
Multideterminantal measures

Richard Kenyon∗

Abstract

We define multideterminantal probability measures, a family of
probability measures on [k]n where [k] = {1, 2, . . . , k}, generalizing
determinantal measures (which correspond to the case k = 2). We
give examples coming from the positive Grassmannian, from the dimer
model and from the spanning tree model.

We also define and completely characterize determinantal proba-
bility measures on the permutation group Sn.

1 Multideterminantal measures

A determinantal measure is a probability measure µ on {0, 1}n de-
fined by an n × n matrix, the kernel T . Point probabilities for µ are
determinants of matrices constructed from T , and in particular deter-
minants of principal minors of T are probabilities of “index inclusion”
events: for any subset S ⊂ [n],

Pr({xi = 1 ∀i ∈ S}) = det(TS
S ). (1)

Determinantal measures were introduced by Macchi in [10]. They
occur naturally in a number of settings, such as the edge inclusion
probabilities in random spanning trees [3], in the planar bipartite
dimer model [6], and even in integer addition [2]. Continuous ver-
sions include the fermionic gas, and random matrix ensembles such as
GUE, CUE and the Ginibre ensembles: see [14]. See [9, 1] for more
background. Despite their ubiquity, determinantal measures remain
mysterious: even classifying kernels of determinantal measures is an
open problem.
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We study here a generalization of determinantal measures to prob-
ability measures on [k]n where [k] = {1, 2, . . . , k} is a finite set. We
refer to [k] as the set of colors. We call these measures k-determinantal
measures. In this case we have k matrices A1, . . . , Ak, summing to the
identity, and probabilities of individual events are given by determi-
nants of matrices formed from the Ai. Specifically, the probability of
the single element (i1, . . . , in) ∈ [k]n is

Pr((i1, . . . , in)) = det(A1
i1 , A

2
i2 , . . . , A

n
in), (2)

the determinant of the n × n matrix whose jth column is the jth
column of matrix Aij . (We use superscripts on matrices to denote
columns of the matrix.) Probabilities of marginals like “coordinates
1 and 3 have, respectively, colors 4 and 2” are also given by deter-
minants, see Section 2.1. The classical determinantal measure is the
case k = 2 (after translating indices {0, 1} 7→ {1, 2}) where the kernel
is the matrix A2, and A1 = I −A2.

We give naturally occurring examples of k-determinantal measures,
one family arising from the positive Grassmannian Grn,kn, another
arising from the dimer model on a bipartite planar graph, and a third
arising from the uniform spanning tree model (on a general connected
graph). See Figure 1 for a random sample from a 3-determinantal
point process on the vertices in a triangular grid, coming from a span-
ning tree process (see Section 3.3 for details.)

We also discuss symmetric k-determinantal measures, which have
the additional property that each matrix Ai is symmetric. For k = 2
it is known that a symmetric matrix A1 is the kernel of a determi-
nantal process if and only if all its eigenvalues are in [0, 1], see [10].
For k ≥ 3 we don’t have an analogous characterization of matrices
defining symmetric k-determinantal processes. However an analog of
this eigenvalue property for k ≥ 3 relates to the characteristic poly-
nomial of the process, whose zero set is necessarily a Vinnikov curve
(for k = 3) and a higher dimensional “Vinnikov variety” for larger k,
see Section 4.1.

If the Ai are symmetric and commute for k ≥ 3, we have an ana-
log of the “sum of Bernoulli’s” property for determinantal measures
(Section 4.2).

If theAi have ranks summing to n, we call µ a pure k-determinantal
measure. In this case we can encode the measure in a single n×n ma-
trix L, and we can give a concise description of point probabilities in
terms of products of minors of L, see Theorem 7. For k = 2 this gives
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Figure 1: A 3-determinantal process (with 3 colors, red, blue and green) on
the vertices of a large triangular region in the triangular grid. This example
arises from a random spanning tree on the triangular grid with inhomoge-
neous conductances.

a construction of a general pure 2-determinantal measure from a pair
of elements in the Grassmannian Grn1,n having Plücker coordinates of
the same signs. See Section 6.2.

