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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to define the new type of mappings which is
called modified Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction mapping in the frame work of
metric spaces. Fixed point theorems for such mappings in complete metric
spaces are established. Furthermore, we present examples to support our
main results, using this examples, we establish that our main results is a
generalization of the fixed point result of Wardowski [Fixed points of a new
type of contractive mappings in complete metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory
and Appl., 94, (2012)], Piri and Kumam [Some fixed point theorems con-
cerning F -contraction in complete metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory and
Appl.,210, (2014)] and a host of others in the literature.
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1 Introduction and Premilinaries

The theory of fixed point plays an important role in nonlinear functional analysis
and known to be very useful in establishing the existence and uniqueness theorems
for nonlinear differential and integral equations. Banach [2] in 1922 proved the
well celebrated Banach contraction principle in the frame work of metric spaces.
The importance of the Banach contraction principle cannot be over emphasized
in the study of fixed point theory and its applications. Due to its importance and
fruitful applications, researchers in this area generalize the concept by considering
classes of nonlinear mappings and spaces which are more general than contraction
mappings and metric spaces respectively (see [1, 13, 11, 21, 19] and the references
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therein). For example, Khan et al. [12] introduced the concept of alternating
distance function, which is defined as follows: A function ψ : R+ → R+ is called
an alternating distance function if the following conditions are satisfied:

1. ψ(0) = 0,

2. ψ is monotonically nondecreasing,

3. ψ is continuous.

They established the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space, ψ be an alternating distance
function and T : X → X be a self mapping which satisfies the following condition

ψ(d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ δψ(d(x, y))

for all x, y ∈ X, where δ ∈ (0, 1). Then, T has a unique fixed point.

Remark 1.2. Clearly, if we take ψ(x) = x, for all x ∈ X, we obtain the Banach
contraction mapping.

More so, Berinde [5, 6] introduced and studied a class of contractive mappings.
In particular, he gave the following definition:

Definition 1.3. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : X → X is said to
be a generalized almost contraction if there exist δ ∈ [0, 1) and L ≥ 0 such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤ δd(x, y) + Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)},

for all x, y ∈ X.

Furthermore, in 2008, Suzuki [22] introduced a class of mappings satisfying con-
dition (C) which is also known as Suzuki-type generalized nonexpansive mapping
and he proved some fixed point theorems for this class of mappings.

Definition 1.4. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : X → X is said to
satisfy condition (C) if for all x, y ∈ X,

1

2
d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y)⇒ d(Tx, Ty) ≤ d(x, y).

Theorem 1.5. Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and T : X → X be a mapping
satisfying condition (C) for all x, y ∈ X. Then T has a unique fixed point.

In 2012, Wardowski [25] introduced the notion of F -contractions. This class of
mappings is defined as follows:

Definition 1.6. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : X → X is said to
be an F -contraction if there exists τ > 0 such that for all x, y ∈ X;

d(Tx, Ty) > 0⇒ τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ F (d(x, y)), (1)
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where F : R+ → R is a mapping satisfying the following conditions:
(F1) F is strictly increasing;
(F2) for all sequences {αn} ⊆ R+, limn→∞ αn = 0 if and only if limn→∞ F (αn) =
−∞;
(F3) there exists k ∈ (0, 1) such that limα→0+ α

kF (α) = 0.

He also established the following result:

Theorem 1.7. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be an
F -contraction. Then T has a unique fixed point x∗ ∈ X and for each x0 ∈ X, the
sequence {Tnx0} converges to x∗.

Remark 1.8. [25] If we suppose that F (t) = ln t, an F -contraction mapping be-
comes the Banach contraction mapping.

In [15], Piri et al. used the continuity condition instead of condition (F3) and
proved the following result:

Theorem 1.9. Let X be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a selfmap
of X. Assume that there exists τ > 0 such that for all x, y ∈ X with Tx 6= Ty,

1

2
d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y)⇒ τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ F (d(x, y)),

where F : R+ → R is continuous strictly increasing and inf F = −∞. Then T has
a unique fixed point z ∈ X, and for every x ∈ X, the sequence {Tnx} converges
to z.

Secelean in [18] proved the following lemma.

