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The core-EP inverse: A numerical approach for its acute perturbation
Mengmeng ZhouE Jianlong Chenﬁl Néstor Thom

Abstract: This paper studies the concept of stable perturbation B € C"*" for the
core-EP inverse of a matrix A € C"*" with index k. For a given stable perturbation B
of A, explicit expressions of its core-EP inverse B® and its projection at zero B™ are
presented. Then, the perturbation bounds of | BO — AD || /|| AD || and || B™ — A ||
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 x n complex matrices will be denoted by C™*". For A € C"™*", 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 p(:) denote the spectral norm and spectral
radius, respectively.

The (unique) matrix AT € C?*™ satisfying the following four equations ]

AATA= A, ATAAT = AT, (AAT)* = AAT, (ATA)* = ATA,

is called the Moore-Penrose inverse of A € C™*". The (unique) matrix AP € C™™" is
called the Drazin inverse of A € C™*" if it satisfies the following three equations B]

AFFIAD — Ak AP AADP = AP AAP = AP A, for some integer k.

If A is singular and k is the smallest positive integer such that rk(A**1) = rk(A*) holds,
then k is called the index of A € C™*" 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"*" with ind(A) = k is the unique matrix AD e C"*"
satisfying the following three equations m, @]

AD AR = Ak A(AD)? = AD, (4AD)* = 44D,
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We denote A™ := I — AAD®. By definition of the core-EP inverse, it is known that
(A™)2 = A™ = (A™)*. That is, A™ is an orthogonal projector. If k& = 1, then the core-EP
inverse is reduced to the core inverse of A and denoted by A® E, @], i.e., the core inverse
of A € C™" with ind(A) = 1 is the unique matrix A® ¢ C"*" satisfying the following
three equations

ADA? = A, A(ADP)?2 = AD | (AAD)* = AAD,
Some publications related to the core-EP inverse are ﬂg, @, , @, @]

In 1973, Wedin ﬂﬂ] introduced the concept of acute perturbation of the Moore-Penrose
inverse. Let A;E € C™" and B = A+ E. The matrix B is an acute perturbation with
respect to the Moore-Penrose inverse if

| BB — AAT ||<1and | BIB—ATA|<1,

in which case, A and B are acute. In 1990, Stewart et al. ﬂﬂ] proved that || BBT— AA' || <
1 if and only if
R(A)N N(B*) = {0} and R(B) N 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 ﬂﬂ, , , , , , @, @, @] Let A, B € C™*" with
ind(A) = k and ind(B) = s. Xu et al. ﬂﬁ] defined that B is a stable perturbation of A
with respect to the Drazin inverse if B satisfies the condition (Cy): R(A*) N N(B*) = {0}
and R(B*)NN(A*) = {0}. In @], 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 p(BB# — AA#) < 1. The author
proved that the acute perturbation concept coincides with that of stable perturbation of
the group inverse if condition (C;) 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 @, E,CE, é]) 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 M, @]

Recently, Ma ﬂﬂ] studied optimal perturbation bounds of core inverses. Moreover, Ma
et al. | investigated optimal perturbation bounds of core-EP inverses, generalizing the
results in ﬂﬂ] Ma ] 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™*"™,
it is necessary to consider, among other things, the influence of the weighted matrix
W € C™*" on the index of AW and W A, 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™*" with ind(A) = k and ind(B) = s. Zhou et al. @] characterized a class
of matrices related to the core-EP inverse under the condition that:

(C) R(A*) N N((B®)) = {0} and R(B*) N N((4")") = {0}.
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When the condition (Cj ) holds, they proved that I + (Lp — A)AD is nonsingular and
presented the explicit expression of BO, where Ly = B2B®. The upper bound of I
BO — AD || / || AD || was given under the assumption that (Cj ) is satisfied and
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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 (Cj ) 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 @] Moreover,
we obtain new expressions for B® and B™ under condition of stable perturbation. In
addition, the upper bounds for | BO® — AD || / || AD || and || B™ — A™ || 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 ﬂﬂ, ] are
acute perturbations.

max{|| (Lp — A)AD ||, || (AD)*(Lp - 4%) ||} <

2 Preliminaries

Let B € C*" with ind(B) = s. We write Ly := B2BD. By ﬂﬂ], we have rk(Lpg) =
rk(B?®). Next, some auxiliary lemmas are given.

