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Abstract. We study a broad class of polynomial optimization problems whose
constraints and objective functions exhibit sparsity patterns. We give two char-
acterizations of the number of critical points to these problems, one as a mixed
volume and one as an intersection product on a toric variety. As a corollary, we
obtain a convex geometric interpretation of polar degrees, a classical invariant of
algebraic varieties, as well as Euclidean distance degrees. Furthermore, we prove
the BKK generality of Lagrange systems in many instances.

Keywords: sparse polynomial optimization, toric varieties, algebraic degree, ED degree, polar degree

MSC2020: 90C26, 14M25, 14Q20, 52B20

1. Introduction

We consider polynomial optimization problems of the form:

min
y∈Rn

f0(y) subject to f1(y) = 0, . . . , fm(y) = 0(POP)

where fi ∈ R[y1, . . . , yn]. Polynomial programs have broad modeling power and are
found in applications such as signal processing, combinatorial optimization, power
systems engineering, and more [TR01, PRW95, MH19]. In general, these prob-
lems are NP-hard to solve [Vav90] but there has been much work in recent decades
studying various solution techniques for (POP). Inspired by recent improvements in
numerical methods for polynomial system solving, in this work we focus on solving
the critical point equations for (POP).

When the first-order optimality conditions hold, there are finitely many complex
critical points to (POP). For a specified objective function f0 and fixed constraints
f1, . . . , fm we denote F = (f0, . . . , fm). The number of complex critical points of
F is called the algebraic degree of F. While (POP) is a real optimization problem,
we consider complex critical points since for polynomials F with fixed monomial
support, the algebraic degree is generically1 constant. When the algebraic degree of
(POP) is finite, the coordinates of an optimal solution of (POP) can be expressed as
the roots of polynomial functions of the coefficients of F. Under sufficient genericity
conditions these polynomial functions are all of the same degree and the algebraic
degree of F has an additional interpretation as the degree of these polynomials.

The algebraic degree of F also has practical implications for optimization algo-
rithms as it gives an upper bound on the number of critical points of (POP). This
gives a bound on the number of local extrema at which local optimization algorithms
can terminate.

When F consists of generic polynomials with full monomial support, a formula
for the algebraic degree of F was given in [NR09]. This was then specialized

1By generic, we mean generic with respect to the Zariski topology. See Remark 2.1 for a detailed
explanation.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

30
8.

07
76

5v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

A
G

] 
 1

0 
Ju

n 
20

24



2 JULIA LINDBERG, LEONID MONIN, AND KEMAL ROSE

for many classes of convex polynomial optimization problems in [GvBR09] and
[NRS10]. When the objective function of (POP) is the Euclidean distance function,
i.e. f0 = ∥y− u∥22 for a generic point u ∈ Rn, the algebraic degree of F is called the
ED degree of (f1, . . . , fm). The study of ED degrees began with [DHO+16]. Follow
up work then studied the ED degree of real algebraic groups [BD15], Fermat hyper-
surfaces [Lee17], orthogonally invariant matrices [DLOT17], smooth complex pro-
jective varieties [AH18], the multiview variety [MRW20a], hypersurfaces [BSW22]
and when the data u and polynomials f1, . . . , fm are not generic [MRW20b].

A related problem coming from statistics considers the likelihood objective func-
tion, f0 = yu1

1 · · · yun
n . This problem is called maximum likelihood estimation and

the number of complex critical points to (POP) when f0 = yu1
1 · · · yun

n for generic
u ∈ Rn is called the ML degree of (f1, . . . , fm). Relationships between ML degrees
and Euler characteristics as well as the ML degree of various statistical models have
been studied in [CHKS06, HKS05, Huh13, ABB+19, DM21, MMW21, MMM+23].

Inspired by recent results on the ED and ML degrees of sparse polynomial systems
[BSW22, LNRW23], we study the algebraic degree of (POP) when each polynomial
fi ∈ R[y1, . . . , yn] is assumed to be a sparse polynomial with generic coefficients.
Given an optimization problem of the form (POP) where F is a list of sparse poly-
nomial equations with generic coefficients, the Lagrangian of F is

ΦF (λ, y) := f0 −
m∑
i=1

λifi.

We consider the Lagrange system of F, namely LF = (f1, . . . , fm, ℓ1, . . . , ℓn), where

ℓj =
∂

∂yj

(
f0 −

m∑
i=1

λifi

)
.

Analogous to the algebraic degree of polynomial optimization from [NR09], we
generalize the common term to the algebraic degree of sparse polynomial optimiza-
tion. It is the number of complex critical points of f0 restricted to V(f1, . . . , fm),
where each fi ∈ R[y1, . . . , yn] is a sparse polynomial. When all critical points are
smooth, it is:

(1.1) #V (LF) = # {(y, λ) ∈ Cn × Cm : 0 = f1 = · · · = fm = ℓ1 = · · · = ℓn} .

There exist classical results in algebraic geometry bounding the number of iso-
lated solutions to a square polynomial system. A result of Bézout says that #V(LF)
is bounded above by the product of the degrees of the polynomials in LF. If
deg(fi) = di and deg(ℓj) = hj, 0 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n, Bézout’s bound reduces
to d1 · · · dm · h1 · · ·hn where hj ≤ maxi∈[m]{d0 − 1, di}. Work of Nie and Ranestad
refined this bound and showed that

#V(LF) ≤ d1 · · · dm ·Dn−m(d0 − 1, . . . , dm − 1)

where Dr(n1, . . . , nk) =
∑

i1+···+ik=r n
i1
1 · · ·nik

k [NR09]. While this bound is generi-
cally tight when F consists of polynomials with full monomial support, the following
example shows that it can be a strict upper bound when F is sparse.
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Example 1.1. Consider the following optimization problem:

min
y∈Rn

cTy subject to f = α1y
3
1 +

n−1∑
j=2

αjy
2
j + αnyn = 1,(1.2)

where c, α ∈ Rn are generic parameters. The corresponding Lagrange system is
given by LF = (ℓ1, . . . , ℓn, f) where

ℓ1 = c1 − 3λα1y
2
1, ℓn = cn − αnλ, ℓj = ci − 2λαjyj, 2 ≤ j ≤ n− 1.

Bézout’s bound gives that #V(LF) ≤ 9 ·2n−2, which is worse than the Nie-Ranestad
bound #V(LF) ≤ 3 ·Dn−1(0, 2) = 3 · 2n−1. In this case, the sparsity of the Lagrange
equations allows one to solve the Lagrange system explicitly. One can see that for
generic values of c and α, #V(LF) = 2.

Motivated by the previous example, we are interested in obtaining tighter bounds
for the algebraic degree of sparse polynomial optimization problems. We focus on
the following questions.

Question 1. How many smooth critical points does (POP) have for sparse F?

The motivation for Question 1 is that if we know how many critical points (POP)
has, and we find them all, then we can globally solve (POP). Currently, the only
way to provably find all smooth critical points is to find all complex zeros of LF.

The field of computational algebraic geometry has traditionally been associated
with symbolic computations based on Gröbner bases. Recent developments in nu-
merical frameworks, such as homotopy continuation [BHSW13], provide algorithms
that are able to solve problems intractable with symbolic methods. Moreover, nu-
merical algorithms can not only provide the floating point approximation of a solu-
tion, but also certify that a given approximation represents a unique solution, and
provide guarantees for correctness [BRT23, Rum99, Lee19]. Therefore, numerical
computation can be used to prove lower bounds on #V(LF). However, ensuring the
absence of additional solutions requires establishing an upper bound, which can be
achieved through intersection theory.

Such an intersection theoretic bound for sparse polynomial systems was given by
the celebrated Bernstein-Kouchnirenko-Khovanskii (BKK) theorem. The BKK the-
orem [Ber75] relates the number of C∗ := C\{0} zeros of a system of polynomial
equations to the mixed volume of their corresponding Newton polytopes (see Sec-
tion 2.1). While the BKK bound is generically tight, we note that the coefficients of
the system LF are linearly dependent, so a priori it is not clear that the system LF

has the expected number of solutions. This motivates the second question guiding
this work.

Question 2. Is the Lagrange system of (POP) BKK general?

An affirmative answer to Question 2 would show that polyhedral homotopy al-
gorithms are optimal for finding all complex critical points for generic instances of
(POP) in the sense that for every solution to LF = 0, exactly one homotopy path is
tracked. For more details on polyhedral homotopy continuation see [HS95].

A second consequence of Question 2 has to do with the complexity of algorithms
in real algebraic geometry. A fundamental question in real algebraic geometry is
to find a point on each connected component of a real algebraic variety, Y . In
[Hau13], Hauenstein showed that when f0 is the Euclidean distance function, the
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zeros of the Lagrange system of f0 restricted to Y cover all connected components.
He then used this result to suggest a homotopy algorithm that would find a point
on each connected component of Y . In Hauenstein’s homotopy algorithm, he par-
titions the homotopy paths into two sets, E and E1, where E denotes the set of
homotopy paths that converge and E1 denotes the set of homotopy paths that di-
verge. By showing that polyhedral homotopy algorithms are optimal for a large
class of Euclidean distance optimization problems, we would further the analysis of
Hauenstein’s algorithm by showing that the set E1 is empty.

Finally, we note that understanding BKK exactness of non generic polynomial
systems is of increasing interest in the applied algebraic geometry community. In
this field, researchers study systems of polynomial equations coming from a diverse
set of fields including biology, optimization, data science and power systems engi-
neering. Recent results also study BKK exactness in these settings [CCG23, BSW22,
LNRW23, LAR23, CKL22].

