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Abstract

For any closed K ⊆ Rn, in [P. J. di Dio, K. Schmüdgen: K-Positivity Pre-
server and their Generators, SIAM J. Appl. Algebra Geom. 9 (2025), 794–
824] all K-positivity preserver have been characterized, i.e., all linear maps
T : R[x1, . . . , xn] → R[x1, . . . , xn] such that Tp ≥ 0 on K for all p ≥ 0
on K. An important extension of polynomials R[x1, . . . , xn] with real co-
efficients are polynomials Rm×m[x1, . . . , xn] with matrix coefficients. Non-
negativity on K for matrix polynomials with Hermitian coefficients Hermm is
then p(x) ⪰ 0 for all x ∈ K. In the current work, we investigate linear maps
T : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]. We focus on matrix K-positivity
preserver, i.e., Tp ⪰ 0 on K for all p ⪰ 0 on K. For K = Rn and compact
sets K ⊆ Rn, we give characterizations of matrix K-positivity preservers. We
discuss the difference between the real and the matrix coefficient case and where
our proof fails for general sets K ⊆ Rn with K ̸= Rn and K non-compact.

Keywords: linear operators, positivity preserver, generator, moments
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1. Introduction

Let n ∈ N and denote by R[x1, . . . , xn] the set of polynomials in n variables
with real coefficients. Let T : R[x1, . . . , xn] → R[x1, . . . , xn] be linear. It is long
known that every T has a unique representation

T =
∑

α∈Nn
0

qα · ∂α (1)

1Corresponding author, email: philipp.didio@uni-konstanz.de
2Email: lars-luca.langer@uni-konstanz.de
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with unique qα ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] for all α ∈ Nn
0 , see e.g. [Net10, Lem. 2.3]. If

Tp ≥ 0 on K ⊆ Rn for any p ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] with p ≥ 0 on K, then T is said
to be a K-positivity preserver. K-positivity preservers were characterized in
[Bor11, Thm. 3.1] for K = Rn and in [dDS25, Thm. 3.5] for all closed K ⊆ Rn.
The aim of this work is to extend these characterization to linear operators on
matrix polynomials Rm×m[x1, . . . , xn].

This paper is structured as follows. In the next section (Section 2) we collect
preliminaries which are needed to prove the main results to make the paper as
self contained as possible. In Section 3 we give a characterization of linear
operators

T : V [x1, . . . , xn] → V [x1, . . . , xn]

similar to (1). In Section 4 we give our main result (Theorem 4.2) which is a gen-
eralization of [Bor11, Thm. 3.1] to the polynomial matrix case. In Example 4.3
we will explain the problem of writing the coefficients Qα from Lemma 3.1 as
moment sequences. In Section 5 we restrict ourselves to compact sets K ⊆ Rn

where these problems do not occur.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Hermitian Matrices
Let m,n ∈ N, let Hermm ⊆ Cm×m be the set of all m×m Hermitian matri-

ces, let Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] be the set of all polynomials in n variables x1, . . . , xn

with Hermitian matrix coefficients, and denote by Hermm,+ the subset of pos-
itive semi-definite matrices. The set Hermm,+ ⊆ Hermm is a full-dimensional
convex cone and hence every M ∈ Hermm can be written as M = M+ −M−

with M+,M− ∈ Hermm,+. A matrix polynomial P ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] is
positive on K ⊆ Rn, written P ⪰ 0 on K, if P (x) ∈ Hermm,+ for all x ∈ K.
We define

Pos(K) :=
{
P ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]

∣∣ P (x) ⪰ 0 for all x ∈ K
}
.

The space of Hermitian matrices is a finite-dimensional real Hilbert space,
see e.g. [MS24, Sect. 2]. Let Ek,l := (δi,k · δj,l)mi,j=1 where δi,j is the Kronecker
delta function. Then, for k, l = 1, . . . ,m, the

Hk,l :=


1√
2
(Ek,l + El,k) for k < l,

Ek,k for k = l,
i√
2
(Ek,l − El,k) for k > l.

form an orthonormal basis of Hermm. The inner product ⟨ · , · ⟩ on Hermm is
given by

⟨A,B⟩ := tr(A∗B) = tr(AB) ∈ R

for all A,B ∈ Hermm. Positive semi-definiteness can be characterized by the
following.
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Lemma 2.1 (see e.g. [Sch17, Prop. A.21]). Let m ∈ N and let M ∈ Hermm.
Then the following are equivalent:

(i) M ⪰ 0.

(ii) ⟨M,X⟩ ≥ 0 for all X ∈ Hermm,+.

2.2. Hermitian Matrix Valued Measures
Definition 2.2. Let m ∈ N and (X ,A) be a measurable space. We say µ is a
matrix-valued measure on (X ,A) if

µ = (µi,j)i,j=1,...,m

for some finite signed complex measures µi,j on (X ,A) and µ(S) ∈ Hermm for
all S ∈ A. A matrix-valued measure µ is called positive if µ(S) ∈ Herm+ for all
S ∈ A.

The definition of positive matrix-valued measures coincides with the defini-
tion of positive operator-valued measures from [CZ13, Rem. 2] and [Ber09, Def.
1]. Integrals with respect to these measures are defined in the following way.

