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Abstract

For a nonempty convex subset C' of a Hadamard space X, it is proved that u = Py if and
only if <£L’_?)L, @> > 0 for all y € C'. As an application of this characterization, we prove strong
convergence of two iterative algorithms with perturbations for nonexpansive mappings.
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1. Introduction

A metric space (X,d) is a CAT(0) space if it is geodesically connected and if every
geodesic triangle in X is at least as thin as its comparison triangle in the Euclidean plane.
For other equivalent definitions and basic properties, we refer the reader to standard texts
such as |1, 3]. Complete CAT(0) spaces are often called Hadamard spaces. Let z,y € X
and A € [0,1]. We write Ax @ (1 — \)y for the unique point z in the geodesic segment joining
from x to y such that

d(z,x) = (1= MNd(z,y) and d(z,y) = Md(z,y). (1.1)

We also denote by [x,y] the geodesic segment joining from x to y, that is, [z,y] = {\z &
(1—=MNy: A€ [0,1]}. A subset C of a CAT(0) space is convex if [z,y] C C for all z,y € C.

Berg and Nikolaev in [2] introduced the concept of quasilinearization in a metric space
X. Let us formally denote a pair (a,b) € X x X by % and call it a vector. Then quasilin-
earization is a map (-,-) : (X x X) x (X x X) — R defined by

(ab, cd) = % (d(a,d) + d2(b,c) — d*(a,c) — d*(b,d)), (a,b,c,d € X). (1.2)
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It is easﬂy seen that <% = cd ? % (ba cd) and cﬁ cd) % cd)
(? cd) for all a,b,¢,d,z € X We say that X satlsﬁes the Cauchy-Schwarz 1nequahty if

(ab, cd) < d(a, b)d(c, d)

for all a,b,¢,d € X. It is known [2, Corollary 3] that a geodesically connected metric space
is a CAT(0) space if and only if it satisfies the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Let C' be a nonempty subset of a complete CAT(0) space X. Then a mapping 7" of C
into itself is called nonexpansive if d(Tx,Ty) < d(z,y) for all z,y € C. A point = € C is
called a fixed point of T" if Tx = . We denote by F(T') the set of all fixed points of T". Kirk
[9] showed that the fixed point set of a nonexpansive mapping 7' is nonempty, closed and
convex.

Iterative methods for finding fixed points of nonexpansive mappings have received vast inves-
tigations due to its extensive applications in a variety of applied areas of inverse problem, par-
tial differential equations, image recovery, and signal processing; see [18,[17, 13, (16, 15, 4, 19]
and the references therein. One of the difficulties in carrying out results from Banach space
to Hadamard space setting lies in the heavy use of the linear structure of the Banach spaces.

Now having an inner product-like notion( quasilinearization) in Hadamard spaces, we
first obtain a characterization of metric projection together with some basic lemmas in
Hadamard spaces. Then, we introduce two iterative methods to approximate fixed points
of nonexpansive mappings in Hadamard spaces.

2. Preliminaries and lemmas

In this section, we recall some basic results and prove some useful lemmas which we need
in the sequel.

Lemma 2.1. [3, Proposition 2.2] Let X be a CAT(0) space, p,q,r,s € X and X € [0,1].
Then

dAp® (1 = Ng, \r & (1 — N)s) < Md(p,r) + (1 —N)d(q, s).

Lemma 2.2. [7, Lemma 2.4] Let X be a CAT(0) space, x,y,z € X and X\ € [0,1]. Then
dAz @ (1 — Ny, z) < Md(z,2) + (1 — N)d(y, 2).

Lemma 2.3. [7, Lemma 2.5] Let X be a CAT(0) space, x,y,z € X and X\ € [0,1]. Then
EAr @ (1 - Ny, 2) < AP (2, 2) + (1 = Nd*(y, 2) — M1 = N)d*(z, y).

Lemma 2.4. (1}, Lemma 1.1] Let {x,}, {yn.} and {z,} be bounded sequences in a met-
ric space of hyperbolic type X and {5,} be a sequence in [0,1] with 0 < liminf, o 5, <
lim sup,,_,o Bn < 1. Suppose that 11 = (1= 5,)Yn @ Bnzn for alln = 1, lim, o d(yn, T,) =
0 and limsup,,_, . (d(zn41, 2n) — d(Tpi1,2,)) < 0. Then, lim,_,o d(z,, z,) = 0.
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We note that every CAT(0) space is of hyperbolic type (see [10]).