Contribution. Our contribution consists of multiple results determining the alge-
braic degree of generic sparse polynomial programs. First, we show in Theorem B,
that the answer to Question 2 is positive for a wide class of sparse polynomial
programs having strongly admissible monomial support (see Definition 3.4). In par-
ticular, our results show that the BKK bound is tight for Example 1.1. Further, in
Corollary 3.6 we show that algebraic degrees of generic sparse polynomial programs
are determined by the Newton polytopes of F. Corollary 3.6 also has algorithmic
implications which were studied in [LMR23].

As a corollary, we prove an analogous result to that in [BSW22], and show that
the ED degree of a variety defined by polynomials with strongly admissible support
is equal to the BKK bound of its corresponding Lagrange system (Corollary 4.1).
We also prove similar results for (the sum of) polar degrees (Corollary 4.3), giving
the first convex geometric interpretation of this algebraic invariant.

In Theorem C we loosen the assumption on F of strongly admissible monomial
support and provide a different formula for the algebraic degree of F when F is in
a larger family of sparse polynomial programs. Our main tool here is Porteous’ for-
mula which computes the fundamental class of the degeneracy locus of a morphism
between two vector bundles as a polynomial of their Chern classes. Using Porteous’
formula, Theorem C expresses the algebraic degree in terms of the intersection the-
ory of a certain toric compactification of (C∗)n. The formula for the algebraic degree
in Theorem C can be expressed as a (not necessarily positive) linear combination
of mixed volumes. However, the explicit connection to the mixed volume of the
Lagrange system is still mysterious.

2. Preliminaries and notation

2.1. Sparse polynomials and polyhedral geometry. We specify a sparse poly-
nomial f ∈ C[y1, . . . , yn] by its monomial support, A ⊂ Nn := Zn

≥0. Specifically, for
a finite subset A ⊂ Nn, we write

f =
∑
α∈A

cαy
α

where yα := yα1
1 · · · yαn

n and cα ∈ C. Given a sparse polynomial f ∈ C[y1, . . . , yn]
with monomial support A, the Newton polytope of f is defined as the convex hull of
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A. Explicitly, the Newton polytope of f is

Newt(f) = conv{α : α ∈ A}.
A sparse polynomial system F = (f0, . . . , fm) is defined by a tuple A = (A0, . . . ,Am)
where fi =

∑
α∈Ai

cα,iy
α ∈ C[y1, . . . , yn].

Remark 2.1. In this paper, we consider generic sparse polynomial systems. A
statement holds for a generic sparse polynomial system if it holds for all systems
F = (f0, . . . , fm) whose coefficients {cα,i : α ∈ Ai, 0 ≤ i ≤ m} lie in some nonempty
Zariski open subset of the space CA0×· · ·×CAm of coefficients. This means that the
non-generic behavior occurs on a set of measure zero in the space CA0 × · · · ×CAm .

Given polytopes P1, . . . , Pn ⊂ Rn, the mixed volume of P1, . . . , Pn is the coefficient
of the monomial λ1 · · ·λn in the volume polynomial

Voln(λ1P1 + . . .+ λnPn),

where P + Q = {p + q : p ∈ P, q ∈ Q} is the Minkowski sum and Voln is the
standard n-dimensional Euclidean volume.

In a series of celebrated results [Ber75, Kou76, Kho78] the connection between
the number of solutions over C∗ to a system of sparse polynomial equations and the
underlying convex geometry of the polynomials was made.

Theorem 2.2 (BKK Bound [Ber75, Kou76, Kho78]). Let F = (f1, . . . , fn) ⊂
C[y1, . . . , yn] be a sparse polynomial system with η isolated solutions in (C∗)n, counted
with multiplicity and let Pi = Newt(fi). Then

η ≤ MV(P1, . . . , Pn).

Moreover, if the coefficients of F are generic then η = MV(P1, . . . , Pn).

If for a sparse polynomial system F the BKK bound holds with equality, we say
F is BKK general. Bernstein gave explicit degeneracy conditions under which the
above inequality is tight by considering the initial systems of F [Ber75].
Given a polytope P ⊂ Rn and a vector w ∈ Zn\{0}, let Pw denote the face exposed

by w. Specifically,

Pw = {v ∈ P : ⟨v, w⟩ ≤ ⟨z, w⟩ ∀z ∈ P}.
For a sparse polynomial f we call

initw(f) =
∑

α∈(Newt(f))w

cαy
α

the initial polynomial of f with respect to w. For a sparse polynomial system F, we
denote initw(F) = (initw(f1), . . . , initw(fn)).

Theorem 2.3. [Ber75, Theorem 2] Let F = (f1, . . . , fn) ⊂ C[y1, . . . , yn] be a sparse
polynomial system with η isolated C∗ solutions counted with multiplicity and let
Pi = Newt(fi). All C∗ solutions of F (y) = 0 are isolated and η = MV(P1, . . . , Pn)
if and only if for every w ∈ Zn\{0}, initw(F) has no C∗ solutions.

Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3 demonstrate the intimate connection between solu-
tions to systems of polynomial equations and polyhedral geometry. In the remainder
of this section, we define a few more objects that are helpful when using this con-
nection. Given A = (A0, . . . ,Am) ∈ Nn we define the Cayley polytope of A as
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Cay(A) = conv ({(z, ei) : z ∈ Ai, i = 0, . . . ,m}) ⊂ Rn+m

where ei is the i-th standard basis vector of Rm and e0 is the vector of all zeroes.
Similarly, for a sparse polynomial system F with support A = (A0, . . . ,Am), we
define Cay(F) = Cay(A).

For a face of a convex polytope, F ⊂ P ⊂ Rn, the normal cone of F is the set of
linear functionals which achieve their minimum on F :

σ(F ) = {c ∈ Rn : ⟨c, x⟩ ≤ ⟨c, z⟩, ∀x ∈ F, z ∈ P}.
The normal cones of each face of P form a fan, denoted Σ(P ) ⊂ Rn.

Finally, in this paper we consider the operation of taking the “partial derivative”
of a polytope which we define as follows. Let P ⊂ Rn

≥0 be a polytope contained in
the positive orthant. Then

∂jP = (P − ej) ∩ Rn
≥0 = {α− ej : α ∈ P, αj ≥ 1},

where ej is the j−th standard basis vector of Rn.
The definition of ∂jP is motivated by the partial differentiation operation of a

polynomial f ∈ R[y1, . . . , yn] with Newt(f) = P . Indeed, one always has Newt( ∂
∂yj
f) ⊂

∂jNewt(f). However, Newt( ∂
∂yj
f) and ∂jNewt(f) can be quite different. For in-

stance, let f(y) = 1 + y3, then Newt(f) = [0, 3] and ∂Newt(f) = [0, 2]. However,
∂
∂y
f = 3y2 and Newt( ∂

∂y
f) = {2}. In general, even if P is integral, the polytope ∂iP

does not have to be integral.
For a polynomial f =

∑
α∈A cαy

α having full monomial support with respect to
Newt(f) (i.e. cα ̸= 0 for any α ∈ Newt(f)∩Nn) the two constructions are connected
in the following way:

Newt

(
∂

∂yj
f

)
= conv{∂jNewt(f) ∩ Nn}.

In particular, if f is a degree d polynomial with all monomials of degree ≤ d having
non-zero coefficients, then

Newt

(
∂

∂yj
f

)
= ∂jNewt(f).

2.2. Toric varieties. Theorem 2.2 is a statement about intersection theory on toric
varieties. A toric variety X is an irreducible variety such that (C∗)n is a Zariski
open subset of X and the action of (C∗)n on itself extends to an action of (C∗)n on
X. We can also associate normal toric varieties with polyhedral fans.

Let σ ∈ Rn be a rational polyhedral cone which does not contain any vector
subspace and denote

Sσ = σ∨ ∩ Zn

where σ∨ = {y ∈ Rn : ⟨y, x⟩ ≥ 0 ∀x ∈ σ} is the dual cone of σ. Then the affine
toric variety associated with σ is

Vσ = Spec(C[Sσ])

where C[Sσ] is the semigroup algebra associated with Sσ.
Given a polyhedral fan Σ we have a collection of affine toric varieties indexed by

cones in Σ, denoted {Vσ : σ ∈ Σ}. Specifically, for σ, τ ∈ Σ with σ ⊆ τ we have
the inclusion Vσ ⊆ Vτ . We denote XΣ as the toric variety that is the colimit of all



THE ALGEBRAIC DEGREE OF SPARSE POLYNOMIAL OPTIMIZATION 7

such inclusion maps. This means that XΣ is obtained by gluing all affine varieties
Vτ , Vτ ′ along Vσ, where σ = τ ∩ τ ′. For a more complete treatment of toric varieties,
see [CLS11].

In this paper, we will work with the Cox ring of a toric variety which is a general-
ization of the homogeneous coordinate ring of projective space and was introduced
in [Cox95]. First, let us denote by Σ(1) the set of all rays of Σ. By abuse of notation
we often do not distinguish between rays ρ and their primitive ray generators. The
Cox ring of XΣ is

S = C[xρ : ρ ∈ Σ(1)].

To every ray ρ we associate the corresponding torus invariant Weyl divisor Dρ. Note
that every torus invariant Weyl divisor D on X has a unique presentation of the
form D =

∑
ρ∈Σ(1) aρDρ. The global sections of the associated sheaf OX(D) are

spanned by monomials:

H0(OX(D), y) = ⟨ym | m ∈ Zn, ⟨m, ρ⟩ ≥ −aρ⟩ ⊆ C[y±1 , . . . , y±n ].

Given a global section f =
∑

m∈Zn cmy
m of OX(D) we define the homogenization f̃

of f to be the following element of S:

(2.1) f̃ =
∏

ρ∈Σ(1)

xaρρ f(z1, . . . , zn) =
∑
m∈Zn

cm
∏

ρ∈Σ(1)

x⟨m,ρ⟩+aρ
ρ .

