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On the error estimates for the sequence of successive
approximations for cyclic p—contractions in metric spaces

AKRAM SAFARI-HAFSHEJANI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, in the setting of metric spaces, we introduce the notion of strongly cyclic Seh-
gal type ¢-contraction of type one as generalization of the notions of cyclic ¢-contraction map in the sense of
Pacurar-Rus and cyclic contraction map in the sense of Suzuki-Kikawa-Vetro. Then we study the existence and
uniqueness of the best proximity points for such mappings by using the WUC property. In the following, while
presenting an algorithm to determine the best proximity points, we also find a priori and a posteriori error esti-
mates of the best proximity point for this algorithm associated with a strongly cyclic Sehgal type (-contraction
of type one, which is defined on a uniformly convex Banach space with a modulus of convexity of power type.
Also, we give a positive answer to Zlatanov’s question [‘Error estimates for approximating best proximity points
for cyclic contractive maps’, Carpathian J. Math. 32(2) (2016), 265-270] on error estimates for the sequence of suc-
cessive approximations for cyclic p-contraction maps in the sense of Pacurar-Rus. As an important result, we
obtain a generalization of Ciri¢’s Theorem, which itself is a generalization of the Banach contraction principle in
a particular case.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fixed point theory is an important tool to solve equation 7'z = x for mappings 7" de-
fined on subsets of metric or normed spaces. The possibility of estimating the error of
successive approximations and its convergence rate is one of the strengths of the fixed
point theory. There are equations Tz = x for which it is not easy or even impossible to
find the exact solution. The error estimate is very useful in these cases. An extensive study
about approximations of fixed points for self maps can be found in [2,3]. In 2010, Pacurar
and Rus [11], in their main result, in the case that ¢ : R, — R, is a (c)-comparison func-
tion [2], proved the existence and uniqueness of the fixed point and found a priori and a
posteriori error estimates of the fixed point of a cyclic ¢-contraction [11].

In [6], the concept of a fixed point was extended to the best proximity point for cyclic
maps. The problem of the existence of a best proximity point of cyclic mappings, have
been extensively studied by many authors; see for instance [7, 12, 14, 16-20] and refer-
ences therein. Therefore, it is important and necessary to estimate the error of successive
approximations and the rate of convergence.

In 2016, Zlatanov [19] found a priori and a posteriori error estimates for approxima-
tion best proximity point associated to a cyclic contraction map, which is defined on a
uniformly convex Banach space with modulus of convexity of power type. He posed a
question on the possibility of calculating the error estimates for the sequence of succes-
sive approximations for for cyclic ¢-contractions [11], in the case that ¢ : R, — R, is
only a comparison function [13] (i.e., ¢ is increasing function and the sequence {¢" ()}
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converges to 0 as n — oo, for all t € R,). Note thatif ¢ : R, — R, is a (c)-comparison
function, then ¢ is a comparison function, but the converse is not necessarily true [11].

In this work, we generalized the notion of cyclic p-contraction maps in the sense of
Pacurar-Rus to strongly cyclic Sehgal type ¢-contraction on distinct subsets of a metric
space (X, d), where the distance between them is not necessarily equal to zero. Therefore,
we have the more general concept best proximity points for these mappings, so we study
the existence and uniqueness of best proximity points for such mappings in the metric
spaces. We also find a priori and a posteriori error estimates of the best proximity point
for our proposed algorithm associated with a strongly cyclic Sehgal type ¢-contraction of
type one, which is defined on two distinct subsets of a uniformly convex Banach space
with a modulus of convexity of power type. As consequence of our main results, we give
a positive answer to Zlatanov’s question [19] in the metric spaces and a generalization of
Ciri¢’s Theorem [4].

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (X,d) be a metric space. Define a distance between two subset A,B ¢ X by
d(A,B) = inf{d(a,b) : a € A, b € B}. Aself mapping7 : AUB — AU B is said
to be cyclic provided that T(A) € B and T(B) € A. A point z* € AU B is called a best
proximity point for X if d(z*,T2") = d(A, B). If d(A, B) = 0, the above problems are
equivalent to find a fixed point of X.

