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BILINEAR MATRIX INEQUALITIES AND POLYNOMIALS IN SEVERAL
FREELY NONCOMMUTING VARIABLES

SRIRAM BALASUBRAMANIAN* NEHA HOTWANI!, AND SCOTT MCCULLOUGH

ABSTRACT. Matrix-valued polynomials in any finite number of freely noncommuting variables
that enjoy certain canonical partial convexity properties are characterized, via an algebraic
certificate, in terms of Linear Matrix Inequalities and Bilinear Matrix Inequalities.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main results of this article extend principal results of [HHLMO08] on convex polyno-
mials in freely noncommuting variables to the matrix-valued case and of [JKMMP21a] on
xy-convex polynomials to the matrix-valued setting in any finite number of freely noncom-
muting variables.

Fix a positive integer g. Given a positive integer d and d x d matrices, Ay, Ay,. .., Ag,
the expression

g
LA(I) = AO — Z Ajwj
j=1

is a linear pencil, where A = (A4, 41,...,4,). In the case the A; are hermitian the pencil
is hermitian and, in this case, it is typically assumed that Aq is positive definite. When L 4
is hermitian and x € RY, the matrix L4(z) is hermitian and

is a linear matrix inequality (LMI). Here 7' > 0 indicates that the hermitian matrix T
is positive semidefinite. The (scalar) solution, or feasible, set of a hermitian pencil L4,

DA[l] = {iL‘ c Re: LA({L') = 0},

is a spectrahedron. Because L4 is affine linear, it is evident that D4[1] is convex. Spec-
trahedra figure prominently in numerous engineering applications. They are fundamental
objects in semidefinite programming in convex optimization and in real algebraic geometry.
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Given d x d hermitian matrices Ag, A1, ..., Ag, B1,..., By, Cpy, 1 <p < g, 1 < g <h, the
expression

g h gh
L(z,y) = Ay — Z Ajxj — Z By, — Z CogTpYqs

j=1 k=1 pg=1
is an xy-pencil. When all the coefficient matrices are hermitian, L is a hermitian zy-
pencil. For a hermitian xy-pencil, the inequality L(x,y) > 0 is a Bilinear Matrix In-
equality (BMI). Bilinear matrix inequalities appear in robust control. See for instance
[KSVdS04, SGL94, vABO00] and the references therein and the MATLAB toolbox,
https://set.kuleuven.be/optec/Software/bmisolver-a-matlab-package-for-solving-
optimization-problems-with-bmi-constraints.

It is natural from multiple perspectives to consider the fully matricial analogs of LMIs
and BMIs. For positive integers n, let S, (C) denote the set of n x n hermitian matrices and
let S,,(C8) denote the set of g-tuples from S,,(C). Given X = (Xi,..., X,) € S,(C8), let

La(X)=A @I, — Y A ®X;
and let
The sequence Dy = (Dy[n]), is known as a free spectrahedron or LMI domain. While
D4[1] does not determine A, up to unitary equivalence, the free spectrahedra D4 does.

Free spectrahedra are matrix convex, meaning

(i) D4 is closed with respect to isometric compressions: if X € Dyln| and V : C™ — C"
is an isometry, then V*XV € Dy4[m|, where

VXV = VX, XV = (VX V.. VEX,V);

and
(ii) D is closed under direct sums: if X € Dy[n] and Y € Dy[m], then X®Y € Dyln+m),
where

(X@Y); = ()éj %)

In particular each D4[n| is convex in the ordinary sense.

Free spectrahedra appear in the theories of completely positive maps and operator
systems and spaces [Pa03, Pi03]. They appear in systems engineering problems governed
by a signal flow diagram as explained in [dOH06, HMdOV09, CHSY]. They also produce
tractable natural relaxations for optimizing over spectrahedra; e.g., the matrix cube problem
[BtN02, DDSS17, HKMS17], which can be NP hard, but whose canonical free spectrahedral
relaxation is a semidefinite program (SDP).