Here the variables zi are defined by zi =
∏
xρiρ . Note that a Laurent polynomial

f ∈ C[y±1 , . . . , y±n ] can be a section of the sheaf OX(D) for a certain choices of D,

and the homogenization f̃ depends on the choice of D.

Example 2.4. Consider the toric variety P1 × P1, associated with the dual fan
Σ(P ) of the square P . The four generators x−e1 , xe1 , x−e2 , xe2 of the Cox ring S are
in bijection to the four rays.

Homogenizing the bivariate polynomial f = 1+ y1 + y2 + y1y2 yields the bihomoge-

neous polynomial f̃ = x−e1x−e2 + xe1x−e2 + x−e1xe2 + xe1xe2 .

2.3. Chern and Segre classes of vector bundles. The main ingredient of the
intersection theoretic formulas for the algebraic degree of polynomial optimization
problems given in [NR09] is Porteous’ formula. Porteous’ formula computes the ex-
pected cohomology class of the degeneracy locus of maps of vector bundles. Loosely
speaking, vector bundles are families of vector spaces that are parameterized by an-
other space, and cohomology classes are algebraic invariants of topological spaces.
In this paper, all vector spaces will be parameterized by algebraic varieties and the
vector spaces will all have the same dimension, called the rank of the vector bundle.
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To formulate Porteous’ formula one needs to use the Chern and Segre classes,
which are well-studied characteristic classes of vector bundles. Here we list some
main properties of these classes. For a more detailed introduction we refer to [EH16].

For a vector bundle E of rank r on a variety X of dimension d and any i = 0, . . . , d,
one can define its i-th Chern class as an element of the 2i-th cohomology class of
X, ci(E) ∈ H2i(X). For any vector bundle E , one has c0(E) = 1 and ci(E) = 0 for
any i > r. We will denote by c(E) the total Chern class of E , that is

c(E) = c0(E) + . . .+ cmax(d,r)(E).
The crucial property of total Chern classes, known as Whitney’s formula, is that
they are multiplicative with respect to taking direct sums of line bundles:

c(E ⊕ F ) = c(E) · c(F).

In what follows we will mostly work with vector bundles coming as a direct sum of
line bundles E = L1 ⊕ . . . ⊕ Ln. By applying the Whitney formula to such vector
bundles we obtain a convenient formula for their total Chern class:

c(E) =
n∏

i=1

(1 + c1(Li)), These are graded pieces: ck(E) =
∑

I∈([n]
k )

∏
i∈I

c1(Li).

Finally, let us recall the definition of Segre classes. Note that, the total Chern
class c(E) is an invertible element in the cohomology ring of X as its 0-th degree
part is equal to 1. Using this one defines a total Segre class s(E) of a vector bundle
E on X to be the inverse of the total Chern class of E :

s(E) = c(E)−1.

Individual Segre classes si(E) are defined as homogeneous components of the total
Segre class. Note that, unlike Chern classes, one could have non-trivial Segre class
si(E) even for i > r.

3. Statement of the main result

In this section, we give an overview of the main results of this paper and defer the
proofs of Theorem A and Theorem C to Section 6. The results in this paper require
certain assumptions on the monomial support of F, which we define in this section.
While computational experiments suggest that both Theorem A and Theorem B are
true under milder assumptions, we show in Example 3.9 that they are needed for
Theorem C.

Definition 3.1. We call a point configuration A = (A0, . . . ,Am) ∈ Nn admissible
if for every i = 0, . . . ,m:

(1) Rn
≥0 is a cone in the normal fan of the polytope conv(Ai), and

(2) conv(Ai) meets every coordinate hyperplane of Rn.

When passing to a toric compactification, for various technical reasons we need to
ensure that the constraints f1, . . . , fm define a variety with a smooth closure. This
is guaranteed by the following notion of an appropriate toric variety.

Definition 3.2. Let X be a proper, normal toric variety with underlying polyhedral
fan Σ in Rn and A = (A0, . . . ,Am) an admissible point configuration. We call X
appropriate for A if the following three properties hold:

(1) the normal fan Σ(conv(Ai)) is refined by Σ for each i = 0, . . . ,m,
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(2) the fan Σ contains the non-negative orthant Rn
≥0, and

(3) for generic functions fi with monomial supportAi the closure of V(f1, . . . , fm)
in X is disjoint from the singular locus of X.

Remark 3.3. Note that for every admissible point configuration A, there exists a
smooth appropriate toric variety X. To construct X consider the normal fan Σ′ of
the Minkowski sum conv(A0)+ · · ·+conv(Am). A resolution of singularities can be
performed by subdividing each singular cone of Σ′, resulting in a smooth, complete
polyhedral fan Σ which contains the positive orthant. For more details on toric
resolution of singularities consider Chapter 11 of [CLS11].

In the proof of Theorem A and Theorem C we consider a natural choice for the
toric compactification X, given by the coarsest refinement of all normal fans of the
Newton polytopes Newt(f0), . . . ,Newt(fm). To state our main results, we need one
final definition.

Definition 3.4. We call a point configuration A = (A0, . . . ,Am) ∈ Nn strongly
admissible if it is admissible and if the toric variety

X = X(Σ(conv(A0) + · · ·+ conv(Am)))

is appropriate for A. Here X is the toric variety associated with the common
refinement of the normal fans Σ(conv(Ai)).

We give examples for the above definitions.

Example 3.5. Consider the tetrahedron S = conv(0, e1, e2, e3) ⊂ R3, the cube
C = conv(0, e1, e2, e3, e1 + e2, e1 + e3, e2 + e3, e1 + e2 + e3) ⊂ R3 and the bipyramid
B = conv(0, e1, e2, e3, e1 + e2 + e3) ⊂ R3.

• The point configuration (S,−S + (1, 1, 1)) is not an admissible point config-
uration since the normal fan of −S does not contain R3

≥0 as a cone.
• The point configuration (S, C) is a strongly admissible point configuration
since it is admissible and the singular locus of the toric variety defined by
S + C is zero-dimensional.

• The point configuration (S,B) is an admissible, but not strongly admissible,
point configuration. In particular, the toric variety defined by S + B is
not appropriate for (S,B). To see this consider the three-dimensional toric
variety X defined by S + B. The torus orbit Xσ defined by the cone σ =
R+(−1,−1, 1) + R+(−1,−1,−1), dual to the face conv((2, 1, 1), (1, 2, 1)) of
S+B, is contained in the singular locus. Let now f1 be a generic polynomial
with Newton polytope S. Then the vanishing locus V(f) in X intersects Xσ.

The polytopes S + B and S + C are displayed below, with the faces that define
singular torus orbits colored in green.
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The next two results express the number of solutions of LF as mixed volumes.

Theorem A. Let F = (f0, . . . , fm) be a generic sparse system of polynomials in
C[x1, . . . , xn] with strongly admissible support. Then the algebraic degree of sparse
polynomial optimization of (POP) is equal to

MV (Newt(f1), . . . ,Newt(fm), ∂1Newt(ΦF ), . . . , ∂nNewt(ΦF )) .(3.1)

Here ΦF denotes the Lagrangian ΦF (λ, y) := f0 −
∑m

i=1 λifi, as above. Note
that the polytopes ∂jNewt(ΦF ) may be strictly larger than the Newton polytopes
Newt(ℓj) of the partial derivatives ℓj =

∂
∂yj

(f0 −
∑m

i=1 λifi). The equality in Theo-

rem A shows that LF is BKK general, giving the next theorem.

Theorem B. Under the assumptions of Theorem A the Lagrange system LF is
BKK general. Further, all critical points are smooth and lie in the algebraic torus
(C∗)n. The number of critical points is equal to the mixed volume

(3.2) MV (Newt(f1), . . . ,Newt(fm),Newt(ℓ1), . . . ,Newt(ℓn)) .

If F is not generic then (3.2) is an upper bound to the number of isolated, smooth
critical points of f0 restricted to V(f1, . . . , fm).

Proof. For every j = 1, . . . , n we have the inclusion Newt(ℓj) ⊆ ∂jNewt(ΦF ) of
polytopes, showing the inequality (3.2)≤(3.1). On the other hand, by Theorem A,
the BKK bound (3.2) of LF constitutes an upper bound to (1.1) and we obtain

(1.1) ≤ (3.2) ≤ (3.1) = (1.1).

By Lemma 6.4, all critical points are smooth and all critical points are in the torus.
□

By Theorem A the monomial supportsA0, . . . ,Am contribute to the mixed volume
(3.1) only by means of their convex hulls. This gives the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem A the algebraic degree of the
sparse polynomial optimization problem (POP) and the mixed volume (3.2) depend
only on the Newton polytopes Newt(fi) for i = 0, . . . ,m.

Remark 3.7. Corollary 3.6 has algorithmic consequences if one wishes to numeri-
cally find all critical points to (POP) (as opposed to counting them). We leverage
this in [LMR23] and efficiently compute polyhedral start systems for LF by imposing
maximal sparsity on the Newton polytopes of F.

Example 3.8. Recall the optimization problem (1.2) in Example 1.1. Theorem B
shows that the algebraic degree of this problem is equal to the mixed volume of
its Lagrange system. A property of mixed volumes is that if P1, . . . , Pn ⊂ Rn and
Q1, . . . , Qm ⊂ Rn+m, then

MV(P1, . . . , Pn, Q1, . . . , Qm) = MV(P1, . . . , Pn) ·MV(π(Q1), . . . , π(Qm)),

where π : Rn+m → Rm is the projection onto the last m coordinates. Observe that
Newt(ℓ1), . . . ,Newt(ℓn) ⊂ Rn+1 have nth coordinate zero. Therefore,

MV(Newt(ℓ1), . . . ,Newt(ℓn),Newt(f)) = MV(Newt(ℓ1), . . . ,Newt(ℓn)) ·MV(πn(Newt(f))

where πn : Rn+1 → R is the projection onto the nth coordinate.
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Since for j = 1, . . . , n, Newt(ℓj) = conv(0, αj) for some αj ∈ Rn, we can compute
MV(Newt(ℓ1), . . . ,Newt(ℓn)) = det(M) where M is the matrix with jth column
equal to αj. In our case, this amounts to computing

det



2 0 . . . 0
0 1 . . . 0

0 0
. . . 0

1 1 . . . 1


 = 2.

