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THE SPLIT COMMON NULL POINT PROBLEM

FOR GENERALIZED RESOLVENTS AND

NONEXPANSIVE MAPPINGS IN BANACH SPACES

BIJAN OROUJI1, EBRAHIM SOORI2,∗

Abstract. In this paper, the split common null point prob-
lem in two Banach spaces is considered. Then, using the gen-
eralized resolvents of maximal monotone operators and the
generalized projections and an infinite family of nonexpansive
mappings, a strong convergence theorem for finding a solution
of the split common null point problem in two Banach spaces
in the presence of a sequence of errors will be proved.

Keywords: Split common null point problem. Maximal
monotone operator. Generalized projection. Generalized re-
solvent. Nonexpansive mapping.

1. Introduction

LetH1 andH2 be two Hilbert spaces andC andQ, two nonempty,
closed and convex subsets ofH1 and H2, respectively. Let A : H1 →
H2 be a bounded linear operator. Then the split feasibility prob-

lem (SFP) [8] is: to find z ∈ H1 such that z ∈ C ∩ A−1Q. There
exists several generalizations of the SFP: the multiple set convex
sets problem ( MSSFP) [22, 9], the split common fixed point prob-
lem (SCFPP) [10, 23], and the split common null point problem
(SCNPP) [7]. (SCNPP) is as follows: given set-valued mappings
M1 : H1 → 2H1 and M2 : H2 → 2H2, and a bounded linear operator
A : E → F , find a point z ∈ H1 such that

z ∈ M−1
1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1

2 0),
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2 OROUJI AND SOORI

where M−1
1 0 and M−1

2 0 are sets of null points of M1 and M2, re-
spectively. Many authors have studied the split feasibility problem
and the split common null point problem using nonlinear operators
and fixed points; see, for example, [4, 7, 10, 11, 22, 15, 23, 38].
However, we have not found many results outside of the framework
Hilbert spaces. Note that the first extension of SFP to Banach
spaces is appeared in [28], then this scheme was later extended to
MSSFP in [37]. A very recent generalization for the SFP is ap-
peared in[29]. The split common null point problem in Banach
spaces is also solved by Takahashi [34, 35, 36].

In this paper, the split common null point problem with gen-
eralized resolvents of maximal monotone operators in two Banach
spaces is considered. Then using the generalized resolvents of max-
imal monotone operators and the generalized projections, a strong
convergence theorem for finding a solution of the split null point
problem in two banach spaces in the presence of a sequence of errors
is proved.

2. Preliminaries

Let E be a real Banach space with the norm ‖.‖ and E∗, the dual
space of E. When {xn} is a sequence in E, the strong convergence
of {xn} to x ∈ E is denoted by xn → x and the weak convergence
to x ∈ E is denoted by xn ⇀ x. A Banach space E is strictly
convex if ‖x+y

2
‖ < 1, whenever x, y ∈ S(E), x 6= y and S(E) is the

unite sphere centered at the origin of E. E is said to be uniformly
convex if δE(ǫ) = 0 and δE(ǫ) > 0 for all 0 < ǫ ≤ 2 where δE(ǫ) is
the modulus of convexity of E and is defined by

δE(ǫ) = inf

{

1−
‖x+ y‖

2
: ‖x‖, ‖y‖ ≤ 1, ‖x− y‖ ≥ ǫ

}

(2.1)

A uniformly convex Banach space is strictly convex and reflexive. It
is also well known that a uniformly convex Banach space has Kadec
Klee property, that is, xn ⇀ u and ‖xn‖ → ‖u‖ imply xn → u, see
[14, 26]. Furthermore, E is called p-uniformly convex if there exists
a constant c > 0 such that δE ≥ cǫp for all ε ∈ [0, 2], where p is
a fixed real number with p ≥ 2. For example, the Lp space is 2-
uniformly convex for 1 < p ≤ 2 and p-uniformly convex for p ≥ 2,
see [30]. Let U = {x ∈ E : ‖x‖ = 1}. The norm of E is said to be
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Gateaux differentiable if for each x, y ∈ U , the limit

lim
t→0

‖x+ ty‖ − ‖x‖

t
(2.2)

exists. In this case, E is called smooth. The modulus of smoothness
of E is defined by

ρE(t) = sup

{

‖x+ y‖+ ‖x− y‖

2
− 1 : x ∈ U, ‖y‖ ≤ t

}

.(2.3)

If lim
t→0

ρE(t)

t
= 0, then E is called uniformly smooth. Let q > 1. If

there exists a fixed constant c > 0 such that ρE(t) ≤ ctq, then E
is said to be q-uniformly smooth, see [19]. It is well known that a
uniformly convex Banach space is reflexive and strictly convex.

The mapping Jp
E from E to 2E

∗

is defined by

Jp
E(x) = {x∗ ∈ E∗ : 〈x, x∗〉 = ‖x‖‖x∗‖, ‖x∗‖ = ‖x‖p−1}, ∀x ∈ E

(2.4)

If p = 2 then J2
E = JE is the normalized duality mapping on E.

