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SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS FOR TOTAL POSITIVITY, COMPOUNDS, AND
DODGSON CONDENSATION

SHAUN FALLAT, HIMANSHU GUPTA, AND CHARLES R. JOHNSON

ABSTRACT. A n-by-n matrix is called totally positive (T'P) if all its minors are positive and TPy
if all of its k-by-k submatrices are T'P. For an arbitrary totally positive matrix or T P, matrix,
we investigate if the rth compound (1 < r < m) is in turn TP or T P, and demonstrate a strong
negative resolution in general. Focus is then shifted to Dodgson’s algorithm for calculating the
determinant of a generic matrix, and we analyze whether the associated condensed matrices are
possibly totally positive or T'P,. We also show that all condensed matrices associated with a T'P
Hankel matrix are T'P.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Denote the set of all m-by-n matrices with entries from R by M,, ,(R). We write M, (R) when
m =n. For A € M, ,(R), « € {1,2,...,m}, and § C {1,2,...,n}, the submatrix of A lying in
rows indexed by «a and columns indexed by (3 is denoted by A[a, 5]. The complimentary submatrix
obtained from A by deleting the rows indexed by « and columns indexed by /3 is denoted by A(«, ().
If A e My(R) and a = $3, then the principal submatriz Ala,«] is abbreviated to Ala], and the
complementary principal submatrix to A(«). For a set a« C {1,2,...,n}, we denote its complement
by a¢, and its cardinality to |a|. Thus, A(«, 5) = Ala®, 5¢].

A minor in a given matrix A is the determinant of a (square) submatrix of A € M,, ,(R). For
example, if |a| = |B], the (a, f)-minor of A will be denoted by detA|a, (], and the a-principal
minor is denoted by detA[a], in the case when A is square. Let A € M, ,(R). Then A is called
totally positive (totally nonnegative) if all of its minors are positive (nonnegative). The subset of
M, »(R) of totally positive matrices (totally nonnegative matrices) will be denoted by T'P (T'N).
We often write “A is TP” (“A is TN”) to refer the fact that A is a totally positive matrix (totally
nonnegative matrix). There are several references available about totally positive/nonnegative
matrices. For example, see [2] [0} 12], 16] 21].

If A€ My, ,(R), then A is called TPy, (T'Nj) where 1 < k < min{m,n}, if all of its minors up
to and including order k are positive (nonnegative). In particular, a matrix with positive entries is
TP;. Observe that A is TP (A is TN) is same as A is TP, (A is TN,,) for a matrix A € M,(R).
A contiguous minor is a minor that corresponds to consecutive rows and consecutive columns of a
given matrix. The following is a classical result. Not all minors need be checked to verify T'P.

Theorem 1.1 (Fekete [10]). Let A € My, ,(R). If all contiguous minors up to and including order
k are positive, then A is TPy.

If A€ My, ,(R) and k < min{m,n}, the (’}')-by-(}) matrix of all k-by-k minors (with index sets
ordered lexicographically) of A is called the kth compound of A and is denoted by Cj(A). Note that
if we choose any ordering other than lexicographic, then we obtain a different matrix. However, it
is similar to the compound matrix by some permutation matrix.
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By definition if A € M,,(R) is T Py, then Cy(A) is TP, for all 1 < k < n. Notice that C1(A4) = A
and Cp(A) is a scalar equal to det A. Thus, if A is TP, then so are C1(A) and C,(A). More
interestingly, if A is TP, then C,_1(A) is TP. This follows from the basic fact that if A is TP,
then SA™LS is TP, where S = diag(1,—1,...,(—1)""!) (see, for example, [12]). Furthermore,
basic linear algebra dictates that SA™1S is equal to +—Cy_1(A).

A natural question is what we can say about the total positivity of Ci(A) for 2 < k < n — 2.
Our first main result gives an answer to this question.

