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STRICTNESS OF THE LOG-CONCAVITY OF
GENERATING POLYNOMIALS OF MATROIDS

SATOSHI MURAI, TAKAHIRO NAGAOKA, AND AKIKO YAZAWA

ABSTRACT. Recently, it was proved by Anari—Oveis Gharan—Vinzant, Anari-Liu—
Oveis Gharan—Vinzant and Brandén—Huh that, for any matroid M, its basis gen-
erating polynomial and its independent set generating polynomial are log-concave
on the positive orthant. Using these, they obtain some combinatorial inequalities
on matroids including a solution of strong Mason’s conjecture. In this paper, we
study the strictness of the log-concavity of these polynomials and determine when
equality holds in these combinatorial inequalities. We also consider a generaliza-
tion of our result to morphisms of matroids.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a matroid M on [n] = {1,2,...,n} of rank r, one can associate two im-
portant polynomials called the basis generating polynomial and the independent set
generating polynomial. The basis generating polynomial of M is the polynomial

fu = Z (Hxi>€Z[:c1,...,xn],
)

BeB(M) \i€B

where B(M) is the set of bases of M. The independent set generating polynomial of
M is the polynomial

Py = Z <H xl> :Eg_lll € Zlxg, x1, ..., Ty,

1€T(M) \i€el

where Z(M) is the set of independent sets of M and where | X | denotes the cardinality
of a finite set X. It is also useful to consider the polynomial Py, := (%)"‘TPM,
which we call the reduced independent set generating polynomial of M.

These polynomials catch interest of many researchers recently and have been
actively studied from combinatorial and algebraic point of view. See e.g. [AOV,
ALOVI, ALOVII, BH1, BH2, COSW, EH, MN, NY, Ya]. Let H; = (a%a% )
be the Hessian matrix of a polynomial f. It was proved by Anari-Oveis Gharan—
Vinzant [AOV], Anari-Liu-Oveis Gharan—Vinzant [ALOVI, ALOVII] and Bréndén-
Huh [BH1, BH2| that fi;, Py and Py, are log-concave on the positive orthant,

equivalently, the Hessian matrix Hy,, |z—q (resp. Hpy,|z—a and Hp, |z—q) has exactly

one positive eigenvalue for any a € R%, (resp. a € R’;gl). The log-concavity of these

polynomials has important applications to combinatorial properties of matroid. Let
M be a matroid on [n] of rank r > 2. We write B;(M) := {B € B(M) | i € B}
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and B;;(M) :={B € B(M) | {i,7} C B}. Also, we write I(M) for the number of
independent sets of size k of M and I;,(M) = I(M)/(}). The log-concavity of fu
and Pj; is known to imply the following combinatorial inequalities.
(+) [BM)| x |Bi (M)] < 2(1 = )|By(M)| x |B;(M)| for all i, j € [n];
(#%) Ty 1 (M) x Ty 1 (M) < (I(M))* for all k > 1.

(See [HSW, Theorem 5] and [HW, Remark 15] for (%) and see [ALOVII, Theorem
1.2] and [BH1, Corollary 7] for (xx).) Note that the latter inequality was known as
strong Mason’s conjecture.

The purpose of this paper is to study when fi; and Py, are strictly log-concave,
and determine when equality holds in (%) and (#x*). Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a simple matroid on [n] of rank r > 2.

(i) The Hessian matriz Hy,,|o—a has signature (+,—, ..., —) for any a € RZ,,
in particular, fur is strictly log-concave on RZ,.

(ii) If M is not a uniform matroid, then Hp  |4—a has signature (+,—,...,—)
for any a = (ag, a1, ...,a,) € R"™ with ag > 0 and ay, ..., a, > 0.

Recall that, for a matroid M on [n], the girth of M is the minimum cardinality of
its circuit, equivalently, girth(M) = min{k | I;(M) # (})}. Theorem 1.1 gives the
following combinatorial consequences relating () and ().

Corollary 1.2. Let M be a (not necessary simple) matroid on [n] of rank > 2.
(i) Let i,j € [n] be non-loops. Then |B(M)| x |B;(M)| = 2(1 — 1)|Bi(M)| x
|B;(M)| if and only if i and j are not parallel and M has exactly two parallel

classes.
(ii) Tt (M) X Tsy (M) = (I,(M))? if and only if k + 1 < girth(M).

The if part of the above corollary is easy. Indeed, if M has exactly two parallel
classes, then r = 2 and B(M) = {{z,y} | v € X, y € Y} for some disjoint sets X
and Y, so [B(M)| x |B;(M)| = |Bi{(M)| x |Bj(M)| = |X| x |Y| whenie X, jeY.
Also, if k+ 1 < girth(M), then Iy_1(M) = I;(M) = I;1(M) = 1. Note also that,
if 7 is a loop of M, then B;(M) = B;;(M) = 0.

The strictness of the log-concavity of fy; was studied by the second and the third
author in their previous paper [NY], where the statement (i) was proved for graphic
matroids using the theory of prehomogenous vector spaces. Our proof in this paper
is based on relations between the strong Lefschetz property, the Hodge-Riemann
relation, and the Lorentzian property introduced in [BH2].

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we discuss properties of matroids
and their generating polynomials. In section 3, we discuss relations between the
strong Lefschetz property, the Hodge-Riemann relation and the Lorentzian prop-
erty. In section 4, we prove our main results. Finally, in section 5, we consider a
generalization of Theorem 1.1 to morphism of matroids.
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mata for fruitful discussions. The research of the first author is partially supported
by KAKENHI 16K05102, and the research of the second author is partially sup-
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2. MATROIDS AND THEIR GENERATING POLYNOMIALS

We first introduce some notation and terminology on matroids. We refer the
readers to [Ox] for basic properties of matroids. A matroid on [n] is an ordered pair
M = ([n], B(M)) consisting of finite set [n] and a non-empty collection B(M) of
subsets of [n] satisfying the following property:

If By, By € B(M) and x € By \ By, then thereisa y € By \ By
such that (By \ {z}) U{y} € B(M).

