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ABSTRACT 

In this paper, we have established some coupled fixed point theorems for 𝛼 −Geraghty type contractive mappings in 

the context of partially ordered metric spaces. Applying these results, we have deduced fixed point results on metric 

spaces endowed with the graph. Also, the effectiveness of our work is validated with the help of a suitable example. 
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1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES 

One of the most famous results in the fixed point theory 

is Banach contraction principle introduced by Banach 

[8]. Many authors have studied and proved the fixed 

point results in several directions; see, e.g., [9-14]. 

Let ℒ be the class of functions 𝛾: [0, ∞) → [0, 1) with 

𝛾(𝑓𝑛) → 1 implies 𝑓𝑛 → 0. By using the function 𝛾 ∈ ℒ, 

Geraghty [4] proved the following remarkable theorem. 

Theorem 1. ([4]) Let (𝑋, 𝑑) be a complete metric space 

and 𝑇: 𝑋 → 𝑋 be an operatör. If 𝑇 satisfies the following 

inequality 

𝑑(𝑇𝑥, 𝑇𝑦) ≤

𝛾(𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦)                      (1.1) 

 

for any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋, where 𝛾 ∈ ℒ, then 𝑇 has a unique fixed 

point. 

Amini-Harandi and Emami [2] presented the following 

results. 

Theorem 2. ([8]) Let (𝑋, ≼) be an ordered set endowed 

with a metric 𝑑 and 𝑇: 𝑋 → 𝑋 be a given mapping. 

Suppose that the following conditions hold: 

i. (𝑋, 𝑑) is complete; 

ii. (1) 𝑇 is continuous or (2) if a nondecreasing 

sequence {𝑥𝑛} in 𝑋 converges to some point 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋, 

then 𝑥𝑛 ≼ 𝑥 for all 𝑛; 

iii. 𝑇 is nondecreasing; 

iv. there exists 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑋 such that 𝑥0 ≼ 𝑇𝑥0; 

v. there exists 𝛾 ∈ ℒ such that for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 with 𝑥 ≽
𝑦, 

𝑑(𝑇𝑥, 𝑇𝑦) ≤ 𝛾(𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦). 

Then 𝑇 has a fixed point. Moreover, if for all (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑋2 

there exists a 𝑧 ∈ 𝑋 such that 𝑥 ≼ 𝑧 and 𝑦 ≼ 𝑧, we obtain 

uniqueness of the fixed point. 

The concept of 𝛼 −admissible and triangular 

𝛼 −admissible mappings were introduced by [6] and [7] 

respectively. 
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Definition 1. ([6]) Let 𝑇: 𝑋 → 𝑋 and 𝛼: 𝑋2 → [0, ∞) be 

given mappings. We say that 𝑇 is 𝛼 −admissible if for all 

𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋, we have 

𝛼(𝑥, 𝑦) ≥ 1 ⟹ 𝛼((𝑇𝑥, 𝑇𝑦)) ≥ 1. 

Definition 2. ([7]) An 𝛼 −admissible map 𝑇 is said to be triangular 𝛼 −admissible if 

𝛼(𝑥, 𝑧) ≥ 1 and 𝛼(𝑧, 𝑦) ≥ 1 imply 𝛼(𝑥, 𝑦) ≥ 1. 

In 2014, Popescu [15] investigated the notion of triangular 𝛼 −orbital admissible as follows. 

Definition 3. ([15]) Let 𝑇: 𝑋 → 𝑋 be a mapping and 𝛼: 𝑋2 → [0, ∞) be a function. We say that 𝑇 is 𝛼 −orbital admissible 

if  

𝛼(𝑥, 𝑇𝑥) ≥ 1 ⟹ 𝛼((𝑇𝑥, 𝑇2𝑥)) ≥ 1. 

Moreover, 𝑇 is called triangular 𝛼 −orbital admissible if 𝑇 is 𝛼 −orbital admissible and  

𝛼(𝑥, 𝑦) ≥ 1 and 𝛼(𝑦, 𝑇𝑦) ≥ 1 imply 𝛼(𝑥, 𝑇𝑦) ≥ 1. 

For more details on 𝛼 −orbital admissible and triangular 𝛼 −orbital admissible mappings, see e.g. [16-19]. 

Remark 1. As stated in [15] each 𝛼 −admissible (respectively, triangular 𝛼 −admissible) mapping is an 𝛼 −orbital 

admissible (respectively, triangular 𝛼 −orbital admissible) mapping. The converse is not true ( for more details, see [15, 

Example 7]). 

