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The core-EP inverse: A numerical approach for its acute perturbation

Mengmeng Zhou,∗ Jianlong Chen,† Néstor Thome‡

Abstract: This paper studies the concept of stable perturbation B ∈ C
n×n for the

core-EP inverse of a matrix A ∈ C
n×n with index k. For a given stable perturbation B

of A, explicit expressions of its core-EP inverse B †○ and its projection at zero Bπ are
presented. Then, the perturbation bounds of ‖ B †○ − A †○ ‖ / ‖ A †○ ‖ and ‖ Bπ − Aπ ‖
are given provided that B is a stable perturbation of A. In addition, we investigate the
concept of acute perturbation of A. We give a perturbation analysis with respect to core-
EP inverses. We provide a condition under which the acute perturbation coincides with
the stable perturbation for core-EP inverses.
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1 Introduction

The set of all m× n complex matrices will be denoted by C
m×n. For A ∈ C

m×n, the
notations R(A), N(A), rk(A) and A∗ stand for the range space, the null space, the rank
and the conjugate transpose of A, respectively. The identity matrix of an appropriate
order is denoted by I. The symbols ‖ · ‖ and ρ(·) denote the spectral norm and spectral
radius, respectively.

The (unique) matrix A† ∈ C
n×m satisfying the following four equations [21]

AA†A = A, A†AA† = A†, (AA†)∗ = AA†, (A†A)∗ = A†A,

is called the Moore-Penrose inverse of A ∈ C
m×n. The (unique) matrix AD ∈ C

n×n is
called the Drazin inverse of A ∈ C

n×n if it satisfies the following three equations [8]

Ak+1AD = Ak, ADAAD = AD, AAD = ADA, for some integer k.

If A is singular and k is the smallest positive integer such that rk(Ak+1) = rk(Ak) holds,
then k is called the index of A ∈ C

n×n and denoted by ind(A). When ind(A) = 1, the
Drazin inverse is called the group inverse and denoted by A#.

The core-EP inverse of A ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k is the unique matrix A †○ ∈ C

n×n

satisfying the following three equations [10, 17]

A †○Ak+1 = Ak, A(A †○)2 = A †○, (AA †○)∗ = AA †○.
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1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.21419v1


We denote Aπ := I − AA †○. By definition of the core-EP inverse, it is known that
(Aπ)2 = Aπ = (Aπ)∗. That is, Aπ is an orthogonal projector. If k = 1, then the core-EP
inverse is reduced to the core inverse of A and denoted by A#○ [2, 33], i.e., the core inverse
of A ∈ C

n×n with ind(A) = 1 is the unique matrix A#○ ∈ C
n×n satisfying the following

three equations
A#○A2 = A, A(A#○)2 = A#○, (AA#○)∗ = AA#○.

Some publications related to the core-EP inverse are [9, 18–20, 26, 37, 38].
In 1973, Wedin [27] introduced the concept of acute perturbation of the Moore-Penrose

inverse. Let A,E ∈ C
m×n and B = A+ E. The matrix B is an acute perturbation with

respect to the Moore-Penrose inverse if

‖ BB† −AA† ‖< 1 and ‖ B†B −A†A ‖< 1,

in which case, A and B are acute. In 1990, Stewart et al. [24] proved that ‖ BB†−AA† ‖<
1 if and only if

R(A) ∩N(B∗) = {0} and R(B) ∩N(A∗) = {0}.
Many papers have focused on investigating explicit expressions for the Drazin inverse,

providing the related norm upper bounds based on these various formulas and giving the
corresponding error estimations [5, 6, 11, 12, 15, 23, 29–31, 35, 36]. Let A,B ∈ C

n×n with
ind(A) = k and ind(B) = s. Xu et al. [32] defined that B is a stable perturbation of A
with respect to the Drazin inverse if B satisfies the condition (Cs): R(Ak)∩N(Bs) = {0}
and R(Bs)∩N(Ak) = {0}. In [28], Wei introduced the concept of acute perturbation with
respect to the group inverse. That is, B is an acute perturbation of A with respect to the
group inverse if ‖ B−A ‖ is small and the spectral radius ρ(BB#−AA#) < 1. The author
proved that the acute perturbation concept coincides with that of stable perturbation of
the group inverse if condition (C1) holds. Furthermore, Qiao et al. [22] considered the
concept of acute perturbation with respect to the Drazin inverse and oblique projectors
(For more details on spectral projectors and generalized inverses see [1, 3, 7, 25]). They
presented an example to show that the spectral radius is a better choice than the spectral
norm with respect to the Drazin inverse (group inverse). They also proved that B is an
acute perturbation of A if and only if B satisfies the condition (Cs). Perturbation analysis
involving generalized inverses, projections, their applications to the study of linear systems,
and related problems has been studied in the literature from different points of view as
we can see in the following references [4, 34].