Definition 2.3. Let m,n ∈ N, K ⊆ Rn be closed, p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn], and
let µ be a matrix-valued measure. We define the integral∫

K

⟨p(x), dµ(x)⟩ :=
m∑

i,j=1

∫
K

pi,j(x) dµ
′
i,j(x) ∈ R

with pi,j = ⟨p,Hi,j⟩ ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] and µ′
i,j = ⟨µ,Hi,j⟩ a signed measure.

Let m ∈ N and A = (ak,l)
m
k,l=1 ∈ Hermm,+. Then

|ak,l|2 ≤ ak,k · al,l ≤ tr(A)2

for all k, l = 1, . . . ,m. This extends to positive matrix-valued measures.

Lemma 2.4 (see [Sch87, Lem. 1.1]). Let m ∈ N, let X be a locally compact
Hausdorff space equipped with some σ-algebra A. Let µ on (X ,A) be a positive
matrix-valued measure with components µi,j, i, j = 1, . . . ,m. We define the
trace measure tr(µ) by

tr(µ) :=

m∑
i=1

µi,i.

Then tr(µ) is a real-valued positive measure and µi,j ≪ tr(µ), i.e., µi,j is abso-
lutely continuous with respect to tr(µ) for all i, j = 1, . . . ,m.

Remark 2.5 (see [Sch87, Lem. 1.1 and 1.2], [MS24, Section 2]). Using the Radon–
Nikodym derivative

φi,j : R
n → C with φi,j :=

dµi,j

dtr(µ)
,
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for positive matrix-valued measures µ, the integral from Definition 2.3 becomes∫
K

⟨p(x), dµ(x)⟩ =
∫
K

⟨p(x), ρ(x)⟩ dtr(µ)(x)

where

ρ : Rn → Cm×m with ρ(x) :=

m∑
i,j=1

φi,j(x)Ei,j

is positive semi-definite and Hermitian tr(µ)-almost everywhere. Hence,∫
K

⟨p(x), dµ(x)⟩ ≥ 0

for positive matrix-valued measures µ and p ∈ Pos(Rn). ◦
Another useful property of the integral from Definition 2.3 is the following.

Lemma 2.6. Let m,n ∈ N and let K ⊆ Rn be closed. Let µ be a matrix-valued
measure on K. Let p ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] and M ∈ Hermm. Then∫

K

⟨M · p(x), dµ(x)⟩ =
〈∫

K

p(x) dµ(x),M

〉
.

Proof. By µ =
∑

i,j=1 Hi,j · µ′
i,j with µ′

i,j := ⟨µ,Hi,j⟩, we obtain∫
K

⟨Mp(x), dµ(x)⟩ =
m∑

i,j=1

∫
K

⟨Mp(x), Hi,j⟩ d⟨µ,Hi,j⟩ (x)

=

m∑
i,j=1

⟨M,Hi,j⟩
∫
K

p(x) dµ′
i,j(x)

=

〈
M,

m∑
i,j=1

∫
K

p(x) dµ′
i,j(x)Hi,j

〉

=

〈
M,

∫
K

p(x) dµ(x)

〉
.

We will use the following matrix version of Haviland’s Theorem.

Theorem 2.7 (see [CZ13, Thm. 3]). Let m,n ∈ N, K ⊆ Rn be closed, and let

L : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → R

be a linear functional. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) L is a K-moment functional, i.e., there exists a positive matrix-valued
measure µ on K such that

L(p) =

∫
K

⟨p(x), dµ(x)⟩

for all p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn].
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(ii) L(p) ≥ 0 for all p ∈ Pos(K).

The proof of Theorem 2.7 in [CZ13] is analog to the proof of Haviland’s
theorem. Using the M. Riesz Extension Theorem, the functional L can be ex-
tended to a space containing continuous functions with compact support and by
a version of the Riesz–Markov–Kakutani Theorem, this gives a suitable measure.
The difference to the case with real coefficients is, that for Hermitian matrix
coefficients the spaces will be tensor products. Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] for example,
can be written as a tensor product Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] = Hermm⊗R[x1, . . . , xn].
We will look deeper into the theory behind this in Section 2.3.

If we not only work with

L : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → R

but with

L : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → Hermm

in Section 5, then we need the following.

Theorem 2.8 (see [CZ13, Thm. 4 and 5]). Let m,n ∈ N, K ⊆ Rn be compact,
and let

L : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → Hermm

be linear. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) L preserves positivity on K, i.e., L(Pos(K)) ⪰ 0.

(ii) There exists a unique positive Borel operator-valued measure

µ : B(K) → L(Hermm,Hermm)

on K such that
L(p) =

∫
K

p(x) dµ(x)

for all p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn].

In the next subsection we want to discuss the M. Riesz Extension Theorem
on tensor products such as the polynomial matrices

Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] = Hermm ⊗R[x1, . . . , xn],

which is used to prove Theorem 2.7 in [CZ13]. The authors of [CZ13] use cone
extensions on tensor products but only shortly mention the details. Hence,
because of the importance of the result, we want to look at it in more detail.

