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ABSTRACT. The purpose of this article is to investigate a projection algorithm for solving a fixed point pro-
blem of a closed multi-valued Bregman quasi-strict pseudocontraction and an equilibrium problem of a bi-
function. Strong convergence of the projection algorithm is obtained without any compact assumption in a
reflexive Banach space. As applications, monotone variational inequality problems are considered. Finally, a
numerical simulation example is presented for demonstrating the feasibility and convergence of the algorithm
proposed in main result.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let E be a Banach space and C be a nonempty closed convex subset of E. N(C) and
CB(C) stand for the family of nonempty subsets and nonempty closed bounded subsets
of C, respectively. Let H(·, ·) be the Hausdorff metric on CB(C) defined as H(A,B) =
max{supy∈B d(y,A), supx∈A d(x,B)},∀A,B ∈ CB(C), where d(a,B) = inf{‖a − b‖ : b ∈
B} is the distance from point a to subset B. Let T : C → CB(C) be a multi-valued
mapping. F (T ) := {p ∈ C : p = T (p)} represents the fixed point set of T .

Lots of problems can be studied via fixed point techniques of multi-valued mappings,
such as optimal control, signal processing, image reconstruction, which makes construction
of iterative algorithms for approximating fixed points of multi-valued mappings become
one of the main concerns of fixed point theory [5, 6, 7, 8, 10]. On the other hand, the ”so-
called” equilibrium problem with respect to a bifunction g : C × C → R is described as
follows: find x̃ such that g(x̃, y) ≥ 0, for all y ∈ C. The set of solutions of the equilibrium
problem is denoted as EP (g). To solve the equilibrium problem, the following assumpti-
ons hold: (A1) g(x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ C; (A2) g is monotone, i.e., g(x, y) + g(y, x) ≤ 0 for
all x, y ∈ C; (A3) for all x, y, z ∈ C, lim supt↓0 g(tz + (1 − t)x, y) ≤ g(x, y); (A4) for all
x ∈ C, g(x, ·) is convex and lower semi-continuous.

In this paper, our main goal is to address the convergence of iterative algorithms for ap-
proximating a common element in the fixed points set of a multi-valued Bregman quasi-
strict pseudo-contraction and the solutions set of an equilibrium problem in a reflexive
Banach space. The results presented in this paper improve some corresponding results
announced in [9, 14, 15, 16].

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect some preliminaries which are used in the following section.
Unless mentioned otherwise, all throughout the paper, E is a real reflexive Banach space

Received: 25.09.2017. In revised form: 24.04.2018. Accepted: 15.07.2018
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 47H05, 47H09, 47J20.
Key words and phrases. multi-valued mapping, equilibrium problem, variational inequality, Banach space, pro-

jection algorithm.
Corresponding author: A. Wei; weiairong@sdu.edu.cn

441



442 Z. M. Wang, A. Wei and P. Kumam

with the norm ‖ · ‖ and E∗ is the dual space of E, C is a nonempty, closed, and convex
subset of E. f : E → (−∞,+∞] is a proper, convex and lower semi-continuous function.
Denote the domain of f by domf , i.e., domf := {x ∈ E : f(x) < +∞}. N and R are
denoted as the sets of positive integers and real numbers, respectively. Let any x ∈ int
domf and y ∈ E, the right-hand derivative of f at x in the direction of y is defined by

f◦(x, y) = lim
t→0+

f(x+ ty)− f(x)

t
.

Definition 2.1. The function f is said to be: (i) Gâteaux differentiable at x if the limit
f◦(x, y) exists for any y; (ii) Gâteaux differentiable if it is Gâteaux differentiable for any
x ∈ int domf ; (iii) Fréchet differentiable at x if the limit f◦(x, y) is attained uniformly in
‖y‖ = 1; (iv) uniformly Fréchet differentiable on a subset C of E if the limit f◦(x, y) is
attained uniformly for x ∈ C and ‖y‖ = 1.