Recently, Ma [14] studied optimal perturbation bounds of core inverses. Moreover, Ma
et al. [16] investigated optimal perturbation bounds of core-EP inverses, generalizing the
results in [14]. Ma [13] also pointed out the difficulty involved in investigations on stable or
acute perturbations for weighted core-EP inverses. For that, for a given matrix A ∈ C

m×n,
it is necessary to consider, among other things, the influence of the weighted matrix
W ∈ C

n×m on the index of AW andWA, the conditions under which the weighted core-EP
inverse satisfies a stable perturbation, and the solution to one of its stable perturbations.
Let A,B ∈ C

n×n with ind(A) = k and ind(B) = s. Zhou et al. [39] characterized a class
of matrices related to the core-EP inverse under the condition that:

(Cs,∗) R(Ak) ∩N((Bs)∗) = {0} and R(Bs) ∩N((Ak)∗) = {0}.
2



When the condition (Cs,∗) holds, they proved that I + (LB − A)A †○ is nonsingular and
presented the explicit expression of B †○, where LB = B2B †○. The upper bound of ‖
B †○ −A †○ ‖ / ‖ A †○ ‖ was given under the assumption that (Cs,∗) is satisfied and

max{‖ (LB −A)A †○ ‖, ‖ (A †○)∗(LB −A∗) ‖} <
1

1 +
√

‖ Aπ ‖
.

Motivated by above discussion, we introduce the notion of the stable perturbation
and the acute perturbation with respect to the core-EP inverse (separately) when the
condition (Cs,∗) is satisfied. Then, we investigate the relationship between them.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminary lemmas. In
Section 3, we define the stable perturbation of the core-EP inverse and present equivalent
characterization of the stable perturbation according to the results in [39]. Moreover,
we obtain new expressions for B †○ and Bπ under condition of stable perturbation. In
addition, the upper bounds for ‖ B †○ − A †○ ‖ / ‖ A †○ ‖ and ‖ Bπ − Aπ ‖ are obtained,
respectively. In Section 4, we introduce the acute perturbation for the core-EP inverse.
Then, some characterizations of the acute perturbation are presented. Moreover, sufficient
and necessary conditions for the acute perturbation of the core-EP inverse are derived.
An numerical example is provided to illustrate the validity of the acute perturbation for
the core-EP inverse. In Section 5, we show that the perturbation results in [14, 16] are
acute perturbations.

2 Preliminaries

Let B ∈ C
n×n with ind(B) = s. We write LB := B2B †○. By [9], we have rk(LB) =

rk(Bs). Next, some auxiliary lemmas are given.

Lemma 2.1. [26] (Core-EP decomposition) Let A ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k. Then A can

be uniquely written as A = A1 +A2, where

(i) ind(A1) ≤ 1;

(ii) Ak
2 = 0;

(iii) A∗
1A2 = A2A1 = 0.

Moreover, there exists a unitary matrix U ∈ C
n×n such that

A1 = U

(

T S
0 0

)

U∗, A2 = U

(

0 0
0 N

)

U∗,

where T ∈ C
r×r is nonsingular, N is nilpotent and rk(Ak) = r.

For A ∈ C
n×n being as in Lemma 2.1, it is known [26] that

A †○ = U

(

T−1 0
0 0

)

U∗, Aπ = U

(

0 0
0 I

)

U∗.

Lemma 2.2. [10] Let A ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k. Then the following statements hold:
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(i) AA †○ = Am(A †○)m, for arbitrary positive integer m;

(ii) A †○ = ADAk(Ak)†;

(iii) (A †○) †○ = (A †○)#○ = A2A †○;

(iv) ((A †○) †○) †○ = A †○.

