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REGENERATIVE ULAM-VON NEUMANN ALGORITHM: AN
INNOVATIVE MARKOV CHAIN MONTE CARLO METHOD FOR

MATRIX INVERSION

SOUMYADIP GHOSH, LIOR HORESH, VASSILIS KALANTZIS, YINGDONG LU, AND

TOMASZ NOWICKI∗

Abstract. This paper presents a variation of the classical Ulan-von Neumann Markov chain
Monte Carlo algorithm for the computation of the matrix inverse. The algorithm presented in this
paper, termed as regenerative Ulam-von Neumann algorithm, utilizes the regenerative structure of
classical, non-truncated Neumann series defined by a non-singular matrix and produces an unbiased
estimator of the matrix inverse. Furthermore, the accuracy of the proposed algorithm depends on a
single parameter that controls the total number of Markov transitions simulated thus avoiding the
challenge of balancing between the total number of Markov chain replications and its corresponding
length as in the classical Ulam-von Neumann algorithm. To efficiently utilize the Markov chain
transition samples in the calculation of the regenerative quantities, the proposed algorithm quantifies
automatically the contribution of each Markov transition to all regenerative quantities by a carefully
designed updating scheme that utilized three separate matrices containing the current weights, total
weights, and regenerative cycle count, respectively. A probabilistic analysis of the performance of
the algorithm, including the variance of the estimator, is provided. Finally, numerical experiments
verify the qualitative effectiveness of the proposed scheme.
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1. Introduction. Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods is an important
class of algorithms that draw sample paths from a Markov chain. One well-known
application of MCMC is the numerical solution of linear systems, also known as the
Ulam-von Neumann algorithm due to its original application in thermonuclear dy-
namics computations by Stanis law Ulam and John von Neumann [16]. The main idea
behind the Ulam-von Neumann algorithm lies in constructing and sampling a discrete
Markov chain with a state space defined by the rows of the iteration matrix and a
carefully designed transition probability matrix [5, 19]. Monte Carlo-type methods
can be appealing on a variety of applications due to high parallel granularity and and
ability to compute partial solutions of systems of linear equations [35]. Thus, various
Monte Carlo algorithms have been suggested for the solution of linear systems, e.g.,
see [35, 27, 24, 5, 33, 7] for an non-exhaustive list.

In this paper we consider the related problem of computing an approximation of
the inverse of a non-singular d × d matrix A via MCMC [33, 12, 4, 25, 18, 13, 28].
A straightforward implementation of the Ulam-von Neumann algorithm samples an
associated Markov chain to estimate a truncation of the Neumann series (I −A)−1 =∑∞

n=0A
n. Let P be the transition matrix for the Markov chain defined over the row

indices of A. Then, [Pn]ij , the (i, j)-th element of the n-th power of P represents the
probability that the Markov chain transits from the state i to state j after n steps.
This probability can be estimated by Monte Carlo simulations of the Markov chain,
therefore, these simulations can be used to estimate the powers of the matrix, hence
the inverse via the Neumann series; more recent development are summarized in [1,
17, 19, 12]. The accuracy of such algorithm primarily depends on the total number
of paths of the Markov chain as well as and the truncation threshold (length) of each
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independent path. For different type of matrices, it is observed that interactions of
these two factors can have significant impact on the quality of the algorithm, see, e.g.,
[30].

The algorithm presented in this paper, termed as regenerative Ulam-von Neumann
algorithm, utilizes the regenerative structure of the Neumann series defined by a non-
singular matrix and produces an unbiased estimator of the inversion, i.e., we estimate
the non-truncated series. We then provide a probabilistic analysis of the quality of
the algorithm. More specifically, the second moment of the samples is quantified
through two independent central limit theorems, one for Markov chains on symmetric
groups and one for the summation of weakly dependent random variables. A list of
the contributions of this paper is as follows:

• Algorithm: Upon observing a regenerative structure in running the classic
Ulam-von Neumann algorithm, we identify a stochastic fixed point equa-
tion (3.2) that is induced by the regenerative structure. This observation
allows us to introduce an alternative estimator for MCMC matrix inversion
in the form of the regenerative quantities αij , i, j ∈ [1, 2, . . . , d], which are also
solutions to the stochastic fixed point equation. This new estimator, listed
as Algorithm 3.1, is unbiased by definition, in contrast to the classic Ulam-
von Neumann estimator that suffers from the bias induced by the (necessary)
truncation of the Neumann series expansion.
• Practicality: The accuracy of the proposed algorithm depends only on a

single parameter – the total number of Markov transitions simulated – thus
avoiding the challenge of balancing between two different parameters as in the
classical Ulam-von Neumann matrix inversion algorithm. To efficiently utilize
the Markov chain transition samples in the calculation of the regenerative
quantities, the proposed algorithm (Algorithm 3.1) quantifies the contribution
of each Markov transition to all regenerative quantities via exploiting three
separate matrices that maintain quantities needed to calculate the current
sample of αij , the cumulative sum of all αij samples observed, and the count
of regenerative cycles, respectively. An immediate benefit of this approach
is that the proposed algorithm updates several entries of the matrix inverse
simultaneously per access of a matrix entry Aij , thus leading to reduced
computational costs when the matrix A is implicitly-defined by means of
a matrix function and computing a random entry Aij is computationally
intensive.
• Analysis: To quantify the variance of the estimator – and thus the quality

of the algorithm – a central limit theorem (CLT) described in Theorem 4.1
is established. There are two key components in proving Theorem 4.1. First,
we present a connection between the evolution of the counting matrix Γ and
a Markov chain on the symmetric group, thus obtain a CLT, Theorem 4.7,
as a consequence of extensive research in the area of Markov chains on finite
groups. Second, we obtain a CLT, Theorem 4.8, for the cumulative sum
matrix Σ, as a direct result of a general Lindberg CLT for weakly dependent
random vectors, Theorem 4.10, whose proof follows basic approaches in the
literature but offers more precise and straightforward estimations.