Note that E is smooth if and only if JE is a single-valued mapping
of E into E∗. We also know that E is reflexive if and only if JE is
surjective, and E is strictly convex if and only if JE is one-to-one.
Hence, if E is smooth, strictly convex and reflexive Banach space,
then JE is a single-valued, bijection and in this case, the inverse
mapping J−1

E coincides with the duality mapping JE∗ : E∗ → 2E,
that means J−1

E = JE∗ . If E is uniformly convex and uniformly
smooth, then is uniformly norm-to-norm continuous on bounded
sets of E and J−1

E = JE∗ is also uniformly norm-to-norm continuous
on bounded sets of E∗. It is known that E is p-uniformly convex
if and only if its dual E∗ is q-uniformly smooth where 1 < q ≤ 2 ≤
p < ∞ with 1

p
+ 1

q
= 1. For more details about the mapping Jp

E

refer to [1, 21, 30, 14, 16, 26, 32, 33].

Lemma 2.1. [12] Let x, y ∈ E if E is q-uniformly smooth, then

there is a cq > 0 so that

‖x− y‖q ≤ ‖x‖q − q〈y, Jq
E(x)〉+ cq‖y‖

q.

Suppose that E is a smooth Banach space and J is the duality
mapping on E. Define a function φ : E × E → R by

(2.5) φE(x, y) = ‖x‖2 − 2〈x, Jy〉+ ‖y‖2 ∀x, y ∈ E.
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Observer that, in a Hilbert space H, φ(x, y) = ‖x − y‖2 for all
x, y ∈ H . Furthermore, we know that for each x, y, z, ω ∈ E,

(2.6) (‖x‖ − ‖y‖)2 ≤ φ(x, y) ≤ (‖x‖+ ‖y‖)2;

(2.7) φ
(

t, J−1
(

λJx+ (1− λ)Jy
)

)

≤ λφ(t, x) + (1− λ)φ(t, y);

(2.8) 2〈x− y, Jz − Jω〉 = φ(x, ω) + φ(y, z)− φ(x, z)− φ(y, ω).

if E is additionally assumed to be a strictly convex Banach space,
then

φ(x, y) = 0 ⇐⇒ x = y.

The following lemma is due to Kamimura and Takahashi [20].

Lemma 2.2. [20] Let E be a uniformly convex and smooth Banach

space and let {yn}, {zn} be two sequences of E, if lim
n→∞

φ(yn, zn) = 0

and either {yn} or {zn} is bounded, then lim
n→∞

(yn − zn) = 0.

Suppose that C is a nonempty, closed and convex subset of a
smooth, strictly convex, and reflexive Banach space E. Then for
any x ∈ E, there exists a unique element z ∈ C such that

(2.9) φ(z, x) = min
y∈C

φ(y, x).

The mapping ΠC : E → C defined by z = ΠCx is called the
generalized projection of E onto C. For example, see [2, 3, 20].

Lemma 2.3. [18] Let E be a smooth, strictly convex and reflexive

Banach space and C be a nonempty, closed and convex subset of E
and let x ∈ E and z ∈ C. Then, the following condition hold:

(1) φ(z,ΠCx) + φ(ΠCx, x) ≤ φ(z, x) ∀x ∈ C, y ∈ E;

(2) z = ΠCx ⇐⇒ 〈y − z, Jx− Jz〉 ≤ 0 ∀y ∈ C.

Suppose that M is a mapping of E into 2E
∗

for the Banach
space E. The effective domain of M is denote by dom(M), that
is, dom(M) = {x ∈ E : Mx 6= ∅}. A multi-valued mapping M
on E is said to be monotone if 〈x − y, u∗ − v∗〉 ≥ 0 for all x, y ∈
dom(M), u∗ ∈ Mx and v∗ ∈ My. A monotone operator M on E
is said to be maximal if it’s graph is not property contained in the
graph of any other monotone operator on E.
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Theorem 2.4. [6, 27] Let E be a uniformly convex and smooth

Banach space and let J be the duality mapping of E into E∗. Let

M be a monotone operator of E into 2E
∗

. Then M is maximal if

and only if for any r > 0,

R(J + rM) = E∗,

where R(J + rM) is the range of J + rM .

Let E be a uniformly convex Banach space with a Gateaux dif-
ferentiable norm and let M be a maximal monotone operator of
E into 2E

∗

. For all x ∈ E and r > 0, we consider the following
equation

Jx ∈ Jxr + rMxr

This equation has a unique solution xr. In fact, it is obvious from
Theorem 3.1 that there exists a solution xr of Jx ∈ Jxr + rMxr.
Assume that Jx ∈ Ju+rMu and Jx ∈ Jv+rMv. Then there exist
ω1 ∈ Mu and ω2 ∈ Mv such that Jx = Ju+rω1 and Jx = Jv+rω2.
So, we have that

0 = 〈u− v, Jx− Jx〉

= 〈u− v, Ju+ rω1 − (Jv + rω2)〉

= 〈u− v, Ju− Jv + rω1 − rω2〉

= 〈u− v, Ju− Jv〉+ 〈u− v, rω1 − rω2〉

= φ(u, v) + φ(v, u) + r〈u− v, ω1 − ω2〉

≥ φ(u, v) + φ(v, u)

and hence 0 = φ(u, v) = φ(v, u). Since E is strictly convex, we
have u = v. We defined JM

r by xr = JM
r x, such that JM

r , r > 0 are
called the generalized resolvents of M . The set of null points of M
is defined by M−10 = {z ∈ E : 0 ∈ Mz}. We know that M−10 is
closed and convex; see[26]. Furthermore

〈JM
r x− y, J(x− JM

r x)〉 ≥ 0,(2.10)

hold for all x ∈ E and y ∈ M−10;see [15].

