arXiv:1806.00827v2 [math.GT] 25 Jan 2019

SOME MORE AMPLITUHEDRA ARE CONTRACTIBLE

PAVLE V. M. BLAGOJEVIC, PAVEL GALASHIN, NEVENA PALIC, AND GUNTER M. ZIEGLER

ABsTrACT. The amplituhedra arise as images of the totally nonnegative Grassmannians by projections
that are induced by linear maps. They were introduced in Physics by Arkani-Hamed & Trnka (Journal of
High Energy Physics, 2014) as model spaces that should provide a better understanding of the scattering
amplitudes of quantum field theories. The topology of the amplituhedra has been known only in a few
special cases, where they turned out to be homeomorphic to balls. The amplituhedra are special cases
of Grassmann polytopes introduced by Lam (Current Developments in Mathematics 2014, Int. Press).
In this paper we show that that some further amplituhedra are homeomorphic to balls, and that some
more Grassmann polytopes and amplituhedra are contractible.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

1.1. Introduction. Let n and k be integers such that n > k > 1. If Maty_ ,, denotes the space of all real
k x n matrices of rank k, then the real Grassmannian Gj(R™) — the space of all k-dimensional linear
subspaces of R™ — can be defined as the orbit space Gi(R™) = GLj \ Maty, ,. The totally nonnegative
part of the Grassmannian is defined quite analogously.

Definition 1.1 (Postnikov [14, Sec.3]). Let n > k > 1 be integers, let Ma‘u,i?z be the space of all real
k x n matrices of rank k all whose maximal minors are nonnegative, and let GL;: denote the group of all
real k X k matrices with positive determinant, which acts freely on Mat,i?l by matrix multiplication from
the left. The totally nonnegative Grassmannian Gi°(R™) is the orbit space GZ°(R") = GL; \ Mat,i?l.

The totally nonnegative Grassmannian was introduced and studied by Postnikov in 2006 [14, Sec. 3],
building on works by Lusztig [12] and by Fomin & Zelevinsky [6]. Subsequently, the geometric and
combinatorial properties of the totally nonnegative Grassmannian were studied intensively. Rietsch &
Williams showed that the totally nonnegative Grassmannian is contractible [16, Thm. 1.1]; an earlier
argument by Lusztig [13, Sec.4.4] can also be adapted to prove the same. Galashin, Karp & Lam [7,
Thm. 1.1] proved that GEO(R") is indeed homeomorphic to a closed k(n — k)-dimensional ball.

In 2014, the physicists Arkani-Hamed & Trnka [2, Sec. 9] introduced the amplituhedra as certain images
of the totally nonnegative Grassmannians. They conjectured that their geometry describes scattering
amplitudes in some quantum field theories. For a gentle introduction to amplituhedra in physics and
mathematics consult [4]. Shortly after, Lam introduced Grassmann polytopes [11], which generalize
amplituhedra.

Postnikov [14, Def. 3.2, Thm. 3.5] defined a CW structure on the totally nonnegative Grassmannian
GEO(R”) such that each cell, also called a positroid cell, is indexed by the associated matroid — a positroid
— of rank k on n elements, see also [15]. Furthermore, Rietsch & Williams [16] showed that the closures
of positroid cells are contractible and that their boundaries are homotopy equivalent to spheres.

Definition 1.2. Let £ > 1, m > 0 and n > k + m be integers, and let Z be a real (k +m) x n matrix
such that the assignment

Z(span(V)) = span(VZ ") (1)
induces a map N

Z: GZO(R") — Gi(RFF™),
Here V € Mat,i?l, span denotes the row span of a matrix, and Z' is the transpose of the matrix Z.

The image A (e) of a closed positroid cell € in the CW decomposition of the nonnegative Grassmannian
GEO(R”) is called a Grassmann polytope, denoted by Pz(e). If e is the maximal cell, which for this CW
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decomposition means & = GZ°(R"™), and all (k +m) x (k +m) minors of the matrix Z are positive, then
the Grassmann polytope Pz(e) is called an amplituhedron and is denoted by Ay, k.m(Z).

