arXiv:1802.09773v1 [math.FA] 27 Feb 2018

Rates of convergence for a class of generalized quasi contractive mappings in Kohlenbach hyperbolic spaces

Zahid Akhtar^a and Muhammad Aqeel Ahmad Khan^{b,∗} aDepartment of Mathematics, Govt. S. E. College Bahawalpur, Bahawalpur, 63100, Pakistan bDepartment of Mathematics, COMSATS Institute of Information Technology Lahore, Lahore, 54000, Pakistan February 23, 2018 Abstract: This paper is a continuation to the study of generalized quasi contractive operators, essentially due to Akhtar et al. [A multi-step implicit iterative process for common fixed points of generalized C^q-operators in convex metric spaces, Sci. Int., 25(4) (2013), 887-891], in spaces of nonpositive sectional curvature. We aim to establish results concerning convergence characteristics of the classical iterative algorithms such as Picard, Mann, Ishikawa and Xu-Noor iterative algorithms associated with the proposed class of generalized quasi contractive operators. Moreover, we adopt the concept introduced by Berinde [Comparing Krasnosel’skii and Mann iterative methods for Lipschitzian generalized pseudo-contractions, Int. Conference on Fixed Point Theory Appl., 15-26, Yokohama Publ., Yokohama, 2004.] for a comparison of the corresponding rates of convergence of these iterative algorithms in such setting of spaces. The results presented in this paper improve and extend some recent corresponding results in the literature. Keywords and Phrases: Spaces of nonpositive sectional curvature, fixed point, generalized quasi contractive mapping, rate of convergence. 2010 MSC: Primary 47H09, 47H10; Secondary 49M05.

1. Introduction

Fixed point theory (FPT) contributes significantly to the theory of nonlinear functional analysis. Iterative algorithms, with respect to various nonlinear mappings, are ubiquitous in FPT and have been successfully applied in the study of a variety of nonlinear phenomena. The theory of iterative construction of fixed points of a nonlinear mapping under suitable set of control conditions is coined as metric fixed point theory (MFPT). MFPT is a fascinating field of research and has emerged as a powerful tool to solve various nonlinear real world problems, such as Fredholm and Volterra integral equations, ordinary differential equations, partial differential equations and image processing. MFPT has its roots in the celebrated Banach Contraction Principle (BCP) which not only guarantees the existence of a unique fixed point of a contraction but also describes an approximant for the construction of such a unique fixed point. It is worth mentioning that the BCP also gives a geometric rate of convergence for the classical Picard iterative algorithm to the unique fixed point. The BCP is a frequently cited result in the whole theory of analysis and dominates FPT for the class of contractions.

It is worth mentioning that the simplicity and applicability of the BCP paved the way for developing a new class of mappings satisfying generalized contractive condition. Most of the generalizations of the BCP possess the same characteristics regarding the existence

*Corresponding author E-mail addresses: (Z. Akhter) zahid 9896@yahoo.com, (M.A.A. Khan) itsakb@hotmail.com, maqeelkhan@ciitlahore.edu.pk 1

of a unique fixed point which can be constructed by the Picard iterative algorithm. However, there are certain contractive type mappings for which the construction of fixed points is also possible via Krasnosel’skii [21], Mann [13, 23], Ishikawa [14] and Xu-Noor [28] iterative algorithms. In MFPT, different iterative algorithms can be evaluated with respect to various characteristics, inter alia, convergence characteristics and rates of convergence. The later concept has its own importance in MFPT and therefore we adopt the concept introduced by Berinde [3] for a comparison of the rates of convergence of different iterative algorithms involving a nonlinear mapping.

