arXiv:2405.05128v2 [math.AG] 19 Jul 2024

DEGREE OF THE GRASSMANNIAN AS AN AFFINE VARIETY

LEK-HENG LIM AND KE YE

Abstract. The degree of the Grassmannian with respect to the Plücker embedding is well-known. However, the Plücker embedding, while ubiquitous in pure mathematics, is almost never used in applied mathematics. In applied mathematics, the Grassmannian is usually embedded as projection matrices Gr(k, R^n ) ∼= {P ∈ R^{n×n} : P^T = P = P^2, tr(P ) = k} or as involution matrices Gr(k, R^n ) ∼= {X ∈ R^{n×n} : X^T = X, X^2 = I, tr(X) = 2k − n}. We will determine an explicit expression for the degree of the Grassmannian with respect to these embeddings. In so doing, we resolved a conjecture of Devriendt–Friedman–Sturmfels about the degree of Gr(2, R^n ) and in fact generalized it to Gr(k, R^n ). We also proved a set theoretic variant of another conjecture of Devriendt–Friedman– Sturmfels about the limit of Gr(k, R^n ) in the sense of Gröbner degeneration.

1. Introduction

The standard way to embed a Grassmannian in an ambient space is the celebrated Plücker embedding, π : Gr(k, R^n ) → P(Λ^k(R^n )), span(v_1, . . . , v_k) → [v_1 ∧ · · · ∧ v_k]. The Plücker embedding has many appealing features, e.g., its mean curvature vanishes and so its image is a minimal submanifold [2, 5]; in addition it is a minuscule embedding [27]. However, there are several difficulties if one attempts to use the image of the Plücker embedding as a model for the Grassmannian in applied mathematics. One issue is that while it maps subspaces to antisymmetric k-tensors, it does so only up to scaling, i.e., the image of π is a projective variety. This presents a problem as equivalence classes can be tricky to implement well in software, and is the whole reason why one needs a model in applied mathematics for the Grassmannian that realizes abstract subspaces as concrete objects with coordinates. Another issue is the exceedingly high dimension (_n k ) of the ambient space P(Λ^k(R^n )), compared to its intrinsic dimension of k(n − k). For instance, while one might get around the first issue by further embedding P(Λ^k(R^n )) into R^m with m =

((n_k)_{+1} 2 ) (note also that this is only possible over R but not over C ), the high dimension m becomes a liability when one needs to perform computations.

As a result, in areas connected to applications such as coding theory [7, 10], machine learning [13], optimization [41, 44], and statistics [8], the Grassmannian is typically modeled as a set of projection matrices:

Gr(k, R^n ) ∼= {P ∈ S^2(R^n ) : P^2 = P, tr(P ) = k}; (1) or, more recently, as a set of involution matrices [26]:

Gr(k, R^n ) ∼= {X ∈ S^2(R^n ) : X^2 = I_n, tr(X) = 2k − n} (2) within the vector space of real symmetric matrices S^2(R^n ). Even without taking into account constraints that further limit dimension, points on the Grassmannian are now realized as n × n symmetric matrices, a far lower dimensional ambient space compared to that in the Plücker embedding. It is worth noting that the model in (1) is not limited to applied areas but is also common in geometric measure theory [32] and differential geometry [36].

By “the degree of Grassmannian” in the title, we meant the degree of either (1) or (2) as defined by Hilbert polynomials of their projective closures, which notably applies to arbitrary fields [21]. It is easy to see that (1) and (2) have the same degree but (2) is defined by simpler equations (see Section 3). Henceforth we will adopt the model (2) but our results will apply to (1) as well. 1

To determine the value of the degree of (2), it is easier to work over C and use the fact that the degree of (2) is equal to that of its complex locus

(3) Gr_C (k, R^n ) = {X ∈ S^2(C^n ) : X^2 = I_n, tr(X) = 2k − n}.

This is also the approach used in [12].

However the complex locus is not the only complex geometric object that may be associated with Gr(k, R^n ). Indeed the complex Grassmannian (in the involution model)

(4) Gr(k, C^n ) = {X ∈ H^2(C^n ) : X^2 = I_n, tr(X) = 2k − n}

is arguably a more natural object. While (3) defines a complex affine variety in the complex vector space of complex symmetric matrices S^2(C^n ), (4) defines a real affine variety in the real vector space of Hermitian matrices H^2(C^n ).

The authors of [12] favor (3) over (4) but did not provide a rationale. In Section 3, we will show that the former possesses a special property — (3) gives a minimal algebraic complexification, which is unique among all complexifications if one exists. On the other hand (4) gives a nonminimal complexification.

As our title suggests, our main goal is to establish an explicit expression for the degree of the Grassmannian as an embedded variety, which we accomplish in Section 4. We will prove a closed-form combinatorial formula for the degree of (3) in Theorem 4.3 and highlight some of its consequences. Notably, Corollary 4.4 resolves [12, Conjecture 5.7] and Corollaries 4.5 and 4.6 confirm the numerical values in [12, Proposition 5.5] (that the authors computed with Macaulay2 and

HomotopyContinuation.jl). In Section 5, we will characterize the boundary points of the projec-

tive closure of (3) in Theorem 5.5 and thereby resolve a set-theoretic version of [12, Conjecture 5.8].

1.1. Degree for practitioners. We add a few words for computational and applied mathematicians who may use the models (1) or (2) in their works but who may not be familiar with the notion of degree of an algebraic variety [21, 19]. As the name implies, it is a notion that generalizes the degree of a single polynomial to more than one polynomials f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ C [x_1 , . . . , x_n], or, equivalently, to the variety cut out by these polynomials V := {x ∈ C^n : f_1(x) = · · · = f_k(x) = 0}.

Geometrically, the degree counts the number of intersection points of the variety with a generic linear space of complementary dimension. Roughly speaking, it counts the number of solutions of a linear system Ax = b on a variety V ⊆ C^n . If A ∈ C^{m×n} has full rank, b ∈ C^m , and V ⊆ C^n is a variety of codimension m and degree d, then by definition there will be at most d solutions x ∈ V . The degree of a variety is also a measure of how complicated the variety is. For example, hypersurfaces of degree one or two are easily understood whereas degree three or higher hypersurfaces are still mysterious [22].

The degree is an invariant of a variety but it depends on the embedding. So the notion is especially pertinent to practitioners as algebraic varieties in applications are usually explicitly embedded in some ambient spaces like C^n , C^{m×n} , S^2(C^n ), Λ^k(C^n ), etc. Our results on the degree of Grassmannian, while primarily of theoretical interest, have some practical implications. For example, if we optimize a generic degree-p polynomial function on Gr(k, R^n ) in the models (1) or (2), then the number of critical points is bounded above by p^{k(n−k)}d where d is the degree of Gr_C (k, R^n ) in (3). For another example, the aforementioned problem of solving a system of linear equations on a variety V ⊆ C^n arises in unlabeled sensing [42] where V is a set of n! points; this could conceivably be extended to V = Gr_C (k, R^n ) ⊆ S^2(C ).