Mursaleen et al. [5] introduced a modified type admissibility that re-named (𝛼) −admissible mapping. 

Definition 4. ([5]) Let 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 and 𝛼: 𝑋2 × 𝑋2 → [0, ∞) be two mappings. Then 𝐹 is said to be (𝛼) −admissible if 

𝛼((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑢, 𝑣)) ≥ 1 ⇒ 𝛼 ((𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥)), (𝐹(𝑢, 𝑣), 𝐹(𝑣, 𝑢))) ≥ 1 

for all 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑋. 

Definition 5. Let 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 and 𝛼: 𝑋2 × 𝑋2 → [0, ∞). We say that 𝐹 is a (𝛼) −orbital admissible if  

𝛼 ((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥))) ≥ 1 ⟹ 

𝛼 ((𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥)), (𝐹2(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹2(𝑦, 𝑥))) ≥ 1. 

Furthermore, 𝐹 is called triangular (𝛼) −orbital admissible if 𝐹 is a (𝛼) −orbital admissible and 

𝛼((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑢, 𝑣)) ≥ 1 and 𝛼 ((𝑢, 𝑣), (𝐹(𝑢, 𝑣), 𝐹(𝑣, 𝑢))) ≥ 1 ⟹ 

𝛼 ((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝐹(𝑢, 𝑣), 𝐹(𝑣, 𝑢))) ≥ 1. 

Remark 2. Notice that Definition 4 (resp. Definition 5) is the same with Definition 1 (resp. Definition 3) by selecting 𝑋2. 

Lemma 1. Let 𝐹 be a triangular (𝛼) −orbital admissible mapping. Assume that there exists 𝑥1, 𝑦1 ∈ 𝑋 such that 

𝛼 ((𝑥1, 𝑦1), (𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1), 𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1))) ≥ 1 and 𝛼 ((𝑦1, 𝑥1), (𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1), 𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1))) ≥ 1. 

Define sequences {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛} by 𝑥𝑛 = 𝐹𝑛(𝑥1, 𝑦1) and 𝑦𝑛 = 𝐹𝑛(𝑦1, 𝑥1). Then 

𝛼((𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛), (𝑥𝑚, 𝑦𝑚)) ≥ 1 and 𝛼((𝑦𝑛, 𝑥𝑛), (𝑦𝑚, 𝑥𝑚)) ≥ 1 

for all 𝑚, 𝑛 ∈ ℕ with 𝑛 < 𝑚. 

Proof. Following the lines of the proof of [15, Lemma 8] by selecting 𝑋2, we conclude the results. We omit the details. 

Definition 6. ([3]) Let (𝑋, 𝑑) be a complete metric space, 𝛼: 𝑋2 × 𝑋2 → [0, ∞) be a function, and 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 be a map. We 

say that the sequences {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛} are (𝛼) −regular if the following condition is satisfied: 

If {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛} are sequences in 𝑋 such that 𝛼((𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛), (𝑥𝑛+1, 𝑦𝑛+1)) ≥ 1 and 𝛼((𝑦𝑛, 𝑥𝑛), (𝑦𝑛+1, 𝑥𝑛+1)) ≥ 1 for all 𝑛, 

and lim
𝑛→∞

𝑥𝑛 = 𝑥 and lim
𝑛→∞

𝑦𝑛 = 𝑦, then there exists subsequences {𝑥𝑛(𝑘)} of {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛(𝑘)} of {𝑦𝑛} such that 

𝛼 ((𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘)), (𝑥, 𝑦)) ≥ 1 and 𝛼 ((𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)), (𝑦, 𝑥)) ≥ 1 for all 𝑘. 

Definition 7. ([1]) An element (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑋2 is said to be a coupled fixed point of the mapping 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 if 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑥 and 

𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥) = 𝑦. 
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Definition 8. ([1]) Let (𝑋, ≼) be a partially ordered set and 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 be a mapping. Then a map 𝐹 is said to have the 

mixed monotone property if 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦) is monotone nondecreasing in 𝑥 and is monotone nonincreasing in 𝑦; that is; for any 

𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋, 

𝑥1, 𝑥2 ∈ 𝑋, 𝑥1 ≼ 𝑥2 implies 𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦) ≼ 𝐹(𝑥2, 𝑦) 

and  

𝑦1, 𝑦2 ∈ 𝑋, 𝑦1 ≼ 𝑦2 implies 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦1) ≽ 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦2). 

2. MAIN RESULTS 

Throughout this section, we said that the tripled (𝑋, ≤, 𝑑) is a partially ordered metric space, if the relation ≤ on 𝑋 is a 

partial order and (𝑋, 𝑑) is a metric space. Further, if (𝑋, 𝑑) is complete in the sense of metric 𝑑, then the tripled (𝑋, ≤, 𝑑) is 

called partially ordered metric space. We start this section with the following definition. 

