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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce notions of («, 1)-generalized rational contraction conditions and investigate the existence of the
fixed point of such mappings on complete metric spaces. To illustrate our result we also construct an example. (©2017 All rights
reserved.
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1. Introduction

The notion of the pair (F,h) is an upper class which was introduced by Ansari et al. [6, 7]. He
involved this pair in a contraction condition and proved a fixed point theorem which generalized many
existing results. On the other hand, Samet et al. [19] introduced the notions of x--contractive and
ax-admissible mappings and proved fixed point theorems which also unify several existing fixed point
results in the setting of complete metric spaces. Many authors were inspired by the work of Samet et al.
[19] and generalized many other results by using the notion of a-admissible mappings, see for example
[1-5, 8-10, 12-18]. Very recently, Karapinar et al. [11] gave a new type of rational contraction condition
for multivalued mappings. In this paper, we combine the ideas of Karapinar et al. [11] and Ansari [6], to
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introduce contraction conditions which are even more general than the condition given by the Karapinar
et al. [11]. Then by using our new contraction conditions we prove fixed point theorems which give us
many other new results in different dimensions.

For the sake of completeness, we collect some necessary notions and basic results from the literature.
We denote by N(X) the class of all nonempty subsets of X and CB(X) the class of all nonempty bounded
and closed subsets of X. Let (X, d) be a metric space and H : CB(X) x CB(X) — [0, c0) be a mapping such
that

H(A, B) = max{sup d(x, B), sup d(y, B)}
XEA yeB

for every A,B € CB(X). Then, this mapping forms a metric and it is called as the Hausdorff metric with
respect to d. Let T : X — N(X) be a multivalued mapping.

Lemma 1.1 ([10]). Let (X, d) be a metric space, {A} be a sequence in CB(X), and {xy} be a sequence in X such that
Xk € Ax—1. Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0,1) be a function satisfying limsup.._,,, ¢(r) < 1 for every t € [0,00). Suppose
{d(xk—1,xx)} is a nonincreasing sequence such that

H(Ax—1, Ax) < d(d(xk—1,xx))d(x—1, %K),
d(xie, Xk41) < H(AR_1, Ax) + &M (d(xk—1,xx)),

where k,nyi € N, and ny <ny < ---. Then {xy} is a Cauchy sequence in X.

Lemma 1.2. If A,B € CB(X) and a € A, then for each € > 0, there exists b € B such that
d(a,b) < H(A,B) + €.

Definition 1.3 ([16]). Let o« : X x X — [0, 00) be a function. A mapping T : X — CB(X) is x-admissible if
for each x € X and y € Tx such that x(x,y) > 1, we have «(y,z) > 1 for each z € Ty.

Definition 1.4 ([17, 18]). Let u: X x X — [0, 00) be a function. A mapping T : X — X is p-subadmissible if
x,yeX uxy) <l = pu(Tx, Ty) < 1.
We extend above definition to multivalued mappings in the following way.

Definition 1.5. Let 1 : X x X — [0, 00) be a function. A mapping T : X — CB(X) is n-subadmissible if for
each x € X and y € Tx such that n(x,y) < 1, we have n(y,z) < 1 for each z € Ty.

Ansari and Shukla [7] introduced the following functions in order to unify some existing contraction
conditions.

Definition 1.6 ([7]). We say that the function h: RT x R™ — R is a function of subclass of type I, if
x> 1= h(1,y) <h(x,y) forally € R*.

Example 1.7 ([7]). Define h: R x Rt — R by:

(@) hix,y)=y+151>1;

(b) h(ix,y) =(x+1Y,1>1;

(©) hix,y) =x"y,neN;

(d) hix,y)=vy;

(e) h(xry) = %H (Z?:O Xi) ymn € N;

) hixy) =27 (X)) +”,1>1,neN,

for all x,y € R*". Then h is a function of subclass of type L
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Definition 1.8 ([7]). Let h,F: RT x Rt — R, then we say that the pair (F,h) is an upper class of type I,
if h is a function of subclass of type I and: (i) 0 < s < 1 = F(s,t) < F(1,t) for all t € RT, (ii) for all
t,ye R, h(l,y) <F(1,t) = y<t.
Example 1.9 ([7]). Define h, ¥: R x R"™ — R by:

(@ hx,y)=y+U*1>1and F(s,t) =st+ 1,

(b) h(x,y) = (x+1Y,1>1and F(s,t) = (1+1)%Y;

(¢) hix,y) =x"y, m € N and F(s, t) = st;

(d) h(x,y) = yand F(s,t) =1

(d) h(x,y) = n+1 (X ox')y,neNand F(s, t) = st;

(€) h(x,y) = [27 (Zox)) +1”,1>1,ne Nand F(s, t) = (1 + 1)

for all x,y,s,t € R*. Then the pair (F,h) is an upper class of type 1.