The fully matricial analog of BMIs is described below, after the introduction of polyno-
mials in freely noncommuting variables.
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1.1. Free polynomials. The two types of partial convexity considered in this article are

described in terms of free polynomials. Fix freely noncommuting variables xq, ..., xx. Given
a word
(1.1) W= Xy X

in these variables and T € S,,(C*), let

w)=T" =T, T,

0°

Let W denote the collection of words in the variables y. A d x d matrix-valued free
polynomial is an expression of the form,

p(X) = D puw,
wew

where the sum is finite and the p,, € My(C). The free polynomial p is naturally evaluated
at T € S,(C*) as

p(T)=> p,@T".
There is a natural involution * on free polynomials that reverses the order of products in
words so that, for w in equation (1.1),
W= Xt Xin
and such that
p=) puw

This involution is compatible with the adjoint operation on matrices,

A free polynomial p is hermitian if p* = p; equivalently, if p(7)* = p(T) for all n and
T € S,(CF).

From here on we often omit the adjectives matrix and free and simply refer to matrix-
valued free polynomials as polynomials, particularly when there is no possibility of confusion.

Since the involution fixes the variables, xj = x;, we refer to xi,..., xx as hermitian
variables. In Subsection 2.3, non-hermitian variables naturally appear.

1.2. Partial convexity. Both types of partial convexity considered in this article involve
partitioning freely noncommuting variables into two classes x1,...,z, and y1,...,y,."

IFor the results here, there is no loss in generality in assuming the number of z and y variables is the same.
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1.2.1. zy-convexity. Since matrix multiplication does not commute, we now update the
definition of an zy-pencil as follows. A matrix-valued free polynomial of the form

p p p p
L(z,y) = Ay — Zijj - Z By — Z ChqTplq — Z Dapyqyp,
j=1 k=1

p,q=1 p,g=1
where A;, By, C,y, Dy are all matrices of the same size, is an zy-pencil. The pencil L is
naturally evaluated at a tuple (X,Y) € S,,(C*) x S,(C*) as

H H H H
LX,Y)=A®L, =Y A®X; =Y Bi@Yi— Y Cpu®X,Y,— Y Dy @YX,
Jj=1 k=1 p,q=1 p,q=1

When the A; and By are hermitian and D,, = C,,, the pencil L is a hermtian zy-pencil

and L(X,Y’) = 0 is the matricial analog of a BMI. Assuming, as we usually do, Ay is positive
definite, writing ¥ = (A4;, B;,C;;) and Ly, = L, let
DE[TL] = {(X, Y) € SZ X S% . Lz(X, Y) >~ O}

and let Dy, denote the sequence (Ds[n]),. The set Dy, is zy-convex, meaning Dy, is

(i) closed under direct sums; and

(i) if (X,Y) € D[n] and V : C™ — C" is an isometry such that V*(X,Y;)V =

V*X,VV*Y;V, for all i, j, then V*(X,Y)V € Ds[m].

A tuple ((X,Y),V) where (X,Y) € S,(C*) x S,,(C*) and V : C™ — C" is an isometry
such that V*(X,Y;)V = V*X,VV*Y;V, for all 4, j, is an xy-pair. A hermitian matrix-valued
free polynomial p(x,y) is zy-convex if

p(V (X, Y)V) 2 (La@ V)'p(X,Y)(La® V)

for all xy-pairs ((X,Y), V). It is nearly immediate that, if p is zy-convex, then the positivity
set of —p,

D_, ={(X,Y):p(X,Y) 20},
is also zy-convex. Theorem 1.1 below provides an algebraic certificate characterizing xy-convex
polynomials. When d =y = 1, it reduces to [JKMMP21, Theorem 1.4].

Theorem 1.1. Suppose p(x,y) is a hermitian d x d matriz-valued polynomial. If p is xy-
convex, then there exists a hermitian d X d matriz-valued xy-pencil A\, a positive integer N
and an N X d matriz-valued xy-pencil A such that

(1.2) p(x,y) = Mz, y) + Az, y) Az, y).

In particular, —p is the Schur complement of a Hermitian xy-pencil and D_), is the feasible

set of the BMI,
I Aaz,y) )
= 0.

The converse is easily seen to be true.
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A proof of Theorem 1.1 is contained in the proof of Proposition 1.3 given in Section 3.

1.2.2. a%-convexity. To maintain consistency with the literature, we now switch to freely
noncommuting variables a1, ...,a, and z; ..., x,. A dxd matrix-valued hermitian polynomial
p(a, z) is convex in z if for each positive integer n, each A € S,(CH), each X,Y € S, (CH)
and each 0 <t < 1, one has

p(AtX + (1 —=0)Y) <tp(A, X)+ (1 —t)p(A,Y).

A canonical example of a convex in z polynomial is a hermitian linear in = pencil; that is,
a hermitian polynomial that is affine linear in z.

