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A NOTE ON THE HUIJSMANS–DE PAGTER PROBLEM

ON FINITE DIMENSIONAL ORDERED VECTOR SPACES

CATALIN BADEA AND JOCHEN GLÜCK

Abstract. A classical problem posed in 1992 by Huijsmans and de
Pagter asks whether, for every positive operator T on a Banach lat-
tice with spectrum σ(T ) = {1}, the inequality T ≥ id holds true.
While the problem remains unsolved in its entirety, a positive solution
is known in finite dimensions. In the broader context of ordered Banach
spaces, Drnovšek provided an infinite-dimensional counterexample. In
this note, we demonstrate the existence of finite-dimensional counterex-
amples, specifically on the ice cream cone and on a polyhedral cone in R

3.
On the other hand, taking inspiration from the notion of m-isometries,
we establish that each counterexample must contain a Jordan block of
size at least 3.

1. Introduction

In 1941, Gelfand [8] proved that a doubly power-bounded element a of
a complex unital Banach algebra with spectrum σ(a) = {1} is the identity
element 1. Here, double power-boundedness means that a is invertible and
supn∈Z ‖a

n‖ < +∞. For a comprehensive survey of this result and of related
topics, readers are directed to [20].

In [14, Problem 11, Question 1, p. 149], Huijsmans and de Pagter posed
the following question: If T is a positive linear operator on a Banach lattice
with spectrum σ(T ) = {1}, does it follow that T ≥ id? In this manuscript
id denotes the identity operator.

The Huijsmans–de Pagter problem in its full generality is still open, al-
though the answer is known to be positive in various special cases. For
instance, if T is disjointness preserving, then σ(T ) = {1} implies T = id
(even if T is not assumed to be positive), as shown in [5, 13]. This includes
the special case where T is a lattice homomorphism, addressed earlier in
[19, 11, 12]. For positive operators whose negative powers satisfy a certain
spectral growth condition, a positive answer is provided in [22, Theorem
5.1]. This encompasses the case of positive operators whose single spectral
value 1 is a pole of the resolvent, as a special case [22, Theorem 5.3].

Particularly, the answer is positive in finite dimensions, with a much sim-
pler proof available in this case, as seen in [22, Theorem 4.1]; see also [17,
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University of Lille.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.03046v2


2 CATALIN BADEA AND JOCHEN GLÜCK

Theorems 4.1 and 4.3]. For a further discussion of the problem in infinite
dimensions, we also refer to [21].

It is natural to inquire about the same problem when the positive operator
T does not act on a Banach lattice but, more generally, on an ordered Ba-
nach space. In [7, Theorem 2], Drnovšek constructed an infinite-dimensional
counterexample. Specifically, he constructed an ordered Banach algebra A
and a positive element a ∈ A such that σ(a) = 1, but a 6≥ 1, where 1 denotes
the identity element in A. Consequently, the operator T : A → A, b 7→ ab,
is also positive and satisfies σ(T ) = 1, but T 6≥ id since T1 = a 6≥ 1 = id 1.
Drnovšek observed in [7, Proposition 3] that his construction cannot be
adapted to the finite-dimensional case. Related results in ordered Banach
algebras can be found in [6].

In this note, we provide two finite-dimensional counterexamples (Exam-
ples 2.1 and 2.2) that give a negative answer to the Huijsmans–de Pagter
problem for positive linear operators on finite-dimensional ordered vector
spaces. In the first example, the cone corresponds to the ice cream cone in
four (or three) dimensions. In the second example, the cone is polyhedral,
with four extreme rays, in three dimensions.

In Section 3, we demonstrate a partial positive answer: if all Jordan
blocks of T have size ≤ 2, then σ(T ) = {1} and T ≥ 0 implies that T ≥ id
(Corollary 3.2). However, the situation becomes more complex if T has
larger Jordan blocks; see Theorem 3.4 for details. Our arguments closely
relate to the theory of m-isometries, see Remark 3.3(b).