5



2.3. Convex Cones on Tensor Products
Definition 2.9. Let V1, V2 be two real vector spaces and let C1 ⊆ V1, C2 ⊆ V2

be two convex cones. Define the minimal tensor product as

C1 ⊗ C2 = conv {c1 ⊗ c2 | c1 ∈ C1, c2 ∈ C2}.

The tensor product of convex cones C1 ⊗C2 then gives a convex cone in the
tensor product of the overlying vector spaces V1 ⊗ V2. Then

Hermm,+ ⊆ Hermm and R[x1, . . . , xn]+ ⊆ R[x1, . . . , xn]

are convex cones. Hence,

Hermm,+ ⊗R[x1, . . . , xn]+

is a convex cone in

Hermm ⊗R[x1, . . . , xn] = Hermm[x1, . . . , xn].

Then
Hermm,+ ⊗R[x1, . . . , xn]+ ⊆ Pos(Rn).

For the M. Riesz Extension Theorem, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.10. Let V, F be real vector spaces and let C ⊆ F be a convex cone.
Let E ⊆ F be a linear subspace with F = E + C and let V+ ⊆ V be a full-
dimensional cone. Then

V ⊗ F = (V ⊗ E) + (V+ ⊗ C).

Proof. Since V+ ⊆ V is a full-dimensional cone, there exists a basis {Mi}i∈I of
V for some Index set I such that Mi ∈ V+ for all i ∈ I. Now let f ∈ V ⊗ F .
Then there exist

k ∈ N, M̃1, . . . , M̃k ∈ {Mi}i∈I , and f1, . . . , fk ∈ F

such that
f = M̃1 ⊗ f1 + · · ·+ M̃k ⊗ fk.

Now, for f1, . . . , fk ∈ F , there exist e1, . . . , ek ∈ E and c1, . . . , ck ∈ C such that

fi = ei + ci

for all i = 1, . . . , k. Hence,

f = M̃1 ⊗ f1 + · · ·+ M̃k ⊗ fk

= M̃1 ⊗ e1 + · · ·+ M̃k ⊗ ek + M̃1 ⊗ c1 + · · ·+ M̃k ⊗ ck

∈ V ⊗ E + V+ ⊗ C.

Since f ∈ V ⊗ F was chosen arbitrarily,

V ⊗ F ⊆ V ⊗ E + V+ ⊗ C.

The reverse inclusion holds trivially, since V+ ⊆ V and E,C ⊆ F . Therefore,

V ⊗ F = (V ⊗ E) + (V+ ⊗ C).

6



Note that this lemma states that if E ⊆ F is a cofinal subspace and V+ ⊆ V
is full-dimensional, then V ⊗E is cofinal in V ⊗F with positivity cone V+⊗F+.
The M. Riesz Extension Theorem now states that every linear functional

L : V ⊗ E → R

which is positive on (V ⊗E)∩ (V+⊗F+) can be extended to a linear functional

L̃ : V ⊗ F → R

which is positive on V+ ⊗ F+.
Returning to the polynomial matrix case, let n,m ∈ N and define

F := {f ∈ C(Rn) | ∃p ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] : |f | ≤ p on Rn}

as well as
F+ := {f ∈ F | f ≥ 0 on Rn}.

Then the continuous functions with compact support Cc(Rn) are contained in
F and

F = R[x1, . . . , xn] + F+.

By Lemma 2.10,

Hermm ⊗ F = (Hermm ⊗R[x1, . . . , xn]) + (Hermm,+ ⊗ F+).

Notice that

Hermm,+ ⊗R[x1, . . . , xn]+ ⊆ (Hermm ⊗R[x1, . . . , xn]) ∩ (Hermm,+ ⊗ F+)

as well as

(Hermm ⊗R[x1, . . . , xn]) ∩ (Hermm,+ ⊗ F+) ⊆ Pos(Rn).

The latter is simply because elements P ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] = Hermm ⊗
R[x1, . . . , xn] are matrices with polynomials as entries and elements f ∈
Hermm,+ ⊗ F+ are positive semi-definite at every point on Rn. Hence, every
function in the intersection is a polynomial matrix which is positive semi-definite
on Rn, which is exactly the definition of Pos(Rn). Now every linear functional

L : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → R

such that L is positive on Pos(Rn) can be extended to a linear functional

L̃ : Hermm ⊗ F

such that L̃ is positive on Hermm,+⊗F+. With Cc(Rn) ⊆ F and by (a version of)
the Riesz–Markov–Kakutani Theorem, there exists a measure which represents
L̃. This is how Theorem 2.7 is proven in [CZ13].
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3. The Canonical Representation of Linear Operators on Matrix
Polynomials

At first we give an extension of the canonical representation (1) to any linear
operator T : V [x1, . . . , xn] → V [x1, . . . , xn] for an arbitrary real vector space V .

Lemma 3.1. Let n ∈ N and let V be a real vector space. Let

T : V [x1, . . . , xn] → V [x1, . . . , xn]

be a linear operator, i.e., T (af + g) = a · Tf + Tg for all a ∈ R and f, g ∈
V [x1, . . . , xn]. Then, for all α ∈ Nn

0 , there exist unique linear operators

Qα : V → V [x1, . . . , xn]

such that

T =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
·Qα × ∂α with (Qα × ∂α)(v · xβ) := Qα(v) · ∂αxβ (2)

for all α, β ∈ Nn
0 and v ∈ V .

