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INTERSECTION THEORETIC INEQUALITIES VIA LORENTZIAN

POLYNOMIALS

JIAJUN HU AND JIAN XIAO

In memory of Jean-Pierre Demailly

Abstract. We explore the applications of Lorentzian polynomials to the fields of algebraic geometry,
analytic geometry and convex geometry. In particular, we establish a series of intersection theoretic
inequalities, which we call rKT property, with respect to m-positive classes and Schur classes. We
also study its convexity variants – the geometric inequalities for m-convex functions on the sphere
and convex bodies. Along the exploration, we prove that any finite subset on the closure of the cone
generated by m-positive classes can be endowed with a polymatroid structure by a canonical numerical-
dimension type function, extending our previous result for nef classes; and we prove Alexandrov-
Fenchel inequalities for valuations of Schur type. We also establish various analogs of sumset estimates
(Plünnecke-Ruzsa inequalities) from additive combinatorics in our contexts.
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1. Introduction

The theory of Lorentzian polynomials was introduced and systematically developed in [BH20] and
independently (with part overlap) in [AGV21,ALGV19,ALGV18]. The class of Lorentzian polynomials
contains all homogeneous stable polynomials, and is intimately connected to matroid theory, negative
dependence properties, Potts model partition functions and log-concave polynomials. Since the volume
polynomials of nef divisors on a projective variety and the volume polynomials of convex bodies
are Lorentzian, they also reveal important information on projective varieties and convex bodies
(see [Huh22] for a nice exposition). The class of Lorentzian polynomials can be considered as an analog
of the Hodge-Riemann relation, in the sense that the Hessian of a nonzero Lorentzian polynomial has
exactly one positive eigenvalue on the positive orthant. Among its many remarkable applications,
let us list a few which is far from complete. For example, the theory of Lorentzian polynomials was
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used to prove the strongest version of Mason conjecture – the ultra log-concavity for the number of
independent sets of given sizes of a matroid [BH20,ALGV18]; it was also applied in [BL21] to give a
purely polynomial proof of the Heron-Rota-Welsh conjecture on the log-concavity of the characteristic
polynomial of a matroid, whose original proof relies on the Hodge theory for matroids established in
[AHK18]; the papers [BES19,NOR23] also gave alternative proofs of the Heron-Rota-Welsh conjecture
which are closely related to Lorentzian polynomials.

The goal of this paper is to explore more applications of Lorentzian polynomials. We focus on the
applications in the fields of algebraic geometry, analytic geometry and convex geometry, and we are
particularly interested in the intersection theoretic inequalities and its convexity analogs – geometric
inequalities, that are intimately related to Lorentzian polynomials.

To introduce our results, we first recall some notations as in [BH20]. Let n, d be nonnegative
integers. Denote [n] = {1, ..., n} and ei the unit vectors in Rn. We write Hd

n for the vector space of
homogeneous real polynomials of degree d in R[x1, ..., xn], and P d

n the subset of all polynomials in Hd
n

with coefficients in R>0. The partial derivative ∂
∂xi

is denoted by ∂i. Given α = (α1, ..., αn) ∈ Nn, we
denote

xα = xα1

1 ...xαn
n , ∂α = ∂α1

1 ...∂αn
n ,

and |α| =
∑n

i=1 αi. The Hessian of f ∈ R[x1, ..., xn], denote by Hf , is the symmetric matrix

Hf = [∂i∂jf ]ni,j=1.

Definition 1.1. The space of strictly Lorentzian polynomials L̊d
n is inductively defined as follows:

L̊0
n = P 0

n , L̊
1
n = P 1

n ,

L̊2
n = {f ∈ P 2

n : Hf is nonsingular and has signature (+,−, ...,−)},

for any d > 2, L̊d
n = {f ∈ P d

n : ∂αf ∈ L̊2
n,∀α ∈ Nn with |α| = d− 2}.

The space of Lorentzian polynomials, denoted by Ld
n, is the closure of the space of strictly Lorentzian

polynomials.

Let f ∈ Hd
n, the complete homogeneous form of f is the symmetric multi-linear function

Ff : (Rn)d → R

defined by

Ff (v1, ..., vd) =
1

d!

∂

∂x1
...

∂

∂xd
f(x1v1 + ...+ xdvd).

By [BH20, Proposition 4.5], if f is Lorentzian, then for any v1 ∈ Rn and v2, ..., vd ∈ Rn
≥0,

(1) Ff (v1, v2, v3..., vd)2 ≥ Ff (v1, v1, v3..., vd)Ff (v2, v2, v3..., vd).

This is the analog of Hodge index inequality – also known as Khovanskii-Teissier inequality or
Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality – for Lorentzian polynomials. Write the Lorentzian polynomial f as
follows:

f(w1, ..., wn) =
∑

α∈Nn,|α|=d

∂αf

α!
wα,

then (1) can be reformulated: for any i, j ∈ [n] and any α ∈ Nn with |α| = d,

(2) (∂αf)2 ≥ ∂α+ei−ejf · ∂α−ei+ejf.

1.1. Motivation. Our main motivation is a somehow reverse form of the inequality (2). The pro-
totype is the reverse Khovanskii-Teissier (rKT) inequality noted by Lehmann and the second named
author in [LX17]. In the context of analytic geometry, we have:

Theorem 1.2 (rKT property for nef classes). Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n.
Let A1, ..., An, B be nef (1, 1) classes, then

(3) (Bn)(A1 · ... ·Ak · Ak+1 · ... · An) ≤
n!

k!(n − k)!
(Bn−k · A1 · ... ·Ak)(Bk · Ak+1 · ... · An).

We refer the reader to [DX21,Xia15,Xia19,Pop16,Dan20,JL21] for more details on its applications,
extensions and background.
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Remark 1.3. The original proof of the rKT property for nef classes and its convexity analog applies
deep results on complex/real Monge-Ampère equations [LX17,DX21], and the constant in (3) is opti-
mal. The proof of its algebraic version over an arbitrary algebraically closed field applies the tools of
Okounkov bodies [JL21].

Notations as above, we consider the polynomial

f(t, x1, ..., xn) = (tB + x1A1 + ...+ xnAn)n,

where t, x1, ..., xn ≥ 0. Then (3) can be reformulated as follows:

(4) f(1, 0, ..., 0)∂β+γf(1, 0, ..., 0) ≤ ∂βf(1, 0, ..., 0)∂γf(1, 0, ..., 0),

where β, γ ∈ Nn are given by

∂β =
∂

∂x1
...

∂

∂xk
, ∂γ =

∂

∂xk+1
...

∂

∂xn
.

Therefore, (3) is essentially a relation among the derivatives or coefficients of the volume polynomial.

1.2. General principle. Our first principle is that any Lorentzian polynomial has rKT property with
effective estimates.

Theorem A. Let f ∈ Ld
n be a Lorentzian polynomial. Then for any x ∈ Rn

≥0 and for any α, β, γ ∈ Nn

satisfying

α = β + γ, |α| ≤ d,

we have that

f(x)∂αf(x) ≤ 2|β||γ|
(d− |β|)!(d − |γ|)!

d!(d− |α|)!
∂βf(x)∂γf(x).

Inspired by the sumset estimates – Plünnecke-Ruzsa inequality – in additive combinatorics, Fradelizi-
Madiman-Zvavitch [FMZ22] studied the analogs in the context of convex geometry (see also Bobkov-
Madiman [BM12, Section 7] that proved similar results). Using the rKT property proved in [Xia19] as a

core tool, the authors proved that there is a constant cn depending on n (more precisely, cn ≤ (
√
5+1
2 )n)

such that for any convex bodies A,B,C ⊂ Rn,

vol(A) vol(A+B + C) ≤ cn vol(A+B) vol(A+ C).

Indeed, [FMZ22] also proved that for sufficiently large n, the best possible cn ≥ (43 + o(1))n, and gave
a better cn when n ≤ 4.

Instead of considering volumes, as an immediate consequence of Theorem A, we show that any
Lorentzian polynomial satisfies a variant of Plünnecke-Ruzsa inequality.

Corollary A. Let f ∈ Ld
n be a Lorentzian polynomial, then for any x, y, z ∈ Rn

≥0,

f(x)f(x+ y + z) ≤

(
max

|α|≤d, β+γ=α
2|β||γ|

(d− |β|)!(d − |γ|)!

d!(d− |α|)!

)
f(x+ y)f(x+ z).

1.3. Applications. In practice, the philosophy behind Theorem A is quite powerful:

(♠) Hodge index theorem ⇒ Lorentzian property ⇒ rKT property.

This enables us to obtain the rKT property once the Hodge index theorem or Lorentzian property
holds. Although we only consider intersection theoretic inequalities in algebraic/analytic geometry
and convex geometry, our results apply to any setting that Lorentzian polynomials appear.

To highlight the philosophy in concrete applications, we mainly focus on algebraic/analytic geometry
in this introduction. We introduce the following notion of rKT package over a Kähler manifold:

Definition 1.4. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and fix 1 ≤ m ≤ n. Let
C ⊂ H1,1(X,R) be a nonempty convex cone and Ω ∈ Hn−m,n−m(X,R). We say that the pair (Ω, C)
has the rKT property if there exists a constant c = c(m,k) depending only on m,k such that for any
A1, ..., Am, B ∈ C, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,

(Bm · Ω)(A1 · ... · Am · Ω) ≤ c(Bk · Ak+1 · ... · Am · Ω)(Bm−k · A1 · ... ·Ak · Ω).