Notation and terminology for ordered vector spaces. An ordered

vector space refers to a real vector space V together with a subset V+ satis-
fying αV+ + βV+ ⊆ V+ for all scalars α, β ∈ [0,∞), and V+ ∩ −V+ = {0}.
The set V+ is referred to as the positive cone or simply the cone in the or-
dered vector space V . It induces a partial order ≤ on V defined by v ≤ w if
and only if w− v ≥ 0. Consequently, the elements of V+ are precisely those
vectors v satisfying v ≥ 0, and they are termed the positive vectors in V . A
linear map T : V → V is called positive if TV+ ⊆ V+. We write T ≥ 0 to
say that T is positive. For two linear maps S, T : V → V we write S ≤ T if
T − S is positive.

2. Counterexamples

For two matrices L,R ∈ C
n×n, consider the linear map

T : Cn×n ∋ A 7→ LAR ∈ C
n×n.

One has σ(T ) = σ(L)σ(R) := {λµ |λ ∈ σ(L), µ ∈ σ(R)}. Indeed, the in-
clusion ⊇ easily follows by applying T to the rank-1 matrices yxT, where
y ∈ C

n is an eigenvector of L and x ∈ C
n is an eigenvector of RT . For

a proof of the converse inclusion ⊆, we refer, for instance, to [10, Propo-
sition 3.3.45, p. 283]. Alternatively, one can see the converse inclusion as
follows: if σ(L)σ(R) has n2 distinct elements, the equality follows from car-
dinality reasons; the other case can be reduced to this case by a perturbation
argument. We note that the same result even holds for bounded linear op-
erators on infinite-dimensional Banach spaces, see [16, Theorem 10].
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Example 2.1 (A counterexample on the Loewner/ice cream cone). Let
(C2×2)sa denote the four dimensional real vector space of all self-adjoint
complex 2× 2-matrices. We endow it with the so-called Loewner cone that
consists of all positive semi-definite matrices. It is not difficult to check that
this space is, as an ordered vector space, isomorphic to R

4 endowed with
the ice cream cone

{x ∈ R
4 |x1 ≥ (x22 + x23 + x24)

1/2}.

The complexification of (C2×2)sa is the space C
2×2. For the Jordan block

J :=

(

1 1
0 1

)

we define the linear map T : C2×2 → C
2×2 by TA := J∗AJ . This map leaves

(C2×2)sa invariant and defines a positive operator there. As explained before
the example, T has spectrum {1}. However, if we apply T to the positive
vector idC2 ∈ (C2×2)sa, we see that

T idC2 =

(

1 1
1 2

)

6≥ idC2 .

Indeed, T idC2 − idC2 has determinant −1, and is thus not positive semi-
definite. Therefore, T 6≥ id(C2×2)sa .

We observe that ‖T n‖ grows as n3 as n → ∞, so T has a generalized
eigenvector of rank 3 for the eigenvalue 1. Furthermore, we observe that T
preserves the three-dimensional subspace of (C2×2)sa) consisting of all real
symmetric matrices. This space, endowed with the same order, is isomorphic
to R

3 with the ice cream cone. Hence, there exists a counterexample even
on R

3 with the ice cream cone.

Example 2.2 (A counterexample on a four ray cone). Consider the three
canonical unit vectors e1, e2, e3 ∈ R

3 and set z = (1,−1, 1)T. Endow R
3

with the cone C spanned by {e1, e2, e3, z} and consider the linear map T :
R
3 → R

3 whose representation matrix with respect to the canonical basis
(e1, e2, e3) is the Jordan block





1 1 0
0 1 1
0 0 1



 .

Clearly, σ(T ) = {1}. We observe that T is positive: indeed, Tek lies within
the positive span of e1, e2, e3, and thus, specifically in C, for each k ∈ 1, 2, 3.
Moreover, Tz = e3 ∈ C. However, one can easily verify that the vector
(T − id)z = (−1, 1, 0)T is not in C, so Tz 6≥ z. Consequently, T 6≥ id.

