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AR TIX, 3 1] THRONIER, O (1] OEER O IR HRDIC R
T3,

1 ECs&IT

XHR (1] I, viscosity approximation method [19] & FEIE 4 2 B sGA LI DO—BTE
(1 3 MiB) IOV TOMERNEZ LD DTH B, AKITIE, XK [1] DER MO
ISHERSY, DE D, SR [16] & DBIRIS & U pseudo-contractive BRDARE L LU DV
THRHT 5.

XHR [16] TIERD & > TETAIREEREZ R > TV 3,

& 1.1. C % Hilbert 25/ H) OZETEVHANMBLES, U: C — C % widely more
generalized hybrid B4% [18], B C Hy x Hy Z{KBHFIEAR, T % Hilbert 258§ Hy »
5 Hy "\DIEILKE R, L % Hy 15 Ho \DEFBEEHEL T3, DL E, 2=Ug,
0€B2z2BXU Lz=TLz %% 2€ C %R X,

Z LT, XK [16] Ti, COMBEOMEELT 3 HENBREEINTVS, BEMIZI,
21 €ECPLUVBEneNIIHLT,

Tnil = Bnn + (1 - ,Bn) (anun + (1 - an)UJz\,. (xn - /\nL'(I - T)LG)) (1-1)

TEBINDIRT {z,} B, BAREDS & CHIE 1.1 DRICHIBRT BT EHRENT
W3c. TCT, {an} BKU {Ba} & (0,1) OBF, {u.} & Hy DEF, { A} ZIEDOEF,
I Hy FOESEK, L* 13 L OMMEERETH S,



VE, vy =an(l = Br), Tn=Udx, (I - ML*(I-T)L) B &M, (1.1) 13,

Tntl = Ynln + (1 - ’)’n) [1 fn’y Tp + (1 - 1 fn7 ) Tnxn]
n n

DESIERTES, DT b, (1.1) TERINZAL, XK [9) 2 ETERLI:
viscosity approximation method [19] D—#ED—DE RiET T LN TES, T TH
BT, XK [9) TRONRERESIC—HEL, ZONALLT (1.1) TERENDIR
FIDRRMEZRT (FU LI, 20 3 11, 21 4 iz SH).

AROBRIZIRDBEY TH B, B 2HTWE, B 3HURCHELER T DN, B
3 i Cld, viscosity approximation method [19] D—EIC X 2PCREM (M 3.1) L Z
DFREDBRS, 4TI, 53 HOKGREM> THFE 1.1 OROELICEET 5 URER
RS, BH%DE 5 M T, Lipschitz Bfix pseudo-contractive SARDAE) mULENIC B
T5INGERT .

2 R

ARETIE, FICH SV ERD, H %5 Hilbert 22/, (-, -) Z H O, |- || # H D/
Wi, C % H OB TIERVEAMBIERE, I % H LOESER, N 2EOBBOKELT
%, HDFF| {zp} Dz ICBYRT B L & 2, &z, BIRT B L Z 2, = 2 LET,

T#%CHho HNDEHELETS, T OFEROEA%E F(T) £EXY, 2%, F(T) =
{z€C:2=T2z} TH3, T HMBIEW KX (quasinonexpansive) TH 5 Lk, F(T) # 0,
D, TRTNDzeC epeFT)IHLT ||Tz-p| < ||z —pl| BEDIMLDELEENS,
BIEEARBBOTH LA, AMERTHZ T LHMSN TS [14, Theorem 1], T
HIEHLK (nonexpansive) THB &I, IRTD 2,y € CIKHLT [Tz - Ty|| < llz -y
MEDIIDLERE WS, T H 0 T demiclosed TH 3 L i, {z,} BC DRI Tz, — p
BXUE Tz, 20DLE Tp=0DRIUDEERVS,

H »5 C OENOHEMEHNE (metric projection) 2 Po L&T, D%¥h,zc HDL
&, Po(z) 1

llz — Po(z)ll = min{l|z - y|| : y € C}.

