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Abstract: In this paper, we first propose the concepts of (, 7, A, r)-generalized hybrid multi-valued
mappings, the set of all the common attractive points (CAy¢) and the set of all the common
strongly attractive points (Cs Ay ¢), respectively for the multi-valued mappings f and g in a CAT(0)
space. Moreover, we give some elementary properties in regard to the sets As, Fr and CAg,
for the multi-valued mappings f and g in a complete CAT(0) space. Furthermore, we present
a weak convergence theorem of common attractive points for two ({, 7, A, 7t)-generalized hybrid
multi-valued mappings in the above space by virtue of Banach limits technique and Ishikawa iteration
respectively. Finally, we prove strong convergence of a new viscosity approximation method for two
(C, 1, A, )-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings in CAT(0) spaces, which also solves a kind of
variational inequality problem.
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1. Introduction

In 1975, Baillon proved the first nonlinear ergodic theorem in a Hilbert space. In 1978, Reich
obtained the almost convergence and nonlinear ergodic theorems. In 2010, Kocourek et al. [1] brought
in (g, 17)-generalized hybrid mappings in a Hilbert space for the first time. They also proved a mean
convergence theorem for a generalized hybrid mapping that generalizes Baillon’s nonlinear ergodic
theorem. Let K be a nonempty subset of a real Hilbert space X. A mapping f : K — K is called
(¢, 1)-generalized hybrid if there exist {, 1 € R, such that

Clifa—fol? +1=0lla— foll* <yl fa—bl* + (1~ y)lla - bl

foralla, b € K. f is said to be nonexpansive if f is (1,0)-generalized hybrid; f is said to be nonspreading
if f is (2,1)-generalized hybrid [2]; f is said to be hybrid if f is (3, 1)-generalized hybrid [3]. It can be
observed that the classes of nonexpansive mappings, nonspreading mappings, and hybrid mappings
are all included in ({, 7)-generalized hybrid mappings.

The set of attractive points was proposed by Takahashi et al. [4] in 2011. That is,

Ar={ceE:|fa—cl]|<|la—cl, VaeK}
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They also obtained some fundamental properties for attractive points in a real Hilbert space.
Using these properties, they proved a mean convergence theorem without convexity for finding an
attractive point of a generalized hybrid mapping. Moreover, Takahashi et al. [5] gave the definition of
a more general class of mappings, called (, 7, A, 7t)-normally generalized hybrid.

Definition 1 ([5]). A mapping f : K — K is called ({,7, A, 7t)-normally generalized hybrid if there exist
Z,m,A, 7w € R, such that

o (+n+tA+m>0;
o (+n>00rl+A2>0;
o Clfa—fol*+nylla—fol> +Allfa—b|]* + 7tlla —b]|* <0, VabeK

The theory of multi-valued mappings is widely applied in many fields, such as control theory,
convex optimization, differential equations, economics, and so on [6-13]. In recent years, there is
a growing interest in developing an approximation method for fixed points and attractive points
of multi-valued mappings. In 2017, Lili Chen et al. [14] raised the definitions of ({, #7)-generalized
hybrid multi-valued mappings in Banach spaces. By the way, they also gave the concepts of attractive
points and strongly attractive points of (g, 77)-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings. In 2019,
Lili Chen et al. [15] introduced the concepts of (, 17)-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings and
the corresponding definitions of common attractive points and common strongly attractive points in
Hilbert spaces.

In this work, we firstly extend the definitions of ({, 7, A, 7r)-generalized hybrid multi-valued
mappings, the set of common attractive points (CAy) and the set of common strongly attractive
points (Cs Ay o) of multi-valued mappings f and g to CAT(0) spaces. Furthermore, we present some
essential properties in relation to the sets A, Fy and CAy , for the multi-valued mappings f and g ina
complete CAT(0) space. In addition, we obtain a weak convergence theorem of common attractive
points for two (, 7, A, 7r)-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings in the above space by means of
Banach limits technique and Ishikawa iteration respectively. Moreover, we give a strong convergence
theorem of two ({, 7, A, 71)-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings by the use of a new viscosity
approximation method in CAT(0) spaces, which also resolves a kind of variational inequality problem.