The last section will involve the notion of a projective closure of an affine variety. This is a standard procedure to turn an affine variety in C^n into a projective variety in P(C^{n+1} ) by adding “points at infinity.” Taking projective closure preserves degree, a fact that is often used in the calculation of degrees.

2. Notations and background

We write Z_+ for the set of nonnegative integers and Z_{++} for the set of positive integers throughout. For easy reference, we recall three results from linear algebra, representation theory, and combinatorics that we will need later.

2.1. Linear algebra. While a real symmetric matrix is orthogonally diagonalizable, a complex symmetric matrix is only similar to a block diagonal matrix under conjugation by complex orthogonal matrices. We will use the following result from [17, p. 13].

Lemma 2.1 (Canonical form for complex symmetric matrices). Let A ∈ S^2(C^n ). There exists Q ∈ O_n(C ) so that A = Q diag(λ_1I_{q1} + S_1, . . . , λ_kI_{qm} + S_m)Q^T, a block diagonal matrix with diagonal blocks of the form

S_j = 1 2 (I_{qj} − iJ_{qj} )N_{qj} (I_{qj} + iJ_{qj} ) ∈ S^2(C^{qj} ), j = 1, . . . , m, where I_q is the q × q identity matrix and

J_q :=

0 0 . . . 0 1 0 0 . . . 1 0 . . . . ... . . . . 0 1 . . . 0 0 1 0 . . . 0 0

∈ S^2(C^q ), N_q :=

0 1 . . . 0 0 0 0 . . . 0 0 . . . . ... . . . . 0 0 . . . 0 1 0 0 . . . 0 0 ∈ C^{q×q}

are the q × q exchange matrix and nilpotent matrix respectively. Here λ_1, . . . , λ_m, not necessarily distinct, are eigenvalues of A, and q_1 + · · · + q_m = n.

2.2. Representation theory. Irreducible SO_n(C )-modules are indexed by non-increasing sequences λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_m) of m = ⌊n/2⌋ integers such that λ_m ≥ 0 if n = 2m+1 and λ_{m−1} ≥ |λ_m| if n = 2m. Let V_λ be the irreducible SO_n(C )-module indexed by λ. Then its dimension [18, Proposition 3.1.19] is given by

(5) dim V_λ = ∏ 1≤i<j≤m λ_i − λ_j − i + j j − i ∏ 1≤i≤j≤m λ_i + λ_j + n − i − j n − i − j if n = 2m + 1, ∏ 1≤i<j≤m λ_i − λ_j − i + j j − i λ_i + λ_j + n − i − j n − i − j if n = 2m.

Let m = ⌊n/2⌋ and e_1, . . . , e_m ∈ R^m be the standard basis vectors. Then the fundamental weights of SO_n(C ) are ω_1, . . . , ω_m ∈ R^m defined by

ω_i = e_1 + · · · + e_i if n = 2m + 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, 1 2 (e_1 + · · · + e_m) if n = 2m + 1 and i = m,

e_1 + · · · + e_i if n = 2m and 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 2, 1 2 (e_1 + · · · + e_{m−1} − e_m) if n = 2m and i = m − 1, 1 2 (e_1 + · · · + e_{m−1} + e_m) if n = 2m and i = m.

2.3. Combinatorics. The dominance partial ordering ⪰ on the set of partitions is defined by λ ⪰ μ ⇐⇒ |λ| = |μ| and i∑ j=1 λ_j ≥ i∑ j=1 μ_j for each i = 1, . . . , m.

The following expression may be found in [4, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 2.2. Let m, p, d ∈ Z_{++} and δ := (m − 1, . . . , 1, 0). Then ∫ |x|≤1, x_1≥···≥x_m≥0 ∏ 1≤i≤n x^p_i ∏ 1≤i<j≤m (x^2_i − x^2_j )^d dx = ∑ λ⪰dδ Aλ,p,dBλ,dCλ,d Γ(m(p + 1 + d(m − 1)) + 1) , where A_{λ,p,d} = m∏ i=1 Γ(λ_i + p + 1 + d(m − i)/2), B_{λ,d} = ∏ 1≤i<j≤m Γ(λ_i − λ_j + d(j − i + 1)/2) Γ(λ_i − λ_j + d(j − i)/2) ,

and, for λ ⪰ dδ, C_{λ,d} is the coefficient of the Jack symmetric functions J^{( 2d )}_λ (x) in the expansion ∏ 1≤i<j≤m (x_i + x_j)^d = ∑ λ⪰dδ C_{λ,p,d}J^{( 2d )}_λ (x). 3. Complex locus of the real Grassmannian A reason we favor our involution model (2) over the projection model (1) is that we find X^2 = I more convenient to handle than P^2 = P . Since the projection model (1) is easily seen to be a scaled and translated copy of the involution model (2), they have the same degree. Henceforth we will assume the form in (2). We begin by deriving its complex locus, showing that it is indeed given by (3) as expected. To that end, we will need to determine the ideal of Gr(k, R^n ). Proposition 3.1 below is the involution model analogue of [12, Theorem 5.1] for the projection model; and we give an elementary proof with classical invariant theory, avoiding the scheme theory used in [12]. Proposition 3.1. For any k, n ∈ Z_{++} with k ≤ n, let I_{k,n} be the ideal generated by 2k − n − tr(X) and I_n − X^2. Then I_{k,n} = I(Gr(k, R^n )).

Proof. Clearly I_{k,n} ⊆ I(Gr(k, R^n )) ⊆ R[S^2(R^n )]. Let V_{n,k}(R) be the Stiefel variety of k orthonormal frames in R^n . The coordinate ring of V_{n,k}(R) is R[V_{n,k}(R)] = R[Y ]/⟨I_k − Y^TY ⟩, where Y = (y_{iℓ}) is the n × k matrix with indeterminate entries y_{iℓ}, i = 1, . . . , n, ℓ = 1, . . . , k. Since Gr(k, R^n ) ∼= V_{n,k}(R)/ O_k(R), the coordinate ring may be determined as a ring of O_k(R)-invariants, R[Gr(k, R^n )] ≃ R[V_{n,k}(R)]^{O k(R)} = (R[Y ]/⟨I_k − Y^TY ⟩)^{Ok(R)}, where the action of O_k(R) is given by O_k(R) × (R[Y ]/⟨I_k − Y^TY ⟩) → R[Y ]/⟨I_k − Y^TY ⟩, (Q, f(Y )) → f(Y Q). Let H = Y Y^T, i.e., h_{ij} = k∑ ℓ=1 y_{iℓ}y_{jℓ}, 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n. Hence the algebra (R[Y ]/⟨I_k − Y^TY ⟩)^{Ok(R)} can be written as (R[Y ]/⟨I_k − Y^TY ⟩)^{Ok(R)} = R[h_{ij} : 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n] /⟨_n∑ ℓ=1 h_{ii} − 1, h_{ij} − n∑ ℓ=1 h_{iℓ}h_{ℓj} : 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n ⟩

