arXiv:2303.13944v1 [math.OC] 24 Mar 2023

The m-DMP inverse in Minkowski space and its applications

Jiale Gao^a, Qingwen Wang^b, Kezheng Zuo^{a∗}

a School of Mathematics and Statistics, Hubei Normal University, Huangshi, 435002, PR China b College of Science, Shanghai University, Shanghai, 200444, PR China

March 27, 2023

Abstract: This paper first introduces a new generalized inverse in Minkowski space, called the m-DMP inverse, and discusses its algebraic and geometrical properties. The second objective is to characterize the m-DMP inverse equivalently by ranges, null spaces and matrix equations, and show its integral and limiting representations and several explicit expressions. Finally, the paper gives applications of the m-DMP inverse in solving a system of linear equations and a constrained optimization problem. Key words: m-DMP inverse; Minkowski space; Hartwig-Spindelböck decomposition;

full-rank factorization; system of linear equations AMS subject classifications: 15A09, 15A03, 15A24

1 Introduction

Since Malik and Thome [20] defined the DMP inverse by using the Moore-Penrose inverse [26] and the Drazin inverse [5], there has been tremendous interest in developing the DMP inverse in recent years. Liu and Cai [16] proposed two iterative methods to compute the DMP inverse. The integral and determinantal representations for the DMP inverse were derived by [41] and [15], respectively. Ferreyra et al. [7] developed the maximal classes of matrices to determine the DMP inverse. Using the classical Cayley-Hamilton theorem, Wang

∗E-mail address: xiangzuo28@163.com (K. Zuo).

et al. [34] gave an annihilating polynomial of the DMP inverse. Ma et al. [19] investigated characterizations, iterative methods, sign patterns and perturbation analysis for the DMP inverse as well as its applications in solving singular linear systems. Zuo et al. [43] presented further characterizations of the DMP inverse in terms of its range and null space. Furthermore, the notion of the DMP inverse was extended from square complex matrices to rectangular complex matrices [23], operators in Hilbert spaces [25], elements in rings [42], finite potent endomorphisms on arbitrary vector spaces [30], square matrices over the quaternion skew field [14], and tensors [31]. And, other extended forms of the DMP inverse were established by [9, 24].

In studying polarized hight, Renardy [28] investigated the singular value decomposition in Minkowski space in order to quickly verify that a Mueller matrix map the forward light cone into itself. Subsequently, the Minkowski inverse in Minkowski space was established by Meenakshi [21], who also gave a condition for a Mueller matrix to have a singular value decomposition in Minkowski space according to its Minkowski inverse. In the past two decades, a great deal of mathematical effort has been devoted to the study of the Minkowski inverse. More details of its properties, applications and generalizations can be found in [1, 10–13, 17, 18, 22, 40]. Recently, Wang et al. defined the m-core inverse [35], m-core-EP inverse [36] and m-WG inverse [38] in Minkowski space, which can be regarded as extensions of the core inverse [2], core-EP inverse [27] and weak group inverse [33], respectively.

Inspired by the study of the DMP inverse and the generalized inverses in Minkowski space, the intention of this paper is to introduce a new generalized inverse in Minkowski space, called the m-DMP inverse, and discuss its properties, characterizations, representations and applications.

The primary contributions of the paper are summed up as follows:

• The definition of the m-DMP inverse in Minkowski space is given as the unique solution of a certain system of matrix equations. Based on its explicit expression, the canonical forms of the m-DMP inverse is also obtained in terms of the Hartwig-Spindelböck decomposition.

• The m-DMP inverse is represented as an outer inverse with prescribed range and null space, and some of its algebraic and geometrical properties are shown. On the converse, the m-DMP inverse is equivalently characterized by using its basic properties.

• Applying the full-rank factorization leads to an explicit formula of the m-DMP inverse.

According to this result, we present an integral representation of the m-DMP inverse. And, a few limiting representations of the m-DMP inverse are proposed.

• We apply the m-DMP inverse to solve a system of linear equations in Minkowski space as well as a least norm problem. And, a condensed Cramer’s rule for the unique solution of this system is stated.

The present paper is built up as follows. Some necessary notions, definitions and lemmas are recalled in Section 2. Section 3 is devoted to introduce the m-DMP inverse and its properties. Further characterizations and representations of the m-DMP inverse are shown in Section 4. Section 5 presents applications of the m-DMP inverse in solving a system of linear equations and an optimization problem. The conclusion is stated in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

We use the following notations throughout this paper. Let C^n , C^{m×n} and C^{n×n}_k be the sets of all complex n-dimensional vectors, complex m × n matrices, and complex n × n matrices with index k, respectively. The smallest nonnegative integer k satisfying rank(A^{k+1}) = rank(A^k) is called the index of A ∈ C^{n×n} , denoted by Ind(A). The symbols A^∗, rank(A), R(A), N (A), and ‖A‖_F stand for the conjugate transpose, rank, range, null space, and Frobenius norm of A ∈ C^{m×n} , respectively. We denote the identity matrix in C^{n×n} by I_n, and the null matrix with appropriate orders by 0. The projector onto S along T is indicated by P_{S,T} , where S, T ⊆ C^n are subspaces satisfying that their direct sum is C^n , i.e., S ⊕ T = C^n .

Additionally, the Minkowski inner product [21, 28] of two elements x and y in C^n is defined

by (x, y) =< x, Gy >, where G = 1 0 0 −I_{n−1} represents the Minkowski metric matrix

with order n, and < ·, · > is the conventional Euclidean inner product. The complex linear space C^n with the Minkowski inner product is called the Minkowski space. Note that the

Minkowski space is also an indefinite inner product space [10]. The Minkowski adjoint of A ∈ C^{m×n} is A^∼ = GA^∗F , where G and F are Minkowski metric matrices with orders n and m, respectively.

Next, we will review definitions of some generalized inverses. Definition 2.1. [26, 32] Let A ∈ C^{m×n} . Then the matrix X ∈ C^{n×m} verifying AXA = A, XAX = X, (AX)^∗ = AX, (XA)^∗ = XA, is called the Moore-Penrose inverse of A, denoted by A^†. In addition, if X satisfies XAX = X, then we call X an outer inverse of A. For subspaces T ⊆ C^n and S ⊆ C^m , an outer inverse X of A with R(X) = T and N (X) = S is unique, and is denoted by A^{(2)}_{T ,S} . Definition 2.2. [5, 6] Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k . Then the matrix X ∈ C^{n×n} satisfying XAX = X, AX = XA, A^{k+1}X = A^k, is called the Drazin inverse of A, denoted by A^D. In the case Ind(A) = 1, the Drazin inverse of A reduces the group inverse of A, which is denoted by A^#. Definition 2.3. [20] Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k . Then we call the matrix X ∈ C^{n×n} fulfilling XAX = X, XA = A^DA, A^kX = A^kA^†, the DMP inverse of A, which is denoted by A^{D,†}. And, A^{D,†} = A^DAA^†. Definition 2.4. [21] Let A ∈ C^{m×n} . If there exists a matrix X ∈ C^{n×m} such that AXA = A, XAX = X, (AX)^∼ = AX, (XA)^∼ = XA, then X is called the Minkowski inverse of A, denoted by A^m.

