arXiv:2311.04117v2 [math.FA] 15 May 2024

Hilbert Direct Integrals of Monotone Operators^∗

Minh N. Bùi^1 and Patrick L. Combettes^2

1University of Graz Department of Mathematics and Scientific Computing, NAWI Graz 8010 Graz, Austria minh.bui@uni-graz.at

2North Carolina State University Department of Mathematics Raleigh, NC 27695, USA plc@math.ncsu.edu

Dedicated to the memory of Hédy Attouch

Abstract Finite Cartesian products of operators play a central role in monotone operator theory and its applications. Extending such products to arbitrary families of operators acting on different Hilbert spaces is an open problem, which we address by introducing the Hilbert direct integral of a family of monotone operators. The properties of this construct are studied and conditions under which the direct integral inherits the properties of the factor operators are provided. The question of determining whether the Hilbert direct integral of a family of subdifferentials of convex functions is itself a subdifferential leads us to introducing the Hilbert direct integral of a family of functions. We establish explicit expressions for evaluating the Legendre conjugate, subdifferential, recession function, Moreau envelope, and proximity operator of such integrals. Next, we propose a duality framework for monotone inclusion problems involving integrals of linearly composed monotone operators and show its pertinence towards the development of numerical solution methods. Applications to inclusion and variational problems are discussed.

Keywords. Integration of set-valued mappings, measurable vector field, monotone operator, optimization, variational analysis.

MSC classification. 49J53, 46G10, 58E30

∗Contact author: P. L. Combettes. Email: plc@math.ncsu.edu. Phone: +1 919 515 2671. The work of P. L. Combettes was supported by the National Science Foundation under grant CCF-2211123.

§1. Introduction

Let H be a real Hilbert space with scalar product ⟨· | ·⟩_H and power set 2^H. An operator A: H → 2^H is monotone if

(∀x ∈ H)(∀y ∈ H)(∀x^∗ ∈ Ax)(∀y^∗ ∈ Ay) ⟨x − y | x^∗ − y^∗⟩_H � 0. (1.1)

Cartesian products of monotone operators are important constructs that arise in many foundational and practical aspects of the theory [3, 6, 7, 16, 22, 37]. Such products can be defined in a straightforward manner for a finite family (A_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝} of monotone operators acting, respectively, on real Hilbert spaces (H_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝} . Thus, if one denotes by H = H_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ H_𝑝 the Hilbert direct sum of (H_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝} and by 𝑥 = (x_1, . . . , x_𝑝 ) a generic vector in H, the product operator is [3]

𝐴 : H → 2^H : 𝑥 ↦→ � 𝑥^∗ ∈ H | � ∀𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑝} � x^∗_𝑘 ∈ A_𝑘 x_𝑘 � . (1.2)

A fundamental instance of an infinite product arises in [6] in the context of evolution equations. There, (𝛺, F, 𝜇) is a measure space, H is a separable real Hilbert space, A: H → 2^H is a monotone operator, H = 𝐿^2 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; H), and a product operator is defined as

𝐴 : H → 2^H : 𝑥 ↦→ � 𝑥^∗ ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A � 𝑥 (𝜔) � , (1.3)

where, following [36], the symbol ∀^𝜇 means “for 𝜇-almost every.” Another instance of an infinite product appears in [1, Section III.2] in the context of nonautonomous evolution equations, where 𝜇 is the Lebesgue measure, (A_𝑡 )_{𝑡∈[0,𝑇 ]} is a family of monotone operators from H to 2^H, H = 𝐿^2 ([0,𝑇 ]; H), and 𝐴 : H → 2^H : 𝑥 ↦→ � 𝑥^∗ ∈ H | � ∀^𝜇𝑡 ∈ [0,𝑇 ] � 𝑥^∗ (𝑡) ∈ A_𝑡 � 𝑥 (𝑡) � . (1.4)

Similar examples arise in probability theory [4], circuit theory [15], approximation theory [18], calculus of variations [21], partial differential equations [22], variational analysis [32], convex analysis [35], and evolution systems [37]. In terms of modeling, (1.2) is limited to a finite number of operators, (1.3) requires that all the factor operators be identical to A, and (1.4) imposes that all the factor spaces be identical to H and operates with the standard Lebesgue measure space [0,𝑇 ]. The above examples are not based on a common mathematical setup and the question of defining a unifying theory for arbitrary products of monotone operators acting on different spaces is open. This question is not only of theoretical interest, but it is also motivated by applications in areas such as dynamical systems, stochastic optimization, and inverse problems. It is the objective of the present paper to fill this gap by introducing such a framework, studying the properties of the resulting product operators, and exploring some of their applications.

To support our framework, we bring into play the notion of a direct integral of Hilbert spaces, which is an attempt to extend Hilbert direct sums from finite families to arbitrary ones. This construction originates in papers published around World War II [23, 24, 26, 30]. We follow [20, Section II.§1].

Definition 1.1 ([20, Définition II.§1.1]). Let (𝛺, F, 𝜇) be a complete 𝜎-finite measure space, let (H_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} be a family of real Hilbert spaces, and let

�_{𝜔∈𝛺}

H_𝜔 be the usual real vector space of mappings 𝑥 defined on 𝛺 such that (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥 (𝜔) ∈ H_𝜔 . Suppose that 𝔊 is a vector subspace of

�_{𝜔∈𝛺} H_𝜔 which satisfies the following:

[A] For every 𝑥 ∈ 𝔊, the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ‖𝑥 (𝜔)‖_{H𝜔} is F-measurable.

[B] For every 𝑥 ∈

�_{𝜔∈𝛺} H_𝜔 , � (∀𝑦 ∈ 𝔊) 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑦(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} is F-measurable � ⇒ 𝑥 ∈ 𝔊. (1.5)

[C] There exists a sequence (𝑒_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in 𝔊 such that (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) span{𝑒_𝑛 (𝜔)}_{𝑛∈N} = H_𝜔 . Then ((H_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺}, 𝔊) is an F-measurable vector field of real Hilbert spaces.

We shall operate within the framework of [20, Section II.§1.5], which revolves around the following assumption.

Assumption 1.2. Let (𝛺, F, 𝜇) be a complete 𝜎-finite measure space, let ((H_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺}, 𝔊) be an Fmeasurable vector field of real Hilbert spaces, and set ℌ = � 𝑥 ∈ 𝔊 � � � Z 𝛺 ‖𝑥 (𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) < +∞ � . (1.6)

Let H be the real vector space of equivalence classes of 𝜇-a.e. equal mappings in ℌ equipped with the scalar product

⟨· | ·⟩_H : H × H → R: (𝑥, 𝑦) ↦→ Z 𝛺 ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑦(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔), (1.7)

where we adopt the common practice of designating by 𝑥 both an equivalence class in H and a representative of it in ℌ. Then H is a Hilbert space [20, Proposition II.§1.5(i)], called the Hilbert direct integral of (H_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} relative to 𝔊. Following [20, Définition II.§1.3], we write H = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 H_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (1.8)

We are now in a position to propose a definition for an arbitrary product of set-valued operators acting on different Hilbert spaces.

Definition 1.3. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let A_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → 2^{H𝜔} . The Hilbert direct integral of the operators (A_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} relative to 𝔊 is

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) : H → 2^H : 𝑥 ↦→ � 𝑥^∗ ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � . (1.9)

In tandem with Definition 1.3, we introduce the following notion of an arbitrary direct sum of functions defined on different Hilbert spaces. In the convex case, the subdifferential operator will serve as a bridge between Definitions 1.3 and 1.4. Indeed, we shall establish in Theorem 4.7 that, under suitable assumptions, 𝜕 �_{𝔊Z ⊕} 𝛺 f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝜕f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (1.10)

Definition 1.4. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let f_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → [−∞, +∞]. Suppose that, for every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the function 𝛺 → [−∞, +∞] : 𝜔 ↦→ f_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) is Fmeasurable. The Hilbert direct integral of the functions (f_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} relative to 𝔊 is

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) : H → [−∞, +∞] : 𝑥 ↦→ Z 𝛺 f_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔), (1.11)

where we adopt the customary convention that the integral^R_𝛺 𝜗𝑑𝜇 of an F-measurable function 𝜗 : 𝛺 → [−∞, +∞] is the usual Lebesgue integral, except when the Lebesgue integral^R_𝛺 max{𝜗, 0}𝑑𝜇 is +∞, in which case^R_𝛺 𝜗𝑑𝜇 = +∞.

The remainder of the paper is as follows. Section 2 presents our notation and provides preliminary results. The Hilbert direct integral of a family of set-valued operators introduced in Definition 1.3 is studied in Section 3. In particular, we establish conditions under which properties such as monotonicity, maximal monotonicity, cocoercivity, and averagedness are transferable from the factor operators to the Hilbert direct integral. We also establish formulas for the domain, range, inverse, resolvent, and Yosida approximation of this integral. Section 4 focuses on the Hilbert direct integral of functions of Definition 1.4. We provide conditions for evaluating the Legendre conjugate, the subdifferential, the recession function, the Moreau envelope, and the proximity operator of the Hilbert direct integral of a family of functions by applying these operations to each factor and then taking the Hilbert direct integral of the resulting family. In Section 5, the results of Section 3 are used to investigate integral inclusion problems involving a family of linearly composed monotone operators. In this context, we propose a duality theory and discuss some applications.

§2. Notation and theoretical tools

2.1. Notation

We follow the notation of [3], to which we refer for a detailed account of the following notions.

Let H be a real Hilbert space with identity operator Id_H , scalar product ⟨· | ·⟩_H , and associated norm ‖ · ‖_H . The weak convergence of a sequence (𝑥_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} to 𝑥 is denoted by 𝑥_𝑛 ⇀ 𝑥, and 𝑥_𝑛 → 𝑥 denotes its strong convergence.

Let 𝐶 be a nonempty closed convex subset of H. Then 𝜄_𝐶 is the indicator function of 𝐶, 𝑑_𝐶 is the distance function to 𝐶, proj_𝐶 is the projection operator onto 𝐶, 𝐶^⊖ is the polar cone of 𝐶, and 𝑁_𝐶 is the normal cone operator of 𝐶.

Let 𝑇 : H → H and 𝜏 ∈ ]0, +∞[. Then 𝑇 is nonexpansive if it is 1-Lipschitzian, 𝜏-averaged if 𝜏 ∈ ]0, 1[ and Id_H + 𝜏^{−1} (𝑇 − Id_H ) is nonexpansive, 𝜏-cocoercive if

(∀𝑥 ∈ H)(∀𝑦 ∈ H) ⟨𝑥 − 𝑦 | 𝑇𝑥 − 𝑇𝑦⟩_H � 𝜏 ‖𝑇𝑥 − 𝑇𝑦‖^2_H , (2.1)

and 𝑇 is firmly nonexpansive if it is 1-cocoercive.

Let 𝐴 : H → 2^H . The domain of 𝐴 is dom 𝐴 = � 𝑥 ∈ H | 𝐴𝑥 ≠ ∅ � , the range of 𝐴 is ran 𝐴 =

�_{𝑥∈dom 𝐴}

𝐴𝑥, the set of zeros of 𝐴 is zer 𝐴 = � 𝑥 ∈ H | 0 ∈ 𝐴𝑥 � , and the graph of 𝐴 is gra 𝐴 = � (𝑥, 𝑥^∗) ∈ H × H | 𝑥^∗ ∈ 𝐴𝑥 � . The inverse of 𝐴 is the operator 𝐴^{−1} : H → 2^H with graph gra 𝐴^{−1} = � (𝑥^∗, 𝑥) ∈ H × H | 𝑥^∗ ∈ 𝐴𝑥 � . The resolvent of 𝐴 is 𝐽_𝐴 = (Id_H +𝐴)^{−1}, and the Yosida approximation of 𝐴 of index 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[ is^𝛾𝐴 = (Id_H − 𝐽_{𝛾𝐴})/𝛾 = (𝛾Id_H +𝐴^{−1})^{−1}. Suppose that 𝐴 is monotone (see (1.1)). Then 𝐴 is maximally monotone if there exists no monotone operator 𝐵 : H → 2^H such that gra 𝐴 ⊂ gra 𝐵 ≠ gra 𝐴. In this case, dom 𝐽_𝐴 = H, 𝐽_𝐴 is firmly nonexpansive, and for every 𝑥 ∈ dom 𝐴, 𝐴𝑥 is nonempty, closed, and convex, and we set^0𝐴𝑥 = proj_{𝐴𝑥} 0.

We denote by 𝛤_0 (H) the class of functions 𝑓 : H → ]−∞, +∞] which are lower semicontinuous, convex, and such that dom 𝑓 = � 𝑥 ∈ H | 𝑓 (𝑥) < +∞ � ≠ ∅. Let 𝑓 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H). The conjugate of 𝑓 is 𝛤_0 (H) ∋ 𝑓^∗ : 𝑥^∗ ↦→ sup_{𝑥∈H} (⟨𝑥 | 𝑥^∗⟩_H − 𝑓 (𝑥)) and the subdifferential of 𝑓 is the maximally monotone operator

𝜕𝑓 : H → 2^H : 𝑥 ↦→ � 𝑥^∗ ∈ H | (∀𝑦 ∈ H) ⟨𝑦 − 𝑥 | 𝑥^∗⟩_H + 𝑓 (𝑥) � 𝑓 (𝑦) � . (2.2)

The proximity operator prox_𝑓 = 𝐽_{𝜕𝑓} of 𝑓 maps every 𝑥 ∈ H to the unique minimizer of the function H → ]−∞, +∞] : 𝑦 ↦→ 𝑓 (𝑦) + ‖𝑥 − 𝑦‖^2_H /2, the Moreau envelope of 𝑓 of index 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[ is^𝛾 𝑓 : H → R: 𝑥 ↦→ min_{𝑦∈H} (𝑓 (𝑦) + ‖𝑥 − 𝑦‖^2_H /(2𝛾)), and rec 𝑓 is the recession function of 𝑓 .