Since a variety of problems corresponding to the real world nonlinear phenomena can be transformed into fixed point problems (FPP). Therefore, it is natural to study FPP associated with a class of mappings in a suitable nonlinear framework. The term nonlinear framework for FPT is referred as a metric space embedded with a ”convex structure”. It is remarked that the non-positively curved hyperbolic space, introduced by Kohlenbach [20], provides rich geometrical structures suitable for MFPT of various classes of mappings. For the results concerning MFPT in Kohlenbach hyperbolic spaces, see, for example, [8, 10, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19] and the references cited therein. We are, therefore, interested into iterative construction of fixed points of the class of quasi contractive mappings in Kohlenbach hyperbolic spaces. As a consequence, we establish results concerning rates of convergence associated with the modified Mann, Ishikawa and Xu-Noor iterative algorithms, involving the class of quasi contractive mappings, in comparison to the classical Picard iterative algorithm in Kohlenbach hyperbolic spaces.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we work in the setting of hyperbolic spaces introduced by Kohlenbach [20] and hence the term Kohlenbach hyperbolic spaces as one can find different notions of hyperbolic spaces in the current literature, see [11, 12, 25, 26]. A Kohlenbach hyperbolic space X is a metric space (X, d) together with a convexity mapping W : X^2 × [0, 1] → X satisfying (W1) d(u, W (x, y, α)) ≤ αd(u, x) + (1 − α)d(u, y) (W2) d(W (x, y, α), W (x, y, β)) = |α − β| d(x, y) (W3) W (x, y, α) = W (y, x, (1 − α)) (W4) d(W (x, z, α), W (y, w, α)) ≤ αd(x, y) + (1 − α) d(z, w) for all x, y, z, w ∈ X and α, β ∈ [0, 1]. A subset K of a hyperbolic space X is convex if W (x, y, α) ∈ K for all x, y ∈ K and α ∈ [0, 1]. A hyperbolic space X is uniformly convex [22] if for all u, x, y ∈ X, r > 0 and ϵ ∈ (0, 2], there exists δ ∈ (0, 1] such that d ( W (x, y, 1 2 ), u ) ≤ (1 − δ)r whenever d(x, u) ≤ r, d(y, u) ≤ r and d(x, y) ≥ rϵ. A mapping η : (0, ∞) × (0, 2] → (0, 1] providing such δ = η(r, ϵ) for given r > 0 and ϵ ∈ (0, 2] is called modulus of uniform convexity. For more on hyperbolic spaces, we refer the reader to [20, p.384].

We now recall some mappings satisfying generalized contractive condition. A mapping T : X → X is called:

(i) Zamfirescu mapping [29], if there exist real numbers a, b and c satisfying a ∈ (0, 1) 2

and b, c ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) such that for each pair of points x, y in X, we have (Z1) d(T x, T y) ≤ αd(x, y) (Z2) d(T x, T y) ≤ b[d(x, T x) + d(y, T y)] (Z3) d(T x, T y) ≤ c[d(x, T y) + d(y, T x)]; (2.1)

(ii) C^q-mapping [7], if for some h ∈ [0, 1) and for all x, y ∈ X, we have d(T x, T y) ≤ h max{d(x, y), d(x, T x), d(y, T y), d(x, T y), d(y, T x)}; (2.2) (iii) generalized contractive mapping [24], if for some h ∈ [0, 1) and for all x, y ∈ X, we have d(T x, T y) ≤ h max{d(x, y), d(x, T x), d(y, T y), d(x, T y) + d(y, T x)}. (2.3) (iv) generalized C^q-mapping [1], if for some h ∈ [0, 1) and for all x, y ∈ X, we have d(T x, T y) ≤ h max{d(x, y), d(x, T x) + d(y, T y), d(x, T y) + d(y, T x)}. (2.4) Remark 2.1. It is evident from the above definitions that the class of mappings defined in (2.4) contains properly the corresponding classes of mappings defined in (2.1)-(2.3). However, the class of Zamfirescu mapping is one of the most studied class of contractive mappings. For more on contractive type mapping, we refer the reader to [6]. We now introduce different iterative algorithm, required in the sequel, in Kohlenbach hyperbolic spaces. Let T : X → X be a given mapping and x_0 ∈ X be chosen arbitrarily, then the Picard, Mann, Ishikawa and Xu-Noor iterative algorithms be defined, respectively, as follows:

x_{n+1} = T x_n, (2.5) x_{n+1} = W (T x_n, x_n, α_n), (2.6) where {α_n} ⊂ [0, 1] , x_{n+1} = W (T y_n, x_n, α_n) y_n = W (T x_n, x_n, β_n), (2.7) where {α_n}, {β_n} ⊂ [0, 1] , x_{n+1} = W (T y_n, x_n, α_n) y_n = W (T z_n, x_n, β_n) (2.8) z_n = W (T x_n, x_n, γ_n), where {α_n}, {β_n}, {γ_n} ⊂ [0, 1] . We now recall the concept introduced by Berinde [3] for a comparison of the rates of convergence of different iterative algorithms involving a nonlinear mapping. Let {a_n}^∞_{n=0}, {b_n}^∞_{n=0} be two sequences of positive numbers that converge to a, b, respectively. Assume that the limit l = lim_{n→∞} |a_n − a| |b_n − b| , exists. If l = 0, then the sequence {a_n}^∞_{n=0} converges to a faster than {b_n}^∞_{n=0} to b. If 0 < l < ∞, then we say that the two sequence {a_n}^∞_{n=0} and {b_n}^∞_{n=0} have the same rate of convergence. It is remarked that the results concerning rates of convergence associated with the classes of mappings defined in (2.1)-(2.3) have been established in [2, 4, 5, 27]. See, also, [9] and the references cited therein. We are now in a position to prove our main results. 3

3. Main Results This section is devoted to establish the results concerning iterative construction of fixed points of the class of generalized C^q-mappings and consequent rates of convergence for the modified Mann, Ishikawa and Xu-Noor iterative algorithms in comparison to the classical Picard iterative algorithm in Kohlenbach hyperbolic spaces. Theorem 3.1. Let K be a nonempty closed convex subset of a uniformly convex Kohlenbach hyperbolic space X and let T : K → K be a generalized C^q-mapping. Assume that F (T ), the set of fixed points of T, is nonempty and the sequence {α_n}^∞_{n=0} satisfies the following conditions: (C1): 0 ≤ α_n < 1; (C2):^∞ ∑ n=0 α_n = ∞. Then the iterative algorithms defined in (2.5) and (2.6) converges to a fixed point p of T provided that the iterative algorithms have same initial guess x_0 ∈ K. Moreover, iterative algorithm defined in (2.5) converges faster than (2.6) to the fixed point of T. Proof. Since T is a generalized C^q-mapping, therefore, if d(T x, T y) ≤ h{d(x, T x) + d(y, T y)}, then (2.4) becomes d(T x, T y) ≤ h{d(x, T x) + d(y, x) + d(x, T x) + d(T x, T y)}. So, we have d(T x, T y) ≤ h 1 − h {d(x, y) + 2d(x, T x)} . (3.1) If d(T x, T y) ≤ h{d(x, T y) + d(y, T x)}, then (2.4) becomes d(T x, T y) ≤ h{d(x, T x) + d(T x, T y) + d(y, x) + d(x, T x)}. Again, we have d(T x, T y) ≤ h 1 − h {d(x, y) + 2d(x, T x)} . Letting λ = max { h,^h_{1−h} } , the above estimate implies that d(T x, T y) ≤ λd(x, y) + 2λd(x, T x). (3.2) Similarly, we can calculate the following inequality d(T x, T y) ≤ λd(x, y) + 2λd(y, T x). (3.3) Let p ∈ F (T ), then it follows from the estimate (3.2) and the sequence (2.5) that d(x_{n+1}, p) = d(T x_n, p) ≤ λd(x_n, p). Continuing in this fashion, we have d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ λ^nd(x_0, p). (3.4) Since λ ∈ [0, 1), therefore, (3.4) implies that lim_{n→∞} d(x_{n+1}, p) = 0. (3.5) Now utilizing the estimate (3.2) for the sequence (2.6), we get d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ α_nd(T x_n, p) + (1 − α_n)d(x_n, p) ≤ (1 − (1 − λ)α_n)d(x_n, p). (3.6) 4

The estimate (3.6) inductively yields d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ n∏ k=1 (1 − (1 − λ)α_k)d(x_0, p). (3.7)

Making use of conditions (C1) and (C2), the estimate (3.7) implies that lim_{n→∞} d(x_{n+1}, p) = 0. (3.8) Hence the convergence of iterative algorithms (2.5) and (2.6) follows from the estimates (3.5) and (3.8), respectively. In order to compare the rates of convergence of iterative algorithms (2.5) and (2.6), we let a_n = λ^n and b_n =^n ∏ k=1 (1 − (1 − λ)α_k)d(x_0, p).

