
2025 DOI: https://doi.org/10.61208/pjo-2025-008



628 ALEXANDER J. ZASLAVSKI

According to the Banach’s celebrated theorem [1] a strict contraction T has a fixed point
xT ∈ X for which

T (xT ) = xT

and which attracts every sequence of iterates of T . Moreover it is known that this conver-
gence of iterates of T is uniform on all bounded subsets of X.

In [22] A. M. Ostrowski investigated the influence of computational errors on the behavior
of iterates of the strict contraction T . He proved that every sequence {ui}∞i=0 ⊂ X for which

∞∑
i=0

ρ(ui+1, T (ui)) < ∞

converges and its limit is the fixed point of T .
A different approach was applied in [5] in order to generalize the result of [22] for a map

T : X → X which is merely nonexpansive. We assumed that

ρ(T (v), T (u)) ≤ ρ(v, u)

for all pairs of points v, u ∈ X and showed that if all sequences of exact iterates of T
converge, then all the sequences of its inexact iterates with summable errors converges
too. This result has many applications and is an essential ingredient in superiorization
and perturbation resilience of algorithms [4, 6, 7]. The superiorization methodology works
by taking an iterative algorithm, investigating its perturbation resilience, and then using
proactively such perturbations in order to ”force” the perturbed algorithm to do in addition
to its original task something useful. This methodology can be explained by the following
result on convergence of inexact iterates.

Assume that (X, ∥ · ∥) is a Banach space, ρ(x, y) = ∥x− y∥ for all x, y ∈ X, a mapping
A : X → X is nonexpansive and that for each x ∈ X, the sequence {Anx}∞n=1 converges in
the norm topology. x0 ∈ X, {βk}∞k=0 is a sequence of positive numbers satisfying

∞∑
k=0

βk < ∞,

{vk}∞k=0 ⊂ X is a norm bounded sequence and that for any integer k ≥ 0,

xk+1 = A(xk + βkvk).

Then it follows from the result of [5] that the sequence {xk}∞k=0 converges in the norm
topology of X and its limit is a fixed point of A. In this case the mapping A is called bounded
perturbations resilient (see [6] and Definition 10 of [9]). In other words, if exact iterates
of a nonexpansive mapping converge, then its inexact iterates with bounded summable
perturbations converge too. Under an appropriate choice of the bounded sequence {vk}∞k=0,
the sequence {xk}∞k=1 possesses some useful property. For example, the sequence {f(xk)}∞k=1

can be decreasing, where f is a given function. The superiorization technique was applied
in [10,30] where it was investigated an optimization problem with a convex objective function
and with a feasible region, which is the intersection of a finite family of closed convex
constraint sets. In this work we investigate a minimization problem with a convex objective
function on a domain, which is the solution set of a common fixed point problem with
an infinite family of quasi-nonexpansive mappings. We use a subgradient algorithm which
generates a sequence of iterates which converges to a solution of the corresponding fixed point
problem. Additionally, also either this sequence converges to a solution of our minimization
problem or the sequence is strictly Fejer monotone regarding the solution set of the common
fixed point problem.
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2 Preliminaries

Assume that (X, ρ) is a complete metric space endowed with a metric ρ. For every x ∈ X
and every r > 0 set

B(x, r) = {y ∈ X : ρ(x, y) ≤ r}.

For each x ∈ X and each nonempty set D ⊂ X define

ρ(x,D) = inf{ρ(x, y) : y ∈ D}.

Fix

θ ∈ X.

Denote by Card(E) the cardinality of a set E. We assume that the sum over empty set is
zero. For each set C ⊂ X denote by cl(C) its closure.

For each map S : X → X denote by S0 the identity map, S0(x) = x, x ∈ X, set
Si+1 = S ◦ Si for each integer i ≥ 0 and define

Fix(S) = {z ∈ X : S(z) = z}.

