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LINEAR PRINCIPAL MINOR POLYNOMIALS: HYPERBOLIC DETERMINANTAL
INEQUALITIES AND SPECTRAL CONTAINMENT

GRIGORIY BLEKHERMAN, MARIO KUMMER, RAMAN SANYAL, KEVIN SHU, AND SHENGDING SUN

ABSTRACT. A linear principal minor polynomial or lpm polynomial is a linear combination of principal mi-
nors of a symmetric matrix. By restricting to the diagonal, Ipm polynomials are in bijection to multiaffine
polynomials. We show that this establishes a one-to-one correspondence between homogeneous multiaffine
stable polynomials and PSD-stable lpm polynomials. This yields new construction techniques for hyperbolic
polynomials and allows us to generalize the well-known Fisher—Hadamard and Koteljanskii inequalities from
determinants to PSD-stable Ipm polynomials. We investigate the relationship between the associated hyper-
bolicity cones and conjecture a relationship between the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix and the values
of certain Ipm polynomials evaluated at that matrix. We refer to this relationship as spectral containment.

1. INTRODUCTION

A homogeneous polynomial p € R[x] := Rxy,...,2,] is called hyperbolic with respect to a € R™ if
p(a) # 0 and p,(t) := p(v — ta) € R[¢] has only real roots for all v € R™. The hyperbolicity cone H,(p)
of a polynomial p hyperbolic with respect to a € R™ is the set of all v € R™ such that p(v — ta) has
only nonnegative roots. Originally conceived in the context of partial differential equations [10], hyperbolic
polynomials were discovered to yield deep results in (non-)linear algebra, combinatorics, and optimization;

see, for example, [T} 2 3] 24] 26, [29).

A fundamental family of hyperbolic polynomials is given by the elementary symmetric polynomials

ex(z) = Z H:z:l ,

J ied

where J ranges over all k-element subsets of [n] := {1,...,n}. The elementary symmetric polynomials
are stable: a multivariate polynomial p € R[x] is stable if for all complex numbers z1,..., z, lying in the
open upper half-plane, we have p(z1,...,2,) # 0. If p is homogeneous, then it is stable if and only if it is
hyperbolic with respect to all @ € RZ, and we denote by H(p) = H1(p) its hyperbolicity cone with respect
to the vector 1 = (1,...,1).

Let X denote an n x n matrix of indeterminants, and for any J C [n], we let X; denote the principal
submatrix of X indexed by J. We can then define a polynomial

Ei(X) =) det(X,),
J

where again J ranges over all k-element subsets of [n]. It turns out that these polynomials do not vanish on
the Siegel upper half-plane, i.e., the set of all complex symmetric matrices with positive definite imaginary
part. Such polynomials are called Dirichlet-Garding [13] or PSD-stable [16]. For a homogeneous polynomial
P this property is equivalent to being hyperbolic with respect to any positive definite matrix, and we denote
by H(P) its hyperbolicity cone (taken with respect to the identity matrix). When the context is clear, we
will simply refer to PSD-stable polynomials P(X) as stable polynomials.

The starting point of our paper is the observation that Ej(X) is closely related to ex(x). For instance, if
X = Diag(z1,...,x,) is the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries X;; = x;, then Ey(X) = ex(x1,...,2n).

To generalize this observation, let RZX™ be the vector space of real symmetric n x n-matrices and let R[X] be
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the ring of polynomials on it, where we regard X as being an n X n matrix of indeterminants. A polynomial
P(X) € R[X] is called a linear principal minor polynomial or lpm-polynomial if P(X) is of the form

P(X) = > cydet(X,),
J
where J ranges over all subsets of [n]. The first natural question we pursue is what interesting properties
are shared by a homogeneous lpm polynomial P(X) and its diagonal restriction p(x). We show that P(X)
is PSD-stable if and only if p(x) is stable. We obtain a similar result for the related concept of Lorentzian
polynomials. We prove these facts using the theory of stability preservers [5].

Having established these basic facts we generalize classical determinantal inequalities from linear algebra,
such as the Hadamard—Fischer and Koteljanskii inequality to the setting of stable lpm polynomials. This
generalizes the Hadamard-type inequalities for k-positive matrices obtained in [2I]. Another interesting
consequence of the above results is that they give construction of a new class of hyperbolic polynomials.
Using Ipm polynomials we construct a hyperbolic cubic in 6 variables which has a Rayleigh difference that is
not a sum of squares. The previously smallest known example with 43 variables was contructed by Saunderson
in [27]. Finally, we study whether the eigenvalue vector A of a matrix X lying in the hyperbolicity cone of a
stable Ipm polynomial P(X) lies in the hyperbolicity cone of p(z) and show how this is related to a potential
generalization of the classical Schur—-Horn theorem [28| [T4]. We now discuss our results in detail.

2. OUR RESULTS IN DETAIL

Our discussion of lpm polynomials can also be viewed from a different perspective. A polynomial p €
R[z] := R[z1, ..., %y is multi-affine if it is a linear combination of square-free monomials 77/ = [[;cs; for
J C [n]. We define a linear map ® from the vector subspace of multi-affine polynomials in 1, ..., 2, to the
vector space of lpm polynomials, which we call the minor lift map, as follows. The minor lift of

p(x) = Z GJHZCi,

JCn]  ied

is the polynomial P = ®(p) given by

P(X)= > asdet(X,).
JC[n]

We note that deg(®(p)) = deg(p) and that ®(p) is homogeneous if and only if p is homogeneous. When it is
unambiguous, we will use lower case letters such as p to denote homogeneous, multiaffine p € Rzq, ..., z,],
and use the corresponding upper case letters for the minor lift, so that P is equal to ®(p).

2.1. Properties of the minor lift map and constructions. Our first result is that the minor lift map
sends stable polynomials to PSD-stable polynomials. Stronger even, let us call a matrix A k-locally PSD
if every principal k£ X k-submatrix Ay of A is positive semidefinite. The collection PSDy of k-locally PSD
matrices is a closed convex cone and PSD; € PSDy_1 C --- C PSDy.

Theorem 2.1. Let p be a homogeneous multiaffine polynomial of degree k. If p is stable, then P = ®(p) is
hyperbolic with PSDy, C H(P). In particular, P is PSD-stable.

For A € R2X™ let w(A) = (411, A2z, - .., Ann) be the projection to the diagonal. A first implication for

Sym
the associated hyperbolicity cones is as follows.

Corollary 2.2. Let p be a homogeneous multiaffine stable polynomial and P = ®(p). If A € H(P), then
p(r(4)) > P(A) and 7(A) € H(p).

Using Theorem [2.I] we are able to construct new interesting hyperbolic polynomials. Given a hyperbolic
polynomial p and points a,v in the hyperbolicity cone of p, the Rayleigh difference Ay, q(p) = Dyp - Dap —
p - DyDgp is a polynomial nonnegative on R™ [19]. If the polynomial A, 4(p) = Dyp - Dep — p - DyDap
is not a sum of squares, this has interesting implications for determinantal representations as well as a
hyperbolic certificate of nonnegativity of A, ,(p) which cannot be recovered by sums of squares. Saunderson
[27] characterized all pairs (d,n) for which there exists such a hyperbolic polynomial p € R[z1,...,2,] of
degree d, except when d = 3, where the smallest known example with a Rayleigh difference that is not a
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sum of squares depends on 43 variables. We are able to reduce the number of variables to 6. See Section [0
for more details.

Theorem 2.3. There exists an (explicit) degree-3 hyperbolic polynomial p in 6 variables and vectors v,a €
H(p) such that the Rayleigh difference Ay q(p) is not a sum-of-squares.

2.2. Hyperbolic determinantal inequalities. We generalize some well known theorems from linear al-
gebra to the setting of Ipm polynomials. Note that the cone of positive semidefinite matrices is precisely the
hyperbolicity cone of det(X), which is the minor lift of e, (z) = z; - - - z,,. For our generalizations, we replace
the determinant by the minor lift of a homogeneous multiaffine stable polynomial, and the cone of positive
semidefinite matrices by the hyperbolicity cone of the minor lift.