2. Preliminaries

Let (E, p) be a metric space. A geodesic path (or shortly a geodesic) joining a to b in E is a map
c:[0,I] CR — E, such thatc(0) = x, c(I) =y and p(c(s),c(t)) =| s —t | forall s, t € [0,1]. The image
of c is called a geodesic segment joining @ and b when it is unique and denoted by [a, b]. We denote
the unique point w € [a, b], such that p(a, w) = 6p(a,b) and p(b,w) = (1 —0)p(a,b) by (1 —6)a @ 60,
where 0 < 6 < 1.

The metric space (E, p) is called a geodesic space if any two points of E are joined by a geodesic,
and E is said to be uniquely geodesic if there is exactly one geodesic joining a and b for each a,b € E.

A geodesic triangle A(rq,12,13) in a geodesic space (E, p) consists of three points in E (the vertices
of A) and a geodesic segment between each pair of points (the edges of A). A comparison triangle
for A(ry,r2,73) in (E,p) is a triangle A(rq,7o,73) := (71,72,73) in the Euclidean plane R?, such that
pg2(p,7q) = p(rp,1q) forall p,q € {1,2,3}.

A geodesic space E is called a CAT(0) space if all geodesic triangles of appropriate size satisfy the
following comparison axiom:

Let A be a geodesic triangle in E and A be a comparison triangle in R?. Subsequently, the triangle
is said to satisfy the CAT(0) inequality if

for all m,n € A and all comparison points 777,77 € A.
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If w, u, v are points in a CAT(0) space and if /1 is the midpoint of the segment 1, v], then the CAT(0)
inequality implies the so-called (CN) inequality, i.e.,

PP, h) < 302w, + 20%(w,0) — 18 (u,0).

N —

Moreover, a uniquely geodesic space is a CAT(0) space if and only if it satisfies the (CN)
inequality [16].
Now, we collect some elementary facts about CAT(0) spaces.

Lemma 1 ([16]). Let E be a CAT(0) space, m,n,g,h € Eand 6 € [0,1]. Afterwards,
p(0m e (1—0)g,0ne (1—0)h) < 0p(m,n) + (1—0)p(g,h),
p(0m & (1—0)g,n) < p(m,n)+ (1 —0)p(g,n),
02 (0m @ (1 —0)g,n) < 60> (m,n) + (1-0)p*(g,n) — 6(1 - 0)p*(m,g).

Suppose that {a; } is a bounded sequence in a CAT(0) space E. For a € E, put

r(a,{ax}) = limsup p(a, ay).

k—o0
The asymptotic radius r({ay }) of {ax} is given by
r({ax}) = inf{r(a, {ax}) :a € E},

and the asymptotic center A({a;}) of {ay} is the set

A({a}) = {a € E:r(a {ar}) = r({ar})}.

It follows from [17] that A({ay}) is made up of one point in a CAT(0) space. A sequence {a;} C E
is said to be A-convergent to a € E if A({ak],}) = {a} for every subsequence {ak],} of {ay}.

Lemma 2 ([16]). Every bounded sequence in a complete CAT(0) space always has a A-convergent subsequence.

Lemma 3 ([16]). If K is a closed convex subset of a complete CAT(0) space and if {ay.} is a bounded sequence in
K, then the asymptotic center of {ay} is in K.

Subsequently, the definition of A—convergence and corresponding primary properties are
presented below.

Let K be a nonempty closed convex subset of a complete CAT(0) space E. Afterwards, for any
e € E, we know that there exists a unique nearest point « € K, such that

,k) = inf p(e, k).
ple,x) = Inf p(e, k)
In this case, « is the only nearest point of ¢ in K.

Lemma 4 ([18]). Assume Py : E — K is a metric projection and {ay} C E. If p(ax,1,a) < p(ay, a) for any
a € K, then {Pgay} converges strongly to some ay € K.

In 2008, Berg et al. [19] proposed the idea of quasilinearization in a metric space E. Each pair
(m,n) € E x E is denoted by mi and called a vector. Subsequently, quasilinearization is a map
(x,%) : (E X E) X (E X E) — R defined as
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2(t, 1) = 02(m,5) + p2(n,r) — 0(m, ) — p*(n,5),

for all m,n,r,s € E. It can be observed easily that (i, 78) = (78, mnh), (mh, 78) = —(nm, 73)
and (mt, 7$) + (cit, 78) = (m#, 73), for all m,n,c,r,s € E. We say that E satisfies Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality if

(mt, 7) < p(m,n)p(r,s).