We illustrate the qualitative performance of the proposed algorithm on both sparse
and dense matrices. The proposed algorithm can be also applied on scientific appli-
cations where the entries of the matrix inverse are required, e.g., data uncertainty
quantification [21], and Katz centrality [26, 24].

Organization. Section 2 summarizes related previous work, and in particular
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the Ulam-von Neumann algorithm for matrix inversion. Section 3 presents our main
algorithmic contribution that exploits the regenerative structure of Ulam-Von Neu-
mann. In Section 4, probabilistic analysis of the algorithm, including the central limit
theorems for estimating the variance of our estimator, is presented. Applications and
numerical experiments are presented in Section 5. Finally, our concluding remarks
are presented in Section 6.

Notation. The ij-th entry of the matrix A is denoted by Aij while the ij-th
entry of the matrix power Ak, k ∈ Z, is denoted by [Ak]ij . The term E[·] denotes the
expectation operator. The spectral radius of the matrix A is equal to the maximum
of the absolute values of its eigenvalues and will be denoted by ρ(A). The symbol 1d

denotes the d×1 vector of all ones while on certain occasions we write [d] to represent
the set {1, 2 . . . , d}. Finally, the variable 1[α=β] is equal to one when α is equal to β,
and zero otherwise.

2. Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) matrix inversion (Ulam-von
Neumann algorithm). Consider a d × d matrix B = I − A where ρ(A) < 1. The
matrix B is non-singular and its inverse matrix can be represented via the Neumann
series

B−1 =
∞∑

k=0

Ak.

Denote C = B−1 = (I − A)−1. Let X = {X(k)} be an aperiodic and irreducible
Markov chain defined over state space [d] (the row indices of A) with the associated
with the d × d transition1 probability matrix P , where Pij denotes the transition
probability from state i to state j. The entries of the matrix P can be set in different
ways as long as the sum of the entries of its rows and columns is at most equal
to one [5]. For example, a possible choice is to set the entries of the matrix P as

Pij =
|Aij |∑

d
k=1 |Aik|

. Using the above notation, the problem of computing the matrix

inverse B−1 becomes equivalent to that of computing the entries Cij , i, j ∈ [d] of the
matrix C. In the following we describe the Ulam-von Neumann algorithm to compute
Cij for any index pair (i, j) ∈ [d]× [d].

Remark 1. To simplify notation, throughout the rest of this paper we consider
the approximation of the matrix inverse B−1 = (I − A)−1. Computing the matrix
inverse A−1 can be achieved by replacing A with the linear transformation I −A.

Let the current replicate of the Markov chain X be initiated at some state Xr(0) =
i, 1 ≤ i ≤ d, for each replicate of the Markov chain indexed by r and represented as
Xr. Furthermore, let W r

0 = 1 be a fixed scalar, and define the following sequence of
(scalar) random variables for k > 0:

W r
k = W r

k−1

AXr(k−1)Xr(k)

PXr(k−1)Xr(k)
,

where the random variableW r
k represents a ratio of likelihood of the transition induced

by A (if it were a suitable transition matrix) with respect to the probability P induced
by the Markov chain Xr . Recall that A can have negative entries, and so we refer
to the ratio in W r

k generally as the weight of the transition. The key idea of the
Ulam-von Neumann algorithm is then based on the following simple observation.

1For an introduction to the basics on Markov chains we refer to [2].
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Lemma 2.1. For any initial state 1 ≤ i ≤ d, it holds that

E
[
W r

k1[Xr(k)=j]

]
=
[
Ak
]
ij
,

i.e., the expectation of the random variable W r
k1[Xr(k)=j] is equal to the (i, j)-th ele-

ment of Ak for any r = 1, 2, . . . , R, and k ∈ N.

Proof. This can be proved by induction. The case k = 0 and k = 1 are straight-
forward. For the general case where we update W r

k to Wn
k+1, we can write:

E
[
W r

k+11[nk+1=j]

]
=E[E[W r

k+11[Xr(k+1)=j]|Xr(k)]]

=E

[
E

[
W r

k

AXr(k),j

PXr(k),j

∣∣∣∣Xr(k)

]]

=E

[
E

[[
Ak
]
i,Xr(k)

AXr(k),j

PXr(k),j

∣∣∣∣Xr(k)

]]

=
[
Ak+1

]
ij
.

Define now the following approximation of Cij after R ∈ N replications of the Markov
chain X , where each replication consists of rk transitions:

ĈR
ij :=

1

R

R∑

r=1

[
rk∑

k=0

W r
k1[Xr(k)=j]

]
.(2.1)

Lemma 2.1 establishes that W r
k is an unbiased estimator of

[
Ak
]
ij

. Therefore, the

sum
∑rk

k=0W
r
k1[Xr(k)=j] approaches Cij in average as rk tends to infinity, and ĈR

ij

can be viewed as a reasonable estimator of Cij . The truncation at finite rk however

induces a bias in ĈR
ij as an estimator of Cij , and the bias vanishes only as rk → ∞.

A necessary and sufficient condition for the convergence of the Ulam-von Neumann
algorithm is as follows.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 4.2 in [19]). Given a d×d transition probability matrix
P and a non-singular matrix B such that ρ(B) < 1, the Ulam-von Neumann algorithm

converges if and only if ρ
(
Ĥ
)
< 1, where Ĥij =

{[
A2
]
ij
/Pij if Pij 6= 0

0 otherwise.
.

The algorithm and analysis presented throughout the rest of this paper assume that
the transition probability matrix P satisfies the convergence criterion in Theorem 2.2.

3. Regenerative Ulam-von Neumann Algorithm: random walk and sto-
chastic fixed point equation. In this section, we present a new implementation
of the MCMC matrix inversion algorithm based on the regenerative structure of the
discrete Markov chain X operating on states defined by the row indices of the matrix
A. In contrast to standard MCMC, our regenerative approach can compute an ap-
proximation of all entries of B−1 while starting from any randomly initialized state
i ∈ [d]. Moreover, only one such initialization is required since, for any particular
state, the Markov chain X restarts itself every time the same state is observed and
these non-overlapping segments of the Markov chain are independent. Thus we no
longer need to pick values for the parameters controlling the number and length of
the Markov chain replicas, as in classical MCMC.
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3.1. The Basics of the Algorithm. Let us focus first on the main diagonal of
the inverse matrix C, and in particular, the approximation of Cii, for certain i ∈ [d].

