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The truncated multidimensional moment problem: canonical

solutions.

S.M. Zagorodnyuk

Abstract. For the truncated multidimensional moment problem we intro-
duce a notion of a canonical solution. Namely, canonical solutions are those
solutions which are generated by commuting self-adjoint extensions inside
the associated Hilbert space. It is constructed a 1-1 correspondence between
canonical solutions and flat extensions of the given moments (both sets may
be empty). In the case of the two-dimensional moment problem (with tri-
angular truncations) a search for canonical solutions leads to an algebraic
system of equations. A notion of the index is of nonself-adjointness for a
set of prescribed moments is introduced. The case is = 0 corresponds to
flatness. In the case is = 1 we get explicit necessary and sufficient conditions
for the existence of canonical solutions. These conditions are valid for arbi-
trary sizes of truncations. In the case is = 2 we get either explicit conditions
for the existence of canonical solutions or a single quadratic equation with
several unknowns. Numerical examples are provided.
MSC 2010: 44A60.
Keywords: moment problem, symmetric operator, operator extensions.

1 Introduction.

We shall need some notations in what follows. As usual, we denote by
R,C,N,Z,Z+ the sets of real numbers, complex numbers, positive integers,
integers and non-negative integers, respectively. Let n ∈ N. By Zn

+ we mean
Z+ × . . . × Z+, and Rn = R × . . . × R, where the Cartesian products are
taken with n copies. Let k = (k1, . . . , kn) ∈ Zn

+, t = (t1, . . . , tn) ∈ Rn. Then

tk means the monomial tk11 . . . tknn , and |k| = k1 + . . . + kn. By B(Rn) we
denote the set of all Borel subsets of Rn.

Let K be an arbitrary finite subset of Zn
+. Let S = (sk)k∈K be an arbi-

trary set of real numbers. The truncated multidimensional moment problem
consists of finding a (non-negative) measure µ on B(Rn) such that

∫
tkdµ(t) = sk, ∀k ∈ K. (1)

The multidimensional moment problems were described in the books of
Berezansky [1], Berg, Christensen and Ressel [2], Curto and Fialkow [4],
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[5], Schmüdgen [9], Shohat and Tamarkin [10]. Besides the well investigated
case n = 1, much success can be achieved in the case of (the full) K-moment
problems, i.e. when the support of µ is restricted to a suitable (algebraic or
semi-algebraic) prescribed set K. Here simple conditions for the solvability
were obtained by Schmüdgen, see a detailed exposition of the correspond-
ing results in [9]. In some special cases an analytical parametrization of
all solutions is available, see [17] for the case of a strip. When there are
no additional assumptions on the support of µ, multidimentional moment
problems with n ≥ 2 appeared to be very hard for investigation. In the
cases of low numbers of prescribed moments and some restrictions on the
measure support some satisfactory results for truncated multidimentional
moment problems were obtained earlier, see, e.g., [6], [14], [18] and refer-
ences therein. In the case of arbitrary sizes of truncations only flatness and
few other special conditions can be mentioned, see [4], [5]. Some compli-
cated conditions for the solvability of multidimentional moment problems
were given in [10], [11], [8], [15], [3], [13]. Instead of restricting the measure
support in (1) one can extend the support from Rn to Cn. In this case simple
conditions for the solvability are available, see [20].

In this paper we shall focus on the truncated multidimensional moment
problem. We shall use the operator approach to this moment problem, as it
was described in [19]. Let us recall some related definitions and notations.

Consider the following operator Wj on Zn
+, which increases the j-th

coordinate:

Wj(k1, . . . , kj−1, kj , kj+1, . . . , kn) = (k1, . . . , kj−1, kj + 1, kj+1, . . . , kn), (2)

for j = 1, . . . , n. A finite subset K ⊂ Zn
+ is said to be admissible, if the

following conditions hold:

1) 0 = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ K;

2) ∀k ∈ K\{0},
k = Wa|k|Wa|k|−1

. . .Wa10, (3)

for some aj ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and

k̃r := War . . .Wa10 ∈ K, ∀r = 1, 2, . . . , |k|. (4)

Such truncations appeared earlier in a paper by Laurent and Mour-
rain [7]. There are two important special cases. The first one is called the
case of triangular truncations:

K = Kr = {k ∈ Zn
+ : |k| ≤ r}, r ∈ Z+. (5)
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The second one is called the case of rectangular truncations:

K = Kd1,d2,...,dn = {k = (k1, . . . , kn) ∈ Zn
+ : k1 ≤ d1, . . . , kn ≤ dn},

d1, . . . , dn ∈ Z+.

For practical purposes, it is convenient to introduce some indexation in the
set K by a unique index j:

K =
{
kj(∈ Zn

+), j = 0, 1, . . . , ρ
}
. (6)

Set ~er := (δr,m)nm=1 ∈ Zn
+, r = 1, . . . , n, and

Ωl = {j ∈ {0, . . . , ρ} : kj + ~el ∈ K}, l = 1, . . . , n. (7)

We also denote
Γ =

(
skj+km

)ρ
m,j=0

, (8)

Γl =
(
skj+km

)
m,j∈Ωl

, Γ̂l =
(
skj+~el+km+~el

)
m,j∈Ωl

, l = 1, 2, . . . , n,

(9)
where the indices from Ωl are taken in the increasing order. Then we have
the following necessary conditions of the solvability:

Γ ≥ 0, (10)

Ker Γl ⊆ Ker Γ̂l, l = 1, 2, . . . , n. (11)

We do not know, if conditions (10),(11) are sufficient for the solvability of
the moment problem (1). This is an open problem.