The representation (2) is called canonical representation. The proof is a
straight-forward extension of the proof in [Net10, Lem. 2.3].

Proof. We will prove Lemma 3.1 using induction over d = |α| ∈ N0 such that

T (vxβ) =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
· (Qα × ∂α)(vxβ) =

∑
α⪯β

(
β

α

)
·Qα(v) · xβ−α (3)

for all β ∈ Nn
0 with |β| ≤ d and v ∈ V .

d = 0: For β = 0, clearly,

Q0 : V → V [x1, . . . , xn], v 7→ Q0(v) := T (v · 1)

is the unique linear Q0 in (3).
d → d+ 1: Assume, for all α ∈ Nn

0 with |α| ≤ d, there exist unique linear
Qα : V →∈ V [x1, . . . , xn] in (3), i.e., for all |β| ≤ d. Now let γ ∈ Nn

0 with
|γ| = d+ 1. According to (3), we require Qγ : V →∈ V [x1, . . . , xn] to fulfill

T (vxγ) = Qγ(v) +
∑
α⪯γ
α̸=γ

(
γ

α

)
·Qα(v) · xγ−α

for all v ∈ V . Hence,

Qγ : V → V [x1, . . . , xn], v 7→ Qγ(v) := T (vxγ)−
∑
α⪯γ
α̸=γ

(
γ

α

)
·Qα(v) · xγ−α

is unique.
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Remark 3.2. The Qα for α ∈ Nn
0 from Lemma 3.1 are constructed recursively.

Using the binomial transform, we get the explicit form

Qβ(v) =
∑
α⪯β

(
β

α

)
· (−1)β−α · T (vxα) · xβ−α

for all β ∈ Nn
0 and v ∈ V . ◦

We get the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 3.3. Let n ∈ N, let A be a unitial algebra over R, and let

T : A[x1, . . . , xn] → A[x1, . . . , xn]

be a R-linear map with
T (p · a) = (Tp) · a

for all p ∈ A[x1, . . . , xn] and a ∈ A. Then, for every α ∈ Nn
0 , there exists a

unique qα ∈ A[x1, . . . , xn] such that

T =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
· qα · ∂α.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 and T (p ·a) = (Tp) ·a for all p ∈ A[x1, . . . , xn] and a ∈ A,
Qα(a) = Qα(1 ·a) = Qα(1) ·a for all a ∈ A and qα := Qα(1) ∈ A[x1, . . . , xn].

The following example shows, that when V = A is not a unitial algebra, then
in general the operators Qα in Lemma 3.1 are not multiplication by polynomials
qα ∈ A[x1, . . . , xn] like in Corollary 3.3. This happens already for V = Herm2.

Example 3.4. Let n = 1 and let

T : Herm2[x] → Herm2[x],

(
f g
g h

)
7→

(
h g
g f

)
.

Then T = Q0 × ∂0, since T (p · xk) = (Tp) · xk for all p ∈ Herm2[x] and k ∈ N0.
But

Q0

((
a b

b c

))
=

(
c b

b a

)
for all a, c ∈ R and b ∈ C implies that there exists no q0 ∈ Herm2[x] such that

q0 ·
(
a b

b c

)
=

(
c b

b a

)
,

i.e., the Qα are no multiplication operators as in Corollary 3.3. ◦

While the previous example shows that there exist R-linear maps on
Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] such that the Qα in Lemma 3.1 are not multiplication oper-
ators, the next result describes all R-linear maps on Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] where
all Qα are multiplication operators.
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Proposition 3.5. Let n,m ∈ N and let

T : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]

be given by

T =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
· qα · ∂α

with qα ∈ Cm×m[x1, . . . , xn] for all α ∈ Nn
0 . Then

qα = id · pα

with pα ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] for all α ∈ Nn
0 and id is the m×m-identity matrix.

Proof. We prove the statement via induction over d := |α| ∈ N0. Note, if
A ∈ Hermm and AB ∈ Hermm for all B ∈ Hermm, then A = c · id with c ∈ R.

d = 0: Since TB = q0B ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] for all B ∈ Hermm, q0 = id · p0
with p0 ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn].

d → d+ 1: Let β ∈ Nn
0 with |β| = d+ 1. Since

qβB =

T −
∑

α∈Nn
0 :|α|≤d

1

α!
· qα · ∂α

(Bxβ
)

∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]

for all B ∈ Hermm, again qβ = id · pβ for some pβ ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn].

4. Rn-Positivity Preservers on Matrix Polynomials

Before we can state and prove the main theorem of this section, we need the
following.

Definition 4.1. Let n,m ∈ N and

T =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
· (Qα × ∂α)

with linear Qα : Hermm → Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] for all α ∈ Nn
0 . For y ∈ Rn, we

define
Ty : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]

by

Ty :=
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
(Qα( · )(y)× ∂α),

i.e., (Tp)(y) = (Typ)(y) for all p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] and y ∈ Rn. Additionally,
for y ∈ Rn and M ∈ Hermm, we define

Ty,M : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → R[x1, . . . , xn], p 7→ Ty,Mp := ⟨Typ,M⟩ .

