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§1. Introduction

Throughout, H is a real Hilbert space with power set 27/, identity operator Idg, scalar product (- | )¢,
and associated norm || - || In addition, G is a real Hilbert space, the space of bounded linear operators
from H to G is denoted by B (H, G), the adjoint of L € B (H, G) is denoted by L*, and B (H) =
B(H,H).

We focus our attention on new methods to combine a set-valued operator with a linear operator,
which have recently been introduced in [11], where they have been studied only for the case y = 1.

Definition 1.1. Let L € B(H,G),letB: G — 29 and let v € 10, +oo[. The resolvent composition of
B and L with parameter y is the operator L 5B: H — 2H given by

L&B=L"> (B+y 1dg) -y 'Idy (1.1)

and the resolvent cocomposition of B and L with parameter y is the operator L 4B H —2H given by

1
LYB=(L ¢ B 1) Further, LoB=LoBandLeB=LsB.

Resolvents of set-valued operators are essential in the numerical solution of monotone inclusion
problems [12, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21]. A motivation for studying the resolvent compositions of Definition 1.1
stems from the fact that their resolvent can be computed explicitly, unlike those of the standard com-
posite operators L* o B o L and L* B B, for which the resolvent is typically intractable and requires
dedicated numerical methods [1, 10, 15]. Resolvent compositions also show up in relaxations of in-
consistent inclusion problems [8, 11]. For instance, these new composite operators can be utilized to
model relaxations of convex feasibility and nonlinear reconstruction problems [17]. Furthermore, the
resolvent composition of the subdifferential of a proper lower semicontinuous convex function is the
subdifferential of a function called the proximal composition (see 8, 11, 14]), which has been used in
image recovery and machine learning applications [13].

The goal of this paper is to present an in-depth analysis of the parametrized compositions of Defi-
nition 1.1. We provide various new properties and examples, as well as connections with connection
with the parallel composition L*B> B and the standard composition L* o Bo L. Additionally, we establish

new monotonicity results. Finally, we investigate the convergence of the operators L SBandL 4 Bas
y varies, by examining the graph-convergence and the p-Hausdorff distance convergence.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide our notation and
necessary mathematical background. In Section 3, we investigate new properties of the parametrized
resolvent compositions and present several examples. Section 4 is devoted to study the monotonicity
of resolvent compositions. Finally, Section 5 provides convergence results for parametrized resolvent
compositions as the parameter varies.

§2. Notation and background

We first present our notation, which follows [7].

Let A: H — 2M be a set-valued operator. The domain of A is dom A = {x eH|Ax # @}, the range
of Aisran A = {x* EH|(AxeH)x* € Ax},the graphof AisgraA = {(x, x)VeHXH|x*e Ax},
the zeros of Ais zer A = {x € H | 0 € Ax}, the inverse of A is the set-valued operator A with graph
{(x*, x) eHXH|x*e Ax}. The resolvent of A is

Ja=Idp +A)7" (2.1)



and the Yosida approximation of A of index y € 0, +oo] is

YA =y (ldy = Jya) = (A7 + yldg) ™ (2.2)
In particular, when y = 1,

Idg — Ja = Jam1. (2.3)
The operator A is monotone if

(V(x1,x7) € graA)(Y(xz,x3) € graA) (x; —x2 | x] —x3)q > 0, (2.4)

a-strongly monotone for some a € 0, +oo[ if A — aldgs is monotone, and maximally monotone if it
is monotone and there exists no monotone operator B: H — 2% such that gra B properly contains
gra A.

Let L € B (H,G). If ran L is closed, the generalized (or Moore-Penrose) inverse of L is denoted by
L. Further, L is an isometry if L* o L = Idyy and a coisometry if L o L* = Idg. The parallel composition
of A: H — 2" by L is the operator from G to 29 given by
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L>A=(LoA oL (2.5)
Let D be a nonempty subset of H and let T: D — H. Then T is nonexpansive if
(Vx e D)(Vy € D) [ITx = Tyl < llx = ylla (2.6)
and firmly nonexpansive if 2T — Idg, is nonexpansive.
The Legendre conjugate of f: H — [—co, +00] is the function
f*: H — [—o0,400]: x* > sup ((x | x )y — f(x)) (2.7)
xeH
and the Moreau envelope of f: H — ]—oo, +o0] of parameter y € |0, +oo[ is
1
Vi H — [—oo0,+00]: x yig{(f(y) # ol y||EH). (2.8)

A function f: H — ]—oo,+00] is proper if dom f = {x € H | f(x) < +oo} # @. The set of proper
lower semicontinuous convex functions from H to |—oo, +o0] is denoted by Iy (). The subdifferential
of a function f € I (H) is

of i H—2M: x5 {x* e H | (Vze H) (z—x|x )y + f(x) < f(2)}, (2.9)
and its inverse is

(2f)' = of". (2.10)

Let C be a nonempty convex subset of /. The normal cone of C is denoted by N¢ and the strong
relative interior of C is denoted by sri C. Additionally, if C is closed, the projection operator onto C
is denoted by proj . Finally, the closed ball with center x € H and radius p € ]0, +oo[ is denoted by
B(x; p).

The following facts will be used in the paper.



Lemma 2.1. Let L € B(H,G), let A: H — 2" and B: G — 29 be monotone operators, and let
Y € 10, +oo[. Then the following hold:
(i) [7,Propositions 20.10 and 25.41(ii)] The operators A™*, yA, A+ L* o Bo L, and L> A are monotone.

(ii) [7, Proposition 20.22] Suppose that A is maximally monotone. Then A™! and yA are maximally
monotone.

(iii) [7, Theorem 21.1 (Minty)] A is maximally monotone if and only if ran(Idg + A) = H.

Lemma 2.2 ([7, Proposition 23.10]). Let A: H — 2™ be such thatdom A # @, set D = ran(Idy +A),
and set T = Ja|p. Then the following hold:

() A=T"-Idg.
(ii) A is monotone if and only if T is firmly nonexpansive.
(iii) A is maximally monotone if and only if T is firmly nonexpansive and D = H.
Lemma 2.3 ([7, Proposition 23.31(iii)]). Let A: H — 2™ be maximally monotone, let y € 10, +o0],
let A € ]0,+co[, and let x € H. Then
lyax = Tyaxlla < 11— Al llx = Jpax|le. (2.11)

