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NONCOMMUTATIVE POLYNOMIALS NONNEGATIVE ON A
VARIETY INTERSECT A CONVEX SET

J. WILLIAM HELTON!, IGOR KLEP?, AND CHRISTOPHER. S. NELSON?

ABSTRACT. By a result of Helton and McCullough [HM12], open bounded convex free
semialgebraic sets are exactly open (matricial) solution sets D§ of a linear matrix inequality
(LMI) L(X) = 0. This paper gives a precise algebraic certificate for a polynomial being
nonnegative on a convex semialgebraic set intersect a variety, a so-called “Perfect” Posi-
tivstellensatz.

For example, given a generic convex free semialgebraic set D3 we determine all “(strong
sense) defining polynomials” p for Dg. Such polynomials must have the form

finite finite
p=1L (Z q;-kqi> L+ (L+C)" L(r;L+Cy),
i J

where ¢;,7; are matrices of polynomials, and C; are real matrices satisfying C; L = LC}.
This follows from our general result for a given linear pencil L and a finite set I of rows
of polynomials. A matrix polynomial p is positive where L is positive and all + € I vanish
if and only if
finite finite finite

(P) p=Y_0ipit+ Y G La+ Y (e + k),

where each p;, ¢; and 7, are matrices of polynomials of appropriate dimension, and each
tr is an element of the “L-real radical” of I. In this representation, we can restrict p;, ¢,
1 and rg to be elements of a low-dimensional subspace of matrices of polynomials, and in
particular, their degrees depend in a very tame way only on the degree of p and the degrees
of the elements of I. Further, this paper gives an efficient algorithm for computing the
L-real radical of I.
This Positivstellensatz extends and unifies two different lines of results:
(1) the free real Nullstellensatz of [CHMN13, Nel] which gives an algebraic certificate
corresponding to one polynomial being zero on the free variety where others are zero;
this is (P) with L = 1;
(2) the convex Positivstellensatz of [HKM12, KS11] which is (P) without I; i.e., I = {0}.
The representation (P) has a number of additional consequences which will be presented.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this section we introduce the main concepts which will be used throughout this
paper. Subsections 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4 give basic definitions and include Theorem 1.1 which
characterizes “defining polynomials” of a convex free semialgebraic set. Subsequently §1.5,
§1.6 give more definitions and then in §1.7 we state our main general result Theorem 1.9
followed by statements of corollaries. The paper is devoted to proving these things and
giving algorithms; a guide to the presentation is §1.8.

1.1. Notation. Given positive integers v and /£, let R**¢ denote the space of v x { real
matrices. We use E;; € R to denote the matrix unit with a 1 as the ij entry and a 0
for all other entries. If v = 1, then Ej; = e; € R is the row vector with 1 as the j™ entry
and a 0 as all other entries. Let Id, € R**” denote the v x v identity matrix. The transpose
of a matrix A € R"*? will be denoted by A* € R*¥ and S¥ C R*** is the space of real

symmetric k X k matrices.

1.2. Non-Commutative Polynomials. Let (x,z*) be the monoid freely generated by = =
(z1,...,74) and o* = (27],...,2;)—that is, (x,2") consists of words in the 2g free letters
Ti, ..., Ty, T, ..., Ty, including the empty word &, which plays the role of the identity 1.
Let R(z, z*) denote the R-algebra freely generated by (z,z*), i.e., the elements of R{x, z*)
are polynomials in the non-commuting variables (z, *) with coefficients in R. Call elements
of R{x, z*) non-commutative or NC polynomials.

The involution on R(z,z*) is defined linearly so that (z})* = z; for each variable x;
and (pq)* = ¢*p* for each p,q € R{x,z*). For example,

k ok %k

(1’1252.]73 + 2.77;5(71 — Ig)* = X3ToTq + 21’){253 — LU;’

1.2.1. Ewvaluation of NC Polynomials. NC polynomials can be evaluated at a tuple of ma-
trices in a natural way. Let X = (Xi,...,X,) be a tuple of real n x n matrices, that is
X € (R™™)?. Given p € R(z,x*), let p(X) denote the matrix defined by replacing each z;
in p with X;, each z7 in p with X/, and replacing the empty word with Id,. Observe that

2

p*(X) = p(X)* for all p € R(z, z*).

For example, if
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then
p(X) =X —2X, X5 —31d,

G606
(i s)

1.2.2. Matrices of NC Polynomials. The space of v x ¢ matrices with entries in R(z, z*) will
be denoted as R”**(z, z*). Each p € R”**(z,z*) can be expressed as

p= Z Ay @w e R @ R{x,z*).
we(z,x*)
Given a tuple X of real n x n matrices, let p(X) denote
p(X) = Z A, ® 'LU(X) c Runxén’
we (x,z*)

where ® denotes the Kronecker tensor product. The involution on R**¢(z, z*) is given by

*

Pt = Z Ay @w | = Z Ar @w* € R™(z, z%).
we(x,z*) we(x,z*)
Note that if X is a tuple of matrices, then p*(X) = p(X)*. If p € R"*"(x,x*), we say p is
symmetric if p = p*.

1.2.3. Degree of NC Polynomials. Let |w| denote the length of a word w € (x,z*). A
monomial in R”**(z,z*) is a polynomial of the form E;; ® m, where m € (z,2*). The
length or degree of a monomial E;; ® m is |E;; ® m| := |m|. The set of all monomials in
R¥*¢(z, x*) is a vector space basis for R”*¢{x, x*).

If p is a NC polynomial, define the degree of p, denoted deg(p), to be the largest degree
of any monomial appearing in p. A NC polynomial p is homogeneous of degree d if every
monomial appearing in p has degree d. If W is a subspace of R"**(x), define Wy to be the
space spanned by all elements of W with degree at most d, and define W}°™ to be the space
spanned by all elements of W which are homogeneous of degree d.

1.2.4. Operations on Sets. If A, B C R"*(z, x*), then define A+ B to be the set of polyno-
mials of the form a + b, with a € A, b € B. In the case that AN B = {0}, we also denote
A+ B as A @ B—the expression A @ B always asserts that AN B = {0}. If A C R"*/(x)
and B C R™?(x), let AB C R"*?(x,x*) denote the span of all polynomials of the form ab,
with a € A, b€ B. If A C Rz, 2*), then A* = {a* | a € A} C R®>¥(z,2*). If A C RV*¢
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and B C R(z,z*), then A ® B is defined to be the span of all simple tensors a ® b, where
a€ Aandbe B.

If p € RV(z,x*), then expressions of the form p + A, pB, Cp, D ® p, where A, B, C,
and D, are sets, denote {p} + A, {p}B, C{p}, and D ® {p} respectively.

1.2.5. Positivity sets. Given a symmetric matrix of NC polynomials p, define its positivity
domain D, by

Dy(n) = {X € (R’ : p(X) = 0} C (R™")? D, = JD,(n).
If p(0) > 0 we also introduce
D,(n)° := principal component of {X € (R"*")”: p(X) = 0} D, :=U,Dy(n)°

and its (detailed) boundary 8/1\7; defined by
dD, = {(X,v): X € D3, p(X)v =0}

1.3. Linear Pencils. A linear pencil is a symmetric polynomial L € R**¥(z, z*), for some
v € N, with deg(L) < 1. Every v x v linear pencil can be expressed as

L:A0+A1®CE1—|—"'+Ag®{Eg+AI®$I+---+A;®x;,

where each A; € R"*” and Ay is symmetric. A linear pencil is monic if Ag = L(0) = Id,.
For the purposes of this paper, we still call L a linear pencil even if Ay # 0.

A linear matrix inequality or (LMI) is an expression of the form L(x) > 0, where
L is a linear pencil and z is a tuple of real scalar variables. When z is a tuple of real scalar
variables, the set Dy (1) is the positivity set of L or the spectrahedron defined by L. Op-
timization of linear objective functions over spectrahedra is called semidefinite programming
(SDP) [BV96, Tod01, WSV00], and is an important subfield of convex optimization.

One problem which arises in SDP is dealing with spectrahedra with empty interior.
Every convex set with empty interior is contained in an affine hyperplane; we call these thin
convex sets. A spectrahedron which is not thin will be called thick. Hence a spectrahedron
is thick if it is the closure of its interior. Correspondingly we refer to thin and thick linear
pencils L as those for which Dy (1) is thin, or respectively thick. A paper of Klep and
Schweighofer gives an iterative process for finding a set of linear polynomials in R[z| whose
zero set defines the affine subspace in which a spectrahedron lies [KS13, §3].

A matricial relaxation of an LMI is an expression of the form L(X) > 0, where X
is a tuple of square matrix variables. Over R(z,z*), the matricial relaxation of an LMI is
important because every convex bounded noncommutative basic open semialgebraic set D)
is the positivity set D} of a some linear pencil L; see [HM12]. Sets of the form Df are called
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free open spectrahedra, while D;, are free spectrahedra. Further, one can use results
on the matricial relaxation of an LMI to prove new results about the original, scalar LMI.

1.4. Behavior of Polynomials on Real Zero Sets. One of our main themes is taking into
account behavior of zero sets. For the free algebra R(x, 2*), there is a “Real Nullstellensatz”.
Let p1,...,pk,q € R{z,2*). If ¢(X)v = 0 for every (X,v) € [J,cy (R™")? x R™ such that
p(X)v = -+ = pp(X)v = 0, then ¢ is an element of the “real radical” of the left ideal
generated by pi, ..., px, see [CHMN13]. In [Nel] this result was generalized to R***(z, z*).
For sake of completeness we mention the free analog of Hilbert’s (complex) Nullstellensatz
is given in [HMPO07].

Now we lay out noncommutative analogs of several notions of classical (commutative)
real algebraic geometry.

1.4.1. Left R{x,z*)-Modules. For matrices of NC polynomials we need to adapt the notion
of left ideal and real left ideal. The space R***(z,z*) is a left R{x, z*)-module with the
following action: if ¢ € R{z,2*), A € R"*! and r € R{x, 2*), then

qg-(Ar):=(0d, ®q)(A®r)=ARqr,

where Id, € R"*” denotes the v x v identity matrix. In the sequel, we will simplify notation
by identifying ¢ with Id, ® ¢ and simply writing ¢(A ® r) when we mean ¢ - (A ® ). We
will also simplify our terminology by referring to left R(z, z*)-submodules I C R***(x, z*)
as left modules.

1.4.2. Zero Sets of Left R(x,x*)-Modules. For S C R (z, 2*), for each n € N, define
V(S)™ to be

V(S)™ = {(X,v) € (R™™)9 x R™ | p(X)v = 0 for every p € S},

and let V(5) be
S) = [JV(s)™
neN

IfW C U, en(R™™)9 x R, define Z(W) to be
T(W) = {p € Rz, 2*) | p(X)v =0 for every (X,v) € W}.

The set Z(W) C R (x,2*) is clearly a left module. If I C R™(z,2*) is a left module,
define the (vanishing) radical of I to be

VI :=Z(V(I)).
Finally, we define the free Zariski closure, Z(WW), of W to be
Z(W) = V(Z(W)).
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Before launching into full generality we give an appealing corollary of our main results;
our concern here is the nature of defining polynomials for Dy ; namely, a polynomial p which
is nonnegative on Dy, with Dy = D;. The following theorem applies to monic pencils L with
the rather natural zero determining property:

(1.1) Z(0D,) = V(L) = {(X,v) : L(X)v=0}.

Theorem 1.1 (Randstellensatz). Let L € R (x 2*) be a monic linear pencil with the zero
determining property. Let p € R™>(x x*). Then

D,CD, and 8D, CID,
if and only if

finite finite
p=1L <Z q;‘qi> L+ (rL+Cy)" L(r,L+Cy)
( J
where each q; € Rz, x*), each r; € Rz, 2*), and each C; € R satisfies C;L = LC;.
Proof. See §5. [

This describes all p which are defining polynomials of D with boundary containment
happening in a strong sense. It is a slight superset of this class, since if ¢;L an ;L + C; all
vanish simultaneously on a big enough set, then p might define a smaller set than D.

The zero determining property holds for an ¢ x ¢ pencil L provided that

(a) deg(det L) = ¢; and
(b) det L is the smallest degree polynomial vanishing on 0Dy (1);

see Corollary 5.5(2). These properties are easy to check with computer algebra, and they
hold generically (see Corollary 5.6).

We now move towards the presentation of our main theorem. Its generality forces a
number of definitions.

1.4.3. Real Left Modules. In classical real algebraic geometry [BCR9S8, Las10, Lau09, Mar08,
PDO01, Put93, Sce09] at the core of the real Nullstellensatz are real ideals and the real radical
of an ideal. These correspond to vanishing ideals of a variety. Now we shall study a variety
intersect a positivity domain D;. The appropriate notion in free algebras is what we call
L-real left modules and L-real radicals. We now introduce them.

Let I C R™z,z*) be a left module, and L € R***(z,z*). We say that I is L-real if

whenever
finite finite

Zp;kpi + Z q'Lg; € R™ + 'R
i ;
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for some p; € RV (z, 2*) and ¢; € R*(z, z*), then each p; € I and each Lg; € R"*'I. Note
that R*![ is the subspace of £ x ¢ matrices whose rows are elements of I, and (R*[)* =

I*R'™ ¢ is the subspace of ¢ x ¢ matrices whose columns are elements of I*. We call I real if
it is L-real for L = 1.

The following result shows that no generality is lost by defining a real left module in
terms of only rows of matrices.

Proposition 1.2. A left module I C R (x, 2*) is L-real if and only if whenever

finite finite
(1.2) > pipi+ Y ¢ Lg; € R + 'RV

J

for some p; € RY* (x, 2*) and ¢; € RV (x, z*), then each p; € RY> and each Lg; € R**'1I.

Proof. One direction is clear. For the converse, suppose [ is L-real, and suppose that (1.2)
holds. For polynomials p; € R*"**(x, 2*) we have

v

pipi =pi1d, pi = piE;pi = (€5p:) (e]pi),
j=1

j=1
so that

finite finite finite v; finite

Z Pipi + Z q;Lg; = Z Z(e;pi)*(e;pi) + Z q;Lq; € R 4+ RV

i j i j=1 j
Since [ is L-real, each ejp; € I and each Lg; € R¥*]. Therefore, for each i,
pi=1d,, pi = Z eje;p; € RYi*LT, [
j=1

Corollary 1.3. A left module I C Rz, 2*) is real if and only if whenever

finite

(1.3) Zp;kpi e R + "R,
for some p; € RY>**(x z*), then each p; € RV*11I.

Here is a connection between vanishing sets and real left modules:
Proposition 1.4. Let V C |, .y(R™")? x R™. The space
Tp(V) = {p € Rz, 2*) | p(X)v =0 for all (X,v) € Z(V) satisfying L(X) = 0}

is an L-real left module.
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Proof. Suppose
finite finite

> pipi+ Y qiLg € RN TL(V) + T (V)R
( J

where each p; € R (z,2*) and each ¢; € R”**. For each (X,v) € V with L(X) = 0, we

have
finite finite

S VB PO+ D v (X) LX) (X)w = 0.

Therefore p;(X)v = 0 and L(X)g;(X)v = 0, which implies that each p; € J.(V), and each
Lg; € RZLT,(V). o

Corollary 1.5. Let V C |, .n(R™™)¢ x R™. The space Z(V) C R™(z,2*) is a real left
module.

1.4.4. The Real Radical. We now introduce a generalization of the real radical of a left
module for use in studying the positivity set of a linear pencil L. Just like the vanishing
radical of I consists of polynomials vanishing on the variety V(I), the L-real radical of I
consists of polynomials vanishing on the intersection of V' (I) with the positivity set Dy, of
L, see Proposition 1.6 below.

An intersection of L-real left modules is itself an L-real left module. Define the L-real
radical of a left module I C R™*(z, z*) to be

R/T = ﬂ J = the smallest L-real left module containing 1.

JDI
J L-real

The L-real radical of I with L = 1 is called the real radical of I and denoted by V1.
As we explain later, the article [Nel] in §9.1 presents an algorithm for computing V1 for a
finitely-generated left module I C RY™(x, z*).

Proposition 1.4 implies that for each left module I C R (x, 2*),
1CVICVI

Much more difficult to prove is ¥/I = +/T for finitely generated I, and this is [Nel, Theorem
1.3]. We also describe this here in §4.5 in the context of our more general theory.

That L-real radicals are closely related to vanishing-positivity is shown in the next
proposition, where we show that ‘4/I is the vanishing ideal (i.e., a “free Zariski closure”) of

V(I) N Dy. More precisely, ‘1 =Z(Z(V(I)NDy)).

