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Abstract
The notion of best approximation mapping (BAM) with respect to a closed affine subspace in finite-dimensional
space was introduced by Behling, Bello Cruz and Santos to show the linear convergence of the block-wise
circumcentered-reflection method. The best approximation mapping possesses two critical properties of the
circumcenter mapping for linear convergence.

Because the iteration sequence of BAM linearly converges, the BAM is interesting in its own right. In this
paper, we naturally extend the definition of BAM from closed affine subspace to nonempty closed convex
set and from R” to general Hilbert space. We discover that the convex set associated with the BAM must
be the fixed point set of the BAM. Hence, the iteration sequence generated by a BAM linearly converges to
the nearest fixed point of the BAM. Connections between BAMs and other mappings generating convergent
iteration sequences are considered. Behling et al. proved that the finite composition of BAMs associated with
closed affine subspaces is still a BAM in IR"”. We generalize their result from R"” to general Hilbert space and
also construct a new constant associated with the composition of BAMs. This provides a new proof of the linear
convergence of the method of alternating projections. Moreover, compositions of BAMs associated with general
convex sets are investigated. In addition, we show that convex combinations of BAMs associated with affine
subspaces are BAMs. Last but not least, we connect BAM with circumcenter mapping in Hilbert spaces.
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1 Introduction
Throughout this paper, we shall assume that
H is a real Hilbert space,

with inner product (-, -) and induced norm || - ||, N = {0,1,2,...} and m € IN \ {0}.

In [10], Behling, Bello Cruz and Santos introduced the circumcentered Douglas-Rachford method, which
is a special instance of the circumcentered-reflection method (C-RM) and the first circumcentered isometry
method in the literature. Then the same authors contributed [11], [12] and [13] on C-RMs. In [12], in order to
prove the linear convergence of the block-wise C-RM that is the sequence of iterations of finite composition of
circumcentered-reflection operators, they introduced the best approximation mapping (BAM) and proved that
the finite composition of BAMs is still a BAM. Our paper is inspired by [12], and we provide the following main
results:

R1: Proposition 3.10 states that the sequence of iterations of BAM solves the best approximation problem
associated with the fixed point set of the BAM.

R2: Theorem 4.4 generalizes [12, Theorem 1] and shows that the finite composition of BAMs associated with
closed affine subspaces in Hilbert space is a BAM. It also provides a new constant associated with the
composition of BAMs. In fact, we provide examples showing that our new constant is independent with
the one constructed in [12, Lemma 1]. In particular, as a corollary of the Theorem 4.4, in Corollary 5.12(i)
we show the linear convergence of the method of alternating projections (MAP).
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R3: Theorems 5.4 and 5.10 use two different methods to show that the convex combination of finitely many
BAMs associated with affine subspaces is a BAM.

R4: Theorems 6.26 to 6.28 show linear convergence of the iteration sequences generated from composition and
convex combination of circumcenter mappings in Hilbert spaces.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some auxiliary results to be used in the sequel.
Section 3 includes definition and properties of the BAM in Hilbert spaces. In particular, the comparisons: BAM
vs convergent mapping, BAM vs Banach contraction, and BAM vs linear regular operator are provided. In
Section 4, we generalize results shown in [12, Section 2] from R” to the general Hilbert space and show that the
finite composition of BAMs with closed and affine fixed point sets in Hilbert space is still a BAM. In addition,
compositions of BAMs associated with general convex sets are considered in Section 4 as well. In Section 5,
we use two methods to show that the convex combination of finitely many BAMs with closed and affine fixed
point sets is a BAM. In Section 6, we review definitions and facts on circumcenter mapping and circumcen-
tered isometry methods. We also provide sufficient conditions for the circumcenter mapping to be a BAM in
Hilbert spaces. Moreover, we show linear convergence of sequences generated from composition and convex
combination of circumcenter mappings as BAMs in Hilbert spaces.

We now turn to the notation used in this paper. Let C be a nonempty subset of H. The orthogonal complement
of Cis theset Ct := {x € H | (x,y) = O forall y € C}. C is an affine subspace of H if C # @ and (Vp € R)
pC + (1 — p)C = C. The smallest affine subspace of H containing C is denoted by aff C and called the affine hull
of C. An affine subspace C is said to be parallel to an affine subspace M if C = M + a for some a € H. Suppose
that C is a nonempty closed convex subset of H. The projector (or projection operator) onto C is the operator,
denoted by P, that maps every point in H to its unique projection onto C. R¢ := 2P¢ —Id is the reflector
associated with C. Moreover, (Vx € H) dc(x) := mingec|x —c¢| = ||[x —=Pcx|. Letx € Hand p € Ry4.
Denote the ball centered at x with radius p as B[x; p].

Let T : H — H be an operator. The fixed point set of the operator T is denoted by Fix T, i.e., FixT := {x €
H | Tx = x}. Denote by B(H) := {T : H — H : T isbounded and linear}. For every T € B(H), the operator
norm ||T|| of T is defined by || T|| := Supl\xHﬁ”TxH'

For other notation not explicitly defined here, we refer the reader to [3].

2 Preliminaries

Projections and Friedrichs angle

Fact 2.1 [3, Proposition 3.19] Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of the Hilbert space H and let x € H. Set
D :=z+ C, wherez € H. Then Pp x =z + Pc(x — z).

Fact 2.2 [15, Theorems 5.8] Let M be a closed linear subspace of H. Then Id = Pp; + P

Note that the case in which M and N are linear subspaces in the following result has already been shown in
[15, Lemma 9.2].

Lemma 2.3 Let M and N be closed affine subspaces of H with MNN # &. Assume M C N or N C M. Then

PyPn = PN Py = Punn-

Proof. Let z € M N N. By [18, Theorem 1.2], the parallel linear subspaces of M and N are par M = M — z and

par N = N — z respectively. By assumption, M C N or N C M, we know, par M C par N or par N C par M.
Then by Fact 2.1 and [15, Lemma 9.2], for every x € H, Py Py x = z + Pparm(Pn(x) — 2) = z + Pparm(z +

PparN (¥ —2) = 2) = 2+ Ppar M Ppar N (¥ — 2) = 2 + Ppar Mrpar N (¥ — 2) = Py x, which implies that Py Py =

Ppinn- The proof of Py Py = Py is similar. |

Definition 2.4 [15, Definition 9.4] The Friedrichs angle between two linear subspaces U and V is the angle a (U, V)
between 0 and 7 whose cosine, c¢(U, V) := cosa(U, V), is defined by the expression

(U, V) :=sup{|(u,0)| : ucUnUNV)Y,ocVnUNV):|lu| <1, <1}
Fact 2.5 [15, Theorem 9.35] Let U and V be closed linear subspaces of H. Then the following statements are equivalent.
i) (U, V) <1
(ii) U+ V is closed.
(iii) UL + V= is closed.



Nonexpansive operators
Definition 2.6 [3, Definition 4.1] Let D be a nonempty subset of # and let T : D — . Then T is
(i) nonexpansive if it is Lipschitz continuous with constant 1, i.e., (Vx € D) (Vy € D) || Tx — Ty|| < ||x — y|;
(ii) quasinonexpansive if (Vx € D) (Vy € FixT) ||Tx —y|| < ||x —y|;
(iii) and strictly quasinonexpansive if (Vx € D \FixT) (Vy € FixT) ||Tx —y|| < ||x —y/[.

Definition 2.7 [3, Definition 4.33] Let D be a nonempty subset of #, let T : D — H be nonexpansive, and let
« € ]0,1[. Then T is averaged with constant w, or a-averaged for short, if there exists a nonexpansive operator
R:D — Hsuchthat T = (1 — a)Id +aR.

Lemma 2.8 Let T : H — H be affine operator with FixT # &. Then T is quasinonexpansive if and only if T is
nonexpansive.

Proof. By Definition 2.6, T is nonexpansive implies that T is quasinonexpansive. Suppose that T is quasinonex-
pansive. Because Fix T # @, take z € Fix T. Define

(VxeH) F(x):=T(x+z)—z. 2.1)
Then by [9, Lemma 3.8], F is linear. Because T is quasinonexpansive,
(VxeH) |Fx|| = [IT(x +2) —z[ < [[(x +2) =z =[],
which, by the linearity of F, implies that
(Vxe H)(Vy € H) ||Fx —Fy|| < ||lx —y|. (2.2)
Now, for every x € H and for every y € H,

(2.1) (2.2)
[Tx =Ty = |lz+ F(x—2) = (z+ Fly—2))| = [[F(x —2z) = F(y —2)|| < [x—yl,

which means that T is nonexpansive. u

3 Best approximation mapping

The best approximation mapping with respect to a closed affine subspaces in R” was introduced by Behling,
Bello-Cruz and Santos in [12]. In this section, we extend the definition of BAM from closed affine subspace to
nonempty closed convex set, and from R" to general Hilbert space. Moreover, we provide some examples and
properties of the generalized version of BAM.

Definition of BAM

Definition 3.1 Let G : H — #, and let v € [0,1]. Then G is a best approximation mapping with constant -y (for
short y-BAM), if

(i) Fix G is a nonempty closed convex subset of H,
(ii) Prixg G = Prixg, and
(i) (Vx € H) [|Gx — Prixc x| < 7[[x — Prixc x||-
In particular, if 7 is unknown or not necessary to point out, we just say that G is a BAM.

The following Lemma 3.2(ii) illustrates that in [12, Definition 2], the set C is uniquely determined by the
operator G, and that, moreover, C = Fix G. Hence, our Definition 3.1 is indeed a natural generalization of [12,
Definition 2].



Lemma 3.2 Let G : H — H, let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of H, and let v € [0,1]. Suppose that Pc G = P¢
and that

(Vx € H) ||Gx —Pcx| < y|x —Pcx|. (3.1)
Then the following hold:
(i) GPc =P¢.
(ii) FixG = C.

(iii) G isa y-BAM.
Proof. (i): For every y € H, use the idempotent property of Pc and apply (3.1) with x = P¢ y to obtain that
IGPcy —Pcyl = [GPcy —PcPcyll < 7|[Pcy —PcPcyll =0,

which implies that (Vy € ) GPcy = Pcy, thatis, GPc = Pc.
(ii): Let x € H. On the one hand, by (i), x € C = x = Pcx = GPcx = Gx = x € FixG. On the other hand,

x € FixG = x=Gx = |[x —Pcx| = ||Gx —Pcx|| < 7|]]x = Pcx| = x —Pcx =0 = x € C, where the second
and third implications are from (3.1), and 7y < 1 respectively. Altogether, (ii) is true.
(iii): This is directly from Definition 3.1. |

Proposition 3.3 Let v € [0, 1[. Suppose that G is a y-BAM. Then dgix g ©G < 7y dpixG-

Proof. Let x € H. By Definition 3.1(i), Fix G is a nonempty closed convex set, so drix g is well defined. Moreover,
by Definition 3.1(ii)&(iii),

drixg(Gx) = ||Gx — Prix Gx|| = ||Gx — Prixc ¥|| < 7[|x — Prixg X|| = ¥ drixc x-
[ |

Example 3.4 Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of . Then for every v € [0,1[, (1 —y)Pc+yIdisa
v-BAM with Fix G = C. Moreover, Id is a 0-BAM with FixId = H.

Proof. Let v € [0,1]. Then by [3, Proposition 3.21], Pc ((1 — ) Pc +7y1d) = Pc. In addition, ||(1 — ) Pcx +
yx —Pc x|| = 7v||x — Pc x||. The last assertion is clear from definitions. |

Remark 3.5 Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of H and let ¥ € R.

(i) Because (Vx € H) ||(1 —y)Pcx+ yx —Pcx|| = |y|llx = Pcx|, and |y| < 1 & v € ]—1,1], by Defini-
tion 3.1(iii), we know that (1 — ) Pc +1d is a BAM implies that y € |—1,1].

(ii) Lete € Ry . Suppose that H = R?, C := B[0;1] and 7 := —e. Let x := (1 +¢,0). Then

(1—€%0) ife <2,

Pc((1—7)Pc+yId)x = {(_1,0) ife > /2,

which implies that Pc((1 — ¢) Pc +y1Id)x # (1,0) = Pc x, which yields that (1 — ) Pc +v1d is not a
BAM.

Hence, using the two items above, we conclude that if (1 — 7)) Pc +v1d is a BAM, then v € |—1,1[ and that
generally if v € |—1,0], then (1 — ) Pc +Id is not a BAM. Therefore, the assumption in Example 3.4 is tight.

Example 3.6 Suppose that # = R". Let T : #H — H be a-averaged with « € ]0,1] and let T be linear. Then
ITPixryell € [0,1] and Tisa || TP gy 12 [|-BAM.

