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On a variant of Schu’s lemma

C. Zălinescu
∗

Abstract

In this note we show that a false statement obtained by replacing a “lim” by “limsup”
for a sequence in Lemma 1.3 of the paper [J. Schu: Weak and strong convergence to fixed
points of asymptotically nonexpansive mappings, Bull. Austral. Math. Soc. 43 (1991),
153–159] is used in many papers. We do not know which is the first paper that used that
false assertion, but the first one that we identified is from 2005 and the last one is from
2024.

In J. Schu’s paper [1], the following result is stated without proof, where [8] is our reference
[2]:

“LEMMA 1.3. (compare [8, p.484]) Let (E, ‖·‖) be a uniformly convex Banach space,
0 < b < c < 1, a ≥ 0, (tn) ⊂ [b, c]N and (xn), (yn) ∈ EN such that lim sup ‖xn‖ ≤ a,
lim sup ‖yn‖ ≤ a and lim ‖tnxn + (1− tn)yn‖ = a. Then lim ‖xn − yn‖ = 0.”

Taking tn := t ∈ (0, 1) for n ∈ N
∗ (:= {1, 2, ..., n, ...}), [1, Lemma 1.3] reduces to Problem

1.10(c) from [2, p. 484]. Observe also that the version of [1, Lemma 1.3] for [b, c] replaced by
[ε, 1 − ε] with ε ∈ (0, 1) is attributed to “(Zeidler (1986))” in [3, Lemma 2.1]. Moreover, the
following text can be found in [4]:

“In 1991, Sahu [21] established an important property of UCBS, which can be stated as
follows.

Lemma 2.2. [21] Assume that Ω is a UCBS and {zℓ} be a sequence in (0, 1) for all
ℓ ≥ 1. If {aℓ} and {bℓ} are in Ω such that lim supℓ→∞

‖aℓ‖ ≤ m, lim supℓ→∞
‖bℓ‖ ≤ m and

limℓ→∞ ‖(1− zℓ)aℓ + zℓbℓ‖ = m for some m ≥ 0. Then limℓ→∞ ‖aℓ − bℓ‖ = 0.”

In fact the reference [21] from the preceding quoted text is nothing else than [1]. Observe
that the previous version of [1, Lemma 1.3] is false as the next example shows.

Example 1 Let (X, ‖·‖) be a non trivial normed vector space, x ∈ X \{0}, xn := x and yn :=
−x for n ∈ N

∗; moreover, consider {sn} ⊂ (0, 1) with sn → 0, tn := sn for n odd and tn :=
1− sn for n even. Then ‖xn‖ = ‖yn‖ = ‖x‖, and so lim supn→∞

‖xn‖ = lim supn→∞
‖yn‖ =

‖x‖ > 0; moreover, tnxn + (1− tn)yn = (2sn − 1)x for n odd, tnxn + (1− tn)yn = (1− 2sn)x
for n even, and so limn→∞ ‖tnxn + (1− tn)yn‖ = limn→∞ |1− 2sn| · ‖x‖ = ‖x‖ . It is obvious
that limn→∞ ‖xn − yn‖ = 2 ‖x‖ 6= 0.

Notice that [4, Lemma 2.2] is used in the proofs of [4, Lemmas 3.3 & 3.4] which, at their
turn, are used in the proofs of [4, Lemma 3.5 & Theorem 5.1] and [4, Lemma 3.5 & Theorems
3.9, 5.1], respectively; [4, Lemma 3.5] is used in the proof of [4, Theorem 3.9].
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In the paper [5] by W. Laowang and B. Panyanak one finds the text:

“The following result is a characterization of uniformly convex hyperbolic spaces which is
an analog of Lemma 1.3 of Schu [25]. It can be applied to a CAT(0) space as well.

Lemma 2.9. Let (X, d,W ) be a uniformly convex hyperbolic space with modulus of convexity
η, and let x ∈ X. Suppose that η increases with r (for a fixed ε) and suppose that {tn} is
a sequence in [b, c] for some b, c ∈ (0, 1), and {xn}, {yn} are sequences in X such that
lim supn→∞

d(xn, x) ≤ r, lim supn→∞
d(yn, x) ≤ r, and limn→∞ d((1 − tn)xn) ⊕ tnyn, x) = r

for some r ≥ 0. Then limn→∞ d(xn, yn) = 0. (2.17)”

Observe that [5, Lemma 2.9] is announced in [6, Lemma 2.7].
Changing few words in the above text one obtains [7, Lemma 4.5] and its preamble; the

same remark is valid for the proofs of [5, Lemma 2.9] and [7, Lemma 4.5].
Lemma 2.9 from [5] is stated (and proved) for X a CAT(0) space in Lemma 3.2 of [8] under

the supplementary condition 0 < b(1−c) ≤ 1

2
; observe that this condition is superfluous. First

notice that b, c ∈ (0, 1) implies that 0 < b(1 − c), while the fact that (there exists) tn ∈ [b, c]
implies that b ≤ c; hence 0 < b ≤ c < 1. Because (0 <) b2 + (b − 1)2 = 2b2 − 2b + 1 and
(c ≥) b > 0, one gets (c ≥) b > 1 − 1/(2b), whence 1/(2b) > 1 − c, and so b(1 − c) < 1

2
.