Theorem A. Let n > 4 and let A € M,(R). If A is TPyio, then Cx(A) is not TPs for any
2<k<n-—2.

An immediate corollary to Theorem [Al is as follows.

Corollary 1.2. Let n > 4 and let A € M,(R). If Cx(A) is TPs for some 2 < k <n—2, then A is
not T'Pyo.

Another important set of matrices associated with a matrix are its Dodgson condensations. The
Dodgson condensation is a method developed by C. Dodgson (aka. Lewis Carol) [7] to compute
the determinant of a square matrix. The set of matrices derived from this method are called
Dodgson condensation matrices. A key ingredient of this technique is the well-known Sylvester’s
determinantal identity.

Theorem 1.3 (Sylvester’s determinantal identity [15]). Let A € M,(R), o C {1,2,...,n}, and
suppose |a| = k. Define the (n — k)-by-(n — k) matrix B = [b;;], with i,j € af, by setting
b;j =detAla U {i},a U{j}], for every i,j € a°. Then, for each 6,y C af, with || = |y| =1,

detB[,~] = (detA[a])! " tdetAla U 6, U ). (1.1)

Observe that a special case of (1)) is that detB = (detA[a])” *~1detA. Another very useful
special case is the following. Let A € M, (R) be the partitioned matrix

T
ailp Gy Aais
A= | an A ax |,

T
az1 Q3o G33

where Ags € M,,_2(R), a12,a21,a23, a3z € R" 2, and ai1, a13, as1, ass are scalars. Define the matri-
ces

T T
p_ | a1 aip o= | a2 as p_| @ Ao 1E — Aoxy ans

= s = s = T , an E = T .
az  Aa Axy ans asy  asy az, as3

If we let b = detB, ¢ = detC, d = detD, and é = detE, then by (L)) it follows that

™

:| = detAggdetA.

Q,, SN

det [

Hence, provided detAsy # 0, we have

detBdetE — detCdetD
detAgs '

Dodgson’s condensation produces a sequence of matrices D;(A) € M,_;(R) (1 <i<n—1) from
a given matrix A € M,(R) to which a recursive step is implemented resulting in a scalar whose
value equal to det A (see [7]). This algorithm can be described as follows (see also [I]): Given
A= [am] € Mn(R),

detA =
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. 1 .
Step 1: Construct a matrix D;(A) = [MZ.(J)] € M, _1(R), where for i,5 =1,2,...,n —1,

1 Qi s Qi s
Mz(]) — det %,J 1,J+1 :
’ Ait1,j  Ait1,5+1

Step 2: Using both A and D;(A), construct another matrix Da(A) = [Ml(i)] € M,_2(4),
where for i,5 =1,2,...,n — 2,

(1) (1)
2 _ M;; M; 744 ] .
M7 = det b 1 [@it1,5+41;
7 [ Mi(+§1,j Mi(+)1,j+1

Step 3: Replace A with D;(A), Di(A) with Ds(A), and repeat Step 2, until a scalar is
produced.

The above algorithm is a simple mechanism for computing the determinant of a matrix. We refer
to a matrix Di(A) as a Dodgson condensation matriz. Applying Sylvester’s identity (Theorem [L3])
and following the discussion afterwards, it can be seen that the entries of Ds(A) are in fact equal
to

M? = det A{i,i + 1, + 2}, {j.j + 1, +2}].
In other words, the entries of Dy(A) are precisely all of the contiguous minors of order 3 of A. In
fact, by using the Sylvester’s identity repeatedly, the above claim holds more generally as follows.

Lemma 1.4. Let A € M,(R) and let Di(A) = [MZ(];)] Then for any i,5 =1,2,...,n —k we have

Mi(’/;) =det A[{i,....i+k}, {4,....5 + Kk}

Hence, the matrix Dy(A) consists of all contiguous minors of order k+ 1 of A. So if A is TPy,
then Di(A) is TP, for any 1 < k <n — 1. In fact, we can say more about the total positivity of a
Dodgson condensation matrix. That is our second main result.