Lemma 1.10. [18] Let F : R+ → R be an increasing mapping and {αn} be a
sequence of positive integers. Then the following assertion hold:

1. if limn→∞ F (αn) = −∞ then limn→∞ αn = 0;

2. if inf F = −∞ and limn→∞ αn = 0 then limn→∞ F (αn) = −∞.

Furthermore, the authors in [18] replaced the condition F2 in the definition of
F -contraction with the following condition.
(F∗) inf F = −∞
or, also by
(F∗∗) there exists a sequence {αn} of positive real numbers such that

lim
n→∞

F (αn) = −∞.

We denote by F the family of all functions F : R+ → R which satisfy conditions
(F
′
1) F is strictly increasing,

(F
′
2) inf F = −∞,

or, also by,
(F
′
3) there exists a sequence {αn} of positive real numbers such that

lim
n→∞

F (αn) = −∞,
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(F
′
4) F is continuous on (0,∞).

Samet et al. [20] introduced the notion of α-admissible mapping and obtain some
fixed point results for this class of mappings.

Definition 1.11. [20] Let α : X ×X → [0,∞) be a function. We say that a self
mapping T : X → X is α-admissible if for all x, y ∈ X,

α(x, y) ≥ 1⇒ α(Tx, Ty) ≥ 1.

Definition 1.12. [11] Let T : X → X and α : X ×X → [0,∞) be mappings. We
say that T is a triangular α-admissible if

1. T is α-admissible and

2. α(x, y) ≥ 1 and α(y, z) ≥ 1⇒ α(x, z) ≥ 1 for all x, y, z ∈ X.

Theorem 1.13. [20] Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be
an α-admissible mapping. Suppose that the following conditions hold:

1. for all x, y ∈ X, we have α(x, y)d(Tx, Ty) ≤ ψ(d(x, y)), where ψ : [0,∞)→
[0,∞) is a nondecreasing function such that

∑∞
n=1 ψ

n(t) <∞ for all t > 0;

2. there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1;

3. either T is continuous or for any sequence {xn} in X with α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1
for all n ≥ 0 and xn → x as n→∞, then α(xn, x) ≥ 1.

Then T has a fixed point.

In 2016, Chandok et al. [7] introduced another class of mappings, called the TAC-
contractive and established some fixed point results in the frame work of complete
metric spaces.

Definition 1.14. Let T : X → X be a mapping and let α, β : X → R+ be two
functions. Then T is called a cyclic (α, β)-admissible mapping, if

1. α(x) ≥ 1 for some x ∈ X implies that β(Tx) ≥ 1,

2. β(x) ≥ 1 for some x ∈ X implies that α(Tx) ≥ 1.

Definition 1.15. Let (X, d) be a metric space and let α, β : X → [0,∞) be two
mappings. We say that T is a TAC-contractive mapping, if for all x, y ∈ X,

α(x)β(y) ≥ 1⇒ ψ(d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ f(ψ(d(x, y)), φ(d(x, y))),

where ψ is a continuous and nondecreasing function with ψ(t) = 0 if and only if
t = 0, φ is continuous with limn→∞ φ(tn) = 0⇒ limn→∞ tn = 0 and f : [0,∞)2 →
R is continuous, f(a, t) ≤ a and f(a, t) = a⇒ a = 0 or t = 0 for all s, t ∈ [0,∞).

Theorem 1.16. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and let T : X → X be a
cyclic (α, β)-admissible mapping. Suppose that T is a TAC contraction mapping.
Assume that there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0) ≥ 1, β(x0) ≥ 1 and either of the
following conditions hold:
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1. T is continuous,

2. if for any sequence {xn} in X with β(xn) ≥ 1, for all n ≥ 0 and xn → x as
n→∞, then β(x) ≥ 1.

In addition, if α(x) ≥ 1 and β(y) ≥ 1 for all x, y ∈ F (T ) (where F (T ) denotes
the set of fixed points of T ), then T has a unique fixed point.

Lemma 1.17. [4] Suppose that (X, d) is a metric space and {xn} is a sequence
in X such that d(xn, xn+1)→ 0 as n→∞. If {xn} is not a Cauchy sequence then
there exists an ε > 0 and sequences of positive integers {xmk

} and {xnk
} with

nk > mk ≥ k such that d(xmk
, xnk

) ≥ ε, d(xmk
, xnk−1

) < ε and

1. limk→∞ d(xmk
, xnk

) = ε,

2. limk→∞ d(xnk
, xmk+1

) = ε,

3. limk→∞ d(xmk−1
, xnk

) = ε,

4. limk→∞ d(xnk
, xmk+1

) = ε.