The supplementary condition 0 < b(1 − c) ≤ 1

2
is present in quite many papers from our

bibliography. Notice that the version for CAT(0) spaces of [5, Lemma 2.9] (with the same
conditions on b, c ∈ (0, 1) as above) is stated and proved in [9, Lemma 3.2].

Taking tn := 1/2 for n ∈ N
∗, [5, Lemma 2.9] reduces to [10, Lemma 2.2].

Note that the formulation of [11, Lemma 2.5] is (practically) the same as that of [5,
Lemma 2.9] but one provides another proof ; in that proof one finds the next false assertion:
“Since lim supn→∞

d(xn, x) ≤ r and lim supn→∞
d(yn, x) ≤ r we have: (i) d(xn, x) ≤ r + 1

n
;

(ii) d(yn, x) ≤ r + 1

n
for each n ≥ 1”.

Lemma 2.9 from [5] is reobtained as Lemma 2.5 in [12] using [12, Lemma 2.3].
The proof of [5, Lemma 2.9] seems to be an adaptation to this context of that for Problem

10.1 (c) in [2]; possibly, J. Schu did a similar adaptation of the proof of [2, Problem 10.1 (c)]
for his Lemma 1.3.

The next version of [1, Lemma 1.3] for modular function spaces is from [13] (see also [14,
Lemma 4.2]):

“Lemma 3.2. Let ρ ∈ ℜ be (UUC1) and let {tk} ⊂ (0, 1) be bounded away from 0 and 1. If
there exists R > 0 such that lim supn→∞

ρ(fn) ≤ R, lim supn→∞
ρ(gn) ≤ R, limn→∞ ρ(tfn +

(1− tn)gn) = R, then limn→∞ ρ(fn − gn) = 0.”

An alternative proof for [1, Lemma 1.3] is the following:
Because lim sup ‖xn‖ ≤ a and lim sup ‖yn‖ ≤ a, there exists R > 0 such that ‖xn‖ , ‖yn‖ ≤

R for every n ∈ N
∗. Because (E, ‖·‖) is uniformly convex, ‖·‖2 is uniformly convex on

B := {x ∈ E | ‖x‖ ≤ R} by [15, Theorem 4.1 (ii)], and so there exists a strictly increasing
function ρ : R+ → R+ with ρ(0) = 0 such that

‖λx+ (1− λ)y‖2 ≤ λ ‖x‖2 + (1− λ) ‖y‖2 − λ(1− λ)ρ (‖x− y‖) ∀x, y ∈ B, λ ∈ [0, 1].

Setting γ := min{b, 1 − c} (> 0) one has that λ(1− λ) ≥ γ2, and so

γ2ρ (‖xn − yn‖) ≤ tn ‖xn‖
2 + (1− tn) ‖yn‖

2 − ‖tnxn + (1− tn)yn‖
2 ∀n ∈ N. (1)

Assume that the conclusion does not hold. Then there exist a strictly increasing sequence
(nk) ⊂ N

∗ and ε > 0 such that tnk
→ t ∈ [b, c] and ‖xnk

− ynk
‖ ≥ ε for k ∈ N

∗; replacing,
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if necessary, n by nk in (1) we assume that nk = k for every k ∈ N
∗, and so (1) holds.

Because ρ (‖xn − yn‖) ≥ ρ(ε), passing to lim sup in (1), one gets the contradiction γ2ρ(ε) ≤
ta2 + (1− t)a2 − a2 = 0. �

In [16], one states a version of [1, Lemma 1.3] with a weaker hypothesis:

“Lemma 2.1 (Schu [12]). Let E be a uniformly convex Banach space and {αn} a se-
quence in [ε, 1 − ε] for some ε ∈ (0, 1). Suppose {xn} and {yn} are sequences in E such that
lim supn→∞

‖xn‖ ≤ r, lim supn→∞
‖yn‖ ≤ r and lim supn→∞

‖tnxn + (1− tn)yn‖ = r hold for
some r ≥ 0. Then lim ‖xn − yn‖ = 0.”

Notice that no proof is provided for [16, Lemma 2.1]. However, in the book [17] one finds
the following result for which one provides a proof:

“Theorem 2.3.13 Let X be a uniformly convex Banach space and let {tn} be a sequence of
real numbers in (0, 1) bounded away from 0 and 1. Let {xn} and {yn} be two sequences in X
such that

lim sup
n→∞

‖xn‖ ≤ a, lim sup
n→∞

‖yn‖ ≤ a and lim sup
n→∞

‖tnxn + (1− tn)yn‖ = a

for some a ≥ 0. Then lim ‖xn − yn‖ = 0.”