Lemma 2.5. (Liu’s lemma) Assume that {a,} is a sequence of nonnegative real numbers
such that

An+1 < (]- - ’Yn)a'n + ’Yn(sn + On, n 2 07

where {7, } is a sequence in (0,1), {6,} is sequence in R and {0, } is a sequence of nonneg-
ative numbers such that (i) im, oy, = 0 and Y7 v, = 00, (ii) imsup,_,. 0, < 0 or
> o oYl O] < 00, (iii) D07 0n < 00. Then lim, o ay, = 0.

We shall repeatedly use the following useful lemmas in the next sections.
Lemma 2.6. Let X be a CAT(0) space, z,y € X, A € [0,1] and z = Az @ (1 — N)y. Then,
(2, 70) < Nz, =) (w € X).
Proof. Using (L)) and Lemma 23] we have

2((z, ) — Nzg, 20)) = d*(z,w) + d*(y, 2) — d*(y, w)
—A (dQ(x, w) + dQ(y, z) — d2(:p, z) — dZ(y, w))
< AP (r,w) 4+ (1= NP (y, w) — M1 = N)d?(z,y) + d*(y, 2)
—d*(y,w) — A (dQ(x, w) + d*(y, 2) — d*(x, z) — d*(y, w))
= (1=Nd*(y,2) + Ad*(z,2) — A1 = N)d*(x,y)
= (1 =My, 2) + M1 = N)?d*(z,y) — M1 — N)d*(z,y)
= ()’

which implies the desired inequality. [

Lemma 2.7. Let X be a CAT(0) space, x,y,z € X and X € [0,1]. Then,
Pz @ (1= Ny, 2) < Nd(z,2) + (1= A& (y, 2) + 2M(1 — V) (22, 5%).
Proof. Using Lemma 2.3, we have

M@ (1= Ny, 2) < M (z,2) + (1= N)d*(y,2) — M1 — N)d*(z,y)
= Nd*(z,2) + (1= )\)*d*(y, 2)
AL = A) (P (z, 2) + dP(y, z) — d*(z,y))
= Nd(z,2) + (1= A)2d(y, 2) + 20(1 — \)(T2,52),

which is the desired inequality. [J

Let {x,} be a bounded sequence in a complete CAT(0) space X. For x € X, we set

r(xz,{z,}) = limsup d(z, z,).

n—oo



The asymptotic radius r({z,}) of {z,} is given by

r({z,}) = inf{r(z, {z,}) : x € X},

and the asymptotic center A({z,}) of {x,} is the set

A{zn}) ={z € X or(e, {za}) = r({za})}-

It is known from Proposition 7 of [6] that in a CAT(0) space, A({x,}) consists of exactly
one point.
A sequence {z,} C X is said to A-converge to x € X if A({z,, }) = {z} for every subse-
quence {z,, } of {z,}.

We need the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.8. [11] Every bounded sequence in a complete CAT(0) space always has a A-
convergent subsequence.

Lemma 2.9. [5] If C is a closed convex subset of a complete CAT(0) space and if {z,} is
a bounded sequence in C, then the asymptotic center of {x,} is in C.

Lemma 2.10. [5] If C is a closed convex subset of X and T : C — X is a nonexpansive
mapping, then the conditions {x,} A-convergence to x and d(z,,Tx,) — 0, and imply x € C
and Tr = x.

Lemma 2.11. |8, Theorem 2.6] Let X be a complete CAT(0) space, {x,} be a sequence in
X and x € X. Then {x,} A-converges to = if and only if limsup,,_, . (Zx,,z)) < 0 for all
ye X.

3. Metric projection

Let C be a nonempty complete convex subset of a CAT(0) space X. It is known that
for any x € X there exists a unique point u € C' such that

d(z,u) = mind(z,y).

yeC

The mapping Po : X — C defined by Pecx = w is called the metric projection from X
onto C. Also, P¢ is nonexpansive ( see |3, Proposition 2.4]). Now, we state and prove our
characterization of metric projection.