Hadamard’s inequality is a classical result comparing the determinant of any positive semidefinite matrix
with the product of its diagonal entries.

Theorem (Hadamard’s inequality). Let A be a n x n positive semidefinite matriz, then det(A) <[]\, Ai.

An equivalent statement of this inequality is as follows: if V' is any, not necessarily symmetric, real n x n-
matrix with columns vy, ..., vy, then det(V) < [, [Jvi]|2. This yields a geometric interpretation, since the
absolute value of determinant is the volume of an n-dimensional parallelepiped with edges vy, ..., v,.

Fischer’s inequality generalizes Hadamard’s inequality, and relates the determinant of a positive semi-
definite matrix to its principal minors. Let II = {Si,..., S} be a partition of the set [n] into m disjoint
subsets. Given such a partition, we write i ~ j if 4,5 € Sy for some k = 1,...,m. Let Dy be the vector
space of symmetric matrices that are block diagonal with respect to IT

DH:{AERnXHAw:OIfZ?é]}

Sym

nxn

Let 7 be the orthogonal projection from R onto the subspace Dry.

Theorem (Fischer’s inequality). Let A be a positive semidefinite matriz. Then
det(m(A4)) > det(A).

Observe that Hadamard inequality is simply Fischer’s inequality with partition IT = {{1},...,{n}}. We now
give a hyperbolic generalization of Fischer-Hadamard inequality. For P = ®(ey), our hyperbolic Hadamard
inequality was obtained in [21].

Theorem 2.4 (Hyperbolic Fischer-Hadamard inequality). Let P be a homogeneous PSD-stable lpm-polynomial
and IT a partition. Then
P(rn(A)) = P(A)

holds for all A € H(P).

The classical Fischer-Hadamard inequality is a consequence of a more general inequality known as Kotel-
janskii’s inequality, which handles the case of overlapping blocks [17].

Theorem (Koteljanski’s inequality). Let S and T be two subsets of [n] and A be a positive semidefinite
n x n matriz. Then

det(As) det(AT) > det(ASuT) det(Ang) .

While we were not able to generalize Koteljanskii’s inequality in a way that implies the hyperbolic Fischer—
Hadamard inequality, we found a hyperbolic generalization of Koteljanskii’s inequality, which uses a different
interpretation of what it means to take a minor of a matrix.

Definition 2.5. Given a degree k homogeneous lpm polynomial P and T C [n] with |T| > n — k, we define

the restriction 5
Plr = ( II 8X”-)P’
i€[n\T

where we take partial derivative with respect to diagonal variables not in T'.

With this definition we can state the hyperbolic Koteljanskii inequality, which is related to the negative
lattice condition in [6]:



Theorem 2.6 (Hyperbolic Koteljanskii inequality). Let P be a homogeneous PSD-stable lpm-polynomial
and S, T C [n]. Then

Pls(A)P|r(A) = Plsur(A)P|snr(A)
holds for all A € H(P).

2.3. Spectral containment property. If A is an n X n symmetric matrix, we say that A € R" is an
eigenvalue vector of A if the entries of \ are precisely the eigenvalues of A with appropriate multiplicities.
Note that the set of eigenvalue vectors of a symmetric matrix A are invariant under permutations.

We recall the example of the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial ey (x) and its minor lift Fy(X) from
the introduction. It is well-known that Ej(A) = er(\) where X is an eigenvalue vector of A. In particular,
it follows that A € H(P) implies that A € H(p). Notice that since ey is invariant under permutations of
coordinates, the order in which we list the eigenvalues of A in A(A) does not matter. This motivates the
following definition.

Definition 2.7. A homogeneous multiaffine stable polynomial p € R[x1, ..., ;] has the spectral containment
property if for any A € H(P) C R{(", there is an eigenvalue vector A € R™ of A such that A\ € H(p).

Remark 2.8. We could make a stronger requirement in Definition 277 that for all A € H(P), all eigenvalue
vectors of A lie in H(p), seems to be too restrictive; we do not have any examples of polynomials besides
the elementary symmetric polynomials with this stronger property.

We now give a number of polynomials which have the spectral containment property:

Theorem 2.9. The following classes of polynomials have the spectral containment property:

(1) The elementary symmetric polynomials e1, ..., €y,.

(2) For anyn >k > d, and any |e| sufficiently small, eq(z1,...,2,) + ceq(x1, ..., Tk).

(3) Stable linear polynomials.

(4) Any degree n — 1 stable polynomial that interlaces e, _s.

(5) ea(w1, w2, 3, 24) — (X122 + T123) for € sufficiently small.
Moreover, if p has the spectral containment property, and xo is a variable not used in p, then xop has the
spectral containment property.

While this property may seem mysterious, we conjecture that it is in fact ubiquitous:
Conjecture 2.10. Every homogeneous multaffine stable polynomial has the spectral containment property.

If Conjecture 2.10 is true, then Theorem [2.1] implies that for every k-locally PSD matrix A and homo-
geneous multiaffine stable polynomial p, some eigenvalue vector of A is contained in H(p). This may seem
like a very strong condition on the eigenvalues of A, but as we show below it is equivalent to the fact that
every eigenvalue vector of A is contained in H (ex), which we already observed above. Let &,, denote the
symmetric group on n letters and let it act on R™ by permuting coordinates.

Theorem 2.11. Let e, € R[z] be the elementary symmetric polynomial of degree k and h € R[z] be a nonzero
homogeneous multiaffine stable polynomial of degree k. If v € H(ex), then there exists a permutation T € &,
such that T(v) € H(h).

In Section[.4lwe will also show that Conjecture2.I0lwould be implied in many cases by another conjecture
generalizing the classical Schur—Horn Theorem.

3. THE MINOR LIFT MAP AND STABILITY PRESERVERS

Our goal in this section is to prove Theorem 2I1 We first explain how to construct the minor lift map
via partial derivatives of the determinant. Let p € R[z] be a multiaffine polynomial. The dual of p is

1 1 1
1 () =21 -T2 T - (—,—,...,—).
(1) p@) = wa ey p( S
For any polynomial p € R[z1,...,2,], we consider the differential operator p* (8)(?117 6)?227""8)? ) For

instance, if p = 2° = [I;cg =i is a monomial, then the associated differential operator is Hi¢ g %. Applying
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the differential operator associated to z° to det(X) yields

(H af(--) det(X) = det(Xs).
igs "

By linearity, we then obtain that

. 0 9] 9]
P= (p (8X11,8X22,...,8Xnn>)det(X).

This formulation of the minor lift map will allow us to easily apply the theory of stability preservers.

Remark 3.1. The minor lift operation interacts nicely with dualization. If p is a multiaffine polynomial,
then
O(p")|x = det(X) - @(p)|x-1-
Here, -|x denotes the evaluation of a polynomial at X.
This result follows directly from the Jacobi complementary minors identity, found in [20], which states
that det(X|gc) = det(X ~!|s) det(X). This is a matrix analogue of ().

Before we go on, we need the following facts about hyperbolicity cones that can be found in [29].

Lemma 3.2. Let p € R[z] be a homogeneous polynomial and K C R™ a cone. The following are equivalent:

(1) p is hyperbolic with respect to all a € K, and
(2) p(v+ia) #0 for allv e R™ and a € K.

Lemma 3.3. Let p € Rlz| be hyperbolic with respect to a € R™. Then p is hyperbolic with respect to every
point in the connected component of {v € R™: p(v) # 0} that contains a.

Our first step is the following observation:

Lemma 3.4. Let P € R[X] be a homogeneous polynomial. Then P is PSD-stable if and only if the following
two conditions hold:

(1) P(A) #0 for all positive definite matrices A;

(2) P(Diag(x1,...,zn)+ M) € Rlx] is stable for every real symmetric matriz M.

