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Polynomials that preserve nonnegative matrices
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Abstract

In further pursuit of a solution to the celebrated nonnegative inverse eigenvalue
problem, Loewy and London [Linear and Multilinear Algebra 6 (1978/79), no. 1,
83–90] posed the problem of characterizing all polynomials that preserve all
nonnegative matrices of a fixed order. If Pn denotes the set of all polynomials
that preserve all n-by-n nonnegative matrices, then it is clear that polynomials
with nonnegative coefficients belong to Pn. However, it is known that Pn

contains polynomials with negative entries. In this work, novel results for Pn

with respect to the coefficients of the polynomials belonging to Pn. Along the
way, a generalization for the even-part and odd-part are given and shown to be
equivalent to another construction that appeared in the literature. Implications
for further research are discussed.
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1. Introduction

The longstanding nonnegative inverse eigenvalue problem (“NIEP”) is the
problem of recognizing the spectra of nonnegative matrices. In particular, given
a multi-set Λ = {λ1, . . . , λn} of complex numbers, the NIEP asks for necessary
and sufficient conditions such that Λ is the spectrum of an n-by-n entrywise-
nonnegative matrix A, in which case the multi-set Λ is called realizable and the
matrix A is called a realizing matrix for Λ.

It is well-known that if Λ is realizable with realizing matrix A, then

sk(Λ) :=

n
∑

i=1

λk
i = tr (Ak) ≥ 0, ∀k ∈ N,
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and
smk (Λ) ≤ nm−1skm(Λ), ∀k,m ∈ N. (1)

Condition (1) is called the J-LL condition and was established independently
by Johnson [7] and by Loewy and London [8].

For a polynomial p, let p(Λ) := {p(λ1), . . . , p(λn)}. If p is a polynomial that
preserves the nonnegativity of all n-by-n nonnegative matrices, then

sk(p(Λ)) =

n
∑

i=1

p(λi)
k = tr (p(A)k) ≥ 0, ∀k ∈ N, (2)

and
smk (p(Λ)) ≤ nm−1skm(p(Λ)), ∀k,m ∈ N. (3)

As noted by Loewy and London [8], determining whether the inequalities
(2) and (3) are sufficient requires a characterization of

Pn := {p ∈ C[x] | p(A) ≥ 0, ∀A ∈ Mn(R), A ≥ 0} .

In particular, and for practical purposes, necessary and sufficient conditions are
sought in terms of the coefficients of the polynomials. However, few results are
known with respect to the coefficients of the polynomials in Pn.

The characterization of P1 is known as the Pólya–Szegö theorem (see, e.g.,
Powers and Reznick [9, Proposition 2]), which asserts that p ∈ P1 if and only
if

p(x) =
(

f1(x)
2 + f2(x)

2
)

+ x
(

g1(x)
2 + g2(x)

2
)

,

where f1, f2, g1, g2 ∈ R[x].
Bharali and Holtz [2] gave partial results for the set

Fn := {f entire | f(A) ≥ 0, ∀A ∈ Mn(R), A ≥ 0} ⊃ Pn

and characterized entire functions that preserve certain structured nonnegative
matrices, including upper-triangular matrices and circulant matrices.

In this work, novel results on the coefficients of polynomials in Pn are
presented. Along the way, a generalization for the even-part and odd-part is
given and shown to be equivalent to a construction given by Balaich and Ondrus
[1] for polynomials. We conclude with implications for further inquiry.

2. Notation and Background

The set ofm-by-nmatrices with entries from a field F is denoted byMm×n(F).
If m = n, then Mm×n(F) is abbreviated to Mn(F). The set of all n-by-1 column
vectors is identified with the set of all ordered n-tuples with entries in F and
thus denoted by Fn. The n-by-n identity matrix is denoted by I = In.
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If n ∈ N, n > 1, and λ ∈ C, then Jn(λ) denotes the Jordan block with
eigenvalue λ, i.e.,

Jn(λ) =















λ 1
λ 1

. . .
. . .

λ 1
λ















∈ Mn(C).

If A ∈ Mn(F), then aij denotes the (i, j)-entry of A. If F = R and aij ≥ 0,
1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, then A is called nonnegative and this is denoted by A ≥ 0.

Unless otherwise stated,

p(x) =

m
∑

k=0

akx
k ∈ C[x],

where am 6= 0. If n is a positive integer less than or equal to m, then the
coefficients a0, a1, . . . , an−1 are called the first n terms of p and the coefficients
am−n+1, . . . , am−1, am are called the last n terms of p.