Lemma2.4. LetL € B(H,G),letA: H — oM et U G — G, andlet p € |0, +co[. Then the following
hold:
(i) dom(L> A) c L(domA).
(ii) Let K be a real Hilbert space and let S € B (G, K). Then SB> (L>A) = (So L) > A.
(iii) p(L> A) = L (pA).
() (L>A)(p) = L> (A(p)).
) LPA+U=L> (A+L oUoL).
Proof. (i): By (2.5), dom(L > A) =ran(Lo A™' o L*) C L(ranA™!) = L(dom A).
(ii): [7, Proposition 25.42(ii)]
(iii): Since A™'(p~1) = (pA)7}, it follows from (2.5) that p(L> A) = (Lo Al o L*(p~1))™! =
(Lo (A (p)) 0 L) = (Lo (pA) 0 L) = L (pA).
(iii): Since p~!A™! = (A(p-))7, it follows from (2.5) that (L > A)(p-) = (p Lo Al o L*)™! =
(Lo (p'A) 0 L)1 = (Lo (A(p)) L o L) = L (A(p-)).
(v): Let x € H and set M = L > A + U. It follows from (2.5) that

X eMx & x*—Uxe(LoA o) 'x
o xeL(AT(L'x" - 1'(U))
& ((Fye@) yeA ' (L'x*-L*(Ux)) and x=Ly
& (FyeG) L'x"€Ay+L*(U(Ly)) and x=Ly
©@3yeG) ye(A+L oUoL) ' (L'x*) and x=Ly
oxe L((A+L* oUoL) (L'x" )

& x*e(L>(A+L"oUoL))x, (2.12)

which completes the proof. [



§3. Resolvent compositions

This section outlines the general properties of the parametrized compositions of Definition 1.1, which
will be utilized subsequently.

Proposition 3.1. Let L € B(H,G), let B: G — 29, lety € ]0,+c0[, and let p € ]0,+co[. Then the
following hold:

(i) dom(L % B)  L*(dom B).
(i) ran(L ¢ B) C L*(ranB).
i) L5 B = (L' B )1,

@) p(L5B) =15 (oB).

W (L5B)(p) =LY (B(p)).
Ylp

i) p(L+B)=L"¢ (pB).
(wii) (LY¥B)(p)=L"¥ (B(p)).

(viii) Letz € ‘H, let w € G, and set 7,,B: x +— B(x — w). Then the following hold:
(@) (L6B)—z=Lbo (B~ Lz).
(b) 7.(Ls B) =L+ (11.B).
(ix) Let K be a real Hilbert space and S € B (K, H). Then the following hold:
(a) S6 (LoB) = (LoS)6B.
(b) Se(LeB)=(LoS)+B.
(x) Set f=y/(1+ py). Then L5 (B+ pldg) = (L5 B) + pldyy.
N S Y
(xi) (L°e B)=L+(”B).
(xii) (LSB)=L*o (B)oL.
(xiii) zer(L ¢ B) = zer(L* o (YB) o L).
Proof. (i): By Definition 1.1 and Lemma 2.4(i), dom(L ¢ B) c L*(dom(B + yIdg)) = L*(dom B).

1
(ii): By Definition 1.1 and (i), ran(L e B) = dom(L </>y B™Y) c L*(domB™') = L*(ran B).
(iii): This follows from Definition 1.1.
(iv): It follows from Definition 1.1 and Lemma 2.4(iii) that

p(L{};B) =p(L* > (B+y 'ldg)) — py 'Idg
=L" > (pB+ py'ldg) — py~'ldy

=" (oB). (3.1)



(v): By Definition 1.1 and Lemma 2.4(iv), we obtain
(LS B)(p) = (L' > (B+y"'1dg)) (p) — py'Tdy
= L" > (B(p-) + py"'ldg) — py~'1dn
L' (B(p). (32)

(vi): By Definition 1.1 and (v),

y/p

(L (pB) ) =LY (pB). (33)

pLB) =L B = (L B (/p) =
(vii): By Definition 1.1 and (iv),
LEB) ()= (L ¥ B o= (S 7)) = (L% B ) =L (B(p)). 3
(viii)(a): Set U: H — H: x + z. By Definition 1.1 and Lemma 2.4(v),
(L&B)—z=L"> (B+y 'Idg—LoUoL*) -y Idy
=L*> (B-Lz+y 'ldg) — y 'Idy
—L4(B-L2). (3.5)
(viii)(b): Since 7,,B = (B™! + w)~!, we combine Definition 1.1 and (viii)(a) to derive
(L 4B) = ((L W B+ )_1 = (L (B a12) " = (L V@B =Lh (B, (36)
(ix)(a): By Definition 1.1 and Lemma 2.4(ii),
(LoS)sB=(LoS) > (B+y '1dg) -y Idg
=S*> (L*> (B+y 'ldg)) — y 'ldg
B> (L6 B) +y ' 1dy) — y 'Idg
=S (L3 B). (3.7)
(ix)(b): We combine Definition 1.1 and (ix)(a) to obtain
SY(LYB) = (5 T B_l))_l - ((L 08) ¥ B_l)_l —(LoS)$B. (3.8)
(x): Since f~1 = y~! + p, we deduce from Definition 1.1 that
L& (B+pldg) = L* > (B + pldg + yIdg) — y'Idy
=L*> (B+ B '1dg) — B 'I1dgs + pldyy

=(L 4 B) + pldy. (3.9)



(xi): By (2.2), Definition 1.1, and (x),
p 1 -1
(LY B) = ((L 15 g1y pIdﬂ)
= (L £ (B! + pldg)) ™
=L+ (B +pldg)™!
=L+ ("B). (3.10)
(xii): It follows from (2.2) and Definition 1.1 that

(L : B) = ((L £ B+ yldﬂ)_l = (L*> (B +yldg)) ' =L* o (YB) o L. (3.11)

(xiii): Set A = L+ B. It follows from (xii), (2.2), and (2.1) that 0 € zer(L*o (¥B)oL) & 0 € zer(YA) ©
xX€ ax ©0€Ax & x €zerA. U

The following proposition shows that the resolvent of the operators of Definition 1.1 can be com-
puted explicitly.

Proposition 3.2. LetL € B (H,G), let B: G — 29, and lety € |0, +oo[. Then the following hold:
(1) ‘]y(LgB) =L"o JygolL.
(i) J, 1) =Tz = 1" © (Idg = Jyp) o L

Proof. (i): By (2.1), Proposition 3.1(iv), and Definition 1.1,
y -1 -1 . 1,
Lty = (Idﬂ +y(Ls B)) - (Idﬂ +(Lo (yB))) = ("> (yB+1dg)) ' =L o J5oL. (3.12)
(ii): By Proposition 3.1(vi), Definition 1.1, (2.3), and (i), we obtain
‘]y(LKB) = .]Lo(yB) = ‘](Lo(yB)’l)_l = Id‘H _.]Lo(yB)‘1 = Id(H -L'o (Idg _.])/B) oL, (313)
as claimed. [

The next result interprets resolvent compositions as parallel compositions of perturbed operators.