= R[H]/⟨k − tr(H), H − H^2⟩. This implies that the ideal of Gr(k, R^n ) via the embedding j_{proj} : Gr(k, R^n ) → S^2(R^n ), V → V V^T is generated by k − tr(H) and H − H^2. Here V is any representative of V in V_{n,k}(R). Since the involution model is obtained by composing j_{proj} with a translation, i.e., j_{inv} : Gr(k, R^n ) → S^2(R^n ), V → 2V V^T − I_n, we conclude that the ideal of j_{inv}(Gr(k, R^n )) in S^2(R^n ) is generated by 2k−n−tr(X) and I_n−X^2. □

It follows from Proposition 3.1 that the complex locus of Gr(k, R^n ) is given by (3), i.e., replacing R by C in (2). By Lemma 2.1, we may write X ∈ S^2(C^n ) as

X = Q diag(λ_1I_{q1} + S_1, . . . , λ_mI_{qm} + S_m)Q^T

for some Q ∈ O_n(C ) and symmetric matrices S_1, . . . , S_m as defined therein. Thus X^2 = I_n if and only if m = n, q_j = 1, and λ_j = ±1, S_j = 0, j = 1, . . . , n. This observation leads to the following description of Gr_C (k, R^n ).

Lemma 3.2. Let O_n(C ) act on S^2(C^n ) by conjugation. Then Gr_C (k, R^n ) is the O_n(C )-orbit of diag(I_k, −I_{n−k}) and we have isomorphisms

(6) Gr_C (k, R^n ) ∼= O_n(C )/(O_k(C ) × O_{n−k}(C )) ∼= SO_n(C )/ S(O_k(C ) × O_{n−k}(C )),

where S ( O_k(C ) × O_{n−k}(C ) ) := {(X, Y ) ∈ O_k(C ) × O_{n−k}(C ) : det(XY ) = 1}.

It follows that the coordinate ring

(7) C [Gr_C (k, R^n )] ≃ C [SO_n(C )/ S(O_k(C ) × O_{n−k}(C ))].

We will next show that the complex locus in (3) has a rather unique property. Recall that a complexification [24] of a real manifold M is a complex manifold M_C satisfying M ⊆ M_C and M = {x ∈ M_C : τ(x) = x} for some conjugation τ, i.e., an anti-holomorphic involution such that for every fixed point x ∈ M_C of τ, there is a holomorphic coordinate system (z_1, . . . , z_n) around x with τ(z_1, . . . , z_n) = (z_1, . . . , z_n). A complexification M_C is minimal if the inclusion M ⊆ M_C is a homotopy equivalence. It is well-known that any real manifold M admits a minimal analytic complexification [25, 43] and any compact real manifold M can be realized as the set of real points of some algebraic variety [35]. However, the combination of these two statements is false: It is not true that any compact real manifold admits a minimal algebraic complexification.

Although the complex locus of a compact real variety is obviously an algebraic complexification, it is not necessarily minimal. For example, M^ε = V ((x^2 + 2y^2 − 1)(2x^2 + y^2 − 1) + ε) is a disjoint union of four ovals in R^2 for small ε > 0 [39, Chapter 48]. Its complex locus M^ε_C is a Riemann surface of genus three with four points removed [23, Section 6]. Thus M^ε_C is homotopic to the one point union of nine circles, from which we may conclude that the inclusion M^ε → M^ε_C is not a homotopy equivalence. This example indicates that the homogeneous space structure of Gr_C (k, R^n ) in Lemma 3.2 is essential below.

Proposition 3.3 (Minimal algebraic complexification). The complex locus Gr_C (k, R^n ) in (2) is a minimal affine algebraic complexification of Gr(k, R^n ). The complex Grassmannian Gr(k, C^n ) in (4) is a non-minimal complexification of Gr(k, R^n ).

Proof. Recall that as Lie groups, SO_n(C ) is the complexification of SO_n(R). By the isomorphism (6) and the fact that S(O_k(C ) × O_{n−k}(C )) ∩ SO_n(R) = S(O_k(R) × O_{n−k}(R)), the first statement is a direct consequence of the proof of [25, Theorem 5.1]. On the other hand, the complex Grassmannian Gr(k, C^n ) ∼= U(n)/(U(k) × U(n − k)), so π_1 ( Gr(k, C^n ) ) = 0. Since π_1(Gr(k, R^n )) = Z_2, the natural inclusion Gr(k, R^n ) → Gr(k, C^n ) cannot be a homotopy equivalence. □

Ultimately our main reason for the favoring the complex locus Gr_C (k, R^n ) over the complex Grassmannian Gr(k, C^n ) is that we are interested in the degree of the real Grassmannian Gr(k, R^n ) in S^2(R^n ) and, as we will see in Section 4, this equals the degree of Gr_C (k, R^n ) in S^2(C^n ) but bears no relation to the degree of Gr(k, C^n ) in H^2(C^n ).

Another useful consequence of Lemma 3.2 is that it allows one to completely determined the decomposition of the coordinate ring C [Gr_C (k, R^n )], which is an SO_n(C )-module, into a direct sum of irreducible SO_n(C )-submodules [18, Corollary 12.3.15].

Proposition 3.4. Let k, n ∈ Z_{++} with k ≤ n/2. Then

(8) C [Gr_C (k, R^n )] ≃ ⨁ λ∈Λ_{k,n} V_λ where Λ_{k,n} is generated by ω_1, . . . , ω_{⌊n/2⌋}, the fundamental weights of SO_n(C ), as follows:

Λ_{k,n} = span_{Z+}{2ω_1, . . . , 2ω_k} if n = 2m + 1 and k ≤ m − 1, span_{Z+}{2ω_1, . . . , 2ω_{m−1}, 4ω_m} if n = 2m + 1 and k = m, span_{Z+}{2ω_1, . . . , 2ω_k} if n = 2m and k ≤ m − 2 or k = m, span_{Z+}{2ω_1, . . . , 2ω_{m−2}, 2ω_{m−1} + 2ω_m} if n = 2m and k = m − 1.

4. Degree of Gr(k, R^n )

The involution model of Gr(k, R^n ) is linearly isomorphic to its projection model: X = 2P −I and P = (I + X)/2 takes one back and forth between (1) and (2). As a result, the degree of Gr(k, R^n ) in the involution model is identical to that in the projection model and we have in effect resolved [12, Conjecture 5.7], reproduced below for easy reference and formally stated as Corollary 4.4 to our main result Theorem 4.3.

Conjecture 4.1 (Devriendt–Friedman–Sturmfels). The degree of Gr(2, R^n ) in the projection model is 2 (_{2n−4} n−2 ) . As we noted earlier, the involution model of Gr(k, R^n ) as defined in (2) has degree equals to that of its complex locus Gr_C (k, R^n ) as defined in (3). Given that Gr_C (k, R^n ) is a subvariety of S^2(C^n ), its coordinate ring C [Gr_C (k, R^n )] is a quotient ring of the polynomial ring C [S^2(C^n )]. For any d ∈ Z_+, we will write C [Gr_C (k, R^n )]_d for the subspace of C [Gr_C (k, R^n )] comprising functions that are restrictions of polynomials of degree at most d in C [S^2(C^n )]. We have an easy corollary of Proposition 3.4:

Corollary 4.2 (Degree of Grassmannian as a limit). Let k, n, Λ_{n,k} be as in Proposition 3.4. Then for any d ∈ Z_+,

(9) C [Gr_C (k, R^n )]_d ≃ ⨁ λ∈Λ_{k,n} |λ|≤2d V_λ .