Proposition 1.6. Let L € RV (x, z*) be a linear pencil. Let I C R™x, 2*) be a finitely-
generated left module, and let p € R™(x, z*). Then p(X)v = 0 whenever (X,v) € V(I) and
L(X) = 0 if and only if p € V1T
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The proof requires some of the heaviest results of this paper and is presented in §4.7.

1.5. Right Chip Spaces. We now introduce a natural class of polynomials needed for the
proofs, chip spaces. Also we state our main theorems in terms of chip spaces since keeping
track of the chip space where each polynomial lies adds significant generality, and leads to
optimal degree and size bounds; cf. [KP10].

Consider R (z, z*). A monomial ¢; ® a divides another monomial e; @ b on the
right if 1 = j and b = wa for some w € (z,2*) so that w(e; ® a) = e; @ b. If additionally
e;@a # e;®b, then e; ® a properly divides e; ®b on the right. We call ¢; ®a a (proper)
right chip of e; ® b if e; ® a (properly) divides it on the right.

A vector subspace € C R™¢(z,2*) is a right chip space if € is spanned by a set of
monomials such that whenever e; ® wywews, e; ® ws € € for some wy, we, ws € (x,z*), then
e; @ wowsz € €. A right chip space € is finite if € is finite dimensional. A right chip space €
is full if for each e¢; ® w € €, all right chips of ¢; ® w are in € as well.

Example 1.7. The space R™(z, 2*)4, the space of all 1 x £ matrix NC polynomials of
degree bounded by d, is a full, finite right chip space.

For a finitely-generated left module I C R™¥(z, 2*) we can find full, finite right chip
spaces € C RY>¥(x, 2*) such that the generators of I are in the space R{x,z*),€.

Example 1.8. Let I C R™(x 2*) be generated by some polynomials in the span of the
monomials myq, ..., my. The space

¢ := span{m € R™*(x, 2*) | m a proper right chip of some m;}

is a full, finite right chip space such that R(z, z*);€ contains all the generators of I.

At first reading the main results of this paper, soon to be stated, the reader should just
think of € as being RY*(x, 2*)4, cf. Example 1.7.

An appeal of right chip spaces is they are easily computable.

1.6. (L,)-Real Radical Modules. Chip spaces lead to an extension of the notion of an
L-real radical of a left module.

Let [ C R (z, 2*) be a left module, let L € R (x,z*), and let € C R (x,2*) be a
right chip space. We say that [ is (L, €)-real if whenever

finite finite

(1.4) > pipi+ Y qLg € R+ 'R

J
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for some p; € € and ¢; € R'€, then each p; € I and each Lg; € RV'I. We say [ is
strongly (L, €)-real if whenever (1.4) holds, then each p; € I and each ¢; € RV*!I.

Define the (L, €)-real radical of I to be

VT = ﬂ J = smallest (L, €)-real left module containing I.

J2I
J (L,€)-real

Define the strong (L, €)-real radical of I to be

ORI = ﬂ J = smallest strongly (L, €)-real left module containing I.
J2I
J strongly
(L,€)-real
If ¢ = RV (x,2*), we omit it and talk about L-real modules, and the (strongly) L-real
radical of I. These definitions extend the notion of a real module as given in §1.4, e.g. a left
module [ is real if it is 1-real. As we will see in §7 all these real radicals are algorithmically

computable.

1.7. Overview. The main results and some consequences. The main general result
of this paper is the following theorem, proved in §4. At first reading the reader is advised to
think of € as all of RV (x, 2*).

Theorem 1.9. Suppose L € R**(z,x*) is a linear pencil. Let € C Rz, z*) be a fi-
nite chip space, let I C Rz, 2*) be a left R(x,x*)-module generated by polynomials in
Rz, 2*)1€, and let p € CR{x, x*)1€ be a symmetric polynomial.

(1) v*p(X)v > 0 whenever (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) = 0 if and only if p is of the form

finite finite finite

(1.5) p=> pipi+ Y aLe+ ) (riw+tir)

where each p;,ry € €, each q; € R™'€ and each v, € YT N Rz, 2%), €.
(2) v*p(X)v > 0 whenever (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) > 0, if and only if p is of the form (1.5)
where each p;, 1 € €, each q; € R"*'€ and each v, € (L’Q)WOR@,:C*MC

Remark 1.10. Our machinery of chip spaces allows us to give additional information on
the size of the testing matrices X in (1) and (2). Indeed, for certain cases we shall obtain
provably optimal size and degree bounds; see §4.4 for details.

Theorem 1.9 is a general theorem from which we deduce several interesting corollaries.
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1.7.1. A Real Nullstellensatz for R"**(z,z*). One corollary is [Nel, Theorem 1.3], which is
that paper’s main theorem and is a generalization of the Real Nullstellensatz from [CHMN13].
The heavy machinery developed in [Nel] which is used to prove this is also essential to many
proofs in this paper.

Corollary 1.11 ([Nel, Theorem 1.3]). Let pi,...,pr be such that each p; € R">**(x, x*)
for some v; € N. Suppose q € RV x,2*), with v € N, has the property that whenever
p1(X)v, ..., pe(X)v =0, where (X, v) € U, cy(R™™)9 x R, then ¢(X)v = 0. Then q is an
element of the space I defined by

k
I=R""vY R, 2)p;.

1=1

Consequently, if the left module

k
(1.6) > Rz, 2%)p;
i=1

is real, and if ¢(X)v = 0 whenever p1(X)v,...,pp(X)v =0, then q is of the form
q="Tip1+ -+ TEPk

for some r; € R"*Vi(x, x*).
Proof. See §4.5. [

1.7.2. Convez Positivstellensatz. Applying Theorem 1.9 in the case I = {0} gives an ex-
tension of the Convex Positivstellensatz of Helton, Klep, and McCullough [HKM12] to the
case where the positivity set Dy, of a linear pencil L may have empty interior. This is given
in Corollary 4.3. Note also that Corollary 4.3 gives a substantial refinement of the degree
bounds obtained in [HKM12] by using right chip spaces.

1.7.3. Thick Pencils. Some basic properties of L-real radicals follow from Theorem 1.9.

Proposition 1.12. Let L € Rz, x*) be a monic linear pencil and let I, = R (z, 2*) L.

Then Iy, = /1, = /1.

This will be proved in §5.

We note L having the zero determining property (1.1) is equivalent to the statement
(R/I; = I;. This is a consequence of Propositions 1.12 and 1.6, and by Corollary 5.5 this
holds for a generic and computationally checkable L. Of course for any L we have Z (57\32)
is contained in V' (L), that is, X/T;, D Ir.
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1.7.4. Thin Pencils. In §6 we will use the main theorem of this paper, Theorem 1.9, to
prove results about LMIs with empty interior, i.e., thin spectrahedra. More precisely, if L is
a linear pencil which defines a thin spectrahedron we will apply the main theorem to L with
I = {0} to prove results about thin spectrahedra. In §7.2.1 we give an efficient algorithm
for computing the affine hull (i.e., the smallest affine subspace containing it) of the thin
spectrahedron Dy (1).

There is an appealing connection between the space (L\)/m and its corresponding ideal
in R[z], the space of polynomials in commuting variables. We say that the commutative
collapse of a polynomial p € R(x,z*) to R[z] is the polynomial produced by letting the
variables in p commute and setting + = z*. The commutative collapse of a subset
S C R(x,z*) to R[z] is the set of projections of all the elements of S to R[x]. There is a
natural decomposition of a thin linear pencil in terms of a thick one restricted to a special

subspace as we now describe.

Theorem 1.13. Let L € R”¥[z] be a linear pencil, where v = (x1,...,2,) is a tuple of
commuting variables. Let I C Rlz| be the commutative collapse of “{/{0} onto R|x].

(1) I C R[z| is an ideal generated by linear polynomials.
(2) There exists a linear pencil L € RV V' [x], where V' < v, whose positivity set has nonempty
interior such that

{r €RY | L(z) = 0} = {x € RY | L(z) > 0 and v(z) = 0 for each 1 € I}.

The proof of Theorem 1.13 is based on taking I = {0}, p = 1 and will be given in §6.3.

Geometrically, Theorem 1.13 implies that given a linear pencil L which defines a spec-
trahedron with empty interior, either the spectrahedron Dy (1) is empty—that is, L(z) »= 0
is infeasible—or it can be viewed as a spectrahedron with non-empty interior lying inside a
proper affine subspace of RY. In §7.2 we give an algorithm for computing the ideal I C R[z]
and the linear pencil L € RY*[z] described in Theorem 1.13. In particular, we will see
that the algorithm discussed in Theorem 1.14 is a generalization of the process of finding
the affine subspace on which a spectrahedron lies, as given in [KS13].

1.7.5. Algorithms. Applying Theorem 1.9 requires one to compute the (L, &)-real radical
of a left module /. In §7 we will present an algorithm for doing so. In addition, in §7
we also give more refined algorithms for the special cases of computing ¥/7 and (m.
This generalizes the algorithm for the special case L = 1 found in [Nel]. Here is a theorem
listing the algorithms’ desirable properties. We emphasize this algorithm works even for
polynomials L € R"*¥(z, 2*) which are not linear.
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Theorem 1.14. Let L € R”*"(z,x*), be a symmetric polynomial, let € C R (x, 2*) be a
finite right chip space, and let I C R™(x, 2*) be a left module. The L-Real Radical algorithm
for “S/T in §7.5 has the following properties.

(1) The algorithm terminates in a finite number of steps.

(2) If I is generated by polynomials in R(z, z*),&, then the algorithm involves computations
on polynomials in R(z, z*),C.

(3) The algorithm outputs a left Grébner basis for “S/I.

1.7.6. Completely Positive Maps. In §8 we apply our results on thin spectrahedra to give
algebraic certificates for completely positive maps between (nonunital) subspaces of matrix
algebras. We shall see that complete positivity of a map is equivalent to LMI domination
between a pair of associated linear pencils.

1.8. Context and Reader’s Guide. To give a broad perspective on the topic of this
paper we point out that it fits in the area of Free Real Algebraic Geometry. This in turn
lies within the booming area called Free Analysis the earliest and most developed branch of
which is Free Probability, see [VDN92] for a survey. Also developing rapidly is Free Analytic
Function Theory, see [Voi04, Voil0, KVV, MS11, Poel0, AM, BB07]. We refer the reader
to NCAlgebra [HOSM] and NCSOStools [CKP11] for computer algebra packages adapted to
deal with free noncommuting variables.

While Free Null-Positivstellensitze as we develop in this paper date back less than
a decade, already Free Positivstellensiatze have found physical applications. For instance,
applications to quantum physics are explained by Pironio, Navascués, Acin [PNA10] who
also consider computational aspects related to noncommutative sum of squares. Doherty,
Liang, Toner, Wehner [DLTWO08| employ free positivity and the Positivstellensatz [HMO04]
to consider the quantum moment problem and multi-prover games.

Turning from the general to the very specific we describe the organization of the rest
of this paper. §2 proves some basic results about L-real radicals and (L, €)-left modules.
§3 describes how to construct positive linear functionals on spaces of square matrices of NC
polynomials for use in the proof of the main theorem. §4 proves the main result, Theorem
1.9, and many of the corollaries of this paper. §5 proves Theorem 1.1 and Proposition
1.12, which pertain to thick spectrahedra. §6 characterizes the L-real radical of {0}, which
pertains to thin spectrahedra. §7 describes algorithms for computing different real radicals
appearing in our main results; many of these algorithms are improvements on previously
known algorithms. §8 gives nonlinear algebraic certificates for complete positivity of maps
between (nonunital) subspaces of matrix algebras. Finally, §9 gives direct analogs of the
results of this paper in the case where all the variables x; are symmetric.


http://math.ucsd.edu/~ncalg
http://ncsostools.fis.unm.si
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2. PROPERTIES OF (L, ¢)-REAL LEFT MODULES

In this section we prove some useful properties of (L, €)-real left modules I C RY™(x, x*).
Here L € RV*¥(x, x*) is a matrix polynomial, and € C R¢(x, 2*) is a right chip space.

2.1. L-Real Left Modules. One class of L-real left modules which arise naturally are left
modules Z({(X,v)}), where X is a tuple of matrices with L(X) = 0; cf. Proposition 1.4 in
§1.4.3.

Proposition 2.1. Let L € R"*¥(x,x*) be a symmetric polynomial, and let X € (R™™)9 be
such that L(X) = 0. For each vector v € R™, the left module Z({(X,v)}) is L-real. If also
L(X) = 0, then Z({(X,v)}) is strongly L-real for each v.

Proof. Suppose

finite finite

Z_p:pi + Z ¢;Lq; € R™I({(X,v)}) + [Z({(X, v)})] R

for some polynomials p; € Rz, z*) and ¢; € R”**(z,2*). For each ¢ € Z({(X,v)}), we
have

v (X)v =0 and  v"u(X)'v=0.
Therefore
finite finite
v (Z pi(X)Pi(X) + ) Qj(X)*L(X)Qj(X)> v=0.
( J
For each i, and, since L(X) = 0, for each j we have
v pi (X)) pi(X)v >0 and  vq;(X)"L(X)g;(X)v > 0.
Therefore, for each i,
vpi(X) pi(X)v = [lps(X)v||* =0,
and for each 7,
v*q; (X)*L(X)q;(X)v = ||[v/L(X)g;(X)v|]* = 0.
Hence each p;(X)v = 0, or equivalently, p; € Z({(X,v)}). Further, each \/L(X)g;(X)v =0,
so L(X)g;j(X)v = 0, which implies Lg; € R”'Z({(X,v)}). If in addition L(X) > 0, then

L(X) is invertible, so L(X)g;(X)v = 0 if and only if ¢;(X)v = 0, which implies ¢; €
RZIZ{(X,v)}). =
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2.2. Homogeneous Left Modules. We next consider ‘4/T for a homogeneous left module
I. A left module I C R"(x, z*) is homogeneous if it is generated by homogeneous
polynomials.

Proposition 2.2. Let I C R"*“(z,2*) be a left module. The following are equivalent:

(i) I is homogeneous;
(ii) p € I if and only if p is a sum of homogeneous polynomials in I;
(iii) p € RVI+I*R** if and only if p is a sum of homogeneous elements of RV [+ I*RV*¢;
(iv) p € RV + IRV if and only if p is a sum of homogeneous polynomials which are
each in R™>VI or I*RV**.

Proof. Straightforward. [

Recall a linear pencil L is monic if its constant term is the identity matrix.

Proposition 2.3. Let I C R™(z, 2*) be a homogeneous left module, and let L € RY*V (x, x*)
be a monic linear pencil. The following are equivalent:

(i) I is real;
(i) I is L-real;
(iii) I is strongly L-real.

Proof. By definition, (i) < (ii) <= (iii). Therefore suppose that I is real. Let

finite finite

(2.1) > pipi+ Y ¢ Lg € R + 'RV

J

where each p; € R (x, 2*) and each ¢; € R"**(z,2*). Let 6 be the minimum degree such
that at least one of the p; or ¢; have terms of degree ¢. Let p; and ¢; be the terms of p; and
q; respectively with degree §. The terms of (2.1) with degree 20 are

finite finite

(2:2) S Epi+ Y @
( J

Since I is homogeneous, (2.2) must be in R + I*R™¢. Since I is real, each p; € I and
g; € RV . Therefore,

finite finite

Z(Pi —Pi)"(ps — Pi) + Z(qj —§;)" L(g; — G;) € R 4+ "'RY
J

i
We repeat this process to show that each homogeneous part of p; is in I and each homoge-
neous part of ¢; is in R**'J. Hence [ is strongly L-real. [



16 J. WILLIAM HELTON, IGOR KLEP, AND CHRISTOPHER S. NELSON

A special example of a homogeneous left module is {0}. Proposition 2.3 implies that
R/{0} = {0} if L is monic. In the non-monic case—and in particular, if D = {X | L(X) =
0} has empty interior—there is more to say about “Q/{0}, as we will see in §6.

2.3. (L, €)-Real Left Modules for Finite Right Chip Spaces. For a finite right chip
space € and a left module I, the (L, @)-real radical /T is generated as a left module by
polynomials in a restricted vector subspace, as shown in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let € C Rz, 2*) be a finite right chip space, let I C R {x, 2*) be a
left module, and let L € R"*¥(x, x*) be a symmetric polynomial of degree o. The left module
(L,¢

/T is generated by I together with some subset of polynomials in Rz, z*),€, and /T
is generated by I together with some subset of polynomials in €.

