arXiv:2405.12973v1 [math.AG] 21 May 2024

K-LORENTZIAN POLYNOMIALS

GRIGORIY BLEKHERMAN AND PAPRI DEY

Abstract. Lorentzian polynomials are a fascinating class of real polynomials with many applications. Their definition is specific to the nonnegative orthant. Following recent work, we examine Lorentzian polynomials on proper convex cones. For a self-dual cone K we find a connection between K-Lorentzian polynomials and K-positive linear maps, which were studied in the context of the generalized Perron-Frobenius theorem. We find that as the cone K varies, even the set of quadratic K-Lorentzian polynomials can be difficult to understand algorithmically. We also show that, just as in the case of the nonnegative orthant, K-Lorentzian and K-completely log-concave polynomials coincide.

1. Introduction

Lorentzian polynomials were introduced by Brändén and Huh in [BH20] and simultaneously by Anari, Oveis Gharan and Vinzant [AGV21] (under the name of completely log-concave polynomials) as a generalization of hyperbolic polynomials that retain their log-concavity properties. They have already seen a multitude of applications [ALOGV24a, ALOGV24b, AD20]. Lorentzian polynomials are specific to the nonnegative orthant R^n_{≥0} . Lorentzian polynomials with respect to a full-dimensional convex cone K ⊂ R^n were introduced by Brändén and Leake in [BL23] and by the second author.

We consider what interesting properties of Lorentzian polynomials are maintained when we switch from the nonnegtave orthant to more general cones. The cone R^n_{≥0} is self-dual, and for any self-dual cone K there is an immediate connection between K-Lorentzian polynomials and wellstudied concept of K-nonnegative linear maps [Bv20]. This allows us to also consider properties of K-irreducibility and K-positivity, which have been studied in the context of generalizing the Perron-Frobenius theorem [Gan98, Van68].

We take a detailed look at K-Lorentzian quadratic forms for various self-dual cones K. Quadratic Lorentzian polynomials are simple to understand, and so are quadratic forms Lorentzian on the second order cone L_n which can be characterized via a simple semidefinite program. However, quadratic forms Lorenztian on the cone of positive semidefinite matrices S^n_+ are more difficult. We show that a natural linear projection of S^n_+-Lorentzian quadratic forms is the convex cone of degree 4 globally nonnegative polynomials. From this we see that testing whether a quadratic form is S^n_+-Lorentzian is NP-hard.

In analogy with results of [BH20] and [ALOGV24b] we show that K-Lorentzian polynomials are equivalently completely log-concave polynomials (CLC) on K. We also find some interesting properties of Hessians of K-Lorentzian polynomials related to K-nonnegativity and K-irreducibility. We provide a different proof of a result of [BL23] that testing whether a polynomial is K-Lorentzian can be reduced to taking directional derivatives with respect to extreme rays of K and one interior point of K, and examine the interior of the set of K-Lorentzian polynomials. The rest of the paper is structured as follows: in Section 2 we set notation and main definitions. Section 3 is devoted to a detailed examination of quadratic K-Lorentzian polynomials; we also make a first connection to K-nonnegative and K-irreducible matrices. In Section 4 we examine the interior of the set of

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14P99, 52A20.

Key words and phrases. Lorentzian polynomials, convex cone, log-concavity. 1

K-Lorentzian polynomials, show equivalence between K-Lorentzian and K-completely log-concave polynomials and provide a sufficient condition for a sum of two K-Lorentzian polynomials to be K-Lorentzian. In Section 5 we expand on the connection to K-irreducibility and K-nonnegativity and show a simplified characterization of K-Lorentzian polynomials.

2. Definitions and Notation

A nonempty convex set K ⊆ R^n is said to be a cone if cK ⊆ K for all c ≥ 0. A cone K is called proper if it is closed (in the Euclidean topology on R^n ), pointed (i.e., K ∩ (−K) = {0}), and solid (i.e., the topological interior of K, denoted as int K, is nonempty).

The vector space of real homogeneous polynomials (forms) in n variables of degree d is denoted by R[x]^d_n . A form f ∈ R[x]^d_n is said to be log-concave at a point a ∈ R^n if f(a) > 0 and log f is a convex function at a, i.e. the Hessian of log f is negative semidefinite at a. A form f is strictly log-concave at a if the Hessian of log f at a is negative definite. A form f ∈ R[x]^d_n is log-concave on a proper cone K ⊂ R^n if f is log-concave at every point of the interior of K. By convention, the zero polynomial is log-concave (but not strictly log-concave) at all points of R^n .

We will denote quadratic forms by a lower case letter, and the matrix of the quadratic form by the corresponding upper case letter, i.e. if q is a quadratic form, then its matrix is Q and q(x) = x^tQx.

For a point a ∈ R^n and f ∈ R[x]^d_n we use D_af to denote the directional derivative of f in direction a: D_af =

�_n

i=1 a_i^{∂f}_{∂xi} . We now define K-completely log-concave and K-Lorentzian forms.

Definition 2.1. A form f ∈ R[x]^d_n is called a K-completely log-concave (K-CLC) on a proper convex cone K if for any choice of a_1, . . . , a_m ∈ K, with m ≤ d, we have that D_{a1} . . . D_{am} f is log-concave on int K. A form f ∈ R[x]^d_n is strictly K-CLC if for any choice of a_1, . . . , a_m ∈ K, with m ≤ d, D_{a1} . . . D_{am} f is strictly log-concave on all points of K. We use CLC^d(K) to denote the set of K-CLC forms in R[x]^d_n .

Definition 2.2. Let K be a proper convex cone. A form f ∈ R[x]^d_n of degree d ≥ 2 is said to be K-Lorentzian if for any a_1, . . . , a_{d−2} ∈ int K the quadratic form q = D_{a1} . . . D_{ad−2} f satisfies the following conditions:

(1) The matrix Q of q has exactly one positive eigenvalue. (2) For any x, y ∈ int K we have y^tQx = ⟨y, Qx⟩ > 0.

For degree d ≤ 1 a form is K-Lorentzian if it is nonnegative on K. We use SL^d(K) to denote the set of K-Lorentzian forms in R[x]^d_n .

Remark 2.3. Definition 2.2 is equivalent to the definition in [BL23], although we state it in a slightly different way. For a quadratic form q with matrix Q and for all a, b ∈ R^n we have D_bD_aq = 2b^tQa. Therefore, we can also express condition (2) as D_bD_aq > 0 for all a, b ∈ int K. Combining with the fact that we have the freedom to choose directions of derivatives a_1, . . . , a_{d−2} ∈ int K we can express condition (2) as D_{a1} . . . D_{ad} f > 0 for all a_1, . . . , a_d ∈ int K, as was done in [BL23].

