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Abstract: This paper is motivated by our discovery of a novel polynomial identity
(Theorem 3.1) which elegantly incorporates quadratic forms and matrix determinants. It
turns out to fit nicely into the proof of an interesting result on linear dependence of quadratic
forms(Theorem 1.2) which is equally unexpected.
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1 Introduction

Let d be a positive integer and Cy[z1, 22 - - - , 2,] be the set of degree d homogeneous forms in
the polynomial ring C|zy, 25 - - - , 2,,]. Given a finite set S; = {p1,pa, -+, o1} C Cylz1, 22+, 2],
let Sy = {pi,piy - pi, |1 < iy <idg < -+ < i <I1},1 <k <1 be the set of k-products of
distinct polynomials in S;. This paper concerns the following

Question 1.1. How is linear independence of Sy related to that of Sy, k > 17

At first glance the question is not of much interest in a general setting: the case d = 1
is naive, where linear independence of Sy justifies one to assume p; = 2z;,1 <@ <[ up to a
linear coordinate change, thus Sy is trivially independent for all 1 < k <[. When d > 1, this
fails in light of easy examples(e.g., the independent S; = {z%, 2129, 2123, 2223} corresponds
to dependent Sy as (2%)(2223) = (2122)(2123)). The converse direction is even less expected
as it already fails when d = 1(e.g., the dependent S; = {z1, 22, 21 + 22} gives independent
Ss). The surprising finding of this paper, which justifies a serious study on Question [T] is
an “if and only if” relation on powers of linear forms.

As an extensively studied class in algebraic geometry and computation theory[ll 2, 3, 8
9, 10], powers of linear forms are building blocks for general homogeneous polynomials in
light of the well-known Waring decomposition: any polynomial in C4[z1, 29« - , 2,] is a finite
sum of d-th powers of Cy[z1, 29 - - , 2,] polynomials. In this paper we work on the quadratic
case d = 2, that is,
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where {¢;}\_, C Cy[21, 29+ , 2,] are linear forms.
Let 7 and m := [ — r respectively denote the linear rank and co-rank of {¢;}!_,. Up to a
coordinate change, we may assume

{Qi}ézl = {217227 e azr>.flaf2a e >.fm}

where f; = 22:1 a;;z; € Cilz1, 29+, 2], thus

r r
Sl = {Z%VZ%’”' 7Z7%7(Za1jzj)27"' 7(Zamjzj)2}'
=1 =1

One easily sees that Question [[LT] can be void for some triples (r,m,k)(for instance, S
is unconditionally dependent if (g) < m) and we are only interested in cases that both
S1 and S are conditionally dependent. In particular, m = 0 implies unconditional linear
independence of Sk, and r = 1 implies unconditional linear dependence of S (unless m = 0),
hence we assume r > 2, m > 1 in this paper.

Our result states as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let r > 2, m > 1 be positive integers and Sy be as above. Then
(i)When r = 2, Sy is linearly independent if and only if Sy is linearly independent.
(ii) When m = 2, Sy is linearly independent if and only if Sy is linearly independent.
(1ii) When r = m = 3, Ss is linearly independent if and only if Sy is linearly independent.

We present an overview of proof. The first step, which is quite straightforward, is to

r
2

The hard part is to show that this rank condition is equivalent to linear independence of

reduce linear independence of S to a rank condition on a (}) x m matrix(Proposition 2.1]).
Sk, k= 2,3. When r = 2 or m = 2, we have a sufficiently explicit description of the rank
condition in terms of {a;;} (Corollary 2.2]), with which careful technical treatments proves
(¢)(it). When both r and m are at least 3, we can not say as much on {a;;} and (iii)
is proved by a combination of algebraic identities on the determinant of above mentioned
(g) x m matrix(which is now a 3 x 3 square matrix). In particular, a new polynomial
identity(Theorem [B.1]) is discovered which is of independent algebraic interest(see Section
3.1 for details) and exactly meets our need.

This paper is much more suggestive than conclusive(how about other rank conditions
and S,k # 2,37) where quite different technical situations in (7)(#7)(i4i) exhibit various
aspects of Question [[L.T] and convince that the “if and only if” relation is not a coincidence.
A possible underlying theory is to be revealed in future works, and an extension of above
mentioned polynomial identity(see Question B.2l below) is a promising first step which might
have consequences beyond Question [[I|(for instance, identity (B.5]) below as its corollary
gives an interesting connection between 3 x 3 determinant and permanent).
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2 The cases r=2 or m =2

In this section we prove (i)(ii) of Theorem [[L2l We begin with a straightforward description
for linear independence of Si, which will be used both here and next Section 3.

Proposition 2.1. Let m > 1,7 > 2 be positive integers and f; = Z;Zl a;;z, 1 <1< m be
linear forms. The set Sy = {22,22,--- 22 f2, -+, f2} is linearly independent if and only if

P )

the rank of the following (;) X m matrix

aiiai2 a21a22 t am—1,10m—1,2 Am1Gm2
aiiais a21a23 co am—1,14m—1,3 Am1am3
aiilair a21 a2y to aAm—1,1Am—1,r Am10mr
a12a13 22023 t am—1,20m—1,3 Am2am3
a12a14 a22a24 e Qm—1,20m—1,4 Am2amy (2.1)
ai2air a22 a2y co aAm—1,2m—1,r aAm20mr
al,r—1a1r G2,r—102¢ to Am—1,r—10m—1,r Am,r-10m,r

s m.

Proof. Let b;, 1 < i < m denote the i-th column of matrix (2.I]). For the “if” part, suppose
matrix (2] has rank m and there exists scalers \;, 1 <i <7 and p;, 1 < i < m such that

XT: Niz? + Zm: wif? = 0. (2.2)
i=1 =1

Tracing the coefficients of {z;2;|i # j} in (2.2)) gives

=1

As (ZT)) has rank m, ([2.3) forces u; = 0,1 < ¢ < m which combined with (2.2)) in turn forces
AN=01<i<r.

