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Abstract

We focus on the linear convergence of generalized proximal point algorithms for solving monotone
inclusion problems. Under the assumption that the associated monotone operator is metrically
subregular or that the inverse of the monotone operator is Lipschitz continuous, we provide Q-
linear and R-linear convergence results on generalized proximal point algorithms. Comparisons
between our results and related ones in the literature are presented in remarks of this work.
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1 Introduction

Throughout this work,

H is a real Hilbert space,

with inner product 〈·, ·〉 and induced norm ‖·‖.
Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅. Denote the set of all nonnegative integers

by N := {0, 1, 2, . . .}. The iteration sequence of the generalized proximal point algorithm is generated by
conforming to the iteration scheme:

(∀k ∈ N) xk+1 = (1 − λk) xk + λk Jck A xk + ηkek,

where x0 ∈ H is the initial point and (∀k ∈ N) λk ∈ [0, 2] and ηk ∈ R+ are the relaxation coefficients,
ck ∈ R++ is the regularization coefficient, and ek ∈ H is the error term.

The goal of this work is to investigate the linear convergence of the generalized proximal point algorithm for
solving the associated monotone inclusion problem, that is, finding a point x̄ in zer A := {x ∈ H : 0 ∈ Ax}.

Many celebrated optimization algorithms are actually specific cases of the generalized proximal
point algorithm when the operator A is specified accordingly; such algorithms include the projected
gradient method [18], the extragradient method [11], the forward-backward splitting algorithm [14],
the Peaceman-Rachford splitting algorithm [17], the Douglas-Rachford splitting algorithm [5, 14, 19],
the split inexact Uzawa method [24], and so on; in addition, the augmented Lagrangian method (i.e.,
the method of multipliers) [9] and the alternating direction method of multipliers [7] are instances of
the generalized proximal point algorithm applied to dual problems (see, e.g., [3, 6, 10, 23] for exposi-
tion). Hence, studying the linear convergence of the generalized proximal point algorithm helps us
deduce corresponding results on the linear convergence of algorithms mentioned above.

Main results in this work are summarized as follows.

*Mathematics, University of British Columbia, Kelowna, B.C. V1V 1V7, Canada. E-mail: hui.ouyang@alumni.ubc.ca.
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R1: We show R-linear convergence results on generalized proximal point algorithms in Proposition 5.1
and Theorem 5.12 under the assumption of metrical subregularity.

R2: Q-linear convergence results of generalized proximal point algorithms are presented in Theorem 5.6
and Proposition 5.8 under the assumption of metrical subregularity.

R3: In Theorem 5.9 and Proposition 5.10, under the assumption of the Lipschitz continuity of the
inverse of the related monotone operator, we obtain Q-linear convergence results of generalized
proximal point algorithms.

The rest of this work is organized as follows. We collect some basic definitions, fundamental facts,
and auxiliary results in Section 2. To facilitate proofs in subsequent sections, we work on the metri-
cal subregularity of set-valued operators in Section 3. In Section 4, we consider the inexact version of
the non-stationary Krasnosel’skiı̌-Mann iterations. In particular, we establish a R-linear convergence
result on the non-stationary Krasnosel’skiı̌-Mann iterations, which will be used to deduce the corre-
sponding result on the generalized proximal point algorithm in Section 5. Our main results on the
linear convergence of generalized proximal point algorithms are presented in Section 5. In the last
section Section 6, we summarize this work and list some possible future work.

We now turn to the notation used in this work. Id stands for the identity mapping. Denote by
R+ := {λ ∈ R : λ ≥ 0} and R++ := {λ ∈ R : λ > 0}. Let x̄ be in H and let r ∈ R+.
B[x̄; r] := {y ∈ H : ‖y − x̄‖ ≤ r} is the closed ball centered at x̄ with radius r. Let C be a nonempty set
of H. Then (∀x ∈ H) d (x, C) = infy∈C ‖x − y‖. If C is nonempty closed and convex, then the projector
(or projection operator) onto C is the operator, denoted by PC, that maps every point in H to its unique
projection onto C, that is, (∀x ∈ H) ‖x − PC x‖ = d (x, C). Let D be a nonempty subset of H and let
T : D → H. Fix T := {x ∈ D : x = T(x)} is the set of fixed points of T. Let A : H → 2H be a set-valued
operator. Then A is characterized by its graph gra A := {(x, u) ∈ H×H : u ∈ A(x)}. The inverse of
A, denoted by A−1, is defined through its graph gra A−1 := {(u, x) ∈ H × H : (x, u) ∈ gra A}.
The domain, range, and set of zeros of A are defined by dom A := {x ∈ H : Ax 6= ∅}, ran A :=
{y ∈ H : ∃ x ∈ H s.t. y ∈ Ax}, and zer A := {x ∈ H : 0 ∈ Ax}, respectively. Let (yk)k∈N be a se-
quence in H and let ȳ be in H. Ω

(

(yk)k∈N

)

stands for the set of all weak sequential clusters of the sequence
(yk)k∈N. If (yk)k∈N converges (strongly) to ȳ, then we denote by yk → ȳ. (yk)k∈N converges weakly
to ȳ if, for every u ∈ H, 〈yk, u〉 → 〈y, u〉; in symbols, yk ⇀ ȳ. Suppose that (yk)k∈N converges to

ȳ. Then (yk)k∈N is R-linearly convergent (or converges R-linearly) to ȳ if lim supk→∞ (‖yk − ȳ‖)
1
k < 1;

when (∀k ∈ N) yk 6= ȳ, we say (yk)k∈N is Q-linearly convergent (or converges Q-linearly) to ȳ if

lim supk→∞
‖yk+1−ȳ‖
‖yk−ȳ‖ < 1. For other notation not explicitly defined here, we refer the reader to [1].

2 Preliminaries

The definitions, facts, and lemmas gathered in this section are fundamental to our analysis in the
subsequent sections.

2.1 Nonexpansive operators

All algorithms considered in this work are based on nonexpansive operators.

Definition 2.1. [1, Definition 4.1] Let D be a nonempty subset of H and let T : D → H. Then T is

(i) nonexpansive if it is Lipschitz continuous with constant 1, i.e., (∀x ∈ D) (∀y ∈ D) ‖Tx − Ty‖ ≤
‖x − y‖;

(ii) firmly nonexpansive if (∀x ∈ D) (∀y ∈ D) ‖Tx − Ty‖2 + ‖(Id−T)x − (Id−T)y‖2 ≤ ‖x − y‖2.
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Although [1, Definition 4.33] considers only the case α ∈ ]0, 1[ , we extend the definition to α ∈ ]0, 1].
Clearly, by Definition 2.1(i) and Definition 2.2, T is 1-averaged if and only if T is nonexpansive. This
extension will facilitate our future statements. It is clear that both firmly nonexpansive and averaged
operators must be nonexpansive.

Definition 2.2. [1, Definition 4.33] Let D be a nonempty subset of H, let T : D → H be nonexpansive,
and let α ∈ ]0, 1]. Then T is averaged with constant α, or α-averaged, if there exists a nonexpansive
operator R : D → H such that T = (1 − α) Id+αR.

Fact 2.3. [16, Proposition 2.7(ii)] Let α ∈ ]0, 1] and let T : H → H be an α-averaged operator with Fix T 6= ∅.
Let x and e be in H and let λ and η be in R+. Define

yx := (1 − λ)x + λTx and zx := (1 − λ)x + λTx + ηe = yx + ηe.

Then for every x̄ ∈ Fix T,

‖yx − x̄‖2 ≤ ‖x − x̄‖2 − λ

(

1

α
− λ

)

‖x − Tx‖2 ; (2.1a)

‖zx − x̄‖2 ≤ ‖x − x̄‖2 − λ

(

1

α
− λ

)

‖x − Tx‖2 + η ‖e‖ (2 ‖yx − x̄‖+ η ‖e‖) . (2.1b)

Lemma 2.4. Let α ∈ ]0, 1] and let T : H → H be an α-averaged operator with Fix T 6= ∅. Let x and e be in
H, let λ ∈ R, and let η ∈ R+. Define

yx := (1 − λ)x + λTx and zx := (1 − λ)x + λTx + ηe = yx + ηe.

Let ε and β be in R+ with ηε ∈ [0, 1[ and let x̄ ∈ H. Suppose that ‖e‖ ≤ ε ‖x − zx‖ and ‖yx − x̄‖ ≤
β ‖x − x̄‖. Then

‖zx − x̄‖ ≤ β + ηε

1 − ηε
‖x − x̄‖ .

Proof. Apply the assumptions ‖e‖ ≤ ε ‖x − zx‖ and ‖yx − x̄‖ ≤ β ‖x − x̄‖ in the following second
inequality to force that

‖zx − x̄‖ ≤ ‖yx − x̄‖+ η ‖e‖ ≤ β ‖x − x̄‖+ ηε ‖x − zx‖ ≤ β ‖x − x̄‖+ ηε (‖x − x̄‖+ ‖x̄ − zx‖) ,

which implies directly that ‖zx − x̄‖ ≤ β+ηε
1−ηε ‖x − x̄‖. �

2.2 Resolvent of monotone operators

Definition 2.5. Let A : H → 2H be a set-valued operator. Then we say

(i) [1, Definition 20.1] A is monotone if (∀(x, u) ∈ gra A) (∀(y, v) ∈ gra A) 〈x − y, u − v〉 ≥ 0;

(ii) [1, Definition 20.20] a monotone operator A is maximally monotone (or maximal monotone) if there
exists no monotone operator B : H → 2H such that gra B properly contains gra A, i.e., for every
(x, u) ∈ H×H,

(x, u) ∈ gra A ⇔ (∀(y, v) ∈ gra A) 〈x − y, u − v〉 ≥ 0.

Definition 2.6. [1, Definition 23.1] Let A : H → 2H and let γ ∈ R++. The resolvent of A is

JA = (Id+A)−1.

3



Fact 2.7 illustrates that the resolvent of a maximally monotone operator is single-valued, full do-
main, and firmly nonexpansive, which is essential to our study on generalized proximal point algo-
rithms in subsequent sections.

Fact 2.7. [1, Proposition 23.10] Let A : H → 2H be such that dom A 6= ∅, set D := ran A, and set
T = JA |D. Then A is maximally monotone if and only if T is firmly nonexpansive and D = H.

Lemma 2.8. [1, Proposition 23.38] Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone and let γ ∈ R++. Then JγA is
1
2 -averaged and

zer
(

Id− JγA

)

= Fix JγA = zer A. (2.2)

Proof. Because A is maximally monotone, due to [1, Proposition 20.22], Fact 2.7, and [1, Remark 4.34(iii)],
we know that γA is also maximally monotone and that JγA is 1

2 -averaged, which, combined with [1,
Proposition 23.38], yields (2.2). �

Fact 2.9. [1, Proposition 23.2(ii)] Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone. Then

(x ∈ H) (γ ∈ R++)

(

JγA x,
1

γ

(

x − JγA x
)

)

∈ gra A.

Fact 2.10. [16, Lemma 2.12] Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅. Let x and e be in H,
let λ and η be in R+, and let γ ∈ R++. Define

yx := (1 − λ)x + λ JγA x and zx := (1 − λ)x + λ JγA x + ηe.

