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Abstract. In this paper, we propose an iterative algorithm for finding the common element of solution set
of a split equilibrium problem and common fixed point set of a finite family of asymptotically nonexpansive
mappings in Hilbert space. The strong convergence of this algorithm is proved.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper, let R denote the set of all real numbers,N denote the set of all positive integer
numbers, H be a real Hilbert space and C be a nonempty closed convex subset of H. Let T : C → C be a
mapping. If there exists a sequence {kn} ⊂ [1,∞) with limn→∞ kn = 1 such that

‖Tnx − Tny‖ ≤ kn‖x − y‖, ∀x, y ∈ C,

we call T an asymptotically nonexpansive mapping. If kn ≡ 1, then T is said to be a nonexpansive mapping.
The set of fixed points of T is denoted by Fix(T).

Let F : C × C→ R be a bifunction. The equilibrium problem for F is to find z ∈ C such that

F(z, y) ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ C. (1.1)

The set of all solutions of (1.1) is denoted by EP(F), i.e.,

EP(F) = {z ∈ C : F(z, y) ≥ 0,∀y ∈ C}.

Many problems in physics, optimization, and economics can be reduced to find the solution of (1.1); see
[1–4]. In 1997, Combettes and Hirstoaga [5] introduced an iterative scheme of finding the solution of (1.1)
under the assumption that EP(F) is non-empty. Later on, many iterative algorithms are considered to find
the element of Fix(S) ∩ EP(F); see [6–8].

Recently, some new problems called split variational inequality problems are considered by some
authors. Censor et al. [9] initially studied this class of split variation inequality problems. Let H1 and H2
be two real Hilbert spaces. Given the operators f : H1 → H1 and 1 : H2 → H2, bounded linear operator
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A : H1 → H2, and nonempty closed convex subsets C ⊂ H1 and Q ⊂ H2, the split variational inequality
problem is formulated as follows:

find a point x∗ ∈ C such that 〈 f (x∗), x − x∗〉 ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ C

and such that
y∗ = Ax∗ ∈ Q solves 〈1(y∗), y − y∗〉 ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ Q.

After investigating the algorithm of Censor et al., Moudafi [10] introduced a new iterative scheme to
solve the following split monotone variational inclusion:

find x∗ ∈ H1 such that 0 ∈ f (x∗) + B1(x∗)

and such that
y∗ = Ax∗ ∈ H2 sovles 0 ∈ 1(y∗) + B2(y∗),

where B1 : Hi → 2Hi is a set-valued mappings for i = 1, 2.
In 2013, Kazmi and Rizvi [11] considered a new class of split problem called split equilibrium problem.

Let F1 : C × C→ R and F2 : Q ×Q→ R be two bifunctions and A : H1 → H2 be a bounded linear operator.
The split equilibrium problem is to find x∗ ∈ C such that

F1(x∗, x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ C, (1.2)

and such that
y∗ = Ax∗ ∈ Q sovles F2(y∗, y) ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ Q. (1.3)

The set of all solutions of (1.2) and (1.3) is denoted by Ω, i.e., Ω = {z ∈ C : z ∈ EP(F1) such that Az ∈ EP(F2)}.
On split equilibrium problem, the interested author also may refer to [12, 13] in which the author gave

an iterative algorithm to find the common element of sets of solutions of the split equilibrium problem and
hierarchical fixed point problem.

To the knowledge of author, the split equilibrium problems and fixed point problems for asymptotically
nonexpansive mappings have not been investigated in literature by far. In this paper, inspired by the
results in [11–13], we propose an iterative algorithm to find the common element of solution sets of a
split equilibrium problem and common fixed points set of a finite family of asymptotically nonexpansive
mappings in Hilbert spaces and prove the strong convergence for the algorithm.

2. Preliminaries

Let H be a Hilbert space and C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. For each point x ∈ H,
there exists a unique nearest point of C, denoted by PCx, such that ‖x − PCx‖ ≤ ‖x − y‖ for all y ∈ C. Such a
PC is called the metric projection from H onto C. It is well known that PC is a firmly nonexpansive mapping
from H onto C, i.e.,

‖PCx − PCy‖2 ≤ 〈PCx − PCy, x − y〉, ∀x, y ∈ H.

Further, for any x ∈ H and z ∈ C, z = PCx if and only if

〈x − z, z − y〉 ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ C.

A mapping A : C→ H is called an α-inverse strongly monotone if there exists α > 0 such that

〈x − y,Ax − Ay〉 ≥ α‖Ax − Ay‖2, ∀x, y ∈ H.

For each λ ∈ (0, 2α], I − λA is a nonexpansive mapping of C into H; see [14].
Consider the following variational inequality on inverse strongly monotone mapping A:

find u ∈ C such that 〈v − u,Au〉 ≥ 0, ∀v ∈ C.
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The set of solutions of the variational inequality is denoted by VI(C,A). It is know that u ∈ VI(C,A)⇔ u =
PC(u − λAu) for any λ > 0.