Assume that Ti : X → X, i = 1, 2, . . . are continuous mappings such that for each i ∈
{1, 2, . . . },

Fix(Ti) ̸= ∅

and that for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . }, each z ∈ Fix(Ti) and each x ∈ X,

ρ(z, Ti(x)) ≤ ρ(z, x). (2.1)

In the literature the following assumptions are used [28,29].

(A1) There exists c̄ ∈ (0, 1) such that for each integer i ≥ 1, each x ∈ X and each
z ∈ Fix(Ti),

ρ(z, x)2 ≥ ρ(z, Ti(x))
2 + c̄ρ(x, Ti(x))

2.

(A2) For each M,γ > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that for each integer i ≥ 1, each
x ∈ B(θ,M) satisfying ρ(x, Ti(x)) ≥ γ and each z ∈ Fix(Ti) ∩B(θ,M) the inequality

ρ(z, x)− δ ≥ ρ(z, Ti(x))

holds.

(A3) For each M,γ > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that for each integer i ≥ 1, each
x ∈ B(θ,M) satisfying ρ(x,Fix(Ti)) ≥ γ and each z ∈ Fix(Ti) ∩B(θ,M) the inequality

ρ(z, x)− δ ≥ ρ(z, Ti(x))

holds.

Note that assumptions (A1) holds for projections on convex, closed sets in a Hilbert
space (see Proposition 10.1 of [28]).

It is known [32] that (A1) implies (A2) and (A3) implies (A2).
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3 The Common Fixed Point Problem

We continue to use the notation and definitions of Section 2. Throughout the paper we use
the following notation.

Assume that for each integer i ≥ 0,

Ωi ⊂ {1, 2, . . . }

is nonempty,
Ωi ⊂ Ωi+1, ∪∞

i=0Ωi = {1, 2, . . . } (3.1)

and there exists s0 ∈ Ω0 such that

cl(Ts0(X)) ∩B(θ, r) is compact for every r > 0. (3.2)

Suppose that
F := ∩∞

i=1Fix(Ti) ̸= ∅. (3.3)

Our goal is to find an approximate solution of the inclusion

z ∈ F.

We consider the following algorithm. Assume that {∆i}∞i=0 ⊂ (0, 1].
Initialization: choose any element x0 ∈ X.
Iterative step: given a current iterate xt calculate xt+1 such that

B(xt+1,∆t) ∩ {Tj(xt) : j ∈ Ωt, ρ(xt, Tj(xt)) ≥ ρ(xt, Ti(xt)), i ∈ Ωt} ̸= ∅.

Clearly, our algorithm is well-defined if all the sets Ωi, i = 0, 1, . . . are finite. This is the
case which happens in practice.

The convergence of this algorithm was studied in [32] when
∑∞

i=0 ∆i < ∞. According
to our algorithm, given a current iterate xt we first find j ∈ Ωt satisfying

ρ(xt, Tj(xt)) ≥ ρ(xt, Ti(xt)), i ∈ Ωt

and then choose xt+1 ∈ B(Tj(xt),∆t). We do this according to the result of [5].
The following auxiliary result was proved in [32].

Lemma 3.1. Let M, ϵ > 0. Then there exist δ > 0 and an integer t ≥ 0 such that for each
x ∈ B(θ,M) satisfying

ρ(x, Ti(x)) ≤ δ, i ∈ Ωt

the inequality ρ(x, F ) ≤ ϵ holds.

The following theorem in one of the main results of [32].

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (A2) holds, M > 1, ϵ ∈ (0, 1], {∆i}∞i=0 ⊂ (0, 1],

∞∑
i=0

∆i < ∞,

F ∩B(θ,M) ̸= ∅.

