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Shrinking projection methods for a family of relatively
nonexpansive mappings, equilibrium problems and variational
inequality problems in Banach spaces
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ABSTRACT: In this paper, we prove a strong convergence theorem by the shrinking projection
method for finding a common element of the set of fixed points of a countable family of rel-
atively nonexpansive mappings and the set of solutions of equilibrium problems and the set
of solution of variational inequality problems in Banach spaces. Then, we apply our main the-
orem to the problem of finding a zero of a maximal monotone operator, the complementarity
problems, and the convex feasibility problems.
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1. Introduction

Let E be a real Banach space and let E* be the dual space of E. Let C be a closed convex subset
of E. Let A : C — E* be a mapping. The classical variational inequality, denoted by VI (A,C),
is to find x* € C such that

(1) (Ax*,v—x*) >0 forallv € C.

The variational inequality has emerged as a fascinating and interesting branch of mathematical
and engineering sciences with a wide range of applications in industry, finance, economics,
social, ecology, regional, pure and applied sciences; see, e.g. [9, 22, 33, 35, 37, 40] and the
references therein. An operator A is called a-inverse-strongly monotone [7, 19] if there exists a
positive real number « such that

(Au — Av,u —v) > a||Au — Av|?

forall u,v € C.

In 2008, Iiduka and Takahashi [13] introduce the following algorithm for finding a solution
of the variational inequality for an a-inverse-strongly monotone A in a 2-uniformly convex
and uniformly smooth Banach space E. For an initial point x; = x € C, define a sequence {x, }

by
(2) Xpi1 = ]V (Jxy — AnAxy),
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where | is the duality mapping on E and Ilc is the generalized projection from E onto C. Then
{xn} converges weakly to some element z € VI(A, C) where z = limy, .o [Ty 1(4,¢)Xn-

Let f be a bifunction of C x C into IR, where R is the set of real numbers. The equilibrium
problem is to find x € C such that

3) f(x,y) >0forally € C.

The set of solutions of (3) is denoted by EP(f). Numerous problems in physics, optimization,
and economics reduce to find a solution of (3). In 1997 Combettes and Hirstoaga [12] intro-
duced an iterative scheme of finding the best approximation to initial data when EP(f) is
nonempty and proved a strong convergence theorem. This equilibrium problem contains the
fixed point problem, optimization problem, saddle point problem, variational inequality prob-
lem and Nash equilibrium problem as its special cases (see, e.g., Blum and Oettli [6], Combettes
and Hirstoaga [12]).

A popular method is the hybrid projection method developed in Nakajo and Takahashi
[22], Kamimura and Takahashi [14] and Martinez-Yanes and Xu [20]; see also Matsushita and
Takahashi [21], Plubtieng and Ungchittrakool [25] and references therein. Recently Takahashi,
et al. [34] introduced an alterative projection method, which is called the shrinking projection
method, and they showed several strong convergence theorems for a family of nonexpansive
mappings. In 2008, Takahashi and Zembayashi [36], introduced the following iterative scheme
which is called the shrinking projection method:

xo=x€C, CG=¢C,
Yn =] (an]xn + (1 — ay)JTxy),
4) u, € C such that f(u,,y) + %(y — Uy, Jun — Jyn) >0, Vy € C,

Cn+1 = {Z €Cy: (P(Z/ un) < (P(Z/ xn)}/
xn1 = Ilg,,,x0, Vn > 1,

\

where | is the duality mapping on E and Il is the generalized projection from E onto C. They
proved that the sequence {x;, } converges strongly to g € I1r()ngp(f)X0- Recently, Cholamjiak
[10] introduced a new hybrid projection algorithm and proved a strong convergence theorem
for finding a common element of the set of solutions of the equilibrium problem and the set of
the variational inequality for an inverse-strongly monotone operator and the set of fixed points
of relatively quasinonexpansive mappings in a Banach space.

On the other hand, Aoyama, et al. [1] introduced a Halpern type iterative sequence for
finding a common fixed point of a countable family of nonexpansive mappings. Letx; = x € C
and

5) Xpi1 = X + (1 — ay) Tuxy

for all n € IN, where C is a nonempty closed convex subset of a Banach space, {«,} is a
sequence in [0, 1] and { T}, } is a sequence of nonexpansive mappings with some condition. They
proved that {x, } defined by (5) converges strongly to a common fixed point of {T, }. Recently,
Nakajo et al. [23] introduced the more general condition so-called the NST*-condition. A
sequence { T, } is said to satisfy the NST*-condition if for every bounded sequence {z,} in C,

lim ||z, — Tyzyn|| = lim ||z, — zy41|| = 0 implies wy(z,) C F.
n—oo n—oo
where F is the set of common fixed point of {T,,} and wy(z,) = {z : 3z,, — z} denotes

the weak w-limit set of {z,}. They also prove strong convergence theorems by the hybrid
method for families of mappings in a uniformly convex Banach space E whose norm is Gateaux
differentiable.