Proposition 3.3. LetL € B(H,G), letB: G — 29, lety € ]10,400[, and set ¥ =1dg — L o L*. Then
the following hold:

() LéB=L"> (B+y'¥).
() LeB=L"o (B~ +y¥) oL
Proof. (i): Combining Definition 1.1 and Lemma 2.4(v), we deduce that
LSB=L"b> (B+y 'dg) - y Idy
=L"> (B+y 'Idg + Lo (—y"'Idg) o L")

=L"> (B+y'¥). (3.14)



(ii): It follows from Definition 1.1 and (i) that

Y 1/y

LeB=(L o BY) ' '=(L'>B +y¥) ' =L o (B +y¥) ' oL, (3.15)

as announced. [

We proceed to provide particular instances in which the standard, parallel, and resolvent composi-
tions coincide.

Proposition 3.4. LetL € B (H,G), let B: G — 29, and let y € |0, +oo[. Then the following hold:

(i) Suppose that L is an isometry. Then L SB=L4B.
(if) Suppose that L is a coisometry. Then L B=L*>bBandL4B=L"0BoL.
(iii) Suppose that L is invertible with L™ = L*. Then L $B=L"PB=L"0BoL=L4B.
Proof. (i): Since L* o L = Idgy, we deduce from Proposition 3.2 and (2.1) that
-1

Y -1 N - 1
V(L5B) = (JY(LKB)) “ldg = (Lo Jypo L)t —Idy = (JY(LKB)) “ldy =y(L5B).  (3.16)

(ii): Since L is a coisometry, ¥ = Idg — L o L* = 0. Therefore, we derive from Proposition 3.3 that

LéB=L">BandL4B=L"oBolL.
(iii): This follows from (i) and (ii). O

Corollary 3.5. Let L € B(H,G), let B: G — 29, and let y € ]0,+c0|. Let K be a real Hilbert space
and suppose that M € B (K, H) and S € B (G) are coisometries. Then the following hold:
(i) M*> (L5 B) = (LoM)bB.
(ii) M* o (L s B) oM = (Lo M) +B.
(iii) L (S*>B) = (SoL) & B.
(iv) L4 (S*0oBoS)=(SoL)+B
Proof. Combine Proposition 3.4(ii) and Proposition 3.1(ix). 0

Now, we present several examples of resolvent compositions and cocompositions, starting with the
representation of the Yosida approximation as one such composition.

3
Example 3.6. Let A: H — 2" and y € |0, +co[. Set L = Idy/2 and B = 2A(2-). Then L Y£ B ="YA.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 3.3(ii) that L o~ A = (1/2)(A™! + yldg) " (-/2) = (1/2) YA(-/2).

4y/3 3
Therefore, Proposition 3.1(vi)—(vii) implies that YA = 2(L Yo/ A)(2)=L yi B, as claimed. 0

Example 3.7. Let V be a closed vector subspace of G, L € B (H,G),B: G — 29 and Y € 10, +0o].
Suppose that L is surjective and that L* o L = projy,. Then L 5B =L"b B, L $B=L1L"0Bo L, and
Y(L*oBoL)=L*o (YB) o L.

Proof. As shown in [14, Example 3.27], L is a coisometry. Therefore, Proposition 3.4(ii) implies that
LéB=L">BandL4B=L"0BolL. Further, we use Proposition 3.1(xii) to deduce that ¥(L* o Bo L) =
Y(L : B) = L* o (¥B) o L, which completes the proof. [



Example 3.8. Let S € B (H,G),letA: G — 29 let Y € 10,+0o[, and let i € ]0, +oo[. Suppose that
S 0§ = pldg. Then the following hold:

(i) Set L =S/ and B = \/AA(+/i-). Then L4 B=S* 0 Ao S.
(11) .]yS*voS = Id(H - ﬂ—ls* o (Idg - J,U)/A) °S.

Proof. (i): In this case, L is a coisometry and Proposition 3.4(ii) yields L 4B=L"0BoL=S"0A0S.

(ii): By (i), S*oAoS =1L 4B Therefore, the result follows from Proposition 3.2(ii) and basic resolvent
calculus. 0O

Example 3.9. Suppose that L € B (H, G) satisfies ||L|| < 1,1let B: G — 29, and let y € |0, +oo]. Let
X=HeG set¥=Idg—LoL* andsetLy: X — G: (x,y) — Lx+‘P1/2y. Then

Ly $B: X — 2%: (x,y) (L* (B(Lx + ‘I’l/2y))) x (Wl/z(B(Lx + Wl/zy))). (3.17)
Proof. Note that ¥ is self-adjoint and that
Yy eG) (Pyly)g = llyllg = IL7yll5, > (1 = ILIH NIyl (3.18)

Thus, ¥ is strongly monotone and ¥'/? is well defined. Further, since Ly: G — Xy (L, P2y,
we deduce that

(Vye @) Lu(Lyy) =Ly(L*y, ¥/ = L(L'y) + Py = . (3.19)

Therefore, Ly is a coisometry, and it follows from Proposition 3.4(ii) that Ly 14 B= L;, o B o Ly, which
establishes (3.17). 0O

Example 3.10 (resolvent mixture). Let 0 # p € N and let y € ]0, +co[. For every k € {1,...,p},
let Gy be a real Hilbert space, let Ly € B (H,G), let Bx: Gx — 29%, and let o € ]0,+00]. Let

G = @zzl Gr, and set

L:H — G:x— (VaiLix, ..., JapLyx) (3.20)
and

B: G =29 (yhrekep — (VB (v /N@) ) % - x (VB 4/ V) ) (3.21)
Then Proposition 3.2 yields

P

T ) = ; oLy © Jys, © L (3:22)

and
P
Jy(LKB) = Idy - kZ:; akLy o (1dg, = JyB,) © L. (3.23)

The operators

-1

P

© Y * _ - _

My (B, Li)1<k<p = Lo B = ( § axL; o (Bx +y'1dg, ) YoLe| -y 'dy (3.24)
k=1



and

-1

P -1

. Y . B B

My(Bk, Lk)1<k<p =LeB= ((Z oLy o (Bkl + }/Idgk) Yo Lk) - }/Id(H) (3.25)
k=1

are called the resolvent mixture and comixture, respectively, and were initially introduced in [11, Ex-
ample 3.4] (see also [8] for further developments).