Z#IcTHE—D C DHTH B, EHHFHEICOVWTIHLLR, [21) 28T B LK,

fZChoCN\DER F%COETCEVWEIEA, 0 [0,1) LT3, fHRF
lCDWT 6-H8/NE4% (contraction) THB LE, TRXTDr e C L ze FIcMLT

*1 2 TO 1, H) LOEEERTH S,
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If@) = fR) < Ollz — 2| BRDILDLEEWVS 4], B CIEDVT -FNERDOE
Z, f % (C ko) 0-f/NEHLNS,

A%RCHSE HADEBREL, p>0LT 3, AD p-¥iseiBiEH (inverse strongly
monotone) TH3 Lid, TRTD z,y € C IKH LT (z — y, Az — Ay) > p||Az — Ayl
MDD EEEVS,

B % H h5 H N\OUEN" 1L $ 5, B D{i$hi!#H% D(B) T, B DNRKEZ
B 10 T#9Y, D%b,DB) ={x € H: Bz # 0}, B7'0 = {z € D(B) : Bz > 0}
4%, BLEDYS57 {(z,y) € HxH :z € D(B),y € Bz} 2@—83%. B
HNEFAEAZE (monotone operator) TH 3 &k, $XTD (z,y), (u,v) € BIZHLT
(z—uy—v) > 0HHEDIDLEENVS, HFAEAE B SR (maximal) TH5 &3,
B'c Hx HDBWMEIKLTBCB OL¥, B=B BEHiIDEEZNI,

B C H x H ZEXBFERL, A>0LT 5%, ZDLE, (I+)B)71iE, HH»5 D(B)
D 1 fliERICEB T LRSNTVS [21). (I + AB)~! % B ®Y VU (resolvent)
i,

{T,} 2C Hh5 HANDERORL L, F=orF(Tn) #0 £33, TOLE, {T,}
HOEEEIEL A (strongly quasinonexpansive type) TH 3 &id, ROFRHHEDIIDE
&V 9]

o & T, BBBEHATHY,
o {2, } NC DERFFIT, BB pe FILHLT ||z — pl| — | Tazn — p|| = 0 3R
byo¢¥ Tz, —z, 20,3,

z € C B {T,} DHAIARE) S (asymptotic fixed point) TH 5 L i, C DR {z,} &
{zn} DEDH {20} DEFEL, Tnzpn — 20 2> 0 BLKT 2, = 2 BEDIUDEEZL
5 [2]o {Tn} DWCEHARIRDOUE%E F{TL}) £E T, BISHIE, F c F{T,}) B¥RY
AYASN

& 1. Hilbert ZINTIX, /43 {T,} DESBER R THH T & &, XXM [5,11] DLk
T strongly relatively nonexpansive sequence T$% C L IZFAfETH% [9, Remark 2.5]
REDEH 3.1 TF = F{T,}) LV &G2FEET BH, TOEHR, {T,} B%&H (2)
Zlcd T & LEfEICIE S (2, Proposition 6], T T T, {T,} %M (Z) ¥ &1,
{zn} M C DERRHT Tyzn — 2n = 0 BFHT L E, {2,} OBNERN F ICRT
L&V 3,510, MESEHLKNWTRE (2) Bl 3745 OB DV TIE, [11],
[9, Example 4.5] HX T [3,7] BT B L &\,
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3 Viscosity approximation method

AT, SESHEABRFOLERISAOANCETIICRER L ZhH BN R
b3,

ROEHIE, R (1] DERR [1, Theorem 3.1] T, TDEETHEDLN TV BHELER,
viscosity approximation method [19] & FRIEN 2 FBIFRELIEEZ—RILL 2L DTH %,

E® 3.1. H % Hilbert Z5f, C 22T\ H OBEMBIEE, {Su} 2 C 5 C O
BgDY, F % {S,} DB RERDOER, {an} £ (0,1]) DBINE T3, {S,} Ha#EIE
WARBTHBD, F#0, F{Sa}) = F, an » 0 BEE T2 a, = 00 BRET 3. &5
i, {fr} ZCHSE CADEHH], 0€(0,1) L, & fold FIZOWT 0-HNEHTHY,
frnoPr(u) > u BB ue CHEETILRET S, COLE 2, eCHBLUTEnEN

KL T,
Tnt1 = anfn(mn) + (1 - an)snzn (31)

TUHENSFF {20} & Pp(u) ITEIERT 3,
EH 3.1 XY, ROFHRLEN S,

% 3.2. H,C, {Sn}, FBXU {an} &, FH 3.1 LRAIL LT S, {un} # C DRFIT
Up = u T B, TDEZE, z, €C BLUEEn e NIZRHUT 2pq1 = apu, + (1 —
Qn)SnTn CTAHENDBHH {,} 1&, Pr(u) ICHBURT %,

