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ON THE NUMBER OF SYMMETRIC PRESENTATIONS OF A
DETERMINANTAL HYPERSURFACE

MATTHEW BRASSIL AND ZINOVY REICHSTEIN

ABSTRACT. A hypersurface H in P" of degree n is called determinantal if it is the zero
locus of a polynomial of the form det(zgAo + ... + z,A,) for some (r + 1)-tuple of
n X n matrices A = (Ao, ..., A,). We will refer to A as a presentation of H. Another
presentation B = (By, B1,...,B;) of H can be obtained by choosing g1, g2 € GL,, and
setting B; = g1 A;g2 for every i = 0,1,...,r. In this case A and B are called equivalent.
The second author and A. Vistoli have shown that for » > 3 a general determinantal
hypersurface admits only finitely many presentations up to equivalence. In this paper
we prove a similar result for symmetric presentations for every r > 2. Here the matrices
Ap, ..., A, are required to be symmetric, and two (r + 1)-tuples of n x n symmetric
matrices A = (Ao, A1,...,A,) and B = (Bg, By,...,B,) are considered equivalent if
there exists a g € GL,, such that B; = gt A;g for every i = 0,...,7r.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper k will be an algebraically closed field. We will denote the spaces
of n x n matrices and symmetric n x n matrices over k by Mat,, and Symm,, respec-
tively. Given an (r + 1)-tuple A = (A, A,..., A,) € Mat’ ! we define the generalized
characteristic polynomial of A to be

Pa(xg,...,z,) = det(zgldo + 2141 + ... + 2, A,)
and the determinantal hypersurface H, associated to A to be the hypersurface
(1) Pa(zo,...,2,) =0

in P". We will refer to the (r + 1)-tuple A as a “presentation” of this determinantal
hypersurface. We will say that B = (By,...,B,) € Mat”™ is equivalent to A if there
exist non-singular n x n matrices ¢g; and g such that B; = g1 A;gs for every i =0,1,... 7.
Clearly H4y = Hp if A and B are equivalent but the converse is not true in general. Our
staring point is the following theorem from [7].

Theorem 1. Assume r > 3. For A € (Mat,)"™! in general position the determinantal
hypersurface H4 has only finitely many presentations up to equivalence.
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The purpose of this note is to prove an analogous assertion for symmetric determinantal
hypersurfaces. A symmetric determinantal hypersurfaces of degree n in P” is a hypersur-
face H = Hq where A = (Ay, ... A,) is an (r+1)-tuple of n X n symmetric matrices. In this
case we will refer to A as a symmetric presentation of H. The definition of equivalence is
modified as follows. We say that A = (Ag, A1, ..., A,) and B = (By, By, ..., B,) € Symm,,
are equivalent if there exists a non-singular n x n-matrix g such that B; = g*A;g for every
i =0,1,...,7. Here ¢' denotes the transpose of g. This is the only type of equivalence
we will use in the sequel. Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 2. Assume r > 2 and the base field k is of characteristic # 2. Then for
A € (Symm,,)" ! in general position, the determinantal hypersurface Ha has only finitely
many symmetric presentations up to equivalence.

Note that Theorem [2] cannot be deduced from Theorem [Il Indeed, Theorem [I] concerns

(r + 1)-tuples A = (Ay, ..., A,) of n X n matrices in general position. This means that
there exists a non-empty (and thus dense) Zariski open subset U C Mat ! such that

Theorem [I] holds for every A € U. We do not know what this open subset U is; in
particular, it is possible that every (r + 1)-tuple of symmetric matrices may be in the
complement of U. For this reason we cannot extract any information about presentations
of a general symmetric determinantal variety H, from Theorem [Il We also remark that
Theorem [Il fails for r = 2 (see [7, Remark (5), p. 615]), while Theorem 2lis valid for every
r = 2.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Sections will be devoted to
proving Theorem [2l In Section [f] we will study the number of inequivalent symmetric pre-
sentations of a general symmetric determinantal hypersurface. This number is unknown
in general; we will show that it is 1 if r is sufficiently large.

