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ON THE STABILITY OF THE EXISTENCE OF FIXED POINTS FOR THE
PROJECTION-ITERATIVE METHODS WITH RELAXATION

ANDRZEJ KOMISARSKI AND ADAM PASZKIEWICZ

ABSTRACT. We consider an a-relaxed projection P§ : H — H given by P§(x) = aPa(z) + (1 — a)z
where a € [0,1] and P4 is the projection onto a non-empty, convex and closed subset A of the real
Hilbert space H. We characterise all the sets F' C [0, 1] such that for some non-empty, convex and closed

subsets Aj, Aa,..., A C H the composition ng Py ...Pj‘l has a fixed point iff a € F. It proves,

k—1
that if dim H > 3 and k > 3 then the class of the derscribed above sets F' of coefficients « is exactly the

class of F subsets of [0, 1] containing 0.

i

The theory of fixed points plays a great role in applications. In particular, researchers investigated
fixed points of compositions Py, P4, , ...Pa, of projections onto non-empty convex subsets Aj,..., Ax
of the real Hilbert (or Euclidean) space. For example Bregman ([I]) finds points in the intersection
A; N -+ N Ay using cyclic iterations of the form x,41 = Pa, 2,, where (i,) is the cyclic sequence
(1,2,...,k,1,2,...,k,...). Bregman provides conditions which assure that the sequence (x,,) converges
(even in the case of other linear metric spaces). The problem of the convergence of the iterative methods
of this type is closely related to the existence of fixed points. If dim H < co then the convergence of (z;,)
for every starting point is equivalent to the existence of a common fixed point of the projections Pa,.

Moreover, if dim H < oo and P4, P4, _, ... Pa, has a fixed point then for every x € H the sequence
((Pa,Pa,_, ---Pa,)"z) is convergent. However, if dim H = oo then the existence of a fixed point of the
composition P4, Pa,_, ...Pa, does not imply the norm convergence of ((Pa, Pa,_, - .. Pa,)"z) for every
x € H,yevenif AjN---NAg # 0 and k = 2 (cf. remrkable examples in [4] and [5]). Despite these negative
results the investigation of fixed points of compositions Py Pi_1 ... P; is the natural first step in research
of iterations ((PyPx—1...P1)"x), where Pi,..., P are generalisations of the projections Pa,,..., Pa,.

One of possible generalisations of projections arise if we consider the relaxation parameter which is
commonly used in the iterative methods to control the rate of the convrgence and the regularity of
trajectories. In the case of projections introducing the relaxation parameter « replaces the projection
Pyx = x4 (Pax — x) with a map x + a(Paxz — z) = aPa(x) + (1 — «)z. This leads to the following

definition:

Definition 1. Let H be a real Hilbert space, let A C H be a non-empty, convex and closed subset of H

and let a € [0,1]. An a-relaxed projection (or a-projection) onto A is the function P§ : H — H given
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by
P3(z) = aPa(z) + (1 — @)z,

where by P4 : H — A we denote the projection onto A.

In the paper we concentrate on a-projections but other generalisations of projections had also been
used. For example De Pierro ([3]) consiered iterations of convex combinations of projections.

Recently, De Pierro and Cegielski (oral communication, [2]) formulated the following interesting prob-
lem concerning fixed points: Let Ay, Ay, A3z be non-empty, convex and closed subsets of the Hilbert space
H and let o € (0,1). Is the existence of a fixed point of the composition P4, P4, Pa, equivalent to the
existence of a fixed point of the composition P§ Pj Pj 7 The answer is negative. Moreover, we have

the following general result:

Theorem 1. Let H be a Hilbert space, dim H > 3, let k > 3 be an integer and let F C [0,1]. The

following conditions are equivalent:

(i) There exist non-empty, convex and closed subsets A1, As, ..., Ax C H satisfying
F={aec|0,1]: Py, P4, _, ... P4, has a fived point},
(ii) 0 € F and F is an F, subset of [0,1].

