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BANACH AND SUZUKI-TYPE FIXED POINT THEOREMS IN

GENERALIZED n-METRIC SPACES WITH AN APPLICATION

KAMRAN ALAM KHAN

Abstract. Mustafa and Sims [12] introduced the notion of G-metric as a pos-
sible generalization of usual notion of a metric space. The author generalized

the notion of G-metric to more than three variables and introduced the con-
cept of Generalized n-metric spaces [10]. In this paper, We prove Banach fixed
point theorem and a Suzuki-type fixed point theorem in Generalized n-metric
spaces. We also discuss applications to certain functional equations arising in
dynamic programming.

1. INTRODUCTION

There are many ways to generalize the notion of a metric space. 2-metric space
([6] ,[7]), D-metric space [5] and G-metric space [12] are the most familiar gen-
eralizations. The author generalized the notion of G-metric to more than three
variables and introduced the concept of K-metric [9] and the generalized n-metric
[10] . In this paper, we prove the Banach fixed point theorem and the Suzuki-type
fixed point theorem in the framework of generalized n-metric space. We also discuss
applications to certain functional equations arising in dynamic programming.

Definition 1.1. [10] Let X be a non-empty set, and R
+ denote the set of non-

negative real numbers. Let Gn : X
n → R

+, (n ≥ 3) be a function satisfying the
following properties:

[G 1 ] Gn(x1, x2, ..., xn) = 0 if x1 = x2 = · · · = xn,
[G 2 ] Gn(x1, x1, ..., x1, x2) > 0 for all x1, x2 ∈ X with x1 6= x2,
[G 3 ] Gn(x1, x1, ..., x1, x2) ≤ Gn(x1, x2, ..., xn) for all x1, x2, ..., xn ∈ X with

the condition that any two of the points x2, · · · , xn are distinct,
[G 4 ] Gn(x1, x2, ..., xn) = Gn(xπ(1), xπ(2), ..., xπ(n)), for all x1, x2, ..., xn ∈ X

and every permutation π of {1, 2, ...n},
[G 5 ] Gn(x1, x2, ..., xn) ≤ Gn(x1, xn+1, ..., xn+1) +Gn(xn+1, x2, ..., xn) for all

x1,x2, ..., xn, xn+1 ∈ X .

Then the function Gn is called a Generalized n-metric on X , and the pair (X,Gn)
a Generalized n-metric space.

From now on we always have n ≥ 3 for (X,Gn) to be a generalized n-metric
space.

Example 1.2. Define a function ρ : Rn → R
+,(n ≥ 3) by

ρ(x1, x2, . . . , xn) = max{|xr − xs| : r, s ∈ {1, 2, ...n}, r 6= s}
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for all x1, x2, ..., xn ∈ X . Then (R, ρ) is a generalized n-metric space.

Example 1.3. For any metric space (X, d), the following functions define general-
ized n-metrics on X :

(1) Kd
1 (x1, x2, ..., xn) =

∑

r

∑

s d(xr , xs),

(2) Kd
2 (x1, x2, ..., xn) = max{d(xr, xs) : r, s ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}, r 6= s}.

Definition 1.4. [10] A Gn-metric space (X,Gn) is called symmetric if

Gn(x, y, y, ..., y) = Gn(x, x, x, ..., y) (1.1)

Proposition 1.5. [10] Let Gn : X
n → R

+,(n ≥ 3) be a generalized n-metric de-
fined on X , then for x,y ∈ X we have

Gn(x, y, y, . . . , y) ≤ (n− 1)Gn(y, x, x, . . . , x) (1.2)

Definition 1.6. [10] Let (X,Gn) be a generalized n-metric space, then for x0 ∈
X ,r > 0, the Gn-ball with centre x0 and radius r is

BG(x0, r) = {y ∈ X : Gn(x0, y, y, . . . , y) < r}

Proposition 1.7. [10] Let (X,Gn) be a generalized n-metric space, then the Gn-
ball is open in X .