2. REDUCED TUPLES OF SYMMETRIC MATRICES
Let U,,, be the subset of Symm/ ™" consisting of (r + 1)-tuples A = (A, ..., A,) such
that
(i) Ao is non-singular and
(ii) the polynomial f(t) = det(tAy — A1) = 0 has n has distinct roots.

It is easy to see that U,, is a non-empty (and hence, dense) Zariski open subset of

r+1
Symm,," .

Lemma 3. (a) Suppose Hy = Hp for some A = (Ag, Ay, ..., A,) and B = (By, By, ..., B,) €
Symm”l. Then A lies in U,,, if and only if B lies in U, ,.

n

(b) Suppose A and B € Symm! " are equivalent. Then A lies in U, if and only if B
lies in U, .

Proof. (a) By our assumption there exists a 0 # ¢ € k such that

(2) det(zgAg + 1141 + ... + 2, A,) = cdet(zoBo + v1B1 + ... + 2. B,.)

as polynomials in xg,...,x,. Setting zo =1 and z; = ... = x, = 0, we see that then
det(Ag) = cdet(By).
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Similarly, setting xo =t, z1 = —1 and 9 = ... = x,, = 0, we conclude that
det(tAg — Ay) = cdet(tBy — By).

Thus det(Ag) # 0 if and only if det(By) # 0 and det(tAy — A;) has distinct roots if and
only if det(tBy— By ) has distinct roots. This proves part (a). Now part (b) readily follows,
because if A and B are equivalent, then H4 = Hp. O

We will say that an (r + 1)-tuple (Ag, Ay, ..., A,) is reduced if Ay = I is the n x n
identity matrix and A; is a diagonal matrix with distinct eigenvalues. Clearly every
reduced (r + 1)-tuple lies in U,,.

Let py C GL,, be the subgroup of diagonal n X n matrices with =1 on the diagonal,
S, C GL, be the subgroup of n X n permutation matrices and H, ~ uj x S, be the
subgroup of GL,, generated by p4 and S,,. It is easy to see that if A is reduced, then so
is h'Ah for any h € H,.

Lemma 4. Let A= (Ao,...,A,) € U.,. Then
(a) the equivalence class of A contains a reduced (r + 1)-tuple.
(b) Reduced (r+1)-tuples in Symm’ ! equivalent to A are transitively permuted by H,.

In particular, there are only finitely many of them.

Proof. (a) Recall that nxn symmetric matrices X are in a natural bijective correspondence
with symmetric bilinear forms b: k™ x k™ — k. The symmetric bilinear form corresponding
to X is

b(v,w) = v Xw,

and the symmetric matrix corresponding to b is the Gram matrix

b(ej,e1) ... be,e,)

X = : o :
blen,e1) ... bley, e,)

Here v and w denote column vectors in k" and

1 0
0 :
€ = . ) , € = )
! : 0
0 1

is the standard basis of k™. Under this correspondence, non-degenerate symmetric bilin-
ear forms correspond to non-singular matrices and the GL,-action on symmetric bilinear
forms by (g - b)(v,w) = b(g(v), g(w)) corresponds to the GL,-action on symmetric ma-
trices by g- X = ¢'Xg. Since k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic # 2, every
non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on k" is equivalent to

I n
Tn Yn
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In other words, there exists a g € GL,, such that ¢g'Ayg = I. By Lemma [3] since A lies in
Uy, so does g'Ag. Thus after replacing A by g'Ag, we may assume that Ay = I.

By the definition of U, ,, A; has distinct eigenvalues Ay, ..., \,. Since A; is symmetric,
the respective eigenvectors vy, ..., v, are mutually orthogonal relative to ( , ). Hence,
there exists an orthogonal matrix h € O,, which takes each standard basis vector e; to a
scalar multiple of v;. Setting B = (By, By, ..., B,) = h' Ah and noting that by our choice
of h, By = h'Ih = I and By = htA;h = h™*A1h = diag(\1, ..., \,), we conclude that B
is reduced, as desired.