Now suppose that for an admissible finite set K ⊂ Zn
+ the moment

problem (1), with K = K +K and some S = (sk)k∈K, is given. Choose and
fix some indexation (6). Assume that conditions (10),(11) hold. We may
construct the associated Hilbert space H in the following way. A set L of all
polynomials of the following form:

p(t) =

ρ∑

j=0

αjt
kj , αj ∈ C, (12)

is a linear vector space. Consider the following functional:

< p, q >=

ρ∑

j,m=0

αjβmskj+km
,
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where p is from (12), and q has the same form as p, but with βj(∈ C)
instead of αj . Introducing the classes of the equivalence [p] = [p]L in L we
obtain a finite-dimensional Hilbert space H. For l = 1, . . . , n we consider
the following operators:

Ml

∑

j∈Ωl

αj [t
kj ]L =

∑

j∈Ωl

αj[t
kj+~el ]L, αj ∈ C, (13)

with D(Ml) = Lin{[tkj ]L}j∈Ωl
. In particular, we have

Ml[t
kj ]L = [tkj+~el ]L, j ∈ Ωl; l = 1, . . . , n. (14)

Operators Ml are symmetric and they may be defined on proper subspaces
of H. Denote

Ω0 = {j ∈ {0, . . . , ρ} : kj + ~e1,kj + ~e2, . . . ,kj + ~en ∈ K}, (15)

and
H0 = Lin{[tkj ]L}j∈Ω0

. (16)

The set of moments S is said to be dimensionally stable, if dimH = dimH0.
The set of moments S is said to be completely self-adjoint, if the operators
Ml are self-adjoint and pairwise commute. Our first aim here will be to
show that the dimensional stability implies the complete self-adjointness for
general types of truncations (Theorem 1). In the case of triangular trunca-
tions it was proved by Vasilescu that flatness is equivalent to dimensional
stability, see [12]. The dimensional stability can be checked numerically (see
Theorem 5 in [19]) by solving linear algebraic systems of equations and then
checking some equalities.

Definition 1 A solution µ of the moment problem (1) is said to be canon-

ical if it is generated by commuting self-adjoint operators M̃j ⊇ Mj (j =
1, . . . , n) in the associated Hilbert space H, as it was described in the proof
of Proposition 1 in [19].

Our second aim here is to establish a bijection between all canonical
solutions of the moment problem (1) with general truncations and all di-
mensionally stable close extensions of S (Theorem 2). In particular, in
the case of triangular truncations we get a 1-1 correspondence between all
canonical solutions and all flat extensions of S.

In Section 3 we search for canonical solutions of the two-dimensional
truncated moment problem in the case of triangular truncations. This leads
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to a system of algebraic equations. Precise answers on the existence of
canonical solutions can be given for some special cases close to flatness. The
number

is := dim (H ⊖H0), (17)

is said to be the index of nonself-adjointness of S. It is clear that
the case is = 0 means the dimension stability or flatness of S. In the
case is = 1 we obtain explicit necessary and sufficient conditions for the
existence of canonical solutions. These conditions are valid for arbitrary
sizes of truncations. In the case is = 2 we get either explicit conditions
for the existence of canonical solutions or a single quadratic equation with
several unknowns. Numerical examples for these cases are provided.
Notations. Besides the given above notations we shall use the following
conventions. By Zk,l we mean all integers r, which satisfy the following
inequality: k ≤ r ≤ l. By TrM we denote the trace of a square complex
matrix M . If H is a Hilbert space then (·, ·)H and ‖ · ‖H mean the scalar
product and the norm in H, respectively. Indices may be omitted in obvious
cases. For a linear operator A in H, we denote by D(A) its domain, by
R(A) its range, and A∗ means the adjoint operator if it exists. If A is
invertible then A−1 means its inverse. A means the closure of the operator,
if the operator is closable. If A is bounded then ‖A‖ denotes its norm.
For a set M ⊆ H we denote by M the closure of M in the norm of H.
By LinM we mean the set of all linear combinations of elements from M ,
and spanM := LinM . By EH we denote the identity operator in H, i.e.
EHx = x, x ∈ H. In obvious cases we may omit the index H. If H1 is a
subspace of H, then PH1

= PH
H1

is an operator of the orthogonal projection
on H1 in H.

2 Canonical solutions and flat extensions.

Suppose that for an admissible finite set K ⊂ Zn
+ the moment problem (1),

with K = K + K and some S = (sk)k∈K, is given. Choose and fix some
indexation (6). Assume that conditions (10),(11) are satisfied. Construct
the associated Hilbert space H and symmetric operators Mk, as it was de-
scribed in the Introduction. In the case of arbitrary admissible truncations,
a notion of flatness was introduced by Laurent and Mourrain [7]. It requires
a use of a closure of a smaller set of monomials. However, two different
sets of monomials may have the same closure, e.g., consider truncations K3

and K3\{(1, 1)} for n = 2. These causes some difficulties. Here we shall
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mainly use the notion of dimensional stability when dealing with general
truncations.

Theorem 1 Let n ∈ N, K ⊂ Zn
+ be an arbitrary admissible finite set, and

K = K+K. Let the moment problem (1) with some prescribed moments S =
(sk)k∈K be given, and conditions (10),(11) be satisfied (with some indexation
of K). If the set of moments S is dimensionally stable then S is completely
self-adjoint. In the case of triangular truncations the converse implication
is also true: if S is completely self-adjoint then S is dimensionally stable.