We can also write conditions (1) and (2) above without relying on writing the matrix of q in coordinates. Condition (1) can be stated via the variational definition of eigenvalues: there exists a point x ∈ R^n such that q(x) > 0, and for any two dimensional subspace V of R^n, there exists v ∈ V , v ≠ 0 such that q(v) ≤ 0. Condition (2) can also be stated in terms of the naturally associated bilinear form B(x, y) of q(x): there exists a unique bilinear form B(x, y) such that q(x) = B(x, x) for all x ∈ R^n . We can equivalently say that B(x, y) > 0 for all x, y ∈ int K.

3. Quadratic K-Lorentzian polynomials

In this section we analyze properties of quadratic K-Lorentzian polynomials. Although these observations are mostly elementary, they point to interesting connections with other well-studied 2

notions. We first describe several equivalent formulations for nonnegativity condition (2) in Definition 2.2, which may be easier to verify.

Lemma 3.1. A quadratic form q(x) ∈ R[x]^2_n is K-Lorentzian on a proper convex cone K if and only if the matrix Q of q has exactly one positive eigenvalue and one of the following conditions holds:

(a) for all x ∈ K we have Qx ∈ K^∗, i.e. Q(K) ⊆ K^∗. (b) y^tQx ≥ 0 for all x, y spanning extreme rays of K. (c) x^tQx > 0 for all x ∈ int K.

Remark 3.2. Note that conditions (b) and (c) of Lemma 3.1 are relaxations of Condition (2) from Definition 2.2.

Proof. (a) By the Biduality Theorem [Bar02, Chapter-IV] ⟨y, Qx⟩ ≥ 0 for all y ∈ K if and only if Qx ∈ K^∗. If Q(K) = {0}, then Q is the zero matrix and q is K-Lorentzian. If Q is not the zero matrix and Qx = 0 for x ∈ int K, then Q(K) contains a linear subspace. Since Q(K) ⊆ K^∗ we see that K is not full-dimensional, which is a contradiction. Therefore Qx ≠ 0 for any x ∈ int K. Then for any y ∈ int K we have ⟨y, Qx⟩ > 0.

(b) Since K is a proper convex cone, by the conical Minkowksi Theorem [Bar02, Chapter II], it is the conical hull of its extreme rays. Therefore Q(K) ⊆ K^∗ if and only if for all x ∈ K spanning extreme rays of K we have Qx ⊂ K^∗. Additionally, we have Qx ∈ K^∗ if and only if for all y spanning extreme rays of K we have y^tQx ≥ 0.

(c) Let v = (v_1, . . . , v_n) ∈ int K. Let C be the connected component of the set {x ∈ R^n | q(x) > 0} which contains v. Then C is an open convex cone [G˙59], [G¨97] (which is the hyperbolicity cone of q), and its closure C̄ is a closed, convex cone. Note that we have K ⊂ C̄, and we need to show that Q(K) ⊆ K^∗. Since duality reverses inclusion, we have C̄^∗ ⊆ K^∗. Therefore it suffices to show that Q(C̄) ⊆ C̄^∗.

Since Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue, then up to an orthogonal change of variables, we can write Q(x) = λ_1x^2_1 − λ_2x^2 − · · · − λ_kx^2_k with k ≤ n and λ_i > 0. Furthermore we may assume v_1 > 0. Let q^′ be the quadratic form q^′(x) =^1_{λ1} x^2_1 −^1_{λ2} x^2 − · · · −^1_{λk} x^2_k. We have

C̄ = {(x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ R^n | x_1 ≥ 0, q(x) ≥ 0},

C̄^∗ = {(x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ R^n | x_1 ≥ 0, q^′(x) ≥ 0, x_{k+1} = · · · = x_n = 0}.

Take x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ C̄. Let y = Qx = (λ_1x_1, −λ_2x_2, . . . , −λ_kx_k, 0, . . . , 0). Observe that y_1 ≥ 0, y_{k+1} = · · · = y_n = 0 and q^′(y) = q(x) ≥ 0. Therefore y ∈ C̄^∗ and the Lemma follows. □ Next we show that nonnegativity condition (2) from Definition 2.2 can be even further relaxed to just testing nonnegativity of q on the extreme rays of K in case the matrix Q is nonsingular, and the set of extreme rays of K is path-connected.

Lemma 3.3. Let q be a a quadratic form on R^n such that its matrix Q is nonsingular and has exactly one positive eigenvalue. Let K be a proper convex cone in R^n such that the set of vectors spanning an extremal ray of K is path-connected. Then q ∈ SL^2(K) if and only if q(v) ≥ 0 for all v spanning an extremal ray of K.

Remark 3.4. The reduction to extreme rays is not possible for the nonnegative orthant R^n_{≥0} (the standard setting for Lorentzian polynomials), or for any other polyhedral cone K. In these cases, the set of vectors spanning extreme rays of K is not connected. 3

Proof. Up to a change of coordinates we have q(x) = x^2_1 − x^2 − · · · − x^2_n. Let v, w be two points spanning distinct extreme rays of K. We see that the first coordinates v_1, w_1 must have the same sign, since there is a path connecting v and w which does not pass through the origin, such that for any point t on the path we have q(t) ≥ 0. Without loss of generality we may assume that for any v spanning an extremal ray of K we have v_1 > 0. It follows that all extreme rays of K are contained in the proper convex cone C̄ = {(x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ R^n | x_1 ≥ 0, q(x) ≥ 0}. Therefore, the interior of K is contained in the interior of C̄ and q is strictly positive on the interior of C̄. The Lemma now follows by Lemma 3.1. □

Remark 3.5. The hypothesis that Q is nonsingular cannot be eliminated. Let ℓ be any linear form such that ℓ(v) = 0 for some v ∈ int K, and let q = ℓ(v)^2. Then Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue, and q is nonnegative on all the extreme rays of K, but q is not K-Lorentzian.

Let K be a self-dual cone, i.e. K = K^∗. We can use Condition (a) of Lemma 3.1 to make a connection between K-Lorentzian quadratic forms and K-nonnegative matrices (or equivalently linear maps).

Definition 3.6. Let K be a proper convex cone in R^n . A n × n matrix A is K-nonnegative if Ax ∈ K for any x ∈ K, i.e. A(K) ⊆ K. A matrix A is K-positive if Ax ∈ int K for any nonzero x ∈ K. A K-nonnegative matrix A is called K-irreducible if A leaves no (proper) face of K invariant. A K-nonnegative matrix which is not K-irreducible is called K-reducible, cf. [Gan98], [Van68].