There is a fruitful alternate characterization of convexity in x. A tuple ((A, X), V') where
(A, X) € S,(C*) x S,(C*) and V : C™ — C" is an isometry is an a-pair if V*A?V =
(V*A;V)? for each 1 < i < p. Equivalently ((A4, X),V) is an a®pair if ran V reduces A. As
we will see in Proposition 2.1, a hermitian polynomial p is convex in z, or a®>-convex, if and
only if

p(VH(A,X)V) 2 (Ia@ V)p(A, X)(Ia @ V)
for all a-pairs ((A, X), V). Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 below — the latter of which is a
matrix polynomial version of [HHLMO08, Theorem 1.5] and [JKMMP21a, Corollary 1.3] — are

the main results of this article.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose p(a,x) is a d X d matriz-valued hermitian polynomial. If p(a,x) is
convex in x, then there exists a d x d matriz-valued hermitian linear in x pencil L a positive
integer N and a N x d matriz-valued polynomial A that is linear in x such that

pla,x) = L(a,x) + Ala, x)"A(a, x).

In particular, p has degree at most two in x and D_, is the feasible set of the affine linear in

x matrix inequality
I A(a, x)
>~ 0.
<A((I,ZL')* —L(G,ZE)) =0

The converse s evidently true.

A proof of Theorem 1.2 is given in Section 2. Proposition 1.3 below describes the
relationship between zy-convexity and separate convexity in x and y. It also extends
[JKMMP21, Theorem 1.4] to both several x and y variables and matrix-valued polynomials.

Proposition 1.3. Let p(x,y) be a d X d matriz-valued hermitian polynomial. The following
statements are equivalent.
(i) p is xy-convex
(i1) p is convex in x and y separately.
(iii) p has the form given in equation (1.2).

In particular, p is xy-convex if and only if p is convex in x and y separately.
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A proof of Proposition 1.3 is given in Section 3.

Remark 1.4. An example in the appendix of the arxiv version of [JKMMP21a] shows that
there is not a local version of Proposition 1.3. That is, as a local statement, separate convexity
need not imply xy-convexity.

2. PARTIALLY CONVEX HERMITIAN MATRIX-VALUED NC POLYNOMIALS

This section contains a proof of Theorem 1.2 and is organized as follows. Subsection 2.1
presents alternate formulations of a?-convexity. Needed versions of Amitsur’s no polyno-
mial identities results are collected in Subsection 2.2. The border vector middle matrix
representation for a type of Hessian for polynomials in a, z of degree two in x is reviewed
in Subsection 2.3. The proof of Theorem 1.2 concludes in Subsection 2.4. Subsection 2.5
contains two corollaries that apply to zy-convex polynomials.

2.1. Alternate formulations of convexity. The proof of Theorem 1.2 makes use of the
following characterization of a?-convex polynomials. It parallels [JKMMP21, Proposition 4.1]
for zy-convex polynomials for g = 1 and, to some extent, appears as [JKMMP21a, Proposi-
tion 1.5]. It also borrows liberally from the ideas in [PT-D+].

Proposition 2.1. For a d x d matriz-valued hermitian polynomial p(a,x), the following
statements are equivalent.

(i) The polynomial p is conver in x;

(ii) If (A, X),V) is an a®-pair, then
(La®@ V) p(A,X) (La®@ V) = p(V (A4, X)V);

(11i) For each tuple (A, X) € S,(C*) x S,(C*), each positive integer m and all tuples
a,0 € S;,(CH) and p € M, ,(CH),

where W* = ([n O) € My nim(C),

({3 D) 2) e

_ X1 b Xu B,u
S (5 ) (% 5)) ctinicn

Proof. To prove (ii) implies (i), let A, X,Y € S,(C*) and t € [0, 1] be given. Let

21:(’3 31) )?:()g 3) V=WtL, VvIi—tL,)".

and
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In particular, ((A, X),V) is an a>pair. Thus,
PA X 4+ (1= 1)Y) =p(V*(4, X)V)
< (Lo V) pAX)(LeV)
:4@®w%%%X)M£n)@®V)
— tp(A,X) + (1 - )p(A,Y),
where the inequality is a consequence of the hypothesis. Hence p is convex in x.

