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Abstract

A mixture of discrete Binomial distributions (MDBD), denoted by By r(a,p), is a set of
pairs {(B(pi, N), a;)}L_,, where B(-,-) denotes Binomial distribution, all p; € (0, 1) are distinct,
E;Trzl a; < 1and all ¢; € (0,1). A vector v is induced by MDBD if ; = Z;‘le a; - By ,i(p;) for
all i € [0: N], where By i(p) = (7)p'(1 — p)N .

We prove for “large” class C of continuous probability density functions (p.d.f.) that for
every w € C there exists MDBD with T' > Ny/¢,,/0 that d-approximates a discretized p.d.f.
w(i/N) = w(i/N)/[ZéV:O w(¢/N)] foralli € [3: N—3], where ¢, = max,¢[o,1] |w(z)|. Moreover,
we propose an efficient parallel algorithm that on input p.d.f. w € C and parameter § > 0,
outputs MDBD that induces a vector v which d-approximates w. Also, we give an efficient
parallel algorithm that on input a discretized p.d.f. @ induced by MDBD with T'= N + 1 and
the corresponding vector p, outputs exactly the coefficients a.

Cheng et al. [4] proposed the first sequential algorithm that on input a discretized p.d.f. 3,
B = D — M that is either Laplacian or SDDM matrix and parameter ¢ € (0, 1), outputs in time
O(e~2mN?)! a spectral sparsifier of a matrix-polynomial D — My ~.D—D Zij\io Bi(D~1M)%.
However, given MDBD By r(«,p) that induces a discretized p.d.f. +, to apply the algorithm
in [4] one has to explicitly precompute in O(NT) time the vector 7. Instead, we give two
algorithms (sequential and parallel) that bypass this explicit precomputation.

We propose a faster sequential algorithm that on input MDBD By r(a,p) with N = 2*
for k € N} outputs in 5(5‘2m + e~ *nT) time the desired spectral sparsifier. Moreover, our
algorithm is parallelizable and runs in 6(5_2m—|—5_4nT) work and O(log N -poly(logn) +logT)
depth. Our main algorithmic contribution is to propose the first efficient parallel algorithm that
on input continuous p.d.f. w € C, matrix B = D — M as above, outputs a spectral sparsifier of
matrix-polynomial whose coefficients approximate component-wise the discretized p.d.f. w.

Our results yield the first efficient and parallel algorithm that runs in nearly linear work
and poly-logarithmic depth and analyzes the long term behaviour of Markov chains in non-
trivial settings. In addition, we strengthen the Spielman and Peng’s [21] parallel SDD solver by
introducing a simple parallel preprocessing step.

*This work has been funded by the Cluster of Excellence “Multimodal Computing and Interaction” within the
Excellence Initiative of the German Federal Government.
LO(-) notation hides poly(log n, log N) factors.
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1 Introduction

In their seminal work Spielman and Teng [26] introduced the notion of spectral sparsifiers and
proposed the first nearly linear time algorithm for spectral sparsification. In consecutive work,
Spielman and Srivastava [24] proved that spectral sparsifiers with O(¢7%nlogn) edges exist and
can be computed in O(mlog®n - 10g(Wmaz/Wmin))? time for any undirected graph G = (V, E,w).
The computational bottleneck of their algorithm is to approximate the solutions of logarithmically
many SDD? systems.

Recently, Koutis, Miller and Peng [15] developed an improved solver for SDD systems that works
in O(mlogn -log(1/e)) time. In a survey result [13, Theorem 3] Kelner and Levin showed that in
O(m log? n) time all effective resistances can be approximated up to a constant factor. This yields
a (1 + )-spectral sparsifier with only a constant factor blow-up of non-zero edges O(e~2nlogn).

Although there are faster by a poly log-factor sparsification algorithms [16], they output spectral
sparsifiers with poly log-factor more edges.
Spielman and Peng [21] introduced the notion of sparse approzimate inverse chain of SDDM*

matrices. They proposed the first parallel algorithm that finds such chains and runs in work
O(mlog® n-log? k) and depth O(log® n-log k), where & is the condition number of the SDDM matrix
with m non-zero entries and dimension n. Furthermore, they showed that in 5(5‘2m log® n) time a
spectral sparsifier D— A ~, D—AD ™' A can be computed with nnz(A) < O(e2nlogn). In a follow
up work, Cheng et al. [3] designed an algorithm that computes a normalized sparse approximate
chain C such that CCT ~, MP? for any SDDM matrix M and |p| < 1. The chain C is constructed
iteratively and it involves a normalization step that produces a sparsifier D—]\Z:l S D—]\ZD‘U\Z
that is expressed in terms of the original diagonal matrix D, for all iterations 4.

Sinclair and Jerrum [23] analyzed Markov chains with transition matrices W = [I + D=1 A]/2,
corresponding to lazy random walks. They proved that these walks converge fast to stationary
distribution, defined by 7, = du/(Q_,cy du), after O(¢g? log(mingey 7, 1)) steps. Andersen et
al. [1] gave an efficient local clustering algorithm that relies on a lazy variation of PageRank, the
transition matrix of which is defined by > 2, a(1 — «)'W?", where a > 0 is a parameter. Their
local algorithm uses a truncated (finite summation) version of the preceding transition matrix.

Recently, Cheng et al. [1] initiated the study of computing spectral sparsifiers D — A R
D — Dzizil &(D71A)? of random walk Laplacian matrix polynomials, where ¢ is a probability
distribution over [1 : N], D — A is a Laplacian matrix and 3. &(D 1A)" is a random walk
transition matrix. These matrix polynomials capture the long term behaviour of Markov chains.
Moreover, a sparsifier of a matrix polynomial yields a multiplicative approximation of the expected
generalized “escaping probability” [10, 14] of random walks (c.f. Appendix A). Cheng et al. [1]
gave the first sequential algorithm that computes a spectral sparsifier of a random walk Laplacian
matrix polynomial and runs in time 5(5‘2 -mN?-1og® n -log® N) for some small constants c1, cs.

2 Our Results

The lazy random walk length N in the regime of interest in [1, 10, 23] is of order N = ©(poly(n)).
The quadratic runtime dependance on N makes the algorithm in [1] prohibitively expensive for
analysing the long term behaviour of Markov chains. In this paper, we overcome this issue for

2The O(-) notation hides O(poly (loglog n)) factors.

3SDD is the class of symmetric and diagonally dominant matrices.

4SDDM is the class of positive definite SDD matrices with non-positive off-diagonal entries.

®Graph conductance is defined by ¢c £ min,,(s)<u(vy/2 #(S), where ¢(S) £ |w(S,5)|/u(S) and u(S) £ 3, (g du.



“large” class of probability distributions « over [0 : N] that are induced by mixture of discrete
Binomial distributions (MDBD) with N = 2* for k € N;. Our results are summarized as follows.

In Subsection 2.1, we analyze the representational power of MDBD. In Subsection 2.2, we give
a sequential and a parallel algorithm for computing a spectral sparsifier of matrix polynomials
induced by MDBD. In Subsection 2.3, we propose the first parallel algorithm that runs in nearly
linear work and poly-logarithmic depth and analyzes the long term behaviour of Markov chains in
non-trivial settings. In Subsection 2.4, we strengthen the Spielman and Peng’s [21] parallel SDD
solver.

2.1 Representational Power of MDBD

Let B(p, N) be Binomial distribution for some parameters p € (0,1) and N € N;. MDBD is a set
of pairs {(B(pi, N), ;) }1_,, denoted by By r(a, p), that satisfies the following two conditions:

1. (distinctness) p; € (0,1) and p; # p; for all i # j € [1 : T7;

2. (positive linear combination) S~ o; <1 and a; € (0,1) for all 4 € [1: T7.

We prove in Section 10 that for every function w in a “large” class of continuous p.d.f. there
exists MDBD that induces a component-wise approximation of w.

Theorem 2.1. Let w(x) be a four times differentiable p.d.f., ef > 0 a parameter and I = [0,1] an
interval. Suppose there is an integer Ng € N and reals p € (0,1) and ¢y, > 1 such that:

1) maxger [0 (2)| < 200 - Ng,  2) maxger [w'(2)] < 560 - No,  3) maxger [w(@)| < du,
4) maxger [bo(x)| < - NG, 5) maxger [by(z)] < 5 No,
where the functions by, by are defined by by (z) = ﬁ[—w(az) + (1 —22)w' (z) + 32(1 — z)w” ()] and

ba(z) = ﬁ [w(:z:)—3(1—2x)w’(:E)+(1—6:13—|—6:172)w”(:17)+%x(l—:n)(1—2x)w’”(x)—I—%xz(l—x)Zw’V(aﬁ)].

Then for every N > Ny, any T > Q(N+/¢w/cr) and all i € [3 : N — 3] there is n; € [—pu, 1] such
that

w(i A €
I
(1 +m)

- RG] < 5 m

where Fj(z) £ (w(z)/[T + 1)) - Byi(z) and By ;(z) = (]j)xl(l — )N,

For every function w that satisfies the hypothesis in Theorem 2.1 we associate MDBD By (e, p)
that is defined by p; = j/(T'+ 1) and «; = w(p;)/(T + 1) for all j € [1 : T]. Moreover, in
Section 11 we give an efficient parallel algorithm that on input a continuous p.d.f. w (satisfying
some conditions) and integer N € N, outputs MDBD that induces a discretized p.d.f. which
approximates component-wise a desired discretized p.d.f. .