Here we record some equivalent characterizations to K-irreducibility which will be used in the sequel [Van68].

Theorem 3.7. Let A be a K-nonnegative matrix for a solid (with nonempty interior) cone K. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) A is K-irreducible (2) no eigenvector of A lies on the boundary ∂K of K. (3) A has exactly one eigenvector in K, and this eigenvector is in int K.

From Lemma 3.1 (a) we immediately see the following:

Corollary 3.8. Let K be a self-dual cone. Then q ∈ SL^2(K) if and only if the matrix Q of q has exactly one positive eigenvalue and Q is K-nonnegative.

We now show that if a matrix Q of q ∈ SL^2(K) is nonsingular and the cone K is self-dual, then Q must be K-irreducible.

Lemma 3.9. Let K ⊂ R^n be a self-dual cone and q ∈ SL^2(K) with matrix Q. If Q is nonsingular, then Q is K-irreducible.

Proof. It suffices to show that a symmetric, nonsingular K-nonnegative matrix Q with exactly one positive eigenvalue must be K-irreducible. Let v be the eigenvector associated with the positive eigenvalue α of Q. Suppose that neither v nor −v lie in the interior of K. Since K is self-dual, there exists a nonzero vector w ∈ K such that ⟨v, w⟩ = 0. Since Q is nonsingular, we see that the quadratic form q is negative definite on the orthogonal complement of v, and in particular, we have q(w) < 0. This is a contradiction, since q is nonnegative on K. The Lemma now follows by Theorem 3.7. □

Combining Corollary 3.8 and Lemma 3.9 we immediately obtain the following:

Corollary 3.10. Let K ⊂ R^n be a self-dual cone. Then q ∈ SL^2(K) if and only if the matrix Q of q has exactly one positive eigenvalue and Q is either nonsingular and K-irreducible, or singular and K-nonnegative. 4

3.1. Quadratic Lorentzian Polynomials on R^n_{≥0} and the Second order cone. Quadratic forms Lorentzian on the nonnegative orthant R^n_{≥0} (the usual Lorenztian polynomials) are simply quadratic forms with nonnegative coefficients and exactly one positive eigenvalue (see e.g. Lemma 3.1 (b)). Therefore it is easy to test whether a quadratic form is R^n_{≥0} -Lorentzian. It was recently shown in [Chi24] that while testing whether a polynomial is Lorentzian is easy in any degree, testing whether a polynomial is stable (hyperbolic on the nonnegative orthant) is a diffciult computational problems starting in degree 3.

The second order cone L_n ⊂ R^n is defined by

L_n = {(x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ R^n | x^2_1 ≥ x^2 + · · · + x^2_n}.

Let B be the diagonal matrix n × n matrix with 1 in the (1, 1)-entry and −1 in all other diagonal entries. It is well-known that by the S-Lemma [PT07], [LS75] a quadratic form q with matrix Q is nonnegative on L_n if and only if there exists a nonnegative λ ∈ R such that Q − λB is positive semidefinite. Note that λ > 0 would imply that q is strictly positive on the interior of L_n, and therefore if q has exactly one positive eigenvalue, then q is L_n-Lorentzian (Lemma 3.1 (c)). If λ = 0, then Q is positive semidefinite, and if Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue, then q = ⟨v, x⟩^2 for some v ∈ R^n . In this case q is L_n-Lorentzian if and only if v ∈ L_n, since the second order cone is self-dual. Therefore we can test whether a quadratic form is L_n-Lorentzian by semidefinite programming and establishing the signature of Q.

However, as we will see below, there are self-dual cones K for which the set of K-Lorenztian quadratic forms is complicated. We now turn to the cone of positive semidefinite matrices S^n_+.

3.2. Quadratic Lorentzian Polynomials on S^n_+. We consider quadratic forms Lorentzian on the cone S^n_+ of n × n positive semidefinite symmetric matrices. Let S^n denote the vector space of real symmetric n × n matrices equipped with the standard inner product ⟨A, B⟩ = trace AB. It is well-known that the cone S^n_+ is self-dual with the respect to the standard inner product [Bar02, Chapter II.12]. Linear maps that are S^n_+-nonnegative are known as positive linear maps, and they are also related to nonnegative biquadratic forms on R^n × R^n . We describe this connection now.

Let V be the vector space of linear maps from S^n to itself. Note that here we are not restricting the matrices of linear transformations to be symmetric, and we have dim V =

�_n 2 �_2 . A linear map L : S^n → S^n is called a positive linear map if L(S^n_+) ⊆ S^n_+. It follows from Corollary 3.8 that quadratic S^n_+-Lorentzian polynomials correspond to positive linear maps whose matrix is symmetric and has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

Let W be the vector of real biquadaratic forms on R^n × R^n , i.e. homogeneous polynomials in variables (x_1, . . . , x_n), (y_1, . . . , y_n) which are quadratic in x and y variables. Note that dim W = �_n 2 �_2

. We can define a linear map Ψ from V to W .

Ψ : V → W, via Ψ(L) = ⟨yy^t, L(xx^t)⟩.

It is well-known that Ψ is a linear isomorphism and a map L : S^n → S^n is positive if and only if the associated biquadratic form Ψ(L) is nonnegative on R^n × R^n [Bv20].

Let V^′ be the vector space of quadratic forms on S^n, which we can equivalently see as a subspace of V consisting of linear maps S^n → S^n with a symmetric matrix. It follows that Ψ(V^′) is the vector space W^′ of biquadratic forms which are symmetric under swapping x and y. We see from the above discussion that the image of SL^2(S^n_+) under Ψ is a non-convex subset of the cone of nonnegative biquadratic forms in W^′. It is not clear to us if the signature condition of exactly one positive eigenvalue has a natural translation in terms of biquadratic forms.

However, we can use the criterion of Lemma 3.3 to provide a simpler criterion for nonsingular quadratic forms to be S^n_+-Lorentzian , which will give us a different linear map, where we will have full understanding of the image of SL^2(S^n_+) 5

Corollary 3.11. Let q be a quadratic form on S^n whose matrix Q is nonsingular and has exactly one positive eigenvalue. Then q is S^n_+-Lorentzian if and only if the associated quartic polynomial q(xx^t) is nonnegative for all x ∈ R^n .