Theorem 3.1. Let C' be a nonempty convex subset of a CAT(0) space X, x € X andu € C.
Then u = Pcox if and only if

(T, uaf) =20 (Vye )



Proof. Let <SL’_?)L, @> >0 forally € C. If d(x,u) = 0, then the assertion is clear. Otherwise,
we have

xu :ﬁ :pu, xu :pu @

This together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that
&P (x,u) = (T6, 70) < (T6, 77) < d(x,y).

That is, d(z,u) < d(x,y) for all y € C and so u = Pox.
For the converse, let u = Pox. Since C' is convex, then z = Ay @ (1 — Au € C for all
ye Cand X € (0, 1). Thus, d(x,u) < d(z, z). Using (L2]) we have

(T2, ut) > ~d*(x, 2) — §d2(az u) > 0. (3.1)

On the other hand, by using Lemma 2.6, we have (ﬁ ﬂ :ﬁ @ This together with
@) implies that (z%,ug) > 0. Since the function d(-, ) : X — R is continuous for all
z € X, considering (I2) and letting A — 0%, we have (z@,uf) > 0. This completes the
proof. [J

4. Convergence theorems

In this section, we apply the obtained results to approximate fixed points of nonexpansive
mappings in Hadamard spaces. In the rest of the paper, (X,d) is a Hadamard space, o is
an arbitrary fixed element in X, which we may call the "zero” of X and ||z|| := d(x,0) for
all x € X.

4.1. Convergence of an implicit algorithm

Let T be a nonexpansive self-mapping of a nonempty closed convex subset C' of a
Hadamard space X. We denote by F(T') the set of all fixed points of T'. Fix u € X. Then
for each a € (0, 1), there exists a unique point z,, € C satisfying z, = P (au & (1 — o)Tx,)
because the mapping = — Po (au @ (1 — a)T'z) is contractive by virtue of Lemma 2.1 and
nonexpansiveness of Po. Therefore, we may define the following implicit iterative method.

Algorithm 4.1. Let {ay,} be a sequence in (0,1) and define the iterative sequence {x,,} by
Tm = Po (amtm ® (1 — ap)Txy), m>1, (4.1)

where the sequence {u,,} C X is a small perturbation for the m-step iteration satisfying
|tm| — 0 as m — oo.

Theorem 4.2. If F(T) # 0, then as a,, — 0, the sequence {x,,} generated by the implicit
method ([4.1]) converges to a q € F(T).



Proof. We first show that {x,,} is bounded. Taking p € F(T') and using the fact that Pg
is nonexpansive and Lemma 2.2 we have

d(T, p) d (Po (mtm @ (1 — am)T2m) , p)
d (ot @ (1 — )T, p)

U (U, p) + (1 — ) d(T 2y, p)
U d(tm, p) + (1 — ) d(2m, p),

NN N

which implies that

d(xm, p) < d(um, p) < [Jum|| + [|p]-

Since ||ty,|| — 0, then {u,,} is bounded. It follows that {x,,} is bounded, so is the sequence
{Tx;,}. Thus, there exists a constant M > 0 such that ||u,]], [|zm|, [|T2m] < M for all
m > 1. Since Tz, € C, we get

ATy, Txy) = d(Po(mtm ® (1 — an)Tzy), Po(Txy,))

d (it @ (1 — )Ty, Try)

A d (U, Ty,

200, M — 0, (4.2)

N

N

as m — oo. Setting Y, = apum @ (1 — o) Tz, for all m > 1, we then have z,, = Poyp,.
Also, by Lemma

A, Ym) < U (T, Upy) + (1 — ) d(T, Txy) — 0, (as m — 00). (4.3)
Since Pg is nonexpansive and p, T'x,, € C, we have

2T T s Td) = AT, D) + (T, ) — (T, )
< &P Ym,p) + (T2, ym) — (T2, p)

—_
= 20y T T, YD) (4.4)
_ —>
Also, it follows from Lemma 26l that (y,,Tx,,, m (U T ﬁ Hence, we have
dQ(xmap) = <xm ,m> = <mexmam Tﬁmp,n
_
< YT Ty ) + (T, Tod) < umem,y—p% + (T, T
e