Subsequently, we recall a few auxiliary lemmas which will be utilized later. First off, we mention the Hartwig-Spindelböck decomposition as an effective tool in studying generalized inverses.

Lemma 2.5 (Hartwig-Spindelböck decomposition, [8]). Let A ∈ C^{n×n} and r = rank(A). Then A can be represented in the from A = U ΣK ΣL 0 0 U^∗, (2.1)

where U ∈ C^{n×n} is unitary, Σ = diag (σ_1, σ_2, ..., σ_r) is the diagonal matrix of singular values of A, σ_i > 0 (i = 1, 2, ..., r), and K ∈ C^{r×r} and L ∈ C^{r×(n−r)} satisfy KK^∗ + LL^∗ = I_r. Lemma 2.6. [20, Formula (14)] Let A ∈ C^{n×n} be given by (2.1). Then, A^D = U (ΣK)^D ( (ΣK)^D

)_2 ΣL 0 0 U^∗. (2.2)

Several significant properties of the Drazin inverse and the Minkowski inverse are referenced.

Lemma 2.7. Let A ∈ C^{m×n} . Then the following statements are equivalent: (1) A^m exists;

(2) [21, Theorem 1] rank(AA^∼) = rank(A^∼A) = rank(A); (3) rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A);

(4) [40, Theorems 7,8] CC^∼ and B^∼B are nonsingular, where BC = A is a full rank factorization of A with rank r, in which case, A^m = C^∼(CC^∼)^{−1}(B^∼B)^{−1}B^∼.

Proof. We only prove (2) ⇔ (3). In fact, since R(A)∩N (A^∼) = {0} by rank(A^∼A) = rank(A), it follows from rank(AA^∼) = rank(A) that rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(AA^∼) − dim(R(AA^∼) ∩ N (A^∼)) = rank(A) − dim(R(A) ∩ N (A^∼)) = rank(A).

Conversely, it is easy and is therefore omitted.

Lemma 2.8. [10, Theorem 9] Let A ∈ C^{m×n} be such that A^m exists. Then,

(1) R(A^m) = R(A^∼) and N (A^m) = N (A^∼); (2) AA^m = P_{R(A),N (A}∼_); (3) A^mA = P_{R(A}∼_{),N (A)}.

Lemma 2.9. [32, Theorem 2.1.4] Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k . Then, (1) R(A^D) = R(A^k) and N (A^D) = N (A^k); (2) AA^D = A^DA = P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}k_).

And, a few limiting expressions of an outer inverse with prescribed range and null space are reviewed.

Lemma 2.10. [39, Theorem 2.1] Let A ∈ C^{m×n} , X ∈ C^{n×p} and Y ∈ C^{p×m} . If A^{(2)}_{R(XY ),N (XY )} exists, then A^{(2)}_{R(XY ),N (XY )} = lim_{λ→0}X(λI_p + Y AX)^{−1}Y. (2.3) Lemma 2.11. [37, Theorem 2.4] Let A ∈ C^{m×n} , and let H ∈ C^{n×m} be such that R(H) = T and N (H) = S, where T and S are subspaces of C^n and C^m , respectively. If A^{(2)}_{T ,S} exists, then A^{(2)}_{T ,S} = lim_{λ→0}H(λI_m + AH)^{−1} (2.4) = lim_{λ→0}(λI_n + HA)^{−1}H. (2.5)

3 The m-DMP inverse in Minkowski Space

The main purpose of this section is to introduce the m-DMP inverse in Minkowski space, and present some of its properties. We begin with considering the following system of matrix equations, whose unique solution is defined as the m-DMP inverse.

Theorem 3.1. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A). Then the system of matrix equations XAX = X, XA = A^DA, A^kX = A^kA^m, (3.1) has the unique solution X = A^DAA^m.

Proof. Using the condition (3.1) and Lemma 2.9(2), we have that X = XAX = A^DAX = (A^DA)^kX = (A^D)^kA^kA^m = A^DAA^m, which completes the proof.

Definition 3.2. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A). The m-DMP inverse of A in Minkowski space, denoted by A^{D,m}, is defined as A^{D,m} = A^DAA^m. (3.2) Remark 3.3. By comparing [35, Theorem 2.9] and Definition 3.2, it is obvious that the concept of the m-DMP inverse generalizes that of the m-core inverse, which is denoted by A m○. In other words, if A ∈ C^{n×n}_1 satisfies rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A), then A^{D,m} = A m○.

The following theorems give canonical representations of the Minkowski inverse and the m-DMP inverse in terms of the Hartwig-Spindelböck decomposition. Theorem 3.4. Let A ∈ C^{n×n} be given by (2.1), let Δ = ( K L ) U^∗GU K^∗ L^∗ , and let the partition of the Minkowski metric matrix G ∈ C^{n×n} be G = U G^1 G^2

G^∗_2 G_4

U^∗, (3.3)

where G_1 ∈ C^{r×r} , G_2 ∈ C^{r×(n−r)} and G_4 ∈ C^{(n−r)×(n−r)} . (1) rank(A) = rank(AA^∼) if and only if Δ is nonsingular. (2) rank(A) = rank(A^∼A) if and only if G_1 is nonsingular. (3) If Δ and G_1 are nonsingular, then A^m = GU

K^∗(G^1ΣΔ)^{−1} 0 L^∗(G_1ΣΔ)^{−1} 0 U^∗G. (3.4)

Proof. (1). Using the Hartwig-Spindelböck decomposition, we have

rank(A) = rank(AA^∼) ⇔ rank(A) = rank ΣK ΣL 0 0 U^∗GU (ΣK)^∗ 0 (ΣL)^∗ 0

⇔ rank(A) = rank ( K L ) U^∗GU K^∗ L^∗ ,

which is equivalent to that Δ is nonsingular.

(2). Since ( ΣK ΣL ) is of full row rank by KK^∗ + LL^∗ = I_r, using again the Hartwig-

Spindelböck decomposition we derive that

rank(A) = rank(A^∼A) ⇔ rank(A) = rank

(ΣK)^∗ 0

(ΣL)^∗ 0

G^1 G^2 G^∗_2 G_4 ΣK ΣL 0 0 ⇔ rank(A) = rank (( ΣK ΣL )_∗ G_1 ( ΣK ΣL ))

⇔ rank(A) = rank(G_1),

which is equivalent to that G_1 is nonsingular.