Let S : C → C be a mapping. It is known that S is nonexpansive if and only if the complement I − S is
1
2 -inverse strongly monotone; see [15]. Let T : C→ C be an asymptotically nonexpansive mapping with the
sequence {kn}. Then for any (x, x̂) ∈ C × Fix(T), we have

‖Tnx − x‖2 ≤ 2〈x − Tnx, x − x̂〉 + (k2
n − 1)‖x − x̂‖2,∀n ∈N, (2.1)

which is obtained directly from the following

k2
n‖x − x̂‖2 ≥ ‖Tnx − Tnx̂‖2 = ‖Tnx − x̂‖2 = ‖Tnx − x + (x − x̂)‖2

= ‖Tnx − x‖2 + ‖x − x̂‖2 + 2〈Tnx − x, x − x̂〉.

Let F be a bifunction of C × C into R satisfying the following conditions:

(A1) F(x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ C;
(A2) F is monotone, i.e., F(x, y) + F(y, x) ≤ 0 for all x, y ∈ C;
(A3) for each x, y, z ∈ C, limt↓0 F(tz + (1 − t)x, y) ≤ F(x, y);
(A4) for each x ∈ C, y 7→ F(x, y) is convex and lower semicontinuous.

Lemma 2.1 [16] Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a Hilbert space H and let F : C×C→ R be a bifunction
which satisfies the conditions (A1)-(A4). For x ∈ H and r > 0, define a mapping TF

r : H→ C by

TF
r (x) = {z ∈ C : F(z, y) +

1
r
〈y − z, z − x〉 ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ C}. (2.2)

Then Tr is well defined and the following hold:
(1) TF

r is single-valued;

(2) TF
r is firmly nonexpansive, i.e., for any x, y ∈ H,

‖TF
r x − TF

r y‖2 ≤ 〈TF
r x − TF

r y, x − y〉;

(3) Fix(TF
r ) = EP(F);

(4) EP(F) is closed and convex.

Lemma 2.2 [17] Let F : C×C→ R be a bifunction satisfying the conditions (A1)-A(4). Let TF
r and TF

s be defined as
in Lemma 2.1 with r, s > 0. Then, for any x, y ∈ H, one has

‖TF
r x − TF

s y‖ ≤ |x − y| +
∣∣∣∣1 − s

r

∣∣∣∣‖TF
r x − x‖.

Lemma 2.3 [8] Let F : C × C→ R be a functions satisfying the conditions (A1)-(A4) and let TF
s and TF

t be defined
as in Lemma 2.1 with s, t > 0. Then the following holds:

‖TF
s x − TF

t x‖2 ≤
s − t

s
〈Tsx − Ttx,Tsx − x〉

for all x ∈ H.

Lemma 2.4 [18] Let {xn} and {yn} be bounded sequences in a Banach space E and let {βn} be a sequence in [0, 1] with
0 < lim infn βn lim supn βn < 1. Suppose xn+1 = βnyn + (1−βn)yn for all integers n ≥ 0 and lim supn(‖yn+1− yn‖−

‖xn+1 − xn‖) ≤ 0. Then, limn ‖yn − xn‖ = 0.

Lemma 2.5 [19] Let T be an asymptotically nonexpansive mapping on a closed and convex subset C of a real Hilbert
space H. Then I − T is demiclosed at any point y ∈ H. That is, if xn ⇀ x and xn − Txn → y ∈ H, then x − Tx = y.



S.H. Wang, M.J. Chen / Filomat 31:5 (2017), 1423–1434 1426

Lemma 2.6 [20] Assume that {αn} is a sequence of nonnegative numbers such that

αn+1 ≤ (1 − an)αn + antn, n ≥ 0,

where {an} is a sequence in (0, 1) and {tn} is a sequence in R such that

(1)
∑
∞

n=1 an = ∞;
(2) either lim supn→∞ tn ≤ 0 or

∑
∞

n=0 |antn| < ∞.

Then limn→∞ αn = 0.

3. Main Results

Theorem 3.1 Let H1 and H2 be two real Hilbert spaces and C ⊂ H1 and Q ⊂ H2 be nonempty closed and convex
subsets. Let F : C × C → R and G : Q × Q → R be two bifunctions satisfying (A1-A4) and assume that G is
upper semicontinuous in the first argument. Let f : C→ C be ρ-contraction and {Ti}

l
i=1 : C→ C be l asymptotically

nonexpansive mappings with the same sequence {kn} satisfying the condition that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K
‖Tn+1

i x − Tn
i x‖ = 0 (Γ)

for any bounded subset K of C and each i = 1, · · · , l. Let A : H1 → H2 be a bounded linear operator. Suppose that
Fix(T) ∩Ω , ∅, where Fix(T) = ∩l

i=1Fix(Ti) and Ω = {v ∈ C : v ∈ EP(F) such that Av ∈ EP(G)}. Let {αn} ⊂ (0, 1)
be a sequence. Define the sequence {xn} by the following manner: x0 ∈ C and

un = TF
rn

(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn,

xn+1 = αn f (xn) +
(1 − αn)

l

l∑
i=1

Tn
i un, n ∈N,

(3.1)

where {rn} ⊂ [r,∞) with r > 0, {sn} ⊂ [s,∞) with s > 0, γ ⊂ (0, 1/L2], L is the spectral radius radius of the operator
A∗A and A∗ is the adjoint of A. If the control sequences {αn}, {rn}, {sn} and {kn} satisfy the following conditions:

(i) limn→∞ αn = 0,
∑
∞

n=1 αn = ∞ ;
(ii)

∑
∞

n=1 |αn − αn−1| < ∞,
∑
∞

n=1 |rn − rn−1| < ∞,
∑
∞

n=1 |sn − sn−1| < ∞;

(iii) limn→∞
kn−1
αn

= 0,

then {xn} generated by (3.1) strongly converges to z = PFix(T)∩Ω f (z).

Remark 3.1. For each n ∈ N, A∗(I − TG
rn

)A is a 1
2L2 -inverse strongly monotone mapping. In fact, since TG

sn
is

(firmly) nonexpansive and I − TG
sn

is 1
2 -inverse strongly monotone, we have

‖A∗(I − TG
sn

)Ax − A∗(I − TG
sn

)Ay‖2 = 〈A∗(I − TG
sn

)(Ax − Ay),A∗(I − TG
sn

)(Ax − Ay)〉

= 〈(I − TG
sn

)(Ax − Ay),AA∗(I − TG
sn

)(Ax − Ay)〉

≤ L2
〈(I − TG

sn
)(Ax − Ay), (I − TG

sn
)(Ax − Ay)〉

= L2
‖(I − TG

sn
)(Ax − Ay)‖2

≤ 2L2
〈Ax − Ay, (I − TG

sn
)(Ax − Ay)〉

= 2L2
〈x − y,A∗(I − TG

sn
)(Ax − Ay)〉,

for all x, y ∈ H, which implies that A∗(I − TG
sn

)A is a 1
2L2 -inverse strongly monotone mapping. Note that

γ ∈ (0, 1
L2 ]. Thus I − γA∗(I − TG

sn
)A is nonexpansive.
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Proof. We first show that {xn} is bounded. Let p ∈ Fix(S) ∩Ω. Then p = TF
rn

p and (I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)p = p.
Thus we have

‖un − p‖ = ‖TF
rn

(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn − TF
rn

(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)p‖

≤ ‖(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn − (I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)p‖
≤ ‖xn − p‖.

(3.2)

Take ε ∈ (0, 1− ρ). Since (kn − 1)/αn → 0 as n→∞, there exists N ∈N such that for all n ≥ N, (kn − 1) < εαn.
Let Tn = 1

l
∑l

i=1 Tn
i for each n ∈ N. It is easy to see that ‖Tnx − Tny‖ ≤ kn‖x − y‖ for all x, y ∈ C and n ∈ N.

From (3.1) and (3.2) it follows that, for all n > N,

‖xn+1 − p‖ = ‖αn( f (xn) − f (p)) + αn( f (p) − p) + (1 − αn)(Tnun − p)‖
≤ αn‖ f (xn) − f (p)‖ + αn‖ f (p) − p‖ + (1 − αn)‖Tnun − p‖
≤ αnρ‖xn − p‖ + αn‖ f (p) − p‖ + (1 − αn)kn‖un − p‖
= (1 − αn(1 − ρ))‖xn − p‖ + αn‖ f (p) − p‖ + (1 − αn)(kn − 1)‖un − p‖
≤ (1 − αn(1 − ρ))‖xn − p‖ + αn‖ f (p) − p‖ + αnε‖xn − p‖
= (1 − αn(1 − ρ − ε))‖xn − p‖ + αn‖ f (p) − p‖

≤ max{‖xn − p‖,
1

1 − ρ − ε
‖ f (p) − p‖}.

(3.3)

By induction, we see that, for all n > N,

‖xn − p‖ ≤ max
{
‖xN − p‖,

1
1 − ρ − ε

‖ f (p) − p‖
}
.

It follows that {xn} is bounded and so is {un}.
Next we prove that limn→∞ ‖xn+1 − xn‖ = 0. Since (I − γA∗(I − TG

sn
)A) is nonexpansive, by Lemma 2.2 we

have
‖un+1 − un‖ = ‖TF

rn+1
(I − γA∗(I − TG

sn+1
)A)xn+1 − TF

rn
(I − γA∗(I − TG

sn
)A)xn‖

≤ ‖(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn+1

)A)xn+1 − (I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn‖

+
|rn+1 − rn|

rn+1
‖TF

rn+1
(I − γA∗(I − TG

sn+1
)A)xn+1 − (I − γA∗(I − TG

sn+1
)A)xn+1‖

≤ ‖xn+1 − xn‖ + ‖(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn+1

)A)xn − (I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn‖

+
|rn+1 − rn|

r
σn+1

= ‖xn+1 − xn‖ + γ‖A∗(TG
sn
− TG

sn+1
)Axn‖ +

|rn+1 − rn|

r
σn+1,

where σn = sup{n ∈N}‖TF
rn

(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn − (I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn‖. Further, by Lemma 2.3 we get