Definition 1.10 ([7]). We say that the function h: R* x R x R* — R is a function of subclass of type II,
if x,y>1= h(1,1,z) < h(x,y,z) forall ze€ R*.

Example 1.11 ([7]). Define h: Rt x R™ x Rt — R by:

(@ hix,y,z) =(z+1)*,1>1;

(b) hixy,z) = (xy+ U7 1> 1;

(©) hix,y,z )Zz,

(d) hix,y,z) =x"y"zP, m,n,p € N;

(e) hix,y,z) = mpilz ,m,n,p,qkeN,

for all x,y,z € R". Then h is a function of subclass of type IL.

Definition 1.12 ([7]). Let h: Rt x Rt x Rt - Rand F: RT x RT — R, then we say that the pair (, h)
is an upper class of type II, if h is a subclass of type Il and: (i) 0 < s < 1 = J(s,t) < F(1,t) for all
teRY, (i) forall s,t,z€ R*, h(1,1,z) < F(s,t) = z < st.

Example 1.13 ([7]). Define h: Rt x R* x Rt - R and F: R" x R* — R by:

(@ hix,y,z) =(z+ 1), 1>1,F(s,t) =st+1;

(b) hix,y,z) = (xy+1)*1>1,F(s,t) = (1 +1)8t

(©) hix,y,z) = zF(s, t) = st;

(d) h(x,y,z) =xmy"zP, m,n,p € N,F(s,t) = sPtP;

(e) h(x,y,z) = %zk m,mn,p,q keN,F(s,t) = sktk,

for all x,y,z,s,t € RT. Then the pair (¥, h) is an upper class of type II.

2. Main results

We begin this section by introducing the notion of («, i)-generalized multivalued rational contraction
condition.

Definition 2.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : X — CB(X) is said to be an («, p)-generalized
multivalued rational contraction mapping of type I, if there exist four functions o, u : X x X — [0, 00),
¢ : [0,00) — [0,1) satisfying limsup, . ¢(r) <1, Vt € [0,00) and @ : [0, 00) — [0, 00), such that

h(a(x,y), H(Tx, Ty)) < Flulx,y), ¢(Mx, y))Mx, y) + ¢(N(x, y)N(x,y)), VxyeX, (2.1)
where (F, h) is an upper class of type I, and

d(y, Tx)d(x, Ty) }

M(x,y) :max{d(x,y), 1+ d(x, Tx)

and

d?(x, Tx)  d*(y,Ty) d(x,Ty)d(y, Tx) d(y,TX)d(x,Ty)}

N , = i d % ’ ’ 4 ’
(x,y) mm{ (% y) 1+dx,Tx)' 1+d(y Ty) 1+d(y, Ty) 1+d(x, Tx)
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Before moving towards our main results, we shall prove the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let (X,d) be a metric space and T : X — CB(X) be an («, w)-generalized multivalued rational
contraction of type I with the four functions «, w, ¢, and @ as in Definition 2.1. Let Ot(xo) = {x«} be an orbit of
T at xg such that o(x_1,%x) = 1, pxx_1,xx) < 1and

d(xi, xk41) < H(Tx—q, Txx) + ™ (M(xic—1, x1)), (2.2)

where Ny < Ny < --- with k,ng € IN and {d(xx_1,%)} is non-increasing sequence. Then {x\} is a Cauchy
sequence in X.

