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REVERSE ORDER LAW FOR GENERALIZED INVERSES WITH INDEFINITE
HERMITIAN WEIGHTS

K. KAMARAJ !, P. SAM JOHNSON 2 AND ATHIRA SATHEESH K 3

ABSTRACT. In this paper, necessary and sufficient conditions are given for the existence of Moore-
Penrose inverse of a product of two matrices in an indefinite inner product space (IIPS) in which
reverse order law holds good. Rank equivalence formulas with respect to IIPS are provided and an
open problem is given at the end.

1. INTRODUCTION

The reverse order law for generalized inverse plays an important role in the theoretic research and
numerical computations in many areas, including the singular matrix problems, ill-posed problems,
optimization problems, and statistics problems (see, for instance, [1, 4, 7, 10, 9, 13, 6]). A classical
result of Greville [12] gives necessary and sufficient conditions for the two term reverse order law for the
Moore-Penrose inverse in the Euclidean space. It is known that the reverse order law does not hold for
various classes of generalized inverses [2, 5]. Hence, a significant number of papers treat the sufficient
or equivalent conditions such that the reverse order law holds in some sense. Sun and Wei established
some sufficient and necessary conditions for inverse order rule for weighted generalized inverses with
positive definite weights [14, 15]. The concept of the Moore-Penrose inverse between indefinite inner
product spaces has been introduced and mentioned in [8] that if the weights are positive definite,
then the weighted generalized inverse and the Moore-Penrose inverse between indefinite inner product
spaces are the same. In this paper, we give some necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence
of Moore-Penrose inverse of a product of two matrices and to hold reverse order law in an ITPS. Also,
we claim that our results are more general than the existing ones for weighted Moore-Penrose inverse.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We consider matrices on the field C of complex numbers and denote the space of complex matrices
of order m x n by C™*". The range and the rank of A € C™*™ are denoted by R(A) and rank(A)
respectively. The indexr of A € C™*™ is the least positive integer p such that rank(AP) = rank(APT!)
and it is denoted by ind(A).

For a complex square matrix A, we call it Hermitian if A = A*, where A* denotes the adjoint of
A with respect to the Hermitian inner product (.,.) on C™ (i.e., complex conjugate transpose). Let
N be an invertible Hermitian matrix of order n. An indefinite inner product in C™ is defined by an
equation

[z, y] = (z, Ny)
where z,y € C". Such a matrix N is called a weight. A space with an indefinite inner product is called
an indefinite inner product space (IIPS). Let M and N be weights of order m and n, respectively.
The M N -adjoint of an m x n matrix A denoted A is defined by

AP = N1 A* M

Sun and Wei [14] used the terminology weighted conjugate transpose for M N -adjoint. In an TIPS, by
considering the same weights M = N, a complex square matrix A is called N-Hermitian if A = A;
it is called N-range Hermitian if R(A) = R(AM). If the TIPS is understood from the context, then
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instead of saying that A is N-Hermitian (N-range Hermitian), we may simply say that A is Hermitian
(range Hermitian).

The M N-Moore-Penrose inverse Alfl of A € C”*™ between IIPSs is defined to be the unique
solution X € C™*™ if it exists, to the equations

AXA=A (2.1)
XAX =X (2.2)
(AX)F = AX (2.3)
(XA = xA. (2.4)

The reference to M N will be dropped when there is no ambiguity and Alfl will be simply called
the Moore-Penrose inverse of A. If A is invertible, then Alfl = A=1. Tt is easy to observe that if
M and N are the identity matrices, then Alfl = AT where A" denotes the usual Moore-Penrose
inverse in an Euclidean space. Sun and Wei used the notation A}LV[ N for Al to emphasize on the
weights of positive definite Hermite matrices M and N. In this case, A}LWN exists for all matrices
A and A}LV[N = N-2(M2AN-2) Mz [14]. Unlike the Euclidean case and weighted Moore-Penrose
inverse, a matrix need not have a Moore-Penrose inverse between ITPSs [8]. The following result gives

a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of Moore-Penrose inverse of a matrix between
IIPSs.

