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STRONG CONVERGENCE THEOREMS OF
MODIFIED MANN ITERATIVE PROCESS FOR
NONEXPANSIVE MAPPINGS IN HILBERT SPACES

HAIFANG L1U AND RUDONG CHEN

(Communicated by M. A. Noor)

Abstract. The purpose of this article is to modify normal Mann’s iterative process to have strong
convergence for nonexpansive mappings in the formework of Hilbert spaces. We prove the strong
convergence of the proposed iterative algorithm to the fixed point of nonexpansive mappings
which is the unique solution of a variational inequality, which is also the optimality condition for
a minimization problem.

1. Introduction

Let H be a real Hilbert space with inner product (.,.) and norm ||.||, respec-
tively. Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of H and recall that a self-mapping
T : C — C is called a contraction mapping if there exists a constant & € (0, 1) such that

1T (x) =T () < allx—yll. (L.1)

If a = 1, we call it is nonexpansive. We denote the set of fixed points of T by Fix (7).
Namely, Fix(T) = {x€ H : Tx =x}.

Let A be a bounded linear operator on H and assume that A is strongly positive
with coefficient ¥; that is, there is a constant ¥ > 0 with the property

(Ax,x) > 7||x||> Vx€H.

The Variational Inequality Problem [1, 2, 3] has been and will continue to be one
of the central problems in nonlinear analysis and is defined as follows: given monotone
operator F : H— H and closed convex set C C H,

find x* € C such that (x —x*, F(x*)) > 0 for all x € C. (1.2)

This condition is the optimality condition of the convex optimization problem:
min 6 over C when F = 0’. The simplest iterative procedure for the variational in-
equality problem (VIP) may be the well-known projected gradient method [4]: x,+1 =
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Pc(xq — UF(x,)) (n=0,1,2,---) where P¢ is the convex projection onto C and u is
a positive real number. This method requires repetitive use of Pc, although the closed
form expression of Pc is not always known in many situations. To help resolve this
problem, the following hybrid steepest descent method [4, 5, 6] for (1.2) when C is
equal to the fixed point set Fix (T') := {x € H : T(x) = x} of a nonexpansive mapping
T has been established: x; € H and x,,11 = T (x, — uo,F(x,)) forevery n € N, where
> 0,(c)neny C (0,1] is a slowly diminishing constant sequence, and F : H — H is
strongly monotone and Lipschitz continuous. In this paper, we give a new algorithm of
modified Mann’s iterative process to appropriate the unique solution of the Variational
Inequality.

Recall that the normal Mann’s iterative process was introduced by Mann [7] in
1953. Since then, construction of fixed points for nonexpansive mappings via the nor-
mal Mann’s iterative process has been extensively investigated by many authors.

The normal Mann’s iterative process generates a sequence {x,} in the following
manner:

Vx1 €K, xpp1 = (1 — oty)xn + 0, Txn, Vn > 1, (1.3)

where the sequence {a, };,_, is in the interval (0,1).

If T is a nonexpansive mapping with a fixed point and the control sequence {c;, }
is chosen so that ¥, o, (1 — o) = oo, then the sequence {x,} generated by normal
Mann'’s iterative process (1.3) converges weakly to a fixed point of T (this is also valid
in a uniformly convex Banach space with the Fréchet differentiable norm [7].)

Attempts to modify the normal Mann iterative method (1.3) for nonexpansive map-
pings so that strong convergence is guaranteed have recently been made; see, e. g.,
[8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 22, 23] and the references therein.

Xu [18] consider the iterative process with viscosity approximation method.

(1.4)

xo € C is arbitrarily,
Xnt1 = O f(xy) + (1 — 06,)Tx,, forall n>1.

where C is a closed convex subset of a space X, if X is either Hilbert or uniformly
smooth, then it is shown that, under certain appropriate conditions on o, {x,} con-
verges strongly to a fixed point of 7" which solves the following variational inequality:

(I=fla,p—q) <0, Vpe F(T). (1.5)
Kim and Xu [8] introduced the following iterative process.

xo =x € K arbitrarily chosen,

Y = Baxn 4 (1 = Bu) Txn, (1.6)
Xp+1 = Oplt + (1 - Otn)ym n=0.

where T is a nonexpansive mapping of K into itself, # € K is a given point. They
proved the sequence {x,} defined by (1.6) converges strongly to a fixed point of T
provided the control sequence o, and f3, satisfy appropriate conditions.
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Yao et al. [16] also modified Mann’s iterative scheme (1.3) by using the so-called
viscosity approximation method which was introduced by Moudafi. Yao et al intro-
duced the following iterative algorithm.