We give two rKT packages in algebraic/analytic geometry which seems not easily accessible by the
previous methods using geometric partial differential equations or Okounkov bodies.
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Theorem B. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and fix 1 ≤ m ≤ n, then the

following rKT packages hold:

(1) Let ω be a Kähler class on X and fix a Kähler metric ω̂ in the class ω. Denote

Γm(ω̂) ⊂ H1,1(X,R)

the closure of the set of all m-positive classes with respect to ω̂. Then the pair (ωn−m,Γm(ω̂))
has the rKT property.

(2) Let sλ(x1, ..., xe) be the Schur polynomial corresponding to a partition

λ = (e ≥ λ1 ≥ ... ≥ λN ≥ 0)

of n−m, then for any Kähler classes ω1, ..., ωe on X, the pair

(sλ(ω1, ..., ωe),Nef1(X))

has the rKT property, where Nef1(X) is the nef cone of (1, 1) classes on X.

The constant c for the rKT property in Theorem B is given explicitly by c(m,k) = 2k(m−k). We
expect that it can be improved to m!

k!(m−k)! , which is optimal.

Theorem B(1) follows from (♠) and the Hodge index theorem for m-positive classes established
by the second named author [Xia21], and Theorem B(2) relies on Theorem 3.17, which is a slight
generalization of [RT22].

As a consequence, we obtain:

Corollary B. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and fix 1 ≤ m ≤ n, then we have:

(1) Let ω be a Kähler class on X and fix a Kähler metric ω̂ in the class ω. Denote

Γm(ω̂) ⊂ H1,1(X,R)

the closure of the set of all m-positive classes with respect to ω̂. Then there is a constant cm
depending only on m such that for any A,B,C ∈ Γm(ω̂),

(Am · ωn−m)((A+B + C)m · ωn−m) ≤ cm((A+B)m · ωn−m)((A+ C)m · ωn−m).

(2) Let sλ(x1, ..., xe) be the Schur polynomial corresponding to a partition

λ = (e ≥ λ1 ≥ ... ≥ λN ≥ 0)

of n −m, then for any Kähler classes ω1, ..., ωe on X and any A,B,C ∈ Nef1(X), there is a

constant cm depending only on m such that

(Am · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe))((A+B + C)m · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe))

≤ cm((A +B)m · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe))((A + C)m · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe)).

The constant cm is given explicitly in the same form of Corollary A.
Another interesting consequence of Theorem B(1) is the following combinatorial positivity structure

on Γm(ω̂):

Theorem C. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and fix 1 ≤ m ≤ n. Let ω be a

Kähler class on X and ω̂ ∈ ω a Kähler metric in the Kähler class. Denote Ω = ωn−m. For α ∈ Γm(ω̂),
set

ndΩ(α) = max{k ∈ [m]|αk · Ω 6= 0}.

Then for any three classes A,B,C ∈ Γm(ω̂), we have that

ndΩ(A+B + C) + ndΩ(C) ≤ ndΩ(A+ C) + ndΩ(B + C).

In particular, given any finite set E = {A1, ..., As} ⊂ Γm(ω̂)\0, ndΩ(·) endows E with a loopless

polymatroid structure with the rank function given by r(I) = ndΩ(AI), where AI =
∑

i∈I Ai.

Theorem C generalizes a result first proved in our previous work [HX22], where we proved the
particular case m = n on a projective manifold. The case m = n over a Kähler manifold also answers
a question asked in the aforementioned paper.

We also study the variants of Theorem B and Corollary B in convex geometry. The results follow
from the same philosophy (♠). In particular, to obtain the analogs of results for Schur classes, we
prove the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequalities for valuations of Schur type:
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Theorem D. Let Ei = (K
(i)
1 , ...,K

(i)
ti

), 1 ≤ i ≤ p be p tuples of convex bodies. Let λ1, ..., λp be

partitions such that
p∑

i=1

|λi| = n− 2,

and let sλ1 , ..., sλp be the corresponding Schur polynomials.

Let Θ(−,−) : (K(Rn))2 → R be the function given by

Θ(M,N) = V (sλ1(E1), ..., sλp(Ep),M,N),

then Θ satisfies that

Θ(M,N)2 ≥ Θ(M,M)Θ(N,N).

Related work. While with few overlap, the very recent interesting work by Ross-Süss-Wannerer [RSW23]
has a similar theme, where the authors introduced and studied a notion of dually Lorentzian polyno-
mials, and proved that any theory that admits a mixed Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality also admits a
generalized Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality involving dually Lorentzian polynomials. In our work, we
proved that any theory that admits a mixed Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality admits a rKT property.
In particular, using dually Lorentzian polynomials, we get more results involving rKT properties in
the geometric setting, which can be used to obtain more general versions of the second part of The-
orem B and Theorem D. To be more precise, our proof of Theorem D relies on the Hodge-Riemann
relations for Schur classes established in [RT19] and some classical results on toric varieties. In a
more streamlined way, by [RSW23] this result has a purely combinatorial proof and has a far-reaching
generalization. In fact, Theorem D is a consequence of [RSW23, Theorem 1.6] since the product of
Schur polynomials is dually Lorentzian. Moreover, one can replace the Schur polynomials appearing
in Theorem B and Corollary B by any dually Lorentzian polynomial thanks to the results of [RSW23].
We refer the reader to the cited paper for more details.

Organization. This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the general principle,
where we prove the rKT property and sumset estimates for Lorentzian polynomials. The constant
in the rKT property is also discussed. In Section 3, we study the applications to m-positive classes
and Schur classes, and prove the polymatroid structure for m-positivity using a numerical-dimension
type function. We also discuss the application in the positivity criterion. In Section 4, we study the
convexity analogs of the results established in Section 3.

Acknowledgements. This work is supported by the National Key Research and Development Pro-
gram of China (No. 2021YFA1002300) and National Natural Science Foundation of China (No.
11901336). We would like to thank Julius Ross for kindly sharing the work on dually Lorentzian
polynomials with us. We also thank the referee for the careful reading and helpful comments.

2. General principle

2.1. Lorentzian polynomials. We introduce and recall some notations as in Brändén-Huh [BH20].
Let n, d be nonnegative integers. Denote [n] = {1, ..., n} and ei the unit vectors in Rn. We write Hd

n

for the vector space of homogeneous real polynomials of degree d in R[x1, ..., xn], and P d
n the subset

of all polynomials in Hd
n with positive coefficients.

The partial derivative ∂
∂xi

is denoted by ∂i. Given α = (α1, ..., αn) ∈ Nn, we set

xα = xα1

1 ...xαn
n , ∂α = ∂α1

1 ...∂αn
n ,

and |α| =
∑n

i=1 αi. The Hessian of f ∈ R[x1, ..., xn], denote by Hf , is the symmetric matrix

Hf = [∂i∂jf ]ni,j=1.

Definition 2.1. The space of strictly Lorentzian polynomials is inductively defined as follows:

L̊0
n = P 0

n , L̊
1
n = P 1

n ,

L̊2
n = {f ∈ P 2

n : Hf is nonsingular and has signature (+,−, ...,−)},

for any d > 2, L̊d
n = {f ∈ P d

n : ∂αf ∈ L̊2
n,∀α ∈ Nn with |α| = d− 2}.
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The space of Lorentzian polynomials, denoted by Ld
n, is the closure of the space of strictly Lorentzian

polynomials.

An important feature of Lorentzian polynomials is that they satisfy an analog of Hodge-Riemann
relation (see [BH20, Theorem 2.16]):

• Let f ∈ Hd
n be a nonzero homogeneous polynomial with d ≥ 2, then Hf (x) has exactly one

positive eigenvalue for all x ∈ Rn
>0 if f ∈ Ld

n. Furthermore, Hf (x) is also nonsingular for all

x ∈ Rn
>0 if f ∈ L̊d

n.

For a nonzero f ∈ H2
n with nonnegative coefficients, it is clear that f ∈ L2

n is equivalent to that
Hf has exactly one positive eigenvalue. The following result gives an useful characterization on the
number of positive eigenvalues of Hf .

Lemma 2.2. Let f ∈ Hd
n with n ≥ 2, q ≥ 2. The following are equivalent for any x ∈ Rn with

f(x) > 0:

(1) Hf1/d(x) is negative semidefinite.

(2) Hlog f (x) is negative semidefinite.

(3) Hf (x) has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

Proof. This is [BH20, Proposition 2.33].
�

In the purely “polynomial proof” of the Heron-Rota-Welsh conjecture that does not rely on Hodge
theory, Brändén-Leake [BL21] introduced the notion of Lorentzian polynomials on cones. Let C be an
open convex cone in Rn. A polynomial f ∈ Hd

n is called C-Lorentzian if for all v1, ..., vd ∈ C,

• Dv1 ...Dvdf > 0, and
• the symmetric bilinear form

(ξ, η) 7→ DξDηDv3 ...Dvdf

has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

Here, Dv is the directional derivative along v.
It was noted that the above definition is equivalent to that for all positive integers m and for all

v1, ..., vm ∈ C, the polynomial

(y1, ..., ym) 7→ f(y1v1 + ...+ ymvm)

is Lorentzian and has only positive coefficients. Thus, without loss of generalities, we just study
Lorentzian polynomials in the sense of Definition 2.1.

There is a characterization of Lorentzian polynomials by discrete convexity. A subset J ⊂ Nn is
called M -convex if J satisfies the symmetric exchange property, i.e., ∀α, β ∈ J with αi < βi for some
i ∈ [n], there exists j ∈ [n] such that

βj < αj and α+ ei − ej ∈ J, β + ej − ei ∈ J.

For f ∈ Hd
n, the support supp(f) ⊂ N is the set of monomials appearing in f with nonzero coefficients.