(3). Note that A given in (2.1) can be rewritten as

A = U Σ 0 ( K L ) U^∗, (3.5)

and B := U Σ 0 and C := ( K L ) U^∗ are of full column rank and full row rank,

respectively. If Δ and G_1 are nonsingular, by Lemma 2.7(2) we see that A^m exists. Therefore, applying Lemma 2.7(4) to (3.5) yields that

A^m =C^∼(CC^∼)^{−1}(B^∼B)^{−1}B^∼ =GU K^∗ L^∗ G ( K L ) U^∗GU K^∗ L^∗ G −1

G ( Σ 0 ) U^∗GU Σ 0 −1 G ( Σ 0 ) U^∗G

=GU K^∗ L^∗ Δ^{−1}(ΣG_1Σ)^{−1} ( Σ 0 ) U^∗G

=GU K^∗(G^1ΣΔ)^{−1} 0 L^∗(G_1ΣΔ)^{−1} 0 U^∗G,

which completes the proof of this theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k be given by (2.1) with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A), and let G_1

and G_2 be given by (3.3). Then A^{D,m} has the decompositions in the forms

A^{D,m} = U (ΣK)^DG^{−11} 0 0 0 U^∗G (3.6)

= U (ΣK)^D (ΣK)^DG^{−11} G^2 0 0 U^∗. (3.7)

Proof. Inserting (2.1), (2.2) and (3.4) to (3.2), by direct calculation we infer that

A^{D,m} =U (ΣK)^D ( (ΣK)^D

)_2 ΣL 0 0 ΣK ΣL 0 0 U^∗GU K^∗(G^1ΣΔ)^{−1} 0 L^∗(G_1ΣΔ)^{−1} 0 U^∗G

=U (ΣK)^D ( (ΣK)^D

)_2 ΣL 0 0 Σ 0 ( K L ) U^∗GU K^∗ L^∗ ( Δ^{−1}Σ^{−1}G^{−1}_1 0 ) U^∗G

=U (ΣK)^D ( (ΣK)^D

)_2 ΣL 0 0 Σ 0 Δ ( Δ^{−1}Σ^{−1}G^{−1}_1 0 ) U^∗G

=U (ΣK)^DG^{−11} 0 0 0 U^∗G = U (ΣK)^DG^{−11} 0 0 0 G^1 G^2

G^∗_2 G_4 U^∗

=U (ΣK)^D (ΣK)^DG^{−11} G^2 0 0 U^∗,

which completes the proof.

Remark 3.6. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.5, we have an another outer inverse as-

sociated with A, that is, A^{m,D} = A^mAA^D, which is called the dual m-DMP inverse of A in

Minkowski space. Using the method analogous to the proof of (3.6), we have

A^{m,D} = GU K^∗Δ^{−1}K(ΣK)^D K^∗Δ^{−1}K((ΣK)^D)^2ΣL L^∗Δ^{−1}K(ΣK)^D L^∗Δ^{−1}K((ΣK)^D)^2ΣL U^∗.

It is expected that A^{m,D} will have properties similar to that of A^{D,m}.

Example 3.7. Let

A =

1 0 0 0 0

1 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

.

Then rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A) = 2,

A^† =

0.66667 0.33333 −0.33333 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −0.33333 0.33333 0.66667 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

, A^D =

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

,

A^{D,†} =

0.66667 0.33333 −0.33333 0 0 0.66667 0.33333 −0.33333 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

, A^m =

2 −1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

,

A^{D,m} =

2 −1 1 0 0 2 −1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

, A^{m,D} =

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

.

Clearly, A^{D,m} is a new generalized inverse of A, which is different from A^†, A^D, A^{D,†} and A^m. It also shows that A^{D,m} and A^{m,D} are different.

The following theorem gives some basic properties of the m-DMP inverse, which show that the m-DMP inverse is an outer inverse with prescribed range and null space.

Theorem 3.8. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A). Then,

(1) rank(A^{D,m}) = rank(A^k);

(2) R(A^{D,m}) = R(A^k) and N (A^{D,m}) = N (A^kA^m);

(3) A^{D,m} = A^{(2)}_{R(Ak ),N (AkAm)};

(4) AA^{D,m} = P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}k_Am_);

(5) A^{D,m}A = A^DA = P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}k_).

Proof. (1). It follows from Lemma 2.9 that

rank(A^D) = rank(A^DA) = rank(A^DAA^mA) ≤ rank(A^DAA^m) ≤ rank(A^D), which, together with (3.2), shows that rank(A^{D,m}) = rank(A^k).

(2). Using (3.2) and the item (1), we have R(A^{D,m}) = R(A^k) directly. Since rank(A^k) = rank(A^kA^mA) ≤ rank(A^kA^m) ≤ rank(A^k), again by the item (1) we get rank(A^kA^m) = rank(A^k) = rank(A^{D,m}). (3.8) Moreover, N (A^kA^m) ⊆ N ((A^DA)^kA^m) = N (A^DAA^m) = N (A^{D,m}), implying N (A^{D,m}) = N (A^kA^m).

(3). It is obvious by (3.1) and the item (2).

(4). In terms of Ind(A) = k and the item (2), we infer that R(AA^{D,m}) = AR(A^k) = R(A^{k+1}) = R(A^k).

Evidently, rank(AA^{D,m}) = rank(A^k), which, together with the items (1) and (2), shows that N (AA^{D,m}) = N (A^{D,m}) = N (A^kA^m).

Then, since A^{D,m} is an outer inverse of A, we have AA^{D,m} = P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}k_Am_).

(5). It is easily obtained by (3.2) and Lemma 2.9(2).

It is a popular approach to characterize generalized inverses from the geometric point of view, for example, [2, Definiton 1], [20, Theorem 2.13], [23, Theorem 3.2], etc. So, the following theorem presents a geometric characterization of the m-DMP inverse. Theorem 3.9. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A). Then A^{D,m} is the unique matrix X ∈ C^{n×n} such that AX = P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}k_Am_), R(X) ⊆ R(A^k). (3.9)

Proof. Obviously, from Theorem 3.8(2) and (4), we see that A^{D,m} is a solution to (3.9). Then, we will prove the uniqueness of the solution of (3.9). Assume that both X_1 and X_2 are such that (3.9). Thus, since AX_1 = AX_2 = P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}k_Am_), we get R(X_1 −X_2) ⊆ N (A) ⊆ N (A^k). Moreover, it follows from R(X_1) ⊆ R(A^k) and R(X_2) ⊆ R(A^k) that R(X_1 − X_2) ⊆ R(A^k). Hence, according to Ind(A) = k, we directly obtain that R(X_1 − X_2) ⊆ R(A^k) ∩ N (A^k) = {0}, i.e., X_1 = X_2. Therefore, A^{D,m} is the unique solution to (3.9).