Now suppose item (iii) holds and let an a?-pair ((A, X), V) be given. Since V : C™ — C"
is an isometry whose range M reduces A;, the matrix representations of V, A; and X; with
respect to the decomposition C* = M @ M~ take the forms

(5) (% 41,) = (5 0, %,)
O ’ 0 A] rML Y7* PMLXJ er

respectively, where P; denotes the orthogonal projection of C™ onto M. The conclusion of
item (ii) now follows by identifying M with C™ and observing that, under this identification,
the operators V, A and X have the same form as W, R and S in the hypothesis. Hence
item (iii) implies item (ii).

It remains to prove (i) implies (iii). To this end, let

(% 2 (5 3)
_5T 51 ’ 9 _6; 5M .

By the convex in z hypothesis, it follows that

(2.1) CM%X)(S&)=p< S+S>

Multiplying the inequality of equation (2.1) by ([,

(p(R, S) + p(R, S)).

\_/ l\3|’—‘

* on the left and (/; ® W) on the
right gives

P(A,X) = p(* (R, )W) < (L ® W) [p(R. S) + p(R,8)] (La @ W),

Thus, to complete the proof, it suffices to show.

(2.2) (L@ W) p(R,S) (I @ W) = (I, @ W)* p(R, S) (I, @ W).

To this end, let
I 0
7= )

and note (R, §) = U*(R, S)U. Consequently,
p(R.8) = (La @ U)p(R. 5)(La @ U),
and equation (2.2) follows. O



8 S. BALASUBRAMANIAN, N. HOTWANI, AND S. MCCULLOUGH

2.2. Faithful representations.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose p(a,x) is a hermitian polynomial. If p is convex in x, then the
degree of p in x is at most two.

Proof. Let d denote the size of p. Thus p = Y p,w for some p, € My(C). For v € C¢,
define the polynomial p, by p, = >, (v*pw?y) w. Since p is hermitian, it follows that p, is a
hermitian polynomial with scalar coefficients. Also convexity of p in x implies the convexity
of p, in z. Hence, by [JKMMP21a, Corollary 1.3],” for each v € C¢, the degree of p, in x is
at most two. Suppose the word w = w(a, x) is such that p, # 0. Since the scalar field is C, it
follows that there exists a v € C? such that v*p,y # 0. Since p, has degree at most two in z,
it follows that w(a, z) has degree at most two in x. Hence p has degree at most two in z. O

The following lemma is a variant of the Amitsur-Levitski Theorem. For the convenience
of the reader, a sketch of a proof is included.

Lemma 2.3. If p(a) is a polynomial of degree at most m > 0 in the freely noncommuting
variables ay, ..., a, and if there is an n > N(u,m) := Z;ﬁ:o 1 and a nonempty open set

U C S, (C*) such that p(U) =0 for allU € U, then p = 0.

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, suppose p # 0, but there is an n > N(u, m) and a nonempty
open subset U C S,(C*) on which p vanishes. In this case, there is no loss of generality
assuming the degree of p is m. Since p vanishes on an open subset of S, (C*), it vanishes on
all of S,,(CH).

For the moment, assume n = N. Let H denote the Hilbert space with orthonormal basis
W, the words of length at most m in the variables a. Hence dim H = N. Define linear maps
S;, for j =1,...,g, on H by S;w = ajw, if w € W has length strictly less than m, and
Sjw = 0 if w has length m. Observe that S7w has length strictly less than the length of
w e W.

Let Tj = S; + S;. Thus T' = (Ty,...,T,) € Sy(C*). A straightforward computation
shows, when m > 1

m—1
(D)2 =>4+ pm,
=0

where ¢; are homogeneous polynomials of degree j and p,, is the homogeneous of degree m
part of p. On the other hand, when m = 0,

p(T)@ = psd.

Since the set {qo, ¢1,- -+, Gm—1,Pm} C H is linearly independent and, by assumption, p(7)2 =
0, it follows that p,, = 0, contradicting the assumption that the degree of p is m.

2The same result, but with real scalars, appears as [HHLMOS, Theorem 1.4]
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To complete the proof, if n > N, then replace the tuple T'by R =T ¢ 0 and @ with
v = @ @0, where the first 0 is the zero tuple in S,,_y(C*) and the second 0 is the zero vector
in C", and observe that 0 = p(R)~ implies p(T)@ = 0. O

Lemma 2.4. Let q(a) = Y qow(a) be a dx d matriz (not necessarily hermitian) polynomial
in the freely noncommuting variables ay ..., a,. If (A) =0 for alln € N and A € S, (C"),
then g = 0.