Finally, observe that πn(Newt(f)) = [0, 1] so it has (mixed) volume one. This
gives a geometric proof that the optimization degree of (1.2) is 2, agreeing with the
result we computed in Example 1.1.

Our final result, Theorem C, weakens the assumption of strongly admissible sup-
port needed in Theorem A and Theorem B and characterizes the algebraic degree
of F as a more general product in the Chow ring of a toric variety.

To formulate Theorem C we first need some notation. We refer to Section 2
and references therein for a brief introduction to the objects we use. Let A =
(A0, . . . ,Am) be an admissible point configuration (Definition 3.1) and let X be a
smooth toric variety given by the fan Σ which is appropriate for A (Definition 3.2).
As usual, the convex hull of each point configuration Ai defines a line bundle LAi

.
Further, since we assume that the fan Σ contains the positive orthant as one of

its cones, we know that Σ contains the rays generated by the standard basis vec-
tors e1, . . . , en of Rn. We denote by De1 , . . . , Den the corresponding torus-invariant
divisors on X and by OX(De1), . . . ,OX(Den) the corresponding line bundles. For
further reading on toric line bundles, see [CLS11, Chapter 6].

Theorem C. Let F = (f0, . . . , fm) be a generic sparse system of polynomials in
C[x1, . . . , xn] with admissible support A and let X be as above. Then the algebraic
degree of sparse polynomial optimization (POP) is finite and equal to the degree of
the following cycle class:

(3.3) c1 (LA1) · · · c1 (LAn) (s(E) c(F))n−m ,

where E = L−1
A0

⊕ · · · ⊕ L−1
Am

and F = OX(−De1)⊕ · · · ⊕ OX(−Den).
Moreover, if F is not generic then (3.3) is an upper bound to the number of

isolated, smooth critical points of f0 restricted to V(f1, . . . , fm).

The purpose of the following example is to demonstrate that the assumptions for
Theorem C are necessary.

Example 3.9. Consider (POP) where

f0 = 7 + 11y1 − 13y2 − 19y1y2 − 2y21 − 5y22

f1 = −5y1y2 + 29y1y
2
2 − 17y21y2 + 61y21y

2
2 + y21 − 3y22.

Note that the normal fan of Newt(f1) does not contain R2
≥0, so the monomial

support of (f0, f1) does not form an admissible point configuration, meaning the
assumptions of Theorem C do not hold in this case.
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Newt(f0) : Newt(f1) :

To evaluate (3.3) we denote the Chern classes

c1 (LA0) = [2D2 + 4D3 + 2D4 − 2D6] and c1 (LA1) = [2D2 + 2D3 + 2D4],

and the vector bundles

E = L−1
A0

⊕ L−1
A1

and F = OX(D1)
−1 ⊕OX(D5)

−1.

Here, X is the smooth toric variety defined by the complete fan Σ with ray generators

ρ1 = (0, 1), ρ2 = (1, 1), ρ3 = (1, 0), ρ4 = (0,−1), ρ5 = (−1,−1), ρ6 = (−1, 0).

ρ1 ρ6

ρ5

ρ3 ρ4

ρ2

We have c1(F) = [−D1 −D5], and

s1(E) =
−1

c1(E)
= c1 (LA0) + c1 (LA1) = [4D2 + 6D3 + 4D4 − 2D6].

Finally, direct computation shows

deg (c1 (LA1) · (s(E) c(F))1) = deg (c1 (LA1) · (c1(F) + s1(E))) = 12.

In this case, (3.3) gives 12, while the algebraic degree of F = (f0, f1) is 10. In
particular, the this shows the assumptions of Theorem C are necessary. On the other
hand, the BKK bound of LF is 10, so the bound in Theorem A and Theorem B is
tight. Although the assumptions in Theorem A and Theorem B are stronger than
the ones in Theorem C, we believe that Theorem A and Theorem B hold in greater
generality than Theorem C.

4. Sparse ED, polar and sectional degrees

In this section, we discuss important corollaries of Theorem A and Theorem B
which relate Euclidean distance optimization, polar degrees, and sectional degrees
to mixed volumes.

We first consider polynomial optimization problems where the objective function
is f0 = ∥y− u∥22 for a generic point u ∈ Rn. Let (f1, . . . , fm) be a sparse polynomial
system with variety Y = V(f1, . . . , fm) ⊂ Cn. The ED degree of Y is the number of
complex critical points of the optimization problem:

min
y∈Rn

∥y − u∥22 subject to f1(y) = . . . = fm(y) = 0.(ED)
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Equivalently, it is the algebraic degree of F = (f0, . . . , fm). This brings us to the
main result of this section, which relates ED degrees and mixed volumes. To simplify
notation, for polynomials F = (f1, . . . , fm) we write

MV(F ) := MV(Newt(f1), . . . ,Newt(fm)).

Corollary 4.1 (Euclidean distance objective function). Let (f1, . . . , fm) be a generic
sparse polynomial system with variety V(f1, . . . , fm) = Y ⊂ Cn and f0 = ∥y − u∥22
where u is a generic point in Rn. If the monomial support of F = (f0, . . . , fm) is
strongly admissible, then

MV(LF ) = ED degree(Y ).

Proof. Consider the weighted Euclidean distance function, fC = ∥Cy − u∥22, where
C is an n×n diagonal matrix with generic entries and define FC = (fC , f1, . . . , fm).
Theorem A implies that the degree and mixed volume of LFC

are equal. Call this
value η.

Observe that the variety of LFc is in bijection with the critical points of

min
y∈Rn

∥y − u∥22 subject to f1(C
−1y) = · · · = fm(C

−1y) = 0.(4.1)

This gives that there are η critical points to (4.1). Notice that the monomial
support of (f1(C

−1(y)), . . . , fm(C
−1(y)) is the same as that of (f1(y), . . . , fm(y)),

since C is diagonal. Therefore, the degree of LF is equal to its mixed volume. □

Now that we have established a relationship between ED degrees and mixed vol-
umes, we next recall that in [DHO+16] a relationship between ED degrees and polar
degrees was established. Let Y ⊂ Pn be a projective variety. For a point y ∈ Y ,
denote TxY as the tangent space of Y at y. Denote the conormal variety of Y as

NY = {(y, z) ∈ Pn × (Pn)∗ : y ∈ Y sm, z ⊥ TyY },(4.2)

where (Pn)∗ is the dual projective space, which is the projective space consisting of
all hyperplanes in Pn. For a proper subvariety, Y ⊂ Pn, the dimension of NY is
independent of the dimension of Y and dim(NY ) = n− 1.

For an irreducible variety Y ⊂ Pn, the i-th polar degree of Y is

δi(Y ) = |NY ∩ (L1 × L2)|,

where L1 ⊆ Pn is a generic linear space of dimension n + 1− i and L2 ⊆ (Pn)∗ is a
generic linear space of dimension i. The intersection NX ∩ (L1 × L2) is finite, since

dim(NY ) + dim(L1 × L2) = 2n = dim(Pn × (Pn)∗).

While in our situation, the requirement that Y is an irreducible projective variety
does not typically hold, we remark that by considering an affine variety Y ⊂ Cn

defined by polynomial equations with strongly admissible support, we can simply
consider the projective closure of Y , which we denote Y . Under mild genericity con-
ditions, the projective closure of Y is defined by homogenizing the defining equations
of Y with respect to a new variable, y0.

In general the ED degree of Y need not be equal to that of Y [DHO+16, Example
6.6], but under certain transversality conditions they are. Given two varieties V,W ⊆
Pn, we say that the the intersection V ∩W is transversal if the scheme theoretic
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intersection V ∩W is smooth. Let H∞ = Pn\Cn = V(y0) denote the hyperplane at
infinity and denote Y∞ = Y ∩H∞ and Q∞ = {y20 + . . .+ y2n = 0}.

Theorem 4.2 (Theorem 6.11 [DHO+16]). Let Y ⊂ Cn be an irreducible, affine
variety and Y ⊂ Pn its projective closure. Assume that the intersections Y ∩ H∞
and Y∞ ∩Q∞ are both transversal. Then,

ED Degree(Y ) = δ0(Y ) + δ1(Y ) + · · ·+ δn−1(Y )

where δi(Y ) is the i-th polar degree of Y .

As a consequence of Corollary 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 we establish a relationship
between polar degrees and mixed volumes. To our knowledge, this is the first time
a connection between convex geometry and polar degrees has been made.

Corollary 4.3. Let Y ⊂ Cn be an irreducible affine variety defined by polynomials
(f1, . . . , fm) and let Y ⊂ Pn be its projective closure. Assume that the intersections
Y∞ = Y ∩ H∞ and Y∞ ∩ Q∞ are both transversal. Let LF be the Lagrange system
of F = (f0, . . . , fm) where f0 = ∥y − u∥22 for generic u ∈ Rn and F has strongly
admissible support. Then

MV(LF) = δ0(Y ) + · · ·+ δn−1(Y ),

where δi(Y ) is the i-th polar degree of the projective closure Y .

Example 4.4. Consider the Euclidean distance optimization problem

min
y∈R2

∥∥∥∥[y1y2
]
−
[
1
1

]∥∥∥∥2
2

subject to 4y21 + 2y22 − y1y2 − 1 = 0.

The Lagrange system of this optimization problem is

LF = (2(y1 − 1)− λ(8y1 − y2), 2(y2 − 1)− λ(−y1 + 4y2), 4y
2
1 + 2y22 − y1y2 − 1).