Here if n = 2m, then |λ| := λ_1 + · · · + λ_{m−1} + |λ_m|. The degree of Gr_C (k, R^n ) in S^2(C^n ) is therefore given by

(10) d_{k,n} = p! lim_{d→∞} 1 d^p ∑ λ∈Λ_{k,n} |λ|≤2d dim V_λ

where p := k(n − k).

Let k, n ∈ Z_{++} with k ≤ n/2. We introduce the shorthand

(11) α_{k,n} :=

2^{k(n−k−1)} ∏_{1≤i≤k} i<j≤^n_2 (j − i)(n − j − i) if n is even and k ≤ n/2 − 1, 2^{k(n−k)} ∏_{1≤i≤k} i<j≤^{n−1}_2 (j − i)(n − i − j) ∏ 1≤i≤k(n − 2i) if n is odd,

2^{k(k−1)+1} ∏ 1≤i<j≤k(j − i)(2k − j − i) if n = 2k.

We now prove our main result.

Theorem 4.3 (Degree of Grassmannian). For positive integers k ≤ n, the degree of Gr_C (k, R^n ) in S^2(C^n ) is the same as that of Gr_C (n − k, R^n ) in S^2(C^n ). For k ≤ n/2, this value is given by (12) d_{k,n} = α_{k,n} ∑ λ⪰δ_k A_{λ,k}B_{λ,k}C_{λ,k}, where δ_k = (k − 1, . . . , 1, 0), A_{λ,k} := k∏ i=1 Γ(n − 2k + 1 + λ_i + (k − i)/2), B_{λ,k} := ∏ 1≤i<j≤k Γ(λ_i − λ_j + (j − i + 1)/2) Γ(λ_i − λ_j + (j − i)/2) ,

and, for λ ⪰ δ_k, C_{λ,k} is the coefficient of Jack symmetric functions J^{(2)}_λ (x) in the expansion ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (x_i + x_j ) = ∑ λ⪰δ_k C_{λ,k}J^{(2)}_λ (x).

Proof. The equality between degrees of Gr_C (k, R^n ) and Gr_C (n−k, n), also found in [26, Equation 8] and [12, Corollary 5.6], follows from the isomorphism S^2(C^n ) → S^2(C^n ), A → I_n − A.

Recall that if k < n/2, a partition μ = (μ_1, . . . , μ_m) lies in Λ_{k,n} if and only if μ_1, . . . , μ_k ∈ 2Z_+ and μ_{k+1} = · · · = μ_m = 0; whereas for n = 2k, μ = (μ_1, . . . , μ_k) lies in Λ_{k,2k} if and only if μ_1, . . . , μ_k are of the same parity and μ_1 ≥ · · · ≥ μ_{k−1} ≥ |μ_k|. With this in mind, we consider three cases with respect to the values of n and k.

Case I: n = 2m, k ≤ m − 1. By (5), we have

dim V_μ = ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (μ_i − μ_j j − i + 1 )( μ_i + μ_j n − j − i + 1 ) ∏ 1≤i≤k k+1≤j≤m ( μ_i j − i + 1 )( μ_i n − j − i + 1 )

= ∏ 1≤i<j≤k μ^2_i − μ^2_j (j − i)(n − j − i) ∏ 1≤i≤k k+1≤j≤m μ^2_i (j − i)(n − j − i) + lower order terms

= 1 D_{k,n} ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (μ^2_i − μ^2_j ) [ ∏ 1≤i≤k μ_i ]_{n−2k} + lower order terms

where D_{k,n} := ∏ 1≤i≤k i<j≤m (j − i)(n − j − i).

By (10), we have d_{k,n} = p! lim_{d→∞} 1 d^p ∑ λ∈Λ_{k,n} |λ|≤2d dim V_λ

= 2^pp! D_{k,n} lim_{d→∞} 1 (2d)^p ∑ λ∈Λ_{k,n} |λ|≤2d ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (λ^2_i − λ^2_j ) [ ∏ 1≤i≤k λ_i ]_{n−2k}

= 2^pp! D_{k,n} lim_{d→∞} 1 (2d)^k ∑ λ∈Λ_{k,n} |λ|≤2d ∏ 1≤i<j≤k [( λ_i 2d )_2 − ( λ_j 2d )_2][ ∏ 1≤i≤k λ_i 2d ]_{n−2k}

= 2^pp! D_{k,n} lim_{d→∞} 1 (2d)^k ∑ 2dt∈Λ_{k,n} |t|≤1 ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (t^2_i − t^2_j ) [ ∏ 1≤i≤k t_i ]_{n−2k}

= 2^{p−k}p! D_{k,n} ∫ |t|≤1 0≤t_k ≤···≤t_1≤1 [( ∏ 1≤i≤k t_i )_{n−2k} ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (t^2_i − t^2_j ) ] dt. Case II: n = 2m + 1, k ≤ m. The dimension formula (5) gives

dim V_μ = ∏ 1≤i<j≤m (μ_i − μ_j j − i + 1 ) ∏ 1≤i≤j≤m ( μ_i + μ_j n − i − j + 1 )

= ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (μ_i − μ_j j − i + 1 ) ∏ 1≤i≤j≤k ( μ_i + μ_j n − i − j + 1 ) ∏ 1≤i≤k<j≤m ( μ_i j − i + 1 )( μ_i n − i − j + 1 )

= ∏ 1≤i<j≤k μ^2_i − μ^2_j (j − i)(n − i − j) ∏ 1≤i≤k 2μ_i n − 2i ∏ 1≤i≤k<j≤m μ^2_i (j − i)(n − i − j) + lower order terms

= 2^k E_{k,n} ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (μ^2_i − μ^2_j ) ∏ 1≤i≤k μ^{2(m−k)+1} i + lower order terms,

where E_{k,n} := ∏ 1≤i≤k i<j≤m (j − i)(n − i − j) ∏ 1≤i≤k (n − 2i).