Proof. We will construct an increasing chain of left modules I(® such that

Ig[(l) c - gl(k) _ (L,%'

Suppose inductively that (@ C /T is generated by I and by some polynomials in
R(z,z*),€. Consider a polynomial

finite finite

(2.3) Z pipi + Z q;quj e R*11(@) 4 (I(“))* Rx¢
i J

for some p; € € and ¢; € R”*!'€. Since I@ C *Y/I, we have that each p; € /T and
Lg; € RV /1, which implies that e, Lg; € “S/T for each standard unit vector e, € R*”,
If not all of the p; € I and Lg; € R¥*1[(@) then let I**V) be generated by I® and by the
p; and e, Lg;. In this case, 1@ ¢ e+t ¢ /T, Furthermore, I(**) is generated by I and
some polynomials in R{z, z*),C.

This process must terminate since R(z, 2*),€ is finite dimensional. Therefore we arrive
at a point where (2.3) holds if and only if p; € ¥ and Lg; € R"1[@. At this point, (@ is
(L,¢)-real and I C I®) C EQ/T. Hence @ = &Y/T.

The ““%/T case is similar and its proof is omitted. [ |

We will give algorithms for computing “Y/T in §7.

3. POSITIVE LINEAR FUNCTIONALS ON R“(z, z*)

This section contains fundamental properties of positive linear functionals on R*(z, 2*).

A R-linear functional A on W C R®¥(z, 2*) is symmetric if A\(w*) = A(w) for each
pair w,w* € W. A linear functional A on a subspace W C R“*(x z*) is positive if it is
symmetric and if A\(w*w) > 0 for each w*w € W.
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3.1. The GNS Construction. Proposition 3.1 below describes a variant of the well-known
Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS) construction.

Proposition 3.1. Let \ be a positive linear functional on R™>*(x, x*), and let
I={9eR™ (x z*) | L(¥*V) = 0}.

There exists an inner product on the quotient space H = R {x, x*) /I, a tuple of operators
X onH, and a vector v € H"™ such that for each p € Rz, 2*) we have

{(p(X)v,v) = A(p),
and H = {qg(X)v | g € R>(z, 2*)}.

Proof. The proof follows the classical argument; alternately, see [Nel, Proposition 5.3| for a
detailed proof. [

We shall apply Proposition 3.1 in the next subsection to “flat” linear functionals, in
which case the obtained quotient space H is finite-dimensional, and X is thus simply a tuple
of matrices. We refer to [Pop10, HKM12] for more on flat linear functionals in a free algebra.

3.2. Flat Extensions of Positive Linear Functionals. We next turn to flat extensions
of positive linear functionals on R***(x, z*). The reader is referred to [CF96, CF98] for the
classical theory of flatness on R[z]. The content of this subsection comes from [Nel] and is
summarized now for future use.

Let W C Rz, 2*) be a vector subspace and let X\ be a positive linear functional on

W. Suppose

{weRY g o) |wweWl=JaT
where J, T C RV (x, 2*) are vector subspaces with

J = {9 € Rz, 2*) | 9*0 € W and A(¥*9) = 0}.

An extension A of \ to a space U D W is a flat extension if \ is positive and if

{fu e Rz 2" |uuecU}=1aT
where

I={teR™ | /v €U and A1) = 0}.

Proposition 3.2. Let € C Rz, 2*) be a finite right chip space, and let X be a positive
linear functional on C*R(z,z*);C.

(1) There exists a positive extension of X to the space € R{x,z*)o€ if and only if whenever
Y € € satisfies A(U*0) = 0, then A(b*c?) = 0 for each polynomial b € R{x,z*),€ and
each ¢ € R{x,z*) satisfying ci € €.
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(2) If there ezists a positive extension of A to the space € R(x,2*)o€, then there exists a
unique flat extension A of A to € R{x, z*)&. In this case, the space

{0 € R{z,2*)€ | \(6*0) = 0}
1s generated as a left module by the set
(3.1) {t e R{z,2")1 € | A\(b"t) =0 for every b € €}.

(3) Given the existence of a flat extension X of A to €*R{x, x*)€, there exists a flat extension
of A to all of R™>(x, z*).

Proof. See [Nel, Proposition 5.2]. [ ]

Corollary 3.3. Let € C RY™ (x, 2*) be a full, finite right chip space. Let \ be a positive
linear functional on €*R(x,z*)1€, and let J be the set

J = {0 € €| \¥*) = 0}.

Suppose that if 9 € J, then A(b*c¥) = 0 for each polynomial b € R{x,2*)1€ and each
¢ € R{z,z*) such that ¢ € €. Let n := dim(€) — dim(J N &), and suppose n > 0. Then
there exists a g-tuple X of n x n real matrices, and a vector v € R™ such that for each
p € TRz, x*),€ we have

and R = {p(X)v | p € €}.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2, there exists a flat extension A of A to all of R(z, 2*). Given
this flat extension, apply Proposition 3.1 to produce the desired X and v. [ |

3.3. Truncated Test Modules. Let L € R (z,x*) for some v € N. Let T' C R™*(z, x*)
and U C R”*¥(z, z*) be vector spaces. Define My (L) as

finite finite
(32) MT’U(L) = {Z t:tz + Z u;Lu] ‘ t, €T, u; € U} .
( J

We call My (L) a truncated (quadratic) module.

Let I C RY™{x,2*) be a left module, L € R"¥(z,z*) a symmetric polynomial, and
¢ C Rz, 2*) a right chip space. Decompose € as

C=INe)DT,
for some space T' C €. Decompose R*!T" as

RXT =Ja K,
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where J is the subspace of R**'T defined by
J=1{9 e R”'T | LY € R"™*'T},

and K C € is some complementary subspace. Since J N K = {0}, we have that Lx ¢ R**J
for each k € K\ {0}. The following is a truncated test module for /, L and €:

finite finite
(33) M = MTJ((L) = {Z TZ‘*Ti + Z K;Llij ‘ eT, Kj € K} .
i J

Lemma 3.4. Let I C RY™ x 2*) be a left module, let L € R”*¥(x, 2*) be a symmetric
polynomial, and let € C Rz x*) be a finite right chip space. Let M = Mz (L) be a
truncated test module for I, L and €, as in (3.3). If I is (L, €)-real, then

(R + I'R™) n M = {0}.

Proof. Suppose

finite finite
Z 7_7;*7_1' + Z I{;L/{j e ]Réxll + I*Rlxﬁ’
( J
where each 7; € T" and each k; € K. Since [ is (L, €)-real, it must be that each 7; € I and
each Lr; € RV, which implies that each 7; = 0 and each x; = 0. [ |

3.4. Building Positive Linear Functionals via Matrices. Recall that S* is the set of
k x k symmetric matrices over R. Define (A, B) := Tr(AB) to be the inner product on SF.

Lemma 3.5. Let B C SF be a vector subspace. Then exactly one of the following holds:

(1) There exists B € B such that B = 0, and there exists no nonzero A € B+ with A = 0.

(2) There exists A € B+ such that A = 0, and there exists no nonzero B € B with B = 0.

(3) There exist nonzero B € B and A € B+ with A, B = 0, but there exist no B € B nor
A € B+ with either A =0 or B = 0.

Proof. This is a consequence of the Bohnenblust [Bon48] dichotomy; see [Nel, Lemma 5.7]
for a detailed proof. [

Using Lemma 3.5 we can establish the existence of certain positive linear functionals
with desirable properties.

Lemma 3.6. Let L € R”(x, 2*) be a linear pencil, € C R (x, a*) be a finite right chip
space, I C R{x,z*)1** be a left module generated by polynomials in R{x,z*),€, and let
p € CR(z,2*)1€ be a symmetric polynomial. Let M = My k(L) be a truncated test module
for “N/1, L, and €. If

p &M+ R EYT 4 (BVI)RY
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then there exists a positive linear functional X on €*R(x, 2*)1€ with the following properties:

(1) X(a) > 0 for each a € M\ {0};
(2) A(¢) =0 for each v € (R YT + [ “VIPR™) N &Rz, 2*)1€;
(3) A(p) < 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume I = “%/T since by Proposition 2.4, “Y/T

is also generated by polynomials in R(z, z*),€.

First, T # {0} since otherwise I = R™*({x, 2*). Further, the case where K = {0} is
similar to the case where K # {0}, so without loss of generality assume that K # {0}.

If
M N (Rp_'_RZXl[_'_I*RlXZ) — {0}7
then let W = Rp. Otherwise, let W = {0}. In either case, by Lemma 3.4, we have

Mﬁ (W+RZX1]+I*R1X€) — {0}
Let 7,...,7, be a basis for 7" and let 1, ..., K, be a basis for K. Define column vectors
T = (T;)1<i<ps K = (Kj)i<j<o, and Lk := (LK;)1<j<,. The set M is characterized as being
the set of polynomials of the form 7* A7+ k*B(Lk), where A and B are positive-semidefinite

matrices. By hypothesis, if 7* A7 + k*B(Lk) € W + R + "R and A, B = 0, then
A B=0.

Let Z C S* x S” be defined by
Z2:={(Z:,Z,) | 7" Z;7 + K Zo(Lk) € W + R™'[ + "R} .

By assumption, the space Z contains no pairs (Z,, Z,.) with Z,, Z,. »= 0 except (0,0). There-
fore there is no nonzero positive-semidefinite matrix in the space Z C S¥*7 defined by

Z={Z.®2.,|(Z,2,) € Z}.

By Lemma 3.5 there exists a positive definite matrix C € ZL. Let C,eS% and C, € S™ be

such that C' is of the form
c. C
C= T
(o)

for some block matrix C. Since C' > 0, we have C;,C,. = 0, and if (Z,, Z,.) € Z, then since
C ez,
<C'ra Z‘r> + <Om Zn> - <C, Z‘r Y Zn) =0.

Decompose €*R{x, z*),¢ as

CR(z,2*)1€ = (M + W + (R + 'R N Rz, 2*),€]) & 5,
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for some space S C €*R(z, 2*),¢. Define A on €*R(x, 2*),¢ as follows:
(3.4) A (T*AT + *B(LK) + 1 + 5) = Tr(AC,) + Tr(BC,,),
where A € RFF B e R7%?, € W + R + 'R and s € S. We now verify that A is

well defined.

First, if 7 A7 + k*B(Lk) € W + R + "RV for some A € R** and B € R°*, not
necessarily symmetric, then 7*A*7 + k*B*(Lk) € W + R + I*RY™* which implies that

T (A4 AT 4+ 5% (B + B*)(Lk) € W + R + "R

Therefore

Tr(AC,) + Tr(BC,) = %(Tr[(A L+ ANC,] +TH(B + B)C,]) = 0.

Next, suppose 7* A7+ k* By (LK) 411 + 51 = 7% AT + K* Bo( LK) 4 12 + s9, where Ay, Ay €
R:XE By By € RT* 11,19 € W + R 4+ *R™ and s, s, € S. Then

T*(Al — AQ)T -+ H*(Bl — Bg)(LH) + (Ll — LQ) -+ (81 — 82) = 0.
By construction, we must have s; — sg = 0. Therefore
(A — A))T + K*(By — By)(Lk) € W 4+ R 4 'RY

Hence

M7 AT + K*By(LK) + 11 + s1) = Tr(A,C;) + Tr (B Cy)
= Tr(AyC;) 4+ Tr(ByCy)
+ Tr([A; — As]Cr) + T ([By — Bs]Cy)
= M7* Ao + K" By(LK) + 15 + 53).

Therefore ) is well defined.

Next, if W = {0}, let \ = \. If W = Rp, we define X as follows. Choose a symmetric
functional ¢ on €*R(z,z*);€ such that £(p) < 0 and (R + [*RY) = {0}, which exists
by the Hahn-Banach Theorem. Let C, = (£[777;])1<ij<, and C = (€[k}Lk;])1<i j<o- Choose
¢ > 0 such that C, + ¢C, = 0 and C,, + ¢C,, = 0. Define \ = 5\+e§.

It follows immediately, by definition of X that A(¢) = 0 for each ¢ € W + R[4+ [*RM™¢.
If W = {0}, then A\(R*!] + [*RY™¢) = 0. If W = Rp, since (R + [*"RY) = {0}, we
also have A(R™1 + I*R™*) = 0. It is also clear that A\(b*) = A(b) for each b € €*R{z, z*),&
in both cases.
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Each nonzero element of M is of the form 7* At + k*B(Lk), where A, B > 0, and at
least one of A and B is nonzero. If W = {0}, then

MT"AT + K*B(Lk)) = Tr(AC,) + Tr(BC,) > 0,
since CT, CH = 0. f W = Rp, and if A = (Aij)lgi,jg,uv and B = (Bij)lgid'gg, then
A AT + K" B(Lk)) = Te(AC,) + Tr(BC,)

poop o o
+€ Z Z a;;£(17T;) + € Z Z bi;€(k; Lky)

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

= Tr(A[C, + €C,]) + Tr(B[C, + €C.]) > 0,

since C; 4 ¢C;,C,, + ¢C,, = 0. Further, if ¢ € €, then ¢ = ¢ + 7 for some ¢ € [ and 7 € T.
We see that

A" q) = A7) + A1) + A(T70) + A("e) = M(7%1) > 0,
since + € [ and 7*7 € M. Therefore A is positive.

Finally, consider \(p). If W = Rp, then A(p) = 0. Hence \(p) = €£(p) < 0. If W = {0},
then

Rp N (M 4+ R + 'R £ {0}.
Therefore ap + ¢ = m for some o € R and some m € M \ {0}. We cannot have a > 0 since

this would imply that p € M +R“ [+ IR, Similarly, a # 0 since otherwise « € M\ {0}.
Hence o < 0, so that A(p) = aA(m) < 0. |

Lemma 3.7. Let L € RV (x, 2*) be a linear pencil, € C Rz, x*) be a full finite right
chip space, I C R {x, 2*) be a left module generated by polynomials in R{x,x*),€, and
p € CR(z,2*),€ be a symmetric polynomial. Let M = My (L) be a truncated test module
for I,L and €. Set n = dim(€) — dim ( I N ).

(1) If p & M + R EXT 4 (“YVI)*R™ then there exists (X,v) € V(I)™ such that
v*p(X)v <0 but L(X) = 0.

(2) If p & M + R ER/T 4 (YT R, then there exists (X,v) € V(I)™ such that
v*p(X)v <0 and L(X) > 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let I be (L, €)-real since, by Proposition 2.4, the (L, €)-real
radical of I is also generated by polynomials in R(z,2*);€. Also, p & R*!I implies that
I # R(z,z*)€. In particular, this implies that n = dim(¢) — dim(/ N &) > 0. Let A be a
linear functional with the properties described by Lemma 3.6. By Corollary 3.3, we produce
a tuple of n x n matrices X, together with a vector v € R such that
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for each a € €*R(z, z*);€, and such that R = {¢(X)v | ¢ € €}.
If o € INR{x,2*)1€, then for each ¢ € €, we have
(¢(X)v)"u(X)v = A(g") =0

since A([R”'] + "R N € R(z,2*);€) = {0}. Therefore «(X)v = 0. Since I is generated
by I NR{x,z*),€, this implies that (X,v) € V(I)™.

Next, consider L(X). Let ¢ € R"*!€ be decomposed as ¢ = ¢ + k, where Ly €
RNz, 2*);€N I, and k € K. We then see that

(q(X)v)" L(X)(g(X)v) = v"w(X)" LX) (X)v = A(+" LK) = 0.

Hence L(X) = 0. If I is strongly (L, €)-real, then ¢ € R"*'I. Therefore q(X)v # 0 if and
only if K # 0. In this case,

(¢(X)v)" L(X)(¢(X)v) = A(r"Lr) > 0
since k*Lr € M \ {0}. Hence L(X) > 0.
Finally, v*p(X)v = A(p) < 0. |
As a consequence of Lemma 3.7, we can describe ‘R/T N € for linear pencils L.

Corollary 3.8. Suppose L € R”*V(x,x*) is a linear pencil. Let € C R™ (x, 2*) be a full
finite right chip space, and let I C RY(x, 2*) be a left module generated by polynomials in
R(z,x*)1€. Then,

Wine="YIine and "“Vine= "Nine.
Proof. If a left module is L-real, then by definition it is also (L, ®)-real, so “S/T € K/I.