Theorem B. Let A € M,(R) and let k > 1 be an integer. Then the following statements hold:
(1) If A is TPy1o, then Di(A) is TP;.
(2) If A is TPyys, then Di(A) is T'Ps.

We demonstrate that the previous result can not be improved for others values of k (see Example
B.3). However, we prove a much broader result for a class of matrices known as Hankel matrices.

For a given sequence of scalars ag,ay,...,as,, the (n + 1)-by-(n + 1) symmetric matrix
a aj PN Ay,
aq a B ¢ O |

— (. T _
A= (al—i-])i,j:O =
anp QAp41 - Ao,

is called a Hankel matriz. Each Dodgson condensation matrix corresponding to a totally positive
Hankel matrix is totally positive.

Theorem C. Let A be a Hankel matriz based on the sequence of scalars ag,ay,...,as,. If A is
TP, then Di(A) is a Hankel and TP matriz for all 1 < k < n.

An important goal in the study of totally positive matrices is to find out sufficient conditions
to verify the total positivity of a matrix. A matrix A = [a; ;] € M,(R) is called T Ps(c), if there
exists a positive number ¢ such that a; ja;11,;11 > caijp1ja;41 for all 4,5 = 1,...,n. In 2006,
Katkova and Vishnyakova [I7] proved the following fascinating result, which may be viewed as an
improvement of the work of Craven and Csordas [4].
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Theorem 1.5 (Katkova and Vishnyakova [17]). Let A € M,(R) and ¢ > 4 cos? (nLH) be a positive
number. If A is TPa(c), then A is TP.

We desire to determine if we can learn anything about whether a matrix A is totally positive by
looking at the total positivity of compounds or Dodgson condensation matrices. Suppose a matrix
Ais TP;. If Cxy1(A) is TPy, then by definition A is TPi11. On the other hand, by Fekete’s
Theorem [[1] if Dy(A) is TPy, then A is TPyy;1. In fact, even more can be said, if A is TP, and
C3(A) is TP, then it follows that A must also be TP. However, this fact, which may be seen to
serve as a possible generalization of the sufficiency-type conditions from Theorem [[3] is vacuous
as can be seen from Corollary Note that by Corollary if a certain compound matrix is T Ps
or more, then A can not be totally positive. A natural question is what we can say if we know
that a compound matrix or a Dodgson condensation matrix is T'P,. Our final main result asserts
an answer to this question.

Theorem D. Let A € M, (R) be TPy, for some 1 <k <n—2. If Di(A) is TPy, then A is T Py o.
Since Dy (A) is a submatrix of Cky1(A) we obtain an immediate consequence of Theorem

Corollary 1.6. Let A € M,(R) be TPy for some 1 <k <n —2. If Cx41(A) is TPy, then A is
TPyyo.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we provide some preliminary tools
needed for the proof of Theorem [Al In Section [B, we provide proofs of our four main theorems,
together with some remarks and examples.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We now consider an important and very useful correspondence between totally nonnegative
matrices and a corresponding bidiagonal factorization. Recall that a bidiagonal factorization of a
matrix A, is simply a decomposition of A into a product of bidiagonal matrices. A matrix B = [b; ;]
is called lower (upper) bidiagonal if b; ; = 0, whenever i < jand ¢ > j—1 (i > jandi < j—1). We
assume throughout that all matrices are square of order n. Let I denote the identity matrix. For
1 <4,5 < n, welet E;; being the elementary standard basis matrix whose only nonzero entry is a 1
in the (7,7) position. Let us define L;(¢) := I +{E; ;1 and Uj(u) := I +uFE;_; ; where 2 <i,j <n
and /,u € R. If a matrix is of the form L;(¢) or U;(u), then it is called an elementary bidiagonal
matriz. We may shorten L;(¢) to L; or Uj(u) to U; when the choice of numbers £, u € R are not so
important.