We note that a cone in R
3 that is spanned by three rays is automati-

cally a lattice cone [4, Theorem 3.21] and hence the Huijsmans–de Pagter
problem has a positive answer for such a cone. Thus, the number of rays in
Example 2.2 is minimal.

3. Generalized eigenvectors

For the following results, we do not require the underlying vector space
to be finite-dimensional. Recall that a partially ordered vector space V is
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termed Archimedean if the following condition holds true for all v,w ∈ V :
whenever v ≤ 1

nw for all integers n ≥ 1, then v ≤ 0. In finite dimensions,
this condition is equivalent to the cone being closed.

Theorem 3.1. Let V be an Archimedean ordered vector space and let T :
V → V be a positive linear map. If 0 ≤ v ∈ V satisfies (T − id)2v ≤ 0, then
Tv ≥ v.

Note that if 0 ≤ v ∈ V is a generalized eigenvector of T of rank 2, then
(T − id)2v = 0, and thus the theorem implies that Tv ≥ v. The proof idea is
adapted from [18, Lemma 1], where a similar argument was employed in the
context of 2-isometries and concave operators; please refer to Remark 3.3(b)
for a more detailed explanation.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. It follows from (T − id)2v ≤ 0 that T (T − id)v ≤
(T − id)v. By applying the positive operator T k to this inequality we get
T k+1(T − id)v ≤ T k(T − id)v for all integers k ≥ 0 and hence, T k(T − id)v ≤
(T − id)v for all such k. By summing up this inequality from k = 0 to, say,
k = n− 1 ≥ 0 we obtain

T nv − v ≤ n(T − id)v,

for each integer n ≥ 1. Therefore − 1
nv ≤ (T − id)v since T nv ≥ 0. As V is

Archimedean we conclude that 0 ≤ (T − id)v. �

The following corollary demonstrates that the operator T in the coun-
terexamples from the previous section must contain a Jordan block of size
(at least) 3.

Corollary 3.2. Endow R
n with a closed cone. If T : Rn → R

n is positive,

satisfies σ(T ) = {1} and all its Jordan blocks have size ≤ 2, then T ≥ id.

Proof. The assumptions on the spectrum and the Jordan blocks imply that
(T − id)2 = 0. In particular, for each 0 ≤ v ∈ R

n we have (T − id)2v = 0
and thus, by Theorem 3.1, (T − id)v ≥ 0. Thus T ≥ id. �

Remarks 3.3. (a) The examples in Section 2 show that (id−T )3v = 0 for
a positive vector v does not imply Tv ≥ v.

(b) There is a close connection between our arguments and the theory
of m-isometries, which was introduced and studied in a series of papers by
Agler and Stankus [1, 2, 3]. Let H be a complex Hilbert space, L(H) denote
the space of bounded linear operators on H, and let L ∈ L(H). Similar to
Example 2.1, we define a bounded linear operator T : L(H) → L(H) by

TA = L∗AL

for all A ∈ L(H). For an integer m ≥ 1, the operator L is called an m-

isometry if (idL(H)−T )m idH = 0, where idL(H) ∈ L
(

L(H)
)

denotes the
identity operator on the Banach space L(H) and idH ∈ L(H) denotes the
identity operator on the Hilbert spaceH. In other words, L is anm-isometry
if and only if 1 is an eigenvalue of T and idH is a generalized eigenvector of
rank no more than m for this eigenvalue. Note that L is a 1-isometry if and
only if it as an isometry.
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If we restrict T to the self-adjoint part V of L(H) (which is an ordered
vector space, with the positive cone given by the positive semi-definite op-
erators), then T is a positive operator. Applying Theorem 3.1 to the vector
v = idH implies in particular that if L is a 2-isometry, then L∗L ≥ idH ,
which means that ‖Lx‖ ≥ ‖x‖ for all x ∈ H. This result was previously
established in [18, Lemma 1] (even for the so-called concave operators), and
the proof of Theorem 3.1 above is an adaptation of the proof from [18,
Lemma 1].

Here is a more general version of Theorem 3.1. The reader is invited to
compare the statement of the following result with [9, Theorem 2.5].