When k = n and each of the Ai is of rank 1, a n-determinantal
process is a probability measure on the group Sn of permutations of
[n]. We thus naturally construct determinantal random permutations.
We give a complete classification of such measures, as those arising
from Pfaffian bipartite graphs: see Theorem 6. Natural examples are
given in Section 5.

Acknowledgments. We thank Omer Angel, Persi Diaconis and
Nicholas Ovenhouse for discussions. This research was supported by
NSF grant DMS-1940932 and the Simons Foundation grant 327929.

2 Basics

We collect here a few basic facts about k-determinantal measures.
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2.1 Marginals

Note that from (2), using the multilinearity of the determinant and
the fact that the sum of the Ai is I, the sum of all probabilities is 1:∑

x∈[k]n
Pr(x) =

∑
x∈[k]n

det(A1
x1
, A2

x2
, . . . , An

xn
)

= (A1
1 + · · ·+A1

k) ∧ · · · ∧ (An
1 + · · ·+An

k) (3)

= e1 ∧ · · · ∧ en

= 1.

The marginal probabilities also have a simple form. For example,
Pr(xi = j) = (Aj)ii. This follows by restricting the ith term in the
wedge product (3) to be Ai

j instead of the sum Ai
1+ · · ·+Ai

k. Likewise

restricting the i1 term to be Ai1
j1

and the i2 term to be Ai2
j2

gives

Pr(xi1 = j1, xi2 = j2) = det

(
(Aj1)i1,i1 (Aj2)i1,i2
(Aj1)i2,i1 (Aj2)i2,i2

)
, (4)

and a similar expression holds for larger marginals. This illustrates
the most useful property of k-determinantal processes: their marginals
can be quickly computed even when n is large.

2.2 GLn(R)+-Invariance
If we have k matrices A1, . . . , Ak for which the quantities in (2) are all
nonnegative (and not all zero), but for which the sum A1 + · · · + Ak

is not necessarily the identity, we can construct a k-determinantal
process by replacing each Ai with Ãi := MAi where M = (A1 + · · ·+
Ak)

−1; these new matrices Ãi now sum to the identity and the point
probabilities are

Pr((i1, . . . , in)) = det((MAx1)
1, (MAx2)

2, . . . , (MAxn)
n)

= det(M(A1
x1
),M(A2

x2
), . . . ,M(An

xn
)) (5)

= detM det(A1
x1
, A2

x2
, . . . , An

xn
)

which are nonnegative since detM > 0.
We call A1, . . . , Ak an unnormalized k-determinantal process.
As an example when k = 2 we have the following.

4



Proposition 1 ([1]). Matrices A and I form an unnormalized 2-
determinantal process if and only if A is a matrix with nonnegative
principal minors.

Proof. When A1 = A and A2 = I, each determinant (2) is a principal
minor of A, and all principal minors appear.

Thus when A has nonnegative principal minors, not all zero, the
matrix (I +A)−1A is the kernel of a determinantal process. Moreover
note that if K is the kernel of a determinantal process, then K has
nonnegative principal minors, since these are marginals, by (1).

2.3 Characteristic polynomial

The characteristic polynomial P (x1, . . . , xk) ∈ R[x1, . . . , xk] of a k-
determinantal measure is defined to be

P (x1, . . . , xk) = det(x1A1 + x2A2 + · · ·+ xkAk).

It is homogeneous of degree n.

Lemma 2. We have

P (x1, . . . , xk) =
∑

i1+···+ik=n

Ci1,...,ikx
i1
1 . . . xikk

where Ci1,...,ik is the probability that, for each j, color j occurs exactly
ij times.

Proof. This follows from (2): the coefficient of xi11 . . . xikk in P corre-
sponds to summing over all determinants of matrices formed from i1
of the columns of A1, i2 of the columns of A2, etc., in some order.
This is the probability that, for each j, index j occurs ij times.

A k-determinantal measure µ induces a probability measure ρ =
ρ(µ) on {0, 1, 2, . . . }k obtained by counting the number of occurrences
of each color. In other words ρ is the measure whose probability
generating function is P : Prρ(i1, . . . , ik) = Ci1,...,ik .

