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ABSTRACT

We generalize the Wedderburn rank reduction formula by replacing the inverse with the Moore—
Penrose pseudoinverse. In particular, this allows one to remove the non—singularity of a certain
matrix from assumptions. The results implies in a straightforward way Nystroem, CUR decomposi-
tions, meta-factorization, and a result of Ameli, Shadden [1]]. We investigate which properties of the
matrix are inherited by the generalized Wedderburn reduction. Reductions leading to the best low-
rank approximation are explicitly described in terms of singular vectors. We give a self—contained
calculation of the range and the nullspace of the projection A(BA)™ B and prove that any projection
can be expressed in this way.

1 Introduction

The classical Wedderburn rank reduction formula, cf. 2 p. 69],[3], gives an explicit way to reduce the rank of a given
matrix 4, i.e.,

Lemma 1.1 (Wedderburn rank reduction formula). Let A € K™*" be any matrix. Let x € K", y € K™. Assume that
w=y"Ax #£0.

Then
rank(A — w ' Azy*A) = rank A — 1.

In general, if X € K™% Y € K™** and M € KF** is given by
M=Y*AX,

is invertible then

rank(A — AXM'Y*A) = rank A — k.
For the sake of completeness, we include a brief proof of both statements, although they follow from the more general
result, cf. Theorem[5.1]
Proof. Tt follows from that assumptions that Az # 0 and
(A—w 'Azy* Az = 0.

Therefore
rank(A — w ' Azy*A) < rank A — 1.

Assume now (A — w ' Azy* A)u = 0. Let A = w™1y* Au, then
Au— Az) =0,
hence u € N (A) + Kz. Therefore
rank(A — w ' Azy*A) = rank A — 1.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.03992v1

A PREPRINT - JUNE 7, 2024

In the general case rank AX = k (otherwise rank M < k) and the proof is similar. That is
(A—AXM™'Y*A)X =

and the k columns of X are linearly independent. On the other hand AX € K™* is of rank k, so no linear combina-
tion of columns of X is contained in the nullspace of A. Since N (A) C N (A — AXM~'Y*A)

rank(A — AXM'Y*A) = n—dimN (A — AXM~'Y*A) <n— ((n—rank A) + k) = rank A — k.

Let U € K™** be any matrix such that
(A—AXM~'Y*A)U =

Let A = M~1Y*AU then
AU - XA) =

hence
UeN(A)+ XA.

This implies that
N(A—AXM'Y*A) CN(A) +C(X) 2N (4) & C(X),
and finally
rank(A — AXMAY*A) =rank A — k.

O

The main result of the following paper is a generalization of the Wedderburn rank reduction by replacing the inverse
with the Moore—Penrose pseudoinverse and dropping the non—singularity assumption; see Theorem Results re-
lated to our generalization can be found in [4]]. The result is used to prove the Wedderburn decomposition (Lemmal6.T)),
related to the generalized Nystrom method of Nakatsukasa [5]. It generalizes the CUR decomposition (cf. [6, The-
orem 5.5 (ii),(iv)]), when matrices X, Y have columns given by unit vectors corresponding to the chosen rows and
columns. Another consequence is the so-called meta-factorization by Karpowicz[[7, Theorem 4]. One of the main
tools is the projection formula (see Lemma [4.1), proven here from the first principles, without the Zlobec formula,
cf. [8]. Finally, matrices X,Y which lead to the best k-rank generalized Wedderburn rank reduction are given in
terms of SVD decomposition of matrix A, see Lemmal[Z.1l The properties shared by a matrix and its reduction are
discussed in Remark [8.3] with concrete counterexamples. Theorem[8.3] contains a description of the meet and the join
of commuting projections in the form as in Lemmal[4.I] The correctness of the results is illustrated by the MATLAB
code.