Let f ∈ Hd
n with d ≥ 2, then f is Lorentzian if and only if supp(f) is M -convex and ∂αf ∈ L2

n,∀α ∈ Nn

with |α| = d− 2.
In the course of characterizing Lorentzian polynomials by M -convexity, [BH20] introduced the

following notion:

Definition 2.3. A polynomial f ∈ R[x1, ..., xn] is called c-Rayleigh if f has nonnegative coefficients
and

∂αf(x)∂α+ei+ejf(x) ≤ c∂α+eif(x)∂α+ejf(x).

holds for any α ∈ Nn, i, j ∈ [n] and x ∈ Rn
≥0

The following important property of Lorentzian polynomials plays a key role in our work.

Lemma 2.4. Any f ∈ Ld
n is 2(1 − 1

d)-Rayleigh. Moreover, the bound 2(1 − 1
d ) is optimal in the sense

that for any n ≥ 3 and any c < 2(1 − 1
d), there is f ∈ Ld

n that is not c-Rayleigh.
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Proof. The key idea is an application of the analog of Hodge-Riemann relation for Lorentzian polyno-
mials: Hf (x) has exactly one positive eigenvalue for all x ∈ Rn

>0. This property implies that

f(x)∂i∂jf(x) ≤ 2(1 −
1

d
)∂if(x)∂jf(x),∀x ∈ Rn

≥0 and i, j ∈ [n].

The details and examples can be found in [BH20, Section 2]. �

2.2. rKT property for Lorentzian polynomials. As a consequence of the c-Rayleigh property,
we first prove that any Lorentzian polynomial has the rKT property.

Theorem 2.5. Let f ∈ Ld
n be a Lorentzian polynomial. Then for any x ∈ Rn

≥0 and for any α, β, γ ∈ Nn

satisfying

α = β + γ, |α| ≤ d,

we have that

(5) f(x)∂αf(x) ≤ 2|β||γ|
(d− |β|)!(d − |γ|)!

d!(d− |α|)!
∂βf(x)∂γf(x).

Proof. Up to taking limits, we may suppose that f ∈ L̊d
n and x ∈ Rn

>0.
Denote k = |β|, l = |γ|. We assume that

∂β = ∂i1 ...∂ik , ∂
γ = ∂ik+1

...∂ik+l
,

where i1, ..., ik+l ∈ [n].
When k = d or l = d, both sides of the inequality (15) are given by f(x)∂αf(x), thus the inequality

is indeed an equality.
It is remained to consider the case when k < d and l < d.
By Lemma 2.4, for j1, j2 ∈ [n], we have that

(6) f(x)∂j1∂j2f(x) ≤ 2
d− 1

d
∂j1f(x)∂j2f(x).

Letting (j1, j2) = (i1, ik+1) implies that

(7) f(x)∂i1∂ik+1
f(x) ≤ 2

d− 1

d
∂i1f(x)∂ik+1

f(x).

Note that by definition, for any i ∈ [n], ∂iL̊
d
n ⊂ L̊d−1

n . Replacing f by ∂i1f and taking (j1, j2) =
(i2, ik+1) in (6), we obtain that

(8) ∂i1f(x)∂i1∂i2∂ik+1
f(x) ≤ 2

d− 2

d− 1
∂i1∂i2f(x)∂i1∂ik+1

f(x).

Combining (7) and (8) yields that

(9) f(x)∂i1∂ik+1
f(x)∂i1f(x)∂i1∂i2∂ik+1

f(x) ≤ 22
d− 2

d
∂i1f(x)∂ik+1

f(x)∂i1∂i2f(x)∂i1∂ik+1
f(x).

Since f ∈ L̊d
n and x ∈ Rn

>0, we have ∂i1f(x)∂i1∂ik+1
f(x) > 0. So dividing ∂i1f(x)∂i1∂ik+1

f(x) on both
sides of (9) yields that

(10) f(x)∂i1∂i2∂ik+1
f(x) ≤ 22

d− 2

d
∂i1∂i2f(x)∂ik+1

f(x).

Similarly, after using the inequality (10) and the inequality obtained by replacing f by ∂i1∂i2f and
taking (j1, j2) = (i3, ik+1) in (6), we get that

f(x)∂i1∂i2∂i3∂ik+1
f(x) ≤ 23

d− 3

d
∂i1∂i2∂i3f(x)∂ik+1

f(x).

By induction,

(11) f(x)∂i1 ...∂ik∂ik+1
f(x) ≤ 2k

d− k

d
∂i1 ...∂ikf(x)∂ik+1

f(x).

If we start with ∂ik+1
f and replace i1, ..., ik , ik+1 by i1, ..., ik, ik+2, similar procedure implies that

(12) ∂ik+1
f(x)∂i1 ...∂ik+1

∂ik+2
f(x) ≤ 2k

d− 1 − k

d− 1
∂i1 ...∂ik+1

f(x)∂ik+1
∂ik+2

f(x).
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Combining (11) and (12) yields that

f(x)∂i1 ...∂ik+2
f(x) ≤ 22k

(d− k)(d− k − 1)

d(d − 1)
∂i1 ...∂ikf(x)∂ik+1

∂ik+2
f(x).

By induction, we get that

f(x)∂i1 ...∂ik+l
f(x) ≤ 2kl

(d− k)...(d − k − l + 1)

d...(d − l + 1)
∂i1 ...∂ikf(x)∂ik+1

...∂ik+l
f(x),

which is exactly the desired inequality (15).
This finishes the proof.

�

Let B,A1, ..., An be nef classes on a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n, and let

(13) f(t, x) = (tB + x1A1 + ...+ xnAn)n

be the volume polynomial. By Hodge index theorem, it is Lorentzian. By applying Theorem 2.5 to f
with ∂β = ∂1...∂k, ∂

γ = ∂k+1...∂n and evaluating at (1, 0, ..., 0), we get:

(14) (Bn)(A1 · ... ·Ak · Ak+1 · ... · An) ≤ 2k(n−k)(Bn−k · A1 · ... ·Ak)(Bk · Ak+1 · ... · An).

The constant 2k(n−k) is much bigger the optimal constant n!
k!(n−k)! in (3). One may wonder if some

modification of the proof for Theorem 2.5 can give this optimal one. Note that the constant c in the
c-Rayleigh property plays a key role. If the involved functions were 1-Rayleigh, then for any x ∈ Rn

≥0
and for any α, β, γ ∈ Nn satisfying

α = β + γ, |α| ≤ d,

we have that

(15) f(x)∂αf(x) ≤ ∂βf(x)∂γf(x).

This is exactly of the same form of the geometric rKT with optimal constant (4).
We describe a counterexample for 1-Rayleigh property for volume polynomials.
The function f being 1-Rayleigh implies that

f∂i∂jf ≤ ∂if∂jf.

When (i, j) = (1, 2), evaluating both sides at (t, x) = (1, 0) yields that

(16) Bn(Bn−2 ·A1 · A2) ≤
n

n− 1
(Bn−1 ·A1)(Bn−1 ·A2).

We show that in general (16) does not hold true via a convexity construction.
The convexity analog of (16) has the same form:

(17) vol(B)V (B[n− 2], A1, A2) ≤
n

n− 1
V (B[n− 1], A1)V (B[n− 1], A2),

where B,A1, A2 are convex bodies in Rn (see Section 4 for discussions on mixed volumes). Taking
A1 = e1, A2 = e2 and applying the reduced formula for mixed volumes [Sch14], (17) is equivalent to

vol(B) vol(p12(B)) ≤ vol(p1(B)) vol(p2(B)),

where pi is the projection to the subspace e⊥i , pij is the projection to span(ei, ej)
⊥.

Example 2.6. (see [GHP02, Section 4]) Let Q2 = [−1, 1]2 ⊂ R2, B = Conv(Q2,±e3), then a straight-
forward calculation shows that

vol(B) =
8

3
, vol(p1(B)) = vol(p2(B)) = vol(p12(B)) = 2,

which provides the counterexample to (17).

Then a toric construction (see Section 4.2) provides the desired counterexample to (16). Therefore,
in general the volume polynomial for nef classes or convex bodies is not 1-Rayleigh.

Remark 2.7. By [BH20, Proposition 2.24], when n ≤ 2, any f ∈ Ld
n is 1-Rayleigh.
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Remark 2.8. In [BH20, Question 4.9], Brändén-Huh asked whether every Lorentzian polynomial
can be approximated by volume polynomials of nef classes. Huh [Huh22, Example 14] provided a
Lorentzian polynomial which is not a volume polynomial of nef classes:

f(x1, x2, x3) = 14x31 + 6x21x2 + 24x21x3 + 12x1x2x3 + 6x1x
2
3 + 3x2x

2
3.

The verification is an application of Theorem 1.2 with the constant n!
k!(n−k)! .

Remark 2.9. Regarding (16), a weaker version always holds. By applying rKT for nef divisor classes
B,A1, A2 on a projective manifold, we always have that

(18) Bn(Bn−2 ·A1 ·A2) ≤ 2(Bn−1 · A1)(B
n−1 ·A2).

The inequality (18) follows from Theorem 1.2. Without loss of generalities, we can assume that B is
very ample. Let V be a smooth subvariety with cycle class [V ] = Bn−2, then the above equality is
just the rKT inequality (3) on the subvariety V . Indeed, (18) also follows from the Rayleigh property
of the volume polynomial (13). By Lemma 2.4, we have

(19) f∂1∂2f ≤ 2(1 −
1

n
)∂1f∂2f.