X0 =x € K arbitrarily chosen,
yn:ﬁnxn+(l_ﬁn)Txn7 (1'7)
Xpt1 = O f(Xn) + (1 = Q)yn, n=0.

In this paper, motivated by Xu [18], Kim and Xu [8], Yao [16], we introduce a new
iterative scheme generated by:

xo =x € K arbitrarily chosen,
Yn :PK[ann'f'(l_Bn)Txn}a (18)
Xn41 :O‘n’)/f(xn)"_ﬁxn"‘((l_ﬁ)l_anA)ym n=0.

We prove under weaker hypotheses that the sequence {x,} converges strongly
to the fixed point of the nonexpansive mapping 7, which also solves the following
variational inequality:

(A(9),q—p) <0, Ype F(T). (1.9)

where X::A—yf.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we collect some lemmas which will be used in the proof for the
main result in next section.

LEMMA 2.1. Let H be a real Hilbert space, then for any x, y € H we have
(i) |lx+ ¥l < (2] +2{y,x+)

(ii) e £y]1* = [l £2(x, ) + [|yl?

(iii) [|ex+ (1= 0)yl = t[lx]> + (L= ) Iyl = (1 = 1) [x = y[|>, Ve €[0,1]

LEMMA 2.2. ([17]) Assume that {0y} is a sequence of nonnegative real numbers
such that
Opt1 < (1 - Yn)an +5na n=0,

where {V,} is a sequence in (0, 1) and J, is a sequence in R such that

(1) Y Yu =03 (2) limsup &, /v, < 0 0r Y, [8u] < oo;
n=1

n—oo n=1

then lim,_ ... 0 = 0.

LEMMA 2.3. (Marino and Xu [12]) Assume that A is a strongly positive linear
bounded operator on a Hilbert space H with coefficient ¥ > 0 and 0 < p < ||A|~L.
Then |I — pA|| < 1—p7.
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LEMMA 2.4. ([20]) Let {x,} and {y,} be bounded sequences in a Banach space
and let {B,} be a sequence of [0,1] such that 0 < liminf,_.. 8, < limsup,,_,.. B, < 1.
Suppose xp+1 = (1 —PBn)yn+ Bnxy forall n € N and limsup,,_..(||[yn+1 — Yl — %01 —
Xul|) < 0. Then, limy, e ||yn — xn|| = 0.

LEMMA 2.5. (Browder and Pertyshyn [20]) Let T : K — H be a nonexpansive
mapping. Define S: K — H by Sx =Ax+ (1 —A)Tx for each x € K. Then, as A €
[k, 1], where k € (0,1) is a constant, S is a nonexpansive mapping such that F(S) =
F(T).

LEMMA 2.6. [9] Let C be a closed convex subset of a real Hilbert space H. Give
X€H andy € C. Then y = Pex if and only if there holds the inequality: {(x—y,y—z) >
0, VzeC.

LEMMA 2.7. Zhou [21] Let C be a closed convex subset of a real Hilbert space
H. Let T : K — H be a k-strict pseudo-contraction with F(T) # 0. Then F(PxT) =
F(T).

LEMMA 2.8. Let H be a Hilbert space, C be a closed convex subset of H. Let
A be a strongly positive linear bounded self-adjoint operator on H with coefficient
Y> 0and f:C — C be a contraction with the contractive constant O<a<l).

Assume that 0 <y < %. Let T : C — C be a nonexpansive mapping with fixed point x;

of contraction C > x — tyf(x) + Bx+ (1 — B)I — tA)Tx and let A := A —yf. Then
{x:} converges strongly to a fixed point X of T as t — 0, which solves the following
variational inequality: R

(A(X),x—2) <0, VzeF(T).