2 Notation

Let [n] = {1,...,n}ande; = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0)T € K" fori = 1,...,n. The set of all matrices with m rows,
n columns, and coefficients in field K is denoted K™*", where K = R or K = C. The column space of matrix A is
denoted by C (A) and the null space by N (A). The Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse of matrix A is denoted by A*. The
complex conjugate is denoted by A*. Any matrix A induces the direct sum decomposition K™ = C (A) & N (A4*).
Matrix A is Hermitian (or symmetric over R) if A* = A. A square matrix is unitary (or orthogonal over R) if A*A =T
where I denotes the unit matrix. SVD stands for singular value decomposition, i.e., decomposition A = UXV*, where
U,V are unitary matrices, and X is a real non—negative generalized diagonal matrix with decreasing diagonal entries.
If rank A = r then the first » columns of matrix U are called left singular vectors of A and likewise the first  columns
of matrix V' are called right singular vectors of A.

If W =V @ U is a direct sum decomposition of a vector space W then the linear function ¢: K® — K" given by
condition (v + u) = u, where v € V,u € U, is called a projection onto subspace V along U. It is a well-known
fact that an endomorphis ¢ is a projection onto its image along its kerenel if and only if the matrix P of ¢ (relative to
the same fixed basis in the domain and in the codomain) is idepotent, i.e., P? = P. The space K" is always equipped
with the standard inner product. Endomorphlsm @ is an orthogonal prolectlon if and only if its matrix relative to an
orthonormal basis is idempotent and Hermitian, i.e., P* = P = P2,
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3 Preliminaries

The following facts about Moore—Penrose pseudoinverses will be used in the paper tacitly.

AATA = A, (3.1
ATAAT = AT, (3.2)
(AA)* = AAT, (3.3)
(XAH* =X AT, (3.4)

In particular, AA* and A*A are orthogonal projections and

C (AA+) =C(4), N(AA+) =N (A),
C (A+A) =C(A"), N(A*A) =N (4).
The following fact was proven by Greville, and it will be referred to as Greville’s condition.
(AB)" = B*A* <= C(BB*A*) cC(A*) and C(A*AB)cCC(B). (3.5)
Lemma 3.1. Let A € K™*" B € K"** be two matrices. Then

C(AB) =C(ABB*), N (AB)=N (A*AB).

Proof. The first equation is true because C (BB*) = C (B) and the second because C (A) NN (A4*) = 0. O
Lemma 3.2. Ifrank A = rank B = rank AB then

N (AB) =N (B).
Proof. Clearly

C(B*A*)cC(BY),
but the dimensions are equal. O
Corollary 3.3. Ifrank A = rank B = rank AB then

(AB)t = B*At «— N (B*) = N (A).

Proof. The condition N (B*) C N (B*A*A) reduces to N (B*) C N (A) and the condition N (4) C N (ABB*)
reduces to N (A) C N (B*). Those are dual to the Greville’s conditions (3.3). O

4 Projection Formula
The classical result is well-known in the following form.
Lemma 4.1. Let A € K™*P B € K™*4 be matrices such that

C(A)e N (B*)=K"
Then the matrix of the projection onto C (A) along N (B*) is given by

P = A(B*A)'B*.
Proof. Since
P2 = A((B*A)*B*A(B*A)*)B* — A(B*A)'B* = P,

P is a projection. The assumption implies that rank A = rank B = rank B*A and therefore C (P) = C(A) as
C (P) C C(A) and they have the same dimensions. Similarly A" (P) = N (B*), by Lemma[3.2] O
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It turns out that the assumptions on the matrices A, B may be dropped and the range of P will become smaller while
the null space will become larger. The same result was obtained in [8] by Cerny but here we do not use the Zlobec
formula.

Lemma 4.2. Let A € K™*P B € K™*? be any matrices. Let
P = A(B*A)"B*.
Then P is a projection of rank P = rank(B* A) and
C(P)=C(AA*B), N (P)=N(A"BB").
Proof. By direct computation P? = P. The rank of a projection is equal to its trace. Therefore,
TP =Tr (A(B*A)*B*) - Tr(B*A(B*A)+) — rank(B* A).
First, we compute the null space of P. Assume
Pr = AB*A)"B*z =0,
by multiplying by B* on the left
B*A(B*A)"B*z =0,
that is, since N (B*A(B*A)Jr) =N ((B*A)*)
B*r e N (A*B) = A*BB*z = 0.
Assume now A*BB*x = 0. Multiplying this equation on the left by (A*B)+ gives
(A*B)TA*BB*z = 0,
and therefore . .
0= (A*B)TA*BB*z = ((B*A)+) (B*A)*B*z = ((B*A)(B*A)+) Bz =
= (B*A)(B*A)"B*z = B* (A(B*A)+B*)x — B*Pu.
Multiplying the equation B* Pz = 0 by A(B*A)™ on the left we see that PPz = 0, that is, P2 = 0. Finally
N (P) =N (A*BB%).
Now
P* = B(A*B)tA*,
and by the previous conclusion
N (P*) = N (B*AA*).
Since C (P) & N (P*) is an orthogonal decomposition then
C(P)=C(AA™B).