Theorem 2.1 ([8], Theorem 1). Let A € C™*". Then Al exists iff rank(A) = rank(AA¥) =
rank(AM A).
For the sake of clarity as well as for easier reference we mention the following properties of Moore-
Penrose inverse between IIPSs.
Theorem 2.2 ([8], Section 4). Let A € C™*" be such that AU! exists. Then the following statements
hold :
(i) A[* Al AA[TJ = A[T AAl,
(i) (AP = (AL
(iii) (AAFHIT and (A *]A) exist. In this case, (AAM)IT] = (AN A gng (A A = AT (AR
(iv) Alfl = A (AABNIT = (AN 4)T Al
(v) (AAl] )[ﬂ (AAMHYA = A = (AAB)(AAMD A,
(vi) (AA[* )[H(AA *]) — (AA[* )(AA[*J)[H,
This section is ended with some known results which will be used in the sequel.
Lemma 2.3 ([1], p.173). Let A be a square matriz of order n with ind(A) = 1. Let B € C"*¢ be a
matriz such that R(AB) C R(B). Then
R(AB) = R(A) N R(B).
Lemma 2.4 ([15], Lemma 2.1). Let A, B, C and D be matrices with suitable orders. Then

rank ( Cj’élA Ag ) = rank(A) + rank(D — CAB).

Lemma 2.5 ([17], Theorem 2.7). Let P and Q are two idempotent matrices of suitable orders. Then

rank(PQ — QP) = rank < g ) +rank ( P Q )+ rank(PQ)
+rank(QP) — 2rank(P) — 2rank(Q).

A B
C D
CAB =0, N(A) C N(C) and N((A)*) C N(B)*.
Lemma 2.7 ([16], Theorem 1.2). Let A, B, C and D be matrices with suitable orders. Then
i A*AA*  A*B
ran O A* D

Lemma 2.6 ([3], Corollary). Let M = ( ) . Then rank(M) = rank(A) if and only if D —

) = rank(A) + rank(D — CA'B).
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3. REVERSE ORDER LaAw

We start the section with examples which illustrate that between ITPSs, (AB)[fl may not exist
although Alfl and B! exist, and even though Moore-Penrose inverses of A, B and AB exist, the
reverse order law (AB)[f] = Bl ATl does not hold.

1 1 0 1 1 0
Example 3.1. Let A < 10 ), B < 0 0 ) and M = N < 0 —1 > Clearly, B

( 00 ) and (AB)l¥ = ( _01 0 ) Then A is non-singular and rank(B) = rank(BB!") =

—-1 0 1
8 i ) and rank(AB) # rank((AB)*1AB),

2 1 1 0
>, B < 0 0 ) and M = N = < 0 —1 ) Clearly, A

-3 0 1
] —
)t aa= (20 Yoaan (42,

30 4 2 2 0
(+] — B — = _1 [l = 1
BB (O O)andB B _9 _1).HenceA 3(_2 O)andB 3<_1 O)'

Moreover, (AB)!Tl = 1 ( 2.0 ) and B Al = —%( 2.0 ) Thus (AB)f! £ Bl Alfl,

rank(B* B), so both Alfl and Bl exist. Also, AB = (
hence (AB)[f] does not exist.

Example 3.2. Let A = (1)

1 0 2
[+l —
(1, 0 Ywim— (2

—~C e owN

-1 0 -1 0

Motivated by the above examples, we show when the reverse order law holds good in an indefinite
inner product space. Before presenting the main results, we collect some basic results.

Lemma 3.3. Let A, B, C and D be matrices with suitable orders. If

rank ( g ZB; ) = rank(A) = rank(B) = rank(C),

then rank(A) = rank(D

. It is given that rank(M) = rank(A). Then by Lemma 2.6, we have

)-

A B

Proof. Let M = C D
C R(A*) and R(B) C R(A). This implies D = CATB = rank(D) <

D — CA'B = 0, R(C*)
rank(C) = rank(A).

