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A general convergence theorem for multiple-set split
feasibility problem in Hilbert spaces

ABDUL RAHIM KHAN1, MUJAHID ABBAS 2 and YEKINI SHEHU3

ABSTRACT. We establish strong convergence result of split feasibility problem for a family of
quasi-nonexpansive multi-valued mappings and a total asymptotically strict pseudo-contractive mapping in
infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let C and Q be nonempty, closed and convex subsets of real Hilbert spaces H1 and H2,
respectively. The split feasibility problem (SFP) is to find a point

(1.1) x ∈ C such that Ax ∈ Q,
whereA : H1 → H2 is a bounded linear operator. The SFP in finite-dimensional Hilbert

spaces was introduced by Censor and Elfving [5] for modeling inverse problems which
arise from phase retrievals and in medical image reconstruction [2]. The SFP has attracted
the attention of many authors due to its application in signal processing (see, for example,
[14, 16]). Note that the split feasibility problem ( 1.1 ) can be formulated as a fixed-point
equation:

(1.2) PC(I − γA∗(I − PQ)A)x∗ = x∗;

that is, x∗ solves the SFP (1.1 ) if and only if x∗ solves the fixed point equation (1.2), where
A∗ is the adjoint of A, PC and PQ are metric projections onto C and Q, respectively. This
implies that we can use fixed-point algorithms ( [4]) to solve SFP. A popular algorithm that
solves the SFP (1.1) is CQ algorithm due to Byrne [2]. Byrne [3] applied Krasnosel’skii-
Mann (KM) iteration to the CQ algorithm, and Zhao and Yang [17] applied KM iteration
to the perturbed CQ algorithm to solve the SFP. It is well known that the CQ algorithm
and the KM algorithm for a split feasibility problem do not necessarily converge strongly
in the infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces.

Let us recall some definitions:

Definition 1.1. Let T : H → H be a mapping and F (T ) be its set of fixed points. T is said
to be
(a) nonexpansive if ||Tx− Ty|| ≤ ||x− y||,∀x, y ∈ H. (b) quasi-nonexpansive if ||Tx− Tp|| ≤
||x − p||,∀x ∈ H, p ∈ F (T ). (c) firmly nonexpansive mapping if ||Tx − Ty||2 ≤ ||x − y||2 −
||(x− y)− (Tx− Ty)||2,∀x, y ∈ H. (d) quasi-firmly nonexpansive mapping if ||Tx− Tp||2 ≤
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||x−p||2−||x−Tx||2,∀x ∈ H, p ∈ F (T ). (e) strictly pseudocontractive mapping if there exists
a constant k ∈ [0, 1) such that ||Tx−Ty||2 ≤ ||x−y||2 +k||(x−y)−(Tx−Ty)||2,∀x, y ∈ H.
(f) total asymptotically strict pseudocontractive mapping, if there exist a constant k ∈ [0, 1)
and sequences {µn} ⊂ [0,∞), {ξn} ⊂ [0,∞) with µn → 0 and ξn → 0 as n → ∞, and a
continuous and strictly increasing function φ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) with φ(0) = 0 such that for
all n ≥ 1, x, y ∈ H

||Tx− Ty||2 ≤ ||x− y||2 + k||(x− y)− (Tx− Ty)||2 + µnφ(||x− y||) + ξn,∀x, y ∈ H.

The class of firmly-nonexpansive mappings is well known to include resolvents and pro-
jection operators, while the class of quasi-firmly nonexpansive mappings contains sub-
gradient projection operators (see, e.g., [11] and the reference therein).

In the sequel, we denote by CB(H) the collection of all nonempty, closed and bounded
subsets of H . The Hausdorff metric H̃ on CB(H) is defined by
H̃(A,B) := max

{
sup
x∈A

d(x,B), sup
y∈B

d(y,A)
}
, ∀A,B ∈ CB(H),whereD(x,K) := inf

y∈K
d(x, y).

Definition 1.2. Let S : H → CB(H) be a multi-valued mapping. An element p ∈ H is
said to be a fixed point of S, if p ∈ Sp. The mapping S is said to be: (i) nonexpansive, if
H̃(Sx, Sy) ≤ ||x − y||,∀x, y ∈ H; (ii) quasi-nonexpansive, if F (S) 6= ∅ and H̃(Sx, Sp) ≤
||x− p||,∀x ∈ H, p ∈ F (S).