Lemma 2.5. [13] Let E be a real reflexive, strictly convex and

smooth Banach space, M : E → 2E
∗

be a maximal monotone with

M−10 6= ∅, then for any x ∈ E, y ∈ M−10 and r > 0, we have

φ(y, JM
r x) + φ(JM

r x, x) ≤ φ(y, x).

where JM
r : E → E is defined by JM

r := (J + rM)−1J .



6 OROUJI AND SOORI

Definition 2.6. [24] M is called upper semicontinuous if for any
closed subset C of E∗, M−1(C) is closed.

Theorem 2.7. [24] Let M : E → 2E
∗

be a maximal monotone

operator with dom(M) = E. Then, M is upper semicontinuous.

A Banach space E is said to satisfy the Opial condition, if when-
ever a sequence {xn} in E converges weakly to x0 ∈ E, then

(2.11) lim inf
n→∞

‖xn − x0‖ < lim inf
n→∞

‖xn − x‖, ∀x ∈ E, x 6= x0

Definition 2.8. Let C be a nonempty convex subset of a Banach
space, {Ti}i∈N a sequence of nonexpansive mappings of C into itself
and {λi} a real sequence such that 0 ≤ λi ≤ 1 for every i ∈ N.
Following [31], for any n ≥ 1, we define a mapping Wn of C into
itself as follows,

Un,n+1 := I,

Un,n := λnTnUn,n+1 + (1− λn)I,

...

Un,k := λkTkUn,k+1 + (1− λk)I,(2.12)

...

Un,2 := λ2T2Un,3 + (1− λ2)I,

Wn :=Un,1 := λ1T1Un,2 + (1− λ1)I,

The following results hold for the mappings Wn.

Theorem 2.9. [31] Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a

strictly convex Banach space. Let {Ti}i∈N be a sequence of nonex-

pansive mappings of C into itself such that
⋂∞

i=1
Fix(Ti) 6= ∅ and

let {λi} be a real sequence such that 0 ≤ λi ≤ b < 1 for every i ∈ N.

For any n ∈ N, let Wn be the W -mapping of C into itself generated

by Tn, Tn−1, ..., T1 and λn, λn−1, ..., λ1. Then

(1) Wn is asymptotically regular and nonexpansive and Fix(Wn) =
⋂n

i=1
Fix(Ti), for all n ∈ N.

(2) for every x ∈ C and for each positive integer j, lim
n→∞

Un,jx

exists.

(3) The mapping W : C → C defined by Wx := lim
n→∞

Wnx =

lim
n→∞

Un,1x, for every x ∈ C, is a nonexpansive mapping
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satisfying Fix(W) =
⋂∞

i=1
Fix(Ti) and it is called the W -

mapping generated by {Ti}i∈N, and {λi}i∈N.

Theorem 2.10. [25] Let {Ti}
∞
i=1 be a sequence of nonexpansive

mappings of C into itself such that
⋂∞

i=1
Fix(Ti) 6= ∅, {λi} be a real

sequence such that 0 < λi ≤ b < 1, (i ≥ 1). If D is any bounded

subset of C, then lim
n→∞

sup
x∈D

‖Wx−Wnx‖ = 0.

Lemma 2.11. [5] Let E be a strictly convex Banach space and

C ⊆ E be a nonempty and convex subset of E. let T : C → E be a

nonexpansive mapping. Then Fix(T ) is convex.

3. Main results

Theorem 3.1. Let E and F be two 2-uniformly convex and uni-

formly smooth real Banach spaces that satisfy the Opial condition.

Let JE and JF be the duality mappings on E and F , respectively.

Suppose that C is nonempty, closed and convex subset of E. Let

A : E −→ F be a bounded linear operator such that A 6= 0 with

the adjoint operator A∗. Let M1 be a maximal monotone operator

of E into 2E
∗

such that M−1
1 0 6= ∅ and M2 be a maximal mono-

tone operator of F into 2F
∗

such that M−1
2 0 6= ∅. Suppose that

S : C −→ E is a nonexpansive mapping and {Ti}
∞
i=1 : C −→ C,

a family of nonexpansive mappings. For every n ∈ N, let Wn be a

W −mapping generated by Definition 2.8. Let JM1

λ and QM2

µ be the

generalized resolvents of M1 and M2 for λ > 0 and µ > 0, respec-
tively. Suppose that M−1

1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1
2 0) ⊆ C. Let x1 ∈ C and let

{xn}, {un} and {yn} be the sequences generated by



















































un = J−1

E

(

(1− αn)JExn + αnJEΠCJ
−1

E (σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn)
)

;

zn = JM1

λn
(un + en); ωn = QM2

µn
(Azn);

yn = ΠCJ
−1

E

(

JEzn − γA∗JF (Azn − ωn)
)

;

Cn = {z ∈ C,
〈

ωn − Az, JF (Azn − ωn)
〉

≥ 0};

Dn = {z ∈ E, φE(z, zn) ≤ φE(z, un + en)};

Qn = {z ∈ E, 〈xn − z, JEx1 − JExn〉 ≥ 0};

xn+1 = ΠCn∩Qn∩Dn
x1, ∀n ∈ N.