Motivated and inspired by Takahashi and Zembayashi [36] and Cholamjiak [10], this paper
is organized as follows. In section 2, we present some basic concepts and useful lemmas for
proving the convergence result of this paper. In section 3, we introduce an iterative processes
(15) below for finding a common element of the set of fixed points of a countable family of
relatively nonexpansive mappings and the set of solutions of equilibrium problems and the set
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of solution of variational inequality problem. Then, we prove a strong convergence theorem.
Moreover, we obtain corollary which extend the result of Takahashi and Zembayashi [36]. In
section 4, we apply our main theorems to the problem of finding a zero of a maximal monotone
operator, the complementarity problems, and the convex feasibility problems.

2. Preliminaries

Let E be a real Banach space and let S = {x € E : ||x|| = 1} be the unit sphere of E. A Banach
space E is said to be strictly convex if for any x,y € S,

6) x # y implies HXTWII <1

It is also said to be uniformly convex if for each ¢ € (0,2], there exists 6 > 0 such that for any

X,y €S,

X+y
2

It is known that a uniformly convex Banach space is reflexive and strictly convex. We define a
function § : [0,2] — [0,1], is called the modulus of convexity of E, as follows:

(7) |x —y|| > ¢ implies || | <1-29.

X+y
2
Then E is uniformly convex if and only if 6(¢) > 0 for all e € (0, 2]. Let p be a fixed real number
with p > 2. A Banach space E is said to be p-uniformly convex if there exists a constant ¢ > 0
such that é(e) > ce? for all € € [0,2]; see [4, 5, 32] for more details. A Banach space E is said to

be smooth if the limit
o L ety
t—0 t

(8) 6(e) = inf{1 — | I:xy € E x| =yl =1, [lx = yll = ¢}

exists for all x,y € S. It is also said to be uniformly smooth if the limit (9) is attained uniformly
for x,y € S. One should note that no Banach space is p-uniformly convex for 1 < p < 2; see
[32]. It is well known that a Hilbert space is 2-uniformly convex, uniformly smooth. For each
p > 1, the generalized duality mapping J, : E — 2E is defined by

(10) Jp(x) = {x" € E*: {x,x") = ||x[|P, [|x*[| = |x[["~"}

forall x € E. In particular, | = |5 is called the normalized duality mapping. If E is a Hilbert space,
then | = I, where I is the identity mapping. It is also known that if E is uniformly smooth,
then | is uniformly norm-to-norm continuous on each bounded subset of E. See [30, 31] for
more details.

Lemma 2.1. [5] Let p be a given real number with p > 2 and E a p-uniformly convex Banach space.
Then, for all x,y € E, jx € J,(x) and j, € J,(y),

. cP
(11) = vijx = o) 2 gy ¥ = vl
where ], is the generalized duality mapping of E and L is the p-uniformly convexity constant of E.
Let E be a smooth Banach space. The function ¢ : E x E — R is defined by

(12) ¢(x,y) = llxlI* = 2(x, Jy) + [ly|I*

for all x,y € E. In a Hilbert space H, we have ¢(x,y) = ||x — y||? forall x,y € H.
It is obvious from the definition of the function ¢ that

@ (yll = l1xID* < oy, x) < (lyll + l1x1)%,
(2) ¢(x,y) = ¢(x,2) + ¢(z,y) +2{x —2, ]z — Jy),
@) ¢(x,y) = (x, Jx = Jy) + (v = x Jy) < |[x[l[lJx = Jyll + lly — x[[lly],
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forall x,y,z € E. Let E be a strictly convex, smooth, and reflexive Banach space, and let | be
the duality mapping from E into E*. Then | —1isalso single-valued, one-to-one, and surjective,
and it is the duality mapping from E* into E. We make use of the following mapping V studied
in Alber [2]:

(13) V(e xt) = [l = 20x, x%) + |22

for all x € E and x* € E*. In other words, V(x,x*) = ¢(x,J 1 (x*)) for all x € E and x* € E*.
For each x € E, the mapping V(x,-) : E* — R is a continuous and convex function from E*
into R.