For the “only if” part, suppose (2.1 has rank less than m, then (23) has not-all-zero
solution fu, - - -, ft, which annihilates all z;z;,4 # j in (2.2). Fix such py,- -, ft, the sum

S wif? only contains 27, - -+, 22 thus a proper choice of \;,1 < < r settles ([2.2)), giving
linear dependence of {22,223, -+, 2% f2,--- f2}.

O

Corollary 2.2. Under the assumption of Proposition[2.1, the followings hold.
(i) If r = 2, then Sy is independent if and only if m =1 and ay1a12 # 0.
(ii)If m = 2, then Sy is dependent if and only if at least one of the following holds
(a)there exist two elements in S which are linearly dependent;
(b) there exists 1 < M # N < r such that fi = ajyzy+ainzy, fo = aspzy+aonyzy (that
is, ay; = ag; =0 for all i ¢ {M,N}).



Proof. (i) In this case (2.I)) is a 1 x m matrix, which has rank m if and only if m = 1 and
1) = (ar1a12) # (0).

(i) When m = 2, S) = {23, 22, f = (apz1+ - -+ aw2.)?, [2 = (an 21+ -+ a9,.20)%}
and matrix (2.1]) has two columns still denoted by by, bs.

For sufficiency, (a) trivially implies dependence of Sy. If (b) holds, S; admits {23,, 2%, (a1n 20+

ainzn)?, (aonrza + aanzy)?} as a linearly dependent subset.
For necessity, suppose S is dependent and (a) does not hold, then we have

e both b; and by are non-zero columns(otherwise, if by = 0 for instance, then {a;1, aa, - - -

admits at most one non-zero elements hence f; is a multiple of some z;),

e f; and fy are linearly independent hence there exists 1 < M # N < r such that
ain  Ga2m
0.
aiN  G2N 7

Without loss of generality, we assume ‘ ZH 321 ' # 0 and show that a13 = a4 = -+ =
12 Q22

a1, = Qg3 = Agq = - -+ = ag, = 0, then (b) holds and the proof is done.

As S is dependent, b; and by are linearly dependent by Proposition 2.1l hence all 2 x 2

a1101; Q210A2;

submatrix of (2.1]) have vanishing determinants. In particular, = 0 for each

A1201;  G2202;
@11 Q21
12 Q22
Now one can choose two sets I, I of integers with {3,4,--- r} =L Ul and [ NI, =

i € {3,4,---,r}, which combined with # 0 implies either a;; = 0 or ay; = 0.

such that a;; = 0 for ¢ € I; and ag; = 0 for ¢ € I,. It remains to show that a;; = 0 for ¢ € I
and ay; = 0 for 7 € 1.

By symmetry, we only show ay; = 0 for ¢ € I,(if I = () there is nothing to prove). Since
as; = 0, we have ag;a91 = a9;a00 = 0 which in turn implies ai;a11 = aq;a10 = 0 as by and by

are linearly dependent and both nonzero. Now a;; must be zero, otherwise a;; = a1 = 0,

a a
11 21 % 0.

contradicting
aiz a2

U
We are now ready to prove (i)(ii) of Theorem

Proof. Sufficiency of (i): By Corollary 2.2 linear independence of S; implies that S; =
{2222 (a1121 + a1229)%}, ap1ay # 0. Now Sy = {2222, 22 (ay121 + a1222)%, 25 (a1121 + a1222)%}
which is obviously linearly independent.

Necessity of (i): Suppose S; is linearly dependent and it remains to show Sy is also
dependent. By Corollary 2.2] it holds that either m = 1,a117a12 = 0 or m > 1. In
the former case, Sy is trivially dependent. In the latter case, the set {22, 23, (a1121 +
a1229)%, (a2121 + a2922)?} is contained in S hence the set {2723, 23(a1121 + a1229)?, 22 (a9 21 +

A9229)%, 22 (a1121 + a1222)%, 22 (a1 21 + a2922)?, (a1121 + a1222)% (a1 21 + agez2)?} is contained in
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Sy, which are necessarily dependent as 6 polynomials in a 5-dimensional space spanned by
{21, 2329, 2222, 21235, 25 }.

Necessity of (ii): If S is dependent, condition (a) of Corollary trivially implies
linear dependence of Sy while condition (b) implies that S; contains {2%,, 23, (a2 +
ainzn)?, (asprzar + aanzy)?} hence Sy contains 6 polynomials {23,2%;, 23, (a1 20 + a1nzn )2,
23 (aemzp+asnzn)?, 2 (a2 +ain e )?, 25 (o zv+aan zn )%, (a2 +ainzn ) (aon 2+
asnzy)?} lying in a 5 dimensional space spanned by {23, 252N, 25,25, 2M 257, 25 }-

Sufficiency of (ii): Suppose S is independent and there exists coefficients {a;;, 1 <14,j <
roi# j3{8i, 1 <i<r}{y,1<i<r}and A such that

Z OéijZ?Z’Jz- + Z Bizi(aniz1 + -+ + apz) + Z VizZ(agiz1 + -+ ag2,)?
i=1

1<, <ryij i=1
+ Mapz + -+ apz)(anz + -+ agez)? =0, (2.4)

it remains to show that all coefficients are zero.
We observe that it suffices to show A = 0. In fact, if A = 0, then fix 1 < N < r, tracing
the coefficient of 2%2;2;,1 # j(here i = N or j = N is allowed) in (24) gives

Bnariar; + ynagiag; =0, forany 1<4,j<r,i#j.
In other words,
Bnby + by =0

where by and by are the two columns of (2.1]).
As S is independent, by and by are independent by Proposition 2.1l hence Sy = vy =
0. Since N is arbitrarily chosen, f; = 7 = 0 for all 1 < i < r. Now (24) becomes

2,2 _ o
D oi<ijerizi @ij%i 27 = 0 hence aj; = 0 as well.