Proof. Let us prove the first statement of the theorem. Here we shall use
some ideas of Vasilescu from [12], but our proof is not the same. Suppose
that S is dimensionally stable. SinceH has a finite dimension, thenH = H0.
Thus, all multiplication operators Mk are defined on the whole space H. It
remains to prove that they commute. Choose arbitrary a, b ∈ 1, ..., n, a 6= b.
For an arbitrary [p(t)] ∈ H0(= H),

p(t) =
∑

j∈Ω0

cjt
kj , cj ∈ C, (18)

we may write:
Map(t) = [tap(t)] = [g(t)], (19)

where [g(t)] ∈ H0,

g(t) =
∑

j∈Ω0

ξjt
kj , ξj ∈ C. (20)

The last equality in (19) follows from H = H0 and the definition of H0. On
the other hand, we have

Mbp(t) = [tbp(t)] = [h(t)], (21)

where [h(t)] ∈ H0,

h(t) =
∑

j∈Ω0

γjt
kj , γj ∈ C. (22)

Then
MbMa[p(t)] = [tbg(t)], (23)

and
MaMb[p(t)] = [tah(t)]. (24)
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For an arbitrary [u(t)] ∈ H0(= H),

u(t) =
∑

m∈Ω0

dmtkm, dm ∈ C, (25)

we may write:

(MbMa[p], [u])H = ([tbg(t)], [u(t)])H = ([g(t)], [tbu(t)])H =

= ([tap(t)], [tbu(t)])H =
∑

j,m∈Ω0

cjdm([tkj+~ea], [tkm+~eb ])H =

=
∑

j,m∈Ω0

cjdmskj+km+~ea+~eb ;

(MaMb[p], [u])H = ([tah(t)], [u(t)])H = ([h(t)], [tau(t)])H =

= ([tbp(t)], [tau(t)])H =
∑

j,m∈Ω0

cjdm([tkj+~eb ], [tkm+~ea])H =

=
∑

j,m∈Ω0

cjdmskj+km+~ea+~eb .

Therefore MbMa[p] = MaMb[p]. Thus, operators Mk are commuting self-
adjoint operators.

Now assume that we have the case of triangular truncations and S is
completely self-adjoint. Then the associated multiplication operators Mk

are self-adjoint. Thus they are defined on the whole H: D(Mk) = H,
k = 1, ..., n. Notice that for triangular truncations we have D(Mk) = H0.
Then H = H0, and the dimensional stability follows. ✷

It is not known for the case of rectangular truncations if complete self-
adjointness implies dimensional stability. It is an interesting open problem.
Of course, the general case of arbitrary admissible truncations is also inter-
esting for further investigations.

We shall now study canonical solutions of the moment problem (1). As
it was defined in the Introduction, a solution µ of the moment problem (1) is
called canonical if it is generated by some commuting self-adjoint operators
M̃j ⊇ Mj (j = 1, . . . , n) in H.

Definition 2 Let K ⊂ Zn
+ be an arbitrary admissible finite set; n ∈ N. The

following set:
Ext K := K ∪

(
∪n
j=1(K + ~ej)

)
, (26)

is said to be the close extension of K.
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The latter notion is obviously related to the notion of the closure of a set of
monomials in n variables from [7, p. 89]. We think that this is a natural way
to define extensions of prescribed moments in the case of general truncations.
Notice that the close extension of K is also admissible. Of course, in the
case of triangular truncations we have

Ext Kr = Kr+1, r ∈ Z+.

In contrast with Definition 2 the following notion is not directly related
to the notion of a border of a set of monomials in [7, p. 89].

Definition 3 Let K ⊂ Zn
+ be an arbitrary admissible finite set; n ∈ N. The

following set:

∂K := {m ∈ K : ∃j ∈ {1, ..., n} such that m+ ~ej /∈ K}, (27)

is said to be the border of K.

In the case of triangular truncations we have

∂Kr = Kr\Kr−1, r ∈ N.

Choose n = 2, K = K3\{(1, 1)}. Then we have Ext K = K4, and

(Ext K)\K = {(1, 1), (0, 4), (1, 3), (2, 2), (3, 1), (4, 0)} * ∂(Ext K) =

= {(0, 4), (1, 3), (2, 2), (3, 1), (4, 0)}.
On the other hand, for triangular truncations we have

(Ext Kr)\Kr = ∂(Ext Kr), r ∈ Z+.

Theorem 2 Let n ∈ N, K ⊂ Zn
+ be an arbitrary admissible finite set such

that
(Ext K)\K ⊆ ∂(Ext K). (28)

Set K = K+K, and K′ = Ext K+Ext K. Let the moment problem (1) with
some prescribed moments S = (sk)k∈K be given, and conditions (10),(11) be
satisfied (with some indexation of K). Fix a continuation of the indexation
of K to Ext K. There exists a one-to-one correspondence between a set of all
canonical solutions to the moment problem (1) and a set of all dimensionally
stable sets Ŝ = (ŝk)k∈K′ , where ŝk ∈ R, and ŝm = sm, for m ∈ K. Here it
is assumed that conditions (10),(11) are satisfied for each Ŝ, with the fixed
indexation of Ext K.
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Proof. Let K have an indexation of type (6). We extend this indexation
to the whole set K̂ := Ext K:

K̂ =
{
kj(∈ Zn

+), j = 0, 1, . . . , ρ̂
}
. (29)

The above indexation will be fixed throughout the whole proof.
Suppose that we have a dimensionally stable set Ŝ = (ŝk)k∈K′ , where

ŝm = sm, for m ∈ K (and conditions (10),(11) are satisfied with the fixed
indexation of K̂). Denote by H and Ĥ the associated Hilbert spaces for S
and Ŝ, respectively. In a similar manner, denote L, Ω0, H0, Mk (k = 1, ..., n)
for S as in the Introduction, and the corresponding objects for Ŝ denote by
L̂, Ω̂0, Ĥ0, M̂k. Since Ŝ is dimensionally stable, we have Ĥ0 = Ĥ. By
Theorem 1 we conclude that operators M̂k, k = 1, ..., n, are commuting self-
adjoint operators acting in Ĥ(= Ĥ0). Consider the following transformation
W from H to Ĥ:

W




ρ∑

j=0

ξjt
kj



L

=




ρ∑

j=0

ξjt
kj



L̂

, ξj ∈ C. (30)

The transformation W is well-defined and isometric. In fact, suppose that

h =




ρ∑

j=0

ξjt
kj



L

=




ρ∑

j=0

ηjt
kj



L

, ξj , ηj ∈ C.