Example 4.3. If A = B, then
P = A(A*A)TA* = AAT
Example 4.4. If A and B are of full row rank, then A, B are surjective, hence P = I.
Note that if P is a projection, then PTin general is not a projection.
Lemma 4.5. Let P € K™*™ be a projection. Then
P is a projection <= PT = P* = P.

Proof. (=) By properties of pseudoinverse we have
C(PH)=C(P"), N(PY)=N(P").

But P* is a projection too and projections are uniquely determined by the range and nullspace. Therefore, P™ = P*.
(«<=) Let P = UXV™ be an SVD decomposition of P. Then Pt = P*isequivalent to VXTU* = VX*U*, that is,
¥* = YT, which implies that all singular values of P are equal to 1. Therefore, P is an orthogonal projection. o
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The following fact can be found in [9, Corollary 5.6] or [[10, Lemma 6.4.16 iii) or Fact 8.8.3 iii)]
Lemma 4.6. Let P € K™"*™ @ € K"*" be orthogonal projections. Then
(PQ)"=Q(PQ)'P,
is a projection.
Corollary 4.7. Assume that Ve W = K™. The formula of projection onto V along W is
P = (Py.Py)",

where Py, 1 is an orthogonal projection onto W+ and Py is an orthogonal projection onto V.

Proof. The claim follows directly from Lemma .11 O

Corollary 4.8. Any projection P € K™*™ can be written in the form P = A(B*A)+B*. for some matrices A €
Km*p B e K™*4. Moreover, the complementary projection I — P is given by the formula

I-P=0C(DC)'D,

where
C =1—(BB*A)(BB*A)Y, D=1-(AA*B)(AA*B)™.

Lemma 4.9. If the reverse order law holds for B* and A, that is, (B*A)" = AT(B*)" and
P = A(B*A)"B*,
then P = AATBB*and it is a projection onto C (A) N C (B) along (N (A*) NC (B)) + N (B*). The last sum is an
orthogonal decomposition, and P is an orthogonal projection.
Proof.
P = AAYB*)"B* = AAY(BB*)" = AA'BB*.
Therefore, P is a projection and it is a product of two orthogonal projections. Moreover
C(AAY)=cC(A), ¢ (BBY)=C(B).

By LemmalT1IC (P) = C (A) NC (B). The preimage of v € N (AAT) = N (A*) under BB™ is non—empty if and
only if v € C (BB™) = C (B). In such a case, the fiber is v + N (BB™) = v + N (B*). Moreover, the range and the
null space of P are orthogonal. O

Corollary 4.10. If the reverse order law (AB)" = BTA* holds, then dim C (B) N C (A*) = rank(AB).

The proof of the following Lemma is ommited.

Lemma 4.11. Let P,Q € K"*" be matrices of two orthogonal projections, i.e., P> = P,Q?> = Q and P* = P,Q* =
Q. Then
PQu=v<=veC(P)NC(Q).

In particular, if PQ is a projection, then C (PQ) = C(P)NC(Q).
Lemma 4.12. Let A € K™*", B € K"*F, Then
(AB)" = BYA* <= B(AB)" A is an orthogonal projection <>
<= C(BB*A*) @ N (B*A*A) is an orthogonal decomp <= C (BB*A*) = C (A*AB) .
Proof. The last three equivalences are straightforward with the use of Lemmad.1] For the first equivalence (=) see

Lemmal4.9]
(<=) matrix of a orthogonal projection is Hermitian, therefore

B(AB)TA = A*(B*A*)*B*,
pre-multiplying by A and post-multiplying by B gives
AB = AA*(B*A*)'B*B,
which implies the reverse order law by Tian [[L1, Theorem 11.1(3)]. O
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5 Generalized Wedderburn Rank Reduction

The following theorem generalizes classical Wedderburn rank reduction, cf. Lemmall.1l The idea of proof is similar.