The mixed volume of LF is four and there are indeed four complex solutions (y1, y2, λ),
two of which are real:

[0.3864, 0.5557,−0.4840],

[−0.3050,−0.6418, 1.4516],

[−0.1407− 1.6318i, 2.3431− 0.5950i, 0.2904− 0.1023i],

[−0.1407 + 1.6318i, 2.3431 + 0.5950i, 0.2904 + 0.1023i]

Now we consider the projective closure of the variety

Y = V(4y21 + 2y22 − y1y2 − 1) ⊂ C2

which is defined as

Y = V(4y21 + 2y22 − y1y2 − y20) ⊂ P2.

The conormal variety of Y , NY ⊂ P2 × (P2)∗, is defined as

NY = {([y0 : y1 : y2], [z0 : z1 : z2]) ∈ P2 × (P2)∗ : f1 = f2 = f3 = f4 = f5 = f6 = 0}
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Figure 1. The ellipse 4y21+2y22−y1y2−1 = 0 along with the critical
points (green) of the Euclidean distance problem from the point (1, 1)
(blue).

where the polynomials f1, f2, f3, f4, f5, f6 are

f1 = −y20 + 4y21 − y1y2 + 2y22
f2 = y1z1 − 4y2z1 + 8y1z2 − y2z2

f3 = 31z20 − 8z21 − 4z1z2 − 16z22
f4 = 31y2z0 + 2y0z1 + 16y0z2

f5 = 31y1z0 + 8y0z1 + 2y0z2

f6 = y0z0 + 4y2z1 − 8y1z2 + 2y2z2.

Direct computation shows that δ0(Y ) = 2 and δ1(Y ) = 2, and that the ED degree
of Y equals the sum of the polar degrees of its projective closure as expected.

We conclude this section by making a final connection to sectional degrees. The
notion of sectional degrees was recently studied in [MRWW24]. Given an affine
variety Y ⊂ Cn, the i-th sectional degree of Y , denoted si(Y ), is defined as the
algebraic degree of the optimization problem

min
y∈Rn

⟨u, y⟩ subject to y ∈ Y ∩H1 ∩H2 ∩ · · · ∩Hi(SOi)

where ⟨u, ·⟩ is a generic linear function and H1, . . . , Hi are generic affine linear hy-
perplanes. As an immediate consequence of Theorem B we have a convex algebraic
interpretation of si(Y ).

Corollary 4.5. Let Y ⊂ Cn be an affine variety defined by generic polynomials
(f1, . . . , fm) where for generic u ∈ Rn, F = (⟨u, y⟩, f1, . . . , fm) has strongly admis-
sible support. Let LF be the Lagrange system of F corresponding to the sectional
optimization problem (SOi). Then

MV(LF) = si(Y )

where si(Y ) is the i-th sectional degree of Y .
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Furthermore, [MRWW24] gives a condition where sectional and polar degrees
agree. This condition relies on the dual variety of Y ⊆ Pn which is defined as

Y
∨
= π2(NY )

where π2 : Pn × (Pn)∗ → (Pn)∗ is the projection onto the second coordinate and NY

is the conormal variety of Y as defined in (4.2).
Specifically, [MRWW24, Corollary 6.8] states that if Y ⊂ Cn is an affine variety

with projective closure Y ⊂ Pn such that H∞ is not contained in Y
∨
, then si(Y ) =

δi(Y ) for all 0 ≤ i ≤ dim(Y ). Therefore, as a corollary of this, Corollary 4.3 and
Corollary 4.5 we get the following equality of mixed volumes.

Corollary 4.6. Let Y ⊂ Cn be an affine variety defined by polynomials (f1, . . . , fm)
such that for generic u ∈ Rn the polynomial systems

E = (∥y − u∥22, f1 . . . , fm), and

F = (⟨u, y⟩, f1, . . . , fm)
have strongly admissible support. Let LE be the Lagrange system of E corresponding
to the Euclidean distance optimization problem (ED) and LFi

the Lagrange system
of Fi corresponding to the i-th sectional optimization problem (SOi). Assume that
H∞ is not contained in the dual variety of Y . Then

MV(LE) =
n−1∑
i=0

MV(LFi
).

Observe that under certain genericity conditions, the results in [MRWW24] show
that sectional degrees are the affine analog of polar degrees. With this in mind and
the aforementioned results, we have the following conjecture.

Conjecture 7. Let Y ⊆ Cn be an irreducible, affine variety and Y ⊂ Pn its pro-
jective closure. If Y intersects Q∞ transversely then the ED degree of Y is equal to
s0(Y ) + . . .+ sn−1(Y ).

To provide one piece of evidence for Conjecture 7 and highlight its distinction
from Theorem 4.2, we give an example of a variety Y where Conjecture 7 is true
but Theorem 4.2 gives a strict upper bound on the ED degree of Y .

Example 4.8. Consider the affine variety Y = V(y21 − y2) ⊂ R2. We can directly
compute the ED degree of Y to be three. The sectional degrees of Y are s0(Y ) = 1
and s1(Y ) = 2. In this case Conjecture 7 holds.

Conversely, we can consider the polar degrees of Y = V(y21 − y2y0) and compute
that δ0(Y ) = 2 and δ1(Y ) = 2. This provides an example where the sum of the
polar degrees of Y is a strict upper bound on the ED degree of Y but the sum of
the sectional degrees is exact.

5. Homogeneous equations for critical points

In this section, we define homogeneous critical point equations for the optimiza-
tion problem (POP). We give two different sets of critical point equations for (POP).
On the one hand, in [NR09] critical points are characterized as an intersection of

the vanishing locus of homogeneous equations {f̃1 = · · · = f̃m = 0} with a projec-
tive determinantal variety W . We generalize this approach by replacing projective
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space with an appropriate toric variety X. On the other hand, we homogenize the
Lagrange equations LF = (f1, . . . , fm, ℓ1, . . . , ℓn) in the Cox ring of a toric variety,
P(E), which we introduce now. We show that both approaches define the desired
critical point equations in Lemma 5.8 with (5.2) concerning the former approach
and (5.3) the latter.

5.1. Toric projective bundles. We now describe the toric structure on the pro-
jectivization of a direct sum of line bundles on toric varieties. Let X be a complete
toric variety given by a fan Σ and let E = L0 ⊕ . . . ⊕ Lm be a direct sum of line
bundles on X. In this subsection, we will describe the fan of the total space of the
projectivization P(E). For a more general study of line bundles with toric variety
fiber see [HKM23].

Lemma 5.1. Let X be a toric variety and let E = L0 ⊕ . . . ⊕ Lm be a direct sum
of line bundles. The total spaces of E and P(E) can be given the structure of a toric
variety.

Proof. For every line bundle Li, there exists a torus invariant divisor Di such that
Li is isomorphic to O(Di). Therefore, each line bundle Li on X can be equipped
with an equivariant structure, i.e. the action of T on the total space of Li where T
is the torus acting on X. This makes the projection map equivariant.
By fixing an equivariant structure on each of the line bundles Li, we obtain a

T -action on the total space of E . Finally, we extend the T -action on E to the action
of T × (C∗)m+1 by making the second component act fiberwise in a natural way.
This action is faithful and has an open-dense orbit in the total space of E .
Moreover, the action of T × (C∗)m+1 on E descends to an action on P(E). The

latter action has a one-dimensional kernel given by the diagonal subtorus in (C∗)m+1.
Hence P(E) has the structure of a toric variety with respect to the factor torus

T ×
(
(C∗)m+1/C∗ · (1, . . . , 1)

)
. □

Remark 5.2. Note that the divisor Di is defined up to addition of the principal
divisor div(u) of character u ∈ Zn or, equivalently, any two equivariant structures
on Li differ by the action of a character of T . Therefore, the toric varieties defined
by different choices of Di are isomorphic.

We conclude by describing the defining fan of the projectivized total space P(E),
when the defining line bundles of E are torus equivariant. More precisely, for 0 ≤
j ≤ m, we denote Dj as a torus invariant divisor such that Li = O(Di). Each
divisor Dj defines a cone-wise linear function

ψi : Rn = |Σ| → R.
Let Ψ = (ψ0, . . . , ψm) : |Σ| → Rm+1 be the corresponding piece-wise linear map.

Denote Σ̃ ⊂ Rn × Rm+1 as the fan that is obtained as the graph of the function

Ψ. That is, Σ̃ consists of cones σ̃ where

σ̃ = {(x,Ψ(x)) |x ∈ σ}, for σ ∈ Σ.

We now abuse notation and denote Rn
≥0 as the fan supported on the positive

orthant, whose cones are all of the form σJ = {x ∈ Rn
≥0, | ∀j ∈ J : xj = 0}, J ⊆ [n].

The fan defining the total space of E consists of cones

σ̃ + τ for σ ∈ Σ, τ ∈ Rn
≥0 × {0}.
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Similarly, the fan F defining the total space of E with the zero section removed is
given by

σ̃ + τ for σ ∈ Σ, τ ∈ ∂Rn
≥0,

where ∂Rn
≥0 = Rn

≥0 \ {Rn
>0} denotes the fan consisting of all cones in Rn

≥0, except
for the one of dimension n. Finally, let S0 ⊂ E be the image of the zero section
of E . Now S0 is a torus invariant subset of E and thus the natural projection of
E \ S0 → P(E) is a toric morphism. On the level of fans, consider the projection

τ : Rn × Rm+1 −→ Rn ×
(
Rm+1/R · (1, . . . , 1)

) ∼= Rn × Rm.

Now let S be the Cox ring of X, and let SE be the Cox ring of P(E). By the

above discussion, each ray of Σ̃ is either of the form ρ̃, where ρ is a ray of Σ, or of
the form {0} × ei, i = 1, . . . ,m + 1. This splits the generators of SE over C into
two groups. The first group of generators xρ̃ is bijective to the generators xρ of S.
We denote members of the second group by λi = x{0}×ei+1

and obtain the following
proposition.

