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ABSTRACT

In this work, we introduce the notion of warped Yosida regularization and study the
asymptotic behaviour of the orbit of dynamical systems generated by warped Yosida
regularization, which includes Douglas-Rachford dynamical system. We analyze an
algorithm where the inclusion problem is first approximated by a regularized one
and then the preconditioned regularization parameter is reduced to converge to a so-
lution of original problem. We propose and investigate backward-backward splitting
using degenerate preconditioning for monotone inclusion problems. The applications
provide a tool for finding a minima of a preconditioned regularization of the sum of
two convex functions.
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1. Introduction
In this work, we aim to solve the inclusion problem:
find (z,y) € H? such that (0,0) € (I — R+ XM 'Ax M7'B))(z,y), (1)

where A, B : H — 2™ are two set-valued operators, R : H2 — H? is an operator defined
by (z,y) — (y,z), and M : H — H is linear, bounded, self-adjoint and positive-
semidefinite operator, and H is a real Hilbert space. The dual inclusion problem of ()
is

find (z*,y*) € H? such that (0,0) € (I — R)™ ' + (M'A x M7'B) o (I/)\)(z*,y").
(2)

The solution of problems (Il) and (2) are related to warped Yosida regularization of
structured monotone inclusion problem of the form:

find x € H such that 0 € (A + B)z. (3)
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To find the solution of problem (B]), the Yosida regularization of problem (3] is firstly
introduced by Mahey and Tao [1], and Yosida regularization of an operator is intro-
duced in [2/3].

If M =1, ([I) becomes the problem of finding

(z,y) € H? such that (0,0) € I — R+ A(A x B)(z,y), (4)

proposed in [4], in which the authors have shown the asymptotic behaviour of the
sequences generated by composition of resolvents in the connection with the solution of
(@) and its dual by using Yosida regularization of problem (B]). The resolvent and Yosida
regularization of a maximal monotone operator are very important tools in nonlinear
analysis. Bui et al. [5] have proposed a generalized resolvent called warped resolvent
by using an auxiliary operator. The main motivation to define warped resolvent is
to construct and investigate splitting methods by different choices of kernels. Bredies
et al. [6] have analyzed Chambolle-Pock, Forward Douglas-Rachford and Peaceman-
Rachford splitting methods with the help of warped resolvent by using linear kernel.
In section Bl we introduce and investigate the properties of warped Yosida ap-
proximation. In section Ml we analyze the existence, uniqueness, weak convergence of
the dynamical systems governed by the warped Yosida regularization and observed
Douglas-Rachford dynamical system as a particular case. Section [3] describes the pre-
conditioned Yosida regularization of the monotone inclusion problem and analyzes
the preconditioned backward-backward splitting for problem (). Section [@l provides
backward-backward splitting methods for an optimization problem.

2. Preminilaries

This section is devoted to some important definitions and results from nonlinear anal-
ysis and operator theory. Throughout the paper, G(T') is used to denote the graph of
the set-valued operator T : H — 2% which is defined as G(T') ={(x,Tx) : x € D(T)},
where D(T') denotes the domain of T'. Let Z(T') and Fix(T") denote the zero and set
of fixed point of an operator T, respectively. Symbol N and R are used to denote the
set of natural numbers and set of real numbers, respectively.

Definition 2.1. Let 7 : H — 2™ be a set-valued operator. Then T is said to be
monotone if, V x1,x0 € H and uy € T(x1),us € T'(x2),

0 S <,I1 — T2,U] — UQ>.

T is said to be maximally monotone if there exists no monotone operator S : H — 2%
such that G(S) properly contains G(T), i.e., for every (x1,u;) € H X H,

(xl,ul) c Q(T) = <1‘1 — X2,U] — UQ> > O, V(Z’Q,Ug) S Q(T)

Let M be a bounded linear operator on H. M is said to be self-adjoint if M* = M,
where M* denotes the transpose conjugate of operator M. A self-adjoint operator M
on H is said to be positive definite if (M (x),x) > 0 for every nonzero z € H ([7]).
Define the M-inner product (-,-)as on H by (x,y)n = (x, M(y)) for all z,y € H. The
corresponding M-norm is defined by ||z||3; = (z, Mz) for all z € H.



