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Abstract

Let E be a real normed linear space, let K be a nonempty convex subset of £, and let
T:K — E be a uniformly continuous ®-pseudo-contractive-type mapping. It is
proved that both the Mann-type and Ishikawa-type iteration schemes converge
strongly to the unique fixed point of T, without requiring that the sequences
associated with the schemes be bounded. Our theorems are significant
improvements on the results of Chang et al. (Iterative methods for nonlinear
operators in Banach spaces, 2002), those of Gu (Northeast Math. J. 17(3):340-346,
2001), and those of a host of other authors.
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1 Introduction
Let E be a real normed linear space. A mapping / : E — 2&* defined by

Jx:= {x* €eE*: (x,x*) = ||lx]| Hx*

x| = Ixll,x € E},

where (-, -) denotes the duality pairing between the elements of £ and those of £, is called
the normalized duality map on E. If E* is strictly convex, then J is single-valued (see, e.g.,
[1] or [2]). An operator A : D(A) C E — E is called strongly accretive if there exists some
k > 0 such that for each x,y € D(A), there exists j(x — y) € J(x — y) such that

(Ax — Ay, j(x - ) > kllx - y|I*. 1.1)

The mapping A is said to be strongly ¢-accretive if there exists a strictly increasing
function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) with ¢(0) = 0 such that for any x,y € D(A), there exists
jlx —y) € J(x — y) satisfying

(Ax - Ay, j(x ) = ¢ (Ix = y1) 12— yll. (1.2)

The mapping A is called generalized ®-accretive if there exists a strictly increasing func-
tion @ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) with ®(0) = 0 such that for any x,y € D(A), there exists j(x — y) €
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J(x — y) satisfying
(Ax - Ay, j(x - ) = @ (llx - yll). (1.3)

It is well known that the class of generalized ®-accretive mappings includes the class of
strongly ¢-accretive operators as a special case (one sets ®(s) = s¢(s) for all s € [0, 00)).

Let N(A) := {x € E: Ax = 0} # 0. The mapping A is called strongly quasi-accretive if there
exists k € (0,1) such that for all x € D(A), x* € N(A), there exists j(x — x*) € J(x — x*) satis-
fying

(Ax—Ax*,j(x—x*)) > k||x—x* >

; (1.4)

A is called strongly ¢-quasi-accretive if there exists a strictly increasing function ¢ :
[0, 00) — [0, 00) with ¢(0) = 0 such that for all x € D(A), x* € N(A), there exists j(x —x*) €
J(x — x*) satisfying

(A=A, 57) = @ = -], 1s)

Finally, A is called generalized ®-quasi-accretive if there exists a strictly increasing func-
tion @ : [0,00) — [0,00) with ®(0) = 0 such that for all x € E, x* € N(A), there exists
jlx —x*) € J(x — x*) satisfying

(Ax — Ax*,j(x - x*)) = & (||x - 2*]). (1.6)

A mapping T : E — E is called strongly pseudo-contractive if for all x,y € E, the following
inequality holds:

lx =yl < (L + )&= y) - re(Tx - Ty) | (17)

for all r > 0 and some t > 1. If t = 1 in inequality (1.7), then T is called pseudo-contractive.
The relation between the class of accretive-type mappings and those of pseudo-contractive

type is contained in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.1 A mapping T : E — E is strongly pseudo-contractive if and only if (I — T)
is strongly accretive, and is strongly ¢-pseudo-contractive if and only if (I — T) is strongly
¢-accretive. The mapping T is generalized ®-pseudo-contractive if and only if (I — T) is
generalized ®-accretive.

Proposition1.2 IfF(T):={x € E: Tx = x} # (), the mapping T is strongly hemi-contractive
ifand only if (I - T) is strongly quasi-accretive; it is ¢-hemi-contractive if and only if (I - T)
is strongly ¢-quasi-accretive; and T is generalized ®-hemi-contractive if and only if (I - T)

is generalized ®-quasi-accretive.

The class of generalized ®-hemi-contractive mappings is the most general (among those
defined above) for which 7T has a unique fixed point.
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Numerous convergence results have been proved on iterative methods for approximat-
ing zeros of Lipschitz ®-strongly accretive type (or fixed points of ®-strongly pseudo-
contractive type) nonlinear mappings and their stability (see, e.g.,, Chang et al. [3],
Chidume [4, 5], Chidume and Zegeye [6], Deng and Ding [7], Shahzad and Zegeye [8]
and the references contained therein). Also, many authors have proved convergence the-
orems under the assumption that these operators have bounded range (see, e.g., Browder
and Petryshyn [9], Hirano and Huang [10] and the references contained therein).

