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A Fixed-Point Problem with Mixed-Type Contractive
Condition

CALOGERO VETRO*

ABSTRACT. We consider a fixed-point problem for mappings involving a mixed-type contractive condition in the
setting of metric spaces. Precisely, we establish the existence and uniqueness of fixed point using the recent notions of
F -contraction and (H,ϕ)-contraction.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and let T : X → X be a mapping. In this paper, we
study the following fixed-point problem:

(Pτ )

{
Find z ∈ X such that Tz = z,
τ + F (H(d(Tx, Ty), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(Ty))) ≤ F (H(d(x, y), ϕ(x), ϕ(y))), τ > 0,

for all x, y ∈ X such that H(d(Tx, Ty), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(Ty)) > 0.
This problem is determined by using three functions, namely F : R+ → R, H : [0,+∞[3→

[0,+∞[ and ϕ : X → [0,+∞[, with suitable properties (properly stated in Section 2).
Existence results of solutions for different fixed-point problems were proved by many

authors. Here, we mention Banach [1] (the pioneering paper on contractions), Wardowski [12]
(F -contractions, where F belongs to an appropriate family of functions, namely F in the se-
quel), Reem-Reich-Zaslavski [6] (contractive nonself-mappings), Reich-Zaslavski [7] (Matkowski
contractions), Reich-Zaslavski [8] (Rakotch contractions), Jleli-Samet-Vetro [2] ((H,ϕ)-contractions,
where H belongs to an appropriate family of functions, namely H in the sequel). Also, we re-
call the comprehensive book of Rus-Petruşel-Petruşel [9], and some results establishing the
existence and uniqueness of fixed points that are zeros of a given function (see Samet-Vetro-
Vetro [10] and Vetro-Vetro [11]). Finally, we quote the important results of Anthony To-Ming
Lau and coworkers, who in a series of remarkable papers discussed the fixed-point property of
mappings (see, for example, [3, 4, 5] and the references therein).

In this paper, we establish two existence and uniqueness results using a new type of
contractive condition working on the classical metric space. In particular, we show that under
appropriate assumptions these fixed points are zeros of given functions. Also, we give an
example to support the new contractive condition. Precisely, the main result of our paper is the
following existence and uniqueness theorem for problem (Pτ ):
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Theorem 1.1. If ϕ : X → [0,+∞[ is a lower semicontinuous function, then problem (Pτ ) admits a
unique solution z such that ϕ(z) = 0.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (X, d) be a metric space and let T : X → X be a mapping. We introduce the notation and
notions needed in the sequel of this paper. For convenience of the reader, we start with basic
facts concerning F -contractions and (H,ϕ)-contractions.

Definition 2.1. Let F be the family of all functions F : R+ → R satisfying the following conditions:
(F1) F is nondecreasing,
(F2) for every sequence {αn} of positive numbers limn→+∞ αn = 0 if and only if limn→+∞ F (αn) =

−∞,
(F3) there exists k ∈ ]0, 1[ such that limα→0+ α

kF (α) = 0.

Now, the mapping T is said to be an F -contraction if there exists τ > 0 and F ∈ F such that

(2.1) τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ F (d(x, y)) for all x, y ∈ X, d(Tx, Ty) 6= 0.

From (2.1), since τ > 0, we infer that

F (d(Tx, Ty)) < F (d(x, y)) for all x, y ∈ X, Tx 6= Ty.

Using the property (F1) of the function F , we deduce that

d(Tx, Ty) < d(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X, Tx 6= Ty.

So, each F -contraction is a continuous mapping. Using this notion, Wardowski (see [12]) es-
tablished the following significant result.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and let T : X → X be an F -contraction. Then T
has a unique fixed point z ∈ X and for every x0 ∈ X the sequence {Tnx0} is convergent to z.