For convenience we remind that classical MCMC sets Ĉii equal to the sample mean of
the R realizations of the random variable

∑rk
k=0Wk1[X(k)=i] generated via the Markov

chains Xr, r = 1, . . . , R, where each chain starts from the state i.
Instead of R separate Markov chains, we now consider a single Markov chain X

that starts at state i ∈ [d]. We let the Markov chain progress for an indeterminate
number of steps while registering the portions of the chain that occur between returns
to the state i. Since each such portion occurs independently of the other, the state i
is a regeneration point [32]. For any k ∈ N ∪ {0} we define the initial state variable
τ ii0 = 0 followed by

τ iik+1 = inf{t > τ iik |X(t) = i}.

The variable τ iik+1 denotes the (k + 1)-th return to state i (starting from the same
state i) and thus the chain does not visit i between τ iik and τ iik+1. Following the
above definition, we now write Wτ ii

k+1
= Wτ ii

k
· αii

n , where by the regenerativity of the

Markov chain X , the scalars αii
n are i.i.d. random variables counting the increment of

Wk between the τ iik and τkk+1. More precisely, we can write

αii
k =

τ ii
k+1−1∏

ℓ=τ ii
k

anℓnℓ+1

pnℓnℓ+1

.

Thus, setting W0 = 1, we can rewrite

Zii :=

∞∑

k=0

Wk1[X(k)=i] =

∞∑

n=0

Wτn = W0

∞∑

n=0

n∏

k=1

αii
k .(3.1)

Let the symbol
d
= imply that the left-hand side and right-hand side of an equation

have the same probability distribution. The expression in (3.1) solves the following
stochastic fixed point equation:

Zii
d
= W0 + αiiZii,(3.2)

where αii and Zii are assumed to be independent, αii denotes the distribution of
αii
n , n > 0, and Zii denotes the distribution of

∑∞
n=0Wτ ii

n
.

Remark 2. Stochastic fixed point equations have deep connections to Lyapunov
exponent and random matrix theory. Recently, applications have been found in heavy
tail phenomenon in stochastic gradient descent. Detailed studies on stochastic fixed
point equations can be found in [29, 8].

Taking expectations on both sides in (3.2) implies that

E[Zii] =
1

1− E[αii]
.

Thus, an estimate of E[αii] leads to an unbiased estimate of the quantity Cii =
E[Zii]. Note that while there might be multiple solutions to the stochastic fixed-point
equation (3.2), the important aspect here is that they should all -in expectation- point
to the same relationship. Furthermore, the second moment is equal to

E[Z2
ii] = 1 + 2E[αii]E[Zii] + E[(αii)2]E[Z2

ii],
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and thus

E[Z2
ii] =

1 + E[αii]

(1 − E[αii])(1− E[(αii)2])
.

For the off-diagonal terms Zij , i 6= j, once again consider the starting point i of the

Markov chain X and define τij = inf{t > 0, |X(t) = j} and αij =
∏τ ij−1

ℓ=0

anℓnℓ+1

pnℓnℓ+1
.

Then, we have

Zij :=

∞∑

k=0

Wk1[X(k)=j]
d
=

∞∑

n=0

αij
n∏

k=1

αjj
k = αijZjj .

Moreover, αij and Zjj are independent in the last term. Hence, Cij = E[αij ]Cii.

3.2. Implementation of the Algorithm. The key to the implementation of
the regenerative algorithm is to estimate the expectations of the cumulative cycle
weights αij for i, j ∈ [d]. Accordingly, we need to accurately record the involved
(cumulative) weights and the accounting of the regenerative structure. To keep track
of of the running weights, cumulative weights and counting of the regenerative cycles
(in other words the disjoint segments of the chain), we introduce three d×d matrices,
Λ, Σ, and Γ, respectively. The cycles are identified by a starting state and ending
state, which forms the indices of the three matrices. Once the chain is initialized at
some random state i ∈ [d], the algorithm iterates until minq,l Γq,l ≥ N . Here, the
only parameter N ∈ N controls the variance of the estimator, see Theorem 4.1. The
proposed regenerative Ulam-von Neumann Algorithm is summarized in Algorithm
3.1.

The running weights matrix Λ keeps track of the sample of weight αij during
the current regenerative cycle, and the cumulative weights matrix Σ maintains their
summation over all the observed cycles. The cycle count matrix Γ then gives us the
necessary information to construct sample average estimators for all the cycle weights
αij . When the chain reaches state i, all cycles starting at state i are re-initiated and
the elements of the ith row of [Λ]i that are equal to zero (corresponding to previous
cycles that were closed) are reset to one. As the chain arrives at the following state j,

the entries of the matrix Λ are scaled by
Aij

Pij
and all cycles that terminate at index j

close while the information from the jth column of the matrix Λ is transferred (added)
to the respective column of the cumulative weights Σ. Finally, the jth column of the
matrix Λ is reset to zero. In order to keep the count of the number of cycles in the
chain, the jth column of the matrix Γ increases by one. The loop continues until the
count of the performed cycles is large enough, i.e., larger than an input parameter N .
Note that the updating the jth column of Λ by zero at the end and by one at the
start of the cycle assures that the segments are disjoint and therefore independent.

While a direct comparison between Algorithm 3.1 and the classical Ulam-von
Neumann matrix inversion algorithm is rather complicated, the former has a signifi-
cant advantage over the latter in that it updates several entries of the matrix inverse
simultaneously per access of a matrix entry Aij . Therefore, we expect Algorithm 3.1
to be a better alternative when the matrix A is only implicitly defined and computing
Aij is computationally intensive, e.g., see the related discussion in [19].