If A ∈ Mn(F), then A is called a circulant or circulant matrix if there is a
vector v ∈ Fn, called the reference vector of A, such that aij = v(j−i) mod n+1.
In such a case, we write A = circ(v1, . . . , vn). The n-by-n circulant matrix
with reference vector e2 is denoted by C = Cn. Finally, note that if q(x) =
∑n−1

k=0 vk+1x
k, then A = q(C) =

∑n−1
k=0 vk+1C

k [4, p. 68].

3. The Even and Odd Part of a Polynomial and a Generalization

In this section, we generalize the notion of the even and odd part of a poly-
nomial and show that it is equivalent to a construction given by Balaich and
Ondrus [1].

Recall that if f : C −→ C, then

fe(x) :=
f(x) + f(−x)

2

is called the even-part of f and

fo(x) :=
f(x)− f(−x)

2

is called the odd-part of f .
As is well-known, or otherwise easy to show,

pe(x) =
∑

k≡0 mod n

akx
k

and
po(x) =

∑

k≡1 mod n

akx
k.

The following construction generalizes the aforementioned functions.
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Definition 3.1. Let n ∈ N and r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}. If

I(m,n,r) := {0 ≤ k ≤ m | k mod n = r},

then the polynomial

p(r,n)(x) :=
∑

k∈I(m,n,r)

akx
k,

is called the r mod n-part of p.

Observation 3.2. If p ∈ C[x], then p(x) =
∑n−1

r=0 p(r,n)(x).

Proof. Follows from the fact that if r 6= r̂, then I(m,n,r) ∩ I(m,n,r̂) = ∅ and the
fact that

n−1
⋃

r=0

I(m,n,r) = {0, 1, . . . ,m}.

Balaich and Ondrus offered the following as a generalization to the even-part
and odd-part of a function.

Definition 3.3 ([1, Definition 3]). If f : C −→ C, r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n − 1}, and
ω := exp(2πi/n), then

f(r,ω)(z) :=
1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ω−krf(ωkz) (4)

is called the r mod n-part of f .

In the case of polynomials, the following result shows that the constructions
yield the same function.

Theorem 3.4. If p ∈ C[x], then p(r,n)(x) = p(r,ω)(x).

Proof. Because
n−1
∑

k=0

ωjk =

{

n, j ≡ 0 mod n

0, j 6≡ 0 mod n
,

it follows that

p(r,ω)(x) =
1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ω−krp(ωkx)

=
1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ω−kr
m
∑

j=0

ajω
jkxj

=
1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

m
∑

j=0

ajx
jωk(j−r)

=
1

n

m
∑

j=0

ajx
j
n−1
∑

k=0

ωk(j−r)

4



=
1

n





∑

j∈I(m,n,r)

ajx
j
n−1
∑

k=0

ωk(j−r) +
∑

j /∈I(m,n,r)

ajx
j
n−1
∑

k=0

ωk(j−r)





=
1

n





∑

j∈I(m,n,r)

ajx
j(n) +

∑

j /∈I(m,n,r)

ajx
j0





=
∑

j∈I(m,n,r)

ajx
j = p(r,n)(x).

4. Coefficients of polynomials in Pn

Clark and Paparella recently showed that the coefficients of any polynomial
belonging to Pn must be real [3, Corollary 3.4]. As such, hereinafter it is
assumed that the coefficients of p are real.

Bharali and Holtz [2, Theorem 6] established the following result for entire
functions using block upper-triangular matrices. We offer a simpler proof using
Jordan blocks that also applies to entire functions.

Theorem 4.1. If p ∈ Pn, then p, p(1), p(2), . . . , p(n−1) ∈ P1.

Proof. The result follows by utilizing the well known fact [6, p. 386] that

p(Jn(t)) =



















1 ··· k ··· n

1 p(t) · · · p(k−1)(t)
(k−1)! · · · p(n−1)(t)

(n−1)!

...
. . .

. . .

k p(t) p(k−1)(t)
(k−1)!

...
. . .

n p(t)



















.

Corollary 4.2. If p ∈ Pn and m ≥ n − 1, then the first n terms of p are
nonnegative; otherwise, if m < n−1, then all of its coefficients are nonnegative.

Proof. Follows from the fact that ak = p(k)(0)/k! ≥ 0.

Observation 4.3. If p, q ∈ Pn and α ≥ 0, then αp, p+ q, pq, and p ◦ q ∈ Pn.

Proof. Follows from the fact that (p+ q)(A) = p(A) + q(A) [5, Theorem 1.15],
(pq)(A) = p(A)q(A) [5, Theorem 1.15], and (p ◦ q)(A) = p(q(A)) [5, Theorem
1.17].

Since Cn = I and C is invertible, it follows by the division algorithm that
Ck = Cr, where r = k mod n.