The functions from R+ to R defined by
(i) F (t) = ln t for all t ∈ R+,

(ii) F (t) = t+ ln t for all t ∈ R+

are classical examples of functions belonging to F .
In [2], Jleli et al. introduced a family H of functions H : [0,+∞[3→ [0,+∞[ satisfying the

following conditions:
(H1) max{a, b} ≤ H(a, b, c) for all a, b, c ∈ [0,+∞[,
(H2) H(0, 0, 0) = 0,
(H3) H is continuous.
Some examples of functions belonging toH are given as follows:

(i) H(a, b, c) = a+ b+ c for all a, b, c ∈ [0,+∞[,
(ii) H(a, b, c) = max{a, b}+ c for all a, b, c ∈ [0,+∞[,

(iii) H(a, b, c) = a+ b+ ab+ c for all a, b, c ∈ [0,+∞[.
Using a function H ∈ H, the authors of [2] introduced the following notion of (H,ϕ)-

contraction.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, d) be a metric space, ϕ : X → [0,+∞[ be a given function and H ∈ H. Then,
T : X → X is called a (H,ϕ)-contraction with respect to the metric d if and only if

H(d(Tx, Ty), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(Ty)) ≤ kH(d(x, y), ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) for all x, y ∈ X,
for some constant k ∈ ]0, 1[.
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Now, we set

Zϕ := {x ∈ X : ϕ(x) = 0},
FT := {x ∈ X : Tx = x}.

Furthermore, we say that T is a ϕ-Picard operator if and only if the following condition
holds:

FT ∩ Zϕ = {z} and Tnx→ z, as n→ +∞, for each x ∈ X .
Consequently, we recall the following theorem of [2].

Theorem 2.3. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space, ϕ : X → [0,+∞[ be a given function andH ∈ H.
Suppose that the following conditions hold:
(A1) ϕ is lower semi-continuous,
(A2) T : X → X is a (H,ϕ)-contraction with respect to the metric d.

Then
(i) FT ⊂ Zϕ,

(ii) T is a ϕ-Picard operator,
(iii) for all x ∈ X and for all n ∈ N, we have

d(Tnx, z) ≤ kn

1− k
H(d(Tx, x), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(x)),

where {z} = FT ∩ Zϕ = FT .

3. MAIN RESULTS

Let X 6= ∅, T : X → X , x0 ∈ X and xn = Txn−1 for all n ∈ N. Then, we call {xn} a sequence
of Picard starting at x0. In this section, we state and prove our results (Theorems 1.1 and 3.5),
using a new mixed-type contraction. Precisely, we establish the existence and uniqueness of
fixed point that are zeros of a given function.

Definition 3.3. Let (X, d) be a metric space and let T : X → X be a mapping. The mapping T is
called an F -H-contraction if there exist a function F ∈ F , a function H ∈ H, a real number τ > 0 and
a function ϕ : X → [0,+∞[ such that

(3.2) τ + F (H(d(Tx, Ty), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(Ty))) ≤ F (H(d(x, y), ϕ(x), ϕ(y)))

for all x, y ∈ X with H(d(Tx, Ty), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(Ty)) > 0.

We remark that every F -contraction is an F -H-contraction if we choose H ∈ H defined by
H(a, b, c) = a + b + c for all a, b, c ∈ [0,+∞[, and ϕ : X → [0,+∞[ defined by ϕ(x) = 0 for all
x ∈ X . The following is an example of an F -H-contraction that is not an F -contraction, so that
the new definition is a proper extension of the previous one.

Example 3.1. Let X = [0, 1] endowed with the usual metric d(x, y) = |x − y| for all x, y ∈ X .
Consider the mapping T : X → X defined by

Tx =


x

2
if x ∈ [0, 1[,

3

4
if x = 1.

Clearly, T is not an F -contraction since it is not continuous. Now, T is an F -H-contraction with respect
to the functions F ∈ F defined by F (t) = ln t for all t > 0, H ∈ H defined by H(a, b, c) = a + b + c
for all a, b, c ∈ [0,+∞[, and ϕ : X → [0,+∞[ defined by ϕ(x) = x for all x ∈ X .
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Indeed, for all x, y ∈ X with 0 < x ≤ y < 1 or 0 = x < y < 1, we have

F (H(d(Tx, Ty) + ϕ(Tx) + ϕ(Ty))) = ln y,

F (H(d(x, y) + ϕ(x) + ϕ(y))) = ln 2y,

and for all x ∈ [0, 1] and y = 1, we have

F (H(d(Tx, Ty) + ϕ(Tx) + ϕ(Ty))) = ln
3

2
,

F (H(d(x, x) + ϕ(x) + ϕ(x))) = ln 2.