It can be shown that if dim H = 1 or k = 1 then the only set F satisfying (i) is [0,1]. If £k = 2 and
dim H > 2 then two sets F satisfy (i), namely {0} and [0,1]. It proves, that if H = R? and k > 3 then
the class of sets F satisfying (i) depends on k and its full characterization is still an open problem.

Theorem [1is an immediate consequence of the following two propositions

Proposition 1. If F is an F, subset of [0,1], 0 € F and k > 3 then
F={ac(0,1]: P§ P3, . ...P3, has a fized point},
for some non-empty, conver and closed subsets A1, Aa, ..., A C R3.

Proposition 2. If A1, As, ..., Ai are non-empty, convexr and closed subsets of a Hilbert space H then

for every r > 0 the set
F.={ac[0,1]: P§ Pg, . ... P4 has a fired point x satisfying ||z|| < r}
is closed in [0, 1].

Proof of Theorem [ To show that (1) implies (2) it is enough to observe that P§ P3  ...PJ is the
identity (hence 0 € F') and that F' = |J,.cy [, where F,.’s are the closed sets defined in Proposition 21
Now, let F' be any F,, subset of [0,1], 0 € F and let k& > 3. By Proposition [l we have

F={ac[0,1]: Py P4, _, ...Pj4 hasa fixed point},

for some non-empty, convex and closed subsets A1, Az, ..., Ar C R3. Using any isometric embedding of

R? into H we obtain that (2) implies (1). O
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1. PROOF OF PRrROPOSITION [T

Proposition [l is a consequence of the following lemma

Lemma 1. If F is an F, subset of [0,1] and 0 € F then for some non-empty, conver and closed sets Ay,
Ay, A3 C R3 one has:

(i) if « € F and B € [0,1] then PXSPXQPZ has a fized point,

(ii) if a € [0,1]\ F and B € (0,1] then PXSPXZPﬁl has no fized point.
Proof of Proposition[dl. Let F be an F, subset of [0,1] and let A;, As and Az be given by Lemma [I

k—

Then a € F iff P§, P, (P§,)** = P3, P3,Pi """ has a fixed point (we put § = 1 - (1-a)*2). O

The sets A1, A2 and Az demanded in Lemma [[ will be defined as Ay = {(z,y,2): 2> 0, y > f(z,2)},
A ={(1,0,2): 2 > 0}, A3 = {(0,0, 2) : z > 0} for some continuous convex function f : R x [0,00) — R.
The construction of the function f will be the main part of the proof. In particular we will use an

auxiliary function ¢ defined by the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let By = {(z,y) : y > 2%}, B2 = {(1,0)}, B3 = {(0,0)} be subsets of R%. Then for every
a, B € (0,1] the composition Py Pg, Pg1 has a unique fized point u, g. Moreover, there exists a decreasing

and continuous function ¢ : (0,1] — [0,1] such that Pg, (ua,5) = (¢(a), p(a)?) for every a, 8 € (0,1].

Proof. The existence and the uniqueness of the fixed point follows by the Banach fixed point theorem for
the contraction Pg, Py, Pgl. Let us denote Xo 5 = (Za,p, 72 ) = P, (Ua,p). Then
U5 = PR, PR, Pp, (Ua5) = PR, PR, (1~ B)uas + f%a p)
=(1-a)*)(1-8) uap+(1—a)B Xaps+ (1 —a)a-(1,0)+a-(0,0),
hence

1-(1-a)’1-8)

«

(1)

“(Wa, — Xa,8) = (@ = 2)  Xa,5+ (1 — ) - (1,0).

