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CHEVALLEY OPERATIONS ON TNN GRASSMANNIANS

PRATEEK KUMAR VISHWAKARMA
UNIVERSITE LAVAL

ABSTRACT. Lusztig showed that invertible totally nonnegative (TNN) matrices form a semigroup
generated by positive definite diagonal matrices and Chevalley generators. From the Grassmann
analogue of these, we introduce Chevalley operations on index sets, which we show have a rich
variety of applications. We begin by providing a complete classification of all inequalities that are
quadratic in Pliicker coordinates over the totally nonnegative part of the Grassmannian:

ZC]7JA[AJ >0 over Gr=°(m,m +n)

1,J
where each cr,; is real, and A7, A; are Pliicker coordinates satisfying a homogeneity condition.
Using an idea of Gekhtman—Shapiro—Vainshtein, we also explain how our Chevalley operations can
be motivated from cluster mutations, and lead to working in Grassmannians of smaller dimension,
akin to cluster algebras.

We then present several applications of Chevalley operations. First, we obtain certificates for
the above inequalities via sums of coefficients ¢y, ; over 321-avoiding permutations and involutions;
we believe this refined results of Rhoades—Skandera [Ann. Comb. 2005] for TNN-matrix inequalities
via their Temperley—Lieb immanant idea.

Second, we provide a novel proof via Chevalley operations of Lam’s log-supermodularity of
Pliicker coordinates [Current Develop. Math. 2014]. This has several consequences: (a) Each
positroid, corresponding to the positroid cells in Postnikov’s decomposition (2006) of the TNN
Grassmannian, is a distributive lattice. (b) It also yields numerical positivity in the main result of
Lam—Postnikov—Pylyavskyy [Amer. J. Math. 2007]. (¢) We show the coordinatewise monotonicity
of ratios of Schur polynomials, first proved by Khare-Tao [Amer. J. Math. 2021] and which is the
key result they use to obtain quantitative estimates for entrywise transforms of correlation matrices.

Third, we employ our Chevalley operations to show that the majorization order over partitions
implicates a partial order for induced character immanants over TNN matrices, proved originally
by Skandera—Soskin [Linear Multilinear Algebra 2025].
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2 PRATEEK KUMAR VISHWAKARMA

1. INTRODUCTION

A real matrix is called totally nonnegative/positive (TNN/TP) if the determinant of every square
submatrix is nonnegative/positive. These matrices arise in applied and pure mathematics. To
give an idea of their prevalence: these matrices occur in work of Gantmacher, Krein, Schoenberg
in analysis and interacting particle systems [I.22]; Efron, Karlin in probability and statistics [27];
Motzkin, Whitney, Cryer, Fallat, Johnson, Pinkus in matrix theory [9[10,29.[42l/57]; Lusztig, Rietsch
in representation theory [39,/49]; Berenstein, Fomin, Zelevinsky in cluster algebras [4,5]; Postnikov,
Lam in combinatorics [3334,47]; and many others. Some of the recent works to which one may
refer are [6H8[13}[15,20121] 311 33.[34], 44, 146H48], 50H54] 58] .

Suppose n > 1 is an integer. A real polynomial p(x) in n® variables (xij)?,jzl =: x is called
totally nonnegative if p(x) > 0 whenever x is totally nonnegative. Lusztig [39] extended the notion
of total positivity to reductive groups G, where the totally nonnegative part, denoted by G=° is a
semialgebraic subset generated by Chevalley generators. Lusztig also showed [40] that G=0 is the
subset of G where the dual canonical basis consists entirely of the TNN polynomials. While this
collection has no complete description yet, several recent results have led to substantial progress
in (joint) works of Fallat, Gekhtman, Johnson, Rhoades, Skandera, Lam, and others [11],13}33,148|
52]. Ome of the most notable is the work of Rhoades—Skandera [48] characterizing all quadratic
homogeneous TNN polynomials via a fundamental collection called Temperley—Lieb immanants.
Lam [33] delineated the Grassmann analog of these via certain partial nonncrossing partitions, and
applied it to show that positroids (corresponding to each positroid cell in Postnikov’s decomposition)
form a distributive lattice. They have (beautifully!) been applied to show that the majorization
order over partitions induces a partial order over the induced character immanants for TNN matrices
[53]. In a work by Soskin—Vishwakarma [54] (following Fallat—Vishwakarma [13]), concepts that
are fundamental in studying the geometric, combinatorial, and cluster algebraic properties of the
Grassmannian — Plicker relations and weakly separated sets — are connected with and via the
Temperley—Lieb immanants. These immanants have also inspired several other (different!) lines of
research and contributed applications. For instance, see works of Farber—Postnikov [15], Lu—Ren—
Shen-Wang [38], Chepuri-Sherman-Bennett [7], and Nguyen—Pylyavskyy [43].

In this project, we revisit the theorem of Loewner, Whitney, Lusztig, and Berenstein—Fomin—
Zelevinsky [437139157]: invertible TNN matrices are products of positive definite diagonal matrices
and Chevalley generators. And inspired by it, we introduce Chevalley operations and show sev-
eral applications. In the first we show that calculated applications of these operations classify
all homogeneous, quadratic polynomials that are TNN. In fact, we do this in a general setting,
considering all real polynomials that are homogeneous and quadratic in Pliicker coordinates, and
classify all which are nonnegative over the entire totally nonnegative part of the Grassmannian.
Considering that these classifications can also be obtained via Temperley—Lieb immanants (see
Soskin—Vishwakarma [54] for the reformulation), and the extensive applications of Temperley—Lieb
immanants, we further provide several other applications of Chevalley operations (Section []).

Namely, we first show the connection between Chevalley operations and Temperley—Lieb im-
manants via certain certificates using 321-avoiding permutations and 321-avoiding involutions; we
believe this refines the work of Rhoades—Skandera [48] (Subsection [41]). Second, we provide an
alternate proof of Lam’s log-supermodularity of Pliicker coordinates [33]. This yields several con-
sequences: (a) Positroids, corresponding to the positroid cells in Postnikov’s decomposition [47]
of the TNN Grassmannian, form a distributive lattice under (min, max) operations. (b) The log-
supermodularity also yields a proof of numerical positivity in the main result of Lam—Postnikov—
Pylyavskyy [35]. (¢) We obtain the coordinatewise monotonicity of ratios of Schur polynomials,
which was shown by Khare-Tao [32]; this is the key result that they use to derive quantitative esti-
mates for entrywise transforms of correlation matrices (Subsection [£.2)). Third, this is followed by
an alternate proof of the fact that majorization order over partitions yields a partial order over the

2



CHEVALLEY OPERATIONS ON TNN GRASSMANNIANS 3

induced character immanants over TNN matrices, also known as the Barrett—Johnson inequalities
for TNN matrices [53] (Subsection [£.3).

In each of these applications, the known proofs are combinatorial via the Temperley—Lieb im-
manant idea, while the ones we present use the structure of Chevalley operations. In fact, we
demonstrate that this structure bears resemblance with certain cluster mutations, which also lead
to working in a Grassmannian of smaller dimension, parallel to cluster algebras (Section 2]). Finally
in Section Bl we prove our main results stated in Section Bl and discuss in Section [6] some natural
questions that follow as future work.

Some standard notations and definitions employed henceforth. In this article we assume that 1 <
m < n, and define [m,n] := {m,...,n}, and [m] := [1,m]. The Grassmannian Gr(m,m + n) is the
manifold of m-dimensional vector subspaces of R”*". Every element in Gr(m,m + n) identifies with
a full rank (m+n) x m real matrix A modulo elementary column operations. Suppose I C [m+n] is
an m-element subset of [m+n], and define Az [, to be the submatrix of A corresponding to row and
column index sets I and [m], respectively. The determinant of these submatrices of A are given by
Aj(A) = det Ap ), where (A[(A)) forms the projective coordinates of V' and are called the Pliicker

coordinates. The totally nonnegative (TNN) Grassmannian Gr=%(m,m +n) C Gr(m,m + n) refers
to vector subspaces with all Pliicker coordinates Ay > 0 for some matrix representative.

2. MOTIVATION FROM CLUSTER ALGEBRAS

In this work we aim to classify all homogeneous determinantal inequalities that are quadratic in
Pliicker coordinates over the TNN Grassmannian, via a novel set of operations which we (define
later and) call the Chevalley operations. The fundamental idea behind these operations can be
traced into the cluster algebra structure on the Grassmannian. Gekhtman—Shapiro—Vainshtein [24]
obtained the cluster algebra structure of Gr(m,m + n) via the standard Poisson structure. This
construction involves specific initial clusters for Gr(m, m+n), one of which is given by the following
Pliicker coordinates. Suppose K := [m] X [n].

(2.1) X = xX(m,m+n) = {Tont1 = Ty, 1, Tij =1, : (1,5) € K},
where I(m,n) = {IO,n—i-l = [m]7 Iij = ([17m] \ [Z - E(%J)J]) U [] +m7j +m +£(Z7])] : (Zyj) € ’C}v
and £(i,7) :=min(i — 1,n — j) for (7,7) € K.