The necessary and sufficient condition for geodesic connected metric space to be CAT(0) space is
that geodesic connected metric space satisfies Cauchy-Schwarz inequality [20].

In 2013, Dehghan and Rooin [21] presented a characterization of a metric projection in CAT(0)
spaces by using the concept of quasilinearization.

Lemma 5 ([21]). Let K be a nonempty convex subset of a complete CAT(0) space E, p € E and q € K. Subsequently,

qg=Pxp ifandonlyif <¢ﬁ7,§1>> >0,
foralll € K.

Lemma 6 ([22]). Let E be a CAT(0) space and a,b € E. For any ¢ € [0,1], we set az = ¢a+ (1 —¢)b.
Afterwards, for each g, h € E, we have

(D) (agg, azh) < &(ag,azh) + (1 — ) (bg, azh);
(;) @% 35@,7}1 bg,gﬂ and (az, bh) < &(ag, bh) + (1 — &) (bg, bh).

In 2012, Kakavandi [23] proposed the following results in a complete CAT(0) space.

Lemma 7 ([23]). A sequence {ey} in a complete CAT(0) space (E,p) A-converges to e € E if and only if
lim SUP;HOO@?kr et) < 0forallt € E, and w-converges toe € E ifklim (ée}, e?) =0forallt € E.
— 00

Definition 2 ([23]). We say that a complete CAT(0) space (E, p) satisfies the (S) property if for any (x,y) €
E x E there exists a point yy € E, such that [x] = [i].

Obviously in metric spaces the strong convergence implies w-convergence, and w-convergence
implies A-convergence, the Example 4.7 of [23] shows that the converse is not valid.

Let I be the Banach space of bounded sequences with supremum norm [14,24,25]. Let u be
an element of (I°)* (the dual space of I®°). Subsequently, we denote by p(x) the value of u at
x = (t1,t,t3,...) € I®. Sometimes, we denote by p(tx) the value p(x). A linear functional y on I is
said to be a mean if ||u|| = p(e) =1, wheree = (1,1,1,...). If py(t1) = pr(tx), a mean y is said to be
a Banach limit on /*°. We know that there exists a Banach limit on [*. If y is a Banach limit on /°, then
for x = (t1,t3,t3,...) € 1%,

lim mf te < up(ty) < lim sup ty.
k= k—o0

In particular, if x = (1,12, t3,...) € [ and ty — t € R, then we obtain p(x) = u(tx) = t. A useful

lemma would be given.

Lemma 8 ([24]). Let F be a Hilbert space, let {ay} be a bounded sequence in F and let yu be a mean on 1.
Afterwards, there exists a unique point ag € co{ax|k € N'}, such that

ti(ax, e) = (ao, e)

forany e € F.
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3. Main Results

In this section, we shall prove a weak convergence theorem of common strongly attractive points
for two ({, 7, A, )-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings in a complete CAT(0) space. Now, we
present the following notions and lemmas in CAT(0) spaces which will be used in the sequel. Suppose
E is a CAT(0) space and K is a nonempty subset of E, and let f : K — 2K\ {®} be a multi-valued
mapping. Let Ff be the set of all fixed points of the mapping f.

Let H be the Hausdorff distance, as defined by

H(P,Q) = max{sup p(p,Q),supp(q,P)},
peP q€Q

where p(p, Q) = inf{p(p,q) : § € Q} and p(q, P) = inf{p(q,p) : P € P}.

Definition 3. A mapping f defined on a CAT(0) space E is called (C,n, A, 1v)-generalized hybrid multi-valued
if there exist {,1, A, T € R, such that

CH?(fm, fn) + nH?(m, fn) + AH?(n, fm) + p?(m,n) <0, ¥Ym,n € E. (1)

Example 1. Let E = R, and define p(a,b) = |a — b| forall a,b € E and let H be the Hausdorff distance. It is

not difficult to see that (E, p) is also a complete CAT(0) space. Let K = [—1,0], which is a closed convex subset

of E, and let f be a multi-valued mapping on K defined by f(x) = {1—Tx,0} foreach x € K. Let { = 2,

n=A= -1, =0, wewill show that f is ({,n, A, v)-generalized hybrid multi-valued, which is,
2H?(fa, fb) — H?(a, fb) — H(b, fa) <0, Va,b € K.