BB BnecNLzecCIIHLT, fo:C o C# folz) = u, TEHETSE, fLi20
FNIBTHY, frnoPr(u)=u, > u B, LIzH->T, 3.1 EhKi@dhish
%, ]

EH 3.1 &b, RD%[9, Theorem 3.1] LB 5N 3,

% 3.3. H,C,{S.}, FBLU {an)} ZEH 3L LAL LTS, E5IT, {fa} ZC D
C\DERFH, 6c(0,1) &L, & f, & FITDOWVT - MINEJTHD, IRTD2€ Fi
NLUT{fn(2):neN} R 1RKATHEILRITS, TOLE, ;e CBIXULnEN
X UT (3.1) TEBEINZ 55 {2} 1& w ICHIURT %, TTT, wid Pro fi DHE—
DAREIRTH 3.

§8H. Pro fi & F LOWNERTHZHD S5, ZORHR w € F BIE—DEET
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%o BELY, {falw) : n € N} 2 1 HEETHEHNE, TRTDOn e NIZHLT,
Fn 0 Pe(fi(w)) = fa(w) = fi(w) BRDIID. LIHoT, EH 3.1 X DEHRNESH
%o o

4 Split feasibility problem DA

AETIR, 5§ 3 MTRONIAKEREZHE, ROETHHEMFIEDRDELICEIT 5ER
29

PI&E 4.1. H, & H, % Hilbert 2/, C 2% Th\» H) OFMBIEE, U: C - H, 21§
FEHLAER, B C Hy x Hy ZRXHEFAEHR, T: Hy —» Hy %23E0KE4&, L: Hy — H»
EERBIERRLL, L#0L953. TOLE 2 FU)NBONL ' F(T) ZRD .

R 4.1 13, 911 2P L—BELELDTH S, TDE, FE41 BT 20EREHE
BBRBH, ZORIICK 3.2 B> TRDEH (1, Theorem 4.2) ZR7

T 4.2. H % Hilbert 2, C % H DETHEVEMBIES, p>0,A: H > H % p-
WERBAER, B C H x H ZAHREHAE, U: C - H ZHBFEHKRER, {u.} 2 H
DB, {an} % (0,1] DBH, (8.} % [a,5] DBHY, {\n} % [c,d] DEIIEFT B, TCT,
0<a<b<1BIVO0<c<d<2pTH%3, &5, F=FU)N(A+ B)~10 # 0,
D(B) c C, I -U i& 0 T demiclosed, up, — u, ap = 0 BXTF Y o | @, = 0o ZREL,
H D55 {z,} %Z 21 € H BXUTEn e NIIHLT,

Tny1 = Bntn+ (1 — Bn)(antun + (1 — an)UJs, (Tn — AnAzy))

TEET S, CTTT,Jn, = ([ +MB) 1 THB, TOLE, {z,} & Pr(u) IR
T3,

HH. T, = Uds.(I — MA) E5<0 Jx, &1 — A &, IR [13] OREBETHIEH;
K (strongly nonexpansive) T % 5, [13, Proposition 1.1 & b, Z2h 5 DEK
In. (I = A A) BSEIFHEKRTH B, &o T, [7, Lemma 5.8], [20, Lemma 2.3], BX T
[10, Lemma 3.2 &b, $XTD n € NICHLT F(T,) = F Th Y, T, REIELATS
2T ehbohB. {z,} DEBEY, TRXTDn e NITHLT,

n ~In

= 7ﬂ.un + (1 - 'Yn)s-n,mn
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&ix%, TTT, Yn=o0n(l—PBn), Sn = ﬁ':y I+( lﬁ" )T,, LBV, TO

L ¥, 0<inf, 1? , 8Upy, T fn'y <L, 0BXEY o =00 LHRBTLIA
B HERTE %, '@K.h. No>, F(Tn) = F & T [11, Theorem 3.8] 15, {S,} i3 HiHR

IELABITHY, F({Sn}) = F TH5. LIeH>T, R32LKXVERVESNZ. O
TEH 4.2 BRUMOKREZMS &, ROEHIRE S,

%% 4.3. Hy, H,, C, B, U, THXU L #fE 41 LAL L L, L* % L OBERER
#, F 28 4.1 DROESR, {an} BEU {8} ZEHE 42 LALEL, {u,} % H; DR
B, A} % [c,d] DBIE T B, EL,0<c<d<1/|L|* TH3B, EBI, F#£40,
D(B) c C, I-U i% 0 T demiclosed, up, = u ZREL, {zn} B 21 € H BLUENEN
IKHLT (1.1) CEBEND Hy DEIET B, 1L, Iy, = ([ +MB) 1 Th3. T
DEE, {z,} & Pr(u) ICHBINET 3,