Remark 2.1. (i) If f is Gâteaux differentiable at x, then f◦(x, y) coincides with Of(x), the
value of the gradient Of of f at x; (ii) if a continuous convex function f → R is Gâteaux
differentiable, ∇f is norm-to-weak∗ continuous; (iii) if f is Fréchet differentiable, ∇f is
norm-to-norm continuous.

Let x ∈ int domf , the subdifferential of f at x is the convex set defined by ∂f(x) =
{x∗ ∈ E∗ : f(x) + 〈x∗, y − x〉 ≤ f(y),∀ y ∈ E}. The Fenchel conjugate of f is the function
f∗ : E∗ → (−∞,+∞] defined by f∗(x∗) = sup{〈x∗, x〉 − f(x) : x ∈ E}, where x∗ ∈ E∗.
Definition 2.2. The function f is called: (i) essentially smooth if ∂f is both locally boun-
ded and single-valued on its domain; (ii) essentially strictly convex if (∂f)−1 is locally
bounded on its domain and f is strictly convex on every convex subset of dom∂f ; (iii)
Legendre, if it is both essentially smooth and essentially strictly convex.

Remark 2.2. Let E be a reflexive Banach space, the following conclusions hold: (i) f is
essentially smooth if and only if f∗ is essentially strictly convex; (ii)(∂f)−1 = ∂f∗; (iii) f is
Legendre if and only if f∗ is Legendre; (iv)if f is Legendre, then∇f is bijection satisfying
∇f = (∇f∗)−1, ran∇f=dom∇f∗=int domf∗ and ran∇f∗=dom∇f=int domf , see [1].

Definition 2.3. Let f : E → (−∞,+∞] be a Gâteaux differentiable function. The Bregman
distance with respect to f [4] is the function Df : domf×int domf → [0,+∞) defined by

Df (y, x) := f(y)− 〈Of(x), y − x〉 − f(x).

Recall that the bifunction Vf : E × E∗ → [0,∞) associated with f is defined by
Vf (x, x∗) = f(x)−〈x, x∗〉+f∗(x∗),∀ x ∈ E, x∗ ∈ E∗. Then Vf is nonnegative and satisfies
Vf (x, x∗) = Df (x,∇f∗(x∗)), ∀x ∈ E, x∗ ∈ E∗. Although Df (·, ·) does not normally satisfy
the symmetry and the triangle inequality, it has the following important property, called
”three point identity”: for any x ∈ domf and y, z ∈ int domf, 〈Of(z) − Of(y), x − y〉 =
Df (x, y) +Df (y, z)−Df (x, z).

Definition 2.4. If f : E → (−∞,+∞] is convex and Gâteaux differentiable, C ⊂ domf is
a nonempty, closed, and convex set. The Bregman projection [11] x ∈ int domf onto C is
the unique vector P f

C(x) ∈ C satisfying Df (P f
C(x), x) = inf{Df (y, x) : y ∈ C}.

In fact, the Bregman projection P f
C(x), which is more general than the generalized pro-

jection ΠC(x) defined by ΠC(x) = arg miny∈C φ(y, x) from E onto C, reduces to the gene-
ralized projection by taking f(x) = ‖x‖2 for all x ∈ E.

Let f : E → (−∞,+∞] be Gâteaux differentiable. The modulus of total convexity
of f at x ∈ domf is the function νf (x, ·) : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞] defined by νf (x, t) :=
inf{Df (y, x) : y ∈ dom f, ‖y − x‖ = t}. The modulus of total convexity of the function
f on the set B is the function νf : int domf × [0,+∞) → [0,+∞] defined by νf (B, t) :=
inf{νf (x, t) : x ∈ B ∩ dom f}.
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Definition 2.5. A function f is said to be: (i) totally convex at x if νf (x, t) > 0, whenever
t > 0; (ii) totally convex if it is totally convex at any point x ∈ int domf ; (iii) totally convex
on bounded sets if νf (B, t) > 0 for any nonempty bounded subset B of E and t > 0.