Conversely, assume there exists p € ( WIn Qf) \ ( TN Q:). Let M be a truncated test
module for I, L and €. We claim that

—pp g M+ R%VEYT 4 (CYTYRI
Indeed, as otherwise there would exist m € M such that
p*p +me RZXI (L’%_'_ ( (L%)*RIXZ,
which would imply that p € “¥/I. Now by Lemma 3.7 there exists (X,v) € V(I) such that
—v"p(X)'p(X)v <0 and L(X) = 0.
Since Z({(X,v)}) is L-real by Proposition 2.1, we see that that p & Z((X,v)) 2 /I, which

is a contradiction.

The “R/T case is similar. n



24 J. WILLIAM HELTON, IGOR KLEP, AND CHRISTOPHER S. NELSON

4. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we use the results of §3 to prove several Positivstellensatze and Nullstel-
lenséitze. We first prove the main theorem of this paper, Theorem 1.9.

4.1. Proof of The Main Theorem 1.9. If p is of the form of (1.5), then Proposition 2.1
implies that v*p(X)v > 0 if (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) > 0.
Conversely, suppose p is not of the form of (1.5). By Proposition 2.4,

/1 is generated

by polynomials in Rz, z*);€. By [Nel, Lemma 4.2], the set of symmetric elements of the set
(R YT+ “VIRYY) N CR(z, %), €

is all elements of the form
finite

Z(r}i% + k),

k
with each 1, € “VTNR(z,2*),¢ and each 7, € €. Therefore,

p g M + Réxl (L’C\)/j‘i— ( (L»%)*Rlxz
where M is some truncated test module for I, L and €. Now Lemma 3.7 implies that there
exists (X, v) € V(I) such that v*p(X)v < 0 and L(X) = 0.
The strongly L-real case is similar, so its proof is omitted. [

In the rest of this section we state and prove a few corollaries of Theorem 1.9. These
contain several of those listed in the introduction.

4.2. Degree Bounds. Using the machinery of right chip spaces we deduce degree bounds
on the terms appearing in the Positivstellensatz certificate (1.5).

Corollary 4.1. Let L € RV {x, x*) be a linear pencil. Let I C R (x,2*) be a left module
generated by polynomials with degree bounded by d, degree in each wvariable xy bounded by
dy., and degree in each variable x} bounded by dy.,. Let p € Rz, a*) be a symmetric
polynomial of degree &, degree 0y, in each variable xy, and degree di44 in each variable 7.

(1) v*p(X)v > 0 whenever (X,v) € V(1) and L(X) = 0 if and only if p is of the form
finite finite finite

(4.1) p=> pipi+ Y aLe+ ) (riw+tir)
i J k

where each p;,ry, € Rz, 2*), each q; € Rz, 2*) and 1y € VI, with the following
degree bounds:

(a) each p;, q;, and ry, has degree bounded by max {d -1, [5;21, 0] }

(b) each v, has degree bounded by max {d, [217}.
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(c) each p;, qj, T, and v, has degree in each variable x) bounded by max{dy, oy},

(d) each p;, qj, ri and t; has degree in each variable x) bounded by max{dj+g, Ok+4},
(2) v*p(X)v > 0 whenever (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) > 0, if and only if p is of the form

(4.1) where each py, ), € Rz, 2*), each ¢; € R x, 2*) and 1, € /I, and the same

degree bounds as in (1) hold.

Proof. Let € be spanned by all monomials in R™‘(x, #*) with degree bounded by max {d —
1,[%51,01}, degree in each x; bounded by max{d;,d;}, and degree in each z} bounded by
max{d;i,, 0i+s}. Then € is a full finite right chip space, I is generated by some polynomials
in R(z,2*),€, and p € €*R(z,2*),€. Also note that ‘/ITN¢ = “YINn€and “VINEC =
OYT N by Corollary 3.8. The result now follows directly from Theorem 1.9. [

Remark 4.2. Given a finitely-generated left module I C RV (x z*) and a symmetric
polynomial p € R“(x, 2*), in general one can construct a right chip space € satisfying the
conditions of Theorem 1.9 with dimension much smaller than the space of polynomials with
degree bounds given in Corollary 4.1.

4.3. Convex Positivstellensatz for General Linear Pencils. Theorem 1.9 and Corol-
lary 4.3 below are extensions of the Convex Positivstellensatz from [HKM12].

Corollary 4.3. Let € C RY™x 2%} be a full, finite right chip space. Let L € R**(x z*) be
a linear pencil. Let p € €*R{(x,2*)1€ be a symmetric polynomial. Then p(X) = 0 whenever
L(X) = 0 if and only if p is of the form

finite finite finite
p= prpi + Z 4;Lg; + Z(TZ% + 4TE)
i j k
where p;, 1 € €, ¢; € RV and 1y € “/{0} NR{z, 2%),C.
Proof. Apply Theorem 1.9 with I = {0}. |

Here is the restriction of Corollary 4.3 to the monic case (cf. [HKM12, Theorem 1.1 (2)]).

Corollary 4.4. Let L € RV (x, z*) be a monic linear pencil, let € C R (x, 2*) be a finite
chip space, and suppose p € CR(z, x*)1€ is symmetric. Then p(X) = 0 whenever L(X) = 0
if and only if p is of the form

finite finite

(4.2) p=>Y_pipi+ Y Ly,
( J

where each p; € € and each q; € RV*‘C.
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Proof. Since L is monic, by Proposition 2.3 we have J/{0} = {0}. Now apply Corollary
4.3. [ |

Our results on right chip spaces yield tighter bounds on the polynomials p; and ¢; in
(4.2) than previous results in [HKM13, HKM12].

4.4. Size Bounds. In this section we present size bounds; that is, given a linear pencil L
and a polynomial p € €*R(x,2*);€, the positivity of p on Dy, only needs to be tested on
n x n matrices X € Dy for n = dim(€). More precisely, we have

Corollary 4.5. Let € C R™ (2, 2*) be a right chip space. Let L € RV (x,z*) be a linear
pencil and let p € € R{x,z*)1C. Set

n = dim(¢) — dim( 40} N¢) and n. = dim(¢) — dim( “9/{0} N ¢)
Then:

(1) p‘,DL = 0 if and only z'fp‘,DL(n” = 0;
(2) p‘DL = 0 if and only ifp‘DL(n) =0

Proof. The proof of (1) essentially the same as the proof of (2), so we will only give the
proof of (2).

First, the implication (=) is clear. Let I = “/{0}. If p‘,DL 7 0, then p is not of the
form (1.5), so Lemma 3.7 implies that there exists (X, v) € (R™*")? x R™ with v*p(X)v < 0
and L(X) = 0. |

Remark 4.6. If deg(p) < 2k + 1, then we have p € €*R(z, 2*),€ for € = R™(z, 2%);.
Corollary 4.7. Let L € R**¥(z, z*) and L € R (x, 2*) be linear pencils. Let

n=0—dim( “ VO NR™)  and ny =€ —dim( “ /{0 NRYY
Then:

(1) ﬁ‘,DL > 0 of and only if E}DL(M) = 0;
(2) E‘DL = 0 if and only ifﬁ‘m(n) = 0.

Proof. Let € = R and apply Corollary 4.5. [

Note that Corollaries 4.5 and 4.7 do not assume that Dy, is bounded nor do they assume
that it has an interior point.



POLYNOMIALS NONNEGATIVE ON A VARIETY INTERSECT A CONVEX SET 27

4.5. The Left Nullstellensatz. In this section we prove Corollary 1.11, which is the main
result of [Nel] and is a generalization of the Real Nullstellensatz from [CHMN13].

We begin with the following corollary of Theorem 1.9:

Corollary 4.8. If I C Rz, z*) is a finitely-generated left module, then VI = /1.

Proof. Let L = 1. By definition, ¥ = “W/I. By Proposition 1.4, we have Y1 C /1.
Suppose r € V/I. It follows that —v*r(X)*r(X)v = 0 for each (X,v) € V(I). Since
L(X) = 0 for each X, Theorem 1.9 implies that —r*r is of the form

finite finite

—rr =Y Pt ) G e
( J

where € R*1 /1. Therefore

finite finite

- Zpﬁpi i Zq;qj c ROVYT 4+ (ﬁ) R'%¢,
i j

which implies that r € V/T. [ |
We now prove Corollary 1.11.

Proof of Corollary 1.11. Note that p;(X)v = 0 means each row of p;(X)vis 0, i.e. efp;(X)v =
0 for each e;, € R, Therefore

k
V(I)=V (Z RV <x,a:*>pz-> .
i=1
The first part of the result now follows from Corollary 4.8.
Next, if ¢ is an element of the left module (1.6), then
finite &
q= Z Z aijbiip;
i =1

for some a;; € R”*! and b;; € R (z, z*). Therefore,
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4.6. Positivity on a Left Module. We can characterize polynomials p which are positive
on the variety of a left module as follows:

Corollary 4.9. Let € C RY™(x, 2*) be a full, finite right chip space. Let I C R (x, 2*) be a
left module generated by polynomials in R(x, x*)1€, and let p € E*R{x, 2*)1€ be a symmetric
polynomial. Then v*'p(X)v > 0 for each (X,v) € V(I) if and only p is of the form

finite finite

p=Y_qa+ > (ry+ i),
( J
where each g;,r; € € and each 1; € VI NR(z,r*),C.

Proof. If L = 1, then ¥/I = X/T by definition. We see L(X) > 0 for all tuples of matrices
X, and we see for any ¢ € Rz, 2*) that ¢*Lq = ¢*q. Therefore Theorem 1.9 gives the
result. ]

4.7. Zero on the Intersection of the Variety of a Left Module and the Positivity
Set of a Linear Pencil. We return to polynomials p which vanish on the intersection of
the variety of a left module with a spectrahedron. We next prove Proposition 1.6 and its
strongly L-real radical analog:

Corollary 4.10. Let L € R (z,x*) be a linear pencil. Let I C R™(x,2*) be a finitely-
generated left module, and let p € RY(x, x*).

(1) p(X)0 = 0 whenever (X,v) € V(1) and L(X) =0 if and only if p€ VT
(2) p(X)v = 0 whenever (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) > 0 if and only if p € “/T.

Proof. Let (X,v) € V(I) be such that L(X) = 0. Proposition 2.1 implies that Z({(X,v)})
is an L-real left module containing I. Therefore, /T C Z({(X,v)}).

Conversely, suppose p(X)v = 0 whenever (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) > 0. Then
v (= pX)P(X))0 2 0
whenever (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) = 0. Theorem 1.9 implies that

finite finite
—p'p = Z 44 + Z rilry + 0+
j k
for some ¢; € Rz, 2*), rp € Rz, 2*), and ¢ € R R/T. Therefore
finite finite

Pot Y aa+ Y il € R* W+ [ “\)ﬁ] R
J k

which implies that p € X/T.
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The strongly L-real case is similar. [

5. THICK SPECTRAHEDRA AND THICK LINEAR PENCILS

This section proves a “Randstellensatz” for Dy and properties of L-real radicals for
monic linear pencils L satisfying the zero determining property (ZDP). These are Theorem
1.1 and Proposition 1.12 stated in the introduction. Then in Subsection 5.2 we exhibit big
classes of linear pencils having ZDP.

5.1. Randstellensatz.

Definition 5.1. If L € R®*(z, 2*) is a linear pencil, let I, = RV (x, 2*)L C Rz, 2*) be
the left module generated by the rows of L.

Proposition 5.2. Let L € R”“(x, 2*) be a monic linear pencil. Then /1, = I.

Proof. Let L be

finite
(5.1) L=1Id,—A where A=Y (4 @+ A ®1])

i=1
and each A, € R, Consider /1. By Proposition 2.4, /I, = /I is generated by I},
together with possibly some constant polynomials. Let ¢ € /I, be constant. To show that
/I, = I, it suffices to show that ¢ € I}.

By Corollary 4.8, if (X,v) € (R™™)? x R then L(X)v = 0 implies that cv = 0. Using
the embedding C — R?*? given by
a+by— ( “ b)
—b a

we can consider evaluating L at tuples of complex numbers. Fix a variable x; and let
x; = a; +1b;, where a; and b; are real variables. If v is an eigenvector of A; + Af with nonzero
eigenvalue A, then A must be real and
1 1
L(O,...,O,X,O,...,0>v = Id;v— (4 + A =0.

Hence cv = 0. Since A;+ Af is symmetric, there exists an orthonormal basis for R consisting
of eigenvectors of A; + Af. Therefore, since ¢* is orthogonal to all eigenvectors with nonzero
eigenvalues, ¢* must be an eigenvector of A; + Af with eigenvalue 0.

Similarly, consider 14; —2A7. If v is an eigenvector of 1A; — 1A} with nonzero eigenvalue
A, then A\ must be real and

{ 1 .
L(O,...,O,X,O,...,(])’U—IdzU—X(ZAZ'—ZAZ-)U—O.
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Since 24; — 1A} is Hermitian, there exists an orthonormal basis for C* consisting of eigen-
vectors of 1A; — 1A, Therefore, since ¢* is orthogonal to all eigenvectors with nonzero
eigenvalues, ¢* must be an eigenvector of 14; — 1A with eigenvalue 0. This implies that
Ac® = 0.

After a change of basis, if ¢ = e, then Ae; = 0, which implies

1 0 --- 0
0 Ly -+ Ly
L=1. . . .
0 Lp : Ly
Therefore ¢ € Iy, ]

Proof of Proposition 1.12. By Proposition 5.2, /I, = I. The equality /I = Y/I, is [Nel,
Theorem 1.3]. [

Proposition 5.3. Let L € Rz, 2*) be a monic linear pencil satisfying the hypotheses of
Theorem 1.1. Suppose p € R (x, 2*) is of the form

finite finite

(5.2) p=3 g+ Y riLry € R, + IR
( J

Then each q; € Ir, and for each r;,

r; e R+ {CeR™ | LC=CL}.

Proof. From (5.2) it follows that ¢; and Lr; vanish on 8/1\72, so by (1.1) they vanish on V' (L),
ie., ¢ € I, and Lr; € /I, = I, by Proposition 1.12. So consider some Lr € ;. Let N be
the vector subspace

N = <ﬁ Null(A,)) N <ﬁ Null(A:)) .

i=1
We consider two cases.

Case 1: Suppose N' = {0}. Let W be the set of all monomials which are not the leading
monomial of an element of I;. Decompose r as § + 7, where § € R*']; and

f:ZRw@)w.

We see that L7 = Lr — L8 € R ;. If deg(7) > 0, then the leading degree terms of L are

zg: > (AR, @ mw + AjR, @ zjw),

i=1 |w|=deg(7)
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which must be nonzero since N’ = {0}. Since I}, is generated by polynomials of degree at
most 1, there exists a left Grobner basis for I, consisting of polynomials with degree bounded
by 1. We see, however, that the leading degree terms of L7 are not divisible on the right by
the leading terms of the polynomials in the left Grobner basis for I, since their rightmost

A CONVEX SET

degree deg(7) piece is in W. This is a contradiction. Hence 7 is constant.

Suppose L7 = ¢L for some matrix polynomial ¢. If ¢ is of the form

me(x)
then the leading degree terms of ¢ are
g
Z Z Qm(A; @ mz; + A7 @ maj),
i=1 |m|=deg(q)
which are nonzero since N’ = {0}. Because
deg(qL) = deg(Lr) < 1,

we see that ¢ is constant. Therefore

g

g
Lf:f_Z(Aif®xi+Ajf®x§):qL:q—Z(in®xi+qu®$f)-
=1

i=1

Matching up terms shows ¢ = 7 and thus L7 = L.

Case 2: Suppose N # {0}. After applying an orthonormal change of basis to L we may

assume that L is of the form

L 0 - I }
L:(O Idy) and L=1Id,—» (A@x+A @)

i=1

for some v, where

<ﬁ Nuu(/L)) N <ﬁ Nuu(/’i;)> = {0}.

1=1

11 Ti2
r =
o1 Ta2

Next, express r as

where 715 and 755 have column dimension v, then 719, reg € R, . Further, there exists a

q € Rz, 2*) such that

E 0 7”110:E7”110:€111 q12 f/ 0
0 Id, ) \ror O o1 0O Q21 q22 0 Id,

_ (hlljz q12
@1L g

)
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which shows 71, Lry € R, By Case 1, r1; may be decomposed as r;; = sL+ C, where
s € R (z) and C is a constant matrix satisfying LC' = C'L. Then

T11 0 _ s 0 I i cC 0 and C 0 L=1 C 0 ‘ -
0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First, L(X) »= 0 implies that p(X) > 0 is equivalent to p being of the
form (5.2) by [HKM12, Theorem 1.1 (2)]. Further, L(X)v = 0 implies that p(X)v = 0 is
equivalent to p € R /T, = R'[; by Corollary 4.8. Therefore Proposition 5.3 gives the
result. ]

5.2. The zero determining property, ZDP. In this subsection we shall describe a rich
class of pencils L with the ZDP. We do not know of any examples of minimal pencils which
fail to satisfy it.

