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Abstract: In this paper, first, we introduce a path for a convex combination of a pseudocontractive
type of mappings with a perturbed mapping and prove strong convergence of the proposed path in a
real reflexive Banach space having a weakly continuous duality mapping. Second, we propose two
modified implicit iterative methods with a perturbed mapping for a continuous pseudocontractive
mapping in the same Banach space. Strong convergence theorems for the proposed iterative methods
are established. The results in this paper substantially develop and complement the previous
well-known results in this area.
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1. Introduction

Let E be a real Banach space, and let E* be the dual space of E. Let C be a nonempty closed
convex subset of E. Recall that a mapping f : C — C is called contractive if there exists k € (0,1)
such that || fx — fy|| < k||x —y||, Vx,y € C and that a mapping S : C — C is called nonexpansive if
I5x - Syll < lx—yll, ¥x,y € C.

Let ] denote the normalized duality mapping from E into 2X" defined by

Jox) ={f € E: {x, f) = IxIfIl 1IF1 = lIx[1}, x €E,

where (-, -) denotes the generalized duality pair between E and E*. The mapping T : C — C is called
pseudocontractive (respectively, strong pseudocontractive), if there exists j(x — y) € J(x — y) such that

(Tx —Ty,j(x —y)) < [lx—y|*>, Vx,y€C,

(respectively, (Tx — Ty, j(x —y)) < B|lx — y||? for some B € (0,1)).

The class of pseudocontractive mappings is one of the most important classes of mappings in
nonlinear analysis, and it has been attracting mathematician’s interest. Apart from them being a
generalization of nonexpansive mappings, interest in pseudocontractive mappings stems mainly from
their firm connection with the class of accretive mappings, where a mapping A with domain D(A)
and range R(A) in E is called accretive if the inequality

[x =yl <[lx—y+s(Ax— Ay)|,

holds for every x, y € D(A) and for all s > 0.
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Within the past 50 years or so, many authors have been devoting their study to the existence
of zeros of accretive mappings or fixed points of pseudocontractive mappings and several iterative
methods for finding zeros of accretive mappings or fixed points of pseudocontractive mappings.
We can refer to References [1-14] and the references in therein.

In 2007, Morales [15] introduced the following viscosity iterative method for pseudocontractive
mapping:

xt:tfxt—l—(l—t)Txt, t e (0,1), 1)
where T : C — E is a continuous pseudocontractive mapping satisfying the weakly inward condition
and f : C — Cis a bounded continuous strongly pseudocontractive mapping. In a reflexive Banach
space with a uniformly Gateaux differentiable norm such that every closed convex bounded subset of
C has the fixed point property for nonexpansive self-mappings, he proved the strong convergence of
the sequences generated by the iterative method in Equation (1) to a point g in Fix(T) (the set of fixed
points of T), where g is the unique solution to the following variational inequality:

(fg—q.J(p—q)) <0, Vp € Fix(T). @

In 2009, using the method of Reference [16], Ceng et al. [17] introduced the following modified
viscosity iterative method and modified implicit viscosity iterative method with a perturbed mapping
for a pseudocontractive mapping:

xe =tfxp+rSxi+ (1 —t—r)Txy, t€(0,1), (3)

where 0 < r < 1—t, T :C — Cis a continuous pseudocontractive mapping, S : C — Cis a
nonexpansive mapping, and f : C — C is a Lipschitz strongly pseudocontractive mapping.

{yn = QpXp + (1 - Dén)Tynr )
X1 = BufYn + YuSyn + (1= Bn — 1n)Yn,
and
{xn = anln + (1 — an)Tyn, )
Yn = ﬁnfxnfl + YnSxy—1+ (1 - ,Bn - 'Yn)xnfl/

where f : C — C is a contractive mapping , xo € C is an arbitrary initial point, and {a,}, {Bn},
{7n} C (0,1] such that limy e (yn/Bn) = 0 and B, + y» < 1. In a reflexive and strictly convex
Banach space with a uniformly Gateaux differentiable norm, they proved the strong convergence of
the sequences generated by the iterative methods in Equations (3)—(5) to a point g in Fix(T), where g is
the unique solution to the variational inequality in Equation (2). Their results developed and improved
the corresponding results of Song and Chen [11], Zeng and Yao [16], Xu [18], Xu and Ori [19], and
Chen et al. [20].

In this paper, as a continuation of study in this direction, in a reflexive Banach space having a
weakly sequentially continuous duality mapping ], with gauge function ¢, we consider the viscosity
iterative methods in Equations (3)—(5) for a continuous pseudocontractive mapping T, a continuous
bounded strongly pseudocontractive mapping f, and a nonexpansive mapping S. We establish strong
convergence of the sequences generated by proposed iterative methods to a fixed point of the mapping
T, which solves a variational inequality related to f. The main results develop and supplement the
corresponding results of Song and Chen [11], Morales [15], Ceng et al. [17], and Xu [18] to different
Banach space as well as Zeng and Yao [16], Xu and Ori [19], Chen et al. [20], and the references therein.