Definition 2.6. A function f is said to be: (i) strongly coercive if lim‖x‖→∞ f(x)/‖x‖ =∞;
(ii) sequentially consistent [3], if for any two sequences {xn} and {yn} in E such that the
first one is bounded, limn→∞Df (yn, xn) = 0 ⇒ limn→∞ ‖yn − xn‖ = 0.

Definition 2.7. A multi-valued mapping T : C → CB(C) is said to be multi-valued
Bregman quasi-strictly pseudo-contractive with respect to f if F (T ) 6= ∅ and

Df (p, u) ≤ Df (p, x) + kDf (x, u),∀u ∈ Tx, x ∈ C, p ∈ F (T ).

In the following, we list some lemmas which are important in our proof.

Lemma 2.1. [3] Suppose that f is Gâteaux differentiable and totally convex on int domf . For a
nonempty, closed and convex set C ⊂ int domf , x ∈ int domf and x̂ ∈ C, then the following
conditions are equivalent: (i) the vector x̂ is the Bregman projection of x onto C with respect to f ,
i.e., z = P f

C(x); (ii) the vector x̂ is the unique solution for 〈Of(x)−Of(z), z−y〉 ≥ 0, ∀ y ∈ C;
(iii) The vector x̂ is the unique solution for Df (y, z) +Df (z, x) ≤ Df (y, x), ∀ y ∈ C.

Lemma 2.2. [1] Suppose x ∈ E and y ∈ int domf. If f is essentially strictly convex, then
Df (x, y) = 0⇔ x = y.

Lemma 2.3. [2] The function f is totally convex on bounded sets if and only if the function f is
sequentially consistent.

Lemma 2.4. [12] Suppose that f : E → R is Gâteaux differentiable and totally convex. If x0 ∈ E
and the sequence {Df (xn, x0)} is bounded, the sequence {xn} is bounded too.

Lemma 2.5. [11] Suppose that the convex function f : E → R is bounded on bounded subsets of
E. Then the following assertions are equivalent: (a) f is strongly coercive and uniformly convex
on bounded subsets of E; (b) f∗ is Fréchet differentiable and ∇f∗ is uniformly norm-to-norm
continuous on bounded subsets of domf∗=E∗.

Lemma 2.6. [13] Suppose that the convex, continuous and strongly coercive function f : E → R
is bounded on bounded subsets and uniformly convex on bounded subsets of E, g : C ×C → R is
a bifunction satisfying (A1)-(A4), Resgr : E → C is the resolvent operator defined by Resgr(x) ={
z ∈ C : g(z, y) +

1

r
〈y − z,∇f(z)−∇f(x)〉 ≥ 0,∀ y ∈ C

}
, where r > 0, x ∈ E. Then the

following statements hold: (a) Resgr is single-valued; (b) F (Resgr) = EP (g); (c) EP (g) is closed
and convex; (d) Df (p,Resgrx) +Df (Resgrx, x) ≤ Df (p, x), ∀ p ∈ EP (g), ∀ x ∈ E.

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we state and prove our main theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that f : E → R is a strongly coercive Legendre function which is bounded,
uniformly Fréchet differentiable and totally convex on bounded subsets of E, g is a bifunction from
C ×C to R satisfying (A1)–(A4), T : C → CB(C) is a closed mapping defined as Definition 2.7
such that F (T ) ∩ EP (g) 6= ∅. For an arbitrary element x0 ∈ C, let C0 = C and {xn}n∈N be a
sequence generated by the following iterative algorithm:

(3.1)


yn = ∇f∗[αn∇f(xn) + (1− αn)∇f(zn)], zn ∈ Txn,
g(un, y) + 1

rn
〈y − un,∇f(un)−∇f(yn)〉 ≥ 0, ∀ y ∈ C,

xn+1 = P f
Cn+1

(x0), n ∈ N ∪ {0},
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where Cn+1 =

{
z ∈ Cn : Df (z, un) ≤ Df (z, yn) ≤ Df (z, xn) +

κ

1− κ
〈xn − z,∇f(xn) −

∇f(zn)〉
}
, κ ∈ [0, 1), lim infn→∞ rn > 0. Then the sequence {xn} converges strongly to p̂ =

P f
F (T )∩EP (g)(x0), where P f

F (T )∩EP (g) is the Bregman projection of E onto F (T ) ∩ EP (g).