Open question 1. What polynomials P arise as characteristic poly-
nomials of k-determinantal measures?

This is open even for k = 2.
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2.4 Pure determinantal measures

A k-determinantal measure on [k]n is pure if the sum of the ranks
of the Ai is exactly n. Then a point (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ [k]n has nonzero
probability if and only if each index i occurs exactly ni := rank(Ai)
times. In particular the characteristic polynomial P is a monomial:
P =

∏k
i=1 x

ni
i . In this case moreover we have

Lemma 3. For a pure k-determinantal measure each Ai is a projec-
tion matrix.

Proof. Define Bi =
∑

j ̸=iAj so that Ai + Bi = I. Then AiBi =
BiAi. But the images of Ai and Bi are complementary subspaces, so
AiBi = 0. Multiplying Ai + Bi = I by Ai on both sides we see that
A2

i = Ai.

Section 6 contains more information about pure k-determinantal
measures.

2.5 Subdeterminantal measures

Note that if µ is a k-determinantal measure and S ⊂ [n] then µ re-
stricted to [k]S is again k-determinantal, with matrices (Ai)

S
S , the

submatrices of Ai with rows and columns indexed by S. This follows
from the marginals property generalizing (4).

2.6 Forgetful maps

Given a k-determinantal measure with matrices A1, . . . , Ak, and a
surjective map ϕ : [k] → [ℓ], we can define an ℓ-determinantal measure
B1, . . . , Bℓ where Bj =

∑
i : ϕ(i)=j Ai. It is the image of µ under

the map [k]n → [l]n induced by ϕ. The fact that the image is a
determinantal measure follows from (2) and the multilinearity.

As an example, if ℓ = 2 and ϕ(j) = 1 for all j except j0, and
ϕ(j0) = 2, then the image of µ is a determinantal measure. This
shows that each Aj , and more generally the sum of any subset of Ajs,
is the kernel of a usual determinantal measure.
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3 Natural examples

3.1 Grassmannian examples

The Grassmannian Grn,N (R) is the space of n-planes in RN . It can
be presented as the space of n × N real matrices of rank n, modulo
action on the left by GLn(R).

The totally nonnegative Grassmannian Gr≥n,N is the subset of Grn,N
whose Plücker coordinates (n × n minors) are nonnegative. Likewise
define the totally positive Grassmannian Gr+n,N to be the subset of
Grn,N whose Plücker coordinates are positive.

Suppose N = kn for some integer k. Given a generic element
M ∈ Gr≥n,kn, represented as an n× kn matrix, for i ∈ [k] let A′

i be the
n× n matrix formed from the columns i, i+ n, . . . , i+ (k− 1)n of M .
Let S =

∑k
i=1A

′
i, and suppose S is invertible. Define Ai := S−1A′

i.
Note that the Ai are determined by and uniquely determine M , since
S−1M = M as elements of Grn,kn.

The k-tuple (A1, . . . , Ak) forms a k-determinantal measure: all
point probabilities (2) are nonnegative and add up to one by con-
struction.

We define DETn,kn ⊂ Grn,kn to be the subset consisting of k-
determinantal measures, that is, the set of matrices M ∈ Grn,kn such
that forming the Ai as above results in a k-determinantal measure.
Note that Gr≥n,kn ⊂ DETn,kn ⊂ Grn,kn.

Since elements of Gr+n,kn have a nice parameterization in terms of
planar networks [12], they provide a tractable subclass of k-determinantal
measures.

See Section 6 for a different construction, of a pure k-determinantal
measure from a set of k Grassmannian elements Mi ∈ Grni,n for i =
1, . . . , k, subject to certain sign restrictions.

3.2 Dimer examples

Let G = (B ∪W,E) be a bipartite planar graph having a dimer cover
(a perfect matching). Let ν : E → R>0 be a positive edge weight
function.

