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Abstract

In this thesis we survey some of the mechanisms used to prove that naturally defined sequences
in combinatorics are log-concave. Among these mechanisms are Alexandrov’s inequality for mixed
discriminants, Alexandrov’s Fenchel inequality for mixed volumes, Lorentzian polynomials, and the
Hard Lefschetz theorem. We use these mechanisms to prove some new log-concavity and extremal
results related to partially ordered sets and matroids. We present joint work with Ramon van Handel
and Xinmeng Zeng to give a complete characterization for the extremals of the Kahn-Saks inequality.
We extend Stanley’s inequality for regular matroids to arbitrary matroids using the technology of
Lorentzian polynomials. As a result, we provide a new proof of the weakest Mason conjecture.
We also prove necessary and sufficient conditions for the Gorenstein ring associated to the basis
generating polynomial of a matroid to satisfy Hodge-Riemann relations of degree one on the facets

of the positive orthant.
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Introduction

Given a sequence of non-negative real numbers ag,...,an,ay+1, we say that the sequence is log-
concave if and only if a? > a;_ja;4; for all i € [n]. If a sequence of non-negative numbers is
log-concave, then it is also unimodal. There is a phenomenon in mathematics that many naturally
defined sequences in algebra, combinatorics, and geometry satisfy some version of log-concavity.
To explain this phenomenon, there is a rich variety of methods that have been developed to prove
log-concavity problems in combinatorics. Our goal in this thesis is to survey a few of log-concavity
mechanisms. Specifically, we will survey some of the theory behind mixed discriminants, mixed vol-
umes, Lorentzian polynomials, and Hodge-Riemann relations. Note that this is only a small subset
of the techniques to prove sequences are log-concave. In particular, we do not mention analytic tech-
niques, linear algebraic techniques, or real-rootedness techniques. For a more thorough treatment of
these techniques, we refer the reader the excellent survey paper by Richard Stanley [57]. We also do
not mention the recent technology of the combinatorial atlas defined by Swee Hong Chan and Igor

Pak. For background on the combinatorial atlas, we refer the reader to the original sources [13, 14].

We will be especially interested in the log-concavity of sequences related to partially ordered sets
and matroids. The thesis topic was motivated by a project recommended by Ramon van Handel
about the extremals of the Kahn-Saks inequality. In a paper by him and Yair Shenfeld, they give
a characterization for equality to hold in the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality when the mixed area
measure is associated to polytopes. Using this characterization, they were able to give a charac-
terization for the equality cases of the Stanley poset inequality [56]. As an extension of the result,
we tried to give a similar characterization for the Kahn-Saks inequality. Given a finite poset P and
two distinguished elements z,y € P, we can count Ny the number of linear extensions o satisfying
o(y) —o(x) = k. In [34], Jeff Kahns and Michael Saks prove that this sequence is log-concave using
the theory of mixed volumes and the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality. Through joint work with Ra-

mon van Handel and Xinmeng Zeng, we were able to get a complete combinatorial characterization



for the Kahn-Saks inequality. We present these results in Section 3.2.

As an extension of the Kahn-Saks project, we considered the second inequality proved by Stanley
in [56] for matroids. Given a regular matroid M = (E,Z) of rank n and a partition E = RU @ of
the ground set, we define By, to be the number of bases of M which share k elements with R. Using
the theory of mixed volumes, Stanley proves that the sequence By is ultra-log-concave. In his paper,
Stanley gives a characterization for the extremals of the slightly weaker inequality B > B{B,_1
based on the equality cases of the Minkowski inequality. In [9], Bapat and Raghavan give a proof of
Stanley’s matroid inequality by associating each number By with a mixed discriminant rather than
a mixed volume. Suppose our sequence By consists of only positive integers. From our better un-
derstanding of the equality cases of Alexandrov’s inequality for mixed discriminants, the extremals
Bz > By_1Bji4+1 are exactly the extremals of the weaker inquality BY" > Bgian. This gives a
satisfactory characterization of extremals of Stanley’s matroid inequality for regular matroids. At
this point, we were interested in two questions. Is Stanley’s inequality true for arbitrary matroids?
If Stanley’s inequality is true for arbitrary matroids, will the characterization for the extremals be
the same? In Section 3.3.5, we prove that the answer to the first question is in the affirmative. The
proof uses the fact that the basis generating polynomial of a matroid is Lorentzian. For the second
question, we proved that the combinatorial characterization guarentees equality. However, we made

little progress for the reverse implication.

In our attempt to combinatorial characterize the extremals of Stanley’s matroid inequality for
arbitrary matroids, we began exploring the Hodge theory of matroids. In Section 4.4, we define a
ring A(M) which we call the the Gorenstein ring associated to the basis generating polynomial of
the matroid M. In their paper [39], Murai-Nagaoka-Yazawa prove that the ring A(M) satisfies the
Hard Lefschetz property and the Hodge-Riemann relations in degree 1. They conjecture that the

o qatia . : . k(M)
ring satisfies the Hard Lefschetz property in all degrees k < =25~

. Our current goal is to prove
the stronger conjecture that A(M) satisfies the Kéhler package. Our progress towards the general

conjecture is outlined in Chapter 4.



Chapter 1

Combinatorial Structures and

Convex Geometry

In this chapter, we review some basic structures from combinatorics and convex geometry. We
begin in Section 1.1 by reviewing the notions of a partially ordered set and related concepts. We
will not cover any deep concepts in order theory and will content ourselves in reviewing the basic
definitions of linear extensions, lattices, and covering relations. In Section 1.2, we will go over basic
notions in graph theory and spectral graph theory. In this section, the notion of the Laplacian of a
loopless graph will be important. In Section 1.3, we go over the definitions and notions associated
to matroids. The properties of matroids will be at center stage for many of our applications in
later chapters. In Section 1.4, we will cover the notion of mixed discriminants. These objects arise
as the polarization form of the determinant. Mixed discriminants were introduced by Alexandrov
in [2] to study the mixed volumes of convex bodies. Finally, in Section 1.5, we outline notions in
convex geometry and Brunn-Minkowski theory including the notion of mixed volumes. Our goal
with this chapter is not to provide an exhaustive overview of the topics mentioned, but to cover the
definitions, results, and applications needed for the rest of the thesis. For the reader who wishes to
dive more deeply into these individual topics, we refer to more in-depth treatments of the concepts

within each section.



1.1 Partially Ordered Sets

In this section, we review basic notions in the theory of partially ordered sets (posets). Our treatment
of posets is similar to that of [50] and [47]. Given a finite set P, we abstractly define a binary relation
on P as simply a subset of P x P. A partial order on a set is a binary relation that is reflexive,

antisymmetric, and transitive. These properties are described in Definition 1.1.

Definition 1.1 (Definition 1.1.1 in [50]). A partially ordered set is an ordered pair (P, <) of a
set P and a binary relation < on P which is reflexive, antisymmetric, and transitive. Explicitly, we

have the following conditions.
(a) z <z forall z € P.
(b) If x <y and y < x, then x = y.
(¢) fz<yandy<zthen z < z.
When z < y and x # y, we can also write z < y or y > x.

In this thesis, we will only consider posets where the ground set is finite. Let (P, <) be a finite
partially ordered set. We call two elements z,y € P comparable if and only if x <y or y < xz. We
write x ~ y if and only if # and y are comparable. If z and y are not comparable, we say that they
are incomparable. We call a subset C' C P a chain if every pair of elements in C' are comparable.
In a finite poset, a chain will always have the form {z; < ... < x}. For every pair of elements
x,y, we can define the closed interval [z,y] := {# € P : ¢ < z < y}. We say that y covers z
(or z is covered by y) if [z,y] = {x,y}. In this case, we call z < y a covering relation, and we
write x < y or y > x. We can diagrammatically visualize posets by drawing each element as a point
and drawing the covering relations as edges. Such a diagram is called a Hasse diagram. For an
example of a Hasse diagram, see Figure 3.1. It is not difficult to see that the covering relations of a
poset determine the poset uniquely. A poset element is called a minimal element if it is not greater
than any other element. Similarly, we call an element a maximal element if it is not less than any
other element. Every pair of elements x,y € P satisfying x < y has a maximal chain C' with x as
the minimal element in the chain and y as the maximal element in the chain. Any maximal chain

from x to y will be of the form

T=20<21<...<Zp1<Zp=2yY.



Posets appear all throughout mathematics. For example, the set of integers Z can be equipped with
divisibility to give it a partially ordered set structure. The Mobius function associated with the
lattice of integers is a common object in the study of analytic number theory (see [4]). In category
theory, posets are examples of the most basic form of categories. In particular, they are categories
where the morphisms between any two objects consists of a single element. Given a collection of
sets, they can be given a poset structure with set inclusion as the partial order. Finally, in graph
theory, we can equip the vertices of a directed graph with a poset structure where two vertices are

comparable if and only if one can be reached from the other.

1.1.1 Linear Extensions

Given two posets (P, <1) and (P», <s), we define say a map f : P, — P, is order-preserving if
f(z) <3 f(y) whenever x,y € Py satisfy  <; y. If |[P| = n, we call any bijective order-preserving

map f: P — [n] a linear extension where [n] is equipped with its natural total order.

Definition 1.2. Let (P, <) be a poset on n elements. A linear extension is any bijective map

f: P — [n] such that f(x) < f(y) whenever x,y € P satisfies x < y.

Recall that a partial order on P is called a total order if every pair of elements is comparable.
Every partial order can be viewed a total order where some comparability information is missing.
A linear extension is simply a way to extend a partial order to a total order. In later sections, we

will be interested in the log-concavity of sequences which enumerate linear extensions of a poset.

1.1.2 Lattices

Let P be a poset and let x,y € P be two arbitrary elements. We say that z € P is a least upper
bound or join of x and y if z > x, z > y, and for any w € P satisfying w > z,w > y we have that
w > z. Similarly, we say z is a greatest lower bound or meet if z < z, 2 < y, and for any w € P
satisfying w < x,w < y, we have that w < z. If the meet or join of two elements exist, they must
be unique. In a general poset, the meet and join of two elements does not necessarily exist. When

they do exist for every pair of elements, we call the poset a lattice.

Definition 1.3. Let £ be a finite poset. We say L is a lattice if every pair of elements in £ has a

meet and a join. When z,y € £, we let Ay and x V y denote the meet and join of x and y.

Given a lattice, it is not hard to show that the meet and join operations are commutative and

associative. The partially ordered set of natural numbers equipped with divisibility forms a lattice



under the greatest common denominator and the least common multiple. A lattice will automatically
have a unique minimal element which is a global minimum and a unique maximal element which is
a global maximum. If a poset has a global minimum, we call this element the 0 element. If a poset
has a global maximum, we call this element the 1 element. Let € P be an element which covers
the 0 element. In this case, we call x an atom. Dually, if x is covered by the 1 element, then we
call x a co-atom. For some examples of lattices, we will be introduced to the lattice of faces of a
polytope and the lattices of flats of a matroid. The latter example satisfies extra conditions which
makes it geometric lattice. For a thorough treatment of geometric lattices and their connections

to matroids, we refer the reader to [41].

1.2 Graph Theory

In this section, we briefly review some notions in graph theory. We assume that the reader has
some basic background knowledge on graph theory such as the definitions of connected components,
paths, trees, etc. In Definition 1.4, we provide the definition of a graph that we will use in the thesis.
Note that to each graph G we attach some arbitrary total ordering on the vertices. For a thorough
reading of graph theory, we refer the reader to [18]. For notions in spectral graph theory, we refer

the reader to [17].

Definition 1.4. A graph is an ordered pair (V, E) of vertices and edges such that each edge is
associated with either two distinct vertices or one vertex. If an edge is associated with two distinct
vertices, then we call it a simple edge. If an edge is associated with one vertex, then we call it a

loop. We also equip V' with an arbitrary total ordering.

The role of the total ordering in Definition 1.4 will show up in Definition 1.6 when we define the
incidence matrix. When two vertices in G contain an edge, we say that they are adjacent. If two
vertices v and w are adjacent, we write v ~ w. This corresponds to comparability in the reachability
poset of the graph. If an edge contains a vertex, we say that the edge is incident to the vertex.
Given a connected graph G, we say a subgraph T" C G is a spanning tree if it is a tree that is
incident to all vertices of G. In general, when G is a graph (not necessarily connected), we call T' a

spanning forest if it is a forest that is incident to all vertices of G.



1.2.1 Spectral Graph Theory

In this section, we will assume that our graph G is loopless. For every vertex v € V, we define
deg(v) to be the number of edges incident to v. For any pair of distinct vertices v,w € V, we define

e(v,w) to be the number of edges between v and w. In particular, we have that

deg(v) = g e(v,w).
weV
wH#v

Definition 1.5. Let G = (V,E) be a (loopless) graph where V' = {vy,...,v,}. We define its

Laplacian matrix L := Lg to be the n X n matrix where the (i, j) entry is given by

deg(v;) ifi=j
Li,j =

—FEy, 0, ifi#jand v; ~v;

where F, ,, is the number of edges between v; and v;.

Definition 1.6. Let G be a graph and let V = {v; < ... < v,} be an arbitrary ordering of the
vertices. We define a |V| x |E| matrix B := B¢ called the incidence matrix where the entry

indexed by the vertex v and the edge e = {v; < v;} € E is equal to

1, if v=u;
Bye = -1, fv=u;
0, otherwise.

The matrix Cg which is obtained by removing the last row of B is called the reduced incidence
matrix. The incidence matrix and reduced incidence matrix both satisfy Proposition 1.7. In this

sense, these two matrices capture the property of being a cycle in the graph G.

Proposition 1.7. For a graph G = (V, E) the incidence matrix Bg and reduced incidence matrix
C¢ both satisfy the property that a set of columns is linearly dependent if and only if the graph

formed by the corresponding edges contains a cycle.
Proof. See Example 5.4 of [9]. O

The incidence matrix and Laplacian of a matrix are related by Proposition 1.8. This relation

will reappear in Section 3.3 when we prove Theorem 3.34 in the case of graphic matroids.



Proposition 1.8. For a graph G = (V| E), let L be its Laplacian matrix and let B be its incidence

matrix. Then, we have that L = BBT.

Proof. For every e = {v;,v;} € E with v; < v;, we define m.(v;) = —1 and m.(v;) = 1. The function
me indicates which of the two vertices in an edge is the smaller vertex with respect to the total

ordering on the vertices. We can compute that

(BBT)MU = Z Te (V) e (w).

eeE:w,w€e

When v = w, then each summand is equal to 1 and we get exactly deg(v;). If v and w are not
adjacent, then the sum is empty and is trivially is equal to zero. Otherwise, each summand is —1

and there are F,, ,, elements in this sum. This suffices for the proof. O

1.3 Matroids

Matroids are combinatorial objects which abstract and generalize several properties in linear algebra,
graph theory, and geometry. For example, it generalizes the notion of cyclelessness in graphs,
the notion of linear independence in vector spaces, the poset structure of linear subspaces in a
vector space, and concurrence in configurations of points and lines. Despite the seemingly limited
conditions imposed on a matroid, matroids successfully describe many objects relevant to other areas
in mathematics such as topology [25], graph theory [30], combinatorial optimization [19], algebraic
geometry [24], and convex geometry [28]. In this section, we provide an introduction to the basic
notions in matroid theory that we will need in the remainder of this thesis. We use the excellent
monographs [41] and [61] as our main references for this theory. We begin by describing matroids

as a set with a collection of independent sets.

1.3.1 Independent Sets

As motivation for the definition of a matroid, we first describe some properties of linearly independent
vectors in a vector space. Let V be a (finite-dimensional) vector space and let S C V' be a subset
of linearly independent vectors. Note that any subset of S will also consist of linearly independent
vectors. If T C V is another set of linearly independent vectors with |S| < |T'|, then there always
exists a vector v € T\S such that S U v is linearly independent. To prove this fact, suppose for
the sake of contradiction that there is not v € T\ S for which S U v is linearly independent. This

implies that span(7") C span(S). Since our ambient vector space is finite-dimensional, by comparing



dimensions we reach a contradiction. We abstract these properties in Defnition 1.9 and call the

resulting object a matroid.

Definition 1.9. A matroid is an ordered pair M = (F,Z) consisting of a finite set E and a

collection of subsets Z C 27 which satisfy the following three properties:
(I1) D eT.
(I2) X CY and Y €Z, then X € 7.
(I3) If X,Y € 7 and | X| > |Y|, then there exists some element e € X\Y such that Y U {e} € T.

The set E is called the ground set of the matroid and the collection of subsets Z are called
independent sets. This terminology is motivated by Example 1.10 where the indepedent sets
consist exactly of linearly independent subsets of our ground set. Condition (I1) is referred to as
the non-emptiness axiom, condition (I12) is referred to as the hereditary axiom, and condition (I3)
is referred to as the exchange axiom. We say two matroids M; and My are isomorphic if there
is a bijection between their ground sets which induces a one-to-one correspondence between their

independent sets.

Example 1.10 (Linear Matroids). Let V be a k-vector space and let E = {v1,...,v,} be a finite
set of vectors from V. Let Z consist of all subsets of F which are linearly independent. Then, the
ordered pair (E,Z) forms a matroid. For a set of linearly independent vectors or equivalently a
matrix A, we let M(A) denote the linear matroid generated by A. We call a matroid M a linear
matroid if there exists a matrix A such that M = M(A). When there is a k-vector space V' such

that the matroid M is generated by a set of vectors in V', we say that M is representable over k.

Example 1.11 (Graphic Matroids). Let G = (V, E) be a graph and let Z be the collection of subsets
of E which consist of edges such that the subgraph on V with these edges is a forest (contains no
cycles). The ordered pair (E,Z) forms a matroid called the cycle matroid of the graph G. If G is a
graph, we let M (G) be the cycle matroid associated to the graph G. We call any matroid isomorphic

to M(G) for some graph G a graphic matroid.

It is not difficult to directly show that the graphic matroid associated to a graph as in Exam-
ple 1.11 is a matroid. We can show this fact indirectly using Proposition 1.13. Specifically, this

proposition show that graphic matroids are also linear matroids.

Proposition 1.12 (Proposition 1.2.9 in [41]). Let M be a graphic matroid. Then M = M(G) for

some connected graph G.



Proof. Since M is graph, there exists a graph H (not necessarily connected) such that M = M (H).
Take the connected components of H and pick a one vertex from each of them. By identifying these

vertices, we get a connected graph G such that M = M (G). This suffices for the proof. O

Proposition 1.13. Let G = (V, E) be a graph and let A be its incidence matrix or reduced incidence
matrix. Then M(G) = M(A).

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 1.7. O

Example 1.14 (Uniform Matroids). For any integers 0 < k < n, we can define the uniform
matroid Uy ,, which is the matroid on [n] where the independent sets consist of all subsets of [n] of

size at most k. The matroid U, , is called the boolean matroid or free matroid on n elements.

Given a matroid M = (F,Z), we call a subset X C E a dependent set if and only if X ¢ 7.
Any minimal dependent set a circuit. An alternative way to define matroids is through circuits.
The collection of circuits of a matroid satisfy some properties, and any collection of subsets which
satisfy these properties will be the collection of circuits of a unique matroid (see Corollary 1.1.5
in [41]). There are many other cryptomorphic definitions for matroids. In this thesis, we will not
concern ourselves with proving the equivalence between these definitions. In the next section, we

will define a dual notion of circuits called bases.

1.3.2 Bases

We call an independent set B € 7 a basis if it is a maximal independent set. From the properties
of independent sets of a matroid, we can deduce that all bases have the same number of elements.
Indeed, if By and By are bases satisfying |B;| < |Bs|, then there must exist some element e € Bo\ By
satisfying By U {e} € Z. But, this means that B; U {e} is an independent set strictly larger than
B;y. This contradicts the maximality of B; and implies that all bases contain the same number of

elements.

Proposition 1.15. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid and let B be the collection of bases. The collection

BB satisfies the following three properties:
(a) B is non-empty.

(b) If B; and By are members of B and x € B\ Ba, then there is an element y of By\B; such that

(Bl—x)UyEB.
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(¢) If By and By are members of B and x € B\ Bs, then there is an element of y € By\Bj such

that (By —y)Ux € B.
Proof. See Lemma 1.2.2 in [41]. O

For any matroid M = (E,B) where B = B(M) are the bases of M, we can define the basis

generating polynomial of a matroid M = (E, B) by

fu(z) = Z B e Rz, :e € E).
BeB

The polynomial fj; is a homomogeneous polynomial of degree d where d is the size of a basis in M.

In Section 1.3.3, we define the number d as the rank or dimension of the matroid M.

1.3.3 Rank Functions

Recall the motivating example of a matroid as a subset of vectors S C V where vectors are inde-
pendent if and only if they are linearly independent. In this example, there is a natural notion of
dimension or rank. For any set of vectors, we can define the rank of this set to be the dimension of
the vector subspace spanned by these vectors. This defines a function from the subsets of S to the

non-negative integers with a few properties. We will abstract these properties in Definition 1.16.

Definition 1.16. For any matroid M = (E,T), we define its rank function rank,, : 2 — N to be
equal to

ranky (X) :=max{|I|: T € Z,I C X}.

When the matroid M is clear from context, we will sometimes write rank := rank,;. The rank

function satisfies the following three properties:

(R1) If X C E, then 0 < r(X) < |X].

(R2) f X CY C E, then 7(X) <r(Y).

(R3) If X and Y are subsets of E, then n(X UY) +r(X NY) <r(X)+r().

For a proof of (R1), (R2), and (R3) in Definition 1.16, we refer the reader to Lemma 1.3.1 in
[41]. Many properties of rank functions which are satisfied in the case of linear matroids and the
vector space picture are satisfied in general. For example, for any subset S C F and e € E\S, we

can prove that ranky; (S Ue) € {rankps(S),rankys(S) + 1}.
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1.3.4 Closure and Flats

In the case of a linear matroid, the rank of a set of vectors is equal to the dimension of the vector
subspace spanned by our vectors. We can then study our matroid through the subspaces spanned
by its vectors. We define a subset of vectors to be closed if the span of these vectors contain no
other vectors in our ground set. In this sense, the vector space spanned by a set of vectors is the

closure of the set. We abstract the properties of this closure operation in Definition 1.17.

Definition 1.17. For any matroid M = (E,Z), we define its closure operator cloys : 27 — 2% to
be

cloy(X) := X = {z € E : rank(X U {z}) = rank(X)}.

When the underlying matroid M is clear from context, we also write clo := cloy;. The closure

operator satisfies the following four properties:

(C1) If X C E, then X C cloy (X).

(C2) If X CY C E, then cloy (X) C cloa (V).

(C3) It X C E, then cloas(clop (X)) = clop (X).

(C4) U X CEand x € E, and y € clop (X U{x})\ clop (X), then z € clopy (X U {y}).

For a proof of (C1), (C2), (C3), and (C4) in Definition 1.17, see Lemma 1.4.3 in [41]. From
this definition, it is not difficult to check that the closure operation in a linear matroid returns the
collection of all vectors contained in a given subspace. If X C F satisfies X = clop;(X), then we say
X is a closed set or flat. For any matroid M = (E,Z), let L(M) denote the partially ordered set
consisting of the flats of M equipped with set inclusion. From Theorem 1.7.5 in [41], we have that

L(M) is a geometric lattice with join, meet, and rank function (as a graded poset) given by

XVY .= CIOJW(XUY)
XANY =XnNnY

rank, (X) := rank s (X).

In fact, from Theorem 1.7.5 in [41], a lattice is geometric if and only if it is the lattice of flats of
a matroid. A geometric lattice determines a matroid up to simplification. We define the notion of

simplification in Section 1.3.5.
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1.3.5 Loops, Parallelism, and Simplification

Let M = (E,T) be a matroid. We say an element of the ground set e € E is a loop in M if {e} is a
dependent set. Equivalently, e € E is a loop if rank({e}) = 0. In a graphic matroid, this corresponds
to a loop in the underlying graph. We define Ej as the set of loops. An element e € E in the ground
set is called a coloop if it is contained in every basis. We say that two elements z1,25 € E\Ej
are parallel if and only if {x;,22} ¢ Z. When this happens, we write 1 ~j; z2. Equivalently,
x1 ~p xo if and only if rank({x1,z2}) = 1. For a thorough treatment of loops and parallelism, we

refer the reader to Section 1.4 of [61].
Proposition 1.18. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid. Then ~; is an equivalence relation on E\Ej.

Proof. For any x € E\Ey, we have rank({z,z}) = rank({z}) = 1 since x ¢ Ey. Thus =z ~js z.
For z,y € E\Ey, we have rank({z,y}) = rank({y, «}). This proves that ~p; is reflexive. To prove
transitivity, suppose that we have elements x,y,z € E that satisfy x ~yy y and y ~pp 2. If x =y
or y = z, then we automatically get = ~j; z. Suppose that they are all distinct. Then, we have
{z,y},{y,2} € Z. For the sake of contradiction, suppose that {z,z} € Z. From (I3) applied to
{z,z} and {y}, we have that either {x,y} € 7 or {y,2} € Z. This is a contradiction. This proves

that ~,; is transitive and is an equivalence relation. O

From Proposition 1.18, for any non-loop e € E\Ey, we can consider its equivalence class [e] :=
[e]ar under the equivalence relation ~j;. We call the equivalence class [e] the parallel class of e.
Then, we can partition the ground set F into F = Fy L Es U... U Eg Ll Ey where Eq, ..., Es are the
distinct parallel classes and Ej are the loops. In Proposition 1.19, we give a characterization of the

atoms of the lattice of flats in terms of the parallel classes and loops.

Proposition 1.19. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid and let e € E be an element of the matroid that

is not a loop. Then, € = [e] U Ey.

Proof. Since any independent set contains no loops, we know that Ey C €. For any f € [e], we have
that rank({e, f}) = 1 = rank({e}) by definition of ~j;. This proves that [e] C €. To prove the
opposite inclusion, let f € €. Then rank({e, f}) = 1. If f is a loop, then f € Ey. Otherwise, f ~ys e

and f € [e]. This suffices for the proof of the proposition. O

We call a matroid simple if it contains no loops and no parallel elements. To every matroid
M, we can associate a simple matroid M called the simplification of the matroid M. For any

matroid M = (E,Z), let E(M) be the set of rank 1 flats of M. In particular, if x1,...,z are the
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representatives for the parallel classes in M, then we can define the ground set of M as

We can define a map mp : E\Ey — E(M) to be the map which sends e € E\ Ey to the rank one flat

e. For any a € E(M), we define fiber(a) := m_!(a). In other words, this consists of the elements of

E in the parallel class a. We can define the following collection of subsets of E(M):

1(1\7) = {{lzi )y} : {2, 2} € T(M)}.

We would like I(M ) to be a collection of independent sets for M. To prove that this is the case, it

suffices to prove Proposition 1.20.

Proposition 1.20. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid and let e ~ f be two parallel elements. If [ € Z
is an independent set which contains e, then (I'\e) U f € Z. In other words, in an independent set

we can freely replace elements by parallel ones without breaking the independence structure.

Proof. By definition, e and f are not loops. By applying the exchange axiom for independent sets
repeatedly for f and I, we must have that (I'\e) U f is independent. This is because we can never
exchange e from I to the independent set containing f due to the fact that {e, f} is dependent. [

As a consequence of Proposition 1.20, we know that Z(M) provides a well-defined collection of

indepedent sets on the ground set F(M). Given any matroid M = (F,Z), we define the matroid

M = (E(M),Z(M)) to be the simplification of M.

Remark 1. According to James Oxley in [41], the notation M for the simplification of a matroid is

defunct. Currently, the convention is to use si(M) for the simplification.

1.3.6 Restriction, Deletion, and Contraction

Given a graph, there are well-defined notions of edge deletion and edge contraction. In this section,
we generalize these graph operations to general matroids. When we apply this generalization of
deletion and contraction to graphic matroids, we recover the graph-theoretic model of deletion and

contraction.

Definition 1.21 (Restriction, Deletion, and Contraction). Let M = (F,Z) be a matroid and let

T C E be a subset. We call M|r the restriction of M on T. This is defined as the matroid on T
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with independent sets given by

I(M|r) = {I € Z(M): 1 C T}.

We call the matroid M\T the deletion of T" from M. This is defined to be M|g\ 7, the restriction
of M on E\T. Let By be a basis of M|p. We call M/T the contraction of M by T. This is the

matroid on E\T with independent sets given by

I(M/T) := {I ¢ E\T : I U By € T(M)}.

The definition of the matroid contraction is well-defined because it is independent from our choice
of basis of T'. In fact, if we know about matroid duals, we can define contraction without choosing
a basis: the contraction M/T is defined to be (M*\T)*. We will not concern ourselves with the
dual matroid and refer the interested reader to Section 3.1 in [41]. In Lemma 1.22, we describe how

contraction and deletion effect the basis generating polynomial.

Lemma 1.22. Let M = (E, B) be a matroid with basis generating polynomial fj;.
(a) If e € E is a loop, then 9. far = 0.
(b) If e € E is not a loop, then 9. far = far/e-
(c) If e € E is not a coloop, then frr = e far/e + far\e

Proof. Since every basis contains no loops, we have 9. fy; = 0 whenever e is a loop. The second
claim follows from the fact that the remaining monomials in 0, fa; will correspond to sets of the
form B\e where e € B and B is a basis of M. This is exactly the set of bases of M/e. For the third
claim, this follows from the fact that the monomials in fj; which do not contain z. will correspond
to bases of M which do not contain e. These are exactly the bases of M\e. This implies that we
can write fas = xep + fare Where p € Rz : e € E] and p contains no monomial with z.. Taking

the partial derivative with respect to ., we get p = fys/. from (a). This suffices for the proof. [

1.3.7 Matroid Sum and Truncation

Given two matroids, there is a notion of adding these two matroids to produce another. There is
also a notion of truncating a matroid so that the rank lowers by 1. The first operation is called the

matroid sum of two matroids while the second operation is called the truncation of a matroid.
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To describe the matroid sum, let M = (E,Z)) and N = (F,Zx) be matroids. We define the
matroid sum of M and N to be the matroid M & N on the set E LI F' such that the independent
sets of M @ N are sets of E U F of the form I U J where I € Tj; and J € Zn. In other words, we
define

IM+N):={IuJ:I€Z(M),JeI(N)}.

It is not difficult to see that this produces a well-defined collection of independent sets on the set
E U F. Now, we describe the truncation of a matroid. For a matroid M = (F,Z), we define TM
to be the truncation of M. This is the matroid on the same ground set F with independent sets
given by

Z(TM) :={I € Z(M) : |I| <rankp (M) — 1}.

