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Lorentzian polynomials and the incidence geometry of tropical
linear spaces

Jidong Wang

Abstract

We introduce a notion of Lorentzian proper position in close analogy to proper position of stable
polynomials. Using this notion, we give a new characterization of elementary quotients of M-convex
function that parallels the Lorentzian characterization of M-convex functions. We thereby use Lorentzian
proper position to study the incidence geometry of tropical linear spaces, and vice versa. In particular,
we prove new structural results on the moduli space of codimension-1 tropical linear subspaces of a given
tropical linear space and show that it is tropically convex.

Applying these results, we show that some properties of classical linear incidence geometry fail for
tropical linear spaces. For instance, we show that the poset of all matroids on [n], partially ordered by
matroid quotient, is not submodular when n > 8. On the other hand, we introduce a notion of adjoints
for tropical linear spaces, generalizing adjoints of matroids, and show that certain incidence properties
expected from classical geometry hold for tropical linear spaces that have adjoints.

1 Introduction

1.1 Lorentzian proper position

A polynomial f € Rxglwi, ..., w,] with nonnegative coefficients is stable if for all u € RZ, and v € R”,
the univariate polynomial f(tu + v) is real-rooted. The theory of stable polynomials features a key notion
called proper position: given two stable polynomials f and ¢ in Rxg[ws, ..., wy], f is in proper position with
respect to g, denoted f < g, if g + wps1f € Rxolwy, ..., wp41] is stable. Homogeneous stable polynomials
with nonnegative coefficients are Lorentzian. Here we introduce a Lorentzian analog of proper position.

Definition 1.1. Let f and g be nonzero Lorentzian polynomials of degree d and d + 1, respectively. Say f
is in Lorentzian proper position with respect to g, denoted f <r, g, if g + wp41f is Lorentzian.

Proper position of stable polynomials has the so-called cone property that is pivotal in the whole theory.
Proposition 1.2. Lemma 2.6] Let f be stable. Then the subsets
{g stable | f < g} and {h stable | h < f}
are closed convexr cones.
This has a partial Lorentzian analog which has not appeared in the literature, but is known to experts.

Proposition 1.3. Let f be a nonzero Lorentzian polynomial. Then the subset {g Lorentzian | f <1, g}U{O}
is a closed conver cone.

Our first main result is an application of Proposition[L.3]to the geometry of tropical linear spaces and their
tropical linear subspaces, which we explain now. Let R = R U {co}, [n] = {1,...,n}, and 1 = (1,...,1) € R™.
Let PTI" denote the (n — 1)-dimensional tropical projective space and Tty denote the (n — 1)-dimensional
tropical projective torus:

Pl .= (R”\{(oo,...,oo)}) JR1, T, :=R"/R1, (1.1)



A valuated matroid p of rank d on [n] is a function ([Z]) — R that satisfies the tropical Pliicker relations.
Analogous to the Pliicker coordinates of linear spaces in classical geometry, u represents a tropical linear
space Tropp C PTM of dimension d — 1. Let [¢] be the class of p modulo scalar addition. Then the
correspondence [u] <> Trop u is bijective between equivalence classes of valuated matroids and tropical linear
spaces. A valuated matroid § of rank s on [n] is a quotient of u, denoted p — 0, if they satisfy the tropical
incidence-Pliicker relations, and Trop 6 C Trop p if and only if p — 6. A quotient is elementary if s =d — 1.
Elementary quotients of p correspond to codimension-1 tropical linear subspaces of Trop u. See Section [2.2
for a review on these notions.
We use Lorentzian proper position to characterize elementary valuated matroid quotients: put

flw, wn) = Y " PwP (1.2)
|B|=d

where w? = [[;cpwiand 0 < ¢ < 11is a parameter. Let p and 6 be valuated matroids of rank d and d — 1
on [n], respectively. Then

w— 60 if and only if fqe<<Lfé‘fora110<q<1.

By tropicalization and valuated matroid duality, Proposition |1.3|implies

Theorem A. Let u be a valuated matroid. Then
Dri(p) = { codimension-1 tropical linear subspaces of Trop u} (1.3)

is tropically convex. Namely, if Trop 61 and Trop 0y are codimension-1 tropical linear subspaces of Trop p
and 0 is any tropical linear combination of 01 and 03, then 0 is a valuated matroid, and Trop 6 C Trop p.

In particular, Dr!(u) is connected. For an interesting consequence of Theorem [A| for matroids, see
Corollary In Theorem we improve Theorem [A| and describe Drl(u) as a tropical prevariety cut
out by a nice set of tropical hyperplanes.

Our second main result goes in the other direction. By studying the geometry of Drl(u), we obtain
a partial analog for Lorentzian proper position of the convexity of {h stable | h <« f}. We also provide
numerical examples in Example showing the full Lorentzian analog is false.

Theorem B. Let 1 be a valuated matroid. Then for each 0 < q < 1, {h Lorentzian | h < fi'} U {0}
contains the convex cone spanned by {f2 | [0] € Dr'(p)}.

1.2 Tropical linear incidence geometry

The proof of Theorem [B] relies on understanding the incidence geometry of tropical linear spaces. We study
the tropical analogs of the following properties of the incidence geometry in classical projective spaces. Let
V C P"~! be a linear subspace of dimension d — 1:

(P1) If Wy and Ws are codimension-1 linear subspaces of V, then W7 N W contains a codimension-2 linear
subspace of V.

(P2) Any set of d — 1 points in V is contained in a subspace W C V of codimension at most 1.

(P3) If Vi is a subspace of codimension k in Vo = V, then the partial flag Vi, C Vj can be completed, i.e.,
there is a chain of subspaces Vj, C Vj_1 C --- C Vj such that dimV; — dim V;;1 =1 for all 4.

Theorem C. Let Trop u be a tropical plane. Then any two tropical lines in Trop p intersect.

This provides an affirmative case to the tropical analog of when d = 3. This theorem, together
with the technique of common interlacers developed in |[CS07], allows us to deduce Theorem from Proposi-
tion However, we construct tropical linear spaces of each dimension d > 4 for which the analog of
fails. See Example and Proposition These examples also show that the poset of all matroids on
[n], partially ordered by matroid quotient, is not submodular when n > 8.



We investigate the tropical analog to as follows. Let M be a matroid of rank d on [n], L(M) be
its lattice of flats, and £1(M) be its hyperplanes, i.e., corank-1 flats. An adjoint of M is a matroid W on
LY(M) of rank d such that £(M) embeds in the order dual of £L(W). We give a new characterization of
adjoints in terms of the geometry of Dr!(u). Let Trop M be the Bergman fan of M and put

Dr'(M) := {codimension-1 tropical linear subspaces of Trop M }. (1.4)

Then an adjoint of M corresponds to a tropical linear space of dimension d — 1 inside Dr!(M). See Proposi-
tion for the precise statement. Using this idea, we generalize adjoints to valuated matroids in Definition
Bl and use this notion to formulate Theorem

Theorem D. Let u be a valuated matroid of rank d on [n]. If p has an adjoint, then any set of d — 1 points
in Trop p is contained in a codimension-1 tropical linear subspace Trop 6 C Trop p.

Since all rank-3 matroids have adjoints, Theorem |D|implies

Corollary 1.4. Let M be a rank-3 matroid. Then through any two points on Trop M there is a tropical line
that is contained in Trop M.

However, not all valuated matroids have adjoints, and we show that the tropical analog of |(P2)|fails for
Trop M if M does not have the Levi intersection property. This property is described by linear subclasses,
which are subsets H of £!(M) satisfying the following property:

If H;, H; € H and they cover H; N Hj, then all hyperplanes covering H; N H; are in H.

The whole set £1(M) is the trivial linear subclass. A matroid M has the Levi intersection property if any
d — 1 hyperplanes are contained in a nontrivial linear subclass. For instance, the Vamos matroid Vg does
not have the Levi intersection property |[Che74a).

Theorem E. Let M be a matroid of rank d on [n]. If M does not have the Levi intersection property, then
there is a set of d —1 points in Trop M N Tj,) not contained in any codimension-1 tropical linear subspace of
Trop M.

The tropical analog of [(P3)] is known to hold for Bergman fans of matroids and for flags # C u and
p C PT. We add one more affirmative case.

Theorem F. Let i be a valuated matroid. For any point [w] € Trop p, the partial flag {[w]} C Trop p can
be completed.

No counter-example to the tropical analog of is known. However, we show that there are flags
of tropical linear spaces that cannot be completed with a prescribed flag of underlying matroids. Recall
that a flag of tropical linear spaces Trop pr C Troppug—1 C .-+ C Troppo induces a flag of matroids
My — My — - -+ — M}, where M; is the underling matroid of u; for each 1.

Theorem G. Let p be any prime power and M be the matroid of the finite projective plane over . Let
Trop @ be a generic tropical line whose underlying matroid is the uniform matroid Uy ¢s_q. Then Us gs_1 is
a quotient of M, but there is no tropical plane containing Trop 6 with underlying matroid M .

1.3 History

After this paper was finished, we learned from Petter Briandén that Proposition [[.3]is known to experts. He
communicated to us a simple proof which we include in Remark

Proposition and Theorem [B] concern the local structure of spaces of Lorentzian polynomials. They
can be compared to |[Bra2l], which shows that spaces of Lorentzian polynomials of given degrees are
homeomorphic to Euclidean balls, and to [Bak+|, which shows that the logarithmic image of the set of
Lorentzian polynomials supported on any matroid is a manifold with boundary. The failure of the convexity
of {h Lorentzian | h <, f} deserves an explanation. Recall that stability of polynomials is preserved under
the inversion operation analogous to matroid duality:

flwy, ..., wy) l—>w‘1i1 ---wg"f(wl_l,...,wgl), (1.5)



where for each i, the degree of f in w; is d;. Therefore, the convexity property in Proposition [1.2|is symmetric.
The asymmetry in Proposition [1.3|implies that inversion does not preserve the Lorentzian property. We give
explicit examples in Example

Theorem [A] is the tropical analog of the following observation in classical geometry. Let V be any d-
dimensional vector subspace in E = F" for some field F. The inclusion V' — E induces inclusion Gr(d —
1,V) < Gr(d — 1, E) and inclusion A* 'V < A" E. The following diagram commutes

Gr(d—1,V) —— Gr(d - 1,E)

\[Ph'jckcr \[Plﬁckcr

PNT'V) —— PN E)

because the Pliicker map on E restricts to the Pliicker map on V. Since Gr(d—1,V) =2 P(A\"' V) = pi-1,
we see that Gr(d — 1,V) is a copy of P4~! inside the Pliicker embedding of Gr(d — 1, ). The linearity of
Gr(d—1,V) inside P(AY"1E) is proved using coordinates in |[Jel4+22]. There, the authors study the space of
tropicalized codimension-1 linear subspaces of a tropicalized linear space. Theorem as a strengthening
of Theorem |A] extends [Jos+23, Theorem 3.10], which treats the case when p is uniform.

The notion of adjoints of valuated matroids is new, but the underlying geometry in the classical setting
is simple: there is an embedding

Gr(d,E) = Gr(d, AT 'E), Vi ATV (1.6)

Each point in the image of this embedding is a linear subspace of P(AY~!E) parametrizing hyperplanes of
some (d—1)-dimensional linear subspace PV of PE. It turns out there are determinantal identities expressing
the Pliicker coordinate of P(A?~1V) in terms of the Pliicker coordinate of PV. We did not find this in the
literature, so we include this material in Appendix[A1] Many of our results on adjoints of valuated matroids
are tropical analogs of this classical geometry.

Dress and Wenzel’s original definition of valuated matroids was motivated by oriented matroids. There-
fore, it is instructive to compare our results with what is known for oriented matroids.

e For an oriented matroid M°, the analog of the space Drl(u) is the oriented elementary quotient
lattice Qlo v (M®), which parametrizes elementary oriented matroid quotients of M°. In contrast to
the connectivity of Dr!(u), the order complex of QF,,(M°) may be disconnected [MR93} Liu20]. In

Theorem we show that the order complex of the (non-oriented) elementary quotient lattice O (M)
equals Dr!(M). This suggests that the disconnectivity of QF,,(M°) comes from orientations.

e The existence of adjoints and the Levi intersection properties are the intersection properties extensively
studied for oriented matroids, as an effort to generalize polar duality of polytopes to oriented matroids.
See [Bj6+99, Section 7.5] for a full account. Here for valuated matroids, these properties naturally
describe the incidence properties of tropical linear spaces.

Our study on the incidence geometry of tropical linear spaces was motivated by two recent advancements.
The first is the theory of matroids over hyperstructures [BB19} [BL20; [BLZ23]. This theory predicts that
the set of all quotients of a given matroid, partially ordered by the quotient relation, might resemble a
geometric lattice. See Section [f] for an explanation on how our choice of the incidence problems is related to
this prediction. Our results provide both evidence and counter-evidence. Among the counter-evidence, the
failure of the submodularity of the poset of matroids seems most essential, as many nice properties of £(M)
stem from its submodularity.

The second relevant advancement is the study of linear series on tropical curves, which has led to new
results and new proofs of classical theorems about the geometry of algebraic curves [JP14; |JP16; [FJP20;
FJP24]. In developing a theory of tropical linear series that is fully grounded in tropical geometry, it seems
necessary to understand tropical linear incidence geometry. Murota’s constructions [Mur97| of truncation
and elongation address the tropical analog of for flags ) € Trop p and Tropp C PT™. Other than
that, little was known about those incidence problems before our attempt. This paper is only the start
of a program in this direction. There are other incidence problems we do not address within the scope of
this paper. For instance, do a codimension-1 tropical linear subspace and a tropical line in Trop p always
intersect?



1.4 Organization

Here is a roadmap to each section.

Section [2} background materials on matroid quotients, tropical linear spaces, M-convex functions, and
Lorentzian polynomials.

Section properties of Lorentzian proper position, such as preservation under linear operations and
the relation with quotients of M-convex functions; proofs of Proposition and Theorem [A} sources of
Lorentzian proper position, such as pullback of intersection product of nef divisors and intrinsic volumes of
convex bodies.

Section |4} the structural result Theorem [4.3|on Dr!(p); descriptions of Drl(M) as the order complex of
the elementary quotient lattice ol (M) and as a tropical polytope; a geometric characterization of adjoints
of ordinary matroids.

Section [5} generalization of adjoints to valuated matroids; the important Lemma which relates the
value of i and the value of its adjoint; proof of Theorem which implies Theorem [G}

Section @ the tropical analogs of [(P1)] [(P3)] and [(P3)] and the corresponding incidence problems of
matroids; proofs of Theorems [C] to [F] and counterexamples.

Section [7} application of the incidence results to Lorentzian polynomials; proof of Theorem [B]

Appendix the classical geometry behind adjoints of valuated matroids.

1.5 Notations

Unless otherwise stated, M denotes a simple matroid of rank d on [n], and p denotes a valuated matroid
of rank d on [n] with underlying matroid M. The degree of the zero polynomial is taken to be 0, so any
polynomial of positive degree is nonzero. The following notations will be used throughout.

Sets and tuples

a,b,... tuplesin R" N" or R"
a(i) the i-th component of a
[a] the class of a modulo scalar addition
al X0 [al)
e; the i-th standard basis vector of R"

Aijk  AU{i, gk}
A+i AU}

A—1 A\{i}
Polynomials
f,9,h,... polynomials
w? wzli(l) . wz(n)
w? [Licp wi
0; the partial derivative with respect to the i-th variable
Oy the directional derivative in the v direction
92 3?(1) . as(”)
o HieB Z

Valuated matroids

w,0,v,%  valuated matroids
(1] the class of © modulo scalar addition
p\I the deletion of u by I
/I the contraction of y by I

We also adopt the following standard notations in matroid theory.



B(M) the set of bases of M rkps the rank function of M

L(M) the lattice of flats of M rk M the rank of M

LF(M) | the corank-k flats of M M/A contraction of M by A

L (M) the rank-k flats of M M\A deletion of M by A
clys the closure operator of M M®N the direct sum of M and N
TrM the truncation of M Uy the uniform matroid of rank r on [n]
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2 Preliminaries

We assume that the reader is familiar with basic notions about matroids and posets. Section provides
background on matroid quotients and Section [2.2| on tropical linear spaces. They are not needed until
Section @] Readers with the assumed background may skip these sections and come back later.

2.1 Matroid quotient and the elementary quotient lattice

We review the characterization of elementary quotients by linear subclasses and by modular cuts. This
material can be found in [Che74b| and [Whi86).

Given two matroids M and N on [n], N is a quotient of M, denoted M — N, if L(N) C L(M); the
corank of the quotient is the number rk M —rk N; an elementary quotient is a quotient of corank 1. A linear
subclass of M is a subset H C L£1(M) that satisfies the following property:

If H;, H; € H and they cover H; N H; € L£*(M), then all hyperplanes covering H; N H; are in H.

The whole set £(M) is the trivial linear subclass. If Q is an elementary quotient of M, then £1(Q)N LY (M)
is a nontrivial linear subclass of M. Conversely, given a nontrivial linear subclass H, there is a unique
elementary quotient @ such that £(Q) N LY (M) = H. Put

Q'(M) = Q'(M) u{M}, (2.1)
where
Q'(M) := { Q a matroid | @ is an elementary quotient of M }. (2.2)
Then the map N
Q" (M) — { linear subclasses of M}, Q+— L£(Q)NL (M) (2.3)

is bijective. See Example for some examples of linear subclasses.

Example 2.1. Let M = Us 4. The empty set is a linear subclass; the subset {12,13} is not a linear subclass,
because 1 is covered by 12, 13 and 14, but 14 is not in {12,13}. The order filter {12,34,1234} C L(Us4)
is a modular cut; the order filter {12,13,1234} is not a modular cut, because the flats 12 and 13 satisfy
, but their intersection is not in {12,13,1234}. Table [1| shows three elementary quotients of Us 4, the
corresponding linear subclasses, and the corresponding modular cuts.

By definition, an intersection of linear subclasses is again a linear subclass. Under reverse inclusion, the
set of linear subclasses of M is a lattice. The bijection then turns Q'(M) into a lattice. The minimal
clement of QY(M) is M, corresponding to the trivial linear subclass £'(M); the maximal element is the
truncation TrM of M, which corresponds to the linear subclass (). This lattice is known as the elementary
quotient lattice [Whi86, Page 150].

Figure [I|shows the lattice of linear subclasses and the elementary quotient lattice of Us 4. It is isomorphic
to the order dual of the lattice of flats of the graphical matroid Mg,. We warn the reader that this belongs



The affine diagram 1 2 3 4 12 3.4 (loop){li) 2 3 4
O—0—0—0 —o—o
of Q
{12} {13} {14} {23} {24} {34} 13 14 23 24 4}
mside | R | SRR \5.. 2 o Gy ¢
253)7 )boxed inside P 7} o = {
3,4
N
The corresponding
linear subclass H 0 {12,34} {12,13,14}
The corresponding .
modular cut F {1234} {12, 34,1234} the upper interval of 1

Table 1: Three elementary quotients of Us 4

to a special case. See Proposition (2). In general, elementary quotient lattice is very far from being the
order dual of the lattice of flats of any matroid. See Example

%)
///\\\ 1A234 13241423 2314 13 3412

2 3 4 [ —
{12,13,14) {12,34) {12,23,24} {13,24} {13,23,34} (14,23} (14,24,34} oo 134

—= =3

A(M) Uz

Figure 1: The lattice of linear subclasses of U3 4 and the elementary quotient lattice @1(U374).

A nonempty order filter F C L(M) is called a modular cut if whenever Fy, Fy € F satisfy
I‘kM(Fl) + I‘kM(Fg) = I‘kM(F1 A FQ) + I'kM(Fl vV F’g)7 (24)

we have Fy A Fy € F. The collar R of a modular cut F is the set of flats not in F but are covered by some
element in F. The full set £L(M) is the trivial modular cut. If F is a nontrivial modular cut, then the subset
L(M)\R is the lattice of flats of an elementary quotient @ of M. Conversely, if @ is an elementary quotient
of M, then L£(M)\L(Q) is the collar of some modular cut. If F is a modular cut, then 7N £ (M) is a linear
subclass; conversely, the set of all joins of elements in a linear subclass is a modular cut. See Example
for examples of modular cuts.