We assume that H1 and H2 are two real Hilbert spaces, A : H1 → H2 bounded linear op-
erator and A∗ : H2 → H1 the adjoint of A. We investigate the following multiple-set split
feasibility problem (MSSFP) for a family of multi-valued quasi-nonexpansive mappings
and a total asymptotically pseudo-contractive mapping in infinite dimensional Hilbert
spaces, i.e.,

(1.3) find x ∈ C such that Ax ∈ Q,

where, {Si}∞i=1 : H1 → CB(H1) is a family of multi- valued quasi-nonexpansive map-
pings and T : H2 → H2 is a total asymptotically strict pseudo-contractive mapping with
nonempty fixed-point sets C := ∩∞i=1F (Si); and Q := F (T ), and denote the solution set of
(MSSFP) by

(1.4) Γ := {y ∈ C : Ay ∈ Q} = C ∩A−1(Q).

Recall that ∩∞i=1F (Si) and F (T ) are nonempty, closed and convex subsets of H1 and H2,
respectively ([18]). If Γ 6= ∅, we have that Γ is closed and convex subset of H1.

Theorem 1.1. [9] Let {Si}∞i=1 : H1 → CB(H1) be a family of multi-valued quasi-nonexpansive
mappings and for each i ≥ 1, Si is demi-closed at 0. Let T : H2 → H2 be a uniformly
L-Lipschitzan continuous and total asymptotically strict pseudocontractive mapping satisfying
∞∑
n=1

µn < ∞ and
∞∑
n=1

ξn < ∞. Suppose there exist constants M0 > 0,M1 > 0 such that

φ(λ) ≤ M0λ
2,∀λ > M1. Let C := ∩∞i=1F (Si) 6= ∅; and Q := F (T ). Assume that for each p ∈

C;Sip = {p}, for each i ≥ 1. Let {xn} be the sequence generated by: x1 ∈ H1 chosen arbitrarily,

(1.5)

 xn+1 = α0,nyn +
∞∑
i=1

αi,nwi,n, wi,n ∈ Siyn
yn = xn + γA∗(Tn − I)Axn, n ≥ 1,
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where {αi,n} ⊂ (0, 1) and γ > 0 satisfy the following conditions:

(a)
∞∑
i=0

αi,n = 1, for each n ≥ 1; (b) for each i ≥ 1, lim inf
n→∞

α0,nαi,n > 0 (c) γ ∈
(

0, 1−k
||A||2

)
.

If Ω (the set of solutions of multiple-set split feasibility problem 1.3) is nonempty, then both
{xn}∞n=1 and {yn}∞n=1 converge weakly to some point x ∈ Ω.

If in addition, there exists some positive integer m such that Sm is semi-compact, then
both {xn}∞n=1 and {yn}∞n=1 converge strongly to x ∈ Ω.
Question: Can we modify the iterative scheme (1.5) so that the strong convergence is
guaranteed without compactness of the operator?
In this paper, we modify the iterative scheme (1.5) and prove strong convergence re-
sult for multiple-set split feasibility problem (1.3) for a family of multi-valued quasi-
nonexpansive mappings and a total asymptotically pseudo-contractive mapping in in-
finitely dimensional Hilbert spaces without compactness condition on the operator. Our
results improve the corresponding results of Chang et al. [9], Censor et al. [6, 7], Yang [16],
Moudafi [13], Xu [14], Censor and Segal [8], Masad and Reich [12] and others.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Definition 2.3. A mapping T : H → H is called (1) demiclosed at the origin if for any
sequence {xn} ⊂ H with xn ⇀ x ( weak convergence ) and ||xn − Txn|| → 0, we have
Tx = x (2) uniformly L-Lipschitzian continuous if there exists a constant L > 0 such that
||Tnx − Tny|| ≤ L||x − y||,∀x, y ∈ H,n ≥ 1 (3) A multi-valued mapping S : H →
CB(H) is said to be demiclosed at origin if for any sequence {xn} ⊂ H with xn ⇀ x and
d(xn, Sxn)→ 0, we have x ∈ Sx.

Next, we state some well-known lemmas which will be used in the sequel.

Lemma 2.1. Let H be a real Hilbert space. Then ∀x, y ∈ H, the following results hold: (i) ||x +
y||2 = ||x||2 + 2〈x, y〉+ ||y||2; (ii) ||x+ y||2 ≤ ||x||2 + 2〈y, x+ y〉.

Lemma 2.2. (Yang et al., [18]) Let T : H → H be a uniformly L-Lipschitzian continuous and
total asymptotically strict pseudocontractive mapping, then T is demi-closed at origin.