(b) Suppose B = (I, By,...,B,) and B' = (I,Bj,...,B}) are reduced (r + 1)-tuples
in Symm’ ™, both equivalent to A. Then they are equivalent to each other. In other
words, there exists a g € GL,, such that ¢'Bg = B’. In particular, (i) ¢g'Ig = I and (ii)
¢'B1g = B}, where B; and B] are both diagonal matrices with distinct eigenvalues.

(i) tells us that g is an orthogonal matrix, i.e., g = g~1. Now (ii) is equivalent to saying
that g lies in the normalizer N of the diagonal maximal torus 7" in GL,,. It is well known
that N =T % S,,. Since S,, lies in O,, and T'N O,, = uf, we conclude that N N O,, = H,,
and part (b) follows. O

3. THE LOCUS OF SYMMETRIC DETERMINANTAL HYPERSURFACES
r+n\__ . .
Let Hyp,, =~ P("2")=1 denote the space of degree n hypersurfaces in P and consider
the rational map

(3) ¢T,n: SymmT’+1 -2 Hypr,n

n

taking A = (Ao,...,A,) to the hypersurface H4 given by (I). Let SDHyp,, be the
closure of the image of ¢, in Hyp,,. This is the “locus of symmetric determinantal
hypersurfaces” of degree n in P".

Proposition 5. Let r,n be positive integers and k be a field of characteristic # 2. Then
the following assertions are equivalent.

(a) Given an (r + 1)-tuple A = (Ag, Ay, ..., A,) € Symm” ™ in general position, there
are only finitely many (r+1)-tuples B € Symm” ™ (up to equivalence) such that Hy = Hp.

(b) Given an (r + 1)-tuple A = (Ag, A1, ..., A,) € Symm” ™ in general position, there

n

are only finitely many reduced (r + 1)-tuples B = (I, By, ..., B,.) such that Hy = Hp.

(¢) dim(SDHyp, ) = (r — 1)@ +n.

Proof. (a) <= (b): We may assume without loss of generality that A € U,,. Fix A
and let B € Symm” ™ vary over the symmetric presentations of H,. Every such B lies
in U,, by Lemma [3] and thus is equivalent to at least one and at most finitely many
reduced tuples by Lemma [l In summary, for a given A € U, ,, there are finitely many
presentations B € Symm” ™ of H4 up to equivalence if and only if there are finitely many
reduced symmetric presentations.

(b) <= (c): Let Z,.,, = {I} x D,, x Symm’ ! be the subvariety of reduced tuples in
Symm” ™. Here D,, is the space of diagonal n x n matrices with distinct eigenvalues. The
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rational map (3 restricts to a morphism

(4) Grin: Ly — Hyp,,, .

Note that ¢,,(A) = ¢.,(B) whenever A and B are equivalent. By Lemma [ up to
equivalence every A € U,,, can be represented by a B € Z,,,. Thus

(5) SDHyprm = (br,n(symm:j—l) = (br,n(Ur,n) = (br,n(Zr,n)-

Here the horizontal bar denotes Zariski closure in Hyp,.,,.

To finish the proof observe that (b) is equivalent to the general fiber of (4]) being finite.
On the other hand in view of (B, (c) is equivalent to the image of () being of dimension
(r—1) n(n+1)

(¢) now follows from the Fiber Dimension Theorem; see, e.g., [8, Section 1.6.3]. O

+n, i.e., of the same dimension as Z, ,. The equivalence between (b) and

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

We will first prove the theorem for r = 2. Our strategy here is to compute the dimension
of SDHyp, ,, and appeal to Proposition[il It is well know that every smooth curve of degree
n > 1 in P? can be written in the form Pa(xg, z1,22) = 0 for some triple A = (A, A1, Ay)
of symmetric n X n matrices. This was first proved in [4]; for a modern proof and further
references see [Il, Proposition 2(a)] or [6, Theorem 1]. Thus SDHyp,, contains a dense

open subset of Hyp,,, ~ P =1 We conclude that

(n+2)(n+1) 1_n(n—|—1)

2 2
This means that condition (c) of Proposition [ holds for » = 2, and hence, so does
condition (a).