Proof. The items (i), (ii) and (iii) in Definition 3.1 follow from [4, Lemmas 3.12 and 3.14] and [9, Proposition 2.22]
respectively. |

It is easy to see that — Id is linear and nonexpansive but not a BAM. Hence, the condition “T is a-averaged”
in Example 3.6 can not be replaced by “T is nonexpansive”.



Proposition 3.7 Let T : H — H be a Banach contraction on H, say, there exists v € [0, 1] such that

(vx e H)(vy e H) |[|Tx = Ty[| < llx =yl (32
Then T is a v-BAM.
Proof. By [3, Theorem 1.50(i)], Fix T is a singleton, say Fix T = {z} for some z € H. Let x € H. Then Pgjx1 Tx =

32
z = Ppi7 %, which implies that Pry7 T = Pgixr. Moreover, ||Tx — Prxrx|| = ||[Tx —z|| = ||[Tx — Tz|| <
llx —z|| = v||x — PrixT x||. Altogether, T is a y-BAM. [ |

Remark 3.8 (i) Proposition 3.7 illustrates that every Banach contraction is a BAM.

(ii) Note that a contraction must be continuous. By Example 6.17 below, a BAM (even with fixed point set
being singleton) is generally not continuous. Hence, we know that a BAM is generally not a contraction
and that the converse of Proposition 3.7 fails.

Proposition 3.9 Let A € R"*" be a normal matrix. Denote by p(A) the spectral radius of A, i.e.,
p(A) := max{|A| : Aisan eigenvalue of A}.
(i) Suppose one of the following holds:

(@) p(A) <L
(b) p(A) =1, where A = 1 is the only eigenvalue on the unit circle and semisimple.

Then A is a BAM.
(ii) The following are equivalent:

(@) limy_,o AK exists.
(b) limy_,e AF = Pgix 4.
(c) AisaBAM.

Proof. (i): If p(A) < 1, then by [3, Example 2.19], A is a Banach contraction. Hence, by Proposition 3.7, A is a
BAM.

Suppose that p(A) = 1 and A = 1is the only eigenvalue of A on the unit circle and semisimple. Then by the
Spectral Theorem for Diagonalizable Matrices [17, page 517] and Properties of Normal Matrices [17, page 548],

AZPul +)\2PU2+"'+)\kPUk/

where 0(A) = {A1,Ay,..., Ay} with Ay = 1 is the spectrum of A and (Vi € {1,...,k}) U; := ker(A — A;1d).
Then clearly Fix A = ker(A —Id) = U;. Moreover, by the Spectral Theorem for Diagonalizable Matrices [17,
page 517] again, it is easy to see that

Prixa A = Prixa,
(Vx € R") ||Ax — Ppixa x|| < [A2]]|x — Prixa x|,

where |Ap| < 1. Therefore, A is a BAM.

(ii): By the Theorem of Limits of Powers [17, Page 630], limj_,, A¥ exists if and only if p(A) < 1 or p(A) = 1
with A = 1 being the only eigenvalue of A on the unit circle and semisimple, which implies that limy_,,, A =
Prix 4. Moreover, by Definition 3.1, A being a BAM implies that limy,_, A¥ = Pp;, 4. Combine these results with
(i) to obtain (ii). |

Properties of BAM

The following Proposition 3.10(ii) states that any sequence of iterates of a BAM must linearly converge to the
best approximation onto the fixed point set of the BAM. Therefore, we see the importance of the study of BAMs.
The following Proposition 3.10 reduces to [12, Proposition 1] when H = IR" and Fix G is an affine subspace
of R™. In fact, there is little difficulty to extend the space from R" to H and the related set from closed affine
subspace to nonempty closed convex set.



Proposition 3.10 Let v € [0,1[ and let G : H — H. Suppose that G is a y-BAM. Then for every k € IN,
(i) PrixG G* = Prixc, and
(ii) (Vx € H) [|GFx — Prixg x| < 7¥||x = Prixc |-

Consequently, for every x € H, (G*x)yen converges to Priy ¢ x with a linear rate «y.

Proof. Because G is a y-BAM, by Definition 3.1, we have that Fix G is a nonempty closed and convex subset of
H, and that

Prixc G = PrixG, (3.3a)
(VweH) |Gy —Prxcyll < 7lly — Prxcyll- (3.3b)

We argue by induction on k. It is trivial that (i) and (ii) hold for k = 0. Assume (i) and (ii) are true for some
k € N, that is,

PrixG G* = Prixc, (3.4a)
(Vy € H) 1IG*y — Prcyll < ¥l — Prxc v (3.4b)
Let x € H. Now
(3.3a) (34a)
Prixg G*'x = Prixg G(G*x) =" Prixg(G*x) "= Prixg -
(3.4a) (3.3b) (3.4a) (3.
Moreover, |GFx — Prixg x| =" [|G(G*x) = Prix g (GXx)|| < 7)|GFx — Prix g (GFx) || "= || GFx — Ppiy g x|| <
Y x = Prixg x||-
Hence, the proof is complete by the principle of mathematical induction. u

Proposition 3.11 Let T : H — H be quasinonexpansive with Fix T being a closed affine subspace of H. Let v € [0,1].
Suppose that (Vx € H) ||Tx — Pgixt x|| < 7¥||x — Ppix1 x||. Then T is a y-BAM.

Proof. By assumptions and Definition 3.1, it remains to prove Prix 1 T = PpixT-

Let x € H. By [3, Example 5.3], T is quasinonexpansive and Fix T # & imply that (T*x);c is Fejér monotone
with respect to Fix T. This, the assumption that Fix T is a closed affine subspace, and [3, Proposition 5.9(i)] imply
that

(Vk € N)  Prixr Tx = PrixT X,
which yields Prix7 T = PrixT when k = 1. |
The following result shows further connection between BAMs and linear convergent mappings.

Corollary 3.12 Let T : H — H be quasinonexpansive with Fix T being a closed affine subspace of H. Let v € [0,1].
Then T is a y-BAM if and only if (Vk € N) (Vx € H) || T*x — Prixr x|| < 9%|lx — Prixr x||.

Proof. “=": This is clearly from Proposition 3.10.
“<«": This comes from the assumptions and Proposition 3.11. |

The following result states that BAM with closed affine fixed point set is strictly quasinonexpansive. In
particular, the inequality shown in Proposition 3.13(i) is interesting on its own.

Proposition 3.13 Let G : H — H with Fix G being a closed affine subspace of H. Let v € [0,1[. Suppose that G is a
v-BAM. The the following hold:

(D) (Vx € H) (Vy € FixG) [|Gx —ylI> + (1 — 7*)x = Prixc (%) > < lx —y|>

(ii) G is strictly quasinonexpansive.

4b)



Proof. (i): Because G is a y-BAM, by Definition 3.1,

Prixc G = Prixc, (3.5a)
(Vx € H) [|Gx — Prixg x|l < v[[x — Prixc |- (3.5b)

Because Fix G is a closed affine subspace of H, by [7, Proposition 2.10], for every x € H and y € FixG,

|Gx —y||* = ||Gx — Prixg(Gx)[* + |Prixc(Gx) — y||* (3.6a)
(3.5a)
=V [|Gx — Prixg (%)||* + || Prixg (x) — y]1? (3.6b)
(3.5b)
< Y|lx = Prixg (x) | + ||Prix G (x) — y/? (3.6¢)

and, by [7, Proposition 2.10] again,
lx =yl = Ilx = Prixg () + [ Prixc () — yl|*. (3.7)

Combine (3.6) with (3.7) to see that
1Gx =yl = x =yl < (9 = Dllx = Prixc (¥)[1%, (3.8)

which yields (i).
(ii): Because (Vx € H \FixG), ||x — Prixg x|| > 0and y € [0, 1], by (3.8),

(Vx € H\FixG)(Vy € FixG) ||Gx —yl| < ||lx —y]l.
Hence, by Definition 2.6(iii), we obtain that G is strictly quasinonexpansive. n
Corollary 3.14 Let G : H — H be an affine BAM. Then G is nonexpansive.

Proof. By Definition 3.1(i), G is a BAM yields that Fix G is a nonempty closed and convex subset of . Moreover,
because G is affine,

(Vx € FixG)(Vy € FixG)(Va € R) G(ax+ (1 —a)y) =aG(x) + (1 —a)G(y) = ax+ (1 —a)y,

which implies that Fix G is an affine subspace. Hence, by Proposition 3.13(ii), G is strictly quasinonexpansive.
Therefore, by Lemma 2.8, G is nonexpansive. [ |

Let T:H — H with Fix T # @ and let x € R. We say T is linear regular with constant x if
(Vx € H) dpxr(x) <x|x—Tx|.

By the following two results, we know that every BAM is linearly regular, but generally linearly regular operator
is not a BAM.

Proposition 3.15 Let G : H — H and let v € [0,1]. Suppose that G is a y-BAM. Then G is linearly reqular with
constant ﬁ

Proof. Because G is a y-BAM, by Definition 3.1, Fix G is a nonempty closed convex subset of # and
(Vx e H) [|Gx —Prixg x|| < 7llx — Prixg x]|- 3.9)
Let x € H. By the triangle inequality and (3.9),

|x — Pixg x|| < |lx — Gx|| 4+ ||Gx — Prixg x|| < ||x — Gx|| 4+ 7v||x — Prixc x|,
= (1 —=7)|lx — Prixg x[| < |lx — Gx||
1
-7

& [lx = Prixg x| < g—[lx — Gx|l.

Hence, (Vx € H) dpix7(x) < ﬁ |x — Gx||, that is, G is linearly regular with constant ﬁ [ |



Example 3.16 Suppose that % = R?. Let C = B[0;1] and G = R¢. Let x = (2,0). PcRcx = (0,0) # (1,0) =
P¢ x, which, by Definition 3.1, yields that R¢ is not a BAM. On the other hand, apply [5, Example 2.2] with A = 2
to obtain that Rc = (1 — 2)Id +2Pc is linearly regular with constant 3.

Proposition 3.17 LetI:= {1,...,m}. Let (Vi € 1) G; : H — H be operators with Fix G; being a closed affine subspace
of Hand (Vi € 1) v; € [0,1[. Suppose that (Vi € 1) G; is a v;-BAM and that Njc Fix G; # @. The following hold:

(i) Gp - - - Gy is strictly quasinonexpansive.
(11) Fix Gm A Gl = Fix ﬂiel Fix Gi'
(iii) Let (w;);e1 be real numbers in ]0,1] such that ;g w; = 1. Then Fix Y ;1 w;G; = Fix Nj¢1 Fix G;.

Proof. Because (Vi € I) G; is a 7;-BAM with Fix G; being a closed affine subspace of H, by Proposition 3.13,
(Vi € I) Gj is strictly quasinonexpansive. Moreover, by assumption, N;c Fix G; # @.

(1)&(ii): These are from [3, Corollary 4.50].

(iii): This comes from [3, Proposition 4.47]. ]
Proposition 3.18 Let G : H — H with Fix G being a nonempty closed convex subset of H. Then G is a 0-BAM if and
only if G = PrixG-

Proof. “=": Assume that G is a 0-BAM. By Definition 3.1, (Vx € H) ||Gx — Pgixg x| < 0||[x — Pgixg x|| = 0.
Hence, G = Pgixg-
“<«<": Assume that G = Prpix . Then by Example 3.4, G is a BAM with constant 0. ]

Corollary 3.19 Let (Vi € {1,2}) G; : H — H be such that Fix G; is a closed affine subspace of H. Suppose that
(Vi € {1,2}) G; isa BAM and that Fix Gi N Fix Gy # @. Then G,Gy is a 0-BAM if and only if GoG1 = Prix G, nFix G, -

Proof. Because Fix G and Fix G, are closed affine subspaces and Fix G; N Fix G, # &, Fix G N Fix G; is a closed
affine subspace.

“=": By Proposition 3.17(ii), Fix GoG; = Fix Gy N Fix G, is a closed affine subspace. Hence, by Proposi-
tion 3.18, G2G1 = Prix 6,6, = Prix6,nFix G, -

“<=": By Example 3.4, G2G1 = Prixg,nFixc, is a 0-BAM. |

According to the following Example 3.20 and Example 6.18 below, we know that the composition of BAMs
is a projector is not sufficient to deduce that the individual BAMs are projectors. Hence, the condition “G; is a
BAM?” in the Corollary 3.19 above is more general than “G; is a projector”.