Let K be a Kasteleyn matrix for G: this is a matrix with rows
indexing the white vertices and columns indexing the black vertices,
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with entries

K(w, b) =

{
±νe w ∼ b

0 else.

where the signs are chosen according to the Kasteleyn rule [5]: a face
of length ℓ has ℓ

2 +1 mod 2 minus signs. Kasteleyn proved that in this
setting | detK| is the weighted sum of dimer covers of G, where the
weight of a dimer cover is the product of its edge weights. See [7] for
more information on dimers.

For edges e = wb and e′ = w′b′, let

K(e, e′) = K(w, b)K−1(b′, w).

Note that the right-hand side does not depend on w′. By [6], K is the
kernel of a determinantal measure τ on {0, 1}E . This is the inclusion
measure for dimers on edges of G: for a point (x1, . . . , xE) ∈ {0, 1}E ,
the quantity τ((x1, . . . , xE)) is the probability that a random dimer
cover of G covers exactly the edges e for which xe = 1.

Define for each i ∈ [k] and each edge e ∈ E a nonnegative edge
weight νi(e), satisfying ν(e) =

∑
i νi(e). For a random dimer cover

using edge e, color edge e with color i with probability proportional
to νi(e), independently for all edges, that is, with probability pi(e) =

νi(e)
ν1(e)+···+νk(e)

.

Now consider the induced measure µ on [k]W which records the
color of the dimer connected to w. We compute

Prµ(w has color i) =
∑
b∼w

pi(bw)Prτ (bw) =
∑
b∼w

pi(bw)K(w, b)K−1(b, w).

Likewise for two vertices

Prµ(w1 has color i1 and w2 has color i2) =
∑

b1∼w1

∑
b2∼w2

pi1(b1w1)pi2(b2w2)Prτ (b1w1, b2w2)

where b1 runs over neighbors of w1 and b2 runs over neighbors of w2

=
∑
b1

∑
b2

pi1(b1w1)pi2(b2w2) det

(
K(w1, b1)K

−1(b1, w1) K(w2, b2)K
−1(b2, w1)

K(w1, b1)K
−1(b1, w2) K(w2, b2)K

−1(b2, w2)

)

= det

(∑
b1
pi1(b1w1)K(w1, b1)K

−1(b1, w1)
∑

b2
pi2(b2w2)K(w2, b2)K

−1(b2, w1)∑
b1
pi1(b1w1)K(w1, b1)K

−1(b1, w2)
∑

b2
pi2(b2w2)K(w2, b2)K

−1(b2, w2)

)
= det

(
(Ai1)w1,w1 (Ai2)w1,w2

(Ai1)w2,w1 (Ai2)w2,w2

)
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where Ai is the matrix with

(Ai)w2,w1 :=
∑

b1∼w1

pi(b1w1)K(w1, b1)K
−1(b1, w2) = (KDiK

−1)t

where Di is the diagonal matrix with entries pi(bw1) for b ∈ B.
A similar argument works for all marginals, so the matricesA1, . . . , Ak

form a k-determinantal measure on white vertices. This proves:

Theorem 4. The induced measure on [k]W is k-determinantal.

For a simple example, color the black vertices of G with arbitrary
colors in [k], and assign edges adjacent to them with full weight of
that color (other colors give that edge weight zero). For the graph of
Figure 2 with edge weights 1 we have a Kasteleyn matrix

1 2 3

1 2 3

-

Figure 2: A small bipartite graph with Kasteleyn signs (edges without labels
have sign +) and colored “black” vertices.

K =

1 1 0
1 −1 1
0 1 1

 .

With the indicated coloring of black vertices this leads to

Ar =

K
1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

K−1

t

=

 2
3

2
3 0

1
3

1
3 0

−1
3 −1

3 0


Ag =

K
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0

K−1

t

=

 1
3 −1

3
1
3

−1
3

1
3 −1

3
1
3 −1

3
1
3


Ab =

K
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1

K−1

t

=

0 −1
3 −1

3
0 1

3
1
3

0 2
3

2
3

 .
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The probability that white vertices 1, 2, 3 are colored r, b, g respec-
tively is then

Prµ((r, b, g)) = det(A1
r , A

2
b , A

3
g) = det

 2
3 −1

3
1
3

1
3

1
3 −1

3
−1

3
2
3

1
3

 =
1

3

and indeed, of the three dimer covers of G, exactly one of them induces
this coloring of the white vertices.

