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1. Introduction

Fixed point theory is a major branch of nonlinear functional analysis because of its wide applicability.
Numerous questions in physics, chemistry, biology, and economics lead to various nonlinear differential and
integral equations.

There are two fundamental results, namely Banach’s fixed point theorem and Darbos’s fixed point
theorem

The classical Banach contraction principle [2] of Banach’s theorem is one of the most useful results in
metric fixed point theory. Due to its applications in mathematics and other related disciplines, this principle
has been generalized in many directions. Extensions of Banach’s contraction principle have been obtained
either by generalizing the distance properties of the underlying domain or by modifying the contractive
condition on the mappings.

Darbo’s fixed point theorem [I7] of 1955 uses the condensing principle connected to Kuratowski’s measure
of noncompactness a [33] of 1930; it is a very important generalization of Schauder’s fixed point theorem,
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and includes the existence part of Banach’s fixed point theorem. Other measures of noncompactness were
introduced by Goldenstein, Goh’berg and Markus [GGMI], the ball or Hausdorff measure of noncompactness,
which was later studied by Goldenstein and Markus [GGM2] in 1968, Istratesku [27] in 1972, and others.
Apparently Goldenstein, Goh’berg and Markus were not aware of Kuratowski’s and Darbo’s work. It is
surprising that Darbo’s theorem was almost never noticed and applied until in the 1970’s mathematicians
working in functional analysis, operator theory and differential equations started to apply Darbo’s theorem
and developed the theory connected with measures of noncompactness. These measures of noncompactness
are studied in detail and their use is discussed, for instance, in the monographs [AKP] 53, [3, 28], 34] [35].

2. Banach contraction principle

In this section we are going to study the famous Banach fixed point theorem, usually called the Banach
contraction principle. This principle from 1922 marks the beginning of the fixed point theory in metric
spaces.

We also present several different proofs of Banach’s contraction principle

Definition 2.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping f : X — X is a contraction if there exists some
g € [0,1) such that

d(fz, fy) < q-d(z,y), for all z,y € X. (2.1)

We observe that every contraction is a continuous mapping. The following theorem shows the existence
and uniqueness of a fixed point of an arbitrary contraction on a complete metric space. It is important to
mention that there exists a continuous mapping without fixed point property.

Theorem 2.2 (Banach; Banach contraction principle).
If (X, d) is a complete metric space and f : X — X is a contraction, then the mapping f has a unique fized
point in X.

Proof. Let g € X be arbitrary. We define a sequence (z,) in X such that z,, = f(z,—1) for (n € N,
and prove that (x,) is a Cauchy sequence, hence convergent in the complete metric space X.
We obtain for any n € N,

d(xn, Tny1) = d(f(xn-1), f(20)) < q- d(wp_1,2n)
<. <q"-d(zo,21),
and therefore, if m > n,

m—1

m—1
d(xn,xm) < Z d($k7xk+1) < Z qkd(xo,xl) <
k=n

k=n

qn

1 qd($0,£ﬂ1). (22)

Since 0 < ¢ < 1, it follows that lim,, ;00 d(2p, Zm) = 0, hence (z,,) is a Cauchy sequence. Moreover, X is
a complete metric space, and so there exists some z € X such that lim,,_, z, = .
We show f(z) = x by estimating d(z,, f(z)) for n € N;

0 S d(xnn f((l?)) = d(f(xn—l)v f(x)) S q- d(ﬂ?n_l,l’),

implies lim,, o0 d(2y, f(z)) = 0, and by the uniqueness of the limit of any convergent sequence in a metric
space, we conclude f(z) = x.
It remains to prove that such x is uniquely determined. We assume f(y) =y for some y € X, y # x, then

and (1 — ¢q)d(z,y) < 0, which contradicts our assumption because 0 < 1 — ¢ < 1. O
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Corollary 2.3. Let f : X — X be a g—contraction on a complete metric space X and z € X be the fixed
point of the function f. Then we have

(1) the sequence (f™(x)) converges for each = € X and converges to z;
(2) d(x,z) <1/(1 = q) - d(z, f(2));
(3) d(f™(x),2) < q"/(1 = q) - d(z, f(z));
(4) d(f**H(@),2) < q- d(f(x),2);
(5) d(f"*(2),2) < q/(1 = q) - d(f"(2), f*H(x)).
Proof. We only prove the second and third condition, the proofs of the other conditions are analogous.

(2) d(z,2) = nlim d(z, f*(x))

< Jim de’“ ), (@)

_ Z d fk fk+1 ))

< dde, f(a)
k=0

1
= fq‘d(%f(x))

(3) It follows from f(z) = z, that

f"(z) = z, and from the first part of the prove, we have

n

d(z, f(z)). .

Remark 2.4. There exist various approaches to the Banach fixed point theorem, but the proof above gives
a method of how to find the fixed point for a contraction f. It is also known as Picard’s iteration method or
fixed point iteration. It is based on the idea of defining a sequence of successive iterations. We start with
any zg € X and define z,, = f(x,—1) for n € N. The proof presented above guarantees the existence of a
limit lim,, o0 n, = x € X such that f(z) = z. If we let m — oo in (2.2)), then

A(f"(x). 2) = d(f(2). (=) < g"d(w,2) < 7

n

d(xo,.%'l),

d(xp,x) < 1q

and this is an estimate for the error made by approximating the solution x by the n—th iteration x,.

We now present a few proofs of Theorem
Proof of Theorem (Joseph and Kwack [29]). Let ¢ = inf{d(x, f(z)) : . € X}. If ¢ > 0, then ¢/q > ¢
and there exists x € X such that

d(f(z), f(f(2))) < q-d(z, f(z)) <c,

which is a contradiction. Hence we must have ¢ = 0. Let (z,,) be a sequence in X such that d(zy, f(x,)) — 0
as n — oco. We show that (z,) is a Cauchy sequence, since

d(Tn, Tm) < d(@n, f(20)) + d(f(2n), f(2m)) + d(f(Xm, Tm)

implies

(1 = @)d(@n, 2m) < d(@n, f(20)) + d(@m, f(2m))-
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Hence there exists p € X such that lim,_,~ z, = p, and lim,, o d(xy, f(z,)) = 0 implies lim f(z,) = p. It
follows from d(f(xy), f(p)) < qd(x,,p) that lim, o f(x,) = f(p), hence f(p) = p. The uniqueness of the
fixed point Of the function f follows from the contractive condition of f. O

Proof of Theorem (Palais [42]). Let x1, 22 € X. Then we have

d(w1,2) < d(x1, f(21)) + d(f(21), f(22)) + d(f(72), 22),

that is,
(1 = q)d(z1,72) < d(z1, f(21)) + d(f(22), 22).

Hence we obtain the fundamental contraction inequality
1
d(x1,22) < T4 [d(z1, f(z1)) + d(z2, f(x2))], for all x1,29 € X. (2.3)

If 21 and x5 are fixed points of the function f, then it follows from (2.3)) that 1 = z9, that is, the contraction
can have at most one fixed point.
Let x € X, n,m € N, and z1 = f"(x) and zo = f™(z). We obtain from ({2.3))

n m 1 n n m m
d(f"(z), f7(@) < - 1A @), F(FH@))) + (7 (@), F (7 ()] (2.4)
< q +q
=1y
Since 0 < ¢ < 1, it follows that lim, . ¢" = 0, hence d(f™(z), f™(x)) — 0 as n — oo and m — oo.
Therefore the Cauchy sequence (f™(z)) converges, that is, there exists p € X such that lim, f*(z) = p.
Because of the continuity of the function f, we have f(p) = f(lim,, f*(z)) = lim,, f(f"(x)) = p. We note
that letting m — oo in (2.4), we obtain

n

~d(z, f(z)). (2.5)

A (@),p) < 7 dls F(@)). 0 (2.6)

Proof of Theorem (Boyd and Wong [6]). We define p(z) = d(x, f(x)) for x € X. Since f is a
contraction, the function ¢ : X — R is continuous and ¢(f™(z)) — 0 as n — oo, for each z € X. We put

Cm:{xeX:go(x)gl}.

m

It follows from the conditions above that C,, is a closed and nonempty subset of X for each m =1,2,....
Now we estimate the diameter of the set C,,. Let x,y € C,,,. Then we have

2
d(z,y) < d(z, f(2)) +d(f(2), f(y)) +d(f(y),y) < — +qd(@,y),
hence 9
diamC,, < ————.
m(l —q)
Since each (), is a closed, nonempty subset of X, C; D Cy D C3 D ... and diamC,, — 0 as m — oo, it

follows by Cantor’s intersection theorem (,, Cr, = {£}.
Since f(C,,) C Cpy, for each m, it follows that ¢ is a fixed point of the function f, and clearly the fixed point

is unique. (We note f({£}) = f(,, Cm) C Ny [(C) € Ny, O = {&}-)

We have for each x € X
d(f"(z),&) = d(f"(z), [*(§)) < ¢"d(z,£) = 0 (n — o0).

Since

d(z, &) < d(z, f(x)) + d(f(z), f(§)) < d(z, f(2)) + qd(z, §),
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it follows that iz, f(z))
x, f(z
d < T2
Hence we again have the estimate

n

q
1 —

d(f"(z),€) < . ~d(z, f(z)). O (2.7)
Corollary 2.5. Let S be a closed subset of a complete metric space (X,d) and f: S — S be a contraction.
For an arbitrary point xoy € S, the iterative sequence x, = f(rn—1) (n € N) converges to the fixed point of
the mapping f.

The following example will show that the statement in Corollary [2.5]does not hold without the assumption
that the set S is closed, in general.

Example 2.6. Let d be the natural metric on R defined by d(z,y) = |z — y| for all z,y € R, and S =
By(1) = {z € R: |z| < 1}. Then the mapping
r+1

f:8—= S with f(z) = 5

is a contraction without a fixed point in S.

Banach’s fixed point theorem has wide and diverse applications, for instance, in solving various kinds of
equations, inclusions, etc.

Example 2.7. If X is a Banach space, A, B € B(X), A is an invertible operator and ||B — A|| - |47} < 1,
then the invertibility of B follows from Banach’s fixed point theorem.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that, for any y € X, the equation Bx = y has a unique solution z € X.
We choose an arbitrary point y in X. If Bxy = y for some zg € X, then

y = Bxg= (B — Az + Azg and Ay = A7 (B — A)zy + .

We put z = A~ly and C = A~1(B — A). Then we have x¢ = z — Cx.

The idea is to show that the function f : X — X defined by f(x) = z — Cz for x € X is a contraction and
xq is its fixed point.

The following inequalities hold for all x,y € X

1f (@) = fF)ll = IC@@ = < |ATH 1B = Al - [l — yll.

Since ||[A7Y| - ||B — Al| < 1, f is a contraction and g is the unique fixed point of f.
Based on a few elements of an iterative sequence (f™(z)),

z—Cx, 2—C(2—Cx)=2—Cax+C%, z— Cx + C?x — C3z, ...

we may assume, and then easily prove that, because of ||C|| < 1, this sequence converges to z — Cx + C?z —
C3x+ -,
We observe that if A =1 and ||C|| < 1, then I — C + C? — C3 4 --- is an inverse of I + C. O

The following corollary shows a relation between f™ and f in the case when f" is a contraction.

Corollary 2.8 (Bryant [10]). If (X,d) is a complete metric space and f : X — X is a mapping such that
f™ is a contraction for some n > 1, then f has a unique fized point in X.
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Proof. By Banach’s fixed point theorem, there exists a unique z € X such that f"(z) = 2. Since
f"(f(z)) = f(f™(2)) = f(z), it follows that f(z) = z. Every fixed point of f is, at the same time, a fixed
point of f", thus z is the unique fixed point of f. ([l

As observed in [I0], the mapping f mentioned in Corollary need not be continuous as in Theorem

Example 2.9 (Bryant [10]). We define f : [0,2] — [0,2] by f(z) = 1 for z € [0,1), and f(x) = 2 for
x € [1,2]. Then f2(z) =2 for z € [0,2] and f2:[0,2] — [0,2] is a contraction although f is not continuous.

Since the proof of Banach’s theorem is based on an iterative sequence for a point x € X, the next
reasonable step in the research was to check local properties and modify this result.

Theorem 2.10. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and B,(xo) = {x € X : d(x,z¢) < r} be the open
ball in X for some xg € X and r > 0. Also let f : B.(xg) — X be a contraction, that is,

d(f(z), f(y)) < q-d(z,y), (z,y € Br(x0)) for some q € [0,1) (2.8)
and
d(f(zo), o) < (1 —q)r. (2.9)
Then the mapping f has a unique fixed point in By (xq).

Proof. We choose rg € [0,7) such that (2.9) holds. Then f : By, (x0) — By, (x0), where B,,(zg) is the
closure of B,,(zo), since, for any = € B,,(x¢),

d(f(z),x0) < d(f(z), f(wo)) + d(f(z0), 7o)
<q-d(z,z0) + (1 —q)ro < 1o.

Hence f has a unique fixed point z € B,,(x0). It easily follows from (2.8)) that z is the unique fixed point
of f in B, (zo). O

3. Darbo’s fixed point theorem

If the contractive condition of f in Theorem is relaxed, that is, if we consider so—called nonexpansive
mappings f, that is, functions f : X — X satisfying

d(f(z), fly)) < d(z,y) for all z,y € X,

then Banach’s fixed point theorem need no longer hold.
In 1965, Browder proved a fixed point theorem for nonexpansive maps.

Theorem 3.1 (Browder’s fixed point theorem). Let X be a Banach space, C be a conver and bounded
subset of X and T : C — C be a nonerpansive map. If X is either a Hilbert space, or a uniformly convex
or a reflerive Banach space, then T has o fized point.

This result uses the convexity hypothesis which is more usual in topological fixed point theory, and the
geometric properties of Banach spaces commonly used in linear functional analysis.
The following Brouwer fixed point theorem should be considered in a different setting.

Theorem 3.2 (Brouwer’s fixed point theorem). FEvery continuous map from the closed unit ball of R™ into
itself has a fized point.

Remark 3.3. In the case of one variable, the Brouwer fixed point theorem is the following:

Every continuous function of the interval [—1,1] onto itself has a fized point.

or equivalently

Every continuous function of the interval [—1,1] onto itself intersects the main diagonal at some point.
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One cannot expect uniqueness of the fixed point in Brouwer’s theorem (Theorem [3.2)), in general. So we
must consider the non—empty set F(f) of fixed points of a function f. If f is continuous, then the set

F(f)=ker(f —id) = (f — id)*l({O}), where id is the identity,

is closed. It is natural to study what other properties the set F(f) has. The following theorem shows that
no other special features can be inferred, since we will see that for any given non—empty closed subset of
the closed unit ball B} (0) of Euclidean R” there exists a continuous function f : By (0) — By (0) which has
F(f) as the set of its fixed points.
Theorem 3.4. Let F' # ) be a closed subset of B1(0). Then there exists a continuous function f : By (0) —
B (0) with F = F(f).

Proof. For every x € @(0), let d(z, F') = inf{[[z — y| : y € F'}. Obviously this function is continuous.
We define the function f : B} (0) — B} (0) by
z — d(z, F)M
fz) = I = ol

o (x = x9),

(z # wo)

where g is an arbitrary point in F'.
It is easy to show that f is well defined and continuous. Moreover F(f) = F and the theorem is proved.
An important generalization of Brouwer’s fixed point theorem was obtained by Schauder.

Theorem 3.5 (Schauder’s fixed point theorem). Every continuous map from a nonempty, compact and
convex, subset C' of a Banach space X into C has a fized point.

Clearly the conditions in the hypothesis are preserved if the norm of X is replaced by an equivalent
norm, so Theorem cannot be viewed as a metric fixed point theorem. Schauder’s fixed point theorem
can be used to prove Peano’s existence theorem for the solution of systems of first order ordinary differential
equations with initial conditions.

The situation is completely different when certain generalizations are considered, in particular those
concerning condensing maps, where a condensing map is one under which the image of any set is — in a
certain sense — more compact than the set itself. The degree of noncompactness of a set is measured by
certain functions called measures of noncompactness.

Darbo’s fixed point theorem, which uses Kuratowski’s measure of noncompactness « mentioned in the
introduction, is a generalization of Schauder’s fixed point theorem.

Theorem 3.6 (Darbo’s fixed point theorem). Let C' be a non—empty bounded, closed and convex subset of a
Banach space X and a be the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness on X. If T : C — C' is a continuous
map such that there exists a constant ¢ € [0,1) with

a(T(Q)) < k-a(Q) for every Q C C, (3.1)
then T' has a fixed point in C.
We will prove a generalization of Theorem namely the Darbo-Sadovskii theorem, in the next section.

4. Measures if noncompactness and the
Darbo—Sadovskii theorem

Darbo’s fixed point theorem generalizes from compact sets to bounded and closed sets in infinite dimen-
sional Banach spaces, and needs the additional hypothesis of the condensing property in . As is well
known, when we pass from finite to infinite dimensional Banach spaces, bounded and closed subsets need
not necessarily be compact. So it is natural to ask if Schauder’s fixed point theorem (Theorem holds in
infinite dimensional Banach spaces for convex, closed and bounded subsets. The following example provides
a strong negative answer to this question.
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Example 4.1 (Kakutani). There is a fixed point free continuous map on the unit ball of

U (Z) = {x = (zp) : Z 2] < oo} )

ne”L

Proof. We consider ¢3(Z) with the standard Schauder basis (e(™),,cz, where for each n € N, e("™ is the
(n) (n)

sequence with e’ =1 and e, = 0 for k£ # n, and with the natural norm given by
1/2
2]l = llzll2 = <Z |xn|2> for all z € £5(Z).
nez

We write By, z) for the closed unit ball in f3(Z). Every sequence x = (Zn)nez € (2(Z) has a unique
representation z =) z,e(™. We define the left shift operator U : £5(Z) — £5(Z) by

Uz) = ane("ﬂ).

nez
The relation
e U@) =Y (@n — 201)e™ = c-e©
nez

implies x,, = xg for all n > 0 and x,, = x; for all n < 0. For a sequence in /5(Z), this is only possible if
zo =21 =0. So x — U(x) is a multiple of e(® if and only if = = 0.
We define the map T : lo(Z) — (5(Z) by

T(z) = (1 - |Jz|) e + U(x).
Then T maps By,(z) into By, (z), since we have for ||z <1
T (@) < 1= ll2ll |- 1Ol + U @) = (1= J]) + || = 1.
Finally, T is a fixed point free map. Indeed, if
z—T(x) = (1 - [a])) e + U(x),

then z — U(z) = (1 — ||z||)e(?), which is clearly impossible if 2 = 0, and impossible if  # 0, as we have seen
above. O

To be able to prove the Darbo-Sadovskii theorem we need to recall the concepts of measures of noncom-
pactness, in particular, the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness, and their most important properties.
The results presented here and their proofs can be found, for instance, in [53], 35 [36].

Since notion of a measure of noncompactness was originally introduced in metric spaces, we are going to
give our axiomatic definition in this class of spaces as given in the monograph [53]. In the books [I] and [3],
two different patterns are provided for the axiomatic introduction of measures of noncompactness in Banach
spaces.

Definition 4.2. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. A set function ¢ : Mx — [0, 00) is called a measure
of noncompactness on fX, if it satisfies the following conditions
(MNC.1) ¢(Q) =0 if and only if @ is relatively compact
(regularity)

(MNC.2) ¢(Q) = &(Q) for all Q € Mx

(invariance under closure)

(MNC.3) ¢(Q1UQ2) = max{p(Q1),¢(Q2)} for all Q1,Q2 € Mx
(semi—additivity).

The number ¢(Q) is called the measure of noncompactness of the set Q.
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The following properties can easily be deduced from the axioms in Definition

Proposition 4.3. Let ¢ be a measure of noncompactness on a complete metric space (X,d). Then ¢ has
the following properties

Q C Q implies p(Q) < ¢(Q) (monotonicity); (4.1)
(@1 N Q2) < min{p(Q1), p(Q2)} for all Q1,Q2 € Mx.
If Q is finite then ¢(Q) = 0 (non—singularity).
Generalised Cantor’s intersection property

If (Qr) is a decreasing sequence of nonempty sets in M5 and lim,,_,o ¢(Qr) =0,
then the intersection (4.4)

Qoo:an?éw

18 compact.

Remark 4.4. If X is a Banach space then a measure of noncompactness ¢ may have some additional properties
related to the linear structure of a normed space, for instance

?(AQ) = |Ao(Q) for any scalar A and all Q € Mx  (homogeneity) (4.5)
Q1+ Q2) < d(Q1) + d(Q2) for all Q1,Q2 € Mx  (subadditivity) (4.6)
d(r+ Q) =¢(Q) for any x € X and all Q € Mx (translation invariance). 4

For every Qg € Mx and for all € > 0 there is § > 0 such that

[9(Qo) — #(Q)| < e for all Q € Mx with dr(Qo,Q) <0 (4.8)
(continuity)
6 (co(Q)) = 6(Q) for all @ € My (4.9)

(invariance under the passage to the convex hull).

The two most important measures of noncompactness are the Kuratowski and Hausdorff measures of
noncompactness
First we define the measure of noncompactness introduced by Kuratowski in 1930.

Definition 4.5. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space. The function
a: Mx — [0,00)
with

k=1
is called the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness (KMNC), and the real number a(Q) is called the
Kuratowski measure of noncompactness of Q.

a(Q):inf{€>0:QC USk, Sk C X, dmm(Sk)<€(k:1,2,...,n€N)}

Now we define the Hausdorff or ball measure of noncompactness which was first introduced by Goldenstein,
Goh’berg and Markus in 1957 [GGMI] and later studied by Goldenstein and Markus in 1965 [GGM2].

The definition of the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness is similar to that of the Kuratowski measure
of noncompactness and the results are analogous.

Definition 4.6. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. The function
X : Mx —[0,00)
with

x(Q) :inf{e>0:QC UBrk(xk), € X, rp<e (k= 1,2,...,n€N)}
k=1

is called the Hausdorff, or ball measure of noncompactness, and the real number x(Q) is called the Hausdorff

or ball measure of noncompactness of Q.
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Both the Kuratowski and the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness are a measure of noncompactness
in the sense of Definition

Theorem 4.7. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. Then the Kuratowski and Hausdorff measures mea-
sures of noncompactness o and x are measures of noncompactness in the sense of Definition [{.2

In Banach spaces the functions a and y satisfy some additional properties related to the linear structures
of normed spaces. The statements of the following results for the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness
are due to Darbo.

Theorem 4.8. Let X be a normed space 1 denote the Kuratowski or Hausdorff measure of noncompactness,
and Q,Q1,Q2 € Mx. Then we have

Y(Q1+ Q2) < Y(Q1) +¢(Q2) (subadditivity), (4.10)
Y(Q + x) = Y(Q) for each v € X (translation invariance), (4.11)
P(AQ) = | MY (Q) for each scalar A (homogeneity), (4.12)
and
P(Q) = Y(co(Q)) (invariance under the passage to the convex hull). (4.13)

Now we state and prove the Darbo-Sadovskii theorem.

Theorem 4.9 (Darbo-Sadovskii). Let X be a Banach space, ¢ be a measure of noncompactness which
is invariant under passage to the conver hull, C # 0 be a bounded, closed and conver subset of X and
T:C — C be a ¢p— condensing operator, that is, T is continuous and satisfies

d(T(Q)) < ¢(Q) for all bounded non—precompact subsets Q of C. (4.14)
Then T has a fized point.

Proof. We choose a point ¢ € C' and denote by X the class of all closed and convex subsets K of C' such
that ¢ € K and T(K) C K. Furthermore, we put

B= (] K and A=c (T(B)U{c}).
Kex

Obviously X # 0, since C € X, and B # (), since ¢ € B. We also have

T(B):T(ﬂ K) c () T(K)c ()| K=B8,

KeX¥ Ke¥ KeXx

and consequently T : B — B.

Moreover, we have B = A. Indeed, since ¢ € B and T(B) C B, it follows that A C B. This implies
T(A) CT(B) C A, and so A € 3, and hence B C A.

Therefore the properties of ¢ now imply

¢(B) = ¢(C) = ¢ (co (T(B) U{c})) = ¢ (co(T(B) U {c})) = ¢ (T(B) U{c})
= max {¢(T'(B)), ¢({¢})} = ¢(T(B)).

Since T is ¢—condensing, it follows that ¢(B) = 0, and so B is compact. Obviously B is also convex. Thus
it follows from Schauder’s fixed point theorem, Theorem [3.5] that the operator T': C'— C has a fixed point.
O

The following example will show that the theorem of Darbo and Sadovskii fails to be true, if we assume
that T is a k—contractive operator with constant k = 1, that is, if we replace the the condensing condition

by the condition
P(T(Q)) < ¢(Q) for all bounded Q of C. (4.15)
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Example 4.10. Let By, be the closed unit ball in ¢5. We define the operator T : By, — By, by

T(2) = T ((2)iy) = (VI [lallz 2,22, )

Then we can write T'= D + .S where D is the one dimensional mapping

D(z) = D ((z1)5%,) = /1 — ||z]j2¢™V) and S(x) = (0,21, z2,...)

is an isometry. Hence T is a well-defined, continuous operator, and for every bounded subset @ of By,, we
have

a(T(Q)) < a(D(Q) + 5(Q)) < a(D(Q)) +a(S(Q)) = 0 + a(Q).

So T is a k—set—contractive operator with constant k = 1. But 7" has no fixed points. If 7" had a fixed point
x € By,, then we would have xj, = x4 for all £ € N. Since z € /5, this implies z;, = 0 for all k£ € N, and

then T'(z) = /1 — ||lz][2¢® = e = (0,0,0,...), a contradiction.
5. Edelstein’s results

For a function f: X — X on a complete metric space (X, d) which satisfies the condition
d(f(x), f(y)) < Ad(z,y) for all z,y € X with x # y, (5.1)

where 0 < A < 1, the Banach contraction principle yields the existence and uniqueness of fixed points.
If we take A = 1 in the condition in then we we obtain a contractive map, that is, a map which
satisfies the condition
d(f(z), fy)) < d(z,y) for all x,y € X with = # y. (5.2)

In 1962, Edelstein [20] published a paper in which he studied the fixed points of contractive maps using
the next condition and assumption

The condition in together with the assumption of the existence of x € X such that the iterative
sequence (f™(x)) contains a convergent subsequence (f"*(z)) in X, that is,

there exists € X such that {f"(x)} D {f™ (x)} such that klim [ (x) € X, (5.3)
—00

provides the existence of a fixed point of f.

Theorem 5.1 (Edelstein [20]). Let X be a metric space and f : X — X be a contractive map that satisfies
the condition in . Then v = limyg_, o, f™ x is the unique fized point of f.

Proof. Let A = {(z,z):x € X}, Y = (X x X)\ A, and 7 : Y — R be the map defined by

d(f(z), f(y))
d(z,y)

The function r is continuous on Y, and there exists a neighborhood U of points (u, f(u)) such that (z,y) € U
implies

r(x,y) = (5.4)

0<r(z,y) <R<1. (5.5)
Let By = B; (u) and By = Bg(f(u)) be the open balls with centers in v and f(u), and radius p such that
1
p < gd(u, f(u)) (5.6)

and B; x By C U.
It follows from (5.3) that there exists a natural number N such that k£ > N implies f™ (z) € By, and ({5.2))
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implies f"1(x) € Bs.
For k > N, (5.6 implies

d(f™ (), f 1 (z)) > p, (5.7)
and it follows from and that
d(f™H (@), fH2 (2)) < RA(f™ (), ™ (2)). (5.8)

Hence, (j5.8]) implies for I > j > N

d(f™ (z), {7 (@) < d(fm T (@), o (@)
< Rd(f™-(z), 11 (@) < .
< Rd(f" (), 7 (@) = 0 (I = o),

which is a contradiction to (5.7)). This we must have f(u) = u.
We assume that v # u is also a fixed point of the function f. Then we have

d(f(u), f(v)) = d(u,v),
which is a contradiction to (5.2]). O

The condition in (5.3)) is always satisfied for a compact space. Therefore we have

Theorem 5.2 (Edelstein [20]). Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and f : X — X be a map. We assume

d(f(x), f(y)) < d(z,y) for all x,y € X with x #y.