Lemma 2.3. [39] Let B1 ∈ C
m×m be nonsingular and let P ∈ C

m×n and Q ∈ C
n×m

be arbitrary matrices. Then, the matrix W :=

(

B1 B1P
QB1 QB1P

)

∈ C
(m+n)×(m+n) is core

invertible if and only if I + PQ is nonsingular. In this case,

W #○ =

(

((I +Q∗Q)B1(I + PQ))−1 ((I +Q∗Q)B1(I + PQ))−1Q∗

Q((I +Q∗Q)B1(I + PQ))−1 Q((I +Q∗Q)B1(I + PQ))−1Q∗

)

,

WW #○ =

(

(I +Q∗Q)−1 (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

Q(I +Q∗Q)−1 Q(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

)

,

and

W π =

(

I − (I +Q∗Q)−1 −(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

−Q(I +Q∗Q)−1 I −Q(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

)

.

3 Stable perturbation of the core-EP inverse

In this section, let A ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0. For any B ∈ C

n×n with
ind(B) = s, let LB = B2B †○. If B ∈ C

n×n satisfies condition (Cs,∗), by [39, Lemma 3.1],
it is known that I + (A †○)∗(LB −A∗) and I + (LB −A)A †○ are nonsingular.

Firstly, we give the definition and equivalent conditions of the stable perturbation

Definition 3.1. Let A ∈ Cn×n. A matrix B ∈ Cn×n is said to be a stable perturbation of
A with respect to the core-EP inverse (in short, stable perturbation) if I − (Bπ − Aπ)2 is
nonsingular.

Now, we present a characterization of stable perturbations.

Lemma 3.2. Let A ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0. Then the following conditions on

B ∈ C
n×n with ind(B) = s are equivalent:

(i) B is a stable perturbation of A;

(ii) LB is a stable perturbation of A;

(iii) rk(Bs) = rk(Ak) = rk((Ak)∗LBA
k);

(iv) B satisfies condition (Cs,∗);

(v) I + (LB −A)A †○ is nonsingular, Aπ(I + (LB −A)A †○)−1LB = 0;

4



(vi) If A is written as in Lemma 2.1, then LB has the following matrix form:

LB = U

(

B1 B1P
QB1 QB1P

)

U∗,

for some matrices B1, P and Q such that B1 and I + PQ are nonsingular;

(vii) rk(Bs) = rk(Ak), I + (LB −A)A †○ is nonsingular.

Proof. (i) ⇔ (ii) : From Lemma 2.2 and LB = B2B †○, we have LB(LB)
†○ = BB †○. So,

by Definition 3.1, we obtain I − (Bπ − Aπ)2 is nonsingular if and only if I − (Lπ
B −Aπ)2

is nonsingular.
By Definition 3.1 and [39, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2], we know that (i) ⇔ (iii) ⇔

(iv) ⇔ (v) ⇔ (vi) ⇔ (vii).

Remark 3.3. According to the proof of [39, Theorem 4.2], we know that LB depends on
the choice of B and not on the choice of B †○ in Lemma 3.2.

Next, we give characterizations of the core-EP inverse when B is a stable perturbation
of A. We denote

EB = LB −A, FB = LB −A∗, Y = (I + (A †○)∗FB)
−1(A †○)∗FBA

π

and
Z = AπEBA

†○(I +EBA
†○)−1.

Lemma 3.4. Let A ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0. If B ∈ C

n×n is a stable perturbation of
A with ind(B) = s, then I + Y Z is nonsingular.

Proof. Suppose that A is written as in Lemma 2.1. By Lemma 3.2 (i) and (vi), we have

LB = U

(

B1 B1P
QB1 QB1P

)

U∗, for some matrices B1, P and Q such that B1 and I + PQ

are nonsingular. It then follows,

EB = U

(

B1 − T B1P − S
QB1 QB1P −N

)

U∗, FB = U

(

B1 − T ∗ B1P
QB1 − S∗ QB1P −N∗

)

U∗,

I + EBA
†○ = U

(

B1T
−1 0

QB1T
−1 I

)

U∗, I + (A †○)∗FB = U

(

(T−1)∗B1 (T−1)∗B1P
0 I

)

U∗.

By a direct computation, we get that

(I + EBA
†○)−1 = U

(

TB−1
1 0

−Q I

)

U∗, (I + (A †○)∗FB)
−1 = U

(

B−1
1 T ∗ −P
0 I

)

U∗,

Y = (I + (A †○)∗FB)
−1(A †○)∗FBA

π = U

(

0 P
0 0

)

U∗,

Z = AπEBA
†○(I + EBA

†○)−1 = U

(

0 0
Q 0

)

U∗.

Since I +PQ is nonsingular and I + Y Z = U

(

I + PQ 0
0 I

)

U∗, we obtain that I + Y Z is

nonsingular.