Definition 9. Let (𝑋, ≤, 𝑑) be a partially ordered metric space and 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 be a mapping. Then a map 𝐹 is said to 

𝛼 −Geraghty type contractive map if there exists two functions 𝛼: 𝑋2 × 𝑋2 → [0, ∞) and 𝛾 ∈ ℒ such that 

𝛼((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑢, 𝑣))
𝑑(𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑢, 𝑣)) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝐹(𝑣, 𝑢))

2

≤ 𝛾 (
𝑑(𝑥, 𝑢) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑣)

2
) (

𝑑(𝑥, 𝑢) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑣)

2
) 

 

(2.1) 

for all 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑋 with 𝑥 ≥ 𝑢 and 𝑦 ≤ 𝑣. 

Theorem 3. Let (𝑋, ≼, 𝑑) be a partially ordered complete metric space and 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 be a mapping having the mixed 

monotone property on 𝑋. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied: 

i. 𝐹 is an 𝛼 −Geraghty type contractive map; 

ii. 𝐹 is a triangular (𝛼) −orbital admissible mapping; 

iii. there exists 𝑥1, 𝑦1 ∈ 𝑋 such that 

𝛼 ((𝑥1, 𝑦1), (𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1), 𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1))) ≥ 1 and 𝛼 ((𝑦1, 𝑥1), (𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1), 𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1))) ≥ 1, 

iv. 𝐹 is continuous. 

If there exists 𝑥1, 𝑦1 ∈ 𝑋 such that 𝑥1 ≤ 𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1) and 𝑦1 ≥ 𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1), then 𝐹 has a coupled fixed point, that is, there exists 

𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 such that 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑥 and 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥) = 𝑦. 

Proof. By assumption iii, there exists a point 𝑥1, 𝑦1 ∈ 𝑋 such that 

𝛼 ((𝑥1, 𝑦1), (𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1), 𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1))) ≥ 1 and 𝛼 ((𝑦1, 𝑥1), (𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1), 𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1))) ≥ 1, 

and 𝑥1 ≤ 𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1) = 𝑥2 and 𝑦1 ≥ 𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1) = 𝑦2. Moreover, we have a point 𝑥2, 𝑦2 ∈ 𝑋 such that 𝐹(𝑥2, 𝑦2) = 𝑥3 and 

𝐹(𝑦2, 𝑥2) = 𝑦3. By induction, we have two sequences {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛} in 𝑋 by 

𝑥𝑛+1 = 𝐹(𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛) and 𝑦𝑛+1 = 𝐹(𝑦𝑛, 𝑥𝑛) for all 𝑛 ≥ 1. (2.2) 

Now, suppose that if (𝑥𝑛0+1, 𝑦𝑛0+1) = (𝑥𝑛0
, 𝑦𝑛0

) for some 𝑛0, then 𝐹(𝑥𝑛0
, 𝑦𝑛0

) = 𝑥𝑛0
 and 𝐹(𝑦𝑛0

, 𝑥𝑛0
) = 𝑦𝑛0

. Namely, 𝐹 

has a coupled fixed point. Now, we assume that (𝑥𝑛+1, 𝑦𝑛+1) ≠ (𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛) for all 𝑛 ≥ 0. From Lemma 1, we get 

𝛼((𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛), (𝑥𝑛+1, 𝑦𝑛+1)) ≥ 1 (2.3) 

and similarly, 

  

𝛼((𝑦𝑛, 𝑥𝑛), (𝑦𝑛+1, 𝑥𝑛+1)) ≥ 1 (2.4) 

for all 𝑛 ∈ ℕ. Now, we assume that 𝑑(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛) ≠ 0 for all 𝑛. By (2.1) and using (2.3) and (2.4), we have 

(𝑑(𝑥𝑛, 𝑥𝑛+1) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛, 𝑦𝑛+1)) × 2−1 

= (𝑑(𝐹(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛−1), 𝐹(𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛)) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛−1), 𝐹(𝑦𝑛, 𝑥𝑛))) × 2−1 

≤ 𝛼((𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛−1), (𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛)) (
𝑑(𝐹(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛−1), 𝐹(𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛)) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛−1), 𝐹(𝑦𝑛, 𝑥𝑛))

2
) 

(2.5) 
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≤ 𝛾 (
𝑑(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛)

2
) (

𝑑(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛)

2
) 

which  implies 

(𝑑(𝑥𝑛, 𝑥𝑛+1) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛, 𝑦𝑛+1)) × 2−1 < (𝑑(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛)) × 2−1. 