Inspired by the work of Wardowski [25], Piri et al. [15], Samet et al. [20] and
Chandok et al. [7], we introduce the concept of (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping
and modified Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction mappings in the frame work of metric
spaces. In addition, we establish the existence and uniqueness theorems of fixed
points for such mappings in the frame work of complete metric spaces and present
some examples to support our main results.

2 Main Result

In this section, we introduce the concept of (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping,
modified Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction and modified F -contraction mappings in
the frame work of complete metric spaces and prove the existence and uniqueness
theorems of fixed points for such mappings.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a nonempty set, T : X → X be a mapping and
α, β : X×X → R+ be two functions. We say that T is an (α, β)-cyclic admissible
mapping, if for all x, y ∈ X

1. α(x, y) ≥ 1⇒ β(Tx, Ty) ≥ 1,

2. β(x, y) ≥ 1⇒ α(Tx, Ty) ≥ 1.

Remark 2.2. Clearly, if β(x, y) = α(x, y), we obtain Definition 1.11.

Lemma 2.3. Let X be a nonempty set and T : X → X be an (α, β)-cyclic
admissible mapping. Suppose that there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1
and β(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1. Define the sequence xn+1 = Txn, then α(xm, xm+1) ≥ 1
implies that β(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 and β(xm, xm+1) ≥ 1 implies that α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1,
for all n,m ∈ N ∪ {0} with m < n.
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Proof. Using the fact that T is an (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping and our hy-
pothesis, we have that there exists x0 ∈ X such that

α(x0, Tx0) = α(x0, x1) ≥ 1⇒ β(Tx0, Tx1) = β(x1, x2) ≥ 1

and

β(x1, x2) ≥ 1⇒ α(Tx1, Tx2) = α(x2, x3) ≥ 1.

Continuing this way, we obtain that

α(x2n, x2n+1) ≥ 1 and β(x2n+1, x2n+2) ≥ 1, ∀n ∈ N.

Using similar approach, we obtain

β(x2n, x2n+1) ≥ 1 and α(x2n+1, x2n+2) ≥ 1, ∀n ∈ N.

In similar sense, we obtain the same result for all m ∈ N. That is

α(x2m, x2m+1) ≥ 1 and β(x2m+1, x2m+2) ≥ 1

and

β(x2m, x2m+1) ≥ 1 and α(x2m+1, x2m+2) ≥ 1,∀m ∈ N.

In addition, since

α(xm, xm+1) ≥ 1⇒ β(xm+1, xm+2) ≥ 1⇒ α(xm+2, xm+3) ≥ 1 · · ·

with m < n, we deduce that

α(xm, xm+1) ≥ 1⇒ β(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1.

Using similar approach, we have that

β(xm, xm+1) ≥ 1⇒ α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1.

Definition 2.4. Let (X, d) be a metric space, α, β : X × X → [0,∞) be two
functions and T be a self map on X. The mapping T is said to be a modified
Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction mapping, if there exists F ∈ F, τ > 0 and L ≥ 0
such that for all x, y ∈ X with Tx 6= Ty

α(x, Tx)β(y, Ty) ≥ 1 and
1

2
d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y)

⇒ τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ F (d(x, y)) + Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)}.
(2)
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Example 2.5. Let X = [0,∞) and d : X ×X → [0,∞) be defined as d(x, y) =
|x − y| for all x, y ∈ X. It is clear that (X, d) is a metric space. We defined
T : X → X by

Tx =

{
x
12 if x ∈ [0, 1]

9x if x ∈ (1,∞),

α, β : X ×X → [0,∞) by

α(x, y) =

{
1 if x, y ∈ [0, 1]

0 if x, y ∈ (1,∞),

β(x, y) =

{
2 if x, y ∈ [0, 1]

0 if x, y ∈ (1,∞),

and F (t) = −1
t + t. Then T is a modified Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction but not

an F -contraction as defined by Wardowski [25] and Piri et al. [15].