3.3 Spanning tree examples

Let G = (V,E) be an arbitrary connected graph, with V = {v0, v1, . . . , vn−1}
where v0 is a distinguished root vertex. Let V ′ = V \{v0} the non-root
vertices. Let c : E → R>0 be a nonnegative “conductance” function
on edges. Let ∆ : RV → RV be the corresponding Laplacian:

(∆f)(v) =
∑
u∼v

cuv(f(v)− f(u)).

We define the reduced Laplacian ∆ : RV ′ → RV ′
similarly:

(∆′f)(v) =
∑
u∼v

cuv(f(v)− f(u))

where the sum is over u ∈ V , and f(v0) = 0 by definition. In terms
of matrices in the standard basis indexed by vertices, the matrix of
the reduced Laplacian is obtained from the matrix of the Laplacian
by removing row and column v0. The reduced Laplacian is invertible;
its determinant is the weighted sum of spanning trees of G, where the
weight of a tree is the product of its edge conductances [8].

For each edge e ∈ E and each i ∈ [k] define ci(e) ≥ 0 such that∑k
i=1 ci(e) = c(e). Let ∆′

i be the Laplacian of G, rooted at v0, with
conductances ci. Note that

∑
∆′

i = ∆′. Let

Ai := (∆′)−1/2∆′
i(∆

′)−1/2.

Then
∑

Ai = I.

Theorem 5. The matrices Ai define a k-determinantal process on
V \ {v0}.
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Proof. Replace each edge of G with k parallel edges with the same
endpoints, one of each color, with the ith edge having conductance
ci(e). Let G̃ be the new graph. There is a map from spanning trees of
G̃ to vertex colorings defined as follows. Given a spanning tree T of
G̃ rooted at v0, color each vertex v ̸= v0 according to the color of the
first edge on the unique path in T from v to the root.

This mapping defines a measure µ on [k]V
′
; it is the image of

the weighted spanning tree measure on G̃. We claim that µ is k-
determinantal, with matrices Ai.

For any coloring σ ∈ [k]V
′
, the Directed Matrix Tree Theorem (see

e.g. [4]) says that the determinant

det(∆1
σ(1), . . . ,∆

n−1
σ(n−1))

of the matrix formed from the corresponding columns of the ∆i, is the
weighted sum of spanning trees of G̃ in which for each vertex v, the
edge out of vertex v (and in the direction of the unique path to v0)
has color σ(v).

The sum over all trees is det∆, so

det(A1
σ(1), . . . , A

n−1
σ(n−1))

is the probability of coloring σ, as desired.

An example is shown in Figure 1 (for the point process) and Figure
3 (for the spanning tree). We took a large triangle in the triangular
grid, centered at the origin, with wired boundary conditions, and con-
ductances which depend on position and orientation of edges: for a
fixed parameter q > 0, horizontal edges at coordinate (x, y) have con-

ductance qy, edges of slope
√
3 have conductances q

x
√

3
2

− y
2 , and edges

of slope −
√
3 have conductances q−

x
√
3

2
− y

2 . Such a spanning tree can
be sampled quickly using Wilson’s algorithm [17]. Each vertex is then
colored according to the direction of its outgoing edge (edge in the
direction of the path to the wired outer boundary).

4 Symmetric k-determinantal measures

A k-determinantal process is symmetric if each Ai is a symmetric
matrix.
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Figure 3: A spanning tree with wired boundary and nonuniform conduc-
tances.
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If B1, . . . , Bk are any real symmetric matrices, then for λ > 0
large enough, Ai := Bi + λI will form an unnormalized symmetric
k-determinantal process.

Another example is provided by the spanning tree example of Sec-
tion 3.3.