Proof. First assume that P is PSD-stable and let A be a positive definite matrix. By definition we have
P(iA) # 0. Since P is homogeneous, this implies that P(A) # 0. Further let z; = a; + ib; in the upper
half-plane. Then P(Diag(z1, ..., 2,)+ M) is nonzero for any real symmetric matrix M, since Diag(bs, ..., by,)
is a positive definite matrix.

For the other direction we first observe that condition (2) implies that P is hyperbolic with respect to the
identity matrix. Indeed, the univariate polynomial P(¢tI + M) is stable and thus real-rooted for every real
symmetric matrix M. Now condition (1) together with Lemmas and B3] imply the claim. O

Proof of Theorem[21l Let p € R[z] be multiaffine, homogeneous and stable. Then by [9, Thm. 6.1] all
nonzero coefficients of p have the same sign. Without loss of generality assume that all are positive. Then
P = ®(p) is clearly positive on positive definite matrices since the minors of a positive definite matrix are
positive. Thus by Lemma [3:4] it remains to show that

. L[ O 0 0
P(D1ag<x1,...,xn>+M>=(p (373—37

is stable for every real symmetric matrix M. The polynomial det(Diag(x1,...,x,) 4+ M) is stable as well as
p* by [9, Prop. 4.2]. Thus the polynomial P(Diag(x1,...,z,)+ M) is also stable by [5, Thm. 1.3].
Let A € PSDy, C R2X™ be k-locally PSD. Then for every k-subset S C [n], we have det((A + ¢I)|s) > 0

)) det(Diag(x1, ..., 2n) + M)

Sym
for all t > 0. Hence, if p has degree k with all coefficients positive, then P(A —tI) > 0 for all ¢t < 0 and
hence all roots are non-negative. This implies that A € H(P). O
Remark 3.5. Given a multiaffine homogeneous stable polynomial p € Rlzy,...,z,], the minor lift map

gives a hyperbolic polynomial P in the entries of a symmetric n X n matrix whose restriction to the diagonal

equals to p. Such polynomials can also be constructed for stable polynomials that are not necessarily

multiaffine. Since we are mainly interested in multiaffine polynomials, we only briefly sketch one possible
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such construction. To a stable homogeneous polynomial p € R[z1,...,z,] one can find a multiaffine stable
polynomial ¢ € R[z11,...,21d,-- -, Znd, ] Such that we can recover p from ¢ by substituting each variable
zij by x;, see [0, §2.5]. This polynomial ¢ is called a polarization of p. If we restrict the minor lift of ¢ to
suitable block-diagonal matrices, we obtain a hyperbolic polynomial with the desired properties for p.

Remark 3.6. Using [8, Thm. 3.2] one can show that the analogous statement to Theorem [ZT] for Lorentzian
polynomials, a recent generalization of stable polynomials, holds as well.

4. HYPERBOLIC HADAMARD-FISCHER INEQUALITY

Our goal in this section is to prove Theorem 241 We start by making some general observations about
supporting hyperplanes of the hyperbolicity cone:

Lemma 4.1. Let p € R[z] be hyperbolic with respect to a € R™ and H,(p) the corresponding hyperbolicity
cone. Assume that p(a) > 0 and that p is reduced in the sense that all its irreducible factors are coprime.
Then we have the following:

(1) For allv € Hy(p) the linear form L, = (Vp(v),x) is nonnegative on H,(p).
(2) If v € 0H,(p), then L,(v) = 0.
(3) If b ¢ H,(p), then there exists v € OH,(p) such that L,(b) < 0.

Proof. Part (2) is just Euler’s identity since p vanishes on 0H,(p). If Vp(v) = 0, then (1) is trivial. Otherwise,
the hyperplane {z : (Vp(v),z) = 0} is tangent to dH,(p) at v. Since H,(p) is convex and p positive on the
interior of H,(p), this implies that L,(xz) > 0 for all # € H,(p). In order to prove (3), we first note that by
our assumption on p, the set of points ¢ € dH,(p) where Vp(c) = 0 is nowhere dense. Thus if b € H,(p),
then there is a point e in the interior of H, (p) such that the line segment [e, b] intersects dH,(p) in a smooth
point v. Since Ly(e) > 0 and L,(v) = 0, we have L,(b) < 0. O

We now apply the above observations to lpm polynomials. Recall that for a partition IT = {S1, ..., S, } of
[n], we denote by Dry the vector space of block diagonal symmetric matrices with blocks given by IT and 7
is the orthogonal projection of RZ™ onto the subspace Dp. Further recall that we write a ~ b for a,b € [n]
if a,b € S, for some k=1,...,m.

Lemma 4.2. Fiz a partition I = {S1,...,Sm} of [n] and let B C [n] be any subset. Then for any o € Sp,
we have |{b € Blb« o(b)}| # 1.

Proof. For b € B, consider the orbit b, a(b),a%(b),...,0t"(b),a?(b) = b. If b € Sk but the orbit is not fully
contained in Sy, then there are 0 < r < s < t such that " (b), 0*T1(b) € Sy but 0" 1(b), 0*(b) & Si. O

Lemma 4.3. Let P be an lpm polynomial. If A € Dy, then VP(A) € Dyr.

Proof. Since P is a sum of terms of the form apdet(Xp) with B C [n], it suffices to prove the claim for
P = det(Xp). In that case, this is equivalent to saying that if A € Dy and ¢ ¢ j, then

(aXij det(XB))(A) —0.

Now det Xp = > sgn(o) [[;c g Xi,o(;) and Lemma applied to each term yields the claim. a

oeGp

The preceding lemma allows us to show that the hyperbolicity cone of a hyperbolic Ipm polynomial is
closed under projections onto Dr.

Lemma 4.4. Let P be a homogeous PSD-stable lpm polynomial. If A € H(P), then mn(A) € H(P).

Proof. Let Py be the restriction of the polynomial P to Dy, i.e. Pqp = P o where ¢ : D — ngxn? is the
inclusion map. We have H(P) N Dy = H(Py). For A € H(P) we thus have to show that m(A) € H(Pr).
By Lemma [L.1] this is equivalent to (VP (B),mm(A)) > 0 for all B € H(Pr). But by the previous lemma

we have (VP (B),m(A)) = (VP(B), A) which is nonnegative by Lemma [LI]since A € H(P). O

We are now able to show the hyperbolic Fischer-Hadamard inequality. Our proof technique is inspired
by the proof of [I1, Thm. 5].
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Proof of Theorem[2-4] Without loss of generality, we can assume that P(I) > 0. If A is on the boundary
of H(P), then P(A) = 0 and we are done since m(A) € H(P) implies P(m(A)) > 0. Therefore, we
may assume that A is in the interior of H(P). In this case, let ¢ > 0 be sufficiently small such that
A —el € H(P), then mi(A) — el = (A — €l) is also in H(P). This shows that m(A) is in the interior of
H(P) and P(m(A)) > 0. Thus P is hyperbolic with respect to A and ¢(t) = P(tA + m(A4)) € R[¢] is real
rooted with negative roots. Let d be the degree of ¢(t) degree and —\q,..., —\; the roots of ¢(t) with each
Ai > 0. We consider the coefficients of ¢ in ¢(¢):

— The coefficient of t? is P(A).

~ The coefficient of ¢ is dP (w1 (A)), since £q(t)|i—0 = (VP|xy(a), A), and by Lemmal3], (VP|,(a), 4) =

(VP pa), mi(A)) = dP(mr(A)). This last equality is due to Euler’s identity.
— The constant coefficient is P(m(A)).
Thus we have eg_1(A\) = W’ and eg(\) = A\ -+ Mg = P(;?f(‘;x))' Since all \; are positive, from the

AM-GM inequality we have

P(ra(4))  eqr(N) i (Plrn(A)\ T
pHA) _ dcll > (- Aag) :(ﬁ) ,

This proves the claim. O

When P(X) = det X, then H(P) is the cone of positive semidefinite matrices and our theorem implies
the well-known Fischer’s inequality:

Corollary 4.5 (Fischer’s inequality). If A is positive semidefinite, then det mrr(A) > det A.

