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Abstract. We consider statistical models arising from the common set of solutions to
a sparse polynomial system with general coefficients. The maximum likelihood degree
counts the number of critical points of the likelihood function restricted to the model.
We prove the maximum likelihood degree of a sparse polynomial system is determined
by its Newton polytopes and equals the mixed volume of a related Lagrange system
of equations.
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1. Introduction

Maximum likelihood estimation is a statistical method of density estimation that seeks
to maximize the probability that a given set of samples comes from a distribution. Given
independent and identically distributed (iid) samples s(1), . . . , s(N) we can form a data
vector u ∈ 4n−1 := {p ∈ Rn

>0 :
∑n

i=1 pi = 1} which counts the fraction of times each
event happened in the sample set s(1), . . . , s(N).

Given u, the log likelihood function for a discrete random variable is given by

log(pu11 · · · punn ) = u1 log(p1) + . . .+ un log(pn).

Maximum likelihood estimation aims to select the set of points p ∈ 4n−1 that maximizes
the likelihood that u came from that distribution. In many instances, we assume that
our density p lives in a statistical modelM ⊆ 4n−1. In this setup, maximum likelihood
estimation amounts to solving the (often) nonconvex optimization problem

max
p

u1 log(p1) + . . .+ un log(pn) subject to p ∈M.

This is the primary problem under consideration. While nonconvex optimization is
often much more challenging than its convex counterpart, methods exist to tackle this
problem. We consider the setup where M is defined by a set of polynomial equations
and use tools from algebraic geometry to study the critical points of this optimization
problem. This problem has been studied from several points of view. An algebraic
geometry approach and definition of maximum likelihood (ML) degree was made in [12,
24]. The results in [27] show that the ML degree of a smooth variety equals a signed
Euler characteristic, and in the case of a hypersurface, that the ML degree equals a
signed volume of a Newton polytope. For the singular case, formulas for the ML Degree
are given by the Euler obstruction function [37]. ML degrees also make an appearance in
toric geometry [2, 14] and are studied for other statistical models [3, 16, 22, 34, 39].
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Specifically, we consider whenM is given by the variety of a system of sparse polynomial
equations. Sparse polynomials have been studied in several contexts in numerical algebraic
geometry [25, 41]. A good introduction to this material is [38, Chapter 3]. Following
similar conventions as those in [11], we specify a family of sparse polynomials by its
monomial support using the following notation. For each α = (α1, ..., αn) ∈ Nn

≥0, the
monomial xα := xα1

1 · · ·xαnn with exponent α is the map xα : Cn → C. A sparse polynomial
is a linear combination of monomials. LetA• = (A1, . . . ,Ak) denote a k-tuple of nonempty
finite subsets of Nn

≥0. A general sparse polynomial system of equations with support A•
is given by ∑

α∈A1

c1,αx
α = . . . =

∑
α∈Ak

ck,αx
α = 0,

where the coefficients {ci,α}α∈Ai,i∈[k] are general.

Remark 1.1. The concept of genericity is fundamental in applied algebraic geometry.
Throughout the rest of this paper we consider a general sparse polynomial system F and
general data vector u. Formally, we require that the coefficients of the polynomials of F
and entries of u lie in a dense Zariski open set.

Related work has considered a similar optimization problem

(1.1) min
x∈Rn

g(x) subject to x ∈ X

where X is a real algebraic variety and g is a specified objective function. A particular
choice of g that is of interest is when g = ‖x − u‖22 for a point u ∈ Rn. This is called
the Euclidean distance function and the number of critical points to this optimization
problem for general u is called the ED degree of X . The study of ED degrees began with
[17] and initial bounds on the ED degree of a variety were given in [18]. Other work has
found the ED degree for real algebraic groups [4], Fermat hypersurfaces [30], orthogonally
invariant matrices [19], smooth complex projective varieties [1], the multiview variety
[33], and when X is a hypersurface [9]. Further work has considered instances of this
problem when the data u are not general [32] as well as when the semidefinite relaxation
is tight [13].