5



From the above lemma, we obtain representations of B †○ in terms of A †○ and of Bπ

in terms of Aπ and A †○.

Theorem 3.5. Let A ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0. If B ∈ C

n×n is a stable perturbation
of A with ind(B) = s, then

B †○ = W−1
1 A †○(I + EBA

†○)−1W−1
2 ,

Bπ = W2A
π(I +EBA

†○)−1W−1
2 ,

where W1 = (I+Y Z)(I−Z) with W−1
1 = (I+Z)(I+Y Z)−1 and W2 = (I−Z∗)(I+Z∗Z)

with W−1
2 = (I + Z∗Z)−1(I + Z∗).

Proof. We know that EB = LB − A, FB = LB − A∗, Y = (I + (A †○)∗FB)
−1(A †○)∗FBA

π

and Z = AπEBA
†○(I + EBA

†○)−1. Let A be as in Lemma 2.1. By Lemma 3.2, we have

LB = U

(

B1 B1P
QB1 QB1P

)

U∗, for some matrices B1, P and Q such that B1 and I + PQ

are nonsingular. By the proof of Lemma 3.4, we obtain

W1 = (I + Y Z)(I − Z) = U

(

I + PQ 0
−Q I

)

U∗,

W−1
1 = U

(

(I + PQ)−1 0
Q(I + PQ)−1 I

)

U∗ = (I + Z)(I + Y Z)−1,

W2 = (I − Z∗)(I + Z∗Z) = U

(

I +Q∗Q −Q∗

0 I

)

U∗,

W−1
2 = U

(

(I +Q∗Q)−1 (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 I

)

U∗ = (I + Z∗Z)−1(I + Z∗).

Again, by the proof of Lemma 3.4, Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, we have

W−1
1 A †○(I +EBA

†○)−1W−1
2 = U

(

(I + PQ)−1 0
Q(I + PQ)−1 I

)(

T−1 0
0 0

)(

TB−1
1 0

−Q I

)

×
(

(I +Q∗Q)−1 (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 I

)

U∗ = U

(

(I + PQ)−1 0
Q(I + PQ)−1 I

)

×
(

B−1
1 0
0 0

)(

(I +Q∗Q)−1 (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 I

)

U∗

= U

(

((I +Q∗Q)B1(I + PQ))−1 ((I +Q∗Q)B1(I + PQ))−1Q∗

Q((I +Q∗Q)B1(I + PQ))−1 Q((I +Q∗Q)B1(I + PQ))−1Q∗

)

U∗

= L
#○
B = B †○

and by the proof of Lemma 3.4 we get

W2A
π(I + EBA

†○)−1W−1
2 = U

(

I +Q∗Q −Q∗

0 I

)(

0 0
0 I

)(

TB−1
1 0

−Q I

)

×
(

(I +Q∗Q)−1 (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 I

)

U∗

6



= U

(

Q∗Q −Q∗

−Q I

)(

(I +Q∗Q)−1 (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 I

)

U∗

= U

(

I − (I +Q∗Q)−1 −(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

−Q(I +Q∗Q)−1 I −Q(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

)

U∗

= Lπ
B = Bπ.

Now, we investigate the stable perturbation bounds of the core-EP inverse. In or-
der to simplify results, we again denote EB = LB − A, FB = LB − A∗, Y = (I +
(A †○)∗FB)

−1(A †○)∗FBA
π and Z = AπEBA

†○(I + EBA
†○)−1.

Theorem 3.6. Let A ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0 and let B ∈ C

n×n with ind(B) = s. If
B is a stable perturbation of A, then

‖ B †○ −A †○ ‖
‖ A †○ ‖ ≤ ‖ W−1

1 ‖‖ W−1
2 ‖

‖ A †○ ‖ (‖ G1 ‖ + ‖ A †○ ‖‖ G2 ‖), (3.1)

where G1 = A †○ − (I + Y Z − Z)A †○(I + Z∗Z − Z∗) and G2 = (I + EBA
†○)−1 − I.

Furthermore, if ‖ Z ‖< 1 and ‖ Y Z ‖< 1, then

‖ B †○ −A †○ ‖
‖ A †○ ‖ ≤ 1+ ‖ Z ‖

‖ A †○ ‖ (1− ‖ Z ‖)(1− ‖ Y Z ‖) (‖ G1 ‖ + ‖ A †○ ‖‖ G2 ‖)

≤ 1+ ‖ Z ‖
(1− ‖ Z ‖)(1− ‖ Y Z ‖)(1 + αβ+ ‖ G2 ‖), (3.2)

where α = 1+ ‖ Z ‖ + ‖ Y Z ‖ and β = 1+ ‖ Z ‖ + ‖ Z ‖2 .