This collection of sets inherits the properties of independent sets from Z(M). Thus, our definition
T M gives a well-defined matroid. We can repeatedly apply our truncation operation to get a matroid

T*(M) which lowers the rank of M by k.

1.3.8 Regular Matroids

In this section, we study a subclass of matroids called regular matroids. As a preliminary defini-
tion, these are the matroids which are representable over any field. The content of Definition 1.23

illustrates the many different equivalent definitions of regular matroids.

Definition 1.23. We say that a matroid M is regular if it satisfies any of the following equivalent

conditions:
(a) M is representable over any field.
(b) M is Fy and F3 representable.
(¢) M is representable over Fy and k where k is any field of characteristic other than 2.
(d) M is representable over R by a totally unimodular matrix.

For a proof of the equivalences of the conditions in Definition 1.23, we refer the reader to Theorem
5.16 in [41]. In the definition, we define a totally unimodular matrix to be a real matrix for which
every square submatrix has determinant in the set {0,£1}. In this thesis, we use the terminology
totally unimodular and unimodular interchangeably even though they have different meanings in

the literature. The main property that we will use for regular matroids is (d) in Definition 1.23.
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Note that when we represent M by a unimodular matrix over R, property (d) does not indicate
how small the dimension of the ambient space can be made. Ideally, we want the column vectors of
the matrix to lie in a d-dimensional real vector space where d is the rank of the matroid. This is
the minimum possible dimension of an ambient vector space for which a matroid can be embedded.

Fortunately, Theorem 1.24 implies that we can achieve this minimum dimension.

Theorem 1.24 (Lemma 2.2.21 in [41]). Let {ej,...,e,} be a basis of a matroid M of non-zero
rank. Then M is regular if and only if there is a totally unimodular matrix [I,.| D] representing M

over R whose first r columns are labelled, in order, e, es,...,¢€,.

Thus, for any regular matroid M of rank n, there is an injection v : E(M) — R™ where the
columns {v(e) : e € M} form a totally unimodular matrix. We call such a map a unimodular
coordinatization of M. Not only does it assign unimodular coordinates to our matroid, but it
does so in a way which minimizes the dimension of the ambient space. From Theorem 1.24, we know

that such a coordinatization exists for all regular matroids.

Proposition 1.25. Let G = (V, E) be a graph and let M = M (G) be the graphic matroid associated
with G. Then, M is also the linear matroid generated by the incidence matrix and reduced incidence

matrix of the graph. As a consequence, graphic matroids are regular.

Proof. From Proposition 1.7, it suffices to prove that the incidence matrix is totally unimodular.

But this follows from Lemma 4.4 in [23]. O

In the proof of Proposition 1.25, we have used the fact that the incidence and reduced incidence
matrix of a graph are totally unimodular. For any graphic matroid M, Proposition 1.12 gives us
a connected graph G so that M = M(G). In this case, the rank of M is |[V(G)| — 1. Hence, the

reduced incidence matrix of G is a unimodular coordinatization of M.

1.4 Mixed Discriminants

In this section, we discuss a symmetric multilinear form called the mixed discriminant which arises
as the polarization form of the determinant. The notion of mixed discriminants was introduced
by Alexandrov in his paper [2] where he uses mixed discriminants to study the Alexandrov-Fenchel
inequality. Our treatment of mixed discriminants is inspired by the exposition in [9]. Using Cholesky
factorization, we will show how to compute mixed discriminants for rank 1 matrices. This will allow

us to extend the computation to all positive semi-definite matrices.
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Definition 1.26. let n > 1 be a positive integer. Suppose that for each k € [n], we are given
®B\"

real matrix Ay := (aij ) € R™*"™. Then, we define the mixed discriminant of the collection
i,j=1

(Ay,...,A,) to be

a(1 o(n
afM o ag

D(Al,...,A”)::%Zdet oo, :—ZDet<vf(1),...,vZ(”)). (1.1)

Shn
7€ (1) o (n)
Ay ... Qnn

In Equation 1.1, the group S,, is the symmetric group on n letters and Det refers to the determinant

as a multilinear n-form on (R™)™.

From Definition 1.26, the mixed discriminant is multilinear and symmetric in its entries. More-

over, for any symmetric matrix A, we have D(A4, ..., A) = det(A).

1.4.1 Polarization Form of a Homogeneous Polynomial

Let f € R[z1,...,2,] be an arbitrary homogeneous polynomial of degree d. For any choice of vectors
v1,...,05 € R™ we can study the coefficients of f(Ajv1 + ...+ Aqvq) as a polynomial in Aq, ..., A4
In Definition 1.27, we define the polarization form associated to a homogeneous polynomial. In
the literature, this form is also called the complete homogeneous form. These objects are briefly
mentioned in Section 3.2 of [44], Section 5.5 of [49], and Section 4.1 of [12]. In this section, we hope

to provide an accessible and self-contained exposition of the properties of the polarization form.

Definition 1.27. Let k be a field of characteristic 0. Let f € k[z1,...,2,] be a homogeneous
polynomial of degree d. We define the polarization form or complete homogeneous form of f

to be the function Fy : (k™)¢ — k defined by

1 0 0
Ff(’l)l7 cey V) = Ea—xl .. 87(1][(,@11)1 + .o 4 Tqvg).
From the definition, we can see that the form is k-multilinear, symmetric, and Fy(v,...,v) = f(v)
for all v € k™. Let f € k[z1,...,2,] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d. Then, we can write

this polynomial in the form
n

flxy,...,xy) = Z Con,nag " Tayg -+ - Tay-

Qat,...,aq=1

where cq, ... q, is symmetric in oy, ..., aq. Let vi,...,v4 € k™ be vectors where v; = v%l)el +...4+
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v,(f)en forall 1 <i<dandeq,...,e, is the

for all 1 <4 <n. Then, we have f(ziv1 + ...+ zqvq) = f(y1,. ..

1
Tl

1
:a[xl...xd] Z

aq,..,aq=1

1 n
_ = (1) (d)
T Z Z Cag(ryssaoay Vagy Y

Qs (ad)
€Sy a,...,aqg=1

Fr(vi,...,vq) [x1...2a]f(y1,. ..

Yo

Cay,.oagYay -+ -+

n

- ¥

aq,...,aqg=1

o)

(d
Cay,.yagVsy ++ -V

(e A

This gives us a formula for the polarization form explicitly in the vectors vy, ..

standard basis in k". We can define y; := 3%

(7)
j=17T5Y;

,Yn)- This allows us to compute

.,vg and the

coefficients of f. Using this explicit formula, we prove the well-known polarization formula given in

Theorem 1.28.

Theorem 1.28 (Polarization Identity). Let k be a field of characteristic 0. Let vy, .

arbitrary vectors. Then, we have the identity

m
flzrvr 4+ ... + Toy) = Z Fr(vig,...,vi,) - iy ... Ty

11,050q=1

Proof. For all 1 < i < n, we have v; = U(l)el + ...+ vgn)

i e, for some constants v
d €)
Zj:l Tjv;

%

for all 1 < i < n. Then, we have that

f(xlvl + '~~+vmvm) = f(y1u7ym)
n m
= Z Car,...,orq Z xil...wid-vgfll)...vgf;)
at,..,0q=1 81 yeeytqg=1

This suffices for the proof.

1.4.2 Polarization for Mixed Discriminants

).

.y Um € kK™ be

Let y; =

We can view the mixed discriminant as the polarization form of the determinant function. This fact

is the content of Theorem 1.29. For proofs of this result in other sources, we refer the reader to [62]
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or [49].

Theorem 1.29. For n x n matrices Aq,...,A,, and Ay,..., A\, € R, the determinant of the linear

combination A\ A; + ...+ A\ Ay is a homogeneous polynomial of degree n in the A; and is given by

detMAr 4.+ Amdm) = > D(Ai,. A )N, A

in*
1<iq,..yin<m

Proof. If v%i), ... and US) are the columns of A; for 1 <4 < m, we have that

det (i )\iAZ) = Det (f: Aol Em: mg>>
i=1 =1 i=1

= Z Det()\ilvyl), Cey )\invw(ﬁbi"))

.V Det(v%il), ol

n

|
b

Looking at the coefficient in front of AJ* ... Al» where 1 + ...+ 1y, = n, it is equal to

1 Tm N — 1 fo(1) bo(n)
[Al AM]det (ZA1A1>_MZDet(U1 yeeeyUn )

i=1 " 0€ES,

n
B (r1,...,rm>D(A1[Tl]"'"Am[rm])
where the multiset {i1,...,4m} is equal to {1[r1],...,m[ry]}. This coincides with the right hand
side in Theorem 1.29. O

As an application of the polarization identity, we will compute the mixed discriminants of rank
1 matrices. Since positive semi-definite matrices can be written as the sum of rank 1 matrices, this

computation will extend to the mixed discriminants of positive semi-definite matrices.

Example 1.30 (Mixed discriminants of rank 1 matrices). Let x1,...,x, € R™ be real vectors. For
any Ai,..., A\, > 0, define the vectors y; = vV Ajx;. Let X be the matrix with the x; as column

vectors and let Y be the matrices with the y; as column vectors. Then, we have that
det <Z Amw?) = det <Z ylle> =det(YYT) = (det(Y))? = A1 ... A\u(det(X))2
i=1 i=1
From Theorem 1.29, we get the identity:

1
D(zai, ..., e0zs) = — [Det(z1,. .., z)]". (1.2)
n.
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From Equation 1.2, we see that the mixed discriminant of rank 1 matrices is exactly a determinant
of vectors generating the rank 1 matrices. In particular, it can serve as an indicator for when a
collection of vectors forms a basis. This fact will be used in Section 3.3.2 when we study Stanley’s

matroid inequality.

1.4.3 Positivity

To extend the calculation in Example 1.30 to positive semi-definite matrices, we first recall the

following linear algebra factorization result.

Theorem 1.31 (Cholesky Factorization, Theorem 4.2.5 in [26]). If A € R™*" is a symmetric positive
definite matrix, then there exists a unique lower triangular L € R™*™ with positive diagonal entries
such that A = LLT. When A is positive semi-definite, then there exists a (not necessarily unique)

lower triangular L € R"*" with A = LLT.

Let A be a positive semi-definite matrix. Theorem 1.31 implies that there exists some matrix
X € R™ " satisfying A = XXT. We can decompose X into X = X; + ...+ X,, where X, is the
matrix with x; in the ith column and 0 everywhere else. These matrices satisfy the properties that

XiXiT = xlx? and XinT = 0 when i # j. Thus, we have that

o) ()£
1= 1= i=

We have just proved that all positive semi-definite matrices can be written as the sum of rank 1
matrices of the form zz”. In Lemma 1.32, we will use this fact to give an explicit formula for the

mixed discriminant on positive semi-definite matrices.

Lemma 1.32 (Lemma 5.2.1 in [9]). Let Aj,..., A, be positive semi-definite n x n matrices, and

suppose that A, = XkX,Z for each k. Then

1
D(Ay,..., Ay) = — > [Det(xy, ...,z
CwieX;
1<j<n

where x; € X; means that x; is taken over the columns of Xj.
Proof. From the multi-linearity of the mixed discriminant, we have that

D(44,...,4,)=D Z mxl, ..., Z rxl | = Z D(zizT,. .. z 2l).

z1€col(X1) Tn€col(Xy) z;€EX;
1<j<n
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The lemma follows from the computation in Example 1.30. [

Corollary 1.33. Let Aq,..., A, be positive semi-definite n x n real symmetric matrices. Then
D(A4,...,A,) > 0.

If Ay,..., A, are positive definite, then D(44,...,A4,) > 0.
Proof. This follows from Lemma 1.32 and Theorem 1.31. O

In Lemma 1.34, we compile a few properties of mixed discriminants that will prove useful in
future chapters. For example, in the proof of Theorem 2.7, the property Lemma 1.34(c) is used as

an inductive tool.

Lemma 1.34 (Properties of Mixed Discriminants). Let M, M, ..., M, be n-dimensional real sym-

metric matrices. Then, the following properties are true.
(a) D(M,...,M) = det(M).
(b) D(UMUT, ..., UM,U"T) = det(UUT)D(Mj, ..., M,) for any n dimensional real matrix U.

(c) D(eser, My, ..., M,_1) = %D(Mlm7 ceey Mfle) where ey, ...,e, is the standard orthonormal

basis in R™ and M (" is obtained from M by removing its ith row and ith column.

Proof. See Lemma 2.6 in [51]. O

1.5 Convex Bodies

In this section, we review the notions of convexity and convex bodies. We use [49] as our main
reference for the theory of convex bodies and Brunn-Minkowski theory. Recall that a subset C C R™
is convex if for every x,y € C, the line segment [z,y] is contained in C. Even though convexity is
quite a rigid condition to impose, there still exist topologically wild convex sets. For example, let
S C S"™! be an arbitrary subset of the unit sphere. Then, the set SU {z : |z||, < 1} is always a
convex set. Measure theoretically, this same example gives examples of convex sets which are not
even Borel measurable. In this thesis, we will only consider a subclass of convex sets called convex
bodies. A convex body is a non-empty, compact, convex subset of R™. Let K™ be the space of
convex bodies in R™. We can define an associative, commutative binary operation on the set of

convex bodies called the Minkowski sum.
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Definition 1.35. For any convex bodies K, L C R™, we define the Minkowski sum of the two

bodies to be the convex body

K+L:={x+yeR":ze€ K,ye L}

For any zg,z1 € K and yg,y; € K we have that Axg + 721 € K and Ayg + 7y1 € L for any

A, 7 > 0 satisfying A + 7 = 1. Thus, we have that

Mzo +yo) +7(z1 +y1) = Azo +721) + (Ayo +791) € K+ L.

This proves that K + L is a well-defined convex body. In fact, a subset K C R™ is a convex body
if and only if K + 8K = (a+ B)K for all o, 8 > 0. In the next section, we discuss the boundary

structure of convex sets.

1.5.1 Support and Facial Structure

For a convex body K C R"”, we define its dimension as dim K := dim aff K. The boundary of convex
bodies can be characterized in terms of supporting hyperplanes and faces. We call H a supporting
hyperplane of K if K lies on one side of the hyperplane and K NH # (). A supporting half-space
is the half-space of a supporting hyperplane which contains K. Any convex body will be equal to
the intersection of all of its supporting hyperspaces. To explore the boundary structure in greater

detail, we define the notion of a face and an exposed face.
Definition 1.36. Let K C R" be a convex body and let F' C K be a subset.

(a) If F' is a convex subset such that each segment [z,y] C K with F'Nrelint[z,y] # 0 is contained

in F, then we call F' a face. If dim F' = 4, then we call F' an i-face.

(b) If there is a supporting hyperplane H such that K N H = F, we call F' an exposed face.
The exposed faces of codimension 1 are called facets and the exposed faces of dimension 0 are

called vertices.

For ¢ > —1, we define F;(K) be the set of i-faces of K. By convention, we let F_;(K) = {0} and
consider () to be the unique face of dimension —1. The set of all faces F(K) := |J; Fi(K) equipped

with set inclusion forms a poset.

Remark 2. In general, the notions of faces and exposed faces are not the same. It is not hard to

check that an exposed face is a face. On the other hand, a face is not necessarily an exposed face.
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For example, in Figure 2 the top semi-circle is a face which is not exposed. In Section 1.5.2, we
study polytopes. Polytopes have the property that their exposed faces and faces are exactly the

same.

Figure 1.1: Convex body with a face which is not exposed.

For any convex body K € K" and u € R™\{0}, we can define the support function hx (u) of

K in the direction u and the exposed face Fk(u) of K in the direction u as

hx (u) := sup(u, )
zeK

Fr(u):=KnN{z eR": (u,z) = hg(u)}.

It is not difficult to check that F (u) is an exposed face of K for any direction u. For any K, L C R"

and A\ > 0, the support function and exposed face function satisfy the equation
hak+r = A +hrp, and Fygyp = AFg + FL.

Geometrically, for a unit vector u, the support value hx (u) is the (signed) distance of the furthest
point on K in the direction u. The exposed face F(u) consists of the subset of K which achieves
this maximum distance in the direction u. The support function hx of a convex body K completely

determines the convex body because of the equation
K= ﬂ Ho ) = ﬂ {z eR": (z,u) < hg(u)}.
u€eS™—1 uesSn—1

Thus, from the properties of support functions, we have the following cancellation law in Proposi-

tion 1.37.

Proposition 1.37 (Cancellation Law for Minkowski Addition). Let K, L, M C R™ be convex bodies
such that K + M =L+ M. Then K = L.
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Proof. Since K + M = L + M, we have that hx + hyr = hxn = hpiear = hp + has. So, we have
that hx = hy, and from our remark that the support function determines the convex body we have

K=L. O

Proposition 1.37 gives the set of convex bodies the structure of a commutative, associative monoid

with a cancellation law.

1.5.2 Polytopes and SSI Polytopes

In this section, we define a subclass of convex bodies which are combinatorial in nature and allow
us to approximate general convex bodies. We call a convex body P C R" a polytope if it can be

written as the convex hull of a finite number of points.

Proposition 1.38 (Properties of Polytopes). Let P C R™ be an arbitrary polytope. Then, P

satisfies the following properties:
(a) The exposed faces of P are exactly the faces of P.
(b) P has a finite number of faces.

(¢) Let Fi,..., Fy be the facets of P with normal vectors uy, ..., u;. Then

k
P= ﬂ H';th(ui)
=1

In particular, the numbers hp(uy),...,hp(ux) determine P uniquely.

(d) The face poset F(P) of P is a graded lattice where the poset rank function is the dimension
of the corresponding face. The face lattice satisfies the Jordan-Dedekind chain condition.
In other words, if we have a face F7 € F;(P) and a face F* € Fy(P) satisfying F/ C F*, then

there are faces F'* € F;(P) for j +1 <i < k — 1 such that

FIc it c...cFF1cFF

Proof. These properties follow from Corollary 2.4.2, Theorem 2.4.3, Corollary 2.4.4, and Corollary
2.4.8 in [49]. O

We now give a few examples of special polytopes and their combinatorial properties. The calcu-

lations performed in these examples will reappear in future chapters.
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Example 1.39 (Order Polytope). Let (P, <) be a finite poset. Let R” be Euclidean space of
dimension |P| where the coordinates are indexed by the elements of P. Every vector v € R can

be written in the form v = v, + €w where {e,}wep is a standard orthonormal basis for RP.

weP

Then, we can define the order polytope of P to be the polytope given by
Op :={x €[0,1)" : 2; < x; whenever i < j in P}.

Given any linear extension o : P — [n], we can define the linear extension simplex
Api={re[0,1]":0< 21y < ... <y (n) < 1}

Let e(P) be the set of linear extensions of P. Then, we can triangulate the order polytope with

linear extension simplicies as

lee(P)
In the union, the simplices are disjoint except possibly in a set of measure zero. This implies that
Vol,(Op) = e(P)/(n!). When P is the poset on n elements with an empty partial order, we recover
the familiar fact that the Vol,,(A) = 1/n! for a simplex A whose vertices lie in {0,1}" and no two

vertices lie in the same affine hyperplane orthogonal to (1,...,1).

Example 1.40 (Zonotope). For any vectors vy, ...,v; € R™, we can define the zonotope generated

by these vectors by

l
Z(1,... ) = [0,01] + ...+ [0,v] = {ZAM N\ € [0,1}}.
i=1

We call a polytope P C R™ simple if int(P) # () and each of its vertices is contained in exactly
n facets. We say two polytopes P;, Py are called strongly isomorphic if dim Fp, (u) = dim Fp, (u)
for all u € R™\{0}. Strong isomorphism is an equivalence relation between polytopes. Two strongly
isomorphic polytopes have isomorphic face lattices with corresponding faces being parallel to each
other. To illustrate the strength of this equivalence relation, it can be shown that given two strongly
isomorphic polytopes, the corresponding faces are also strongly isomorphic. This follows from the

fact that the faces of a polytope come from the intersections of facets.

Lemma 1.41. If Py, P, are strongly isomorphic polytopes, then for each u € R™\{0}, the faces

Fp,(u) and Fp,(u) are strongly isomorphic.
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Proof. See Lemma 2.4.10 in [49]. O

Given two polytopes, it is not difficult to construct an infinite family of polytopes which are in
the same strong isomorphism class. Indeed, any pair of positively-weighted Minkowski sums of two

polytopes are strongly isomorphic.

Proposition 1.42. If P, P, C R™ are polytopes which are strongly isomorphic, then A\; P; + Ao P»
with A1, Ao > 0 are strongly isomorphic. If P;, P; are strongly isomorphic, then the family of

polytopes A\ P; + Ao P> with A1, Ao > 0 and A\; + A2 > 0 is strongly isomorphic.
Proof. See Corollary 2.4.12 in [49]. O

Any polytope is determined by its facets. The facets of a polytope are determined by their
normal vectors and the polytope’s support values in the direction of these normals. Let a be a
strong isomorphism class of polytopes. All of the polytopes in this isomorphism class will share the
same facet normals /. Hence, all of the polytopes in a are uniquely determined by their support
values at each of the facet normals. In other words, there is injective map h : o — RY from the

strong isomorphism class to the finite-dimensional vector space RY defined by

hp = h(P) = (H;hp(u))ueu .

For a polytope P € «, we call hp := h(P) the support vector of P. Clearly, the support vector
map is not surjective. For example, if we pick a vector in R¥ in which all of the coordinates of 2 € RY
sufficiently negative, there is no corresponding polytope with those support values. In Lemma 1.43
we prove that simple and strongly isomorphic (SSI) polytopes are robust under small perturbations.
That is, after perturbing a polytope in « by a sufficiently small amount, it will remain in . As a
corollary, we prove that any vector in R¥ can be written as a scalar multiple of the difference of two

support vectors.

Lemma 1.43. Let P be a simple n-polytope with facet normals ¢//. Then, there is a number 5 > 0

such that every polytope of the form

/L —
Pr= ] Hyhpwyran
ueU

with |ay,| < 8 is simple and strongly isomorphic to P.

Proof. See Lemma 2.4.14 in [49)]. O
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Corollary 1.44 (Lemma 5.1 in [51]). Let « be the strong isomorphism class of a simple polytope

P with facet normals /. For any x € RY there are a > 0 and @ € « such that z = a(hg — hp).

Proof. From Lemma 1.43 there exists a~! > 0 sufficiently small and @ € « such that hg = a='(z +

hp). By rearranging the equation, we get x = a(hg — hp). O

Given a collection of convex bodies, we will be interested in approximating all of these polytopes
simultaneously by SSI polytopes. In order to have a well-defined notion of approximation by poly-
topes, we must equip the convex bodies with a metric structure. In Section 1.5.3, we will define a

metric on the space of convex bodies called the Hausdorff metric.

1.5.3 Hausdorff Metric on Convex Bodies

We define a metric § called the Hausdorff metric on K" such that for any pair of elements

K, L € K", we have

6(K,L) = max < sup inf |z — y|,sup inf |z —
(K, £) = maax {sup inf o~ . sup inf [

inf{fe¢ >0: KCL+eB",LC K+eB"}

lhx —hrll -

For a proof of the equivalence of these three descriptions, we refer the reader to the proof of The-
orem 3.2 in [29]. In Proposition 1.45, we prove that § is a metric on the space of convex bodies.

Theorem 1.46 implies that any set of convex bodies can be approximated by SSI polytopes.
Proposition 1.45. The ordered pair (K™, 0) is a metric space.

Proof. For K, L, M € K™, we have

O(K, M) = ||hx — halloy < lhx = hello + Ihe = harllo, = 0(K, L) + 6(L, M).

It is clear that 6(K,L) = 6(L, K). Finally, we have 6(K,L) = 0 if and only if [|hx — hr|,, = 0.
Since hx and hj, are continuous functions, we must have hx = hy. Then K = L since convex bodies

are determined by their support functions. This suffices for the proof. O

Theorem 1.46. Let K,..., K,, C R™ be convex bodies. To every € > 0, there are simple strongly

isomorphic polytopes P, ..., Py, such that 6(K;, P;) <efori=1,...,m.

Proof. See Theorem 2.4.15 in [49]. O
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We define a few continuous functions with respect to the Hausdorff distance on K™. This will
allow us to compute the function values of general convex bodies via approximation by SSI polytopes.
Since convex bodies are compact, they are Lebesgue measurable. This implies that there is a well-

defined function Vol,, : K" — R>q given by

Vol (K) = / L) @)

where A is the Lebesgue measure on R”. From Theorem 1.8.20 in [49], the volume functional Vol,, ()
is a continuous function on (K", §). For another example of a continuous map, consider the projection
map p : K" x R” — R™ which maps (K, z) — p(K,z) where p(K, x) is the projection of = onto K.
For the proof that this map is continuous, see Section 1.8 in [49]. Finally, the map induced by the

Minkowski sum K" x K™ — K" is continuous.

1.5.4 Mixed Volumes

Recall that in the setting of mixed discriminants, for n X n matrices Ay, ..., A,, we had the identity
det(MAL 4+ ...+ Andp) = i Ny oo Aiy, - D(Aiy, .o As) (1.3)
i yeeyin=1
In this section, we study the convex body analog of Equation 1.3. For fixed convex bodies K7, ..., K,
we consider the function
(A, s Am) — Vol,, MKy + ..o+ A K (1.4)

Similar to the situation in mixed discriminants, the function described in Equation 1.4 ends up
being a homogeneous polynomial of degree n. The coefficients of this polynomial are the convex

body analogs of mixed discriminants called mixed volumes.

Example 1.47. In this example, we compute Equation 1.4 in the dimension n = 2. Let K C R?

be a polygon and L C R? be the unit disc. Then, by simple geometric reasoning we have

Volo (MK + puL) = A\? Voly(K) + Ap - perimeter(K) 4 p? Vola(L).

Note that the coefficients of the polynomial encode geometric information about K and L. These

coefficients will be the mixed volumes of the convex bodies in the mixed Minkowski sum.
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We first define mixed volumes for polytopes in Definition 1.48. Then we prove that the expression
for mixed volumes for polytopes admits a continuous extension to all convex bodies. This continuous

extension will be the definition for mixed volumes for arbitrary convex bodies.

Definition 1.48. For n > 2, let Py,..., P, C R" be polytopes and let U4 be the set of unit facet

normals of Py 4+ ...+ P,_;. We define their mixed volume V,,(P,..., P,) inductively by

Vo(Pi,...,P,) = % > hp,(u) Va1 (Fp (), ... Fp,_, (u)).
ueU

Since Fp,(u),...,Fp,_,(u) are contained in parallel hyperplanes in R", the (n — 1)-dimensional

mixed volume of these convex bodies is well-defined. In the case n = 1, we define V4 ([a, b]) = b — a.

Theorem 1.49 (Theorem 3.7 in [29]). Let P,..., P, C R™ be polytopes. Then, we have

m
Voly(MPr+ . 4 AnPr) = Y Ay Xy V(P )
i1yeeyin=1
Proof. 1t suffices to prove the equality when Ay, ..., A\, > 0. The general expansion will follow from
the continuity of polynomials, the volume functional, and Minkowski sums. Since the \; are all
strictly positive, Proposition 1.42 implies that \1P; + ...+ A\ P, and Py + ... + P, are strongly
isomorphic. In particular, the set of facet normals U are the same for both of these polytopes. We

can compute

1
Voln(M P+ 4 A P) = D Pt P (1) - VOloot (Fx P n,, Py ()
uel

% 33" N, (u) - Vol (Z \iFp, (u))

ueU i=1 =1

= % Z Z iy oo Aiy hp, (u) Vi (Fpi1 (W), ..., Fp, | (u))

= Z /\i1 "')‘in Z %hpin (u) 'Vn—l (FPil (’U,), .,Fpi"il(’u,)>
i1,enyin=1 ueU

= Z Ail"')\in Vn (Fpil(u),...,Fpin(u)).

This suffices for the proof. O

From Definition 1.48, it is not clear that the mixed volume is symmetric. The symmetry for

mixed volumes will follow from the inversion formula given in Theorem 1.50. This result will not
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only prove that the mixed volume is symmetric, but it gives a continuous extension of the mixed

volume to all convex bodies.

Theorem 1.50 (Inversion Formula, Lemma 5.1.4 in [49]). For polytopes Py,..., P, C R™ we have

Vo (Pr,..., Pp)

1 n
52(—1)”% > Volu (P +...+ Py
T k=1

1<ri<...<rp<n

% > (=1 Mo, (Z PZ-) .

" IC[n] iel

Proof. We present the proof in [49] for the sake of completeness. We can define the function f :

R™ — R given by
f()‘h"-a)‘n) = 72(71>n+k Z VOI"()‘hPTl +"'+>\7’k ""k)'

k=1 1<rm<...<rx<n

From Theorem 1.49, we get that f is either 0 or a homogeneous polynomial of degree n. If we let

A1 = 0, then we have
nl(=1)" (0, Mg, An) o= S1+ ) Sk

where we define 51 = — 3 5, ., Vol (A, Pr,) and for k > 2 we define

n

Se=> (-1)F > Voly(AyPry 4o A Pry) + > Voly(An Py o APy

k=1 2<rs<...<rp<n 2<r <...<rg<n

This sum telescopes and we are left with f(0, Ao, ..., ;) = 0. By symmetry, we know that f is a
scalar multiple of A1...A,. The only term in the sum defining f which contributes the monomial

A1 ... Ay is the term Vol,, (3" A;P;). Thus, we have that
FOL e A) = At e A V(P ., Po).

By substituting A\ = ... =\, = 1, this completes the proof. O

As an application of the inversion formula, we will compute the mixed volume of a collection of

line segments. This calculation will be instrumental for the calculation of the volume of a zonotope.
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Example 1.51. Let vy,...,v, € R" be vectors. From Theorem 1.50, we have that
1
Vo ([0,v1],...,[0,v,]) = ] Vol,, ([0, v1] 4+ ... + [0, v,])

where the other summands are zero since they are contained in lower dimensional affine spaces. Let
T : R™ — R™ be the linear map which sends Te; = v; for 1 < i < n. Then, [0,v1] + ...+ [0,v,] =

T([0,1]™). This gives us the identity
1 1
Vo ([0,v1], ..., [0,v,]) = HVoln(T([O, 1) = H|Det(v1,...,vn)|.

Since the volume functional and Minkowski sum is continuous on the space of convex bodies, the
function on the right hand side of Theorem 1.50 is also a continuous function on the space of convex

bodies. This allows us to extend the definition of mixed volumes to all convex bodies.