2.2 Tropical linear spaces

We review notions on valuated matroids and tropical linear spaces. Our references are [BEZ21] and [MTO01].
Recall the tropical projective spaces PT™ and tropical projective tori Ty defined in the introduction:

pT .= (R”\{(oo,...,oo)}) JR1, Ty, :=R"/R1. (2.5)

For each tuple w € R", the support of w, denoted supp(w), is the subset {i € [n] | w(i) < oo}. Given a
finite collection of values ay, ..., a,, € R, we say min;{a;} vanishes tropically if the minimum is achieved at



least twice. Each w € R" with nonempty support defines a tropical equation on Kn, the tropical vanishing
of
min{x (i) + w(i)}. (2.6)
3

Its vanishing set always has the lineality space R1. The image of this vanishing set in PTI™ is a tropical
hyperplane. -
A wvaluated matroid of rank d on [n] is a function y : ([Z]) — R that satisfies the

e Tropical Pliicker relations: For any I € ( (i[f]2) and J € ([Z]), the following vanishes tropically

min {O(T+10) +0(J i)}, (2.7)

We will call each of the above relations the Plicker relation indexed by (I,.J).
For any basis B of p and any 4 ¢ B, there is a unique circuit contained in B + i, called the basic circuit
(B,i). A basic circuit (B,4) produces a vector C(p ;) € R" by

Ci(J) =B —j+1). (2.8)

Up to scalar addition, these are all the wvaluated circuits of p. Each valuated circuit defines a tropical
hyperplane. The intersection of all such hyperplanes is a tropical linear space denoted by Trop u. Namely,
Trop p is the intersection of

Hc = {[x] € PT | min{x(i) + C(i)} vanishes tropically} , (2.9)

where C ranges all valuated circuits of pu. See Example and Example for two examples of tropical
linear spaces: hyperplanes and points.
Tropical linear spaces are parametrized by the Dressiansﬂ

Dr(d,n) := { tropical linear spaces in PT™ of dimension d — 1 } , (2.10)

which we identify with the set of equivalence classes of valuated matroids of rank d on [n] modulo scalar

addition. This makes Dr(d,n) into a tropical prevariety in ]P"]I‘([Z]) cut out by all the Pliicker relations. Put

Dr'(p) := {codimension-1 tropical linear subspaces of Trop u}, (2.11)

[n]
which is a subset of Dr(d — 1,n). We realize Drl(u) as a tropical prevariety in pT™), A tropical linear
space Trop @ of dimension d — 2 is contained in Trop p if and only if 8 is an elementary quotient of pu, i.e., 0
satisfies the:

e Tropical incidence-Pliicker relations: For any I € ( d[ﬁ]Z) and J € ( d[j‘r]l), the following vanishes
tropically
min {6(I +¢) + u(J — 1)} (2.12)
icJ\I
We will call each of such relations the incidence relation indexed by (I,.J).
A valuated matroid p has an underlying matroid M whose bases are the support of u. We also say p is
a basis valuation on M. Conversely, every matroid has a trivial valuation that sends the bases of M to 0,
and other d-sets to oco. The Bergman fan Trop M of a matroid M is the tropical linear space given by the
trivial valuation on M. Put?

Dr'(M) := { codimension-1 tropical linear subspaces of Trop M }. (2.13)

Note the slight abuse of language here: in most literature, the Bergman fan is Trop M N Tj,;. In this paper,

Trop M is the closure of Trop M N T, in PT!™, which is not a fan. This abuse of language will be harmless,
but we need to adapt the definition of the recession fan to our setting.

n some sources, Dr(d,n) is the set of all valuated matroids of rank d on [n], without modding out scalar addition.
2Not to be confused with Drjs, which in some sources denotes the set of all basis valuations on M.



Definition 2.2. Let X be a tropical prevariety in PT™. The recession space of X is
rec(X) := {[W] € PTI | there is some [x] € X N Tty such that [x +tw] € X for all ¢ > 0}. (2.14)

With this definition, the intersection of rec(X) with T}, is the usual recession fan of X N Tj,). Taking
the recession space has the following property: given tropical prevarieties X1, ..., X,

rec(ﬂ X;) C m rec(X;). (2.15)
i=1 i=1
We also have rec(Trop ) = Trop M.

Example 2.3. If the corank of y is 1, then p takes the form

p(ln] =) = —w(i) (2.16)

for some w € R"\{ (o0, ..., 00)}. In this case, Trop s is a tropical hyperplane. If w € R™, then we say Trop p
is the hyperplane centered at [w], which is defined by the tropical vanishing of

min{x(i) — w(i)} (2.17)
Example 2.4. If the rank of y is 1, then g is simply a point in R\{(co, ...,00)}.

2.3 M-convex functions and sets

We review M-convex sets and M-convex functions. Our main reference is [Mur03].
A subset S C N™ is an M-convez set if it satisfies the following exchange property: for any x,y € S and
for any ¢ such that x(¢) > y(4), there is an index j such that

v(j) >x(j)and x —e; +e; € Sandy —e; +e; € S.
There are two special M-convex sets. The discrete simplex
Al :={aecN"||a|; =d}

and the set ([Z]) of subsets of [n] of size d, regarded as the 0-1 vectors in A4.
The support of a function ¢: N* — R is

supp(p) := {a € N" | p(a) < oo}. (2.18)

We say ¢ is an M-convez function if supp(¢) # 0 and it satisfies the following exchange property: for any
x,y € supp(y) and any i such that x(i) > y(4), there is j such that

x(j) <y(j) and ¢(x) + ¢(y) > o(z —e; +e;) + o(y —e; +e;).

If ¢ is M-convex, then supp(p) is an M-convex set. Any M-convex set is contained in some A?, and d is
called the rank of ¢. From now on, we will use A¢ as the domain of an M-convex function. On the other

hand, S C N" is M-convex if and only if its indicator function

0 ifxeS
) = ’ 2.19
s(x) {oo7 ifxé¢s ( )

is M-convex.
M-convex functions generalize valuated matroids and matroids: a valuated matroid is an M-convex
function whose domain is ([Z]); the support of a valuated matroid is the set of bases of its underlying

matroid. The indicator function of B(M) is the trivial valuation on M.



2.4 Lorentzian polynomials

We review the definition of Lorentzian polynomials and the relation of the Lorentzian property with M-
convexity. For more advanced materials on this topic, we refer to the original paper [BH20].
Each polynomial f € R>g[wy, ..., wy,] can be written uniquely as > caw?®. The support of f is

supp f :={a € N" | ¢, # 0}.

A homogeneous polynomial f € Rxowy, ..., wy] is Lorentzian if it satisfies the following conditions:

acNn

e Support condition: supp f is M-convex;

e Signature condition: for any a € N™ and |a|; = d — 2, 9*f is Lorentzian. That is, the quadratic form
02 f has at most one positive eigenvalue.

If f is Lorentzian, then all its partial derivatives are Lorentzian.
A polynomial f € Rxglws, ..., wy] is stable if for all u € RY, and all v € R", the univariate polynomial
f(tu+ v) is real-rooted. Put

Sd .= {f € Rso[w1,...,wy] | f is homogeneous stable of degree d}, (2.20)
Ld = {f € R>olwy, ..., w,] | f is Lorentzian of degree d}. .

For instance, S} = L. are linear forms with nonnegative coefficients, S2 = L2, and in general, S¢ C L4.

For any function ¢: A4 — R and a parameter 0 < g < 1, set

qw(a)

L (w) = Z o w®, and g7 (w) = Z (Z)q‘p(a)wa, (2.21)

aesupp(yp) acsupp(yp)

where a! = []"_, a(i)!, and (Z) =11, (a‘é)). We call f¢ the basis generating polynomial of ¢. When ¢ is
the trivial valuation on a matroid M, we get the usual basis generating polynomial fj; for M,

fuw)= > w (2.22)
BeB(M)
Recall the following Lorentzian characterization of M-convex functions [BH20, Theorem 3.14]:
¢ is M-convex if and only if f¢ € Ld forall 0 < ¢ < 1.

This characterization has a tropical version. Let K = R{t} be the field of generalized Puiseuz series over R.
Elements of K are formal series of the form

s(t) = ext”, (2.23)
keA

where A is well-ordered and ¢ € R. An element s € K is positive if ¢; > 0 for £ = min A. Moreover, K has
a valuation,
val: K 5 R, 0 oo, Z crth — min A. (2.24)
keA

Lorentzian polynomials can be defined over K. A polynomial over K is Lorentzian if and only if it is
Lorentzian as a real polynomial for all sufficiently small parameter ¢t. For more details on changing real
coefficients to K, we refer to |[Bral0] and the references therein. Put

L4(K) := {f € K>olws, ..., wy] | f is Lorentzian of degree d}. (2.25)
Given f =), caa Sa(t)w?, the tropicalization of f is a discrete function given by
trop(f): AL - R, a s val(sa(t)). (2.26)

Then the set of M-convex functions on A is exactly the tropicalization of L4 (K) [BH20, Theorem 3.20].
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3 Lorentzian proper position

3.1 Basic properties

In this subsection, we summarize some properties of Lorentzian proper position. The highlight is that many
linear operations preserving the Lorentzian property also preserve Lorentzian proper position.

Proposition 3.1. Let f € L and h € Ld—1.
(1) If h <y f, then Oyh <, Oy f +th for any v € RY, such that Oyh # 0 and any t > 0.
(2) For any linear form ¢ € LL(R), f <z, £f.
(3) If f € L2, then for any linear form £ € LL(R), ¢ <1, f if and only if { < f.
(4) For any v € RY,, Oy f <z, f whenever Oy f # 0.
(5) If h <, f, then th <, f for anyt > 0.

Proof. If f+wpi1h € LfLH, then for v/ = (v,t) € Rggl, Ov (f+wni1h) = Oy f+th+w,10vh € Lij_ll. This
proves the first statement. As a product of Lorentzian polynomials, (£+wy,11)f = £f +wp41f is Lorentzian,
proving the second statement. Since S2 11 = L2 +1, the third statement follows. The linear operator

R[wla ) wn] = R[wh "'awn7wn+1]7 f=f+ wn+1avf (31)

is homogeneous, It preserves stability and polynomials with nonnegative coefficients, so by [BH20, Theorem
3.4], f + wp110y f is Lorentzian, proving the forth. The fifth statement is because scaling the variable wy, 1
preserves the Lorentzian property. O

For any tuple h € N", set
Ru[wy, ..., wp] = {f € Rlwy, ..., wy] | the degree of f is at most h(i) in w; for every z} (3.2)

Definition 3.2. Let T: Ry[wy, ..., w,] = Re[z1, ..., 2m] be a linear operator. We say T preserves Lorentzian
proper position, if T preserves the Lorentzian property and T'(f) <, T(g) whenever f <y, g.

A linear operator T': Rp[wy, ..., wn] = Re[z1, ..., 2] is homogeneous if for some s € Z,
deg T'(w?) = degw® + s whenever T'(w?) # 0.

In [BB10, Theorem 4.3], it is shown that a finite-order differential operator preserving stability also preserves
proper position. It is also shown there that such an operator preserves stability if and only if its symbol is
stable. On the other hand, a homogeneous linear operator with a Lorentzian symbol preserves the Lorentzian
property [BH20, Theorem 3.2]. The following Proposition can be regarded as the Lorentzian analog of

[BB10, Theorem 4.3].
In the following proofs, for a,h € N*,

a <hmeans a(i) <h(i) foralli =1,...,n; (2) =TI (h(i)).

a i=1 \a(i)

Proposition 3.3. If T is a homogeneous linear operator with a Lorentzian symbol, then T preserves
Lorentzian proper position.

Proof. Let T: Rup[wi, ..., wy] — Relz1, ..., 2] be a linear operator satisfying the hypothesis. Define another
linear operator 7' : Ry [wo, wy, ..., wn] — Ry [20, 21, ..., Zm|, Wwhere

~ 1, ifi=0 S0 — 1, ifi=0
h(z)—{h(i), Qe 0 T0) {r(i)’ e (3.3)

11



by the formula T(wéwa) = 20T (w?) and extending linearly. Then T is homogeneous because T' is. Note
that for f,g € Ry[w,...,w,], T (g + wof) = T(g) + 20T(f), so it suffices to show that T preserves the
Lorentzian property. We compute its symbol

h
Symf(UQ,Ul,...,Un7ZO,Zl,...,Zm) = Z < )UOT h 2+ Z ( ) _aZO

a<h a<h
_ ;}( ) Wb (g + 20) (3.4)

= sym(u, 2)(up + 20).

Since symq(u, z) and ug + 2o are both Lorentzian and the product of Lorentzian polynomials is Lorentzian,
we have that sym 7 is Lorentzian. O

Abbreviate Ry [wy, ..., w,] to Ry[w;] and put

R [wij] = {multl—afﬁne polynomials in R[w”]1<l<n’1<J<h(1)} (3.5)

The polarization operator HE: Rn[w;] — R§ [w;;] is a linear map that sends w® to

1 n
T H elementary symmetric polynomial of degree a(i) in the variables {w;;}1<;j<n( )) (3.6)
a i=1

The projection operator HJﬁ : RE [w;j] — Rp[w;] is a linear map that sets w;; = w;. Polarization and projection
preserve Lorentzian property [BH20, Proposition 3.1]. They also preserve Lorentzian proper position.

Proposition 3.4. Polarization and projection preserve Lorentzian proper position. Let f,g € Ry[w;] be
Lorentzian of degree d and d — 1, respectively. Then g <, f if and only if IITg <, TITf.

Proof. The preservatlon of Lorentzian property follows from applying [BH20, Proposition 3.1] to Ry; [w;] and

R [wiz], where h is as in the proof of Proposition [3.3] The rest of the statement follows from H¢ o HT W)=
. O

3.2 Lorentzian characterization of elementary quotients of M-convex functions

In this subsection, we relate Lorentzian proper position to quotients of M-convez functions studied in [BLS24].
There, the authors give four candidate definitions in different strength of quotients of M-convex functions.
We take the following one.

Definition 3.5. Given two M-convex functions ¢: AZ — R and ¢: A3 — R where s < d, 1 is called
a quotient of ¢, denoted ¢ — 4, if the following exchange property is satisfied: for any x € supp(v),
y € supp(yp), and 4 such that x(i) > y(i), there is some j such that

x(j) <y(j) and  P(x)+p(y) > P(x—e +ej) + oy —e; +ei).

Quotients of M-convex functions generalize quotients of valuated matroids and quotients of ordinary
matroids. Hence, we will use the notation — universally for quotients and use the default letters to distinguish
the objects:

@ — 1 a quotient of M-convex function;
w—6  a quotient of valuated matroids;
M — N  a quotient of matroids.

When s = d — 1, ¢ is called an elementary quotient of ¢. We will need the following characterization of
elementary quotients, which follows from |[BLS24, Theorem 1.3].

12



Lemma 3.6. Let <p:7AflL — R and ¥: A% be two M-convex functions. Then @ —» v if and only if the
function ¢: A;iwl — R defined by

@(x)v if Tpy1 =0
@(Xv xn+1) = '(/](X)a Zf Tpt+1 = 1 (37)
0, else

is M-conver.

Remark 3.7. If ¢ — ¢ and ¢ is a quotient of M-convex functions, and ¢ is a valuated matroid, then v is
automatically also a valuated matroid.

By applying the definition of quotients of M-convex functions to indicator functions of M-convex sets,
we get the definition of quotients of M-convex sets. Given two M-convex sets S; C A? and Sy C A% where
s <d, S is a quotient of Sy, denoted S; — S5, if the following exchange property is satisfied: for any x € S5,
y € S1, and ¢ such that x(¢) > y(i), there is some j such that

x(j) <y(), x—e +e; €85, and y—e; +e; €S (3.8)

Lemma [3.6 then implies that if s = d — 1, then S; — S5 is an elementary quotient if and only if S; x {0} U
Sy x {1} ¢ A¢_, is M-convex.

Definition 3.8. Let Sy C AZ and S;, C A2~* be M-convex and Sy — Si. A factorization of Sy — Sy, is a
collection of M-convex sets S1, ..., Sk—1 such that S; - S;41 is an elementary quotient for i =0,...,k — 1. If
a factorization Sy —» --- — S}, satisfies the condition:

for any factorization 51, ..., 5,4, S; C S; forall i =1, ...,k — 1,
then Sy — S1 — --+ — Sp_1 — Si is called a Higgs factorization.

Higgs factorizations exist for M-convex sets and, in particular, matroids. By definition, the Higgs factor-
ization is unique. For more details, see |BLS24, Lemma 2.36]. We will use the following fact: let Sy and Sy
be nonempty M-convex sets. Then Sy — S; — --- — Sy is a Higgs factorization if and only if

k
S=JSix{i}cal, (3.9)
i=0
is M-convex.

Definition 3.9. Let f be any polynomial in R[wg, w1, ..., w,] whose degree in wy is d. Write

f=fo+wofr+-+wifa, (3.10)

where f; € Rlwy, ..., w,]. Given two integers i, j such that 0 < i < j < d, the [i,j] segment of f, denoted
fii,j]» 18 the polynomial wh f; + w(’]+1fi+1 + W) f;

The following statement shows taking any segment preserves the Lorentzian property. As a corollary,
from any Lorentzian polynomial one can extract a sequence of Lorentzian polynomials where each consecutive
pair is in proper position.

Proposition 3.10. Let f given as in (3.10) be Lorentzian. Suppose fo # 0. Then
(1) fri,z is Lorentzian for all 0 <i < j <d.

(2) supp fo — supp f1 — -+ — supp fq is a Higgs factorization.
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Proof. We reuse the notation h from the proof of Proposition The map f +— f; j is the linear operator

0 " .
T: Ry [wo, ..., wn] = Ry [wo, ..o wp],  wg'w® — { ’ it m ¢ [i,j] (3.11)
wg'w?, else
which is homogeneous of degree 1. We compute its symbol:
symp(u Upy, W wy) = Z Z d) (b wiud M8
T\LQy «ovy Un,y, WO,y +-oy Wn . ' m a o %o
i<m<ja<h (3 2)
1
d . W)\ ai) pen s
-\ 2 G I3 ()
i<m<j i=1 \a(i)<h(i)

This a product of bivariate polynomials. Each of them is Lorentzian, due to the ultra log-concavity of the
binomial coefficients [BH20, Example 2.26]. Hence, symy is Lorentzian. This proves the first statement.
The second follows from the M-convexity of supp f. O

Corollary 3.11. Let f € L;ilﬂ have the form as in (3.10). If f; and fiy1 are nonzero, then fir1 <z fi.

Proof. By Proposition wi fi + wit fiv1 is Lorentzian, so ilf; + (i + 1)lwg fir1 is Lorentzian. The
conclusion follows from Proposition (5). O

The next two statements are the Lorentzian characterization of elementary quotients of M-convex func-
tions that parallel the Lorentzian characterization of M-convex functions.

Proposition 3.12. Let o: A? — R and ¢: A4~ — R be M-convex functions. The following are equivalent.
(1) ¢ — ¥ is an elementary quotient of M-convex functions.
(2) f(}b L ff forall0 <q<1.
Proof. By Lemma @ — 1 if and only if the auxiliary function
p(x), ifzpp1=0

O(X, Tpy1) =S P(x), T zp =1 (3.13)
0, else

is M}—convex on Ad 4+1- Note that ff + wy41 f;ﬁ = ff . Now the equivalence follows from [BH20, Theoreré]l
3.14).

We state a tropical version of this characterization. Define Lorentzian proper position for polynomials
over K analogous to the real case: for f € L4(K) and g € L+ (K),

f<rg if g+wnrfeL(K).

