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Abstract. In 1977 Livia d’Apuzzo have introduced the notions of special and good conver-
gence of the sequence of successive approximations on metric spaces. Afterwards, in 2003
I.A.Rus transferred these properties to the operators giving the notions of special and good
weakly Picard operators. In this paper are investigated some properties of good and special
convergence for some classes of Stancu operators.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X, d) be a metric space and A : X — X an operator. In this paper we
shall use the following notations:
P(X):={Y C X|Y # 0};
Fj:={x € X|A(x) =z} - the fixed point set of A;
I(A):={Y e P(X)|A(Y)CY} - the family of the nonempty invariant sub-
sets of A;
AV =1y, A=A, ..., AVl :=A0A" neN.

Definition 1. ([5], [6], [8]) Let (X, d) be a metric space.

1) An operator A : X — X is weakly Picard operator (briefly WPO) if the
sequence of successive approzimations (A" (xg)), ey converges for all zg € X
and the limit (which may depend on xo) is a fixed point of A.

2) If the operator A : X — X is WPO and Fa = {z*}, then by definition the
operator A is Picard operator (briefly PO).
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3) If the operator A : X — X is WPO, then can be considered the operator
A defined by A* : X — X, A® (x) := lim A" (z).

Theorem 1. (Characterization theorem - [5], [6])An operator A : X — X is
WPO if only if there exits a partition of X, X = |J X\, such that:

AEA
(a) Xy €I(A), VA€ A;
(b) Al : Xx — X is PO, VA € A.

In [8], I.A. Rus has introduced the notions of good and special WPO like
as:

Definition 2. ([2], [8]) Let (X, d) be a metric space and A: X — X a WPO.
1) A: X — X is good WPO, if the series Y d (A" (z), A" (z)) converges,
n=1

for allz € X (see [8]). In the case that the sequence (d (A" (z), A" (x)))neN*

is strictly decreasing for all x € X, the operator A is good WPO of type M

(see [2]).

2) A: X — X is special WPO, if the series >, d (A" (z), A (x)) converges,
1

n—

for all x € X (see [8]). When the sequence (d (A™ (x), A% (x))),,cn- @8 strictly
decreasing for all © € X, the operator A is special WPO of type M (see [2]).

Theorem 2. ([4]) Let (X,d) be a metric space and A : X — X a WPO. If A
is special WPO then A is good WPO.

2. METRICAL CONDITIONS SATISFIED BY STANCU OPERATORS

Remark 1. Generally, an operator of uniform approximation A : C'[a,b] —
C'la,b] may satisfy certain contractive conditions such as:

(1) 14 (@) = AW < llz — yll, 2y € C [a,b];

(2) |42 (@) = A(@)]| < Llle = A(@)||, ¥z € C[a,b], for L € (0,1);

(3) Cla,b) = U X, such that:
yER
(i) X, is closed and invariant to A for any v € R;

(i) A: X, — X, is o - contraction.

Let o, € R, 0 < a < B and n € N*. We consider the Stancu operators
(see [1], [7], [9]):
Pn,a,ﬂ : 0[071] - C[O,l] ) f'_)Pn,a,ﬁ(f>
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n n - i
where P, o6 (f) (z) = kgof (Tﬁ) k 2k (1—z)" " The properties as
linear positive operators and the properties of uniform approximation of the
Stancu operators was obtained and presented in [1], [3], [9], [10]. Let P, 5 be
the m*™ iterate of the operator P, o 3. The following results are well-known:
Theorem 3. ([7]) Let n € N* and > 0. Then the Stancu operators P, 3
are WPO’s on C [O, ﬁ}

Theorem 4. ([7]) Let n € N* and a > 0. Then the Stancu operators Py o
are WPO’s on C [n_%[, 1].

As in [7] we consider the partition C [O, #} = UX, of C [0, Wnﬁ}
vER

where X, := {f eC [0, ﬁ} ‘ f(0)= ’y}, v € R. X, is a closed subset of

C [O, ni—ﬂ} and is an invariant subset to P, for all 3 > 0, n € N*, v € R.

In [7] it is proved that:
n

Pros (1 (@) = Praos @) @ < [1- (1= ) I - glle.

