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Abstract

The correspondence between the class of nonexpansive mappings and the class of maxi-
mally monotone operators via the reflected resolvents of the latter has played an instrumental
role in the convergence analysis of the splitting methods. Indeed, the performance of some of
these methods, e.g., Douglas–Rachford and Peaceman–Rachford methods hinges on iterating
the so-called splitting operator associated with the individual operators. This splitting opera-
tor is a function of the composition of the reflected resolvents of the underlying operators. In
this paper, we provide a comprehensive study of the class of uniformly monotone operators
and their corresponding reflected resolvents. We show that the latter is closely related to the
class of the strongly nonexpansive operators introduced by Bruck and Reich. Connections to
duality via inverse operators are systematically studied. We provide applications to Douglas–
Rachford and Peaceman–Rachford methods. Examples that illustrate and tighten our results
are presented.
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1 Introduction

Throughout, we assume that

X is a real Hilbert space, (1)
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with inner product 〈·, ·〉 : X × X → R and induced norm ‖ · ‖. Let A : X ⇒ X be a set-valued
operator. The graph of A is gra A =

{
(x, x∗) ∈ X× X

∣∣ x∗ ∈ Ax
}

. Recall that A is monotone if
{(x, x∗), (y, y∗)} ⊆ gra A implies that 〈x− y, x∗ − y∗〉 ≥ 0. A monotone operator A is maximally
monotone if gra A does not admit a proper extension (in terms of set inclusion) to a graph of a
monotone operator. The resolvent of A is JA = (Id+A)−1 and the reflected resolvent of A is RA =
2JA − Id, where Id : X → X : x 7→ x.

The theory of monotone operators has been of significant interest in optimization: indeed a
typical problem in convex optimization seeks finding a minimizer of the sum f + g, where both
f and g are proper lower semicontinuous convex functions on X. Thanks to Rockafellar’s fun-
damental work (see [23, Theorem A]) the (possibly set-valued) subdifferential operators ∂ f and ∂g
of f and g respectively are maximally monotone. Assuming appropriate constraint qualifications
the problem of minimizing f + g amounts to solving the monotone inclusion problem:

Find x ∈ X such that x ∈ zer(A + B) =
{

x ∈ X
∣∣ 0 ∈ Ax + Bx

}
. (P)

For a comprehensive discussion on (P) and its connection to optimization problems we refer the
reader to [2], [10], [11], [13], [24], [25], [26], [29], [30] and the references therein. Splitting al-
gorithms are potential candidates to solve (P). Many of these algorithms employ the resolvent
and/or the reflected resolvent of the underlaying operators A and B. The monotonicity of an
operator A is reflected in the firm nonexpansiveness of its resolvents or, equivalently; the non-
expansiveness of its reflected resolvent. When a monotone operator A posses supplementary
properties, e.g., strong monotonicity, Lipschitz continuity or cocoercivity its reflected resolvent
enjoys refined notions of nonexpansiveness, see, e.g., [4], [3], [15], and [18]. However, none of
these works studies the notion of uniform monotonicity and what the corresponding property in
the reflected resolvent (if any) could be.

The goal of this paper is to provide a systematic study of the class of uniformly monotone operators
and their corresponding reflected resolvents. We show that the latter is closely related to the class of the
strongly nonexpansive operators introduced by Bruck and Reich [12]. Connection to duality via the inverse
operators is systematically studied. When the underlying operators are subdifferentials of proper lower
semicontinuous convex functions better duality results hold. We provide applications to Douglas–Rachford,
Peaceman–Rachford and forward-backward algorithms . Examples that illustrate and tighten our results
are presented.

Organization and notation

The organization of this paper is as follows: Section 2 contains a collection of auxiliary results and
facts. Our main results appear in Section 3–Section 7. In Section 3 we provide key results concern-
ing the correspondence between the class of uniformly monotone operators and the new class of
super strongly nonexpansive mappings. In Section 4 we prove the surjectivity of uniformly mono-
tone operators. In Section 5 and Section 6 we demonstrate the power of self-dual properties and
the connection to the class of contractions for large distances. Section 7 is dedicated to the study of
the compositions of the classes of nonexpansive mapping studied in the paper. Finally, Section 8
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presents applications of our results to refine and strengthen known results in operator splitting
methods.

The notation we adopt is standard and follows largely, e.g., [2] and [23].

2 Facts and auxiliary results

We start by recalling the following instrumental fact by Minty.

Fact 2.1 (Minty’s Theorem). [17] (see also [2, Theorem 21.1]) Let A : X ⇒ X be monotone. Then

gra A =
{
(JAx, (Id−JA)x)

∣∣ x ∈ ran (Id+A)
}

. (2)

Moreover,
A is maximally monotone⇔ ran (Id+A) = X. (3)

Let A : X ⇒ X be monotone and let (x, u) ∈ X× X. In view of Fact 2.1, it is easy to check that

(x, u) ∈ gra JA ⇔ (u, x− u) ∈ gra A, (4)

and that
(x, u) ∈ gra RA ⇔

( 1
2 (x + u), 1

2 (x− u)
)
∈ gra A. (5)

It is straightforward to verify that (see, e.g., [2, Proposition 23.38])

zer A = Fix JA = Fix RA, (6)

and that
JA−1 = Id−JA and consequently RA−1 = −RA. (7)

Example 2.2. Suppose that f : X → ]−∞,+∞] is convex lower semicontinuous and proper. Then ∂ f
is maximally monotone. The resolvent JA = J∂ f = Prox f and the reflected resolvent is R f = RA =
2 Prox f − Id and hence, by (7), R f ∗ = −RA = Id−2 Prox f .

Proof. See [23] and [2, Example 23.3]. �

Let φ : R+ → [0,+∞] be an increasing function that vanishes only at 0 (such a function is called
a modulus). Recall that f : X → ]−∞,+∞] is uniformly convex with modulus φ if (∀x ∈ dom f )
(∀y ∈ dom f ) (∀α ∈ ]0, 1[)

f (αx + (1− α)y) + α(1− α)φ(‖x− y‖) ≤ α f (x) + (1− α) f (y). (8)

Recall also that A : X ⇒ X is uniformly monotone with modulus φ if {(x, x∗), (y, y∗)} ⊆ gra A
implies that

〈x− y, x∗ − y∗〉 ≥ φ(‖x− y‖). (9)

3



The notion of uniform monotonicity is naturally motivated by properties of subdifferentials of
uniformly convex functions. A comprehensive overview of uniformly convex functions is found
in [28]. Some other results regarding uniformly convex functions can be found in [8, 9, 27].

Fact 2.3. Suppose that f : X → ]−∞,+∞] is uniformly convex with a modulus φ. Then ∂ f is uniformly
monotone with a modulus 2φ.

Proof. See [28, Theorem 3.5.10] and also [2, Example 22.4(iii)]. �

We now turn to definitions of certain classes of mappings related to the notions of nonexpan-
siveness and Lipschitz continuity.

Definition 2.4. Let T : X → X, let (x, y) ∈ X× X and let α ∈ ]0, 1[.

(i) T is nonexpansive if ‖Tx− Ty‖ ≤ ‖x− y‖.
(ii) T is strongly nonexpansive if T is nonexpansive and we have the implication

(xn − yn)n∈N is bounded
‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0

}
=⇒ (xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn)→ 0. (10)

(iii) T is α-averaged if α ∈ [0, 1[ and there exists a nonexpansive operator N : X → X such that
T = (1− α) Id+αN; equivalently, we have (see [2, Proposition 4.35])

(1− α)‖(Id−T)x− (Id−T)y‖2 ≤ α(‖x− y‖2 − ‖Tx− Ty‖2). (11)

(iv) T is firmly nonexpansive if T is 1
2 -averaged; equivalently,

‖Tx− Ty‖2 + ‖(Id−T)x− (Id−T)y‖2 ≤ ‖x− y‖2. (12)

(v) T is Lipschitz for large distances (see [7, Proposition 1.11]) if for each ε > 0, there exists
Kε > 0 so that ‖Tx− Ty‖ ≤ Kε‖x− y‖ whenever ‖x− y‖ ≥ ε.

The following well-known fact summarizes the correspondences between the class of maxi-
mally monotone operators and the classes of firmly nonexpansive and nonexpansive mappings.

Fact 2.5. Let T : X → X, and set A = T−1 − Id. Then T = JA and 2T − Id = RA. Moreover,

A is maximally monotone⇔ T is firmly nonexpansive⇔ 2T − Id is nonexpansive. (13)

Proof. See, e.g., [14, Theorem 2] or [2, Corollary 23.11]. �

We conclude this section with the following fact concerning the asymptotic behaviour of iterates
of strongly nonexpansive mappings.

Fact 2.6. Let T : X → X be strongly nonexpansive. Suppose that Fix T 6= ∅. Let x0 ∈ X. Then there
exists x ∈ Fix T such that (Tnx0)n∈N converges weakly to x.

Proof. See [12, Corollary 1.1]. �
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3 Strongly nonexpansive and super strongly nonexpansive mappings

The main goal of this section is to show that the notion of uniform monotonicity of an operator cor-
responds to the notion of super strong nonexpansiveness (see Definition 3.1 below) of its reflected
resolvent. Throughout we assume that

A : X ⇒ X and B : X ⇒ X are maximally monotone. (14)

We start by defining a new subclass of nonexpansive mappings.

Definition 3.1. Let T : X → X. We say that T is super strongly nonexpansive if T is nonexpansive
and we have the implication

‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 → 0⇒ (xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn)→ 0. (15)

Proposition 3.2. Let T : X → X. Suppose T is super strongly nonexpansive. Then T is strongly nonex-
pansive.