Proof. By hypothesis of lemma, we have Ot(xo) = {xx} an orbit of T at xg such that a(xy,xx+1) > 1 and
m(xi, xk4+1) < 1 for each k € INU{0}. Since T is an («, u)-generalized multivalued rational contraction
mapping of type I, we have

h(1, H(Txk—1, Txi)) < h(oe(xx—1, %), H(Tx—1, Txk))
T (r(xk—1,%%), O (M(xx—1, %) )M (X1, %K) + @ (N (xpe—1, X1 ) IN (x5 1, %1 )
T (1, ¢(Mxre—1, %) )M (xx—1, %) + @ (N (31, X1 ) )N (X —1, X1 ))
d(xi, Txe—1)d(xi—1, Txk)
?(1, ¢ ( max {d(xk,l, XK ), 1+ doo 1, Txe 1) })
d(x, Txx—1)d(xi—1, Txi) }
1 + d(Xk,1,TXk,1)
A2 (xi—1, Txi—1) A2, Txae)
! 1 + d(Xk_l,TXk_l)’ 1 + d(Xk, TXk),
d(x—1, Txa)dxi, Txe 1) dlxk, Txk—l)d(xk—erXk)}>
1 + d(Xk, TXk) ’ 1 + d(Xk_l,TXk_l)
A?(xk—1, Tx—1)  d?(xx, Txx)
1 + d(Xk_l,TXk_l) ! 1 + d(Xk, TXk) !
dxk—1, Txie)d(xx—1, Txg 1) d(Xk/TXk—l)d(xk—lzTXk)}>
1 + d(Xk, TXk) ! 1 + d(Xk_l,TXk_l)
(1, d(d(xx—1,%1))d(xx—1, %K) + ©(0)0)
(1, d(d(xk—1, %)) d(xx—1, %K)

INCININ

X max {d(xkflzxk),

+ @ ( min {d(xk,l,xk)

X min { d(kall Xk)/

F
F

So,
H(Txx—1, Txx)) < dld(xie—1,xx))d(xx—1, Xk ).

Regarding that {d(xy_1, Xk )} is non-increasing, (2.2) yields that

dxk, x—1) < H(Txk_1, Txx) + ™ (M(xk—1, xx))

d(xx, Txe—1)d(xx—1, Txi) })

:H(Txk—lzTXk)+¢nk(max{d(xk—1lxk), 1t d LT 1)

= H(Tx—1, Txx) + ™ (d(xpe—1, 1))
Thus, we conclude that the sequence {xy} is Cauchy in X due to Lemma 1.1. O

Theorem 2.3. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — CB(X) be an («, pw)-generalized multivalued
rational contraction of type I such that the following conditions hold:

(1) there exist xg € X and x1 € Txq such that «(xo,x1) = 1 and u(xo,x1) < 1;

(ii) T is x-admissible and p-subadmissible mapping;
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(iii) either
a) T is continuous; or

b) for each sequence {x\} such that oc(xk, xk+1) > 1, wlxx, xx41) < 1 for each k € N U{0} and x — x
as k — oo, we have «(xy,x) > 1, u(xk,x) < 1 for each k € N U{0}.

Then T has a fixed point.

Proof. By hypothesis (i), we have xg € X and x; € Txg such that «(xg,x1) > 1, p(xo,x1) < 1. Further, we
can choose a positive integer n; such that

™ (M(xo,x1)) < [1 = $(M(xo,x1))IM(x0,x1). (2.3)
By Lemma 1.2, we have x, € Tx; such that
d(x1,%2) < H(Txo, Tx1) + ¢™ (M(x0, x1)).- (2.4)
Using the notion of an («, p)-generalized multivalued rational contraction mapping type I, we have

h(1, H(Txo, Tx1)) < h(a(xo,x1), H(Txo, Tx1))

< F(ulxo,x1), (M(x0,%1))M(x0,%1) + @ (N(x0,%1))N(x0,%1))
< F(1, (M(xo, x1))M(x0, x1) + @(N(x0,%1))N(x0,%1))

_—

H(Txo, Tx1) < d(M(x0,%1))M(x0,%1) + @(N(x0,%1))N(x0,%1).
Using (2.4), (2.3), and above inequality, we have