Some of these results have been extended to uniformly continuous mappings. The
most general results for uniformly continuous ®-pseudo-contractive-type and ¢-hemi-

contractive-type mappings seem to be the following theorems (see also [2], Chapter 9).

Theorem G1 ([11], Theorem 2.1) Let E be a real normed linear space, let K be a nonempty
subset of E, and let T : K — E be a uniformly continuous ®-pseudo-contractive-type oper-
ator, i.e., there exist x* € K and a strictly increasing function ® : [0,00) — [0,00), ®(0) =0
such that for all x € K, there exists j(x — x*) € J(x — x*) satisfying

(= (=) = =" | = (=], s

(a) If y* € K is a fixed point of T, then y* = x*, and so T has at most one fixed point in K;
(b) Suppose that there exists xy € K such that both the Ishikawa iterative sequence {x,} with

error and the auxiliary sequence {y,} defined by

Yn = (1 - ﬂn)xn +BuIxy+vy, n>0, (19)

K1 = (L — @), + oy Ty, + uy, (1.10)

are contained in K, where {u,}, {v,} are two sequences in E and {o,}, {B,} are two se-
quences in [0,1] satisfying the following conditions: (i) &, B, — 0 (n — 00) and Y _ «,, = 00;
(ii) l|unll = olay) and ||vu|| = O (n — 00). If {x,} is a bounded sequence in K, then {x,}
converges strongly to x*. In particular, if y* is a fixed point of T in K, then {x,} converges

strongly to y*.

Theorem G2 ([11], Theorem 2.2) Let E be a real normed linear space, let K be a nonempty
subset of E such that K + K C K. Let T : K — K be a uniformly continuous ®-pseudo-
contractive-type operator.

Let {uy,}, {vu}, {an}, {Bn} be as in Theorem G1. For any given xo € K, the Ishikawa iterative
sequence {x,} with errors is defined as in Theorem Gl. (a) If y* € K is a fixed point of T,
then y* = x*, and so T has at most one fixed point in K; (b) If {x,} is a bounded sequence,
then {x,} converges strongly to x*. In particular, if y* is a fixed point of T in K, then {x,}

converges strongly to y*.

Theorem CCZ1 ([3], Theorem 7.2.1) Let E be a real normed linear space, let K be a
nonempty convex subset of E such that K + K C K, and let T : K — K be a uniformly
continuous and ¢-hemi-contractive mapping. Let {a,}, {B,} be two real sequences in (0,1)
satisfying the following conditions: (i) o, B, — 0 (1 — 00); (i) Y a, = co. Assume that
{u,}, {vu} are two sequences in K satisfying the following conditions: u, = u;, + u/,; for any
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sequences {u/n}, {u;} in K with )" ||u;|| < 00; ||u:;|| =o(ay,) and ||v,|| = 0 as n — oo. Define

the Ishikawa iterative sequence with mixed errors in K by

In = (1= B)xy + BuTxy + vy, n>0, (1.11)

X1 = L —ay)xy + o, Ty, + Uy (1.12)
If{Ty,} is bounded, then the sequence {x,} converges strongly to the unique fixed point of T .

Theorem CCZ2 ([3], Theorem 7.2.2) Let E be a real normed linear space, and let T : E —
E be a uniformly continuous and strongly ¢-quasi-accretive mapping. Let {«,}, {B,} be two

real sequences in (0, 1) satisfying the following conditions:
(i) opBr—0 (n— 00); (ii) Za,, = 00.

Let {u,}, {v,} be as in Theorem CCZ1. Define a mapping S : E — E by Sx := x — Tx for each

x € E. For an arbitrary x € E, define the Ishikawa iterative sequence {x,} with mixed errors
by

V=0 =Bu)%n + BuTxy + vy, n=>0, (1.13)

Xnsl = (1 - an)xn + oy Tyn + Uy. (114)
If{Sy,} is bounded, then the sequence {x,} converges strongly to the unique fixed point of T

Remark 1.3 Theorems G1, G2, CCZ1 and CCZ2 are important generalizations of several
results. We observe that the class of mappings considered in Theorems CCZ1 and CCZ2
is a proper subclass of the class of mappings studied in Theorems G1 and G2 in which
D(s) = s¢(s). However, the requirement that {x,,} be bounded imposed in Theorems G1 and
G2 is stronger than the requirement that {7¥,} or {Sy,} be bounded imposed in Theorems
CCZ1 and CCZ2, respectively.