Proof. Let (xn)n∈N and (yn)n∈N be sequences in X such that (xn− yn)n∈N is bounded and suppose
that ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0. We claim that

‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 → 0. (16)

Indeed, the nonexpansiveness of T implies that (Txn − Tyn)n∈N is bounded. Now ‖xn − yn‖2 −
‖Txn − Tyn‖2 = (‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖)(‖xn − yn‖ + ‖Txn − Tyn‖) → 0. Since T is super
strongly nonexpansive we conclude that (xn − yn) − (Txn − Tyn) → 0. Hence, T is strongly
nonexpansive as claimed. �

The converse of Proposition 3.2 is not true in general as we illustrate in Example 3.7 below.
Nonetheless, when X = R the converse of Proposition 3.2 holds as we next illustrate in Proposi-
tion 3.3. We will use the following simple observation. Let (a, b) ∈ X× X. Then

(‖a‖ − ‖b‖)2 ≤ |‖a‖2 − ‖b‖2|. (17)

Proposition 3.3 (the case of the real line). Suppose T : R → R is strongly nonexpansive, then T is
super strongly nonexpansive.

Proof. Suppose for eventual contradiction that T is strongly nonexpansive, but T is not super
strongly nonexpansive. Then we have sequences (xn)n∈N and (yn)n∈N in R so that

|xn − yn|2 − |Txn − Tyn|2 → 0 (18)

but
(xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn) 6→ 0. (19)
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It follows from the nonexpansiveness of T and (17) applied with (a, b, X) replaced by (xn −
yn, Txn− Tyn, R) that (∀n ∈N) 0 ≤ (|xn− yn| − |Txn− Tyn|)2 ≤ |xn− yn|2− |Txn− Tyn|2. There-
fore (18) implies that

|xn − yn| − |Txn − Tyn| → 0, (20)

and because T is strongly nonexpansive, (19) and (20) imply (xn − yn) is not bounded. Thus,
without lost of generality, and swapping xn and yn as necessary, we may and do assume (∀n ∈N)
yn − xn > 1.

If (Tyn − Txn)n∈N is eventually positive, that is, the same sign as (yn − xn) for all large n, then
(20) would imply that (yn − xn) − (Tyn − Txn) → 0 in contradiction with (19). Therefore, after
passing to a subsequence and relabelling if necessary, we may and do assume that

(∀n ∈N) Tyn − Txn < 0. (21)

Now consider zn = xn + 1, so xn < zn < yn. Observe that

|xn − yn| = |xn − zn|+ |zn − yn| = 1 + |zn − yn|. (22)

Hence, because T is nonexpansive we learn, in view of the triangle inequality, (22) and (20), that

0 ≤ |xn − zn| − |Txn − Tzn|+ |zn − yn| − |Tzn − Tyn| (23a)
= |xn − yn| − |Txn − Tzn| − |Tzn − Tyn| ≤ |xn − yn| − |Txn − Tyn| → 0. (23b)

It follows from the nonexpansiveness of T and (23) that |Tzn − Txn| − |zn − xn| → 0. Conse-
quently, because T is strongly nonexpansive, we have (Tzn − Txn) − 1 = (Tzn − Txn) − (zn −
xn)→ 0. After passing to a subsequence and relabelling if necessary, we may and do assume that

(∀n ∈N) Tzn ≥ Txn. (24)

Because T is nonexpansive, in view of (22) we have (∀n ∈N) |Tyn − Tzn| ≤ |yn − zn| = |yn −
xn| − 1. This and (24) imply (∀n ∈N) Tyn ≥ Tzn − (|yn − xn| − 1) ≥ Txn − |yn − xn| + 1.
Therefore, by (20) we have (∀n ∈N) −|yn − xn| + 1 ≤ Tyn − Txn < 0. That is (∀n ∈N) |xn −
yn| − |Txn − Tyn| ≥ 1, and this contradicts (20). This completes the proof. �

We now turn to the correspondence between uniformly monotone operators and super strongly
nonexpansive operators. We start with the following lemma that provides a characterization of
uniformly monotone operators via their reflected resolvents.

Lemma 3.4. The following hold:

(i) Suppose that A is uniformly monotone with modulus φ. Then (∀(x, y) ∈ X× X)

‖x− y‖2 − ‖RAx− RAy‖2 ≥ 4φ
( 1

2‖(x− y) + (RAx− RAy)‖
)
= 4φ

(
‖JAx− JAy‖

)
. (25)

(ii) Suppose that there exists a modulus function φ such that (∀(x, y) ∈ X× X)

‖x− y‖2 − ‖RAx− RAy‖2 ≥ φ
(
‖(x− y) + (RAx− RAy)‖

)
. (26)

Then A is uniformly monotone with a modulus 1
4 φ ◦ (2(·)).
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Proof. (i): It follows from (5) that gra A =
{ 1

2 (x + RAx, x− RAx)
∣∣ x ∈ X

}
. Now combine this with

(9). (ii): Let {(x, x∗), (y, y∗)} ⊆ gra A and observe that (5) implies that

{(x + x∗, x− x∗), (y + y∗, y− y∗)} ⊆ gra RA. (27)

Now

〈x− y, x∗ − y∗〉 (28a)

= 1
4 〈x + x∗ − (y + y∗) + x− x∗ − (y− y∗), x + x∗ − (y + y∗)− (x− x∗ − (y− y∗))〉 (28b)

= 1
4 (‖x + x∗ − (y + y∗)‖2 − ‖x− x∗ − (y− y∗)‖2) ≥ 1

4 φ(2‖x− y‖), (28c)

where the inequality in (28c) follows from combining (26) applied with (x, y) replaced with (x +
x∗, y + y∗) and (27). The proof is complete. �

Proposition 3.5. Consider the following statements:

(i) A is uniformly monotone.
(ii) −RA is super strongly nonexpansive.

(iii) −RA is strongly nonexpansive.

Then (i)⇔(ii)⇒(iii).

Proof. (i)⇒(ii): Let φ be a modulus function for A. Recalling (13) we have −RA, as is RA, is nonex-
pansive. Let (xn− yn)n∈N be a sequence in X and suppose that ‖xn− yn‖2−‖RAxn−RAyn‖2 → 0.
Combining this with Lemma 3.4, we learn that 0 ≤ φ(‖(xn + RAxn)− (yn + RAyn)‖) → 0. Since
φ is increasing and vanishes only at 0 we must have (xn + RAxn)− (yn + RAyn)→ 0, hence −RA
is super strongly nonexpansive.

(ii)⇒(i): Suppose A is not uniformly monotone but −RA is super strongly nonexpansive. Be-
cause A is not uniformly monotone, there exist sequences (an, a∗n)n∈N and (bn, b∗n)n∈N in gra A and
ε > 0 such that

〈an − bn, a∗n − b∗n〉 → 0 but (∀n ∈N)‖an − bn‖ ≥ ε. (29)

Set (∀n ∈N) xn = an + a∗n and yn = bn + b∗n and observe that Minty’s parametrization of gra A
implies that (∀n ∈N) (an, a∗n, bn, b∗n) =

1
2 (xn + RAxn, xn− RAxn, yn + RAyn, yn− RAyn). Therefore

‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖− RAxn − (−RAyn)‖2

= ‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖RAxn − RAyn‖2 (30a)
= 〈xn − yn + (RAxn − RAyn), xn − yn − (RAxn − RAyn)〉 (30b)
= 〈xn + RAxn − (yn + RAyn), xn − RAxn − (yn − RAyn)〉 (30c)
= 4 〈an − bn, a∗n − b∗n〉 → 0, (30d)

where the limit in (30d) follows from (29). Because −RA is super strongly nonexpansive (30)
implies

an − bn = 1
2 ((xn + RAxn)− (yn + RAyn)) =

1
2 ((xn − yn)− (−RAxn − (−RAyn)))→ 0. (31)

7



This contradicts (29), hence A is uniformly monotone. (ii)⇒(iii): Apply Proposition 3.2 with T
replaced by −RA. �

Corollary 3.6. Suppose that X = R. The following are equivalent.

(i) A is uniformly monotone.
(ii) −RA is strongly nonexpansive.

(iii) −RA is super strongly nonexpansive.

Proof. Combine Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.3. �

Example 3.7. Suppose that X = R2. Set a0 = 0 and set (∀m ≥ 1)

am = 2m+1 − 2 (32a)

wm = 1√
4m+1

(2m, 1) (32b)

Km = (4m − 4−m)1/2 (32c)

βm = 1
2m Km (32d)

Dm =
{
(x, y)

∣∣ x ≤ am
}

. (32e)

Let

T(x, y) : R2 → R2 : (x, y) 7→
{
(0, 0), x ≤ 0;

∑m−1
j=0 Kjwj + ( x−am−1

2m )Kmwm, x ∈ [am−1, am], m ≥ 1.
(33)

Set Ã =
( Id−T

2

)−1 − Id.

Then the following hold:

(i) (∀m ∈N) T|Dm is a contraction with a constant βm.
(ii) T is strongly nonexpansive, hence nonexpansive.

(iii) There exist sequences (xn)n∈N, (yn)n∈N in R2 satisfying

‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 → 0, nevertheless (xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn) 6→ 0. (34)

Consequently, T is not super strongly nonexpansive.
(iv) T = −RÃ.
(v) Ã is maximally monotone.

(vi) Ã is not uniformly monotone.

Proof. Observe that (wm)m∈N is a sequence of unit vectors whose positive slopes are strictly de-
creasing to 0, that (βm)m∈N is a sequence of strictly increasing real numbers in [0, 1[ and that
(Km)m∈N is a sequence of strictly increasing real numbers with Km → +∞.