Theorem 3.4. Let V be an Archimedean ordered vector space and let T :
V → V be a positive linear map. If 0 ≤ v ∈ V satisfies (T − id)r+1v ≤ 0 for

an integer r ≥ 0, then (T − id)rv ≥ 0.

For the proof we need the following simple observation about Archimedean
ordered vector spaces: Let V be an Archimedean ordered vector space and

let w1, . . . , wm ∈ V . Moreover, let (s
(1)
n )n∈N, . . . , (s

(m)
n )n∈N be sequences in

R that converge to real numbers s(1), . . . , s(m), respectively. If

0 ≤ s(1)n w1 + · · · + s(m)
n wm

for all n ∈ N, then 0 ≤ s(1)w1 + · · · + s(m)wm. A proof of this fact can, for
instance, be found in [4, Theorem 1.12].

It is most instructive to give the proof of Theorem 3.4 first in the special
case where one even assumes that (T − id)r+1v = 0. This special case is
used in Corollary 3.5 below and the proof in this case is quite simple and is
an adaptation of [1, Proposition 1.5]:

Proof of Theorem 3.4 in the special case (T − id)r+1v = 0. For every n ≥ r
one has

0 ≤ T nv =
n
∑

t=0

(

n

t

)

(T − id)tv =
r

∑

t=0

(

n

t

)

(T − id)tv

since (T − id)tv = 0 for all integers t ≥ r + 1. For fixed t, the binomial
coefficient

(

n
t

)

is a polynomial of degree t in n, so if we divide the above

inequality by
(n
r

)

and let n → ∞, we obtain 0 ≤ (T − id)rv due to the
consequence of the Archimedean property that was mentioned right after
Theorem 3.4. �

For the more general case one cannot proceed so easily since (T−id)r+1v ≤
0 does not imply (T − id)tv ≤ 0 for all integers t ≥ r + 1. The correspond-
ing problem for m-isometries and related operators has been considered for
instance in [9]. The proof of [9, Theorem 2.5] does not seem to adapt im-
mediately to our situation. Instead, one can argue as follows:

Proof of Theorem 3.4 in the general case. It follows from (T − id)r+1v ≤ 0
that T (T − id)rv ≤ (T − id)rv. Let us prove by induction over s that, for
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all s ∈ {0, . . . , r} and all n ≥ 0, one has1

T n(T − id)r−sv ≤

s
∑

t=0

(

n

t

)

(T − id)t(T − id)r−sv(3.1)

For s = 0 this follows for each n ≥ 0 by applying the powers T 0, . . . , T n−1 to
the inequality T (T − id)rv ≤ (T − id)rv, which indeed gives T n(T − id)rv ≤
(T − id)rv.

Now assume that (3.1) has already been proved for a number s ∈ {0, . . . , r−
1} and all n ≥ 0. By summing up this inequality for all n from 0 to, say, a
number n1 − 1 ≥ −1, we obtain2

T n1(T − id)r−s−1v − (T − id)r−s−1v =

n1−1
∑

n=0

T n(T − id)r−sv

≤

n1−1
∑

n=0

s
∑

t=0

(

n

t

)

(T − id)t(T − id)r−sv

=

s
∑

t=0

(

n1

t+ 1

)

(T − id)t(T − id)r−sv

=

s+1
∑

t=1

(

n1

t

)

(T − id)t(T − id)r−s−1v,

where we used the binomial identity
∑n1−1

n=0

(

n
t

)

=
(

n1

t+1

)

, which is true3 for

all integers n1, t ≥ 0 [15, Formula (11), p. 56]. Thus,

T n1(T − id)r−(s+1)v ≤

s+1
∑

t=0

(

n1

t

)

(T − id)t(T − id)r−(s+1)v.