A final connection is when the objective function in (1.1) is a polynomial. In this case,
the number of critical points is called the algebraic degree of the optimization problem.
In [35], the algebraic degree of (1.1) is considered when X = V (f1, . . . , fk) with fi and
g are all generic polynomials of some degree. By [35, Proposition 2.1] the number of
solutions (x∗, λ∗1, . . . , λ

∗
k) ∈ Cn+k to the the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT)-system

∇g(x∗) +
k∑
i=1

λ∗i∇fi(x∗) = 0

f1(x
∗) = · · · = fk(x

∗) = 0

is the algebraic degree. Moreover, a formula for this degree is given in [35, Theorem
2.2] in terms of the degrees of g and f1, . . . , fk. Other formulas for many classes of
convex polynomial optimization problems are given in [21] and [36]. Related topics and
background on algebraic optimization problems and the corresponding convex geometry
can be found in [8].
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2. The ML degree of sparse systems

Let F : Rn → Rk be a sparse polynomial system with general coefficients. Let u ∈ Rn
>0

be a general point. Here u is the data and F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉 gives the model. We want to
solve the maximum likelihood optimization problem:

(MLE) sup
x∈Rn>0

n∑
i=1

ui log(xi) subject to x ∈ V(F ).

One approach to solving (MLE) is to find all critical points which can be done using
Lagrange multipliers. The Lagrangian function for (MLE) is defined as

Λ(x1, . . . , xn, λ1, . . . , λk) :=
n∑
i=1

ui log(xi)−
k∑
j=1

λjfj.(2.1)

To find all complex critical points of (MLE) we solve the square polynomial system L :
Cn+k → Cn+k obtained by taking the partial derivatives of Λ. The partial derivatives are

∂

∂xi
Λ =

ui
xi
− ∂

∂xi

( k∑
j=1

λjfj

)
, i ∈ [n],(2.2)

∂

∂λj
Λ = −fj, j ∈ [k].(2.3)

Multiplying ∂
∂xi

Λ by xi clears the denominators to get the polynomials

`i := xi ·
∂

∂xi
Λ = ui − xi

k∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂xi
(fj), i ∈ [n].(2.4)

Using the notation in (2.3)-(2.4), the ML system of F is

(2.5) L(F ) = 〈`1, . . . , `n, f1, . . . , fk〉,

a system in n+ k unknowns and n+ k equations. In the literature, the ML system is also
known as the Lagrange likelihood equations. We use the former terminology for brevity.
The ML degree of F is the number of complex (real or non-real) solutions to L(F ) for
generic data.

The following proposition shows that the ML degree of a sparse polynomial system is
well defined.

Proposition 2.1. For a general sparse polynomial system F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉 and for generic
data u, the corresponding ML system has finitely many solutions in Cn × Ck. Moreover,
all solutions to the ML system are in (C∗)n × (C∗)k.

Proof. This proof uses genericity in two different ways. First we use genericity of the coef-
ficients of f1, . . . , fk. By Bertini’s Theorem [23, Ch. III,§10.9.2], the variety of 〈f1, . . . , fk〉
saturated by the coordinate hyperplanes is either empty or codimension k. Denote this
variety by X. Moreover, by Bertini’s Theorem, if k < n, then the variety X is irreducible.
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The polynomials `1, . . . , `n give a map X × Ck
λ → Cn

u. The source of this map is
n-dimensional and irreducible and therefore the image is at most n-dimensional and irre-
ducible.

Now we use genericity of the data. If the image is n dimensional, then a fiber over a
generic point in Cn is zero dimensional. This means the ML system for generic data has
finitely many solutions. On the other hand, if the image is lower dimensional, then the
fiber over a generic point is empty. In such a case the ML degree is zero.

Since X is defined by saturating by the coordinate hyperplanes, we must show that
there are still only finitely many solutions to the ML System in (Cn \ (C∗)n)×Ck. By the
data being generic, we may assume the ui coordinate is nonzero. For i = 1, . . . , n, having
ui 6= 0 and `i = 0 implies that the xi coordinate of the solution is not zero. Therefore all
solutions to the ML system are in (C∗)n × Ck.