Then the function f has a unique fixed point.
We obtain the following result on the iteration sequence from Theorem

Theorem 5.3 (Edelstein [20]).
We assume that the conditions of Theorem are satisfied. If the sequence (f™(p)) for p € X contains a
convergent subsequence (f™ (p)) then its limit u = lim, o f"(p) in X ezists and u is a fixed point of f.

Proof. By Theorem [5.1] we have u = limy_,o f™ (p). For given § > 0, there exists nyg € N such that
k > ng implies d(u, f™(p)) < §. If m = ny + 1 > ny, then we have

d(u, f™(p)) = d(f'(w), S () < d(u, ™ (p)) < 6. O

6. Rakotch’s results

The problem of defining a family of functions F' = {«a(x,y)} which satisfy the conditions 0 < o < 1
and sup a(z,y) = 1 such that Banach’s theorem is satisfied when the constant « is replaced by a(z,y) € F
was suggested by H. Hanani, and Rakotch published a result related to this problem in 1962 [43] In this
subssection, we present some results from the mentioned paper.

Definition 6.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space. We denote by F; the family of all functions a(z,y) which
satisfy the following conditions:

(1) a(z,y) = a(d(z,y)), that is,  depends only on the distance of = and y.
(2) 0<a(d) <1foralld>D0.

(3) «(d) is a monotone decreasing function of d.
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Theorem 6.2. Let (X,d) be a metric space, f : X — X be a contractive map, M C X and xzoy € M such
that

d(z, o) — d(f(2), f(0)) = 2d(z0, f(x0)) for all x € X \ M, (6.1)
and let f(M) be a subset of a compact subset of X. Then there ezists a unique fized point of f.

Proof. We assume f(zg) # x¢ and put z, = f"(x¢) for n =1,2,..., that is,
Tpy1 = f(zp) forn=0,1,.... (6.2)

By Edelstein’s theorem (Theorem [5.1)), it suffices to show that z,, € M for each n.
Since f is a contractive map, the sequence (d(z,, Z,+1)) is not increasing. Hence f(x9) # o implies

d(Tp, Tpi1) < d(xzg,21) forn =1,2,.... (6.3)
We obtain from the triangle inequality
d(x07 xn) < d(x07 xl) + d(.’L‘l, xn—H) + d(fL’n, xn—&-l)-

Now and ( . 6.3]) yield
d(xo, zn) — d(f(x0), f(zn)) < 2d(z0, f(20)),

and implies x,, € M for all n. O
Corollary 6.3. Let f be a contractive map for which there exists a point xg € X such that for all x € X

d(f (@), f(w0)) < e, mo)d(x, o), (6.4)
where a(z,y) = a(d(x,y)) € Fi1. If Br(x¢) is the open ball in X, where

_ 2d(xo, f(z0))
1 — a(2d(zo, f(x0)))’

and f(By(x0)) is a subset of a compact subset of X, then the function f has a unique fixed point.

Proof. If we put M = B(zg,r) in Theorem then by (6.4]), the monotony of a(d) and r > 2d(xg, fzo),
the condition d(x,xo) > r implies

d(z,z0) — d(f(x), f(z0)) = d(z, x0) — ald(z, z0))d(2, x0)
= [1 = a(d(z, 0))]d(z, m0) > [1 — alr)]r
> [1 = a(2d(xo, f(x0)))]r = 2d(x0, f(x0)),
that is, we have . O

Theorem 6.4. Let f : X — X be a contractive map on a complete metric space. We assume that there
exist M C X and a point xg € M such that

d(x,xz0) — d(f(x), f(x0)) > 2d(xg, f(x0))for each x € X \ M, (6.5)

d(f(x), f(y)) < e, y)d(z,y) for all z,y € M, (6.6)

where
a(z,y) = a(d(x,y)) € Fi.
Then the function f has a unique fixed point.
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Proof. We assume f(zg) # xo and define the sequence (z,,) by =, = f™(x9) for n = 1,2,.... As in
Theorem m we have by (6.5])

d(xp, Tpy1) < d(zg,x1) for n =1,2,... (6.7)

and x,, € M for each n.
We are going to prove that the sequence (z,) is bounded. It follows from and the definition of the
sequence () that

d(:L’l, xn-‘rl) = d(f(%o), f(xn)) < Oé(d(:L’o, :Bn))d(l’o, :L‘n), (68)

and, by the triangle inequality, we have
d(xo,xyn) < d(xo, 1) + d(21, Tny1) + d(Tn, Tngr).

Hence (6.7]) and imply
[1 — a(d(zo, zp))|d(x0, Tn) < 2d(z0,x1).

If d(zg, xy,) > do for some given dy, then we have by the monotony of «
a(d(zo, xy)) < aldo).

So we obtain
2d(xp, x1) < 2d(xg, x1)

d < =C.
(@0:20) < T d(wg o)) = 1= aldo)
Hence we have for R = max{dy, C'}
d(zg,xn) < Rforn=1,2,..., (6.9)
that is, the sequence (x,) is bounded.
Let p > 0 be an arbitrary natural number. It follows from that
A(@h41; Thapt1) < Tk, Thoyp) ATk, Thoyp),
that is,
n—1
(T, Tnip) < d(zo,2p) H (T, Thtp)-
k=0
Now implies
n—1
(20, Tnip) < R | alwn, 2rpp)- (6.10)
k=0

We prove that (x,) is a Cauchy sequence. It is enough to show that, for every € > 0, there exists N which
depends only on € (and not on p) such that, for all p > 0, we have d(zn,zn4p) < € (since the sequence
(d(xp, Tnyp)) is not increasing).
If d(xg, Tk4p) > € for k =0,1,...,n—1, then we obtain from (because of the monotony of the function
a)

a(xkvxk+P> - Oé(d(ill'k, karp)) < 04(6),

and then (6.10]) implies

d(@n; Tnip) < Rla(e)]".

Since a(e) < 1 and [a(e)]™ — 0 as n — oo, there exists a natural number N, independent of p, such that
d(zn,xN41p) < € for each p > 0. Hence (z,) is a Cauchy sequence.

Since X is a complete metric space, there exists u € X such v = lim,_, x,,. Because of the continuity of
the function f, u is a fixed point of f. O

In particular, if M = X, we obtain the next corollary.
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Corollary 6.5. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and

d(f(x), f(y)) < alz,y)d(z,y) for all x,y € X, (6.11)

where a(x,y) € F1. Then the function f has a unique fixed point.

Remark 6.6. The preceding corollary and Theorem are generalizations of Banach’s fixed point theorem.

7. Boyd and Wong’s nonlinear contraction

In this section, we present some results by Boyd and Wong [7] in 1969. In [7], Boyd and Wong studied
fixed points for maps of the kind introduced in the next definition.

Definition 7.1. Let (X,d) be a metric space. A map f: X — X which satisfies the condition

d(f(z), fy)) < V(d(z,y)) for all z,y € X, (7.1)

where V¥ is a function defined on the closure of the range of d, is called a ¥ contraction.
We denote the image of d by P and the closure of P by P. Hence P = {d(z,y) : z,y € X }.

Rakotch [43] proved that if ¥(¢) = a(t)t, where « is a decreasing function with a(t) < 1 for all ¢ > 0,
then the map f satisfying has a unique fixed point u. It can be shown that if ¥(¢) = a(t)t and « is an
increasing function with a(¢) < 1 for all ¢ > 0, then the conclusion of Banach’s theorem holds true. Boyd
and Wong proved that it is enough to assume that ¥(¢) < ¢ for all ¢ > 0 and ¥ is semicontinuous, and if a
metric space is convex, then the last condition can be omitted.

We recall that a function ¢ : X — E (E C R) is said to be upper semi-continuous from the right at
to € X if t,, — to+ implies limsup,,_, . @(tn) < @(to). A function ¢ : X — E (E C R) is said to be upper
semi—continuous from the right on X if it is upper semi—continuous from the right at every ¢t € X.

Theorem 7.2. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and f : X — X be a map satisfying , where
U : P [0,00) is upper semi—continuous from the right on P and satisfies W(t) < t for allt € P\ {0}.
Then the function f has a unique fixed point xg and f™(z) — xo (— o0) for each x € X.

Proof. Let x € X and
cn = d(f"(z), " x)) forn =1,2,.... (7.2)

Then, because of ([7.1)), the sequence (¢;,) is monotone decreasing. We put lim,,_o ¢, = ¢ > 0, and prove
c=0. If ¢ > 0, then we have

cn+1 < V(en), (7.3)
hence
¢ <limsup¥(t) < ¥(c) < ¢, (7.4)
t—c+

which is a contradiction.
We are going to prove that (f"(x)) is a Cauchy sequence for each x € X. Then the limit point of this
sequence is the unique fixed point of the function f. We assume that (f™(x)) is not a Cauchy sequence.
Then there exist ¢ > 0 and sequences (m(k)) and (n(k)) of natural numbers with m(k) > n(k) > k such
that

d = d(f™®) (), f7 B (z) > e for all k = 1,2, ... (7.5)

We may assume that
d(fm " a), 10 (@) <, (7.6)

and choose m(k) as the smallest integer greater than n(k) which satisfies (7.5). It follows from (7.2) that

dy, < d(f™P(2), FPP (@) +d(fmP @), 1 P(2) < em e < etk (7.7)
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Hence dj, — € as k — oo. Since
di = d(f™ (@), [P P(2) < d(fmF (@), PO @) +
(R (@), PO (@) + d(PE (@), 0 ()
< e 4+ (™) (), F1F) () = 2 4+ U(dy), (7.8)

letting k£ — oo in ([7.8)), we obtain ¢ < W(e). This is a contradiction, because we have ¥(e) < e for ¢ > 0.0
The following example will show that the condition of the continuity of the function ¥ in Theorem
cannot be dropped, in general.

Example 7.3. Let X = {x, = nv2+2":n=0,£1,+2,...} have the metric d(x,y) = |z — y|. Then X is
a closed subset of the real numbers, and so complete. We assume that for each p € P (p # 0), there exists
a unique pair (2, T, ) such that p = d(zy, z,,). We assume that

d(zj, i) = d(@m, x,) for some integers j, k,m,n with j > k and m > n.

Then we obtain ‘
—(m—n—j+k)V2=21 —2F _omon (7.9)

Since the left hand side in ([7.9) is irrational or equal to zero and the right hand side is rational, it follows
that both sides are equal to zero. Hence we have form —n=j—k=s

onts _gn — gkts _ ok (7.10)
which is only possible for n = k. We define the functions f by f(z,) = z,—1 and ¥ on P by
U(p) = |xn—1 — Tm—1] if p = |zp — 2] (7.11)
We put ¥(p) =0 for p e P\ P. B
Then we have U(t) < ¢ for all t € P\ {0} and

d(f(x), f(y)) = ¥(d(z,y)), (7.12)

but the function f has no fixed point.

Theorem shows that it is not possible to extend the function ¥ from the set P to the set P such that
it is upper semi-continuous from the right with W(¢) < ¢ for t € P\ {0}. This can directly be seen for the
point v2 € P\ P.

If the condition ¥(t) < t is replaced by ¥(tg) = to for some value ¢y, then Theorem does not hold.
This is shown in the next example.

Example 7.4. Let X = (—o00,—1]U[1,00) and d(x,y) = |z — y| for all z,y € X. Also let

1

—(z+1) forz>1
filz) =14 % and  fo(z) = —f1(x).
5(93—1) for z < —1.

Now the functions f; and fo satisfy (7.1]), if we define

t fort <2
U(t) =

| —N| —

2t+1 for t > 2.

We know that the function ¥ satisfies all the conditions in Theorem but ¥(2) = 2. The function f; has
two fixed points —1 and 1 and the function f» has no fixed points.
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Theorem [7.2] is a generalization of Rakotch’s theorem. This is shown in the next example.

Example 7.5. Let X =[0,1](J{2,3,4...} be the complete metric space with its metric d defined by

W= T+y if at least one of z,y ¢ [0, 1].

We define the function f: X — X by

1
x—iajz for z € [0, 1]
r—1 forx=2,3,....

flz) =
If x,y € [0,1] for x —y =t > 0, then we have

a5, 10) = =) (1- 5 @) < (1-5¢).
and if z € {2,3,4,...} and x > y, then we have

d(f(x), f(y)) = f(@) + fly) <z —1+y=dz,y) -1

We define the function ¥ by
1
t—=t2 for0<t<1
U(t) = 2 arr=t=
t—1 for 1 <t < o0.

The function ¥ is upper semi—continuous from the right on the set [0,00), ¥(¢) < t for all ¢ > 0, and the
condition in ([7.1)) is satisfied.
Since

d(f(n),0) _

oo d(n, 0) ’
there is no decreasing function o with «(t) < 1 for all ¢ > 0 which satisfies (6.11)). Furthermore, since

o dU(),0)

=1
z—0 d(.ﬁL‘,O) ’

there is no increasing function a with a(¢) < 1 for all ¢ > 0 which satisfies (6.11]).

8. Theorem of Meir-Keeler

In 1969, Meir and Keeler [39] proved a very interesting theorem and showed that the conclusion of
Banach’s fixed point theorem can be extended to a more general class of contractions. In this subsection,
we present some results of the paper mentioned.

Definition 8.1. Let (X,d) be a metric space. The function f : X — X is said to be a weakly uniformly
strict contraction, or a Meir—Keeler contraction (MK contraction) if, for every € > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such
that

e <d(z,y) < e+ ¢ implies d(f(x), f(y)) < €. (8.1)

Theorem 8.2 (Meir and Keeler [39]). Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and f : X — X be a function.
If is satisfied, then f has a unique fized point u. Moreover, we have for each x € X

lim f"(x) = u. (8.2)

n—o0
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Proof. First we note that (8.1]) implies that f is a contractive map, that is,

x # y implies d(f(z), f(y)) < d(z,y). (8.3)
Hence f is a continuous function and has at most one fixed point.
We note that if (f™(z)) is a Cauchy sequence for each z € X, then the function has a unique fixed point,
and (8.2 is satisfied. This follows from the following consideration. Since X is a complete space, every
Cauchy sequence (f™(x)) has a limit u(z). The continuity of f implies
flu(@) = £ (lim f(@)) = lim f* (@) = u().

n—oo n—oo

Hence u(z) is the unique fixed point of f.

The proof of the theorem will be complete if we show that the sequence (f"(x)) = (z,,) of iterations is a
Cauchy sequence for each x € X. Let x € X and ¢, = d(zp,zp41) for n = 1,2,.... It follows from
that (c,) is a decreasing sequence. If lim,, o ¢, = € > 0, then the implication in is not true for cp41,
where ¢, is chosen such that ¢,,, < € + . This implies lim,, o ¢, = 0.

We assume that there exists a sequence (x,) which is not a Cauchy sequence. Then there exists 2¢ > 0 such
that, for each mg € N, there exist n,m € N with n,m > mg and d(z,, z,,) > 2¢. It follows from that
there exists & > 0 such that

e <d(x,y) < e+ 0 implies d(f(x), f(y)) < e. (8.4)

The implication in (8.4) remains true if we replace § by ¢’ = min{d,e}. Let mo € N be such that ¢,,, < §'/3,
and let m,n > myg such that m < n and d(x,, z,) > 2e. We prove that there exists j € {m,m+1,...,n}
such that

!/

2
€+ ?6 < d(Tm,zj) <e+d. (8.5)

To prove (8.5)), we note that d(zp—_1,2,) < §/3. Since d(xm,xn) > 2¢ and d(zm,zn) < d(Tm, Tp—1) +
d(xp—1,%n), it follows that

20
e+ 5 < d(Tpm, Tp—1)- (8.6)
Let k be the smallest natural number in {m,m +1,...,n}; (clearly m < k <mn — 1) such that
20
€+ 3 < d(xm, k) (8.7)

holds. We prove d(x,,,z;) < e + ¢§'. If we assume that this is not true, then we have

!

e+ 8 <d(zm,zr) < d@m, x)-1) + d(T)—1,T%) < ATy Tp—1) + 3

that is,
20’
et 5 < d(zpm, T—1)- (8.8)
This is a contradiction to the the minimality condition of &k in the inequality in . Therefore the inequality
in (8.5) must hold.
Now

d(xm, z) < d(Tm; Tmr1) + A Tma1, Try1) + d(Tpy1, Tn),

(8.4) and (8.5)) imply

o o
d(@m, ;) <em+e+ep < §+5+ 3
This is a contradiction to (8.5)). Hence (z,,) is a Cauchy sequence. [l

It is well known that the Meir-Keeler theorem generalizes Banach’s contraction principle [2] and Edel-
stein’s theorem [20].
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Theorem 8.3 (Banach [2]). Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and f : X — X be a contraction, that
is, there exists q € [0,1) such that

d(f(z), f(y)) < q-d(z,y) for all v,y € X. (8.9)

Then f has a unique fixed point.

qd(z,y) < ge + qd = . Hence the function f satisfies (8.1]) and the proof follows from Theorem ([

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 and § = (1/g—1)e. Then it follows from d(z,y) < £+ ¢ and = # y that d(f(z), f(y)) <

Theorem 8.4 (Edelstein [20]). Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and f : X — X be a map. We assume
that

d(f(2), f(y)) < d(z,y) for all 2, y € X with x #y.
Then the function f has a unique fized point.

Proof. We assume that the function f does not satisfy the condition in (8.1). Then there exist € > 0
and sequences (z,) and (y,) in X such that

(@ yn) < € + % and d(f(zn), f(yn)) > €. (8.10)

Since X is a compact set, there exist subsequences (xy, ) and (v, ) of the sequences (z,) and (y,), which
converge to some zg € X and some yg € X, respectively. The continuity of the function f implies

d(zo,y0) < € < d(f(w0), f(yo)) < d(zo,y0)-
This is a contradiction, and consequently the function f must satisfy the condition in (8.1). Now the proof
follows from Theorem [8.2 O

Rakotch [43], and Boyd and Wong [7] assumed that, among other conditions, the following inequalities
are satisfied:

d(f (@), f(y)) < $(d(x,y)) and () < t for all ¢ 0. (8.11)
The next example shows that the Meir—Keeler theorem holds even if the condition in (8.11]) is not satisfied.

Example 8.5. Let X = [0,1] U {3,4,6,7,...,3n,3n + 1,...} be endowed with the Euclidean metric and
the function f be defined by

g for0<z<1
f(x) = 0 for z = 3n
1_n41-2 for x =3n + 1.
Then the function f satisfies , and it follows from
d(f(x), f(y)) <¢(d(x,y)) for all z,y € X (8.12)

that (1) = 1.
9. Theorems by Kannan, Chatterje and
Zamfirescu
The first result is by Kannan [30] in 1968.
Theorem 9.1. If (X,d) is a complete metric space, 0 < q < 1/2 and f: X — X be a map such that

d(f(x), f () < qld(z, f(x)) +d(y, f(y))] for all z,y € X, (9-1)

then f has a unique fized point, that is, there exists one and only one u € X such that f(u) = u.
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Proof. (Joseph and Kwack [29]) Let
c=inf{d(z, f(z)) : z € X}.

Then we have ¢ > 0. If ¢ > 0, then ¢(1—¢q)/q > ¢ implies the existence of x € X such d(z, f(z)) < c(1—q)/q.
Now we have

Af(@), (@) < 1 dl @) < e

which is a contradiction, and so ¢ = 0. Hence there exists a sequence (z,,) in X such that lim,, d(zp, f(z,)) =
0. It follows from

d(xm, f(zm)) +d(f(zm), f(zn)) + d(zn, f(20))
(1 + @)[d(@m, f(zm)) + d(@n, f(2n))];

that (z,) is a Cauchy sequence. So there exists p € X such that lim, o2, = p. It follows that
limy, o0 f(xn) =Dp-
We prove f(p) = p. It follows from
d(p, f(p)) < d(p, f(zn)) +d(f(zn), f(P))
< d(p, f(zn)) + qld(xn, f(xn)) + d(p, f(p))],

AT, xn) <
<

as n — oo that

d(p, f(p)) < qd(p, f(p)),

and so p = f(p). Now (9.1]) implies that the map f has a unique fixed point. O

Banach’s condition (2.1) and Kannan’s (9.1) condition are independent. The condition in (2.1)) implies
the continuity of the map f, but this is not the case for the condition in (9.1]). This follows from the following
example.

Example 9.2. Let X = [0, 1] and f(z) be defined by

for x € [0,1/2)

- R

fz) =
for x € [1/2,1].

ol 8]

The map f is discontinuous at the point x = 1/2 and so the condition in (2.1)) is not satisfied, but the
condition in (9.1)) is satisfied for ¢ = 4/9.

Example 9.3. Let X = [0,1] and f(x) = x/3 for z € [0, 1]. Clearly, the condition in (2.1)) is satisfied, but
the condition in (9.1)) is not satisfied (we may take x = 1/3 and y = 0).

The next theorem was proved by Chatterje [12] in 1972.

Theorem 9.4. If (X,d) is a complete metric, 0 < ¢ < 1/2 and f : X — X is a map which satisfies the
condition

d(f(x), f(y)) < gld(z, f(y)) + d(y, f(x))] for all z,y € X,

then the function f has a unique fized point.
Proof (Fisher [23]). Let x € X. Then we have
d(f" (@), " (@) < qld(f" @), 7 (@) + d(fM (@), f7 (2)]

= qd(f"" (), [ (@)
< qld(f"H(x), f7(2)) +d(f" (2), [ (@),
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hence

d(f"(x), f(2)) < LAt Ha), f* ()

1
< ) (@), (@)

< (%, ) ).
So we obtain

d(f"(x), [ (x)) < d(f* (@), [ (@) + A e [ ()

< [(32) + (13(])“] Az, (@)

< (q)” d(x, £(z))

1—g¢q

Since ¢(1—q)~! < 1, it follows that (f™(x)) is a Cauchy sequence in X. Since X is a complete metric space,
there exists z € X such that z = lim,, f"(x).
Now we have

d(z, f(2)) < d(z,

(2,

Letting n — oo, we obtain

(@) +d(f"(x), £(2))
"(2)) + qld(f" " (2), £(2)) + d(f" (), 2)]-

<d
<d

f
f

and since ¢ < 1/2, we have

Hence z is a fixed point of the function f.
We assume that the function f has one more fixed point 2z’ € X. Then we have

d(z,7') = d(f(2), (<))
< qld(z, f(2) +d(', f(2))]
= 2qd(z,7).
Since ¢ < 1/2, it follows that z = 2/, that is, the fixed point of the function f is unique. O

In 1972, Zamfirescu [54] connected Banach’s, Kannan’s and Chatterje’s theorems.

Theorem 9.5 (Zamfirescu [54]). Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and f: X — X be a map for which
there exist real numbers 0 < a < 1,0 < <1 and v < 1/2 such that, for each x,y € X, at least one of the
following conditions is satisfied:

(z1)  d(f(2), f(y)) < ad(z,y);
(22)  d(f(x), f(y)) < Bld(x, f(2)) +d(y, [(y))];
(z3)  d(f(2), f(y)) <Ald(x, f(y)) + d(y, f(2))]-

Then the function f has a unique fized point.

Proof. Let z,y € X. Then at least one of the conditions (z1), (22) or (z3) is satisfied. If (z2) is satisfied,
then we have

d(f(z), f(y)) < Bld(z, f(x)) + d(y, f(y))]
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< Bld(z, () + [d(y, ) + d(x, f () + d(f (), f(y))]}-

This implies
(1= B)d(f(x), f(y)) < 2Bd(z, f(z)) + Bd(z,y),
that is,

Similarly, if (z3) is satisfied, we get the following estimate

d(f(x), f(y)) < ~ld(z, f(y)) + d(y, f(2))] <
<Ald(z, f(2) +d(f(2), f(y)) + dy, ©) + d(z, f(x))] <
<A2d(x, () + d(f(2), f(y) + d(z,y)].

Hence we have

We put
A = max 04i T .
71_671_7

Then we have 0 < A < 1, and if (z2) or (z3) is satisfied for each x,y € X, then

d(f(x), f(y)) <21 -d(z, f(x)) + A - d(z,y). (9-2)
In a similar way, it can be shown that if (22) or (z3) is satisfied, then
d(f(x), f(y)) <21 -d(z, f(y)) + A~ d(z,y). (9-3)

Obviously, (9.2) and (9.3)) follow from (z1).

It follows from ({9.2) that the function f has at least one fixed point. Now we prove the existence of a fixed
point of f. Let g € X and
xn = f(x0) forn=1,2,...

be the Picard iteration of f.
If 2 = 2, and y = x,,_1 are two successive approximations, then it follows from (9.3|) that

d(Tpt1,Tn) < A d(Tp, Tp—1).
So (x,)5%, is a Cauchy sequence, and consequently convergent. Let u € X be its limit. Then we have

nlgrolo d(xpt1,2n) = 0.

By the triangle inequality and (9.2)), it follows that

d(u, f(u)) < d(u,zn41) +d(f(2n), f(u))
< d(u, Tpt1) + A - d(u, zp) + 2Md(zy, f(20)),

and letting n — oo, we obtain d(u, f(u)) = 0, hence f(u) = u. O

Remark 9.6. If a function f satisfies the condition in Theorem we write f € (Z), in particular, if f
satisfies one of the conditions in (z;) for i = 1,2,3 in this theorem, then we write f € (z;) for i = 1,2,3.

We consider the conditions (Z'): there exist nonnegative functions a, b and ¢ satisfying the following
condition

sup (a(z,y) + 2b(z,y) + 2¢(x,y)) < X < 1,
z,yeX



Eberhard Malkowsky and Vladimir Rakocevic, Adv. Theory Nonlinear Anal. Appl. 1(2017), 64-112 86

such that, for each =,y € X,

d(f(z), f(y)) < a(z,y)d(z, y) + bz, y)(d(z, f(2)) + d(y, f(y)))
+ ez, y)(d(z, f(y)) + d(y, f(x)));

and (Z"): There exists a constant h with 0 < h < 1 such that, for all z,y € X,

d(f(2), f)) < hmax{d(m,y), i, 1) + dly 4,

d(z, f(y)) + d(y, f()) }

2

It can be proved ([49]) that the conditions in (Z), (Z’) and (Z”) equivalent.

We show that (Z) implies (Z7).
If the function f and x,y € X satisfy (z1), then we define a(x,y) = o and b = ¢ = 0. If for z,y € X, for
which the function f satisfies (z2), we define b(z,y) = 8 and a = ¢ = 0, and similarly, in the case of (z3),
we define ¢(z,y) =y and a = b = 0.

We show that (Z’) implies (Z").
We put

d(z, f(x)) + d(y, f(y))

M) = max{d(z.),

Let f € (Z'). Then we have

d(f(z), f(y)) < la(z,y) + 2b(x, y) + 2c(z,y)|M (z,y) < AM (z,y),
and f € (Z").
We show that (Z”) implies (Z).
For each z,y € X, for which M(z,y) = d(z,y), the function f satisfies (z1) with a = h. If M(z,y) =
[d(z, f(x)) + d(y, f(y))]/2, then the function f satisfies (z2) with = h/2, and the function f satisfies (z3)

with = h/2, if M(z,y) = [d(z, f(y)) + d(y, f(2))]/2. D

10. Cirié¢’s generalized contraction

In [13], Cirié generalized the well-known contractive condition and introduced a concept of a generalized
contraction defined as follows.