Then (∀x̄ ∈ zer A) ‖yx − x̄‖2 ≤ ‖x − x̄‖2 − λ (2 − λ)
∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥

2
.

Fact 2.11. [16, Lemma 2.15] Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅ and let γ ∈ R++.

Then (∀x ∈ H)(∀z ∈ zer A)
∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2
+
∥

∥

(

Id− JγA

)

x
∥

∥

2 ≤ ‖x − z‖2.

2.3 Miscellany

Results presented in this subsection will facilitate some proofs later.
The identity shown in Fact 2.12 below is essentially given on [8, Page 4] to illustrate the linear

convergence of a special instance of the exact version of the generalized proximal point algorithm.

Fact 2.12. [8, Page 4] Let t be in R r {−1} and let λ be in R. Then

(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

−
(

1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + t2

)

=
2tλ

(1 + t2) (t + 1)2

(

1 − λ − t2
)

.

The following result will be used to compare convergence rates of generalized proximal point algo-
rithms later.

Corollary 2.13. Let t be in R+. Then
(

1 − 1
t+1

)2 ≤
(

1 − 1
1+t2

)

.

Proof. Apply Fact 2.12 with λ = 1 to deduce that

(

1 − 1

t + 1

)2

−
(

1 − 1

1 + t2

)

=
2t

(1 + t2) (t + 1)2

(

1 − 1 − t2
)

= −t2 2t

(1 + t2) (t + 1)2
≤ 0,

which leads to the required inequality. �

Lemma 2.14 will play a critical role in the proof of Theorem 3.10(i) later.
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Lemma 2.14. Let u and v be in H and let t ∈ R++ such that

‖v‖ ≤ t ‖u − v‖ . (2.3)

Then the following hold.

(i) (∀λ ∈ [0, 1]) ‖(1 − λ)u + λv‖2 ≤
(

1 − λ
t+1

)2 ‖u‖2 + λ(t2 + λ − 1)
∥

∥

∥

√
t

1+t u − 1√
t
v
∥

∥

∥

2
.

Moreover, the equality holds if and only if ‖v‖ = t ‖u − v‖.

(ii) Suppose that 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 − t2. Then

‖(1 − λ)u + λv‖2 ≤
(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

‖u‖2 ≤ ‖u‖2 .

Proof. (i): Let λ ∈ [0, 1]. Set ζ := λ(1−λ)
t + λ2

1+t . Since λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ R++, we know that ζ ≥ 0. This
combined with (2.3) guarantees that

‖(1 − λ)u + λv‖2 (2.4a)

≤‖(1 − λ)u + λv‖2 + ζ
(

t2 ‖u − v‖2 − ‖v‖2
)

(2.4b)

=(1 − λ)2 ‖u‖2 + λ2 ‖v‖2 + 2λ(1 − λ) 〈u, v〉+ ζt2
(

‖u‖2 − 2 〈u, v〉+ ‖v‖2
)

− ζ ‖v‖2 (2.4c)

=

(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

‖u‖2 +

(

(1 − λ)2 −
(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

+ ζt2

)

‖u‖2 + 2
(

λ(1 − λ)− ζt2
)

〈u, v〉

+
(

λ2 + ζ(t2 − 1)
)

‖v‖2 . (2.4d)

On the other hand, by some elementary algebra, it is easy to establish that

(1 − λ)2 −
(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

+ ζt2 =
tλ

(1 + t)2

(

t2 + λ − 1
)

; (2.5a)

λ(1 − λ)− ζt2 = − λ

1 + t

(

t2 + λ − 1
)

; (2.5b)

λ2 + ζ(t2 − 1) =
λ

t

(

t2 + λ − 1
)

. (2.5c)

Combine (2.4) and (2.5) to ensure that

‖(1 − λ)u + λv‖2 ≤
(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

‖u‖2 + λ
(

t2 + λ − 1
)

(

t

(1 + t)2
‖u‖2 − 2

1 + t
〈u, v〉+ 1

t
‖v‖2

)

=

(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

‖u‖2 + λ(t2 + λ − 1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√
t

1 + t
u − 1√

t
v

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

.

In addition, based on our proof above, it is clear that the inequality above turns to an equality if and
only if ‖v‖ = t ‖u − v‖.

(ii): Inasmuch as λ ≥ 0 and t > 0, we have that

λ ≤ 1 − t2 ⇔ t2 + λ − 1 ≤ 0; (2.6a)
(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

≤ 1 ⇔ 0 ≤ λ

t + 1
≤ 2 ⇔ λ ≤ 2(t + 1). (2.6b)

Notice that 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 − t2 and that λ ≤ 1 − t2 ≤ 1 ≤ 2(t + 1). Hence, as a consequence of (i), the first
and second inequalities in (ii) follow directly from (2.6a) and (2.6b), respectively. �
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Remark 2.15. Lemma 2.14 is inspired by the second part of the proof of [8, Theorem 3.1] which works
on the convergence rate of a special instance of the exact version of the generalized proximal point
algorithm in R

n. We assume there is a tiny typo, tk

t2
k+1

should be tk

(tk+1)2 , in the equation (3.10) of the

proof of [8, Theorem 3.1]. Hence, the part after (3.10) in the proof of [8, Theorem 3.1] could have been
simplified.

Lemma 2.16. Let (εk)k∈N be in R+ and let (ρk)k∈N be in [0, 1]. Define

(∀k ∈ N) χk :=
k

∏
i=0

ρi and ξk :=
k

∑
i=0

(

k

∏
j=i+1

ρj

)

ε i.

Suppose that ∑k∈N εk < ∞ and that lim supk→∞ (χk)
1
k < 1. Then the following hold.

(i) ∑k∈N χk < ∞ and limk→∞ χk = 0.

(ii) Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) ρk+1 ≤ ρk. Then ∑k∈N ξk < ∞.

Proof. (i): Because χ := lim supk→∞ (χk)
1
k < 1, there exists ε > 0 and K ∈ N such that χ + ε < 1 and

(∀k ≥ K) (χk)
1
k < χ + ε, that is, χk < (χ + ε)k . (2.7)

Hence,

(∀k ≥ K)
k

∑
i=0

χi =
K

∑
i=0

χi +
k

∑
i=K+1

χi

(2.7)
≤

K

∑
i=0

χi + ∑
i∈N

(χ + ε)i =
K

∑
i=0

χi +
1

1 − (χ + ε)
< ∞, 1

which yields that ∑k∈N χk < ∞ and limk→∞ χk = 0.
(ii): Suppose that there exists k̄ ∈ N such that ρk̄ = 0. Then, by the assumption (∀k ∈ N) ρk+1 ≤ ρk

and ρk ≥ 0, we know that (∀k ≥ k̄) ρk = 0. So (∀k ≥ k̄) (∀i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}) ∏
k
j=i+1 ρj = 0, which

implies that (∀k ≥ k̄) ξk = 0. Hence, in this case, it is trivial that ∑k∈N ξk < ∞.
Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) ρk > 0. Notice that

(∀k ∈ N) ξk =
k

∑
i=0

(

k

∏
j=i+1

ρj

)

ε i =
k

∑
i=0





(

k−i

∏
j=0

ρj

)

ε i ·

(

∏
k
j=i+1 ρj

)

(

∏
k−i
j=0 ρj

)





and that for every k ∈ N and i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}

∏
k
j=i+1 ρj

∏
k−i
j=0 ρj

=











∏
k
j=i+1 ρj

∏
k−i
j=0 ρj

if k − i ≤ i + 1;

∏
k
j=k−i+1 ρj

∏
i
j=0 ρj

if k − i > i + 1,

=







1
ρ0

∏
k−i
j=1

ρj+i

ρj
if k − i ≤ i + 1;

1
ρ0

∏
i
j=1

ρj+k−i

ρj
if k − i > i + 1,

≤ 1

ρ0
,

where we invoke the assumption (∀k ∈ N) ρk+1 ≤ ρk in the last inequality.

1In the whole work, we use the empty sum convention. Hence, if k = K in this inequality, then ∑
k
i=K+1 χi = 0.
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On the other hand, due to [21, Page 80], the Cauchy product ∑k∈N ∑
k
i=0 χk−iε i of the two absolutely

convergent series ∑k∈N εk and ∑k∈N χk is absolutely convergent, that is,

∑
k∈N

k

∑
i=0

χk−iε i < ∞. (2.8)

Taking all results obtained above into account, we derive that

∑
k∈N

ξk ≤
1

ρ0
∑

k∈N

k

∑
i=0

(

k−i

∏
j=0

ρj

)

ε i =
1

ρ0
∑

k∈N

k

∑
i=0

χk−iε i

(2.8)
< ∞,

which reaches the required inequality in (ii). �

3 Metrical Subregularity

Metrical subregularity is a critical assumption for the linear convergence of algorithms studied in this
work. In this section, we exhibit results related to metrical subregularity.

Definition 3.1. [4, Pages 183 and 184] Let F : H → 2H be a set-valued operator. F is called metrically
subregular at x̄ for ȳ if (x̄, ȳ) ∈ gra F and there exist κ ∈ R+ and a neighborhood U of x̄ such that

(∀x ∈ U) d
(

x, F−1(ȳ)
)

≤ κ d (ȳ, F(x)) .

The constant κ is called constant of metric subregularity. The infimum of all κ for which the inequality
above holds is the modulus of metric subregularity, denoted by subreg (F; x̄|ȳ). The absence of metric
subregularity is signaled by subreg (F; x̄|ȳ) = ∞.

Fact 3.2. [16, Lemma 2.19] Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅, let x̄ ∈ zer A, and let
γ ∈ R++. Then A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄ if and only if Id− JγA is metrically subregular at

x̄ for 0 =
(

Id− JγA

)

x̄. In particular, if A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄, i.e.,

(∃κ > 0)(∃δ > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ κ d (0, Ax) ,

then Id− JγA is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 =
(

Id− JγA

)

x̄; more specifically,

(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x,
(

Id− JγA

)−1
0
)

≤
(

1 +
κ

γ

)

d
(

0,
(

Id− JγA

)

x
)

.

Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with x̄ ∈ zer A, let γ and δ be in R++, and let x ∈ H.
If x ∈ B[x̄; δ], then due to Fact 2.11, JγA x ∈ B[x̄; δ]. Hence, applying Lemma 3.3, we easily deduce
[12, Theorem 3.1] and [23, Lemma 5.3]. In fact, the proofs of Lemma 3.3, [12, Theorem 3.1], and [23,
Lemma 5.3] are similar.