In Theorems G1 and G2 of [11], convergence of {x,} under other conditions of the the-

orems is guaranteed if the sequence {x,} is bounded.

Remark 1.4 Similarly, the sequence {x,} defined in Theorem CCZ1 is guaranteed to con-
verge if {Ty,} is bounded. Finally, the sequence {x,} defined in CCZ2 is guaranteed to
converge if {Sy,} is bounded. The requirements that {x,}, {T¥,} and {Sy,} be bounded
before convergence in these theorems is guaranteed is a huge constraint in any possible
application of these theorems. The verifications that these sequences are bounded are, in

general, very difficult.

It is our purpose in this paper to prove that, under the hypotheses of these theorems,
the requirements that {x,}, {T¥,} and {Sy,} be bounded can be dispensed with. I fact, we
prove that these sequences are necessarily bounded. We achieve this by using the lemma
recently proved by Chidume and Chidume [12].
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2 Preliminaries
In the sequel, we shall make use of the following results.

Lemma 2.1 Let E be a real normed linear space, and let ] : E — 2F" be the normalized
duality map. Then, for any x,y € E, there exists j(x + y) € J(x + y) such that the following
inequality holds:

2+ 511> < l1x01% + 23, j(x + ). 21

Lemma 2.2 (Chidume and Chidume, [12]) Let X and Y be real normed linear spaces, and
let T : X — Y be uniformly continuous. For arbitrary r > 0 and fixed x* € X, let

Bx(x*,r) = {x eX: ”x—x* || < r}.
Then T (B(x*,r)) is bounded.
Since this lemma is new and is yet to be published, we reproduce its short proof here.

Proof By uniform continuity of 7" and by taking € =1, there exists § > 0 such that for all
x,y€X,

lx-yl<8 = |Tx-Ty| <1

For r > 0, let z € B(x*, r) be arbitrary. Choose 7y € N fixed such that r < n,3.

Setz) =x"+ %, zZy=x*+ —2(zn—0x*)’ z3=x"+ —B(Zn_ox*) v ZE = XN —k(zn_ox*) VZkel = X+ (k+1)n(§—x*),
“1)(z—x*
o Ty =X+ W, Zn, =z. Then
lz—a*l|
lzess —zkll = ——— < — <.
Mo no
By uniform continuity of T, || Tz — Tzk|| < 1. Furthermore,
I TzIl = 1 TZuo | < 1120y — TZng-1ll + 1 T2ng-1 = TZug2ll + -+
+ | T2z2 = Tz || + | Tz |l < mo + | Tz
Hence, T(B(x*,r)) is bounded. |

3 Main result

Theorem 3.1 Let E be a real normed linear space, let K be a nonempty subset of E, and let
T : K — E be a uniformly continuous ®-pseudo-contractive-type operator. Suppose that
(%), is as defined in Theorem G1, then there exists yo > 0 such that if oy, By, ”Z—Z” <%
Vn > 0, then {x,} is bounded.

Proof We have

Yn = (1 - ﬁn)xn + ﬁnTxn + Vi,

Xpn1 = L —ap)x, + o0, Ty, + uy, n>0.
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Let xy € K be as defined in Theorem G1 with xy # x*. Define
ag := ||wo — Txo|| - on —x* H +1>0.

Then from (1.8) we obtain that ||xg — x*|| < ®(ag).
Observe that since {u,}5, and {v,}°, are bounded, u,, v, € B(x*,r) n > 0 for some r > 0.
Let

R=4d"Y(ag) + 2|| Tx* || + 3||x* H +0,
where o = diam(T'(B)) + r, B = B(x*,2® (ay)). Set

Mo =sup{|lE = T¢I + 1€ - ¢Il:&,¢ € B(x*,R)},
po=Mo+1),  pr=24Mp+1)D (a),

p2 = 4(Mo +1)

and

0207 (a)

By uniform continuity of T, there exists § = (¢g) > 0 such that [|[x—y| < § = || Tx— T < €.
Define

1. { @ (ag) P20 (a0)) 5}
Yo = —miny1l, , ,— (-
2 Po o1 %)

Claim ||x, — x*|| <2® Y(ay) Vi > 0.

