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THE SIGNED GOLDMAN-IWAHORI SPACE
AND REAL TROPICAL LINEAR SPACES

KEVIN KUHN AND ARNE KUHRS

ABsTrRACT. The Goldman—Iwahori space of seminorms on a finite-dimensional vector
space over a non-Archimedean field is a non-Archimedean analogue of a symmetric space.
If, in addition, K is real closed, we define a signed analogue of the Goldman—Iwahori space
consisting of signed seminorms. This new space can be seen as the linear algebraic version
of the real analytification of projective space over K. We study this space with methods
from real tropical geometry by constructing natural real tropicalization maps from the
signed Goldman—Iwahori space to all real tropicalized linear spaces. We prove that this
space is the limit of all real tropicalized linear embeddings. We give a combinatorial
interpretation of this result by showing that the signed Goldman-Iwahori space is the
real tropical linear space associated to the universal realizable oriented matroid. In the
constant coefficient case for K = R, we describe this space explicitly and relate it to real
Bergman fans.
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INTRODUCTION

The Goldman-—Iwahori space is the space of non-Archimedean seminorms on a finite-dimen-
sional vector space over a non-Archimedean field. It was introduced in [GI63] to give a
non-Archimedean analogue of symmetric spaces for the group PGL. If the ground field is
spherically complete, this space is a compactification of a building in the sense of Bruhat
and Tits. Bruhat—Tits buildings have proven to be an effective framework to study reductive
groups over non-Archimedean fields (see [BT72, BT84]). Their close relation to Berkovich
geometry is well-established in the literature (see [Ber90, Wer04, RTW10, RTW15]). Ex-
panding on [DT98|, the authors in [BKK™24| introduced a tropical approach to study the
Goldman-Iwahori space by identifying it with the limit of tropicalized linear spaces and
giving a matroidal interpretation.

Suppose the ground field is now also real closed such that the unique ordering is compatible
with the absolute value. This paper presents a signed analogue of the Goldman-Iwahori
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space, taking the order of the field into consideration. We approach this signed Goldman—
Twahori space by methods of real tropical geometry. This extends the non-Archimedean
framework to real tropical geometry, which was introduced in [JSY22].

We recall some basics of tropical geometry: let K be an algebraically closed field with a
non-trivial non-Archimedean absolute value |-|. We denote the tropicalization map by

trop: K™ — (RU{oco})", (21,...,2n) — (—log|x1],...,—log|z,]).

The closure of the image of an algebraic subvariety X C K™ under trop is called the trop-
icalization of X and usually denoted by Trop(X). This space has the structure of a finite
polyhedral complex of dimension dim X and its combinatorics carries rich information about
the variety X, like its degree and Chow cohomology class.

It is a fundamental trait of tropical geometry that Trop(X) not only depends on the variety
X, but also on the chosen embedding into K". Hence, we will write the tropicalization as
Trop(X,t) to emphasize the dependence on the embedding ¢ : X «— K™. More generally,
one can define tropicalizations of closed subvarieties of any toric variety, not just K™ [Pay09,
§3]. One can also drop the conditions of K being algebraically closed or non-trivially valued
by choosing an algebraically closed, non-trivially field valued extension L/K and defining
Trop(X,¢) == Trop(X xx L,t1).

A natural question is, whether there is a universal tropicalization of a variety that is inde-
pendent of the embedding. One way to construct this, is taking the projective limit of all
tropicalizations with respect to all possible embeddings for a quasi-projective variety X. In
the influential paper [Pay09], Payne showed that this limit space is homeomorphic to the
Berkovich analytification X2" of X. This analytic space X", defined by Berkovich, is a con-
nected Hausdorff topological space that contains the set of K-points X (K) as a dense subset
(see [Ber90] for details). Payne’s result led to ample research into limits of tropicalizations,
for example in [FGP14, KSU21, GG22].

Recently, there have been two new developments that this paper combines:

(a) If one considers X = P", in |[BKK 24| it was shown that the Goldman-Iwahori space
X, (K) is the limit of all tropicalizations with respect to linear embeddings of P™ into
higher-dimensional projective spaces. This space X ,,(K) consists of homothety classes
of seminorms on (K™™1)* and has first been studied by Goldman and Iwahori as a
piecewise linear analogue of symmetric spaces |[GI63] for the group PGL(K"*1). If K
is spherically complete, it coincides with (a compactification of) the affine Bruhat—Tits
building of PGL(K"*1), e.g. studied by Werner in [Wer04]. The relation between affine
buildings and Berkovich analytic spaces has been well established in [Ber90, RTW10,
RTW12, RTW15].

(b) In [JSY22], the authors define a “real” version of a Berkovich analytification: In this
setup the field K is real closed instead of algebraically closed and a real analytification
X2 of a variety X is constructed, which takes into account the order on K. The
authors introduce a non-Archimedean approach to real tropicalizations using the real
analytification. Roughly speaking, given an affine variety X over K, one restricts the
tropicalization map to each orthant of K™ and glues the resulting 2™ tropicalizations
together. The resulting space Trop,.(X,¢) is called the real tropicalization of X with
respect to the embedding ¢ : X — K. In [JSY22], it was shown that X2" is the limit
of all real tropicalizations. Real tropicalizations have garnered particular attention due
to Viro’s patchworking [Vir84], which was one of the earliest achievements of what is
now called tropical geometry. An equivalent perspective on real tropicalizations is given
by real phase structures, and recently, in [RRS23] the authors defined the real part of
a smooth tropical variety equipped with a real phase structure, which is locally (the
topological realization of) an oriented matroid [RRS22].



We merge these two approaches: Consider a real closed field K equipped with a compatible
non-Archimedean absolute value. An example is the field of real Puiseux series R{{t}} =
Unen R((t ), where the positive Puiseux series are those with positive leading coefficients.
Let X = P" be the projective space over K. We define the signed Goldman—Iwahori space
RX,(K) to be the space of homothety classes of non-trivial signed seminorms on (K™1)* (cf.
Definition 4.8) equipped with the topology of pointwise convergence. We study the geometry
of this space via real tropical geometry, in particular via real tropical linear spaces:

Let I be the cofiltered category of linear embeddings P* <— U C P™, where U is a torus-
invariant open subset of P™ with morphisms given by commutative triangles

where U — U’ is a composition of coordinate projections and permutations. For any linear
embedding ¢ : P* — U C P™ as above, we construct a surjective and continuous map
7w, RX,(K) — Trop,(P™,:). For any morphism in I, the coordinate projections and
permutations induce a continuous map between the respective real tropicalizations. This
setup allows us to formulate and prove:

Theorem A (Theorem 5.3). The canonical map

limm, : A, (K) — lim Trop, (P, 0)
el vel

is a homeomorphism.

Theorem A can both be viewed as a signed version of [BKK 24, Theorem A] or as a linear
version of [JSY22, Theorem 6.14|. Even though the signed Goldman-Iwahori space R, (K)
is not a building in the sense of Bruhat and Tits, it can be seen as a signed analogue of the
building of PGL. From this perspective, it is a real analytic and non-Archimedean analogue
of a symmetric space for PGL. It might be interesting to examine this space more closely
in order to study reductive groups over real closed fields. Taking absolute values yields a
natural, surjective, and continuous map RX,,(K) — &, (K) to the Goldman-Iwahori space
(cf. Section 5.1).

Valuated matroids are the combinatorial objects that naturally arise with (ordinary) trop-
icalizations of linear spaces. To every linear embedding ¢ : P" — P™ we may associate a
valuated matroid that uniquely determines the tropicalization Trop(P™,:). Even in the non-
realizable case, one can associate a linear space to a valuated matroid, which agrees with the
Bergman fan in the case of trivial valuation. In [BKK 24|, the construction was generalized
to allow us to describe finite rank matroids on infinite ground sets. In [BKK ™24, Theorem
C], it was also shown, that the Goldman—Iwahori space YH(K ) is the tropical linear space
associated to the universal realizable valuated matroid Muniy. This matroid has as ground
set (K™T1)* and the rank function is given by the dimension of the subspace spanned by a
subset.

When the field K is real closed (or, more generally, ordered), the additional decoration on
a matroid is that of an orientation, which has been studied extensively [BLVST99, RGZ97|.
As matroids capture the combinatorics of linear dependence over fields, oriented matroids
capture the combinatorics of linear dependence over ordered fields, taking into account
signs of linear dependencies. If the field K is in addition equipped with a compatible non-
Archimedean value, we obtain an oriented valuated matroid, which is a matroid with both
decorations that satisfy a compatibility condition.



Baker and Bowler introduce matroids with decorations in the language of hyperfields [BB16],
where valuated/oriented/oriented valuated matroids arise as matroids over the tropical hy-
perfield T /the sign hyperfield S/the real tropical hyperfield RT.

To every oriented valuated matroid M on a ground set F, one can associate a real tropical
linear space Trop, (M) [Tablb, Jiirl8|. If M is represented by a linear embedding over a
real closed field, then the real tropicalization of the linear embedding coincides with the real
tropical linear space associated to M. This extends the trivial valuation case considered in
[AKWO06, Cel19] who shows that the real tropical linear space equals the real Bergman fan
of the associated oriented matroid.

We generalize these ideas and construct a real tropical linear space for any oriented valuated
matroid of finite rank, whose ground set explicitly need not be finite (see Section 6). We
then show:

Theorem B (Theorem 6.3). There is a homeomorphism
RX, (K) = Trop, (Mauniv) -

Here, Muypniv denotes the wuniversal realizable oriented valuated matroid with ground set
E = (K"™H)*. This gives R, (K) an appealing interpretation as the real tropicalization of
the natural universal embedding

Luniv 1 P" — P (KF) .
In particular, this allows for a notion of a real tropicalization of an embedding of a finite-

dimensional variety into an infinite-dimensional vector space. This gives an interpretation
of the signed Goldman—Iwahori space as a universal realizable real tropical linear space.

In the special case K = R with trivial valuation signed seminorms are always diagonalizable,
which need not even be true for other trivially valued fields (¢f. Example 4.7). Therefore,
in general, computing signed Goldman—Iwahori spaces turns out to be difficult. However, if
K = R, we can explicitly parameterize the signed Goldman—Iwahori space and determine
the fibers of the map KA, (R) — X, (R).

In the case of trivial valuation, the real tropical linear space of an oriented matroid agrees
with its real Bergman fan studied in [Cell9]. We show that for the universal realizable
oriented matroid, this is still true if X = R, but fails for other real closed fields (¢f. Theorem
8.15 and Remark 8.16 (d)). Tropical linear spaces relate to tropical convexity (see [Jos21,
§10] for details), in the same way that real tropical linear spaces relate to signed tropical
convexity [LS22]. The real tropicalization of a linear space is the TC-convex hull of all
RT-cocircuits of the associated RT-matroid [LS22, Theorem 7.8]. We give an interpretation
of this result for the real tropicalization of the universal realizable oriented matroid M up;y.

Conventions. We write R = R U {oc}. For any set F, we write TPF = (@E \ 00)/R1,
where 1 refers to the function with constant value 1. If E = {0,...,n} for some natural
number n, we write TP™ for TP, For a field K, which will be clear from the context, we
write A" = Spec(K|[t1,...,t,]) for affine space and P* = Proj(K|[to,...,t,]) for projective
space. If K = R, we write RP™ for the set of R-points of P and consider this space with
the Euclidean topology. We denote the field with two elements by Zs = {0,1}. We consider
the ordering 4+, — > 0 of signs which we extend componentwise to a partial order on sign
vectors. Given an ordered field K, we denote by sgn : K — {0,+1,—1} the sign function.

Acknowledgements. This project was initiated 2023 at the Graduate Student Meeting on
Applied Algebra and Combinatorics in Stockholm, where we had the opportunity to present
our project on buildings and tropical linear spaces [BKK24]. Kris Shaw pointed us to the
real analytification and real tropicalization of Jell, Scheiderer, and Yu, thus inspiring us to
investigate a real/signed version of our story. We thank Kris Shaw and further all speakers



and organizers at this occasion. Additionally, the authors want to thank Luca Battistella,
Andreas Gross, Alex Kiironya, Georg Loho, Oliver Lorscheid, Alejandro Martinez Mendez,
Beatrice Pozzetti, Kemal Rose, Ben Smith, Pedro Souza, Martin Ulirsch, Alejandro Vargas,
and Annette Werner for helpful conversations and discussions at various stages of the project.