4. Probabilistic Analysis of Algorithm 3.1. The analysis in Section 3 es-
tablished that the regenerative estimator is unbiased. To complete the analysis of
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Algorithm 3.1 Regenerative Ulam-von Neumann Algorithm

Input : A ∈ Rd×d, P ∈ Rd×d, and scalar N ∈ N. Also define and set the matrices
Λ ∈ Rd×d, Σ ∈ Rd×d, Γ ∈ Nd×d equal to zero.

1 Initialization: Initialize the Markov chain at some random state i ∈ [d].
while minq,l Γq,l < N do

2 Update the i-th row of Λ: Λik = Λik + 1[Λik=0], for all k = 1, 2, . . . , d;
Sample next state j of Markov Chain using probability vector Pi,·
Update Λ: Λ = Λ× Aij

Pij
;

Update j-th column of Γ: Γkj = Γkj + 1 if Λkj 6= 0, for all k = 1, 2, . . . , d;
Update j-th column of Σ: Σkj = Σkj + Λkj , for all k = 1, 2, . . . , d;
Reset the j-th column of Λ: Λkj = 0 for all k = 1, 2, . . . , d;
Over-write i← j.

3 end
Output:

Ĉij =





1

1− Σjj

Γjj

if i = j

Σij

Γij

1

1− Σjj

Γjj

if i 6= j.

Algorithm 3.1, we establish second order properties with a CLT-type of result follow-
ing the same spirit of analysis elaborated in [34].

Denote by K the number of Markov chain transitions that have been sampled,
and let

(
ΣK ,ΓK

)
be the corresponding matrices formed by Algorithm 3.1 after these

K samples. Following the law of large number, we immediately obtain

lim
K→∞

ΓK
ii

ΓK
ii − ΣK

ii

= Cii, lim
K→∞

ΣK
ij

ΓK
ij

ΓK
jj

ΓK
jj − ΣK

jj

= Cij , ∀i, j ∈ [d] .(4.1)

Theorem 4.1. Given a d× d matrix A, a Markov chain on the stat space of the
rows of A with transition matrix (Pij), there exists a d × d symmetric and positive

semi-definite matrix ΣC , such that
√
K(

σK
ij

γK
ij

− Cij) converge to a d2-variate normal

variable with covariance matrix ΣC , as K →∞.

Proof. As demonstrated in Theorem 2.1 of [22], the theorem is the consequence
of the central limit theorems established in Theorems 4.7 and 4.8, with a properly
defined function that reflects the relationship between the state of the regenerative
process and the estimated quantities depicted in (4.1).

4.1. Central Limit Theorem for Γ Matrix. In this section, we focus on the
growth of the Γ matrix in Algorithm 3.1, key to the accuracy of the algorithm, as
we will see later. First, let us consider an alternative algorithm, Algorithm 4.1, that
calculates only the Γ matrix.

We summarize the following result in a Lemma but omit its proof since it is
straightforward.
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Algorithm 4.1 The Calculation of matrix Γ

Input : P ∈ Rd×d, and scalar N ∈ N, d× d matrices, Π = Γ = 0.
1 Initialization: Initialize the Markov chain at some random state i ∈ [d].
while minq,l Γq,l < N do

2 (a) Update the i-th row of Π: Πik = 1, for all k = 1, . . . , d
(b) Sample next state j of Markov Chain using probability vector Pi,·
(c) Update j-th column of Γ: Γ:,j = Γ:,j + Π:,j

(d) Reset the j-th column of Π: Π:,j = 0.
(e) Over-write i← j.

3 end
Output: Γ

Lemma 4.2. Algorithm 4.1 produces an identical Γ matrix as Algorithm 3.1 for
the same pseudo-random number sequence.

Each matrix Π of the sequence produced by Algorithm 4.1 is binary. A careful
examination of the evolution pattern reveals that the output space of binary matrices
that any matrix Π assumes is significantly less than 2d

2

. Notice that in Algorithm
4.1, the matrix Π is updated twice in successive iterations before it is used to update
Γ, once in step 2(d) and again in step 2(a). Each step uses the same newly sampled
state (row index) j. So, the operation in Algorithm 4.1 can be formalized via the
following operator, denoted Tj for some j ∈ [d]:

(TjΠ)uv =





0 v = j, u 6= j,
1 u = j,

Πuv otherwise.
.

Applying Tj to Π thus only changes the values in the j-th row and j-th column of
the latter, and the relations Πij + Πji = 1 for i 6= j and Πjj = 1 are invariant under
each Tj. The iterations start by applying just step 2(a) to the initial state i0. After
an initial phase when Tj for each j ∈ [d] has been invoked at least once, the elements
of the matrix Π will satisfy the invariant relations Πij + Πji = 1 for all i 6= j and
Πii = 1 for all i ∈ [d]. Let us term this initial phase as warming up phase. By the
irreducibility and aperiodic assumption of the Markov chain X(t), as stated in the
beginning of Section 3, we know that the warming up phase will be finished almost
surely. Afterwards, Π will always satisfy these invariant relations.

Lemma 4.3. Let T p
J := Tjp ◦ . . . ◦ Tj2 ◦ Tj1 with J := (jp, . . . , j1) ∈ [d]p and any

i ∈ [d] we have Ti ◦ T p
J ◦ Ti Π = Ti ◦ T p

J Π.

Proof. It can be seen easily that Πij = 1 and Πji = 0 for j 6= i for both Ti◦T p
J ◦Ti Π

and Ti ◦ T p
J Π. All the other values are determined solely by Π and T p

J .