Then there exists an integer q ≥ 1 such that for each sequence {xt}∞t=0 ⊂ X satisfying

ρ(x0, θ) ≤ M
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and such that for each integer t ≥ 0,

B(xt+1,∆t) ∩ {Tj(xt) : j ∈ Ωt, ρ(xt, Tj(xt)) ≥ ρ(xt, Ti(xt)), i ∈ Ωt} ̸= ∅

there exist
z0 ∈ F

such that
ρ(z0, xt) ≤ ϵ for all integers t ≥ q

and the sequence {xt}∞t=0 converges to a point of F .

4 The First Main Result

From now we assume that our space X is a Hilbert space equipped with an inner product
⟨·, ·⟩ which induces the complete norm

∥x∥ = ⟨x, x⟩1/2, x ∈ X

and that ρ(x, y) = ∥x − y∥, x, y ∈ X. We use all the definitions and notation introduced
in Sections 2, 3 and assume all their assumptions assumed there. In particular, we assume
that (A2) holds. Assume that f : X → R1 is a convex continuous function such that

lim
∥x∥→∞

f(x) = ∞. (4.1)

For each x ∈ X,

∂f(x) = {l ∈ X : ⟨l, y − x⟩ ≤ f(y)− f(x), y ∈ X}

is the subdifferential of the function f at x. For each nonempty set C ⊂ X set

inf(f ;C) = inf{f(x) : x ∈ C}, argmin(f ;C) = {x ∈ C : f(x) = inf(f ;C)}.

We consider the minimization problem

f(x) → min, x ∈ F.

Since for each integer i ≥ 1 the operator Ti is continuous, the set Fix(Ti) is closed.
Therefore the set F is closed too. In view of (3.2), the following property holds:

(i) For each r > 0, the set F ∩B(0, r) is compact.
By (4.1), inf(f ;F ) is finite and the set

{ξ ∈ F : f(ξ) ≤ inf(f ;F ) + 4}

is compact. Assume that θ = 0, M > 1,

{ξ ∈ X : f(ξ) ≤ inf(f ;F ) + 4} ⊂ B(0,M), (4.2)

L ≥ 1,
|f(ξ1)− f(ξ2)| ≤ L∥ξ1 − ξ2∥, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ B(0, 3M + 2). (4.3)

We consider the following subgradient algorithm. Assume that

{αi}∞i=0 ⊂ (0, L−2], (4.4)
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∞∑
i=0

αi < ∞. (4.5)

Initialization: choose any element x0 ∈ B(0,M).
Iterative step: given a current iterate xt ∈ X calculate

ut ∈ ∂f(xt) (4.6)

and
j(t) ∈ Ωt (4.7)

such that

∥xt − αtut − Tj(t)(xt − αtut)∥ ≥ ∥xt − αtut − Ti(xt − αtut)∥, i ∈ Ωt (4.8)

and set
xt+1 = Tj(t)(xt − αtut). (4.9)

Clearly, our algorithm is well-defined if all the sets Ωi, i = 0, 1, . . . are finite. This is the
case which happens in practice. It follows from the compactness of the set F ∩B(0,M) and
(4.2) that

argmin(f ;F ) ̸= ∅, argmin(f ;F ) ⊂ B(0,M).

We prove our first main result.

Theorem 4.1. The sequence {xk}∞k=0 converges in the norm topology of X to x∗ ∈ F and
one of the following cases holds:

(i) f(x∗) = inf(f ;F );

(ii) f(x∗) > inf(f ;F ) and there exist a natural number k0 and ∆0 > 0 such that for each
x ∈ argmin(f ;F ) and each integer k ≥ k0,

∥xk − x∥2 ≤ ∥xk−1 − x∥2 −∆0αk−1.

5 An Auxiliary Lemma

We use all the definitions, notation and assume all the assumptions from Section 4.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that
z ∈ argmin(f, F ), (5.1)

α ∈ (0, L−2], (5.2)

x ∈ B(z, 2M + 1), (5.3)

P : X → X,
∥z − P (ξ)∥ ≤ ∥z − ξ∥, ξ ∈ X, (5.4)

x ∈ X,
u ∈ ∂f(x), (5.5)

y = P (x− αu). (5.6)

Then the following assertions hold.