Lemma 3.3. Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅ and let γ ∈ R++. Assume that A is
metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄, i.e.,

(∃κ > 0)(∃δ > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ κ d (0, Ax) . (3.1)

Then for every x ∈ H with JγA x ∈ B[x̄; δ],

d
(

JγA x, A−10
)

≤ 1
√

1 + γ2

κ2

d
(

x, A−10
)

. (3.2)
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Proof. As a consequence of Fact 2.9,

(∀x ∈ H)
1

γ

(

x − JγA x
)

∈ A
(

JγA x
)

. (3.3)

Due to Fact 2.11,

(∀x ∈ H)(∀z ∈ zer A)
∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2
+
∥

∥

(

Id− JγA

)

x
∥

∥

2 ≤ ‖x − z‖2 . (3.4)

By virtue of the maximal monotonicity of A and via [1, Proposition 23.39], we know that zer A is
closed and convex. So Pzer A x ∈ zer A is well-defined. Substitute z = Pzer A x in (3.4) to establish that

(∀x ∈ H)
∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥

2 ≤ ‖x − Pzer A x‖2 −
∥

∥JγA x − Pzer A x
∥

∥

2
. (3.5)

Let x ∈ H with JγA x ∈ B[x̄; δ]. Applying (3.1) with x = JγA x in the first inequality below and

employing
∥

∥JγA x − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥ ≤
∥

∥JγA x − Pzer A x
∥

∥ in the fourth inequality, we deduce that

d2
(

JγA x, A−10
)

≤ κ2 d2 (0, A
(

JγA x
))

(3.3)
≤ κ2

γ2

∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥

2

(3.5)
≤ κ2

γ2

(

‖x − Pzer A x‖2 −
∥

∥JγA x − Pzer A x
∥

∥

2
)

≤ κ2

γ2
‖x − Pzer A x‖2 − κ2

γ2

∥

∥JγA x − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥

2

=
κ2

γ2
d2
(

x, A−10
)

− κ2

γ2
d2
(

JγA x, A−10
)

,

which yields (3.2) easily, since it is clear that
κ2

γ2

1+ κ2

γ2

= 1

1+ γ2

κ2

. �

Theorem 3.4. Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅. Let x ∈ H, let e ∈ H and η ∈ R+,
let (γ, ε) ∈ R

2
++, and let λ ∈ ]0, 2[ . Define

yx := (1 − λ) x + λ JγA x and zx := (1 − λ) x + λ JγA x + ηe = yx + ηe.

Suppose that A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄, i.e.,

(∃κ > 0)(∃δ > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ κ d (0, Ax) . (3.6)

Set ρ :=

(

1 − λ (2 − λ) 1

(1+ κ
γ)

2

) 1
2

. Suppose that JγA x ∈ B[x̄; δ]. Then the following statements hold.

(i) ρ ∈ ]0, 1[ .

(ii) ‖yx − Pzer A x‖ ≤ ρ ‖x − Pzer A x‖.

(iii) Suppose that ‖e‖ ≤ ε ‖x − zx‖ and ηε ∈ [0, 1[ . Then

‖zx − Pzer A x‖ ≤ ρ + ηε

1 − ηε
‖x − Pzer A x‖ .
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Proof. (i): This is clear from λ ∈ ]0, 2[ , λ (2 − λ) = −(1 − λ)2 + 1 ≤ 1, and 1

(1+ κ
γ)

2 ∈ ]0, 1[ .

(ii): Applying (3.6) with x = JγA x in the first inequality and employing Fact 2.9 in the second
inequality, we know that

∥

∥JγA x − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥ = d
(

JγA x, A−10
)

≤ κ d
(

0, A
(

JγA x
))

≤ κ

γ

∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥ . (3.7)

Hence,

‖x − Pzer A x‖ ≤
∥

∥x − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥ (3.8a)

≤
∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥+
∥

∥JγA x − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥ (3.8b)

(3.7)
≤
(

1 +
κ

γ

)

∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥ . (3.8c)

Applying Fact 2.10 with x̄ = Pzer A x in the first inequality below, we observe that

‖yx − Pzer A x‖2 ≤ ‖x − Pzer A x‖2 − λ (2 − λ)
∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥

2

(3.8)
≤






1 − λ (2 − λ)

1
(

1 + κ
γ

)2






‖x − Pzer A x‖2 ,

which guarantees the desired inequality in (ii).
(iii): Based on Lemma 2.8, JγA is 1

2 -averaged and Fix JγA = zer A 6= ∅. Employing (ii) and applying

Lemma 2.4 with T = JγA, α = 1
2 , β = ρ, and x̄ = Pzer A x, we deduce (iii). �

Remark 3.5. We uphold the assumptions of Theorem 3.4. By some easy algebra, it is not difficult to
get that

max







(

1 − λ
κ
γ + 1

)2

,



1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + κ2

γ2











< 1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

(

1 + κ
γ

)2
.

Note that if zer A is a singleton, then Pzer A x = Pzer A

(

JγA x
)

. Therefore, based on Theorem 3.12(i)
below, if zer A is a singleton, then the coefficient ρ in Theorem 3.4(ii) can be decreased.

Definition 3.6. [20, Page 885] Let F : H → 2H be a set-valued operator. We say F−1 is Lipschitz
continuous at 0 (with modulus α ≥ 0) if there is a unique solution z̄ to 0 ∈ F(z)

(

i.e. F−1(0) = {z̄}
)

, and
for some τ > 0 we have

‖z − z̄‖ ≤ α ‖w‖ whenever z ∈ F−1(w) and ‖w‖ ≤ τ.

Let A : H → 2H be a maximally monotone operator with zer A 6= ∅. It was claimed in [12, Page 684]
and [22, Page 5] without proof that the assumption that A−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0 is stronger
than that A is metrically subregular. For completeness, we provide a detailed proof for this claim
below.

Fact 3.7. Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅. Suppose that A−1 is Lipschitz continuous
at 0 with modulus α > 0, i.e., A−1(0) = {x̄} and there exists τ > 0 such that

(

∀(w, x) ∈ gra A−1 with w ∈ B[0; τ]
)

‖x − x̄‖ ≤ α ‖w‖ . (3.9)

Set δ := ατ. Then A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄ with subreg (A; x̄|ȳ) ≤ α; more precisely,

(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ α d (0, Ax) . (3.10)
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Proof. Let x ∈ B[x̄; δ]. Because A−10 = {x̄}, we know that

d
(

x, A−10
)

= ‖x − x̄‖ . (3.11)

If Ax = ∅, then, via the convention inf∅ = ∞, d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ ∞ = α d (0, Ax).
Assume that Ax 6= ∅. Then, invoking the maximal monotonicity of A and employing [1, Proposi-

tion 23.39], we know that Ax is nonempty closed and convex. So, via [1, Theorem 3.16], y := PAx 0 is
a well-defined point in Ax. Then we have exactly the following two cases.

Case 1: y ∈ B[0; τ]. Now (y, x) ∈ gra A−1 with y ∈ B[0; τ]. Bearing (3.9) and (3.11) in mind, we
observe that

d
(

x, A−10
)

= ‖x − x̄‖ ≤ α ‖y‖ = α ‖PAx 0‖ = α d (0, Ax) .

Case 2: y /∈ B[0; τ]. Then ‖y‖ = ‖PAx 0‖ > τ. Hence, it is easy to see that

d
(

x, A−10
)

= ‖x − x̄‖ ≤ δ = ατ ≤ α ‖PAx 0‖ = α d (0, Ax) .

Altogether, (3.10) is true in both cases and the proof is complete. �

Naturally, one may have the following question.

Question 3.8. Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone. Suppose that zer A = {x̄}. Are the following
two statements equivalent?

(i) A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄.

(ii) A−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0 with a positive modulus.

Based on Fact 3.7, we know that (ii) ⇒ (i). Therefore, (i) ⇔ (ii) if and only if (i) ⇒ (ii).

Example 3.9 illustrates that for all continuous and monotone function f : R → R with f−1(0) =
{x̄}, the metrical subregularity of f is equivalent to the Lipschitz continuity of f−1 at 0 with a pos-
itive modulus. In other words, we provide a specific example showing the equivalence of the two
statements in Question 3.8.

Example 3.9. Let f : R → R be continuous and monotone and let f−1(0) = {x̄}. Then the following
hold.

(i) f is maximally monotone.

(ii) Let ǫ ∈ R++. Then there exists δ ∈ R++ such that

f (x) ∈ B[0; δ] ⇒ x ∈ B[x̄; ǫ]. (3.12)

(iii) f is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 = f (x̄) if and only if f−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0 with a
positive modulus.

Proof. (i): Because f is continuous and monotone, via [1, Corollary 20.28], f is maximally monotone.
(ii): Suppose to the contrary that (3.12) is not true. Then

(∀k ∈ N r {0}) there exists xk ∈ R such that f (xk) ∈ B

[

0;
1

k

]

and xk /∈ B [x̄; ǫ] ,

which forces that

f (xk) → 0 and Ω
(

(xk)k∈N

)

∩ B
[

x̄;
ǫ

2

]

= ∅, (3.13)
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where Ω
(

(xk)k∈N

)

is the set of all sequential cluster points of (xk)k∈N
.

We have exactly the following cases.
Case 1: (xk)k∈N is bounded. Then this together with (3.13) implies that there exists a subsequence

(xki
)i∈N of (xk)k∈N such that

f (xki
) → 0 and xki

→ x̂ /∈ B
[

x̄;
ǫ

2

]

.

On the other hand, the continuity of f implies that

f (x̂) = f

(

lim
i→∞

xki

)

= lim
i→∞

f (xki
) = 0,

which contradicts that f−1(0) = {x̄} and x̂ 6= x̄.
Case 2: (xk)k∈N is not bounded. Without loss of generality, we assume that there exists a subse-

quence (xki
)i∈N of (xk)k∈N such that

xki
→ ∞. (3.14)

Let x̃ > x̄. (If xki
→ −∞, then we choose x̃ < x̄ and the remaining proof is similar to the following

proof.) Inasmuch as f−1(0) = {x̄}, we have exactly the following two subcases.
Subcase 2.1: f (x̃) > 0. Combine this with (3.13) and (3.14) to deduce that there exists N ∈ N such

that

(∀i ≥ N) f (xki
) < f (x̃) and xki

> x̃,

which entails that

〈x̃ − x̄, f (x̃)− f (x̄)〉 > 0 and 〈xkN
− x̃, f (xkN

)− f (x̃)〉 < 0.

This contradicts the monotonicity of f .
Subcase 2.2: f (x̃) < 0. Similarly, as a consequence of (3.13) and (3.14), there exists N ∈ N such that

(∀i ≥ N) f (xki
) > f (x̃) and xki

> x̃.

This necessitates that

〈x̃ − x̄, f (x̃)− f (x̄)〉 < 0 and 〈xkN
− x̃, f (xkN

)− f (x̃)〉 > 0,

which contradicts the monotonicity of f as well.
Altogether, (ii) holds in all cases.
(iii): Suppose that f is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 = f (x̄). Then

(∃κ > 0)(∃δ > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, f−1(0)
)

≤ κ d (0, f (x)) , that is, |x − x̄| ≤ κ | f (x)| . (3.15)

As a result of Fact 3.7, it remains to prove that f−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0 with a positive modulus.
Replace ǫ = δ in (ii) above to see that there exists δ′ ∈ R++ such that

f (x) ∈ B[0; δ′] ⇒ x ∈ B[x̄; δ]. (3.16)

Now, invoke (3.15) and (3.16) to obtain that
(

∀( f (x), x) ∈ gra f−1 with f (x) ∈ B[0; δ′]
)

|x − x̄| ≤ κ | f (x)| ,

which, via Definition 3.6, ensures that f−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0 with modulus κ > 0.
Altogether, the proof is complete. �

11



Theorem 3.10 together with Theorem 3.4 will play a critical role to prove the linear convergence of
generalized proximal point algorithms later.