Proposition 3.13. If f € LY(K), h € Lé"YK) and h <1 f, then trop(f) — trop(h). Conversely, if
o: A 5 R, p: Ad"t 5 R, and ¢ — 9 is an elementary quotient of M-convex functions, then there are
f € L4(K) and h € L&Y(K) such that h <1, f, trop(h) =1 and trop(f) = ¢.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma and [BH20, Theorem 3.20]. O

3.3 The cone property of Lorentzian proper position

Let f € L. Consider the following subsets of polynomials induced by Lorentzian proper position.

Lif <] :={geLit" | f < g} U{0},

Li< fl:={h e Li™! | h < f}U{0} (3.14)

We are ready to prove Proposition which states the convexity of L[f < ].
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Lemma 3.14. Let f,g € R>o[wi,...,w,] be homogeneous of degree d and d + 1, respectively. Then f <,
g if and only if g + wpi1f has M-conver support, f € L, and Oy, -+ 0y, ,f < Oy, ---Oy,_,g for any
Vi,...,V4g_1 € RQO'

Proof. Note that Oy, -0y, , f # 0 is a linear form for any vy, ..., vg_; € RZ;. The ‘only if’ direction follows
from Proposition (1) and (3). Since the Lorentzian property is a closed condition, sufficiency follows by
letting vq, ..., vq_1 approach to standard basis vectors. O

Lemma 3.15. Let f € L% and f <1 g. Let £ € L} be a linear form whose coefficients are all positive. Then

supp g C supp£f. (3.15)
Proof. Tt suffices to show that for each y € suppg,

min |x — =1 3.16

Lmin =yl (3.16)

By Proposition m suppg — supp f. Take any y € suppg and x € supp f. Since |y|1 = d+ 1 and
|x|1 = d, if |[x —y|1 > 1, there must be some ¢ such that x(7) > y(i). Using the exchange axiom, we get
x' = x—e;+e; €supp f for some j such that y(j) > x(j). Now |x' —y|1 = |x — y|1 — 2. The proof is
finished by induction. O

Proposition Let f € Rlwy, ..., w,] be Lorentzian of degree d. Then L[f <] is a closed convex cone.

Proof. Since the Lorentzian property is a closed condition and L[f <] is defined by the Lorentzian property
of g+ wpy1f, we conclude that L[f <] is closed. Let g1,g2 € L[f <]. By Proposition (5), we only
need to show g1 + g2 € L[f <1]. Let go = £f where ¢ € L. has all-positive coefficients. By Lemma
whenever 0 < t < 1, the support of tgg + (1 — t)(g1 + g2) + wp1f is the support of (£ + wyq1)f, which is
M-convex. By Lemma for any vy,...,vqg—1 € RZ,

Oy, -+ Oy f €Oy, -0y, ,gi, 1=0,1,2. (3.17)
By Proposition [[.2]

Do+ By f € Doy B, (tg0 + (1~ D91 + 92)). (3.18)
This shows tgo + (1 — t)(g1 + g2) € L[f <] for 0 <t < 1. Letting ¢t — 0 finishes the proof. O

Remark 3.16. The following simple argument for Proposition was communicated to us by Petter
Bréndén. Suppose f <, g1,92. Let ¢ >0, £ = wy +ws + - -+ + wy, and put

91 = g1(w1 + clywy + el ..y wy + cl),
gy = ga(w1 + clywa + ¢l ..., wy, + cl), (3.19)
= flwr +clyws + b, ..., wy, + cl).

Then g}, g5 and f" all have full support, so gj + g5 has M-convex support. Then by taking derivatives, it
follows from Proposition that f < ¢} + g5. Proposition follows from letting ¢ — 0.

One can also talk about convex cones over K: for a vector space V over K, S C V is a convex cone if
181 + c289 € S for any s1, so € S and nonnegative scalars cj,cy € K. Similar to the real case, for f € LZ(K)
consider

L[f <]k :=={g € LE(K) | f <1 g} U{0}. (3.20)
Theorem 3.17. Let f € K[wy, ..., wy,] be Lorentzian of degree d. Then L[f <]k s a convex cone.

Proof. The convexity of L[f <] is a first-order statement. Since K is real closed, L[f <]k is a convex
cone by Tarski’s principle. O
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We now deduce Theorem [A] as part of Corollary from Theorem Given any M-convex function
¢: A% — R, consider the following two sets of M-convex functions.

Flp) = {v: A1 — R M-convex | ¢ — v}, LZ(p) == {p: A%+ 5 R M-convex | p — et (3.21)
Likewise, put:
"Dr(p) := {[v] € Dr(d+1,n) | Trop u C Tropv}. (3.22)
Corollary 3.18. The tropicalization map

Trop: L[f <]k — “Z(trop f), g+ tropg (3.23)

is surjective and it respects convex combinations. In particular, F'(p), “F(¢), Drl(u) and 'Dr(u) are
tropically convex.

Proof. The well-definedness of Trop and its surjectivity follow from Proposition [3.13] Trop respects con-
vex combinations, because for nonnegative elements t1,ts,s1,82 € K, val(t1s1 + tosy) = min(val(ty) +
val(s1), val(tz) + val(ss)). This proves the tropical convexity of L% (). Let D > d be an integer. Let D be
the n-tuple (D, ..., D). Consider the operation ¢ — @, where ¢ (x) = (D — x). It is easy to check that

@ is M-convex if and only if ¢ is M-convex
and
¥ — ¢ if and only if G —» ).

Hence, .7 1(y) is also tropically convex. The rest of the statement follows by considering functions whose
supports are contained in the unit cube {0,1}™ C N™. O

Corollary has the following consequence, which a priori is not obvious. Let 1,9 A‘flj - R
be M-convex functions. If they are elementary quotients of some M-convex function ¢: A¢ — R, then
3 = min{y, 19} is also M-convex and ¢ —» 3. This further implies a combinatorial statement about
matroid perspectivity [Whi86|, Chapter 7].

Definition 3.19. A family of matroids My, ..., M}, are perspective if they have a common elementary quotient
Q); they are coperspective if they are all elementary quotients of some matroid L.

In general, the union of the sets of bases of matroids is rarely the set of bases of any matroid, whereas
this happens when the matroids are perspective or coperspective.

Corollary 3.20. If My, ..., My, are perspective (coperspective, respectively), then B(My)U---UB(My) is the
set of bases of another matroid M1, and My, ..., My 41 are perspective (coperspective, respectively).

Proof. For any functions i1, juz: A%: R, supp(min{p, p2}) = supp(u1) Usupp(uz2). Apply Corollary to
the trivial valuations on the matroids. O

We end this subsection with an example showing L[<;, f] may not be convex.

Example 3.21. Consider M = Us 4. Polynomials in L[« fu] are multi-affine quadratic forms %wTAw
for some 4-by-4 matrix A. Let hy = %wTAlw and ho = %wTAgw where

0 39 1 1 01 1 1
39 0 1 1 1 0 1 1
A= 1 o1l 2T o0 39 (3.24)
1 1 1 0 11 39 0
The leading principal minors of A; have signs 0, —, +, —. By Cauchy’s interlacing theorem, h; is Lorentzian.

Similar calculation shows hs is also Lorentzian and hq, ho < fy;. However, the determinant of A; + Ay is
positive, so hy + ho cannot be Lorentzian.
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From this one sees that the Lorentzian property is not preserved under inversion. For any polynomial f,

consider the operator .
v f e =l wd fwr L w ) (3.25)

n

where d; is the degree of f in w;. Let g1 = fy + wshy and go = far + wshs, which are Lorentzian.
Then either "V = ws f}Y + A" or g5¥ = ws f};’ + hy" is not Lorentzian. Otherwise, by Proposition

inv

R + B = hy + hy is Lorentzian, a contradiction. Indeed, giV as a quadratic form is given by the matrix

0 39 1 1 1
39 0 1 1 1

Ag=|1 1 0 1 1 (3.26)
1 1 10 1
1 1 110

inv

whose determinant is negative. Hence, g5*V is not Lorentzian.
3.4 Lorentzian proper position in context

3.4.1 Pullback of intersection product

Let X be a d-dimensional irreducible projective variety over an algebraically closed field F. Let Hq,..., H,
be a collection of nef divisors on X. Then the volume polynomial given by the d-fold intersection, i.e.,

volx (w1, .o wy) = (wi Hy + -+ + w, Hy,)® (3.27)

is a Lorentzian polynomial [BH20, Theorem 4.6]. Let Y be another nef divisor on X. Consider the intersection
product
VOly(’wl,...,wn) = (w1H1 +~-~+wan)d_1 -Y. (328)

When Y is the class of a subvariety, voly is the (d —1)-fold intersection of the pullback of wy Hy +- - - +w, Hy,
onY.

Theorem 3.22. Let volx be given by (3.27) and voly be given by (3.28)), then voly <, volx if both are

nonzero.
Proof. The polynomial

f(w07w1a-~-awn) = (wOY+w1H1 ++wan>d (3 29)
= volx +wq voly —l—wg(lel +-- 4w, Hy) - Y24 ..+ ngd .

is Lorentzian. By Corollary volx +wg voly is Lorentzian. O]

3.4.2 Intrinsic volumes of convex bodies

Let K1, ..., K,,C C R? be convex bodies. Let Vol(K) be the d-dimensional volume of the convex body K.
The polynomial

vol: REGY = R, w = Vol(woC + w Ky + - w, Ky). (3.30)
is Lorentzian by |[BH20, Theorem 4.1]. As a special case, take C' to be the unit d-ball BY. The Steiner

formula gives the following expansion [Sch13} Section 4]:

d

vol(wg, Wi, .oy Wy ) = ch_kwg_k\/k(wl, ey W)y (3.31)
k=0

where ¢; is the i-dimensional volume of the unit é-ball. The polynomial Vi (wy, ..., wy) is the k-th intrinsic
volume of the convex body w; Ky +- - - +w, K,,. For instance, V4(K) = Vol(K) and V4_;(K) is proportional
to the surface area of K. By Corollary we have the following.

Theorem 3.23. The k-th intrinsic volume Vi (wy, ..., wy) is Lorentzian for all k =0, ...,d and Vi <1, Vi1
whenever they are nonzero.
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3.4.3 Determinantal polynomials

Let V C C™ be a complex linear subspace of dimension d. With the standard basis of C™, we represent V'
by a d-by-n matrix A over C by choosing a basis of V. Let A* be the Hermitian conjugate of A. Let Z be
the n-by-n diagonal matrix with diagonal entries the variables z1, ..., z,,. Then the polynomial

fa(zi, .y 2n) = det(AZA) (3.32)
is homogeneous stable with nonnegative coefficients [Cho+04, Theorem 8.1], hence Lorentzian.

Proposition 3.24. Let W C V are linear subspaces in C™ of dimension d—1 and d represented by matrices
A1 and As, respectively. Then fa, <1, fa,-

Proof. Choosing a different representing matrix only changes the polynomial by multiplying by a
positive scalar. By Proposition (5), we only need to prove the statement for one choice of the matrices.

Let A; be any d — 1-by-n matrix representing W. Extending A; to a d-by-n matrix Ay representing V.
Extend Ay to a d-by-(n + 1) matrix As as follows

A= (A, o) (3.33)

where e; = (1,0,...,0) € C% Let Z' be the (n + 1)-by-(n + 1) diagonal matrix with diagonal entries
21y eeey Zny Znt1- Lhen

det(A3Z'A3) = fa, + znt1fa, (3.34)
is stable. Hence, fa, < fa,. In particular, fa, <, fa,- O

3.5 Lorentzian polynomials supported on given matroids

In this subsection, we consider Lorentzian polynomials f supported on a given matroid M, i.e., supp f is the
set of bases of M. A more comprehensive study on this topic is [Bak+|, while our focus is how M affects
L[f <], and L[« f].
Put
Ly := {f Lorentzian | f is supported on M }. (3.35)

A crucial tool for understanding Ly is the Tutte group of a matroid, studied by Dress and Wenzel [DW89;
Wen89]. For the definition of the Tutte group, we refer the reader to the original papers. What is relevant
to us is that the Tutte group of a matroid M reflects the following two types of information about M:

e The ‘number’ of basis valuations on M;
e the space Lj; of Lorentzian polynomials supported on M.

All matroids have basis valuations induced by a weight vector: for each w € R™, the assignment
B—w-ep (3.36)

is a valuation, where

es =) e (3.37)

i€B

and w - eg is the usual dot product. A matroid is called rigid if all of its basis valuations arise this way
IDW92| Definition 2.2]. In other words, if M is rigid, then any tropical linear space whose underlying matroid
is M is a translation of Trop M. By [DW92, Corollary 5.8], if the inner Tutte group of M, a quotient group
of the Tutte group, is torsion, then M is rigid. In particular, binary matroids and finite projective geometries
are rigid [DW92, Proposition 5.9, 5.10]. This will be useful in Section |§| when we study incidence problems
of tropical linear spaces.

The relation of the Tutte group and the space of stable polynomials is implicit in [Bra07] and is stud-
ied in [BD10]. We extend the results therein to Lorentzian polynomials. Let A € (d[f]z) and 1,7, k,[ be
distinct elements not in A. The set {Aij, Ajk, Akl, Ail} is a degenerate quadrangle of the matroid M if
{Aij, Ajk, Akl, Ail} C B(M) and at least one of Aik and Ajl is not a basis.
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Lemma 3.25. Let f = ZB(M) apw?B be Lorentzian. If {Aij, Ajk, Akl, Ail} is a degenerate quadrangle, then

QAijQAKL = GAjRQAiL- (3.38)

Proof. The statement is true for stable polynomials [Bra07, Lemma 6.1]. If { Aij, Ajk, Akl, Ail} is a degener-
ate quadrangle of M, then {ij, jk, kl,il} is a degenerate quadrangle of the contraction M/A. The conclusion
follows from the stability of 94 f. O

Let RB(M) be the obvious coordinate subspace of R([Z]). Let Vs be the subspace of RB(M) cut out by
the coordinate-wise logarithm of (3.38)): ¢ € Vi, if and only if

c(Aij) + c(Akl) = c(Ajk) + c(Ail) (3.39)
for each degenerate quadrangle {Aij, Ajk, Akl, Ail}. There is an obvious subspace of Uy C Vs where
Uy = {u e REM) | u(B) = Za(i) for some a € R"}. (3.40)
i€B

Let log Lys be the logarithmic image of Ly, in RE?) . We have
Uy C IOgLM C Vi (3.41)

The first containment follows from Lemma the second containment is because Lj; contains all the
re-scaling of the basis generating polynomial fj;. [BD10, Theorem 3.3] gives the following formula: if M
has ¢ connected components and R is the free rank of the inner Tutte group of M, then

dim(Vay) =n—z+ 1+ R =dim(Uy) + R. (3.42)
This implies the following description of Lj; when the inner Tutte group of M is torsion.

Proposition 3.26. Suppose the inner Tutte group of M is torsion. Then any Lorentzian polynomial f
supported on M is a re-scaling of far. Moreover, Lys has the following two descriptions.

(1) Ly is the image of Ups under the coordinate-wise exponentiation map

exp : REOD 5 REM v s (exp(v(B))) (3.43)

(2) Ly C RE(OM) is cut out by the quadratic equations c(Aij)c(Akl) = c(Ajk)c(Ail) for all degenerate
quadrangles {Aij, Ajk, Akl, Ail}.

Corollary 3.27. If the inner Tutte group of M 1is torsion, then for any Lorentzian polynomial f supported
on M, L« f] = L[ fm] and L[f <] =2 L{fym <] by scaling the variables.

Proof. By Proposition f = fu(aiwy, ..., apwy,) for some a; > 0,7 = 1,...,n. Consider the map
L« fu] = L fl,  g+= glajwy, ..., apwy,). (3.44)

This map is well-defined, since the map fas+wp+19 — far(aiwi, ..., apwy)+wp19(aiws, ..., apw,) preserves
the Lorentzian property. It has an inverse g — g(aj  wy, ...,a; 'wy), so L[<, far] = L[< f]. The statement
for L[f <] has the same proof. O

4 Structural Theorems on Dr!(u)

In this section we prove structural theorems involving the following objects:

Drl (1) :== { codimension-1 tropical linear subspaces of Trop u},
Dr'(M) := { codimension-1 tropical linear subspaces of Trop M }, (4.1)
Q'(M) := { elementary matroid quotients of M}, O'(M) = Q' (M)U{M}.

These structural results include
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e Theorem Drl(u) is cut out by three-term incidence relations;
e Theorem Drl(M) is the order complex of Q'(M):;

e Theorem Drl(M) is a tropical polytope generated by the trivial valuations on the join-irreducibles
of Q'(M);

With these results, we give a geometric characterization of adjoints of ordinary matroids in Proposition [4.12
which become foundational in our generalization of adjoints to valuated matroids in Section
Now consider

Dr(u) = { all tropical linear subspaces of Trop i},
Dr(M) = { all tropical linear subspaces of Trop M}, (4.2)
Q(M) := { all matroid quotients of M}.

These sets are partially ordered by the quotient relation: Dr(u) and Dr(M) are ordered by valuated matroid
quotient and Q(M) is ordered by ordinary matroid quotient. There is a commutative diagram.

'DT’l (,LL) underlying Ql (M) trivial D?"l (M)

matroid valuation

[ l [

Dr(u) underlying Q(M) Llal) DT‘(M)

matroid valuation

The horizontal maps in the second row are order-preserving. This diagram has a guiding role for the
remainder of the paper. This section concerns the relation between Dr!(u) and Q'(M): some essential
information of Drl(u) is controlled by the lattice structure of oY (M ). Section |6 concerns the inclusions
Dri(u) < Dr(p) and QY(M) < Q(M): some incidence properties of Trop 1 can be extracted from the
structure of Drl(u).

4.1 Defining equations of Dr!(u)

The main goal of this subsection is to prove Theorem [4:3] which reduces the number of defining equations
of Drl(u) to the following three distinguished classes of incidence relations. Each class is labeled by at most
three (d — 1)-sets. Any A € ( d[ﬁll) spans a (possibly degenerate) hyperplane in M, and the three classes are
divided according to the relative position of the hyperplanes.
e Degenerate hyperplanes: If A € (d[ﬁ]l) is dependent in M, then (A) = co. This follows from the
following computation. Let C' C A be a circuit of M. Let ¢ € C' be any element and B a basis of M
containing C' — i. Consider the incidence relation indexed by (A — i, B +1):

min {0(A) + p(B). 6(A—i+j)+p(B+i-j). (4.3)

Since C C B+4+1i—j for all j € B\A, u(B+i— j) = co. Then (A) = oo because p(B) < oo.

e Parallel hyperplanes: If A, B are independent, |[A\B| = 1, and cly(A4) = clp(B), then we claim
that
0(A) + p(Bk) = 0(B) + u(Ak) (4.4)
for any k such that Ak (thus Bk) is a basis of M. Moreover, the difference u(Ak)—pu(Bk) is independent
of the choice of k. This can be seen from the following: suppose A = Di and B = Dj. Take
any k ¢ cly(A). Then Dik is a basis of M. The incidence relation indexed by (D, Dijk) says
min{0(A) + u(Bk),0(B) + pu(Ak)} vanishes tropically. If for some [ # k, Dil is another basis of M,
then we have the Pliicker relation of p indexed by (Di, Djkl)

min{ p(Dil) + p(Djk), p(Dik) +u(Djl), p(Dij) + u(DkL) . (4.5)

Since u(Dij) = oo, we get u(Dil)+p(Djk) = u(Dik)+ pu(Djl), so p(Dil) — u(Djl) = p(Dik)— p(Djk).
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e Concurrent hyperplanes: Suppose that D € (dﬁ]Z)’ i,j,k ¢ D, that Di, Dj, Dk are all independent.
Then
min{ 6(Di)+ u(Djk), 6(Dj)+ u(Dik), 6(Dk)+ u(Dij) } (4.6)
vanishes tropically. This follows from the incidence relation indexed by (D, Dijk). The hyperplanes
cly (Di), clar(Dy), cly (Dk) are called concurrent because they meet at a coline cly (D). Note that
if cly(Di) = clpy(Dyj), then p(Dij) = oo, in which case this relation degenerates to the parallel
hyperplane relations.