Proof. It is easy to see that for any x, y ∈ [0, 1], we have that α(x, Tx) = 1 and
β(y, Ty) = 2 as such we have that α(x, Tx)β(y, Ty) > 1. Since α(x, Tx)β(y, Ty) >
1 if x, y ∈ [0, 1], we need to show that T is a modified Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction
mapping for any x, y ∈ [0, 1] with 1

2d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y). Let x, y ∈ [0, 1] and
without loss of generality we suppose that x ≤ y. We then have that 1

2d(x, Tx) =
1
2 |x−

x
12 | =

11x
24 . Thus for 1

2d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y), we must have that 35x
24 ≤ y. Observe

that, for τ = 1 and L ≥ 0, it is easy to see that

τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) = 1 + F (| y
12
− x

12
|)

= 1 + F (
1

12
|y − x|) = 1 +

|y − x|
12

− 12

|y − x|

≤ |y − x| − 1

|y − x|
+ Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)}.

= F (d(x, y)) + Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)}.

Thus, T is a modified Suzuki-Berinde F contraction.
However to show that T is not an F -contraction as defined by Wardowski [25]
and Piri et al. [15]. Suppose x = 0 and y = 2. Observe that

d(Tx, Ty) = 18 > 0,

but

τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) = 1 + F (|0− 18|) = 1 + 18− 1

18
= 19− 1

18
> 2− 1

2
= F (d(x, y)).
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In addition, we have that

1

2
d(x, Tx) = 0 < 2 = d(x, y),

but

τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) = 1 + F (|0− 18|) = 1 + 18− 1

18
= 19− 1

18
> 2− 1

2
= F (d(x, y)).

Theorem 2.6. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a modified
Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction mapping. Suppose the following conditions hold:

1. T is a (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping,

2. there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and β(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1,

3. T is continuous.

Then T has a fixed point.

Proof. We define a sequence {xn} by xn+1 = Txn for all n ∈ N∪{0}. If we suppose
that xn+1 = xn, we obtain the desired result. Now, suppose that xn+1 6= xn for all
n ∈ N ∪ {0}. Since T is a (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping and α(x0, x1) ≥ 1, we
have β(Tx0, Tx1) = β(x1, x2) ≥ 1 and this implies that α(x2, x3) = α(Tx1, Tx2) ≥
1, continuing the process, we have

α(x2k, x2k+1) ≥ 1 and β(x2k+1, x2k+2) ≥ 1 ∀ k ∈ N ∪ {0}. (3)

Using similar argument, we have that

β(x2k, x2k+1) ≥ 1 and α(x2k+1, x2k+2) ≥ 1 ∀ k ∈ N ∪ {0}. (4)

It follows from (3) and (4) that α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 and β(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 for all n ∈
N ∪ {0}. Since α(xn, xn+1)β(xn+1, xn+2) ≥ 1 and 1

2d(xn, Txn) = 1
2d(xn, xn+1) <

d(xn, xn+1), we obtain from (2)

τ + F (d(xn+1, xn+2)) = τ + F (d(Txn, Txn+1))

≤ F (d(xn, xn+1)

+Lmin{d(xn, xn+1), d(xn+1, xn+2), d(xn, xn+2), d(xn+1, xn+1)})
= F (d(xn, xn+1)) + L.0

= F (d(xn, xn+1)), (5)

which implies that

F (d(xn+1, xn+2)) ≤ F (d(xn, xn+1))− τ.
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Using similar approach, it is easy to see that

F (d(xn, xn+1)) ≤ F (d(xn−1, xn))− τ.

Thus by inductively, we obtain

F (d(xn, xn+1)) ≤ F (d(x0, x1))− nτ, ∀ n ∈ N ∪ {0}. (6)

Since F ∈ F, taking limit as n→∞ in (6), we have

lim
n→∞

F (d(xn, xn+1)) = −∞. (7)

It follows from (F
′
3) and Lemma 1.10 that

lim
n→∞

d(xn, xn+1) = 0. (8)

In what follows, we now show that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence. Suppose that
{xn} is not a Cauchy sequence, then by Lemma 1.17, there exists an ε > 0 and
sequences of positive integers {xnk

} and {xmk
} with nk > mk ≥ k such that

d(xmk
, xnk

) ≥ ε. For each k > 0, corresponding to mk, we can choose nk to be the
smallest positive integer such that d(xmk

, xnk
) ≥ ε, d(xmk

, xnk−1
) < ε and (1)−(4)

of Lemma 1.17 hold. Since α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and β(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1, using Lemma 2.3,
we obtain that α(xmk

, xmk+1
)β(xnk

, xnk+1
) ≥ 1 and we can choose n0 ∈ N ∪ {0}

such that
1

2
d(xmk

, Txmk
) <

ε

2
< ε ≤ d(xmk

, xnk
).