(3.1)

where JM1

λn
= (JE + λnM1)

−1JE and QM2

µn
= (JF + µnM2)

−1JF such

that {λn}, {µn} ⊆ (0,∞) and a ∈ R satisfy in 0 < a ≤ λn, µn, ∀n ∈
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N and 0 < γ < 2

c‖A‖2
with c > 0. Let {αn}, {σn} be real sequences

in (0, 1) satisfied in the conditions:

(i) lim
n→∞

αn = 0;

(ii) lim
n→∞

‖JExn − JEun‖

αn

= 0;

(iii) lim
n→∞

σn = 1.

Consider the error sequence {en} ⊆ E such that

(iv) lim
n→∞

‖en‖ = 0.

Let Ω = M−1
1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1

2 0) ∩
(
⋂∞

i=1
Fix(Ti)

)

. Suppose that one

of the following two conditions holds:

(v) the sequence {xn} is bounded,

or

(vi) Ω 6= ∅.

Then

(a) Ω 6= ∅ if and only if the sequence {xn} is bounded,

(b) the sequence {xn} converges strongly to a point ω0 ∈ Ω
where ω0 = ΠΩx1.

Proof. (a) Let Ω 6= ∅. First, it will be checked that Cn ∩Dn ∩Qn is
closed and convex for all n ∈ N. For any z ∈ Dn, it is realized that

φE(z, zn) ≤ φE(z, un + en)

⇔‖z‖2 + ‖zn‖
2 − 2〈z, JEzn〉 ≤ ‖z‖2 + ‖un + en‖

2 − 2〈z, JE(un + en)〉

⇔‖un + en‖
2 − ‖zn‖

2 + 2〈z, JEzn〉 − 2〈z, JE(un + en)〉 ≥ 0.

(3.2)

Because E is a real Banach space, the inner product of E is linear
in both components and jointly continuous. Therefore, it is easily
observed from (3.2) that Dn is closed and convex for all n ∈ N.
Further, since A is a bounded linear operator, it is obvious that Cn

is closed and convex for all n ∈ N. Also, it is evident that Qn is
closed and convex for all n ∈ N. Consequently, Cn ∩ Dn ∩ Qn is
closed and convex for all n ∈ N.

Now, it will be shown that M−1
1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1

2 0) ⊆ Cn for all
n ∈ N. In fact, since QM2

µn
be the resolvent of M2, we have from

(2.10) for all z ∈ A−1(M−1
2 0) that

〈QM2

µn
Azn − Az, JF (Azn −QM2

µn
Azn)〉 ≥ 0, ∀n ∈ N,
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then M−1
1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1

2 0) ⊆ Cn for all n ∈ N. Next, it will be
demonstrated that M−1

1 0∩A−1(M−1
2 0) ⊆ Dn for all n ∈ N. Indeed,

since M1 is maximal monotone, hence from Lemma 2.5, it is implied
for all z ∈ M−1

1 0 and λn > 0 that

φE(z, zn) = φE

(

z, JM1

λn
(un + en)

)

≤ φE(z, un + en), ∀n ∈ N,

hence, M−1
1 0 ⊆ Dn for all n ∈ N, and thereforeM−1

1 0∩A−1(M−1
2 0) ⊆

Dn for all n ∈ N. Now, it will be shown by induction that M−1
1 0 ∩

A−1(M−1
2 0) ⊆ Qn for all n ∈ N. Since 〈x1 − z, JEx1 − JEx1〉 ≥ 0

for all z ∈ E, it is obvious that M−1
1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1

2 0) ⊆ Q1 = E.
Suppose that M−1

1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1
2 0) ⊆ Qk for some k ∈ N. Then

M−1
1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1

2 0) ⊆ Ck ∩ Dk ∩ Qk. From the fact that xk+1 =
ΠCk∩DK∩Qk

x1, it is implied from Lemma 2.3 that

〈xk+1 − z, JEx1 − JExk+1〉 ≥ 0, ∀z ∈ Ck ∩Dk ∩Qk.

Since M−1
1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1

2 0) ⊆ Ck ∩Dk ∩Qk, it is concluded that

〈xk+1 − z, JEx1 − JExk+1〉 ≥ 0, ∀z ∈ M−1
1 0 ∩A−1(M−1

2 0).

So M−1
1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1

2 0) ⊆ Qk+1. Hence by induction, M−1
1 0 ∩

A−1(M−1
2 0)

⊆ Qn for all n ∈ N. Thus

M−1
1 0 ∩A−1(M−1

2 0) ⊆ Cn ∩Dn ∩Qn, ∀n ∈ N.

Hence Cn ∩Dn ∩Qn 6= ∅. This implies that {xn} is well defined.
By Theorem 2.7 and Definition 2.6, the set M−1

1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1
2 0)

is closed. Next, we show that M−1
1 0 and A−1(M−1

2 0) are convex
subsets of E. Indeed, it is observed that for all x1, x2 ∈ M−1

1 0 and
for all t ∈ [0, 1]

〈0− v, tx1 + (1− t)x2 − u〉 =t〈0− v, x1 − u〉+ (1− t)〈0− v, x2 − u〉

≥ 0, ∀u ∈ Dom(M1), v ∈ M1u,

hence, by the maximal monotonicity of M1, it is implied that tx1+
(1 − t)x2 ∈ M−1

1 0. Also, for all x1, x2 ∈ A−1(M−1
2 0) and for all

t ∈ [0, 1] we have

〈0− v, tAx1 + (1− t)Ax2 − u〉 =t〈0− v, Ax1 − u〉+ (1− t)〈0− v, Ax2 − u〉

≥ 0, ∀u ∈ Dom(M2), v ∈ M2u,

and since A is linear then by the maximal monotonicity of M2, it is
implied that tx1+(1−t)x2 ∈ A−1(M−1

2 0). Thus, M−1
1 0∩A−1(M−1

2 0)
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is a convex subset of E and therefore, by Lemma 2.11, Ω is closed
and convex.