Proof. The extreme rays of the cone S^n_+ are well-known to be spanned by rank 1 matrices of the form xx^t for x ∈ R^n [Bar02, Chapter II.12]. Now we apply Lemma 3.3. □

Motivated by the above result we define the linear map Φ : V^′ → R[x]^4_n given by Φ(q) = q(xx^t). We can define a natural linear projection from the vector space W of biquadratic forms on R^n × R^n to the vectors space of quartic polynomials R[x]^4_n by sending a biquadratic form T (x, y) to the quartic polynomial T (x, x). We can see that

Φ = π ∘ Ψ,

i.e. the quartic polynomial q(xx^t) can be obtained by plugging in y = x in the associated biquadratic form Ψ(q). Interestingly, the image of SL^2(S^n_+) under Φ is the entire cone P_{n,4} of nonnegative quartics on R^n , and in particular it is convex.

Theorem 3.12. We have Φ(SL^2(S^n_+)) = P_{n,4}, and moreover the same holds if we replace SL^2(S^n_+) with nondegenerate quadratic forms in SL^2(S^n_+).

Proof. It follows from the above discussion that the image of SL^2(S^n_+) under Φ lies inside P_{n,4}.

Let r be the following quadratic form on S^n:

r(X) = � 1≤i<j≤n

x_{ii}x_{jj} − x^2_{ij} ,

i.e. r is the sum of all 2 × 2 principal minors of a matrix X ∈ S^n. It follows that Φ(r) = r(xx^t) = 0. If we coordinatize S^n by first listing diagonal elements (in any order) and then off-diagonal elements (in any order), then the matrix R of r becomes:

R =

� � � � � � � � � � � � �

0 1/2 . . . 1/2 1/2 0 . . . 1/2 . . . . . . . . 1/2 1/2 . . . 0 0 0 −1 0 . . . 0 0 −1 . . . 0 . . . . . . . . 0 0 . . . −1

� � � � � � � � � � � � �

.

We see that the matrix R is nonsingular with exactly one positive eigenvalue. Since the map Φ is onto R[x]^4_n , given a polynomial p ∈ P_{n,4}, there exists a quadratic form a ∈ V^′, with matirx A, such that Φ(a) = p. Now let A^′ = T + tR and let a^′ be the associated quadratic form. For a sufficiently large t we see that A^′ is nonsingular with exactly one positive eigenvalue, and therefore by Corollary 3.11 we have that a^′ ∈ SL^2(S^n_+) and Φ(a^′) = Φ(a) = p. □

It quickly follows from the above result that testing whether a quadratic form is S^n_+-Lorentzian is NP-hard.

Corollary 3.13. It is NP-hard to test whether a quadratic form is S^n_+-Lorentzian.

Proof. Note that the projection Φ sending a quadratic form q to q(xx^t) simply acts by substituting x_{ij} = x_ix_j into q. Under this map, several quadratic monomials x_{ij}x_{kℓ} may map to the same degree 4 monomial, since for example, x^2_1 · x^2 = (x_1x_2)^2. Therefore, in coordinates, Φ simply adds several 6

coefficients of monomials of q to produce a coefficent of the quartic polynomial Φ(q), and these sums are taken in disjoint groups.

Given a polynomial p ∈ R[x]^4_n we can define a canonical preimage m ∈ Φ^{−1}(p) as follows. Let x^a be a degree 4 monomial in p with coefficient c_a. Define d_a to be the number of possible quadrartic monomial x_{ij} x_{kℓ} that produce x^a under the substitution x_{ij} = x_ix_j. Then coefficient of x_{ij} x_{kℓ} in m is simply^{ca}_{da} where a = Φ(x_{ij}x_{kℓ}). By construction we have Φ(m) = p.

Then, as in proof of Theorem 3.12 we consider M^′ = M + tR. It is not hard to estimate t such that M^′ has exactly one positive eigenvalue. Therefore, if we can test in polynomial time whether quadratic form m^′ associated to M^′ is S^n_+-Lorentzian, then we can test whether p ∈ P_{n,4} by Lemma 3.3. However, it is known that testing nonnegativity of degree 4 polynomials is NP-Hard [BCSS98, Part 1]. □

4. Completely K-log-concave and K-Lorentzian polynomials

We now investigate properties of the set SL^d(K) of K-Lorentzian polynomials of degree d. We consider its interior, and we also show equivalence between K-Lorentzian and K-CLC polynomials.

4.1. Log-concavity over proper convex cones. We show several equivalent characterizations of forms log-concave on a proper convex cone K ⊂ R^n . We employ the same reasoning as outlined in [AGV21]. Additionally, we utilize the following version of Cauchy’s interlacing Theorem.

Lemma 4.1 (Cauchy’s interlacing Theorem I). [HJ13, Corollary 4.3.9] Let A be a symmetric matrix and vector v ∈ R^{n×n} . Then, the eigenvalues of A − vv^t interlace the eigenvalues of A, i.e., if α_1, . . . , α_n are eigenvalues of A and β_1, . . . , β_n are eigenvalues of A − vv^T , then

β_1 ≤ α_1 ≤ . . . β_n ≤ α_n

Therefore, we have the following result.

Lemma 4.2. [AGV21, Lemma 2.4] Let Q ∈ R^{n×n} be a symmetric matrix and let P ∈ R^{m×n} . If Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue, then P QP^t has at most one positive eigenvalue.

Remark 4.3. Let Q be a symmetric matrix. Then Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue if and only if Q has at most one positive eigenvalue and there exists a ∈ R^n such that a^tQa > 0.

The following lemma can be found in [HW17] and [AGV21]. However, for the sake of completeness, we provide a proof here to keep the paper self-contained.

Lemma 4.4. Let Q be a symmetric matrix and a ∈ R^n such that a^tQa > 0. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue (b) the matrix (a^tQa) · Q − t(Qa)(Qa)^t is negative semidefinite for all t ≥ 1. (c) Q is negative semidefinite on the hyperplane (Qa)^t.

Proof. (a ⇒ b) Since the matrix (Qa)(Qa)^t is positive semidefinite, it suffices to prove part (2) for t = 1. Suppose b ∈ R^n is not a scalar multiple of a. Consider the 2 × n matrix P with rows a^t and b^t. Then

(1) P QP^t = � a^tQa a^tQb b^tQa b^tQb �

By Lemma 4.2, the matrix P QP^t has at most one positive eigenvalue. Then, det(P QP^t) = a^tQa · b^tQb − a^tQb · b^tQa ≤ 0. Thus,

b^t � (a^tQa) · Q − (Qa)(Qa)^t � b ≤ 0

for all b ∈ R^n . 7

(b ⇒ c) Since a^tQa · Q − (Qa)(Qa)^t is negative semidefinite and a^tQa > 0, we have

b^t � (a^tQa) · Q − (Qa)(Qa)^t � b ≤ 0

for all b ∈ R^n . Therefore a^tQa · b^tQb − a^tQb · b^tQa ≤ 0. Thus, Q is negative semidefinite on the hyperplane {b ∈ R^n | b^tQa = 0} = (Qa)^⊥.