Proof. By the proof of Lemma 3.4, we know that Z2 = 0. Then W1 = I + Y Z − Z and
W2 = I + Z∗Z − Z∗. So, we have

W−1
1 A †○W−1

2 −A †○ = W−1
1 (A †○ −W1A

†○W2)W
−1
2

= W−1
1 (A †○ − (I + Y Z − Z)A †○(I + Z∗Z − Z∗))W−1

2 ,

and

B †○ −W−1
1 A †○W−1

2 = W−1
1 A †○((I + EBA

†○)−1 − I)W−1
2 .

Denoting

G1 = A †○ − (I + Y Z − Z)A †○(I + Z∗Z − Z∗)

and

G2 = (I + EBA
†○)−1 − I,

we get

B †○ −A †○ = W−1
1 A †○W−1

2 +W−1
1 A †○G2W

−1
2 +W−1

1 G1W
−1
2 −W−1

1 A †○W−1
2

= W−1
1 (G1 +A †○G2)W

−1
2 .

7



Thus,
‖ B †○ −A †○ ‖

‖ A †○ ‖ ≤ ‖ W−1
1 ‖‖ W−1

2 ‖
‖ A †○ ‖ (‖ G1 ‖ + ‖ A †○ ‖‖ G2 ‖).

If ‖ Z ‖< 1 and‖ Y Z ‖< 1, then

‖ W1 ‖≤ 1+ ‖ Y Z ‖ + ‖ Z ‖, ‖ W2 ‖≤ 1+ ‖ Z ‖ + ‖ Z ‖2,

‖ W−1
1 ‖≤ 1+ ‖ Z ‖

1− ‖ Y Z ‖ , ‖ W−1
2 ‖≤ 1+ ‖ Z ‖

1− ‖ Z ‖2 =
1

1− ‖ Z ‖ .

Setting α := 1+ ‖ Y Z ‖ + ‖ Z ‖ and β := 1+ ‖ Z ‖ + ‖ Z ‖2, we obtain

‖ G1 ‖≤‖ A †○ ‖ + ‖ A †○ ‖‖ W1 ‖‖ W2 ‖≤ (1 + αβ) ‖ A †○ ‖ .

By substitution and simplification of inequality (3.1), we obtain inequality (3.2).

Theorem 3.7. Let A ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0 and let B ∈ C

n×n with ind(B) = s. If
B is a stable perturbation of A and ‖ Z ‖< 1, then

‖ Bπ −Aπ ‖≤ 2 ‖ Z ‖
1− ‖ Z ‖ .

Proof. We know that EB = LB − A and Z = AπEBA
†○(I + EBA

†○)−1. Since AπZ∗ = 0,
Z∗Aπ = Z∗ and (I + Z∗Z)Aπ = Aπ = Aπ(I + Z∗Z)−1, we have

W2A
πW−1

2 −Aπ = (I − Z∗)(I + Z∗Z)Aπ(I + Z∗Z)−1(I + Z∗)−Aπ

= (I − Z∗)Aπ(I + Z∗)−Aπ

= (I − Z∗)Aπ −Aπ = −Z∗.

By the proof of Lemma 3.4, it is easy to check that Aπ(I + EBA
†○)−1 −Aπ = −Z. Using

that AπG2 = −Z, we obtain

Bπ −Aπ = W2A
π(I + EBA

†○)−1W−1
2 − Z∗ −W2A

πW−1
2

= −Z∗ − (I − Z∗)Z(I + Z∗Z)−1(I + Z∗).

Since ‖ Z ‖< 1, we have

‖ Bπ −Aπ ‖≤‖ Z ‖ +
‖ Z ‖ (1+ ‖ Z ‖)

1− ‖ Z ‖ =
2 ‖ Z ‖
1− ‖ Z ‖ .

Remark 3.8. Let B be a stable perturbation of A. Then the following two statements
hold:

(i) If ‖ EBA
†○ ‖ + ‖ AπEBA

†○ ‖< 1, then ‖ Z ‖< 1;

(ii) If max{‖ EBA
†○ ‖, ‖ (A †○)∗FB ‖} < 1

1+
√

‖Aπ‖
, then ‖ Y Z ‖< 1.