Since Ω is a nonempty, closed and convex subset of E, there
exists ω0 ∈ Ω such that ω0 = ΠΩx1. Since xn+1 = ΠCn∩Dn∩Qn

x1, it
is concluded that

φE(xn+1, x1) ≤ φE(y, x1), ∀y ∈ Cn ∩Dn ∩Qn,

and since ω0 ∈ Ω ⊆ M−1
1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1

2 0) ⊆ Cn ∩ Dn ∩ Qn, it is
observed that

(3.3) φE(xn+1, x1) ≤ φE(ω0, x1).

This means that {xn} is bounded.
Conversely, suppose {xn} is bounded. First, we show that lim

n→∞
φE(xn+1, xn) =

0. Since xn+1 ∈ Cn ∩Dn ∩Qn hence

φE(xn+1, xn) = φE(xn+1,ΠCn−1∩Dn−1∩Qn−1
x1)

≤ φE(xn+1, x1)− φE(ΠCn−1∩Dn−1∩Qn−1
x1, x1)

= φE(xn+1, x1)− φE(xn, x1).(3.4)

and hence φE(xn, x1) + φE(xn+1, xn) ≤ φE(xn+1, x1), so

(3.5) φE(xn, x1) ≤ φE(xn+1, x1),

therefore, it is concluded from (2.6), (3.5) that {φE(xn, x1)} is
bounded and nondecreasing. Then, there exists the limit of {φE(xn, x1)}.
Using (3.4), it is realized that

(3.6) lim
n−→∞

φE(xn+1, xn) = 0.

From Lemma 2.2, it is implied that

(3.7) lim
n−→∞

‖xn+1 − xn‖ = 0.

Next, we show that lim
n→∞

φE(xn+1, un) = 0. From the inequality

(2.7), it is implied that

φE(xn+1, un) =φE

(

xn+1, J
−1

E

(

(1− αn)JExn

+ αnJEΠCJ
−1

E (σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn)
))

≤(1− αn)φE(xn+1, xn)

+ αnφE

(

xn+1,ΠCJ
−1

E (σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn)
)

≤(1− αn)φE(xn+1, xn)

+ αnφE

(

xn+1, J
−1

E (σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn)
)
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≤(1− αn)φE(xn+1, xn)

+ αnσnφE(xn+1,Wnxn) + αn(1− σn)φE(xn+1, Sxn),

and since from (2.6), {φE(xn+1,Wnxn)} and {φE(xn+1, Sxn)} are
bounded. hence, using (i) and (3.6), it is concluded that

(3.8) lim
n→∞

φE(xn+1, un) = 0.

Therefore, it is realized from Lemma 2.2 that

(3.9) lim
n→∞

‖xn+1 − un‖ = 0.

Hence, it is followed from (3.7) and (3.9) that

(3.10) lim
n→∞

‖xn − un‖ = 0.

Furthermore, since E is uniformly smooth and JE is uniformly con-
tinuous, it is implied from (3.10) that

(3.11) lim
n→∞

‖JExn − JEun‖ = 0.

Also, since xn+1 ∈ Dn then

(3.12) φE(xn+1, zn) ≤ φE(xn+1, un + en)

Notice that

φE(xn+1, un + en)− φE(xn+1, un) =‖un + en‖ − ‖un‖

+ 2〈xn+1, JEun − JE(un + en)〉(3.13)

Since JE is uniformly continuous on each bounded subset of E and
lim
n→∞

‖en‖ = 0, we know from (3.8) and (3.12) that lim
n→∞

φE(xn+1, un+

en) = 0, which implies that

(3.14) lim
n→∞

φE(xn+1, zn) = 0.

Therefore, it is implied from Lemma 2.2 that

(3.15) lim
n→∞

‖xn+1 − zn‖ = 0.

Hence, it is followed from (3.7) and (3.15) that

(3.16) lim
n→∞

‖xn − zn‖ = 0.

From (3.10) and (3.16) it is implied that

(3.17) lim
n→∞

‖un − zn‖ = 0.
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Let z ∈ Cn ∩Dn ∩Qn. Using Lemma 2.1, it is concluded that

φE(z, yn) =φE

(

z,ΠCJ
−1

E

(

JEzn − γA∗JF (Azn − ωn)
))

≤φE

(

z, J−1

E

(

JEzn − γA∗JF (Azn − ωn)
))