Example 3.11 (resolvent average). In the context of Example 3.10, suppose that Zi=1 ar = 1and
that, for every k € {1,...,p}, Gx = H and Ly = Idyy. Since L*: G — H: (yr)1<k<p ™ Zi:l VK Yk,

the linear operator L is an isometry. Thus, Proposition 3.4(i) yields L &B = L % B. This operator
is called the resolvent average of (By)i<k<p and (ak)i<k<p, denoted by ravy (B, ax)1<k<p, Which has
been studied in [6, 7, 8, 11, 22], namely,

p

-1

Y — - —

LoB= (Z a (Bk +y 1Id(H) 1) -y 1Id(H = rav),(Bk, ak)1<k<p. (3.26)
k=1

In addition, (3.22) yields J, ravy (Boak)1<kep = Z‘Z:l i JyBy -

§4. Monotonicity of resolvent compositions

We leverage the results of Section 3 to establish conditions that ensure the monotonicity of resolvent
compositions.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that0 # L € B(H,G), letB: G — 29, lety € 10,+00[, leta € [—1/y, +o0],
and set f = (a+y V|IL||"* = y~'. Suppose that B — aldg is monotone. Then L SB— Pldg is monotone.

Proof. Set¥ =1dg — Lo L* and M = (B — aldg) + (a + y ")|ILI"2(||L||*Idg — L o L*). It follows from
Proposition 3.3(i) and Lemma 2.4(v) that
(L&B) - fldye = L* > (B+y~'W) — pldy
=L"> (B+y 'W+Lo (—fldy) o L*)
= 1" > ((B- aldg) + (a+y ) ILI(ILIPdg — L o L))
=L'> M. (4.1)

Since a+y~! > 0 and the operators B—aldg and ||L||*Idg — L o L* are monotone, Lemma 2.1(i) implies
that M is monotone. Therefore, the assertion follows from (4.1) and Lemma 2.1(i). [

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that L € B (H,G) satisfies0 < ||L|| < 1, let B: G — 29, lety € ]0,+oo], let

a € ]0,+0o[, and set B = (a +y V||L||"? — y~1. Suppose that B is a-strongly monotone. Then L $Bis
PB-strongly monotone.

Proof. Since = a||L||"*+y~'(||L||"? = 1) > 0, the conclusion follows from Proposition 4.1. [

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that L € B (H,G) satisfies 0 < ||L|| < 1, let B: G — 29 be monotone, let
y € 10,400, and set f = y"L(||IL|| 7 = 1). Then LoBis B-strongly monotone.

10



Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.1 when ¢ = 0. [

Proposition 4.4. LetL € B (H,G),B: G — 29, and y € |0, +oo[. Suppose that B + y '(dg —LoL*)
is monotone. Then the following hold:
(i) L & B is monotone.

(i) Suppose thatranL C ran(Idg + yB). Then L $Bis maximally monotone.

Proof. Set ¥ =1dg — L o L* and recall from Proposition 3.3(i) that L SB=L"b (B+y™'w).
(i): Since B + y~'¥ is monotone, we deduce from Lemma 2.1(i) that L $ B is monotone.

(ii): By (i) and Lemma 2.1(i), y (L {);B) is monotone. Further, by assumption, ran L C ran(Idg +yB) =
dom(Idg + yB)™' = dom J,p. Therefore, dom(L* o J,p o L) = dom(Jyg o L) = H, and it follows

from Proposition 3.2(i) that ran(Idg; + y(L $ B)) = dom]J e = H. Altogether, we deduce from
Y 0.
Lemma 2.1(iii) that y(L s B) is maximally monotone. Hence, L $Bis maximally monotone. [

The following result recovers [11, Proposition 4.4(i)—(ii) and Theorem 4.5(1)—(ii)], which were
proven when y = 1 using distinct approaches.

Corollary 4.5. Suppose that L € B (H,G) satisfies ||L|| < 1, let B: G — 29 be monotone, and let
Y € 10, +co[. Then the following hold:

(1) L & Band L % B are monotone.
(ii) Suppose that B is maximally monotone. Then L SBandL % B are maximally monotone.

Proof. Set¥ =1dg — L o L*. Since ||L|| < 1, ¥ is monotone. Thus, Lemma 2.1(i) implies that B + y~'¥
and B~! are monotone.

1/
(i): By Proposition 4.4(i), L &Band L 6 B! are monotone. Therefore, we combine Definition 1.1

1/
and Lemma 2.1(i) to deduce that L ¢B= (L o B™1)~! is monotone.
(ii): By Lemma 2.1(ii), yB and B~! are maximally monotone. Therefore, Lemma 2.1(iii) yields

1/
ran(Idg + yB) = G, and, by Proposition 4.4(ii), L $Bis maximally monotone. Similarly, L ¢ B

1/
is maximally monotone, and it follows from Lemma 2.1(ii) that L ‘B = (L o B! is maximally

monotone as well. 0O
Next, we state several instantiations of resolvent compositions which are monotone.

Example 4.6. Let 0 # p € N and let y € ]0,+oo[. For every k € {1,...,p}, let G be a real Hilbert
space, let Ly € B (H, Gi), let Bk Gr — 29 be max1mally monotone, and let a € ]0, +co[. Suppose

that Z e o:kllLkHZ 1. Then M v (Bks Li)1<k<p and M y(Bk, Lg)1<k<p are maximally monotone.

Proof. Define L as in (3.20) and B as in (3.21). Thus, the assumption Zi:l ar||Le]|? < 1 implies that
IL|l < 1, and, by [7, Proposition 23.18], B is maximally monotone. Since My (B, Li)1<k<p = L4 Band

My (Bk, L )1<k<p = L e B, the conclusion follows from Corollary 4.5(ii). 0
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Example 4.7. Let A;: H — 2M and Ay: H — 2M be maximally monotone, let G = H & H, set
L:H— G: x+— (x,—x), and set

B: G —29: (x,y) = (Ax) X (Ay'y — 2x). (4.2)

Then L o B is maximally monotone and

1 1
Jrop = Eldfﬂ + E(ZJAZ ~Tdy) o (2]a, — Idw). (4.3)
In other words, the resolvent of L o B is the Douglas—Rachford splitting operator of A, and A; (see
[7, 18]).

Proof. Set ¥ = Idg —LoL*, M: G — 29: (x,y) — (A;x) x (A'y),and S: G — G: (x,y)
(y, —x). Note that ¥: (x,y) — (y,x), that S is monotone, and that, since A; and A, are monotone,
M is monotone as well. Thus, Lemma 2.1(i) implies that B + ¥ = M + S is monotone. Further, it is
straightforward verify that

(V(x3 y) € g) ]B (x’ y) = (JA1x3 .]AZ’1 (y + ZJAIX)). (44)

Therefore, it follows from Proposition 4.4(ii) that L ¢ B is maximally monotone. In addition, since
L*: G — H: (x,y) — x — y, Proposition 3.2(i), (4.4), and (2.3) yield
(Vx € H)  Jpopx = L*(Ja(x, —x))
= L"(Ja,x, Ja;1 (2Ja,x = x))
= Jax = Ja;1 (2Ja,x = x)
= Jayx = (2Ja,x — x = Ja, (2]a,x — X))

1 1
=5x+ E(ZJAZ = 1dg) (2)a,x — x), (4.5)

which establishes (4.3). [

Remark 4.8. Consider the setting of Example 4.7. Then the operator B is not necessarily monotone
(take A; = 0 and A, = Nj}) and the norm of the linear operator is greater than 1 (||L|| = V2). As
a result, the resolvent composition L ¢ B can be maximally monotone, even in cases when B is not
monotone and ||L|| > 1.