Now, consider (1 − λ)α_n ≤ (1 − λ) −(1 − λ) ≤ −(1 − λ)α_n 1 − (1 − λ) ≤ 1 − (1 − λ)α_n λ ≤ 1 − (1 − λ)α_n λ 1 − (1 − λ)α_n ≤ 1. Moreover min λ max[1 − (1 − λ)α_n] < 1. Since^n ∏ k=1 λ^k [1−(1−λ)α_k ] < (_{min λk}

max[1−(1−λ)α_k] )_n , then lim_{n→∞} a_n b_n = 0.

Hence (2.5) converges faster than (2.6) to the fixed point of T.

Theorem 3.2. Let K be a nonempty closed convex subset of a uniformly convex Kohlenbach hyperbolic space X and let T : K → K be a generalized C^q-mapping. Assume that F (T ), the set of fixed points of T, is nonempty and the sequences {α_n}^∞_{n=0} and {β_n}^∞_{n=0} satisfy the following conditions: (C1): 0 ≤ α_n, β_n < 1; (C2):^∞ ∑ n=0 α_n = ∞. Then the iterative algorithms defined in (2.6) and (2.7) converges to a fixed point p of T provided that the iterative algorithms have same initial guess x_0 ∈ K. Moreover, iterative algorithm defined in (2.6) converges faster than (2.7) to the fixed point of T. Proof. Note that the convergence of (2.6) has already established in Theorem 3.1. It remains to establish the convergence of (2.7) involving the class of generalized C^qmapping. For this, we proceed with the following estimate: d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ α_nd(T y_n, p) + (1 − α_n)d(x_n, p). On using (3.2), we get d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ α_nλd(y_n, p) + (1 − α_n)d(x_n, p). (3.9) Consider d(y_n, p) ≤ β_nd(T x_n, p) + (1 − β_n)d(x_n, p). 5

Again, using (3.2), we get d(y_n, p) ≤ β_nλd(x_n, p) + (1 − β_n)d(x_n, p) = [β_nλ + (1 − β_n)]d(x_n, p).

Substituting the above estimate in (3.9), we have d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ α_nλ[β_nλ + (1 − β_n)]d(x_n, p) + (1 − α_n)d(x_n, p) = [α_nβ_nλ^2 + α_nλ(1 − β_n) + (1 − α_n)]d(x_n, p) = [1 − α_n(1 − λ + β_nλ − β_nλ^2)]d(x_n, p) = [1 − α_n((1 − λ) + β_nλ(1 − λ))]d(x_n, p) = [1 − α_n(1 − λ)(1 + β_nλ)]d(x_n, p). (3.10) Consider 1 − λ ≤ 1 + β_nλ α_n(1 − λ)(1 − λ) ≤ α_n(1 − λ)(1 + β_nλ) −α_n(1 − λ)(1 + β_nλ) ≤ −α_n(1 − λ)(1 − λ) 1 − α_n(1 − λ)(1 + β_nλ) ≤ 1 − α_n(1 − λ)^2.

Utilizing the above assertion, the estimate (3.10) implies that d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ [1 − α_n(1 − λ)^2]d(x_n, p). (3.11) Continuing in this fashion, we have d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤^n ∏ k=1 [1 − α_k(1 − λ)^2]d(x_0, p).