Remark 3.10. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_1 with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A). In terms of [35, Theorem 2.7(I) and Theorem 2.9] and Lemma 2.8(1), it can easily be obtained that A m○ = A^{(1,2)}_{R(A),N (A∼)}. And, in terms of Remark 3.3, it is a direct corollary of Theorem 3.9 that A m○ is the unique matrix X ∈ C^{n×n} such that AX = P_{R(A),N (A}∼_) and R(X) ⊆ R(A).

The following theorem shows some new properties of the m-DMP inverse, which inherit from that of the DMP inverse [20, Proposition 2.14].

Theorem 3.11. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k be given by (2.1) with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A). Then, (1) A^{D,m} = A^DP_{R(A),N (A}∼_);

(2) (A^{D,m})^l =

(A^DA^m)^l2 , if l is even, A(A^DA^m)^{l+1}2 , if l is odd;

(3) A^{D,m} = (A^2A^m)^D; (4) ((A^{D,m})^D)^D = A^{D,m};

(5) AA^{D,m} = A^{D,m}A if and only if A^{D,m} = A^D if and only if N (A^∼) ⊆ N (A^k); (6) A^{D,m} = 0 if and only if A is nilpotent;

(7) A^{D,m} = A if and only if (ΣK)^D = ΣL and L = KG^{−1}_1 G_2, where G_1 and G_2 are given by (3.3).

Proof. (1). It is clear by (3.2) and Lemma 2.8(2).

(2). From (3.2) we have that (A^{D,m})^2 = A^DAA^mA^DAA^m = A^DAA^mAA^DA^m = A^DA^m.

Then, for an even number l, it follows that (A^{D,m})^l = ((A^{D,m})^2)^{l2} = (A^DA^m)^{l2} . (3.10) Moreover, if l is odd, then from (3.10) and (3.2), we get that (A^{D,m})^l = A^{D,m}(A^{D,m})^{l−1} = A^{D,m}(A^DA^m)^{l−12} = AA^DA^m(A^DA^m)^{l−12} = A(A^DA^m)^{l+12} . (3). Using the Cline’s Formula, i.e., (XY )^D = X ( (Y X)^D )_2 Y for X ∈ C^{m×n} and Y ∈ C^{n×m} , from (3.2) we infer that

(A^2A^m)^D = (A(AA^m))^D = A ( (AA^mA)^D

)_2 AA^m = A(A^D)^2AA^m = A^DAA^m = A^{D,m}.

(4). Using again Cline’s Formula, from (3.2), Lemma 2.8(2) and Lemma 2.9(1), we have (A^{D,m})^D = (A^D(AA^m))^D = A^D ( (AA^mA^D)^D

)_2 AA^m = A^D ( (A^D)^D

)_2 AA^m = (A^D)^DAA^m = (A^D)^#AA^m.

Then, again by Cline’s Formula, we have ((A^{D,m})^D)^D = ((A^D)^#AA^m)^D = (A^D)^# ( (AA^m(A^D)^#)^D

)_2 AA^m = (A^D)^# ( ((A^D)^#)^#

)_2

AA^m = A^DAA^m.

(5). According to (3.2), Lemma 2.8(2) and Lemma 2.9(2), we see that AA^{D,m} = A^{D,m}A ⇔ AA^D(AA^m − I_n) = 0 ⇔ N (A^∼) ⊆ N (A^k) ⇔ A^D(AA^m − I_n) = 0 ⇔ A^{D,m} = A^D.

(6). Using (3.6) and [20, Theorem 2.5], i.e., A^{D,†} = U

(ΣK)^D 0 0 0 U^∗, we have that

A^{D,m} = 0 ⇔ (ΣK)^D = 0 ⇔ A^{D,†} = 0, which, together with [20, Proposition 2.14 (g)], i.e., A^{D,†} = 0 ⇔ A is nilpotent, shows the item (6) holds.

(7). It is obvious by (2.1) and (3.7).

Remark 3.12. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.11, uisng (2.1) and (3.4), by direct calculation we have A^2A^m = U ΣKG^{−11} 0 0 0 U^∗G.

Then, using (3.6) in Theorem 3.5, we can verify that A^{D,m} satisfies the definition of the Drazin inverse of A^2A^m, i.e., A^{D,m} = (A^2A^m)^D. Thus, we succeed in avoiding the use of Cline’s formula for the proof of Theorem 3.11(3).

4 Further characterizations and representations of the m-DMP inverse

We shall continue to characterize and represent the m-DMP inverse from different views in this section. We begin this section by characterizing the m-DMP inverse based on its essential properties obtained in Section 3.

Theorem 4.1. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A), and let X ∈ C^{n×n} . Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) X = A^{D,m};

(2) R(X) ⊆ R(A^k), A^DX = A^DA^m;

(3) R(X) ⊆ R(A^k), A^kX = A^kA^m;

(4) N (A^kA^m) ⊆ N (X), XA = AA^D;

(5) N (A^kA^m) ⊆ N (X), XA^{k+1} = A^k.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). It is a direct corollary of Theorem 3.8(2) and (3.2).

(2) ⇒ (3). It is clear by premultiplying A^DX = A^DA^m with A^{k+1}.

(3) ⇒ (4). Since rank(X) ≤ rank(A^k) by R(X) ⊆ R(A^k), it follows from (3.8) and A^kX = A^kA^m that rank(X) = rank(A^k) and N (X) = N (A^kA^m). Then, from Lemma 2.9(2) and R(X) ⊆ R(A^k), we infer that A^kX = A^kA^m ⇒ (A^D)^kA^kXA = (A^D)^kA^kA^mA ⇒ A^DAXA = A^DAA^mA ⇒ XA = A^DA. (4) ⇒(5). It is obvious by postmultiplying XA = AA^D with A^k.