Definition 1.52. Let Kq,..., K, C R™ be convex bodies. Then, we define the mixed volume of

Ki,...,K, as
1 n—
V(K1 Kn) = > (=1 Mo, (Z Pi> .
IC[n) icl
The function defined in Definition 1.50 is continuous. Let Ki,..., K, C R™ be a collection of

convex bodies. Given a sequence P,Ei) of polytopes for all 1 < i < n satisfying Pi(k) — K;ask — o0

for all 1 <i¢ < n, we have

Vo(K1, ..., Ky) = lim V(P& ... P®)

k—o0

from the continuity of the mixed volume. This allows us to extend Theorem 1.49 to general convex

bodies.

Theorem 1.53. Let K1,...,K,, C R" be convex bodies. Then, we have

VOln(AlKl—F...—FAmK.m): Z >\11/\z 'V7L(Ki17--~7K'Ln)-

n

Proof. For 1 < i < n, let Pf“ for £ > 1 be a sequence of polytopes converging to K; in Hausdorff
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distance. Then, we have

Vol,, <§ AK) = lim Vo, <§ Y p}’c))
—00
i=1 i=1

NSy Ly p) ®
= Jim Z 1)\“...)\2" V(P P
V1yeeasln=

= 3 Ao, dim V(P P
o k—o0

= D Ay Va(K, LK),

i1yeesin=1
This suffices for the proof. O

Example 1.54 (Volume of a Zonotope). From Theorem 1.53, we can compute the volume of a

zonotope. Let vy,...,v; € R” be vectors. Then, we have that

l
Vol,,(Z(vy,...,v)) = Vol, (Z[Q vd)

i=1

I

<
3
—~
=
&
=)
<
N
3
=

Z [Det(viyy ... ,0:,)

1<ir<...<in <l

where the equality in the third line follows from the computation in Example 1.51.

We now define the notion of mixed area measures, a measure-theoretic interpretation of mixed
volumes. This notion will become essential when considering the equality cases of the Alexandrov-
Fenchel inequality. Our treatment of mixed area measures is inspired by Chapter 4 in [29]. Recall

that for polytopes Pi, ..., P,, we define the mixed volume as

Vn(Plv"'vpn) = % Z th(u) 'anl(FP1(u)7'"aFPn_1(u))'

uesSn—1

The sum is well-defined because the number of facet normals for polytopes is finite. Outside of these

facet normals, the mixed volume inside the sum vanishes. For any convex body K C R™ which is
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not necessarily a polytope, we can take a sequence of polytopes convering to K to get the identity

1
ValPryooos Pooy, ) = > hi(u)-Va1(Fp,(u),..., Fp,_, (u)).
uesSn—1

From a measure theory perspective, we have a discrete measure given by

Spybuy =Y, Vao1(Fp(u),...,Fp,_, ()4, (1.5)

uesn—1

which satisfies the equation

Vn(Pl,...,Pnfl,K): / 1hK(’LL)Sp1 _____ pnil(du).
Sn—

In Equation 1.5, the measure §, is the Dirac measure at u. We have defined the measure Sp,, . p,_,
in the case where the first n — 1 convex bodies in the mixed volume are polytopes. Using the Riesz
representation theorem, it can be shown that such a measure exists for general convex bodies (see
Theorem 4.1 in [29] and Theorem 2.14 in [48]). The existence of this measure will follow from

Theorem 1.55.

Theorem 1.55. For convex bodies Ki,...,K,_1 C R"™, there exists a uniquely determined finite

Borel measure Sk, .. K on S”~ ! such that

yAn—1

1
V(Kl,...,anl,K):ﬁ/ 1hK(U)SK1’”_’Kn71(d’LL)
§n—
for all convex bodies K C R™.
Proof. For a proof of this result, see Theorem 4.1 in [29]. O
Definition 1.56. For convex bodies K, ..., K,,_1 C R", we call the measure Sk, ...k, _, the mixed
area measure associated with (Ky,..., K,—_1).

The mixed area measure is a generalization of the spherical Lebesgue measure on S"~!. For
example, when our convex bodies satisfy K1 = ... = K,_; = B", we have that Sg- . _ g~ is exactly

the spherical Lebesgue measure on S"~!. Thus, for any convex body K C R™ have

1

1
Vo (K, B", ... B") :E/ hK(u)sEnWEn(du)zﬁ/ hc (u) o (du).
S'n.fl Snfl

This implies that the mixed volume V, (K,B",...,B") is exactly the surface area of K. This
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calculation explains the appearance of the perimeter in Example 1.47. In the next section, we

discuss the positivity of mixed volumes and the support of mixed area measures.

1.5.5 Positivity and Normal Directions

We begin this section with necessary and sufficient conditions for a mixed volume to be strictly

positive. The conditions are collected in Lemma 1.57 for reference.
Lemma 1.57. For conex bodies C1,...,C, C R"”, the following two conditions are equivalent.
(a) Vi (Cq,...,Cp) > 0.
(b) There are segments I; C C;, i € [n] with linearly independent directions.
(¢) dim(Cy, +...+Cy) > kforallken],1<i <...<ir <n.
Proof. See Lemma 2.2 in [53]. O

Next, we provide necessary and sufficient conditions for a vector to be in the support of the
mixed area measure Sg p,,... p, , Where Pp,..., P, _o are polytopes. The terminology used in Defi-

nition 1.58 was introduced in Lemma 2.3 of [53].

Definition 1.58 (Lemma 2.3 in [53]). For Py,..., P,_2 C R" convex polytopes and u € S*~1. We
call the vector u a (B, P,..., P,_2)-extreme normal direction if and only if at least one of the

following three equivalent conditions hold:
(a) u € suppSB,p,,...P, -
(b) There are segments I; C F(P;,u), i € [n — 2] with linearly independent directions.
(c) dim(F(P;,,u)+ ...+ F(P,,u)) >kforallk>n—-2],1<é <...<ip <n—2.

The fact that (a)-(c) are equivalent in Definition 1.58 is exactly the content of Lemma 2.3 in
[53]. Both Lemma 1.57 and Definition 1.58 are important concepts related to the extremals of the

Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality. They will reappear in Section 3.7.
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Chapter 2

Mechanisms for Log-concavity

In this chapter, we study a handful of tools which have been used to prove log-concavity conjectures
in combinatorics. We begin the chapter with an introduction on log-concavity, ultra-log-concavity,
and some of the log-concavity phenomenon present in combinatorics. Then, we prove Cauchy’s
interlacing theorem. This theorem has been used frequently for example in the theory of Lorentzian
polynomials in [12] and Hodge Riemann relations in [37]. In the next two sections, we introduce
Alexandrov’s inequality for mixed discriminants as well as the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality for
mixed volumes. We will also consider the equality cases of these inequalities. We end the chapter
with an overview of the theory of Lorentzian polynomials. In this chapter, we were only able to
cover an € percentage of the tools used to prove log-concavity conjectures. For a wider survey of the
techniques available, we refer the reader to [57]. We also chose not to discuss the recent technology

of the combinatorial atlas [14, 13] due to space and time constraints.

2.1 Log-concavity and Ultra-log-concavity

In this thesis we are interested in the log-concavity and ultra-log-concavity of sequences which come
from combinatorial structures. Let aq,...,a, be a sequence of non-negative numbers. We say that
the sequence is log-concave if we have a? > a;_1a;41 for all 1 < i < n where a_; = an41 = 0.
We say that the sequence is ultra-log-concave if the sequence a;/ (’;) is log-concave. Perhaps the
most prototypical example of an ultra-log-concave sequence which arises from combinatorics is the
sequence of binomial coefficients (Z) In the literature, there are many instances in which a conjecture
was made about a sequence being unimodal, and then the conjecture was solved by proving that it is

log-concave. This follows because a log-concave sequence with no internal zeroes will automatically
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be unimodal. This is example of a common phenomenon in mathematics where it is easier to prove
a result that is stronger than what was asked. We now give some examples of log-concave sequences

in combinatorics.

Example 2.1 (Read’s Conjecture and Heron-Rota-Welsh Conjecture). Let G be a finite graph and
let xg(z) be the chromatic polynomial of G. In his 1968 paper [46], Ronald Read conjectured that
the absolute values of the coefficients of the chromatic polynomial of a graph G are unimodal. The
conjecture was then strengthed by Heron, Rota, and Welsh to the log-concavity of the coefficients
of the characteristic polynomial of an arbitrary matroid. Read’s conjecture was first proved by June
Huh in his paper [30] where he proved the Heron-Rota-Welsh conjecture for representable matroids.
The Heron-Rota-Welsh conjecture was then proved in full generality by Karim Adiprasito, June
Huh, and Eric Katz in their paper [1] by proving that the Chow ring satisfies the hard Lefschetz

theorem and Hodge-Riemann relations.

Example 2.2 (The Mason Conjectures). Let M be a matroid of rank r. For 0 < i < r, let I;
denote the number of independent sets of M with ¢ elements. Then there are three conjectures of

increasing strength related to the log-concavity of this sequence.
1. (Mason Conjecture) I? > Ij_11j11.
2. (Strong Mason Conjecture) I,f > (1 + %) I 11pyq.
3. (Ultra-Strong Mason Conjecture) I,f > (1 + %) (1 + ﬁ) T 11y,

The Mason conjecture says that the sequence I; is log-concave while the ultra-strong Mason conjec-
ture states that the sequence I; is ultra-log-concave. All three of these conjectures have been proven.
In [1], Karim Adiprasito, June Huh, and Eric Katz proved the Mason conjecture. Later, the strong
Mason conjecture was proven by June Huh, Benjamin Schréter, and Botong Wang in [32] and Nima

Anari, Kuikui Liu, Shayan Oveis Gharan, and Cynthia Vinzant in [3] independently.

2.2 Cauchy’s Interlacing Theorem

Given an n X n matrix A, we call a submatrix B a principal submatrix if it is obtained from A
by deleting some rows and the corresponding columns. When A is a Hermitian matrix and B is a
principal submatrix of size (n — 1) x (n — 1), Theorem 2.3 gives a mechanism for controlling the

eigenvalues of B based on A. We present a short proof from [22] of this result. For different proofs
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using the intermediate value theorem, Sylvester’s law of inertia, and the Courant-Fischer minimax

theorem, we refer the reader to [33], [43], and [26], respectively.

Theorem 2.3 (Cauchy Interlace Theorem). Let A be a Hermitian matrix of order n, and let B be
a principal submatrix of A of order n — 1. If A\,, < A\,,—1 < ... < A9 < )\; are the eigenvalues of A

and py, < pp—1 < ... < ug < uo are the eigenvalues of B. Then, we have

Before proving this result, we need Theorem 2.4. This is a theorem about when roots of polyno-
mials interlace. Suppose that f, g € R[x] are real polynomials with only real roots. We say that the

polynomials f and g interlace if their roots 1 < ... <r, and s; < ... < 5,1 satisfy

r1<s1 <. S rp1 S Sp1 ST

Theorem 2.4. Let f,g € R[z] be polynomials with only only real roots. Suppose that deg(f) =n
and deg(g) = n — 1. Then, f and g interlace if and only if the linear combinations f 4+ ag have all

real roots for all o € R.
Proof. See Theorem 6.3.8 in [45]. O

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We follow the proof in [22]. Without loss of generality, we can decompose

where v € R®=U*1 and ¢ € R. Consider the polynomials f(x) := det(A — zI) and g(z) :=

det(B — «I). Note that the roots of f and g are all real and are exactly the eigenvalues of A and B,
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respectively. For any « € R, we have

B -zl v B—zl v
f(z) + ag(z) = det + adet
T d—x 0 1
B -zl v B—zl v
= det + det
T d—=x 0 «
B—xl v
= det
T d4+a—zx

Thus f + ag is the characteristic polynomial of a Hermitian matrix and has real roots. From

Theorem 2.4, the proof is complete. O

Corollary 2.5. Let M be a n x n matrix with exactly one positive eigenvalue. If A is a principal

matrix A of size 2 x 2 such that there exists v € R? with vT Av > 0, then det(A) < 0.

Proof. From Theorem 2.3, the matrix A has at most one positive eigenvalue. Since v7Av > 0, we
know that A has exactly one positive eigenvalue. The other eigenvalue must be at most 0. Hence,

we have det(A) < 0. This suffices for the proof. O

2.3 Alexandrov’s Inequality for Mixed Discriminants

In this section we prove Alexandrov’s inequality for mixed discriminants. This is an inequality which
describes the log-concavity of mixed discriminants. The equality cases of Alexandrov’s inequality
are fully resolved in [42]. In Section 2.4, we will discuss the mixed volume analog. In Theorem 2.6,
we give a special case of the mixed discriminant inequality where the equality case is simple. In
Theorem 2.7 we give a more general statement of Alexandrov’s inequality without mention of equality

cases.

Theorem 2.6 (Alexandrov’s Inequality for Mixed Discriminants). Let Aj,..., A,_2 be real sym-
metric positive definite n x n matrices. Let X be a real symmetric positive definite n x n square

matrix and let Y be a real symmetric positive semidefinite n x n square matrix. Then
D(X,Y,A1,..., A, 2)> >D(X,X,A1,..., An_2)-D(Y,Y, Ay, ..., Ap_s)

where equality holds if and only if Y = AX for a real number A € R.
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We present a proof given in [51] of the inequality Theorem 2.7. For a proof of Theorem 2.6

including the equality cases, we refer the reader to [42].

Theorem 2.7. Let A, B, M, ..., M, _5 be n-dimensional symmetric matrices where the last n — 1

matrices are positive semi-definite. Then, we have

D(A,B,M,...,M,_5)*>D(A,A,Mi,...,M, _5)D(B,B,My,...,M,_5).

Before we begin the proof, we first prove the following result from [27] about real-rootedness.
Only the case n = 2 is needed. Even though the case n = 2 can be proven using elementary facts

about quadratic polynomials, we prove the general result for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 2.8 ([27] and Lemma 5.3.2 in [9]). Let p(z) = > _, (})arz” be a real-rooted univariate
polynomial. Then, we have ai > ap_1ak4q for all 1 <i < n—1. If ap # 0 then equality occurs for

any 4 if and only if all the roots of f(z) are equal.

Proof. From Rolle’s Theorem, if a polynomial is real-rooted, then so are all of its derivatives. When
we reverse the coefficients of a real-rooted polynomial, it remains real-rooted. We call the result of
reversing the coefficients of a polynomial the reciprocation of the polynomial. Through a sequence
of derivatives and reciprocations, we can reach a polynomial of the form a;_; + 20z + a; 122, Since
we arrived at this polynomial through a sequence of derivatives and reciprocations, we know that
this polynomial is real-rooted. Hence, the discriminant is non-negative and a? > a;_10a;41. The
equality case follows from the fact that Rolle’s Theorem implies that the roots of the derivative of

a real-rooted polynomial interlaces the roots of the original polynomial. O

We will employ an inductive proof of Theorem 2.6. Lemma 2.8 proves the base case immediately.
For the base case, we want to prove that if A, B are two-dimensional symmetric matrices with B
positive semi-definite, then D(A, B)? > D(A, A)D(B, B). From continuity, we can assume that B is

positive definite. Thus, we have that the polynomial p(t) given by

p(t) = det(A + tB) = det(B) - det(B~Y2AB~Y/% 4+ t)

is real-rooted. Since the coefficients of det(A + tB) are D(A, A),2D(A, B), and D(B, B), the base
case follows. Now we prove a subcase of Theorem 2.7 given in Lemma 4.2 in [51]. The proof will

require a result about hyperbolic forms that we introduce later in the thesis (see Lemma 2.15).
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M,,_3 be n-dimensional positive definite matrices. Suppose

Lemma 2.9. Let n > 3 and let M, .
that Theorem 2.7 holds for mixed discriminants of dimension n — 1. Then, for any n-dimensional

diagonal matrix Z, we have

M,_3)D(I,1,1,My,...,M,_3).

D(Z,I,1,My,...,M, _3)>>D(Z,Z,1,M,...,

Proof. For any x,y € R™, we can define the bilinear form

D(Diag(x)aDiag(y)7I7Ml7 s 7Mn—3)

D(z,y) :=
zieie; ,Diag(y), I, My, . .., Mn—3>

NE

D

1
;D (Diag(y)@)J,Ml(i), e n_3) )

M: -

3=

1

7

The equality follows from linearity and Lemma 1.34(c). We can defined the linear map A : R® — R”

and constants p; for 1 < ¢ < n by
D(Diag(y)®, I, M, ... M)

= oM, MYy

DI, I, M, M),

1
pi = —
n

@

1 >

Note that in the definition of Ay we are allowed to divide by the mixed discriminants D(I, I, M
;. If we define the

because all of the arguments are positive definite. In particular, p; > 0 for all ¢
,Dn), it follows that

inner product (z,y)p := (x, Py) where P = Diag(p1,
M, _3).

(x, Ay)p = (z, PAy) = D(Diag(z), Diag(y), I, My, ...,

Since the mixed discriminant is symmetric, we know A is self-adjoint with respect to the inner

Moreover, we know that A> " ;e; = > e; and A is a positive matrix. From
i . Using the

product (-, -)p.
Theorem 1.4.4 in [9], the largest eigenvalue of A is 1 and this is a simple eigenvalue
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assumption that Alexandrov’s inequality holds for dimension n — 1, we can bound

D(Diag(y)®, I, M. M )2
D(I,1 Mf”,...,Mni_B)

(Ay, Ay)p = — Z

I \/

ZD Diag(y Dlag( )<>,M1<i>,...,M7§i>3)

1 . .
ﬁD(Iv Dlag(y)7 Dlag(y)v Mla vey Mn*3)

(y, Ay)p

For any eigenvalue of v of A with corresponding eigenvalue A\, we must have
20,112 2
Al = Avllp = A>1or A<0.

This implies that the positive eigenspace of A has dimension 1. From Lemma 2.15, this suffices for

the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 2.7. To complete the proof of Theorem 2.7 it suffices to show that we can reduce
the inequality to that in Lemma 2.9. We omit this proof and refer the reader to the proof of Corollary
4.3 in [51]. O

Corollary 2.10 illustrates that mixed discriminants involving two positive definite bodies are log-
concave. Corollary 2.11 says that in this situation equality at one point will give equality at all

points.

Corollary 2.10. Let A, B be n x n positive definite symmetric real matrices. For 0 < k& < n, define
the mixed discriminant

Dy:=D(A,...,A,B...,B).
—_———— ——

k times n—k times

Then the sequence Dg, Dy, ..., D, is log-concave.
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.6. O

Corollary 2.11. Let A, B, Dy, for 1 < k < n be as in Corollary 2.10. If D2 = Dj,_1 Dy for some

1<k<n-—1, then Dﬁ:Dk_lD;H_l holds for all k =1,...,n — 1.

Proof. This follows from the equality case in Theorem 2.6. O
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2.4 Alexandrov-Fenchel Inequality

In this section, we prove the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality. This is a mixed volume analog of
Theorem 2.6. Formally, these two inequalities look exactly the same. They are very different in
terms of their extremals. The extremals of the Alexandrov inequality for mixed discriminants take
a rather simple form while the extremals of the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality are rich in examples.

We will discuss more about equality cases in Section 2.4.1.

Theorem 2.12 (Alexandrov-Fenchel Inequality). Let Ky, Ko,..., K4 2 € R? be convex bodies.

For any convex bodies X,Y C R, we have the inequality
Vd(Xa }/7 K17 o ;Kd—2)2 > Vd(X7 Xa K17 s 7Kd—2) : Vd(Y7 Y7 K17 s 7Kd—2)-

We now present the proof of the inequality given in [51]. From Theorem 1.46, we can approximate
our convex bodies by SSI polytopes. If we can prove the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality in the case of
SSI polytopes, then the general result will follow from continuity. When restricted to an isomorphism
class « of SSI polytopes with facet normals U, the mixed volumes V4(X,Y, Py,..., Py_2) can be
viewed as a bilinear form applied to the support vectors of X and Y. Indeed, for any support

vectors hp, hg, we can define
Vd(hp, hQ, Pl, ey Pd,Q) = Vd(P, Q, Pl, “eey Pdfg).
We can extend this definition to all of RY using Corollary 1.43. Indeed, for any z,y € RY there are
polytopes A1, Aa, B1, Ba € a such that © = hy, — ha, and y = hp, — hp,. We define
2 . .
Va(z,y, Pr,..., Paa) = Y (=1)"Na(ha, hp,, Pr, ..., Pa_2).
ij=1

To prove that this extension is well-defined, it suffices to prove that if x = hx — hy = hp — hg for

K,L,P,Q, Py € o, then
Va(hi,P) = Va(hr,P) =Va(hp,P) = Vai(hq,P)
where P = (Py, Pi1,...,Pi_2). Note that * = hx — hy = hp — hg implies that hx + hg = hy + hp.

Thus hg+g = hr4+p where K + Q, L + P € o from Proposition 1.42 and so K + Q = L + P. This
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allows us to make the computation

Valhi,P) +Valhg, P) = V4(K,P) + V4(Q,P)
=Vu(K+Q,P)
=Vy4(L+ P,P)
=V4(L,P)+ Vq(P,P)

=Vq(hr,P)+Va(hp,P).

This proves that the extension of V4(-,-, Py, ..., Pi_2) to R¥ is well-defined. It suffices to prove the
inequality written in Theorem 2.14. We can also extend the mixed volumes of support vectors to the
mixed volumes of the faces of the support vectors. For all u € i and = € RY, there is a well-defined

extension

Va1 (F(z,u), F(P,u)) := Va1 (F(Q,u), F(P,u)) = Va1 (F(Q', u), F(P,u))

where F(P,u) := (F(Ps,u), ..., F(Pg,u)) and & = hg—hg . We can define the matrix A : RY — RY
given by

Zvd 1 F(Ps,u),...,F(Pgu))-e,.

UEZ/I

This matrix satisfies the property that

(hg, Ahp) = ZhQ ) Va1 (F(P,u), F(Ps,u),. .., F(Pgu)
uEU

:Vd(P7Q7P37'~'7Pd)‘

By linearity, we have the equality (z, f~1y> = Vy(z,y, Ps,...,Py) and Aisa symmetric matrix. We
now prove that A is irreducible by proving that the non-zero entries correspond exactly to the graph

on facets where two facets are adjacent if and only if their intersection is a face of dimension d — 2.

Lemma 2.13. Let d > 3. Then the matrix A is a symmetric irreducible matrix with non-negative

off-diagonal entries.

Proof. Let U = {uq,...,um} be the facet normals of the strong isomorphism class of our polytopes
where the facet corresponding to u; is F;. For i,j € [m] we write ¢ ~ j if and only if F; N F; is a

face of dimension d — 2. We write F;; = F; N F; when we consider F; N F} as a facet of F;. Let u;
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be the facet normal of Fj; in F;. For i ~ j, let §;; be the angle satisfying (u;,u;) = cos#,;. Note
that codim F; = codim F; = 1, codim F;; = 2. Since no two of u;, u;, u;; are linearly independent,
there are coefficients a;, a;; € [—1,1] such that u; = a;;u;; + a;u; where a? + aizj = 1. By taking
inner products with u;, we get that a; = cosf;;. This implies that a;; = £ cos;;. By negating 0;;

is necessary, we have
uj = (cosb;j)u; + (sinb;)u;; = w;; = (cscb;)u; — (cot 0;5)u;
We can then compute the support value of Fj; as a face of Fj:
hppuy(wij) =  sup  (uij, )

zEF(Pu;)

= Ssup <(CSC 9¢j)uj — (COt QH)UZ,I’>
TEF;(P)

= (cscb;;) sup (uj,z) — (cot 0;;)hp(u;)
TzE€F(Pu;)

= (cscb;j)hp(uj) — (cot B;5)hp(u;).

For i ~ j, we can define the constants

Va_o(F(F(P3,u;),uij), ..., F(F(Pg,u;), Uij)).

A=
Y d(d—1)

Then, for © = hp = Y .~ x;¢; where z; = hp(u;), we have that

1
=3 > Va1 (F(Pu;), F(Ps,wi), ..., F(Pa,ui)) - €

i€[m)]
= Z ZAith(P,ui)(uij) “e
i€lm] \j~i

= Z ZAij<CSC eij)l‘j - Aij(cot Qij)aji) -e;

i€[m] jr~i
== Z Z Aij (CSC Gij)xj €; — Z Z Aij cot Hij X; - €.
i€[m] \ J~i i€[m] \j~i

For i € [m], we have that

(E) el,Aez = ZAUcotHU

Jrvi
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For i,j € [m] distinct, we have

(A)U = <6i,121vej‘> = ILiNj . (Aij CSC Gij).

When ¢ ~ j, then (21)” > 0. This implies that the non-zero entries of A except the diagonals have
the same non-zero positions as the non-zero entries in the adjacency matrix of the graph on facets
where two facets are adjacent if and only if 4 ~ j. This graph is clearly strongly-connected, which

proves our matrix A is irreducible. O

Theorem 2.14 (Alexandrov-Fenchel Inequality for SSI Polytopes). Let « be a strong isomorphism
class with facet normals U = {uy, ..., u,, } of simple strongly isomorphic polytopes P, ..., P;. Then,

for all z,y € R™ we have the inequality
Vd(ﬂ?, P277))2 Z Vd(l‘,iU,P) . Vd(PQa P27P)

where P := (Ps,..., Py).

The inequality of Theorem 2.14 with respect to a bilinear form implies that the bilinear form
V4(z,y,P) has similar properties to a bilinear form with respect to a hyperbolic matrix. We call

a symmetric matrix M € R4*4 hyperbolic if for all v, w € R? satisfying (w, Mw) > 0, we have
(v, Mw)? > (v, Mv)(w, Mw).

From Lemma 1.4 in [51], we find necessary and sufficient conditions for a matrix to be hyperbolic.

Lemma 2.15 (Lemma 1.4 in [51]). Let M be a symmetric matrix. Then, the following conditions

are equivalent:
(a) M is hyperbolic.
(b) The positive eigenspace of M has dimension at most one.

Proof of Theorem 2.14. This proof follows that of [51]. We induct on the dimension d. For the base
case d = 2, see Lemma 5.1 in the appendix. Now suppose that the claim is true for dimensions
less than d. Currently, it is not clear that the matrix A s hyperbolic. We will alter it to become a

hyperbolic matrix which is self-adjoint with respect to a different bilinear form. For u € U, we can
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define the matrix A € RY*Y and diagonal matrix P = Diag(p, : u € U) € RY*¥ such that

hps Vd 1 ( ),F(Pg,u),...,F(Pn,u))
A _Z Vd 1 P37 )ﬂ (Pg,U),...,F(Pn,’LL))
. lVd_l( (P3,u), F(P3,u), ..., F(Pg,u))
Py = p hP3(U) .

s ey

These definitions are well-defined because we can always translate our polytopes so that 0 € int(Ps)

or equivalently hp, > 0. If we define the inner product (z,y)p := (z, Py), then we have that
<$7 Ay>P = <‘T7A/y> = Vd(xa Y, P31 AR Pd)

since A = PA. In particular, the matrix A is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product (-,-)p.
From Lemma 2.13, we know that A is irreducible with non-negative entries in the off-diagonal entries.

Moreover, we have that

A(hps) _ Z hpg(u)Vd_l(F(Pg,,u),F(Pg,u),. . F(Pn,u Z h,PS

= hp..
Va_1(F(Ps,u), F(Ps,u),...,F(P,,u)) Ps

ucl
Thus A has an eigenvector of eigenvalue 1. Let ¢ > 0 be sufficiently large so that A + ¢ has non-
negative entries. From the Perron-Frobenius Theorem (see Theorem 1.4.4 in [9]), the vector hp, is
an eigenvector of eigenvalue 1 + ¢ of A + cI. Since it has strictly positive entries this is the largest
eigenvector and it happens to be simple. Thus, the largest eigenvalue of A is 1 and this eigenvalue

has multiplicity 1. From the inductive hypothesis, we have that

(Az, Az)p = Z(Am)ipu
ueU

1 ' hp,(u)Va_1(F(z,u), F(Ps,u), ..., F(Py,u))?
Md Vdfl(F(Pfiuu)?F(P&u)a"'7F(Pd7u))

> %hps (u) - Va_1(F(z,u), F(z,u), F(Py,u),. .., F(Pyg,u))?
ueU

= Vd(x,x, P3, ey Pd)

= (z, Az)p.
Let A be an arbitrary eigenvalue of A. For the corresponding eigenvector v, we have that

(Av, Av)p > (v, Av)p = A2 >\
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Thus, the eigenvalues satisfy A > 1 or A < 0. From Lemma 2.15, we know that A is hyperbolic.

Since (hp,, Ahp,)p = V4(Ps, P2, P) > 0, we know from hyperbolicity that

Vd(x,Pg,’P)2 = <$,Ahp2>%3
> (z,Az)p - (hp,, Ahp,)p

=Vy(z,z,P) - Vi(Pa, Py, P).

This completes the induction and suffices for the proof. O

Corollary 2.16. Let K, L C R" be convex bodies. For 0 < k < n, we can define the mixed volumes

Vi :=Vo(K,...,K,L,... L).
———— ——

k times n—k times
Then, the sequence Vj, V1, ..., V, is log-concave.

Proof. From Theorem 2.12, we immediately get sz > Vi—1Vik41. This suffices for the proof. O

2.4.1 Equality Cases

In both Alexandrov’s inequality for mixed discriminants and the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality, the
equality cases are split into two types: supercritical and critical. Unlike the Alexandrov’s inequality
for mixed discriminants, the equality cases of the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality are rich and highly
non-trivial even in the supercritical case. In this thesis, we do not provide any deep explanations
for the mechanisms involved in the equality of the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality as this is not our
main focus. If interested in these topics, we refer the reader to [52, 53]. We provide an overview of
the equality cases of the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality. We mainly list the results from [53] that
we will need in Chapter 3.

The Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality can be viewed as a generalization of Minkowski’s Inequality
and various isoperimetric inequalities. We recall the Brunn-Minkowski inequality and its equality

cases in Theorem 2.17.

Theorem 2.17 (Brunn-Minkowski Inequality, Theorem 3.13 in [29]). Let K,L C R™ be convex
bodies and « € (0,1). Then

YV(aK + (1 —a)L) > a{/V(K)+ (1 —a){/V(L)
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with equality if and only if K and L lie in parallel hyperplanes or K and L are homothetic.

The inequality in Theorem 2.17 will explain the equality cases of Minkowski’s Inequality (Theo-

rem 2.18) which follows from the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality.

Theorem 2.18 (Minkowski’s Inequality, Theorem 3.14 in [29]). Let K, L C R™ be convex bodies.
Then,

Vo (K,...,K,L)" > Vol,(K)"~ ! - Vol,(L).
N——

n—1 times
Equality occurs if and only if dim K < n —2 or K and L lie in parallel hyperplanes or K and L are

homothetic. When V,,(K[k], L[n — k]) > 0 for all k, then equality occurs if and only if

Vo(K,...,K,L,...,L)>=Vu(K,...,K, L,....L )-Va(K,...,K, L,...,L)
———— —— —— —— —_——— ——

k times n—k times k—1 times mn—k+1 times k+1 times n—k—1 times

for all k.