‖un+1 − un‖ ≤ ‖xn+1 − xn‖ + γ‖A‖‖TG
sn

Axn − TG
sn+1

Axn‖ +
|rn+1 − rn|

r
σn+1

≤ ‖xn+1 − xn‖ + γ‖A‖
( |sn − sn+1|

s
|〈TG

sn
Axn − TG

sn+1
Axn,TG

sn
Axn − Axn〉|

) 1
2

+
|rn+1 − rn|

r
σn+1

≤ ‖xn+1 − xn‖ + γ‖A‖
( |sn − sn+1|

s
ηn

) 1
2

+
|rn+1 − rn|

r
σn+1,

(3.4)

where ηn = supn∈N |〈T
G
sn

Axn − TG
sn+1

Axn,TG
sn

Axn − Axn〉|.
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Let yn =
xn+1−αn f (xn)

1−αn
. Then from (3.1) and (3.4) it follows that

‖yn+1 − yn‖ − ‖xn+1 − xn‖

= ‖Tn+1un+1 − Tnun‖ − ‖xn+1 − xn‖

≤ ‖Tn+1un+1 − Tn+1un‖ − ‖xn+1 − xn‖ + ‖Tn+1un − Tnun‖

≤ (kn+1 − 1)‖xn+1 − xn‖ + kn

[
γ‖A‖

( |sn − sn+1|

s
ηn

) 1
2

+
|rn+1 − rn|

r
σn+1

]
+ ‖Tn+1un − Tnun‖

≤ (kn+1 − 1)(‖xn+1‖ + ‖xn‖) + kn

[
γ‖A‖

( sn − sn+1

s
ηn

) 1
2

+
|rn+1 − rn|

r
σn+1

]
+

1
l
‖

l∑
i=1

Tn+1
i un −

l∑
i=1

Tn
i un‖.

Since the mappings {Ti}
l
i=1 satisfy the condition (Γ), by the condition (ii) we get

lim sup
n→∞

(‖yn+1 − yn‖ − ‖xn+1 − xn‖) = 0.

Hence, by Lemma 2.4 we conclude that

lim
n→∞
‖yn − xn‖ = 0,

which implies that

lim
n→∞
‖xn+1 − xn‖ = 0. (3.5)

Further, by (3.4) we get

lim
n→∞
‖un+1 − un‖ = 0. (3.6)

From (3.1) and (3.5) it follows that

lim
n→∞
‖Tnun − xn‖ = 0. (3.7)

Now we prove that limn→∞ ‖Tixn − xn‖ → 0 for each i ∈ {1, · · · , l}. To show this, we first prove that
limn→∞ ‖un − xn‖ = 0. Since A∗(I − TG

sn
)A is 1

2L2 -inverse strongly monotone, by (3.1) we have

‖un − p‖2 = ‖TF
rn

(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn − TF
rn

(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)p‖2

≤ ‖(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn − (I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)p‖2

= ‖(xn − p) − γ(A∗(I − TG
sn

)Axn − A∗(I − TG
sn

)Ap)‖2

= ‖xn − p‖2 − 2γ〈xn − p,A∗(I − TG
sn

)Axn − A∗(I − TG
sn

)Ap〉

+ γ2
‖A∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn − A∗(I − TG

sn
)Ap‖2

≤ ‖xn − p‖2 −
γ

L2 ‖A
∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn − A∗(I − TG

sn
)Ap‖2

+ γ2
‖A∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn − A∗(I − TG

sn
)Ap‖2

= ‖xn − p‖2 + γ(γ −
1
L2 )‖A∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn − A∗(I − TG

sn
)Ap‖2

= ‖xn − p‖2 + γ(γ −
1
L2 )‖A∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn‖

2
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Thus we have

‖xn+1 − p‖2 ≤ αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + (1 − αn)k2
n‖un − p‖2

≤ αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + (1 − αn)k2
n[‖xn − p‖2

+ γ(γ −
1
L2 )‖A∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn‖

2]

= αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + (1 − αn)(1 + 2θn + θ2
n)‖xn − p‖2

+ γ(1 − αn)k2
n(γ −

1
L2 )‖A∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn‖

2

≤ αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + ‖xn − p‖2 + (1 − αn)(2θn + θ2
n)‖xn − p‖2

+ γ(1 − αn)k2
n(γ −

1
L2 )‖A∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn‖

2,

where θn = kn − 1. Therefore,

γ(1 − αn)k2
n(

1
L2 − γ)‖A∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn‖

2
≤ αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2

+ ‖xn − xn+1‖(‖xn − p‖ + ‖xn+1 − p‖) + (1 − αn)(2θn + θ2
n)‖xn − p‖2.