Indeed, we have

_a _ B _ B B )
2H?(fa, fb) = 2H2({1 > ,0},{1Tb,0}) =2 {max {inf{|b 5 (1|, 1 5 a|},inf{|b > a|’ |1 5 b|}}}

(b —a)?
TR

and

H?(a, fb) + H?(b, fa) = {max{|a_ 1;b,|a|}}2+ {max{|b— 1 ;”|/|b\}}2

Hence, we conclude

a2 _
(b—a) —(a—12—b)2—(b—
! 2a2—2b2—3ab+g(a+b

22 fa, £6) — H(a, £6) — HE(, fa) = P
)

<0.

2
Therefore, f is (2, —1, —1,0)-generalized hybrid multi-valued.

Definition 4. The set of all attractive points of the mapping f is defined as

Ar={e€E: p(e fu) <p(eu), Vu € K}.
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Definition 5. The set of all common attractive points of the multi-valued mappings f and g is defined as
CAf, = {e € E: max{p(e, fu),p(e,gu)} < p(e,u), Vu € K}.
Definition 6. The set of all strongly attractive points of the mapping f is denoted by
SAf={e€E: H(e fu) <p(eu) Yu € K}.

Definition 7. The set of all common strongly attractive points of the multi-valued mappings f and g is
defined as
CsAf, = {e € E: max{H(e, fu) H(e,gu)} < p(e,u), Yu € K}.

Ishikawa iterative process for two mappings f and g in CAT(0) spaces is as follows:

@

A1 = Mg + (1 = 7 ck,

{ by = Crax + (1 — Cx)dx,

where ¢, € fby and dy € gay, {1k € (0,1).
We use F(E) to denote the family of all the closed convex subsets of E. We can observe the
following results.

Proposition 1. Let E be a complete CAT(0) space and K be a nonempty closed convex subset of E. Let f, g :
K — F(K) be two mappings. If CAg, # @, then Ff N Fy # @. In particular, if w € CAg,, then
Pxw € Ff N Fg.

Proof. Letw € CAy o, thenw € Arand w € Ay. Thus, by the definition of metric projection there
exists a unique element Pxw € K, such that

p(w, Pxw) = p(w,K) < p(w, g(Pxw)). 3)

Similarly, since g(Pxw) is a closed and convex subset of K, there exists Py(prao)® € g(Pgw) such that

p(w/ Pg(PKw)w) = p(wrg(PKw)) 4
On the other hand, w € A, implies that p(w, gu) < p(w, u) for all u € K, especially,
p(w,g(Pxw)) < p(w, Pxw). ®)

Combining with Equations (3)-(5), we deduce that

p(w, Pxw) = p(w, Py(pewyw) = p(w, g(Pxw)) = p(w, K).

Because of the uniqueness, we get Pxw = Py(p )W € g(Pxw), which implies that Pxw € Fy.
Similarly, we can claim Pxw € Fs. Hence, Pxw € Fy N Fg and FrNEy Q. O

Proposition 2. Let E be a complete CAT(0) space and let K be a nonempty subset of E. Let f : K — F(K) be
a quasi-nonexpansive mapping(i.e. for each p € Fg, H(p, fu) < d(p,u) holds for all u € K). Subsequently,
Af = Fr.

f= %

Proof. First of all, it is not hard to see that Fr C A r- Now, we will show that A FC Fr Letw e A fr
then, for any v € E, we have

p(w, fo) < H(w, fv) < p(w,v),
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which implies that
p(w, f) < plw, ) = 0.

Because fw is closed, we obtainw € Fy. [

Proposition 3. Let E be a complete CAT(0) space and let K be a nonempty subset of E. Suppose {ax} C Kisa
bounded sequence and f : K — 2E\{@} is a multi-valued mapping, such that p(ay, by) — 0, by € fay. Then

(1) the sequences {p(ay,c)}, {p(bx, c)} and {p(c, fay)} are bounded for all c € K;
(2)  urp(ag, c) = urp(by, ) for any Banach limit p on 1.