- O‘m<umemaymxm> + am U, ,m ]- - am) Txmpa m)
< (U T) Yoy T) + i (U, :c?p%> + 0 (0D, Tmb)
< 200, MAd(Yum, Tm) + [t | (T, D) + 0 (0D, TB) + (1 = 0t )d* (2, p),

which implies that

(@, p) < 2Md(yms @) + || (]| + M) + (0, TonB)- (4.5)
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Since {z,,} is bounded, by Lemma 2.8 there exists a subsequence {z,,,} of {z,,} which
A-converges to a point ¢. By Lemma 2.9 ¢ € C. It follows from (£2]) and Lemma 210 that
q € F(T). Substituting m; and ¢, respectively, for m and p in (L3, we get

(llgll + M) + (04, Tn;)- (4.6)

This together with Lemma 2111 (£.3]) and A-convergence of {x,,, } to ¢ implies that z,,, — ¢
strongly as ¢ — oo.

Now, if {z.,,} is a subsequence of {x,,} which converges to a point ¢’ € C, then by using
the same argument as in proof above, we get ¢’ € F(T). Utilizing ([45]), we have

d2(xm¢7 Q) < 2Md<ym¢7xm¢) + Humz

2 / / _>/ !

A" (T, q') < 2M (Y, Tm,) + ([t [ (|| + M) + (o', 2, q)
and

& (X, q) < 2Md(Ymy s Tmy) + [t | (1]l + M) + (00, T )
By (43) and continuity of d(-,z) for all z € X, we get

—

(q,q) < (oqad) and d(¢'.q) < (5%, qq). (4.7)

Therefore, we obtain
— — — —
20%(q,q') < {od,ad) + (6%, 49) = (0, a) + (5%, d'9) = (da,7a) = (¢, 4).

Thus, ¢ = ¢q. This shows that {x,,} converges to ¢ € F(T') and the proof is completed. [

4.2. Convergence of an explicit algorithm

In this subsection we study strong convergence of an explicit algorithm to a fixed point
of nonexpansive mappings.

Algorithm 4.3. Let C' be a nonempty closed convex subset of a Hadamard space X. Let
T :C — C be a nonexpansive mapping. Define the iterative sequence {z,} as follows:

xo € C, chosen arbitrary,
Yn = @y, ® (1 — )Ty, n >0, (4.8)
Tp4+1 = (1 - 6n)xn 5% BnPC'yna

where {a,,} and {B,} are two sequences in (0,1), and the sequence {u,} C X is a perturba-
tion for the n-step iteration.

Theorem 4.4. Let F(T) # (. If the conditions (i) lim,_,o v, = 0 and )" o, = 00, (i1)
0 < liminf, o B, < limsup, . B, < 1, (1ii) >~ anllu,|| < co satisfy, then the sequence
{z,} generated by the explicit method ({.§) converges to a q € F(T).



Proof. Let p € F(T). By Lemma [2.2] and nonexpansiveness of Pc, we have

d(Tpy1,p) = d((1 = Bn)Tn @ BuloYn, p)
< (1= Bu)d(@n,p) + Bud(Pcyn, p)
< (1= Bu)d(zn,p) + Buld(anun, ® (1 — )T, p)]
< (1= Bn)d(zn,p) + Bulond(un, p) + (1 — an)d(Tp, p)]
< (1= Bn)d(zn, p) + Bulam(llunll + lIpl) + (1 — an)d(zn, p)]
< (L= anfn)d(zn, p) 4 Buow|lpl] + anl|un]]
< max{d(zy, p), [pll} + o lual-

By induction, we get
d(wns1,p) < max{d(zo, p), [pll} + D culluill,
i=0

which together with condition (iii) implies that {x,} is bounded, so is the sequence {T'z, } C
C. Next, we prove that

lim d(z,.1,2,) = 0. (4.9)

n—oo

Let z, = Pcy, for all n > 0. It follows from nonexpansiveness of P and Lemma 2.1l that

d(2ni1,20) < A(Ynt1, Yn) = d(nirtng1 @ (1 — ang1)Tnq1, ey, © (1 — ay,)Ty,)
< d (an—l—lun-i-l S (1 - an+1)T$n+1> Qpy1Unt1 D (1 - an+1)TxN)
+d (ps1tnr1 @ (1 — apyr)Txn, Tay) + d (T, anu, © (1 — a,)Tx,)
< (1= any)d(Trpgr, Try) + ap1d(tngr, Tey) + apd(uy,, Txy)
< (1= any1)d(@ngr, Tn) + angrl[unr || + anllunl| + (o + an) [ T2,
Hence,

d(zni1,2n) = d(Tny1, Tn) < Qg ||Ung1|] + anlltn | + (g1 + ) [T,

This together with (i) and (iii) implies that limsup,,_, . (d(zpt1,2n) — d(Tpi1,2,)) < 0. It
follows from Lemma 2.4 that

lim d(z,,z,) = 0. (4.10)
n—oo

Since d(xp41, Tn) = Bnd (25, ), we get (£9). Now, we show that
lim d(z,, Tx,) = 0. (4.11)
n—oo