Now to prove the reverse inequality, rank(A) = rank(B) = rank(C) = R(A) = R(B) and
R(A*) = R(C*). Since D = CA'B we get CTD = ctcAtB = ct(CH'AIB. Now, R(A*) =
R(C*) == R(A") = R(CT). Using the fact that if R(E) C R(F) then FF'E = E, we get
CT(CT) At = At This implies CTD = ATB = CTDB' = ATBBT = AT(BT) Bf. Now, R(A) =
R(B) = R((A")*) = R((B")*) and using the fact that if R(E*) C R(F*) then EFTF = E we get,
C'DBT = AT = rank(A") < rank(D) = rank(A) < rank(D). This completes the proof. O

Next we prove the indefinite version of Lemma 2.7.

Theorem 3.4. Let A, B, C and D be matrices with suitable orders. If Al exists, then

Al aAF A B D C Al
= rank(A) + rank(D — CAHB).

Proof. By Theorem 2.2 we can easily verify the following relations.

(A[ﬂ)[*] 0 A AAF AB (A[ﬂ)[*] 0\ A AAUB
0 I CAl D 0 1) \calla D

and
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Al 0 A AAB AL 0\ [ AFAAR A B
0 I C Al A D o I ) C Al D :

Thus

rank ARl AAK Al B — rank A AAlNB
CcAl) D - cAfA D

= rank(A) + rank(D — CAlf
= rank(A) + rank(D — CAlf

AAMB) (by Lemma 2.4)
B).

Similarly we can prove the other equality.
O

It is known in the Euclidean case that the single expression R(A*ABB*) = R(BB*A*A) is a
necessary and sufficient condition for the reverse order law to hold ([1], p.161). This condition was
later shown ([11], p.231) to hold in a more general setting. The main result and its proof closely follow
those of Greville [12].

Theorem 3.5. Let A € C"*" and B € C"**. If Al and BU! exist, then the following are equivalent:

(i) AMABBM is range Hermitian.

(ii) R(AMAB) C R(B) and R(BBM Al C R(AM).

(iil) BB AMA and ATTABBY™ are range Hermitian.

(iv) BBWAMAB = AMAB and AMABB Al = BBl Al
Proof. (i) = (i) : As B = BB B = BBM(BI[*| we have R(AMABBI) = R(A AB). Suppose
that A ABBU is range Hermitian. Then

R(AMAB) = R(AWABBY) = R(BBM AM A) C R(B).
The second part follows similarly.
(ii) = (i): Let C = AMABBUF. Then C(BIHF = AMAB. Hence R(C) = R(AMABBM) C
R(AMAB) = R(C(BITh) € R(C). Thus R(C) = R(AMAB). Similarly R(C!*) = R(BB! Al).
Thus AMABBU is range Hermitian iff R(AMAB) = R(BBMAM). Suppose R(AAB) C R(B).
It is a well-known fact that ind(Al* A) = 1. Thus by Lemma 2.3, R(AMAB) = R(AMA)N R(B) =
R(AF)NR(B). On the other hand, again by Lemma 2.3, R(BB* Ay € R(Al) and ind(BB!) = 1
give R(BBM A = R(BBM) N R(AM) = R(B) N R(AM). Thus R(BBM* Ay = R(AFAB). There-
fore, Al ABB!! is range Hermitian.
(i7) < (iv): Straight forward.
(i1) = (i) : Suppose that R(AMMAB) C R(B). As R(AMABBI) € R(AMAB) C R(B), we get
A ABBI = BB A ABBI] and hence it can be shown that
R((BB[HA[*]A)[*]) — R(A[*]ABB“]) — R(BB”]A[*]A).
Thus BB A A is range Hermitian. In a similar way, using the inclusion relation
R(BBMAM) C R(AM),
we can prove that Al ABBl is also range Hermitian.
(iii) = (ii) : Suppose BB A A is range Hermitian. Then R(BB'" A A) = R(AM ABBI). Tt clear
that R(AMAB) = R(AMABBITIB) € R(AMABBH) = R(BBI A A) C R(B). Thus BB AMAB =
A AB. Similarly, we can prove ANlABBIM A = BBl Al
O

Theorem 3.6. Let A € C"*", B e C"* and D = AB. If A"l and Bl exist, then the following are
equivalent:
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(]
(i) rank ( DBI[)*]B gg[*]l])) ) = rank(D), where D = AB.

