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THE CONVERGENCE OF POWER MATRICES

VYACHESLAV M. ABRAMOV

Abstract. For the class of d × d matrices B = [bi,j ] with complex

nonzero entries satisfying
∑d

i=1
|bi,j | = 1, we provide the conditions

for the convergence of power matrices B
n to a nonzero limit matrix.

In particular, for d ≥ 3 we prove that the sequence of matrices B
n

converges to a nonzero limit matrix if and only if all the entries are
positive and real.

1. Introduction

The basic results on the theory of real square matrices with nonnegative
entries are based on the Perron–Frobenius (PF) theorem [2, 6]. The PF
theorem has various applications that include probability theory, theory of
dynamical systems, economy etc [4, 7]. One of the widely used applications
of PF theorem that is related to the theory of discrete Markov chains is
as follows. Let B be a real square matrix with nonnegative entries bi,j

satisfying
∑d

j=1 bi,j = 1 or
∑d

i=1 bi,j = 1, i = 1, 2, . . . , d. If B is aperiodic

and irreducible (see e.g. [8, pp. 11–13] for the definitions), then the positive
limit of Bn (i.e. a limit matrix with nonnegative entries in which some of
the entries are strictly positive), as n tends to infinity, exists (see [8, p.
15]). In particular, if all the entries of the matrix B are strictly positive,
then it is irreducible and aperiodic, and Bn converges to a limit matrix,
the entries of which are strictly positive. A matrix with nonnegative entries

satisfying
∑d

j=1 bi,j = 1 or
∑d

i=1 bi,j = 1, i = 1, 2, . . . , d, is called stochastic
matrix. Stochastic matrices were originally used by Russian mathematician
Andrey Markov [5] to describe transition probabilities in certain probability
problems with outcomes depending on the experiment conditions and then
widely developed covering many areas of application of Markov chains.

Whereas the theory of stochastic matrices, the entries of which are real is
well-developed and well-known, it is not much known about its analogue, in
which the entries are complex. The problems associated with a sequence of
power matrices with complex entries can arise in the theory of differential
equations that describe various applied problems. The material of this paper
can be a subject for further more deepen study of matrices with complex
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entries as well. For some elementary facts about matrices with complex
entries see [1, Ch. 7].

The aim of this paper is to obtain an extension of the aforementioned
known result on matrices with real entries to the case of matrices with
complex entries. Namely, we consider a d × d matrix B with nonzero com-

plex entries bi,j satisfying
∑d

i=1 |bi,j| = 1, j = 1, 2, . . . , d, and provide the
conditions under which the sequence Bn converges to a nonzero matrix.
Surprisingly, in the cases d = 2 and d ≥ 3 the obtained results in the form
of necessary and sufficient conditions are distinct, and it turns out that the
result for the case d ≥ 3 is simpler.

The rest of the article is structured into two sections and appendix. In
Section 2 we study the case d = 2, and then in Section 3 we study the case
d ≥ 3. The appendix contains auxiliary statements that are used to prove
the required theorems.

2. The case d = 2

In this section, we consider 2 × 2 complex matrices B that satisfy the
property |b1,1|+ |b2,1| = |b1,2|+ |b2,2| = 1. We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let B = [bi,j ] be a 2×2 complex matrix with nonzero entries,
|b1,1| + |b2,1| = |b1,2| + |b2,2| = 1. Assume also that b1,2, b2,1 do not take
negative real values. Then the sequence Bn converges to a nonzero matrix
if and only if (i) bi,i, i = 1, 2, are positive real, and (ii) b1,2b2,1 = |b1,2b2,1|.
Proof. We first introduce the class of equivalent matrices and lemma that
are used to prove the required theorem.

2.1. Definition and lemma.

Definition 2.2. Two matrices A = [ai,j ] and Ã = [ãi,j] with complex entries
are called likewise, if |ai,j| = |ãi,j| for all i, j.
Lemma 2.3. Let A = [ai,j] be a 2 × 2 real matrix in which a1,2 ≥ 0 and

a2,1 ≥ 0, and let Ã = [ãi,j ] be the matrix, the entries of which satisfy the

relations ãi,i = ai,i, i = 1, 2, and ã1,2 = a1,2e
iϕ, ã2,1 = a2,1e

−iϕ, ϕ 6= π.

Then, for any n ≥ 1, the matrices An and Ãn are likewise.