Definition 2.2. Let D be a nonempty subset of H, T : D — H an operator and
M : 'H — H a positive definite operator. Then T is said to be

(i) nonexpansive with respect to M-norm if
|Tz1 — Tx2||pm < |21 — 22||00 V1, 22 € H;
(ii) M-cocoercive if
T2z — TxgH?VI,l < (x1 —x9,Tx1 — Txs), for all z1,29 € H.

Lemma 2.3. [8] Let C be a nonempty subset of H and x : [0,00) — H be a map.
Assume that

(i) tlim |lz(t) — a*| exists, for every z* € C;

—00
(ii) every weak sequential cluster point of the map x is in C.

Then there exists T, € C such that x(t) = Too as t — 0.

Throughout the paper we consider operator M : H — H as a preconditioner, i.e., a
linear, bounded, self-adjoint and positive semidefinite operator, and assume that H is
a real Hilbert space with norm || - | and inner product (-, ).

Definition 2.4. [6] An admissible preconditioner for the operator T : H — 2% is a
linear, bounded, self-adjoint and positive semi-definite operator M : H — H such that
warped resolvent

I =(M+~T) oM (5)
is single-valued and has full domain.

It is easy to check that J% is neither everywhere defined (J%«O = ()) nor single-
valued. For this reason, instead of imposing the maximal monotonicity of T', we directly
require (Bl), which, in the context of splitting methods, is a reasonable assumption.

Proposition 2.5. [9] Let M : H — H be an admissible preconditioning and T :
H — 2 be an operator such that M~'A is M-monotone. Then J% is M-firmly
nonerpansive, i.e.,

1 I37a — Iyl + 1 = Ip)e — (L= )yl < lle = ylir, Yo,y € H

3. Warped Yosida regularization

In this section, we define warped Yosida regularization and provide its properties and
some characterizations.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a reflexive Banach space with dual space X*. Assume that
0#CCX,M:C— X*and T : X — 2% are such that ran(M) C ran(T + yM)
and T + M is injective. For any v € (0, 00), warped Yosida regularization of T with

kernel M is defined by T,i\/[ = % (M — Mo J%), where J% is the warped resolvent
of T |5].



Example 3.2. Let C be a non-empty subset of X and ¢ : X — (—o0,00] be a
proper convex lower semicontinuous map. Let v > 0. Assume that M : C' — X* is an
operator with ran(M) C ran(M +~vd¢) and M +~0¢ is injective. Then warped Yosida
regularization of d¢ is ((9(;5),];/1 = %(M—Moprox%d)), where prox%¢ = (M+~0¢)~toM.
Let M be an injective operator, then warped Yosida regularization of d¢ is described
by the following variational inequality:

z= ((9(;5)% s WyeX)(y—x+yM12,y2) + ¢z —yM12) < ¢(2) V(z,2) € X x X.

Example 3.3. Let T: X — 2X" be a maximal monotone operator such that Z(T) #
(. Suppose that f : X — (—o0,00] is an admissible function such that D(T) C
int D(f). Set M = Vf. Then Ty 7 is a well defined warped Yosida regularization
defined in [10].

Now, we provide an example of warped Yosida regularization with respect to differ-
ent choices of the admissible function f.

Example 3.4. Let A : (0,00) — R be a monotone mapping. Define an admissible
function (Boltzmann-Shannon entropy) BS : (0,00) — (0,00) as z +— xlog z —x. Then
warped resolvent of A is [11]

JBS2 = (log+A)" o Az = ze?
and the warped Yosida regularization is

ABSy = VBSxz — VBS 0 J5 1
= log z — log(ze”*)
= log z — log  — log eA*

= —Ax.

Now, we explore some properties and characteristics of warped Yosida regulariza-
tion.