(5) ⇒ (1). Since R(X) ⊆ R(A^k) and rank(A^k) ≤ rank(X) from XA^{k+1} = A^k, by (3.8) and N (A^kA^m) ⊆ N (X) we have that R(X) = R(A^k) and N (A^kA^m) = N (X), which implies that there exists Y ∈ C^{n×n} such that Y A^kA^m = X. (4.1) Then postmultiplying (4.1) with A gives that Y A^k = XA, implying N (A^k) ⊆ N (XA). Consequently, by Lemma 2.9(2), we get that XA^{k+1} = A^k ⇒ XA^{k+1}(A^D)^kX = A^k(A^D)^kX ⇒ XAA^DAX = A^DAX ⇒ XAX = X, implying X = A^{(2)}_{R(Ak ),N (AkAm)}. Therefore, X = A^{D,m} by Theorem 3.8(3). Theorem 4.2. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A), and let X ∈ C^{n×n} . Then the following statements are equivalent: (1) X = A^{D,m};

(2) AX^2 = X, AX = A^2A^DA^m; (3) AX^2 = X, AX = P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}D_Am_); (4) AX^2 = X, A^kX = A^kA^m.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). It is easily obtained by (3.2).

(2) ⇒ (3). According to (3.2) and Theorem 3.8(4), we have that AX = A^2A^DA^m = AA^{D,m} = P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}D_Am_). (4.2) (3) ⇒ (4). Using (4.2), from AX = P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}D_Am_) we have that A^kX = A^{k−1}P_{R(A}k_{),N (A}D_Am_) = A^{k−1}A^2A^DA^m = A^kA^m.

(4) ⇒ (1). It follows from AX^2 = X that

X = AXX = AAX^2X = A^2XX^2 = A^2AX^2X^2 = A^3XX^3 = ... = A^kX^{k+1}, which implies R(X) ⊆ R(A^k). Then, by Lemma 2.9(2) and (3.2) we conclude that A^kX = A^kA^m ⇒ (A^D)^kA^kX = (A^D)^kA^kA^m ⇒ AA^DX = A^DAA^m ⇒ X = A^DAA^m = A^{D,m}.

This completes the proof.

Zuo et al. in [43, Theorem 3.8] gave an interesting result of the DMP inverse, that is, for A ∈ C^{n×n}_k , A^{D,†} = AA^†(I_n − AAA^†)^D = (I_n − AAA^†)^DAA^†, (4.3) where A = I_n − A. The following theorem turns out analogous expressions of the m-DMP inverse.

Theorem 4.3. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A), and let A = I_n − A. Then, A^{D,m} = AA^m(I_n − AAA^m)^D (4.4) = (I_n − AAA^m)^DAA^m. (4.5) Proof. Using [5, Corollary 1], i.e., (X + Y )^D = X^D + Y^D, where X, Y ∈ C^{n×n} satisfies XY = Y X = 0, and a clear fact (I_n − AA^m)A^2A^m = A^2A^m(I_n − AA^m) = 0, we can directly have that

(I_n − AA^m + A^2A^m)^D = (I_n − AA^m)^D + (A^2A^m)^D = I_n − AA^m + (A^2A^m)^D. Hence, it follows from Theorem 3.11(3), Theorem 3.8(2) and Lemma 2.8(2) that AA^m(I_n − AAA^m)^D = AA^m(I_n − AA^m + A^2A^m)^D = AA^m(I_n − AA^m) + AA^m(A^2A^m)^D = AA^mA^{D,m} = A^{D,m}, and (I_n − AAA^m)^DAA^m = (I_n − AA^m + A^2A^m)^DAA^m = (I_n − AA^m)AA^m + (A^2A^m)^DAA^m = A^{D,m}AA^m = A^{D,m}, which show that (4.4) and (4.5) are true.

The full-rank factorization is also confirmed as a powerful tool to study the generalized inverses. And, using the full-rank factorization, Cline [4] and Zekraoui et al. [40] expressed the Drazin inverse and the Minkowski inverse, respectively. Based on their work, we present a new representation of the m-DMP inverse in the following theorem. Theorem 4.4. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A) > 0 and A^k ≠ 0. Let A = B_1C_1, C_1B_1 = B_2C_2, C_2B_2 = B_3C_3, ..., C_{k−1}B_{k−1} = B_kC_k, (4.6) be such that B_1C_1 is a full-rank factorization of A, and B_{i+1}C_{i+1} are full-rank factorizations of C_iB_i (i = 1, 2, ..., k − 1). Then A^{D,m} = B_1 · · · B_k(C_kB_k)^{−k}C_k · · · C_2(B^∼_1 B_1)^{−1}B^∼_1 .

Proof. First, it follows from (4.6) that C_k · · · C_3C_2C_1B_1 = C_k · · · C_3C_2B_2C_2 = · · · = C_kB_kC_k · · · C_2.

Then, applying [4, Formula (1.11)], i.e., A^D = B_1 · · · B_k(C_kB_k)^{−(k+1)}C_k · · · C_1, and [40, Theorem 8], i.e., A^m = C^∼_1 (C_1C^∼_1 )^{−1}(B^∼_1 B_1)^{−1}B^∼_1 , to (3.2), we have that

A^{D,m} = B_1 · · · B_k(C_kB_k)^{−(k+1)}C_k · · · C_1B_1C_1C^∼_1 (C_1C^∼_1 )^{−1}(B^∼_1 B_1)^{−1}B^∼_1 = B_1 · · · B_k(C_kB_k)^{−k}C_k · · · C_2(B^∼_1 B_1)^{−1}B^∼_1 , which completes the proof.

In terms of the full-rank decomposition, Zhou and Chen [41] derived integral representations of the DMP inverse, which do not require the restriction for the spectrum of a matrix. And, Kılıçman et al. [11] obtained an integral representation of the weighted Minkowski inverse. Motivated by their work, we show an integral representation of the m-DMP inverse as follows.

Theorem 4.5. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A) > 0 and A^k ≠ 0, and let the full-rank factorization of A be as in (4.6). Then, A^{D,m} = ∫_∞ 0 Mexp(−B^∼_1 B_1t)B^∼_1 dt, (4.7) where M = B_1 · · · B_k(C_kB_k)^{−k}C_k · · · C_2. Proof. We first claim that B^m exists. In fact, rank(B^∼_1 B_1) ≤ rank(B_1) = rank(A) = rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(C^∼_1 B^∼_1 B_1C_1C^∼_1 B^∼_1 ) ≤ rank(B^∼_1 B_1).

Then, rank(B_1) = rank(B^∼_1 B_1) = rank(B^∼_1 B_1B^∼_1 ) since B^∼_1 is of full row rank. Thus, B^m exists by Lemma 2.7(3). Furthermore, it follows from Lemma 2.8(1) and Theorem 3.8(2) that N (B^∼_1 ) ⊆ N (C^∼_1 B^∼_1 ) = N (A^∼) = N (A^m) ⊆ N (A^kA^m) = N (A^{D,m}), which, together with Lemma 2.8(2), shows that A^{D,m}B_1B^m_1 = A^{D,m}. (4.8) Finally, applying Theorem 4.4 and [11, Corollary 8], i.e., X^m = ∫_∞ 0 exp(−X^∼Xt)X^∼dt for X ∈ C^{n×n} , to (4.8) gives (4.7) immediately.