10



Now we state the main theorem of this section. It characterizes Rn-positivity
preservers of matrix polynomials similar to [Bor11, Theorem 3.1]. The main
difference is that the coefficients Qα in the canonical representation are not
given as moments of a positive matrix-valued measure, but as moments of a
finite signed matrix-valued measure constructed from positive matrix-valued
measures.

Theorem 4.2. Let m,n ∈ N and let

T : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → Hermm[x1, . . . , xn], T =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
· (Qα × ∂α)

be linear with linear Qα : Hermm → Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] for all α ∈ Nn
0 . Then

the following are equivalent:

(i) TPos(Rn) ⊆ Pos(Rn).

(ii) For all y ∈ Rn, TyPos(R
n) ⊆ Pos(Rn).

(iii) For all y ∈ Rn and M ∈ Hermm,+,

Ty,MPos(Rn) ⊆
{
f ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn]

∣∣ f ≥ 0 on Rn
}
.

(iv) For all y ∈ Rn and M ∈ Hermm, there exist matrix valued measures µy,M

such that

(a) if M ∈ Hermm,+, then µy,M is positive,

(b) for all p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn],

(Ty,Mp)(x) =

∫
⟨p(x+ t),dµy,M (t)⟩ .

In this case, for all β ∈ Nn
0 , y ∈ Rn, and M ∈ Hermm,

Qβ(M)(y) =

∫
tβ dµ̃y,M (t) with µ̃y,M :=

m∑
i,j=1

Hi,j ·
〈
µy,Hi,j ,M

〉
. (4)

Theorem 4.2 will be proven in the following manner. The proof of the equiv-
alence (i) ⇔ (ii) is an adapted version of the R-case proof in [Bor11, Thm. 3.1].
The proof of the equivalence (ii) ⇔ (iii) follows from the characterization of
positive semi-definiteness in Lemma 2.1. Lastly, the equivalence (iii) ⇔ (iv) will
be proven in the same manner as the R-case in [Bor11, Thm. 3.1], but replacing
Haviland’s Theorem with its matrix version Theorem 2.7.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): For all y ∈ Rn, Ty commutes with the shift operator, i.e.,

Ty ◦ ea·∇ = ea·∇ ◦ Ty

11



for all a ∈ Rn, and the shift operator ea·∇ preserves Rn-positivity. Conse-
quently, (i) implies

(Typ)(a) = (Typ)(y + (a− y))

=
(
e(a−y)∇Typ

)
(y)

=
(
Tye

(a−y)∇p
)
(y)

=
(
Te(a−y)∇p

)
(y) ⪰ 0

for all a, y ∈ Rn and p ∈ Pos(Rn). Hence, (ii) is proven.
(ii) ⇒ (i): For all y ∈ Rn and p ∈ Pos(Rn), we have (Tp)(y) = (Typ)(y) ⪰ 0.
(ii) ⇔ (iii): This is Lemma 2.1.
(iii) ⇒ (iv): Let y ∈ Rn and M ∈ Hermm,+. Define

Ly,M : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → R, p 7→ Ly,M (p) := (Ty,Mp)(0).

Hence, by (iii), Ly,M (p) ≥ 0 for all p ∈ Pos(Rn) and therefore, by Theorem 2.7,
Ly,M is a moment functional and there exists a positive matrix-valued measure
µy,M such that

Ly,M (p) =

∫
Rn

⟨p(t), dµy,M (t)⟩

for all p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]. Additionally,

(Ty,Mp)(x) =
[
(ex·∇Ty,M )p

]
(0) =

[
(Ty,Mex·∇)p

]
(0) = Ly,M (ex·∇p)

for all x ∈ Rn and p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn], i.e.,

(Ty,Mp)(x) =

∫
Rn

⟨p(x+ t), dµy,M (t)⟩ (5)

for all x, y ∈ Rn, M ∈ Hermm,+, and p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]. Since Hermm,+ ⊆
Hermm is full dimensional and by linearity of Ty,M in M (Definition 4.1), for
all y ∈ Rn and M ∈ Hermm, there exists a matrix-valued measure µy,M in
equation (5). µy,M is positive for M ∈ Hermm,+.

Now let β ∈ Nn
0 and x, y ∈ Rn. then, by Lemma 2.6,〈∫

Rn

(x+ t)β dµy,M1
(t),M2

〉
=

∫
Rn

〈
M2 · (x+ t)β , dµy,M1

(t)
〉

= Ty,M1
(M2 · xβ)

=
〈
Ty(M2 · xβ),M1

〉
for all M1,M2 ∈ Hermm. Hence,

m∑
i,j=1

Hi,j ·
〈∫

Rn

(x+ t)β dµy,Hi,j (t),M

〉
=

m∑
i,j=1

Hi,j ·
〈
Ty(M · xβ), Hi,j

〉

12



= Ty(M · xβ)

=
∑
α⪯β

(
β

α

)
·Qα(M)(y) · xβ−α

for all M ∈ Hermm. With x = 0, it follows that

Qβ(M)(y) =

m∑
i,j=1

Hi,j ·
〈∫

Rn

tβ dµy,Hi,j (t),M

〉
=

∫
Rn

tβ dµ̃y,M (t)

for all β ∈ Nn
0 , y ∈ Rn, and M ∈ Hermm with µ̃y,M from (4).

