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Abstract. The inertia of a Hermitian matrix is defined to be a triplet composed by the numbers of the positive,
negative and zero eigenvalues of the matrix counted with multiplicities, respectively. In this paper, we give various
closed-form formulas for the maximal and minimal values for the rank and inertia of the Hermitian expression A + X,
where A is a given Hermitian matrix and X is a variable Hermitian matrix satisfying the range and rank restrictions
range(X) C range(B) and rank(X) < k. Some expressions of the Hermitian matrix X such that A + X attains the
extremal ranks and inertias are also presented.
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1. Introduction
Consider a Hermitian matrix perturbation problem
A+ X, (1.1)

where A is a given Hermitian matrix of order m, and X is a Hermitian perturbation matrix (also called a
Hermitian modification or update matrix). The perturbation matrix X is not totally free, but is often assumed
to take values from some matrix sets or satisfy some restriction on its range, rank, norm, definiteness, etc. In
this paper, we assume that the Hermitian perturbation matrix X in (1.1) satisfies the following range and rank
restrictions

range(X) C range(B) and rank(X) < k, (1.2)
or satisfies the following range, rank and definiteness restrictions
range(X) C range(B), rank(X) <k and +X >0, (1.3)

in which B is a given m X n matrix with rank(B) > k, and X > 0 means that X is nonnegative definite.
The range, rank and definiteness restrictions in (1.2) and (1.3) are often used for demonstrating algebraic
properties of the Hermitian perturbation matrix X. If k£ is fairly small in comparison with the order m or the
rank of B, (1.2) and (1.3) are often called low-rank perturbations (or modifications) to the matrix A; see, e.g.,
1, 7,8, 12, 23, 36].

Note that the set inclusion range(X) C range(B) for a Hermitian matrix X can be alternatively expressed as
X = BY B* for some Hermitian matrix Y, where B* denotes the conjugate transpose of B. Hence, the Hermitian
perturbation in (1.1) subject to (1.2) or (1.3) can equivalently be formulated as the following Hermitian matrix
expression

p(X) = A+ BXB* subject to rank(X) < k, (1.4)
or
p(X) = A+ BXB* subject to rank(X) < kand £X >0, (1.5)

where k < rank(B).

The rank and inertia of a Hermitian matrix are two basic concepts in matrix theory for describing the
dimension of the row/column vector space and the sign distribution of the eigenvalues of the matrix, which
are well understood and are easy to compute by the well-known elementary or congruent matrix operations.
These two quantities play an essential role in characterizing algebraic properties of Hermitian matrices. In
recent years, the present author showed many new formulas for ranks and inertias for Hermitian matrices
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and their operations, and presented various applications of these formulas in matrix theory and applications;
see [37, 38, 39, 40, 41]. Just like the problems of maximizing/minimizing determinants, traces and norms of
matrices, the problem of maximizing/minimizing the rank and inertia of a matrix expression could be regarded
as a special topic in mathematical optimization theory, although it was not classified clearly in the literature.

In this paper, we consider the problems of maximizing/minimizing the rank and inertia of (1.1) subject
to (1.2) and (1.3), respectively. The max-min optimization problems consist of determining the maximal and
minimal ranks and inertias of a matrix expression, and finding the variable matrices such that the matrix
expression attains the extremal ranks and inertias. In fact, maximizing/minimizing the rank/inertia of a matrix
expression has been a challenging task that arises in studying many optimization problems and their applications,
such as, machine learning, system and control theory, and discrete geometry. In particular, the problems on
maximizing/minimizing the inertia of a matrix with low rank Hermitian perturbations was considered in the
literature, see, e.g., [15, 18]. Just like the classic optimization problems on determinants, traces and norms
of matrices, the problem of maximizing/minimizing the rank/inertia of a matrix expression could be regarded
as a special topic in mathematical optimization theory, although it was not classified clearly in the literature.
Since the variable entries in a matrix expression are often taken as continuous variables from some constraint
sets, while the objective expressions—the rank and inertia of the matrix expression take values from a finite
set of nonnegative integers. Hence, maximizing/minimizing the rank/inertia of a matrix expression can be
regarded as a mixed continuous-discrete optimization problem. This kind of continuous-discrete optimization
problems cannot be solved by various optimization methods for continuous or discrete cases, and there is no
rigorous mathematical theory for studying a general rank/inertia optimization problem. In fact, optimization
and completion problems on rank/inertia of a general matrix expression were regarded as NP-hard except some
special cases that can be solved by pure algebraical methods; see, e.g., [13, 14, 19, 20, 17, 24, 28, 30, 33, 34].

Linear matrix expressions, and their special cases linear matrix equations, have been a class of fundamental
object of study in matrix theory and applications. The linear matrix expression A + BX B* is one of the basic
Hermitian matrix expressions that includes an arbitrary matrix. This matrix expression was considered by some
authors in matrix theory and applications. In an earlier book [35], A + BX B* was studied and the inequality
A+ BX B* > 0 was solved by making use of the SVD and generalized inverses of matrices. In two recent papers
[37] and [41], certain expansion formulas for the rank/inertia of A — BX B* (see (2.36) and (2.37) below) were
established by making use of generalized inverses of matrices and some Algebraic operations of block matrices,
and a group of closed-form (symbolic) formulas for the extremal rank and inertia of A — BX B* with respect
to a variable Hermitian matrix X were derived. The closed-form formulas obtained enable us to derive some
valuable consequences on the nonsingularity and definiteness of the matrix expression A — BX B*, least-rank
Hermitian solution of the matrix equation BX B* = A; as well as the existence of Hermitian solution of the
matrix equation BXB* = A. In addition, the closed-form formulas can be used to derive upper and lower
bounds for the ranks and inertias of more complicated Hermitian matrix expressions, as well as to solve some
rank /inertia completion problems of partial Hermitian matrices. As a continuation, we study in this paper the
problems of maximizing and minimizing the rank and inertia of A + BXB* in (1.4) and (1.5).

Throughout this paper, C™*" and C}} stand for the sets of all m x n complex matrices and all m x m
complex Hermitian matrices, respectively; in particular, let

Chp ={X eCf | rank(X) <k <m}.

When k& = m, (Cg,C = Cy. If k =1 or 2, then Cfj, denotes the collection of all Hermitian matrices with
rank less than 1 or 2. The symbols A*, r(A) and Z(A) and stand for the conjugate transpose, rank and range
(column space) of a matrix A € C™*" respectively; I,,, denotes the identity matrix of order m; [ A, B] denotes
a row block matrix consisting of A and B. Two Hermitian matrices A and B of the same size are said to be
congruent if there is an invertible matrix S such that SAS* = B. We write A > 0 (or A > 0) if A is Hermitian
positive (or nonnegative) definite. Two Hermitian matrices A and B of the same size are said to satisfy the
inequality A > B (or A > B) in the Lowner partial ordering if A — B is positive (or nonnegative) definite. The
Moore-Penrose inverse of A € C™*", denoted by A, is defined to be the unique solution X of the four matrix
equations

() AXA=A, (i) XAX = X, (iii) (AX)* = AX, (iv) (XA)* = X A.

Further, the symbols F4 and F4 stand for the two orthogonal projectors E4 = I,,—AA" and Fy = I,,— A" A onto
the null spaces A* and A, respectively. A well-known property of the Moore-Penrose inverse is (AT)* = (A*)T.
In addition, AAT = ATA if A = A*. We shall repeatedly use them in the latter part of this paper. Results on
the Moore-Penrose inverse can be found, e.g., in [3, 4, 21].