In showing that each of these Pliicker coordinates form cluster variables, the authors of [24] con-
struct and apply a specially designed sequence R of cluster transformations (also known as cluster
mutations) to the cluster in (2.). In particular, the application of R to the initial cluster (2.1I)
yields the corresponding initial cluster I,_1,_1) for Gr(m —1,m +n — 2). This process enabled
the authors of [24] to inductively obtain the cluster algebraic structure of the Grassmannian (via
the standard Poisson structure). One can check the required details in [24,25]. Nevertheless, in
essence, the sequence R of cluster mutations is equivalent to the operation R, ;1) defined over
Limn) via:

(22) 9{(m,m-i-l) (I(m,n)) = {(I)(m,m-‘rl) (I \ {m7 m+ 1}) S I(m,n) (ma m+ 1)}7
where I, py(m,m+1) :={I € I(, ) : eitherme T and m+1¢ I, orm+1€landm¢ I},
and P mq1) 2 [+ 0]\ {m,m + 1} — [m +n — 2] is the (unique) order preserving map.

It can be seen that R, 1) (I(mm)) = I(m—1,m+n—2), Which is exactly the initial cluster for Gr(m—
1,m+mn —2) in (). It may be interesting to note that the pair (m,m + 1) is unique to perform
this reduction.

In addition to constructing the sequence R of cluster mutations, Gekhtman—Shapiro—Vainshtein
provide a sequence & of cluster mutations that shifts the indices in a initial cluster up by 1
(mod m+n). They also show that & applied to initial cluster (2.I]) yields another initial cluster. If
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one starts with the shifted initial cluster, and applies the cluster mutation sequence fR to it, then the
resultant cluster can also be obtained via an operation R, ), for some consecutive integers u,v €
[m +n] (mod m +n), similar to the operation Ry, 41y in [B.2) (by essentially replacing m with u
and m + 1 with v in (2.2))). And this process again yields a initial cluster for Gr(m — 1,m +n — 2).
One should be able to see that the operations R, . can be defined for any arbitrary collection of
m-element subsets I of [m + n] via a definition similar to (2.2)). With this, let us present how the
operations Ry, ., for consecutive u,v € [m+n] (mod m+n), naturally extend over the most famous
homogeneous quadratic equations over the Grassmannian called the Plicker relations. (Since the
theme of the paper is to discuss homogeneous quadratic inequalities, we consider this as a good
starting point.) We formally define R, ,), for u,v € [m + n] (not necessarily consecutive), over an
arbitrary family of m-element subsets. Suppose Z denotes an ordered finite indexing set, and for
each o € Z, I, C [m + n] is an m-element subset. Then

(2.3) Ry {la 0 €T} :={P(yp) (Lo \ {u,v}) : @ € I(u,v)},
where Z(u,v):={a€Z: eitheruec I, andv & I,, orve I, and u & I,},
and @, : [m+n]\ {u,v} = [m+n — 2] is the (unique) order preserving map.

A Pliicker relation can be written for two families {1, }nez and {J, }aez of m-element subsets:

Z caAr, Ay, =0 over Gr(m,m+n) forsome c,€ {1}
a€l

Since there are two families of Pliicker coordinates involved in the relation above, the notion of
“consecutive” wu,v has to be compatible with both the families and thus needs to be redefined.
Fortunately for us, Pliicker relations are homogeneous, i.e., the unions with multiplicities I, U J,
are uniform over o € Z. So, we have I := (I, U Jy) \ (I N Jy) to choose consecutive integers u, v
from. We call u,v consecutive in I provided for all integers w strictly between u and v, w & I.
Suppose the indexing sets are different, i.e., the families are given by {I,}acr and {J,}tacs. Then
it can observed that for all consecutive u,v € I,

a €Z(u,v) ifand only if « € J(u,v).
This leads one to write the following relation for m’ < m and n’ < n:

Z Cala, (1) Dby . (Ja) =0 over Gr(m',m' +n') for c, € {&1}.
a€Z(u,v)

This obtained relation may be empty for certain choices of u,v (for instance if Z(u,v) = (). It can
be seen that for all carefully chosen values of u,v the aforementioned relation is a Pliicker relation
over a Grassmannian of strictly smaller dimension — just as in the case of initial clusters above,
where only a certain R, ,) yields the initial cluster for the Grassmannian of the smaller dimension.

A Grassmannian can be obtained from initial clusters (via cluster mutations; [24125]) and from
Pliicker relations (via geometry; folklore). We discussed above that these defining objects can be
reduced into ones for the smaller dimensional Grassmannian by applying certain operations. More-
over, the Pliicker relations are homogeneous and quadratic, and the inequalities that we wish to
classify in this paper are also homogeneous and quadratic. Therefore, we wonder if performing these
operations over these inequalities would also perform a similar reduction and yield a novel classifi-
cation for homogeneous inequalities that are quadratic in Pliicker coordinates over Gr=%(m, m +n).
We discover that the answer is, yes!

3. CHEVALLEY OPERATIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

We begin with the formal definition of the inequalities that we classify in this paper.
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Definition 3.1 (Homogeneous quadratic determinantal inequalities over TNN Grassmannians). Let
1 < m < n be integers, and suppose Z is an ordered finite indexing set. Suppose I, J, C [m + n]
have m elements such that the multisets I, U J, are equal for all o € Z. For real c,, we say that

(3.1) Z caAr, Ay, is nonnegative ( >0) over Gr=’(m,m+ n)
acl
provided Y 7 calr, (A)A s, (A) > 0 for all (m + n) x m real matrices A whose column space lie

in Gr=%(m, m + n). For brevity, we call 3.1)) as a quadratic inequality. To avoid confusion, we call
) as a quadratic expression when we are unsure if >, .7 caAr, Ay, > 0 over Gr="(m,m + n).

For a structured exposition, we need a refined version of the operations R, ., (which we discussed
in Section 2l and which are strongly reminiscent of cluster mutations; we shed more light on this
in Remark B.4]). We call these refined versions as the Chevalley operations. We shall see later that
these are related precisely to the Chevalley generators of the invertible totally nonnegative matrices,
hence the name.

Definition 3.2 (Chevalley operations). Let 1 < m < n be integers.

(1) Suppose I C [m + n] has m-elements. For consecutive u,v € [m + n], define

I(u,v) = {([\{U}) U{v} iHfuelandv¢lI, and

I otherwise.

(2) Let Z be an ordered finite indexing set, and let I, J, C [m + n] be m element subsets for
o € Z. For consecutive u,v € [m + n], define the Chevalley operation &, . via

Cluw) ((Ia, Ja) ta € I> = ((Ia(u,fu), Ja(u,v)) o€ I(u,v)),
where a(u,v) :={X € {l4,Jo}:ue X and v & X},
and Z(u,v):={a €T :|a(u,v) = max la(u, v)|}.

A (weaker) version of Chevalley operations appeared in a recent work of Fallat—Vishwakarma [13],
along with a question re: certain recursive nature of determinantal inequalities for totally nonneg-
ative matrices (see [I3l Question A]). Using the (stronger) Chevalley operations in Definition B.2]
we completely answer that question for quadratic determinantal inequalities over the TNN Grass-
mannian (and TNN matrices).

Theorem A (Classification of (B.I]) via Chevalley operations). Let 1 < m < n be integers; notations
in Definitions[3 1 and[F2. The inequality (B.1)) is valid if and only if for all consecutive u,v € [m+n]

(3.2) Z CaDL, (u0) A Ja(uw)y = 0 over Gr=%(m, m + n).
a€Z(u,v)

This is under the convention that the sum and product over the empty set are 0 and 1 respectively.

Remark 3.3. The Chevalley operations — defined over ordered collections of pairs of sets — naturally
extend over to the class of quadratic inequalities ([B.I). Theorem [A] shows the mechanics of this
extension: a quadratic inequality (B.I]) holds if and only if the action of all Chevalley operations on
it — via their action on the corresponding collection of pairs (I, Ju)acz — yields a valid quadratic
inequality. More precisely, for all consecutive u,v € [m + n], over Grzo(m, m+n)

(3.3) Z CaAIaAJa >0 <~ Q:(u,v) <Z CQAIQAJQ> = Z COCAIQ(%U)AJQ(%U) > 0.

ac€l a€l a€Z(u,w)
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This provides a recursive (and efficient) tool to classify quadratic inequalities of the form (B]).
Namely, a careful application of the Chevalley operations reduces the problem of classifying qua-
dratic inequalities ([B.]) over a TNN Grassmannian to such classifications over the TNN Grassman-
nian of a smaller dimension. This reduction requires the following result, which “simplifies” a given
quadratic inequality.

Theorem B (Simplification). Let 1 < m < n be integers; notations as in Definition [31. Suppose
ni=|Io\ Jal, and let @ : (1o \ Jo) U (Jo \ In) — [27] be the unique order preserving map. Define
K, = CID(Ia \ Ja) and Ly, == (ID(Ja \ Ia) for a € Z. Then inequality B1) is valid if and only if

(3.4) ZCQAKQALQ >0 over Gr=°(n,2n).
acl
Theorem [Bl removes all the redundacies, like the indices that are common in I, and J, and hence
do not contribute towards the validity of (B8.]), and yields an equivalent expression over the relevant
TNN Grassmannian. One of the main ideas in this paper is a careful and natural combination of
Theorems [Al and [B], which we encapsulate as an algorithm.