Set 𝜔𝑛 ≔ 𝑑(𝑥𝑛, 𝑥𝑛+1) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛, 𝑦𝑛+1), then sequence {𝜔𝑛} is monotone decreasing. Hence, there is some 𝜔𝑛 ≥ 0 such that 

lim
𝑛→∞

𝜔𝑛 = 𝜔. 

We claim that 𝜔 = 0. Suppose, to the contrary, that 𝜔 > 0, then by (2.5), we obtain 

𝑑(𝑥𝑛, 𝑥𝑛+1) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛, 𝑦𝑛+1)

𝑑(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛)
≤ 𝛾 (

𝑑(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛)

2
) < 1, 

which yields that lim
𝑛→∞

𝛾 (
𝑑(𝑥𝑛−1,𝑥𝑛)+𝑑(𝑦𝑛−1,𝑦𝑛)

2
) = 1. This implies 

𝑑(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) → 0 and 𝑑(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛) → 0 as 𝑛 → ∞  (since 𝛾 ∈ ℒ) (2.6) 

or 

𝑑(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛−1, 𝑦𝑛) → 0 as 𝑛 → ∞  (since 𝛾 ∈ ℒ) (2.7) 

which is a contraction. Therefore 𝜔 = 0, that is 

lim
𝑛→∞

{𝑑(𝑥𝑛, 𝑥𝑛+1) +  𝑑(𝑦𝑛, 𝑦𝑛+1)} = 0.            (2.8) 

  

Now, we show that {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛} are Cauchy sequences. Suppose that, to the contrary, that at least one of {𝑥𝑛} or {𝑦𝑛} are 

not Cauchy sequences. Then there exists an 𝜀 > 0 for which we can find subsequences {𝑥𝑛(𝑘)}, {𝑥𝑚(𝑘)} of {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛(𝑘)}, 

{𝑦𝑚(𝑘)} of {𝑦𝑛} with 𝑛(𝑘) > 𝑚(𝑘) ≥ 𝑘 such that 

𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘)) ≥ 𝜀. (2.9) 

Further, corresponding to 𝑚(𝑘), we can choose 𝑛(𝑘) in such a way that it is the smallest integer with 𝑛(𝑘) > 𝑚(𝑘) ≥ 𝑘 

and satisfying (2.9). Then 

𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)−1, 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)−1, 𝑦𝑚(𝑘)) < 𝜀. (2.10) 

Let 𝜉𝑘 ≔ 𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘)). From (2.8), (2.9), (2.10) and using triangle inequality, we have  

lim
𝑘→∞

𝜉𝑘 = 𝜀. (2.11) 

By the triangle inequality, we obtain 

𝜉𝑘 ≤ 𝜔𝑛(𝑘) + 𝜔𝑚(𝑘) + 𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)+1) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑦𝑚(𝑘)+1). 

By Lemma 1, 𝛼 ((𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘)), (𝑥𝑚(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))) ≥ 1. Since 𝑛(𝑘) > 𝑚(𝑘), 𝑥𝑛(𝑘) ≥ 𝑥𝑚(𝑘) and 𝑦𝑛(𝑘) ≤ 𝑦𝑚(𝑘), from (2.1) 

and (2.2) 

(𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)+1) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑦𝑚(𝑘)+1)) × 2−1 

= (𝑑 (𝐹(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘)), 𝐹(𝑥𝑚(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))) + 𝑑 (𝐹(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)), 𝐹(𝑦𝑚(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)))) × 2−1 

≤ 𝛼 ((𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘)), (𝑥𝑚(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))) (
𝑑 (𝐹(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘)), 𝐹(𝑥𝑚(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))) + 𝑑 (𝐹(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)), 𝐹(𝑦𝑚(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)))

2
) 

≤ 𝛾 (
𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))

2
) (

𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))

2
) 

= 𝛾 (
𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))

2
) (

𝜉𝑘 

2
) 

which implies 

(𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)+1) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑦𝑚(𝑘)+1)) ≤ 𝛾 (
𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))

2
) 𝜉𝑘 . 
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Thus, 

𝜉𝑘 ≤ 𝜔𝑛(𝑘) + 𝜔𝑚(𝑘) + 𝛾 (
𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))

2
) 𝜉𝑘 . 

Then we have 

𝜉𝑘 − 𝜔𝑛(𝑘) − 𝜔𝑚(𝑘)

𝜉𝑘 
≤ 𝛾 (

𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))

2
) < 1. 