In fact [16, Lemma 2.1] (as well as [17, Theorem 2.3.13]) is false as the next example
shows.

Example 2 Let (X, ‖·‖) be a non trivial normed vector space, x ∈ X with ‖x‖ = 1 (=: r),
xn := x, y2n := 0, y2n+1 := x, tn := λ ∈ (0, 1) for n ∈ N

∗. Then lim supn→∞
‖xn‖ = 1,

lim supn→∞
‖yn‖ = 1, tnxn+(1− tn)yn = λx for even n, tnxn+(1− tn)yn = x for odd n, and

so lim supn→∞
‖tnxn + (1− tn)yn‖ = lim supn→∞

1 = 1. It is obvious that limn→∞ ‖xn − yn‖
does not exist, and so it is different from 0.

Observe that [16, Lemma 2.1] is used in the proof of [16, Theorem 3.3], which, at its turn,
is used in the proof of [16, Theorem 3.5] (which “extends some known results”), and so these
results could be false.

In what concerns [17, Theorem 2.3.13], this is used in the proofs of Proposition 2.4.5(i)
(used, at its turn in the proofs of Proposition 3.1.13 → 3.1.14 → 3.1.15, Theorem 6.4.7 →
Theorem 6.4.13 → Corollary 6.4.14, Theorem 6.4.16 → Theorem 6.7.4 and Theorem 6.5.2).

The assertion from [16, Lemma 2.1] (with E replaced by X) in which “[ε, 1 − ε] for some
ε ∈ (0, 1)” is often replaced by [b, c] with b, c ∈ (0, 1), possibly with the supplementary
condition(s) b < c (and 0 < b(1− c) ≤ 1

2
), is used in the references mentioned later on.

Observe that the following assertions are equivalent to [16, Lemma 2.1], and generally one
gives as reference [1, Lemma 1.3]; the exceptions will be mentioned explicitly. Of course, no
proofs are provided, but they are used in the proofs of other results:

[18, Lemma 2.3], [19, Lemma 2.4], [20, Lemma 2.1], [21, Lemma 5], [22, Lemma 2.1], [23,
Lemma 2.1] (attributed to [24]), [25, Lemma 2.1], [26, Lemma 2.2], [27, Lemma 2.2], [28,
Lemma 2.3], [29, Lemma 2.2] (attributed to [30]), [31, Lemma 2.6], [32, Lemma 2.1], [33,
Lemma 2], [34, Lemma 1.3], [35, Lemma 2.9], [36, Lemma 3.2], [37, Lemma 1.4], [38, Lemma
2.2], [39, Lemma 12], [40, Lemma 4.2], [41, Lemma 2.4], [42, Lemma 2.4], [43, Lemma 2.1],
[44, Lemma 2.10], [45, Lemma 2.2] (attributed to [2]), [46, Lemma 2.3], [47, Lemma 2.2], [48,
Lemma 2.1], [49, Lemma 2], [50, Lemma 2.4], [51, Lemma 2.4], [52, Lemma 2.6], [53, Lemma
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3], [54, Lemma 1.4], [55, Lemma 2.5], [56, Lemma 2.1], [57, Lemma 1.4], [58, Lemma 1], [59,
Lemma 2.6], [60, Lemma 5], [61, Lemma 3], [62, Lemma 2.1], [63, Lemma 2.1], [64, Lemma
2.2], [65, Lemma 3], [66, Lemma 2.2], [67, Lemma 2.2], [68, Lemma 2.2], [69, Lemma 3],
[70, Lemma 2], [71, Lemma 2], [72, Lemma 4], [73, Lemma 2.2], [74, Lemma 3], [75, Lemma
2.16], [76, Lemma 2.14], [77, Lemma 3], [78, Lemma 2.10], [79, Lemma 5], [80, Lemma 4], [81,
Lemma 2.4], [82, Lemma 2.3], [83, Lemma 1] (with ρn ∈ (0, 1)), [84, Lemma 3], [85, Lemma
2.3], [86, Lemma 2] (attributed to [41]), [87, Lemma 6], [88, Lemma 12], [89, Lemma 2], [90,
Lemma 1], [91, Lemma 2.6], [92, Lemma 2.6], [93, Lemma 2.2], [94, Lemma 2.10], [95, Lemma
1.4] (with tn ∈ [0, 1], and attributed to [17]), [96, Lemma 2.1], [97, Lemma 2.2], [98, Lemma
3], [99, Lemma 1], [100, Lemma 1], [101, Lemma 2.3], [102, Theorem 2.6] (attributed to [2]),
[103, Lemma 2.3], [104, Lemma 2.], [105, Lemma 5], [106, Lemma 5], [107, Lemma 4], [108,
Lemma 2.12], [109, Lemma 2.1], [110, Lemma 1.3], [111, Lemma 1], [112, Lemma 2.4], [113,
Lemma 2.3], [114, Lemma 2.3], [115, Lemma 1], [116, Lemma 3],

It is worth observing that for [43, Lemma 2.1], [94, Lemma 2.10], [108, Lemma 2.12] and
[109, Lemma 2.1] one cites [1] even if among the co-authors of these papers there is one of
the co-authors of the book [17].