Lemma 4.3 implies that for a long sequence of Tj operations, repetitions can be
simplified to the last operation applied. More precisely, for Tm

Nm
= Tnm

◦ · · · ◦ Tn1 ,
with Nm = (nm, . . . , n1) ∈ [d]m, let the set of distinct ni’s have the cardinality
m∗ ≤ m and the sequence N∗ = (n∗

m∗ , . . . , n∗
1) consists of all the distinct nj’s in the

order as they first appearance from left to right in Nm, n∗
m∗ = nm and n∗

k = nℓ,
ℓ = inf

{
k : nk /∈ {n∗

m∗ , . . . , n∗
k+1}

}
. Let Tm∗

N∗ = Tn∗

m∗
◦ . . . ◦ Tn∗

1
. We have,

Tm
Nm

Π = Tm∗

N∗ Π that is

Tnm
◦ · · · ◦ Tn1Π = Tn∗

m∗
◦ . . . ◦ Tn∗

1
Π .
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The ordered sequence, n∗
m∗ , . . . n∗

1 can be viewed naturally as a part of a permutation
on [n].

Lemma 4.4. For any permutation σ of [d], let T d
σ = Tσ(d)◦Tσ(d−1)◦· · ·Tσ(2)◦Tσ(1)

Then for any pair of binary matrices Π and Π′, T d
σΠ = T d

σΠ′ .

Proof. It can be verified that the end results of either side do not depend on the
initial matrix.

Therefore, after the warming up phase, the matrix Π is completely determined by
the permutation corresponding to the last n distinct Tk applied to the initial matrix.
We stress that after the warm up phase the image of the starting matrix depends only
on the last permutation and is independent on the starting matrix.

There exists a bijection, denoted by Kd from Sd the set of all the permutation
to Pd the set of the matrices that we get after the warming up phase, there are d!
possible distinct matrices after the warm up. This allows us to denote these matrices
by Πσ with σ being the permutation it corresponds to.

Define (Π0)ij = δi≥j , that is

Π0 :=




1 0 0 . . . 0 0
1 1 0 . . . 0 0
1 1 1 . . . 0 0

. . .
1 1 1 . . . 1 0
1 1 1 . . . 1 1



.

Then, it is straightforward to verify the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Tn ◦ Tn−1 ◦ . . . ◦ T2 ◦ T1M = Π0, for any binary matrix M .

Thus, in this bijection the permutation σ = (1, 2, . . . d), which is the identity in the
symmetric group Sd maps any M to Π0 ∈ Pd, in particular σPd = {Π0}.

If at time t, the Markov chain X(t) = i and suppose that Π = Πσt
. We have

X(t+ 1) = j with probability pij . This induces a map T̂ on Sd by

σt+1 = T̂ (σt) = (T̂jσt, j)

where, when j is in the position ℓ+ 1 in the permutation σt, j = σ(ℓ+ 1), and:

T̂j(σ(1), . . . σ(ℓ), j, σ(ℓ + 2), . . . σ(d)) = (σ(1), . . . σ(ℓ), σ(ℓ + 2), . . . σ(d)).

Denote Y (t) = σt, a Markov chain on the symmetric group Sd. It can be interpreted
as a Random-to-Bottom Shuffling Markov chain in the jargon of random walk on finite
groups (see e.g. [31]). To see the reason for such term, consider a deck of n indexed
cards,then at each time, an index j is determined with probability pij where i is the
index of the card at the bottom, and the card with index j will be moved to the
bottom. The permutations produced by this procedure coincide with that produced
by Y (t).

Lemma 4.6. If X(t) is a irreducible and aperiodic Markov chain with state space
[d], Y (t) is a irreducible and aperiodic Markov chain with state space Sd.

Theorem 4.7. Under the assumption of Theorem 4.1, there exists a d×d matrix
Γs and a symmetric and positive semi-definite d2×d2 matrix Σs, such that the quantity√
K
(

ΓK

K − Γs

)
converges to a d2-variate normal variable with covariance matrix Σs,

as K →∞.

9



Proof. As we demonstrated before, after an initial phase, the increment of the Γ
matrix corresponding to randomly selecting among n matrices, according to the state
the sampling Markov chain is in. Suppose that Zn is a be a Harris ergodic Markov
chain on a general state space X with invariant probability distribution π. Suppose
that f : X → R

∗ is a Borel function to a finite dimensional Euclidean space. Define
f̄n := n−1

∑n
i=1 f(Xi) and Eπf :=

∫
X
f(x)π(dx). It is know from [9] that if the Zn

is geometrically ergodic and Eπ‖f‖2+δ < ∞ for some δ > 0, then
√
n(f̄n − Eπf)

converge to a Gaussian distribution with a covariance matrix Σf as n→∞.
Given our Markov chain Yn on the symmetric group Sd, define the following

function f : Sd → {0, 1}d, σ 7→ Kd(σ)σ(d). Yn is of course geometrically ergodic since
it is an irreducible and aperiodic Markov chain on a finite state space, and certainly
‖f‖ ≤ d.

4.2. Central Limit Theorem for Matrix Σ.

Theorem 4.8. Under the assumption of Theorem 4.1, there exists a d×d matrix
Γs and a d2× d2 symmetric and positive semi-definite matrix Σa, such that the quan-

tity
√
K
(

ΣK

K − Γ̂s

)
, with (Γ̂s)ij = (Γs)ijCij for i, j ∈ [d], converges to a d2-variate

normal variable with covariance matrix Σa, as K → ∞, with ΣK being the matrices
of cumulative weights.

Proof. This is the direct consequence of Theorem 4.10 and Lemma 4.12.

Remark 3. Here, we encounter a dependent sequence of vectors, see for exam-
ple [14], [10], and [36]. We could not find the exact results required for our purpose
in the published literature, [15] and [3] are probably closest related. Therefore, we in-
clude a detailed proof for completeness. While we follow the general idea of Lindeberg
method and block techniques that can be found in the proofs of many CLT, includ-
ing those in [15], detailed technical calculations critical to the vector and dependence
structures, for example the usage of Lemma 4.11, are different from what appeared in
the literature.

The following definition of weak dependence can be found in both [14] and [15].