∥y − z∥2 ≤ ∥x− z∥2 + α2L2 + 2α(f(z)− f(x)),

∥y − z∥ ≤ 2M + 1.
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Proof. In view of (5.5),
⟨u, z − x⟩ ≤ f(z)− f(x). (5.7)

By (4.2), (5.1), (5.3) and (5.5),

∥x∥ ≤ 3M + 1, |u∥ ≤ L. (5.8)

It follows from (5.4), (5.6), (5.7) and (5.8) that

∥y − z∥2 = ∥P (x− αu)− z∥2 ≤ ∥x− αu− z∥2

≤ ∥x− z∥2 + α2∥u∥2 − 2α⟨u, x− z⟩

≤ ∥x− z∥2 + α2∥u∥2 + 2α(f(z)− f(x))

≤ ∥x− z∥2 + α2L2 + 2α(f(z)− f(x)). (5.9)

There are two cases:
f(x) ≤ f(z) + 4, (5.10)

f(x) > f(z) + 4. (5.11)

Assume that (5.10) holds. It follows from (5.1) and (5.10) that

∥x∥ ≤ M. (5.12)

By (4.2), (5.2), (5.4), (5.6), (5.8), (5.12),

∥y − z∥ = ∥P (x− αu)− z∥ ≤ ∥x− αu− z∥

≤ ∥x− z∥+ α∥u∥ ≤ 2M + αL ≤ 2M + 1.

Assume that (5.11) holds. By (5.2), (5.9) and (5.11),

∥y − z∥2 ≤ ∥x− z∥2 + α2L2 − 4αL ≤ ∥x− z∥2,

∥y − z∥ ≤ ∥x− z∥ ≤ 2M + 1.

Thus in both cases
∥y − z∥ ≤ 2M + 11.

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.1 itself.

6 Proof of Theorem 4.1

Fix
z ∈ argmin(f ;F ). (6.1)

In view of (4.2) and (6.1),
∥z∥ ≤ M. (6.2)

We show that for each integer t ≥ 0,

∥xt − z∥ ≤ 2M + 1. (6.3)

By (6.2) and the relation ∥x0∥ ≤ M , inequality (6.3) holds for t = 0.
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Assume that t ≥ 0 is an integer and (6.3) is true. In view of (4.9),

xt+1 = Tj(t)(xt − αtut). (6.4)

Equations (4.4), (4.6), (6.1), (6.3), (6.4) and Lemma 5.1 applied with P = Tj(t), x = xt,
u = ut, α = αt, y = xt+1 imply that

∥xt+1 − z∥ ≤ 2M + 1,

∥xt+1 − z∥2 ≤ ∥xt − z∥2 + α2
tL

2 + 2αt(f(z)− f(xt)). (6.5)

Thus we showed by induction that (6.3) and (6.5) hold for each integer t ≥ 0. In view of
(4.3), (4.6), (6.2) and (6.3),

∥ut∥ ≤ L, t = 0, 1, . . . . (6.6)

For each integer t ≥ 0, set
yt = xt − αtut. (6.7)

By (4.8) and (6.7), for each integer t ≥ 0 and each i ∈ Ωt,

∥Tj(t)(yt)− yt∥ = ∥Tj(t)(xt − αtut)− (xt − αtut)∥

≥ ∥Ti(xt − αtut)− (xt − αtut)∥ = ∥Ti(yt)− yt∥, (6.8)

yt+1 = xt+1 − αt+1ut+1 (6.9)

and in view of (6.4), (6.6),

∥yt+1 − Tj(t)(yt)∥ = ∥yt+1 − xt+1∥ ≤ αt+1L. (6.10)

In view of (6.6) and (6.7),
∥y0∥ ≤ ∥x0∥+ α0L ≤ M + 1.