From (2.8) and (2.11), we have 

𝛾 (
𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘),𝑥𝑚(𝑘))+𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘),𝑦𝑚(𝑘))

2
) → 1 (as 𝑘 → ∞). 

We have 

lim
𝑛→∞

𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) = 0 = lim
𝑛→∞

𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘)), 

that means  

lim
𝑛→∞

{𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑚(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑚(𝑘))} = 0 

which is a contradiction. This show that {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛} are Cauchy sequences. Since 𝑋 is a complete metric space, there 

exists 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 such that 

𝑥𝑛 → 𝑥 and 𝑦𝑛 → 𝑦 (as 𝑛 → ∞). (2.12) 

Note that in the hypothesis of the theorem 𝐹 is given continuous. Taking the limit as 𝑛 → ∞ in (2.2), by (2.12), we have 

𝑥 = lim
𝑛→∞

𝑥𝑛+1 = lim
𝑛→∞

𝐹(𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛) = 𝐹 ( lim
𝑛→∞

𝑥𝑛, lim
𝑛→∞

𝑦𝑛) = 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦). 

Similarly, we show that 

𝑦 = 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥). 

Therefore 𝑥 = 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦) and 𝑦 = 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥). 

Theorem 4. Let (𝑋, ≼, 𝑑) be a partially ordered complete metric space and 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 be a mapping having the mixed 

monotone property on 𝑋. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied: 

i. 𝐹 is an 𝛼 −Geraghty type contractive map; 

ii. 𝐹 is a triangular (𝛼) −orbital admissible mapping; 

iii. there exists 𝑥1, 𝑦1 ∈ 𝑋 such that 

𝛼 ((𝑥1, 𝑦1), (𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1), 𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1))) ≥ 1 and 𝛼 ((𝑦1, 𝑥1), (𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1), 𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1))) ≥ 1, 

iv. {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛} are (𝛼) −regular.  

If there exists 𝑥1, 𝑦1 ∈ 𝑋 such that 𝑥1 ≤ 𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1) and 𝑦1 ≥ 𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1), then 𝐹 has a coupled fixed point, that is, there exists 

𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 such that 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑥 and 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥) = 𝑦. 

Proof. Let 𝑥1, 𝑦1 ∈ 𝑋 be such that 𝛼 ((𝑥1, 𝑦1), (𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1), 𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1))) ≥ 1 and 𝛼 ((𝑦1, 𝑥1), (𝐹(𝑦1, 𝑥1), 𝐹(𝑥1, 𝑦1))) ≥ 1. 

Following the lines in the proof of Theorem 3, we know that 𝑥𝑛 → 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 and 𝑦𝑛 → 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 (as 𝑛 → ∞). From (2.3), (2.4) 

and assumption iv, then there exists subsequences {𝑥𝑛(𝑘)} of {𝑥𝑛} and {𝑦𝑛(𝑘)} of {𝑦𝑛} such that 

𝛼 ((𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘)), (𝑥, 𝑦)) ≥ 1 and 𝛼 ((𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)), (𝑦, 𝑥)) ≥ 1 (2.13) 

for all 𝑘. By (2.13), we have 

(𝑑(𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝑥) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝑦)) × 2−1 

≤ (𝑑(𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1) + 𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑥) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑦)) × 2−1 

=
𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑥) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑦)

2
+

𝑑 (𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘))) + 𝑑 (𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝐹(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)))

2
 

≤
𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑥) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑦)

2
+ 𝛼 ((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘)))

𝑑 (𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑥𝑛(𝑘), 𝑦𝑛(𝑘))) + 𝑑 (𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝐹(𝑦𝑛(𝑘), 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)))

2
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≤
𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑥) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑦)

2
+ 𝛾 (

𝑑(𝑥, 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑦𝑛(𝑘))

2
) (

𝑑(𝑥, 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑦𝑛(𝑘))

2
) 

≤
𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑥) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑦)

2
+

𝑑(𝑥, 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑦𝑛(𝑘))

2
 

which implies 

 

𝑑(𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝑥) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝑦) ≤ 𝑑(𝑥𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑥) + 𝑑(𝑦𝑛(𝑘)+1, 𝑦) + 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑥𝑛(𝑘)) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑦𝑛(𝑘)) 

→ 0 as 𝑘 → ∞.                            

Therefore 𝑥 = 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦) and 𝑦 = 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥). Thus we proved that 𝐹 has a coupled fixed point. 

To ensure the uniqueness of the coupled fixed point of an 𝛼 −Geraghty type contractive map, we shall consider the following 

hypothesis. 