Then ∥∥∥∥∥∥




ρ∑

j=0

ξjt
kj



L̂

−




ρ∑

j=0

ηjt
kj



L̂

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

=

=

ρ∑

j,l=0

(ξj − ηj)(ξl − ηl)
([

tkj

]
L̂

,
[
tkl

]
L̂

)
Ĥ

=

ρ∑

j,l=0

(ξj − ηj)(ξl − ηl)skj+kl
=

=

ρ∑

j,l=0

(ξj − ηj)(ξl − ηl)
([

tkj

]
L

,
[
tkl

]
L

)
H

= ‖h− h‖ = 0.

If

g =

[
ρ∑

l=0

γlt
kl

]

L

, γl ∈ C,

then

(Wh,Wg) =

ρ∑

j,l=0

ξjγl

([
tkj

]
L̂

,
[
tkl

]
L̂

)
Ĥ

=

9



=

ρ∑

j,l=0

ξjγlskj+kl
=

ρ∑

j,l=0

ξjγl

([
tkj

]
L

,
[
tkl

]
L

)
H

= (h, g).

By the definition of the close extension of K we obtain that {0, 1, ..., ρ} ⊆
Ω̂0. Therefore

WH ⊆ Ĥ0.

Notice that the indices {ρ+1, ..., ρ̂} correspond to the elements of (ExtK)\K.
By condition (28) these elements belong to ∂(Ext K). Therefore they do not
belong to Ω̂0, by the definition of the border. Thus, we have {0, 1, ..., ρ} =
Ω̂0, and

WH = Ĥ0. (31)

The following operators are commuting self-adjoint operators in H:

Ck = W−1M̂kW, k = 1, ..., n. (32)

They generate a solution µ of the moment problem as it was described in
the proof of Proposition 1 in [19]. Of course, this solution is canonical.

For each dimensionally stable set Ŝ we put into correspondence a canon-
ical solution µ, which is constructed in the above manner. We shall denote
this map by τ :

τ Ŝ = µ. (33)

We are going to check that τ is a bijection between a set of all dimensionally
stable close extensions of S and a set of all canonical solutions of the moment
problem. At first, let us check that τ is surjective.

Let µc be an arbitrary canonical solution of the moment problem (1).
There exist commuting self-adjoint operators Ak ⊇ Mk, k = 1, ..., n, in the
associated Hilbert space H, and

µc(δ) = (E(δ)[1]L, [1]L)H , δ ∈ B(Rn), (34)

where E(δ) is the spectral measure of a commuting tuple A1, . . . , An (see
formula (24) in [19]). Consider a set S̃ := (s̃k)k∈K′ , where

s̃k =

∫
tkdµc, k ∈ K′. (35)

Of course, s̃m = sm, for m ∈ K. We claim that: (1) S̃ is dimensionally
stable; (2) τ S̃ = µc. At first we observe that conditions (10),(11) are satis-
fied for S̃, with the fixed indexation of Ext K, since the extended moment
problem (35) is solvable and the conditions are necessary for the solvability.
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Let H̃ be the associated Hilbert space for S̃. The corresponding objects
from the Introduction for S̃ we denote by L̃, Ω̃0, H̃0, M̃k. Notice that (see
formula (22) in [19])

Lin
{
Ak1

1 Ak2
2 ...Akn

n [1]L, (k1, ..., kn) ∈ Z+

}
= H. (36)

Denote by L2
µc

the space of all (classes of the equivalence) of all square
integrable complex-valued B(Rn)-measurable functions f(t), t ∈ Rn. The
classes of the equivalence we shall denote by [f ] = [f ]L2

µc
. Set

L2
µc,0 = Lin

{[
tk11 tk22 ...tknn

]
L2
µc

, (k1, ..., kn) ∈ Zn
+

}
. (37)

Consider the following transformation V acting from H to L2
µc,0:

V h =
∑

k∈Z+

αk

[
tk11 tk22 ...tknn

]
L2
µc

, h =
∑

k∈Z+

αkA
k1
1 Ak2

2 ...Akn
n [1]L, αk ∈ C,

(38)
where all but finite number of αks are zero and this will be assumed in similar
situations in what follows. Let us check that V is well-defined. Suppose that
an element h ∈ H has another representation:

h =
∑

k∈Z+

βkA
k1
1 Ak2

2 ...Akn
n [1]L, βk ∈ C. (39)

Using relation (34) we may write:

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k∈Z+

(αk − βk)
[
tk11 tk22 ...tknn

]
L2
µc

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

=

=
∑

k,m∈Z+

(αk − βk)(αm − βm)

([
tk11 tk22 ...tknn

]
L2
µc

, [tm1

1 tm2

2 ...tmn
n ]L2

µc

)
=

=
∑

k,m∈Z+

(αk − βk)(αm − βm)

∫
tk+mdµc =

=
∑

k,m∈Z+

(αk − βk)(αm − βm)
(
Ak1

1 Ak2
2 ...Akn

n [1]L, A
m1

1 Am2

2 ...Amn
n [1]L

)
H

=

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k∈Z+

(αk − βk)A
k1
1 Ak2

2 ...Akn
n [1]L

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

= ‖h− h‖H = 0.
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Therefore V is well-defined. If

g =
∑

m∈Z+

γmAm1

1 Am2

2 ...Amn
n [1]L, γm ∈ C, (40)

then

(V h, V g) =
∑

k,m∈Z+

αkγm

([
tk11 tk22 ...tknn

]
L2
µc

, [tm1

1 tm2

2 ...tmn
n ]L2

µc

)
=

=
∑

k,m∈Z+

αkγm

∫
tk+mdµc =

=
∑

k,m∈Z+

αkγm

(
Ak1

1 Ak2
2 ...Akn

n [1]L, A
m1

1 Am2

2 ...Amn
n [1]L

)
= (h, g).