Proposition 3.5. Let T : H — 2" and M : H — H be an admissible preconditioner.
Then we have the following:

(i) (S4(), T (@) € G(T), @ € H.

(i) 0 € T'(x) if and only if 0 € Tf/w(x), r €H.
(iii) TM = (yM~'+ T 1)
(i) TM = JM 1 oy M.
M
(v) T%—A = (T“J/w))\ ‘
(vi) Let x,y € H. Then x = TVMy & (y—yM 1z, z) € G(T).

(vit) D(T) is convex, D(J%) = D(TVM) and ran(J%) = D(T).



Proof. (i) For z € H, we have
J(@) = (M +~T)" o M(z) & M(x) € (M +~T) o L) (x)

@% (M — Mo Jif) (z) € T (J)p(x)) & T} (x) € T (L) (x)) -

(ii) For = € H,

0eT(x)=0eT(x) e M(x) € (M +~T)(x)
sx € (M+T)" o M(z) & M(z) € M(J)1(x))
s0e (M-MoJjt)(x) 0Tz 0eT)a.

(iii) Let z,y € H. Indeed,

xeTyy@xG%(M—MoJ%) (v)
Syx € (M — Mo J%) (y) = M(y) —yx € (Mo J%)(y)
SMH(M(y) —yz) € J(y) & y—yM ' (z) € (M +~T)"" o M(y)
S(M +4T)(y —yM~H(x)) € M(y) & M(y) +7T(y) — vz —v*T o M~ () € M(y)
sreTly—yM () s ze (M +T ) y). (6)
(iv) Let z,y € H. From part (i),
x € Tyy sze (Mt +T7H(y)
sre M+ T o M (T M(y))
ST € Jé\{fjlul o 'y*lM(y).

(v) From part(i), for z,y € H,

zeTH )W) ez e(y+ )M +T7) 7 (y)
sreT(y—(y+AM ()
sreT(y—yM 1y —AM1y)
sr e T (y—AM ' (y))

M
or e (Tf/w)A Y.
(vi) For z,y € H and from (@), we have
yeDzeyeT(le—yM ly) & (x—yM'y,y) € G(T). (7)
U

Proposition 3.6. Let T : H — 2" be a mazximal monotone operator and M : H — H
be an admissible preconditioner and ~v > 0. Then, we have the following:



(i) TWM is y-cocoercive with respect to M, i.e.,
")/HTWNI.%'l — ij\/[.%'z”%/ffl < <1‘1 - xQ,Tval — ij\/[.%'2>. (8)

cmd hence mazimal monotone and L-Lipschitz continuous, for some L > 0.
(ii) J T is M -nonexpansive.

(i11) Let x, = J]\:/ﬁx Then z, — Pé\/[

om(T)
argmmyedam(T Hw yHM
(iv) For z,y, and p € H

_ (1M M (y,p) € G(T),
(yap) - (J’yTx7T'y 1’) ~ { 7= y+’7M_1p

M
x as A} 0, where Pdom(T)x

Proof. (i) Let z1,29 € H. Then

1T 21 — T w3 = (M (T @y — T wy), T 2y — T )
1
= $((I — Jp)ar — (I = J3p)we, (I = J)p)ar — (I — J2p)w2)m
1
= ?H(I — I)w — (I = I3 w23

Since I — JM T 8 M-firmly nonexpansive, hence

1
1T 21 = T sy < ?@01 — a2, (I = Iyp)ar — (I = T)p)aa)m
1
= ?m — @9, M(I — J)p)x1 — M(I — J)1)x2)
1
= ;(m xQ,T Tffwx2>.

In the similar manner, we can also show that
(21 xQ,T Tf{wx2>M > VHT,fV[xl —T,f\/[x2||2. (9)

(ii) It follows from [12, Proposition 3.1]
(iii) Let v € (0,1) and (y,v) € G(T'). Then by the monotonicity of T', we have

(xy —y, Mz — Mz, —yv) >0
=2y = yl}s < @y —yow = yhur + [y — yllmll M ollar
=2y =yl < llz = yllar +A[M " ollar,
which yields (xv)ve(OJ) is bounded. Rest part of the proof follows from the proof
of |13, Theorem 23.48].