This completes the proof of Theorem ] for » = 2. In view of Proposition [l this case
can be restated as follows. There exists a dense open subset V' of Symm? such that for
any (Ag, A1, Ay) € V, there exist only finitely many reduced triples (I, By, By) € Za,,
satisfying

dim(SDHyp,,,) = +n.

(6) Hag,41,45) = H(1,B,,B,)-

as polynomials in xg, z1, .
Now suppose r > 3. We may assume without loss of generality that

A= (A(],Al,...,AT) S Ur,n and (Ao,Al,AZ’> eV for everyz':2,3,...,7‘.

By Proposition it suffices to show that there are only finitely many reduced (r+1)-tuples
B=(I,By,...,B,) € Z,, such that Hy = Hp. In other words, det(xol + 2181 + ... +
x,B,) is a non-zero scalar multiple of det(xgAg + 141 + ... + z,.A,). Setting x5 = ... =
x, = 0, we see that det(xol+x1 B1+x9Bs) is a non-zero scalar multiple of det(xgAg+z1 A1+
r9Ay), i.e., (B) holds. Remembering that (Ag, A, As) € V', we conclude that for a fixed
A there are only finitely many possibilities for the reduced triple (I, By, By). Similarly,
for any i = 3,4,...,r, since (Ag, A1, A;) € V, there are only finitely many possibilities
for the reduced triple (I, By, B;). In summary, as B ranges over the reduced symmetric
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presentations of H 4, there are only finitely many possibilities for By, By, ..., B,. This
tells us that H,4 has only finitely many reduced symmetric presentations. Theorem 2] now
follows from the equivalence of (a) and (b) in Proposition O

Corollary 6. The dimension of the locus of symmetric determinantal varieties SDHyp,, ,,

1
18 (r—l)%%—nfor anyr =2 andn > 1.
Proof. This follows from Proposition Bl We have proved that condition (a) holds, and
hence so does condition (c). O

5. THE NUMBER OF SYMMETRIC PRESENTATIONS

Theorem [2 asserts that the number of inequivalent symmetric presentations of a general
element of SDHyp,., is finite. Denote this number by p(r,n). It is clear from the definition
that p(r,1) =1 for any r > 1. It is also known that

2" R 1)~ 1, ifn>1landn=43 (mod 8)
w(2,n) = @-ne-2) , 0-nm-2 .
27 (27 =2 1), otherwise;
see [0, Theorem 1]. In this sections we will prove the following
n(n+1)

Proposition 7. Ifr > — 1, then pu(r,n) =1 for every n > 2.

nint+1) 1. Choose A = (Ag, Ay,...,A,) € Symm’ ™ such that
Ao, ..., A, are linearly independent over k, i.e., Ag,..., A, form a basis for Symm,, as a
k-vector space. Suppose Hy = Hpg for some B = (By, By, ..., B,) € Symm,,. This means
that P4 is a non-zero scalar multiple of Pg. After replacing B by ¢'Bg for a suitably
chosen scalar matrix g, we may assume that P4 = Pg. Our goal is to show that B is
equivalent to A.

Let T : Symm, — Symm,, be the linear transformation sending A; to B; for each 1 <
i < r. The condition that Pg = Py translates to det(7'(X)) = det(X) for every symmetric
matrix X € Symm,,. Any such linear transformation is of the form T'(A) = ¢*Ag; see [2,
Corollary 8.6] or [3, Theorem 1.1]@. This shows that A and B are equivalent, as desired.
n(n+1)

Proof. First assume r =

We will show that p(r,n) = 1 for any r >
n(n+1)
2
step, let us assume that pu(r,n) = 1 for some r >

that pu(r + 1,n) = 1. We will argue by contradiction. Assume that u(r + 1,n) > 2.
Then for A = (Ay,..., A,, A.41) in general position in Symm’ "2, there exists a B =

