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\def\bE{{\bf E}}
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\def\ba{{\bf a}}
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\def\bx{{\bf x}}
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\def\tr{{\rm tr}}
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\def
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\def\({\left(}

\def\qed{\hfill\vbox{\hrule width 6 pt

\hbox{\vrule height 6 pt width 6 pt}} \medskip}

\def\vec{{\rm vec}}

\def\conv{{\rm con}}

\def\co{{\mathrm{conv}}}

\def\cl{{\bf cl}}

\def\C{{\mathbb{C}}}

\def\wlprec{{~{\prec}_{ w~\!\mathrm{log}}~}}

\def\bbP{{\mathbb{P}}}

\newcommand{\bbM}{\mathbb M}
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The authors show that the notions of linear preservers of Hadamard circulant majorization and that of Hadamard majorization are not comparable in

Example 1.4 and Example 1.5. In addition, Theorem 2.5 states that the adjoint operator inherits the preserver property. By analogy with Theorem 1.9, the

authors obtain the results of three kinds of the most generalized inverses: the Drazin inverse, the group inverse, and the Moore-Penrose inverse. \\

Some details need attention, especially the unity of symbols. For example, $\circ$ and $\odot$, $N(T)$ and $\mathcal{N}(T)$, $R(T)$ and $\mathcal{R}

(T)$. There are a lot of small details in the following:

(i) The parentheses in Theorem 1.1 are incomplete.

(ii) Proposition 1.8 should be changed to $\mathrm{Ind} T=m$.

(iii) There is an extra $\sim$ symbol in the proof of Lemma 2.1.

(iv) The typesetting of Example 2.11 is not correct.

The results are significant, and the proofs are correct. I recommend its publication in Qeios.

{{\left(}} \def\Ra{{\ \Rightarrow\ }} \def\Lra{{\ \Leftrightarrow\ }} \def\[{\left [} \def\]{\right ]} \def\re{{\rm Re\,}} \def\im{{\rm Im\,}} \def\diag{{\rm diag}} \def\rank{{

\begin{center} \Large{\textbf{Referee's report }} \end{center}

qeios.com doi.org/10.32388/29RSCS 2

https://www.qeios.com/
https://doi.org/10.32388/29RSCS


\end{document}

 

Attachments: available at https://doi.org/10.32388/29RSCS

Declarations

Potential competing interests: No potential competing interests to declare.

qeios.com doi.org/10.32388/29RSCS 3

https://doi.org/10.32388/29RSCS
https://www.qeios.com/
https://doi.org/10.32388/29RSCS