Lemma 2.3. (Chang et al., [10]) Let E be a uniformly convex Banach space, Br(0) := {x ∈
E : ||x|| ≤ r} be a closed ball with center 0 and radius r > 0. For any given sequence
{x1, x2, . . . , xn, . . .} ⊂ Br(0) and any given number sequence {λ1, λ2, . . . , λn, . . .} with λi ≥

0,
∞∑
i=1

λi = 1, there exists a continuous strictly increasing and convex function g : [0, 2r) →

[0,∞) with g(0) = 0 such that for any i, j ∈ N, i < j the following holds:∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∞∑
n=1

λnxn

∣∣∣∣∣∣2 ≤ ∞∑
n=1

λn||xn||2 − λiλjg(||xi − xj ||).

Lemma 2.4. ([1]) Let {λn} and {γn} be nonnegative, {αn} be positive real numbers such that
λn+1 ≤ λn − αnλn + γn, n ≥ 1. Let for all n > 1, γn

αn
≤ c1 and αn ≤ α. Then λn ≤

max{λ1,K∗}, where K∗ = (1 + α)c1.

Lemma 2.5. ([15]) Let {an} be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying the relation:
an+1 ≤ (1−αn)an+αnσn+γn, n ≥ 0,where (i) {an} ⊂ [0, 1],

∑
αn =∞; (ii) lim supσn ≤ 0;

(iii) γn ≥ 0; (n ≥ 1), Σγn <∞. Then, an → 0 as n→∞.
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3. MAIN RESULTS

We assume that the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) {Si}∞i=1 : H1 → H1 is a family of multi-valued quasi-nonexpansive mappings and
for each i ≥ 1, Si is demiclosed at origin; (2) T : H2 → H2 is a uniformly L-Lipschitzan
continuous and total asymptotically strict pseudocontractive mapping satisfying the fol-

lowing conditions: (i)
∞∑
n=1

µn < ∞;
∞∑
n=1

ξn < ∞; (ii) {αn} is a real sequence in (0,1)

such that µn = o(αn); ξn = o(αn); lim
n→∞

αn = 0;
∞∑
n=1

αn = ∞; (iii) there exist constants

M0 > 0,M1 > 0 such that φ(λ) ≤ M0λ
2,∀λ > M1; (3) C := ∩∞i=1F (Si) 6= ∅; and

Q := F (T ) 6= ∅;
(4) for each p ∈ C;Sip = {p}, for each i ≥ 1.
A modification of the algorithm (1.5) is given in the following result to have the desired
strong convergence.

Theorem 3.2. Let {Si}∞i=1, T, C,Q, k, {µn}, {ξn}, φ and L satisfy the above conditions (1)-(5).
Let {xn} be the sequence generated by x1 ∈ H1,

(3.1)

 un = (1− αn)xn, yn = un + γA∗(Tn − I)Aun,

xn+1 = β0,nyn +
∞∑
i=1

βi,nwi,n, wi,n ∈ Siyn, n ≥ 1.

where {βi,n} ⊂ (0, 1) and γ > 0 satisfy the following conditions:

(a)
∞∑
i=0

βi,n = 1, for each n ≥ 1; (b) for each i ≥ 1, lim inf
n→∞

β0,nβi,n > 0 (c) γ ∈
(

0, 1−k
||A||2

)
. If Ω

(the set of solutions of multiple-set split feasibility problem in (3.1)) is nonempty, then the sequence
{xn}∞n=1 converges strongly to an element of Ω.

Proof. Note that φ is continuous, it follows that φ attains maximum (say M ) in [0,M1]
and by our assumption, φ(λ) ≤ M0λ

2,∀λ > M1. In either case, we have that φ(λ) ≤
M +M0λ

2,∀λ ∈ [0,∞). Let x∗ ∈ Ω. Then from the convexity of ||.||2, we obtain

||un − x∗||2 = ||(1− αn)xn − x∗||2 = ||(1− αn)(xn − x∗) + αn(−x∗)||2

≤ (1− αn)||xn − x∗||2 + αn||x∗||2.(3.2)

From (3.2) and Lemma 2.1 (i), we obtain that

||yn − x∗||2 = ||un − x∗ + γA∗(Tn − I)Aun||2

= ||un − x∗||2 + 2γ〈un − x∗, A∗(Tn − I)Aun〉+ γ2||A∗(Tn − I)Aun||2.(3.3)