Consequently, for every 0 < τ < ln
4

3
, we infer that

τ + F (H(d(Tx, Ty) + ϕ(Tx) + ϕ(Ty))) ≤ F (H(d(x, y) + ϕ(x) + ϕ(y)))

for all x, y ∈ X with H(d(Tx, Ty) + ϕ(Tx) + ϕ(Ty)) > 0, that is, T is an F -H-contraction.

We establish the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space and let T : X → X be an F -H-contraction with respect to
the functions F ∈ F , H ∈ H, ϕ : X → [0,+∞[ and the real number τ > 0. If {xn} is a sequence of
Picard starting at x0 ∈ X , then

(3.3) lim
n→+∞

H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn)) = 0,

and hence

(3.4) lim
n→+∞

d(xn−1, xn) = 0 and lim
n→+∞

ϕ(xn) = 0.

Proof. Let x0 be an arbitrary point in X and let {xn} be a sequence of Picard starting at x0 ∈ X .
Firstly, we assume that there exists k ∈ N such that xk−1 = xk, then xn = xk for all n ≥ k.
We claim that H(d(xk−1, xk), ϕ(xk−1), ϕ(xk)) = 0.

Assume the contrary, that is, suppose H(d(xk−1, xk), ϕ(xk−1), ϕ(xk)) > 0. We remark that

H(d(xk, xk+1), ϕ(xk), ϕ(xk+1)) = H(d(xk−1, xk), ϕ(xk−1), ϕ(xk)) > 0.

Using (3.2) with x = xk−1 and y = xk, we get

τ + F (H(d(Txk−1, Txk)), ϕ(Txk−1), ϕ(Txk))) = τ + F (H(0, ϕ(xk−1), ϕ(xk−1)))

≤ F (H(0, ϕ(xk−1), ϕ(xk−1))),

which is a contradiction, since τ > 0. So, H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn)) = 0 for all n ∈ N with
n ≥ k. This ensures that (3.3) holds and, by the property (H1) of the function H , (3.4) holds too.

Then, it is not restrictive to suppose that xn−1 6= xn for all n ∈ N. By the property (H1) of the
function H , we obtain that

H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn)) ≥ d(xn−1, xn) > 0 for all n ∈ N.

Using (3.2), with x = xn−1 and y = xn, we deduce that

τ + F (H(d(Txn−1, Txn), ϕ(Txn−1), ϕ(Txn))) ≤ F (H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn)))

for all n ∈ N. The above inequality shows that

F (H(d(xn, xn+1), ϕ(xn), ϕ(xn+1))) < F (H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn)))

for all n ∈ N. Then, the property (F1) of the function F implies that the sequence

{H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn))}
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is a decreasing sequence of positive real numbers. So, there exists some l ≥ 0 such that

lim
n→+∞

H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn)) = l.

If l = 0, then the property (H1) of the function H gives us

lim
n→+∞

d(xn−1, xn) = 0 and lim
n→+∞

ϕ(xn−1) = 0.

Now, suppose l > 0. Using (3.2), with x = xn−1 and y = xn, we get

F (H(d(xn, xn+1), ϕ(xn), ϕ(xn+1))) ≤ F (H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn)))− τ
≤ F (H(d(x0, x1), ϕ(x0), ϕ(x1)))− nτ

for all n ∈ N. From the previous inequality, passing to the limit as n→ +∞, we obtain

lim
n→+∞

F (H(d(xn, xn+1), ϕ(xn), ϕ(xn+1))) = −∞

and, using the property (F2) of the function F , we get

lim
n→+∞

H(d(xn, xn+1), ϕ(xn), ϕ(xn+1)) = 0,

which leads to contradiction and hence l = 0. So, (3.3) and (3.4) hold. �

Remark 3.1. Note that in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we use only the conditions (F1) and (F2).

Now, we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 1.1. For reader convenience, we restate
Theorem 1.1 in a classical fixed-point form.

Theorem 3.4. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and let T : X → X be an F -H-contraction with
respect to the functions F ∈ F , H ∈ H, the real number τ > 0 and a lower semicontinuous function
ϕ : X → [0,+∞[ such that (3.2) holds, that is,

τ + F (H(d(Tx, Ty), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(Ty))) ≤ F (H(d(x, y), ϕ(x), ϕ(y)))

for all x, y ∈ X with H(d(Tx, Ty), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(Ty)) > 0. Then, T has a unique fixed point z such that
ϕ(z) = 0.