2. Preliminaries

. . * 4
Throughout the paper, we use the following notations: “ — ” for weak convergence, “ —" for
weak™ convergence, and “ — ” for strong convergence.
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Let E be a real Banach space with the norm || - ||, and let E* be its dual. The value of x* € E* at
x € E will be denoted by (x, x*). Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of E, and let T : C — C be
a mapping. We denote the set of fixed points of the mapping T by Fix(T). That s, Fix(T) := {x € C:
Tx = x}.

Recall that a Banach space E is said to be smooth if for each x € Sp = {x € E : ||x|| = 1}, there
exists a unique functional jy € E* such that (x, jy) = ||x|| and [|jx|| = 1 and that a Banach space E is
said to be strictly convex [21] if the following implication holds for x, y € E:

X+
I <1, Iyl <1, -yl >0 = |55 <

By a gauge function, we mean a continuous strictly increasing function ¢ defined on R* := [0, o)
such that ¢(0) = 0 and lim,,« ¢(r) = co. The mapping J, : E — 2F defined by

Jo(x) ={f € E*: (x, f) = Ix[lIf Il I fI| = @(llx[])} forallx € E

is called the duality mapping with gauge function ¢. In particular, the duality mapping with gauge
function ¢(t) = t denoted by ] is referred to as the normalized duality mapping. It is known that a Banach
space E is smooth if and only if the normalized duality mapping | is single-valued. The following
property of duality mapping is also well-known:

Jo(Ax) = sign /\(W)](x) forallx € E\ {0}, A €R, 6)

where R is the set of all real numbers. The following are some elementary properties of the duality
mapping | [21,22]:

(i) Forx € E, J(x) is nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex;
i) J(0)=0;

(iii) forx € Eand areal a, J(ax) = aJ(x);

(iv) forx,y € E, fe](x)andge J(y), (x—y,f—-g) =0

(v) forx,y € E, fe](x), x> = [lyl* > 2(x -y, f).

We say that a Banach space E has a weakly continuous duality mapping if there exists a gauge
function ¢ such that the duality mapping ], is single-valued and continuous from the weak topology
to the weak® topology, that is, for any {x,} € E with x, — x, Jo(xx) — J(x). A duality mapping J,
is weakly continuous at 0 if ], is single-valued and if x, — 0, J(x,) X5 0. For example, every [? space
(1 < p < ) has a weakly continuous duality mapping with gauge function ¢(t) = t#~1 [21-23]. Set

t
d(t) :/ p(t)dt forallt € RT.
0

Then it is known that ], (x) is the subdifferential of the convex functional ®(|| - ||) at x. A Banach
space E that has a weakly continuous duality mapping implies that E satisfies Opial’s property.
This means that whenever x, — x and y # x, we have limsup, . [[x, — x|| < limsup,_, [[x, —
vl [21,23].

The following lemma is Lemma 2.1 of Jung [24].

Lemma 1. ([24]) Let E be a reflexive Banach space having a weakly continuous duality mapping ], with gauge
function ¢. Let {x, } be a bounded sequence of E and f : E — E be a continuous mapping. Let ¢ : E — R be
defined by

8(z) =limsup(z — fz, Jo(z — x1))

n—oo

for z € E. Then, g is a real valued continuous function on E.
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We need the following well-known lemma for the proof of our main result [21,22].

Lemma 2. Let E be a real Banach space, and let ¢ be a continuous strictly increasing function on R™ such that
¢(0) = 0and lim,_,0 (1) = 0. Define

O(t) = /Ot @(t)dt forallt € RT.

Then, the following inequalities hold:
D(kt) <kP(t), 0<k<1,
C(llx +yll) < P(xl)) + (Y, jo(x +y)) forallx,y € E,
where jo(x +y) € Jp(x +y).
The following lemma can be found in Reference [18].

Lemma 3. ([18]) Let {s,,} be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying

sup1 < (1= A)sy+Andn, 1 >0,

where { Ay, } and {6, } satisfy the following conditions:

(i) {An} C[0,1] and Y 5_y Ay = oo o, equivalently, [T;—o(1 — Ay) =0,
(ii) limsup, ., 6n < 00r Y37 g A |du| < oo,

Then, limy, 00 5, = 0.

Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a real Banach space E. Recall that S : C — Cis
called accretive if I — S is pseudocontractive. If T : C — C is a pseudocontractive mapping, then
I — T is accretive. We denote A = J; = (2I — T)~!. Then, Fix(A) = Fix(T) and the operator
A :R(2I — T) — C is nonexpansive and single-valued, where I denotes the identity mapping.

We also need the following result which can be found in Reference [11].

Lemma 4. ([11]) Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a real Banach space E, and let T : C — C be a
continuous pseudocontractive mapping. We denote A = (21 — T)~ L.

(i) The mapping A is nonexpansive self-mapping on C, i.e., for all x, y € nC, there holds
|Ax — Ay|| < |[x —y|, and Ax € C.
(ii) Iflimy, oo ||Xn — Txy|| = 0, then limy, o || Xy — Axy|| = 0.

The following Lemmas, which are well-known, can be found in many books in the geometry of
Banach spaces (see References [21,23]).

Lemma 5. (Demiclosedness Principle) Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a Banach space E, and
let T : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping. Then, x, — x in C and (I — T)x, — y imply that (I — T)x = y.

Lemma 6. If E is a Banach space such that E* is strictly convex, then E is smooth and any duality mapping is
norm-to-weak*-continuous.