Since

γ2||A∗(Tn − I)Aun||2 = γ2〈A∗(Tn − I)Aun, A
∗(Tn − I)Aun〉

= γ2〈AA∗(Tn − I)Aun, (T
n − I)Aun〉

≤ γ2||A||2||(Tn − I)Aun||2,(3.4)

As Ax∗ ∈ Q = F (T ) and T is a total asymptotically strict pseudocontractive mapping, so
we obtain
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〈un − x∗, A∗(Tn − I)Aun〉 = 〈A(un − x∗), (Tn − I)Aun〉
= 〈A(un − x∗) + (Tn − I)Aun − (Tn − I)Aun, (T

n − I)Aun〉
= 〈TnAun −Ax∗, (Tn − I)Aun〉 − ||(Tn − I)Aun||2

=
1

2

[
||TnAun −Ax∗||2 + ||(Tn − I)Aun||2 − ||Aun −Ax∗||2

]
− ||(Tn − I)Aun||2

≤ 1

2

[
||Aun−Ax∗||2+k||(T−I)Axn||2+µnφ(||Aun−Ax∗||)+ξn

]
+

1

2

[
||(Tn − I)Aun||2 − ||Aun −Ax∗||2

]
− ||(Tn − I)Aun||2

≤ k − 1

2
||(Tn − I)Aun||2 +

µn
2

(
M +M0||Aun −Ax∗||2) +

ξn
2
.(3.5)

Substituting (3.5) and (3.4) into (3.3), we have

||yn − x∗||2 ≤ ||un − x∗||2 − γ(1− k − γ||A||2)||(Tn − I)Aun||2

+µnγ(M +M0||Aun −Ax∗||2 + γξn.(3.6)

Using (3.6) and (3.2) in (3.1), we obtain

||xn+1 − x∗||2 ≤ β0,n||yn − x∗||2 +

∞∑
i=1

βi,n||wi,n − x∗||2

= β0,n||yn − x∗||2 +

∞∑
i=1

βi,n(d(wi,n, Si(x
∗))2

≤ β0,n||yn − x∗||2 +

∞∑
i=1

βi,n(H(Siyn, Si(x
∗))2

= ||yn − x∗||2 ≤ ||un − x∗||2 − γ(1− k − γ||A||2)||(Tn − I)Aun||2

+µnγ(M +M0||Aun −Ax∗||2 + γξn

≤ (1− αn)||xn − x∗||2 + αn||x∗||2 − γ(1− k − γ||A||2)||(Tn − I)Aun||2

+µnγ
(
M +M0||A||2((1− αn)||xn − x∗||2 + αn||x∗||2)

)
+ γξn

= ||xn − x∗||2 − (αn − µnγM0||A||2(1− αn))||xn − x∗||2 + αn||x∗||2

+µnγM + γαnM0||A||2||x∗||2 + γξn

−γ(1− k − γ||A||2)||(Tn − I)Aun||2

≤ ||xn − x∗||2 − (αn − µnγM0||A||2(1− αn))||xn − x∗||2 + αn||x∗||2

+µnγM + γαnM0||A||2||x∗||2 + γξn

= ||xn − x∗||2 − (αn − µnγM0||A||2(1− αn))||xn − x∗||2 + σn,(3.7)

where σn = αn||x∗||2µnγM + γαnM0||A||2||x∗||2 + γξn. Since µn = o(αn) and ξn = o(αn),
we may assume without loss of generality that there exist constants k0 ∈ (0, 1) andM2 > 0

such that for all n ≥ 1, we have µn

αn
≤ 1−k0

M0γ||A||2(1−αn)
and σn

αn
≤ M2. Thus, we ob-

tain ||xn+1 − x∗||2 ≤ ||xn − x∗||2 − αnk0||xn − x∗||2 + σn. By Lemma 2.4, we have that
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||xn − x∗||2 ≤ max{||xn − x∗||2, (1 + k0)M2}. Therefore, {xn} is bounded. Furthermore,
the sequences {yn} and {un} are bounded.
The rest of the proof will be divided into two parts.

Case 1. Suppose that there exists n0 ∈ N such that {||xn − x∗||}∞n=n0
is nonincreasing.