Definition 2.1. [7,16] Let A and B be nonempty subsets of the metric space (X, d). Then (A, B)
is said to satisfies
(i) the property UC, if it can be concluded from relation

lim d(an,y,) = lim d(),,y,) = d(4, B),

for sequences {x,,} and (!} in Aand {y,} in B, that lim,,_,c0 d(z,,, z},) = 0.

(ii) the property WUC, if for any {x,} S A such that for every ¢ > O there exists y € B
satisfying that d(xz,,y) < d(A, B) + € for n = nq, then it can be conclude that {x,} is
Cauchy.

If A and B be nonempty subsets of a metric space (X, d) such that d(A4, B) = 0, then
(A, B) satisfies the property UC [16]. In 2011, Espinola and Fernandez-Leén [7], proved
that if A and B are nonempty subsets of the metric space (X, d) such that A is complete
and the pair (A4, B) has the property UC, then (A, B) has the property WUC.

Definition 2.2. [11] Let Ay, Ay, -+, A}, be nonempty subsets of the metric space (X, d) and let
T be a cyclic mapping on Ule A;, that is

T(Ay) € Ay, T(As) € Az, -+, T(Ag) € Ay
If there exists a comparison function ¢ : R, — R, such that

d(Tu,Tv) < o(d(u,v)),

forallu € A;and v € Ay, where 1 < i < kand Ay, := Ay, then T is a cyclic p-contraction
on Ule A;.
Definition 2.3. [9] The modulus of convexity of a Banach space X is the function 6x : [0,2] —
[0, 1] defined by
. U+
Sx(e) =inf {1 — || 3
The norm is called uniformly convex if 5x(€) > 0 for all € > 0. The space (X, ||.||) is called

uniformly convex Banach space.

s Nlull < 1, floll < 1, flu= vl 2 €}
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Suzuki et al. [16] proved that if A and B are nonempty subsets of a uniformly convex
Banach space X such that A is convex, then (A, B) has the property UC.

Remark 2.1. [9] Let (X, ||.||) be a uniformly convex Banach space. Then for all u,v,p € X,
R > 0andr € [0,2R] satisfying that ||u—p|| < R, ||v—p|| £ Rand ||u—v|| = r; the following
implication holds:

u+v r
(2.1) |l—— -l 5(1—5X(§))R~
If (X, ||.]]) is a uniformly convex Banach space, then dx (¢) is strictly increasing func-

tion, so there exists the inverse function §y" of the modulus of convexity. If the inequality
dx (€) = Ce? holds for some C' > 0 and ¢ > 0 and every ¢ € (0, 2], we say that the modulus
of convexity is of power type p. For example, in [10] the authors proved that if p = 2
the modulus of convexity with respect to the canonical norm ||.||,, in [, or L,, is of power
type p and if p € (1, 2) is of power type 2. For more details about the geometry of Banach
spaces, see references [1,5,8].

3. STRONGLY CYCLIC SEHGAL TYPE (-CONTRACTIONS ON A U B OF TYPE ONE
We start this section with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let I be an identity function defined on R, and ¢ : Ry — R, be a comparison
function, then we have

(i) o(s) < s, forall s > 0;

(i) (0) =0;
in addition, if I —  is a strictly increasing function, then we have

(iii)  is continuous.

Proof. (i) If s > 0 and @(s) = s then ©"(s) = ©" '(s) = -+ = ©°(s) = @(s) = 5 > 0, for
every n € N. So {¢"(s)} + 0 that is a contradiction. (ii) If ¢(0) = s > 0 then 0 < s =
©(0) = ¢($) < £ which is impossible. To prove (iii), let 0 < s, < 5. Since I — ¢ is strictly
increasing, we get s; — p(s1) < sy — ¢(s2) and so p(s2) — ¢(s1) < sy — 1. Hence ¢ is
continuous. (]

There are several conditions for the comparison function ¢ that have been considered in
the studied articles; see for instance [3,11] and references therein. In order to obtain some
information about the convergence of the Picard iteration {x,,} in this paper, according to
the previous lemma, we only mention the condition I — ¢ is a strictly increasing function.

Definition 3.4. A function ¢ : R, — R, is said to be a conditional comparison function if it is a
comparison function and I — ¢ is a strictly increasing function.