Next we show A = 0. As by and b, are independent, (21 admits a 2 x 2 sub-matrix
with non-zero determinant. Precisely, the following two cases exhaust all possibilities and
we will show A = 0 in both cases(we assume r > 3 as r = 2 is covered by Theorem (7).

CASE 1: There exists distinct integers M, N, K € {1,2,--- ,r} such that

a1N AasN
MKk A2k

aipmaiN  QapAoN
A1pa1 QoM a2k

CASE 2: There exists distinct integers P, @, R, S € {1,2,---,r} such that

£0 (2.5)

= Q1pA2M

a1p1 A2p02Q 7& 0 (2 6)
a1RrA1s Q2RA2S
and
a1;A15 A2;Q2; Q15 Agj
= a1;Q9; =0 (27)
A1;A1E  A2;Q2k Q1 Gk
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for any distinct integers i, j, k € {1,2,--- ,r}.
In CASE 1, tracing the coefficients of Fy;, s, Fi, Fi; Fy in (2.4) gives equations
Nai @5y + Bty + ymazy = 0
Aafyrasnaok + agyainaik) + Buainaix + Yauasnasx = 0
Aafyrasnaan + agyainain) + Suaiary + Ymagnasy = 0

The determinant of above linear system equals a3 ,,a3,, (asxai;n — aixasy) which is non-zero
by (Z3), forcing A = By = v = 0, as desired.
In CASE 2, we first claim that

a1pa1QA2pA2QA1RA1SA2RA2s = 0. (2.8)
In fact, if ay paygaapasgairaisasrass # 0, then specifying (Z7) to i = P gives le ZQj =
1k A2k
0 forall 1 < j # k < r with P ¢ {j,k}. Next, setting i = Q,j = P, ([271) gives
le ‘C‘fp —0forall 1<k <rké¢{P Q}. Finally, @7) withi=R,j =P,k = Q gives
1k G2k
@GP @2P 1 _ ) Now we have exhausted all 1 < j # k < r with ‘ @i 92 _ () which
aig aqQ Qi Qg
implies linear dependence of f; and f5, contradicting linear independence of S;.
Now by (Z.8)), we assume, without loss of generality by symmetry, that
arp =0, (2.9)
which in turn implies
A1RA15A2PA2Q # 0 (2-10)

by ([2.6).
Tracing the coefficient of FpFoFrFs in (2.4) gives

a1 pa1gaaraas+a1 pa1 pA20A2s+a1 pa1sA2QU2R+T01001 RU2PA25+01QA15A2pG2R+01 RA1SA2pA2q) = 0,
(2.11)
which combined with (29) gives

Ma1ga1ra2pazs + A1Qa15A2p02R + A1RA1SA2pA2q) = 0. (2.12)

We assert A = 0 in the following two sub-cases and the proof is complete.

CASE 2.1 a1 = 0. Now (2.12) becomes Aajra1sa2pa2g = 0 which combined with (2.10)
implies A = 0.

CASE 2.1 a;g # 0. Specifying 27) toi = Q,j =P k=Sand i =Q,j =P k=R
gives
aip azp
air Q2R

aip azp
a1Q02Q a1g  dgg = a1Q02Q :O, (2.13)
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which combined with ayg # 0(by(2.10)) and a;g # 0 gives

aip Qzp
1R Q2R

aip Qzp
a15 Aags

Combining (2.14)) and (2.9]) gives

—0 (2.14)

1Qa1RA2pA25 + A1QA15A2pU2R = A1QA2RA1PA2S + A1QA1pA2sdsr = 0,

which reduces (2.12) into Aajgaisaspasg = 0, hence A = 0 by (2.10). O

3 Thecaser=m=3

The situation becomes much more complicated when both r and m are at least 3, and this
paper works on r = m = 3 as a first attack. As both m and r are fixed, to make the
presentation more transparent we replace the double-index notation and write

fi=a121 + asza + aszs, fo = biz1 + baza + b3zs, f3 = c121 + oo + C323
hence

Sl = {Z%, Zg, 232), (alzl + ag29 + a323)2, (blzl + ngz + 6323)2, (0121 + Cozo + 0323)2}.
By Proposition 211, S is linearly dependent if and only if

ajaz biba cico
ajasg b1b3 C1C3 =0.

azaz babz cac3

ajaz  biby  cica
ajaz  bibz cicy
aga3  babz  cac3

0 analogous to Corollary no longer exists. In fact, one can easily give examples that
b by b | A O, = 0, and no entry vanishes(for instance, | 1 2 # 0,
; ajaz by bo cico

1
3
5 8 10
1 2 40
ajaz  bibz cic3

1 3 50
azaz  babz  cac3

= 0). To prove Theorem (14i), one need to directly relate
1 6 80

linear structure of S3, which is achieved by a series of algebraic identities as mentioned in
Section 1.

Precisely, proof of the “if” part follows the naive idea of tracing coefficients in linear
sum of S3 polynomials, which yields a bunch of linear equations whose determinants are
equaled to | aie? ol o

ajaz  bibz cic3
aza3z  babz  cac3

Here the technical difference from Section 2 is that an explicit description for

ajaz  biby cica
ajaz  bibz cic3
aga3  babz  cac3

to

(up to nonzero factors) by some “dirty” computations. On the

contrary, the “only if” part has a simple clean proof based on an elegant polynomial identity

. . b1b . . .
presented in Section 3.1 below, where | ajas 5it; eics | is related to a particular linear sum

agza3  babz  cacy

of S5 polynomials with coefficients resembling those in the Laplace determinant expansion.