An element of B(M) is called a basis of M and a subset of a basis of M is called an
independent set of M. We denote by Z(M) the set of independent sets of M. It is
known that each basis has the same cardinality. The rank of a subset X C [n] in
M is the maximum of the cardinality of independent subsets in X and is denoted
by rank X or rank,; X. For any subset X C [n]|, we define its closure as (X) =
{i€[n] | rank(X U{i}) =rank X }. We call F' C [n]| a flat of M if FF = (F). A
subset of [n] which is not an independent set is called a dependent set of M. A
minimal dependent set of M is called a circuit of M. A circuit having cardinality
k is called a k-circuit. In particular 1-circuit is called a loop. We call an element e
a coloop of M if it is contained in each basis of M. Also, if two elements e; and e,
form a 2-circuit, then we call e; and ey are parallel. We say that a matroid M is
loopless (resp. simple) if it has no loops (resp. no loops and no parallel elements).

Example 2.1. Let B be the collection of r-element subsets of [n], where r < n.
Then ([n], B) is a matroid of rankr denoted by U,,. This matroid is called the
uniform matroid of rank r on an n-element set. It is known and easily checked by
definition that all rank 2 simple matroids are uniform matroids.

Let M = ([n],B(M)) be a matroid. For e € [n] which is not a loop of M, we
define the matroid M /e on [n]\ {e} by B(M/e) := {B\{e} | e € B € B(M)}, which
is called the contraction of M w.r.t. e. Also, for X C [n], we define the matroid M|y
on [n)]\ X by B(M|x) :={Be€Z(M) | BC X, |B|] =rank(X)}, which is called the
restriction of M to X. In particular, for e € [n], we write M \ e = M|j,)\(e} and call
it the deletion of e from M.

For a matroid M on [n], there is a unique partition [n] = Fo U E; U --- U E,
called the parallel class decomposition, such that FEy consists of all loops and that
i,7 € [n] are parallel if and only if they belongs to the same FEj, where LI denotes a
disjoint union. We call E, ..., E, parallel classes of M. Recall that, for a matroid
M = ([n], B(M)), its simplification M is the matroid obtained from M by deleting
all loops and deleting all but one element in each parallel class in the matroid M.
We also define the truncation TM = ([n], B(TM)) by B(TM) ={I € Z(M) | |I| =
rank(M) — 1}, and inductively define T*M := T(T* M) for k > 1.

Below we write some obvious properties of basis generating polynomials and in-
dependent set generating polynomials. In the rest of this paper, we write 0; = 8%1"

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a matroid on [n] of rank r.

(i) If i € [n] is a loop, then O;frr = 0; Py = 0.
(ii) Ifi € [n] is not a loop, then O;fr = fayi and 0; Py = Puyys.
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(iii) Ifiy,i2 € [n] are parallel, then 0;, far = Oy frr and Oy, Pyy = 05, Pry. Moreover,
if [n] = Eo U Ey U --- U Eg is the parallel class decomposition, then

fM = fM (Z’iEEl l‘i, ceey ZiEES l‘z)
and
PM = xgiSPM (xO, EZGEI xl’ Y ZZEES .’L’Z) ’

where Ey is the set of loops and we consider that M is a matroid on [s] such
that © corresponds to an element in E; fori=1,2,...,s.

If the Hessian matrix of a polynomial f € R[zy,...,x,] is non-singular at some
a € R”, then the polynomials 0, f, ..., 0, f must be R-linearly independent. In the
rest of this section, to prove Theorem 1.1, we first prove this weaker property.

We need the following combinatorial property of flats of matroids. See [Ox, Section
1.4, Exercise 11].

Lemma 2.3. Let M be a matroid on [n| and F a flat of M. If {G1,...,G} is the
set of minimal flats of M that properly contain F, then [n)\ F = | |'_, (Gi \ F).

Also, we often use the following elementary fact.

Lemma 2.4. Let n > 2 and ag,aq,...,a, € R. If Z#kaj = ag for all k =

T |
1,2,...,n, thenay =ay = --- = a, = —50y.

Proof. Let J be the all 1 matrix of size n and F the identify matrix of size n. Then

the matrix J — F is non-singular and (a, . . ., a,) must be the unique solution of the
system of linear equations (J — E) - !(z1,...,2,) = “(ag, ag, - . ., ap). O

The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.5. Let M be a simple matroid on [n] of rank r > 2.

(i) A fmy -y Onfur are R-linearly independent.
(ii) If M # U,,, then OoPp, 01 P, ..., 0, Py are R-linearly independent.

Proof. (i) Suppose (a10y + - - -+ a,0y) far = 0 for some ayq, ..., a, € R. We will prove
a; = --- = a, = 0. To do this, we actually prove the following statement using
decent induction on the rank of flats.