Proof. The proof of the lemma is given by induction. Denote the entries of

An by a
(n)
i,j and the entries of Ãn by ã

(n)
i,j . Apparently,

ã
(2)
i,i = ã2i,i + ã1,2ã2,1 = a2i,i + a1,2a2,1 = a

(2)
i,i , i = 1, 2,

ã
(2)
1,2 = ã1,1ã1,2 + ã1,2ã2,2 = (a1,1a1,2 + a1,2a2,2)e

iϕ = a
(2)
1,2e

iϕ,

ã
(2)
2,1 = ã2,1ã1,1 + ã2,2ã2,1 = (a2,1a1,1 + a2,2a2,1)e

−iϕ = a
(2)
2,1e

−iϕ.

Now, assuming that ã
(n)
i,i = a

(n)
i,i , i = 1, 2, ã

(n)
1,2 = a

(n)
1,2e

iϕ and ã
(n)
2,1 = a

(n)
2,1e

−iϕ,

by the similar derivations we obtain: ã
(n+1)
i,i = a

(n+1)
i,i , i = 1, 2, ã

(n+1)
1,2 =

a
(n+1)
1,2 eiϕ and ã

(n+1)
2,1 = a

(n+1)
2,1 e−iϕ. The proof of the lemma is completed. �
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2.2. Proof of the sufficient condition. Using the polar system, write
bi,j = |bi,j|eiθi,j , i, j = 1, 2; i =

√
−1. According to the assumption b1,1 and

b2,2 are real positive, b1,2 = |b1,2|eiθ, b2,1 = |b2,1|e−iθ, θ ∈ [0, 2π) \ {π}. (The
value θ = π is excluded due to the made convention on the entries of the
matrix B.) Let |B| denote the 2 × 2 real matrix, the entries of which are
|bi,j|. According to Lemma 2.3 the matrices Bn and |B|n are likewise, and
due to [8, p. 15], the sequence |B|n converges to the nonzero limit. Then,
following the proof of Lemma 2.3, the sequence Bn converges to a nonzero
limit too.

2.3. Proof of the necessary condition. Assume that at least one of the
two assumptions (i) or (ii) is violated. We are to prove that then the sequence
Bn does not converge to a nonzero matrix. Indeed, using the notation
X(n) = Bn write X(n+1) = X(n)B. Then denoting the entries of X(n) by

x
(n)
i,j we have

(1) x
(n+1)
i,k = x

(n)
i,1 b1,k + x

(n)
i,2 b2,k, i, k = 1, 2.

Assume in contrary that there exists the nonzero limiting matrix X(∗) =

limn→∞X(n), the entries of which are denoted x
(∗)
i,j . Then we obtain X(∗) =

X(∗)B, and the system of the equations for the entries is

(2) x
(∗)
i,k = x

(∗)
i,1 b1,k + x

(∗)
i,2 b2,k, i, k = 1, 2.

Taking the absolute values, we have:

(3) |x(∗)i,k | ≤ |x(∗)i,1 b1,k|+ |x(∗)i,2 b2,k|, i, k = 1, 2.

If at least one of these four inequalities is strict, then, according to Lemma

A.1 (see Appendix), we obtain |x(∗)i,j | = 0 and consequently, x
(∗)
i,j = 0 for all i

and j. For the nonzero matrix-solution X(∗), we need to have the equalities

(4) x
(∗)
i,i bi,i = |x(∗)i,i bi,i|, i = 1, 2,

as well as

(5) x
(∗)
1,2b2,1 = |x∗1,2b2,1| and x

(∗)
2,1b1,2 = |x∗2,1b1,2|.

All these equalities are achievable in the only cases when bi,i, i = 1, 2, are
positive real, and b1,2b2,1 = |b1,2b2,1|.

Indeed, note first that b1,2b2,1 = |b1,2b2,1| holds if and only if b1,2 = |b1,2|eiθ
and b2,1 = |b2,1|e−iθ for all θ ∈ [0, 2π). The case θ = π should be excluded
according to the made convention on the entries of the matrix B. The
entries b1,2 and b2,1 in this case are negative, and according to Lemma A.2

(see Appendix) the nonzero limit matrix X(∗) does not exist. However,
for θ ∈ [0, 2π) \ {π} the equalities b1,2b2,1 = |b1,2b2,1| together with the
inequalities b1,1 > 0 and b2,2 > 0 imply (4) and (5).
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Assume first that (ii) is violated, i.e. b1,2 and b2,1 take complex values
such that |b1,2b2,1| 6= b1,2b2,1. Then, it follows from (1) for n = 1 that

|x(2)i,k | ≤ |bi,1b1,k|+ |bi,2b2,k|, i, k = 1, 2,

and at least one of these four inequalities must be strict. Then, according to
Lemma A.1 (see Appendix), the sequence B2n converges to the zero matrix,
that in turn implies that the sequence Bn does not converge to a nonzero
matrix.