2.2. Integrals of set-valued mappings Let (𝛺, F, 𝜇) be a complete 𝜎-finite measure space and let H be a separable real Hilbert space. For every 𝑝 ∈ [1, +∞[, set

L^𝑝 � 𝛺, F, 𝜇; H � = � 𝑥 : 𝛺 → H � � � 𝑥 is (F, B^H)-measurable and Z 𝛺 ‖𝑥 (𝜔)‖^𝑝_H 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) < +∞ � , (2.3)

where B_H stands for the Borel 𝜎-algebra of H. The Lebesgue (also called Bochner [25]) integral of a mapping 𝑥 ∈ L^1 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; H) is denoted by^R_𝛺 𝑥 (𝜔)𝜇(𝑑𝜔). We denote by 𝐿^𝑝 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; H) the space of equivalence classes of 𝜇-a.e. equal mappings in L^𝑝 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; H); see [36, Section V.§7] for background. The Aumann integral of a set-valued mapping 𝑋 : 𝛺 → 2^H is Z 𝛺 𝑋 (𝜔)𝜇(𝑑𝜔) =

�_Z 𝛺 𝑥 (𝜔)𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � � 𝑥 ∈ L^1 �𝛺, F, 𝜇; H� and (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥 (𝜔) ∈ 𝑋 (𝜔) � . (2.4)

2.3. Hilbert direct integrals of Hilbert spaces Going back to Definition 1.1 and Assumption 1.2, the following examples of Hilbert direct integrals will be used repeatedly.

Example 2.1. Here are instances of measurable vector fields and Hilbert direct integrals based on [20, Exemples on pp. 142–143 and 148].

(i) Let 𝑝 ∈ N ∖ {0} and let (𝛼_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝} ∈ ]0, +∞[^𝑝 . Set

𝛺 = {1, . . . , 𝑝}, F = 2^{{1,...,𝑝}}, and � ∀𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑝} � 𝜇 � {𝑘} � = 𝛼_𝑘 . (2.5)

Let (H_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝} be separable real Hilbert spaces and let 𝔊 = H_1 × · · · × H_𝑝 be the usual Cartesian product vector space. Then ((H_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝}, 𝔊) is an F-measurable vector field of real Hilbert spaces and^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 H_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) is the weighted Hilbert direct sum of (H_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝} , that is, the Hilbert space obtained by equipping 𝔊 with the scalar product � (x_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝}, (y_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝} � ↦→ 𝑝� 𝑘=1 𝛼_𝑘 ⟨x_𝑘 | y_𝑘 ⟩_{H𝑘} . (2.6)

(ii) In the setting of (i), suppose that (∀𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑝}) 𝛼_𝑘 = 1. Then

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 H_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = H_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ H_𝑝 (2.7)

is the standard Hilbert direct sum of (H_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝} . (iii) Let (𝛼_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N} be a sequence in ]0, +∞[ and set

𝛺 = N, F = 2^N, and (∀𝑘 ∈ N) 𝜇 � {𝑘} � = 𝛼_𝑘 . (2.8)

Let (H_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N} be separable real Hilbert spaces and set 𝔊 =

�_{𝑘∈N} H_𝑘 . Then ((H_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N}, 𝔊) is an F-measurable vector field of real Hilbert spaces and^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 H_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) is the Hilbert space obtained by equipping the vector space ℌ = � (x_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N} ∈ 𝔊 � � � � 𝑘∈N 𝛼_𝑘 ‖x_𝑘 ‖^2_{H𝑘} < +∞ � (2.9) with the scalar product � (x_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N}, (y_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N} � ↦→ � 𝑘∈N 𝛼_𝑘 ⟨x_𝑘 | y_𝑘 ⟩_{H𝑘} . (2.10)

(iv) Let (𝛺, F, 𝜇) be a complete 𝜎-finite measure space, let H be a separable real Hilbert space, and set � (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) H_𝜔 = H � and 𝔊 = � 𝑥 : 𝛺 → H | 𝑥 is (F, B_H)-measurable � . (2.11)

Then ((H_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺}, 𝔊) is an F-measurable vector field of real Hilbert spaces and

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 H_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = 𝐿^2 � 𝛺, F, 𝜇; H � . (2.12)

The following results are given as remarks in [20, Section II.§1.3]. We provide proofs for completeness.

Lemma 2.2. Let (𝛺, F, 𝜇) be a complete 𝜎-finite measure space and let ((H_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} , 𝔊) be an Fmeasurable vector field of Hilbert spaces. Then the following hold:

(i) Let 𝑥 and 𝑦 be in 𝔊. Then the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑦(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} is F-measurable. (ii) Let 𝑥 ∈

�_{𝜔∈𝛺}

H_𝜔 and 𝑦 ∈ 𝔊 be such that 𝑥 = 𝑦 𝜇-a.e. Then 𝑥 ∈ 𝔊.

(iii) Let 𝜉 : 𝛺 → R be F-measurable and let 𝑥 ∈ 𝔊. Then the mapping 𝜉𝑥 : 𝜔 ↦→ 𝜉 (𝜔)𝑥 (𝜔) lies in 𝔊. (iv) Let (𝑥_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} be a sequence in 𝔊 and let 𝑥 ∈

�_{𝜔∈𝛺}

H_𝜔 . Suppose that (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥_𝑛 (𝜔) ⇀ 𝑥 (𝜔). Then 𝑥 ∈ 𝔊.

(v) There exists a sequence (𝑢_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in 𝔊 such that � � � � � (∀𝑛 ∈ N) Z 𝛺 ‖𝑢_𝑛 (𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) < +∞

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) � 𝑢_𝑛 (𝜔) � 𝑛∈N = H_𝜔 .

(2.13)

Proof. (i): Since 𝔊 is a vector subspace of

�_{𝜔∈𝛺}

H_𝜔 , 𝑥 + 𝑦 ∈ 𝔊 and 𝑥 − 𝑦 ∈ 𝔊. Hence, by property [A] in Definition 1.1, the functions 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ‖𝑥 (𝜔) + 𝑦(𝜔)‖_{H𝜔} and 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ‖𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝑦(𝜔)‖_{H𝜔} are F-measurable. Therefore, the assertion follows from the polarization identity (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 4⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑦(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} = ‖𝑥 (𝜔) + 𝑦(𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} − ‖𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝑦(𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} .

(ii): Take 𝑧 ∈ 𝔊. Then (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} = ⟨𝑦(𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} . At the same time, since 𝑦 and 𝑧 lie in 𝔊, we deduce from (i) that the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ⟨𝑦(𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} is F-measurable. Hence, the completeness of (𝛺, F, 𝜇) implies that the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} is also F-measurable. Consequently, property [B] in Definition 1.1 forces 𝑥 ∈ 𝔊.

(iii): We have 𝜉𝑥 ∈

�_{𝜔∈𝛺} H_𝜔 . On the other hand, for every 𝑦 ∈ 𝔊, it results from (i) that the function 𝜔 ↦→ ⟨𝜉 (𝜔)𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑦(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} = 𝜉 (𝜔)⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑦(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} is F-measurable. Hence, we conclude via property [B] in Definition 1.1 that 𝜉𝑥 ∈ 𝔊.

(iv): Let 𝛯 ∈ F be such that 𝜇(𝛯) = 0 and (∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯) 𝑥_𝑛 (𝜔) ⇀ 𝑥 (𝜔). Moreover, set � (∀𝑛 ∈ N) 𝑦_𝑛 = 1_{∁𝛯}𝑥_𝑛 � and 𝑦 = 1_{∁𝛯}𝑥, (2.14)

and let 𝑧 ∈ 𝔊. For every 𝑛 ∈ N, it results from (iii) that 𝑦_𝑛 ∈ 𝔊 and, in turn, from (i) that the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ⟨𝑦_𝑛 (𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} is F-measurable. Additionally,

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛯) lim⟨𝑦_𝑛 (𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} = 0 = ⟨𝑦(𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} (2.15) and � ∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯 � lim⟨𝑦_𝑛 (𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} = lim⟨𝑥_𝑛 (𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} = ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} = ⟨𝑦(𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} . (2.16)

Hence, the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ⟨𝑦(𝜔) | 𝑧(𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} is F-measurable as the pointwise limit of a sequence of F-measurable functions. Therefore, appealing to property [B] in Definition 1.1, we deduce that 𝑦 ∈ 𝔊. Consequently, since 𝑥 = 𝑦 𝜇-a.e., (ii) yields 𝑥 ∈ 𝔊.

(v): Property [C] in Definition 1.1 guarantees the existence of a sequence (𝑒_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in 𝔊 such that (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) span{𝑒_𝑛 (𝜔)}_{𝑛∈N} = H_𝜔 . Now let (𝑟_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} be an enumeration of the set

�_𝑛 � 𝑘=0 𝛼_𝑘 𝑒_𝑘 � � � � 𝑛 ∈ N and (𝛼_𝑘 )_{0�𝑘�𝑛} ∈ Q^{𝑛+1} � . (2.17)

Then

(∀𝑛 ∈ N) 𝑟_𝑛 ∈ 𝔊 (2.18) and (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) � 𝑟_𝑛 (𝜔) � 𝑛∈N = H_𝜔 . (2.19)

Since (𝛺, F, 𝜇) is 𝜎-finite, we obtain an increasing sequence (𝛺_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N} in F of finite 𝜇-measure such that

�_{𝑘∈N} 𝛺_𝑘 = 𝛺. Set

(∀𝑛 ∈ N)(∀𝑚 ∈ N)(∀𝑘 ∈ N) 𝛯_{𝑛,𝑚,𝑘} = � 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺_𝑘 | ‖𝑟_𝑛 (𝜔)‖_{H𝜔} � 𝑚 � and 𝑠_{𝑛,𝑚,𝑘} = 1_{𝛯𝑛,𝑚,𝑘} 𝑟_𝑛 . (2.20)

For every 𝑛 ∈ N, it results from (2.18) and property [A] in Definition 1.1 that the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ‖𝑟_𝑛 (𝜔)‖_{H𝜔} is F-measurable. Therefore, for every 𝑛 ∈ N, every 𝑚 ∈ N, and every 𝑘 ∈ N, 𝛯_{𝑛,𝑚,𝑘} ∈ F and we thus infer from (iii) and (2.18) that 𝑠_{𝑛,𝑚,𝑘} ∈ 𝔊 whereas, by (2.20), Z 𝛺 ‖𝑠_{𝑛,𝑚,𝑘} (𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � 𝜇(𝛯_{𝑛,𝑚,𝑘} )𝑚 � 𝜇(𝛺_𝑘 )𝑚 < +∞. (2.21)

Next, take 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, x ∈ H_𝜔 , and 𝜀 ∈ ]0, 1[. By (2.19), there exists 𝑛 ∈ N such that ‖𝑟_𝑛 (𝜔) − x‖_{H𝜔} � 𝜀. In turn, the triangle inequality gives ‖𝑟_𝑛 (𝜔)‖_{H𝜔} � 𝜀 + ‖x‖_{H𝜔} . However, since

�_{𝑘∈N} 𝛺_𝑘 = 𝛺, there exists 𝑘 ∈ N such that 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺_𝑘 . Therefore, upon choosing 𝑚 ∈ N such that 𝑚 � 𝜀 + ‖x‖_{H𝜔} , we deduce that 𝜔 ∈ 𝛯_{𝑛,𝑚,𝑘} . Thus, combining with (2.20) yields ‖𝑠_{𝑛,𝑚,𝑘} (𝜔) − x‖_{H𝜔} = ‖𝑟_𝑛 (𝜔) − x‖_{H𝜔} � 𝜀.

Lemma 2.3 ([20, Proposition II.§1.5(ii)]). Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force and let (𝑥_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} be a sequence in H which converges strongly to a point 𝑥 ∈ H. Then there exists a strictly increasing sequence (𝑘_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in N such that (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔) → 𝑥 (𝜔).

§3. Hilbert direct integrals of set-valued operators

We study the properties of the Hilbert direct integrals of set-valued operators introduced in Definition 1.3. Let us first point out an important special case of Definition 1.3.

Definition 3.1. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let C_𝜔 be a subset of H_𝜔 . The Hilbert direct integral of the sets (C_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} relative to 𝔊 is

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 C_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = � 𝑥 ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥 (𝜔) ∈ C_𝜔 � . (3.1) We first record the following facts, which are direct consequences of Definitions 1.3 and 3.1.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let A_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → 2^{H𝜔} be a set-valued operator. Set 𝐴 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (3.2) Then the following hold:

(i) dom 𝐴 = � 𝑥 ∈ H | (∃ 𝑥^∗ ∈ ℌ)(∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) � . (ii) ran 𝐴 = � 𝑥^∗ ∈ H | (∃ 𝑥 ∈ ℌ)(∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) � . (iii) zer 𝐴 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 zer A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(iv) 𝐴^{−1} =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A^{−1}_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(v) Suppose that, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, A_𝜔 is monotone. Then 𝐴 is monotone.