This concludes the induction step and hence the proof of (3.1).
Now we use (3.1) for s = r. Consequently, due to the positivity of v and

T ,

0 ≤ T nv ≤

r
∑

t=0

(

n

t

)

(T − id)tv

for each integer n ≥ 0. Now we divide by
(n
r

)

and let n → ∞, which gives
0 ≤ (T − id)rv due to the property of Archimedean spaces that was cited
right after Theorem 3.4. �

Coming back to Theorem 3.4 in the special case (T − id)r+1v = 0, we
note the following spectral theoretic corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Let V be an Archimedean ordered vector space and let T :
V → V be a positive linear map. If λ ∈ (0,∞) is an eigenvalue of T with a

1Recall that, for integers n, k ≥ 0, the binomial coefficient
(

n

k

)

is 0 if k > n.
2We employ the convention that a sum from 0 to −1 is to be understood as the empty

sum, which is defined as 0.
3This binomial identity has the following nice combinatorial interpretation: when se-

lecting t+ 1 objects from n1 objects labeled from 0 through n1 − 1, there are
(

n

t

)

ways to

accomplish this when the highest labeled object chosen is n.
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generalized eigenvector in V+, then the eigenvalue λ even has an eigenvector

in V+.

Proof. By replacing T with T/λ we may assume that λ = 1. Let 0 6= v ∈ V+

be a generalized eigenvector of T for the eigenvalue 1. If v is itself an
eigenvector, there is nothing to prove. If v is not an eigenvector, there exists
an integer r ≥ 1 such that (T − id)r+1v = 0, but w := (T − id)rv 6= 0. Hence,
w is an eigenvector of T for the eigenvalue 1 and according to Theorem 3.4
one has w ≥ 0. �

Recall from the introduction that a lattice isomorphism T on a Banach
lattice with spectrum {1} is known to be the identity operator. It is natural
to ask whether the same is true on more general ordered vector spaces –
where the natural replacement of the assumption that T be a lattice iso-
morphism is that T and T−1 be both positive. Example 2.1 shows that
the answer is negative. However, one still has the following partial positive
result.

Corollary 3.6. Let V be an Archimedean ordered vector space and let T :
V → V be a bijective linear map such that both T and T−1 are positive.

(a) Let r ≥ 1 be an odd integer and let v ∈ V+. If (T − id)r+1v ≤ 0,
then (T − id)rv = 0.

Assume now in addition that V+ − V+ = V .

(b) If r ≥ 1 is an odd integer and (T − id)r+1 ≤ 0, then (T − id)r = 0.
(c) In particular, if (T − id)2 ≤ 0, then T = id.

Proof. (a) By Theorem 3.4 we have (T − id)rv ≥ 0. To also obtain the
converse inequality, first multiply the inequality (T − id)r+1v ≤ 0 with the
positive operator (T−1)r+1 to obtain (id−T−1)r+1v ≤ 0. Since r + 1 is
even, this implies that (T−1 − id)r+1v ≤ 0. Hence, another application of
Theorem 3.4 gives (T−1 − id)rv ≥ 0. Now we multiply this inequality with
the positive operator T r to obtain (id−T )rv ≥ 0. Since r is odd, this gives
(T − id)rv ≤ 0.

(b) This is an immediate consequence of (a).
(c) This is a special case of (b) for r = 1. �
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the Caribbean island of Curaçao (Netherlands Antilles). Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic
Publishers, reprinted from the journal Acta Applicandae Mathematicae 27, Nos. 1-2
(1992) edition, 1992. 1

[15] Donald E. Knuth. The art of computer programming. Vol. 1. Addison-Wesley, Read-
ing, MA, third edition, 1997. Fundamental algorithms. 6

[16] G. Lumer and M. Rosenblum. Linear operator equations. Proc. Am. Math. Soc.,
10:32–41, 1959. 2

[17] S. Mouton. A spectral problem in ordered Banach algebras. Bull. Aust. Math. Soc.,
67(1):131–144, 2003. 2

[18] Stefan Richter. Invariant subspaces of the Dirichlet shift. J. Reine Angew. Math.,
386:205–220, 1988. 4, 5

[19] Helmut H. Schaefer, Manfred Wolff, and Wolfgang Arendt. On lattice isomorphisms
with positive real spectrum and groups of positive operators. Math. Z., 164:115–123,
1978. 1
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