Example 4.9. Let L € B (H,G) be such that ran L is closed, let B: G — 29 be maximally monotone,
and let y € ]0, +oo[. Let X be the real Hilbert space obtained by endowing H with the scalar product

Clox: XXX > R: (x,y) = (Lx | Ly)g + (x| projie, 1, Yo (4.6)
and set Ly: X — G: x — Lx. Then the following hold:

(1) Lx & Band Lx ¢ Bare maximally monotone.
.o _ "'
(ll) Jy(LXgB) =L'o ])/B olL.

e _ _ "' _
(iii) Jy(LX{B) =Idx — L' o (Idg — JyB) o L.

(iv) Suppose that ker L = {0}. Then Ly $B= Ly ¢B.

12



(v) Suppose thatranL = G. Then Ly $B=L">Band Lx ¢B=LToBolL.
Proof. Let x € H and y € G. It follows from (4.6) that ||Lx|| < 1 since
(VzeH) ILxzl? = L2l < L2l + | projuer 2l = IIzI1%. (47)
Further, the identities L*y = L*(L(L"y)) and LTy € (ker L)* [7, Proposition 3.30(i)] imply that

Lxx |y)g = (x| L y)gy
= (x| L (LILTY))y
= (Lx | L(L"y))g + (x | Projier 1 (LTy))
= (x| LTy)x. 48)
Inturn, Ly: G —> X: y — LTy
(i): A consequence of Corollary 4.5(ii).
(ii)—(iii): A consequence of Proposition 3.2.
(iv): By [7, Proposition Corollary 3.32(iv)], LT o L = Idy. Therefore, Ly is an isometry, and the
assertion follows from Proposition 3.4(i).

(v): By [7, Proposition 3.30(ii)], Lo LT = Idg. Therefore, Ly is a coisometry, and the assertion follows
from Proposition 3.4(ii). 0O

Remark 4.10. When L € B (‘H, G) satisfies L o L = Idg, the operator T = LT o Jyoll-l © L has been
used to enhance the performance of wavelet-domain denoising [9]. Consequently, Example 4.9(ii)
shows that this method implicitly involves resolvent compositions.

Example 4.11. Let U € B (H) be a self-adjoint and strongly monotone operator. In the context of
Example 4.9, assume that G = H and that L = U~'/2. Then

Lx6B=UY20BoU 2 (4.9)
Proof. In this case, L is invertible and L™ = L™' = U'/2. Therefore, Example 4.9(iv)(v) implies that
Lx $B= Lx $B=U"20Bo U~1/2 as claimed. 0O

Example 4.12. Suppose that L € B (H, G) satisfies 0 < ||L|| < 1,let g: G — |—o0, +0] be a proper
function that admits a continuous affine minorant, let y € ]0, +oo[, let

Y 1. * 1
Log=(7(g) o) ~ 5l I (4.10)

1
be the proximal composition of g and L, and let L : g=(L </>Y g*)* be the proximal cocomposition of g
and L (see [8, 11, 14]). Then the following hold:

() Loag™ =a(Lsg).

(i) L +ag™ =a(L%g).
Proof. Set ¥ =1dg — L o L* and recall from [14, Lemma 2.1(v)] that g* € I(G).

(i): By [14, Proposition 3.11(i)] and Proposition 3.3(i), o(L ¢ g)=L"> (99" +y W) =L S ag**.

(ii): Note that (2.10) and the identity g*** = g* yield (3g**)™' = 9g™** = ag*. Therefore, it follows
from [14, Proposition 3.11(ii)] and Proposition 3.3(ii) that 9(L e g)=L"c(3g" +y¥) loL=1L e ag**,
which provides the desired identity. [0
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We conclude this section by examining the resolvent composition of uniformly monotone operators
as well as the Fitzpatrick function of resolvent compositions.

Proposition 4.13. Suppose that L € B (H,G) satisfies 0 < ||L|| < 1, let B: G — 29 be maximally
monotone, and let y € ]0,+oo[. Suppose that B is uniformly monotone with modulus ¢: [0, +co[ —
[0, +00], i.e., @ is increasing, vanishes only at 0, and

(Y(y1.y7) € graB)(Y(y2.y5) € graB)  (y1 — 42147 — v3)g = ¢ (lly1 — v2llg). (4.11)
y/2
and setp, =L o (po|l-|lg). Then

(V(x1,x7) € gra(L{);B))(V(xz,x;) € gra(L{};B)) (1 = x2 | x| — x3)g = $r(x1 — x2). (4.12)

Proof. Note that ¢ o || - |[g > 0 and that ¢(]|0]|g) = 0. Thus, ¢ o || - || is a proper function minorized
by the affine function 0. Further, by [7, Proposition 13.16], ¢ o || - [[g = (¢ o || - |l|g)*™. On the other

hand, recall from Corollary 4.5(ii) that L $Bis maximally monotone. Let (x1,x]) € gra(L ¢ B) and

(x2,x;) € gra(L 5 B). It follows from Proposition 3.2(i) that
* Y *
(Vk e {1,2}) x{ € (LoB)xx & ]y(LKB) (xk +yx}) = X
o 1 3Pk €G) L'pr = xi
JyB(L(xx +yx)) = pe

- {(3Pk €G) L'pr = xx

L (4.13)
(P L(y "ok +x7) — v~ 'px) € graB.