Remark 4.6. The usual statement of Fischer’s inequality corresponds to the case of two blocks. This is
equivalent to our multi-block version since principal submatrices of a positive semidefinite matrix are also
positive semidefinite.

In the case, where IT = {{1},...,{n}}, Theorem 2.4l and Lemma 4] imply Corollary 2.2l We also get the
following strengthening of Theorem 2.4]

Corollary 4.7. Let P be a homogeneous and PSD-stable lpm-polynomial. If A € H(P), then the polynomial
P((1—t)A+trn(A)) is monotonically increasing for t € [0,1].

Proof. The polynomial ¢(t) = P(tX + (mn(X) — X)) is real rooted, and
P((1—-t)X +tm(X)) = ¢*(t)

so that ¢*(t) is real rooted. Because both A and 7r;(A) are in H(P), we have ¢*(¢t) > 0 for ¢t € [0,1]. Hence,
by interlacing < ¢*(t) has at most one root in the interval [0, 1]. If there were a root of % ¢*(¢) in the interval
[0,1), then at such a root ¢*(¢) would have a maximum on this interval. This is a contradiction to the fact
that ¢*(¢) is maximized at ¢ = 1 by Theorem 241 Hence, we have that %q*(t) must in fact be nonnegative

on this interval. O

5. HYPERBOLIC KOTELJANSKII INEQUALITY

Koteljanskii’s inequality [17] states that for any n x n positive semidefinite matrix A and S,T C [n],
det Ag det Ap > det Agnr det Agyr. This is a generalization of the Hadamard—Fischer inequality. Later this
inequality was proven to hold for other classes of (possibly non-symmetric) matrices [I5]. In this section we
prove Theorem 2.6] a generalization of Koteljanskii’s inequality, where the determinant can be replaced by a
PSD-stable Ipm polynomial. First we need the hyperbolic counterpart of the fact that principal submatrices
of a positive semidefinite matrix are again positive semidefinite, and hence have nonnegative determinant.
For this we use Renegar derivatives [25].

Theorem 5.1. Let p be a polynomial, hyperbolic with respect to v. Let D,p denote the directional derivative
of p in direction v. Then D,p is also hyperbolic with respect to v. Furthermore, their hyperbolicity cones
satisfy Hy(p) € Hy(Dyp).
Recall from Definition that Plr = ([Lepr %)P. Then we have:
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Corollary 5.2. Let P be a homogeneous PSD-stable lpm polynomial of degree k and A € H(P). Let T C [n]
with |T| > n—k. Then P|r is PSD-stable as well and A € H(P|r).

Now we use the result from [6] on negative dependence. For any polynomial p € R[z] and index set S C [n]
we denote 0%p = (T];c5 %)p.

Theorem 5.3 ([0 Sect. 2.1 and Thm. 4.9]). Let p be a multiaffine stable polynomial with nonnegative
coefficients. Then p satisfies the nonnegative lattice condition: for all S,T C [n]

9°p(0)0"p(0) > 95T p(0)8°p(0).

This theorem directly implies the generalization of Koteljanskii’s inequality.

Proof of Theorem [Z28l Without loss of generality assume that P(I) > 0. Let P4(x) = P(A + Diag(z)) €
R[x1, ..., z,). Tt is clear that P, is multiaffine and 9° P4(0) = P|g(A) for all S C [n]. It follows from Corollary
B2that P4 is stable and has nonnegative coefficients. Thus by Theorem[5.3]it satisfies the nonnegative lattice
condition, i.e. for all S,T C [n], 9% P4(0)0T P4(0) > 0°“T P4(0)0°"T P4(0). This completes the proof. [

6. HYPERBOLIC POLYNOMIALS AND SUMS OF SQUARES

Let p € R[z] be hyperbolic with respect to v € R” and a,b € H,(p). Then the mixed derivative
Aup(p) =Dap-Dpp—p-DaDyp

is globally nonnegative by Theorem 3.1 in [19]. If some power p” has a definite symmetric determinantal
representation, i.e., can be written as

p" =det(x1 41 + -+, A,)

for some real symmetric (or complex hermitian) matrices 41, ..., A, with v1A;+...+v, A, positive definite,
then Agp(p) is even a sum of squares [19, Cor. 4.3]. Therefore, any instance where A, (p) is not a sum
of squares gives an example of a hyperbolic polynomial none of whose powers has a definite symmetric
determinantal representation. Another source of interest in such examples comes from the point of view taken
in [27], as these give rise to families of polynomials that are not sums of squares but whose nonnegativity can
be certified via hyperbolic programming. Saunderson [27] characterized all pairs (d,n) for which there exists
such a hyperbolic polynomial p € R[z] = R[z1, ..., z,] of degree d, except when d = 3. In this section we will
construct an explicit hyperbolic cubic p in 6 variables for which there are two points a, b in the hyperbolicity
cone such that A, ;(p) is not a sum of squares.

Remark 6.1. If there are two points a,b in the closed hyperbolicity cone of p such that A, (k) is not a
sum of squares, then there are also such points in the interior of the hyperbolicity cone as the cone of sums
of squares is closed.

Remark 6.2. In [27] Saunderson constructs a hyperbolic cubic in 43 variables whose Bézout matriz is not
a matrix sum of squares. This is the smallest such example that has been known so far. The top left entry
of the Bézout matrix is the mixed derivative that we are studying. Thus if the latter is not a sum of squares,
then the Bézout matrix is not a matrix sum of squares.

Consider the complete graph K4 on 4 vertices. We define the spanning tree polynomial of K4 as the
element of Rz, : e € E(K,)] given by
tri(z) = > J]=e.

T ecT

where 7 C E(K4) ranges over all edge sets of spanning trees of K. The polynomial ¢x, is multiaffine,
homogeneous and stable [9, Thm. 1.1]. Let T be its minor lift. Finally, let p be the polynomial obtained
8



from T by evaluating T' at the matrix of indeterminants

12 13 14 23 24 34

rzx 0 O 0 0 O

0 29 a b ¢ O

_ 0 a 22 ¢ b O
A= 0 b ¢ 29 a O
0 ¢ b a 2o O

0 0 0 0 0 =x3

Thus p is hyperbolic with respect to every positive definite matrix that can be obtained by specializing
entries of A to some real numbers. In particular, the polynomial

_ 9 Op Fp

B 8171 . 8$3 P 8I18$3

is nonnegative. We will show that it is not a sum of squares. We first study the real zero set of W.

Lemma 6.3. The polynomial W is contained in the ideals J1, Js, J3 and Jy where

(1) Jy is generated by all 2 X 2 minors of A,

(2) Ja is generated by all off-diagonal entries of A,
(3) Js is generated by a,c and x2,

(4) Jy is generated by b,c and x5.

Proof. Part (1) follows from the fact that both ~ and g—zhl are in J;. The other claims are apparent since

1
ZW =a®b? + a’c? + b2 + ¢ — Sabexs + 2a*x3 + 272 0

Definition 6.4. An ideal I in a ring A is called real radical if g3 + - -+ g2 € I implies g1, ..., g, € I for all
g1y, 0r € A

Lemma 6.5. The ideal J = ﬂizl Ji is real radical.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that each Jj is a radical ideal such that the real points lie Zariski dense in its
zero set. This is clear for J, J3 and Jy. Using Macaulay2 [12] we checked that Jp is radical. Moreover, the
primary decomposition of J; shows that the zero set of J; is a union of linear spaces. This implies that the
real zeros of J; are dense as well. O

Theorem 6.6. The polynomial W is not a sum of squares.

Proof. Assume for the sake of a contradiction that W = g2 + - - - + g2 for some polynomials g;. Since W € .J
by Lemma [6.3] Lemma 6.5 implies that each g; is in .JJ. Thus W is even in the ideal .J - J. Using Macaulay2
[12] one checks that this is not the case. O

Remark 6.7. In the terminology of [27] this shows in particular that h is neither SOS-hyperbolic nor weakly
SOS-hyperbolic.