By Xa,3 = Pp,(uq,p) it follows that u, g — X, is orthogonal to the tangent to Bi at X, 3, hence
(Ua,8 —Xa,8) L (1,224,3). From () we obtain

(@ =2zap+ (1 —a), (@=2)75) + (1, 2za,p) =0,

which is equivalent to

l1-«a
3
2005+ Tap = 5
Since the function () = 3=2 is decreasing and continuous on (0, 1] and the function x(z) = 22% + = is

increasing and continuous on R and #((0,1]) = [0, 3) C x([0, 1]), we obtain that 4 5 = x ' (¢()) € [0,1]

does not depend on § and it is the decreasing and continuous function of a. We put p(a) == x4 5. O

Letting ¢(0) = lim,—,0 ¢(a) we extend ¢ to continuous and decreasing ¢ : [0,1] — [0, 1].
We pass to the construction of the function f for a given F,, subset F' C [0, 1] satisfying 0 € F'. We have
F =2, F, for some closed sets Fy C F» C--- C [0,1]. Let E,, = (R\ (=1,2))Up(F,) forn=1,2,....
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(Here the interval (—1,2) may be replaced by any open and bounded set containing ¢([0,1]).) The sets

E,, are closed, inf E,, = —oo and sup E,, = oo, hence the functions a,, b, : R — R given by
an(z) = max(E, N (—oo, z]) and bp(2) = min(E, N [z, 00))

are well defined. Note, that if « € E,, then a,(x) = b,(z) = 2. Otherwise, (a,(x),by(x)) is the connected

component of R\ E,, containing . We define

(2) f(xv Z) = z? + Z Cngn(x)h
n=1
where

n—z)3 forzel0,n
Gn(x) = (2 — an ()3 (by(2) — )3 and hn(z) = (n — z)i_ = ( ) € 0.m]
0 for z >n

and (c,,) is any sequence with positive terms satisfying fo %n cn < 1.

Lemma 3. The function [ defined by @) satisfies the following conditions:

(i

) f(x,2) > 22 for every x € R and z > 0,
(ii) f € C? and f is convex,
)

)

(iii) For every x € R one has: z € U,y En < .50 f(z,2) = 22,

(iv) For every x € R and z > 0 if f(x,2) > 2% then ﬂ(:E z) < 0.
Proof. We have
(@) = 3(x — an(2))?(bu(@) — 2)*(an(x) + ba(x) = 22),  hy(2) = =3((n — 2)4+)°,

(@) = 6(x=an(2))(bn () =) [(an(2)+bn(2)~22)* = (2=an(2)) (bu(z)—2)]  and  hj(z) = 6(n—2).

For every x € R and z > 0 one has
lgn(@)] 3% gn(2)] <3°%  |gn(z)| <6-3%

[hn(2)] < n3, | (2)] < 3n? and R (z) < 6n.

It follows, that the series (2]) is uniformly convergent. Moreover, if we try to calculate the first and the
second order derivatives of f by the formal differentiation of the series ([2) term by term then we obtain
a uniformly convergent series with continuous terms. It follows that f is well defined and f € C?. Since
gn(2), hn(z) > 0 we get (i).

We will check the convexity of f by showing that the Hessian matrix H(f)(z, ) is positive semidefinite

for every x € R and z > 0.

2+ 3ty engn(@)ha(2) 32004 engn(@)hy, (2)
Yonet Cngn (@ (2) 30T engn(@)hi(2)
Clearly Y | cngn(2)hl(2) > 0 and

oo [ee) 2

2+chgn >2—ch~6~34-n3>272%n3cn>1.

n=1 n=1
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Moreover,

det H(f)(z <2+chgn )(chgn )it (z ) (icngn )2

> Zl 8 e Zl 6cn (2 — an(x))? (bn(z) — 2)°(n — 2)+

22 Sonie, > 6en(o = an(a)tna) = ) = 2)s

In the above we used inequalities 0 < z—a, () < 3,0 < b, (x)—2 < 3 (hence |a, (z)+b, (2)—22| < 3) and,
finally, the Schwartz inequality. We obtained that the Hessian matrix H(f)(z, z) is positive semidefinite,
hence we have (ii).

