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It is shown that every asymptotically regular or λ-firmly nonexpansive mapping T : C → C
has a fixed point whenever C is a finite union of nonempty weakly compact convex subsets
of a Banach spaceX which is uniformly convex in every direction. Furthermore, if {Ti}i∈I is
any compatible family of strongly nonexpansive self-mappings on such a C and the graphs
of Ti, i∈ I, have a nonempty intersection, then Ti, i∈ I, have a common fixed point in C .
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1. Introduction. The closed unit ball and the unit sphere of a real Banach space

(X,‖ · ‖) are denoted by B(X) = {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ ≤ 1} and S(X) = {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ = 1},
respectively. The function δX : [0,2]→ [0,1], defined by δX(ε)= inf{1−‖(x+y)/2‖ :

x,y ∈ B(X), ‖x−y‖ ≥ ε} for any ε ∈ [0,2], is called the modulus of convexity of

the Banach space X. The Banach space X is called uniformly convex (UC) if δX(ε) > 0

for every ε > 0. When δX(2) = 1, the space X is said to be strictly convex, that is,

‖(x+y)/2‖< 1 whenever x,y ∈ B(X) satisfy ‖x−y‖> 0. For each ε > 0, the modulus

of convexity of X in the direction z ∈ S(X) is defined by δ(ε,z)= inf{1−‖(x+y)/2‖ :

x,y ∈ B(X), x−y = λz, |λ| ≥ ε}. Obviously, δX(ε)= inf{δ(ε,z) : z ∈ S(X)}. A Banach

space X is called uniformly convex in every direction (UCED) if for any z ∈ S(X) and

ε > 0, δ(ε,z) > 0. It is clear that every UC Banach space is UCED and every UCED

Banach space is strictly convex.

Let C be a nonempty closed subset of a Banach space X. A mapping T : C → C is

said to be nonexpansive if ‖Tx− Ty‖ ≤ ‖x−y‖ for all x,y ∈ C . A nonexpansive

mapping T on C is said to be asymptotically regular on C if limn→∞‖Tnx−Tn+1x‖ =
0 for any x in C . A nonexpansive mapping T : C → C is strongly nonexpansive if

whenever {xn−yn}∞n=1 is bounded and ‖xn−yn‖−‖Txn−Tyn‖ → 0 it follows that

(xn−yn)− (Txn−Tyn) → 0, as n → ∞. If there exists a λ ∈ (0,1) such that ‖Tx−
Ty‖ ≤ ‖(1−λ)(x−y)+λ(Tx−Ty)‖ for all x, y in C , then T is said to be λ-firmly

nonexpansive. For details of these mappings, see [1, 3]. It is obvious that every λ-

firmly nonexpansive mapping is nonexpansive. In view of [3, Proposition 1.2], we see

that every strongly nonexpansive mapping T : C → C on a nonempty weakly compact

convex subset C of a Banach space X is asymptotically regular.

In general, for a nonexpansive self-mapping T on C , the fixed point set F(T)= {x ∈
C : Tx = x}may be empty. The basic theorem about the existence of fixed points for a

nonexpansive mapping T is independently due to Browder [2], Göhde [5], and Kirk [8].
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From the point of view of fixed point theorem for the class of closed convex subset

C , λ-firmly nonexpansive mappings T : C → C do not exhibit better behavior than

nonexpansive mappings (cf. [4, page 43]). However, the story is completely different

if C is nonconvex. For details, see Smarzewski [9], whose work was extended by Hong

and Huang [6] to a weakly commutative family of λ-firmly nonexpansive mappings

instead of a single mapping. In this paper, we show that the Smarzewski fixed point

theorem for λ-firmly nonexpansive mappings remains true when the underlying space

is a UCED Banach space. Further, the fixed point problem for asymptotically regular

or strongly nonexpansive self-mappings on a nonconvex subset of a UCED Banach

space is also investigated. It is shown that every asymptotically regular nonexpansive

mapping T : C → C has a fixed point whenever C is a finite union of nonempty weakly

compact convex subsets Ck of a UCED Banach space. Moreover, if {Ti}i∈I is any com-

patible family of strongly nonexpansive self-mappings on such a C and the graphs of

Ti, i∈ I, have nonempty intersection, then Ti, i∈ I, have a common fixed point in C .