The previous definition in particular means that if vy, ..., vy € R™ are linearly independent row vectors,

then B
Z(span{vy,...,v}) =span{n Z ', ... 0. Z"}.
The map Z is said to be well defined if span(VZ") is a k-dimensional subspace of R¥*™ for every
Ve Mat,i?l. The fact that the map Z is well defined when Z is a matrix with positive maximal minors
was established by Arkani-Hamed & Trnka in [2] and by Karp in [9, Thm.4.2]. Lam [11, Prop. 15.2],
however, considers a larger class of matrices Z for which the map Z is still well defined.

The structure of the amplituhedron is known only in a few cases. In the case m = 0 all amplituhedra
An.k0(Z) are the point Gg(R¥), whereas when m = 1 Karp & Williams [10, Cor. 6.18] have shown that
the amplituhedron is homeomorphic to a ball. For & = 1 the amplituhedron is a cyclic polytope of
dimension m on n vertices [18], and for n = k + m the map Z is a linear isomorphism, and consequently
the amplituhedron is homeomorphic to the totally nonnegative Grassmannian GEO(R”), which is a ball
by [7, Thm.1.1]. Finally, Galashin, Karp & Lam [7, Thm.1.2] proved that the cyclically symmetric
amplituhedra, amplituhedra arising from particularly chosen matrices Z, are homeomorphic to balls
whenever m is even. The topology of other Grassmann polytopes is unknown.

1.2. Main results. Our first result gives a family of contractible Grassmann polytopes.

Theorem 1.3. Let k > 1 and m > 0 be integers, and let Z be a real (k+ m) x (k+ m + 1) matriz such
that the map Z: GZO(RF7+1) — Gp(RF™) is well defined. Then the Grassmann polytope Pz(e) is
contractible for every positroid cell e in the CW decomposition of GEO(R’”’"“).

The proof of Theorem 1.3 relies on classical results of Smale [17, Main Thm.] and Whitehead [19,
Thm. 1] combined with the fact that every Grassmann polytope admits a triangulation (as a topological
space), see Theorem 1.6.

The following is a consequence of Smale’s result [17, Main Thm.|.

Theorem 1.4 (Smale). Let X and Y be path connected, locally compact, separable metric spaces, and in
addition let X be locally contractible. Let f: X — Y be a continuous surjective proper map, that is, any
inverse image of a compact set is compact. If for everyy € Y the inverse image f~*({y}) is contractible,
then the induced homomorphism

f: mi(X) — mi(Y)
is an isomorphism for all i > 0.

Recall that a continuous map f: X — Y between topological spaces X and Y is a weak homotopy
equivalence if the induced map on the path connected components fu: mo(X) — mo(Y) is bijective, and
for every point z¢p € X and for every integer n > 1 the induced map fu: m, (X, 20) — 7 (Y, f(z0)) is
an isomorphism.

Theorem 1.5 ([19, Thm.1]). Let X and Y be topological spaces that are homotopy equivalent to CW
complexes. Then a continuous map f: X — Y is a weak homotopy equivalence if and only if it is a
homotopy equivalence.

Since Theorem 1.5 requires that spaces have the homotopy type of a CW complex, the following
theorem is a necessary ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.6. Fvery Grassmann polytope is semi-algebraic as a subset of a Grassmannian. In particular,
every Grassmann polytope is homeomorphic to a semi-algebraic subset of some real affine space, and
admits a triangulation.

Note that Theorem 1.6 claims that every Grassmann polytope Pz (e) can be triangulated in a classical
sense, thus there exists a simplicial complex T and a homeomorphism T" — Pz(e). A very similar
argument to ours was also given by Arkani-Hamed, Bai & Lam in [1, Appendix J].