Lemma 2.2. [14] Let E be a uniformly convex and smooth Banach space and let {y,}, {z,} be two
sequences of E. If ¢(yu, zn) — 0 and either {y,} or {z,} is bounded, then y, — z,, — 0.

Lemma 2.3. [2, 14] Let E be a a smooth, strictly convex, and reflexive Banach space and let V be as in
(13). Then

V(xx*) +2(7 () — x,y) < V(xat )
forall x € Eand x*,y* € E*.

Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a smooth, strictly convex, and reflexive Banach
space E, for any x € E, there exists a point xg € C such that ¢(xo, x) = min,cc ¢(y, x). The
mapping IIc : E — C defined by Ilcx = xp is called the generalized projection [2, 14]. The
following are well-known results. For example, see [2, 14].

Lemma 2.4. [2, 14] Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a smooth Banach space E, let x € E,
and let xg € C. Then, xo = Icx if and only if (xo —y, Jx — Jxo) = 0 forally € C.

Lemma 2.5. [2, 14] Let E be a reflexive, strictly convex and smooth Banach space, let C be a nonempty
closed convex subset of E and let x € E. Then ¢(y,I1cx) + ¢(Tlcx, x) < ¢p(y, x) forally € C.

Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a smooth, strictly convex, and reflexive Banach
space E, let T be a mapping from C into itself, and let F(T) be the set of all fixed points of T.
Then a point p € C is said to be an asymptotic fixed point of T (see Reich [27]) if there exists a
sequence {x,} in C converging weakly to p and lim,,_,« ||x, — Tx,|| = 0. We denote the set of
all asymptotic fixed points of T by F(T) and we say that T is a relatively nonexpansive mapping
if the following conditions are satisfied:

(R1) F(T) is nonempty;

(R2) ¢(u, Tx) < ¢p(u,x) forallu € F(T) and x € C;

(R3) F(T) = F(T).

Lemma 2.6. [21] Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a smooth, strictly convex, and reflexive
Banach space E , and let T be a relatively nonexpansive mapping from C into itself. Then F(T) is closed
and convex.

Lemma 2.7. [39] Let E be a uniformly convex Banach space and B,(0) = {x € E : ||x|| < r} bea
closed ball of E. Then there exists a continuous strictly increasing convex function g : [0,00) — [0, o)
with g(0) = 0 such that

(14) It + (1= B)y[I* < tllx]> + 11 = By [I* — 1 = D)g(llx — y]),
forall x,y € B,(0) and t € [0,1].

Lemma 2.8. [26] Let C be a closed convex subset of a smooth Banach space E and let x,y € E. Then
the set K :=={v € C: ¢(v,y) < ¢(v,x)} is closed and convex.

For solving the equilibrium problem for a bifunction f : C x C — R, let us assume that f
satisfies the following conditions:

(Al) f(x,x) =0forallx € C;

(A2) fis monotone, i.e., f(x,y)+ f(y,x) <0 forallx,y € C;

(A3) foreach x,y,z € C, limyo f(tz+ (1 —t)x,y) < f(x,y);

(A4) foreach x € C,y — f(x,y) is convex and lower semicontinuous.
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Lemma 2.9. [6] Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a smooth, strictly convex and reflexive
Banach space E and let f be a bifunction of C x C into R satisfying (A1)-(A4). Let r > 0 and x € E.
Then, there exists z € C such that

f(z,y)—l—%(y—z,]z—]x} > 0forally € C.

Lemma 2.10. [36] et C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a uniformly smooth, strictly convex and
reflexive Banach space E and let f be a bifunction of C x C into R satisfying (A1)-(A4). For r > 0 and
x € E, define a mapping T, : H — C as follows:

1
T,(x) ={zeC: f(z,y)+ ;(y—z,]z — Jx) > 0,Vy € C}
orall z € H. Then, the following hold:
for all hen, the following hold
(1) T; is single- valued;
(2) T, is firmly nonexpansive-type mapping, i.e., for any x,y € E,
(Trx =Ty, JTyx — JToy) < (Tox — Ty, Jx — Jy)

(3) F(Ty) = EP(f);
(4) EP(f) is closed and convex.