Funding. This project has received funding from the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft
(DFG, German Research Foundation) TRR 326 Geometry and Arithmetic of Uniformized
Structures, project number 444845124, from the DFG Sachbeihilfe From Riemann surfaces to
tropical curves (and back again), project number 456557832, as well as the DFG Sachbeihilfe
Rethinking tropical linear algebra: Buildings, bimatroids, and applications, project number
539867663, within the SPP 2458 Combinatorial Synergies.

1. REAL TROPICAL GEOMETRY

We describe the real part of tropical projective space which is homeomorphic to the real
projective space RP™. This space is the ambient space of the real tropicalizations of sub-
varieties of P, over a real closed field K with compatible absolute value. We describe this
construction of a real tropicalization, which, in contrast to ordinary tropicalization, also
takes the order on K into account. A more general and thorough treatment can be found
for example in [RRS23].

1.1. Tropical Patchworking. Let R = R U {oo}. For n € N, the tropical projective space
of dimension n is given by TP" := R \ {(00,...,00)}/R1, where 1 = (1,...,1). Via the
identification R & Rxq, = — exp(—x), we can identify TP™ = RZI\ {(0,...,0)}/(R>o).
The space TP" is naturally stratified, where the closures of strata are given by {(zg: -+
xn) € TP" | z; = 0o Vi € I}, where I C {0,...,n}.

We can glue together 2" symmetric copies of TP" indexed by ¢ € Zg“ /1 to obtain a space

RTP" = | ) TP"(e)/ ~.

€zl /1
Here, ~ identifies the codimension-one strata {(xq : - : x,) € TP"(e) | ; = oo} and
{(zo : -+ : xzn) € TP?(&') | 7y = o0} if € + € = e; in Z4' /1. The identification TP™ =
Rg’gl \ {(0,...,0)}/(R>0) yields an identification

RTP" = RP",
(e, (wo: -t an)) — ((—1)0 exp(—aq) : -+ : (1) exp(—ay,)).

There is an obvious continuous retraction map |-|gpn : RP™ — Rg’gl \ {(0,...,0)}/(Rsy)
TP", sending each (xg : -+ : 2,) € RP™ to (Jzg| : -+ : |@n|), where |-| denotes the absolute

value on the real numbers.

Remark 1.1. This is a special case of the construction RTY in [RRS23, GKZ08] associated
to a pointed polyhedral fan ¥, which is a space homeomorphic to the real part of a complex
toric variety (in our setting PZ) by gluing together multiple symmetric copies of the tropical
toric variety (in our setting TP™). In [RRS23] this is the ambient space of the patchworks
of tropical varieties.

Example 1.2. We make the space RTP? = RP? explicit by gluing four triangles, each home-
omorphic to TP?, together as in Figure 1 and identifying antipodal points. The retraction
map |-|gpz folds up the four triangles to one.

For the sake of clarity, we will henceforth always use the coordinates of RPP” and omit any
logarithms. The downside is, that our tropicalizations are not polyhedral complexes in these



FIGURE 1. The map RTP? — TP2.

coordinates. However, the formulas are much clearer since these coordinates make it easier
to keep track of the signs.

1.2. Ordered and Real Closed Fields. We recall the definition of an ordering on a
ring: For a commutative ring A, a subset P C A is called an ordering of A if P+ P C
PP-PCPPU—-P = A, and PN —P is a prime ideal of A. The support of P is
supp(P) := PN —P. To P we associate an order relation and a sign function in the natural
way: Write f >p 0 and sgnp(f) =+1if —f ¢ P, write f >p 0 if f € P, and sgnp(f) =0
if f € supp(P). We have sgnp(—f) = —sgnp(f). We may refer to the ordering as either
P or <p. An ordered field K is real closed if every non-negative element x > 0 has a
square root in K. If K is real closed, there is a unique ordering on K defined by taking
the positive elements to be precisely the non-zero squares. Every ordered field has a real
closed extension, called the real closure. Whenever a real closed field is equipped with a non-
Archimedean absolute value ||k, we assume that the absolute value is compatible with the
(unique) ordering. This means, if 0 < a < b then |a|x < |b|k, or equivalently, if |a|x > |b|x
then sgn(a + b) = sgn(a) = sgn(a — b).

Example 1.3. Let R{{t}} be the field of real Puiseux series, i.e.,

R{{t}) = J R(¢7)-

neN

Every element of R{{t}} is a power series with real coefficients and rational exponents
with bounded denominator. This field is equipped with the absolute value that maps
f = 224cqaqt? to exp(—qo), where go is the minimal index such that aq, # 0. More-
over, let sgn(f) := sgn(agq,), i.e., the positive Puiseux series are those with positive leading
coefficients. Then R{{t}} is a real closed field whose absolute value is compatible with the
order.

1.3. Real Tropicalization. We will begin by providing a brief overview of ordinary tropical-
ization. Let K be an algebraically closed field with a non-trivial non-Archimedean absolute
value |-|g : K — R>q. Denote the tropicalization map by

trop : P"(K) — (RLG"\ {0}) /R0,
(o :--:xp) — (|wo|lx ¢ |onlK)-

For any closed subvariety ¢ : X < P" the tropicalization Trop(X,t) is defined to be the
closure of the image of X under trop. If K is trivially valued or not algebraically closed, we
pass to a non-trivially valued, algebraically closed extension L/K and define Trop(X,:) =
Trop(Xz,er) € (RZEM\ {0})/Rxo, where X1 = X xx L. This is independent of the choice
of L (e.g. by [Gub13, Proposition 3.8]).



Remark 1.4. It is more standard to write trop in the coordinates of TP", for which we
have

trop(zg : -+ xn) = (—log|xolk : -+ 1 —log|xn|K) -

In these coordinates, the Bieri-Groves theorem [BG84, Theorem A] and [EKL06, Theorem
2.2.3] states that, if X is irreducible, then Trop(X, ¢) has the structure of a pure-dimensional
rational polyhedral set of the same dimension as X.

Let now K be real closed instead of algebraically closed. We assume that |-|x is compatible
with the unique ordering on K. The real tropicalization map is given by

trop, : P*(K) — RP",
(xo: - apn) — (sgn(zo)|zo|k &+ : sgn(xy)|Tn|K)-

Note that this map takes into account the order on K. This can be seen as an orthantwise
tropicalization, where we restrict the tropicalization map to each orthant and glue the result-
ing tropicalizations together. The affine version of this map is considered by Jell, Scheiderer,
and Yu in [JSY22] and [AGS20], where the authors study properties of the images of semial-
gebraic sets under the real tropicalization map. The logarithmic version of this construction,
without signs, was used by Alessandrini in [Alel3] who showed that the logarithimic limit
of a real semialgebraic set is a polyhedral complex.

As before, for every closed subvariety (or, more generally, for every semialgebraic subset)
t: X — P", we define the real tropicalization Trop, (X,t) C RP™ as the closure of the image
of X(K) under trop,. If K is trivially valued, we choose a non-trivially valued, real closed
field extension L/K such that the absolute value on L extends the one on K and define
Trop, (X, ¢) == Trop,(Xr,tr) C RP™. The real tropicalization is independent of the choice
of extension by [JSY22, Theorem 6.9]. By construction, the map |-|gpn : RP" — TP" maps
Trop, (X, ¢) to Trop(X,¢).

Example 1.5. Let K = R be equipped with the trivial valuation and let X = V(z¢ +
1 — x2) C P4, We want to compute Trop, (X,t¢), where ¢+ : X < P? is the inclusion.
Consider the base change to the field L of real Puiseux series. Let (yo : y1 : y2) € X1(L) =
V(zo +x1 —x2) CP2, ice., yo +y1 = y2. Then

Sgn((yO; Y1,Y2)) € {(+’ +, J’_)’ (_’ ™ _)7 (+7 ™ _)7 (_7 +, +)7 (+7 ) +)7 (_7 +, _)}a

i.e., if sgn(yo) = sgn(y1), then all signs are the same. By the axioms of a non-Archimedean
valuation it is clear that |y2| < max(|yol,|y1|) and that, if |yo| # |y1], we have equality.
Moreover, we also have equality if sgn(yg) = sgn(y1). Finally, if sgn(yo) # sgn(y1) and
lyo] = |y1], then sgn(ysz) - |y2| can have any value in [—|yol, |yo|] N Q. We may choose
representatives in P? such that max{|yol, |y1],|y2|} = 1 and y» > 0. In Figure 2 the real
tropicalization Trop, (X, ¢) is now indicated in red and the (usual) tropicalization Trop(X, )
in blue.

Remark 1.6. In [RRS23] the authors introduce real phase structures on rational polyhedral
spaces and tropical varieties. For a rational polyhedral subspace X in R", a real phase
structure is an assignment of an affine subspace of Z% to each facet of X. The assignment
of a real phase structure is used to describe the patchwork of a tropical variety, which
should be thought of as its real part. The authors show that a patchwork describes, up
to homeomorphism, fibers of real analytic families with non-singular tropical limits. As
explained in [RRS23, §4.8] their construction of a real tropicalization, i.e., the patchwork,
agrees with the logarithmic version of the real tropicalization from [JSY22] that we described
above and use in this paper.
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FIGURE 2. The map RTP? — TP2.

2. MATROIDS OVER THE REAL TROPICAL HYPERFIELD

Matroids over hyperfields due to Baker and Bowler [BB16, BB19] simultaneously general-
ize linear subspaces, matroids, oriented matroids, and valuated matroids. We recall their
notion as well as the hyperfields that are of our interest such as the sign hyperfield, the
tropical hyperfield, and, most importantly, the real tropical hyperfield. Matroids over the
sign hyperfield correspond to oriented matroids, while matroids over the tropical hyperfield
correspond to valuated matroids. Oriented valuated matroids are hybrid objects combining
oriented matroids and valuated matroids in a compatible way. From the perspective of ma-
troids over hyperfields they arise naturally as matroids over the real tropical hyperfield RT.
We recall the definition of a real tropical linear space associated to an oriented valuated
matroid defined via its RT-circuits.

2.1. Hyperfields. In [Virl0] Viro introduced hyperfields as a convenient technique in tropi-
cal geometry. Especially in the last few years there has been a surge of interest and research
in the realm of hyperfields and tropical geometry [Lor22, BB16, BL21, MS23, Max24]. A
hyperfield H is a set with a multiplication - and addition &, where addition may be multi-
valued, that satisfies axioms similar to those for a field. Several of the following hyperfields
were first introduced in Viro’s paper [Virl0], to which we refer for precise definitions.

Example 2.1.

(a) Any field K can trivially be considered a hyperfield with its ordinary multiplication and
addition, where we consider the sum of two elements as a singleton set.

(b) The Krasner hyperfield K as a set is K = {0, 1} with the usual multiplication and —1 = 1.
For addition 0 is the neutral element and 1 ¢ 1 = K.

(c) The sign hyperfield S on elements {0,+1, —1} has multiplicative group ({£1},-). The
addition is given by 0@z =0forallz €S, 1d1=1,-1¢d—-1=—-1,and -1 1=S.

(d) The tropical hyperfield T on elements R>o with multiplicative notation has as multiplica-
tive group (Rso,-), and the addition is defined by

) max(a, b) if a #b,
“@ [0, d] if a = b.



(e) The real tropical hyperfield RT on elements R has multiplicative group (R*,-) with
addition

a if |a| > |b],
b if |a|] < ||,
adb=<a if a = b,

[a,b] ifa=-b<0,

[b,a] ifa=-b>0.

A homomorphism of hyperfields is a map f : Hy — Hy such that f(0) =0, f(1) =1, f(z -
y)=f(x)- f(y), and f(z&y) C f(z) & f(y) for z,y € Hy.

Example 2.2.

(a) Every hyperfield H has a canonical homomorphism into K by sending 0 to 0 and every
non-zero element to 1.

(b) The maps RT — T,a — |a| taking the absolute value and RT — S,a — sgn(a)
keeping only the sign information are hyperfield homomorphisms.

(c) For a field K, a map K — S a hyperfield homomorphism if and only if it is of the form
sgnp for an ordering P C K.

(d) For a field K, a map K — T = Rx¢ is a hyperfield homomorphism if and only if it is a
non-Archimedean absolute value.

(e) Let K be an ordered field with a compatible absolute value |-|x. The natural signed
absolute value map K — RT,x — sgn(z) - ||k is a hyperfield homomorphism.