Equations (4.4), (6.1), (6.2), (6.8), (6.10) and Theorem 3.2 applied with xt = yt, ∆t = αt+1L,
t = 0, 1, . . . imply that there exists

x∗ ∈ F

such that
lim
t→∞

∥yt − x∗∥ = 0. (6.11)

It follows from (6.6), (6.7) and (6.11) that

lim
t→∞

∥xt − x∗∥ ≤ lim
t→∞

∥xt − yt∥+ lim
t→∞

∥yt − x∗∥ = 0. (6.12)

Assume that the case (i) does not hold. This implies that there exists ∆0 > 0 such that

f(x∗) > f(z) + 2∆0. (6.13)

By (4.5), (6.12) and (6.13), there exists a natural number k0 such that for all integers k ≥ k0,

αk−1 ≤ L−2∆0

and
f(xk−1) > f(z) + 2∆0.

Let k ≥ k0 be an integer. By (6.5) and the relations above,

∥xk − z∥2 ≤ ∥xk−1 − z∥2 + α2
k−1L

2 − 2αk−1∆0

≤ ∥xk−1 − z∥2 − αk−1(2∆0 − αk−1L
2)

≤ ∥xk−1 − z∥2 − αk−1∆0.

Theorem 4.1 is proved.
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7 The Second Main Result

We use all the definitions, notation and assume all the assumptions from Section 4.
Let (X, ⟨·, ·⟩) be a real Hilbert space with an inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ which induces a complete

norm ∥ · ∥. For each x, y ∈ X, ρ(x, y) = ∥x− y∥.
It is well-known that the following proposition holds (see Proposition 10.1 of [28]).

Proposition 7.1. Let C be a nonempty, closed convex subset of X. Then for every point
x ∈ X there exists a unique point PC(x) ∈ C which satisfies

∥x− PC(x)∥ = ρ(x,C).

Moreover
∥PC(x)− PC(y)∥ ≤ ∥x− y∥ for all x, y ∈ X

and for every point x ∈ X and every point z ∈ C,

⟨z − PC(x), x− PC(x)⟩ ≤ 0,

∥z − PC(x)∥2 + ∥x− PC(x)∥2 ≤ ∥z − x∥2.

Let f : X → R1 be a continuous convex function such that

{x ∈ X : f(x) ≤ 0} ̸= ∅. (7.1)

Clearly, for every y0 ∈ X and l ∈ ∂f(y0),

{x ∈ X : f(x) ≤ 0} ⊂ {x ∈ X : f(y0) + ⟨l, x− y0⟩ ≤ 0}. (7.2)

It is well-known that the following lemma holds (see Lemma 10.2 of [28]).

Lemma 7.2. Let y0 ∈ X, f(y0) > 0, l ∈ ∂f(y0) and let

D = {x ∈ X : f(y0) + ⟨l, x− y0⟩ ≤ 0}.

Then l ̸= 0 and
PD(y0) = y0 − f(y0)∥l∥−2l. (7.3)

Let X = Rn and for each integer i ≥ 1, fi : R
n → R1 be a convex continuous function,

Ci = {x ∈ X : fi(x) ≤ 0}, (7.4)

Ti = PCi
(7.5)

and
C = ∩∞

i=1Ci. (7.6)

It is easy to see that for each integer i ≥ 1, the set Ci is closed, the function fi is Lipschitz
on all bounded sets and the set C is closed too. Clearly, (3.2) holds. Our goal is to find an
approximate solution of the inclusion

z ∈ C.