Now, we will show (iii). If z € |J;2 | E, then z € E,,, for some ng and (since By C E» C...) z € B,
for every n > ng. If € E,, then g,(x) = 0 (by the definition of g,). Consequently, for every z > ng we

have
f(:C,Z) =z’ + Z Cngn(x)'0+ Z cnOhn(z) =
n<ng n>ngo
If ¢ J,-, E, then g,(z) > 0 for every n. Let z > 0. Then z < ng (hence h,,(z) > 0) for some ng and

we have

f(:z:, z) > z® + CnoY9no (‘T)hm} (Z) > a”.

Finally, we will show (iv). First observe that for every n, z and z we have W(q},z)

IN

0. It follows that if f(x,2z) > 22 then g,,(x) > 0 and h,,(z) > 0 for some ng and %(z,z) <
9cnggng (I)hno(z) (x, Z) <0

Oz

O

Proof of Lemmalll Let F be an F, subset of [0, 1] satisfying 0 € F. We define the sets A;, Az, A3 C R3

as follows:
Ar=A{(2,9,2) : 220, y = f(z,2)},
Az ={(1,0,2): 2 > 0},
Az ={(0,0,2): z > 0},
where the continuous convex function f : R x [0,00) — R is defined by [@)). Moreover, let A} = {(z,y, 2) :
2>0, y> a2}
If « =0 and S € [0,1] then PXBPXZPfl = Pfl and every u € A; is a fixed point of PXBPX2P£1.
Let « € F\{0} and 8 € [0,1]. Then ¢(a) € J,~, E,, and by Lemmal3] (iii) there exists z > 0 such that
flp(a),z) = p(a)?, ie. (p(a),p(a)?, z) € A;. Let (u,v) = uq g be the fixed point of Pgngngl given
in Lemma[2 Then (u,v, 2) is a fixed point of PXBPXZPE,I (because A} = By x [0,00), Ay = By % [0,00),
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A3 = B3 x [0,00) and z > 0). Moreover, Ay C A} (by Lemma[3l (i)) and Pa; (u, v, 2) = (¢(a), p(a)?, 2) €
Ay If follows that Pa, (u,v,z) = Pa; (u,v, 2), hence (u,v, z) is a fixed point of PXSPEZPgl.

Finally, let o € [0,1] \ F" and let 8 € (0,1]. Assume, aiming at a contradiction, that (u,v, z) is the
fixed point of PXSPXZPﬁl. Since a, § > 0, we obtain that (u,v, z) is ouside the set Ay and z > 0 which
means that (u1,v1,21) := Pa, (u,v, 2) satisfies v1 = f(u1, 21).

If v1 = f(u1,21) > u? then by Lemma 3 (iv) we have %(ul, z1) < 0. Consequently z; > z. It follows
that the last coordinate of PXSPXQPfl (u,v,z) which is equal to the last coordinate of Pﬁl (u,v,2) =
Bz1+(1— )z is greater than 2. We obtained a contradiction, since (u,v, 2) is a fixed point of P§, P§, Pﬁl.

Thus v; = f(u1,21) = u?, hence (u1,v1,21) is located at the bounadaries of both A; and A}. Since
for both A; and A} there exist tangent planes at (uj,v1,21) and A; C Aj, it follows that these two
planes are equal. Consequently, Py (u,v,2) = Pa, (u,v,2) = (u1,v1,21), hence (u,v, z) is a fixed point
of PXSPXZPf,l. By Lemma ] we obtain (u1,v1,21) = (u1, f(u1,21), 21) = (o(a), o(a)?, z1), in particular
flp(a),z1) = ¢(a)?. Finally, by Lemma [ (iii) we get ¢(a) € U, En, hence o € F. We got the

contradiction. Hence Pg Pg, Pfl has no fixed point, as required. (]

2. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Let P*:=Pg Pg ... Pg.