When considering a Hermitian matrix, we are usually concerned with distributions of the eigenvalues of the
matrix, as well as its definiteness. Recall that the eigenvalues of a Hermitian matrix A € Cj} are all real, and



the inertia of A is defined to be the triplet

In(A4) = {i1(4), i-(A), io(A) },

where i4(A), i—(A) and ig(A) are the numbers of the positive, negative and zero eigenvalues of A counted
with multiplicities, respectively. i, (A) and i_(A) are are called the positive and negative index of inertia,
respectively, and both of which are usually called the partial inertia (see, e.g., [2]). For a Hermitian matrix A,
we have r(A4) =i (A) +i_(4).

Note that the inertia of a Hermitian matrix describes the sign distribution of the real eigenvalues of the
matrix. Hence, it can be used to characterize definiteness of the matrix. The following results are obvious from
the definitions of the rank and inertia of a matrix.

Lemma 1.1. Let A C™*™, B e C™*", and C € C{}. Then,

(a) A is nonsingular if and only if r(A) = m.

(b) B =0 if and only if r(B) = 0.

(c) C’ >0 (C <0) if and only if iy (C) =m (i_(C) =m).
(d) C>0(C<0)ifand only if i_(C) =0 (i.(C) =0).

Lemma 1.2. Let S be a set consisting of (square) matrices over C™*™ and let H be a set consisting of Her-
mitian matrices over Cif. Then,

(a) S has a nonsingular matriz if and only if I)rggfg{r(X) =m.
(b) Any X € S is nonsingular if and only if glelrér(X) =m.
(¢) 0 €S if and only if gl{lelréT(X) = 0.

(d) S ={0} if and only if I)I(lg}g{r(X) =0.

h tric X >0 (X <0) ¢ d only 1 i+ (X) = _(X) = .
(e) H has a matriz X >0 (X <0) if an onyzfgeaﬁur( ) m<)r§1€aﬁz( ) m)

(f) Any X € H satisfies X > 0 (X < 0) if and only zf)r(nggu(X) =m ()r(nelrﬁz_(X) :m).

h tric X > 0 (X <0) if and only of min 1 (X) = ini (X)=0].
(g) H has a matriz 0 ( 0) if an onyzfgcnel%z( ) (;{nel%u( ) 0)

(h) Any X € H satisfies X > 0 (X <0) if and only if maxi_(X) =0 (maxu(X) = O>.
XeH XeH

These two lemmas show that once certain formulas for the exact bounds of rank and partial inertia of
a Hermitian matrix are derived, we can use them to characterize equalities and inequalities for the Hermitian
matrix. This basic algebraic method, referred to as the matrix rank/inertia method, is available, as demonstrated
below, for studying various Hermitian matrix expressions that involve generalized inverses of matrices and
variable matrices. It has been realized that computing the rank/inertia of a matrix a hard problem in linear
algebra and no method is known to get the inertia of a matrix exactly in general; see, e.g., [19, 20]. However, it
is not hard to establish closed-form formulas for the extremal ranks/inertias of Hermitian matrices under some
simple cases; see the author’s recent paper [25, 26, 37, 38, 39, 41] and the results in Sections 2 and 3.

Some well-known equalities for ranks and partial inertias of matrices are given in the following lemmas.

Lemma 1.3 ([29]). Let A€ C™*", Be C™*k C € C*" and D € C** be given. Then

r[A, Bl =7(A) +r(EaB) =r(B) + r(EgA), (1.6)
r[é]:rUU+MCEQ:rKD+MAEﬁ. (1.7)

Lemma 1.4. Let A€ Cf}, B € Cfy, Q € C™*™, and assume that P € C™*™ is nonsingular. Then

i (PAP™) = is(A), (1.8)
@@m:{zjg %izg. (1.9)

Eq. (1.8) is the well-known Sylvester’s law of inertia. Eq. (1.9) is obvious from the definition of inertia.



Lemma 1.5. Let A € Cf}, B € Cfy, and P, Q € C™*". Then,
ie(P*AP) < iy (A). (1.10)

In particular,

(a) r(P*AP) =r(A) if and only if i, (P*AP) =iy (A) and i_(P*AP) = i_(A).
(b) If P*AP = B and QBQ* = A, then iy (A) = i+(B) and r(A) = r(B).

The two inequalities in (1.10) were given in [31]. Lemma 1.5(a) and (b) were given in [37, Lemma 1.6].

Lemma 1.6. Let A, B € C}}. Then

r(A+ B) <r(4) +r(B), (1.11)
it(A+ B) <it(A)+ip(B), (1.12)
r(A+B)>=r(A) —r(B), (1.13)
i+(A+B) > ix(A) —ix(B). (1.14)
In particular, if B > 0
r(A+B)>i (A+B) >ii(4), (1.15
r(A—B)>2i_(A—B)>i_(A). 1.16)

Egs. (1.11) is a well-known rank inequality in elementary linear algebra. Eq.(1.12) was given in [15, 32].
Applying (1.9), (1.11) and (1.12) to A = (A+ B )+ (—B) yields (1.13) and (1.14). Egs. (1.15) and (1.16) follow
from (1.9) and (1.14). More inequalities for the inertias of sums of Hermitian matrices can be found in [11],
[37].

2. Extremal ranks and inertias of Hermitian expressions with rank restrictions

We first solve the rank and inertia optimization problem on (1.1) subject to r(X) < k.

Lemma 2.1. Let A € CJ} be given, X € CH k. a variable matriz. Then,

Xrg(g;yg r(A+ X)=min{m, r(A)+k}, (2.1)
Xren(ég r(A+X)=max{0, r(A4)—k}, (2.2)
X@gﬁk ir(A+X)=min{m, i(A)+k}, (2.3)
Xren(én iv(A+X)=max{0, ir(A)—k}, (2.4)
Xrgggﬂk i—(A+X)=min{m, i_(A)+k}, (2.5)
XIélégk i—(A+X)=max{0, i_(4)—k}. (2.6)

The Hermitian matrices X s satisfying these equalities can be formulated from the canonical form of certain
operations A and B under the Hermitian congruence. Further,

(a) For any integer t1 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.1) and (2.2), there exists an
X e CF*™ with r(X) < k such that r(A+ X ) = t;.

(b) For any integer to between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.3) and (2.4), there exists an
X e CF*™ with r(X) < k such that iy (A+ X ) = to.

(c) For any integer ts between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.5) and (2.6), there exists an
X e CH*™ with r(X) < k such that i_(A+ X ) =t3

Proof Note that r( A+ X ) < m always holds. Hence, it is easily derived from (1.9) and (1.12) that

r(A+X)<min{m, r(4)+r(X)} <min{m, r(A)+k},
P (A+X) <min{m, i (A)+ir(X)} <min{m, is(4)+k},
i—(A+X)<min{m, i_(A)+ir(X)} <min{m, i_(A)+k}.



Hence, the right-hands of (2.1), (2.3) and (2.5) are upper bounds for the rank and partial inertia of A + X.
Note from (1.13)—(1.16) that

r(A+X)=r[A—(-X)] 2max{0, r(4)—r(—X)} >max{0, r(A) -k},
P(A+X) =4[ A= (=X)] > max {0, 74 () —i4(—X)} > max {0, is(4)—k},
i (A+X) —X)] 2 max{0, i_(A)—i_(—X)} >max{0, i_(A)—k}.

