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INVERTING THE SUM OF TWO SINGULAR MATRICES

SOFIA ERIKSSON∗,† AND JONAS NORDQVIST∗

Abstract. Square matrices of the form Ã = A + eDf∗ are considered. An

explicit expression for the inverse is given, provided Ã and D are invertible

with rank(Ã) = rank(A) + rank(eDf
∗). The inverse is presented in two ways,

one that uses singular value decomposition and another that depends directly
on the components A, e, f and D. Additionally, a matrix determinant lemma
for singular matrices follows from the derivations.
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1. Introduction

We are interested in the inverse (A + B)−1, where B is seen as an update or a
perturbation to A. Notably among previous works is the Woodbury matrix identity
(also called the Sherman–Morrison–Woodbury formula) as detailed e.g. in [Woo50]:

(A+ UCV )−1 = A−1 −A−1U
(
C−1 + V A−1U

)
−1

V A−1.(1)

However, (1) is inapplicable if A is singular. As an example of application, matrices
originating from finite difference schemes are inherently singular and have to be
modified using boundary conditions to become invertible. In particular, for finite
difference schemes referred to as SBP-SAT, the modified matrix is of the form A+B

where both A and B are singular but the sum A + B usually nonsingular. This
specific type of matrices were inverted explicitly in [EN09,Eri21] with an extension
to pseudoinverses in [EW21]. See [SN14,FHZ14] for a background on the SBP-SAT
methods.

In general, given two singular matrices A and B, it is well-known that there
exist instances such that rank(A + B) = rank(A) + rank(B) (see e.g. [MS72] for
a treatment on the topic). In this paper, we focus on the case where A and B

are square n × n rank-deficient matrices with rank(A) = n − k and rank(B) = k.
Specifically, we are interested in matrices of the form

Ã = A+ eDf∗,

and our main result, presented in Theorem 2.1, is an explicit inversion formula

of Ã.1 The inversion is stated in terms of the matrices G, x and y, neither of
which depend on D. The explicit formula reads

Ã−1 = G+ xD−1y∗,

where G, x and y are given in (8), and in alternative forms in (14).

1By the notation f
∗ we mean the conjugate transpose of f .
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Previous works have explored similar problem formulations in various contexts.
Extensions of the Woodbury formula (1) in terms of generalized inverses have been
presented in several papers, for example [Rie92,Den11,SC20]. The works by [HS81,
Mil81] provide further related insights on the topic of inverting sums of matrices.
The expressions proven in [Den11,SC20] remind closely of (1) exceptA−1 is replaced
by different types of generalized inverses. The approach in [Rie92] offers results most
akin to ours, as discussed further in Remark 1.

2. The inverse of the sum of two singular matrices

We consider a matrix Ã of the form

Ã = A+ eDf∗(2)

where A, e, D and f all denote conformable matrices. The matrices Ã and D are
both invertible but A and eDf∗ are singular.2 Based on observations from those
cases in [Eri21] that satisfy the condition rank(A) + rank(B) = rank(A + B) = n,

we expect to find a formula for Ã−1 of the form Ã−1 = G+ xD−1y∗, where G, x
and y do not depend on D. We first use singular value decomposition to confirm

this expectation and derive the components of Ã−1 yielding the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1. Let n, k be integers such that n > k ≥ 1. Consider the complex

matrix Ã = A + eDf∗, where A, e, D and f are n × n, n × k, k × k and n × k

respectively. Further, suppose the rank of A is r := n − k. It is assumed that the

columns of e together with the columns of A span Cn. Similarly, we assume that

the columns of f span Cn together with A∗. Now, given that D is invertible, then

so is Ã, and its inverse is

Ã−1 = G+ xD−1y∗(3)

with G, x and y given in (8).

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let A = UΣV∗ = UrΣrV
∗

r be a singular value decompo-
sition of A such that U,V are complex unitary n× n-matrices and such that the
latter expression refers to a compact singular value decomposition. That is Ur, Vr

are semi-unitary n× r-matrices, such that U∗

rUr = Ir and V ∗

r Vr = Ir, where Ir is
the r × r identity matrix. The relation between the full and the compact singular
value decomposition is written in block matrix form as

A = UΣV∗ =
[
Ur Uk

] [ Σr 0
0 0

] [
V ∗

r

V ∗

k

]
= UrΣrV

∗

r ,(4)

where Uk refers to the k columns of U that are not included in Ur and where Vk

refers to the k columns of V that are not included in Vr. We can write Ã as

Ã = A+ eDf∗ =
[
Ur e

] [ Σr 0
0 D

] [
V ∗

r

f∗

]
.(5)

Since it is given that the columns of A together with e span Cn, Ur together with e

must form a basis. Thus
[
Ur e

]
is a square, invertible matrix. Similarly, f

2In the previously mentioned applications, typically A is having high rank and the prod-
uct eDf

∗ having low rank.
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spans Cn together with A∗ making
[
Vr f