Proof. Suppose k € N, ¢ € K. We deduce that the sequence {p(ai,c)} is bounded, since {ay} is

bounded. Combined with p(a, bx) — 0 and by € fay, it follows that {p(by, ¢) } is bounded. Moreover,

the sequence {p(c, fax)} is bounded, since p(c, fay) = dir}f p(c,d) < p(by, c). Subsequently, we have
cfay

p(ax, c) < p(ag, by) +p(by,c), (6)

and

P(bk, C) < P(bk, ak) + P(ﬂk, C)' (7)

Both sides of formulas (6) and (7) are applied to the Banach limit y, combined with p(a, by) — 0
we can get

pro(ag, ¢) = pxp(bg, ©).
O

Theorem 1. Let E be a complete CAT(0) space and K be a nonempty subset of E. Let f, g : K — 2E\{@} be
two multi-valued mappings. Suppose that CsAs o # @. If the sequence {ay} is defined by (2), where {{y},
{nx} are sequences in (0,1) with im (1 — 1) (1 — Cx )y > 0, then the following conclusions hold:

k—o0

(1) the sequence {ay} is bounded;
(2) limy_,o p(ag, w) exists for each w € CsAg o,
(3) im0 p(ar, gax) = 0.

Proof. Letw € CsAy . Thenby (2), we get

0% (b, w) = p*(Zrag + (1 — Zi)dy, w)

< Lo (ag, w) + (1= G)p* (di, w)
)
)

J’_

< Zxp* (ag, w) + (1 — Z) H*(ga, w)
< ko (ag, w) + (1= gx)p? (ay, w)

= p*(ay, w),

and
p*(ari1,w) = p* (g + (1 — 1) e, w)

< mp* (ag, w) + (1 = i) p* (g, )
< 0 (ag, w) + (1 — ) H2(fby, w)
< k> (ag, w) + (1 — i) p* (by, w)

SP (ﬂk, )



Mathematics 2020, 8, 1307 8 of 15

It follows that the limit klim p(ay, w) exists and the sequence {a;} is bounded. Now we show the
—» 00

last conclusion holds. Because E is a complete CAT(0) space, then
(a1, w) = p* (eag + (1= ) cx, )
< o (ag, w) + (1 = 1¢)° (b, ),

among

0% (b, w) < Zip* (ag, w) + (1= Ze)p* (dk, w) — (1= 3 Gk (g, di)-
Thus we have
p* (a1, w) = p* (e + (1 — M), w)
< nkp* (g, w) + (1= 1) ep? (ag, w) + (1 — 1) (1 = L) p* (dy, w)

— (L= 1) (1 = L) > (ax, dy)
< p*(ap,w) — (1 — i) (1 — Ci) Qep™ (g, dic).-

Therefore, we get

(1= 1) (1 = 3 Zkp* (ar, di) < p*(ag, w) — p*(ags1, w).

Since lim (1 — #x)(1 — Cx)lx > 0, we obtain that klim p(ag, dy) = 0. Noticing that dy € gay, we get
—00

k—o0
p(ag, di) = p(ar, gax) =0, k — oo ®)
which completes the proof. O

Now, we show the existence of common attractive points for two (, 7, A, 7r)-generalized hybrid
multi-valued mappings by Ishikawa iterative process in a CAT(0) space.

Theorem 2. Let E be a complete CAT(0) space satisfying the (S) property and K be a nonempty closed convex

subset of E. Let f,g : K — F(K) be two (T, 1, A, )-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings satisfying

C+n+A+m >0, either {+1 > 00rf+A > 0. Suppose CsAs o # @. If {ar} is a sequence generated

by (2) satisfying p(ay, fax) — 0, where {y}, {1y} are sequences in (0,1) with lim (1 — ;) (1 — Cx)x > 0,
k—o0

then there is a subsequence {ay, } of {ay}, such that {a,, } w—convergestoq € CAy .
Proof. Because g isa ((, 7, A, )-generalized hybrid multi-valued mapping, for any a,b € K, we have

{H?(ga, gb) + np*(a, gb) + Ap*(b, ga) + mp*(a,b) < {H*(ga,gb) + nH*(a,gb) + AH?(b, ga) + 7p*(a, b)
<o.