Theorem 2.2. Let w(z) = C- f(x) be a p.d.f. that satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 2.1. Suppose
alsoa) 0 < f(z) <1, b) [f(0)+f(1)] > Q(1), ¢)1<C<o(N), and d) fol ‘f(z)(xﬂ dx < o(N).
Then there is a parallel algorithm AppDscrPDF that on input w(x) as above, integer N € N1 and

parameter 1 > 0, outputs in O(Ny/ ¢y /cr) work and O(log(N+/¢w/cr)) depth MDBD By 1(c, p)
that induces a discretized probability distribution vy /[1—0d,] over [0 : N| such that for alli € [3 : N—3|

2&‘[

€ |(1+2n) w(i/N)+
e |2 (/) £
where the target discretized p.d.f. is defined by @(i/N) £ w(i/N)/Sns1n for all i € [0 : N],
Sw 21— %, SNi1N = Zﬁ-v:ow(j/N) and St 2 Si_ w(j/[T +1]). Moreover, it
holds that 6., € [0,0(1)].



In Appendix D, we illustrate the representational power of MDBD by applying Theorem 2.2 for
two canonical continuous p.d.f.: the Uniform distribution and the Exponential Families.

Interestingly, in case when a discretized p.d.f. @ is induced by MDBD By 1 (c, p) with exactly
T = N + 1 distinct Binomial distributions, we give in Section 12 a parallel algorithm that on input
vectors p and @, outputs the vector a in O(N log? N) work and O(log® N) depth for some constant
c € Ny.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose p € (0,1)N*! is a vector such that 0 < p; # pj < 1 for every i # j
and @ € (0,1)N*L is a discretized p.d.f. that is induced by MDBD By ni1(a,p) that satisfies
w(i) = Z;V:ng aj - Bni(p;) for every i € [0 : N]. Then there is a parallel algorithm that on input
the vectors p and W, outputs the vector o € (0,1)N*1 in O(Nlog? N) work and O(log®n) depth,

for some constant ¢ € N...

2.2 Spectral Sparsification of Matrix Polynomials induced by MDBD

A matrix B is T-matrix if it is either Laplacian or SDDM matrix. To highlight that an algorithm
A preserves the matrix type, we write that the algorithm A on input a 7-matrix B outputs B’
that is T-matrix.

Sequential Algorithms Cheng et al. [5, Theorem 1.5] gave an algorithm that on input a
Laplacian matrix L = D — A, even integer N € N, and parameter ¢ > 0, outputs in time
O(e?myplog®n - log? N) a spectral sparsifier D — A~.D-— D(D7'A)N of a matrix-monomial
such that nnz(A\) < O(e7%nlogn). In Section 5, we give for N = 2¥ and k € Ny a O(log? N)-
factor faster algorithm that computes a spectral sparsifier of 7-matrix monomials. Furthermore,
for any T-matrix D — M such that M is SPSD°® matrix, we prove that the initial sparsification step
dominates the algorithm’s runtime.

Theorem 2.4. There is an algorithm PwrSS that on input T-matriv B =D — M, N = 2k for
k€N, and ¢ € (0,1), outputs a spectral sparsifier D — My ~. D — D(D~'M)N that is T -matriz
with nnz(My) < O(e 2nlogn). The algorithm runs in time

5(m3 log?n 4 e *-nlog*n-log’ N) , if M is SPSD matrix;
6(6_27713 log®n +e=*-nlog*n - log® N) , otherwise.

Using Theorem 2.4, we give in Section 6 an algorithm that runs by ©(N?)-factor faster than [,
Theorem 2] and computes a spectral sparsifier of a single Binomial 7-matrix polynomials of the
form D — D" Bi(p) - (D~'M)" = D — DW,N, where W, = (1 — p)I +pD~'M and p € (0,1).

Theorem 2.5. There is an algorithm LazySS that on input T-matriz B = D— M, number N = 2F
for k € Ny, and parameters e,p € (0,1), outputs a spectral sparsifier

N
D—M,y~:D—DW}) =D-D> By,p) (D"'M)
=0

that is T-matriz with at most O(e~2nlogn) non-zero entries. The algorithm LazySS runs in time

5(mBlog2n—|—s_4-nlog4n-log5N) ,if p e (0,1/2];
5(6_27713 log®n -log? N + e~ - nlog’n - log® N) , otherwise.

6SPSD is the class of symmetric positive semi-definite matrices.



In Section 7, we give our main sequential algorithm that builds upon Theorem 2.5 and computes
a spectral sparsifier of 7-matrix polynomials induced by MDBD.

Theorem 2.6. There is an algorithm SS_MDBD that on input T-matriz B = D — M, integer
N = 2F k € N, MDBD BNT(a p) with 6 = 1 — Zszl a; and parameter ¢ € (0,1), outputs
a spectral sparsifier D — M ~. D — DZZ 0T 6%(D LM)? that is T-matriz with O(e~2nlogn)

non-zero entries, where v is a discretized p.d.f. that satisfies v; = Z;ﬁrzl a; - Bni(p;) for alli. The
algorithm runs in time

5(m3 log?n 4 e~*-nT -log'n -log® N) , if M is SPSD matriz;
5(6‘2m3 log®n +e=4-nT -log*n-log’ N) , otherwise.

We motivate now the first conclusion of Theorem 2.6. When B = D — DW,, is a Laplacian
matrix (of a graph with self-loops) associated with a Markov Chain with transition matrix W), that
corresponds to p-lazy random walk process, it holds for p € (0,1/2] (c.f. Lemma 6.1) that DW), is
SPSD matrix.

Given MDBD By (o, p) that induces a vector v, the algorithm in [/, Theorem 2] outputs a
spectral sparsifier of the corresponding 7 -matrix polynomial in time 5(5‘2mN 2 4 NT)7, where
the term O(NT) accounts for computing the vector 7. In comparison, our improved algorithm
SS_MDBD runs in time O(c~2m + e~*nT) for any MDBD with N = 2* for k € N,.

Parallel Algorithms Building upon the seminal works of Spielman and Teng [25], Orecchia and
Vishnoi [20] and Spielman and Peng [21], we prove in Section 8 that algorithm SS_MDBD can be
efficiently parallelized. To the best of our knowledge this is the first efficient and parallel algorithm
that sparsifies 7-matrix polynomials induced by MDBD with N = 2* for k € N,.

Theorem 2.7. There is a parallel algorithm pSS_MDBD that on input a T-matric B =D — M,
integer N = 2, k € N, MDBD By 7(a, p) with § = 1— "1 «; and parameter ¢ € (0,1), outputs
a spectral sparszﬁer D-M~m~.D-D ZZ o(i/[L—=38]) - (D7YM)? that is T-matriz with nnz(]\/i) <
O(e7%nlog®n) for some constant c, where 7y is a discretized p.d.f. such that ~v; = Z;‘-le a;j-Bni(pj)
for all i. The algorithm runs in O( 2mplogtn -log? N 4+ =4 - nT - log®™ ™ n - log® N) work
and O(log® n -log N +logT) depth for some other constants ci,co € N.

By combining Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.7, we develop an efficient parallel algorithm that
outputs a spectral sparsifier of a 7-matrix polynomial whose coefficients approximate component-
wise a target discretized p.d.f. @.

Corollary 2.8. There is a parallel algorithm that on input a continuous p.d.f. w that satisfies
the hypotheszs of Theorem 2.2, T-matric B = D — M and parameters €,e; € (0,1), outputs in
O( 2mp + e~ InT + N\/qﬁw/al work and O(log® n - log N + log T + log(N+\/¢w/cr)) depth a
spectml sparsifier D — M ~. D — DZZ 0(0i/[1 = 64)) - (D7EM)? that is T-matriz with nnz(]\/i) <
O(e72nlog®n) such that for alli € [3 : N —3] it holds ~y; /[1— 6] € [(142n;)-@(i/N)+2e1/Sn11.n]-

2.3 Analyzing the Long Term Behaviour of Markov Chains

For many finite Markov chains [1, 10, 14, 23] there exists N’ € Ny such that for every N > N’
certain phenomenon occurs with high probability - (local) mixing time, truncated PageRank, etc.

"O(-) notation hides poly(log n,log N) factors.



Therefore, to analyze the long term behaviour of a finite Markov chain, it suffices to select the
smallest N = 2% for k € N, that is larger or equal to N'.

Based on Theorem 2.7 we propose the first efficient and parallel algorithm that runs in nearly
linear work and poly-logarithmic depth and analyzes the long term behaviour of Markov chains in
non-trivial settings.

Corollary 2.9. Suppose B = D — M is dense Laplacian matriz with mp = ©(n?), ¢ € (0,1),
By r(a,p) is MDBD such that ziT:1 a; = 1, the degree N = 2F < O(n) for k € Ny and the number
of Binomials T < O(n). Then algorithm pSS_MDBD outputs in O(e~* - mp - log"t*6 n) work
and O(log®®™t n) depth a spectral sparsifier D — M ~. D — DZ?LO v(D™YM)? that is Laplacian
matriz with O(~2nlog® n) non-zero entries for some constants c,c1,co € N and 7 is a probability
distribution induced by the MDBD By r(a, p).