Theorem 5.1 (generalized Wedderburn rank reduction formula). Let A € K™*" X € K"*P Y € K™*4, Assume
that rank Y*AX = k (matrix Y* AX is possibly a non—square matrix). Then

rank(A - (AX)(Y*AX)+(Y*A)) = rank A — k.

Proof. Let B = A — (AX)(Y*AX)"(Y*A). Clearly, N (A) C N (B). We need to find additional k linearly
independent vectors in A (B). Again, as B(X(Y*AX)") =0
c (X(Y*AX)+) CN(B).

Note that
C ((Y*AX)*) = C(X*A'Y) C C(X7),

but C (X*) NN (X) = 0 therefore
rank X (Y*AX) = k.
We claim that
c (X(Y*AX)+) NN (A) =0.

To show this assume that there exists y € K9 such that
r=X(Y*AX)Yy, Az=0,

i..e. x € K™ lies in the intersection. Multiplying the first equation by Y * A on the left and applying the second one
= (Y*AX)(Y*AX) Yy =o0.
This means that y lies in the kernel of the orthogonal projection onto C (Y*AX), i.e.

yEN((Y*AX)) =N ((Y*AX)+) .
Therefore x = 0. To finish the proof it is enough to show that

N(B)=N(A)ac (X(Y*AX)+) .
By the previous considerations, the right hand side is contained in the left one. Let Bx = 0. That is

Az — X(Y*AX)H(Y*A)z) =0,

ie.x— X(Y*AX)"(Y*A)z € N (A) and the second term is in C (X(Y*AX)+). This finishes the proof. O

Remark 5.2. The above theorem, with matrices X,Y suitably chosen, implies the generalized Nystrom decomposition,
which implies the CUR decomposition.

Corollary 5.3. Let X = A*)Y = A then rank X AY™* = rank A (images are orthogonal to kernels) and therefore
A= AA*(A*AA*)TA* A
Lemma 5.4. Let B = A — (AX)(Y*AX)Y(Y*A). If A is a square matrix and A> = A then B> = B. That is

reduction of a projection is a projection.

Proof.
B2 = A2 — 2(AX)(Y*AX)'(Y*A) + (AX)(Y*AX) (Y* A)(AX)(Y*AX)T(Y*A) = B.
O
Corollary 5.5. If B is a reduction of A by X,Y then B* is a reduction of A* by Y, X. Therefore, reduction of an

orthogonal projection is an orthogonal projection.
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Lemma 5.6. Generalized Wedderburn rank reduction can be written in form
B=A—-PA=(I-P)A, B=A-AQ =A(I - Q).

where P = (AX)(Y*AX)YY* is a rank k projection onto C(AXX*A*Y) along N (X*A*YY*) =
N ((YY*AX)") and Q = X (Y*AX)*Y* A is a rank k projection onto C (X X*A*Y) along N (X* A*YY*A).

Moreover

dimC (P) =dimC (Q) =k, dimN (P)=dimN (Q)=m — k.
In particular
C(B)=C(A)NN ((Y*AX)W*) . N(B)=N(A)acC (X(Y*AX)+) .

Note that
CAXX*A'Y)=C (AX(Y*AX)+) .

Proof. The subspace N (B) was calculated in Theorem[3.1l By Corollary [5.3]
N (B*) =N (A acC (Y(X*A*Y)*) .
Therefore N
C(B) = (N (A @cC (Y(X*A*Y)+)) —C(A) NN ((Y*AX)*Y*) .
O

Corollary 5.7. Matrix A and its generalized Wedderburn reduction B are equal (as linear transformations) when
restricted to

CI-Q)=N(Q) =N (X*A'YY*A).

Lemma 5.8 (Ameli,Shadden [1]). Ler B = A — (AX)(Y*AX)Y(Y*A) be a rank reduction of matrix A. Then
BATB = A", that is B is a {2}-inverse of AT. Moreover, AYBA™" is a reduction of A™.