Given nonempty subsets A and B of a metric space (X, d), we set d" (u,v) := d(u,v) —
d(A, B) for every u,v € X. It is immediately that

d*(u,v) < d(u,z) +d*(z,v)
and
d*(u,v) —d(A,B) <d"(u,z) +d"(z,v),

forall u,v, z € X. Now, to establish the main results of this section, adapted from the con-
tractions introduced by Sehgal [15], we introduce the following class of cyclic contraction

type mappings.
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Definition 3.5. Let A and B be nonempty subsets of the metric space (X, d) and let T be a cyclic
mapping on A U B. If there exists a conditional comparison function ¢ : R, — R, such that

(3.2) d*(Tu, Tv) < ¢ (max {d*(u7 v),d" (u, Tu),d" (v, Tv)}),
forallu € Aand v € B, then T is said to be a strongly cyclic Sehgal type p-contraction on AU B
of type one.

Remark 3.2. If conditional comparison function ¢ is subadditive and
(3.3) d(Tu, Tv) < ¢ (max {d(u,v),d(u, Tu),d(v, Tv)}) + (I — ¢)(d(A, B)),

forallu € Aand v € B, then T is a strongly cyclic Sehgal type p-contraction on A U B of type
one.
Note that for every a € A and b € B we have

¢(d(a,b)) = p(d*(a,b) + d(A, B)) < ¢(d"(a,b)) + ¢(d(4, B)),
50
(3.4) o(d(a,b)) — o(d(A, B)) < p(d*(a,b)) YacA beB.
Hence from (3.3) and (3.4), we have
d* (Tu, Tv) < ¢ (max {d(u,v),d(u, Tu),d(v,Tv)}) — p(d(A, B))
= max {p(d(u, v)), p(d(u, Tu)), p(d(v, Tv))} = p(d(A, B))
= max {p(d(u,v)) = p(d(A, B)), ¢(d(u, Tu))
— (d(A, B)),p(d(v, Tv)) - p(d(A, B))}
< max {io(d” (u, ), p(d" (u, Tw)), o (d* (v, T0))}
= ¢ (max {d" (u,v),d" (u, Tu),d" (v,Tv)}).

Example 3.1. Let a cyclic @-contraction map on A U B, it is easy to get d(A,B) = 0. If I — ¢
is a strictly increasing function, we have a strongly cyclic Sehgal type p-contraction on A U B of
type one.

Example 3.2. A cyclic contraction map on AU B in the sense of Suzuki et al. in [16], is a strongly
cyclic Sehgual type p-contraction on A U B of type one with p(t) = Xt for t = 0, that X € [0,1).

We begin with the following lemma which will be used later.

Lemma 3.2. Let A and B be nonempty subsets of the metric space (X, d) with d(A, B) > 0 and
let T' be a strongly cyclic Sehgal type p-contraction on AU B of type one. For given x, € A, define
Picard iteration {x,} by x,+1 := Tz, for each n = 0. Then

(i) for every m,n € Nwithn = m = 0, we have
0= d*(‘r2n7z2m+1) = <P2m (Mzo)a
where
M, = (I =) (d(zo, T"x0));

(i) Ye>0, ImeN: d(xo,,Toms1) <d(A,B)+e, for nzm.

Proof. Forevery x € AU B and eachn € N, let Op(z,n) := {z,Tx,---, T"z} and
5 [Orp(z,n)] := maX{d*(Tix,zj) : 0<i<nisevenand 0 < j < nis odd}.

First, we show that for each n € N and z; € A, we have

(3.5) 8§ [Or(xzg,n)] = d*(:vo,Tj:co), for some odd j that1 < j < n.
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We may assume that §*[ Oz (zg,n)] = d*(T'z¢, T’ zy), where 1 < i <nisevenandl < j <
nis odd. Since T is a strongly cyclic Sehgal type -contraction of type one then from (3.2),
we have

A (T'xo, T x0) =d*(TT" ‘20, TT' " 3)
<p( max {d*(Ti_lasO7 T 20), d (T 2o, T ), d* (T7 ' 2, zjo)})
(3.6) < (67[Or(x0,n)])-

Thus, we get (I — »)(6"[Or(z9,n)]) < 0, which, along with Lemma 3.1(i), requires that
5§ [Or(xg,n)] = 0. S0 6" [Op(x9,n)] = d* (29, Tx), and hence (3.5), holds.
Now we show that for eachn € N,

(3.7) 5 [Or(wg,n)] £ My, .