Assume now that (i) is violated, i.e. at least one of b1,1 and b2,2 is not
real positive. We now prove that then the sequence Bn does not converge
to a nonzero matrix. Because of the similarity, it is enough to provide the
proof assuming only that b1,1 is not real positive.

Assume first that b1,1 is not real, i.e. b1,1 = |b1,1|eiθ1,1 with θ1,1 ∈ (0, 2π)\
{π}. Then |b21,1| < |b1,1|2, and we arrive at the system of two inequalities

|x(2)1,1|+ |x(2)2,1| < 1 and |x(2)1,2|+ |x(2)2,2| ≤ 1. From this, according to Lemma A.1

(see Appendix), we arrive at the conclusion that the sequence B2n converges
to the zero matrix, that in turn implies that the sequence Bn does not
converge to a nonzero matrix.

Consider now the remaining case when both b1,1 are real and at least one
of them is negative. If the matrix B is real, then the result follows from
Lemma A.2 (see Appendix). Therefore, we are to consider the case when
b1,2 = |b1,2|eiθ and b2,1 = |b2,1|e−iθ, where θ ∈ (0, 2π)\{π}. Now, by Lemma
2.3 one can replace the original sequence of matrices Bn by the corresponding
sequence of likewise matrices containing the only real entries, i.e. we are to
replace b1,2 and b2,1 in the matrix B with |b1,2| and |b2,1|, respectively. In
the other words, the matrix B with the real entries is the only case, and this
case have already been considered. The required statement is proved.

Therefore, if the nonzero limit of the sequence of matrices Bn exists, then
b1,1 and b2,2 must be real positive, and b1,2b2,1 = |b1,2b2,1|. �

3. The case d ≥ 3

In this section, we study a matrix B with nonzero complex entries bi,j,
i, j = 1, 2, . . . , d, where d ≥ 3. The following theorem holds true.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that B is d×d complex matrix, d ≥ 3, with nonzero

entries, and
∑d

i=1 |bi,j| = 1 for each j. Then the sequence of matrices Bn

converges to a nonzero matrix if and only if all bi,j are positive and real.

Proof. If B is a matrix with real positive entries, then under the made
assumptions the sufficient condition follows from [2, 6, 7] or [8, p. 15].

Therefore, we need to prove the necessary condition only. We use the
arguments similar to those given in the proof of Theorem 2.1. Assume that
at least one of bi,j has imaginary part. We are to prove that a nonzero

limit of X(n) = Bn, as n → ∞, does not exist. Write X(n+1) = X(n)B,
and assume in contrary that there exists a nonzero limiting matrix X(∗) =



THE CONVERGENCE OF POWER MATRICES 5

limn→∞X(n), with the entries x
(∗)
i,j . Then X(∗) = X(∗)B, and we need to

have x
(∗)
i,k =

∑d
j=1 x

(∗)
i,j bj,k, j, k = 1, 2, . . . , d. Similarly to (3) given in the

proof of Theorem 2.1, we have the system of the inequalities:

(6) |x(∗)i,k | ≤
d

∑

j=1

|x(∗)i,j bj,k|, i, k = 1, 2, . . . , d.

However, compared to the case of (3) the number of summand-terms on the
right-hand side of (6) is more than two. If at least one of the inequalities in
(6) is strict, then according to Lemma A.1 there is no nonzero limit of Bn

as n → ∞.
Note first that the diagonal elements bi,i must be real. Indeed, we have

(7) |x(2)i,i | ≤
d

∑

j=1

|bi,jbj,i|, i = 1, 2, . . . , d,

and for any n ≥ 1,

(8) |x(2n)i,i | ≤
d

∑

j=1

|x(n)i,j x
(n)
j,i |, i = 1, 2, . . . , d,

If at least one of bi,i is not real, then at least one of the inequalities in

(7) and consequently in (8) must be strict. Specifically, if bi,i = |bi,i|eiθ,
θ ∈ (0, 2π)\{π}, then |(x(n)i,i )

2| < |x(n)i,i |2, and, according to Lemma A.1, B2n

converges to the zero matrix. Hence a nonzero limit matrix X(∗) does not
exist.