Using the fact that λ ∈ [0, 1) and conditions (C1)-(C2), we get lim_{n→∞} d(x_{n+1}, p) = 0. (3.12) The estimate (3.12) implies that (2.7) converges the fixed point p of T. In order to compare the rates of convergence of (2.6) and (2.7), we must compare a_n =^n ∏ k=1 [1 −

α_k(1 − λ)] and b_n =^n ∏ k=1 [1 − α_k(1 − λ)^2]. For this, we reason as follow:

α_k(1 − λ)(1 − λ) ≤ α_k(1 − λ)

−α_k(1 − λ) ≤ −α_k(1 − λ)^2 1 − α_k(1 − λ) ≤ 1 − α_k(1 − λ)^2 1 − α_k(1 − λ) 1 − α_k(1 − λ)^2 ≤ 1. Also min{1 − α_k(1 − λ)} max{1 − α_k(1 − λ)^2} < 1. Since n∏ k=1 [1−α_k(1−λ)] [1−α_k(1−λ)^2] < (_{min{1−αk(1−λ)}} max{1−α_k (1−λ)^2} )_n , then lim_{n→∞} a_n b_n = 0. 6

Hence (2.6) converges faster than (2.7) to the fixed point of T.

Theorem 3.3. Let K be a nonempty closed convex subset of a uniformly convex Kohlenbach hyperbolic space X and let T : K → K be a generalized C^q-mapping. Assume that F (T ), the set of fixed points of T, is nonempty and the sequences {α_n}^∞_{n=0}, {β_n}^∞_{n=0} and {γ_n}^∞_{n=0} satisfy the following conditions: (C1): 0 ≤ α_n, β_n, γ_n < 1; (C2):^∞ ∑ n=0 α_n = ∞. Then the iterative algorithms defined in (2.7) and (2.8) converges to a fixed point p of T provided that the iterative algorithms have same initial guess x_0 ∈ K. Moreover, iterative algorithm defined in (2.7) converges faster than (2.8) to the fixed point of T. Proof. Note that the convergence of (2.7) has already established in Theorem 3.2. It remains to establish the convergence of (2.8) involving the class of generalized C^q-mapping. For this, we proceed with the following estimates: d(z_n, p) = d(W (T x_n, x_n, γ_n), p) ≤ γ_nd(p, T x_n) + (1 − γ_n)d(x_n, p) ≤ (1 − γ_n(1 − λ))d(x_n, p) (3.13) and d(y_n, p) = d(W (T z_n, x_n, β_n), p) ≤ β_nd(p, T z_n) + (1 − β_n)d(x_n, p) ≤ β_nλd(z_n, p) + (1 − β_n)d(x_n, p). (3.14)

Substituting (3.13) in (3.14), we have

d(y_n, p) ≤ β_nλ [(1 − γ_n(1 − λ))d(x_n, p)] + (1 − β_n)d(x_n, p) (3.15)

Moreover d(x_{n+1}, p) = d(W (T y_n, x_n, α_n), p) ≤ α_nd(p, T y_n) + (1 − α_n)d(x_n, p) ≤ α_nλd(y_n, p) + (1 − α_n)d(x_n, p) (3.16)

Substituting (3.15) in (3.16), we get

d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ [α_nλ {β_nλ(1 − γ_n(1 − λ)) + 1 − β_n} + (1 − α_n)] d(x_n, p) = { 1 − α_n [ 1 − β_nλ^2(1 − γ_n + γ_nλ) − λ(1 − β_n) ]} d(x_n, p) = { 1 − α_n [ 1 − β_nλ^2 + β_nγ_nλ^2 − β_nγ_nλ^3 − λ + β_nλ ]} d(x_n, p) = { 1 − α_n [ 1 − λ + (1 − λ)(β_nλ + β_nγ_nλ^2) ]} d(x_n, p) = { 1 − α_n(1 − λ) [ 1 + β_nγ_nλ^2 + β_nλ ]} d(x_n, p) ≤ {1 − α_n(1 − λ)} d(x_n, p). Making use of conditions (C1) and (C2), the above estimate implies that