Algorithm C. Suppose an expression ([3.1)) is given that we wish to verify over Gr=°(m, m + n).

(1) Apply Theorem Bl to remove all the redundancies and obtain a simplified form of the given
quadratic expression. This gives an expression of type ([B.4) over Gr=°(n, 27).

(2) Then apply Theorem [A] for any consecutive u,v € [2n] to obtain a quadratic expression of
type B2) over Gr=%(n, 2n). In this new expression, v € Ko N Ly and u ¢ Ko U Ly, for all
a € Z(u,v).

(3) Next, one applies Theorem [B] to the expression obtained in the previous step. Since —
v € KyNLyand u € K, U Ly, for all @ € Z(u,v) — this yields an equivalent quadratic
expression over the TNN Grassmannian of the smaller dimension Gr=%(n — 1,2n — 2).

(4) In the final step to prove that the given quadratic inequality (B.I]) is valid, one needs to
verify that the quadratic expression obtained in Step (3) is valid over Gr=%(n — 1,2n — 2),
for all consecutive u,v € [2n] (chosen in Step (2)).

Remark 3.4 (Cluster mutations and Chevalley operations). We believe it would be apparent that
Step (2) to Step (4) in Algorithm [Clis precisely how Ry, acts together on (Ka)aGI and (La)aeI’
and hence on the expression ([B.4]), thus demonstrating that the “application part” of the Chevalley
operations is parallel to the action of the sequence PR of cluster mutations over the initial cluster
@1.

Sometimes the given quadratic inequality ([B.]) for m = n = 7 involves only a certain type of
Pliicker coordinates Ay, and A, . More precisely, we are referring to the ones corresponding to
principal minors in totally nonnegative matrices; we define these Pliicker coordinates.

U,V

Definition 3.5 (Pliicker coordinates for principal minors). Suppose n > 1 is an integer. The
required Pliicker coordinates (that correspond to the principal minors of  x 1 matrices) are given
by the collection:
I, ={I=PU(ln+1,2n]\ (2n+1—-P)) : P C [n]}.
To address the required composition of the Chevalley operations (in the next result) we also define:
u* :=2n+1—u forall wue[2n.

(We shall later see that these elements of Z,, correspond precisely to the determinantal inequalities
over 7 X 7 totally nonnegative matrices involving only the principal submatrices — see (4.0)).)

In light of Algorithm [C] an immediate question is to refine it for quadratic inequalities over
Gr=%(n, 2n) that involve Pliicker coordinates from Z, so that the inequality obtained in Step (3) of
Algorithm [C] involves Pliicker coordinates from Z, for 7/ < 7. Our next result (with Theorem [B)
yields this refinement.
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Theorem D. Let n > 1 be an integer, and suppose I is an ordered finite indexing set. Suppose
I, Jo € I, are such that the multisets I, U J, are equal for all o € Z. Then for cq € R,

(3.5) ZCQAIQAJQ >0 over Grzo(n, 2n)
a€l

if and only if the composite operation &« ,+0&, ) applied on BA) via B.3) yields a valid inequality
for all consecutive u,v € [n+1]. That is, if J := (Z(u,v))(v*,u*), Ko = (Ia(u,v))(v*,u*), and
Lo = (Ja(u,v)) (v*,u*), for all o € J, then BA) is valid if and only if

(3.6) Z calr, AL, >0 over Gr=°(n,2n).
aceJ

Moreover, J = Z(u,v), and Ko, Lo € Z,) for all o € J.

Remark 3.6. Theorem [D] asserts that an expression of the form (B3] is valid if and only if the
action of composite Chevalley operations €, ,«) © €, ) over it yields valid inequalities. More

precisely, > c7caA1, Ay, >0 over Gr=%(n,2n) if and only if

Q:(m,u*) © Q:(u,v) <Z COZAIQAJa) = Z CQA(IQ(“’”)) (”*’“*)A(Ja(“v”)) (v*,u*) 20
aEl a€ (Z(uw)) (v* ur)

over Gr=%(n, 2n), for all consecutive u,v € [ + 1]. One may notice a striking difference between
Theorem [A] (for m = n = 7)) and Theorem [Dl The m = n = 7 version of Theorem [A]states that there
are exactly 27— 1 quadratic expressions (corresponding to each consecutive pair u, v € [27]) that one
needs to verify to validate the given quadratic expression. However, if the given quadratic expression
involves only the Pliicker coordinates corresponding to the principal minors (Definition B3] then
Theorem [Dl states that there are only n + 1 quadratic expressions to verify for the validation. This
results in the following refinement of Algorithm

Algorithm E. Suppose the quadratic expression over Gr=(n,2n) obtained in Step (1) of Algo-
rithm [C] only involves Pliicker coordinates from Z,,.

(2") Then apply Theorem [Dl for any consecutive u,v € [+ 1] to obtain a quadratic expression
B6). In this new expression, v,u* € K, N Ly and u,v* & K, U L, for all a € Z(u,v).

(3') Since v,u* € Ko N Ly and u,v* € K, U Ly, for all @« € Z(u,v) in the obtained expression,
applying Theorem [B] over it yields a quadratic expression either over

Gr=%(n — 1,2n — 2) with all Pliicker coordinates from Z,_1 if {u,v} = {n,n+ 1}, and
Gr=%(n — 2,2n — 4) with all Pliicker coordinates from T,—2 otherwise.

(4') And finally, similar to the last step in Algorithm [C] one needs to verify if the quadratic
expression obtained in step (3') is valid, but this time, for all consecutive u,v € [+ 1],
unlike the general case in Algorithm [C] where one had to run over all consecutive u,v € [27].

Theorem [D] (and so Algorithm [E]) leads to a novel result for quadratic inequalities of type (3.5)).
This involves a certificate via nonnegativity of sums of coefficients ¢, o € Z, corresponding to
the 321-avoiding involutions in S, (which can be identified with a subclass of the Temperley—Lieb
immanants). We shall discuss this in Subsection .11 As we mentioned earlier, this is followed by
two other applications: a new proof of the log-supermodularity of Pliicker coordinates, and a novel
proof of the Barrett—Johnson inequality for TNN matrices. All of these applications are based on
the structure of the Chevalley operations, a reminiscent of cluster mutations.
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4. APPLICATIONS OF CHEVALLEY OPERATIONS

In this section we demonstrate connections and applicability of Chevalley operations with other
well-known notions and results in total positivity, beginning with the Temperley—Lieb immanants.

4.1. Sums over 321-avoiding permutations & involutions. The classification of quadratic in-
equalities ([B.I)) can also be obtained via the Temperley—Lieb immanants idea of Rhoades and Skan-
dera [48] — see Soskin—Vishwakarma [54] for the required reformulation. In this section we present
the connection between Temperley—Lieb immanants and our classification of (3.1) via Chevalley
operations. We recall Temperley—Lieb immanants and how they are fundamental in classifying
quadratic inequalities (B3.1]).

Recall that a real polynomial p(x) in matrix entries x = (z;;) is called totally nonnegative
(TNN) provided p(x) > 0 whenever x = (z;;) is a totally nonnegative matrix. Littlewood [36] and
Stanley [55] introduced the notion of immanants: suppose f : S,, — C, and define f-immanant to
be the polynomial

(4.1) Immy(x) = Z fw)z1 ;- Trw, € C[x].
’LUES'!L
Fix ¢ € C; consider the Temperley—Lieb algebra T,,(£) over C generated by t1,...,t,—1 subject to:
t?zfti, fori=1,...,n—1,
titit; = ti, if i —j] =1,
tit; = tity,  if [i—j] > 2.
(This is also defined as the quotient of the Hecke algebra H,(¢).) The “monoid” B,, generated by
t1,...,tn—1 subject to the aforementioned relations forms the standard basis of T},(§). One of the
ways to see these basis elements is to look at all 321-avoiding permutation in S,, and replace each
s; > t;. This identification leads to their identification with Kauffman diagrams. A Kauffman
diagram is a matching on a 2n-cycle such that the edges do not intersect and lie inside the convex
hull generated by the vertices of the 2n-cycle.
Now consider the isomorphism T},(2) = C[S,]/(1 + s1 + s2 + s182 + $281 + s15251) [14,26150] via
(4.2) 0 :C[S,] = Tn(¢) with s; & t; — 1.
Define the following function corresponding to each basis element in 7 € B,,,

(4.3) fr:Sn = C with ww— coefficient of 7 in o(w),

and extend it linearly over C[S,]. Finally, define the Temperley—Lieb immanants as
Imm;(x) := Immy (x) = Z fr(W)z1w, - Tnaw,, where x= ()i
wGSn

Rhoades—Skandera [48] showed that Temperley—Lieb immanants are a basis of the space
(4.4) spang{det xp g det xpe g | P,Q C [n] with |P| = |Q|}

and that they are TNN. In fact, these are the extreme rays of the cone of TNN immanants.
Theorem 4.1 (Rhoades—Skandera [48]). Given a function f : S, — R, the immanant

(4.5) Imm¢(x) = Z cp,gdetxp g det xpe ge

P.QC[n)

|P|=[Q|
1s TNN if and only if it is a nonnegative linear combination of Temperley—Lieb immanants. More-
over, each det xp g det Xpec g is the sum of Temperley—Lieb immanants that correspond to Kauffman
diagrams with edges connecting elements of P U Q¢ and P°U Q on the 2n-cycle.
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Theorem [Tl can be applied in identifying quadratic inequalities (3.1)) when m = n and I,NJ, = 0.
Recall that the TNN matrices sit inside in the TNN Grassmannian:

(4.6) {all n x m TNN matrices} < Gr=%(m,m +n) where A A:= <Mf/1 >
0

with Wy := (’wij) = ((—1)i+1 . 5j7m_i+1)m

i jo1r e Wwij = (1)1 if j =m —i+ 1, and 0 otherwise.