In order to apply Theorem 1.4 to the map Z , we need to understand its fibers. Thus we prove the
following theorem.
Theorem 1.7. Let k > 1 and m > 0 be integers, and let Z be a real (k+ m) x (k+ m + 1) matriz such
that the map Z is well defined. Then for every positroid cell e and for every point y € Pz(e), the inverse
image (Z]z)"*({y}) = Z71({y}) N & under the restriction map Z|z: € — Pz(e) is contractible.
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The proof of Theorem 1.7 is postponed to the next section. Here we show that Theorem 1.7 in
combination with Theorems 1.4-1.6 implies our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let e be a positroid cell in the CW decomposition of G%O(Rk"’m“). We apply
Theorem 1.4 to the map Z : & —» Pz(e). The spaces € and Pz(e), as well as the map Z, satisfy the
assumptions of Theorem 1.4. Furthermore, Theorem 1.7 implies that for every y € e, the fiber A {y})
is contractible. Thus, from Theorem 1.4 we have that the map 7 is a weak homotopy equivalence.

The closed positroid cell & is a CW complex. Furthermore, the Grassmann polytope Pz(e) is a
CW complex, by Theorem 1.6. Thus, from Theorem 1.5, we conclude that the map Zisa homotopy

equivalence. Hence, the Grassmann polytope Pz(e) is homotopy equivalent to the closed positroid cell
€, which is contractible, see [16, Thm. 1.1]. O

Theorem 1.3 in particular implies that all amplituhedra Ak 41.6m(Z) are contractible. Our next
result shows that if in addition m is even, they are homeomorphic to balls.

Theorem 1.8. Let k > 1 be an integer, let m > 0 be an even integer, and let Z € Matyipm krm+1 be a
matriz with all (k 4+ m) x (k4 m) minors positive. Then the amplituhedron Agym+1.km(Z) induced by
the matriz Z is homeomorphic to a km-dimensional ball.

The proof of Theorem 1.8 is presented in Section 4. We remark that the combinatorics of the ampli-
tuhedron in the case n = k +m + 1 with m even is identical to that of a cyclic polytope, see [8].

Acknowledgement. The authors thank Rainer Sinn for sharing the knowledge about semi-algebraic
sets, to Thomas Lam, whose great observations increased the generality of the results in this paper, and
to Steven Karp for helpful comments. We are grateful to the referee for careful reading of our manuscript
and for useful suggestions that improved the quality of our paper.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.7
Let £ > 1,m > 0 and n > k + m be integers and let Z be a real (k + m) x n matrix such that the map
Z is well defined. Since the action of the group GLZ on Matf’% is free, there is a fibration
GL{ — Matg ) — GZ'(R™). (2)
The matrix Z, as in Definition 1.2, induces a map
7 Mat,i?l —  Matg ptm,
V — VZT,

which is again well defined, see for example [11, Prop. 15.2].

Let e be a positroid cell in the CW decomposition of GEO(R”), and let I, C ([Z]) be the family of
nonbases (dependent sets) of cardinality & of the matroid that defines the cell e. The maximal minors of
a k X n matrix are indexed by the set ([Z]). Denote by Mati% (e) the set of all matrices V € Mat,i?l whose
minors indexed by elements of I, are equal to zero. Then every point in € C G%O(Rn) is represented by a
matrix in Mati%(e), and the row span of every such matrix lies in €. In other words, € = GL} \ Mat,i?@ (e).
Thus the restriction of the fibration (2) is a fibration

GL — MatZ (e) — &. (3)
Note that if e is the maximal positroid cell, the set Mat,f%(e) is the whole set Matf?l.

Denote by Pz(e) the image of the set Mat,i?l (¢) under the map Z. With a usual abuse of notation, we

consider maps Z : Mat,f%(e) —5 Py(e) and Z : € —> Py(e). Then there exists a commutative diagram
of spaces and continuous maps

Mat; ) (e) —Z= Pz(e)
[, ]

e —=— Py(e),
where vertical maps send any matrix to its row span.

The proof of Theorem 1.7 splits into the following two lemmas.
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Lemma 2.1. Let k > 1 and m > 0 be integers, n = k+m+ 1, and let Z be a real (k +m) X n matrix
such that the map Z is well defined. Then for every positroid cell e in the CW decomposition of G%O(R")

and for every W € Py(e), the inverse image Z= ({W}) C Mat,i?l(e) is nonempty and convex.