Related to [5, Lemma 2.9] (recalled on the first page), one finds the next statement in
[117] (Received 6 November 2014):

“Lemma 2.2 ([6, Lemma 2.9]). Let (M,d) be a CAT(0) space and let x ∈ M . Suppose
{tn} is a sequence in [b, c] for some b, c ∈ (0, 1) and {xn}, {yn} are sequences in M such that
lim supn→∞

d(xn, x) ≤ r, lim supn→∞
d(yn, x) ≤ r and lim supn→∞

d((1− tnxn)⊕ tnyn, x) = r
for some r ≥ 0. Then limn→∞ d(xn, yn) = 0.”

Of course, there is not a proof for this “stronger” version of [5, Lemma 2.9] in [117].
Because any Hilbert space is CAT(0), Example 2 shows that [117, Lemma 2.2] is false,

and so [117, Lemmas 4.4, 4.9 & Theorem 4.10] could be false, too.
Observe that the following “results” are equivalent to [117, Lemma 2.2] and they are used

in the proofs of other results; for each paper we add the version of [5, Lemma 2.9] which is
cited:

[118, Lemma 2.3] ([7, Lemma 4.5]), [119, Lemma 2.2] ([11, Lemma 2.5]), [120, Lemma 2.5]
([10, Lemma 2.2]), [121, Lemma 1.12] ([7, Lemma 4.5]), [122, Lemma 1.11] ([11, Lemma 2.5]
via [9, Lemma 1.3]), [123, Lemma 2] ([7, Lemma 4.5]), [124, Lemma 2.11] ([5, Lemma 2.9]),
[125, Lemma 2.5] ([7, Lemma 4.5]), [126, Lemma 2.2] ([7, Lemma 4.5]), [127, Lemma 2.7]
([5, Lemma 2.9]), [128, Lemma 2.6] ([11, Lemma 2.5] via [122, Lemma 1.11]), [129, Lemma
2.11] ([11, Lemma 2.5]), [130, Lemma 2.5] ([6, Lemma 2.7]), [131, Lemma 5] ([5, Lemma
2.9]), [132, Lemma 2.2] ([7, Lemma 4.5]), [133, Lemma 2.1] ([11, Lemma 2.5]), [134, Lemma
3] ([5, Lemma 2.9]), [135, Lemma 2.10] ([5, Lemma 2.9]), [136, Lemma 12] ([1, Lemma 1.3]),
[137, Lemma 2.10] ([6, Lemma 2.7]), [138, Lemma 2.8] ([11, Lemma 2.5]), [139, Lemma 5] ([1,
Lemma 1.3]).

Related to [13, Lemma 3.2] (recalled before the alternative proof of [1, Lemma 1.3]), one
finds the next statement in [140]:

“Lemma 1. Suppose that ρ satisfies property (UUC1) and let {αl} ⊂ [a, b], where 0 < a <
b < 1. If there exists a positive real number r such that lim supl→∞

ρ(αlxl + (1 − αl)yl) = r,
lim supl→∞

ρ(xl) ≤ r and lim supl→∞
ρ(yl) ≤ r, then liml→∞ ρ(xl − yl) = 0 ([8], cf. [5]).”

In [140, Lemma 1], [8] and [5] are our references [141] and [13], respectively; notice that
[141, Lemma 2.7] is nothing else than [13, Lemma 3.2]; of course, there is no proof for the
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above “stronger” version of [13, Lemma 3.2] in [140]. Moreover, [140, Lemma 1] is used in
the proof of [140, Theorem 1], which, at its turn, is used in the proof of [140, Corollary 1].

Observe that the following “results” are equivalent to [140, Lemma 1] and they are used
in the proofs of other results; for each paper we add the versions of [13, Lemma 3.2] which
are cited:

[142, Lemma 2.6] is attributed to [14] & [13] via [143] (even if in [143] there is not a result
equivalent to [140, Lemma 1]), while [144, Lemma 1] is attributed to [14].

A last remark: We did not check the correctness of the results from the works mentioned
in the bibliography; moreover, the list of those works using equivalent versions of [16, Lemma
2.1], [117, Lemma 2.2] or [140, Lemma 1] is far of being complete.
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