2. Fixed point theorems for asymptotically regular or λ-firmly nonexpansive

mappings. Let C be a nonempty subset of a Banach space X and {xj} a bounded se-

quence in X. The asymptotic radius of {xj} at a point x ∈X is the number limj→∞‖x−
xj‖ and is denoted by r(x,{xj}). The number r(C,{xj}), defined by inf{r(x,{xj}) :

x ∈ C}, is called the asymptotic radius of {xj} with respect to C . A point z in C is

said to be an asymptotic center of {xj} with respect to C if r(z,{xj}) = r(C,{xj}).
The set of all asymptotic centers is denoted by A(C,{xj}).

In this section, we show that every bounded sequence {xj} in a UCED Banach space

X has a unique asymptotic center with respect to any nonempty weakly compact

convex subset C of X, and then apply this result to study the fixed point property for

asymptotic regular or λ-firmly nonexpansive mappings.

Lemma 2.1. Let C be any nonempty weakly compact convex subset of a Banach

space X. Then for any bounded sequence {xj} in X, A(C,{xj}) is nonempty.

Proof. This follows from the observation that f : C → [0,∞) defined by f(x) =
r(x,{xj}) for x ∈ C is norm continuous and convex, therefore, weakly lower semi-

continuous, and so attains its minimum on the weakly compact set C .

Lemma 2.2. Every bounded sequence in a UCED Banach space X has a unique as-

ymptotic center with respect to any nonempty weakly compact convex subset of X.

Proof. Let {xj} be any bounded sequence in X and C a nonempty weakly compact

convex subset of X. Put f(x) = r(x,{xj}) for x ∈ X and denote r(C,{xj}) by m. By

Lemma 2.1, it suffices to show that A(C,{xj}) consists of exactly one point. Assume

that there were two distinct points u and v in A(C,{xj}). Then m> 0 and u−v = λz
for some λ > 0 and z ∈ S(X). Since X is UCED, for the above z and ε := (m+1)−1λ > 0,

we have δ(ε,z) > 0. Choose η ∈ (0,1) so that (m+η)(1−δ(ε,z)) < m. Then, ‖xj −
u‖ ≤m+η and ‖xj −v‖ ≤m+η for all sufficiently large j. Let p = (1/2)(u+v),
which is in C by the convexity of C . The uniform convexity in the direction z implies

that ‖xj−p‖ ≤ (1−δ(ε,z))(m+η) for all sufficiently large j once we note that
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(m+η)−1
∥
∥xj−p

∥
∥= 1

2

∥
∥
∥
∥
xj−u
m+η +

xj−v
m+η

∥
∥
∥
∥,

(m+η)−1
∥
∥xj−u

∥
∥≤ 1, (m+η)−1

∥
∥xj−v

∥
∥≤ 1,

(m+η)−1[(xj−v
)−(xj−u

)]= (m+η)−1(u−v)= (m+η)−1λz

(2.1)

with (m+η)−1λ≥ ε. Hence f(p) <m, a contradiction. Therefore, A(C,{xj}) consists

of exactly one point.

Lemma 2.3. Let C = Ynk=1Ck be a finite union of nonempty weakly compact convex

subsets Ck of a UCED Banach space X, and let uk ∈ Ck be the unique asymptotic center

of a bounded sequence {xj} in X with respect to Ck, 1≤ k≤n. Then

r
(
C,
{
xj
})=min

{
r
(
uk,

{
xj
})

: 1≤ k≤n}. (2.2)

Proof. Let m = min{r(uk,{xj}) : k = 1,2, . . . ,n}. Then for any x ∈ C , there is i
such that x ∈ Ci, and so

r
(
x,
{
xj
})≥ r(Ci,

{
xj
})= r(ui,

{
xj
})≥m. (2.3)

Taking the infimum for x over C yields r(C,{xj}) ≥m. On the other hand, choose

i∈ {1,2, . . . ,n} such that r(ui,{xj})=m. Then,

m= r(ui,
{
xj
})= r(Ci,

{
xj
})≥ inf

{
r
(
x,
{
xj
})

: x ∈ C}= r(C,{xj
})
. (2.4)

This completes the proof.