(iv) From the definitions of warped resolvent and warped Yosida regularization, we
have

{y:J%x, o | T (Mz - My) € G6(T), @{ (y,p) € G(T),
p=TMz, p =+ (Mz — My), z=y+yMp.



O

Proposition 3.7. Let T : H — 2™ be a mazimal monotone operator and M : H — H
be an adimissable preconditioner. Then, for any x € H, we have the following:

(i) J%m (%x + (1 - %)J%x) = J%x.
(ii) | — Il < 2 (1- &) |M-1TMa].
Proof. (i) For z € H and p = Ay, we have

e (M4+~T) oMYt o(M+~T) oMz
s zeM o (M+4T)oJ M
< (Mz— Mo J%x) € ’yT(J%x)
&AMz — (1= A\)M o Jjpax € (M + pT)J
& (M +uT) oMMz + (1 - )\)J%CE) = J%CC

& Jir(a + (1= N Jiga) = I,

Putting A = %, we have

u M
J%CC <;x +(1— ;)J%:c) = ,%:c
(ii) From (i), we get

7 p
HJ%:U - J%xH = ||J%x <;:c +(1- ;)J%x) - J%xH

Sg <1—%> (x—J%x)
_ g <1 _ %) | MITM g,
O
4. Motivation to define warped Yosida regularization
Consider the monotone inclusion problem:
find u € H such that 0 € Tu, (10)

where T : H — 2" is a maximal monotone operator defined on Hilbert space H. The
differential inclusion to solve problem ([I0]) is

{u(t) € —Tu(t) an

u(to) =ugy € H.



In general, the differential inclusion (IIJ) is not well-posed. For example, if we consider
an operator T : R? — R? defined by

T(x’ y) = (_ya 'I),

then the orbit of () does not converge to zero of T'. But we have Z(T) = Z(TM). In
order to overcome this difficulty, we shall consider the following dynamical system

(12)

u(t) + TMu(t) =0
u(to) =ug € H.

In the next result, we study the properties of the orbit u(t) generated by the dynamical

system ([I2]).

Proposition 4.1. Let T : H — 2" be a mazimal monotone operator with T~1(0) # )
and M be an admissible preconditioner. Let v > 0 and ug € D(T). Then we have the
following identities for the unique solution u(t) of dynamical systems (12):

(i) uw € CYR,H) and u(t) € D(T), Vt > 0.
(i) The orbit u is bounded and 1 € L*([ty,0); H).
(iii) u(t) converges weakly to u*, for some u* € T~1(0).

Proof. (i) It follows from the fact that Ty is Lipschitz continuous.
(ii) Let u* € T~1(0). Define an anchor

From (I2I), we get

Since u* € T71(0) = (T)~1(0) and by (@), we deduce

h(t) + N u(@)|* <0
= A(t) +lla())* < o. (13)

Hence t — h(t) is a monotonically decreasing function. Since ¢ — h(t) is a locally
absolutely continuous function, there exists N1 € R such that

h(t) < Ny for all ¢ € [tg, 00),

which concludes that h(t) is a bounded function and hence u(t) is also bounded
function. Integrating (I3]), we get a real number Ny such that

t

h(t)+~ [ [Jwt)]]* < Ny for all t € [tg, c0). (14)
to

Using the boundedness of h, we conclude that @ € L?([tg, o0); H).



(iii) By Lemma 23] and maximal monotonicity of TVM , the orbit weakly converges

to u* for some u* € T~1(0).
O

Interestingly, from Té‘/f one can obtain different splitting based dynamical systems
by different choices of operators T' and M, e.g., Douglas-Rachford, forward-Douglas-
Rachford dynamical systems.