(c ⇒ a) Since Q is negative semidefinite on the hyperplane {b ∈ R^n | b^T Qa = 0} = (Qa)^⊥ and a^tQa > 0, we see that Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue. □

We now present several equivalent conditions for log-concavity of a form f ∈ R[x]^d_n on a proper convex cone K, which are quite similar to the conditions described in [AGV21] and [BH20] for the nonnegative orthant.

Proposition 4.5. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 2 and K ⊂ R^n be a proper convex cone. Suppose that f(a) > 0 for all a ∈ int K, and let Q_a denote the Hessian matrix of f evaluated at a: Q_a = H_f (a). The following statements are equivalent: (a) f is log-concave on K.

(b) Q_a has exactly one positive eigenvalue for all a ∈ int K.

(c) The quadratic form x^tQ_ax is negative semidefinite on the hyperplane (Q_aa)^⊥ for all a ∈ int K. (d) For all a ∈ int K, the matrix (a^tQ_aa)Q_a − (Q_aa)(Q_aa)^t is negative semidefinite.

Proof. Euler’s Identity states that for a homogeneous polynomial f of degree d, ⟨∇f(x), x⟩ = �_n

i=1 x_i∂_if(x) = d · f(x). Using this on f and ∂_if we easily get the following identities:

Q_aa = (d − 1) · ∇f(a), a^tQ_aa = d(d − 1) · f(a).

Additionally, the Hessian of log(f) at x = a equals

(2) H_{log f} (a) = � f · H_f − ∇f∇f^t f^2 � |_{x=a} = d(d − 1) a^tQ_aa · Q_a −^d_{d−1} (Q_aa)(Q_aa)^t (a^tQa)^2 . (a ⇒ b) Since f is a non-zero form which is log-concave on all points of the interior of K we see that f(a) > 0 for all a ∈ int K, and the Hessian of log(f) at a is negative semidefinite. Since a^tQ_aa > 0 we see from (2) that Q_a has at most 1 positive eigenvalue. However, Q_a cannot be negative definite, since a^tQ_aa > 0. Thus Q_a has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

(b ⇔ c ⇔ d) The proof follows by Lemma 4.4. □

We also have analogous conditions for strict log-concavity.

Proposition 4.6. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 2 and K ⊂ R^n be a proper convex cone. Suppose that f(a) > 0 for all a ∈ K, and let Q_a denote the Hessian matrix of f evaluated at a: Q_a = H_f (a). The following statements are equivalent: (a) f is strictly log-concave on K.

(b) For all a ∈ K, the quadratic form x^tQ_ax is negative definite on the hyperplane (Q_aa)^⊥ . (c) The matrix Q_a is nonsingular and has exactly one positive eigenvalue for all a ∈ K.

Proof. (a ⇒ b) The Hessian of log(f(x)) at x = a is negative definite. Then by Equation (2) the matrix M_a := (a^tQ_aa) · Q_a −^d_{d−1} (Q_aa)(Q_aa)^t is negative definite. Consider the restriction of the quadratic form x^tM_ax to the hyperplane (Q_aa)^⊥. For x in this hyperplane we have x^tM_ax = (a^tQ_aa) · x^tQ_ax, and so x^tQ_ax is negative definite on (Q_aa)^⊥.

(b ⇒ c) Since x^tQ_ax is negative definite on the hyperplane (Q_aa)^⊥, we see that Q has at least n − 1 negative eigenvalues. But, since d(d − 1) · f(a) = a^tQ_aa > 0 we see that Q_a must also have a positive eigenvalue. 8

(c ⇒ a) We need to establish that the matrix a^tQ_aa · Q_a −^d_{d−1} (Q_aa)(Q_aa)^t is negative definite using the fact that Q_a is nonsingular. The proof is exactly the same as the proof of (a ⇒ b) in Lemma 4.4. □ The following result shows that f is log-concave at a if and only if its directional derivative in the direction a is log-concave at a, cf. [ALOGV24b, Lemma 2.1].

Proposition 4.7. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d ≥ 3 with f(a) > 0 at some point a ∈ R^n . Then f is log-concave at a if and only if D_a(f) is log-concave at a.

Proof. By using Euler’s identity for a homogeneous polynomial of degree d, we can express d · f(x) =

�_n

i=1 x_i^{∂f}_{∂xi} = D_x(f(x)). Therefore, f(a) > 0 if and only if D_af(a) > 0. Moreover, H_{Daf} (a) = (d − 2)H_f (a). Then at the point x = a, signature of H_f (a) and H_{Daf} (a) are the same. Then the claim follows from Proposition 4.5. □ We also show that log-concavity at a point is preserved under invertible linear transformations.

Lemma 4.8. If f(x) ∈ R[x]^d_n is log-concave at a, then f(Ax) is log-concave at A^{−1}a for any nonsingular n × n matrix A.

Proof. The Hessian of f(Ax) at A^{−1}a is equal to A^tH_f (a)A. Therefore the Hessian of f(Ax) at A^{−1}a has exactly one positive eigenvalue and log-concavity of f(Ax) at A^{−1}a follows by Proposition 4.5. □ 4.2. Interior. Brändén and Leake [BL23] proved that SL^d(K) is a closed set, and it is the closure of its interior. We use their result to describe the interior of SL^d(K). We define the set S̊L^d(K) as the set consisting forms in SL^d(K) which additionally satisfy the following properties: for all a_1, . . . , a_{d−2} ∈ K the matrix Q of q = D_{a1} . . . D_{ad−2} f is nonsingular and x^tQy > 0 for all x, y ∈ K, i.e. strict positivity in Definition 2.2 holds on all of K, and not just in the interior of K. Next we show that S̊L^d(K) is the interior of SL^d(K).

Theorem 4.9. Let K ⊂ R^n be a proper convex cone. Then S̊L^d_n(K) is the interior of SL^d_n(K), and

SL^d_n(K) = S̊L^d_n(K)

Proof. It suffices to show that (1) the set S̊L^d_n(K) is open, and (2) any form f ∈ SL^d_n(K) \ S̊L^d_n(K) does not lie in the interior of SL^d_n(K).