(1) Z a; =0 for all flats F' # [n] of M.
JEMN\F
Note that (1) and Lemma 2.4 imply a; = - -+ = a,, = 0 since the equations for rank
1 flats tell Z#kaj =0forall k=1,2,...,n.
We first prove (1) when F has rank r—1. Let I € Z(M) be an independent set such
that (/) = F. Then |I| = r—1 and the coeflicient of [,_; z; in (a101 +- - -+ an0,) fur

is
SRSy
31, {3IUIEB(M) JEMN\F
which must be zero since we assume (@101 + - -+ + a,,0,,) far = 0.
Now suppose F' has rank < r — 1 and assume that (1) holds for all flats G that

properly contain F. Let GGy, ..., G, be the minimal flats that properly contains F'.
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Note that ¢ > 2 since, by Lemma 2.3, £ = 1 implies G; = [n] and rank(F') =
rank([n]) — 1 =r — 1. Since [n] \ F = U._, (G \ F) by Lemma 2.3, we have

0 (Zje mI\F %) > {(Zje[nl\ck “J‘) + (EJ’GGk\F “J'>}
= Zk:l (ZjeGk\F aj) = Zje[n]\F @js

where we use the induction hypothesis to the second equality. As ¢ > 2, the above
equation implies (1) for F', as desired.

(ii) Let fi = > rczm, jr=rlicrzi) for & =0,1,2,....r, where fo = 1. Then
Py=af +a0 ' fi 4+ -+ 20" f, and

— n! (n—1)! 4 (n — 2)
- T T _ '
PM— T!x0+ (T_1>'x0 f1+ (T ) f2 (n T) f?"
Suppose (agdy + a10y + -+ - + a,0,)Par = 0 with ag, a1, ..., a, € R. We will prove
ap=a, =---=a,=0or M =U,,. Since

(aoa() + -+ anﬁn)?M

— Z EZ: l]j;: {(n—k+1)aofi-1+ (@10, + - + anan)fk}xg_k
k=1 '

equals to zero, we have
(2) (n—Fk+ Daofe—1+ (@101 + -+ a,0,)fr =0 fork=1,2,...,r

Since M is simple, fi = > p_ ) and fo = > ;. ¥izj, so by considering (2)
when £ = 2 we have

Z{n—1a0+2a]}xk—0<:>2a] —(n—1)ag fork=1,2,....n

k=1 Jj#k Jj#k
This tells a; = ay, = -+ = a, = —ap by Lemma 2.4.
If ag = 0, then we have ag = - - - = a,, = 0. Suppose ag # 0. Then, by substituting
x1 ==, =11n (2), we get

ap{(n —k+ 1)} (M) — kI (M)} =0
for k =1,2,3,...,r. This proves

n—k+1 m—k+1)(n—k+2)---n n
[ [w :71—7 {M — ... = =
(M) F (D) k! k
for k=1,2,...,r, which tells M = U,.,. O

If Oof,...,0,f are R-linearly dependent, then so do 9y(dof),-..,0n(0of). Thus
the conclusion of Theorem 2.5(ii) also holds for Py;. Also, for a uniform matroid
Uy, it is easy to see (=0y + 01 + - - + 0,) Py,,, = 0, so the statement (ii) does not
hold for uniform matroids.

3. SLP, HRR AND LORENTZIAN POLYNOMIALS

In this section we discuss relations between the strong Lefschetz property, the
Hodge-Riemann relation, and Lorentzian polynomials introduced by Brandén and
Huh [BH2].
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3.1. Lorentzian polynomials. A polynomial f € S is said to be log-concave (resp.
strictly log-concave) on an open convex set X C R™ if the log of f is a concave (resp.
strictly concave) function on X. By a well-known criteria for the concavity, log f is
concave on X if and only if the Hessian matrix of log f is negative semidefinite at
x = a for any a € X, and log f is strictly concave on X if the Hessian matrix of
log f is negative definite at = a for any a € X. Note that when f(a) > 0 the log
of f is negative semidefinite (resp. negative definite) at © = a if and only if Hf|,—q
has exactly one positive eigenvalue (resp. has signature (4, —,...,—)). See [BH2,
Proposition 5.6] or [NY, §2.3]. We simply say that f is log-concave at a € R" if the
Hessian matrix Hy|z—q has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

Definition 3.1. Let f € Rxg[xy,...,x,] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree
> 2. We call that f is a Lorentzian polynomial if for any (ki,...,k,) € Z%, with

Yo ki <degf—2, 6f L... 9% f is identically zero or log-concave at any a € R%,

The above property is also known as the strong log-concavity [Gul, but we call
it Lorentzian since it is equivalent to the Lorentzian property defined in [BH2,
Definition 2.1]. See [BH2, Theorem 5.3]. We note the next observation that follows
from the continuity of eigenvalues.

Lemma 3.2. If f € Ryglx1,...,2,] is Lorentzian, then Hy|z—q has at most one
positive eigenvalue for any a € R,.

An important instance of Lorentzian polynomials are generating polynomials of
matroids. Indeed, the following result is proved in [AOV, ALOVI, ALOVII, BHI,
BH2]| (see [AOV, Theorem 25] and [ALOVII, Theorem 4.1]).

Lemma 3.3. For any matroid M of rank > 2, the polynomials fy; and Py are
Lorentzian.

3.2. The Strong Lefschetz property and the Hodge—Riemann relation.
Lorentzian polynomials are related to algebraic properties called the strong Lef-
schetz property and the Hodge-Riemann relation.