Example 3.20 Let U; := R(1,0) and U, := R(0,1). Set Ty := 1 Py, and T, :=  Py,. Then neither T; nor Tr is a
projection. Moreover, ToT1 = Py (g3

Corollary 3.21 Let Cy and C, be closed convex subsets of H with Cy N Cy # &. Then Pc, Pc, is a 0-BAM if and only if
Pc, Pc, = Pcyne,-

Proof. Because C; N Cy # @, by [14, Corollary 4.5.2], FixPc, Pc, = C; N C; is nonempty, closed, and convex.
Therefore, the desired result follows from Proposition 3.18. n

Proposition 3.22 Let z € H. Let (Vi € {1,2}) G; : H — H satisfy
(Vx e H) Gix =z+ Gp(x —z). (3.10)
Then the following assertions hold:
(i) Fix Gy = Fix Gy — z.

(ii) Suppose that Fix G or Fix Gy is a nonempty closed convex subset of H. Let v € [0,1[. Then Gy is a yv-BAM if and
only if Gy is a yv-BAM.

Proof. (i): Let x € H. Then,
x€FixG ex=0Gx=G((x+z)—z&x+z2=Gi(x+2z) & x+z € FixG, < x € FixG; —z.

(ii): Clearly, by (i), Fix G; is a nonempty closed convex subset of H if and only if Fix G, is a nonempty closed
convex subset of H.



Note that

PrixG, G1 = Prixg, < (Vx € H) Prixg, G1x = Prixg, X
& (Vx € H) Poyrixg, Gix = Poirixg, x  (by (i)
& (Vx € H) z+ Prixg, (Gix — z) = z + Prixg, (x —z)  (by Fact2.1)

(vx € H) PleGz(GZ(x - Z)) = PFisz (x - Z)
(Vx € H) PleGz(GZX) - PleGz X
< Prixg, G2 = Prixc,,

(30

and that
(vx € H) ||G1x PFIXG] x” < '7||x - PFIXG] x”
& (Vx € H) [[G1x — Pripixg, X[| < 7l[x = Payrixg, x|/ (by (i)
& (YxeH) [Grx— (2+ Prng, (x —2))]| < llx — (2 + Privey(x— )| (by Fact2.1)
(3.10)
& (Vx € H) [|Ga(x — 2) — Prixg, (x — 2)[| < 7[/(x — 2) — Prixg, (x — 2) |
= (VX S %) ||G2x PFIXsz” < ')/||x PFiXsz”'
Altogether, by Definition 3.1, (ii) above is true. |

Lemma 3.23 SetI:={1,...,m}. Let (Vi € 1) F; : H — H. Define
(Viel)(Vx e H) Tix:=z+F(x—2z). (3.11)
Let v € [0,1]. Then the following hold:

(i) Suppose that Fix Fy, - - - Fy or Fix Ty, - - - Tq is a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Then Fy,---Fj is a
y-BAM if and only if T, - - - T is a yv-BAM.

(ii) Let (wj)ier be in R such that y ;cyw; = 1. Suppose that Fix Y _;c; w;F; or Fix Y ;1 w;T; is a nonempty closed and
convex subset of H. Then ) ;1 w;F; is a yv-BAM if and only if } ;o1 w;T; is a v-BAM.

Proof. Let x € H. By (3.11), it is easy to see that

Ty -DTix="Ty--- T(Z+F1( )): -=z+F,-- FzF](X—Z)
Y wiTix =) wi(z+ F(x—z)) = +Z (x —2)
i€l i€l i€l
Therefore, both (i) and (ii) follow from Proposition 3.22(ii). |

4 Compositions of BAMs

In this section, we study compositions of BAMs and determine whether the composition of BAMs is still a BAM
or not.

Compositions of BAMs with closed and affine fixed point sets

In this subsection, we consider compositions of BAMs with with closed and affine fixed point sets.
The following result is essential to the proof of Theorem 4.2 below.

Lemma 4.1 Set I := {1,2}. Let (Vi € I) G; : H — H, and let v; € [0,1[. Set (Vi € I) U; := Fix G;. Suppose that
(Vi € 1) G; is a vv;-BAM and that Uj is a closed linear subspace of H. Denote the cosine c(Uy, Uy ) of the Friedrichs angle
between Uy and Uy by cr. Let x € H, and let x — Py, ¥ # 0and Gix — Py, nu, x # 0. Set

HPU1 X — PulﬂuZ XH
llx — Py, x|l

|Pu, Gix — Py, nu, X||
HGlx - PulﬂUZ x”

p1:= and By =

(4.1)

Then the following statements hold:



(@) [1G2G1x = Py, ¥[I* < (v3+ (1 =23)B7) (vi+ (1 =211)B3) llx — Py, x|
(i) B1 € 10,1] and B € [0,1].
(iii) Suppose that Pyy, x — Py, nu, x # 0 and Py, Gix — Py;nu, x # 0. Set

L Glx — Pulmuz X L PU1 X — Pulmuz X L Pu2 G1x — Pulmuz X
u:= , U= , and w:= .
|G1x — Py, x| IPu, x — Puynu, x|l |Pu, Gix — Py, x|
Then
(v,w) <cf, (4.2a)
B1 = (u,w) and By < {u,v), (4.2b)
1+c¢

Pif2 < —5—, (42¢)

min{B1, B2} < 1/ ”TCF (4.2d)

Proof. Because G is a y1-BAM and G; is a 72-BAM, by Definition 3.1 and Lemma 3.2(i), we have that
Py, Gi =Py, =GPy, and Py, Gy =Py, = G Py, (4.3)
and that
(vy e M) Gy =Puyll <mlly =Puyyll and [[Goy = P, yll < 12lly = Pu, yll- (44)
Note that by (4.3) and Fact 2.2, we have that

GyGrx — Py, Gix 2 G,G1x — Py, GyGrx = (1d — Py, ) Gy G x = Py GaGix € U, (4.52)
Gix — Py, Gix = (Id — Py, )Grx = Py Gix € Us-, (4.5b)
Grx — Py, x =) Gy — Py, Gy = (Id — Py )Gy = Py Gx € U, (4.5¢)
x =Py, x = (Id =Py )x =Py x € ui-. (4.5d)

Hence, by the Pythagorean theorem, we obtain

||G2G1X — Puz Glez + ||Pu2 Glx — Plllﬁllz x||2 = ||G2G1x — Pulmuz tz, (46)
euy el
|G1x — Py, Gix||> + [Py, Gix — Py, x| = [|[Grx — Py, x|, (4.7)
ely el
G1x — Py, x||* + [Py, x — Py, x[1* = [[Gix — Puyru, X%, (4.8)
euit eth
[l — Py, x||* + [P, x = Puynu, x [P = llx — Puyau, x)1 (4.9)
——— —_—
euf et

(i): Note that
1G2G1x — Py, 2

(4.6)
="||G2G1x — Py, Gyx||* + |[Py, Gix — Py, nu, I
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(4.4
< 73 Gix — Py, Gix||* + [Py, Gix — Py, x |12

=3 (IG1x = Pu, Gax|? + [Py, Grx = Puyru, %112) + (1= 93) IPu, Gax — Py, 1
47)

=" %1G1x — Py, ru, xII* + (1= 73) [Py, Gix — Pyyu, x|

(4.1

=231G1x = Puyru, 12 + (1 = 1) BIIGrx = Py, 2

(72 +(1- mﬁl) |G1x — Py, [

(\|clx—Pu1x||2+||Pu1 — Py, ¥|P)

’Y§+ (1-1735)B
Rl = Pu, x|2 + [Py, x = Puu, 1)

2 2 2 2 2
2% (Ilx = Puy %07 + [Puy = Py, *17) + (1 = 4 [Py = Py, %11

Rlx = Py, *IP + (1 = 13) [Py, x = Puyu, ¥2)

N N N N

Rl = Puye, ¥[2 + (1= 1) B3l — Puyews, x2)
= (B+ -3 ) (7 + A =1DB3) llx = Puyru, 1%

(ii): This comes from (4.1), (4.7) and (4.9).
(iii): By Lemma 2.3 and Fact 2.2, we know that

PU1 X — Plllﬂllz X = PU1 X — Plllﬂllz PU1 X = (Id _Plllﬂllz) PU1 X = P(umuz)l PU1 (x) el n (LI1 N UQ)l.
By Lemma 2.3, (4.3) and Fact 2.2, Py, nu, x = Py,nu, Puy ¥ = Puynu, Puy Gix = Py, nu, Pu, Gi1x, so by Fact 2.2,
Pu2 Gix — Pulﬂuz X = Puz Gix — Pulﬂuz Puz Gix = P(U]ﬂuz)l Pu2 GixelUn (U] N UZ>L
Hence, using Definition 2.4, we obtain that

(0,w) = {

PU1 X — Pulmuz X Pu2 G1x — Pulmuz X

<cr
[Pu, x — Puynw, x| [Py, Gix — Puyu, x||> ’

which yields (4.2a).
Itis easy to see that <G1X Pulmuz X, Puz Gix — Plllﬂllz X> = <G1x — Pu2 Gix, Pu2 Gix — Pu]muz x) + <Pu2 Gix —

45b)
Pulmuz X, Puz Glx - Pulmuz ||Pu2 G1x Pulﬂuz x||2. Hence,
By = |Pu, Gix — Py, nu, X|| _ < Gix —Puynu,x  Pu, Gix — Py nu, x > — (u,w) 11)
||Gix — Py, nu, || |G1x — Puyrun, X7 [P, Gix — Py, || ’

Moreover, by (4.4), ||Gix — Py, x|| < y1|lx — Py, x|| < |lx — Py, x|, then using (4.8) and (4.9), we know that
||G1x — Pulmuz XH S ||x — Pulmuz XH Hence,

|Pu, x — Py, I [|Pu; X — Puynu, x|l Gix —Py,nu,x Py, x —Pynu,
'82 — 1 1 2 < 1 1 2 — <| 1 2 1 1 2 > — <u,U>, (4‘12)

[x =Py, Xl — 1Gix — Pyynu, x|l |G1x — Puyr, x| [Py, ¥ — Puy g, ||
where the second equality is from (Gix — Py,nu, X, Py, ¥ — Puynu, ¥) = (Gix — Py, x, Py ¥ — Pyynu, X) +
(45c

(Pu, x — Puynu, X, Puy X — Puynu, %) 0+ [Py, x — Puynu, X|1%
Hence, (4.11) and (4.12) yield (4.2b).

Note that by (4.2b) and ||u|| = ||| = [[w| =1,

(4.2a)
Pr+ B2 < (w0 +w) < ull[o+w| = \/||v||2+2<er> + [lwl]> = \/2(1+ (v,w)) < /2(1+ck),

SO

NPT LS
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which shows (4.2¢).

We now turn to (4.2d). Suppose to the contrary that min{p,f>} > 1+2CF . Then B1B, > lJECF , which

contradicts (4.2¢).
Altogether, the proof is complete. n

In the following result, we extend [12, Lemma 1] from R" to H and also provide a new constant associated
with the composition of BAMs. Although the following proof is shorter than the proof of [12, Lemma 1], the
main idea of the following proof is from the proof of [12, Lemma 1].

Theorem 4.2 Set I := {1,2}. Let (Vi € I) G; : H — H, and let ; € [0,1]. Set (Vi € I) U; := FixG;. Suppose
that (Yi € 1) G; is a y;-BAM and that U, is a closed linear subspace of H such that Uy + Uy is closed. Denote the cosine
c(Uy, Uy) of the Friedrichs angle between Uy and Uy by cp. Then the following hold:

(i) Fix(Gy o G1) = Fix Gy NFix Gy is a closed linear subspace of H and Py, ~u, G2G1 = Py, nu,-
(ii) Let x € H. If x — Pyynu, ¥ = 0 or Gix — Pyynu, ¥ = 0, then ||GoGix — Py, ny, x|| = 0.