2.2. Matroids over Hyperfields.

Definition 2.3 ([BB16]). Let E be a non-empty finite set, H a hyperfield, and let n be a
positive integer. A Grassmann—Pliicker function of rank n on E with coefficients in H is a
function ¢ : B — H such that:

(a) ¢ is not identically zero,

(b) @ is alternating, i.e.,

OB,y Ty ey Ty ey Tp) = —P(X1, ooy Ty ey iy oo« Tpy) AN
o(x1,...,xn) =0 if z; = x; for some ¢, 5.
(¢) (Grasssmann-Pliicker relations) For any two subsets {x1,...,Zn+1}, {¥1,. -, Yn—1} C E,
n+1
OE@@(xla"'aika"wxn-‘rl)'(p(xkayla"'ayn—l)'
k=1

Two Grassmann—Pliicker functions ¢; and @9 are equivalent if o1 = - @2 for some o € H*.
A (strong) matroid over a hyperfield H on E of rank r is an equivalence class of a Grassmann—
Pliicker function of rank r on E.

Remark 2.4. Baker and Bowler define strong and weak matroids over hyperfields, which
coincide for doubly distributive hyperfields by [BB19, Theorem 5.4]. Since all the hyperfields
we counsider (see Example 2.1) are doubly distributive hyperfields, we will simply refer to
matroids over hyperfields.

For the hyperfields of Example 2.1, we obtain the following (classical) notions:



(a) A matroid over a field K is the same thing as a linear subspace of K¥ of rank n. This
is the classical representation of a subspace via its Pliicker coordinates that satisfy the
Grassmann—Pliicker relations.

(b) When H = K is the Krasner hyperfield, a matroid over K is the same as a usual matroid
since the Grassmann—Pliicker relations are equivalent to the basis exchange axiom for
matroids.

(¢) A matroid over the sign hyperfield S is the same as an oriented matroid, where a choice
of a Grassmann—Pliicker ¢ function is called a chirotope (note that ¢, —¢ are the only
chirotopes). This choice gives us then a notion of an oriented basis, where (by,...,b,)
is a positively oriented basis, if p(by,...,b,) = 1.

(d) A matroid over the tropical hyperfield T is the same as a valuated matroid in the sense
of Dress—Wenzel [DW92|. The Grassmann—Pliicker function is usually called a tropical
Pliicker vector.

(e) A matroid over the real tropical hyperfield RT is an oriented valuated matroid. This
particular case holds significant interest within this paper.

Matroids over hyperfields admit a useful pushforward operation (c¢f. [BB16, §4.2]): Given a
Grassmann—Pliicker function ¢ : E™ — H; and a homomorphism of hyperfields f : H; — Ho,
the pushforward f.p : E™ — Hj is defined by the formula

frpler, ... en) = floler, ... en)).

This is again a Grassmann—Pliicker function. If M is a matroid over H; given by ¢, the
pushforward f.(M) is defined by f.p and is a matroid over Hs.

Definition 2.5. Let f : H}; — Hy be a homomorphism of hyperfields, and let My be a
matroid on F with coefficients in Hs. We say that Mo is realizable with respect to f if there
is a matroid M over H; such that f.(M;) = M.

Example 2.6.

(a) Let H be a hyperfield and let w : H — K be the canonical hyperfield homomorphism.
If M is an H-matroid, the pushforward w.(M) is called the underlying matroid.

(b) Let K be an ordered field and let sgn: K — S be the sign map. If W C K™ is a linear
subspace (considered in the natural way as a K-matroid), the pushforward sgn, (W)
coincides with the oriented matroid which one traditionally associates to W.

(c) Let K be a field with a non-Archimedean absolute value |-|x : K — T (considered as a
hyperfield homomorphism) and let W C K™ be a linear subspace. Then the pushforward
||« (W) is the valuated matroid associated to W.

(d) Let K be a real closed field with a compatible absolute value |-|x. If W C K™ is a
linear subspace, the pushforward of W under the signed absolute value map K —
RT, z — sgn(z) - |z|x is the oriented valuated matroid associated to W. Explicitly, let
W be the row-space of the n X m-matrix [v1,...,vy]. Let E = {v1,...,v,} be the
set of column vectors of the matrix which form a spanning set of vectors of K™. The
associated Grassmann—Pliicker function of the RT-matroid associated to W is given by

E" — R,

(Vays -y Va, ) — sgn(detva,, ..., vq,]) - |det[va,, - - Ve, ]| K -

(e) Consider an RT-matroid (i.e., an oriented valuated matroid) M. The pushforwards
of M under the natural maps RT — T and RT — S yield the underlying valuated
matroid and the underlying oriented matroid, respectively.
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2.3. Oriented Valuated Matroids. Since oriented valuated matroids are not as well stud-
ied as for example oriented or valuated matroids, we describe them now in more detail. The
following explicit description is taken from [Gia23, §1.5]:

Let M be an oriented valuated matroid given by the Grassmann—Pliicker function ¢ : E" —
R. Condition (3) in Definition 2.3 explicitly means: For each {z1,...,2p+1} € E"! and
{y1,...,Yn_1} € E"L, either the numbers

{(—1)k§0($1, s 7:%/% s axn-‘rl) : <P(9€k,yla s 7yn—1)}k:1,...,n+1

are all zero, or the maximum modulus occurs with both signs. The group RT* = R* acts
on the set of such ¢ by multiplication, and an oriented valuated matroid is an orbit.

As in Example 2.6 (e) the pushforwards of an RT-matroid M yield an underlying valuated
matroid given by a tropical Pliicker vector v = |¢| : E® — T = R>( and an underlying
oriented matroid given by the chirotope (i.e., Grassmann—Pliicker function) sgnop : E™ —
S ={0,+1, —1}. An equivalent definition of an oriented valuated matroid is also given by a
compatible pair of a tropical Pliicker vector and a chirotope, see [Gia23, Definition 1.5.1].

Remark 2.7. The more common, but equivalent, notion of a valuated matroid arises by
taking v = — log |¢|, where one takes hyperfield addition using min and multiplication given
by usual addition.

There is a cryptomorphic definition of H-matroids via H-circuits. For H € {K,S, T} these
give the usual axioms for circuits, signed circuits and valuated circuits. The general crypto-
morphic axiomatization of H-circuits can be found in [BB16, Definition 3.7]. For H = RT,
we will now state the axioms for the set of RT-circuits. For any C, " € RT¥ we define the
support of C as Supp C := {e € E | C. # 0}, and we define the composition

Ce if |Ce| = |Cl,

C! otherwise.

(CoC’)e = {

Proposition 2.8 ([BP19, Theorem 45|). Let E be a finite set. An RT-matroid on E is
equivalent to a subset C C RTY that satisfies the following circuit azioms:
(co) 0¢c,
(C1) if C €C and a € RT* =R*, then a-C €C,
(C2) if C,C" € C and Supp C C Supp C’, then there exists an « € (RT)* = R* such that
C'=a-C,
(C3) for any C,C" € C,e, f € E such that C. = —=C; # 0 and [Cy| > |C}], there exists a
C" € C such that C) =0, C} = Cy, and |C]/| < |Cy o Cy| or Cf € Cyg © Cy for all
ge k.

We call RT-circuits signed valuated circuits.

Lemma 2.9 ([BB16, Lemma 4.5|). If f : Hy — Hy is a homomorphism of hyperfields and
M is an Hy-matroid on E with set of circuits C, then the set of circuits of the pushforward
fx(M) is given by

{cf(C) | ceHS,C €C}.

In particular, the set of supports of C is the set of circuits of the underlying matroid.

Example 2.10. Let K be an ordered field with a compatible absolute value |-|x. An RT-
matroid M is realizable over K if there is a K-matroid, i.e., a linear space W C KF, such
that the pushforward of W under the signed absolute value map equals M. As in Example
2.6 (d) let E = {v1,...,vm} be a spanning set of vectors of K™ and W the row-space of the
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n X m-matrix [v,...,v,]. The set of circuits of W is given by the vectors with minimal
support in E. By Lemma 2.9 the set of signed valuated circuits, (i.e. RT-circuits) of M, is
given by

C = {(sgn(A\1) Mk, - - 58n(Am) [ Am|k) € R™ |

Z Aiv; = 0 is a minimal linear dependence} .
i

This generalizes signed circuits of an oriented matroid by considering the trivial valuation
on K.

2.4. Real Tropical Linear Spaces. Analogous to the definition of the tropical linear
space of a valuated matroid [Spe08], the real tropical linear space Trop, (M) associated to
an oriented valuated matroid M is defined as follows:

Definition 2.11 ([Jirl8, 1.2.7]). Let M be an oriented valuated matroid on the ground
set E. For a signed valuated circuit C' € C, we define the real tropical hyperplane

Trop, (Mc) = {(yo: .- :ym) ERP™ [0 P we Ce}
ecSupp C
={(yo:...:Ym) € RP™ | there exist indices i # j such that
max (|ye| - |Ce|) is attained at ¢,j and y; - C; = —y; - C;}.
ec€Supp C

The real tropical linear space associated to M is defined as

Trop, (M) = ﬂ Trop, (Mc).

ceC

Remark 2.12. This definition of the real tropical linear space is exactly the zero set of
linear polynomials over the real tropical hyperfield RT.

Remark 2.13. If K is trivially valued, Trop, (M) equals the real Bergman fan of [Cell9],
see Section 8. In the general case, the real tropical linear space of a matroid over the real
tropical hyperfield is the so-called TC-convex hull of the RT-circuits of M [LS22]. The
relation to signed tropical convexity is elaborated further in Section 8.4.

The tropicalization of a linear space over a non-Archimedean field is determined by its
associated valuated matroid [Spe08, Proposition 4.2]. If K is a real closed field with a
compatible absolute value |-|i, then similarly the real tropicalization of a linear space over
K is determined by the associated oriented valuated matroid.

Proposition 2.14 (|[Tabl5, Theorem 3.14|, [Jiirl8, Theorem 1.2.11]). Let K be a real
closed field with a compatible absolute value |-|i. Let v = (fo : -+ ¢ fi) : P* — P™
be a linear embedding, and M, be the associated realizable oriented valuated matroid on

{fo,--s fm} C (K™ (cf. Ezample 2.10). Then
Trop,.(P",:) = Trop,.(M,) .

In other words, the real tropicalization of a linear space only depends on the associated
oriented valuated matroid.

3. REAL ANALYTIFICATION AND TROPICALIZATION

Throughout this section, we fix a real closed, non-Archimedean valued field K with absolute
value |-|x that is compatible with the order on K. We recall the real analytification of
a variety over K which was introduced in [JSY22]. We then show that, similarly to the
Berkovich analytification, the real analytification of P can be described as a quotient of
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Arthany f0}and hence can be described in terms of signed multiplicative seminorms on a
polynomial ring. This gives a real tropicalization map from P}*" to RP" extending the real
tropicalization map from affine varieties to closed subvarieties of P™.

3.1. The Real Analytification X2". In [JSY22] the authors define a real analytification
of a K-variety X. By a K-variety X we always mean a reduced, irreducible, separated
scheme of finite type. For a point p in the scheme X, let K (p) denote its residue field.

Definition 3.1. The real analytification of X is the set X2" consisting of all triples z =
(Pss ||z, <z), where p, € X, ||, is an absolute value on K (p,) extending |-|x, and <, is an
order on K (p,) compatible with |-|,. We equip X2" with the coarsest topology such that
the support map

supp : X" — X,

T Py
is continuous and the map
supp” ' (U) — R,
x> sgn, (f) - |fla
is continuous for every open U C X and every regular function f on U.

Many properties that hold for the Berkovich analytification also hold for the real analytifi-
cation. For example:

e For any morphism f : X — Y of varieties over K, there is a natural induced
continuous map f2" : X2" — Y*" of the corresponding real analytifications. This
assignment is functorial.

e The space X" is a connected Hausdorff space and if X is proper over K, it is
compact [JSY22, Proposition 3.6, Corollary 3.10].

There is a natural map X2" — X?" which forgets the last entry. This map is always
continuous and proper, but in general neither injective nor surjective [JSY22, Example 3.12].
Just like for the classical Berkovich analytification, for an affine K-variety X = Spec(A), the
real analytification X2" has a description as the space of signed multiplicative seminorms
on the K-algebra A.

Definition 3.2. A signed multiplicative seminorm on A is a map |-[**" : A — R such that:
(i) lal*= = sgn(a) - lalic if a € K,
(i) [f-gl&" = [f[&" - g if f,g € A,

(iif) min([f[*8", |g*s") < [f + g[**" < max(|f[*", [g[*®") if f,g € A.