Utilizing (4.8) and Lemma 2.2 we have

d(xy, Tr,) < d@n, Tpy) +d(xg, Txy)
( ) +

(1 = Bn)d(zn, Txy) + Brnond(tn, Tx,).
8
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Hence,

1
d(wn, Trn) < God(@n, Bnsa) + an(lfunl] + [ T2n]])

n

This together with ({3) and conditions (i)-(iii) implies that lim,, . d(z,, Tx,) = 0. More-
over,

A(Tn, Yn) < apd(xn,uy) + (1 —ayp)d(z,, Ty)
< apllzg|| + anllun] + (1 — ap)d(z,, Tz,) = 0 (as n— o0).

Therefore, the inequality d(z,,y,) < d(zn, T,) + d(Tn, yn) together with (£10) implies that
lim d(z,,y,) = 0. (4.12)

n—oo
Let {«/,} be the sequence defined by the implicit method (&I), ¢ = lim,, . 2}, and
Yy, = oy & (1 — ol )Tz, for all m > 1 where {a],} € (0,1) and {u],} € X with

iMoo @y = limy, oo |/, ]| = 0. We show that limsup, . (g6, qz,) < 0. Similar to (@A)
we may obtain that (x! Tl ! x,) < (y, Tx,  y, x,). Also, by Lemma 2.6l

/ / / /
<;1: Ty X, a:n> (x! Ta:m, ma:n>+<T:cma:n,xmazn)

(2! x,)

m?

NN

R —> — s ——
ay (ul Tal oyl x,) + (Txl v,z x,)

— — —— e
ol (ul Txl oy ol Y+ al (ul xn, 2l w,) + (1 — o (Tx! x,, 2l x)

I e — —
<u Txm’ym m> + OZ <umxm’ lm > + a <x;an7x;nxn>
. —
+(1—a, )Tz, Txy, x, x,) + (1 — )<T:L‘nZL‘n, x T
/ / / / / / —> —
Oémd<um7 Txm)d(ym7 xm) _'_ a <u 0 > _'_ Oé < m? Zlfm.flfn>
+0z;nd2(x;n, )+ (1 —al,)d(Tz,, T:L‘n)d( X )
+(1—al))d(Txy, x,)d(x),, x,)
— ——
20, Md(y,,, x,,) + o, lluy,l|d(wy,, ©,) + a5, {ox),, 27, 24)
+d2( ) + ATy, x,)d(2), xn),

N

N

where M > 0 is such that ||ul,||, ||z, || Tx,,|| < M for all m > 1. It follows that

- d(Tx,,, x,) M’
(o Ton) < 2Md(y, 2t + |l |17 4 DT T M

where M’ > 0 such that d(«,,x,) < M’ for all m > 1 and n > 0. It follows from (Z3)),
|lul,|l — 0 and (@IT]) that

e
lim sup lim sup{(«/,,0, ., x,) < 0. (4.13)

mM— 00 n—o0

ml



We note that

_
( )+ d(q, :cm)d<xm, Tn) + (27,0, T, n)
_
(g0, q,,) + d(q, x,, ) M' + (2,0, 7),20).