This yields a one-to-one correspondence between the minors of A and the maximal minors of A via
det Apq = det Ay ;) = Af(A) where I := PU{m+n+1—j|j € [m]\Q} forall P C [n],Q C [m]
with |P| = |Q|. This along with the projective geometry of the Grassmannian provides us with
the following equivalence between inequalities that are quadratic in minors of TNN matrices and
inequalities that are quadratic in Pliicker coordinates over the TNN Grassmannian.

Theorem 4.7 (Soskin—Vishwakarma [54]). Let 1 < m < n be integers, and suppose sets P; C [n]
and Q; C [m] with |P;| = |Q;|, fori=1,2. Let cp, 0, ,p,.Q, = 1,7 € R, where each
I=PU{m+n+1—jljem\Qi} and J=PoU{m+n+1—j|je[m]\Qa}.

Then the following three inequalities are equivalent:

Z CPy,Q1,P2,Q2 det AP17Q1 det APz,Qz >0 VApxm TNN.
P1,Q1,P2,Q2

ZCLJA](Z)AJ(Z) > 0 VAnxm TNN.
1,J

ZC[’JA[AJZO over  Gr=%(m,m +n).
1,J

The correspondence between the inequalities in Theorem 7 is compatible with the Temperley—
Lieb immanant idea.

Theorem 4.2 (Rhoades—Skandera [48], Soskin—Vishwakarma [54]). Suppose I runs over n-element
subsets of [2n], and c; € R. Then

(4.8) ZCIAIAIC >0 over Gr=%(n,2n)
1

if and only if Y ; crA1(X)Are(X) is a nonnegative linear combination of Temperley—Lieb immanants,
where x = (xj);;_y and X is as in (L6). Moreover, we have for each I that

(4.9) A[R)ARX) = ) bImm.(x),

TeBn

where by = 1 if each edge in the Kauffman diagram of T connects elements from I and I¢, and 0
otherwise.

Starting from our classification in Theorem [Aland Theorem [Bl we obtain a certificate for ([B) in
terms of the sums of coefficients (¢ )acz Over 321-avoiding permutations; which identify with the
Temperley—Lieb immanants.

Definition 4.3 (321-avoiding permutations). Suppose 7 > 1. A permutation w € S,. w € S, is
called 321-avoiding if there do not exist i < j < k € [n] such that w(k) < w(j) < w(i).

It is well known that the 321-avoiding permutations are identified with Dyck words. A Dyck word
of semilength 7 is a word in 7 occurrences of the character ( and 7 occurrences of the character )
such that at each point in it the number of occurrences of ( is weakly more than that of ). Dyck
words naturally define certain collection of partitions of [25] via consecutive integers.
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Definition 4.4 (Partitions compatible with 321-avoiding permutations). Suppose n > 1 is an
integer.
(1) Let I be a set of integers. We call distinct u,v € I consecutive in I if for all w € I such
that either v < w < wv or v < w < w then either w = u or w = v.
(2) Let I be a set of 2 integers. Consider partitions P of I that are defined via

P = {{uj,vj} cuj,vj € I for j € [77]}
provided ug, vy, are consecutive in I\u?;ll{uj, vj} for all k € [n], and U?Zl{uj, vj} = I, where
we define U?Zl{uj,vj} := (). Considering the well-known bijection between 321-avoiding

permutations and Dyck words, it is reasonable to call the collection of all such partitions P
as partitions compatible with 321-avoiding permutations.

We can also infer now that the number of such partitions P compatible with 321-avoiding per-

mutations is the 7-th Catalan number C), := nTll (27;7)

Definition 4.5 (For sums over 321-avoiding permutations). Let 1 < m < n be integers and suppose
7 is a finite indexing set. Let I, J, C [m+n] be m element subsets such that the multisets I, U J,,
are equal, for all & € Z. Suppose I := (Ia U Ja) \ (Ia N Ja), and let P := {{uj,vj} D ug,v €
Iforj=1,... 17} denote a partition of I compatible with a 321-avoiding permutation of S, where
2n := |I|. Define

Z(P) = {a€Z:{u;,v;} NIy #0 and {uj,vj} NJ, #0, for all j € [n]}.

Now we are ready for the first application of Theorem [Al This involves a collection of sums
over 321-avoiding permutations (which identify with the Temperley—Lieb immanants) and includes
a classification obtained for homogeneous quadratic inequalities over totally nonnegative matrices
due to Rhoades—Skandera [48].

Theorem F (Classification via sums over 321-avoiding permutations). Let 1 < m < n be integers;
notation as in Definitions[31] and[{.3 The quadratic inequality (3.1)) is valid if and only if

(4.10)

Z ca =0 for all partitions P of I compatible with a 321-avoiding permutation in S,,.
a€Z(P)

Theorem [F gives the certificate for (3.1]) via exactly C,, = ﬁ (27;7) many sums of coefficients (ca)a e

The proof given by Rhoades—Skandera [48] involves the construction of totally nonnegative matri-
ces for the wiring diagrams of each 321-avoiding permutation, which also refer to the Temperley—Lieb
immanants. Our proof is an application of Chevalley operations by Theorem [Al We introduce some

notation:

Definition 4.6 (Certain composite Chevalley operations). Let 1 < m < n be integers; notations
in Definitions B.1] and We define a compositive Chevalley operation that depends on P :=
(1o, Jo)aeT, SO we denote it by QZD_ ) and define it in the following steps:

(1) Suppose u # v € [m + n], and define
¢ — Q:(v—l,v) Or--0 Q:(u+1,u+2) o Q:(u,u+1) if u <w,
(w0) Q:(v—l—l,v) ©---0 Q:(u—l,u—2) o Q:(u,u—l) if u>w.

(2) Now suppose u < v are consecutive in I := (I, U J,) \ (I N Ja), and consider all indices
u<r; <ry<---<ry <wvsuch that each r; € I, N J,. Define the following composition of
Chevalley operations:

Q:P ) - Q:P {?(va) if {T’j} = @, and

(vyu) - (u,v) = Q:(u—l_km) o E(rk,u-‘,-k—l) 0+++0 E(Tg,u-l-l) o E(Tl,u) otherwise.
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We are now ready for the next proof.

Proof of Theorem[El. Suppose Py := (I, Jo)acz- One can see that for a consecutive pair u,v in
(IaUJy) \ (I N Jy), the application of (’:P{U) on (B yields an inequality of the form (BI), say for

(u
parameters (Lg?), éz))aez(z), which satisfy

(12 U TP\ (IR AT = (L U Ju) \ (T 01 a)| — 2.

Suppose P := {{u1,v1},...,{uy,vy}} is a partition of I := (Io U Jy) \ (o N Jo) compatible with a
321-avoiding permutation of S,, where 27 := |I;|. Corresponding to each of these partitions P, we
define compositions of Chevalley operations via

Q:P = Q:Pn O - OQ:ZDull,vl)

(“m”n)

where Py, := (L& ), J(g )) acz(®) is the parameter for the inequality obtained by operating ¢(
Q:(u v1
follows via Theorems [Aland [Bl since each acz(P) Ca corresponds to the action of €p over BI). O

Uk — lvk 1)

) on the inequality with parameter P; = (I, Ja)acz, for k = 2,...,n. Theorem [E] now

The second application of Chevalley operations yields a novel result. Here we consider a smaller
class of ([B.I]) with m = n such that the Pliicker coordinates I, J, € Z,, (see Definition B.5]). These
inequalities essentially refer to quadratic matrix determinantal inequalities that involve only the
principal minors. Recall that in Theorem [[] we classify all quadratic inequalities, and we do this
via a set of nonnegativity conditions, each corresponding to a 321-avoiding permutation. Therefore,
if we consider classifying a smaller class of quadratic inequalities (in which I,,J, € Z,) then
expecting a smaller collection of nonnegativity conditions is natural. We show that this subclass of
all nonnegativity conditions refer to partitions P that are compatible with 321-avoiding involutions
(compared to all 321-avoiding permutations required in Theorem [E]).

Definition 4.7 (321-avoiding involutions). Suppose n > 1. A 321-avoiding permutation w € S, is

called a 321-avoiding involution if it satisfies w™! = w.