Since B is uniformly monotone with modulus ¢, we deduce that

Y_1||x1 - xz”;{ + {x1 — X9 |xik — x;)(H - y_1||p1 —p2||é = <P1 - P2 |)/_1L(x1 - x3) +L(xik _ x;»g
—y Hp1 = p2 | p1 - p2dg
> ¢(llp1 — p2llg)- (4.14)

Therefore, since L*(p; — p2) = x1 — x2, we deduce from (4.14) and [14, Proposition 3.2(i)] that
(1 = xz | % = 33090 > P(llp1 = p2llg) + v (Ilp1 —P2||é = [lx1 = lelg{)
> inf (g(lollg) +y (ol = L0113

L*v=x1—x2

> it (($ol-ls)” @)+ y " lollg - IL°01i))

L*v=x1—x

L Gollle) G - x). (4.15)

which completes the proof. [

Proposition 4.14 (Fitzpatrick function). Suppose that L € B (‘H, G) satisfies ||L|| < 1, let B: G —
29 be maximally monotone, let

Fg: GX G — [—00,+00]: (x,x¥) > ( s)up ((@]x")g +(x|v")g — (v]|0)g) (4.16)
v,0*)€graB

be its Fitzpatrick function, and let y € 10, +oo[. Then the following hold:
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(i) Letx € ker(Idyy — L* o L) and x* € H. Then F
(ii) Letx € H and x* € ker(Idgy — L* o L). Then F

)(x, x*) < F,p(Lx, Lx™).
(x,x") < Fyp(Lx, Lx™).

y(LSB
y(145)

Proof. We recall from Corollary 4.5(ii) that L $BandL 4 Bare maximally monotone.
(i): By Minty’s parametrization [7, Remark 23.23(ii)],

Fy(LgB) (x,x*) = ;2£(<Jy(LgB)y ‘ x*>(H + <x ’ Y- Jy(LgB)y>w - <Jy(LgB)y ’ Y= ]y(LKB)y>W)' (4.17)
Thus, by virtue of Proposition 3.2(i) and ||L|| < 1, we deduce that, for every y € H,
<x‘y _]y(LXB)y>(H * <]y(L<§B)y’ > <]y(LoB)y’y J y(t58)Y >
= (x|y-1Usaw), +(LGan) |x), - (1 Gsw) |y - L Gata))

< (o= L (1) | g + (L | Ly = (L)) + Uy (L) | Lx) = Uy (L) | Ly = Jyn(Ly)g |

< sup((Lx o~ o) + o | Lx")g = Gy |9 = g

= F(Lx, Lx™). (4.18)

Therefore, taking the supremum over y € H in (4.18), the conclusion follows from (4.17).
(ii): By Proposition 3.1(vi), Definition 1.1, (4.16), and (i),

Fy(LKB) (x,x") = F(LO(YB)_I)—I (%, x%) = Fro(ypy1 (X7, x) < Fypy1 (Lx", Lx) = Fyp(Lx, Lx"), (4.19)

which completes the proof. [

Corollary 4.15. Suppose that L € B (H,G) is an isometry, let B: G — 29 be maximally monotone,
and let y € 10, +0o[. Then

(Vx e H)(Vx" € H) Fy(LXB) (x,x") < Fp(Lx, Lx") (4.20)

Proof. Since L is an isometry, ker(Idg — L* o L) = H. Therefore, the conclusion is a consequence of
Proposition 4.14(i). 0O

Corollary 4.16 ([6, Theorem 2.13]). Let0 # p € N and let y € ]0,+oo[. For every k € {1,...,p}, let
Bi: H — 2™ be maximally monotone and let ay. € 10, +oo[. Suppose that Z‘Zzl ar = 1. Then

S

FY ravy (Br,ax)1<k<p < Z akFYBk : (421)
k=1

Proof. Define L and B as in Example 3.11 and recall that L $B = ravy (Bx, ax)1<k<p- In this case, L is
an isometry, and it follows from Corollary 4.15 that, for every x € H and x* € H,

P
Ey rav, (B xey (6 ") < Fyp(Lx, Lx*) = Z arFyp, (x,x%), (4.22)
k=1

as announced. [
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§5. Asymptotic behavior of resolvent compositions

. 14 . . .
We examine the convergence of the operators L ¢ B and L 4 B when y varies, studying their corre-
sponding graph. We begin by recalling some definitions related to set-convergence, which enable us
to characterize the convergence of operators through their graphs.

5.1. Set-convergence

Definition 5.1 (Painlevé-Kuratowski). Let (C,)nen be a sequence of subsets of H. The lower limit
of the sequence (Cp,)nen is the closed subset of H defined by

limC, = {x eH | (F(xp)ney in H)(VneN) x, € Cy and x,, — x}. (5.1)
The upper limit of the sequence (Cy,)nen is the closed subset of H defined by
limC, = {x € H | (3 (xp)nen in H)(3 (ky)new in N)(Vn € N) x,, € G, and x, — x}. (5.2)

The sequence (Cp)pen is Painlevé—Kuratowski convergent if its upper limit coincides with its lower
limit. The limit set in this case is given by

lim C, =limC, = limC,. (5.3)

n—+oco

Let C and D be subsets of H. The excess function of C on D is defined by

e(C, D) = sup dp(x), (5.4)

xeC

with the convention that e(@, D) = 0.

Definition 5.2 (p-Hausdorff distance [3, 5]). Let C and D be subsets of H, let p € [0, 40, and
set C, = C N B(0; p) and D, = D N B(0; p) The p-Hausdorff distance between C and D is

haus, (C, D) = max{e(C,, D), e(D,,C)}. (5.5)

A sequence (Cp)pen of subsets of H converges with respect to the p-Hausdorff distance to the subset
C of H if

(VYp € ]0,+() lirP haus, (Cp,, C) = 0. (5.6)

5.2. Graph-convergence of operators

Definition 5.3. Let (A,)nen and A be set-valued operators from H to 2" Then (An)nen graph-

converges to A, denoted by A, ER A, if (gra Ap)pen converges to gra A in the Painlevé-Kuratowski
sense.

Definition 5.4. Let A: H — 2" B: H — 2H and p € [0, +0o[. The p-Hausdorff distance between
A and Bis

haus, (A, B) = haus,(gra A, gra B). (5.7)

A sequence (A,)nen of operators from H to 27 converges with respect to the p-Hausdorff distance
to the operator A: H — 2% if

(Vp €10, +00]) nl_igloo haus, (A,, A) = 0. (5.8)
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Some equivalences of graph-convergence for maximally monotone operators are summarized in
the following result (see e.g. [2]).

Lemma 5.5. Let (A,)nen and A be maximally monotone operators from H to 2™, Then the following
are equivalent:
() A, > A
(i) (Vy € J0,+oo[)(Vx € H) Jya,x = Jyax.
(iii) (Fy €]0,+00[)(Vx € H) Jya,x = Jyax.

Lemma 5.6. Let (A,)nen and A be maximally monotone operators from H to 2H and let (Yn)nen and
y be in |0, +oo[. Suppose that A, 2, A and Yn — Y. Then the following hold:

) At AL

(i) yAn > yA
Proof. (i): This follows from (2.3) and Lemma 5.5.