Proof. For k, 0 < k < n, define the mixed volume V}, = V,,(K[k], Ln — k]). Then, we want to prove

that V" ; > V"1V, Assuming that Vj > 0 for all k, from Theorem 2.12, we have that

n—1

Thus, we have that

This proves that V,* ; > V"1 . 1. When Vj > 0, equality occurs if and only if all of the ratios
Vi/Vik—1 are equal, which is equivalent to the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality holding at each k:
V2 = Vj—1Vik+1. Now, suppose we remove the assumption that Vi, > 0 for all k. Then we can still
prove the inequality via approximation by SSI polytopes. This method would not allow us to recover
equality cases. From the proof of Theorem 3.14 in [29], using the concavity of f(t) := Vol,, (K +tL)'/"

we can prove that
Vol,, (K)* 'V, (K[n — 1], L) > Vol,, (K + L)* — Vol,(K)» > Vol,,(L)#

where the second inequality is exactly Theorem 2.17. The equality conditions in Theorem 2.17 then

give us the equality conditions in the theorem. O

In general, the equality cases of the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality are complicated. Indeed, the
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previous pattern of having only degenerate equality cases or homothetic equality cases ends when one
considers even the simplest examples of Minkowski’s Quadratic inequality. Minkowski’s quadratic
ienquality is version of the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality where n = 3 and we have convex bodies
K, L, M C R? satisfying

V3(K, L, M)* > V3(K, K, M)Vs(L, L, M). (2.1)

In [52], Yair Shenfeld and Ramon van Handel completely characterize the extremals of Equation 2.1.

Even in the case where M = K, L = B the equality cases are non-trivial. The inequality becomes

V3(B7KaK)2ZV?’(BaBaK)Vf)(KaK?K)' (22)

Each of these mixed volumes has a geometric interpretation: V3(B, K, K) is the surface area of K,
V3(B, B, K) is the mean width of K, and V3(K, K, K) is the volume of K. The problem of finding
equality cases to Equation 2.2 can be rephrased as an isoperimetric inequality: given a fixed mean
width and fixed volume, what convex body K will achieve the minimum surface area? This is a

generalization of the classical isoperimetric inequality:

VZ(BaK)z > VQ(BvB)VZ(K’K)

which the equality cases is trivial. Unlike the classical case, the equality cases of Equation 2.2 involve
convex bodies called cap bodies which are the convex hull of the ball with some collection of points
satisfying some disjointness conditions. From [10], the cap bodies end up being the only equality

cases of the quadratic isoperimetric inequality.

2.4.2 Equality Cases for Polytopes

In [52], Yair Shenfeld and Ramon van Handel completely characterize the equality cases of the
Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality for polytopes. We record some of their results in this section for

future use in this thesis. In [53], they define the notion of a supercritical collection of convex bodies.

Definition 2.19 (Definition 2.14 in [53]). A collection of convex bodies C = (C1,...,Cph_2) is

supercritical if dim(C;, +...+C;, ) > k+2forallke[n—2],1<i; <...<ip <n-—2.

The paper [53] gives a characterization of the equality cases of

Vn(KaLaPh“'aPan)z ZVn(KaK,Pla"'aPTLfQ)Vn(LaLvPl,'~';Pn72)
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in both the case where (P, ..., P,_2) is critical and the case where (P,..., P,_2) is supercritical.
In the latter case, the equality cases are more simple. Since all of our applications will involve
supercritical collections of convex bodies, we will only be concerned with the supercritical charac-
terization. For an application of the critical case, see the paper [36] in which the equality cases of

the Stanley’s poset inequality are studied.

Theorem 2.20 (Corollary 2.16 in [53]). Let P = (P1,...,P,_2) be a supercritical collection of
polytopes in R™, and let K, L be convex bodies such that V,,(K,L, Py,...,P,_2) > 0. Then

Vo(K,L,Py,...,Py_2)? =V, (K,K,Pi,...,Py_o)Vu(L,L,Py,...,Py_3)

if and only if there exist @ > 0 and v € R" so that K and aL + v have the same supporting

hyperplanes in all (B, P)-extreme normal directions.

In Theorem 2.20, the constant a > 0 determines the ratio between the mixed volumes. To see
this, define V(A, B) := V,(A, B, Py,..., P,_2) for any convex bodies A, B C R"™. From the mixed
area measure interpretation of mixed volumes, the value of V(A, B) only depends on the support
function values of A and B in the directions of the support of the mixed area measure. From the
result in Theorem 2.20, the polytopes K and al + v have the same support values in all relevant
directions. Thus, we can interchange the two polytopes when calculating the mixed volume. This

implies that

V(K,K) = V(K,aL +v) = aV(K, L)

V(K,L) =V(aL +v,L) = aV(L, L).

Hence, the constant a > 0 indicates the ratio between the mixed volumes.

2.5 Basic Theory of Lorentzian polynomials

In this section, we give an overview of the theory of Lorentzian polynomials. Lorentzian polyno-
mials are polynomials which encode log-concavity in various ways. According to [8], the notion of
Lorentzian polynomials was independently discovered by Brandén-Huh [12] and Anari-Oveis-Garan-
Vinzant [3]. For our main reference on the basic theory of Lorentzian polynomials, we primarily use

the paper [12] by Brindén-Huh. Following their notation, we let H be the degree d homogeneous
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subring defined by

H? .= {f € R[z1,...,x,] : f is homogeneous, deg(f) = d}.

We can turn HZ into a topological space by equipping it with the Euclidean topology on its coef-
ficients. There are many different equivalent definitions of Lorentzian polynomials. These different
definitions make it easier to prove that certain polynomials are Lorentzian. We first define the notion

of a strictly Lorentzian polynomial in Definition 2.21.

Definition 2.21. Let L? C H? be the set of quadratic forms in R[z;,...,x,] with positive coef-
ficients such that the Hessian has signature (+,—,...,—). For d > 3, we can define Lﬁ inducively
as

L= {f e H!:9;f € LY for all i}.

We call polynomials in LZ strictly Lorentzian polynomials.

The space of strictly Lorentzian polynomials Lﬁi forms an open subset of Hz. One defintion of
Lorentzian polynomials is that it is any polynomial in the closure of LZ as a subset in the topolog-
ical space Hﬁ. The next definition of Lorentzian polynomials combines analytic and combinatorial
properties of the polynomial. Specifically, the properties of the polynomial as a function on C™ and

the support structure of its monomials.

Definition 2.22. A polynomial f € Rlwy,...,w,] is stable if f is non-vanishing on H" where H is
the open upper half plane in C. We denote by S¢ the set of degree d homogeneous stable polynomials

in n variables.

In this thesis, we will not concern ourselves with the notion of stable polynomials. We have only
written Definition 2.22 because it is a part of an alternative definition of Lorentzian polynomials.

For background on stable polynomials, we refer the reader to [60].

Definition 2.23. We define J C N" to be M-convex if for any «, 8 € J and any index ¢ satisfying
a; > [, there is an index j satisfying a; < B; and oo — e; + e; € J. Equivalently, we have that
for any «, 8 € J and any index i satisfying o; > f;, there is an index j satisfying a; < 3; and

a—e +ec€Jand f—e;+e €J.

We will also not concern ourselves too much with M-convex sets. In this thesis, the only fact
that we use related to M-convex sets is that the set of bases of a matroid form a M-convex set.

Indeed, any M-convex set restricted to the hypercube is a matroid. For more information about
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M-convex sets, we refer the reader to [40]. We will consider the M-convexity of the support of a
homogeneous polynomial. For a polynomial f = _xa caz® in H¢, we define the support of f to

be the exponents for which the corresponding coefficient is non-zero. Specifically, we have

supp(f) == {a € A : ¢, #0}.

For example, the Newton polygon of any polynomial will depend only on its support. We let M¢ be
the set of degree d homogeneous polynomials in R>g[x1, ..., z,] whose support are M-convex. With
these notions on hands, we can now define Lorentzian polynomials equivalently as the homogeneous
polynomials with non-negative coefficients and M-convex support such that all codegree 2 partial

derivatives are stable polynomials. We write the full description of this set in Definition 2.24.

Definition 2.24 (Definition 2.6 in [12]). We set L = 89, Ll = S}

n’

and L2 = S2. For d > 3, we

define
Li={feM:0;f € L& for alli € [n]}
={feM!:0°f €S2 for all a € AL?}.
Definition 2.25. We call a degree d homogeneous polynomial f € Rx>o[z1,...,2,] a Lorentzian

polynomial if it satisfies any of the following equivalent conditions:
(a) fe Ly
(b) There exists a sequence of polynomials f; € Lﬁ such that fp — f as k — oo.

(c) For any o € N™ with || < d — 2, the polynomial 9% f is identically zero or log-concave at any

a € RY,.

Polynomials which satisfy condition (c¢) in Definition 2.25 are also known as strongly log-
concave polynomials. These polynomials were studies in [3]. For proofs of the equivalences of the
conditions in Definition 2.25, we refer the reader to [12]. As an application of this definition, we will

now prove that the basis generating polynomial of a matroid is Lorentzian.
Theorem 2.26. Let M be a matroid. Then the basis generating polynomial fj; is Lorentzian.

Proof. We prove the result by induction on the size of our matroid. For matroids of size 2, the only
possible basis generating polynomials are x1xz9, 21 + 22, x1, 22, and 0. All of these polynomials are

Lorentzian because they are stable. Now, suppose that the claim holds for all matroids of smaller
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size. Since the support of fj; is the collection of bases of a matroid, the support is M-convex.
Hence, it suffices to prove that all of its partial derivatives are Lorentzian. For all i € E, we know
that 9;far = farys for all i € E. From the inductive hypothesis, the partial derivative is Lorentzian
because it the basis generating polynomial of a smaller matroid. This completes the induction and

suffices for the proof. O

In Proposition 2.27, we have compiled some properties of Lorentzian polynomials. These prop-
erties will allow us to prove that certain polynomials are Lorentzian by relating them to other

Lorentzian polynomials.

Proposition 2.27. Let f € R[zq,...,x,] be a Lorentzian polynomial of degree d. Then, f satisfies

the following properties:

(a) Let A be any n X m matrix with nonnegative entries. Then f : R™ — R defined by f(y) :=

f(Ay) is Lorentzian.
(b) For any as,...,a, > 0, the polynomial } ;" | a;0; f is Lorentzian.
(c) If f # 0, then Hesss(a) has exactly one positive eigenvalue for all a € RZ,.

Proof. For a proof of these properties, see Theorem 2.10, Corollary 2.11, and Proposition 2.14 in
[12]. O

Lorentzian polynomials satisfy log-concavity inequalities similar to that of Alexandrov’s inequal-
ity on mixed discriminants and the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality. We present the proofs of two

analogs of these log-concavity inequalities given in [12].

Proposition 2.28 (Proposition 4.4 in [12]). If f =" ..« %52 is a Lorentzian polynomial, then

2 > Catei—e;Caeite, for any i,j € [n] and any a € AL,

Proof. Consider the differential operator 0%~ ¢ ~%. Applying D to the polynomial f, we have

Di= Y Doy

|
BeAd &
Cate;—e; (CM +e; — 6]‘)! 9 Co—e;+e; (04 —e; + ej)! 2 Co
= L. s+ . i+ — ol xx
(v +e; —ej)! 2 (v —e; +¢;)! 2 7 al
1
=5 ( a+ei_ejz? + 2cqzix; + ca_eﬁejx?) .
From Proposition 2.27, the polynomial D f is Lorentzian. This suffices for the proof. O
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Recall that the mixed discriminant D, (Aq,...,A,) can be defined as the polarization form
of the polynomial det(X) where X € R™*™. It happens to be the case that the polarization of
this polynomial satisfies a log-concavity inequality given by the Alexandrov inequality for mixed

discriminants. An analog of this phenomenon occurs for general Lorentzian polynomials.

Proposition 2.29. Let f € R[zy,...,x,] be a Lorentzian polynomial of degree d. Then, for any

v1,02,...,05 € RY,, we have that
2
Fr(vi,v2,vs,...,04)° > Fp(v1,v1,03,...,0q) - Ff(va,v2,03,...,0q).

Proof. The polarization identity in Theorem 1.28 gives us the equation

F@on + -+ B = d! Z Ff(v1[a1]7...,vm[am])xa (2.3)

a!
acAd,

The result follows from Proposition 2.28. O

Remark 3. In Proposition 4.5 of [12], Braden-Huh prove a stronger version of Proposition 2.29 where
we allow the first vector v; to be any vector in R™. The proof of this stronger fact uses the Cauchy
interlacing theorem from Section 2.2. This stronger fact also follows from the version we proved in
Proposition 2.29. Indeed, suppose that v; € R" and vy € RY;. Then, we can pick a > 0 sufficiently

large so that vy + avy € RY,. To simplify notation, we define

F(z,y) :== F¢(z,y,v3,...,0q).

From Proposition 2.29, we have that

F(’Ul —+ 041)2,’1}2)2 Z F(’Ul + U9, U1 —+ OLUQ) F(Uz,’vg).

This is equivalent to F(vi,ve) > F(v1,v1)F(vg,v2). From continuity, the inequality holds for all
Vo € Rgo.

Remark 4. Through private discussions with Ramon van Handel, it may be possible to use the
ideas in [53] to give a characterization of the equality cases of Proposition 2.29. In the expansion of

Equation 2.3 for the case m = n, by substituting v; = ¢; for all 1 < ¢ < n we get the equation

flxy,. .. x,) =d! Z Ff(el[al]v"'ven[an])xa.

a!
acAd
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Thus a characterization for the Lorentzian analog of a characterization for the extremals of the
Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality (as given in [53]) would be useful in characterizing equality in the
inequalities given in Proposition 2.28. The characterization would involve checking when the vectors

e1, ..., en satisfy the equaliy conditions. We plan to pursue this direction in future work.
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Chapter 3

Log-concavity Results for Posets

and Matroids

In this chapter, we discuss proofs of several log-concavity results using mixed discriminants, mixed
volumes, and Lorentzian polynomials. In the first section, we write about Stanley’s poset inequality
where he proved that a sequence which enumerates linear extensions based on where it sends a
fixed element is log-concave. We also sketch the proof of the combinatorial characterization of
Stanley’s inequality given in [53]. We then use the same proof strategy to completely characterize
the extremals of the Kahn-Saks inequality. This was done in joint work with Ramon van Handel,
Xinmeng Zeng, and the author. In the final section, we study another inequality of Stanley about the
log-concavity of a basis counting sequence for regular matroids. By combining perspectives from both
mixed discriminants and mixed volumes, we characterize the equality cases of a simplified version of
Stanley’s matroid inequality. We then generalize Stanley’s matroid inequality to all matroids using

the technology of Lorentzian polynomials.

3.1 Stanley’s Poset Inequality

Let (P, <) be a finite poset on n elements and let x € P be a distinguished element in the poset.
For every k € [n], let Nj be the number of linear extensions of P which send x to the index k.
Then we can consider properties of the sequence Ny, ..., N,. Intuitively, one would expect that as
a function in [n], the sequence should be roughly unimodal. The fact that the sequence is unimodal

is originally a conjecture by Ronald Rivest in his paper [16]. Rivest proves his conjecture in the case
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where P can be covered by two linear orders. In [56], Richard Stanley proves the full conjecture by

proving the stronger claim that the sequence is log-concave.

Theorem 3.1 (Stanley’s Poset Inequality, Theorem 3.1 in [56]). Let 21 < ... < xj, be a fixed chain
in P. If1 <i; < ... <1, < n, then define N(i1,...,4) to be the number of linear extensions
o : P — [n] satisfying o(z;) = i; for 1 < j < k. Suppose that 1 < j < kandi;_1+1 <i; <iji1—1,

where 79 = 0 and i;x+1 =n + 1. Then
Nityooyig)? > N(iny oo yij1,05 — L, ey i) N(in, o eeyijo1, i+ Ldjat, ooy in).
Rivest’s conjecture follows from Theorem 3.1 in the case k = 1. We write the statement of this

simplified inequality in Corollary 3.2 and call it Stanley’s Simple Poset Inequality.

Corollary 3.2 (Stanley’s Simple Poset Inequality). The sequence Ny, ..., N, is log-concave. That

is, we have N2 > Ny_1Nj4q for all k € {2,...,n —1}.

We will present the proof to Corollary 3.2 rather than Theorem 3.1 since they are essentially the

same up to technical computations.

Proof of Corollary 3.2. Define the polytopes K, L C R" by

K:={tecOp:t,=1ifw>z}

L:={teOp:t,=0ifw <z}
For any A € [0, 1], we have that

Vol 1 (1= ANK +AL) = > Vol,_1 (AN ((1 = NEK +AL)).
lee(P)

Even though K,L are in R™, they lie in parallel hyperplanes. This allows us to take (n — 1)
dimensional volumes and mixed volumes. Now suppose that [ satisfies {(z) = k. Then, we have that

AN ((1=A)K + AL) is equal to

{0 < tﬂfl(l) <...< tﬂ-—l(kfl) < 17)\}m{t.,r71(k) = 17)\}(7{17)\ < tﬂ-—l(k+1) <...< tﬂ.fl(n) < 1}.
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This is essentially the product of two simplices and has volume given by

_ \W\e—1y\n—k
VOlnfl(Al n ((1 — )\)K + )\L)) = H(’Il)\k)l

Thus, we have the equation

n

Vol,_1 (1 = AN)K + A\L) = Z <Z: 1) (nj\—/vkl)'(l N P
k=1

From Theorem 1.53, we have for 1 <7 <n — 1 the equality

N;

Vo1 (K[i = 1], Ln —i]) = (n—1)!

— N;=(n— 1)V, 1(K[i — 1], Ln — i]).

The log-concavity of the sequence Ny, No, ..., N, follows from Theorem 2.16. O

The proof of Corollary 3.2 illustrates one strategy for proving log-concavity results. To prove
that a sequence is log-concave, it is enough to associate each element in the sequence to some
mixed volume. Log-concavity then follows immediately from the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality. In
the sequel, we will discuss how to use the results about the extremals of the Alexandrov Fenchel
inequality from [53] to give a combinatorial characterization of the equality cases of NZ = Nj_1Ng11

in Stanley’s simple poset inequality.

3.1.1 Equality Case for the Simple Stanley Poset Inequality

The equality cases for the Stanley poset inequality was computed in [53] using their results on the
equality cases of the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality for polytopes. From the proof of Corollary 3.2,
we have the equalities Ny = (n — 1)!'V,,_1(K[k], L[n — k — 1]) where the polytopes K and L were
defined in the proof. Thus, to find the equality cases of N2 = Nj_1Ny,1, it is enough to find the

equality cases of

Va1 (K[k — 1), Ln — k)2 > Voot (K[K], Lin — k —1]) - Va1 (K[k — 2, Lln — k+ 1)) (3.1)

Our goal is to give combinatorial conditions to the poset P so that the corresponding polytopes
K and L satisfy equality in Equation 3.1. We sketch the proof given in Section 15 in [53] to give
an idea on how the argument works. The same type of argument will be used to charaterize the

extremals of the Kahn-Saks inequality. The combinatorial characterization given in [53] is compiled
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in Theorem 3.3.

Theorem 3.3 (Theorem 15.3 in [53]). Let ¢ € {2,...,n — 1} be such that N; > 0. Then the

following are equivalent:
(a) NE = NileiJ’»l.
(b) N; = N;—1 = Ni41.

(¢) Every linear extension o : P — [n] with o(z) = i assigns ranks ¢ — 1 and ¢ + 1 to elements of

P that are incomparable to x.
(d) |P<y| > i forall y € Psg, and [Psy| >n —i+ 1 for all y € P,.

In Theorem 3.3, it is not difficult to prove that (d) = (¢) = (b) = (a). The main
difficulty lies in proving that equality and positivity in N? = N;_1N;;1 implies the combinatorial
conditions in (d). From here, let us assume that Ni2 = N;_1N;+1 and N; > 0. From Lemma 1.57,

we get necessary and sufficient conditions to guarantee N; > 0.

Lemma 3.4 (Lemma 15.2 in [53]). For any ¢ € [n], we have that N; = 0 if and only if |P<,| >i—1

or |P>g;-|>n_7;.

Proof. Recall that N; =V,,_1(K,...,K,L,...,L). From Lemma 1.57, we know that N; > 0 if and
—_———— ——

i—1 times n—i¢ times

only if dimK >¢—1,dim L > n — i, and dim(K + L) > n — 1. From the definition of K and L, we

can compute

dimK =n —1— |Ps.]
dimL =n—1—|P,|

dim(K+L)=n-—1.

To see the details behind this computation, see Lemma 15.7 in [53]. Thus, N; = 0 if and only if

|Ps.| >n—iand |Pey| >4 —1. O

We get inequalities on the dimensions of dim K and dim L from the assumption N; > 0. However,
since Ni2 = N;_1N;;+1, we also have N;_1, N;;1 > 0. This gives slightly stronger inequalities from

Lemma 3.4 applied to N;_; and N,;;1. Specifically, we get the inequalities
|Pey| <i—2, and |Ps,|<n-—i-—1.
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With these inequalities and Theorem 2.20 we get a specialized version of Corollary 2.16 in [53].

Lemma 3.5 (Lemma 15.8 in [53]). Let i € {2,...,n—1} be such that N; > 0 and N? = N; ;1 N;_1.

Then |P-,| <i—2, |Ps.| <n—i—1, and there exist a > 0 and v € R"~! so that
hi(x) = har4o () for all x € supp Sp k[i—2),Lin—i—1]-

In the beginning of our analysis, the convex bodies K and L were contained in parallel hyperplanes
of R*!. When studying equality via Lemma 3.5, we project these bodies to the same copy of
R"~!. The vector v € R"™! will also lie in the same hyperplane as our convex bodies K and L.
Lemma 3.5 will be the main tool to extract combinatorial information about P from the equality
in the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality. Recall in Definition 1.58, we are giving a characterization for
vectors in the support of the mixed area measure. By specializing this result in the Stanley case, we

get the result in Lemma 3.6.

Lemma 3.6. Let v € R"~! be a unit vector. Then the following are equivalent.
(a) u € supp Sp K[i—2),Lin—i—1]-
(b) dim Fk(u) > i — 2, dim Fr(u) >n—14— 1, and dim Fx1r(u) > n — 3.

From here, the argument will involve finding suitable vectors v € S*~2 C R"~! and applying
Lemma, 3.5. The suitability of the vector u € S*~2 will depend on the corresponding inequalities in
Lemma 3.6. When we find a “suitable” vector u € S*~2, one of two things generally occur. In the
first case, the vector u will unequivocally satisfy the dimension inequalities in Lemma 3.6 and from
Lemma 3.5 we get the relation hy(u) = ahr(u) + (v,u). In this case, the identity we get usually
tells us something about v or a. In the second case, it is unclear whether or not the vector u will
satisfy the dimension inequalities in Lemma 3.6. The dimension inequalities will usually involve
some statistics about the combinatorial structure of our object. For example, it might involve the
number of elements greater than another, or the number of elements between two elements in a
poset. In this case, we know that if the dimension inequalities in Lemma 3.6 are satisfied then we
get the identity in Lemma 3.5. If we are lucky, the resulting identity we get will contradict some
information that we know is true from the vectors in the first case. This will imply that at least one
of the dimension inequalities are incorrect, giving a combinatorial condition that must be satisfied
for equality.

In the Stanley case, vectors in the first case are vectors of the form —e, where w is a minimal

Cwl

. . —e
element, e, where w is a maximal element, and some vectors of the form e, ., = T“Q where
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wy,ws € P are elements in the poset such that w; < ws. From the first two vectors, we get that
v, = 1 — a for any maximal element w, the second vector gives v,, = 0 for any minimal element w.
The third type of vector tells us that in some situations where w; <ws we have v,,, = v,,,. From the
proof of Corollary 15.11 of [53], it is possible to create a chain from a minimal element to a maximal
element such as the adjacent relations are covering relations where the corresponding vector e, ., is
in the support of the mixed area measure. This implies that all of the coordinates of v with respect
to this chain are equal to each other. In particular, the coordinate at the minimal element will be
equal to the coordinate at the maximal element (that is, @ = 1). This result is interesting in its own
right. We have just proved that if Nf = N;_1N;41 and N; > 0, then N;;; = N; = N;_;.

Vectors in the second case consist of vectors of the form —e,, where w is a minimal element in
P-., and also vectors of the form e, where w is a maximal element in P.,. From the information
that @ = 1, it is not difficult to show that the equality that we would get as a result of these
vectors being in the support of the mixed area measure give contradictions. Thus, some of the
dimension inequalities corresponding to these vectors must be incorrect. This is enough to give the
combinatorial characterization in Theorem 3.3. During the present discussion, we did not show any
of the computations for the sake of time and space. To see the computations in full detail and rigour,

we refer the reader to the original source [53].

3.2 Extremals of the Kahn-Saks Inequality

This section covers joint work by Ramon van Handel, Xinmeng Zeng, and the author. We consider
a slight generalization of the simple version of the Stanley poset inequality called the Kahn-Saks
Inequality. We also cover aspects of the proof of our characterization of the equality cases. In the
paper [34], Jeff Kahn and Michael Saks prove that any finite poset contains a pair of elements z

and y such that the proportion of linear extensions of P in which x lies below y is between 1—31 and

3

17~ This fact has consequences in theoretic computer science and sorting algorithms. The interested

reader should consult the original source [34] for these applications as they are tangential to our
thesis. One ingredient in their proof is a log-concavity inequality for a linear extension counting
sequence. Let P be a finite poset and fix elements z,y € P with z < y. Let N be the number
of linear extensions f satisfying f(y) — f(z) = k for all 1 < k < n — 1. The Kahn-Saks inequality

written in Theorem 3.7 states that the sequence Ny, ..., N,_; is log-concave.

Theorem 3.7 (Kahn-Saks Inequality, Theorem 2.5 in [34]). For all k € {2,...,n — 2}, we have
NZ > Nj_1Ni41.
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In the case where x is an 0 element in P, Theorem 3.7 reduces to Corollary 3.2 since x will be
forced to be the lowest element in any linear extension. The proof of Theorem 3.7 is similar to the
proof of Stanley’s inquality. To prove log-concavity, we will associate the sequence N to a sequence
of mixed volumes of suitable polyopes. The polytopes that we use will be cross-sections of the order

polytope Op. For all A € R, we define the polytope K as

K)\Z:{te(/)pity—tm:)\}.

Each of these cross-sections can be written as a convex combination of Ky and K;. We defer the
proof of (1 —A) Ko+ AK; = K, to Lemma 5.2. From [34], we know that Ny = (n — 1)V,,_1(Ko[n —
k], K1[k — 1]). The mixed volume is well-defined since K and K; lie in parallel hyperplanes. We
give the full computation of this fact in Lemma 5.3 in the appendix. The Kahn-Saks inequality
then follows immediately from the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality. In the next section, we begin our
combinatorial characterization of the extremals of the Kahn-Saks inequality. Our main results are

Theorem 3.9, Theorem 3.10, and Theorem 3.11.

3.2.1 Simplifications and Special Regions

Let (P, <) be our poset with distinguished elements x,y € P satisfying « ? y. We can always add a
0 element and 1 element to our poset. In any linear extension, these two elements will be forced to
be placed in the beginning and end of the linear extension. Hence, adding these two elements to the
poset will not change the values of the sequence {Ny}. If z||ly, Lemma 5.9 and Lemma 5.10 in the
appendix prove that for the poset generated by our original relations and the new relation = < y,
our sequence Ny will remain the same. Thus, we will assume that our poset P has a 0 element, has
a 1 elements, and satisfies x < y. In our poset, we will define the several special regions which each

need to be handled separately in our analysis.

END, ={w€eP:w<z}=P,y

ENDy :={weP:w>y}="P,
MD:={weEP:2<w<y}= Py
MID, :={w € P:z <wand w|[y} = P>, |y

MID, :={w e P:w <yand w|[z} = Py |z
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These regions are disjoint, but they do not account for all elements in P. For a full partition of

our poset P we have

P = END,, UEND, LI MID,, Li MID, LI MID U {z, y} U Py,

where the subset P.; , consists of the elements in P which are not comparable to either = or y.

3.2.2 Combinatorial characterization of the extremals

Some of our main results about the extremals of the Kahn-Saks inequality were conjectured by Swee
Hong Chan, Igor Pak, and Greta Panova in their paper [15]. In their paper, they define the notions

of the midway and dual-midway properties recorded in Definition 3.8.
Definition 3.8. We say that (z,y) satisfies the k-midway property if
o |P..|+|Psy| >n—k for every z € P such that z < z and z % y,
o |P,c.cy| >k for every z < z.
Similarly, we say that (z,y) satisfies the dual k-midway property if:
o |Ps.|+ |P<z| >n—k for every z € P such that z < y and z £ z, and
o |Pic.c| >k for every z > y.

For any z € P, we say that z satisfies the k-midway property or satisfies the dual k-midway property
if the relevant inequality for z in the corresponding property is satisfied. For example, if z < z, we

would say that z satisfies the k-midway property if |P,<.<y| > k.

In Conjecture 8.7 in [15], Chan-Pak-Panova conjecture that when N > 0, the equality case
Niy1 = N = Ni_1 occurs if and only if the midway property holds or the dual midway property
holds. Using purely combinatorial methods, they prove this conjecture for width two posets where x
and y are elements in the same chain in the two chain decomposition. By appealing to the extremals
of the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality, we are able to prove this conjecture in its full generality. We
are also able to find all possible values of a for which N;1; = aN; = a’N;_,, and give combinatorial

characterizations for the equality cases in all possible values of a. We now state our main results.

Theorem 3.9. If N, > 0 and N2 = Nj,_;Np.1, then we either have N3 = N = Np_1 or
Ni41 =2N, = 4Ny_;.
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Theorem 3.10. If N > 0, then the following are equivalent:
(a) Np—1 = Np = Npy1.
(b) (z,y) satisfies the k-midway property or the dual k-midway property.
Theorem 3.11. If Ny > 0, then Ngi1 = 2Ny = 4Ng_1 if and only if the following properties hold:
(i) k-midway holds for END, and dual k-midway holds for END,,.
(ii) Every z € P is comparable to  and y.
(iii) MID is empty.
(iv) For every z € MID, and 2’ € MID, with z < 2/, we have that |P,«.<y| + |Pr<c.<or| > k — L.