Proof. Since g(a) is a d X d matrix polynomial, i.e g, € My(C), it can be viewed as a d x d

d

matrix (¢’ (a))i j=; of scalar polynomials. Suppose that ¢ is nonzero. Choose i, j such that

q"7(a) is nonzero. Since ¢"/(A) =0 for all n € N and A € S,,(C*), Lemma 2.3 implies ¢*7 is
the zero polynomial, a contradiction. 0J

Proposition 2.5. For each positive integer k and each n > N = Z;”ZO W there exists
A €S, (C*) and v € C™ such that

My ={w(A)v : w(a) is a word with degree at most r}
15 linearly independent.

In particular, in the case k = 1, there is an A € S,41(C*) and a v € C*™ such that
M1 18 linearly independent.

Proof. Fix k. Let W, denote the words in the (freely noncommuting) variables ay,...,q,
of degree at most k. The cardinality of W, is N = Z;?:o i, Given ¢ : W, — C, let ¢,
denote the value of ¢ at w € W,. Let C denote the set of all functions ¢ : W, — C such that
> ulcw*= 1. Thus C is identified with the unit sphere in CV and is thus compact.

Given ¢ € C, let

Arguing by contradiction suppose, for each n > N, for each C' € §,(C*) and each v € C",
there exists a ¢ € C such that ¢.(C)y = 0. Given n > N and C € S,(C*) and v € C", let

Koy = {c€C:alC)y =0},
Thus K¢, is nonempty for all C' and ~. Likewise, since, for C' € S,,(C*) and v € C", the

mapping
Coc—q(C)yecC”

is continuous, the sets K¢, are compact. Given a positive integer M, positive integers
ni,...,ny > N, C7 €8, (C*) and v; € C" for 1 < j < M, observe that

ML Kooy = Kacign, # 0.
Hence {K¢, : C,~} has the finite intersection property. It follows that
ﬂC,vKC,v 7£ 0.
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Choosing any ¢ in this intersection,

¢(C)y =0
for all C' and ~y. Consequently ¢z(C) = 0 for all C' € S,,(C*) and hence, by Lemma 2.3, gz = 0.
Thus, ¢, = 0 for all v, contradicting ¢ € C. Hence, there exists an C and ~ such that such
that Mc . is linearly independent. Let ¢ denote the size of C; that is C' € S,(C*) and
Mg, . is a subspace of C* of dimension N. Let V' denote the inclusion of M, into C* and
let B=V*CV. Since V*A*V~v = A%y € M¢,,, for words a of length at most «, the set

{w(B)~y : w is a word of length at most x}

is linearly independent.

Given m > N, let A = B ® 0, where 0 € M,,_n(CH). Likewise let v =y ® 0 € C™ =
CN @ C™ N and note that M4, , is linearly independent. O

2.3. The Border vector, middle matrix and non-hermitian variables. In this sub-
section, ¢(a,z) denotes a fixed polynomial that is homogeneous of degree two in = and d,
denote its degree in a.

Enumerate the words in the variables a4, ..., a, of degree at most d, as {my,...,my}. In
particular, N = Z;lio . Forl<jk<pand1l<r t<N there exists uniquely determined
d x d matrix-valued polynomials i’z(a) such that
(2.3) qla,x) = Y (la@me(a) x;) 334 () (1g © wxme(a)).

J,k,x,t

In fact,

(24) (L@ me(a)'a;) 3% (a) (I ® wxme(a) = Y {quw - w = mz(a) zmy(a)zeme(a)}.

~ Letting Z denote the block matrix indexed by ((j, r), (k,t)) with d X d polynomial entries
325 (a) and letting V (a)[z] the column vector with (k,t) entry I; ® zpms(a), equation (2.3)
becomes,

(2.5) q(a,z) = V(a)[z]* Z(a) V(a)[z].

The polynomial V'(a)[z] is the border vector and Z(a) is the middle matrix for g.
Equation (2.5) is the border vector-middle matrix representation of ¢.