3.1 A polynomial identity
Theorem 3.1. The following identity holds.
a; a2 as

bl b2 b3 Z%Z%Z%
1 C2 €3

— 3 (a1by — agby) 32322 (c121 + cazo + c323) 2
+ ¢ (arbs — asby) 22323 (c121 + caza + c323) 2
—¢1 (agbs — asby) *2323 (c121 + cazo + c323) 2
— b3 (agc1 — ayea) 22322 (bizy + bozg + b3z3) 2
+ bs (azc1 — aqces) Bzfzg (b1z1 + bazo + b3z3) 2
— by (azca — azes) 3z§z§ (b121 + bazo + b3z3) 2
ag(blcg — byc1 22222 (a1 21 + agzo + azz3) ?
as (bics — bger) 22225 (4121 + agzo + azzs) ?
—aq (bacg — bzca) 3z§z§ (a121 + azze + azzs) 2
+ ¢} (agbs — asba) 23 (a121 + a229 + azzz) 2 (b1 + bazo + b3zg) 2
— 3 (a1b3 — asby) 23 (a121 + agza + azz3) ? (by21 + boza + b323) 2
+ cg (a1ba — agby) zg (@121 + aszs + azzz) 2 (b1z1 + bazo + bz23) 2
— b3 (ages — asen) 23 (a121 + agza + azzs) ? (c121 + caza + c323) 2
+ bg (a1cs — aser) z% (a121 + azze + azzs) 2 (c121 + coza + c323) 2
— b3 (a1ca — ager) 25 (a121 + agza + azzs) ? (cr121 + caza + c323) 2
+ a3 (bacs — byco) 22 (b121 + baze + bzzz) 2 (c121 + cozo + c323) 2
a% (bics — bser) z% (b121 4 bozo + b323) 2 (c121 + Ccozp + c323) 2
+ ag (brca — bacy) 232, (b1z1 + bz + b3z3) % (c121 + ca2o + c323) 2

ay az ag
—| b1 by by |(a1z1 + asza +aszs) 2 (biz1 + baze + b3zs) ® (c121 + oz + c323) 2
C1 C2 C3
ajaz biba cico
= 6 ajasg b1b3 Cc1C3 Z122%3 (alzl —|— agz2 + a323> (blzl + bQZQ + ngg) (0121 —|— CoZ29 + 6323) . (31)
asa3 b2b3 Ca2C3

Being of independent interest, we give a few remarks on (B.II) before applying it to the
proof of Theorem [[.2] (¢i7) in next Section 3.2.

e Our contribution is discovery rather than proof of (3.1]) which can be checked by
elementary algebraic expansion(the left hand side expands into several hundreds of terms).
Although a quick verification can be done by computer(such as Mathematica), readers are
still recommended to do a hand-check at least partially(for instance, in the next remark it
is checked that the left hand side vanishes if z; = 0,7 = 1, 2, 3, thus admits z; 2023 as a factor
which appears in the right hand side).

e Identity (B.I]) is on 3-products out of 6 polynomials {27, 23, 22, (a1 21+ag22+a323)?, (b1z1+
bozy + b323)?, (€121 + Caze + c323)?}, and it is natural to consider



Question 3.2. Give a general version of (31]) on n-products from 2n polynomials {23, -+ , 22,

f2, 2}, fi € Cilz1, 20+ -+, 2], with analogous coefficients for every positive integer n.

Note that there are (?)2 minors of size ¢ X ¢ in an n X n determinant(we regard 1 as
n
the minor of size 0 x 0). By the standard binomial identity (2:) = ;) (7;)2, the number of

n-products equals the total number of minors hence Question makes sense. This paper
stops at n = 3 and the following discussion suggests that an n — 1 version should be a
“component” of the next n-version.

The n = 1 version

a32? —a1(a121)> =0 (3.2)
is trivial.
The n = 2 version is as follows
(a1by — aghy) 32322
— bga?z% (b1z1 + b222) — a1b§z§ (a121 + agz9) 24 azb?z% (a121 + agz9) 24 b1a§z§ (b121 + baz2) 2
+ (a1by — agby) (a121 + agze) 2 (byz1 + bazo) % = 0, (3.3)

which is also easy to check.
Let us use (B3] to verify that the left hand side of (3.1)) admits 212523 as a factor, thus
“partly proves” (B.]). For instance, set z3 = 0 then the left hand side becomes

3 3

—c3 (a1bs — asby (012’1 + 6222) 2_ b3 (agcl - a1c2) 2’122’5 (blzl + bQZQ) 2 ag(blcz - b201)32’122§ (alzl + GQZQ) 2

Z
% (alzl + CLQZQ) (blzl —+ bQZQ) 2 — Cg (albg — a3b1) Z% (a1z1 —+ a222> 2 (blzl + b222) 2

3 (
? (CLng — Cbgbg z
(

— bf asC3 — a3Ca zf (ar121 + G/QZQ) (c121 + ca29) 24 bg (arcs — asey) zg (a121 + az22) 2 (c121 + c229) 2

)
)
)
+ a3 (bacg — byca) 22 (b121 + baza) 2 (c121 + coz0) 2 — a3 (bics — bycr) 22 (b121 4 baza) 2 (c121 + co20) 2
a1 as as
by by bs

C1 (6] C3

Observe that (34]) is a linear form in {as, b3, 3}, to show ([B4) = 0, it suffices to show that
their coefficients as polynomials in other variables are all zero, but this immediately follows
from B3)). In fact, the ¢z coefficient in ([3.4)) is just the product of (c12; + c229)? and left
hand side of (8.3), and similar for as, b3 coefficients. (stupid exercise: use ([B.2)) to check that
the left hand side of (8.3) vanishes if z; = 0,7 = 1,2 by the same argument).