Lemma 2.1. HE] (Core-EP decomposition) Let A € C"*™ with ind(A) = k. Then A can
be uniquely written as A = A1 + As, where

(i) ind(4;) < 1;
(i) A5 =0;
(iii) AfAy = AyA; = 0.

Moreover, there exists a unitary matrix U € C™*" such that

T S\,. (0 0\, .
weu (T Yo () D)o

where T € C™" is nonsingular, N is nilpotent and rk(A*) = r.

For A € C™*™ being as in Lemma 2.1] it is known @] that

-1
S (T8 0N e gm0 0,
A U(O 0>U,A U<0[U.

Lemma 2.2. @] Let A € C"*™ with ind(A) = k. Then the following statements hold:



(i) AAD = A (ADY™  for arbitrary positive integer m;
(i) AD = AP Ak(AF)T;

(ili) (AD)D = (AD)® = A240;

(iv)

Lemma 2.3. @] Let By € C™™ be nonsingular and let P € C™*" and ) € C™*™

By BP (m+n)x(m+n)
0B, QBlP> eC s core
wnwertible if and only if I + PQ is nonsingular. In this case,

W ( (I +QQ)Bi(I+PQ)~" (I +QQ)Bi(I +PQ)~'Q" >
QU +Q*Q)Bi(I+PQ))™" QI +Q*Q)Bi(I +PQ))~'Q*

(AD)D)D = AD.

be arbitrary matrices. Then, the matrix W = (

o _ (1+QQ! <I+Q*Q>—1Q*>
ww (Q(I+Q*Q)‘1 QU +Q*Q)'Q*

and

— ( ~(+QQ7 ~(+QQ7Q" )
“QUAQQ)T T-QU+QQ7'Q)

3 Stable perturbation of the core-EP inverse

In this section, let A € C™" with ind(A) = k£ > 0. For any B € C™*" with
ind(B) = s, let Ly = B2BD. If B € C"*" satisfies condition (Cj.), by @ Lemma 3.1],
it is known that I + (AD)*(Lp — A*) and I + (Lp — A)AD are nonsmgular

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

Definition 3.1. Let A € C"*"™. A matriz B € C"*" is said to be a stable perturbation of
A with respect to the core-EP inverse (in short, stable perturbation) if I — (B™ — A™)?
nonsingular.

Now, we present a characterization of stable perturbations.

Lemma 3.2. Let A € C™" with ind(A) = k > 0. Then the following conditions on
B € C™™ with ind(B) = s are equivalent:

(i) B is a stable perturbation of A;
(ii) Lp is a stable perturbation of A;

)
)
(ii)) tk(B*) = rk(A*) = rk((A*)*"LpA*);
(iv) B satisfies condition (Cs.);

)

(v) I+ (Lp — A)AD is nonsingular, A™(I + (Lp — A)AD)~'Lp =0;
4



(vi) If A is written as in Lemmal21], then Lp has the following matriz form:

B, B.P > -
QB QBP ’

for some matrices By, P and @ such that By and I + PQ are nonsingular;

Lo =v

(vii) rk(B®) = rk(A*), I+ (Lp — A)AD is nonsingular.

Proof. (i) < (ii) : From Lemma 232 and Ly = B2B®, we have Lp(Lp)® = BBD. So,
by Definition BI], we obtain I — (B™ — A™)? is nonsingular if and only if I — (L, — A™)?
is nonsingular.

By Definition 1] and @, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2], we know that (i) < (iii) <
(iv) & (v) & (vi) & (vil). O

Remark 3.3. According to the proof of l@, Theorem 4.2/, we know that Lp depends on
the choice of B and not on the choice of BY in Lemma 32

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

Ep=Lg— A, Fg=Lg— A", Y = ([—F(A@)*FB)_l(A@)*FBAW

and
7 = ATEgAD(I + Eg AD)~ 1.