Lemma 2.11. [36] Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a smooth, strictly convex and reflexive
Banach space E, let f be a bifunction of C x C into R satisfying (A1)-(A4) and let r > 0. Then, for all
x € Eand q € F(Ty),

¢, Trx) + ¢(Trx, x) < ¢(q, %)
An operator A of C into E* is said to be hemicontinuous if for all x,y € C, the mapping F

of [0,1] into E* defined by F(t) = A(tx + (1 — t)y) is continuous with respect to the weak*
topology of E*. We define the normal cone for C at a point v € C, Nc(v) by

Nc(v) ={x* € E*: (v—y,x*) >0, Vy € C}.

Lemma 2.12. [28] Let C be a closed convex subset of a Banach space E, and let A be a monotone,
hemicontinuous operator of C into E*. Let T, C E X E* be an operator defined as follows:

Av+ Ncov, veC;
Tev — .
Q, otherwise.

Then T, is maximal monotone and T, 0 = VI(A,C).

Throughout the paper, we will use the notations:

(1) — for strong convergence.
(2) ww(xy) = {x: 3x,, — x} denotes the weak w-limit set of {x, }.

3. Main result

In this section, we prove the strong convergence theorems for finding a common element of
the set of solutions of equilibrium problem, the set of the solutions of the variational inequality
problem and the set of fixed point of a countable family of relatively nonexpansive mappings
in Banach spaces by using the hybrid method in mathematical programming.

Theorem 3.1. Let C be a closed convex subset of a 2-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
space E. Let f be a bifunction from C x C — R satisfying (A1)-(A4) and let A be an a-inverse strongly
monotone of E into E* such that ||Ay|| < ||Ay — Aul| forally € Cand u € VI(A,C). Let {T,}
be a family of relatively nonexpansive mappings of C into itself such that satisfies the NST*-condition



102 S. Plubtieng, and T. Thammathiwat / Journal of Nonlinear Analysis and Optimization 1 (2010), 97-110

and F := N F(T,) NEP(f) NVI(A,C) # @. For an initial point xo € E with x; = Tlc,xo and
Cy = C, define a sequence {x, } as follows:

p

Zy = HC]il(]xn - /\nAxn)/

Yn = ]_1(0‘11]3511 + (1 - “n)]Tnzn)/

(15) u, € Csuch that f(u,y) + %(y — Uy, Juy — Jyn) >0, Vy € C,
Cor1 ={z€Cp:¢(z,un) < P(z,x4)},

xn1 = Ilg,,,x0, Vn >'1

where | is the duality mapping on E. Assume that {a,} C [0,1],{A,} C (0,00) and {r,} C (0,0)
satisfying the retrictions

(C1) liminf, e ay(1 —ay,) >0,

(C2) {rn} C [s,0) for some s > 0,

(C3) {An} C [a,b] for some a, b with 0 < a < b < S~ where L is the 2-uniformly convexity of E.

Then the sequence {x, } and {u,} converge strongly to q = pro.

Proof. Step 1. Show that ITrxg and Ilc,,, xo are well-defined.

It is obvious that VI(A, C) is closed convex subset of C. Thus, it follows form Lemma 2.6 and
Lemma 2.10 that @ # F = N F(T,) NEP(f) N VI(A,C) is closed and convex. This implies
that I'Trxg is well-defined. Now we claim that F C C, and C,, is closed convex for all n € IN
.Obvious that F C C = C; is closed and convex. So x1 = Il¢, xq is well-defined. Next, suppose
that F C Cy and C; is closed convex for some k € IN. Thus x; = Ilc, xg is well-defined. We note
from Lemma 2.8 that Cy, is closed and convex. Consequently, C, is closed and convex for all
n € N. Setv, = ] *(Jx, — AyAx,) and u, = T,,y,. For u € F C Cy, we know from Lemma 2.3
and Lemma 2.5 that

¢o(u,ze) = ¢(u,Tcvy)

< ¢, Uk)
¢(u, ] (Jxe — ArAxy))
V(u, ]xk — ArAx)
< V(uw, (Jxe — AeAxi) + MeAxie) — 271 (T — AeAxi) — t, AeAxy)
= V(u, Jxp) — 2A{vx — u, Axg)
(16) = ¢(u,xx) — 20 (xx — u, Axg) + 2(vp — X, —AAxg).
Since u € VI(A,C) and A is an a-inverse strongly monotone, we have
20 {xp —u, Axg) = —2A(xp — u, Axp — Auy — 2A(x; — u, Au)
(17) < —2aA||Axg — Aul?.

Using Lemma 2.1 and ||Ay|| < ||Ay — Aul| forally € Cand u € VI(A,C), we obtain
2(vg — xp, —MAxe) = 2(] (e — AkAx) — ] H(Jxx), —AeAx)

< 20]J (T — AkAxi) = T () || | Ak Axe|
4 _ _
< ST U = AeAxe) = JT7H (x| [ Ak A
4
< 6—2}\%”Axku2
(18) < é)&%HAxk—AuHZ.