Then {||xn − x∗||}∞n=1 converges and ||xn − x∗||2 − ||xn+1 − x∗||2 → 0, n→∞. From (3.6)
and (3.2), we have that

||xn+1 − x∗||2 ≤ ||yn − x∗||2 ≤ ||un − x∗||2 − γ(1− k − γ||A||2)||(Tn − I)Aun||2

+µnγ(M +M0||Aun −Ax∗||2 + γξn

≤ ||xn − x∗||2 − γ(1− k − γ||A||2)||(Tn − I)Aun||2

+µnγ(M +M0||Aun −Ax∗||2) + γξn + αn||x∗||2.
So we get γ(1 − k − γ||A||2)||(Tn − I)Aun||2 ≤ ||xn − x∗||2 − ||xn+1 − x∗||2 + µnγ(M +
M0||Aun−Ax∗||2)+γξn+αn||x∗||2. This implies that γ(1−k−γ||A||2)||(Tn− I)Aun||2 →
0, n→∞. Hence, we obtain

(3.8) ||(Tn − I)Aun|| → 0, n→∞.
Also, we observe that ||yn − un|| = γA∗||(Tn − I)Aun|| → 0, n → ∞ and ||un − xn|| =
αn||xn|| → 0, n → ∞. Furthermore, ||yn − xn|| ≤ ||yn − un|| + ||un − xn|| → 0, n → ∞.
Using (3.6) and Lemma 2.3 in (3.1), we have

||xn+1 − x∗||2 ≤ β0,n||yn − x∗||2 +

∞∑
i=1

βi,n||wi,n − x∗||2 − β0,nβi,ng(||yn − wi,n||)

≤ ||un − x∗||2 − γ(1− k − γ||A||2)||(Tn − I)Aun||2

+µnγ(M +M0||Aun −Ax∗||2) + γξn − β0,nβi,ng(||yn − wi,n||).
This implies by (3.2) and condition (c) that

β0,nβi,ng(||yn − wi,n||) ≤ ||un − x∗||2 − ||xn+1 − x∗||2

+µnγ(M +M0||Aun −Ax∗||2) + γξn

≤ ||xn − x∗||2 − ||xn+1 − x∗||2 + αn||x∗||2

+µnγ(M +M0||Aun −Ax∗||2) + γξn.

This implies by condition (b) that lim
n→∞

g(||yn − wi,n||) = 0. As g is continuous and strictly

increasing with g(0) = 0, so we have lim
n→∞

||yn − wi,n|| = 0 ∀wi,n ∈ Siyn.
Hence, we have

(3.9) lim
n→∞

d(yn, Siyn) ≤ lim
n→∞

||yn − wi,n|| = 0.

Now obtain from (3.1) that

||xn+1 − xn||2 ≤ β0,n||yn − xn||2 +

∞∑
i=1

βi,n||wi,n − xn||2

≤ β0,n||yn − xn||2 +

∞∑
i=1

βi,n

(
||wi,n − yn||+ ||yn − xn||

)2
.

Since lim
n→∞

||yn − xn|| = 0 and lim
n→∞

||yn − wi,n|| = 0, we have lim
n→∞

||xn+1 − xn|| = 0.

Consequently,
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||un+1 − un|| = ||(1− αn+1)xn+1 − (1− αn)xn||
≤ |αn+1 − αn|||xn+1||+ (1− αn)||xn+1 − xn|| → 0, n→∞.(3.10)

Using the fact that T is uniformly L-Lipschitzian, we have

||TAun −Aun|| ≤ ||TAun − Tn+1Aun||+ ||Tn+1Aun − Tn+1Aun+1||
+ ||Tn+1Aun+1 −Aun+1||+ ||Aun+1 −Aun||
≤ L||Aun−TnAun||+(L+ 1)||Aun+1−Aun||+||Tn+1Aun+1−Aun+1||
≤ L||Aun−TnAun||+(L+ 1)||A||||un+1−un||+||Tn+1Aun+1−Aun+1||.

By (3.8) and (3.10), we obtain

(3.11) ||(T − I)Aun|| → 0, n→∞.

Since {xn} is bounded, there exists {xnj} of {xn} such that xnj ⇀ z ∈ H1. Using the fact
that xnj ⇀ z ∈ H1 and ||yn − xn|| → 0, n → ∞, we have that ynj ⇀ z ∈ H1. Similarly,
unj

⇀ z ∈ H1 since ||un − xn|| → 0, n → ∞. By the demiclosedness of Si at origin and
(3.9), we have that z ∈ F (Si). Hence, z ∈ ∩∞i=1F (Si) = C. On the other hand, since A is
a linear bounded operator, it follows from unj

⇀ z ∈ H1 that Aunj
⇀ Az ∈ H2. Hence,

from (3.11), we have that ||TAunj − Aunj || = ||TAunj − Aunj || → 0, j → ∞. Since T is
demiclosed at zero, therefore we have that Az ∈ F (T ) = Q. Hence, z ∈ Ω.