Remark 3.3. Regarding Proposition 3.2(i), consider the setting of Example 2.1(iii) and suppose that, in addition, (∀𝑘 ∈ N) H_𝑘 = R. For every 𝑘 ∈ N, set A_𝑘 : H_𝑘 → H_𝑘 : x ↦→ 𝑘/ √ 𝛼_𝑘 . Then dom �_{𝔊Z ⊕} 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � = ∅. (3.3) The following result examines the interplay between the properties of the direct integral and those of its factor operators.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let T_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → H_𝜔 be strong-to-weak continuous. Set 𝑇 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 T_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) (3.4) and suppose that the following are satisfied:

[A] For every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ T_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. [B] There exists 𝑧 ∈ ℌ such that the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ T_𝜔 (𝑧(𝜔)) lies in ℌ.

Then the following hold:

(i) Let 𝛽 ∈ [0, +∞[. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) For 𝜇-almost every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, T_𝜔 is 𝛽-Lipschitzian. (b) dom𝑇 = H and 𝑇 is 𝛽-Lipschitzian.

(ii) Let 𝜏 ∈ ]0, +∞[. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) For 𝜇-almost every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, T_𝜔 is 𝜏-cocoercive. (b) dom𝑇 = H and 𝑇 is 𝜏-cocoercive.

(iii) Let 𝛼 ∈ ]0, 1[. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) For 𝜇-almost every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, T_𝜔 is 𝛼-averaged. (b) dom𝑇 = H and 𝑇 is 𝛼-averaged.

Proof. Observe that 𝑇 is at most single-valued. On the other hand, Lemma 2.2(v) states that there exists a sequence (𝑢_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in ℌ such that

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) � 𝑢_𝑛 (𝜔) � 𝑛∈N = H_𝜔 . (3.5)

(i)(a)⇒(i)(b): Let 𝛯 ∈ F be such that 𝜇(𝛯) = 0 and, for every 𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯, T_𝜔 is 𝛽-Lipschitzian. Then

(∀𝑥 ∈ ℌ)(∀𝑦 ∈ ℌ) � ∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯 � � T_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � − T_𝜔 � 𝑦(𝜔) � H_𝜔 � 𝛽 ‖𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝑦(𝜔)‖H𝜔 . (3.6)

In turn, since 𝔊 is a vector subspace of

�_{𝜔∈𝛺} H_𝜔 , we infer from [A] and (1.6) that, for every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ and every 𝑦 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ T_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) − T_𝜔 (𝑦(𝜔)) lies in ℌ. Thus, [B] implies that, for every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ T_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in ℌ as the sum of two mappings in ℌ, namely 𝜔 ↦→ T_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) − T_𝜔 (𝑧(𝜔)) and 𝜔 ↦→ T_𝜔 (𝑧(𝜔)). Therefore dom𝑇 = H. Additionally, it results from (3.6) and (1.7) that 𝑇 is 𝛽-Lipschitzian.

(i)(b)⇒(i)(a): Fix temporarily 𝑛 ∈ N and 𝑚 ∈ N. For every 𝛯 ∈ F such that 𝜇(𝛯) < +∞, since 1_𝛯𝑢_𝑛 ∈ ℌ and 1_𝛯𝑢_𝑚 ∈ ℌ thanks to Lemma 2.2(iii), we derive from (1.7) that Z 𝛯 � �T_𝜔 �𝑢_𝑛 (𝜔)� − T_𝜔 �𝑢_𝑚 (𝜔)� � �^2_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = ‖𝑇 (1_𝛯𝑢_𝑛) − 𝑇 (1_𝛯𝑢_𝑚)‖^2_H

� 𝛽^2 ‖1_𝛯𝑢_𝑛 − 1_𝛯𝑢_𝑚 ‖^2_H = Z 𝛯 𝛽^2 ‖𝑢_𝑛 (𝜔) − 𝑢_𝑚 (𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (3.7)

Hence, since (𝛺, F, 𝜇) is 𝜎-finite, there exists 𝛯_{𝑛,𝑚} ∈ F such that 𝜇 � 𝛯_{𝑛,𝑚} � = 0 and � ∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯_{𝑛,𝑚} � � T_𝜔 � 𝑢_𝑛 (𝜔) � − T_𝜔 � 𝑢_𝑚 (𝜔) � H_𝜔 � 𝛽 ‖𝑢𝑛 (𝜔) − 𝑢𝑚 (𝜔)‖H𝜔 . (3.8)

Now set 𝛯 =

�_{𝑛∈N,𝑚∈N} 𝛯_{𝑛,𝑚}, let 𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯, let x ∈ H_𝜔 , and let y ∈ H_𝜔 . Then, 𝛯 ∈ F with 𝜇(𝛯) = 0 and, in view of (3.5), there exist sequences (𝑘_𝑛 )_{𝑛∈N} and (𝑙_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in N such that 𝑢_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔) → x and 𝑢_{𝑙𝑛} (𝜔) → y. At the same time, by (3.8),

(∀𝑛 ∈ N) � �T_𝜔 �𝑢_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔)� − T_𝜔 �𝑢_{𝑙𝑛} (𝜔)� � �_{H𝜔} � 𝛽 ‖𝑢_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔) − 𝑢_{𝑙𝑛} (𝜔)‖_{H𝜔} . (3.9)

Thus, since ‖ · ‖_{H𝜔} is weakly lower semicontinuous, letting 𝑛 → +∞ and invoking the strong-to-weak continuity of T_𝜔 , we get ‖T_𝜔 x − T_𝜔 y‖_{H𝜔} � 𝛽 ‖x − y‖_{H𝜔} .

(ii) and (iii): Argue as in (i).

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let A_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → 2^{H𝜔} be a set-valued operator. Set 𝐴 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) (3.10)

and let 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[. Then

𝐽_{𝛾𝐴} =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝐽_{𝛾A𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) and^𝛾𝐴 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝛾A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (3.11)

Proof. Set 𝑇 =^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 𝐽_{𝛾A𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). We derive from Definition 1.3 and [3, Proposition 23.2(ii)] that

(∀𝑥 ∈ H) 𝑇𝑥 = � 𝑝 ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑝 (𝜔) ∈ 𝐽_{𝛾A𝜔} � 𝑥 (𝜔) � = � 𝑝 ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝛾^{−1} � 𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝑝 (𝜔) � ∈ A_𝜔 � 𝑝 (𝜔) � = � 𝑝 ∈ H | 𝛾^{−1} (𝑥 − 𝑝) ∈ 𝐴𝑝 � = 𝐽_{𝛾𝐴}𝑥. (3.12)

Likewise, upon setting 𝑅 =^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺^𝛾A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔), we deduce from Definition 1.3 and [3, Proposition 23.2(iii)] that

(∀𝑥 ∈ H) 𝑅𝑥 = � 𝑝 ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑝 (𝜔) ∈^𝛾A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � = � 𝑝 ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑝 (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝛾𝑝 (𝜔) � = � 𝑝 ∈ H | 𝑝 ∈ 𝐴(𝑥 − 𝛾𝑝) � =^𝛾𝐴𝑥, (3.13)

which completes the proof.

Assumption 3.6. Assumption 1.2 and the following are in force: [A] For every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, A_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → 2^{H𝜔} is maximally monotone. [B] For every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. [C] dom^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) ≠ ∅.

Proposition 3.7. Suppose that Assumption 3.6 is in force. Then the following hold:

(i) For every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, A^{−1}_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → 2^{H𝜔} is maximally monotone. (ii) For every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_A−1_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. (iii) dom^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 A^{−1}_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) ≠ ∅.

Proof. We infer from Assumption 3.6[A] and [3, Propositions 20.22 and 23.20] that, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, A^{−1}_𝜔 is maximally monotone and 𝐽_A−1_𝜔 = Id_{H𝜔} −𝐽_{A𝜔} . In turn, for every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, since 𝔊 is a vector subspace of �_{𝜔∈𝛺}

H_𝜔 , it follows from Assumption 3.6[B] that the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_A−1_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊 as the difference of the mappings 𝑥 and 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)). Finally, Proposition 3.2(iv) and Assumption 3.6[C] yield dom^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 A^{−1}_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = ran^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) ≠ ∅.

The main result of this section is the following theorem, which establishes the main properties of Hilbert direct integrals of maximally monotone operators. Special cases of items (i) and (ii) corresponding to scenarios described in Example 2.1 can be found in [1, 3, 6, 18, 32]. Theorem 3.8. Suppose that Assumption 3.6 is in force and set 𝐴 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (3.14)

Then the following hold:

(i) 𝐴 is maximally monotone.

(ii) Let 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[ and 𝑥 ∈ ℌ. Then the following are satisfied:

(a) The mapping 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{𝛾A𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in ℌ and 𝐽_{𝛾𝐴}𝑥 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝐽_{𝛾A𝜔} � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(b) The mapping 𝜔 ↦→^𝛾A_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in ℌ and^𝛾𝐴𝑥 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝛾A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(iii) dom 𝐴 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(iv) ran 𝐴 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 ran A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 ran A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(v) Let 𝑥 ∈ ℌ be such that (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥 (𝜔) ∈ dom A_𝜔 . Then the following are satisfied:

(a) The mapping 𝜔 ↦→^0A_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊.

(b) Suppose that 𝑥 ∈ dom 𝐴. Then the mapping 𝜔 ↦→^0A_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in ℌ and^0𝐴𝑥 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 0A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

Proof. (i): By [3, Proposition 23.2(i)] and Assumption 3.6[C], ran 𝐽_𝐴 = dom 𝐴 ≠ ∅ and there thus exist 𝑧 and 𝑟 in H such that 𝑟 ∈ 𝐽_𝐴𝑧 or, equivalently, 𝑧 − 𝑟 ∈ 𝐴𝑟. Hence, for 𝜇-almost every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, 𝑧(𝜔) − 𝑟 (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 (𝑟 (𝜔)) and, therefore, the monotonicity of A_𝜔 yields 𝑟 (𝜔) = 𝐽_{A𝜔} (𝑧(𝜔)). Thus, because 𝑟 ∈ ℌ, we infer from Lemma 2.2(ii) that the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} (𝑧(𝜔)) lies in ℌ. In turn, appealing to Assumption 3.6[B], we deduce from Proposition 3.4(iii) (applied to the firmly nonexpansive operators (𝐽_{A𝜔} )_{𝜔∈𝛺} ) and Proposition 3.5 that 𝐽_𝐴 : H → H is firmly nonexpansive. Consequently, [3, Proposition 23.8(iii)] guarantees that 𝐴 is maximally monotone.

(ii): Use (i), Proposition 3.5, and Lemma 2.2(ii).

(iii): By (i) and [3, Corollary 21.14], dom 𝐴 is a nonempty closed convex subset of H. Fix temporarily 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, let (𝛾_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} be a sequence in ]0, 1[ such that 𝛾_𝑛 ↓ 0, and set

𝑝 = proj_{dom 𝐴} 𝑥 and (∀𝑛 ∈ N) 𝑝_𝑛 : 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{𝛾𝑛A𝜔} � 𝑥 (𝜔) � . (3.15)

We infer from (ii)(a) that, for every 𝑛 ∈ N, 𝑝_𝑛 ∈ ℌ and 𝑝_𝑛 = 𝐽_{𝛾𝑛𝐴}𝑥. Thus, it follows from (i) and [3, Theorem 23.48] that 𝑝_𝑛 → 𝑝 in H. In turn, Lemma 2.3 ensures that there exist a strictly increasing sequence (𝑘_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in N and a set 𝛯 ∈ F such that 𝜇(𝛯) = 0 and (∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯) 𝑝_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔) → 𝑝 (𝜔). On the other hand, we deduce from Assumption 3.6[A] and [3, Theorem 23.48] that (∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯) 𝑝_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔) = 𝐽_{𝛾𝑘𝑛 A𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) → proj_{dom A𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)). Therefore (∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯) 𝑝 (𝜔) = proj_{dom A𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)). Hence, because 𝑝 ∈ ℌ, it results from Lemma 2.2(ii) that the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ proj_{dom A𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) is a representative in ℌ of proj_{dom 𝐴} 𝑥. This confirms that

proj_{dom 𝐴} =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 proj_{dom A𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (3.16)

Therefore, using Definition 3.1, we get

dom 𝐴 = � 𝑥 ∈ H | 𝑥 = proj_{dom 𝐴} 𝑥 � = � 𝑥 ∈ H � � (∀_𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥 (𝜔) = proj_{dom A} 𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � = � 𝑥 ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥 (𝜔) ∈ dom A_𝜔 � = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (3.17)

Thus^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 dom A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) is a closed subset of H. Consequently, we deduce from Proposition 3.2(i) and Definition 3.1 that

dom 𝐴 ⊂

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) ⊂

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = dom 𝐴, (3.18)

which furnishes the desired identities.

(iv): In the light of Proposition 3.2(iv) and Proposition 3.7, the claim follows from (iii) applied to the family (A^{−1}_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} .