Replacing (17) and (18) into (16), we have

(19) Pt26) < plot 1) + 20 Ak — )| Axi — Aul® < pla, )
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By convexity of || - ||> and (19) , for each u € F C Ci, we obtain
¢lu,u) = ¢(u, Try)

< ¢(uyx)

= ¢, ] (o] xi+ (1 — ) Tize))

= Jull® = 204 (u, Jx) — 2(1 — ) (u, J Tezie) + oo + (1 — ) J Teze ||

< ull* = 20w, Jxi) — 2(1 = ae) (u, J Tiezie) + ol x| + (1 — o) |1 Tz
= oxp(u, xr) + (1 — ap)p(u, Trzx)

< o, x) + (1 — o) p(u, zi)

< o, xi) + (1 — o) p(u, xi)

(20) = 4’(“/ xk)'

This show that u € Cy;1 and so F C Cy1. Consequently, @ # F C C,and C, closed convex for
all n > 1. This implies that Ilc, xo for all n > 1 is well-defined.

Step 2. Show that limy, .« ¢(x;, Xo) exists and limy,—co || X41 — Xn|| = limy—eo ||Xn — uy|| = 0.
Since x, = Ilc,xo, it follows from Lemma 2.5 that
(21) G (xn,x0) < p(u,x0) — (U, x,) < (1, x0) forall u € Cy.

From step 2 and (21), we get
(22) $(xn,x0) < ¢p(u,x0) forall u € F and for all n € IN.

Therefore {¢(x,, x)} is bounded and hence {x,} is bounded by (1). From x, = Il¢, xo and
Xp+1 € Cyy1 C Cy, we have

(23) ¢(xu, x0) = minyec,d(y, x0) < ¢(xn41,x0) forall n € IN.

Hence {¢(x,, x0)} is bounded and nondecreasing. This implies that there exists the limit of
{¢(xn, x0)}. It follows form Lemma 2.5 that

(24) cP(an,xn) = ‘P(anrHCnxO) < 4’(xn+1,x0) - ‘P(l—ICnxOr xO) = 4’(xn+1/x0) — ¢(xn, x0),
for all n € IN. Thus, we have

(25) lim ¢(xy41,xn) = 0.

n—oo

Since x,41 = Il x0 € Cy41, it follows from the definition of C,, 1 that

n+1
(26) (P(anrl/ un) < 47(xn+1/ xn) — 0.
By Lemma 2.2, 25 and 26, we note that

(27) lim ||x,11 — x| = lim ||x,41 — uy|| = lim [|x, — u,|| = 0.
n—oo n—oo n—oo

Since | is uniformly norm-to-norm continuous on bounded subset, we also obtain

(28) Bim [|Jtg 11— [ = Jim || = Jua]| = 0.

Step 3. Show that {x,} is a Cauchy sequence.
Since x,,, = Ilc,xo € Cy, C C,, for m > n, it follows from Lemma 2.5 that

29)  ¢(xm, xn) = ¢(xm, e, x0) < ¢(xm, x0) — ¢(Ilc,x0, x0) = ¢(xm, X0) — P(xn, X0).

Taking m, n — oo, we obtain that ¢(x,,, x,) — 0. From Lemma 2.2, implies that lim, ,, —co || X —
xn|| = 0. Hence {x, } is a Cauchy sequence and so by the completeness of E and the closedness
of C, we can assume that x, — g € Casn — oo.

Step 4. Show that g € N F(Ty).
Since {x, } and {T}} are bounded, there exists r > 0 such thatr = sup,,,{||xx||, || Tx||}. Then, it
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follows from (19), (20) and Lemma 2.7 that there exists a continuous strictly increasing convex
function g : [0, 0) — [0 c0) with ¢(0) = 0 such that
fn