Proof. Multiplying A on the left and on the right by B gives
BAYB = A — (AX)(Y*AX) (Y*A)ATA — AATAX)(Y*AX)T(Y*A)+

+HAX)(Y*AX) (Y A)AHAX)(Y*AX)H(Y*A) = B.

Moreover
ATBAT = AT — (ATAX)(Y*AATAX) (Y*AAT) =
= AT = (AHAX))(YA)AHAX)) (Y 4) 4%,
Therefore AYBA™ is a reduction of A™ by matrices AX and A*Y. O

Lemma5.9. For A€ K™*" et X, X' € K"*P andY,Y' € K™*9 be matrices of the same size. Then the generalized
Wedderburn reduction of A with respect to X,Y is equal to the generalized Wedderburn reduction of A with respect
to X', Y’ if there exist Wx , Wy such that

X-X'=(I-AMA)Wx,
Y-V = (I - AA+)Wy,
that is the range of the difference of X and X' (resp. Y andY') is contained in the nullspace of A (resp. A*).
Proof. Observe that AX = AX'andY*A=Y*Aas
AX — AX' = A(I — A+A)WX =0,

Y*A—Y" A=W — AATHA =0.
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6 Wedderburn Decomposition

Lemma 6.1. Let A € K™% and X € K"*P, Y € K™*4. Assume that rank Y*AX = rank A. Then
A= (AX)(Y*AX)H(Y*A). (6.1)

Moreover

AT = (VAN Y AX)(AX)T

Proof. The first claim follows directly from the generalized Wedderburn rank reduction, cf. Theorem 5.1} for M =
Y*AX and k = rank M = rank A. The second claim follows from two the reverse order law, by Corollary 3.3]
applied twice to the first claim, Eq. (6.1). To see this note that

rank(AX) < rank A, rank(Y*A) <rankA, rank(Y*AX)"(Y*A4) <rankA
but by the assumption and the first claim (6.1)) neither of these inequalities may be strict, so

rank(AX) = rank (Y*AX)" = rank (Y*AX)T(Y*A) = rank(Y* A) = rank A.

It suffices to show that

N (AX) :N(((Y*AX)*(Y*A))*) . and N((Y*AX)*) = N ((Y*4)").
By several applications of Lemma[3.2]and the fact that N (M 1) = N (M*) for any matrix M
N (AX) = N (X),
N (((Y*AX)*(Y*A))*) = N (Y*AX) = N (X),
and similarly
N ((Y*AX)*) =N ((V*4)") =N (V).
Therefore, by Corollary 3.3

A% = ((AX) (v AX) (v 4)) . (v Ay (v Ax) (v 4)) T (A Y AX) (AX)

Note the similarity to the [6, Theorem 5.5].
Corollary 6.2. Let P = (AX)(Y*AX)'Y* and let Q = X(Y*AX) (Y*A). Then PAQ = PA = AQ = A.

Moreover P, Q are oblique projections and
C(P)=C(4), N(P)=N({¥")=C(Y),
C@=C(X), N@Q=N(4).
Proof.
P2 = (AX)(Y*AX)HY*AX)(Y*AX)'Y* = AX(YV*AX)'Y* = P,

in a similar way Q2 = (. The nullspaces can be calculated as in the proof of Lemma For column spaces,
inclusions follow from the definitions and from equal ranks. O

Corollary 6.3. Any matrix can be presented as a product of itself and two projections,
A= PAQ,
ifrank(Y*AX) = rank A and
P=(AX)(Y*AX)Y*, Q=X(*"AX)T(v*A).

The Corollary is meta—factorization introduced by Karpowicz, see [7, Theorem 4]. Moreover, any meta—factorization
can be tautologically presented this way.
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Lemma 6.4. If A = PAQ where P € K™*™ @Q € K"*™ are matrices of projections then there exist matrices X,Y
such that

P=(AX)(Y*AX)'Y*, Q=XY*AX)H(Y*A),
andrankY*AX = rank A.

Proof. If A = PAQ then by left multiplication by P and by right multiplication by )
AQ = PAQ = PA=A.