2.4 Faster SDDM Solver

Spielman and Peng [21] gave the first parallel SDD solver that constructs in O(m log® n-log® k) work
and O(log®n -log k) depth a sparse O(1)-approximate inverse chain that solves approximately to
any € > 0 precision an SDD system in O((m+nlog® n-log® k) log 1/¢) work and O(log n-log x-log 1/¢)
depth. In Section 9, we give a simple parallel preprocessing step that strengthens their algorithm.

Theorem 2.10. There is an algorithm that on input an n-dimensional SDDM matriz M with m
non-zeros and condition number at most k, produces with probability at least 1/2 a sparse O(1)-
approximate inverse chain that can be used to solve any linear equation in M to any precision € > 0
in O(nlog®n - log®k - log1/¢) work and O(logn -logk - log1/e) depth, for some constant c. The
algorithm runs in O(mlog® n) work and O(log® n - log k) depth for some other constants ¢y, cs.

For the current state-of-the-art result on parallel SDD solvers we refer the reader to the work
of Lee et al. [17].

3 Background and Notations

We say that matrix X is spectral sparsifier of matrix Y if it satisfies (1 —¢)Y <= X < (1 +¢)Y, for
short X =, Y, where the partial relation X > 0 stands for X is symmetric positive semi-definite
(SPSD) matrix. We write X = ge, Y to indicate (1 —e1)(1 —e2)Y = X < (1 +¢1)(1 +¢e2)Y. We
use in our analysis the following five basic facts (c.f. [2, 20]).

Fact 3.1. For positive semi-definite (PSD) matrices X,Y,W and Z it holds
a. if Y =, Z then X +Y ~. X + Z;
b. if X =Y and W =, Z then X + W . Y + Z;
c. if X =g, Y andY =, Z then X = gc, Z;
d. if X andY are PD matrices such that X ~.Y then X ! ~9. Y1, Ve € (0, %),
e. for any matriz V if X =, Y then VIXV ~. VIYV.

We denote by nnz(A) or m4 the number of non-zero entries of matrix A. When we write
“B =D — M is T-matrix” we assume that D is positive diagonal matrix and B € R™*"™. We note
that all algorithms presented in this paper output a spectral sparsifier with high probability.



3.1 Spectral Sparsification Algorithms

Our algorithms for computing spectral sparsifiers of matrix-polynomials use as a black-box several
spectral sparsification algorithms for Laplacian and SDDM matrices.

More precisely, our sequential algorithms builds upon Theorem 3.2 that relies on Kelner and
Levin’s [13, Theorem 3] and Cohen et al.’s [, Lemma 4], and Theorem 3.3 proposed by Spielman
and Peng [21, Corollary 6.4].

Theorem 3.2. [13] There is an algorithm SS takes as input parameter € € (0,1), matrices D and
A such that D is positive diagonal and A is symmetme non-negative with Ay; = 0 for all i such that
L = D — A is Laplacian matriz. Then in O(mL log? n) time outputs a positive diagonal matriz D
and symmetric non-negative matriz A such that nnz(A) < O(e 2nlogn), Ay = 0 for all i, and
D—Ax~ < D — A. Moreover, D—Ais Laplacian matriz.

Theorem 3.3. [21] There is an algorzthm PS that takes as input SDDM matric B = D — M
and parameter € € (0,1). Then in O(e™ mp log n) time outputs a positive diagonal matriz D and
symmetric non-negative matriz M with nnz(M) < O(s “mplogn) and M;; = 0 for all i, such that
D— M~€ D—MD™ M and D ~ < D. Moreover, D — M is SDDM matriz.

Our parallel algorithm uses Theorem 3.4 which is the culmination of a research line conducted
by Spielman and Teng [25], Orecchia and Vishnoi [20] and Spielman and Peng [21].

Theorem 3.4. [21] There is an algorithm STOVP takes as input a Laplacian matriz D — M and
parameter ¢ € (0,1/2). Then it outputs a spectral sparsifier D — M ~ ~. D— M with Mu =0 for all i
and nnz(M ) < O(e2nlogt n) for some constant c. Moreover, this algorithm requires O(mlog® n)
work and O(log® n) depth, for some other constants c; and co.

Based on Theorem 3.4 Spielman and Peng [21] parallelized algorithm PS (c.f. Theorem 3.3).

Theorem 3.5. [21] There is a parallel algorithm that on input an SDDM matriz D — M and
parameter ¢ € (0,1/2), outputs a spectral sparsifier D — M ~ ~. D—MD™'M with D~ ~:. D, Mu =0
for all © and nnz(M ) < O(e72nlog®n) for some constant c. Moreover, this algorithm requires
O(e2mlog® 1 n) work and O(log® n) depth, for some other constants ¢; and cy.

4 Spectral Sparsification of 7-Matrices

We begin by showing that the output sparsifier of algorithm SS can be amended such that it is
expressed in terms of the original diagonal matrix D. Then we show that both algorithms SS and
PS can sparsify T-matrices and the returned sparsifiers can be expressed in terms of the diagonal
matrix D. Our analysis builds upon several results proposed by Peng et al. [3, 4, 21, 22].

Lemma 4.1. There is an algorithm mSS that takes as input a positive diagonal matrix D, sym-
metric non-negative matriz A (possibly A;; # 0) such that B = D — A is Laplacian matriz and
parameter € € (0,1). Then it outputs in O(mB log? n) time a spectral sparsifier D— A~. D—A that
is Laplacian matriz and satisfies A is symmetric non-negative matriz with nnz(A) < O(s72nlogn).

The next result implicitly appears in [1]. For completeness we prove it in Appendex B.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose D — A is Laplacian matriz (possibly A;; # 0) and D—-Aa sparsifier with
Ay = 0 for every i such that (1 - a)(D A) 2 D—-A=X(1+¢e)(D—A). Then the symmetric
non-negative matriz A = (D — 1+€D) + 1+ LA satisfies (1—2e)(D—A) < D—A < (142¢)(D — A).
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We present now the proof of Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Notice that D — A = D’ — A’, where D’ is positive diagonal matrix and
A’ is symmetric non-negative matrix such that A, = 0 for all <. By Theorem 3.2 we obtain
a sparsifier D' — A" ~./y D' — A’. Then by Lemma 4.2 we have D" — A" ~. D" — A’, where

A = (D" — 1—+ED’) + 1+8A’ is symmetric non-negative matrix. We define by Dy = D — D’ a

non-negative diagonal matrix. Set A= Dy + A’ and observe that it is symmetric and non-negative
matrix. Now the statement follows since D — A= D" — A’ [ |

4.1 T-Matrices

We show that if D — M is T-matrix then D — D(D~'M)Y is T-matrix for any N € N,. Then
we present two algorithms that sparsifying matrices D — D(D~'M)Y for N € {1,2} such that the
resulting sparsifiers are expressed in terms of the diagonal matrix D.

We give next a sparsification algorithm for 7-matrices of the form D — M.

Lemma 4.3. There is an algorithm mKLC that takes as input T-matriz B = D—M and parameter
€ (0,1), then it outputs in O(mB log?n) time a spectral sparszﬁer D— M~ e D — M that is T -
matriz and satisfies M is symmetric non-negative matriz with nnz(M) < O(e2nlogn).

Proof. By definition B = D; + L where D; is non-negative diagonal matrix and L = Dy — M is
Laplacian matrix. We obtain by Lemma 4.1 a sparsifier Do — M ~. Do — M that is Laplacian
matrix. Now we consider two cases. If D1 = 0 then we are done. Otherwise D7 is PSD matrix
and by Fact 3.1.a we have D — M ~. D — M. Since D — M is SDDM matrix and the operator =z
preserves the kernel space, it follows that D — M is SDDM matrix. [

Remark 4.4. Spielman and Peng [21, Proposition 5.6] showed that if D — M is SDDM matriz,
then D — MD™*M is SDDM matriz. We prove in Appendiz B that D — D(D™'M)"N is SDDM
matrixz for every N € Ni. Also Cheng et al. [/, Proposition 25] showed that if D — M is Laplacian
matriz then D — D(D™YM)N is Laplacian matriz for every N € N..

Based on Lemma 4.3 and Remark 4.4 we establish the following result.

Corollary 4.5. Suppose D — M is T -matriz and D — M ~. D — M is a spectral sparsifier. Then
D — D(DYM)N is T-matriz for every N € N,.

We proceed by stating an interesting structural result that implicitly appears in [21] (c.f. Section
“Efficient Parallel Construction”). For completeness we prove it in Appendix B.1.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose B = D — M is T -matriz. Let n; = MT M;; - 1; be a column wvector,
di = (M;.,1) and s; = d; — M;; numbers, and Dy, = (s;/d;) - dlag(N,-) positive diagonal matriz
for all i, where N; = {Mij | Mij 75 0}. Let Bij = (M“/dz + Mj]/d]) Mij be the (i,j)th entry of a
matriz with same dimensions as matriz M and Dp = diag(B - 1) be a diagonal matriz.