P(u,uy) < H”H2 Wt Jxn) — 2(1 — o) (u, JTyzn) + |lanJxn + (1 — “n)]TnanZ
< H“”z n<” Jxn) = 2(1 — ay)(u, JTuzn) + “nHIanZ +(1— “n)H]TnZnHZ
—an (1 — an)g([|Jxn — JTuznl|)
= wnp(u, xn) + (1 — wn)p(u, Tuzn) — an(1 — an)g(|Jxn — JTuzull)
< wnp(u, xn) + (1 —an)p(u,z0) — (1 — an)g([|Jxn — JTuzul|)
< anp(u,xn) + (1 —an) g (u,xn)+2/\n(§2)\n — ) || Axi — Aul]
—an (1= an)g([|Jxn — JTuznl|)
2
= ¢(u,xn) +2(1 - “n)An(CﬁAn — ) [ Axy — Aul* — a0 (1 — an)g([|Jxn — JTuzal|)
(30) < ¢(u,xn) — an(1— an)g([|Jxn — JTuznl|)-
This implies that

wn (1= an)g(lJxn — JTuznl) < (1, xn) — p(u, un)

enl| = anl® = 24, Jotn = Juun)

(31) <l = wnl[ (el + ) 4 2] 120 — Jun .

Using (27), (28), (31) and (C1), we get limy, o §(||Jxn — JTuzn||) = 0. By the property of g, we
have lim, e ||Jxy — JTyzx|| = 0. Since J and ]! are uniformly norm-to-norm continuous on
bounded subset, it follows that

(32) nlgr(}o [ — Tuzn|| = nlgr(}o ||]_1(]xn) - ]_1(]Tnzn)|| =0

Again by 30, we have

2a(a — 5b)|| A~ AulP < o1, %) — (11, 1)

1_(Xn

1
(33) < 7o Wl = [l [ [l [) 21 f[ 1[0 = T 1)
n
It follows from (27), (28), (33) and (C1), we get that
(34) r}molo |Axy — Aul| = 0.

From Lemma 2.3, Lemma 2.5 and (18), we have
47(xn1 Zn) = (P(xnz HCUn)

< ¢(xn,0n)
¢(xn, ] (Jxn — AuAxn))
V(xp, Jxn — AnAxy)
< V(o (Jxn — AnAxy) + ApAxy) — 2(] H(Jxy — AyAxy) — X, AnAxy,)
V(xpn, Jxn) — 2A0 {0y — Xn, Axy)
$(xn, x0) +2(Vy — Xp, —AnAxy)
35) < SA0Ax — AulP.

By Lemma 2.2, (35) and ] is uniformly norm-to-norm continuous on bounded subset, we note
that

36 Jim [, = 2,] = lim [[Jx, = J2u| = 0.
Since x, — gasn — oo, z, — g as n — co. Combining (27), (32) and (36), we also obtain

| Tuzn — zall < ||xn — zull + | Tuzn — xal| — 0,
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and hence
1Zn1 = 2l < [lzns1 = Xngall + 121 = xal + [lxn — 2zal| — 0.
Since {T),} satisfies the NST*-condition, we have g € N%°_F(T;).
Step 5. Show that g € EP(f).
From (20) and Lemma 2.11, we have

¢un,yn) = ¢(Tr,Yn Yn)

< ¢, yn) — ¢(u, Ty, yn)

< ¢(u,xn) — ¢, Ty, yn)
(37) = ¢o(u,xn) — ¢(u,up).
It follows from (31) that limy,—.c ¢ (s, y») = 0. Hence, by Lemma 2.2, we note that lim,, . ||ty —
Yu|| = 0. Since ] is uniformly norm-to-norm continuous on bounded subset and (C2), we get
8) e R
Using (A2), we note that, foreachy € C,

Iy =l PP > 2y )
> —f(uny)

(39) > f(y, un).

It follows from (A4) and u, — q that f(y,q) < Oforally € C. Foreach0 <t <landy € C,
we define y; = ty + (1 — t)g. Hence y; € C and therefore f(y,q) < 0. From (A1), we obtain
0= flyny) < tf(yny) + A=) f(yr,q) < tf(yry). Thus, f(y,y) > 0 and so from (A3) we
get f(q,y) > 0. Since y is arbitrary element in C, we get g € EP(f).

Step 6. Show that g € VI(A,C).
Define T, C E x E* be as in Lemma 2.12 and let (v, w) € G(T,). Then w — Av € N¢(v). Since
zn € C and by definition of N¢(v), it follows that

(40) (v —2zy,w— Av) > 0.

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.5, we obtain

(41) (v —zy, L”A_ Jzn Ax,) <0,
n

Combining (40) and (41), we have
(v—zy,w) > (v—2z, Av)
Jxn — Jzn

> (v—2zy, Av) + (v —zn,T ~ Axy)
= <U—Zn,AU—Axn>+<v—zn,]x”A¢>
= (v—2zy, Av— Azy) + (v — 24, Az, _n Axy)
+<v—zn,]x”/\_n]‘2”>
> —Hv—an”Z"_"””—||v_zn||”]’“{;fz"H
(42) S 7 k) W 3 1
a a

where M = sup,.,{||v — z.||}. By taking the limit as n — oo and from (36), we note that

(v —g,w) > 0. Since T, is maximal monotone and T, 10 = VI(A, C), we obtain g € VI(A,C).
Step 7. Show that g = ITrxo.