(v): Let (𝛾_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} be a sequence in ]0, 1[ such that 𝛾_𝑛 ↓ 0, and set

𝑝 : 𝜔 ↦→^0A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � and (∀𝑛 ∈ N) 𝑝_𝑛 : 𝜔 ↦→^{𝛾𝑛}A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � . (3.19)

Then, on account of (ii)(b),

(∀𝑛 ∈ N) 𝑝_𝑛 ∈ ℌ and 𝑝_𝑛 =^{𝛾𝑛}𝐴𝑥. (3.20)

(v)(a): For every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, since A_𝜔 is maximally monotone and 𝑥 (𝜔) ∈ dom A_𝜔 , [3, Corollary 23.46(i)] yields 𝑝_𝑛 (𝜔) → 𝑝 (𝜔). Hence, thanks to Lemma 2.2(iv), we obtain 𝑝 ∈ 𝔊.

(v)(b): Set 𝑞 =^0𝐴𝑥. It follows from (3.20), (i), and [3, Corollary 23.46(i)] that 𝑝_𝑛 → 𝑞 in H. Thus, we infer from Lemma 2.3 that there exists a strictly increasing sequence (𝑘_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in N such that (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑝_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔) → 𝑞(𝜔). In turn, 𝑝 = 𝑞 𝜇-a.e. and we conclude by invoking Lemma 2.2(ii).

Example 3.9. Consider the setting of Example 2.1(iii) and suppose that, in addition, (∀𝑘 ∈ N) 𝛼_𝑘 = 1 and H_𝑘 = R. Then H = ℓ^2 (N). Now define (∀𝑘 ∈ N) A_𝑘 : H_𝑘 → H_𝑘 : x ↦→ 2^𝑘 x. Then dom �_{𝔊Z ⊕} 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � = � (x_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N} ∈ ℓ^2 (N) � � � � 𝑘∈N 4^𝑘 |x_𝑘 |^2 < +∞ � ≠ ℓ^2 (N) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (3.21)

The closure operation in items (iii) and (iv) in Theorem 3.8 can therefore not be omitted.

Corollary 3.10. Let (𝛺, F, 𝜇) be a complete 𝜎-finite measure space, let H be a separable real Hilbert space, and for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let A_𝜔 : H → 2^H be maximally monotone. Set H = 𝐿^2 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; H) and

𝐴 : H → 2^H : 𝑥 ↦→ � 𝑥^∗ ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � . (3.22)

Suppose that dom 𝐴 ≠ ∅. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) 𝐴 is maximally monotone.

(ii) For every x ∈ H, the mapping 𝛺 → H: 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} x is (F, B_H)-measurable. (iii) For every open set V in H ⊕ H, � 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺 | V ∩ gra A_𝜔 ≠ ∅ � ∈ F.

Proof. In the light of Example 2.1(iv), H is the Hilbert direct integral of the F-measurable vector field ((H_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺}, 𝔊) defined by � (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) H_𝜔 = H � and 𝔊 = � 𝑥 : 𝛺 → H | 𝑥 is (F, B_H)-measurable � . (3.23)

Additionally, by (3.22), 𝐴 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (3.24)

(i)⇒(ii): We have dom 𝐴 ≠ ∅ and 𝐽_𝐴 : H → H [3, Corollary 23.11(i)]. Thus, invoking Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 2.2(ii), we deduce that � ∀𝑥 ∈ L^2 � 𝛺, F, 𝜇; H � the mapping 𝛺 → H: 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} � 𝑥 (𝜔) � lies in L^2 � 𝛺, F, 𝜇; H � . (3.25)

Next, take x ∈ H. Since (𝛺, F, 𝜇) is 𝜎-finite, there exists an increasing sequence (𝛺_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in F of finite 𝜇-measure such that

�_{𝑛∈N} 𝛺_𝑛 = 𝛺. In turn, {1_{𝛺𝑛} x}_{𝑛∈N} ⊂ L^2 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; H) and (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 1_{𝛺𝑛} (𝜔)x → x. Hence, on account of (3.25), we deduce that, for every 𝑛 ∈ N, the mapping 𝛺 → H: 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} (1_{𝛺𝑛} (𝜔)x) is (F, B_H)-measurable. In addition, the continuity of the operators (𝐽_{A𝜔} )_{𝜔∈𝛺} yields (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝐽_{A𝜔} (1_{𝛺𝑛} (𝜔)x) → 𝐽_{A𝜔} x. Altogether, it results from Lemma 2.2(iv) that the mapping 𝛺 → H: 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} x is (F, B_H)-measurable.

(ii)⇒(i): Applying [14, Lemma III.14] to the mapping 𝛺 × H → H: (𝜔, x) ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} x, we deduce that, for every 𝑥 ∈ 𝔊, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. Therefore, in the setting of (3.23), the family (A_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} satisfies Assumption 3.6. Consequently, we conclude via (3.24) and Theorem 3.8(i) that 𝐴 is maximally monotone.

(ii)⇔(iii): Combine [1, Lemme 2.1] and [1, Théorème 2.1].

Remark 3.11. The implication (iii)⇒(i) in Corollary 3.10 is stated in [32, Theorem 5.1].

Proposition 3.12. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force. Let G be a separable real Hilbert space and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let L_𝜔 : G → H_𝜔 be linear and bounded. Suppose that, for every z ∈ G, the mapping

𝔢_Lz: 𝜔 ↦→ L_𝜔 z (3.26)

lies in 𝔊. Then the following holds:

(i) The function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ‖L_𝜔 ‖ is F-measurable.

Suppose additionally that^R_𝛺 ‖L_𝜔 ‖^2𝜇(𝑑𝜔) < +∞ and define

𝐿 : G → H : z ↦→ 𝔢_Lz. (3.27)

Then the following hold:

(ii) 𝐿 is well defined, linear, and bounded with ‖𝐿‖ �

�_R 𝛺 ‖L_𝜔 ‖^2𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(iii) Let 𝑥^∗ ∈ 𝔊. Then the mapping 𝛺 → G: 𝜔 ↦→ L^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔)) is (F, B_G)-measurable. (iv) Let 𝑥^∗ ∈ ℌ. Then the mapping 𝛺 → G: 𝜔 ↦→ L^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔)) is Lebesgue 𝜇-integrable. (v) 𝐿^∗ : H → G: 𝑥^∗ ↦→^R_𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔))𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

Proof. (i): Let {z_𝑛 }_{𝑛∈N} be a dense subset of � z ∈ G | ‖z‖_G � 1 � . On the one hand, property [A] in Definition 1.1 ensures that, for every 𝑛 ∈ N, the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ‖L_𝜔 z_𝑛 ‖_{H𝜔} is F-measurable. On the other hand, thanks to the continuity of the operators (L_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} ,

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) ‖L_𝜔 ‖ = sup_{z∈G}

‖z‖_G�1

‖L_𝜔 z‖_{H𝜔} = sup_{𝑛∈N} ‖L_𝜔 z_𝑛 ‖_{H𝜔} . (3.28)

Altogether, the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ‖L_𝜔 ‖ is F-measurable.

(ii): For every z ∈ G, we deduce from (3.26) that Z 𝛺 ‖(𝔢_Lz)(𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = Z 𝛺 ‖L_𝜔 z‖^2_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � ‖z‖^2_G Z 𝛺 ‖L_𝜔 ‖^2𝜇(𝑑𝜔) < +∞ (3.29) and, in turn, from (1.6) that 𝔢_Lz ∈ ℌ. This confirms that 𝐿 is well defined. In addition, the linearity of the operators (L_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} guarantees that of 𝐿. The last claims follow from (3.29) and (1.7).

(iii): For every z ∈ G, Lemma 2.2(i) implies that the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ ⟨z | L^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔))⟩_G = ⟨L_𝜔 z | 𝑥^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} is F-measurable. In turn, invoking the separability of G, as well as the fact that (𝛺, F, 𝜇) is complete and 𝜎-finite, we derive from [36, Théorème 5.6.24] that the mapping 𝛺 → G: 𝜔 ↦→ L^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔)) is (F, B_G)-measurable.

(iv): By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, Z 𝛺 � L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � G 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � Z 𝛺 ‖L_𝜔 ‖ ‖𝑥^∗ (𝜔)‖_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � �_Z 𝛺 ‖L_𝜔 ‖^2𝜇(𝑑𝜔)

�_Z 𝛺 ‖𝑥^∗ (𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔)

< +∞. (3.30)

Hence, the assertion follows from [36, Théorème 5.7.21].

(v): Take 𝑥^∗ ∈ H. It results from (1.7), (3.27), (3.26), (iv), and [36, Théorème 5.8.16] that

(∀z ∈ G) ⟨z | 𝐿^∗𝑥^∗⟩_G = ⟨𝐿z | 𝑥^∗⟩_H = Z 𝛺 ⟨L_𝜔 z | 𝑥^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = Z 𝛺 � z � L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � G 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = � z � � � Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � G , (3.31)

which completes the proof.

§4. Hilbert direct integrals of functions

We study the Hilbert direct integrals of families of functions introduced in Definition 1.4.

Lemma 4.1. Let H be a real Hilbert space and let 𝑇 : H → H. Then the following hold:

(i) There exists 𝑓 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H) such that 𝑇 = prox_𝑓 if and only if 𝑇 is nonexpansive and cyclically monotone, that is, for every 2 � 𝑛 ∈ N and every (𝑥_1, . . . , 𝑥_{𝑛+1}) ∈ H^{𝑛+1} such that 𝑥_{𝑛+1} = 𝑥_1, 𝑛� 𝑘=1 ⟨𝑥_{𝑘+1} − 𝑥_𝑘 | 𝑇𝑥_𝑘 ⟩ � 0. (4.1)

(ii) There exists a nonempty closed convex subset 𝐶 of H such that 𝑇 = proj_𝐶 if and only if

(∀𝑥 ∈ H)(∀𝑦 ∈ H) ⟨𝑇𝑦 − 𝑇𝑥 | 𝑥 − 𝑇𝑥⟩ � 0. (4.2)

Proof. (i): The core of our argument is implicitly in [28, Corollaire 10.c]. Suppose that there exists 𝑓 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H) such that 𝑇 = prox_𝑓 . Then, on account of [28, Corollaire 10.c] and [3, Proposition 22.14], 𝑇 is nonexpansive and cyclically monotone. Conversely, suppose that 𝑇 is nonexpansive and cyclically monotone. Then 𝑇 is monotone and it thus follows from [3, Corollary 20.28] that 𝑇 is maximally monotone. Therefore, Rockafellar’s cyclic monotonicity theorem [3, Theorem 22.18] guarantees the existence of a function 𝜑 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H) such that 𝑇 = 𝜕𝜑. We conclude by invoking [28, Corollaire 10.c].

(ii): See [38, Theorem 1.1].

Remark 4.2. In connection with Lemma 4.1(i), a characterization of proximity operators based on firm nonexpansiveness and an alternative cyclic inequality is provided in [2, Theorem 6.6].

In [27, 28], Moreau showed that the convex combination of finitely many proximity operators acting on the same Hilbert space is a proximity operator. Here is a generalization of this result.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force. Let G be a separable real Hilbert space and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let f_𝜔 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H_𝜔 ) and let L_𝜔 : G → H_𝜔 be linear and bounded. Suppose that the following are satisfied:

[A] For every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ prox_{f𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. [B] There exists 𝑧 ∈ ℌ such that the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ prox_{f𝜔} (𝑧(𝜔)) lies in ℌ. [C] For every z ∈ G, the mapping 𝔢_Lz: 𝜔 ↦→ L_𝜔 z lies in 𝔊. [D]^R_𝛺 ‖L_𝜔 ‖^2𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � 1.

Then � ∃ g ∈ 𝛤_0 (G) � (∀z ∈ G) prox_g z = Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � prox_{f𝜔} (L_𝜔 z) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.3)

Proof. Set 𝑇 =^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 prox_{f𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). Then, on account of Proposition 3.4(i), 𝑇 : H → H is nonexpansive. Next, items (ii) and (v) of Proposition 3.12 ensure that the operator 𝐿 : G → H : z ↦→ 𝔢_Lz is well defined, linear, and bounded, with ‖𝐿‖ � 1, and its adjoint is given by

𝐿^∗ : H → G: 𝑥^∗ ↦→ Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.4)

Hence, 𝐿^∗ ∘ 𝑇 ∘ 𝐿 : G → G is nonexpansive and

(∀z ∈ G) 𝐿^∗ � 𝑇 (𝐿z) � = Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � prox_{f𝜔} (L_𝜔 z) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.5)

Therefore, in the light of Lemma 4.1(i), it remains to show that 𝐿^∗ ∘ 𝑇 ∘ 𝐿 is cyclically monotone. Towards this end, let 2 � 𝑛 ∈ N and let (z_1, . . . , z_{𝑛+1}) ∈ G^{𝑛+1} be such that z_{𝑛+1} = z_1. Then, appealing to the cyclic monotonicity of the operators (prox_{f𝜔} )_{𝜔∈𝛺} ,

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑛� 𝑘=1 � L_𝜔 z_{𝑘+1} − L_𝜔 z_𝑘 � � prox_{f𝜔} (L_𝜔 z_𝑘 )�_{H𝜔} � 0. (4.6)

Thus, it follows from (1.7) that 𝑛� 𝑘=1 � z_{𝑘+1} − z_𝑘 � 𝐿^∗ � 𝑇 (𝐿z_𝑘 ) � G = 𝑛� 𝑘=1 ⟨𝐿z_{𝑘+1} − 𝐿z_𝑘 | 𝑇 (𝐿z_𝑘 )⟩_H

= 𝑛� 𝑘=1 Z 𝛺 � L_𝜔 z_{𝑘+1} − L_𝜔 z_𝑘 � prox_{f𝜔} (L_𝜔 z_𝑘 ) � H_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = Z 𝛺 𝑛� 𝑘=1 � L_𝜔 z_{𝑘+1} − L_𝜔 z_𝑘 � prox_{f𝜔} (L_𝜔 z_𝑘 ) � H_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔)

� 0, (4.7)

which concludes the proof.