To prove the claim note that from (3.5) we have, §*[Or(xg,n)] = d*(zo, T’ z0), where

1 < j < nand j is odd. On the other hand, note that if d*(z¢, Tzo) < d*(Tzo, T?z,) then
from Lemma 3.1(i) and (3.2), we have

0< d*(TQxO,TxO) < go(rnax {d*(xo,T:Eo),d*(Txo,Ton)})
= (d*(T.’L‘O, T2x0))
< d*(Tzo, T ),
a contradiction. So
d*(Txo, T?20) < d* (20, Tp).
Hence from (3.2)
(3.8) d" (T, T*x0) < p(d" (20, o))
If j = 1 (son = 1), applying the triangle inequality and (3.8), we get
5" [Or(2o,n)] = d* (o, Tao)
< d(zg, T x0) + d* (T2, Txo)
< (w0, o) + p(d" (w0, To))
< d(zo, T?x) + ¢(8* [Or(29,n)]).
If j > 1 (son = 3), applying the triangle inequality, (3.2) and (3.6), we obtain
6" [0 (9,n)] = d" (w0, T o)
< d(zg, T o) + d* (T?x0, T 2)
< d(z0, T?z0) + ¢(8" [Or (20, n)]).
So we have in both cases
(I = )(8"[Or(x0,1)]) < d(zo, T?).

On the other hand, from the strictly increasing I — ¢ there exists its inverse function (I —
©)”", which is strictly increasing too, so

5 [Or(zg,n)] = (I—¢)"" (d(Io,T2$0)) =My,
From relation (3.2), it can be easily concluded that

(3.9) 5" [Or(23,,1)] < @(8"[Or(2py-1,m + 1)]),



198 Akram Safari-Hafshejani

for ng = 1.
(i) Since T is a strongly cyclic Sehgal type y-contraction of type one, for every n = m =
0, from (3.9), we have

IA

5 [Op (2, 20 +1 = 2m)]
s (5*[OT(x2m—1> 2n+2 - 2m)])
<¢” (0" [Or(22m-2,2n + 3 — 2m)]).

By continuing this process and using (3.7), for every n = m 2 0, we obtain

d*(x2m+17x2n)

0 < d*($2m+1,$2n)
<" (6*[Or(20,2n +1)])
(3.10) <@ (M)

Therefore (i) holds.
(ii) ¢ is comparison function, so {<pk (/\/la,,[J )} is converges to 0. From (3.10), we get

Ve>0, dmeN: d"(zon, Zoms1) <€, for nz=m,
and hence (ii). ]

Lemma 3.3. Let A and B be nonempty subsets of the metric space (X, d) with d(A, B) = 0 and
let T be a strongly cyclic Sehgal type p-contraction on AU B of type one. For given x( € A, define
Picard iteration {x,,} by x,4+1 := Tz, for eachn = 0. Then

(i) for every m,n € Nwithn = m that n —m is odd, we have
0<d(zy, o) <" (Mx0)7
where
My, =~ W)_l(d(%aTQfo));
() Ye>0, ImeN: d(z,,zn)<e for nzm.
Proof. For every z € AU B and eachn € N, let
§[Or(z,n)] := max{d(T"z,T’z) : 0<i<nisevenand0 < j < nisodd}.
(i) Similar to proof Lemma 3.2(i), for every n = m that n — m is odd, it can be proved
d( 2, 2,) <0[Op(Zm,n —m)]
<o (0[Or(2p-1,m —m +1)])
<0” (O[O (g, —m +2)]).
By continuing this process and using (3.7), for every n = m that n — m is odd, we obtain
0 < d(xm,xy,)
< 9" (8[Or (20, n)])
(3.11) <" (My,).
(ii) ¢ is comparison function, so {¢" (M, )} is converges to 0. Hence, from (3.11), we get
Ve>0, dmeN: d(z,,z,)<e for n=m with n—m isodd,
s0, it can be easily concluded that

Ve>0, dmeN: d(z,,z,)<e for n=m.
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Lemma 3.4. Let Aand B be nonempty subsets of the metric space (X, d) such that the pair (A, B)
(resp. (B, A)) has the property WUC. Let T be a strongly cyclic Sehgal type p-contraction on
AU B of type one. For x, € A, define Picard iteration {x,,} by x,4+, := Tx,, for eachn = 0. Then
{xan} (resp. {xon+1}) is a Cauchy sequence.