Thus, V is a linear isometric transformation which maps H onto L2
µc,0. Then

dim L2
µc,0 = dim H. (41)

Consider the following transformation W̃ from H to H̃:

W̃




ρ∑

j=0

ξjt
kj



L

=




ρ∑

j=0

ξjt
kj



L̃

, ξj ∈ C. (42)

The transformation W̃ is well-defined and isometric. This can be checked
in the same manner, as it was done for the transformation W . Moreover,
we also have an analogue of (31):

W̃H = H̃0. (43)

Then
dim H = dim W̃H = dim H̃0 ≤ dim H̃. (44)

Now consider the following transformation U , acting from H̃ into L2
µ,0:

Uh =

ρ̂∑

j=0

αj

[
tkj

]
L2
µc

, h =

ρ̂∑

j=0

αj

[
tkj

]
L̃

, αj ∈ C. (45)

If h has another representation:

h =

ρ̂∑

j=0

βj

[
tkj

]
L̃

, βj ∈ C,

12



then

∥∥∥∥∥∥

ρ̂∑

j=0

(αj − βj)
[
tkj

]
L2
µc

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

=

ρ̂∑

j,m=0

(αj−βj)(αm − βm)

([
tkj

]
L2
µc

,
[
tkm

]
L2
µc

)
=

=

ρ̂∑

j,m=0

(αj−βj)(αm − βm)

∫
tkj+kmdµc =

ρ̂∑

j,m=0

(αj−βj)(αm − βm)s̃kj+km
=

=

ρ̂∑

j,m=0

(αj − βj)(αm − βm)
([

tkj

]
L̃

,
[
tkm

]
L̃

)
H̃

= ‖h− h‖2 = 0.

Thus, U is well-defined. If

g =

ρ̂∑

j=0

γj

[
tkj

]
L̃

, γj ∈ C,

then

(Uh,Ug) =

ρ̂∑

j,m=0

αjγm

([
tkj

]
L2
µc

,
[
tkm

]
L2
µc

)
=

=

ρ̂∑

j,m=0

αjγms̃kj+km
=

ρ̂∑

j,m=0

αjγm

([
tkj

]
L̃

,
[
tkm

]
L̃

)
H̃

= (h, g).

So, U is a linear isometric transformation which maps H̃ onto a subspace of
L2
µc,0. It follows that

dim H̃ ≤ dim L2
µc,0. (46)

By (41),(44),(46) we obtain that

dim H̃ = dim H̃0 = dim L2
µc,0 = dim H. (47)

So, S̃ is dimensionally stable and the first claim is proved. Notice that
relation (47) also shows that U is a unitary transformation which maps H̃
onto L2

µc,0.

Now we are going to check the second claim. Since S̃ is dimensionally stable,
we can construct a canonical solution µ̃ := τ S̃. Using the same notations
as at the beginning of the proof, we can repeat all the constructions for the
concrete choice of moments Ŝ = S̃. The use of the same notations will cause
no confusion, since we shall not use these constructions elsewhere. So, we

13



now have double notations for the same objects: Ω̂0 = Ω̃0, M̂k = M̃k, etc.
We have

µ̃(δ) = (EC(δ)[1]L, [1]L)H , δ ∈ B(Rn), (48)

where EC(δ) is the spectral measure of the commuting tuple C1, . . . , Cn

(Ck = W−1M̃kW ). In order to prove the second claim we need to check
that µ̃ = µc. Choose an arbitrary element h ∈ H of the form (39). We may
write

V Alh = V
∑

k∈Z+

βkA
k1
1 · · ·Akl+1

l · · ·Akn
n [1]L =

=
∑

k∈Z+

βk

[
tk11 · · · tkl+1

l · · · tknn
]
L2
µc

= ΛlV h,

where we denote by Λl the operator of multiplication by tl in L2
µc
, restricted

to L2
µc,0. Therefore

V AlV
−1 = Λl, l = 1, ..., n. (49)

Choose an arbitrary element g ∈ H̃0(= H̃),

g =
∑

j∈Ω̃0

αj

[
tkj

]
L̃

, αj ∈ C.

Then

UM̃lg = U
∑

j∈Ω̃0

αj

[
tkj+~el

]
L̃

=
∑

j∈Ω̃0

αj

[
tkj+~el

]
L2
µc

= ΛlUg.

Therefore
UM̃lU

−1 = Λl, l = 1, ..., n. (50)

By (49),(50) we obtain that Al and M̃l are unitary equivalent:

TAlT
−1 = M̃l, l = 1, ..., n, (51)

where T := U−1V . Therefore operators Al and Cl are also unitarily equiv-
alent:

FAlF
−1 = Cl, l = 1, ..., n, (52)

where F := W−1T . Operators Al and Cl have the same eigenvalues which
we denote by

{λl;j}nl

j=1, where λl;m 6= λl;k, if m 6= k.