We have shown the first statement and part of the second statement. It remains to
show that there are no solutions with λi = 0 for i ∈ [k]. If we assume λ∗k = 0 by
way of contradiction, then (x∗1, . . . , x

∗
n, λ

∗
1, . . . , λ

∗
k−1) is a solution to the ML system of

f1, . . . , fk−1. By the argument above, this new ML system has finitely many solutions.
By the genericity of fk, none of these solutions will satisfy fk(x

∗) = 0. �

We remark that the arguments used in the first half of the proof are analogous to the
ones presented in [24, Proposition 3].

2.1. Newton polytopes of likelihood equations and the algebraic torus. We want
to use existing results on sparse polynomial systems from algebraic geometry. To do this,
we first need a few definitions.

Definition 2.2. For a polynomial f ∈ C[x1, . . . , xn], we define the Newton polytope of f
as the convex hull of the set of exponent vectors of f . We denote this by Newt(f), and
we let Vert(f) denote the set of vertices of Newt(f).

The next lemma describes the Newton polytopes of the ML system (2.5). We use the
notation x1 · · ·xn | f when there exists a polynomial g such that x1 · · ·xn · g = f .

Lemma 2.3. Consider a sparse polynomial system F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉. If x1 · · · xn | fj for
all j ∈ [k], then for every i ∈ [n] and j ∈ [k], Newt(fj) = Newt(xi

∂
∂xi
fj). Moreover, for

every i ∈ [n] the Newton polytope of `i is equal to

Newt(`i) = Conv({0n+k} ∪ Vert(λ1f1) ∪ · · · ∪ Vert(λkfk)).

Proof. The proof of the first statement follows from the fact that a Newton polytope is
determined by its vertices, and that

∂

∂xi
(xα1

1 · · ·xαnn ) =

{
0 αi = 0,

αi
x
α1
1 ···x

αn
n

xi
otherwise.

The proof of the second statement follows from the the definition of the likelihood equa-
tions and Newton polytopes.

�

The following example provides an intuitive description of Lemma 2.3.
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Example 2.4. Let F = f = 〈2x4+3y3−5〉, and consider variable ordering (x, y, λ). Then
the Newton polytopes given by L(f) are

Newt(f) = Conv({(4, 0, 0), (0, 3, 0), (0, 0, 0)}),
Newt(`1) = Conv({(0, 0, 0), (4, 0, 1)}), and

Newt(`2) = Conv({(0, 0, 0), (0, 3, 1)}).

These are different from the Newton polytopes coming from L(f̂), where f̂ = 〈xy · f〉:

Newt(f̂) = Conv({(5, 1, 0), (1, 4, 0), (1, 1, 0)}), and

Newt( ˆ̀
1) = Newt( ˆ̀

2) = Conv({(5, 1, 1), (1, 4, 1), (1, 1, 1), (0, 0, 0)}).

Figure 1. Newt(`1),Newt(`2) and Newt( ˆ̀
1) = Newt( ˆ̀

2) from Example 2.4

The following proposition shows that the assumption x1 · · ·xn | fj for all j ∈ [k] in
Lemma 2.3 is not an issue.

Proposition 2.5. Let F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉 and F̂ = 〈f̂1, . . . , f̂k〉 where fj ∈ C[x1, . . . , xn]

and f̂j = x1 · · · xn · fj for j ∈ [k]. The ML degree of F equals the ML degree of F̂ .

Proof. Recall the definition of ML system in (2.5), and let

L(F ) = 〈`1, . . . , `n, f1, . . . , fk〉 and L(F̂ ) = 〈ˆ̀1, . . . , ˆ̀
n, f̂1, . . . , f̂k〉.

By Proposition 2.1 it suffices to show that there is a bijection between V(L(F ))∩ (C∗)n+k
and V(L(F̂ )) ∩ (C∗)n+k. We claim such a bijection is given by

φ : V(L(F )) ∩ (C∗)n+k → V(L(F̂ )) ∩ (C∗)n+k

(x1, . . . , xn, λ1, . . . , λk) 7→ (x1, . . . , xn,
λ1

x1 · · · xn
, . . . ,

λk
x1 · · ·xn

)

We need to show that φ is well defined. Since we assume (x, λ) ∈ (C∗)n+k, λi
x1···xn is well

defined. Now observe that if fj(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 then f̂j = x1 · · ·xn · fj(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 so
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we only need to show ˆ̀
i vanishes on the image of φ. By definition,

ˆ̀
i = ui − xi ·

k∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂xi
(x1 · · ·xnfj)

= ui − xi ·
k∑
j=1

λj(x1 · · · xi−1xi+1 · · ·xnfj + x1 · · ·xn
∂

∂xi
(fj)).