Proposition 5.3. The Cox ring SE is isomorphic to the free S-algebra S[λ0, . . . , λm].

Remark 5.4. In the following, we are often in the situation where f is a global

section of a torus invariant line bundle OX(D) on X. Now f̃ denotes an element of
S ⊆ SE . At the same time, f can be identified with a section of the bundle π∗OX(D)
on P(E), where π : P(E) −→ X is the natural projection. When homogenizing, this

gives rise to another element f̃ ∈ SE . Direct computation shows that there is no
need for disambiguation since both expressions are equal.

5.2. Constructing critical point equations in Cox rings. We start by fixing
some notation and definitions. For the rest of this section, let F = (f0, . . . , fm)
be a generic sparse system of polynomials in C[y1, . . . , yn] with admissible support
A = (A0, . . . ,Am). Furthermore, X denotes a toric variety that is appropriate for
A, with fan Σ.

Remark 5.5. Note that, since Σ contains the positive orthant Rn
≥0 as a cone, there

is a distinct copy of the affine space Cn contained in X. For clarity, we denote the
affine variables in the coordinate ring C[y1, . . . , yn] of Cn as y1, . . . , yn, while the
generators of the Cox ring S of X as xρ. By slight abuse of notation, we will denote
the element xej in S by xj for each j = 1 . . . , n.

For every i = 0, . . . ,m let Li = O(−Dfi) denote the dual line bundle associated
with Dfi . Here Dfi is the torus invariant Weyl divisor on X, corresponding to the
Newton polytope Newt(fi):

(5.1) Dfi =
∑

ρ∈Σ(1)

aρ,iDρ, where aρ,i = −min{⟨m, ρ⟩ : m ∈ Newt(fi)}.

We denote by E the vector bundle E = L0 ⊕ · · · ⊕Lm with projectivized total space

P(E) = {(x, [λ]) | x ∈ X, [λ] ∈ P (E(x))}.

The rest of this section is devoted to giving two different, but related, systems of
homogeneous critical point equations for (POP), one in the Cox ring S of X, and
one in the Cox ring SE of P(E). On the one hand, critical points are characterized



THE ALGEBRAIC DEGREE OF SPARSE POLYNOMIAL OPTIMIZATION 19

by the vanishing of the Lagrange system LF. It describes the intersection of the
incidence variety

Z◦ := {(x, [λ]) ∈ Cn × Pn : (∇f0 | · · · | ∇fm)λ = 0}

with the vanishing locus of f1, . . . , fm. On the other hand, critical points are charac-
terized by the Jacobian (∇f0 | · · · | ∇fm) dropping rank. They form the intersection
V ◦ ∩W ◦, where V ◦ := V (f1, . . . , fm) ⊆ Cn, and W ◦ is the determinantal variety

W ◦ := {x ∈ Cn : rank (∇f0 | · · · | ∇fm) ≤ m}.

We proceed by giving homogeneous equations for V ◦,W ◦ and Z◦ in S and SE
respectively. Every polynomial fi is a global section of the line bundle OX(Dfi),
and its homogeneous form can be written as

f̃i =
∑

m∈Newt(fi)∩Zn

cm,i

∏
ρ∈Σ(1)

x⟨m,ρ⟩+aρ,i
ρ .

Here we homogenize fi as in (2.1) in Section 2.2. In particular, f̃i is defined by our
choice of line bundle OX(Dfi).

We denote V as the closure of V ◦ = V (f1, . . . , fm) in X. Observe that by
genericity of F, V is equal to the vanishing locus of the homogeneous equations

V = V
(
f̃1, . . . f̃m

)
.

We denote M as a homogeneous version of the Jacobian matrix:

M =
(
∇̃f̃0 | · · · | ∇̃f̃m

)
.

Here ∇̃ denotes the vector ( ∂
∂x1
, . . . , ∂

∂xn
)T . We use the notation ∇̃ instead of ∇ to

indicate that we differentiate with respect to coordinates in the Cox ring. So M has

columns
(

∂
∂x1
f̃i, . . . ,

∂
∂xn

f̃i

)T
. We define

W := {x ∈ X : rank(M) ≤ m}

to be the vanishing locus of the maximal minors of M . Furthermore, we let

Z := {(x, [λ]) ∈ P(E) : M(x)λ = 0}

be the associated incidence variety, contained in the projectivized total space P(E).
The rest of this Section is devoted to proving Lemma 5.8. It shows that the

homogeneous critical point equations agree with the affine ones when restricted to
affine space Cn.

We need an observation about differentiating homogeneous polynomials. Let D
be a torus invariant Weyl divisor on X (or on P(E)), and f a global section of
OX(D). Observe that for j = 1, . . . , n the Newton polytope of the differential
yj

∂
∂yj
f is contained in the rational polytope ej + ∂jNewt(f), and in particular ∂

∂yj
f

is a global section of the sheaf 1
yj
OX(D −Dej) (or of the sheaf 1

yj
OP(E)(D −Dẽj)).

Direct computation shows the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6. Homogenization and differentiation commute: ∂̃
∂yj
f = ∂

∂xj
f̃ .

We denote Φ̃F as the homogenization of the Lagrangian, Φ, in the Cox ring
SE . This makes sense since P(E) defines a global section of the sheaf OP(E)(DΦF

),
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associated with the Cayley polytope Newt(ΦF ) = Cay(Newt(f0), . . . ,Newt(fm)).
By Proposition 5.6, each of the defining equations

0 = (M(x)λ)j = λ0
∂

∂xj
f̃0 + · · ·+ λm

∂

∂xj
f̃m =

∂

∂xj
Φ̃F (λ, x)

of Z is equal to the homogenization ℓ̃j of ℓj =
∂̃

∂yj
ΦF (λ, x). Here ℓ̃j is considered as

a global section of the sheaf OP(E)(DΦF
−Dẽj).

We denote L̃F = (f̃1, . . . , f̃m, ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃n) as the homogenized Lagrange system. On

one hand, we observed above that Z is equal to the vanishing locus of ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃n. On

the other hand, the vanishing locus of f̃1, . . . , f̃m in P(E) is the preimage π−1(V ) of

the vanishing locus V of f̃1, . . . , f̃m in X. We obtain the following Proposition.

Proposition 5.7. The vanishing locus of L̃F in P(E) is the intersection Z∩π−1(V ).

The following lemma shows that the homogeneous critical point equations intro-
duced in this chapter restrict on Cn to the expected affine critical point equations.

Lemma 5.8. The following three equalities hold:

V ∩ Cn = V ◦, W ∩ Cn = W ◦(5.2)

Z ∩ π−1(Cn) = Z◦,(5.3)

where the intersection in (5.2) is in X and the intersection in (5.3) is in P(E).
Proof. The first of the equalities is clear, by the definition of V as the closure of
V ◦. To see the second equality, we prove that the entries of M are homogenizations
of the entries of the Jacobian (∇f0, . . . ,∇fm). This is a direct consequence of

Proposition 5.6, since for every i = 0, . . . ,m and j = 1, . . . , n, ∂̃
∂yj
fi =

∂
∂xj
f̃i. The

third equality is analogous, since homogenizing the defining equations ℓ1, . . . ℓn of

Z◦ yields the defining equations ℓ̃1, . . . ℓ̃n of Z. □

We close this section with the following generalization of Euler’s equation.

Proposition 5.9. Let D =
∑

ρ∈Σ(1) aρDρ be a torus invariant Weyl divisor, f a

global section of OX(D) and τ ∈ Σ(1) a ray. Then the generalized Euler equation

(5.4) −xτ
∂

∂xτ
f̃ + τ1x1

∂

∂x1
f̃ + · · ·+ τnxn

∂

∂xn
f̃ = −aτ f̃

holds for the homogenization f̃ ∈ S of f .

Proof. Equation (2.1) reads f̃ =
∑

m∈Zn cm
∏

ρ∈Σ(1) x
⟨m,ρ⟩+aρ
ρ and we have

− xτ
∂

∂xτ
f̃ + τ1x1

∂

∂x1
f̃ + · · ·+ τnxn

∂

∂xn
f̃

=
∑
m∈Zn

cm

(
−xτ

∂

∂xτ
+ τ1x1

∂

∂x1
+ · · ·+ xn

∂

∂xn

) ∏
ρ∈Σ(1)

x⟨m,ρ⟩+aρ
ρ

=
∑
m∈Zn

cm(−⟨m, τ⟩ − aτ +m1 + ae1 + · · ·+mn + aen)
∏

ρ∈Σ(1)

x⟨m,ρ⟩+aρ
ρ

=
∑
m∈Zn

cm(−aτ )
∏

ρ∈Σ(1)

x⟨m,ρ⟩+aρ
ρ = −aτ f̃ . □
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6. Computing the number of critical points

In this section we prove Theorem A and Theorem C, relying on the results from
Section 5. In Lemma 5.8 we characterized critical points of (POP) in two ways.
First, in (5.2) we characterized the critical points of (POP) as an intersection V ∩W
in X. Second, we characterized the critical points of (POP) in (5.3) by means of

homogenized Lagrange equations L̃F in the Cox ring of P(E). In this section, we
show that all intersections are transversal and happen in Cn. This characterizes
the number of critical points as products of cohomology classes. In the case of
Theorem A this product is a mixed volume. The proof of Theorem C relies on a
characterization of [W ] as a Porteous class.
Before diving into the proofs, we wish to highlight where the assumptions of our

main theorem are used. We use the assumption that A be admissible in the proof
of Proposition 6.2. For the proof of Proposition 6.1 we need that the closure V
of the constraint locus V(f1, . . . , fm) is smooth. This is guaranteed by the stronger
assumption that A is strongly admissible in the proof of Theorem A and Theorem B.
For Theorem C we assume X is smooth in order to employ Porteous’ formula.