7. THE SPECTRAL CONTAINMENT PROPERTY

We would like to relate the hyperbolicity cone of a homogeneous stable polynomial with the hyperbolicity
cone of its minor lift. Recall from Definition 2.7 that a homogeneous multiaffine stable polynomial p has the
spectral containment property if for any X € H(P), there is some vector A consisting of the eigenvalues of X
with appropriate multiplicity so that A € H(p). Elementary symmetric polynomials have the spectral con-
tainment property, and we will show that several other polynomials have the spectral containment property
in this section. The remainder of this section is devoted to proving some sufficient conditions for the spec-
tral containment property, as well as showing some connections between this property and the Schur-Horn
theorem.



7.1. Schur—Horn Theorem and stable linear functions. Recall that a linear homogeneous polynomial
p(x) = a1x1 + -+ + apxy, is stable if and only if either a; > 0 for each i € [n], or a; < 0 for each i € [n].
Moreover, in this case H(p) = {x € R™ : p(x) > 0}. These are the simplest stable polynomials and yet it is
not completely trivial to show that they have the spectral containment property.

Theorem 7.1. Fvery stable linear homogeneous polynomzial has the spectral containment property.
In order to prove this, we will use Schur’s contribution to the Schur—-Horn theorem.

Theorem 7.2 (Schur). Letp: R™ — R be a homogeneous linear function, and let P be the associated minor
lift. Let A be a symmetric matriz and let A be an eigenvalue vector for A. Let &, denote the symmetric
group which acts on R™ by permuting coordinates. Let O(n) denote the orthogonal group of n X n matrices.
Then
A)) = PUAUT).
max p(r(A)) ax ( )
Proof of Theorem[7.1] Suppose that A € H(P), which is equivalent to P(A) > 0. By the Schur-Horn
theorem, there is some eigenvalue vector of A, say A, so that p(A) > P(A) > 0. Thus, there is an eigenvalue
vector of A contained in H(p) as desired. O

We will see in Section [T.4] that if an appropriate generalization of the Schur-Horn theorem holds, then we
would be able to show the spectral containment property for a large class of polynomials.

7.2. Operations Preserving the Spectral Containment Property. In this section we prove that the
spectral containment property is preserved under some simple operations involving adjoining a new variable.

Lemma 7.3. Let ¢ € Rxy,...,2,] be stable, multiaffine and homogeneous. Let p € Rlzg,...,z,] be de-
fined by p(xo,...,xn) = q(x1,...,2,). If ¢ has the spectral containment property, then p has the spectral
containment property.

Proof. First note that © = (zo,...,%,) € H(p) if and only if (z1,...,2,) € H(q). Let X € H(P), then we
can divide X into blocks as
o XOO T
x=(" 5

Here, M is equal to X|[,], and v is some element of R™.

If I,,, is the n x n identity matrix, we can see from the definition of P that P(X + tI,,11) = Q(M +tI,,).
Therefore, for ¢t > 0, Q(M + tI,) = P(X + tI,4+1) > 0, which implies M € H(Q). Let A(M) and A(X) be
eigenvalue vectors of M and X respectively, with the property that the entries of A(M) and A\(X) appear in
increasing order. The Cauchy interlacing inequalities say that

Ao(X) S A(M) < A (X) < Aa(M) < Xo(X) <o S A (M) < A (X).
Thus for i € [n] we can write X\;(X) = X\ (M) + ¢; for some € > 0. Since ¢ has the spectral containment
property, there is a permutation o such that (A, (M))1<i<n € H(q). Since the hyperbolicity cone of

the stable polynomial ¢ is convex and contains the nonnegative orthant, we also have (Ay(;)(X))i1<i<n =
(Ao(iy (M) + €5(i))1<i<n € H(g). This implies that (Ao(X), Ag(1)(X), -, Aoy (X)) € H(p). O

The spectral containment property is also preserved when multiplying by a new variable.

Proposition 7.4. Let ¢ € Rlzy,...,z,] be stable, multiaffine and homogeneous. Let p € Rlxg,...,xy]
defined by p(xg, ..., xn) = xoq(x1,...,2yn). If g has the spectral containment property, then p has the spectral
contatnment property.

Before we show this, we need another lemma. Let X be a matrix written in block form as
o XOO T
= ()
and Xgo # 0. We write X/0:= M — X&)lva for the Schur complement.

Lemma 7.5. Let q¢ € Rxy,...,x,] be stable, multiaffine and homogeneous. Let p = xoq € Rlzo,...,zy],
and X € H(P), with Xop > 0, then X/0 € H(Q).
10



Proof. Note that a vector © = (2o, 21,...,2,) € H(p) if and only if o > 0 and (z1,...,2,) € H(q). Recall
the determinant formula for Schur complements: for any n x n matrix X,

det(X) = Xop det(X/0).
Also, it is not hard to see from the definition that if S C {0,1,...,n}, and 0 € S, then
X|s/0 = X/0[(s\0),
that is, Schur complements interact naturally with taking submatrices. Therefore,
P(X) = Z as det(X|s) = Z asXoo det((X/0)[s\0) = XooQ(X/0)
5¢40,...,n} 5¢{0,...,n}
Thus, if X € H(P) and Xgp > 0, then

e/ =S8 >

We can strengthen this result by noting that if we let J be the block diagonal matrix given by

0 0
= )

then J € H(P), since it is in particular positive semidefinite. It is clear from the definition that X/0+t1, 1 =
(X +tJ)/0. Thus, we have that for all ¢ > 0,

P(X +t])
Xoo -

which implies that X/0 € H(Q). O

QUX/0 + thi1) = QX +17)/0) = 0,

Proof of Proposition [74] First assume that Xo9 > 0. By Lemmal[7.5] and the spectral containment property
for g, we have that there is an ordering of the eigenvalues of X/0 so that A\(X/0) € H(q).

Now, we can write
o 0 0 XOO vT
X = (O X/O) + ( v Xo_lva> ’

where the second term is a rank 1 positive semidefinite matrix.

Let X' = 8 XO/O> . Note that X’ is block diagonal, so that if A\(X") is an eigenvalue vector for X/0, then

0@ A\(X') is an eigenvalue vector for X’. In particular, by ordering the entries appropriately, A(X’) € H(p),
from our characterization of H(p) in terms of H(q).

By the Weyl inequalities, there is an ordering of the eigenvalues of X so that X\;(X) > A\;(X’) for each 1.
This implies that

AMX) =0 AX") +v

where v is a nonnegative vector, and therefore v is in H(p). Therefore, A € H(p).

The case of X9 = 0 follows from continuity of eigenvalues. Observe that if X is in the interior of H(P),
then Xyo > 0, and also, since the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix vary continuously with the matrix, the
property of having an eigenvalue vector in H(p) is closed. Therefore, since H(p) is closed and has nonempty
interior, there is an eigenvalue vector of X in H(p). O

7.3. Polynomials Interlacing an Elementary Symmetric Polynomial. The spectral containment
property can be proved more easily for polynomials which interlace some elementary symmetric polyno-
mial.

Before stating the main result, we note that the minor lift map preserves interlacing.

Lemma 7.6. Let p,q € R[z1,...,z,] be stable, multiaffine and homogeneous. Let P,Q be the associated
mianor lifts. Then p interlaces q if and only if P interlaces Q.
11



Proof. Assume that p interlaces g. Then by the multivariate Hermite-Biehler Theorem [7, Thm. 5.3] we
have that p 4 iq is stable. Let A be a symmetric n x n matrix. We have to show that P(tI + A) interlaces
QI+ A). From [5 Thm. 1.3] we see that the linear operator T4 that sends a multiaffine polynomial p to
the polynomial P(Diag(x1,...,x,)+ A) is a stability preserver. Thus T4 (p + iq) is stable. Substituting ¢ for
all variables in T4 (p + iq) shows that P(tI + A) +iQ(tI + A) is stable. Now the claim follows from another
application of the Hermite—Biehler Theorem. The other direction is clear, since p and ¢ are the respective
restrictions of P and @ to the diagonal matrices. O

Lemma 7.7. Suppose that p is a stable, multiaffine and homogeneous polynomial of degree d, and that eq—1
interlaces p. Further suppose that for any X € H(P), there is some eigenvalue vector \ of X, such that
p(A) > P(X). Then p has the spectral containment property.