Hence, for all k ≥ n0, we have

τ + F (d(xmk+1
, xnk+1

)) ≤ τ + F (d(Txmk
, Txnk

))

≤ F (d(xmk
, xnk

))

+ Lmin{d(xmk
, xmk+1

), d(xnk
, xnk+1

), d(xmk
, xnk+1

), d(xnk
, xmk+1

)}. (9)

Using Lemma 1.17, (F
′
4) and (8), we have that

τ + F (ε) = lim
k→∞

[τ + F (d(Txmk
, Txnk

))]

≤ lim
k→∞

[F (d(xmk
, xnk

))

+ Lmin{d(xmk
, xmk+1

), d(xnk
, xnk+1

), d(xmk
, xnk+1

), d(xnk
, xmk+1

)}].
≤ F (ε).

That is
τ + F (ε) ≤ F (ε)

which is a contradiction. We therefore have that {xn} is Cauchy. Since (X, d) is
complete, it follows that there exists x ∈ X such that limn→∞ xn = x. Since T is
continuous, we have that

x = lim
n→∞

xn = lim
n→∞

xn+1 = lim
n→∞

Txn = T lim
n→∞

xn = Tx.

Thus, T has a fixed point.
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Theorem 2.7. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a modified
Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction mapping. Suppose the following conditions hold:

1. T is a (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping,

2. there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and β(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1,

3. if for any sequence {xn} in X such that xn → x as n→∞, then β(x, Tx) ≥
1 and α(x, Tx) ≥ 1.

Then T has a fixed point.

Proof. We define a sequence {xn} by xn+1 = Txn for all n ∈ N∪{0}. In Theorem
2.6, we have establish that {xn} is Cauchy. Now suppose hypothesis (3) holds.
We now establish that T has a fixed point.
Claim: We claim that

1

2
d(xn, xn+1) < d(xn, x)

or

1

2
d(xn+1, xn+2) < d(xn+1, x).

Proof of claim.
Suppose on the contrary that there exists m ∈ N ∪ {0}, such that

1

2
d(xm, xm+1) ≥ d(xm, x)

1

2
d(xm+1, xm+2) ≥ d(xm+1, x). (10)

Now observe that

2d(xm, x) ≤ d(xm, xm+1)

≤ d(xm, x) + d(x, xm+1), (11)

which implies that d(xm, x) ≤ d(x, xm+1).

It follows from (10) and (11), that

d(xm, x) ≤ d(x, xm+1) ≤
1

2
d(xm+1, xm+2). (12)

Since α(xm, xm+1)β(xm+1, xm+2) ≥ 1 and 1
2d(xm, xm+1) < d(xm, xm+1), we have

that

τ + F (d(xm+1, xm+2)) = τ + F (d(Txm, Txm+1))

≤ F (d(xm, xm+1)

+ Lmin{d(xm, xm+1), d(xm+1, xm+2), d(xm, xm+2), d(xm+1, xm+1)} (13)

= F (d(xm, xm+1)).
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It follows that

τ + F (d(xm+1, xm+2)) ≤ F (d(xm, xm+1)). (14)

Using the fact that F is strictly increasing, we have that

d(xm+1, xm+2) < d(xm, xm+1).

Using this fact, (12) and (10), we have

d(xm+1, xm+2) < d(xm, xm+1)

≤ d(xm, x) + d(x, xm+1)

≤ 1

2
d(xm+1, xm+2) +

1

2
d(xm+1, xm+2) (15)

= d(xm+1, xm+2),

which is a contradiction. Thus we must have that

1

2
d(xn, xn+1) < d(xn, x)

or

1

2
d(xn+1, xn+2) < d(xn+1, x).

Hence, we have

τ + F (d(xn+1, Tx)) = τ + F (d(Txn, Tx))

≤ F (d(xn, x))

+ Lmin{d(xn, xn+1), d(x, Tx), d(xn, Tx), d(x, Txn)}.