It is well known that the Moore-Penrose inverse of A ∈ C^{m×n} can be expressed as a limit [3], i.e., A^† = lim_{λ→0}(λI_n + A^∗A)^{−1}A^∗.

And, it has always been a hot topic to compute the generalized inverses by means of the limiting process. Ma et al. [19] and Kılıçman et al. [11] presented a few limiting expressions of the DMP inverse and weighted Minkowski inverse, respectively. The next theorem gives several limit representations for the m-DMP inverse. Theorem 4.6. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A). Then,

A^{D,m} = lim_{λ→0}A^k(λI_n + A^mA^{k+1})^{−1}A^m (4.9) = lim_{λ→0}A^kA^m(λI_n + A^{k+1}A^m)^{−1} (4.10) = lim_{λ→0}(λI_n + A^k)^{−1}A^kA^m (4.11) = lim_{λ→0}(λI_n + A^k)^{−1}A^k(λI_n + A^∼A)^{−1}A^∼. (4.12)

Proof. Since R(A^kA^m) = R(A^k) from (3.8), using Theorem 3.8(3) we see that

A^{D,m} = A^{(2)}_{R(Ak),N (Ak Am)} = A^{(2)}_{R(AkAm),N (AkAm)}. (4.13)

Thus, applying (2.3), (2.4) and (2.5) to (4.13) yields (4.9), (4.10) and (4.11), respectively. Then, substituting [11, Corollary 11], i.e., A^m = lim_{λ→0}(λI_n + A^∼A)^{−1}A^∼, into (4.11) shows (4.12) immediately. This finishes the proof.

Example 4.7. Let us test the matrix A given in Example 3.7. Then, k := Ind(A) = 2, B : = A^k(λI_n + A^mA^{k+1})^{−1}A^m = A^kA^m(λI_n + A^{k+1}A^m)^{−1}

= (λI_n + A^k)^{−1}A^kA^m =

2 λ+1 −1 λ+1 1 λ+1 0 0 2 λ+1 −1 λ+1 1 λ+1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

,

C : = (λI_n + A^k)^{−1}A^k(λI_n + A^∼A)^{−1}A^∼ =

λ+2 (λ+1)^3 −λ−1 (λ+1)^3 1 (λ+1)^3 0 0 λ+2 (λ+1)^3 −λ−1 (λ+1)^3 1 (λ+1)^3 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

.

It is easy to check that lim_{λ→0}B = lim_{λ→0}C = A^{D,m}, where A^{D,m} has been shown in Example 3.7 and so is omitted.

5 Applications of the m-DMP inverse in solving some equations

Our motivation in this section arises mainly from the work that Ma el al. [19] solved singular linear systems by using DMP inverse, and gave a condensed Cramer’s rule for computing the DMP-inverse solution. We start with a consideration on a system of linear equations. Theorem 5.1. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A) and b ∈ C^n , and let a system of linear equations be A^kx = A^kA^mb. (5.1) Then the general solution of the system (5.1) is x = A^{D,m}b + (I_n − A^{D,m}A)v, (5.2) where arbitrary v ∈ C^n . Moreover, x = A^{D,m}b is the unique solution to the system (5.1) on R(A^k).

Proof. It is clear by (3.2) that A^{D,m}b is a solution to (5.1). Hence, using Theorem 3.8(5), we have that the set of all solutions of (5.1) is { A^{D,m}b + α α ∈ N (A^k) } = { A^{D,m}b + α α ∈ R(I_n − A^{D,m}A) } , which shows that the general solution of (5.1) is (5.2). Moreover, since R(A^k) ⊕ N (A^k) = C^n by Ind(A) = k, using Theorem 3.8(2) we see that A^{D,m}b ∈ R(A^k) is the unique solution to (5.1) on R(A^k).

Wang et al. [35] considered an interesting least-squares problem in Frobenius norm, that is, ‖(AA^†)^∼Ax − b‖_F = min subject to x ∈ R(A), where A ∈ C^{n×n}_1 with rank(A^∼A) = rank(A) < n, and b ∈ C^n . In the following theorem, we discuss an analogous optimization problem on the m-DMP inverse.

Theorem 5.2. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k be given by (2.1) with r := rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A) < n. Let b ∈ C^n be b = GU b^1 b_2

, where b_1 ∈ C^r satisfies G^{−1}_1 b_1 ∈ R ( (ΣK)^D ) and G_1 is given by

(3.3), and b_2 ∈ C^{n−r} . Then min x∈R(A^k ) ‖(AA^†)^∼Ax − b‖_F = ‖b_2‖_F . (5.3)

Moreover, x = A^{D,m}b is the unique solution of (5.3).

Proof. For every x ∈ R(A^k), it follows from Lemma 2.9(1) that there exits y ∈ C^n such that

x = A^Dy. Put y = U y^1 y_2

, where y_1 ∈ C^r and y_2 ∈ C^{n−r} . Using [2, Formula 2.2], i.e.,

AA^† = U I^r 0 0 0 U^∗, from (2.1), (3.3) and (2.2) we infer that ‖ ‖(AA^†)^∼Ax − b ‖ ‖_F = ‖ ‖(AA^†)^∼AA^Dy − b ‖ ‖_F = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ GU I^r 0 0 0 G^1 G^2 G^∗_2 G_4 ΣK ΣL 0 0 (ΣK)^D ( (ΣK)^D

)_2 ΣL 0 0 y^1 y_2 − GU b^1 b_2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ F = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ G^1(ΣK)^DΣKy^1 + G^1(ΣK)^DΣLy^2 − b^1 −b_2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_F = (‖ ‖G_1(ΣK)^DΣKy_1 + G_1(ΣK)^DΣLy_2 − b_1‖^2_F + ‖b_2‖^2_F

) 1_2 ≥ ‖b_2‖_F . Since ΣK(ΣK)^DG^{−1}_1 b_1 = G^{−1}_1 b_1 by the condition G^{−1}_1 b_1 ∈ R ( (ΣK)^D ) , we have that if

y_1 = (ΣK)^DΣLy_2 − G^{−1}_1 b_1 and y_2 ∈ C^{n−r} , (5.4)

then G_1(ΣK)^DΣKy_1+G_1(ΣK)^DΣLy_2−b_1 = 0, which implies that ‖ ‖(AA^†)^∼Ax − b ‖ ‖_F assumes

the minimum value, min x∈R(A^k) ‖(AA^†)^∼Ax − b‖_F = ‖b_2‖_F . Therefore, by (2.2), (5.4) and (3.6), it follows that

x = A^Dy = U (ΣK)^D ( (ΣK)^D

)_2 ΣL 0 0 y^1 y_2 = U (ΣK)^D(−(ΣK)^DΣLy^2 − G^{−11} b^1) + ( (ΣK)^D

)_2 ΣLy_2 0 = U (ΣK)^DG^{−11} b^1 0 = A^{D,m}b,

which shows that x = A^{D,m}b is the unique solution of (5.3).