Lemma 2.4. Under the same hypothesis as Lemma 2.3,

A
(
C,
{
xj
})= {ui : r

(
ui,
{
xj
})=m}≠∅, (2.5)

where

m=min
{
r
(
uk,

{
xj
})

: 1≤ k≤n}. (2.6)

Proof. If ui satisfies r(ui,{xj}) = m, then it follows from Lemma 2.3 that

r(ui,{xj}) = r(C,{xj}), which implies that ui ∈ A(C,{xj}). For the other inclusion,

let v be any member of A(C,{xj}). Choose Ck such that v ∈ Ck. Then

r
(
v,
{
xj
})=m≤ r(uk,

{
xj
})≤ r(v,{xj

})
, (2.7)

so r(v,{xj}) =m = r(uk,{xj}). By the uniqueness of the asymptotic center, we see

that v =uk ∈ {ui : r(ui,{xj})=m}.
Lemma 2.5. Under the same hypothesis as Lemma 2.3, and suppose that T : C → C

is nonexpansive. Then for any z ∈ C , A(C,{Tjz}∞j=1) is T -invariant.
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Proof. For each k ∈ {1,2, . . . ,n}, let uk ∈ Ck be the unique asymptotic center of

{Tjz} with respect to the nonempty weakly compact convex subset Ck, 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

Define f :X → [0,∞) by f(x)= r(x,{Tjz}) for x ∈X. Then by Lemma 2.4,

∅≠A
(
C,
{
Tjz

})= {ui : f
(
ui
)=m}, m=min

{
r
(
uk,

{
Tjz

})
: k= 1,2, . . . ,n

}
. (2.8)

Since T is nonexpansive, for any k∈ {1,2, . . . ,n}, we have

f
(
Tuk

)= lim
j→∞

∥
∥Tuk−Tjz

∥
∥≤ lim

j→∞
∥
∥uk−Tj−1z

∥
∥= f (uk

)
. (2.9)

Now, for any a∈A(C,{Tjz}), it follows from (2.8) and (2.9) that

m= f(a)≥ f(Ta)≥ inf
x∈C

f(x)=m. (2.10)

Consequently, f(Ta) = m. Appealing to (2.8) once more, we obtain that Ta ∈
A(C,{Tjz}). This completes the proof.

With the aid of Lemmas 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5, we obtain one of our main results.

Theorem 2.6. LetC =⋃nk=1Ck be a finite union of nonempty weakly compact convex

subsets Ck of a UCED Banach space X. Suppose that T : C → C is an asymptotically

regular nonexpansive mapping. Then T has a fixed point in C .

Proof. Choose any z ∈ C . Since C is T -invariant and C is bounded, the sequence

{Tjz}∞j=1 ⊂ C is bounded. For any k∈ {1,2, . . . ,n}, letuk ∈ Ck be the unique asymptotic

center of {Tjz} with respect to the nonempty weakly compact convex subset Ck of

X. By Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, A(C,{Tjz}) is a nonempty subset of {u1, . . . ,un} and is

T -invariant. For any a ∈ A(C,{Tjz}), we see via the finiteness of A(C,{Tjz}) that

there are distinct positive integers p,q such that Tpa = Tqa. Assume that q = p+r
for some r ∈N. Define w = Tpa∈A(C,{Tjz}). Then

w = Tpa= Tqa= Tr (Tpa)= Trw. (2.11)

This means that w is a fixed point of Tr . Put nk = kr , k ∈ N. It follows from the

asymptotic regularity of T at w that

‖Tw−w‖ = ∥∥Tnk+1w−Tnkw∥∥ �→ 0 as nk �→∞. (2.12)

Hence Tw =w. This completes the proof.

Since it is not known whether every λ-firmly nonexpansive mapping is asymptotic

regular, the generalization of the Smarzewski fixed point theorem to λ-firmly non-

expansive mappings does not follow directly from Theorem 2.6. However, the proof

of the following theorem is similar to that of Theorem 2.6. To begin, we recall the

following known lemma.