BEER. A = L*(I -~ T)L £$B<, [22, Lemma 3.3) B & U [22, Lemma 34] &b, A &
1/QILIP)-HREABE®RTH Y, BIONL'F(T) = (A+ B)"'0 &3, &5,
F=FU)N(A+B)"10 TtH3, Lizd>T, EH42 X ERHEEND, O

MK [16] DERUE, wFI4.3 hoibiciib b, KBS, "/ U % [16, Theorem 3.1]
LEALETSB, 2FED,a, 8,7, 0,6 (nh,
a+B+7+6>08BEXTa+p>0,and (+7>0

ZHI-TEBTHD, U DR (18] DEBKT (o, B,7, 4, €, {,n)-widely more generalized
hybrid B CH5L T3, TDL ¥, [18, Lemma 5.3] &K U (15, Lemma 4.1) &9, U
WBHEIESEKTH D, 51T, (15, Lemma 4.2) &b, I — U i% 0 T demiclosed THB T &
MRS TW3, LithoT, [16, Theorem 3.1] iXEH 4.3 5B 5N B,

5 Pseudo-contractive BAROD R EhSGA{LL

AT, C % Hilbert 250 H OZTRERVHANRIRS, T %2 C H5 C\OEREL,
EHIT, RERET B0

en>0T®HY, T n-Lipschitz HEEMH, DFb, FBD 2,y € CIEHL T,
1Tz — Tyll < nllz - yll;
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e F(T)#0 ThHY, FEDz e CBLU 2 F(T) kML T,
1Tz - 2|* < lle - 2II* + |1 Tz — 2|*; (5.1)
o I — T % 0 T demiclosed T 3,
TT TR, EH3.1 [>T, TOERT OFHRGELEET 2 EHZTRY .
B 2. T: C = C ' pseudo-contractive [12], D¥ Y, FED z,y € C IcHL T,
1Tz - Tyl|? < |z — yli* + llz - Tz - (y - TY)II®

THYH, FT) #07%556iE, (5.1) BROID. &6k, THERELE, I-TIEZ0T
demiclosed T$% Z L HHSN TV S [1, Lemma 5.1],

X9, X [17) DFFHEEBEICLT, ROBRERE S,
#BhEE 5.1. EHRU: C > C %,
U =T (uT + (1 — w)I) + (1 - NI,

TEET S, CTTC,0< AL pTHB, COLE TRTDzeCHIV2eFD) K

HLT, 2 2 2
(1 —2p — pPn?) Iz — Tz|* < ||z — 2||° — |Uz — 2|

MY ILD,
BB, S=uT+(Q-plIeHE,2€C,2€F(T) T35, (51) &b,
ISz - 2||* = p|ITz - 2I* + (1 - ) llx — 2|° — (1 — p) | Tz — <||?
< (llz =217 + 172 = 2l®) + (1 = ) = = 2I° - (1 = p) Iz - 2l
= |lz - 2I” + 4 | Tz — 2|
TH%, TOXRFRL (5.1) &b,

ITSz - 2|® < ||Sz — 2I|* + ||Sz — TS|
<llz - 21> + 42 1Tz - 2lf® + | s(Tz — TSz) + (1 — p)(= — TSz)||?
= |lz — 2|” + u(2u — 1) | Tz ~ =|?
+ plITz - TSz|® + (1 - p) llz — TSz|?
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#8%, EELY, A— 1 <0, T & n-Lipschitz i THH, I - S = u(I - T) Eh 5,

Uz ~ 2| = MITSz — 2l + (1 = ) ]z — 2> = M2 = ) | TSz — = ®
<z - 2I® + M2 - 1) | Tz - 2| + M || Tz — TS|
+ A - p) Iz — TSz||
< lz — 2)|* + Au(@p — 1) Tz - 2||® + A ||z — S|l
= [lz — 2l — Au(1 — 2p — p?n?) | Tz — 2||?

s 18 O
fHBNEH 5.1 Z{ES &, ROFBIEHE 1, Lemma 5.3] 35N 5,
HEVER 5.2. (M} BXU {un} ZEHF, 0 < inf,, A, sup, pn < Vit W )
NTDneNIKHLT M, S pn £T 3, BneNTLIKBHRU,:C—>C %,
Un = AT (pnT + (1 — pn)I) + (1 = An)I (5.2)
TERL, F(T) #0 2KET 3, TO&E, LLFHEHILD,