Evaluating (19) at (t, x) = (1, 0) gives exactly (18).
We note that the convexity analog of (18) or (19) had been noticed previously by Giannopoulos-

Hartzoulaki-Paouris [GHP02] in particular situation (see also [AAFO14,BGL18]). By translating (18)
to the convexity setting and taking A1 = e1, A2 = e2 as in the discussion for (17), for any convex body
B in Rn we have

vol(B) vol(p12(B)) ≤ 2(1 −
1

n
) vol(p1(B)) vol(p2(B)).

This was obtained by [GHP02, Lemma 4.1] in their study of local Loomis-Whitney inequality.
Indeed, the inequality (18) can be generalized as follows:

Proposition 2.10. For any nef divisor classes B,A1, ..., Am on a projective manifold of dimension n
and any 0 ≤ k ≤ m ≤ n,

(20) Bn(Bn−m ·A1 · ... ·Am) ≤
m!

k!(m− k)!
(Bn−k · A1 · ... · Ak)(Bn−m+k · Ak+1 · ... ·Am).

Proof. The case m = 0 is trivial. So we may suppose m > 0. Up to taking a limit and a rescaling, we
may suppose that B is very ample. Then we can choose a smooth subvariety V such that [V ] = Bn−m.
Then the above inequality writes as

∫

V
Bm

∫

V
A1 · ... ·Am ≤

m!

k!(m− k)!

∫

V
Bm−k ·A1 · ... ·Ak

∫

V
Bk ·Ak+1 · ... · Am.

This is a consequence of Theorem 1.2. �

By a toric construction as in Section 4.2, the same estimate holds for mixed volumes:

Proposition 2.11. Let B,A1, ..., Am be convex bodies in Rn, then

(21) vol(B)V (B[n−m], A1, ..., Am) ≤
m!

k!(m− k)!
V (B[n−k], A1, ..., Ak)V (B[n−m+k], Ak+1, ..., Am).

As a special case, if we let A1 = ... = Ak = B be the unit ball of Rn and let Ak+1 = ... = Am = BE⊥ ,
where E ⊂ Rn is a linear subspace of dimE = n−m+ k and BE⊥ is the unit ball in the orthogonal
complement subspace E⊥, then by the reduction formula for mixed volumes, (21) can be rewritten as

(22) vol(B)Vn−m(pE(B)) ≤
m!

k!(m− k)!
vol(pE(B))Vn−k(B),

where pE : Rn → E is the projection map and Vi(−) is the i-th quermassintegral in the underlying
space.

The inequality (22) is exactly [FGM03, Theorem 1.2]. As we see from the above argument, it follows
from a more general intersection-number inequality for nef divisors (20).
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2.3. Plünnecke-Ruzsa inequalities for Lorentzian polynomials. Next we discuss the sumset
estimates – Plünnecke-Ruzsa inequalities – for Lorentzian polynomials.

The Plünnecke-Ruzsa inequality is a fundamental result in additive combinatorics providing effective
upper bound for the cardinality of sums and differences of finite subsets of a commutative group (see
e.g. [TV06]). Using Plünnecke’s method [Plu70], Ruzsa [Ruz89] proved the following result for finite
subsets: let A,B1, ..., Bm be nonempty finite subsets of a commutative group, then there is a nonempty
subset A′ ⊂ A such that

|A|m|A′ +B1 + ...+Bm| ≤ |A′|
m∏

i=1

|A+Bi|.

Later, Ruzsa [Ruz97] generalized this inequality to compact subsets on a well-gridded locally com-
pact commutative group with the Haar measure µ. For example, the locally compact commutative
group can be Rn, a finite-dimensional torus T , or their product Rn×T p. Let A,B1, ..., Bm be compact
measurable subsets with µ(A) > 0, then for any ε > 0 there is a nonempty compact subset A′ ⊂ A
with µ(A′) > 0 such that

µ(A)mµ(A′ +B1 + ...+Bm) ≤ (1 + ε)µ(A′)
m∏

i=1

µ(A+Bi).

Inspired by this result, Fradelizi-Madiman-Zvavitch [FMZ22] studied the analogs in the context of
convex geometry. In particular, using the rKT property proved in [Xia19] as a core tool, the authors

proved that there is a constant cn depending on n (more precisely, cn ≤ (
√
5+1
2 )n) such that for any

convex bodies A,B,C ⊂ Rn,

vol(A) vol(A+B + C) ≤ cn vol(A+B) vol(A+ C).

We establish similar result for Lorentzian polynomials. Given α = (α1, ..., αn) ∈ Nn and β =
(β1, ..., βn) ∈ Nn with βi ≤ αi for every i, we denote

α! =

n∏

i=1

αi!,

(
α
β

)
=

n∏

i=1

(
αi

βi

)
.

Theorem 2.12. Let f ∈ Ld
n be a Lorentzian polynomial, then there is a constant cd depending only

on d such that for any x, y, z ∈ Rn
≥0,

f(x)f(x+ y + z) ≤ cdf(x+ y)f(x+ z).

Indeed, cd can be taken to be

max
|α|≤d, β+γ=α

2|β||γ|
(d− |β|)!(d − |γ|)!

d!(d− |α|)!
.

Proof. Write

f(x)f(x+ y + z) =
∑

|α|≤d

f(x)
∂αf(x)

α!
(y + z)α

=
∑

|α|≤d

∑

β+γ=α

(
α
β

)
f(x)

∂αf(x)

α!
yβzγ ,

and

f(x+ y)f(x+ z) =
∑

|β|≤d

∑

|γ|≤d

∂βf(x)

β!

∂γf(x)

γ!
yβzγ .

Applying Theorem 2.5 to every summand of f(x)f(x+ y + z) yields that

f(x)f(x+ y + z) ≤
∑

|α|≤d

∑

β+γ=α

1

α!

(
α
β

)
2|β||γ|

(d− |β|)!(d − |γ|)!

d!(d − |α|)!
∂βf(x)∂γf(x)yβzγ ,

thus the constant

c(d) = max
|α|≤d, β+γ=α

2|β||γ|
(d− |β|)!(d − |γ|)!

d!(d − |α|)!
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gives the desired inequality. �

As a consequence, any f ∈ Ld
n is quasi log-submodular on Rn

≥0 in the sense that for any x, y, z ∈ Rn
≥0,

log f(x) + log f(x+ y + z) ≤ c′d + log f(x+ y) + log f(x+ z),

for some constant c′d depending only on d.

Remark 2.13. In [FMZ22], another kind of sumset estimates – higher order supermodularity – for
the mixed volumes of convex bodies was also studied. This property is equivalent to the nonnegativity
of certain derivatives. Since any Lorentzian polynomial has nonnegative coefficients, the higher order
supermodularity also holds for Lorentzian polynomials. For example, for any x, y, z ∈ Rn

≥0 and any

f ∈ Ld
n, we always have

f(x+ y + z) + f(x) ≥ f(x+ y) + f(x+ z).

3. Applications to complex geometry

In applications, the philosophy behind Theorem A is quite powerful:

(♠) Hodge index theorem ⇒ Lorentzian property ⇒ rKT property.

The rKT package over a Kähler manifold is a statement as follows:

Definition 3.1. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and fix 1 ≤ m ≤ n. Let
C ⊂ H1,1(X,R) be a non-empty convex cone and Ω ∈ Hn−m,n−m(X,R). We call that the pair (Ω, C)
has rKT property, if there exists a constant c = c(m,k) depending only on m,k such that for any
A1, ..., Am, B ∈ C, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,

(Bm · Ω)(A1 · ... · Am · Ω) ≤ c(Bk · Ak+1 · ... · Am · Ω)(Bm−k · A1 · ... ·Ak · Ω).

In this section, we study two rKT packages: one is related to m-positivity and the other one is on
Schur classes.

3.1. m-positivity. We first recall some basics on the notion of m-positivity (see e.g. [Xia21]). For
the general theory of positive forms and currents, see [Dem12].

Let Λ1,1
R (Cn) be the space of real (1, 1) forms with constant coefficients, and let ω ∈ Λ1,1

R (Cn) be a
Kähler metric – that is, a strictly positive (1, 1) form.

Definition 3.2. We call that α ∈ Λ1,1
R (Cn) is m-positive with respect to ω if

αk ∧ ωn−k > 0, ∀1 ≤ k ≤ m.

In particular, if we take a coordinate system (z1, ..., zn) on Cn such that

α = i

n∑

j=1

λjdzj ∧ dzj , ω = i

n∑

j=1

dzj ∧ dzj ,

then α being m-positive with respect to ω means that

σk(λ1, ..., λn) > 0, ∀1 ≤ k ≤ m,

where σk is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial.

Remark 3.3. A form is n-positive if and only if it is a Kähler metric, and a semipositive (1, 1) form
is m-positive if and only if it is positive along at least m directions. In general, an m-positive form
with m < n can be degenerate and even negative along some directions.

Denote by Γm(ω) the cone of all m-positive forms with respect to ω, then Γm(ω) is an open convex
cone and

Γm+1(ω) ⊂ Γm(ω).

Let Γm(ω) be the closure of Γm(ω). By [Xia21, Lemma 3.1, 3.8], we have:
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Lemma 3.4. For any α1, ..., αm ∈ Γm(ω),

α1 ∧ ... ∧ αm ∧ ωn−m > 0.

For any α1, ..., αm−1 ∈ Γm(ω), α1 ∧ ... ∧ αm−1 ∧ ω
n−m is a strictly positive (n − 1, n − 1) form. In

particular, for any p ≤ m and α1, ..., αp ∈ Γm(ω),

α1 ∧ ... ∧ αp ∧ ω
n−m

is a positive (n−m+ p, n−m+ p) form.