Let u = (z,y) € H := H?, where H is a real Hilbert space. Consider T : H2 — 2
and M : H?> — H? be the operators defined by

T [aA

1 (aé)_l} ’ (15)

vl

-1 I

where A, B : H — 2/ are maximal monotone operators. With this choice of operator
T, problem (I0) is converted into

find u € H such that 0 € (A + B)u, (16)

equivalently, 0 € (A + B)x if and only if there exists y € H such that 0 € Az +y
and 0 € aBz. Now, for T" and M defined by (I5) we have

Jp!
[aA+1 0 R
| -2 (aB)'+1 -1 I
T (@A + 1)1 —(aA+ 1)1
T 20eB) P+ D) aA+ D) = ((aB) P+ 1) =2((aB) P+ 1) (@A + 1)
_ [ Jas —JaA :|
_QJ(O(B)A JoA — J(Q,B)—l _2J(aB)*1 aA T J(Q,B)—l ’

So,

TM _ I —I _ JQA—2J(QB)—1JQA+J(QB)—1 - QA+2J(QB)71JQA—J(O{B)71
-1 1T —Jaa + 2J(aB)*1 aA — J(aB)—l Jos — 2J(aB)—1 Jaa + J(Q,B)—l
|:I—RQARQB RQARQB—I:|

2 2
RonRop—1 I-RoaRap
2 2

where R, 4 and R,p are reflected resolvents of the operators A and B, respectively.
Hence from dynamical system ([I2]), we get

i(t) = —ILspllan (1) — y(t))
§(t) = —IHapllan (y(t) — a(t))
2(0) = 20,%(0) = o.

~+

By substituting z(t) = x(t) — y(t), we obtain that

é’(t) + Z(t) = RaARaBZ(t)
2(0) = 2o,

4 ((aB) + 1)1]



which is a Douglas-Rachford (without preconditioing) dynamical system investigated
in [14].

5. Preconditioned backward-backward splitting

This section generalizes the regularization of sum of two monotone operators [1] using
preconditioner. A preconditioned regularization of monotone inclusion problem

find z € H such that 0 € Az + Bx (17)
is
find 2 € H such that 0 € Az + Ba. (18)
Note that, if 0 € Aﬁ/[x + Bz,
M~ o (M4 AB)x € J\x
re(M+AB) oMoz
z € %o JY . (19)
We study the convergence of sequence {x,} defined by: {x,} € H and {z,} solves

the problem (I8]). Assume that problem (I8]) has a solution for A > 0. Then for each
n, {x,} satisfies:

zn = JM o T2, (20)

Let y, = Aﬁ\\/[ ZTy. In the next result, we study the convergence analysis of sequences
{z,} and {y,}.

Theorem 5.1. Let A, B : H — 2" be two mazimal monotone operators. Then we
have the following:

(1) Assume that x is a solution of (I7) and y € Az N (—Bx). Then |ly,| < |ly|| for

any A > 0.

(ii) Let x be a limit point of {x,} and the sequence {y,} be bounded. Then, x solves
(@.

(iii) If {xy} has a limit point, then problem () has a solution if and only if {y,} is
bounded.

(i) If {x,} is bounded and problem (7)) has a unique solution, then z, — x* and
Yn — y* which is the element of minimum norm in Az* N (—Bx™).

Proof. (i) Asy € —Bzx and y,, € —Buxy,, so using the monotonicity of B, we have

(Yn — Yy, xpn — ) < 0. (21)

Also

1
Yn = Aé‘\/lxn = X (Mxn —Mo J)]\‘ixn)

10



which implies that
Mz, = Ay, + M o Jiz, (22)
From (2I]) and (29), we have
Un — Y, 2n — 2) = (Yo — 4, AM 'y + JY42p — 2) <0,
ie.,
(yn =y AM ™ y) < —(yn =y, JAAwn — ).

Since y € Az, y, = Az, € A(J}}) and A is monotone, we get

I

1ynlI” < llyllllynll

By Proposition B.5|(vii) and (20), we have z,, € D(B). Again, by Proposition
B.5(vii) and ([22), we obtain z,, € AM 1y, + D(A). As operator M and sequence
{yn} are bounded, the first term of the sequence {x,} tends to 0 as A | 0 and
limit point  must belong to D(A). Hence x € D(A) N D(B).