Recall that for each integer i ≥ 0,

Ωi ⊂ {1, 2, . . . }

is nonempty,
Ωi ⊂ Ωi+1, ∪∞

i=0Ωi = {1, 2, . . . }.
The following result was obtained in [32].
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Theorem 7.3. Assume that {∆i}∞i=0, {γi}∞i=0 ⊂ (0, 1], M,L ≥ 1,

∞∑
i=0

∆i < ∞,

∞∑
i=0

γi < ∞,

|fi(u)− fi(v)| ≤ L∥u− v∥, u, v ∈ B(0, 3M +

∞∑
j=0

∆j + 1), i = 1, 2, . . .

and
B(0,M) ∩ C ̸= ∅,

Then for each sequence {xt}∞t=0 ⊂ X, each sequence {lt}∞t=0 ⊂ X and each sequence of
natural numbers {j(t)}∞t=0 which satisfy

∥x0∥ ≤ M,

and that for each t ≥ 0,
j(t) ∈ Ωt,

fj(t)(xt) ≥ fi(xt), i ∈ Ωt,

if
fj(t)(xt) ≤ γt, then ∥xt+1 − xt∥ ≤ ∆t, lt = 0,

if
fj(t)(xt) > γt, then lt ∈ ∂fj(t)(xt),

∥xt+1 − (xt − fj(t)(xt)∥lt∥−2lt)∥ ≤ ∆t

the inequality

∥xt∥ ≤ 3M +

∞∑
i=0

∆i, t = 0, 1, . . .

holds and the sequence {xi}∞i=0 converges to a point of C.

Assume that f : X → R1 is a convex continuous function such that

lim
∥x∥→∞

f(x) = ∞. (7.7)

We consider the minimization problem

f(x) → min, x ∈ C.

Clearly, inf(f ;C) is finite and the set

{ξ ∈ F : f(ξ) ≤ inf(f ;C) + 4} is compact. (7.8)

Assume that M ≥ 1,

{ξ ∈ X : f(ξ) ≤ inf(f ;C) + 4} ⊂ B(0,M), (7.9)

L ≥ 1,
|f(ξ1)− f(ξ2)| ≤ L∥ξ1 − ξ2∥, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ B(0, 3M + 2). (7.10)
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We consider the following subgradient algorithm. Assume that

{αi}∞i=0 ⊂ (0, L−2], (7.11)

{γi}∞i=0 ⊂ (0, 1] satisfy
∞∑
i=0

∆i < ∞,

∞∑
i=0

γi < ∞. (7.12)

Initialization: choose any element

x0 ∈ B(0,M). (7.13)

Iterative step: for each integer t ≥ 0, given a current iterate xt ∈ X calculate

ut ∈ ∂f(xt) (7.14)

and
j(t) ∈ Ωt (7.15)

such that
fj(t)(xt − αtut) ≥ fi(xt − αtut), i ∈ Ωt, (7.16)

if
fj(t)(xt − αtut) ≤ γt, then

lt = 0, xt+1 = xt − αtut, (7.17)

if
fj(t)(xt − αtut) > γt, then calculate

lt ∈ ∂fj(t)(xt), (7.18)

xt+1 = xt − αtut − fj(t)(xt − αtut)∥lt∥−2lt. (7.19)

We prove the following result.

Theorem 7.4. The sequence {xk}∞k=0 converges in the norm topology of X to x∗ ∈ C and
one of the following cases holds:

(i) f(x∗) = inf(f ;C);
(ii) f(x∗) > inf(f ;C) and there exist a natural number k0 and ∆0 > 0 such that for each

x ∈ argmin(f ;C) and each integer k ≥ k0,

∥xk − x∥2 ≤ ∥xk−1 − x∥2 −∆0αk−1.

Proof. Fix
z ∈ argmin(f ;C). (7.20)

In view of (7.9), (7.13) and (7.20),

∥z∥ ≤ M, ∥x0 − z∥ ≤ 2M. (7.21)

We show that for each integer t ≥ 0,

∥xt − z∥ ≤ 2M + 1. (7.22)

By (7.21), inequality (7.22) holds for t = 0.
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Assume that t ≥ 0 is an integer and (7.22) is true. There are two cases:

fj(t)(xt − αtut) ≤ γt; (7.23)

fj(t)(xt − αtut) > γt. (7.24)

Assume that (7.23) holds. By (7.17),

xt+1 = xt − αtut.