Remark 4.4. Identifying the function g in (4.3) is a natural question, which led to the introduction of the notion of integral proximal mixtures in [12].

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let A_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → 2^{H𝜔} be maximally monotone. Set 𝐴 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.8)

Then the following hold:

(i) Suppose that there exists 𝑓 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H) such that 𝐴 = 𝜕𝑓 . Then, for 𝜇-almost every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, there exists f_𝜔 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H_𝜔 ) such that A_𝜔 = 𝜕f_𝜔 .

(ii) Suppose that there exists a nonempty closed convex subset 𝐶 of H such that 𝐴 = 𝑁_𝐶 . Then, for 𝜇-almost every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, there exists a closed convex subset C_𝜔 of H_𝜔 such that A_𝜔 = 𝑁_{C𝜔} .

Proof. Lemma 2.2(v) asserts that there exists a sequence (𝑢_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in ℌ such that

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) � 𝑢_𝑛 (𝜔) � 𝑛∈N = H_𝜔 . (4.9)

(i): Set I = � (𝑖_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑛+1} ∈ N^{𝑛+1} | 2 � 𝑛 ∈ N and 𝑖_{𝑛+1} = 𝑖_1 � , fix temporarily i = (𝑖_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑛+1} ∈ I, and let 𝛩 ∈ F be such that 𝜇(𝛩) < +∞. Then, by Lemma 2.2(iii), {1_𝛩𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} }_{1�𝑘�𝑛} ⊂ ℌ. In turn, since 𝐽_𝐴 : H → H, it follows from Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 2.2(ii) that, for every 𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑛}, a representative in ℌ of 𝐽_𝐴 (1_𝛩𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} ) is the mapping

𝜔 ↦→ � 𝐽_{A𝜔} � 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} (𝜔) � , if 𝜔 ∈ 𝛩;

𝐽_{A𝜔} 0, if 𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛩 .

(4.10)

At the same time, for every 𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑛}, a representative in ℌ of 1_𝛩𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} is the mapping

𝜔 ↦→ � 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} (𝜔), if 𝜔 ∈ 𝛩; 0, if 𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛩 .

(4.11)

Hence, since 𝐽_𝐴 = prox_𝑓 is cyclically monotone by virtue of [3, Example 23.3] and Lemma 4.1, we derive from (1.7) that Z 𝛩 𝑛� 𝑘=1 � 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘+1} (𝜔) − 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} (𝜔) � 𝐽_{A𝜔} � 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} (𝜔) � H_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = 𝑛� 𝑘=1 ⟨1_𝛩𝑢_{𝑖𝑘+1} − 1_𝛩𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} | 𝐽_𝐴 (1_𝛩𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} )⟩_H � 0. (4.12)

Therefore, thanks to the fact that (𝛺, F, 𝜇) is 𝜎-finite, there exists 𝛯_i ∈ F such that

𝜇(𝛯_i) = 0 and � ∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯_i

�^𝑛� 𝑘=1 � 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘+1} (𝜔) − 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} (𝜔) � � 𝐽_{A𝜔} �𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} (𝜔)�_{H𝜔} � 0. (4.13)

Now set 𝛯 =

�_{i∈I}

𝛯_i. Since I is countable, 𝛯 ∈ F and 𝜇(𝛯) = 0. Additionally, (4.13) implies that � ∀i = (𝑖_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑛+1} ∈ I � � ∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯

�^𝑛� 𝑘=1 � 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘+1} (𝜔) − 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} (𝜔) � � 𝐽_{A𝜔} �𝑢_{𝑖𝑘} (𝜔)�_{H𝜔} � 0. (4.14)

To proceed further, take 𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯, let 2 � 𝑛 ∈ N, and let (x_1, . . . , x_{𝑛+1}) be a family in H_𝜔 such that x_{𝑛+1} = x_1. For every 𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑛}, we infer from (4.9) that there exists a sequence (𝑖_{𝑘,𝑚})_{𝑚∈N} in N such that 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘,𝑚} (𝜔) → x_𝑘 . Set (∀𝑚 ∈ N) 𝑖_{𝑛+1,𝑚} = 𝑖_{1,𝑚}. Then, for every 𝑚 ∈ N, because (𝑖_{𝑘,𝑚} )_{1�𝑘�𝑛+1} ∈ I, it results from (4.14) that 𝑛� 𝑘=1 � 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘+1,𝑚} (𝜔) − 𝑢_{𝑖𝑘,𝑚} (𝜔) � � 𝐽_{A𝜔} �𝑢_{𝑖𝑘,𝑚} (𝜔)�_{H𝜔} � 0. (4.15)

Therefore, the continuity of 𝐽_{A𝜔} forces

�_𝑛 𝑘=1 ⟨x_{𝑘+1} − x_𝑘 | 𝐽_{A𝜔} x_𝑘 ⟩ � 0. Consequently, since 𝐽_{A𝜔} is nonexpansive, we conclude via Lemma 4.1(i) that there exists f_𝜔 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H_𝜔 ) such that 𝐽_{A𝜔} = prox_{f𝜔} .

(ii): Argue as in (i).

Let us collect the main properties of Hilbert direct integral functions under the umbrella of the following assumption.

Assumption 4.6. Assumption 1.2 and the following are in force: [A] For every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, f_𝜔 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H_𝜔 ).

[B] For every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ prox_{f𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. [C] There exists 𝑟 ∈ ℌ such that the function 𝜔 ↦→ f_𝜔 (𝑟 (𝜔)) lies in L^1 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; R). [D] There exist 𝑠^∗ ∈ ℌ and 𝜗 ∈ L^1 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; R) such that

(∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) f_𝜔 � ⟨· | 𝑠^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} + 𝜗 (𝜔). (4.16)

The following theorem presents the main properties of Hilbert direct integrals of convex functions. In the literature, such properties are available only in the setting of Examples 2.1(i) and 2.1(iv); see [3, 11, 14, 35], where different techniques are employed which are not applicable in our general context. Theorem 4.7. Suppose that Assumption 4.6 is in force and define 𝑓 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.17)

Then the following hold:

(i) 𝑓 is well defined. (ii) 𝑓 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H). (iii) 𝜕𝑓 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝜕f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(iv) Let 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[ and 𝑥 ∈ ℌ. Then the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ prox_{𝛾f𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in ℌ and prox_{𝛾 𝑓} 𝑥 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 prox_{𝛾f𝜔} � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(v) dom 𝑓 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(vi) Argmin 𝑓 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 Argmin f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(vii) Let 𝛽 ∈ [0, +∞[ and suppose that, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, dom f_𝜔 = H_𝜔 and f_𝜔 is Gâteaux differentiable on H_𝜔 . Then the following are equivalent:

(a) For 𝜇-almost every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, ∇f_𝜔 is 𝛽-Lipschitzian. (b) dom 𝑓 = H, 𝑓 is Fréchet differentiable, and ∇𝑓 is 𝛽-Lipschitzian.

(viii) Let 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[. Then^𝛾 𝑓 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝛾f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(ix) 𝑓^∗ =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 f^∗_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(x) rec 𝑓 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 rec f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

Proof. According to (4.16), there exists 𝛯 ∈ F such that

𝜇(𝛯) = 0 (4.18) and (∀𝑥 ∈ 𝔊) � ∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯 � f_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � � ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑠^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} + 𝜗 (𝜔). (4.19)

Let us define

𝑝 : 𝜔 ↦→ prox_{f𝜔} � 𝑟 (𝜔) + 𝑠^∗ (𝜔) � . (4.20)

Since 𝑟 + 𝑠^∗ ∈ ℌ, Assumption 4.6[B] ensures that 𝑝 ∈ 𝔊. In addition, we deduce from [3, Proposition 16.44] that

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑟 (𝜔) + 𝑠^∗ (𝜔) − 𝑝 (𝜔) ∈ 𝜕f_𝜔 � 𝑝 (𝜔) � (4.21)

and, in turn, from (2.2) and (4.19) that � ∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛯 � f_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � − ⟨𝑟 (𝜔) | 𝑠^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} � f_𝜔 � 𝑝 (𝜔) � + � 𝑟 (𝜔) − 𝑝 (𝜔) � 𝑟 (𝜔) + 𝑠^∗ (𝜔) − 𝑝 (𝜔) � H_𝜔 − ⟨𝑟 (𝜔) | 𝑠

∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} = f_𝜔 � 𝑝 (𝜔) � − ⟨𝑝 (𝜔) | 𝑠^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} + ‖𝑟 (𝜔) − 𝑝 (𝜔) ‖^2_{H𝜔} � 𝜗 (𝜔) + ‖𝑟 (𝜔) − 𝑝 (𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} . (4.22)

On the other hand, thanks to items [C] and [D] in Assumption 4.6, the function 𝜔 ↦→ f_𝜔 (𝑟 (𝜔)) − ⟨𝑟 (𝜔) | 𝑠^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} − 𝜗 (𝜔) lies in L^1 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; R). Therefore, it results from (4.22) that 𝑟 − 𝑝 ∈ ℌ and, since 𝑟 ∈ ℌ by Assumption 4.6[C], we get

𝑝 ∈ ℌ. (4.23)

Now set 𝐴 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝜕f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.24)

Assumption 4.6[A] and [28, Proposition 12.b] imply that the operators (𝜕f_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} are maximally monotone. Moreover, since 𝑟 + 𝑠^∗ ∈ ℌ, we infer from (4.21) and (4.23) that 𝑝 ∈ dom 𝐴. Moreover, Assumption 4.6[B] and [3, Example 23.3] guarantee that, for every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{𝜕f𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. Altogether,

the family (𝜕f_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} satisfies the assumption of Theorem 3.8. (4.25)

Hence, it follows from Theorem 3.8(i) that

𝐴 is maximally monotone (4.26)

and from Theorem 3.8(ii)(a) and [3, Example 23.3] that � ∀𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[ � (∀𝑥 ∈ ℌ) the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ prox_{𝛾f𝜔} � 𝑥 (𝜔) � lies in ℌ. (4.27)

(i): We must show that, for every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the function 𝛺 → ]−∞, +∞] : 𝜔 ↦→ f_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) is Fmeasurable. To do so, we employ a Moreau envelope approximation technique inspired by [1]. Take 𝑥 ∈ ℌ. For every 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[, let 𝛹_𝛾 be the mapping defined on [0, 1] × 𝛺 by � ∀(𝑡, 𝜔) ∈ [0, 1] × 𝛺 � 𝛹_𝛾 (𝑡, 𝜔) = 𝑟 (𝜔) +𝑡 � 𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝑟 (𝜔) � − prox_{𝛾f𝜔} � 𝑟 (𝜔) + 𝑡 � 𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝑟 (𝜔) � (4.28)

and define

𝜙_𝛾 : [0, 1] × 𝛺 → R: (𝑡, 𝜔) ↦→ � 𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝑟 (𝜔) � 𝛹_𝛾 (𝑡, 𝜔) � H_𝜔 . (4.29)

Then, for every 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[, the continuity of the mappings (𝛹_𝛾 ( ·, 𝜔))_{𝜔∈𝛺} ensures that the functions (𝜙_𝛾 ( ·, 𝜔))_{𝜔∈𝛺} are continuous, while (4.27) and Lemma 2.2(i) ensure that the functions (𝜙_𝛾 (𝑡, ·))_{𝑡∈[0,1]} are F-measurable. Hence, the functions (𝜙_𝛾 )_{𝛾∈]0,+∞[} are B_{[0,1]} ⊗ F-measurable [14, Lemma III.14]. In turn, invoking the fact that (𝛺, F, 𝜇) is 𝜎-finite, we deduce that, for every 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[, the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→^{R 1}_0 𝜙_𝛾 (𝑡, 𝜔)𝑑𝑡 is F-measurable. Therefore, for every 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[, since [3, Proposition 12.30] implies that

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺)^𝛾f_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � −^𝛾f_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � = 𝛾^{−1} Z 1 0 � 𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝑟 (𝜔) � 𝛹_𝛾 (𝑡, 𝜔) � H_𝜔 𝑑𝑡 = 𝛾 −1 Z 1 0 𝜙_𝛾 (𝑡, 𝜔)𝑑𝑡, (4.30)

we infer that the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→^𝛾f_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) −^𝛾f_𝜔 (𝑟 (𝜔)) is F-measurable. However, [3, Proposition 12.33(ii)] and Assumption 4.6[C] give

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) f_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � − f_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � = lim_{𝛾↓0}

�_𝛾

f_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � −^𝛾f_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � . (4.31)

Hence, the function 𝛺 → ]−∞, +∞] : 𝜔 ↦→ f_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) − f_𝜔 (𝑟 (𝜔)) is F-measurable. Consequently, invoking Assumption 4.6[C] once more, we conclude that the function 𝛺 → ]−∞, +∞] : 𝜔 ↦→ f_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) is F-measurable.