Remark 5. Theorem 3.10 resolves Conjecture 8.7 in [15]. In their paper, Chan-Pak-Panova prove
the important implication (b)) = (a). Since this result is central for the full characterization, we

record it in Proposition 3.12.

Proposition 3.12 (Theorem 8.9, Proposition 8.8 in [15]). If (z,y) satisfies the k-midway property

or the dual k-midway property, then Ni_; = Ni = Ng41.

The proof strategy of these results will be similar to characterization of the equality cases of
the Stanley inequality in [53]. In this discussion, let us assume that N,f = Ni_1Niy1 and N, > 0.

Recall in the proof of Theorem 3.7, we showed the identity

Nk:(n—l)!Vn,l Ko,...,Ko,Kh...,Kl

n—k times k—1 times

Then, we have equality in N ,f = Ni_1Ngy1 if and only if we have equality in the corresponding

Alexadrov-Fenchel inequality:

Vn_l(Ko[n — k],Kl[k — 1])2 Z Vn_l(KQ[TL —k— 1],K1[k]) . Vn_l(Ko[TL —k + 1],K1U€ - 2})

Using Lemma 1.57, we have the characterization of positivity given in Proposition 3.13. We omit

the proof since we have prove a similar positivity result in the Stanley case.

Proposition 3.13. The following are equivalent.
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(b) dimKg<n—kordmK; <k—1,
(C) ‘P<I‘+|P>y|>n—k—lor ‘Px<<y|>k_1

Since N = Nj_1Npi1 and N > 0, we also have that Ny_; > 0 and Nyy1 > 0. From
Proposition 3.13 this gives us stronger inequalities on dim Ky and dim K;. From Proposition 5.4,

we know that

dlm(KO + Kl) =n-—1.

Let V = (e, — ez) = R"! be the orthogonal complement of the vector ey — ez. The polytopes
Ky and K7 are contained in parallel copies of V. We can specialize Theorem 2.20 to the Kahn-Saks
case and prove Theorem 3.14. This will be the main workhorse theorem to prove the combinatorial

characterization for the equality case of the Kahn-Saks inequality.

Theorem 3.14. Let k € {2,...,n — 2} such that N}, > 0 and N? = Ny_1Nj41. Then

and there exists a positive scalar a > 0 and v € V such that hg,(u) = hex,+v(u) for all u €

SUPP SB, Ko[n—k—1],K1 [k—2]-

Proof. Since Nj > 0, we know that Ny_1, Nx+1 > 0. Proposition 3.13 applied to Ni_1 and Ng41
implies that dim Ky > n—k+1 and dim Ky > k. Thus, P := (Ko[n—k—1], K1[k—2]) is supercritical.

The theorem then follows from Theorem 2.20. O

To slightly simplify our notation, we let 1 := Sp g [n—k—1],K,[k—2] De the mixed area measure on
the copy of S*~2 in V. The next lemma is a simple criterion for when a vector lies in the support

of the mixed area measure.

Lemma 3.15. For any vector u € V', we have that v € supp p if and only if

dim F(Kg,u) >n—k—1
dim F(Kq,u) > k —2

dlmF(Ko—f—Fl,u) > n— 3.
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Proof. This is an application of Lemma 2.3 in [53]. O

3.2.3 Transition Vectors

In this section, we assume that the hypothesis of Theorem 3.14 is true. That is, we have Ny > 0 and
N2 = Ng_1Ni4+1. We can label our poset (P,<) as P = {z1,...,2,} where z = z,_1 and y = z,.
Let v = (v1,...,v,) where v; is the coordinate of v with respect to the coordinate indexed by z;.
When it is more convenient to label the coordinate by the actual poset element itself, we use the
notation v,,. In Definition 3.16, we define the notion of transition vectors. These are vectors in
supp ¢ which, from Corollary 3.17, allows us to equate the two coordinates of v of the corresponding

pair of poset elements.

Definition 3.16. For z;,z; € P\{xz,y}, we define the vector
el-j :
We call e;; a transition vector if z; < z; and e;; € supp pr. We also use the notation €z,,z; N some

cases.

Transition vectors will imply that the coordinates of the corresponding pair of poset elements are
equal because the support function values of transition vectors will always be 0. Indeed, for z; < z;,

we can compute

1 1
hic,(€ij) = 75 S (t,ei —ej) = o=t <0
0 0
1 1
hKl(eij) = ﬁtse%? <t,6i — €j> = ﬁtse%? ti — tj S 0
1 1

where the last inequalities follow from the fact that z; < z; and the parameter ¢ lies in the order
polytope Op. Since we have (0,...,0) € Ky we have hg,(e;;) = 0. To prove that hg, (e;;) = 0, note
that z; <z; implies that it cannot be the case that z; < x and z; > y. Since ZZizy €, Zziﬁx e; € Kq,

we have hg, (e;;) = 0. The equality v; = v; then follows from Theorem 3.14.

Corollary 3.17. Suppose that the hypothesis of Theorem 3.14 is true and let v € V' be the vector

in the theorem. If e;; is a support vector, then v; = v;.

Proof. From Theorem 3.14, we have that hg,(€i;) = hak,+v(€ij) = ahg, (€i;) + (v,e;5). Since

hi,(€eij) = hi,(ei;) =0 and (v, e;5) = v; — v;, we have v; = v;. This proves the lemma. O
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In Lemma 3.18, we compile a list of transition vectors.

Lemma 3.18. Suppose that the hypothesis in Theorem 3.14 is true. Then, we have the following

transition vectors:
(a) Let R =END, or R = END,. If z;, z; € R satisfy z; < z;, then e;; is a transition vector.
(b) Let R = MID, or R = MID,,. If z;, z; € R satisfy z; < z;, then e;; is a transition vector.

(c) If z; € MID, and z; € END,, such that z; < z; and there does not exist z; € MID, with z; < z,

then e;; is a transition vector.

(d) If z; € MID, and z; € END, such that z; < z; and there does not exist z; € MID,, with z; < z;,

then e;; is a transition vector.
(e) If z;,z; € MID such that z; < z;, then e;; is a transition vector.

Proof. We only prove the result when R = END, since the proofs of the other regions are relatively
similar. A full proof of the result will be given in an upcoming paper with Ramon van Handel and
Xinmeng Zeng. Before computing the dimensions of these faces, we first prove that there exists
a linear extension f : P — [n] with f(z;) — f(z;) = 1 and f(y) — f(z) = 1+ |Pr<c.<y|- From
Proposition 5.6, there is a linear extension f : P — [n] with f(y) — f(z) = |Po<.<y| + 1. Both z; and
z; will be located to the left of = in the linear extension f . From Proposition 5.8, we can modify f
by only changing the elements between z; and z; in the linear extension f to a linear extension f

satisfying f(z;) — f(z;) = 1. Clearly, we have the following set inclusion
FKO(eij) 2 Af N {ti = tj,tx = ty}.
Taking the affine span of both sets, we have

affFKO(eij) 2 aHAf ﬂ{tz = tj,tx = ty}

=R| Y e ®Rlei+e)@ $H Rle,].

wEPrc.<y WEP\(Po<.<yU{zi:25})

This gives us the following bounds for the dimensions of Fi,(e;;) and Fg, (e;5):

dimFKO(eij) Z n — |Pa:<-<y| —2= dlmKO —1

dim FK1 (eij) = d1mK1
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From Lemma 5.11, we have dim Fy 4k, (€;;) > dim(K; + Ky) — 1 = n — 2. From the bounds in

Theorem 3.14, we have

dimFKO(eij) =N — |Pw<-<y| -2 Z n—k

dim F, (e;;) =n — |Peg| — |Psy| —2 > k.

From Lemma 3.15, we know that e;; € supp p. This proves that e;; is a transition vector. O

For any result about support vectors, the calculations needed to determine whether or not certain
vectors are support vectors look very similar to the calculation performed in our proof of Lemma 3.18.
The strategy is to find “extremal linear extensions” where the intersection between the corresponding
simplex and the faces of our polytopes has large dimension. To avoid reptitiveness and bogging the

thesis with technical details, we omit a large portion of the support vector calculations.

Lemma 3.19. Suppose that the hypothesis of Theorem 3.14 holds. Let z; € P\{z,y} be an element

of the poset. If z; is minimal, then v; = 0. If z; is maximal, then v; = 1 — a.

Proof. If z; € P is a minimal element, then we can show that —e; is in the support of the mixed
area measure. If z; € P is a maximal element, then we can show that e; is in the support of the
mixed area measure. These facts will imply via Theorem 3.14 that v; = 0 when z; is minimal and

v; = 1 —a when z; is maximal. O

Using Lemma 3.18 and Lemma 3.19, we can compute some of the coordinates of the vector v

depending on the region containing the element poset corresponding to the coordinate.
Corollary 3.20. Let w € P\{z,y} be some element in our poset.

(a) If w € END, UMID,, then v,, = 0;

(b) If w € END, UMID,, then v, =1 —q;

(¢) If wy,ws € MID are comparable, then v, = vg,.

Proof. Suppose that w € END,. If w is a minimal element, then we already know that v, = 0 from
Lemma 3.19. Suppose that w is not a minimal element. Then there is a sequence of poset elements
w1, ws, ...,w; for I > 1 such that w; < w, w;41 < w; for all 7, and w; is a minimal element. From
Lemma 3.18(a), we know that ey, ., and ey, o, are transition vectors for all 7. From Corollary 3.17

and Corollary 3.19 applied to w;, we have v, = v, = ... =v,, = 0. A similar proof will work when
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w € END,, but instead we built a maximal chain to a maximal element.

Now, suppose that w € MID,. If w is maximal, then we automatically know that v, =1—a. If w
is not maximal, we can build a chain w <w; <wsy <...<w; where w; is a maximal element by using a
special procedure to guarentee that all adjacent elements correspond to transition vectors. To illus-
trate this procedure, suppose that we have picked w < w; < ... <w; up to some i. Then w; € END,,
or w; € MID,. If w; € END,, then we can continue to a maximal element arbitrarily. Otherwise, if
w; € MID,, then we pick w;4+1 to be an element of MID, which covers w;. If none exists, we then
pick wit1 to be an element of END,, which covers w;. If this doesn’t exist again, then we know that
w; is a maximal element. By our construction and Lemma 3.18, we know that the adjacent poset
elements in the chain form transition vectors. This implies that v, =v,, =...=v,, =1—a. A

similar proof works for MID, but instead we create the same type of chain to a minimal element.

For the result on MID, suppose that wy,ws € MID are comparable. Since any two comparable
elements in MID can be connected by a chain completely contained in MID, it suffices to prove the
result when wy < wy. In this case, from Lemma 3.18(e), we know that v, ., is a transition vector.

Hence vy, = v,,. This suffices for the proof. O

To conclude the section on transition vectors, we give conditions for when a vector of the form

e;j is a transition vector from MID to MID, or MID,,.
Proposition 3.21. Let z; € P\{x,y} be a poset element satisfying x < z; < y.

(a) If z; € P satisfies z; € MID,, and z; < z;, then ej; is a transition vector if [MID| + |S|+1 < k

where we define the set S to be

S=Pc «,\MID={2:2 <z<y,z¢ MID}.

(b) If z; € P satisfies z; € MID, and z; > z;, then e;; is a transition vector if [MID| + [S|+1 < k

where we define the set S to be

S=Picc.,;\MID={z:2 < 2 < 2,z ¢ MID}.
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Proof. We only prove (a) as the proof of (b) is similar. Note that

aff Fi(ej;) = Ph Rle,] @ R > ew

wgMIDUSU{z,y,z; } weMIDUSU{z,y,z; }
aff Fr(ej;) = @ Rle,] & Rle; +e;] + Z €w
wf{zi,zj}ngzl_ley UJEPZy
aff FK+L(eji) = @ R[@w] DR Z eul| D R[ez + ej] S5 Z €u-
wi{zi,zj,x,y} weMIDUSU{z,y,z; } wEP>,,

The only obstruction to the vector ej; being in the support is the dimension inequality corresponding

to dim aff Fix(ej;). Specifically, we need the inequality
n—|MID| —|S| —2=dim Fk(e;;) >n—k—1 <= |[MID|+|S|+1<k.
This suffices for the proof. O

3.2.4 More Vectors

In this section, we introduce a new type of vector not found in the Stanley case that will allow us

to extract the midway and dual-midway inequalities from our poset.

Definition 3.22. For j € {1,...,n — 2}, define

2 1
ul = 3 (ej — 5(693 + ey)>
_ 2 /1
uj =33 gleatey) —¢
where e, := e, is the basis vector corresponding to the poset element z; € P.

We provide the following table which shows which vector we use in our analysis based on the

location of each element in the poset. We also display the corresponding support values.
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Region Relation Vector hg,(-) hk, (")
z; € MID, zj <y uf 0 i
z; € MID, zj > u; 0 3
z; € MID,, zj > uy 0 %
5 €MID,, z<y  uf 0 \/g
zj € ENDg, zj<w uj' 0 :
zj € ENDy, Z2j >y u; 0 — %

After finding the conditions for the vectors in the table to be in the support of the mixed area

measure, we can prove Proposition 3.23. As discussed before, we will omit the proofs.
Proposition 3.23. Let z; € P\{z,y} be an element. Then
(a) If 2; € MID, 2; <y, then u;” € supp p if and only if |Ps.,| < n —k — |P<,|.

(b) If z; € MID, z; >z, then u; € supp u if and only if | P,

Sn—k— [Pyl
(c) If z; € MID™™  then u; € supp p if and only if [P—.,| <n —k — |Ps,)|.
(d) If z; € END,, 2; <z, then u;” € supp p if and only if |P,,<.<| < k.
e Z; € , then v, € supp p if and only 1 >z | < n—k — |Pcgl.
If MID;nax h :r if and only if |Ps ,, k—|P

(f) If z; € END,, % >y, then u; € supp g if and only if |Prc.<2,

<k.

Using Theorem 3.14 and the table of support value computations, we can translate Proposi-
tion 3.23 into information about v and a. The result of this application of Theorem 3.14 is given in

Proposition 3.24.
Proposition 3.24. Let z; € P\{z,y} be an element of our poset. Let vgy := 3 (vy + vy).

(a) If z, € MID and z; <y, then v; # vy —a/2 = |P>,

(b) If z; € MID and z; > x, then v; # vy +a/2 = |Pc,,| > n—k — |Psyl.
(c) If z; € MID™™  then v; # vyy +a/2 = |Po.,| >n —k —|Ps,|.

(d) If z; € MID"™, then v; # vy —a/2 = P>,

>n—k—|Pcyl
(e) If z; € END, and z; < z, then v; # vgy +a/2 = |Psc. <y| > k.

(f) If z; € END, and z; >y, then v; # vyy — a/2 = |Pyc.cs| > k.
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In Proposition 3.24, the result was only stated for poset elements satisfying certain minimal /maximal
relations. But, the result is still true for all poset elements in the corresponding region. This imme-

diately gives Corollary 3.25.

Corollary 3.25. Let z; € P\{z,y} be an element of our poset. Let vy := (vy + vy). Then, the

following statements are true.
(a) If z; € MID, then v; # vyy —a/2 = |Ps.,| >n—k — [Pyl
(b) If z; € MID, then v; # vgy + a/2 = |Pcy,| > n—k — | Psyl.
(c) If z; € MID,, then v; # vgy +a/2 = |Pey,| > n—k — | Psyl.

(d) If z; € MID,, then v; # vgyy —a/2 = |Ps.,

>n—k—|Pcyl|

(e) If z; € END, and z; < z, then v; # vgy +a/2 = |Psc. <y| > k.

(f) If z; € END, and z; >y, then v; # vy —a/2 = |Ppc.<z| > k.
Proof. We only prove (a) since the rest are similar. Let z; € MID. Then there is some zy € MID so
that z; < zp <y. Then, since v,, = v,,, we have that

|Pssi| 2 [Pszy| >n—k — [Pyl

This suffices for the proof. O

From Corollary 3.20, we already know some of the values of v; in Proposition 3.24. This imme-

diately implies Corollary 3.26.

Corollary 3.26. Let z; € P\{z,y} be an element of our poset. Let vy := % (vy + vy). Then, the

following statements are true.

(a) Suppose that z; € MID,. Then a # 2(1 — vyy) = |P<.,

(b) Suppose that z; € MID,,. Then a # 2v,, = |Ps.,| > n—k — |P<yl.
(c) Suppose that z; € END,. Then a # —2v,y = |Ps,<.<y| > k.

(d) Suppose that z; € END,. Then a # 2(1 — vgy) = |Py<c.<s,| > k-
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Based on Corollary 3.26, we define four statements which are stand-ins for midway and dual-

midway in the regions END,, END,, MID_, and MID,,. Consider the four statements

M, = {a % ;(1 - vg;y)} ,
M, :={a # 2v,y},
={a # —2v,,},

Ey = {a# 2(1 —vgy)}.

E

8

From Corollary 3.26, we know that M, implies that midway holds for MID,, M, implies that dual-
midway holds for MID,,, F, implies that midway holds for END,, and E, implies that dual-midway
holds for END,,.

Lemma 3.27. If a # 1/2, then either M, and E, hold simultaneously or M, and E, hold simulta-
neously. As a consequence, dual-midway holds for END, and MID, or midway holds for END, and
MID,.

Proof. Suppose that M, and M, do not hold simultaneously. Then, we have

2 1

205y =

This would imply that a = 1/2, which contradicts the hypothesis. Thus M, and M, cannot be false

simultaneously. Suppose that M, and E, do not hold simultaneously. Then,

2
2(1 —vgy) = g(l — Ugy) == Uy = L.

But then a = 0 which contradicts IV; > 0. Thus M, and E, cannot be false simultaneously. Suppose
that £, and M, do not hold simultaneously. Then we run into the same contradiction a = 0. Now,
suppose that E, and F, do not hold simultaneously. Then we get an obvious contradiction. This

suffices for the proof. O

3.2.5 Understanding MID
We now introduce some results that will give us a better understand of the region MID.

Lemma 3.28. Suppose that the hypothesis in Theorem 3.14 holds. Let z,w € P be two comparable

elements in MID. Then, the following are true.

74



(a) If z violates midway, then w cannot violate dual-midway. In other words, the inequality

|P>y| + |P<z| <n—k implies |Pcy| + |Psy| > n — k.

(b) If z violates dual-midway, then w cannot violate midway. In other words, the inequality

|Peg| + |P>z| <n —k implies |Psy| 4 |Pcw| > n — k.

Proof. We only prove (a) as (b) is symmetric. Since |Psy|+|P<;| < n—k, we have that v, = vgy+a/2
from Proposition 3.24. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that |P<| + [Psw| < n — k as well.
Then Proposition 3.24 would imply that v, = vz — a/2. But Corollary 3.20 gives v, = v,,. This

would give a = 0 which contradicts Ny > 0. This suffices for the proof. O
Proposition 3.29. Let z € P be an element satisfying * < z < y. Then, the following are true.

(a) If |P<y| + | P>2| < n —E, then there is a chain from z to a minimal element of P,<.., where

the minimal element covers an element outside of P, <.y .

(b) If |Psy| + |P<.| < n — k, then there is a chain from z to a maximal element of P,..., which

is covered by an element outside of Pp«.<y.
(c) We cannot have both |Pcy| + |Ps.| <n —k and |Ps,| + |Pcs| <n — k.

Proof. Part (c) follows from Lemma 3.28. We only prove (a) since (b) is symmetric. There is some
z' € MID so that < 2z’ < z < y. Suppose that we cannot extend z’ to a minimal element outside of

P,<.<y. Then, we would have |P<,/| = 1+ |P<,|. From (b) of Lemma 3.28, we have the inequality
where the last inequality follows from Theorem 3.14. This is a contradiction and suffices for the

proof of the proposition. O

Lemma 3.30. Let z; € MID be an element in the poset. If z; violates midway then M, is false. If

z; violates dual midway, then M, is false. In other words, we have the following implications:

2
|Psyl + [Pz Sn—k = a= §(1 — Vgy)

|Peo| + |Pszy| Sn—k = a=2uy,

Proof. Suppose that z; € MID violates midway. That is, we have that |Ps,| + |P<.,| < n — k.

Then, from Proposition 3.29, we know that there is an element 2’ satisfying < z; < 2/ <y
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so that there exists z” € MID, where 2z’ < z”. From Proposition 3.28, we have the inequality

|P<1|—|—|P>z/‘2n—k+1. Let

S=Pcc.r\MID={z:2<2<2"2¢ MID}.

Then, we have that

|S| + |MID| + |P<z| + |Ps./| <1

since these sets do not over lap. We can conclude that

S|+ [MID[ +1 <n—(|P<a| = [P |) + 1 < k.

From Proposition 3.21, this implies that e,/ .~ is a transition vector. Hence v,, = 1 —a. Now

consider zp € P satisfying z < 29 < z; < y. We have that

[Pezo| + [Poy| < |Pezy| + [Poy| < — k.

This implies that v,, = v4y,+a/2 from Proposition 3.24. But then this implies that 1 —a = vy, +a/2

2

or a = (1 —wvgy). This means that M, is false. Similarly, if z; violates dual-midway, then we would

know that a = 2v,, or M, is false. O

Lemma 3.31. If a # 1/2, then the hypothesis in Theorem 3.14 implies that (x,y) satisfies k-midway

or dual k-midway.

Proof. From Lemma 3.28, we know that every element either satisfies dual-midway or satisfies
midway (or possibly both). Suppose that there is an element which violates midway and another
element which violates dual-midway. Then we must have M, and M, are both false, which cannot
happen since a # 1/2. Thus every element in MID either all satisfies midway or all satisfies dual-
midway or all satisfies both. If it all satisfies both, then we are done. If there is at least one element
in MID which violates midway, then all elements in MID satisfies dual-midway. Moreover, it also
means that M, is false from Lemma 3.30 and M, E, are true. This means that MID, and MID,, and
END, satisfies dual-midway, i.e. P satisfies dual k-midway. By similar reasoning, if there is at least

one element which violates dual-midway, then P satisfies k-midway. This suffices for the proof. [

We can now prove Theorem 3.9 and Theorem 3.10.

76



Proof of Theorem 3.10. If N1 = N = Ni41, that means that a = 1. From the previous theorem,

this implies that P satisfies k-midway or dual k-midway. The reverse direction was proved in [15]. [

Proof of Theorem 3.9. If a # 1/2, then we have that P satisfies k-midway or dual k-midway. But
this implies that Ny = Ni_1; = Nj41, or a = 1. Hence the only two choices of a are a = 1,1/2. This

corresponds to Niy1 = Ny = Ni—1 and Npy1 = 2N, = 4Nj_;. O]

The only case that is remaining is the case N1 = 2N, = 4Ni_;. To show that this case
actually occurs, we give an example in Figure 3.1. In this poset, we can compute explicitly compute

N; =1,Ny =2 and N3 = 4. This satisfies N3 = 2Ny = 4N;.

Figure 3.1: Example with N;y; = 2N,; = 4N,

Proof of Theorem 3.11. We first prove that if Nyi1 = 2N, = 4Ni_; and Ny > 0, then conditions
(i)-(iv) are true in Theorem 3.11. Since a = 1/2, we either have that both M, and M, are true or
both E, and E, are true. Suppose that both M, and M, are true. Then every element in MID
does not violate midway or dual midway. Moreover, at least one of I, and F, must be true as well.
This proves that P satisfies midway and dual midway. But this would imply that a = 1, which
contradicts a = 1/2. Hence, it must be the case that E, and E, are true. In other words, END, and
END, both satisfy the midway and dual-midway property, respectively. This is exactly the property
that (i) describes. The fact that MID is empty follows from the fact that END, satisfies midway and
END,, satisfies dual midway. Consider an arbitrary z € MID. Then, we can pick z1,22 € P so that

r <z <z<zy<y. Since v,;, = v,, = v, if both of the inequalities

[Psy| + | Pezy| <=k

|Pei| + |Pszy| <n—k
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are true, then Corollary 3.25 implies that @ = 0, which cannot happen. This means that one of the
inequalities must be wrong. Without loss of generality, suppose that |Ps,| + |P<;,| > n — k. Note

that MID, UMID U {y} U P.,, U P, C P is a disjoint union of sets. Thus, we have that
IMID,| 4+ [MID| 4 |P<, | 4+ |Ps>y| +1 <n = |MID;| + |[MID| < k — 2.
Let 2" > y. This element exists because P has a 1 element. Then, we have that
|Poc <] < [MID,| + [MID| < & — 2.

But this is a contradiction since |Py<.<.~| > k from the fact that END, satisfies dual-midway. This
proves (iii). To prove (ii), suppose that z € P is incomparable to z and y. Then, we can build a
chain from z to a maximal element by picking only elements incomparable to z and y until we are
forced to pick elements in MID, or END,. We can do the same to reach a minimal element. It is
not hard to prove that all of these vectors are transition vectors. Hence, we get that 0 = 1 — a.
But this cannot be true since a = 1/2. This proves (ii). To prove (iv), suppose that z € MID, and
z' € MID,, so that z < 2z’. Then, we can find z; € MID, and 2z, € MID, such that z < z; < 2o < 2/

since MID = (). We analyze the conditions needed for e, ., to be a transition vector. Note that

aff Fre, (€2, 2,) = @ Rle,] ®R Z €w

WEPz < <yUPr< <z WEPz < <yUPrc <z
aff Fig, (€4, 2,) g ew + @ Rle,]
w>y W@ P<,UP>, U{z1,22}
aff Freot i, (€21,2,) g ew + @ Rjw]®R E €w
w>y wé&{z1,22,2,y} WEP,, <.<yUPr<. <.,

The only obstruction to e,, ., € suppp is the dimension of F(Ky,e,, »,). We have that e, ., €

supp p if and only if

n_|P21<<<y|_|Pz<<<zg|_an—k—l

or | Py <.cy| + |Po<co<zy| < k —2. But we know that e,, ,, cannot be in the support because that

would imply that 0 = 1 — a. Hence, we have that

|PZ<-<y| + ‘P:I:<-<z" > |PZ1<-<y| + IPm<-<Z2‘ > k—1.
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To finish the proof, we must prove the reverse implication. Specifically, given the conditions that (0)
N >0, (1) END, and END,, satisfy midway and dual-midway, (2) MID is empty, (3) every element
is comparable to either z or y, and (4) for every z € MID, and w € MID,, satifsying z < w, we have
|P.<.<y| + |Poc.<w| > k — 1, we want to prove that Ny = 2N}, = 4N;_1. To prove this, we prove

Claim 3.32.

Claim 3.32. Let L, be the number of linear extensions of the poset MID, LI END, and let L, be
the number of linear extensions of the poset MID, LI END,,. Then, we have that N,, = 2™ 'L,L,

forme {k—1,k, k+1}.

Proof. Any linear extension f satisfying f(y) — f(z) = k induces a total ordering on MID, U END,,
and MID, U END,, as well as a binary string in {0,1}™~! where a 0 in the ith coordinate means
that the ith element between x and y is in MID, and a 1 in the ith coordinate menas that the ith
element between z and y is in MID,,. Given this binary string and the two total orderings, we can
reconstruct the linear extension f. This is because after specifying the positions between = and y
that will be in MID, and MID,, the exact placement of the elements will be completely determined
by the total orderings. In order to prove the claim, it suffices to prove that if we try to do this
reconstruction process with any two linear extensions on MID, LI END,, and MID, LUEND, and any
binary string in {0,1}™~!, we will get a linear extension of P with f(y) — f(x) = k. There are three

possibilities that may stop f from being a linear extension:

(1) MID, may be too small. For example, we may not be able to accommodate the string of all

zeros 0...0. To overcome this problem we must prove that [MID,| > m — 1.
(2) MID, may be too small for the same reason. Similarly, we must prove that [MID,| > m — 1.

(3) Assuming that (1) and (2) are non-issues, the final issue is that the final ordering may not be
a linear extension. This will happen when there is a 2 € MID,, and w € MID,, satisfying w < z
where z lies between x and w in the final ordering, and w lies between z and y in the final

ordering.

Note that (1) and (2) are not issues after applying the midway property and dual midway property
of END, and END, to 2, <z and z, > y. These elements exists because of the assumption of a 0
element and 1 element. To prove that (3) is not an issue, suppose for the sake of contradiction that

we had elements z € MID, and w € MID,, that satisfy the problem in (3). Then, we would have

m—12>|Pocc; U{2} U [Py <yl U{w} =2+ |Poc. <o + |[Pu<.<y| = K+ 1.
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But we know that m < k + 1, which is a contradiction. This suffices for the proof of the claim. [

From Claim 3.32, we have that

Niy1 Ni k—2
=—" =N, 1=2 L,L,.
4 9 k—1 Yy

This completes the proof. O

3.3 Stanley’s Matroid Inequality

Stanley’s poset inequality was proven by Richard Stanley in [56]. We have already written about
this inequality extensively in Section 3.1. In the same paper, Stanley proves an inequality associated
to the bases of a matroid. Let M = (E, B) be a matroid of rank r with ground set E and bases B.
For any subsets 11, ...,T,. C E, we can let B(T1,...,T,) denote the number of sequences (y1, - . -, )

where y; € T; for i € [r] such that {y1,...,y.} € B. Explicitly, we have that

B(Tl,...,TT) = #{(y17--~7yr) ey x...xT,: {yl,...,yr} EB(M)}

Stanley’s inequality associated to this sequence is written in Theorem 3.33. The inequality describes

the log-concavity of the basis counting sequence B(T1,...,T;).

Theorem 3.33 (Theorem 2.1 in [56]). Let M = (E,B) be a regular matroid of rank r. Let
T =(T1,...,Tr—m) be a collection r — m subsets of E and let X,Y C E. Then,

B(T.X,...,X,Y,....,Y)?>B(T.X,...,X, Y,....,Y )B(T,X,...,X, Y,....,Y )
——— N—— ——— N—— ——— N —

k times m—k times k—1 times m—k+1 times k41 times m—k—1 times
forall 1<k <m-—1.

Before we present the proof of Theorem 3.33, we will first go over two different ways to view
the basis counting numbers B(T7y,...,T;). The first way to view these numbers is to associate
them with a mixed volume of suitable polytopes. The second way to view these numbers is to
associate them with a mixed discriminant of suitable matrices. Both the mixed volume and mixed
discriminant perspective will lead to immediate proofs of the theorem. When we study the equality
case of the inequality, it is also useful to have both perspectives. If we wish to prove Theorem 3.33
with the regularity assumption removed, the mixed volume and mixed discriminant perspectives

will prove to be insufficient. At the core of the mixed discriminant and mixed volume perspective is
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that the matroid has a unimodular coordinatization. In Section 3.3.5 we will remove the regularity
assumption and prove Stanley’s matroid inequality in its full generality using the technology of

Lorentzian polynomials.