Using the fact that F ∈ F and Lemma 1.10, we have that

lim
n→∞

F (d(Txn, Tx)) = −∞

and so

lim
n→∞

d(Txn, Tx) = 0.

Now, observe that

d(x, Tx) = lim
n→∞

d(xn+1, Tx) = lim
n→∞

d(Txn, Tx) = 0.

Clearly, we have that

d(x, Tx) = 0⇒ x = Tx.

Hence, T has a fixed point.
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We present the an example to support the above results.

Example 2.8. Let X = [0,∞) and d : X ×X → [0,∞) be defined as d(x, y) =
|x − y| for all x, y ∈ X. It is clear that (X, d) is a complete metric space. We
defined T : X → X by

Tx =

{
x
7 if x ∈ [0, 2)

2x− 35
4 if x ∈ [2,∞),

α, β : X ×X → [0,∞) by

α(x, y) =

{
2 if x, y ∈ [0, 1]

0 if x, y ∈ (1,∞),

β(x, y) =

{
1.5 if x, y ∈ [0, 1]

0 if x, y ∈ (1,∞),

and F (t) = −1
t + t.

Proof. It is easy to see that for any x, y ∈ [0, 1], we have that α(x, y) > 1, β(x, y) >
1, where Tx = x

7 and Ty = y
7 are in [0, 1], as such we have that α(x, y) = 2 >

1⇒ β(Tx, Ty) = 1.5 > 1 and β(x, y) = 1.5 > 1⇒ α(Tx, Ty) = 2 > 1. Therefore,
T is (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping. It is easy to see that for any x0 ∈ []0, 1],
we have that α(x0, T0) > 1 and β(x0, Tx0) > 1.
We now establish that T is a modified Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction. Since
α(x, Tx)β(y, Ty) > 1 if x, y ∈ [0, 1], we need to show that T is a modified Suzuki-
Berinde F -contraction mapping for any x, y ∈ [0, 1] with 1

2d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y). Let
x, y ∈ [0, 1] and without loss of generality we suppose that x ≤ y. We then have
that 1

2d(x, Tx) = 1
2 |x−

x
7 | =

6x
14 . Thus for 1

2d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y), we must have that
20x
14 ≤ y. Observe that, for τ = 1 and L ≥ 0, it is easy to see that

τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) = 1 + F (|y
7
− x

7
|)

= 1 + F (
1

7
|y − x|) = 1 +

|y − x|
7

− 7

|y − x|

≤ |y − x| − 1

|y − x|
+ Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)}
≤ F (d(x, y)) + Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)}.

Thus T is a modified Suzuki-Berinde F contraction. It is easy to see that T satisfy
all the hypothesis of Theorem 2.6, Theorem 2.7, and x = 0 and x = 35

4 are the
two fixed points of T.

Remark 2.9. As established in the above example, T has two fixed points x = 0
and x = 35

4 . Thus, for the uniqueness of fixed point of T, we need additional
condition.
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Theorem 2.10. Suppose that the hypothesis of Theorem 2.7 holds and in addition
suppose α(x, Tx) ≥ 1 and β(y, Ty) ≥ 1 for all x, y ∈ F (T ), where F (T ) is the set
of fixed point of T. Then T has a unique fixed point.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ F (T ), that is Tx = x and Ty = y such that x 6= y. Since,
α(x, Tx) ≥ 1 and β(y, Ty) ≥ 1, we have α(x, Tx)β(y, Ty) ≥ 1 and 1

2d(x, Tx) =
0 ≤ d(x, y), we obtain that

F (d(x, y)) = F (d(Tx, Ty)) < τ + F (d(Tx, Ty))

≤ F (d(x, y)) + Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)},
≤ F (d(x, y)),

which implies that

F (d(x, y)) < F (d(x, y)).

Clearly, we get a contradiction, thus, T has a unique fixed point.

We present the an example to support Theorem 2.10.

Example 2.11. Let X = [0,∞) and d : X ×X → [0,∞) be defined as d(x, y) =
|x − y| for all x, y ∈ X. It is clear that (X, d) is a complete metric space. We
defined T : X → X by

Tx =

{
x
16 if x ∈ [0, 1]

2x+ 5 if x ∈ (1,∞),

α, β : X ×X → [0,∞) by

α(x, y) =

{
1.5 if x, y ∈ [0, 1]

0 if x, y ∈ (1,∞),

β(x, y) =

{
2 if x, y ∈ [0, 1]

0 if x, y ∈ (1,∞),

and F (t) = −1
t + t.