Proof. We start with the proof of fixed-point uniqueness. Arguing by contradiction, we suppose
that there exist z, w ∈ X such that z = Tz, w = Tw and z 6= w (that is, T admits two distinct
fixed points). The hypothesis z 6= w ensures, by the property (H1) of the function H , that

H(d(Tz, Tw), ϕ(Tz), ϕ(Tw)) ≥ d(Tz, Tw) = d(z, w) > 0.

Now, using (3.2), with x = z and y = w, we get that

τ + F (H(d(Tz, Tw), ϕ(Tz), ϕ(Tw))) = τ + F (H(d(z, w), ϕ(z), ϕ(w)))

≤ F (H(d(z, w), ϕ(z), ϕ(w))).

Clearly, this is a contradiction, and hence we have, w = z. So, we obtain the claim.
The next step is to establish the existence of a fixed point. We consider a point x0 ∈ X . Let

{xn} be a sequence of Picard starting at x0. We stress that if xk−1 = xk for some k ∈ N, then
z = xk−1 = xk = Txk−1 = Tz, that is, z is a fixed point of T such that ϕ(z) = 0. In fact, by
Lemma 3.1, H(d(xk−1, xk), ϕ(xk−1), ϕ(xk)) = 0 and by the property (H1) of the function H , we
have ϕ(z) = 0. So, we can suppose that xn−1 6= xn for every n ∈ N.

Now, we prove that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence. By Lemma 3.1, we say that

0 < hn−1 = H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn))→ 0 as n→ +∞.
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The property (F3) of the function F ensures that there exists k ∈ ]0, 1[ such that hknF (hn) → 0
as n→ +∞. Using (3.2), with x = xn−1 and y = xn, we get

F (H(d(xn, xn+1), ϕ(xn), ϕ(xn+1))) ≤ F (H(d(xn−1, xn), ϕ(xn−1), ϕ(xn)))− τ
≤ F (H(d(x0, x1), ϕ(x0), ϕ(x1)))− nτ

for all n ∈ N, that is,

F (hn) ≤ F (hn−1)− τ ≤ · · · ≤ F (h0)− nτ for all n ∈ N.
From

0 = lim
n→+∞

hknF (hn) ≤ lim
n→+∞

hkn(F (h0)− nτ) ≤ 0,

we deduce that
lim

n→+∞
hknn = 0.

This ensures that the series
∑+∞
n=1 hn is convergent. By the property (H1) of the function H also

the series
∑+∞
n=1 d(xn, xn+1) is convergent, and hence {xn} is a Cauchy sequence. Now, since

(X, d) is complete, there exists some z ∈ X such that

lim
n→+∞

xn = z.

By (3.4), taking into account that ϕ is a lower semicontinuous function, we get

0 ≤ ϕ(z) ≤ lim inf
n→+∞

ϕ(xn) = 0,

that is, ϕ(z) = 0. We assert that z is a fixed point of T . Clearly, z is a fixed point of T if there
exists a subsequence {xnk

} of {xn} such that xnk
= z or Txnk

= Tz, for all k ∈ N. Otherwise,
we can assume that xn 6= z and Txn 6= Tz for all n ∈ N. So, using (3.2) with x = xn and y = z,
we deduce that

τ + F (H(d(Txn, T z), ϕ(Txn), ϕ(Tz))) ≤ F (H(d(xn, z), ϕ(xn), ϕ(z))).

Since τ > 0, this inequality leads to

H(d(Txn, T z), ϕ(Txn), ϕ(Tz)) < H(d(xn, z), ϕ(xn), ϕ(z)) for all n ∈ N,
and so

d(z, Tz) ≤ d(z, xn+1) + d(Txn, T z)

≤ d(z, xn+1) +H(d(Txn, T z), ϕ(Txn), ϕ(Tz))

< d(z, xn+1) +H(d(xn, z), ϕ(xn), ϕ(z))

for all n ∈ N.
Finally, letting n→ +∞ in the above calculations and taking into account that H is continu-

ous in (0, 0, 0), we deduce that d(z, Tz) ≤ H(0, 0, 0) = 0, that is, z = Tz. �

Imposing that F is a continuous function and relaxing the hypothesis (F3), we establish the
following result.