(ii): Let x € ‘H and set (Vn e N) 6, =1 — y,,/y. By Lemma 2.3,

||]ynAnx - ]yAan‘H + ”JyAnx _JyAx”‘H
1Onlllx = Jya, Xl + I Jya,x = Jyax|le. (5.9)

”JynAnx - ]yAxH‘H <
<

Further, A, 2, A and Lemma 5.5 yield Jya,x — Jyax. Altogether, since 6, — 0, we deduce from (5.9)
that J,, 4,x — Jyax. Finally, invoking Lemma 5.5 one more, we obtain the assertion. [l

Lemma 5.7 ([4, Propositions 1.1 and 1.2]). Let A;: H — 2" and Ay: H — 2™ be maximally
monotone, and let y € 10, +oo[. Consider

(V6 € [0,4+00[) dys(A1,Az) = sup [l Jya,x = Jya,Xllo. (5.10)
x€B(0;6)

Then the following hold:

(i) (Vp € [0,+0c0[) haus,(A;, Az) < max{L, y~'}dy, (14y)p (A1, Az).
(i) Set p = max{8 + || Jya,0llze, y ™' (8 + || Jya,Ollc}. Then dy5(Ay, Az) < (2+y) haus,(Ay, Ay).

5.3. Convergence of resolvent compositions

We proceed to study the graph-convergence and convergence with respect to the p-Hausdorff distance
of resolvent compositions.

Proposition 5.8. Let (L,)nen and L beinB (H, G), let (By)nenw and B be maximally monotone operators

from G t029, and let (y,)new andy be in |0, +oco|. Suppose that L, — L, B, ER B, yn — v, and (Vn € N)
IIL,|| < 1. Then the following hold:

G) L, % B> LB
(i) L, ¢ By > LB

17



Proof. We recall from Corollary 4.5(ii) that the operators (L, i B,)nen, L 4 B, (L, 5 B)nen, and L ¢B
are maximally monotone. Therefore, by Lemma 5.5, it is enough to verify the convergence of the
resolvent of these operators.

(i): Let x € H and set (Vn € N) 6, = 1 — y/yp. It follows from Lemma 2.3, Proposition 3.2(i), and
Lemma 5.6 that

”Jy(Lnyan)x _‘]y(LXB)xH(H < HJ)/(Lnyan)x _.]yn(Lanan)x”(H + ”]yn(Lanan)x _]y(LgB)x”(H
< |0n| ”x _]}/n(Ln}ngn)x”(l_{ + HL: (]an (Lnx)) -L (])/B(Lx))”(H

=10l lIx = Ly, (Jy,B, (Ln) ) llge + 1L, (Jym,, (L)) = L™ (Jyn (L))l

(5.11)
Further, nonexpansiveness of J,p, implies that
”]yan (Lnx) — JyB (Lx) ”Q < H]yan (Lpx) — Jyan (Lx) ||g + ”]yan (Lx) - JyB (Lx) ”Q
< ILnx = Lxllg + [ Jy,B, (Lx) = JyB(Lx)lg- (5.12)

On the other hand, by Lemma 5.6(ii), y,B EN yB. Since 6,, — 0 and L, — L, we combine (5.11) and
(5.12) toobtain J ., y»_ .x — J , y_.x. Therefore, the conclusion follows from Lemma 5.5.
y(Ln o Bn) y(LoB)
[Yn

1 1/
(ii): By Lemma 5.6(i), B,* J, B~1. Therefore, (i) yields L, < B,* 9,16 B, Altogether, by
Definition 1.1 and Lemma 5.6(i) once more,

e B 'L (L 1</>YB_1)_1 =L4B, (5.13)

n

L, s By =(Ly
as asserted. 0O

Proposition 5.9. Let (L,)nen and L be in B (H,G), let B: G — 29 be maximally monotone, and let
(Yn)nen be a sequence in |0, +oo[. Suppose that L, — L and that (Vn € N) ||L,|| < 1. Then the following
hold:

(i) Suppose that y, | 0. Then the following are satisfied:

g
(@) Ly o (ynB) = Lo Ng— ..

(b) Lo o (yaB) > Lo Ny g

(ii) Suppose thaty, T +oco and that zer B # @. Then the following are satisfied:
g
(a) Lo (YnB) — L 0 Nyer g
g
(b) Ly ® (ynB) = L ¢ Noer .
Proof. (i): Let y € G. We recall from [7, Corollary 21.14] that dom B is closed and convex. Further,
by [7, Theorem 23.48], Jy,py — projgmzy = Jn_ Y. Therefore, it follows from Lemma 5.5 that

YnB EN Ni— ., and the conclusion is a consequence of Proposition 5.8.
(ii): Let y € G. We recall from [7, Proposition 23.39] that zer B is closed and convex. Further, by (7,

Theorem 23.48], J,,,BY — Proj,., g Y = JN,., zy- Therefore, it follows from Lemma 5.5 that y, B N NerB,
and the conclusion is a consequence of Proposition 5.8. [

The following proposition shows that, for a fixed y € ]0, +oo[, resolvent compositions are nonex-
pansive with respect to d, 5.
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Proposition 5.10. Suppose that L € B (H,G) satisfies ||L|| < 1, let B;: G — 29 and By: G — 29 be
maximally monotone, let y € 10, +oc0[, and let § € ]0,+00[. Then the following hold:
() dy.5(L 8By, Lo By) =dy5(L ¢ By, L By).
. Y Y
(ii) dy,s(L o By, Lo By) < ||L|| dy,Lyis(B1, Ba)-
y Y
(iii) dy,5(L & By, L ¢ By) < ||L|| dy,j15(B1, B2).

Proof. We recall from Corollary 4.5(ii) that, for every k € {1,2}, L A By and L : By, are maximally
monotone.

(i): By Proposition 3.2, Jy (LXBI) - ]y (Lng) = ]Y (¥6) ~ ]y (148,) Therefore, the conclusion follows
from (5.10).
(ii): Let x € B(0;9). It follows from Proposition 3.2(i) that

”J)/(LgBl)x - ]y(Lng)xH(H = ”L* (]Y31 (LX)) - (Jsz (LX)) ”‘H

< LIy, (LX) = JyB, (LX) |lg
<|ILII  sup | JyB,u — JyB,ullg
ueB(0;||L||5)
= ||L|l dy,jz5(B1, B2). (5.14)

Therefore, by taking the supremum over all x € B(0; §), we obtain the assertion.
(iii): A consequence of (i) and (ii). O

Proposition 5.11. Suppose that L € B (H,G) satisfies ||L|| < 1, let B;: G — 29 and By: G — 29 be
maximally monotone, let y € 10,400, and let p € |0, +0o[. Then

Y Y _
haus, (L o By, L o B) < max{l,y 1}||L||dy’||L||(1+y)p (B1, By). (5.15)
Proof. Combine Corollary 4.5(ii), Lemma 5.7(i), and Proposition 5.10(ii). 0

Proposition 5.12. Suppose that L € B (H,G) satisfies |L|| < 1 and let B: G — 29 be maximally
monotone. Assume that L* o B o L is maximally monotone. Then the following hold:

() LéB5L*0BoLas0<y— 0.
(if) Suppose that one of the following is satisfied:
(a) ran(B o L) is bounded.
(b) There exists S € B (H, G) such that S o L* is invertible.
Then

(Vp € 10, +00])  lim haus, (L ¢B,L*oBolL)=0. (5.16)
)/—)

Proof. Lety € ]0, 1[ and recall from Corollary 4.5(ii) that L ‘Bis maximally monotone. Let x € H, let
p € ]0,+0co[, and suppose that x € B(0;2p). Set ¥ =Idg — Lo L*, set p = Ji+oporX, and set p, = JoypX
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We deduce from Proposition 3.3(ii) that
x—p e(LeB)p, ©x—p, € L*((B‘1 + yW)_l(pr))
o 3y, €G) x-p, =L"y,
Lpy, € (B_1 + y‘I’)yy
3 -p, =L*
Yy € B(Lpy — y¥Pyy).