The last part was also noted in [B l05, Proposition 2.1].
The pointwise positivity notion can be also naturally defined for cohomology classes on a Kähler

manifold.

Definition 3.5. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and ω a Kähler class on X. Fix
a Kähler metric ω̂ in the class ω, then we call α ∈ H1,1(X,R) m-positive with respect to ω̂ if it has a
smooth representative α̂ such that α̂ is m-positive with respect to ω̂ at any point of X.

Similar to the pointwise case, we denote Γm(ω̂) ⊂ H1,1(X,R) the set of all m-positive classes with
respect to ω̂. Then Γm(ω̂) is an open convex cone and

Γm+1(ω̂) ⊂ Γm(ω̂).

For m = 1, it is noted in [Xia21] that Γ1(ω̂) = Γ1(ω̂
′) for any two Kähler metrics ω̂, ω̂ within the same

class. For m = n, Γn(ω̂) is the usual Kähler cone of X.
Denote by Γm(ω̂) the closure of Γm(ω̂). By Lemma 3.4, we get:

Lemma 3.6. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and ω a Kähler class on X. Fix

a Kähler metric ω̂ in the class ω. Then for p ≤ m and α1, ..., αp ∈ Γm(ω̂), the class

α1 · ... · αp · ω
n−m

contains a positive (n−m+ p, n−m+ p) current.

The following result was proved in [Xia21].

Theorem 3.7. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and ω a Kähler class on X. Fix

a Kähler metric ω̂ in the class ω and let α1, ..., αm ∈ Γm(ω̂). Then the quadratic form q on H1,1(X,R)
defined by

q(α, β) = α · β · α1 · ... · αm−2 · ω
n−m

has signature (+,−, ...,−). In particular, for any α ∈ Γm(ω̂), β ∈ H1,1(X,R),

q(α, β)2 ≥ q(α)q(β).

Remark 3.8. Fix a coordinate system on Cn, then any α ∈ Λ1,1
R (Cn) corresponds to a unique

Hermitian matrix M given the coefficients of α. Let α1, ..., αn ∈ Λ1,1
R (Cn) and denote the corresponding

matrices by M1, ...,Mn, then up to a volume form,

α1 ∧ ... ∧ αn = D(M1, ...,Mn)

where D is the mixed discriminant. Therefore, Lemma 3.4 and Theorem 3.7 apply to mixed discrimi-
nants, which will be applied in Section 4.

As a consequence, we obtain:

Theorem 3.9. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and ω a Kähler class on X. Fix

a Kähler metric ω̂ in the class ω. Then for any α1, ..., αk ∈ Γm(ω̂),

f(x1, ..., xk) =

∫

X
(x1α1 + ...+ xkαk)m · ωn−m

is a Lorentzian polynomial.
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Proof. Since the space of Lorentzian polynomials is closed, we may suppose that every αi ∈ Γm(ω̂).
By Lemma 3.4, all the coefficients of f are positive, that is, f ∈ Pm

k .

It remains to show that ∂γf is Lorentzian for any γ ∈ Nk with |γ| = m− 2. Suppose

γ =

k∑

l=1

ilel,

then

∂γf =
m!

2!

∫

X
(x1α1 + · · · + xkαk)2 · αi1

1 · ... · αik
k · ωn−m.

Consider the linear map ϕ : Rk → H1,1(X,R) defined by

ϕ(x1, ..., xk) =
k∑

i=1

xiαi.

Via this map, ∂γf is realized as the pull-back of the quadratic form

q(β) =
m!

2!

∫

X
β2 · αi1

1 · ... · αik
k · ωn−m,

which has signature (+,−, ...,−) by Theorem 3.7. It is easy to see that the pull-back of a quadratic
form with at most one positive eigenvalue via a linear map still has at most one positive eigenvalue.
As ∂γf has positive coefficients, it has at least one positive eigenvalue.

Therefore, the Hessian of ∂γf has exactly one positive eigenvalue, it must be Lorentzian. This
completes the proof. �

As a consequence of the general principle, we get:

Corollary 3.10. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and ω a Kähler class on X.

Fix a Kähler metric ω̂ in the class ω. Then (ωn−m,Γm(ω̂)) has rKT property.

Proof. Let A1, ..., Am, B ∈ Γm(ω̂). Consider the polynomial

f(t, x1, ..., xm) = (tB + x1A1 + ...+ xmAm)m · ωn−m.

By Theorem 3.9, f is Lorentzian. Then by applying Theorem 2.5 to f with

∂α =
∂

∂x1
...

∂

∂xm
, ∂β =

∂

∂xk+1
...

∂

∂xm
, ∂γ =

∂

∂x1
...

∂

∂xk

and evaluating at (t, x1, ..., xm) = (1, 0, ..., 0), we get that

(Bm · ωn−m)(A1 · ... ·Am · ωn−m)

≤ 2k(m−k)(Bk ·Ak+1 · ... · Am · ωn−m)(Bm−k · A1 · ... · Ak · ω
n−m).

This completes the proof. �

By Theorem 3.10 and Theorem 2.12, we obtain:

Theorem 3.11. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and ω a Kähler class on X.

Fix a Kähler metric ω̂ in the class ω. Then there is a constant depending only on m such that for any

A,B,C ∈ Γm(ω̂),

(Am · ωn−m)((A+B + C)m · ωn−m) ≤ cm((A+B)m · ωn−m)((A+ C)m · ωn−m).

Next we discuss the application of Theorem 3.10 to the combinatorial positivity structure of Γm(ω̂).
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3.2. Submodularity of numerical dimensions. Recall that a polymatroid on a finite set E is given
by a rank function r : 2E → Z≥0 satisfying the following axioms:

• (Submodularity) For any A1, A2 ⊂ E, we have r(A1 ∪A2) + r(A1 ∩A2) ≤ r(A1) + r(A2);
• (Monotonicity) For any A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ E, we have r(A1) ≤ r(A2);
• (Normalization) For the empty set ∅, r(∅) = 0.

A polymatroid is called loopless, if the rank of any nonempty subset is nonzero.
In [HX22] we proved the following result:

Theorem 3.12. Let X be a complex projective manifold of dimension n, then for any three nef classes

A,B,C ∈ H1,1(X,R) on X, we always have

nd(A+B + C) + nd(C) ≤ nd(A+ C) + nd(B + C),

where nd(−) is the numerical dimension for nef classes.

As a consequence, for any finite set of nef classes E = {B1, ..., Bs} on X, for I ⊂ [s] set

r(I) = nd(BI)

with the convention that r(∅) = 0 and BI =
∑

i∈I Bi, then the function r(·) endows E with a loopless

polymatroid structure.

The analogous result also holds on a smooth projective variety over an arbitrary algebraically closed
field. Similar result was expected to hold on an arbitrary compact Kähler manifold, and a special case
for semi-positive classes was proved in [HX22].

We shall extend the submodularity of numerical dimensions for nef classes to classes in Γm(ω̂). We
first introduce a numerical-dimension type function.

Definition 3.13. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and fix 1 ≤ m0 ≤ n. Let ω
be a Kähler class on X and ω̂ ∈ ω a Kähler metric in the Kähler class. Denote Ω = ωn−m0 . For
α ∈ Γm0

(ω̂), we define

ndΩ(α) := max{k ∈ [m0]|αk · Ω 6= 0}.

When m0 = n and α is nef, this is the classical numerical dimension of nef classes.

Theorem 3.14. For any three classes A,B,C ∈ Γm0
(ω̂), we have that

ndΩ(A+B + C) + ndΩ(C) ≤ ndΩ(A+ C) + ndΩ(B + C).

As a consequence, for any finite set E = {B1, ..., Bs} ⊂ Γm0
(ω̂)\0, for I ⊂ [s] set

r(I) = ndΩ(BI)

with the convention that r(∅) = 0 and BI =
∑

i∈I Bi, then the function r(·) endows E with a loopless

polymatroid structure.

The key idea is an application of the rKT property for m-positive classes, which is similar to that
in [HX22]. However, the details differ in some subtle places, for completeness, we include the details
here.

Proof. In order to prove the inequality, it is sufficient to verify the following claim:

Claim: Let k, l,m be nonnegative integers satisfying that

(A+C)k+1 · Ω = 0,

(B + C)l+1 · Ω = 0,

Cm · Ω 6= 0, Cm+1 · Ω = 0,

then (A+B + C)k+l−m+1 · Ω = 0. �

To this end, under the assumption in the above claim we prove that for any triple of nonnegative
integers (s1, s2, s3) satisfying

s1 + s2 + s3 = k + l −m+ 1,

we have that
As1 ·Bs2 · Cs3 · Ω = 0.
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Indeed, by using Lemma 3.6 and the assumption in the above claim, we have that k ≥ m, l ≥ m and
we only need to consider the case when s1 + s3 ≤ k, s2 ≤ l, since otherwise the terms vanish. In
particular, in the following we are in the setting that l ≥ s2 ≥ l −m+ 1 and k + l − 2m + 1 ≥ 0.

For ε > 0, let D = εω + C. Denote [V ] = ωm0−(k+l−m+1).
We claim that for any s1 + s2 + s3 = k + l −m+ 1,

(23) As1 ·Bs2 · Cs3 · [V ] · Ω ≤ 2s2(k+l−m+1−s2) (As1 ·Ds2 · Cs3 · [V ] · Ω)(Bs2 ·Dk+l−m+1−s2 · [V ] · Ω)

Dk+l−m+1 · [V ] · Ω
.