Theorem 3.5. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and let T : X → X be a mapping. Assume that
there exists a continuous function F that satisfies the conditions (F1) and (F2), a function H ∈ H, a
real number τ > 0 and a lower semicontinuous function ϕ : X → [0,+∞[ such that (3.2) holds, that
is,

τ + F (H(d(Tx, Ty), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(Ty))) ≤ F (H(d(x, y), ϕ(x), ϕ(y)))

for all x, y ∈ X with H(d(Tx, Ty), ϕ(Tx), ϕ(Ty)) > 0. Then T , has a unique fixed point z such that
ϕ(z) = 0.
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Proof. Following the similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3.4, we obtain easily the
uniqueness of the fixed point. In order to establish the existence of a fixed point, we consider
a point x0 ∈ X . Let {xn} be a sequence of Picard starting at x0. Clearly if xk−1 = xk for some
k ∈ N, then z = xk−1 = xk = Txk−1 = Tz, that is, z is a fixed point of T such that ϕ(z) = 0 (see
the proof of Theorem 3.4), and so, we have already done.

So, we can suppose that xn−1 6= xn for every n ∈ N. We claim that {xn} is a Cauchy
sequence. We assume for way of contradiction that {xn} is not a Cauchy sequence. Then, there
exist a positive real number ε and two sequences {mk} and {nk} such that

nk > mk ≥ k and d(xmk
, xnk

) ≥ ε > d(xmk
, xnk−1) for all k ∈ N.

By Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.1, we say that d(xn−1, xn) → 0, ϕ(xn) → 0 as n → +∞. This
implies

lim
k→+∞

d(xmk
, xnk

) = lim
k→+∞

d(xmk−1, xnk−1) = ε.

Now, the hypothesis that d(xmk
, xnk

) > ε ensures that

H(d(xmk
, xnk

), ϕ(xmk
), ϕ(xnk

)) > 0 for all k ∈ N.

So, taking into account that H is a continuous function, we have

lim
k→+∞

H(d(xmk−1, xnk−1), ϕ(xmk−1), ϕ(xnk−1))

= lim
k→+∞

H(d(xmk
, xnk

), ϕ(xmk
), ϕ(xnk

))

= H(ε, 0, 0) > 0.

Using again (3.2), with x = xmk−1 and y = xnk−1, we deduce that

τ + F (H(d(xmk
, xnk

), ϕ(xmk
), ϕ(xnk

)))

≤ F (H(d(xmk−1, xnk−1), ϕ(xmk−1), ϕ(xnk−1)))

for all k ∈ N. Letting k → +∞ in the previous inequality, since the function F is continuous,
we get

τ + F (H(ε, 0, 0))) ≤ F (H(ε, 0, 0))),

which leads to contradiction. It follows that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence.
Now, since (X, d) is complete, there exists some z ∈ X such that

lim
n→+∞

xn = z.

By (3.4), taking into account that ϕ is a lower semicontinuous function, we get

0 ≤ ϕ(z) ≤ lim inf
n→+∞

ϕ(xn) = 0,

that is, ϕ(z) = 0. We assert that z is a fixed point of T . Clearly, z is a fixed point of T if there
exists a subsequence {xnk

} of {xn} such that xnk
= z or Txnk

= Tz, for all k ∈ N. Otherwise,
we can assume that xn 6= z and Txn 6= Tz for all n ∈ N. Then, the property (H1) of the function
H ensures that H(d(Txn, T z), ϕ(Txn), ϕ(Tz)) > 0 for all n ∈ N. So, using (3.2), with x = xn
and y = z, we deduce that

τ + F (H(d(Txn, T z), ϕ(Txn), ϕ(Tz))) ≤ F (H(d(xn, z), ϕ(xn), ϕ(z))) for all n ∈ N.

Since τ > 0, we conclude that

H(d(Txn, T z), ϕ(Txn), ϕ(Tz)) < H(d(xn, z), ϕ(xn), ϕ(z)) for all n ∈ N,
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and so

d(z, Tz) ≤ d(z, xn+1) + d(Txn, T z)

≤ d(z, xn+1) +H(d(Txn, T z), ϕ(Txn), ϕ(Tz))

< d(z, xn+1) +H(d(xn, z), ϕ(xn), ϕ(z))

for all n ∈ N. Finally, letting n → +∞ and taking into account that H is continuous in (0, 0, 0),
we deduce that d(z, Tz) ≤ H(0, 0, 0) = 0, that is, z = Tz. �
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