14



For λl;j we denote by Hl;j and H̃l;j the eigen subspaces of Al and Cl, respec-

tively. We also denote Pl,j := PH
Hl;j

and P̃l,j := PH

H̃l;j

. Then

P̃l,j = FPl,jF
−1, j ∈ Z1,nl

, l ∈ Z1,n. (53)

The measures µc and µ̃ are atomic and they can have atoms at the following
points only:

aj1,j2,...,jn := (λ1;j1 , λ2;j2 , ..., λn;jn), jk ∈ Z1,nk
, k ∈ Z1,n. (54)

The corresponding masses have the following values:

µc({aj1,j2,...,jn}) = (E1({λ1;j1}) · · ·En({λn;jn})[1]L, [1]L)H =

= (P1,j1 · · ·Pn,jn [1]L, [1]L)H , (55)

µ̃({aj1,j2,...,jn}) = (EC1
({λ1;j1}) · · ·ECn({λn;jn})[1]L, [1]L)H =

=
(
P̃1,j1 · · · P̃n,jn [1]L, [1]L

)
H
, (56)

where Ej and ECj
are the spectral measures of Aj and Cj , respectively.

By (53) we conclude that µc = µ̃. Thus, the second claim is proved. We
conclude that the map τ is surjective. Our considerations also show that
the set of canonical solutions is empty if and only if the set of dimensionally
stable extensions is empty.

Suppose that we have two different dimensionally stable sets S ′ = (s′
k
)k∈K′ ,

and S ′′ = (s′′
k
)k∈K′ , where s′m = s′′m = sm, for m ∈ K. Denote

µ1 := τS ′, µ2 := τS ′′.

Since S ′ 6= S ′′, then there exists k ∈ K′ such that s′
k
6= s′′

k
. Then

∫
tkdµ1 6=

∫
tkdµ2.

Therefore µ1 6= µ2. Thus, τ is injective. It follows that τ is a biection and
this completes the proof of the theorem. ✷

3 The two-dimensional case with triangular trun-

cations. Indices of nonself-adjointness.

Fix an arbitrary number r ∈ N and consider K = Kr, where Kr is given
by (5) with n = 2. Assume that the moment problem (1) with K = K +K
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and some S = (sk)k∈K is given and s(0,0) > 0 (this condition excludes the
trivial case). Choose and fix an indexation (6) such that the elements of
Kr−1 are indexed at first. Assume that conditions (10),(11) are satisfied.
Construct the associated Hilbert spaceH, symmetric operators M1, M2, and
other related objects from the Introduction. Notice that the operators M1,
M2 are now defined on the same subspace H0. As it was already mentioned
in the Introduction, the number

is := dim (H ⊖H0), (57)

is said to be the index of nonself-adjointness of S. The case is = 0 leads
to the dimension stability or flatness of S. From the definitions of K = Kr

and Ω0 it is clear that is can take values 0, 1, ..., r + 1.
In what follows we shall assume that is > 0. Apply the Gram-Schmidt

orthogonalization procedure to the sequence
[
tkj
]
L
, j = 0, 1, ..., ρ. We shall

obtain an orthonormal basis G = {gj}d+is
j=0 in H, with some d ∈ Z+. Of

course, dim H0 = d+1, dim H = d+ is +1, and {gj}dj=0 is an orthonormal
basis in H0. Operators M1 and M2 are defined on H0, which is a proper
subspace of H. The existence of self-adjoint extensions of such symmetric op-
erators was investigated by Krasnoselskii, for details see, e.g., a survey in [16]
and references therein. Of course, the existence of self-adjoint extensions in
a finite-dimensional case is quite clear from the matrix representations of
the corresponding operators.

Let R1 andR2, D(R1) = D(R2) = H, be arbitrary self-adjoint extensions
of M1 and M2, respectively. For the basis G we denote by R1 and R2 the
matrices of R1 and R2, respectively. We have

Rk = ((Rkgl, gj)H)d+is
j,l=0 =

(
Ak B∗

k

Bk Ck

)
, k = 1, 2, (58)

where
Ak = ((Rkgl, gj)H)d

j,l=0 = ((Mkgl, gj)H)d
j,l=0 , (59)

Bk = ((Rkgl, gj)H)j=d+1,...,d+is; l=0,...,d = ((Mkgl, gj)H)j=d+1,...,d+is; l=0,...,d ,
(60)

Ck = ((Rkgl, gj)H)d+is
j,l=d+1 . (61)

Thus, matrices Ak and Bk are calculated by the given moments. A direct
block multiplication of the corresponding matrices shows that the operators
R1 and R2 commute if and only if the following conditions hold:

A1A2 +B∗
1B2 = A2A1 +B∗

2B1, (62)
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B∗
2C1 −B∗

1C2 = A1B
∗
2 −A2B

∗
1 , (63)

C1C2 − C2C1 = B2B
∗
1 −B1B

∗
2 . (64)

Observe that relation (62) is a necessary condition for the existence of canon-
ical solutions. By (64) we see that the following condition:

Tr(B2B
∗
1 −B1B

∗
2) = 0, (65)

is necessary for the existence of canonical solutions as well.

Proposition 1 Let n = 2, r ∈ N and K = Kr, with Kr as in (5). Assume
that the moment problem (1) with K = K + K and some S = (sk)k∈K
is given with s(0,0) > 0. Choose and fix an indexation (6) such that the
elements of Kr−1 are indexed at first, an then the rest of Kr. Assume that
conditions (10),(11) are satisfied. Construct the associated Hilbert space H,
the symmetric operators M1,M2, and define other related objects as in the
Introduction. Suppose that is > 0 and conditions (62),(65) hold with Ak, Bk,
k = 1, 2, defined by (59),(60). The moment problem (1) has a canonical
solution if and only if conditions (63),(64) hold for some Hermitian matrices
C1, C2 of size is × is.

Proof. Necessity. Suppose that there exists a canonical solution µ̃ of the
moment problem (1). It is generated by commuting self-adjoint extensions
R̃j ⊇ Mj , j = 1, 2. Applying the considerations before the statement of

the theorem for Rj = R̃j , we obtain that conditions (63),(64) hold for the
corresponding Hermitian matrices C1, C2.
Sufficiency. Assume that there exist Hermitian matrices C1, C2 of size is×is
which satisfy (63),(64). Define operators Rk. k = 1, 2, by the matrices Rk,
as in (58) with

Ak = ((Mkgl, gj)H)d
j,l=0 , Bk = ((Mkgl, gj)H)

j=d+1,...,d+is; l=0,...,d .