Before continuing, we pause to introduce non-hermitian freely noncommuting variables.
Accordingly, let x1,..., X&, 21, ., Ze, W1, ..., w, be freely noncommuting variables. Now let
* denote an involution on words in these variables that reverses the order of products and
satisfies xj = x; and 2] = w;. Thus the x variables are hermitian, but the z,w variables
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are not. [t is natural, and customary, to systematically use z; in place of w;. A polynomial
in this mix of variables is now a linear combination of words with matrix coefficients. A
word in these variables evaluates at a tuple (X, Z) € S,,(C*) x M, (C*) in the natural way:
replace x; with X; and similarly replace z; and z; with Z; and Z7. The involution extends
in the evident fashion to this mixed variable setting. Namely, the coefficient matrices are
replaced by their adjoints and the involution is applied to the words. Finally, a polynomial is
hermitian if p* = p; equivalently p(X, Z)* = p*(X, Z) for all tuples (X, Z).

The definition of the border vector, as a polynomial, naturally extends to the case of
non-hemitian x variables. With this understanding, and given positive integers m,n, a tuple
B € S,(C#), a tuple 8 € M,, ,,(C*) and tuple a € S,,,(CH),

26 S (1 ® ma(B) 8;) 32 (0) (1 ® Byme (B))
2.6 j,k,r,t
=V(B)[B " Z(a)V(B)[5"].

Proposition 2.6. If W, R, S are given as in Proposition 2.1 item (iii), then
(La®@ W)"q(R,S) (Ia@ W) = q(A, X) + V(A)[B] Z(a) V(A)[B7].

Proof. Suppose w = {(a)z;c(a)xyr(a), where £(a), c(a),r(a) are words. Compute

o) = (0 ) (5 2) (0 o) G ) (5 )
_ (E(A)ch(A)Xkr(A) + ((A)Bje(a) Bir(A) *)

* *
Hence,
(2.7) W*w(R,S)W = L(A)X,c(A)Xyr(A) + ((A)Bjc(a)Brr(A).
In particular, fixing r, t, 7, k and letting Y = I; ® W, equations (2.4) and (2.7) give
Y (Ia@Sjm:(R))" 314 (R) (I ® Spme)(R))Y
=Y (i{qw Qw(R,5) :w = mr(a)%ms(a)kat(a)}> Y

s=1

N
= Z{qw ® [w(Av X) + mr(A)*ﬁjms(a)ﬁzmt (A)] W= mizjmszkmt}
s=1
=(11 ® Xjme(A))* 325 (A) (La ® Xymy(A))
+ (Lo ® Bime(A))" 335 (a) (I ® Brmy(A)).
Summing equation (2.8) over r, t, j, k and using equations (2.3), (2.5) and (2.6),
(Ia @ W) q(R, S)(1a @ W) = q(A, X) + V(A)[F]" Z(a)V (A)[5"]. m
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2.4. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since p is convex in x, Proposition 2.2 says its degree in x is at most
two. Thus,

pla,x) = L(a, z) + q(a, z),
where L(a, ) is affine linear in x and
a0, 2) = 3 puw,
wel

where I' denotes words in the variables a, x that are homogeneous of degree two in x. Since
p is convex in x, so is ¢, and it suffices to prove that there exists an zy-pencil A such that

qg = A*A.
Let k denote the degree of ¢ in a. By Proposition 2.5, there is an ¢ such that for all n > ¢
there exists an A € S,(C*) and a v € C" such that

My ={w(A)v : wis a word of length at most «}

is linearly independent.

Fix n > ¢ and choose C € S, (C*),v € C" such that M, is linearly independent. For
this C' and a given H € M, (C"), the border vector evaluated at (C, H*) is

w [ Himi(O)
V(OH] =P :
=L \Himpy(C)

By linear independence of M¢,,

(2.9) {(V(C)[H*|v: H € M,(C")} = CF,

Let a € S,,(C") be given. To prove that Z(a) € My(C)®@M,,,n(C) is positive semidefinite,
let z € C? @ C*N be given. There exist v1,...,7s € C? and uq,...,ug € C*N such that
Z = Y 7. ® u,. By equation (2.9), for each 1 < a < d, there exist H* € M,(C*) such
that u, = V/(C)[(H?)*]v. Let 3; denote the d x 1 block matrix with (a, 1) entry H}. Thus
B; € My n(C) and B € My, ,(C*). Let v, = e, ® v € C* @ C", where {ey,...,eq} is the
standard orthonormal basis for C¢.