Remark 5.3. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k be given by (2.1) with r := rank(A) < n, and let b ∈ C^n be b = U b^1 b_2

, where b_1 ∈ C^r is such that b_1 ∈ R ((ΣK)^D), and b_2 ∈ C^{n−r} . In terms of the

same argument in Theorem 5.2, we have that min x∈R(A^k ) ‖Ax − b‖_F = ‖b_2‖_F . (5.5)

Futhermore, x = A^{D,†}b is the unique solution of (5.5).

We end up this section with presenting a condensed Cramer’s rule to directly calculate the unique solution of (5.1) and (5.3). Let the determinant of A ∈ C^{n×n} be det(A), and by A(i → b) we denote a matrix obtained by replacing the ith column of A ∈ C^{n×n} with b ∈ C^n . Theorem 5.4. Let A ∈ C^{n×n}_k with rank(A^∼AA^∼) = rank(A), b ∈ C^n , and t = rank(A^k). Assume V ∈ C^{n×(n−t)} and W ∈ C^{(n−t)×n} are such that R(V ) = N (A^k) and N (W ) = R(A^k). Denote E = V (W V )^{−1}W . Then the components of x = A^{D,m}b are given by

x_i = det((A^k + E)(i → A^kA^mb)) det(A^k + E) , i = 1, 2, .., n. (5.6) Proof. Since [19, Theorem 3.1] has proved that E exists, N (E) = R(A^k), and (A^k + E)^{−1} = (A^k)^D + E^#, from Lemma 2.9(2) and (3.2) we see that the system of linear equations

(A^k + E)x = A^kA^mb (5.7)

has the unique solution

x = (A^k + E)^{−1}A^kA^mb = (A^k)^DA^kA^mb + E^#A^kA^mb = A^DAA^mb = A^{D,m}b.

Finally, applying Cramer’s rule [29] to the nonsingular linear system (5.7) gives (5.6) immediately.

Example 5.5. Consider the matrix A given in Example 3.7, and let

b =

0.15735 0.15735 0.1415 −0.1 −0.2

, V =

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

, W = 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 −1 1 0 0 0 .

Then, k := Ind(A) = 2, and the Hartwig-Spindelböck decomposition of A is A = U ΣK ΣL 0 0 U^∗, where

U =

−0.40825 0.70711 0 0 0.57735 −0.8165 0 0 0 −0.57735 −0.40825 −0.70711 0 0 0.57735 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0

, Σ =

1.7321 0 0 1 ,

K = 0.28868 −0.5 −0.28868 0.5 , L = 0 −0.70711 −0.40825 0 −0.70711 0.40825 .

Furthermore,

G_1 =

−0.66667 −0.57735 −0.57735 0

, b_1 =

0.12201

0.21132

, b_2 = 0.2 0.1 0.1 ,

(ΣK)^D = 0.5 −0.86603 −0.28868 0.5 , A^k = 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

, E =

0 0 0 0 0 −1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1

.

Then it can easily be checked that rank(A^k) = 1, G^{−1}_1 b_1 ∈ R ( (ΣK)^D ) , R(V ) = N (A^k) and N (W ) = R(A^k). Using Theorems 5.1 and 5.2, we have that the unique solution of the system (5.1) on R(A^k) and the system (5.3) is x = A^{D,m}b = ( 0.29885 0.29885 0 0 0 )_∗ , (5.8) and min x∈R(A^k) ‖(AA^†)^∼Ax − b‖_F = ‖b_2‖_F = 0.24495.

And, it is easy to check that the solution x calculated by (5.6) in Theorem 5.4 is equal to x given in (5.8).

6 Conclusion

This paper defines the m-DMP inverse in Minkowski space, and shows some of its properties, characterizations, representations, and applications in solving a system of linear equations and a constrained least norm problem.

Not only because the m-DMP inverse, as a new generalized inverse, is an extension of the DMP inverse in Minkowski space, but also because of the wide research background of the DMP inverse, we are convinced that the m-DMP inverse still has more potential results and applications to explore. Several future directions for the research of the m-DMP inverse can be described as follows:

(1) The perturbation analysis and iterative methods for the m-DMP inverse will be two topics worth studying.

(2) Generalizing generalized inverses by weighting is always an important part in studying generalized inverses. And, Meng [23] defined W -weighted DMP inverse of a rectangular matrix, which is a generalization of the DMP inverse of a square matrix. It is equally interesting to discuss the m-DMP inverse for rectangular matrices.

(3) Inspired by the work of [24], it is natural to ask what interesting characterizations and applications for the two new matrix classes A^DAA^∼ and A^∼AA^D can be obtained.

References

[1] Al-Zhour, Z.: Extension and generalization properties of the weighted Minkowski inverse in a Minkowski space for an arbitrary matrix. Comput. Math. Appl. 70, 954–961 (2015).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.camwa.2015.06.015

[2] Baksalary, O.M., Trenkler, G.: Core inverse of matrices. Linear Multilinear Algebra 58, 681–697 (2010). https://doi.org/10.1080/03081080902778222

[3] Ben-Israel, A., Charnes, A.: Contributions to the theory of generalized inverses. J. Soc.

Indust. Appl. Math. 11, 667–699 (1963). https://doi.org/10.1137/0111051

[4] Cline, R.E.: Inverses of rank invariant powers of a matrix. SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 5, 182–197 (1968). https://doi.org/10.1137/0705015

[5] Drazin, M.P.: Pseudo-inverses in associative rings and semigroups. Amer. Math. Monthly 65, 506–514 (1958). https://doi.org/10.2307/2308576

[6] Erdelyi, I.: On the matrix equation A = λBx. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 17, 119–132 (1967).

https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-247X(67)90169-2

[7] Ferreyra, D.E., Levis, F.E., Thome, N.: Maximal classes of matrices determining generalized inverses. Appl. Math. Comput. 333, 42–52 (2018).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amc.2018.03.102

[8] Hartwig, R.E., Spindelböck, K.: Matrices for which A^∗ and A^† commute. Linear Multilinear Algebra 14, 241–256 (1984). https://doi.org/10.1080/03081088308817561

[9] Hernández, M.V., Lattanzi, M.B., Thome, N.: GDMP-inverses of a matrix and their duals. Linear Multilinear Algebra, 1–13 (2020).

https://doi.org/10.1080/03081087.2020.1857678

[10] Kamaraj, K., Sivakumar, K.C.: Moore-Penrose inverse in an indefinite inner product space. J. Appl. Math. Comput. 19, 297–310 (2005).

