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1. Introduction and preliminaries

Let H be a real Hilbert space with scalar product (-, -) and induced norm || - ||. An operator A : D(A) C H — 2" is called

monotone if it satisfies the monotonicity property
x=x,y=y) =0, ¥y, (,y) € graph(A).

Equivalently, A is monotone if its graph is a monotone subset of the product space H x H. If there is no monotone operator
A’ whose graph properly contains the graph of A, then A is called a maximal monotone operator. For a maximal monotone
operator A, the resolvent of A, defined by]g = (I + BA)~', is well defined on the whole space H and is single valued for
every 8 > 0. Most importantly,]g‘ is nonexpansive; that is, for every x, y € H, the inequality |U2x —]§y|| < |lx — y|| holds.
See, for example, [1] for details.

We will use the following notations: given a sequence (X;)nen,, No = {0, 1, ...}, (or (x;) in short), and a point x € H,
X, — x (respectively, x, — x) means that (x,) converges strongly (respectively, weakly) to x. The weak w-limit set of (x;)
will be denoted by w, ((x,)). This set is defined as follows:

we((x)) = {x € H | X, — x for some subsequence (Xn,)ervy Of (Xn)neny | -

The class of proper and convex functions from H into (—oo, oo] will be denoted by I"(H). For any ¢ € [I'(H), the
subdifferential (operator) d¢ : H — H is defined by

dp(x) ={w e H | p(x) — ) < (w,x—v) forallv € H}.
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A point z € H minimizes ¢ € I'(H) iff (z,0) € 0d¢ (meaning that z € D(d¢) and 0 € dp(z)). Recall that the
subdifferential of a proper, lower semicontinuous and convex function is a maximal monotone operator. See, for example,
[1, Theorem 1.12, p. 36] for details. Given a closed and convex subset C of H, the indicator function of C is a (proper) convex
and lower semicontinuous function which gives the value zero at x € C and infinity outside C. Its subdifferential is the
normal cone of C.

Now, let K; and K, be two nonempty, closed and convex sets in H with nonempty intersection, and consider the (convex
feasibility) problem

find an x € H such thatx € K; N K. (1)

The roots of this problem go as far back as the early 1930s, when von Neumann showed that, in the case when K; and K5 are
subspaces, the sequence of alternating projections

H 3 xo = X1 = Py, Xo > X3 = P, X1 > X3 = Py X > X4 = PiyX3 > - -

converges strongly to the point in the intersection of K; and K, which is the nearest to the starting point xo. For the proof of
this result, see, for example, [2] and the references therein. In 1965, Bregman [3] showed that, for two arbitrary closed and
convex sets K; and K, with nonempty intersection, the sequence (x,) generated by the method of alternating projections
converges weakly to a point in K; NK,. The question of whether or not (x,) converges strongly remained open until recently,
when Hundal [4] constructed an example in £? showing that, for any starting point x, € £2, there exist a hyperplane K; and a
cone K, such that K; NK; = {0} and the sequence of alternating projections (x,) converges weakly to zero, but not strongly;
see also [5].

It should be noted that the projection operator coincides with the resolvent operator of a normal cone. Therefore, a natural
way of extending the method of alternating projections is to consider two arbitrary maximal monotone operators, say A and
B, instead of normal cones, in which case the method of alternating (or composition of) resolvents is defined as follows:

A B A B
HoXx>x1=JgXo> X =], X1 > X3=JgpXo > X4 =], X3 > ---,

where (8,) and (y;) are sequences of positive real numbers. There are already many papers concerning this extension. In
particular, for 8, = 3, = A > O forall n > 1, Bauschke et al. [6] showed that the sequence generated from this method
converges weakly to a point of Fix J{/? - the fixed point set of the composition J{Jf - provided that this set is not empty. In this
paper, we investigate the convergence properties of the sequence generated by the method of alternating resolvents defined
above for the case when (8,) and (y,) are not constant sequences. More precisely, we consider the inexact iterative method

X2n+1 zjgn(XZn + en) forn=0,1,..., (2)
Xon :.])ljn (X2n—1 + e;,) forn = 17 27 cee (3)

where Xy € H is a given starting point. We will prove that, under a summability condition on (||e,||) and (||e;,||), where (e,)
and (e},) are sequences of computational errors, the sequence generated by (2) and (3) is weakly convergent to a point in
A~1(0) N B~1(0) provided that this set is not empty, and that both (8,) and (y;,) are bounded from below away from zero. In
this connection, see also [7], where an inexact resolvent iterative method for a single monotone operator is considered. In
order to obtain strong convergence results for general maximal monotone operators A and B, a modification (following the
idea from the case of a single maximal monotone operator (see [8-12])) of this method is carried out; see Section 3. With
such a modification, the summability condition on the error sequences (e,) and (e},) is also relaxed.

2. Preliminary lemmas

In this section, we present the necessary tools needed to prove our main results. The first lemma, which is due to Xu [8],
is basic, yet very useful.

Lemma 1 (see [8]). Let (s,) be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying
Sn1 < (1 —ap)sp +agby +cn, n>0,

where (ay,), (by), and (c,) satisfy the following conditions: (i) (a,) C [0, 1], with Z,fio a, = oo, (ii) limsup,_, ., by < 0,
and (iii) ¢, > 0 for alln > 0 with Z,fio cp < o0o. Then lim,_, o, Sp = 0.

Weak convergence results are proved with the aid of the following known lemma due to Opial.

Lemma 2 (Z Opial, (see, e.g,, [1, p. 5])). Let F be a nonempty subset of H. Assume that the sequence (x,) satisfies the following
conditions: (i) limy,—  [|X, — q|| = p(q) exists for all ¢ € F, and (ii) any weak cluster point of (x,) belongs to F. Then, there
exists a point p € F such that (x,) converges weakly to p.

Often, we shall use the following identity, the proof of which is well known and can easily be reproduced.
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