Proof. The matrix Z induces a linear map
R" — RF™ (4)
v o— v/ T,

where v € R™ is a row vector. Since n = k + m + 1, the kernel of the map (4) is 1-dimensional. Fix a
generator a € R™ of that kernel.

Choose an arbitrary point W € Py (e), and let U and V be any two points in Z~*({W}). Our goal is
to show that for every A € [0,1] the convex combination (1 — A\)U + AV also belongs to Z~*({W}).

Since UZT =V ZT = W, the rows of the matrix V — U belong to ker(Z). Consequently, there exists

a row vector z € R* such that V — U = 2" a, where a is also considered as a row vector. Thus we have
to show that for every A € [0, 1] the convex combination

(1=NU+NV =U+Iz'a (5)
belongs to the space Mati%(e), this means that every k X k minor of the matrix (5) is nonnegative,

5)
and in addition that all the minors of the matrix (5) indexed by the nonbases I, C ([Z]) of the matroid
corresponding to e are equal to zero.
A k x k submatrix of the matrix (5) is of the form

Ui, + AT1G5, ... Ui, + AT104,
: : : (6)
Uki, + ATy, ... Uki, + ATRa4,
where
U1l ... Ulp
U= : Dl ex=(ran), a=(a1...an),
Ukl - - Ukn,
and 1 <4y < -+ < i < n. The matrix (6) can be transformed using row operations into a matrix that

contains the variable A only in one row. Therefore, every k x k minor of the matrix (5) is a polynomial
of degree at most 1 in the variable A. Since it takes nonnegative values for A = 0 and A = 1, it is also
nonnegative for all A € [0,1]. Thus for every A € [0,1], the point (1 — A\)U + AV belongs to Mat,i%.
Similarly, if {é1,...,4x} is a nonbasis of the matroid corresponding to e, then the determinant of the
matrix (6) is zero for A = 0 and A = 1, so it is a constant zero-polynomial, meaning that the matrix (5)
belongs to Mat,i?l(e) for every A € [0,1]. Consequently the set Z~1({W}) is convex. O

Lemma 2.2. Let k > 1,m > 0 and n > k + m be integers. For every positroid cell e and for every

o —

W € Py(e), the inverse images
Z7'({W}) € Mat}) (e) € Mat ) and  Z7'({span(W)}) C & C GZ°(R")
are homeomorphic.

Proof. Let ¢: Z=Y{W}) — Z=({span(W)}) be defined by ¢(U) = span(U), where U € Z~1({W}),
and span denotes the row span. We prove that ¢ is a homeomorphism.

Clearly, ¢ is continuous, so it suffices to find a continuous map v : Z~({span(W)}) — Z-1({W})
such that ¢ o1 is the identity map on Z~!({span(W)}) and v o ¢ is the identity map on Z—1({W}).
Let L € Z~'({span(W)}). Then there exists a matrix K € Mat,i?l(e) whose rows span the subspace L.
Since

span(KZ ") = span(W),
there exists a unique C' € GLy such that KZT = CW. Now define v as 1(L) = C~'K. It can be seen
using Cauchy—Binet formula that det(C) > 0, thus, C"1K € Mat,i?l (e). Even though we have defined
the map ¢ using an arbitrarily chosen matrix K such that span(K) = L, it can be checked directly that
the definition of 1) does not depend on a choice of K.

In order to prove that the map ) is continuous, we need to show that the choice of a matrix K can
be made continuously on Z~!({span(W)}). The choice of a matrix K is equivalent to the choice of a
positively oriented basis for the subspace L C R™. Therefore, we need a continuous section of the fiber
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bundle (3) restricted to the set Z 1 ({span(W)}). Since the base space € is contractible, the fiber bundle
(3) is trivial. In particular, its restriction on Z~1({span(W)}) is also trivial, so it admits a continuous
section. Therefore, the bases for elements of Z~1({span(W)}) can be chosen continuously. On the other
hand, the matrix C is a solution of the linear system KZ ' = CW, which depends continuously on K,
thus it also depends continuously on L.
Lastly,
o((L)) = o(CK) = span(C K) = span(K) = L,
holds for every L € Z~!({span(W)}), and
U(p(U)) = Y(span(U)) = C~'U,

for every U € Z~Y({W}), where C is the unique k x k matrix such that W = Z(U) = UZT = CW,
hence C' is the identity matrix. ([

Finally, Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 complete the proof of Theorem 1.7.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6

Let us fix an arbitrary positroid cell e in the CW decomposition of the totally nonnegative Grassman-
. >0/mon
nian Gi;"(R™).