The bidiagonal factorization associated with totally nonnegative matrices has had a long and
productive history, for example, see [5l 6, 8l [14] 18] 22].

Theorem 2.1. [I3, 8] Let A be an n-by-n nonsingular totally nonnegative matriz. Then A can be
written as

A = (La(61)) - (L3(€2)La(ls)) -+ - (Ln(L—n+1) - - L2(lg))-
D (Uz(uk) -+ - Un—1(uk—n+2)Un(Uk—pn+1)) - - - (Ua(us)Us(uz2)) - Ua(wr), (2.1)

where k = (72’), li,uj > 0 for all i,j € {1,2,...,k}; and D = diag(dy,ds, ..., d,) is a diagonal
matriz with d; > 0.

One of the tools used in [§, I1] is a representation of a bidiagonal factorization (see also [8] [13])
in terms of planar networks, which is well known (see e.g. [3, [§]). Recall that a planar network is
simply a weighted directed graph without cycles. The planar networks of interest and corresponding
to the factorization in (2.]) is represented as in Figure[ll and contain n sources (labelled vertices on
the left) and n sinks (labelled vertices on the right). Note that each horizontal edge in this planar
network has a weight of 1, except for the horizontal edges corresponding to the diagonal factor D.
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n @—> > >—0 N

gk—n—&-l dp_1 Uk—n+1

n—1e—» > >eon—1
Oy 2n+2\ \gk n+2 dp—9 Uk — n+2/ /uk 2n+2
n— > -2

3 > > >—0 3
O l—n—1YLlr—1 do Uk—n—1 -
2 0> >
61\ Eg\--- ékn\ Ek\ dy /Uk /uk n /ug /u1
1 > >

FIGURE 1. Planar network corresponding to the bidiagonal factorization in Theorem 2.1

Now, given a planar network I' such as the one in Figure Il we have following important and
tremendously useful fact, which is sometimes also referred to as Lindstrom’s Lemma (see [I1]). For
index sets a = {i1,42,...,%} and 8 = {j1,72,...,Jt}, consider a collection P(a, ) of all families
of vertex-disjoint paths joining the vertices {i1,i2,...,%} on the left of the network I' with the
vertices {j1,j2,...,J¢} on the right. In particular, it follows that ¢, must be joined to j, by a path
for each r = 1,2,...,t. For 7 € P(a,f3), let w(w) be the product of all the weights assigned to
edges that form a family 7. Then

det Ala, f] = Z w(m) .

meP(a,B)

Theorem 2.T] implies that every invertible TN matrix can be represented by a weighted planar
network. More general weighted planar networks can also be associated to TN matrices (see e.g.
[3, 8]). Often we may interchange the notions of bidiagonal factorizations and planar networks
when dealing with various properties of TN matrices. In particular, we will often think of a TN
matrix by merely representing it as a general planar network. Given such a correspondence, we can
recast Theorem 2.1l and other related results in terms of planar networks.

Theorem 2.2. IfT" is a planar network corresponding to (21)), then:

(1) The associated matriz is nonsingular and totally nonnegative if and only if all the parameters
are nonnegative and all d; > 0;

(2) The associated matriz is totally positive if and only if all the parameters are positive and
all d; > 0;

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS AND RELATED COMMENTS

We start this section by proving Theorem [Al
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Proof of Theorem [Al. We first prove the statement for £ = n — 2. So assume A is TP, and we want
to prove that C),_2(A) is not T'P;. Consider the following sets each of size n — 2:

S1={1,2,...,n—4,n—3,n— 2},
So={1,2,...,n—4,n—3,n— 1},
Ss={1,2,...,n—4,n—3,n},

Sy={1,2,...,n—4,n—2,n—1}.