Then it holds that D — MD™'M =Dy + Lg + > Ly, where Dy = diag([D — MD~1M]1) is
non-negative diagonal matriz, Lp = Dp — B is Laplacian matriz with at most mp non-zero entries
and every Ly, = (s;/d;)Dn, —nin; L /d; is Laplacian matriz corresponding to a clique with positively
weighted edges that is induced by the neighbour set N;.

Spielman and Peng [21] proposed algorithm PS (c.f. Theorem 3.3) for sparsifying matrices of
the form D — M D~'M, where D — M is SDDM-matrix. We extend their result to 7-matrices and
output a sparsifier that is expressed in terms of the diagonal matrix D.



Lemma 4.7. There is an algomthm mPS that takes as input T -matriz B = D — M and parameter
€ (0,1). Then in O( ’mp log n) time outputs a spectral sparsifier D — M ~ ~.D—MD M
that is T-matriz and satisfies M is symmetric non-negative matriz with nnz(M ) < O(e2nlogn).

Proof. By Lemma 4.1 we have D — M D~'M = D; + L, where D; is non-negative diagonal matrix
and L is sum of Laplacian matrices. Using similar arguments as in “Section 6 Efficient Parallel
Construction” [21] we find a sparsifier D-—M ~./o L. Moreover, we can compute the positive
diagonal matrix D' = diag(L) in O(mp) time (c.f. Appendix B.1), and then by Lemma 4.2 we
obtain a sparsifier D’ — M ~. L. Since D; is PSD matrix the statement follows by Fact 3.1.a. W

5 Core Iterative Algorithm

Our goal now is to prove Theorem 2.4. We argue in a similar manner as in [5], but in contrast
our analysis shows that the initial sparsification step tolerates higher approximation error. The
improved runtime of our algorithm relies on this fact. Moreover, we prove that for any 7-matrix
D — M such that M is SPSD matrix, one can construct a spectral s spar51ﬁer D— M2 D—MD'M
by first computing D — M ~ D — M and then D — M2 D—MD™'M.

The rest of this section is organized as follows. In Subsection 5.1 we describe the initial phase
of algorithm PwrSS. Then in Subsection 5.2 we present the iterative construction of the desired
spectral sparsifier D — My ~. D — D(D~'M)N

5.1 Initialization

We begin by extending [, Lemma 4.3 and 4.4]. For completeness, we provide a prove in Appendix E
where in addition we generalize [5, Fact 4.2].

Lemma 5.1. Suppose B=D — M is T-m/gtrim and D — M ~. D — M is a spectral sparsifier. If
M is SPSD matriz then it holds that D — MD M ~. D — MD™'M.

Based on Lemma 5.1 we give a faster sparsification algorithm for 7-matrices D — M D~ M such
that M is SPSD matrix.

Lemma 5.2. There is an algorithm fSS that takes as input T -matricx B = D — M such that M
is SPSD matriz, and parameter € € (0,1). Then it outputs in O(mp log n 4 e *nlog*n) time a
spectral sparsifier D — My ~. D — MD~'M that is T-matriz with nnz(Mg) < O(e2nlogn).

Proof of Lemma 5.2. We apply Lemma 4.3 to obtain a sparsifier D— M Ry D—M in O(mB log®n)
time with /n\nz(M/)\S O(e72nlogn) such that D — M is T-matrix. Then by Lemma 5.1 we know
that D — MD~'M Ry D— MD™ M. Now, by Corollary 4.5 D — MD=M is T-matrix. Then
we apply Lemma 4.7 to obtain in 6(6_471 log* n) time a sparsifier D — ]\/4\2 ~es D — MD~M with
nnz(]\/]) < O(e72nlogn) such that D — My is T-matrix. The claims follows by Fact 3.1.c. [ |

5.2 Iterative Construction

Our analysis of the incurred approximation error after O(log V) consecutive square sparsification
operations builds upon [5, Lemma 4.1]. In contrast, we prove that for the initial and the final
sparsifiers it suffices to have only an e approximation, and all intermediate spectral sparsifiers
require a finer &’ = Q(e/log N) approximation.



Lemma 5.3. Let D — M and D — M2 are T -matrices such that D — M2 ~. D — MD M and
nnz(Mg) < O(e 2nlogn). There is an algomthm IndSS that on mput T -matriz D — My, integer
N =2F for k € Ny and parameter 0 < &' < e, outputs in O( B nlog n- log N) time a symmetric
non-negative matmx MN with nnz(MN) O(e2nlogn) such that D — My Neren D—D(DIM)N
is T-matriz and €’ =€ - (log N — 1).

Our goal now is to prove Lemma 5.3. We prove next a useful algebraic property that all matrices
k .
of the form D(D~!1M)?" have in common.

Lemma 5.4. If M is symmetric matriz, then D(D_lM)Qk is SPSD matrix for every k € N.

Proof. Let Y £ D=Y2MD=1/2. Notice that D(D~*M)?" = DY2y?"DY/2 = XTX, where X =
Y2" 7' D1/2_ The statement follows since XTX is SPSD matrix. [ |

We present now the main iterative procedure used in algorithm IndSS.

Lemma 5.5. Let D— M and D — ]\/ng are T -matrices such that D — ]\72k ~. D— D(D_1 )21c for

k‘ € Ny. There is an algorzthm SquS that takes as input the T -matriz D — M2k and parameter
€ (0,1), then it outputs in O( B TITLZ(MQk) log? n) time a symmetric non-negative matric M2k+1

with nnz(Mng) < O(g' *nlogn) such that D — M2k+1 Reyre D—D(D™ M)2k+1 is T-matriz.

Proof. By Lemma 5.4, D(D M) 1S SPSD matrlx for any k € N;. By Remark 4.4 and Corollary

5 both D — D(D_IM)2 and D — Msz Mzk are T-matrices. Hence, by Lemma 5.1 we have
that D — Myw D~ *Myr ~. D — D(D~M)*". Now by Lemma 4.7 we have D — Myri1 ~p D —
,Z/w\2k D_IJ\/J\Qk and hence the statement follows by Fact 3.1.c. |

We are ready to prove Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. By Theorem 3.3 in O(( - £/2)"2nlog*n) time we can compute a parsifier
D— M~ €/2+€/ D—D(D~ M) with nnz(M4) O(¢' *nlogn). Then we apply (log N —1) times
Lemma 5.5 to obtain in O(E B nlog n -log N) time a spectral sparsifier D — MN Roe /24 (log N—1)e’

D — D(D~'M)N with nnz(MN) < O(¢/"*nlogn). We compute now a sparsifier of D — My by
applying Theorem 3.2 with £/2. This yields the desired spectral spasifier. [

Algorithm PwrSS We prove Theorem 2.4 using the results from the preceding two subsections.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. In the initial phase we compute a spectral sparsifier D— M2 ~. D-MD™'M
with nnz(Mg) < O(e™2nlogn) using either Lemma 5.2 (when M is SPSD matrix) or Lemma 4.7.
The statement follows by applying Lemma 5.3 with &’ = Q(¢/log N) to the sparsifier D — M,. B

6 Spectral Sparsification of Binomial 7-Matrix Polynomials

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.5. We analyze first the properties of matrices of the form
W, = (1 —p)I +pD~*M for p € (0,1). It is convenient to associate with them matrix-polynomials
fp(z) = (1 — p) + pz such that f,(D~1M) = W,. Since the coefficients of the matrix-polynomial
[fp(2)]¥ follow Binomial distribution B(N, p), it follows that W2 = zi]\;o Bn.i(p) - (D7IM)* for
every p € (0,1), where By (p) = (]:f)pz(l —p)N-i,

10



When D — M is a Laplacian matrix, the matrix szv corresponds to the transition matrix of a
p-lazy random walk process of length N (c.f. [23]). We associate to such a Markov chain a matrix-
polynomial D — DWZfV =D-D Zi\io Bn.i(p) - (D7'M)*. We present now some useful algebraic
properties of matrices of the form DI/VpQIc and D — DWIfV .

Lemma 6.1. Suppose D — M is T -matriz. Then D — DWIfV is T -matriz for every N € Ny. Also
DW, is SPSD matriz Vp € (0,1/2] and DVszIc is SPSD matriz ¥p € (0,1) and Vk € N4.

Proof. By definition of W), we have D — DW,, = p(D — M) is T-matrix. Suppose D — M is
Laplacian matrix, then D — DW, is Laplacian matrix and by Remark 4.4 D — DWPN is Laplacian
matrix for every N € Ni. Suppose now that D — M is SDDM matrix, then D — DW),, is SDDM
matrix and by Lemma B.2 D — DWPN is SDDM matrix for every N € Ny.

By definition DW,, = (1 — p)D 4+ pM and since D — M is diagonally dominant, it holds that
DW, is SPSD matrix for every p € (0,1/2]. Moreover, since DW), is symmetric matrix by Lemma

5.4 it holds that D(D~! 'DWp)2k = DVszIc is SPSD matrix for every k € Ny. [ |

Proof of Theorem 2.5. The statement follows by Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 2.4. [ |

7 Spectral Sparsification of 7-Matrix Polynomials Induced by MDBD

In this section we prove Theorem 2.6. Our results builds upon the following key algorithmic idea.