To prove (23), we note the following facts:

• Since C ∈ Γm0
(ω̂) and ω is Kähler, D = εω + C ∈ Γm0

(ω̂);
• By the definitions of [V ] and Ω,

[V ] · Ω = ωm0−(k+l−m+1) · ωn−m0 = ωn−(m0−t)

for some t ≥ 0;
• By the definition of m-positivity,

Γm0
(ω̂) ⊂ Γm0−t(ω̂).

By Corollary 3.10, ([V ] · Ω,Γm0−t(ω̂) has the rKT property. Note that by Lemma 3.4,

Dk+l−m+1 · [V ] · Ω > 0.

Applying this and the rKT property to A,B,C,D ∈ Γm0−t(ω̂) proves (23).
Next we estimate every term on the right hand side of (23), by the assumption

Cm · Ω 6= 0, Cm+1 · Ω = 0,

it is easy to see that

Dk+l−m+1 · [V ] · Ω =
(k + l −m+ 1)!

m!(k + l − 2m + 1)!
(Cm · ωn−m)εk+l−2m+1 + ...,

where ... is a term with higher power than εk+l−2m+1, and Cm · ωn−m > 0. Similarly, by

(A+ C)k+1 · Ω = 0,

(B + C)l+1 · Ω = 0,

we get that

As1 ·Ds2 · Cs3 · [V ] · Ω =
s2!

(l −m+ 1)!(s2 − (l −m+ 1))!
(As1 · Cs2+s3−(l−m+1) · ωn−k)εl−m+1 + ...,

Bs2 ·Dk+l−m+1−s2 · [V ] · Ω =
(k + l −m+ 1 − s2)!

(k −m+ 1)!(l − s2)!
(Bs2 · C l−s2 · ωn−l)εk−m+1 + ...,

where ... are terms with higher orders on ε.
Note that by Lemma 3.4, the left hand of (23) is always nonnegative. Putting the above estimates

together implies that

As1 ·Bs2 · Cs3 · [V ] · Ω = 0.

By Lemma 3.6, the class As1 · Bs2 · Cs3 · Ω contains a positive current. Since [V ] is a complete
intersection of Kähler classes, the above equality implies that this positive current is zero, thus

As1 ·Bs2 · Cs3 · Ω = 0.

This finishes the proof. �
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3.3. Schur classes. Let λ be a partition of an integer b ≥ 1, that is, a sequence of integers

e ≥ λ1 ≥ ... ≥ λN ≥ 0

such that |λ| =
∑N

i=1 λi = b. Given such a partition λ, the Schur polynomial sλ(x1, ..., xe) with e
variables is the symmetric polynomial of degree |λ| defined by

sλ(x1, ..., xe) = det




σλ1
σλ1+1 · · · σλ1+N−1

σλ2−1 σλ2
· · · σλ2+N−2

...
...

...
...

σλN−N+1 σλN−N+2 · · · σλN


 ,

where σk(x1, ..., xe) is the elementary symmetric polynomial of degree k with e variables. Here we use
the convention that σi = 0 if i /∈ [0, e].

The i-th derived Schur polynomial s
(i)
λ (x) is defined by the relation

sλ(x1 + t, ..., xe + t) =

|λ|∑

i=0

s
(i)
λ (x)ti.

Let E be a holomorphic vector bundle of rank e on a complex manifold X. The Schur class of E
corresponding to the partition λ is defined by substituting (x1, ..., xe) by the Chern roots of E. More
explicitly,

sλ(E) = det




cλ1
(E) cλ1+1(E) · · · cλ1+N−1(E)

cλ2−1(E) cλ2
(E) · · · cλ2+N−2(E)

...
...

...
...

cλN−N+1(E) cλN−N+2(E) · · · cλN
(E)


 ,

where ck(E) is the k-th Chern class of E. The derived Schur classes s
(i)
λ (E) are defined similarly:

given a class δ ∈ H1,1(X,R),

sλ(E〈δ〉) =

|λ|∑

i=0

s
(i)
λ (E)δi,

where E〈δ〉 is the R-twisted vector bundle. In particular, s
(i)
λ (E) ∈ H |λ|−i,|λ|−i(X,R).

Example 3.15. We give some simple examples to illustrate the form of Schur classes.

(1) If λ = (|λ|, 0, ..., 0), then sλ(E) = c|λ|(E) is just the Chern class of E.
(2) If λ = (1, ..., 1, 0, ..., 0), then sλ(E) = s|λ|(E) is the Segre class of E.
(3) For lower degrees, one can calculate sλ(E) directly as follows:

s(2)(E) = c2(E), s(1,1)(E) = c1(E)2 − c2(E);

s(3)(E) = c3(E), s(2,1)(E) = c1(E)c2(E) − c3(E),

s(1,1,1)(E) = c1(E)3 − 2c1(E)c2(E) + c3(E).

To obtain the desired rKT property for Schur classes in the Kähler setting, we need the following
result. Though it is not explicitly stated, the following result is essentially due to [RT22]. It can be
proved by similar arguments as in [RT22]. Alternatively, one can also apply [RSW23] and use the fact
that Schur polynomials are dually Lorentzian.

Lemma 3.16. Let e ≥ 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 2 and let ω1, ..., ωe, α1, ..., αk ∈ Λ1,1
R (Cn) be Kähler metrics.

Then for any partition λ = (e ≥ λ1 ≥ ... ≥ λN ≥ 0) of n− 2 − k, the (n − 2, n− 2)-form

α1 ∧ ... ∧ αk ∧ sλ(ω1, ..., ωe)

has Hodge-Riemann property, i.e., the quadratic form on Λ1,1
R (Cn) defined by

q(α, β) = α ∧ β ∧ α1 ∧ ... ∧ αk ∧ sλ(ω1, ..., ωe)

has signature (+,−, ...,−).

By Lemma 3.16 and standard argument from [DN06], we get the following result.
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Theorem 3.17. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and let 2 ≤ m ≤ n be an integer.

Then for any Kähler classes ω1, ..., ωe, α1, ..., αm−2 and any partition λ = (e ≥ λ1 ≥ ... ≥ λN ≥ 0) of

n−m, the class

α1 · ... · αm−2 · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe) ∈ Hn−2,n−2(X,R)

has Hodge-Riemann property, i.e., the quadratic form on H1,1(X,R) defined by

q(α, β) =

∫

X
α · β · α1 · ... · αm−2 · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe)

has signature (+,−, ...,−). In particular, for any α ∈ Nef1(X), β ∈ H1,1(X,R),

q(α, β)2 ≥ q(α)q(β).

More generally, by our previous work [HX22, Theorem A], we can generalize Lemma 3.16 and thus
Theorem 3.17 as follows:

Theorem 3.18. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and let 2 ≤ m ≤ n be an integer.

Then for any Kähler classes ω1, ..., ωe, any partition λ = (e ≥ λ1 ≥ ... ≥ λN ≥ 0) of n −m and any

nef classes α1, ..., αm−2 satisfying that every αk has a smooth semipositive representative α̂k with α̂I

being |I| + 2 positive everywhere for any I ⊂ [m− 2], then the class

α1 · ... · αm−2 · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe) ∈ Hn−2,n−2(X,R)

has Hodge-Riemann property.

As a direct application of Theorem 3.17, we get:

Theorem 3.19. Let X be compact Kähler manifold of dimension n and let 0 ≤ m ≤ n be an integer.

Let λ = (e ≥ λ1 ≥ ... ≥ λN ≥ 0) be an arbitrary partition of n−m.

(1) For any nef classes ω1, ..., ωe, α1, ..., αk, the polynomial

f(x1, ..., xm) = (x1α1 + ...+ xkαk)m · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe)

is Lorentzian.

(2) The pair (sλ(ω1, ..., ωe),Nef1(X)) has the rKT property: for any B,A1, ..., Am ∈ Nef1(X),

(Bm · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe))(A1 · ... · Am · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe))

≤ 2k(m−k)(Bk · Ak+1 · ... · Am · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe))(B
m−k · A1 · ... ·Ak · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe)).

(3) There is a constant depending only on m such that for any A,B,C ∈ Nef1(X),

(Am · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe))((A+B + C)m · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe))

≤ cm((A +B)m · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe))((A + C)m · sλ(ω1, ..., ωe)).

The proof is exactly the same as Theorem 3.9, Corollary 3.10 and Theorem 3.11.

Remark 3.20. In the algebraic case, combining [RT21, Theorem 7.4] and the general principle, one
can obtain more general version of Theorem 3.19. Let X be a smooth projective manifold of dimension
n, and let E1, ..., Ep be nef vector bundles on X. Let λ1, ..., λp be partitions such that

p∑

i=1

|λi| = n−m.

Then Theorem 3.19 holds when we replace sλ(ω1, ..., ωe) by the product of Schur classes

p∏

i=1

sλi(Ei)

and H1,1(X,R) by the real Neron-Severi space N1(X).
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3.4. Positivity criterion. In Demailly-Păun’s numerical characterization of the Kähler cone of a
compact Kähler manifold [DP04], the following fundamental positivity criterion was proved and played
a key role in their proof.

Theorem 3.21 (Demailly-Păun). Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n. Assume that

B ∈ H1,1(X,R) is a nef class satisfying Bn > 0, then there is a Kähler current in the class B, or

equivalently, B is in the interior of the pseudo-effective cone of (1, 1) classes.

In this section, we explain how the results obtained in the previous sections, which follow from the
Hodge index theorem (or the Lorentzian property of the volume polynomial for nef classes), imply a
priori weaker but indeed equivalent result for a projective manifold X.

