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Evgeny Gorskiy
if F_1 \to F_2 \to F_3 are in relative position w_1 and w_2, then the relative position of F_1 to F_3 could be LOTS of things, but generically it is the demazure product w_1 \star w_2.
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Evgeny Gorskiy
To reiterate, weave mutation is NOT weave equivalence!
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Evgeny Gorskiy
meanwhile, the two weaves from example 1 were NOT equivalent, and they give two different cluster tori. They WERE related by weave mutation, so I wonder how these clusters are related....