Proof. By using Lemma 3.2(ii), since the pair (A, B) (resp. (B, A)) has the property WUC,

we get {zo,,} (resp. {z2,+1}) is a Cauchy sequence. O

Theorem 3.1. Let Aand B be nonempty subsets of the metric space (X, d) such that A is complete
and (A, B) has the property WUC'. Assume that T is a strongly cyclic Sehgal type p-contraction
on A U B of type one. For zq € A, define Picard iteration {x,} by x,,+1 := T, for each n = 0.
Then the following statements hold

(i) T has a unique best proximity point 2™ in A;
(ii) «* is a unique fixed point of T* in A;
(iti) {T°"z} converges to =™ for every x € A;
(iv) Tz™ is a best proximity point of T in B that if (B, A) has the WU C property, it is unique.
(v) If (B, A) has the WUC property, then {T*"y} converges to Tx" for every y € B.

Proof. (i) Let zy € A. By Lemma 3.4, {z2,} is a Cauchy sequence in A. Since A is complete,
{22, } is converges to some z* € A and we have

d*(xgy,, Tz™) <¢ (max {d*(.an_l, "), d* (@on_1, To),d* (™, T2” )}) )
Hence
d* (2", T2") =lim, o eod™ (29, Tz™)
<o (d* (2", Tz")),
so from Lemma 3.1(i), we obtain d(z*, Tz*) = d(A, B). Also
d*(Tz", T2x*) <p (max {d*(x*, Tz*),d" (Tz", T2x*)})
= p(d"(Ta", T%")),

hence from Lemma 3.1(i), we obtain d(Tz*,T°z*) = d(A, B). Since (A, B) has the WUC
property, then T’z = z*. Suppose that z* is other best proximity point of T in A, then

2" is a fixed point of T°, too. Without loss of generality suppose that d*(z*, Tz*) <
d* (2", Tz") then we have

d* (25, T2™) = d"(T°2", Ta™) <p (max{d*(Tz*,x*),d*(Tz*,TQZ*),d*(x*,Tx*)})
=p (d"(T2",2"))
<d"(Tz",z")
=d" (T2, T%z%)
<p (max{d*(z*,Tx*),d*(z*,Tz*),d*(Tx*,TQx*)})
=p (d" (2", Tz")).

So
d* (2", Tz") < gp(d*(z*,Tx*)) ,

and hence from Lemma 3.1(i), we get d(z*,Tz") = d(A, B). Since d(z*,Tz") = d(A, B)
and (A, B) has the property WUC, we get 2™ = z*.
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(ii) Suppose that u”* is other fixed point of T2 in A, then
d*(u*, Tu®) = " (T?u*, Tu™)
< (max {d*(u*, Tu™), d" (Tu", T2u*)})
= o(d" (u", Tu")),

hence from Lemma 3.1(i), we obtain d(u",Tu") = d(A, B) thatis u" is a best proximity
point of T, so from (i), we get u™ = .

(iif) is naturally obtained from the proof of (i) and (ii).

(iv) From (i) and (ii), Tz" is a best proximity point of T in B. To prove uniqueness,
suppose that v* is an another best proximity point of T'in B, so it can be proved as before
d(Tv*, T*v*) = d(A, B), from (i) Tv* = z*. Because (B, A) has the WUC property, T?v* =
v*. So Ta™* = T*0* = v*.

(v) Since lim,, e d(z*, T*"y) = lim,_c d(T>" 'y, T*"y) = d(A, B) = d(z*,Tz") and
(B, A) has the WUC property, then

lim d(Tz*,T°"y) = 0.