Lemma 7.1. Let D—M be a T-matriz, D— ]\/4\1 ~e D—M and D— ]\/4\2 ~. D-MD™'M are spectral
sparsifiers. Then for every p € (O 1) the sparse matriz Mp o = (1 —p)?D +2(1 — p)pM; + p*M,
yields a spectral sparsifier D — Mp o, D — DVV2 that is T -matriz.

Proof. The statement follows by

D—M,y, = 2p(1—p)[D—M]+p*[D— M)
~c 2p(1—p)[D — M]+p*[D - MD™'M] = D — DW}.

Our algorithm SS_MDBD builds upon Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 5.3. Due to the preprocessing
step in Lemma 7.1 we speed up the sparsification of each T-matrix polynomial D — DW;%[ for all
j €[1:T]. We present now the pseudo code of algorithm SS_MDBD.

Algorithm 1

(D, M) = SS MDBD(D, M, By r(a, p), )

1. Let &' = E/[3logN] thp —0and§=1-3" ;.

2. (D, M, My) = InitSS(D, M, </3).

3. For every j € {1,...,T} do
3.1 Set p = pjr —j/(T—i- 1) and My = (1= p)*D + 2p(1 = p) My + p* M.
3.2 (D Mp N) = IndSS(Mp 9, N,&’) where D — Mp N Roe/3 D — DW)N (c.f. Lemma 5.3).
3.3 Mimp = Mimp + 0 - MpN

4. Sparsify D — M Ne3 D — 1= 5thp by algorithm mKLC (c.f. Lemma 4.3).

5. Return (D,M).

11



Algorithm 2
(D, My, My) = InitSS(D, M, e)
1. Sparsify D — M1 ~. D — M by algorithm mKLC (c.f. Lemma 4.3).
2. Sparsify D — M2 ~.D—-MD M
2.1 If M is SPSD matrix call algorithm fSS (c.f. Lemma 5.2),
2.2 otherwise call algorithm mPS (c.f. Lemma 4.7).
3. Return (D, Ml,Mg)

Let 6 = 1 — 5" a;. We denote a T-matrix polynomial induced by MDBD By r(a,p) as
Pp 231 aj(D—DWY) = (1-0)D - DY 7(D M), where v; = 3_1_, o Bni(p;). We are
now ready to prove Theorem 2.6.

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Let ¢’ = ¢/[4log N] We perform first a preprocessing step. We apply
Lemma 4.3 to obtain a sparsifier D — M ~e D — M. Then depending on whether M is SPSD
matrix we use either Lemma 4.7 or Lemma 5.2 to obtain a spar81ﬁer D— M2 ~o D—MD™'M. The
run time is at most O( mB log® n - log N) or O(mB log? n+ e *nlog? n) respectively. Moreover,
the sparsifiers satisfy nnz(Ml) nnz(Mg) O(e 2nlogn - log* N).

We combine Lemma 7.1 and Theorem 2.4 to find each sparsifier D — ]\/Zp ~e D — DWN by

initializing algorithm PwrSS with a sparsifier D— Mp 9 R D— DI/V2 Let thp = Z;[_l a; MMN7

then by Fact 3.1.b it holds (1 —§)D — thp ~, Pg. The run time of this phase is O( “4nTlog*n -
log® N') and each sparsﬂier satisfies nnz(Mp ~) < O(e2nlogn).

However, matrix thp can be dense. We apply Lemma 4.3 to obtain a sparsifier D — M ~ R
D — 1—6thp ~. 5P in O(min{n?log®n,e 2nTlog® n - log? N}) time such that nnz(M) <
O(e 2nlogn).

8 Parallelization of Algorithm SS_MDBD

In this section we parallelize algorithm SS_MDBD. This gives the first efficient parallel algorithm
that computes a spectral sparsfier of any 7-matrix polynomial with coefficients induced by MDBD.
Our goal now is to prove Theorem 2.7. By construction of algorithms SS_MDBD and InitSS, it
suffices to show that we can efficiently parallelize algorithms mKLC, mPS and PwrSS. Then the
statement follows by noting that each 7 Binomial matrix-polynomial can be sparsified separately
and in parallel.
We parallelize now algorithms mKLC, mPS and IndSS.

Lemma 8.1. There is a parallel algorithm pKLC that on input T-matric B = D — M _and
parameter ¢ € (0,1), outputs a spectral sparszﬁer D-M =~ ~. D — M that is T -matriz such that M is
symmetric non-negative matriz with nnz(M) < O(e2nlog®n) for some constant c. The algorithm
runs in O(mplog® n) work and O(log®™ n) depth, for some other constants ci,ca.

Proof. We argue in a similar manner as in Lemma 4.3 to show that the statement holds for 7-
matrices (Laplacian or SDDM matrices). Then the statement follows by Theorem 3.4. [ |

Lemma 8.2. There is a parallel algorithm pPS that on input T-matriz B = D — M and parameter
e € (0, 1/2) outputs a spectral sparsz'ﬁer D~ M =~. D~ MD™'M that is T-matriz such that
D ~. D, My; =0 for all i and nnz(M) < O(e2nlog®n) for some constant c. The algorithm runs
in O(e=2mlog™ ™t n) work and O(log® n) depth, for some other constants c1 and cy.
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Proof. Using similar arguments as in Lemma 4.7 we prove that the statement holds for 7-matrices.
Then the statement follows by Theorem 3.5. [

Lemma 8.3. Let D — M and D — ]\72k are T -matrices such that D — ]\/4\2k ~. D — D(D‘lM)Qk,
for k € Ny. There is a parallel algorithm pSqrSS that on input the T-matriz D — ]\721@ and
parameter € € (0,1), outputs a spectral sparsifier D — ]\/szﬂ Reyrer D — D(D_lM)zk+1 that is
T -matriz with nnz(]\/@kﬂ) < 02
O(s’_znnz(]\/@k) log®* ™t n) and depth O(log® n), for some other constants cy, ca.

nlog®n) for some constant c. The algorithm runs in work

Proof. We use similar arguments as in Lemma 5.5, but we substitute Lemma 4.7 with Lemma 8.2.
|

Lemma 8.4. Let D — M and D — ]\/4\2 are T -matrices such that D — ]\/4\2 ~. D— MD'M and
nnz(]\fjg) < O(e™ nlog n) for some constant c. There is a parallel algom'thm pIndSS that on
input T - matriz D — Mg, integer N = 2% for k € N and parameter 0 < €' < ¢, outputs a spectral
sparsifier D — My ~ Neren D — D(D7YM)N that is T-matriz, " =<' - (log N — 1) and nnz(MN)
O(e~2nlogn). The algorithm runs in work O(e'~ nlogchCH'1 n) and depth O(log®n -log N) for
some other constants c1,co.

Proof. We argue in a similar manner as in Lemma 5. 3 By Lemma 8.1 we compute a sparsifier
D— M, ~. +e/2 D—D(D™'M)* with nnz(M4) < O(¢' nlog®n) in work O((-€')"2nlogtte1 ! n)
and depth O(log® n). Then we apply (log N — 1) times Lemma 8.3 to obtain a spectral sparsifier
D— My R /ot (log N—1)er D —D(D~'M)N with nnz(]\/iN) < O *nlog®n) in O(' *nlogetetl n)
work and O(log® -log N') depth. We compute now a sparsifier of D — M ~ by applying Lemma 8.1
with £/2. This yields the desired spectral spasifier. [

We present now the proof of Theorem 2.7 which yields the parallel algorithm pSS_MDBD.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. We sketch first our parallel algorithm pSS_MDBD. We parallelize algo-
rithm InitSS based on algorithms pKLC and pPS. Then, we sparsify separately and in parallel
each of the T distinct single Binomial T-matrix polynomials by algorithm pIndSS. The resulting
T sparsifiers are scaled and merged into a 7-matrix polynomial induced by MDBD. Since this
matrix-polynomial might be dense, we sparsify it using algorithm pKLC.

The correctness of algorithm pSS_MDBD follows by Theorem 2.6. We analyze now the work
and the depth of algorithm pSS_MDBD. By Lemma 8.1 and Lemma 8.2 the initial phase is dom-
inated by O(e 2mlog™ ™ n - log N) work and O(log® n) depth. Moreover, each of the sparsifiers
D—-M=~ ~e D—M and D — M2 ~. D — MD~'M has at most O(¢~2nlog®n) non-zero entries.

Let ¢ = ¢/[3log N]. By Lemma 8.4 for each j € [1 : T] we apply algorithm pIndSS to compute
a spectral sparsifier D — Mp N Nges3 D— DWN with nnz(M,. ) < O(¢~2nlog®n). This phase runs
in work O(¢'*nTlog***1n) and depth O(log62 n - log N ) Furthermore, the linear combination
]\/Ztmp = 2]21 a; - ]\/ZP,N (in Step 3.3) can be computed in depth O(logT').