6.1. Preliminary results. We start by proving some technical statements that are
needed for the desired transversality results. For the rest of the section we again
fix the assumptions from Section 5.2, and assume that V does not intersect the
singular locus of X. It follows from Bertini’s Theorem, that V is smooth, which is
the motivation for Definition 3.4 and Definition 3.2.

For the next proposition, we use the following notion. Similar to the projection
Cn+1 \ {0} → Pn, there exists the open subset UΣ ⊆ CΣ(1) with a projection τ :
UΣ → X. For a subvariety Z of X, we define the cone C(Z) over Z to be the closure
of the preimage τ−1(Z) in CΣ(1). The intersection C(Z)∩UΣ forms a torus principal
bundle over Z. In particular, C(Z) ∩ UΣ is smooth if Z is smooth.

Proposition 6.1. The matrices
(
∇̃f̃0, . . . , ∇̃f̃m

)
and

(
∇̃f̃1, . . . , ∇̃f̃m

)
have full

ranks m+ 1 and m everywhere on V
(
f̃0, . . . f̃m

)
and V

(
f̃1, . . . f̃m

)
respectively.

Proof. The proof for the second matrix is analogous, so we only present the proof for

M =
(
∇̃f̃0, . . . , ∇̃f̃m

)
.

Let x ∈ V
(
f̃0, . . . f̃m

)
be arbitrary and σ ∈ Σ the unique cone such that x is

contained in the torus orbit O(σ). Let M̃ denote the matrix with rows

(6.1)

(
∂

∂xρ
f̃0, . . . ,

∂

∂xρ
f̃m

)
for each ray ρ in Σ(1). The left kernel of M̃ is the tangent space of the cone

C
(
V
(
f̃0, . . . , f̃m

))
in CΣ(1). The Jacobian M̃σ, of the cone over the variety

O(σ) ∩ V
(
f̃0, . . . , f̃m

)
is a submatrix of M̃ . Its rows correspond to those rays ρ that are not contained in σ.
By our assumption at the beginning of this section, V is disjoint from the singular
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locus of X, and we can apply Bertini’s Theorem to show that V
(
f̃0, . . . , f̃m

)
is a

smooth variety. Furthermore, the intersection O(σ) ∩ V
(
f̃0, . . . , f̃m

)
is transversal

by [Kho78], so M̃σ is of full rank m + 1 at x. We now finish the proof by showing

that the row span of M̃σ is contained in the row span of M . Let ρ be any ray that is

not contained in σ. To show that the corresponding row (6.1) of M̃σ is contained in

the row span of M , we apply Proposition 5.9 to all functions f̃0, . . . , f̃m. The right
side of equation (5.4) vanishes, and we obtainρ1x1...

ρnxn

T

M = xρ


∂

∂xρ
f̃0
...

∂
∂xρ

f̃m


T

. □

Proposition 6.2. The gradient ∇̃f̃0 =
(

∂
∂xj
f̃0

)
j=1,...,n

does not vanish on any orbit.

Proof. Towards a contradiction, we assume that there exists a cone σ ∈ Σ such that

for every j = 1, . . . , n the polynomial ∂
∂xj
f̃0 vanishes on the associated torus orbit

O(σ) of X. We denote ∂
∂xj
f̃0

∣∣∣
O(σ)

as the restriction of ∂
∂xj
f̃0 to the cone over O(σ).

It is obtained by substituting all variables xρ with zero, where ρ is contained in σ.
Now consider the face Newt(f0)

σ of Newt(f0) exposed by σ. For every lattice
point m of Newt(f0)

σ the monomial

∂

∂xj

∏
ρ∈Σ(1)

x⟨m,ρ⟩+aρ,0
ρ , aρ,0 = −min{⟨m, ρ⟩ : m ∈ Newt(f0)}

of ∂
∂xj
f̃0 only vanishes on O(σ) if mj = 0. In particular, the face Newt(f0)

σ can

only contain the single element 0. By assumption 3.2 on X, 0 is a smooth vertex of
Newt(f0), and dual to the cone Rn

≥0. Since σ reveals the vertex 0, it has to intersect
the interior of the positive orthant Rn

≥0 and in fact both cones are equal. This leaves

us with the case where the torus orbit is {0}. But the gradient ∇̃f̃0 does not vanish
uniformly at 0. □

Let V and W denote the varieties from Section 5.2:

V = V
(
f̃1, . . . f̃m

)
and W = {x ∈ X : rank

(
∇̃f̃0 | · · · | ∇̃f̃m

)
≤ m}.

Proposition 6.3. The variety V ∩W is of dimension zero.

Proof. Towards a contradiction we assume that there exists a torus orbit O(σ), and
a curve C such that C is contained in the intersection W ∩V ∩O(σ). We denote by

f̃0

∣∣∣
O(σ)

the restriction of f̃0 to O(σ). It is obtained by substituting all variables xρ

with zero, where ρ is contained in σ. We now distinguish two cases: either f̃0

∣∣∣
O(σ)

vanishes somewhere on O(σ), or it is a scalar multiple of a monomial. In the first
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case f̃0

∣∣∣
O(σ)

vanishes on C by genericity. In particular, the matrix M drops rank

somewhere on the vanishing locus V
(
f̃0, . . . f̃m

)
, contradicting Proposition 6.1.

In the second case, we now derive a contradiction from Proposition 6.1 by showing

that the matrix
(
∇̃f̃1, . . . , ∇̃, f̃m

)
drops rank somewhere on C. Suppose f̃0

∣∣∣
O(σ)

is

a monomial. Then each restriction ∂
∂xj
f̃0

∣∣∣
O(σ)

is either a monomial or zero, and

by Proposition 6.2 there is an index ℓ = 1, . . . , n such that ∂
∂xℓ
f̃0

∣∣∣
O(σ)

is not zero.

Without loss of generality, we assume ℓ = 1. Consider the following matrix, M∗,
obtained by subtracting from the j−th row of M the multiple

∂
∂xj
f̃0

∂
∂x1
f̃0

(
∂

∂x1
f̃0, . . . ,

∂

∂x1
f̃m

)
of the first row, for each j = 2, . . . , n. This eliminates the first entry in all but the
first row:

M∗ =


∂

∂x1
f̃0

∂
∂x1
f̃1 . . .

∂
∂x1
f̃m

0
...
0

A

 .
Since M drops rank everywhere on C and ∂

∂x1
f̃0 is not identically zero, A also drops

rank on C. Let µ = (µ1, . . . , µn)
T be a vector of rational functions on O(σ) satisfying

Aµ = 0

everywhere on C. Since the expression µ1
∂

∂x1
f̃1 + · · · + µn

∂
∂xn

f̃1, is not a monomial

on O(σ), it vanishes at some point x in C by genericity. This shows that µ(x) is in

the right kernel of
(
∇̃f̃1(x), . . . , ∇̃f̃m(x)

)
, finishing the proof. □

Lemma 6.4. The intersection Z ∩V(f̃1, . . . , f̃m) is transversal and contained in the
big torus (C∗)n+m in the toric variety P(E).

Proof. The image of Z ∩V(f̃1, . . . , f̃m) under the natural projection π : P(E) −→ X

is W ∩ V(f̃1, . . . , f̃m), which by Proposition 6.3 is finite. We prove below that π
bijectively identifies both sets. In particular, the n defining equations of Z, given

by M(x)λ = 0, form a complete intersection when restricted to V(f̃1, . . . , f̃m).
To inductively apply Bertini to the equations (M(x)λ)j = 0 we now show that, for

varying coefficients of f0, Z∩V(f̃1, . . . , f̃m) defines a basepoint-free family of varieties

on the vanishing locus V(f̃1, . . . , f̃m) in P(E). To do this, we fix any element x of V
and show that Z does not have a fixed point in the fiber π−1(x). By Proposition 6.1

the last m columns
(
∇̃f̃1, . . . , ∇̃f̃m

)
of M are linearly independent. In particular,

varying the first column ∇̃f̃0 changes the unique solution [λ] to M(x)λ = 0. It

now suffices to see that the gradient ∇̃f̃0 does not vanish uniformly at x, which by

Proposition 6.2 is true for generic coefficients of f0. To see that Z ∩V(f̃1, . . . , f̃m) is
contained in the big torus, (C∗)n+m, orbit, we apply the same Bertini type argument
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to show transversality of the intersection O ∩ V
(
f̃1, . . . , f̃m

)
∩ Z. Here O denotes

any torus orbit on P(E). For dimensional reasons, this intersection can only be
nonempty for the big torus (C∗)n+m orbit. □

6.2. The proof of Theorem A. The idea behind the proof of Theorem A is to

study the system of homogenized Lagrange equations L̃F = (f̃1, . . . , f̃m, ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃n).
We show that it comprises global sections of Q-Cartier divisors, that intersect trans-
versely and away from infinity. This expresses the number of solutions as a product
of Chern classes, which is a mixed volume.

For the rest of this subsection, we impose the assumptions of Theorem A. Let Σ
be the normal fan of the Minkowski sum of the polytopes Newt(f0), . . . ,Newt(fn),
and let X be the associated normal toric variety. Then the assumptions from the
beginning of Section 5.2 are fulfilled, since X is appropriate for A, and V does not
intersect the singular locus of X.

Again, let ΦF denote the Lagrangian ΦF (λ, y) = f0 −
∑m

i=1 λifi, and ℓj the par-
tial differentials ∂

∂yj
(f0 −

∑m
i=1 λifi) of ΦF . For each j = 1, . . . , n, we define the

homogenization ℓ̃j of ℓj as a section of the divisor DΦF
−Dẽj on P(E). We want to

prove that this divisor is the torus invariant divisor associated with a translate of the
rational polytope ∂jNewt(ΦF ) but in order to do that we need a few propositions.