On the other hand,
x—peL’(B(Lp)) © (3yeG) x—p=Ly and ye B(Lp). (5.18)
Altogether, monotonicity of B, (5.17), and (5.18) yield
((Lpy = y¥yy) = Lplyy —y)g > 0 = (py = p I L™ (vy =y — vy lyy —y)g 2 0
e Py =Pl =pn— V¥ lyy —y)g > 0
& llpy = pllz + v (Fyy gy — y)g < 0. (5.19)
Further, since L*y, = x — p, and L*y = x — p, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality [7, Fact 2.11],
Py lyy —y)g = Yy = Lx = py) [y —Y)g
=y lyy =g — X —py | L (gy — )
= llyyll§ = Cwy |9 = <x =Py [P = Py)gu
> llyyllg = lyellg Nyl = ((p = py 12 = pyda + <x = p | p = Prdo)
lyyllg = llyyllg lyllg = llp = pyllz, = lIx = plige Ip = pyllae
I;leiﬂg(az ~allyllg) = llp = pyllz, = llx = pligc lp = pylloe

WV

v

1
—leyllé —lp = pyli3; = lx = pllae llp = Pyl (5.20)
Set & = 2p + || JL0Bor0||¢- Since L* o B o L is maximally monotone, nonexpansiveness of Ji+opo, yields

“P”(H ”.]L *oBoLX — JL* oBoL0||7'{+”.]L oBoLO”(H ||x||7'{+”.]L oBoL0||7'{ 2p+||.]L*oBoL0||7'{ =4. (521)
Thus, we combine (5.19), (5.20), and (5.21) to deduce that

lp = el - gllyllé —vllp = oyl = vlix = pliz llp = pylla <0

& (L=plp = pylize = vlIx = plige lIp = pyllge ~ Xllyllé <0

- ||p—py||(i,—l%y||x—pnw lp — pylly - Iyll3, <

4(1 Y)
= llp =yl = 2 (el + el —pynw - ﬁnyng <0

=l =yl = T2 @0+ Ollp =yl = 57l <0
2 2
Y Y
ﬁ(||P—Py||w—2(1_y)(zp+5)) <m(zp+5)2 4(1 )Hy”g
2 1/2
:||p—py||w<(4(l 3o+ 8+ 1t )nyng) T (5.22)
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(i): By (5.22), JLKBX — JiroBorX as 0 < y — 0, and the conclusion follows from Lemma 5.5.

(ii): Assumption (ii)(a) implies that there exits n € ]0,+4oco[ such that, for every z € ran(B o L),
llzllg < n.In particular, (5.18) yields ||y||g < 7. On the other hand, Assumption (ii)(b) and (5.18) imply
thaty = (SoL*)"1(S(x—p)). Thus, |lyllg < [[(SoL*)7!|| |IS]|(2p+8). Therefore, either Assumption (ii)(a)
or Assumption (ii)(b) implies that there exists n € ]0,+co[ such that ||y||g < 1. Altogether, we deduce
from Lemma 5.7(i) and (5.22) that

haus, (L ¢ B,L* o BoL) < dy3,(L B, L* 0BoL)

= sup |Jy.u— JioBor Ul
ueB(0;2p) L+B

Yz 2 Y 21/2
ii- )””*‘”*4(1—@”) a2+

—0as 0<y—0, (5.23)

which completes the proof. [

Corollary 5.13. Let 0 # p € N and, for every k € {1,...,p}, let Gi be a real Hilbert space, let
Ly € B(H,G), let By: Gr — 29 be maximally monotone, and let o € ]0,+oco[. Suppose that
Zizl ar||Lel|? < 1 and that Zi:l arLy o By o Ly is maximally monotone. Then

. P
M},(Bk, Lk)lékép i) Z O(kLZ oBroLy as 0 <y — 0. (5.24)
k=1

Proof. Deﬁne L as in (3.20) and B as in (3.21), and recall that from Example 4.6 that, for every y €

10, +o0], M y (B, @k )1<k<p = L ¢ Bis maximally monotone. Therefore, since Z L0kLp o Bg oLy =
L*oBolL, the conclusion follows from Proposition 5.12(1). O

Corollary 5.14 ([4, Proposition 1.4]). Let A: H — 2" be maximally monotone. Then
(Vp € ]0,+00]) lil’I(l) haus, (YA, A) = 0. (5.25)
}/—)

Proof. Set L = Idy;/2 and B = 2A(2-). Thus, L* o B o L = A. Further, by Example 3.6, (Vy € ]0,+o0])
3
YA=1L Y£ B. Since Idgy o L* is invertible, we derive from Proposition 5.12(ii)(b) that

(Vp €10,400[) haus,(¥A, A) = haus, (L YP B,L*oBoL)—0 as 0 <y — 0, (5.26)
which establishes (5.25). [

Corollary 5.15. Suppose that L € B (H,G) satisfies 0 < ||L|| < 1 and let g € I;(G). Assume that
0 € sri(domg — ran L). Then the following hold:

() a(Leg)> a(goL)as0<y— 0.
(ii) Suppose that g: G — R is p-Lipschitzian for some § € ]0,+0c0[. Then

(¥p €10, +oo[)  lim haus, (9(L + g),d(g o L)) = 0. (5.27)
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Proof. Invoking [7, Corollaries 13.38 and 16.53(i)], g* = gand d(go L) = L* o (dg) o L.
(i): It follows from Example 4.12(ii) and Proposition 5.12(i) that

8(ng):Lzagi)L*o(ag)oL:(?(goL) as 0 <y —0. (5.28)

(ii): Appealing to [7, Corollary 17.19], ran dg C B(0; ). Thus, ran dg is bounded, and the conclusion
follows from Proposition 5.12(ii)(a). 0
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