Since x, = Il¢,xp and F C C, for all n € IN, we obtain that

(43) (Jxo — Jxu,xy —uy >0 Yu € F.
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Taking the limit as n — oo in (43), we get
(44) (Jxo —Jq,9 —u) >0 Yu € F.

By Lemma 2.4, we can conclude that g = I'Irxg. This completes the proof. U

Setting T, = T for allm € IN and A = 0 in Theorem 3.1, we have following result.

Corollary 3.2. [36] Let C be a closed convex subset of a 2-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth
Banach space E. Let f be a bifunction from C x C — R satisfying (A1)-(A4) and let T be a relatively
nonexpansive mappings of C into itself F := F(T) N EP(f) # @. Assume that {a,} C [0,1] satisfy
liminf, ey (1 — ay) > 0and {r,} C [s,00) for some s > 0. Then the sequence {x, } generated by
(4) converge strongly to q = Ilpxo.

Proof. Since F(T) = F(T), it follows that T satisfies the NST*-condition which is the desired
result. O

Remark 3.3. It would be interesting to investigate convergent sequence when the countable
family of relatively nonexpansive mappings of C into C is a semgroup, which is abelian or
amenable. See: [17, 18].

4. Applications

4.1. Complementarity problems

Let K be a nonempty, closed convex cone in E, A an operator of K into E*. We define its polar
in E* to be the set

(45) K*={y* € E*: (x,y*) > 0,Vx € K}.

Then the element u € K is called a solution of the complementarity problem if
(46) Au € K*, (u, Au) = 0.

The set of solutions of the complementarity problem is denoted by C(K, A).

Theorem 4.1. Let K be a closed convex subset of a 2-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
space E. Let f be a bifunction from K x K — R satisfying (A1)-(A4) and let A be an a-inverse strongly
monotone of E into E* such that || Ay|| < ||Ay — Aul| forally € Kand u € C(K, A). Let {T,} bea
family of relatively nonexpansive mappings of K into itself such that satisfies the NST*-condition and
F:=nNY F(T,) NEP(f) NC(K, A) # @. For an initial point xo € E with x; = Ik, xo and K; = K,
define a sequence {x, } as follows:

Zy = HK]il(]xn - AnAxn),

Yn = ]_1(“71]3511 + (1 - “n)]Tnzn)l

(47) un € Csuch that f(un,y) + 3=y — tn, Jun = Jyn) >0, Vy €K,
Cor1 ={z€Cp:¢(z,un) < P(z,x4)},

xn1 = Ilg,,,x0, Vn >1

where | is the duality mapping on E. Assume that {«,} C [0,1],{A,} C (0,00) and {r,} C (0,00)
satisfying the condition (C1)-(C3) of Theorem 3.1. Then the sequence {x, } and {u,} converge strongly
to g = Ilrx.

Proof. As in the proof of Takahashi [Lemma 7.11, [30]], we note that VI(K,A) = C(K, A).
Hence, we obtain the desired result. O
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4.2. Approximation of a zero of a maximal monotone operator

Let B be a multivalued operator from E to E* with domain D(B) = {z € E : Az # @} and
range R(B) = U{Bz : z € D(B)}. An operator B is said to be monotone if (x; — x2,y1 —y2) > 0
for each x; € D(B) and y; € Ax;, i = 1,2. A monotone operator B is said to be maximal if its
graph G(B) = {(x,y) : y € Ax} is not properly contained in the graph of any other monotone
operator. We know that if B is a maximal monotone operator, then B~1(0) is closed and convex.
Let E be a reflexive, strictly convex and smooth Banach space, and let B be a monotone operator
from E to E*, we known from Rockafellar [28] that B is maximal if and only if R(] +rB) = E*
forallr > 0. Let J, : E — D(B) defined by J, = (J +rB) '] and such a J, is called the resolvent
of B. We know that J, is a relatively nonexpansive; see [21] and B~1(0) = F(J,) for all r > 0;
see [30, 31] for more detalils.