Proposition 6.5. Let X be a toric variety and E =
⊕

LPi
be a direct sum of line

bundles on X. Then the the relative O(1) bundle of P(E) is represented by the Cayley
polytope Cay(P1, . . . , Pm).

Proof. The space of sections H0(P(E),O(1)) is canonically isomorphic to

H0(X, E) =
⊕
i

H0(X,LPi
).

Moreover, H0(X,LPi
) is the weight space of H0(X, E) with respect to (C∗)m acting

fiber-wise on P(E) corresponding to the i-th basis vector of Zm. Since the weights
of the base torus acting on H0(X,LPi

) is given by the lattice points of Pi, we obtain
the result. □

Proposition 6.6. Let σ be a cone in the normal fan Σ(P1 + · · · + Pn). Then the
face of Cay(P1, . . . , Pn) exposed by σ̃ is equal to the Cayley polytope of the faces
P σ
1 , . . . , P

σ
n :

(6.2) Cay(P1, . . . , Pn)
σ̃ = Cay(P σ

1 , . . . , P
σ
n ).

Proof. This can be done by direct computation. A different argument relies on
Proposition 6.5. For this, denote by Xσ the closure of the torus orbit of XΣ corre-
sponding to σ ∈ Σ. By Proposition 6.5, the equation (6.2) is equivalent to

OP(E)(1)
∣∣
XΣ

= OP(E|XΣ
)(1). □

Lemma 6.7. For all j = 1, . . . , n, the divisor DΦF
− Dẽj on P(E) is rationally

equivalent to the divisor associated with the rational polytope ∂jNewt(ΦF ).

Proof. We now prove that the divisor DΦF
− Dẽj is associated with the polytope

ej + ∂jNewt(ΦF ). Note that ej + ∂jNewt(ΦF ) is the intersection of Newt(ΦF ) with
the affine halfspace {xj ≥ 1}. We have to prove that the support function of
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Newt(ΦF )∩ {xj ≥ 1} takes the same value on all rays of ΣE , except for ẽj, where it
differs by one. Let v be any element of Rn+m. The value

−min{⟨w, v⟩ : w ∈ Newt(ΦF )}
of the support function of Newt(ΦF ) on v can only differ if the face Newt(ΦF )

v is
contained in the facet

Newt(ΦF )
ẽj = Newt(ΦF ) ∩ {xj = 0}.

Note that a face of the form Newt(ΦF )
{0}×ei is equal to the Cayley polytope

Cay(A0, . . . ,Ai−1,Ai+1, . . . ,Am),

where we omit one of the constraints. In particular, it is always a facet, so we may
restrict to rays of the form ρ̃. Let ρ̃ be a ray such that Newt(ΦF )

ρ̃ is contained in
Newt(ΦF )

ẽj . By Proposition 6.6 we have

Cay (Newt(f0)
ρ, . . . ,Newt(fm)

ρ)

=Newt(ΦF )
ρ̃

⊆Newt(ΦF )
ẽj

=Cay (Newt(f0)
ej , . . . ,Newt(fm)

ej) ,

implying Newt(fi)
ρ ⊆ Newt(fi)

ej for all i = 0, . . . ,m. We obtain(
m∑
i=0

Newt(fi)

)ρ

=
m∑
i=0

Newt(fi)
ρ ⊆

m∑
i=0

Newt(fi)
ej =

(
m∑
i=0

Newt(fi)

)ej

.

This is an inclusion of facets of the Minkowski sum
∑m

i=0Newt(fi), so ρ = ej. □

Before proving Theorem A we need to prove a statement about the intersection
of Q-Cartier divisors.

Lemma 6.8 (Generic intersection of Q-Cartier divisors). Let X be a normal, proper
variety of dimension n with Weyl divisors D1, . . . , Dn, and let k be an integer such

that O(kDi) is a line-bundle for each i = 1, . . . , n. Let f̃i be a global section of

O(Di) for i = 1, . . . , n such that V(f̃1, . . . , f̃n) is a zero-dimensional smooth scheme
contained in the smooth locus of X. Then

kn#V(f̃1, . . . , f̃n) = c1(O(kD1)) · · · c1(O(kDn)).

Proof. The length of the zero-dimensional scheme V((f̃1)k, . . . , (f̃n)k)is equal to the
product c1(O(kD1)) · · · c1(O(kDn)) of Chern classes. On the other hand, since

f̃1, . . . , f̃n intersect transversely, each isolated point of V((f̃1)k, . . . , (f̃n)k) is isomor-
phic to the scheme SpecC[X1, . . . , Xn]/⟨Xk

1 , . . . , X
k
n⟩. In particular, we have

kn · length(V(f̃1, . . . , f̃m)) = length(V((f̃1)k, . . . , (f̃n)k)),
finishing the proof. □

Proof of Theorem A. The vanishing locus of the homogenized system of Lagrange

equations L̃F = (f̃1, . . . , f̃m, ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃n) is the intersection of Z with the vanishing

locus of f̃1, . . . , f̃m and by Lemma 6.4 this is a smooth zero-dimensional variety,
contained in (C∗)n+m. By Lemma 5.8, the algebraic degree of sparse polynomial

optimization is equal to its cardinality. According to Lemma 6.7, the system L̃F
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comprises global sections of Q-Cartier divisors, associated with the respective, ratio-
nal, polytopes Newt(f1), . . . ,Newt(fm), ∂1Newt(ΦF ), . . . , ∂nNewt(ΦF ). As a conse-
quence of Lemma 6.8, and using multilinearity of the mixed volume, we can express

the number of solutions to L̃F as the mixed volume (3.1) of these polytopes. □

6.3. The proof of Theorem C. In this section, we study the intersection of the

determinantal variety W with the vanishing locus V of f̃1, . . . , f̃m in X. The proof
of Theorem C rests on a proof of transversality, and a characterisation of the coho-
mology class [W ] as a Porteous class.

We start by recalling Porteous’ formula, also called the Giambelli–Thom–Porteous
formula. For more details refer to chapter 14 in [Ful98] and chapter 12 in [EH16].
The following statement is a special case of Theorem 12.4 in [EH16].

Theorem 6.9. (Porteous’ formula) Let φ : E −→ F be a morphism of vector
bundles of ranks m + 1 ≤ n on a smooth proper variety X of dimension n. We
denote by W the (possibly non reduced) degeneracy locus of φ, supported on the set

|W | = {x ∈ X : φx : E(x) −→ F(x) is not injective}.
If W is pure of codimension n − m then the cohomology class of W is the n − m
graded part of the product of the total Segre class s(E) and the total Chern class c(F):

[W ] = (s(E) c(F))n−m .

We need the following modified version of Porteous’ formula which only requires
W to be pure dimensional after restricting to a subvariety X̂ of X.

Corollary 6.10. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.9, let X̂ be an irreducible
closed subvariety of X of codimension k, which intersects W transversely and let the
intersection X̂ ∩W be pure of codimension n−m + k. Then the cohomology class[
X̂ ∩W

]
is given by [

X̂ ∩W
]
=
[
X̂
]
· (s(E) c(F))n−m .

Proof. Note that X̂ ∩W is the degeneracy locus of the restriction φ|X̂ . By applying
Porteous’ formula to ϕ|X̂ : E|X̂ → F|X̂ we get

[X̂ ∩W ] = (s(E|X̂) c(F|X̂))n−m+k .

Lastly we notice that (s(E|X̂) c(F|X̂))n−m+k =
[
X̂
]
· (s(E) c(F))n−m by naturality

of characteristic classes. □

Lemma 6.11. Under the assumptions of Theorem C the intersection V ∩ W is
transversal and contained in (C∗)n.

Proof. Under the assumptions of Theorem C, the assumptions from Section 5.2
are satisfied. The inclusion in (C∗)n follows from Lemma 6.4. We now show that
transversality of the intersection V ∩W follows from transversality of the intersection

of Z with V(f̃1, . . . , f̃m). Let π : P(E) −→ X denote the natural projection and let
z = (x, [λ]) be any element of P(E). If Z intersects π−1(V ) transversely at z, then
for the tangent spaces TZ,z and Tπ−1(V ),z at z it holds

(6.3) TZ,z + Tπ−1(V ),z = TP(E),z.



THE ALGEBRAIC DEGREE OF SPARSE POLYNOMIAL OPTIMIZATION 27

To see that W and V intersect transversely at x we show TW,x + TV,x = TX,x. We
apply the differential dπ to both sides of (6.3) and note that we have the inclusions

dπ(TZ,z) ⊆ TW,x, dπ(Tπ−1(V ),z) ⊆ TV,x, dπ(TP(E),z) = TX,x. □

Proof of Theorem C. By Lemma 5.8 the algebraic degree of sparse polynomial op-
timization is the cardinality of V ∩W ∩ Cn. By Lemma 6.11, the scheme theoretic
intersection V ∩W is a smooth variety of dimension zero, contained in (C∗)n. We
now finish the proof by verifying the assumptions of Corollary 6.10.

Let Dfi be the Weyl divisors introduced in equation (5.1). By the assumptions
of Theorem C, X is smooth. In particular, all divisors considered in this proof are
Cartier. The variety W is defined to be the degeneracy locus of the matrix M ,
whose entries are global sections of the bundle OX(Dfi −Dej). The transpose of M
defines a morphism φ : E → F of vector bundles, where

E = OX(−Df0)⊕ · · · ⊕ OX(−Dfm), and F = OX(−De1)⊕ · · · ⊕ OX(−Den).

Now W is the degeneracy locus of φ, further V ∩ W is pure of dimension zero.
Finally, LAi

= OX(Dfi) which finishes the proof. □
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