(A) (𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑠, 𝑡) ∈ ℱ, either 𝛼((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑠, 𝑡)) ≥ 1 and 𝛼((𝑦, 𝑥), (𝑡, 𝑠)) ≥ 1 or 𝛼((𝑠, 𝑡), (𝑥, 𝑦)) ≥ 1 and 

𝛼((𝑡, 𝑠), (𝑦, 𝑥)) ≥ 1. 

Here, ℱ denotes the set of coupled fixed points of 𝐹. 

Theorem 5. In Theorem 3 (resp. in Theorem 4), additionally assume that the condition (A) is hold. Then the coupled fixed 

point is unique. 

Proof. Suppose that (𝑥∗, 𝑦∗) and (𝑢∗, 𝑣∗) are two coupled fixed point of 𝐹. Then 

(𝑑(𝑥∗, 𝑢∗) + 𝑑(𝑦∗, 𝑣∗)) × 2−1 

= (𝑑(𝐹(𝑥∗, 𝑦∗), 𝐹(𝑢∗, 𝑣∗)) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦∗, 𝑥∗), 𝐹(𝑣∗, 𝑢∗))) × 2−1 

≤ 𝛼((𝑥∗, 𝑦∗), (𝑢∗, 𝑣∗)) (
𝑑(𝐹(𝑥∗, 𝑦∗), 𝐹(𝑢∗, 𝑣∗)) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦∗, 𝑥∗), 𝐹(𝑣∗, 𝑢∗))

2
) 

≤ 𝛾 (
𝑑(𝑥∗, 𝑢∗) + 𝑑(𝑦∗, 𝑣∗)

2
) (

𝑑(𝑥∗, 𝑢∗) + 𝑑(𝑦∗, 𝑣∗)

2
) 

≤ (𝑑(𝑥∗, 𝑢∗) + 𝑑(𝑦∗, 𝑣∗)) × 2−1, 

which is a contradiction.  

Example 1. Let 𝑋 = [0, ∞), and let 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦) = |𝑥 − 𝑦| for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋. Consider the mapping 𝛼: 𝑋2 × 𝑋2 → [0, ∞) defined 

as 

𝛼((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑢, 𝑣)) = {
1, 𝑖𝑓 𝑥 ≥ 𝑢, 𝑦 ≤ 𝑣 𝑜𝑟 𝑥 ≤ 𝑢, 𝑦 ≥ 𝑣,
0, 𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑤𝑖𝑠𝑒.

 

Let 𝛾(𝑡) =
8

9
∈ ℒ. Define 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 as follows 

𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦) =
7𝑥 − 𝑦

9
 

for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋. Assume 𝛼((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑢, 𝑣)) = 1. Without loss of generality, suppose that 𝑥 ≥ 𝑢, 𝑦 ≤ 𝑣. Then 

𝛼((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑢, 𝑣)) ((𝑑(𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑢, 𝑣)) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝐹(𝑣, 𝑢))) × 2−1) 

= (𝑑(𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑢, 𝑣)) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝐹(𝑣, 𝑢))) × 2−1 

=
1

18
|7(𝑥 − 𝑢) − (𝑦 − 𝑣)| +

1

18
|3(𝑦 − 𝑣) − (𝑥 − 𝑢)| 

≤
4

9
[|𝑥 − 𝑢| + |𝑦 − 𝑣|] 

=
8

9
×

[|𝑥 − 𝑢| + |𝑦 − 𝑣|]

2
 

= 𝛾 ((𝑑(𝑥, 𝑢) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑣)) × 2−1) ((𝑑(𝑥, 𝑢) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑣)) × 2−1) 

holds for all 𝑥 ≥ 𝑢 and 𝑦 ≤ 𝑣. Otherwise,  

𝛼((𝑥, 𝑦), (𝑢, 𝑣)) ((𝑑(𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑢, 𝑣)) + 𝑑(𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝐹(𝑣, 𝑢))) × 2−1) 

= 0 
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≤ 𝛾 ((𝑑(𝑥, 𝑢) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑣)) × 2−1) ((𝑑(𝑥, 𝑢) + 𝑑(𝑦, 𝑣)) × 2−1). 

Moreover, 𝐹 is a triangular (𝛼) −orbital admissible, 𝛼 ((0,0), (𝐹(0,0), 𝐹(0,0))) ≥ 1 and 𝛼 ((0,0), (𝐹(0,0), 𝐹(0,0))) ≥ 1. 

Therefore, by Theorem 3, the point (0,0) is the coupled fixed point of 𝐹. 

 

3. SOME APPLICATIONS 

In this section, we give the existence results for coupled fixed points of 𝛼 −Geraghty contraction type mapping endowed 

with a directed graph. 