Theorem 3.10. Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅, let x ∈ H, let γ ∈ R++, and let
λ ∈ [0, 2]. Define

yx := (1 − λ) x + λ JγA x. (3.17)

Let z ∈ zer A and let t ∈ R++. Suppose that

∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥ ≤ t
∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥ . (3.18)

Then the following statements hold.

(i) Suppose that λ ∈ [0, 1]. Then

‖yx − z‖2 ≤







(

1 − λ
t+1

)2 ‖x − z‖2 if t2 + λ − 1 ≤ 0;
(

1 − λ (2 − λ) 1
1+t2

)

‖x − z‖2 if t2 + λ − 1 > 0.

(ii) Suppose that λ ∈ [1, 2]. Then

‖yx − z‖2 ≤
(

1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + t2

)

‖x − z‖2 .

(iii) Define

ρ :=

{

(

1 − λ
t+1

)2
if 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 − t2;

1 − λ (2 − λ) 1
1+t2 if 1 − t2

< λ ≤ 2.
(3.20)

Suppose that λ ∈ ]0, 2[ . Then

ρ = max

{

(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

, 1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + t2

}

∈ ]0, 1[ . (3.21)

Moreover,

‖yx − z‖2 ≤ ρ ‖x − z‖2 .

Proof. Invoke Fact 2.11 in the following second inequality to entail that

(

1 +
1

t2

)

∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2
(3.18)
≤

∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2
+
∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥

2 ≤ ‖x − z‖2 ,

which necessitates that

∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2 ≤ 1

1 + 1
t2

‖x − z‖2 . (3.22)

(i): If λ = 0, then ‖yx − z‖2 = ‖x − z‖2 =
(

1 − λ
t+1

)2 ‖x − z‖2 =
(

1 − λ (2 − λ) 1
1+t2

)

‖x − z‖2.

Hence, the result in (i) is trivial.
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Suppose that λ ∈ ]0, 1]. Then

(

λ − λ (1 − λ)
1

t2

)

≤ 0 ⇔ t2 + λ − 1 ≤ 0. (3.23)

It is clear that

(1 − λ) +

(

λ − λ (1 − λ)
1

t2

)

1

1 + 1
t2

= 1 + λ

(

1

1 + 1
t2

− 1

)

− λ (1 − λ)
1

t2

1

1 + 1
t2

(3.24a)

= 1 − λ
1

1 + t2
− λ (1 − λ)

1

1 + t2
(3.24b)

= 1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + t2
. (3.24c)

Employing [1, Corollary 2.15] in the following second equality and invoking both (3.22) and (3.23)
in the second inequality, we observe that

‖yx − z‖2 (3.17)
=

∥

∥(1 − λ) (x − z) + λ
(

JγA x − z
)∥

∥

2

= (1 − λ) ‖x − z‖2 + λ
∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2 − λ (1 − λ)
∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥

2

(3.18)
≤ (1 − λ) ‖x − z‖2 + λ

∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2 − λ (1 − λ)
1

t2

∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2

= (1 − λ) ‖x − z‖2 +

(

λ − λ (1 − λ)
1

t2

)

∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2

≤







(1 − λ) ‖x − z‖2 if t2 + λ − 1 ≤ 0;
(

(1 − λ) +
(

λ − λ (1 − λ) 1
t2

)

1
1+ 1

t2

)

‖x − z‖2 if t2 + λ − 1 > 0.

This combined with (3.24) guarantees that

‖yx − z‖2 ≤
{

(1 − λ) ‖x − z‖2 if t2 + λ − 1 ≤ 0;
(

1 − λ (2 − λ) 1
1+t2

)

‖x − z‖2 if t2 + λ − 1 > 0.
(3.25)

On the other hand, if t2 + λ − 1 ≤ 0, then utilizing (3.18) and applying Lemma 2.14(ii) with u = x − z
and v = JγA x − z, we know that

‖yx − z‖2 ≤
(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

‖x − z‖2 . (3.26)

Notice that, by some easy algebra,
(

1 − λ
t+1

)2 ≤ 1 − λ ⇔ t2 + λ − 1 ≤ 0. Hence, combining (3.25)
and (3.26), we deduce (i).

(ii): Because λ ∈ [1, 2], we have that

λ (1 − λ) ≤ 0. (3.27)

Due to Fact 2.9,
(

JγA x, 1
γ

(

x − JγA x
)

)

∈ gra A. This combined with (z, 0) ∈ gra A and the monotonic-

ity of A entails that

〈

JγA x − z, x − JγA x
〉

≥ 0. (3.28)
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Invoke (3.27) and (3.28) in the following first inequality to derive that

‖yx − z‖2

(3.17)
=

∥

∥(1 − λ) (x − z) + λ
(

JγA x − z
)∥

∥

2

= (1 − λ)2 ‖x − z‖2 + λ2
∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2
+ 2λ (1 − λ)

〈

x − z, JγA x − z
〉

= (1 − λ)2 ‖x − z‖2 + λ2
∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2
+ 2λ (1 − λ)

∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2
+ 2λ (1 − λ)

〈

x − JγA x, JγA x − z
〉

≤ (1 − λ)2 ‖x − z‖2 + λ (2 − λ)
∥

∥JγA x − z
∥

∥

2

(3.22)
≤ (1 − λ)2 ‖x − z‖2 + λ (2 − λ)

1

1 + 1
t2

‖x − z‖2

=

(

1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + t2

)

‖x − z‖2 ,

where the last equality follows from

(1 − λ)2 + λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + 1
t2

= 1 + λ (2 − λ)

(

−1 +
1

1 + 1
t2

)

= 1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + t2
.

(iii): Inasmuch as λ ∈ [0, 2] and t ∈ R++, it is easy to get that

(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

∈ [0, 1[ ⇔ λ < 2 (t + 1) ;

1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + t2
∈ ]0, 1[ ⇔ λ (2 − λ) > 0.

Hence, λ ∈ ]0, 2[ and t ∈ R++ lead to

max

{

(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

, 1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + t2

}

∈ ]0, 1[ .

Combine this with Fact 2.12 and (3.20) to yield (3.21).
Furthermore, the last assertion in (iii) is clear from (i) and (ii) above. �

The inequality (3.29) presented in Remark 3.11 will be used to compare convergence rates of gener-
alized proximal point algorithms later.

Remark 3.11. Let λ ∈ R+ and let t ∈ R++ such that λ ≤ 1 − t2. Then

1 − λ
1

1 + t2
−
(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

=
2λ

t + 1
− λ

1

1 + t2
− λ2

(t + 1)2

=
λ

(1 + t2)(t + 1)2

(

2(t + 1)(1 + t2)− (t + 1)2 − λ(1 + t2)
)

≥ λ

(1 + t2)(t + 1)2

(

2(t + 1)(1 + t2)− (t + 1)2 − (1 − t2)(1 + t2)
)

=
λ

(1 + t2)(t + 1)2

(

2t3 + t2 + t4
)

=
λt2

1 + t2
≥ 0,

where we use the assumption λ ≤ 1 − t2 in the first inequality above.
Hence, based on (3.21) in Theorem 3.10(iii), we know that

max

{

(

1 − λ

t + 1

)2

, 1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + t2

}

≤ max

{

1 − λ
1

1 + t2
, 1 − λ (2 − λ)

1

1 + t2

}

. (3.29)
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Theorem 3.12. Let A : H → 2H be maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅. Let x and e be in H, let x̄ ∈ zer A,
let η and ε be in R+, let γ ∈ R++, and let λ ∈ ]0, 2[ . Define

yx := (1 − λ) x + λ JγA x and zx := (1 − λ) x + λ JγA x + ηe. (3.30)

Then the following statements hold.

(i) Suppose that A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄, i.e.,

(∃κ > 0)(∃δ > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ κ d (0, Ax) . (3.31)

Set ρ := max

{

(

1 − λ
κ
γ+1

)2
,

(

1 − λ (2 − λ) 1

1+ κ2

γ2

)} 1
2

. Suppose that JγA x ∈ B[x̄; δ]. Then the

following hold.

(a) ρ ∈ ]0, 1[ .

(b)
∥

∥yx − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥ ≤ ρ
∥

∥x − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥.

(c) If zer A = {x̄}, then ‖yx − x̄‖ ≤ ρ ‖x − x̄‖.

(d) Suppose that ‖e‖ ≤ ε ‖x − zx‖ and that ηε ∈ [0, 1[ . Then

∥

∥zx − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥ ≤ ρ + ηε

1 − ηε

∥

∥x − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥ .

In addition, if zer A = {x̄}, then

‖zx − x̄‖ ≤ ρ + ηε

1 − ηε
‖x − x̄‖ .

(ii) Suppose that A−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0 with modulus α > 0, i.e., A−1(0) = {x̄} and there exists
τ > 0 such that

(

∀(w, x) ∈ gra A−1 with w ∈ B[0; τ]
)

‖x − x̄‖ ≤ α ‖w‖ . (3.32)

Set ρ := max

{

(

1 − λ
α
γ+1

)2
,

(

1 − λ (2 − λ) 1

1+ α2

γ2

)} 1
2

. Suppose that 1
γ

(

x − JγA x
)

∈ B[0; τ]. Then

the following hold.

(a) ρ ∈ ]0, 1[ .

(b) ‖yx − x̄‖ ≤ ρ ‖x − x̄‖.

(c) Suppose that ‖e‖ ≤ ε ‖x − zx‖ and that ηε ∈ [0, 1[ . Then

‖zx − x̄‖ ≤ ρ + ηε

1 − ηε
‖x − x̄‖ .

Proof. (i): Because JγA x ∈ B[x̄; δ], adopt (3.31) with x = JγA x in the first inequality to derive that

∥

∥JγA x − Pzer A

(

JγA x
)∥

∥ = d
(

JγA x, A−10
)

≤ κ d
(

0, A
(

JγA x
))

≤ κ

γ

∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥ , (3.33)

where we utilize Fact 2.9 in the last inequality. In view of Pzer A

(

JγA x
)

∈ zer A, employing (3.33) and

applying Theorem 3.10(iii) with t = κ
γ and z = Pzer A

(

JγA x
)

, we establish (i)(a) and (i)(b).
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Notice that if zer A = {x̄}, then Pzer A

(

JγA x
)

= x̄. Hence, (i)(c) is clear from (i)(b).

In addition, according to Lemma 2.8, we know that JγA is 1
2 -averaged and Fix JγA = zer A 6= ∅.

Hence, combine (i)(b)&(i)(c) with Lemma 2.4 to guarantee (i)(d).

(ii): Employing Fact 2.9 again, we get that
(

JγA x, 1
γ

(

x − JγA x
)

)

∈ gra A. Taking the assumption,
1
γ

(

x − JγA x
)

∈ B[0; τ], and (3.32) into account, we establish that

∥

∥JγA x − x̄
∥

∥ ≤ α

γ

∥

∥x − JγA x
∥

∥ ,

which, applying Theorem 3.10(iii) with t = α
γ and z = x̄, ensures (ii)(a) and (ii)(b).

At last, similarly with the proof of (i)(d) above, (ii)(b) and Lemma 2.4 entail (ii)(c) directly. �

Remark 3.13. (i) Suppose zer A = {x̄}. If the assumption that A−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0
with a positive modulus is strictly stronger than that A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄,
then Theorem 3.12(i) is more interesting than Theorem 3.12(ii).