A—
i [A—(—X)

Hence, the right-hands of (2.2), (2.4) and (2.6) are lower bounds for the ranks and partial inertias of A + X.
We next show that there exist Xs such that the rank/inertia of A + X attain the upper/lower bounds on the
right-hands of (2.1)—(2.6), so that the upper/lower bounds are exactly the extremal rank and inertia of A + X.
Assume that the canonical form of the Hermitian A under the Hermitian congruence is

A=UDU*, D =diag{I, —I,,0}, (2.7)
where p =i, (A4), g =i_(A), and U € C™*™ is a nonsingular matrix. Consequently,
A+ X =UDU*+X=U[D+U'X({U ") ]U" (2.8)
Applying (1.8) to (2.8) gives
r(A+X)=r(D+Y), i.(A+X)=i,.(D+Y), i (A+X)=i_(D+Y), (2.9)
where Y = U1 X (U~1)* € C™*™ satisfying r(Y) < k. Without loss of generality, we assume that Y is a real

diagonal matrix. Hence, the sum D + Y is a real diagonal matrix as well.
Set Y = diag{0, 21} }. Then, the first and second equalities in (2.9) become

r(A+X)=r(D+diag{0, 2I;;}) = min{m, p+q+k}=min{m, r(A)+k}, (2.10)
i+(A+ X)=r(D+ diag{0, 2I};}) = min{m, p+k}=min{m, i+(4)+k}, (2.11)
establishing (2.1) and (2.3).
Set
diag{ —1I, 0} for k<p
Y =« diag{—1I,, Iy—p,0} forp<k<p+gqg
-D for k >p+q.

Then, the first equality in (2.9) becomes

pt+q—k fork<p+gq
0 fork>p+gq

=max{0, p+q¢—k}=max{0, r(4) -k}, (2.12)

r(A+X)—r(D+Y)—{

establishing (2.2). For any integer t; between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.10) and (2.12),
we can definitely choose the real diagonal matrix Y with r(Y") < k such that the rank of the diagonal matrix
D+Yisr(D+4+Y) =t, as asserted in (a).

Set Y = diag{ —I), 0 }. Then, the second equalities in (2.9) become

p—k fork<p

=max{0, p—k}=min{0, i (A) -k}, (2.13)
establishing (2.4). For any integer t2 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.11) and (2.13),
we can definitely choose the real diagonal matrix Y with (Y") < k such that iy (D + Y ) = tq, as asserted in
(b).

Set

v _ | diag{ 2L}, 0} for k < p
| diag{—2I,, 0, I_, } for k> p.

Then, the third equality in (2.9) becomes

qg+k fork<m—gq

m for k> m — g =max{m, ¢+k}=min{m, i_(4)+k}, (2.14)

i_(A+X):z'_(D+Y):{

establishing (2.5).



Set Y = diag{ 0, I, 0 }. Then, the third equality in (2.9) becomes

q—k for k<q

0 for k > g =max{0, ¢—k}=min{0, i_(A4) -k}, (2.15)

z'(A+X):z‘(D+Y):{

establishing (2.6). For any integer t3 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.14) and (2.15),
we can definitely choose the real diagonal matrix Y with #(Y") < k such that iy (D +Y ) = t3, as asserted in
(c). O

A useful consequence of Lemma 2.1 is given below, which will be used to derive the extremal ranks and
inertias of (1.4).

Corollary 2.2. Let A € Cfy and B € C"*™ be given with #(A) C %Z(B), and let X € Cif, be a variable
matriz with k < r(B). Then,

max r(A+ BXB*)=min{r(B), r(A)+k}, (2.16)
XeCiy
Xrélég r(A+ BXB*)=max{0, r(A) -k}, (2.17)
Jnax iy(A+BXB*)=min{r(B), iy(A)+k}, (2.18)
€CH
min i (A+ BXB*) =max{0, iy(A)—k}, (2.19)
XeCy x
Jnax i-(A+BXB*)=min{r(B), i—(A)+k}, (2.20)
min i_(A+ BXB*)=max{0, i_(A)—k}. (2.21)
XeCy,

In particular, if k > r(B), then

A+ BXB*)=r(B 2.92
Xrggﬁkr( + ) =1(B), (2.22)
min r(A+ BXB*) =0, (2.23)
XeCy,

. (A+BXB*)=r(B 2.24
x@@ﬁk”( + ) =r(B), (2.24)
in i,(A+BXB*)=0 2.25
xréléﬁk’*( + ) =0, (2.25)
i (A+BXB*)=r(B 2.26
xrél&’;?,f (A+ ) =r(B), (2.26)
min i_(A+ BXB*)=0. (2.27)
XE(C{{’”‘JC

The Hermitian matrices X s satisfying these equalities can be formulated from the canonical form of certain
operations A and B under the Hermitian congruence. Further,

(a) For any integer t1 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.16) and (2.17), there exists an
X € Cfy, such that r(A+ BXB*) =t;.

(b) For any integer to between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.18) and (2.19), there exists an
X € Cfyy, such that iy (A+ BXB") =t,.

(¢) For any integer ts between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.20) and (2.21), there exists an
X € Cfyy, such thati_(A+ BXB") =t;.

Proof Note that Z(A) C Z(B) is equivalent to A = BGB* for some matrix G € CJ}. Also, assume that the
rank decomposition of B is B = PQ, where P € C"** @Q € C**™ and r(B) = r(P) = r(Q) = s. Consequently,

A+ BXB* = BGB* + BXB* = PQGQ*P* + PQXQ*P* = P(QGQ* +Y )P, (2.28)
where Y = QXQ* € Cf;, with r(Y) = r(QXQ*) < k < s. Applying Lemma 1.5 to (2.28) gives

r(A+BXB*)=r(QGQ* +Y), is(A+BXB") =i (QGQ* +Y). (2.29)



In this case, applying Lemma 2.1 to the right-hand sides of the equalities in (2.29) gives

mex r(QGQ" +Y) = min{s, r(QGQ") + k). (2.30)
Jmin r(QGQ"+Y) = max {0, r(QGQ") ~ K}, (2.31)
Jmax i (QGQ"+Y) =min{s, i4(QGQ")+k}, (2.32)
ymc 1 (QOQ" +Y) = max {0, i+(QGQ") — K}, (233)
Y%lca} i (QGQ* +Y ) =max{s, i (QGQ")+k}, (2.34)
Jmin i(QOQ" +Y) =max{0, i (QGQ") ~k}. (2.35)

Substituting s = r(B), r(QGR*) = r(A) and i+ (QGQ™*) = i1 (A) into (2.30)—(2.35) yields (2.16)—(2.21). Set
k =r(B) in (2.16)—(2.21) yields (2.22)-(2.27). Results (a)—(c) follow from (2.30)—(2.35) and Lemma 2.1(a)—(c).
O

The proof of Corollary 2.2 also gives the construction of the Hermitian matrices X's that satisfy (2.16)—(2.21).
It was shown in [37, 41] that for any Hermitian matrix expression A + BX B*, the following equalities hold

r(A4+ BXB*)=2r[A, B] —r(M)+r[Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs, |, (2.36)
is(A+ BXB*)=r[A, B] —iz(M) +ix[Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs, ], (2.37)
where
A B 0
M:[B* 0}, S:[In], S, =8—-MM'S, (2.38)

where the matrix expression Fg, (S*MTS — X )Fs, on the right-hand sides of (2.36) and (2.37) is Hermitian.
These expansion formulas for rank and inertia show that the extremal ranks and inertias of A + BX B* can be
determined through those of the Hermitian matrix expression Fg, (S*M'S — X )Fs,. Applying Corollary 2.2
to the right-hand sides of (2.36) and (2.37), we obtain the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.3. Let A € Cfy and B € C™*" be given, M be as given in (2.38), and let X € Cfy ;. be a variable
matri.

(a) If k < r(M)—r[A, B], then,

Jnax r(A+ BXB*)=min{r[A, B], r(A)+k}, (2.39)
€Ci ke
Xm(én r(A+ BXB") =max{2r[A, B] —r(M), r(A)—k}, (2.40)
€Ch i
max iy(A+BXB*)=min{iy (M), iy(A)+k}, (2.41)
min iy (A+ BXB*)=max{r[A4, B]—i_(M), i.(A) -k}, (2.42)
XE(Cﬁ,k
JJhax i-(A+BXB*)=min{i_ (M), i-(A)+k}, (2.43)
H,k
Xm(én i-(A+ BXB*)=max{r[A, B] —i (M), i_(A)—k}. (2.44)
€Chix

The Hermitian matrices X s satisfying these equalities can be formulated from the canonical form of of
certain operations A and B under the Hermitian congruence. Further,
(i) For any integer t1 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.39) and (2.40), there exists

an X € Cfy ;, such that r(A+ BXB*) = t;.