Furthermore, let d = (kzm), and consider the Veronese embedding v: RP4~! — R%*4 given by

ZTiZ 5
x=($1:...:xd)»—>(ﬁ) ,
1t 25/ 1< <a

where z = (21 : ... : 4) € RP?"!. The embedding v maps every line z € RP?~! to the matrix of the
projection RY — z. For more details on the Veronese embedding see for example [3, Sec. 3.4.2].
Consider next, with obvious abuse of notation, the continuous map v: R4\ {0} — R%*? given by

LiZj dxd
(xl,...,xd)%(ﬁ) € R*4,
1t 25 /) 1< i<d

In this way, we obtain the commutative diagram of spaces and maps

Maty ) —Z— Maty prm —— R?\ {0} —2— RIx

L | J»

GEO(Rn) 4 Gk(Rker) 2l RP4-1 v ]Rdxd7

where v: Gy (R¥+™) — RP?~! is the Pliicker embedding, v: Mat g+m — R\ {0} maps every matrix
to the tuple of its k x k minors, and 7: R?\ {0} — RP9! is the quotient map.

The Grassmann polytope Pz (e) = Z() is embedded into RP?~! via ~, the projective space RP4~1
is embedded into the Euclidean space R?*? via v, and thus the image v(y(Pz(e))) is homeomorphic to
PZ (6) .

First, we prove that the homeomorphic image of the Grassmann polytope v(v(Pz(e))) is semi-algebraic.
The commutativity of the diagram above implies that

v(1(Pz(e)) = v(m(1(Pz(e)))) = v((P2(e))) = v(v(Z(Maty,,(¢))))-
The set Mati%(e) C RF*™ is semi-algebraic, even algebraic. Since the map Zis multiplication by a matrix,

the set Pz(e) is also semi-algebraic [5, Cor. 2.4(2)]. Furthermore, the map v: Maty, j4m — R?\ {0} is

a restriction of a polynomial map R¥*(*+m) o R4 and thus v(li(\e)) C R4\ {0} is semi-algebraic by
[5, Cor.2.4(2)] as well. Finally, the map v: R? — R¥*4 is a regular rational map, and consequently it
maps semi-algebraic sets to the semi-algebraic sets, see [3, Prop.2.2.7] [5, Cor.2.9(1)]. Hence, we have
proved that v(y(Pz(e))) is semi-algebraic in R4¥¢, and consequently the Grassmann polytope Pz (e) is
homeomorphic to a semi-algebraic set. In particular, since Pz(e) is compact and homeomorphic to a
semi-algebraic set it admits a triangulation according to [3, Thm. 9.2.1] [5, Thm. 3.11].

Second, notice that we obtained a bit more. The 7 inverse image of the embedded Grassmann polytope
Pz(e) via -y can be presented as follows

7 (1(P2(e)) = 7(Z(Matip(e))) U (= 7(Z(Matiy, (e)))).
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Since we proved that W(Z(Matig(e))) is semi-algebraic we can conclude that 7=1(y(Pz(e))) is also a
semi-algebraic subset of R

Having in mind that every real projective variety is affine, we can define that a subset X of the real
projective space RP4~! is semi-algebraic if, for example, its preimage 7 1(X) C R?, via the defining
quotient map R* — RP?~!, is semi-algebraic.

Thus, we proved that the Grassmann polytope Pz(e), when embedded in RP?1 via the Pliicker
embedding, is a semi-algebraic subset of the real projective space.

O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.8

Let k> 1, m > 0 and n > k + m be integers, and suppose in addition that m is even. Let S € GL,,
be given by

S(x1,...,zn) = (x2,...,Tn, (—l)kflscl).