Openness of SL^d(K) is clear for d ≤ 1. For d ≥ 2, let f ∈ S̊L^d(K) and let B be the intersection of K with the unit sphere in R^n : B = S^{n−1}∩K. Let α be the infimum of x^tQy where q = D_{a1} · · · D_{ad−2} f with a_i, x, y ∈ B. Since we are taking the infimum of a continuous function on a compact set B^d (d − 2 choices for a_i and one each for x and y), we see that α > 0. Otherwise the minimum of 0 is attained on some point of B^d, which contradicts f ∈ S̊L^d(K). Similarly let β be the minimum of | det Q| over all choices of a_1, . . . , a_{d−2} ∈ B. Again we see that β > 0. Therefore for any g ∈ R[x]^d_n there exists ε > 0 such that f + εg ∈ S̊L^d(K). Thus we see that S̊L^d(K) is open.

If a form f lies in SL^d(K) \ S̊L^d(K), then for some choice of a_1, . . . , a_{d−2}, x, y ∈ B we have x^tQy = 0, or Q is singular, where q = D_{a1} · · · D_{ad−2} f. In the first case, take g ∈ R[x]^d_n such that x^tQ^′y < 0 where q^′ = D_{a1} · · · D_{ad−2} g. Then for any ε > 0 we have f + εg /∈ SL^d(K), and thus f /∈ int SL^d(K). In the second case take g ∈ R[x]^d_n such that q^′ = D_{a1} · · · D_{ad−2} g is strictly positive on the kernel of Q. Then for sufficiently small ε > 0 we have f + εg /∈ SL^d(K), and thus f /∈ int SL^d(K). □ 9

4.3. Equivalence of K-Lorentzian and K-CLC forms. In this subsection, we will often utilize the equivalent defintion of K-Lorentzian polynomials using positivity of D_{a1} . . . D_{ad} f for all a_1, . . . , a_d ∈ int K, as explained in Remark 2.3.

Theorem 4.10. Let K ⊂ R^n be a proper cone. A form f ∈ R[x]^d_n is K-Lorentzian if and only if f is K-CLC. Equivalently, SL^d(K) = CLC^d(K).

Proof. ⇐ For f ∈ CLC^d(K), the form f and all its repeated directional derivatives are log-concave on int K. Thus we see that, the conditions for a polynomial to lie in SL^d(K) are a subset of the conditions for a polynomial to lie in CLC^d(K).

⇒ According to Definition 2.2, nonnegative constants and linear forms nonnegative on K are K-Lorentzian polynomials. We establish this result by induction on the degree d of the forms. For the base case d = 2, let f ∈ SL^2(K). The positivity condition (2) in Definition 2.2 and Remark 2.3 ensure log-concavity for directional derivatives of degree 1 and 0 for f. The signature condition (1) in Definition 2.2 implies that f is log-concave on int K by Proposition 4.5.

Now we assume that the result holds for forms in SL^{d−1}(K). By the induction hypothesis, D_af is K-CLC for any a ∈ int K, and since the set SL^{d−1}(K) = CLC^{d−1}(K) is closed, we see that D_af is K-CLC for any a ∈ K. Thus it suffices to show that f is log-concave on int K. Similarly to the base case, the positivity condition (2) in Definition 2.2 implies f(a) > 0 for all a ∈ int K. By the induction hypothesis, D_af is log-concave at any a ∈ int K, and we also have H_{Daf} (a) = (d−2)H_f (a). Therefore, by Proposition 4.7 we see that f is log-concave at a. Thus, f ∈ CLC^d(K). □

Remark 4.11. By Theorem 4.10 and Theorem 4.9 we have shown that CLC^d(K) is the closure of its interior, denoted as int CLC^d(K), consisting of strictly K-CLC polynomials.

4.4. K-CLC forms over proper convex cones. We now derive some consequences for the structure of the set CLC^d(K) = SL^d(K). We use H_f to denote the Hessian matrix of a form f.

Lemma 4.12. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a nonzero polynomial and K be a proper convex cone. (a) If f ∈ CLC^d(K), then H_f (a) has exactly one positive eigenvalue for all a ∈ int K. (b) If f ∈ int CLC^d(K), then H_f (a) is nonsingular and has exactly one positive eigenvalue for all a ∈ K.

Proof. (a) follows from Proposition 4.5.

(b) f ∈ int CLC^d(K) implies that f is strictly log-concave on all points of K. The rest follows from Proposition 4.6. □

Proposition 4.13. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a nonzero form of degree d ≥ 2, K be a proper convex cone in R^n , and Q_a = H_f (a).

(a) Let f ∈ int CLC^d(K). Then quadratic form x^tQ_ax is negative definite on (Q_ab)^⊥ for every a, b ∈ K such that Q_ab ≠ 0.

(b) Let f ∈ CLC^d(K). Then quadratic form x^tQ_ax is negative semidefinite on (Q_ab)^⊥ for every a ∈ int K, and b ∈ K such that Q_ab ≠ 0.

Proof. (a) Given that f ∈ int CLC^d(K) and a ∈ K, we know that Q_a is nonsingular has exactly one positive eigenvalue by Lemma 4.12. Additionally, since b ∈ K, so it follows from the Definition 2.1 that b^tQ_ab = D_bD_bf(a) > 0. Then the result follows from Lemma 4.4.

(b) This follows from (a) by taking limits and using Remark 4.11. □

Lemma 4.14. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a nonzero polynomial, K be a proper convex cone in R^n , and Q_a := H_f (a) for a ∈ K.

(a) If f ∈ int CLC^d(K), the restriction of Q_a on a plane spanned by b, c ∈ K is a positive matrix with negative determinant. 10

(b) If f ∈ CLC^d(K), the restriction of Q_a on a plane spanned by b, c ∈ K is a nonnegative matrix with nonpositive determinant.

Proof. (a) By Lemma 4.12, Q := H_f (a) is nonsingular and has exactly one positive eigenvalue. Then the rest follows from Remark 2.3 and the restriction of the Hessian to the plane spanned by b, c ∈ K, outlined in (1).

(b) Since CLC^d(K) is the closure of its interior (See Remark 4.11), the result follows from part (a) by taking limits. □

4.5. The sum of two Lorentzian polynomials. The sum of two log-concave polynomials may not be log-concave. The subsequent result provides a sufficient condition for the sum of two K- Lorentzian polynomials to also be K-Lorentzian. This condition is analogous to the one provided in [ALOGV24b, Lemma 3.3] for the sum of two log-concave polynomials with nonnegative coefficients to be log-concave on the nonnegative orthant.

Theorem 4.15. Let f, g ∈ SL^d(K). If there exist vectors b, c ∈ K such that D_bf = D_cg ≢ 0, then f + g is K-Lorentzian.

Proof. We prove this result by induction on the degree d. If d = 1, then (f +g)(a) = f(a)+g(a) > 0 for any a ∈ int K. Thus, f + g is K-Lorentzian.