Since fj(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 the first term in the summand vanishes. Substituting λj 7→
λj

x1···xn , the result is then clear.
Consider

φ−1 : V(L(F )) ∩ (C∗)n+k → V(L(F̂ )) ∩ (C∗)n+k

(x1, . . . , xn, λ1, . . . , λk) 7→ (x1, . . . , xn, x1 · · ·xnλ1, . . . , x1 · · ·xnλk).

It is clear that the map φ ◦ φ−1 = φ−1 ◦ φ is the identity, and that

φ−1(x1, . . . , xn, λ1, . . . , λk) ∈ V(L(F )) ∩ (C∗)n+k.
�

2.2. Initial systems of the likelihood equations. We now consider the geometry of
the Newton polytopes of the likelihood equations and how it relates to the number of C∗
solutions to these equations.

Given a nonzero vector w ∈ Zn and a polytope P ⊆ Rn, we denote Pw as the face
exposed by w and valw(P ) the value w takes on this face. Specifically:

Pw = {x ∈ P : 〈w, x〉 ≤ 〈w, y〉 for all y ∈ P} and valw(P ) = min
x∈P
〈w, x〉,

with 〈(w1, . . . , wn), (x1, . . . , xn)〉 := w1x1 + · · ·wnxn. If f =
∑

α∈Newt(f) cαx
α, we call

initw(f) =
∑

α∈(Newt(f))w

cαx
α

the initial polynomial of f . For convenience, let Newtw(f) denote (Newt(f))w and
valw(f) = valw(Newt(f)). For more background on initial polynomials, see [15, Chap-
ter 2].

For convex bodies K1, . . . , Kn in Rn, consider the Minkowski sum µ1K1 + · · ·+ µnKn.
The volume of µ1K1 + · · ·+µnKn as a function of µ1, . . . , µn is a homogeneous polynomial
Q(µ1, . . . , µn) of degree n. The mixed volume of K1, . . . , Kn, denoted MVol(K1, . . . , Kn),
is defined to be the coefficient of µ1 · · ·µn in Q. For more details about mixed volumes
see [20].

There are three important properties of the mixed volume which we wish to highlight:

(1) Translation Invariance: MVol(K1, . . . , Kn) = MVol(a+K1, . . . , Kn) for a ∈ Rn,
(2) Monotonicity: MVol(K̃1, K2 . . . , Kn) ≤ MVol(K1, . . . , Kn) when K̃1 ⊆ K1,
(3) Special Linear Invariance: MVol(K1, . . . , Kn) = MVol(φK1, . . . , φKn) for any

φ in the special linear group SLn(R).

Recent work has analyzed when the monotonicity inequality is strict [7]. The connection
between the convex geometry of a polynomial system and the number of C∗ solutions to
this system was made in a sequence of papers [6, 28, 29].
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Theorem 2.6 (BKK bound ). Let G = 〈g1, . . . , gn〉 be a general sparse polynomial system
in C[x1, . . . , xn] and let P1, . . . , Pn be their respective Newton polytopes. The number of
C∗-solutions to F = 0 is equal to MVol(P1, . . . , Pn). Moreover, MVol(P1, . . . , Pn) is an
upper bound for the number of isolated solutions in (C∗)n for a system with arbitrary
coefficients. If for every nonzero w ∈ Zn, the initial systems initw(g1, ..., gn) have no
solutions in (C∗)n, then all the roots of the system are isolated.

By Proposition 2.1 we know that for a general sparse polynomial system F and data
vector u, there are finitely many complex solutions to the likelihood equations and that
all such complex solutions live in the torus. Therefore, we would like to use Theorem 2.6
to identify the ML degree of F . To do this we need some preliminary results.