Now, we consider the following two cases.
Casel. If { +7 > 0, then

{H?(ga, gb) + np*(ax, gb) + Ap? (b, gax) + mp*(ax, b) <0,

where

H(gay, gb) = max{ sup p(x, gb), sup p(y, gax) }-
xegag yegb

Subsequently, for any x € gay, we get
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Go*(x, 8b) + 10* (ax, gb) + Ap* (b, gax) + mp* (ay, b) < 0.
By the conclusion (3) of Theorem 1, there exists z; € gay, such that
lim p(ag, zx) = 0.
k—o0
Meanwhile, we notice that
£0* (zk, 8b) + 1p* (ax, §b) + Ap* (b, ga) + 7rp* (ay, b) < 0.
On the other hand, we choose vy € gay, such that p(b, yx) = p(b, gax). We can obtain that
p(b,gar) = p(b,yx) = p(b, a) — p(ax, yx)-
Making use of Banach limit y; and due to Proposition 3, we observe that
Cprp® (ax, 8b) + npuxp® (ax, §b) + Apgp® (ax, b) + 7 (ax, b) <0,
which implies
(€ +mpep? (ak, gb) < —(A+ m)pep? (ag, b),

forall b € K. Since { +17 + A+ > 0and { + 7 > 0, we obtain

A+
2(a, ¢b) < —
o~ (ay, gb) < =

< pp*(ag, b).

1o? (g, b).

CaseIL.If { + A > 0, then
CH?(gb, gax) + 107 (b, gax) + Ap*(ax, gb) + mp* (b, a;) < 0.
By a similar argument, for z; € gay, we have
£0* 2k, 8b) + 10% (b, gax) + Ap? (ar, gb) + 7p? (b, ar) < 0.
Making use of Banach limit y, we can get
G (ax, gb) + o (b, ay) + App? (ay, gb) + tup? (b, ax) <0,
which implies that
(€ + A)pxp® (ak, 8b) < — (11 + m)prp? (ax, b)

holds forall b € K. Since { +# +A+m > 0and { + A > 0, we get

+ 7
b (a0, §b) < ~ T e (an, )

< ep*(ay, b).

Therefore, we deduce

w0 (ax, gb) < puro? (ax, b) ©)
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forany b € K.

From Theorem 1, it follows that the sequence {a;} is bounded. Subsequently, there exists a
subsequence {ay, } of {a;}, such that {a,, } A—converges to q € K. Because E satisfies the (S) property,
we deduce that {a,, } w—converges to q.

By Lemma 7, for any b € K, we have klim <§En_k>, q?) =0, that is
— 00

Zkh_{?owa—n;/ q?> m [PZ(% b) + Pz(ankr Q) - Pz(ﬂnkrb)] =0. (10)

=1
k—o0
From (9), it follows that
0% (A, b) < —pmy* (a1, g)-

By adding piu, (0(an,, q) + p*(q,b) + p*(q,gb)) to both sides of the above inequality, we can
conclude that

— e (ang, b) + pn (0% (an,, q) + 0°(9,0) + p*(q, 8b))
< —pnp” (ang, §b) + pn, (0% (an,, q) + p*(q,b) + p*(4,8D)),

which yields

0°(,8b) + i (0> (an,, q) + p*(9,b) — *(an,, b)) (11)
< 0%(4,b) + pn (0% (an, ) + p*(q,8b) — p*(an,, gb)).

Noticing that gb is closed and convex, we can take m,, € gb, such that

P(ﬂnkr mnk) = P(ank/gb)'

From (10), it follows that

pn, (02 (ang, q) + p*(q,8) — p*(ang, &b)) < pin, (0% (any, q) + p2(q, M) — p*(an, mu)) =0.  (12)

From (10), (11) and (12), we get p?(q,gb) < p?(q,b). Similarly, we can deduce that

0*(a,fb) < p*(a,b),
whichyields g € CAf,. O
By a similar method, we can obtain the following result on account of Theorem 2.
Corollary 1. Let E be a complete CAT(0) space and K be a nonempty closed convex subset of E. Let f, g :
K — F(K) be two (g, 1, A, v)-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings satisfying { + 1 + A + 7 > 0, either

+1n>00rl+A>0. Suppose that CsAy o # . If {ax} is a sequence generated by (2) such that {ay}
w—converges to q, p(ax, fay) — 0and p(ay, dy) — 0 in which dy € gay, then q € CAy .

Here, we omit the proof of Corollary 1, since it is essentially similar to the proof of Theorem 2.

