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On the Numerical Unstability of Cayley-Hamilton Method
for Matrix Inversion

Deng Jianzin
(Academia Sinica, Computing Center, Beijing, China)

Abstract

The Cayley-Hamilton method for matrix inversion interests many research work,
since using parallel computers. Our present intention is to describe a simplest C-H
algorithm and to provide a more complete analysis of the unstability of the method.
We consider that C-H method will not be an usable numerical method for real parallel

computers.
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