If dim H < oo then Proposition 2lis a consequence of the compactess of the closed balls in H. Indeed,
let a1,a9,--- € F,. and let a,, — ag. Then for every n we have P*z,, = z,, for some x, € H satisfying
|zn|| < r. Considering subsequences of (z,,) and (o) we may assume that (x,) is convergent to some
xo € H with ||zg|| < r. Using the continuity of the function (o, x) — P%z we obtain

P*zy = lim P%'x, = lim x, = xg.
n—oo n—oo

It follows that «g € F,. hence F;. is closed.

If dim H = oo then the ball in H is not compact and the above reasoning does not work. One idea is
to consider the weak topology on H (instead of the norm topology). Unfortunately it still does not work,
because the projection onto a closed convex set in H does not need to be weakly continuous. For these
reasons if dim H = oo then the proof is more complicated. The idea is as follows: Using the compactness
of a closed ball in the weak topology we will find ¢ which is a condensation point in the weak topology
of the defined above sequence (x,,) and then we will construct a sequence (upr) satisfying ||ur — zo|| — 0
and [|[P* (upr) — ups|| = 0 for M — oo. Then, by the continuity of x — P*z in the norm topology we

obtain P*°(xy) = xg.

Lemma 4. Let M € N and let (yzn);fﬁM and (Y™)nen be systems of elements of H satisfying:
(i) limpseo Y2 =1 fori=1,..., M,
(i) Tty oo (9% y7) = 0 for i # 4, sj = 1,..., M,
(ili) imsup,, o [ly" —y2||? < 222 fori=1,..., M.

Then lim,, o ||y™ — LM"H’M” =0.
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Proof. We have y™ = z +Z —, oy for some o € R and 2" € H with z,, L y]' fori =1,..., M. Then,
by (i), (ii) and (iii), for large enough n one has
M
> (ly™ =yl + lyr ) = lly"[1* = =D @lyP 1> + ) aral (i yp)
i=1 i#j
M n\2 n\2 M M
> S (a2l - 30 SO gy = S (1 - et | > 3 S
i=1 i) i=1 i i=1

It follows that all o'’s are bounded. Moreover, for every [ = 1,..., M one has

DA+ S aran@ryl) + 3 (el — Dy,

ly™ =y 117 = 112717 + (@) lly? I + (af — i
i#l i#j, i,j7l i#l
hence (taking lim sup in the above and using (i), (ii) and (iii) and the boundedness of a’s)
M
M-1
1 "? -2 +1| < :
lfff;‘;po'z I +; a' + >_ %
Summing the above inequalities with [ = 1,..., M we obtain
M
hmsup <M|z”|2+MZ QZaerM) <M -1,
=1 =1
which is equivalent to
M 1\2
li M||2"* + M P — <0.
i‘ff;;p< =1 (o ) ) <
It follows that lim,_, [|2"]] = 0 and lim,, . aff = % fori=1,..., M, hence
M
yr +---+y n
Jon = B < St a0
i=1
O

We are ready to proove Proposition Pl in the general case. Let a1, as,--- € F, and let o, — ag. For

every n let x, € H satisfy P* z,, = x,, and ||z, | < r. Considering subsequences of (z,) and (ay,) we may

assume that (x,,) is weakly convergent to some z¢ € H with ||zg]| < r. Again, considering subsequences

of (x,) and (a;,) we may assume that:

o lim, o ||Zn — 20| =0,

or
xo) — 0 when n,m — 0.

o lim, o ||z, — zo| = A for some A > 0 and (z,, — zo, T —

If limy, o0 |20 — zo|| = O then (similarly as in finite dimensional case) by the continuity of the function