4. Application

In 2000, Moudafi [26] gave a viscosity approximation method for finding fixed points of
nonexpansive mappings. Exactly, suppose that X is a Hilbert space and C is a nonempty closed
convex subset of X. Let T : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping with a nonempty fixed point set Fr.
Staring with an arbitrary initial point a9 € H, define a sequence {a; }, by

a1 = Crf (ax) + (1 = G) Tag,
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where f : C — Cis a contraction and {{;} is a sequence in (0,1). In [26], under certain appropriate
conditions imposed on {}, the author proved that {a; } converges strongly to a fixed point a* of T,
which satisfies the following variational inequality:

((I—f)a*,a—a*) >0, acFr.

In 2012, Shi and Chen [27] used the property P to generalize the result of Moudafi to CAT(0)
space and Wangkeeree and Preechasilp [22] omitted the property P from Shi and Chen’s result
by the concept of quasi-linearization introduced by Berg and Nikolaev [19]. Immediately after,
Panyanak and Suantai [28] extended the results of [22] to multivalued nonexpansive mappings
with the endpoint condition. Next, we prove strong convergence of a new viscosity approximation
method for a finite family of (g, #, A, r)-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings in CAT(0) spaces.

Proposition 4. Let K be a nonempty convex subset of a CAT(0) space E, and f be a (({, 1, A, 7))-generalized
hybrid multi-valued mapping defined on K with Fy # O, which satisfies { + 1 + A+ 7 > 0 and, either
C+1n>00rf+ A > 0. Subsequently, f is quasi-nonexpansive.

Proof. Because of Definition 3, for any a,b € K, we get
CH?(fa, fb) + nH?(a, fb) + AH?(b, fa) + mp*(a,b) < 0.
Let b € K be a fixed point of f, then we have
CH?(fa,b) +yH?(a,b) + AH?(b, fa) + p*(a,b) <0,
and, hence,
(€ +A)H?(fa,b) < —(i + m)p*(a, b).

Since{+#n+ A+ m>0and {+ A > 0, we deduce that

H(fab) < ~ 11 g D)

which implies that f is quasi-nonexpansive. Similarly, we get the desired result in the case of  +# > 0. O

Theorem 3. Let K be a closed convex subset of a complete CAT(0) space E, which satisfies the (S) property,
andlet f,g: K — F(K) be (g, 1, A, t)-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings satisfying C +n§ + A+ 7 >
0 and, either { +1 > 00r {+A > 0. Let CAy,o # @ and f' be a contraction on K with coefficient 0 < 6 < 1.
Let {ay } be a sequence that is generated by

{bk = Crag + (1= gp)dy,
ar = i f (ax) + (1 — 1) ek,

where {Cx},{nx} < (0,1) satisfy lim {x(1 — ) > 0 and klim e = 0, ¢k € fby, and dy € gay.
k—oo oo

If p(a, fay) — 0as k — oo, then there is a subsequence of {ay } converges strongly to a, such that = Prf'(a),
which is equivalent to the following variational inequality:

(af'(a),ad) >0, aeF. (13)
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Proof. Because CA fg # @, from Proposition 1, then ¥ = F M Fg # @. Moreover, from Proposition 4,
it follows that f and g are quasi-nonexpansive. It follows from Lemma 2 that Fy = Ay and F; = Ay.
Now, we show that {a;} is bounded. Indeed, for any p € F, we have

p(a, p) = p(nef'(ax) + (1 = mi)e, p)
< me(f'(ax), p) + (1 = m)p(cr, p)
< ko (f'(ax), p) + (1 — ) H(fbx, p)
< mo(f'(ax), p) + (1 = m)o(by, p),

among which

p(bx, p) = p(Crax + (1 — Cx)dk, p)
< Zxp(ax, p) + (1 = Cu)p(dr, p)
< Gkplax, p) + (1 — Cx)H(gax, p)
< Gkplax, p) + (1 = G)p(ar, p) = plag, p).

Subsequently,

p(ar, p) < mre(f'(ax), p) + (1 — i) p(br, p)
< mo(f'(ax), p) + (1 = m)o(ax, p)
< melp(f'(ax), f'(p)) +o(f'(p), p)
< (O +1 = m)p(ar, p) + o (f'(

)+ (1 —m)p(ax, p)
P).p),

which implies

plai,p) < T50(F (), ).