(i): Let m ∈ N. Observe that if m = 0 the conclusion is obvious. Therefore, we assume m ≥ 1.
Let {u, v} ⊆ Dm, with u = (u1, u2) and v = (v1, v2) and let {r, s} ⊆ {1, . . . , m} be such that

8



u1 ∈ [ar−1, ar] and v1 ∈ [as−1, as]. Without loss of generality we may and do assume that u1 ≤ v1
and hence r ≤ s ≤ m. If r = s then the definition of T implies that

Tu− Tv = βr(u1 − v1)wr. (35)

Consequently, we have
‖Tu− Tv‖ = βr|u1 − v1| ≤ βr‖u− v‖. (36)

Observe that (∀(u1, u2) ∈ R2) we have T(u1, u2) = T(u1, 0). Moreover, let k ≥ 1. Applying (35)
with (u, v) replaced by ((ak−1, 0), (ak, 0)) yields:

T(ak, 0)− T(ak−1, 0) = βk(ak − ak−1)wk = Kkwk. (37)

Using the triangle inequality, (35) and (37) we have

‖Tu− Tv‖ = ‖T(v1, v2)− T(u1, u2)‖ = ‖T(v1, 0)− T(u1, 0)‖ (38a)
= ‖T(v1, 0)− T(as−1, 0) + T(as−1, 0)− T(as−2, 0) + . . .
− T(ar, 0) + T(ar, 0)− T(u1, 0)‖ (38b)
≤ ‖T(v1, 0)− T(as−1, 0)‖+ ‖T(as−1, 0)− T(as−2, 0)‖+ . . .
+ ‖T(ar, 0)− T(u1, 0)‖ (38c)

= βs(v1 − as−1) + βs−1(as−1 − as−2) + . . . + βr+1(ar+1 − ar) + βr(ar − u1) (38d)
≤ βm(v1 − as−1) + βm(as−1 − as−2) + . . . + βm(ar+1 − ar) + βm(ar − u1) (38e)
= βm(v1 − u1) ≤ βm‖u− v‖. (38f)

(ii): Suppose (xn)n∈N, and (yn)n∈N are sequences in R2 such that

‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0 and (xn − yn)n∈N is bounded. (39)

Let us denote xn = (xn,1, xn,2), yn = (yn,1, yn,2). We proceed by proving the following claims:

CLAIM 1: The sequences (xn,1)n∈N, and (yn,1)n∈N are unbounded.
Indeed, suppose for eventual contradiction that one of the sequences (xn,1)n∈N, and (yn,1)n∈N is
bounded. The boundedness of (xn − yn)n∈N implies that both sequences (xn,1)n∈N and (yn,1)n∈N

must be bounded. Indeed, without loss of generality we may and do assume that (xn − yn) 6→ 0.
Let m ≥ 1 be such that (∀n ∈N) max{xn,1, yn,1} ≤ am. Observe that (i) implies that ‖Txn−Tyn‖ ≤
βm‖xn − yn‖. Hence,

0 < (1− βm)‖xn − yn‖ ≤ ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0. (40)

That is, ‖xn − yn‖ → 0, which is absurd. Therefore, the sequences (xn,1)n∈N and (yn,1)n∈N are
unbounded as claimed. After passing to a subsequence and relabelling if necessary we conclude
that

xn,1 → ∞ and yn,1 → ∞. (41)

Because (xn − yn)n∈N is bounded and the slopes of the vectors (wn)n∈N go to 0 as n → ∞.
CLAIM 2:

(∀n ∈N) Txn − Tyn = (cn(xn,1 − yn,1), dn) where cn → 1− and dn → 0. (42)

9



To verify CLAIM 2, let M > 0 be such that (∀n ∈N) ‖xn − yn‖ ≤ M. it follows from (35) that

Tu− Tv = Kr√
4r+1

(u1 − v1)
(
1, 1

2r

)
. (43)

In view of (43) and (36) we learn that for n and j such that min{xn,1, yn,1} ≥ aj−1, it follows that

|dn| ≤ 2−j M while cn ≥
Kj√

4j + 1
=

(
4j − 4−j

4j + 1

)1/2

. (44)

Note it is possible that the interval with endpoints xn,1 and yn,1 may intersect more than one
interval [ar−1, ar]. However, 2−n decreases as n increases and Kn/

√
4n + 1 increases as n increases

in (43) and so (44) remains valid in this case as well since aj−1 ≤ min{xn,1, yn,1}. This verifies
CLAIM 2.

CLAIM 3:
|xn,2 − yn,2| → 0. (45)

Indeed, set (∀n ∈N) xn = (xn,1, 0) and yn = (yn,1, 0) and note that ‖xn − yn‖ ≤ ‖xn − yn‖ and
that (Txn, Tyn) = (Txn, Tyn). Therefore, the nonexpansiveness of T and (39) imply

0 ≤ ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ = ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ ≤ ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0. (46)

That is
‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0. (47)

Subtracting (39) and (47) yields

‖xn − yn‖ − ‖xn − yn‖ → 0. (48)

Consequently we have

|xn,2 − yn,2|2 = ‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖xn − yn‖
2 (49a)

= (‖xn − yn‖ − ‖xn − yn‖)(‖xn − yn‖+ ‖xn − yn‖)→ 0. (49b)

Combining CLAIM 2 and CLAIM 3 we learn that

(xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn)→ (0, 0), (50)

hence T is strongly nonexpansive.

(iii): Set (∀n ∈N) xn = (an+1, 0) and yn = (an, 0). Observe that xn − yn = (2n, 0) while Txn −
Tyn = Knwn = Kn√

4n+1
(2n, 1). Therefore, ‖xn − yn‖2 = 4n and ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 = ‖Knwn‖2 = K2

n =

4n − 4−n. Hence
‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 → 0 (51)

However,

(xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn) =
((

1− Kn√
4n+1

)
2n,− Kn√

4n+1

)
→ (0,−1) 6= (0, 0). (52)

10



and so (34) holds.

(iv): This is clear.

(v): Combine (ii) and [2, Corollary 23.9 and Proposition 4.4].

(vi): Combine (iii), (iv) and Proposition 3.5. �

Figure 1: A GeoGebra snapshopt illustrating the operator T in Example 3.7. Here x(0) :=
T(x, y), x ≤ 0, y ∈ R and x(ai) := T(ai, y) where y ∈ R, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 7}.

4 Properties of Uniformly Monotone Operators

The main goals of this section are to establish that uniformly monotone operators are surjective,
have unique zeros and have uniformly continuous inverse operators.

The following result is motivated by Zălinescu’s important result [28, Proposition 3.5.1] con-
cerning the growth rate of the modulus of a uniformly convex function.

Proposition 4.1. Let Y be a Banach space and suppose B : Y ⇒ Y∗ is uniformly monotone1 with convex

1Let Y be a Banach space. An operator B : Y ⇒ Y∗ is uniformly monotone with a modulus φ : R+ → [0,+∞] if φ is
increasing, vanishes only at 0 and (∀(x, x∗) ∈ gra B) (∀(y, y∗) ∈ gra B) 〈x− y, x∗ − y∗〉 ≥ φ(‖x− y‖).
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domain. Then B has a supercoercive modulus φ that satisfies the following property.

For each ε > 0 (∃βε > 0) so that φ(t) ≥ βεt2 whenever t ≥ ε, in particular lim inf
t→∞

φ(t)
t2 > 0. (53)

Proof. Because B is uniformly monotone we fix α > 0 so that (∀(x, x∗) ∈ gra B) (∀(y, y∗) ∈ gra B)

〈y− x, y∗ − x∗〉 ≥ α whenever ‖y− x‖ ≥ 1. (54)

We claim that:

〈y− x, y∗ − x∗〉 ≥ α
4‖x− y‖2 whenever ‖y− x‖ ≥ 1, (x, x∗) ∈ gra B, (y, y∗) ∈ gra B. (55)

To verify (55) it is sufficient to show that (∀k ∈N) we have

〈y− x, y∗ − x∗〉 ≥ 22kα whenever ‖y− x‖ ≥ 2k, (x, x∗) ∈ gra B, (y, y∗) ∈ gra B. (56)

We proceed by induction on k. Indeed, (54) verifies the base case at k = 0. Now suppose that (56)
is true for some k = n. Suppose that (x, x∗) ∈ gra B, (z, z∗) ∈ gra B satisfy ‖z− x‖ ≥ 2n+1. Let
y = (x + z)/2 and observe that y− x = z− y = (z− x)/2, hence ‖y− x‖ = ‖z− y‖ ≥ 2n. Because
dom B is convex we have y ∈ dom B and so we can pick y∗ ∈ By. It follows from the inductive
hypothesis that

22nα ≤ 〈y− x, y∗ − x∗〉 =
〈 z−x

2 , y∗ − x∗
〉

(57a)

22nα ≤ 〈z− y, z∗ − y∗〉 =
〈 z−x

2 , z∗ − y∗
〉

(57b)

Adding (57a) and (57b) yields
〈 z−x

2 , z∗ − x∗
〉
≥ 2(22n)α and consequently

〈z− x, z∗ − x∗〉 ≥ 4(22n)α = 22(n+1)α, (58)

which proves (55). We now establish (53). Let ε > 0. In view of (55) if ε ≥ 1 we set βε = α
4 . Now

suppose that 0 < ε < 1. The uniform monotonicity of B implies that (∃αε > 0) such that

〈y− x, y∗ − x∗〉 ≥ αε whenever ‖y− x‖ ≥ ε, (x, x∗) ∈ gra B, (y, y∗) ∈ gra B. (59)

In view of (55) the conclusion follows by setting βε = min{α/4, αε} for 0 < ε < 1, and βε = α/4
for ε ≥ 1. �

Analogous to the concept of Lipschitz for large distances in [7], we introduce the following
definition.

Definition 4.2. We say that T : X → X is a contraction for large distances if for each ε > 0, (∃Kε < 1)
so that ‖Tx− Ty‖ ≤ Kε‖x− y‖ whenever (x, y) ∈ X× X satisfy ‖x− y‖ ≥ ε.

Remark 4.3. Contractions for large distances are not a new concept. In fact, they coincide with an un-
named class of nonexpansive maps introduced by Rakotch in [20, Definition 2], and have been referred to
as contractive by others, including, for example, Reich & Zaslavski in [21]. However, in [20] the term
contractive referred to the more general class of strictly nonexpansive mappings.
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Lemma 4.4. Suppose A is uniformly monotone, then the following hold:

(i) JA−1 is uniformly monotone with a supercoercive modulus.
(ii) For each ε > 0 (∃βε ∈ ]0, 1]) such that (∀(x, y) ∈ X× X) satisfying ‖x− y‖ ≥ ε we have

〈JAx− JAy, JA−1 x− JA−1 y〉+ ‖JA−1 x− JA−1 y‖2 ≥ βε‖x− y‖2. (60)

(iii) JA−1 is surjective.
(iv) JA is a contraction for large distances.