Operators R1, R2 are commuting self-adjoint operators, extending M1 and
M2, respectively. Operators Rk generate a canonical solution µ of the mo-
ment problem. The proof is complete. ✷

Suppose that assumptions of Proposition 1 hold. Now we shall study
equations (63),(64) for unknown Hermitian matrices C1, C2 of size is × is.
Let

Ck = (ck;j.l)
is
j,l=1, ck;j.l ∈ C, k = 1, 2. (66)

For j, l ∈ Z1,is : j > l, we may write

ck;j.l = αk;j.l + iβk;j.l, αk;j.l, βk;j.l ∈ R. (67)
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Thus, Hermitian matrices C1 and C2 are determined by real numbers

αk;j.l, βk;j.l, j, l ∈ Z1,is : j > l, (68)

and
ck;m.m, m ∈ Z1,is ; k = 1, 2. (69)

In the case is = 1 relation (64) takes the following form:

B2B
∗
1 −B1B

∗
2 = 0, (70)

and it can be verified directly. In this case, taking the real and the imagi-
nary parts of both sides of relation (63) we obtain a system of linear alge-
braic equations with real coefficients, with respect to unknown real numbers
αk;j.l, βk;j.l, and ck;m.m. Thus, in the case is = 1 the existence of canonical
solutions can be easily checked.

Now assume that is = 2. By (65) we may write:

B2B
∗
1 −B1B

∗
2 = U

(
ir 0
0 −ir

)
U−1, r ∈ R, (71)

where U is a suitable unitary matrix. Relation (64) may be written in the
following form:

C1C2 −C2C1 =

(
ir 0
0 −ir

)
, (72)

where
C1 = U−1C1U, C2 = U−1C2U. (73)

Relation (63) takes the following form:

B2C1 − B1C2 = D, (74)

where
B2 = B∗

2U, B1 = B∗
1U, D = (A1B

∗
2 −A2B

∗
1)U. (75)

Thus, the moment problem (1) has a canonical solution if and only if con-
ditions (72),(74) hold for some Hermitian matrices C1,C2 of size 2 × 2.
Let

C1 =

(
a c
c b

)
, C2 =

(
d g
g f

)
, (76)

where a, b, d, f ∈ R, c = c′ + ic′′, g = g′ + ig′′, c′, c′′, g′, g′′ ∈ R. If we
take the real and imaginary parts of relation (74), we shall obtain a sys-
tem of linear algebraic equations with real coefficients and real unknowns
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a, b, d, f, c′, c′′, g′, g′′. As for relation (72), it is equivalent to the following
two equations:

cg − cg = ir, (77)

c(f − d) + g(a− b) = 0. (78)

Relations (77),(78) are equivalent to the following three equations:

c′′g′ − c′g′′ =
r

2
, (79)

c′(f − d) + g′(a− b) = 0, (80)

c′′(f − d) + g′′(a− b) = 0. (81)

Case 1: r 6= 0. In this case relations (80),(81) imply f = d, a = b. In fact,
these relations form a real linear algebraic system of equations with respect
to f − d, a − b, having a non-zero determinant. Thus we have a non-linear
equation (79) and a linear system of equations including f = d, a = b, and
those equations obtained from relation (74). Solvability of this system is
necessary for the the existence of canonical solutions.

Suppose that the latter linear system of equations has solutions. We
substitute its solution into relation (79). If the solution of the linear sys-
tem was unique, we shall obtain a necessary condition for the existence of
canonical solutions. Otherwise, we obtain a single quadratic equation with
several unknowns. It can be effectively solved for the cases of one or two
unknowns. The case of three or more unknowns for a quadratic equation
seems to be not investigated.
Case 2: r = 0. In this case relations (77),(78) take the following form:

cg − cg = 0, (82)

c(f − d) + g(a− b) = 0. (83)

Let us look for solutions of these equations with g = 0. Then c(f − d) = 0.
Thus, in this special case equations (82),(83) will be satisfied if c = 0 or
f = d. It remains to solve the linear system corresponding to the real and
imaginary parts of relation (74).

In a similar way we may look for solutions of equations (82),(83) with
c = 0. In this special case equations (82),(83) will be fulfilled if g = 0 or
a = b. Then we also come to a linear system of remaining equations.

Let us search for solutions of equations (82),(83) with g 6= 0 and c 6= 0.
Rewrite equations (82),(83) in the following form:

c

g
∈ R, (84)
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c

g
(f − d) + a− b = 0. (85)

These equations have a solution if and only if the following system with an
additional real unknown β is solvable:

c′ = βg′, c′′ = βg′′, (86)

β(f − d) + a− b = 0. (87)

Together with the linear system, corresponding to the real and imaginary
parts of relation (74), we get a linear system with coefficients depending on a
real parameter β. In this case one can apply the Gauss elimination method.
In fact, the choice of a leading element may lead to a search of real roots of
a polynomial in β. This roots can be localized with any desired precision.
If one gets some equations without unknowns, they also lead to a search of
real roots of a polynomial in β.

Corollary 1 Suppose that assumptions of Proposition 1 hold. If is = 1 then
the existence of canonical solutions can be checked explicitly. If is = 2 then
the existence of canonical solutions either can be checked explicitly, or one
gets a single quadratic equation with several real unknowns.