The space of signed multiplicative seminorms is endowed with the coarsest topology that
makes the natural evaluation maps evy : ||™" — | f|*¢" for all f € A continuous. By [JSY22,
Proposition 3.4] for X = Spec(A4), we have that X2" is the space of signed multiplicative
seminorms on A. The map to the Berkovich analytification is given by |-|*" — | |-[*"|.

Remark 3.3. As explained in [JSY22], one can view X2" = X (RT), i.e., as the RT-points
of X. Namely, if X = Spec(A) is an affine K-scheme, then X2" = Homg (A4, RT). The latter
set is the set of all hyperfield homomorphisms A — RT that factor the canonical hyperfield
homomorphism K — RT, z — sgn(x)-|z|x from Example 2.2 (e). This construction glues to
varieties over K. In fact, from this hyperfield point of view, [Jun21] showed that X = X (K)
and X2 = X(T).
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In particular, for the affine space A™ = Spec K|[t1,...,t,], the real Berkovich analytification
(A™)2™ is given as the set of signed multiplicative seminorms on KJt1,...,t,]. Similar to
the Berkovich Proj construction, there exists a corresponding construction for the real an-
alytification, hence we can describe P;»®" in terms of signed multiplicative seminorms. Let
|-|3¥" and |-|52" be points in A?T1an\ {0}, i.e., non-zero signed multiplicative seminorms on
Klto, ..., t,] extending the absolute value on K. We call |-]3%" and |-|5¥" homothetic, if there
exists a constant 0 # ¢ € R such that for every homogeneous polynomial f of degree d, we
have |f[1¥" = c?|fI3*".

Proposition 3.4. The real analytification P is the quotient of APT1a2\ {0} by homoth-
ety.

Proof. This works the same way as for the Berkovich analytification: Let © = (py, ||+, <z) be
a point in P/**. Then p, is contained in an open affine U C P", d.e., x € U™, Let (29 : - :
zn) be homogeneous coordinates on P". We assume that U = Uy = {z € P" | 29 # 0}. Thus
a corresponds to a signed multiplicative seminorm |-[;" on K[, .., {#]. This induces a non-
Zero 81gned multiplicative seminorm on K[to, ..., t,] by mapping f(to,...,t,) € K[to, ..., tn]
to |f(1, 8. .., i") o, which we also call |-[;¥". Let p, € U’ for another open affine U’ C P,
say U’ = {z € P" | z; # 0}. Let ||}*" denote the corresponding signed multi-

to 22 tn] wh1ch induces a signed multiplicative seminorm on

plicative seminorm on K[t1 SR
Klto, ... tn] via f(to,...,tn) = [F(§,1,2,..., )", We now show that |-[3*" and |[3*"
Kito.

are homothetic signed seminorms on ,tn]. Let f € K[to,...,t,] be homogeneous of

degree d. Since
d
t t t t t t
f 1,_1,_._7_" 0) = _071,_27._.7_" ,
to to t1 t1 tq tq

we have e .
to .t t " t t !
’f (_O) 1’ _2) MR _n) = d f (1) _1) ttc _n)
t t t1 1 to to 0
for ¢ = |t°|sgn # 0. This shows that a point x € P»®" defines a homothety class in

(AR {0})/ ~.
Conversely, let [|-[*"] be an homothety class of a non-zero signed multiplicative seminorm

on Kltg,...,t,]. Since |-[*" # 0, after a coordinate change we may assume that |to|**" # 0.
Then we define a signed multiplicative seminorm on K [i—;, - to] by

t t t t
Fl=2 2 ) =22
to to to to

where d is the degree of f. This corresponds to a point in (Up)2® C Pman, If also [t1[**" # 0,
then this similarly defines a point in (U7)2". In order to see that this is the same point
in the intersection (Uy N Up)2", we observe that the signed multiplicative seminorm on
Klto, ..., tnlte.t, is naturally induced by |-|**" hence the two signed multiplicative seminorms
agree. It is straightforward to check that the topologies agree, which concludes the proof. [

sgn

3

There is a natural continuous surjective real tropicalization map
trop, : AnThan _ RrAL
|5 e ([tol™™, . [tal "),
which induces a real tropicalization map
trop, : P — RP™,
[P ] (tol ™™ = -« [t ™).
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Let ¢ : X — P™ be a closed subvariety. By a projective version of the real analogue of the
fundamental theorem [JSY22, Theorem 6.9], we have

trop,. (X2") = Trop, (X, ¢) .

4. THE SIGNED GOLDMAN—-IWAHORI SPACE

The signed Goldman-Iwahori space associated to a vector space can be thought of as a linear
analogue of the real analytification of P™. Alternatively, it is a version of the Goldman—
Iwahori space in [GI63] that takes signs of the ground field into account. In this section, we
will examine its structure and its relation to the real analytification. Further, we describe
a real tropicalization map from the signed Goldman-Iwahori space to real projective space.
This allows us to define a real tropicalization map from the signed Goldman-Iwahori space
to real tropicalizations of linear spaces. From now on, let K be a real closed field with
compatible non-Archimedean absolute value |-| and let V' be a finite-dimensional vector
space over K.

4.1. Signed Seminorms.

Definition 4.1. A signed seminorm on V is a map ||-||**" : V' — R such that:
(i) For all v € V and X € K, we have

[[Av[P5" = sgn(A)|A] [Jv]**" .
(ii) For all v,w € V both strong triangle inequalities
min([[o] e ]#") < [lo + w] " < max(ju] =, w]®=)
hold.

sgn

Remark 4.2. This definition is equivalent to |||
space homomorphism.

: V. — RT being a RT-hypervector

Lemma 4.3. Let ||-||*" be a signed seminorm on V and v,w € V.

(a) The absolute value of a signed seminorm is a seminorm (cf. [BKK™24, Definition 1.1]).
() 1f | ol "

(¢) If | llo +w] "

> | [l |, then [Jv 4 w|[*" = [lv]*".

< max{’ o]

| Tl

}, then sgn(|[v]**") = — sgn(|jw||**").

Proof. (a) Let A € K,v,w € V. We have | [|Av||*" | = [A| - | [v[|®" |. If [|[v + w]||*®" > 0, then

sgn sgn

[+l = o+ w]™* < max(ol* o) < max(] [o]]" || ] " )

The other case is obtained by multiplying with —1 and applying the other strong triangle
inequality.
(b) By (a) and the corresponding well-known statement for non-Archimedean seminorms
we have:
[ o+l | = [{lv]*** |.
Assume that sgn(|lv + w[|*®") = —sgn(||v||**")
that [[v]|**" > 0. Then

, and after possibly taking the negative,

[w]** < max(flo + w[™*", [[-v]"") = — [lv]*"

which is a contradiction.
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(c) By (b), the case | [|v + w[*™*" | < max {| [|v]*" |, | |lw[|**" |} can only occur if
= [[olP®" [ = | [lw]®*" .

If the signs were also equal, the minimum and maximum in the strong triangle inequal-

ities would agree, giving a contradiction. O
Proposition 4.4. Let |||}, ||]157" be signed seminorms on a vector space V. Then the
composition

I o -7V — R,
R L AN e =
ol etse
is again a signed seminorm.
Proof. We set ||-||*®" == ||-|1¥" o||-|I5*". Surely, for A € K,v € V, we have || v|**" = |A| ||v]|*".
It remains to show that [[v + w||**" < max{||v||**", ||w||**"} for all v,w € V, because we can

replace all involved signed seminorms by their negative. We can assume [[v|**" > |lw|**"

and ||v[|*" > 0 after possibly switching v, w and multiplying by —1. If | [Jw|**" | > | ||v]|**" |,
by Lemma 4.3 (b), we have ||v + w||**" = |Jw||*™*" and hence
[v+w]™" = fJw]|**" < max{[[v]**", [Jw]**"} .
If | [lw]|*&" | < | [lv]|*&" |, then
[ o+ w]™* [ < max{] [ol*" [, [ [w]*" [} = [ [olI™*" | = [[o]**",

where the first inequality follows from the fact, that the maximum of two seminorms is again

a seminorm. This completes the proof. O
Example 4.5 (Diagonalizable signed seminorms). Let B = (b1, ..., b,) be an ordered basis
of Vand €= (c1,...,¢,) € Rgo parameters such that ¢; > --- > ¢,,. We may associate to
this datum a map
%% : V — R,
n

v= Z Aibi — sgn(A;)|Ajle; if j is minimal with |Aj|¢; = mz[m)]({|)\i|cz-}.
€N

i=0
ndeed, ||-||3" is a signed seminorm: Le i = (b4, 1,...,A»,..., n) be a reordering o
Indeed ;576 d Let B; b, b b; bn) b d f B
and & = (¢;,0,...,0) € . It is easy to check that ||-||5" ~ is a signed seminorm. We

d ¢ 5,0 0) € R, Tt i to check that [-57, i igned semi W
have

I5e =115 0o llE, 2

so by Proposition 4.4 we obtain the result. Seminorms of the form ||-||7%% for an ordered
basis B = (b1,...,b,) and parameters ¢ = (c1,...,¢,) € RY, such that ¢; > .- > ¢, are

called diagonalizable.

Example 4.6. To illustrate that the order of the basis B really matters, we consider V = K2,
B = (e1,e2), B' = (eg,e1), and &= (1,1). Then [le; — ea|3% = 1, but [ley — ea|| 5z = —1.

In the non-signed case, if the field is spherically complete (or equivalently, maximally com-
plete), then every seminorm on a finite-dimensional vector space is diagonalizable [BKK*24,
Proposition 1.5]. In particular, this is true for trivially or discretely valued fields, since they
are spherically complete. In fact, the reverse implication also holds: If dimV > 2 and K is
not spherically complete, then there exists a seminorm on V' that is not diagonalizable. In
the signed world, the situation is more complicated, as the following example will show:
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Example 4.7. Let K = R{{t}}, |-|x the t-adic non-Archimedean absolute value on K (cf.
Example 1.3), and ||y the trivial absolute value on K. Consider V = K? and the map

1" : K2 > R,

oy [0 el > ol
’ sgn(y) else.

Then ||-||**" is a signed seminorm over K with respect to |-|wiv (note that we choose the
trivial absolute value!) that is not diagonalizable: Surely, [|[Av[|*™" = sgn(\)|A|tiv [|v]*#" for
all A € K,v € V. Checking the triangle inequalities involves checking a lot of different cases,
but is entirely straightforward and will therefore be omitted.

To see that ||-||**" is not diagonalizable, assume that there exists an ordered basis B = (b, b)
of K% and ¢; > cp > 0 that diagonalizes ||-||**". Then ¢; = ¢3 = 1, since this is the only
positive value that ||-||**" attains and (0, 0) is the only vector being mapped to 0. For A € K
with 0 < |[A|x < 1, we have

[AD1 + b2||™*" = [|b2||**" = [[= by + ba||**",

which contradicts the assumption that B, (c1, ca) diagonalize ||-||*".

We will show in Proposition 7.5, that if K = R with trivial valuation, then every signed
seminorm is diagonalizable. It remains open, if there are other real closed fields (with trivial
or non-trivial valuation), for which every signed seminorm on finite-dimensional vector spaces
are diagonalizable. Our proof will make crucial use of general hyperplane separation, which
is only true for R, but fails for all other real closed fields [Rob91].

We endow the set of signed seminorms on V' with the topology of pointwise convergence.
This is the coarsest topology such that all evaluation maps ev, : ||-||**" — [|v]|**" for v € V

are continuous. It agrees with the subspace topology of RP(¢ "7 Two signed seminorms
(138, [-]158" are said to be homothetic, written ||-||3¥" ~ ||-[|55", if there is a constant ¢ # 0
such that [|-]|3¥" = ¢||-|5*". Homothety defines an equivalence relation on the space of signed

seminorms.

Definition 4.8. The signed Goldman—Iwahori space RX (V') is defined to be the quotient
of the space of non-trivial signed seminorms on the dual space V* by homothety, i.e.,

RX(V) = ({||-"*" : V* — R signed seminorm} \ {0})/~ .
When V = K" we write RX,,(K) for RX (V).

In [BKK*24], the (non-signed) Goldman-Iwahori space is denoted by X(V), which is a
compactification of the space of norms modulo homothety X (V). Even though SRX (V) will
turn out to be compact (Corollary 5.4), we omit the bar to declutter notation.

Note the dualization in Definition 4.8. This makes the assignment V' — RX (V) a covariant
functor from the category of finite-dimensional vector spaces over K to the category of
topological spaces via pulling back signed seminorms under linear maps. For a linear map
f:V =W, we write RX(f) : RX(V) — RX (W) for the induced continuous map.