Let p be a classical commutative polynomial with p(0) > 0. The closed set C, is defined
to be the closure of the connected component of 0 of

{zx € RY : p(x) > 0}.

We call p a minimum degree defining polynomial for C, if p is the lowest degree poly-
nomial for which C, = C;. Recall from [HV07] (see Lemma 5.9 for details) there is only one
minimum degree defining polynomial for C,, i.e., p is unique up to multiplication by a posi-
tive scalar. Denote by deg(C,) the degree of such a minimal p. Observe that this definition
also applies to spectrahedra Dy (n) C (R™*™)? associated to a monic linear pencil L.

Given a linear pencil L, let

(5.3) 6,(X) :=det (L(X)) for X € (R™")?.
For example, consider the free ball
O 2
rx 1 0 --- 0
: : . .0
g 0 -+~ 0 1

Then Dy (n) = {X € (R™")? | | X|| < 1}, and

5,(X) = det (1 - g)(;xj)
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by way of Schur complements. Note 9, is a degree 2n polynomial in the entries of the Xjs.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose L is a monic linear pencil.

(1) Z(0D,) C V(L).

(2) Suppose d,, is a minimal degree defining polynomial for D (n) for every n, then Z(@fl\)z) =
V(L).

(3) The conclusion of (2) holds even if 6, = p™ with w, the minimal degree defining polyno-
mial for Dp(n).

Corollary 5.5. Suppose L is an ¢ X { monic pencil.

(1) degdy, > deg(Dr(n)) > ndegd.

(2) Suppose 01 is a minimum degree defining polynomial for Dp(1). If degdy = {, then
deg(Dr(n)) = ndegdy and 6, is a minimal degree defining polynomial for Dp(n) for
every n, so Z(O/I\DOL) =V(L).

(3) If Dy, is the free ball, then deg(Dr(n)) = ndegdy and 9§, is a minimal degree defining
polynomial for Dy (n) for every n, so Z(O/I\DOL) =V(L).

Corollary 5.6. A generic £ x { monic linear pencil L in g > 2 variables has ZDP.

Proof. 1t is clear that §; = det L(x) is of degree < /. Furthermore, the determinant of a
generic symmetric matrix is irreducible (see e.g.. [B6c07, §61, p. 177]). Then the zero set
V of §; is a generic linear section of this irreducible variety and ¢, is thus irreducible by
Bertini’s theorem [Saf99, Theorem I1.3.§1.6, p. 249]. In particular, the Zariski closure of
Dr(1) is V. Now if r is a minimum degree defining polynomial for Dy (1), then r vanishes
on V and is thus a multiple of §; by irreducibility. Hence 9, is a degree £ minimum degree
defining polynomial for Dy (1) and the desired conclusion follows from Corollary 5.5. ]

Remark 5.7.

(1) For a given L the minimality of §; can be easily checked with computer algebra. It
suffices to establish that the ideal in R[z] generated by det L is real radical. We refer
the reader to [BN93, Neu98] for algorithmic aspects of real radicals in commutative
polynomial rings.

(2) From Corollary 5.6 we infer that there are numerous examples of ZDP pencils.

(3) Also for perspective, any bivariate RZ polynomial p(z1,xs) of degree ¢, has a deter-
minantal representation p(xy,z3) = det L(xq, z5) for some ¢ x ¢ monic linear pencil L,
and C, = Dr(1) [HV07]. (However, in more than 2 variables p may only admit ¢ x ¢
determinantal representations for ¢ > degp, cf. [Vinl2].)
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1+2 T
Lz, z2) = ( T 1 1—2£C1> .

Then Dp(1) = {(z1,72) € R? | 1 —2? —23 > 0}, so det L(x1, 29) = 1—2% — 3 is the minimum
degree defining polynomial for C, = Dy(1). Hence L has ZDP.

Example 5.8. Let

To prove the above theorem we need some lemmas and we set about to prepare them.

5.2.1. Minimal degree defining polynomials. Here we give some basic facts about minimal
degree defining polynomials. We require background from the proof of Lemma 2.1 of [HV07],
so the proof is reproduced in an online Appendix A.

Given a commutative polynomial p let Var(p) denote its zero set. If S C R™, then
Zar(S) C R™ denotes the Zariski closure of S| i.e., the set of common zeros of all polynomials
vanishing on S.

Beware the polynomials in the lemma are commutative.

Lemma 5.9. A minimum degree defining polynomial p for C = C, is unique up to a constant.
Moreover,

(1) any other polynomial g with C, = C, is given by ¢ = ph where h is an arbitrary polynomial
which is positive on a dense connected subset of C,,.

(2) any other polynomial ¢ which vanishes on 0C, is given by g = ph where h is an arbitrary
polynomial.

(3) Zar(dC,) = Var(p).

Proof. (1) This is Lemma A.1.

(2) Let V be the Zariski closure of 0C C R™, and let V =V, U--- UV} be the decom-
position of V' into irreducible components satisfying dim V; = m — 1 for each ¢ established in
the proof of Lemma A.1. Write p = p; - - - px, where p; is an irreducible polynomial vanishing
on V;.

Since g vanishes on 0C, it vanishes on each V' and thus on each V;. By the real Nullstel-
lensatz for principal ideals [BCR98, Theorem 4.5.1], ¢ = pyr; for some r;. Since p; does not
identically vanish on V5, r; vanishes on V5. Thus there is ro with vy = pory. Repeating this

k times leads to ¢ = pips - - - prh for some polynomial h.

(3) This is basically a restatement of (2). |

Let foot(S) denote the footprint
foot(S) :={X | (X,v) € S}
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of the set S in (R™")? x R".

Lemma 5.10. Let L be a monic linear pencil, and suppose that 6, is a minimal degree
defining polynomial for Dy (n) for some n.

(1) Then O'Dr(1) defined by
9'D(n) = {X € (R™")? | dimker (L(X)) =1 & L(X) = 0}

is nonempty and dense in 0D (n).
(2) VY(L) defined by

VY L)(n) = {X € (R”")? | dimker (L(X)) = 1}
is nonempty and dense in foot[V (L)(n)].

Proof. (1) Consider Renegar’s directional derivative o, of 6,,. Like d,,, it is an RZ polynomial,
and the corresponding algebraic interior C’' contains C, cf. [Ren06, §4] or [Vinl2, §2]. By
minimality of d,, C' 2 C, i.e., there is X € 0D (n) with 0/,(X) # 0. That is, X is a simple
root of d,, and thus dimker L(X) = 1.

Having established that 0'Dp(n) # @, the density follows from [Ren06, Theorem 6.
Note that in this case 9'Dy(n) are exactly smooth points of 9D (n) [Ren06, Lemma 7).

(2) We use the decomposition
foot[V(L)(n)] =ViU--- UV,

into irreducible components described in the proof of Lemma 5.9. Each V; has relatively
open intersection with 9'Dp(n), so there is an X7 in V; for which dim ker L(X7) = 1. Thus
dimker L(X) =1 for X in an open dense subset of V;. [

Proof of Theorem 5.4. (1) is obvious.

(2) Since 6, is the minimum degree defining polynomial for 0D (n) = foot[@fl\);’(n)], by
Lemma 5.9(3) Zariski closures satisfy Zar(0Dp(n)) = Var(d,) for each n. So
(5.4) foot[Z(@fl\)z)(n)] = Zar(0Dr(n)) = Var(d,) = foot[V(L)(n)]

Intuitively, this says the “footprint” of what we are trying to prove is as claimed. By Lemma
5.10, we get 1 = dimker L(X) for an open dense set U of X in foot[V(L)(n)], so also for
such X € foot[Z(O/Z\)OL)(n)]. This with (5.4) and (1) says ker L(X)(n) = {u e R" | (X,u) €
Z(a/l\)Z(n))}, which proves (2).

(3) follows from the same arguments as (2). |
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Proof of Corollary 5.5. (1) To get a lower bound on the minimal degree required to define
Dr(n) take X = X' @ -+ - @ X" diagonal matrices in (R™*")? with X7 € RY, and evaluate

(5.5) 5,(X) = det L(X) = H det L(X7) = H 5,(X7).

J=1 Jj=1

Note it has (on commutative X') degree ndegd;. No lower degree polynomial will vanish on
all of the diagonal X € 0Dy (n), since ¢; is minimal, so deg(Dr(n)) > ndegd;. As J, is a
defining polynomial for Dy (n), it follows that degd, > deg(Dy(n)). This proves (1).

An implication of (1) is that when §; is minimal, ¢, must be minimal for those L with
degd,, < ndegd;. This forces

deg(Dr(n)) = degd,, = ndegd;.

From this we get (2) and (3) immediately:

(2) By the definition of the determinant we have degd, < nd, where d is the size of L. By
hypothesis d = deg d;, so degd,, < ndegd;, proving (2).

(3) Note for the ball that ndegd; = 2n and we already saw that §,, has degree 2n. ]

5.2.2. Necessary side. We present a necessary condition for a pencil to satisfy ZDP.

Lemma 5.11. Suppose L is a monic linear pencil, and let u denote the minimum degree
defining polynomial for Dy (1). Necessary for the zero determining property of L is that

o1 =pu"p

for some m and polynomial p which has zeros only on Var(u) but does not vanish everywhere
on Var(u). Moreover, by the real Nullstellensatz, the existence of such a p is equivalent to

for = p™(u* 4 SOS)

for some polynomial f and some s.

Proof. From Lemma 5.9(2) we get ; = " p for some m and p which is not zero everywhere
on Var(p). If pis 0 at some X ¢ Var(u), then X & Zar(Dy) contradicting ZDP even at the
“footprint level”.

We just proved p = 0 implies ¢ = 0. The real Nullstellensatz says equivalent to this is
(5.6) p* +S0S = fp

for some polynomial f. So fd; = u™fp = u™(u* + SOS). Conversely, if such f exists, then
d; = pp implies that p satisfies (5.6). [
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6. DECOMPOSITION OF THIN LINEAR PENCILS

The main concern of this section is a linear pencil L for which the spectrahedron Dy (1)
has no interior, i.e., a thin linear pencil. The special case of Theorem 1.9 where I = {0}
and p = 0 gives a characterization of the space (m, which in turn gives a nice algebro-
geometric interpretation of spectrahedra Dj, having no interior points.

6.1. Characterization of “Y/{0}. Recall that a spectrahedron with empty interior lies on
an affine hyperplane [Bar02]. We now give a matricial version of this result.

Proposition 6.1. Let L € RV (x, 2*) be a linear pencil. The space R/{0} C R™(z, x*)
15 characterized by

R0} = {p € Rz, 2%) | p(X) = 0 whenever L(X) = 0}.
Proof. Every pair (X, v) evaluated at 0 is 0. The result follows from Corollary 4.10. [

Interestingly, there is a strong relation between a free spectrahedron Dj, and its scalar
counterpart Dr(1).

Proposition 6.2. Let L be a linear pencil, and let {0} C R(xz, x*) be the trivial ideal. Then
the following are equivalent:

(i) /1{0} =Rz, a).
(ii) The linear matrixz inequality L(x) = 0 is infeasible over x € RY, i.e., Dp(1) = &.
(iii) The linear matriz inequality L(X') = 0 is infeasible over matriz tuples X € (R"*™)9 for
eachn € N, i.e., D, = @.

The equivalence between (ii) and (iii) of this proposition is easy—for example, see [KKS11,
Corollary 4.1.4]—but we present a new proof here using the real radical theory of this paper.

Proof. That (iii) implies (ii) is clear.

Next, assume (ii) holds. Lemma 3.7 implies that if —1 ¢ M + “R/{0} + ( “{/{0})*,
where M is a truncated test module for {0}, L and R, then there exists a tuple X of n x n
matrices such that L(X) > 0, where n = dim(R) — dim({0}) = 1. Since n = 1, such an X
is actually in RY, which is a contradiction. Therefore, —1 € M + “R/{0} + ( “R/{0})*.
Hence 1+ M € “R/{0} + (“R/{0})*, which implies that 1 € “R/{0}, which implies (i).

Finally, suppose (i) holds. The condition 1(X) = 0 is infeasible for all matrix tuples X.
By Proposition 6.1, and since 1 € R/{0}, it must be that L(X) > 0 is infeasible over all
matrix tuples, which gives (iii). |
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In R™(x, z*), the L-real radical of {(0,...,0)} can be derived easily from R/{0} C
R(z,z*), as the following corollary shows.

Corollary 6.3. Let L € R (x,z*) be a linear pencil. Let {0} denote the ideal of R{x,z*)
and let {(0,...,0)} denote the left R{x,z*)-module generated by (0,...,0) € R {(x, x*).

Then R/{(0,...,0)} = R @ R/{0}.

Proof. By Proposition 6.1, we have

@/L(0,...,0)} = {p € R | p(X) = 0 whenever L(X) > 0}.

If p =i e ®pi € R™(z,a%), then p(X) = 0 means that cach pi(X) = 0. Therefore
pe ®R/0,...,0)} if and only if each p; € K/{0}. .

Definition 6.4. A set S C R”*¥(z,z*) is said to be x-closed if S* = S. A *-ideal is a
two-sided ideal I C R(x,z*) which is *-closed, that is, I = I*. If U C R(z,z*), then the
x-ideal generated by U is the two-sided ideal in R{x, z*) generated by U + U*.

Corollary 6.5. Let L € R"*(x, 2*) be a linear pencil. Then R/{0} C R{z,x*) is a x-closed
real ideal.

Proof. Let p € (L\)/m. If ¢ € R(z, x*), then
p(X)q(X) = 0g(X) = ¢(X)0 = ¢(X)p(X) = 0.

Therefore pq, qp € “Y/{0}. Next, by definition, “QW/{0} is real. Further, if p € “Y/{0}, then
pp* € Q/{0}, which implies, since {/{0} is real, that p* € {/{0}. u

Proposition 6.6. If L € R”*¥(x,2*) is a linear pencil, then “{/{0} is the x-ideal in R{x, z*)
generated by ( “N/{0})1. Further, if L(0) = 0, then ( “{/{0})1 is spanned by a set of

homogeneous linear forms.

Proof. First, if X/{0} = R{z,z*), then Corollary 3.8 implies that 1 € “%/{0} so that
(=%/{0}); = R(x,2*),, which gives the result. Therefore, by Corollary 6.2, the only case
that remains is the case where L(z) = 0 is feasible over RY. Without loss of generality, we
can apply an affine change of variables to x so that L(0) = 0. Further, if + € “{/@, then
Proposition 6.1 implies that ¢(0) = 0. In particular, this implies that ( (L’W)l is spanned
by linear forms.

Next, let I C J/{0} be the *-ideal generated by ( *§/{0});. Suppose
finite finite

(6.1) Zp;'kpi + Z q;Lg; € 1.
i J
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Let < be a total order on the letters x1,...,2g,27,...,2;. Since I is generated by linear
forms, it is straightforward to reduce each p; and ¢; in (6.1) to have monomials with no letters
which are the leading letter of an element of I. Further, we can express L as L = L + Ly,
where L; € R! @ I and L has terms which contain no letters which are the leading letter
of an element of /;. Under this condition

finite finite

(6.2) > pipi+ Y qLg =0.
i J

If at least some of the p; or Lg; in (6.2) are nonzero, let § be the smallest degree such
that at least some of the degree § terms p; of p; or ¢; of ¢; satisfy p # 0 or f/c]j # 0. For
each m € (z,2%);, let A, € R be the coefficient of p; in m, and let B,,,, € R"*! be the
coefficient of ¢; in m. Then the coefficient of m*m in (6.2) is

finite finite

(6:3) Z A piAmp; Z Bfn,qu(O)Bm,qj =0.
' i

Since L(0) = 0, each A,,,, = 0 and each L(0)B,,,, = 0. Further, the terms of (6.2) in
m*R{z, z*)1°mm are

finite
(Z B;,, (L ))Bm,qj) m = 0.