By (10) and the same calculation as in Case I, we obtain d_{k,n} = 2^pp! E_{k,n} ∫ |t|≤1 0≤t_k≤···≤t_1≤1 [(_k∏ i=1 t_i )_{n−2k} ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (t^2_i − t^2_j ) ] dt. Case III: n = 2k. We recall that in this case, |μ| = μ_1 + · · · + μ_{k−1} + |μ_k|. Let F_{k,2k} := ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (j − i)(2k − j − i). By (10), we have d_{k,2k} = (k^2)! F_{k,2k} lim_{d→∞} 1 d^{k2} ∑ λ∈Λ_{k,n} |λ|≤2d ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (λ^2_i − λ^2_j )

= 2^{k2−k}(k^2)! F_{k,2k} ∫ t_1+···+t_{k−1}+|t_k|≤1 |t_k|≤t_{k−1}≤···≤t_1≤1 [ ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (t^2_i − t^2_j ) ] dt

= 2^{k2−k+1}(k^2)! F_{k,2k} ∫ |t|≤1 0≤t_k≤···≤t_1≤0 [ ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (t^2_i − t^2_j ) ] dt. Applying Lemma 2.2 to the last integral in each of the three cases yields the required expression in (12). □

By Theorem 4.3, it is immediate that for k = 1, we get d_{1,n} = 2^{n−1}, which is also obtained in [12, Corollary 5.6] via a geometric argument. For k = 2, we confirm the value conjectured in [12, Conjecture 5.7] (and verified numerically for n ≤ 10 therein):

Corollary 4.4 (Degree of Gr(2, R^n )). For n ≥ 3, we have

d_{2,n} = 2 ( 2n − 4 n − 2 ) . Proof. For k = 2, we have δ_2 = (1, 0) and λ ⪰ δ_2 if and only if λ = (1, 0). Moreover,

A_{(1,0),2} = Γ(n −^3_2 )Γ(n − 3), B_{(1,0)} =

Γ(2) Γ(^3_2 ) , and since J^{(2)}_{(1)} (x) = x_1 + x_2, we get C_{(1,0)} = 1. Hence we obtain from (12) that d_{2,n} = 2^{n−1}(2n − 5)!!/(n − 2)! = 2 (_{2n−4} n−2 ) . □ For k = 3 and 4, we may also simplify the expression in (12) to obtain more explicit ones for d_{3,n} and d_{4,n}. They confirm the values obtained numerically for n ≤ 10 in [12, Proposition 5.5]. Corollary 4.5 (Degrees of Gr(3, R^n ) and Gr(4, R^n )). For n ≥ 5, we have

d_{3,n} =

(8n − 25)(2n − 9)!!

(n − 2)!

2^{2n−6}.

For n ≥ 7, we have

d_{4,n} =

(32n^2 − 288n + 634)(2n − 13)!!(2n − 9)!! (n − 2)!(n − 4)!

2^{2n−6}.

Proof. For k = 3, we have δ_3 = (2, 1) and λ ⪰ δ_3 if and only if λ = (2, 1) or (1, 1, 1). Moreover,

A_{(2,1),3} = Γ(n − 2)Γ(n −^7_2 )Γ(n − 5), B_{(2,1),3} =

Γ(2) Γ(^3_2 )

Γ(^7_2 ) Γ(3)

Γ(2) Γ(^3_2 ) = 15 4 √ π , A_{(1,1,1),3} = Γ(n − 3)Γ(n −^7_2 )Γ(n − 4), B_{(1,1,1),3} =

Γ(1) Γ(^1_2 )

Γ(1) Γ(^1_2 )

Γ(^3_2 ) Γ(1) = 1 2 √ π , and since ∏ 1≤i<j≤3 (x_i + x_j) = J^{(2)}_{(2,1)} + 1 2 J^{(2)}_{(1,1,1)},

we get C_{(2,1)} = 1, C_{(1,1,1)} =^1_2 . Hence we obtain the expression for d_{3,n} from (12). The expression for d_{4,n} is similarly obtained. □

As these calculations reveal, if not for the fact that the coefficients {C_{λ,k} : λ ⪰ δ_k} are implicitly defined, our expression for d_{k,n} in (12) will be fully explicit, as α_{k,n}, A_{λ,k}, B_{λ,k} are all explicitly given. While in general there is no explicit formula for the coefficients C_{λ,k} in ∏ 1≤i<j≤k (x_i + x_j ) = ∑ λ⪰δ_k C_{λ,k}J^{(2)}_λ (x),

they are trivial to compute algorithmically. As described in [31, page 326], a Jack symmetric function J^{(2)}_λ (x) can be expanded as a linear combination of monomial symmetric functions using the recursive Gram–Schmidt process, which in turn yields the values of {C_{λ,k} : λ ⪰ δ_k}. They may also be calculated efficiently in floating point arithmetic to high accuracy [11].

The expressions in Corollaries 4.4 and 4.5 is a product of factorials, double factorials, 2-powers, and a polynomial in n. We will show that this holds true in general for d_{k,n}. In fact, the first three quantities can be determined explicitly. As in Theorem 4.3, we may assume k ≤ n/2 without loss of generality.

Corollary 4.6. Let k, n ∈ Z_{++} with k ≤ n/2. Then there exists a polynomial P_k of degree at most (_k 2 ) − ∑_k i=1⌊i/2⌋ such that (13) d_{k,n} = α_{k,n} ∏_⌊^{k−1}_{2 ⌋} j=0 (n − 2k + 2j)! ∏_{⌊k/2⌋} j=1 (2(n − 2k + 2j) − 1)!! 2^{⌊k/2⌋(n−2k+⌊k/2⌋−1)} P_k(n), where α_{k,n} is as in (11). Moreover, for any fixed k ∈ Z_{++}, the sequence (d_{k,n})^∞_{n=2k} is completely determined by its first (_k 2 ) − ∑_k i=1⌊i/2⌋ terms. Proof. The existence of the polynomial P_k and the expression (13) are a direct consequence of our proof of Theorem 4.3. If the first (_k 2 ) − ∑_k i=1⌊i/2⌋ terms in (d_{k,n})^∞_{n=2k} are known, then the subsequent values of P_k(n) can be uniquely determined by polynomial interpolation, and thereby determining the corresponding values of d_{k,n} via (13). □

We recall from [33, Theorem 5.13] that the degree of Gr(k, R^n ) in the Plücker embedding is

(14) ^d_{k,n} := (k(n − k))! ∏_k j=1 j(j + 1) · · · (j + n − k − 1) . Corollary 4.6 then allows us to compare d_{k,n} with ^d_{k,n} for any fixed k.

Proposition 4.7 (Comparison with degree of Plücker embedding). Let k ∈ Z_+ be fixed. Then d_{1,n}/ ^d_{1,n} = 2^{1−n}, d_{2,n}/ ^d_{2,n} =^1_2 (n − 1)^{−1}, and, for k ≥ 3, (15) d_{k,n}/ ^d_{k,n} = O ( (2/k)^{kn}n^{k2} ) . Proof. The values for k = 1, 2 follow from Corollary 4.4 and the discussion before it. For k ≥ 3, it follows from (11), (13), and (14) that d_{k,n}/ ^d_{k,n} = O (n_k2 ∏k/2_{j=1}(2n − 4k + 4j − 1)!

(kn − k^2)! ) . Applying Stirling’s formula gives us (15). □

Proposition 4.7 shows that for any fixed k ≥ 3, the degree of Gr(k, R^n ) in the involution model is exponentially smaller than its degree with respect to the Plücker embedding, i.e., d_{k,n}/ ^d_{k,n} decreases to 0 exponentially as n → ∞. The practical implication is that the involution model for Gr(k, R^n ) is geometrically much simpler than the Plücker embedding, and low-degree objects are always preferred in computations.