The proof of this claim is by induction. Clearly it holds for #n = 0. Assume it holds
for some n > 0, ie., ||x, —x*|| <2® (ay). We prove that |x,,1 — x*|| < 2P (ag). Sup-
pose this is not the case. Then ||x,,,; — x*|| > 2®71(a¢). This implies that ®(||x,,; —x*||) >
O2d Yay)).

We compute as follows:
e = a* | < [ovn = 2| + tnllvn = Tyull + N2l
<20 Nag) + YoMy + anyo < 20 Hag) + yo(Mo + o)
<207 (ag) + Yo (Mo +1) < 307 (o),
%01 = %ull < @nlln = Tyull + o]l < 0tu(Mo + y0)
< yo(Mo +1),

1 = Yull < N%ms1 = xull + %0 = yull < 2y0Mo + VO(MO + VO)
< 2y0(Mo + 1) + yo(Mo + 1) = 3y (Mo +1) < 6.
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Hence, || Tx,41 — Ty, || < €0. Now,

Janss =" = o = ") = [etnton = To) — ]|

< [ =2 |* = 2000 = Ty (st — 27))
+ 2l - | Hni1 — "
< Joow =" |* = 20 [@ (001 - *)]
+ 200 [ |01 — %] - otnar — %l
+ 1 Tons1 = Toall - |1 = 2| ] + 20 - o001 = %
< [an =] = 200, (207 (a0)) + 20, [3D7 (o) - yo(Mo +1)
+ €0 - 307 (@0)] + 20, 03P 7 (a0)

< [0 —x* ||2 - 20, ® (297 (a0))
+ 20, [icb(zcb-l(ao)) + i¢(2¢‘l(uo)):| + 20,1039 Hay),
< ||xn —x* ||2, using the definition of yj.
Hence, ||%,.1 —x*|| < [|l%, — *|| < 2P~ (ay), a contradiction. So, {x,} is bounded. O

Corollary 3.2 (Theorem GI1 ([11], Theorem 2.1)) Let E be a real normed linear space, let
K be a nonempty subset of E, and let T : K — E be a uniformly continuous ®-pseudo-
contractive-type operator, i.e., there exist x* € K and a strictly increasing function ® :
[0,00) — [0,00), ®(0) = O such that for all x € K, there exists j(x — x*) € J(x — x*) satis-
Sying

(= (=) < =" |~ (=], 62)

(@) Ify* € K is a fixed point of T, then y* = x*, and so T has at most one fixed point in K; (b)
Suppose that there exists xo € K such that both the Ishikawa iterative sequence {x,} with
error and the auxiliary sequence {y,}, defined by

Yn = (L=Bu)xn + BuTxy + vy, n=>0, (3.3)

X1 = L —ay)xy + oy Ty, + Uy, (3.4)

are contained in K, where {u,,}, {v,} are two sequences in E and {a,}, {B,} are two sequences
in [0,1] satisfying the following conditions: (i) oy, By — 0 (n — 00) and > a, = 005 (ii)

llet, ]| = o(ety,) and ||v,|| = O (n — 00). Then there exists yo > 0 such that if o, By, @ <

o

Vn >0, {x,} converges strongly to x*. In particular, if y* is a fixed point of T in K, then {x,}
converges strongly to y*.

Proof Observe that Corollary 3.2 is the same as Theorem G1 without boundedness as-

sumption on the sequence {x,} but with the assumption that there exists 3, > 0 such that
lle

Ay, Bus —Z” < ¥ Vn > 0 made in Corollary 3.2. The proof that {x, } is bounded follows from

Theorem 3.1. The rest of the proof of convergence is as in Theorem G1. This completes

the proof. d


http://www.fixedpointtheoryandapplications.com/content/2013/1/321

Chidume et al. Fixed Point Theory and Applications 2013, 2013:321 Page 8 of 10
http://www.fixedpointtheoryandapplications.com/content/2013/1/321

Theorem 3.3 Let E be a real normed linear space, let K be a nonempty convex subset of E
suchthat K+K C K,andlet T : K — K be a uniformly continuous and ¢-hemi-contractive
mapping. Suppose that {x,} is as defined in Theorem CCZ1 [3], then there exists yo > 0
such that if o, By, ””—Z” <y Vn >0, {Ty,} is bounded.