By Lemma 2.3, if x1 · · ·xn | fj for all j ∈ [k] then

Newt(`j) = Newt(`i)

for i, j ∈ [n]. Call this polytope P . Given some nonzero weight vector w ∈ Zn+k,
we would like to determine which face of P is exposed by w, based on which faces of
Newt(f1), . . . ,Newt(fk) are exposed by w.

Lemma 2.7. Let F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉 denote a general sparse polynomial system. Let
ẽj ∈ Rn+k be the vector with (n+ j)-th entry equal to 1 and all other entries equal to 0.
Suppose w is a nonzero weight vector in Zn+k.

If x1 · · ·xn | fj for all j ∈ [k], then up to reordering the f1, . . . , fk, w exposes P on one
of the following faces:

(1) the origin,
(2) Conv(ẽ1 + Newtw(f1), . . . , ẽt + Newtw(ft)) for some t ∈ [k],
(3) Conv(0, ẽ1 + Newtw(f1), . . . , ẽt + Newtw(ft)) for some t ∈ [k].

Proof. Fix a nonzero weight vector w = (a, b) ∈ Rn×Rk and suppose (v, 0k) ∈ Newt(f1)\
Newtw(f1). From the description of P in Lemma 2.3 we have that

valw(P ) ∈ {0, b1 + valw(f1), . . . , bk + valw(fk)}.
If bj + valw(fj) > 0 for all j ∈ [k], then P is exposed at the origin, so we are in Case 1. If
b1 + valw(f1) = · · · = bt + valw(ft) = γ < 0 for some t ∈ [k], where bj + valw(fj) > γ for
all t+ 1 ≤ j ≤ k, then we are in Case 2. If above γ = 0, then we are in Case 3. �

We illustrate Lemma 2.7 with the following example.

Example 2.8. Recall the ML system L(f̂) from Example 2.4 where f̂ = 〈xy(2x4+3y3−5)〉
and P from Figure 1. Consider the three weight vectors

w1 = (−3, 14, 3), w2 = (−3,−4, 3), w3 = (−3, 12, 3).

The respective exposed faces of P for these weight vectors are

Pw1 = {(0, 0, 0)}, Pw2 = Conv({(5, 1, 1), (1, 4, 1)}), Pw3 = Conv({(0, 0, 0), (5, 1, 1)}),
and are shown in red in Figure 2. Each Pwi corresponds to one of the three cases in
Lemma 2.7. Namely, Pw1 is the origin; Pw2 is in Case 2; and Pw3 is in Case 3.

We now need to show that for each of the three cases outlined in Lemma 2.7, there are
no C∗ solutions to the corresponding initial system.
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Figure 2. Pw1 , Pw2 and Pw3 from Example 2.8.

Lemma 2.9. Let F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉 denote a general sparse polynomial system. If x1 · · · xn |
fj for all j ∈ [k], then there are no C∗ solutions to initw(L(F )) when Pw is as in Case 1.

Proof. Recall that in Case 1 in Lemma 2.7, Pw is the origin. In this case we have initw(`i) =
ui = 0. Since generally ui 6= 0, this initial system has no solutions. �

Lemma 2.10. Let F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉 denote a general sparse polynomial system. If
x1 · · ·xn | fj for all j ∈ [k], then there are no C∗ solutions to initw(L(F )) when Pw
is as in Case 2.

Proof. Recall that in Case 2 in Lemma 2.7, Pw is Conv(ẽ1+Newtw(f1), . . . , ẽt+Newtw(ft))
for some t ∈ [k].

Let f̃j = initw(fj) for j ∈ [k]. We consider the following as a subsystem of initw(L(F )):

f̃1 = . . . = f̃t = 0,

x1
( t∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂x1
(f̃j)

)
= . . . = xn

( t∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂xn
(f̃j)

)
= 0.

Since we only consider C∗ solutions, this reduces to

f̃1 = . . . = f̃t = 0,

t∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂x1
(f̃j) = . . . =

t∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂xn
(f̃j) = 0.