Proof. First, we show that x — 1y f(x) + Bx+ ((1 — )] —tA)Tx is a contraction.
Vx,y € C, we have
ey () + Bx+ (1= ) = tA)Tx = (evf (y) + By + ((1 = B)I = tA) Ty)]|
= [ley(f(x) = f () +Bx=y) + ((1 = B)I = tA)(Tx = Ty)]|
<ty =y +Bllx=yl+ 1 =B=7)|x—y
S (=17 —vya)llx—yl.
By the condition 0 < y < g we know that is a contraction. Let x; denotes the
unique fixed point of 7.
Second we show that x; is bounded.
Take Vg € F(T),
I —qll = [|evf (x) + Bxi + (1 = B)I —tA)Tx; — q|
= [le(vf(x) = Agq) + B(xi — q) + (1 = B)I = 1A)(Tx; — q) |
< (=B =17l —qll+ Bllx — qll +tllvf (x) — Aq|
< (L=l =gl +ryolx —ql +1llvf(q) — Aq|
< (L=1(¥—vya))llx —qll +1]|vf(q) — Adq|

1
_WHVf(q)—AqH-

[l —ql| <

<l
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So ||x — ¢|| is bounded.
Third, we prove lim;_q ||x; — Tx;|| = 0.

X =tyf(x) + Bxi+ (1 = B)—tA)Tx;,
1
|l — Txe || = mt”yf(xt) —ATx;|| — 0 as t — 0.

Last, we prove {x;} converges strongly to a fixed point X of T as t — 0, which
solves the following variational inequality:

(A(X),—2) <0, VzeF(T).

Assume t, — 01, X;, — X. By the demi-closeness principle, we have X € F(T).
Then claim x;,, — X, X =X.
vx* € F(T),

ot =1 = ey (xr) + B + (1 — B)I— 1) T —
— [l(rf () = Ax*) 4+ Bl —x°) + (1 — ) — 1A) (T — )|
o =21 = () — AX) + By —x) (1= B)—1A) (T, "), — )

< (1= B—=17) e = x>+ Bllxe — x> + (v () — Ax", 2 —x)
<(1 —t(y—ya)sz —X|P A (rf () — Ax",x — x¥)
e —x*|1* < - a<yf<x*>—Ax*,xt—x*>.

In particular, take x* =X, x, = x;,, then we have

H'xtn_tz 7 <Yf( ) Ax7xtn_x> _)OQSI}’Z _)O+
So
X, —Xast, — 0"
From [Jx; —x*||? < - a(yf( ") —Ax*,x —x*), wehave oo (vf(x*) = Ax*,x —x*) >

0= (yf(x*) —Ax*,x, —x*) > 0= (yf(x*) — Ax* 7x—x>>0.
By the equivalent dual inequality we have

(AX),x=x") = ((A=71f)(x),x=x") <0, Vx" € F(T).

So, by the uniqueness solution of the above variational inequality, we have x =x. [

LEMMA 2.9. ([4]) Suppose that F : H— H is x-Lipschitzian and 1 -strongly
monotone over a closed convex set C # 0. Then, VIP(F, C) has its unique solution
u* ecC.
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LEMMA 2.10. Let H be a Hilbert space, C be a closed convex subset of H.
Let A be strongly positive bounded linear operator on C with coefficient ¥ >0 and
f:C — C be a contraction with the contractive constant o (0 < o < 1) such that 0 <

Y< L. Then A:=A—vyfis (¥ — yo) -strongly monotone and (L+ yo)-Lipschitzian
continuous, where L satisfying ||A(x)|| < Lx forall x€ H.

Proof. Take Vx,y € C, using the property of A and Schwarz inequality, we have

~

(Ax)—AQY),x—y) = (A—yf)x— (A—vf)y.x—)
= (Alx—y).x—y) =y (f(x) = f().x—¥)
Tl =12 = vIlF ) — £l lx =]
7llx =yl = yorlx — y|?
(¥ —yo)lx— %,

which implies that A is (¥ — ya) -strongly monotone over C.

IAG) =AW = (A —vf)x— (A -yl
= [[(Ax = Ay) = y(f(x) = fFO))
< [JAx = Ay ||+ ][ f(x) = FW)l
<Llfx =yl +yellx—yl|
< (L+yo)llx—yl,

which implies that Ais (L+ yo)-Lipschitz continuous over C. [

3. Main results

In this section, we prove our strong convergence theorem.

THEOREM 3.1. Let H be a Hilbert space, C a nonempty closed convex subset of
H suchthat C£CCC (C+C:={x+ty,Vx,y€C}) and T : C — H be a nonexpansive
mapping with a fixed point. Let A be strongly positive bounded linear operator on C
with coefficient ¥ >0 and f : C — C be a contraction with the contractive constant 0.
(0<a<1)suchthat 0<y< L. Let A:=A—vyf and {xn} be the sequence generated
by (1.8). If the control sequence {0, }, {Bn} C [0,1] satisfying:

(i) limp—ea 0y =0, 37 0 Oy =00

(i) 0<k<P<O<1, Vn=1;

(iii) 2:10:1 ‘anJrl - an‘ < oo and Z:zozl ‘ﬁnJrl _Bn‘ < oo,
Then {x,} converge strongly to a fixed point p of T, which solves the variational
inequality (1.9).