(ii): By (4.19), (4.18), and Assumption 4.6[D],

(∀𝑥 ∈ H) 𝑓 (𝑥) = Z 𝛺 f_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � Z 𝛺 ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑠^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) + Z 𝛺 𝜗 (𝜔)𝜇(𝑑𝜔) > −∞, (4.32)

which yields

−∞ ∉ 𝑓 (H). (4.33)

At the same time, since the functions (f_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} are convex by Assumption 4.6[A], so is 𝑓 . Moreover, Assumption 4.6[C] implies that dom 𝑓 ≠ ∅. Therefore, it remains to show that 𝑓 is lower semicontinuous. Take 𝜉 ∈ R, let (𝑥_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} be a sequence in H, let 𝑥 ∈ H, and suppose that

sup_{𝑛∈N} 𝑓 (𝑥_𝑛) � 𝜉 and 𝑥_𝑛 → 𝑥. (4.34)

Then Lemma 2.3 asserts that there exists a strictly increasing sequence (𝑘_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in N such that (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔) → 𝑥 (𝜔). Let us define

(∀𝑛 ∈ N) 𝜚_𝑛 : 𝛺 → ]−∞, +∞] : 𝜔 ↦→ f_𝜔 � 𝑥_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔) � − ⟨𝑥_{𝑘𝑛} (𝜔) | 𝑠^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} . (4.35) By (i) and Lemma 2.2(i), the functions (𝜚_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} are F-measurable. Additionally,

(∀𝑛 ∈ N) 𝜚_𝑛 � 𝜗 𝜇-a.e. and Z 𝛺 𝜚_𝑛 (𝜔)𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = 𝑓 (𝑥_{𝑘𝑛} ) − ⟨𝑥_{𝑘𝑛} | 𝑠^∗⟩_H , (4.36) and, since the functions (f_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} are lower semicontinuous, (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) f_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) − ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑠^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} � lim 𝜚_𝑛 (𝜔). Thus, we derive from Fatou’s lemma and (4.34) that

𝑓 (𝑥) − ⟨𝑥 | 𝑠^∗⟩_H = Z 𝛺 � f_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � − ⟨𝑥 (𝜔) | 𝑠^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � Z 𝛺 lim 𝜚_𝑛 (𝜔) 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � lim Z 𝛺 𝜚_𝑛 (𝜔)𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = lim � 𝑓 (𝑥_{𝑘𝑛} ) − ⟨𝑥_{𝑘𝑛} | 𝑠^∗⟩_H � � 𝜉 − ⟨𝑥 | 𝑠^∗⟩_H . (4.37) Hence 𝑓 (𝑥) � 𝜉 and we conclude via [3, Lemma 1.24] that 𝑓 is lower semicontinuous.

(iii): Let (𝑥, 𝑥^∗) ∈ gra 𝐴 and let 𝛩 ∈ F be such that 𝜇(𝛩) = 0 and (∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛩) 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) ∈ 𝜕f_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)). For every 𝑦 ∈ H, thanks to the inequality � ∀𝜔 ∈ ∁𝛩 � � 𝑦(𝜔) − 𝑥 (𝜔) � � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔)�_{H𝜔} + f_𝜔 �𝑥 (𝜔)� � f_𝜔 �𝑦(𝜔)�, (4.38) we obtain ⟨𝑦 − 𝑥 | 𝑥^∗⟩_H + 𝑓 (𝑥) � 𝑓 (𝑦). Hence, (𝑥, 𝑥^∗) ∈ gra 𝜕𝑓 and we thus have gra 𝐴 ⊂ gra 𝜕𝑓 . Consequently, the monotonicity of 𝜕𝑓 and (4.26) force 𝜕𝑓 = 𝐴.

(iv): Combine (ii), [3, Example 23.3], (iii), (4.25), and Theorem 3.8(ii)(a). (v): We derive from (ii), [3, Proposition 16.38], (iii), (4.25), and Theorem 3.8(iii) that

dom 𝑓 = dom 𝜕𝑓 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom 𝜕f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.39)

This shows that^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 dom f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) is a closed subset of H. On the other hand, for every 𝑥 ∈ dom 𝑓 , it results from Definition 1.4 that, for 𝜇-almost every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, 𝑥 (𝜔) ∈ dom f_𝜔 and, therefore, that 𝑥 ∈^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 dom f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). Consequently,

dom 𝑓 ⊂

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) ⊂

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = dom 𝑓 , (4.40) which yields the desired identities.

(vi): This follows from Fermat’s rule, (iii), and Proposition 3.2(iii).

(vii): Appealing to (4.25), we deduce from Theorem 3.8(v)(a) and [3, Proposition 17.31(i)] that, for every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→^0(𝜕f_𝜔 )(𝑥 (𝜔)) = ∇f_𝜔 (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. In addition, by (iii),

𝜕𝑓 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 ∇f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.41)

Furthermore, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, [3, Corollary 17.40] asserts that ∇f_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → H_𝜔 is strong-to-weak continuous. Consequently, in the light of [3, Proposition 17.41], the assertion follows from Proposition 3.4(i) applied to the operators (∇f_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} .

(viii): Take 𝑥 ∈ ℌ and define 𝑞 : 𝜔 ↦→ prox_{𝛾f𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)). Then (iv) asserts that 𝑞 ∈ ℌ and 𝑞 = prox_{𝛾 𝑓} 𝑥. Hence, we derive from (ii), [3, Remark 12.24], and Definition 1.4 that

𝛾 𝑓 (𝑥) = 𝑓 � prox_{𝛾 𝑓} 𝑥 � + (2𝛾)^{−1} ‖𝑥 − prox_{𝛾 𝑓} 𝑥 ‖^2_H = Z 𝛺 � f_𝜔 � 𝑞(𝜔) � + (2𝛾)^{−1} ‖𝑥 (𝜔) − 𝑞(𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = Z 𝛺 𝛾f_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔), (4.42)

as claimed.

(ix): Let 𝑥^∗ ∈ ℌ, let (𝛾_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} be a sequence in ]0, 1[ such that 𝛾_𝑛 ↓ 0, and define

(∀𝑛 ∈ N) 𝜗_𝑛 : 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→^{𝛾𝑛} � f^∗_𝜔 � � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � . (4.43)

For every 𝑛 ∈ N, since Moreau’s decomposition theorem [3, Theorem 14.3(i)] gives

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝜗_𝑛 (𝜔) = 𝛾^{−1}_𝑛 ‖𝑥^∗ (𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} −^{𝛾−1𝑛} f_𝜔 � 𝛾^{−1}_𝑛 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � , (4.44)

it follows from (viii) that 𝜗_𝑛 ∈ L^1 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; R). Further, we deduce from [3, Proposition 12.33(ii)] that

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) � 𝜗_𝑛 (𝜔) � 𝑛∈N is increasing and 𝜗_𝑛 (𝜔) ↑ f^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � (4.45)

and, therefore, that the function 𝛺 → ]−∞, +∞] : 𝜔 ↦→ f^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔)) is F-measurable. On the other hand, invoking (4.44), (viii), Moreau’s decomposition theorem, and [3, Proposition 12.33(ii)], we obtain Z 𝛺 𝜗_𝑛 (𝜔)𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = Z 𝛺 � 𝛾^{−1}_𝑛 ‖𝑥^∗ (𝜔)‖^2_{H𝜔} −^{𝛾−1𝑛} f_𝜔 � 𝛾^{−1}_𝑛 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔)

= 𝛾^{−1}_𝑛 ‖𝑥^∗ ‖^2_H −^{𝛾−1𝑛} 𝑓 � 𝛾^{−1}_𝑛 𝑥^∗ � =^{𝛾𝑛} (𝑓^∗)(𝑥^∗) → 𝑓^∗ (𝑥^∗) as 𝑛 → +∞. (4.46)

Thus, in view of (4.45), we infer from the Beppo Levi monotone convergence theorem [5, Theorem 2.8.2 and Corollary 2.8.6] that

𝑓^∗ (𝑥^∗) = lim Z 𝛺 𝜗_𝑛 (𝜔)𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = Z 𝛺 lim 𝜗_𝑛 (𝜔) 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = Z 𝛺 f^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.47)

(x): Assumption 4.6[C] ensures that (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑟 (𝜔) ∈ dom f_𝜔 . Now take 𝑥 ∈ H and set � ∀𝛼 ∈ ]0, +∞[ � 𝜃_𝛼 : 𝛺 → ]−∞, +∞] : 𝜔 ↦→ f_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) + 𝛼𝑥 (𝜔) � − f_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � 𝛼 . (4.48)

Then, for every 𝛼 ∈ ]0, +∞[, since 𝑟 + 𝛼𝑥 ∈ ℌ and 𝑟 ∈ ℌ, it results from (i) that 𝜃_𝛼 is F-measurable. On the other hand, by Assumption 4.6[A] and [3, Propositions 9.27 and 9.30(ii)], we obtain

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) the net � 𝜃_𝛼 (𝜔) � 𝛼∈]0,+∞[ is increasing and (rec f𝜔 ) � 𝑥 (𝜔) � = lim_{𝛼↑+∞} 𝜃_𝛼 (𝜔). (4.49)

Altogether, we infer from the Beppo Levi monotone convergence theorem, Assumption 4.6[C], (ii), and [3, Proposition 9.30(ii)] that Z 𝛺 (rec f_𝜔 ) � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = Z 𝛺 lim_{𝛼↑+∞} 𝜃_𝛼 (𝜔) 𝜇(𝑑𝜔)

= lim_{𝛼↑+∞} Z 𝛺 𝜃_𝛼 (𝜔)𝜇(𝑑𝜔)

= lim_{𝛼↑+∞} 1 𝛼 �_Z 𝛺 f_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) + 𝛼𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) − Z 𝛺 f_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) �

= lim_{𝛼↑+∞} 𝑓 (𝑟 + 𝛼𝑥) − 𝑓 (𝑟) 𝛼 = (rec 𝑓 )(𝑥), (4.50)

which completes the proof.

Remark 4.8. Consider Theorem 4.7 in the special case of Example 2.1(iv). Then (ii), (iii), (iv), (ix), and (x) were obtained, respectively, in [34, Corollary, p. 227], [34, Equation (25)], [3, Proposition 24.13], [34, Theorem 2], and [4, Proposition II.1]. On the other hand, in the special case of Example 2.1(iii), (iv) was obtained in [18, Corollary 2.2].

Example 4.9. Consider the setting of Example 2.1(iii) and suppose, in addition, that (∀𝑘 ∈ N) 𝛼_𝑘 = 1 and H_𝑘 = R. Then H = ℓ^2 (N). Now set (∀𝑘 ∈ N) f_𝑘 = | · |. Then dom �_{𝔊Z ⊕} 𝛺 f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � = ℓ^1 (N) ≠ ℓ^2 (N) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 dom f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.51)

Thus, the closure operation in Theorem 4.7(v) must not be omitted.

Every maximally monotone operator on R is the subdifferential of a function in 𝛤_0 (R) [3, Corollary 22.23]. The following result is an extension of this fact.

Corollary 4.10. Let (𝛺, F, 𝜇) be a complete 𝜎-finite measure space and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let A_𝜔 : R → 2^R be maximally monotone. Set H = 𝐿^2 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; R) and

𝐴 : H → 2^H : 𝑥 ↦→ � 𝑥^∗ ∈ H | (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � . (4.52)

Then the following are equivalent:

(i) 𝐴 is maximally monotone.

(ii) There exists 𝑓 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H) such that 𝐴 = 𝜕𝑓 .

(iii) dom 𝐴 ≠ ∅ and, for every x ∈ R, the function 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{A𝜔} x is F-measurable.

Proof. (ii)⇒(i): Use Moreau’s theorem [28, Proposition 12.b].

(i)⇒(iii): This is a special case of Corollary 3.10. (iii)⇒(ii): Set 𝔊 = � 𝑥 : 𝛺 → R | 𝑥 is F-measurable � . Then, as seen in Example 2.1(iv), H =

𝔊R ⊕

𝛺 R 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). For every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, [3, Corollary 22.23] asserts that there exists g_𝜔 ∈ 𝛤_0 (R) such that A_𝜔 = 𝜕g_𝜔 . Next, since dom 𝐴 ≠ ∅ and (𝛺, F, 𝜇) is complete, there exist 𝑟 and 𝑠^∗ in L^2 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; R) such that

(∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑠^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � = 𝜕g_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � (4.53) and (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑟 (𝜔) ∈ dom A_𝜔 ⊂ dom g_𝜔 . (4.54) Now set

(∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) f_𝜔 = g_𝜔 − g_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � . (4.55) Then the functions (f_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} lie in 𝛤_0 (R) and, by [3, Proposition 24.8(i) and Example 23.3], (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) prox_{f𝜔} = prox_{g𝜔} = 𝐽_{A𝜔} . In turn, appealing to the continuity of the operators (𝐽_{A𝜔} )_{𝜔∈𝛺} , we deduce from [14, Lemma III.14] that the mapping 𝛺 × R → R: (𝜔, x) ↦→ prox_{f𝜔} x is F ⊗ B_R-measurable. Therefore, for every 𝑥 ∈ L^2 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; R), the mapping 𝛺 → R: 𝜔 ↦→ prox_{f𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. Next, we get from (4.55) and (4.54) that (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) f_𝜔 (𝑟 (𝜔)) = 0. Moreover, by (4.53),

(∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺)(∀x ∈ R) f_𝜔 (x) = g_𝜔 (x) − g_𝜔 � 𝑟 (𝜔) � � � x − 𝑟 (𝜔) � 𝑠^∗ (𝜔) = x𝑠^∗ (𝜔) − 𝑟 (𝜔)𝑠^∗ (𝜔). (4.56) Hence, since 𝜔 ↦→ 𝑟 (𝜔)𝑠^∗ (𝜔) lies in L^1 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; R), the family (f_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} satisfies the assumption of Theorem 4.7. Altogether, we conclude via Theorem 4.7(ii) that

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) ∈ 𝛤_0 (H) (4.57) and via Theorem 4.7(iii) and (4.52) that 𝜕 �_{𝔊Z ⊕} 𝛺 f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝜕f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = 𝐴, (4.58) as desired.