H(Txo, Tx1) + ¢™ (M(xo,x1))
H(Txo, Tx1) + [1 — $(M(x0,%1))IM(x0, x1)
¢ (M(xo,x1))M(x0,x1) + @(N(x0,x1))N(x0,%1) + [1 — d(M(x0,%1))IM(x0,%1)
(M (xo,x1))M(x0,%1) + @(N(x0,x1))N(x0,x1) + M(x0,%1) — d(M(x0,%1))M(x0,%1)
M(xo,x1) + @(N(xo,x1))N(x0,%1)
d(x1, Txo)d(xo, Tx1) }
1+ d(xg, Txo)

d%(xo, Txo)  d?(x1, Tx1)  d(xo, Txq)d(x1, Txo) d(Xl,Txo)d(Xo,Txl)})
1+ d(xo, Txo) 1+ d(x1, Tx1)”  1+4+d(x, Txq) 1+ d(xo, Txo)

d?(xo, Txo)  d*(x1,Tx1)  d(xo, Txq)d(x1, Txo) d(leTxo)d(Xo,TM)}
1+d(xo, Txo) 1+ d(x1, Txq)”  1+d(x,Txq) = 1+ d(xo, Txg)

d(xq,x2)

INCININ

— max {afxo 4,

+ @ ( min {d(xO,xl),

X min {d(xo, X1),

—
d(x1,%x2) < d(xg,x1).

Since T is a-admissible and p-subadmissible, we have a(x1,%x2) > 1, u(x1,x2) < 1. Now, we can choose a
positive integer ny, ny > ny such that

™ (M(x1,x2)) < [1 = b(M(x1, x2))IM(x1, x2). (2.5)
Again using Lemma 1.2 and we have x3 € Tx, such that

d(x2,x3) < H(Txq, Tx2) + ¢™(M(x1,x2)). (2.6)
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From (2.1), we have

h(1, H(Txq, Tx2)) < h(a(x1,x2), H(Txq, Txz))

< F(plx1,x2), §(M(x1,%2))M(x1,%2) + @(N(x1,%2) )N (%1, %2)
< T, d(M(x1,x2) )M (x1, %2) + @(N(x1,%2))N(x1, X2)

—

H(Tx1, Tx2) < d(M(x1,%2))M(x1,%2) + @(N(x1,x2) )N (%1, X2).

Again by using (2.6), (2.5), and above inequality, we have

d(x2,x3) < H(Txy, Tx2) + ™ (M(xq,x2))
< H(Txq, Txz) + [1 = ¢(M(x1, x2))IM (%1, x2)
< G(M(x1,%2))M(x1, x2) + @(N(x1,%x2) )N (x1,%2) + [1 — G (M(x1,%2))IM (%1, %2)
= ¢(M(x1,x2))M(x1,%2) + @(N(x1,%2) )N (x1,%2) + M(x1,%2) — G (M (%1, x2) )M (x1, %2)
= M(x1,%2) + @(N(x1,x2))N(x1,%2)
d(x2, Tx1)d(x1, Tx2)
— max {d(xl'XZ)' 14+ d(x1, Tx1) }
n (p(min{d(xl ) d?(x1, Tx1) A (x2, Txa)  d(xq, Txa)d(x2, Tx1) d(xa, Txq)d(x1, Txz) })
T d(x, Txg) 1T4+d(xe, Tx2)”  14+d(xo, Txa) 7 14d(xq,Txq)
y min{d(xl ) a?(x1, Tx1)  d%(x2, Txa)  d(x1, Tx2)d(x2, Txq) d(Xz,Txl)d(XLsz)}
T+ d(xg, Txg) 14+ d(x2, Txe)”  14+d(x,Txo) 7 14d(xq, Txq)
_

d(x2,x3) < d(x1,%2).
By repeating this process, for all k € IN, we may choose a positive integer ny such that
¢ (M(xk—1, %)) < [1— G(M(xx—1, %1 ))IM (X3c—1, Xk ) 2.7)
and xy 1 € Txy such that
d(xx, xk1) < H(Txe—1, Txa) + @™ (M (x—1, xi)). (2.8)

By using x-admissibility and p-subadmissibility of T, we get o(xx, Xk+1) = 1, p(xi, Xk+1) < 1 for each
k € INU{0}. Now by last four inequalities together with the notion of an (o, p)-generalized multivalued
rational contraction mapping of type I, we have

h(1, H(Txk—1, Txi)) < hloe(xx—1, %), H(Txi—1, Txk))

F(lxk—1,%1), (M (xx—1, %) )M (X1, %K) + @ (N (X1, X1 ) )N (x5 -1, X))

F(1, ¢(M(xx—1, %) )M (x1c—1, %K) + @(N(x)—1, %K) )N (xx—1,%K)), Vk € N,
—

H(Txi—1, Tx) < d(M(xx—1, %) )M -1, %) + @(N(xae—1, %) )N (x—1,xx)), Yk € N.