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02935806

[11] Kılıçman, A., Zhour, Z.A.: The representation and approximation for the weighted Minkowski inverse in Minkowski space. Math. Comput. Modelling 47, 363–371 (2008).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcm.2007.03.031

[12] Krishnaswamy, D., Lone, M.S.: Partial ordering of range symmetric matrices and mprojectors with respect to Minkowski adjoint in Minkowski space. Adv. Linear Algebra Matrix Theor. 6, 132–145 (2016). https://doi.org/10.4236/alamt.2016.64013

[13] Krishnaswamy, D., Punithavalli, G.: The anti-reflexive solutions of the matrix equation AXB = C in Minkowski space M. Int. J. Res. Rev. Appl. Sci. 15, 221–227 (2013)

[14] Kyrchei, I.: Weighted quaternion core-EP, DMP, MPD, and CMP inverses and their determinantal representations. RACSAM 114, 1–26 (2020).

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13398-020-00930-3

[15] Kyrchei, I.I.: Determinantal representations of the core inverse and its generalizations with applications. J. Math. 2019, 1–13 (2019).

https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/1631979

[16] Liu, X., Cai, N.: High-order iterative methods for the DMP inverse. J. Math. 2018, 1–6 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/8175935

[17] Liu, X., Qin, Y.: Iterative methods for computing the weighted Minkowski inverses of matrices in Minkowski space. World Acad. Sci., Eng. Technol. 75, 1083–1085 (2011)

[18] Lone, M.S., Krishnaswamy, D.: m-projections involving Minkowski inverse and range symmetric property in Minkowski space. J. Linear Topol. Algebra 5, 215–228 (2016)

[19] Ma, H., Gao, X., Stanimirović, P.S.: Characterizations, iterative method, sign pattern and perturbation analysis for the DMP inverse with its applications. Appl. Math. Comput. 378, 125196 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amc.2020.125196

[20] Malik, S.B., Thome, N.: On a new generalized inverse for matrices of an arbitrary index. Appl. Math. Comput. 226, 575–580 (2014).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amc.2013.10.060

[21] Meenakshi, A.R.: Generalized inverses of matrices in Minkowski space. Proc. Nat. Semin.

Algebra Appl. 57, 1–14 (1999)

[22] Meenakshi, A.R.: Range symmetric matrices in Minkowski space. Bull. Malaysian Math.

Sc. Soc. (Second Series) 23, 45–52 (2000)

[23] Meng, L.: The DMP inverse for rectangular matrices. Filomat 31, 6015–6019 (2017).

https://doi.org/10.2298/FIL1719015M

[24] Mosić, D.: Drazin-star and star-Drazin matrices. Results Math. 75, 1–21 (2020).

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00025-020-01191-7

[25] Mosić, D., Djordjević, D.S.: The gDMP inverse of Hilbert space operators. J. Spectr.

Theory 8, 555–573 (2018). https://doi.org/10.4171/JST/207

[26] Penrose, R.: A generalized inverse for matrices. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 51, 406–413 (1955). https://doi.org/10.1017/S0305004100030401

[27] Prasad, K.M., Mohana, K.S.: Core-EP inverse. Linear Multilinear Algebra 62, 792–802 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1080/03081087.2013.791690

[28] Renardy, M.: Singular value decomposition in Minkowski space. Linear Algebra Appl.

236, 53–58 (1996). https://doi.org/10.1016/0024-3795(94)00124-3

[29] Robinson, S.M.: A short proof of Cramer’s rule. Math. Mag. 43, 94–95 (1970).

https://doi.org/10.1080/0025570X.1970.11976018

[30] Romo, F.P.: On Drazin-Moore-Penrose inverses of finite potent endomorphisms. Linear Multilinear Algebra 69, 627–647 (2021).

https://doi.org/10.1080/03081087.2019.1612834

[31] Wang, B., Du, H., Ma, H.: Perturbation bounds for DMP and CMP inverses of tensors via Einstein product. Comput. Appl. Math. 39, 1–17 (2020).

https://doi.org/10.1007/s40314-019-1007-1

[32] Wang, G., Wei, Y., Qiao, S.: Generalized Inverses: Theory and Computations (Second Edition). Science Press, Beijing (2018).

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-0146-9

[33] Wang, H., Chen, J.: Weak group inverse. Open Math. 16, 1218–1232 (2018).

https://doi.org/10.1515/math-2018-0100

[34] Wang, H., Chen, J., Yan, G.: Generalized Cayley-Hamilton theorem for core-EP inverse matrix and DMP inverse matrix. J. Southeast Univ. (English Edition) 34, 135–138 (2018). https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1003-7985.2018.01.019

[35] Wang, H., Li, N., Liu, X.: The m-core inverse and its applications. Linear Multilinear Algebra 69, 2491–2509 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1080/03081087.2019.1680597

[36] Wang, H., Wu, H., Liu, X.: The m-core-EP inverse in Minkowski space. B. Iran. Math.

Soc. 48, 2577–2601 (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s41980-021-00619-2

[37] Wei, Y.: A characterization and representation of the generalized inverse A^{(2)}_{T ,S} and its applications. Linear Algebra Appl. 280, 87–96 (1998).

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0024-3795(98)00008-1

[38] Wu, H., Wang, H., Jin, H.: The m-WG inverse in Minkowski space. Filomat 36, 1125– 1141 (2022). https://doi.org/10.2298/FIL2204125W

[39] Yuan, Y., Zuo, K.: Compute lim_{λ→0} x(λI_p + Y AX)^{−1}Y by the product singular value decomposition. Linear Multilinear Algebra 64, 269–278 (2016).

https://doi.org/10.1080/03081087.2015.1034641

[40] Zekraoui, H., Al-Zhour, Z., Özel, C.: Some new algebraic and topological properties of the Minkowski inverse in the Minkowski space. Sci. World J. 2013, 1–6 (2013).

https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/765732

[41] Zhou, M., Chen, J.: Integral representations of two generalized core inverses. Appl. Math.

Comput. 333, 187–193 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amc.2018.03.085

[42] Zhu, H.: On DMP inverses and m-EP elements in rings. Linear Multilinear Algebra 67, 756–766 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1080/03081087.2018.1432546

[43] Zuo, K., Cvetković-Ilić, D., Cheng, Y.: Different characterizations of DMP-inverse of matrices. Linear Multilinear Algebra 70, 411–418 (2022).

https://doi.org/10.1080/03081087.2020.1729084