Now, suppose d ≥ 2 and fix a ∈ int K. Let f_1 = D_af and g_1 = D_ag. Note that f_1 and g_1 are K-Lorentzian polynomials, and additionally D_bf_1 = D_bD_af = D_aD_bf = D_aD_cg = D_cD_ag = D_cg_1. If we can show that D_bf_1 = D_cg_1 ≢ 0 for all a ∈ int K, then by the induction assumption we have f_1 + g_1 = D_a(f + g) is K-Lorentzian for all a ∈ int K and therefore f + g is K-Lorentzian.

Since the set SL^{d−1}(K) is closed it follows that D_bf is a nonzero polynomial in SL^{d−1}(K). In particular, D_bf is strictly positive on int K, and therefore D_aD_bf(a) = (d − 1)(D_bf)(a) > 0. Thus we see that D_bf_1 = D_bD_af = D_aD_bf is not identically zero. □

5. K-Lorentzian polynomials over self-dual cones

In this section, we outline an interesting connection K-Lorentzian polynomials on a self-dual cone K and the generalized Perron-Frobenius theorem. We refer the reader to [GL23] for various classes of self-dual cones other than the nonnegative orthant, the second order cone, and the cone of positive semidefnite matrices.

5.1. K-irreducibility. We now show an alternative characterization of the set of Lorentzian polynomials SL^d(K) for a self-dual cone K. We note that for a quadratic form q, the Hessian matrix H_q is equal to twice the matrix Q of q. Therefore our results can be equivalently stated in terms of the matrix H_q.

Theorem 5.1. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 2 and K be a self-dual cone. Then f ∈ SL^d(K) if and only if for all a_1, . . . , a_{d−2} ∈ int K the matrix Q of the quadratic form q = D_{a1} . . . D_{ad−2} f satisfies the following two conditions:

(a) Q either nonsingular and K-irreducible, or singular and K-nonnegative. (b) Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

Proof. This follows from Definition 2.2 and Corollary 3.10. □

Therefore, we have the following characterization of Lorentzian polynomials or, equivalently, CLC polynomials on the nonnegative orthant.

Corollary 5.2. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 2. Then f is Lorentzian or CLC polynomial on R^n_{≥0} if and only if for all a_1, . . . , a_{d−2} ∈ R^n_{>0} , the matirx Q of the quadratic form q = D_{a1} . . . D_{ad−2} f satisfies the following two conditions: 11

(1) Q is either nonsingular and irreducible, or singular and nonnegative. (2) Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

We now provide an alternative characterization of the interior S̊L^d(K) of the set of K-Lorentzian polynomials on a self-dual cone K using K-positivity.

Theorem 5.3. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d ≥ 2 and K be a self-dual cone. Then f ∈ S̊L^d(K) if and only if for any a_1, . . . , a_{d−2} ∈ K, the matrix Q of the quadratic form q = D_{a1} . . . D_{ad−2} f satisfies the following two conditions:

(1) Q is K-positive and nonsingular. (2) Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 4.9 (see also observations in Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.8). □

5.2. Extreme Rays. Let K ⊆ R^n be a self-dual cone and f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d in n variables. By the conical Minkowski theorem, a proper convex cone K ⊆ R^n is generated by its extreme rays. We recall that K-CLC polynomials are a closed set in R^d_n [x], which is the closure of its interior, which consists of strictly K-CLC polynomials. Therefore, we may ask whether taking directional derivatives with respect to extreme rays is sufficient to guarantee that a polynomial is K-CLC. First we demonstrate that in general, testing K-CLC conditions on extreme rays of K is not sufficient.

Example 5.4. Consider the polynomial f = x_1(x_1x_2 + x_1x_3 + x_2x_3) + x^3_4. Then over the nonnegative orthant D_{ei} f are K-Lorentzian polynomials, but D_1f is not where 1 denotes all-ones vector. Consequently, f is not a K-Lorentzian polynomial over the nonnegative orthant.

However, with additional assumptions on the polynomial f ∈ R[x]^d_n , testing K-CLC conditions on the extreme rays of a self-dual cone K will be sufficient.

Lemma 5.5. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 2. Let K ⊂ R^n be a self-dual cone and E_K denote the set of extreme rays of cone K. If the Hessian matrix H_f (v) is K-positive for all v ∈ E_K, then D_{v1} D_{v2} f is not identically zero for all v_1, v_2 ∈ E_K.

Proof. If D_{v1} D_{v2} f ≡ 0 then we have v^t_2H_f (x)v_1 = 0 for all x ∈ R^n . This contradicts K-positivity of H_f (v_i). □

Remark 5.6. The above result does not hold if we only require that H_f (v) is K-irreducible for all v ∈ E_k. For instance, consider f = x_1x_2 + x_1x_3 with K the nonnegative orthant in R^3 . While the Hessian matrices are nonsingular and irreducible, we have ∂_2∂_3f is identically zero.

Theorem 5.7. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 3, and K be a self-dual cone where E_K denotes the set of its extreme rays. Suppose that the Hessian H_f (v) is nonsingular and K-positive for all v ∈ E_K. If D_vf is K-CLC for all v ∈ E_K, then f is K-CLC.

Proof. Let a ∈ K and write a =

�_m i=1 c_iv_i for real positive c_i and v_i ∈ E_K. Then we have D_af =

�_m

i=1 c_iD_{vi} f, and D_{vj} D_{vi} f = D_{vi} D_{vj} f. Now by Lemma 5.5 all D_{vj} D_{vi} f are nonzero polynomials and we can apply Theorem 4.15 to see that D_af is K-CLC for all a ∈ K. This implies that f is K-CLC by the equivalence between K-Lorentzian and K-CLC polynomials. □

Finally, we provide an alternative proof of another necessary and sufficient condition first proved in [BL23, Theorem 8.15] for f ∈ R[x]^d_n to be a K-Lorentzian polynomial. We demonstrate that testing conditions in Definition 2.2 for directional derivatives along the extreme rays and one more additional point in the interior actually suffices. 12

Lemma 5.8. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 2, and let K be a proper convex cone where E_K denotes the set of its extreme rays, and a ∈ int K. If D_af and D_{vi} f are K-CLC, then the sum D_{a+v} f for any v ∈ E_K is also K-CLC.

Proof. We observe that for any non-zero K-CLC polynomial g we have that D_ag is a nonzero polynomial for all a ∈ int K. If D_v f is identically zero, then the statement follows, so we may assume that D_vf is a nonzero polynomial. Since D_vf is K-CLC, we see that D_vD_af = D_aD_vf is a nonzero polynomial. We now conclude that the sum D_{v+a}f = D_vf + D_af is K-CLC by Theorem 4.15. □

Theorem 5.9. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 2, and let K be a proper convex cone where E_K denotes the set of its extreme rays, and a ∈ int K. Then f is K-Lorentzian if and only if for all v_1, . . . , v_{d−2} ∈ E_K and all 0 ≤ k ≤ d − 2, the quadratic form D_{v1} D_{v2} . . . D_{vk} D^{d−2−k}_a f is K-Lorentzian.