Proof. Let ε > 0 and let φ be a modulus function for A. Set

α = α(ε) = min{φ(ε/2), ε2/4}. (61)

Then α > 0. (i)&(ii): Let (x, y) ∈ X × X be such that ‖x − y‖ ≥ ε. The triangle inequality and
Fact 2.1 imply that

max{‖JAx− JAy‖, ‖JA−1 x− JA−1 y‖} ≥ ε/2. (62)

Therefore we obtain

〈x− y, JA−1 x− JA−1 y〉 = 〈JAx− JAy + JA−1 x− JA−1 y, JA−1 x− JA−1 y〉 (63a)

= 〈JAx− JAy, JA−1 x− JA−1 y〉+ ‖JA−1 x− JA−1 y‖2 (63b)

≥ φ(‖JAx− JAy‖) + ‖JA−1 x− JA−1 y‖2 ≥ α. (63c)

It follows from (63) that JA−1 is uniformly monotone. Combining this with Proposition 4.1 applied
with (Y, A) replaced by (X, JA−1) and the fact that dom JA−1 = X we learn that JA−1 is uniformly
monotone with a supercoercive modulus that satisfies (53). The claim that βε ≤ 1 is a direct
consequence of the nonexpansiveness of JA−1 and the monotonicity of A in view of (60).

(iii): Combine (i) and [2, Proposition 22.11(ii)]. (iv): Indeed, using (ii) and the firm nonexpan-
siveness of JA there exists (∃βε ∈ ]0, 1]) such that

0 ≤ ‖JAx− JAy‖2 ≤ 〈x− y, JAx− JAy〉 = ‖x− y‖2 − 〈x− y, JA−1 x− JA−1 y〉 (64a)

≤ ‖x− y‖2 − φ(‖x− y‖) ≤ (1− βε)‖x− y‖2, (64b)

and the conclusion follows. �

The previous results lead to nice consequences for uniformly monotone operators which we
next state as the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose A : X ⇒ X is uniformly monotone. Then the following hold.

(i) A satisfies the growth condition

lim
‖x−y‖→∞

inf
(x,x∗)∈gra A
(y,y∗)∈gra A

‖x∗ − y∗‖
‖x− y‖ > 0. (65)
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(ii) A is surjective.
(iii) A has a unique zero.
(iv) A−1 is uniformly continuous.

Proof. (i): Suppose for eventual contradiction that there exist sequences (xn, x∗n)n∈N, (yn, y∗n)n∈N in
gra A such that ‖xn − yn‖ → ∞ but

lim
n→∞

‖x∗n − y∗n‖
‖xn − yn‖

= 0. (66)

Indeed, write ‖x∗n − y∗n‖ = an‖xn − yn‖ where an → 0+. Then using (60), we have β > 0 such that

(∀n ∈N) an‖xn − yn‖2 + a2
n‖xn − yn‖2 ≥ β(‖xn − yn‖2 + a2

n‖xn − yn‖2), (67)

where on the right side, we drop the inner product from (60) because it is nonnegative by mono-
tonicity of A. But the above inequality is impossible since an → 0+ while β > 0 is fixed. Hence,
(65) holds.

(ii): Combine Lemma 4.4(iii) and the fact that ran A = dom A−1 = dom(Id+A−1) =
ran (Id+A−1)−1 = ran JA−1 .

(iii): It follows from (ii) that zer A 6= ∅. Moreover, A is strictly monotone, hence zer A is at most
a singleton by, e.g., [2, Proposition 23.35]. Altogether, A possess a unique zero.

(iv): Let ε > 0. In view of (i) choose K > 0 such that (∀(x, x∗) ∈ gra A) (∀(y, y∗) ∈ gra A)

‖x− y‖ ≥ K ⇒ ‖x∗ − y∗‖ > ε. (68)

Let α = φ(ε) where φ is a modulus function for A. Then α > 0 and (∀(x, x∗) ∈ gra A) (∀(y, y∗) ∈
gra A)

‖x− y‖ ≥ ε⇒ 〈x− y, x∗ − y∗〉 ≥ α. (69)

Now choose δ = min{α/K, ε}. Recalling (ii), let {x∗, y∗} ⊆ X = dom A−1. Suppose ‖x∗− y∗‖ < δ
and let (x∗, x), (y∗, y) be points in gra A−1, equivalently; (x, x∗), (y, y∗) are points in gra A. Because
‖x∗ − y∗‖ < δ ≤ ε, (68) implies ‖x − y‖ < K. Because ‖x − y‖ < K, using Cauchy–Schwarz we
obtain

〈x− y, x∗ − y∗〉 ≤ ‖x− y‖‖x∗ − y∗‖ < Kδ ≤ α. (70)

Combining (70) and (69) we learn that ‖x − y‖ < ε. Therefore A−1 is uniformly continuous as
desired. �

Remark 4.6. In passing we point out that Theorem 4.5(ii)&(iii) relax the assumptions of [2, Proposition
22.11 and Corollary 23.37]. Indeed, Theorem 4.5(ii)&(iii) assume only the uniform monotonicity of A and
do not require supercoercivity of the modulus.

Following [26, p. 160], we will say that S : X ⇒ X is coercive provided that inf〈x, Sx〉/‖x‖ → ∞
as ‖x‖ → ∞, where we use the standard convention that the infimum of the empty set is +∞. Or
in other words, given any K > 0 (∃M > 0) so that

〈x, x∗〉 ≥ K‖x‖ whenever ‖x‖ ≥ M, (x, x∗) ∈ gra S. (71)
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Neither the growth condition in Theorem 4.5(i) and nor coercivity implies the other for monotone
operators as we illustrate in Example 4.7 and Example 4.8(iii)&(v).

Example 4.7. Let f : R2 → R be defined by

f (ξ1, ξ2) =

{
ξ2

1, if 0 ≤ ξ1, 0 ≤ ξ2 ≤ ξ1;
+∞, otherwise.

(72)

Set A = ∂ f . Then
lim
‖x‖→∞

inf
{
〈x∗,x〉
‖x‖2

∣∣∣ x∗ ∈ Ax
}
> 0. (73)

Hence, A is coercive. However, A does not satisfy the growth condition in Theorem 4.5(i).

Proof. Because f (x) ≥ 1
2‖x‖2 (∀x ∈ R2) it follows that (73) holds. To verify the second claim, set

(∀n ∈N) xn = (n, 0), yn = (n, n) and x∗n = y∗n = (2n, 0). Observe that {(xn, x∗n), (yn, y∗n)} ⊆ gra A.
Consequently, (∀n ∈N) ‖x

∗
n−y∗n‖

‖xn−yn‖ =
0
n = 0. The proof is complete. �

Example 4.8. Suppose that S : R2 → R2 : (x1, x2)→ (−x2, x1) is the rotator by π/2. Then the following
properties hold.

(i) S and S−1 = −S are maximally monotone.
(ii) Both S and S−1 are isometries, hence are Lipschitz continuous.

(iii) lim‖x−y‖→∞ inf ‖Sx−Sy‖
‖x−y‖ = 1 > 0.

(iv) Both S and S−1 are uniformly continuous.
(v) Neither S nor S−1 are uniformly monotone, nor are they coercive.

(vi) Both JS and JS−1 are strongly monotone.

Proof. (i): This is [2, Example 22.15]. (ii): This is clear. (iii)&(iv): This is a direct consequence of
(ii). (v): Indeed, S is neither uniformly monotone nor coercive because (∀x ∈ R2) 〈Sx, x〉 = 0. The
same properties hold for S−1 = −S. (vi): Observe that JS = (Id+S)−1 and so JS = 1

2 (Id−S) and
(∀x ∈ R2) 〈JSx, x〉 = 1

2‖x‖2. Hence JS is strongly monotone. Similarly, one verifies that (∀x ∈ R2)

〈JS−1 x, x〉 = 1
2‖x‖2. �

Remark 4.9.

(i) In the convex function case, f is uniformly convex if and only if f ∗ has uniformly continuous
derivative (see [28, Theorem 3.5.5 and Theorem 3.5.6]. Example 4.8(v) shows that this correspon-
dance does not hold for general maximally monotone operators.

(ii) Example 4.8(v)&(vi) also shows in a strong way that if JA−1 is uniformly monotone (resp. co-
ercive), it does not automatically follow that A is uniformly monotone (resp. coercive). This is
in contrast to the situation for convex functions where the infimal convolution of ‖ · ‖2 and f is
uniformly convex (resp. supercoercive) if and only if f is uniformly convex (resp. supercoercive).
This follows by checking the conjugate of that infimal convolution is uniformly smooth if and only
if f ∗ is. See [2, 8, 28] for more information on this.
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5 Contractions for large distances

We start with the following lemma which provides a characterization of Banach contractions using
averaged mappings.

Lemma 5.1. Let T : X → X. Then T is a Banach contraction if and only if [T is averaged and −T is
averaged].

Proof. (⇒): Suppose that T is a Banach contraction. Observe that −T is also a Banach contraction.
The conclusion follows from [2, Proposition 4.38].

(⇐): Suppose that both T and −T are averaged. It follows from [4, Proposition 4.3(ii)] that
T = RA and both A and A−1 are strongly monotone operators. Therefore, by [3, Corollary 4.7] T
is a Banach contraction. �

Before we proceed, we present the following useful result.

Lemma 5.2. Let T : X → X. Suppose that T and −T are strongly nonexpansive. Suppose that (xn −
yn)n∈N is bounded and that ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0. Then (xn − yn)→ 0.