By Bertini’s Theorem [23, Ch. III,§10.9.2], the variety cut out by f̃1 = 0, . . . , f̃t = 0

has codimension t in (C∗)n and V(f̃1, . . . , f̃t) has no singular solutions in the torus. So
this initial system has no C∗ solutions.

�

Before we consider the final case of Lemma 2.7, we need a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 2.11. Let F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉 denote a general sparse polynomial system where
x1 · · · xn | fj for all j ∈ [k]. Furthermore, let w = (a, b) ∈ Zn × Zk be a nonzero weight
vector. If a = 0 then there are no C∗ solutions to initw(L(F )).

Proof. Under the assumption a = 0,

Newtw(fj) = Newt(fj) and valw(fj) = 0 for all j ∈ [k].
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Recall from the proof of Lemma 2.7,

valw(P ) ∈ {0, b1 + valw(f1), . . . , bk + valw(fk)}.

Since valw(fj) = 0, this gives that valw(P ) ∈ {0, b1, . . . , bk}. If any bj < 0 or all bj > 0 for
j ∈ [k], then by Lemmas 2.10 and 2.9 there are no C∗ solutions to the initial system.

It remains to consider when

b1 = . . . = bt = 0 and bt+1, . . . , bk > 0.

Note that t < k, because otherwise b would be the all zeros vector, which is not allowed.
Observe that initw(`1, . . . , `n, f1, . . . , ft) is equal to the ML system of (f1, . . . , ft). By
Proposition 2.1 there are finitely many solutions to this ML system. Since ft+1, . . . , fk
are general, their respective hypersurfaces do not intersect the variety of this Lagrange
system. �

Lemma 2.12. Let F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉 denote a general sparse polynomial system. If
x1 · · ·xn | fj for all j ∈ [k], then there are no C∗ solutions to initw(L(F )) when Pw
is as in Case 3.

Proof. Recall from Case 3 in Lemma 2.7, Pw is Conv(0, ẽ1+Newtw(f1), . . . , ẽt+Newtw(ft))

for some t ∈ [k]. Let f̃j = initw(fj) for j ∈ [k].
We consider the subsystem of initw(L(F )) given by:

f̃1 = . . . = f̃t = 0

x1

t∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂x1
(f̃j) = u1

...

xn

t∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂xn
(f̃j) = un.

Multiplying f̃j by λj, this becomes

λ1f̃1 = . . . = λtf̃t = 0

x1

t∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂x1
(f̃j) = u1

...

xn

t∑
j=1

λj
∂

∂xn
(f̃j) = un.

Observe that λj f̃j has the same monomial support as xiλj
∂
∂xi

(f̃j) for all i ∈ [n]. There-

fore if we write λj f̃j =
∑Mj

i=1 ci,jx
αi,j we can write initw(`1, . . . , `n, f1, . . . , ft) as the linear
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system AX = U :


α1,1 . . . α1,M1 . . . αt,1 . . . αt,Mt

− 1M1 − 0 · · · 0
...

...
...

0 · · · 0 · · · − 1Mt −

 ·



c1,1x
α1,1

...
c1,M1x

α,M1

...
ct,1x

αt,1

...
ct,Mtx

αt,Mt


=



u1
...
un
0
...
0


.

Note that A ∈ N(n+t)×(M1+...+Mt), X ∈ RM1+...+Mt , U ∈ Nn+t, and 1Mi
is a row vector

of size Mi of all ones.
For M1, . . . ,Mt large enough, a dimension count of A suggests its rows are linearly

independent. However, it turns out that no matter the size of M1, . . . ,Mt, the matrix A
always has a nontrivial left kernel vector:

(a1, . . . , an,−valw(f1), . . . ,−valw(ft)),

where w = (a, b) ∈ Zn × Zk. This follows from 〈a, αj,i〉 = valw(fj) for j ∈ [t].
By Lemma 2.11, we know that some of the ai are nonzero, which contradicts the

generality of u, as it would imply that 〈a, u〉 = 0 with a 6= 0.
�

2.3. Main result and consequences.

Theorem 2.13 (Main Result). For general sparse polynomials F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉, denote
its ML system (2.5) by L(F ). The ML degree of F equals the mixed volume of L(F ).