Denote by Zy € Matgym,, the matrix whose rows are the eigenvectors of the matrix S + ST that
correspond to the largest k 4+ m eigenvalues. It was shown in [7, Lemma 3.1] that all (k +m) x (k 4+ m)
minors of the matrix Zy are positive, thus it defines an amplituhedron A, ;. (Zo), called cyclically
symmetric amplituhedron. Galashin, Karp & Lam [7, Thm. 1.2] showed that A, k. m(Zo) is homeomorphic
to a closed km-dimensional ball whenever the parameter m is even.

We conclude the proof of Theorem 1.8 by showing that the amplituhedra A, 1 m(Z) and A, k.m(Zo)
are homeomorphic.

From [9, Cor. 1.12(ii)] we know that entries of every nonzero vector of ker(Zy) and of ker(Z) are nonzero,
and they alternate in sign. Since n = k + m + 1, the kernels of matrices Z and Z; are 1-dimensional.
Let a = (a1,...,a,) € R™ be a generator of the kernel of Z and let b = (b1,...,b,) € R™ be a generator
of the kernel of Z; (it follows from the cyclic symmetry of Zy that b; = (—1)*! for 1 < i < n, see [7]).
Choose them in such a way that a; and b; have the same sign. Consequently, for every 1 < ¢ < n, the
entries a; and b; have the same sign. Let D be an n x n diagonal matrix D = diag(‘;—i, ceey Z—Z) The
matrix ZD has the same kernel as the matrix Zy, and since the diagonal entries of the matrix D are
positive, all maximal minors of the matrix ZD are positive. The fact that the matrices ZD and Zy have

the same kernel implies that they have the same row spans, as well. In particular, there exists a matrix

Ce GLLW such that Zyo = CZD.
>0

Multiplication by D on the right gives a homeomorphism D: Maty,, — Mat,%?l, which induces a
homeomorphism D : GEO(R") — G,%O(]R"). Furthermore, multiplication by C'" on the right gives a
homeomorphism C' : Maty, j4m — Maty k+m, thus the induced map C : G (R¥™) — Gy (RF™) is
also a homeomorphism. Hence, we obtain the commutative diagram of spaces and maps

> D > 4 C
Mat,;ygl —_— Mat,;% —=— Matk gt+m <, Matg, ktm

| | | |

G @)~ G Lo GL(®M™) S GL®M™).

The image of the composition C o Z o D of the maps in the lower row of the diagram is the cyclically
symmetric amplituhedron A,, 1 m(Zo) and the image of the map 7 is the amplituhedron A,, 1 m(Z). Since
the maps C and D are homeomorphisms, these two amplituhedra are homeomorphic. Finally, the fact
that the cyclically symmetric amplituhedron Ay,  m(Zy) is homeomorphic to a km-dimensional ball |7,
Thm. 1.2], when m is even, concludes the argument that every amplituhedron A,, ., (Z) is homeomorphic
to a km-dimensional ball whenever n = k +m 4+ 1 and m is even. ([

The proof of Theorem 1.8 gives even more. Let us say that two Grassmann polytopes Pz (e), P2/ (e') C
Gy (Rk"’m) are projectively equivalent if there exists a matrix M € GLg4,, such that

Py (e') = {M(z) | x € Py(e)}.

Here M denotes a map Gy (RFF™) —s Gj,(R*™) induced by the natural action of M on RF+™_ For
k = 1, this coincides with the standard notion of projective equivalence for polytopes in the projective
space RP¥*™=1 The proof of Theorem 1.8 actually shows that for n = k4 m + 1, any two amplituhedra
are projectively equivalent.



SOME MORE AMPLITUHEDRA ARE CONTRACTIBLE 7

REFERENCES

[1] Nima Arkani-Hamed, Yuntao Bai, and Thomas Lam, Positive geometries and canonical forms, Preprint, March 2017,
123 pages, arXiv:1703.04541.

[2] Nima Arkani-Hamed and Jaroslav Trnka, The amplituhedron, Journal of High Energy Physics 10 (2014), 030.