Proof. By assumption we have

(xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn)→ 0 (74a)
(xn − yn) + (Txn − Tyn)→ 0. (74b)

Adding the above limits yields the desired result. �

In an analogy to Lemma 5.1 we present the following result that characterizes contractions
for large distances using either strongly nonexpansive mappings or super strongly nonexpansive
mappings.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose T : X → X is a nonexpansive mapping. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) Both T and −T are super strongly nonexpansive.
(ii) Both T and −T are strongly nonexpansive.

(iii) T is a contraction for large distances.

Proof. (i)⇒ (ii): Apply Proposition 3.2 to both T and −T.

(ii)⇒ (iii): Fix ε > 0, and define

β = sup
{
‖Tx− Ty‖
‖x− y‖

∣∣∣ ε ≤ ‖x− y‖ ≤ 2ε

}
.

We claim that β < 1. Indeed, suppose for eventual contradiction that β = 1. Then there exist
sequences (xn)n∈N and (yn)n∈N in X such that

(∀n ∈N) ε ≤ ‖xn − yn‖ ≤ 2ε and
‖Txn − Tyn‖
‖xn − yn‖

→ 1. (75)
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Because ε ≤ ‖xn − yn‖ ≤ 2ε, we have ‖Txn − Tyn‖ − ‖xn − yn‖ → 0. Therefore, it follows
from Lemma 5.2 that (xn − yn) → 0, which is absurd since (∀n ∈N) ‖xn − yn‖ ≥ ε. Therefore,
0 ≤ β < 1, and

‖Tx− Ty‖ ≤ β‖x− y‖ whenever ε ≤ ‖x− y‖ ≤ 2ε. (76)

We next show (∀k ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .})

‖Tx− Ty‖ ≤ β‖x− y‖ whenever 2kε ≤ ‖x− y‖ ≤ 2k+1ε. (77)

We proceed by induction. Indeed, (77) holds for k = 0 by (76). Now suppose (77) holds for
k = n where n ≥ 0. Thus suppose {x, y} ⊆ X satisfies that 2n+1ε ≤ ‖x − y‖ ≤ 2n+2ε. Now let
z = (x + y)/2, then

x− z = x−y
2 = z− y and so 2nε ≤ ‖x− z‖ ≤ 2n+1ε, 2nε ≤ ‖z− y‖ ≤ 2n+1ε. (78)

Because ‖x− z‖ = ‖z− y‖ = 1
2‖x− y‖, the triangle inequality yields

‖Tx− Ty‖ = ‖Tx− Tz + Tz− Ty‖ ≤ ‖Tx− Tz‖+ ‖Tz− Ty‖ (79a)
≤ β‖x− z‖+ β‖z− y‖ = β‖x− y‖. (79b)

It follows by induction that (77) is true (∀k ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}), and so T is a contraction for large
distances.

(iii)⇒ (i): Clearly T is a contraction for large distances if and only if−T is a contraction for large
distances. Therefore it is sufficient to show the implication [T is a contraction for large distances
⇒ T is super strongly nonexpansive]. Suppose (xn)n∈N, (yn)n∈N are sequences in X such that

‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 → 0. (80)

We claim that (xn − yn) → 0. Indeed, suppose for eventual contradiction that lim sup ‖xn −
yn‖ > 0. After passing to a subsequence and relabelling if necessary (∃ε > 0) such that (∀n ∈N)
‖xn − yn‖ ≥ ε. This means (∃β < 1) so that ‖Txn − Tyn‖ ≤ β‖xn − yn‖. Therefore,

(∀n ∈N) ‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 ≥ (1− β2)‖xn − yn‖2 ≥ (1− β2)ε2 (81)

and this contradicts (80). Therefore ‖xn − yn‖ → 0 and consequently ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0 which
implies (xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn)→ 0. Thus T is super strongly nonexpansive. �

It is clear that every Banach contraction is a contraction for large distances. However, the oppo-
site is not true as we illustrate in Example 5.4 below.

Example 5.4. Let

T : R→ R : x 7→


1, x ≥ π

2 ;
sin x, |x| < π

2 ;
−1, otherwise.

(82)

Then the following hold:
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Figure 2: A GeoGebra snapshot illustrating the mapping T in Example 5.4.

(i) T is nonexpansive.
(ii) Tis not a Banach contraction.

(iii) T is a contraction for large distances.
(iv) Both T and −T are super strongly nonexpansive.
(v) Both T and −T are strongly nonexpansive.

Proof. Recall that (see, e.g., [6, Theorem 5.12] ) if T : R→ R is differentiable then

T is Lipschitz continuous with a constant K ≥ 0 if and only if (∀x ∈ R) |T′(x)| ≤ K. (83)

(i): One can directly verify that T is differentiable and that

T′ : R→ R : x 7→
{

cos x, |x| < π
2 ;

0, otherwise.
(84)

Hence (∀x ∈ R) |T′(x)| ≤ 1.

Consequently, by (83), T is Lipschitz continuous with a constant 1 and the conclusion follows.
(ii): Suppose for eventual contradiction that T is a Banach contraction. Then (83) implies that
exists K ∈ [0, 1[ such that (∀x ∈ R) |T′(x)| ≤ K < 1. However, |T′(0)| = cos 0 = 1 > K, which is
absurd.

(iii): Let ε > 0. Observe that if |t| ≥ ε/4 then |T′(t)| ≤ α < 1 where α = |T′(ε/4)|. We
choose β = (α + 3)/4. Now suppose |x − y| ≥ ε, where x < y. In the case |y| ≥ |x|, we have
y ≥ |x− y|/2 ≥ ε/2. Therefore, by the Fundamental theorem of calculus, we write

|Tx− Ty| =
∣∣∣∣∫ y

x
T′(t) dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ |x−y|/4

x
1 dt +

∫ y

|x−y|/4
α ≤ β|x− y|. (85)

Similarly, if |x| ≥ |y|, one has x ≤ −|x− y|/2, and again, |Tx− Ty| ≤ β|x− y|. Therefore, T is
a contraction for large distances. (iv)–(v): Combine (iii) with Proposition 5.3. �
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The next result and more general variations of it, are well-known in fixed point theory, see, for
example, [20, Corollary, p. 463] and [1, Theorem 2.1]. Nevertheless, we include a simple proof
based on Theorem 4.5(ii) for completeness.

Proposition 5.5. Let T : X → X be a contraction for large distances. Let x0 ∈ X and set (∀n ∈N)
xn = Tnx0. Then (∃x̄ ∈ X) such that the following hold:

(i) Fix T = {x}.
(ii) xn → x̄.

Proof. (i): On the one hand because T is nonexpansive, T = RA for some maximally monotone
operator A : X ⇒ X (see [2, Corollary 23.11, Proposition 4.4]). On the other hand, because −T =
−RA is a contraction for large distances it is super strongly nonexpansive by Proposition 5.3.
Therefore, A is uniformly monotone by Proposition 3.5. Consequently, by Theorem 4.5(iii), A has
a unique zero. Now combine this with (6).

(ii): Note that (‖xn − x‖)n∈N converges by, e.g., [2, Proposition 5.4(ii)]. Now, suppose by way
of contradiction that (xn)n∈N does not converge in norm to x̄. Then limn∈N ‖xn − x̄‖ = ε where
ε > 0. Thus we choose 0 < β < 1 so that

(∀n ∈N) ‖xn+1 − x̄‖ = ‖Txn − Tx̄‖ ≤ β‖xn − x̄‖. (86)

Now for n sufficiently large, we have ‖xn − x̄‖ < ε/β. Then

‖xn+1 − x̄‖ ≤ β‖xn − x̄‖ < ε. (87)

This contradiction completes the proof. Alternatively, use Lemma 5.2 with (xn, yn)n∈N replaced
by (Tnx0, x)n∈N to conclude that Tnx0 − x → 0. �

6 Self-Dual Properties on Hilbert Spaces

Lemma 6.1. Suppose C : X → X is uniformly continuous. Then for each ε > 0 (∃M > 0) depending on
ε so that

‖x− y‖ ≤ M‖u− v‖ whenever ‖x− y‖ ≥ ε, (u, v) ∈ JCx× JCy. (88)

Proof. Let ε > 0. By the uniform continuity of C we choose 0 < δ < ε/2 so that

‖Cu− Cv‖ < ε

2
whenever ‖u− v‖ < δ. (89)

Because C is uniformly continuous, it is Lipschitz for large distances (see [7, Proposition 1.11]).
Thus we choose K > 0 so that

‖Cu− Cv‖ ≤ K‖u− v‖ whenever ‖u− v‖ ≥ δ. (90)
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Now let us suppose
‖x− y‖ ≥ ε, u ∈ JCx, v ∈ JCy. (91)

We will show that ‖x− y‖ ≤ M‖u− v‖where M = K + 1. First, we verify that ‖u− v‖ ≥ δ where
δ is from (89) by way of a contradiction. So let us assume to the contrary that ‖u− v‖ < δ. Then
by (89) we have

‖Cu− Cv‖ < ε

2
(92)

Because u ∈ JCx and v ∈ JCy, this implies Cu = x− u and Cv = y− v. Then

‖x− u− (y− v)‖ < ε
2 ⇒ ‖x− y‖ − ‖u− v‖ < ε

2 ⇒ ‖x− y‖ < ε
2 + δ < ε (93)

This contradicts (91), and so ‖u− v‖ ≥ δ. Therefore, using (90), one has

‖x− y‖ = ‖u + Cu− (v + Cv)‖ ≤ ‖u− v‖+ ‖Cu− Cv‖
≤ ‖u− v‖+ K‖u− v‖ = M‖u− v‖,

as desired. �

Theorem 6.2. The following hold:

(i) Suppose A is uniformly monotone and uniformly continuous. Then RA is a contraction for large
distances.

(ii) Suppose RA is a contraction for large distances. Then A is uniformly monotone with a supercoer-
cive modulus.