In addition
rank P = rank Q = rank A,

as PA= Aand A* = Q*A*
C(P)=C(4), C(Q")=C(AY).
Set X = Q and Y = P*. Then by Lemma[1lit follows that
(AX)(Y*AX)TY* = (AQ)(PAQ)TP = AATP = P,
as AA™is a matrix of the orthogonal projection onto C (4) = C (P). Similarly,
X(Y*AX)'Y*A = Q(PAQ)"PA = QATA = Q,

as ATA is a matrix of the orthogonal projection onto C (A*) = C (Q*) and the last equality is equivalent to Q* =
ATAQ*.

O

7 Best Rank Reduction via Generalized Wedderburn Rank Reduction

The following lemma explains reduction of A in terms of its SVD decomposition, for a particular choice of matrices
XandVY.

Lemma 7.1. Let A = UXV™ be a SVD decomposition of the matrix A. Letr = rank Aand I C {1,...,1r} be a
non—empty subset. Let X = V7, Y = Uy. Then

AX(Y*AX)Y A=) oiuiv]
il
In particular, generalized Wedderburn reduction by such chosen matrices gives
A—AX(YAX)Y A= > o).
ie[r)]\1

Proof. LetI = {iy,...,i;}. Then

Y*"AX =UjAV, = Z eju;‘j Z oiUU; Z vije;f Z gi,eje J

JE[K] i€(r] JE[K] JE[K]
In a similar fashion
(Y*AX)" =0 eses,
i€[k]
AX(Y*AX)W*X = Z o uise; Z o; -e; Z 04, €4v Z] Z 04U ;v % ZazuZ
JE[k] i€ (k] JE[K] i€ k] el

O

Corollary 7.2. Let A = UXV™ be the SVD decomposition of matrix A. Let r = rank A. Let X € K™*P_ Y € K"*4
be matrices such that C (X) = C(Vy) and C (Y) = C (Ur). Then the generalized Wedderburn reduction of A with
respect to X,Y is equal to

A—AX(YAX)Y A= > o).
ie[r)]\I
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Proof. By the assumption, there exist full row rank matrices M € KI/I*? and N € K/1*4 such that
X=ViM, Y =U[N.
Since V7 is an orthogonal projection onto C (V7)
UfA=U;AVIV],
both sides are zero on v; when ¢ ¢ I and identical otherwise. Similarly
UUf AV, = AVr.

Let B =UjAV; = Z?:l a;,eje;. Since M is of full row rank and N* is of full column rank, rank(N*BM) =
rank B and by Lemmal[6.]]

B =BM(N*BM)"N*B.
Then

AX(Y*AX)'Y*A = AViIM(N*U; AViM)"N*UF A =
= U Uy AViM(N*U; AV M) "N*U; AV; V¥ = Ui BM(N*BM)*N*BV} =
= U]BVI* = Z aiuivf.
icl
O

Remark 7.3. In general, it is not true that the generalized Wedderburn reduction of fixed matrix A by matrices X and

Y depends only on C (X) and C (Y'). On the other hand, when rank AX = rank A (for example if X is of full row
rank) and Y™ is of full column rank

AX(Y*AX) = A(Y*A)"

To see this, note
Y*AX(Y*AX)" = Y*A(Y*A)T,

as both sides are orthogonal projections on C (Y*A) = C (Y*AX) and multiply the above equation on the left by
(V)"
Similarly, if rank Y* A = rank A (for example Y* is of full column rank) and X if of full row rank

(Y*AX)'Y*A = (AX)TA.
To see this, note

(Y*AX)'Y*AX = (AX)TAX,

as both sides are orthogonal projections on C ((AX)*) = C (Y*AX)*) and multiply the above equation on the left
by (X)™.

Example 7.4. The following example shows that the assumption that Y is of full column rank is necessary.

1 21 1 41
A:232,Y:251].
11 2 3.6 1

Let X = A. Then rank AX = rank A = 3, but rankY = 2, so Y is not of full rank and AX(Y*AX)W*A #+

A(Y*A)Y* A", This also shows that the reduction with fixed Y does not depend solely on the image of C (X) (since
C(X) = C(I)). By symmetry (by conjugation), the reduction with fixed X does not depend solely on the image of
C(Y).