(ii) The idea of Theorem 3.12(ii)(b) is essentially presented in [8, Theorem 3.1] on the linear con-
vergence rate of the exact version of the generalized proximal point algorithm with the relax-
ation coefficient being a constant in R

n. Notice that the proof of Theorem 3.12(ii)(b) is closely
related to Theorem 3.10(i)&(ii), that Lemma 2.14 is critical to the proof of Theorem 3.10(i), and
that Lemma 2.14 is inspired by [8, Theorem 3.1] (see Remark 2.15 for details). But the proof of
Theorem 3.12(ii)(b) is more natural and easier to understand than that of [8, Theorem 3.1]. In
addition, actually we shall use Theorem 3.12 to investigate the linear convergence of the inexact
version of generalized proximal point algorithms later.

(iii) It is not difficult to see that Theorem 3.12(ii)(b) can actually also be obtained by employing
Fact 3.7 and applying Theorem 3.12(i)(c) with an extra assumption on the distance from x to
zer A.

4 Inexact Version of the Non-stationary Krasnosel’skiı̌-Mann iterations

In the whole section, we suppose that (αk)k∈N is in ]0, 1], that (∀k ∈ N) λk ∈
[

0, 1
αk

]

, and that

(∀k ∈ N) Tk : H → H is αk-averaged with ∩i∈N Fix Ti 6= ∅.

Let x0 and (ek)k∈N
be in H and let (ηk)k∈N

be in R+. In this section, we investigate the inexact non-
stationary Krasnosel’skiı̌-Mann iterations generated by following the iteration scheme

(∀k ∈ N) xk+1 = (1 − λk)xk + λkTkxk + ηkek. (4.1)

Note that the generalized proximal point algorithm studied in this work is actually a special case
of the iteration sequence generated by (4.1). Some results obtained in this section will be applied to
generalized proximal point algorithms in the following section.

Fact 4.1. [16, Theorem 4.3] The following statements hold.

(i) (∀x̄ ∈ ∩k∈N Fix Tk) (∀k ∈ N) ‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ ‖x0 − x̄‖+ ∑
k
i=0 ηi ‖ei‖.

(ii) Suppose that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞. Then the following hold.

(a) ∑k∈N λk

(

1
αk
− λk

)

‖xk − Tkxk‖2
< ∞.
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(b) Suppose that lim infk→∞ λk

(

1
αk
− λk

)

> 0 (e.g., lim infk→∞ λk > 0 and lim supk→∞ λk <

1
lim supk→∞ αk

< ∞). Then ∑k∈N ‖xk − Tkxk‖2
< ∞. Consequently, limk→∞ ‖xk − Tkxk‖ = 0.

Lemma 4.2. Denote by C := ∩k∈N Fix Tk. Define

(∀k ∈ N) yk := (1 − λk)xk + λkTkxk and εk := ηk ‖ek‖ (2 ‖yk − PC xk‖+ ηk ‖ek‖) .

Then

(∀k ∈ N) d2 (xk+1, C) ≤ d2 (xk, C)− λk

(

1

αk
− λk

)

‖xk − Tkxk‖2 + εk.

Proof. Inasmuch as (∀k ∈ N) Tk is nonexpansive, via [1, Proposition 4.23(ii)], C = ∩k∈N Fix Tk is closed
and convex. So, by [1, Theorem 3.16], (∀x ∈ H) PC x is a well-defined point in C.

For every k ∈ N, applying (2.1b) in Fact 2.3 with T = Tk, α = αk, x = xk, yx = yk, zx = xk+1, η = ηk,
e = ek, and x̄ = PC xk in the second inequality below, we derive that

d2 (xk+1, C) ≤ ‖xk+1 − PC xk‖2

≤ ‖xk − PC xk‖2 − λk

(

1

αk
− λk

)

‖xk − Tkxk‖2 + εk

= d2 (xk, C)− λk

(

1

αk
− λk

)

‖xk − Tkxk‖2 + εk.

Altogether, the proof is complete. �

Lemma 4.3. Let x̄ ∈ ∩k∈N Fix Tk. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) Id−Tk is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈
(Id−Tk) x̄, i.e.,

(∃γk > 0)(∃δk > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δk]) d (x, Fix Tk) ≤ γk ‖x − Tkx‖ . (4.2)

Suppose that δ := infk∈N δk > 0 and that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < δ. Let 0 < τ ≤ δ − ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ and let
x0 ∈ B[x̄; τ]. Then the following hold.

(i) (∀k ∈ N) xk ∈ B[x̄; δ].

(ii) Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) C := Fix Tk 6= ∅, that γ := supk∈N
γk < ∞, and that lim infk→∞ λk

(

1
αk
− λk

)

>

0 (e.g., lim infk→∞ λk > 0 and lim supk→∞ λk <
1

lim supk→∞ αk
< ∞). Then ∑k∈N d2 (xk, C) < ∞.

Consequently, d (xk, C) → 0.

Proof. (i): Due to Fact 4.1(i) and the assumptions that x0 ∈ B[x̄; τ] and τ + ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ ≤ δ, we easily
get (i).

(ii): Based on the assumptions and Fact 4.1(ii)(b), ∑k∈N ‖xk − Tkxk‖2
< ∞. Bearing (i) in mind and

for every k ∈ N, applying (4.2) with x = xk, we observe that

∑
k∈N

d2 (xk, C) = ∑
k∈N

d2 (xk, Fix Tk) ≤ γ2 ∑
k∈N

‖xk − Tkxk‖2
< ∞.

Altogether, the proof is complete. �

The following result is inspired by the proof of [2, Proposition 4.2(iii)] which is on iteration se-
quences generated by T -class operators (see [2, Page 3] for a detailed definition).
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Proposition 4.4. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) λk ∈
[

0, 1
αk

[

, that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞, that lim supk→∞ αk > 0,

and that lim supk→∞ λk <
1

lim supk→∞ αk
. Define M := lim supk→∞

λk
1

αk
−λk

. Then the following hold.

(i) M < ∞.

(ii) (∃K ∈ N) (∀k ≥ K) ‖xk+1 − xk‖2 ≤ 2 (M + 1) λk

(

1
αk
− λk

)

‖xk − Tkxk‖2 + 2η2
k ‖ek‖2.

(iii) ∑k∈N ‖xk+1 − xk‖2
< ∞. Consequently, ‖xk+1 − xk‖ → 0.

Proof. (i): Inasmuch as lim supk→∞ αk > 0 and (∀k ∈ N) αk ∈ ]0, 1], we observe that lim supk→∞ αk ∈
]0, 1], which, connected with lim supk→∞ λk <

1
lim supk→∞ αk

, ensures that

M = lim sup
k→∞

λk
1
αk
− λk

≤ lim supk→∞ λk

1
lim supk→∞ αk

− lim supk→∞ λk

< ∞.

(ii): Due to (i), there exists K ∈ N such that (∀k ≥ K) λk
1

αk
−λk

≤ M+ 1. Using this in the last inequality

below, we observe that for every k ≥ K,

‖xk+1 − xk‖2 (4.1)
= ‖λk (Tkxk − xk) + ηkek‖2

≤ 2λ2
k ‖Tkxk − xk‖2 + 2η2

k ‖ek‖2

= 2
λk

1
αk
− λk

λk

(

1

αk
− λk

)

‖xk − Tkxk‖2 + 2η2
k ‖ek‖2

≤ 2 (M + 1) λk

(

1

αk
− λk

)

‖xk − Tkxk‖2 + 2η2
k ‖ek‖2 .

(iii): Combining (ii) with Fact 4.1(ii)(a) and the assumption that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞, we derive that

∑k∈N ‖xk+1 − xk‖2
< ∞, which is followed immediately by the last assertion that ‖xk+1 − xk‖ → 0. �

Proposition 4.5 is inspired by [13, Theorem 3]. In particular, it generalizes [13, Theorem 3] by re-
placing the nonexpansive operator T therein with a sequence of averaged operators (Tk)k∈N. In
Proposition 4.5 below, we consider the convergence of the sequence (d (xk, C))k∈N

, where (xk)k∈N

is generated by (4.1) with (∀k ∈ N) C := Fix Tk. Proposition 4.5 will be applied to deduce a R-linear
convergence result on generalized proximal point algorithms in the next section.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) C := Fix Tk 6= ∅. Let x̄ ∈ C. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) Id−Tk is
metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ (Id−Tk) x̄, i.e.,

(∃γk > 0)(∃δk > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δk]) d (x, Fix Tk) ≤ γk ‖x − Tkx‖ . (4.3)

Suppose that δ := infk∈N δk > 0 and that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < δ. Let 0 < τ ≤ δ − ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ and let
x0 ∈ B[x̄; τ]. Define for every k ∈ N

yk := (1 − λk)xk + λkTkxk, εk := ηk ‖ek‖ (2 ‖yk − PC xk‖+ ηk ‖ek‖) ,

βk :=
λk

(

1
αk
− λk

)

γ2
k

, and ρk :=

{

1 − βk if βk ≤ 1;
1

1+βk
if βk > 1.

Then the following assertions hold.

(i) (∀k ∈ N) d2 (xk+1, C) ≤ (1 − βk)d2 (xk, C) + εk.
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(ii) (∀k ∈ N) ρk ∈ [0, 1] and d2 (xk+1, C) ≤ ρk d2 (xk, C) + εk.

(iii) (∀k ∈ N) d2 (xk+1, C) ≤
(

∏
k
i=0 ρi

)

d2 (x0, C) + ∑
k
i=0

(

∏
k
j=i+1 ρj

)

ε i. Moreover, the following hold.

(a) Suppose that lim supk→∞

(

∏
k
i=0 ρi

) 1
k
< 1 and (∀k ∈ N) ρk+1 ≤ ρk. Then ∑k∈N d2 (xk, C) < ∞.

Consequently, d (xk, C) → 0.

(b) Suppose that ρ := supk∈N
ρk < 1. Then

(∀k ∈ N) d2 (xk+1, C) ≤ ρk

(

ρ d2 (x0, C) +
k

∑
i=0

ε i

ρi

)

.

Consequently, if ∑k∈N

εk

ρk < ∞, then
(

d2 (xk, C)
)

k∈N

converges R-linearly to 0 .

Proof. (i): Based on Lemma 4.3(i), we know that (∀k ∈ N) xk ∈ B[x̄; δ]. For every k ∈ N, apply (4.3)
with x = xk to deduce that

d (xk, C) = d (xk, Fix Tk) ≤ γk ‖xk − Tkxk‖ . (4.4)

Apply Lemma 4.2 in the first inequality below to get that

d2 (xk+1, C) ≤ d2 (xk, C)− λk

(

1

αk
− λk

)

‖xk − Tkxk‖2 + εk

(4.4)
≤ d2 (xk, C)−

λk

(

1
αk
− λk

)

γ2
k

d2 (xk, C) + εk

≤



1 −
λk

(

1
αk
− λk

)

γ2
k



d2 (xk, C) + εk,

which guarantees (i).
(ii): Note that (∀k ∈ N) (1 − βk) ≤ 1

1+βk
⇔ 1 − β2

k ≤ 1. So we know that (∀k ∈ N) 1 − βk ≤ ρk.