(iv) ⇒ (iii): Let y ∈ Rn and M ∈ Hermm,+. By (iv), there exists a positive
matrix-valued measure µy,M with

(Ty,Mp)(x) =

∫
Rn

⟨p(x+ t), dµy,M (t)⟩

for all p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]. Let p ∈ Pos(Rn). Then, by Remark 2.5,

(Ty,Mp)(x) ≥ 0

for all y ∈ Rn and M ∈ Hermm,+ which proves (iii).

The condition (iv) of Theorem 4.2 allows Qα to be written as moments of a
measure µ̃y,M , i.e.,

Qβ(M)(y) =

∫
Rn

tβ dµ̃y,M (t)

for β ∈ Nn
0 , M ∈ Hermm, and y ∈ Rn. The measure µ̃y,M on (Rn,B(Rn)) is a

finite signed matrix-valued measure but was not proven to be positive. Problems
can arise due to indeterminacy of the underlying moment problems.

Example 4.3. Let

f(x) :=
1√
2π

· 1(0,∞)(x) ·
1

x
· e− 1

2 log(x)2

be the density of the log-normal distribution. Then∫ ∞

0

xn · f(x) dx = e
1
2n

2

and ∫ ∞

0

xn · sin(2π log(x)) · f(x) dx = 0

for all n ∈ N0. The measures µy,M in Theorem 4.2 (iv) are not required to fulfill
any linearity conditions like

µy,A+B = µy,A + µy,B or µy,λA = λµy,A

13



for A,B ∈ Hermm and λ ∈ R. The values of these measures can differ on non-
compact sets K ⊆ R, where the polynomials can not approximate the indicator
functions 1K . The proof (iii) ⇒ (iv) of Theorem 4.2 can not preserve such
information in cases of indeterminacy. Hence, let m = 2 and define

dµy,M (x) := Mf(x) dx

for y ∈ R and M ∈ Herm2. The measure µy,M is a positive matrix-valued
measure for all M ∈ Hermm,+. Let

X := H1,2 =
1√
2

(
0 1
1 0

)
and define

νy,M :=

{
µy,M for M ̸= X,

µy,X +X · 10 sin(2π log x) · f(x) dx for M = X

for all y ∈ R and M ∈ Herm2.
Then µy,M and νy,M are both positive matrix-valued measures for M ∈

Hermm,+ and y ∈ R. Both measures give rise to the same operators Ty,M for
y ∈ R and M ∈ Herm2, but

ν̃y,M :=

m∑
i,j=1

Hi,j ·
〈
νy,Hi,j

,M
〉

is not a positive matrix-valued measure for all M ∈ Herm2,+. This is because,
for

Z :=

(
1 1
1 1

)
∈ Hermm,+,

it holds that

dν̃y,Z(x) =

(
1 1 + 10 · sin(2π log x)

1 + 10 · sin(2π log x) 1

)
· f(x) dx

where
ν̃y,Z((1,∞)) ∈ Herm2 \Herm2,+

is not a positive semi-definite matrix, despite Z ∈ Herm2,+. ◦

Hence, through indeterminacy, the measures in condition (iv) of Theorem 4.2
can be chosen such that Qβ(M)(y) are the moments of a matrix-valued mea-
sure ν̃y,M which is not positive for all M ∈ Hermm,+. On the other hand, in
Example 4.3 choosing

µ̃y,M :=

m∑
i,j=1

Hi,j ·
〈
µy,Hi,j

,M
〉

14



is a positive matrix-valued measure for all M ∈ Hermm,+ with the same mo-
ments as ν̃y,M . Hence, the Qβ(M)(y) can be given as moments of the positive
matrix-valued measure µ̃y,M for y ∈ R and M ∈ Hermm,+.

We were not able to prove that there is always a choice, such that the Qβ

can be given by a positive matrix-valued measure. These problems do not arise
for positivity preservers on compact sets, as moment sequences on compact sets
are always determinate.

The difference in Theorem 5.4 with m ≥ 2 to the case of real coefficients
(m = 1) lies in being able to choose different measures with the same moments
for different basis vectors of Hermm. In the case m = 1, there is only one basis
vector to choose a measure for and thus this problem does not arise.

For m = 1, Theorem 4.2 reduces to [Bor11, Thm. 3.1].

Corollary 4.4 ([Bor11, Thm. 3.1]). Let n ∈ N and let

T : R[x1, . . . , xn] → R[x1, . . . , xn], T =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
· qα · ∂α

be linear with polynomials qα ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] for all α ∈ Nn
0 . Let

R[x1, . . . , xn]+ := {p ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] | p ≥ 0 on Rn}

Then the following are equivalent:

(i) TR[x1, . . . , xn]+ ⊆ R[x1, . . . , xn]+.

(ii) For every y ∈ Rn, TyR[x1, . . . , xn]+ ⊆ R[x1, . . . , xn]+ where

Ty =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
· qα(y) · ∂α

for y ∈ Rn.