Equations (7.9), (7.10), (7.11), (7.14), (7.20), (7.22), the equality above and Lemma 5.1
applied with the identity operator P , x = xt, u = ut, α = αt, y = xt − αtut imply that

∥xt+1 − z∥ ≤ 2M + 1, (7.25)

∥xt+1 − z∥2 ≤ ∥xt − z∥2 + α2
tL

2 + 2αt(f(z)− f(xt)). (7.26)

Assume that (7.24) holds. Lemma 7.2 and equations (7.18), (7.19), (7.24) imply that

xt+1 = xt − αtut − fj(t)(xt − αtut)∥lt∥−2lt

= PD(xt − αtut) (7.27)

where
D = {x ∈ X : fj(t)(xt − αtut) + ⟨lt, x− (xt − αtut)⟩ ≤ 0} ⊃ Cj(t). (7.28)

Equations (7.9)-(7.11), (7.14), (7.20), (7.22), (7.27), (7.28) and Lemma 5.1 applied with
P = PD, x = xt, u = ut, α = αt, y = xt+1 imply that

∥xt+1 − z∥ ≤ 2M + 1,

∥xt+1 − z∥2 ≤ ∥xt − z∥2 + α2
tL

2 + 2αt(f(z)− f(xt)).

Thus in both cases (7.25) and (7.26) hold and we showed by induction that (7.25) and (7.26)
hold for each integer t ≥ 0. In view of (7.11), (7.14), (7.21) and (7.25),

∥ut∥ ≤ L, t = 0, 1, . . . . (7.29)

For each integer t ≥ 0, set
yt = xt − αtut. (7.30)

By (7.29) and (7.30), for each integer t ≥ 0,

∥yt − xt∥ ≤ αtL. (7.31)

By (7.16), (7.17), (7.30) and (7.31), for each integer t ≥ 0,

fj(t)(yt) ≥ fi(yt), i ∈ Ωt, (7.32)

if
fj(t)(yt) ≤ γt,

then
∥yt+1 − yt∥ ≤ ∥yt+1 − xt+1∥+ ∥xt+1 − yt∥ ≤ αt+1L. (7.33)

Assume that
fj(t)(yt) > γt.
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Then by (7.18), (7.19), (7.30) and (7.31),

lt ∈ ∂fj(t)(yt), (7.34)

∥yt+1 − (yt − fj(t)(yt)∥lt∥−2lt)∥

≤ ∥yt+1 − xt+1∥+ ∥xt+1 − (xt − αtut − fj(t)(xt − αtut)∥lt∥−2lt)∥

≤ ∥yt+1 − xt+1∥ ≤ αt+1L. (7.35)

In view of (7.21),

∥y0∥ ≤ M + 1.

Equations (7.32)-(7.35) and Theorem 7.3 applied with xt = yt, ∆t = αt+1L, t = 0, 1, . . .
imply that there exists

x∗ ∈ C

such that

lim
t→∞

∥yt − x∗∥ = 0.

Together with (7.3) this implies that

lim
t→∞

∥xt − x∗∥ = 0.

Assume that the case (i) does not hold. This implies that there exist ∆0 > 0 such that

f(x∗) > f(z) + 2∆0

and a natural number k0 such that for all integers k ≥ k0,

αk−1 ≤ L−2∆0,

f(xk−1) > f(z) + 2∆0

and together with (7.26) this implies that

∥xk − z∥2 ≤ ∥xk−1 − z∥2 + α2
k−1L

2 − 2αk−1∆0

≤ ∥xk−1 − z∥2 − αk−1(2∆0 − αk−1L
2)

≤ ∥xk−1 − z∥2 − αk−1∆0.

Thus (ii) holds and Theorem 7.4 is proved.
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