Let S = R0, ..., 0,] be the polynomial ring whose variables are 0y, ..., 0d,. For
a homogenous polynomial f € R[zy,...,x,] of degree d, we define the R-algebra

R} = S/ Anng(f),

where Anng(f) ={D € S| Df = 0}. It is well-known that I} is a Poincaré duality
algebra, that is, R? =~ R and the bilinear pairing induced by the multiplication
Rﬁ% X R?_k — R? is nondegenerate for all k (see e.g. [MW, Theorem 2.1]). We say

that R} (or f) has the strong Lefschetz property at degree k < d/2 (shortly SLP})
w.r.t. a linear form ¢ € S if the multiplication map

d—2k . pk d—k
x{ t R — R
is an isomorphism. We say that R} (or f) satisfies the Hodge—Riemann relation at

degree k (shortly HRRy) w.r.t. a linear form ¢ € S if R} has the SLP; w.r.t. £ and
the bilinear form

QF : R x RE 5 R, (6,6) = (—1)F[& 072
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is positive definite on the kernel of x£41=2F : Rk — R{**1 where [-] : R} — R
is the isomorphism defined by D +— D(0y,...,0,)f.

We are actually only interested in SLP; and HRR; in this paper. For a =
(ay,...,a,) € R" we write {, = a101 + -+ + a,0,.

Lemma 3.4. Let f € S be a homogeneous polynomial of degree > 2 and a € R".
Assume that f(a) > 0. Then,

(i) Ry has the SLPy w.r.t. {q < Q) is non-singular.
(ii) Ry has the HRRy w.r.t. {q < —Qj  has signature (+,—, ..., —).

Proof. The statement (i) is obvious. We show (ii). Define the map v, : R} — R{
by 1 (h) = 4= h. Since the map
d . p0 Xla, pl Ya  pd
Xl : Ry — Ry — R
is an isomorphism, the decomposition R]lc = R{, @ Ker 1), is orthogonal with respect
to Qp.. Since —Q; (la,la) = [(2] = d!f(a) > 0, it follows that R, satisfies the
HRR; w.r.t. ¢, if and only if —Q%a is nondegenerate and has only one positive
eigenvalue. O

The previous lemma implies the following fact.

Lemma 3.5. If f € Ryglwy,..., 2] is Lorentzian, then for any a € RZ, with
f(a) >0, f has the SLPy w.r.t. £, if and only if f has the HRR; w.r.t. {q.

Proof. The Hessian matrix Hy|,—q is (a positive scalar multiple of) the representa-
tion of the symmetric bilinear form —Q}a : R} X R} — R w.r.t. the generating set
{01,...,0,} of R}. Indeed, by definition, we have

—Q;, (05, 05) = [0:&720;) = (@101 + -+ + 0,0,)" 2 (0:0;) = (d — 2)/(0,0; f )| e—a:

where d = deg f. Since Sylvester’s law tells that the number of positive eigenvalues of
the symmetric matrix representing a fixed symmetric bilinear form does not depend
on the choice of a generating set, the number of positive eigenvalues of —Q)y, equals
to that of Hy|y—q. Then the assertion follows from Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4, [

We also note the next fact, which immediately follows from the fact that 0y, ...,d,
is an R-basis of R} if and only if 01 f, ..., 0,f are R-linearly independent.

Lemma 3.6. Let f € R[xq,...,x,] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree > 2 and
a € R Ifoif,...,0.f are R-linearly independent, then Ry has the SLP; (resp.
HRRy) w.rt. g € S if and only if Hf|g—a is non-singular (resp. has signature

(+,—, ., ).

3.3. The local HRR and the SLP. We say that a homogeneous polynomial
[ € R[xy,...,x,] of degree d > 2k + 1 has the local HRRy w.r.t. a linear form ¢ € S
if, for any ¢ = 1,2,...,n, 0;f is either zero or has the HRR; w.r.t. £. The next
proposition would be known for experts , but we include its proof since we cannot
find a version which covers the case we need (see e.g., [AHK, Proposition 7.15] for

a similar statement).
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Lemma 3.7. Let f € Rxo[zy, ..., 2, be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d and
k a positive integer with d > 2k + 1, and a = (aq, . ..,a,) € R". Suppose that f has
the local HRRy w.r.t. lg.

(i) If a € RY,, then Ry has the SLPy, w.r.t. {g.
(i) If a1 = 0, ag,...,an > 0 and {{ € RE | 06 =0 fori=2,...,n} = {0}, then
Ry has the SLPy w.r.t. £q.

Proof. We prove (i) and (ii) simultaneously. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that f ¢ Rlzy,...,%;,...,2,] for any i. Consider the following two maps:

[~]: R} SR, hs [h] = h(Dy,...,0,)
[—)i: R} = R, W =[], =W (Dr,...,0,)0if.

Also, let @; be the Hodge-Riemann bilinear form for Ry, ; = S/ Anng(0;f) with
respect to fq:

Qi : R p x R = R, (v,w) = Qi(v,w) = (=1)*[vlg ™ wl;.

Suppose that L € R? satisfies L{2~2F = () in R?_k. To prove the desired statement,

what we must prove is L = 0 under the assumption of (i) or (ii). Since L% =0
in Rg:fk as well, L € R§¢ s 1s contained in the kernel of

d—2k . pk d—k
xla Ry — Ry
Since (); is positive definite on the kernel of the above map, we have

and Q;(L,L) =0 if and only if L =0 in Ry, = S/ Anng(0;f). On the other hand,
since LI42F = 0 in R{™", we have

0= [ngi_Zk] = [Z ai@Lzﬂi_zk_ll = Z a; [ngi_zk_l]i = (—].)k Z aiQi(L7 L)
i=1 i=1 i=1
Now assume a; > 0 for all .. We note that {£ € Ry | 9§ = 0 for all i} = R} since,
for any D € S of degree < d, if Df # 0 then 0;(Df) # 0 for some i. The above
equation and (3) tell that @Q;(L, L) = 0 for all ¢, and therefore L = 0 in Ry, s for all
i. But, since {€ € Ry | 9,6 = 0 for all i} = R}, this implies L = 0 in Ry, proving (i).