Proof. Since o, — 0, we shall assume that o, < (1 —B)||A[|~! and 1 — o, (7 —
oy) > 0.
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Observe that, if ||u|| = 1, then

(L =B — oA, u) = (1= B) — 06 (A, u) > (1= B — on[|A]]) >
By Lemma 2.3, we have
[(1=P) = Al <1 — .
We shall divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. The sequence {x,} is bounded. Let p € F(T), we have
1vn =PIl = 1Pk [Baxn + (1 = Bn) Txa] — p||
< Bullxa = pll+ (1= Bo)l| Txn — pl|
< Bullxn = pll + (1 = Ba) lxn = pll
< b —
It follows that
%01 = Pl = llowyf (xn) + Bxn + (1 = B) = ctwA)yn — p||
= [0 (vf (xn) = Ap) + B xa — p) + ((1 = B)I = 0 A) (yn — P) |

< (1 =B —oaw?)llxn — pll + Bllxw — pll + 0wl v.f (xa) — Ap||
<(l_an')_/)Hxn_pH+an||')/f(xn)_}/f(p)H+anHYf(p)_ApH
< (1= 0))|[xn — pll + awyot|lxn — pl| + 0wl v.f (p) — Ap||

_ ¥—ay)
< (1= au(¥ — oy)|lxn — pll + o = OW)HYf() Apl|
< max{ I~ pl o 1) - Al

So {x,} is bounded.

Step 2. ||xp41 —Xa|| — 0 as n— oo,
Set z, = xi"ﬁljﬁﬁ S

Xn+1 = Bxn+ (1 _ﬁ)zn

1
121 —2nll = 1-8 [1%n+2 = Bxng1 — (en1 — Boxa) |

= ﬁ“an+l)/f(xn+l) +ﬁxn+1 + ((1 —B)I— an+lA)yn+1

= Bxns1 — (0¥ f (xn) + Bxn+ ((1 = B)I — ctuA)yn — Bxn) |
= T G (5ui1) = Ot (5) + (1= B) i1 =)

_A(an+lyn+1 - Ofnyn)H
Y
= H 1— B (anJrlf(anrl) - anf(x")) + Yut+1—Yn

1
- m(anJrlAynJrl - anAyn)”'

147
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Because {x,} is bounded, so {f(xn)},{f(xnt1)}, {An }, {AVns1 b {Txn b, {Txns1 }
are all bounded.

So, IM; >0, max{#{f(xn),f(xnﬂ)h #{Ayn,AynH} :neN} <M.
So (3.2) can be reduced to

||Zn+1_Zn|| < HynJrl_yn||+M1|an+l_an‘~ (33)

[¥n+1 = Ynll = [Pk (Bat1%n41 4+ (1 = Buy 1) Txns1) — Px (Buxn + (1 = Ba) T )|
< HﬁnJrlanrl + (1 - ﬁn+l)Txn+l - (ﬁnxn + (1 - Bn)Txn)”
< Hanrl — X ||+ HﬁnJrl(anrl +TXng1) = Bu(xn +Txn) ||
< %1 — Xl +Ma| By 1 — Bal,

where M >0 is a constant, My := sup{||x,+1 + Txpt1 ], ||*n + Txy|| : n € N}.
Substituting (3.4) into (3.3), we have

(3.4)

||Zn+1 _ZnH < Hanrl _xn” +M1|an+1 - an| +M2|Bn+1 _Bn|~

limSUP(HZn+1 _ZnH - ||xn+l _an) < nlglolo(Ml‘anJrl - (Xn‘ +M2|Bn+1 _ﬁn‘) — 0.

n—oo

Therefore, by Lemma 2.4, we have lim, . [|x, — 24| = 0.
Because x,+1 = Bx,+ (1 —B)za,
So

i [l =3 = (1= B) lim [, — 2| = 0. (35)
Step 3. We prove the following inequality holds

limsup(yf(q) —Aq,x, — q) < 0.

n—oo

Define a mapping T,x := Px[Bnx+ (1 — B,)Tx] foreach x € K.
Then T, : K — K is nonexpansive. Indeed, by Lemma 2.1 (iii), we have for all
x,yeK

|1 Tx = Tyl = || Pe[Bux + (1 = B) Tx] — P [Buy + (1 = B) Ty ||
<UBalx=y)+ (1= B) (L= T) >
<Bullx =12+ (1= Bl T~ T2
—Ba(1=B) (I =T)x— (1= T)y|?