Lemma 2.7 [6, Lemma 2.2]. Suppose that C is any nonempty subset of a strictly

convex Banach space X, and that T : C → C is a λ-firmly nonexpansive mapping for

some λ∈ (0,1). If x,y are in C so that ‖Tx−Ty‖ = ‖x−y‖, then Tx−Ty = x−y .
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Theorem 2.8. LetC =⋃nk=1Ck be a finite union of nonempty weakly compact convex

subsets Ck of a UCED Banach space X. If T : C → C is λ-firmly nonexpansive for some

λ∈ (0,1), then T has a fixed point in C .

Proof. Choose any z ∈ C . The sequence {Tjz}∞j=1 is bounded in C . So, it follows

from Lemma 2.2 that for any k ∈ {1,2, . . . ,n}, {Tjz} has a unique asymptotic center

uk with respect to the nonempty weakly compact convex subset Ck. By Lemmas 2.4

and 2.5, A(C,{Tjz}) is a nonempty subset of {u1, . . . ,un} and is T -invariant. So, there

is w ∈A(C,{Tjz}) and � ∈N such that T�w =w. If � = 1, T has a fixed point w in C .

Otherwise, noting that

‖w−Tw‖ = ∥∥T�w−T�+1w
∥
∥≤ ‖T�−1w−T�w∥∥≤ ··· ≤ ∥∥Tw−T 2w

∥
∥≤ ‖w−Tw‖,

(2.13)

it follows from Lemma 2.7 that

w−Tw = Tw−T 2w = ··· = T�−1w−T�w, (2.14)

which implies that

w = T�w = T�−1w−x
= (T�−2w−x)−x
= T�−2w−2x

...

=w−�x, where x =w−Tw.

(2.15)

Consequently, �x = 0 and hence x = 0, that is, Tw = w. This completes the proof.

For the case that k= 1, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.9. Let C be a nonempty weakly compact convex subset of a UCED

Banach space X. Suppose T : C → C is a λ-firmly nonexpansive mapping for some

λ∈ (0,1). Then T has a fixed point in C .

The following conclusion is immediate from Theorem 2.8 and the fact that every

uniformly convex Banach space is a UCED Banach space.

Corollary 2.10 [9]. Suppose that C =⋃nk=1Ck is a finite union of nonempty weakly

compact convex subsets Ck of a uniformly convex Banach space X and that T : C → C
is a λ-firmly nonexpansive mapping for some λ∈ (0,1). Then T has a fixed point in C .

3. A common fixed point theorem for strongly nonexpansive mappings. By [3,

Proposition 1.2], it is easy to see that every strongly nonexpansive mapping T : C → C
on a nonempty bounded closed subsetC of a Banach spaceX is asymptotically regular.

With this observation, the result of Theorem 2.6 can be strengthened.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a UCED Banach space, and let C = ⋃n
k=1Ck be a finite

union of nonempty weakly compact convex subsets Ck of X. Suppose that T : C → C
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is a strongly nonexpansive mapping. Then for any z in C , A(C,{Tjz}∞j=1) ≠ ∅ and

A(C,{Tjz}∞j=1)⊆ F(T).
Proof. For each k ∈ {1,2, . . . ,n}, let uk ∈ Ck be the unique asymptotic center of

{Tjz} with respect to Ck. By Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, we see that A(C,{Tjz}) is a fi-

nite nonempty subset of {u1, . . . ,un} and is T -invariant. Moreover, from the proof of

Theorem 2.6, we see that for any a ∈ A(C,{Tjz}) there is � ∈ N such that T�a is a

fixed point of T . Let η= T�−1a andw = T�a. Then Tη=w and Tw =w. Letm be the

asymptotic radius of {Tjz} with respect to C . Then

lim
j→∞

∥
∥η−Tjz∥∥=m= lim

j→∞
∥
∥w−Tjz∥∥= lim

j→∞
∥
∥w−Tjz∥∥, (3.1)

where the last equality follows from the monotonicity of the sequence {‖w−Tjz‖}∞j=1.