Definition 10.1 (Ciri¢ [I3]). Let (X,d) be a metric space. A mapping f : X — X is a A-generalized
contraction if, for all z,y € X, there exist some nonnegative numbers ¢(z,y), r(z,y), s(z,y) and t(z,y) such
that

sup {q(z,y) +r(z,y) + s(x,y) + 2t(z,y)} = A < 1,
T, yeX

and for all x,y € X,

d(f(x), f(y)) < q(@,y)d(z,y) +r(z, y)d(z, f(z)) + s(z,y)d(y, f(y))
+ t(z, y)(d(z, f(y) + d(y, f(2))) (10.1)

Obviously, this condition is equivalent to the fact that there exists a constant h € (0, 1) such that, for
all z,y € X,

A (@), f)) < hmax{d<x,y>, d(a, (=), d(y. £(4),
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d(z, f(y)) + d(y, f(z))
: } (10.2)

The next example shows that (10.1) indeed generalizes ([2.1).

Example 10.2. Let X =[0,2] C R and

z for0<z<1
9
w=1%
0 orl<x<2
The map f does not satisfy (2.1]) since, for z = 999/1000 and y = 1001,/1000,
981 180

d(f(x), f(y)) = 90000 = d - 90000 — 5d(z,y).

But (10.1)) holds for ¢(x,y) = 1/10, r(z,y) = s(z,y) = 1/4 and t(x,y) = 1/6 for all z,y € X.

Example 10.3. Let X = [0,10] C R and f(x) = 3/4 for each x € X. For z = 0 and y = 8, the function
f satisfies (9.1) with ¢ < 3. But the condition in (10.1)) is satisfied on all of X with ¢(z,y) = 3/4 and

r(@,y) = s(z,y) = t(z,y) = 1/20.

Definition 10.4. Let (X, d) be a metric space, f : X — X be a map, and € X. An f-orbit of the element
x is the set O(z; f) defined by

O(z; f) = {f"(z) : n € No}.

If f is given, then the usual notation is O(x). Furthermore, for all n € N, we define the set

O(z,n) = {z, f(2), f*(x),.... f"(x)}.

The space X is said to be an f-orbitally complete metric space if any Cauchy sequence in O(z; f) for z € X
converges in X.

Obviously, every complete metric space is f—orbitally complete, but the converse implication does not
hold, in general. It is clear from the proof of Banach’s theorem that it is enough to assume that (X, d)
is f-orbitally complete instead of complete. The same remark applies for A—generalized contractions, as is
stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 10.5 (Ciric’ [M3)). If f: X — X is a A—generalized contraction on an f-orbitally complete metric
space X, then, for any x € X, the iterative sequence (f"(x)) converges to the unique fized point u of f, and

n

1-A

d(f"(x),u) < d(x, f(x)).

Proof. For an arbitrary x € X, we define the sequence (x,) by xo = z and =, = f(z,—1) for n € N.
Then we obtain from
d(@p, Tpt1) = d(f(zn-1), f(2n)) < @(@n-1, 2n)d(Tn-1, 2y)
+7(Tn—1,Tn)d(Tn-1, f(Tn-1)) + s(Tn—1, Tp)d(Tn, f(zn))
+ t(zn-1, Tp)(d(@n-1, f(zn)) + d(@n, f(2n-1)))
= q(@n—1, Tn)d(Tn—1,Tn) + r(Tn-1, Tn)d(Tn-1,Tn)
)

+ S(xn 1, Tn d($n, xn+1) + t(xn 1, xn)d(xnfla xn+1)>

and moreover

d(.’En, $n+1) < (q(xn—la xn) + T(wn—ly l'n))d(l'n_l, xn)
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+ S(xn—la xn)d(x'm xn+1)
+ t(l'n—la I’n)(d(l‘n_l, xn) + d(l’n, xn—l—l))a

SO
Q(xn—la xn) + T<$n—17 xn) + t(xn—la xn)
dnan < dnfan- 10.3
(:E . Jrl) 1-— S(l’n_l,.Tn) - t(.’Bn_l,ZL’n) (1: o ) ( )
Because of
q(z,y) +r(z,y) + t(z,y) + As(z,y) + At(z,y) < A,
we get

q(z,y) +r(z,y) +t(z,y)
1- S(l’,y) - t(l’,y)
and, combined with ([10.3]), it follows that

< Xforall z,y € X

d(Tpy Trny1) < Ad(Tp—1,Tn)- (10.4)
We remark that (10.4]) allows us to consider f as a contraction under special assumptions, and
d(xnaanrl) < )\d(l'nfbxn) <-.- < )\nd(x’ f(ZL‘))

Obviously, we have for all m > n

m—1
d(@n,@m) < Y d(wg, Tp1) Z Ned(z, f(a
k=n

hence "

d(xy, Tnyp) <

T e, f(@)). (10.5)

implies that (z,) is a Cauchy sequence in O(x). Let z € X denote its limit. It remains to show f(z) = z by
estimating d(f(z), f(zn)).

d(f(2), f(xn)) < q(z, @n)d(2, Tn) + 7(2, Tn)(d(2, Tnt1) + d(@ny1, f(2)))
+ 8(2, 20 )d(Tn, Tny1) + 1z, 20) (d(z, Tng1) + d(f(2), 2n))
< MN(z,zp) + (r(z,20) + (2, 20))d(2, Tpi1)
+7(z,20)d(f (20), f(2)) + $(2, 2n)d(@n, Tni1)
+ (2, 20)(d(f(2), f(2n)) + d(f(2n), 2n))
< d(z,zp) + Nd(z,Tpt1)
+ (r(z,an) + (2, 20))d(f (2), [ (x0)) + Ad(@n, Tpi1)
< Md(2,2n) + d(2, Tnt1) + d(@n, Tnt1)) + Ad(f(2), fzn))-

Thus we have

A
d(f(2), f(wn)) < 77—

that is, z is a fixed point of the function f. The uniqueness easily follows from ((10.1)) and the estimation
inequality is implied by ((10.5)). O

The contractive condition (10.1)) for generalized contractions implies many others, thus Theorem
has numerous consequences among which we will state two analogous to Corollaries 2.8 and [2.10] of Banach s
theorem.

[d(2, zn) + d(2, Tnt1) + d(Tn, Tnt1)] -
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Theorem 10.6. If f : X — X is a map of an f-orbitally complete metric space (X,d) such that, for some
k € N, f* is a \-generalized contraction for all x € X, then the iterative sequence (f™(x)) converges to a
unique fixed point z of f, and

A(f(), 2) < ()l £(2)), where X = A1/
and p(x, f(z)) = max{\"d(f"(z), f* (@) :r=0,1,..., k—1}.

Proof. The existence of a unique fixed point directly follows from Theorem It remains to estimate
d(f"(x), z) for each n € N. Since n = mk + r for m = [n/k] and 0 < r < k, we have

= (
< ()\l/k)mk-‘rr—kd(fr(w
)

I
—
>
—
~
e
N~—
3
>
L
9
—~~
s
3
—
8
=
3
=
8
:_/

hence
d(f™(x), z) < AYE)  max{ AL d(f" (@), (@) r=0,1,.. . k—1}. O

As in the case of Banach’s theorem, we may consider some local properties of Theorem

Theorem 10.7. Let f : B — X be a map of an f-orbitally complete metric space (X,d), where B =
B, (x0) ={x € X : d(xg,x) < r} for some xog € X and r > 0. If f is a A—generalized contraction on B and

d(wo, f(zo)) < (1= A) -, (10.6)
then the sequence (f™(xg)) converges to a unique fixed point z of f in B and

d(f"(x0),2) < X" -1 for A= SuepB[q(w, y) +7r(x,y) + 2t(z,y)].
x,y

Proof It is clear that x,, € B for all n € N, due to (10.6)) and mathematical induction. Analogously as in
the proof of Theorem it follows that (f™(xo)) is a Cauchy sequence in B and its limit is a fixed point
of f. Inequality ([10.1)) guarantees uniqueness. O

11. The Reich and Hardy—Rogers theorems

In 1971, Reich [44] proved the following theorem which generalizes Banach’s and Kannan’s theorems.
(We note that for a = b = 0, we obtain Banach’s theorem, Theorem and for a = b and ¢ = 0, we obtain
Kannan’s theorem, Theorem [9.1)).

Theorem 11.1 (Reich [44]). Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and f : X — X be a map for which
there exists nonnegative numbers a, b and ¢ with a + b+ ¢ < 1 such that for all x,y € X,

d(f(z), f(y)) < ad(z, f(z)) + bd(y, f(y)) + cd(z, y). (11.1)

Then the map f has a unique fixed point.
Proof. Let x € X. We consider the sequence (f*(z)). If we put = f*(x) and y = f* () in (11.1)),

then we have for alln > 1
d(f(f™(2)), fF(f" () <
ad(f™(x), F(f" () + bd(f"~ (), F(f*7H(2))) + ed(f"(x), [ (2)).
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Hence, we obtain
d(f* (@), f*(2))) < pd(f*(x), [ (@),
where 0 <p=(b+¢)/(1 —a) < 1. It follows that

d(f" (@), f*(2))) < p"d(x, f(2)),

and for every m > n,
T

m n p
d(f™(x)), ["(2))) < 5 —

Thus (f™(z)) is a Cauchy sequence, and there exists z € X with z = lim,, o f™(z).

We are going to show f(z) = z. It suffices to show lim, o f*™!(2) = f(z). When we choose z = f"(x)
and y = z in (11.1)), then we have for all n > 1

d(f""(2)), f(2)) < ad(f"(2), [T (2)) + bd(z, £(2)) + cd(f" (2), 2)
< ad(f"(x), [ (2)) + 0d(f" (@), f(2)) + bd(f"H (2), 2) + cd(f"(2), 2)
< ap"d(w, f(2)) + bd(f" (@), f(2)) + bd(f (), 2) + cd(f" (@), 2).

Thus we obtain for n — oo

~d(z, f(x)).

"d(@, f(@)) + bd(f*H(2), 2) + cd(f"(2), 2)

alm @), ) < T o o

We are going to show that the mapf has a unique fixed point.
If we assume that x,y € X with x # y are fixed points of the map f, then we have

d(z,y) = d(f(x), f(y)) < ad(z, f(z)) + bd(y, f(y)) + cd(z,y) = cd(z,y),
which implies = = y. U

Example 11.2. Let X = [0, 1] have the natural metric and the map f : X — X be defined by f(z) = x/3 for
0 <z <1and f(1) = 1/6. Then the map f does not satisfy Banach’s condition, since it is not continuous;
neither does it satisfy Kannan’s condition, since

1
d(f(0), f(1/3)) = 5 (0, £(0)) +d(1/3, F(1/3))].
But the map f satisfies the condition in, for instance, for a =1/6, b=1/9 and ¢ =1/3.

Corollary 11.3 (Reich [44]). Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and f, : X — X forn =1,2,... be
a sequence of maps satisfying the condition in with the same constants a, b and ¢ and with the fized
points u, € X. We define the map f: X — X by f(x) = limy, o0 fn(z) for x € X. Then the map f has a
unique fized point u € X and u = lim up—y0o = u.

Proof. Since the metric d is a continuous function, it follows that the function f satisfies the condition
in (11.1]), and therefore has a unique fixed point v € X. We note that

d(un, u) = d(fnuun), f(u)) < d(fn(un), fu(w)) + d(fuw), f(u))
< ad(un, fr(un)) + bd(u, fn(u)) + cd(un, u) + d(fn(w), f(u)).
Hence we have
(b + 1)d(fn(u), f(u))
1—c
Hardy and Rogers [25] improved some of Reich’s results [44] including the following theorem.

d(up,u) < — 0 (n — o00). O
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Theorem 11.4 (Hardy and Rogers [25]).
Let (X,d) be metric space and f: X — X be a map such that for all z,y € X,

A(f (@), £(y) < ad(w, (2)) + bd(y, F (1))
+ cd(w, £(y)) + ed(y, (2)) + hd(z, y), (11.2)

where a,b,c,e,h >0 anda=a+b+c+ e+ h.
(i) If (X,d) is a complete metric space and o < 1, then the map f has a unique fixed point.
(i) If (X,d) is compact, f is continuous and the condition in is replaced by

d(f(x), f(y)) < ad(z, f(x)) + bd(y, f(y))
+ cd(z, f(y)) + ed(y, f(x)) + hd(z, y), (11.3)

for allx £y, and o = 1, then f has a unique fixed point.

The following lemma is essential in the proof of this theorem, but for the reader’s convenience, we state
it separately.

Lemma 11.5. We assume that 1s satisfied and o < 1. Then there exists B < 1 such that

d(f(x), f*(x)) < Bd(z, f(x)). (11.4)
If a =1 and is satisfied, then
z # f(x) implies d(f(x), f*(x)) < Bd(z, f(x)). (11.5)
Proof. In the first case, for a < 1, we put y = f(z), and observe
A (@), @) < T e, f@) + o - de, ) (116

which, along with d(f(z), f2(x)) > d(f*(x),x) — d(f(x), =) and (11.6)), leads to

AP @), ) — d(f(@),2) < S0 d(e, f @)+ S - de, ), (1.7
that is,
AP @), < D e pa), (11.8)
By , inserting in , we obtain
A(F @), @) < R pa)). (11.9)

“1-b—c
and replacing a and ¢ by b and e (which is permitted because of the symmetry of the metric d), we get

< b+e+h

d(f (@), (@) < T dlx, [(z). (11.10)
If we put
a+c+h b+e+h
= mi 11.11
& mm{l—b—c’l—a—e}7 ( )
then is satisfied.

The remainder of the lemma is shown analogously. (I
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Proof of Theorem . To prove Part (i), we first observe that, by (11.4), for all m > n,

d(f™(x), f*(2)) < d(f" (@), f"7 @) + -+ d(f (@), f(2)
<P+ B+ + S Td(, f ()
<55 da f(a))
Hence (f"(z)) is a Cauchy sequence and z € X is its limit. It remains to show f(z) = z. This follows
directly from lim,, o f""1(z) = f(2).
he following inequality holds by

d(z, f(2)) < d(f" (@), f(2)) +d(f" (@), ) (11.12)
< ad(f™(x), " (2)) + bd(z, f(2)) (11.13)
+ed(f"(x), f(2) + (e + V(" (2), 2) + hd(f"(x), 2). (11.14)

Letting n — oo in , we obtain
d(z, f(2)) < (b+e)d(z, f(2)),

and b+ ¢ < 1 implies z = f(z). The uniqueness clearly follows from ([11.2)).
We note that, under the assumptions in (i), there is some y € X such that

inf{d(z, f(x)) : « € X} = d(y. f()).

Because of (|11.5)), it follows that y = f(y). The uniqueness is shown as previously discussed. O

12. Cirié¢’s quasi-contraction

In 1971, Ciri¢ [14] used a concept of generalized contraction to replace the linear combination of distances
in (10.1)) by their maximum, and defined a new class of contractive mappings called quasi—contractions.

Definition 12.1 (Ciri¢ [14]). A map f : X — X of a metric space (X,d) is a quasi-contraction if there
exists some A with 0 < A < 1 such that

d(f(z), f(y)) < A-max{d(z,y),d(z, f(z)),d(y, f(y)), d(z, f(y)),d(y, f(2))} (12.1)

for all z,y € X.

Obviously if a mapping f satisfies condition {i then 1' also holds. An example presented by Cirié
shows that the converse implication is not true, in general.

Example 12.2 (Ciri¢ [14]). Let

Mlz{T:mzo,s’“,n=3k+1,keN0}

n

Mgz{%:m:3k,n:3k+2,kzeNo}

and M = M; U Mj be the metric space with the usual metric d(x,y) = |z — y| for all z,y € M. The map
f X — X defined by

3z
foy g5
% ($ S MQ)

is a quasi-contraction for A = 3/5, but not a contraction (x =1,y = 1/2).
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Example 12.3. Let X = [0,3] U [4, 5] have the natural metric and the map f: X — X be defined by

o ifzefo.3]
f(x)_{3 it z € [4,5].

Then, for each z € [4,5], we have d(z, f(x)) < 2 and d(f(x), f>(x)) = 3. So we have d(f(x), f*(x)) >
d(z, f(z)). We show that the function f satisfies the condition in (12.1)).
Let € [0,3] and y € [4,5]. Then we have d(f(x), f(y)) = 3 and d(y, f(xz)) > 4. Hence it follows that

d(f(z), f(y)) = (3/4)4 < (3/4)maX{d(9C f()),d(y, f(x))}-
Thus the function f satisfies for A\ =3/4 and all z,y € X.

Example 12.4. Let f(z) =0 for all 0 < 2 < 1 and f(1) = 1/2. Then the function f satisfies (12.1)) but
not ((10.1]) [49]. We note that

(1 (3) ) - § = LRI +0L1E)

i(51) =57 (3)) = aran -
d(f(@), f(y) = 0 for all # % y and &,y # 1,

A(F(x), (1)) = § < 5 d(1, f(x) = 5 for £ 1

L\DM—A

l\.’)\»—t
»Jk\oo

Theorem 12.5 (Ciric’ [I4]). If f : X — X is a quasi—contraction on an f-orbitally complete metric space
(X,d), then f has a unique fized point z in X, and the iterative sequence (f™(x)) converges to z for any
x € X. Moreover,we have

)\n

A" (@), 2) < T

d(z, f(z)).

Proof. We put a(z,n)=diam(O(z,n)), and a(x)=diam(O(z)) where diam denotes a diameter of a set.
Then we have

alf(x),n —1) = diam({f(z), f(x),..., f*(x)}) < Aa(z,n). (12.2)
Obviously, if a(f(x),n — 1) = d(fI(z), f¥(x)) for 1 < j < k < n, then yields
a(f(z),n —1) = d(f(f~" (@), F(* 1(55)))
< Amax{d(f/!(x), f*(2))
)

Ld(f77 (), £ (), d(F (@), fH(2),
d(f7 (), f5(2)), d(f*

);
Hz), f1(x))}

< Miam({f'*(z), f (2),..., f*(z)})
< Mdiam({z, f(z),. f”(w)})
= Aa(z,n),

and ((12.2)) holds.

Furthermore, we obtain from (12.2]),
a(z,n) = d(z, f¥(x)) for some k < n. (12.3)
It follows from ((12.2)), (12.3]) and the triangle inequality that

a(z,n) = d(x, f*(z)) < d(z, () + d(f (), f*(z))
< d(x, f(2) + a(f(x),n - 1)
< d(z, f(2)) + Az, n),
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and

a(z,n) < ﬁ d(w, f(2)). (12.4)
Since lim;,, o a(x,n) = a(x), implies
ofr) < o -d(z, (@), (12.5)

so the f—orbit of x has a finite diameter.
We write (3, (x) for the diameter of a(f"(x)).
The sequence (5, (z)) is non—increasing and bounded, so there exists lim,, o B, (2) = (z) and S(z) < B (z)
for all n € N.
Letting n — oo in , we obtain
a(f(z)) < Ma(a), (12.6)

hence
Bri1(z) = a(f(f"(2))) < Aa(f"(x)) = ABnp(x) (n € N)
and
Bx) < AB(x),

so B(z) =0 and (f"(z)) is a Cauchy sequence in X.
Let z = limy, o f™(x). Because of (12.1]), we have

d(f (u), f(f"(2))) <
Amax {d(u, f*(x)), d(u, f(u)), d(f*(x), [P (@), d(u, 7 (@), d(f" (@), f(w))}
hence
d(f(u),u) < Ad(u, f(u)),
that is, f(u) = u. The uniqueness also follows from ((12.1)).
We obtain from (12.6)), a(f"(z)) < A"a(z) and combined with
A?

alf"(@) < 1

d(z, f(z)).

If n,m € N and m > n, then

)\'I’L

d(f" (@), (@) < a(f"(@)) < T

d(z, f(x)),

and when m — oo, then
)\n
1-A

d(f"(x),2) < d(z, f(x))- .

13. Caristi’s Theorem

There are many extensions of Banach’s contraction principle, one of the most studied ones is that by
Caristi [IT], 1976. Caristi’s theorem [I1] may be motivated by the following consideration. If (X,d) is a
metric space and T : X — X is a contraction with a Lipschitz constant k € [0, 1), then we have

Ao, T(a)) = 12 - dla, T(@)) — o - d(z, T(a)
< e d(, T(@) — - d(T (), T(T(2))
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for all x € X, where ¢(z) = (1 — k)~ td(z, T (x)).

It is well known that Caristi’s theorem (or the Caristi-Kirk, or the Caristi- Kirk-Browder theorem) is
equivalent to Ekeland’s variation principle [19] which is very important because of its numerous applications.
The ordinal proof of the Caristi—Kirk theorem is rather complicated and, in the literature, there are several
different proofs of that theorem.

We mention that the map ¢ : X — E (E C R) is lower semicontinuous at = € X if, for every sequence (x,),
it follows from lim,, o 2, = = that ¢(z) < liminf, _, ¢(z,,). The map ¢ : X — E is lower semicontinuous
on X if it is lower semicontinuous at every x € X.

Theorem 13.1 (Caristi [11]). Let (X,d) be a complete metric space, T : X — X and ¢ : X — [0,00) be
lower semicontinuous such that

d(z,T(x)) < ¢(x) — ¢(T(x)) for all z € X. (13.1)
Then T has a fixed point.

Proof (Ciri¢ [15]). For each z € X, we put
P(z) ={y € X :d(x,y) < ¢(z) — ¢(y) },
a(z) =inf{é(y) : y € P(x)}.

Since x € P(x), P(z) is a nonempty set and 0 < a(z) < ¢(z).

Let z € X. We define the sequence (x,) in X such that x; = x, and if 1, x9, ..., x, are already defined then
we define z,41 € P(zy,) such that ¢(x,41) < a(z,) + 1/n. Hence the sequence (z,,) satisfies the following
conditions:

d(Tn, Tni1) < O(Tn) — O(Tni1);
a(xy) < d(rnt1) < alz,) + 1/n. (13.2)

Since (¢(xy,)) is a decreasing sequence of real numbers, there exists a > 0 such that

a= lim ¢(z,) = nh_)r{)lo alxy). (13.3)

n—oo

Let k € N. It follows from ((13.2]) that there exists Ny such that ¢(x,) < a + 1/k for every n > Nj. Hence
the monotonicity of the sequence (¢(xy,)) for m > n > Ny, implies o < ¢(xy,) < ¢(x,, < o+ 1/k, that is,

d(xy) — ¢(x) < 1/k for each m > n > Ny,. (13.4)

We have from the triangle inequality and the inequality in (|13.2])

m—1

d(@n, Tm) < Z d(@s, s41) < d(@n) — (Tm). (13.5)

S=n
Now ((13.4]) implies
d(Zp, Tm) < 1/k for each m > n > Nj.

Since (z,) is a Cauchy sequence and X is a complete metric space the sequence converges to some u € X.
Since ¢ is lower semicontinuous, we obtain from ((13.5)) that

¢(u) < liminf ¢(x,,) < l%ggiglof[¢(xn) —d(zp, xm)|=d(xn) — d(zp,u),

m—r0o0

and so

d(xn, u) < ¢(2n) — P(u).



Eberhard Malkowsky and Vladimir Rakocevic, Adv. Theory Nonlinear Anal. Appl. 1(2017), 64-112 96

Hence we have u € P(zy,) for all n € N and a(x,) < ¢(u). Now (13.3)) implies @ < ¢(u). On the other hand,
since ¢ is lower semicontinuous, ([13.3]) implies ¢(u) < liminf,, o ¢(z,) = . Hence we have ¢(u) = a.
Since u € P(xy,) for each n € N, (13.1) implies Tu € P(u), that is,

d(xn, Tu) < d(xn,u) + d(u, Tu)
< ¢(2n) — o(u) + ¢(u) — ¢(Tu)
= ¢(zn) — ¢(Tw).
Hence we have Tu € P(x,) for each n € N. It follows that
d(Tu) > afzy) for each n € N.

Now (13.3| implies
d(Tu) > a.

Since implies ¢(Tu) < ¢(u) and ¢(u) = o, we have
P(u) = a < ¢(Tu) < P(u),
and so ¢(Tu) = ¢(u). Now implies
d(u, Tu) < ¢(u) — (T'u) =0,
that is, Tu = u. O

Theorem 13.2 (Ekeland [19], 1972). Let ¢ : X — R be an upper semicontinuous function on the complete
metric space (X,d). If ¢ is bounded above then there exists u € X such that

o(u) < ¢(x) + d(u,z) for x € X with z # u. (13.6)

Proof (Cirié [15]). We are going to show that u from the proof of Theorem is the desired point.
Using the same notations for  # u we have to prove z ¢ P(u). We suppose that this is not the case, that
is, for some v # u, we have v € P(u). Then 0 < d(u,v) < ¢(u) — ¢(v) implies ¢(v) < p(u) = a.

Since

d(xp,v)

it follows that v € P(x,,). Hence we have
a(zy) < ¢(v) for all n € N.

We obtain for n — oo

a < ¢(v),
which is a contradiction to ¢(v) < a = ¢(u). Hence we have x ¢ P(u) for € X with = # u, and so
x # u implies d(u, x) > ¢(u) — ¢(x). O

Proof (Brézis and Browder [8]). By Theorem there exists u € X which satisfies the condition in
(13.6). It follows that Tw = u, for T # u would imply ¢(Tw) — ¢(u) > —d(u, Tw), which contradicts (13.1)).
We note that Theorem [I3.2] can be proved by Theorem Indeed, if we assume that the conclusion of
Theorem is not true, then, for each x € X, there exists y € X with y # 2 such that ¢(y) — ¢(x) <
—d(z,y). Hence we may define a map 7' : X — X which satisfies , but does not have a fixed point. [

We are going to present a proof of Caristi’s theorem given by Kirk and Saliga [31]. First we prove a
result by Brézis and Browder [§], the well-known Brézis —Browder [8] principle of ordering.

Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set. We denote S(z) = {y € X : 2 <y} for v € X. A sequence (z)
in X is said to be increasing if x,, < z,41 for each n € N.
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Theorem 13.3 (Brézis and Browder [8]). Let the function ¢ : X — R satisfy the following conditions:
(1) x <y implies ¢(z) < ¢(y);

(2) for every increasing sequence (x,) in X with ¢(x,) < C < oo for each n € N, there exists y € X such
that x, <y for each n € N;

(38) for each x € X there exists u € X such that x < u and ¢(x) < ¢(u).
Then ¢(S(z)) is a bounded set for each x € X.

Proof. For a € X, let

p(a) = sup ¢(b).
beS(a)

We are going to show p(x) = 400 for each x € X. We assume that p(z) < oo for some z € X. We define
a sequence (x,) by induction such that x; = z, zp,41 € S(zy) and p(zy,) < @(xny1) + (1/n) for each n € N.
Since ¢(zp4+1) < p(z) < 00, the condition in (2) implies that there exists y € X such that z,, <y for each n.
It follows from the condition in (3) that there exists u € X such that y < u and ¢(y) < ¢(u). Since x, < u,
we have ¢(u) < p(x,) for all n. Furthermore, we have z,+1 <y, so ¢(xn+1) < ¢(y), and so

H(u) < pln) < Hwns1) + (1/n) < 6(y) + (1/n) for all n € N,
hence ¢(u) < ¢(y), which is a contradiction. O

Theorem 13.4. Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set, x € X and S(z) ={y € X : x < y}. We assume that
the map ¢ : X — R satisfies the following conditions:

(a) = =<y with x # vy implies Y(x) < Y(y);

(b) for each increasing sequence () in X, for which (z,) < C < co for each n € N, there exists y € X
such that x, <y for each n € N;

(c) for each x € X, the set (S(x)) is bounded above.
Then, for each x € X there exists x’ € S(x) such that 2’ is mazimal in X, that is, {z'} = S(z').