Finally, we need the following result which was given by Deimling [4].
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Lemma 7. ([4]) Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a Banach space E, and let T : C — C be a
continuous strong pseudocontractive mapping with a pseudocontractive coefficient g € (0,1). Then, T has a
unique fixed point in C.

3. Convergence of Path with Perturbed Mapping

As we know, the path convergency plays an important role in proving the convergence of iterative
methods to approximate fixed points. In this direction, we first prove the existence of a path for
a convex combination of a pseudocontractive type of mappings with a perturbed mapping and
boundedness of the path.

Proposition 1. Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of a real Banach space E. Let T : C — C bea
continuous pseudocontractive mapping, let S : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping, and let f : C — C be a
continuous strongly pseudocontractive mapping with a pseudocontractive coefficient B € (0,1).

(i) There exists a unique path t — x; € C, t € (0,1), satisfying
Xt = tfxt + rSx + (1 —t— rt)Txt, (7)

provided ry : (0,1) — [0,1 — t) is continuous and lim;_,o(r¢/t) = 0.
(ii)  In particular, if T has a fixed point in C, then the path {x;} is bounded.

Proof. (i) For each t € (0,1), define the mapping T s f) : C — C as follows:
T(S,f) = tf—|— rtS + (1 —t— rt)T,

where 0 < r; < 1—t and lim;o(r;/t) = 0. Then, it is easy to show that the mapping T(s ) is a
continuous strongly pseudocontractive self-mapping of C. Therefore, by Lemma 7, T(s ¢) has a unique
fixed point in C, i.e., for each given t € (0,1), there exists x; € C such that

Xy = tfxt + r¢Sxt + (1 —t— rt)Txt.
To show continuity, let t,ty € (0,1). Then, there exists j € J(x; — xy,) such that

(xr = xty,J) = (tfxp +1Sxp + (1 — t — 1) Ty — (tofxe, + 7eSxe + (1 — to — rey) Txy ), J)
= t(fxr — fxry, ) + (t—to){(fxr,, j) +1e(Sxs — Sxty, j) + (1t — 719) (S, J)
+ (1=t —7)(Txr — Ty, j) + ((t—to) + (re — 119) ) (Txty, 1),

and this implies that

[l — xpo 1> < tB|xe — x4 |2 + [£ — tol|| Fxeg | — 1, |
+rellxe = xu |2+ |re — 7 ||| Sxag || e — x4 |

+ (1=t = 7o) |l = x1 |1+ [£ = tol [| Tovag 1| = x| + 7 = 7y || Toceg [[]] 26 = x5 -
and, hence,

20 — xto || < tBllxe — xt || + [£ — tol [ fxee | + 76 — 74 ||| S ||
+ (1=t =) llxcr — xp || + [t = tol | Txeg | 4 11 — 71 ||| Tz, |
= (1= (1= B)t)llxr — xeo | + (L fxtg | + [ Toxeg 1) [E = tol + ([[Sxeol| + [[Txeol[)|re — 7t
Therefore,

£t ||+ 1| Txeg || 1Sty || + 1| Txe, ||
[x¢ = xpp|| < =t —to| + ——— |1t
0 (1-p)t (1-p)t

- rt0|/
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which guarantees continuity.
(ii) By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 2.1 of Reference [17], we can prove that {x;}
defined by Equation (7) is bounded for t € (0, ty) for some ty € (0,1), and so we omit its proof. []

The above path of Equation (7) is called the modified viscosity iterative method with perturbed mapping,
where § is called the perturbed mapping.
The following result gives conditions for existence of a solution of a variational inequality:

(I=£)4,]g(q—p)) <0, Vp € Fix(T). ®)

Theorem 1. Let E be a Banach space such that E* is strictly convex. Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset
of a real Banach space E. Let T : C — C be a continuous pseudocontractive mapping with Fix(T) # @, let
S : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping, and let f : C — C be a continuous strongly pseudocontractive mapping
with a pseudocontractive coefficient B € (0,1). Suppose that {x;} defined by Equation (7) converges strongly to
a point in Fix(T). If we define q := lim;_,q x;, then q is a solution of the variational inequality in Equation (8).

Proof. First, from Lemma 6, we note that E is smooth and ], is norm-to-weak™-continuous.
Since 1—t
— LT Tt
(I—fxe = —f(l— T)x; — ?(I —S)xy,

we have for p € Fix(T)

(1= e Jolx = p)) = = =TT =Ty = (1= T)p, Ty~ p)

Tt (9)
+ (S = Dt Jp = )

Since I — T is accretive and J(x; — p) is a positive-scalar multiple of J,(x; — p) (see Equation (6)),
it follow from Equation (9) that

Tt

((I= e, Jp(xe —p)) <

<

(S = Dxt, Jo(xt — p))
(S = Dxtllo(l|xe — pll)-

t
e (10)
t

Taking the limit as t — 0, by lim;_,o % = 0, we obtain

(I=1f)aJp(q—p)) <0, Vp € Fix(T).

This completes the proof. [

The following lemma provides conditions under which {x;} defined by Equation (7) converges
strongly to a point in Fix(T).