Let (𝑋, 𝑑) be a metric space, Δ be a diagonal of 𝑋2, and 𝐺 be a directed graph with no parallel edges such that the set 𝑉(𝐺) 

of its vertices coincides with 𝑋 and Δ ⊆ E(𝐺), where 𝐸(𝐺) is the set of the edges of the graph. That is, 𝐺 is determined by 

(𝑉(𝐺), 𝐸(𝐺)). Furthermore, denote by 𝐺−1 the graph obtained from 𝐺 by reversing the direction of the edges in 𝐺. Hence, 

𝐸(𝐺−1) = {(𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑋2: (𝑦, 𝑥) ∈ E(𝐺)}. 

Definition 10. ([20]) 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 is edge preserving if (𝑥, 𝑎) ∈ 𝐸(𝐺), (𝑦, 𝑏) ∈ 𝐸(𝐺−1) ⟹ (𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝐹(𝑎, 𝑏)) ∈ 𝐸(𝐺) and 

(𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥), 𝐹(𝑏, 𝑎)) ∈ 𝐸(𝐺−1). 

Definition 11. ([20]) Let (𝑋, 𝑑) be a complete metric space, 𝐺 be a directed graph, and 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 be a mapping. Then 

i. 𝐹 is called 𝐺 −continuous if for all (𝑎∗, 𝑏∗) ∈ 𝑋2 and for any sequence {𝑛𝑖}𝑖 ∈ ℕ of positive integers 

such that 𝐹(𝑥𝑛𝑖
, 𝑦𝑛𝑖

) → 𝑎∗, 𝐹(𝑦𝑛𝑖
, 𝑥𝑛𝑖

) → 𝑏∗ as 𝑖 → ∞ and 

(𝐹(𝑥𝑛𝑖
, 𝑦𝑛𝑖

), 𝐹(𝑥𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑦𝑛𝑖+1)) , (𝐹(𝑦𝑛𝑖
, 𝑥𝑛𝑖

), 𝐹(𝑦𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑥𝑛𝑖+1) ) ∈ 𝐸(𝐺), we have that 

lim
𝑖→∞

𝐹 (𝐹(𝑥𝑛𝑖
, 𝑦𝑛𝑖

), 𝐹(𝑦𝑛𝑖
, 𝑥𝑛𝑖

)) = 𝐹(𝑎∗, 𝑏∗) 

and 

lim
𝑖→∞

𝐹 (𝐹(𝑦𝑛𝑖
, 𝑥𝑛𝑖

), 𝐹(𝑥𝑛𝑖
, 𝑦𝑛𝑖

)) = 𝐹(𝑏∗, 𝑎∗); 

ii. (𝑋, 𝑑, 𝐺) has property 𝐴1 if for any sequence {𝑥𝑛}𝑛∈ℕ ⊆ 𝑋 with 𝑥𝑛 → 𝑥 as 𝑛 → ∞ and (𝑥𝑛, 𝑥𝑛+1) ∈
𝐸(𝐺) for 𝑛 ∈ ℕ, then (𝑥𝑛, 𝑥) ∈ 𝐸(𝐺); 

iii. (𝑋, 𝑑, 𝐺) has property 𝐴2 if for any sequence {𝑥𝑛}𝑛∈ℕ ⊆ 𝑋 with 𝑥𝑛 → 𝑥 as 𝑛 → ∞ and (𝑥𝑛, 𝑥𝑛+1) ∈
𝐸(𝐺−1) for 𝑛 ∈ ℕ, then (𝑥𝑛, 𝑥) ∈ 𝐸(𝐺−1). 

Consider the set ℱ of all coupled fixed points of mappings 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 and the set (𝑋2)𝐹 as follows: 

ℱ = {(𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑋2: 𝑥 = 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝑦 = 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥)} 

and 

(𝑋2)𝐹 = {(𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑋2: (𝑥, 𝐹(𝑥, 𝑦)) ∈ 𝐸(𝐺), (𝑦, 𝐹(𝑦, 𝑥)) ∈ 𝐸(𝐺−1)}. 

Theorem 6. Let (𝑋, 𝑑) be complete metric space endowed with a directed graph 𝐺, and let 𝐹: 𝑋2 → 𝑋 be a 𝛼 −Geraghty 

type contractive mapping. Suppose that: 

i. 𝐹 is 𝐺 −continuous; 

or 

ii. The tripled (𝑋, 𝑑, 𝐺) has a properties 𝐴1 and 𝐴2. 

Under these conditions, ℱ ≠ ∅ ⇔ (𝑋2)𝐹 ≠ ∅. 