4.2. Tropicalization of RX,, (K). From now on, we consider the vector space V = K"*1
together with its defined standard basis e = (eg,...,e,) and the associated dual basis
e* = (ep,...,e:) of V*. This identifies A(V) and P(V) with A"*! = Spec K|to,...,t,] and
P" = Proj Kto, . . ., ts], respectively.

We have a natural continuous map 7 : P*" — RX,,(K) by restricting a non-zero signed
multiplicative seminorm on Klto,...,t,] to its degree 1 part Kltg,...,t,]1 = (K"F1)*.
Note that this is well-defined, taking into account the respective equivalence relations: if
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|-[3E" ~ |55 € Pan, then there is ¢ # 0 such that for any homogeneous linear polynomial
f € Klto,...,ty]1 we have |f[}¥" = c|f[5*", hence the restrictions of |-[}*" and |-[5*" are
homothetic.

Remark 4.9. While in the non-signed case the natural map P™**" — X, (K) was proven
to be surjective in [BKK™'24, Proposition 2.7], it is currently not clear to the authors, if the
same holds in the signed case. However, we will show surjectivity in Proposition 7.10, for
K = R with trivial absolute value. In that case, every signed seminorm is diagonalizable and
this allows us to construct a preimage. If one could show that the subspace of diagonalizable
signed seminorms of R, (K) is dense, then topological arguments would imply surjectivity
of 7.
Definition 4.10. The real tropicalization map tropgy, : R, (K) — RP™ is given by asso-
ciating to a signed seminorm |[|-||**" : (K"*1)* — R the tuple

tropoyy, (I-1°%") = (llegl™™ ...« len[I™*") € RP™.
Note that the association in Definition 4.10 only depends on the homothety class of [|-||**",
so it indeed descends to a map R, (K) — RP™. Moreover, by the definition of the topology
of A, (K), the real tropicalization map tropgy, is continuous. Using Example 4.5, one
can construct an inverse image for each point in RIP™ after possibly replacing some basis
vectors by their negatives, hence tropg; _  is also surjective.

Recall that the real tropicalization map is given by
trop,. : P®" — RP™,
[P ] e (ol « oo s ftn 7).
By construction, trop, : P;»** — RP" factors as

trOmen
_

Pren T, A, (K) RP" .
Let t = (fo: -+ : fm) : P" < P™ be a linear embedding, where f; € (K™*1)*. We define
T, = tropgpy,, © RA(1) : RA, (K) — RP™.
A direct computation shows that for all [||-[|**" ] € RX,,(K), we have
T (LI ]) = (Lol o [l fmlI%87) -
Proposition 4.11. For a linear embedding v: P™ — P™, we have
Trop, (P",1) = tropyy,, (RX(0) (R (K))).

In particular, the following diagram commutes:

L
mn,an T m,an
—
P P

& |
R, (K) 22 ;i ()

iw L lt TOPg%: x,,,

Trop,.(P"*,1) ——— RP™

Proof. Let M be the realizable oriented valuated matroid on {fo, ..., fm} C (K"*1)* asso-
ciated to the embedding «. By Proposition 2.14, Trop,.(P",:) equals the intersection of the
real tropical hypersurfaces Trop,. (M), where C ranges over the signed valuated circuits of
M. Let [|]|™®" be a signed seminorm on (K™*1)* and let C' be a signed valuated circuit of
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M. Then C is associated to a minimal linear dependence ), \; f; = 0 among the f;, i.e.,

C = {(sgn(M\1)| A1), - - -, 5g0(Am)| A |}- We need to show that (|| fol|™" : -+ - ¢ || fn]|™") lies in
Trop,(M¢c) ={(yo : ... : ym) € RP™ : there exist indices i # j such that
max (|ye| - |Ce|) is attained at i,j and y; - C; = —y;C; }.
e€Supp C

The strong triangle inequalities for signed seminorms imply that

L1523 Aafill" | < mas (Xl 107" ) = maxeesupp e (|Ce - [ fel™"[) -

Since Y, Ai fi = 0, the maximum is attained twice. Let I C Supp C be the set of indices
where the maximum maxceguppc(|Ce - || fe||™"|) is attained. Again by the triangle inequal-
ities applied to ||Zze 1A f}”sgn it follows from Lemma 4.3 that there must exist indices
i,j € Ii# j with ||fil*" - C; = — || f;™" C; 0

5. THE LiMIT THEOREM

In this section, we show a linear version of the limit theorem [JSY22, Theorem 6.14] which is
a real analogue of the limit theorem [BKK 24, Theorem A|. We will have a similar setup as
in [BKK™24, §3] which we now recall. We first set up a category of linear embeddings such
that real tropicalization yields a covariant functor into the category of topological spaces.

Definition 5.1. Let I be the cofiltered category of linear embeddings P — U C P™, where
U is a torus-invariant open subset of P with morphisms given by commutative triangles

where U — U’ is a composition of a coordinate projection and a coordinate permutation.
Lemma 5.2. Let . : P" < U C P™ and // : P* — U’ C P™ be linear embeddings and
o :U — U’ be a morphism in I with por=1.

(a) The morphism ¢ induces a natural composition of coordinate projections and permuta-
tions

P Trop,. (P, 1) — Trop,.(P", (/).
(b) The following diagram commutes:
R, (K) — Trop, (P",1)
\ J{(ptrop
Trop, (P, )
In particular, there is a natural map
limm, : R, (K) — lim Trop, (P",0).
vel el
Theorem 5.3. The natural map
limm, : R, (K) = lim Trop,. (P™,0)
el el

from Lemma 5.2 is a homeomorphism.

Proof. The proof is a combination of [Pay09, Theorem 1.1], [JSY22, Theorem 6.13] and
[BKK*+24, Theorem 3.5].



To show injectivity of lim _ m,, let (11551 111158 € R, (K) be two homothety classes
such that lim o (-1 = lm _ m,([|-[5*"]). By the same argument as in the proof

el }
of [BKK 24, Theorem 3.5 the signed seminorms ||-[|¥", ||-|5*" have the same kernel. Let
f,g € (K™1)* be outside of this kernel. We extend f, g to a generating set f, g, f2,..., fm
of (K™™1)* and we consider the corresponding linear embedding ¢ = [f : g : fo: - -: fm] :

P™ — P™. Then we have 7, ([||-[|7¥"]) = 7. ([||-|I5*"]) as elements in RP™ and thus the quotient
of the two first coordinates equals

[ A o
lgll* g™

This implies that ||-|3*" and ||-||5*" are homothetic.

To show surjectivity of im _ 7, let (y,),er € liinjel Trop, (P™, ). First, we consider the

identity id = [ef : ... : e};] : P" — P". After a permutation of coordinates we may assume
that the first coordinate yiq,0 of yia € RP™ is not 0. As in the proof of [BKK 24, Theorem
3.5] it follows that for all linear embeddings ¢ = [63 N SRR fm}, the first coordinate y, ¢ is
not 0. We will construct a signed seminorm |-||**" with |le§||**" = 1 and m,(||-||®") = y, for
all g€ I. Let f € (K""1)*. We choose an embedding j = [e(*j cfiforeee fm] P — P™
and define
e o= 2
Y3,0

By the same argument as in the proof of [BKK™24, Theorem 3.5| using coordinate projec-
tions and permutations, this definition does not depend on the choice of ;.

We check that the constructed map is indeed a signed seminorm. For f € (K™*1)* and
A € K consider any embedding j = [e(’g oA } Then, by Proposition 4.11, for every
y, € Trop,.(P", ) there is a class of a signed seminorm [ ||-|7¥" ] € KX, (K) with

vy =m([IFIF*"])
= (tropgy,, oRX (7)) ([[I-17*"])
= [lleg 3 - I« IALIRE" e -]
and thus sgn(A)|A|y,,1 = y,,2. Therefore,

e = o2 - AL _ g ) .
Y;,0 Y;,0

For f,9 € (K"*1)*, the inequalities min{ | f[[" , g]*#"} < |[f-+glI®=" < mas{|l /", lg|**"}
follow similarly by considering an embedding containing f,¢g and f + g. By construction,
the signed seminorm ||-|**" is an inverse image of (y,),er.

Finally, as in the proof of [JSY22, Theorem 6.13], the map is a homeomorphism because
the topology on the left is defined as the coarsest topology such that ||-||**" — [|f|**" is
continuous for all f € (K™™1)*, while on the right the topology is defined such that all
projection maps, that is, all maps @Le s Trop,. (P”, L) — Trop, (P”, L) to a particular ¢ are
continuous. These conditions are equivalent. O

Corollary 5.4. The signed Goldman—Iwahori space RX,,(K) is compact and Hausdorff.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 5.3 since all Trop, (P™,¢) are compact and Hausdorff,
hence the inverse limit is a closed subspace of the compact product space and is thus itself
compact and Hausdorff. O

Remark 5.5. Let K be trivially valued. Then all real tropicalized linear spaces Trop,.(P", ¢)
are homeomorphic to RP", see Corollary 8.13 and Proposition 8.14. One might suspect that
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the limit space R, (K) is also homeomorphic to RP". However, in the category I there are
coordinate projections, which do not induce homeomorphisms between the respective real
tropicalizations. Hence, one cannot conclude that R, (K) is homeomorphic to RP".

5.1. Relation to the Goldman—Iwahori Space. Recall that the Goldman—Iwahori space
X, (K) is the space of non-trivial (ordinary) seminorms on (K™*1)* modulo homothety. It
has been studied first by Goldman and Iwahori [GI63] (also see for more recent accounts
[Wer04, RTW12, RTW15]). However, our notation will follow [BKK™24|, where it was
proved that X,,(K) is the limit of all linear tropicalizations of P". The compactified affine
Bruhat-Tits building B, (K) of PGL((K™*')*) is the subspace of X,,(K) of classes of diag-
onalizable seminorms. The inclusion B, (K) C X, (K) is dense by [BKK*24, Remark 1.9]
and we have an equality if and only if K is spherically complete by [Kru32, Satz 24].

sgn sgn

The association ||-||*" — ‘ (Il ’ defines a natural map

O RA,(K) — X, (K).

Since morphisms in I commute with taking pointwise absolute values, we obtain the follow-
ing:

Theorem 5.6. For any morphism ¢ € I between linear embeddings 1,1’ of P™, the following
diagram commutes:

T,

/\”op

RX, (K) — Trop,(P",1) ~~— Trop, (P, /)

J» | |
X, (K) —=— Trop(P", ) LN Trop(P™, /)

In particular, ® is exactly the map induced by all |m,| : RX, (K) — Trop(P™, ).

Proposition 5.7. The map ® : R, (K) — X, (K) is surjective.

Proof. The Goldman—Iwahori space is a compact Hausdorff space, since it is the limit of
compact Hausdorff spaces. Moreover, so is the signed Goldman—Iwahori space by Corollary
5.4. Via Example 4.5, we construct preimages for all classes [|| - ||] € B,(K), hence the
image of ® contains En(K ). Since the image of ® is compact, it needs to be closed, thus
density of B, (K) implies surjectivity of ®. O

In general, the fibers of ®, though non-empty, can vastly differ in complexity. In Section 7,
we will consider the trivially valued case K = R and show that the fibers can be singletons,
finite sets, or even infinite.

5.2. Towards a Generalization to Tropical Extensions of Hyperfields. Recently,
there have been several developments that aim to generalize tropical geometry to hyper-
fields. In particular, we highlight the geometry of tropical extensions of hyperfields or, more
generally, of tracts [MS23, Max24, Smi24]. Using this language, we can unify the Goldman—
Iwahori space X,, and the signed Goldman-Iwahori space R, such that those two spaces
become special cases for the tropical hyperfield T and the real tropical hyperfield RT.

Recall that a non-Archimedean absolute value on a field K is the same as a hyperfield
homomorphism K — T. In [MS23, §2.1], the authors study certain generalizations of such

hyperfield homomorphisms, called enriched valuations. This is a morphism of hyperfields
v : K — H[R] from a field K to the hyperfield H[R] which is a tropical extension (see [MS23,
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Def. 2.6]) of a hyperfield H that encodes additional H-information about the field element.
We give three natural examples to illustrate this concept:

(i) For a non-Archimedean valued field, the absolute value K — T = K[R] is an enriched
valuation where T = K[R] is the tropical extension of the Krasner hyperfield K.
(ii) The signed absolute value K — RT = S[R], 2 — sgn(z) - || also encodes the sign of an
element of an ordered non-Archimedean valued field K.
(iii) Let k be a field and let k[[t®]] the field of Hahn series over k. We can enrich the usual
valuation defining the fine valuation
fval : k[[t¥]] — E[R],

that maps a Hahn series to its leading term. Hence, it remembers the leading coefficient
as well as the valuation of a series.