Set A = 1; ® C € Sy,(C*). Thus, A is the direct sum of C' with itself d-times. Let
= Z;’zl Y @ vp and compute

(La@V(A)BNE =) 7% @ V(A)[B](er @)
(2.10) ot
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Let 0 € S,(C*) be given and let W, R, S have the form given in Proposition 2.1 item (iii).
Since ¢ is convex in x, item (iii) of Proposition 2.1 implies

(2.11) (la @ W) [q(R, S)] (1a ® W) = q(A, X).
Proposition 2.6 and equation (2.11) give
(2.12) (L& V(A Z(a) (I ® V(A)[5]) > 0.

Combining equations (2.12) and (2.10) gives,
0< (Z(a)(La @ V(A)BDT, (La @ V(A)[B]T) = (2(a)z, 2)
and thus Z(a) > 0.
At this point, it has been shown that there is an ¢ such that if n > ¢ and « € S,,(C*), then
Z(«) = 0. Hence, by a standard direct sum argument, Z(«) = 0 for all n and « € S,(CH);

that is Z is a positive polynomial. Hence Z factors [M] in the sense that there exists a (not
necessarily square) matrix polynomial F' such that Z(a) = F(a)*F(a). Consequently,

q(a, ) = V(a)[z]"Z(a)V (a)[x] = Aa, z)"A(a, z),

where A(a, x) = F(a)V (a)[z] is linear in x and the proof is complete. O

2.5. Biconvexity. This section concludes by collecting consequences of Theorem 1.2 for
later use. Let £ denote the set of words in a, x of degree at most two in both a and z, but
excluding those of the forms a;a;zy,, and z,,z,a;a;.

Corollary 2.7. Suppose p(a,z) is a hermitian d x d matriz polynomial. If p is conver in x
and has degree at most two in a, then p contains no words of the form x;xiaram, 0T A arT;;
that is p(a,z) € My @ span L.

Proof. From Theorem 1.2,
pla,z) = L(a,x) + Aa, x)*A(a, ),

for matrix-valued polynomials L and A, where L is affine linear in  and A is linear in x.
Since p has degree at most two in a, it is immediate that L(a,x) has degree at most two in a
and thus is a (matrix-valued) linear combination of elements of £. Let N denote the degree
of A in a and, arguing by contradiction, suppose N > 2. Write

A(a,z) = Z Au(a,x),

where A,(a,x) is homogeneous of degree u in a. By assumption Ay(a,z) # 0. Hence, by
Lemma 2.4, there exists A, X such that Ay(A, X) # 0. It follows that the matrix-valued
polynomial of the single real variable t,
N
F(t) = A(tA, X) = Y 1"A,(A, X)

u=0
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has degree N. Hence
p(tA, X) = L(tA, X) + A(tA, X)*"A(tA, X) = L(tA, X) + F(t)"F(t)

has degree 2N > 4 in t, contradicting the assumption that p has degree at most two in A. We
conclude that A(a,x) has degree at most one in both a and x and the proof is complete. [

Corollary 2.8. Suppose p(a,z) is a hermitian d X d matriz polynomial. If p is conver in
both a and x (separately), then p has degree at most two in both a and x and contains no
words of the form x;ziagan, or amarxex;; that is p(a,x) € My ® span L.

Proof. 1f the hermitian polynomial p(a, ) is convex in both a and x, then Theorem 1.2 holds
with the roles of a and x interchanged. In particular, if p is convex in both a and x, then p
has degree at most two in both a and x and this result thus follows from Corollary 2.7. [

3. XY-CONVEX HERMITIAN POLYNOMIALS

Proposition 1.3 and Theorem 1.1 are proved in this section. The proof strategy is to
show zy-convexity here is to proceed directly from Corollary 2.8. For notational consistency
with [JKMMP21] we use z = (21,...,2,) and y = (y1,...,¥,) instead of a,z for the two
classes of variables.

Proposition 3.1 ([Proposition 4.1, JKMMP21). A triple (X,Y),V) is an xy-pair if and
only if, up to unitary equivalence, it has the block form

Xo; A; 0 Yoo 0 Cy
(3.1) Xj=|A * x|, =0 % x|, V=(I 0 0),
0 % =x Cip * %

1 < j,k <. Thus, a polynomial p(z,y) € My(C{x,y)) is xy-convex if and only if
La @ V)'p(X,Y)(la ® V) = p(Xo,Y0) = 0
for each xy-pair (X,Y),V) of the form of equation (3.1).

Recall the definition of £ from Subsection 2.5.