Since {y,} is bounded, we can consider a convergent subsequence {y,,} of
{yn}. Let y be the limit of {y,, }. Consider z,, = JMz,,. Then y,, € Az,, for
any k. Now,

Hznk - xHM = Hznk - J)]\\,441' + J;\\ﬁx — I'HM
< [Ny zn, — Jahalla + T3 — @l|a

< lwn, = @llar + [ T3A2 — @llar-

Since || - || and || - ||as are equivalent norms, by Proposition B.6l(iii), the second
term of the above inequality tends to 0 as A | 0 (as z € D(A)), and hence
Zn, — .

As A is a closed map, y,, — y and z,, — x, hence y € Ax. Also —y,, € Bz,
and B is a closed map, —y € Bx. Thus z solves (7).
It follows from (i) and (ii).
Let x* is an unique solution of the problem (7). Since {x,} is bounded and
from part (ii), we conclude that its limit point is a solution of (I7)). Hence z* is
the unique limit point of the sequence {x,} and z,, — z*. Suppose that y* is an
element of minimum norm in Az* N (—Bz*). Then from part (i), we get

1ynll < lly* -

Let y, — y. Then |ly|| < |ly*|. Also from part (2), we have y € Az* N (—Bzx*),
and hence y = y*. hence y, — y*.

In the similar manner, we can show that the problem:

find y € H such that 0 € Ay + By (23)

11



is also a preconditioned regularization of problem (I7). The dual of the problems (IS8])

and (23)) are

find 2™ € H such that 0 € Zl\ﬁ‘?x* + B 2%, (24)
and

find y* € H such that 0 € A7 1y* + Eﬁ\?y*, (25)

respectively, where A= (=I)o Ao (~1I).
In the next result, we show the relation between the solution set of the problems

@), @), (I8) and ([23), which are denoted by S, S*, E and F, respectively.

Proposition 5.2. The following identities hold:
(i) E =Fix(J35J2) = JAG(F), and F = Fix(Jy}J3g) = JA4(E).
(ii) S = (F x E)NG(J{%)

(iii) S* = {(\u*, ")} such that v* = —u*, where v* = JM, . (0) and v* =
T3 0).

A
(iv) S* = —Ro S.
() JM|p: F — E:xw— x+ M 'u* is a bijective map with inverse J\4|g : E —
F:y—y+ M "

Proof. (i) Let x € F. Then

0€ Az + Bz <0 € Nz + Mz — Mo Jita
SM o (M + M A)zx € Jifx

s € Fix(JMJIMY).

In the similar manner, one can show that E = Fix(J{5J}). For = €
Fix(JM JM), we have JMz € Fix(JM JM). Hence JY4(F) C F. Similarly,
JM(F) C E. Again by these last two inclusions, we obtain that F = JM (E)
and E = JYL(F).

(ii) Let (x,y) € S. Then

— R(z,y) € M(A x B)(z,y)

& (My,Mz) € (Mx, My) + A(A x B)(z,y)

< My € Mz + AMx and Mx = My + ABy
@x:Jﬁy andy:JiVéx

& x e Fix(JMJIM), y e Fix(J247M) and y = J%z
& (z,y) € F x E and (z,y) = G(J}%).

(iii) For (z*,y*) € S*, we have
(0,0) € R~ (a*, y*) + <A—1 (%) x B! (%)) .

12



Then, there exists (z,y) € S such that
(wy) € AT () x BTH(), | J(@"y") e MAx B)(w,y),
(—1', _y) € Ril(x*7y*)7 (_x*a _y*) = R(xay)7

which implies that
—y € B(a*/)), (26)

On the other hand,

S Av(y*/)‘)7
y € B (y*/N), (27)
=My —=z)=—y"

From (26]) and 27), we get

~Mlz* =z —ye (A + B)(z*/N),
—M Yy =y —z e (A+ B (YN,

ie.,

In the next results, we show the convergence of backward-backward splitting algo-
rithm to problem ().