It is well known that the 321-avoiding involutions are identified with Dyck words of semilength
7 that are symmetric about the center of the word. The number of these is given by (M7/72 J)'

Theorem G (A classification via sums over 321-avoiding involutions). Let n,n > 1 be integers
and suppose T is an ordered finite indexing set. Suppose I, Jo € I, (Definition[3.3) such that the
multisets I,V J,, are equal, for all o € I. Suppose I := (I, U Jy) \ (Ia N Jy) and 2n := |I|. Then for
ca € R,

(4.11) ZCQAIQAJQ >0 over Gr=%n,2n),
acl

if and only if

(4.12) Z ca >0 for all partitions P of I compatible with a 321-avoiding involution in S,
a€Z(P)

Remark 4.8 (The novel refinement in Theorem [G)). We believe Theorem [Gl is a novel result.
Furthermore, it raises an interesting question about a certain subspace of the span of Temperley—
Lieb immanants (on which we elaborate in Section [0).

Proof of Theorem [G. Following Definition [£.6] define EZ, ) Q:(

u*)
whenever u,v and u*,v* are simultaneously consecutive in (I, U Jy) \

Q:ZD ) for P := (Ion J )a€Z7

o
(Io N Jy). One can see that
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for a consecutive pair u,v € I := {1 < --- < loy}, E@v) applied on ([£IT)) yields an inequality of
the form (4.I1), say for parameters (Lg?), J&Z))aez(g) such that

((IaUda) \ e NJa)| =4 if {u, v} # {€y, £y41}, and

’( a a )\( a a )’ ’([auja)\(jaﬂja)‘—Q otherwise.

Suppose P := {{uq,v1},...,{uy,vy}} is a partition of I compatible with a 321-avoiding involution
in S,. Corresponding to each such partition, we define compositions of Chevalley operations via

. ¢Pn L P1
Cp:= Q:(“nﬂ’n) © © (u1,v1)
k) (k) . . . . . Pr_1
where Py, := (1o, Ja ') qeztr is the parameter for the inequality obtained by operating ¢(uk71 Vk1)
.ogh on Py := (I, Jo)acz, for k =2,...,n. Since P corresponds to a 321-avoiding involution,

(u1,v1)

{uj,v;} € P if and only if {u},v;} € P, for all j € [g]. Therefore, the resultant of the composite
operation immediately above can also be obtained as a resultant of the composite operation given

by
Q:Q :Q:,Pn/* OQ:Pn / o"'oQ:Plr* ,* OQ:Pl

(ul,*0l,*) (ul,,v7,) u) "l ") (uf v]

- —Py —P1
) = St @0 Gt o)

where the elements in @ = {{u},v{}, {u}", v} R /A (/AN } are exactly those of P,
but in a different order, and it may in fact be possible that () is a multiset. Nevertheless, Theorem

follows via Theorems [D] and [B], since each > ez (P) Ca Tefers to acting €q over (ELII). O

Remark 4.9 (Chevalley operations and Lam’s Grassmann analogue of Temperley—Lieb immanants).
Lam [33}34] discussed the Grassmann analogue of Temperley—Lieb immanants by considering partial
noncrossing pairings; see for instance [33] Subsection 4.2] for details. The sums over 321-avoiding
permutations and involutions (in Theorems [F] and [G)) can also be seen as sums over these partial
noncrossing pairings and its subclass of “symmetric” partial noncrossing pairings, respectively.

4.2. Log-supermodularity of Pliicker coordinates. It is well known that every point in Grzo(m, m+
n) can be represented by a network, and that Gr=°(m, m+n) decomposes into positroid cells. These
positroid cells can be indexed by any of Grassmann necklaces, bounded affine permutations, and
positroids. (See [33,[47] for details.) We focus on positroids here. A positroid is defined

for each V € Gr=(m,m + n) via My := {I C [m + n] with m-elements such that A;(V) # 0}.
For I ={iy < -+ <im},J :={j1 <+ < jm} C[m+ n|, define binary operations
max([,J) := {max(ix, ji) : k € [m]} and min(I,J) := {min(ig,jx) : k € [m]}.

The main results in this subsection are due to Lam [33]. The proofs by Lam were of a combinatorial
spirit via his Grassmann analog of Temperley—Lieb immanants, while the ones we present are
different and using the structure of Chevalley operations akin to cluster mutations.

Theorem H. Each My forms a distributive lattice for the binary operations (max, min).
Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove the following inequality for all m-element subsets I, J C [m + n]:
(4.13) ArA < Anin(1,0)Amax(1,7)  Over Gr=%(m, m + n).

Claim 1: The unions with multiplicities I U J = max(/,J) U min(7, J).

Every element with multiplicity 1 in I U J obviously appears in exactly one of max(I,J) and
min(/,J). Suppose p € I N J and call the p € I as p; and the p € J as p;. It can be seen that
if either p; = max(ig, jx),ps = max(i;, ;) or py = min(ig, jx),ps = min(i;, 5;) then k = [. This
completes this proof.
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Suppose 2n = [(IUJ)\(INJ)|, and let @ : (IUJ)\ (INJ) — [2n] be the unique order preserving
map. Consider

(4.14) Ag(n\(107) Do\ (107) < Ad(min(T\(107) Dsmax(1 )\ gy over  Gr=(n, 2n).

In light of Theorem Bl (£I3) and (#I4) are simultaneously true.

Claim 2: f K :==®(I\ (INJ))and L :=®(J\ (I NJ)) then min(K, L) = ®(min(L,J) \ (I NJ))
and max(K, L) = ®(max(I,J) \ (I NJ)).

This follows using a similar argument as in Claim 1, since ® is order preserving.

Therefore, henceforth we assume that m = n and I NJ = () in (£I4). We need to now show that
for arbitrary consecutive integers u,v € [2m], the action of the Chevalley operation &, on (£14)
yields a valid inequality.

Case 1: u,v € [ and u € max([,J),v € min(Z, J), or v € min(I, J),v € max(1, J).
The expression obtained after applying &, .,y over (£.14)) is of the form 0 < Ay (7,7)(u,0) Amax(1,7) (u,0) 5
which is valid.

Case 2: ue I,v € J and u € max(/,J),v € min(I,J), or u € min(Z, J),v € max(I, J).
The expression obtained after applying &, .y on (£14) is of the form

(415) AI(u,v)AJ(u,v) < Amin([,J)(u,v) Amaux(I,J)(u,v) = Amin([(u,v),J(u,v))Amaux([(u,v),](u,v))'
Using an argument similar to Claim 2, one can see that ([@I5]) over Gr(m,2m) is equivalent to
(4.16) A[/AJ/ < Amin(]’,]’)Amax(I’,J’) over Gr(m - 1, 2m — 2)
where I = (¢},...,i, 1), J' = (4},...,j,_1) with
-/ Zk lf Zk < U, -/ jk lf Zk < U7
=9 P and jp =<" e
ip—2 if i > u, g —2 if jp > .

Case 3: u € I,v € J and u,v € max([,J), or u,v € min(1, J).
Since u, v are consecutive, this case is not possible.

To summarize the arguments above: we proved that the action of any €, ,) over [L.14] either
yields an exprresion which is trivially valid (Case 1), or an expression of the form (AI4) itself in
the smaller TNN Grassmannian (Case 2). In addition, it is easy to see that (£I4) trivially holds
form =n=1as I = {1}, J = {2} and min(I,J) = {1}, max(I,J) = {2}. Therefore, by
induction, inequality (ZI6) holds over Gr=%(m — 1,2m — 2), and so the expression ([I4) is valid.
This completes the proof. O

Now we discuss the log-supermodularity. Define a positroid cell
for each V € Gr=2%(m,m + n) via gy, >0 == {W € Gr2%(m,m+n) : My = MV}.
It is well known that
for all W,V € Gr=%(m,m +n) either Ty w0 =y 50 o Ty 0 N g, 50 = 0,
and Gr=%(m,m +n) = UVeGrEO(m,m+n)HMv,>0'

Moreover, each positroid cell can be identified by certain minimal plabic graphs, which in turn are
identifiable via bounded affine permutations induced by certain zig-zag paths on the minimal plabic
graphs. We refer the reader to [33/47] for the details. Here we focus on the positroids of the positroid
cells.

Theorem [H] shows that each positroid (My, max, min) forms a distributive lattice. This has an
immediate corollary regarding the log-supermodularity of Pliicker coordinates over each positroid.
Suppose (£,V,A) is a distributive lattice. We call a function f : £L — R supermodular provided



14 PRATEEK KUMAR VISHWAKARMA

flevy)+ f(xAv) > f(z)+ f(y) for all z,y € L. A function g : L — R+ is called log-supermodular
if log g is supermodular. An immediate consequence of Theorem [H]is the following.

Corollary I. For W € Ilaq, >0 with each Ap > 0, the map I — Ap(W) is log-supermodular on
My

Corollary [ has several other applications. For one, it implies the “numerical” part of the main
2007 result of Lam—Postnikov—Pylyavskyy. More precisely, in [35, Theorem 11|, the authors show the
following numerical result (which they also upgrade to Schur positivity for generalized Jacobi-Trudi
matrices).

Theorem 4.17 (Lam—Postnikov—Pylyavskyy [35]). Let n,k > 1 be integers, and suppose P,Q, R, S
be k-element subsets of [n]. Then we have

det AP,Q det AR,S < det Amax(P,R),max(Q,S) det Amin(P,R),min(Q,S)
for all n x n generalized Jacobi—Trudi matrices A (more generally, for all TNN matrices A).