Lemma 3.4. Let A € C"*"™ with ind(A) = k > 0. If B € C"*"™ 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 2Jl By Lemma (i) and (vi), we have
Lp=U ( B BiP > U*, for some matrices By, P and () such that B; and I + PQ

QB1 QBP
are nonsingular. It then follows,
- Bi-T BP-S . - By —T* BP N
EB_U( QB QBlP—N> v FB_U(QBl—S* QBP — N* v,

—1 —1\* —1\*
@ _ BT 0) Oy, _ g (T By (T7)"BiP .
I+ EpA U<QBlT‘1 Do, 1+ @a®@yr=v (Y ) U,

By a direct computation, we get that

(I+EpA®)™ =U <Til? ?) U*, (I + (ADy Fp)t = U <310T —IP> o

Y = (I + (AD)* Fp) (ADY* FpaA™ = U (8 §> U*,
Q 0

I+PQ 0
0o I

7 = A"EgAD(I + EgA®)' — U <0 0) U,

Since I + P( is nonsingular and I + Y Z = U < > U*, we obtain that I +Y Z is

nonsingular.
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From the above lemma, we obtain representations of B® in terms of A® and of B™
in terms of A™ and A®.

Theorem 3.5. Let A € C"*" with ind(A) =k > 0. If B € C"*" is a stable perturbation
of A with ind(B) = s, then

BY =wtAD(I + EgAD)tw L

B™ = Wy A™(I + EgAD)~tw; L,

where Wy = (I+Y Z)(I - Z) with Wit = (I+ Z)(I+Y Z)™" and Wo = (I — Z*)(I + Z*Z)
with Wyt = (I + Z2*Z)~\(I + Z*).

Proof. We know that Ep = L — A, Fg = L — A*, Y = (I + (ADQ)* Fg) 1 (AD)*Fg A™
and Z = A"EgAD(I + EgAD)~!. Let A be as in Lemma 211 By Lemma B2, we have
Lp=U (QBé1 QBI;fDP> U*, for some matrices By, P and () such that B; and I + PQ
are nonsingular. By the proof of Lemma [34] we obtain

Wi=(I+YZ)I-2)=U <Ith ?) U,

o (I+PQ)"t 0
Wit =U (Q(I L PO I

Wo=(I-2I+2*2)=U (I Q@ _Q*> U,

> U'=I+2)I+Y2)™"

0 I
* —1 * —1,yx*
Wy'l=U <(I+% Q) (I+QIQ) © > Us=(I+22)"' I+ 2%).
Again, by the proof of Lemma 3.4, Lemma and Lemma 23] we have

WL AD(I + EgAD) 1wy = U( (I +PQ)~ 0) <T‘1 0) (TBfl 0)

QU +PQ)™ I 0 0 -Q I
I+QQ)" (I+QQ7'Q" pu _,y( U+PQT 0
X( 0 I )U _U<Q(I+PQ)—1 I>X
(Bfl 0) <<I+Q*Q>—1 (I+Q*Q)‘1Q*>U
0 0 0 I

_u ( (I +Q QBT +PQ)™ (I +QQ)Bi(I + PQ))"'Q" ) o
QU+ Q)BT+ PQ)™ QU +Q QB +PQ))7'Q"
- LCB@ — B®

and by the proof of Lemma [3.4] we get

W2A7T(I+EBA®)—1W2—1 - U <I+Q*Q _Q*) <O 0> <TB1_1 0>

0 I J\o 1)\ —@ I
((I+Q*Q)‘1 (I+Q*Q)‘1Q*>U
0 I
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- I

- U<I < *Q) (I+Q Q'@ >U*
—QU+QQ™ I-QU+Q Q'

= L =B"

0

Now, we investigate the stable perturbation bounds of the core-EP inverse. In or-
der to simplify results, we again denote Ep = Lp — A, Fg = Lp — A", Y = (I +
(ADY* Fp) 1 (AD)*FgA™ and Z = A"Eg AD(I + Eg AD)~1

Theorem 3.6. Let A € C"*" with ind(A) =k > 0 and let B € C"*" with ind(B) = s. If
B is a stable perturbation of A, then

I BY - AD | _ [ wit | wy |

B Gill + 1 A9 |||l G I, 3.1
TA0] o G+ 149 G2 1) (3.1)

where Gy = AQ — (I +YZ — Z2)AD(I + 2*Z — Z*) and Gy = (I + EgAD)~1 — 1.
Furthermore, if || Z ||[< 1 and | YZ ||< 1, then

| BY - AP _ 2]
I AD || T AV A=z Iha-[YZ)

1) 7
= Gorzna- vzt tert e (52)

(I G1 I+ 1 APl G2 1)

where a =1+ | Z ||+ || YZ | and B=14+ || Z | + || Z || .