Proof. Due to the construction of Cn, one sees that Cn is closed for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}. Since

Df (z, un) ≤ Df (z, yn) and Df (z, yn) ≤ Df (z, xn) +
k

1− k
〈xn − z,∇f(xn) − ∇f(zn)〉

are equal to 〈z,∇f(yn) − ∇f(un)〉 ≤ f(un) − f(yn) + 〈yn,∇f(yn)〉 − 〈un,∇f(un)〉, and〈
z, 1

1−k∇f(xn) − ∇f(yn) − k

1− k
∇f(zn)

〉
≤ f(yn) − f(xn) +

〈
xn,

1

1− k
∇f(xn)

〉
−〈

xn,
k

1− k
∇f(zn)

〉
− 〈yn,∇f(yn)〉 respectively, thus Cn is convex and closed for n ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Next, we show thatF (T )∩EP (g) ⊂ Cn for all n ∈ N∪{0}. It is clear thatF (T )∩EP (g) ⊂
C0 = C. Suppose that F (T )∩EP (g) ⊂ Cm for some m ∈ N. For any w ∈ F (T )∩EP (g) ⊂
Cm, since um = Resgrm ym, one has from Lemma 2.6 (d) that

Df (w, um) ≤ Df (w, ym) ≤ αmV (w,∇f(xm)) + (1− αm)V (w,∇f(zm))

= αmDf (w, xm) + (1− αm)Df (w, zm)

≤ αmDf (w, xm) + (1− αm)[Df (w, xm) + kDf (xm, zm)]

≤ Df (w, xm) +
k

1− k
〈xm − w,∇f(xm)−∇f(zm)〉.

This implies that w ∈ Cm+1. Therefore, one has F (T ) ∩ EP (g) ⊂ Cn for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}.
Now, we are in a position to show that limn→∞Df (xn, x0) exists. In fact, since xn =

P f
Cn

(x0), from Lemma 2.1 (ii), one has 〈y − xn,∇f(x0) − ∇f(xn)〉 ≤ 0, ∀ y ∈ Cn, and
since F (T ) ∩ EP (g) ⊂ Cn for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}, we arrive at

(3.2) 〈w − xn,∇f(x0)−∇f(xn)〉 ≤ 0, ∀ w ∈ F (T ) ∩ EP (g).

From Lemma 2.1 (iii), one hasDf (xn, x0) = Df (P f
Cn

(x0), x0) ≤ Df (w, x0)−Df (w,P f
Cn

(x0))
≤ Df (w, x0), for eachw ∈ F (T )∩EP (g) and for each n ∈ N∪{0}. Therefore, {Df (xn, x0)}
is bounded. From Lemma 2.4, one has {xn} is also bounded. Since xn = P f

Cn
(x0) and

xn+1 = P f
Cn+1

(x0) ∈ Cn+1 ⊂ Cn, one has Df (xn, x0) ≤ Df (xn+1, x0) for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}.
This implies that {Df (xn, x0)} is a nondecreasing sequence. Therefore limn→∞Df (xn, x0)
exists. Since {xn} is bounded and E is reflexive, there exists a subsequence {xni

} ⊂ {xn}
such that xni ⇀ p̂ ∈ C = C1. Since Cn is closed and convex and Cn+1 ⊂ Cn, this im-
plies that Cn is weakly closed and p̂ ∈ Cn for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}. Hence p̂ ∈ Cni for all
ni ∈ N ∪ {0}. In view of xni

= P f
Cni

(x0), one has from the definition of Bregman pro-
jection that Df (xni

, x0) ≤ Df (p̂, x0), ∀ ni ∈ N ∪ {0}. Since f is a lower semi-continuous
function on convex set C, it is weakly lower semi-continuous on C. Hence we have

lim inf
i→∞

Df (xni , x0) = lim inf
i→∞

{f(xni)− f(x0)− 〈∇f(x0), xni − x0〉}

≥ f(p̂)− f(x0)− 〈∇f(x0), p̂− x0〉 = Df (p̂, x0).