(ii) (AB)1 exists and (AB)If] = Bl Al

Proof. (i) = (ii) : First we prove the existence of Moore-Penrose inverse of AB. For that, let F =
AAFID. Tt is easy to observe that D = AB = (AAMNI(AAMYAB = (AAM)HIIE. Thus rank(D) =
rank((AAFNEY < rank(FE) = rank(AAM D) < rank(D). Tt shows that rank(D) = rank(AAF D).
Similarly, we can prove that rank(D) = rank(DB B).
D AAFD \ _ (]

pBYEB DDHD > = rank(D). Then rank(D) = rank(DD™ D) by Lemma
3.3. Tt concludes that rank(D) = rank(DDP) = rank(D"!D). Thus (AB)If] exists. By Theorem
3.4,

Suppose rank <

( D AAHD
rank

DBY B DDHD ) = rank(D™) + rank(D — AAF (DM B B)

= rank(D) + rank(D — BFIBDI A A,

Hence, by the assumption rank(D¥ — B BDMAAF) = 0. Thus D = BHBDWAAF. Pre-
multiplying by (B! B)lfl and post-multiplying by (AAF)] we get

(BY BT B A (44PN — (Bl B) Bl g Dl A A1) (A AL,
By Theorem 2.2 (v) and (vi),

Bl Alf] — (B[*]B)[T]B[* BRBMX Al (DD[* )[HAA *] (AA *])[T
= B AF (DD A AN (4 ALY
DTAA[*(AA[*) = (D [*]D) *]AA*](AA*])”

[
plil — (AB)”].

(#4) = (i) : By Theorem 3.4,

rank ( . g‘éﬂ?@ ) — rank(DV) + rank(D — AAF(DIF) BH )
= rank(D) + rank(D — AAM (BT Al Bi )
= rank(D) + rank(D — AAF (AT (B Bl B)
= rank(D) + rank(D — AB)
nk(D).

O

Theorem 3.7. Let A € C™*™ and B € C*** such that A" and B} exist. If any one of the conditions
listed in Theorem 3.5 holds, then

D AFAD
rank < pBYEB DDHD > = rank(D).

Proof. Suppose that BBITAMAB = A AB and Al!ABB A = BB Al hold. Then, we have

D AAFD B AB ABBWAMAB
( DBMYB DDMD ) - ( ABBYAWAB AB(AB)MAB )
D DB A D
- < DBMAID  DDHD )
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By Theorem 3.4,

ank D AAMD —rank D DB AFD
DBHB DDFD - DBHAND  DDHD

= rank(D) + rank(DD*' D — DB A DBl AX D)

= rank(D) + rank(DD*'D — ABB* AT ABBI AX AB)
= rank(D) + rank(DD*'D — ABB* A A4 AB)

= rank(D) + rank(DD D — ABB" A AB)

= rank(D) + rank(DD*'D — DD D)

= rank(D).

O

Corollary 3.8. Let A € C™*" and B € C"** such that Al and B ezist. If any one of the
conditions listed in Theorem 3.5 holds, then (AB) exists and (AB)!f] = B Alf],

Lemma 3.9. Let A€ C™*" B c C™** and C € C**™. Then
(i)

Similarly we can prove (ii).