In fact, by the expressions of Y and Z, we have

‖ Z ‖≤ ‖ AπEBA
†○ ‖

1− ‖ EBA †○ ‖ < 1,

‖ Y Z ‖≤ ‖ (A †○)∗FB ‖‖ AπEBA
†○ ‖

(1− ‖ (A †○)∗FB ‖)(1− ‖ EBA †○ ‖) <
‖ Aπ ‖ ( 1

1+
√

‖Aπ‖
)2

(1− 1

1+
√

‖Aπ‖
)2

= 1.
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4 Acute perturbation of the core-EP inverse

In this section, we investigate the acute perturbation of the core-EP inverse.
Firstly, we present the definition of acute perturbation.

Definition 4.1. Let A ∈ C
n×n. A matrix B ∈ Cn×n is called an acute perturbation

related to the core-EP inverse (or in short, acute perturbation) if ‖ EB ‖ is small and the
spectral radius ρ(Bπ −Aπ) < 1.

Now, we give an upper bound for the spectral radius ρ(Bπ−Aπ). In order to simplify
results, we again denote EB = LB −A and Z = AπEBA

†○(I + EBA
†○)−1.

Theorem 4.2. Let A,B ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0, ind(B) = s and rk(Ak) = rk(Bs).

If the perturbation EB satisfies ‖ EBA
†○ ‖< 1

1+
√

2‖Aπ‖
, then the following conditions hold:

(i) ρ(Z∗Z) < 1
2 ;

(ii) ρ(BB †○(I −AA †○)) = ρ(AA †○(I −BB †○)) ≤ ρ(Z∗Z)
1−ρ(Z∗Z) ;

(iii) (ρ(Bπ −Aπ))2 = ρ(AA †○(I −BB †○)) = ρ((Bπ −Aπ)2) < 1;

(iv) I −BB †○Aπ, I −AA †○Bπ, I − (Bπ −Aπ) and I − (Bπ −Aπ)2 are nonsingular.

Proof. Let A be as in Lemma 2.1. Since ρ(EBA
†○) 6‖ EBA

†○ ‖< 1

1+
√

2‖Aπ‖
< 1, we

obtain that −1 is not an eigenvalue of EBA
†○. Therefore, 0 is not an eigenvalue of

I + EBA
†○, that is I + EBA

†○ is nonsingular. Combining rk(Ak) = rk(Bs), by Lemma

3.2 (vi) and (vii), it is easy to obtain LB = U

(

B1 B1P
QB1 QB1P

)

U∗, for some matrices B1,

P and Q such that B1 and I + PQ are nonsingular.
(i) : Since ‖ EBA

†○ ‖< 1

1+
√

2‖Aπ‖
, we have

ρ(Z∗Z) ≤ ‖ Z∗Z ‖≤
( ‖ EBA

†○ ‖
1− ‖ EBA †○ ‖

)( ‖ AπEBA
†○ ‖

1− ‖ EBA †○ ‖

)

≤ ‖ Aπ ‖ (‖ EBA
†○ ‖)2

(1− ‖ EBA †○ ‖)2

=
‖ Aπ ‖

( 1
‖EBA †○‖

− 1)2

<
‖ Aπ ‖

(1 +
√

2 ‖ Aπ ‖ − 1)2
=

1

2
.

(ii) : By Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, we know that

BB †○ = LBL
#○
B = U

(

(I +Q∗Q)−1 (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

Q(I +Q∗Q)−1 Q(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

)

U∗

= U

(

I 0
Q I

)(

I (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 0

)(

I 0
−Q I

)

U∗.
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Then

BB †○(I −AA †○) = LBL
#○
B (I −AA †○) = U

(

I 0
Q I

)

×
(

I (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 0

)(

I 0
−Q I

)(

0 0
0 I

)(

I 0
Q I

)(

I 0
−Q I

)

U∗

= U

(

I 0
Q I

)(

(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗Q (I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 0

)(

I 0
−Q I

)

U∗,

AA †○(I −BB †○) = U

(

I 0
0 0

)(

I 0
Q I

)(

0 −(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 I

)(

I 0
−Q I

)

U∗

= U

(

I 0
Q I

)(

I 0
−Q I

)(

I 0
0 0

)(

I 0
Q I

)(

0 −(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 I

)(

I 0
−Q I

)

U∗

= U

(

I 0
Q I

)(

0 −(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 Q(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

)(

I 0
−Q I

)

U∗.