The proof of (ii) is similar. Indeed, if a; = 0 and as,...,a, > 0, then the same
argument tells Q;(L, L) =0 and L =01in Ry, for all i = 2,...,n. Then §,L =0 in
Ry for all i = 2,...,n, and the assumption of (ii) tells L = 0 in Ry. O

The following statement immediately follows from Lemmas 3.5 and 3.7, both of
which are basic, but is crucial to prove Theorem 1.1(i).

Theorem 3.8. If f € R[zy,...,x,] is Lorentzian, then f has the HRRy w.r.t. £,
for any a € RY,.

Proof. By Lemma 3.5, we only have to show that R; has the SLP; w.r.t. {,. We
prove by induction on d = deg f. When d = 2, this is trivial since any degree 2
homogeneous polynomial has the SLP; w.r.t. any linear form by definition. When
d > 3, by Lemma 3.7, it suffices to show that for each ¢ with 9;f # 0, 0;f satisfies

the HRR; w.r.t. ¢,. Since 0;f is also a Lorentzian polynomial if it is non-zero
8



by the definition of the Lorentzian property, the claim is trivial by the induction
hypothesis. 0

Remark 3.9. Maeno-Numata [MN] conjectured that, for any matroid M, Ry,, has
the SLPy, for all k£ w.r.t. some linear form ¢. Since fj; is Lorentzian, the above
statement verifies this conjecture when k = 1.

4. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 in the introduction. We
first prove Theorem 1.1. Since fy; and P are Lorentzian, the statement (i) and the
statement (ii) when ag # 0 immediately follow from Theorems 2.5 and 3.8 together
with Lemma 3.6. Then the next statement completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 4.1. Let M be a matroid on [n] of rankr > 2 anda = (ay, . .., a,) € RZ,,.
Then Pys has the HRRy w.r.t. by = 4101 + - - - + a,,0,,.

Proof. To prove this, we may assume that M is loopless. Also, it suffices to prove
that Py has the SLP; with respect to ¢, since SLP; and HRR; are equivalent in this
case by Lemma 3.5. We prove that Pj; has the SLP; w.r.t. £, by using induction
on 7.

If M has rank 2, then the assertion is obvious because any degree 2 homogeneous
polynomial has the SLP;.

Suppose that M has rank r > 3. Since 9Py = Pry and 0,Py = ?M/Z-, the
induction hypothesis and Lemma 3.7(ii) tell that it suffices to prove

(4) {LeRp |9L=0fori=1,2,...,n}={0}

Note that Ry  is a quotient ring of R[0o,...,0n]. Let L =bydy + b1y + -+ + 0,0,
and assume 0;LPy; =0 for all i = 1,2,...,n. To prove (4), what we must prove is
LPy =0.

Since 0;LPy =0 for all i = 1,2,...,n, we have
LP, = c:pg_l

for some ¢ € R. Let fi = > ez, j=k(ILies @) for k= 1,....r. Then Py =

iy + ((:’Lj))" it ((1::5))!!3767%2 + -+, 80 LP)y is the polynomial of the form
(n=1) ) a1 2) -
(=] nbﬁ;bk O s T Gl ;bkak fo a2 4.

Since fi =), xp and fo =3, ;. Ti7;, comparing coefficients of zht and zf 2

in LPy = cxfy !, we have

c:nb0+b1++bn

and

ZZ:l ((n — 1)b0 + Zj;ék bj) T = 0.
Then we have Z#k bj = —(n —1)by for all k = 1,2,...,n, and therefore by =
- = b, = —by by Lemma 2.4. This implies ¢ = nby + by + -+ + b, = 0, and
LPy; = cxy ' =0 as desired. O
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In the rest of this section, we prove Corollary 1.2. We need the following two
technical lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Let f € Rlzy,...,x,] be a homogeneous polynomial having the HRR4
w.r.t. Lg with a € R™ and let (1,05 € S be linear forms. If {1 and {5 are R-linearly
independent in Ry and (6,4, f)(a) > 0, then

(s f)(a) (06 a)
det ((elezfxa) <%f><a>) <0

Proof. Consider the bilinear form
Q : le" X le" — Ra (glu §2) = €1€2£da—2 : f7

where d = deg f. Observe that the subspace W = spang{f,,f2} C R} has R-
dimension 2 by the assumption. Since f has the HRR; w.r.t. ¢,, the bilinear
form @ has signature (4, —,...,—), so the restriction of ) to W has signature
(+,-),(0,—), or (=, —) by Cauchy’s interlacing theorem (see [AOV, Lemma 2.4]).
Since Q(l1,¢1) = (d — 2)!(141f)(a) > 0, the latter two cases cannot occur. Then,
since the determinant in the statement is a representation matrix of the bilinear
form Q|w : W xW — R (up to a positive scalar multiplication), it must be negative
as Q|w has signature (+, —). O

Lemma 4.3. Let M be a matroid on [n] of rankr > 2 and a = (ay,...,a,) € RZ,,.

(i) Let i,j € [n] be non-loops and assume dimg Ry > 3. Ifi and j are not
parallel, then {4, 0;,0; are R-linearly independent in Ry,, .
(ii) If M # U,,, then Oy, {q are R-linearly independent in Rp .

Proof. By Theorem 2.5 and Lemma 2.2(iii), the R-vector space {{q € S| {ofy = 0}
is generated by
{0k — O | k and k" are parallel in M} U {0y | k is a loop of M}.