(iii) Set

1+c 1+¢
r::max{\/'y%Jr(l'y%) ZF,\/7§+(17§) 2F}' (4.13)

Thenr € [max{y1,72},1[. Moreover,

(Vx e H) ||G2Gix —Pyynu, x|| < rllx = Puynu, XJ|- (4.14)
(iv) Set
1+cp)?
sim R BB+ (- D - L 419)

Then s € [max{7y1, 72, 3}, 1[. Moreover,
(Vx e H) ||G2Gix — Py nu, x| < sllx — Puynu, |- (4.16)
(v) Gy oGy isamin{r,s}-BAM.
Proof. Because U; + U, is closed, by Fact 2.5, we know that
cp:=c(Uy, Up) €10,1]. (4.17)
Because Gj is a y1-BAM and G; is a y2-BAM, by Definition 3.1 and Lemma 3.2(i), we have that
Py, G =Py, =GPy, and Py, Gy = Py, = G, Py, (4.18)
and that
(Vx €M) [|Gox = Py, x|| < 72flx — Py, x]|. (4.19)

(i): By assumptions and by Proposition 3.17(ii), Fix(Gp o G1) = Fix G| NFix G, = U; N U, is a closed linear
subspace of ‘H. Because U; N U, C U; and Uy N U, C Uy, by Lemma 2.3, we know that

Pu,nu, Pu, = Puynu, = Pu, Puynu,  and  Pyynu, Puy = Puynu, = Pu, Puynu, - (4.20)
Moreover,

) ) (4.20)

(4.20 (4.18) (4.20) (4.18
Punu, G2G1 =" Pyynu, Pu, G2Gi1 = Puynu, Pu, Gt =" Puynu, Puy Gt =" Py, Puy =" Puynu, -

@ii): If x — Py,nu, x = 0, then by (4.20) and (4.18), then GoG1x = GG Pyjnu, ¥ = G2G1 Py, Puynu, x =
G2 Py, Pu,nu, X = G2 Py, Puynu, ¥ = P, Puynu, X = Puynu, x- Henee, [|G2Gix — Py nu, x|| = 0.
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If Glx - Pulmuz X = 0, then by (4.20) and (4.19), ||G2G1x - Pulmu2 xH = ||G2 Pulmu2 X — Pu2 Plllﬂllz xH S
Y2llPuynu, X — Pu, Puynu, x[| = 0, that is, |GaGrx — Puynu, x[| = 0

(iii): Because 11 € [0,1[and 1, € [0,1], by (4.17), r € [max{y1, 72}, 1].

We shall prove (4.14) next. Let x € H. By (ii), we are able to assume x — Py, ny, X # 0and Gix — Py, ny, x # 0.
We define B and B, as in Lemma 4.1.

Note that if Py, x — Py,qu, ¥ = 0, then B = 0. Moreover, by Lemma 4.1(1)&(ii), ||G2G1x — Py, nu, x> <
(73 + (1 =73)B7) villx — Py, x[1* < villx — Py, x[I* If Py, Gix — Pyynu, x = 0, then 1 = 0 and, by
Lemma 4.1()&(ii), || G2G1x — Py, x> < 75 (73 + (1= v3)B3) |lx — Puynu, x[1? < 73 llx — Puyau, x||*- Because
max{vy1,72} < r, we know that in these two cases, (4.14) is true. So in the rest of the proof, we assume that
PU1 X — Pulmuz X 7& 0 and Pu2 G1x - Pulmuz X 7& 0.

Using (4.2d) in Lemma 4.1 (iii), we obtain that

B1 < \/HTCF or B2 </ HTCF (4.21)

Therefore, combine Lemma 4.1(i)&(ii) with (4. 13) and (4.21) to obtain (4.14). Altogether, (iii) holds.

. 1 1
(): s = VB4R - B+ -1 - L = 2 1) (B4 - ELE) and o €
[0,1] and v, € [0,1] are symmetric in the expressmn of s. So, by (4.17), s € [max{’h,'yz},l [ In addition,

some elementary algebraic manipulations yield 71 +Mm—rr+1-9H1- 7%)% >+ — i+

(1-93)(1—93)1 > 1. Hence,s € [max{y1, 712, 3}, 1[.

We prove (4. 16) next Let x € H. Because s > max{y1, 72}, similarly to the proof of (iii), to show (4.16), we
are able to assume x — Py, ny, x # 0 and Gyx — Py nu, x # 0, Py, x — Pyynu, x # 0 and Py, Gix — Py, x # 0.
Define B and 8, as in Lemma 4.1.

Use Lemma 4.1(ii) and (4.2c) in Lemma 4.1(iii) respectively in the following two inequalities to obtain that

(B+a-38) (1 +1-2D8) = 3i +230 - DB +1E BB + (1 -1 (1 - DB
<1+ B0 -1+ 71 —13) + (1-93) (1 - D)
1+ cp)?
<+t -0 - vz)% =%

This and Lemma 4.1(i) yield that

1G2Grx = Puyur, xI2 < (B + (1 =13)B}) (93 + (1= 1D)B3) llx = oy, 2

< 52||x - Pulmuz tz'

Hence, (iv) holds.
(v): Combine Definition 3.1 with (i), (iii) and (iv) to obtain that G, o G; is a min{r, s}-BAM. |

Lemma4.3 Set1:={1,...,m}. Let Uy, ..., Uy, be closed linear subspaces of H. The following hold:
(i) Leti € I~{m}. Then

U1 + Mj_qUj is closed < Ui + (Mi—a Uj)*isclosed < Uiy + Y lljL is closed.
j=1

(i) (Vi € In{m}) Upyq +Ni_ U is closed if and only if (Vi € 1) ¥j_y Uj* is closed

Proof. (i): The two equivalences follow by Fact 2.5 and [15, Theorem 4.6(5)] respectively.
(ii): Note that by [15, Theorem 4.5(1)], Ul is a closed linear subspace of H, that is, 1,11L = UlL. Then the
asserted result follows from (i) by the principle of strong mathematical induction on m. n

Theorem 4.4 Set1:= {1,...,m}. Let (Vi € I) ; € [0,1] and let G; : ’H — H be a y;-BAM such that U; := Fix G;
is a closed affine subspaces of?—l with NieU; # @. Assume that (Vi € I) Y (par U; ) is closed. Then the following
statements hold:
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(i) (Vk € {1,...,m}) Fix(Gyo---0Gy) = NK_, Fix G; is a closed affine subspaces of H.
(ii) Gppo---0GpoGyisa BAM.

(iii) Suppose that m = 2. Denote the cosine c(par Uy, par Uy ) of the Friedrichs angle between par Uy and par Uy by cr.
Set

1+4+cp 1+CF2
r::Iri?IX\/'y%—i-(l—'yiz)z , and s::\/’)/%—l—’)/%—'y%’y%—i—(l—'y%)(l—'y%)(él).

Then min{r,s} € [0, 1] and G, o Gy is a min{r,s}-BAM.
(iv) There exists v € [0,1] such that

(VxeH) [[(Guo---0GyoGr)x —Prm y, x|| < 7*|lx = Pry y, x]|.

Proof. (i): This is from Proposition 3.17(ii).
(i1)&(iii): Let z € NjerU;. Define (Vi € I) F; : H — H by

(VxeH) F(x):=Gj(x+z)—z (4.23)

By the assumptions, (4.23) and Proposition 3.22, F; is a 7¢;-BAM with FixF; = par U; being a closed linear
subspace of H. Hence, by (i), (4.23) and Lemma 3.23(i), we are able to assume that Uj, ..., U, are closed linear
subspaces of H. Then (iii) reduces to Theorem 4.2(v).

We prove (ii) next. If m = 1, then there is nothing to prove. Suppose that m > 2. We prove it by induction on
k € {1,...,m}. By assumption, G is a BAM, so the base case is true. Assume Gy o - - - o Gy is a BAM for some
ke {1,2,...,m—1}. By the assumption, (Vi € I) ;'-:1 U].J- is closed, and by (i) and Lemma 4.3(ii), we know that
Fix(Gyo---0Gy) + FixGyyq = (ﬂ;‘:l U;) + Uy is closed. Hence, apply Theorem 4.2(v) with G; = Gy o---0 Gy
and G = Gg1 to obtain that Gy, 1 0 Gy o - - - 0 Gy is a BAM. Therefore, (ii) holds as well.

(iv): This comes from (ii) and Proposition 3.10. ]

The following Remark 4.5(i) and Remark 4.6(i) exhibit a case where the new constant s associated with the
composition of BAMs presented in Theorem 4.2(v) is better than the constant r from [12]. Moreover, Remark 4.5
illustrates that generally min{r,s} in Theorem 4.2 is not a sharp constant for the composition of BAMs.

Remark 4.5 Let L; and L be closed linear subspaces of H. Assume that L; + L, is closed. Denote by cp :=
c(Ly, Ly) the Friedrichs angle between L; and L. By [14, Corollary 4.5.2], Fix Py, P;, = Ly N L, is a closed linear
subspace of . By Example 3.4, both Py, and P, are 0-BAM. Moreover, the following hold:

(i) Apply Theorem 4.2(v) with G; = P, Gy = P,, 71 = 0, 72 = 0 to obtain that min{y/ 5%, £y — e
and Py, Py, isa 25 -BAM.

(ii) By [15, Lemma 9.5(7) and Theorem 9.8],
(Vx € H) |[[Pr,Pr, x —Priap, x|| < cpllx — Pryar, x|,

and cr is the smallest constant satisfying the inequality above. Hence, Pr, P1, is a BAM with sharp con-
stant cr.

Recall that cr := c(Uy, Uz) € [0,1], s0 cp < H% Hence, we know that generally the constant associated with
the composition of BAMs provided by Theorem 4.2(v) is not sharp.

The following Remark 4.6(ii) presents examples showing that the constants s and r in Theorem 4.2 are inde-
pendent.

Remark 4.6 Consider the constants r, s in Theorem 4.2(v) .
(i) Suppose that y; = 0 or 7, = 0, thatis, G; = Py, or G, = Py,. Without loss of generality, let 7, = 0. Then

1+c¢ 1+ cp)?
r_\/fy§+(1—fy§) 5 and s_%%a—ﬁ)( 4F).

Therefore, s < r.
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(i) Suppose that y := 1 = 72 € [0,1] and that c; = 0. Then

:

r=y/7r+0-7%
Hence

which implies that

s>r& € [?,1[ and s<r& ye [O,?[.

Compositions of BAMs with general convex fixed point sets

1
and s= \/2')/2 -+ 01— 72)21.

In this subsection, we investigate compositions of BAMs with general closed and convex fixed point sets.

By Example 3.4, the projection onto a nonempty closed convex subset of H is the most common BAM. The
following results show that the order of the projections does matter to determine whether the composition of
projections is a BAM or not. The next result considers the composition of projections onto a cone and a ball.

Proposition 4.7 Let K be a nonempty closed convex cone in H, and let p € Ry . Denote by B := BJ0; p].

(1) PB PK = PKﬁB isa 0-BAM.
(ii) Suppose that H = R?, K = R% and p = 1. Then Pg Py is not a BAM.

Proof. (i): By [2, Corollary 7.3], Pp Px = Pxnp, which, by Corollary 3.21, yields that Pp P is a 0-BAM.

(ii): By [14, Corollary 4.5.2], FixPx Pp = KN B. By [2, Example 7.5], we know that

P P Py, —1) = (\20) £ (1,0) = Prop(1,—1),

which implies that Px~g Px Pg # Pxnp. So, by Definition 3.1, Px Pp is not a BAM.

The following example considers projections onto an affine subspace and a cone.

Example 4.8 Suppose H = R?. Let U := {(x1,x2) € R* : xp = —x; + 1} and K := R2.. Then the following

hold (see also Figure 1):
(i) Py Pk isnota BAM.

(i) Px Py isa Y2-BAM.

PTOOf. Define the lines L := R - (1,0), Ly:=1R- (0,1), L= {(X1,XZ) €R? : Xy = X1 — 1} and [, := {(X1,XZ) S

R? : xp = x1 + 1}. It is easy to see that for every (x1,x;) € R?,

X1 —x24+1 —x1+x+1
Pu(x1/x2) = 2 7 7 s

(x1,x2), if x; >0and x, > 0;
(O, O), if x1 <0 and Xy < 0;
(xl,O):PLl(Xl,Xz), if x7 > 0and x; < 0;
(0,x2) = Pr,(x1,x2), ifx; <Oandx; >0.