4.1 Characteristic polynomial

When the Ai are symmetric, the characteristic polynomial P has some
additional properties. For u⃗ ∈ Rk−1, and t ∈ R, along any line t 7→
(1, tu2, . . . , tuk), the polynomial P = P (t) as a function of t has all
real roots. This follows from the definition of P , since (letting B =
u2A2+ · · ·+ukAk) the one-variable polynomial P (t) = det(A1+tB) =
detB det(B−1A1+ tI) is a multiple of the characteristic polynomial of
the symmetric matrix B−1A1, which has real eigenvalues. Moreover
since A1, B ≥ 0 the roots of P (t) are negative.

In particular in the case k = 2, P (x1, x2) factors as

P = c
k∏

i=1

(x1 + aix2)

for constants c, ai ≥ 0.
In the case k = 3, P defines a Vinnikov curve [16], which is by

definition the zero set of a polynomial P (x, y) = det(A + Bx + Cy)
where A,B,C are symmetric and positive (semi)definite. A Vinnikov
curve is a “generalized hyperbola”, see Figure 4. It has generically n
real components (which may touch for nongeneric parameter values),
and n linear asymptotes whose slopes are the eigenvalues of −C−1B;
it intersects the x-axis at eigenvalues of −C−1A and the y-axis at
eigenvalues of −B−1A.

For larger k, we define a Vinnikov variety to be the zero set of an
expression

Q(x1, . . . , xk) = det(x1A1 + x2A2 + . . . , xkAk)

where the Ai are symmetric and positive semidefinite. The zero set of
the characteristic polynomial of a symmetric k-determinantal process
is a Vinnikov variety.

If S ⊂ [n] is of size |S| = n − 1 then by the interlacing prop-
erty for eigenvalues of symmetric matrices, the polynomial PS for the
subdeterminantal measure has roots interlaced with those of P , as
illustrated in figure 5.
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-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

Figure 4: A Vinnikov curve of degree n = 7 arising from the spanning tree
3-determinantal process on K8 with randomly chosen conductances.

-10 -5 0 5 10

-10

-5

0

5

10

Figure 5: The Vinnikov curve from a 3-determinantal process on [3]4 (in
blue) and an interlaced Vinnikov curve from the process on [3]3 in red.
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4.2 Commuting Symmetric k-determinantal mea-
sures

If in addition to being symmetric the matrices A1, . . . , Ak from a k-
determinantal measure commute with each other, then the character-
istic polynomial P factors into linear factors P =

∏k
i=1(a1ix1+a2ix2+

· · · + akixk). We can conclude that the measure ρ, which counts the
number of occurrences of each color, has the distribution of a sum of n
independent k-sided die rolls, where the ith die is biased proportional
to the ith eigenvalues of the Aj .

5 Determinantal random permutations

Let Sn be the permutation group on [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}. An Sn-
determinantal measure is an n-determinantal measure on [n]n in which
each Ai has rank 1. The rank-1 condition implies that each color
occurs exactly once, so the measure is supported on permutations in
Sn. See below for an example.

Since Ai has rank 1, we can write Ai = uiv
t
i where ui, vi ∈ Rn.

Since
∑

Ai = I, the ui are a basis for Rn. We have

uj =
n∑

i=1

Aiuj =
n∑

i=1

ui(vi · uj)

which implies that vi · uj = δi,j . If we let U be the matrix whose
columns are u1, . . . , un, and V the matrix whose rows are vt1, . . . , v

t
n,

then V U = I, and the measure µ is defined by the matrix U (or V ).
By (2), the probability of a permutation σ ∈ Sn is

Prµ(σ) = det((uσ(1)v
1
σ(1)), . . . , (uσ(n)v

n
σ(n)))

= (detU)(−1)σv1σ(1) . . . v
n
σ(n). (6)

Assume detU > 0. The non-negativity of the probabilities puts
strong constraints on the matrix V . If we write the usual expansion
of the determinant of V :

detV =
∑
σ∈Sn

(−1)σV1σ(1) . . . Vnσ(n),

each term in this expansion is nonnegative, since after scaling by detU
it is equal, by (6), to the probability of permutation σ−1. By the result
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of [15], V must be a Kasteleyn matrix of a bipartite Pfaffian graph (a
bipartite graph which admits a Kasteleyn signing).

