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Abstract. We present a simple formula to update the pseudoinverse of a full-rank rectangular
matrix that undergoes a low-rank modification, and demonstrate its utility for solving least squares
problems. The resulting algorithm can be dramatically faster than solving the modified least squares
problem from scratch, just like the speedup enabled by Sherman–Morrison–Woodbury for solving
linear systems with low-rank modifications.
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1. Introduction. The Sherman–Morrison–Woodbury formula (or simply the
Woodbury formula)

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

discovered in the 1950s [14, 15], has become a fundamental tool in numerical com-
putation and can be found in many popular textbooks; see, e.g., [3, §2.1.4] or [5,
Thm. 18.2.8] or [10, Thm. 2.3.10]. It allows us to efficiently update the inverse of
a matrix A when it undergoes a low-rank modification A + UV T . Here A ∈ Rn×n

and U, V ∈ Rn×r where usually r ≪ n. The Woodbury formula is particularly useful
when A is easy to invert or solve linear systems with, and often applied for solving
linear systems of the form (A + UV T )x = b. It has been used in numerous applica-
tions in scientific computing, including quasi-Newton methods [11, Ch. 6], Kalman
filtering [7], and Gaussian processes [13]. See also [4] for more applications.

This work was motivated by research into deflation techniques for finding multiple
local minima of a nonlinear least squares problem. The proposed deflation operation
induces a rank-one update to the associated linear least squares problem at each
iteration of a Gauss–Newton algorithm [2]. The Woodbury formula does not apply
to the Moore–Penrose pseudoinverse, so cannot be directly applied to these updated
least squares problems.

In the 1970s, Meyer [9] developed an extension of the Sherman–Morrison formula
to the Moore–Penrose pseudoinverse of rectangular matrices when the update is rank
one. Generalized inverses of square (but possibly singular) matrices updated with
blocks of vectors have been discussed in [6].

Despite the prevalence of least squares problems in data science and scientific
computing, and despite the existence of Meyer’s formula and its variants, to our
knowledge pseudoinverse update formulas have not been applied practically to solve
least squares problems. In this paper, using only linear algebra tools accessible to
undergraduate students, we show that such an extension is readily possible, and pro-
pose an efficient algorithm WoodburyLS for solving least squares problems wherein
the matrix undergoes a low-rank update. The algorithm essentially requires 2r solu-
tions of overdetermined least squares problems of the form minx ∥Ax − b∥2, and 2r
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solutions of underdetermined problems of the form minimize ∥x∥2 subject to ATx = b,
and in both cases we can reuse a factorization of A that may have been pre-computed.
Alternatively, WoodburyLS can be executed using r solutions of linear systems with
the matrix ATA. In a typical situation where the QR factorization of A is avilable,
the arithmetic cost is reduced by a factor of O(n/r) over the classical solution based
on the QR factorization of A + UV T . We also present a simpler version of Meyer’s
formula that extends to updates of rank higher than one. We illustrate the perfor-
mance of the new formula in a simple numerical test, when applied to solving a least
squares problem with a low-rank update.

2. An update formula for the pseudoinverse. Given a real1 matrix A ∈
Rm×n with m ≥ n, rank(A) = n, and a vector b ∈ Rm, we consider the linear least
squares problem: find a vector x ∈ Rn such that

∥b−Ax∥22 → min
x

.

It is well known that the solution to this problem is given in terms of the Moore–
Penrose pseudoinverse by x = A†b [3, §5.5.2]. The standard algorithm is to perform
the thin QR factorization A = QR and compute x = R−1QT b.

Let us now consider a low-rank modification of A, namely A + UV T with U ∈
Rm×r and V ∈ Rn×r. We now would like to solve the modified least squares problem,

∥b− (A+ UV T )x̂∥22 → min
x̂

.

The vector b could also be different. To address this problem we first present the
following theorem, which can be seen as a natural generalization of the Woodbury
formula from updates of the matrix inverse to the pseudoinverse.

Theorem 2.1. Let A ∈ Rm×n and U ∈ Rm×r, V ∈ Rn×r with m ≥ n ≥ r.
Assume that rank(A) = rank(A+ UV T ) = n. Then

(2.1) (A+ UV T )† = A† −MA† + (I −M)(ATA)−1V UT ,

where

M = (ATA)−1X(I + Y T (ATA)−1X)−1Y T ,

X = [V,ATU ], Y = [(A+ UV T )TU, V ].

Proof. Write Â = A+ UV T . As Â has full rank by assumption, we have

Â† = (ÂT Â)−1ÂT .

Expanding,

ÂT Â = ATA+ V UTA+ATUV T + V UTUV T .