5. Projective closure of the Grassmannian

Our main goal in this section is to prove a set-theoretic version of [12, Conjecture 5.8], reproduced below for easy reference.

Conjecture 5.1 (Devriendt–Friedman–Sturmfels). In the sense of Gröbner degeneration with respect to the monomial order given by total degree, the limit of Gr_C (⌊n/2⌋, R^n ) is {X ∈ S^2(C^n ) : X^2 = 0}. Furthermore, the initial ideal is given by in(I_{⌊n/2⌋,n}) = ⟨X^2, tr(X)⟩.

The notion of Gröbner degeneration is discussed in [3, 14, 9]. By definition, in(I_{⌊n/2⌋,n}) is the limit of I_{⌊n/2⌋,n} with respect to the Gröbner degeneration. So Conjecture 5.1 may be rephrased as

(16) Z(in(I_{⌊n/2⌋,n})) = {X ∈ S^2(C^n ) : X^2 = 0}, in(I_{⌊n/2⌋,n}) = ⟨X^2, tr(X)⟩ where Z(I) denotes the variety defined by the ideal I.

We will prove a set-theoretic variant of Conjecture 5.1. Instead of the limit of the ideal I_{⌊n/2⌋,n}, we will give the limit points of Gr_C (⌊n/2⌋, R^n ) in P(S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ). Theorem 5.5 shows, among other things, that the set of limit points ∂ Gr_C (⌊n/2⌋, R^n ) is exactly the conjectured Z(in(I_{⌊n/2⌋,n})) in (16), i.e.,

∂ Gr_C (⌊n/2⌋, R^n )^{Thm. 5.5}

======= {X ∈ S^2(C^n ) : X^2 = 0}^{Conj. 5.1}======= Z(in(I_{⌊n/2⌋,n})).

In fact, Theorem 5.5 shows that the first equality holds with ⌊n/2⌋ replaced by any k ≤ ⌊n/2⌋.

Conjecture 5.1 and Theorem 5.5 are both about the limiting behavior of Gr(k, R^n ) with “limit” interpreted respectively in the sense of Gröbner degeneration and in the sense of topology. In this regard (20) in Theorem 5.5 may be viewed as a set-theoretic version of (16) or Conjecture 5.1.

More generally Theorem 5.5 gives the polynomial equations defining Gr(k, R^n ). Such settheoretic descriptions of a variety are a common step towards the (usually more difficult) idealtheoretic descriptions. Notable examples include the set-theoretic Salmon conjecture for σ_4(P^3 × P^3 ×P^3) [28, 38, 1, 16], the set-theoretic Eisenbud–Koh–Stillman conjecture for σ_r(v_d(Z)) [15, 40, 6], the set-theoretic Landsberg–Weyman conjecture for τ(P^{n1} × · · · × P^{nk} ) [29, 37], the set-theoretic description of v_d(Z) [34, 20], among yet other similar endeavors. Here σ_r(Z), v_d(Z), and τ(Z) denote the rth secant, degree-d Veronese, and tangential variety of a smooth projective variety Z respectively.

What we wrote in the beginning of Section 4 also applies to this section, that is, it makes no difference whether we use the projection model (1) or the involution model (2) as they only differ by a linear change of coordinate. So while Conjecture 5.1 was stated in [12] for the projection model, we may use the involution model below.

We begin by introducing some notations. Let Gr_C (k, R^n ) denote the projective closure of Gr_C (k, R^n ), i.e., its closure in the projective space P(S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ). Note that the Euclidean closure and Zariski closure are equal in this case. The variety defined by the homogenization of the ideal of Gr_C (k, R^n ) is

(17) Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) := { [X : t] ∈ P(S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ) : X^2 − t^2I_n = 0, tr(X) − (2k − n)t = 0 } . Clearly, we have Gr_C (k, R^n ) ⊆ Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) and that

∂Gr_C (k, R^n ) = Gr_C (k, R^n ) \ Gr_C (k, R^n ) = { [X : t] ∈ Gr_C (k, R^n ) : t = 0 } . Let L_∞ denote the hyperplane at infinity, i.e.,

(18) L_∞ = { [X : t] ∈ P(S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ) : t = 0 } . Lemma 5.2. Let S =^1_2

[_{i 1} 1 −i ] . For any [X : 0] ∈ Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞, there exist some integer d ≤ ⌊n/2⌋ and matrix Q ∈ O_n(C ) such that X = Q [ S ⊗ I_d 0 0 0 ] Q^T.

Here S ⊗ I_d = diag(S, . . . , S) is a block diagonal matrix with d diagonal blocks.

Proof. Clearly Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ = {X ∈ S^2(C^n ) : X^2 = 0, tr(X) = 0}. A complex symmetric matrix has a decomposition

X = Q diag(λ_1I_{q1} + S_1, . . . , λ_mI_{qm} + S_m)Q^T

for some Q ∈ O_n(C ) and symmetric matrices S_1, . . . , S_m as in Lemma 2.1. If X^2 = 0, then

0 = (λ_j I_{qj} + S_j)^2 = λ^2_j I_{qj} + 2λ_j S_j + S^2_j , j = 1, . . . , m.

A direct calculation shows that λ_1 = · · · = λ_m = 0 and for each j = 1, . . . , m, we must have either (i) q_j = 1 and S_j = 0, or (ii) q_j = 2 and S_j =^1_2

[_{i 1} 1 −i ] . □

Lemma 5.3. The variety Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ is a union of sets Z_1, . . . , Z_{⌊n/2⌋} given by

(19) Z_d := { [X : 0] ∈ Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) : X = Q [ S ⊗ I_d 0 0 0 ] Q^T, Q ∈ O_n(C ) } , d = 1, . . . , ⌊n/2⌋. Moreover, dim Z_d = d(n − d) for each d = 1, . . . , ⌊n/2⌋. Proof. From (17) and (18), Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ = { [X : 0] ∈ Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) : X^2 = 0 } . It follows from Lemma 5.2 that we have a disjoint union (denoted by ⊔ henceforth)

Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ = ⌊n/2⌋⨆

d=1 Z_d where Z_d is the orbit of X_0 := [_{S⊗Id 0} 0 0 ] with respect to the adjoint action of O_n(C ). Let G_0 be the stabilizer group of X_0. Its Lie algebra g_0 is given by g_0 = {A ∈ so_n(C ) : AX_0 = X_0A}.

We partition A ∈ g_0 as

A = A_{1,1} · · · A_{1,d} A_{1,d+1} . . . .. . . . . A_{d,1} · · · A_{d,d} A_{d,d+1} A_{d+1,1} · · · A_{d+1,d} A_{d+1,d+1} where A_{ij} ∈ C^{2×2} , A_{i,d+1} ∈ C^{2×(n−2d)} , A_{d+1,j} ∈ C^{(n−2d)×2} , A_{d+1,d+1} ∈ C^{(n−2d)×(n−2d)} , i, j = 1, . . . , d. Then AX_0 = X_0A gives us A_{ij}S = SA_{ij}, SA_{i,d+1} = 0, A_{d+1,j} S = 0, i, j = 1, . . . , d; and therefore dim g_0 = 2 ( d 2 ) + d(n − 2d) + ( n − 2d 2 ) = ( n 2 ) + d^2 − nd. It follows from the orbit-stabilizer theorem that dim Z_d = dim O_n(C ) − dim G_0 = nd − d^2. □ Proposition 5.4. For each d = 1, . . . , ⌊n/2⌋, we have Z_d = Z_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z_d. The set Z_d is connected (resp. irreducible) unless n is even and d = n/2, in which case Z_d has two connected (resp. irreducible) components.