Proof. We apply Theorem to the set X = S(x); since the conditions in (1) and (2) of Theorem
are satisfied, and the conclusion of the theorem does not hold, it follows that the condition in (3) is not
satisfied for some 2’ € S(z). Hence we have S(z') = {a'}. O

We remark that the map ¢ : X — R is lower semicontinuous from above if x, € X forn = 1,2,...,
lim,, 00 2, = @ and (¢(xy,)) | 7 imply p(z) < r.

Theorem 13.5 (Kirk and Saliga [31]).

We assume that (X,d) is a complete metric space and T : X — X is an arbitrary map such that we have
for each x € X

d(z,T(x)) < (z) — o(T'(x)), (13.7)

where the map ¢ : X — R is bounded above and lower semicontinuous. Then the map T has a fixed point
mn X.

Proof. We introduce Brondsted’s partial order < on X as follows: For each x,y € X, we have
x <y if and only if d(z,y) < v(z) — ¢(y),

and let ¢y = —p. Then the condition in (a) of Theorem is satisfied, and the condition in (c¢) follows
from the fact that the map ¢ is bounded below. To show the condition in (b), we assume that (z,) is an
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increasing sequence in (X, <) such that ¢ (z,) < C < co for each n. Then (¢(x,)) is a decreasing sequence
in R, and there exists r € R such that lim,_,~ ¢(z,) = 7. Since (¢(z,)) is a decreasing sequence, we have
for each m > n

lim d(zp,x,) < lim [p(x,) — @(m)] = 0.

n,Mm—00 n,m—00

Hence (z,,) is a Cauchy sequence in X. It follows that there exists x € X such that lim,_,~ =, = . From
o(zyn) § 7 and p(x) < r, it follows that

d(zn, x) < limd(zn, 2m) < lim(p(zn) = @(zm)]
= (xn) =7 < @(zn) — ().

Hence x is an upper bound for the sequence (z,,) in (X, <) and so we have proved the condition in (b). Now
it follows by Theorem that (X, <) has a maximal element z’. Since implies 2/ < T'(z'), we have
T(z') =2a. O
Siegel [52] proved in 1977 in an original way, a generalized version of Caristi’s theorem. Here we present
some of his results [52].
Let (X, d) be a complete metric space, ¢ : X — R™T, the set of nonnegative real numbers, and g : X — X

be a not necessarily continuous map such that d(z, g(z)) < ¢(z) — ¢(g(z)) for all x € X.
If a sequence of functions f; for ¢+ <1 < oo is given, then we define the product

o
I fex = lim fifir-- iz,
i) k—ro0

if the limit exists, and call it the countable decomposition of the given sequence of functions.

Definition 13.6. Let ® = {f : f : X — X and d(z, f(z)) < ¢(z) — ¢(f(z))}. We put &, = {f : f €
® and ¢(f) < ¢(g)}-

Lemma 13.7. Let ¢ be an upper semi continuous function, and (x;) be a sequence in X such that d(z;, x;11) <
d(x;) — ¢(xiz1) for each i. Then there exists T € X such that T = lim;_,o0 x; and d(x;,T) < ¢(z;) — ¢(T) for
each 1.

Proof. Since the sequence (¢(z;)); is not increasing and bounded below by zero, and since d(z;,z;) <
od(xi) — ¢(x4) for i < j, (x;) is a Cauchy sequence in X. Let T = lim;. Since ¢ is an upper semicontinuous
function, it follows

d(z;, ) = lim d(z;,z5) < ¢(x;) — lim ¢(x;) < d(x) — P(T). O

j—o0 Jj—o0

Lemma 13.8. The sets ® and ®, are closed by the composition of functions and if ¢ is an upper semicon-
tinuous function then the sets ® and ®, are closed by the countable composition of sequences of functions.

Proof. We prove that the sets ® and ®, are closed by the composition of functions. If fi, fo € ®, then
we have

d(z, f2f1(z))

<
<

d(z, fi(z)) + d(f1(z), faf1())
(d(z)o(f1(x))) + (6(f1(z)) — d(f2f1(x)))
= ¢(z) — ¢(faf1(x)).

Hence we have fof; € ®. If fi € ®,, then ¢(f1(z)) — ¢(f2(f1(x))) = 0 implies ¢(f2f1) < ¢g), and so
f2f1 € (I)g-

The remainder of the proof follows from the fact that, for each x € X, the sequence (z;) = (fifi—1--- f1)(x)
satisfies the conditions of Lemma [I3.7 O
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Definition 13.9. We introduce the following notations:

(1) For A C X the diameter of A is defined as
d(A) = sup (d(zi, xj)).
wiw ;€A
(2) r(A) =infrea(o());
(3) Let ® C ®. For each z € X, we put S, = {fx: f € ?'}.
Lemma 13.10. We have §(Sz) < 2(¢p(x) — r(Sz)).
Proof. We have

d(fi(z), f2(2)) < d(z, fi(2)) + d(z, fa(z))
< ¢(z) = o(f1(2)) + () — ¢(fa(2))
< 2(¢

(¢(x) = 7r(5)).0

The main result of Siegel’s paper [52] is the following theorem.

Theorem 13.11 (Siegel [52], 1977). . Let ®' C ® be sets of functions closed by the composition of functions.
Also let xg € X.

(a) If the set @' is closed for the composition of a countable sequence of functions, then there exists fed
such that T = f(xg) and g(T) =T for all g € P'.

(b) If the elements of ®' are continuous functions, then there exists a sequence of functions f; € ®' and
T = lim; 00 fifi—1- - f1(xo) such that g(T) =T for each g € ¥'.
Proof. Let (g;) be a sequence of positive real numbers converging to zero and £ > 0. Then there exists

f1 € @ such that ¢(fi(x0)) — r(Sz,) < €/2. We put z1 = fi(x¢). Since the set &' is closed under the
composition of functions it follows that S, C S;, and

0(Szy) < 2(d(21) — r(Sxy)) < 2(d(f1(20)) — 7(S20)) < 1.

Continuing in this way, we obtain a sequence of function f; such that z; = fi(zi-1), Se,
(S(le) < &;. B B
We know from the condition in (a) that there exists f = [[2, fi € ®. Let T = f(z¢). Since T =
H?’;H_l fj(xs), it follows that T € Sy, for all i. On the other hand, lim; o 6(S;,) = 0 implies T = N2, S,,.
Now we prove that ¢(Z) = T for each g € ®'. This is a consequence of the fact that g(T) € S,, for each 1,
and because of g(7) = g([[;2; 4 fi(x:))-
We know from the condition in (b) that there exists

Z=lim fifi1--- fi(xo) = lim ;.

1— 00

11— 00

C Sz, and

Since (z;)j>; C S; for each i, it follows that T € S;, where S; is the closure of S;. Since 6(S;) = §(S;) it
follows that T = m;’gOE.

We are going to show g(T) = T for each g € ®’. We note that g(z;) € S, for each i. Since g is a continuous
function, for each € > 0, there exists an 4y such that

{re X :dg@),x) <e}[)Sa # 0 forall i > ip.

Hence if i > 1o, it follows that d(g(Z),7) < e+¢;. Now ¢; — 0 implies d(g(7),Z) < ¢, and since ¢ is arbitrary,
we have ¢(T) = 7. O

Remark 13.12. In the previous theorem, in the condition in (b), we may take ® = {¢"}, the set of continuous
functions and their finite iterations. Then we have as in Banach’s contraction theorem

T = lim ¢"(xo).
n—oo
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14. A Theorem by Bollenbacher and Hicks
The following result is related to Caristi’s theorem [13.1

Theorem 14.1 (Eisenfeld and Lakshmikantham [22]).
Let (X,d) be a metric space and f : X — X be a map. Then there exists a map ¢ : X — [0,00) for which

d(z, f(z)) < ¢(z) — ¢(f(x)) for x € X, (14.1)
if and only if the series

Yo d(f" (@), [ (@) (14.2)
n=0

converges for each x € X.

Proof. We assume that the condition in ((14.1]) is satisfied. We show that the series in ((14.2]) converges.
This follows from the fact that, for each n € N,

S d(f (@), S (@) = dw, f(2) + -+ d @), (@)

k=0
< (¢() = o(fa)) + -+ (6(f"H(x)) — & (f"(2)))
= ¢(z) — o(f"(2)) < ¢(x).

If the series ((14.2) converges for each z € X, the we define a map ¢ : X — [0,00) by

= d(f*(x), fF(x)) for all z € X.
k=0

Clearly this map ¢ satisfies the condition in (14.1J). O

Let # € X and O(z,00) = {z, f(z), f?(x),...} be the orbit of z. The map G : X — [0, 00) is said to be
f—orbitally upper semicontinuous at z if, for each sequence (z,) in O(x, 00), it follows from lim,, o T, = u
that G(u) < liminf,_, G(zy).

We note that if the condition in is satisfied for each y € (z,00), then the series converges
for x, since the sequence of partial sums is nondecreasing and bounded by ¢(z).

In 1988, Bollenbacher and Hicks [5] proved the following very interesting theorem, the corollaries of
which include many generalizations of Banach’s fixed point theorem.

Theorem 14.2 (Bollenbacher and Hicks [5]). Let (X,d) be a metric space, and f: X — X and ¢ : X —
[0,00). We assume that there exists x such that

d(y, f(y)) < o(y) — d((f(y))) for each y € O(z,00), (14.3)
and that each Cauchy sequence in O(z,00) converges to some point in X. Then we have:
(1) limp oo f(z) =T exists;
(2) d(f"(z),7) < ¢(f"(2));
(3) f(@) =7 if and only if G(z) = d(z, f(x)) is f-orbitally upper semicontinuous at ;

(4) d(f"(x),z) < ¢(x) and d(z,z) < ¢(x).
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Proof. Tt follows from Theorem [I4.1] that the series
Z d fk: fk+1 ))

converges.
We prove that (f"(z)) is a Cauchy sequence. This follows since, for each m > n,

d(f™(x), ™ () < ( ), frH (@) + -+ d(f" (@), f (@)
x), [ (),

||MSE”\

and from the fact that the series Y 3> d(f*(z), f**!(x)) converges. Hence there exist T € X such that the
condition in (1) is satisfied. Now from

m—1
0 < d(f"(x), f™(x)) < > d(f* (@), ()
k=n
Z S(f T (@))] = $(f" () — d(F™(x)) < B(f"(2)),

the condition in (2) follows as m — oco.
To prove the condition in (3), we assume that x, = f"(x) = T as (n — oo). If G is f-orbitally upper
semicontinuous at x, then we have

0<d(z, f(z)) = G(T) < liminf G(z,,) = hm 1nf d(f"(z), f"“(m)) =0,

n—o0

and so f(7) =7.

Now we assume f(7) = T and that (z,) is a sequence in O(z, c0) such that lim,,_. z, = Z. Then we have

G(z) = d(z. £(x)) = 0 < limint d(z, f(w,)) = linnf G(o,).

n—oo

and so G is an f-orbitally upper semicontinuous function at x.
The condition in (4) follows from

d(z, f™(2)) < d(z, f(x)) +d(f(z), f2(2)) + -+ d(f* (@), (@)
< [p(x) = o(f(@)] + [o(f(2)) — S(f*(x))] +
+o(f"H(2) = ¢(f" ()]
= ¢(x) — ¢(f"(2)) < d(x),
and since as n — 0o, we get d(z,T) < ¢(x). O

Corollary 14.3. ([26]) Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and 0 < k < 1. We assume that, for
f:X — X, there exists x such that

d(f(y), f*(v)) < kd(y, f(y)) for each y € O(x, o). (14.4)
Then we have
(1) limy, o fM(x) =T exists;

(2) d(f"(z),7) < k(1= k)" d(z, f(2));
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(3) f(@) == if and only if G(z) = d(z, f(x)) is an f-orbitally upper semicontinuous function at x;

(4) d(f*(x),x) < (1= k) ld(z, f(2)) and d(z,2) < (1 - k)~ d(z, f(z)).
Proof. Let ¢(y) = (1 — k)~'d(y, f(y)) for all y € O(x,00). If we take y = f™(x) in (14.4), then we get
d(f" (@), [ (@) < kd(f" (), 1 (),
and so
d(f" (@), [N (@) = kd(f" (@), f*H (@) < d(f"(2), f7 () = d(f" T (@), [T ().
Hence we have

1
(1—F)

d(f"(z), [ (2)) < d(f (@), F17H (@) = d(f T (@), 1 (@),

that is,
d(y, f(y)) < o(y) — o(f(v))-
Now the conditions in (1), (3) and (4) follow immediately from Theorem
We remark that (14.4) implies d(f™(x), f"*!(x)) < k™d(x, fr), and Theorem implies

1 k™

A (@),7) < (" (@) = - d(f (@), @) < T d( (),

hence (2). O
Remark 14.4. We remark that it is not necessary for ¢ to be an upper semicontinuous function, but it is
enough that the condition in is satisfied only on O(x,00) for some z. Furthermore, it can be easier
to check that G is an upper semicontinuous function than to check this for the function ¢. Even if ¢ is an
upper semicontinuous function and is satisfied for each x € X, it is not necessary in Caristi’s theorem
that fZ =7, but only f(xg) = xg for some z( in X.

Example 14.5. Let X = [0,1] and ¢(x) = = for all z € X. We define the map f by

1
f -
0 or x € [0,2]

1 f 1
2—}—1 0rx6<2,1}
For each z € [0,1/2], we have d(z, f(z)) = d(z,0) = = and ¢(z) — ¢(f(z)) = ¢(x) =0 =2 —0 = z. If

x € (1/2,1], then d(z, f(z)) = x/2 —1/4 = ¢(x) — ¢(f(x)). Hence we have d(z, f(x)) = ¢(x) — ¢(f(x)) for
all z € X. We note that 0 is the only fixed point of the function f. If x > 1/2, then lim f™(z) = 1/2 #

f(1/2) =0.
Example 14.6. Let X = {(z,y) : 0 < z,y < 1}, d be the usual metric on X and f(z,y) = (z,0) for all

(z,y) € X. Then f(f(p)) = f(p) for all p € X and 0 = d(f(p), f*(p)) < (1/2)d(p, f(p)). As in Corollary

let ¢(p) = 2d(p, f(p)) and d(p, f(p)) < ¢(p) — ¢(f(p)). This example shows that, even if both maps f
and ¢ are continuous, then f may have more fixed points than one.

Example 14.7. We define the map f: [-1,1] — [-1,1] by

-1 forz<0
z for x > 0.

fz) =

X

fz) =

We note that d(f(z), f2(x)) < (1/4)d(z, f(x)) for all # € [~1,1]. As in Corollary let ¢(z) =
(4/3)d(z, f(z)) for all z € [-1,1]. If x < 0, then we have lim, o f"(z) = —1 = f(—1), and if z > 0,
then we have lim, o f"(z) = 0 = f(0). Hence 0 and —1 are the only fixed points of the map f. In this
example, f and ¢ are discontinuous functions, ¢(z) = (4/3)d(z, f(x)) is an upper semicontinuous function

and d(z, f(z)) < ¢(z) — o(f(2)).
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15. Mann iteration

The continuous function f : [0,1] — [0,1] with f(z) = —z for = € [0,1] has a unique fixed point 0. The
Picard iteration sequence (f"(x¢)) diverges for all initial values z¢ # 0.

The Mann iterations are more general than the Picard iterations, that is, the Picard iterations are special
cases of the Mann iterations which Mann introduced in his paper [37] in 1953.

Let E be a convex compact subset of a Banach space X, and T : E — FE be a continuous map. By
Schauder’s fixed point theorem [51], there exists at least one fixed point of the function T, that is, there
exists p € E such that T'(p) = p.

In 1953, Mann ([37]) studied the problem of constructing a sequence (x,) in E which converges to a
fixed point of T'. Usually an arbitrary initial value x; € E is chosen, and then the sequence of successive

iterations (x,) of x1 defined by
Tpt1 = T'(zy) forn=1,2,... (15.1)

is considered. If this sequences converges, then its limit is a fixed point of the function 7.

Definition 15.1 (Dotson [I8]). Let E be a vector space, C' be a convex subset of E, f: C'— C be a map
and z; € C. We assume that the infinite matrix A = [a,;] satisfies the conditions

(A1) anpj > 0 for all 5 <n and a,; =0 for j > n;
(A2) > i_1anj =1 for each n > 1;
(A3) lim;, o0 anj = 0 for each j > 1.

We define the sequence (x,) by x,4+1 = f(vy), where

n
Up = E Apjlj.
j=1

The sequence (x,,) is called the Mann iterative sequence, or simply, Mann iteration, and usually denoted by
M(z1, A, ).

Hence the matrix A in Definition has the following form

1 0 0 ... 0 0

as1 as O ... 0 0
A=

anl ap2 ... Gpp O 0

Theorem 15.2 ([37]). If one of the sequences (xy,) or (vy) is convergent, then they both converge. In this
case, they converge to the same limit point which is a fized point of the function T.

Proof. Let lim,,_,o, ,, = p. Since A is a regular matrix, it follows that lim, .~ v, = p. The continuity of
the function 7" implies limy,_,oc T'(v,) = T'(p), and from T'(v,) = @41, it follows that T'(p) = p. If we assume
lim;, 00 U, = ¢, then lim, oo 41 = T(q), and the regularity of the matrix A implies lim, o v, = T(q).
Hence we have T'(q) = q. O

If the sequences (z,) and (v,) are not convergent, then, since F is a compact set, each of the two
sequences has at least two distinct accumulation points.
Let X and V be the sets of accumulation points of the sequences (x,) and (v,), respectively.
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Theorem 15.3 ([37]). If the matriz A satisfies the conditions in (A1), (A2) and (As) and

nh—>ngo Z |an+l,k - an,k’ =0, (152)
k=1

then X and V are closed and connected sets.
Proof. The set V is closed and compact, and by (15.2)), lim, o0 (vn+1 — vn) = 0. Hence the set V is

connected. Since the function 7' is continuous and X = T'(V), it follows that X is a closed and connected
set. ]

Theorem 15.4 ([37]). The set V is a subset of co(X), where co(X) denotes the convex hull of the set X.

Proof. By Mazur’s theorem [38], co(X) is a closed set. All but finitely many terms of the sequence (x;,)
are elements of each open set that contains the set co(X). Hence for all sufficiently large n, v, are arbitrarily

close to the the set X. Hence the limit point of each convergent subsequence of the sequence (vy) is an
element of the set co(X). O

Example 15.5. Let A be the Cesaro matrix of order 1, that is,

10 0 0 ... !
11
S 20 0
2 2
11 1
)
A=|3 3 3
11 1 1
-z =00
n n n

The matrix A satisfies all the assumptions for a matrix in this subsection. In this case, the Mann method
M (z1, A, T) is usually referred to as the mean value method, where the initial value is 1 € E and

1 n
ZTpy1 = T'(vy) and vy, = EZxk foralln=1,2,....

k=1
We note
n+1 n
ny wp—(nt+1) 3
v T k=1 k=1 _ T(Un) —Un (15 3)
T o (n+1)n n+1 ’

In many special problems, the iterative method M (x1, A,T) converges even when the method T"x;
diverges.

Example 15.6. Let £ = {z € R? : ||z|| < 1}, where || - || is the Euclidean norm. Furthermore, let A be
the Cesaro matrix of order 1 and the function T': E — E be the rotation about the center by the angle
7/4. Then the Picard iteration 7" (x;) does not converge for any z; € E'\ {0}. Using Mann’s method the

M(x1,A,T), the sequences (z,) and (v,) always converge (on a spiral) to the center, independently of the
choice of the initial value 7.

Definition 15.7 ([18]). The Mann iterative method M (z1, A, f) is called normal Mann iterative method if
the matrix A = [ay;], besides the conditions (A1), (A2) and (A3), also satisfies the next two conditions

(Ay) ant1,; = (1 —anyins1)an for (j=1,2,...,nsn=1,2,...);
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(As) either a,, = 1 for all n, or a,, <1 for all n > 1.
In his paper [I8], Dotson proved the following theorem.
Theorem 15.8 (Dotson [18]). The following statements are true:

(a) The Mann method M(x1, A, f) is normal if and only if the matriz A = [a,;] satisfies the conditions in
(A1), (A2), (A1), (As5) and (Aj), where

Z ann 18 a divergent series. (A5)

n=1

(b) The matrices A = [an;| (except for the identity matriz) in all normal Mann methods M (x1, A, f) are

constructed as follows:
Let 0 < ¢, <1 foralln=1,2,... and the series > .- ¢, be divergent. Then the matriz A = (ay;) is
defined by by

ai1 =1, a1; =0 for j > 1;

Optintl =Cp forn=1,2,...

an+1,j = aj; [[1;(1 —¢;) for j=1,2,....n

ang1,; =0 forj>n+1andn=1,2,...

(c) The sequence (vy,) in the normal Mann method M(x1, A, f) satisfies
Unt1 = (1 — ep)vn +enf(on) form=1,2,..., (15.4)

where
Cn = Gpt1,n+1 for all n. (15.5)

Proof. The statement in (a) follows from the following well-known result on infinite products, namely,
that if 0 < ¢, < 1 for all n, then limy,_,o [[7_; (1 — ¢x) = 0 if and only if the series Y, ; ¢ diverges.
To prove the statement in (b), we note that if the matrix A satisfies the conditions in (A1)—(A5), then it
satisfies the condition in (b). It can be proved that if the matrix A satisfies the conditions in (b), where
Cn = Gp+1,n+1 for all n € N, then it satisfies the conditions in (A1)—-(A5).
The proof of (c) follows if we use the condition in (A4) and the definitions of the sequences (v,) and (z,,)
in Mann’s method M (x1, A, T). O

Example 15.9. For each A with 0 < X\ < 1, let the infinite matrix Ay = (an;) be defined by

anlz)\n_l
anj = N"J(1—=X) for j =2,3,...,n, ,
apj =0for j >nandn=1,2,3,...,

where, for A = 0, we put a,, = 1 for all n. Hence Ay is the infinite identity matrix. It can be shown that
for each A with 0 < A < 1, M(x1,A),T) is a normal Mann method with ¢, = apy1041 = 1 — A for all
n=1,2,3.... Hence the sequence (v,) in the normal Mann method M (z1, Ay, T) is defined by

Upt1 = A, + (1 = \)T'(vy,) for alln.
Let Sy = Al + (1 — A\)T' (where [ is the identity map). Hence we have
Unt1 = Sx(vpn) = SY(v1) = SY(z1) for all n.

We note that Sp = T and, in this case, the sequence (v,) is obtained by Picard’s iteration (7™ (z1)). The
sequence ( 2 (z1)) of Picard’s iterations of the map S /9 = (1/2)(1 + T') was studied by Krasnoselskii [32]

and Edelstein [21], and the sequence (S¥(x1)) of Picard’s iterations of the map Sy for 0 < A < 1 was studied
by Schéfer [50], Browder and Petryshyn [9], and Opial [40].

In the literature, mainly the normal Mann iterative method is studied.
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16. Continuous functions on [a,b] C R

Now we consider the case when the Banach space is the real line R, and the convex compact set F is a
closed interval and A is the Cesaro matrix of order 1.

Theorem 16.1 (Mann [37]). Let T : [a,b] — [a,b] be a continuous map which has a unique fixed point
p € |a,b] and A be the Cesaro matrix of order 1. Then Mann’s sequence M (xz1, A, T) converges to p for each
x1 € [a,b].

Proof. Tt follows from (|15.3)) that v,4+1 — v, — 0 as n — oo. Since T is a continuous function and p is
the unique fixed point of T, it follows that T'(z) —x > 0 for < p and T'(xz) — xz < 0 for z > p. Hence, for
each ¢ > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that |z — p| > § implies |T'(z) — x| > €. It follows from ((15.3) that

n
T(vy) — vy,
Upgr =014 Y —
P k+1

Now from our previous considerations, we have lim,, .~ v, = p, and by Theorem|[15.2] we obtain lim,_, x, =
D. O
In higher dimensional spaces, results similar to that of Theorem have not been obtained.

Remark 16.2. Reinermann [45] defined a summability matrix A as follows

ek [[jop(1—¢j)  fork<mn
ank = { Cp for k=n (16.1)
0 for k > n,

where the real sequence (c,) satisfies the following conditions
(i) co=1,

(i) 0<ey,<1forn>1,

(iii) Y ope, ¢k diverges.

It can be proved that A is a regular matrix, and satisfies the following conditions

0<an <1fornk=0,12,... (16.2)
n
Zankzlforn:O,l,Z,... (16.3)
k=0

Reinermann also considered the condition ¢, = 1, since he included the identity matrix in his considerations.
Since the identity matrix is of no special interest, in all interesting applications, it is assumed that ¢, < 1.
Then he considered the iterative scheme zg = 29 € E and xp4+1 = ZZ:o ank f(xk), which can be written as

Tng1 = (1 — cn)xn + cnfxn). (16.4)

It is well known by Brower’s fixed point theorem that a continuous map from [a, b] to [a,b] has at least
one fixed point. Reinermann proved the following result.

Theorem 16.3 (Reinermann [45], 1969). Let a,b € R, a < b, E = [a,b] and f : E — E be a continuous
map with at most one fixed point. If the matriz A is defined by and the sequence (c,) satisfies the
conditions (i)—(i1i) and lime, = 0, then the iterative scheme , for xo € [a,b], converges to the fized
point of f.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume a = 0 and b = 1. By Brouwer’s fixed point theorem
and our assumption, there exists a unique fixed point x € [0, 1] of the function f. Now we have

for all y € [0, 1] with y < z it follows that f(y) —y > 0; (16.5)
for all y € [0, 1] with (y > ) it follows that f(y) —y < 0. (16.6)

If x = 0, then we obviously have (16.5). If z > 0 and if there exists y; € [0,1] with y; < x such that
f(y1) —y1 <0, then f(0)—0 = f(0) > 0 implies that there exists z € [0, y1] such that f(z) = z. Now z # =z,
which is a contradiction to the uniqueness of the fixed point.

The case ((16.6)) is proved analogously.
There are two alternatives I. and II. for the sequence (x,):

I. There exists ny € N such z,, = z.

Then x,, = x for all n > ny and the theorem is proved.
II. For each n € N, we have z,, # x.

In this case, we have the following three possibilities:

1. There exists ng € N such that x,, < z for all n > ng. Then we have

In+l — Tpn = Cn(f(ﬂfn) - ‘Tn)’

and (|16.5)) implies that (z,,) is a monotone increasing sequence; so the sequence converges, since z,, < 1
for all n. By Theorem and since the function f has only one fixed point = € [0, 1], it follows that
lim,, z,, = =.

2. There exists mg € N such that z, > x for all n > mg. In this case, it follows by ([16.6) that
limy, 00 T, = x, as in Case 1..

3. We assume that the possibilities 1. and 2. are not true. Let € > 0 be given. We choose ng € N such
that
|Tnt1 — xn| < € for all n > nyg.

This is possible, since

|Tn41 — xn| < 2¢, and nh_}IrOlo cp, = 0.

We are going to prove that there exists ny € N with n; > ng such that |z, — x| < €, that is,

there exists n; > ng such that —e <z, —z < e. (16.7)

If (16.7)) is not true, then

Ty < —€o0r x, > x+ e for each n > ny. (16.8)

Now, if z,,, < x — ¢, then z,, < x —¢ for all n > ng (because of |z, 11 — x| < €), that is, the condition
in 1. is satisfied. Analogously, if z,, > x + ¢, then x,, > x + ¢ for all n > ng (again because of
|Tnt1 — o] < €), that is, the condition in 2. is satisfied. Hence, in all cases, the conditions in 1. or
2. are satisfied. So we have shown .