Now, writing V UTA + ATUV T + V UTUV T = XY T where (for example) X =

[V,ATU ] and Y T =

[
UTA+ UTUV T

V T

]
, we can apply the Woodbury formula to obtain

(ÂT Â)−1 = (ATA)−1 − (ATA)−1X(I + Y T (ATA)−1X)−1Y T (ATA)−1

= (I −M)(ATA)−1,

1For simplicity we assume A,U, V are real. For complex matrices, the formulas are valid after
replacing the transpose (·)T with the Hermitian transpose (·)∗.
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where M = (ATA)−1X(I + Y T (ATA)−1X)−1Y T .
Let us convince ourselves that I + Y T (ATA)−1X is indeed nonsingular. By def-

inition, ÂT Â = ATA + XY T and so rank(ÂT Â) = rank(ATA + XY T ) = n. Using
Sylvester’s determinant theorem (see, e.g., [5, §18.1]), we have det(ATA + XY T ) =
det(ATA) det(I + Y T (ATA)−1X) ̸= 0 and hence I + Y T (ATA)−1X is indeed nonsin-
gular.

Following on from the above expression for (ÂT Â)−1, we have

Â† = (I −M)(ATA)−1(A+ UV T )T .

Finally, we rewrite this in terms of A† = (ATA)−1AT :

Â† = (I −M)(ATA)−1(A+ UV T )T

= (I −M)(ATA)−1AT + (I −M)(ATA)−1V UT

= (I −M)A† + (I −M)(ATA)−1V UT .

This is the update formula for the pseudoinverse given in equation (2.1).

Note that (2.1) is generically a rank-2r update of A†. The range of the update
is contained within the range of (ATA)−1X = [(ATA)−1V, (ATA)−1ATU ], so is of
dimension at most 2r. By contrast, when A is square the standard Woodbury formula
shows that the update to A−1 is rank r. This is a genuine difference to keep in mind,
but it does not stop us from designing an efficient algorithm for solving least squares
problems with respect to Â = A+ UV T that has a lower computational cost.

As discussed in the introduction, the topic of low-rank updates of the pseudoin-
verse has been studied in the literature [6, 9]. However, the expressions there appear
less suitable for designing an algorithm for least squares problems. Note that updat-
ing the pseudoinverse of a fat matrix where m < n is simply a matter of transposing
the equation (2.1). However, cases in which A or A + UV T is rank-deficient are a
non-trivial extension we will not discuss in this paper.

3. Solving updated least squares problems. To apply Theorem 2.1 for the
purpose of solving an updated least squares problem Â†b = (A+UV T )†b, we directly
use the formula

(3.1) Â†b = (I −M)(A†b− (ATA)−1V UT b).

First note that M involves (I + Y T (ATA)−1X)−1, which is merely the inverse of a
2r × 2r matrix.

Note also that M involves (ATA)−1X = A†(AT )†X, which requires 2r solves with
respect to ATA (one for each column of X). At first glance it appears that one would
also need to compute (ATA)−1V directly, but that is unnecessary because (ATA)−1V
can be obtained from the first r columns of (ATA)−1X.

How to do the computation of (ATA)−1X depends on the situation. For example,
if a QR factorization A = QR is available, we can efficiently compute (ATA)−1X =
R−1R−TX via two triangular solves. Otherwise, for example when a preconditioner
for A is available for use in an iterative least squares solver (e.g., as in [1]), we could
perform (ATA)−1X = A†(AT )†X by 2r solves with respect to AT and 2r solves with
respect to A using, e.g., LSQR [12] and LSRN [8].

To summarize, to solve the least squares problem for A + UV T , we need the
solution x0 to the least squares problem for A, the solution to a 2r×2r linear system,
and the solution to 2r linear systems with the matrix ATA. We provide pseudocode
in Algorithm 3.1, and MATLAB code in Figures 3.1 and 4.1.
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3.1. Solving for multiple low-rank updates and right-hand sides. When
the right-hand side b stays the same and U, V are modified multiple times, further
efficiency savings can be made by precomputing and storing x0 and the machinery
for efficiently solving the required least squares systems such as QR factors.

When one needs to solve least squares problems with A+UV T for multiple right-
hand sides, say k right-hand sides, the cost becomes 2r linear systems with ATA
(same as when k = 1), and the solution of k least squares problems with A.

In a typical situation where A’s QR factorization is given, this means a least
squares problem with A + UV T can be solved in O((r + k)mn) operations instead
of the O(mn2 + kmn) with a standard QR-based approach. In a typical case where
k = O(1), this represents a speedup of O(n/r). The complexity of WoodburyLS can
be even lower, for example, when A is sparse and well-conditioned so that A-solves
and AT -solves can be done in O(nnz(A)) operations using an iterative solver.