A=1[121; 23 2; 112];

Y =[123; 45¢6; 111]1'; % rank 2
X=A; rank (AxX)-rank (X)

AxX+xpinv (Y'*AxX) — Axpinv(Y'*A) % not zero

Example 7.5. The following example shows that the reduction does not depend on either C (X) and C (Y') or on only
C(X)andC(Y™).

10




A PREPRINT - JUNE 7, 2024

A = rand(3); X = rand(3); G=rand(3); % all invertible

Y=1[123; 456; 111]; % rank 2 then the following are non-zero
norm (A*«X+G+xpinv (Y'xAxX*G) *Y'xA — AxX4pinv (Y'+AxX)xY'*A)

norm (A*G*Xxpinv (Y'«AxG*X) x*Y'*xA — AxXxpinv (Y'*xAxX)*xY'=xA)

norm (A*«X+pinv (Y'«GxAxX) *Y'+GxA — AxX4pinv (Y'+AxX)xY'*A)

A = rand(3); Y = rand(3); G=rand(3); % all invertible
X =[1223; 456; 111]; % rank 2
norm (A*«X+pinv (G'+Y'*xAxX) *G'+Y'+xA — AxXxpinv (Y'*xAxX)*Y'*xA) % non-zero

8 Properties Inherited by Generalized Wedderburn Rank Reduction

In this section, (non)uniqueness of the presentation of a projection is discussed. Then, the properties shared by the
matrix and its generalized Wedderburn rank reduction are listed (Remark[8.3). Finally, for two commuting projections,
their meet and join are expressed in the form

Lemma 8.1. Let A € K™*?, B € K™*9 and C € K™*% D € K™*!. Let S = AA*BB*, T = CC*DD*. Then
A(B*A)*B* = ¢(D*C)"D*
if and only if
C(S)=C(T), N(S)=N(T), orequivalently C(S)=C(T), C(S*)=C(T"),
or SST=TT*Y SYS=T'T.

Proof. Two projections are equal if and only if they have the same range and null space, that is, by Lemma [£.1]
C(AA*B)=C(CC*D), N (A*BB*)=N (C*DD"),
or, since C (B) = C(BB*),C (D) = C (DD*), by taking orthogonal complements
C(AA*BB*)=C(CC*DD*), C(BB*AA*)=C(DD*CCY),
which finishes the proof. o

Remark 8.2. Although any projection can be expressed in the form A(B*A)+B* (Corollary this presentation
is highly non-unique as when C = AU and D = BV for some orthogonal matrices U,V then, by Lemma (the
images and kernels are equal)
A(B*A)*B* = ¢(D*C) D",
Remark 8.3. i) generalized Wedderburn rank reduction of a Hermitian positive semidefinite matrix by X =Y is
Hermitian positive semidefinite. Let A3 be a Hermitian square root of A and let B = Az X. Then

A— AX(X*AX)H(X*A) = A (1 - A%X(X*A%A%X)U(*A%)A% -
= A¥(1- B(B'B)*B") A} = A% (1 - BBY)A*.
ii) generalized Wedderburn rank reduction of a skew—Hermitian matrix by X =Y is a skew—Hermitian matrix.
(a- AX(X*AX)+(X*A))* = AT AX(XTAX)HXAY) = = (A - AX (X AX) X))

iii) generalized Wedderburn rank reduction of a normal matrix by X =Y in general does not need to be a normal

matrix. Let
1 vV3 0 V3 1
A=—| —vV2 V2 V2 |, X=[0].
V6 1 2 -1 1
Then
. -1 -2 1
B=A-AX(X*AX)"(X*A)=— | —v2 V2 V2 |, and [B,B*]#0.
V6 1 2 -1

This example also shows that generalized Wedderburn rank reduction of a nondiagonalizable matrix by X =Y
generally does not need to be a non—diagonalizable matrix.
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iv) Similarly, generalized Wedderburn rank reduction of a real diagonalizable over R matrix by X =Y in general
does not need to be a diagonalizable over R matrix.

v) the generalized Wedderburn rank reduction of a nilpotent matrix by X =Y does not need to be nilpotent, take

01 0 0 1

0 0 1 0 1

A=1lo 00 1| X=|1

0 0 0 O 0

Then
0 1 -1 -1
1{0 -1 1 -1
* +, * _ =
A—AX(X"AX) (XA)—2 0 0 0 E

0 0 0 0

is not nilpotent.

vi) a version of Sherman—Morrison—Woodbury formula for pseudoinverse was proven by Deng in [12], however, it
seems unlikely that a concise formula for a reduction of a reduction exists.