Proof. The first statement is clear from (19). Let I_{n−1,1} := diag(1, . . . , 1, −1) ∈ C^{n×n} . We have the disjoint union of cosets O_n(C ) = SO_n(C ) ⊔ ( I_{n−1,1} SO_n(C ) ) . This yields a decomposition Z_d = Z^0_d ∪ Z^1_d where

Z^0_d = { [X : 0] ∈ Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) : X = Q [ S ⊗ I_d 0 0 0 ] Q^T, Q ∈ SO_n(C ) } , Z^1_d = { [X : 0] ∈ Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) : X = QI_{n−1,1} [ S ⊗ I_d 0 0 0 ] I_{n−1,1}Q^T, Q ∈ SO_n(C ) } . Since SO_n(C ) is connected, both Z^0_d and Z^1_d are connected. If 1 ≤ d < n/2, then I_{n−1,1} [ S ⊗ I_d 0 0 0 ] I_{n−1,1} = [ S ⊗ I_d 0 0 0 ] ; so Z^0_d = Z^1_d and Z_d is connected. If n is even and d = n/2, then Z^0_d ∩ Z^1_d = ∅ and so Z_d has exactly two connected components. Observe also that ‘connected’ may be replaced by ‘irreducible’ throughout. □

We recall from Proposition 3.1 that I_{⌊n/2⌋,n} is the ideal of Gr_C (⌊n/2⌋, R^n ). Since Gr_C (⌊n/2⌋, R^n ) is an irreducible affine variety, this ideal is radical and prime. However, it is speculated in [12] that the conjectured limit ⟨X^2, tr(X)⟩ in Conjecture 5.1 may fail to be prime. This follows immediately from Proposition 5.4: If n is even, then Z ( ⟨X^2, tr(X)⟩ ) = {X ∈ S^2(C^n ) : X^2 = 0} ∼= Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ = Z_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z_{⌊n/2⌋} = Z_{⌊n/2⌋} has two irreducible components.

Theorem 5.5 (Projective closure of the Grassmannian). Let k, n ∈ Z_{++} with k ≤ ⌊n/2⌋ and let Z_1, . . . , Z_{⌊n/2⌋} be as in (19). Then

Gr_C (k, R^n ) = Gr_C (k, R^n ) ⊔ Z_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z_k, ∂ Gr_C (k, R^n ) = Z_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z_k = Z_k.

In particular, we have (20) ∂ Gr_C (⌊n/2⌋, R^n ) = {[X : 0] ∈ P(S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ) : X^2 = 0}.

Proof. It suffices to show that Gr_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ = Z_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z_k. By Lemma 5.3, we already have Gr^H_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ = Z_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z_{⌊n/2⌋}.

Since Gr_C (k, R^n ) ⊆ Gr^H_C (k, R^n ), we must have Gr_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ ⊆ Z_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z_{⌊n/2⌋}. Since Z_d is an O_n(C )-orbit, either Z_d ⊆ Gr_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ or Z_d ∩ Gr_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ = ∅, for any d = 1, . . . , ⌊n/2⌋. By Lemma 5.3, dim Z_d = d(n − d) > k(n − k) if n/2 ≥ d > k. Thus Z_d is not contained in Gr_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ if n/2 ≥ d > k, from which we deduce that Gr_C (k, R^n ) ∩ L_∞ ⊆ Z_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z_k.

For the reverse inclusion, set X_d = [_{S⊗Id 0} 0 0 ] and we will construct an approximation of [X_d : 0] by elements in Gr_C (k, R^n ) ⊆ P ( S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ) for each d = 1, . . . , k. Let

S_ε = 1 2 [ ε + i 1 1 −(ε + i) ] , T_ε = 1 2 [ ε √ 2εi √ 2εi −ε ] , 0 < ε < 1. Then S^2_ε = T^2_ε = ε(ε + 2i) 4 I_2, tr(S_ε) = tr(T_ε) = 0, lim_{ε→0} S_ε = S, lim_{ε→0} T_ε = 0.

Now let

X_d(ε) :=

S_ε ⊗ I_d 0 0 0 T_ε ⊗ I_{k−d} 0 0^1_2 √ ε(ε + 2i)I_{n−2k} ∈ S^2(C^n )

so that X_d(ε)^2 − ε(ε + 2i) 4 I_n = 0, tr(X_d(ε)) − 1 2 (n − 2k) √ ε(ε + 2i) = 0.

Hence we have [

X_d(ε) : √ ε(ε + 2i) 2 ] ∈ Gr_C (k, R^n ) ⊆ P(S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ) and lim_{ε→0} [ X_d(ε) : √ ε(ε + 2i) 2 ] = [X_d : 0]

as required. □

As a consequence of Theorem 5.5, we have the following set-theoretic characterization of Gr_C (k, R^n ).

Corollary 5.6 (Equations of projective closure). For positive integers k ≤ n, the projective closure of Gr_C (k, R^n ) is given by

(21) Gr_C (k, R^n ) = { [X : t] ∈ P(S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ) :

X^2 − t^2I_n = 0, rank(X + tI_n) ≤ k, rank(X − tI_n) ≤ n − k } . Proof. By Theorem 5.5, each [X : t] ∈ Gr_C (k, R^n ) must satisfy the three conditions in (21). Conversely, if t = 0 and [X : 0] ∈ P(S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ) satisfies the three conditions in (21), then setting d := rank(X) ≤ min{k, n − k} gives us [X : 0] ∈ Z_d ⊆ Gr_C (k, R^n ). If t ≠ 0, we may assume t = 1. If [X : 1] ∈ P(S^2(C^n ) ⊕ C ) satisfies the three conditions in (21), then the eigenvalues of X ∈ S^2(C^n ) ∩ O_n(C ) must be 1 and −1 with multiplicities at least k and n − k respectively — but this compels them to be exactly k and n − k. □

6. Conclusion

The degree and projective closure are arguably the two most fundamental properties of an embedded variety from an algebraic geometric perspective. This article provides complete characterizations for Gr(k, R^n ) embedded via (1) or (2). The Grassmannian is, in addition, a smooth manifold and (1) and (2) embed Gr(k, R^n ) in S^2(R^n ) or O_n(R). From a differential geometric perspective, these embeddings call for a study of their second fundamental forms and condition numbers, which we will provide in future work.