Hence, (ii) is clear from (i) above.
(iii): Applying (ii), by induction, we easily establish that

(∀k ∈ N) d2 (xk+1, C) ≤
(

k

∏
i=0

ρi

)

d2 (x0, C) +
k

∑
i=0

(

k

∏
j=i+1

ρj

)

ε i. (4.5)

For every k ∈ N, applying (2.1a) in Fact 2.3 with x = xk, yx = yk, T = Tk, λ = λk, α = αk, and
x̄ = PC xk, we observe that

‖yk − PC xk‖ ≤ ‖xk − PC xk‖ = d (xk, C) ,

which, combined with [16, Corollary 4.4(iii)], implies that (‖yk − PC xk‖)k∈N
is bounded. This together

with the assumption ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < δ < ∞ necessitates that ∑k∈N εk < ∞.
(iii)(a): As a consequence of Lemma 2.16(i)&(ii), our assumptions imply that

∑
k∈N

(

k

∏
i=0

ρi

)

< ∞ and ∑
k∈N

k

∑
i=0

(

k

∏
j=i+1

ρj

)

ε i < ∞.

This combined with (4.5) ensures that ∑k∈N d2 (xk, C) < ∞, which forces that d (xk, C) → 0.
(iii)(b): This is immediate from (4.5). �
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In Corollary 4.6(i) below, by applying Proposition 4.5(i), we deduce the main result of [16, Theo-
rem 4.9] again.

Corollary 4.6. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) C := Fix Tk 6= ∅ and that (∀k ∈ N) ek ≡ 0 and ηk ≡ 0 in (4.1). Let
x̄ ∈ C. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) Id−Tk is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ (Id−Tk) x̄, i.e.,

(∃γk > 0)(∃δk > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δk]) d (x, Fix Tk) ≤ γk ‖x − Tkx‖ .

Suppose that δ := infk∈N δk > 0. Let x0 ∈ B[x̄; δ]. Define

(∀k ∈ N) βk :=
λk

(

1
αk
− λk

)

γ2
k

and ρk := 1 − βk.

Then the following hold.

(i) (∀k ∈ N) ρk ∈ [0, 1] and d (xk+1, C) ≤ ρ
1
2

k d (xk, C). Consequently, limk→∞ d (xk, C) exists.

(ii) Suppose that 0 < λ := infk∈N λk ≤ λ := supk∈N
λk <

1
α where α := supk∈N

αk > 0 and that
γ := supk∈N

γk ∈ R++. Define ρ := supk∈N
ρk. Then there exists x̂ ∈ C such that

(∀k ∈ N) ‖xk − x̂‖ ≤ 2ρ
k
2 d (x0, C) . (4.6)

Consequently, (xk)k∈N
converges R-linearly to a point x̂ ∈ C.

Proof. We uphold the notation used in Proposition 4.5 above. Notice that if (∀k ∈ N) ek ≡ 0 and
ηk ≡ 0, then, by definition, (∀k ∈ N) εk ≡ 0 in Proposition 4.5. Then Proposition 4.5(i) forces that
(∀k ∈ N) 1 − βk ∈ R+, that is, βk ≤ 1. Hence, we have that (∀k ∈ N) ρk = 1 − βk ∈ [0, 1] in
Proposition 4.5.

(i): According to our analysis above, this is immediate from Proposition 4.5(ii).
(ii): Because (∀k ∈ N) ρk = 1 − βk ∈ [0, 1] and 0 < λ ≤ λ <

1
α < ∞, we observe that

ρ = sup
k∈N

ρk = 1 − inf
k∈N

λk

(

1
αk
− λk

)

γ2
k

≤ 1 − λ
(

1
α − λ

)

γ
∈ [0, 1[ . (4.7)

Notice that [1, Proposition 4.23(ii)] implies that C is nonempty closed and convex and that our assump-
tions necessitate (∀k ∈ N) 0 < infi∈N λi ≤ λk ≤ supi∈N

λi <
1

supi∈N
αi

≤ 1
αk

. Hence, (4.7) combined

with (i) above leads to

(∀k ∈ N) d (xk+1, C) ≤ ρ
1
2 d (xk, C) ,

which, connecting with [16, Theorem 4.9(i)] and [1, Theorem 5.12], ensures (4.6). �

5 Generalized Proximal Point Algorithms

Throughout this section, A : H → 2H is maximally monotone with zer A 6= ∅ and

(∀k ∈ N) xk+1 = (1 − λk) xk + λk Jck A xk + ηkek, (5.1)

where x0 ∈ H is the initial point and (∀k ∈ N) λk ∈ [0, 2] and ηk ∈ R+ are the relaxation coefficients,
ck ∈ R++ is the regularization coefficient, and ek ∈ H is the error term.

Generalized proximal point algorithms generate the iteration sequence by conforming to the scheme
(5.1). The classic proximal point algorithm generates the iteration sequence by following (5.1) with
(∀k ∈ N) λk ≡ 1, ek ≡ 0, and ηk ≡ 0. In this section, we investigate the linear convergence of
generalized proximal point algorithms for solving the monotone inclusion problem, i.e., finding a
zero of the associated monotone operator.
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5.1 Auxiliary results

Proposition 5.1 is motivated by [12, Theorem 3.1] and [22, Theorem 3.1]. In particular, Proposition 5.1(i)(a)
and Proposition 5.1(ii)(a)i. reduce to [12, Theorem 3.1] and [22, Theorem 3.1], respectively, when (∀k ∈
N) ck ≡ c ∈ R++. Proposition 5.1(i) works on the local convergence of the exact version of the prox-
imal point algorithm. Note that if we restrict (∀k ∈ N) λk ≡ 1 in Proposition 5.1(ii)(a), the conver-
gence rate in Proposition 5.1(ii)(b) is better than that of Proposition 5.1(ii)(a) since 1

1+
c2
k

κ2

= 1 − 1

1+ κ2

c2
k

≤

1 − 1
(

1+ κ
ck

)2 .

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) ek ≡ 0 and ηk ≡ 0 in (5.1). Let x̄ be in zer A. Suppose that A is
metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄, i.e.,

(∃κ > 0)(∃δ > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ κ d (0, Ax) . (5.2)

Set c := infk∈N ck. Then the following assertions hold.

(i) Suppose that x0 ∈ B[x̄; δ] and that (∀k ∈ N) λk ≡ 1. Then

(a) (∀k ∈ N) d (xk+1, zer A) ≤ 1
√

1+
c2
k

κ2

d (xk, zer A);

(b) if c > 0, then (xk)k∈N
converges R-linearly to a point x̂ ∈ zer A.

(ii) Suppose that xk → x̄. Then the following hold.

(a) Set (∀k ∈ N) ρk :=

(

1 − λk (2 − λk)
1

(

1+ κ
ck

)2

) 1
2

. Then

i. there exists K ∈ N such that (∀k ≥ K) d (xk+1, zer A) ≤ ρk (xk, zer A);

ii. if c > 0 and 0 < λ := infk∈N λk ≤ λ := supk∈N
λk < 2, then (xk)k∈N

converges R-linearly
to a point x̂ ∈ zer A.

(b) Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) λk ≡ 1. Then

i. there exists K ∈ N such that (∀k ≥ K) d (xk+1, zer A) ≤ 1
√

1+
c2
k

κ2

d (xk, zer A);

ii. if c > 0, then (xk)k∈N
converges R-linearly to a point x̂ ∈ zer A.

Proof. (i): For every k ∈ N, applying Fact 2.10 with x = xk, yx = xk+1, λ = λk, and γ = ck, we know
that ‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ ‖xk − x̄‖; and employing Fact 2.11 with x = xk, γ = ck, and z = x̄, we observe that
∥

∥Jck A xk − x̄
∥

∥ ≤ ‖xk − x̄‖. Combine these results with x0 ∈ B[x̄; δ] to deduce that

xk ∈ B[x̄; δ] and Jck A xk ∈ B[x̄; δ]. (5.3)

Let k ∈ N. Taking (5.3) into account and applying Lemma 3.3 with x = xk and γ = ck, we obtain
that

d (xk+1, zer A) = d
(

Jck A xk, zer A
)

≤ 1
√

1 +
c2

k

κ2

d (xk, zer A) .

Suppose that c = infk∈N ck > 0. Then ρ := supk∈N

1
√

1+
c2
k

κ2

= 1
√

1+ c2

κ2

∈ [0, 1[ and

(∀k ∈ N) d (xk+1, zer A) ≤ ρ d (xk, zer A) . (5.4)
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Notice that, via [1, Proposition 23.39] and by virtue of the maximal monotonicity of A, zer A is closed
and convex. Similarly with the proof of Corollary 4.6(ii), combining (5.4) with [16, Theorem 5.6(i)] and
[1, Theorem 5.12], we obtain that (xk)k∈N

converges R-linearly to a point x̂ ∈ zer A.
(ii): Because xk → x̄, we know that there exists K ∈ N such that (∀k ≥ K) xk ∈ B[x̄; δ], which,

connected with Fact 2.11, ensures that

(∀k ≥ K) Jck A xk ∈ B[x̄; δ]. (5.5)

(ii)(a): Let k ∈ N such that k ≥ K. Bearing (5.5) in mind and applying Theorem 3.4(ii) with x = xk,
yx = xk+1, γ = ck, λ = λk, and ρ = ρk, we deduce that

d (xk+1, zer A) ≤ ‖xk+1 − Pzer A xk‖ ≤ ρk ‖xk − Pzer A xk‖ = ρk d (xk, zer A) . (5.6)

Suppose that 0 < λ = infk∈N λk ≤ λ = supk∈N
λk < 2 and c = infk∈N ck > 0. Then ρ :=

supk∈N
ρk ≤

(

1 − λ
(

2 − λ
)

1

(1+ κ
c )

2

) 1
2

∈ [0, 1[ . Moreover, due to (5.6),

(∀k ≥ K) d (xk+1, zer A) ≤ ρk−K+1 d (xK, zer A) ,

which, combined with [16, Theorem 5.6(i)] and [1, Theorem 5.12], guarantees that (xk)k∈N
converges

R-linearly to a point x̂ ∈ zer A.
(ii)(b): Invoking (5.5) and employing almost the same arguments used in the proof of (i)(a) and

(ii)(a)ii. above, we obtain (ii)(b). �

Corollary 5.2. Suppose that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞. Set c := infk∈N ck. Then the following hold.

(i) Suppose that 0 < lim infk→∞ λk ≤ lim supk→∞ λk < 2. Then ∑k∈N

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥

2
< ∞. Moreover,

if c > 0, then 1
ck

(

xk − Jck A xk

)

→ 0.

(ii) Suppose that supk∈N
λk < 2. Then ∑k∈N ‖xk − xk+1‖2

< ∞. Moreover, if c > 0 and λ := infk∈N λk >

0, then 1
ck

(

xk − Jck A xk

)

→ 0.

Proof. According to Lemma 2.8, (∀k ∈ N) Jck A is 1
2 -averaged operator and Fix Jck

A = zer A 6= ∅.

(i): Applying Fact 4.1(ii)(b) with (∀k ∈ N) Tk = Jck A and αk =
1
2 , we deduce ∑k∈N

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥

2
<

∞, which forces
∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥→ 0.
In addition, if c = infk∈N ck > 0, then

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

ck

(

xk − Jck A xk

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 1

c

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥→ 0.

(ii): It is not difficult to verify that supk∈N
λk < 2 if and only if lim supk→∞ λk < 2 and (∀k ∈ N) λk <

2. Apply Proposition 4.4(iii) with (∀k ∈ N) Tk = Jck A and αk =
1
2 to yield that ∑k∈N ‖xk+1 − xk‖2

< ∞

and ‖xk+1 − xk‖ → 0. Suppose that c = infk∈N ck > 0 and λ = infk∈N λk > 0. Based on (5.1),

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

ck

(

xk − Jck A xk

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

ckλk
(xk − xk+1 + ηkek)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 1

cλ
(‖xk − xk+1‖+ ηk ‖ek‖) → 0.

Altogether, the proof is complete. �

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞ and that ∑k∈N

∣

∣

∣
1 − ck+1

ck

∣

∣

∣
< ∞. Then the following hold.

(i) limk→∞

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥ exists.
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(ii) Assume that ∑k∈N λk (2 − λk) = ∞. Then xk − Jck A xk → 0.

Proof. (i): Because ∑k∈N

∣

∣

∣
1 − ck+1

ck

∣

∣

∣
< ∞ and ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞, due to [16, Lemma 5.2(ii)] and [1,

Lemma 5.31], we know that limk→∞

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥ exists in R+.

(ii): Applying Fact 4.1(ii)(a) with (∀k ∈ N) Tk = Jck A and αk = 1
2 and employing the assumption

∑k∈N λk (2 − λk) = ∞, we establish that lim infk→∞

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥ = 0. This as well as (i) yields xk −
Jck A xk → 0. �

Theorem 5.4 generalizes [23, Theorem 4.5] by replacing the constant λ ∈ ]0, 2[ therein with a se-
quence (λk)k∈N in [0, 2]. To do this generalization, we can require that 0 < infk∈N λk ≤ supk∈N

λk < 2

like [6, Theorem 3] or that ∑k∈N λk (2 − λk) = ∞ and ∑k∈N

∣

∣

∣
1 − ck+1

ck

∣

∣

∣
< ∞ like our Theorem 5.4(ii).

In [6, Theorem 3], to obtain the required weak convergence of the sequence generated by (5.1) with
(∀k ∈ N) ηk = λk, the authors require that 0 < infk∈N λk ≤ supk∈N

λk < 2, which is stronger than

our assumption ∑k∈N λk (2 − λk) = ∞ in Theorem 5.4, but our assumption ∑k∈N

∣

∣

∣
1 − ck+1

ck

∣

∣

∣
< ∞ in

Theorem 5.4(ii) is not needed for [6, Theorem 3].

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞ and infk∈N ck > 0. Then the following assertions hold.

(i) Suppose that limk→∞

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥ = 0. Then (xk)k∈N
converges weakly to a point in zer A.

(ii) Suppose that ∑k∈N λk (2 − λk) = ∞ and ∑k∈N

∣

∣

∣
1 − ck+1

ck

∣

∣

∣
< ∞. Then (xk)k∈N

converges weakly to a

point in zer A.

Proof. (i): Taking limk→∞

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥ = 0, infk∈N ck > 0, and [15, Proposition 2.16(i)] into account,
we know that Ω

(

(xk)k∈N

)

⊆ zer A. On the other hand, due to [16, Lemma 5.1(iii)(b)], we have that
(∀z ∈ zer A) limk→∞ ‖xk − z‖ exists in R+. These results combined with [1, Lemma 2.47] entail that
(xk)k∈N

converges weakly to a point in zer A.
(ii): Combine our assumption with Proposition 5.3(ii) to get that limk→∞

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥ = 0. Hence,
the desired weak convergence is clear from (i) above. �

The convergence result of Corollary 5.5 is consistent with that of [6, Theorem 3] except that the
assumption 0 < infk∈N λk ≤ supk∈N

λk < 2 in [6, Theorem 3] is replaced by 0 < lim infk→∞ λk ≤
lim supk→∞ λk < 2 in Corollary 5.5.

Corollary 5.5. Suppose that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞, that infk∈N ck > 0, and that 0 < lim infk→∞ λk ≤
lim supk→∞ λk < 2. Then (xk)k∈N

converges weakly to a point in zer A.

Proof. Clearly, the assumption 0 < lim infk→∞ λk ≤ lim supk→∞ λk < 2 entails that ∑k∈N λk (2 − λk) =
∞. Moreover, apply Fact 4.1(ii)(a) with (∀k ∈ N) Tk = Jck A and αk =

1
2 to get that

∑
k∈N

λk (2 − λk)
∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥

2
< ∞,

which, combined with 0 < lim infk→∞ λk ≤ lim supk→∞ λk < 2, guarantees that ∑k∈N

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥

2
<

∞ and hence, limk→∞

∥

∥xk − Jck A xk

∥

∥ = 0.
Therefore, by Theorem 5.4(i), we obtain the required weak convergence. �

5.2 Linear convergence of generalized proximal point algorithms

In this subsection, we consider the linear convergence of generalized proximal point algorithms.
Theorem 5.6 shows a Q-linear convergence result of generalized proximal point algorithms.
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Theorem 5.6. Let x̄ ∈ zer A. Suppose that A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄, i.e.,

(∃κ > 0)(∃δ > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ κ d (0, Ax) .

Let (εk)k∈N
be in R+ such that ηkεk → 0. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) ‖ek‖ ≤ εk ‖xk − xk+1‖ and λk ∈ ]0, 2[ ,

that Jck A xk → x̄, and that c := lim infk→∞ ck > 0 and 0 < λ := lim infk→∞ λk ≤ λ := lim supk→∞ λk < 2.
Set

(∀k ∈ N) ρk := max







(

1 − λk
κ
ck
+ 1

)2

,



1 − λk (2 − λk)
1

1 + κ2

c2
k











1
2

.

Then the following statements hold.

(i) For every k large enough, we have that ρk ∈ ]0, 1[ and that

∥

∥xk+1 − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ ≤ ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk

∥

∥xk − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ .

Moreover, there exist µ ∈ [0, 1[ and K ∈ N such that

(∀k ≥ K)
∥

∥xk+1 − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ ≤ µ
∥

∥xk − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ ≤ µk−K+1
∥

∥xK − Pzer A

(

JcK A xK

)∥

∥ .

(ii) Suppose that zer A = {x̄}. Then for every k large enough,

‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk
‖xk − x̄‖ . (5.7)

Moreover, there exist µ ∈ [0, 1[ and K ∈ N such that

(∀k ≥ K) ‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ µ ‖xk − x̄‖ ≤ µk−K+1 ‖xK − x̄‖ .

Proof. (i): Inasmuch as Jck A xk → x̄ and ηkεk → 0, there exists K1 ∈ N such that

(∀k ≥ K1) Jck A xk ∈ B[x̄; δ] and ηkεk ∈
[

0,
1

2

]

. (5.8)

For every k ≥ K1, applying Theorem 3.12(i)(a)&(i)(d) with x = xk, zx = xk+1, γ = ck, λ = λk, η = ηk,
e = ek, and ε = εk, and employing (5.8), we get ρk ∈ ]0, 1[ and

∥

∥xk+1 − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ ≤ ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk

∥

∥xk − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ . (5.9)

In addition, because c = lim infk→∞ ck > 0 and 0 < λ = lim infk→∞ λk ≤ λ = lim supk→∞ λk < 2,

we observe that lim supk→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 − λk
κ
ck
+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ max
{∣

∣

∣1 − λ
κ
c +1

∣

∣

∣ ,
∣

∣λ − 1
∣

∣

}

and that

ρ := lim sup
k→∞

ρk ≤ max







∣

∣

∣

∣

1 − λ
κ
c + 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

,
∣

∣λ − 1
∣

∣ ,

(

1 − λ
(

2 − λ
) 1

1 + κ2

c2

) 1
2







< 1.

Since ηkεk → 0, we have that lim supk→∞

ρk+ηkεk

1−ηkεk
= ρ < 1, which necessitates that there exist K ≥ K1

and µ ∈ ]ρ, 1[ such that

(∀k ≥ K)
ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk
≤ µ.
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This combined with (5.9) deduces the last assertion in (i).
(ii): Notice that the assumption zer A = {x̄} forces that

(∀k ∈ N) Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)

≡ x̄.

Therefore, (ii) is immediate from (i). �

Remark 5.7. We uphold the assumption and notation of Theorem 5.6. Taking Corollary 2.13 into ac-
count, we observe that if (∀k ∈ N) λk ≡ 1, then

(∀k ∈ N) ρk =



1 − 1

1 + κ2

c2
k





1
2

=
1

√

1 +
c2

k

κ2

.

Note that this convergence rate is consistent with that of Proposition 5.1(i)(a).

Proposition 5.8. Suppose that H = R
n. Suppose that x̄ ∈ zer A and that A is metrically subregular at x̄ for

0 ∈ Ax̄, i.e.,

(∃κ > 0)(∃δ > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ κ d (0, Ax) .

Suppose that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞. Let (εk)k∈N
be in R+ such that ηkεk → 0. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) ‖ek‖ ≤

εk ‖xk − xk+1‖ and λk ∈ ]0, 2[ , and that lim infk→∞ ck > 0 and 0 < lim infk→∞ λk ≤ lim supk→∞ λk < 2.
Set

(∀k ∈ N) ρk := max







(

1 − λk
κ
ck
+ 1

)2

,



1 − λk (2 − λk)
1

1 + κ2

c2
k











1
2

.

Then the following statements hold.

(i) For every k large enough, we have that

∥

∥xk+1 − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ ≤ ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk

∥

∥xk − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ .

Moreover, there exist µ ∈ [0, 1[ and K ∈ N such that

(∀k ≥ K)
∥

∥xk+1 − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ ≤ µ
∥

∥xk − Pzer A

(

Jck A xk

)∥

∥ ≤ µk−K+1
∥

∥xK − Pzer A

(

JcK A xK

)∥

∥ .

(ii) Suppose that zer A = {x̄}. Then for every k large enough,

‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk
‖xk − x̄‖ .

Moreover, there exist µ ∈ [0, 1[ and K ∈ N such that

(∀k ≥ K) ‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ µ ‖xk − x̄‖ ≤ µk−K+1 ‖xK − x̄‖ .

Proof. Because (ck)k∈N is in R++, it is not difficult to verify that lim infk→∞ ck > 0 ⇔ infk∈N ck > 0.
Moreover, bearing H = R

n, ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞, and 0 < lim infk→∞ λk ≤ lim supk→∞ λk < 2 in
mind, and employing Corollary 5.5, we know that xk → x̄. Notice that, via Fact 2.11, (∀k ∈ N)
∥

∥Jck A xk − x̄
∥

∥ ≤ ‖xk − x̄‖. These results entail that

Jck A xk → x̄.

Therefore, in view of Theorem 5.6, we obtain the required results. �
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Theorem 5.9. Suppose that A−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0 with modulus α > 0, i.e., A−1(0) = {x̄} and
there exists τ > 0 such that

(

∀(w, x) ∈ gra A−1 with w ∈ B[0; τ]
)

‖x − x̄‖ ≤ α ‖w‖ .