]
invertible. Thus we can write

Ã−1 =

[
V ∗

r

f∗

]
−1 [

Σ−1
r 0
0 D−1

] [
Ur e

]
−1

.(6)

Next, using the orthogonality properties ofU, that is that U∗

rUr = Ir and U∗

kUr = 0,
we find

[
U∗

r

U∗

k

] [
Ur e

]
=

[
U∗

rUr U∗

r e

U∗

kUr U∗

ke

]
=

[
Ir U∗

r e

0 U∗

ke

]
,(7)

which using inverses of block matrices leads to

[
Ur e

]
−1

=

[
Ir U∗

r e

0 U∗

ke

]
−1 [

U∗

r

U∗

k

]

=

[
Ir −U∗

r e(U
∗

ke)
−1

0 (U∗

ke)
−1

] [
U∗

r

U∗

k

]

=

[
U∗

r − U∗

r e(U
∗

ke)
−1U∗

k

(U∗

ke)
−1U∗

k

]
.

Correspondingly, the orthogonality properties of V gives

[
V ∗

r

f∗

]
−1

=
[
Vr − Vk(f

∗Vk)
−1f∗Vr Vk(f

∗Vk)
−1

]
.

Inserting these relations into (6) gives Ã−1 = G+ xD−1y∗ with

G = (Vr − Vk(f
∗Vk)

−1f∗Vr)Σ
−1
r (U∗

r − U∗

r e(U
∗

ke)
−1U∗

k )

x = Vk(f
∗Vk)

−1

y = Uk(e
∗Uk)

−1.

(8)

The proof is completed by noting that the existence of (e∗Uk)
−1 follows from (7),

and analogously for (f∗Vk)
−1. �

The special structure of Ã−1 in (3) leads to the following relations:

Corollary 1 (Corollary of Theorem 2.1). Consider Ã = A+ eDf∗ in (2), and its

inverse Ã−1 = G+ xD−1y∗. The components of Ã and Ã−1 satisfy

Ax = 0, y∗A = 0, Ge = 0 f∗G = 0 f∗x = Ik y∗e = Ik,(9)

where Ik is the k × k identity matrix. Moreover,

In = AG+ ey∗, In = GA+ xf∗.(10)

Proof of Corollary 1. The first two relations in (9) are easily verified by insertion
of A = UrΣrV

∗

r from (4) as well as the expressions for x and y∗ from (8) and
thereafter using the orthogonality properties V ∗

r Vk = 0 and U∗

kUr = 0. The latter
four relations in (9) are trivially found using (8).

The relations in (10) follow from inserting the expressions in (2) and (3) into the

identities In = ÃÃ−1 = Ã−1Ã, and thereafter using (9). �
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2.1. Relations to generalized inverses. Generalized inverses are sometimes
classified using the Penrose conditions

i) AAgA = A, ii) AgAAg = Ag, iii) (AAg)∗ = AAg, iv) (AgA)∗ = AgA,

and if all four properties are fulfilled then Ag is the Moore–Penrose inverse [WWQ18]
denoted A+. From (10), it is evident that G times the singular matrix A is almost
equal to the identity matrix, suggesting that G might be some kind of general-
ized inverse to A. Indeed, multiplying the relations in (10) by A or G and then
using (9), we find that AGA = A and GAG = G, i.e., the first two Penrose
conditions are satisfied. Condition (iii) and (iv) are only satisfied if ey∗ and xf∗

in (10) happen to be symmetric. Thus, G 6= A+ in general. Instead, we note that
since A is a square matrix, its Moore–Penrose inverse is

A+ = VrΣ
−1
r U∗

r .

Using this, we may express G from (8) in terms of A+ as

G = (In − Vk(f
∗Vk)

−1f∗)A+(In − e(U∗

ke)
−1U∗

k ).(11)

Remark 1. In [Rie92], the Moore–Penrose inverse of Ω = A+(V1+W1)G(V2+W2)
∗

is derived. The matrix V1 is in the column space of A, and W1 is orthogonal to it
(and correspondingly for V2, W2 and A∗). Using equation (2) in [Rie92], given the
existence of the inverses of the matrices Ω and G therein, we obtain

Ω−1 = (In − C2V
∗

2 )A
+(In − V1C

∗

1 ) + C2G
−1C∗

1 ,(12)

where Ci = Wi(W
∗

i Wi)
−1. Comparing to Ã = A+ eDf∗, we identify

Ã = Ω, A = A, e = V1 +W1, f = V2 +W2, D = G.

Relating the components of [Rie92] to our notation, the variables V1 and W1 can be
obtained as the projections of e onto Ur and Uk, respectively (and correspondingly
for V2, W2 of f onto Vr and Vk). Thus V1,2 and C1,2 in (12) correspond to

V1 = UrU
∗

r e, V2 = VrV
∗

r f , C1 = Uk(e
∗Uk)

−1, C2 = Vk(f
∗Vk)

−1.