The above incidence relations involve at most three terms. Therefore, we call them the three-term
incidence relations.

Lemma 4.1. Let 0: (d[fll) — R be any function that satisfy the incidence relations (2.12) defining Dr'(p),
then supp(0) is the set of bases of a matroid.

Proof. Let A, B be in supp(f). Then A, B are independent in M. We may assume |A\B| > 2, for otherwise
there is nothing to prove.

e Case I: clpr(A) = clps(B). For any i € A\B, there is j € B\ A such that A — i+ j is a basis of cly/(A4).
Since any two bases can be obtained by a sequence of basis exchanges, and by the parallel hyperplane
relations, two bases differing by one element must be both in supp(#) or both not in supp(f), we
conclude that A — i+ j € supp(0).

e Case II: clps(A) # cly(B). Then for some j € B\A, Aj is a basis of M. Take ¢ € A\B and write
A=Di

— If there is some k € B\ A such that Djk is a basis of M, then the incidence relation indexed by
(D, Dijk) is supported at both A and Dk, possibly at Dj, so at least one of A—i+k and A—i+j
is in supp(0).

— If for all k € B\A and k # j, Djk is not a basis of M, then we deduce that k € cly/(Dj) for all
k € B\A. Since AN B C D, we know that cly(B) C clp(Dy). Since they have the same rank,
clyr(B) = clp(Dj). By the previous case, Dj € supp(6).

Since for any i € A\B, there is some j € B\ A such that A — i + j is in the support of 8, we conclude that
supp(0) is the set of bases of some matroid. O

Theorem 4.2. Let ;1 be a valuated matroid. Then the incidence relations suffice to cut out Dr(u).

Proof. Let 0: (d[fll) — R satisfy all the incidence relations. By [Murl0, Theorem 5.2.25] and Lemma it
suffices to show that @ satisfied all the three-term Pliicker relations. Namely, for any S with |S| = d — 3 and
distinct indices i, j, k, I ¢ S, the following vanishes tropically,

min { 6(Sij) + 0(Skl), 6(Sik)+6(Sjl), 6(Sil) + 6(Sjk) }. (4.7)

If the minimum above is oo, there is nothing to show, so WLOG we may assume 0(Sik) +6(Sjl) < co. There
are two major cases.

e Case I: rkps(Sijkl) = d — 1. In this case, u(Sijk) = ... = pu(Sjkl) = co. Choose m € [n] such that
rkas (Sijklm) = d. Then Sikm and Sjlm are both bases of M, meaning u(Sikm) < oo and p(Sjlm) <
oo. The incidence relations indexed by (Si, Sijkm), (Si, Sikim), (Sj, Sjkim), and (SI, Sjklm) give us

0(Sik) + p(Sijm) = 0(Sij) + p(Sikm),
0(Sik) + p(Silm) = 6(Sil) + u(Sikm), (48)
0(Sjk) + u(Sjlm) = 6(Sjl) + (S jkm), '
O(Skl) + p(Sjlm) = 0(Sjl) + u(Skim).
On the other hand, the Pliicker relation of u indexed by (Sm, Smijkl) implies the tropical vanishing
of
min{ w(Sigm) + p(Skim), p(Sikm) + w(Sjlm), w(Silm) + p(Sjkm) } (4.9)
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Since 0(Sik) 4+ 0(S4l) < oo, the following vanishes tropically

{M(Sijm) + p(Sklm) + 6(Sik) + Q(Sjl),}
min ¢ u(Sikm) + p(Sjlm) + 6(Sik) + 0(Sjl),
w(Silm) + u(Sjkm) + 0(Sik) + 0(Sj1)

(4.10)

Applying (4.8)), we get the tropical vanishing of

w(Sikm) + p(Sjlm)
min ¢ p(Sikm) + p(Sjlm)
wu(Sikm) + p(Sjlm)

0(Sij) + H(Skl),}
(4.11)

_|_
+0(Sik) + 0(S5),
+0(Sil) + 0(Sjk)

Since p(Sikm) + p(Sjlm) < oo, subtracting p(Sikm) + p(Sjlm) from the above gives (4.7).

e Case IL: rky,(Sijkl) = d. Since both Sik and Sjl can be extended to a basis of M, at least two of
the four values p(Sijk), u(Sijl), w(Sikl), n(Sjkl) are finite. Consider the incidence relations indexed
by (i,45kl), (§,ijkl), (k,ijkl), and (I,4jkl): the tropical vanishing of the following

min { 6(Sij) 4+ p(Sikl), 6(Sik) + p(Sijl), 6(Sil) + p(Sijk)
min { 6(Sij) + p(Sjkl), 6(Sjk) + p(Sijl), 6(Sjl) + u(Sijk)
min { 6(Sik) + p(Sjkl), 0(Sjk) + p(Sikl), 6(Skl) + pu(Sijk)
min { 6(Sil) + p(Sjkl), 0(Sjl) + p(Sikl), O(Skl) + pu(Sijl)

)

)

}
i’ (4.12)
-

— Case II(a): all the p-values above are finite. This case is essentially proved in [Jos+23 Theorem
3.10].

— CaseII(b): exactly one of the u-values is infinite. We may assume p(Sijk) = oco. Let n: (d[f]l) —R
be the affine function given by

A eq - (u(Sikl)e; + p(Sikl)e; + p(Sijl)er) — p(Sjkl) — p(Sikl) — p(Siji). (4.13)

Let it = pu+n and 6 = 0 + 1. Note that ji(Sijl) = a(Sikl) = (Sjkl) = 0. Since p — 6 if and
only if i — 6, we may thus assume pu(Sijl) = u(Sikl) = p(Sjkl) = 0. The incidence relations
(4.12) become the tropical vanishing of

wmin{0(Si7), 0(Sik)}, min{6(Sij), 6(Sjk)},

min{¢(Sik), 0(Sjk)}, min{0(Sil), 6(Sjl), O(Skl)}. (4.14)

It is clear that they imply (4.7).

— Case II(c): two of the y-values are infinite. By relabeling, we may assume p(Sikl) = p(Sjkl) = oo
This means Skl cannot be extended to a basis of Sijkl, so Skl is dependent in M and we must
have 6(Skl) = oco. The incidence relations (4.12]) become the tropical vanishing of

min{0(Sik) + p(Sijl), 6(Sil) + n(Sijk)}, min{6(Sjk) + u(Sijl), 6(Sjl) + u(Sijk)} (4.15)

It is easy to check that (4.7)) is satisfied.

Now we improve Theorem [£.2] to Theorem
Theorem 4.3. Let u be a valuated matroid. Then Drl(u) is cut out by the three-term incidence relations.

Proof. We show that any incidence relation is implied by the three-term incidence relations. Take the
incidence relation indexed by (A, D) for some A € (™ [n] ,) and D € ( d[ +}1) WLOG, we assume the relation is
the tropical vanishing of

min{0(A1) + u(D —1),...,0(Am) + u(D — m)}, (4.16)
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where all the p values are finite. We may also assume that all the 6 values are finite; otherwise we can
simply remove those that are infinity from the relation. Suppose for a contradiction that all the three-term
incidence relations are satisfied, but does not vanish tropically: say, 8(A1) + u(D — 1) is the unique
minimum. Since Al is independent and D — 1 is a basis of M, there is some k1 € D — 1 such that Alk; is a
basis of M. Using the Pliicker relation for p indexed by (Alk;, D — 1), we get some ko € D — 1 such that

((Alkr) + p(D — 1) > p(Akika) + (D — ko) = p(Alkr) — p(Akikz) > p(D — ko) —p(D —1)  (4.17)
This implies
O(Aks) — 0(A1) + p(Alky) — p(Akiks) > 0(Aks) — 0(AL) + u(D — ko) — p(D — 1) > 0. (4.18)

The subtractions make sense, since the values subtracted are all finite. By assumption, the three-term
incidence relation indexed by (A, Alkiks) is satisfied, so

0(Aks) + u(Alky) > 0(AL) + u(Akiks) = 0(Aky) + pu(Alks). (4.19)

Thus 0(Ak;1) + u(Alks) < co. We then use the Pliicker relation indexed by (Alkg, D — 1) and so forth.
Repeat this process. After obtaining k;, using the Pliicker relation indexed by (Alk;, D — 1), we get ki1
such that

0(Akiy1) + p(Alk;) > 0(AL) + p(Akikip1) = 0(Ak;) + p(Alkisq), (4.20)

where 0(Ak;) + p(Alk;41) < oco. Since there are only finitely many indices, for some s and I < s we have
ki = ksy1. Now we have

S

S (O Aki1) + p(ALk)) > S (O(Ak:) + p(Alkiy 1)), (4.21)

i=l i=l
but these two quantities are finite and equal. We get a contradiction. O

Imposing incidence relations only adds tropical linear equations. Hence, Theorem[4.3]implies the following
stronger result. Let wyq, ...,ws and vy, ..., 4 be valuated matroids on [n]. Put

t s
Dri(uwy, .o wsi V1, oy vy) = { Trop @ € Drl(u) ‘ U Tropv; C Trop6 C ﬂ Tropw; . (4.22)
i=1 j=1

Corollary 4.4. The space Drl(u;wy, ...,ws; V1, ..., ) as in ([4.22)) is a linear tropical prevariety.
Corollary can be likewise strengthened. We note the following sequence of this strengthening.
Corollary 4.5. For any matroids Ly, ..., Ly and Nu,..., N; on [n], if the set

Q' (M; Ly, ., Ly Ny, oy N) == {Q € Q'(M) | Ly > Q for alli=1,....k and Q — N; for all j =1,...,1}.
(4.23)
is nonempty, then it has a freest element.

4.2 The simplified space Dr!(u)

We describe a tropical prevariety Drl(u) inside PTZ (M) that carries the same information as Drl(u) does.
This simplified space allows cleaner generalization of matroid adjoints to valuated matroids, while the space
Drl(u) is more convenient in computations.

By the degenerate hyperplane relations, Dr!(u) is contained in the coordinate subspace

{[x] e PT(%) | x(A) = 0o if rkar(A) < d— 1} . (4.24)

Now the parallel hyperplane relations say if A;, As € ( d[fll) span the same hyperplane, then for any [0] €
Drl(u), the value of (A1) determines the value of §(Asy). Therefore, 6 is uniquely determined once we know

23



its value on one basis for each hyperplane of M. Suppose {Dpy } geri(ar) is a choice of bases of hyperplanes
of M, one for each hyperplane. Put

Drl(y) == {[9/} e PTE M | for some [0] € Dr(u), 0’ (H) = §(Dy) for all H € cl(M>} . (4.25)

Then Drl(u) and Drl(u) are isomorphic as polyhedral complexes. Moreover, Drl(u) is a prevariety of the
same dimension as Dr!(u) cut out by equations labeled by concurrent triples defined below.

Definition 4.6. Given three distinct hyperplanes Hy, Hy, Hy € LY (M), we say {H;, Ho, H3} is a concurrent
triple if they meet at a coline, i.e., a corank-2 flat.

The coefficients of the equations can be computed from the formulas given by the parallel hyperplane
relations ({4.4). Of course, Drl(u) depends on the choice of hyperplane bases {Dy}. However, the specific
choice will not matter to us.

4.3 The relation between Dr'(M) and Q'(M)

In this subsection we focus on the special case where p is the trivial valuation on M. The central results are
Theorem which describes Drl(u) as an order complex, and Proposition a new characterization of
matroid adjoints in terms of the geometry of Dr!(u).

By Theorem Drl(M) is cut out by three-term incidence relations labeled by all the concurrent triples:
for each concurrent triple {H;, Ho, H3},

min{ 0(H,), 0(Hs), 6(Hs) } (4.26)
vanishes tropically. Consider
Dri(M)° = Dri(M)N Tz, (4.27)
which is a rational polyhedral fan. For each collection of hyperplanes H C £*(M), put
ey = Z e{H} S RLI(M). (428)
HeH

We warn the reader that ey is the standard basis vector in the H-direction in REH (M ), instead of the vector

ey as in (3.37). Given Hy, ..., H, C LY(M), put
cone(ey,, ...,ex, ) = {a1ey, + -+ arey, | a1,...,ar > 0}. (4.29)

Theorem 4.7. The collection of cones cone(ey,, ...,e3, ) + R1, where 0 € Hy1 C -+ C Hi C LY(M) runs

over all chains of linear subclasses of M, forms a simplicial fan. The support of this fan equals Drl(M)°.

Proof. We first show that cone(es, , ...,e3;, ) C Drl(M)°. Take an arbitrary element w = ajey, +- - -+agey,
from this cone. Let {Hy, Hs, H3} be any concurrent triple. By the definition of linear subclasses, up to
relabeling Hy, Hy and Hj, the following cases exhaust the possibilities regarding the memberships of Hy, Hy
and Hs in the H,’s:

e None of Hy, Hy or Hs is in Hy;
e Hy € H,; for some i and Ha, Hy ¢ Hy;
e Hi € H;, Hy, Hs ¢ Hj_l, and Hsy, Hs € Hj for1 <1 <j;< k.

It is easy to check that in any case, w is contained in the tropical hyperplane labeled by {H1, Ha, Hs}.
On the other hand, pick an arbitrary w € Drl(M)°. We may assume that all coordinates of w are
nonnegative and at least one coordinate is positive. Then there is a unique way to write w as

W =ajeg, +: -+ aieg, (4.30)

for some subsets ) C G1 € -+ € G = LY(M) and ay, ...,a; > 0. Let {H;, Ha, H3} be any concurrent triple.

=

Suppose G; contains H; and Hs. We need to show Hs € G,.
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o If w(Hy) > w(Hz), then w(Hs) = w(Hz), so Hs € G;;
o If w(H,) = w(H>), then w(Hs3) > w(H;), meaning that Hs € G; for some j < i. Therefore, H; € G;.

Hence, G; is a linear subclass. Moreover, we just showed that each element w € Drl(M)° lies in the relative
interior of a unique cone defined above. Therefore, the collection of all those cones is a simplicial fan whose
support equals Drl(M)°. O

By Theorem the dimension of Drl(M) is the length of the longest maximal chain of Q'(M). From
this one sees that Drl(M) is not always pure-dimensional, as suggested by Example It may have cones
whose dimensions drop, as is the case for the Vamos matroid (Example . We also have the following
dimension estimate.

Corollary 4.8. The polyhedral complex Drl(M) always has cones of dimension d — 1.

Proof. There is an order-preserving embedding £(M) < QI(M ), where each flat F' is sent to the principal
truncation of M by F [Whi86]. We show that this map sends maximal chains to maximal chains.

Recall that for the principal truncation of M by F, the corresponding linear subclass is the set all
the hyperplane containing F', and the corresponding modular cut is the upper interval of F. Suppose
F,G € L(M) and F covers G. If F is any modular cut strictly containing the upper interval of F' and
meanwhile contained in the upper interval of G, then F contains a hyperplane H € Hg\Hp. Since FAH = G,
we have

I‘kM(F) +rkM(H) = I‘kM(F/\H) +rk]y[(F\/ H), (431)

so G € F, meaning F is the upper interval of G;. This implies that the principal truncation by F' covers the
principal truncation by G in Q*(M), so the maximal chains in £(M) are sent to maximal chains of Q' (M).
The conclusion then follows from Theorem O

Example 4.9. The maximal chains of Q'(M) (and thus the maximal chains of O'(M)) may not have the
same length. This is already the case for M = Us g, as shown in Figure

123456
0—0—0—0—0—0

Truncation TM = U, ¢

1 345 6 . .
S Principal truncation by {1,2}
//// 1 3 56
(O O O O)
1 (loop) 2 4
2 3456 \
-—0—0—0—0
1 3 5
-0
Contraction by 1 2 4 6

Figure 2: Two maximal chains of Q'(Us).

The next statement provides a set of minimal generators of Drl(M). In particular, it shows directly that
Drl(M) is a tropical polytope in the sense of [GK11].

Theorem 4.10. Identify Q' (M) as a subset of Drl(M) consisting of the trivial valuations on the elementary
quotients of M. Then Drl(M) is spanned tropically by the join-irreducible elements of Q(M).

Proof. Let J be the subset of join-irreducible elements of Q'(M). It suffices to show that the tropical span
of J contains Dr!(M)°, because the tropical span of J is closed, and Drl(M) is the closure of Drl(M)°.
The trivial valuation on the elementary quotient of M given by the linear subclass H, regarded as a function
L1(M) — R, is simply the indicator function §3c of H¢ = L1 (M)\H, i.e.,

0, itH¢H
Oone(H) = . 4.32
we(H) {oo, it HeH ( )
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Take any element [0] € Drl(M)°. By Theorem up to adding a constant, every [0] € Drl(M)° takes
the form

k
6= Z a;ey, (4.33)
i=1

where a; > 0 for all i and O C H; € --- C Hy, is an ascending chain of linear subclasses. We rewrite 6 as

k k—1 k—j
0= min{Zai —|—5@C,Zai + Ope, - ’Zai + Oy, ,57_[2} ) (4.34)
i=1 i=1 i=1

This shows Drl(M)° is in the tropical span of the image of Q'(M) inside Drl(M). It remains to show
that the tropical span of J contains the image of Q'(M). This is true because the join operation in Q*(M)
agrees with tropical sum. By the definition of join-irreducible elements, any element in Q'(M) is a join of
elements in J. This finishes the proof. O

Remark 4.11. The join-irreducible elements of Q'(M) are not necessarily the atoms of Q'(M). For
instance, the linear subclass {12,34} of Us ¢ is join-irreducible, but it is not an atom of Q' (Us ).

Recall that an adjoint W of M is a matroid of rank d on £!(M) such that £(M) embeds in the order
dual of L(W). We now relate adjoints with the geometry of Drl(M).

Proposition 4.12. Let M and W be simple matroids of the same rank. The following are equivalent:
(1) the ground set of W is LY(M) and each concurrent triple of M is a circuit of W ;
(2) there is an order-reversing embedding L(W) — QY (M) that maps L1(W) onto L1 (M);
(3) the groundset of W is LY(M) and Trop W C Drl(M).
(4) W is an adjoint of M.

Proof. (2) = (4) is proved in [BK86] and (4) = (2) is Cheung’s embedding theorem [Che74a]. We prove
(1) = (2 ) (3) = (1). Identify Q'(M) with the lattice of linear subclasses. By the assumption of (1),
L1 (W) = LY(M). Consider the map

)=

LW O'(M), F ~ the linear subclass generated by {HeL,(W)|H<w F}. (4.35)

From the assumption that each concurrent triple is a circuit of W, we know {H € £1(W) | H <w F} is
already a linear subclass of M. If F} <y Fy, then «(F}) is freer than ¢(F3), as the corresponding linear
subclass of ¢(Fy) is smaller. Injectivity of ¢ is clear. Therefore, ¢ is an order-reversing embedding. This
shows (1) = (2). The implication (2) = (3) follows from Theorem [£.7]and the fact that Trop W is the order
complex of L(W). Given the hypotheses of (3), the concurrent triples of M are dependent in W. Since W
is simple, all its circuits have size at least 3, so all the concurrent triples must be circuits of W. This shows
(3) = (1). O

It is well known that all rank-3 matroids have adjoints. For obvious geometric reasons, all realizable
matroids have adjoints.

Proposition 4.13. If M is realized by a point configuration in a projective space, then the matroid W given
by the hyperplane arrangement of all the hyperplanes spanned by the points is an adjoint of M.

Dually, if M is realized by a hyperplane arrangement, then the adjoint arising this way is the matroid of
lines discussed in |Jel+22]. For further properties of adjoints, we refer to [FTW24, Proposition 2.3]. The
following ones will be useful to us.