— 1 by induction on r. The base

case, where r = — 1, was settled in the previous paragraph. For the induction

1
nint+1) 1. Our goal is to show

'[2, Corollary 8.6] and [3, Theorem 1.1] asserts that T((A) = ag’Ag for some o € k and g € GL,, such
that det(ag?) = 1. However, since we are assuming that our base field k is algebraically closed, we can

1
absorb a by into g by replacing g with —g.
&)

¥
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(Bo, ..., By, B,y1) € Symm”*? such that B is not equivalent to A and Hy = Hp. Once
again, after replacing B by a scalar multiple, we may assume that P4 = Pg. (Since k is
an algebraically closed field, any scalar multiple of B is equivalent to B.) In other words,

(7) det(zgAo + ... + 2 Ar + 2,41 A1) = det(zoBo + ... + 2. By + 2,41 Bry1).
Setting x,41 = 0, we see that Py = Pg, and thus H; = Hg, where

A= (A(),Al,...,Ar) ansz(Bo,Bl,...,Br).

Since A is in general position in Symm’*?, A is in general position on Symm’ ™. By our

assumption, pu(r,n) = 1; hence, A and B are equivalent, i.e., A = g*Bg for some g € GL,.
After replacing B by ¢'Bg, we may assume that By = Ay, ..., B, = A,. In other words,
A= (Ag,..., A, Ars1), B=(Ao,...,Ar, B,y1) and B is not equivalent to A.

We claim that this is not possible. More specifically, we claim that in this situation

nn+1
our assumption that P4, = Pp forces B,,1 to be equal to A, ;. Since r > g —1

and A is in general position in Symm’ ™, we may assume without loss of generality that

Ag, ..., A, span Symm,, as a k-vector space.

Now recall that the symmetric bilinear form (X,Y) — tr(XY) (otherwise known as
the trace form) is non-degenerate on Symm,,. Thus in order to prove the claim, it suffices
to show that

(8) tr(CA,41) = tr(CB,41) for every C' € Symm,,.

Since non-singular matrices are Zariski dense in Symm,,, we only need to prove (&) for
every non-singular symmetric matrix C' € Symm,,. To establish (§) for a non-singular
matrix C' € Symm,,, note that C~! is also symmetric and thus can be written as a linear
combination

Cl=cdp+ ...+ ¢ A,

for suitable scalars cg, ¢y, ..., ¢, € k. Substituting x; = A¢; fori =0,...,r and x,,; = —1
into (@), where \ is a variable, and remembering that A; = B; for i = 0,1,...,r, we see
that

det()\C_l - Ar+1) = det()\C_l - B?‘—I—l)-

Multiplying both sides by det(C'), we conclude that C'A,; and C'B,;; have the same
characteristic polynomial. Hence, they have the same trace, tr(C'A,+1) = tr(CB,1).
This completes the proof of the claim and thus of Proposition [7. O

Remark 8. Using Lemma [|(b), one can show that

. deg(¢r,n)
p(r,n) = Ton—1p,l

where deg(¢,,,) denotes the separable degree of the morphism ¢, ,: Z,,, — SDHypm
in (). The denominator 2"~ 'n! is half the size of the group H,. The reason for the “half”

is that the kernel of the H,-action on Z,, is the subgroup {£I} of order 2. Thus for
general A € Symm’ ! the number of reduced (r + 1)-tuples equivalent to A is |H,|/2.
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Remark 9. The description of the linear transformation 7": Symm, — Symm,, preserving
the determinant which was used in the proof of Proposition [7]is a symmetric version of a
classical theorem of Frobenius [5]. For a detailed discussion of this and related “preserver
problems” we refer the reader to [2].

n(n+1)
2
Remark 11. A variant of Theorems [Il and Pl for “skew-symmetric” matrices is also of

interest. Here “determinant” should be replaced by “Pfaffian”. We leave it as an open
problem for the reader.

Remark 10. We do not know what the value of u(r,n) is for 3 <r < - 2.
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