Note. Discussions of the quadratic model, also called (a, b)-model in some of our earlier manuscripts, Gr_{a,b}(k, n) := {W ∈ R^{n×n} : W^T = W, (W − aI)(W − bI) = 0, tr(W ) = ka + (n − k)b}, have been moved into a new manuscript [30]. In particular Theorem 6.1 appears as [30, Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.2]. All results in Sections 3 and 4 apply verbatim to the quadratic model and all results in Section 5 apply with minor adjustments. Note that (a, b) = (1, −1) gives the involution model and (a, b) = (1, 0) the projection model.

References

[1] E. S. Allman and J. A. Rhodes. Phylogenetic ideals and varieties for the general Markov model. Adv. in Appl.

Math., 40(2):127–148, 2008.

[2] S. Anan’in and C. H. Grossi. Differential geometry of Grassmannians and the Plücker map. Cent. Eur. J. Math., 10(3):873–884, 2012.

[3] D. A. Bayer. The division algorithm and the Hilbert scheme. Ph.D. Thesis, Harvard University, ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 1982.

[4] B. Binegar. On the evaluation of some Selberg-like integrals. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 343(2):601–620, 2008. [5] A. A. Borisenko and Y. A. Nikolayevsky. Grassmann manifolds and the grassmann image of submanifolds. Russ.

Math. Surv., 46(2):45–94, 1991.

[6] J. Buczyński, A. Ginensky, and J. M. Landsberg. Determinantal equations for secant varieties and the Eisenbud– Koh–Stillman conjecture. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2), 88(1):1–24, 2013.

[7] A. R. Calderbank, R. H. Hardin, E. M. Rains, P. W. Shor, and N. J. A. Sloane. A group-theoretic framework for the construction of packings in Grassmannian spaces. J. Algebraic Combin., 9(2):129–140, 1999.

[8] Y. Chikuse. Statistics on special manifolds, volume 174 of Lecture Notes in Statistics. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY, 2003.

[9] A. Conca and M. Varbaro. Square-free Gröbner degenerations. Invent. Math., 221(3):713–730, 2020. [10] J. H. Conway, R. H. Hardin, and N. J. A. Sloane. Packing lines, planes, etc.: packings in Grassmannian spaces.

Experiment. Math., 5(2):139–159, 1996.

[11] J. Demmel and P. Koev. Accurate and efficient evaluation of Schur and Jack functions. Math. Comp., 75(253):223–239, 2006.

[12] K. Devriendt, H. Friedman, and B. Sturmfels. The two lives of the grassmannian. arXiv:2401.03684, 2024. [13] M. Ehler and M. Gräf. Reproducing kernels for the irreducible components of polynomial spaces on unions of Grassmannians. Constr. Approx., 49(1):29–58, 2019.

[14] D. Eisenbud. Commutative algebra, volume 150 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY, 1995.

[15] D. Eisenbud, J. Koh, and M. Stillman. Determinantal equations for curves of high degree. Amer. J. Math., 110(3):513–539, 1988.

[16] S. Friedland and E. Gross. A proof of the set-theoretic version of the salmon conjecture. J. Algebra, 356:374–379, 2012.

[17] F. R. Gantmacher. Applications of the theory of matrices. Interscience Publishers, New York, NY, 1959. [18] R. Goodman and N. R. Wallach. Symmetry, representations, and invariants, volume 255 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, Dordrecht, 2009.

[19] P. Griffiths and J. Harris. Principles of algebraic geometry. Wiley Classics Library. John Wiley and Sons, New York, NY, 1994.

[20] P. A. Griffiths. Infinitesimal variations of Hodge structure. III. Determinantal varieties and the infinitesimal invariant of normal functions. Compositio Math., 50(2-3):267–324, 1983.

[21] R. Hartshorne. Algebraic geometry, volume No. 52 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY, 1977.

[22] D. Huybrechts. The geometry of cubic hypersurfaces, volume 206 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2023.

[23] V. Kharlamov and O. Y. Viro. Easy reading on topology of real plane algebraic curves, 2002. [24] R. S. Kulkarni. On complexifications of real manifolds. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 72(11):4210, 1975. [25] R. S. Kulkarni. On complexifications of differentiable manifolds. Invent. Math., 44(1):46–64, 1978. [26] Z. Lai, L.-H. Lim, and K. Ye. Simpler Grassmannian optimization. arXiv:2009.13502, 2020. [27] J. M. Landsberg and L. Manivel. Construction and classification of complex simple Lie algebras via projective geometry. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 8(1):137–159, 2002.

[28] J. M. Landsberg and L. Manivel. On the ideals of secant varieties of Segre varieties. Found. Comput. Math., 4(4):397–422, 2004.

[29] J. M. Landsberg and J. Weyman. On tangential varieties of rational homogeneous varieties. J. Lond. Math. Soc.

(2), 76(2):513–530, 2007.

[30] L.-H. Lim and K. Ye. Simple matrix models for the flag, Grassmann, and Stiefel manifolds. arXiv:2407.13482, 2024.

[31] I. G. Macdonald. Symmetric functions and Hall polynomials. Oxford Classic Texts in the Physical Sciences.

Oxford University Press, New York, NY, second edition, 2015.

[32] P. Mattila. Geometry of sets and measures in Euclidean spaces, volume 44 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995.

[33] M. Michałek and B. Sturmfels. Invitation to nonlinear algebra, volume 211 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics.

American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2021.

[34] D. Mumford. Varieties defined by quadratic equations. In Questions on Algebraic Varieties, Centro Internazionale Matematico Estivo, pages 29–100. Ed. Cremonese, Rome, 1970.

[35] J. Nash. Real algebraic manifolds. Ann. of Math. (2), 56:405–421, 1952.

[36] L. I. Nicolaescu. Lectures on the geometry of manifolds. World Scientific Publishing, Hackensack, NJ, third edition, 2021.

[37] L. Oeding. Set-theoretic defining equations of the tangential variety of the Segre variety. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 215(6):1516–1527, 2011.

[38] L. Pachter and B. Sturmfels, editors. Algebraic statistics for computational biology. Cambridge University Press, New York, NY, 2005.

[39] P. Popescu-Pampu. What is the genus?, volume 2162 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, 2016. [40] M. S. Ravi. Determinantal equations for secant varieties of curves. Comm. Algebra, 22(8):3103–3106, 1994. [41] G. Sonnevend, J. Stoer, and G. Zhao. On the complexity of following the central path of linear programs by linear extrapolation. II. volume 52, pages 527–553. 1991.

[42] M. C. Tsakiris, L. Peng, A. Conca, L. Kneip, Y. Shi, and H. Choi. An algebraic-geometric approach for linear regression without correspondences. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 66(8):5130–5144, 2020.

[43] H. Whitney and F. Bruhat. Quelques propriétés fondamentales des ensembles analytiques-réels. Comment. Math.

Helv., 33:132–160, 1959.

[44] G. Zhao. Representing the space of linear programs as the Grassmann manifold. Math. Program., 121(2, Ser.

A):353–386, 2010.

Computational and Applied Mathematics Initiative, Department of Statistics, University of Chicago, Chicago, IL 60637-1514.

Email address: lekheng@uchicago.edu

KLMM, Academy of Mathematics and Systems Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China

Email address: keyk@amss.ac.cn