Since αn → 0, kn → 1 and both { f (xn)} and {xn} are bounded, by (3.5) we have

lim
n→∞
‖A∗(I − TG

sn
)Axn‖ = 0, (3.8)

which implies that

lim
n→∞
‖(I − TG

sn
)Axn‖ = 0. (3.9)

Since TF
rn

is firmly nonexpansive and (I − γA∗(TG
sn
− I)A) is nonexpansive, by (3.1) we have

∥∥∥un − p
∥∥∥2

=
∥∥∥TF

rn

(
xn + γA∗(TG

sn
− I)Axn

)
− TF

rn
(p)

∥∥∥2

≤

〈
un − p, xn + γA∗(TG

sn
− I)Axn − p

〉
=

1
2

{∥∥∥un − p
∥∥∥2

+
∥∥∥xn + γA∗(TG

sn
− I)Axn − p

∥∥∥2

−

∥∥∥un − p − [xn + γA∗(TG
sn
− I)Axn − p]

∥∥∥2}
=

1
2

{∥∥∥un − p
∥∥∥2

+
∥∥∥(I − γA∗(TG

sn
− I)A)xn − (I − γA∗(TG

sn
− I)A)p

∥∥∥2

−

∥∥∥un − xn − γA∗(TG
sn
− I)Axn

∥∥∥2}
≤

1
2

{∥∥∥un − p
∥∥∥2

+
∥∥∥xn − p

∥∥∥2
−

∥∥∥un − xn − γA∗(TG
sn
− I)Axn

∥∥∥2}
=

1
2

{∥∥∥un − p
∥∥∥2

+
∥∥∥xn − p

∥∥∥2
−

[∥∥∥un − xn

∥∥∥2
+ γ2

∥∥∥A∗(TG
sn
− I)Axn

∥∥∥2

− 2γ〈un − xn,A∗(TG
sn
− I)Axn〉

]}
,

which implies that

‖un − p‖2 ≤ ‖xn − p‖2 − ‖un − xn‖
2 + 2γ‖un − xn‖‖A∗(TG

sn
− I)Axn‖. (3.10)
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Now, from (3.1) and (3.10) we get

‖xn+1 − p‖2 ≤ αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + (1 − αn)‖Tnun − p‖2

≤ αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + (1 − αn)k2
n‖un − p‖2

≤ αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + (1 − αn)k2
n[‖xn − p‖2 − ‖un − xn‖

2

+ 2γ‖un − xn‖‖A∗(TG
sn
− I)Axn‖]

= αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + (1 − αn)(1 + 2θn + θ2
n)‖xn − p‖2

− (1 − αn)k2
n‖un − xn‖

2 + 2(1 − αn)k2
nγ‖un − xn‖‖A∗(TG

sn
− I)Axn‖]

≤ αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + (2θn + θ2
n)‖xn − p‖2 − (1 − αn)k2

n‖un − xn‖
2 + ‖xn − p‖2

+ 2k2
nγ‖un − xn‖‖A∗(TG

sn
− I)Axn‖]

Hence,
(1 − αn)k2

n‖un − xn‖
2
≤ αn‖ f (xn) − p‖2 + ‖xn − xn+1‖(‖xn − p‖ + ‖xn+1 − p‖)

+ (2θn + θ2
n)‖xn − p‖2 + 2k2

nγ(‖un‖ + ‖xn‖)‖A∗TG
sn
− I)Axn‖.

Since αn → 0, kn → 1 and {xn} and {un} are bounded, by (3.5) and (3.10) we have

lim
n→∞
‖un − xn‖ = 0. (3.11)

Combing (3.5) and (3.11), by ‖un − xn+1‖ ≤ ‖un − xn‖ + ‖xn − xn+1‖we see that

lim
n→∞
‖un − xn+1‖ = 0. (3.12)

Note that
1
l

l∑
i=1

(Tn
i un − un) = (Tnun − un)

=
1

1 − αn

[
xn+1 − un + αn(un − f (xn))

]
.

(3.13)

By (2.1) and (3.13), for each i = 1, · · · , l, we have

1
l
‖Tn

i un − un‖
2
≤

1
l

l∑
i=1

‖Tn
i un − un‖

2

≤
2
l

l∑
i=1

〈Tn
i un − un,un − p〉 + (k2

n − 1)‖un − p‖2

=
2

(1 − αn)

[
〈xn+1 − un,un − p〉 + αn〈un − f (xn),un − p〉

]
+ (k2

n − 1)‖un − p‖2.

(3.14)

Since αn → 0 and kn → 1, from (3.12) and (3.14) it follows that, for each i = 1, · · · , l,

lim
n→∞
‖Tn

i un − un‖ = 0. (3.15)

Let k∞ = supn∈N kn < ∞. Consequently, by (3.6) and (3.15) we get that, for each i = 1, · · · , l,

‖Tiun − un‖ ≤ ‖Tiun − Tn+1
i un‖ + ‖Tn+1

i un − Tn+1
i un+1‖

+ ‖Tn+1
i un+1 − un+1‖ + ‖un+1 − un‖

≤ k∞‖un − Tn
i un‖ + ‖Tn+1

i un+1 − un+1‖ + (1 + k∞)‖un+1 − un‖

→ 0, as n→∞.
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Further, we have, for each i = 1, · · · , l,

‖Tixn − xn‖ ≤ ‖Tixn − Tiun‖ + ‖Tiun − un‖ + ‖un − xn‖

≤ (k1 + 1)‖un − xn‖ + ‖Tiun − un‖

→ 0, as n→∞.
(3.16)

Since PFix(S)∩Ω f is a contraction, there exists a unique z ∈ Fix(S)∩Ω such that z = PFix(S)∩Ω f (z). Since {xn}

is bounded, we can choose a subsequence {xnk } of {xn} such that

lim sup
n→∞

〈 f (z) − z, xn − z〉 = lim
k→∞
〈 f (z) − z, xni − z〉.