Definition 4.9. Process (Xn)n∈Z is said to be (ǫrr∈Z, ψ)-weakly dependent for a
sequence of real number ǫr ↓ 0 and a function ψ : N2 × (R+)2 → R+ if for any r ≥ 0
and (u + v)-tuples of integers s1 ≤ . . . ≤ su ≤ su + r ≤ t1 ≤ . . . tv, we have,

|Cov(f(Xs1 , . . . , Xsu), g(Xt1 , . . . , Xtv )| ≤ ψ(u, v, Lipf, Lipg)ǫr

where f and g are two real valued function satisfying ‖f‖∞, ‖g‖∞ ≤ 1, and Lipf and
Lipg are the Lipschitz constants of function f and g, respectively.

More precisely, we have,

Lipf := sup
(x1,x2,...,xu) 6=(y1,y2,...,yu)

|f(x1, x2, . . . , xu)− f(y1, y2, . . . , yu)|
‖x1 − y1‖+ . . .+ ‖xu − yu‖

.

Theorem 4.10. Assume Rd random vectors (Xn)n∈Z are stationary, E[Xn] = 0
and satisfy E‖X0‖m <∞ for m > 2. Furthermore, {Xn} is a (ǫrr∈Z, ψ)-weakly depen-

dent sequence with ǫr = O(r−κ) for κ > (2m− 3)/(m− 2), then, X̂n = 1√
n

∑n
k=1Xk

converge in distribution to N(0,Σ2) with Σ2 =
∑∞

k=0 Cov(X0, Xk) =
∑∞

k=0 E[X0X
T
k ].

10



Proof. The key is two sequences of positive integers pn and qn with qn → ∞,

qn = o(pn), and there exists β ∈ (0, 1), pn = O(n1−β) and q
(2m−3)/(m−2)
n = O(n) as

n → ∞. That means, both pn and qn go to infinity but slower than n, moreover qn

grows slower than pn. Define kn =
[

n
pn+qn

]
, with [·] denotes the Gauss bracket, and

Zn =
1√
n

(Un
1 + . . .+ Un

kn
), Un

j =
∑

i∈Bn
j

Xi,

Bn
j =((pn + qn)(j − 1), (pn + qn)(j − 1) + pn] ∩ N

Cn
j =((pn + qn)(j − 1) + p+ 1, (pn + qn)j] ∩ N

V n
j =

∑

i∈Cn
j

Xi.

It is easy to see that the distance between any two B blocks (Bn
j and Bn

k when j 6= k)
is at least qn, and Cn

j contains the integers between Bn
j and Bn

j−1. Let

Z̃n =
1√
n

(Ũn
1 + . . .+ Ũn

kn
),

Yn =
1√
n

(Ṽ n
1 + . . .+ Ṽ n

kn
),

with Ũn
i being independent random variables following the same distribution as Un

i ,

and Ṽ n
i being independent Gaussian variables with the same first two moments as

Un
i . For a fixed t ∈ Rd in a compact set Ω containing the origin, define f : Rd →

C, x 7→ exp(it · x). Then,

E[f(X̂n)− f(Σ)]

=E[f(X̂n)− f(Zn) + f(Zn)− f(Z̃n) + f(Z̃n)− f(Yn) + f(Yn)− f(Σ)]

=E[f(X̂n)− f(Zn)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

+E[f(Zn)− f(Z̃n)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
II

+E[f(Z̃n)− f(Yn)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
III

+E[f(Yn)− f(Σ)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
IV

.

with Σ the square root of matrix Σ2.
The method of estimating the above four quantities and showing that they con-

verge to zero as n → ∞ is known as the Bernstein block technique of the Lindeberg
method. Terms II and III are known to be the main terms, and the other two terms
are often referred to as the auxiliary terms.

11



Calculation of the term I.

|I| =|E[f(X̂n)− f(Zn)]|
≤ sup

x∈Rd

‖Df(x)‖opE[‖X̂n)− f(Zn)‖22] Taylor’s expansion

≤d‖t||2E
∥∥∥∥

1√
n

(V n
1 + . . .+ V n

kn
)

∥∥∥∥
2

2

definition of f , Un and Zn

≤2d‖t‖2
n




kn∑

j=1

∑

i∈Cn
j

∥∥∥∥
∑

ℓ≥i

E[XiXℓ]

∥∥∥∥




≤2d‖t‖2
n

(knqn + pn)(‖Σ2‖) by the number of terms in
∑kn

j=1 V
n
j

and summability of covariance.

From the assumptions on pn, qn and kn follows that |I| tends to zero as n→∞.

Calculation of the term II. The term II is controlled by the weak dependent
condition. Note that the correlations are controlled by the Lipschitz constant and ǫr.

II =E[f(Zn)− f(Z̃n)] ≤
kn∑

j=1

|E∆n
j | with

∆n
j =f(Wn

j + xnj )− f(Wn
j + x̃nj ),

xnj =
1√
n
Un
j , x̃nj =

1√
n
Ũn
j

Wn
j =

∑

i<j

xni +
∑

i>j

x̃ni .

It can be verified that,

|E∆n
j | ≤

∣∣∣∣∣Cov


f


∑

i<j

xni


 , f(xnj )



∣∣∣∣∣.

By the assumption that {Xn} is a (ǫr, ψ)-weakly dependent sequence (r ∈ Z), we have
E|∆n

j | ≤ Cknpnǫqn . Thus the condition of {ǫr}, pn and qn leads to the desired result.

Calculation of the term III.

III =E[f(Z̃n)− f(Yn)] ≤
kn∑

j=1

|E∆̃n
j | with

∆̃n
j =f(W̃n

j + x̃nj )− f(W̃n
j + x̂nj ), x̂nj =

1√
n
Ṽ n
j , W̃n

j =
∑

i<j

x̃ni +
∑

i>j

x̂ni .

Then, |E∆̃n
j | = |Ef(x̃ni ) − Ef(x̂ni )|. There exist C > 0, such that, for all x ∈ Rd and

t ∈ Ω ⊂ Rd, for and α such that β(1 + δ/2) ≤ 1 + α/2,

∥∥∥∥f(x)− (1 + it · x− 1

2
xT (ttT )x)]

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C‖x‖
2+α
2+α.