Proof. We first note the fact that if p is any hyperbolic polynomial, and ¢ interlaces p, then x is in the
interior of H(p) if and only if x is in H(g) and p(x) > 0. This follows easily from considering the bivariate
case.

Let X be in the interior of H(P). We first want to show that there is an eigenvalue vector of X that is
contained in H(p); the case for general X will then follow from the fact that the eigenvalues of a symmetric
matrix are continuous as a function of the entries of the matrix.

Since e4_1 interlaces p, by Lemma [T.6, we have that E4_; interlaces P. From this, we conclude that since
X € H(P), X is contained in H(E4_1), and so any vector of eigenvalues of X is contained in H(e4—_1).

Let A be any eigenvalue vector of X so that 0 < P(X) < p()), then we see that this A must then be in
the interior of H(p), as desired. O

In Proposition [7.9] we show that the set of stable multiaffine forms interlacing eg_1 is an open subset
containing e4. This implies that if we have a hyperbolic polynomial p which is sufficiently close to e4, then
p will have the spectral containment property as long as for any X € H(P), there is some eigenvalue vector
A, so that p(A\) > P(X).

We will apply this lemma in a few cases, together with some variational characterizations for eigenvalues
to show the spectral containment property for some special kinds of polynomials.

Lemma 7.8. Let p, q be multiaffine polynomials of degree d+1 and d, and let a € R™. There exist multiaffine
polynomials m1,...,mgs,ny,...,ns of degree d such that

Dap'q_p'Daq:mlnl+---+msns-
Proof. This is straightforward. O

Proposition 7.9. There is an open neighborhood U of eq+1 in the vector space of multiaffine forms of degree
d + 1 such that every stable multiaffine p € U of degree d + 1 1is interlaced by eq.

Proof. Let I be the ideal generated by all multiaffine polynomials of degree d and let V' be the degree 2d
part of I2. Let ¥ C V be the set of all polynomials that can be written as a sum of squares of multiaffine
polynomials of degree d. It follows from the proof of [I8, Thm. 6.2] that D, e441 - €4 — €441 - De €4 is in the
interior of ¥ (with respect to the euclidean topology on V). Thus it follows from Lemma [(.8 that there is an
open neighborhood U of e441 such that for every stable multiaffine p € U the polynomial D, p-eq —p-D. eq
is in ¥. Thus eq4 interlaces p by [19, Thm. 2.1]. O

7.4. Generalized Schur-Horn Property and the Spectral Containment Property. We say that an
n-variate multiaffine homogeneous polynomial p has the Schur-Horn property if for any n x n symmetric
matrix X with some eigenvalue vector A,
ma A) = max P(UXUT).
max p(m(A)) s ( )
The Schur-Horn property for p is equivalent to the fact that for any n x n symmetric matrix X with eigenvalue
vector A,
max p(r(\)) > P(X).
TeES,

Another equivalent formulation states that p has the Schur-Horn property if and only if the maximum of
P(UXUT) as U varies over O(n) is obtained for some U such that UXUT is diagonal.
12



The Schur-Horn theorem states that any linear homogeneous polynomial has the Schur-Horn property.
We now relate Schur-Horn property and the spectral containment property.

Theorem 7.10. Let p is an homogeneous multiaffine form of degree d. If p has the Schur-Horn property,
and eq—1 interlaces p, then p has the spectral containment property.

Proof. Tt is clear that if p has the Schur-Horn property, then in particular, for any X € H(P), there is
some eigenvalue vector A so that p(A\) > P(X). Therefore, p has the spectral containment property by
Lemma [7.7 O

Using the Schur-Horn property and our previous lemmas, we can show that a family of stable polynomials
have the spectral containment property.

Lemma 7.11. If p is a degree d homogeneous multiaffine polynomial with the Schur-Horn property, then
ea(x) + p also has the Schur-Horn property.

Proof. Tt can easily be seen that if X is an n X n symmetric matrix, with an eigenvalue vector A, that
max (eq(m(A)) + p(7(A)) = ea(A) + max p(m(}))
eSS, TeES,
= FE4(X)+ max P(UXUT)
UeO(n)

= max E4UXUT)+PUXUT).
UeO(n)
This gives the desired result. O
Lemma 7.12. If p is a degree d homogeneous multiaffine polynomial with the Schur-Horn property, then
for € > 0 sufficiently small, eq(x) 4+ ep has the spectral containment property.

Proof. By Proposition[I.9] we see that for € sufficiently small, e;(x) 4 ep is interlaced by e4—1. Moreover, by
Lemma [T.TT] we see that eq(x) + ep has the Schur-Horn property. Therefore, by Theorem [Z.10, we see that
eq(x) + ep has the spectral containment property. O

We now give some examples of polynomials with the Schur-Horn property.
7.5. The Schur-Horn Property For Degree n — 1 Polynomials.

Theorem 7.13. If p € Rx1,...,x,] is a degree n — 1 multilinear homogeneous polynomial, then p has the
Schur-Horn property.

Proof. Write p(z) = Y"1, a; [Tepn i zi- In this case,

P(X) = a;det(X|p;)
=1

Recall that the dual of p(x) was defined in Section[3] as

n
p*(z) = Z a; ;.
i=1

Abusing notation, we define P* to be
i=1

Define the adjugate matrix of X by Adj(X) = det(X)X 1. By Cramer’s rule, the diagonal entries of the
adjugate matrix are given by
Adj (X)” = det(th]\i).
Hence, using Remark 31 we see that P*(Adj(X)) = P(X).
The eigenvalues of Adj(X) are of the form p; = Hie[n]\ ;Ai where A is an eigenvalue vector of X. We see
then that p*(u) = p(A). Now we apply the Schur-Horn theorem to the linear form p* and the matrix Adj(X)
to see that

ma ' (w(u) = max P*(UT Ad(X)U).

13



Applying our identities relating the vector u to A, we see that
a A)) = max PUTXU).
max p(m(N)) TEx ( )

From this, we immediately obtain a corollary.

Corollary 7.14. There is an open set U in the space of degree n — 1 homogeneous multiaffine polynomials,
such that U contains e,—1 and every element of U is stable and has the spectral containment property.

7.6. Extensions of Elementary Symmetric Polynomials and the Schur—-Horn Property. We note
that it is unclear whether the Schur—Horn property is preserved by adding extra variables. We show that
this holds for elementary symmetric polynomials.

Proposition 7.15. Fiz natural numbers d < k < n. Let p = teq(x1,...,x%) € R[z1,...,2,]. Then, p has
the Schur-Horn property.

We can reduce this to the classical Schur-Horn theorem. To do this, we require a lemma involving a
construction, which is referred to in [22, Chapter 3] as a derivation of a matrix X.

Lemma 7.16. For any n x n symmetric matrix X, with eigenvalue vector X\, there erists a (Z) X (")

k
symmetric matriz DX with the following two properties:

e The eigenvalues of D*?X are precisely those real numbers of the form

ed()‘slu)\.szu .. '7)\Sk)7

where we range over all possible values of s1,...,8k € [n] so that s1 < s < -+ < 8.
e The diagonal entries of DX are precisely those of the form Eq4(X|s), where S ranges over the size
k subsets of [n].