This vector space has the trivial intersection with the subspace spang{¢,, 9;,0;} C S,
which guarantees (i). The proof for (ii) is similar. O

Note that dimg R}M equals to the number of parallel classes of M,
We now prove Corollary 1.2. It is the special case of the following statement when
a=(1,1,...,1).

Theorem 4.4. Let M be a matroid on [n] of rank r > 2, i,j € [n], and let f}, =
>orezmy, 1=k Licr i) for k=0,1,2,...r.
(i) If i and j are non-loops and M has at least three parallel classes, then for
any a € R, one has

(fla)) % @, futa)) <2 (1= 1) @fu(@) x @)fula).
(ii) For any a € R, and k+ 1 > girth(M), one has

fir(@) fiirla) _ (ma))?
() () (%)
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We note that the non-strict inequalities are known and proved in [ALOVII, BHI1,
BH2, HSW]. In particular, our proof of the above theorem is based on the proofs of
[BH1, Corollary 6] and [BH2, Lemma 4.4].

Proof. We first prove (i). If i and j are parallel in M, then 0,0;fy = 0 so the
assertion is obvious. We assume that ¢ and j are not parallel.
To simplify the notation, we write

f=tula), fi= (0 fu)(a), f; =(9;- fu)(a) and fi; = (0,0 - fu)(a).
By Euler’s identity, we have

(e fa)(@) =r(r = 1)f, (tu0; - fur)(@) = (r — 1) fi and (£a0; - far)(@) = (r = 1) f;.
Then, for any t € R, we have

e (€2 fu) (@) (€a(0; +10;) - far)(a)

1 ((ﬁa(@ +10;) - fu)(a)  ((0;+10;)* - fM)(a))

TR S St
= det ((7’ —1)(fi +tf;) 2tfi; )

(5) = —(r=Vff*+200ffiy — (r = Dfify)t = (r = 1 f2.
The discriminant of the quadratic polynomial (5) in ¢ is

(6) ('f’ffij —(r— 1)fifj)2 —(r— 1>2fi2fj2 = Tfifj('f’ffij —2(r — 1)fifj)-

Since {4 and 0; +t0; are R-linearly independent in Ry,, by Lemma 4.3, the determi-
nant in (5) is negative for all ¢ € R by Lemma 4.2. This tells that the discriminant
(6) must be negative. Hence we have rff;; < 2(r — 1) f; f;, as desired.

(ii) Let M’ = T"*=1M. Since k + 1 > girth(M), M’ # U,,,. Then, since

Py = (”—k—l)!fk+1+(”—k)!fk'$o+Wfk—1'!E3+"',
we have

EZFM’ (0,@1,...,an) l 60 FM/ ( al,...,an)
det((6,(180~F1\)4/)(0,a1,...,an) ((a pM,))<o an)>

— e (n—k =110 ferr) (@) (n—k)!(la- fr)(a
=d t( (n— k) (Lafs) (a) (n—k+1)'fk 1(a,)>
(n

k+ 1k fr1(a —k)k[i(a
= (n = k)(n — k= 1)l det (<(n T iniae) o +)1>fkk(—12“>)

=k(n —k)l(n —k =D (n =k + 1)(k + 1) fr1(a) fi-r(a) — (n = k)k(fr(@))*}.

Recall that Py has the HRR; w.r.t. {g = @101 + - - - + a,,0,, by Theorem 4.1. Then
the above determinant must be negative by Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3. Hence we have

(n—k+1)(k + 1) fra(a) fir(a) — (n = k)k(fi(a))® <0

It is easy to see that this inequality is the same as the desired inequality. 0
11



5. MORPHISM OF MATROIDS

Recently, Eur-Huh [EH] extend the Lorentzian property of fi; and Py, to basis
generating polynomials of morphisms of matroids. In this section, we generalize
Theorem 2.5 to morphisms of matroids. Note that, by Theorem 3.8, this partially
generalize Theorem 1.1.

Definition 5.1. Let M be a matroid on [n] of rank r and N a matroid of rank
r'. A morphism ¢ : M — N is a map between the underlying space satisfying the
following equivalent conditions:

(i) For any Sy C Sy C [n], we have
ranky (p(S2)) — ranky(p(S1)) < ranky, Sy — ranky, S;.
(ii) For any flat F' of N, p~!(F) is a flat of M.

We refer the readers to [EH] for basic properties and typical instances of mor-
phisms of matroids.

Let ¢ : M — N be as in Definition 5.1. A subset I C [n] is a basis of ¢ if I is
an independent set of M and (yp([)) equals to the ground set of N, equivalently,
rank(p(/)) = rank N. We write B(y) for the set of bases of ¢. Also, for k > 0, we
write B(o)r = {1 € B(y) | |I| = k}. We define the basis generating polynomial P,

of ¢ as
n—|1
PLPZI Z Xy ||<HI‘Z>
IeB(p) iel
Also, we call
P,=0y"F,
the reduced basis generating polynomial of ¢, where r = rank(M). Below we give a
few remarks on B(yp) and P,.

Remark 5.2. Let ¢ be as above.

e P, is non-trivial only when ¢([n]) has rank ' in N. We assume this through-
out the paper.

e B(y) = |i_, B(o), and B(p), = B(M). Also, ([n], B(¢)x) is a matroid for
any r’ < k <r (see the remark at the end of [EH, section 2]).

e When r = v/, then P, = 2" for and P, = (n —r)!far. Also, if N = Uy,
then we have P, = Py, and ng —= P),. From this viewpoint, basis generating
polynomials of morphisms can be seen as a generalization of basis generating
polynomials and independent set generating polynomials.