This together with (AI3]) and lim,, , 2z, = g implies that

\

~
~

xT

Q
3

I

V/AN/A
Y
)

— e

lim sup(q%, q?n> = lim sup lim sup(q%, q?n> < lim sup lim sup{x’, 0, 2}, z,) < 0.

n—oo m— 00 n—o0 m—o0 n—o0

Since
(@6, qz0) = (36, qzy) + (36, Tnza) < (30, qza) + |lqlld(2n, 2n)
and

(@, qTmy) = (@6, q@L) + (@, 2T my) < (@6, q@8) + llalld(@n, Tan),

using (A.10), (£11)) and (EI4), we have

——
limsup(q%,q?@ <0 and limsup(q%,qTxn) <0.

n—oo n—oo

(4.14)

(4.15)

Finally, we show that lim,, .., z,, = ¢. Since z, = Poy, and g € C, it follows from Theorem

B that (5., za¢) < 0. Using (@R) and Lemma 2.3 and 26, we have

P (@ni1,0) < (1= B2)d*(@n, @) + Bud® (2, q)
1 — Bo)d*(@n, q) + Ba(Znbns Z0l) + BulUnlls Znd)
1 — Ba)d*(zn, q) + ﬁnm Zd)
(n: q)
(a. q)

1 — B2)d*(zn, Q) + By Txn,ﬁ Y + Bl Tan,a}

1- md? s @) + BulYn T, 50070) + B (Yn T, )

B (T g, 5l)

(1= B A2 (@, ) + BaltnTZms 22 + ntn (T, Gl
+Bu(Tng, 2l

= (1= BT, 0) + BulYnTms 00i2) + Butn (Un T, iz

0 (cun Tty ) + (1= ) (Tg, 52

/N /N

N

0 (i, Z2l) + (@, Z2d) + (1 = )T, 520)
= (1= Bn)d* (@, q) + 2Bnand(ty, Tx,)d(2n, Yn)

460 (on{@d, 520 + 03, 7) + (1 = )T, 5))

10

(1 - ﬁn)d2(l‘na Q) + Bnd(yna Txn)d(zna yn) + ﬁnand(una Txn)d(zna yn)

(4.16)



We note that

Tan, Zl) <

d(Txp, q)d(2n, q) < d(Tn, q)d(Yn, q) < (dQ(xn,q) + d*(yn, )) . (4.17)

l\DI»—t

Also, using Lemma 2.1l and 2.7] we have

d*(Yn, q)

obtain

d2 ('rn+17 Q)

NN

/N

/N

(d(Yn, no @ (1 — ay)Txy) + d(ano @ (1 — av,) Ty, q))2
(ownl[tn ]| + d(cmo & (1 — )Tz, q))°

2 ||un | + d*(no @ (1 — )T, @) + 200 |[tin]|d(cno @ (1 — )Ty, q)
s

apllall® + (1= ) *d*(Tp, q) + 200 (1 = @) (04, Tand)

o [l + 200 [[un|d(ono & (1 — o) T2, q)

(1= @) (2, 0) + an (anllall® +2(1 = 0,) (5, Tad))

+au ||un || M, (4.18)

where M" = sup, {an||u,|| + 2d((1 — o) Tz, & a0, q)}. Using (416), ([AI7) and (LI]), we

N

/N

(1— Bn)d2<xna q) + 2Bn00d(un, Txn)d(znv Yn)

+6, (an@m, 7o) + an(l, 2 + L) (d*(xn, q) + d*(yn, )))
(1= Bn)d*(2n, q) + 2Bnand(un, Txn)d(zm Yn)

—i—ﬁnanHuan(qu "‘Bn@n ? ﬁ

_i_% (d2(.'17n, q) —+ (1 — Oén)d2('rn7 q))

A0 (o (o gl + 200 — )@ Trai)) + o s 117)
(1= Bt} (0,0) + Buctn (2 Twall (0, 9a) + (5, ) +
+2(1 = ) (3, @) ) + anllunll (2(z0, ga) + (20, 0) + M)

(1 = 1)@ (25, G) + Ydn + 0,

—
where Tn = Bnana 5n = 2||Txn||d(znayn) ? ﬁ + an||Q||2 + 2(1 - an ? Tan and
On = Qpl|tn|[(2d( 20, yn) + d(2n, q) + M"). Now, considering conditions (i)-(iii), (£12), (£I5)
and applying Lemma to the last inequality, we conclude that lim, ,, x, = ¢. This

completes the proof.

O

Remark 4.5. The algorithms (4.1) and (4.8) converge strongly to Ppryo, the nearest point
of F(T) to o. In fact, a similar method as in proof of {{.7) shows that d*(q, p) < (op, qb) for
allp € F(T). Which is equivalent to (g, qp) < 0 for all p € F(T). It follows fmm Theorem
[31 that ¢ = Pgryo0.
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