Hence

finite finite

D B LBy = 3 B LBy € 27 Y/0} + (“v/q0r) R
J

This implies that LB,,,, € R”'( “%/{0}); for each j. Therefore, if (6.2) holds, then each
LB, € I, which implies that EBm,qj = 0. Since m was arbitrary, this yields p; = 0 and
E(jj = 0, which is a contradiction. Hence each p; = 0 and each f)qj = 0. Therefore, (6.1)
holds if and only if each p; € I and each Lg; € R"*'I, which implies that [ is L-real. Since

I C R/{0}, we have I = H/{0}. |

6.2. Decomposition of Linear Pencils. In this subsection we express a thin spectrahe-
dron as the intersection of a thick spectrahedron with an affine subspace.

Proposition 6.7. Let L € R"*"(x, z*) be a linear pencil such that the linear matriz inequality
L(X) = 0 is feasible. Decompose R(x,x*)1 as ( R/{0})1 & T for some space T'. Let Ly be
the projection of L onto R"** @ T, so that L — Ly € R @ ( {/{0});. Let

N={neR"|Lyn=0}
and suppose dim(N) < v. Let L = C*LyC, where the columns of C form a basis for N'-.
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(1) Given a tuple of matrices X, L(X) = 0 if and only if L(X) = 0 and «(X) = 0 for each

L€ R/{0}.

(2) There exists © € RY such that L(x) > 0.

Proof. (1) Let X € (R"*")9 for some n € N.
First, suppose L(X) = 0. Proposition 6.1 implies that +«(X) = 0 for each ¢ € R/{0}.
Since L — Ly € R @ {/{0}, this implies that
C*L(X)C = C*([L — Lr)(X) + Lr(X))C = L(X) = 0.

Conversely, suppose L(X) = 0 and «(X) = 0 for each ¢« € K/{0}. We have that
L— Ly € R ® R/{0}, hence L(X) = Lr(X). Each v € R” can be expressed as n, + Cc,,
where n, € N and Cc, € N'*+. Therefore,

v L(X)v = (Ce,)* Lp(X)Ce,y = ¢ L(X)e, > 0.

Hence L(X) > 0.
(2) Let v/ = dim(N*). Suppose

finite finite

S pipi+ Y qiLg; =0
( J

for some p; € R and ¢; € R*!. Then

finite finite

Zp;‘kpi + Z q;C*Lqu € RVXl 5 {0} + ( (L)/{O})*RIXV_
i J

Therefore LCOq; € RV*' |/{0} for each j. This implies that each Lqg; € RV*! Q/{0}. Since
LeR"™ T, and TN (L\)/{T = {0}, we have f)qj = 0 for all j. By construction, however,
this implies that each ¢; = 0, which also implies that each p; = 0. So {0} is strongly
(L, R)-real.

Let M be a truncated test module for {0}, L, and R. We see that —1 ¢ M since
otherwise 1 +m = 0 for some m € M, which would imply that 1 € {0} = ©®{/{0}.
By Lemma 3.7, there exists (X,v) € V({0})" such that L(X) = 0 and —v*1v < 0, where
n = dim(R(z, 2*)¢) — dim({0}) = 1. Therefore X € RY and L(X) > 0. |

6.3. Geometric Interpretation of {/{0}. Given a linear pencil L € R"*”[z] of the form

L:A0+A1$1+"'+Agl'g
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we can easily construct a linear pencil Ly € R**¥(z,z*) such that Lo(x) = L(x) for each
x € RY, namely

1 1 Lo, L.
L:A0+§A1ZL’1++§Ag$g+§A1SL’1++§AgIg

Using this, we now can prove Theorem 1.13.

Proof of Theorem 1.13. Let Ly be such that Ly(z) = L(x) for each z € RY. Let L be the
pencil obtained from Ly using Proposition 6.7 Then Proposition 6.7 (1) implies that

{r €RY| L(z) = 0} = {x € RY | L(z) = 0 and ¢(z) = 0 for each ¢+ € I},

since x € RY can be viewed as a tuple of 1 x 1 matrix variables. Further, Proposition 6.7 (2)
implies that the spectrahedron Dj (1) has nonempty interior. |

Here is the geometric interpretation of Theorem 1.13: if L is a linear pencil which
defines a spectrahedron with empty interior, then either the spectrahedron is empty or it
can be viewed as a spectrahedron inside a proper affine linear subspace of RY, with the new
spectrahedron having nonempty interior. The affine linear subspace is defined by

{ € RY | o(x) = 0 for each . € K/{0}}

and the new spectrahedron is defined by L(x) > 0. Hence the commutative collapse of
R/{0} defines the affine subspace containing the thin spectrahedron Dy, (1) found in [KS13].

7. COMPUTATION OF REAL RADICALS OF LEFT MODULES

Given a linear pencil L € R***(x,z*), a left module I C R™*(z, 2*), and a right chip
space € C R (x, %), this section describes algorithms for computing the real radicals VI,
(L\)/@ and "§/I. Computing these radicals helps one verify whether or not a polynomial
p € Rz, 2*) is positive where L is positive and each ¢ € I vanishes, i.e., whether (1.5)
holds for p, which we describe in detail in §7.6.

7.1. Left Grobner Bases. Left monomial orders on (z, x*) are used to compute left Grébner
bases for left ideals I C R(z,z*). There is a general theory of one-sided Grobner bases
for one-sided modules with coherent bases over algebras with ordered multiplicative basis
[Gre00]. In [Nel] there is a version of this theory specific to our case. Left Grobner bases are
easily computable and are used to algorithmically determine membership in a left module.
In this section we recall the highlights of the left Grobner basis theory found in [Nell.

Given a total order < on RY*(z, 7*), we say the leading monomial of a polynomial p
is the highest monomial, according to <, appearing in p. We denote this leading monomial
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as Tip(p). Given a subset S C RV(z, 2*), let Tip(S) denote the set of leading monomials
of elements of S.

A left admissible order < on the monomials in RY(z, 2*) is a well-order such that
a < b for some monomials a, b € R™*(z, 2*) implies that for each ¢ € (x, 2*) we have ca < cb.
Given a left module I C R™(z, 2*), a subset G C I is a left Grobner basis of I with
respect to < if the left module generated by Tip(G) equals the left module generated by
Tip(I). We say a polynomial p is monic if the coefficient of Tip(p) in p is 1. We say a left
Grobner basis G is reduced if the following hold:

(1) Every element of G is monic.
(2) If ¢1, 19 € G, then Tip(e1) does not divide any of the terms of ¢, on the right.

Proposition 7.1. Let I CRY™ {x, 2*) be a left module and let < be a left admissible order.
Then

(1) There is a left Grobner basis for I with respect to <.

(2) There is a unique reduced left Grobner basis for I with respect to <.

(3) If G is a left Grobner basis for I with respect to <, then G generates I as a left module.
(4) R™* = I & Span (NonTip([])).

Proof. See [Gre00, Propositions 4.2, 4.4]. [ ]

Proposition 7.2 ([Nel, Lemma 8.2]). Let I C R (x, 2*) be a left module and let {i;}ica
be a left Grobner basis for I. Fvery element p € I can be expressed uniquely as

finite

(7.1) p= Z Gili,

for some q; € R{x,x*). In particular, the leading monomial of p is divisible on the right by
the leading monomial of one of the left Grobner basis elements t;.

7.1.1. Algorithm for Computing Reduced Left Grobner Bases. Let < be a left monomial order
on R (z x*). Let I be the left module generated by polynomials 1, ..., ¢, € R (x, z*).
It is easy to show that inputting ¢;,...,¢, into the following algorithm computes a reduced
left Grobner basis for 1.

(1) Given: G = {u1,..., 4}
€ ¢, remove 1t. Further, perform scalar multiplication so that each element o 18
2) Ifoeg it. Furth fi 1 Itiplicati h h el fGgi
monic.
(3) For each ¢;,¢; € G, compare Tip(¢;) with the terms of ¢;.
(a) If Tip(¢;) divides a term of ¢; on the right, let ¢ € (z,2*) and £ € R be such that
£qTip(y;) is a term in ¢;. Replace ¢; with ¢; — £qu;. Return to (2).
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(b) If Tip(s;) does not divide any terms of any ¢; on the right for any ¢ # j, stop and
output G.

7.2. The L-Real Radical Algorithm. We now turn our attention to computing “%/T.
A special case of “VT is (L’W. Proposition 6.6 implies that (L’W is a generating
set for (m. For each linear pencil L, each left module I C R{z,z*), and each full
right chip space ¢ C R(z,7*), we always have J/{0} € “S/I since 0 € I and R C €.
Further, Corollary 6.3 implies that computing §/{0} automatically gives {/{(0,...,0)} C
R (2, 2*). As previously noted, the commutative collapse of (L\)/m is generated by a set
of linear polynomials, which is given by [KS13].

When a linear pencil L € R”*(x,x*) is inputted into the following algorithm, the
algorithm outputs a generating set of linear polynomials for (W .

7.2.1. The L-Real Radical Algorithm for “/{0}.

(1) Let I = {0}, T® = {1,21,...,24,27,...,2;}. Fix a total order < on the letters
Tiyeo Lg, TP,y Ty
(2) Compute the space N C R*" defined as
NO® = {neR"|Ln=0}.

Define v to be the dimension of (N @)L, If () = 0, then stop and output I = {0}
and L =1 € R (z, 2*). Otherwise, let {&\”, ... ,515?()))} C R” be an orthonormal basis
for N+, and compress L onto ([N ©O]5)*([N@]1) as

LO = (¢ - D) L (e - €9).

(3) Let i = 0.
(4) Consider the problem
(7.2) Tr(LDAD) 4 D =0 AD =0, D > 0.
(a) If (7.2) has a solution with ¢ > 0, output {1}, L =1 ¢ RY(z,2*), and stop.
(b) If (7.2) has a solution 0 # A® = 0 and ¢ = 0, then let LE?I),...,LE’Z/)@W(“) be
defined by
(4) (%) (%)
Loy Y2 bt
(4) (%) (4)
( (2,v®) — LW+ AG).

L L e o o L
(7.3) eu e

TN NI

HCCRVI VORI COWE)
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(i) Define I0*+Y to be a reduced left Grébner basis for the set
0y 0
(7.4) 19y {L(jﬁk)}j’kzl .

(ii) If 76+D = {1}, stop and output I0+) and L = 1.

(iii) Let 70+ be the set containing 1 and all letters z; and z7 such that neither
x; nor x} is a leading letter of an element of 701 or (70+1D)*,

(iv) Perform division in order of < on the entries of L") using 101 and (70+1))*
to get

LO=L{ + LY,

where the entries of L' are spanned by I0+Y) + (I6+D)* and the entries of
LY are in TG+,
(v) Compute the space N0+ C R¥" defined as

NG = fn e R™ | LPn = 0}.

Define v1) to be the dimension of (N FD)L,

(vi) If 20+ = 0 then stop and output 1Y) and L = 1 € Rz, z*).

(vii) Otherwise, let {§§i+1), o ,fﬁzﬁ)} C R*" be a basis for (NEHD)L - Let L0+
be defined by

i i+l i)\ G i+l il
L(+1) = <f§+) fl(,(jﬂ))) Lgf)<§+) gl(/(;:'l)))‘

(viii) Let ¢ := i+ 1 and go to (4).
(c¢) If (7.2) has no nonzero solution A® = 0 and ¢ > 0, then stop and output I and
L.

7.2.2. Properties of the L-Real Radical Algorithm for “/{0}.

Proposition 7.3. Let L € R*"(x,x*) be a linear pencil. The L-Real Radical algorithm for
(R/{0} in §7.2.1 has the following properties.

(1) The algorithm terminates in a finite number of steps.

(2) The only polynomials involved in the algorithm have degree < 1.

(3) The algorithm outputs a space of linear polynomials which generate “’W and, con-
sequentially, (L\)/m.

(4) The algorithm also outputs a linear pencil L such that L(X) = 0 if and only if L(X) = 0
and 1(X) = 0 for each 1 € R/{0}. Further, there exists a real scalar solution x € RY to
the linear matriz equality L(z) = 0.
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Proof. First, it is clear that the algorithm only involves linear polynomials. Next, the algo-
rithm stops at step (2) if and only if L = 0. In this case, it is trivial to see that ©{/{0} = {0},
and so the algorithm outputs {0} which generates (O’W. Also note that L = 1 is always
positive definite.

Given an index i, assume inductively that I® C ( #R/{0}),, that
(7.5) R(z,z*); = span(I? + [I9]*) @ span T,

and that for i > 0, the set I is a reduced left Grobner basis for “%/{0}. Also assume L
is of the form

(7.6) LW = (C)(L - L) (C),

where LY € R¥” @ (I0) + [I9]%) so that L — L' € R @ T® and C¥ is a matrix whose
columns are a basis for the space (Z®)* defined by

Z0 .= {neR" | (L- L) =0}

Suppose there is a nonzero solution to (7.2). Decompose A® as A® = (UD)*A(UW),

where A is a diagonal matrix with entries @DY), e ,wl(j()i) and U® € RV g an orthogonal
matrix. Then
N0
A6 — Z (a§i)> (a§i)) ’
j=1

where a =1/ Oy *er € R"0. Hence (7.2) implies that

NO)
O+ 3 (o) L0 () =0,
j=1

Therefore,

NO)

3 ({Cm*ay))*L ({Co} <z>) e ER/T0) + (“R/0}),
=1
since 1) C R/10}. This implies that each L& [C® J*a; ) e @ R/{0} and V) € “R/{0}.

If ¢ > 0, then this implies that “%/{0} = R(z,2*) so that the algorithm outputs {1}, a
generating set for “{/{0}, and L = 1, and the condition that +(X) = 0 for each . € “3/{0}
is infeasible. If ¢ = 0 but A® # 0, then since not all of the ag-i) are 0, it follows that each
nonzero L) (Z € ©R/{0}. Therefore,

has entries in ©R/{0}\ 1.
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Given I0+Y we find T0+Y) which satisfies the necessary assumptions given above. Fur-
ther, if Lﬁ’ = 0, then we see that if 1(X) = 0 for each ¢ € IV then L(X) = 0. In this case,
L(X) = 0 if and only if ¢(X) = 0 for each ¢ € I*+V. Therefore *“3/{0} is generated by
I6+Y which we output, and we choose L = 1, which is always positive definite. If L(Z #0,

then we have L0+ of the form (CO+D)*(L — L™ (C6+D), which satisfies the assumptions
given above.

This algorithm must terminate in a finite number of iterations since at each iteration
we add some linear polynomials to /@ to get R{x,2*)I® C R{z,x*)I0+D) C =R/10}. At
the end, there is no nonzero solution to (7.2). Therefore, if

finite finite

> opipi+ Y dila € (Rl,a")0) + (Riz,a)10)",
J k

since the entries of L are in T,

finite finite

Zp]pﬂrz D) LO(CYgy) = 0.

Hence
finite finite
Tr <L(Z) > (COq)(CYq)" ) + <Z p}k-pj) =0,
k J

which implies, since there is no nonzero solution to (7.2), that each CWq, = 0 and each
p; = 0. Therefore, each Lg, = LO¢q, + Ly)C’(i)qk e R">11(0) This implies that I is
(L,R)-real. Since IV C =R/{0}, this implies that 1) = ©R/{0}.

Finally, Proposition 6.7 implies, given the construction of L), that the outputted L =
L satisfies all the properties given in (4). |

7.3. Examples. Here are some examples of linear pencils L and their real radicals “{/{0}.

Example 7.4. Let L be the pencil

Note that
Dy ={Xy | [ Xl <1},
and L(X) > 0iff || X;]| < 1. Proposition 6.1 implies that {/{0} = {0}. Proposition 2.3 also

implies that Y/{0} = {0}. Therefore we expect the L-Real Radical algorithm to output
{0} and L.
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We now run the algorithm. First, we see that Ln # 0 for any n € R?\ {0} since L(0) = 0,
whence L(® = L. Next, we see that if A®) = (a;;.)1<; <0, then

TI'(L(O)A(O)) = a11 + @99 + a1971 + agll’?

For this to be constant, we need a5 = as; = 0. Next, if A > 0, then a1, a2 > 0. Hence
there is no nonzero solution to (7.2). We therefore stop and output {0} and L = L.