By a direct computation, we obtain

ρ(BB †○(I −AA †○)) = ρ((I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗Q) = ρ(Q(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗)

= ρ(AA †○(I −BB †○)) = ρ((I + Z∗Z)−1Z∗Z)

≤ ρ((I + Z∗Z)−1)ρ(Z∗Z) ≤ ρ(Z∗Z)

1− ρ(Z∗Z)
< 1, by condition (i).

(iii) : By Lemma 2.3, we have

Bπ −Aπ = U

(

I 0
Q I

)(

0 −(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

0 I

)(

I 0
−Q I

)

U∗ − U

(

0 0
0 I

)

U∗

= U

(

I 0
Q I

)(

0 −(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

−Q 0

)(

I 0
−Q I

)

U∗,

(Bπ −Aπ)2 = U

(

I 0
Q I

)(

(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗Q 0
0 Q(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗

)(

I 0
−Q I

)

U∗.

Since ρ((I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗Q) = ρ(Q(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗), by conditions (i) and (ii), we get that

(ρ(Bπ −Aπ))2 = ρ((Bπ −Aπ)2) = ρ(Q(I +Q∗Q)−1Q∗)

= ρ(AA †○(I −BB †○)) < 1.

(iv) : It is clear by conditions (i), (ii) and (iii).

From Definition 4.1 and Theorem 4.2, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.3. Let A,B ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0 and ind(B) = s. If rk(Ak) =

rk(Bs) and ‖ EBA
†○ ‖< 1

1+
√

2‖Aπ‖
, then B is an acute perturbation of A.
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Remark 4.4. Since Aπ and Bπ are orthogonal projectors, we have

‖ Bπ −Aπ ‖= (ρ((Bπ −Aπ)∗(Bπ −Aπ)))
1
2 = (ρ((Bπ −Aπ)2))

1
2 = ρ(Bπ −Aπ).

Now, we present sufficient and necessary conditions for acute perturbation related to
the core-EP inverse by using the results obtained for the stable perturbation about the
core-EP inverse in Lemma 3.2.

Theorem 4.5. Let A,B ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0 and ind(B) = s. Then the following

conditions are equivalent:

(i) B is an acute perturbation of A with respect to the core-EP inverse;

(ii) B satisfies condition (Cs,∗);

(iii) B is a stable perturbation of A with respect to the core-EP inverse;

(iv) rk(Ak) = rk(Bs) = rk((Ak)∗LBA
k).

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, it is easy to know that (ii) ⇔ (iii) ⇔ (iv).

(i) ⇒ (ii) : Suppose that B is an acute perturbation of A with respect to the core-EP
inverse. By Definition 4.1, we have ρ(Bπ − Aπ) < 1. If R(Bs) ∩ N((Ak)∗) 6= {0}, then
there exists a nonzero vector (see [9]) x ∈ C

n such that

BB †○x = x, AA †○x = 0.

That is, (BB †○ −AA †○)x = x. Hence ρ(Bπ −Aπ) = ρ(BB †○ −AA †○) ≥ 1. This produces
a contradiction. Thus R(Bs)∩N((Ak)∗) = {0}. Similarly, we obtain R(Ak)∩N((Bs)∗) =
{0}.

(iv) ⇒ (i) : Suppose that ‖ EB ‖=‖ LB − A ‖ is small such that ‖ EBA
†○ ‖<

1

1+
√

2‖Aπ‖
. Since rk(Ak) = rk(Bs) = rk((Ak)∗LBA

k), by Theorem 4.2, we obtain ρ(Bπ −
Aπ) < 1.

Remark 4.6. If B is not an acute perturbation of A with respect to the core-EP inverse
and rk(Ak) < rk(Bs), then ρ(Bπ − Aπ) =‖ Bπ − Aπ ‖≥ 1. In fact, since C

n = R(Ak) ⊕
N((Ak)∗) and rk(Ak) < rk(Bs), we have R(Bs) ∩N((Ak)∗) 6= {0}. There exists nonzero
x ∈ C

n such that

BB †○x = x, AA †○x = 0.

Assuming, without loss of generality, ‖ x ‖= 1, we arrive at

1 =‖ x ‖=‖ (BB †○ −AA †○)x ‖≤‖ BB †○ −AA †○ ‖=‖ Bπ −Aπ ‖ .

By Remark 4.4. we have ρ(Bπ −Aπ) =‖ Bπ −Aπ ‖≥ 1.