Definition 5.8. Let K be a field and v : K — H[R] be an enriched valuation.
(a) A v-seminorm on a K-vector space V is a map ||| : V — HJR] such that for all
w,w’ € V,\ € K we have:
[lw+w'[] € |[w]|]|w]],
[IAwl| = v(A)][w]] .
(b) The v-Goldman—Iwahori space X, (K,v) is the space of non-trivial v-seminorms on

(K™*1)* modulo (H[R])*. If H[R] has a topology, we consider &, (K,v) as equipped
with the topology of pointwise convergence.

We note that this generalizes the construction of the (signed) Goldman—Iwahori space, which
use the enriched valuations (i) and (ii), respectively. We will now deduce a limit theorem
for example (iii), i.e, K = k[[t®]] and v = fval, which will be fixed from now on.

Definition 5.9. Let ¢ : P < P™ be a linear embedding. Then the fval-tropicalization is
given by
Tropgya (P, 1) = fval(L(P")) C Piifg; -

With a similar argument as in (i) and (ii) for valuated matroids and valuated oriented ma-
troids, by [Smi24, Prop. 5.12], Tropg,,; (P", ¢) is determined by the associated k[R]-matroid
M, = fval,(+(P™)). Explicitly, Tropg,, (P",¢) is orthogonal to the k[R]-circuits of M,.
Therefore, Tropy,, (P™,¢) is an enriched tropical linear space under the fine valuation (see
[Smi24, Definition 5.8]).

The key insight is that for each linear embedding ¢ = (fo : --- : fm) : P* — P™ we can
construct a natural map

7, » X (K[[t]]], fval) — Tropg,., (P, )

(1] = (lfoll = < [l fmlD)

as in Section 4.2. Well-definedness follows analogously to Proposition 4.11 by using the
description of the enriched tropicalized linear space Trops,,;(P™,¢) via the k[R]-circuits of
M,. This makes crucial use of [Smi24, Proposition 5.12].

The following can be proven similarly to [BKK ™24, Theorem A] and Theorem 5.3:

Theorem 5.10. The natural maps w, induce a homeomorphism

llnﬂb: ?n(k[[tR]]a fV&l) - liLnTropfval (]Pma L) .
vel el

In other words, the fval-Goldman—Iwahori space X, (k[[t%]], fval) is the limit of all enriched
tropicalized linear spaces Tropg,,; (]P’”, L) for linear embeddings v : P — P™,
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It would be interesting to study in a similar spirit this fval-Goldman-Iwahori space X, (k[[t®]], fval)
as a universal enriched tropical linear space for the fine valuation. Moreover, one could study
limit theorems for Goldman-Iwahori spaces with other enriched valuations.

6. THE UNIVERSAL REALIZABLE ORIENTED VALUATED MATROID

We may extend the definition of a matroid over a hyperfield (Definition 2.3) to infinite
ground sets. This generalization to infinite ground sets works as in [BKK ™24, §4, §7] which
is done for the tropical hyperfield T, i.e., for valuated matroids of finite rank on possibly
infinite ground sets. In this section, we will do the same for the real tropical hyperfield RT.

Let E be now a possibly infinite ground set and M be an oriented valuated matroid given
by a Grassmann—Pliicker function ¢ : £ — RT. Note that the rank of M is n, so it is in
particular finite. We define RP¥ := {(y.)cer|ye € R} \ {(0)ecr}/R* and equip it with the
topology of pointwise convergence. Analogous to Definition 2.11 we define:

Definition 6.1. The real tropical linear space Trop, (M) C RPE associated to M is the set

of (ye)eer € RPF such that for any C = (fo,..., far1) € E"? we have that
n+1

0 P 'ys - (C—f).
1=0

Recall that & denotes the hyperfield sum of the real tropical hyperfield RT = R.

Let K be a real closed field with a compatible absolute value |-|x. We now extend the
construction of realizable oriented valuated matroids from Example 2.10 to the ground set
E = (K"th*,

Definition 6.2. Let E = (K""1)*. The universal realizable oriented valuated matroid or
universal RT-matroid M,y of rank n + 1 is given by the Grassmann—Pliicker function
Puniv 1 E"TT — RT,
(fos- -y fn) — sgn(det[fo, ..., fx]) - |det[fo, ..., full.-
By considering — log |@univ|, we obtain the universal realizable valuated matroid wyniy =

val o det studied in [BKK™'24]. Hence, in contrast to wuniv, the map @univ also keeps track
of the signs.

Note that both the signed Goldman—Iwahori space and the real tropical linear space as-
sociated to the universal realizable oriented valuated matroid are defined to be subsets of
RPE,

Theorem 6.3. The signed Goldman—Iwahori space is the real tropical linear space associated
to the universal realizable oriented valuated matroid Muniy, i.€.
R, (K) = Trop, (Muniv)-

Proof. Consider a signed seminorm ||.|[**" on (K™ *1)*. To show that [|.|[**" ] € Trop,(Muniv),
take C' = (fo,..., fat1) € E"T2. Then, by an application of Cramer’s rule

> (=1)"det(C — f:)f; = 0.

%

We denote by \; == (—1)*det(C — f;). Then

sg
Z/\ifi

By construction, sgn(A;)|Ai| = (—=1)“@univ(C—f;). This shows that [ ||.[[**" ] € Trop,(Muniv)-

0= & @ senInil - £
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Conversely, using similar methods as in [BKK™*24, §7.1], one can see that the circuit condi-
tions of (ye)eer being in Trop, (Muniv) imply that |le]|*" = y. is a signed seminorm. O

Remark 6.4. (a) Theorem 6.3 is a signed analogue of [BKK 24, Theorem C| which gives
an identification X', (K) = Trop(wyniv)-

(b) Theorem 6.3 has a compelling interpretation in light of the limit Theorem 5.3. For any
finite subset E/ C E containing a basis, we can restrict My to E’ and we have a
natural surjective map Trop, (Muyniv) — Trop, (Muniv|e/). We have

rA[‘ropr(-/\/luniv) = lin TrOpT(Muniv|E’)
E'CE
|E'| <00

where the limit is taken over all finite generating subsets £’ of E. Hence, one could
alternatively prove Theorem 6.3 via Theorem A and Proposition 2.14.

(¢) Theorem 6.3 gives an interpretation of SR, (K) as a real tropicalized linear space in the
following way: Consider for E = (K"1)* the universal embedding

Luniv 1 P — P (K*) .

Then the associated oriented valuated matroid is of course M, ., = Muniv. Hence,
R, (K) can be seen as the real tropicalization of P™ with respect to tyniy-

7. THE CASE OF REAL NUMBERS WITH TRIVIAL VALUATION

For the case that K = R with trivial valuation, it will turn out that all signed seminorms
are diagonalizable. This lets us describe the signed Goldman—Iwahori space explicitly over
this field. Moreover, it allows us to describe the real tropical linear space of M iy as a real
Bergman fan.

7.1. Diagonalizability of Signed Seminorms. We want to describe RX (V) explicitly
by making use of the map ® : RX (V) — B(V), which assigns to each signed seminorm its
absolute value. Therefore, we quickly recall an explicit description of E(V) in terms of flags
of subspaces. The following holds for any trivially valued field K:

Proposition 7.1 ([BKK'24, Example 1.10]). Let the dimension of V be n. There is a
bijection
BV) e {(0=VCWVC - CVi=V"0<d < <d_1<1),d€R},_, .

In other words, a seminorm is given by a flag of subspaces together with increasing real
weights.

The bijection works the following way: for a homothety class of seminorms we choose the
representative ||-|| that has maximal value 1 on V. Then one obtains the flag of subspaces
as subsets ||-]|71(0, &) by letting € vary. The kernel of ||-|| then equals V4 and the coordinates
d; are given by the constant value of ||-|| on V; \ V;—1 for i« = 1,...,l — 1. In particular,
B(V) can be identified with the compactified cone over the order complex of the lattice of
non-trivial subspaces of V*.
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Example 7.2. In the building B;(K) homothety

classes of seminorms correspond to flags of sub- ..

spaces of (K?2)* together with a single coordinate el W
0 < d < 1. Each cone corresponds to a one- )
dimensional subspace V; and the point at infinity of .
each cone corresponds to the homothety class of a . n (Vh,d) P'(K)
proper seminorm, as visualized in Figure 3. A norm : :
in the homothety class corresponding to (V1, d) has
generic value 1, and value d on V4 \ {0}. A bound-
ary point is given by a subspace Vj which is the
kernel of a proper seminorm. Hence in this partic-
ular case of rank one, the boundary equals P! (K).
The central point 7 corresponds to the class of the FIGURE 3. The building B;(K)
seminorm that takes value 1 everywhere except at

0.

From now on, we again consider K = R. Preimages of intervals in the signed case are no
longer subspaces, but only convex cones:

Lemma 7.3. Let ||-||™" be a signed seminorm on V and [a,b] be a closed interval in R.
Then L = (||-]I")~*([a,b]) U {0} is a convex cone in V. Moreover, if b > 0 and a = —b,
then L is a subspace.

Proof. Surely for A € Ry and v € V, we have ||\v||*8" = ||v]|*8", so the preimage of an
interval is a cone. To see convexity, let v,w € L,t € [0,1]. Then

(1 = t)v + tw|] < max{[|(1 = t)v]], [[tw]|]} = max{][v]], [w][} <b.
Similarly,
11 = o -+ twl] = min |11 — e)oll, |[twll} = min{o], [w]]} > a.

If b > 0 and a = —b, then surely also v € L implies —w € L, so with the above L is also a
subspace. O

Lemma 7.4. Let 0 # |-||*" be a signed seminorm on V.
(a) The image of ||-||*9" is finite.
(b) For a = max,cv ||v||[*8", we have that A :={v € V | ||[v||?#" = a} is a convex cone.
(c¢) There exists w € V* such that
A°={v eV | (v,w) >0},
A={veV|{v,w) >0} and
0A = wt

where A°/AJOA denote the interior/closure/boundary of A in V with respect to the
Euclidean topology.

(d) A signed seminorm ||-||**" induces a well-defined signed seminorm on the quotient V/(ker ||-]|*9") —
R.

(e) The restriction of ||-||*?" to any subspace is again a signed seminorm.

Proof. (a) Follows immediately from Proposition 7.1.

(b) Follows from Lemma 7.3 applied to the interval [a —e, a +¢] for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0.
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(c) The second equality of sets follows from the first one. Since A is convex, so is —A. By
the separation Lemma [SW12, 3.3.9], there is a hyperplane H separating A and —A. Let
w € V* such that H = w' and A C {v € V | (v,w) > 0}. Then A° C {v eV | (v,w) >
0}. From Proposition 7.1, one can deduce the other inclusion.

We omit the proofs of (d) and (e) as these are straightforward. O

We note that K = R is the only real closed field that admits the separation Lemma [SW12,
3.3.9]. Thus for an arbitrary real closed field K we cannot expect a hyperplane (-,w) = 0
separating A and —A to exist.

This now allows us to proof, that every signed seminorm is diagonalizable:

sgn

Proposition 7.5. Let K = R. Every signed seminorm ||-||**" on V is of the form ||| 3%

for an ordered basis B = (b1, ...,b,) and parameters c1 > cg > -+ > ¢y, € R>.

Proof. The trivial signed seminorm is diagonalizable by any basis setting &= 0. Let ||-||**" be
non-trivial. As in Lemma 7.4, let @ = max,ey ||a||*®", A:={v eV | ||v|]|**" =a}, and H =
OA. Set by to be any vector in A° and c¢; := a. By Lemma 7.4 (d), the restriction [|-||**" |
is a signed seminorm and therefore, by induction, it is diagonalizable with bo,... b, € H,
and ¢g,...,¢, € R with ¢ > -+ > ¢,. Then (b1,...,b,) is a basis of V, by definition
c1 > ¢cg > -+ > ¢y, and for any v = 2?21 Aib; we have that v € H if and only if \; = 0.
Moreover, we have v € A if and only if Ay > 0, and v € —A if and only if \y < 0. In all
three cases we have [|v[[**" = [[v[I5".. O

Remark 7.6. The key ingredient for Proposition 7.5 is hyperplane separation for general
convex sets, which, as noted above, only holds over R. It is currently not clear to the
authors, if there are other real fields, trivially or non-trivially valued, for which every signed
seminorm is diagonalizable.