Therefore, we approximate by D — lfl(gmmp Noes3 D — DZ?LO ITléfyi(D_lM)i the desired
T-matrix polynomial induced by MDBD. Since matrix ]\/Ztmp might be dense, by Lemma 8.1 we
compute a spectral sparsifier D—M ~, /3 D— lfl(gl\/jtmp with nnz(]\/f ) < O(e2nlog®n). Algorithm
pKLC runs in work O(min{e~2nT log®n, n?} - log® n) and depth O(log® n). n
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9 Faster SDDM Solver

In this section we prove Theorem 2.10. We argue in a similar manner as in [21], but in contrast our
improved analysis relies on the refined initialization phase developed in Section 5 and its consecutive
parallelization in Section 8. Spielman and Peng’s [21] proof involves two major steps: the first is
to construct a sparse O(1)-approximate inverse chain, and the second is to apply this chain as a
preconditioner into an algorithm known as “Preconditioned Richardson Iteration” [21, Lemma 4.4].

We give now an improved construction for a sparse e-approximate inverse chain. This directly
implies the desired statement of Theorem 2.10.

Proof of Theorem 2.10. We apply Lemma 8.1 to compute a sparsifier D — M N D—M =B
with nnz(]\/i) < O(e2nlog®n) in work O(mplog® n) and depth O(log®n). Then by Fact 3.1.d
we have (D — ]\/4\)_1 ~esg (D — M),

Our goal now is to construct a sparse e-approximate inverse chain of the sparsifier B=D-M.
The condition number of matrix B satisfies kg < %/{B =1t Let ¢/ =¢/(16logtg). Spielman
and Peng [21] proved that O(logty) iterations suffice for the following iterative procedure to output
a sparse e-approximate inverse chain.

By Lemma 8.2 we compute a spectral sparsifier D — ]\72 g D — MD~'M with nnz(]\fjg) <
O(e%nlog®n) in work O(e*nlogt™* ™1 n) and depth O(log® n). By Corollary 4.5 and Lemma 8.3
for each consecutive call we compute a sparsifier D — ]\/4\2k+1 e D— ]\72k D_1J\/4\2k with the at most
O(c 2nlog® n -log? K 5) non-zero entries in work O(e~4nlog ™! n.log? k5) and depth O(log® n).

We combine now Fact 3.1 and apply recursively O(logtg) times the relation

(D! + (I + D My)[D — Myers] N (I + My D71)]/2
~e D7V (I+ D My )[D — Moy D™ My ] (I + Moy D™1)]/2
= (D - ,Z/\Z2k)_l.

Spielman and Peng showed in [21, Corollary 5.5] that D — ]\/4\2k D_1J\/4\2k can be replaced with D for
k = O(logtgz) and maintain the desired approximation. The statement follows by Fact 3.1. |

10 Representational Power of MDBD

In this section we prove Theorem 2.1. Our analysis relies on the following three influential works.
Hald [1?2] analyzed mixed Binomial distributions in continuous case. Cruz-Uribe and Neugebauer [7,
| gave sharp guarantees for approximating integrals using the Trapezoid method. Doha et al. [9]
proved a simple closed formula for higher order derivatives of Bernstein basis.
Our goal now is to prove Theorem Theorem 2.1. Hald [12] proved the following result on mixed
Binomial distributions.

Theorem 10.1. [12] Let w(x) be a probability density function that is four times differentiable.
Then for every N € N and i € [0, N| the Bernstein basis By ;(p) satisfies

1 w(i i i
/0 w(p) - By,i(p)dp = % |1+ bl(]\/,N) + bzgv/;v) +0 (%)] (2)

where the functions are defined by bi(z) = —=[-w(z) + (1 — 2z)w'(z) + Lz(1 — 2)w"(z)] and

w(x)

bao(z) = ﬁ [w(z)—3(1—22)w' (z)+(1—6a+622)w" (z)+ 2z (1—z)(1-22)w" (z)+ 122 (1—2)?w" (z)).
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We distinguish two types of approximation errors. The error term (1 + 7;) (c.f. Equation 1 in
Theorem 2.1) is caused by the error introduced in Equation 2. The second error type is due to
the integral discretization with finite summation. The later approximation error in analyzed by
Cruz-Uribe and Neugebauer [7, &]. We summarize below their result.

Theorem 10.2. [7, 5] Suppose f be continuous and twice differentiable function, T € N is number,
and the discrete approzimator of f is defined by Ap(f) = [3(f(0 ) f£(1)) —i—ZT_l (¢/T)])T. Then

the approxz'matz’on error is given by the expression Ep(f) = |Ar(f fo t)dt| = | L, Li|, where
Li=3 9211 [ — (t—c)?] f7(t)dt and c; = (zi—1 + ) /2.

The rest of this section is devoted to prove Theorem 2.1. We use the following two results
established by Cruz-Uribe and Neugebauer, and Doha et al.

Lemma 10.3. [7, 8] The Bernstein basis satisfies fol By i(z)dx = ﬁ for every i € [0: NJ.
Lemma 10.4. [9] The pth derivative of a Bernstein basis satisfies for every i € [0 : N] that

min{i,p}
PByi(x) N S (e <p> - Br—piu(2).

—_ !
dxP (N =p)! k=max{0,i+p—N} "

We propose an upper bound on the integral of pth order derivative of Bernstein basis.

Corollary 10.5. For everyp € [l: N —1] andi € [p+1: N — (p+ 1)] such that i +p < N, the
d? By i(x) N! 2P

Bernstein basis satisfies
1
t)| dt < . .
/0 dxP ()‘ (N—-p)! N+1

Proof. We combine Lemma 10.3 and Lemma 10.4 to obtain

Y dP By () N & /p 1 N! 2P
— 3 )| dt < | By_pin(t)dt = : .
[ ()‘ <N—p>!,§0<k> || Brnistt = 1

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Recall that F;(xz) = w(x)By,i(x). By Theorem 10.2 we have

1S e -] £« 1 [

|=w"-Bn;+2-w - By, +w- Bsz we consider following three cases:
Case 1: We combine max, o 1] [w” (2 )| 20y N? and Lemma 10.3 to obtain

d2FZ(l‘)
dz?

(t)‘ dt.

d? Fz(x

Since |~

/ |w"(t) - By i(t)|dt < 2¢y - N

Case 2: Using max,c[o 1] | ()| < 3¢ - N and Corollary 10.5 it holds

/yw By (8)|dt < - N.

Case 3: Combining max,¢( 1) |w(x)| < ¢ and Corollary 10.5 yields

1 1
/ w(t) - BY s (0)dt < b - / BY (t)dt < 4 - N
0 0

The desired result follows from the preceding three cases and Theorem 10.1. [
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11 Approximating Discretized PDF

In this section we prove Theorem 2.2. We begin our discussion by presenting the pseudo code of
algorithm AppDscrPDF.

Algorithm 3 Approximate Discretized PDF by MDBD

By r(a,p) = AppDscrPDF (w, ¢y, N, €1)

1. Compute Syy1,n = ZZNOw('/N) and St 741 = Zszl w(i/[T + 1]), where T = [N/ ¢y /c1].
2. Compute a; = w(p;j) - N/[(T' + 1) - Sy+1,n], where p; = j/[T + 1] for all j € [1: T7.

3. Return By r(a,p).

Before we prove Theorem 2.2, we analyze the class of continuous probability density functions
that admit a discretized approximation by MDBD.

Lemma 11.1. Let w(z) = C - f(z) be a twice differentiable p.d.f. such that for N € N it holds
) 0< @) <1, ) O +F(1)] > Q1) )1<C<o(N), and d) [L|fO()]dz < o(N).
Then, for T = [N/ ¢uw/cr| with ¢/er > 1 it holds

St 7—1—1/(1 -l-l) T N
T 1 — A
’ + ! 1 + = E k‘ N
SN LN/N ( ), where S T+1 E w(ky/[l + ]) and SN LN /

k=1 =0
Proof. By Theorem 10.2 for the discrete approximator of f

M-—1 .
An(f) = % E (FO+ W)+ D f <M)] :
i=1

aran) - [ o] < ﬁ/o @) ars o ().
v - [ s < o [ o] arso ().