Let B ∈ H1,1(X,R) be a nef class satisfying that Bn > 0. We intend to show that B lies in the
interior of the dual of the movable cone Mov1(X) ⊂ Hn−1,n−1(X,R). Recall that Mov1(X) is defined
as the closure of the convex cone generated by classes of the form

π∗(Ã2 · ... · Ãn),

where π ranges over all Kähler modifications Y over X and Ã2, ..., Ãn are arbitrary Kähler classes on
Y . Then we have done since the dual cone of Mov1(X) is just the pseudo-effective cone by the deep
results of [BDPP13,WN19].

To this end, we fix a Kähler class A. By Khovanskii-Teissier inequality (or [HX22, Theorem B]),

Bn−1 · A > 0.

Let π : Y → X be a Kähler modification. Then by applying Corollary 3.10 (with m = n) to any

Kähler classes Ã2, ..., Ãn on Y and π∗B,π∗A, we obtain that

π∗B · Ã2 · ... · Ãn ≥
π∗Bn

2n−1π∗Bn−1 · π∗A
(π∗A · Ã2 · ... · Ãn).

By the projection formula,

B · π∗(Ã2 · ... · Ãn) ≥
Bn

2n−1Bn−1 · A
A · π∗(Ã2 · ... · Ãn).

If we replace A by εA, where ε is a sufficiently small positive number, such that

Bn

2n−1Bn−1 · εA
= 1 + δ

for some δ > 0, then we conclude that

(B − εA) · ∆ ≥ δεA · ∆ > 0

for any non-zero element ∆ ∈ Mov1(X). So B must be an interior point of the dual cone of Mov1(X),
which finishes the proof.

Remark 3.22. Similar argument works for any pair (Ω, C) having the rKT property. Assume that
B,A ∈ C satisfies

Bm · Ω > 0, Bm−1 · A · Ω > 0

and for any A2, ..., Am ∈ C,

A ·A2 · ... ·Am · Ω > 0,

then for some ε > 0,

(B − εA) · ∆ > 0

for any non-zero element ∆ in the closed convex cone generated by A2 · ... · Am · Ω, where A2, ...Am

range in C. For example, this works for (ωn−m,Γm(ω̂)), (sλ(ω1, ..., ωe),Nef1(X)).
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4. Applications to geometric inequalities

We first recall some basics on mixed volumes, all of which can be found in [Sch14] (see also [SvH19]
for a nice summary on related materials which are sufficient for us). For the correspondences between
convexity and positivity theory in complex geometry, we refer the reader to [LX17].

A subset K of Rn is called a convex body if it is a nonempty compact convex subset. We denote the
collection of convex bodies in Rn by K(Rn). Given two convex bodies K,L ∈ K(Rn), the Minkowski
sum K + L is the convex body defined by

K + L = {x + y| x ∈ K, y ∈ L}.

For any K1, ...,Kr ∈ K(Rn) and any tj ≥ 0, there is polynomial relation:

vol(t1K1 + ...+ trKr) =
∑

i1+...+ir=n

n!

i1!...ir !
V (K1[i1], ...,Kr [ir])t

i1
1 ...t

ir
r ,

whereKj [ij ] denotes ij copies of Kj. The coefficients V (K1[i1], ...,Kr [ir]) are called the mixed volumes.
The mixed volumes can be also expressed in terms of support functions. Recall that the support

function hK of a convex body K ∈ K(Rn) is defined by

hK(x) = sup
y∈K

x · y.

The support function is 1-homogeneous, thus it can be considered as a function on the unit sphere
Sn−1. Conversely, any function f : Sn−1 → R can be considered as an 1-homogeneous function on Rn

by setting f(x) = ‖x‖f(x/‖x‖). Assume that f ∈ C2(Rn) is 1-homogeneous, then H(f)(x) · x = 0,
where H(f)(x) is the Hessian matrix of f at x. Therefore, H(f)(x) is completely determined by its
restriction on the hyperplane x⊥, which we denoted by

D2f : x⊥ → x⊥.

Given any f ∈ C2(Sn−1), we shall use the same notation D2f to denote the restricted Hessian of its
1-homogeneous extension. Indeed, D2f can be also given by the covariant derivatives on the sphere.
Let K1, ...,Kn ∈ K(Rn) such that every support function hKi ∈ C2(Sn−1), then the mixed volume can
be expressed as

(24) V (K1, ...,Kn) =
1

n

∫

Sn−1

hK1
D(D2hK2

, ...,D2hKn)ds,

where D(−, ...,−) is the mixed discriminant of (n − 1)-dimensional matrices and ds is the standard
surface area measure of Sn−1. The mixed volume function V : (K(Rn))n → R is symmetric and
multilinear in its arguments, and V (K, ...,K) = vol(K).

Since any f ∈ C2(Sn−1) can be written as the difference of two C2 support functions, by linearity,
the equation (24) immediately extends V to a function on (C2(Sn−1))n:

(25) V (u1, ..., un) =
1

n

∫

Sn−1

u1D(D2u2, ...,D
2un)ds, ∀u1, ..., un ∈ C2(Sn−1).

In particular, V (K1, ...,Kn) = V (hK1
, ..., hKn).

Let L(Sn−1) be the space of linear functions restricted on Sn−1, and denote H = C2(Sn−1)/L(Sn−1)
It is clear that the mixed volume function V : (C2(Sn−1))n → R descends to a function on Hn.

4.1. m-convex functions on the sphere. In this subsection, we study the convexity analogs of
results obtained in Section 3.1.

We first introduce the key notion of m-positivity for functions on the sphere. In the sequel, we fix
a convex body M ∈ K(Rn) such that its support function satisfies D2hM (x) > 0 for any x ∈ Sn−1.

Definition 4.1. A function u ∈ C2(Sn−1) is called m-convex with respect to M or hM if for any
x ∈ Sn−1,

D(D2u[k],D2hM [n− 1 − k])(x) > 0,∀1 ≤ k ≤ m.

We denote the set of m-convex functions with respect to M by Γm(M). For m = n− 1, any
f ∈ Γn−1(M) is given by the support function of some convex body.
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Using similar ideas as in the original proof of Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality [Ale96, Ale38], the
paper [GMTZ10] proved the following result by studying an eigenvalue problem for certain elliptic
differential operators.

Theorem 4.2. Let u2, ..., um ∈ Γm(M), v ∈ C2(Sn−1), then

V (v, u2, ..., um, hM [n−m]) = 0

implies that

V (v, v, u3, ..., um, hM [n−m]) ≤ 0

with equality if and only if v = 0 in H.

This is the convexity analog of Theorem 3.7.
As an immediate corollary, we get a variant of Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality form-convex functions.

Corollary 4.3. Let u1, ..., um−2, f ∈ Γm(M) and g ∈ C2(Sn−1). It holds that

V (f, g,u1, ..., um−2, hM [n−m])2

≥ V (f, f, u1, ..., um−2, hM [n−m])V (g, g, u1, ..., um−2, hM [n−m]).

Indeed, the paper [GMTZ10] proves Theorem 4.2 when M is the unit ball. However, their proof
also works for a general M . To make the intimate relation with Theorem 3.7 more clear, we present
a self-contained simple proof of Corollary 4.3 following the method of [SvH19].

Proof. We may suppose m ≤ n−1. Up to a linear function (equivalently, a translation of M), we may
assume hM (x) > 0 for any x ∈ Sn−1. We define the operator A : C2(Sn−1) → C0(Sn−1) as follows:

Au =
hMD(D2u,D2hM ,D

2u1, ...,D
2um−2,D

2hM [n−m− 1])

D(D2hM ,D2hM ,D2u1, ...,D2um−2,D2hM [n−m− 1])
, u ∈ C2(Sn−1).

Let dµ be the measure given by

dµ =
1

n

D(D2u1, ...,D
2um−2,D

2hM [n−m+ 1])

hM
ds.

The measure induces an inner product 〈−,−〉L2(µ) on L2(Sn−1):

〈u, v〉L2(µ) =

∫

Sn−1

u · vdµ.

It is easy to see that

〈Au, v〉L2(µ) = V (u, v, u1, ..., um−2, hM [n−m]), u, v ∈ C2(Sn−1).

The operator A has the following properties:

• A is a uniformly elliptic operator. This follows from Lemma 3.4.
• A is symmetric in the sense that 〈Au, v〉L2(µ) = 〈u,Av〉L2(µ).
• AhM = hM , that is, hM is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue 1.
• A extends to a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space L2(Sn−1, dµ) with a discrete spectrum;

its largest eigenvalue is 1 and the corresponding eigenspace is spanned by hM . This follows
from [GT83, Section 8.12].

We claim that

(26) 〈Au,Au〉L2(µ) ≥ 〈u,Au〉L2(µ).

To this end, by direct calculation and Theorem 3.7, we obtain

(Au)2 ≥
h2MD(D2u,D2u,D2u1...,D

2um−2,D
2hM [n−m− 1])

D(D2u1, ...,D2um−2,D2hM [n−m+ 1])

which implies that

〈Au,Au〉L2(µ) ≥
1

n

∫
hMD(D2u,D2u,D2u1...,D

2um−2,D
2hM [n−m− 1])ds

=
1

n

∫
uD(D2u,D2u1, ...,D

2um−2,D
2hM [n−m])ds

= 〈u,Au〉L2(µ).
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This completes proof of the claim.
Let u be an eigenfunction of A with eigenvalue λ, then (26) implies λ2 ≥ λ, thus λ ≥ 1 or λ ≤ 0.

Therefore, 1 is the only positive eigenvalue of A and the corresponding eigenspace is of dimension one.
By [SvH19, Lemma 1.4],

〈f,Ag〉2L2(µ) ≥ 〈f,Af〉L2(µ)〈g,Ag〉L2(µ).