(alzl + CLQZQ) 2 (blzl + bQZQ) 2 (012’1 + 6222) 2, (34)

e The fact that both n = 1 and n = 2 versions above have zero right hand sides
corresponds to “unconditional linear dependence” of the polynomials they involved: the
two polynomials {27, (a121)?} in (B.2) are contained in a one-dimensional space spanned by
2?2, and the 6 polynomials {2722, 2(a;21 + ag22)?, 23 (b121 + b222)?, 25 (a1 21 + agz2)?, 25 (b1 21 +
bo22)?, (a121 + ag22)%(by21 + ba29)?} in (B3) are contained in a 5 dimensional space spanned
by {21, 2329, 2222, 2123, 25 }.

The nonzero right hand side of the n = 3 version (B.1]) corresponds to conditional linear
dependence of the 20 polynomials therein(the precise condition is exactly the concern of
Theorem (737)) and it is conceivable that complexity of Question will grow rapidly
as n grows from 3.



e One may obtain many algebraic identities out of (8.]), some of which appears no less
interesting than (B0 itself. For instance, tracing and re-arranging(details are omitted) the
coefficient of 272222 from both sides of (BI)) yields an interesting connection between 3 x 3
determinant and permanent as follows.

Corollary 3.3. The following identity holds.

2@1&2@3 (blcg — bgcl) (b301 — blcg) (bgCg — b302)
+ 2b1b2b3 (CLQCl — a102) (alcg — agcl) (agcg — CLQCg)

+ 2610263 (albg — CLle) (Cbgbl — albg) (CLng — a3b2)

aiaz bibs cic3
azaz babz cac3

— (asbac1 + agbser + agbica + arbsce + asbics + aibacs)

aiaz  biby 0102’

a; a2 as
— (a2asbibscica + arasbabscica + arazbibacacs + arasbibscacs + asagbibacics + arasbabscics) | b1 by b3
Ci C2 C3
=0 (3.5)

The so-called Determinant vs. Permanent problem on expressing n X n permanent as
determinant of a different(usually much larger) size is a key concern in algebraic complexity
theory which is nontrivial even when n = 3[4, [5, [, [7, 11} 12]. Here (3.) offers a different
perspective by relating determinant and permanent of the same size.

3.2 Completion of proof
We are ready to prove Theorem [L2 (4ii).

Necessity:

Proof. Suppose S; is linearly dependent, then | aia2 o4 2 | = 0 by Proposition 2.1 To

asas babs cocy
show S5 is also linearly dependent(which trivially holds if rank{ f1, fo, f3} = 1), it suffices to
consider cases rank{ f1, fo, f3} = 2 or 3. By identity (BI]) whose right hand side is now zero,
S3 will be dependent if there exists a non-zero coefficient in its left hand side.

If rank{ f1, fo, f3} = 3, 272322 has nonzero coefficient and we are also done.

If rank{ f1, fo, f3} = 2, we assume without loss generality that rank{ fs, fs} = 2 hence
fi = Ao+ pfs, Au # 0 (if A =0, f; is a multiple of f; or f3 and Ss is trivially dependent).
by by bs #0.
c1 ca c3

We show linear dependence of S3 in the following two cases and the proof is done.

CASE 1. {az (bica — bacy) 2, b3 (azc) — arc2) 3, 3 (arby — azby) 3} # {0}. In this case, the
left hand side of (B]) admits a nonzero coefficient.

CASE 2. as (b102 — bgCl) 3= bg (agcl — alcg) 3= C3 (a,lbg — agbl) 3= 0.

Since f; = Afs + pfs, we have

Now ( admits a nonzero 2 X 2 minor and we assume ' lc’l lc’z
1

as (blCQ — bgcl) 3 = b3 (bQCl — 6102>3 >\3 = C3 (Clbg — Cgb1>3 ,u3 = 0.

Combining this with Ay # 0 and
a121+a920, fo = b1z1+bo2s, f3 = €121+C220, with which one can give many linearly dependent

b1 b2
c1  C2

# 0 gives a3 = b3 = ¢c3 = 0. Now f; =

10



subsets in S3. For instance, S contains the subset {z723523, 27 223, 22 f223, 23 fa23, 25 faz3, [1 f373}

g : : 4.2 3,.2 ,2.2.2 ., .32 4.2
of 6 elements lying in a 5 dimensional space spanned by 2723, 272023, 212525, 212525, 2523.

O

Sufficiency:

Proof. Suppose 9] is linearly independent, we show Ss is linearly independent. By Proposition
we have
ajaz bibs cico
aijas blbg C1C3 # 0 (36)
azaz  babs cacs
az a3

from which one sees that each row or column of | & b b ) admits at most one zero entry.

cy co c3

Precisely, the following 4 cases exhaust all possibilities by symmetry.
CASE 1. a1a2a361b263010203 7é 0.
CASE 2. ay = 0 and a2a361b263010203 §£ 0.
CASE 3. ay = bg =0 and a2a361b3010203 % 0
CASE 4. ay = bg = C3 = 0 and a2a3b1b30102 §£ 0

We show S3 is linearly independent in all 4 cases. That is, if

2.2.2
a123212223
2.2 2 2.2 2 2.2 2
+ a12427 25 (@121 + agze + azz3) © + a1342723 (a121 + a222 + azzs) © + 2342523 (@121 + agze + azzz)
2.2 2 2.2 2 2.2 2
+ 1252725 (b121 + bazo + b3zg) “ + a13521 23 (b121 + bazo + b32z3) © + a23525 23 (b121 + baza + b3z3)
2.2 2 2.2 2 2.2 2
+ 12621 %9 (6121 + Cco2o + 0323) + 13621 %3 (6121 + Ccozo + 0323) + a23629 23 (0121 + cozo + 6323)
2
biz1 + bozo + 532’3)
+ Z(b b byzs) 2
a24522 a121 + agz2 + aszs 121 + 0222 + 0323

2 (byz1 + bazg + b323) 2

2 2
+ a1a527 (@121 + a222 + az23)

a121 + as29 + azzs
2

2 2

C121 + C222 + C3Z3

(

)= ( )

)~ ( )

a121 + azz + azz3) ® (c121 + ca22 + 323)
)7 ( )

)7 ( )

2 2

a121 + agz2 + aszz) ~ (€121 + C222 + 323
blzl + b222 + b323

)% (c121 + 222 + c323)
blzl + b222 + ng ) (6121 + Ccozo + C3Z3 )
)? )?

