matrix with one frozen index) is

(6.4) 2

2
��

1 3
2

//oo 6 //

Zb❃❃❃❃❃❃❃

❃❃❃❃❃❃❃

8

.

The mutable part of the diagram is of type C̃3 (see [FT21, Figure 9.2]), which is muta-
tion finite. By applying [FT21, Theorem 9.4] (which is an analog of Lemma 6.3 for skew-
symmetrizable cases), the matrix ε|J ′ is mutation infinite and hence the matrix ε has the
desired property by Lemma 6.2. �

Lemma 6.10. If g is of type B3, then (6.1) holds.

Proof. In the case g = B3, the Dynkin diagram and Cartan matrix are given by

B3

1 2 3




2 −1 0
−1 2 −1
0 −2 2




Take
w0 = s3s2s3s2s1s2s3s2s1.

Then we have

ε =




0 −1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 −2 1 0 0 0 0 0

−1 1 0 0 0 −1 1 0 0
0 −1 0 0 −1 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 −1 1
0 0 2 −1 0 0 −2 1 0




Let
J ′ = {1, 2, 3, 6, 8}

Then we have

ε|J ′ =




0 −1 1 0 0
2 0 −2 0 0

−1 1 0 −1 0
0 0 2 0 1




and we have

µ3(ε|
′
J ) =




0 0 −1 0 0
0 0 2 −2 0
1 −1 0 1 0
0 2 −2 0 1




Note that the corresponding diagram is again (6.4) so that we have the desired property. �

Lemma 6.11. If g is of type G2, then (6.1) holds.
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Proof. In the case of G2 the Dynkin diagram and Cartan matrix are

G2

1 2
(

2 −3
−1 2

)

We take
w0 = s1s2s1s2s1s2.

to obatin the exchange matrix

ε =




0 −1 1 0 0 0
3 0 −3 1 0 0

−1 1 0 −1 1 0
0 −1 3 0 −3 1




Taking the restriction to J ′ = {1, 2, 3, 5}, we obtain the diagram

1

3
��

3oo 5oo

2

3
@@��������

which is mutation equivalent to
1

3
��

3ks // 5

2

3
@@��������

by taking the composition of mutations µ2 ◦ µ1 ◦ µ3 ◦ µ2 ◦ µ1. Since the mutable part of the

above diagram is of type G̃2 (see [FT21, Figure 9.2]), which is mutation-finite, by Lemma
6.3 we conclude that it is mutation infinite. Thus we obtain the desired property by Lemma
6.2. �

Remark 6.12. If g is of type A1, A2, A3, A4 or B2, then the cluster algebra C[U−
w0
] is finite

type. Hence the exchange matrices of C[U−
w0
] are mutation finite so that they do not satisfy

(6.1)
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