4. PRIORI AND POSTERIORI ERROR ESTIMATES

Now, according to the results of the previous section, we have the next approximation
theorem that is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.3 and Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 4.2. Let ¢ : R, — R, be a conditional comparison function and A and B be nonempty
subsets of the metric space (X, d) such that A is complete. Assume that T is a strongly cyclic
Sehgal type @-contraction on A U B of type two, that is

d(Tu, Tv) < ¢ (max {d(u,v),d(u, Tu),d(v,Tv)}),

forallu € Aand v € B. Then T has a unique fixed point x* € X such that {T" x,} converges to
x* for every starting point xo € A. Also, the following estimates

d(T" g, 2") = ™ ((I = )™ (d(wo, T*xo))
and
A(T" wo,2") = ¢ (T = ) (d(T™ w9, T"x0))

< o (I =) (AT Pme, T ),
hold, for all zy € A.

Corollary 4.1. Especially in the previous theorem in the case that ¢(t) = Xt for t = 0, that
X € [0,1) is a constant, T has a unique fixed point z* € X such that {T"z} converges to =™ for
every starting point xq € X. Also, the following estimates

m

m * A
d(T zg,2") < md(ﬂfo,T2$o)

and
A

m—2 m
1_)\d(T .’1,'0,T .T;()),

d(T" zg,2™) <

hold, for all zy € X.

The next theorem is proved exactly like Lemma 3.3 and Theorem 3.1, which we omit
from bringing it. This is our answer to Zlatanov’s question.
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Theorem 4.3. Let ¢ : R, — R, be a conditional comparison function and Aq, As, -+, Ay be
nonempty closed subsets of the metric space (X,d). Assume that T is a cyclic p-contraction

on Ule A; such that I — ¢ be a strictly increasing function. Then T has a unique fixed point
€ ﬂle A; such that {T" o} converges to =™ for every starting point x, € Ule A;. Also, the
following estimates

d(T" wo,2") < ™ ((I = ) (d(wo, T" 7))
and
d(T" g, 2") < " ((I = ) (d(T™ 20, T™ 1)) ,
hold, for all xo € A.
It is important that even if we have a self-mapping on a complete metric space (X, d),
we can obtain the following important theorem with the same methods of proving the

results in the previous section. This theorem is also a generalization of Theorem 1 of [4],
which adds to its importance.

Theorem 4.4. Let ¢ : R, — R, be a conditional comparison function. Assume that self map T
is a strongly Cirié type @-contraction on a complete metric space (X, d), that is

(4.12) d(Tu, Tv) < ¢ (max {d(u,v),d(u, Tu),d(v, Tv),d(u, Tv),d(v,Tu)}),

for all u,v € X. Then T has a unique fixed point =™ € X such that {T" x,} converges to z* for
every starting point xo € X. Also, the following estimates

d(T™"z0,2™) < ™ ((I = @)™ (d(o, Txo))
and
d(T"wg,2") = @ ((I = ) (d(T™ 20, T" ),
hold, for all x € X.
Let <p' : Ri — R, be a 5-dimensional comparison [3, Definition 2.4] function and
ViR, » Ry, (t) = o(t,tt,t,t), teR,.
It is not difficult to see that a generalized @'—contraction map [3, Definition 2.5], satisfies

in (4.12) with ¢(t) := ©'(,t,t,t,t) for t = 0. Therefore, Theorem 4.4 is another version of
Theorem 2.10 [3].

Corollary 4.2. [4, Theorem 1] Especially in the previous theorem, in the case that ¢(t) = At
fort = 0, that \ € [0,1) is a constant, T has a unique fixed point z* € X such that {T"z,}
converges to x™ for every starting point zy € X. Also, the following estimates

m A
ATz, 2") < Y

d(zo, Txo)

and

A(T™ g, T 2p),

m A
ATz, 2") < X

hold, for all x € X.