[3] Jacek Bochnak, Michel Coste, and Marie-Frangoise Roy, Real algebraic geometry, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer
Grenzgebiete (3) [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (3)], vol. 36, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998, Translated
from the 1987 French original, Revised by the authors.

[4] Jacob Bourjaily and Hugh Thomas, What is the amplituhedron?, Notices of the AMS 65 (2018), 167-169.

[5] Michel Coste, An Introduction to Semialgebraic Geometry, Université de Rennes, 2002, 78 pages,
http://gcomte.perso.math.cnrs.fr/M2/CostelntroToSemialGeo.pdf .

[6] Sergey Fomin and Andrei Zelevinsky, Double Bruhat cells and total positivity, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 12 (1999), 335-380.

[7] Pavel Galashin, Steven N. Karp, and Thomas Lam, The totally nonnegative Grassmannian is a ball, Preprint, March
2018, 19 pages, arXiv:1707.02010.

[8] Pavel Galashin and Thomas Lam, Parity duality for the amplituhedron, Preprint, May 2018, 52 pages, arXiv:1805.00600.

[9] Steven N. Karp, Sign variation, the Grassmannian, and total positivity, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 145 (2017), 308-339.

[10] Steven N. Karp and Lauren K. Williams, The m = 1 amplituhedron and cyclic hyperplane arrangements, International
Mathematics Research Notices (2017), rnx140.

[11] Thomas Lam, Totally nonnegative Grassmannian and Grassmann polytopes, Current Developments in Mathematics
2014, Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2016, pp. 51-152.

[12] George Lusztig, Total positivity in reductive groups, Lie theory and geometry, Progr. Math., vol. 123, Birkh&user
Boston, Boston, MA, 1994, pp. 531-568.

, Introduction to total positivity, Positivity in Lie theory: open problems, De Gruyter Exp. Math., vol. 26, de
Gruyter, Berlin, 1998, pp. 133-145.

[14] Alexander Postnikov, Total positivity, Grassmannians, and networks, Preprint, September 2006, 85 pages;
arXiv:0609764.

[15] Alexander Postnikov, David Speyer, and Lauren Williams, Matching polytopes, toric geometry, and the totally non-
negative Grassmannian, J. Algebraic Combin. 30 (2009), 173-191.

[16] Konstanze Rietsch and Lauren Williams, Discrete Morse theory for totally mon-negative flag varieties, Adv. Math.
223 (2010), 1855-1884.

[17] Stephen Smale, A Vietoris mapping theorem for homotopy, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 8 (1957), 604—610.

[18] Bernd Sturmfels, Totally positive matrices and cyclic polytopes, Proceedings of the Victoria Conference on Combina-
torial Matrix Analysis (Victoria, BC, 1987), vol. 107, 1988, pp. 275—281.

[19] John H. C. Whitehead, Combinatorial homotopy I, Bulletin Amer. Math. Soc. 55 (1949), 213-245.

[13]

INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, FREIE UNIVERSITAT BERLIN, ARNIMALLEE 2, 14195 BERLIN, GERMANY
Mar. InsTiTuT SANU, KNEZ MiHAiLova 36, 11000 BEOGRAD, SERBIA
E-mail address: blagojevic@math.fu-berlin.de

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, 77 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE,
CaAMBRIDGE, MA 02139, USA
E-mail address: galashin@mit.edu

INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, FREIE UNIVERSITAT BERLIN, ARNIMALLEE 2, 14195 BERLIN, GERMANY
E-mail address: palic@math.fu-berlin.de

INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, FREIE UNIVERSITAT BERLIN, ARNIMALLEE 2, 14195 BERLIN, GERMANY
E-mail address: ziegler@math.fu-berlin.de


https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04541
http://gcomte.perso.math.cnrs.fr/M2/CosteIntroToSemialGeo.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.02010v2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.00600
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0609764

	1. Introduction and statement of the main result
	1.1. Introduction
	1.2. Main results
	Acknowledgement

	2. Proof of Theorem ??
	3. Proof of Theorem ??
	4. Proof of Theorem ??
	References