By [14, Corollary 4.5.2],

FiXPuPK =UNK= FiXPKPu.
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(i): Let (x1,x0) € R2~ (KUR? ) such that x; — 1 < xp < x1 + 1, thatis, (x1,x3) is above [; and below I, but
neither in K nor in the strictly negative orthant. Then by (4.24),

Pynk(x1,x2) = Py(x1, x2) # Punk Pu Pr(x1, x2),

which, by Definition 3.1 and (4.25), implies that Py; Pk is not a BAM.
(ii): By Definition 2.4, the cosine of Friedrichs angles between par U and L; and between par U and L; is

(1,-1) V20—
V2 ’<1’O)>_7_< V2

Let (xl,xz) S ]Rz. If (xl,xz) S {(yl,yz) € ]R2 S 1< 2 < n + 1}, then PUQK(XLXQ) = Pu(X1,X2), which
yields that

c(parU,L;) = < ,(0,1)> = c(par U, L) (4.26)

Px Py(x1,x2) = Punk(x1,x2) and  Pynx Px Pyu(x1,x2) = Punk(x1,x2).
Assume that xp < x; — 1. Then

Px Py(x1,x2) = Pr, Py(x1, x2), (4.27a)
Purx Px Pu(x1,x2) = (1,0) = Pynk(x1,x2) = Punr, (x1, %2). (4.27b)

Moreover, because U and L are closed affine subspaces with U N L1 # &,
[Pk Pu(x1,x2) — Punk (x1, x2) || = [[Pr, Pu(x1,x2) — Punr, (x1,x2)[|  (by (4.272))

< 72H (x1,%2) = Pynp, (x1,x2)|| (by Remark 4.5(ii) and (4.26))
2
= 7”(961,962) —Pynk(x1,x2)|.  (by (4.27a))

5

Assume that x, > x7 + 1. Then similarly to the case that x; < x; — 1, we also have that ||Pg Py (x1, x2) —

Pun (x1,%2) || < Il (x1,%2) = Purk (x1, %) |
Altogether, for every (x1,x7) € R?, we have that

Punk Px Pu(x1, x2) = Punk(x1, x2),

V2
|Px Pur(x1, x2) — Pynk (x1, x2)]| < 7||(x1,x2) — Punk(x1,x2) |,

which combining with (4.25) yield that Px Py is a @—BAM. |

p
14 .
® PxPyz ¢
.
’

.
,
W Punkx = Pynk P Pyx

Punky

FvPky = PungPuPry

Figure 1: Composition of projections onto line and cone
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Remark 4.9 By Proposition 4.7 and Example 4.8, we know that in Theorem 4.4, the assumption “(Vi € I) Fix G;
is closed affine subspaces” is not tight, and that the order of the operators matters.

The following example examines the composition of projections onto balls and states that generally the com-
position of BAMs is not a BAM again.

Example 4.10 Suppose that # = R2. Consider the two closed balls K; = {(x1,x2) : (x1 +1)2+ x3 < 4} and
let Ky = {(x1,x2) : (x1 —1)® + x5 < 4}. Then the following statements hold (see also Figure 2):

(i) For every x € {(xl,xz) S R2 < (K1 U Kz) 1 x1 < 0and x 75 0}, PKlsz PKZ PK] X = PKZ PK1 X 75 PK]QKZ X.
(ii) Pk, Pk, isnota BAM.
Proof. By Example 3.4 and Proposition 3.17(ii), Fix Pk, Px, = K; N K3. The proof follows by Definition 3.1, the

formula shown in [3, Example 3.18] and some elementary algebraic manipulations. n
KiN K,
Py, P a
® Prini,v
Pgx™e

Figure 2: Composition of BAMs may not be a BAM

5 Combinations of BAMs

In this section, we consider combinations of finitely many BAMs. In the following results, by reviewing Re-
mark 3.5, we obtain constraints for the coefficients constructing the combinations.

Remark 5.1 Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of  and let v € R. Note that by Example 3.4, Pc and
Id = Py are BAMs.

(i) Let ¥ € R. By Remark 3.5(i) and Definition 3.1, if yId +(1 — ) P¢ is a BAM, then ¢y € |-1,1].

(ii) In addition, suppose that H = R? and C := B[0;1]. Then by Remark 3.5(ii), 7Id +(1 — ) P¢c is a BAM
implies that v € [0,1].

The following results are similar to Example 4.10.

Example 5.2 Suppose that % = R?. Consider the two closed balls K; := {(x1,x2) : (x1 +1)2+x3 <4} and let
Ky :={(x1,%2) : (x1 —1)2+x% < 4}. Leta € ]0,1[. Then the following hold:

(i) For every x € {(X],Xz) S R2 < (K1 U Kz) 1 x1 < 0and xp 7é 0}, PKlsz((X PK1 —|—(1 — 0() PKZ)X 7é PKlsz X.
(ii) Pk, Pk, isnota BAM.

Proof. Note that by Example 3.4 and Proposition 3.17(iii), Fix(a Pk, +(1 — &) Px,) = Ky N Ky. The remaining
part of the proof is similar to the proof of Example 4.10. |

In the remaining part of this section, we consider convex combinations of BAMs with closed and affine fixed
point sets.
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Lemma 5.3 Set I := {1,...,m}. Let (Vi € I) G; be a BAM such that Fix G; is a closed affine subspace of H, and
Nict Fix G; # @. Let (Vi € I) w; € |0, 1] such that Y ;e w; = 1. Set G := Yy w;G;. Then

(i) Fix G = N1 Fix G; is a closed affine subspace of H.
(i) Prixc G = Prixc-

Proof. (i): By Proposition 3.17(iii) and the assumptions, Fix G = Fix(};c; w;G;) = Nie1 Fix G; is a closed affine
subspace of H.

(ii): By (i) and [3, Proposition 29.14(i)], we know that Py is affine. Note that (Vj € I) Fix G = N, FixG; C
Fix G; and that both Nj¢; Fix G; and Fix G; are closed affine subspaces. Moreover, by Lemma 2.3 and Defini-
tion 3.1(i), we have that

(Vi €l)  Prixg Gj = PrFixG Gj = PrigFix G, Prixg; Gj = Py Fixg, PrixG; = Py Fixg, = Prixc (6.1)

Therefore,

(6.1)
Prixc G = Prixc (ZwiGi) =Y wiPrixc G = ) wiPrixc = Prixc-

i€l i€l i€l

Convex combination of BAMs with closed and affine fixed point sets

Theorem 5.4 Set1:= {1,2}. Let (Vi € 1) 7; € [0,1] and let G; : H — H be a v;-BAM. Suppose that (Vi € I) Fix G;
is a closed linear subspace of H. Suppose that Fix G 4+ Fix Gy is closed. Let a € ]0,1[. Set cf := c(Fix Gy, Fix Gy ) and

yi= max{a\/ry§+ (1 —ﬁ)”ch F—a)at(1 —zx)\/'y%+ (1 —75)”2@}. (5.2)

Then max {ay/3(1+93) + (1 —a),a+ (1 —a)\/3(1+13)} <7 <1land aGy + (1 — a)Gy is a y-BAM.

Proof. Set (Vi € 1) U; := Fix G;. Because U; + Uj is closed, by Fact 2.5, we know that cr := ¢(Uj, Uz) € [0,1],
which yields that v < 1 and that (Vi € I) 47 + (1 — 712)”% > 1(149?). Hence, v > {ay/3(1+93) + (1 —

a),a+ (1 —uc)\/%(l—i-'y%)}.

Let x € ‘H. By Lemma 5.3 and Definition 3.1, it suffices to show that
l€Grx + (1 — &) Gax — Py, x| < 7% = Py 1 (53)

Because (Vi € I) G; is a 7;-BAM, by Definition 3.1 and Lemma 3.2(i), we have that

(Vi S I) Pul. G = PU{ =G; Pui, (5.4)

and that
(Vv € H) |Gy — Py, yll < 7villy — Py, yll- (5.5)
(5.4)

If x = Pyynu, ¥, then x € Uy NUp and aGix + (1 — a)Gox — Py, X = aG1 Py x + (1 —a) G Py, x — x =
aPy, x4+ (1 —a)Py,x —x = x —x = 0, from which we deduce that (5.3) holds. Therefore, in the rest of the
proof, we assume that x # Py, x. Set

L ||PU2 X — PU]QUZ x”

Py x—P X
|| U uNup ” and le .
||J’C IU1I’1LI2 XH

A= T TP ]

(5.6)

By the triangle inequality,

|laGix + (1 — a)Gox — Pu,nu, x||2 (5.7a)
§zx2||G1x — Pulmuz XHZ + (1 — DC)ZHsz — Pulmuz x||2 + 20((1 — 0() ||G1x — Pulmuz x|| Hsz — Pulmuz xH (57b)
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Note that (Vi € 1),

Gix — Py, x 2 Gix — Py Gix = Pju Gix € U}, (5.8)
Py, x — Pynu, x = Pui x — Py nu, Pui X = P(Ulmuz)L Pui xel;Nn(hn UZ)L. (5.8b)

1

Now, using (5.8a) and (5.8b) in the following (5.9a) and (5.9d), we know that (Vi € I),

|Gix — Pyyru, x[1* = || Gix — Py, x||* + ||Py, x — Py, X1 (5.9a)
(5.5)
< 77 lx = Py, x|* + [Py, x — Py, x| (5.9b)
= 7?||x — Py, x||* + 972 ||Pu, x — Py, xI1* + (1 — 92) |Pu, x — Puyou, x| (5.9¢)
= 77llx = Puyn, X117 + (1= 99) I[Py, x — Py, x| (5.9d)
(5.6)
= 27 llx = Puynw, x| + (1= D) BElIx — Puyw, 1 (5.9)
= (77 + (1 =17)B3) lx — Puy s, X[ (5.99)

Set

(Viel) ni=\/v*+1—-72)p. (5.10)

Combine (5.7) with (5.9) to obtain that
[€Gix + (1 — &) Gax — Py, x| < (“277% + (1 — )3 +20(1 - 0‘)’71’72) [l = Py, x| (5.11a)
= (wp + (1= &)i2)?[lx = Puyus, %1% (5.11b)
Combining (5.3), (5.2), (5.10) and (5.11), we know that it remains to show that

. 1+c
min{py, f2} </ — £ (5.12)
Note that by (5.6), if there exists i € I such that Py, x — Py;ny, x = 0, then B; = 0 and (5.12) is true. Hence, we
assume (Vi € I) Py, x — Pyynu, ¥ 7# 0 from now on.
Leti € L. Because Py, x — Py, x € Ujand x — Py, x =P x € Ui+, we have (Py, x — Py, u, X, x — Py, x) =

0. Hence

(Pu, x — Pu,ru, %, X — Py, x) = (Pu, ¥ — Pyynu, X, x — Py, x) + (Py, x — Py, nu, %, Py, x — Py, X)

= ”PU,' X = Pulﬂuz tz

and thus
g — Py X = Puynu, x| < Py, x = Puynup * % —Puynu, X > (5.13)
' ”x*Plllﬁsz” ||PuiX*Pu]mu2XH’ ||X*Pulmu2X||
L Pul X7PU1mU2 X L PUZ X7Pulmu2 X L X7Pulmu2 X B
Setu := —HPU1 P T —HPUZ =Py, 7 and w := 7\|X*Pulmuz R By (5.8b), PU1 X Pu]muz xelun (U1 N
U,)* and Py, x = Pyynu, x € Up N (U N U,)*. Hence, by Definition 2.4,

(u,v) < cr. (5.14)

Using (5.13), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and ||u|| = ||| = ||w| = 1, we deduce that

Br+ B2 = (u+0,0) < ut ol = /Jul+20m,0) + o2 = 20+ o) < 20 +cp). (515

Suppose to the contrary that (5.12) is not true, that is, f; > HZCF and B, > HZCF . Then

B1+ B2 >2\/1J;CF =/2(1+cp),

which contradicts with (5.15). Altogether, the proof is complete. u
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The following example illustrates that the constant associated with the convex combination of BAMs pro-
vided in Theorem 5.4 is not sharp.

Example 5.5 Let U be a closed linear subspace of H. Let « € |0,1[. Then the following hold:
(i) aPy+(1 —a) Py isa BAM with constant max{a@ +(1—a),(1- zx)@ + a}, by Theorem 5.4.
(ii) @ Py +(1 — a) Py;. is a BAM with sharp constant max{a, 1 — a}.
(iii) max{a¥? + (1—a), (1—a)¥2 +a} > max{a,1—a}.

Proof. (i): By Example 3.4, both P; and P;. are 0-BAMs. Moreover, by Definition 2.4, cp = c(U,U*) = 0.
Hence, using Theorem 5.4 directly, we obtain that a« Py +(1 — «) Py, is a BAM with constant max{ ?tx +(1-
@), 0+ 2 (1-a)}.
(i1): Denote by G := aPy+(1 —a)P;.. Letx € H and v € [0,1]. Using (Pyx, Py x) = 0, Fact 2.2, and
Prixg x = Pygy x = 0, we obtain that

|Gx — Prixg x|| < 7|lx — Prixc x| (5.16a)
& [laPyx+ (1—a) Py x|* < o%)|x[? (5.16b)
& o ||Py x| + (1 — )Py x[* < 2Pyl + [Py x]%) (5.16¢)
&0 < (¥ —a®)|[Pux|>+ (v = (1 —a)?) [Py %, (5.16d)

which implies that ¥ > max{a,1 — a}, since x € H is arbitrary. Therefore, the required result follows from
Lemma 5.3, (5.16) and Definition 3.1.

(iii): This is trivial from a € 0,1] and %2 € ]0,1][. n

Theorem 5.6 Set1:= {1,...,m}. Let (Vi € 1) w; € ]0,1[. Suppose that m > 2 and that (Vi € I) G; isa BAM with
U; := Fix G; being a closed aﬁme subspace of H such that N;cy Fix G; # @. Suppose that (Vi € 1) Z] 1 (par U; )
closed. Then Y_;c; w;G; is a BAM.