As {xnk } is bounded, there is a subsequence {xnki
} of {xnk } converging weakly to some w ∈ C. Without loss of

generality, we can assume that xnk ⇀ w.
Now we show that w ∈ ∩l

i=1Fix(Ti). In fact, since each xn − Tixn → 0 and xnk ⇀ w, by Lemma 2.3 we
obtain that w ∈ Fix(Ti). So w ∈ Fix(T) = ∩l

i=1Fix(Ti).
Next we show that w ∈ Ω. By (3.1), un = TF

rn
(I − γA∗(I − TG

sn
)A)xn, that is

F(un, y) +
1
rn
〈y − un,un − xn〉 −

1
rn
〈y − un, γA∗(TG

sn
− I)Axn〉 ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ C.

From the monotonicity of F it follows that

−
1
rn
〈y − un, γA∗(TG

sn
− I)Axn〉 +

1
rn
〈y − un,un − xn〉 ≥ F(y,un), ∀y ∈ C.

Replacing n with nk in the above inequality, we have

−
1

rnk

〈y − unk , γA∗(TG
sn
− I)Axnk〉 +

1
rnk

〈y − unk ,uni − xnk〉 ≥ F(y,unk ), ∀y ∈ C.

Since ‖unk − xnk‖ → 0, ‖A∗(TG
rnk
− I)Axnk‖ → 0 and ‖xnk − w‖ → 0 as k→∞, we have

F(y,w) ≤ 0, ∀y ∈ C.

For any 0 < t ≤ 1 and y ∈ C, let yt = ty + (1 − t)w. Then we have yt ∈ C. Further, we have

0 = F(yt, yt)
≤ tF(yt, y) + (1 − t)F(yt,w)
≤ tF(yt, y).

So F(yt, y) ≥ 0. Let t→ 0, one has F(w, y) ≥ 0, i.e., w ∈ EP(F).
Next we show that Aw ∈ EP(G). Since A is bounded linear operator, Axnk → Aw. Then from (3.9) it

follows that TG
sn

Axnk → Aw. By the definition of TG
rn

Axnk , we have

G(TG
sn

Axnk , y) +
1

snk

〈y − TG
sn

Axnk ,T
G
sn

Axnk − Aw〉 ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ C. (3.12)

Since each G is upper semicontinuous in the first argument, taking lim sup to (3.12) as k→∞, we get

G(Aw, y) ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ C,

which implies that Aw ∈ EP(G). Therefore, w ∈ Ω.
By the property on PFix(T)∩Ω, we have

lim sup
n→∞

〈 f (z) − z, xn − z〉 = lim
k→∞
〈 f (z) − z, xnk − z〉

= 〈 f (z) − z,w − z〉 ≤ 0.
(3.13)
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Since αn → 0, there exists N1 ∈ N such that (2 − ρ)αn < 1 for all n ≥ N1. Now, by (3.1) we have, for all
n > N1,

‖xn+1 − z‖2 = ‖αn f (xn) + (1 − αn)Tnun − p‖2

≤ (1 − αn)‖Tnun − p‖2 + 2αn〈 f (xn) − z, xn+1 − z〉

≤ [(1 − αn)kn]2
‖un − p‖2 + 2αn〈 f (xn) − f (z), xn+1 − z〉

+ 2αn〈 f (z) − z, xn+1 − z〉

≤ [(1 − αn)kn]2
‖xn − p‖2 + 2ραn‖xn − z‖‖xn+1 − z‖

+ 2αn〈 f (z) − z, xn+1 − z〉

≤ [(1 − αn)kn]2
‖xn − p‖2 + ραn(‖xn − z‖2 + ‖xn+1 − z‖2)

+ 2αn〈 f (z) − z, xn+1 − z〉

= [(1 − αn)(kn − 1) + (1 − αn)]2
‖xn − z‖2

+ ραn‖xn − z‖2 + ραn‖xn+1 − z‖2 + 2αn〈 f (z) − z, xn+1 − z〉

= [1 − (2 − ρ)αn + α2
n + (1 − αn)2(kn − 1)2 + 2(1 − αn)2(kn − 1)]‖xn − z‖2

+ ραn‖xn+1 − z‖2 + 2αn〈 f (z) − z, xn+1 − z〉

≤ [1 − (2 − ρ)αn + α2
n + (kn − 1)2 + 2(kn − 1)]‖xn − z‖2 + ραn‖xn+1 − z‖2

+ 2αn〈 f (z) − z, xn+1 − z〉.