lim d(x_{n+1}, p) = 0. (3.17) 7

Now we use the estimate (3.3) for the iterative algorithm (2.8) to get the following estimates: d(z_n, p) = d(W (T x_n, x_n, γ_n), p) ≤ γ_nd(T x_n, p) + (1 − γ_n)d(x_n, p) ≤ 3λγ_nd(x_n, p) + (1 − γ_n)d(x_n, p) = [3λγ_n + (1 − γ_n)] d(x_n, p), (3.18) and d(y_n, p) ≤ 3λβ_nd(z_n, p) + (1 − β_n)d(x_n, p). (3.19) Substituting (3.18) in (3.19), we get d(y_n, p) ≤ 3λβ_n [3λγ_n + (1 − γ_n) + (1 − β_n)] d(x_n, p). (3.20) Now, consider d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ 3λα_nd(y_n, p) + (1 − α_n)d(x_n, p). (3.21) Substituting (3.20) in (3.21) and then simplifying the terms, we have d(x_{n+1}, p) ≤ [ 1 − α_n (1 − 3λ) { 1 + 9λ^2β_nγ_n + 3λβ_n }] d(x_n, p) ≤ [1 − α_n (1 − 3λ)] d(x_n, p). (3.22) Again, making use of conditions (C1) and (C2), the above estimate implies that lim d(x_{n+1}, p) = 0. (3.23) In order to compare the rates of convergence of (2.7) and (2.8), we must compare a_n = n∏ k=1 [1 − α_k(1 − λ)^2] and b_n =^n ∏ k=1 [1 − α_k(1 − 3λ)]. For this, we have the following two cases:

Case (I). Let λ ∈ [0,^1_3 ], then a_n ≤ 1 and b_n = 1, therefore, we have lim_{n→∞}(^{an}_{bn} ) = 0. Case (II). Let λ ∈ (^1_3 , 1), then again a_n ≤ 1 and

b_n = n∏ k=1 [ 1 − α_k (1 − 3λ) { 1 + 9λ^2β_kγ_k + 3λβ_k }] ≥ 1. So a_n b_n = n∏ k=1 [ 1 − α_k(1 − λ)^2 1 − α_k (1 − 3λ) { 1 + 9λ^2β_kγ_k + 3λβ_k } ] ≤ 1. Consequently min{1 − α_k(1 − λ)^2} max{1 − α_k (1 − 3λ) { 1 + 9λ^2β_kγ_k + 3λβ_k } } < 1. Since n∏ k=1 [_{1−α} k(1−λ)^2 1−α_k(1−3λ){1+9λ^2β_kγ_k+3λβ_k} ] < (_{min{1−α} k (1−λ)^2} max{1−α_k(1−3λ){1+9λ^2β_kγ_k+3λβ_k}} )_n , there-

fore, we get lim_{n→∞} a_n b_n = 0.

This implies that, in both cases, (2.7) converges faster than (2.8) to the fixed point of T. Remark 3.4. As an applications of Theorems (3.1)-(3.3), we can establish similar kind of results for the classes of mappings defined in (2.1)-(2.3) in Kohlenbach hyperbolic spaces. As a consequence, our results generalize the corresponding results from linear spaces to more general setup of spaces. 8

References

[1] Z. Akhtar, H. Fukhar-ud-din, A. Ahmad and M. Ibrahim, A multi-step implicit iterative process for common fixed points of generalized C^q -operators in convex metric spaces, Sci. Int., 25(4) (2013), 887-891.

[2] V. Berinde, On the convergence of Ishikawa iteration in the class of quasi contractive operators, Acta Math. Univ. Comenianae, 73(2004), 119-126.

[3] V. Berinde, Comparing Krasnosel’skii and Mann iterative methods for Lipschitzian generalized pseudo-contractions, in Proceedings of the International Conference on Fixed Point Theory and its Applications, Valencia, Spain, July 13-19, 2003 (Garcia-Falset, J. et al., Eds.), Yokohama Publishers, Yokohama, 2004, 15-26.

[4] V. Berinde, Picard iteration converges faster than Mann iteration for a class of quasi-contractive operators, Fixed Point Theory Appl., 1(2004), 1-9.

[5] V. Berinde and M. Berinde, The fastest Krasnoselskij iteration for approximating fixed points of strictly pseudo-contractive mappings, Carpathian J. Math., 21(2005), 13-20.