Lemma 8.4. Let P,Q be two commuting projections, that is, PQQ = QP. Then P N Q := PQ and PV Q :=
P + Q — PQ are projections such that

C(P+Q-PQ)=C(P)+C(Q), N(P+Q-PQ)=N(P)NN(Q),
C(PQ)=C(P)NC(Q), N(PQ)=N(P)+N(Q).

Proof. They are simultaneously diagonalisable, consider diagonal matrices. Then the claims are trivial. O

It is therefore reasonable to call P A @ the join and P V () the meet of P and Q).
Theorem 8.5. If projections P, Q) commute, then

PVQ=P+Q—-PQ=S(TS'T,

where
S=P+Q(P+Q)", T=(P+Q (P+Q).
Moreovoer,
PAQ=PQ=S(TS)'T,
for

S=(PQ)PQ)", T=(PQ)(PQ).

In particular, if P,Q are orthogonal projections, then in both cases S =T and
PVQ=(P+Q(P+Q)", PAQ=PQ=(PQ)PQ".
Proof. For the first claim, since C (P 4+ Q) = C (P) + C (Q), as P and @ are postive semidefinite matrices,
C(PVQ)=C(S), N(PVQ)=N(P)NN(Q)=(C(P)+C(Q")) =C(T)".
The rest follows from Lemma[4.6land Corollary 7] For the second, claim note that, by Lemma .11
C(PAQ)=C(S), N(PAQ)=N(P)+N(Q)=(C(P)NC@Q)) =C(T)".
If P, Q are orthogonal then C (P) = C (P*), C(Q) = C (Q*) therefore C (S) =C (T)and S =T. O

Lemma 8.6. If
AB*A)'B* + C(D*C)'D* =1,

then
AA*BB*CC*DD* = CC*DD*AA*BB* = 0.

Proof. The image of one projection is equal to the kernel of the other. The claim follows from the description of the
image and the kernel of a projection in Lemmal[4.2] O

The converse follows when the ranks of B* A and C* D are complementary.

12
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9 Examples

The following code illustrates the usage of the generalized Wedderburn rank reduction formula.

m = 200; n = 30;
p=10; g=17;
r = 20; % rank of A

A = rand(m,r)*rand(r,n); % random m-by-n matrix of rank r
X = sprand(n,p,0.01); Y = sprand(m,q,0.01);

M = Y'xAxX;

P = (AxX)*pinv (M) *Y'; Q = Xxpinv (M) * (Y'=xA);
B = (A*X)*pinv (Y'*«AxX)* (Y'*A);
rank (B) - (rank (A) - rank (M))

Y=Y+rand(qg,2*q); % different Y with the same image
BB = (AxX)xpinv (Y'*AxX)x (Y'*A);
norm (B-BB) % different in general

The code below shows the correctness of Corollary [7.2]

% see for yourself

m = 15; n = 13; r = 7;

A = rand(m,r) = rand(r,n); % random m-by-n matrix of rank r

[U, S, V] = svd(A);

k = randi([1l r-1],1,1); P = randperm(r); % the rank of A will be reduced by k

I = sort(P(l:k)); % choose k random columns

Ul = U(:,I); VI =V (:,1I);

p = randi([1l k],1,1); g = randi([1 k],1,1);

M = rand(k,k+p); N = rand(k,k+q); % two full row rank matrices of k rows and ...
random number of columns

X =VI » M; Y =UI » N; % matrices spanned by columns of V and U

k

svd ( (AxX) xpinv (Y'*xAxX) x (Y'*A))

S_list = diag(S); % vector of singular values

% the generalized Wedderburn reduction of A by X and Y
% 1s the same as the k-rank reduction by SVD
norm( (A*X) *pinv (Y'*xAxX) * (Y'*xA) — UIxS(I,I)*VI'")
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