Let M be a matroid on [n|. For any morphism ¢ : M — N, we say that two
elements 7 and j in [n]| are p-parallel if p(i) and (j) are parallel in N. We define
-parallel classes in the same way as usual parallel classes. Also i € [n] is said to be
a @-loop if (i) is a loop of N. We set L, := {i € [n] | i is a ¢-loop}.

By [EH, Corollary 22|, P, is a Lorentzian polynomial. Thus its Hessian matrix has
signature (4, —,---—) when 9yP,, 0, P, ...,0,P, are R-linearly independent. As
the next example shows, this linear independency does not hold for all morphisms.

Example 5.3. Let ¢ : M — N be as in Definition 5.1.
12



(1) If ¢ is a loop of M, then 0;P, = 0. Similarly, if 4 and j are parallel in M,
then (@ — 8j)P¢ =0. o o

(2) If r =7/, then P, = fy;. In this case, 0pP, = 0 since P, = (n — r)! for does
not contain x.

(3) Suppose that r — 7' =1 and L, = {1}. Then it is not hard to see

PSO = ,[L‘g*r(l‘o —+ [L‘l) Z (H I’Z> —+ '[L‘gir Z (H ,[L'Z> .
1€B(y),s \i€l 1¢1€B(p)r \i€l
In this case, (9 — (n —r + 1)) P, = 0.
(4) Suppose that M|y, is a uniform matroid on L, and |[n] \ L,| = r’. Then it
is not difficult to see

P, = PM|L¢ X (Hie[n}\Lw $1> .

(See also Lemma 5.4 below). In this case, (—0y + ZieL(p 0;)P, = 0.

Here is an instance of such a morphism. Consider the morphism ¢ :
Ut @ Up o — N = Up1 @ U, ,» which send elements in U, , to the
loop of N (i.e. the element of Up;) and whose restriction to U, is an
isomorphism. This map is indeed a morphism of matroids and satisfies the
above condition.

We will prove that these are the only cases that the linear dependency of the
polynomial 9y Py, ..., 0, P, occurs. For the proof, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 5.4. Let ¢ : M — N be a morphism of matroids and I € B(¢)ank(n). Then
INL, =0 and, for any J C L, one has I U J € B(y) if and only if J € T(M|z,).

Proof. Let I € B(¢)rank(n). If I contains a ¢-loop j, then rank(NN) = rank(p(1)) =
rank(¢(I\ {7})), so rank(N) < |I'\ {j}| < |I|, contradicting |I| = rank(V). Also,
for any J C L, since

rank(/ U J) — rank(J) > rank(p(I U J)) — rank(¢(J)) = |I| — 0,

one has U J € Z(M) if and only if rank(.JJ) = |.J|. The first condition is equivalent
to I UJ € B(y) since rank(¢(I U J)) = rank(e(l)) = rank(N), and the latter
condition is equivalent to J € Z(M]|, ). O

®s

Lemma 5.5. Let m be a positive integer, M a simple matroid on [n| of rank r > 2,
and f = 0"t (xf* Pyy). Then Oof,0uf, ..., 0nf are R-linearly independent.

Proof. Let £ =Y~} _, a0y with a; € R. Then £f is a polynomial of the form

co{(n—i—m)ao—l—Zak}xS—l—i—q {Z ((n+m1)a0+zaj) wk}xSQ—i-"' ,

k=1 k=1 j#k

where ¢y = ("(’LrTl_)!l)! and ¢; = ("(’;TQ_)!Q)!. Suppose £f = 0. Then we have (i) (n +
m)ag + >y ar = 0 and (i) (n+m —1)ag + 3, a; =0 for k=1,2,...,n. The
condition (i) tells a; = —"E2=Lq, for all j by Lemma 2.4, but then condition (i)
says 0 = (n 4+ m)ag — %ao = ——ag. Then we have ag = -+ = a, = 0, so
O f,0f,...,0,f are linearly independent. O
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Now we prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.6. Let M be a simple matroid on [n] of rank r, N a matroid of rank
', and ¢ : M — N a morphism of matroids such that ranky(¢([n])) = r'. Then
OoPy, 0Py, ...,0,P, are R-linearly dependent if and only if one of the following

holds:
(A) r=1';
(B) r—1r"=1and |L,| = 1;
(C) M|, is a uniform matroid and |[n] \ Ly| = '

Proof. Let £ =37 _, a0k be non-zero, where ay, ..., a, € R, and assume (P, =0.
We prove that ¢ satisfies one of (A), (B) and (C). To prove this, we may assume
r > 1’. Recall that

— n— I .1
(7) Pso: Z ((T—||I||' Ty (Hl‘l>

IeB(p) i€l
We first prove the next claim.

Claim 1.

(I) ao 7& 0.
(II) If £ C [n] is a @-parallel class, then ), . a; = 0.
(III) For any flat F" of M such that rank(p(F)) = rank(F'), one has >\ pa; =
—(n —1")ay.
(IV) For any j € [n] \ L, we have a; = 0.

Proof of Claim. (I) This follows from Theorem 2.5(i) since P, = (n — r)!far + xog
for some polynomial g # 0.

(IT) Recall that M’ = ([n], B(¢),s) is a matroid on [n]. Clearly X € B(p),  if and
only if rank(o(X)) = ¢/ for any X C [n]. From this fact, it is easy to see that, for
any X C [n], the rank of X in M’ equals to the rank of ¢(X) in N. In particular,
i,j € [n] are parallel in M’ if and only if they are p-parallel. Since P, can be written
in the form P, = ;1:8”’/ far + h, where h is a polynomial that contains no monomial
divisible by 25", (P, can be written as

— n—r")! , ,
tPy = ﬁ%r (@10y + -+ + anOp) far + h

for some polynomial A’ containing no monomials divisible by SL’S_TI. Since (P, =
we have (a101 + -+ + a,0,) fyr = 0. Then by Lemma 2.2(iii) and Theorem 2.5(i) it
follows that a;0; + - - - + a,0, belongs to

spang{{0; | i is an @-loop} U {0; — 9; | i and j are @-parallel} }.