(ii) For any integer to between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.41) and (2.42), there exists
an X € Cy . such that i (A+ BXB*) =t,.

(ili) For any integer t3 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.43) and (2.44), there exists
an X € Cy . such thati_(A+ BXB*) =t3.

In particular,



(iv) There exists an X € Cf; such that A+ BXB* is nonsingular if and only if r[ A, B] = m and
r(A) > m—k.
(v) There exists an X € Cfy;, such that A+ BXB* =0 if and only if r(A) < k and #(A) C Z(B).
(vi) There exists an X € Cy  such that A+ BXB* > 0 if and only if is (M) > m and i (A) > m — k.
(vil) There exists an X € Cfyy, such that A+ BXB* > 0 if and only ifi_ (M) > r[ A, B] and i;(A) < k.
(vili) There exists an X € Cy j such that A+ BXB* <0 if and only if i— (M) = m and i_(A) > m — k.
(ix) There ezists an X € Cy ;, such that A+ BXB* <0 if and only if i1 (M) > r[A, B] and i_(A) <k.
(b) If k = r(M) —r[A, B], then

\/

max r(A+ BXB*)=r[A, B], (2.45)
XeCq
chin r(A+ BXB*)=2r[A, B] —r(M), (2.46)
eChi i
A+ BXB* i+ (M 2.4
o i (A ) = i (M), (2.47)
XIen(én iy(A+BXB*)=r[A, B] —i_(M), (2.48)
Xrgggk i_(A+BXB*)=1i_(M), (2.49)
min i_(A+BXB*)=r[A, B] —it(M). (2.50)
XeCy ,

Proof Egs. (2.36) and (2.37) imply that

*) _ *Artg
Xlggﬁxkr(A—i—BXB )=2r[A, B] T(M)+X%18§kT[FSI(S M'S — X )Fg, ], (2.51)
XIen(éEkr(A—i_BXB )=2r[A, B] r(M)—l—XIenClg‘kr[FSl(S M'S — X )Fg, |, (2.52)
max iy( A+ BXB*) =r[A, Bl —iz(M)+ max iz|[Fs, (S*M'S — X)Fs,], (2.53)
€Ch XeCq 4
min ir(A+ BXB*)=r[A, B] —iz(M)+ min i+[Fs, (S*M'S — X )Fg, |. (2.54)
eCHk Xecﬁ,k

It follows from (1.6) and (1.7) that
r(Fs,)=n—r(EyS)=n+r(M)—r[M, S]=r(M)—r[A, B]. (2.55)

Under k < r(Fs,) = (M) — r[ A, B], applying Corollary 2.2 to the right-hand sides of (2.51)—(2.54) yields the
following results

o [ Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs, | = min{r(Fs,), r(Fs,S*M'SFs,)+k}, (2.56)
Xren(élg r[Fs,(S*™M'S — X )Fg, | = maX{O r(Fs,S*M'SFg,) k:}, (2.57)
Jnax i_[Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs, ] =min{r(Fs,), i_(Fs,S*M'SFs,)+k}, (2.58)
€Ciik
Jin i [Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs, ] = max {0, i_(Fs,S*M'SFs,)—Fk}, (2.59)
H,k
Joax iy [Fs, (S"M'S = X)Fs, ] = min {r(Fs,), iy(Fs,S"M'SFs,)+k}, (2.60)
H,k
XIIEH(CI£1 Z+[F31(S*MTS - X)F51 ] = max{(), Z.Jr(]:t‘:}l‘SV>'<‘Z\4T*SV-F191) - k} (261)
H,k
Setting X = 0 in (2.36) and (2.37) yields
r[Fs,(S*MTS)Fs, | = r(A) — 2r[ A, B] + (M), (2.62)
ix[Fs,(S*MTS)Fs, ] = iz(A) — r[A, B] +ix(M). (2.63)

Substituting (2.55)—(2.63) into (2.51)—(2.54) and simplifying yields (2.39)—(2.44). Results (i)—(iii) in (a) follow
from (2.56)—(2.61) and Lemma 2.1(a)—(c). Results (iv)—(ix) in (a) follow from (2.39)-(2.44) and Lemma 1.2.



Under k > r(Fs,) = r(M) — r[ A, B], applying (2.22)—(2.27) to the right-hand sides of (2.51)—(2.54) yields
the following results

o r[Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs, | = r(Fs,), X?éﬂ,k r[Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs,] =0, (2.64)

Jna i_[Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs, | = r(Fs,), Xrél(i:gk i_[Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs, | =0, (2.65)

Jna iy[Fs,(S*™M'S — X )Fs, | =r(Fs,), Xrélcigk iy[Fs,(S*M'S — X )Fs, ] = 0. (2.66)
Substituting (2.64)—(2.66) into (2.51)—(2.54) and simplifying, we obtain (2.45)—(2.50). O

Theorem 2.3 gives a group of explicit closed-form formulas for the extremal ranks and inertias of the Her-
mitian matrix expression in (1.4). As demonstrated in (i)—(vi) of Theorem 2.3(a), the closed-form formulas can
be used to derive some basic algebraic properties of the matrix expressions, such as, necessary and sufficient
conditions for A + BX B* to be nonsingular or definite, as well as necessary and sufficient conditions for the
matrix equation BX B* = —A to have positive (nonnegative definite) solutions.

For convenience, we call the matrix X € Cy  satisfying (2.40) the rank-constrained least-rank solution of the
matrix equation BX B* = —A; the matrix X € Cjy .k satisfying (2.42) the rank-constrained least-positive-inertia
solution of the matrix equation BXB* = —A,; the matrix X € Cli satisfying (2.44) the rank-constrained
least-negative-inertia solution of the matrix equation BX B* = —A. These solutions are not necessarily unique.
Therefore, it would be of interest to further choose such solution X with minimal norm.

From Theorem 2.3, we obtain the following results on the extremal ranks and inertias of (1.1) subject to
(1.2).

Theorem 2.4. Let A € C*™ and B € C™*™ be given, and let M be as given in (2.38). Also, denote

S={XeCy, | #X)CAB) and k<r(B)}. (2.67)
Then,

maxr(A+X) = min{r{4, B], r(4)+k}, (2.68)
minr(A+X) = max{2r[ A, B] = r(M), r(4) — k}, (2.69)
maszr(A—i-X): min { iy (M), ip(A)+k}, (2.70)
min i (A+X) = max {r[4, B] —i_(M), i1(4) —k}, (2.71)
maxi— (A+X) = min{i_(M), i-(4)+k}, (2.72)
mini_(A+X) = max{r{4, B] —is(M), i-(4)—k}. (2.73)

The Hermitian matrices X s satisfying these equalities can be formulated from the canonical form of certain
operations A and B under the Hermitian congruence. Further,

(i) For any integer t1 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.68) and (2.69), there exists an
X € Cff, such that r(A+ X ) = t.
(ii) For any integer to between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.70) and (2.71), there exists an
X € Cfy, such that iy (A+ X ) =t
(iil) For any integer t3 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (2.72) and (2.73), there exists an
X € Cfyy, such thati_(A+ X ) =ts.

Theorem 2.5. Let A € C*™ and B € C™*™ be given, and let M and S be as given in (2.38) and (2.67).
Then,

max {2r[A, B] —r(M) —r(A4), —k}<r(A+X)—r(A) <min{r[A, B] -r(A), k}, (2.74)
max {r[A, B] =i (M) —iy(A), —k} <ip(A+X)—ip(A) Smin{iy (M) =iy (4), k}, (2.75)
max{r[A,B]— iv(M)—i_(A), —k}<i(A+X)—i(A) <min{i_(M)—i_(A), k} (2.76)

hold for any X € S. In particular, the equalities in (2.74)—(2.76) hold for some X € S.