=‖z‖2 + ‖JEzn − γA∗JF (Azn − ωn)‖
2

− 2〈z, JEzn − γA∗JF (Azn − ωn)〉

=‖z‖2 + ‖JEzn − γA∗JF (Azn − ωn)‖
2 − 2〈z, JEzn〉

+ 2γ〈z, A∗JF (Azn − ωn)〉

≤‖z‖2 + ‖JEzn‖
2 − 2γ〈Azn, JF (Azn − ωn)〉

+ cγ2‖A‖2‖Azn − ωn‖
2 − 2〈z, JEzn〉+ 2γ〈Az, JF (Azn − ωn)〉

=φE(z, zn)− 2γ〈Azn − Az, JF (Azn − ωn)〉

+ cγ2‖A‖2‖Azn − ωn‖
2

=φE(z, zn)− 2γ〈Azn − ωn, JF (Azn − ωn)〉

− 2γ〈ωn − Az, JF (Azn − ωn)〉+ cγ2‖A‖2‖Azn − ωn‖
2

=φE(z, zn)− 2γ‖Azn − ωn‖
2 − 2γ〈ωn −Az, JF (Azn − ωn)〉

+ cγ2‖A‖2‖Azn − ωn‖
2

≤φE(z, zn)− γ(2− cγ‖A‖2)‖Azn − ωn‖
2,

(3.18)

hence, it is implied from the condition 0 < γ <
2

c‖A‖2
that

(3.19) φE(z, yn) ≤ φE(z, zn).

Also, using (3.19) and (3.14), it is concluded that

(3.20) lim
n→∞

φE(xn+1, yn) = 0.

Therefore, it is followed from (3.7), (3.20) and Lemma 2.2 that

(3.21) lim
n→∞

‖xn − yn‖ = 0.

Next, it is evaluated that lim
n→∞

‖Azn − ωn‖ = 0. Indeed, putting

z = xn+1, from (3.18), it is observed that
(3.22)
γ(2−cγ‖A‖2)‖Azn−ωn‖

2 ≤ φE(xn+1, zn)−φE(xn+1, yn) ≤ φE(xn+1, zn),
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for all n ∈ N. Since 0 < γ < 2

c‖A‖2
, it is concluded from (3.14) that

(3.23) lim
n→∞

‖Azn − ωn‖ = 0.

Since {xn} is bounded, from (3.10), (3.16), (3.21) and (3.23), the
sequences {un}, {zn}, {yn} and {ωn} are bounded.

From the condition (iii) and the fact that {‖JESxn − JEWnxn‖}
is bounded, it is observed that

lim
n→∞

‖
(

σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn

)

− JEWnxn‖

= lim
n→∞

‖(1− σn)JESxn − (1− σn)JEWnxn‖

= lim
n→∞

(1− σn)‖JESxn − JEWnxn‖ = 0,

hence, from the continuity of JEΠCJ
−1

E , it is understood that

lim
n→∞

‖JEΠCJ
−1

E

(

σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn

)

− JEΠCJ
−1

E (JEWnxn)‖

= lim
n→∞

‖JEΠCJ
−1

E

(

σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn

)

− JE(Wnxn)‖ = 0.

(3.24)

Now, it is shown that lim
n→∞

‖JEun − JEWnxn‖ = 0,

‖JEun − JEWnxn‖ =
∥

∥

(

(1− αn)JExn

+ αnJEΠCJ
−1

E

(

σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn)
)

− JEWnxn

∥

∥

=
∥

∥

(

(1− αn)JExn − (1− αn)JEWnxn

)

+ αn

(

JEΠCJ
−1

E

(

σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn

)

− JEWnxn

)
∥

∥

≤(1− αn)‖JExn − JEun‖

+ (1− αn)‖JEun − JEWnxn‖

+ αn

∥

∥

(

JEΠCJ
−1

E

(

σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn

)

− JEWnxn

)
∥

∥,

which implies that

αn‖JEun − JEWnxn‖ ≤(1− αn)‖JExn − JEun‖

+ αn

∥

∥

(

JEΠCJ
−1

E

(

σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn

)

− JEWnxn

)
∥

∥,
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therefore,

‖JEun − JEWnxn‖ ≤(1− αn)
‖JExn − JEun‖

αn

+
∥

∥

(

JEΠCJ
−1

E

(

σnJEWnxn

+ (1− σn)JESxn

)

− JEWnxn

)
∥

∥

now, using (3.24) and the condition (ii), it is concluded that

lim
n→∞

‖JEun − JEWnxn‖ = 0,

hence, because E∗ is uniformly smooth, it is induced that

lim
n→∞

‖un −Wnxn‖ = 0,

therefore, it is deduced from (3.10) that

(3.25) lim
n→∞

‖xn −Wnxn‖ = 0.

Since {xn} is bounded, there exists a subsequence {xnk
} which

converges weakly to a point x∗ ∈ E. First, we show that x∗ ∈
⋂∞

i=1
Fix(Ti). To see that, by Theorems 2.9 and 2.10, the mapping

W : C → C satisfies

(3.26) lim
n→∞

‖Wnx
∗ −Wx∗‖ = 0.

Moreover, from Theorem 2.9, it is followed that Fix(W ) = ∩∞
i=1Fix(Ti).

Assume that x∗ /∈ ∩∞
i=1Fix(Ti) then x∗ 6= Wx∗ and using (3.25),

(3.26) and Opial’s property of Banach space, it is concluded that

lim inf
k→∞

‖xnk
− x∗‖ < lim inf

k→∞
‖xnk

−Wx∗‖

≤ lim inf
k→∞

(

‖xnk
−Wnk

xnk
‖+ ‖Wnk

xnk
−Wnk

x∗‖

+ ‖Wnk
x∗ −Wx∗‖

)

≤ lim inf
k→∞

‖xnk
− x∗‖.

which is a contradiction. Therefore, x∗ ∈ ∩∞
i=1Fix(Ti).