(iii) For every y ∈ Rn, there exists a measure µy such that

(Typ)(x) =

∫
Rn

p(x+ t) dµy(t)

for all p ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn]. In this case, for β ∈ Nn
0 and y ∈ Rn,

qβ(y) =

∫
Rn

tβ dµy(t). (6)

Proof. For m = 1, Herm1 = R, Herm1,+ = {λ ∈ R | λ ≥ 0}, and Pos(Rn) =
R[x1, . . . , xn]+. Additionally, the inner product

⟨ · , · ⟩ : Herm1 ×Herm1 → R

reduces to
⟨λ1, λ2⟩ = λ1 · λ2
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for all λ1, λ2 ∈ Herm1 = R. For α ∈ Nn
0 , every map

Qα : Herm1 → R[x1, . . . , xn]

is uniquely determined by its value qα := Qα(1) ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn]. Hence,

T =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
· (Qα × ∂α) =

∑
α∈Nn

0

1

α!
· qα · ∂α.

For y ∈ Rn, equivalently

Ty =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
·Qα(1)(y) · ∂α =

∑
α∈Nn

0

1

α!
· qα(y) · ∂α.

By Pos(Rn) = R[x1, . . . , xn]+, Theorem 4.2 gives (i) ⇔ (ii).
(i) ⇒ (iii): By Theorem 4.2, for y ∈ Rn and λ ∈ R, there exist measures

µy,λ such that

(a) for all y ∈ Rn and λ ≥ 0, µy,λ is a positive measure and,

(b) for all x, y ∈ Rn and λ ∈ R,

Ty,λp(x) =

∫
Rn

⟨p(x+ t),dµy,λ(t)⟩

for all p ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn].

Since the inner product reduces to just multiplication, it follows, that Ty,λ = λTy

for all y ∈ Rn, λ ∈ R. Additionally the integration reduces to∫
Rn

⟨p(t), dµy,λ(t)⟩ =
∫
Rn

p(t) dµy,λ(t)

for all y ∈ Rn, λ ∈ R, and p ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn]. Hence,

Typ(x) = Ty,1p(x) =

∫
Rn

⟨p(x+ t), dµy,1(t)⟩ =
∫
Rn

p(x+ t) dµy,1(t)

for all x, y ∈ Rn and p ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] which proves (iii).
The statement (6) for the polynomial coefficients qα, α ∈ Nn

0 , follows from
the fact, that the sum in (4) from Theorem 4.2 reduces to a single element due
to having a 1-dimensional real vector space Herm1 = R.

(iii) ⇒ (i): Define µy,λ := λµy. Then (i) follows from Theorem 4.2.

5. Matrix K-Positivity Preserver for Compact K

Contrary to the previous section were we worked with collections of matrix-
valued measures

(µM )M∈Hermm
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in Theorem 4.2 (iv), we work now with operator-valued measures

µ : A → L(Hermm,Hermm),

where L(Hermm,Hermm) denotes the space of linear operators Hermm →
Hermm. For a given matrix M ∈ Hermm, we can write µM as the measure

µ( · )(M) : A → Hermm.

The difference is that collections of matrix-valued measures do not need to
fulfill any linearity conditions, while operator-valued measures do. This solves
the problem outlined in Example 4.3, but the existence of such operator-valued
measures can only be proven so far only on compact sets K ⊆ Rn.

Definition 5.1 (see [CZ13, Sect. 2]). Let m ∈ N and let A be a σ-algebra. A
set function

µ : A → L(Hermm,Hermm)

is called a positive operator-valued measure if

µ[M ] := µ( · )(M) : A → Hermm

is a positive matrix-valued measure for all M ∈ Hermm,+.

Integrals with respect to such measures are defined in the following way.

Definition 5.2. Let m,n ∈ N, K ⊆ Rn be closed, p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn], and
µ : B(K) → L(Hermm,Hermm) be a positive operator-valued measure. We
define ∫

K

p(x) dµ(x) :=

m∑
i,j=1

∫
K

⟨p(x), Hi,j⟩ dµ[Hi,j ](x) ∈ Hermm.

Integrals of positive matrix polynomials with respect to positive operator-
valued measures are again positive due to the linearity conditions on operator-
valued measures. Therefore, the following holds.

Lemma 5.3. Let m,n ∈ N, let K ⊆ Rn be closed,

µ : B(K) → L(Hermm,Hermm)

be a positive operator-valued measure, and let p ∈ Pos(K). Then∫
K

p(x) dµ(x) ⪰ 0.

Proof. Let X ∈ Hermm,+ and define the matrix-valued measure

µ̃X : B(K) → Hermm by µ̃X :=

m∑
i,j=1

⟨µ[Hi,j ], X⟩Hi,j .
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Let M ∈ Hermm,+ and S ∈ B(K). By linearity of operator-valued measures,

⟨µ̃X(S),M⟩ =
m∑

i,j=1

⟨µ(S)(Hi,j), X⟩ ⟨M,Hi,j⟩

=

〈
µ(S)

 m∑
i,j=1

⟨M,Hi,j⟩Hi,j

 , X

〉
= ⟨µ(S)(M), X⟩ ≥ 0.