Thus, one has Df (p̂, x0) ≤ lim infi→∞Df (xni
, x0) ≤ lim supi→∞Df (xni

, x0) ≤ Df (p̂, x0),
which implies that limi→∞Df (xni

, x0) = Df (p̂, x0). Employing 2.1 (iii), one obtains that
Df (p̂, xni) ≤ Df (p̂, x0) −Df (xni , x0). When ni → ∞ in the above inequality, one obtains
limni→∞Df (p̂, xni) = 0, which implies from Lemma 2.2 that limni→∞ xni = p̂. Besides,
noticing that {Df (xn, x0)} is convergent, hence, one gets limn→∞Df (xn, x0) = Df (p̂, x0).
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And since xn = P f
Cn
x0, from Lemma 2.1 (iii), one has Df (p̂, xn) ≤ Df (p̂, x0)−Df (xn, x0).

Similarly, one also obtains limni→∞ xn = p̂. Since xn+1 ∈ Cn+1, from the construction of

Cn+1, one has Df (xn+1, un) ≤ Df (xn+1, yn) ≤ Df (xn+1, xn)+
k

1− k
〈xn−xn+1,∇f(xn)−

∇f(zn)〉. Noticing that limni→∞ xn = p̂, one has limn→∞Df (xn+1, yn) = 0, and
limn→∞Df (xn+1, un) = 0. In view of Lemma 2.3 and Definition 2.6, one has
limn→∞ ‖xn+1−yn‖ = 0 and limn→∞ ‖xn+1−un‖ = 0, furthermore, limn→∞ ‖xn−yn‖ = 0
and limn→∞ ‖xn − un‖ = 0. Since∇f is uniformly continuous on each bounded subset of
E, one has limn→∞ ‖∇f(xn)−∇f(yn)‖ = 0.Due to yn = ∇f∗[αn∇f(xn)+(1−αn)∇f(zn)],

one has limn→∞ ‖∇f(xn) − ∇f(zn)‖ = limn→∞
1

1− αn
‖∇f(xn) − ∇f(yn)‖ = 0. From

Lemma 2.5, one has limn→∞ ‖xn − zn‖ = 0. Therefore limn→∞ zn = limn→∞ xn = p̂. In
view of zn ∈ Txn, and from the closedness of T , it follows p̂ ∈ T p̂, that is, p̂ ∈ F (T ).

Next, we prove p̂ ∈ EP (g). Obviously, limn→∞ ‖un−yn‖ = 0.Hence limn→∞ ‖∇f(un)−
∇f(yn)‖ = 0. By the assumption lim infn→∞ rn > 0, one has limn→∞

‖∇f(un)−∇f(yn)‖
rn

= 0,

which together with un = T g
rnyn implies that g(un, y) + 1

rn
〈y − un,∇f(un) − ∇f(yn)〉 ≥

0,∀ y ∈ C. From (A2), we deduce that ‖y − un‖‖∇f(un)−∇f(yn)‖
rn

≥ 1
rn
〈y − un,∇f(un) −

∇f(yn)〉 ≥ −g(un, y) ≥ g(y, un),∀y ∈ C. Letting n → ∞ in the above inequality, one
has from (A4) that g(y, p̂) ≤ 0, ∀y ∈ C. For t ∈ (0, 1) and y ∈ C, let yt = ty + (1 − t)p̂.
Then yt ∈ C, which yields that g(yt, p̂) ≤ 0. Therefore, from (A1) and (A4) one has
0 = g(yt, yt) ≤ tg(yt, y) + (1 − t)g(yt, p) ≤ tg(yt, y). Dividing by t, one has g(yt, y) ≥ 0,
∀y ∈ C. Letting t ↓ 0, from (A3), one has g(p̂, y) ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ C. Hence p̂ ∈ EP (g).