Next, we prove that {xn} converges strongly to z. From (3.6) and Lemma 2.1 (ii), we have

||xn+1 − z||2 ≤ ||yn − z||2 ≤ ||un − z||2 − γ(1− k − γ||A||2)||(Tn − I)Aun||2

+µnγ(M +M0||Aun −Az||2) + γξn

≤ ||un − z||2 + µnγ(M +M0||Aun −Az||2) + γξn

≤ ||un − z||2 +M∗µn + γξn

= ||(1− αn)(xn − z)− αnz||2 +M∗µn + γξn

≤ (1− αn)2||xn − z||2 − 2αn〈un − z, z〉+M∗µn + γξn

≤ (1− αn)||xn − z||2 − 2αn〈un − z, z〉+M∗µn + γξn,(3.12)

where M∗ > γsup
n≥1

(M + M0||Aun − Az||2) > 0. It is clear that −2〈un − z, z〉 → 0, n →

∞ and
∞∑
n=1

M∗µn < ∞;
∞∑
n=1

γξn < ∞. Now, applying Lemma 2.5 to (3.12), we have

||xn − z|| → 0. That is, xn → z, n→∞.

Case 2: Assume that {||xn − x∗||} is not monotonically decreasing sequence. Set Γn =
||xn − x∗||2 and let τ : N → N be a mapping for all n ≥ n0 (for some n0 large enough)
by τ(n) := max{k ∈ N : k ≥ n,Γn ≤ Γn+1}. Clearly, τ is a non decreasing sequence
such that τ(n) → ∞ as n → ∞ and Γτ(n) − Γτ(n)∀n ≥ n0. By (3.9), it is easy to see
that lim

n→∞
d(yτ(n), Siyτ(n)) ≤ lim

n→∞
||yτ(n) − wi,τ(n)|| = 0. Furthermore, we can show that

||(T − I)Auτ(n)|| → 0, n → ∞. By an argument similar to the one in case 1, we conclude
immediately that xτ(n), yτ(n) and uτ(n) weakly converge to z as τ(n) → ∞. At the same
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time, from (3.12), we note that, for all n ≥ n0,
0 ≤ ||xτ(n)+1 − z||2 − ||xτ(n) − z||2

≤ ατ(n)[−2〈uτ(n) − z, z〉 − ||xτ(n) − z||2] +M∗µτ(n) + γξτ(n),

which implies ||xτ(n)− z||2 ≤ −2〈uτ(n)− z, z〉+M∗µτ(n) + γξτ(n). Hence, we deduce that
limn→∞ ||xτ(n) − z|| = 0. Therefore, limn→∞ Γτ(n) = limn→∞ Γτ(n)+1 = 0. Furthermore,
for n ≥ n0, it is easy to see that Γτ(n) ≤ Γτ(n)+1 if n 6= τ(n) (that is τ(n) < n),because
Γj ≥ Γj+1 for τ(n) + 1 ≤ j ≤ n. As a consequence, we obtain for all n ≥ n0, 0 ≤ Γn ≤
max{Γτ(n),Γτ(n)+1} = Γτ(n)+1 . Hence lim Γn = 0, that is, {xn} converges strongly to z.

�

Corollary 3.3. Let {Si} : H1 → H1 be a family of single-valued quasi-nonexpansive mappings,
and for each i ≥ 1, I − Si is demi-closed at 0. Let A,A∗, T, C,Q, k, {µn}, {ξn}, L, φ, {βi,n}
and γ > 0 be the same as in Theorem 3.2. Let {yn}∞n=1 and {xn}∞n=1 be sequences generated by
x1 ∈ H1,  un = (1− αn)xn, yn = un + γA∗(Tn − I)Aun,

xn+1 = β0,nyn +
∞∑
i=1

βi,nSiyn, n ≥ 1.

Then the conclusions in Theorem 3.2 still hold.

Remark 3.1. The asymptotic behaviour of the sequence (3.1) is like that of (1.5). Note that

{αn} in (3.1) satisfies the conditions: lim
n→∞

αn = 0;
∞∑
n=1

αn =∞, which show that {αn} is a

slowly decreasing sequence and that explains the good behaviour of our iterative scheme
(3.1).
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