Proposition 4.14. Let W be an adjoint of M.

(1) If B is a basis of M, then
{cly(B —1) | i € B} (4.36)

is a basis of W.
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(2) Let F € L(W). Then
{GeL(M)|G<w F} (4.37)

is a modular cut of M.

(3) If M is a modular matroid, i.e., L(M) is modular, then W is unique and we have isomorphisms of
lattices

L(M) = QY (M) = L(W)°. (4.38)
In particular, Drl(M) = Trop M.
Remark 4.15. If M has an adjoint W, we can define a matroid W on (d[f]l) as follows: (Bi,...,Bg) is a
basis if and only if
tky(B;))=d—1fori=1,...d and {clpr(By),...,clar(Bq)} is a basis of W.
Then the simplification of W is W. The parallel classes of atoms of W are in bijection to £!(M), and

Be ([') isaloop in W if and only if rkas(B) < d — 1. Note that Trop W C Dr!(M). The following fact
will be useful:

(B1,..., B} is dependent in W if rky, (mleclM(Bi)) £0.

5 Adjoints of valuated matroids

In this section, we develop the notion of adjoints of valuated matroids. On one hand, this notion is based
on Proposition [f.12] the geometric characterization of adjoints of ordinary matroids. On the other, it can
be understood by drawing analogy from the embedding

I':Gr(d,E) = Gr(d,A“IE), Vi ALY, (5.1)

which is an instance of geometric plethysms which generalize Pliicker embeddings. Relevant properties of
this embedding are proved in Appendix These properties say that the Pliicker coordinates of A2~V €
Gr(d, A% E) can be expressed in terms of the Pliicker coordinates of V € Gr(d, F).

The technical core of this section is Lemma which include three formulas relating the values of u
to the values of its adjoint . We call them the cofactor formulas. They are the tropical analogs of the
properties of the map T'.

In Section [5.4] we apply what we know about adjoints to proving Theorem [5.8] which includes Theorem [G]
as a special case.

5.1 Two formulations

We give two formulations of adjoints of valuated matroids, in reference to the two models Drl(u) and Drl(u),
respectively.

Definition 5.1.A. A valuated matroid ¥,: £(M) — R with a simple underlying matroid is an adjoint of
u, if
Trop ¥s C Drl(u) and X has rank d.

Similar to how we define the space Drl(u), any subset P in Dr'(u) can be simplified to a subset Ps C
Dri(u) C PTS (M) In particular, for any valuated matroid ¥ such that TropX C Drl(u), there is an
induced simplification X4 such that Trop ¥ C Drl(u). Using this, we give an alternative formulation.

[n] i
Definition 5.1.B. A valuated matroid X: ((dgl)) — R is an adjoint of p if

Trop ¥ C Drl(u), ¥ has rank d, and its simplification ¥4 C Drl(u) has a simple underlying matroid.
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It is easy to verify that the two formulations are consistent: ¥ is an adjoint in the sense of Definition [5.1.B]
if and only if the induced simplification X, is an adjoint in the sense of Definition We state some
equivalent definitions of valuated adjoints below in reference to the simplified space Drl ().

Proposition 5.2. Let ¥,: L1(M) — R be a valuated matroid with a simple underlying matroid W. The
following are equivalent.
(1) X4 is an adjoint of p in the sense of Definition|5.1.Al;
(2) TropXs C Drl(u) and W is an adjoint of M;
(3) Bs has rank d, and each defining equation of Drl(u) is given by a valuated circuit of .
Proof. We have
rec ¥y = Trop W C rec Drl(u) C Drl(M). (5.2)

The second containment follows from (2.15). Hence, (1) implies (2) by Proposition (3). If W is an
adjoint of M, then the concurrent triples are circuits of W. Hence, if in addition X5 C Dr!(u), the defining
equations of Drl(u) have to be valuated circuits of X, proving (2) = (3). If the defining equations of Drl ()
are valuated circuits of X, then X3 C Drl(u). Since ¥, has rank d, it is an adjoint of u by definition. [

We restate Proposition in reference to the space Dr!(u).

[n]

Proposition 5.3. Let X: ((dgl)) — R be a valuated matroid with underlying matroid W. The following
are equivalent.

(1) ¥ is an adjoint of ju in the sense of Definition [5.1.B};
(2) TropX C Dri(u) and the induced simplification of W to a matroid on LY(M) is an adjoint of M ;

(3) ¥ has rank d and each of the three-term incidence relations defining Drl(u) is given by a valuated
circuit of X.

5.2 The cofactor formulas for valuated matroids

Adjoints of valuated matroids may not exist and may not be unique if they do exist. However, Lemma [5.4
prescribes some values of 3. We call these formulas the cofactor formulas, because they are the tropical
analogs of the relation between the determinant of a matrix with the determinant of its cofactor matrix. For
a full elaboration, see Appendix

By Proposition (1), for any basis D of y, the subset

D={D-ilieD}e ((d[gl)) (5.3)

is a basis of X. we call D the basis induced by D. For B € (d[f]l), put
D+ B:=DU{B}if B¢DandD— B:=D\{B}if BeD.

Besides these induced bases, one finds other bases of ¥ using basic circuits. If (D, A) is a basic circuit of ¥,
where D is a basis of ¥ and the (d — 1)-set A is not in D, then for any B € (D, A), D — B 4+ A is another
basis of ¥.. We call this process an elementary basis exchange via the circuit (D, A). Moreover, if C(p . is a
valuated basic circuit, then

C(D7A)(B) — C(D7A)(A) = E(D — B+ A) — E(D) (54)

measures how much the basis valuation changes when we change to a new basis.

To avoid stacks of notations, we use the following temporary notations for the proof of Lemma if
B C [n] and j € B, we write B7 for B — j. The statements in Lemma look complicated, but the content
is simple. We illustrate the statements in Example [5.5] using the case d = 3.
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Lemma 5.4 (The cofactor formulas). Let ¥ be an adjoint of . Let D1,Dy be the bases of ¥ induced by the
bases D1 and Do of u, respectively. Then % satisfies the following.

(1) Ifi € D1 N Dy and B is any independent (d — 1)-set of M such that Dy — D% + B is a basis of ¥, then

2(D2 = Dy + B) = B(D1 = Dj + B) = (d — 2)(u(D2) — u(D1)) (5.5)

(2) ¥£(D2) — X(D1) = (d — 1)(u(D2) — u(D1)).

(8) LetD be a basis of ¥ induced by D. Ifi € D, B is some independent (d—1)-set of M, and D' = B +1,
then
2(0~ D'+ B) - 3(D) = w(D") — u(D) (5.6)

Example 5.5. Figures to illustrate the three cases in Lemma [5.4] using point configurations in the
plane. In this case, the ground set of X is all subsets of [n] of size 2, which correspond to lines. The basis
D of X induced by the basis D = {1,2,3} of u is {12,13,23}, and D! = {12, 13}, etc. Using the same color
coding as in the pictures, the three cases in Lemma [5.4] mean

Figure [Bak £(12,13,67) — £(14, 15,67) = p(123) — p(145);
Figure $(12,13,23) — (45,46, 56) = 2(1(123) — p(456));
Figure[3c ¥(12,13,45) — %(12,13,23) = u(145) — u(123).

Figure 3: The three cases in Lemma when d = 3.

Proof. For the first statement: we first prove the case when |D; N D2| = d — 1. WLOG, assume that
Dy = Au{a} and Dy = AU {b}, (5.7)
where A = [d — 1], a,b ¢ A and a # b. Assume also that i = 1. We analyze how to get Do — Di + B from
D; — D} + B using elementary basis exchange. Explicitly,
D —Di+B={B,D}D},.,D{"' A} and Dy—Di+B={B,D3 Di, .. D5" A}

Note that for each k = 2,...,d — 1, the hyperplanes cly; (DY), clp/(D%) and clps(A) are meet at the coline
clar(A*). By Proposition (3), {Dk, D%, A} is a circuit of ¥.. We have the following sequence of elementary
basis exchanges:

2 2

Dy~ D+ B={B,D}, D}, ... D™, A} 2 (B, D3 D}, DY, 4)
3 3

Iy i g p2oD3, . DI A)

pd—1_pd—1 )
2 TP (B, D2 DE,..DI A =D, — DY+ B

Each circuit {D¥, D5, A} corresponds to the incidence relation for Trop @ C Trop i indexed by (A*, A*abk):

min {G(Aka) + u(AFbK),  O(ARD) + p(Akak), 0(AFE) + p(Akab)}, (5.8)
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_ ([
which corresponds to a valuated circuit C € R(d”) of 3, where

u(AFbk), if B= A*a
u(AFak), if B= A*b
Cu(B) = M8 B A (59)
u(A%ab if B= A"k
0, else.

Note that u(A*bk) = u(D3) and p(A*ak) = u(D;) are both finite. Take the sum of all the changes of the
basis valuation given by (5.4)):

d—1
S(D2 — Dy + B) — (D1 — D} + B) = Y _ (Ci(DF) — Cy(D5))
k=2

d—1
= (Ci(A*a) — Cy(AFD))
k=2

= (d = 2)(u(D2) — u(D1))-

If Dy and Dy are arbitrary bases with a common element ¢, then we can take a sequence of elementary basis
exchanges to get Dy from D;. Applying the above calculation to each consecutive step gives the result.

For the second statement: again, by taking a sequence of elementary basis exchanges, it suffices to prove
the case where Dy and D differ by one element. Still assume that

Dy = AU{a} and Dy = ALl {b}, (5.10)

where A = [d—1], a,b ¢ A and a # b. Note that cly;(D1),clp(D3), and clps(A) are concurrent hyperplanes,
so we have the elementary basis exchange

+D;—D;

Do — D3+ Dy = {D}{,D3,Dj,....Dy ', A} ——5D,. (5.11)
The corresponding incidence relation is indexed by (A, Alabl):
min {o(Ala) + (A1), O(A') + pu(Alal), B(A1) + u(Alab)}, (5.12)

and the corresponding valuated circuit C is

wu(Alal), if B= A%

C(B) = (A1), if B= A'a (5.13)
pw(Atab), if B=A'1
00, else.

We get
5(D2) — X(D1) = X(D2) — £(D2 — D3 + Di) + £(D2 — D3 + Di) — £(Dy)
= C(D{) — C(D3) + (D2 — D} + Di) — %(b1 — D + Dy)
— p(ATb1) — p(Alal) + (d — 2)(u(Ds) — u(D1) (5.14)
= p(D2) — p(D1) + (d = 2)(u(D2) — p(D1))
= (d = 1)(u(D2) = p(Dr)).
For the third statement, if i ¢ cly/(B), then is obtained by combining the first two:
Y(D-D'+B)-%(D)=%(D— D'+ B)—-%(D — B+ B)+ (D) — £(D)
= (d—2)(u(D) — w(D")) + (d — 1)(u(D') — (D)) (5.15)
— (D) - (D).

If i € clp(B), then since
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i €cly(A) forall A€D— D!+ B,

we know D — D’ + B is not a basis of ¥ by Remark Note that D = B + i is not a basis of pu, either, so
both sides of (5.6) are co. This completes the proof. O

5.3 Valuated matroids with adjoints

We provide classes of valuated matroids with adjoints.

Proposition 5.6. If the underlying matroid M of u is a direct sum of projective geometries, then p has a
unique adjoint Xg: LY(M) — R. Moreover, there is an isomorphism p = 3.

Proof. A direct sum of projective geometries is rigid, so we may assume that p is the trivial valuation on M.
By Theorem Drl(M) = Trop M. Both the existence and uniqueness follows from Definition O

Another source of valuated adjoints is tropicalization. Let Trop u be a tropicalized linear space. Namely,
there is a d-dimensional vector space V' C K" such that Trop PV = Tropu. Since W C V = TropPW C
Trop PV, we have the following diagram

Gr(d—1,V) —— Gr(d - 1,n)
J{Trop l’I‘rop (5 16)

Dri(y) —— Dr(d—1,n)
As is discussed in Section Gr(d — 1,V) lives in the Plicker embedding of Gr(d — 1,n) as a (d — 1)-
dimensional linear subspace, so Trop Gr(d — 1,V) is a tropical linear space of projective dimension d — 1

inside Dr!(u). We show that the valuated matroid associated with Trop Gr(d —1,V) is an adjoint of x. The
case when the underlying matroid of p is U,,—1 5, is special: Dr!(p) is a tropical linear space.

Proposition 5.7. Let u be the valuated matroid representing the tropicalized linear space Trop V.
(1) The valuated matroid associated with Trop Gr(d — 1,V) as in (5.16)) is an adjoint of u.

(2) If V is a generic hyperplane in K", then Trop Gr(n — 2,V) = Drl(u) is a translation of Trop M
where My, 1is the graphic matroid of the complete graph K, .

n’

Proof. By [Jel4+22, Theorem 8], the matroid W realized by the linear subspace Gr(d—1,V) C P(") is the
matroid of lines of the hyperplane arrangement given by V. By Proposition the simplification of w
to a matroid on £1(M) is an adjoint of M. The first statement follows from Proposition (2).

If V is a generic hyperplane in K™, then Trop V is a translation of Trop U,,—1 5, so Dr!(u) is a translation of
Dr'(U,—1.4). Label the vertices of K,, with [n]. Identify the hyperplane [n]\{i, j} of U,_1 , with the edge ij
of K,,. Then a direct computation shows that the concurrent hyperplane relations of Dr!(U,,_1 ,,) are exactly
given by all the 3-cycles of K,,. These are all the defining equations of Dr!(U,,—1 ,,). By [YYO06], these circuits
form a tropical basis for Trop M, . Hence, Dr'(U,_1.,) = Trop Mk, . Since M, has rank n—1, Trop Mk,
cannot contain a different tropical linear space of the same dimension, so Trop Gr(n —2,V) = Dr(y). O

It is known that all rank-3 matroids have adjoints. Whether or not all rank-3 valuated matroids have
adjoints will be addressed in a subsequent paper.

5.4 Applications
We now apply the above results to proving Theorem from which Theorem [G] follows.

Theorem 5.8. Let q be a prime power and M be a finite projective plane over F,. The subset
¥V = {[0] € Dr(2,¢* — 1) | p — 6 for some basis valuation y on M} C Dr(2,¢*> — 1) (5.17)

is a subcomplex of codimension at least 2 inside Dr(2,q> — 1).
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Proof. Since M is rigid, ¥ is simply Dr!(M) plus the (¢* — 2)-dimensional lineality space coming from
translation. By Proposition (3), Dri(M) has dimension 2, so dim? = ¢®. On the other hand,
Dr(2,¢% — 1) equals the tropical Grassmannian, so dim Dr(2,¢% — 1) = 2(¢® — 3) = 2¢® — 6. Now we have

dimDr(2,¢* — 1) —dim ¥ = ¢* — 6 > 2. (5.18)
O

The uniform matroid Us,, is an elementary quotient of any simple rank-3 matroid on [n]. In particular,
Us,¢3-1 is an elementary quotient of the projective plane over ;. By Theorem if Trop @ is a generic
tropical line, then no tropical plane Trop u contains Trop € if the underlying matroid of p is the tropical
projective plane over . If we only assume M is simple and rigid, we get a slightly weaker statement.

Theorem 5.9. Let M be a simple rigid matroid on [n] of rank 3, where n > 7. Then the subset
¥ :={0 € Dr(2,n) | 0 C u for some basis valuation p on M} C Dr(2,n) (5.19)

is strictly contained in Dr(2,n). In other words, there are tropical lines 6 such that no tropical plane
containing 0 has underlying matroid M .

Proof. By Corollary Drl(M) has cones of dimension 2. By the rigidity of M, after adding a lineaity
space of dimension n — 1 coming from translation, ¥ has a cone of dimension at most 2+ n —1 =n+ 1,
but Dr(2,n) has pure dimension 2(n — 2) — 1 = 2n — 5. The conclusion follows since 2n — 5 > n + 1 when
n>"7. O

6 Tropical linear incidence geometry

In this section, we study the tropical analogs of [[P1)] [(P2)] and [(P3)|listed in the introduction. Our choice

of the three questions comes from three poset-theoretic properties Q(M) and Dr () might have, according to
Baker and Bowler’s theory of matroids over hyperfields [BB19]. In that theory, a matroid can be thought of
as a ‘linear subspace’ over a hyperfield: ordinary matroids are ‘linear subspaces’ over the Krasner hyperfield;
valuated matroids are ‘linear subspaces’ over the tropical hyperfield. Conjecturally, the posets Q(M) and
Dr(u) might resemble the lattice of flats of a matroid. It is well-known that Q(M) may not be a lattice,
which is already the case when M = Us 3. See Figure

Figure 4: Q(Us 3) is not a lattice. The highlighted subposet violates the lattice condition.

Still, the following key properties of £(M) can be defined for general posets, so one can ask whether or
not they hold for Q(M).

e A poset P is submodular if
whenever Fy, Fy € P cover G, there is some H € P covering both F; and F5.

e A poset P is graded if all maximal chains of P have the same length.
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It is known that Q(M) is a graded poset, due to the existence of Higgs factorization. For the quest for
submodularity of Q(M), we consider the special case Q(U,, ). By matroid duality, we have (see Defini-

tion ,
Q(U,,) is submodular < if M; and M, are coperspective, then they are perspective.
We show in Example [6.14] and Proposition [6.16] that
Q(U,,) is not submodular for all n > 8,
while in Corollary we show

Q(M) is a modular poset, meaning both Q(M) and its order dual are submodular, for all M of rank at
most 3.

The lattice of flats £(M) also has the following property:
e Any d — 1 points of £L(M) are contained in a hyperplane of M.
We ask the analogous question for Q(M):

Given d — 1 rank-1 quotients Q1, ..., Qq—1 of M, is there an elementary quotient N of M such that
Q1,...,Qq_1 are quotients of N?

We show in Theorem [6.4] that the answer depends on M.
The tropical analogs of [[P1)] [(P2)]and [(P3)]come from asking the above questions for the poset Dr ().
Consider the following valuated version of matroid perspectivity.

Definition 6.1. Valuated matroids 61, ..., 0y are coperspective if they are common elementary quotients of
some valuated matroid p; they are perspective if they have a common elementary quotient. Correspond-
ingly, tropical linear spaces Trop 61, ..., Trop 6y are coperspective (perspective, respectively) if 61, ...,0; are
coperspective (perspective, respectively).

We state the tropical analogs of [[P1)] [[P2)] and [(P3)]as follows.

¢ Existence of a common subspace of expected dimension: if Trop #; and Trop 0, are codimension-
1 subspaces of Trop pu, are Trop #; and Trop 0, perspective?

We show in Theorem [C| that this is true when d = 3, but we construct counter-examples for every

d > 4 (Example and Proposition [6.16]).

e Linear interpolation of points: is every set of d — 1 points [w1], ..., [Wgq—1] € Trop p contained in a
codimension-1 subspace Trop § C Trop u?

No general answer was known except for the case d = n, where the subspace 6 is constructed by stable
sum. We show in Theorem |§| and Theorem [E| that the answer depends on the structure of Dr!(u).

e Completion of partial flags: can every partial flag Trop ur C Trop pg, where Trop uy is codimension-
k in Trop pg, be completed to a full flag Trop py € Trop pr—1 S -+ € Trop pe?

When the flag starts with (3, successive hyperplane sections of Trop u by arbitrary hyperplanes complete
the flag § C Tropu. We show in Proposition that when Trop py is a point, any flag can be
completed by well-chosen successive hyperplane sections.

For convenience of reference, we make the following definitions.

Definition 6.2. A subset S C Trop p has the linear interpolation property if every set of d — 1 points in S
is contained in a codimension-1 subspace Trop 6 C Trop p.

Definition 6.3. A matroid M has the discrete interpolation property if for every d — 1 rank-1 quotients of
M there is an elementary quotient N of M such that Q1,...,Qq_1 are quotients of N.