Finally, we take n → ∞ in (3.2) and obtain that 〈w − p̂,∇f(x0) − ∇f(p̂)〉 ≤ 0,∀ w ∈
F (T ) ∩ EP (g). In view of Lemma 2.10 (i) and (ii), one has p̂ = P f

F (T )∩EP (g)(x0). �

4. APPLICATIONS AND EXAMPLES

Let A : C ⊆ E → E∗ be a nonlinear mapping. The variational inequality problem for a
nonlinear mappingA and its domain C is to find x̄ ∈ C such that 〈Ax̄, y− x̄〉 ≥ 0, ∀ y ∈ C.
The set of solutions of the variational inequality problem is denoted by V I(C,A). Recall
that a mapping A : C → E∗ is called monotone if 〈Ax−Ay, x− y〉 ≥ 0, ∀ x, y ∈ C.

Assume that A is a continuous and monotone mapping. For r > 0, define the resolvent
operator Resfr : E → C as follows: for all x ∈ E, ResAr := {z ∈ C : 〈Az, y− z〉+ 1

r 〈∇f(z)−
∇f(x), y − z〉 ≥ 0,∀y ∈ C}. Similar to Lemma 2.15, the following conclusions hold:
(1) ResAr is single-valued; (2) F (ResAr ) = V I(C,A); (3) Df (p,ResAr x) + Df (ResAr x, x) ≤
Df (p, x), for p ∈ F (ResAr ); (4) V I(C,A) is closed and convex.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that f and g are defined as Theorem 3.1, A : C → E∗ is a continuous mo-
notone mapping such that V I(C,A)∩EP (g) 6= ∅. Reset Txn = ResAr xn in the algorithm (3.1),
let {xn}n∈N be a sequence generated by the algorithm (3.1). Then the sequence {xn} converges
strongly to p̂ = P f

V I(C,A)∩EP (g)(x0), where P f
V I(C,A)∩EP (g) is the Bregman projection of E onto

V I(C,A) ∩ EP (g).

Finally, a numerical experiment will be carried out to demonstrate the efficiency of the
algorithm (3.1). Based on Example 5.1 of Wang and Wei [16] and Example 1 of Saewan,
Cho, Kumam [13], the following example could be obtained easily.

Example 4.1. Let E = R, C = [−π, π], f(x) = x2, Tx = sin

(
1

2
x

)
, g(z, y) = y2 + zy − 2z2.

Then T is a closed Bregman quasi-strict pseudo-contraction with EP (g)
⋂
F (T ) = {0}.
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Based on the assumption of Example 4.1, replace Txn and g(un, y) by Txn = sin

(
1

2
xn

)
,

g(un, y) = y2 + uny − 2u2n in the algorithm (3.1). For the initial conditions x0 = −0.8, 1,

rn ≡ 1, αn =
1

n
, the picture (a) in Fig.1 shows that the sequence {xn} converge to the

same value for the different initial points. For the initial conditions rn = 10−4, 1, n2,

x0 = 1, αn =
1

n
, the picture (b) in Fig.1 shows that the different values of parameter se-

quence {rn} do not significantly influence on the rates of convergence. Therefore, in a real
world application, the parameter sequence {rn} of algorithm (3.1) can be regarded as the
constant 1.

(a) (b)

Fig. 1. the convergence process of the sequence {xn}with different initial conditions.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In the paper, we have investigated a fixed point problem of a closed multi-valued Breg-
man quasi-strict pseudocontraction and an equilibrium problem via hybrid Bregman pro-
jection methods, and obtained a strong convergence result. Furthermore, a kind of varia-
tional inequality problem has been solved as an application and a numerical example has
been given to illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to express their sincere appreciation to the
anonymous reviewers for their suggestions on improving the quality of the paper.

Z. M. Wang and A. R. Wei are supported by the National Natural Science Foundation
of China (Grant No. 61573218, 61603227, and 11601348); P. Kumam was supported by the
Theoretical and Computational Science (TaCS) Center under Computational and Applied
Science for Smart Innovation Cluster (CLASSIC), Faculty of Science, KMUTT.