(
(
(
(a121 + agzz + azzs
(
(
+ ags623 (
+ assezs (br1z1 + bazo + b323) 2 (c121 + c222 + 323
+ ause (a121 + azza + aszs) ? (biz1 + baza + bszs) * (c121 + c222 + c323) °

-0 (3.7)
for coefficients
X = {a123, 124, 125, A126, @134, 135, @136, 145, A146, X156, @234, A235, 0236, 245, 4246, @256, A345, 4346, A356, CL456},

then all these coefficients are zero.
The following outline of proof applies to CASE 1, 2, 3, and is slightly modified in CASE
4.

(1) choose a subset Y from Y := {zizl2k i+ j + k = 6}
(2) trace the coefficients of Y in (3.7), which yields a linear system in a subset X of X:

11



(3) if step (1) is done right in the sense that X and ¥ have the same cardinality and the
determinant of the linear system is nonzero, then all coefficients in X are zero;
(4) starting with a different Y and repeat above steps, until X is exhausted.

It will be seen that Step (1) varies considerably from CASE 1 to CASE 4, which
is the “human” part of proof. Once Y is fixed, Step (2) and (3) on coefficient tracing
and determinant evaluation are mechanical algebraic computations, and we recommend a

computer check when hand verification is tiresome(such as tracing the z{2;23 coefficient in

(B1), or evaluating determinants of linear systems (B.8))(3:20) as done in CASE 1 and CASE
3 below). Note that the conditions of CASE 1 and 4 are “symmetric”, one will see that their
proofs are correspondingly cleaner than that of CASE 2 and 3.

CASE 1. Tracing the coefficients of 28, 202, 2923, 2} 2023 in (B yields the following
linear system in a145, A146, A156, A456 -

a?b?a1as + a3ctaias + b3 c3aise + a3biclasse = 0

(a%blbz + azalb%) aias + (a%clcz + azalc%) a146 + (b1bzc% + b%clcz) ais6 + (a%blcl (b2e1 + bic2) + agalb%c%) asse6 =0

(a3b1b3 + aza1b?) a1as + (afcics + azaic}) aras + (brbaci + bicics) aise + (albicy (bscr + bics) + aza1bic?) asse = 0
a1bz (2a3by + a1b3) + a2b1 (azb1 + 2a1b3)) a145

(
+ (a1c2 (2azc1 + a1c3) + azer (azer + 2a1c3)) aiae
+ (bica (2bsc1 + bics) + baci (bser + 2bics)) aise
+(

a%bgbgc% + 2a%b1b301cg + 2&%1)11)20163 + a%b%cgcg + 2a3a1b1bgc% + 2a2a1b1b3cf + 2a3a1b%clcz + 2a2a1b%c103 + (12(1317%0%)0/456 =0
(3.8)
The determinant of this system equals

airaz biby cico
414 4
3a1b101 ajasg b1b3 Cc1C3 (39)
azaz babs cac3

which is non-zero by ([B.6) and ajasazbibsbscicacs # 0, forcing aiys = a146 = 156 = G456 = 0.
By symmetry, tracing the coefficients of 25, 2125, 2523, 212523 gives dags = dogg = Aase =
ass6 = 0, and tracing those of 28, 2123, 2923, 212023 gives asys = az46 = a356 = a456 = 0. Now
([B.7) is reduced into
222
a123z12223
2.2 2 2.2 2 2.2 2
+ a1242725 (alzl + agz20 + agzg) + a1342723 (alzl + ag29 + agzg) + a9342523 (alzl + agz20 + a323)
2.2 2 2.2 2 2.2 2
+ a12527 25 (b121 + bazo + b3z3) “ + a1352725 (b121 + baza + b3zg) © + asss2525 (D121 + bazo + bs3zs3)
2.2 2 2. 2 2 2.2 2
+ a12621 25 (clzl + Ccozo + 0323) + a1362123 (6121 + coz2o + 032’3) + a9362523 (012’1 + Ccozo + C3Z3)
=0 (3.10)
. . 3 3 3 2 2 3 . . . . .
Tracing the coefficient of 2723, 272323, 272523 in ([B.10) gives the following linear system in
124, @125, A126
a1a2a124 + b1baaizs + crcaaize =0
a1a3a124 + b1bzaizs + ciczaizg =0

a2a30124 + babzai2s + caczaizg =0

12



whose determinant is non-zero by (B.6), forcing ajoq = ajo5 = aje = 0. By symmetry,
a131 = a135 = a136 = 0 and aggq = ag35 = a3 = 0 follows analogously. Finally (B.I0) is
reduced to aj93272322 = 0 hence ajg3 = 0 as well.

CASE 2. In this case, we have
a2a3b101 (bQCg - bgCg) % O, (311)

. . b1b . . . .
which is the value of | ajas 5165 eres | When a; = 0. Tracing the coefficient of 2$ in ([B.7) with

asaz bobs  cacs
a; = 0 gives bic?ai56 = 0 which forces ai56 = 0.