Diagonalizability gives us a description of RX' (V) in the flavor of Proposition 7.1.

Definition 7.7. A signed flag of subspaces is given by the data of

e aflag0 C Vy C Vi C--- CV; =V of subspaces such that for alli =1,...,] we have
dimV;,_1 =dimV; — 1, and

e a choice of a convex region in V; \ V;_; foralli=1,...,1L.

We consider two signed flags equivalent, if the underlying flag of subspaces is the same and
the choice of region is exactly opposite for all 7. The notion of signed flags helps us to
formulate a signed analogue of Proposition 7.1.

Proposition 7.8. Let V' be of dimension n. There is a bijection
RX(V) <L {(0CVWEWVC--CVi=V*, 0<d <---<d_y <1)},

where the right hand side runs over all equivalence classes of signed flags.

Proof. For a point in RX(V), we first choose a representative [|-||**" such that its maximal
value is 1. Now, by Proposition 7.5 ||-[|*®" = ||-||33 for an ordered basis B = (b1, ..., b,) and
c=(c1=1,c2,...,cn) € Ry with ¢; > ¢;— for alli. Let ip = min{i =1,...,n+1 | ¢; = 0},

where we formally set ¢,41 = 0. We define a signed flag by setting Vo = (b, ..., bn),
Vi = (big—is- .., bn), and chose the region of V; that contains b;. Note that both the choice
of the other representative or of a different diagonalizing basis would yield an equivalent
signed flag. Moreover, ¢ is independent of both choices. Finally, we set d; = ¢;,—; for
i=1,...,790 — 2 to obtain the desired data.
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The above procedure is reversible by successively constructing a basis and the homothety
class of the resulting signed seminorm does not depend on the choice of the constructed
basis. 0

Together, Proposition 7.1 and Proposition 7.8 allow us to study the natural map @ :
RX(V) — B(V). We want to understand ®([||-|**"]) for some [||-|**"] € RX (V). Let
0C Vo C Vi C---CV,=V"* be the corresponding signed flag and 0 < d; <--- <d;_; <1
constructed as in Proposition 7.8. Let ig == 0 and 0 < 71 < --- < 4y < [ be the indices
such that there is a strict inequality d;; < d;, 11 (here we set and d; = 1). Set Vj’ =V, for
j=1,...,l and dj = d;;. Then & ([|-[[*®"]) is given by the flag 0 =Vy SV C--- C V| C
Vi 41 = V* and coordinates 0 < dj < --- < d; < 1 as in Proposition 7.1.

A natural question to ask is: what do the fibers of ® look like? This has an easy answer,
if the flag that is induced by the homothety class of a seminorm is complete, i.e. jumps
of subspaces are only by one dimension. In that case, all preimages are given by the same
coordinates d; and any choice of signature on the flag yields a signed seminorm, hence the
fiber under ® has exactly 2"~ ! elements. The situation gets more complicated, if the flag is
not complete, as the following example will show.

Example 7.9. Consider the case V' = R2. As explained in Example 7.2, there are three
types of points of B(V):

(a) the homothety class n of the constant norm,

(b) classes of proper norms with 2 different non-zero values,

(c) classes of proper seminorms (i.e., seminorms with non-trivial kernel).

If K was algebraically closed, we would have B;(K) = P*" and these would exactly corre-
spond to Berkovich type I, type III, respectively type I points of the space. However, since
R not algebraically closed and thus By (R) C P2,

As discussed before, if a point in Bi(R) is of type (b), then its fiber consists of two points.
If the point is of type (c), then there is only one preimage, as the two choices of signed flags
are equivalent. In contrast, the fiber of 1 is quite large. For every line V; C R2, there are
two equivalence classes of signed flags with underlying flag 0 C V; € R2. Hence, there is a
(non-canonical) bijection
o~ (n) 2 PY(R) UPY(R).

Note that this bijection is not continuous, so it does not tell us anything about the topology.
To find out more about the topology of this fiber we refer to [JSY22, Example 3.12], since in
the special case of dimension 2, one can show that B;(R) is the set of real points of P1»#* and
R (R) equals P12". In Figure 4 we sketch the map ®. Note that because of the infinite
nature of the spaces, the topology on both :X;(R) and B;(R) is coarser than the figure
might lead us to believe. For example, the space RX1(R) is connected (this follows from
7.10), even though as a set it is a disjoint union of closed intervals.

Proposition 7.10. The restriction map 7 : P*" — R, (R) is surjective.

Proof. Let [||-|**"] be the class of a non-trivial signed seminorm on (R™*1)*. Then by

Proposition 7.5 there is an ordered basis B = (bg,...,b,) and & € R"™! with ¢g > ¢; >
-+ > ¢, € Rxg such that ||-|[**" = |||} After scaling & we can assume ¢, = 1.
We define a signed multiplicative seminorm |-|**" on Rlto, ..., t,] as follows. After a coordi-
nate change we can write an element f € R[to,...,t,] as
f: Z a;bé“bi{’
T=(igrryin)
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FIGURE 4. The map @ : RX;(R) — B (R).

Using the lexicographic order >j.x we define a monomial order as follows. For I, J € N we
define I >z J if the two conditions are satisfied:

o cl>¢’

o ¢! = ¢’ implies I >y J.

Let Iy be the leading monomial of f with respect to this order and az, b the corresponding
leading term. We define |f|%8" = sgn(ay,)c®. This is a signed multiplicative seminorm on
Rlto,...,tn]. Indeed, if f € R, then |f[®" = sgn(f) = sgn(f) - |f|triv- Let f,g € Rlto,. .., ts]
and write f =30, o yarby .- and g = Yoy apby - bl Let ag b’
and a’y, b1 be the corresponding leading terms. Since >z is a monomial order the leading
term of fg is aj a7 b1, This shows |fg[*8" = | f|*8"|g|*8". We omit the verification of the

||*" restricts to ||| 5% on Rlto, ..., tx]1 = (R™T1)* and
sgn

strong triangle inequalities. Clearly, |

the homothety class of |-|**" only depends on the homothety class of ||-||**". Thus, we have
T[] = (1P . 0

Remark 7.11. With minor amendments, the above proof can be generalized to any non-
Archimedean valued real closed field to show that each class of a diagonalizable signed
seminorm has a preimage. In particular, the image of the natural map 7 : P»?" — RX,,(K)
always contains the diagonalizable locus.

8. REAL BERGMAN FANS

The tropical linear space associated to a matroid has the structure of a fan, called the
Bergman fan. Recall that to each oriented valuated matroid one can associate a real tropical
linear space. If the valuation is trivial, i.e., we have an oriented matroid, the corresponding
fan is called the real Bergman fan. This construction in the case of finite ground sets was
introduced in [Cell9, Chapter 2.3]. We will first discuss circuit axiomatization of infinite
oriented matroids and then recall the notion of covectors of an oriented matroid, which are
then used to define its real Bergman fan. In this section, we consider K to be a real closed
and trivially valued field.

8.1. Infinite Oriented Matroids. A signed subset is a function C' : E — {0,+1,—1}. We
denote by Ct :={e € E|C(e) = +1}, C~ =={e€ E | C(e) = —1}, Supp(C) :=CTuUC~,
and C° := E\ Supp(C). The separation set of two signed sets C, C’ is defined by S(C, C") =
{ece E|C(e) = —C'(e) # 0}.
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We quickly discuss the circuit axiomatization of infinite oriented matroids of finite rank. Fix
a possibly infinite ground set E. Recall that an oriented matroid is given by a chirotope
(i.e., a Grassmann—Pliicker function) ¢ : E™ — S = {0,+1, —1}. Equivalently, there is the
same circuit axiomatization as in Proposition 2.8 (replacing RT with S), with one additional
axiom, which ensures finite rank:

(C4) There is a positive integer n € N such that for all subsets A C E with |A| > n there
exists C' € C with Supp(C) C A.

By restricting and applying the finite case (e.g., [BLVST99, Theorem 3.2.5]) one obtains the
strong circuit elimination:

(C3’) ForallC # —C"€C,ec S(C,C"),and f € (CT\C'7)U(C~\C'"), thereis C" € C
such that C”(e) =0, f € Supp(C”), and

c'tC(Cctuct), ¢’ c(Cmuc).

As a consequence, our notion of oriented matroids agrees with the characterization given in
[BF88, Theorem 3] with the additional requirement of finite rank.

8.2. Covectors. Let M be an oriented matroid given by a chirotope ¢ : E™ — {0,+1,—1}.

Definition 8.1. The set of signed cocircuits C* of M is given by the set of signed sets
C* = {zler p(u,e)] | e B\ {0}

Note that the choice of the sign of the chirotope ¢ does not change the set of signed cocircuits.
Remark 8.2. In the case that FE is finite, we have that C* is a set of signed circuits of
an oriented matroid, which is called the dual oriented matroid. As expected, dualizing
commutes with taking the underlying matroid. A crucial difference is, that the dual of an

infinite (oriented) matroid is not of finite rank and hence behaves inherently different from
our case. Hence, we will not consider any duals of infinite matroids.

The composition of two signed sets C,C’ : E — {0,+1, —1} is defined by
if
(C o Cl)(e) — C(e) 1 C(e) 7& 0)
C'(e) if C(e) =0.

We write C' < C" if C"° C C? and C'|suppc = Clsuppc- In other words, this partial order is
induced by the partial order 0 < +1, —1, considered coordinatewise.

Definition 8.3.

(a) A wvector of M is a finite composition of signed circuits.

(b) Dually, a covector is a finite composition of cocircuits. We consider the set of covectors

Cov as a partially ordered set with the usual ordering of signed sets.

If E is finite, the covectors of the oriented matroid are exactly the vectors of its dual
[BLVS™99, Definition 3.7.1].

Example 8.4. Let M be realizable and ¢ : K(®) — K™ be the corresponding realization.
Then the set of vectors is given by

{le = sgn(Ae)] [ (Ae)eer € ker o} .

For the covectors, consider the dual map ¢* : K™ — K¥. Then the set of covectors is given
by compositions of elements of

{sgno¢*(v) | v e K"}
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Proposition 8.5 (Covectors of Mypiy). For K = R and the vector space (R"t1)* the

following sets of maps (R"*1)* — {0,+1,—1} are the same:

(a) The covectors of Muniv-

(b) Maps of the form X : (R"*1)* — {0,+1, -1}, e +— sgn(|le||**") for some signed semi-
norm ||-]|*9" on R*HL.

(c) Signed seminorms with range {0,+1, —1}.

(d) All maps such that X+, X~ are strictly convezx cones without 0 and ) # X° C (R™+1)*
is a subspace.

Proof. We first show that the functions in (b) and (c¢) are exactly the covectors of Mypiy-
(b) Let X : (R"™1)* — {0, 41, —1} be a cocircuit given by = (pg, - - ., pn—1) € (R*TH)*)".
Choose any p, € (R"1)* with X (u,) = +1. Using multilinearity of the determinant,
one can show
X =sen(|-I55%)
for either for B = (un, ft0,- - -, fin—1) Or B = (—pin, o, - - -, in—1) and ¢ = (1,0,...,0).
Since the space of signed seminorms is closed under composition (cf. Proposition 4.4),
we obtain (a) C (b).
Vice versa, let ||-|[®®" be a signed seminorm. Then by Proposition 7.5 it is diagonal-
izable by an ordered basis B = (by,...,b,) with vector ¢ = (cq,...,cn). Let B; =
((=1)°b, by, .. by and & = (c;,0,...,0,...,0). Then ||| 5% = [-I55 0 oI55, As

before we have that sgn(||-||35'%. ) is a cocircuit, hence the composition is a covector.
i

sgn

*8" by the signed seminorm W

(c) Follows immediately from part (b) by replacing ||-||

Now we show (c)=(d): From Lemma 7.3 we immediately deduce C.

For “27", let X : (R"*1)* — {0,+1,—1} be a function such that X, X~ are strictly con-
vex cones without 0 and () # X° C (R""1)* is a subspace. Strict convexity of the cones
immediately implies axiom (i) from 4.1. Let v,w € (R""1)*\ 0. By convexity and (i), if
X(v) = X(w) or X(v) = —X(w), then axiom (ii) is fulfilled. By symmetry, the only case
that remains to show is if X (v) = +1 and X (w) = 0. If X(v+ w) = —1, then by convexity

and (i) we have
w Vvt w
X<W>=X(5)=X(—§+ 5 ):‘1’

which is a contradiction. O

Remark 8.6 (Covector Axioms). The covector poset uniquely determines the oriented
matroid [BLVS™T99, §3.7]. If E is finite, any poset of signed sets is the covector poset of an
oriented matroid if and only if it fulfills:

(Covl) 0 € Cov,

(Cov2) X € Cov if and only if —X € Cov,

(Cov3) Cov is closed under composition,

(Cov4) For all X, Y € Cov and e € S(X,Y) there exists Z € Cov with Z(e) = 0 and

Z()=(XoY)(e) for all ¢ € S(X,Y).
In other words, the covector axioms are a cryptomorphic definition of an oriented matroid.