Lemma 3.10. Let A € C™*" and B € C9*". If Al and B exist, then

(i)
A 0 [*]_ A0
0 B - 0 BMH
A o\ oam o
0 B - 0 Bl

(iii)

7N
oo
o
~
Il
7N
= s
=%
N———
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Proof. (i) Let K = ( ]\6[ g ) and L = ( ](;7 Ig ) . Without loss of generality we may assume
that

[+ _ 71 (A0
T =1L TK,WhereT—(O B)'

a 0 ! 0 B* 0 G
_/NTAM 0
o 0 H-'B*@G

A0
- 0o BB |-
(ii) Suppose Alfl and Bl exist.

[+ [+
TMT_(A A O]B>andTT[*]—(AA 0 >

Then

0 Bl* 0 BBl

Thus rank(THT) = rank(A) + rank(B) = rank(TT™) = rank(T), which implies T exists.
0

(1]
Also it is easy to verify that T = ( AO Bl

) satisfies the Moore-Penrose equations.

(i) is similiar to (ii).
U

Theorem 3.11. Let A,B,C,D,P and Q be matrices with suitable orders such that P and Q!
exist. Then
pHAQk  plppl 0
rank(D — CPWAQMB) = rank | QFQQM 0 QWB | — rank(P) — rank(Q).
0 cpll -D
Proof. 1t is observed that

A AQM B
cplila D

Il
N

o O

I
N

(by Lemma 3.10 (iii)).
Thus by Theorem 3.4,

A AQB
Tank< cpiA D = rank (

— rank < 0 P >
A 0 it - 0 Q 0 )’
0o C 0 -D

where M = ( C,% f)) ) . By Lemma 3.10 (ii),
0 QM 0 Q"B
ank A AQMB — rank P ppl 0 PHA 0
cPllA D - 0 AQH —A 0
C Pl 0 0 -D

—rank(P) — rank(Q).



8 REVERSE ORDER LAW FOR GENERALIZED INVERSES WITH INDEFINITE HERMITIAN WEIGHTS

Also
0o 1 pPH 0 0 eFQEM o QMB 0 I 0 0
I 0 0 0 Pl pplx 0 PHA 0 I 000
00 0 I 0 AQ —A 0 QM 0 0 I
00 I 0 cpl 0 0 -D 0 0 I 0
PHAQH  pllppl 0 0
B QH QM 0 Q¥B 0
B 0 cpl -D 0
0 0 0 -A
Thus

pAQEH  pppl 0 0

A AQMB B QM 0 Q¥B 0
rank ( cria D = rank 0 cP¥l —D 0
0 0 0 —A
—rank(P) — rank(Q)
pAQl  pppl 0
= rank | QHQQM 0 QMY B | +rank(A)
0 ceptl -D
—rank(P) — rank(Q).
But by Lemma 2.4,
A AQMB _ 1 40l
rank ( opliig D = rank(A) + rank(D — CPMAQ" B).
Thus
pHAQE  pllpplx 0
rank(D — CPWAQWB) = rank | QFQQM 0 QYB | —rank(P) — rank(Q).

0 C Pl -D

Corollary 3.12. Let A € C"*" and B € C"** such that A"l and B exist. Then

Bl Al<l BB

_ [1] A7 =
rank(AB — ABB'W A AB) rank( Al AB

) + rank(AB) — rank(A) — rank(B).

Proof. Replace D by AB, C' by AB, P by B, Aby I, Q by A and B by AB in Theorem 3.11, we get
Bl Al<l Bl BRI+ 0

rank(AB — ABBWAWMAB) = rank [ AlAAl 0 A AB
0 ABB —AB
—rank(A) — rank(B).
Also,
I 0 0 Bl¥lAlXl B BB 0 I 0 0
0 I AWl Al A ATH] 0 AHAB 0o I 0
00 I 0 ABBU —AB 0 BF T

Bl Al#] Bl BBl 0
= Al 4Al Al ABBI 0
0 0 —AB
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Therefore

(] Al [x] B Bl*]
rank(AB — ABBIANAB) = mnk( BlA BFIBB

Al 44 Al ABBIH
—rank(A) — rank(B).