Corollary 4.11. Let (A_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N} be a family of maximally monotone operators from R to 2^R, and define 𝐴 : ℓ^2 (N) → 2^{ℓ2(N)} : (x_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N} ↦→ � (x^∗_𝑘 )_{𝑘∈N} ∈ ℓ^2 (N) | (∀𝑘 ∈ N) x^∗_𝑘 ∈ A_𝑘 x_𝑘 � . (4.59) Suppose that dom 𝐴 ≠ ∅. Then 𝐴 is maximally monotone and there exists 𝑓 ∈ 𝛤_0 (ℓ^2 (N)) such that 𝐴 = 𝜕𝑓 .

Proof. Apply Corollary 4.10 to the case where 𝛺 = N, F = 2^N, and 𝜇 is the counting measure. Corollary 4.12. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let C_𝜔 be a nonempty closed convex subset of H_𝜔 . Set 𝐶 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 C_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.60) Suppose that 𝐶 ≠ ∅ and that, for every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ proj_{C𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. Then the following hold:

(i) 𝐶 is a closed convex subset of H. (ii) 𝑁_𝐶 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝑁_{C𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(iii) proj_𝐶 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 proj_{C𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(iv) 𝑑^2_𝐶 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝑑^2_{C𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(v) 𝜎_𝐶 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝜎_{C𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(vi) Suppose that, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, C_𝜔 is a cone in H_𝜔 . Then 𝐶^⊖ =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 C^⊖_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

(vii) Suppose that, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, C_𝜔 is a vector subspace of H_𝜔 . Then 𝐶^⊥ =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 C^⊥_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔).

Proof. Set (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) f_𝜔 = 𝜄_{C𝜔} . Then, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, f_𝜔 ∈ 𝛤_0 (H_𝜔 ), f_𝜔 � 0, and prox_{f𝜔} = proj_{C𝜔} . Moreover, since 𝐶 ≠ ∅ and (𝛺, F, 𝜇) is complete, there exists 𝑟 ∈ ℌ such that, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, 𝑟 (𝜔) ∈ C_𝜔 or, equivalently, f_𝜔 (𝑟 (𝜔)) = 0. Altogether, the family (f_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} satisfies the assumption of Theorem 4.7. Therefore, in view of items (i) and (ii) in Theorem 4.7, 𝑓 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) is well defined and lies in 𝛤_0 � H � . (4.61) (i): Using Definitions 1.4 and 3.1, together with (4.60), we obtain

(∀𝑥 ∈ H) 𝑓 (𝑥) = Z 𝛺 𝜄_{C𝜔} � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = � 0, if (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥 (𝜔) ∈ C_𝜔 ; +∞, otherwise = � 0, if 𝑥 ∈ 𝐶; +∞, otherwise = 𝜄_𝐶 (𝑥), (4.62) and the claim thus follows from (4.61).

(ii)–(v): In the light of (4.61) and (4.62), these follow from items (iii), (iv), (viii), and (ix) in Theorem 4.7, respectively.

(vi): We deduce from [3, Example 6.40] and (ii) that

𝐶^⊖ = 𝑁_𝐶 0 =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 � 𝑁_{C𝜔} 0 � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 C^⊖_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.63) (vii): Use (vi) and [3, Proposition 6.23].

Proposition 4.13. Suppose that Assumption 4.6 is in force. Let G be a separable real Hilbert space and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let L_𝜔 : G → H_𝜔 be linear and bounded. Suppose that, for every z ∈ G, the mapping 𝔢_Lz: 𝜔 ↦→ L_𝜔 z lies in 𝔊. Additionally, suppose that^R_𝛺 ‖L_𝜔 ‖^2𝜇(𝑑𝜔) < +∞ and that there exists w ∈ G such that^R_𝛺 f_𝜔 (L_𝜔 w)𝜇(𝑑𝜔) < +∞. Define

g: G → ]−∞, +∞] : z ↦→ Z 𝛺 f_𝜔 � L_𝜔 z � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.64) Then the following hold:

(i) g is well defined and lies in 𝛤_0 (G).

(ii) Let (z, z^∗) ∈ G × G. Then z^∗ ∈ 𝜕g(z) if and only if there exist sequences (𝛾_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in ]0, +∞[ and (z_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in G such that

𝛾_𝑛 ↓ 0, z_𝑛 → z, and Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � prox_𝛾−1_{𝑛 f}∗_𝜔 � 𝛾^{−1}_𝑛 L_𝜔 z_𝑛 � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) → z^∗. (4.65)

Proof. Theorem 4.7(i)–(ii) state that 𝑓 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 f_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) is well defined and lies in 𝛤_0 � H � . (4.66)

On the other hand, according to Proposition 3.12(ii),

𝐿 : G → H : z ↦→ 𝔢_Lz is well defined, linear, and bounded. (4.67)

(i): Because 𝐿w ∈ dom 𝑓 , it follows from (4.64), (4.66), and (4.67) that

g = 𝑓 ∘ 𝐿 ∈ 𝛤_0 (G). (4.68)

(ii): It results from Theorem 4.7(iii), Proposition 3.5, and Moreau’s decomposition [3, Theorem 14.3(ii)] that � ∀𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[

�_𝛾 (𝜕𝑓 ) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 𝛾 (𝜕f_𝜔 )𝜇(𝑑𝜔) =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 prox_𝛾−1_{f𝜔} ∘𝛾^{−1}Id_{H𝜔} 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.69)

Hence, for every 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[ and every w ∈ G, since 𝔢_Lw: 𝜔 ↦→ L_𝜔 w is a representative in ℌ of 𝐿w, Proposition 3.12(v) implies that

𝐿^∗

�_𝛾 (𝜕𝑓 )(𝐿w) � = Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � prox_𝛾−1_f∗_𝜔 � 𝛾^{−1}L_𝜔 w � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (4.70)

In addition, appealing to (4.66), (4.67), and (4.68), we derive from [32, Theorem 4.1] and a remark on [32, p. 88] that gra 𝜕g is the set of points (w, w^∗) ∈ G × G for which there exist sequences (𝛾_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in ]0, +∞[ and (w_𝑛)_{𝑛∈N} in G such that 𝛾_𝑛 ↓ 0, w_𝑛 → w, and 𝐿^∗ (^{𝛾𝑛} (𝜕𝑓 )(𝐿w_𝑛)) → w^∗_𝑛. Altogether, the proof is complete.

§5. Application to integral composite inclusion problems

Let G and (H_𝑘 )_{1�𝑘�𝑝} be real Hilbert spaces. For every 𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑝}, let A_𝑘 : H_𝑘 → 2^{H𝑘} be monotone and let L_𝑘 : G → H_𝑘 be linear and bounded. Finite compositions of the form

�_𝑝 𝑘=1 L^∗_𝑘 ∘ A_𝑘 ∘ L_𝑘 arise in many theoretical and modeling aspects of monotone operator theory [3, 8, 16, 21, 22]. The main object of this section is to extend this construction to arbitrary families of monotone and linear operators. More precisely, our focus is on the following monotonicity-preserving operation, which involves the Aumann integral of (2.4).

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that Assumption 1.2 is in force. Let G be a separable real Hilbert space and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let A_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → 2^{H𝜔} be monotone and let L_𝜔 : G → H_𝜔 be linear and bounded. Then

M: G → 2^G : z ↦→ Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � A_𝜔 (L_𝜔 z) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) (5.1)

is monotone.

Proof. Suppose that (z, z^∗) and (w, w^∗) are in gra M. Then, by (2.4), there exist 𝑥^∗ and 𝑦^∗ in

�_{𝜔∈𝛺} H_𝜔 such that � � � �

(∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 (L_𝜔 z) and 𝑦^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 (L_𝜔 w) the mappings 𝜔 ↦→ L^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔)) and 𝜔 ↦→ L^∗_𝜔 (𝑦^∗ (𝜔)) lie in L^1 (𝛺, F, 𝜇; G) R 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔))𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = z^∗ and^R_𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 (𝑦^∗ (𝜔))𝜇(𝑑𝜔) = w^∗.

(5.2)

The monotonicity of the operators (A_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} ensures that

(∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) � z − w � � L^∗_𝜔 �𝑥^∗ (𝜔)� − L^∗_𝜔 �𝑦^∗ (𝜔)�_G = ⟨L_𝜔 z − L_𝜔 w | 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) − 𝑦^∗ (𝜔)⟩_{H𝜔} � 0. (5.3)

Therefore, using [36, Théorème 5.8.16], we obtain

⟨z − w | z^∗ − w^∗⟩_G = � z − w � � � Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) − Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑦^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � G = Z 𝛺 � z − w � � L^∗_𝜔 �𝑥^∗ (𝜔)� − L^∗_𝜔 �𝑦^∗ (𝜔)�_G 𝜇(𝑑𝜔)

� 0, (5.4)

which yields the assertion.

The inclusion problem under investigation involves the integral composite operator (5.1) and is placed in the following environment.

Assumption 5.2. Assumption 1.2 and the following are in force:

[A] G is a separable real Hilbert space.

[B] For every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, L_𝜔 : G → H_𝜔 is linear and bounded. [C] For every z ∈ G, the mapping 𝔢_Lz: 𝜔 ↦→ L_𝜔 z lies in 𝔊. [D]^R_𝛺 ‖L_𝜔 ‖^2𝜇(𝑑𝜔) < +∞.

Problem 5.3. Suppose that Assumptions 3.6 and 5.2 are in force, and let W: G → 2^G be maximally monotone. The objective is to

find z ∈ G such that 0 ∈ Wz + Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � A_𝜔 (L_𝜔 z) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (5.5)

In traditional variational methods, duality provides a powerful framework to analyze and solve minimization problems [3, 21, 35]. More generally, for inclusion problems, notions of duality have been proposed at various levels of generality [10, 17, 31, 33] in the context of Example 2.1(i), which corresponds to the inclusion problem

find z ∈ G such that 0 ∈ Wz + 𝑝� 𝑘=1 L^∗_𝑘 � A_𝑘 (L_𝑘 z) � . (5.6)

The next theorem extends duality concepts to the general setting of Problem 5.3.

Theorem 5.4. Consider the setting of Problem 5.3, as well as the dual problem

find 𝑥^∗ ∈ H such that � ∃ z ∈ W^{−1} � − Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) L_𝜔 z ∈ A^{−1}_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � , (5.7)

and denote by Z and 𝑍^∗ the sets of solutions to (5.5) and (5.7), respectively. Let K be the Kuhn–Tucker operator associated to Problem 5.3, that is,

K: G ⊕ H → 2^{G⊕H}

(z, 𝑥^∗) ↦→ � Wz + Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � × � −𝔢_Lz +

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A^{−1}_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � , (5.8)

and let S be the saddle operator associated to Problem 5.3, that is,

S: G ⊕ H ⊕ H → 2^{G⊕H ⊕H}

(z, 𝑥, 𝑢^∗) ↦→ � Wz + Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑢^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � × �_{𝔊Z ⊕} 𝛺 A_𝜔 � 𝑥 (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) − 𝑢^∗ � × � −𝔢_Lz + 𝑥 � . (5.9)

Then the following hold:

(i) K and S are maximally monotone. (ii) zer K and zer S are closed and convex.

(iii) Let (z, 𝑥^∗) ∈ G × H. Then (z, 𝑥^∗) ∈ zer K ⇒ (z, 𝑥^∗) ∈ Z × 𝑍^∗. (iv) Let (z, 𝑥, 𝑢^∗) ∈ G × H × H. Then (z, 𝑥, 𝑢^∗) ∈ zer S ⇒ (z, 𝑢^∗) ∈ Z × 𝑍^∗. (v) zer S ≠ ∅ ⇔ zer K ≠ ∅ ⇔ 𝑍^∗ ≠ ∅ ⇒ Z ≠ ∅.