Proposition 4.4. If p ∈ C[x] and t ∈ C, then

p(tC) =
n−1
∑

r=0

p(r,n)(t)C
r = circ

(

p(0,n)(t), p(1,n)(t), . . . , p(n−1,n)(t)
)

.
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Proof. By Observation 3.2 and the fact that (p+ q)(A) = p(A) + q(A),

p(tC) =

n−1
∑

r=0

p(r,n)(tC) =

n−1
∑

r=0

∑

k∈Ir

akt
kCk

=

n−1
∑

r=0

∑

k∈Ir

akt
kCr

=

n−1
∑

r=0

p(r,n)(t)C
r

= circ
(

p(0,n)(t), p(1,n)(t), . . . , p(n−1,n)(t)
)

.

Corollary 4.5. If p ∈ Pn, then p(r,n) ∈ P1, ∀r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}.

Proof. If p ∈ Pn and t ≥ 0, then

p(tC) = circ
(

p(0,n)(t), . . . , p(n−1,n)(t)
)

≥ 0,

and the latter holds if and only if p(r,n) ∈ P1, ∀r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}.

Corollary 4.6. If p ∈ Pn, then

∑

k∈I(m,n,r)

ak ≥ 0, ∀r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}.

Proof. If p ∈ Pn, then

∑

k∈I(m,n,r)

ak = p(r,n)(1) ≥ 0, ∀r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}.

Remark 4.7. Since ar = p(r,n)(0) ≥ 0, Corollary 4.5 yields another proof of
Corollary 4.2, which can also be established by examining p(Jn(0)) [2, Proposi-
tion 2].

Lemma 4.8. If n ∈ N, then Pn+1 ⊆ Pn.

Proof. For completeness, we repeat the argument given by Bharali and Holtz
[2, Lemma 1] for the containment Fn+1 ⊆ Fn: let A be a nonnegative matrix
of order n and let p ∈ Pn+1. If B := diag(A, 0) ∈ Mn+1(R), then p(B) =
diag(p(A), 0) [5, Theorem 1.13(g)]. Since p(B) ≥ 0, it follows that p(A) ≥ 0,
i.e., p ∈ Pn.

Corollary 4.9. If p ∈ Pn, then p(r,n̂) ∈ P1 for every n̂ ∈ {1, . . . , n} and for
every r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n̂− 1}.

Proof. Immediate from Corollary 4.5 and Lemma 4.8.
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Corollary 4.10. If p ∈ Pn, then
∑

k∈I(m,n̂,r)

ak ≥ 0,

for every n̂ ∈ {1, . . . , n} and for every r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n̂− 1}.

Proof. Immediate from Corollary 4.6 and Lemma 4.8.

Theorem 4.11. If p ∈ Pn and deg p > n, then the last n terms are nonnega-
tive.

Proof. By Proposition 4.4, if t ∈ R, then

p(tC) = circ(p(0,n)(t), . . . , p(n−1,n)(t)) ≥ 0.

For contradiction, suppose that am−n+k < 0, where 1 ≤ k ≤ n. The n terms

m− n+ 1, . . . ,m− 1,m

form a complete residue system modulo n since they are consecutive; as such,
if r = (m − n + k) mod n, then am−n+k is the leading coefficient of p(r,n).
Since am−n+k < 0, we may select t large enough such that p(r,n)(t) < 0, a
contradiction. Thus, the last n terms of p must be nonnegative.

Theorem 4.12. If p ∈ C[x] and deg p < 2n, then p ∈ Pn if and only if all of
the coefficients are nonnegative.

Proof. Sufficiency is clear and necessity follows from Corollary 4.2 and Theorem
4.11.

5. Concluding Remarks

In addition to determining whether conditions presented previously are suf-
ficient (or to disprove otherwise), we offer additional results and several other
lines of inquiry.

Theorem 5.1. P2 ⊂ P1.

Proof. If p(x) = x2 − 4x+4 = (x− 2)2, then p(x) ∈ P1 since p(x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ R.
However, p(x) /∈ P2 in view of Theorem 4.12.

Clark and Paparella [3, Theorem 5.6] recently showed that P3 ⊂ P2. Thus,
we offer the following.

Conjecture 5.2. If n ≥ 3, then Pn+1 ⊂ Pn.

If V is a vector space over R and U is a nonempty subset of V , then U is
called a convex cone if αu + βv ∈ U for every u, v ∈ U and α, β ≥ 0. A point
x of a convex cone U is called an extreme direction (or ray) of U if, whenever
x = αu + βv, with α, β > 0 and u, v ∈ U , then x = u = v. By Observation
4.3, Pn is a convex cone of C[x] and {pk(x) = xk ∈ C[x] | k ≥ 0} consists of
extreme directions. As such, we pose the following line of inquiry.

Problem 5.3. Identify the extreme directions of Pn.
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