< =yl

which implies that 7,, is nonexpansive. Therefore, (1.8) reduces to
Xnp1 = O Y f (xn) + Bxn+ (1 — B) — 0ty A) Ty X (3.6)

Combining (3.1) and (3.6), we have

Xpn+l = aan(xn) + Bxn + ((l - ﬁ)l_ O‘nA)Tnxn
= Bxn+ (1 - )z
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1
| Twxn — znl| = OtanATnxn —vf(xn)|| = 0 as n — oo, (3.7)

So, using (3.5) and (3.7) we have

%0 — T || = ||Xn — 20 — (ToXn — 20) | (3.8)
< P = zull + 1 Txn — zal| — 0, n— o0 '

From the condition (ii) and (iii), we have f, — A as n — oo, where A € [k, 1).
Define S: K — H by Sx=Ax+(1—A)Tx. Then, S is nonexpansive with F(S) =F(T)
by Lemma 2.5. It follows from Lemma 2.7 that F'(PxS) = F(S) = F(T). Notice that

| PicSxn — Xn| < [|xn — T || + | Toxn — PicSxi|
< oo = Toxa [+ [1Bon + (1 = Ba) Totn — (Axa + (1= A)Txa) || (3.9)
< % = Txu| + [ Bn — Al llxn — Tx|| — 0.

Now, we claim that

limsup(A(q),x, —q) >0, (3.10)

n—oo

where g = lim,_,ox; with x; being the fixed point of the contraction
x+—tyf(x)+ Bx+ ((1 — B)—tA)PxSx.
(Replace T with PxS in Lemma 2.8.)
Then x; solves the fixed point equation
X =tyf(x)+ Bx+ (1= B)—tA)PxSx;.
Thus we have

o —xall = [l (v () — Axa) + B3 — ) + (1 = B) — 1) (PSs — ).

|
It follows from Lemma 2.1 that
[l = xall> = [l (v.f () = Axa) + B (% — x) + (1 = B)I — 1A) (PiSxs — xa) ||*
<IB (o —xa) + (1= B)I — 1A) (PiSx: — x,) ||
+26(Vf (%) — AxXn, X¢ — Xn)
< (1= B —17)?||PeSx = xall* + B[l — x|
+2B(1 — B — 1Y) {(PxSxs — X, X¢ — X)) + 26 (Y f (%) — AXpp, Xp — Xpy)
< (1= B —17)2||PSx; — PicSxn + PicSxn — x| + B2 x: — x|
+2B(1 — B — 1Y) {PxSx; — PxSxn + PSxp — Xn, Xt — Xn)
+ 267 f (%) — Axn, X¢ — Xn)
< (1= B =171 — x> + B2 |l — |
+2(1 = B = 17)? [ PieSxn — x| (|| PieSxn — Xl + |3 = %))
+2B(1 = B =17l —xal* +2B(1 = B — 1) P — xul [ |x: — 5

+26{yf () — Axe, 0 — X)) + 20(Ax; — Axpy, Xp — Xp) -
(3.11)
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Since A is strongly positive and bounded linear operator, we have

(AX; — Ax, Xy — x) = (A(X, — X0), % — %) = 7| — x||% (3.12)
Put

Fa0) = 2(1 = B —17)?|| PcSxn — x| (|| PieS2 — x| + [l — %))
+2B(1 = B —17) | PxSxn — X ||| e — x|
= || PcSxn — x| [2(1 = B — £7) (|| PicSxn — x| + [0 — xa])
+2B(1—B—17)||x —xa||]] = 0, as n — oo.

(3.13)

Combing (3.11), (3.12) and (3.13), we have

2 (Axs — 71 (%), — xn) < (7 = 27) |5 — Xl |> + (1)
+ 21 (Ax; — Axp, Xp — Xy)

<Y (AX, — Axp, x, — x) + fu(2) (3.14)

1
(Axy —yf (%), % —xn) < ); (Ax; — Axy,xp — X)) + ;fn(t).
Let n — oo in (3.14) and note that (3.13) yields

t
limsup(Ax, — yf (%), % — xn) < EMg, (3.15)

n—oo

where M3 > 0 is a constant and Y(Ax; — Ax,,x; —x,) < M3 forall r € (0,1) and n > 1
Taking t — O from (3.15), we have

limsup limsup{Ax, — yf(x;),x — x,) <O. (3.16)

t—0 n—oo
On the other hand, we have

) —Aq,xn —q) = (vf(q) — Aq,xXn— X;)
+(vf(q) —Aq,xn —x1) — (Yf(q) — Ax¢,xn — X)
+ (v f(q) — Axe, 0 —x0) — (V. (%) — Axe, X0 — Xy)
+{Vf () — Axp, X — Xz).