Lemma 8. Let E be a reflexive smooth Banach space having Opial’s property and having some duality mapping
Jp weakly continuous at 0. Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of E. Let T : C — C be a continuous
pseudocontractive mapping with Fix(T) # @, let S : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping, and let f : C — C
be a continuous bounded strongly pseudocontractive mapping with a pseudocontractive coefficient p € (0,1).
Then, {x;} defined by Equation (7) converges strongly to a point in Fix(T) as t — 0.

Proof. First, from Proposition 1 (ii), we know that {x; : t € (0,ty)} is bounded for t € (0,ty) for some
tp € (0,1).
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Since f is a bounded mapping and S is a nonexpansive mapping, {fx; : t € (0,¢9)} and{Sx; : t €
(0,tp)} are bounded. Moreover, noting that x; = tfx; + r:Sx; + (1 — t — r;) Tx;, we have
1 t Tt

Txy = Xt — Xt —
f 1—t—r f 1*t*1’tft

which implies that

1
T2l < T llell + = el + g [1Sxl.

Thus, we obtain
(I Toxel| < 2f[xe|| +2¢]| fxel| + 2re]|Sxe]|, VE € (0, ¢0)

and so {Tx; : t € (0,t9)} is bounded. This implies that
lim |[x; — Txt|| < limt|| fay — Tog|| + Lim e ||Sxy — Txy|| = 0. (11)
t—0 t—0 t—0

Now, let t,, € (0,tp) for some ty € (0,1) be such that t,, — 0, and let {x;,} := {x;,} be a
subsequence of {x;}. Then,

Xm = b fXm + mSm + (1 =t — tm) T
Let p € Fix(T). Then, we have

—p =tw(fxm —p) +1m(Sxm —p) + (1 =ty — 1) (Txm — Tp)

and
lxm = pllellxm —pll) = (xm = p, Jp(xm — p))
<tw(fxm — P, Jp(xXm —p)) + 1m(Sxm — p, Jo(xm — p))
+ (L=t = rm) |l xm — plloUlxm — plI)-
Thus, it follows that

t r
lm = pllo(lxm = pll) < ———{fxm = p, Jo(xm = p)) + ———(Sxm — p, Jp(xm — p)). (12
bt +Tm bt +Tm
Hence, we get

tm +1m
t

<p_fxmr]qv(xm—p)> < - lxm = pllo(llxm —pll) + m<sxm—P/]<p(xm_P)>/

that is,

tm+ 1
mtmml\xmfp\lcp(llxm pll) + <p Sxm, Jo(Xm — p))-

(p— fxm Jp(p — xm)) >
Therefore, we have

(Xm _fxmzfq)(P — Xm)) = (Xm — P/Iq)(P — Xm)) +(p _fxm/](p(P - Xm))
t +7m
t

v

= [lxm = pllollxm —pl) + [12m = pll ([l = plI)
r

+ P = S, Jo (X — )
m

= v = pllgUln = pl) + Fp = Sxm Jo(om = p)).
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On the other hand, since {x;,} is bounded and E is reflexive, {x,,} has a weakly convergent
subsequence {x,, }, say, x;;;, — u € E. From Equation (11), it follows that

xm — Txmll < twll fxm — Txml|| + 7m||Sxm — Txm| — O.

From Lemma 4, we know that the mapping A = (21 — T)"! : C — C is nonexpansive, that
Fix(A) = Fix(T), and that ||x,, — Ax;|| — 0. Thus, by Lemma 5, u € Fix(A) = Fix(T). Therefore,
by Equation (12) and the assumption that ], is weakly continuous at 0, we obtain

Tmy

_ - < b 4
2, — wl|@(||xm, —ul]) < —F— tiny, + Ty

(foxm, —u, Jo(xXm, —u)) + (Sxmy, — t, Jo (X, — 1))

tmk + rmk

< |<fxmk - u/I(P(xmk )>| + t |<Sxmk “/](P(xmk - ”)>| — 0.
k
Since ¢ is continuous and strictly increasing, we must have x,, — u.
Now, we will show that every weakly convergent subsequence of {x,,} has the same limit.
Suppose that x;;, — u and Xmj — 0. Then, by the above proof, we have u, v € Fix(T) and x,, — u
and x,, — v. By Equation (12), we have the following for all p € Fix(T):

[2m, = plloUlxm —pll) < ——— tmk+r (f xmy p,Igo(xmk—P)Htmkr#mk@xmk P, Jo(Xm, — p))
< ot . Jglom, = )+ 41w, — Py o — )
and
1"m.
[12m; = pllo(llxm; — PII)_%Jr m]<fxm P,I¢(xmj—P)>+ﬁ<Sxm P Jp(Xm; = p))
t m
S tm]+rmk <f m pljfﬁ(xiﬂk_p)>+ﬁ|<sxmk_P/](p(xmk_P)H-
Taking limits, we get
O([lu—oll) = lu—vllo(u—oll) < (fu—-v,Jp(u—-20)) (13)
and
S([lo—ull) = llo—ulle(lo—ull) < (fo—uJp(v—u)). (14)

Adding up Equations (13) and (14) yields

[ = vllg([u —vll) + (fu = fo,Jp(u —v))

O([lu = ol) = 2|lu = ofp(llu —2])) <
< (1+B)llu —olle(lu —2l) = 1+ B)@(|lu - of).