Now we claim that limj→∞‖η−Tjz‖ =m, also. In fact, by the nonexpansiveness of T
we see that

lim
j→∞

∥
∥Tη−Tj+1z

∥
∥≤ lim

j→∞

∥
∥η−Tjz∥∥, (3.2)

and hence

m= lim
j→∞

∥
∥η−Tjz∥∥≥ lim

j→∞

∥
∥η−Tjz∥∥≥ lim

j→∞

∥
∥Tη−Tj+1z

∥
∥

= lim
j→∞

∥
∥w−Tj+1z

∥
∥=m. (3.3)

Therefore, we have

∥
∥w−Tjz∥∥−∥∥Tw−Tj+1z

∥
∥ �→ 0,

∥
∥η−Tjz∥∥−∥∥Tη−Tj+1z

∥
∥ �→ 0 as j �→∞. (3.4)

It then follows from the strong nonexpansiveness of T that

(
w−Tjz)−(Tw−Tj+1z

)
�→ 0,

(
η−Tjz)−(Tη−Tj+1z

)
�→ 0 as j �→∞. (3.5)

Since

‖η−Tη‖ = ∥∥(η−w)−(Tη−Tw)∥∥
≤ ∥∥(η−Tjz)−(Tη−Tj+1z

)∥∥+∥∥(w−Tjz)−(Tw−Tj+1z
)∥∥,

(3.6)

we conclude that η = Tη. Thus, we have shown that T�−1a is also a fixed point of T
whenever T�a is a fixed point of T . Repeating this argument, we finally obtain that a
is a fixed point of T . This completes the proof.

A family {Ti}i∈I of self-mappings on a metric space (X,d) is said to be weakly

commutative if d(TiTjx,TjTix) ≤ d(Tjx,Tix) for any i,j ∈ I and for any x in X.

{Ti}i∈I is said to be compatible if limn→∞d(TiTjxn,TjTixn) = 0 whenever {xn} is

a sequence in X such that for some t ∈ X, limn→∞Ti(xn) = limn→∞Tj(xn) = t for all

i,j ∈ I. Obviously, a weakly commutative family is compatible but not conversely ([7]).

Just as the proof of [7, Proposition 2.2], we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. Suppose that {Ti}i∈I is a compatible family of self-mappings on a metric

space (X,d). If z ∈ X is such that Tiz = Tjz for all i,j ∈ I, then TiTjz = TjTiz for all

i,j ∈ I.
Theorem 3.3. LetC =⋃nk=1Ck be a finite union of nonempty weakly compact convex

subsets Ck of a UCED Banach space X, and let {Ti}i∈I be any compatible family of

strongly nonexpansive self-mappings on C . Suppose that the graphs of Ti, i∈ I, have a

nonempty intersection, then Ti, i∈ I, have a common fixed point in C .

Proof. By assumption, there is z ∈ C such that Tiz = Tjz for all i,j ∈ I. Then in

view of Lemma 3.2, we have TiTjz = TjTiz for all i,j ∈ I. Consequently,

T 2
i z = Ti

(
Tjz

)= Tj
(
Tiz

)= T 2
j z, (3.7)

for all i,j ∈ I. By induction, we obtain that Tki z = Tkj z for any k∈N and for all i,j ∈ I.
Then from the proof of Theorem 3.1, we see that A(C,{Tni z}∞n=1) ≠∅ and any point

w in A(C,{Tni z}∞n=1) is a common fixed point of Tj , j ∈ I. This completes the proof.

References

[1] J. B. Baillon, R. E. Bruck, and S. Reich, On the asymptotic behavior of nonexpansive mappings
and semigroups in Banach spaces, Houston J. Math. 4 (1978), no. 1, 1–9.

[2] F. E. Browder, Nonexpansive nonlinear operators in a Banach space, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci.
U.S.A. 54 (1965), 1041–1044.

[3] R. E. Bruck and S. Reich, Nonexpansive projections and resolvents of accretive operators in
Banach spaces, Houston J. Math. 3 (1977), no. 4, 459–470.

[4] K. Goebel and S. Reich, Uniform Convexity, Hyperbolic Geometry, and Nonexpansive Map-
pings, Monographs and Textbooks in Pure and Applied Mathematics, vol. 83, Marcel
Dekker, New York, 1984.