3.3.1 Mixed Volume Perspective of Basis Counting Number

Since our matroid M = (F,B) is unimodular, there is a unimodular coordinatization v : E — R".

This implies that to every subset T C E, we can associate the zonotope
Z(T):=Zv(e):eeT) = Z[O,U(e)].
ecT

Since v : E — R" is a unimodular coordination, any determinant of r of these vectors will lie in the

set {0, £1}. From Example 1.54, this gives us the equation

Vol.(Z(T)) = > [Det(v(e):e€l)f= > L5 abasis =#B(M|r). (3.2)

ICT:|I|=r ICT:|I|=r

Given subsets T1,...,T, C E, consider the Minkowski sum >_'_; A\;Z(T;). From Equation 3.2, we

have that

Vol, <Z )\Z-Z(TZ—)> = Vol, <Z > o, Aw(e)]) = > Clar,...,a)Af . A
i=1

i=1e€T; ar+...+a,=r

where C'(aq,...,a,) is the number of ways to pick subsets Q; C T; and |Q;| = a; for i € [r] where

Q1 U...UQ), is a basis of M. According to Theorem 1.53, we have that

Clay,...,a,) = (al T ar)VT(Z(Tl)[al],...,Z(TT)[aT])

and combinatorially we have B(T3,...,T,) = C(1,...,1). Thus, we have the equation

B(Tl,...,Tr)—( " >VT(Z(T1),...,Z(TT))—r!VT(Z(Tl),...,Z(TT)). (3.3)

1 1

gee ey

Equation 3.3 immediately implies Theorem 3.33 via the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality (Theorem 2.12).
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3.3.2 Mixed Discriminant Perspective of the Basis Counting Number

From Section 3.3.1, we saw that the regularity condition on our matroid M implies that there
exists a unimodular coordinatization v : E — R". From [9], this implies that we can view the
basis counting sequence in terms of mixed discriminants. To see this, consider Ti,...,7s C F.
Recall that for ry,...,rs > 0 satistying r1 + ... + r, = r, we defined B(Ty[r1],...,Ts[rs]) as the
number of sequences in Tj* X ... x T7* which forms a basis of M. We define a different sequence
N(ry,...,rg) = NToTs(py 0 1) which is the number of ways to pick Q; C T; with |Q;] = r;

such that Q1 U...UQ; is a basis of M. Then, we have that
B(Ti[r1], ..., Ts[rs]) = ri! . orINTooTo (py oo ry). (3.4)

For 1 <i < s, let X; be the matrix with colums v(e) for e € T;. Let A; = X; X! Then, we know

that

Tr,-Ts 7’1, e ,7"8
D, (Asfra) - Aulra)) = SBm, - Tafra]) = ) (3.5)

(ryor)
T15000Ts

from Lemma 1.32 and Equation 3.4. Equation 3.5 immediately implies Theorem 3.33 via Alexan-

drov’s Inequality on mixed discriminants (Theorem 2.6).

3.3.3 Equality cases of Stanley’s Matroid Inequality for Graphic Matroids

At the moment, we have represented Stanley’s basis counting sequence in terms of mixed volumes
and in terms of mixed discriminants. Based on our knowledge of the equality cases of the Alexandrov
inequality for mixed discrminants and the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality, we can hope to understand
the combinatorial conditions on regular matroids M which give equality in the log-concavity inequal-
ity. To simplify the problem, we only consider the case where we have two subsets T7,To C E which
partition our ground set. In other words, we have some set R C E. We define N; to be the number

of bases of M which intersect R at k points. From our analysis in previous sections, we know that
M= Ry =) = (V2R 2R~ 1),

Thus, the sequence N; is ultra-log-concave. Let NZ =N;/ (2) be the log-concave normalization of
N;. We study the equality cases of Nf = Ni_lﬁi_lrl. From the mixed volume perspective, Stanley
in [56] is able to give the equality cases for the Minkowski inequality analog for his basis counting

sequence. However, we will later see that in the strictly positive case, the extremals of the Minkowski
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inequality analog are exactly the extremals of N, 2= Nk_lﬁkH for some k. This fact comes from
viewing the sequence as mixed discriminants. It is unknown to the author whether or not Stanley

knew about this fact at the time, but it is an interesting fact nonetheless.

Theorem 3.34 (Theorem 2.8 in [56]). Let M be a loopless regular matroid of rank n on the finite

set F, and let R C S. Then, the following two conditions are equivalent:
(a) NI = NI 7N,
(b) One of the following two conditions hold:
(i) Ny =0.

(ii) There is some rational number ¢ € (0,1) such that for every point x € E, we have that

|z N R| = q|7| for all z € E. Here T is the closure of the point z.

Before we present Stanley’s proof of Theorem 3.34 for regular matroids, we first present the
proof for a combinatorial characterization of the equality cases of Stanley’s matroid inequality for
graphic matroids. This proof will use the mixed discriminant perspective to find the extremals of
N ,f > Nk,lj\Nf k+1 in the strictly positive case. In general, the combinatorial meaning of the matrices
which show up in the mixed discriminant perspective are difficult to decipher. However, in the
case of graphic matroids, the matrices in the mixed discriminant are related to the Laplacian of the
underlying graph. Suppose that M is a graphic matroid. Proposition 1.12 implies that there is a
connected graph G = (V, E) such that M = M(G). Then, in the case of graphic matroids, we have
Theorem 3.35.

Theorem 3.35. Suppose that M is a graphic matroid corresponded to a connected graph G =
(V,E). Let n=|V] and let E = R Q be a partition of the edge set so that both R and @ contain

at least one spanning tree of G. Then, the following conditions are equivalent:
(a) N,? = Ny_1Njyq for some ke {1,...,n—1}.
(b) N,f = Np_1Npyqy forall ke {1,...,n—1}.

(¢) For any two distinct vertices v,w € V(G), the ratio between the number of edges between v
and w that are in R to the number of edges between v and w that are in ) is some positive

number which does not depend on our choice of v,w € V(G).

Proof. The proof of (¢) = (b) follows from Theorem 3.41. It suffices to prove (a) = (¢).

Suppose that n > 4. Consider the edges of a R spanning tree. Without loss of generality, we get
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let the vertices n — 1 and n be two leaves of this spanning tree. Since n > 4, there exists a R-edge

connecting two vertices each of which neither n — 1 nor n. .

Let B € R"*I”| be the incidence matrix of G. We can partition the columns of B = [Bg|Bg]
where Bg are the columns corresponding to the edges in R and Bg are the columns corresponding

to the edges in (). We can further partition Br and Bg into

Xnp X
B = . and Bo=| °
o o

where Xp and Xg are Br and Bg with the bottom row removed. We know that the reduced
incidence matrix C' = [Xg|X(] is a unimodular coordinatization of our graphic matroid. From the
equality cases of Alexandrov’s inequality for mixed discriminants, the equality in (a) implies that
XpXE = aXQXg for some o € R. We can apply the mixed discriminant equality characterization
because X, X are both full rank and XRX};, XQXS are positive definite. Let Lz be the Laplacian
of the subgraph on V with R-edges and Lg be the Laplacian of the subgraph on V with Q-edges.

Proposition 1.8 gives us

XRX}E °
Lg|, = BrB}, = ;
[ ] [ ]
XQXT °
Loy, = BoBh = @
[ ) [ )

where we only care about the top left (n — 1) x (n — 1) principal submatrix. This tells us the off-
diagonal entries of X RXE and XQXg encode exactly the number of R-edges and Q-edges between

vertices in V\n. This implies that
er(v,w) = a - eg(v,w) for all distinct v, w € [n]\{n}.

From the assumption that R and @ contain spanning trees, it must be the case that a > 0. If we

repeat the same argument except we delete the row corresponding to n — 1, we get a similar result:

er(v,w) = B -eq(v,w) for all distinct v,w € [n]\{n — 1}.
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From the same reasoning, we must have 8 > 0. From our construction, there is a R-edge connecting
two vertices in [n]\{n — 1,n}. This implies that « = . The only thing we must check is that
er(n —1,n) = a-eq(n — 1,n). But this follows degp(v) = adegy(v) for all v € [n]. This proves
(c) for n > 4. We defer the case n = 3 to Lemma 5.12 in the appendix. The case n < 3 is vacously

true. This suffices for the proof. O

3.3.4 Equality cases of Stanley’s Matroid Inequality for Regular Matroids

Before we prove Theorem 3.34 for regular matroids, we give necessary and sufficient conditions for
when two zonotopes are homothetic to each other. For any vy, ..., v, € R", we define the centrally

symmetric zonotope generated by vy, ..., v, as the convex body given by
m m
Zo(’l)l, ce ,’Um) = Z[—vi,vi] = {Z )\i'Ui : )\z S [—1, 1] for all 1 < ) < m} .
i=1

i=1

This is related to our definition of a zonotope by the relation
Zo(’l)l, .. .,’Um) = QZ("Ul, . 7”Um) — Z’UZ‘.

In the literature, a zonotope is generally defined to be simply the Minkowski sum of a collection of
segments. However, it is common to see the study of zonotopes restricted to either centrally sym-
metric zonotopes or zonotopes in the sense we have defined them. For examples of such conventions,
we refer the reader to [49, 54, 56]. We call a convex body a (centrally symmetric) zonoid if it is the
limit, in the sense of Hausdorff distance, of a sequence of (centrally symmetric) zonotopes. From
Theorem 3.36, to every centrally symmetric zonoid we can associate an even measure on S”~!. From

Theorem 3.37, this even measure is unique. Both of these facts are found in [49].

Theorem 3.36. A convex body K C R” is a centrally symmetric zonoid if and only if its support

function can be represented in the form

hi(x) = / |{z,v)] p(dv) for all z € R"
S§n—1

where p is some even measure on S"1.

Proof. See Theorem 3.5.3 in [49]. O
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Theorem 3.37. If p is an even signed measure on S*~! with

/ (0} p(dv) = 0 for u € ™1,
S’nfl

then p = 0.
Proof. See Theorem 3.5.4 in [49]. O
For a centrally symmetric zonotope Zy = Zy(v1,-..,m), the support function is given by the

equation hgz,(z) = Zle [lvill - [{x, u;)| where u; := v;/ ||v;]|]. Thus, the corresponding even signed

measure will be given by

k
Vs
i=1

With the description and the uniqueness of the even measure corresponding to centrally symmetric

zonoids, we immediately get the result in Lemma 3.38.
Lemma 3.38. Let vy,...,v.,w1,...,ws € R™ be non-zero vectors such that none of the v;’s are
parallel and none of the w;’s are parallel. Then, there exists A € R and x € R™ such that

Z(v1,...,vp) = XZ(wr,...,ws) + @

if and only if r = s, and up to a permutation of the vectors v; = A\w; for all 7.

Proof. Tt is clear that the conditions in the lemma imply that Z(vq,...,v,) and Z(wy,...,ws) are
homothetic. For the other direction, note that Z(vy,...,v,) and Z(wy,...,ws) being homothetic

implies that Zy(v1,...,v,) and Zp(wy, ..., ws) are also homothetic. Hence, we must have
Z()(1)17 ce ,7)7«) = )\Z()(’wl, ce ,ws)

where )\ is the same dilation factor in the homothety for Z(vi,...,v,) and Z(ws,...,ws). In the
homothety between centrally symmetric zonotopes, there is only a dilation factor since they both
have center of mass at 0. From the uniqueness and description in Equation 3.6 of the even measure
corresponding to centrally symmetric zonoids, we can conclude that r = s and v; = As;w; for all ¢
up to a reordering of the vectors and some choice of s; € {£1}. This suffices for the proof of the

lemma. O

We can now begin the proof of Theorem 3.34.
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Proof of Theorem 3.34. The fact that (b) implies (a) is the subject of Theorem 3.41. For the other
direction, let @ = E\R and let v : E — R" be a unimodular coordinatization of M. Since negating
vectors in our coordinatization will not break the unimodularity, we can assume that whenever two
vectors are parallel, they are positive scalar multiples of each other. Since our coordinatization
is unimodular, we know that two vectors are equal to each other if and only if they are parallel.
Moreover, since our matroid is loopless, all of the vectors are non-zero. So, for every parallel class
T there is a vector vz € R" such that v, = vz if and only if y € Z. Recall that for all 0 < k < n, we

have that

n
mo= (D). | 200, 28, 2@).....2@)
k times n—k times
Thus the equality J\~f1" = Krg—lﬁn is equivalent to the equality in Minkowski’s inequality (Theo-
rem 2.18):

Vo | Z(R), Z(Q),...,Z(Q) | > Vol (Z(R))"'-Vol,.(Z(Q)).

n—1 times

From the equality case of Theorem 2.18, we know that one of the following three things occur:
(1) dimZ(R) <n—2.
(2) dim Z(R) and dim Z(Q) lie in parallel hyperplanes.
(3) Z(R) and Z(Q) are homothetic.

If dimZ(R) < n— 2 or dim Z(R) and dim Z(Q) lie in parallel hyperplanes, then we know that
Vol (Z(R)) = Vol,,(Z(Q)) = 0. This implies that N; = 0. Now suppose that Z(R) and Z(Q)
are homothetic. Let R = {vy,...,v,} and @ = {w1,...,ws} with r + s = |E| be the vectors in
the coordinations. Let R’ = {v],...,v;} and Q' = {w],...,w.} be the result of adding parallel
vectors together. The collection R’ consists of vectors of the form |R N Z|vz for all = satisfying
|[RNZ| > 0. The same is true for the collection @’. Since these zonotopes are homothetic, we
know from Lemma 3.38 that ¢ = w and there exists a A > 0 so that after a relabeling of indices
we have v] = As;w} for all 1 < ¢ < ¢ where s; € {£1}. From our construction, we are forced to
have s; = 1. Thus, it must be the case that equality holds if and only if there exists A > 0 so that
|[RNT| = AQNZ| for all z € E. This suffices for the proof. O

Remark 6. In his paper [56], Stanley gives a combinatorial proof of Theorem 3.34 by proving
Lemma 3.38 with the additional hypothesis that all vectors lie in the same orthant. Because the

vectors are forced to be in the same positive orthant, he can conclude that v; = Aw; without any sign
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constraints from the s;. However, it is not clear to us why he can apply this fact to Theorem 3.34.
In particular, Stanley did not prove that for any regular matroid, it is possible to find a unimodular

coordinatization such that all of the vectors lie in the same orthant.

With the mixed discriminant perspective, we can extend Theorem 3.34 slightly to the case where
we are only guarenteed that one of the inequalities N ,f > N,HN k+1 1s equality. Indeed, by viewing

the sequence N as a sequence of mixed discriminants, we can prove Lemma 3.39.

Lemma 3.39. Let M be a regular, loopless matroid of rank n. Suppose that ]\70 >0 and Z\~7n > 0.
Then 1\71" = Ng‘lﬁn if and only if ]V,f = ]Vk_ll\Nf;H_l for some k € {1,...,n—1}.

Proof. Assuming that NP = ]\70"71]\7”, we know that ]V,? = ]\ka,lﬁkﬂ for all k£ from our proof of
equality conditions in Theorem 2.18. For the converse, suppose that N ,3 = Nk,lﬁkﬂ for some k.

Recall that we can view

Ny = D(Ag[K], Ag[n — K])

where Agp = XrX}, Ag = XX}, and Xg, Xq are the matrices which consist of the unimodular
representations of the elements in R and @ as columns. From Corollary 2.11, we get that ]V,f =
]\ka_ll\kaH holds for all k € {1,...,n — 1}. We can apply Corollary 2.11 because the condition

]\70 > 0 and Nn > 0 implies that the matrices XRX%; and XQXg are positive definite. O

From Lemma 3.39, whenever ]\Nfo, ]\7” > 0 (which translate to R and @ both having full rank),
we get that the necessary and sufficient conditions for equality in Theorem 3.34 are exactly the
necessary and sufficient conditions to guarentee equality at a single instance of the log-concavity

inequality. Thus, we make the following conjecture for all matroids (not necessarily regular).

Conjecture 3.40. Let M be a loopless matroid of rank n on a set E. Let R C E be a subset and

let @ = F\R. For k, 0 < k < n, we define Ny to be the number of bases of M with k elements in

n
k

R. Define ]\7;C = EV ’“) Suppose that R and @ both have rank n. Then, the following are equivalent.
(a) N2 = Ny_1 Ny for some ke {1,...,n—1}.
(b) N2 = Nj_1Njpyq forall ke {1,...,n—1}.
(c) There are positive integers 7, ¢ > 1 such that [TN R|r = [T N Q|q for all x € E.

To show some evidence of Conjecture 3.40, we will prove one of the directions of Conjecture 3.40.

This result is written in the statement of Theorem 3.41.
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Theorem 3.41. Suppose that there are positive integers r,s > 1 such that [T N R|r = [T N Q|q.

Then, N}? = Nj_1Njp1 for all k € {1,...,n — 1}. In particular, we have that N = gﬁk_l.

Proof. For all z, we have that |Z N R|r = |Z N Qlg. This implies that for € E, we can define
an isomorphism ¢, : (TN R) x [r] = (ZN Q) x [q] where ¢, = (pk,p2). Let the inverse map be

e = (Y1, 2). For all k € {1,...,n}, define the sets

Q== {(a,i,U) : U € B(M),|[UNR| =k,i €[r],a € UNR}

Qo = {(b,5,V):VeEBM),[VAR| =k—1,j€[q,bcVNQ}

To count the number of elements in Q. and Q_1, we count the number of elements in each set with

a fixed U and V. Then, we sum over all possible choices of U and V. This gives the identity

\Qk\:Nk'kw

|Qk_1‘ :Nk—l . (n—k—|—1)-q.

I claim that there is one-to-one correspondence between 2 and Qj_;. We define maps ¢ : Q) —

Qi1 and @4 : Q1 = Qy, given by

Py (av i, U) = (30910 (a‘v i)v 90:5 (aa i)a (U\a) U 30310 (av Z))

@T(bvj’ V) = (wf(b’j)’wg(b’])’ (V\b) U wf(baj))

These two maps are well-defined because of interchangeability of parallel elements in indepenent sets
(and in particular bases). From construction, the maps ¢; and ¢4 are two-sided inverses of each
other. This gives a one-to-one correspondence between € and Q;_1. From our computation of the

cardinalities of these sets, we have that
Nk ckor= ‘Qk‘ = |Qk_1| = Nk_l(n —k + ].)q.

This implies that N, = %]\ka_l. This proves the theorem. O

In the subsequent subsection, we prove Stanley’s matroid inequality without the regularity con-

dition using the technology of Lorentzian polynomials.

89



3.3.5 Lorentzian Perspective of the Basis Counting Number

One essential hypothesis in Stanley’s matroid inequality was that the matroid M = (E, B) had to be
regular. This condition was needed in order to have a unimodular coordinatization. The unimodular
coordinatization was at the heart of the mixed discriminant and mixed volume constructions. In
this section, we generalize Stanley’s matroid inequality by removing the hypothesis of unimodularity
using the theory of Lorentzian polynomials. Our proof will be based on the fact that the basis
generating polynomial of a matroid is Lorentzian. For simplicity, suppose that the ground set of

M = (E,I) is E = [n] and rank(M) = r. Recall that the basis generating polynomial of M is

defined as
fM(xl,...,xn)ZZsz Z Ty - T,
BeB 1<iy<...<ip<n
(i1 in }EB(M)
For any sequence of subsets 7 := (T1,...,T,,) € E, we can define a modification of the basis

generating polynomial which gives us a better handle on Stanley’s basis counting numbers.

Definition 3.42. Let T := (T1,...,T,,) be a sequence of subsets of E. Then, consider the polyno-

mial

91@(2/17,%1) = fM (xe = Z y1>

i:e€T;
where in the right hand side, we consider the basis generating polynomial where we replace each

instance of the coordinate . with the linear form >, .., vi.

For a1,...,a,m > 0 satisfying a; + ... + a,, = r we define the number N(aq,...,a,,) as the

number of ways to pick subsets Q; C T; with |Q;| = a; such that Q@ U...U Q,, is a basis of M.

Lemma 3.43. For T3,...,T,, C E and ay,...,a, > 0 satisfying a; + ...+ a,, = r, we have that

B(Ti[aq],. .. 7Tm[am]).

arl...am!

N(ay,...,am) =

Proof. Any choice of subsets @; C T; with |Q;| = a; and Q1 U...UQ, a basis of M gives a1!...a;,!
sequences which are included in the count of B(Ti[a41],...,Tm[am]). Conversely, every sequence
determines subsets Q; C T; with |@Q;] = a; and @ U ... U Q, a basis of M. It is clear that this is a

1:a4!...a,,! correspondence. This suffices for the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 3.44. For T1,...,T,, C E, we have that

Am

Ly

atp o

Z B(Ti[a1], . - ., Tm[am])

Yo Ym) = ail. .. am!

a1+...+am=r

90



Proof. By substituting x, = Ei:eeﬂ y; in the formula for the basis generating polynomial, we get

that

g = > TI D w

1<iy <...<i.<m k=1 \ir €Ty
{i1,...,ir YEB(M)

— > < > N{“"“’“}(ah...,am))y‘fl...yz{”

1<i1<...<ip<m \ai1+...+am=r
{7;17--<7ir}EB(M)

where NZ(ay,...,a,,) is the number of ways to pick subsets Q; C T; with |Q;| = a; and Q; U ... U

Qm = B. In particular, we have that

Z NB(ay,...,am) = N(ai,...,am).
BeB(M)

This allows us to simplify the equation after changing the order of summations:

g ym) =Y > NB(ar,. . am) | Uity
a1+...+am=r \ BEB(M)

= Z N(al,,,_’am)-y(fl...yfnm&

a1+...+am=r

From Lemma 3.43, we have proven the lemma. O

Tm

Lemma 3.45. For Ti,...,T,, C E, the polynomial gAT/} is Lorentzian.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.26 and Proposition 2.27. O

We can now prove the main theorem for this section. This theorem will be a generalization of

Stanley’s matroid inequality in Theorem 3.33.

Theorem 3.46. Let M = (E, B) be any matroid of rank r. Let T = (T1,...,T-_,) be a sequence

of subsets in E and let ), R C F be subsets. Define the sequence
Bi(T,Q, R) == B(T1,..., To—m, Q[k], B[m — k]).

Then the sequence By (T,Q, R),...,Bn(T,Q, R) is log-concave.

o Trm, QR

Proof. Consider the Lorentzian polynomial gAT/}’ . The result then follows from Proposi-

tion 2.28. 0
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Using Theorem 3.46, we can also remove the regularity hypothesis from Corollary 2.4 in [56].

Corollary 3.47. Let M = (E,B) be any matroid of rank n and let Ty,...,T;, @, R be pairwise
disjoint subsets of E whose union is E. Fix non-negative integers aq, ..., a, such that m =n—a; —
...—a, >0, and for 0 < k < m define f; to be the number of bases B of M such that |[BNT;| = a;

for1<i<r,and |[BNR| =k (so |BNQ| = m—k). Then the sequence fy,..., fm ultra-log-concave.

Proof. Let T = (Thla1],--.,Tr[ar]). Then we have Bi(T,Q,R) = a1!...a.!kl(m — k)! fi, where we

use the same notation as in Theorem 3.46. Thus, we have that

v _ BUT.Q.R)
(7]?) al...a)
The ultra-log-concavity of fi then follows from Theorem 3.46. O

According to Stanley in [56], Theorem 3.46 would imply the first Mason conjecture. Indeed, this

is the content of Theorem 2.9 in [56]. We rewrite the proof now for the sake of completeness.

Theorem 3.48 (Mason’s Conjecture). Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid of rank n. For all 0 < k < n,

let I, be the number of independent sets of M of rank k. Then I,f > I 1lgqq forall2 <k <n-—1.

Proof. Let B, be the boolean matroid on n elements. Consider T"(B,, + M) the level n truncation
of the matroid sum B,,+ M. Let f be the number of bases of T"(B,, + M) which shares k elements
with E(M). Then, we have that f = Ij,(,",). From Corollary 3.47, we have that I is log-concave.

This suffices for the proof. O

Remark 7. In [12], Braden-Huh prove the strongest Mason conjecture using Lorentzian polynomials.
Their proof involves proving that the homogeneous multivariate Tutte polynomial of a matroid is

Lorentzian.

Remark 8. In hindsight, it seems that Stanley would have been unable to prove his matroid inequality
for arbitrary matroids using mixed volumes without the hypothesis that the matroid is regular.
Indeed, from Remark 4.3 in [12], the basis generating polynomial of a matroid on [n] is the volume

polynomial of n convex bodies precisely when the matroid is regular.
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Chapter 4

Hodge Theory for Matroids

In this chapter we will study cohomology rings associated to matroids. In the general case, our
cohomology ring will be a graded R-algebra of the form A® = EB?:O A? with a top-degree isomor-
phism: deg : A% — R. If in addition, the natural pairing A* x A%~* — A% — R is non-degenerate
for all 4, we will call our graded algebra A® a Poincaré duality algebra. In the finite dimensional
case, this will automatically imply that dim A* = dim A%~% for all k. Cohomology rings with these
properties show up naturally in topology and algebraic geometry. For an overview of such examples,
we refer the reader to [31]. Given a cohomology ring associated to a matroid, we will study when
this graded object satisfies Poincaré duality, Hard Lefschetz, and Hodge-Riemann relations. If it

satisfies all three properties in all degrees (< £) we say that it satisfies the Kéhler package. For the

d
2
development of the Hodge theory of matroids, we refer the reader to the papers [1, 11, 5, 20, 21]
where the notions of the Chow ring, intersection cohomology, and conormal Chow ring are studied.
Through this development, many difficult and long standing conjectures in combinatorics have been
solved by proving that a suitable matroid cohomology satisfies the Kahler package. In the next three
sections, we define the notions of the graded Mdbius algebra, the Chow ring of a matroid, and the
augmented Chow ring of a matroid. We discuss these notions at a surface level, and the sections
primarily serve as a place to write down definitions and semi-small decomposition results for future
sections (see Section 4.6). In subsequent sections, we define the Gorenstein ring associated to the
basis generating polynomial of a matroid. It is known from [39] that this ring satisfies the Hard
Lefschetz property and Hodge-Riemann relations of degree 1 on the positive orthant. We prove nec-

essary and sufficient conditions for these properties to hold on the boundary of the positive orthant.

We also make some progress in proving the complete Kahler package. Our progress is summarized
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in Section 4.6.

4.1 Cohomology Rings for Matroids

In this section, we will review the definitions and properties of three graded commutative algebras
associated to matroids: the graded Mdbius algebra, the Chow ring, and the augmented Chow ring.
The Chow ring and the augmented Chow ring of a matroid are automatically Poincaré duality

algebras. The graded Mobius algebra is in general not a Poincaré duality algebra.

4.1.1 Graded Mobius Algebra

Let M be a matroid on ground set £ and let £ be its lattice of flats. For k > 0, let £*(M) be the

set of flats of rank k. For every k, we can define the real vector space H* (M) given by

H'(M):= € Ryr
FeLk(M)
where we have a variable yp for every flat F' € £¥(M). We can then define a graded multiplicative

structure H* (M) x H (M) — H* (M) where for Fy € £¥(M) and Fy € £1(M) we have

yrvr, if ranks (F1) 4 ranky, (Fy) = ranky (Fy V Fy),
Yr " YFr, = (41)
0 if rankM(Fl) + I‘aIlkM(Fg) > rankM(F1 \Y FQ)

Definition 4.1. For every matroid M, we define the graded Mo6bius algebra to be the graded

ring H(M) = @~ H"(M) equipped with the multiplicative structure defined in Equation 4.1.

For every e € E in the ground set, we can define a graded ring homomorphism 6, : H(M\e) —
H(M) where 0.(yr) = Yeion (r) for all F' € L(M\e). Explicitly, we have that cloy(F') is F' if
Fe £(M)and FU{e} if F ¢ L(M). Since the flats of M\e are of the form F — {e} where F is a
flat of M, this map is well-defined. It is also a degree preserving map since rank(S) = rank(clo(.5)).

It is also easy to see that 6; is injective. We prove that 0. is a ring homomorphism in Lemma 4.2.
Lemma 4.2. For every e € M, the map 0. : H(M\i) — H(M) is a ring homomorphism.

Proof. Let Fy € L¥(M\e) and F, € L!(M\e) be flats M\e. We want to prove that 0.(yr, - yr,) =
0c(yr,)0e(yr,). Since the multiplicative structure of our ring depends on the structure of our flats,

we will prove the homomorphism property in separate cases.
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(a) Suppose that yp, - yp, = 0, then we have rank/(Fy V Fy) < rankps(Fy) + rankps (F2).

(i) Additionally, suppose that Fy, Fy ¢ L(M). Then 6(yr, ) = yrui and 0(yr,) = yrui- To

prove that 6y, 0,. =0, it is enough to prove

rankps (Fy U Fo Ue) < rankys (Fy Ue) + ranky (Fo Ue).

If e € cloy(F) U Fy), then this result follows from rank, (Fy V Fy) < rank (Fy) +
rankyy (F2). If e ¢ clop (Fy U Fy), then there is a basis of Fy U Fy such that I Ue is a basis

of Fy U Fy Ue. We then have

rankM(F1 U Fy Ue) =1+ |I| <1+ ‘Iﬂ F1| + |IﬂF2| < rankM(Fl) +rankM(F2).

This proves the homomorphism property for Fy, Fo ¢ L(M).

(ii) Now, suppose that Fy ¢ L(M) and F, € L(M). Then rank(F;) = rank(F; U4) and
rank(Fy U Fy) < rank(Fy) 4 rank(F3). We have that

rank ((Fy Ue) U Fy) = rank(Fy U Fy)
< rank(F) + rank(Fy)

= rank(F} Ue) + rank(Fb).

This proves the homomorphism property for Fy ¢ L(M) and Fy € L(M).
(iii) Suppose that Fy, Fy € £L(M). Then we automatically get the homomorphism property.
b) Now, suppose that yr, - yr, = yp,vE,- Then, we have rank(F; V Fy) = rank(F;) + rank(F5).
1 2 1 2

(i) Suppose that Fy, F5 ¢ £L(M). Then, we have that rank(F}) = rank(F;Ue) and rank(F3) =

rank(Fy U e). This implies that rank(Fy U Fy U e) = rank(F; U F»). Thus, we have that

rank ((Fy Ve)V (Fy Ve)) =rank(Fy U Fy)
= rank(F}) + rank(Fy)

= rank(F; V e) + rank(F5 V e).

This proves the homomorphism property for Fy, Fy ¢ L(M).