Proof. Letz € NjerU;. Define (Vi € I) F; : H — H by
(VxeH) F(x):=Gj(x+z)—z (5.17)

By the assumptions, (5.17) and Proposition 3.22, F; is a BAM with Fix F; = par U; being a closed linear subspace
of H. By Proposition 3.17(iii) and by assumptions, Fix(Y;c; w;G;) = N, U; is a closed affine subspace. Hence,
by (5.17) and Lemma 3.23(ii), to show ) ;c; w;G; is a BAM, we are able to assume that Uy, ..., Uy, are closed
linear subspaces of H.

We prove it by induction on m. By Lemma 4.3(ii) and Theorem 5.4, we know that the base case in whichm = 2
holds. Suppose that m > 3 and that the required result holds for m — 1, that is, for any {a1,...,a,—1} € ]0,1]

we have thatif (Vi € {1,...,m —1}) Ul is closed, then /" ! 4;G; is a BAM. Note that

iwiGi = (milw‘) (mzl i G) + Wi Gys1.

zlztlwt

Wi 3.
11 Zmlwi l

is a BAM. By the assumption, (Vi € I) ]-:1 U]-l is closed, by Proposition 3.17(iii) and Lemma 4.3(ii), we

Because we have the assumption, (Vi € {1,...,m}) LIJ- is closed, by the inductive hypothesis, } /",

know that Fix (Z G‘) +Fix Gy = (N','U;) + Uy is closed. Hence, apply Theorem 5.4 with G; =

i=1 ):m

Yt zm S GZ, Gy =G, a = 1" ! wj to obtain that Y/ | w;G; is a BAM. [ |
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New method using the Cartesian product space reformulation

The main result Theorem 5.10 in this subsection is almost the same with the Theorem 5.6 proved in the previous
subsection, however, in this subsection, we use a Cartesian product space reformulation.

In the whole subsection, set I := {1,...,m}. Let (w;);c1 be real numbers in ]0,1] such that };c;w; = 1. Let
‘H™ be the real Hilbert space obtained by endowing the Cartesian product x;c;H with the usual vector space
structure and with the weighted inner product

(Vx = (xi)ie1 € H")(Vy = (vi)ier € H") (x,y) Zwl Xi, Yi)-

i€l

Clearly,

(Vx = (xi)iecr € H™) x| = (%) = Y wilxi, xi) = Y willxi > (5.18)

i€l i€l
Denote by
D :={(x)jer € H" : x € H}.
The following well-known fact is critical in proofs in this subsection.
Fact 5.7 Let x = (x;)ic; € H™. The following hold:
(i) Ppx = (Ljer wjx))ier-
(ii) Let (Vi € I) C; be nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Then P, _ c, x = (Pc, X;)ier-

Proof. (i): This is from [3, Poposition 29.16].
(ii): Th1s is similar to [3, Proposition 29.3]. Because the definition of inner product is different, we show the
proof next. Clearly, (Pc, x;)ic1 € X;e1C;. Moreover, by [3, Theorem 3.16],

(V(ci)ier € XierCi) <(xi)ie1 — (Pc; xi)ier, (¢i)ier — (P, xi lEI> Y wilxi — P¢, xj,¢; — Pc, x;) <0,
iel
which by [3, Theorem 3.16] again, implies that P, ¢, x = (P, X;)ier- |

In the remaining part of this subsection, let (Vi € I) G; : H — H. Define F : H" — H™,and G : H" — H™
respectively by

(Vx = (xi)ie1 € H") F(x) = (Gixi)ier, (5.19)
(Vx = (xi)ic1 € H")  G(x) = () wiGjx)) oy (5.20)
jel

Proposition 5.8 (i) FixF = x;¢Fix G;.
(ii) Let (Vi € I)v; € [0,1]. Suppose that (Vi € 1) G; is a v;-BAM. Then F is a (max;c1{v;})-BAM.

Proof. Letx = (x;);e; € H™.
(i): Now

6 19)

x € FixF (xi),»el = (Gix,»)iel Al (VZ S I)xi = Gix; & (Vl S I)xi € FixG; & x € X FixG;.

(ii): Because (Vi € I) G; is a BAM, we know that (Vi € I) Fix G; is a nonempty closed and convex subsets of
‘H and, by Definition 3.1, that for every i € I,

PrixG; Gi = Prixg; (5.21)
(Vx € H) ||Gix — Prixg, x| < 7illx — Prixg, |- (5.22)

By (i) and Fact 5.7(ii), FixF = X ;¢ Fix G; is a nonempty closed convex subset of #" and

Prixr(X) = Py, FixG; (X) = (PEixg; Xi)icl- (5.23)
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Now

(5.19) (5.23) (5.21) (5.23)
Prixp F(x) =" Prixp ((GiXi)ict) = (Prixg, GiXi)iet = (Prixg; Xi)ier = PrixF(X)- (5.24)
Note that by (5.19) and (5.23),
IE(x) = Prixp X[|> = [[(Gixi)ier — (Prixg, %)ierll® (5.25a)
(5.18)
=" Y willGix; — Prixg, xil|* (5.25b)
i€l
(5.22) ) )
< Y wir?llxi — Prixg, xill (5.25¢)
icl
< max{7}} ) willxi — Prixg, xill? (5.25d)
jet iel
(5.18) 2
= n;gx{'y]?} H (xi)ier — (PrixG; xi)ieIH (5.25¢)
(5.23)
= r;lglx{v?}llx—l’pixpxl\z- (5.25f)
Therefore, combine (5.24) and (5.25) with Definition 3.1 to obtain the asserted result.
|

Proposition 5.9 Let vy € [0,1[ . Then the following hold:
() IfFisay-BAM, then (Vi € 1) G; is a y-BAM.
(ii) Fisa BAM if and only if (Vi € I) G; isa BAM.

Proof. (i): Because F is a y-BAM, using Definition 3.1 and Proposition 5.8(i), we know that FixF = x ;<1 Fix G; is
anonempty closed and convex subset of H™, and there exists v € [0,1] such that

Pxiel Fix G,‘ F = P><,'€] Fix Gi (526)
(VX € Hﬂ’l) “FX_PXielFiXGiXH < r)/HX_PXiGIFiXG,'x”' (527)

Hence, (Vi € I) Fix G; is a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Let x € H.
Sety := (x)je; € H™. By Fact 5.7(ii), (5.19), and (5.26),
(PrixG; (Gix)) ;o = P FixG; ((Gix)ier) = P Fix G, FY = P FixG: ¥ = (Prixg; (%)) ;o1

which y1€ldS (VZ € I) Prix G; G; = Pgix G-
Let j € I Setx := (x;)ier € H" such that x; = x and (Vi € I~{j}) x; € FixG;. Then (Vi € I~\{j})
x; = Gix; = Prixg, x;- Hence, by (5.27), we have that
[Fx — Py, Fix X[ < 22X = Py, Fixg, X2
& [(Gixi)ier — (Prixg; x)ictll* < 721 (xi)ier — (Peixc, %i)ictl®

(5,18)
&' Y willGix; — Prixg, xill* < 7v* Y willxi — Prixg, xill>
i€l i€l
& wjl|Gjx = Prixg; x|? < Ywi|x - Prixg; x||?
& |Gjx — Prix; x[I> < 9?||x — Prixg; x[*
Hence, by Definition 3.1, we know that (Vi € I) G; is a 7-BAM.

(ii): The equivalence comes from (i) above and Proposition 5.8(ii). |

The following result is inspired by [8, Proposition 5.25]. With consideration of Proposition 3.10 and Exam-
ple 3.4, we note that Theorem 5.10 is a refinement of [8, Proposition 5.25].
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Theorem 5.10 Let (Vi € 1) y; € [0,1]. Suppose that (Vi € 1) G; is a vy;-BAM and that Fix G; is a closed affine subspace
of H with Nje1 FixG; # @. Set cp := ¢ (D, Xjci(parFix G;)). Suppose that ¥jc;(par Fix Gj)* is closed. Denote by

p = maxjer{7y;} and v := \/yz +(1- yz)%. Then Fix }je; w;G; = Nje1 Fix Gj is a closed affine subspace of H

and ) jc1 w;G;j is a y-BAM. Moreover,

(Vx e H) (L wiG)fx — P rixg, x| < ¥¥llx — Py i, |-
i€l

Proof. By the assumptions and Lemma 5.3, Fix} ;c; wiG; = Njc1Fix G; is a closed affine subspace of ‘H and
Pr, FixG; (Lier wiGi) = P FixG;- To show iy w;G;j is a 7-BAM, by Definition 3.1, it suffices to show that
(vx € H) | L wiGix = Prrixc, || < vllx = Prmin, I (5.28)
i€l
By Proposition 5.8(i)&(ii), FixF = X e Fix G; is a closed affine subspace of H™ and F is a y-BAM. By Exam-
ple 3.4, Pp is a 0-BAM. By Fact 2.5, D* + (par ( X ey Fix G]-))J' is closed if and only if D + (par ( X j Fix G;))
is closed. Moreover, by [1, Lemma 5.18], D + (par ( X je; Fix G;)) is closed if and only if ¥ ;¢ (par Fix G;)* is

closed, which is our assumption. Hence, we obtain that D+ + (par ( x jer FixGj)) * is closed. Then apply The-
orem 4.4(iii) with H = H™, G; = F and G, = Pp to obtain that Pp F is a y-BAM. Note that, by (5.19) and
Fact 5.7(i),

(Vy = (vi)iet € H") PpF(y) = (Z%%Gjyj)id =G(y),
j€

thatis, Pp F = G. By [14, Corollary 4.5.2],
Fix G = Fix(Pp F) = D N (x;er(Njer Fix Gj)) .
Let x € H and set x = (x);c; € H™. Similarly with the proof of Fact 5.7(ii), by [3, Theorem 3.16], we have that
PrixG X = (P FixG; X)iel- (5.29)
Because G = Pp Fis a y-BAM, by Definition 3.1(iii),

HGX — PFixG XH < ')/HX - PFixG X”

(5.29) 2 5 2

& H(ijcjx)iel — (PrFixg; x)z'eIH <7 H(x)iel = (P Fixg; x)ieIH
jel

(5.18) 2

&Y will Y wiGix — Pr, Fixg; XH <V Y willx - Pr, Fixg; x||?

icl j€el icl

<~ ‘ Z%ijjx_PﬁjelFiXij” S r)/Hx_PﬁjelFiXijH/

j€
which yields (5.28). Hence, the proof is complete. u

Remark 5.11 Consider Theorems 5.6 and 5.10. Although the results from these two theorems are the same, but
there are different assumptions: “(Vi € I) Z}:l (par Uj)* is closed” and “Y < (par U;)™ is closed” respectively.

Suppose that m = 3, that (par Up)* + (par U;)™* is not closed, and that (parUs)* = #, say, G3 = Pyy.
Then clearly, Y3 (parU;)* = H is closed. Hence, “Y;c(par U;) ™" is closed” # “ (Vi € I~{m}) (par U;;1)* +
Yj—1 (par LI]-)L is closed”.

Therefore, we know that the assumptions in Theorem 5.6 are more restrictive than the assumptions in Theo-
rem 5.10. However, comparing the constant v in Theorem 5.4 and in Theorem 5.10 for m = 2, we know that the
constants associated with the convex combination of two BAMs are independent in these two theorems. Hence,
we keep Theorems 5.6 and 5.10 together.

The following Corollary 5.12(i) is a weak version of [15, Theorem 9.33] which shows clearly the convergence
rate of the method of alternating projections.
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Corollary 5.12 Let Uy, ..., Uy be closed affine subspaces of H with N} |U; # &. Then the following statements hold:

(i) Assume that (Vi € 1) Z;-:l (par U;)* is closed. Then Py, - - - Py, Py, is a BAM; moreover, there exists vy € [0,1]
such that

(vx €M) [|(Pu, - Pu, Puy) % = Py, x| < oF[lx = Py, x]|-

(ii) Suppose that Y ;ci(par U;)* is closed. Let (w;)q<i<m be real numbers in 10,1] such that ¥, w; = 1. Then
pp ci\P AYAS i=1

YL w; Py, is a BAM. Moreover, there exists <y € [0, 1] such that
- k k
(vx € M) ||(X wiPu)x = Prp g, x|| < ¥l = Py, 1
i=1

Proof. By Example 3.4, we know that (Vi € {1,...,m}) Py, is a 0-BAM and FixPy, = U; is a closed affine
subspace.

(i): This comes from Theorem 4.4(ii)&(iv) with Gy = Py, ..., Gn = Py,,.