Let us define an 4-by-4 matrix S := (s;;) where s;; := det(A[S;, 5;]) for 1 < 4,5 < 4. Notice
that S is the leading principal submatrix of C),,_3(A). Now, assume that A is represented as a
planar network according to Theorem Given the nature of the sets S; (i = 1,2,3,4), so
when computing the entries of S, it is sufficient to just label the top-part of the planar network
representing A (see Figure [2]). For the purpose of brevity in the computation below, we assume
that the diagonal factor in (1) is the identity. The strict negativity or positivity of the minors in
the matrix S identified below are not affected by introducing an arbitrary positive diagonal factor.

i
n—1e—>» > >—0 n — 1
Y X A A
n—2 e—> > > n —2
Xy A A A
n—23 e—>» > >—on—3

n @—p \ > >—o N
d

j:\ ..... \\\z/// ..... /:j

FIGURE 2. Planar network representing A.

By examining the disjoint paths in the planar network, Figure 2] the entries of S are as follows:

51,1 = 1, S1,2 = h + k‘, 81,3 = hi, S1,4 = jh + th + Ek’
sp1 =b+e, syo=>bh+eh+0bk+ek+1, so3=>0hi+ehi+i,
9,4 = bhj + ehj + bhl + ehl + bkl + ekl + g+ j + ¢,
s31 =de, s3p=deh+dek+d, s33=dehi+di+]l,
s34 = dehj + dehl + dekl + dg + dj + dt,
s41=ab+ae+ce, s49=abh+ aeh+ ceh + abk + aek + cek +a+ ¢+ f,
4.3 = abhi + aehi + cehi + ai + ci + fi,
4,4 = abhj + aehj + cehj + abhl + aehl + cehl + abkl + aekl +
cekl +ag+cg+ fg+aj+cj+fital+cl+ fl+1
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After a straightforward computation we obtain that
det(S[{1,2,3},{1,3,4}]) = —g—j7—£<0,
det(S[{1,2,3},{2,3,4}]) = —gh — gk — jk <0,

det(S[{1,2,4},{1,3,4}])

(S )

=1>0,
det(S[{1,2,4},{2,3,4}]) = ik > 0, (3.1)
and
det(S[{1,3,4},{1,2,3}]) = —a—c— f <0,
det(S[{2,3,4},{1,2,3}]) = —bc—bf —ef <0,
det(S[{1,3,4},{1,2,4}]) =d > 0,
det(S[{2,3,4},{1,2,4}]) = bd > 0. (3.2)

This implies that S is not T'P3, and hence, C),_2(A) is not T'P;. Now, we prove the statement for
2 <k <n-—3. So assume A is T P;,9 and consider any submatrix B of A of order k 4+ 2. Notice
that, B is TP, and Ci(B) is a submatrix of Ci(A). By the previous case C(B) is not T'Ps, and
hence Cj(A) is not T'Ps;. This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.1. Recall that in the definition of compound matrix Ck(A) we use lexicographic ordering
of subsets. One may wonder whether using a different ordering of subsets could alter the result of
Theorem [Al Unfortunately, that is not the case, since in any ordering at least one of the minors
from (B0 is negative.

Indeed, any permutation of rows and columns, simultaneously, of the matrix C),_2(A) induces a
permutation on the rows and columns of the matrix S. Considering all 4! permutations and using
the fact that an odd permutation changes the sign of a determinant while an even permutation
does not, we can conclude that in any permutation at least one of the minors from (B.1]) is negative.

We provide an example which shows that the result of Theorem [A] can not be improved to “not
TR).

Example 3.2. Let us consider the following matrix

1/2 1/3 1/4 1/5
1/3 1/4 1/5 1/6
1/4 1/5 1/6 1/7
1/5 1/6 1/7 1/8

A=

Its second compound is given by

[1/72  1/60 1/60 1/240 1/180 1/600 ]
1/60 1/48 3/140 1/180 4/525 1/420
1/60 3/140 9/400 1/168 1/120 3/1120
1/240 1/180 1/168 1/600 1/420 1/1260
1/180 4/525 1/120 1/420 1/288 1/840
1/600 1/420 3/1120 1/1260 1/840 1/2352]

One can check that A is TPy, and, moreover Cy(A) is also T'Ps.