Finally, we give an example to check properties of acute perturbation obtained in
Theorem 4.2.
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Example 4.7. [39, Example 5.5] Let A =









1 2 1
10

1
10

2 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0









with ind(A) = 2. Then

A †○ =









−1
3

2
3 0 0

2
3 −1

3 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









. Set B ∈ C
4×4 with ind(B) = s, where 0 < s < 4. By the

equivalence of condition (i) and condition (vi) in Lemma 3.2, we set B1 =

(

1 2
2 1

)

,

P =

(

1
10

1
10

0 0

)

and Q =

(

1
5 0
1
10 0

)

. By using MATLAB, we obtain

LB =









1 2 1
10

1
10

2 1 1
5

1
5

1
5

2
5

1
50

1
50

1
10

1
5

1
100

1
100









, B †○ = L
#○
B =









− 409
1327

200
309 − 400

6489 − 200
6489

40
63 −1

3
8
63

4
63

− 400
6489

40
309 − 80

6489 − 40
6489

− 200
6489

20
309 − 40

6489 − 20
6489









,

Aπ =









0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1









, Bπ =









1
21 0 − 4

21 − 2
21

0 0 0 0
− 4

21 0 101
105 − 2

105
− 2

21 0 − 2
105

104
105









,

EB = LB −A =









0 0 0 0
0 0 1

5
1
5

1
5

2
5

1
50 −49

50
1
10

1
5

1
100

1
100









, FB = LB −A∗ =









0 0 1
10

1
10

0 0 1
5

1
5

1
10

2
5

1
50

1
50

0 1
5 − 99

100
1

100









.

In this case, we have rk(A2) = 2 = rk(LB) = rk(Bs), ‖ EBA
†○ ‖= 646

2889 < 1 and
1

1+
√

2‖Aπ‖
= 408

985 . Then ‖ EBA
†○ ‖< 1

1+
√

2‖Aπ‖
. By Theorem 4.2, we compute ρ(Z∗Z) =

1
20 < 1

2 , ρ(BB †○(I − AA †○)) = 1
21 = ρ(AA †○(I − BB †○)) < 1

20 , ρ(Bπ − Aπ) = 769
3524 ,

(ρ(Bπ −Aπ))2 = 1
21 = ρ((Bπ −Aπ)2) < 1

20 .

5 Applications

In [14], Ma studied optimal perturbation bounds for the core inverse. In [16], Ma et al.
investigated optimal perturbation bounds for core-EP inverses. The conditions required
to calculate optimal perturbation bounds for generalized inverses are relatively simple in
our case. In fact, it is a special case of the acute (or stable) perturbation.

According to [16, Theorem 5.1], we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let A,B ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = k > 0 and ind(B) = s. Denoting

EB = LB −A. If EB satisfies AA †○EB = EB and ‖ EBA
†○ ‖< 1, then

B †○ = A †○(I + EBA
†○)−1 and BB †○ = AA †○.

Moreover, B is an acute perturbation with respect to the core-EP inverse of A and B is a
stable perturbation with respect to the core-EP inverse of A.
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Proof. Similar to the proof of [16, Theorem 5.1], it is easy to check that rk(Ak) = rk(LB) =
rk(Bs) and ρ(Bπ − Aπ) = ρ(BB †○ − AA †○) = 0. So, B satisfies condition (Cs,∗). By
Theorem 4.5, we get that B is an acute perturbation of A and B is a stable perturbation
of A.

In particular, we have the following corollaries when ind(A) = 1.

Corollary 5.2. Let A,B ∈ C
n×n with ind(A) = 1 and ind(B) = s. Denoting EB =

LB −A. If EB satisfies AA#○EB = EB and ‖ EBA
#○ ‖< 1, then

B #○ = A#○(I + EBA
#○)−1 and BB #○ = AA#○.

Moreover, B is an acute perturbation with respect to the core inverse of A and B is a
stable perturbation with respect to the core inverse of A.

Remark 5.3. If we change EB = LB − A, AA †○EB = EB and ‖ EBA
†○ ‖< 1 to FB =

LB −A∗, AA †○FB = FB and ‖ (A †○)∗FB ‖< 1 in conditions of Theorem 5.1, respectively,
then we have

B †○ = (I + (A †○)∗FB)
−1(A †○)∗ and BB †○ = AA †○.

Moreover, B is an acute perturbation with respect to the core-EP inverse of A.
This is the dual case of Theorem 5.1.
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