(ii): This follows by Theorem 5.10. |

6 Connections between BAMs and circumcenter mappings

In this section, we present BAMs which are not projections in Hilbert spaces. In particular, we connect the
circumcenter mapping with BAM.

Definitions and facts on circumcentered isometry methods

Before we turn to the relationship between best approximation mapping and circumcenter mapping, we need
the background and facts on the circumcenter mapping and the circumcentered method in this section.
By [6, Proposition 3.3], we know that the following definition is well defined.

Definition 6.1 (circumcenter operator) [6, Definition 3.4] Let P(#) be the set of all nonempty subsets of H
containing finitely many elements. The circumcenter operator is

CC: P(H) = HU{2}: K {p, ifpe af.f(K) and {||p —y|| : v € K} is a singleton;
@, otherwise.

In particular, when CC(K) € H, thatis, CC(K) # &, we say that the circumcenter of K exists and we call CC(K)
the circumcenter of K.

Definition 6.2 (circumcenter mapping) [7, Definition 3.1] Let Fj, ..., F; be operators from H to H such that
ML Fix F; #@.5etS :={F,...,F,}and (Vx € H) S(x) := {Fx,...,Eyx}. The circumcenter mapping induced
by S'is

CCs:H — HU{@}: x— CC(S(x)),

that is, for every x € H, if the circumcenter of the set S(x) defined in Definition 6.1 does not exist, then CCgx =
. Otherwise, CCgx is the unique point satisfying the two conditions below:

(i) CCsx € aff (S(x)) = aff {F{(x),...,En(x)}, and
(ii) |CCsx — F(x)]| = -+ =||CCsx — Ep(x)]l.

In particular, if for every x € H, CCsx € H, then we say the circumcenter mapping CCs induced by S is proper.
Otherwise, we call CCg improper.

Fact 6.3 [7, Proposition 3.7(ii)] Let Fy, ..., Fn be operators from  to H with M, Fix F; #@.SetS:={F,...,Fu}.
Assume that CCg is proper and that Id € S. Then FixCCs = N | Fix F,.
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Fact 6.4 [7, Proposition 3.3] Let Fy, F, be operators from H to H and set S := {Fy, F,}. Then

Fix+ Fx

(VX S 7‘[) CCsx = 2

Let x € H and assume that CCg is proper. The circumcenter method induced by S is
xo := %, and x; := CCgs(x;_1) = CCkx, wherek =1,2,.... (6.1)
Definition 6.5 [16, Definition 1.6-1] A mapping T : H — H is said to be isometric or an isometry if
(Vx e H)(Vy € H) [ITx = Ty[ =[x — ]| (6.2)

Fact 6.6 [9, Proposition 3.3 and Corollary 3.4] Let T : H — H be isometric. Then T is affine. Moreover, if Fix T is
nonempty, then Fix T is a closed affine subspace.

Note that by Fact 6.6, every isometry must be affine. In the rest of this section, without otherwise statement,

m
(Vie{1,...,m}) T;:H — Hisaffineisometry with () FixT; # @.
j=1

Denote by
S = {Tl, ooy Tm—ll Tm}
The associated set-valued operator S : H — P(H) is defined by
(VxeH) S(x):={Tix,..., Tp_1x, Tyx}.

The following Fact 6.7(i) makes the circumcentered method induced by S defined in (6.1) well-defined. Since
every element of S is isometry, we call the circumcentered method induced by the S circumcentered isometry
method (CIM).

Fact 6.7 [8, Theorem 3.3 and Proposition 4.2] Let x € H. Then the following statements hold:

(i) The circumcenter mapping CCs : H — H induced by S is proper; moreover, CCgx is the unique point satisfying
the two conditions below:

(a) CCsx € aff (S(x)), and
(b) {||ICCsx — Tx| : T € S} is a singleton.

(ii) Let W be nonempty closed affine subspace of N, Fix T;. Then (Vk € IN) Py CC"‘S =Py = CCZ; Pw.

Fact 6.8 [8, Theorem 4.15(i)] Let W be a nonempty closed affine subspace of N, Fix T;. Assume that there exist
F:H — Hand vy € [0,1] such that (Vx € H) F(x) € aff (S(x)) and (Vx € H) ||[Fx — Py x|| < v||x — Pw x||. Then

(Vx € H)(Vk € N) ||CCSx — Py x| < 7¥[|lx — Py x].
In fact, it is easy to show that W = Fix CCg from the last inequality with k = 1 in Fact 6.8.

Fact 6.9 [8, Theorem 4.16(ii)] Suppose that H = R". Let Ts € aff S satisfy Fix Ts C Nregs Fix T. Assume that Tg is
linear and a-averaged with o € 10,1[. Then || Ts Py pixry2 || € [0,1[. Moreover,

(Vx € H)(Vk € N) ||CC5x — Pry it x| < [ Ts P, g pixry2 II¥l1X = Pryes rixr X
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Circumcenter mappings that are BAMs

Theorem 6.10 Let W be a nonempty closed affine subspace of N} | Fix T;. Assume that Id € S and that there exists
F:H — Hand vy € [0,1] such that (Vx € H) Fx € aff (S(x)) and (Vx € H) ||[Fx — Py x|| < v||x — Pw x||. Then
CCs is a y-BAM and Fix CCs = N ; Fix T;.

Proof. By Fact 6.7(i), CCg is proper. Then by Facts 6.3 and 6.6, Fix CCs = N}" ; Fix T; is a nonempty closed affine
subspace of H. Apply Fact 6.7(ii) with W = N, Fix T; to obtain that Pixccg CCs = Prixccy- Moreover, by the
assumptions, Fact 6.8 and Definition 3.1, we know that CCg is a y-BAM. ]

The following result states that in order to study whether the circumcenter mapping CCs is a BAM or not,
we are free to assume the related isometries are linear.

Proposition 6.11 Let z € N FixT;. Define (Vi€ {1,...,m}) (Vx € H) Fx := Tj(x +z) —z. Set Sp :=
{Fy,...,Fn}. Then the following statements hold:

(i) Sk isa set of linear isometries.
(ii) Let y € [0,1[. Assume that1d € S. Then CCgs is a y-BAM if and only if CCs, is a y-BAM.

Proof. (i): Because z € N" ; Fix T;, by [9, Lemma 3.8], Fy, ..., Fy, are linear isometries.

(ii): Because both § and Sr are sets of isometries, by Fact 6.7(i), both CCs and CCg, are proper. Clearly,Id € S
implies that Id € Sf as well. So, by Fact 6.3, Fix CCs = N ; Fix T; and Fix CCs, = N/ ; Fix F;. In addition, by
[9, Lemma 4.8], (Vx € H) CCsx = z + CCs, (x — z). Hence, the desired result comes from Proposition 3.22 and
Definition 3.1. u

Theorem 6.12 Suppose that H = R". Let Ts € aff S satisfy that Fix Ts C Npeg Fix T. Assume that Tg is linear and
a-averaged with a € 0,1[. Then 7y := [|Ts P i) || € [0, 1] and CCs is a y-BAM.

Proof. By Facts 6.3 and 6.6, and assumptions, Fix CCs = N}, Fix T; is a closed affine subspace. Apply Fact 6.7(ii)
with W = N, Fix T; to obtain that Pgixcc; CCs = Prixccg- Moreover, by Fact 6.9, v € [0,1[ and (Vx € H)
||CCSx_PI’V” F1xTx|| <7Hx_Pﬁ"’ Fix T; x” u

Lett € N~ {0} and let (Vi € {1,...,t}) F; : H — H. From now on, to facilitate the statements later, we
denote

P in

Q(F,..., ) = {F- F,F;

reN, andi1,...,i,e{1,...,t}} (6.3)

which is the set consisting of all finite composition of operators from {Fj,..., F;}. We use the empty product
convention: Fj - -- F;, = Id.

Fact 6.13 [9, Theorem 5.4] Suppose that H = R". Let Fi, F, ..., F be linear isometries on H. Assume that Sisa
finite subset of Q(Fy, ..., F;), where Q(Fy, ..., F) is defined in (6.3). Assume that {Id, Fy, F,,..., F} C S. Let (wWi)ier
be real numbers in }0 1] such that Y jey w; = 1 and let (a;);c be real numbers in 10,1[. Denote A := Y!_, w;A; where
(Vie{1,...,t}) Aj:= (1 — a;) Id +a;F;. Then the following statements hold:

(i) FixCCg = TGSleT Ni_, Fix F; = Fix A.

(i) [[AP(e  pixpyL ]l < 1. Moreover,

(Vx € H)(Vk € N) ||Cc‘k§x_ ﬂt 1 Fix F; x” < HAP _, FixF) l” Hx_ ﬁt , Fix F; xH

Fact 6.14 [9, Theorem 5.6] Suppose that H = R". Let F1, F,, . .., F; be linear isometries. Assume that Sisa finite subset
of Q(Fy, ..., F), where O(F, ..., F) is defined in (6.3). Assume that {Id, F;, KF, ..., F---FBF} CS. Let (w;)ier be
real numbers in ]0,1] such that Y ;cyw; = 1 and let (a;);cr and (A;);er be real numbers in ]0,1[. Set A := Y ;jcqw;A
where Ay := (1 — aq) Id +a1 Fy and

(Vi S I\{l}) A; = (1 — le') Id +u; ((1 — )\1’) Id —|—/\,'Fi) F_1---F.

Then the following assertions hold:
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(i) FixCCg = Ny gFix T = N{_, Fix F; = Fix A.

(i) [[AP pixpyLll € [0,1]. Moreover,

i=1

(Vx € H)(vk € N) [[CCx —Pry pixr, ¥l < IAPy iy €1 = Pry_ g, ¥ll-

i=1

Proposition 6.15 Suppose that H = R". Let Fy,...,F; be linear isometries from H to H. Let S be a finite subset of
Q(F,.... E).

() If{1d, B, F,...,F} C S, then Fix CCg = N!_, Fix F; and CCg is a BAM
(i) If {Id, B, B, ..., F---BF} C S, then Fix CCq = Ni_, Fix F; and CCg is a BAM.

Proof. (i): By Fact 6.13(i), Fix CCg = Ny g Fix T = Nt_, Fix F; is a nonempty closed linear subspace of H. Apply
Fact 6.7(ii) with W = FixCCg = N;_gFix T yields Prixcc, CCg = Prixccs- Apply Fact 6.13(ii) to obtain that
there exists ¢ € [0,1] such that

(Vx e H) |[|CCsx — Prixccg x|l < 7l[x — Prixccg Fix Tx|.

Hence, by Definition 3.1, CCg is a BAM.
(ii): The proof is similar to the proof of (i), however, this time we use Fact 6.14 instead of Fact 6.13. ]

Theorem 6.16 Assume that H = R" and that Fy, . . ., Fy are affine isometries from H to H with ﬁfZl Fix F; # &. Assume
that Sisafinite subset of Q(Fy, . .., Ft) defined in (6.3) such that {1d, F, B>, ..., F} C Sor{Id, F, KF,...,F--- BF }
S. Then Fix CCs = N!_, Fix F; and CCg is a BAM.

Proof. This is from Proposition 6.15(i)&(ii) and Proposition 6.11(ii). ]
The following example shows that BAM is generally neither continuous nor linear.

Example 6.17 Suppose that H = R?, set Uy := R (1,0), and U, := R - (1,1). Suppose that S = {Id, Ry, R;, }
or that S = {Id, Ry, Ry, Ry, }. Then the following statements hold.

(i) CCsisaBAM and Fix CCs = {(0,0)}.
(ii) CCg is neither continuous nor linear.

Proof. (i): Because Ry, and Ry, are linear isometries and FixRy;, NFixRy, = Uy NU; = {(0,0)}, by Theo-
rem 6.16, CCg is a BAM.
(ii): This is from [7, Examples 4.19 and 4.20]. ]

The following example illustrates that the composition of three BAMs is a projector does not imply that the
individual BAMs are projectors.

Example 6.18 Suppose that H = R?, set U; := R-(1,0), Up := R-(1,1) and U3 := R - (0,1). Denote by
S1:={Id,Ry,, Ry, } and S, := {Id, Ryy,, Ry, }. Then the following statements hold:

(i) All of CCg,, CCs, and CCs,CCgs, are BAMs. Moreover, FixCCs, = {(0,0)}, FixCCs, = {(0,0)}, and
FiX(CC82CCS1) ={(0,0)}.