We can obtain that {a; } is bounded, which implies that {by}, {cx}, {dx} and {f’(ax)} are bounded.
Next, we show that klim p(ax, gax) = 0 and klim p(ax, cx) = 0. Indeed, for any p € F, we have
—00 —0

p*(a, p) = 0* (qif " (ax) + (1 = mi)ex, p)

<0 (f (ax), p) + (1= 1) 0> (¢, p)
<0 (f(ax), p) + (1= i) 0> (by, ),
among which

0% (b, p) = p*(Gkax + (1 = Ze)dy, p)
< Tkp*(ar, p) + (1= 3)p? (di, p) — 3c(1 — 3i)p? (ag, dic).

Afterwards,

0% (ar, p) < o> (f'(ax), p) + (1 — i) [C0? (ar, p) + (1 — Zi)p*(di, p) — Ge(1 — Zi)p* (a, )]
< alo(f' (), £ (p) + o (' (p), PP + (1 = 1) [Gk0” (ax, ) + (1 = Gx)p* (ax, p)

= (1= Z)p* (ax, d )]

< nkl6p(ar, p) +p(f'(p), PP + (1 = ) [0 (ak, p) — Ti(1 = Gp)p* (ag, dy)],
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which implies

(1= 7)k(1 = o) (ax, di)) < (0% (ax, p) + p(f'(p), p))* — 0% (a, p)].

Noticing that lim (1 — ) >0, 11m 1y = 0 and {a;} is bounded, we get

k—o0
lim p(ﬂk,dk) =0.
k—o0
Let k — oo, then

p(ax, gax) < p(ar, di) = 0
yields p(ax, gax) — 0. On the other hand, we notice that

o(ar, cx) = p(nf" (ax) + (1 = ) ers ) < mep(f (ax), cx),

which implies p(ay, ¢x) — 0 as k — oo.
Now, we show that {a;} contains a subsequence converging strongly to 4, such that a = Pr(f'a),
which is equivalent to the following variational inequality:

Gf @, @) >0, acF.

Because {a;} is bounded, there exists a subsequence {a,, } of {a;} such that {a, } A—converges
to some 4 € K. Since E satisfies the (S) property, we deduce that {a,, } w—converges to .
Because klirn p(ax,gax) = 0 and klim p(ag, fay) = 0, similar to the proof of Theorem 2, we can
—r00 —0
geta € CAg, = F.
It follows from (1) of Lemma 6 that

N —2
Pz(ankra) = <ank/a/ ank1a>

< e <f/(ﬂnk)ﬁzm

)
)
L — 1 )H(fbn,, @)p(an,, )
1= )p(an,, @)p(an,, @),

e - L 2 I
which implies p?(ay,,3) < (f'(an,)d, an ). Because {a, } converges weakly to , it follows from
Lemma 7 that p(ay,,4) — 0as k — oco.
Finally, we show that @ = Pr(f’(@)) which solves the variational inequality (13). For any g € F,
we deduce

Pz(”nkr ) = (Wnkf/<a"k> + (1 =1y )eni, q)
< 0 (f (an),4) + (1= 1 )0% (nes 9) = M (1= 7 )07 (f (), Cy)
< M P (f,(a”k)/ EI) (1 - 77711<)I_Iz(fb7lk' ”7) - W”k(l - Wnk)Pz(f/(ank)ank)
< 0 (F (@), ) + (1= 1 )07 (@, @) = 1 (1 = 1 )0 (F (@, ), €, ),

which implies that

0% (an, q) < 0°(f (an,),q) — (1= 10 ) p*(f (an), Cy)-

Noticing that klim p(ax, cx) = 0and klim 7k = 0, taking k — co, we obtain
—00 — 00
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Therefore, we claim
T Gy o . . .
2(af'(a), qi) = p*(a,2) + p*(f'(a),q) — 0*(a,9) — p*(f'(2),2) > 0.
It means that @ solves the variational inequality (13) and @ = Pr(f(4)) by Lemma 5. O

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we mainly obtain a weak convergence theorem of common attractive points for
two (g, 7, A, r)-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings in the complete CAT(0) space by virtue
of Banach limits technique and Ishikawa iteration, respectively. However, we do not know whether
the common attractive points must be the common strongly attractive points. We will continue to
study this problem. Furthermore, we prove the strong convergence of a new viscosity approximation
method for a finite family of ({, 7, A, 7r)-generalized hybrid multi-valued mappings in CAT(0) spaces,
which also solves a kind of variational inequality problem.
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