Proof. The proof follows from considerations before the statement of the
corollary. ✷

Let us show that the cases is = 1 and is = 2 can really happen.
Example 1 (is = 1). Let n = 2, K = K2 (see (5)), and K = K +K = K4.
Consider the moment problem (1) with the moments S = (sk)k∈K:

s(0,0) = 9, s(1,0) = −1, s(0,1) = 0, s(2,0) = 1, s(1,1) = 0, s(0,2) = 2,

s(3,0) = −1, s(2,1) = s(1,2) = s(0,3) = 0,

s(4,0) = 1, s(3,1) = s(2,2) = s(1,3) = 0, s(0,4) = 2.

We shall use the following indexation for K:

k0 = (0, 0), k1 = (1, 0), k2 = (0, 1), k3 = (2, 0), k4 = (1, 1), k5 = (0, 2).
(88)

Consider the associated Hilbert space H (see Introduction), and denote

xj =
[
tkj

]
L

, j ∈ Z0,5. (89)
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The matrix Γ from (8) now has the following form:

Γ =
(
skj+km

)5
m,j=0

= ((xj , xm)H)5m,j=0 =

=




9 −1 0 1 0 2
−1 1 0 −1 0 0
0 0 2 0 0 0
1 −1 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 0 2




. (90)

We have Ωl = Ω0 = {0, 1, 2}, and

Γl =




9 −1 0
−1 1 0
0 0 2


 , l = 1, 2, (91)

Γ̂1 =




1 −1 0
−1 1 0
0 0 0


 , Γ̂2 =




2 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 2


 . (92)

Conditions Γ ≥ 0, and

KerΓ1 ⊆ Ker Γ̂1, Ker Γ2 ⊆ Ker Γ̂2,

can be verified directly. Apply the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization proce-
dure to x0, x1, ..., x5. Using (90) we get an orthonormal basis G = {gj}3j=0

in H:

g0 =
1

3
x0, g1 =

3

2
√
2

(
x1 +

1

9
x0

)
, g2 =

1√
2
x2,

g3 =

√
2

3

(
x5 −

1

4
x0 −

1

4
x1

)
.

Moreover, {gj}2j=0 is an orthonormal basis in H0 = D(M1) = D(M2). Con-
sequently, we have is = 1.

Let R1 and R2 be arbitrary self-adjoint extensions of M1 and M2, respec-
tively. We denote by R1 and R2 the matrices of R1 and R2, respectively.
Using relations (58),(59),(60) and the definition of the associated operators
M1,M2 we may calculate the corresponding matrices A1, A2, B1, B2:

A1 =




−1
9

2
√
2

9 0
2
√
2

9 −8
9 0

0 0 0


 , A2 =




0 0
√
2
3

0 0 1
6√

2
3

1
6 0


 , (93)
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B1 =
(
0 0 0

)
, B2 =

(
0 0

√
3
2

)
. (94)

Conditions (62),(65) are satisfied. Since

A1B
∗
2 = A2B

∗
1 =




0
0
0


 , B2B

∗
1 = B1B

∗
2 = 0,

then conditions (63),(64) are satisfied with C1 = C2 = 0. By Proposition 1
we conclude that the moment problem is solvable.
Example 2 (is = 2). Let n = 2, K = K2, and K = K +K = K4. Consider
the moment problem (1) with the following moments S = (sk)k∈K:

s(0,0) = 8, s(1,0) = s(0,1) = 0, s(2,0) = 2, s(1,1) = 0, s(0,2) = 2,

s(3,0) = s(2,1) = s(1,2) = s(0,3) = 0,

s(4,0) = 2, s(3,1) = s(2,2) = s(1,3) = 0, s(0,4) = 2.

We shall use the indexation (88) for K. Consider the associated Hilbert
space H, and denote xj as in (89). The matrix Γ from (8) has the following
form:

Γ =
(
skj+km

)5
m,j=0

= ((xj , xm)H)5
m,j=0 =

=




8 0 0 2 0 2
0 2 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 0 0
2 0 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 0 2




. (95)

We have Ωl = Ω0 = {0, 1, 2}, and

Γl =




8 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 2


 , l = 1, 2, (96)

Γ̂1 =




2 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 0


 , Γ̂2 =




2 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 2


 . (97)
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Conditions Γ ≥ 0, and

KerΓ1 ⊆ Ker Γ̂1, Ker Γ2 ⊆ Ker Γ̂2,

can be checked directly. Apply the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization proce-
dure to x0, x1, ..., x5. We get an orthonormal basis G = {gj}4j=0 in H:

g0 =
1

2
√
2
x0, g1 =

1√
2
x1, g2 =

1√
2
x2, g3 =

√
2

3

(
x3 −

1

4
x0

)
,

g4 =

√
3

2

(
x5 +

1

3
x3 −

1

3
x0

)
.

Observe that {gj}2j=0 is an orthonormal basis in H0 = D(M1) = D(M2).
Therefore is = 2.

Let R1 and R2 be arbitrary self-adjoint extensions of M1 and M2, re-
spectively. Denote by R1 and R2 the matrices of R1 and R2, respectively.
By relations (58),(59),(60) we may calculate the corresponding matrices
A1, A2, B1, B2:

A1 =




0 1
2 0

1
2 0 0
0 0 0


 , A2 =




0 0 1
2

0 0 0
1
2 0 0


 , (98)

B1 =

(
0

√
3
2 0

0 0 0

)
, B2 =

(
0 0 −1

2
√
3

0 0 1
2

)
. (99)

Conditions (62),(65) are fulfilled. Since

A1B
∗
2 = A2B

∗
1 =




0 0
0 0
0 0


 , B2B

∗
1 = B1B

∗
2 =

(
0 0
0 0

)
,

then conditions (63),(64) are satisfied with

C1 = C2 =

(
0 0
0 0

)
.

By Proposition 1 we obtain that this moment problem is solvable.
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