Va € [0,1], for all f,g € X,. So, P, is WPO also in the sense of Theorem
1, where the invariant subsets are in this case X,, v € R. On the other hand,

in [7] was proved that:

Praa (D@~ Prna @@ < [1- (1= ) Jir—alle @

Va € [0,1], for all f,g € X, where

Xy ={f e O] f(1) =),

Corollary 5. a) For any 8 > 0 the family of Stancu operators
{Pn,O,ﬁ ne N*}

has the contractive properties from Remark 1.
b) For any o > 0 the family of Stancu operators {Pp a.q :n € N*} has the
contractive properties from Remark 1.

It is known that P, o g (eg (z)) = eo () =1,V 2z € [0,1], Vn € N*, Vo,3 >
0 (see [1], [10]) and because the Stancu operators is linear, follows that the
fixed points of these operators is K = { f € C'[0, 1]| f — constant}
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Theorem 6. Let n € N* and 8 > 0. Then the Stancu operators P, o3 are
special WPO and good WPO of type M on C [O, nnTﬁ:|

Proof. From Theorem 3, P, o3 is WPO.

Let f € C[0, ;15]. Then f € Xy (o) and according to (1) we infer that P, 04 is
contraction on X (). Finally, we get that P, o g is special WPO of type M on
C [0 o } From Theorem 2, any special WPO is good WPO. Then, P, 3

n+8
is also good WPO of type M. Moreover, we can see that the sequences

(@ (B () Py (D)) e and (4 (Pos (0BG ()).

are strictly decreasing for any f € C [ oy 5} \K. a

Theorem 7. Let n € N* and a > 0. Then the Stancu operators P, o are

special WPO and good WPO of type M on C [n+a, }

Proof. The proof is analogues as in Theorem 6. O

3. UNIFORM GOOD AND SPECIAL WPO PROPERTY

Let {Xn}, cn+ a family of metric spaces such that: X; 2 Xp 2 ... 2 X, D
Xpt1 2 ... and for any n € N* consider the operator A4, : X, — X,,. We
will say that the operators {A, : n € N*} are special (good) WPO having
uniformity on intersection if A,, is special (good) WPO, V n € N* and there
exist a sequence (¢, ),cn- C Ry (respectively (dy,),cn- C Ry) and a continuous
functional

o
go:ﬂXn—>]R+

n=1

such that:

D d(AY (2), A7 (2)) Scen-@(z), Vo e[ ) Xn, ¥VneN

m=1 n=1
o0
(respectively, Z d (APt (z), A (2)) < dp¢(z), Vo e () X,, VneN).
=1

n=1
In the followmg, we prove that the Stancu operators have this property.

Theorem 8. For any 8 > 0 fized, the family of Stancu operators
{Pn,O,ﬁ n e N*}

are special and good WPO having uniformity on intersection.
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Proof. Let 8 > 0 fixed. Consider the set
B[0,1]={f:]0,1] = R| f — bounded}

and
X ={fe€BJ[0,1]| f — continuous in = = 1} .

For any n € N* let X, = XNC |0 [ It is easy to see that ﬂ X, =C]I0,1].

).
In theorem 6 we have proved that P, g g are special and good WPO on X, for
each n € N*. Using the inequality (1) we obtain the estimation:

| Paos (F)( (@) = |P, — Prop(f)(2)] <

<[1—< n+5)n]'|f(w)—f*(w)l

~[i-(-25) | re@-sors
]

where: a = diam (f ([0,1])) = max{|f (z) — f (y)| : z,y € [0,1]} By induc-

tion, for m € N*, follows:

Py () (@) — f* ()] < [1_ (1_ nj’:ﬁﬂm.a

for all z € [0,1]. Consequently,

1_ n

Z’ 70,6 ( — (@) <a- (1_ )n

On the other hand,

|P71,0,ﬁ (f) (z) = P7(L),0,,8 (f) (=

= (3 P01t (5) =7
ZPM [ ( f_ﬁ> x>] <a-;:Pn,k<x>—

where a = dzam (f([0,1])). By induction, follows:
Pl () @) = PGS (f) (@)

Pios (PIGH (f) <x>) - Phos (PIG3 (D @)
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nym-—1
S'”g[l_(l_n:@)] . a.