Proof. For readability, we abbreviate MVol(Newt(g1), . . . ,Newt(gn)) by MVol(g1, . . . , gn)

throughout the proof. Consider the system F̂ = (f̂1, . . . , f̂k) where f̂j = x1 · · ·xn · fj for
j ∈ [k]. It follows from Theorem 2.6, Proposition 2.1 and Lemmas 2.7, 2.9, 2.10 and 2.12

that the ML degree of F̂ equals the mixed volume of L(F̂ ).
Now we show that the ML degree of F equals the mixed volume of L(F ). First observe

that Newt(fj) + (1n, 0k) = Newt(f̂j) for j ∈ [k]. Since the mixed volume is translation
invariant, this gives

MVol(`1, . . . , `n, f1, . . . , fk) = MVol(`1, . . . , `n, f̂1, . . . , f̂k).

For φ ∈ SLn+k given by [
In 1n×k

0k×n Ik

]
,

we have

MVol(`1, . . . , `n, f̂1, . . . , f̂k) = MVol(φ · `1, . . . , φ · `n, φ · f̂1, . . . , φ · f̂k)

= MVol(φ · `1, . . . , φ · `n, f̂1, . . . , f̂k).

Since φ(Newt(`i)) ⊆ Newt(ˆ̀
i), by monotonicity of mixed volume we get

MVol(φ · `1, . . . , φ · `n, f̂1, . . . , f̂k) ≤ MVol(ˆ̀
1, . . . , ˆ̀

n, f̂1, . . . , f̂k).
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Thus far we have shown the inequality MVol(L(F )) ≤ MVol(L(F̂ )). We claim the
following list of equalities also holds:

MVol(L(F̂ )) = ML Degree of F̂ = ML Degree of F ≤ MVol(L(F )).(2.6)

From the argument given above we also have that the mixed volume of L(F̂ ) is equal

to the ML degree of F̂ . By Proposition 2.5 we have that the ML degree of F̂ equals the
ML degree of F . The first part of Theorem 2.6 tells us that the ML degree of F is upper
bounded by the mixed volume of L(F ). The inequalitiy MVol(L(F )) ≤ MVol(L(F̂ ))
paired with (2.6) shows that the mixed volume L(F ) equals the ML degree of F . �

Remark 2.14. Theorem 2.13 shows that an optimal homotopy method to find all critical
points for maximum likelihood estimation is given by a standard polyhedral homotopy
from its ML system. The polyhedral homotopy was presented in [26], and there exists off
the shelf software implementations [10, 40, 31]. For the background in homotopy methods
in numerical algebraic geometry see [5].

Remark 2.15 (Sum-to-one-constraint). For MLE, typically f1 ∈ F will be x1+. . .+xn−1.
Although this polynomial does not have general coefficients, we can rescale the variables
so the traditional MLE situation falls into our set-up.

A corollary of our results is that the ML degree of a general sparse polynomial system
F depends only on the Newton polytopes.

Corollary 2.16. Consider two general sparse polynomial systems: F = 〈f1, . . . , fk〉 and
G = 〈g1, . . . , gk〉, where Newt(fj) = Newt(gj) for j ∈ [k]. The ML degree of F equals the
ML degree of G.

Proof. Suppose F and G have the same Newton polytopes. Consider x1 · · · xnF = F̂ and
x1 · · ·xnG = Ĝ. The ML systems of F̂ and Ĝ have the same Newton polytopes, so by
Theorem 2.13 the ML degree of F̂ equals the ML degree of Ĝ. Proposition 2.5 then gives
that the ML degree of F equals the ML degree of F̂ and likewise for G and Ĝ, giving
the result. �

This is a surprising corollary because the Newton polytopes of F do not determine the
Newton polytopes of the respective ML system.

Example 2.17. Consider the ML systems L(f) and L(f̂) from Example 2.4 and Exam-
ple 2.8. Both of these systems have a mixed volume and ML degree equal to 12 even
though the Newton polytopes of the corresponding ML systems are quite different.
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[2] C. Améndola, N. Bliss, I. Burke, C. R. Gibbons, M. Helmer, S. Hoşten, E. D. Nash, J. I. Rodriguez,
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