AN
<
<

Thus, by using (2.8), (2.7), and above inequality, we have

d(xie, Xe1) < H(Txe—1, Txa) + d™ (M(xie—1, %))
< H(Txx—1, Txae) + [T — d(M(xx—1, %)) IM (X3 -1, %)
< O(M(xp—1, %1k M (x1—1, X1 ) + @ (N (X1, X1 ) )N (X1, Xk ) + [1 = (M (x5 —1, %1 ) IM (X3 -1, X )
= O(M(xk—1, %K) IM(xx—1, %) + @ (N3 1, %) )N (X1, Xk ) + M(x1 1, X))

— O (M(xx—1, %K) )M (X1, XK )
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= M(xx—1, %K) + @(N(xi—1, %) N (X —1, X1
d(xy, Txe—1)d(xe—1, Txy) }
14 d(xc—1, Txc—1)

= max {d(xkq,xk),

a2 (xx—1, Txr—1)  d%(xxk, Txx)
’ 1 + d(kal,Tkal), 1 + d(Xk, TXk) !
dxx—1, Txs)dxx, Txe—1) d(xy, Txkfl)d(xkfl/TXk)})
1+ d(Xk, TXk) ! 1+ d(Xk_l, TXk_l)

d?(xx_1, Txx_1)
1+ d(xk—1, Txk—1)"

A?(xx, Txx) A1, Txa)d(xi, Tx 1) d(x, Txge1)d(xx—1, Txi)
1+ d(xx, Txi)” 14 dxk, Txx) " 14 dlxk—1, Txi—1)

+ @ ( min {d(xk_l,xk)

X min {d(Xk—L Xk),

}, vk e N

d(xk, Xk+l) < d(xx_1,xK) for each k € IN.

Accordingly, {d(xx_1,Xk)} is non-increasing sequence of non-negative numbers. Now it follows from
Lemma 2.2 that {xy} is a Cauchy sequence in X. Since X is complete, there exists a point z € X such that
Xn — z as n — oo. If T is continuous, then, clearly we have z € Tz. If (iii-b) holds, by using the notion of
an (o, p)-generalized multivalued rational contraction mapping of type I, we get

h(1, H(Txx_1,Tz)) < h(o(xw—1,2), H(Txx_1, Tz))
(M(xk—1,2), $(M(xx—1,2) ) M(xK—1,2) + @(N(x}_1,2))N(xx -1, 2))
1

<
< F(1, ¢(Mxk—1,2))M(xx—1,2) + @(N(xx—-1,2))N(x 1, 2))

F

F
—

H(Txx—1,Tz) < ¢(M(xk—1,2))M(x1—1,2) + @(N(xx—1,2) )N (xx—1,2)).

Now, by using the triangular inequality and above inequality, we have

d(z, Tz) < d(z,xx) + d(xx, Tz)
d(z,xk) + H(Txy—1,Tz)
d(z,xk) + d(M(xk—1,2))M(xx—1,2) + @(N(xk—1,2) )N (x 1, 2)
d(Z, Tkaﬂd(Xk,l,TZ)

d(z,xx) + d)(max {d(xk,l,z), TR TR })
d(z, Txy—1)d(xx—1, Tz) }

1 + d(Xk,1,TXk,1)

d2 (Xk—lz TXk_1) dz(Z, TZ) d(Xk_1, TZ) d(Z, TXk_1)

"14 d(xx_1, Txx—1) 1+d(z,Tz)’ 1+d(z,Tz) ’
d(z, Txy—1)d(xk—1,Tz) }) " min{d(xkfl 2) d?(xx—1, Txk—1)

1 + d(Xk_1,TXk_1) T 1+ d(Xk_l,TXk_l) !

d?(z,Tz)  d(xk_1,Tz)d(z, Txx—1) d(z, Txx_1)d(xk_1,Tz)
1+d(z, Tz)’ 1+d(z, Tz) 14 d(xe—1, Txi—1)

~
<
<

X max {d(xkfl,z),

+ @ ( min {d(xk,l, z)

}, vk € N.