Ca(A) =

We note in passing (see [19]) that the example of a 4-by-4 totally nonnegative Green’s matrix
provided in [I9] does not have a totally nonnegative second compound matrix as claimed. In fact,
the 2-by-2 minor in rows {2,3} and columns {3,4} is negative.

However, computationally it seems rare to find totally positive matrices such that all of its
compounds are T'P,. It would be interesting to find out a characterization or an infinite family of
totally positive matrices such that all of its compound matrices are T Ps.

Next we prove our second main theorem.
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Proof of Theorem[B. For the first statement, assume A is T Pyyo. We know that Dy (A) is TP;.
Now, consider an arbitrary 2-by-2 contiguous submatrix of Dy(A) indexed by the rows {i,i + 1}
and columns {j,j + 1}. Then we have

det Dy(A)[{i,i + 1}, 1, + 1} = MBI MY, o — M ml)

k+1 k—1
b Mg = MM (3.3)

i1+l
Hence, it follows by Lemma [[.4] that

det Dy(A)[{i,i + 1}, {j.j +1}] = detA[{i,....i+k+1}{j,....j+k+1}]
det A[{i +1,...,i+k}{i+1,...,5+Ek}].

Both det A[{i,...,i + k+1},{j,....,+k+ 1} and det A[{i + 1,...,i + k},{j +1,...,5 + k}]
are positive since A is TPi1o. So det Dy (A)[{i,i + 1},{j,j + 1}] > 0, and hence by Fekete’s
Theorem [Tl we have that Dy(A) is TP,. For the second claim, assume A is TPyy3. Then
we know Dy (A) is T'P,. Consider an arbitrary 3-by-3 contiguous minor of Dy (A), given by 6; ; :=
det Dy (A)[{i,i+1,i+2},{j,7+1,j+2}]. Applying Sylvester’s identity (Theorem [[3]) and equation

B3) we have
(k1) 3y p(k=1) 7 p(k1) 5 (k—1) (k1) 3 p(k=1) 5 p(k+1) 5 p(k—1)
0, — M5 Mgy oMy i Miys e — Mg Mgy oMty 7 Miys
v, N

(k)
M5 i

Observe that MZ.{];H)MZ.(J]:E)H — Z(I;ﬂ)MZ(iE) = Mi(f;H)Mi(f)l,jH, and since A is assumed to

be TPy, 3 it follows that Mi(,I;+2)Mi—]f-)1,j+l > 0 which implies Mi(,jH)Mi(iﬁLl > Mi(’l;ﬂ)Mi(iﬁ).
(k=1)

Similarly, we have MZ(fI;)JrlMZ Yot > MZ(fI;)JrQMZ(f;;)Jrl > (0. Combining these two inequalities
implies

(k+1) 5 (k—1) (k+1) (k—1) (k+1) 5 r(k—1) (k+1) 5 p(k—1)
M5 My G My i My o — My My 5o My P MG, 2 > 0,

which proves that 6; ; = det Dy(A)[{4,7 + 1,4 + 2},{j,7 + 1,5 + 2}] > 0. Hence by Theorem [I.1]
Dy(A) is T Ps. This completes the proof. O

We provide an example that shows that in general the result of Theorem [Bl cannot be improved
to TPy

Example 3.3. Let us consider the following matrix.

1 18 192 924 2332 420
32 o977 6161 29692 75052 13524
425 7682 82145 396687 1004887 181209
2412 43807 469784 2277800 5795144 1046584
3080 56720 613350 3009027 7751484 1406076
1440 27360 301320 1515996 4007487 733594 |

Then

1 114 8100 106304 16128
599 68863 4939267 64952080 10006080
Dy(A) = | 88991 10354673 752675392 9926679328 1566406912
1883080 222874970 16504110168 218585490312 35833764288
2592000 309614400 23156130960 307417847085 51610862484

One can check that A is TPs but Dy(A) is not TP, (the leading principal minor of order 4 is
negative).