Theorem 5.3. Let M : H — H be an admissible preconditioner and A, B : H — 2™
be two mazimal monotone operators with S # O and X\ > 0. Fiz xo € H and forn >0
set

Yn = J)]\\E[%xna Tp+1 = J)]\\;[lyn- (29)

Then we have the following:

(i) The sequence {(zy,yn)} converges weakly to a point in S.
(ii) For every (T,y) € S,

D l@n —yn) — (@ =93 < o0, and
neN

Y @1 —yn) — (2 = 9)I3r < o0
neN

13



141) The sequence n — Tns Tntl — Yn)} converges strongly to N(M~1u*, M~1v*).
q Y + Y q gy

Proof. Let (z*,y*) € S. By Proposition and (29]), we have

lenrt — (3 = | T T e, — T3,
< [T — T[S, = || = T T, — (1 — TM) 2|2,
< Nlaw — 23, — |2 = Th)en — (1 - Tih)z,
— (1 = ) T, — (1 — T Tz,
= |ln — 2[5 — 1(@n — yn) — (@ = D3 = |Wn — Tas1) — G — 2) I3
which implies that

Y M@a = ya) = @ = DI+ [@ns1 = ya) = @ = DIl < lwo =23, (30)
neN

which concludes (ii).
From Proposition (.2(i) and (v), we get

T=JNT =T+ \M W and T = TV 5 =7+ \M " v*. (31)

From (30) and (3I)), we obtain y, — 2, = J—T =AM *u* and 241 —ypn =T —7J =
AM~v*, which concludes (iii) and also the fact that z,,1 — z, — 0.

Now, since J%J% is nonexpansive, the sequence {x,} converges weakly to a fixed
point x of J%J%. Let y = J%x. From Proposition (i) and (ii), we obtain that
(x,y) € S. Hence, sequence {y, } converges weakly to y, as y, —x, — y — x. Therefore,
{(zn,yn)} converges weakly to a point in S. O

Theorem 5.4. Let M : H — H be an admissible preconditioner and A, B : H — 27
be two mazimal monotone operators such that S = () and v > 0. Let the sequence

{(zn,yn)} be defined by (29). Then ||x,|| — oo and ||y,|| — oo.

Proof. For every n € N, we have z,, = T"xg, where T' = J%‘Jf\vfg is and by [4, Fact
2.2], T is strongly nonexpansive. So ||z,| — oo as n — oo. Similarly, we can show
[ynll — oc. O

6. An application

Let T'g(H) be a collection of proper, convex and lower-semicontinuous from # to
(—o0,00] and f,g € I'g(H). Consider the function

B H XU (~o00,00]  (w9) = @) +90) 4 o5lle vyl (32)

where M : H — H is a linear, bounded, self-adjoint and positive semi-definite operator.
By taking A and B to be the convex subdifferential of f and g, respectively, by
Proposition[5.2land Theorem[5.3] the following results hold for the problem: min ®(H x

14



Corollary 6.1. (i) S = argmin(®).
(ii) E = Fix(prox% prox%c) and F = Fix(prox%[c prox)]‘\/é).
(iii)) S = (F x E) ﬂg(prox%).

Corollary 6.2. Let M : H — H be an admissible preconditioner, f,g € To(H) with
S#0 and X > 0. Fiz xg € H and for n > 0 set

M M
Yn = PIOX)g T, Tpt1 = PrOXyy Yn.

Then we have the following:

(i) The sequence {(xy,yn)} converges weakly to a point in S.
(ii) For every (T,y) € S,

> @n —yn) = (2 =93 < 00, and
neN

Y @1 —yn) = (2 = 9)I3r < o0
neN

191) The sequence = Tns Tntl — Yn)} converges strongly to \(M~1u*, M~1v*).
q Yy + Y q gy
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