Proof. Use (A.6) to transform the inequality in Theorem L. IT7into (ZI3)). Now apply Corollary[[l O

Theorem [£17] is a powerful result, with many consequences, e.g. Okounkov’s log-concavity con-
jecture [45] for skew Schur polynomials — numerically, i.e. when evaluated in finitely many variables
on the positive orthant.

We end this part by mentioning another application of the log-supermodularity in Corollary [Il

Theorem 4.18 (Khare-Tao [32]). See [3Z] for notations; let n > 1 be an integer and suppose A 2
are two partitions. Then the Schur polynomial ratio

S yUl,..., U
M, Uly--'vune(o’oo)
su(ul7..-7u’n)

1s non-decreasing in each variable. More generally, let A > p > 0 be real tuples, then the map
)\.
det(ui’)ij=1

det(u; )2,y

u+— u € (0,00)%
1s non-decreasing in each variable, where SQ denotes ordered n-tuples with pairwise distinct coordi-
nates in S.

This theorem was used to (perhaps surprisingly) obtain sharp quantitative estimates for classes
of polynomials preserving positive semidefinite matrices of a fixed size, when applied entrywise. The
result follows (by the quotient rule for differentiation!) from:

Proposition 4.10 (Khare-Tao [32]). Let n > 1 be an integer and suppose X\ 2 u are two partitions.
Fiz scalars uq, ..., up—1 € (0,00), and define

) == sa(ut, ..., up_1,7)
and similarly define f,(x). Then the polynomial f, f} — f,:fA has nonnegative real coefficients.

As explained in Khare-Tao, Proposition 10l is (modulo some bookkeeping) a straightforward
consequence of Corollary [l / Lam [33].

4.3. Ordering the induced character immanants. A weakly decreasing positive integer se-
quence A := (Aq,..., ) is called a partition of n if \y 4+ - -+ + Ay = n; denote this by A - n. Recall
the definition of an f-immanant in (@I). Given a partition A - n, suppose x*» = sgn ng is the
induced sign character, where Sy is the Young subgroup of S,, indexed by A. The induced character
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x* yields the induced character immanant, the simple formula for which is given by Littlewood-
Merris—Watkins [36],41]:

Immxx(x) = Z detxy, 1, ...detxy, 1, for x = (Zij)nxn
(Ily"'vlf)
where A = (A1,...,A¢) F n and the sum is over all pairwise disjoint subsets I; C [n| with |I;| = ;.

Define a partial order < on partitions of n via the majorization order (padding partitions by trailing
zeros to equalize their lengths) A = (A1,..., \;) < = (p1,..., ps) provided Y 7 _; Ap < D7 py for
all j. Due to the works of Barrett—Johnson [3] and Skandera—Soskin [53], we know that majorization
yields a partial order on induced character immanants,

1 —1
(4.19) A = <)\1 n )\> Imm,x(4) > (,Ul n ,u> Imm, . (A)

for all A, «,, real positive semidefinite and totally nonnegative matrices. We provide a new proof of
(£I9)) for totally nonnegative matrices using Chevalley operations. It is known that if A < p then
there exists a sequence of partitions A =: dg < 61 = --- =X J;, := p such that each pair d;, ;41 differs
only at two coordinates. Therefore the key step in this proof is to show ([£I9) for A = (k,n — k)
and p=(k+1,n—k—1)forall k =0,1,...,|n/2] — 1. We reformulate this result via the following
definition.

Definition 4.11. Suppose n > 3 is an integer, and let k = 0,1,...,|n/2| — 1. Define
Lo :={l:=PU([n+1,2n]\ 2n+1—P)) : P C [n] and |P| = k}.

Using ([@.6]) and Theorem [£.7] we state a result that is equivalent to (£19) for A = (k,n — k) and
uw=(k+1,n—Fk—1) for all k. We provide its proof via Chevalley operations (which is akin to
cluster mutations compared to combinatorial proof(s) in [53]).

Theorem J. Suppose n > 3; notations as in Definition[{.11l For all k =0,1,...,[n/2| —1,

1 —1
(4.20) (Z) Z ArApr < (k’j— 1> Z AjArc  over Grzo(n, 2’1’L).

IET, & 1€, kv

Proof. Recall Definition 3.5 and observe that 7, ,Z, x+1 € Z,. Theorem [Dl implies that inequal-
ity (20) holds if and only if the action of composite operation €g« ,+) o €,y on ([A20), for
all consecutive u,v € [n + 1], yields a valid inequality. First we address the cases when k > 1.

€ (v u) © €(uw) applied on [A20) yields

1
(4.21) @] > A1 (u,0)) (0% %) A (I (w,0)) (07 )
k) 1e(Z, 1 (u,0)) (0% u*)
1
< ) > A1 (u0)) (0 ur ) A1 (u,0) (0% u7)
k+1

Ie(Zp kg1 (u,0)) (v*u*)

where (Z,, 1,(u, v))(v*, u*) refers to those k element subsets P (Definition EETT]) such that either u € P
and v € P or v € P and u ¢ P. Similarly (Z,, y+1(u,v))(v*, u*) refers to those k+ 1 element subsets
P such that either u € Pand v ¢ Porwv e P and u & P.

Case 1: u,v € [n]. We write ([£20) for n’ =n —2 and ¥ =k — 1:

(4.22) (nfz) > AIAIcg(n%z) > AAr over GrZ(n—2,2n—4).
k=1) I€T,_o 1 k ) IeT, oy
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. e 2 . . .
Since k < § — 1 we have % . ”nfkl > 52”_—4 > 1. Using this, [@22]) is appended, and we have

k-‘rl n—k

1
VTN Z ArApre < —— ) Z ArApe < ) Z ArApe.
(k—l) I€Zy, 251 ( I€Z, o ( k I€T, o
This implies,
k+1 | n—k
(n—lr)zlgn%?l AfAe <A __nok Z ArAge
k=1 ( k ) 1€, o

1
—_— ArApr < ArApe
n—2, - n—
<~ n(n— 1) (n 2) ZIEI k—1 I=r - n(n 1) 2 Z 12T

k(n=k) (k+1)7(n—k—1)( k) 1€, o
1
(4.23— ) Lret, oy Drbre S ) > AAr over Grol(n—2,2n —4).
* k1) 1€T, ),

Using Theorems [B] and [D] we can see that inequality (£.21)) is equivalent to inequality (£.23).
Case 2: u,v € {n,n + 1}. We write (m) forn=n—1land ¥ =k —1:

(nil) Z ArAfe < ( ) Z ArAre over Gr=%(n —1,2n —2).
k

k—=1) IeZ,, _ 1,k—1 IeZ, 1,k
Since % 1, the inequality just above is appended,
1 1
Y, A< —5 > AARS > AAf
(k—l) I€Zy 1 k-1 ( k ) I€Z, 1 ( ) I€T, 1k
This gives us
k+1
1 k
ﬁ Elel—n—l,k—l ArAre < (n—l) Z ArAre
o k) I€T, 1y
1
1
< w ZIEZ"*l,k71 AIAIC S m Z AIAIC
AR ®HD\ & ) 1T, 14
1

(4.24) = ﬁ ) P NA VAV S o) > AAr over GrZ(n—1,2n-2).
k k+1) 1€T,, 11

Using Theorems [Bl and [D] one can see that (£21]) and ([£24]) are equivalent.

Case 1 and Case 2 (inductively and trivially!) prove (£20]) for k£ = 0. After this, one may proceed
inductively to prove ([@20) for k =1,2,..., via Case 1 and Case 2 discussed above. O

5. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

Henceforth, we use I to denote the identity matrix, and E, , to refer to the elementary matrix
with 1 at (u,v) position, and zero otherwise. The sizes of the matrices will be obvious from the
context or otherwise stated. We respectively use R>o and R4 to denote the nonnegative and positive
real numbers. We begin with the following well known theorem in total positivity.

Theorem 5.1 (Loewner [37], Whitney [57], Berenstein-Fomin-Zelevinsky [4]). Let m > 2, and
consider

(5 (x)

— . / . m
W= (Wjk)1<j<m-1<k<m-1 € Ry, whi= (Wi )i<jcm-1j<k<m—1 € Ry, di= (dj)igjom € RY.
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Define m x m matrices A for all (w,w’,d) € RTZ via

m—1 J 1 m—1
(5.2) A=Aw,w,d) =] JI O+wisBerre) [[ TI O+ )y iBrnsr) D
j=1 k=m—1 g=m—1 k=j

where D = diag(dy,...,dn). The map (B.2) defines a diffeomorphism
(5.3) U RT’Q — {m x m totally positive matrices} wvia (w,w d) AR A(w,w',d).

Moreover, the factors in (5.2) can be shuffled in any arbitrary manner for the corresponding diffeo-
morphism W in (B.3) to exist. Furthermore, a real matric Ay xm is nonsingular totally nonnegative

if and only if it has the (shuffled) form of ([&2) for (w,w’,d) € R(Z%) X R(Z%J) x R Finally, the

collection of m x m nonsingular totally nonnegative matrices is dense in the set of m x m totally
nonnegative matrices, and so is the collection of all m x m totally positive matrices.