Example 7.5. Let L be the pencil

I _ < 1 = ) .

z7 0
Note that since there is a 0 on the diagonal, we have
Dy ={X; | X; =0}
For the algorithm, we first see that Ln = 0 has no nonzero solution in R?. Therefore

L = L. Next, we see that if A©) = F,, > 0, then

Tr(LYA®) =0,
Since VA© = FEss, we see

ymm:(O ”Tl),

so I = Rx;. We decompose R(x, z*), as
Rz,z*); = (IY + [IV]) e TW with TW :=R.
When we project L onto R*>*? @ T™M) we get

10
= Fy;.
(4 5)-=

The nullspace of Ey; is NV = Re,. The compression of £, onto the space ([N M]H)*([NI]4)
is LY = (1) € Rz, 2%).

There is no nonzero solution to
Tr(LYAW) + ¢ =0,
so we output “R/{0} = {z,} and L = (1).
Example 7.6. Let L be the pencil
I ( T +a] 1 ) ‘
1 0

This pencil L is clearly infeasible, i.e., Dy = @.
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Applying the algorithm, we get L = L, and we see that
Tr(L Eyy) = 0.

Next,

0 0

— 1
so we add 1 to I to get I = R(x, z*);. Output now I® and L = 1.

Example 7.7. This is a version of [KS13, Example 4.6.3] presented in free non-symmetric
variables. Let L be the pencil

0 T 0
L= | 27 x+ 25 1
0 1 T+ LL’T
Applying the algorithm, we get L(®) = L and thus

Tr(LOFEy,) = 0.

Next,
000
LOVE = 2t 0 0
000

Therefore we add 2% to 1 to get IV = R{z, z*)x%. This leads to

Then,
Tr(LW Eyy) = 0,

SO we see

0 0
We thus add 1 to IV to obtain /® = R{x, 2*). Hence L is infeasible.

L%/E:(O 1).

Example 7.8. Let L be the pencil

1(1312[‘2253
21 0 0

2 0 0 0
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The pencil L has no nullspace, so L(®) = L. We see that Tr(L(® Ey) = 0 and

00 0

000 0
LOVE, =

44 000 0

000 0

Therefore I(Y) = Rxy. We then get

2 2
R(z,2%); = (I(” - [I(”}*) o7V with T :=R+Y Ra;+» Ral.
j=1 j=1

When we project L(® onto T™ we get

1 x1 29 O
zp 1 0 0
x5 0 1 0

0O 0 0 0

This matrix has a null space N = Rey, so we obtain

1 Tr1 To
LYW=1a25 1 0
zy 01

This pencil has non-empty interior, so L=1L1W, Geometrically, we see that the set L(x) = 0
is the two-dimensional spectrahedron defined by L, which is the closed ball

{(I‘l,l’g,O) S R3 | LU% +.§C§ < 1}

Example 7.9. As our final example we present a classical example of a spectrahedron used in
mathematical optimization to construct a semidefinite program (SDP) with nonzero duality
gap, cf. [KS13, Example 4.6.4]. Let L be the pencil

o+ x9 + 15 0 0
L = 0 Ty +x] o
0 x5 0

for some o > 0.

Applying the algorithm, we get L(®) = L and thus

Tr(L Es3) = 0.
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Next,
00 0
LOVEs=|0 0
00 0

Therefore we add z; to I to get I = R(z, 2*)z5. We decompose R(z, 2*); as
R{z,z*); = (IY + IV o TW with TW := R+ Rz, + Rz},

Projecting L onto R>*? @ T yields

L(l): « 0
0 zy+af |

There is no nonzero solution to (7.2). We therefore stop and output IV and L = L)

7.4. ¢-Bases. For right chip spaces € C R™*(x, 2*), we would ideally like to find an order
on R (x, z*) satisfying a < b whenever a € € and b ¢ €. However, as it turns out right chip
space € rarely admit left admissible orders (as defined previously in §7.1) with this property.
Therefore, we discuss €-orders, which were introduced in [Nel].

Let € C R™¢(z, 2*) be a right chip space. Let <, be a degree order on (z, 2*), that is, <
is a total order on (z, z*) satisfying a <o b whenever |a| < |b|. We say that <¢ is a €-order
(induced by <) if <¢ is a total order on R"*(z, x*) such that if a,b € R™*(x,z*), then
a <¢ b if one of the following hold:

(1) ae €and b ¢ C;

(2) a € R(z,z*)€ and b € R(x, x*)C;

(3) a = ajaz, b = b1by, where ag, by € R(z,2*)1€\ €, ay,b; € (x,2*), and a; <q by;
(4)

4) a = wag, b = wby, where ag, by € R(z,2*)1€\ €, w € (x,2*), and ay <¢ bs.

The above conditions in and of themselves only define a partial order. By definition, a &€
order < is defined in some way among the elements of €, R(z, 2*),€\ €, and R\ R(z, 2*)€
respectively to make it a total order.

Further, let I C R™(x,2*) be a left module generated by polynomials in R{z,x*),¢.
We say that a pair of sets ({¢;}ica, {V;};ep) is a €-basis for [ if {¢;};c4 is a maximal set of
monic polynomials in 7 N (R(z, 2*); €\ €) with distinct leading monomials and if {1);};cp is a
maximal (possibly empty) set of monic polynomials in 7 N€ with distinct leading monomials.

Here is a useful property of €-bases.

Lemma 7.10 ([Nel, Lemma 3.4]). Let € C Rz, 2*) be a finite right chip space and let <¢
be a C-order induced by some degree order. Let I C R™(x, 2*) be a left module generated by
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polynomials in R{z, 2*)1&, and let ({t;}i=,{V;}5=,) be a €-basis for I. Then each element
of I can be represented uniquely as

n o
(7.7) me + Zaﬂ%
i=1 j=1

where each p; € R(x,z*) and a; € R.

Conversely, any pair of sets of monic polynomials ({¢;}i—,, {V;}7=,) with distinct leading
monomials such that any element of I can be expressed in the form (7.7) is a €-basis for I.

7.5. The L-Real Radical Algorithm for ““%/I. Here is an algorithm for the more general
real radical “¥/I, where L € R**"(x, 2*), is any symmetric polynomial, € C R (z, z*) is
some finite right chip space, and I C R™¢(z,2*) is a left module. When a generating set
{p1,...,p,} for I is inputted into the following algorithm, it outputs a €-basis for T

(1) Fix some €-order on R™*(z, z*). Compute a €-basis for I, and let I be the outputted
pair of sets.

(2) Let i = 0.

(3) Let T C € be set of all monomials in ¢ which are not the leading monomial of an
element in 1

(4) For the polynomial 6,

0% = L, <Z amm) ,

where the «,, are v-dimensional column vector variables, use the €-basis to solve for the
space of a such that #®) is in the left module generated by I®). Using this solution, let
J@ be a basis for the following space:

{0 e RITO | LYy e IV}

Let K@ C R¥IT® be a maximal set of linearly independent polynomials not in J®

(5) Let 700 = (T]-('))lgjgw(i) be a vector whose entries are the elements of 7, and let

k) = (mgi))lgjgp(i) be a vector whose entries are the elements of K. Define Lx =
(Lfigl))lgsfj
6) Let 1) = “(l), 19 "(l) CFor1<j < u®, let s € & be defined as
J=1 J
s
cel
where the fy ' are real-valued variables. For 1 < j < ¢@ | let a ) € ¢ be

Z fk]€k®1

ker(e)
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where the 5,?2 are real-valued variables. Consider the problem of finding A®, B® = 0
such that

(7.8) () AO (7)1 (x@) BOLs) = 37 ([ + (1) [s47)

for some values of yélj), 5,(;3 € R. This can be solved by an algorithm similar to the SOS
algorithm in [Nel, §9.1]; see §7.5.1 below.
(7) If (7.8) has a nonzero solution, then let !” and C((]Z.)k) be defined by

J

2
(7.9) D = VA
Lo (i)
(i) (i) (i)
Sy S Ci1,p0)
C(i) C(i) L C(i) _
(271) (272) (27p(1)) — 4 /B(Z) LKJ(Z) .
(4) (4) (i)
Sy S0 T Spnp0)

Let 10+ be the @-basis generated by the set

i o i ©)
19y {Lj}j U {C((j,)k)}gp',kzl‘

Let 70D be the space spanned by all monomials in 7 which are not the leading
monomial of an element of 70+, Set i := i 4+ 1 and go to (6).
(8) If (7.8) has no nonzero solution, then stop and output 1.

7.5.1. Modified SOS Algorithm. We now explain in detail how to solve the problem given in
Step (6) of the above algorithm.

(a) Let Z® be the space
20 = (2, 2) € 8 x5 | (1Y Z,(59) + (69) Z,(6) = 0},

and let (Zi1r, Zinw), - (Zino) oo Zinto ) be a basis for Z0),
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(b) Express the right hand side of (7.8) as

D2 DA (O Faagalr®) o+ O] Frgal )

o)

+ 3 S e (rO) Hir[r @) + [6O) Hi e[ 6)),

kel'(¢) j=1
for some symmetric matrices Fi; ;r, Feijn, Hiijor, Hiij-
(c) If the linear pencil

n(l)

(710) L ( (2 @) ZOK ZZ]T@ZJK +Zf}/c] c,z,jTEBFc,i,j,n>

+ Z §rj(Hyijr © Hk,i,j,n)

k,j
contains any 0 on its diagonal, set all entries in the row and column corresponding to
the 0 diagonal entry to be 0. Use the resulting linear equations to reduce the number of
variables. Repeat this step until there are no diagonal entries equal to 0.
(d) If we eventually get L; = 0, stop and output that there is no nonzero solution.
(e) Solve the linear matrix inequality

Li(a®,4® @) = 0

to see if there is a nonzero solution (a®, 4@ x®).
(f) If there is not, stop and output that there is no nonzero solution.
(g) Otherwise, output the obtained solution.

7.5.2. Properties of the L-Real Radical Algorithm for /1.

Proposition 7.11. Let L € RV (x,2*), be a symmetric polynomial, let € C R (z, 2*)
be a finite right chip space, and let I C R (x, 2*) be a left module. The L-Real Radical
algorithm for “N/T in §7.5 has the following properties.

(1) The algorithm terminates in a finite number of steps.

(2) If I is generated by polynomials in R{x,x*),&, then the algorithm involves only compu-
tations on polynomials in R{x,z*),C.

(3) The algorithm outputs a €-basis for “/T.

Proof. Given an index i, assume inductively that I C R{z,z*)I®) C “Y/I, that I
¢-basis, and that

(7.11) ¢ = (span[ N ¢) @ span T,
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For ¢+ = 0, this is true by construction since every monomial in € is either the leading
monomial of an element in 7 —in which case it is the leading monomial of an element of
IO ¢ —oritisin T, We compute J® and K so that, by Lemma 3.4, the left module
generated by I is (L, @)-real if and only if whenever

finite finite

(7.12) Z T, + Z KLk € RNz, )T 4 (TOY R (g, 2*)
r j

for 7, € spanT® and k; € span K| then each 7, = 0 and each x; = 0.
If (7.8) has a nonzero solution, then we see that
* (@)
: Ca " S
: L :
j= r=1 ()
= <(p” C(p(” r)
is in the space Rz, x*) [ + (IWD)*RY™¥(z, 2*), which implies that the L i T
If (7.8) has no nonzero solution, then it follows that (7.12) holds if and only if each
Tr,k; = 0. Therefore the left module generated by I @) is (L, @)-real, and since I C
R{z,z*)I® C “Y/I, we have that 1) is a €-basis for “V/T.
At each iteration of the algorithm, we either stop or we add at least one new polynomial
in R(z,z*),€ to I®. Therefore the algorithm takes at most dim (R(z,2*),€) iterations.

Also, if I is generated by polynomials in R(z, z*),€, then the generating set of each I is
made up of polynomials in R{x, z*),C. [ ]

7.6. Verifying if a Polynomial is Positive on a Spectrahedron. Given a left module
I C Rz, 2*), a finite right chip space € C R>¢(z, %) and a linear pencil L C R**¥(x, z*),
we now show how to algorithmically verify whether a symmetric polynomial p € €*R{x, 2*);€
is of the form (1.5). In particular, by Theorem 1.9, this tells us whether p is positive where
L is positive and each ¢ € I vanishes.

7.6.1. Algorithm.

(1) Compute a €-basis for /1. Let 7 be a vector whose entries are all polynomials in
the €-basis.

(2) Let ¢ be a vector whose entries are all monomials in €.

(3) Given a C-order, let 7 be a vector whose entries are all monomials in € which are
not divisible on the right by the leading monomial of an element of the €-basis for
(L»C\)/f

(4) Let & be a vector whose entries are all polynomials of the form Le7; for some entry
7; of 7.
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(5) Consider the equation
(7.13) p=T1"AT + *Bi +*Cc+ "C"¢

where A, B, C are unknowns. This equation amounts to a series of linear equations
in the entries of A, B, C.

(6) The polynomial p is of the form (1.5) if and only if the following linear matrix
inequality is feasible:

A,B >0 such that (7.13) holds

8. COMPLETELY POSITIVE MAPS IN THE ABSENCE OF INVERTIBLE POSITIVE
ELEMENTS

The theory we have developed can be used to strengthen the theory of complete positivity
(CP). The theorem at the core of the subject represents a CP map 7 between unital subspaces
of matrix algebras as 7(A) = V*¢(A)V, where ¢ is an isometric isomorphism. This can be
thought of as an algebraic certificate for CP, and it is gotten by combining the Arveson
extension theorem with the Stinespring representation theorem. In this section we give
algebraic certificates for CP maps between nonunital subspaces of matrix algebras.

8.1. Completely Positive Maps. A subspace 2 C R”*” closed under the transpose will
be called a (nonunital) operator system. We write S(2() for the set of all symmetric
elements A = A* € A, and K(A) = {A € A | A* = —A} denotes the skew-symmetric
elements of 2. Furthermore,

ey = {A € S@) | A= 0}.

Lemma 8.1. We have
A =S dKEA).

Proof. Observe that

A4+ AT A

A
> T

Let B C R be another operator system. A linear *-map 7 : A — B is called
completely positive (CP) if it is positive (i.e., 0 < A € 2 implies 7(A) > 0) and all its
ampliations 7 ® Idg : M(A) — M(B), k € N, are positive.

Lemma 8.2. Suppose A C R**¥ and B C R’ are operator systems, and let 7 : A — B be
a linear x-map. Suppose A-o = {0}. Then:

(1) Mk(m)to = {0} for all k € N;
(2) 7 is CP.
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Proof. 1f 0 # A € M;,(U)o, then at least one of the diagonal v x v blocks A;; of A is positive
semidefinite and nonzero, violating 2o = {0}. Item (2) now follows easily. |

Remark 8.3. For this reason we may restrict our attention the the case of operator sys-
tems 2 with nonzero A.-,. We point out that detecting whether (g = {0} is easily done
using the machinery developed above. Indeed, choose a basis {A;,..., A} of S(), a basis
{Ass1,..., Ay} of K(2), and form the linear pencil

L(z) = Ai(zy + 27) + -+ 4+ As(@s + 25) + Asp1(Ts11 — :E:—i-l) + o+ Ag(rg — 1),

g

Consider the expanded pencil

L(z) = L(z) & (Tr(L(x)) — 1)

(8.1)
= L(z) ® (Tr(Al)(atl Fat) e Te(A) (2 + 2f) — 1).

Note that Ao = {0} iff L(D) = {0} iff D; = @ iff K/{0} = R(x,2*) (by Proposition 6.2),
and the last condition is easily detected by the algorithms presented in §7.

Example 8.4. In general not every CP map 7 : A — B extends to a CP map 7 : R —
RZXZ.

(1) Suppose Ao = {0}, and let 7 : A — RY* be any map not of the Arveson-Stinespring
form (i.e., of the form X — >, V'XV;). Then 7 is CP by Lemma 8.2, but cannot be
extended to the full matrix algebra.

0 R

(2) For a slightly less trivial example, let 24 = (]R R) C R?*2 and consider 7 : A — R

. @11 Q12
given by

21 Q22
into R, an easy exercise (or see [Pau02]) now shows 7 is CP. But 7 does not admit an

) — @12 + ag. Then 7(™Aso) = {0}, so 7 is positive. Since it maps

extension to a positive map on R2*2,

8.2. Pencils Associated with Operator Systems. Retain the notation of Lemma 8.2.
We assume 2(-o # {0}. As in Remark 8.3 we can select a basis Ay, ..., As_1, A, ..., A, of
2 consisting solely of symmetric and skew symmetric elements. Here, Ag,..., As_1 € S(A)
and A, ..., A, € K&) for s € N. Let us call this a symmetric basis for 2[. To such a
basis we associate the linear pencil

(8.2) Ly(z)=Ao+ Ai(z1+27) + -+ As1(xs1 + 2%_4)

+ Ag(rs —a3) + -+ Ag(zy — 7).
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Proposition 8.5. Assume that Ay # 0 is a maximum rank positive semidefinite matrixz of A,
and that Ay, ..., As_1 are pairwise orthogonal, i.e., Tr(AfA;) = 0. Then D, (1) is bounded.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume

Ay = Id, O
0 0y
for some 1 <r <.
. A A . ., B
Claim. If for some A; = | € A with A;; € S” we have (Ag, A1) = 0 and
Afy Ax
Id, +AA11 AAj
8.3 Ao+ AA = =0 forall Xe&Rs,
(8.3) 01+ AAy A, Ay | = or a >0
then A; = 0.