(1) IRTDn e NICHLT, F(Un) = F(T);
(2) {Un} EEBBEBARITHD;
(3) F({Un}) = F(T) &5,

. p = (infn An)2(1 — 28up, pin — (SUP, pa)?n?) LBLo WELYD, TRTDOREN
LT,
Antin(l — 241y — I‘?ﬂl2) >p>0
BT EHhbhB*?,
BN (1) ZRED. we F(Uy), z€ F(T) DL &, #iBHEHE 5.1 &b,

0< pllw—Tw|? < |w— 2| = [Upw - 2> = 0

5%, &oTC, w="Tw THEINE, FU,) C F(T) DRz —%, F(U,) > F(T) &
BEDEDD, (1) DR T,

RIZ, (2) BRES5. 1€ C, we Fly,) £33, COLE, (1) £ w e F(T) #hb,
WEERE 5.1 &V, |[Unz — vl < ||z — w]| %55, LIhi>T, & U, EBIHEA TS 3,

2ot)=1-2-2n2 LHBLL,0<t< (—1+ VI+2) /2 DEE, ¢(t) >0 T ¢ KEERPTH
3,
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{yn} %2 C DEREFIL L, $3 2 € (2, F(Un) KNUT, [lyn — 2| = [Unyn — 2| = 0
BEDIDET 3, (1) &V 2z € F(T) THDY, U, ZEIEEK, {yn} BERTHZH5,
HBEHE 5.1 &b,

0 < pllyn — Tonll® < (v — 2l + Untn — 201 (lgn — 21l = Unyn — 21I)
< 2[lyn — 2l (lyn — 2l = |Unyn — 2[l) = 0

i3, XoTC, yn—Tyn = 0 THB. REKD, Ap, un € [0,1] TH Y, T i& n-Lipschitz
Miki?Eh 5,

lyn — Unynll = An ”T(ﬂmT?/n +(1- Nn)yn) - yn“
< ”T(Il»nTlln +(1- Il"n)yn) - Tyn“ + | Tyn — ynll
<@+ 1) ITyn —ynll = 0

Lh3, LESoT, (Un) EHBIEEAR TS 3.,

B#IC (3) BRE 5. F{Un}) D F(T) BESHENS, F({U,}) c F(T) ZrReIE&
Vo z€ F{UL}), peF(T) £ 53, TDLE, 2, —Upzn > 0 5K 2, = 2 L5123
C DRF {zn} LZDRDH {20, } DMetET B0 p € F(Uy), U, BBEIEK, {20, } 1341

HcThy,
0< "zm —'p” - "Uniz"ri _p" < “zﬂd - Umzn.- " -0

Zho, #BEM 5.1 &b,

0 < pllzn; = Tzn,ll* < (zn; — pll + Uni2n, = p)(l2n, =PIl = Un, 2, — 2lI)
<2 "zﬂi _p" ("Zni —p” - ”U‘nizﬂ.‘ _p“) -0

LB, £9T, 2p, — T2y, > 0 THB. RELY, I —T & 0 T demiclosed ZH 5,
ze F(T) &%, LT, F{U,)}) c F(T) Hreiz, O

WBEM 5.2 XV, U, BBIEIEAT F(U,) = F(T) 255, F(T) id H QBN EE
THBT LADHI B,
EPI 3.1 BRUKBILI 5.2 &0, ROLIDIEN B,

SEE 5.3. C % Hilbert i H OETCHEVHAMNBLES, >0, T:C - C %
Lipschitz M’/ L L, #n e NICRH LT U,: C —» C % (5.2) Til#d 5, TC
T, {An)} BEU {pn} 13, FBIEH 5.2 LEAL LT B, B, F(T)#0THH,zeC
¥z e F(T) IKHLT, (5.1) BRD IO EREL, {an} BET 6 BEM31 LALLL,
&n e NIHLT fo: C = C W F(T) IDVT 0SGINERTHD, f 0 Poery(u) = u
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tixBuec CHEETZLERET S, TDLE, C DS {z,} %, 21 € C BLUHEED

neNIIHLT,
:En+1 = anfn(mn) + (1 - an)Unxn

TEBTBE, {zn} & Prcr(u) ICRIGRT 3,

BE R
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