(ii) None of the CCg,, CCgs, or CCgs,CCg, is a projector.
(iii) CCs,CCs,CCs; = P00y

Proof. By Fact 6.4, it is easy to see that

PUZ x, ifxe Uy; PU3 x, ifxe U,;
(Vx e H) CCsx =Py x, ifxely and CCsx=(Pyx, ifxeUs; (6.4)
0, otherwise. 0, otherwise.
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Hence,

Pu3 Puz x, ifx e Uy;
CCs,CCs,x = 10, if x € Uy; (6.5)
0, otherwise.

(i): Because Ry, Ry, and Ry, are linear isometries, Fix Ry, NFixRy, = {(0,0)}, and FixRy, NFixRy, =
U, NUz = {(0,0)}, by Theorem 6.16, CCs, and CCg, are BAMs and Fix CCg, = FixCCg, = {(0,0)}. Hence, by
Theorem 4.4(ii), CCs,CCs, is BAM and Fix(CCg,CCs,) = {(0,0)}.

(ii): Because Uj is not orthogonal with Uy, and by (6.4), the range of CCg, equals Uy U U, but CCs, # Pyyuu,,
we know that CCg, is not a projector. Similarly, neither CCg, nor CCgs,CCg, is a projector.

(iii): This is clear from the definitions of CCg, and CCg,CCg, presented in (6.4) and (6.5) respectively.

]

Circumcenter and best approximation mappings in Hilbert space

Because reflectors associated with closed affine subspaces are isometries, we call the circumcenter method in-
duced by a set of reflectors the circumcentered reflection method (CRM). Clearly, all facts on CIM are applicable to
CRM.

In this subsection, we assume that

Uy, ..., Uy are closed linear subspaces in the real Hilbert space H, (6.6a)
Q:=0[Ry,,...,Ry,) = {Ruir Ry, Ry, ’ reN, andiy,..., i € {1,...,m}}, (6.6b)
¥ {Rul.y +Ru, Ry, | ninig iy € {0,1,...,mpand 0 < i < -+ < z} (6.6¢)

We also assume that
YCSCOQ and S consists of finitely many elements. (6.7)

For every nonempty closed affine subset C of %, Re R¢ = (2P¢ —1d)(2Pc —Id) = 4Pc —2P¢ —2Pc+1d =
Id. So, if m = 1, then O = ¥ = {Id,Ry, }. Hence, by the assumption, S = {Id, Ry, }, and, by Fact 6.4,
CCs = %(Id + Ry, ) = Py,. By Example 3.4, CCs = Py, is a 0-BAM. Therefore, m = 1 is a trivial case and we
consider only m > 2 below.

Lemma 6.19 FixCCs = Nrcs FixT = N2, U;.

Proof. By construction of ¥ with ¥ = 0 and r = 1, we know that {Id, Ry, - LRy, } €Y C S, soby Fact 6.3,
FixCCs = NresFixT € N, FixRy, = N, U;. On the other hand, because S C O and (VT € Q) N, U; C
Fix T, we know that N} ;U; € Nreg Fix T = Fix CCgs. Altogether, Fix CCs = Nres Fix T = NI U;. |

Fact 6.20 [9, Theorem 6.6] Set v := ||Py,, Py, , - Py P(ﬂ*’iluf)L |. Assume that m > 2 and that Ui- + - - - 4+ Uj; is
closed. Then vy € [0,1] and

(Vx € H)(Vk € N) ||CC5x —Prm gy, x| < 9¥[|lx = Py, x]|-
Theorem 6.21 Set«y := ||Py, Py, , - Py, P(ﬁ*’ilui)i . Assume that m > 2 and that Ui~ + - - - 4+ Uj; is closed. Then
v € [0,1[, FixCCs = N ;U;, and CCg is a y-BAM.

Proof. Because ¥ C § C ), by Lemma 6.19, Fix CCs = Nres Fix T = N}, U; is a closed linear subspace. Apply
Fact 6.7(ii) with W = N7¢s Fix T to obtain that Pgixcc; CCs = Prixccg- In addition, by Fact 6.20, v € [0, 1] and
(Vx € H) ||[CCsx — Prixccs *|| < 7||x — Prixcc X||- Hence, by Definition 3.1, CCg is a y-BAM. |

Corollary 6.22 Assume that m = 2 in (6.6), that S = {Id, Ry, Ry,, Ry, Ry, }, and that Uy 4 Uy is closed. Set
7 = [[Pu, Puy Py )2 |- Then oy € [0,1[, Fix CCs = Uy N Uy, and CCg is a y-BAM.
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Proof. By Fact 2.5, U; + U, is closed if and only if Uj- + U; is closed. Note that m = 2 in (6.6) implies ¥ =
{Id, Ry, Ry, Ry, Ry, } = S. Hence, the desired result is from Theorem 6.21 with m = 2. |

Theorem 6.23 Let n € IN ~\ {0}. Assume that m = 2n — 1 and that Uy, . .., Uy, are closed linear subspaces of H with
Ui + -+ + Ujt being closed. Set (Vi € {1,...,n—1}) U,4; := U,_;. Denote v := ||Py, Py, , -+ Py, P(ﬁ’i‘,lui)i”'

Then vy € [0,1[, FixCCs = N, U;, and CCs isa Y2-BAM.

Proof. Because ¥ C § C ), by Lemma 6.19, FixCCs = Nres FixT = NI U; is a closed linear subspace.
Apply Fact 67(11) with W = NTes Fix T to obtain that PFix CCs CCS = PFix CCs+ In addition, by [9, Theorem 67],
v € [0,1] and (Vx € H) |[CCsx — Prixcc, ¥ < 7?||x — Prixccg x||- Hence, by Definition 3.1, CCg is a 7*-
BAM. [ ]

Corollary 6.24 Assume that m = 3 in (6.6), that S := {Id, Ry, Ry,, Ry, Ry, Ry, Ry, Ry, R, Ry, }, and that
Uy + Uy is closed. Set 7y := |[Pu, Puy Py, )2 |I- Then 7y € [0,1[, Fix CCs = Uy N Uz, and CCs is a Y?-BAM.

PTOOf. Let U3z = U in (6.6) with m = 3 to obtain that ¥ = {Id, Rul’RUZ’Rul RUZ’RUZ RU]/RU1 Ru2 Rul} =S.
Hence, the required result comes from Theorem 6.23 with n = 2 and U3 = U;. |

Remark 6.25 [9, Theorem 6.8] shows that the sequence of iterations of the CCs in Theorem 6.23 attains the
convergence rate of the accelerated method of alternative projections which is no larger than the 72 presented
in Theorem 6.23. Hence, by [9, Theorem 6.8], using the similar proof of Theorem 6.23, one can show that the
constant associated with the BAM, the CCgs in Theorem 6.23, is no larger than the convergence rate of the
accelerated method of alternative projections.

Compositions and convex combinations of circumcenter mapping

The following Theorems 6.26 and 6.27 with condition (i) are generalizations of [12, Theorem 2] from one class of
circumcenter mapping induced by finite set of reflections to two classes of more general circumcenter mappings
induced by finite set of isometries. Recall that

Ty,..., T are affine isometries from H to H with N;"; FixT; # @.

Theorem 6.26 Suppose that H = R". Set & := {Id, Tyos1, Tggr2, - Ty 1, S = {1d, Ty, T2, -5 T}, -
St:={1d, T, 41, Ty, 142/, Ty, }, withqy = 0,q: = mand (Vi € {1,...,t}) q; — qi—1 > 1. Suppose that one of the
following holds:

(i) CCS = CCSt o CCS,,1 ©--+0 CCS].
(i) CCs =Y}, w;CCg,, where {w;}1<j<; C |0,1] such that Y jwi=1
Then Fix CCs = NI, Fix T; and CCg is a BAM. Moreover, there exists iy € [0, 1] such that

(Vx € H)(Vk € N) ||CC§x — Py pixer, XI| < 7*[lx = Pryn_ ki x]|-

Proof. By Theorem 6.16, (Vi € {1,...,t}) CCgs, is a BAM with FixCCs, = ﬂ?":_qil FixTj,1. Using Facts 6.3
and 6.7 and Proposition 3.17(ii)&(iii), we know that Fix CCs = N!" ; Fix T;. Note that every finite-dimensional
linear subspace must be closed. Hence, by Theorem 4.4(ii) and Theorem 5.10, we obtain that CCg is a BAM. The
last inequality comes from Proposition 3.10. |

Theorem 6.27 Suppose that H = R". Set1:={1,...,t} and
(viel) S:={1d,T; 11, Ty 42Ty 1410 Tgp o Ty 12Ty, 141},
with gy = 0,9 = mand (Vi € 1) q; — q;—1 > 1. Suppose that one of the following holds:
(i) CCs = CCgs,0CCgs, ,0-+-0CCg,.

(i) CCs =Y, w;CCg,, where {w;}1<j<; C 0,1] such that Y wi=1
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Then Fix CCgs = N!" ; Fix T; and CCg is a BAM. Moreover, there exists iy € [0, 1] such that
(Vx € H)(Vk € N) [|CCsx — Prm Fix, X[ < 7lx - Prm Fix, |-
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 6.26. |

We conclude this section by presenting BAMs from finite composition or convex combination of circumcenter
mappings, which is not projections, in Hilbert spaces. In fact, using Theorems 6.21 and 6.23, one may construct
more similar BAMs in Hilbert space.

Theorem 6.28 Let Uy, ..., Uy be closed affine subspaces of H with 2™ U; # @. Set1:= {1,...,m}. Assume that
(Vi € I) par Up;_1 + par Uy; is closed. Set

81 = {Id, Ruq0+1’Ruq0+2’Ruq0+2 Rqu+1 }, ‘e ,Sm = {Id, Ru 17 Ruq ’ qu qm 1}

with (Vi € {0} UT) q; = 2i. Suppose that one of the following holds:
(i) (Viel Z l(parll) is closed, and CCs = CCg, 0 CCgs, , 0---0CCg,.

(i) Z]-fl (par U]-) is closed, and CCgs = Y1 w;CCgs,, where {w;}1<i<m C |0,1] such that }" | w; = 1.
Then Fix CCs = N?", Fix T; and CCg is a BAM. Moreover, there exists <y € [0, 1] such that
k k
(Vx € H)(Vk € N) ||CCsx — Pﬂfl‘lui x| < ¥Fjx — Pﬂ,zlﬁllf x||.

Proof. By Proposition 6.11, we are able to assume that (Vi € {1,...,2m}) U; is closed linear subspace of . For
every (i € I), because Up;_1 + Uy; is closed, by Corollary 6.22, CCg, is a BAM with Fix CCs, = Up;_1 N Uy; and

by Fact 2.5, Us;_; + Uy; = Uy ; + Us:. Hence, for every i €1,

2i

i i
2 par Fix CCS 2 UQ] 1M U2] Z U 51 +U Z(par UJ)J‘
=i =i =

Therefore, the asserted results follow by Theorem 4.4(ii) and Theorem 5.10. |

7 Conclusion and future work

We discovered that the iteration sequence of BAM linearly converges to the best approximation onto the fixed
point set of the BAM. We compared BAMs with linear convergent mappings, Banach contractions, and linear
regular operators. We also generalized the result proved by Behling, Bello-Cruz and Santos that the finite
composition of BAMs with closed affine fixed point sets in IR" is still a BAM from IR" to the general Hilbert
space. We constructed new constant associated with the composition of BAMs. Moreover, we proved that
convex combinations of BAMs with closed affine fixed point sets is still a BAM. In addition, we connected
BAMs with circumcenter mappings.

Although Theorem 4.4 states that the finite composition of BAMs with closed affine fixed point sets is still
a BAM, Example 4.10 shows that the composition of BAMs associated with closed Euclidean balls is generally
not a BAM. Moreover, Proposition 4.7 and Examples 4.8 and 4.10 illustrate that to determine whether the com-
position of BAMs is a BAM or not, the order of the BAMs does matter. In addition, although Theorems 5.6
and 5.10 state that the convex combination of BAMs with closed affine fixed point sets is a BAM, we have a little
knowledge for affine combinations of BAMs with general convex fixed point sets. It would be interesting to
characterize the sufficient conditions for the finite composition of or affine combination of BAMs with general
convex fixed point sets. By Remark 4.5, the constant associated with the composition of BAMs in Theorem 4.2(v)
is not sharp. Using Example 5.5, we know that the constant associated with the convex combination of BAMs
presented Theorem 5.4 is not sharp as well. Hence, we will also try to find better upper bound for the constant
associated with the composition of or the convex combination of BAMs. As we mentioned in Remark 5.11,
although the assumption of Theorem 5.6 is more restrictive than that of Theorem 5.10, the constants in these
results are independent. We will investigate the relation between the constants associated with the convex com-
bination of BAMs in Theorems 5.6 and 5.10. Last but not least, we will try to find more BAMs with general
convex fixed point sets and more applications of those BAMs.
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