Conversely, every edge-weighted bipartite Pfaffian graph with n
white and n black vertices determines a determinantal measure on
Sn: letting V = K the Kasteleyn matrix, and U = V −1, the matrices
Ai are given by Ai = uiv

t
i .

Theorem 6. Determinantal permutation measures are exactly those
constructed as above from bipartite Pfaffian graphs with positive edge
weights.

Although the set of all bipartite Pfaffian graphs does not have a
particularly simple description, it includes all bipartite planar graphs.
In [13] a structural description is given, and an algorithm is presented
to determine whether or not a graph is bipartite Pfaffian. The simplest
nonplanar example is given by the Heawood graph, Figure 6. Its
Kasteleyn matrix when all edge weights are 1 is just the bipartite
adjacency matrix:

K =



1 0 1 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 1 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 1 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 1 0 1
1 0 0 0 1 1 0
0 1 0 0 0 1 1


.

The resulting determinantal measure on S7 is uniform on its sup-
port, which is the set of the 24 permutations in S7 where for each i,
σ(i) ∈ {i+ 1, i, i− 2} modulo 7. For example σ = 1732645.

6 Projections and pure k-determinantal

measures

Recall that a k-determinantal measure µ is pure if the ranks of the
Ai add up to n. In this case, by Lemma 3, each Ai is a projection
matrix. Let Vi the subspace which is the image of Ai. As shown in
that lemma, Ai is the projection to Vi along the span of the other Vj ’s.

Let ni be the rank of Ai. Let M be an n×n matrix whose first n1

columns span V1, next n2 columns span V2, and so on. This matrix
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Figure 6: The Heawood graph.

M is well-defined up to the right action by GLn1(R)× · · · ×GLnk
(R),

which performs column operations on the first n1 columns of M , the
next n2 columns of M , and so on. Note that M has full rank.

We have

Ai = M

0 0 0
0 Ini 0
0 0 0

M−1, (7)

where the central matrix has the ni×ni identity matrix Ini occurring
starting at the appropriate index n1 + · · ·+ ni−1 + 1.

Let L = M−1. We partition [n] into subsets U1, . . . Uk, with

U1 = {1, 2, . . . , n1}, U2 = {n1+1, . . . , n1+n2}, . . . , Uk = {n−nk+1, . . . , n}.

Given a point π ∈ [k]n in the support of µ, for each j let π(Uj) ⊂ [n]
denote the locations of the indices j in π.

Theorem 7. Single point probabilities for µ are products of minors
of L, up to a multiplicative constant: we have

Pr(π) = (−1)πQ

k∏
i=1

L
π(Ui)
Ui

(8)

where Q = detM and (−1)π is the signature of the mapping π, thought
of as a permutation from [n] to [n].

For example when k = 3, and (n1, n2, n3) = (2, 2, 2) we have the
point probability

Pr((2, 1, 1, 3, 2, 3)) = −QL23
12L

15
34L

46
56. (9)
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Here π : 112233 → 211323 has corresponding permutation 123456 →
231546 and signature −1.

Note that conjugating L by a nonsingular diagonal matrix does
not change µ.

Proof. The general pattern can be seen by working out a sufficiently
general example such as (9). Using (2), we have Pr((2, 1, 1, 3, 2, 3)) =

=det(A1
2, A

2
1, A

3
1, A

4
3, A

5
2, A

6
3)

=det



M


0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

L



1

, . . . ,

M


0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1

L


6


.

We can factor the M ’s out from the left. What remains is

detM det



0 L12 L13 0 0 0
0 L22 L23 0 0 0

L31 0 0 0 L35 0
L41 0 0 0 L45 0
0 0 0 L54 0 L56

0 0 0 L64 0 L66

 ,

which can be evaluated in block form as ±QL23
12L

15
34L

46
56. The sign is

the sign of the permutation of 112233 → 211323, acting on columns
(in this case the sign is −1).

6.1 Supports of pure k-determinantal measures,
k ≥ 3

Theorem 7 implies that, for k ≥ 3, the supports of pure k-determinantal
measures have certain restrictions: they cannot be supported on all(

n
n1,...,nk

)
sequences. Take any three distinct indices i1, i2, i3 ∈ [n].