The following theorem, which can be found in [20], which may not be the original source, provides
a useful criteria to determine the total positivity for a Hankel matrix.
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Theorem 3.4. [20, Theorem 4.4] Let A be the (n + 1)-by-(n + 1) Hankel matriz based on the
sequence of scalars ag, ay,...,a,, and let A" = A[{1,2,...,n},{2,3,...,n+1}]. Then A is TP if
and only if both A and A’ are positive definite matrices.

We make use of the above result to prove Theorem [Cl

Proof of Theorem[Qd. Let A be a TP Hankel matrix. Then A’ is also a TP Hankel matrix (we
use the same notation as defined in Theorem [3.4]). Since D, (A) is a scalar equal to det A, the
statement follows for k£ = n. Next, we assume 1 < k < n — 1. It is easy to check that Dy(A)
is also a Hankel matrix and Dg(A) = Dy(A’). Therefore, by Theorem [34] it is enough to prove
that D (A) is a positive definite matrix as A is an arbitrary TP Hankel matrix. Now, since the
matrix A is symmetric, it follows that the compound matrix Cj41(A) is also a symmetric matrix.
Furthermore, any eigenvalue of Cj11(A) is a product of some subset of k + 1 eigenvalues of A, and
consequently, is positive. That is C11(A) is a positive definite matrix. Since Dy (A) is a principal
submatrix of Cj41(A) so Dy (A) is also a positive definite matrix. Hence, the proof is complete. [

Finally, we prove our last main theorem.

Proof of Theorem[D. Clearly A is TPyyq1 by Fekete’'s Theorem [[LIL So we prove A is TPy .
Suppose Dy (A) is TP,. Consider an arbitrary contiguous minor of order k + 2 of A given by

MZSI;H). An application of Sylvester’s identity (Theorem [[3]) reveals,

(k) 5 s (k) (k) (k)
M(k—l—l) - Mi,j Mi+1,j+1 - Mi,j+1Mi+1,j
i 2D :
i+1,5+1

Upon inspection we observe that the numerator above is equal to the 2-by-2 contiguous minor
of Di(A) given by det Dy(A)[{3,i + 1},{j,7 + 1}]. All such minors are assumed to be positive
since Di(A) is TP,. Further, since A is TPy all minors of order k are positive; so in particular,

Z(fl_;zrl > 0. Hence Mi(f;ﬂ) > (0. Thus, all contiguous minors of order k 4+ 2 of A are positive, so
by Theorem [L.1], A is T'Py2. O
Remark 3.5. Looking back at Theorem [Dl and comparing it with the implications of Theorem Bl
we can ask if, in general, A is TP, and Dy(A) is T'Ps, then A is T P4 37 Unfortunately, this is not
the case in general. Indeed, there exists a 6-by-6 matrix B that is T'P; and satisfies D3(B) is TP
(or TP3 as D3(B) is 3-by-3), but B is not T F.

Suppose A is a 6-by-6 TP matrix, and set & = 3. Then using [9, Lemma 9.5.2], matrix B =
A —tEy, is a T'Ps singular matrix, when t = det(A)/det(A({1}) and E;; is the standard basis
matrix whose only nonzero entry is 1 in the (1,1) position. Applying Theorem [B, we know that
D3(B) is T P;. Furthermore, following the argument similar to the proof of Theorem [Bl we have
ey MMMV M

4 4 2 2 2 2
Mgy (M3 03 - M)

The second equality follows since

0= det(B) = —1—2 27

and M%) > 0, since B is TP, while M{3 M) > M) M) since D3(B) is TP,. Thus D3(B) is

)

T P3;. However B is not T'P;y3, and B is not T Fg.
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