Since B € (0,1), this implies ®(||u — v||) < 0, thatis, u = v. Hence, {x,, } is strongly convergent
to a point in Fix(T) as t,; — 0.

The same argument shows that, if ; — 0, then the subsequence {x;} := {x; } of {x; : t € (0,%)}
for some fy € (0,1) is strongly convergent to the same limit. Thus, as t — 0, {x;} converges strongly
to a pointin Fix(T). O

Using Theorem 1 and Lemma 8, we show the existence of a unique solution of the variational
inequality in Equation (8) in a reflexive Banach space having a weakly continuous duality mapping.

Theorem 2. Let E be a reflexive Banach space having a weakly continuous duality mapping |, with gauge
function @, and let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of E. Let T : C — C be a continuous pseudocontractive
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mapping such that Fix(T) # @, let S : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping, and let f : C — C be a continuous
bounded strongly pseudocontractive mapping with a pseudocontractive coefficient p € (0,1). Then, there exists
the unique solution in q € Fix(T) of the variational inequality in Equation (8), where q := lim;_,e0 X¢ with x;
being defined by Equation (7).

Proof. We notice that the definition of the weak continuity of the duality mapping ], implies that E
is smooth. Thus, E* is strictly convex for reflexivity of E. By Lemma 8, {x;} defined by Equation (7)
converges strongly to a point g in Fix(T) as t — 0. Hence, by Theorem 1, g is the unique solution of
the variational inequality in Equation (8). In fact, suppose that g, p € Fix(T) satisfy the variational
inequality in Equation (8). Then, we have

((I=f)a,Je(q—p)) <0 and ((I—f)p,Jo(p—9q)) <0.

Adding these two inequalities, we have

(1=p)®(lg—pll) = A=B)llg—pliella —pl) < ((I=£)g == fp.Jplq—p)) <0,

andsog=p. O

As a direct consequence of Theorem 2, we have the following result.

Corollary 1. ([20, Theorem 3.2]) Let E be a reflexive Banach space having a weakly continuous duality
mapping |, with gauge function ¢, and let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of E. Let T : C — Cbea
continuous pseudocontractive mapping such that Fix(T) # @, and let f : C — C be a continuous bounded
strongly pseudocontractive mapping with a pseudocontractive coefficient B € (0,1). Let {x;} be defined by

Xt = tfxt + (1 — t)Txt, Vt € (0,1)

Then, as t — 0, x; converges strongly to a some point of T such that q is the unique solution of the
variational inequality in Equation (8).

Proof. PutS = Iand r; = O forall t € (0,1). Then, the result follows immediately from Theorem 2. [J

Remark 1. (1) Theorem 2 develops and supplements Theorem 2.1 of Ceng et al. [17] in the following aspects:

(i) The space is replaced by the space having a weakly continuous duality mapping |, with gauge

function ¢.
(ii)  The Lipischiz strongly pseudocontractive mapping f in Theorem 2.1 in Reference [17] is replaced by

a bounded continuous strongly pseudocontractive mapping f in Theorem 2.

(2)  Corollary 1 complements Theorem 2.1 of Song and Chen [11] and Corollary 2.2 of Cent et al. [17]
by replacing the Lipischiz strongly pseudocontractive mapping f in References [11,17] by the bounded
continuous strongly pseudocontractive mapping f in Corollary 3.5 in a reflexive Banach space having a
weakly continuous duality mapping |, with gauge function ¢.

(3)  Corollary 1 also develops Theorem 2 of Morales [15] to a reflexive Banach space having a weakly continuous
duality mapping |, with gauge function ¢.

4. Modified Implicit Iterative Methods with Perturbed Mapping

First, we prepare the following result.
Theorem 3. Let E be a reflexive Banach space having a weakly continuous duality mapping |, with gauge
function ¢, and let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of E. Let T : C — C be a continuous pseudocontractive

mapping such that Fix(T) # @, let S : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping, and let f : C — C be a continuous
bounded strongly pseudocontractive mapping with a pseudocontractive coefficient p € (0,1). Let {x;} be
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defined by Equation (7). If there exists a bounded sequence {x,} such that lim,_,c ||x, — Txy|| = 0 and
q = limy_,q x, then

limsup(fq —q, Jo(xu —¢)) < 0.

n—o0

Proof. Using the equality

xp—xp = (1=t —re)(Txr — xn) + t(fxr — xn) 4+ 1¢(Sxt — xp)

and the inequality

(Tx =Ty, Jo(x —y)) < llx —yllolx—yl), Vx, yeC,

we derive

llxe = xnll@(llxe = xnll) = (1 =t = re)(Txr = xn, Jo (xr — xn)) + £{foxr = xu, Jo (xt — x0))
+11(Sxt — X, J (Xt — X))
= (1=t —r)((Txr — T, Jo(xt — x0)) + (Toxn — xn, Jo(xt — Xx1))
t(fxe = xp, Jo(xt — xn)) + t]lxe — xnll@([[xr — xu])
+1e(Sxr — xp, Jp(xt — xn)) + rellxe — xnl[@([|xr — xn])
< llxe = xall@(llxe = xnl]) + [|Txn — xnl[@(l|xr — xn])
t(fxe = xt, Jo(xt — xn)) + 1el[Sxe — xn[|@(|[xr — xn[)

and, hence,

| Txn — x|

(xt = fxp, Jo(xr — xp)) < ;