By definition, fol fi)ydt=C"1te (1/0( ), 1] and thus
Arii(f) € [6 + e -0 (%)} , and Apn(f) € [% +o (%)} .
Let d 2 [f(0) + f(1)]/2. Straightforward checking shows that

ST,T+1 B d SN+1,N
7r1 ¢ [AT“(f)_T—JrJ and =

1—

it holds that

and similarly

=C- [AN(f)+%:|'

We prove now the upper bound. By assumption d € [©2(1), 1] and since C' < o(N) we have

d
Srri/(T+1)  Ara(f)—75 -1t o(x)

A2 = —
Sn+1,8/N An(f)+ & Lid4o(3)
1+ 3/F) £ -(1+2)-0(% Q(1 1
< 1- 1+3 ) J\; 1k) O(N)gl—ﬁ'l —=1-o0(1)
+[x—o(w) N ot+w
We can prove the lower bound A > 1 — o(1) using similar arguments. [ |
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We present now the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. By definition Sz741 = S oy w(j/[T+1]), S5 = Z;V:Ow(j/N) and the
desired discretized p.d.f. is

w(i/N) _ w(i/N)
S X w(i/N)  Snein’

By Theorem 2.1, it holds for all ¢ € [3 : N — 3] that

@i/ N) =

</N iwg/ﬂ 1)

J=1

(1 +mn)

We construct now MDBD By r(a,p) as follows: for all j € [1:T] we set

__ wpj)-N
Snyin - (T+1)

_J
T+1

where p; =

Moreover, By 1 (o, p) induces a vector v that satisfies v; = Z;‘.le a;j-Bp,i(p;) for alli € [0 : N]|. By
multiplying Equation 3 with N/Syy1 n we obtain

|(L4n:) W(i/N) = vl <er/Sn+in- (4)
Furthermore, since
T
ZO": Z _ Sty /(T +1)
= T(T+) 5N+1 I\t Sn+1,N/N

by Lemma 11.1 there is a small positive number §,, = o(1) such that

Srr41/(T+1)
Ow =1 — = o
SNt+1,8/N Z 7

Hence, we have

N T N T
Z%-ZZO@ By.i(p;) Z%ZBNvi(pj):Zajzl—%
i=0 o

=0 j=1 j=1 =0

Since d,, = o(1), by Equation 4 it follows that v/[1 — d,] is a discretized probability distribution
over [0 : N| that approximates component-wise the desired discretized p.d.f. w.

We note that the summations Syy1,n and S 741 can be computed in O(N + T') work and
O(log N + logT') depth. Hence, the statement follows. [ |

12 Efficient Parallel Solver for Transpose Bernstein-Vandermonde
Systems

Problem 1. Suppose a vector v € (0,1)N*1 is induced by a convexr combination of exactly N + 1

discrete Binomial distributions B(p;, N) such that 0 < p; # p;j < 1 for all i # j. Find the unique
vector a € (0, )N+ such that v; = Zﬁvtl a; - By i(pj) for alli e [0: NJ.
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The Bernstein basis is a well studied primitive in the literature for polynomial interpolations [7,

|. It is defined by By x(p) = (],X)pk(l —p)N=F for any k € [0 : N]. Let Byr(a,p) be MDBD with

T = N+ 1. Then the Bernstein basis matrix is defined by By (p)]ji = Bn,i(pj), Vi,j € [1: N +1],

and it has a full rank (c.f. Appendix C). Moreover, the vector « is the unique solution of the linear
system By (p)Ta = 7.

In this section, we give an efficient parallel algorithm that solves Problem 1 and works in nearly
linear work and poly-logarithmic depth. Our goal now is to prove Theorem 2.3. We reduce a
transpose Bernstein-Vandermonde system to a transpose Vandermonde system that can be solved
efficiently and in parallel by a variation of an algorithm proposed by Gohberg and Olshevsky [11].
We present now their main algorithmic result.

Theorem 12.1. [711] There is an algorithm that on input two vectors a,p € RN+ such that
0 <pi#pj <1 foralli#j, outputs the vector v = V(p)Ta in O(N log? N) time.

Theorem 12.1 follows by [1 1, Algorithm 2.1] which relies on a non-trivial matrix decomposition of
V(p)" to compute in O(N log? N) time the desired matrix-vector product. It can be easily verified
that [11, Algorithm 2.1] can be amended to compute the vector o = [V(p)T]~1y in O(N log? N)
time. Furthermore, straightforward checking shows that this modified algorithm can be easily
parallelized. We summarize below the resulting parallel algorithm.

Theorem 12.2. [/1] There is a parallel algorithm that on input two vectors ,p € RN+ s in
Theorem 12.1, outputs the vector o = [V (p)T]~ 1y in O(Nlog? N) work and O(log®n) depth, for
some constant ¢ € N4

We prove now that the Bernstein basis matrix By (p) admits the following decomposition.

Lemma 12.3. Suppose p € (0,1)NT1 is vector such that 0 < p; # pj <1 foralli # j, V(p)
is Vandermonde matriz defined by [V (p)l; = (lf—ﬂpj)l, D, = diag({(1 — p;)V ;V:Jil) and Doy =
diag({(];[) N ) are positive diagonal matrices. Then it holds that Bn(p) = D, - V(p) - Don.

Proof. By definition [D,, - V(p) - Denlji = (1 — pj)N(L)i(N) = Bn.i(p;) = [Bn(D)l;i- [

1-p; 7

We are ready now to prove Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By Lemma C.1 the Bernstein matrix By (p) is invertible. Given a vector
v € (0,1)N*! we want to find the vector @ = [By(p)T]™'y. By Lemma 12.3 we have [By(p)T]~! =
[Dp]~L - [V(p)T]7t - [Don] ™t Moreover, we can compute a vector v/ = [Doy] ™1y in O(n) time.
Using Theorem 12.2, we obtain a vector v/ = [V(p)T]~!14 in O(Nlog? N) work and O(log®n)
depth. The desired vector o = [D,] 19" takes further O(n) work and O(1) depth to compute. M
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A Generalized Escaping Probability

In this section, we consider finite Markov chains with transition matrices G, = Zi]\io v (D7LA)
that correspond to generalized random walk process of length N, where D — A is a Laplacian matrix
and 7 is a discretized p.d.f. We denote by P,[:] the probability measure of a generalized random
walk started from a vertex v € V.

Let X be the random variable that indicates the Nth step of a generalized random walk started
from vertex v. Then for a subset S C V and a vertex v € V, the generalized escaping probability
is defined by

gEsc(v,5,G,) = P[Xy € 5] =1, G, 15. (5)
Furthermore, for a subset S C V' we denote the volume of S by u(S) = > ,cgdu, and let mg be a
probability distribution over V defined by mg(u) = d,,/u(S) if u € S and 7g(u) = 0 otherwise. The
expected generalized escaping probability w.r.t. mg is defined by

EyrglgBsc(v, 5,G,)] = 185G, 15. (6)

We prove now that a spectral sparsifier of a random walk Laplacian matrix polynomial, yields a
multiplicative approximation of the expected generalized escaping probability for all subsets S C V.

Lemma A.1. Suppose D — XN ~.D—D Zi]\io v (D7YA) is a spectral sparsifier of a random walk
Laplacian matriz polynomial and ~ is a probability distribution. Then for every subset S C 'V it
holds

fE(D - A\N)gs S [ (1 + E) ' IEUN7TS [gESC(U7 S? g’Y)] ]7
where the vector £s = xs/v/p(S) and G, £ zg\io v:(D7YA)¢ is a transition matriz.

Proof. By definition, for every vector x the spectral sparsifier D — A preserves approximately the
quadratic form R
2T (D - Az e[(1+¢) 27(D — DG,)z].

Hence, the statement follows by applying the identities

(D —DG)és = m5(I—Gy)xs =1—75G,xs = 75G, X5
= Eyurg [8Esc(v, S,Gy)].

B Spectral Sparsification of 7-Matrices

Our proof of Lemma B.2 is based on the Perron-Frobenius Theorem [19] for non-negative matrices.

Theorem B.1. [19, Perron-Frobenius] Suppose A is symmetric nonnegative matriz. Then it has
a nonnegative eigenvalue \ which is greater than or equal to the modulus of all other eigenvalues.

Lemma B.2. Suppose D—M is SDDM matriz. Then D—D(D~*M)Y is SDDM matriz VN € N,
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Proof. Since D — M is SDDM we have D = M. By Fact 3.1.e it holds I = D~Y2MD-1/2 & X
Hence, the largest eigenvalue A(X) < 1. By Theorem B.1 the spectral radius p(X) < 1, ie
IMi(X)| < 1 for all 4. Since X is symmetric it has the form X = >, Mu;uf. Moreover, we have
=Y, Mu;ul for every k € Ni. Thus the spectral radius of X* satisfies p(X*) = p(X)¥ < 1.
Notice that By, = D — D(D~'M)* is symmetric non-negative matrix for every k¥ € N,. By
definition D — M is diagonally dominant and thus D~'M1 < 1 component-wise. This implies that
By, is diagonally dominant matrix. Notice that By = D'Y2[I — X*]DY/? and since p(X*) < 1 it
follows that By, is positive definite and hence SDDM matrix. [

To prove Lemma 4.2 we use the following result that appears in Peng’s thesis [22].

Lemma B.3. [22] Suppose D — A is Laplacian matriz (possib@ Aii #0), and D—Aa sparsifier
with Ay = 0 for every i such that (1 —e)(D —A) 2 D —A 2 D — A. Then the symmetric
non-negative matriz A = (D — D) + A satisfies (1 — 5)(D A) =D — A= (D—-A).

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let 171 = 1—;5 and ;4: = 1+EA Then ﬁ(D — A) < /Dvl ;4: <D-A
and by Lemma B.3 the symmetric non-negative matrix A = (D — D1) + A, satisfies 1 T=(D—-4) =
D—A=D-— A Since }—;Z > 1 — 2¢ for every € € (0, 3) the statement follows. [ |

B.1 Structural Result

Suppose D — M is T-matrix. We show that the matrix D — M D™'M can be expressed as a sum
of a non-negative main diagonal matrix and a sum of Laplacian matrices.