Proof of Proposition 1.5. To show that p is convex in x and y separately, simply replace
X1, X5, Y in the proof [JKMMP21, Lemma 4.3] with X', X2V € S, (C*).

To prove item (ii) implies item (iii), let W; denote the words of degree at most one in
each of z and y separately, and let WV, denote the set of words that have degree at least two,
but no more than two in each of z,y, but contains none of the words of the form x;z,yy., or
(jxeyrym)”, for 1 < gk, £,m < p.

Since p(x,y) is convex in x and y separately, from Corollary 2.8, p has the form,

p(z,y) = U(z,y) + q(z,y),
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where

Uzy)= D pow, q(z,y)= > pow,

weWL weWs
for some p,, € My(C).

Let W, denote those words in W, that have degree two in x. Define W, , similarly. A
computation shows,

1 1
SPea(t,y)[2] = Sdea(z, y)la] = > puw;
'UJEWQJ;

that is,

B
@ )l = Stuele el = [t
7,k lm=1
T Pajaoy TiTeYk + Pypapae; YeTexj + Pajypa, LiYrTe
+ Dajyrymze LjYkYm@e + Dygajpym YT TeYm
+ Dajyraeym TiYRTYm + Pyeajyma Yk YmTe]

Similarly,

SPuslE 0] = gl = S puw

Since p(z,y) is convex in x and y separately, the partial Hessian of p with respect to z as
well as y is positive. In particular,

(3.2) Paa(T,y) 7], pyy(w,9)[y] = 0.

Let W, , denote those words in W, that have degree one in . Define W, , similarly. By
[M, Theorem 0.2], the positivity condition in equation (3.2) implies there exists an N and
N x d matrix-valued free polynomials f(x,y) and g(z,y) such that

Paz(@,9)[7] = f(2,9)" f(2,9) pyy(@,9)[Y] = g(z,9)"9(z, ),
where .
f(x,y) = Z fww - Z ffﬂjxj + f$jyk'rjyk + fykxjykxj
WEW 7,k=1

and similarly, g(z,y) = >, o, , Ju.

Let Wi ., denote the words of degree one in both z and y. Let = and y denote the
column vectors

" I
T = (xj)j:17 y= (yj)j:1
and let v denote the column vector

oo ()
wWEW 2,y



16 S. BALASUBRAMANIAN, N. HOTWANI, AND S. MCCULLOUGH

Let

Likewise, let Fy, F1 and F' denote the row vectors,

Fo=(fo)_ F=(f) F=(F F)

WEW! z,y

and similarly
GO = (gz‘j)# Gl — (gw)wEWL%y 5 G = (Gl Go) .

j=1"
Thus,
f=FW,, g=GW,
and
WL F FW, = f*f, W,G"GW, = gg.
Let
P = (p“*w)wewl,z,y

and observe that

F*F, P eeee
Let
FJFO F;Fl 0 x
M=|FF P GGG, w=|v],
0 GG GiGo y

and observe

q(z,y) =W MW.
Since F*F and G*G are positive semidefinite, [T, Proposition 1] implies there is a du X du
matrix ) such that

—

0 0
M=M+[0 0

Q0
Letting Q = (Qj’,g);‘.k:1 € M, ® My, it follows that

FFy, P GiGy| =o.

Q FyFy FFY Q
0
0 Q" GyGh G§Gy

p(z,y) = Mz, y) + W MW,

where

I
Mz, y) =z, y) — { Z QjkTiYr + Q;,kykx]‘}

Jk=1

= > [Py 3,5 + Doy — Qin)TiUk + Py, — Qp)yes]
k=1
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Since M = 0, there exists a matrix R such that M = R*R. Finally, letting A(z,y) = RW,
it follows that A(x,y) is a d X d matrix-valued zy-pencil and

p(x,y) = Mz, y) + Az, y)" Az, y). [

To prove item (iii) implies item (i), let a triple ((X,Y"), V') as in Proposition 3.1 be given and
observe,

p(VH(X,YIV) = AVHX, Y)V) + A(VH(X, Y)V)A(VHX, YV

= (L V)YAMNX,)Y)[u@V)+ (1 V' AMX,Y) (I @ VVI)AX,Y)(I; @ V)
X (L@ V)MX,Y)La® V) + (1a@ V) AX,Y)AMX, Y )Ly @ V)
= (L V)p(X,Y)I;®V).

It follows from Proposition 3.1 that p is xy-convex and the proof is complete.
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