Then we are to consider the system

(9) x
(∗)
i,j bj,k = |x(∗)i,j bj,k| for all i 6= j, j 6= k.

We are to prove that the aforementioned equalities can be satisfied in the
only case when all the entries bi,j are real and positive. That is, we are to
prove that if at least one of bi,j, i 6= j, has an imaginary part or at least one
of bi,j is real negative, then the system of equalities becomes inconsistent.

Assume in contrary that bj0,k0 = |bj0,k0 |eiθ for a certain pair j0, k0 (j0 6=
k0), and some θ ∈ (0, 2π). Then, due to declared equalities (9), we must

have x
(∗)
i,j0

= |x(∗)i,j0
|e−iθ for all i 6= j0. It turns out from this, that the set

of entries of the matrix B having the presentation similar to that bj0,k0
is extended, and for all of the non-diagonal entries of the matrix B we
must have bi,j = |bi,j |eiθ. Then for all of the non-diagonal entries of the

matrix X(∗) we must have x
(∗)
i,j = |x(∗)i,j |e−iθ. It leads to the contradiction.

If θ 6= π, then the equality X(∗) = X(∗)B with nonzero matrix X(∗) is
impossible, since the arguments of the entries on the left- and right-hand
sides are different. If θ = π, then a nonzero limit matrix X(∗) does not exist
according to Lemma A.2. Finally, if at least one of bi,i is negative, then a

nonzero limit matrix X(∗) does not exist according to Lemma A.2 either. �
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Appendix A. Auxiliary statements

We prove the following results.

Lemma A.1. Let B be a d×d matrix with positive real entries bi,j satisfying

the system of inequalities
∑d

i=1 bi,j ≤ 1. If at least one of these inequalities
is strict, then the sequence Bn converges to zero matrix.

Proof. Let X(n) = Bn. Denote the limit of X(n) as n → ∞ by X(∗) and the

entries of the limit matrix by x
(∗)
i,j . (Since B contains only positive entries,

then the required limit exists [2, 6, 7].) Then we have the system of equations

(10) x
(∗)
i,k =

d
∑

j=1

x
(∗)
i,j bj,k, i, k = 1, 2, . . . , d.

Apparently that if x
(∗)
i,j = 0 for all i, j, then the system of equations (10) is

satisfied. Prove that this is the only solution. Assume in contrary that
the matrix X(∗) is not zero matrix, but having positive entries. Then,

summing up in i and k both sides of (10), we obtain
∑d

i=1

∑d
k=1 x

(∗)
i,k >

∑d
i=1

∑d
k=1 x

(∗)
i,k . This contradiction indicates that the only solution is x

(∗)
i,j =

0 for all i, j. �

Lemma A.2. Let B be a d×d matrix with nonzero real entries bi,j satisfying

the inequalities
∑d

i=1 |bi,j| ≤ 1 for each j. If at least one of the entries bi,j
is negative, then the sequence Bn does not converge to a nonzero matrix.

Proof. In the case when all entries of B are negative, a nonzero limit of Bn

does not exist, since the entries of B2n are positive, while the entries of B2n−1

are negative, n ≥ 1. Hence, we consider the case when the matrix B has
both positive and negative entries. For X(n) = Bn we have X(n+1) = X(n)B.

Let x
(n)
i,j denote the entries of X(n). We arrive at the inequality

|x(n+1)
i,k | ≤ max







d
∑

j=1

|x(n)i,j |max{bj,k, 0},−
d

∑

j=1

|x(n)i,j |min{bj,k, 0}







.
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Consequently,

d
∑

i=1

d
∑

k=1

|x(n+1)
i,k |

≤
d

∑

i=1

d
∑

k=1

max







d
∑

j=1

|x(n)i,j |max{bj,k, 0},−
d

∑

j=1

|x(n)i,j |min{bj,k, 0}







.

For the entries of B we have the inequalities −1 ≤ ∑d
i=1 bi,j ≤ 1, at least

one of which is strong. Hence,

d
∑

i=1

d
∑

k=1

|x(n+1)
i,k | ≤ α

d
∑

i=1

d
∑

k=1

|x(n)i,k |,

for some α < 1. The fixed point theorem (e.g. [3, p. 1]) enables us to

conclude that limn→∞ |x(n)i,j | = 0, and consequently limn→∞ x
(n)
i,j = 0. �
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