If F is infinite, the covector axiom (Cov4) need not be true. For example, one can show
that the covector poset of the restriction of My;, to E' in Example 8.9 does not fulfill (iv).

Proposition 8.7. The covector poset Cov of Muniv fulfills the covector axioms for K = R.
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Proof. Axioms (Covl)-(Cov3) are obviously true, so it remains to show (Cov4). Let
X,Y € Cov and e € S(X,Y) (in particular, neither X = 0 nor Y = 0). Without loss of
generality, assume X (e) = +1. Set

V = Span({e} U (X*NY?)) C (R*™H)* and 7 : (R"T1)* — (R"*1)*/V
the projection map. We define
A=(XoY)T\S(X,Y)=(XTn(YTuY") ) u((xX’ny™).

Then (R™™1)*\ S(X,Y) = AU-AU(X°NY?) and Z € Cov fulfils axiom (iv) if and
only if Z|y =0, Z|a = +1, Z|_4 = —1. We claim that 7(4) N 7w(—A) = 0. Consider
a € AN Rwe X°NY? we have to show that a + Xe + w ¢ —A. If A = 0, then
XoY(a+de+w)=XoY(a). If A >0, then

X(a+ e+ w)=X(a+ Xe) =+1.
If A <0, then Y(X\e) = +1 and thus
Y(a+de+w)=Y(a+Xe)+1.

In either case, a + Xe + w € —A. By symmetry, this implies 7(A4) N w(—A) = (). Since A is
convex, so is —A and hence also m(A) and w(—A). Therefore, we can apply the hyperplane
separation Theorem [SW12, 3.3.9] in (R"*1)*/V to the sets m(A4), w(—A) to obtain a sep-
arating hyperplane H' C (R"*1)*/V. The pull-back H = 7~ !(H’) then separates A, —A
and V C H. By induction, on H there is a covector fulfilling (iv), given by the sign of a

diagonalizable seminorm, which in return is given by an ordered basis (b1, ...,b,) of H and
(c1 > -+ > ¢,). Choosing any by € A\ H and co >> ¢; yields a signed seminorm ||-||**" on
(R™*1)* such that Z = sgn(||-||**") fulfills (iv). 0

The restriction M| of an oriented matroid to a subset £/ C FE is the oriented matroid
whose signed circuits are the signed subsets of C whose support is contained in E’. One can
easily check that the axioms (C0)-(C4) hold and that restriction commutes with taking the
underlying matroid. This is equivalent to restricting a chirotope.

Lemma 8.8. Let M be an oriented matroid on a (possibly infinite) ground set E with
covector set Cov and let E' C E a finite subset. Then the restriction of M to E’ has
covector set Cov' = {X|g/ | X € Cov}. In particular, there is an order-preserving, surjective
restriction map Cov — Cov’.

Proof. 1f E is finite, this follows from [BLVS™99, Proposition 3.7.11]. If E be infinite, since
composition of signed sets commutes with restriction, it suffices to consider cocircuits of M
and show that their restriction to £’ is a covector. Choose a chirotope ¢ and X be a cocircuit
given by X (e) = o(p1,. .., in—1,€) for p1, ..., upn—1 € E. Consider E” = E'U{p1, ..., tn—1}.
Then surely, X|g~ is a covector (even a cocircuit), hence Xg = (X|g~)|gs is a covector on
E’ by the finite case. O

Consequences of the absence of duality leads to different behavior of the covector poset:

Example 8.9. The condition of E’ being finite in Lemma 8.8 is indeed necessary. Consider
the universal realizable matroid My, with ground set E = R?. Let B/ = E\ H U {v},
where H C R? is any hyperplane and v € H \ 0. Let X be a cocircuit of My;, which is
given by a basis p of H as in Definition 8.1 with any chirotope. Then one can show that
X| g is not a covector of the restriction to E’.
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Proposition 8.10. Let M be an oriented matroid of rank n with covector poset Cov, and
let F be the lattice of flats of the underlying matroid. The assignment

Cov — F
X — X°

is well-defined, surjective, and strictly monotonic. In particular, any chain in Cov has length
at most n.

Proof. Let C* € C* be a cocircuit that is given by u € E"~! as in Definition 8.3. Then
(C*)? equals the closure of x in the underlying matroid, hence it is a flat. Now the zero
set of a covector equals the intersection of the zero sets of the circuits which appear in the
composition, hence it is also a flat.

Let F' € F be any flat of rank d < n. Choose a basis f1,..., f4,b1,...,bn—q of M such that
F' is the closure of fi,... fy. Define

C?Zk(e):go(fla'"afdabla'"abia-'-vbnfdve)v
then for X :==Cfo---0C*_, we have X" = F. O

8.3. Real Bergman Fans. Let M be an oriented matroid of rank n + 1 on any ground
set I/ with poset of covectors Cov. We define its real Bergman fan 3%, to be given by the
collection of cones

(X1,... X)r., C RP¥

for each chain of non-zero covectors X; < --- < Xj;. This is, as in the non-oriented case,
a fan of pure dimension n. If E is infinite, X%, may have infinitely many cones and is
embedded into an infinite-dimensional real projective space.

Remark 8.11. (a) In his thesis [Cell9], Celaya considered finite oriented matroids and
showed that the real Bergman fan shares many of the same features of a Bergman
fan. After taking the componentwise logarithm, the real Bergman fan restricted to the
positive orthant coincides with the positive Bergman fan considered in [AKWOG6].

(b) The real Bergman fan arises naturally from the perspective of matroids over hyperfields.
The oriented matroid M can be interpreted as a matroid over the real tropical hyperfield
RT, with trivial valuation. In [And19], the author introduces the notion of vectors of a
matroid over a hyperfield where the RT- covectors are the signed covectors of the oriented
matroid M. The set of RT-vectors of M coincides exactly with the support of ¥7% . In
unsigned tropical geometry, the Bergman fan of a matroid M arises by considering it as
a matroid over the Krasner hyperfield K and taking the set of K-vectors of M.

(¢) In [RRS22], the authors showed that real phase structures on the Bergman fan of a
finite matroid are in one to one correspondence with orientations of that matroid. In
particular, the datum of the real Bergman fan is cryptomorphic to that of the Bergman
fan and a choice of a real phase structure.

For finite oriented matroids, the notions of its real Bergman fan and its associated real
tropical linear space agree:

Proposition 8.12 ([Cell9, Proposition 2.4.7, Corollary 2.4.8]). Let M be an oriented ma-
troid on a finite ground set. Then

Trop, (M) = X},
Corollary 8.13 ([Cell9, Proposition 2.5.4]). Let v = (fo : -+ : fm) : P" — P™ be a linear
embedding for any real closed and trivially valued field K. Let M, be the associated realizable
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oriented matroid on {fo,..., fm} C (K"T1)*. Then
Trop,. (P", 1) = ¥}, -

Proposition 8.14 (¢f. [Cell9, 3.3.3], [BLVST99, Theorem 5.2.1]). The real Bergman fan
Trop,. (M) of a finite oriented matroid M of rank n is homeomorphic to RP™.

Theorem 8.15. For K = R and the vector space (R"T1)*, there is a homeomorphism

R, (R) =35, .

Proof. We can make the correspondence very explicit as follows. Let € X3, . Then
there are a; > 0 and a flag of covectors Xg < --- < X,, of Mypiv such that x = Z?:o aex;.
Hence there are signed cocircuits Yy...,Y, such that X = Y5, X7 = YpoYq,..., X, =
Ypo---0Y,. The signed cocircuits are given by Y; = sgn(||-||?*") for signed seminorms ||-||7*"
on (R™*1)*. As in the proof of Proposition 8.5 these signed seminorms are diagonalized by
an ordered basis B = (b, ..., b,) and coordinate vectors e; = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0) such that

155" = [I-I5%, - Then, z = (a1 4 -+ + an)ey; o (a2 + -+ + an)ey, 0 - 0 ayey, . Setting
Co= Qo+ +an,...,cn = an we obtain x = |- 5. Conversely, a signed seminorm ||-[| 5"
yields coordinates «; and a flag of covectors of M iy by reversing the construction. O

Remark 8.16. (a) The interpretation of Remark 6.4 (b) becomes even more clear in the
case of real numbers with trivial valuation. For any finite subset {fo,..., fm} = F' C
E = (R™"1)* there is a restriction map from the covector poset of Myniy to the one of
M univ|gr by Lemma 8.8. The induced map of the respective order complexes is exactly
the map R, (R) — Trop, (P, ¢) for e = (fo: -+ : fim)-

(b) Proposition 8.10 gives us a map from the covectors poset of Miy to the lattice of flats
of the underlying matroid, the universal realizable matroid. The continuous map on the
corresponding order complexes is exactly the map ® : RX,(R) — &, (R) induced by
taking absolute values.

(¢) Combining (a) and (b), we can reprove Theorem 5.6 for real numbers with trivial valu-
ation. Let Cov be the covector lattice of M iy, F the lattice of flats of the underlying
matroid, and E’ C F a finite generating subset. We observe that the following diagram
commutes:

Cov —— Cov |g/

| |

F—— Flo

If now ¢ : P* — ]P’(REl) is the corresponding embedding, we obtain commutativity for

RX,(R) —— Trop,. (P, )

! |

X (R) ——— Trop(P",1).

(d) Following the proof of Theorem 8.15, if we replace R by any other trivially valued real
closed field K, the real Bergman fan agrees with the diagonalizable locus in A, (K).
The existence of non-diagonalizable signed seminorms (cf. 4.7) shows, that the real
Bergman fan is then a proper subspace.

8.4. Tropical Convexity and Signed Tropical Convexity. In this section we describe
the relationship of Goldman—Iwahori space X,,(K) and the signed Goldman-Iwahori space
R, (K) to tropical convexity (see [Jos21] for details) and signed tropical convexity [LS22].
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Let K be a non-Archimedean field. Tropical linear spaces are tropically convex, i.e. closed
under taking tropical addition and tropical multiplication. By [YY06, Theorem 16], a trop-
icalized linear space is the tropical convex hull of all valuated cocircuits. A similar re-
sult extends to the tropicalization of the universal realizable valuated matroid wypniv. The
space X, (K) = Trop(wuniy) is tropically convex, since the maximum of two seminorms is
again a seminorm. Further, we can interpret the locus of diagonalizable seminorms B,, (K)
as the tropical convex hull of all valuated cocircuits. Explicitly, these valuated cocircuits
arise as follows: Let p be a n-subset of E = (K"*1)*. This defines a seminorm |||, via
11l = exp(—wuniv(pp U f)) = |det(n U f)|x for f € E. Given a diagonalizable seminorm
|||, we can express ||-||p,¢ as a tropical linear combination of ||f||,, where u; = B\ 1.
By a small computation we obtain ||f|| .z = max; ¢;| det(B)| || f||,..- In particular, if K is

spherically complete, then Trop(wyniv) = X, (K) is the tropical convex hull of the valuated
cocircuits.

Let K be a real closed field with a compatible absolute value. In [LS22]| the authors intro-
duce TC-convexity as a notion of signed tropical convexity which is used to study oriented
(valuated) matroids. The real tropicalization of a linear space is the TC-convex hull of all
RT-cocircuits of the associated RT—matroid [L.S22, Theorem 7.8]. As in the unsigned case,
we give an interpretation of this result for the locus of diagonalizable signed seminorms in
RX,(K). A n-ordered subset 1 = (u1,...,pun) of E = (K"T1)* defines a signed seminorm
-5 via (LI = @univ(fs g1y -y pn) for f € E. Let ||| 3% be a diagonalizable signed
seminorm where B = (by,...,b,) is an ordered basis and ¢y > ... > ¢, > 0. As in the proof

in 8.5, we can write ||-|| 5% as a composition of scalar multiples of ||-||35", and hence as a com-
K 1“r

position of scalar multiples of the signed seminorms || f|[;*" where u; = (bo, ..., biy. .. by).

In particular, for K = R we have that Trop, (Muniv) = RX,(K) is the TC-convex hull of
the signed valuated cocircuits.
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