This guarantees the desired property.
(III) The proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.5(i). Suppose that F' has rank r’.

Let I be an independent set of M such that (I) = F'. Note that |I| = rank(F") = r’.
14



A routine computation tells that the coefficient of 25" ! [Tic; @i in (P, is

n—r')! n—r" —1)!
(n—1') ( ) 3

° /
o et | Y
{jyulez(M), j&I
(n—r"—1)!
= (TR o
JEMNF

(see also (7)). Since /P, = 0, this proves the desired equation for F'.
Now suppose that F' has rank < r" and (III) holds for all flats G 2 F' of M with
rank(¢(G)) = rank(G). If G is a smallest flat of M that properly contains F', then

rank(¢(G)) — rank(¢(F)) < rank G —rank F' = 1,

so the rank of p(G) must be either rank(F)+1 or rank(F). Let Gy,...,G,, G, ..., G}
be the minimal flats of M that property contain F', where rank(p(Gy)) = rank(F')+1
and rank(p(G)) = rank(F'). By Lemma 2.3, we have

p q

I\ F = |G\ F)u| |G\ F).

t=1 s=1

We claim
Claim 2. | |/ (G, \ F) is non-empty and a union of ¢-parallel classes.

Proof of Claim 2. Note that the definition of Gy, ..., G, says that k € | [I_, (G, \F) if
and only if rank(p({k}UF')) = rank(F')+1. This in particular tells that | || (G;\ F)
is non-empty and contains no ¢-loops. If i and j are p-parallel and i € | |}_, (G \ F)
then we have

rank(¢({j} U F)) = rank(p({i} U F)) = rank(o(F)) + 1,
which tells that j € LP_, (G \ F). This guarantees the desired property. O

Now, by statement (II), we have Zj@l_lf_l(Gt\F) a; = 0. Then

p
A SR ol 1 R ot
JEMNF k=1 \ JE\Gk JEGK\F
p
=2 | 2w
k=1 \j€[n]\Gy
=p x (n—1")ay,
which proves the desired property, where we use the induction hypothesis to the
third equality.

(IV) If |[n] \ Ly,| < 1, then the assertion follows from the statement (II). We
assume |[n] \ Ly| > 2. Let a = (n —r')ag + 3.y a;. The statement (III) for rank
1 flats tells that for any k € [n] \ Ly, we have > ., a; = —(n — 1")ag, equivalently,
> ey, j2k @ = —a. Then Lemma 2.4 tells a; = —ma for all j € [n]\ L.
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Moreover, (II) tells, for any j € [n] \ Ly, we have 0 = >, i . je1 g0 j @ = ca for
some ¢ < 0, so a = 0. These prove the desired statement. O

We now go back to the proof of Theorem 5.6. By Claim 1, we have
{ = ag0y + Eieh,; a;0;.
For each I € B(p) with I C [n]\ L, let
Ny={JCL,|JUI € B(p)}

Note that Ny is the set of independent sets of the simple matroid obtained from M
by contracting elements in I and then restrict it to L. Also,

P, = S el p (H x) ,
[n\L,

1€B(y), IC i€l

Then, since

gﬁip _ gag—rpw _ Z {gag*r . (xg—\l\—chp\le>} (H xz> 7

I€B(p), ICn\Ly i€l

we have

e (a1 Py ) =0

for all I € B(yp) with I C [n]\ L,. Also, by Lemma 5.4, Ny = M|, for all I € B(y)
with |I| =7". Then by Theorem 2.5(ii) and Lemma 5.5, we have either

(%) rank(M|z,) <1 or (#) M|, is a uniform matroid and n — 7" — |L,| = 0.

The latter case is nothing but the condition (C). Suppose rank(A | ) < 1. Then
L, =0or|Ly,| = 1. The former case cannot occur since L, = () implies ¢ = ay0y and
the assumption r > r’ tells that F¢ contains a monomial divisible by xy. Suppose
L, = {jo} for some jo € [n]. Then ¢ = agdy + a;,0;,. Since ag # 0 and agdy P, =
—aj08j0P¢ + EPcp = —ajoajOP

», we have

20205 2 a2
a0y P, = ajoajo

P,=0.

(Recall that P, contains no monomials which is divisible by 22 for any k € [n].)
This tells that ?w contains no monomial which is divisible by zZ. This happens
only when r — 7" < 1. Hence we have |L,| = 1 and r — 7’ = 1, so condition (B) is
satisfied. O

Using the Lorentzian property of P,, Eur-Huh [EH] proved

1B(©)r—1] 1B(©)r11] < <‘B(<P)k‘

(") G (%)

Considering Corollary 1.2, it is natural to ask

) (r <k<r).

Question 5.7. When equality holds in the above inequality?

In the proof of Corollary 1.2, we use the property that Pj; has the HRR; w.r.t.
01+ -+ 0,. We close this paper with an example showing that this is not the case

for morphisms of matroids.
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Example 5.8. Let ¢ : U3 3 — Uy ; be a (unique) natural morphism. Then,
F¢ = 112973 + To(T122 + T173 + ToT3) + x%(xl + x9 + x3)

and a routine computation tells that ng does not have the SLP; w.r.t. 9; + ds + 0s.
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