[6] F. E. Browder, Nonlinear operators and nonlinear equations of evolution in Banach spaces, Proc.

Sympos. Pure Math., 1976.

[7] L. B. Ciric, A generalization of Banach’s contraction principle, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 45(1974), 267-273.

[8] H. Fukhar-ud-din, Strong convergence of an Ishikawa type algorithm in CAT(0) spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl., 2013, 2013:207.

[9] H. Fukhar-ud-din and V. Berinde, Iterative methods for the class of quasi-contractive type operators and comparison of their rate of convergence in convex metric spaces, Filomat, 30(2016), 223-230.

[10] H. Fukhar-ud-din, A. R. Khan and Z. Akhtar, Fixed point results for a generalized nonexpansive map in uniformly convex metric spaces, Nonlinear Anal., 75(2012), 4747-4760.

[11] K. Goebel and W. A. Kirk, Iteration processes for nonexpansive mappings, in: S.P. Singh, S. Thomeier, B. Watson (Eds.), Topological Methods in Nonlinear Functional Analysis, in: Contemp. Math., vol. 21, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1983, pp. 115–123.

[12] K. Goebel and S. Reich, Uniform Convexity, Hyperbolic Geometry, and Nonexpansive Mappings, Marcel Dekker, New York, 1984.

[13] C. W. Groetsch, A note on segmenting Mann iterates, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 40(1972), 369-372. [14] S. Ishikawa, Fixed points by a new iteration method, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 44(1974), 147-150. [15] A. R. Khan, M. A. Khamsi and H. Fukhar-ud-din, Strong convergence of a general iteration scheme in CAT(0)-spaces, Nonlinear Anal., 74(2011), 783-791.

[16] A. R. Khan, H. Fukhar-ud-din and M. A. A. Khan, An implicit algorithm for two finite families of nonexpansive maps in hyperbolic spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl., (2012), 2012:54, 12 pp.

[17] M. A. A. Khan, Convergence analysis of a multi-step iteration for a finite family of asymptotically quasi-nonexpansive mappings, J. Inequal. Appl., (2013), 2013:423, 10 pp.

[18] M. A. A. Khan and H. Fukhar-ud-din, Convergence analysis of a general iteration schema of nonlinear mappings in hyperbolic spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl., (2013), 2013: 238, 18 pp.

[19] M. A. A. Khan, H. Fukhar-ud-din and A. Kalsoom, Existence and higher arity iteration for total asymptotically nonexpansive mappings in uniformly convex hyperbolic spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl., (2016) 2016:3, 18 pp.

[20] U. Kohlenbach, Some logical metatheorems with applications in functional analysis, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 357 (2005), 89-128.

[21] M. A. Krasnosel’skii, Two remarks on the method of successive approximations, (Russian) Uspehi Mat. Nauk., 10(1955), 123-127.

[22] L. Leuştean, A quadratic rate of asymptotic regularity for CAT(0)-spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 325 (2007) 386–399.

[23] W. R. Mann, Mean value methods in iteration, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 44(1953), 506-510. [24] S. A. Naimpally and K. L. Sing, Extensions of fixed point theorems of Rhoades, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 96(1983), 437-446.

[25] S. Reich and A. J. Zasalvski, Genericity in Nonlinear Analysis, Springer, New York, 2014. [26] S. Reich and I. Shafrir, Nonexpansive iterations in hyperbolic spaces, Nonlinear Anal., 15(1990), 537-558.

[27] B. E. Rhoades and Z. Xue, Comparison of the rate of convergence among Picard, Mann, Ishikawa, and Noor iterations applied to quasi-contractive maps, Fixed Point Theory Appl., (2010), 2010:169062, 12 pp.

[28] B. Xu and M. A. Noor, Ishikawa and Mann iteration process with errors for nonlinear strongly accretive operator equations, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 224(1998), 91-101.

[29] T. Zamfirescu, Fix point theorems in metric spaces, Arch. Math. (Basel), 23 (1972), 292-298.