Proof. (i): Let φ be a modulus function for A, let ε > 0 and suppose ‖x− y‖ ≥ ε. On the one hand,
it follows from Lemma 6.1 that (∃K > 0) such that ‖JAx− JAy‖ ≥ K‖x− y‖ ≥ Kε. On the other
hand, because dom A = X, Proposition 4.1 implies that (∃α > 0) such that (∀t ≥ Kε) φ(t) ≥ αt2.
Altogether, we learn that

φ( 1
2‖JAx− JAy‖) ≥ αK2

4 ‖x− y‖2. (94)

Set β =
√

αK and let (x, y) ∈ X × X. Combining (94) and Lemma 3.4 we learn that ‖x − y‖ ≥
ε ⇒ ‖RAx− RAy‖2 + β2‖x− y‖2 ≤ ‖x− y‖2; equivalently, ‖x− y‖ ≥ ε ⇒ ‖RAx− RAy‖ ≤ (1−
β)‖x − y‖. That is, RA is a contraction for large distances. (ii): Let ε > 0 and let (x, x∗) ∈ gra A,
(y, y∗) ∈ gra A. Suppose that ‖x − y‖ ≥ ε. Set (u, v) = (x + x∗, y + y∗) and observe that (5)
implies

(x, x∗) = 1
2 (u + RAu, u− RAu) and (y, y∗) = 1

2 (v + RAv, v− RAv). (95)

It follows from (95), the nonexpansiveness of RA, and the triangle inequality that

‖x− y‖ = 1
2‖u− v− (RAu− RAv)‖ ≤ 1

2 (‖u− v‖+ ‖RAu− RAv‖) ≤ ‖u− v‖. (96)

Hence ‖u− v‖ ≥ ε. Consequently, because RA is a contraction for large distances, (∃β ∈ ]0, 1[)
such that

‖RAu− RAv‖ ≤ β‖u− v‖. (97)

20



Using (95) and (97) we learn that

〈x− y, x∗ − y∗〉 = 1
4 〈u− v + RAu− RAv, u− v− (RAu− RAv)〉 (98a)

= 1
4

(
‖u− v‖2 − ‖RAu− RAv‖2) (98b)

≥ 1
4 (1− β2)‖u− v‖2 (98c)

≥ 1
4 (1− β2)‖x− y‖2. (98d)

Therefore, for t ≥ ε, we have

inf {〈x− y, x∗ − y∗〉 | (x, x∗) ∈ gr(A), (y, y∗) ∈ gr(A), ‖x− y‖ ≥ t} ≥ 1
4 (1− β)2t2. (99)

That is, A has a modulus φ satisfying φ(t) ≥ 1
4 (1− β2)t2 for t ≥ ε. �

This brings us to our main duality result of this section.

Theorem 6.3. The following are equivalent.

(i) A is uniformly monotone and uniformly continuous.
(ii) RA is a contraction for large distances.

(iii) Both A and A−1 are uniformly monotone with supercoercive moduli.
(iv) Both A and A−1 are uniformly monotone.
(v) A−1 is uniformly monotone and uniformly continuous.

(vi) RA and RA−1 are strongly nonexpansive.

Proof. (i)⇒ (ii): Theorem 6.2(i) .

(ii)⇒ (iii): Since RA is a contraction for large distances, so is RA−1 = −RA. Thus this follows by
applying Theorem 6.2(ii) on RA and on RA−1 .

(iii)⇒ (iv): is immediate, and (iv)⇒ (v): follows from Theorem 4.5 applied to A to deduce A−1

is uniformly continuous.

(v)⇒ (i): The above implications show (i)⇒ (v), so the reverse implication follows by applying
(i)⇒ (v) to the operator A−1. (ii)⇔ (vi): This is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.3 applied
with T replaced by RA. �

Let f : X → ]−∞,+∞] be convex, lower semicontinuous and proper. Recall that (see, e.g., [2,
Corollary 16.30])

∂ f ∗ = (∂ f )−1, (100)

that2 (see [28, Theorem 3.5.12] )

f is uniformly convex⇔ f ∗ is uniformly smooth (101a)
⇔ ∂ f is uniformly monotone, (101b)

2Let f : X → R be convex. Then f is uniformly smooth if f is smooth and ∇ f is uniformly continuous.

21



and that (see, e.g., [2, Theorem 18.15] )

f is strongly convex⇔ f ∗ is differentiable and ∇ f ∗ is Lipschitz continuous (102a)
⇔ ∂ f is monotone. (102b)

Example 6.4. Let

f : R→ R : x 7→


4x2 − 2, x ≤ −1;
2x4, −1 < x < 0;
x3/2, 0 ≤ x < 1;
3
4 x2 + 1

4 , otherwise.

(103)

Then f is differentiable and f ′ is continuous and increasing. Moreover the following hold:

(i) Both f and f ∗ are uniformly convex.
(ii) Both f and f ∗ are uniformly smooth.

(iii) Both f ′ and ( f ∗)′ are uniformly monotone.
(iv) Both f ′ and ( f ∗)′ are uniformly continuous.
(v) Neither f nor f ∗ is strongly convex.

Proof. It is straightforward to verify that f is differentiable and that

f ′ : R→ R : x 7→


8x, x ≤ −1;
8x3, −1 < x < 0;
3
2 x1/2, 0 ≤ x < 1;
3
2 x, otherwise.

(104)

Hence, f ′ is continuous and strictly increasing as claimed. (i): It follows from [27, Theorem 3.1]
that f is uniformly convex on bounded sets. It follows from the strong (hence uniform) convexity
of x2 that f is uniformly convex. We now prove the uniform convexity of f ∗. In view of (101) it
suffices to verify that f is uniformly smooth which can be easily deduced from (104).

(ii)& (iii): Combine (i) and (101). (iv): This follows from (ii).

(v): On the one hand 2x4 is not strongly convex, hence f is not strongly convex. On the other
hand, (x3/2)′ = 3

2
√

x is not Lipschitz continuous on ]0, 1[. Therefore, in view of (102) applied with
f replaced by f ∗ we conclude that f ∗ is not strongly convex. �

Example 6.5. Let

T : R→ R : x 7→


1, x ≥ π

2 ;
sin x, |x| < π

2 ;
−1, otherwise.

(105)

Set A =
(

Id−T
2

)−1
− Id. Then there exists a proper lower semicontinuous convex function f : R →

]−∞,+∞] such that
A = f ′. (106)

Moreover, the following hold:
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(i) Both A and A−1 are maximally monotone and uniformly monotone with supercoercive modulus.
(ii) Both A and A−1 are uniformly continuous.

(iii) Both A and A−1 are not strongly monotone.
(iv) Both f and f ∗ are uniformly convex and uniformly smooth.
(v) Both f and f ∗ are not strongly convex.

Proof. It is clear that T = −RA. Because T is nonexpansive, from Example 5.4(i) we learn that
A is maximally monotone. Therefore, by e.g., [2, Corollary 22.23] there exists a proper lower
semicontinuous convex function f : R → ]−∞,+∞] such that A = ∂ f . Finally, we show in (iv)
below that f is uniformly smooth, hence A = f ′.

(i)&(ii): Combine Example 5.4(iii), and Theorem 6.3 .

(iii): Suppose for eventual contradiction that A is strongly monotone. Then by [4, Proposi-
tion 4.3(ii)] (∃α ∈ ]0, 1[) such that −RA is α-averaged. It follows from [2, Proposition 4.35] that
(∀(x, y) ∈ R×R) 1−α

α ((Id+T)x− (Id+T)y)2 ≤ (x− y)2 − (Tx− Ty)2. In particular, for y = 0
the above inequality yields (∀x ∈

]
0, π

2

[
)

1− α

α
(x + sin x)2 ≤ x2 − sin2 x. (107)

Simplifying and multiplying both sides of the above inequality by α we obtain (1− 2α)x2 + 2(1−
α)x sin x + sin2 x ≤ 0. Rearranging yields (x + sin x)2 ≤ 2αx(x + sin x). Because x ∈

]
0, π

2

[
, it

follows that x + sin x > 0 and therefore the last inequality is equivalent to 1 + sin x
x ≤ 2α. Taking

the limit as x → 0+ we learn that 2← 1+ sin x
x ≤ 2α which is absurd. Hence,−RA is not averaged;

equivalently, A is not strongly monotone as claimed.

Using similar argument, one can show that RA = −RA−1 is not averaged; equivalently, A−1 is
not strongly nonexpansive as claimed.

(iv): Combine (ii), (106) and [27, Theorem 3.5.10] in view of (100).

(v): Combine (iii), (106) and [2, Example 22.4(iv)]. �

Remark 6.6. In Appendix A we provide finer conclusions about the operator A and the function f intro-
duced in Example 6.5.

Example 6.7. Let f : R→ R : x 7→ 1
4 x4 and let A = f ′. Let a : R→ R : x 7→ 3

√
108x + 12

√
81x2 + 12

and set
T : R→ R : x 7→ x− 2

(
a(x)

6 −
2

a(x)

)
. (108)

Then the following hold:

(i) T = −RA.
(ii) A = x3 is maximally monotone but not uniformly continuous.

(iii) A−1 = 3
√

x is maximally monotone and uniformly continuous.
(iv) A is uniformly monotone.
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(v) A−1 is not uniformly monotone.
(vi) f is uniformly convex.

(vii) f ∗ is not uniformly convex.
(viii) T is super strongly nonexpansive and strongly nonexpansive.

(ix) −T is neither super strongly nonexpansive nor strongly nonexpansive.

Proof. (i): It is enough to show that (∀x ∈ R) JA(x) = a(x)
6 −

2
a(x) , equivalently, to show that

(Id+A)
( a(x)

6 −
2

a(x)

)
= x . Indeed,

(Id+A)
( a(x)

6 −
2

a(x)

)
= a(x)

6 −
2

a(x) +
(a(x))3

63 − a(x)
6 + 2

a(x) −
23

(a(x))3 (109a)

= (a(x))3

63 − 23

(a(x))3 = (a(x))6−123

63(a(x))3 = x. (109b)

(ii)&(iii): This is clear.