Proof. It is easy to see that T is (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping for any x, y ∈
[0, 1]. In addition for any x0 ∈ [0, 1], we have that α(x0, T0) > 1 and β(x0, Tx0) >
1.

We now establish that T is a modified Suzuki-Berinde F -contraction. Since
α(x, Tx)β(y, Ty) > 1, if x, y ∈ [0, 1], we need to show that T is a modified Suzuki-
Berinde F -contraction mapping for any x, y ∈ [0, 1] with 1

2d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y). Let
x, y ∈ [0, 1] and without loss of generality we suppose that x ≤ y. We then have
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that 1
2d(x, Tx) = 1

2 |x −
x
16 | = 15x

32 . Thus for 1
2d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y), we must have

that 47x
32 ≤ y. Observe that, for τ = 1 and L ≥ 0, it is easy to see that

τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) = 1 + F (| y
16
− x

16
|)

= 1 + F (
1

16
|y − x|) = 1 +

|y − x|
16

− 16

|y − x|

≤ |y − x| − 1

|y − x|
+ Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)}
≤ F (d(x, y)) + Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)}.

Thus T is a modified Suzuki-Berinde F contraction. Hence T satisfy all the
hypothesis of Theorem 2.10. Clearly, we have x = 0 as the unique fixed points of
T.
However, we observe that Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.9 are not applicable to the
above example. To see this, let x = 0 and y = 3. Now, observe that

d(Tx, Ty) = 11 > 0,

but

τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) = 1 + F (|0− 11|) = 1 + 11− 1

11
= 12− 1

11
> 3− 1

3
= F (d(x, y)).

In addition, we have that

1

2
d(x, Tx) = 0 < 3 = d(x, y),

but

τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) = 1 + F (|0− 11|) = 1 + 11− 1

11
= 12− 1

11
> 3− 1

3
= F (d(x, y)).

Corollary 2.12. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a
mapping satisfying the following inequality

1

2
d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y) and α(x, Tx)β(y, Ty) ≥ 1

⇒τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ F (d(x, y)).

Suppose the following conditions hold:

1. T is a (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping,
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2. there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and β(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1,

3. T is continuous,

4. if for any sequence {xn} in X such that xn → x as n→∞, then β(x, Tx) ≥
1 and α(x, Tx) ≥ 1.

Then T has a fixed point.

Corollary 2.13. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a
mapping satisfying the following inequality

α(x, Tx)β(y, Ty) ≥ 1

⇒ τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ F (d(x, y))

+ Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)}.

Suppose the following conditions hold:

1. T is a (α, β)-cyclic admissible mapping,

2. there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and β(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1,

3. T is continuous,

4. if for any sequence {xn} in X such that xn → x as n→∞, then β(x, Tx) ≥
1 and α(x, Tx) ≥ 1.

Then T has a fixed point.

Corollary 2.14. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a
mapping satisfying the following inequality

1

2
d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y)

⇒ τ + F (d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ F (d(x, y))

+ Lmin{d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx)}.

Then T has a unique fixed point.

References

[1] Aage, C. T. and Salunke, J. N ., Fixed points for weak contractions in G-metric
spaces, Appl. Math. E-Notes. 12 (2012), 23–28.

[2] Banach, S., Sur les oprations dans les ensembles abstraits et leur application
aux quations intgrales, Fundamenta Mathematicae 3, (1922), 133–181.



92 A. A. Mebawondu and O. T. Mewomo

[3] Babu, G. V. R. and Dula, T. M., Fixed points of generalized TAC-contractiv
mappings in b-metric spaces, Matematicki Vesnik 69, no. 2, (2017), 75–88.

[4] Babu, G. V. R. and Sailaja, P. D., A fixed point theorem of generalized weakly
contractive maps in orbitally complete metric spaces, Thai J. of Math. 9, no. 1,
(2011), 1–10.

[5] Berinde, V. Approximating fixed points of weak contractions using the Picard
iteration, Nonlinear Anal. Forum, 9 (2004), 43–53.