3. Extremal ranks and inertias of Hermitian expressions with rank and definiteness restrictions

As a special case of (1.3), we first solve rank and inertia optimization problems on A+ X subject to r(X) < k
and X > 0.

Lemma 3.1. Let A € Cfj be given, and let X € C{f ;. be a variable matriz. Then,

Oggg&;ﬁk r(A+X)=min{m, r(A)+k}, (3.1)
og)r(nei{clg{k r(A+ X)=max{iy(A), r(A) -k}, (3.2)
OgglgggkiJr(A—kX) =min{m, i.(A)+k}, (3.3)
Og)r(ngigg}g it(A+X) =i (4), (3.4)
K?g%;gk i—(A+X)=1i_(A), (3.5)
og)réleigg,k i-(A+X)=max{0, i_(A)—k}, (3.6)
and
oggleaég;k r(A—X)=min{m, r(A)+k}, (3.7)
Oggleiggﬁk r(A—X)=max{i_(4), r(A)—k}, (3.8)
o< P2, ir(A—-X)=1.(4), (3.9)
Oggle%g_k i+ (A—X)=max{0, i (A) —k}, (3.10)
Ogggggﬁk i (A—X)=min{m, i_(A)+k}, (3.11)
og)lfneiggk i—(A—X)=1i_(A). (3.12)

The Hermitian matrices X s satisfying these equalities can be formulated from the canonical form of A under
the Hermitian congruence. Further,

(a) For any integer t1 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.1) and (3.2), there exists a
0< X €Cffy, such that r(A+ X ) =t.

(b) For any integer to between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.3) and (3.4), there exists a
0< X €Cffy, such that iy (A+ X)) = ta.

(¢) For any integer t3 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.5) and (3.6), there exists a
0< X €Cjfy, such that i (A+ X ) =t3.

(d) For any integer ty between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.7) and (3.8), there exists a
0< X €Cffy, such that r(A+ X ) = t4.

(e) For any integer t5 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.9) and (3.10), there exists a
0< X e (Cﬁ,C such that i, (A+ X)) = ts5.

(f) For any integer tg between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.11) and (3.12), there exists an
0< X €Cjfy, such that i (A+ X ) =tg.

Proof Note that for any 0 < X € Cjf,
r(A£X)<m, r(£X)<k, ip(X)=rX), i-(X)=0, i.(-X)=0, i_(—-X)=r(X) (3.13)
always hold. Hence, it is easily derived from (1.11) and (1.12) that for any 0 < X € Cf,

r(A+ X ) < min{m, r() r(X)} <min{m, r(A)+k},
it(A+X)<min{m, i(A)+i(X)} <min{m, i (A)+k},
i—(A+X)<i(A)+i_(X)=1i_(A),

r(A—X)<min{m, r(4)+r(—X)} <min{m, r(A)+k},

it (A= X) <ip(A) +iy (-X) =i (4),

i—(A—X)<min{m, i—(A)+i_(-X)}<min{m, i_(A)+k}.
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Hence, the right-hand sides of (3.1), (3.3), (3.5), (3.7), (3.9) and (3.11) are upper bounds for the ranks and
partial inertias of the matrix expressions on the left-hand sides. Note from (1.13)—(1.16) and (3.13) that

r(A+X) > max{i;(4), r(4) —r(X)} > max{r(A) —k, ir(A)},
i+(A+X) 2 i(A4),

i—(A+X)>max{0, i_(A)—i_(—X)}>max{0, i_(A) -k},
r(A—X)>zmax{r(4) —r(X ) i—(A)} > max{i_(A), r(A)—k},
ir+(A—X) > max{0, i+(A) —i(X)} > max{0, iy (A) -k},
i-(A—X)=i_(A).

Hence, the right-hand sides of (3.2), (3.4), (3.6), (3.8), (3.10) and (3.12) are lower bounds for the ranks and
partial inertias of the matrix expressions on the left-hand sides. We next show that there exist X's such that the
ranks and partial inertias of the corresponding matrix expressions A + X attain the upper and lower bounds
on the right-hand sides of (3.1)—(3.12), so that the upper and lower bounds are exactly the extremal ranks and
inertias of A+ X.

Assume that the canonical form of the Hermitian A under the Hermitian congruence is

A=UDU*, D =diag{Il,, —I;, 0}, (3.14)
where p =i (A), ¢ =i-(A), and U € C™*™ is a nonsingular matrix. Consequently, for any 0 < X € Cff,,
A+ X =UDU*£X =U[DxU'X{U )] U", (3.15)

where 0 <Y = U 'X(U 1) ¢ (Cg)k. Without loss of generality, we assume that Y is a real diagonal matrix.
Hence, the sum D 4 Y is a real diagonal matrix as well. Applying (1.8) to (3.15) gives

A+ X)=r(D+Y), r(A=X)=r(D=Y), (3.16)
z+(A+ )=i (D+Y), i(A+X)=i_(D+Y), (3.17)
is(A-X)=iy (DY), i(A-X)=i(D-Y). (3.18)

Set Y = diag{ 0, 2I; }. Then, Y > 0, and the first equalities in (3.16) and (3.17) become

r(A+X)=r(D+diag{0, 2I; }) = min{m, p+q¢+k}=min{m, r(A) +k}, (3.19)
it(A+ X)=1ir(D+ diag{0, 2I; }) = min{m, p+ k} =min{m, i (A) +k}, (3.20)
establishing (3.1) and (3.3).
Set
| diag{0,1I,,0} fork>gq
| diag{0, I}, 0} for k<gq.

Then, Y > 0, and the first equality in (3.16) and the second equality in (3.17) become

- |p fork>q B
AT X) =Dy ={ D max(p, p g k)
= max{iy(A), r(4) —k}, (3.21)
, . 0 for k >
z(A—&-X)zz(D—i—Y)z{ gk f2£k<g =max{0, ¢—k}
=max{0, i_(A) —k}, (3.22)

establishing (3.2) and (3.6).
Set Y =01in (3.17) yields (3.4) and (3.5).
Set Y = diag{ 0, 2I; }. Then, Y > 0 and the second equality in (3.16) becomes

r(A—X)=r(D—diag{0, 2} }) =min{m, p+q+k}=min{m, r(A)+k},
establishing (3.7).
Set

v — diag{I,,0} fork=>p
| diag{I, 0} fork <np.
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Then, Y > 0, and the second equality in (3.16) and the first equality in (3.18) become

B o B | q fork>p -
r(A—X)=r(D Y){q—i—p—k for k < p =max{q, p+q—Fk}
=max{i_(4), r(4)—k}, (3.23)
) _ ] 0 forp<k
2+(A—X)—T(D—Y)—{pk for p> k =max{0, p—k}

= min{0, iy (A) -k}, (3.24)

establishing (3.8) and (3.10).
Set
_ { diag{2I,, 0, I_, } fork=>p
| diag{2I;, 0, I,_ } for k <p.

Then, Y > 0, and the second equality in (3.18) becomes

m fork>p

i(A—X)Zi(D_Y):{ g+k fork<p

=min{m, ¢+k}=min{m, i_(4)+k}, (3.25)

establishing (3.11). Set Y = 0in (3.18) yields (3.9) and (3.12). Results (a)—(g) follow from the similar arguments
for establishing Lemma 2.1(a)—(c). O

A few special cased of Lemma 3.1 are worth mentioning. For instance, setting k¥ = 1 in Lemma 3.1 yields
the following consequence.