So

‖xn+1 − z‖2 ≤
1 − (2 − ρ)αn

1 − ραn
‖xn − z‖2 +

α2
n + (kn − 1)2 + 2(kn − 1)

1 − ραn
M′

+
2αn

1 − ραn
〈 f (z) − z, xn+1 − z〉

= (1 −
2(1 − ρ)αn

1 − ραn
)‖xn − z‖2 +

α2
n + (kn − 1)2 + 2(kn − 1)

1 − ραn
M′

+
2αn

1 − ραn
〈 f (z) − z, xn+1 − z〉,

where M′ = supn∈N ‖xn − z‖2. Put

sn =
2(1 − ρ)αn

1 − ραn

and

δn =
α2

n + (kn − 1)2 + 2(kn − 1)
2(1 − ρ)αn

M +
1

1 − ρ
〈 f (z) − z, xn+1 − z〉.

Then
‖xn+1 − z‖2 ≤ (1 − sn)‖xn − z‖2 + snδn.

Note that sn → 0,
∑
∞

n=1 sn = ∞ and lim sup
→∞

δn ≤ 0. By theorem 2.6 we conclude that limn→∞ ‖xn − z‖ = 0.
This completes the proof.

In Theorem 3.1, if Ti ≡ T, then the condition (Γ) is reduced to asymptotically regular and we get the
following

Corollary 3.1 Let H1 and H2 be two real Hilbert spaces and C ⊂ H1 and Q ⊂ H2 be nonempty closed convex
subsets. Let F : C × C → R and G : Q × Q → R be two bifunctions satisfying (A1-A4) and assume that G is
upper semicontinuous in the first argument. Let f : C → C be ρ-contraction and T : C → C be an asymptotically
nonexpansive mapping with the sequence {kn} satisfying the condition that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K
‖Tn+1x − Tnx‖ = 0
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for any bounded subset K of C. Assume that T is asymptotically regular and suppose that Fix(T) ∩ Ω , ∅, where
Ω = {v ∈ C : v ∈ EP(F) and Av ∈ EP(G)}. Let {αn} ⊂ (0, 1) be a sequence. Let A : H1 → H2 be a bounded linear
operator. Define the sequence {xn} by the following manner: x0 ∈ C and{

un = TF
rn

(I − γA∗(I − TG
sn

)A)xn,

xn+1 = αn f (xn) + (1 − αn)Tnun, n ∈N,

where {rn} ⊂ (r,∞) with r > 0, {sn} ⊂ [s,∞) with s > 0, γ ⊂ (0, 1/L2], L is the spectral radius radius of the operator
A∗A and A∗ is the adjoint of A. If the control sequences {αn} and {kn} satisfy the following conditions:

(i) limn→∞ αn = 0,
∑
∞

n=1 αn = ∞;
(ii)

∑
∞

n=1 |αn − αn−1| < ∞,
∑
∞

n=1 |rn − rn−1| < ∞,
∑
∞

n=1 |sn − sn−1| < ∞;

(iii) limn→∞
kn−1
αn

= 0,

then {xn} strongly converges to z = PFix(T)∩EP(F) f (z).

In Corollary 3.1, if A ≡ 0, then we get the following

Corollary 3.2 Let H1 and H2 be two real Hilbert spaces and C ⊂ H1 and Q ⊂ H2 be nonempty closed convex subsets.
Let F : C × C → R be a bifunction satisfying (A1-A4). Let f : C → C be ρ-contraction and T : C → C be an
asymptotically nonexpansive mapping with the sequence {kn} satisfying the condition that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K
‖Tn+1x − Tnx‖ = 0

for any bounded subset K of C. Assume that T is asymptotically regular and suppose that Fix(T) ∩ EP(F) , ∅. Let
{αn} ⊂ (0, 1) be three sequence. Define the sequence {xn} by the following manner: x0 ∈ C and{

un = TF
rn

xn,

xn+1 = αn f (xn) + (1 − αn)Tnun, n ∈N,

where {rn} ⊂ [r,∞) with r > 0. If the control sequences {αn}, {rn}, {sn} and {kn} satisfy the following conditions:

(i) limn→∞ αn = 0,
∑
∞

n=1 αn = ∞;
(ii)

∑
∞

n=1 |αn − αn−1| < ∞,
∑
∞

n=1 |rn − rn−1| < ∞;

(iii) limn→∞
kn−1
αn

= 0,

then {xn} strongly converges to z = PFix(T)∩EP(F) f (z).

In Corollary 3.2, if F(x, y) ≡ 0 and sn ≡ 1, then un = PCxn = xn and we get the following

Corollary 3.3 Let H1 and H2 be two real Hilbert spaces and C ⊂ H1 and Q ⊂ H2 be nonempty closed convex subsets.
Let f : C → C be ρ-contraction and T : C → C be an asymptotically nonexpansive mapping with the sequence {kn}

satisfying the condition that
lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K
‖Tn+1x − Tnx‖ = 0

for any bounded subset K of C. Assume that T is asymptotically regular and suppose that Fix(T) , ∅. Let {αn} ⊂ (0, 1)
be three sequence. Define the sequence {xn} by the following manner: x0 ∈ C and{

xn+1 = αn f (xn) + (1 − αn)Tnxn, n ∈N.