(ii) Suppose that Fy ¢ L£L(M) and Fy € L(M). Then we have that rank(F; Ue) = rank(Fy)
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and rank(Fy Ue) = 1+ rank(F3). We also have rank(F; U Fy U¢) = rank(F; U Fy). Thus,

we have

rank((Fy Ue) U Fy) = rank(Fy U F3)
= rank(F}) + rank(F5)

= rank(F; U e) + rank(F5).

This proves the homomorphism property ofr Fy ¢ L(M) and F» € L(M).

(iii) Finally, suppose that Fy, F5 € £(M). Then the homomorphism property follows auto-

matically.

This suffices for the proof. O

4.1.2 Chow Ring of a Matroid

In this section, we give a brief overview of the Chow ring associated to a matroid. We will not
prove many of the claims we make, and refer the reader to [11] for the details. Let M = (E,Z) be a
loopless matroid. According to [11], when M is realizable over a field k, then the Chow ring of M
is isomorphic to the Chow ring of a smooth projective variety over k. The Chow ring of a matroid
was originally introduced by Feichtner and Yuzvinsky in the paper [21]. Tt is defined as a quotient

ring of the polynomial ring
Sy i=R[zp : F is a nonempty proper flat of M].

We can define the two ideals of S;,; given by

IM::<ZQ:F—Z$F: forallil,i2€E>:<ZxF—ZxF: forallil,i2€E>,

i1EF is€F ’i1¢F izQF

Jy = {(xpxp, : Fi and F» are incomparable) .

Definition 4.3. For a matroid M, we define the Chow ring of M to be the quotient algebra

The Chow ring of a matroid is a graded algebra where the grading is inherited from the grading
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on S,;. When M has rank d, the top dimension of CH(M) is d — 1. There exists an isomorphism

deg: CHM)* ' — R, []ar~—1
FeF
whenever F is any complete flag of nonempty proper flats. Similar to the graded M&bius algebra,
there exists a natural embedding 6, : CH(M\e) — CH(M) which gives CH(M) a CH(M\i)-module
structure. From [6], the category of graded CH(M\¢) modules is a Krull-Schmidt category. There-
fore, there is a unique way to decompose CH(M) into indecomposable CH(M\i) modules. Theorem

1.2 in [11] gives the decomposition in terms of smaller matroids.

Theorem 4.4 (Theorem 1.2 in [11]). If ¢ is not a coloop of M, there is a decomposition of CH(M)

into indecomposable graded CH(M \i)-modules such that

CH(M) = 6; (CH(M\i)) & @D @rui - 0; (CH(M\i)).
FeS,

Here, S, consists of all non-empty proper flats F' of E\i such that ¢ is a coloop of F U .

The semi-small decomposition in Theorem 4.4 provides an avenue to inductively prove that the

Chow ring satisfies the Kahler package.

4.1.3 Augmented Chow Ring of a Matroid

The augmented Chow ring of a matroid is defined in [11]. This ring is intimately related to the
Chow ring of matroid. The augmented Chow ring is defined to be a quotient ring of the polynomial
ring

Sy :=R[zp,y; : ¢ € E, F a proper flat of M].

Let JE&I) be the ideal generated by xp, xr, where F; and F, are incomparable proper flats. Let J SVQI)
be the ideal generated by y;xr where ¢ € E and F' is a proper flat not containing ¢. Then, we have

the two ideals which are used to define the augmented Chow ring.

Iy = <yi—ZxF: foralli€E>,

i¢F

Iar =30 +38)

Definition 4.5. For a matroid M, we define the augmented Chow ring of M to be the quotient
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algebra
_ _Sum
Ins+Jar’

CH(M) :

Like the Chow ring of a matroid, the augmented Chow ring of a matroid is a graded algebra
with the grading inherited from the polynomial ring Sy;. The top dimension of CH(M) will be the
rank of the matroid M, and there is an isomorphism deg : CHd(M ) — R. Note that the subring
generated by {y;}icg is isomorphic to the graded Mobius algebra. Hence, there is a embedding
H(M) — CH(M) which also gives CH(M) a H(M)-module structure. There is also a natural
injection 0; : CH(M\¢) — CH(M) for any ¢ € E which makes CH(M) into a CH(M\7) module. The
Krull-Schmidt decomposition of CH(M) into CH(M\¢) modules when ¢ is not a coloop is given by

Theorem 1.5 in [11].

Theorem 4.6 (Theorem 1.5 in [11]). If ¢ is not a coloop of M, then we can decompose CH(M) into

indecomposable graded CH(M \)-modules such that

CH(M) = 0;(CH(M\i)) & € xrui - 0:(CH(M\i)).
Fes;
This decomposition is similar to that of Theorem 4.4. This allows us to hope that similar
decompositions hold for other cohomology rings associated to matroids. We discuss this point in

Section 4.6 when we discuss possible directions for future research.

4.2 Gorenstein Ring associated to a polynomial

In this section, we examine a Poincaré algebra associated to a homogeneous polynomial. We call
this ring the Gorenstein ring associated to a polynomial. As the name suggests, there is such a ring
for every homogeneous polynomial f € R[xy,...,x,]. The case where the polynomial is the basis
generating polynomial of a matroid was studied by Toshiaki Maeno and Yasuhide Numata in their
paper [37]. In the case where the polynomial is the volume polynomial of a polytope, the ring was
studied in [35] and [59]. The idea of associating a Poincaré duality algebra to a polynomial is an old

one due to Macaulay.

Definition 4.7. Let f € R[z1,...,z,] be a homomgeneous polynoimal and let S := R[dy, ..., 0y]
be the polynomial ring of differentials where 0; := 0,,. Let A} := S/ Anng(f). Then, we call A}

the Gorenstein ring associated to the polynomial f. Alternatively, we can view R[zy,...,2,] as a
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R[X1,...,X,] modules where the action is defined by the relation

(X1, o, Xn) gz, .o xy) = p(01, ..., 0n)q(X1, .., Tp).

Then the Gorenstein ring is exactly R[X7, ..., X,]/ Ann(f) where the annihilator is with respect to
the R[X1,..., X,] action.

The Gorenstein ring associated to a polynomial has a natural grading with respect to the degree
of the differential form. Before we prove that this actually gives A} a graded ring structure, we first

prove Lemma 4.8.

Lemma 4.8. Let £ € R[01,...,0,] and f € R[zq,...,x,] be a homogeneous polynomial. We can

decompose £ = &y + &1 + . .. into its homogeneous parts. If £(f) = 0, then £4(f) = 0 for all d > 0.

Proof. Let d = deg(f). If £&(f) # 0, then i < d and &;(f) is a homomgeneous polynomial of degree
d—i. Thus, £(f) = &(f) + & (f) + ... will be the homomgeneous decomposition of the polynomial
&(f). Since this is equal to 0, all components of the decomposition are equal to zero. This suffices

for the proof. O

Proposition 4.9. The ring A% is a graded R-algebra where A’fc consists of the forms of degree k.

Proof. Let us define A’Ji as in the statement of the lemma. Let d = deg(f) be the degree of the
homomgeneous polynomial. Whenver k£ > d, the ring A’Ji is clearly trivial. From Lemma 4.8, we

have the direct sum decomposition

d
o k
A3 =P A4}
k=0
It is also clear that multiplication induces maps A} X Ajc — A;Jrs for all r,s > 0. O

Proposition 4.10 states that the natural pairing in A; equips the ring with a Poincaré duality

algebra structure. The proposition follows from Theorem 2.1 in [38].

Proposition 4.10. Let f be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d. Then, the ring A} is a

Poincaré-Duality algebra. That is, the ring satisfies the following two properties:
(a) A}~ AY ~R;
(b) The pairing induced by multiplication A‘]ic_k xA;i — A‘Jic ~ R is non-degenerate for all 0 < k < d.

In Lemma 4.11, we give an characterization of non-degeneracy. From this characterization, it
follows that the Hilbert polynomial of any Poincaré duality algebra is palindromic. In other words,

dim A* = dim Af;—k for all k.
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Lemma 4.11. Let B : V x W — k be a bilinear pairing between two finite-dimensional k-vector

spaces V and W. Then, any two of the following three conditions imply the third.
(i) The map By : V — W* defined by v — B(v,-) has trivial kernel.
(ii) The map Bw : W — V* defined by w +— B(-, w) has trivial kernel.
(iii) dimV =dim W.

Proof. Condition (i) implies dim V' < dim W and Condition (ii) implies dim W < dim V. Thus (i)
and (ii) both imply (iii). Now, suppose that (i) and (iii) are true. Then By is an isomorphism
between V and W* (see 3.69 in [7]). Let vy,...,v, be a basis for V. Then By (v1),..., By (v,) is a
basis of W*. Let wq,...,w, be the dual basis in W with respect to this basis of W*. Suppose that

> Ajw; € ker Byy. Then for all v € V, we have

i AiBy (v)(w) = B (’U, i )\iwi> =0.
i=1 i=1

By letting v = vy, ...,v,, we get A\; = 0 for all 3. O

We say a pairing between finite-dimensional vector spaces is non-degenerate whenever all three

conditions in Lemma 4.11 hold. As a consequence, we have Corollary 4.12.

Corollary 4.12. Let f be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d > 2 and let £, 0 < k < d, by a

non-negative integer. Then dimp A’fc = dimg A‘jﬁk.

Given a homogeneous polynomial f € R[xy,...,x,] of degree d, we can define an isomorphism
degy : A‘fc — R given by evaluation at f. This means that for any differential d-form & € A?, we
have that deg;(§) := £(f). Since § and f homogeneous of the same degree, the value of {(f) will be

a real number. Following the terminology in [1], we give the following definition.

Definition 4.13. Let f be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d and let k < d/2 be a non-negative

integer. For an element | € AL, we define the following notions:

(a) The Lefschetz operator on A’; associated to [ is the map LF : A’} — A‘}_k defined by

£ 1972k g,

b) The Hodge-Riemann form on A% associated to [ is the bilinear form QF : A% x A% — R
f l f f

defined by QJ (&1, &) = (—1)" deg(£1&21472F).
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(¢) The primitive subspace of A’} associated to [ is the subspace

PFi={te Ay 172 g =0} C A}

Definition 4.14. Let f be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d, let k¥ < d/2 be a non-negative

integer, and let [ € A} be a linear differential form. We define the following notions:

(a) (Hard Lefschetz Property) We say Ay satisfies HL;, with respect to [ if the Lefschetz operator

Lf is an isomorphism.

b) (Hodge-Riemann Relations) We say A satisfies HRRy with respect to [ if the Hodge-Riemann
f

form Qf is positive definite on the primitive subspace Pl’C

We say that a homogeneous polynomial f satisifes HL or HRR if the associated ring A} satisfies
HL or HRR. For any a € R", we can define the linear differential form I, := a10; + ... + a,,0,,. We
say that f satisfies HL or HRR with respect to a if and only if it satisfies HL or HRR with respect
to 4. Since we have shown that A} automatically satisfies Poincaré duality, we say that f satisfies

the Kéhler package for a linear form [ if it satisfies HL; and HRRy with respect to [ for all £ < g.

Proposition 4.15 (Lemma 3.4 in [39]). Let f € R[z1,...,2,] be a homogeneous polynomial of

degree d > 2 and a € R"™. Assume that f(a) > 0. Then,
(a) Ay has HL; with respect to [, if and only Qlla is non-degenerate.

(b) Suppose that A satisfies HL;. Then Ay has HRR; with respect to I, if and only if lelu has

signature (4, —,...,—).

Proof. We include a proof for completeness. We first prove the statement in (a). Suppose that A;

has HL; with respect to [,. We have the following commutative diagram:

1 1 idx Ly, 1 d—1
Af ><Af Af ><Af

N

where the missing mapping is multiplication. If Ay has HL; with respect to [y, then the top map
between A} X A} — A} X A?ﬁl is a bijection. Thus the non-degeneracy of Qlla follows from the
non-degeneracy of the multiplication pairing as stated in Proposition 4.10. Now, suppose that

Qlla is non-degenerate. Then, the map B : A} — (A})* defined by £ — —Qlla (&,-) is given by
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m(L; &,-) where m : A} — A;'f_l — R is the multiplication map. This is the composition of
A}c — A?_l — (A}c)* where the first map is L; and the second map is injective from the non-
degeneracy of the multiplication map. This proves that Llla is injective. From Corollary 4.12, the

map L} is an isomorphism. This suffices for the proof of (a).

To prove (b), consider the commutative diagram

1
~

~ 0 xlq 1 Lla d—1 Xla d ~
R A9 AL A Ad =, R
Ly,

Note that Lloa is an isomorphism because

deg LY. (1) = I4(f) = d!f (a) # 0.

Thus, we have A} = Rl, ® B where the direct sum is orthogonal over the Hodge-Riemann form by

definition of the primitive subspace. Now, note that
_Qlla (la, la) = lg(f) = —d!f(a) > 0.

Thus, the signature of —Qlla is (+,—,...,—) if and only if Qzla is positive definite over the primitive

subspace if and only if Ay satisfies HRR; with respect to [,. O

Recall from our definition of Lorentzian polynomials, we know that non-zero Lorentzian polyno-
mials are log-concave at any point in a € RZ,. When f(a) > 0, the polynomial f is log-concave at
a if and only if its Hessian has exactly one positive eigenvalue. Hence, for any element in the non-
negative orthant, we know that the Hessians of Lorentzian polynomials have at most one positive

eigenvalue. This fact and Sylvester’s Law of Intertia gives a proof of Lemma 4.16.

Lemma 4.16. If f € R[z1,...,7,] is Lorentzian, then for any a € R%, with f(a) >0, A} has HL;

with respect to [, if and only if f has the HRR; with respect to [,.

Proof. See Lemma 3.5 in [39]. O

4.3 Local Hodge-Riemann Relations

This section illustrates an example of a general inductive technique to prove Hodge-Riemann rela-

tions. We define a local version of the Hodge-Riemann relations. If this local version is satisfied,

102



then this will imply that the Hard Lefschetz property will be satisfied. In some situations, this is
enough to imply that the original Hodge-Riemann relations are satisfied. We give an example of
this inductive process in Lemma 4.18. We take our definition of the local Hodge-Riemann relations

from [39].

Definition 4.17. A homogeneous polynomial f € R[z1,...,x,] of degree d > 2k + 1 satisfies the
local HRR;, with respect to a form [ € A} if for all ¢ € [n], either 0; f = 0 or 9, f satisfies HRRy, with

respect to [.

Lemma 4.18 (Lemma 3.7 in [39]). Let f € R>g[x1,...,2,] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree
d and k a positive integer with d > 2k + 1, and a = (ay,...,a,) € R™. Suppose that f has the local

HRRj with respect to ,.
(i) If a € RZ), then Ay has the HL; with respect to [,.

(ii) If a1 = 0,aq9,...,a, > 0 and {¢ € A’; :0;¢ =0fori=2,...,n} = {0}, then Ay has the HL;

with respect to [,.

With Lemma 4.18, we can inductively prove that all Lorentzian polynomials satisfy HRR; with
respect to [, for all a € RZ;. We can prove this directly for all small Lorentzian polynomials.
For an arbitrary Lorentzian polynomial, we know that all of its partial derivatives are Lorentzian.
Thus, by induction, all of the partial derivatives satisfy HRR;. This means that f satisfies the local
HRR;. From lemma 4.18, we know that f satisfies HL;. But we have shown that HL; and HRR;
are equivalent for Lorentzian polynomials. This gives a proof of Theorem 4.19 using the inductive

procedure that we alluded to.

Theorem 4.19 (Theorem 3.8 in [39]). If f € R[z1,...,z,] is Lorentzian, then f has HRR; with

respect to I, for any a € RZ,.

The next result in Corollary 4.20 gives a condition for general homogeneous polynomials to satisfy
HRR; in terms of the signature of its Hessian. This result will hold for any a € R" satisfying the

conditions in the statement.

Corollary 4.20. Let f be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d > 2. If 01 f,...,0,f are linearly
independent in R[z1,...,z,] and f(a) > 0 for some a € R", then A; satisfies HRR; with respect to

lq if and only if Hess |,=, has signature (+,—,...,—).

Proof. Since 01 f1,...,0,fn are linearly independent, the partials 0; form a basis for A}. Thus, the

signature of Qlla is actually the signature of matrix of Qlla with respect to the set {d,...,0,}. We
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have

—Qlla (61‘, 8]) = &leg’Q = lg’Qﬁiajf = (d — 2)'81(9]]0(&)

This proves that the signature of —Qlla is the same as the signature of Hessy |;—,. We are done from

Lemma 4.15(b). O

4.4 The Gorenstein Ring associated to the Basis Generating
Polynomial of a Matroid

In this section, we specialize the Gorenstein ring associated to a polynomial to the Gorenstein
ring associated to the basis generating polynomial of a matroid. This graded R-algebra is another
cohomology ring associated to a matroid. Thus, it is interesting study the Hard Lefschetz property
and Hodge-Riemann relations on this algebra. The Gorenstein ring associated to the basis generating
polynomial of a matroid is intimately related to graded Mobius algebra. In particular, we can realize
the Gorenstein ring associated to the basis generating polynomial as a quotient ring of H(M) by

quotienting out the kernel of the Poincaré pairing.

Definition 4.21. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid. We let A(M) be the Gorenstein ring associated
to the basis generating polynomial of M. Explicitly, we define the ring Sy := R[X, : e € E] and
the ideal Annj; = Anng,, (far) where fys is the basis generating polynomial of M. Then, the ring
A(M) is equal to A(M) =Sy / Anny,.

For a matroid M, we will prove that the ring A(M) will depend only on its simplification.
This is a reasonable claim because whenever we have two elements e, f € F which are parallel, the
differential 9. —dy will be in the annihilator of fa;. Indeed, the elements e and f are interchangeable
in any independent set. Moreover, if e € E(M) is a loop then 0. is clearly in the annihilator. This
claim follows directly from the fact that A(M) is a quotient ring of the graded Mobius algebra.
Since the graded Mobius algebra only depends on the lattice of flats which only depends on the
simplification of the matroid, it follows that A(M) should only depend on the simplification of the
matroid. However, we want to prove a more delicate isomorphism which tells us the image of linear
forms under this isomorphism. This is the content of Theorem 4.23. Before proving this result, we

first describe some common elements in the ideal Anny,.

Proposition 4.22. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid. For any subsets S,T C E, we write S ~ T if
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and only if S =T. Let Ag\}[), AS@), Ag\:}) be three subsets of Sy, given by

A = {X2:ecc BE(M)},
AY = {X5:5¢T(M)},

A = {X5 - XT . 5,T € (M) such that S ~ T} .

Let Ay = ALY UAP UAW. Then Ay € Anny,.
Proof. See Proposition 3.1 in [37] O

In general, it is not true that the elements in Ap; generate the annihilator Anny,. In fact, if
we let I(Apr) be the ideal generated by Apy, then Spr /I(Apy) is exactly the graded Mobius algebra
H(M). The graded Mobius algebra is in general not even a Poincaré duality algebra, hence it cannot

be A(M). We can find an explicit counterexample in [37]. Consider the matrix given by

1 001 0
A=10 1 0 1 1
00 1 0 1

The basis of the linear matroid generated by A are {123,125,134,135,145}. From Example 3.5 in
[37], we have that

ADD]\/[ = I(A]\/j U (X1X3 —|— X4X5 — X1X5 — X3X4))
Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid and M be its simplification. We can define the maps ¢ : Syr — Sz
andw:SM%SM by

$(0z,) := 0z, and (0z) := 1 Zaﬂ”e'

and then extending to the whole polynomial ring using the universal property of polynomial rings.

Theorem 4.23. The maps ¢ : Sy — S and ¢ : S37 — Sy induce isomorphisms between A(M)
and A(M)

Proof. We first prove that ¢ and ¢ induce homomorphisms between the rings A(M) and A(M). To
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show that ¢ induces a homomorphism, consider the diagram in Equation 4.2.

M RRETTS

Let £ € Sy be an element satisfying £(fas) = 0. We will prove that ¢(£)(f3;) = 0. In other
words, we want to prove that Anny; C ker 737 o ¢. From Proposition 4.8, it suffices to consider the
case where £ is homogeneous. Let eq, ..., es be representatives of all parallel classes. Then, we have
that M = e U...Ue; UFEy where Fy denotes the loops in M. In terms of the basis generating

polynomials, we have

f]’\;[’(xa,...,xa): Z quq

1<i1<...<i.<s
{€is--€i, JEB(M)

(e, m) = fi7 (W, us)

where for 1 < i < s, we define y; := Zeea Ze. Since £ is homogeneous of degree k, we can write it

in the form £ = ), cn ca0“. Then, we have
|| =k

) =) @)= > > = > > |2 (4.3)

BeB BeB(M) aC[n] YEL_ (M) a€Zy
la|=k aUyeZ,. (M)

Since &(far) = 0, we know that all of the coefficients on the right hand side of Equation 4.3 are

equal to 0. Thus, we have that

Z cq =0, for all v € Z,_(M).

acly
aUyeZ, (M)

On the other hand, we have

¢(§)=ZCaH6€= Z Z ca | 0°.

aCln] eca BETL, (M) \«Efiber(B)
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We can let this differential act on f3; to get the expression

)= D, oY = Y Y c|at =0 (44)

~ET, k(M) \ BEI (M) acfiber(B) V€T k(M) \ €Lr(M)
ﬂU’YEB(M) alUyoeB(M)

In Equation 4.4, the independent set vy € fiber(y) is an arbitrary element in the fiber of . This
proves that Anny; C ker g7 o ¢. Thus, there is a unique ring homomorphism & : A(M) — A(M)

which makes Equation 4.2 commute.

To prove that ¥ induces a ring homomorphism, consider the diagram in Equation 4.5.

P
St S v A(M)
T
vl 3w (4.5)
A(M)
Consider a differential £ € Sy7 satisfying £(f37) = 0. We can write this as § = Zaezk(ﬁ) Ca0”

for some real constants c,. Then, its image under ¢ is equal to

e = Y = 3 9

. &
Q€T (M) eea' |B€ﬁber(a)

Fix a o € Z;;(M) and a j € fiber(«). Since dy;/0ze = Lees;, we have

86fM(x17 o ,xn) = aﬁfﬂ(ylv o ays) = aafﬁ(xla ce. axs)‘mlzyl,...,mszys =0.

Thus, we have that ¥(£)(fa) = 0 and Anng; C ker mps 0 9. This proves that there is a unique ring
homomrphism U : A(M ) — A(M) which causes the diagram in Equation 4.5 to commute. Since
the maps ¥ and ® are inverses of each other, they are both isomorphisms. This suffices for the

proof. [
From Theorem 4.23, we get Corollary 4.24 and Corollary 4.25 immediately.

Corollary 4.24. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid. For any a € R, we can define the linear form

lo ==Y ccplec- 0y, € AY(M). Let lo == ®(l,) = Yecp e - Ox, € AY(M). Then, the following
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diagram commutes:

ey i) ey A () ey At () ey

@l P @l
Xl

ey aimrar) ey Av(ar) e At (r) 2oy

Corollary 4.25. Let M = (FE,Z) be a matroid. Then A(M) satisfies HRR, with respect to [ if and
only if A(M) satisfies HRR;, with respect to ®(1).

From Theorem 4.23, Corollary 4.24, and Corollary 4.25, when we study Hodge-theoretic proper-
ties of A(M) it is enough to assume that M is simple. We may not always want to do this, but the
translation from a matroid to its simplification is useful nonetheless. Not only do we know that the
two rings are isomorphic, but we know how multiplication by 1-forms translate from one ring to the
other. This means that we can relate the Hodge theoretic properties of the two rings to each other.
We also understand some properties of A(M) better when we know that M is simple. For example,
the vector space structure of A'(M) is well-understood for simple M. Satoshi Murai, Takahiro Na-
gaoka, and Akiko Yazawa prove in [39] that if M is a simple matroid on [n], then dim A*(M) = n.

In other words, the spanning set 1, ..., d, is a basis of A (M). We write this result in Lemma 4.26.
Lemma 4.26. If M = ([n],Z) is simple, then 01, ..., 0, is a basis of A(M).
Proof. See Theorem 2.5 in [39] O

From Corollary 4.20, this implies that when M is simple, the Hessian of the basis generating
polynomial fj; has signature (+,—,...,—) at every point in the positive orthant. Thus, the basis
generating polynomial for a simple matroid is strictly log-concave on the positive orthant, which
was one of the main results in [39]. In the same paper, they formulate Conjecture 4.27. One of my

goals was to work towards a proof of Conjecture 4.28.

Conjecture 4.27. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid of rank d. The ring A(M) satisfies HL;, for some

a€RE, forall k < 4.

Conjecture 4.28. Let M = (E,T) be a matroid of rank d. The ring A(M) satisfies the K&hler

package for all a € RZ.

Unfortunately, Conjecture 4.28 is false. The counterexample was given to us through private
communication between June Huh and Connor Simpson. We discuss the counterexample in more

detail in Section 4.6. For the rest of the thesis, we analyze when A (M) satisfies HRR; on the facets
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of the positive orthant. We will resolve this question completely in Section 4.5. Before moving on
to this question, we first give necessary and sufficient conditions on A(M) for HRR; with respect to

a € R™ in the case where f(a) > 0 and M is simple.

Corollary 4.29. Let M = (E,Z) be a simple matroid of rank r > 2. If a € R satisfies far(a) > 0,

then A(M) satisfies HRR; with respect to [, if and only if Hessy,, |,—q is non-singular.
Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 4.16, Corollary 4.20, and Lemma 4.26. O

Lemma 4.30. When D is invertible and A is a square matrix, we have
A B
det = det(A — BD'C) det(D).
D

Proof. See Section 5 in [55]. O

Theorem 4.31. Let M = (E,Z) be a simple matroid of rank r > 2. If a € RE satisfies fas(a) > 0
and a. = 0 for some e € E which is not a co-loop, then A(M) satisfies HRR; with respect to [, if

and only if

(Vf;\z/e . Hess;;\e ~VfM/e) lo=a # 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that E(M) = [n] and e = n. In particular, this
means that a = (ay,...,a,-1,0) € R™ with a; > 0 for all i. From Corollary 4.29, HRR; is satisfied if
and only if the Hessian is non-singular. To compute the Hessian at x = a, note that because n is a
co-loop, we can write the basis generating polynomial as far = @ far/n + far\n- Using this equation,

we see that the Hessian of fi; at (ag,...,a,—1,0) is equal to

Hessy,,.,, N

Hessy,, =
(Vium) 0

Since M is simple, we know that M\n is simple. Thus, the matrix Hess far\n 18 invertible as it has

the same signature as the Hodge-Riemann form. From the Lemma 4.30, we have that

det Hessy,, = (Vf;[/n -Hess?}i\n 'VfM/n> :

This suffices for the proof. O
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4.5 Hodge-Riemann Relations on the Facets of the Positive

Orthant

In this section, we will prove necessary and sufficient conditions for A(M) to satisfy HRR; on the
facets of the positive orthant. From Lemma 4.19, we already know that A(M) satisfies HRR; on

R7Z,. For a matroid M = (E,T), we can decompose the boundary set of RZ as

bdR%, = | J H.
ecE
where H, := {z € Rgo : z. = 0}. Before stating our main result in this section, we first prove a few

technical lemmas that are necessary for us to apply the inductive procedure modeled in Lemma 4.18.

Lemma 4.32. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid satisfying rank(M) > 2. If e € M is not a coloop of

M, then e will not be a co-loop of M/i for any i € E\e.

Proof. If e or 7 is a loop, then the statement is vacuously true. Now, suppose that e and ¢ are both
not loops. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that e is a coloop of M /i. This implies that any
basis of M containing ¢ must contain e. But, since e is not a coloop of M, the matroid M\e has the
same rank of M. Moreover, since i is independent in M \e, there is a basis of M\e which contains 4.
But this is automatically a basis of M that contains ¢ but doesn’t contain e. This is a contradiction,

and suffices for the proof. O

Theorem 4.33 (Degree 1 Socles). Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid satisfying rank(M) > 3. Let
S C E(M) be a subset with rank(S) < rank(M) — 2. Then

{¢ € A} : €(8;f) =0 for i € E\S} = {0}.

Proof. Let r = rank(M) > 3. We want to prove that if a linear form § = ) pce - 0. satisfies

&(Oefar) =0 for all e € E\S, then we have £(fyr) = 0. For i € E\S, we have

0=E0ifn) =D cledifu=» cc Y, —a%= S e |a (46

e€ER ecE a€ZL,._o(M) a€ZL,._o(M) €€l
aU{e,i}eZ,. (M) aU{i,e}eZ,. (M)
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By setting all of the coeflicients of the right hand side of Equation 4.6, we have that

> =0 forallaeZ _o(M)andic E\S.

eckE
aU{i,e}€Z,.(M)

For any 8 € Z,_1(M), we know that 8 € S since rank(8) = r — 1 > rank(S). There exists some
i € B\S. Thus, we can write = a U {i} where a € Z,_5(M) and i € E\S. This proves that for

any B € Z,._1(M), we have

Z Ce = Z ce = 0.

eel ecE
BuU{e}eZ, aU{i,e}€Z,

Finally, we have that

f(fM):ZceaefM:ZCe Z -'Lﬁ: Z Z Ce xﬂzo

eck ecE BEL,._1 BEL,._1 eckE
BU{e}€, BU{e}ET,

This suffices for the proof. O

Theorem 4.34 (Higher Degree Socles). Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid. Let S C E be a subset such
that rank(S) < rank(M) — k — 1. Then,

{6 € AR(M) : €(Defar) =0 for all e € E\S} = {0}.

Proof. Any & € A¥(M) can be written as £ = Y ca 0. For any e € E\S, we have

o€y,

0=E0ifu =) caleldfri= ca » 2= ) oo |

a€ly a€ly YELr— k-1 YEL,— k-1 a€ly
yUaU{e}€eZ, YUaU{e}€Z,

This implies that for all v € Z,_;_; and e € E\S, we have

> ca=0 forally€e€Z, s 1andecE\S.

a€Ly
yUaU{e}€Z,

Let 8 € Z,_j, be an arbitrary independent set of rank r — k. Note that rank(f) = r — k > rank(.5).

Thus, we cannot have § C S. This implies that we can find e € §\S such that g = a U {e} for
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e € E\S. Thus,
> ca=0 forall BeT, ;.
o€y,
BUaEL,

Then, we have

f(fM)ZZCaaanZZCQ Z P = Z Z co | 2% =0,

a€ly a€ly BEZL, BEL,—k a€ly
BUaETL, BUaEL,

which suffices for the proof. O

We are now ready to state our main theorem about HRR; on the facets of R];J(y We study the

properties of A(M) on the relative interiors of the facets H, whenever e is not a coloop.