In the next result, we find a priori and a posteriori error estimates of the best proximity
point for the Picard iteration associated to a strongly cyclic Sehgal type ¢-contraction of
type one, which is defined on a uniformly convex Banach space with modulus of convex-
ity of power type.
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Theorem 4.5. Let (X, ||.||) be a uniformly convex Banach space such that §x (e) = Ce? for some
C >0, q = 2and every € € (0,2]. Suppose that A and B be nonempty, closed and convex subsets
of X withd := d(A,B) > 0. Let T : AuB — AU B be strongly cyclic Sehgal type p-contraction
on A U B of type one, then
(i) there exists a unique best proximity point x* of T in A such that Tx" is a unique best
. . . . 2 % *
proximity point of T in Band T z" = x”;
(i) for every xo € A, the sequence {T°"z} converges to =™ and {T
Tz* ;
(iii) a priori error estimate holds in the following implication:

2n+1
xo} converges to

" (May)

I = 7" < (9" (My,) +d) | a7

(iv) a posteriori error estimate holds in the following implication:
[ M
2m P Tom
1T 2o = 2" || < (M, +d) 0—2;

My = (I =) (d(wo, T?x0)) and M, =T =) " (d(@om, T wam))-

where

Proof. The proof of (i) and (ii) follows directly from Theorem 3.1.
(iii) For every n € N let x,, = T"zy. From Lemma 3.2(i), for n = m > 0 we have the
inequalities

2
||x2n - :L'2m+1|| = ® " (Maco) + d»

220 = Tomarll < ™" (M) +d
and
22 = 2amll <2 (™" (Ma, ) +d).
Now from (2.1), with u = Zo,,, v = Zom, P = Tome1, T = ||22n — Zom|l, R = ©°™ (M,,) +d
and using the convexity of the set A, we get

Toyp + To
ds ||% = Ty

N )

so, we obtain the inequality

( ||x2n_x2m|| )S (pzm(MfL’o)

4.13 .
( ) SOQm(MmO)_i'd (p2m(Ma:0)+d

From the uniform convexity of X it follows that ¢x is strictly increasing and therefore
there exists its inverse function d', which is strictly increasing. From (4.13), we get

" (Ma,) ) |

4.14 w = Tomll = (07" (My) +d) 6y
( ) ||Jj2 T || = (90 ( 0) ) X (SOQ”L (Mz0)+d
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It follows from the inequality §x (¢) = Ct? that 6% (t) < (é)é Using (4.14), we obtain

2
2m Som(Mxo)
n — Tom|| < M, d)*
e = amll (" (M) )j TP (M) +3)
2m
m [P Mmo
(4.15) < (9™ (My,) +d) %.
So, from (4.15), for n = m = 0 we obtain
2m
m a P Mzg
(4.16) 220 = ol = (9™ (Ma, ) + d) —éd )
Letting n — o0 in (4.16), we obtain
2m
* m m a [P MIO
|2 = T*" x| < (™" (My,) +d) —éd )

(iv) If we use relation (4.16) to get a posteriori error estimate, we have

0
a [P M$2m
(417) I|m2m+21l - me” = (‘po (M.u»m) + d) %
After letting i — oo in (4.17), we obtain the inequality
m * g Mﬂ?z
(4.18) 1T = 2"l < (M, +d) {/ =52

O

If T is a weak cyclic Kannan contraction map [12] or a cyclic contraction map in the
sense of Suzuki et al. in [16], we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. In the previous theorem, in the special case, if o(t) = At for every ¢t = 0 and some
X €[0,1), then we have

(i) a priori error estimate holds

* 2m ||Z‘0—T2JU0|| q ”IO_Tza:O” q 2m
lz” =T $0||5<#+d m(\a) ;

(ii) a posteriori error estimate holds

2m * ||T2m_2 - 1’0” T 2xg = T*™ a0l , orry2

Proof. (i) First note that, since ¢(t) = At, then M, = (I - ©) (llzg = T?xo]|) = ﬁ”xo -
T? ||, so from Theorem 4.5(iii), we have

2m )\2111, 2
2m A 2 4 ” Zo — T ‘rO”
2" - T Io||5<m||930—T Io||+d) \/ Cd

||$0—T23Co|| q ||370—T2$0|| a/v\2m
5( —x 4 Cd(1—\) SO
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(i) Since M, , = ﬁ |22 — T @opm_s||, so similar to (4.17), we obtain the inequality

2
m * [P (M€E2m72 )
IT*" 2o = 2" || < (¢* (Ma,, ) +d) \[ 7722

(XN g = Tl IR = TRl o
(1-\) Cd(1-\)

< ||T2m_2$o - T2m330|| ||T2m 2 T2m$o|| ( \/—)
N (1=X) )
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