o

Proof The boundedness of {x,} in Theorem 3.3 follows as in Theorem 3.1. Since {x,} is
bounded, by Lemma 2.2 and the uniform continuity of T, {Tx,} is bounded. This with the
boundedness of {v,} implies, from the relation y, := (1 — 8,)x, + 8,1, + ¢, V,, that {y,} is
bounded. Again, by the uniform continuity of 7" and Lemma 2.2, {7y, } is bounded. = [J

Corollary 3.4 (Theorem CCZ1, [3]) Let E be a real normed linear space, let K be a
nonempty convex subset of E such that K + K C K, and let T : K — K be a uniformly
continuous and ¢-hemi-contractive mapping. Let {a,}, {B,} be two real sequences in (0,1)
satisfying the following conditions: (i) o, By — 0 (n — 00); (ii) > «, = co. Assume that
{u,}, {vu} are two sequences in K satisfying the following conditions: u, = u/n + u/,: for any
sequences {u;}, {u:l} in K with Y’ ||I/l;|| < 00; ||u:l|| =o(ay,) and ||v,|| = 0 as n — oo. Define
the Ishikawa iterative sequence with mixed errors in K by

In = (1 - ﬁn)xn +BnTxy +v,, n>0, (35)

X1 = (L= )y + 2y Ty + . (3.6)

If {Ty,} is bounded, then the sequence {x,} converges strongly to the unique fixed point
of T.

Proof Corollary 3.3 is the same as Theorem CCZ1 but without boundedness assump-
tion on the sequence {Ty,} but with the assumption that there exists y, > 0 such that
Uy By ”Z—:” <y Vn > 0 made in Corollary 3.3. The proof that {7¥,} is bounded follows
from Theorem 3.3. The remaining proof of convergence is as in Theorem CCZI1. This
completes the proof. d

Theorem 3.5 Let E be a real normed linear space, and T : E — E be a uniformly contin-
uous and strongly ¢-quasi-accretive mapping. Define a mapping S : E — E by Sx := x — Tx
foreach x € E. Suppose that {x,} is as defined in Theorem CCZ2 [3], then there exists yy > 0
such that if a,, By, ””:” <y Vn >0, {Sy,} is bounded.

o

Proof Sy, := ¥, — Ty,. Using the boundedness of {y,} and {Ty,}, we have that {Sy,} is
bounded. d

Corollary 3.6 (Theorem CCZ2, [3]) Let E be a real normed linear space,and let T : E — E
be a uniformly continuous and strongly ¢-quasi-accretive mapping. Let {«,}, {B,.} be two
real sequences in (0, 1) satisfying the following conditions:

() onps—0 (n—>o00) (i) Y ay=oco.

Let {uy}, {v,} be as in Theorem CCZ1. Define a mapping S : E — E by Sx := x — Tx for
each x € E. For an arbitrary x, € E, define the Ishikawa iterative sequence {x,} with mixed
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errors by
Yn = L= Bu)xn + BuTxy + vy, n=>0, (3.7)
K1 = (L — @)%, + oy Ty, + uy. (3.8)

If{Sy,} is bounded, then the sequence {x,} converges strongly to the unique fixed point of T .

Proof Corollary 3.5 is the same as Theorem CCZ2 without boundedness assumption on
the sequence {Sy, } but with the assumption that there exists yy > 0 such that «,,, 8,,, % <
vo Yn > 0 made in Corollary 3.5. The proof that {Sy,} is bounded follows from Theo-
rem 3.5. The rest of the proof of convergence is as in Theorem CCZ2. This completes the

proof. O

Remark 3.7 Theorem 3.4 shows that Theorems G1 and G2 remain valid without the re-
quirement that {x,} be bounded. Also, it shows that Theorems CCZ1 and CCZ2 remain
valid without the requirement that {7%,} and {Sy,} be bounded, respectively.

Remark 3.8 Part of the aim of including bounded error terms in recursion formulas of
Theorem 3.1 and Corollaries 3.4 and 3.6 is to illustrate the fact that if the theorems are
proved without these error terms, then addition of bounded error terms in the recursion
formulas leads to no generalization. The proof in the case with error terms is in general
an unnecessary repetition of the proof using recursion formulas without error terms (see
Chapter 9 of [2]).

Prototype An example of iteration parameters satisfying the conditions of our theorems
is as follows:

anzﬂnz%, n>1.
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