We are going to prove that we have |z, — z| < ¢ for all n > n;. This is true for n = ny. If n > ny and
if |z, — x| < €, then we have the following possibilities A. and B.:

A. z—¢e <z, <z. Then we have (a) or (b) for zy41:

(a) zp+1 < z. In this case, zp41 — 2 = en(f(xn) — zy) and (16.5)) imply 2,41 — 2, > 0, Hence
we have
|Tpi1 — 2| =2 —Tpp1 < — 2y = |Tp — 2] < e
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(b) Zpt1 > x. Now we have
|Tpt1 — x| = Tpt1 — T < Tpg1 — T = |[Tpy1 — xn| < €.

B. z <z, <z+e Now (16.6) implies the conclusion as in A., that is, |z,+1 — z| < €.
Hence |z,4+1 — x| < e. It follows by mathematical induction that |z, — x| < € for all n > nj, thus
lim,, z,, = =. O

We note that if we put ¢, := 1/(n + 1) for all n, then Theorem implies Theorem [16.1]

In 1971, Franks and Marzec [24] showed that the condition of the uniqueness of the fixed point p in
Theorem [16.1] is not necessary.

We note that any continuous function f : [0,1] — [0, 1] has at least one fixed point by Brouwer’s fixed
point theorem.

Theorem 16.4 (Franks and Marzec ([24])). Let f : [0,1] — [0,1] be a continuous function. Then the
iterative sequence

Tnt1 = f(ZTp) forn=1,2,... (16.9)
L Tk B
xn—zn forn=1,2,..., (16.10)
k=1
i1 =z €[0,1], (16.11)

converges to a fized point of the function f in the interval [0, 1].

Proof. Tt follows from ([16.9) and (16.10f) that

. In) —In
Tng1 = %‘mn forn=1,2,.... (16.12)

Since Z,, and f(Z,) € [0, 1] for all n, we have

formn=1,2,.... (16.13)

Tt — dn| <
|-Tn+l xn|_n+1

It suffices to prove that this sequence is convergent and its limit £ € [0, 1] is a fixed point of the function f.

1. We prove that the sequence (Z,) is convergent. The sequence (&) is in [0, 1], and so has at least one
accumulation point. We assume that the sequence (Z,) has two distinct accumulation points & and

§2 with & < &o.

a. We are going to show that we have, from the assumption above, f(z) = x for all z € (§1,&2). Let
x* € (&,&). If f(2*) > ¥, then, since f is a continuous function, there exists § € (0, (z*—&1)/2)
such that |z —z*| < § implies f(z) > x. Hence |Z,, — z*| < § implies f(Z,) > Z,. Thus we obtain

from ((16.12) that

|Zp, — ™| < § implies Tpq1 > Tp. (16.14)
By (16.13)), there exists N such that
|Zpy1 — Tn| <dforn=N,N+1,.... (16.15)

Since & > x* is an accumulation point of the sequence (Z,,), we can choose N such that Zy > T*.

It follows from ((16.14)) and (16.15)) that
Ipn>z"—0>&forn=N,N+1,....

Thus &; is not an accumulation point of the sequence (), which contradicts our assumption.
If f(z*) < z*, then, similarly as above, we obtain that £, is not an accumulation point of the
sequence (), which again is a contradiction. Hence f(z*) = z* for each z* € ({1, &2).
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b. Let us prove that &; and & are not accumulation points of the sequence (Z,). We note that

Tn ¢ (&1,&) forn=1,2,.... (16.16)

If f(Z,) = &y, then implies Z,, = &, for all m > n. So neither & nor & can be an
accumulation point of the sequence (Z,). Furthermore, and imply that there
exists a natural number M such that Zp; > & for all n > M. Hence £ is not an accumulation
point of the sequence (Z,). It follows from Z,; < & that &, < & < & for all n > M. Hence &
is not an accumulation point of the sequence (Z,). Consequently the sequence (Z,) cannot have
two distinct accumulation points, and so this sequence is convergent. We put lim,, Z,, = £ € [0, 1].

2. We show f(&) =&. We assume f(§) > &. Let

€= f(§)2_£ > 0.

Since the sequence (&) converges to £ and the function f is continuous, there exists a natural number
N such that f(%,) — Z, > € for each n > N. It follows from ((16.12) that

f(&n) — Zp €
> .
n+1 n+1

i‘nJrl - -i‘n =
Hence we have
m—1
lim (jN—I—m — @N) = lim (Zi‘nJrl — .fn)

m—00 m—00
n=N

m—1 c
> i =
- n%gnoo Z n-+1 o
n=N
So &, — 0o as n — oo, which contradicts the fact that Z,, € [0,1] for all m. If f(§) < &, then it can
be shown that Z, — —oc as n — oo, which again is a contradiction. So we have f(§) = &. (]

Rhoades ([48], [47] and [16]), among other things, generalized many results presented in this section. He
noted the importance of the condition in .

Let X be a normed space, E' be a nonempty, closed, bounded and convex, subset of X and f: F — F
be a map which has at least one fixed point in F, and let A be an infinite matrix. We consider the iterative
scheme

To =29 € F (16.17)

Tpt1 = f(zy) for n=0,1,2,... (16.18)

Tn =Y apeTy forn=1,2,3,.... (16.19)
k=0

The question is which are the necessary and sufficient conditions for the matrix A such that the above
iterative scheme converges to a fixed point of the function f?

Many results were obtained by the use of the iterative scheme of the form above f for
various classes of infinite matrices.

An infinite matrix A is said to be regular if z € ¢ and z,, — [ as n — oo implies Ay (x) = Y 12 anktr — 1
as n — 0o. The matrix A is triangular if all entries below the main diagonal are equal to zero. We consider
regular triangular matrices A which satisfy

0<ap <1lforallnk=0,1,2,... (16.20)

n
D anp=1foralln=0,1,2,.... (16.21)
k=0
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The conditions in (|16.20) and (16.21)) are necessary for x,,T, € E. The scheme (16.17)—(16.19)) is a Mann
method [37].

Barone proved in [4] (see (15.2))) that a necessary condition that a regular matrix A maps all bounded
sequence into sequences with the property that the set of their accumulation points is connected is the
following

o0
hTanZ |k — an_1| = 0. (16.22)
k=0
In [46], Rhoades made the following assumption.
Assumption Let f : [a,b] — [a,b] be a continuous function, A be a regular matrix which satisfies the
conditions in (16.20)—(16.22). Then the iterative scheme defined by (16.17)—(16.19) converges to a fixed
point of the function f.
In the next example, he showed that the assumption above does not hold if the condition removed.

Example 16.5. Let A be be the identity matrix, [a,b] = [0,1], f(z) =1 — z and o = 0.

Rhoades showed that the statement above is true for the large class of weighted means matrices. (For
the definition and properties of these matrices see [25 p. 57].)

The weighted means method is a triangular method of the matrix A = (a,) defined by anr = pr/ P,
where pg > 0, p, > 0 for n > 0, P, = > }_pk and P, — 0o as n — oco. Then the matrix A satisfies the
condition in if and only if p, /P, — 0 as n — 0.

Theorem 16.6 (Rhoades [48]). Let A be the matriz of a regular weighted means method which satisfies the
condition in . Let E =[a,b] and f : E — FE be a continuous map. Then the iterative scheme —

converges to a fized point of the function f.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may suppose that [a,b] = [0,1]. Every regular weighted means
method satisfies the conditions in ([16.20) and (16.21)). By (16.19)), we have
Tpt1 = P (f(zp) — zpn) + x, for all n. (16.23)
Pn+1

Since xy,, f(zy) € [0, 1], it follows from (16.23) that

|Zpa1 — xn| < % — 0 (n — 00).

n+1
Now, by the proof of Theorem the sequence (z,,) is convergent.
We have to show that the sequence converges to a fixed point of the function f. Let z = lim,_,o . Then
we have lim,_,o f(z,) = f(2). It follows from Z,+1 = f(x,) for each n € N that lim,_, T, = f(2). Since
A is a regular matrix, we obtain z = lim,, 00 T, = limy, 00 An(T) = f(2). O

Theorem can be proved by taking p, = 1 in Theorem [16.0]

Theorem [16.6] implies Theorem [16.3] Furthermore the mentioned iterative schemes were defined inde-
pendently by Outlaw and Groetsch [41], and Dotson [18]. We note that Theorem [15.8| (that is, [I8, Theorem
2]) characterizes the method in and (7)—(i17).

If we choose ¢, = (n + 1)~!, the previous statement is Theorem m
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In the setting of a complete quasi-metric-like spaces we investigate some fixed point problems via admissi-
ble mappings. Contractive condition includes (c)-comparison function. Definition of (a,))-contraction is
generalized and continuity of f is replaced with regularity of observed space. Presented results improve and
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1. Introduction and Preliminaries

Among various generalizations of concept of metric, Matthews ([19]) introduced special kind of a partial
metric space where the self-distance d(z,z) is not necessarily zero. He studied denotational semantics of
dataflow networks and proved generalization of Banach theorem for applications in program verification. On
the other hand, Amini-Harandi (]2]) redefined a dislocated metric of Hitzler and Seda ([13]) and introduced
metric-like spaces. Combining these two concepts we get quasi-metric-like spaces. The study of partial
metric spaces has wide area of application, especially in computer science ([I7, 22]). Therefore, we can
find many fixed point results in the setting of partial metric spaces ([1, 2, 4], [5], [7, O], [12], [16], [24, 25],
126, 27)).

In 2012., Samet et al. ([23]) introduced the concept of a-admissible mappings and, one year later, Karapmar
et al. ([14]) improved this notion with triangular a-admissible mappings. In that manner, study of -
contractions was extended and broadly researched ([3], [11], [14} 15], [23]).

In this paper, we discuss on existence and uniqueness of a fixed point of («, 1)-contractive mappings on quasi-
metric-like space. Moreover, we generalize some fixed point results regarding (a, ¢)-contractive mappings.
Obtained results are discussed, compared and substantiated with several examples.

Let us recall some definitions that will be needed in the sequel.
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Definition 1.1. Let X be a nonempty set. A mapping d: X x X — [0,400) is said to be a metric-like if
for all z,y, z € X, the following conditions are satisfied:

(d1) d(z,y) =0 = = = y;

(d2) d(z,y) = d(y, z);

(d3) d(z,z) < d(z,y) +d(y, 2).

The pair (X, d) is called a metric-like space.

Omitting symmetry property of metric, we get a quasi-metric. If that condition is combined with a
notion of metric-like, we get the following definition:

Definition 1.2. Let X be a nonempty set. A mapping d: X x X — [0, +00) is said to be a quasi-metric-like
if for all x,y, z € X, the following conditions are satisfied:

(@) d(z,y) =0 =z =y;
(q2) d(z,2) < d(x,y) + d(y, 2).
The pair (X, d) is called a quasi-metric-like space.
Example 1.3. Let X = [0,00) and d : X x X — [0, 00) defined with
d(z,y) = max{x,y}, x,y € X.
Then (X, d) is a metric-like space. Obviously, (d2) holds, so it is not a quasi-metric-like space.

Example 1.4. Let X = [0,00) and d : X x X — [0, 00) defined with

_ =Y, if Yy S €,
d(w,y) = { 1, otherwise.

Then (X, d) is a quasi-metric-like space.

In order to study fixed point problems on quasi-metric-like spaces, we need to give basic definitions
regarding continuity and convergence.

Definition 1.5. Let (X,d) be a quasi-metric-like space and {z,} C X. A sequence {z,} is a Cauchy
sequence if both lim  d(zp,x,) and lim d(xm, xy) exist and are finite.
m,n—00,m>n m,n—oo,m>n
Definition 1.6. Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric-like space and {z,} C X. A sequence {z,} is convergent
sequence in X if there exists some z € X such that li_>m d(xp,x) = li_>m d(z,z,) = d(x, ).
n—oo n—oo

If {x,,} converges to x, we denote that whit lim z, =z or 2, = x, n — oo.
n—oo
Definition 1.7. A quasi-metric-like space (X, d) is complete if, for any Cauchy sequence {x,} C X, there
exists some x € X such that

dz,z) = lim d(z,zy)

n—oo

= g, 4 2)

= lim  d(zp, Tm)
m,n—00,m>n

= lim  d(zm,xn).
m,n—00,m>n
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Definition 1.8. Let (X,d) be a quasi-metric-like space and {z,} C X. A sequence {z,} is a Cauchy
sequence if both lim  d(zp,x,) and lim d(xm, xy) exist and are finite.
m,n—00,m>n m,n—oo,m>n

The main difference between metric and quasi-metric like spaces is reflected in topology and properties
of a convergence:

e This kind of generalized metric needs not to be continuous.

e Topology of quasi-metric-like space is not necessarily Hausdorff, so the limit of convergent sequence is
not always unique.

e There are convergent sequences in quasi-metric-like spaces that are not Cauchy sequences.

Example 1.9. Let X = {a,b}, a # b, and d : X x X — [0,00) defined with d(z,y) =1, x,y € X. Then
(X,d) is a metric like space and any constant sequence is convergent with both a and b as limits since

d(a,b) = d(b,a) = d(a,a) = d(b,b).

Example 1.10. Let X = {0,1,2} and d: X x X + [0, 00) defined with

Ylol1]2
X
1 2
1 2 2
2 2

Thus, (X, d) is a quasi-metric-like space. Observe the sequence 2, = 1, 9,1 = 0, n € N. Obviously, {x,}
is not a Cauchy sequence, but

lim d(zy,,2) = lim d(2,z,) = d(2,2),

n—oo n—o0

implying that nhﬁn;() Ty = 2.

Definition 1.11. Let (X, d) and (Y, q) be quasi-metric-like spaces. A mapping f: X — Y is a continuous
mapping if, for any {z,} C X,

lim z, =2 € X = lim fz, = fz*,
n—00 n—oo
where the limit is taken according to the observed metrics and induced topologies.
Definition 1.12. [23] For some a: X x X — [0,400), a mapping f : X — X is an a-admissible mapping if
a(z,y) 2 1= alfz, fy) > 1,
for any z,y € X.
Very recently, Popescu [2I] introduced notions as follows:
Definition 1.13. ([2I]) Let oo : X x X — [0,00) be a function. If f : X — X satisfies the condition
(T1) a(z, fr) > 1= ofz, f2z) > 1,
for all x € X, then it is called right-a-orbital admissible mapping. If f satisfies the condition
(T1)" a(fz,z) > 1= offz, fz) > 1,

for all z € X, then it is called left-a-orbital admissible mapping. Furthermore, if it is both right-a-orbital
admissible and left-a-orbital admissible, then a mapping f is called a-orbital admissible.
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Karapinar ([14]) and Popescu ([21])extended notion of a-admissability by defining triangular a-admissability
and, respectively, triangular a-orbital admissability.

Class of (b)-comparison functions was introduced by Berinde ([9]) in order to extend some fixed point
results integrating comparison functions and c-comparison functions ([§]):

Definition 1.14. [9] Let s > 1 be a real number. A mapping ¢ : Rf — Ry is called a (b)-comparison
function if the following conditions are fulfilled

(1) 9 is a nondecreasing;

o0

(2) thereexist kg € N, a € (0, 1) and a convergent series of nonnegative terms Z vy, such that sF1yk+1(t) <
k=1
askyk(t) + vy, for k > ko and any ¢ € [0,00).

The class of (b)-comparison functions will be denoted by ;. Notice that the notion of (b)-comparison
function reduces to the concept of (¢)-comparison function if s = 1 and therefore includes a set of comparison
functions. The following lemma will be used in the proof of our main result.

Lemma 1.15. [0, [7] Let s > 1 be a real number. If 1 : R(J{ — R(J{ is a (b)-comparison function, then

oo
(1) the series Z sPR (t) converges for any t € Ry ;
k=0

(2) the function ps : [0,00) — [0,00) defined by

o0

ps(t) = Zsk¢k(t), for all t € [0, 00),
k=0

is increasing and continuous at 0.

Remark 1.16. Evidently, if ¢ € ¥y, then ¢(t) < ¢ for all ¢t > 0.

Application of (b)-comparison function is familiar for the setting of b-metric spaces due to the existence
of a constant s. Nevertheless, ¥, C U, thus we may assume 1 € Uy,

2. Main result

In this section we define («,1))-contractions and prove existence and uniqueness of fixed point for this
class of mappings under different assumptions. One kind of generalization of («, 1))-contractive mappings is
given in the sequel with accompanying fixed point results.

Definition 2.1. Let (X,d) be a complete quasi-metric-like space. A self-mapping f : X — X is called
(o, 1)-contractive mapping if there exist ¢ € ¥, and o : X x X — [0, 00) satisfying the following condition:

a(z,y)d(fz, fy) < v(d(z,y)), z,y € X. (2.1)

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, d) be a complete quasi-metric-like space and let f : X — X be an (a,)-contractive
mapping. Suppose also that

(1) f is a-orbital admissible;
(ii) there exists xog € X such that a(xg, frg) > 1 and o fxg, xo) > 1;
(#i1) f is continuous.
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Then f has a fized point * in X and d(z*,z*) = 0.

Proof. Choose z¢ such that a(zg, frg) > 1 and a(fzo,xo) > 1 and define an iterative sequence {z,} in X
by Zn+1 = fzn, n € Ny. If there is some ny € Ny such that x,, = x,,41, then z,, is a fixed point of f.
Therefore, suppose that x,, # x,1 for all n € Ny. a-orbital admissibility of f , from (i), inductively implies

a(Tp,Tpt1) > 1, n € Ny,

and, analogously,
a(Tpt1,Tn) > 1, n € Np.

Observe that

d(anrla xn) = d(fl'm fxnfl)
< a(xna mn—l)d(fxna fxn—l)
S ¢(d($na$n—1)),
leads to
d(Tn+1,2n) < Y(d(Tn, 2p-1)) < d(@pn, Tn-1), n €N, (2.2)
and
d(p, Tpr1) = d(frp—1, frn)
< Oé(IL‘nfl, ZEn)d(fi’n,l, fxn)
< Y(d(zn-1,7n))
gives
d(xn, Tnt1) < Y(d(xp—1,2p)) < d(Tp—1,2y), n € N. (2.3)

Continuing in the same manner, after n — 1 more steps, we get
d(Xp, Tpt1) < " (d(xo,21)) and d(xpi1, zn) < " (d(21,20)), n €N. (2.4)

By letting n — oo, lim d(zp,xp41) = lim d(xp41,2,) = 0.
n—oo n—oo
Let n,m € N such that m > n. Then,

3
L

d(ZTn, Tm) < d(zi, Tiq1)

i\g

3
L

IN

a(zi—1,z;)d(ws, zig1)

3
L3

=, ' (d(xo, 21)).

I
3

If n,m — oo, we get that

lim d(z,,xm) = 0.
n,M—00

Likewise,

lim d(zp,z,) =0.
n,M—00

Hence, the sequence {x,} is a Cauchy sequence. Since (X,d) is a complete metric space, there is some
z* € X such that

lim d(z*, z,) = lim d(zp,z") =d(z",2") = lim d(zn,zm) = lm d(zm,,z,) =0. (2.5)

n—oo n—o0 n,m—0o0 n,m—0o0

Since f is continuous,

¥ = lim x4 = lim fz, = fo*.
n—oo n—oo
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Example 2.3. Let X = {0,1,2} and d: X x X > [0, 00) defined with

. Ylol1]2
0 011]2
1 1112
2 2 1

Then (X, d) is a quasi-metric-like space. Define a mapping f : X — X with
0 1 2
,: ( 020 >

oz, y) = 0, z=1lory=1
Y= 1, otherwise ’

and ¥(t) = %, t > 0. The mapping f is then («,1)-contractive mapping, but it is not a contraction due to
x =y = 1. Furthermore, all requirements of Theorem are fulfilled, thus f has a unique fixed point in X.

Remark 2.4. Observe that in Example[2.3] f is a-admissible. The same would hold if f(1) = 2 and f(2) =1,
and it still would not be a contraction. But in case f(1) = 0 and f(2) = 1, we would get a contractive
mapping on a quasi-metric-like space. Obviously, f(0) stays 0, due to Theorem because d(0,0) = 0.

Let o : X x X + [0,00) such that

Omitting continuity condition in Theorem is possible if we introduce notion of a-regularity as pre-
sented in [21].

Definition 2.5. ([21I]) Quasi-metric-like space (X, d) is a-regular for some « : X x X +— [0, 00), if for every
sequence {x,} C X such that a(xy,, zp+1) > La(zpt1,2,) > 1), n € Ny and lim z,, = z € X, then there
[e.e]

n—
exists a subsequence {zy, } of {x,} such that a(x,,,z) > 1(a(z,z,,) > 1), for all k£ € N.

Theorem 2.6. Let (X, d) be a complete quasi-metric-like space and let f : X — X be an (a,)-contractive
mapping. If
(1) f is a-orbital admissible;
(73) there exists xo € X such that a(xo, fxo) > 1 and afrg, xo) > 1;
(7i1) X is a-regular.
Then f has a fized point * in X and d(z*,z*) = 0.
Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem we define an iterative sequence {x,} which converges to

a point z* € X such that (2.5) holds. Hence, there exists some subsequence {z,,} C {z,} such that
a(xy,,z*) > 1 and a(z*, zp, ) > 1, k € N. Thus,

d(zp,+1, fz™) axy,, " )d(Tn, 41, f2¥)

P(d(wn,, "))

d(zp,,x")

ININ A

along with
d(fz*, xn,+1) < d(@*, zy,), k €N,

and 1) lead to the conclusion klim d(zpy41, fo*) = klim d(fz*, zn,+1) = 0.
— 00 — 00
On the other hand, triangle inequality
d(z*, fx*) < d(z*, zp,+1) + d(Tn,+1, f2*), k €N,

when k — oo, implies d(z*, fx*) =0, so fz* = x*. O
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Through the following example we will consider uniqueness of a fixed point of a («,1))-contractive
mapping on a complete quasi-metric-like space.

Example 2.7. Let (X, d) be the quasi-metric-like space defined in Example Also we will use o and v

defined therein.
01 2
01 0)°

If f: X — X is defined with
then f is a-admissible mapping. Additionally, f is («,%)-contractive mapping. On the other hand, f has
two fixed points.

The counterexample indicates, along with previously made comment, that uniqueness of fixed point is
related to the absence of the indiscernibility of identicals characteristic for quasi-metric. We notice that we
need to add an additional condition to guarantee the uniqueness.

Theorem 2.8. In addition to Theorem (Theorem@ assume that, if x* € X is a fized point obtained
as a limit of determined iterative sequence, for all y € X, either a(x*,y) > 1 or a(y,z*) > 1, then z* is a
unique fixed point of f.

Proof. Suppose that z € X is such that fz = z.
If, without loss of generality, a(x*,z) > 1, then
d(z*,z) =d(fz*, f2)
< afa”, z)d(fz", fz)
< Y(d(z", 2)),

If d(z*, z) # 0, then ¥(d(x*, 2)) < d(z*, z) which leads to a contradiction with presented inequality. There-
fore, z = x* and it is a unique fixed point of f. O

Remark 2.9. On several papers studying («, 1)-contractions, uniqueness is obtained by adding the condition:
(U) For all z,y € Fix(f), either a(z,y) > 1 or a(y,z) > 1.

where Fix(f) denotes the set of all fixed points of f. But if we know elements of this set, than we assume
knowing its cardinality.

Otherwise, if we assume a(z,y) > 1, z,y € X, than we lose any impact of a-admissability and we get just
1p-contraction.

Definition 2.10. Let (X, d) be a complete quasi-metric-like space. A mapping f: X — X is called gener-
alized (v, 1)-contractive mapping if there exist two functions ¢ € ¥p and a: X x X — [0, 00) satisfying the
following condition:

afz,y)d(fz, fy) < p(M(x,y)) (2.6)

for all z,y € X, where

(2.7)

M(z,y) = max {d(az,y), d(e. f2). d(y, o), TSV T A, I2) } |

2

Theorem 2.11. Let (X,d) be a complete quasi-metric-like space and let f : X — X be a generalized
(a, 1)-contractive mapping. Assume that

(1) f is a-orbital admissible;

(13) there exists xy € X such that a(xo, fxo) > 1 and afxo, xo) > 1;



Marija Cvetkovi¢ and Vladimir Rakocevié¢, Adv. Theory Nonlinear Anal. Appl. 1 (2017), 113-124 120

(ti1) f is continuous.
Then f has a fized point * in X and d(z*,z*) = 0.

Proof. Analogously to the proof of Theorem [2.2] there exists an iterative sequence xn4+1 = fzn, n € No,
where g € X is chosen with respect to (i7), such that

a(Tp, Tpt1) > 1, and a(xpy1,2,) > 1, for all n € N, (2.8)

assuming z, # Tn+1, n € Np,, since otherwise we would directly obtain fixed point of f.
Therfore,
(xn 1, xn) (fxn—la fxn)

d(xnaxn—i—l) <a
< @Z)( (:Un,l,xn)),
for all n € N and

M(wn—h xn) = Inax d(xn—la wn) d(.%‘n, fxn)7 d(xn—h fm'n—l)a d(mn,1,xn+é)+d(mn,rn)

< max d(.%'n 1, J?n) (:U'ﬂv fxn)a d(xn—b fxn—l)a d(mn—l,ﬁn);rd(xmxn-kl)

= max {d(xn_1,Tn), d(Tn, Tnt1)} -

Since the equality M (x,—1,x,) = d(Zpn, Xn+1) do not hold due to previous assumption x,, # x,11, it follows
M(zp—1,2n) = d(zp_1,25), n € N.

Thus,
d(xp, Tpt1) < Y(d(xp—1,2n)) < d(xp_1,2y), foralln eN,
and
d(xn, Tpt1) < Y"(d(xo, 1)), n € N. (2.9)
Analogously, by letting = x,, and y = x,—1 in (2.6)), it follows
d(Tpt1,2n) < a(xn, Tp_1)d(fry, fro—1) (2.10)
< @ZJ(M(xmxnfl))a

where,

M(x7h xn—l) = max {d(wn’ xn—l)a d(.Tn, fxn)a d(xn—la fxn—1)7 d(znvzn)'i'déxn*lvmnﬂ)

N~ ——

< max {d(:cn, Tn_1),d(xn, f22), d(Xpn_1, fTn_1), d(CEn_L:En);d(xn,xn_;,_l)
= max {d(xn, Tn-1), d(Tn, Tnt+1), d(Tn_1,2n)} .
If M(zp,xn-1) = d(zp_1,2y), then, by and ,
d(Tnt1, 2n) < P(d(Tn-1,25)) < P"(d(20,21)). (2.11)
If M(zp,xn-1) = d(zpn,Tn+1), then by
d(@n+1, 2n) < Y(d(Tn, Tniy1))-
along with (2.9), it follows
(1. 20) < Y(d(2n, Tne1)) <Y (d(20,21)) -
In the last case, M (zy, zp—1) = d(Tpn, Tn—1), SO

d(xpi1, Tn) < U(d(xn, Tp-1)). (2.12)
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If we denote max {d(xg,x1),d(z1,20)} with w, we get d(xpi1,2,) < Y™"(w) and d(zp, Tny1) < Y™ (w), for
any n € N, thus

nh_)rglo d(Tp41,Tn) = nh_)rrolo d(p, Tni1) = 0.

Ifn,meN, m>n,

m—1
d(xnwrm) < Z d('ri)xi-i-l)

m—1
< Z P (w)

Hence, lim d(zp, xm) =0and lim d(zm,z,) = 0. Since, X is a complete space, there exists x* € X

,M—00 n,Mm—00
such that lim x, = 2* and
n—oo
lim d(z*, z,) = lim d(zp,z*) =d(z",2") = 0. (2.13)
n—oo n—oo
Then z* = lim =z, = hm frn_1 = fx*, because f is continuous, and z* is a fixed point of f. O
n—oo

Theorem 2.12. Let (X,d) be a complete quasi-metric-like space and let f : X — X be a generalized
(a, 1)-contractive mapping. Assume that

(i) f is a-orbital admissible;
(ii) there exists xg € X such that a(xg, frg) > 1 and o fxo, x0) > 1;
(7i1) X is a-regular.