Corollary 3.2. Let A € C} be given, and o € C™*! be a variable vector. Then,

aér(lcf}nxxlr(A—&-aa*) min{m, r(A)+1}, (3.26)
aerg}ﬂnxlr(A—&-aa*) =max{r(4) -1, i;(4)}, (3.27)
ag(lc%xxler(A—&—aa*): min{m, iy(A)+1}, (3.28)
_min i (A4 aa®) =i (4), (3.29)
aglcgnxxlz (A4 aa™)=1i_(A), (3.30)
aé?éi?xﬂ (A4 aa®) =max{0, i_(A)—1}, (3.31)
and
ax r(A—aa™)=min{m, r(4)+1}, (3.32)
aerg}nnxlr(A aa®) =max{i_(4), r(4) -1} (3.33)
max i4(A—a0") =iy (4). (3:34)
min i (A—a0”) = max{0, i (4) 1}, (335
aérgn)ilz (A—aa®)=min{m, i_(A)+1} (3.36)
aer%glxlz (A—aa®)=1i_(A). (3.37)

Some previous work on the inertia of A+ aa™ can be found in [15]. Another useful consequence of Lemma
3.1 is given below, which will be used to derive the extremal ranks and inertias of Hermitian expressions in
(1.5).

Corollary 3.3. Let A € Cfy, and B € C"*™ be given given with Z#(A) C Z(B), and let X € Cff ;. be a variable
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matriz and k < r(B). Then,

max
0<XeCy

min
0< X eCy

max
0<XeCy,

min
0<XeCy,

max
0<XeCy,

min
0<XeCm
and

max

0<XeCy

min
0<XeCyy

max
0<XeCy,

min
0<XeCy ,

max
0<XeCy ,

min
0<Xecm,

If k > r(B), then,

and

r(A+ BXB*)=min{r(B), r(4)+k},

k

r(A+ BXB") =max{i (A), r(A)—k},

N

it(A4+ BXB*)=min{r(B), i+(A)+k},
i+(A+ BXB*) =1i(A4),
i-(A+BXB*)=1i_(A),

i-(A+ BXB*)=max{0, i-(A)—k},

r(A—BXB*)=min{r(B), r(A)+k},

k

r(A— BXB*)=max{i_(A4), r(A)—k},

k

i+(A—BXB") =i (A4),
i (A= BXB*) = max{0, i\ (A)—k},
i_(A—BXB*)=min{r(B), i_(A)+k},

i_(A— BXB")=i_(A).

max r(A+ BXB")=r(B),

0<XeCy,
Og)r(nel&;ﬁk r(A+ BXB*) =i.(A4),
og%gég{k ity(A+BXB*) =r(B),

in i (A+BXB*)=i.(A
og?égg,k”( + ) =i(A),

max i_(A+ BXB*)=1i_(A),
0<XECH,

min i (A+ BXB")=0,
0<XeCy,

max 7r(A— BXB")=r(B),
0<XeCy,

min r(A—BXB*)=i_(A),
0<XeCy,

Og%ggg{k it(A—BXB*)=1i:(A),

i i+ (A—BXB*)=0
o B, i+ )=0,

max i_(A— BXB*)=r(B),
0<XECE,

min i (A—BXB")=i_(4).
0<X€eCy .

(3.38)
(3.39)
(3.40)
(3.41)
(3.42)

(3.43)

(3.44)
(3.45)
(3.46)
(3.47)
(3.48)

(3.49)

(3.50)
(3.51)
(3.52)
(3.53)
(3.54)

(3.55)

(3.56)
(3.57)
(3.58)
(3.59)
(3.60)

(3.61)

Proof Note that Z(A) C Z(B) is equivalent to A = BGB* for some matrix G € Cj}. Also, assume that the
rank decomposition of B is B = PQ, where P € C"** @Q € C**™ and r(B) = r(P) = r(Q) = s. Consequently,

forany 0 < X € Cﬁk and r(X) < s,

A+ BXB* = BGB* + BXB* = PQGQ*P* £ PQXQ*P* = P(QGQ* £Y )P,
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where the matrix Y = QXQ* > 0 and r(Y) = r(QXQ*) < k < s. Applying Lemma 1.5 to (3.62) gives

r(A+x BXB")=r(QGQ* 1Y), (3.63)
it(A+BXB*) =i (QGQ*+Y), (3.64)
it(A—BXB*)=i1(QGQR" -Y). (3.65)

In this case, applying Lemma 3.1 to the right-hand sides of (3.63)—(3.65) gives

ogglgq}:(gk r(G+Y)=min{s, r(G)+k}, (3.66)
O@r/nei(rclgkr(G+Y) =max{i (G), r(G)—k}, (3.67)
Ogr};lea&h i+ (G+Y)=min{s, i+(G)+k}, (3.68)
ogifneiggﬁk i+ (G4+Y) =ir(G), (3.69)
o&lé"é(gk i-(G+Y)=i_(G), (3.70)
O@r/neigmc i—-(G4+Y)=max{0, i_(G) -k}, (3.71)
and
ogglgégk r(G—-Y)=min{s, r(G)+k}, (3.72)
O@rfnei(rclgk r(G-Y)=max{i_(G), r(G)—k}, (3.73)
s iH(G=Y) =i (6), (3.74)
ogxr/neiggki+(G_Y) =max{0, iy(G) —k}, (3.75)
ogglgggyk i-(G—-Y)=min{s, i_(G)+k}, (3.76)
Ogi/neigg;k i—(G-Y)=i_(Q). (3.77)

Substituting s = r(B), r(G) = r(A) and i+ (G) = i+ (A) into (3.66)—(3.77) yields (3.38)-(3.49). When k > r(B),
(3.38)—(3.49) reduce to (3.50)—(3.61). O

The proof of Corollary 3.3 also gives the construction of the Hermitian matrices X's that satisfy (3.38)—(3.61).
Applying Corollary 3.3 to the right-hand sides of (2.36) and (2.37), we obtain the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.4. Let A € C}} and B € C™*™ be given, M be as given in (2.38), and let X € Chix be a variable
matriz.

(a) If k < r(M)—r[A, B], then

Ogg(ng():(ﬁyk r(A+ BXB*)=min{r[A, B], r(A)+k}, (3.78)
min  7(A+ BXB*)=max{iy(A)+r[A, B]—iy (M), r(A)—k}, (3.79)
0<XeCy ,
Og?gé(ﬁk ity(A+BXB*)=min{i (M), i+(4A)+k}, (3.80)
Og)r(nelgg’k(A + BXB*) =i(A), (3.81)
Oggggﬁk i_(A+BXB*)=1i_(A), (3.82)
Ogglelﬁrclg,k i-(A+ BXB*)=max{r[4, B]—i+(M), i-(A)—k}, (3.83)
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and

s r(A— BXB*)=min{r[A, B], r(A)+k}, (3.84)
og)r(neig;;,k r(A—BXB*)=max{i_(A) +r[A, B] —i_(M), r(A) -k}, (3.85)
s (A= BXB) =i (4), (3.86)
oggégg ) iv(A—BXB*)=max{r[A, B]—i_-(M), i+(A)—k}, (3.87)
Oggggﬁ,k i_(A—BXB*)=min{i_ (M), i_(A)+k}, (3.88)
jin i-(A=BXB") =i (4). (3.89)

The Hermitian matrices X s satisfying these equalities can be formulated from the canonical form of certain
operations A and B under the Hermitian congruence. Further,
(i) For any integer t1 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.78) and (3.79), there exists
a0< X eCyy such that r(A+ X)) =t.
(ii) For any integer to between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.80) and (3.81), there exists
a0< X €Cyy, such that iy (A+ X)) =ta.
(iii) For any integer t3 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.82) and (3.83), there exists
a0< X €Cyy, such thati_(A+ X)) =t3.
(iv) For any integer t4 between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.84) and (3.85), there exists
a0< X €Cyy such that r(A+ X)) =t4.
(vi) For any mteger ts between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.86) and (3.87), there exists
a0< X €Cyy, such that iy (A+X) =t5.
(vi) For any integer tg between the two quantities on the right-hand sides of (3.88) and (3.89), there exists
a0< X €Cyy, such thati_(A+ X)) =ts.
In particular,
(vil) There exists a 0 < X € Cyy  such that A+ BXB* is nonsingular if and only if r[ A, B] = m and
r(A) = m—k.
(viil) A+ BXB* is nonsingular for any 0 < X € C% . if and only if r(A) =m and BA™'B* > 0.
(ix) There exists a 0 < X € Cyj,, such that A + BXB* = 0 if and only if r(A) < k, A < 0 and
H(A) C Z(B).