Tt
P(llxe = xull) + 152 — xel[ ([ e — 2 ])-
Therefore, by limsup,, ., ¢(||x; — xx||) < 0, we have

. . Tx, — x
lim sup (x; — fxy, ]¢(xt —x,)) < limsup 7H "t ull o(||x¢ — xu||)
n—,oo n—oo

. r
+timsup |5 — x| g1 — xa])

n—co
. r
= limsup —||Sx: — x| p(||x — xu]))
n—oo

r .
= 1% — xi||Timsup g (|x1 — x]))-
n—00

Thus, noting that lim;_,o limsup,,_, ., ¢(||x; — x,||) < co, by Lemma 1, we conclude
limsup(fq — g, Jo(xn —q)) = Imlimsup(fx; — x4, Jp(xn — x¢))
00 t—=0 ;0

. Tt T
< — — —
111%L |ISx¢ xt||} }m&hr;nsup o(|lxe — xnl])

=0 x limlimsup ¢(||xt — xx||) = 0.
t=0 y—eco

This completes the proof. [
Theorem 4. Let E be a reflexive Banach space having a weakly continuous duality mapping ], with gauge

function ¢, and let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of E. Let T : C — C be a continuous pseudocontractive
mapping such that Fix(T) # @, let S : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping, and let f : C — C be a contractive
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mapping with a contractive coefficient k € (0,1). For xg € C, let {x, } be defined by the following iterative
scheme:

{]/n = QpXp + (1 - ‘Xn>T]/n (15)

Xn+1 = ,anyn + "Ynsyn + (1 — ﬁn - ')’n)]/nr Vn >0,
where {an }, {Pn}, and {y, } are three sequences in (0, 1] satisfying the following conditions:

(i)  limy_e0 ,Bn =0, fo:o /3" = oo/
(i) limyeo(Yn/Bu) =0, Bun+vu <1, Vn > 0.

Then, {x,} converges strongly to a fixed point x* of T, which is the unique solution of the following
variational inequality

(I=f)x" Jp(x" = p)) <0, Vp € Fix(T). (16)

Proof. First, put z; = tfz; + r:Sz; + (1 — t — 1) Tz;. Then, it follows from Theorem 2 that, as t — 0,
z; converges strongly to some fixed point x* of T such that x* is the unique solution in Fix(T) to the
variational inequality in Equation (16).

Now, we divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. We show that {x, } is bounded. To this end, let p € Fix(T). Then, we have

lyn = plleUlyn — pl) = (anxn + (1 = an) Tyn — p, Jo(yn — p))
(1= an)(Tyn — Tp, Jp(yn — p)) + aullxn — plle([lyn — pll)

<
< (T —an)llyn — pllolyn — pll) + anllxn — plle(llyn — pll)

and, hence,
lyn —pll < llxn —pll, ¥n>o0.

Thus, we obtain

[xn+1 =PIl < Ball fyn — Pl +vullSyn — Pl + (1 = Bn — vu)llyn — Pl

< Bullfyn — frll+1fp—pl) +7u(ISyn — Spll + [ISp — pl)
+(1- Bn —vu)llxn — pl|

< Bukllyn — pll + Bullfr — Pl +vullyn — 2l +vulSp —pll
+ (1= Bn—7n) 120 — pl

< Bukllxn — pll + Bullfp — pll + vullxn — pll + 1allSp — Pl
+ (1= Bu—vu)llxn —pll

= 1= Q@ =k)Bu)llxn —pll + Bullfr — vl + 1allSp — Pl

(17)

Since limy, —sc0 (71 /Bn) = 0, we may assume without loss of generality that vy, < B, for all n > 0.
Therefore, it follows from Equation (17) that

Jwes — pll < (1 (1 fkmn)nxn bl + (=R (7 = pll+ 5P~ p1)
SmaX{Hxn pll s (e —pll + lIsp - pn)}

By induction, we derive

||xn—p||Smax{|xo pl s (e —pll + lIsp - p||>} Vi > 0.

This show that {x, } is bounded and so is {y, }.
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Step 2. We show that {fy,}, {Sy,}, and {Ty, } are bounded. Indeed, observe that

I fynll < lfyn — frll + 1 fell < kllyn —pll + I fpl

and
[Synll < ISyn — Spll + ISPl < llyn — pll + [ISP-

Thus, {fy.} and {Sy, } are bounded. Since lim,,_ 0o &, = 0, there exist ny > 0 and a € (0,1) such
that a,, < a for all n > ng. Noting that y, = a,x, + (1 — ay,) Ty,, we have

1 Ay
1—1xny" 1—ay,

Ty, = Xn

and so
Kp

1—ay,

1 a
I Tynll < vl + lenll = = llynll + 3= llxull.