We now prove the Grassmann analogue of Theorem [5.Il One may refer to Lam [33] for the
combinatorial treatment of this analogue. Here we prove it according to our requirements using
Theorem 5.1l We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Let 1 < m < n be integers, and suppose V € Gr>0(m, m+n). Then every Aimyn)xm
with columns that span V is of the form

=0
A= AQ,P.M) = Q o) |m
Wo

where Q (m4n)x(m+n) 15 totally nonnegative, My yxm is real nonsingular, and P, x, is a permutation
matriz such that PT (Im O)T

s 1S totally nonnegative.

Proof. All minors of A of maximal size have the same sign. Therefore, there exists an invertible

M, 5m such that A = (BT W(;f )T M, and B is n x m totally positive. We rewrite this factorization
as

I,
A= <(Bn><m O)nanan 0n><m> PTTXTL<O> M y
nxm mxm:
Omxn L ) (mtn)x (metn) W,

(m+n)xm

(B 0)P Opxm
Om><n Im

As required @ := (

tation matrix such that PT (Im O)T

nx

> is totally nonnegative, M is nonsingular, and P is a permu-

. is totally nonnegative. This completes the proof. ([l

It is a known fact that Gr>%(m,m + n) is dense in Gr=°(m,m 4 n) (see for instance [54]). With
this and Lemma [5.4]in hand, next we obtain a dense subset of Gr=°(m, m +n) which is nice enough
to prove our main results stated in Section Bl

Lemma 5.5. Suppose 1 < m < n are integers, and let V € Gr”%(m, m +n). Then for every A with
column wvectors that span V, there exists a nonsingular totally nonnegative matriz T, diagonal ma-
trices D := diag(dy,...,dy,) and L := diag(¢, ..., 4y,) with each dy, ¢, > 0, and a real nonsingular
M such that

pPT D
the Frobenius norm HA -T 0 M 1s arbitrarily small

LWy

F
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where Ppyy is a permutation matriz such that PT (Im O)T 1s totally nonnegative. In fact, we

nxm
either can have T =1, orT = H;?:l (I + ij(uj,Uj)) for some integer k > 1 with each w; > 0 and
U; € {Uj + 1}.

Proof. Consider the form of A := A(Q,P,M) in Lemma [5.4] and, using Theorem [l pick an
invertible totally nonnegative matrix 7" approximating (. This 7/ = T'D’ where D’ is a positive
definite diagonal matrix, and either T'=Tor T = H?:1 (I+ ij(ujﬂ,j)) for some integer k > 1, with
each w; > 0 and u; € {vj = 1}. We obtain that the Frobenius norm

(PO (7 () (" (5))

Wo F Wo Wo F
pT L
< HQ — T/H F 0 M|| 1is arbitrarily small.
Wo F
This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.1. The projective geometry of the Grassmannian together with the “density” Lemma [5.5]
assert that it is sufficient to prove (B.1)) for all V € Gr=°(m,m+n) that are spanned by the columns
of matrices

pT D
A=A(T,P,D,L):=T 0
LW,

where T' = H?:l I+ ij(ujmj)) for some integer £ > 0 (assuming 7' = I when k£ = 0) with each
w; > 0 and u; € {vj+1}, D and L positive definite diagonal matrices, and P, x,, is any permutation

matrix such that P7 (Im O)T is totally nonnegative.
We are now ready to prove our first main result.

Proof of Theorem [4l Suppose u,v € [m + n] are consecutive, and define
Fr(A) =) calr, (DAL (A) and Gz (A) = D caliy(u) (A, (A)
acl a€Z(u,v)
for all test matrices A := A(T, P, D, L) in Remark [5.11
(=) Suppose B is valid. Then Fr(A) > 0 for all A:= A(T,P,D, L) in Remark 5.1l Consider
B = (I + wE(um))A for w > 0 and u,v € [m + n] consecutive

such that €, ,) changes the parameters (Z, I, J,) for some a € Z; see Definition Then B
belongs to the test matrices in Remark 5.1l Using the Cauchy—Binnet formula we compute the
maximal minors of B in terms of maximal minors of A:

A(B) = Ar(A) +wAjpp)(A) ifuecTandv g, and
2 A (A) otherwise.
This gives

Fr(A) + wGz(y (A) if maxyer |a(u,v)] =1, and

Fr(B) =
z(5) {FZ(A) +oe w2GI(u,U) (A) if maxger |a(u,v)| = 2.

Since Fz(B) > 0 for all w > 0, we must have G'z(,,)(A) > 0 for all test matrices A in Remark 5.1l
This completes the proof of the forward implication.



CHEVALLEY OPERATIONS ON TNN GRASSMANNIANS 19

(«<=) It is not difficult to see that for all possibilities other than m =n, I,NJy =0, and I, U J, =
[2m], the converse follows from the forward implication itself. So we assume that m = n, I,NJ, = 0,
and I,UJ, = [2m]. This implies that the admissible permutation matrices P in Remark [5.1]can only
be the identity matrix. Therefore, we assume Gz, .)(A) > 0 for all test matrices A := A(T, I, D, L)
in Remark [5.1] and all consecutive u,v € [2m].

Claim 1: If F7(A(I,1,D, L)) > 0 for all positive definite diagonal matrices D and L, then Fr(A) >
0 for all test matrices A = A(T, I, D, L) in Remark [5.1]

Proof of Claim 1: To prove that Fr(A) > 0 for all test matrices in A := A(T,I,D,L) (using
Theorem [5.1]) we induct on the number of factors in 7. We already have the required nonnegativity
when k£ = 0, i.e. when T' = 1. For k = 1, suppose B = (I + wE,,)A, where A = A(I,I,D,L).
Note that

We have that Fz(A) and Gz, (A) are nonnegative, implying that Fz(B) > 0. Now suppose k > 2
and consider B := (I + wE(uvv))A, where A := A(T,I,D, L) in which T has k — 1 factors. The

inductive step allows one to assume that F7(A) > 0 for these A := A(T, I, D, L). Using an argument
similar to the one for the case in (5.6) we have F7(A) > 0 for all test matrices A in Remark 5.1l O

Claim 2: F7(A(I,1I,D,L)) > 0 for all positive definite diagonal matrices D and L.

Proof of Claim 2: Recall the composite operations in Definition One can see that for a consec-
utive pair u,v in (I, U Jy) \ (Io N Jy), the application of sz’l W) where Py := (I, Ja)aez, on B1)

yields an inequality of the form (B.]), say for parameters Py := (I, (2), J&z))aez(z) such that
(TP W I\ I NI = |(Ta U Ja) \ (Ta N Ja)| = 2.

This implies that after exactly m successive applications of such €, ., over ([3.I)), call it €, we obtain
an inequality of the form (B1), say for parameters Z(€), I,(€), Jo(€) such that |(14(€) U Jo(€)) \
(Io(€) N J4(€))| = 0. This means that each I,(€) = J,(€) and the corresponding inequality is
equivalent to Zaez(c) co > 0, involving just the coefficients ¢,. The proof of Claim 2 completes
once we prove the next two claims (below). Note that the scalars

A) = Z caA1, (A)Ay, (A) for A:= A(I,1,D,L) in Remark 5.1]
a€l

involve precisely those I, and J, that correspond to Pliicker coordinates for the principal minors
(Definition [3.5)), as the other Pliicker coordinates vanish. The next step is to recover these scalars
via a composition of Chevalley operations. Consider the following composite operation:

Cpi= Q:P'm 6.0 Q:Pm K1 Q:P2 67’1

(1,2m) (k,2m+1— Ii) (m—1 m+2) (m,m+1)’
where P_py2 = (Lgm‘““) J(Sm‘“”))ag(mfm) is the parameter for the inequality obtained by
operating (’:Zmz’m"jrll_ﬁ) 0---0 (’fm mt1) O1 Py = (In, Jo)aez, for K = m,...,2. As discussed above,

the application of €p ylelds (B0 which is of the form > acz(ep) Ca- Moreover, for this composition,

each a € Z(€p) corresponds to I, J, that are principal minor Pliicker coordinates (Definition [3.5]).
For completeness, we give a proof.

Claim 2(a): Aj(A) #0 for A= A(I,I,D, L) if and only if whenever k € I then 2m+1—x & I.
Proof of Claim 2(a): Note that rows k and 2m + 1 — k are scalar multiples of each other for
all A = A(I,I,D,L). Therefore if k,2m +1 — k € I then A;(A) = 0. On the other hand, if

whenever x € I then 2m +1 —r ¢ I, then the submatrix Ay [, is a row permutation of a diagonal
matrix with rows coming from the rows of D and L. And since D, L have positive diagonals,

Ar(A) = det AI’[m} # 0. O
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Claim 2(b): o € Z(Cp) if and only if whenever x € X then 2m + 1 — k ¢ X for X € {I,, Jo }.

Proof of Claim 2(b): By the construction of €p, a € Z(€p) if and only if {x,2m +1 -k} NX # ()
for all k € [m], for X € {I,, Jo}. Therefore I, contains exactly one of k and 2m + 1 — k for each
k € [m]. The same is true for J, with o € €p, since J, = [2m] \ I,. O

Combining Claims 2(a) and 2(b), and using the forward implication of Theorem [Al (proved above),
since Gz(m,m+1) = 0 over Gr="(m,m + n), we have Fr(A(I,I,D,L)) = Zaez(cp) cq > 0, proving
Claim 2. 0

Claim 2 along with Claim 1 completes the proof of the reverse implication. O
We prove the following lemma before proceeding with the proof of Theorem [Bl

Lemma 5.7. Let 1 < m < n be integers; notations in Definitions [31 and [32. Suppose (u,v) € S
for consecutive integers u,v € [m + n| if any one of the following holds for all o € T:

(1) u € I,N Jg.