Proof. ⇒ Since SL^m(K) is closed for all m ≥ 0 we see that conditions on directional derivatives in directions of extreme rays and a are just a subset of conditions defining K-Lorentzian polynomials.

⇐ We induct on the degree d of f. The base case d = 2 is trivially true since we do not take any directional derivatives.

For d ≥ 3 we assume that the result is true up to degree d − 1. It suffices to show that D_bf ∈ SL^{d−1}(K) for all b ∈ int K. We can write any b ∈ int K as a positive linear combination of a and extreme rays v_i, where the coeficient of a is strictly positive: b = λa +

�_m i=1 c_iv_i with λ, c_i > 0, and v_i ∈ E_K.

Now we iteratively apply Lemma 5.8 to λa + c_1v_1, (λa + c_1v_1) + c_2v_2, (λa + c_1v_1 + c_2v_2) + c_3v_3 and so on, since λa + � c_iv_i always lies in the interior of K. □ An immediate corollary provides a characterization of Lorentzian polynomials which is first proved in [BL23, Corollary 8.16].

Corollary 5.10. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 2 and 1 denote the all-ones vector. Then f is Lorentzian if and only if for all i_1, . . . , i_{d−2} ∈ [n] and all 0 ≤ k ≤ d − 2, the quadratic polynomial ∂_{i1} . . . ∂_{ik} D^{d−2−k}_1 f is Lorentzian.

For a self-dual cone K, using Theorem 5.1, we have the following result.

Theorem 5.11. Let f ∈ R[x]^d_n be a form of degree d ≥ 2 and K be a self-dual cone where E_K denotes the set of its extreme rays. Fix a ∈ int K. Then f is K-Lorentzian if and only if for all v_1, . . . , v_k ∈ E_K where 0 ≤ k ≤ d−2, the matrix Q of the quadratic form q = D_{v1} D_{v2} . . . D_{vk} D^{d−2−k}_a f satisfies the following two conditions:

(1) Q either nonsingular and K-irreducible, or singular and K-nonnegative. (2) Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

As a consequence we provide another alternative necessary and sufficient conditions for Lorentzian polynomials.

Corollary 5.12. Let 1 ∈ R^n_{>0} denote the all-ones vector. f is Lorentzian over R^n_{≥0} if and only if for all i_1, . . . , i_{d−2} ∈ [n] and a ∈ R^n_{>0} , 0 ≤ k ≤ d − 2, the matrix Q of the quadratic form q = ∂_{i1} . . . ∂_{ik} D^{d−2−k}_1 f satisfies the following two conditions:

(1) Q is either nonsingular and irreducible, or singular and nonnegative. (2) Q has exactly one positive eigenvalue.

Note that it is easy to check irreducibility of a nonnegative matrix due to the following result, see [Bru79]. 13

Theorem 5.13. An n × n nonnegative matrix A is permutation equivalent to an irreducible matrix if and only if A contains no zero row or zero column.

References

[AD20] Nima Anari and Michał Dereziński. Isotropy and log-concave polynomials: accelerated sampling and high-precision counting of matroid bases. In 2020 IEEE 61st Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, pages 1331–1344. IEEE Computer Soc., Los Alamitos, CA, [2020] ©2020.

[AGV21] Nima Anari, Shayan Oveis Gharan, and Cynthia Vinzant. Log-concave polynomials, I: entropy and a deterministic approximation algorithm for counting bases of matroids. Duke Math. J., 170(16):3459– 3504, 2021.

[ALOGV24a] Nima Anari, Kuikui Liu, Shayan Oveis Gharan, and Cynthia Vinzant. Log-concave polynomials II: High-dimensional walks and an FPRAS for counting bases of a matroid. Ann. of Math. (2), 199(1):259– 299, 2024.

[ALOGV24b] Nima Anari, Kuikui Liu, Shayan Oveis Gharan, and Cynthia Vinzant. Log-concave polynomials III: Mason’s ultra-log-concavity conjecture for independent sets of matroids. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 152(5):1969–1981, 2024.

[Bar02] Alexander Barvinok. A course in convexity, volume 54 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2002.

[BCSS98] Lenore Blum, Felipe Cucker, Michael Shub, and Steve Smale. Complexity and real computation. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1998. With a foreword by Richard M. Karp.

[BH20] Petter Brändén and June Huh. Lorentzian polynomials. Annals of Mathematics, 192(3):821–891, 2020. [BL23] Petter Brändén and Jonathan Leake. Lorentzian polynomials on cones. arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.13203, 2023.

[Bru79] Richard A Brualdi. Matrices permutation equivalent to irreducible matrices and applications. Linear and Multilinear Algebra, 7(1):1–12, 1979.

[Bv20] Anita Buckley and Klemen Šivic. New examples of extremal positive linear maps. Linear Algebra Appl., 598:110–144, 2020.

[Chi24] Tracy Chin. Real stability and log concavity are conp-complete. arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.00162, 2024. [G ˙59] Lars Gȧrding. An inequality for hyperbolic polynomials. J. Math. Mech., 8:957–965, 1959. [G¨97] Osman Güler. Hyperbolic polynomials and interior point methods for convex programming. Math. Oper. Res., 22(2):350–377, 1997.

[Gan98] F. R. Gantmacher. The theory of matrices. Vol. 1. AMS Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI, 1998. Translated from the Russian by K. A. Hirsch, Reprint of the 1959 translation.

[GL23] João Gouveia and Bruno F. Lourenço. Self-dual polyhedral cones and their slack matrices. SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl., 44(3):1096–1121, 2023.

[HJ13] Roger A. Horn and Charles R. Johnson. Matrix analysis. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 2013.

[HW17] June Huh and Botong Wang. Enumeration of points, lines, planes, etc. Acta Math., 218(2):297–317, 2017.

[LS75] Raphael Loewy and Hans Schneider. Positive operators on the n-dimensional ice cream cone. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 49:375–392, 1975.

[PT07] Imre Pólik and Tamás Terlaky. A survey of the S-lemma. SIAM Rev., 49(3):371–418, 2007. [Van68] James S. Vandergraft. Spectral properties of matrices which have invariant cones. SIAM J. Appl. Math., 16:1208–1222, 1968.

School of Mathematics, Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta, GA 30332

14