1—ay,

Consequently, the sequence { Ty, } is also bounded.
Step 3. We show that limsup, ,  (fx* — x*, Jo(y, — x*)) < 0. In fact, from condition (i) and
boundedness of {x,} and {Ty, }, we get

lyn = Tyull = anlxn = Tynll =0 (n — o). (18)

Thus, it follows from Equation (18) and Theorem 3 that limsup, _,  (fx* — x*, Jo(y» — x*)) < 0.
Step 4. We show that limsup,,_, (fx* — x*, Jo(x,41 — x*)) < 0. Indeed, by Equations (15) and (18),
we have

1041 = Yl = [1Bufyn +vuSyn + (1 = Bu — Yn)yn — (@nXn + (1 — an) Tyu) ||
< anllxn — Tynll + Bull fyn — yull +vullSyn — Yl + [lyn — Tyal| = 0 (n — ).

Since the duality mapping ], is single-valued and weakly continuous, we have

lim <fX* - X*/](p(anrl —x") - ](p(]/n - x*)> =0.

n—o0

Therefore, we obtain from step 3 that

limsup(fx* — x%, Jo(xy41 — x%)) < limsup(fx* — x%, Jo(yn — x7))

n—o0 n—o0

+ limsup(fx* — x%, Jp(xn1 = x7) = Jp(yn — x7))

n—oo
= limsup(fx* — x*, Jo(yn — x*)) <O0.
n—oo
Step 5. We show that limy, .« || X, — x*|| = 0. In fact, it follows from Equation (15) that
X1 — X7 = Bu(fyn — fX7) +1n(Syn — SX*) + (1= Bu — 1n) (yn — x7)
+Bn(fx" = x7) + 7 (Sx" —x7).

Therefore, using inequalities ||y, — x*|| < ||x, — x*||, || fx — fy|| < k|[[x —y||, and ||Sx — Sy|| <
|lx — y|| and using Lemma 2, we have
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D(l[xnr = x7[) < @B (fyn — fx7) + 7 (Syn — Sx7) + (1 = Br = ) (yn — X7)])
+ B (fx" = x5 Jo (g1 = X7)) + 7 (Sx" = 7, Jp (X1 — x7))
SO(Bukllyn — X" +vullyn = x4 (1 = Bu = ) lyn — 7))
+ Bulfx" =", Jo(xnp1 = x7)) + 7 (Sx" = 2%, Jp (xp1 — 7))
<O((1 = (1 =k)Bn)lxn — x7[]) (19)
+ B (f" = x5 Jp (g1 = X7)) + 7 (Sx" = 7, Jp (X1 — X7))
<= =k)Bn)®([[xn = x"[) + Bu(fx" =27, Jp(xn1 — 7))
+rnllSx* = 2" lo(llxna — 27
< (L= An)@(llxn — x*[|) + Audn,

where A, = (1 —k)B, and

1 *
bn = —— [ (fx* = X" Tp(Xns1 — x*) + 22|82 — x*[|g(||xs1 — x7[) |-
1—k B

From conditions (ii) and (iii) and from step 4, it is easily seen that Y, A, = oo and
limsup, . dn < 0. Thus, applying Lemma 3 to Equation (19), we conclude that lim;, e ®(||x, —
x*||) = 0 and, hence, lim,_;« ||x;, — x*|| = 0. This completes the proof. [

Theorem 5. Let E be a reflexive Banach space having a weakly continuous duality mapping |, with gauge
function ¢, and let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of E. Let T : C — C be a continuous pseudocontractive
mapping such that Fix(T) # @, let S : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping, and let f : C — C be a contractive
mapping with a contractive coefficient k € (0,1). For xg € C, let {x,} be defined by the following iterative
scheme:

{xn =anyn + (1 —ay)Txy 20)

Yn = ,anxn—l + ’Ynsxn—l + (1 - ,Bn - ')/n)xn—lz Vn >0,

where {an }, {Bn}, and {y, } are three sequences in (0, 1] satisfying the following conditions:

(i)  limyecoay, =0;
(ii) 22021 ,Bn = 00,
(iii) limnﬁoo(’yn /,Bn) =0, Bu+yn <1, Vn > 0.

Then, {x, } converges strongly to a fixed point x* of T, which is the unique solution of the variational inequality
in Equation (16).

Proof. First, as in Theorem 4, we put z; = tfzy + 1Szt + (1 —t — r{)Tz;. Then, from Theorem 2,
it follows that, as t — 0, z; converges strongly to some fixed point x* of T such that x* is the unique
solution in Fix(T) to the variational inequality in Equation (16).

Now, we divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. We show that {x, } is bounded. To this end, let p € Fix(T). Then, by Equation (20), we have

0 = plle(l|xn — pll) = (anyn + (1 — an) Txy — Pz]tp(xn -p))
(1 —an)(Txy — TPr](p(xn =) +anlyn —pllelxn —pl)

<
< (1= an)|xn = pllgClxn = pll) + anllyn = plleClyn = pll)

and, hence,
lxn —pll < llyn —pll, Vn>0.

Thus, we obtain
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lxn = pll < lyn — pll
< Ballfxn—1—pll +vnlSxn—1 = pll + (1= Bu — vu)lxn—1 — p|
< Bulllfxu—1— fpll +Ifp = pll) +¥u(ISx0—1 = Spll + ISP — pll)
+ (1= Bn— ) lxn-1 —pl (21)
< Bukl|xn—1 = pll + Ballfr — Pl + vullxu—1—pll +vullSp = pll
+ (1= Bn— ) Xn-1 — 1l
=1 =1 =k)Bu)llxu—1—pll+Bullfr —pll +7ulISp - plI.