We study the continuous and the discrete versions together.
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6.1 Linear interpolation of points

We discuss the discrete interpolation problem first. For a rank-1 matroid @, £(Q) = {F,[n]} for some
F C [n], so a rank-1 quotient @ of M is given by a proper flat F' € L(M). The discrete interpolation
property is equivalent to the following statement:

For any d — 1 proper flats Fi, ..., Fq_1 € L(M), there is some elementary quotient N of M
such that Fy, ..., Fy_1 € L(N).

Recall that M has the Lewi intersection property if every set of d — 1 hyperplanes are contained in a
nontrivial linear subclass (see Section [2.1). The following theorem places the discrete interpolation property
in-between the existence of adjoints and the Levi intersection property.

Theorem 6.4. Let M be a matroid. If M has an adjoint, then M has the discrete interpolation property.
If M has the discrete interpolation property, then M has the Levi intersection property.

Proof. Let W be an adjoint of M. Let A C L(M) consist of d — 1 proper flats. We define an order ideal
F C L(W) recursively. All the poset operations below are within £(W):

o Let Ay = {F € A | rkw (F) = 1}, namely, the subset of A consisting of atoms of W. Set Fy to be the
lower interval of cly (Ag). Note that rky (cly (Aog)) < |Ao]

o If F, is the lower interval of F;, and there is some G € A\F; such that G covers some element in F;
(which must be F; AG), set F; 11 to be the lower interval of F;1; = F; VG. Since F covers FAG;, Fi1q
covers F; by submodularity. This means rkyy (F;11) = rkw (F;) + 1; if no such F' € A exists, terminate
this process;

e Let F = F,, if the process terminates at the m-th step.

The above process will terminate in at most |A| = d — 1 steps. By construction, F is a lower interval of some
flat F,, € L(W) and rky (Fy,) < d— 1. Consider F' = {F € F | F € £(M)}, which is a nontrivial modular
cut of M by Proposition (2). If a flat in A does not belong to F’, then it is not covered by any element
in . In other words, A does not meet the collar of F, so the elementary quotient of M by F’ contains A.
This proves the first implication.

Take d — 1 hyperplanes Hy,..., Hy_1 € L*(M). Since M has the discrete interpolation property, there
is an elementary quotient N € Q!(M) such that Hy,..., Hy_1 € L(N). The nontrivial linear subclass

LY(N)N LY(M) contains Hy, ..., Hy_1. Hence, M has the Levi intersection property. O
Given any collection of points [w], ..., [wx] € PT™, put
Dri(p;w, ..., wy) == { [0] € Dr'(p) | [wi], ..., [wi] € Trop6 }. (6.1)

Then S C Trop i has the linear interpolation property if and only if
Dri(u;wi,...,wq_1) # ) whenever [w1],...,[wq_1] € S.

We now prove Theorem [E] and Theorem [D] which provide negative and positive cases of the linear interpo-
lation property, respectively.

Theorem E Let M be a matroid. If M does not have the Levi intersection property, then Trop M N Ty,
does not have the linear interpolation property.

Proof. Suppose Hi, ..., Hj_1 are the hyperplanes where the Levi intersection property fails. Namely, the

only linear subclass containing {Hq, ..., Hg_1} is £L1(M). Pick ¢ > 0 and consider the points [w1], ..., [Wq_1]
where
c, if ke H;
wi(k) = (6.2)
0, else.

Each w; is a tropical convex combination of the valuated cocircuit associated with the hyperplane H; and
the point (c, ..., ¢), so [w;] € Trop M.
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Suppose for a contradiction that Trop @ is a tropical linear subspace of rank d — 1 containing all the
points. WLOG, we may assume that ming{f(B)} = 0. Let M™ be the initial matroid of M at w; and %
be the initial matroid of 6 at w;. A simple calculation shows that M™¢ is the direct sum of (the restriction
of M on) H; and the unique loopless rank-1 matroid on [n]\ H;. Taking initial matroids preserves quotients,
so MYi — gWi. By assumption, [w;] € Trop 6, so 8% is loopless. Hence, 6% has a basis B; = D; + a;, where
D; C H; is of size d — 2 and a; € [n]\H; is any element.

By the parallel hyperplane relations, if A;, A3 are two bases of any hyperplane H, then 6(A;) = 6(As3).
In this case, put 0 = 0(A;). A basis of H; may or may not be a basis of §Wi. By definition, B; is a
minimizer of

mBin{H(B) —w,;-ep}, (6.3)
so we have Oy, — (d — 1)c > 6(B;) — (d — 2)c. In other words,
Ou, > 0(B;) + ¢ > ¢ for each 1.

We show that this implies 6y > ¢ for all hyperplanes H, thus contradicting to the assumption that 6 can
take the value 0. Let Ho = {H1,..., Hg—1}. Set

Hi=Hr—1 U {H € LY(M) | (H, H;, H;) is a concurrent triple for some H;, H; € Hk_l} (6.4)

By construction, the sequence Hj, will not stabilize until Hy, is a linear subclass. Moreover, from the defining
equations ([4.26]) of Drl(M), we see that if (H, H', H") is a concurrent triple, then

QHZC,GH/ 26@9[{// ZC. (65)

This means if 0y > ¢ for all H € Hy, then 0y > ¢ for all H € Hy 1. Since the smallest linear subclass
containing H, is the set of all hyperplanes, we see that g > c for all H € L'(M). O

Example 6.5. The Vamos matroid Vg, whose affine diagram is given in Figure [5] does not have the Levi
intersection property |[Che74a]. The only linear subclass containing {1234, 1256, 3456} is the trivial one.

Figure 5: The Vamos matroid does not have the Levi intersection property

We now proceed to prove Theorem @ This requires careful examination of the space Dr!(u; w) when
1 has an adjoint ¥. Using Lemma we show that Dr!(u; w) contains a hyperplane section of ¥ when
[w] € Trop N Tjy). Theorem IE' then follows from an intersection argument.

To complete the argument, we need the following fact on how valuated circuits change under truncation.
For any w € R"\{(c0, ..., 0)}, let v be the corank-1 valuated matroid given by

v([n] — i) = w(i). (6.6)
Then the truncation of u by v, denoted Tr,u, is a valuated matroid of rank d — 1 given by

Toou(B) = min{u(B + )+ w(i)). (6.7)
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Let ' = Tr,pu. Geometrically, Trop p is the stable intersection Trop p Ng; Tropw. If F C [n] is the support
of w, then the underlying matroid of Tr,u is the principal truncation of M by cly(F). In particular, if
w € R", then Trop v is a standard tropical hyperplane centered at [-w] € Tj,,}, and the underlying matroid
of Tr, u is the truncation TrM of M.

The circuits of the truncation TrM of a matroid M consists of the circuits of M of size no larger than
d, plus the bases of M. This can be refined for valuated matroids as follows. Suppose Tropv is a tropical
hyperplane centered at [w] € Tj,;. The valuated circuit Cp of Tr, u associated with a basis D of u is given
by

Coli) = Trou(D =) = wmin (D —i+3) = wii)}. (6.9)
J —1

We summarize the above as the following lemma.

Lemma 6.6. Let v be the corank-1 valuated matroid given by for some point w € R™. Then the
valuated circuits of u' = Tr,p consist of the valuated circuits of p whose underlying circuits have size no
large than d, plus the circuits Cp described by .

The next lemma rephrases [MS21, Corollary 4.2.11]. We will need it as a criterion for a tropical linear
space to contain a given point.

Lemma 6.7. Let [w] € Tj,,;. Then [w] € Trop u if and only if the minimizers of
mfign{u(B) —w-ep} (6.9)

cover [n].

(n]
For any point w € R”, let w"*¥ be a point in R(%) whose coordinates, indexed by ([Z]), are given by

(W) =w-er = wii). (6.10)
iel
This operation descends to T},;. We get a point [w"*] € T([n]).
k
Lemma 6.8. Let [w] € Trop u N T}, and [V] = [w"=D]. Then Hy Ny Trop ™ C Drl(p;w).

Proof. Let [0] € Hy Ngt Trop . We show that [w] € Trop @ by showing that all the incidence relations are
satisfied. The nontrivial incidence relations for this containment have the following form: for each d-set D
whose rank in M is at least d — 1, the following vanishes tropically,

mig)l{@(D —i)+w(i)} (6.11)
1€
This is the same as the tropical vanishing of

min (0(B) — V(B)) (6.12)

where the minimum ranges over (d — 1)-sets B C D. There are two cases depending on whether or not D is
a basis of pu.

e Case I: D is a basis of u. By Lemma[6.6] 0 satisfies the tropical vanishing of
min{é(B) + Co(B)}, (6.13)
where Cp(B) = min|g/|—4—1{X(D — B+ B’) — V(B’)}, D is the basis of ¥ induced by D, and B’ ranges

over all (d — 1)-sets. If we can show that Cp(B) 4+ V(B) does not depend on B, then we know that
(6.13]) is exactly the relation (6.12). Fix B C D and let ¢ = D\B. We compute

Cp(B) — £(D) + V(B) = IB,I‘n:igil{E(D —~ B+ B')-X%(D) - V(B)+V(B)}

min{u(B'i) — p(D) = V(B') + V(B)}

|B/|=d—1
- IBp\ﬂfiEl 1{N(B/i) — (D) —w-epi+w-epi}
= i {p(B5) ~ w-epi} — (1(D) ~w-ep)
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By Lemma the minimizers of min|p/|—¢{u(D") — W - ep} cover [n], so

i B m W esi = i (WD) —w -en), (6.14)
which is independent of i. Therefore, for fixed D, Cp(B) — £(D) + V(B), and thus Cp(B) + V(B), is
independent of B.

e Case II: D is not a basis of u. Since we assume that p is loopless, D contains at least two bases of
clar(D). If By, By C D are distinct bases of cly (D), then |B;\Bsz| = 1 and by the parallel hyperplane
relations, 0(B;) — 0(Bs) = u(B1k) — u(Bzk) is independent of k& when DE spans [n]. Pick any such k.
We have the incidence relation for [w] € Trop u indexed by (0, Dk):

gglzig{u(Bk) —Ww-epk}. (6.15)

Since 0(B1) — 0(B2) = pu(B1k) — u(Bzk), (6.15) is equivalent to the tropical vanishing of

?&iﬁ{g(B) —w-epk} (6.16)

and thus equivalent to the tropical vanishing of mingcp{0(B) — V(B)}.
Therefore, all the incidence relations for [w] € Trop § are satisfied. O

Theorem |§|. Let p be valuated matroid on [n]. If p has an adjoint, then Trop p has the linear interpolation
property.

Proof. First, we consider the case [w], ..., [wg_1] € Trop uNTj,. Let ¥ be an adjoint of u. Let Hy, C pr(d™h)
be the tropical hyperplane centered at [V;] = [w;"(?=1]. We have

d—1
Hy, Nyt Hy, Nt -+ Nt Hy,_, Nt Trop X C ) (Hv, Nyt Trop X))
i=1
d—1 (6.17)
- ﬂ Drt (u; wy)
i=1
=Drt(p; Wi, ey Wa_1).

Since ¥ has rank d, the above stable intersection is nonempty, so Drl(u; w1, ..., wq_1) is nonempty.

If [w1], ..., [Wq_1] are arbitrary points in Trop M, then each point [w;] is the limit of a sequence {{[w¥]}}
where [wf] € Trop M for all k. For each k, we get from stable intersection a unique tropical linear subspace
Trop 6 containing {[w?],...,[wk_,]}. Since Drl(u) is compact, [0)] limits to some [#]. Since the incidence
relations are closed conditions, Trop 6 contains {[w1], ..., [wg—1]}- O

6.2 Completion of partial flags

Recall the setup of the question: pg — py is a quotient of valuated matroids with a flag of underlying
matroids My — My, where rk My = d and rk My = d — k. We ask if there are valuated matroids p1, ..., ptp—1
such that pg — p1 — --- — up where each consecutive quotient is an elementary quotient.

We first consider two variants of the question motivated by quotients of ordinary matroids. If My — M,
is a quotient of corank k, then there is a matroid M on [n] U I where |I| = k, such that My = M\I and
My = M/I. The existence of such an M implies the existence of the Higgs factorization. We give a short
proof of this classical fact using Lorentzian polynomials.

Proposition 6.9. Let M be a matroid on [n] U I such that I is independent in I. Let My = M\I and
My =M/I. Then My — My, and it has a Higgs factorization.
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Proof. Suppose |I| = k. The basis generating polynomial of M can be written as

k
fﬁ(wl, iy Wiy 21y eens Zk) = fMo + Z zifi + Z Zafa + -+ 2:12,’2...Zkak. (618)
i=1 ac (%)
Setting z; = ... = 2z, = wy, by |[BH20, Theorem 2.10] we get a new Lorentzian polynomial in the following
form
f(wo,wl, ,wn) = fMo + wo f1+ ’u)gfg + -4 ’11)16‘]‘,]\/[,C (619)
By Proposition supp far, = supp f1 — --- — supp fas, is a Higgs factorization. O

The above discussion suggests the following questions.

Question 6.10. Can we complete the flag p1g — px such that the flag of underlying matroids My — - - - — M
is a Higgs factorization?

Question 6.11. Is there a valuated matroid & of rank d on [n] U I, where |I| = k, such that ug = @\l and
e = /17

IBEZ21, Theorem 5.1.2] gives an affirmative answer to Question in the case of elementary quotients
(k = 1), which is a special case of Lemma In the matroid case, Question and Question imply
each other. We show that Question [6.11] implies Question [6.10] when k = 2.

Proposition 6.12. Let It be a valuated matroid such on [n] U T where |I| = 2 and I is independent in [
Let ug be the deletion T\I and psz be the contraction fi/I. Then there is some py such that po — 11 — Ha
and the underlying flag matroid My — My — Ms is a Higgs factorization.

Proof. The basis generating polynomial of iz has the form
fqﬁ(wl, ey Wiy 21, 22) = 2 fi + 2o fli? + 212012, (6.20)

where po — p11 — po and po — 12 — po. By Corollary [1.4] py = min{u1, p12} is a valuated matroid and
o — p11 — pz. Note that B(M;) = supp(u1) is equal to the support of fi11 + f/2. By the same argument
used in Proposition My — My — M, is a Higgs factorization. O

Now we show that if the flag starts with a point (or, dually, ends with a hyperplane), then both Ques-
tion and Question have affirmative answers. Theorem [F]is then a corollary.

Proposition 6.13. Let ug — pg—1 be an quotient of valuated matroids of corank d — 1 where pg_1 has rank
1. Let My and My_1 be the underlying matroids of po and pq—1, respectively.

(1) There are valuated matroids pi, ..., prg—a such that pg — p1 — -+ = pg—o —» pqg—1 and the flag of
underlying matroids is the Higgs factorization of My — Mg_.

(2) There is a valuated matroid i on [n]UI of rank d, where |I| = d—1, such that G\I = po and /I = pg—1.

Proof. We will construct the valuated matroids p1, ..., ftg—2 as successive truncations of pg. Suppose L(My_1) =
{F,[n]}. Then My_1 = Uy r ® Uy [\ - By translation, we may assume that 4 is the trivial valuation on
Mgy—1. There are three cases depending on rkyy, (F).

e Case I: ks, (F) = 0. Since we assume M is simple, this means F = (), so Mgq_1 = Uy . Let v be the
trivial valuation on U,,_1, and p1 = Tr,po. By (6.7), p1 is given by

i (B) = min (D)} (6.21)
By Lemma the minimizers of min|p|—q{p(D)} cover [n]. This means the minimizers of

\Bﬁiiél_l{“l(B)} (6.22)

also cover [n], so u1 — pg—1. By induction, we can construct pa, ..., tg—1 where ppi1 = Tryug and
conclude that

Ho = 11 =+ fld—2 = Hd—1- (6.23)
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e Case II: tkpy, (F)) = d — 1. Let Mp = Ujpj—1,r © Up—|p|,;n)\r- Let v be the trivial valuation on Mp
and pu1 = Trypg. Then

0 ifieF
—i)=<" 6.24
v(n] =) {oo, ifi¢F. ( )
By (6.7),
i (B) = min{po(B +1)}. (6.25)
Let D be any d-set. We show that the incidence relation for g3 — pg—1 indexed by (0, D) is satisfied,
ie.,
mip{s (D = 1) + a1 (i)} = min {12 (D =)} (6.26)

vanishes tropically. Suppose i1 is a minimizer of (6.26)) and p1(D — i1) = po(D — i1 + j1) for some
j1 € F. The incidence relation for pg —» pg—1 indexed by (@, D + j7;) implies that there is some
io € D\F, iy # i1, such that po(D — iz + j1) < po(D — i1 + j1). Now we have

p1(D —iy) > po(D —ig + j1) > pa(D —iz), (6.27)

so w1 (D —i1) = 1 (D — i2) and (6.26)) vanishes tropically. Let M7 be the underlying matroid of u;.
Then M is the principal truncation of My by F, so rkyy, (F)) = d — 2. Repeating this process, we can
construct pa, ..., ig—1 where pgr1 = Tr,puy that complete the flag.

e Case III: 0 < rkpy,(F) = s < d—1. Let v be the trivial valuation on U,_1, and v/ be the trivial

valuation on Up|_1,p ® U,,_|p|,[n)\r- Suppose we have constructed p; with underlying matroid M;.

Put
Ty, if tky (F) <d—i—1
Pit1 Z{ v i rha, () ' (6.28)

Try g, if tkp, (F)=d—i— 1.
It is then routine to verify that ug — u1 — -+ = pg—_1, which we have done in the previous two cases.

In the first case, the underlying matroids are successive truncations of My; in the second case, the underlying
matroids are successive principal truncations of My by F; in the third case, the underlying matroids are
successive truncations of My until F' becomes a hyperplane, followed by successive principal truncations by
F. In all three cases, the flag of underlying matroids is a Higgs factorization of My — My_1.

It remains to construct the matroid fi. The key observation is that the completed flag is constructed by
principal truncations. Each principal truncation p; — p;41 comes from a principal extension [, in the sense
that p; is a deletion of 7i; and p;41 is a contraction of ;.

Let ptg—2,1 be the principal extension on the ground set [n 4 1] corresponding to pg—2 — f4—1, such that
ta—21/{n + 1} = pg—1 and pg_21\{n + 1} = paq—2. Since principal extensions are compatible with each
other, we can simultaneously extend fi4—3, ..., fto and get valuated matroids prg—31,..., 0,1 on [n + 1], such
that p;1\{n+1} = p; for all i =0, ...,d — 2, and

Mo, = p1,1 = o0 = fd—2,1- (6.29)

Moreover, each quotient remains a principal truncation. This reduces the steps of the flag. By induction,
we get the desired valuated matroid f. O

We rephrase the above proof in terms of tropical linear spaces. If the point Trop pq—1 is in T}, then
we complete the flag Trop ug—1 C Trop e by taking successive sections by the hyperplane centered at
Trop pg—1. The other two cases are dealt with likewise by choosing appropriate hyperplanes. Principal
extensions correspond to tropical modifications by a tropical linear function, and we construct the space
Trop i by a sequence of such tropical modifications.
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6.3 When is Q(M) submodular?

Recall that for the poset Q(U, ), submodularity is equivalent to modularity. Therefore, one disproves the
modularity of Q(Up ) by producing a matroid M with two elementary quotients (; and (2 such that
Q1 and Q2 do not have a common elementary quotient. The following is such an example negating the
submodularity of Q(Uss).

Example 6.14. Let Vg be a rank-4 matroid on [8] whose 4-element circuits are 1234, 3456, 1256, and 3478.
The notation suggests that it is a relaxation of the VAmos matroid V3. The upward closure of {127, 568, 3478}
in £(V5 ) and the upward closure of {12,34,56} are both modular cuts. Let ()1 and Q2 be the elementary
quotients of Vg~ given by these modular cuts, respectively. The affine diagrams of Vg, Q1 and Q)2 are given
in Figure@ The common flats of Q1 and Q2 are {0, 7,8,127,568, 3478, [8]}, which do not contain the lattice
of flats of any rank-2 matroid on [8].