Proof. Set 𝐴 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (5.10)

Theorem 3.8(i) states that

𝐴 is maximally monotone, (5.11)

while Proposition 3.2(iv) states that

𝐴^{−1} =

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A^{−1}_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (5.12)

Moreover, in view of Assumption 5.2, items (ii) and (v) of Proposition 3.12 imply that the operator

𝐿 : G → H : z ↦→ 𝔢_Lz (5.13)

is well defined, linear, and bounded, with adjoint

𝐿^∗ : H → G: 𝑥^∗ ↦→ Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (5.14)

Hence, we deduce from (5.8) that

K: G ⊕ H → 2^{G⊕H} : (z, 𝑥^∗) ↦→ � Wz + 𝐿^∗𝑥^∗ � × � −𝐿z + 𝐴^{−1}𝑥^∗ � (5.15) and from (5.9) that

S : G ⊕ H ⊕ H → 2^{G⊕H ⊕H} : (z, 𝑥, 𝑢^∗) ↦→ � Wz + 𝐿^∗𝑢^∗ � × (𝐴𝑥 − 𝑢^∗) × � −𝐿z + 𝑥 � . (5.16)

Additionally, the dual problem (5.7) can be rewritten as

find 𝑥^∗ ∈ H such that 0 ∈ −𝐿 � W^{−1} (−𝐿^∗𝑥^∗) � + 𝐴^{−1}𝑥^∗. (5.17)

(i): In view of (5.11) and the maximal monotonicity of W, it follows from (5.15) and [3, Proposition 26.32(iii)] that K is maximally monotone, and from (5.16) and [9, Lemma 2.2(ii)] that S is maximally monotone.

(ii): Combine (i) and [3, Proposition 23.39].

(iii): Suppose that (z, 𝑥^∗) ∈ zer K. Then, by (5.15), 𝐿z ∈ 𝐴^{−1}𝑥^∗ or, equivalently, 𝑥^∗ ∈ 𝐴(𝐿z). Therefore, it follows from (5.13), Assumption 5.2[C], and (5.10) that, for 𝜇-almost every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) ∈ A_𝜔 (L_𝜔 z) and, in turn, that L^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔)) ∈ L^∗_𝜔 (A_𝜔 (L_𝜔 z)). Hence, because Proposition 3.12(iv) asserts that the mapping 𝛺 → G: 𝜔 ↦→ L^∗_𝜔 (𝑥^∗ (𝜔)) is 𝜇-integrable, we infer from (5.8) and (2.4) that

0 ∈ Wz + Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) ⊂ Wz + Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � A_𝜔 (L_𝜔 z) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (5.18)

Finally, since (z, 𝑥^∗) ∈ zer K, it follows from [3, Proposition 26.33(ii)] that 𝑥^∗ solves (5.17) and, therefore, (5.7).

(iv): Argue as in (iii).

(v): By virtue of (5.15), (5.16), and (5.17), the equivalences zer S ≠ ∅ ⇔ zer K ≠ ∅ ⇔ 𝑍^∗ ≠ ∅ follow from [9, Lemma 2.2(iv)], while the implication zer K ≠ ∅ ⇒ Z ≠ ∅ follows from (iii).

Remark 5.5. Consider the setting of Theorem 5.4, and define 𝐴 as in (5.10) and 𝐿 as in (5.13).

(i) zer(W + 𝐿^∗ ∘ 𝐴 ∘ 𝐿) is a subset of Z which, in general, is proper.

(ii) According to Theorem 5.4(iii)–(iv), to solve (5.5) and its dual (5.7), it is enough to find a zero of the operator K of (5.8) or of the operator S of (5.9). This can be achieved by using splitting algorithms [16]. For instance, to find a zero of S, each operator A_𝜔 is decomposed as A_𝜔 = A^m_𝜔 + A^c_𝜔 + A^l_𝜔 , where A^m_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → 2^{H𝜔} is maximally monotone, A^c_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → H_𝜔 is cocoercive, and A^l_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → H_𝜔 is monotone and Lipschitzian. Thus, 𝐴 is decomposed as 𝐴 = 𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A^m_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) +

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A^c_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) +

𝔊Z ⊕ 𝛺 A^l_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (5.19)

One can then employ the algorithm of [16, Section 8.5]. It requires the resolvent of^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 A^m_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔), which can be implemented via Theorem 3.8(ii)(a), as well as Euler steps on^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 A^c_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) and

𝔊R ⊕

𝛺 A^l_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔), which can be implemented via Proposition 3.4(i)–(ii).

We conclude the paper by providing a few illustrations of Problem 5.3 and the proposed duality framework; see [12] for further applications.

Example 5.6. In the setting of Example 2.1(i), the primal inclusion (5.5) reduces to (5.6) and Theorem 5.4 specializes to results found in [10, Proposition 1].

Example 5.7. Suppose that Assumptions 4.6 and 5.2 are in force, let g ∈ 𝛤_0 (G), and suppose that there exists 𝑧^∗ ∈ ℌ such that � ∃ w ∈ 𝜕g^∗ � − Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑧^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) L_𝜔 w ∈ 𝜕f^∗_𝜔 � 𝑧^∗ (𝜔) � . (5.20)

Now set W = 𝜕g and (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) A_𝜔 = 𝜕f_𝜔 . Then it follows from Theorem 4.7, Proposition 3.12, and standard convex calculus that every solution to the primal problem (5.5) solves

minimize z∈G g(z) + Z 𝛺 f_𝜔 � L_𝜔 z � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔), (5.21)

and every solution to the dual problem (5.7) solves

minimize

𝑥^∗∈H

g^∗ � − Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � + Z 𝛺 f^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔). (5.22)

A noteworthy instance is when 𝜇 is a probability measure and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, H_𝜔 = G and L_𝜔 = Id_G. In this setting, (5.21) describes a standard stochastic optimization problem [29]. Our setting makes it possible to extend such stochastic problems to composite ones involving functions acting on different spaces (H_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} .

Example 5.8. Suppose that Assumption 5.2 is in force, let W: G → 2^G be maximally monotone, and, for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, let B_𝜔 : H_𝜔 → 2^{H𝜔} be maximally monotone. Additionally, suppose that dom^{𝔊R ⊕}_𝛺 B_𝜔 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) ≠ ∅ and that, for every 𝑥 ∈ ℌ, the mapping 𝜔 ↦→ 𝐽_{B𝜔} (𝑥 (𝜔)) lies in 𝔊. Now let 𝛾 ∈ ]0, +∞[ and set (∀𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) A_𝜔 =^𝛾B_𝜔 . Then, by Theorem 3.8(ii)(b) and Proposition 3.4(ii), the family (A_𝜔 )_{𝜔∈𝛺} satisfies Assumption 3.6. Further, the primal problem (5.5) becomes

find z ∈ G such that 0 ∈ Wz + Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔

�_𝛾

B_𝜔 (L_𝜔 z) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔), (5.23)

and the dual problem (5.7) reads

find 𝑥^∗ ∈ H such that � ∃ z ∈ W^{−1} � − Z 𝛺 L^∗_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � 𝜇(𝑑𝜔) � (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) L_𝜔 z ∈ B^{−1}_𝜔 � 𝑥^∗ (𝜔) � + 𝛾𝑥^∗ (𝜔). (5.24)

As in the special case discussed in [19, Proposition 4.1], which is set in the context of Example 2.1(i), the inclusion (5.23) can be shown to be an exact relaxation of the inclusion problem

find z ∈ zer W such that (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺)^𝛾B_𝜔 (L_𝜔 z) = 0 (5.25)

or, equivalently, of the so-called split common zero problem

find z ∈ zer W such that (∀^𝜇𝜔 ∈ 𝛺) 0 ∈ B_𝜔 (L_𝜔 z) (5.26)

in the sense that, if (5.26) has solutions, they are the same as those of (5.23). If we further specialize to the case when 𝜇 is a probability measure, W = 0, and for every 𝜔 ∈ 𝛺, H_𝜔 = G, L_𝜔 = Id_G, and B_𝜔 = 𝑁_{C𝜔} , where C_𝜔 is a nonempty closed convex subset of G, then (5.26) collapses to the stochastic convex feasibility problem of [13].

References

[1] H. Attouch, Familles d’opérateurs maximaux monotones et mesurabilité, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl., vol. 120, pp. 35–111, 1979.

[2] S. Bartz, H. H. Bauschke, J. M. Borwein, S. Reich, and X. Wang, Fitzpatrick functions, cyclic monotonicity and Rockafellar’s antiderivative, Nonlinear Anal., vol. 66, pp. 1198–1223, 2007.

[3] H. H. Bauschke and P. L. Combettes, Convex Analysis and Monotone Operator Theory in Hilbert Spaces, 2nd ed. Springer, New York, 2017.

[4] J.-M. Bismut, Intégrales convexes et probabilités, J. Math. Anal. Appl., vol. 42, pp. 639–673, 1973. [5] V. I. Bogachev, Measure Theory, vol I. Springer, Berlin, 2007.

[6] H. Brézis, Opérateurs Maximaux Monotones et Semi-Groupes de Contractions dans les Espaces de Hilbert. North-Holland/Elsevier, New York, 1973.

[7] F. E. Browder, Nonlinear maximal monotone operators in Banach space, Math. Ann., vol. 175, pp.

89–113, 1968.

[8] F. E. Browder and C. P. Gupta, Monotone operators and nonlinear integral equations of Hammerstein type, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., vol. 75, pp. 1347–1353, 1969.

[9] M. N. Bùi and P. L. Combettes, Warped proximal iterations for monotone inclusions, J. Math.

Anal. Appl., vol. 491, art. 124315, 21 pp., 2020.

[10] M. N. Bùi and P. L. Combettes, Multivariate monotone inclusions in saddle form, Math. Oper.

Res., vol. 47, pp. 1082–1109, 2022.

[11] M. N. Bùi and P. L. Combettes, Interchange rules for integral functions.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04872 [12] M. N. Bùi and P. L. Combettes, Integral resolvent and proximal mixtures.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.04790.

[13] D. Butnariu and S. D. Flåm, Strong convergence of expected-projection methods in Hilbert spaces, Numer. Funct. Anal. Optim., vol. 16, pp. 601–636, 1995.

[14] C. Castaing and M. Valadier, Convex Analysis and Measurable Multifunctions. Springer, Berlin, 1977.

[15] T. Chaffey and R. Sepulchre, Monotone one-port circuits, IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 69, pp.

783–796, 2024.

[16] P. L. Combettes, The geometry of monotone operator splitting methods, Acta Numer., vol. 33, 2024, to appear.

[17] P. L. Combettes and J.-C. Pesquet, Primal-dual splitting algorithm for solving inclusions with mixtures of composite, Lipschitzian, and parallel-sum type monotone operators, Set-Valued Var. Anal., vol. 20, pp. 307–330, 2012.

[18] P. L. Combettes and Z. C. Woodstock, Reconstruction of functions from prescribed proximal points, J. Approx. Theory, vol. 268, art. 105606, 26 pp., 2021.

[19] P. L. Combettes and Z. C. Woodstock, A variational inequality model for the construction of signals from inconsistent nonlinear equations, SIAM J. Imaging Sci., vol. 15, pp. 84–109, 2022.

[20] J. Dixmier, Les Algèbres d’Opérateurs dans l’Espace Hilbertien (Algèbres de von Neumann), 2nd. ed.

Gauthier–Villars, Paris, 1969.

[21] I. Ekeland and R. Temam, Convex Analysis and Variational Problems. SIAM, Philadelphia, PA, 1999.

[22] N. Ghoussoub, Self-Dual Partial Differential Systems and Their Variational Principles. Springer, New York, 2009.

[23] R. Godement, Théorie générale des sommes continues d’espaces de Banach, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, vol. A228, pp. 1321–1323, 1949.

[24] R. Godement, Sur la théorie des représentations unitaires, Ann. of Math., vol. 53, pp. 68–124, 1951. [25] T. Hytönen, J. van Neerven, M. Veraar, and L. Weis, Analysis in Banach Spaces I – Martingales and Littlewood-Paley Theory. Springer, New York, 2016.

[26] M. Kondô, Sur les sommes directes des espaces linéaires, Proc. Imp. Acad. Tokyo, vol. 20, pp.

425–431, 1944.

[27] J. J. Moreau, Propriétés des applications “prox”, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, vol. A256, pp. 1069–1071, 1963.

[28] J. J. Moreau, Proximité et dualité dans un espace hilbertien, Bull. Soc. Math. France, vol. 93, pp.

273–299, 1965.

[29] A. Nemirovski, A. Juditsky, G. Lan, and A. Shapiro, Robust stochastic approximation approach to stochastic programming, SIAM J. Optim., vol. 19, pp. 1574–1609, 2009.

[30] J. von Neumann, On rings of operators. Reduction theory, Ann. of Math., vol. 50, pp. 401–485, 1949 (written in 1938).

[31] T. Pennanen, Dualization of generalized equations of maximal monotone type, SIAM J. Optim., vol. 10, pp. 809–835, 2000.

[32] T. Pennanen, J. P. Revalski, and M. Théra, Variational composition of a monotone operator and a linear mapping with applications to elliptic PDEs with singular coefficients, J. Funct. Anal., vol. 198, pp. 84–105, 2003.

[33] S. M. Robinson, Composition duality and maximal monotonicity, Math. Program., vol. 85, pp.

1–13, 1999.

[34] R. T. Rockafellar, Convex integral functionals and duality, in: Contributions to Nonlinear Functional Analysis, E. H. Zarantonello (ed.), pp. 215–236. Academic Press, New York, 1971.

[35] R. T. Rockafellar, Conjugate Duality and Optimization. SIAM, Philadelphia, PA, 1974. [36] L. Schwartz, Analyse III – Calcul Intégral. Hermann, Paris, 1993.

[37] R. E. Showalter, Monotone Operators in Banach Space and Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations.

Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997.

[38] E. H. Zarantonello (ed.), Contributions to Nonlinear Functional Analysis. Academic Press, New York, 1971.