REFERENCES

[1] Bauschke, H. H., Borwein, J. M. and Combettes, P. L. Essential smoothness, essential strict convexity, and Le-
gendre functions in Banach spaces. Commun. Contemp. Math., 3 (2001), 615–664

[2] Butnariu, D. and Iusem, A. N., Totally Convex Functions for Fixed Points Computation and Infinite Dimensional
Optimization, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Boston, Dordrecht, London, 2000

[3] Butnariu, D. and E. Resmerita, E., Bregman distances, totally convex functions and a method for solving operator
equations in Banach spaces, Abstr. Appl. Anal., 2006 (2006), Art. ID 84919

[4] Censor, Y. and Lent, A., An iterative row-action method for interval convex programming, J. Optim. Theory Appl.,
34 (1981) 321–353



Fixed point and equilibrium problems 447

[5] Cho, S. Y., Dehaish, B. A. Bin. and Qin, X., Weak convergence of a splitting algorithm in Hilbert spaces, J. Appl.
Anal. Comput., 7 (2017), 427–438

[6] Cho, S. Y., Strong convergence analysis of a hybrid algorithm for nonlinear operators in a Banach space, J. Appl.
Anal. Comput., 8 (2018), 19–31

[7] Pathak,H. K., Agarwal, R. P. and Cho, Y. J., Coincidence and fixed points for multi-valued mappings and its
application to nonconvex integral inclusions, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 283 (2015), 201–217

[8] Qin, X. and Yao, J. C., Weak convergence of a Mann-like algorithm for nonexpansive and accretive operators, J.
Inequal. Appl., 2016 (2016), Article ID 232

[9] Qin, X. and Cho, S. Y., Convergence analysis of a monotone projection algorithm in reflexive Banach spaces, Acta
Math. Sci., 37 (2017), 488–502

[10] Qin, X. and Yao, J. C., Projection splitting algorithms for nonself operators, J. Nonlinear Convex Anal., 18 (2017),
925–935

[11] Reich, S. and S. Sabach, S.,A strong convergence theorem for a proximal-type algorithm in reflexive Banach spaces,
J. Nonlinear Convex Anal., 10 (2009), 471–485

[12] Reich, S. and Sabach, S., Two strong convergence theorems for a proximal method in reflexive Banach spaces, Nu-
mer. Funct. Anal. Optim., 31 (2010), 22–44

[13] Saewan, S., Cho, Y. J. and Kumam, P., Weak and strong convergence theorems for mixed equilibrium problems in
Banach spaces, Optim. Lett., 8 (2014), 501–518

[14] Shahzad, N. and Zegeye, H., Convergence theorem for common fixed points of a finite family of multi-valued
Bregman relatively nonexpansive mappings, Fixed Point Theory Appl., 2014 (2014), Article ID 152

[15] Suantai, S., Cho, Y. J. and Cholamjiak, P., Halpern’s iteration for Bregman strongly nonexpansive mappings in
reflexive Banach spaces, Comput. Math. Appl., 64 (2012), 489–499

[16] Wang, Z. M. and Wei, A. R., Some results on a finite family of Bregman quasi-strict pseudo-contractions, J. Nonli-
near Sci. Appl., 10 (2017), 975–989

1SCHOOL OF CONTROL SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING

SHANDONG UNIVERSITY

JINAN 250061 CHINA

E-mail address: wangziming@ymail.com
E-mail address: weiairong@sdu.edu.cn

2KMUTTFIXED POINT RESEARCH LABORATORY, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

ROOM SCL 802 FIXED POINT LABORATORY

KMUTT-FIXED POINT THEORY AND APPLICATIONS RESEARCH GROUP

THEORETICAL AND COMPUTATIONAL SCIENCE CENTER (TACS)
SCIENCE LABORATORY BUILDING, FACULTY OF SCIENCE

KING MONGKUT’S UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY THONBURI (KMUTT)
126 PRACHA-UTHIT ROAD, BANG MOD, THRUNG KHRU, BANGKOK 10140 THAILAND

E-mail address: poom.kum@kmutt.ac.th