(x) A+ BXB* =0 forany0< X € C};, if and only if A=0 and B = 0.
(xi) There exists a 0 < X € Cfy, such that A+BXB* > 0if and only if i (M) > m and iL(A) > m—k.
(xii) A+BXB*>Oforcmy0<X€(C w4 and only if A > 0.
xiii) There exists a 0 < X € Cfj ,, such that A+BXB* > 0ifand only ifi_(A) < k andiy (M) 2 r[ A, B].
H,k
(xiv) A+BXB*>0f0rcmyO<X€C . 4f and only if A > 0.
xv) There exists a 0 < X € C}, . such that A+ BXB* <0 if and only if A <O.
H,k
(xvi) A+ BXB* <0f0ranyO<X€C w 4 and only if A <0 and B =0.
(xvil) There ezists an 0 < X € Cfy;, such that A+ BXB* <0 if and only if A <
(xviil) A+ BXB* <0 for any0<X€(C i, of and only if A< 0 and B = 0.
(xix) There ezists a 0 < X € Cyy  such that A — BXB* is nonsingular if and only if r[ A, B] = m and
r(A) = m—k.
XX - is nonsingular for any 0 < € if and only if if and only if r =m an
A — BXB* i ingular f 0 < X € Cfy,, if and only if if and only if r(A d
BA~'B* <0.

) There exists a 0 < X € Cfy ;. such that BXB* = A if and only if r(A) < k, A > 0 and Z(A) C Z(B).
) BXB* = Afm“cmyX0<X€(C if and only if A=0 and B = 0.
) There exists a 0 < X € Cf} f such that A—BXB* >0 if and only if A > 0.
(xxiv) A— BXB* >0 for anyO<X € Cyy if and only if A>0 and B = 0.
) There exists an X with 0 < X € C}, . such that A— BXB* >0 if and only if A >0
) A— BXB* 20f0ranyO<X€Cﬁ:k if and only if A >0 and B = 0.
) There exists an X with 0 < X € C}y, such that A— BXB* < 0 if and only if i_(M) > m and
i—(A) =zm—k. l
(xxviii)) A—BXB* <0 forany0< X € Chix if and only if A <O0.
(xxix) There evists a0 < X € Cfy;, such that A—=BXB* <0 if and only if i (A) < k andi_(M) > r[ A, B].
(xxx) A—BXB* <0 for any 0 < X € Cfy;, if and only if (A) <O0.
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(b) If k = r(M) —r[A, B], then

max r(A+ BXB*)=r[A, B],

0<XeCy ,

Ogﬁ(nel}clﬁ’kr(AJrBXB )=1i+(A)+r[A, B] —ir (M),
K?g(}:(ﬁku(A—i-BXB ) =i+ (M),

i . (A+BXB*)=1i,(A
O@rpgghu( + ) =i (A),

max i_(A+4+ BXB*)=1i_(A),
0<XECy ,

i i (A+ BXB*)=r[A, B]|—i.(M
o P, {4+ ) =r[A B] =iy (M),

and

max 7(A—BXB")=r[A, B],

0<XeCy ,

oggégg)kr(A_BXB y=i_(A)+r[A, B]—i_(M),
Oggggﬁ’ku(/l — BXB") =i (A),
Og&nggﬁﬁu(A—BXB y=r[A, B] —i_(M),

max i_(A—BXB*)=i_(M),
0<XeCy ,,

min i_(A—BXB*)=1i_(A).
0<XeCy ,

Proof Tt follows from (2.36) and (2.37) imply that

max r(A+BXB*)=2r[A, B]—r(M)+ max

0<XECE ,

min r(A+BXB*)=2r[A, B]—r(M)+ min

0<XeCy ,

max i+(A+BXB*)=r[A, B]—iz(M)+ max

0<XeCy ,

min iy (A+BXB*)=r[A, B]—ix(M)+ min

0<XeCy

max i+(A—BXB")=r[A B]|—iz(M)+ max

0<XeCy

min  i4(A—-BXB")=r[A, B] —ixz(M)+ min

0<XeCy

Ve
O<X€Cﬁ,kT[Fsl(S M S:FX)Fsl],

Fs (S*M'SF X)F
ngecﬁ’kr[ s, ( + X )Fs, |,

i—[Fs (S*MTS — X)F
OéXE(C;‘Lk,L:F[ 51( ) 51]7

i—[Fs (S*MTS — X)F
O<X6Cﬁ7qu:[ 5'1( ) 51]7

i—[Fs (S*MTS + X)F
0<X6Cﬁ)kzq:[ 51( + ) 51]7

i F *MYS + X)) Fg 1.
OQXEC{}),CZ:F[ SI(S S+ ) 51]
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(3.90)
(3.91)
(3.92)
(3.93)
(3.94)

(3.95)

(3.96)
(3.97)
(3.98)
(3.99)
(3.100)

(3.101)

(3.102)
(3.103)
(3.104)
(3.105)
(3.106)

(3.107)



If k <r(Fs,) =r(M)—r[A, B], then applying Corollary 3.3 to the right-hand sides of the right-hand sides of
(3.102)~(3.107) yields

max 7| Fg, (S*M'S — X )Fs, | = min{ r(Fs,), r(Fs,S*M'SFs,)+k}, (3.108)
0<XeCy ,
(min - r[Fs, S*M'S — X )Fs, ] = max {i_(Fs, S*M'SFs,), r(Fs,S*M'SFs,) -k}, (3.109)
<XeCy
max i_[Fs, (S*M'S — X )Fs, | = min {r(Fs,), i_(Fs,S*M'SFs,)+k}, (3.110)
0<X€eCy
. . * tao _ * t
0<§fn€18ﬁ1k i_[Fs (S*™M'S — X )Fs, | =i_(Fs,S*M'SFg,), (3.111)
<Xy, i[Fs,(S"M'S — X )Fs, ] = i1 (Fs,5*M'SFs,), (3.112)
min iy [Fs, (S*MTS — X )Fs, | = max{0, i (Fs,S*MTSFs,) —k?}, (3.113)
0<X€eCy ,
max [ Fs, (S*M'S + X )Fs, | = min{ r(Fs,), 7(Fs,S*MTSFs,)+k}, (3.114)
0<XeCy ,
jmin - r[Fs, S*MTS + X )Fs, | = max { iy (Fs, S*M'SFs,), r(Fs,S*M'SFs,) -k}, (3.115)
X H,k
; st — Sl
0<§2€:{g‘k i_[Fs, (S*™M'S+ X )Fs, | =i_(Fs,S*M'SFg,), (3.116)
min  i_[Fs, (S*M'S + X )Fs, | = max{0, i_(Fs,S*M'SFs,) — k}, (3.117)
0<XeCy ,
0% it[Fs,(S*™M'S + X )Fs, | = min { r(Fs,), i+(Fs,S*M'SFgs,)+k}, (3.118)
. . * t . * t
Oggégg,k ip[Fs,(S™M'S + X )Fs, | =i+ (Fs,S*"M'SFg,). (3.119)

Substituting (3.108)—(3.119) into (3.102)—(3.107) and simplifying, we obtain (3.78)—(3.89). Results (a)—(x)
follow from (3.78)—(3.89) and Lemma 1.2.