2 1 7 2
Project from the o0
intersection of ®3
127,568 and 3478

Q1 49
o0
5 8 6
) 8
Project from the 1
intersection of pe .5
12,34 and 56 2 314 6
Q2

Figure 6: A realizable matroid with two elementary quotients not having expected intersection.

Together with the following structural result about @1 (M), Example implies that the submodularity
of Q(U, ) fails for every n > 8; moreover, the modularity of Q(M), and thus the tropical analog of
fail for every d > 4.

Proposition 6.15. Let M be a matroid on E and N a matroid on E'. There is a canonical isomorphism
of lattices R N R
K QN M) x QY (N) = QY M @ N), (Q1,Q2) — Q, (6.30)

with inverse N R N
RTQN M e N) S QY (M) x QY(N),  Qw (Q/E',Q/E). (6.31)

Proof. To define this map x, we identify the elementary quotient lattices with lattices of linear subclasses,
and put R R R
k: QY M) x Q' (N) = Q' (M@ N), (H.G)—Hx{E'}U{E}xGg, (6.32)

We first show that H x {E’'} U{E} x G is a linear subclass of M @& N, so k is well-defined. Take any two
hyperplanes L1, Lo in H x {E'} U{E} x G. Up to relabeling, there are two possible cases.

e CaseI: Ly = Hi UFE' and Ly = Hy LI E’ for some H;, Hy € H. Then any hyperplane covering L1 N Lo
isin H x {E’}, because H is a linear subclass of M.

e CaselIl: Ly = HUE' for some H € L}(M) and Ly = FUG for some G € LY(N). Then L1NLy = HUG.
The only hyperplanes covering Ly N Lo are Ly and L.

Therefore, H x {E'} U{FE} x G is a linear subclass. Clearly,  is injective and order-preserving. We
show that it is surjective. If £ is a linear subclass of M & N, then £ = H x {E'} U{E} x G for some
subset H C LY(M) and G C LY(N). If {Hy, Hy, H3} C LY(M) is a concurrent triple and H;, Hy € H then
{H,UE',HyUE',H3UE'} C LY(M @& N) is a concurrent triple in £. Since £ is a linear subclass, H3LUE' € L.
Hence, Hs € H. For the same reason, G is a linear subclass of N. Surjectivity is proved.
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If Q is a quotient given by the linear subclass H x { E'} U{E} x G, the contraction Q/E’ is the elementary
quotient of M given by the linear subclass H. The full statement follows. O

Proposition 6.16. Let My and My be matroids on E of the same positive rank and N a matroid on E'.
Then My and My have a common elementary quotient if and only if My & N and Ms ® N have a common
elementary quotient.

Proof. By Proposition [6.15]
O'(My @ N)n O (My & N) = (él(Ml) N él(Mg)) « OL(N). (6.33)

Therefore, Q' (M) N Q' (Ms) # () if and only if Q'(M; & N) N Q' (Ma & N) # 0. O
On the other hand, we show that Q(M) is modular if M has rank at most three.
Lemma 6.17. Let S1,S; C 2"N\{(} satisfy the following four conditions:
(1) Elements in Sy are pairwise disjoint; elements in So are incomparable.
(2) For any A€ Sy and B € Sa, either AC B, or ANB =1).
(8) If A € 81, By and By are distinct elements in Sa, and A C By N By, then A = By N Bs.
(4) If C # 0 and C = Nk_, B; for some By, ..., B € Sa, then C = B; N B; for any 1 <i < j <k.
Then there is a loopless rank-3 matroid M such that S; USy C L(M).

Proof. Let Ss be the set of non-empty pairwise intersections of the elements of S;. By Condition (2) and
(3), any element in S; and any element in S3 are either equal or disjoint. By Condition (4), if C € S5 and
C C B; N B; for some B;, Bj € Sy, then C = B; N Bj. Note that elements in S3 are pairwise disjoint.
Moreover, an element of S3 and an element of S; are either equal or disjoint.

Note that we can impose the equivalence relation on [n] defined by S; and S3 without changing the
validity of the four conditions. Therefore, we may assume that &; and Ss consist of singletons. Consider the
poset P C 2[" under inclusion consisting of the following elements:

e [n],0, and elements in [n];
e elements in Sy;

e elements in ([g]) not contained in any element of S,.

{i} € S C [n] for some i € n, and for

There are exactly two kinds of maximal chains in P. One kind is )
} C [n] for some {i,j} C [n] which is not

some S € Sy which is not a singleton; the other is § C {i} C {i,j
contained in any element of S;. Hence, P is graded.
We check that P is a lattice.

-
-

e Closure under intersection: let L; and Lo be two distinct rank-2 elements. If L; and Lo both have
size 2, then |L1 N Lo| < 1;if Ly € S and Ly ¢ So, then by construction, L; is not contained in Lo, so
|L1 N Ly| < 1;if Ly, Ly € Sa, then Ly N Ly € S3, which by assumption is in P. This checks the closure
under intersection.

e Well-definedness of join: since the intersection of any two rank-2 elements is either empty or a singleton,
we see that for any two distinct elements i, j € [n], there is a unique rank-2 element containing {4, j}.
This shows the join operation is well-defined.

Submodularity and atomisticity are clear, so P is a geometric lattice. O

Recall that the lattice of flats of a rank-2 matroid consists of the set of loops A, the ground set [n], and
subsets AUl By, ..., AU By, where k > 2, the B;’s are nonempty and they partition [n]\A. See Figure |7| for
an illustration.
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[n] [n] [n] [n]
N PN PN N
~ ~
0 C
L(M)) L(M>) £(M) L(M>)
Case I Case II(a)
[n] [n] [n] [n]

- aus, - eun - Caum, Cun e cun
~ ~ ~ ™ -
A C A
L(M7) L(My) L(M) L(Ms)

Case I1(b) Case III

Figure 7: The cases in the proof of Theorem The common proper flat of M; and Ms is boxed.

Theorem 6.18. Two rank 2 matroids My, My are perspective if and only if they are coperspective.

Proof. Suppose M; and M are elementary quotients of L. We may assume that L is simple. If either of
My and M5 is a principal truncation, then they are perspective by Cheung’s compatible extension theorem
[Che74b]. Assume neither of M; or Ms is a principal truncation. Then necessarily they are both simple so
Ui, is their common quotient. This proves the ‘if” direction.

Suppose N is a common elementary quotient of M; and Ms. We need to construct a rank-3 matroid M
such that L(M) contains L(M7) U L(Msz). Since the rank of N is 1, this simply means M; and Ms share a
proper flat. Let My be given by AU By, ...,AU B; and My be given by C' U Dy,...,C U Dy. Since all the
subsets contain A N C, we may assume that AN C = (). There are three cases depending on which proper
flat they share. In each case we construct collections S7 and Ss. It is routine to verify that S; and Ss satisfy
the four conditions as in Lemma and that that £(M7) U L(Msz) C &1 U Sy U {[n]}, so the conclusion
follows from Lemma

e Case I: A= C = 0. Since we assume AN C = (), this implies A = C = 0. Put
S1 ={B, | B; C Dj for some j}U{D; | D; C Bj for some j}, (6.34)
So = {B1, ., BiYU{D1, .., DINSL. (6.35)
e CaseIl: A+# C and AU By = C U D;y. There are two subcases:
— Case II(a): A=0and C # 0. Put

S, = {Bi | B; C D; for some j} U {O}, Sy = {BQ, v, B, C U Dy, ...,C U Dl}\81. (636)

— Case II(b): Both A and C are non-empty. Note that B;ND; =0 ifi=1and j#1or j=1and
i # 1. Therefore,
AUB, ifi=j=1

A if j=1,i#1
(AUB)N(CuUD;)={"" ifj=Lis (6.37)

C, ifi=1,j#1

B,ND;, ifi#Alj#L

We can put
Si={A.C}, S»={AUBi,..,AUB,CUDs,..,C D). (6.38)
e Case III: AU B; = C. Since we assumed AN C = (), this means A = @) and C = B;. Put

S = {Bi | B, cCu Dj for some ]}, Sy = {327 ..., Bi,CUDyq,..,CU Dl}\Sl. (639)
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Corollary 6.19. Let M be a matroid of rank at most 8. Then Q(M) is a modular poset.
Proof. All rank-3 matroids have adjoints, so the corollary follows from Theorem [6.18 and Theorem O

The remainder of this section is devoted to proving Theorem [C] As a preparation, we recall some facts
on how tropical linear spaces change under deletion and contraction of the valuated matroids. For each
nonempty F C [n], put

PT? = {[x] € PT" | supp(x) € E}, Tg = {[x] € PT" | supp(x) = E}. (6.40)
These are the coordinate subspaces and subtori. Consider the projection map:
712 PTIN{[(0, 00, o 00))]} = BT L, [(5(1), X(2), o x(m))] = (00, X(2), s ()] (6.41)
Then for any valuated matroid p on [n],
m1(Trop ) = Trop(u\1) ~and  Tropun H = Trop(p/1).

Lemma refines the above observations. In particular, it says m; is injective away from the preimage
of Trop(u/1).

Lemma 6.20. Let p be a loopless valuated matroid on [n], P = Trop u and Psx, = Trop(p/1). Let [w] €
Tinj—1- If [w] € m1(P), then there is some [W'] € Tp,) N P such that mi([w']) = [w]. Moreover, the following
are equivalent.
(1) [w] € P
(2) there is some [w'] € 7 ([w]) such that for all x > 0, [w' + xze1] € P and 1 is a coloop of the initial
matroid ™ Teer
(8) =Y ([w]) N P contains more than one point.

-1

(4) there is some [w'] € n7 Y ([w]) N P such that 1 is a coloop of the initial matroid ™ .

Proof. WLOG, assume

w = (00,0,...,0). (6.42)
If [w] € 71 (P), then the minimizers of
min{u(B)} (6.43)

cover [n]—1. Let a be the minimum value of (6.43]). Consider w’ = ze;. Then for z € R, minjcg{u(B) —w’-
ep} is a continuous function in z with range R. Hence, we can choose x such that min;cp{u(B)—w’-eg} = a.
Then the minimizers of

min{u(B)} (6.44)

cover [n]. We have [w'] € T},) N P and m([w']) = [w].
If [w] € Pw, then the minimizers of

min{u(B)} (6.45)

cover [n]. This means for all sufficiently large x, the minimizers of ming{u(B) — xe1} cover [n] and they
all contain 1. This proves (1) = (2). (2) = (3) is clear. Suppose w; = z1e; and wy = z9e; are two
distinct points such that 23 > 2o and [wy], [w] € ;' ([w]). Note that for all z > x5, the minimizers of
min{u(B) — xe; - eg} are exactly the minimizers of min{u(B) — ws - eg} that contain 1. Since [w;] € P,
the minimizers of min{u(B) — zey - eg} cover [n] for all z > x4, so (3) = (4). The same argument shows
that under the hypothesis of (4), the minimizers of minicp{u(B)} cover [n], which means [w] € P.. O
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Fy
(a) The tropical line Ps. (b) L(M). The flats containing 1 are boxed.

Figure 8: Representing the tropical line P, by a tree.

The whole proof to Theorem [C]is notation-heavy, as it involves keeping track of many pieces of geometric
data. However, the idea is simple, so we give a preview first. Let Trop i be a tropical plane and Trop #; and
Trop #5 two tropical lines in Trop p. If either 6 or 8 has a loop 7, then Trop(6; /i) N Trop(62/4) is nonempty.
From here to the end of this section, we assume 61 and 0> are loopless and fix notations

P = Trop p a tropical plane; L = Trop#; and Lo = Trop 6, two tropical lines in P;
P =Trop(p/1);  [ac] = Trop(61/1);  [boc] = Trop(62/1);

Under the assumption that p is simple and 6; and 6, are loopless, Ps is a tropical line in PT™ and [aco]
and [bs| are points on P.,. A tropical line can be topologically represented by a tree. If the flats of M
containing 1 are {1} U FY, ..., {1} U F}, then each F; labels an endpoint of a leaf of the tree. These endpoints
are the valuated cocircuits of P; [as] and [bs] are points on P, which may be the valuated cocircuits of
P or in the interior of P,,. This configuration is illustrated by Figure [§] and Figure

For each t € (—o0, 0], let H; be the hyperplane in PT" given by the equation

x(1) = x(2) 4+ t. (6.46)

The hyperplane H., is the coordinate hyperplane PTIM =1, As ¢ decreases from a sufficiently large number,

H; sweeps through L1, Lo and P. We keep track of the stable intersections
P,=Png Hy, [a] =LiNg Hy, [by] = LoNg Hy, (6.47)
as well as the set-theoretic intersections
Qi:=PNH, Xy=L NH;, Y,=LsNH,. (6.48)

The sweeping hyperplane H; will witness the intersection of Ly and Ls: either the two stable intersections
[a;] = [b¢] for some ¢, or the set-theoretic intersections X; and Y; meet. This is most apparent when 1 is
a coloop of u. In this case, the hyperplane H; always meets P transversely, so P; = ;. The movements
of [a¢], [be], X and Y; are then confined in P;. That H; will witness the intersection of Ly and Lo follows
essentially from the balancing condition for tropical lines. To clarify this idea, we address this special case
first. See Figure [9 and Figure [I0] for illustrations accompanying the proof.

Proposition 6.21. If u has a coloop, then any two lines L1, Lo on P = Trop p intersect.

Proof. WLOG, suppose 1 is a coloop of p. If 1 is a coloop of both #; and 65, then since we assume 6, and
s are loopless, their lattice of flats are both {f),1,[n] — 1,[n]}. This means L; and L, both contain the
valuated cocircuit of u supported at [n] — 1. This is where they intersect.

Suppose now 1 is not a coloop of 6;. Recall that H; and P intersect transversely for all ¢ and we have
P, = Q. Moreover, for each t, P; is simply a copy of P, shifted to H;. Note that m1(L1) = m2(L2) = Pso.
If [aso] = [boo], wWe are done. Suppose [as] # [boo] and let

Joo := the tropical convex hull of [as] and [ba],
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Figure 9: As t decreases, the hyperplane will witness the intersection of L; and Ly at some point.

which is a tropical line segment in P. Let [vo] be any point in Jo, N T, -1 that is distinet from [a.] and
[boo]. Then there is [a’] € Ly and [b’] € La such that m1([a’]) = m1([b']) = [Veo]. Working in the coordinate
chart given by x(2) = 0, we write

Voo = (00,0,v(3),...,v(n)), a' = (ta,0,v(3),...,v(n)), b = (tp,0,v(3),...,v(n)). (6.49)

Let v = (t,0,v(3),...,v(n)) and

C} := the tropical convex hull of [a;] and [vy],
D, := the tropical convex hull of [b;] and [vy],
C} := the tropical convex hull of [a;] and [a/],
D; := the tropical convex hull of [b;] and [b]
Note that
° Cz/)o C Ll;

o [a;] € O for all ¢t > t,;
° fOI‘taSt1<t2<OO, Cél CC£2 CCéo;
e ( is the projection of C} onto H;.

Similar observations hold for [bs], D;, and Dj. If t, = ty,, we are done. WLOG, suppose t, > tp. There are
two possible situations at t = t,,

e [a; ] # [a']. Since Ly contains both [a; ] and [a'] = [v¢,], it contains the whole tropical line segment
Cy, . Since L is a tropical line, i.e., a degree-1 tropical cycle, the balancing condition and the degree-1
condition means that L; must contain D, as illustrated by Figure In particular, [by, ] € L;.

e [a; ] = [a]. In this case, as t decreases to tp, either of the following happens,

— |a;] € Dy for all t such that t, <t < t,. In particular, [a;] € Dy, C Lo.

— for some t( such that tp < tg < ta, [as,] € Di, whereas a;,—e ¢ Dy,—. for all € > 0 small. In other
words, [a;] exits Dy at to. If [as,] = [by,], we are done. Otherwise, the balancing condition at [as,]
implies that X;, = L1 N Hy, must contain the tropical line segment connecting [a;,] and [by,], as

indicated by Figure

O
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> < by
a;

v; Dy

(c) [at.] = [@'] and [a¢] € D; for all
t € [tb, ta]. Then we have a € Dy, .

(b) t = ta and [a¢,] # [a’]. Since
(a) t =00 Ly contains Cy,, L1 must contain
the rest of P;, which is colored red.

(d) [at,] = [a@'] and [a;] exits D; af-
ter t = to. If [ato] 75 [bto}, [bto]
must be in L; N Hy,, which is col-
ored red.

Figure 10: An illustration of the dynamics of [a;] and [b:] on P, as ¢ decreases. Under the assumption that
1 is a coloop of p, P remains unchanged as ¢ changes. The arrows indicate where the points [a;] and [b]
move.

If 11 does not have a coloop, then the set-theoretic intersection (; may not be transverse, which means
L1 N H; may not be contained in the tropical line P;. To work around this complication, we use Lemma, [6.20
and induct on n. For the base case n = 3, it is obvious that any two tropical lines in PTI"™ intersect.
When n > 3, by the induction hypothesis, w1 (L) and 71(Lg) intersect in 71 (P). If there is some point
[Voo] € m1(L1) N1 (L2) that is not in P, then by Lemma L, and Lo intersect. Therefore, we only
need to show that Ly and Lo intersect if w1 (L1) N7y (Le) C Py. Let

U =" (Ps). (6.50)

Then U is tropically convex, so the tropical line segments C} and Dj, as defined in the proof to Proposi-
tion [6.21] are contained in U before ¢ reaches t, and ty,, respectively. Moreover, by Lemma for every
point [w] in the interior of U, the initial matroid gV has a coloop 1, so H; intersects with P transversely
near [w]. This transverslity means that the portion of L; N Hy we care about is contained in P;, and this is
enough for our purpose.

Theorem [C] Two coperspective tropical lines are perspective. In other words, two tropical lines on a tropical
plane always have nonempty intersection.

Proof. Recall the notations

Joo := the tropical convex hull of [as] and [ba],
Co = the tropical convex hull of [as] and [V,
D, := the tropical convex hull of [bs] and [v]-

Note that the triple intersection of Cwy, Do and Joo must be non-empty, so we may assume that [veo] € Joo.

Suppose first that there is a point [veo] € mi(L1) N 7w1(L2) N Tjp—1. By Lemma there is some
[a'] € Ly NTj,) and some [b’] € Ly N T, such that m([a’]) = m1([b']) = [veo]. Working in the coordinate
chart given by x(2) = 0, we write

Voo = (00,0,v(3),...,v(n)), a' = (ta,0,v(3),....,v(n)), b’ = (tp,0,v(3),...,v(n)). (6.51)

We may assume that the values t, and t}, are maximal and are finite. Otherwise, 1 is a coloop of 61 or 65,
which means 1 is a coloop of pu.
If to = ty, we are done. Suppose t, > tp. Recall the following notations from the proof of Proposition [6.21]
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vi = (t,0,v(3),...,v(n)),
C := the tropical convex hull of [a;] and [Vt],
Dy := the tropical convex hull of [b;] and
C} := the tropical convex hull of [a;] and [a
D; := the tropical convex hull of [b;] and [b

<

].

We still have the observations
° Céo cUnN Ly,
o [a,] € CL for all t > ta;
o fort, <ty <ty <oo,Cf CC} CCL;
e C; is the projection of C] onto Hy.

Moreover, by Lemma if t > ta, then for every point [w] € Ci\[a;], 1 is a coloop of the initial matroid
u¥, so Hy intersects with P transversely near [w]. Similar observations hold for [b¢], D¢, and D;.
There are two possible situations at t = t,,

o [a, ] # [a]. Then C,, C L1 N H,, C Q. Since ty > tp, at every [w] € Dy, \[by,], Hy, intersects P
transversely, so L; must contain D,,. In particular, [b,,] € L;.

e [a; ] = [a’]. In this case, as t decreases to ty, either of the following happens,

— [a¢] € Dy for all ¢ such that t, <t < t,. In particular, [a;,] € Dy, C Lo.