Proof of Lemma[7.16, We will define D¢ X in terms of wedge powers. If we regard X as an endomorphism
from R™ to R™, then D*9X is defined as an endomorphism of AFR™ by letting

Dk’dX(vl Avg A+ Avg) = Z ws1 Aws1 A Awsk,

se()
where
X ifke S
ws,k = .
v ifk &S
It is not hard to see that if vy, ..., vy are linearly independent eigenvectors of X with eigenvalues A1, ..., Ak
respectively, then v; A --- A vy is an eigenvector of D¥9X with eigenvalue eq(\1, ..., \x), and this clearly

implies the first property in Lemma

On the other hand, if we use the natural basis of AFR™ given by {es, A es, A -+ A eg, }, where e; is a
standard basis vector, and s1 < so < --- < sg, then this basis is orthogonal under the natural inner product
of A*R™, and also

(651 Negy Ao N eSk)TDk7dX(651 AP ARRRA esk) = Ed(X|{51;~~~75k})'
This clearly implies the second property of Lemma [7.10l O
Proof of Proposition [7.13 The classical Schur-Horn theorem implies that for any symmetric matrix X,

819 829y /NS Z E X ZE X I
<P €00 Ko ) 2 g BulX1s) 2 Bl X

and also that
min ed()\sl s Asgs ey Asy,) < min Ed(X|S) < Ed(X|1,...,k)-

s1<82< <5 SE([Z])
This first statement implies the Schur-Horn property for e4(z1,. .., xx), and the second implies the Schur-
Horn property for —eq(x, ..., xx). O
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7.7. A Small Example of the Schur-Horn Property. We give one more example of the Schur-Horn
property, which is noteworthy because our proof does not appeal to the classical Schur-Horn theorem.

Lemma 7.17. The polynomial x1(x2 + x3) € Rlx1, 22, 3, x4] has the Schur-Horn property.

Remark 7.18. The polynomial x1(xzs 4+ 23) € Rlz1, 22, 23] clearly has the Schur-Horn property, by Theo-
rem [Z.13] but it is not clear that this remains the case if we introduce a new variable.

Proof. Let D = Diag(A1, A2, A3, A\4). Let U be in SO(4), and write its columns as
U= (’U w oz y) .
It is not hard to see via an explicit computation that
4 4 4 4
vy e (S S e (S T
We expand this formulation out by multilinearity of the determinant to obtain the following

4 4 9 9
N\ v w;v; v ZjVj
(2) E E Aidj <det <wiv- w? > + det (Zﬂ)i L2 ))

2

i=1 =1
(3) _24:2/\'/\‘ det (U W) e (U B paer () pae (A
B 1 i< v ¢ W54 wjz ¢ ZiV; ZJQ ¢ W;Vj wiz ¢ Z§V; zf
i=1 j<i
1 Vi w; 2 V; Zi 2
@) _ Y det(z ) —|—det(l ) .
i=1 j<i vi Wi vj o Zj

We can think of this as a polynomial
4

YA =D 0D v,

i=1 j<i

2 2
o v w; Vi %
Vi,; = det (vj '(Uj) + det (vj zj) .

Lemma 7.19. v(\) is in the conver hull of the polynomials
aiyj_,k()\) = )\i()\j + /\k)

where

We make the following claim:

where {i, j, k} € ([g]).
To see that Lemma implies the theorem, observe that for any i, j, k,
aijk(A) > géasfp(/\wu), Ar(2) Ar(3)s Ar(4))-

Hence, in particular, any convex combination of the a; ;; will be lower bounded by this same quantity.
Therefore, since every symmetric matrix is diagonalizable, we have that for any symmetric matrix X, and
any orthogonal U,
PUTXU) > Eé%)ip()\ﬂ(l)’ /\ﬂ.(g), /\ﬂ.(g), )\77(4)).

The opposite inequality is easy to see by choosing U to be an orthogonal matrix diagonalizing X. O
It remains to show Lemma [[.19

Proof of Lemma[7.19 Since we work in dimension 4, we can find the inequalities defining this convex hull
explicitly using computational methods. It turns out that the polynomial v is in the convex hull of the a; ;
if and only if for each i,j € [n],
Yij =0
and if {7, 4, k,1} = {1,2,3,4}, then
Vi e <1
15



and
D =2
7€)
For our particular value of v; ;, it is easy to see that it is the sum of two squares and hence nonnegative.

Further notice that the sum of all of the coefficients of 7 is y(1,1,1,1), so that returning to the definition of
the polynomial ~,

~v(1,1,1,1) = P(I) = 2.
It remains to show that

Yij + kg <1

2 2 2 2
o _ v Wy Vi  Z; Ve Wk Ve Zk
Yiyj + Ykt = det (vj wj) + det (vj Zj) + (vz wz) + det (vz Zl)

We prove that this is at most 1. Recall that

Notice that

U1 w1 21 Y1

V2 W2 22 2
U= (v w oz y) = 4
V3 w3 23 Y3
Vg Wq 24 Y4

The Jacobi complementary minors theorem for matrix inverses implies that if S C [4], then

det(Uls,r) = det(U) det (U ge r¢) = + det(UT|ge 1e) = £ det(UT|pe s¢)
2 2
det Vi Wi = det k. Uk .
vj Wi z] Yl
2 2
det Vi F) det Wk Yk
Uj Zj wy Y ’

M — (U3 w3 Z3 y3> '
Vg Wa 24 Ya
Notice that since U is orthogonal, these two rows are orthogonal, and so M MT = I. Applying the Cauchy—
Binet theorem to det(M MT) = det(I) we see that

We now see that

Similarly, we must have

Let

1 =det(MMT)
= > det(Ms)det(M])

I
o
2
5
~—
[\

2 2 2 2
> <Zk yk) + det (vi wi) n <Uk wk) + det (’Uk Zk>
zZl Yt v Wy (Y wy (Y zl
=Y, + Vi, -

The result now follows. O
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8. THE PERMUTATION PROPERTY

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [Z11] It says that given any point v in the hyperbolicity cone
of ex and any other homogeneous stable multiaffine polynomial & of the same degree, some permuation of
the coordinates of v is in the hyperbolicity cone of h. We call this remarkable propery of ex the permutation
property. We first need some preparation.

Lemma 8.1. Assume that the homogeneous stable polynomials g, h € R[x1, ..., x,] have nonnegative coeffi-
cients and a common interlacer. Then f = g+ h is stable. If v is in the hyperbolicity cone of f, then v is
in the hyperbolicity cone of g or in the hyperbolicity cone of h.

Proof. Let e be the all-ones vector. The univariate polynomials F' = f(te—v),G = g(te—v) and H = h(te—v)
have a common interlacer. Further, all roots of F' are nonnegative. The existence of a common interlacer
implies that G and H have at most one negative root each. Assume for the sake of a contradiction that both
G and H have a negative root. Then G and H have the same (nonzero) sign on the smallest root of F. This
contradicts F' = G 4+ H. Thus either G or H have only nonnegative roots which implies the claim. O

Lemma 8.2. Let h € R[zy,...,2,] be homogeneous, multiaffine and stable. Let T € &,, be a transposition.
Then h and 7(h) have a common interlacer.

Proof. Without loss of generality assume that 7 = (12) and let g = 7(h). We can write
h=A-z1-29+B-21+C-29+D
for some multiaffine A, B,C, D € R[zs, ..., z,]. Then the polynomial

0 0 0 0
( +—)h=A-(.’L'1+£C2)+B+C=( —l——)g

8—{E1 8{E2 8—{E1 8:172
is a common interlacer of h and g¢. g
Corollary 8.3. Let h € R[z1,...,x,] be homogeneous, multiaffine and stable. Let T € &,, be a transposition,

g =71(h) and f = Ag + ph for some nonnegative A\, u € R. Then C(f,e) C C(g,e) U C(h,e).
Proof. This is a direct consequence of the two preceding lemmas. |

Let Q[&,,] be the group algebra of the symmetric group &,, on n elements, i.e. Q[S,] is the vector space
over Q with basis e, for g € &,, whose ring structure is defined by extending e, - ey, := e4.;, linearly. In Q[S,,]
we have the identity

(5) I_IH (1+jii '%‘)) =D

=1 gEG,

see for example [23] p. 192]. From this we obtain our desired theorem.

Theorem 8.4. Let 04 € Rxy,...,2z,] be the elementary symmetric polynomial of degree d and h €
R[x1,...,2Zn] any other nonzero homogeneous multiaffine stable polynomial of degree d. If v is in the hyper-
bolicity cone of eq, then 7(v) is in the hyperbolicity cone of h for some permutation T € &,,.