Theorem 4.35. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid which satisfies rank(M) > 2. For any e € E(M),

the basis generating polynomial fj; satisfies HRR; on relint(H,) if and only if e is not a co-loop.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let M be a matroid on the set [n] and let e = 1. Then, we want
to prove that whenever ag,...,a, > 0, the ring A(M) satisfies HRR; on a = (0, as,...,a,) if and
only if e is not a co-loop. We first prove that if 1 is not a co-loop, then A(M) satisfies HRR;. To
prove this, we induct on the rank of M. For the base case rank(M) = 2, Corollary 4.25 implies
that it suffices to prove that A(]\Aj ) satisfies HRRy on ®(l,). The only simple matroid of rank 2 is
the uniform matroid of rank 2. From Corollary 4.29, it suffices to check that the signature of the
Hessian is (4, —,...,—). But the Hessian of a rank 2 simple matroid at every point is the same

matrix. If the matroid is on n elements, the Hessian matrix is

0 1 1 1
1 01 1
AKp,)=11 1 0 1
1 1 1 0

This happens to be the adjancency matrix of a complete graph. From Proposition 1.5 in [58], this
matrix has an eigenvalue of —1 with multiplicity n — 1 and an eigenvalue of n — 1 with multiplicity 1.
Hence, its signature is (4, —, ..., —) which proves the base case. Now suppose that the claim is true
for all matroids of rank less than r. Let M be a matroid of rank . We want to prove that the claim is

true for M. By the same reasoning as in the base case, we can assume that our matroid is simple. In
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the simplification, the codimension of our 1-form will not increase. For all i € E\{1}, we know that e
is not a co-loop of M /i from Lemma 4.32. Thus, the simplified [, will either be all positive (in which
case the claim is known to be true) or I, will be all positive except possibly at e. Since e is known
not to be a coloop of M/, the simplification of [, will be a 1-form which satisfies the hypothesis in
the inductive hypothesis. Since M is simple, we know that rank(M /i) = rank(M) — 1 < rank(M).

Hence, from the inductive hypothesis, we know that A(M/i) = A%, 7,y Satisties HRRy for [,.

Now, we have enough information to directly prove that A(M) satisfies HRR; with respect
to l,. From Lemma 4.16, it suffices to prove that A(M) satisfies HL; with respect to I,. Since
dimg A'(M) = dimg A"~*(M) from properties of Poincaré Duality algebras, it suffices to prove that
the Lefschetz operator L} : A'(M) — A""'(M) is injective. Let Z € A'(M) be the kernel of L; .
Note that this is equivalent to requiring ZI7~2 = 0 in A(M). We want to prove that = = 0 in A'(M).

Since EI772 =0 in A(M), we have

0=-Q,(5,5) =degy(Z*-1;7%) = Zai degy (B2 - 1,72 8y).
i=2

Note that

degyy (B2 - 1572 0i) = (B2 157°)(0i far) = degpy s (B2 157%) = —Quiyi(E, B).

where Q,y/; is the Hodge-Riemann form of degree 1 with respect to [ associated with A(M /). Thus,
n
> aiQui/i(E,5) = 0.
i=2

In A(M/i), the linear form = is in the primitive subspace. Since we know that A(M /i) satisfies
HRR; with respect to [, we know that the Hodge-Riemann form Q;/; is negative-definite on RZ.
Since a; > 0 for i = 2,...,n, this implies that Q7/;(Z,Z) = 0 for all such 7. Hence = =0 in A(M /i)
for all ¢ € [2,n]. In terms of polynomials, this means that Z(9;fa) = 0 for all ¢ € [2,n]. From

Theorem 4.33, this implies that Z(fa;) = 0. Thus, A(M) satisfies HRR; with respect to .
For the other direction, we will prove that if e is a co-loop of M, then fj; does not satisfy

HRR;y on relint(H,). Without loss of generality, we can suppose E(M) = [n] and e = 1. The linear

differential can be written as I, where a = (0, as,...,a,) for as,...,a, > 0. It suffices to consider
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the case when M is simple because the coefficient of 9; in the simplification of [, will remain 0.
This is because co-loops have no parallel elements. In the simple case, the bottom (n —1) x (n —1)
sub-matrix of Hess¢,, will be entirely 0. This means that the Hodge-Riemann form will singular and

fur cannot satisfy HRR; on relint(H,). This suffices for the proof. O
With a same proof, we also have Theorem 4.36.

Theorem 4.36. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid which satisfies rank(M) > 2. For any S C E, if

rank(S) < rank(M) — 2 and S contains no co-loops, then fjs satisfies HRR; on relint(Hg).

Theorem 4.36 in tandem with Theorem 4.31 immediately gives a somewhat random computa-

tional result that under the hypothesis in Theorem 4.36, we have that

vfj\q;[/e : HeSS}Alf\E 'vfM/e‘I:a 7é 0.

Using our result about high degree socles in Theorem 4.34, we can prove an inductive procedure for

local HRRy, in Theorem 4.37 for points a € Rgo whose support is large enough.

Theorem 4.37. Let M = (E,Z) be a matroid and let S C E be a subset such that rank(S) <
rank(M) — k — 1. Let | := ZieE\S a; - e; where a; > 0. If 0. fp is O or satisfies HRR; and with

respect to [ for all e € E\S, then A(M) satisfies HLj, with respect to [.

Proof. Note that 0.f = 0 if and only if e is a loop. In this case, the variable x. doesn’t appear
in the basis generating polynomial. Hence, without loss of generality, we can suppose that M is
loopless and O.f # 0 for all e € E. Since A(M) is a Poincaré duality algebra, it suffices to prove
for = € A¥(M) that if ZI192% = 0 in A""%(M), then = = 0 in A¥(M). We know that = is in the

primitive subspaces of 0. f for all e € E and we can compute the formula

0=0Q"E5) = Y aiQssE3).

i€EE\S

From the positive definiteness on the primitive subspaces, we have = = 0 in A’gi f for all i € E\S.

From Theorem 4.34, we get = = 0 in A¥(M). This suffices for the proof. O

From Theorem 4.37, it is enough to show that if A(M) satisfies HRR; for 1 < i < k — 1 and
HL; for 1 < ¢ < k, then it satisfies HRR;. Under these conditions, satisfying HRRy is equivalent
to a statement about the net signature of the Hodge-Riemann form. We define the notion of net

signature in Definition 4.38.
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Definition 4.38. Let B : V x V' — k be a symmetric bilinear form on a finite dimensional vector
space V. Suppose that the signature of B has n positive eigenvalues and n_ negative eigenvalues.

Then, we define the net signature to be o(B) =ny —n_.

When our bilinear form B : V' xV — k is non-degenerate, then the net signature o(B) determines
the exact signature of the form. Indeed, in the non-degenerate case, we have n, —n_ = o(B) and
ny +n_ =dimV.

Lemma 4.39. Let A(M) satisfies HRR; and HL; with respect to [ for 1 <i < k, then, we have
o (-DFQf) = (~1)"(dim A"(M) — dim A" (M)).

=0

Proof. We induct on k. For the base case, we have k = 1 and the claim follows from Proposition 4.15.
Suppose that the claim holds for £ — 1. Consider the composition of maps given by the following

commutative diagram:

d—2k
X1y

Ad=k(p)y — ey gd=k+1(p) (4.7)

w

This diagram exhibits an isomorphism between A¥=1(M) and A=*+1(M) from HL;_;. This implies

AR — e AR(M)

that we can decompose A*(M) into
AF(M) =1- AFY(M) @ ker 1),

where the two summands in the direct sum are orthogonal with respect to the Hodge-Riemann form
QF. Let uy,...,uy € AK=1(M) be a basis for A¥=1(M). Then, [ -uy,...,l-uy, is a basis for A¥(M)
and

(—DRQF(L i, 1 uy) = (1) 1Qr ™ (us, uy).

Thus, the signature of QF on [ - A*=1(M) should be the negative of the signature of Qf‘l on

AF=L(M). Since A(M) satisfies HRRy,, we know that the signature of QF on ker1 is dim ker 1. This
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gives us the formula

o((~1)*Qr) = o (=D* Q) + (=1)*(dim A*(M) — dim A*~* (M)

k
— Z(_ni(dimAi(M) — dim A" (M)
=0

from the inductive hypothesis. This suffices for the proof. O

Lemma 4.40. Let k > 2 and A(M) satisfies HRR; and HL; with respect to [ = [, for some a € R"

forall1 <i<k—1. Then
(a) A(M) satisfies HLy, with respect to [ if and only if QF is non-degenerate on A*(M).
(b) Suppose that HLy is satisfied. Then A(M) satisfies HRRy with respect to [ if and only if

k
o((—1)"QF) = 3 (~1)!(dim A(M) — dim 4™ (1)),
i=0
Proof. The argument for (a) is exactly the same as the argument for (a) in Proposition 4.15. For
part (b), consider the composition in Equation 4.7. Recall from the proof of Lemma 4.39, we have

that
o((=D*QF) = (-1 'Q ) + o (-1)*QF Ixer ) -

Since A(M) satisfies HRRy, if and only if Qfa is positive definition on ker¢,, we know that A(M)
satisfies HRRy, if and only if 0(Q} ) = dimker 1, = dim A¥(M) — dim A¥~*(M). Then Lemma 4.39

completes the proof. O

In the situation where we know that A(M) satisfies HRR; for 1 <i < k—1 and HL; for 1 <¢ <k,
we already know that HRRy, is equivalent to a statement about the signature of the Hodge Riemann
form. Note that as a function of the point a € R¥ in [,, the Hodge-Riemann form is continuous. In
particular, the eigenvalues of the Hodge-Riemann form are continuous functions. This property will
allow us to prove Lemma 4.41. This result tells us that it is enough to prove that HRR; and HLy

holds on at least one boundary point.

Lemma 4.41. Let Q C R™ be a subset such that for all z € Q, A(M) satisfies HRR; for i < k —1
and HL; for ¢ < k. Suppose that there is a continuous path ~ : [0, 1] — R™ with image ¢([0,1]) C €,

suct that A(M) satisfies HRRy with respect to ). Then A(M) satisfies HRR;, with respect to

Ly(r)-
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Proof. Let \;(a) be the ith largest eigenvalue of Qfa as a function in a for 1 < i < dim A¥(M).
Then for all 1 <4 < dim A*(M), the ith eigenvalue \;(a) is a continuous function in a. Along the
path ~, we know that Qfa is non-degenerate. Hence, none of the functions \;(a) cross zero. This
implies that on the path, the signature o ((—1)’“@;2) remains constant. From Lemma 4.40(b), this

completes the proof. O

4.6 Future Work

As noted in the thesis, the Conjecture 4.28 was recently to be found erroneous. However, we will
still describe our thought process in our attempt to prove it. We first proved Theorem 4.36. This
describes the exact conditions needed for A(M) to satisfy HRRy on the faces of the positive orthant.
Theorem 4.37 tells us that for general k, we have a mechanism from going from local HRRj to
HL; on the positive orthant and possibly its boundary depending on some dimension conditions.
This means that to prove the general conjecture, it suffices to prove that we can go from HRR; for
1<i<k-—1andHL; for 1 <i<ktoHRRg. In Lemma 4.41, we further reasoned that given HRR;
for 1 <i<k—1andHL; for 1 <i¢ < k as the inductive hypothesis, it suffices to prove that HRRy
is satisfied on a suitable boundary point. The reason why we might want to pick a boundary point
even though it may seem more accessible is because we may hope for a semi-small decomposition
for A(M) as in Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 4.6. Indeed, if we were to have such a decomposition,
we could reduce HRRy, on the boundary for A(M) to HRRy, for A(M\i). The conjecture would then
follow from a more elaborate induction argument. Before we can contemplate such an argument,

there are a few questions we must answer.
Question 1. Does there exist a graded ring homomorphism 6 : A(M\i) — A(M) for every i € E?

In order to have a decomposition from which we can extract inductive information about the
Hodge structures, we must write A(M) as the direct sum of A(M\i) submodules. Even before this,
we would require that A(M) be a A(M\i)-module. Note that there is a well-defined surjection
Onr : H(M) — A(M) between the graded Mébius algebra and the ring A(M) defined by

O (yr) = z!,  where I is a basis of F.

A reasonable guess for an injection A(M\i) — A(M) would be the map which makes the diagram
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in Equation 4.8 commute.
H(M\i) ——— H(M)

(4.8)

A(M\i) —— A(M)

This map is forced to send the equivalence class of A(M\i) represented by a polynomial f to the
equivalence class of A(M) represented by the same polynomial. Unfortunately, it is not clear that

this map is well-defined. In order to be well-defined, Question 2 must have an affirmative answer.

Question 2. Let M be a matroid on the ground set [n]. Let £ € R[01, ..., 0,—1] such that (fan,) =

0. Is it true that &(far) = 07

In the case where n is a coloop, the answer to Question 2 is Yes. When n is not a coloop, we

can write frr = @n far/n + far\n- In this case, Question 2 becomes equivalent to Question 3.

Question 3. Let M be a matroid and suppose that e € E(M) is not a coloop. Is it the case that

Ann(fane) € Ann(far)e)?

At this time, we have not found a counter-example to Question 3. Note that the operation
M\e — M/e is called a matroid quotient. Assuming that the answers to all of these questions
are Yes, then a decomposition of A(M) may possibly descend from a decomposition of H(M). Even
if the mathematics doesn’t work in this way, the question of having a semi-small decomposition of
H(M) is an interesting question. We know that H(M) is a H(M\¢) module. From the Krull-Schmidt

theorem, there is some unique H(M\¢)-module decomposition of the form

HM)=51®...95,

where the S;’s are indecomposable H(M\i)-modules. If we look at the 0-degree parts of these
modules, we know that H°(M) = R. Thus, all but one of the S;’s must have trivial 0-degree
parts. This means that 1 € S; for some ¢ € [m]. Since they are H(M\i)-modules, this means
that H(M\i) C S; for some i € [m]. This gives us some idea on how a semi-small decomposition
H(M) could be constructed. However, we discovered that H(M) does not necessary have a semi-
small decomposition. Indeed, consider the matroid that comes from the affine configuration of
{A,B,C,D,E} in Figure 4.1. One can calculate that as H(M\A) modules, the ring H(M) is
indecomposable. This does not bode well for the possibility for a general semi-small decomposition.

However, this may be a result of picking a bad point to delete. Perhaps, there always exists a
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Figure 4.1: H(M) is indecomposable

point that we can delete to give a nice decomposition. Another possibility is that there may be a
decomposition in low dimensions (< %) For example, one conjecture is that of Question 4, which

asks about the equivalence of A(M) and H(M) in small dimensions.
Question 4. Is it true that H*(M) — A¥(M) is an isomorphism when k < g7

For any graded ring R of top dimension d, we let D*R be the graded ring of dimension k where
we annihilate all elements of degree greater than k. Question 5 asks if there is a possibility of a

semi-small decomposition of H(M) for a small enough k7
Question 5. Is D¥ H(M\i) a summand in the Krull-Schmidt decomposition of D* H(M) for k < 47

However, much of this strategy will not work because of a counter-example to Conjecture 4.28
that was provided to us by Connor Simpson. This counter-example also gives a negative answer to
Question 4. Let G = K3 3 be the complete bipartite graph on 2 + 3 vertices. Let M = M(G) be the
graphic matroid of rank 4 with G as the underlying graph. Then, M has 15 flats of rank 2. The
pairing on H? (M) has 6 positive eigenvalues, 6 negative eigenvalues, and 3 zero eigenvalues. The
zero eigenvalues implies that the answer of Question 4 is no. The negative eigenvalues gives the
contradiction to Conjecture 4.28. However, there is still a possibility for Conjecture 4.27 to be true.
If it were, this would provide an example of a polynomial algebra for which Hard Lefschetz holds

but in general the Hodge-Riemann relations do not.
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Chapter 5

Appendix

5.1 Brunn-Minkowski and the Base Case of the Alexandrov-
Fenchel Inequality

Proposition 5.1. Let K, L C R? be two convex bodies in the plane. Then Vo (K, L)? > V(K, K)V(L, L).

Proof. From Theorem 2.17, we have y/Vola(K + L) > 1/Vola(A) + /Vola(B). Squaring both sides,

we get the equivalent inequality

Voly (K + L) — Voly(K) — Voly(L) > 2/Voly(K) Voly (L) = 24/Va (K, K)Vo(L, L).
From Theorem 1.53, the left hand side is equal to
Voly(K 4 L) — Voly(K) — Voly(L) = 2Vo(K, L).

This suffices for the proof. O

5.2 Computations in the Kahn-Saks Inequality

Let (P, <) be a finite poset and fix two elements z,y € P. For the sake of simplicity, we can assume
that z < y. In the proof of Theorem 3.7, we defined special cross-sections of the order polytope for
every A € [0, 1] given by

Ky:i={teOp:t,—t, = A}
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We give a proof of Lemma 5.2. This result is important in the proof of Theorem 3.7 as it gives a
way to interpret the volume of K in terms of mixed volumes. The proof of Lemma 5.2 was stated

in [34] but was not proven. We include the proof for the sake of completeness.
Lemma 5.2. For A € [0,1] we have that Ky = (1 — A\) Ky + AK;.

Proof. For all A € R, we can define the hyperplanes Hy = {t € R" : t, —t, = A}. Then K, =
H)NOp. It is a simple computation to prove that Hy = (1 — A\)Hp+ AH;. For any linear extension

o € e(P), we define the polytopes:

AU = {0 S tg—l(l) S S to-—l(n) S 1} g Op

AcN) ={te A, ity —t, =} =K\xNA, = H\NA,.
Then, we can decompose K into

Ky=H,NnOp=H)\nN U A, = U AU(A)
o€ce(P) o€e(P)

where the polytopes in the unions are disjoint up to a set of measure zero. Now, note that we have

(1 — )\)KO + AK; C (1 - )\)Op +AO0p =0p

(1—MNKo+AK; C (1 —A\)Hy+ AH; = Hy.

Thus, we have that (1 — M) Ko+ AK; C Op N Hy = K. It suffices to prove the opposite inclusion.
Let t € K be an arbitrary point. From our decomposition of K into polytopes A, (), we know
that there is some linear extension o satisfying o(z) < o(y) and ¢ € A;(A). The linear extension o
induces a total order <, on P defined by z1 <, # if and only if 0(z1) < o(22). In particular, when

wi >4 wa, we have that ¢, > t,,. Now, we can define two points Py, P, € R" so that for all w € P,
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we have

17"_—“/\ ifw<, x
(Po)w = 1t_””A ifr<,w<s,y
tw:)\’\ ifw>,9.
0 fw<,x
(P1)w = bodle jfr <, w<,y
1 ifw>y.

Then Py € Ky, P, € Ky, and t = (1 — A\)Py + AP;. Since ¢t was arbitrary, this completes the proof

that Ky = (1 — A\ Ko + \K7. O
Lemma 5.3. For i € {1,...,n — 1}, we have that N; = (n — 1)!V,,_1(Kop[n —i], K1[i — 1]).

Proof. From Theorem 1.49 and Lemma 5.2, we have that

VOln_1(K)\) = VOln_l((l - A)K() + AKl)

- i (n ; 1) Vo1 (Koln = j = 1], K1 [f])(1 = )" 77N,

Alternatively, we can compute the volume Vol,,_1(K)) as

Vol,,_1(K)) = Vol,,_y U a.m

oce(P)
o(z)<o(y)

> Vol (As(N)

oce(P)
o(z)<o(y)

Z_: Z VOln—l(Ag()\)).
k=1

= o€e(P)
o(y)—o(z)=k

To compute Vol,_1(As(N)), let P ={z,...,2,} with v = z;, y = z; with o(z;) =k for k € [n]. In

this notation, we have the explicit description of A, (A) as

AsN)={teR":0<t; <...<t,<landt;—t; = \}.

122



This set of inequalities is equivalently decribed by the inequalities

0<tip1 —t; < ... <tj1—1; <A

0<ti <. .. <t <t <tjr1 — A< <t =A< =

Thus, the volume of A, ()\) ends up being the product of two simplices. Specifically, we have the

equation
/\jfifl (1 _ )\)nf(jfi)

VOln—l(Ao(/\)) = (] — 7 — 1)‘ ) (n - (] - Z))' .

We can finish the computation with

3
—-

)\kfl 1=\ n—k
3 (1=X

Vol,, 1 (K) = > k—1!  (n—k)

=1 o€ce(P)

o(y)—o(z)=k
n—1
n—1 Nk, k-1 —k
= - A 1—X)""
= (k—l) (n—1)! ( )

Thus, we have that

(n]\_[kl)! =V,_1(Koln — k], K1[k — 1]) = Ny = (n— 1)!V,,_1(Ko[n — k], K1 [k — 1]).

This suffices for the proof of the Lemma. O

Lemma 5.4. The affine hulls of Ky, K7, and Ky + K; are given by

aff(Ko) =R | > es|® B Rl

WEP<.<y WEP\Py<.<y
aff(Kl) = Z e, + @ R[ew]
wEsz oJEP\PSmUPZy
aff(Ko + Kl) = Z e, + R Z e, | ® @ R[ew]
wEPs, WEP,<.<y weP\{z,y}

where R[v] denotes the linear span of the vector v. As an immediate corollary, we have

dim Ko =n— |Ppc.cy| — 1

dlIIl(Ko + Kl) =n—1.
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Proof. From Proposition 5.6, there is a linear extension f : P — [n] such that f(y) — f(z) =

|Py<.<y| + 1. Then, there are elements a, 3;,v; for 1 <i<a,1<j<b,and 1 <k < ¢ such that

flaa) <o < flaa) < fz) < f(Br) <. < f(By) < fly) <f(m) <o < f(e)-

This allows us to compute
KoNAp={te[0,1]" ita, <...<to, <tp=...=t,<t, <...<t, }.

In particular, by taking affine spans, we have

aff Ko Daff(KonA)=R| Y e|® P Rl

wePr<.<y WEP\Pr<.<y

To prove the other inclusion, let v € K be an arbitrary vector. Since we are working in a subset of
the order polytope, it must be the case that v, < v, < v, for all w € P,<.<,. But since v, = vy,

this means that v, = v, = v, are all w € P,<.<,. Thus

veR| > el® P Rl

WEPr< <y wEP\Pr<.<y

Since v is arbitrary, we have proved the given formula for aff K.

To prove the formula for K7, we first use Proposition 5.7 to construct a linear extension g : P —

[n] satisfying g(x) = 1+ |P<, and g(y) = n — |P,|. Note that
Ki={teOp:ty—t,=1}={t€Op:t,=1,t, =0}.

In particular, for any v € Ky, for all w < z and n > y we must have v, = 0 and v, = 1. Thus,

K; C Z eu + @ R[ew]~

WePZy WGP\(PSIUPZ'Q)

On the other hand, if we have P<, = {a,...,aq,2} ordered by according to g and P>, =

{y,B1,..., P} ordered according to g, then
KiNAy={te[0,1]":0=tg, <...<tq, <ty <...<ty=tg =...=tg =1}
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Taking the affine span, we have

aff Ky D aff(Ki NAy) = Z ew + @ Rley].
wGPZy weP\(ng_,UPZy

This completes the proof for the given formula for aff K;. The third formula follows from the fact

that aff (K + L) = aff K + aff L for any non-empty sets K and L. O

5.2.1 Modifications and linear extensions of posets

In this section, we will define certain linear extensions and linear extension modifications to help
with the analysis of the polytopes associated to the Kahn-Saks sequence. In particular, it will also
be useful to have examples of extremal linear extensions which place x and y close to each or very
far from each other. It will also be useful to modify an existing linear extension to make a covering

relation adjacent in a linear extension with changing too many terms in the original extension.
Proposition 5.5. The poset P as at least one linear extension.

Proof. We induct on the size of P. If |P| = 1, then the partial order is already a total order. Now
suppose the claim is true for posets of size n — 1 and let P be a poset of size n. Let m € P be a
maximal element. Let P’ be the poset which you get by deleting m. From the inductive hypothesis,

there is a linear extension g : P’ — [n]. Then, the map f : P — [n] defined by

w) ifw#m,
fw) = 9(w)

n Hfw=m

is a linear extension of P. O
Proposition 5.6. There exists a linear extension f : P — [n] satisfying f(y) — f(2) = |Po<.<y| + 1.

Proof. Let £ denote the set of linear extensions of P. From Proposition 5.5, there exists a linear

extension fmin € -£ which minimizes f(y) — f(z) out of all f € Z. Since z <y, we know

fmin(y) - fmin(x) >1+ |Pac<~<y|'

If fmin(y) — fmin(z) = 1+ |Prc.<y|, then we proposition is proved. Otherwise, we can assume
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Smin(y) — fmin(x) > 2 + | Py<.<yl|. Define the set

Mo = {2 € P fuin(®) < fiin(2) < frmin(y)}

= fr;:] {(fmin (l‘), fmin(y))}

which consist of the elements of the poset which appear between = and y in the linear extension f,.
From the assumption fmin(y) — fmin(2) > 24 |Py<.<y|, we know there is at least one element in My,
which is not comparable to both x and y. This is because any element that is comparable to both
z and y must be in the set P,..., which doesn’t have enough elements to satisfy the inequality.
Without loss of generality, suppose that there exists an element which is not comparable to x. Let
z € My, be such an element which minimizes fmin(2). In other words, in the linear extension, it
is the leftmost element of this type. All elements between = and z in the linear extension must be
greater than x from our choice of z. In particular, those elements cannot be less than z since that
would imply the relation x < z. This means that we can move z to the immediate left of x and
still have a working linear extension. But the resulting linear extension will have a smaller value of

f(y) = f(z). This contradicts the minimality of fuy, and completes the proof of the proposition. [

Proposition 5.7. There exists a linear extension f : P — [n] satisfying f(z) = |P<,| + 1 and

fy) =n—[Psyl.

Proof. Consider any linear extensions of the three subposets: P<,, P\(P<z U P>,), and P>,. By

appending the extensions in this order, we get an extension of P of the desired form. O

Proposition 5.8. Let f : P — [n] be a linear extension and let a,b € P be elements such that a <b.
Then there is a linear extension f : P — [n] satisfying f(b) — f(a) = 1 and f(z) = f(z) whenever
f(z) < fla) or f(2) > f(b).

Proof. Consider the sub-poset consisting of a, b, and the elements in between a and b in the linear
extension f. By Proposition 5.6, there is a linear extension of this sub-poset so that a lies to the
immediate left of b. By replacing the portion of the extension f containing the elements of this

sub-poset by this linear extension, we get the desired linear extension. O

Lemma 5.9. Let (P, <) be a poset and let xz,y € P be two elements such that 2 y. Suppose
that = and y are incomparable with respect to the order <. Let <, be a binary relation defined by

z1 <4 29 if and only if z; < 25 or z; < x and z3 > y. Then <, is a partial order on P.

126



Proof. In the following, we separate the proofs of reflexivity, anti-symmetry, and transitivity for the

binary relation <,. Let a,b,c € P be arbitrary points in the poset.
(i) Since a < a, we must have a <, a. This proves reflexivity of <.

(ii) If a <, b and b <, a, then there are four possibilities. The first possibility is a« < b and b < a.
In this case, we get a = b. The second possibility isa < z,y < band b < z,y < a. In this case,
y <a<axsoy <z But this contradicts our assumption that z ?* y. The third possibility
isa <band b <z, y < a. In this case, we have y < a < b < x which cannot happen for
the same reason the second possibility cannot happen. Similarly, the fourth possibility cannot

occur. Thus, in any case, <, satisfies the anti-symmetry property.

(iii) For the final property, suppose that a <, b and b <, ¢. Again, there are four possibilities. The
first possibility is @ < b and b < ¢. Then a < ¢ which implies a <, ¢. The second possibility
isa<b b<uz and y < c. In this case, a < x and y < ¢. Thus a <, ¢ holds. The third
possibility is a < x, y < b, and b < ¢. In this case a < x and y < ¢. Thus a <, ¢ holds. The
fourth possibility is a < z,y < b and b < z,y < ¢. But this implies that y < z which cannot

happen. In all cases, <, satisfies the transitivity property.
O

Lemma 5.10. Let (P, <) be a poset and z,y € P be elements such that z 2 y. Let <, be the
partial order as defined in Lemma 5.9. Let { Ny} be the Kahn-Saks sequence with respect to < and

let {Nk} be the Kahn-Saks sequence with respect to <,. Then N; = J\N/';€ for all k.

Proof. We prove the stronger statement that a bijective map f : P — [n] is a linear extension of <
satisfying f(y) — f(z) = k if and only if it is a linear extension of <, satisfying f(y) — f(z) = k.
Clearly any linear extension of <, is a linear extension of <. Now suppose that f is a linear extension
of < satisfying f(y)— f(z) = k. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that it is not a linear extension
of <,. This means that there are two elements a,b € P such that a <, b and f(b) < f(a). Since
a <, b, we either have a < b or a < x and y < b. In the first case, we would have f(a) < f(b) since
f is a linear extension of <. This would be give a contradiction. For the second case, we would have

fla) < f(z) < f(y) < f(b), which is also a contradiction. This suffices for the proof. O

Lemma 5.11 is a linear algebraic result which allows us skimp on calculating the exact affine span

of our faces.
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Lemma 5.11. Let Wy and W5 be finite dimensional affine spaces. Let Vi C Wy and Vo, C W5 be
affine subspaces such that dimV; = dim Wy — a and dim V5 = dim W5 — b for some a,b > 0. Then

d1m(V1 + VQ) > d1m(W1 + Wg) —a—b.
Proof. After suitable translations, it suffices to prove the result when all our spaces are vector spaces.

Then, we have

> dim Wy + dim Wy — dlm(W1 N Wg) —a—2>5
= d1m(W1 + WQ) —a—>b.
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Our main application of Lemma 5.11 is when W; and W5 are the affine spans of Ky and K,

while Vi and V5 are the affine spans of faces of Ky and K.

5.3 Stanley Basis Inequality for Graphic Matroids

Lemma 5.12. Theorem 3.35 is true when G = (V, E) is a connected graph on |V| = 3 vertices.

Proof. The only non-trivial case to check is for n = 3. We can define r; = eg(vq,v3), r2 = er(v1,vs),
and r3 = eg(vy,v2). We can then define g1, ¢a, and g3 similarly. From the same reasoning as in

Theorem 3.35, we get that
T = A1q1,T2 = A2q2,73 = A3q3
and

r14+re =XM1 +q) = Xa(q1 + ¢2)
ro + 13 = Xa(q2 + q3) = A3(q2 + ¢3)

rs+ri=X(g3+q) = lgs +q1)

for some constants A1, Az, A3 > 0. All of these equations imply that \; = Ao = A3. This suffices for

the proof. O
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