Proof. By the proof of Lemma [3.4], we know that Z? = 0. Then W, = I +YZ — Z and
Wo =1+ 2*7Z — Z*. So, we have

W AOW, ! — 4D = W (AD — w AW
= W ADQ — (1 +YZ - 2)AD(I + 2° 7 — 7*)Wy L,

and
BO — w1 AOW 1 = Wit AD((1 + EpAD)~! — WL,
Denoting
CL=AD —(I+YZ-2)ADU + 2" 2 — z*)
and
Gy = (I+ EgAD)~1 T,
we get

BO - AD — wAOWS ! 4 Wt ADQG W+ w e Wy — i AOW
= WYG + ADGy) Wy
7



Thus,
I BO —AD | _ Wt il wy |

(I Gl + 11 AD I Gz -

AD ] ~ | AD ]
If | Z |<1and| YZ |< 1, then
WS+ YZ |+ Z], [Wal<1+Z 1+ 2|7
- 1+ Z e 2 1
Wit s —==5 W' < = -
! 1-[[YZ || ? -z 1-]Z|

Setting o :=1+ | YZ ||+ || Z || and B:= 1+ || Z || + || Z ||?, we obtain
I Gu I AD ||+ || AD || Wy [[[| W2 [|< (1 +aB) | AD |
By substitution and simplification of inequality (3.]), we obtain inequality (3.2). O
Theorem 3.7. Let A € C"*" with ind(A) =k > 0 and let B € C™*" with ind(B) = s. If
B is a stable perturbation of A and || Z ||< 1, then
221l
= Z]
Proof. We know that Eg = Ly — A and Z = A”EBA®(I + EBA®)_1. Since A™Z* = 0,
Z*A™ = Z* and (I + Z*Z)A™ = A™ = A™(I + Z*Z)~!, we have
WoA™ Wyt —A™ = (I-ZI+Z*2)A"(I1+Z*Z) (I + Z*) — A"
= (I-ZYA"(I+Z")—- A"
= (I-ZYA" - A" =-Z".
By the proof of Lemma [34] it is easy to check that A™(I + EgAD)~! — A™ = —Z. Using
that A™Gy = —Z, we obtain
BT — A" = WoA™(I + EgAD) Wyt — 7% — W A"W, !
= 7" (I-2zZ"2Z(I+2*2)" I+ 2.

| BT — AT [[<

Since || Z ||< 1, we have

1210+l 21) _ 20121
I BT =A™ <[ Z || + = -
1=z =2

O

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

(i) If | EgAQ || + || A"EgAQ ||< 1, then || Z ||< 1;
(ii) If max{|| EgAD |, | (AD)*Fp ||} < 7=, then | YZ ||< 1.

VAT
In fact, by the expressions of Y and Z, we have
| ATEgAQ@ |
Z||< ———mr <1,
12137 pa0
* ™ Aﬂ— 1 )2
1Yz < —1 (AD)Fp ||| ATEAD || _ A" ) _.
= 0= [(AD)yFs - [EAD ) = (1- —L )2

L/ [lA7 |
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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™™"™. A matrix B € C™*" is called an acute perturbation
related to the core-EP inverse (or in short, acute perturbation) if || Ep || is small and the
spectral radius p(B™ — A™) < 1.

Now, we give an upper bound for the spectral radius p(B™ — A™). In order to simplify
results, we again denote Eg = Lg — A and Z = A”EBACD(I + EBA®)_1.

Theorem 4.2. Let A, B € C™" with ind(A) = k > 0, ind(B) = s and rk(A*) = 1k(B?).