) + rank(AB)

Moreover, by observing the following facts

I 0 Bl Al Bl BBl I 0 B B A BB
o Al AllAaAl A ABBI o B ] = 448 4B

and
I 0 Bl Al BB I 0 Bl Al Bl BBl
( 0 Al ) ( AAFL AB ) ( 0 B )‘ ( A AAFL A ABBE )
we have
5 B Al BIIB . Bl Al Bl BBl
ran ( AAF) AB ) —ran ( AW AAF A ABBM ) '
Thus

Bl Al<l BB

_ [1] 7l7] =
rank(AB — ABB'W A AB) rank( A AB

) + rank(AB) — rank(A) — rank(B).

Lemma 3.13. Let P and @ be two N-Hermaitian idempotent matrices of suitable orders. Then
rank(PQ — QP) =2rank ( P Q )+ 2 rank(PQ) — 2 rank(P) — 2 rank(Q).

Proof. Since P and @) are two idempotent matrices, by Lemma 2.5,

rank(PQ — QP) = Tank< g ) +rank ( P Q )+ rank(PQ)
+rank(QP) — 2 rank(P) — 2 rank(Q).
By Lemma 3.9,
rank(PQ — QP) = rank ( P¥ QU ) +rank( P Q )+ rank(PQ)
+rank(PYQM) — 2 rank(P) — 2 rank(Q).
Since P and @ are Hermitian we get,

rank(PQ — QP) =2rank ( P Q ) + 2 rank(PQ) — 2 rank(P) — 2 rank(Q).

Lemma 3.14. If Alfl and B ezist, then rcmk( BBl AlllA ) = rcmk( B Al )

Proof. The conclusion may be arrived easily by using the following two equations

B 0

( BBl Alil4 )< 0 Al

) =(B AN )and

. Bl 0
(B Al )( 0 (Al ) = ( BBl Alla).

Theorem 3.15. Let A € C™*" and B € C***. If Alil and BU exist, then
rank(BBWAM A — AMABBUIY = 2 rank ( AFl B ) +2rank(AB) — 2 rank(A) — 2 rank(B).
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Proof. Clearly AlflA and BBl are Hermitian and idempotent, then by Lemma 3.13,
rank(BB Al A — Al ABBIT =2rank ( BBl All4 ) +2 rank(BBT1 Alf] 4)
—2 rank(BB) — 2 rank(Alf1A)
=2rank ( B AFl) +2rank(AB)
—2 rank(B) — 2 rank(A) (by Lemma 3.14).
Also,
Tcmk(BB[ﬂA[ﬂA) — Tcmk(B(B[*]B)[ﬂB[*]A[*] (AA[*])WA)
ank(BM AM) = rank(AB)
(
(

IN
-

and rank(AB) = rank(BM AF) = rank(B* BB Alfl 4 Al

Thus rank(AB) = rank(BBl1 Al A).

O
Theorem 3.16. Let A € C™*" and B € C"** such that Alll and BU exist. If
rank( Bf[l*ili[]*] le*]BB ) =rank ( Al B ),
then (AB)lTl = BW Al s equivalent to any one of the conditions given in Theorem 3.5.
Proof. Since
rank( Bf[;ié[]*] le*]BB ) =rank ( Al B ),
by Theorem 3.15 and Corollary 3.12,
2 rank(AB — ABBW AW AB) = rank(BBI Al A — A ABBIT).
Thus if (AB)!T] = Bl Al then BB AlTlA = Al ABBI]. Therefore
BB AM — gl Al ABBEH Bl Al+l — Al ABIHI BRI Al — Al A B Al
Similarly, we prove BBIIAFAB = A¥lAB. Thus we obtain condition (iv) of Theorem 3.5.
O

4. AN OPEN PROBLEM

We can observe from Theorem 3.16 that (AB)[fl = BIfl Alf] is equivalent to any one of the conditions
given in Theorem 3.5 by assuming the rank equality

L B Al BB
ran ( AAl AB

But in the Euclidean case such a rank equality assumption is not required. Thus it is an open question
for giving proof for Theorem 3.16 without assuming the rank equality, or finding a counter example.

>—Tank( Al B )
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