Hence, µ̃X is a positive matrix-valued measure by Lemma 2.1 and〈∫
K

p(x) dµ(x), X

〉
=

m∑
i,j=1

∫
K

⟨p(x), Hi,j⟩ d ⟨µ[Hi,j ], X⟩ (x)

=

m∑
i,j=1

∫
K

⟨p(x), Hi,j⟩ d ⟨µ̃X , Hi,j⟩ (x)

=

∫
K

⟨p(x), dµ̃X(x)⟩ ≥ 0

for all p ∈ Pos(K), where the positive semi-definiteness follows from Remark 2.5.
Since X ∈ Hermm,+ is arbitrary and by Lemma 2.1, the assertion is proven.

This positivity from Lemma 5.3 can fail without the linear conditions of
operator-valued measures. That is, if we would only look at collections of mea-
sures as in Theorem 4.2 (iv), then this positivity will not hold anymore, as
shown in Example 4.3. For the characterization of operator-valued measures
according to Theorem 4.2, we use Theorem 2.8.

Note, K ⊆ Rn does not need to be a compact set for Theorem 2.8 to hold.
J. Cimprič and A. Zalar use a more general setting on arbitrary closed K ⊆ Rn,
which requires additional conditions on the functional L. This is because the
proof of [CZ13, Thm. 4] uses Arveson’s Extension Lemma, which replaces simple
positivity with complete positivity. This is necessary, since there are positive
but not completely positive functionals which can fail to have a linear extension
for some finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, see e.g. [CDPR23].

However, on compact sets K this additional condition is not required any-
more and we can formulate the following theorem.

Theorem 5.4. Let m,n ∈ N, let K ⊆ Rn be compact, and let

T : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]

be a linear with canonical representation

T =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
· (Qα × ∂α).

Then the following are equivalent:
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(i) T is a K-positivity preserver, i.e., TPos(K) ⪰ Pos(K).

(ii) For each y ∈ K, there exists a positive operator-valued measure νy on
K − y ⊆ Rn such that

Qβ(M)(y) =

∫
K−y

tβ dνy[M ](t)

for all β ∈ Nn
0 . In this case,

(Typ)(x) =

∫
K−y

p(x+ t) dνy(t)

for all x ∈ K and p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn].

The proof is an adapted version of the proof of [dDS25, Thm. 3.5] using
[CZ13, Thm. 4] on compact sets.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Let y ∈ K and define

Ly : Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] → Hermm, p 7→ Ly(p) := (Tp)(y).

Then Ly(p) ⪰ 0 for all p ∈ Pos(K). Theorem 2.8 asserts the existence of a
positive Borel operator-valued measure µy : B(K) → L(Hermm,Hermm) such
that

Ly(p) =

∫
K

p(x) dµy(x)

for all p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn]. Additionally,

Ly(M · p) = (T (M · p))(y) = (Ty(M · p))(y) =
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
·Qα(M)(y) · (∂αp)(y)

for all M ∈ Hermm and p ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn]. Let M ∈ Hermm and β ∈ Nn
0 . Set

p̃(x) := (x− y)β . Then

∂αp̃(y) =

{
0 α ̸= β

β! α = β

for all α ∈ Nn
0 and, hence,

Ly(M · p̃) = Qβ(M)(y) =

∫
K

M · (x− y)β dµy(x) =

∫
K

(x− y)β dµy[M ](x).

for all M ∈ Hermm. Define νy( · ) := µy( · + y) as the pushforward measure
regarding to the translation in Rn. Then

νy : B(K) → L(Hermm,Hermm)

is a positive Borel operator-valued measure and

Qβ(M)(y) =

∫
K−y

tβ dνy[M ](t)
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for all β ∈ Nn
0 , y ∈ K, and M ∈ Hermm. Furthermore, for y ∈ Rn, M ∈ Hermm,

and β ∈ Nn
0 , it follows from the multi-binomial theorem that

Ty(Mxβ) =
∑

α∈Nn
0

(
β

α

)
·Qα(M)(y) · xβ−α

=
∑

α∈Nn
0

(
β

α

)
· xβ−α ·

∫
K−y

tα dνy[M ](t)

=

∫
K−y

(x+ t)β dνy[M ](t)

=

∫
K−y

M · (x+ t)β dνy(t)

and, hence, by linearity,

(Typ)(x) =

∫
K−y

p(x+ t) dνy(t)

for all x, y ∈ Rn and all p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn].
(ii) ⇒ (i): Let y ∈ K and let νy be a positive matrix-valued measure on

K − y such that ∫
K−y

tβ dνy[M ](t) = Qβ(M)(y)

for all M ∈ Hermm and all β ∈ Nn
0 . Then∫

K−y

M · (t+ y)β dνy(t) =
∑
α⪯β

(
β

α

)
· yβ−α ·

∫
K−y

tα dνy[M ](t)

=
∑

α∈Nn
0

1

α!
·Qα(M)(y) · ∂αyβ

= (Ty(M · xβ))(y)

= (T (M · xβ))(y)

for all β ∈ Nn
0 , M ∈ Hermm, and y ∈ K. By linearity,∫

K−y

p(t+ y) dνy(t) = (Tp)(y)

for all p ∈ Hermm[x1, . . . , xn] and y ∈ K. Define µy( · ) := νy( · − y) as the
pushforward measure. Then, by Lemma 5.3,

(Tp)(y) =

∫
K

p(t) dµy(t) ⪰ 0

for all p ∈ Pos(K) and y ∈ K. Hence, T is a K-positivity preserver.
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