Theorem 4.2. Let C be a closed convex subset of a 2-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
space E. Let f be a bifunction from C x C — R satisfying (A1)-(A4) and let A be an a-inverse strongly
monotone of E into E* such that ||Ay|| < ||Ay — Au|| forally € Cand u € VI(A,C). Let Bbea
maximal monotone operator of E into E* such that F :== B~1(0) N EP(f) N VI(A,C) # @. For an
initial point xo € E with x1 = Ilc,xo and C; = C, define a sequence {x, } as follows:

Zp = HC]_l(]xn - AnAxn)/
Yn = I_l(an]xn + (1 - “n)]]ty,zn)/

(48) u, € Csuch that f(u,,y) + %(y — Uy, Juy — Jyn) >0, Vy € C,
Co1 =1{z€Cp:P(z,un) < P(z,%0)},
Xn+1 = HConOr Vn > 1

where [ is the duality mapping on E and ], is the resolvent of B. Assume that {a,} C [0,1], {A4} C
(0,00) and {rn},{ta} C (0, 00) satisfying the retrictions

(C1) liminf, e ay (1 —ay,) >0,

(C2) {ru}, {tn} C [s,00) for somes >0,

(C3) {Au} C [a,b] for some a,bwith0 < a <b < CZT”‘ where L is the 2-uniformly convexity of E.
Then the sequence {x, } and {u,} converge strongly to g = ITxy.

Proof. As in the proof of Nakajo et. al. [Theorem 4.2, [24]], we get that {];, } satisfies the NST*-
condition. Hence, we obtain the desired result. Il

4.3. Convex feasibility problems

Let I be a countable set and C; be a nonempty closed convex subset of a Banach space E such
that C := N;¢;C; # @. Then we are concerned with the convex feasibility problem (CEP)

finding an x € C.

This problem is a frequently appearing problem in diverse areas of mathematical and physical
sciences. There is a considerable investigation on (CFP) in the framework of Hilbert spaces
which captures applications in various disciplines such as image restoration [11, 15, 16, 38],
computer tomography [29], and radiation theraphy treatment planning [8]. In computer to-
mography with limited data, in which an unknown image has to be reconstructed from a priori
knowledge and from measured results, each piece of information gives a constraint which in
turn, gives rise to a convex set C; to which the unknown image should belong (see [3]). It fol-
lows from Lemma 2.5 that the generalized projection Ilc is a relatively nonexpansive mapping.
Then we get the following result by Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 4.3. Let C be a closed convex subset of a 2-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
space E and let {Q;}icr be a family of nonempty closed convex subset of C. Let f be a bifunction
from C x C — R satisfying (A1)-(A4) and let A be an w-inverse strongly monotone of E into E*
such that ||Ay|| < ||Ay — Au|| forally € Cand u € VI(A,C). Let Q = Ny # @ and
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F:=QNEP(f)NVI(A,C) # @. For an initial point xo € E with x; = Ilc,xog and C; = C, define
a sequence {x, } as follows:

zn = ]V (Jx, — AnAxy),
Yn = ]71(“?1]3(71 +(1—ay ]HQi(n)Z”)’

(49) u, € Csuch that f(u,,y) + %(y — Uy, Jun — Jyn) >0, Vy € C,
Cor1={z€Cp:9(z,un) < P(z,x4)},
Xne1 = Ilg,,,x0, Vn >1

where ] is the duality mapping on E and Ilo,  is the generalized projection from E into () and

the index mapping i : N U {0} — I satisfies for each i € I, there exists M; > 0, foralln € N U
{0},i € {i(n),...,i(n + M; —1)}. Assume that {a,} C [0,1],{An} C (0,00) and {r,} C (0, 00)
satisfying the condition (C1)-(C3) of Theorem 3.1. Then the sequence {x, } and {u,} converge strongly
to g = Ilrxo.

Proof. We shall show that {Ilo, , } satisfies the NST*-condition. Let T, = Ilo,, and {z,} be

bounded sequence in E such that lim, .« ||zy+1 — zu|| = limy—e ||zn — Tuzn|| = 0. Suppose
that z,, — z. Fixed i € I. There exists a strictly increasing sequence {px} C IN U {0} such that

n < Pk <n+M;+1and i(pk),(Vk c ]NU{O}).

Then we have,
n+M;—1
||Zpk =z || < Z 2141 =z
l:nk
for all k € IN U {0} which implies that z,, — z. From ||z, — Ty, zp,|| — 0, we get Ty, z,, =
In,zp, — z. Soz € ), Viand hence z € ). This implies that wy(zn) C Q. By Theorem 3.1,
we obtain the result. O
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