[6] Berinde, V., General constructive fixed point theorem for Ciric-type almost
contractions in metric spaces, Carpath. J. Math., 24 (2008), 10–19.

[7] Chandok, S, Tas, K, and Ansari,A. H. , Some fixed point results for TAC-type
contractive mappings, J. Function spaces, 2016, Article ID 1907676, 1–6.

[8] Hussain, N., Kutbi, M. A. and Salimi, P., Fixed point theory in α-complete
metric spaces with applications, Abstr. Appl. Anal., (2014), Article ID 280817.

[9] Jaggi, D. S. , Some unique fixed point theorems, Indian J. of Pure and Appl.
Math., 8 (1977), 223-230.

[10] Karapinar, E. and Tas, K., Generalized (C)-conditions and related fixed point
theorems, Comput. Math. Appl. 61, (2011), 3370–3380.

[11] Karapinar, E. Kuman, P. and Salimi, P., On α-ψ-Meir-Keeler contractive
mappings, Fixed Point Theory Appl., 94, (2013), 1–12.

[12] Khan, M. S., Swaleh, M. and Sessa, S., Fixed point theorems by altering
distances between the points, Bull. Austral. Math. Soc., 30, no. 1, (1984), 1–9.

[13] Murthy, P. P. , Mishra, L. N. and Patel, U. D., n-tupled fixed point theorems
for weak-contraction in partially ordered complete G-metric spaces, New Trends
Math. Sci. 3, no. 4, (2015), 50–75.

[14] Pansuwon, A., Sintunavarat, W., Parvaneh, V. and Cho, Y. J., Some fixed
point theorems for (α, θ, k)-contractive multi-valued mappings with some appli-
cations, Fixed Point Theory Appl., Vol. 132, (2015).

[15] Piri. H. and Kumam, P., Some fixed point theorems concerning F -contraction
in complete metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory and Appl., 210, (2014).

[16] Qingnian, Z. and Yisheng, S., Fixed point theory for generalized φ-weak con-
tractions, Appl. Math. Lett., 22, no. 1, (2009), 75–78.

[17] Rhoades, B. E., Some theorems on weakly contractive maps, Nonlinear Anal-
ysis: Theory, Methods and Applications , 47, no. 4, (2001), 2683–2693.

[18] Secelean, N. A., Iterated function systems consisting of F -contractions, Fixed
Point Theory and Appl., 277 (2013).



Some fixed point results for a modified F -contractions in metric spaces 93

[19] Salimi, P. and Pasquale, V., A result of Suzuki type in partial G-metric
spaces,Acta Math. Sci. Ser. B (Engl. Ed.). 34, no. 2, (2014), 274–284.

[20] Samet, B, Vetro, C, and Vetro, P., Fixed point theorem for α-ψ-contractive
type mappings, Nonlinear Anal., 75, (2012), 2154–2165.

[21] Shatanawi, W. and Postolache, M., Some fixed-point results for a G-weak
contraction in G-metric spaces, Abstr. Appl. Anal. (2012), 1–19.

[22] Suzuki, T., Fixed point theorems and convergence theorems for some gener-
alized nonexpansive mappings, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 340, no. 2, (2008), 1088–
1095.

[23] Suzuki, T., A new type of fixed point theorem in metric spaces, Nonlinear
Anal. 71, no. 11, (2009), 5313–5317.

[24] Urmila,M., Hemant Kumar, N. K. and Rashmi, Fixed point theory for gen-
eralized (ψ, φ)-weak contractions involving f − g reciprocally continuity, Indian
J. Math. 56, no. 2, (2014), 153–168.

[25] Wardowski, D., Fixed points of a new type of contractive mappings in com-
plete metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory and Appl., 94 (2012)

[26] Yan, F. Su, Y and Feng, Q., A new contraction mapping principle in partially
ordered metric spaces and applications to ordinary differential equations, Fixed
Point Theory Appl. 152, (2012), 1–13.

[27] Yamaoda, O and Sintunavarat, W., Fixed point theorems for (α, β)− (ψ,ϕ)-
contractive mappings in b-metric spaces with some numerical results and appli-
cations, J. Nonlinear Sci. Appl. 9 (2016), 22–33.



94 A. A. Mebawondu and O. T. Mewomo