12



Therefore, the moment condition has the term III bounded by Cn−1−α
2 k

1+ δ
2

n accord-
ing to Lemma 4.11, and it goes to zero as n→∞ due to the way α is selected.

Calculation of the term IV . For IV , recall that the independent Gauss-
ian variables Ṽ n

i have the same first two moments as Un
i , i.e. E[Ṽi] = 0, and

E[Ṽ n
i (Ṽ n

i )T ] = E[Un
i (Un

i )T ] and are independent of index i, let us define, Σ2
n,p =

E[Ṽ n
i (Ṽ n

i )T ]/pn, and it can be easily verified that Σ2
n,p → Σ2 as n→∞.

Lemma 4.11. For i.i.d random variable Xi with finite 2 + δ moment for some
δ > 0, there exists C > 0 independent of X, such that, for any integer n > 1 and any
0 < α < δ, we have,

E

[∥∥∥∥
n∑

i=1

Xi

∥∥∥∥
2+α
]
≤ Cn 2+δ

2 (E[|X1|2+δ]).(4.2)

Proof. First, we will consider Xi are symmetric, then, we can see that, for any
α ≤ δ,

E

[∥∥∥∥
n∑

i=1

Xi

∥∥∥∥
2+α

]
=E



(

n∑

i=1

Xi

)2 ∥∥∥∥
n∑

k=1

Xk

∥∥∥∥
α



=
n∑

i=1

E


X2

i

∥∥∥∥
n∑

j=1

Xj

∥∥∥∥
α

+

n∑

i,j=1

E

[
XiXj

∣∣∣∣
∑

Xi

∥∥∥∥
α]

=nE


X2

1

∥∥∥∥
n∑

j=1

Xj

∥∥∥∥
α

 ,

the last step follows from the symmetric and iid assumptions. For α < δ, Hölder’s
inequality gives us,

E


X2

1

∥∥∥∥
n∑

j=1

Xj

∥∥∥∥
α

 ≤(E[|X1|2+δ])

2
2+δ


E



∥∥∥∥

n∑

j=1

Xj

∥∥∥∥

α(2+δ)
δ






δ
2+δ

≤(E[|X1|2+δ])
2

2+δ


E



∥∥∥∥

n∑

j=1

Xj

∥∥∥∥
2+α






δ
2+δ

,

because α(2+δ)
δ < 2 + α. Therefore, we have,

E

[∥∥∥∥
n∑

i=1

Xi

∥∥∥∥
2+α
]
≤ n(E[|X1|2+δ])

2
2+δ


E



∥∥∥∥

n∑

j=1

Xj

∥∥∥∥
2+α





δ
2+δ

so


E



∥∥∥∥

n∑

j=1

Xj

∥∥∥∥
2+α





2
2+δ

≤ n(E[|X1|2+δ])
2

2+δ thus

E



∥∥∥∥

n∑

j=1

Xj

∥∥∥∥
2+α

 ≤ n 2+δ

2 (E[|X1|2+δ]) .
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For general sequence, (4.2) is obtained though applying the Khintchine’s inequality
to its Rademacher average, see e.g. [23].

Lemma 4.12. For any fixed integer n and any (i, j) 6= (k, ℓ), the correlation be-
tween αij

n and αkℓ
n+m decays exponentially with respect to m as m increases.

Proof. It is enough to show that the correlations between αij
1 and αkℓ

m decay
exponentially with respect to m. To see this, we have,

Cov(αij
1 , α

kℓ
m )

=E[αij
1 α

kℓ
m ]− E[αij

1 ]E[αkℓ
m ]

=E[(αij
1 − E[αij

1 ])(αkℓ
m − E[αkℓ

m ])]

=E[(αij
1 − E[αij

1 ])1{τ ij1 ≥ m}(αkℓ
m − E[αkℓ

m ])]

≤[E[(αij
1 − E[αij

1 ])21{τ ij1 ≥ m}]
1
2 [E(αkℓ

m − E[αkℓ
m ])2]

1
2 .

The exponential decay follows easily form the fact that α is uniformly bounded.

5. Numerical Illustration. Our numerical experiments are conducted in a
Matlab environment (version R2023b), using 64-bit arithmetic, on a single core of
a computing system equipped with an Apple M1 Max processor and 64 GB of sys-
tem memory. While Monte Carlo-type approaches are highly parallelizable, their
sequential execution is known to quickly become prohibitive as the matrix dimension
increases, e.g., see [5]. Therefore, in this section we restrict ourselves to small ma-
trix problems. All results reported in this section represent sample averages over ten
independent executions.

We begin by considering the application of Algorithm 3.1 on two matrix problems:
• Discretized Laplacian: We consider a second central difference (5-point)

discretization of the Laplace operator ∆ on the unit square Ω = [0, 1] ×
[0, 1] using Dirichlet boundary conditions. In order to satisfy the condition

ρ
(
Ĥ
)
< 1, we divide each non-zero entry by a factor of ten.

• Model covariance: We consider the following model covariance matrix:

Aij =

{
1 +
√
i if i == j

1/|i− j|2 if i 6= j
,

where the off-diagonal entries of A decay away the main diagonal in order
to simulate a decreasing correlation among the variables. Similarly to the

previous case, in order to satisfy the condition ρ
(
Ĥ
)
< 1, we now divide

each non-zero entry by a factor three.
For both types of matrices we over-write the resulting matrix as A = I − A so that
B−1 = A−1.

The termination of Algorithm 3.1 depends on the satisfaction of the condition
minq,l Γq,l < N , and thus increasing N allows the Markov chain to potentially run
longer, leading to more regeneration points. Figures 1 and 2 plot the absolute error
B−1

ij − Ĉij for the 5-point stencil discretization of the Laplacian operator and model
covariance matrix, respectively. For the sake of visualization, we set the dimension of
each matrix equal to d = 6 and vary the value of N tested in the termination criterion
minq,l Γq,l < N of Algorithm 3.1. Larger values of N likely result to more iterations
of the Markov Chain, and also consequently a smaller absolute error as N increases.
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Fig. 1: Entry-wise magnitude of the matrix B−1− Ĉ for the 5-point stencil discretiza-
tion.