Letting k — oo in the above inequality, the right hand side of above inequality tends to zero. Thus, we
have d(z, Tz) = 0. Therefore, T has a fixed point. O

Example 2.4. Let X = [0, 00) be endowed with the usual metric d(x,y) = [x —y|. Define T : X — CB(X) by
0,31, ifxe0,2),

Tx = < {0}, ifx =2,
{2x}, otherwise,
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and « : X x X —= [0, 00) by
4, ifx,y€0,2],
a(x,y) = %, if x,y € (2,3],
0, otherwise,

and p: X x X — [0,00) by p(x,y) = 1 for each x,y € X. Consider h(x,y) = (x)%y, F(x,y) =y for each

x,y = 0and ¢(t) = % foreacht > 0,
1ift=0
@(t)z{

2 ift+#0.

It is easy to see that T is generalized multivalued rational contraction mapping of type I and all other
conditions of Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. Thus T has a fixed point.

Definition 2.5. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : X — CB(X) is said to be an («, 1)-generalized
multivalued rational contraction mapping of type II, if there exist five functions o, 3 : X — [0,00), p :
X x X = [0,00), ¢ :[0,00) — [0,1) satisfying limsup,_, . ¢(r) <1, Vt € [0,00), and @ : [0,00) — [0, 00),
such that

h(a(x), Bly), H(Tx, Ty)) < Flulx,y), oM y))M(x y) + @(Nx, y)IN(x y)), ¥VxyeX,
where (J,h) is an upper class of type II, and

d(y, Tx)d(x, Ty) }

M(x,y) :max{d(x,y), 1+ d(x, Tx)

and

d?(x, Tx) d*(y, Ty) d(x,Ty)d(y, Tx) d(y, Tx)d(x, Ty) }
"1+d(x,Tx) 1+d(y, Ty)" 1+d(y,Ty) ~ 1+d(x, Tx)
The proof of the following lemma and theorem can be obtained on the same lines as above is done.

N(x,y) = min {d(x,y)

Lemma 2.6. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X — CB(X) be a («, w)-generalized multivalued rational contrac-
tion of type II with the five functions «, 3, u, ¢, and @ as in Definition 2.5. Let O1(xo) = {xx} be an orbit of T at
xo such that «(xi—1) 2 1, B(xx—1) > 1, plxx—1,xx) <1, and

d(xx, Xie1) < H(Txe—1, Txx) + ¢™ (M (xkc—1, Xk )),

where Ny < Ny < --- with k,ng € IN and {d(xx_1,%)} is non-increasing sequence. Then {x\} is a Cauchy
sequence in X.

Let o : X — [0,00) be a function and T : X — CB(X). We say that T is x-admissible, if for each x € X
with a(x) > 1, we have «(z) > 1 for all z € Tx.

Theorem 2.7. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — CB(X) be an («, p)-generalized multivalued
rational contraction of type II such that the following conditions hold:

(1) there exists xg € X such that «(xg) > 1 and B(xg) > 1;

(ii) there exist xg € X and x1 € Txqg such that u(xg,x1) < 1;
(iii) T is x-admissible, 3-admissible, and p-subadmissible mapping;
(iv) either

a) T is continuous; or

b) for each sequence {xy} such that «(xi) > 1, B(xi) = 1 and p(xy, xx41) < 1 for each k € N U{0} and
Xx — x as k — oo, we have either o(xx) > 1, B(x) = 1 and u(xy,x) < 1 for each k € IN U{0} or
a(x) =1, B(xk) = 1and u(x,xi) <1 for each k € IN U{0}.

Then T has a fixed point.
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3. Consequences
In this section, we present some fixed point theorems which are the direct consequences of our results.

Theorem 3.1. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a mapping such that there exist four
functions o, 1 1 X x X — [0,00), ¢ : [0,00) — [0,1) satisfying limsup,_ ., d(r) < 1, Vt € [0,00), and
¢ :[0,00) — [0, 00), satisfying

h(a(x,y), d(Tx, Ty)) < F(ulx,y), (M(x,y))M(x,y) + @(N(x,y)IN(x,y)), ¥x,yecX,

where (F,h) is an upper class of type 1, and

d(y, Tx)d(x, Ty) }

M(x,y) = max {d(x,y), = T

and

d?(x, Tx) dz(y,Ty) d(x, Ty)d(y, Tx) d(y,Tx)d(x,Ty)}
"1+d(x,Tx) 1+d(y, Ty)" 1+d(y,Ty) ~ 1+d(x, Tx)

Further, assume that the following conditions hold:

N(x,y) = min {d(x,y)

(i) there exists xg € X such that «(xg, Txg) = 1 and w(xg, Txg) < 1;
(ii) T is x-admissible and p-subadmissible mapping;
(iii) either
a) T is continuous; or

b) for each sequence {xy} such that o(xy, xx+1) = 1, uxx, xk+1) < 1 for each k € N U{0} and xc — x as
k — oo, we have o(xy,x) > 1, nlxx,x) <1 for each k € IN U{0}.