If the perturbation Ep satisfies || EpA® ||< m’ then the following conditions hold:

() p(Z*2) < 3
(ii) p(BBO(I — AAD)) = p(AAD(I - BBD)) < (222,
(i) (p(BT — A™))? = p(AAO(I — BEO)) = p((BT — A™2) < 1;
(iv) I —BBOA™ [ — AADB™ [ — (B™ — A™) and I — (B™ — A™)? are nonsingular.

Proof. Let A be as in Lemma 21 Since p(EpAQ®) <|| EgAD |< #”Aﬂ” <1, we

obtain that —1 is not an eigenvalue of EgA®. Therefore, 0 is not an eigenvalue of
I+ EpA®@, that is I + EgAD is nonsingular. Combining rk(A*) = rk(B*), by Lemma
3.2] (vi) and (vii), it is easy to obtain Ly = U < QBl;l QBI;fDP> U*, for some matrices By,
P and @ such that By and I + PQ are nonsingular.

(i) : Since || EpAQ@ |< - , we have

1
++/2[1A7]]

| EgAQ || ) (ll A"EpAD ||>
1— || EpAD || ) \1— || EgAQD ||
| A" || (| EBAD |))?
~ (- || EpAQ ||)?
| A™ ||
(TEzamy — 1
| A™ || 1

(IL+ 2 A7 [—1)2 2

(ii) : By Lemma 22l and Lemma 23] we know that

I+QQ~ (I+QQ~'Q > U+
QU+Q Q)™ QU+Q*Q)'Q*

- U@ g) (é <I+Q*OQ>—1@*> (_IQ g) e
9

W7°7) < |77 Hé(

BB® = LBL%?:U(



Then

BBO( — AAD) = Lu1@(1 - AAD)=U (é ?)

67 D66 D (% o
- U(é g) <(I+Q Ve 1+ ) (_IQ ?> o

(T O\ (I 0\ [0 —(I+QQ)'Q
AA®(I—BB®)—U<O 0> (Q 1) <0 ;

_u(L o I 0\ /I 0\/I 0\/0 —(I+Q*Q)~'Q*
o\ 1)\~ 1)\0 0oJ\@ 1)\0o I
o (50O reanay (1 e
S \Q I)\0 QU+ Q)Q)\-Q 1)

By a direct computation, we obtain

p(BBO(I — AAD)) = p((I +Q*Q)'Q*Q) = p(QU + Q*Q)'Q")
p(AAD(I — BBOY)) = p((I + 2*2)' 2" 2)
< p(Z*7)

< o((I+22) Yp(Z*7) =) (2°7)

< 1, by condition (i).

(iii) : By Lemma 23] we have

T oam I 0\ (0 —(I+QQ)~'Q * 0 0), .
e oG 6T (4 e

ol D )

e -a2=v(y (VY s gere) (o DY

Since p((I + Q*Q)~'Q*Q) = p(Q(I + Q*Q)~'Q*), by conditions (i) and (ii), we get that

(p(BT = AT))? = p((B™ = A")*) = p(QU +Q*Q)'Q")
= p(4A9( - BBD)) < 1

(iv) : It is clear by conditions (i), (ii) and (iii). O
From Definition 4.1l and Theorem .2, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.3. Let A, B € C™" with ind(A) = k > 0 and ind(B) = s. If rk(A*) =
rk(B®) and | EgA® ||< - then B is an acute perturbation of A.

10
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Remark 4.4. Since A™ and BT are orthogonal projectors, we have
| BT — A" ||= (p((B™ — A™)*(B™ — A7)z = (p((B™ — A™)%))2 = p(BT — A7).

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

Theorem 4.5. Let A, B € C™*™ 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) tk(A*) = 1k(B*) = rk((A*)*Lg AF).
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 Il we have p(B™ — A™) < 1. If R(B*) N N((A¥)*) # {0}, then
there exists a nonzero vector (see ﬂﬂ]) x € C" such that

BBOg =z, AADz =o.