— for some o such that tp, < tg < ta, [a,] € Dy, whereas ay,— ¢ Dy, _. for all € > 0 small. If
[ai,] = [by,], we are done. Otherwise, since for every [w] € Dy, H,, intersects with P transversely,
the balancing condition at [a;,] implies that Ly N H, must contain the tropical line segment
connecting [az,] and [by,].

If m1(Ly) N 71(Le) is contained in the boundary of P, then a point [v] € m1(L1) N mw(Le) is a
valuated cocircuit of P. We have supp(ve,) = [n]\F for some hyperplane F' € £!(M) containing 1.
Moreover, either [as] = [Voo| OF [boo] = [Voo|. Otherwise, as [vo] is chosen from J, we would have
[Voo] € Tinj—1 if [Veo] € {[acc]; [Poo]}- Assume [an] = [Voo].
— If F ={1,i} for some 1,
* if F' is a flat of both Ny and Na, then [as] = [boo] = [Voo] € L1 N Lo;
* if F' is not a flat of Na, then [bs] # [ax]. Since we assume Nj is loopless, we may choose
[w] € Ly NT},). Any tropical convex combination [w'] of [as] and [w] is in L. We can choose

[w'] where
W = (2,4, 800 (3), s 8oe (1) (6.52)

for some 2 < oo sufficiently large. Note that the minimizers of ming{u(B) — xe; — yes} must
contain 1 for x sufficiently large. This means m ([w']) € Ps. Moreover, for z sufficiently
large, 71([w]) is on the leaf labeled by 2. Therefore, 71 ([w]) € m1(L2) and we are back in the
situation where [voo] can be chosen from T,

— If F—1 is not a singleton, since we assume that u is simple, F'— 1 is not a flat of M. This means
the only preimage of [voo] under m; is [Veo]. Hence, L1 N Ly = [vo].

O
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7 From incidence geometry to Lorentzian polynomials

We use the results obtained so far to study Lorentzian polynomials, leading to a proof of Theorem [B] This
relies on a result about interlacing polynomials. Let f and h be two real-rooted univariate polynomials of
degree d and d — 1, respectively. We say h interlaces f if in-between any two roots of f there is a root of h.
We say h is a common interlacer of a family of polynomials {f1, ..., fx } if h interlaces f; for i =1, ..., k.

Proposition 7.1. [CS07, Theorem 3.6] Let fi(x), ..., fx(x) be degree d real-rooted univariate polynomials
with positive leading coefficients. The following four statements are equivalent.

(1) c1fi + cafj is real-rooted for all 1 <4,j < k and all c1,co > 0;
(2) fi and f; have a common interlacer for all 1 < i,j <k;

(8) any convex combination of fi1, ..., fr is real-rooted;

(4) fi,.., fx have a common interlacer.

Lemma 7.2. Let f1,..., fr be a family of degree-d stable polynomials with nonnegative coefficients such that
c1fi + cafj is stable for any c1,co > 0, then any convex combination of fi, ..., fr is stable.

Proof. Let f be any convex combination of fi,..., fx. The univariate polynomial f(tu+ v) is real-rooted for
any u € R%; and any v € R" by applying Proposition to filtu+v),..., fr(tu+v). O

Theorem Let p be a valuated matroid. Then for each 0 < ¢ < 1, L[, fé‘] contains the convexr cone

spanned by
L[Drt(u);q) == {fZ | 0] € Dr'(p)}. (7.1)

Proof. Let f, be any convex combination of { f‘9 } for [61], ..., [6x] € Dr'(u). The M-convexity of supp(f# +
Wn+1fq) follows from the tropical convexity of DT (u). To show the signature condition of f}' + w41 fy, the
only non-obvious part is showing the signature condition for f;.

Put f;; = clfqei + Cquej for ¢1,co > 0. Take any B C [n] such that |B| = d — 3. We have
0% fiy = 10 [ + 20 [ = er [P + o f 1P, (7.2)

if B is independent in both 6; and 6;, then 6;/B and 6;/B are coperspective rank-2 valuated matroids;
otherwise, either 97 f‘)i or 9B fgj is zero. In the former case, by Theorem there is a rank-1 valuated

matroid v that is a quotient of both 6;/B and 6;/B. This means Iy < fe /B and fo < fg il B By
Proposition [1.2| 5 f;; is stable. By Lemman 7.2} this means 9% f, is stable. Hence, f, is Lorentzian and the
proof is completed O

Theorem [B| specializes to basis generating polynomials of ordinary matroids.

Corollary 7.3. Let M be a matroid. Then L[y fa] contains the convex cone spanned by {fq | Q €
QH(M)}.

Put

cone{L[Dr'(n); q]} = { all nonnegative linear combinations of elements in L[Dr!(u); q}} (7.3)

We have the containment of the three sets of Lorentzian polynomials:
L[Dr!(1); q] C cone{L[Dr!(u);q]} C L[« fH].

By Example the second containment can be strict. Now we show that L[Dr!(u); ¢] are polyhedral fans
defined by the exponentiation of the three-term incidence relations of Dr! (). As a consequence, L[Dr!(u); q]
may not be convex in the usual sense, so the first containment can also be strict.
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Proposition 7.4. For each 0 < q < 1, the set of polynomials L[Dr'(u); q], identified as tuples of coefficients
[n]
(ap) € R(zdo’l), is a polyhedral fan defined by the tropical vanishing o

max{ " PiRgp, PR g D) g } (7.4)

for each (d — 2)-set D and i,j,k ¢ D.

Proof. The base-q logarithm is strictly monotone decreasing, so {ap}|p|=q—1 satisfies the tropical vanishing of
if and only if {log, ap }|p|—=a—1 satisfies the three-term incidence relations, i.e., if and only if 6: (d[fll) —
R given by

0(B) = log,(ap) (7.5)
is in Dri(u). O

The case p = Trop M is special. The space L[Dr!(M);q] does not depend on ¢, because Drl(M)° is a
fan. We may write L[Dr!(M)] for L[Dr!(M); q]. Moreover, by Proposition up to flipping min and max,

[n]

the set L[Dr!(M)] is cut out in @(;0_ "/ by the same tropical equations that cut out Dr!(M).

Remark 7.5. There are polarization and projection operators on M-convex functions [KMT07|, analogous
to those on Lorentzian polynomials, that preserve M-convexity. The polarization of an M-convex function
turns an M-convex function into a valuated matroid, and it can be chosen to preserve elementary quotients.
Since polarization and projection on Lorentzian polynomials preserve the Lorentzian property, one shows
that Theorem |B| holds for arbitrary M-convex functions.

Motivated by the phenomenon for univariate real-rooted polynomials (Proposition (1) & (2)), one
may ask the following question: if f; and fy are Lorentzian polynomials of the same degree and all convex
combinations of f; and fs are Lorentzian, is there a Lorentzian polynomial g such that ¢ < f1 and g <1, f2?
The following example shows this is not true.

Example 7.6. Recall the matroids V5™, @1 and Q)2 in Example By Theorem any convex combination
of fg, and fg, is Lorentzian. However, if there were some Lorentzian polynomial h such that h <, fo, and
h <, fo,, then supp h would be an elementary quotient of both ()1 and )2, which is impossible.

References

[BKS86] Achim Bachem and Walter Kern. “Extension equivalence of oriented matroids”. In: European
Journal of Combinatorics 7.3 (1986), pp. 193-197.

[BB19] Matthew Baker and Nathan Bowler. “Matroids over partial hyperstructures”. In: Advances in
Mathematics 343 (2019), pp. 821-863.

[Bak+] Matthew Baker, June Huh, Mario Kummer, and Oliver Lorscheid. Lorentzian polynomials and
matroids over triangular hyperfields. In preparation.

[BL20] Matthew Baker and Oliver Lorscheid. “Foundations of matroids I: Matroids without large uniform
minors”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2008.00014 (2020).

[BLZ23]  Matthew Baker, Oliver Lorscheid, and Tianyi Zhang. “Foundations of matroids—Part 2: Further
theory, examples, and computational methods”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.19952 (2023).

[Bjo+99]  Anders Bjorner, Michel Las Vergnas, Bernd Sturmfels, Neil White, and Gunter Ziegler. Oriented
Matroids. 46. Cambridge University Press, 1999.

[BB10] Julius Borcea and Petter Brandén. “Multivariate Pélya—Schur classification problems in the Weyl
algebra”. In: Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society 101.1 (2010), pp. 73-104.

[Bral0] Petter Briandén. “Discrete concavity and the half-plane property”. In: SIAM Journal on Discrete
Mathematics 24.3 (2010), pp. 921-933.

3Here tropical vanishing means the maximum is achieved at least twice.

49



[Bri07]
[Brii21]
[BD10]
[BH20]
[BLS24]
[BEZ21]
[Che74al
[Che74b)]

[Cho+04]

[CS07]
[DWSY]
[DW92]
[FJP20]
[FJP24]
[FTW24]
[FH13]
[GK11]

[Jel+22]

[JP14]
[JP16]

[Jos+23]

[KMTO7]

Petter Brandén. “Polynomials with the half-plane property and matroid theory”. In: Advances
in Mathematics 216.1 (2007), pp. 302-320.

Petter Brandén. “Spaces of Lorentzian and real stable polynomials are Euclidean balls”. In:
Forum of Mathematics, Sigma. Vol. 9. Cambridge University Press. 2021, e73.

Petter Bréandén and Rafael D’Leén. “On the half-plane property and the Tutte group of a ma-
troid”. In: Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B 100.5 (2010), pp. 485-492.

Petter Brandén and June Huh. “Lorentzian polynomials”. In: Annals of Mathematics 192.3
(2020), pp. 821-891.

Marie-Charlotte Brandenburg, Georg Loho, and Ben Smith. “Quotients of M-convex sets and
M-convex functions”. In: arXiv preprint arXiw:2403.07751 (2024).

Madeline Brandt, Christopher Eur, and Leon Zhang. “Tropical flag varieties”. In: Advances in
Mathematics 384 (2021), p. 107695.

Alan Cheung. “Adjoints of a geometry”. In: Canadian Mathematical Bulletin 17.3 (1974), pp. 363—
365.

Alan Cheung. “Compatibility of extensions of a combinatorial geometry”. PhD thesis. University
of Waterloo, 1974.

Young-Bin Choe, James Oxley, Alan Sokal, and David Wagner. “Homogeneous multivariate
polynomials with the half-plane property”. In: Advances in Applied Mathematics 32.1-2 (2004),
pp- 88-187.

Maria Chudnovsky and Paul Seymour. “The roots of the independence polynomial of a clawfree
graph”. In: Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B 97.3 (2007), pp. 350-357.

Andreas Dress and Walter Wenzel. “Geometric algebra for combinatorial geometries”. In: Ad-
vances in Mathematics 77.1 (1989), pp. 1-36.

Andreas Dress and Walter Wenzel. “Valuated matroids”. In: Advances in Mathematics 93.2
(1992), pp. 214-250.

Gavril Farkas, David Jensen, and Sam Payne. “The Kodaira dimensions of .#5; and .#53”. In:
arXiv preprint arXiv:2005.00622 1 (2020).

Gavril Farkas, David Jensen, and Sam Payne. “The nonabelian Brill-Noether divisor on .#3
and the Kodaira dimension of £13”. In: Geometry & Topology 28.2 (2024), pp. 803-866.

Houshan Fu, Chunming Tang, and Suijie Wang. “Adjoints of matroids”. In: Advances in Applied
Mathematics 156 (2024), p. 102690.

William Fulton and Joe Harris. Representation Theory: A First Course. Vol. 129. Springer Science
& Business Media, 2013.

Stéphane Gaubert and Ricardo Katz. “Minimal half-spaces and external representation of tropical
polyhedra”. In: Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics 33.3 (2011), pp. 325-348.

Philipp Jell, Hannah Markwig, Felipe Rincén, and Benjamin Schroter. “Moduli spaces of co-
dimension-one subspaces in a linear variety and their tropicalization”. In: The Electronic Journal
of Combinatorics (2022), P2-31.

David Jensen and Sam Payne. “Tropical independence I: shapes of divisors and a proof of the
Gieseker—Petri theorem”. In: Algebra & Number Theory 8.9 (2014), pp. 2043-2066.

David Jensen and Sam Payne. “Tropical independence, II: the maximal rank conjecture for
quadrics”. In: Algebra & Number Theory 10.8 (2016), pp. 1601-1640.

Michael Joswig, Georg Loho, Dante Luber, and Jorge Alberto Olarte. “Generalized permutahedra
and positive flag Dressians”. In: International Mathematics Research Notices 2023.19 (2023),
pp. 16748-16777.

Yusuke Kobayashi, Kazuo Murota, and Ken’ichiro Tanaka. “Operations on M-convex functions
on jump systems”. In: STAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics 21.1 (2007), pp. 107-129.

50



[Liu20] Gaku Liu. “A counterexample to the extension space conjecture for realizable oriented matroids”.
In: Journal of the London Mathematical Society 101.1 (2020), pp. 175-193.

[MS21] Diane Maclagan and Bernd Sturmfels. Introduction to Tropical Geometry. Vol. 161. American
Mathematical Society, 2021.

[MR93] Nicolai Mnév and Jiirgen Richter-Gebert. “T'wo constructions of oriented matroids with discon-
nected extension space”. In: Discrete & Computational Geometry 10 (1993), pp. 271-285.

[Mur03]  Kazuo Murota. Discrete Convex Analysis. STAM Monographs on Discrete Mathematics and Ap-
plications, 2003.

[Mur10] Kazuo Murota. Matrices and Matroids for Systems Analysis. Springer, 2010.

[Mur97] Kazuo Murota. “Matroid valuation on independent sets”. In: Journal of Combinatorial Theory,
Series B 69.1 (1997), pp. 59-78.
[MTO01] Kazuo Murota and Akihisa Tamura. “On circuit valuation of matroids”. In: Advances in Applied

Mathematics 26.3 (2001), pp. 192-225.

[Sch13] Rolf Schneider. Convex Bodies: the Brunn—Minkowski Theory. Vol. 151. Cambridge University
Press, 2013.

[Wen89]  Walter Wenzel. “A group-theoretic interpretation of Tutte’s homotopy theory”. In: Advances in
Mathematics 77.1 (1989), pp. 37-75.

[Whi86]  Neil White. Theory of Matroids. 26. Cambridge University Press, 1986.

[YY06] Josephine Yu and Debbie Yuster. “Representing tropical linear spaces by circuits”. In: arXiv
preprint math/0611579 (2006).

A Appendix

A.1 Plethystic maps of Grassmannians

In this appendix, we study the classical geometry behind adjoints of valuated matroids. More precisely, we
study the embedding
I:Gr(d,E) = Gr(d, N""'E), Vi A1V (A1)

In general, one can consider the embedding
d )
Gr(d,E) — Gr ((k) : /\kE> . Vs ARV, (A.2)

for each 1 < k < d. When k = d, this is the usual Pliicker embedding; when k = d — 1, this is I'. Such
constructions fall into the notion of geometric plethysms [FH13, Section 11]. We thus call such maps plethystic
maps.

The main result is Proposition which relates the usual Pliicker embedding of Gr(d, E) and the
Plicker embedding of the image of Gr(d, ) under I". Recall a d-by-d matrix A and its cofactor matrix B
satisfy the following relation.

det(B) = det(A)4 1. (A.3)

We generalize this relation to d-by-n matrices where d < n. Let A by a d-by-n matrix where d < n. We use

the following temporary notations: for each i € [d] and each J € ( d[f]l), put

A;,y = the (d — 1)-by-(d — 1) minor of A consisting of the columns of A labeled by J
and all but the i-th row.

For each I € ([Z’]), put

Aj := the d-by-d minor of A consisting of the columns of A labeled by I.

o1



Definition A.1. Let A be any d-by-n matrix where d < n. Let < be any total order on (d[f]l). The

generalized cofactor matrix of A with respect to the total order < is the d-by- ( dfl) matrix B defined as
follows:

e The j-th column of B is labeled by the j-th element in ( d[f]l) in the total order <;
e the i-th row of B is labeled by [d] — i;
e The (i, J)-th entry of B is A; ;.

Proposition A.2. Let B be the generalized cofactor matrixz of A with respect to the total order <. Let
T = {1,y Ja} € (JY)) where Ji = {i1, .yig—1} and Ji < Jo < -+ < Jg. Then

(_1))“2"1.1 Jr1AJ2+2'1
(_1)X12’i2 +2AJ2+¢2

(_1)XJ3’i1+1AJ3+i1
(_1)XJ3’i2 +2AJ3+i2

(_1)X‘Id’i1 +1AJd+i1
(_1)XJd’i2 +2AJd+i2
Bj = det

: : : (A4)
(_1)XJ2’id71+d_1AJ2+id_1 (_1)XJ3’jd71+d_1AJ3+id_1 (_1)XJd’id71+d_1AJd+id—1
= det [(_I)X‘]’“’ o AJH“] 1<I<d—1,2<k<d
where
XJni = the cardinality of {j € Ji | 7 <141} (A.5)

Proof. Since By is a continuous function of entries of A, we may assume that every d-by-d minor of A is
nonzero. By adding repeated columns to A, we may also assume that the Ji’s are pairwise disjoint.
Assume now that J; = [d — 1]. If C is a d-by-d invertible matrix, then the action of C' on A induces the
same action on the two sides of . That is, multiplication by (det C)?~!. Hence, we may assume that
the d-by-d submatrix of A with columns J; is an identity matrix. In this case, the equality follows from a
direct computation. O

Example A.3. When n = d, Proposition recovers the familiar Equation (A.3). We illustrate Proposi-
tion [A22] and its proof using a 3-by-4 matrix:

1 0 0 aia a5 as
A=1(0 1 0 a24 Q25 (A24 (AG)
0 0 1 azs ass ase

Choose a total order < on ([g]) such that 12 < 34 < 56. The submatrix with columns {12,34,56} of the

generalized cofactor matrix B of A is

12 34 56
23 [o ‘0 a24 ass  a26
1 asz ass a3e
13 o ‘0 a14 ais a6 (A7)
1 a3y ass  a36
12 |1 - 0 @15 416
L a5  A26
Indeed, one has
0 ao4| |azs ags
1 as4| |azs asg A
Bi2,34,56 = det = det [_iz; (A.8)
0 as| |ais ais
1 asz4| J|azs ase
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Let V be a d-dimensional vector subspace of an m-dimensional vector space F. Fix an ordered basis
{e1,...,en} of E. Choose a total order < on the induced bases {e;, A - A e, , }ii<..<i,_, of N1E.

The homogeneous coordinates of P(AY(AY~1E)) are then labeled by J = {Ji,Ja, ..., Ja} C (d[fll), where
Ji<Jy<--<Jg,and J; = {il, ...,Z'dfl} where 17 < -+ < ig_1.
We construct embeddings
O, :P(AE) — P(AYATIE)) (A.9)

such that the diagram
Gr(d, E) —— Gr(d, \*"'E)
\[Pliicker \[Pliicker (A.10)
B(\'E) = B\ (1 B))
commutes. For each point [x] € P(AYE), define the J-th homogeneous coordinate of ®~([x]) to be

det [(=1)X7ealx(Jy +4y)] (A.11)

1<1<d—1,2<k<d’

where we set
x(I)=0 (A.12)

if the multi-set I contains repeated elements. Namely, ®_ is defined using the same formula as in (A.4)).
If J is the set of d subsets of size d — 1 of some d-set A, then the J-th coordinate of ®([x]) is x(A)¢~1
modulo a sign. Hence, &~ is an embedding.

Proposition A.4. For any choice of the total order <, the diagram (A.10)) commutes.
Proof. This follows from the coordinate description of the Pliicker embedding and Proposition O

Proposition [A-]] relates the Pliicker coordinate of a projective linear subspace PV with the Pliicker
coordinate of the projective linear subspace of all hyperplanes in PV. Lemma [5.4]is a tropical analog of this
relation.
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