Proof. We have c-0q = (3_ g, €g)h for some nonzero scalar ¢ € R. Thus by Equation () we can write

c-0q= <ﬁ(1 + )\ien)> h

i=1

2

k=0,...,r. Since hy = hy—1 + A7k (hg—1), Corollary implies that if v is in the hyperbolicity cone of

hy, then either v or 74 (v) is in the hyperbolicity cone of hy_1. Since h, = ¢- 04 and hg = h, this argument

shows that if v is in the hyperbolicity cone of o4, then (7, o--- o7 )(v) is in the hyperbolicity cone of h for

some 1 <41 < -+ <15 <. O
17

for some positive \; € R, transpositions 7; € &, and r = (") We define hy = (Hle(l + )\ieﬂ.)) h for



9. OPEN PROBLEMS

Our work sparks a wide range of open problems. We mention some of them here. For several of these
problems, we presented proofs for some special cases, whereas the general case remains open.

9.1. Hyperbolic Schur-Horn Theorem. In Section[dwe proved the hyperbolic generalization of Hadamard-
Fischer inequality as well as Koteljanskii’s inequality, in Theorem [2.4] and Theorem Here we present
another potential generalization of classical linear algebra results in Schur-Horn theorem.

Schur-Horn theorem appears in our previous section on Spectral containment Property, where it plays a
major role and a generalized version called Schur-Horn property was formed. Here we will form a different
generalization of Schur-Horn theorem in terms of hyperbolic polynomials.

We will formulate our generalization in the language of majorization. Given polynomials p and q of the
same degree, both hyperbolic with respect to the direction v, we say that p majorizes ¢ in direction v if for
all x € R™, the roots of p(z — tv) majorize the roots of ¢(x — tv). Recall that given o, 8 € R¥, a majorizes
B if Zle o = Zle B; and the following holds: let o/, 3’ be obtained from «, 3 by reordering coordinates
such that of > ... > a}, and 8] > ... > B, then for each 1 < m < k,>.", a; > Y I" | Bi. Equivalently,
a majorizes § if and only if 8 € conv(S(a)), where the symmetric group & acts on « by permuting its
coordinates.

In this language, we can restate the Schur direction of the Schur-Horn theorem as follows:

Lemma 9.1. (Schur) det(X) majorizes det(diag(X)) in the identity direction.
We conjecture that this holds for all homogeneous PSD-stable Ipm-polynomials.

Conjecture 9.2. Let P be a homogeneous PSD-stable lpm-polynomial. Then P(X) majorizes P(diag(X))
in the identity direction.

Recall for 1 < k < n we defined Ex(X) = Z|S|:k det X5 to be the minor lift of degree k elementary
symmetric polynomial, i.e., sum of all £ x k principal minors of X. We are able to prove this conjecture
for rescalings of Ejy. Our proof will use the following result from [4], which follows from Theorem 1 of their

paper.

Proposition 9.3. Suppose p majorizes q in direction v, then D,p majorizes D,q, where D, denotes the
directional derivatives in the v direction.

Now we are ready to state and prove our result.

Proposition 9.4. Let D be any positive diagonal matriz, and P(X) = E,(D~Y2XD~1/?). Then P(X)
magjorizes P(diag(X)) in the identity direction.

Proof. First notice that det(X) majorizes det(diag(X)) in the D direction, i.e., roots of det(X — tD) ma-
jorize roots of det(diag(X) — tD) for any X. This follows from applying original Schur’s theorem to the
symmetric matrix D~Y/2XD~1/2 since we have det(X — tD) = det(D)det(D~Y/2XD~1/? — tI) and simi-
larly det(diag(X) — tD) = det(D) det(D~/? diag(X)D~/? — tI). Also notice that D~'/2 diag(X)D~/? =
diag(D~1/2X D~1/?).

Now we apply Proposition[@.3] (n — k) times, where p = det(X), ¢ = det(diag(X)),v = D. This shows that
p*)(X) = 25|k det(Xs) [[;¢ 5 Di; majorizes ¢ (X) = > 15|k det(diag(X)s) [[;¢ s Dii in the D direction.
Computing p™*) (X — tD) we have

PP (X —tD) = Y det(Xs —tDg) [[ Dis

[S|=Fk i¢S
= Y det(Ds)det(Dg"*XsDg"* — tIs) [ [ Dis
|S|=k igSs
=det(D) Y det(Dg"*XsDg"? —tIs)
|S|=k

= det(D)Ey(DY?XD_; 5 — tI)
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Similarly, ¢¥) (X —tD) = det(D)Ey(D~"/? diag(X)D_; jo—tI). This shows that roots of Ex(D~/2XD_; o—
tI) majorize roots of Ej(D~/2diag(X)D_,/, — tI). This completes the proof. O

We may also formulate a hyperbolic generalization of Horn’s theorem, which we conjecture to be true but
do not have any results.

Conjecture 9.5. Let P be any degree k Ipm-polynomial. Let X\, € R* such that X magorizes . Then there
exists a symmetric matriz X such that roots of P(X —tI) are given by \, and roots of P(diag(X) —tI) are
given by .

9.2. Spectral containment property and the Schur-Horn property. We showed that many poly-
nomials have the spectral containment property. Based on these examples and additional computational
evidence we conjecture the following:

Conjecture 9.6. All homogeneous multiaffine stable polynomials have the spectral containment property.

There are several special cases of this conjecture which are of particular interest, which we enumerate
separately.

Conjecture 9.7. All quadratic homogeneous multiaffine stable polynomials have the spectral containment
property.

This case is of special interest because quadratic multiaffine polynomials have especially simple minor

lifts. Namely, if

p(x) =Y ayw;,

i#]
then
P(X) = p(diag(X)) = Y ai; X7
i#£]

It is therefore plausible that this conjecture could be proved (or disproved) by exploiting this special structure.
Conjecture 9.8. Let D be a positive definite diagonal matriz, and let p(x) = ex(Dx). Then p(x) has the
spectral containment property.

Again, this is of special interest because of its relation to diagonal congruence as we now explain.

Lemma 9.9. Let p be a homogeneous, multiaffine stable polynomial, let D be a positive definite diagonal
matriz, and let ¢ = p(Dx). Then x € H(q) if and only if Dx € H(p), and X € H(Q) if and only if
DXD e H(P).

Proof. x € H(q) if and only if ¢(x + tf) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. This is equivalent to the statement that
p(D(x+11)) = p(Dz+tdiag(D)) > 0 for all t > 0. Notice though that if D is positive definite, then diag(D)
is in the interior of the hyperbolicity cone of p. Therefore, p(Dz + t diag(D)) > 0 for all ¢ > 0 if and only if
Dz € H(p).

Similarly, if p(z) = 3", as [1;es 2i, we see that ¢(z) = > g, (I];es Diias) [1;es zi- Therefore,

QX) = > ([ Diias) det(X|s) = > agdet((D/*XD'/?)|s) = P(D'/?XD'?).
SCln] €S 5C[n]
We thus have that
Q(X +tI) = P(DY*(X 4+ tI)D'/?) = P(D'/?X D'/ 4+ tD).
Because D is positive definite, it is in the interior of H(P), and therefore, P(D'/2X D'/2 4-¢D) > 0 for all
t > 0 if and only if D/2X D'/2 € H(P). This implies the result. O

From, this we see that Conjecture is equivalent to the statement that for any X € H(E}), and any
positive definite diagonal matrix D, we have that there exists an eigenvalue vector A of D'/2X D'/2 so that
D=\ € H(ey). This gives us a very quantitative relationship between the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix
X and those of DY/2X D2 which are of fundamental interest in a number of situations.

The Schur-Horn property is another interesting property of a multiaffine polynomial. Once again, despite
computer search, we are unable to find an example of a multiaffine homogeneous polynomial that does not
have the Schur-Horn property. From this, we conjecture
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Conjecture 9.10. All homogeneous multiaffine polynomials have the Schur-Horn property.
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