(vf(q) —Agq,xa—q) = (vf(q

It follows that

limsup(yf(q) = Ag,xn — q) < 1v/(q) = Aq| |l — qll + [|A][ [l — gl lim [l — x|

n—oo

0t g Tim [l ]

+ limsup(Ax; — vf(x;), % — Xp)-

n—oo
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Therefore, from (3.16), we have

limsup(y(¢) — Aq,x» — ) = limsuplimsup(yf(q) — Aq,xx — )

n—oo t—0 n—oo

< th(;lp I1v.f(q) —Aqll||lx — 4|l
—
+limsup [[A[[[lx; — gl| lim [lx, — x|
t—0 e
+limsupyo|lx — g]| lim [, — x|
[*)O —300

+ limsuplimsup(Ax; — yf(x), % — xn)

=0 n—es

<0.

Hence, (3.10) holds.
Finally, we prove x, — g, as n — oo.
From Lemma (2.1), we have

xns1 =gl = 1o (v (xn) = Aq) + B (xa — q) + (1 = B) — ctuA) (v — )|
<|1B o —q) + (1= B) — auA) (v — q)II°
+ 20 (Y f (xn) — Ag, Xn11 — q)
< (1= B = 0¥)?llyn — gl + B*[lxn — al?
+2B(1 =B — 047)(yn — 4, %0 — q)
+ 206 (Y f (%n) = ¥Yf(q)s %11 — @) +20(Yf(q) — AG, Xnt1 — q)
<(1-B- Otan)zllxn _51||2+ﬁ2Hxn _CIH2
+2B(1 = B — ou?)|lxn — ql?
+ oy o[ — g1+ 1%n 1 —ql1%) + 200 (v (q) — Ag, xut1 — q),
1 — 20,7+ otyyor + a7?

_glI2 2
%01 —qll” < e %2 — 4l
20,
o 1— oy <Yf( ) Agvanrl —C]>
20,(Y —ay
<= 20Ty,
e
20,7 —oay), 1 07
_A n - _7M )
+ 1= opya [7_ay<Yf(Q) G, %n+1 q>+2(y—ay) 3]

where M3 > 0 is an appropriate constant such that M3 > sup,,~; {||x, — q|l*}. Put j, =
205 (Y- Oln
20n(y-ty) and 1, = ﬁ,@lf(q) —Aq,Xns1—q) + 27 };cy)M3

I—opya

That is,
X1 — ‘JH2 (1= Jn) |0 — ‘JH2+J.ntn~ (3.18)

It follows from condition (i) and (3.10) that lim, e j, =0, Yo j, = and
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limsup,_,..tx < 0. Apply Lemma2. 2 to (3.18) to conclude x, — ¢, as n — oo. This
completes the proof.

Compared with Theorem 4.1 [3] which present an algorithm using a conjugate
gradient direction(this method is defined by combining the ideas of the hybrid steepest
descent method and the conjugate gradient method), we removed the condition (iv) that
about the coefficient o, and the prove is different.

REMARK. Taking y =1 and A =1, the identity mapping, in Theorem 3.1, we
have the following results immediately.

COROLLARY 3.2. Let H be a Hilbert space, C a nonempty closed convex subset
of H such that C+=C C C and T : C — H be a nonexpansive mapping with a fixed
point. Let f: C — C be a contraction with the contractive constant (0 < ot < 1). Let
{xn} be a sequence generated by (1.8). If the control sequence {o,}, {B,} C [0,1]
satisfying:

(i) limy—ooOly =0, Y 0ty =00

(i) k<P <O<1,Vn>1;

(iii) 2:;:1 ‘O‘n-&-l - an‘ < o and 2;0:1 ‘ﬁn-&-l - Bn‘ < oo,

Then {x,} converges strongly to a fixed point p of T, which solves the following
solution of the variational inequality

(fla)—q,p—q) <0, Vpe F(T).
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