Also a; = 0 implies that the determinant (3.9) is zero, hence at this stage we can not
assert ays = ag = a6 = 0 as in CASE 1. On the other hand, as both asbscy and
azbscs are non-zero, tracing coefficients of 28§, 2123, 2523, 212523 and 28, 2125, 2025, 212025 still

0 by1bgy cien

give linear systems with non-zero determinants(which equal to 3a3b3cs ‘ 0 bibg cicy | =

azag  babg  cac3
b4 4 0 bybg cren

3asa3bibicics (bacg — byco) and 3azbycy | 0 bk cic ’ = 3ajazbibjcich (bacg — byco) Tespectively),

agzaz  babg  cacs

forcing Q9245 — Q246 — A256 — A345 — A346 — Q356 — A456 — 0 as in CASE 1.
Now (B.7) is reduced into
algngzgzg

+ a124z%z§ (agza + asz3) 24 a134zfz§ (agz2 + aszs) 24 a234z§z§ (agza + aszs) 2

+ a1252725 (b121 + baza + b323) 2 + a1352123 (brz1 + boza + b323) % + ag3s2525 (b121 + bazo + byz3z)

=+ alggz%zg (6121 + Ccozo + 032’3) 2 + a13ﬁzfz§ (6121 + Ccoz2o + 032’3) 2 =+ agggzgzg (012’1 + Ccozo + C3Z3) 2

+ a14527 (a2z2 + aszs) ? (121 + baza + byzs) >

+ a14671 (a222 + azzs) ® (c121 + oz + c323) 2

=0 (3.12)

2.3 .3

Tracing the coefficients of z; zgzg, 212525, %5 zg in (B12) yields the following system in ass4, asss, azss

bibaaszss + cicaaze = 0
bibzazss + c1czazse =0 (3.13)
a2a3a234 + babzaszs + caczaze = 0
whose determinant is non-zero by ([B.I1), forcing asss = asgs = asse = 0.
Now (B.12) is reduced into(we cancel out the common factor z7)
2.2
1232923
2 2 2 2
+ 12425 (a229 + azz3) © + ai13a23 (az22 + azzs)
2 2 2 2
+ a12525 (b12z1 + baza + bazz) © + a13523 (b121 + baze + b323)
2 2 2 2
+ a12625 (€121 + Cozo + c323) © + a13625 (c121 + a2 + €323)
2 2 2 2
+ a145 (a222 + agzs) © (b1z1 + baza + b323) © + a1a6 (@222 + azzz) ~ (c121 + caz2 + c323)
=0 (3.14)
Tracing the coefficients of 232923, 2723, 2125, 212925 in (B.14) gives the following system in
135, 4136, A145, @146
2 2
azazbiaiss + azazciaiss = 0
2 2 2,2 2 2
biaiss + ciaize + azbiaiss + azciaise = 0 (315)
2 2 ’
bibzaiss + ciczaize + azbibsaiss + azciczaiss = 0

bibaaiss + c1c2a136 + asby (asbs + 2a2bs) a145 + ascy (asca + 2a2c3) arae = 0

13



whose determinant equals 2a3a3b?c? (bycs — bscy) 2.

Symmetrically, tracing the coefficients of 222923, 2222, 2125, 212323 in (B.14) gives linear
system in ajas, a126, A145, G146 Whose determinant equals 2a3a3b?c? (bycy — bacy) 2.

We claim that either bycg —bscy # 0 or byco—bocy # 0. In fact, byes—bgcy = bica—bacy =0
combined with bjc; # 0 implies bycz — bsca = 0, contradicting (B.I11). Without loss of
generality, we continue with byc3 — b3cy # 0.

Now system (B.I5]) has non-zero determinant which forces ai35 = a136 = @145 = G146 = 0

and reduces (B.14) into
2.2 2 2 2 2
a12325%5 + a124%5 (222 + a323) = + a13423 (a222 + azz3)
+ a125z§ (blzl + bozo + ngg) 2 + alggzg (012’1 + Ccozo + C3Z3) 2-90 (316)
Tracing coefficients of 212223 and 2125 in (B.16) gives

bibsaias + ciczaios =0 (3.17)
bibaaias + cicoaizs =0 .

whose determinant bycy (bsca — bacs) is non-zero by (BI1]), forcing ajos = ajss = 0. Now
(B.I6) becomes
2.2 2 2 2 2
(1232523 + 12429 (CLQZQ + agzg) + 13423 (CLQZQ + agzg) =0. (318)
Tracing the coefficients of 25 and z3 gives a3aj24 = a3ajzqs = 0, which combined with

asaz # 0 gives ajgq = a134 = 0. The remaining alggzgzg = 0 gives aj23 = 0 and we are done.

CASE 3. When a; = by = 0, the coefficients of 28, 2§ in (B1) are biciais6 and
a3ciasye respectively, forcing ajss = agg = 0. As in CASE 1, tracing coefficients of
28,2125, 2025, 212925 gives linear systems in asys, asa6, A3s6, dase Whose determinant is nonzero

. 0 0 c1c2 .
(which equal to 3a3b3cy } 0 bk e | = —3aga3bib3cicacy), forcing azys = azyg = azsg =
azasg c2c3
ass6 = 0. Now (B.7)) is reduced into

123232523

+ a124237 23 (a2 + a323) % 4 a13427 25 (a2 + a323) % + 9342525 (a220 + azzs) ?

+ ao52325 (b121 +b323) 2 + aizszi23 (bizy + b323) 2 + agsszs 23 (bizy + bzzs) ?