Since limy, 0 (71 /Bn) = 0, we may assume without loss of generality that 7, < B, forall n > 0.
Therefore, it follows from Equation (21) that

Joew = pll < (1— <1—k>ﬁn>|\xn_1 —pll+ =R (fp —pll+ ISP~ pI)

SmaX{llxnl pll 7= (fp = pll+lISp — P||)}

By induction, we derive

||an||§maX{|xO pll 7= P = pll+lISp— Pll)}r Vn > 0.

This show that {x, } is bounded and so is {y }.
Step 2. We show that {fx,}, {Sx,}, and {Tx,} are bounded. Indeed, observe that

1 fonll < 1 fxn = fpll + 1fpIl < Kllxn = pll + [ fpll

and
[Sxnll < [ISxn — Spll + ISPl < llxn — pll + [[SpIl-

Thus, {fx,} and {Sx,} are bounded. Since lim,,_,o &, = 0, there exist ny > 0 and a € (0,1) such
that a,, < a for all n > ny. Noting that x, = any, + (1 — &) Tx,, we have

and so

1
ITaenll < T Ml + 3= llynll <

L

Consequently, the sequence {Txn} is also bounded.
Step 3. We show that limsup,,_, (fx* — x*, Jo(x, — x*)) < 0. In fact, from condition (i) and
boundedness of {x,} and {Tx,}, we get

|xn — Txn|| = anllyn — Txn|| = 0 (n — o0). (22)

Thus, it follows from Equation (22) and Theorem 3 that limsup,, . (fx* — x*, Jo(x, — x*)) < 0.
Step 4. We show that lim;, .« ||x, — x*|| = 0. In fact, using the equality

X — ¥ = B (FXam1 — £2°) & 7(S¥ao1 — S37) + (L= B — 7) (5t — )
B (fx* — ) (S5 — )]+ (1~ ) (Tp — x°)

by Equation (20) and the inequalities (Tx — Ty, Jo(x —y)) < |lx —yllo(x —yl]) = @(|[x —yl),
Il fx— fyll <k|lx—yl|,and ||Sx — Sy|| < ||x — y||, from Lemma 2, we derive
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O([[xn — x*[|) = P(anl|Bn(frn-1— fx) + yu(Sxp_1 = Sx7) + (1 = B — ) (xp-1 — x7)||)

+anBu(fX" — x5, Jo(xn — X7)) 4+ anyn(SX* — X7, Jo(xn — X))
+ (1 =) (Txy — x*, Jp(x0 — x¥))

< an®@(Bukl|xn—1 — X" + vnllxn-1 = X7 + (1= Bn — ) [ Xp—1 — x7[])
+anBu(fX" = x%, Jo(xn — X7)) + anyn(SX* — X7, Jo (x4 — X)) (23)
+ (1= an)[[xn — x*[|@([Jxn — x7])

<an(1— (1= k)Bn)@([[xn—1 — x*[|)
+ anPu(fx" =", Jo(xn — X)) + anyn|[Sx* — x|l @(||lxn — x7|)
+ (1= an)@([[xn — x*]).

By Equation (23), we obtain

O([lxn = x"[) < (1= (1 =k)Bn)P([|xn—1 = x™[|) + Bu{fx" =", Jo(xn — x7))
+ 7nl[Sx* = x¥ @ ([[xn — x7|) (24)
< (A=A =K)Bn)llxn1 = x| + Bulf" =7, Jp(xn — X7)) + 7a||Sx™ — x7[| M,

where M > 0 is a constant such that ¢(||x, — x*||) < M foralln > 1. Put A, = (1 — k)B, and

_ 1 * * L E * .k
(5n_m<fx x*, Jo (xn x>+’8n||5x x*||M]|.

From conditions (ii) and (iii) and from step 3, it easily seen that } ;” y A, = coand limsup, _,  d, <
0. Since Equation (24) reduces to

D([xn — x*[) < (1= An)@([|lxp—1 — x7[]) + Audy, (25)

applying Lemma 3 to Equation (25), we conclude that lim,_,c ®(||x, — x*||) = 0 and, hence,
limy, ;00 || ¥4 — x*|| = 0. This completes the proof. [

Remark 2. (1) Theorem 3 develops Theorem 2.3 of Ceng et al. [17] in the following aspects:

(i) The space is replaced by the space having a weakly continuous duality mapping |, with gauge

function ¢.
(ii)  The Lipischiz strongly pseudocontractive mapping f in Theorem 2.3 in Reference [17] is replaced by

a bounded continuous strongly pseudocontractive mapping f in Theorem 3.

(2)  Theorem 4 complements Theorem 3.1 as well as Theorem 3.4 of Ceng et al. [17] in a reflexive Banach space
having a weakly continuous duality mapping |, with gauge function ¢.
(3)  Theorem 5 also means that Theorem 3.2 as well as Theorem 3.5 of Ceng et al. [17] hold in a reflexive

Banach space having a weakly continuous duality mapping |, with gauge function ¢.
(4)  Whenever S = I and vy, = 0 for all n > 0 in Theorem 5, it is easily seen that Theorem 3.1 Theorem 3.4 of

Song and Chen [11] hold in a reflexive Banach space which has a weakly continuous duality mapping ],
with gauge function ¢.
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