Then f has a fized point * in X and d(z*,z*) = 0.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem there is an iterative sequence therein defined such that lim x" = x*.

n—o0
Also, a(xy, zp41) > 1 and a(xp41, ) > 1, n € Ny, therefore, there exists some subsequence {zy, } C {z,}

such that a(xy,,2z*) > 1 and a(z*, z,, ) > 1.

For arbitrary ¢ > 0, choose ny, € N such that d(z*, ), d(2y, "), d(2n, Tm), d(Tm, £,) < § for any m >n >
Mo -

Accordingly, for any k > ko,

d(l‘*afl‘*) < d($*,$nk+1)+d($nk+1,fi}*)

€ . .
= §+axnk7x )d(xnk-i-l:fx )
€ *
where
* * * dIn, x* +d$*,ﬂfn
V(M (xp,,z")) max{d Ty ), d(Zpy Ty 11), (¥, f), (Tp,,, fr*) - ( k+1)}
€ d(z d(xnk,m*)—i-d(x*,fx*)—i—g/Q
ax 2, 2
< e +d(z*, fz*)
- 2
Hence,
d(z*, fz*) < 5+d($’2‘m)
< 2e.

Since £ > 0 was arbitrary, d(z*, fz*) = 0, so 2* is a fixed point of f. O]
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Uniqueness issue could be solve as for Theorem or Theorem respectively, but with stronger
assumptions.

Theorem 2.13. In addition to conditions of Theorem (Theorem [2.13) assume that, if z* € X is a
fized point obtained as a limit of determined iterative sequence, for ally € X, a(z*,y) > 1 or a(y,z*) > 1,
then x* is a unique fired point of f.

Proof. 1f fy =y, without loss of generality, assume that d(y,z*) > d(z*,y), then

d(y,z") < a(y,z")d(y,z7)
< ¢ (M(y, 7))
d *) +d(z*
< max (d(pa) o (LA
= ¢ (d(y,z7)).
Thus, y = *. On contrary, we would get d(y, z*) < d(y,x*). O

Similar result for («,1)-contraction could be formulated on metric-like space endowed with a partial
ordering. Thus as a consequence we get Corollary 3.8 and Corollary 3.9 of [I1], as well as results of Ran
and Reurings regarding contractions on partially ordered metric spaces.

Definition 2.14. Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set. The mapping f : X — X is nondecreasing with
respect to = if for all z,y € X
r 2y = fx=fy.

Analogously we would define nonincreasing mapping with respect to <.

Definition 2.15. Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set. A sequence {z,} C X is said to be nondecreasing
(respectively nonincreasing) with respect to < if x,, < zp,41, n € N (respectively z,+1 =< x,, n € N).

Definition 2.16. Let (X, d) be a metric-like space with a partial ordering <. The space (X, <X, d) is regular
with respect to < if for every nondecreasing (respectively, nonincreasing ) sequence {z,} C X such that

li_)m xn, = x € X, there exists a subsequence {x,, } of {x,} such that z,, < x (respectively, z < x,, ) for
n oo

all £ € N.
We have the following result.

Corollary 2.17. Let (X, =) be a partially ordered set (which does not contain an infinite totally unordered
subset) and (X,d) be a complete metric-like space. Let f: X — X be a nondecreasing mapping with respect
to <. Suppose that there exist v € Wy, such that

d(fz, fy) < ¥(d(z,y)), z,y € X,z 2 y. (2.14)
Suppose also that the following conditions hold:
(i) there exists xy € X such that xo 2 fxg or fro =< xo;
(ii) f is continuous or
(1) (X,=,d) is reqular.

Then f has a fived point x* € X with d(z*,z*) = 0.
Moreover, if for all x,y € X there exists z € X such that © =< z and y < z, than f has a unique fixed point.
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Proof. Choose 29 € X as described in (i) and, without loss of generality, assume that xg < fxzo. If
Tp = fxpn_1, n € Ny, then z,, < 2,41, n € Ny. Define the mapping a: X x X — [0,00) by

a(z,y) = {

It is easy to obtain that f is a-admissible mapping. Moreover, it is («,1))-contractive mapping, so the
existence of fixed point follows from Theorem [2:2 or Theorem [2.6] respectively.
If fr =2 and fy =y, observe z such that x < z and y < z. Then, x <X f*z and y < f"z, n € N, so

dz,y) = d(z, f"2)+d(f"zy)
= P"(d(z,2)) +¢"(d(z,y)),

and x = y that guarantees uniqueness of a fixed point. O

1, ifx <yorzry,
0, otherwise.

Competing interests

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors contributions

All authors contributed equally and significantly in writing this article. All authors read and approved
the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements

This work is supported by Grant No.174025 of the Ministry of Science, Technology and Development,
Republic of Serbia.

References

[1] T. Abedeljawad, E. Karapinar and K. Tas, Eristence and uniqueness of common fized point on partial metric spaces, Appl.
Math. Lett. 24 (2011) 1894-1899.
[2] A. Amini-Harandi, Metric-like spaces, partial metric spaces and fized points, Fixed Point Theory Appl. (2012), 2012:204
[3] H. Aydi, E. Karapmmar and W. Shatanawi, Coupled fized point results for (1, )-weakly contractive condition in ordered
partial metric spaces, Comput. Math. Appl. 62 (2011) 4449-4460.
[4] H. Aydi, E. Karapinar and C. Vetro, On Ekeland’s variational principle in partial metric spaces, Appl. Math. Inf. Sci.
9(2015), 257-262.
[5] I.A. Bakhtin, The contraction mapping principle in quasimetric spaces, Funct. Anal., Unianowsk Gos. Ped. Inst. 30(1989),
26-37. 0
[6] V. Berinde, Une generalization de critere du dAlembert pour les series positives, Bul. St. Univ. Baia Mare, 7 (1991),
21-26.
[7] V. Berinde, Generalized contractions in quasimetric spaces, Seminar on Fixed Point Theory, Preprint 3 (1993), 3-9.
[8] V. Berinde, Contragtii generalizate si aplicgtii, Editura Cub Press 22, Baia Mare, Romania
[9] V. Berinde, Sequences of operators and fized points in quasimetric spaces, Stud. Univ. Babes-Bolyai Math., 16(4) (1996),
23-27. [0 [@ 14
[10] N. Bourbaki, Topologie générale, Herman, Paris, 1974.
[11] M. Cvetkovié, E. Karapinar and V. Rakoc¢evié, Some fized point results on quasi-b-metric like spaces, J. Inequal. Appl.,
2015 (2015), 2015:374
[12] Lj. Cirié, B. Samet, H. Aydi and C. Vetro, Common fized points of generalized contractions on partial metric spaces and
an application, Appl. Math. Comput. 218 (2011), 2398-2406.
[13] P. Hitzler and A.K. Seda, Dislocated topologies. J. Electr. Eng. 51 (2000), 3-7.
[14] E. Karapmar, P. Kuman and P. Salimi, On « — 1-Meir-Keeler contractive mappings, Fixed Point Theory Appl. (2013),
2013:94. [ [
[15] E. Karapnar and P. Salimi, Dislocated metric space to metric spaces with some fized point theorems, Fixed Point Theory
Appl (2013), 2013:222
[16] E.Karapmar and B. Samet, Generalized (a—1)) contractive type mappings and related fized point theorems with applications,
Abstr. Appl. Anal 2012 (2012), Article ID: 793486



Marija Cvetkovi¢ and Vladimir Rakocevié¢, Adv. Theory Nonlinear Anal. Appl. 1 (2017), 113-124 124

[17] S. G. Matthews, Metric Domains for Completeness, Ph.D. Thesis, Research Report, Dept. Comput. Sci., University of
Warwick 76 (1986)
8] S. G. Matthews, The Topology of Partial Metric Spaces, Research Report RR222 (1992), University of Warwick
9] S. G. Matthews, Partial metric spaces, Ann. New York Acad. Sci. 728 (1994), 183-197.
[20] S. J. O’Neill, Partial metrics, valuations, and domain theory, Papers on general topology and applications, Gorham, ME,
(1995), 304-315.
[21] O. Popescu, Some new fized point theorems for a-Geraghty contraction type maps in metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory
Appl. (2014), 2014:190
2] J.J.M.M. Rutten, Elements of Generalized Ultrametric Domain Theory, Theoretic. Comput. Sci. 170 (1996), 349-381.
3] B. Samet, C. Vetro and P. Vetro, a — -contractive type mappings, Nonlinear Anal. 75 (2012), 2154-2165.
] I. R. Sarma and P. S. Kumari, On dislocated metric spaces. Int. J. Math. Arch. 3 (2012), 72-77.
] R. Shrivastava, Z. K. Ansari and M. Sharma, Some results on fized points in dislocated and dislocated quasi-metric spaces,
J. Adv. Stud. Topol. 3 (2012), 25-31.
[26] F. M. Zeyada, G. H. Hassan, and M. A. Ahmed. A generalization of a fixed point theorem due to Hitzler and Seda in
dislocated quasi-metric spaces. The Arabian J. for Sci. and Eng., 31 (2005), 111-114.
[27] K. Zoto, E. Hoxha and A. Isufati, Some new results in dislocated and dislocated quasi-metric spaces, Appl. Math. Sci. 71
(2012), 3519-3526.
m



Advances in the Theory of Nonlinear Analysis and its Applications 1 (2017) No. 2, 125-135
Available online at www.atnaa.org

Research Article

Advances in the Theory of Nonlinear Analysis

and its Applications -

ISSN: 2587-2648 Peer-Reviewed Scientific Journal

Remarks on solutions to the functional equations of
the radical type

Janusz Brzdek®

@ Department of Mathematics, Pedagogical University, Krakéw, Poland.

Abstract

This is an expository paper containing remarks on solutions to some functional equations of a form,
that could be called of the radical type. Simple natural examples of them are the following two functional

equations
f(Vam+y™) = f(z) + f(y),
F(/am+ym) + f(V ]2 —yn|) = 2f(z) + 2f(y)

considered recently in several papers, for real functions and with given positive integer n, in connection with
the notion of Ulam (or Hyers-Ulam) stability. We provide a general method allowing to determine solutions
to them.
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1. Introduction and preliminaries

During the 16" International Conference on Functional Equations and Inequalities (Bedlewo, Poland,
May 17-23, 2015), W. Sintunavarat presented a talk concerning the Ulam type stability (for information and
further references concerning this notion see, e.g., [4]) of the so-called radical functional equation

F(Va?+y?) = f(2) + f(y), (1.1)
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in the class of real functions. A question of J. Schwaiger about the general solution of the equation was
answered a bit later by the author of this paper (see [14, p. 196]). Namely, a function f: R — R (R stands
for the set of reals) satisfies equation (I.1)) if and only if it is of the form:

flz) = a(a:z), reR,

with a function a : R — R that is additive (i.e., satisfies the condition: a(z + y) = a(x) + a(y) for every
z,y € R). This paper contains some remarks on extensions and generalizations of this result.
Clearly, equation (|1.1)) is a particular case of the functional equation

F(Vam+ym) = f(@) + f(y), (1.2)

which for k = 2,3, 4 have been considered in [2, [3, [5] [7, 8, 9, 12} [15], and some descriptions of solutions to it
have been proposed (not always complete and correct). Moreover, the solutions and the Ulam type stability
of the equation

f(Vaz? +by? ) = af(x) +bf(y) (1.3)

have been considered in [9] [10], for functions f mapping R into a real linear space X, with real a,b > 0 such
that a +b # 1. The authors have proved that every such solution to (|1.3) must be a quadratic function, i.e.,
a solution to the quadratic functional equation

q(z +y) +q(z —y) = 2q(z) + 2q(y). (1.4)
A somewhat similar is the Pythagorean mean functional equation
f(@)f(y)
f(Vr2+y?) = — ", 1.5
Vo) = Ry + 1) (1)

considered in [I3] for f : (0,00) — R. It is clear that the cases when

flx)+ fly) =0

must be somehow excluded in (1.5 (which has not been done explicitly in [13]).
Moreover, the equation

F(Wa2+y? )+ (VI =y ) = 2f(2) +2f(y) (1.6)

and its generalized form

F(Var? 5 by )+ f(V]aa? — b ) = 24 () + 2%/ (3) (L7)

have been considered in [5, O, 10, 15] for functions f mapping R into a real linear space X, with real a,b > 0
such that a + b # 1.

It seems that a useful simple description of solutions to functional equations of similar type is of interest
and has not been published so far. Therefore we would like to present some general remarks on the issue
of solving such equations and obtain in this way much stronger versions and complements of some of the
results presented in [2), B, [5l [7, 10, @9]. The reasonings that we use are well known and some of them can be
even considered to be routine (cf., e.g., [1, 11]).

Note that all those equations are simple particular cases of the following general functional equation

H(r (3Rt ) ) f (YR ) (1.8)
= G(f(:cl),,f($m))

for the unknown functions f : R — D, with given functions H : D* =T, G : D™ - T, F,...,F, : P™ — P,
where n, k and m are fixed positive integers with n > 1, T" and D are nonempty sets, and

P:={z":2 R}
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2. Main results

In the whole paper n, k, m, P, D, T, H, G, and F1,..., F} have the same meaning as described at the
end of the previous section.

The next theorem is the main result of this paper. Namely, we have the following description of the
general solution f: R — D to functional equation .

Theorem 2.1. Let f be a function mapping R into D. Assume that one of the following two conditions is
valid:

(i) m is odd;
(i) there are ey, ...,em—1 € f(R) such that

G(el,...,em—1,u) # G(e1,...,em—1,v), u,v € D,u # v. (2.1)

Then f satisfies functional equation (L.8|) if and only if there exists a solution h : P — D of the equation

H(h(Fl([Bl, e ,mm)), . .,h(Fk<Q?1, oo ,xm))) (22)
= G(h(.%’l), . ,h(mm)),

such that

f(z) = h(z"), x €R. (2.3)
Proof. Assume that f fulfils . Let

h(z) = f(¥z), z € P. (2.4)

We show that (2.2)) holds.
To this end take x1,...,z,, € P and write

yi = Vi, i=1,...,m.
Then, by (L3),

H(h(Fl(xl, ...,xm)),...,h(Fk(xl,...,xm))) (2.5)

=G(fy),---o f
= G(h(xl),...,h

f(z) = h(z"), z €R.

f@) =h(z"),  z€0,00). (2.6)

Next, according to (ii), there exist ej,...,em—1 € f(R) such that (2.1)) is valid. Let vy,...,vm—1 € f(R) be
such that
e; = f(vy), 1=1,...,m.
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It is easily seen that, for each = € R,
G (617 -y 6m—1, f(—.l')) = G(f(Ul), s 7f(vm—1)7 f(—.%'))

:H(f({L/Fl(v?,...,vfnfl,x”) ),...,f(r\‘/Fk(v?,...,v;‘nfl,x”) >>
= G(f(vl),...,f(vm_l),f(a:)) = G(el,...,em_l,f(x)).
Thus, in view of , we have proved that

f(=z) = f(=x), r € R, (2.7)

whence (on account of (2.6))
f(x) = h(z"), z € R.

Now, assume that f(x) = h(z™) for every x € R, with some solution h : P — D of equation (2.2)). Then
(2.4) holds. We are to show that f is a solution to functional equation (|1.8). So, take y1,...,¥ym € R. Then
Yyl ..., yp, € P and consequently

H(f( VLT ym) )f( Fe(yts - um) ))

- H(h(Fl(y’f, . ,yﬁl)), .- -,h(Fk(y?’ e 73/21)))
= G(h(Y})s- - b)) = G(f(1)s- s f(ym))-

O

Let Fbe afield, D=T =F, k=1, m =2, Fi(x1,22) = x1 + 2, G(u,v) = uv and H(u) = u. Then
functional equation (1.8 takes the form

F(Wam+y™ ) = f(2)f(y) (2.8)
and Theorem implies the following very simple corollary.

Corollary 2.2. A function f : R — F satisfies functional equation (2.8) if and only if there exists a solution
g: P — T to the equation

9(x +y) = g(x)g(y), (2.9)
such that f(x) = g(z™) for x € R.

Proof. Let f be a solution to (2.8). If f(z) = 0, then it is enough to take g(z) = 0. If there is z € R with
f(z) # 0, then condition (ii) holds and we can use Theorem [2.1]
The converse also follows from Theorem 2.1 O

Let X denote a linear space over a field K with 2 #£ 0, o, € K, and a,b e Ry. Let D =T =X, k=1,
Fi(x1,x9) = azq + bre, H(u) = u and G(u,v) = au + Sfv. Then functional equation (|1.8) has the form

f(¥Vazm +bym ) = af(z) + Bf(y), (2.10)

which generalizes simultaneously equations ([1.2) and (1.3). Note that Theorem implies at once the
following:

Corollary 2.3. Assume that « # 0 or B # 0. A function f: R — X satisfies functional equation (2.10) if
and only if there exists a solution g : P — X to the equation

glax + by) = ag(x) + Bg(y) (2.11)
such that f(x) = g(a™) for z € R.
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The next proposition describes solutions g : P — X to (2.11)) (R4 stands for the set of nonnegative reals).

Proposition 2.4. Let Py € {Ry,R}. Assume that o # 0 or 8 # 0. Then a function g : Py — X satisfies
equation (2.11)) if and only if,

(a) in the case o+ B # 1, there exists a solution h : R — X to the additive Cauchy equation

h(z +y) = h(z) + h(y), (2.12)
such, that
h(az) = ah(z),  h(by) = Bh(y), z€R, (2.13)
and
g(z) = h(z), =z€R (2.14)

(b) in the case a+ =1, there are w € X and a solution h : R — X to equation (2.12)) such that (2.13))
holds and

g(z) = h(x) + w, xz € Po. (2.15)

Proof. Let go : Py — X satisfy functional equation (2.11) and go(0) = 0. Taking x = 0 and next y = 0 in

B11), we get

go(az) = ago(z),  go(by) = Bgo(y), z € P, (2.16)
whence
go(az + by) = ago(x) + Bgo(y) = go(ax) + go(by),  z € Po. (2.17)
Clearly, means that
go(z +y) = go(x) + go(y), r € B (2.18)

Take z,y, z,w € Py with x —w = z —y. Then x + y = z + w and, by (2.18)),

90(x) + 90(y) = go(x +y) = go(z + w) = go(2) + go(w),
which implies that
g0(x) = go(w) = go(2) — go(y)-
Consequently, we can define h: R — X by
hz—y) =go(x) —g0(y),  wy€ P
Note that
h(z) = h(z = 0) = go(z) — go(0) = go(x),  x € Py, (2.19)
and
h(—z) = h(0 —z) = go(0) — go(z) = —go(x), =€ P (2.20)
Hence, by , we get
h(ax) = ah(z), h(by) = Bh(y), xz € R. (2.21)
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We are yet to show that A fulfils the additive Cauchy equation (2.12). To this end take u,v € R. There
exist x1,x2,y1,y2 € Pop with u = x; — x9 and v = y; — y2. Note that x1 + y1, 22 + y2 € Py and, by (2.18)),

h(u+wv) = h(z1 — 22 +y1 — Y2)

= h(z1+y1 — (22 + y2))

= go(w1 + 1) — go(w2 + y2)

= go(z1) + g0(y1) — (g0(x2) + g0(y2))

= go(z1) — go(z2) + go(y1) — go(y2)

= (w1 — x2) + h(y1 — y2) = h(u) + h(v).

Now, assume that g : Py — X satisfies equation . First consider the case a4+ 3 # 1. Then, with

r=y=0in , we deduce that g(0) = 0. Consequently the reasoning presented above, with gy = g, ends
the proof of the necessary condition.

If a+ 5 =1, we write
go(x) := h(z) — h(0), = €R4.

Then ¢o(0) = 0 and, as we have shown above, there is a solution h : R — X to equation ([2.12)) such that
(2.13]) holds. Hence statement (b) is true with w := go(0).

The converse is easy to check. O

Remark 2.5. If K = R and a function h : R — X satisfies equation (2.12)) and conditions (2.13]), then it is
easily seen that

h(a"x) = a"h(z), h(b"y) = B"h(y), z€R,neN.
Consequently, if r := a™ € Q (rationals) for some ng € N, then
rh(z) = h(rz) = h(a"z) = a"h(x), x eR.

Hence a™ =1 = o™ or h(x) = 0. The same is true for b and .
For some further comments and references concerning similar issues we refer to [11, ch. XIII, §10|.

Remark 2.6. As far as we know, the only published description of solutions h : R — X (with K = R) to
functional equation (i.e., to with n = 2, &« = a and = b) states that if a + b # 1, then f must
be a quadratic function (see |9, Theorem 2.3]). Clearly, this description follows at once from Proposition
(a). Certainly, Proposition provides much more general and precise information.

3. Further applications

In this section, as before, R stands for the set of nonnegative reals, P := {z" : x € R}, X denotes a
linear space over a field K with 2 # 0, a, 8 € K| a,b € (0,00), and n € N. We always assume that o # 0 or

B #0.
Clearly, if D =T = X, k = 2, Fi(z1,22) = ax1 + bxa, Fa(x1,22) = |axy — bxe|, H(u,v) = u + v and
G(u,v) = au + pv, then functional equation ([1.8) takes the form

f(¥azm +bym ) + f(V]az™ = by"| ) = af (2) + Bf(y), (3.1)
which is a generalization of equations (1.6)) and (1.7)). Consequently, Theorem implies the following:

Corollary 3.1. A function f : R — X satisfies functional equation (3.1)) if and only if there exists a solution
h: P — X to the equation

h(az + by) + h(lax — by|) = ah(z) + Bh(y) (3.2)
such that f(x) = h(z") for x € R.
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We provide descriptions of solutions to (3.2)) in the next proposition and corollary. To this end, let us

recall that ¢ : R — X is quadratic if it satisfies functional equation (L.4) (see also Remark [3.6)).

Theorem 3.2. Let Py € {R4,R} and h : Py — X be such that h(0) = 0. Then h satisfies functional equation

(13.2) if and only if there is a quadratic function q : R — X such that

dar) = Salw), qlbr) = Sq@), R

and
h(z) = q(x), x € Fo.

Proof. Taking x = 0 and next y = 0 in (3.2]), we get

h(az) = %h(m), h(bz) = gh(x), zeR,.

Consequently
h(az + by) + h(lax — by|) = 2 %h(m) +2 gh(y)
= 2h(ax) 4 2h(by), z,y € Ry,
whence

h(u+v) + h(Ju — v|) = 2h(u) + 2h(v), u,v € Ry,

Define ¢ : R — X by

Clearly,

and (3.5 implies

dlax) = Lq(e).  qlor) = Do), a ek

(3.3)

(3.4)

(3.6)

(3.7)

(3.8)

(3.9)

Next, ¢ is even (in view of (3.7)), so (3.9)) implies (3.3) also when Py = R. We show that ¢ is quadratic.

So, fix u,v € R. If u,v € Ry, then

q(u+v)+qlu—v) =h(u+v)+ h(lu—v|)
= 2h(u) + 2h(v) = 2q(u) + 2¢(v).

If u,v € (—00,0), then

q(u+v) +q(u—v) = h(—u—v) + h(] —u = (=v)|)
= 2h(—u) + 2h(—v) = 2q(u) + 2q(v).
Further, if v > 0 and v < 0, then
q(u+v) + qu—v) = qu—(-v)) + q(u+ (-v))
= h(ju = (=v)[) + h(u+ (=v))
= 2h(u) 4+ 2h(—v) = 2q(u) + 2q(v).
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Finally, if u < 0 and v > 0, then ¢(u — v) = h(Ju — v|) = g¢(v — u), whence

q(u+v) +q(u—v) = q(v+u) +q(v —u)

q(v = (=u)) +q(v+ (—u))

h(lv = (=u)]) + h(v + (—u))
2h(v) + 2h(—u) = 2q(u) + 2q(v).

If Py =Ry, then (3.8) is just equality (3.4)), whence this finishes the proof of the necessary condition.
So, it remains to prove that (3.4)) holds also in the case Py = R. To this end fix y € (—00,0). There is
x € Ry with axz + by > 0 and ay + bx > 0 and consequently, by (3.2), (3.3)) and (3.8),

Bh(y) = h(ax + by) + h(|ax — by|) — ah(x)
= q(az + by) + q(ax — by) — aq()
= q(azx + by) + q(ax — by) — 2q(ax)
= 2q(by) = Ba(y),

ah(y) = h(ay + bx) + h(|lay — bx|) — Bh(x)

= q(ay + bx) + q(ay — bx) — Bq(x)

= q(ay + bx) + q(ay — bzx) — 2q(bx)
2q(ay) = aq(y),

which means that h(y) = ¢(y) (whether &« = 0 or 8 = 0). This completes the proof of the necessary condition
also for Py = R.
Now, we prove the sufficient condition. So, assume that there is a quadratic function ¢ : R — X such

that (3.3) and (3.4) are valid. Then, with = 0 in (1.4), we get

ay) =a(-y), yeR, (3.10)

and consequently

h(az + by) + h(laxz — by|) = q(az + by) + q(|ax — by|)
= q(az + by) + q(ax — by)
= 2q(ax) + 2q(by) = aq(z) + Bq(y)
= ah(x) + Bh(y), z,y € Py.

Corollary 3.3. Let Py € {Ry,R}. Then h: Py — X satisfies functional equation (3.2)) if and only if,
(a) in the case o+ B # 2, there is a quadratic function q : R — X such that (3.3)) and (3.4) are valid;

(b) in the case a+ =2, there are w € X and a quadratic function q : R — X such that (3.3)) holds and

h(z) = q(z) + w, z € B. (3.11)

Proof. Let h : Py — X be a solution to (3.2).

First consider the case a« + 8 # 2. Then x =y =0 in yield f(0) = 0. Hence we can simply apply
Theorem [3.2

So, assume that o + § = 2 and write

ho(z) := h(z) — h(0), € Ry.
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Then ho(0) = 0 and
ho(ax + by) + ho(lax — by|) = h(az + by) — h(0) + h(Jax — by|) — h(0)
= ah(x) + Bh(y) — 2h(0)
= a(h(x) = h(0)) + B(h(y) — h(0))
= aho(z) + Bho(y),  z,y € R.

Hence using again Theorem but with h replaced by hg, we obtain (3.11]) with w = h(0).
The converse is easy to check in view of (3.10]). O

Corollary 3.4. A function h : R — R satisfies functional equation (3.2) if and only if it is a solution to the
equation

h(azx + by) + h(ax — by) = ah(x) + Bh(y). (3.12)
Proof. Let hg : R — R be a solution to equation (3.12]) with hg(0) = 0. Taking first z = 0 and next y = 0 in
(13.12) gives
o B
ho(ax) = §h0(x), ho(az) = §h0(x), x €R. (3.13)
Hence

ho(az + by) + ho(ax — by) = aho(x) + Bho(y)
= 2hg(az) + 2ho(ay), z,y € R,

which means that
ho(x + y) + ho(z — y) = 2ho(z) + 2ho(y), z,y € R. (3.14)

Suppose that h : R — R is a solution to equation . If o+ 8 # 2, then with x =y = 0 gives
h(0) = 0, whence holds for hg = h. Consequently, by Corollary h is a solution to (3.2)).

If o+ 8 = 2, then the function hg : R — R, given by ho(x) := h(z) — h(0) for x € R, also is a solution to
and ho(0) = 0. Hence is valid, which means that hg is quadratic. Since h(x) = ho(x) + h(0), h
is a solution to (3.2) (again by Corollary .