This finishes the proof.
�

As a consequence, we obtain:

Theorem 4.4. The following statements hold:

(1) For any u1, ..., uk ∈ Γm(M), the polynomial

f(x1, ..., xk) = V ((x1u1 + ...+ xkuk)[m], hM [n−m])

is Lorentzian.

(2) The pair (hM [n−m],Γm(M)) has rKT property, i.e., for any B,A1, ..., Am ∈ Γm(M):

V (B[m], hM [n−m])V (A1, ..., Am, hM [n −m])

≤ 2k(m−k)V (B[k], Ak+1, ..., Am, hM [n−m])V (B[m− k], A1, ..., Ak , hM [n−m]).

(3) For any A,B,C ∈ Γm(M), there is a constant cm > 0 depending only on m such that

V (A[m],hM [n−m])V ((A+B + C)[m], hM [n−m])

≤ cmV ((A+B)[m], hM [n−m])V ((A+ C)[m], hM [n−m]).

Proof. We only need to prove (1). For α ∈ Nk with |α| = m− 2, we have

∂αf(x) =
m!

2!
V (

k∑

i=1

xiui,

k∑

i=1

xiui, u1[α1], ..., uk[αk], hM [n−m])

By Theorem 4.3, it is clear that the function (∂αf(x))1/2 is concave for x ∈ Rk
>0. Therefore, by Lemma

2.2, f is Lorentzian.
�

Remark 4.5. By similar discussions as in Section 3.2, one can prove that any finite set consisting
of nonzero elements in Γm(M) (the closure of Γm(M) in C2(Sn−1)) can be endowed with a loopless
polymatroid structure by a numerical-dimension type function.

4.2. Valuations of Schur type. In this section, we first establish a convexity analog of Theorem
3.17. Our tool is a toric construction which enables us to approximate any mixed volume of convex
bodies by the intersection numbers of nef divisor classes.

By [Ful93, Section 5.4], given any finite rational polytopes P1, ..., Ps, there is a smooth projective
toric variety X such that every Pk corresponds to a Q-nef divisor Dk, which satisfies: for any non-
negative rational numbers x1, ..., xs,

∑s
k=1 xkPk corresponds to

∑s
k=1 xkDk. As a consequence,

vol(

s∑

k=1

xkPk) =
vol(

∑s
k=1 xkDk)

n!
.

By comparing the coefficients, we get that for any (i1, ..., is) with
∑

k ik = n,

(27) V (P1[i1], ..., Ps[is]) =
Di1

1 · ... ·Dis
s

n!
.

Theorem 4.6. Let Ei = (K
(i)
1 , ...,K

(i)
ti

), 1 ≤ i ≤ p be p tuples of convex bodies. Let λ1, ..., λp be

partitions such that
p∑

i=1

|λi| = n− 2.

Let Θ(−,−) : (K(Rn))2 → R be the function given by

Θ(M,N) = V (sλ1(E1), ..., sλp(Ep),M,N),
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then Θ satisfies that

Θ(M,N)2 ≥ Θ(M,M)Θ(N,N).

Proof. This follows directly from Remark 3.20, (27) and the fact that any convex body can be ap-
proximated by rational polytopes.

�

As a consequence, we obtain:

Theorem 4.7. Let Ei = (K
(i)
1 , ...,K

(i)
ti

), 1 ≤ i ≤ p be p tuples of convex bodies. Let λ1, ..., λp be

partitions such that
p∑

i=1

|λi| = n−m.

Denote the tuples (sλ1(E1), ..., sλp(Ep)) by Θ, then

(1) for any convex bodies L1, ..., Lk, the polynomial

f(x1, ..., xk) = V ((x1L1 + ...+ xkLk)[m],Θ)

is Lorentzian.

(2) the pair (Θ,K(Rn)) has the rKT property, that is, for any convex bodies B,A1, ..., Am,

V (B[m],Θ)V (A1, ..., Am,Θ)

≤ 2k(m−k)V (B[k], Ak+1, ..., Am,Θ)V (B[m− k], A1, ..., Ak ,Θ).

(3) for any convex bodies A,B,C, there is a constant cm > 0 depending only on m such that

V (A[m],Θ)V ((A+B + C)[m],Θ)

≤ cmV ((A+B)[m],Θ)V ((A+ C)[m],Θ).

Proof. Note that for any α ∈ Nk with |α| = m− 2, ∂αf is given by the mixed volume against

V (−,−;L1[α1], ..., Lk[αk],Θ),

and L1[α1], ..., Lk[αk] is just the product of m− 2 convex bodies, thus

V (−,−;L1[α1], ..., Lk[αk],Θ) = V (−,−; cm−2,Θ)

is also given by the product of Schur polynomials with total degree n− 2.
Therefore, Theorem 4.6 and the argument for Theorem 4.4 can be applied in the same way. �

Remark 4.8. Similar to the complex geometry setting, we expect that the rKT constant c(m,k) =

2k(m−k) in the convexity setting can be improved to the optimal m!
k!(m−k)! .

Inspired by the full statement of Theorem 3.17, it is interesting to get a characterization of the
equality in Theorem 4.6.

We first introduce some notions on valuations. All the materials can be found in the survey [AF14]
and the references therein.

Definition 4.9. A functional φ : K(Rn) → R is called a valuation if

φ(K ∪ L) = φ(K) + φ(L) − φ(K ∩ L)

whenever K,L,K ∪ L ∈ K(Rn).

A valuation φ is called continuous if it is continuous with respect to the Hausdorff metric of compact
sets, and φ is called translation invariant if φ(L + x) = φ(L) for any L ∈ K(Rn), x ∈ Rn. Denote the
space of continuous and translation invariant valuations on Rn by Val(Rn). Then Val(Rn) is a Banach
space with the norm

‖φ‖ = sup
L⊂B

|φ(L)|
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where B is the unit ball in Rn. A valuation φ is called i-homogeneous if φ(cL) = ciφ(L) for any
c ≥ 0 and L ∈ K(Rn). We denote the subset of i-homogeneous valuations in Val(Rn) by Vali(R

n). By
McMullen’s theorem [McM77], we have

Val(Rn) =

n⊕

i=0

Vali(R
n).

Fix A1, ..., An−k ∈ K(Rn), then the function defined by

ψ(L) = V (L[k];A1, ..., An−k)

is a typical k-homogenous valuation. By Alesker’s irreducibility theorem [Ale01], the space of linear
combinations of valuations given by mixed volumes V (−;A1, ..., An−k) is dense in Valk(Rn).

The group GL(Rn) acts on Val(Rn) by

(g · φ)(L) := φ(g−1(L)).

We call that φ is a smooth valuation if the map

GL(Rn) → Val(Rn), g 7→ g · φ

is a smooth map from the Lie group GL(Rn) to the Banach space Val(Rn). We denote the subset of
smooth valuations in Val(Rn) by Val∞(Rn), then

Val∞(Rn) =

n⊕

i=0

Val∞i (Rn).

It is a well-known fact from representation theory that Val∞(Rn) is dense in Val(Rn).
By [BF06], there is an operator

∗ : Val∞(Rn) × Val∞(Rn) → Val∞(Rn)

which is called the convolution operator making Val∞(Rn) a commutative associative algebra with the
unit given by the volume. Explicitly, if A1, ..., An−k and B1, ..., Bn−l are strictly convex bodies with
smooth boundary, and k + l ≥ n, then

V (−;A1, ..., An−k) ∗ V (−;B1, ..., Bn−l) =
k!l!

n!
V (−;A1, ..., An−k, B1, ..., Bn−l).

Now we can state our conjecture:

Conjecture 4.10. Let Ei = (K
(i)
1 , ...,K

(i)
ti

), 1 ≤ i ≤ p be p tuples of convex bodies. Let λ1, ..., λp be

partitions such that
p∑

i=1

|λi| = n− 2.

Let Θ(−,−) : (K(Rn))2 → R be the function given by

Θ(M,N) = V (sλ1(E1), ..., sλp(Ep),M,N),

• If we assume further that all the convex bodies in the tuples Ei are smooth and strictly convex,

then the valuation

Θ = V (sλ1(E1), ..., sλp(Ep),−,−)

satisfies the Hodge-Riemann relation, i.e, fix a smooth convex body K with nonempty interior,

then for any smooth valuation φ ∈ Val∞n−1 satisfying that

Θ ∗ V (K;−) ∗ φ = 0,

we have

Θ ∗ φ ∗ φ ≤ 0

with equality holds if and only if φ = 0.
• If we assume that all the convex bodies in the tuples Ei are smooth and have nonempty interior,

then for any two convex bodies M,N , the equality

Θ(M,N)2 = Θ(M)Θ(N)

holds if and only if M,N are homothetic.
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Remark 4.11. The first part of Conjecture 4.10 is now a theorem by [RSW23, Theorem 7.14, Remark
7.15], which is also true for dually Lorentzian polynomials. By [Sch14, Theorem 7.6.8], the second
part holds when Θ = V (K1, ...,Kn−2;−) and K1, ...,Kn−2 are smooth.

For recent development on Hodge-Riemann relations for valuations, see [KW22] and the references
therein. We end this section with another much more ambitious question on the characterization of
the equality case in Theorem 4.6 without any assumption on the convex bodies.

Question 4.12. Notations as in Theorem 4.6, give a sufficient and necessary characterization on the

relation between the convex bodies M,N and the tuples Ei = (K
(i)
1 , ...,K

(i)
ti

) such that

Θ(M,N)2 = Θ(M,M)Θ(N,N),

One can also consider more general versions involving dually Lorentzian polynomials. See [SvH22,
SvH20] for recent very important advances on the classical Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality.
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