(a, &) — P>z we obtain

P*gy = lim P*x, = lim x, = x¢
n—oo n—oo

and we are done.
Otherwise (if lim;,— oo ||2n — 2o|| = A for some A > 0 and (z,, — 2o, Tm — 2o) — 0 when n,m — 0) we

proceed as follows: For any fixed M € N we define

Yl = 5 (P (Tn4s) — o) forneNandi=1,..., M,

Y= % <P°‘“ (anJr.].QjonJrM) —x0> for n € N.
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We will check that (y?)fﬁ\] o and (y™)nen satisfy the assumptions of Lemma [
(i). We have

Tnti ~T0 P (2p4i) — Tpei

31 = (1% (P (@nsa) = wo)|| = || =5 )

= Land [P (2n4i) = Zppil| = (| P2 (2nts) — PO+ (@) ]| = 0.

which yields (i), because Hw

Similarly (by (Zp+: — %0, Tntj — o) — 0 for i # j and n — co) we obtain (ii).
(iii). We have

2
pao Tntit -+ TnigMm Pao( .
M - xn—i—l)

A

I | Zpt1 + -+ Tnem .
F M — Tn+i

n

<

ly™ — yiM||® =

1 1 M-1
BBV Z M(xn-i-j — o) — M (Tn+i — o)
J#i

and by [|Zn4i — xo|| = A and (£p+i — To, Tntj — o) — 0 for i # j and n — oo we obtain

, nom 1 1 M —1)2 M -1
lim sup [y —y; P<5 (2 —M2A2+( M2) N =
e J#i

By Lemma M we obtain

M M

n—oo

lim Hpao <$n+1 +-..+;pn+M> P (zn4a) +"'+Pa“($n+M>H =0

which (by [|[P*(2p+i) — Tnti]| — 0) is equivalent to

=0.

n—oo

. Tn+1 + -+ Tn+M Tn+1 + -+ Tn+M
3 1 peo -

On the other hand, for large enough n we have

2 M
Tpp1+-- o 1 2)2
ntl M nt M — .’I/'0H = m ZE - H.’L'n_;,_l — .’L'O”2 + i ‘(:En-i-i — :L'O;:En-i-j — (EO) < ﬁ
= i#]

By the above inequality and by (2]) it follows that choosing large enough n and letting

Ttr 4+ Tusns
M

Upr =

we have [|P(upr) — unml|| < 77 and |luar — ol < A/ &
We constructed the sequence (ups) satisfying ||upr — xo|| = 0 and ||[P*°(upr) — ups|| — 0 for M — oc.

Hence P* (xg) = limas— 00 P (upr) = limps— o0 upr = 2o. Thus ag € F. and F,. is closed.

REFERENCES

[1] Bregman, L. M., The relazation method of finding the common point of conver sets and its application to the solution
of problems in convex programming, Comput. Math. Math. Phys. 7 (1967), 620-631

[2] Cegielski, A., De Pierro, A. R., oral communication

[3] De Pierro, A. R., On the set of weighted least squares solutions of systems of convex inequalities, Comment. Math.
Univ. Carolin. 25 (1984), no. 4, 447-478

[4] Hundal, H. S., An alternating projection that does not converge in norm, Nonlinear Anal. 57 (2004), 35-61

[5] Kopecka, E., Spokes, mirrors and alternating projections, Nonlinear Anal. 68 (2008), no. 6, 17591764



ON THE STABILITY OF THE EXISTENCE OF FIXED POINTS... 9

ANDRZEJ KOMISARSKI, DEPARTMENT OF PROBABILITY THEORY AND STATISTICS, FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND COM-
PUTER SCIENCE, UNIVERSITY OF LODZ, UL.BANACHA 22, 90-238 L6DZ, POLAND

E-mail address: andkom@math.uni.lodz.pl

ADAM PASZKIEWICZ, DEPARTMENT OF PROBABILITY THEORY AND STATISTICS, FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER
SCIENCE, UNIVERSITY OF LODZ, UL.BANACHA 22, 90-238 LODZ, POLAND

E-mail address: adampasz@math.uni.lodz.pl



	1. Proof of Proposition ??
	2. Proof of Proposition ??
	References