Proof. Along the lines of the proof of Theorem 3 and Theorem 4, we get the desired results. In view of the analogy, we skip 

the details of the proof. 

Remark 3. In this case where (𝑋, 𝑑, ≼) is partially ordered complete metric space, letting 𝐸(𝐺) = {(𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑋 × 𝑋: 𝑥 ≼ 𝑦}, 

we obtain Theorem 3 and Theorem 4. 

Acknowledgement 1.  

The authors would like to express their sincere appreciation to the referees for their very helpful suggestions and many kind 

comments. 

 



658   GU J Sci, 29(3):651-658 (2016) / Esra YOLACAN, Mehmet KIR
 

 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

No conflict of interest was declared by the authors. 

 

REFERENCES 

[1] Bhaskar, T.G., Lakshmikantham, V., “Fixed point theorems in partially ordered metric spaces and applications”, 

Nonlinear Anal. 65, 1379-1393 (2006). 

[2] Amini, A. H., Emami, H., “A fixed point theorem for contraction type maps in partially ordered metric spaces and 

application to ordinary differential equations”, Nonlinear Anal. 72, 2238-2242 (2010). 

[3] Karapınar, E., Agarwal, R., “A note on "Coupled fixed point theorems for α-ψ-contractive type mappings in partially 

ordered metric spaces"”, Fixed Point Theory and Applications 2013 2013: 216. 

[4] Geraghty, M., “On contractive mappings”, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 40: 604-608 (1973). 

[5] Mursaleen et al., “Coupled fixed point theorems for 𝛼 − 𝜓 − contractive type mappings in partially ordered metric 

spaces”, Fixed Point Theory and Applications 2012 2012: 228. 

[6] Samet, B., Vetro, C., Vetro, P., “Fixed point theorems for 𝛼 − 𝜓 − contractive type mappings”, Nonlinear Anal. 75, 

2154-2165 (2012). 

[7] Karapinar, E., Kumam, P., Salimi, P., “On 𝛼 − 𝜓 − Meir-Keeler contractive type mappings”, Fixed Point Theory and 

Applications 2013, Article ID 94 (2013). 

[8] Banach, S., “Sur les operations dans les ensembles abstraits et leur application aux equation integrales”, Fund. Math. 3: 

133-181.1, (1922). 

[9] Rhoades, B.E., “A comprasion of various definitions of contractive mappings”, Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 226: 257-290, 

(1997). 

[10] Agarwal, R.P., El-Gebeily, M.A., O' Regan, D., “Generalized contractions in partially ordered metric spaces”, Appl. 

Anal. 87: 1-8, (2008). 

[11] Hille, E., Phillips, R.S., “Fuctional Analysis and Semi-Groups”, Amer. Math. Soc. Colloq. Publ. 31 (1957). 

[12] Huang, L.G., Zhang, X., “Cone metric space and fixed point theorems of contractive mappings”, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 

332: 2, 1468-1476, (2007). 

[13] Khamsi, M.A., Kreinovich, V.Y., “Fixed point theorems for dissipative mappings in complete probalistic metric 

spaces”, Math. Jpn. 44: 513-50, (1996). 

[14] Yang, S.K., Bae, J.S., Cho, S.H., “Coincidence and common fixed and periodic point theorems in cone metric spaces”, 

Comput. Math. Appl. 61: 170-177, (2011). 

[15] Popescu O., “Some new fixed  point theorems for 𝛼 −Geraghty contraction type maps in metric spaces”, Fixed Point 

Theory and Applications 2014, 2014: 190. 

[16] Chuadchawna, P., Kaewcharoen, A., Plubtieng, S., “Fixed point theorems for generalized and 𝛼 − 𝜂 − Geraghty 

contraction type mappings in 𝛼 − 𝜂 − complete metric spaces”, J. Nonlinear Sci. Appl. 9: 471-485, (2016). 

[17] Yolacan E., “Some Fixed Point Theorems on generalized metric spaces”, Asian journal of mathematics and appl.,vol. 

2016, Article ID ama0294, 8 pages. 

[18] Karapınar et al., “ 𝛼 − (𝜓, 𝜙) −Contractive mappings on quasi-partial metric space”, Fixed Point Theory and 

Applications 2015, 2015: 105. 

[19] Karapınar et al., “Some extensions for Geragthy type contractive mappings”, Journal of Inequalities and Applications 

2015, 2015: 303. 

[20] Chifu, C, Petrusel, G., “New results on coupled fixed point theorem in metric space endowed with a directed graph”, 

Fixed Point Theory and Applications. 2014, 151 (2014). 

 

 