If the control sequences {αn}, {rn} and {kn} satisfy the following conditions:

(i) limn→∞ αn = 0,
∑
∞

n=1 αn < ∞;
(ii)

∑
∞

n=1 |αn − αn−1| < ∞;

(iii) limn→∞
kn−1
αn

= 0,
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then {xn} strongly converges to z = PFix(T) f (z).

Remark 3.2 In [11–13], a gap appears in the computation process of ‖un+1 − un‖. In this paper, we use a
new method to estimate the value of ‖un+1 − un‖ by Lemma 2.3 and the inverse strong monotonicity of
I − γA∗(I − TG

sn
)A, which is simpler and avoids the gap in [11–13].

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by Natural Science Foundation of Hebei Province (Grant Number: A2015502021),
Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (Grant Number: 2014ZD44,2015MS78) and the
Project-sponsored by SRF for ROCS, SEM.

References

[1] S.-S. Chang, H. W. J. Lee, and C. K. Chan, A new method for solving equilibrium problem fixed point problem and variational
inequality problem with application to optimization, Nonlinear Anal. 70 (2009) 3307–3319.

[2] P. Katchang and P. Kumam, A new iterative algorithm of solution for equilibriumproblems, variational inequalities and fixed
point problems in a Hilbert space, J. Appl. Math. Comp. 32 (2010) 19–38.

[3] X. Qin, M. Shang, and Y. Su, A general iterative method for equilibrium problems and fixed point problems in Hilbert spaces,
Nonlinear Anal. 69 (2008) 3897–3909.

[4] S. Plubtieng and R. Punpaeng, A general iterative method for equilibrium problems and fixed point problems in Hilbert spaces,
J. Math. Anal. Appl. 336 (2007) 455–469.

[5] P. L. Combettes and S. A. Hirstoaga, Equilibrium programming using proximal like algorithms, Mathematical Prog. 78 (1997)
29–41.

[6] A. Tada and W. Takahashi, Weak and strong convergence theorems for a nonexpansive mapping and an equilibrium problem, J.
Optim. Theory Appl. 133 (2007) 359–370.

[7] S. Takahashi and W. Takahashi, Viscosity approximation methods for equilibrium problems and fixed point problems in Hilbert
spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 331 (2007) 506–515.

[8] S. Takahashi and W. Takahashi, Strong convergence theorem for a generalized equilibrium problem and a nonexpansive mapping
in a Hilbert space, Nonlinear Anal. 69 (2008) 1025–1033.

[9] Y. Censor, A. Gibali, and S. Reich, Algorithms for the split variational inequality problem, Numerical Algo. 59(2012) 301–323.
[10] A. Moudafi, Split Monotone Variational Inclusions, Journal of Optimization Theory Appl. 150 (2011) 275–283.
[11] K. R. Kazmi and S. H. Rizvi, Iterative approximation of a common solution of a split equilibrium problem, a variational inequality

problem and a fixed point problem, J. Egyptian Math. Society. 21 (2013) 44–51.
[12] A. Bnouhachem, Strong convergence algorithm for split equilibrium problems and hierarchical fixed point problems, The

Scientific World Journal, 2014, Article ID 390956, 12 pages.
[13] A. Bnouhachem, Algorithms of common solutions for a variational inequality, a split equilibrium problem and a hierarchical

fixed point problem, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2013, articale 278, pp. 1–25, 2013.
[14] H. Iiduka, W. Takahashi, Strong convergence theorems for nonexpansive mappings and inverse-strongly monotone mappings.

Nonlinear Anal. (61) (2005) 341–350.
[15] W. Takahashi, Nonlinear Functional Analysis, Yokohama Publishers, Yokohama, 2000.
[16] P.L. Combettes and S.A. Hirstoaga, Equilibrium programming in Hilbert spaces. J. Nonlinear Convex Anal. 6 (2005) 117–136.
[17] F. Cianciaruso, G. Marino, L. Muglia, and Y. Yao, A hybrid projection algorithm for finding solutions of mixed equilibrium

problem and variational inequality problem, Fixed Point Theory and Applications, vol. 2010, Article ID383740, 19 pages, 2010.
[18] T. Suzuki, Strong convergence of Krasnoselskii and Mann’s type sequences for non-parameter nonexpansive semigroups without

Bochner integrals, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 305 (2005) 227–239.
[19] Y. J. Cho, H.Y. Zhou, G.T. Guo, Weak and strong convergence theorems for three-step iterations with errors for asymptotically

nonexpansive mappings, Comput. Math. Appl. 47 (2004) 707–717.
[20] L.S. Liu, Iterative processes with errors for nonlinear strongly accretive mappings in Banach spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 194

(1995) 114–125.