That is, (BB® — AA®)z = 2. Hence p(B™ — A™) = p(BB® — AA®) > 1. This produces
a contradiction. Thus R(B*)N N((A¥)*) = {0}. Similarly, we obtain R(A*)N N((B*%)*) =
{0}.

(iv) = (i) : Suppose that || Ep ||=| Lp — A || is small such that | EgAD ||<
#HAWH' Since rk(A*) = rk(B*) = rk((A*)*LgA*), by Theorem B2 we obtain p(B™ —
AT) < 1. O

Remark 4.6. If B is not an acute perturbation of A with respect to the core-EP inverse
and tk(A*) < 1k(B?), then p(B™ — A™) =|| B™ — A™ |> 1. In fact, since C" = R(A¥) @
N((A*)*) and rk(A*) < 1k(B*), we have R(B*) N N((A*)*) # {0}. There exists nonzero
x € C™ such that

BBy =2, AADz =0.

Assuming, without loss of generality, || x ||= 1, we arrive at
1=[z ||=| (BBY — AAD)z ||<|| BB — AAD |=| B" - A" || .
By Remark[].7} we have p(B™ — A™) =|| B™ — A™ ||> 1.

Finally, we give an example to check properties of acute perturbation obtained in
Theorem [£21
11



Example 4.7. @, Example 5.5] Let A = with ind(A) = 2. Then

S O N
OO
o o oF-
o = of-

AD = . Set B € C** with ind(B) = s, where 0 < s < 4. By the

O O wihow|—
O O Wil
O O OO
O O OO

equivalence of condition (i) and condition (vi) in Lemma [33, we set By = < ; i >,

11 1
P < 10 10 ) and Q = < 1 0 ) By using MATLAB, we obtain

0 0 Loy
1 2 1 1 _ 409 200 400 200
0 10 I337 309 G489 648D
1 1 1) o e [ B TR
Lp=|1 2 1 1 |.BY=Llgy=| _a o _s _ 4 |
R U G%9 300 T 6489 G480
10 5 100 100 T 6489 309 < 6489 6489
1 4 2
0 0 00 i
AT = 0000 ) BT = 4O 0 10(1) 20 )
0 010 —2—21 0 @ —%
0 0 01 —31 0 —15 105
0 0 0 0 00 £ &
o o0 41 1 0 0 8 1
Ep=Lg— A= 1 2 ? 48 7FB:LB_A*: 1 2 15 ?
Py o O
0 5 100 T00 0 5 —10 10
In this case, we have rk(A?) 6:) 2 = rk(Lp) = rk(B%), | EgAQ |= % < 1 and
1o 1 P
oy il Then || EpAY ||< AT By Theorem [{.3, we compute p(Z*Z)

i b DBOU—A40) = i = AT B0 < g o070 = 3,
p "= " = 21 = p T — g < 20"

5 Applications

In ﬂﬂ], Ma studied optimal perturbation bounds for the core inverse. In ﬂﬁ], 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 ﬂﬁ, Theorem 5.1], we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let A,B € C™" with ind(A) = k > 0 and ind(B) = s. Denoting
Ep = Lg — A. If Ep satisfies AAVER = Eg and I EpA® < 1, then
BY = AD(T + EpAD)~! and BBY = 440,

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 @, Theorem 5.1], it is easy to check that rk(A*) = rk(Lp) =
rk(B®) and p(B™ — A™) = p(BBO — AA®) = 0. So, B satisfies condition (Cj.). By
Theorem [£5] we get that B is an acute perturbation of A and B is a stable perturbation
of A. O

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

Corollary 5.2. Let A,B € C™"™ with ind(A) = 1 and ind(B) = s. Denoting Ep =
Lp — A. If Ep satisfies AAPER = Ep and I EpA® |l< 1, then

B® = AD(] + EpA®)~! 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 Eg = Ly — A, AAVER = Ep and I EpA® l<1 to Fp =
Lp— A*, AAOFg = Fy and || (AD)*Fp ||< 1 in conditions of Theorem [51), respectively,
then we have

BY = (I + (AD) F) 1 (AD)* and BBY = AAD,

Moreover, B is an acute perturbation with respect to the core-EP inverse of A.
This is the dual case of Theorem [G1l.
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