If h: R — R is a solution to equation , then it has the form described in Corollary and it is easy
to check that A fulfils also (3.12)). O

Corollary 3.5. Let n be odd. A function f: R — X fulfils the equation

f(¥azm +bym ) + f(¥/]az™ = by"| ) = af (x) + Bf(y) (3.15)
if and only if it is a solution to the functional equation
f(Vazn +-byn ) + f(Vaz™ —bym ) = af(x) + Bf(y). (3.16)

Proof. According to Corollary a function f : R — X satisfies functional equation if and only if
there exists a solution g : R — X to the equation such that f(z) = g(a™).

Analogously, by Theorem a function f : R — X satisfies functional equation if and only if
there exists a solution g : R — X to the equation such that f(z) = g(z").

Since, in view of Corollary equations and have the same solutions g : R — X, this
completes the proof. O
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Remark 3.6. It is well known (see, e.g., [I]) that a function ¢ : R — X is quadratic if and only if there exists
L : R? — X that is symmetric (i.e., L(x,y) = L(y,x) for all z,y € R) and biadditive (i.e., L(z,y + z) =
L(z,y) + L(x, z) for all z,y, z € R) such that

q(x) = L(z,x), x eR.
Clearly, conditions are equivalent to
L(ax,azx) = %L(x,x), L(bx,bx) = gL(az,x), x €R. (3.17)
Next, note that
AL(z,y) = Lz +y,x +y) — L(z —y,x — y), z,y € R.

Hence (3.3]) (or (3.17))) implies the following two conditions

4L(az,ay) = q(a(r +y)) — q(a(z —y)) (3.18)
= %(Q(fﬁ + ) —q(z —y))

=2aL(z,y), x,y € R,

AL(bx,by) = 268L(x,y), z,y € R. (3.19)

So, conditions (3.18) and (3.19) are equivalent to (3.17)) and, in view of Corollary , we can state the

following:
Corollary 3.7. Let Py € {R;,R}. Then h: Py — X satisfies functional equation (3.2)) if and only if,

(a) in the case a + B # 2, there is a symmetric and biadditive function L : R?> — X such that
a p
L(axaay) = 5[/(1',2/), L(bl’,by) = §L(.%',y>, x??JGRv (320)
and
h(z) = L(z,x), x € Pp; (3.21)

(b) in the case a+ 3 = 2, there are w € X and a symmetric and biadditive function L : R?> — X such that

(3.20) is valid and
h(z) = L(z,z) + w, x € Py. (3.22)

Finally, let us observe that from Corollaries [3.1] and [3.7] we can easily deduce the following:
Corollary 3.8. A function f: R — X satisfies functional equation (3.1)) if and only if,

(a) in the case o+ B # 2, there is a symmetric and biadditive function L : R? — X such that (3.20) is
valid and

f(x) =L(z",2"), zekR; (3.23)

(b) in the case a+ B = 2, there are w € X and a symmetric and biadditive function L : R? — X such that

(3.20) is valid and
f(z) = L(z",2") + w, r e R. (3.24)
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Note that from Corollary it results that the description of solutions for the equation

F(Vam+ym ) + f(V]am —yn] ) = 2f () + 2f (), (3.25)

which is a generalization of (1.6)), is quite simple. Namely, we have the following:

Corollary 3.9. A function f : R — X satisfies functional equation (3.25)) if and only if there is a symmetric
and biadditive function L : R? — X such that f(z) = L(z"™, ") for z € R.

Remark 3.10. According to our best knowledge, the only published so far description (see [9, Theorem 2.3])
of solutions f : R — X (with K = R) of functional equation (1.7) (i.e., of (3.1]) with n = 2, a = 2a® and
B = 2b%) states that if a® + b% # 1, then f must be a solution to the functional equation

fRr+y)+ f(2z —y) =4f(z +y) +4f(x —y) + 24f(x) — 6f(y). (3.26)

It is easy to check that this description (with n = 2) follows from Corollary (a), which provides much
more general and precise information.
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The fractional calculus represents a powerful tool in applied mathematics to study many problems from
different fields of science and engineering, with many break-through results found in mathematical physics, fi-
nance, hydrology, biophysics, thermodynamics, control theory, statistical mechanics, astrophysics, cosmology
and bioengineering [25, [40]. There has been a significant development in fractional differential and integral
equations in recent years; see the monographs of Abbas et al. [1, 2], Kilbas et al. [26], Miller and Ross [2§],
and the papers of Abbas et al. [3], Darwish et al. [16] 17, 18| 19, 20, 21], Vityuk et ol. [41, 42], and the

references therein.
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In [I4], Butzer et al. investigated properties of the Hadamard fractional integral and derivative. In [15],
they obtained the Mellin transform of the Hadamard fractional integral and differential operators, and in [36],
Pooseh et al. obtained expansion formulas of the Hadamard operators in terms of integer order derivatives.
Many other interesting properties of those operators and others are summarized in [37], and the references
therein.

The measure of weak noncompactness was introduced by De Blasi [22]. The strong measure of noncom-
pactness was developed first by Banas and Goebel [6] and subsequently developed and used in many papers;
see for example, Akhmerov et al. [4], Alvarez [5], Benchohra et al. [10, [12], Guo et al. [23], Monch et al.
[30, B1], Szufla [38], and the references therein. Recently in |7, [§] Benchohra et al. used the measure of weak
noncompactness for some classes of fractional differential equations and inclusions, while in [9], a class of hy-
perbolic differential equations involving the Caputo fractional derivative was considered. Some applications
of the measure of weak noncompactness to ordinary differential and integral equations in Banach spaces are
reported in |11, 27, 33, [39] and the references therein. Some recent results on coupled systems of operator
equations in b-metric spaces are given in [34].

This paper deals with the existence of weak solutions to the following coupled system of Hadamard partial
fractional integral equations of the form, for (z,y) € J,

u(w,y) = p(w,y) + f7 f7 ()" (i y)" 7t Alegpled o) gy s,

(1.1)

o(a,y) = pa(ry) + [7 Y (0 2)" 7 ()" RO D tds,

where J :=[1,a] x [1,0], a,b > 1, r1,79,p1,p2 > 0, p1,pu2 : J — E and f1, fo : J x E X E — E are given
continuous functions, I'(+) is the Euler gamma function and E is a real (or complex) Banach space with norm
| - ||z and dual E*, such that E is the dual of a weakly compactly generated Banach space X.

The present paper initiates the use of the measure of weak noncompactness and Monch’s fixed point
theorem to the coupled system (|1.1)).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce notations, definitions, and preliminary facts which are used throughout this

paper.
Let C := C(J, E) be the Banach space of continuous functions w : J — E with the norm

|ullc = sup |lu(z,y)lE-
(zy)ed

It is clear that the product space C := C' x C is a Banach space with the norm

1(w, v)lle = llulle + [lvlic-

Denote by L*°(J, E'), the Banach space of essentially bounded measurable functions u : J — E equipped
with the norm
[ull oo = inf{c > 0: [lu(z,y)||p < ¢, ae. (z,y) € T}

Let (E,w) = (E,o(FE, E*)) denote the Banach space E with its weak topology.

Definition 2.1. A Banach space X is called weakly compactly generated (WCG, in short) if it contains a
weakly compact set whose linear span is dense in X.

Definition 2.2. A function h : E — F is said to be weakly sequentially continuous if h takes each weakly
convergent sequence in E to a weakly convergent sequence in E (i.e., for any (u,) in E with u, — u in

(E,w) then h(u,) — h(u) in (E,w)).
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Definition 2.3. [35] The function v : J — E is said to be Pettis integrable on J if and only if there
is an element u; € F corresponding to each j C J such that ¢(u;) ff od(u(s,t))dtds for all ¢ € E*,

where the 1ntegral on the right hand side is assumed to exist in the sense of Lebesgue, (by definition,
= f s, t)dtds).

Let P(J,E) be the space of all E-valued Pettis integrable functions on .J, and L'(J,R), be the Banach
space of Lebesgue integrable functions u : J — R. Define the class Pi(J, E) by

Pi(J,E)={u € P(J,E) : p(u) € L'(J,R) for every ¢ € E*}.

The space Pi(J, F) is normed by

a b
lulp = sup / / lo(u(z,9))|dA(z, ).
pEE*, [lplI<1J/1 J1

where A stands for the Lebesgue measure on J.

The following result is due to Pettis (see [[35], Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.41]).
Proposition 2.4. [35] If u € Pi(J, E) and h is a measurable and essentially bounded E—valued function,
then uh € Pi([0,al, E).

For all that follows, the sign “ [” denotes the Pettis integral.

Let us recall the definitions of Pettis integral and Hadamard integral of fractional order.

Definition 2.5. [24] 26] The left sided mixed Pettis Hadamard integral of order ¢ > 0, for a function

g € Pi([1,a], E), is defined as
Hor _ L et el
()@ = g [ (m2)" L

Remark 2.6. Let g € Pi([1,al], E). For every ¢ € E*, we have

o("ITg)(x) = ("I{pg)(x); for a.e. x € [1,a].

Definition 2.7. Let r1, 79 > 0, 0 = (1,1) and r = (r1,72). For w € Py(J, E), define the left sided mixed
Pettis Hadamard partial fractional integral of order r by the expression

oo r1 1 y\r2— 1w( )
I 1 dtds.
(e = o [ () ()"

Definition 2.8. [22] Let E be a Banach space, Qg the bounded subsets of E and Bj the unit ball of E.
The De Blasi measure of weak noncompactness is the map §: Qg — [0,00) defined by

B(X) := inf{e > 0 : there exists a weakly compact subset Q2 of E
such that X C eB; + Q}.

The De Blasi measure of weak noncompactness satisfies the following properties:
(a) AC B = p(A) <B(B),
(b) B(A) =0« A is relatively weakly compact,
(¢) B(AU B) = max{f(A), B(B)},
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(d) B(A”) = B(A), (A” denotes the weak closure of A),
A+ B) < B(A) + B(B),

) B(
) B(
) BAA) = |AIB(A),
) B(
) B(

(e
(f
conv(A)) = B(A),
Unj<nAA) = hB(A).

The next result follows directly from the Hahn-Banach theorem.

(g
(h

Proposition 2.9. Let E be a normed space, and xo € E with x¢g # 0. Then, there exists ¢ € E* with
lell =1 and p(x0) = [|lzo-

For a given set V of functions v : J — E let us denote by
Viz,y) ={v(z,y) :v eV} (2,y) € J,
and
V(J) ={v(z,y) :v eV, (z,y) € J}.

Lemma 2.10. [23] Let H C C be a bounded and equicontinuous. Then the function (x,y) — B(H(x,y)) is
continuous on J, and

Bc(H) = max B(H(z,y)),

(z,y)e

8 ( / /J u(s,t)dtds> < / /J B(H (s, t))dtds,

where H(s,t) = {u(s,t) :u € H, (s,t) € J}, and B¢ is the De Blasi measure of weak noncompactness defined
on the bounded sets of C'.

and

For our purposes, we will need the following fixed point theorem:

Theorem 2.11. [32] Let QQ be a nonempty, closed, convex and equicontinuous subset of a metrizable locally
convex vector space C(J, E) such that 0 € Q. Suppose T : Q — Q is weakly sequentially continuous. If the
implication

V =conv({0} UT(V)) =V is relatively weakly compact, (2.1)

holds for every subset V. C Q, then the operator T has o fized point.

3. Existence Results
Let us start by defining what we mean by a solution of the integral equation .

Definition 3.1. A pair (u,v) € C is said to be a solution of if (u,v) satisfies equation on J.
Further, we present conditions for the existence of a solution of equation ([1.1).

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the following hypotheses hold:

(Hy) For a.e. (z,y) € J, the functions u — fi(x,y,u,v), v = fi(z,y,u,v), i = 1,2, are weakly sequentially
continuous,

(Hs) For a.e. u,v € E, the functions (z,y) — fi(z,y,u,v); i = 1,2 are Pettis integrable a.e. on J,
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(Hs) There exist functions P; € C(J,[0,00)); i = 1,2 such that for all ¢ € E*, we have
lp(fi(z,y,u,v))| < ,for ae. (z,y) € Joand u,v € E,
L+ [l + llulle + vz
(Hy) For each bounded set B C E and for each (x,y) € J, we have
If
P*(lna)™ (Inb)"2 P*(Ina)? (In b)P2
F(l + 7’1)F(1 + 7“2) F(l + pl)F(l + pg)
where P = ||P;||L~; i = 1,2, then the coupled system has at least one solution defined on J.
Proof. Define the operators N; : C' — C; i =1,2 by
T x\T1— T2— s,tau(s,t),v(s,t .
+ 7 ()™ (Ind)™ T StgetR T dtds,
and
T T - - s,t,u(s,t),v(s,t .
+ i/ (lng)pl (In %)pQ 425t1"(p1)1"(p2) dtds.
Consider the continuous operator N : C — C defined by
(N (u,v))(z,y) = (Nu)(z,y), (Nav)(z,y)). (3.4)

First notice that, the hypothesis (Hz) implies that
Vu, v e Ca f(7 " U(', ')7“('7 )) € P(']v E)

From (Hs3) we have that for all (z,y) € J, the functions

(1n E)“‘l (in y)”—l fi(s,t,u(s,t), v(s,1)

S t st

and

(n2)" (1) Salos bl ).l 0)
S t st
are Pettis integrable and thus, the operator N makes sense.

Let R, R; > 0; i = 1,2 be such that

Pf(lna)™(Inb)™
D(1+7)I'(1+re)

Pj(Ina)” (Inb)r?
L1+ p)T(1+ p2)

; By > |lpzllo +

Ry > |lpalle +

and R = R; + R»,



Abbas, Benchohra, Henderson, Lazreg, Adv. Theory Nonlinear Anal. Appl. 1 (2017)

, 136-146 141

and consider the set

Q = {(w,v)€C:|(u,v)]le <Rand ||(u,v)(w1,y1)
< lpa(zr, y1) — pa(xe, yo)lle + (221, y1)
+ Pl*

F(l + rl)l“(l + 7’2)

— (u,v) (22, y2)||lE
— p2(z2,92) || E

x[2(Iny2)?(Inzy —Inzy)™ 4+ 2(Inze) ™ (Inys — Iny; )™

+(Inzy) (Iny)™ — (Inas)™ (Inyz)™
—2(ln zo —Inz)*(Inys — In Z/l)m]
Py

IS

x[2(Iny2)”?(Inxe — Inz1)P* 4+ 2(Inz2)” (Inye — Iny; )*?

+(lnzy)" (Iny;)”? — (Inz)” (Inys)"
—2(Inze —Inx1)P (Inyy — Iny;)P?]}.

Clearly, the subset @ is closed, convex and equicontinuous. We shall show that the operator N satisfies all
the assumptions of Theorem [2.11] The proof will be given in several steps.

Step 1. N maps @ into itself.

Let u,v € Q, (z,y) € J and assume that (N;u)(z,y) # 0; i = 1,2. Then there exists ¢; € E*;

that [|(Nyu)(z,9) | & = é:(Nu)(z, ). Thus
|(N1u) (@, 9)

=¢1 ('ul =) (Tl)lr (r2) / /

fl S,t,U(S t),’U(S,t) dtdS)

= ¢1(m (2, y)) + ¢ <P (r1)T(r2) / /

><f 1(s,t,u(s, t),v (s’t))dtds>

st
< ez e+ 7o~ T(r)T(r2) / /

Pl*(l ) (In b)r2
T(1+7r)0(1+72)

< lpalle +
< R;.

1 = 1,2 such

n<

rl 1 1 Y ro—1
(3)

'r1 1 Y ro—1
ln )
t

7“1 1 ro—1 P, t
hl g) 2 1(8, )
t st

dtds
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Also, we get
[(Nov)(z,y)

- (m(x’y) (pl)lf (p2) // ln pl (m %>P2—1

Xfg(s,t,u(s,t),v(s,t))dtd8>
st

= Galpa(a,)) + b2 <F(”1)1F(p2)/1/1y ()" ()"

« f2(57 t, U(S, t)) U(S, t))dtd8>
st

p 1 p2—1 Py(s,t
< 2@, 9)lle + 5~pry / / v lny) LB t) gy
pg t st

Pz(lna) (
(1 +p)T (1+p2)

< llpzllc +
< Rs.

Thus,
(N (uw, 0)) (2, y)le < Ri+ Ry = R.

Next, let (z1,91), (z2,y2) € J be such that 1 < x2 and y; < yo, and let u,v € @, with (Nyu)(x1,y1) —
(N1u)(x2,y2) # 0 and (Nov)(x1,y1) — (N2v)(w2,y2) # 0. Then there exists ¢; € E*; i = 1,2 with ||p;|| =1
such that

[(N1u)(z1,91) — (N1u) (22, y2) | B = ¢1((N1w)(z1,y1) — (N1u) (22, 92))

and
|(Nov)(21,91) — (N2v) (22, y2)||g = ¢1((Nav) (21, y1) — (Nav) (22, y2))-
Then
[(N1u) (2, y2) — (N1w)(z1, 1) || E
= ¢1((N1u) (22, 92) — (N1w) (21, 91))
< g (w1, 91) — N1(=T2ay2)”E
e [ (I i
% |¢1(f1(87t7u(: D0 grds
T S e B I L
+F(T‘1) NeyRie yy12 o 22|77 |1 22|72 [2LUslsbule o0 grq
+F(T1 ) (r2) f ‘1 %‘Tl 1‘1 yTQ}TQ 1|¢1(f(8tugit) U(St)))ldtds.
This gives

[(N1u) (22, y2) — (N1uw)(z1, 11)l| e < [|pa (w1, y1) — (@2, y2) || e
1 T r1—1 ro—1
ooy S |In Z2{™ 7 [In 227

— [z 2 B gy

b 5
+F(r1)( 2) e ‘1 2| |In 22|77 Jhdtds
e o S 22| i 2 1%dtd

<|\M1($1apyl) M1($2,y2)!\E
+W[ (Iny2)?(Inwy —Inzy)™ + 2(Inwo)" (Inys — Iny;)™
+(Inz1)(Iny;)™? — (Inxg)™ (Inyz)"
—2(Inzy —Inzy)" (Inys — Iny;)"].
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Also,
||(sz)($%;*y2) — (N20) (@1, y1)l[ 2 < lp2(er, y1) — p2(22, y2)|l &
+WM[2(ID y2)P?(Inze —Inx1)?! + 2(Inz)” (Inys — Iny;)P?
+(lnzp)P (Iny; )2 — (Inxe)”! (Inys)P?
—2(Inzy —Inzy)P (Inys — Inyp)?2].
Thus,

(N (u, v)) (22, y2) — (N(u,v)) (@1, 1) l|e

< Hul(fﬁl}gl) — (@2, y2)ll g + [lp2(zr, 1) — po(z2, v2) |
+m[2(ln y2)2(Inze —Inxy)™ + 2(Inzo)™ (Inyy — Iny;)™
+(Inz1)(Iny;)™? — (Inxz)™ (Inyg)"
—2(lnzy —Inzy)" (Inys — Iny;)"?]
—I—WB(ID y2)P?(Inzg —Inx)? +2(Inzg)” (Inys — Iny; )P

+(ln fUl)pl (ln yl),ﬂz _ (ln x2)P1 (ln y2)92
—2(Inze —Inzy)P (Inyy — Iny;)P2].

Hence N(Q) C Q.

Step 2. N is weakly-sequentially continuous.
Let (up,v,) be a sequence in @ and let (uy,(z,y)) = u(z,y) and (v,(x,y)) — v(z,y) in (E,w) for each
(x,y) € J. Fix (x,y) € J. Since f;; i = 1,2 satisfy the assumption (H7), then for each i € {1,2} the function
fi(x,y, un(z,y), va(x,y)) converges weakly uniformly to f;(x,y,u(x,y),v(x,y)). Hence the Lebesgue domi-
nated convergence theorem for Pettis integral implies that for each (z,y) € J, the sequence (Nyuy,)(z,y) con-
verges weakly uniformly to (Nyju)(z,y) in (E,w), and (Nav,)(z,y) converges weakly uniformly to (Nov)(z,y)
in (F,w). So N(up) — N(u). Then N : Q — @ is weakly-sequentially continuous.

Step 3. The implication holds.
Let V be a subset of @ such that V = conv(N (V) U {0}). Obviously
V(z,y) C conv(NV)(z,y)) U{0}), (z,y) € J.

Further, as V' is bounded and equicontinuous, by Lemma 3 in [13] the function (z,y) — v(x,y) = 8(V(z,y))
is continuous on J. Since the functions p;; ¢ = 1,2 are continuous on J, the set {u(x,y); (z,y) € J} C E is
compact. From (Hj3), Lemma and the properties of the measure 3, for any (z,y) € J, we have

v(z,y) < B((NV)xy)U{O})
< 5((NV)(
r1— 1 LY ra—1 Py (s,t)B(V (s,t))
= L (r1)T(r2) / / ‘ Z st s
1 p1— 1 y p2=1 Py(s,t)B(V(s,t))
+ /)1sz / /‘ In ¥ - dtds
- 1 Y[t Auls,t)u(s, t)
= 7"1)1“ 2) / / ‘ t —tdtd
Py et Pafs, (s, 1)
* L(p1)T(p2) / / ‘ " —tdtds
. Hchr / / w2 gm* Plfjt’ D dras
2)
HUHC p1— 1 y p2—1 Py(s,t)
* ['(p2) / / ‘ E B

(
< P1 (Ina)™ (Inb)™ n Py (lna) 1(Inb)P? > o]
- T(1+r1)F(1 +72) | T4+ p)T (4 p2))
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Thus
[v]l < Lijv[le.

From (3.1)), we get ||v|lc = 0, that is, v(z,y) = S(V(z,y)) = 0, for each (z,y) € J and then by Theorem 2
in [29], V is weakly relatively compact in C. Applying now Theorem we conclude that N has a fixed
point which is a solution of the coupled system (1.1)). O]

4. An Example
Let

o0
E=1'= {u:(ul,w,...,un,...), Z|un| <oo}
n=1

be the Banach space with the norm
e}
lulle =3 Jual-
n=1

We consider the following coupled system of partial Pettis Hadamard integral equations, for (z,y) € [1,¢]?,
T z\r1—1 ro—1 fn(s,t,u(s,t),v(s,t
(@, y) = () + f7 [ (0 2)" 7 (in g™ el ael) gy,
(4.1)

vn(z,y) = po(z,y +f1 f1 (ln )pl ' (1 y)p2 lgn(ji??;gf)t)(zg) ))dtd&

where r1,72,P1, P2 > 07 Ml(‘r?y) =T +y27 /,LQ(CU,y) = .’172 +y7

2
cxy _7 1
folx,y,u(z,y),v(x e+ ——— | up(x,
n(T, Y, u(w,y), v(z,y)) = 1+ [[u(z,y)| v(z,y)|| ( €x+y+5> n(2,9)

and .
Qe

g x7y7ux7y7 y v x’y?

(@ v ule ) (0 0) = T T o s Y
with

w= (U, U2, ..., Upy...), V=_(V1,02,...,0n,...),
and
o
c:= §F(1 + 7)1+ rg).

Set

f:(fl,fQ,...,fn,...), g:<g1792,...,gn,...).

Clearly, the functions f and g are continuous.
For each u,v € E and (z,y) € [1,¢] x [1,¢], we have

1
2 -7
Hf(‘rvyau(‘rvy)av(xvy))”E < cry <€ + €x+y+5> :

and
lg(x, y, u(z,y),v(z,9) e < cay~°.

Hence, the hypothesis (H3) is satisfied with P} = P = 2ce~*. We shall show that condition (3.1)) holds with
a =0b=e. Indeed,

Pi(lna)™(Inb)™ Py (Ina)f (In b)r? B 2c
FA+r)I(1+r) TA+p)T(A+p2) A1 +r)T(1+19)
2c
eT(1+ p1)T(1 + p2)
1
= —<1.

2
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A simple computation shows that all conditions of Theorem are satisfied. It follows that the coupled

system (4.1)) has at least one solution on [1,¢€] x [1, €].
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1. Introduction and preliminaries

Branciari metric spaces are among the recent generalizations of metric spaces and have been defined
by Branciari [3]. The main feature of these spaces is the replacement of the triangular inequality by a
rectangular inequality. The Branciari metric spaces are also referred to as rectangular or generalized metric
spaces. Another recent generalization of the metric spaces called b-metric spaces has been introduced by
Czerwik [4] and Bakhtin [2]. The difference between metric and b-metric shows itself in the triangle inequality
which contains a constant s > 1. Combining these two concepts, George et.al. [5] defined Branciari b-metric
spaces. This new metric space is also referred to as rectangular b-metric spaces. Several articles related with
this new metric space have been published recently [5, 111 [7].

In this paper we discuss the problem of existence and uniqueness of fixed points for contraction mappings
of Geraghty type defined on Branciari b-metric spaces.

We first introduce the basic notions used throughout the paper.

Branciari metric spaces are defined as follows [3].
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Definition 1.1. [3] Let X be a nonempty set and let d : X x X — [0,400) be a function such that for
all z,y € X and all distinct u,v € X each of which is different from x and y, the following conditions are
satisfied:

(1.) d(x,y) = 0 if and only if z = y;
(2) d(z,y) = d(y,z);
(3.) d(z,y) < d(z,u) + d(u,v) + d(v, y).
The map d is called a Branciari metric and the pair (X, d) is called a Branciari metric space.

Czerwik [4] and Bakhtin [2] defined the b-metric spaces as follows.

Definition 1.2. [2, [4] Let X be a nonempty set and let d : X x X — [0, +00) be a mapping satisfying the
following conditions for all x,y,z € X:

(1.) d(z,y) = 0 if and only if z = y;

(2.) d(z,y) = d(y, );
(3.) d(z,y) < s[d(x, z) + d(z,y)] for some real number s > 1.

Then the mapping d is called a b-metric and the pair (X, d) is called a b-metric space with a constant
s> 1.

Combination of the Branciari and b-metric spaces results in the following definition of the Branciari
b-metric spaces.

Definition 1.3. [5] Let X be a nonempty set and let d : X x X — [0,400) be a function such that for
all z,y € X and all distinct u,v € X each of which is different from x and y, the following conditions are
satisfied:

(1.) d(x,y) = 0 if and only if z = y;

(2.) d(z,y) = d(y, z);

(3.) d(z,y) < s[d(x,u) + d(u,v) + d(v, y)] for some real number s > 1.

The map d is called a Branciari b-metric and the pair (X, d) is called a Branciari b-metric space with a
constant s > 1.

Convergent sequence, Cauchy sequence, completeness and continuity on Branciari b-metric space are
defined as follows.

Definition 1.4. [5] Let (X, d) be a Branciari b-metric space, {x,} be a sequence in X and x € X. Then
1. A sequence {x,} C X is said to converge to a point x € X if, for every ¢ > 0 there exists ny € N such
that d(x,,z) < e for all n > ng. The convergence is also represented as

lim z,, =z or z,, — x as n — Q.
n—oo

2. A sequence {z,} C X is said to be a Cauchy sequence if, for every € > 0 there exists ng € N such that
d(Tn, Tnyp) < € for all n > ng, p > 0 or equivalently, if lim, o d(xy, Zn4p) = 0 for all p > 0.

3. (X,d) is said to be a complete Branciari b-metric space if every Cauchy sequence in X converges to
some z € X.

4. A mapping T : X — X on is said to be continuous with respect to the Branciari b-metric d if,

for any sequence {z,} C X which converges to some x € X, that is lim d(z,,x) = 0 we have
n—oo

lim d(Tx,,Tx)=0.

n—o0

One should be careful when working with the Branciari and Branciari b-metric spaces due to some of
their properties listed below.
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Remark 1.5. Let (X, d) be a Branciari or Branciari b-metric space.