If k > r(Fs,) = r(M) —r[A, B], then applying Corollary 3.3 to the right-hand sides of (3.102)—(3.107)
yields

* tq _ _
Ogg(ngéﬁ’kr[Fsl(S M'S — X )Fs, ] =r(Fs,), (3.120)
podnin, 7P, (S"M1S = X)Fs, | = i-(Fs,S"MISF,), (3.121)
. * tao _
ogglggg,k i_[Fs,(S*M'"'S — X )Fs, ] =r(Fs,), (3.122)
. . * to _ * 1
Og)r{nelﬂrclg,k i_[Fs (S™M'S — X )Fg, ] =i_(Fs,S*M'SFg,), (3.123)
max iy [Fs, (S*M'S — X )Fs, | =i, (Fs,S*M'SFs,), (3.124)
0<XeCy,
. . sarta _

Oggégﬁ,k iy[Fs, (S*M'S — X )Fs, ] =0, (3.125)
Oggggﬁ,kT[Fsl(S*MTSJr X )Fs, ] =r(Fs,), (3.126)
jin r{Fs (SMIS 4 X)Fs,) = i4(Fo,S"M'SFs,) (3.127)

_[Fs,(S*M'S + X )Fs,| =i_(Fs,S*M'SF, 12

og?{leaég,kz [Fs,(S*™M'S+ X )Fs, | =i_(Fs,S"M'SFs,), (3.128)

i st — <t
0@1?61&“c i_[Fs, (S™M'S+ X )Fg, ] =i_(Fs,S*M"SFg,), (3.129)
o it[Fs,(S*M'S + X )Fs,] = min { r(Fs,), i4(Fs,S*M'SFs,)+k}, (3.130)
min iy [Fg, (S*M'S + X )Fs, | =iy (Fs,S*MTSFg,). (3.131)
0<X€eCy

Substituting (3.120)—(3.131) into (3.102)—(3.107) and simplifying , we obtain (3.90)—(3.101). Results (i)—(vi) in
(a) follow from the similar arguments for establishing Lemma 2.1(a)—(c). O
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From Theorem 3.4, we obtain the following results on the extremal ranks and inertias of (1.1) subject to

(1.3).

Theorem 3.5. Let A € C}}

(a) Ifk <

and

r(M

S={XeCy, | ZX)CAB)and X > 0}.

) —r[A, B], then

maxr(A+X) = min{r({4, B], r(4)+k},

minr( A+ X) = max {iy(A) +7[A, B] =iy (M), r(A) -k},
maxiy(A+X) =min{iy (M), i4(4)+k},

min iy (A+X) =iy (4),

maxi_(A+X)=i(4),

mini_(A+X) = max{r[4, B] - ip (M), i_(4)~k},
maxr(A—X) = min{r[4, B], r(4)+k},

min (A~ X) = max {i_(4) +r[4, B] —i_(M), r(4) -k},
maxiy (A= X)=1i(4),

min iy (A—X)=max{r[4, B] —i_(M), i4(4) -k},
maxi_(A—X)=min{i_ (M), i-(4)+k}
mini_(A-X)=i(A).

and B € C™*™ be given, and let M be as given in (2.38). Also, denote

The Hermitian matrices X s satisfying these equalities can be formulated from the canonical form of certain
operations A and B under the Hermitian congruence.

(b) If r(M

and

) —r[A, B] <k <r(B), then

maxr(A+ X )=r[A, B],
XeSs
min r(A+ X) = iy (4) +7[A, B] — i (M),
€
maxiy (A +X) =i (M),
min iy (A+X) =i (4),
mggu,(A—i—X) =i_(A),
meigi_(A—FX) =r[A, B] —it(M),
maxr(A— X )=r[A, B],
Xes
g[(lé%r(A—X) =i_(A)+r[A, B]—i_(M),
maxiy (A - X)=1i(4),
Xmggu.(A—X) =r[A, B]—i_-(M),
I)I(lgg(l_(AfX) =i_(M),
g{négz,(A—X) =i_(A4).
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Theorem 3.6. Let A € C*™ and B € C™*™ be given, and let M and S be as gien in (2.38) and (3.132).
Then, for any X € S, the following rank and inertia inequalities hold

max{r[A, B] —it(M) —i_(4), —k}<r(A4+X)-—r(A) <min{r[4, B]-r(4), k}, (3.157)
0<it(A+X)—ip(A) <min{i (M) —ir(4), kI, (3.158)
max {r[A, B] — iy (M) —i_(A), —k‘}gz,(A—i—X) i—(A) <0, (3.159)
max {r[A, B] —i_(M)—iy(A), —k}<r X)—r(A) <min{r[A4, B]-r(4), k}, (3.160)
max {r[A, B] —i_(M) —i+(4), fk}<z+(A X)—iy(4) <0, (3.161)
0<i_(A-X)—i_(A) <min{i_(M)—i_(A), k} (3.162)

4. Concluding remarks

The results obtained in the previous sections can be used to solve rank and inertia optimization problems
on some partially specified Hermitian matrices. For instance,
A B
meo=| 4 7.
where A € Cjf and B € C™*" are given, and X € C}j is a variable matrix satisfying some range, rank and
definiteness restrictions, as given in (1.2) and (1.3). Note that the M (X) can be rewritten as

meo=| g3 |+ 1 | X

which can be regarded as a special case of the matrix expression in (1.4). Hence, applying the results in the
previous sections to the partial block matrix M (X) may yield a group of consequences on the maximal/minimal
values of the rank/inertia of M (X). Inverse and definiteness completion problems on the partial block matrix
M(X) can also be solved. Some previous and recent work on rank/inertia completions of partially specified
Hermitian matrices can be found, e.g., in [5, 6, 9, 10, 39].

Note that any matrix A can be decomposed as

=(A-X)+X, (4.1)
where X is any matrix. If both A and X are Hermitian and
r(A)=r(A-X)+7r(X), i2(4)=ix(A—-X)+is(X), (4.2)

then both A — X and X are said to satisfy the rank/inertia additivity conditions, or equivalently, both A and
X are often said in the literature to satisfy the rank/inertia subtractivity conditions. In the investigation of
Hermitian matrix perturbations, the perturbation matrix X is naturally assumed to satisfy the restrictions in
(4.2). In such a case, it would be of interest to consider the problems of maximizing and minimizing the rank
and inertia of

A—X subject to r(A—X)=r(A)—r(X), Z(X)CZ(B)and r(X) <k, (4.3)
or
A—X subject tor(A—X)=r(4) —r(X), Z(X) CZ(B), r(X)<kand X >0(X <0). (4.4)
A more challenging task is to solve the problems of maximizing and minimizing the rank and inertia of
A+ BXB* subject to r(X) = k. (4.5)

In this case, the ranks and inertias of BX B* and A + BX B* may vary with respect to the choice of X.

Since many basic or classic problems in matrix theory, like solvability of matrix equations and matrix
inequalities, can be converted to some max-min optimization problems on ranks and inertias of matrices. So
that these problems can be approached through the matrix rank/inertia methods. It has been realized that
the matrix/rank methods can serve as effective tools to deal with matrices and their operations. The new
techniques for solving max-min optimization problems on rank/inertia of matrices enable us to develop new
extensions of classic theory on matrix equations and matrix inequalities, which allowed us to analyze algebraic
properties of a wide variety of Hermitian matrix expression that could not be handled before. We expect that
more optimization problems on maximizing/minimizing ranks/inertias of matrix expressions can be proposed
reasonably and solved analytically, while the matrix rank/inertia methods will play more important roles in
matrix theory and applications.
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