[5] D. Göhde, Zum Prinzip der kontraktiven Abbildung, Math. Nachr. 30 (1965), 251–258 (Ger-
man).

[6] Y. M. Hong and Y. Y. Huang, On λ-firmly nonexpansive mappings in nonconvex sets, Bull.
Inst. Math. Acad. Sinica 21 (1993), no. 1, 35–42.

[7] G. Jungck, Compatible mappings and common fixed points, Int. J. Math. Math. Sci. 9 (1986),
no. 4, 771–779.

[8] W. A. Kirk, A fixed point theorem for mappings which do not increase distances, Amer.
Math. Monthly 72 (1965), 1004–1006.

[9] R. Smarzewski, On firmly nonexpansive mappings, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 113 (1991), no. 3,
723–725.

Wei-Shih Du: Department of Mathematics, National Changhua University of Educa-

tion, Changhua 500, Taiwan, R.O.C.

E-mail address: dws58043@ms38.hinet.net

Young-Ye Huang: Department of Mathematics, National Cheng Kung University,

Tainan 701, Taiwan, R.O.C.

E-mail address: yue@math.ncku.edu.tw

Chi-Lin Yen: Department of Mathematics and Science Education, National Hsinchu

Teacher’s College, Hsinchu 300, Taiwan, R.O.C.

E-mail address: presdt@mail.nhctc.edu.tw

mailto:dws58043@ms38.hinet.net
mailto:yue@math.ncku.edu.tw
mailto:presdt@mail.nhctc.edu.tw


Mathematical Problems in Engineering

Special Issue on

Modeling Experimental Nonlinear Dynamics and
Chaotic Scenarios

Call for Papers

Thinking about nonlinearity in engineering areas, up to the
70s, was focused on intentionally built nonlinear parts in
order to improve the operational characteristics of a device
or system. Keying, saturation, hysteretic phenomena, and
dead zones were added to existing devices increasing their
behavior diversity and precision. In this context, an intrinsic
nonlinearity was treated just as a linear approximation,
around equilibrium points.

Inspired on the rediscovering of the richness of nonlinear
and chaotic phenomena, engineers started using analytical
tools from “Qualitative Theory of Differential Equations,”
allowing more precise analysis and synthesis, in order to
produce new vital products and services. Bifurcation theory,
dynamical systems and chaos started to be part of the
mandatory set of tools for design engineers.

This proposed special edition of the Mathematical Prob-
lems in Engineering aims to provide a picture of the impor-
tance of the bifurcation theory, relating it with nonlinear
and chaotic dynamics for natural and engineered systems.
Ideas of how this dynamics can be captured through precisely
tailored real and numerical experiments and understanding
by the combination of specific tools that associate dynamical
system theory and geometric tools in a very clever, sophis-
ticated, and at the same time simple and unique analytical
environment are the subject of this issue, allowing new
methods to design high-precision devices and equipment.

Authors should follow the Mathematical Problems in
Engineering manuscript format described at http://www
.hindawi.com/journals/mpe/. Prospective authors should
submit an electronic copy of their complete manuscript
through the journal Manuscript Tracking System at http://
mts.hindawi.com/ according to the following timetable:

Manuscript Due December 1, 2008

First Round of Reviews March 1, 2009

Publication Date June 1, 2009

Guest Editors

José Roberto Castilho Piqueira, Telecommunication and
Control Engineering Department, Polytechnic School, The
University of São Paulo, 05508-970 São Paulo, Brazil;
piqueira@lac.usp.br

Elbert E. Neher Macau, Laboratório Associado de
Matemática Aplicada e Computação (LAC), Instituto
Nacional de Pesquisas Espaciais (INPE), São Josè dos
Campos, 12227-010 São Paulo, Brazil ; elbert@lac.inpe.br

Celso Grebogi, Center for Applied Dynamics Research,
King’s College, University of Aberdeen, Aberdeen AB24
3UE, UK; grebogi@abdn.ac.uk

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

http://www.hindawi.com/journals/mpe/
http://www.hindawi.com/journals/mpe/
http://mts.hindawi.com/
http://mts.hindawi.com/

	1Call for Papers4pt
	Guest Editors