Then T has a fixed point.

Theorem 3.2. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a mapping. Suppose that there exist
four functions o, : X x X = [0,00), ¢ : [0,00) — [0,1) satisfying limsup,_,, d(r) < 1, Vt € [0, 00), and
@ :[0,00) — [0,00), such that

h(a(x,y), d(Tx, Ty)) < F(ulx,y), d(d(x,y))d(x,y) + o(N(x,y))N(x,y)), Vx,y€X,

where (F,h) is an upper class of type 1, and

dZ(X,Tx) dz(y,Ty) d(x, Ty)d(y, Tx) d(y,Tx)d(x,Ty)}
"14+d(x,Tx) 1+d(y, Ty)" 1+d(y,Ty) = 1+d(x,Tx)

N(x,y) = min {d(x,y)
Suppose also that the following conditions hold:
(i) there exists xg € X such that «(xg, Txg) = 1 and pw(xg, Txg) < 1;
(ii) T is x-admissible and p-subadmissible mapping;
(iii) either
a) T is continuous; or

b) for each sequence {x\} such that o(xy, xx+1) = 1, u(xx, xk+1) < 1 for each k € N U{0} and xc — x as
k — oo, we have o(xx,x) = 1, u(xx,x) <1 for each k € IN U{0}.

Then T has a fixed point.
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Theorem 3.3. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a mapping. Suppose that there exist three
functions o, : X x X = [0,00), ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 1) satisfying limsup, ., d(r) <1, Vt € [0, 00) such that

h(a(x,y), d(Tx, Ty)) < F(ulx,y), ¢(dx,y))d(x,y)), VxyeX,
where (I, h) is an upper class of type 1. Suppose also that the following conditions hold:
(i) there exists xg € X such that «(xg, Txg) = 1 and pw(xg, Txg) < 1;
(ii) T is x-admissible and p-subadmissible mapping;
(iii) either
a) T is continuous; or

b) for each sequence {xy} such that oc(xy, xx+1) = 1, u(xx, xk+1) < 1 for each k € N U{0} and xc — x as
k — oo, we have o(xy,x) > 1, u(xx,x) <1 for each k € IN U{0}.

Then T has a fixed point.
If we take h(x,y) = xy and J(r,t) = rt in Theorem 3.3, we have the following result.

Theorem 3.4. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a mapping. Suppose that there exist three
functions o, : X x X = [0,00), ¢ : [0,00) — [0,1) satisfying limsup,_,, d(r) <1, Vt € [0, 00) such that

x(x,y)d(Tx, Ty) < pulx,y)d(dlx,y))d(x,y), VxyeX
Suppose also that the following conditions hold:
() there exists xg € X such that «(xg, Txg) > 1 and w(xg, Txg) < 1;
(ii) T is x-admissible and n-subadmissible mapping;
(iii) either
a) T is continuous; or

b) for each sequence {xy} such that oc(xy, xx+1) = 1, uxk, xk+1) < 1 for each k € N U{0} and xc — x as
k — oo, we have o(xx,x) > 1, u(xx,x) <1 for each k € IN U{0}.

Then T has a fixed point.
By taking «(x,y) =1, u(x,y) =1 for all x,y € X, in Theorem 3.4 we get the following result.

Theorem 3.5. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a mapping. Suppose that there exist two
functions ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 1) satisfying limsup, .+ $(r) <1, Vt € [0,00) and ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00), such that

d(Tx, Ty) < ¢(M(x,y))M(x,y) + @(N(x,y))N(x,y), Vx,y€X,

where
d(y, Tx)d(x, Ty)
M(le) = max{d(xry)/ 1+ d(X TX) }/
and
. d?(x, Tx) dz(y,Ty) d(x, Ty)d(y, Tx) d(y, Tx)d(x, Ty)
N =
(e y) = min {d(x’y)’ 1+dxTx) 1+d(y,Ty) 1+dy,Ty) ~ 1+d(xTx) }
Then T has a fixed point.
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