(2) uwely, andu & Jo (or vice versa) and v & I U J,.

(8) u e I,U Jy.
The inequality B1)) is valid if and only if for all (u,v) € S,

(5.8) Z Ca AL () A Ja(uw) =0 over Gr=%(m,m + n).
a€Z(u,v)

Moreover, Z(u,v) =T for all (u,v) € S.
Proof. This is obvious if S = @); else proceed as in the forward implication of Theorem [Al O

Proof of Theorem [B. For every action of €, in this proof, we use Lemma 57 Suppose (3.1)
holds. Let £ = [Io N Jy| and I, N Jy = {r1 < --- < r¢}. Since m < n, the number of elements in
m+n]\ (o UJy) is at least & Suppose [m +n]\ (Io U Jy) = {s1 > -+ > s> ...}, and define
for j € [¢]:

o {%’HJ) o0&y iy #

(rj,3) ¢ (r375) otherwise.

We define another set of operations for all j € [£]:

¢ {Q:(m-i-n—l-l—j,m-‘rn-l—l—j—l) ©---0 Q:(Sj-l—l,Sj) if Sj 7& m+n+1-—j,
(5j7m+n+1_j) T

(s, .55) otherwise.
Now apply the composite operation €, mini1-£) © 0 €(sy min) © gy © 0 €y 1y on (B,
The resultant inequality is of the form
(5.9) Z calp Ay >0 over Gr=(m,m+n).
a€l
where I NJ/, = [¢], and [m+n+1-& m+n] C [m+n]\(I,UJ,). Let w := 2n—m+&, and suppose

(LN T U TN, ={t1 > -+ > tym—e > uw > -+ > ur }. We define the following operations for
jelm—¢:

¢ o ) Cmn—jgmanti—i—) © 0 Qe HEFEMA DT ==,
(tj,m4n+1—j—¢€) - Cies 1) otherwise.

We define the following operations for j € [w]:

) Qg 0 0 Q- ifup AL+,
(g 6+3) * otherwise.

(ug,u;5)
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Now apply the composite operation €, ¢1w) 0+ 0 €y gy1) © (’:(tm,g,nﬂ) 0+ 0 &y min—g) ON
inequality (5.9). The resultant inequality is of the form:

(5.10) Z CaApnAyr >0 over Gr=2(m,m + n).

a€l
where I NJ) = [¢], [ m+n+1—-&m+n] C m+n]\ (ILUJY), and (IZ\ J)) U (JI\IL) =
[E+1,+w]Un+1,m+n—¢&]. We now re-write inequality (5.I0) in the form of the first inequality
in Theorem H.7}

(5.11) > cpQuP@det Ap g, det Ap, g, > 0 VApxm TNN.
P1,Q1,P2,Q2

Note that the indices in I and JJ imply that inequality (G.I1) is only for the leading m x m
principal submatrices of A;,x,. Therefore (5.11]) simplifies to

(5.12) > Qi det Ap g, det Ap, g, >0 VApxm TNN.
P1,Q1,P2,Q2
Also, note that [£] = Py N Q1 N P> N Q2. Therefore, using Theorem [5.1] for the diagonal matrix
D = diag(dy,...,dy) is exactly in the middle of the factorization, inequality (5.12)) changes to the
following:
3

(5.13) > creupne: [[ 4 det Apyg.oig det Apng.gag Z 0 YAmum TNN.
P1,Q1,P2,Q2 Jj=1

It is evident that the above inequality is only for the lagging principal submatrix Ay (], pm)\[e]- SO
deleting the first £ rows/columns, and renumbering the rows/columns simplifies the above inequality
further to:

(5.14) Z CP! Q" PQ) det AP{in det Alelez >0 VA,x, TNN.

P[,Q1,P;,Q%
The third equivalent version formulated in Theorem [L.7 of inequality (5.14]) is the required inequality
(B4). For the converse: note that each of the steps followed above is reversible without affecting

the validity of the inequalities. Performing the reverse of these steps would yield inequality (B.1))
starting from (B.4]). This completes the proof. O

We are now ready to write the final proof of this paper.

Proof of Theorem [D. Theorem [Al implies that if inequality (B.5) is valid then so is ([3.6). For the
converse, suppose (3.5]) does not hold, but ([B.6]) is valid for all consecutive u,v € [n + 1]. Suppose
u,v € [2n] are consecutive, and define

FI('A) = Z COCAIa ('A)AJa ('A) and GZ(u,v) (A) = Z caAla(u,v) (A)AJa(u,v) ('A)
acl a€Z(u,v)
for all test matrices A := A(T, P, D, L) in Remark 5.1l We claim that Gz(y.)(A) > 0 for all test
matrices A in Remark [5.1] for all consecutive u,v € [2n]. Then {u,v} # {n,n + 1} as inequality
B9) is valid for u =n,v =n+ 1.
Suppose Pi := (I, Jo)acz (as in Definition B.1]). Recall the composition of Chevalley operations
in Definition One can see that for a consecutive pair u, v in (IoUJy) \ (IoNJy), the application

of QZ’U) on ([BJ) yields an inequality of the form (B.I]), say for parameters (ng), Jéf))ad@), which
satisfy

(TP VI IP N ID)| = |(To UJa) \ (Ta N Ja)| — 2.
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Suppose P := {{u;,v;}} is a partition of (I, U Jy) \ (Io N Jo) compatible with some 321-avoiding
permutation. Corresponding to each of these partitions, define

Q:P::Q:Pn O'--OQ:P1

(unyvn) (ulyvl),

where Py, := (I, ék), ,Ef“)) acz( 1s the parameter for the inequality obtained by operating Qzﬁ:l Vh1)

... 0 Q:Zjlzllﬂ)l) on P1 = (In, Jo)acz, for k = 2,...,n. If (BI) is not valid, then Theorems [Al and Bl
imply that there exists a partition P := {{uj,v;}} of (IoUJy)\ (IaNJy), compatible with some 321-
avoiding permutation, such that the action of €p over (3.0)) yields a negative scalar > acz(P) Ca- (For
clarity: here we only adapt an argument from the proof of Theorem [F] and do not use Theorem [[]

itself; so there is no circular argument.)

Case 1: {ug, v} = {uj,vi} for some ¢. In this case define a partition P’ := {{w;,z;}} where
each (wj,x;) = (uj,v;) for all j & {2,0}, (w2, z2) = (ug,vy), and (wy,z¢) = (ug,v2). Suppose
Q' = P'\ {{w1,21},{ws,22}}. One can see that Q' is a partition for [B.6]) for (u,v) = (u1,v1) that
is compatible with some 321-avoiding permutation. In fact, it is not difficult to see that

Z Coq = an:an<O,
J(Q") ) Z(P)

P

where J = Z(uj,v1). In other words, it can be seen that the sequence of Chevalley operations
induced by Q" operates on ([B.6) for (u,v) = (uy,v1). Since ([3.6) is valid, the aformention sum can
not be negative. Therefore we have a contradiction.

Case 2: There exist p,q such that {uy,,v,}, {ug,vq} € P, where (up,vp) = (uj,vp) and (ug,vq) =
(v],vq). We construct partition P’. Suppose r = max{p, ¢}. Then the first r — 1 elements {u;,v;}
are in P’y add {up,uq}, {vp,vq} as the next two elements, and finally add the remaining element
from P\ {{up,vp},{uq,v4}}. Since ([B.3) involves only the principal minor Pliicker coordinates, we

have
S ey e
P (P)

Furthermore, note that the partition P’ falls in the category of Case 1 above. Therefore we follow
the steps in Case 1 for P’ to arrive at a contradiction, and conclude this proof. O

6. FUTURE WORK

We present a few questions for future work.

(1) Rhoades—Skandera showed that the dimension of the vector space in ([d.4]) is the n-th Cata-
lan number C,, = n+-1 (2: ) and obtained a basis made up of the Temperley—Lieb immanants.
This dimension aligns with the Catalan many nonnegativity conditions in Theorem [Fl There-
fore in light of Theorem [G] it would be interesting to see if the dimension of the subspace
given by
spanR{ detxp pdetxpe pe : P C [n]}
is (LnT/L2 J)’ and to obtain a basis for it.

(2) As we mentioned in Remark B4 the idea of Chevalley operations originates in the cluster
algebraic structure of the Grassmannian. Therefore, it would be interesting to see if the
main results in this work can be proved using the cluster algebraic structure of the TNN
Grassmannian (instead of its combinatorial structure).

(3) We employ a certain derivative (Chevalley operations) of the Chevalley generators of TNN
matrices to obtain the characterization of a subclass of the TNN polynomials, precisely the
corresponding dual canonical basis elements (Lusztig [40]). Considering that the Chevalley
generators are crucial for the totally nonnegative part of a reductive group (Lusztig [39]), it
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would be interesting to see if other (or more general) dual canonical basis elements can also
be characterized via some analogous operation coming out of the corresponding Chevalley
generators.
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