We now consider the relative approximation error between the matrix inverse B−1

and its approximation Ĉ on a set of slightly larger problems of size d = 128. In partic-
ular, we consider two different metrics: a) the Frobenius norm of the approximation

of B−1 by Ĉ divided by the Frobenius norm of B−1, i.e., ‖B−1 − Ĉ‖/‖B−1‖, and b)

the relative error in the approximation of the trace of B−1 by the trace of Ĉ, i.e.,

Tr
(
B−1 − Ĉ

)
/Tr

(
B−1

)
, where Tr (X) =

∑d
k=1Xkk. The trace of Ĉ is computed by

summing the d individual diagonal entries and is a quantity of interest in data uncer-
tainty quantification and other applications [20, 21]. Figure 3 plots the relative error

in the approximation of B−1 and Tr
(
B−1

)
by
̂̂
C (solid line) and Tr (C) (dashed line),

respectively. Figure 4 plots a bar graph with the total number of iterations performed
by Algorithm 3.1 as function of N . As expected, larger values of N lead to an increase
in the number of iterations in Algorithm 3.1 and this increase is approximately linear
with respect to N .

Following the above discussion, we now consider the relative error accuracy of
classical Ulam-von Neumann matrix inversion algorithm and Algorithm 3.1 as a func-
tion of total number of required entries of matrix A. Recall that each iteration of
both algorithms requires the computation of the quantity

Aij

Pij
, i, j ∈ [d], where i→ j

indicates the transition of the Markov chain replication. When the matrix A is not
readily available and the computation of a random entry Aij is quite expensive, it is
highly desirable to provide an approximation of B−1 that leverages as few sampled
entries Aij as possible. To compare the relative error accuracy between classical Ulam-
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Fig. 2: Entry-wise magnitude of the matrix B−1−Ĉ for the model covariance problem.
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Fig. 3: Solid curve: ‖B−1 − Ĉ‖/‖B−1‖. Dashed curve: Tr
(
B−1 − Ĉ

)
/Tr

(
B−1

)
.

von Neumann matrix inversion algorithm and Algorithm 3.1 we vary the truncation
iteration number rk and total replications R of the former as well as the parame-
ter N of the latter. More specifically, for the classical Ulam-von Neumann matrix
inversion algorithm we set the two parameters as R = {d, 2d, 3d} and rk = {d, 2d}
and consider all six pairwise combinations. On the other hand, for Algorithm 3.1 we
set N = {d, 2d, 3d, 4d, 5d, 6d}. Figure 5 plots the relative error per sample Aij for
both types of matrices considered so far in our experiments for the matrix dimension
d = 64. As it can be easily verified, Algorithm 3.1 is much more efficient in terms
of the achieved accuracy versus the total number of computed entries of the matrix
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Fig. 4: Total number of iterations performed by Algorithm 3.1 as a function of N .
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Fig. 5: Relative error as a function of the number of matrix entries Aij .

A and thus can be a better choice when the matrix A is not readily available and
computing a random entry Aij is expensive, e.g., see the related discussion in Section
5.4 in [19].

Finally, we consider the application of Algorithm 3.1 to determine Katz graph
centrality, a centrality measure which extends the concept of eigenvector centrality by
considering the influence of nodes that are connected through a path of intermediate
nodes, i.e., beyond the immediate list of neighboring nodes [6]. Given a d×d adjacency

matrix A, the Katz centrality of node i equal to xi =
∑∞

k=1 α
k
∑d

j=1 Aijxj where the
damping scalar α ∈ (0, 1/ρ(A)) controls the influence of the implicit walks. Gathering
all centrality scores on a vector x ∈ Rd, Katz centrality is equivalent to solving the
sparse linear system (I −αA)x = 1d. For our example, we pick the IBM32 graph from
the SuiteSparse matrix collection [11], a network from the original Harwell-Boeing
sparse matrix test collection which represents leaflet interactions from a 1971 IBM
advertisement conference. We set α = 0.85/‖A‖2 and call Algorithm 3.1 to compute

an approximation Ĉ of B−1 = (I −αA)−1. Figure 6 plots the relative approximation
error of the matrix inverse, as well as the error between the ideal Katz centralityB−11d

and the approximation Ĉ1d (left subplot). As anticipated, increasing N improves the
quality of the matrix inverse approximation, which in turn leads to a higher number
of correctly ranked nodes (right subplot).
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Fig. 6: Left: plot of the quantities ‖B−1− Ĉ‖/‖B−1‖ and ‖B−11d− Ĉ1d‖/‖B−11d‖.
Right: number of correctly ranked nodes.

6. Conclusions. In this paper we presented and analyzed a Markov chain Monte
Carlo algorithm to approximate the calculation of a matrix inverse. The proposed
algorithm recasts the classical problem into one of a stochastic fixed point equation
induced by the regenerative structure of the Markov chain. The proposed estimator
associated with the algorithm does not require any truncation of the Neumann series
and thus is unbiased. Moreover, only one parameter -the total number of simulated
Markov transitions- is necessary, as opposed to the two parameters required in the
Ulam-von Neumann algorithm. Numerical experiments verify that the proposed al-
gorithm can indeed approximate all or a subset of the entries of the matrix inverse
effectively.

As part of our future work we plan to implement Algorithm 3.1 on shared memory
high-performance computing architectures such as Graphics Processing Units (GPUs),
and compare its performance against classical Markov chain Monte Carlo approaches.
For example, in contrast to the algorithm of Ulam-von Neumann which relies on scalar
multiplications, the main computation cost of Algorithm 3.1 stems from matrix-scalar
multiplication of the form Λ = Λ × Aij

Pij
, an operation that can be parallelized quite

efficiently on GPUs.
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