(iv)–(vii): Combine (ii)&(iii) with [27, Theorem 3.5.10].

(viii): Combine (i), (iv) and Corollary 3.6.

(ix): Combine (i), (v) and Corollary 3.6. �

7 Compositions

In this section we examine the behaviour of strongly nonexpansive mappings, super strongly
nonexpansive mappings and contractions for large distances under structured compositions. The
proof of the next result follows along the lines of the proof of [12, Proposition 1.1].

Proposition 7.1. Let T1 : X → X and T2 : X → X be nonexpansive. Set T = T2T1. Then the following
hold:

(i) Suppose that T1 is strongly nonexpansive and T2 is strongly nonexpansive. Then T is strongly
nonexpansive.

(ii) Suppose that−T1 is strongly nonexpansive and−T2 is strongly nonexpansive. Then T is strongly
nonexpansive.

(iii) Suppose that−T1 is strongly nonexpansive and T2 is strongly nonexpansive. Then−T is strongly
nonexpansive.

(iv) Suppose that T1 is strongly nonexpansive and−T2 is strongly nonexpansive. Then−T is strongly
nonexpansive.

Proof. (i): This is [12, Proposition 1.1]. (ii): Clearly T is nonexpansive. Now suppose that (xn −
yn)n∈N is bounded and that ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0. Observe that the nonexpansiveness of
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T1, T2 and, consequently, T implies that

0 ≤ ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ = ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖T1xn − T1yn‖︸ ︷︷ ︸
≥0

+ ‖T1xn − T1yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖︸ ︷︷ ︸
≥0

→ 0.

(110)
Consequently, we learn that

‖xn − yn‖ − ‖(−T1)xn − (−T1)yn‖ = ‖xn − yn‖ − ‖T1xn − T1yn‖ → 0, (111a)
‖T1xn − T1yn‖ − ‖(−T2)(T1xn)− (−T2)(T1yn)‖ = ‖T1xn − T1yn‖ − ‖Txn − Tyn‖ → 0 (111b)

The nonexpansiveness of T1 implies that ‖T1xn− T1yn‖ is bounded. Recalling that−T1 is strongly
nonexpansive and −T2 is strongly nonexpansive we obtain

(xn − yn) + (T1xn − T1yn)→ 0 (112a)
(T1xn − T1yn) + (T2T1xn − T2T1yn)→ 0. (112b)

Hence,

(xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn) = (xn − yn) + (T1xn − T1yn)− ((T1xn − T1yn) + (T2T1xn − T2T1yn))→ 0.
(113)

(iii): Proceeding similar to (ii) we learn that

(xn − yn) + (T1xn − T1yn)→ 0 (114a)
(T1xn − T1yn)− (T2T1xn − T2T1yn)→ 0. (114b)

Hence,

(xn − yn) + (Txn − Tyn) = (xn − yn) + (T1xn − T1yn)− ((T1xn − T1yn)− (T2T1xn − T2T1yn))→ 0.
(115)

(iv): Proceed similar to (iii). �

The following analogous result holds for super strongly nonexpansive mappings.

Proposition 7.2. Let T1 : X → X and T2 : X → X be nonexpansive. Set T = T2T1. Then the following
hold:

(i) Suppose that T1 is super strongly nonexpansive and T2 is super strongly nonexpansive. Then T
is super strongly nonexpansive.

(ii) Suppose that−T1 is super strongly nonexpansive and−T2 is super strongly nonexpansive. Then
T is super strongly nonexpansive.

(iii) Suppose that −T1 is super strongly nonexpansive and T2 is super strongly nonexpansive. Then
−T is super strongly nonexpansive.

(iv) Suppose that T1 is super strongly nonexpansive and −T2 is super strongly nonexpansive. Then
−T is super strongly nonexpansive.

Proof. (i): Let (x, y) ∈ X × X and suppose that (xn)n∈N and (yn)n∈N are sequences in X such that
0 ≤ ‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 → 0. Rewrite the above limit as

0 ≤ ‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖T1xn − T1yn‖2 + ‖T1xn − T1yn‖2 − ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 → 0, (116)
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and observe that the nonexpansiveness of T1 and T2 implies

‖xn − yn‖2 − ‖T1xn − T1yn‖2 → 0 and ‖T1xn − T1yn‖2 − ‖Txn − Tyn‖2 → 0. (117)

Because T1 and T2 are super strongly nonexpansive we learn that

(xn − yn)− (T1xn − T1yn)→ 0 (118a)
(T1xn − T1yn)− (Txn − Tyn)→ 0. (118b)

Adding (118a) and (118b) yields (xn − yn)− (Txn − Tyn) → 0, hence T is super strongly nonex-
pansive as claimed. (ii)–(iv): Proceed similar to the proof of Proposition 7.1(ii)–(iv). �

We now turn to compositions of finitely many mappings each of which is either strongly non-
expansive or its negative is strongly nonexpansive.

Theorem 7.3. Let m ≥ 2, let I = {1, . . . , m}, let J ⊆ I, and let (Ti)i∈I be a family of nonexpansive
mappings from X to X. Suppose that (∀i ∈ I r J) Ti is strongly nonexpansive and that (∀j ∈ J) −Tj is
strongly nonexpansive. Set

T = Tm . . . T1. (119)

Then (−1)|J|T is strongly nonexpansive.

Proof. We proceed by induction on k ∈ {2, . . . , m}. To this end, let us set (∀k ∈ {2, . . . , m})
Jk =

{
j ∈ J

∣∣ j ≤ k
}

. By Proposition 7.1 the claim is true for k = 2. Now assume that, for some
k ∈ {2, . . . , m}, we have (−1)|Jk |Tk . . . T1 is strongly nonexpansive. If Tk+1 is strongly nonexpansive
then |Jk+1| = |Jk| and the conclusion follows by applying Proposition 7.1(i) (respectively Propo-
sition 7.1(iii)) with (T1, T2) replaced by (Tm . . . T1, Tm+1) in the case |Jk| is even (respectively |Jk| is
odd). If−Tk+1 is strongly nonexpansive then |Jk+1| = |Jk|+ 1 and the conclusion follows by apply-
ing Proposition 7.1(ii) (respectively Proposition 7.1(iv)) with (T1, T2) replaced by (Tm . . . T1, Tm+1)
in the case |Jk| is even (respectively |Jk| is odd). �

Theorem 7.4. Let m ≥ 2, let I = {1, . . . , m}, let J ⊆ I, and let (Ti)i∈I be a family of nonexpansive
mappings from X to X. Suppose that (∀i ∈ I r J) Ti is super strongly nonexpansive and that (∀j ∈ J)
−Tj is super strongly nonexpansive. Set

T = Tm . . . T1. (120)

Then (−1)|J|T is super strongly nonexpansive.

Proof. Proceed similar to the proof of Theorem 7.3 but use Proposition 7.2(i)–(iv) instead of Propo-
sition 7.1(i)–(iv). �

We conclude this section with the following result concerning compositions that involve con-
tractions for large distances.

Proposition 7.5. Let m ≥ 2, let I = {1, . . . , m}, let m ∈ I, and let (Ti)i∈I be a family of nonexpansive
mappings from X to X and suppose that Tm is a contraction for large distances. Set

T = Tm . . . T1. (121)

Then T is a contraction for large distances.

26



Proof. Let (x, y) ∈ X × X and let ε > 0. Suppose that ‖x − y‖ ≥ ε. We proceed by induction on
k ∈ {2, . . . , m}. For m = 2 we examine two cases: CASE 1: T1 is a contraction for large distances.
Then (∃βε ∈ ]0, 1[) such that ‖T1x− T1y‖ ≤ βε‖x− y‖. Therefore, because T2 is nonexpansive we
learn that ‖Tx− Ty‖ ≤ ‖T1x− T1y‖ ≤ βε‖x− y‖. CASE 2: T2 is a contraction for large distances.
If ‖T1x − T1y‖ ≥ ε

2 . Then(∃αε ∈ ]0, 1[) such that ‖Tx − Ty‖ ≤ αε/2‖x − y‖. Now suppose that
‖T1x − T1y‖ < ε

2 . Then ‖Tx − Ty‖ ≤ ‖T1x − T1y‖ < ε
2 ≤

1
2‖x − y‖. Setting βε = max{αε/2, 1

2}
proves the claim for m = 2. Now assume that, for some k ∈ {2, . . . , m}, we have Tk . . . T1 is a
contraction for large distances whenever Tk is a contraction for large distances, k ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
Consider the composition Tk+1Tk . . . T1. If (∃k ∈ {1, . . . , k}) such that Tk is a contraction for large
distances then the inductive hypothesis implies that Tk . . . T1 is a contraction for large distances.
Otherwise, Tk+1 must be a contraction for large distances. In both cases the conclusion follows
from applying the base case with (T1, T2) replaced by (Tk . . . T1, Tk+1). The proof is complete. �

8 Application to splitting algorithms

In this section we use our earlier conclusions to obtain stronger and more refined convergence
results for some important splitting methods (see, e.g., [2, Chapter 26]); namely, Peaceman–
Rachford algorithm (see Theorem 8.1(i)(c)–(i)(d)&(ii) below), Douglas–Rachford algorithm (see
Theorem 8.6(ii) below) and forward-backward algorithm (see Theorem 8.7(ii) below).

Let C : X ⇒ X be uniformly monotone and suppose that zer C 6= ∅. Then C is strictly monotone
and it follows from, e.g., [2, Proposition 23.35] that

zer C is a singleton. (122)

Theorem 8.1 (Peaceman–Rachford algorithm). Suppose that A is uniformly monotone. Set T =
RBRA. Let x0 ∈ X and set (∀n ∈N):

xn+1 = Txn, (123a)
yn = JAxn. (123b)

Then the following hold.

(i) Suppose that zer(A + B) 6= ∅. Then we have:
(a) zer(A + B) is a singleton and Fix T 6= ∅.
(b) (∃x ∈ Fix T) (yn)n∈N converges strongly to JAx and zer(A + B) = {JAx}.