+ algezfzg (c121 + cazo + c323) 24 a,1362122§ (c121 + coza + c323) 24 a236Z§Z§ (c121 + caz2 + c323) 2

+ a145z% (GQZQ + agzg) 2 (blzl + b323) 2 + a245z§ (a222 + a323) 2 (blzl + ngg) 2

+ al4ezf (@222 + agzs) 2 (c121 + caza + c323) 24+ a25675§ (D121 + b3z3) 2 (c121 + cazo + c323) 2

0 (3.19)

Tracing the coefficients of 22923, 212323, 2125, 2123, 2323, 2325 23, 22 23 23 gives the following

linear system in aia4, a125, A126, @145, G146, G245, A256
asasbiaiss + azasciaiss =0
a§b1b3a245 + b1b3c§a256 =0
a3a124 + C3a126 + a3¢3a146 + asbiasys + biczazss =0
b%a125 + C%algﬁ + a%b%amg, + a%c?alm =+ b%c%agg,ﬁ =0 (320)
€1C20126 + a§CIC2a146 + b§01c2a256 =0

bibsaizs + ciczaiag + asbibsaias + ascy (ascs + 2azca) aras + bicy (bser + bics) asse = 0

2
2030124 + C2C3G126 + a2¢2 (a2c3 + a3c2) Q146 + a2a3biasas + bica (2bsc1 + bicsg) azse = 0
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which forces ai94 = @125 = @126 = G145 = Q146 = Q245 = o5 = 0 since its determinant equals
—3aSa3bibicics which is nonzero.

Now (B.19)) is reduced into

alggzlzzgzg
+ a134z%z§ (agz2 + asz3) 24 a234z§z§ (agz2 + asz3) 2
—|— CL135Z%Z§ (blzl —|— b32’3) 2 —|— CL235Z§Z§ (blzl —|— b32’3) 2
+ a13GZ%Z§ (6121 + Ccozo + 032’3) 2 + a23ﬁz§z§ (012’1 + Ccozo + C3Z3) 2
=0 (3.21)

Tracing coefficients of 232922, 222923, 2323 in (B21)) gives ¢1caa136 = CaC3a136 + Aaa3a134 =

bibszaizs + c1cza136 = 0 which combined with asasbibzcicacs # 0 forces a3y = a135 = a3 = 0.
In the same way, tracing coefficients of 212522, 212525, 2525 gives agas = ag3s = agze = 0.

Finally only aj93272522 = 0 remains hence aja3 = 0.

CASE 4. Tracing the coefficients of 2% 25 28 in (B1) gives biclaiss = aicians =
azblazys = 0 which combined with asazbibscica # 0 forces ajsg = aoge = asgs = 0. Now
([B.7) is reduced into

2.2 2
Q1232712923
2.2 2 2.2 2 2.2 2
+ 1242725 (a222 + azzz) © + a13421 23 (a222 + a323) © + a23425 23 (az222 + azz3)

2.2 2 2.2 2
+ a12621 25 (6121 + 022’2) + a13627 23 (012’1 + 0222) + a2362223 c1z1 + 6222)

2.2 2 2 2 2
+ ai252125 (b121 + b323) 2 + a1352723 (brz1 + byzs) 2 + azss252;3 (b1z1 + bazs

2

€121 + C222

(

( )
+ a1a527 (a2z2 + azzs) ? (b1z1 + byzs) * + azus23 (azza + aszs) ® (brz1 + bszs) 2
+ a1462% (@222 + agzs) 2 (c1z1 + 0222) + 0346%? (a2z2 + G323) ( )

2

+ 02562’§ (D121 + b3zs) 2 (121 + 022’2) + &3562’3 (brz1 + 532’3) (c121 + c222)
+ ause (azza + azzz) ? (121 + b3zs) 2 (c121 + c222) 2

o (3.22)

Tracing coefficients of z]z023, 212523, 252523, 2325 23, 2125, 2525, 2225 in (B.22)) yields the
following linear systems in aio4, @125, @126, @145, G146, G245, Q256

asasbiaiys + azaszciaiss = —azazbiciayse

bibscaasss + azbibsasss = —asbibsciause

bibsaias + a3bibsaras + 2a3a2c1c2a146 + bibsciagss = — (202&317%0102 + nggblcf) (456

a2a3a124 + a2a303a146 + a2a3b%a245 + 2bzbicicoasse = — (2@%1)1[)30162 + agagb%cg) a456 (323)
b%a125 + C%algﬁ + G%b%&lzm + a%c%auﬁ + b%C%G256 = —a%b%c%a%g

C1C20126 + &301020146 + 5%01020256 = —G§b§0102&456

a3a124 + C3a126 + a3¢3a146 + a3biasas + bic3asse = —a3bicaaase

which implies that

272 2 2
(124 = Q125 = Q145 = Q245 = 0, Q126 = a2b1a456a a146 = —bla456, Q256 = —0AgQ456- (3-24)
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In fact, one immediately verifies that (8.24)) is a solution of (3.23]), while the determinant of

B23) equals —aSa3blbicics which is nonzero, hence (3.24)) is the unique solution.

In the same way, tracing the coefficients of z{2023, 212023, 232023, 222923, 2123, 2323, 2323

in (3.22)) gives
_ — — =0 — a2 — = 2 3.25
Q134 = Q136 = Q146 = A346 = Y, @135 = A3C1A456, A145 = —C1Q456, A356 = —A3A456 ( . )
3 3.3

and tracing the coefficients of 212023, 212523, 212522, 212525, 2523, 2325, 2325 gives

2 2 2 2
(235 = Q236 = Q256 = G356 = 0, Q234 = 3C50u56, G245 = —C5Qu56, G346 = —D50456. (3.26)

Combining (3:24) (3:25)) (B:26) with agazbibzcica # 0 yields

a124 = @125 = @126 = G134 = G135 = Q136 = @145 = G146 — G234 = 4235 = G236 = (245 = G256 — 4346 = a356 — a456 — 0,

which reduces [3.22)) into aja3272322 = 0 hence ajo3 = 0 as well. O
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