Thus,
Z s (D) (@) = PIgh (D ()] <

<W}iinwa~{1+ [1— <1—Zﬂ>n] T [1— <1—n_’iﬂ>n]m_l}=

:a.l—[l—(i—niﬁ)n} _ (1—2;;)” Vaelo1], feC[O,nZﬁ].

Let ¢ : C']0,1] — Ry, ¢ (f) = diam (f ([0,1])) = diam (Im f). From above
follows that:

idc Plogs( f*)<1_<1_niﬁn) ~o(f), ¥V feCl0,1], VneN

1 (1—#5,)

and

Zd (ProA () ﬁ?o,ﬁ<f>)<Mw(f),\ffeC[o,lwneN*
~ntp

It is easy to prove that ¢ is seminorm on C'[0,1] and ¢ (f — g) < 2| f — g/l
Since

lo(f)—¢ @l <e(f-9), ¥ fgeC[0,1],

we infer that ¢ is continuous. Considering

n
1—(1—m> B )

n ) dn—
(“m)

we complete the proof. O

Cp —

Remark 2. Similar consideration holds for the Stancu operators
{Praa:neN},

for any a > 0 fized.
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Remark 3. Any contraction on a complete metric space is PO and special
WPO, but the family of the contractions is not uniform special WPO, nor
uniform good WPO. The character of uniformity from the above property is
given by the fact that the functional ¢ is the same for all operators A,, n € N*,
depending only by the family of operators.

Let X be an ordered metric space, A : X — X operator and Y C X closed

subset (not necessary invariant). If we suppose that A is WPO and if we have:
< A@) <. <A™ (2) <A™ (2) €. < A% (2),

or
A® () < .. <A™ (2) <A™ (2) € ... < A(z) <z,

for all z € Y, then we say that the operator A have monotone iteration on Y.

Proposition 9. a) For a > 0 fixed, on the set
Y = {f : [n%}, 1} — ]R‘ f—increasing and comje:r}

the family {Pp, oo : n € N*} of Stancu operators have monotone iteration.
b) For 3> 0 fized, on the set
Y=1:f: [O, nnjﬁ} — R’ f—increasing and concave}

the family {P, 03 : n € N*} of Stancu operators have monotone iteration.

k=0 \ k
[0,1] and Y is closed set (follows using the Jensen’s inequalty and passing

Proof. a) In this case, Py a0 (f) () = Zn: <n> zk (1 — x)"_k . f(nj%a), Ve

to limit) and invariant to P, .. Since P, o (e0) = eo and P, (z) > 0,
V x € [0,1] we infer that:

(67

Pn,k (.TJ) S [0, 1], Vo S |:TH—O¢

,1],VnEN*, k=0,n

n

and ) P, (xz) = 1. We have that
k=0

Proa(er(z)) = Z (:) 2k (1-— a:)n—k = _O; ~=

k=0

a(l—ux)
n+ o

::L‘+

WV

x=e(x), Vzel01].
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For f € Y according to the Jensen’s inequality, we have:

f(2) < f (Pogaler) (@) = f (Z <:> (1 —a)" ™ nf_a> <

k=0

gi(Z) mk(l—x)nkf<nia> = Praa(f)(@), Vze [nia,1].

f(x)an,a@(f)(x),VxE[ ,1},VHEN*.

n+«

Since Py o, is monotone, we infer that:

F< Praa (/) SPloa(f) S PP ()< <SP (f)=1(1).

n n
b) Here, Poos(z) = 3. (k) F (1= 2)"F (), ¥ x € [0,1] and Y s
k=0

closed and invariant to P, o 3. We have that

Pn,O,B (61 (1‘)) = Z (Z) xk (1 o x)n—k n — Bx

= n+p T+ 0

<z=e(x), Vo el0,1].

For f € Y, according to the Jensen’s inequality, we have:

f (@)= f(Puogple)(x) =f (Z <Z> o (1—a)" niﬁ) g

k=0

> "0 (Z) (12 f (nﬁﬁ) — Paos () (@), Vae {onﬁﬂ] -

k=
So,

f(x)=Poop(f)(x), Vae [0’nn

, VneN,
+ﬁ] "

Since P, g is monotone we infer that:

F2Puop(f)ZPlos(f) =2 Pls(f)=..2PX%s(f)=f(0).
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