Next, it will be checked that x∗ ∈ M−1
1 0. From (3.10) and the

fact that {xnk
} converges weakly to x∗, there exists a subsequence

{unk
} of {un} converging weakly to x∗ and therefore from (3.17),

it is induced that {JM1

λn
k

(unk
+ enk

)} converges weakly to x∗. Also,

from (iv) and (3.17), it is implied that

lim
n→∞

‖(un + en)− JM1

λn
(un + en)‖ = 0,
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hence, since E is uniformly smooth, it is understood that

(3.27) lim
n→∞

‖JE(un + en)− JEJ
M1

λn
(un + en)‖ = 0.

Since JM1

λn
is the generalized resolvent of M1, it is observed that

JE(un + en)− JEJ
M1

λn
(un + en)

λn

∈ M1J
M1

λn
(un + en), ∀n ∈ N.

From the monotonicity of M1, it is deduced that
(3.28)
〈

r− JM1

λn
k

(unk
+ enk

), t∗−
JE(unk

+ enk
)− JEJ

M1

λnk

(unk
+ enk

)

λnk

〉

≥ 0,

for all (r, t∗) ∈ M1. From (3.27) and the condition 0 < a ≤ λnk
, it

is followed that 〈r− x∗, t∗ − 0〉 ≥ 0, for all (r, t∗) ∈ M1. Since M1 is
maximal monotone, we have x∗ ∈ M−1

1 0.
Next, we show that x∗ ∈ A−1(M−1

2 0). From (3.16) and the fact
that {xnk

} converges weakly to x∗, there exists a subsequence {znk
}

of {zn} converging weakly to x∗ and since A is bounded and linear,
we also have that {Aznk

} converges weakly to Ax∗. Therefore, from
(3.23), we have {QM2

µnk

Aznk
} converges weakly to Ax∗. Also, since

F is uniformly smooth, it is induced from (3.23) that

(3.29) lim
n→∞

‖JFAzn − JFωn‖ = 0.

Since QM2

µn
is the generalized resolvent of M2, it is understood that

JFAzn − JFQ
M2

µn
Azn

µn

∈ M2Q
M2

µn
Azn, ∀n ∈ N.

From the monotonicity of M2, it follows that
(3.30)
〈

b−QM2

µn
k

Aznk
, f ∗−

JFAznk
− JFQ

M2

µnk

Aznk

µnk

〉

≥ 0, ∀(b, f ∗) ∈ M2.

From (3.29) and the condition 0 < a ≤ µnk
, it is concluded that

〈b − Ax∗, f ∗ − 0〉 ≥ 0, for all (b, f ∗) ∈ M2. Since M2 is maximal
monotone, it is implied that x∗ ∈ A−1(M−1

2 0).
Therefore, x∗ ∈ Ω = M−1

1 0 ∩ A−1(M−1
2 0) ∩

(
⋂∞

i=1
Fix(Ti)

)

hence,
Ω 6= ∅.

(b) Now, let x̄ be an arbitrary element of ωω(xn) (the set of all
weak limit point of the sequence {xn}). Then there exists another
subsequence {xni

} of {xn} which converges weakly to x̄. Clearly,
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repeating the same argument, it is implied that x̄ ∈ Ω. It is claimed
that x̄ = x∗. Indeed, suppose that x̄ 6= x∗. Obviously, from (3.7),
the sequences {xn} is cauchy and hence the sequences {‖xn − x̄‖}
and {‖xn − x∗‖} are convergent. Again, using Opial’s property, it
is concluded that

lim
n→∞

‖xn − x̄‖ = lim inf
i→∞

‖xni
− x̄‖ < lim inf

i→∞
‖xni

− x∗‖ = lim
n→∞

‖xn − x∗‖

= lim inf
k→∞

‖xnk
− x∗‖ < lim inf

k→∞
‖xnk

− x̄‖ = lim
n→∞

‖xn − x̄‖,

this is a contradiction and thus x̄ = x∗. Therefore, ωω(xn) is single-
ton. Thus {xn} converges weakly to x∗ ∈ Ω. Since norm is weakly
lower semicontinuous, it is implied from (3.3) that

φE(ω0, x1) = φE(ΠΩx1, x1) ≤ φE(x
∗, x1)

= ‖x∗‖2 − 2〈x∗, JEx1〉+ ‖x1‖
2

≤ lim inf
k→∞

(‖xnk
‖2 − 2〈xnk

, JEx1〉+ ‖x1‖
2)

= lim inf
k→∞

φE(xnk
, x1)

≤ lim sup
k→∞

φE(xnk
, x1) ≤ φE(ω0, x1),

hence, from the definition of ΠΩx1, it is understood that ω0 = x∗

and

lim
k→∞

φE(xnk
, x1) = φE(x

∗, x1) = φE(ω0, x1).

So, it is deduced that lim
k→∞

‖xnk
‖ = ‖ω0‖. From the Kadec-Klee

property of E, it is concluded that lim
k→∞

xnk
= ω0. Therefore,

lim
k→∞

xn = ω0. Thus {xn} converges strongly to x∗ where x∗ =

ΠΩx1. �

4. Applications and numerical example

In this section, using Theorem 3.1, a new strong convergence
theorem in Banach spaces will be demonstrated. Let E be a Banach
space and f be a proper, lower semicontinuous and convex function
of E into (−∞,∞].
Recall the definition of the subdifferential ∂f of f as follows:

∂f(x) = {z∗ ∈ E∗ : f(x) + 〈y − x, z∗〉 ≤ f(y), ∀y ∈ E}

for all x ∈ E. It is known that ∂f is a maximal monotone operator
by Rocfellar [21]. Let C be a nonempty, closed and convex subset
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of E and iC be the indicator function of C, i.e.,

iC(x) =

{

0 x ∈ C,
∞ x /∈ C.