Ezplanation. Since (Ag, A1) = 0, Tr(A;;) = 0. This means that either A;; = 0 or Ay
has both positive and negative eigenvalues. In the latter case, fix an eigenvalue p < 0 of
Ajy. Then for every A € R with A > —pu~! > 0, we have that Id, +\A;; # 0, contradicting
(8.3). So Ay = 0. If r = v we are done. Hence assume r < p.

Now

Id, MAp

8.4 Ao+ A, =
(8.4) OFAMT AL Ay

=0

for all A € Rsg. Using Schur complements, (8.4) is equivalent to
Mgy — N2AT, A = 0.

Hence Ay — ANA, A5 = 0 for all A € Rsg. Equivalently, Ajs = 0 and Ay = 0. If Agy # 0,
then 0 < Ag + A; € A, and

r = rank(Ay) < rank(A4y + A1),
contradicting the maximality of the rank of Aj. O

We now show that Dr, (1) is bounded. Assume otherwise. Then there exists a sequence
()} in R*~! such that ||z || = 1 for all k, and an increasing sequence t;, € R~ tending to
oo such that Ly(tpz®) = 0. By convexity this implies t,2) € Dy, for all j > k. Without
loss of generality we assume the sequence (2®)), converges to a vector x = (x1,...,7,1) €
R~1. Clearly, ||z|| = 1. For any t € R, tz'¥) — tz, and for k big enough, tz®) € D;, by
convexity. So x satisfies Ly (tz) = 0 for all ¢t € R>. In other words,

Ay + Qt(All'l + -+ As—ll's—l) >0
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for all t € R5p. But now the claim implies Ayzq + -+ + As_125_1 = 0, contradicting the
linear independence of the A;s. u

Lemma 8.6. Let L(x) be as in (8.2), and assume the A; satisfy the assumptions of Propo-
sition 8.5. Then:

(1) if A € R and Z € (R>4)9 and if

(85) S:A®A0+(21+Zf)®A1++(Zs_1+Z:_1)®AS_1
+(Zs = Z7) @ As+ -+ (Zy— Z;) @ Ay

is symmetric, then A = A*;
(2) if S =0, then A = 0.

Proof. To prove item (1), suppose S is symmetric. Then 0 =5 — S* = (A — A*) ® Ag. (Here
we have used that Ao, ..., A, are symmetric and A, ..., A, are skew-symmetric.) Since
Ap # 0, we get A = A*.

For (2), if A % 0, then there is a unit vector v such that v*Av < 0. Consider the
orthogonal projection P € SR™*% from RY®R” onto Ru®@R”, and let Y = ((v*Zjv)P,)_, €
(S%)9. Here P, € S? is the orthogonal projection from R? onto Rv. Note that P = P, ® Id,.
Then the compression

PSP = P(A QA+ (Zy+ Z) @A 4+ (Lo + 25 ) @ Ay

(2= Z) @ A+t (Zy = Z;) @ Ag) P
s—1
= (VAP @ Ag+ > _2Y; @ A; = 0,

i=1
which implies that 0 # Zf;ll Y;® A; = 0 since 0 # Ay = 0 and v*Av < 0. This implies
0#tY € Dy, for all ¢ > 0. In particular, the spectrahedron D; of the commutative collapse
L of L is unbounded. Hence Dy (1) is unbounded (cf. [KS11, §4.1]) contradicting Proposition
8.5. [

8.3. Characterizing Completely Positive Maps. Suppose 2 C R”*” and B C R/
are operator systems, and 7 : A — B is a linear x-map. Assume 2., # {0} and select
a basis Ao, ..., As_1, As, ..., Ay of A consisting of symmetric and skew-symmetric elements

and satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 8.5. Consider the linear pencil Ly(x) given by
(8.2), and let

Lys(z) = 7(Ag) + 7(A)) (1 + 27) + -+ 7(As1) (51 + 25 1)

+7(As) (x5 —25) + -+ T(Ag) (g — 77).
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Theorem 8.7. The following are equivalent:
(i) 7 is CP;

(11) DLQ{ g DL% y

(iii) Dy (€) € Dy ().

[HKM13, Theorem 3.5] obtained this result for A, = 0, and [KS11, §4] considered
(complete) positivity of linear functionals 7 : 24 — R.

Proof. The implication (i) = (ii) is obvious. We next prove its converse.

Fix d € N. Suppose S € My(2) is positive semidefinite. Then it is of the form (8.5) for
some A € R and Z € (R™%)9. By Lemma 8.6, A = 0. If we replace A by A + eI for some

e > 0, the resulting S = S, is still in My(2(), so without loss of generality we may assume
A > 0. Hence,

s—1 g
(A2@D)S(ATIR]) = I A+ Y A“H(ZA+Z)A20A+Y A 3(Zi—Z)A2®A; = 0.
i=1 i=s
Since Dy, € Dy,,, this implies
il 1 1 9 1 1
I ® 1(Ap) + ZAT(ZZ- + Z7)A T2 ® T(4;) + ZA_E(ZZ- — ZHA 2 @ 7(A;) = 0.
i=1 i=s

Multiplying on the left and right by A2 @ I shows

T(S) =ART(A) + (Z1+ Z])@T(A) + -+ (Zs 1+ ZF ) @ T(As1)
+(Zs = Z7)@7(As) + -+ (Zy — Z;) @ T(Ay) = 0.

A straightforward approximation argument now implies that if S = 0, then 7(5) > 0 and
hence 7 is CP. This proves (ii) = (i).

The implication (ii) = (iii) is obvious, and (iii) = (ii) is given in Corollary 4.7. |

8.4. Algorithm for Determining Complete Positivity. Given are operator systems
A C RV B C R and a linear *-map 7 : 2 — B.

(1) If A-o = {0}, then 7 is CP. Stop.

(2) Find the maximum rank positive semidefinite Ay € 2.

(3) Compute a basis Ay, ..., A1, As, ..., Ay of 2 consisting only of symmetric and skew-
symmetric elements, satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 8.5.

(4) Form Lg and Ly as in §8.3.

(5) Is Lay|p,, = 07 If yes, then 7 is CP. If not, 7 is not CP.
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The correctness of this algorithm follows from Theorem 8.7.

Remark 8.8.

(1) How to implement (1) is explained in Remark 8.3.
(2) To find a matrix Ay with maximum possible rank one solves the strictly feasible SDP

AN =min {\: L(z) + \[ = 0, A >0, v € R},

where L is as in (8.1), using a path-following interior-point method. As shown in
[dKTRO0, Theorem 5.6.1] (see also [dKI102, §3]), the limit of the central path is maxi-
mally complementary, therefore when \* = 0, the solution of this problem will produce
Ag with maximal rank. Note that if A* > 0, then no feasible A, exists.

(3) The algorithmic interpretation §7.6 of Theorem 1.9 enables us to compute a certificate
for L%|DLQ1 >~ 0, yielding at the same time a certificate for complete positivity of 7.

9. ADAPTING THE THEORY TO SYMMETRIC VARIABLES

In some contexts, it is desirable to work with NC polynomials in symmetric variables.
Define (z) to be the monoid freely generated by x with identity the empty word, and let R(z)
denote the R-algebra freely generated by (z). Define the involution * on R(z) to be linear
such that 27 = z; and such that (pq)* = ¢*p* for each p,q € R(z). We say that elements of
R(z) are NC polynomials in symmetric variables. We henceforth refer to polynomials in
R({z,z*) as polynomials in non-symmetric variables.

There are direct analogs of the results of this paper to the case of symmetric variables.
It turns out that essentially the same proofs given throughout this paper work for symmetric
variables. Alternately, some results for symmetric variables can be proved directly from our
existing results on non-symmetric variables. In this section, we will prove the analog of

Theorem 1.9 for symmetric variables.
Lemma 9.1. Let [ C R () be a left module and let L € RV*¥(x) be a linear pencil. Then
J={p e R"Yx) | p(X)v =0 whenever (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) = 0}

s an L-real left module containing I.

Proof. Suppose

finite finite

> i+ Y q;Lg; € RN+ RV
i J
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Now if (X, v) € V(I) is such that L(X) > 0, then

finite finite finite finite

o (3 pO PO+ D (X)L (0)v = 3 (Xl + Y IVEX)gs (X2 = 0

which implies that each p; € J and each Lg; € R**J. n

For p € R*®(z, 2*) define Sym(p) € R***{x) to be the polynomial produced by setting
each 2} equal to z;. If ¢ € R**®(z), define Fr(q) € R***(z, 2*) to be

Fr(q) = Q<%($ + x*)>-

Here is the symmetric analog of Theorem 1.9.

Theorem 9.2. Suppose L € RY*¥(x) is a linear pencil. Let € C RY¥(x) be a finite chip
space, let I C RY™x) be a left R{z)-module generated by polynomials in R{x),€, and let
p € CR(z)1€ be a symmetric polynomial.

(1) v*p(X)v > 0 whenever (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) = 0 if and only if p is of the form
finite finite finite

(9.1) p=>_pipi+ > ¢Lai+ Y (ri+ i)
i J k

where each p;,ry € €, each ¢; € R and each 1, € VI NR{z,z*),¢.
(2) v*p(X)v > 0 whenever (X,v) € V(I) and L(X) > 0, if and only if p is of the form (9.1)
where each p;, 1y € €, each q; € R"*'€ and each v, € YT N Rz, %), €

Proof. We will only prove (1). The proof of (2) is similar.

If p is of the form (9.1), then Lemma 9.1 implies that v*p(X)v > 0 whenever (X, v) € I
and L(X) > 0.

Conversely, suppose v*p(X)v > 0 whenever (X,v) € I and L(X) = 0. Let € C
R>!(z, x*) be the right chip space spanned by all monomials in Sym (). That is, the
monomials in € have the property that when all of the % are removed, one is left with a
monomial in €. Therefore, it is easy to see that € is finite.

Let J C R™!(z, z*) be the left module generated by Sym™*(I) N R(x, z*);€. Note that
Sym(J) = I. Further, if (Y,v) € V(J), and X = (Y +Y™), then for each « € I NR(z),€
we see ((X)v = Fr(¢)(Y)v = 0. Also, Fr(L)(Y) = L(X) and Fr(p)(Y) = p(X). Therefore
v* Fr(p)(Y)v > 0 whenever (Y,v) € V(J) and Fr(L)(Y) = 0. Theorem 1.9 implies that

finite finite finite

Fr(p) = > aja;+ Y b Fr(L)bi+ Y (cibr + Ocr)
i 7 k
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where each a;, ¢, € Q~f, b; € R**1¢ and each 0, € ./ . Therefore

finite finite

p= Z Sym(a;)* Sym(a;) + Z Sym(b;)* L Sym(b;)

finite

+ 3 (Sym(cx)* Sym(6y) + Sym(6))” Sym(cy))

Hence it suffices to show that Sym(6;) € “YV/1.
Let K C R™(z) be the left module generated by Sym™'( “¥/T) NR(z),¢, i.e., the set

(L,

of polynomials in R(z);& which map into /I under Sym. Suppose

finite finite

STEE+Y g Fr(L)g € RUEK + K RY™,
( J

where each f; € € and each g; € R**1¢. Then

finite finite

> Sym(f,)" Sym(fi) + > Sym(g;)*LSym(g;) € R “V1 4+ “VI'R™,
i J

each Sym(f;) € €, and each Sym(g;) € R"*'€. By definition, each Sym(f;) € “¥/T and
each Sym(g;) € R¥** /1. This implies that each f; € K and each g; € R**' K. Further,
it is clear by definition that J C K. Therefore

Sym( WL)’%) C Sym(K) = YT [ ]
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NOT FOR PUBLICATION

APPENDIX A.
BACKGROUND FROM [HVO07] ON ALGEBRAIC INTERIORS AND THEIR DEGREE

This lemma and its proof are copied directly from [HV07]. To mesh perfectly with this
the current paper take z° = 0 and C,(z°) = C,(0) = C.

Lemma A.1 ([HV07, Lemma 2.1]). A polynomial p of the lowest degree for which C = Cp,(z°)
is unique (up to a multiplication by a positive constant), and any other polynomial q such
that C = C,(2°) is given by ¢ = ph where h is an arbitrary polynomial which is strictly
positive on a dense connected subset of C.

Proof. We shall be using some properties of algebraic and semi-algebraic sets in R™, so many
readers may want to skip over it and go to our main results which are much more widely
understandable; our reference is [BCR98]. We notice first that C is a semi-algebraic set (since
it is the closure of a connected component of a semi-algebraic set, see [BCR98, Proposition
2.2.2 and Theorem 2.4.5]). Therefore the interior int C of C is also semi-algebraic, and so is
the boundary dC = C \ int C. Notice also that C equals the closure of its interior.

We claim next that for each x € OC, the local dimension dim dC, equals m — 1. On the
one hand, we have
dim 0C, < dim dC < dimintC = m;
here we have used [BCR98, Proposition 2.8.13 and Proposition 2.8.4], and the fact that
OC = closint C \ int C, since C equals the closure of its interior. On the other hand, let B be
an open ball in R™ around z; then

BNAC =B\ [(BNR™\C))U(BNintC)].

Since C equals the closure of its interior, every point of dC is an accumulation point of both
R™\ C and intC; therefore BN (R™\ C) and B NintC are disjoint open nonempty semi-
algebraic subsets of B. Using [BCR98, Lemma 4.5.2] we conclude that dim BN9oC > m — 1,
hence dimdC, > m — 1.

Let now V' be the Zariski closure of 9C, and let V =V, U---UV} be the decomposition
of V' into irreducible components. We claim that dim V; = m — 1 for each i. Assume by
contradiction that Vi, ... V; have dimension m—1 while V;,, ..., Vi have smaller dimension.
Then there exists x € dC such that = &€ Vi,...,V}, and consequently there exists an open
ball B in R™ around x such that

BNoC=(BNaCNVy)U---U(BNAICNV).

By assumption each set in the union on the right hand side has dimension smaller than m—1,
hence it follows (by [BCR98, Proposition 2.8.5, I]) that dim BNIC < m — 1, a contradiction
with dimdC, = m — 1.
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Suppose now that p is a polynomial of the lowest degree with C = C,(2°). Lowest degree
implies that p can have no multiple irreducible factors, i.e., p = p; - -ps, where p1, ..., ps
are distinct irreducible polynomials; we may assume without loss of generality that every
p; is non-negative on C. Since p vanishes on dC it also vanishes on V =V, U---U V. We
claim that for every V; there exists a p; so that p; vanishes on V;: otherwise Z(p;) NV,
is a proper algebraic subset of V; for every 7 = 1,...,s, therefore (since V; is irreducible)
dim Z(p;)NV; < dim V; for every j and thus also dim Z(p)NV; < dim V;, a contradiction since
p vanishes on V;. If p; vanishes on V;, it follows ( since p; is irreducible and dim V; = m — 1)
that Z(p;) = Vi. The fact that p is a polynomial of the lowest degree with C = C,(z°)
implies now (after possibly renumbering the irreducible factors of p) that p = p; - - - p,. where
Z(p;) = V; for every 7. Since dimV; = m — 1 it follows from the real Nullstellensatz for
principal ideals [BCR98, Theorem 4.5.1] that the irreducible polynomials p; are uniquely
determined (up to a multiplication by a positive constant), hence so is their product p. This
proves the uniqueness of p.

The rest of the lemma now follows easily. If C = C,(2°), then the polynomial ¢ vanishes
on JC hence also on V' =V U---UV,. Since ¢ vanishes on Z(p;) = V; and dimV; =m — 1,
the real Nullstellensatz for principal ideals implies that ¢ is divisible by p;; this holds for
every ¢ hence ¢ is divisible by p = py - - - pg, i.e., ¢ = ph. It is obvious that h must be strictly
positive on a dense connected subset of C. [
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