We compare Ω−1 to our results; using (8) and (11) we can rewrite Ã−1 in (3) as

Ã−1 = (In − Vk(f
∗Vk)

−1f∗)A+(In − e(U∗

ke)
−1U∗

k )

+ Vk(f
∗Vk)

−1D−1(Uk(e
∗Uk)

−1)∗,

which has a clear resemblance to (12). The formulas are not completely identical,
since V1C

∗

1 = UrU
∗

r e(U
∗

ke)
−1U∗

k 6= e(U∗

ke)
−1U∗

k , however the difference belongs to
the nullspace of A+ = A+, such that

A+e(U∗

ke)
−1U∗

k = A+(UrU
∗

r e+ UkU
∗

ke)(U
∗

ke)
−1U∗

k

= A+UrU
∗

r e(U
∗

ke)
−1U∗

k

= A+V1C
∗

1

since A+Uk = 0. Correspondingly, the difference between C2V
∗

2 and Vk(f
∗Vk)

−1f∗

belongs to the nullspace of (A+)∗, and hence Ã−1 = Ω−1.
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2.2. Expressing the inverse without singular value decomposition. In the
paper [Eri21], special cases of these matrix sum inverses were derived, whereA orig-
inated from finite difference stencils and e and f depended on boundary conditions.
The strategy of finding the inverse did not involve singular value decomposition.
Instead, ideas from the relations (9) and (10) were used.

In an attempt to generalize those ideas, we modify A and G, multiply the results
and aim to obtain the identity matrix, using the yet unknown k×k matrices M , N
and n× k matrices u, v, in the following ansatz:

Jn :=
((
In − e(u∗e)−1u∗

)
A

(
In − v(f∗v)−1f∗

)
+ eM f∗

)
(G+ vNu∗).(13)

We can rewrite Jn as

Jn =
(
In − e(u∗e)−1u∗

)
A

(
In − v(f∗v)−1f∗

)
G

︸ ︷︷ ︸
In−e(u∗

e)−1
u

∗

+eM f∗G︸︷︷︸
0

+
(
In − e(u∗e)−1u∗

)
A

(
In − v(f∗v)−1f∗

)
v

︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

Nu∗ + eM f∗vNu∗

= In − e(u∗e)−1u∗ + eM f∗vNu∗,

where we have used f∗G = 0 from (9) and In = AG+ey∗ from (10) to simplify the
expressions. We note that Jn equals the identity matrix In if (u∗e)−1 = M f∗vN .
Inserting N = (f∗v)−1M−1(u∗e)−1 into the ansatz (13), we can solve for G. This
results in

G =
((
In − e(u∗e)−1u∗

)
A

(
In − v(f∗v)−1f∗

)
+ eM f∗

)
−1

− v(f∗v)−1M−1(u∗e)−1u∗,

where M is an arbitrary invertible k × k matrix. The matrices u, v are arbitrary
up to the requirement that (f∗v)−1 and (u∗e)−1 must exist. The simplest choice
is probably u = e, v = f , and unless the conditioning gets bad (for numerical
purposes), M = I should suffice, simplifying the expression of G even further to
what is presented below in (14).

To obtain x and y, we multiply the right expression in (10) by v(f∗v)−1 from
the right and the left expression by (u∗e)−1u∗ from the left, respectively. Note
that the matrices u, v does not necessarily have to be the same as above, as before
the only requirement is that (f∗v)−1 and (u∗e)−1 exist. This yields the identities

x = (In −GA)v(f∗v)−1, y∗ = (u∗e)−1u∗(In −AG).

If for simplicity choosing u = e and v = f we obtain the (not fully general)
expressions in

G =
((
In − e(e∗e)−1e∗

)
A

(
In − f(f∗f)−1f∗

)
+ ef∗

)
−1

− f(f∗f)−1(e∗e)−1e∗,

x = (In −GA)f(f∗f)−1,

y∗ = (e∗e)−1e∗(In −AG).

(14)

In cases where y and x are known, one can instead put u = y and v = x in the

general G above, leading to G = (A+ eM f∗)
−1

− xM−1y∗. This should come as
no surprise, since (3) holds for any invertible D, including D = M .
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2.3. Singular matrix determinant lemma. For a real invertible matrix A, the
matrix determinant lemma (see e.g. [Har97]), in generalized form

det(A+ UV T) = det(I + V TA−1U) det(A),

offers an explicit expression of the determinant of a perturbed matrix. In the
case where A is singular, though, the regular matrix determinant lemma is not
applicable. However, we note that using the determinant of products and the
determinant of block matrices on (5), a singular version of the lemma follows:

Lemma 1. Let Ã be defined as in Theorem 2.1. Then

det(Ã) = det(A+ ef∗) det(D).

Thus, given the nonsingularity of A + ef∗, the singularity of Ã is solely de-

termined upon by det(D). We further note that the inverse Ã−1 described in

Theorem 2.1 admit the analogous relation det(Ã−1) = det(G+ xy∗) det(D−1).
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