If, in addition, B is uniformly monotone then we also have:
(c) T is strongly nonexpansive.
(d) (xn)n∈N converges weakly to x.

(ii) Suppose that A−1 is uniformly monotone. Then we have:
(a) T is a contraction for large distances and (∃x ∈ X) such that Fix T = {x}.
(b) (xn)n∈N converges strongly to x.
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Proof. (i)(a): Applying (122) with C replaced by A + B, we conclude that zer(A + B) is a singleton.
It follows from [2, Proposition 26.1(iii)(b)] that Fix T 6= ∅. (i)(b): This is [2, Proposition 26.13].

(i)(c): It follows from Proposition 3.5 applied to A (respectively B) that −RA and (respec-
tively −RB) is strongly nonexpansive. Consequently, RBRA is strongly nonexpansive by Proposi-
tion 7.1(ii) applied with (T1, T2) replaced by (RA, RB).

(i)(d): Combine (i)(c) with Fact 2.6.

(ii)(a)&(ii)(b): It follows from Theorem 6.3 that RA is a contraction for large distances. Combin-
ing this with Proposition 7.5 applied with (m, T1, T2) replaced by (2, RA, RB) we learn that T is a
contraction for large distances. Now combine this with Proposition 5.5(i)&(ii). �

The assumption that B is uniformly monotone is critical in the conclusion of Theorem 8.1(i)(d)
as we illustrate below.

Example 8.2. Suppose that X 6= {0}. Let A = N{0} and let B ≡ 0. Then A is strongly monotone, hence
uniformly monotone, and B is not uniformly monotone. Moreover, RA = − Id, RB = Id. Consequently
T = RBRA = − Id. Let x0 ∈ X r {0}. Then (∀n ∈N) Tnx0 = (−1)nx0 and (Tnx0)n∈N does not
converge.

The assumption that A−1 is uniformly monotone is critical in the conclusion of Theo-
rem 8.1(ii)(b) as we illustrate below.

Example 8.3. Suppose that X = `2({1, 2, 3, . . . }) with the standard Schauder basis e1 = (1, 0, . . .),
e2 = (0, 1, 0, . . .), and so on. Let A = N{0}, let R : X → X : (x1, x2, . . .) 7→ (0, x1, x2, . . .) (the right
shift operator) and set B = 1

2 (Id−R)−1 − Id. Then A is strongly monotone, hence uniformly monotone.
Moreover, because RB = −R is nonexpansive, we conclude that B is maximally monotone by Fact 2.5.
Observe that A−1 ≡ 0 is not uniformly monotone. Moreover, RA = − Id, RB = −R. Consequently
T = RBRA = R. Let x0 = e1. Then (∀n ∈N) Tnx0 = en+1 and (Tnx0)n∈N = (e1, e2, . . .) converges
weakly but not strongly to 0.

We now turn to Douglas–Rachford algorithm. We recall the following fact.

Fact 8.4. Let T1 : X → X, let T2 : X → X and let λ ∈ ]0, 1[. Set T = (1− λ)T1 + λT2. Suppose that T1
is strongly nonexpansive and that T2 is nonexpansive. Then T is strongly nonexpansive.

Proof. See [12, Proposition 1.3]. �

Proposition 8.5. Let R : X → X and let λ ∈ ]0, 1[. Set T = (1− λ) Id+λR. Suppose that −R is
strongly nonexpansive. Then T is a contraction for large distances.

Proof. Clearly R is nonexpansive. Observe that Fact 8.4 applied with (T1, T2) replaced by (Id, R)
implies that T is strongly nonexpansive. We claim that −T is strongly nonexpansive. Indeed,
applying Fact 8.4 with (T1, T2, λ) replaced by (−R,− Id, 1− λ) implies that −T = (1− λ)(−R) +
λ(− Id) is strongly nonexpansive. Altogether, we conclude that T is a contraction for large dis-
tances in view of Proposition 5.3. �
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Theorem 8.6 (Douglas–Rachford algorithm). Suppose that zer(A + B) 6= ∅. Suppose that A is
uniformly monotone. Set T = 1

2 (Id+RBRA). Let x0 ∈ X and set (∀n ∈N):

xn+1 = Txn, (124a)
yn = JAxn. (124b)

Then zer(A + B) is a singleton, Fix T 6= ∅ and (∃x ∈ Fix T) such that the following hold:

(i) (yn)n∈N converges strongly to y := JAx.
(ii) Suppose that (∃C ∈ {A−1, B−1}) such that C is uniformly monotone.

Then we additionally have:
(a) T is a contraction for large distances and (∃x ∈ X) such that Fix T = {x}.
(b) (xn)n∈N converges strongly to x.

Proof. Applying (122) with C replaced by A + B, we conclude that zer(A + B) 6= ∅ is a singleton.
It follows from [2, Proposition 26.1(iii)(b)] that Fix T 6= ∅. (i): This is [2, Proposition 26.11(vi)(b)].

(ii)(a)&(ii)(b): Suppose that C = A−1. It follows from Theorem 6.3 that RA is a contraction for
large distances. Consequently, T is a contraction for large distances. Now combine with Proposi-
tion 5.5(i)&(ii).

Now suppose that C = B−1. It follows from Proposition 3.5 applied to A (respectively B−1) that
−RA and (respectively RB = −RB−1) is strongly nonexpansive. Consequently, −RBRA is strongly
nonexpansive by Proposition 7.1(ii) applied with (T1, T2) replaced by (RA, RB). Now combine
with Proposition 8.5 applied with (λ, R) replaced by ( 1

2 , RBRA). This proves (i)(c). To show (i)(d),
combine (ii)(a) with Fact 2.6. �

We conclude this section with an application to the forward-backward algorithm.

Theorem 8.7 (Forward-backward algorithm). Let β > 0. Suppose that A is β-cocoercive and that B is
uniformly monotone. Let γ ∈ ]0, 2β[. Set T = JγB(Id−γA). Let x0 ∈ X and set (∀n ∈N):

xn+1 = Txn. (125)

Then the following hold:

(i) zer(A + B) is a singleton
(ii) T is a contraction for large distances.

(iii) (xn)n∈N converges strongly to the unique point in zer(A + B).

Proof. (i): Observe that A + B is maximally monotone by, e.g., [2, Corollary 25.5(i)], and uniformly
monotone. Now combine this with Theorem 4.5(iii) applied with A replaced by A + B.

(ii): Observe that Id−γA is γ/(2β) averaged, hence nonexpansive. Now combine this with
Lemma 4.4(iv) ( applied with A replaced by γA) and Proposition 7.5 applied with (m, T1, T2)
replaced by (2, Id−γA, JγB).

(iii): Combine (ii) and Proposition 5.5(ii). �
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Appendix A

Finer conclusions for Example 6.5. Let g be the inverse function of the function x 7→ x + sin x over the interval]−π−2
2 , π+2

2
[

and let h be the inverse function of the function x 7→ x− sin x over the interval
]−π−2

2 , π+2
2
[
.

Set

A : R→ R : x 7→


x + 1, x ≤ −π−2

4 ;
g(2x)− x, |x| < π+2

4 ;
x− 1, otherwise,

(126)

and set

f : R→ R : x 7→ 1
2


x2 + 2x, x ≤ −π−2

4 ;
2xg(2x)− 1

2 (g(2x))2 + cos(g(2x))− x2 − π+1
2 , |x| < π+2

4 ;
x2 − 2x, otherwise.

(127)

Then
T = RA, (128)

A = f ′, (129)

A−1 : R→ R : x 7→


x− 1, x ≤ −π+2

4 ;
h(2x)− x, |x| < π−2

4 ;
x + 1, otherwise,

(130)

and

f ∗ : R→ R : x 7→ 1
2


x2 − 2x, x ≤ −π+2

4 ;
2xh(2x)− 1

2 (h(2x))2 − cos(g(2x))− x2 + π−1
2 , |x| < π−2

4 ;
x2 + 2x, otherwise.

(131)

Observe that T = RA if and only if A = ((Id+T)/2)−1 − Id. Now

1
2
(Id+T) : R→ R : x 7→ 1

2


x− 1, x ≤ −π

2 ;
x + sin x, |x| < π

2 ;
x + 1, otherwise.

(132)
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Figure 3: A GeoGebra snapshot illustrating Example 6.5. Left: plot of A(x). Right: plot of A−1(x).

Note that 1
2 (Id+T) : R → R is strictly increasing and differentiable, hence continuous. Therefore,

( 1
2 (Id+T))−1 : R → R is strictly increasing and continuous. To this end let (x, y) ∈ R × R. Then

y = ( 1
2 (Id+T))−1(x) if and only if x = 1

2 (y + Ty). If y ≤ −π
2 then x = 1

2 (y − 1). Hence, y = 2x + 1
and x ≤ −π−2

4 . Similarly, if y ≥ π
2 then x = 1

2 (y + 1). Hence, y = 2x − 1 and x ≥ π+2
4 . If y < |π2 | then

x = 1
2 (y + sin y); equivalently, y = g(2x) and |x| ≤ π+2

4 . This proves (128).

We now show that f is an antiderivative of A. The formula for f over the intervals
[

π+2
4 ,+∞

[
and]

−∞,−π+2
4
]

is straightforward. To compute an antidrivative of g(2x)− x we use [19] to learn that∫
(g(2x)− x)dx = 1

2

(
2xg(2x)− (g(x))2

2 + cos(g(2x))− x2
)
+ C. (133)

The continuity of A implies that g(π+2
2 ) = π

2 and g(−π+2
2 ) = −π

2 . This, together with the continuity of f ,
imply that C = −π+1

4 . This proves (129).

To prove (130) proceed similar to the proof of (128) and observe that RA−1 = −T. Analogously, the proof
of (131) is similar to that of (129) by observing that A−1 = ( f ∗)′. �
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Figure 4: A GeoGebra snapshot illustrating Example 6.5. Left: plot of f . Right: plot of f ∗.
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