Let x ∈ [k]n have 3 distinct color values at i1, i2, i3, for example
xi1 = 1, xi2 = 2, xi3 = 3. Consider the other two points x′, x′′ ob-
tained by cylically permuting the values at these three indices, that
is, x′, x′′ = x at all indices except i1, i2, i3 and x′i1 = 2, x′i2 = 3, x′i3 = 1,
and x′′i1 = 3, x′′i2 = 1, x′′i3 = 2. Then we claim that Pr(x),Pr(x′),Pr(x′′)
cannot all be positive. To see this, let y, y′, y′′ be the other three points
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agreeing with x off of i1, i2, i3 (and thus having the other three per-
mutations of 1, 2, 3 at i1, i2, i3). By (8),

Pr(x)Pr(x′)Pr(x′′) = −Pr(y)Pr(y′)Pr(y′′)

(both sides have the same Lminors but differing signs), a contradiction
to the positivity of either side, so both sides must be zero.

This fact can be used to give a different proof, for S3, of Theorem
6.

6.2 Characterization of pure 2-determinantal
measures

Contrary to the previous section, one can construct pure 2-determinantal
measure with full support. We give a construction arising from a pair
of matrices in the Grassmannian, with Plücker coordinates of the same
sign. This construction is general in the sense that it characterizes all
pure 2-determinantal measures.

We first give the construction for a pair of elements in the positive
Grassmannian (so all Plücker coordinates are positive). Let n1+n2 =
n, and let

L =

(
In1 A
B In2

)
(10)

where the submatrix of the first n1 rows is in the positive Grassman-
nian: (In1 A) ∈ Gr+n1,n, and, after negating B, the submatrix of the
first n1 columns is in the positive Grassmannian:

(In1 −Bt) ∈ Gr+n1,n. (11)

For example

L =


1 0 −2 −4 −6
0 1 2 3 4
2 −2 1 0 0
4 −3 0 1 0
6 −4 0 0 1

 .

Then we claim that A1, A2 defined by (7) (with L = M−1) form a
2-determinantal process. From Theorem 7 we have for all x ∈ [2]n

Pr(x) = (−1)πQL
π(U1)
U1

L
π(U2)
U2

. (12)
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Here L
π(U1)
U1

> 0 since (In1 A), the first n1 rows of L, is in the pos-

itive Grassmannian. It suffices then to prove that the sign of L
π(U2)
U2

is (−1)π, or equivalently, the sign of the maximal minor of (B In2)
defined by columns π(U2), is (−1)π.

The signature (−1)π can be computed as the parity of the to-
tal displacement of 1s, or equivalently the total displacement of 2s:
(−1)π = (−1)s where s =

∑
i∈U1

π(i)− i =
∑

j∈U2
j− π(j), since each

term in the sum is the number of 12 → 21 crossings each index makes.
Maximal minors of R := (B In2) are complementary maximal mi-

nors of (In1 B
t). By (11), the signs of these minors have a simple form.

Let D be the diagonal n×n matrix with diagonal entries Dii = (−1)i.
Then multiplying by D on the right, (11) implies that RD is in the
positive Grassmannian Gr+n2,n. Thus maximal minors of R have sign
given by the parity of the number of their odd columns, that is, exactly
(−1)π as desired.

Now consider the general case of two elements W1,W2 ∈ Grn1,n

with the property that their corresponding Plücker coordinates have
the same signs (or at least one is 0). Build L as above in (10) with
(In1 A) ∼ W1 and (In1 − Bt) ∼ W2. The signs of point probabilities
in (12) cancel as in the previous case, so all point probabilities will
yield nonnegative quantities.

It is unclear, however, how to explicitly parameterize all such pairs
W1,W2. Indeed, if we include 0 as a potential sign (that is, allow some
minors to be zero), the Mnëv Universality Theorem [11] says that
subsets of Grn1,n having Plücker coordinates of predetermined signs
in {−1, 0, 1} can be arbitrarily complicated, essentially equivalent to
any semialgebraic set. So in this sense there seems to be no reasonable
parameterization of such pairs W1,W2.
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