Algorithm 3.1 WoodburyLS: Solve minx ∥b− (A+ UV T )x∥2 where A, b, U , and V
are as in Theorem 2.1. Efficient solvers are required for computing A†b and (AT )†c,
given b ∈ Rm and c ∈ Rn, or a routine for computing (ATA)−1c.

1: Compute x0 = A†b, if not already available.
2: Set X = [V,ATU ], and Y = [(A+ UV T )U, V ].
3: Compute Z = A†((AT )†X), or alternatively, Z = (ATA)−1X.
4: Set w = x0 + Z1U

T b, where Z1 is the first r columns of Z.
5: Compute ŵ = Z(I2r + Y TZ)−1Y Tw.
6: x = w − ŵ is the solution.

function [x,AtAsolver] = WoodburyLS(A,b,U,V,x0,AtAsolver)

%WoodburyLS Solves the least squares problem min_x ||b-(A+UV ')x||
% where A is an m x n matrix , m >= n, and U and V have r columns.

% Requires A and A+UV ' to be full rank.

%

% First call:

% [x0,AtAsolver] = WoodburyLS(A,b) returns LS solution x0 = A\b

% and a function AtAsolver that solves A'A x = b for a given b.

%

% Every follow -up call:

% x = WoodburyLS(A,b,U,V,x0 ,AtAsolver) returns the LS solution

% x = (A+U*V')\b using a given solution x0 = A\b and AtAsolver.

if nargin < 3

[Q,R] = qr(A,0); x = R \ (Q'*b);
AtAsolver = @(X) R \ (R' \ X);

return

end

r = size(U,2);

X = [V, A'*U]; % X = [V, A'U]
Yt = [X(:,r+1:2*r)' + (U'*U)*V'; V']; % Y = [(A+UV ')'U, V]

Z = AtAsolver(X); % Z = (A'A)\X
w = x0 + Z(:,1:r) * (U'*b); % Z(:,1:r) = (A'A)\V
Mw = Z * ((eye(2*r)+Yt*Z) \ (Yt*w)); % M = (A'A)\X(I+Y'(A'A)\X)\Y'
x = w - Mw;

Fig. 3.1. MATLAB function implementing WoodburyLS described in Algorithm 3.1.
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4. Numerical experiment. To demonstrate the efficiency gain from using an
update formula instead of solving modified problems (A + UV T )†b from scratch, we
perform a simple experiment as follows.2 Keeping the number of A’s rows, m = 105,
fixed, we vary both the number of columns n = 100, 200, . . . , 1000 and the rank r =
10, 20, 30 of the update. All matrices A are generated in MATLAB with randn(m,n)

and b=randn(m,1). The MATLAB code we used for the timings is essentially given
in Figure 4.1, except that we have run each algorithm ten times and averaged the
runtimes. We then plot the quotient of the time to compute x1 (solving the updated
least squares problem from scratch via a QR decomposition of Â = A + UV T ) over
the time required to compute x2 (using WoodburyLS).

The results are shown in Figure 4.2. In the ranges of parameters tested, we
obtain between 20 to over 130-fold speedup. The speedup generally increases with
the number of columns n, and it decreases with the rank r. Given that computing
x1 via QR requires O(mn2) flops while computing x2 via WoodburyLS costs O(mnr),
one might expect the speedup in Figure 4.2 to behave like O(n/r). We find that
this is only approximately the case, most likely because flop counts do not directly
translate into runtimes due to many other aspects such as memory swaps, blocking
and communication costs. Specifically, the dominant costs are the matrix-matrix
product ATU (costing O(nmr) operations) and the triangular solves (costing O(n2r)
operations), which are both highly optimized in MATLAB in the ways just described.
In any case, the practical speedup is significant across the board. The relative forward
error of the computed solution, norm(x2-x1)/norm(x1), was below 3 × 10−14 in all
cases.

m = 1e5; n = 500; r = 20;

A = randn(m,n); b = randn(m,1);

U = randn(m,r); V = randn(n,r);

% solve unmodified LS problem via QR

[x0 ,AtAsolver] = WoodburyLS(A,b); % 2.340 seconds

% inefficient: min ||b-(A+UV ')x|| via QR

Ahat = A + U*V'; %

[Qhat ,Rhat] = qr(Ahat ,0); % 2.390 seconds

x1 = Rhat\(Qhat '*b); %

% better solve modified LS problem like this:

x2 = WoodburyLS(A,b,U,V,x0,AtAsolver); % 0.037 seconds

Fig. 4.1. An example demonstrating the use of WoodburyLS in MATLAB. Both x1 and x2

are solutions to the modified least squares problem minx ∥b − (A + UV T )x∥2, but x2 is computed
significantly faster.
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