1. If we denote an open ball of radius r centered at x € X as
Br(z,r) ={y € X : |d(z,y) <r},

such an open ball in (X, d) is not always an open set.
2. If T is the collection of all subsets ) of X such that for each y € Y there exist r > 0 with B,(y) C ),
then 7 defines a topology for (X, d), which is not necessarily Hausdorff.

3. The limit of a convergent sequence {z,} € X is not necessarily unique.
4. A convergent sequence in X is not necessarily a Cauchy sequence.
5. Branciari or Branciari b-metric is not necessarily continuous.

All these drawbacks are illustrated in the following example inspired by [5].

1

Example 1.6. [5] Let A = {,n € N}, B ={0,3} and X = AU B. Define the function d(z,y) : X x X —
n

[0, 00) such that d(x,y) = d(y,x) in the following way.

if =y,

if x,yeA,

if ze€Ayée B,

0
4
d(z,y)=q 1
n
2 if =zyeB.

It is not difficult to see that the function d(z,y) is not a metric, not a b-metric, not a Branciary metric
but only a Branciari b-metric with s = 2. It is also clear that

. 1 1

3 Mo 0 = 108 5, =0
and

lim d(—,3) = lim — =0

i, o = i, 5 =0

1
that is, the sequence {2—} has two different limits, the numbers 0 and 3.
n

In addition, the sequence { 2—} is convergent, but not a Cauchy sequence because
n

. . 1 1 .
plggod(a:m:cnw) B plggod 20 2n + 2p) B nh—>r{>lo4 =4

Finally, note that the open set Bl(%) contains 0, that is Bl(%) = {0, 3, %}, but there is no positive r for
which B,(0) C Bi(3).

Therefore, when working on Branciari metric space, we need the following property stated in proved in
[10].

Proposition 1.7. [10] Let {xy,} be a Cauchy sequence in a Branciari metric space (X, d) such thatlimy, o d(zp, x) =
0, where x € X. Then limy, o0 d(xyn,y) = d(z,y), for ally € X. In particular, the sequence {x,} does not
converge toy if y # x.

Remark 1.8. The Proposition is valid if we replace Branciari metric space by a Branciari b-metric space.
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Geraghty type contraction mappings have been introduced by Geraghty [6] who defined a class F of
functions 3 : [0, 00) — [0, 1) satisfying

lim ((t,) =1 implies lim ¢, =0,

n—oo n—o0

and with the help of these functions defined contraction mappings in the following manner.
Let (X, d) be a metric space and let T : X — X be a mapping satisfying

d(Tx,Ty) < B(d(z,y))d(z,y), (1.1)

for all z,y € X and some function 8 € F. He proved the existence and uniqueness of fixed points of such
contractions on metric spaces.
In the context of b-metric spaces, Geraghty type contractions have been modified as follows [7]. Let Fj

1
be the class of functions 5 : [0,00) — [0, —) for which
s
: L. . .
lim B(t,) = — implies lim ¢, =0, (1.2)
n—o00 S n—o00

holds for some s > 1. On a b-metric space (X,d) with a constant s > 1 Geraghty type contraction is a self
mapping T : X — X satisfying
d(Tz,Ty) < p(d(z, y))d(z,y), (1.3)

for all z,y € X and some function 5 € F;.
As examples of functions from the class Fs we can give the following functions.

Example 1.9.

1
The function f : [0,00) — [0, —) defined as 5(t) = eXPSﬁ for some s > 1is in the class F; .
s

1
The function £ : [0,00) — [0, ;) defined as §(t) = ﬁ is in the class Fs.

Finally, we recall the concept of a-admissible mappings defined by Samet et al [12].

Definition 1.10. A mapping T : X — X is called a-admissible if for all x,y € X we have
a(z,y) > 1= a(Tz,Ty) > 1, (1.4)

where o : X x X — [0, 00) is a given function.

2. Geraghty contractions on Branciari b-metric spaces

In many recent publications on fixed point on b-metric, quasi b-metric, Branciari b-metric, b-metric
like spaces etc., the authors modify the contractive condition and the auxiliary functions involved in these
conditions by taking into account the constant s > 1 of the space. In this sense, the Banach contractive
condition on b-metric and related spaces becomes

d(Tz,Ty) < kd(z,y), for all x,y € X

where 0 < k < %
In this paper, we deal with contractions of Geraghty type on Branciari b-metric spaces.
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Definition 2.1. Let (X, d) be a Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 and let a : X x X — [0, 00)
and 8 € Fs be two given functions. A generalized Geraghty type a-admissible contractive mapping
T:X — X is of type (I) if it is a-admissible and satisfies

a(z,y)d(Tx, Ty) < B (M(z,y)) M(x,y), forall z,y € X, (2.1)

where

M(z,y) = max{d(x,y),d(z,Tx),d(y, Ty)}.

We will first prove an existence theorem for fixed point of the class of contractive mappings given in

Definition P11

Theorem 2.2. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 and o : X x X —
[0,00) and 8 € Fs be two given functions. Let T : X — X be a continuous a-admissible mapping satisfying

a(z,y)d(Tz, Ty) < B(M(z,y)) M(x,y), forall z,y€ X, (2.2)

where
M(z,y) = max{d(z,y),d(x,Tx),d(y, Ty)}.

Assume that there exists xg € X such that a(xo, Tzo) > 1 and a(xo, T?x0) > 1. Then T has a fized point.
Proof. Choosing zg € X such that a(zg, Twg) > 1 and a(xg, T?z0) > 1 we define the sequence {z,} as
Tpy1 =Tz, for n e N.

Suppose that x, # x,11 for all n > 0. Otherwise, for some k& € N we would have x = x11 = Tz, that is,
xj, would be a fixed point of T" and the proof would be completed.
Since T is a-admissible, from a(xg, Txg) > 1 we have

a(zg, 1) = a(xg, Txo) > 1 = a(Txo, Tx1) = a(z1,22) > 1,

and inductively,
oy, Tpt1) > 1, for all n € N. (2.3)

Also, from the condition a(zg, T%xg) > 1 we have
afxg, 29) = a(zo, T?xg) > 1 = a(Txo, Txo) = a(zy,x3) > 1,

and hence,
oy, Tnto) > 1, for all n € N. (2.4)

We define the sequences {d,} and {e,} as
dp = d(Tp—1,2yn), en=d(Tp_1,Tns1). (2.5)
We will prove that both the sequence {d,} and {e,} converge to 0, that is,

nh—>r2<> d(xp—1,Tn) = nh_)r{)lo d(xp—1,Tnt1) =0 (2.6)

1
Regarding 1} and the fact that 0 < f(t) < —, the contractive condition (2.23) with x = x, and
s

Y = Tpy1 becomes

=d(Txp—1,Txy)

< a(xp—1,x0)d(Txp—1,Txy) ) (2.7)
/B(M(-Tnfla Zvn))M(l’n*l» xn) < ;M(xnfla -’En),

d(xna xn-i-l)

IN
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for all n > 1, where

M(xn—la xn) max {d(xn—h xn)7 d(xn—la Tﬂ?n_l), d(.%‘n, Txn)}
= Inax {d(l’n,h xn)v d(:Cn,l, l'n)a d(.’)?n, $n+1)}
d

= max {d(xn—h -%'n), (T, wn—i—l)} .

Suppose that M (zp—1,%,) = d(zy, Tnt1) for some n > 1. Then we have

1
d(xn7xn+1) < 5(d($n, $n+1))d(3§'n, xn—l—l) < gd(xn7mn+l)a

which is not possible. Therefore, for all n > 1 M(x,—1,2,) = d(xp—1,zy,). In this case, the inequality ([2.7))
implies
d(xrw ‘rn—l—l) 5(d(xn—la $n))d($n_1, xn) < %d(mn—h xn)

d(zn_1,xy), for all n > 1. (2.8)

<
<

In other words, the sequence {d,} = {d(z,—1, )} is positive and decreasing and hence, converges to
some d > 0. If we take limit as n — oo in (2.8]) we obtain

1
d= lim dyq1 < lim B(dy)d, =d lim p(d,) < —d. (2.9)
n— 00 n—o00 n—o00 S
1
This implies lim,,_,~ (d,) = — and hence, by (1.2),
s
lim d, = lim d(zp—1,2,) =0. (2.10)
n—0o0 n—oo
On the other hand, we observe that repeated application of (2.8 leads to
1 1

Now, taking into account ({2.4)), we substitute x = x,,—1 and & = x,41 in (2.23). This yields

d(Txp—1,TTn1)
(Tn—1, Tnae1)d(Tzp—1, TTni1) (2.12)

«
1
B(M(xn—l’ xn—&-l))M(l'n—lv xn—i—l) < gM(l'n—lv xn—i—l)a

d($n7 CL‘n_t,_Q) =
<

IN

for all n > 1, where

(xnfla Tl‘nfl)a d($n+1, Tanrl)}
(xn—la xn)a d(xn-f—la xn+2)} ’

M(-rnfl’ xn+1) = max {d(l‘nfl, $n+1)>

= max {d(zn-1, Tn+1), (2.13)

d
d

Regarding ([2.8]), the maximum M (z,_1,2n+1) is either d(xy—1,Zn4+1) or d(zn—1,2,), that is, either e, or
dy,. From the inequality (2.12)) we have

1 1
en+1 = d(Tn, Tnt2) < EM(en) = S max{ey, dn } (2.14)

for all n € N. In addition, from ({2.8]) we have
dn-{—l <d, < max{em dn}a

from which we deduce
max{eni1,dnt1} < max{e,,d,} for all n > 1,
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that is, the sequence {max{e,,d,}} is non increasing and hence, it converges to some [ > 0. Assume that
[ > 0. Taking into account ([2.10]) we obtain

I = lim,_ o max{e,,d,} = max{lim, o €p, lim, oo dy}
= max{limy, 00 €n,0} = lim,, o0 €.

On the other hand, letting n — oo in (2.14) we conclude
= nh_)rgo eni1 < nlggo max{ey,dn} =1,
which contradicts the assumption [ > 0. Hence, [ = 0, and then we have
nlg& en = nhﬁ\ngo d(xn—1,Tp41) = 0. (2.15)

Next, we will prove that x, # x,, for all n # m. Assume that x, = x,, for some m,n € N with n # m.
By the initial assumption, we have d(zy, n4+1) > 0 for each n € N. Without loss of generality we may take
m > n + 1. The assumption x,, = z,, implies

d(xp, Tryn) = d(Tm, Tam).
Recalling the inequality (2.7)) we have

d(xp, Tpt1) = d(xp, Txy) = d(zm, Toy)
= d(Txmfla TSUm) < O5(35771715 xm)d(Tl‘mflv Tﬂjm) (216)

< B (1, 0)) M (1, 0m) < M (1, 0m),

where
M(zpm—1,Tm) = max{d(Tm—1,%m),d(@m-1,TTm-1),d(Tm, TTm)}
= max {d(Tm-1,Tm), A(Tm—1,Tm), d(Tm, Tm+1)} (2.17)
= maXx {d(xmfb xm)a d(xm7 xm+1)} - d(xmfla xm)a

because of (2.8]). Then we have,

1
d(xm7xm+1) < gd(xm—hxm) < d(xm—laxm)a
for all m > n + 1. Continuing the process we conclude,
ATy Trmy1) < A(Tm—1,Tm) < A(Tm—1,Tm) < ... < d(Tp,Tnt1), (2.18)

which contradicts the assumption z,, = x,, for some m # n. Therefore, our initial assumption is incorrect
and we should have z,, # x,, for all m # n.
Now we will prove that {z,} is a Cauchy sequence, that is,
lim d(zy,zp+k) =0, for all k € N. (2.19)

n—oo

Notice that holds for £k =1 and k = 2 due to and . Therefore, we assume that k£ > 3. We
consider separately the cases with odd and even k£ € N.

Case 1. Let k = 2m + 1 where m > 1. We have x; # x, for all [ # s and z; # x;11 for all [ > 0, so that
we can apply repeatedly the condition 3. in Definition which implies

d(SEn, xn+2m+1) < S[d($n7 anrl) + d(anrly $n+2) + d($n+27 xn+2m+l)]
sld(zn, Tnt1) + d(Tnt1, Tny2)]
SQ[d(xn—i—?’ xn+3) + d(ﬂjn—i-?n $n+4) + d(xn+4u $n+2m+1)]

d(l‘n, xn—i—k)

+ IA I

s[d(zn, Tpt1) + d(Tn+1, Tnto)] + 52[d(xn+27 Tnt3) + d(Tnt3, Tnta)]
Sg[d($n+47 Tpts) + d(Tnts, Tnte)] + -0+ 5m+1[d(xn+2m: Tniy2m+1)]
5d(Tn, Tpi1) + 82d(Tpy1, Tna2) + 83d(Tna2, Tnis)

oot Sn+2m71d($n+2m, $n+2m+1)-

+IA A+ IA -



Erhan, Adv. Theory Nonlinear Anal. Appl. 1 (2017) , 147-160 154

Then, by the inequality (2.11]) we conclude

1 1
d(l’n,$n+k) S Sni—ld(xo’xl) + Sfﬂd(l'(),.%’l) —+ ...+ Wd(.’l)(],l‘l)
n+2m 1 n—2 1
= d(xo,71) [ Z sk Zsk]
k=0 k=0
$n+2m+1 -1 snfl -1
- d _
(z0,1) L””m(s —-1) s"2%(s— 1)}
Letting n — oo in the last inequality we obtain
Sn+2m+1 -1 sn—l -1
< li < li — = .
0= Jim, d@n onip) < lim dlwo, z1) [m< YR T 1>] 0 (2.20)

Case 2. Let k = 2m where m > 2. Again, repeated application of the inequality 3. in Definition yields

d(Tns Tptk) = d(@n, Tntom) < S[d(Tn; Tpt1) + d(Tnt1, Tnt2) + d(Tnt2, Tnyom))]
< sld(@n, Trg1) + d(Tpg1, Tng2)]
+ SQ[d(xn—i—Q’ xn—i—S) + d($n+3, xn+4) + d(ﬂ?n+4, $71—5—2777,)]
< sld(@n, Tnt1) + d(@pg1, Tos2)] + SQ[d(aner Tnt3) + d(Tnt3, Tnta)]
+ sml [d($n+2m—4a $n+2m—3) + d(xn+2m—3a xn+2m—2)
+ d($n+2m—25 xn—&-?m)]
< Sd(l‘n, xn+1) + 32d(xn+17 xn+2) + Sgd(xn—{—% $n+3)
+ .+ 3n+2m_3d(xn+2m—37 xn+2m—2) + Sm_ld(xn+2m—2u xn+2m)-

By the inequality in (2.11)), we have

1 1
d(@n, Tnyk) < Sgd(zo,21) + sjd($0a$1) +...+ Wd(iﬂovfh)
+ Sm_ld(xn—i—Qm—Zu ZCn-i—Zm)
n+2m—2 1 n—2 1
= d(wo,71) [ Z 5 Z;k + " d(zngom-2, Tniom) (2.21)
k=0 k=0
Sn+2m71 -1 Snfl -1
- d _
(z0,21) L”+2m(s —1) s 2(s— 1)}

Sm_ld(xn+2mf2a $nJer)-
From ([2.15)) we have nhﬁlglo s (2t 9m—2, Tnyom) = 0 and hence, letting n — oo in (2.21)) we deduce

0 < lim d(zp,Tnik)
n—,oo

= lim, 00 {d(ﬂfo’xl)[
= 0.

5n+2m—1 -1 Sn—l -1

snt2m(s — 1) B s 2(s—1)

:| + Sm_ld(mn+2m—27 $n—Q—Zm)}

As a result, for any k € N, we have

nh_}ngo d(xp, Tpir) =0,

that is, the sequence {z,} is a Cauchy sequence in (X,d). Since (X,d) is a complete Branciari b-metric
space, there exists u € X such that
lim d(xy,u) =0. (2.22)

n—oo

Since T is a continuous mapping, then, from ([2.22)) we have

nh_)rgo d(Txp, Tu) = nh_)rrgo d(xpt1,Tu) =0,
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that is, the sequence {z,,} converges to Tu. Then the Proposition implies that T'u = u, that is, u is a
fixed point of T'. O

Adding an additional condition to the statement of the Theorem [2.2] we can prove the uniqueness of the
fixed point.

Theorem 2.3. Let all the conditions of Theorem[2.2 hold. Assume that for every pair x and y of fized points
of T, a(x,y) > 1. Then the fized point of the mapping T is unique.

Proof. Since the existence of a fixed point is already proved in Theorem we need to prove only the
uniqueness. Assume that the map T has two distinct fixed points, say x,y € X, such that x # y, or
d(xz,y) > 0. We put these two points in the contractive condition (2.23)) and use the fact that a(x,y) > 1
which gives

(2, y) = ale,y)d(Te, Ty) < B (2, )Mz, y) < - M(z,),
where,
M(z,y) = max{d(z,y),d(Tz,z),d(Ty,y)} = d(z,y).
This implies
() < ~d(z,y),

which is a contradiction and hence, d(z,y) = 0, or, x = y. This completes the proof of the uniqueness. [

In the next theorem we replace the continuity of the mapping T" by the so-called a-regularity of the
Branciari b-metric space.

Theorem 2.4. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 and o : X x X —
[0,00) and 8 € Fs be two given functions. Let T : X — X be an a-admissible mapping satisfying

ofx,y)d(Tz, Ty) < B (M(x,y)) M(z,y), for all z,yc X, (2.23)

where
M(z,y) = max{d(z,y),d(z, Tz),d(y,Ty)}.

Suppose also that

(i) There exists xo € X such that a(zg, Txg) > 1 and a(zg, T?x) > 1.
(13) For any sequence {xn} C X such that lim, oo d(zpn,x) = 0 and satisfying o(zy, Tnt1) > 1 for all
n € N, we have o(zy,x) > 1 for alln € N.
(tit) For every pair x and y of fized points of T, a(z,y) > 1.

Then T has a unique fized point.

Proof. Taking xg € X as the element satisfying the condition (i), we construct the sequence {x,} as usual,
that is, z, = Tx,_1, for n € N,
The convergence of this sequence can be shown exactly as in the proof of Theorem
Let u be the limit of {x,}, that is,
lim d(xy,u) =0.

n—oo

We will show that u is a fixed point of T. For the sequence {z,} which converges to u we have from ([2.3])
that a(xy, zp+1) > 1 for all n € Ng. Then, the condition (i¢) in the statement of the theorem implies that

a(xn,u) > 1, for all n € Ny.
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We write the contractive inequality (2.23|) for x,, and wu, that is,

d(xpt1,Tu) = d(Txp,Tu) < a(zy,uw)d(Tx,, Tu)
1 2.24
< M) M (g, ) < Mz, u), 224
s
where
M (xp,u) = max{d(xn,u),d(zn, Tn+1), d(u, Tu)}.
Since the sequence {z,} is Cauchy and lim,,,~ d(z,,u) = 0, by the Proposition we have,
li_>m d(xpi1, Tu) = d(u, Tu). (2.25)
On the other hand,
ILm M(zp,u) = le max{d(xn,u),d(xn, Tni1),d(u, Tu)} = d(u, Tu). (2.26)
Therefore, by letting n — oo in (2.24]) and regarding (2.25)) and (2.26]) we obtain
: 1. 1
d(u,Tu) = nlgr;o d(xpy1,Tu) < Enlinéo M(zp,u) = gd(u,Tu). (2.27)

This yields d(u, Tu) = 0, hence, u is a fixed point of T'. We skip the uniqueness proof since it is identical to
the proof of Theorem [2.3] O

We next define another class of Geraghty type mappings on Branciari b-metric spaces.

Definition 2.5. Let (X, d) be a Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 and let « : X x X — [0, 00)
and 5 € Fs be two given functions. A generalized Geraghty type a-admissible contractive mapping
T:X — X is of type (II) if it is a-admissible and satisfies

a(z,y)d(Tz, Ty) < B (N(z,y)) N(z,y), for all z,y € X, (2.28)

where

5o lde, Ta) + dl, Ty}

Remark 2.6. For all z,y € X the relation d(x,y) < N(z,y) < M(x,y) holds.

N(z,y) = max{d(z,y)

An existence-uniqueness theorem for the class of contraction mappings introduced in Definition [2.5] is
stated below. We observe that the proof of this theorem is trivial once we take into account the Remark [2.6]

Theorem 2.7. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 and let a : X x X —
[0,00) and 8 € Fs be two given functions. Let T : X — X be an a-admissible mapping satisfying

a(z,y)d(Tx, Ty) < B(N(z,y)) N(z,y), forall z,y € X,
where )
N(z,y) = max{d(z,y), o_ld(z, Tx) + d(y, Ty)]}.
Suppose also that

(i) There exists xg € X such that a(xo, Txo) > 1 and a(xo, T?x) > 1.
(ii) FEither T is continuous or, for any sequence {xy} C X with limy, o d(xn, ) =0 and a(xn, Tpy1) > 1
for alln € N, we have a(xp,x) > 1 for all n € N.
(tit) For every pair x and y of fized points of T, a(z,y) > 1.

Then T has a unique fized point.
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By the Remark we also easily conclude the following existence-uniqueness result.

Theorem 2.8. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 and let a« : X x X —
[0,00) and 8 € Fs be two given functions. Let T : X — X be an a-admissible mapping satisfying

a(z,y)d(Tz,Ty) < B (d(z,y)) d(z,y), forall z,y € X.
Suppose also that

(i) There exists xg € X such that a(xg, Txo) > 1 and a(zg, T?x) > 1.
(13) Either T s continuous or for any sequence {xn} C X with lim, oo d(zn,z) = 0 and satisfying
a(Tp, Tnt1) > 1 for alln € N, we have a(xp,x) > 1 for all n € N.
(tit) For every pair x and y of fized points of T, a(z,y) > 1.

Then T has a unique fized point.

3. Consequences

In this section, we give some consequences of the Theorem2.2] First, we notice that a Branciari b-metric
spaces with s = 1 is simply a Branciari metric space.

Corollary 3.1. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari metric space and let o : X x X — [0,00) and 5 € F be
two given functions. Let T : X — X be an a-admissible mapping satisfying

a(z,y)d(Tz, Ty) < B(M(z,y)) M(x,y), forall z,y€ X,

where
M(z,y) = max{d(z,y),d(z,Tz),d(y, Ty)}.

Suppose also that

(i) There exists xg € X such that a(zg, Txo) > 1 and a(zg, T?x0) > 1.
(13) Either T s continuous or for any sequence {xn} C X with limy, o d(zn,x) = 0 and satisfying
a(Tp, Tnt1) > 1 for alln € N, we have a(xp,x) > 1 for all n € N.
(tit) For every pair x and y of fized points of T, a(z,y) > 1.

Then T has a unique fized point.

Corollary 3.2. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari metric space and let o : X x X — [0,00) and € F be
two given functions. Let T : X — X be an a-admissible mapping satisfying

afx,y)d(Tz,Ty) < B(N(x,y)) N(z,y), for all z,yc X,

where

Nz, y) = max{d(r,y), 3 d(r, Te), d(y, Ty)]).

Suppose also that
(i) There exists xg € X such that a(zg, Txg) > 1 and a(zg, T?x) > 1.
(13) Either T is continuous or for any sequence {xn} C X with limy, o d(zn,z) = 0 and satisfying
a(Tp, Tpt1) > 1 for all n € N, we have a(xy,x) > 1 for all n € N.
(ii7) For every pair x and y of fized points of T, a(x,y) > 1.

Then T has a unique fized point.
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Corollary 3.3. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari metric space and let o : X x X — [0,00) and 5 € F be
two given functions. Let T : X — X be an a-admissible mapping satisfying

a(z,y)d(Tz,Ty) < B (d(z,y)) d(z,y), for all z,y € X.
Suppose also that

(i) There exists xg € X such that a(xo, Txo) > 1 and a(xg, T?x0) > 1.
(13) Either T s continuous or for any sequence {xn} C X with limy, o d(zn,z) = 0 and satisfying
(T, Tnt1) > 1 for alln € N, we have a(xp,x) > 1 for all n € N.
(tit) For every pair x and y of fized points of T, a(z,y) > 1.

Then T has a unique fized point.

Also the choice a(z,y) = 1 gives fixed point results for self mappings on Branciari b-metric spaces. We
list some of these consequences below.

Corollary 3.4. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 and let § € Fy be
a given function. Let T : X — X be a continuous self mapping satisfying

d(Tz,Ty) < p(M(z,y)) M(z,y), foral z,y € X,

where
M(z,y) = max{d(z,y),d(z, Tz),d(y, Ty)}.

Then T has a unique fized point.

Corollary 3.5. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 and let f € Fg be
a giwen function. Let T : X — X be a continuous self mapping satisfying

d(Tz,Ty) < B (N(z,y)) N(z,y), for all z,y € X,
where 1
N(z,y) = max{d(z,y), _[d(z, T), d(y, Ty)]}-
Then T has a unique fized point.

Corollary 3.6. Let (X,d) be a complete Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 and let f € Fy be
a giwven function. Let T : X — X be a continuous self mapping satisfying

d(Tx, Ty) < B(d(z,y)) d(x,y), for all z,y € X,
Then T has a unique fized point.

Finally, we give the following example which illustrates the theoretical results discussed above.

1111

Example 3.7. Let X = AU B where A = {2’4’6’8

[0, 00) such that d(z,y) = d(y, z) as follows.

} and B = [1,2]. Define the function d : X x X —

For z,y € B,or x € A and y € B, d(x,y) = |z — y| and

d(3,7) = d(g 5) =02
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1
Clearly, d is a Branciari b-metric with s = 3
Let T: X — X be defined as

% if z€B
Txr =
% if z€A
We see that
0 if z,ye A
(T, Ty = 02 if zeAy=1

01 if z€A,y=2
0.1 if z,yeB

Then, for all x,y € X the mapping T satisfies the condition

3 1/2
d(Tz,Ty) < —d =——d
(T2, Ty) < 55d(,y) 10/3 (z,9),
1
Hence, the conditions of the Corollary hold with 5(t) = 2 = 23—0 and T has a unique fixed point which
S

o1
IS.’L'—G.

4. Concluding Remarks

The general structure of the mappings discussed in this paper makes it possible to deduce many particular
existence and uniqueness results.

As it was already mentioned, by taking s = 1 and/or a(x,y) = 1 in all the theorems and corollaries,
various existing results on Branciari b-metric and Branciari metric spaces can be obtained.

On the other hand, it should be noticed that by choosing the function « in the definition of a-admissible
mappings in a particular way, it is possible to obtain existence and uniqueness results for maps defined on
partially ordered Branciari or Branciari b-metric space.

Indeed, if we define a partial ordering < on a Branciari b-metric space (X, d) and take T': X — X as an
increasing mapping, we can easily proof the following fixed point theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let (X,d, <) be a complete Branciari b-metric space with a constant s > 1 on which a partial
ordering = is defined. Suppose that T : X — X is an increasing mapping satisfying the following:

(2)
d(T'z, Ty) < (M (z,y))M(z,y),
for all z,y in X with x < y and some function [ € Fs where
M (z,y) = max{d(z,y), d(z,Tx),d(y,Ty)}.

(ii) There exists o € X such that xg =< Txo and o = T?x.
(1ii) Either T is continuous or, for any increasing sequence {xyn} € X which converges to x we have x, < x
for all n € N.

Then T has a fized point. If, in addition any two fixed points of T are comparable, that is, x Xy ory < ,
then the fixed point of T is unique.

Proof. Observe that all the conditions of Theorems and [2.4] hold if we choose the function « as

1 it x=Lyory =2
a(,y) _{ 0 if otherwise

Then, the mapping 7" has a unique fixed point. O

Finally, we note that all the consequent results of Theorems [2.2] 2.3 and [2.4] can be written on Branciari
b-metric spaces with a partial ordering and proved in a similar way.
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