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Let M € R™™ and nnz(M) = m. We decompose the entries of matrix
MD™'M into three types. We set type 1 to be the entries (MD~'M);; = >"7_, M2 /Dy, for all i.
We note that all entries of type 1 can be computed in O(m) time. We consider next the off-diagonal
entries

— (M”/d + ij/d ) ij 4+ Z Mlijk/Dkk
(MD 1M)ij - type 2 k#{i,j} .

type 3

Observe that the number of type 2 entries is at most m. Now for a fixed k£ we note that the
corresponding entries that appear in type 1 and type 3 form a weighted clique (with self-loops)
whose adjacency matrix is defined by dlknkng.

Straightforward checking shows that MD~!M =B+, diinm;r. By Remark 4.4 D — MD™'M
is 7T-matrix and thus diagonally dominant. Hence, the Laplacian matrices Lg and Ly, for all ¢
exist. Moreover, we can compute in O(m) time the positive diagonal matrices Dp and Dy, =
(s;/d;)diag(N;) for all i. To see this, observe that s; and d; can be computed in O(m) time for all
i, and the number of elements in the disjoint union | Ll; N;| < m. [ |

C Bernstein Basis Matrix

We prove below that the Bernstein basis matrix in Problem 1 has full rank.

Lemma C.1. Suppose a vector p € (0,1)NT1 satisfies 0 < p; # pj < 1 for all i # j. Then the
Bernstein basis matriz By (p) has a full rank.
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Proof. Suppose for contradiction that rank(Bx(p)) < N + 1. Then there is a vector A € RV*! such
that the linear combination of the columns of By(p) satisfies Zﬁio Ni[Bn(p)]:i = 0. Let fi(x)
be a polynomial defined by fy(z) £ ZﬁV:o i - Byi(z) = ZﬁV:o i (]j)xl(l — x)V~%, Notice that
fapj) = 0 for every j € [1 : N+ 1], i.e. fi(z) has N + 1 roots. However, since the polynomial
fa(z) has degree N it follows that fy(x) = 0. Therefore, we obtained the desired contradiction. M

D Approximating Two Canonical PDF's

Here, we illustrate the representational power of MDBD. We show that there are MDBD satisfying
the hypothesis in Theorem 2.2 and approximate two canonical continuous p.d.f.: the Uniform
distribution and the Exponential Families. More precisely, we prove that the Uniform distribution
and the Exponential families admit a multiplicative and an additive approximation, respectively.

D.1 Uniform Distirbution
Lemma D.1. Let w(z) =1, N € Ny and e > 0. If T > Q(Ne~/?) then it holds that

T ‘
1 J 1 )
— N By, (=1 14 , N —3.
T+1j:1 N, <T+1>€[( €)N+1:| for alli € [3 3]

Proof. By Theorem 10.2 we have that
T T .
1 i d?>By () 1t
Lil <= 22N )| dt <
zz:; 2 22:; /50i1 dz? ) 8N?Z /0
By combining Lemma 10.3 and Corollary 10.5 for every i € [3: N — 3] it holds
T . T 1
1 1 j 1
~— ) Byvi|l ]| < Li| <
N+1 T+1Z N, <T+1> ; 8T2/0

j=1
We note that % < NL—H since T' > Q(N g~/ 2), and hence the statement follows. [

d2 BN,i (:E)
dz?

t— Ci)2

5= (t)‘dt.

d2BN,Z' (:E)
dz?

(z)

Remark D.2. All conditions of Theorem 2.2 hold. Note that w(z) =1-1, i.e., f(z) = 1.
a) C=1,b) flx)=1, ¢) 3[£(0) + F(1)] =1 and d) [y |fP(x)|dz =0, since f?(z) = 0.

D.2 Exponential Families

Lemma D.3. Let N € N, k € [1,/N] and w(x) = % -exp{—k - x} is a probability density
function. For anye >0 of T > Q(N\/%) then for every i € [3: N — 3] it holds for the function
Fi(z) = w(x) - Byi(x) that

w(i/N) 1 J €
(+m)—=y T+1.Z ( N where il

1
T+1 4
7j=1

Proof. The pth derivative of function w(z) satisfies w?)(z) = (—=k)? - w(z). Let I = [0,1] be an
interval. Straightforward checking shows that

(p) — LD . 1.0+l
max |w'? (z)] = k- max |w(z)| <2k (7)
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By the definition of function by (z) (c.f. Theorem 10.1) we have
by(z) = —%2 cx? <2k+%2> cx— (14 k),
and we can show that max,es by (z) < 1+ k?/8 <1+ N/8. The function by(z) satisfies
bo(z) = 1+ 3(1 — 22)k + (1 — 62 + 622)k? — %x(l —z)(1 - 22)k> + %x2(1 —z)%kt,

and we can show that max,ecs bo(r) < k%/8 < N?/8. By Theorem 2.1 it suffices to upper bound
the following four cases.

Case 1: By Theorem 10.1 p < 7, since maxzes [b1 ()| < 14 N/8 and maxgey [bo(z)] < N2/8.

Case 2: We combine Equation 7 and Lemma 10.3 to obtain

1 " 3 1 2k3
t)- Byi(t)|dt <2-k°- By i(t)|dt = .
) Bl <28 [l = 55

Case 3: By combining Equation 7 and Lemma 10.5 it holds

1 1
/ ! (t) - Bly;(1)]dt < 2 K / Blya(t)]dt < 4- K2,
0 0

Case 4: We use again Equation 7 and Lemma 10.5 to obtain
1 1
/ oty - BY (0t <2 k- / Bl (t)]dt < 8- k- N.
0 0

Recall that Fj(xz) = w(z)Byn,i(x). By combining ]%] =w" By, +2w' - By, +w- By, and
Theorem 10.2 we have
1 1
<
=

Hence, the statement follows. [

T

£

i=1

d*F(z)
dx?

(t)'dt<k'N

Remark D.4. The hypothesis in Theorem 2.2 holds. Note that w(z) = —£— - exp{—k - z} and

1—e—k

bu = hr. Thus C = ko, f(2) = exp{—k-2}, fO(x) = k- f(x) and k € [1,VN]. Futhermore,

1—e—k>

a) C=0(N), b) 0< f(z) <1, ¢) 2 <3[f(0) + f(1)] <1 and for d) we have

1 1 k2
(2)1' r = 2 )lde = — = —e_k =0 .
|19 @lz =2 [ ip@lde = & = (1= k= o)

E Schur Complement

In this section we prove Lemma 5.1. We use the following result proposed by Peng et al. [5].

Lemma E.1. [5, Lemma 4.3] If M is SPSD matriz and (1—e)(D—M) < D—M =< (14£)(D— M)
then it holds that (1 —e)(D +M) <D+ M < (1+¢)(D + M).

We extend next two technical results on Schur complement that appeared in [4, 18, 22].
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P -M

i L
Claim E.2. Suppose X = [ M P

} where Py and Py are symmetric positive definite matrices

T
and M is symmetric matriz. Then vT [Py — MPl_lM]v = min,, < :j > X < Z > for every v.

T

N u Pl -M u T o T T :

Proof. Suppose f,(u) = <v > [—M P, } < ; > = u Piu — 2u~ Mv + v Pyv. Notice

that f is minimized when u = P 'Mu, since Vf,(u) = 2Pju — 2Mv. Hence, it follows that
T

min,, ( . > X ( ; > = TPy — v"M P Mv = T [Py — MP[ ' Mv. m

Lemma E.3. (Schur Complement) Suppose D1, Dy are positive main diagonal matrices and M, Q

. . A Dl —M ~ Dl —Q N .
are symmetric matrices. If Xy = [ M D, } Roe [ 0 Dy |~ Xq then it holds that
Dy — MDT'M ~. D, — QDT'Q.
Proof. Here we show the upper bound, but the lower bound follows by analogy. Let w be a vector

T T
such that < 1;)) > Xg < l;} ) = min, < Z > Xg < Z > We apply twice Claim E.2 to obtain the

following chain of inequalities
w\" w
() (V)

WI[Dy — MD My = min( u )TXM < " >
< (1"‘5)(l;))TXQ(Z)>=(1+E)m&n<z>TXQ<Z>

u v
= (1+e)'[Dy — QD Qlv.

N

|
We prove Lemma 5.1 by arguing in a similar manner to in [5, Lemma 4.4]. We present the
proof here for completeness.
. . D -X
Proof of Lemma 5.1. For any symmetric matrix X, we denote by Px = | ¥ p | We prove

the upper bound, but the lower bound follows by analogy. Straightforward checking shows that

T
<u> 7)1‘7<u>:uTDu—vT]\//fu—uTJ\/4\v+vTDv
v v

= 5 [ oD~ )+ ) + (w0 (D + T~ )]

By Lemma E.1 it holds that D + M ~: D + M and thus we have

<u>TPﬁ<U> _ %[(u—I—U)T(D_]/W\)(u—i—U)+(U_U)T(D—|—]\/4\)(u_v)}

v v

< (T+e)z [(u+v)"(D— M) (u+v)+ (u—v) (Ds+ M)(u—0)]

- (1+E)<Z>T,PM<Z>-

25
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-M D
holds that D — MD~'M ~. D — MD~'M. N

Hence, it follows that Pr; = [ D _M] Roe [ bo-M

] = Pps. Now, by Lemma E.3 it
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