Suppose that 1
ck

(

xk − Jck A xk

)

→ 0. Let (εk)k∈N
be in R+ such that ηkεk → 0. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) ‖ek‖ ≤

εk ‖xk − xk+1‖ and λk ∈ ]0, 2[ , and that lim infk→∞ ck > 0 and 0 < lim infk→∞ λk ≤ lim supk→∞ λk < 2.
Set

(∀k ∈ N) ρk := max







(

1 − λk
α
ck
+ 1

)2

,



1 − λk (2 − λk)
1

1 + α2

c2
k











1
2

.

Then the following statements hold.

(i) For every k large enough, we have that ρk ∈ ]0, 1[ and that

‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk
‖xk − x̄‖ .

(ii) There exist µ ∈ [0, 1[ and K ∈ N such that

(∀k ≥ K) ‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ µ ‖xk − x̄‖ ≤ µk−K+1 ‖xK − x̄‖ . (5.10)

Proof. (i): In view of 1
ck

(

xk − Jck A xk

)

→ 0 and ηkεk → 0, there exists K1 ∈ N such that

(∀k ≥ K1)
1

ck

(

xk − Jck A xk

)

∈ B[0; τ] and ηkεk ∈
[

0,
1

2

]

. (5.11)

For every k ≥ K1, applying Theorem 3.12(ii)(a)&(ii)(c) with x = xk, zx = xk+1, γ = ck, λ = λk, η = ηk,
e = ek, and ε = εk, and employing (5.11), we derive ρk ∈ ]0, 1[ and

‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk
‖xk − x̄‖ . (5.12)

(ii): Similarly with the proof of the last part of Theorem 5.6(i), there exist K ≥ K1 and µ ∈ [0, 1[ such
that

(∀k ≥ K)
ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk
≤ µ,

which, combined with (5.12), guarantees (5.10). �

Proposition 5.10. Suppose that A−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0 with modulus α > 0, i.e., A−1(0) = {x̄}
and there exists τ > 0 such that

(

∀(w, x) ∈ gra A−1 with w ∈ B[0; τ]
)

‖x − x̄‖ ≤ α ‖w‖ .

Suppose that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < ∞. Let (εk)k∈N
be in R+ such that ηkεk → 0. Suppose that (∀k ∈ N) ‖ek‖ ≤

εk ‖xk − xk+1‖ and λk ∈ ]0, 2[ , and that lim infk→∞ ck > 0 and 0 < lim infk→∞ λk ≤ lim supk→∞ λk < 2.
Set

(∀k ∈ N) ρk := max







(

1 − λk
α
ck
+ 1

)2

,



1 − λk (2 − λk)
1

1 + α2

c2
k











1
2

.

Then the following hold.
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(i) For every k large enough, we have that

‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ ρk + ηkεk

1 − ηkεk
‖xk − x̄‖ . (5.13)

(ii) There exist µ ∈ [0, 1[ and K ∈ N such that

(∀k ≥ K) ‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ µ ‖xk − x̄‖ ≤ µk−K+1 ‖xK − x̄‖ .

Proof. Similarly with the proof of Proposition 5.8, the assumptions lim infk→∞ ck > 0 and (∀k ∈ N)
ck > 0 ensure that infk∈N ck > 0. Then, via Corollary 5.2(i), we establish that 1

ck

(

xk − Jck A xk

)

→ 0.
Hence, as a consequence of Theorem 5.9, we obtain the required results. �

Remark 5.11. We uphold the notation used in Proposition 5.10.

(i) Proposition 5.10 improves [23, Theorem 4.7] from the following two aspects.

• Note that 0 < infk∈N λk ≤ supk∈N
λk < 2 if and only if (∀k ∈ N) λk ∈ ]0, 2[ and 0 <

lim infk→∞ λk ≤ lim supk→∞ λk < 2. We see clearly that the constant λ ∈ ]0, 2[ in [23,
Theorem 4.7] is replaced by a sequence (λk)k∈N satisfying 0 < infk∈N λk ≤ supk∈N

λk < 2
in Proposition 5.10.

• Notice that the linear convergence result provided in [23, Theorem 4.7] is essentially that

for every k large enough, ‖xk+1 − x̄‖ ≤ ζk+ηkεk

1−ηkεk
‖xk − x̄‖, where

(∀k ∈ N) ζk := max









1 − λ
1

1 + α2

c2
k



 ,



1 − λ (2 − λ)
1

1 + α2

c2
k











1
2

with λ ∈ ]0, 2[ .

Bearing Remark 3.11 in mind, we conclude that the convergence rate given in (5.13) of our
Proposition 5.10(i) is better than the corresponding rate in [23, Theorem 4.7].

(ii) Taking Corollary 2.13 into account, we observe that if (∀k ∈ N) λk ≡ 1, then (∀k ∈ N)

ρk =

(

1 − 1

1+ α2

c2
k

) 1
2

= 1
√

1+
c2
k

α2

= α

(α2+c2
k)

1
2

. Therefore, we see that Proposition 5.10 extends [20,

Theorem 2] from λ ≡ 1 to a sequence (λk)k∈N satisfying 0 < infk∈N λk ≤ supk∈N
λk < 2.

Theorem 5.12 below provides R-linear convergence results on generalized proximal point algo-
rithms. It is an application of Proposition 4.5 which shows a R-linear convergence result on the non-
stationary Krasnosel’skiı̌-Mann iterations.

Theorem 5.12. Let x̄ ∈ zer A. Suppose that A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄, i.e.,

(∃κ > 0)(∃δ > 0)(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, A−10
)

≤ κ d (0, Ax) . (5.14)

Suppose that c := infk∈N ck > 0 and that ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ < δ. Let 0 < τ ≤ δ − ∑k∈N ηk ‖ek‖ and let
x0 ∈ B[x̄; τ]. Define

(∀k ∈ N) yk := (1 − λk)xk + λkTkxk and εk := ηk ‖ek‖ (2 ‖yk − Pzer A xk‖+ ηk ‖ek‖) .

Set (∀k ∈ N) γk :=
(

1 + κ
ck

)

, βk := λk(2−λk)
γ2

k

, and ρk := 1− βk. Denote by ρ := supk∈N
ρk, λ := infk∈N λk,

and λ := supk∈N
λk. Then the following statements hold.
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(i) (∀k ∈ N) ρk ∈ [0, 1] and d2 (xk+1, zer A) ≤ ρk d2 (xk, zer A) + εk.

(ii) (∀k ∈ N) d2 (xk+1, zer A) ≤
(

∏
k
i=0 ρi

)

d2 (x0, zer A) + ∑
k
i=0

(

∏
k
j=i+1 ρj

)

ε i.

(iii) Suppose that 0 < λ ≤ λ < 2. Then the following hold.

(a) 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 − λ(2−λ)

(1+ κ
c )

2 < 1.

(b) (∀k ∈ N) d2 (xk+1, zer A) ≤ ρk
(

ρ d2 (x0, zer A) + ∑
k
i=0

ε i

ρi

)

. Consequently, if ∑k∈N

εk

ρk < ∞,

then
(

d2 (xk, zer A)
)

k∈N

converges R-linearly to 0.

(iv) Suppose that 0 < λ ≤ λ < 2 and that (∀k ∈ N) ek ≡ 0 and ηk ≡ 0. Then the following hold.

(a) (∀k ∈ N) d (xk+1, zer A) ≤ ρ
1
2

k d (xk, zer A).

(b) There exists a point x̂ ∈ zer A such that

(∀k ∈ N) ‖xk − x̂‖ ≤ 2ρ
k
2 d (x0, zer A) .

Consequently, (xk)k∈N
converges R-linearly to a point x̂ ∈ zer A.

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.8, (∀k ∈ N) Jck A is 1
2 -averaged operator and

(∀k ∈ N)
(

Id− Jck A

)−1
0 = Fix Jck

A = zer A.

Moreover, employing (5.14) and for every k ∈ N, applying Fact 3.2 with γ = ck, we know that
(∀k ∈ N) Id− Jck A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 =

(

Id− Jck A

)

x̄; more precisely,

(∀x ∈ B[x̄; δ]) d
(

x, Fix Jck
A
)

≤
(

1 +
κ

ck

)

∥

∥x − Jck A x
∥

∥ . (5.15)

(i)&(ii): Inasmuch as (∀k ∈ N) λk ∈ [0, 2] and γk > 1, we have that (∀k ∈ N) λk (2 − λk) ∈ [0, 1]

and βk =
λk(2−λk)

γ2
k

∈ [0, 1]. Hence, (∀k ∈ N) ρk ∈ [0, 1].

Apply Proposition 4.5(ii)&(iii) with (∀k ∈ N) Tk = Jck A, C = zer A, γk =
(

1 + κ
ck

)

, δk ≡ δ, and

αk ≡ 1
2 to derive results in (i)&(ii).

(iii)(a): Note that

sup
k∈N

γk = sup
k∈N

(

1 +
κ

ck

)

= 1 +
κ

infk∈N ck
= 1 +

κ

c

⇒ρ = sup
k∈N

ρk = 1 − inf
k∈N

βk ≤ 1 − λ
(

2 − λ
)

(

1 + κ
c

)2
∈ ]0, 1[ .

Hence, (iii)(a) is true.
(iii)(b): Employing (iii)(a) above and applying Proposition 4.5(iii)(b) with (∀k ∈ N) Tk = Jck A,

C = zer A, γk =
(

1 + κ
ck

)

, δk ≡ δ, and αk ≡ 1
2 , we establish the required results in (iii)(b).

(iv): Taking (iii)(a) above into account and applying Corollary 4.6 with (∀k ∈ N) Tk = Jck A, C =

zer A, γk =
(

1 + κ
ck

)

, δk ≡ δ, and αk ≡ 1
2 , we directly obtain the desired results in (iv). �
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6 Conclusion and Future Work

In this work, we considered the metrical subregularity of set-valued operators, which is a popular as-
sumption for the linear convergence of optimization algorithms. We also provided an R-linear conver-
gence result on the non-stationary Krasnosel’skiı̌-Mann iterations. Because the generalized proximal
point algorithm is a special instance of the non-stationary Krasnosel’skiı̌-Mann iterations, the result
on the non-stationary Krasnosel’skiı̌-Mann iterations was applied to the generalized proximal point
algorithm. In addition, we showed some Q-linear convergence results on the generalized proximal
point algorithm under the assumption that the associated monotone operator is metrically subregular
or that the inverse of the monotone operator is Lipschitz continuous with a positive modulus.

Given a maximally monotone operator A : H → 2H with zer A = {x̄}, as stated in Question 3.8 and
Remark 3.13(i), it is interesting to know if the following two statements are equivalent.

(i) A is metrically subregular at x̄ for 0 ∈ Ax̄.

(ii) A−1 is Lipschitz continuous at 0 with a positive modulus.

We stated in Fact 3.7 that (ii) implies (i) and we also found in Example 3.9 a specific A : R → R

suggesting a positive answer for the equivalence. In the future, we shall try either proving (i) ⇒ (ii)
or finding a counterexample for it. In addition, as we presented in the introduction, many popular
optimization algorithms are instances of the generalized proximal point algorithm when the associ-
ated monotone operator is specified accordingly. We shall also apply our linear convergence results to
some particular examples of the generalized proximal point algorithm.
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