Then iC is a proper, lower semicontinuous and convex function on
E and hence, the subdifferential ∂iC of iC is a maximal monotone
operator. Therefore, the generalized resolvent jλ of ∂iC for λ > 0
is defined as follows:

(4.1) Jλx = (J + λ∂iC)
−1Jx, ∀x ∈ E.

For any x ∈ E and u ∈ C, the following relations are hold:

u =Jλx ⇐⇒ Jx ∈ Ju+ λ∂iCu

⇐⇒
1

λ
(Jx− Ju) ∈ ∂iCu

⇐⇒ iCy ≥ 〈y − u,
1

λ
(Jx− Ju)〉+ iCu, ∀y ∈ E

⇐⇒ 0 ≥ 〈y − u,
1

λ
(Jx− Ju)〉, ∀y ∈ C

⇐⇒ 〈y − u, Jx− Ju〉 ≤ 0, ∀y ∈ C

⇐⇒ u = ΠCx.

Next, using Theorem (3.1), a strong convergence theorem for find-
ing minimizers of convex functions in two Banach spaces is demon-
strated.

Theorem 4.1. Let E and F be two 2-uniformly convex and uni-

formly smooth real Banach spaces that satisfies the Opial condition

and let JE and JF be the duality mappings on E and F , respec-

tively. Let C and Q be nonempty, closed and convex subsets of E
and F respectively. Let A : E −→ F be a bounded linear operator

such that A 6= 0 and with the adjoint operator A∗. Suppose that

S : C −→ E be a nonexpansive mapping and {Ti}
∞
i=1 : C −→ C

a family of nonexpansive mappings. For every n ∈ N, let Wn be

a W − mapping generated by Definition 2.8. Let x1 ∈ C and let
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{xn}, {un} and {yn} be the sequences generated by


















































un = J−1

E

(

(1− αn)JExn + αnJEΠCJ
−1

E (σnJEWnxn + (1− σn)JESxn)
)

;

zn = ΠC(un + en); ωn = ΠQ(Azn);

yn = ΠCJ
−1

E

(

JEzn − γA∗JF (Azn − ωn)
)

;

Cn = {z ∈ C,
〈

ωn − Az, JF (Azn − ωn)
〉

≥ 0};

Dn = {z ∈ E, φE(z, zn) ≤ φE(z, un + en)};

Qn = {z ∈ E, 〈xn − z, JEx1 − JExn〉 ≥ 0};

xn+1 = ΠCn∩Qn∩Dn
x1, ∀n ∈ N.

where 0 < γ < 2

c‖A‖2
with c > 0. Let {αn}, {σn} be real sequences

in (0, 1) satisfying the conditions

(i) lim
n→∞

αn = 0;

(ii) lim
n→∞

‖JExn − JEun‖

αn

= 0;

(iii) lim
n→∞

σn = 1;

and the error sequence {en} ⊆ E such that

(iv) lim
n→∞

‖en‖ = 0.

Let Ω = C ∩ A−1Q ∩
(
⋂∞

i=1
Fix(Ti)

)

. Suppose that one of the

following two conditions is hold:

(v) the sequence {xn} is bounded,

or

(vi) Ω 6= ∅.

Then

(a) Ω 6= ∅ if and only if the sequence {xn} is bounded,

(b) The sequence {xn} converges strongly to a point ω0 ∈ Ω
where ω0 = ΠΩx1.

Next, Theorem 3.1 will be illustrated by an example:
A numerical example Let E = F = R, the set of real numbers,
with the inner product defined by 〈x, y〉 = xy, ∀x, y ∈ R, and usual
norm | · |. Suppose that C = [0, 1] and the mapping A : R → R is
defined by A(x) = −2x, ∀y ∈ R. Let Ti : C → C be the identity
function for each i ∈ N and hence the mapping Wn : C → C is
the identity function for each n ∈ N. Also suppose that S : C →
R is the identity function. Let M1,M2 : R → 2R be defined by
M1(x) = {2x}, ∀x ∈ R and M2(y) = {3y}, ∀y ∈ R. Then M−1

1 0 ∩
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A−1(M−1
2 0) ⊆ C and Ω 6= ∅. Let {αn} and {σn} be arbitrary real

sequences in (0, 1) such that lim
n→∞

αn = 0 and lim
n→∞

σn = 1. Let

λn = µn = 0.25, en = n−1 for each n ∈ N, and γ = 0.1. Then
the sequences {xn}, {un}, {zn}, {ωn} and {yn} generated by (3.1)
az follows: given initial value x1 ∈ C



































































un = xn

zn =
2

3
(xn + n−1); ωn =

−16

21
(xn + n−1);

yn = ΠC

(116

210
(xn + n−1)

)

;

Cn =
{

z ∈ C, z ≤
16(xn + n−1)

42

}

;

Dn =
{

z ∈ E, z ≤
5xn + 2n−1

6

}

;

Qn = {z ∈ E, (xn − z)(x1 − xn) ≥ 0};

xn+1 = ΠCn∩Qn∩Dn
x1, ∀n ∈ N.
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