Hence the collection of all such balls in X is closed under arbitrary union and
finite intersection and therefore induces a topology on X called the generalized n-
metric topology ℑ(Gn) generated by the generalized n-metric on X .
From example 1.3 it is clear that for a given metric we can always define generalized
n-metrics. The converse is also true for if Gn is a generalized n-metric then we can
define a metric dG as follows-

dG(x, y) = Gn(x, y, y, . . . , y) +Gn(x, x, . . . , x, y) (1.3)

Proposition 1.8. [10] Let BdG
(x, r) denote the open ball in the metric space

(X, dG) and BG(x, r) the Gn-ball in the corresponding generalized n-metric space
(X,Gn). Then we have

BG(x,
r

n
) ⊆ BdG

(x, r)

This indicates that the topology induced by the generalized n-metric on X co-
incides with the metric topology induced by the metric dG. Thus every generalized
n-metric space is topologically equivalent to a metric space.

Definition 1.9. [10] Let (X,Gn) be a generalized n-metric space. A sequence
< xm > in X is said to be Gn-convergent if it converges to a point x in the
generalized n-metric topology ℑ(Gn) generated by the Gn-metric on X .

Proposition 1.10. [10] Let Gr : X
r → R

+, (r ≥ 3) be a generalized r-metric
defined on X . Then for a sequence < xn > in X and x ∈ X the following are
equivalent:

(1) The sequence < xn > is Gr-convergent to x.
(2) dG(xn, x) → 0 as n→ ∞.
(3) Gr(xn, xn, ..., xn, x) → 0 as n→ ∞.
(4) Gr(xn, x, ..., x) → 0 as n→ ∞.
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Definition 1.11. [10] Let (X,GX
n ) and (Y,GY

n ) be generalized n-metric spaces. A
function f : X → Y is said to be Generalized n-continuous or Gn-Continuous at a
point x ∈ X if f−1(BGY

n
(f(x), r)) ∈ ℑ(GX

n ), for all r > 0. The function f is said
to be generalized n-continuous if it is generalized n-continuous at all points of X .

Since every generalized n-metric space is topologically equivalent to a metric
space, hence we have the following result:

Proposition 1.12. [10] Let (X,GX
n ) and (Y,GY

n ) be generalized n-metric spaces.
A function f : X → Y is said to be generalized n-continuous or Gn-Continuous at
a point x ∈ X if and only if it is generalized n-sequentially continuous at x; that
is, whenever the sequence < xm > is GX

n -convergent to x, the sequence < f(xm) >
is GY

n -convergent to f(x).

Proposition 1.13. [10] Let (X,Gn) be a generalized n-metric space, then the
function Gn(x1, x2, ..., xn) is jointly continuous in the variables x1,x2, ..., xn.

Definition 1.14. [10] Let (X,Gm) be a generalized m-metric space. A sequence
< xn > in X is said to be Gm-Cauchy if for every ǫ > 0, there exists N ∈ N such
that

Gm(xn1
, xn2

, ..., xnm
) < ǫ for all n1, n2, ..., nm ≥ N

Proposition 1.15. [10] Let (X,Gm) be a generalized m-metric space. A sequence
< xn > in X is Gm-Cauchy if and only if for every ǫ > 0, there exists N ∈ N such
that

Gm(xn1
, xn2

, ..., xn2
) < ǫ for all n1, n2 ≥ N (1.4)

Proposition 1.16. [10] Every Gn-convergent sequence in a generalized n-metric
space is Gn-Cauchy.

Definition 1.17. [10] A generalized n-metric space (X,Gn) is said to be Gn-

complete if every Gn-Cauchy sequence in (X,Gn) is Gn-convergent in (X,Gn).

Definition 1.18. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : X → X is called a
contraction if there exists r ∈ [0, 1) such that d(Tx, T y) ≤ rd(x, y), for all x, y ∈ X .

Theorem 1.19. [1] (Banach Contraction Principle) If (X, d) is a complete metric
space, then every contraction T on X has a unique fixed point.

Many fixed point theorems have been proved as generalizations of Banach fixed
point theorem. The following remarkable generalization is due to Suzuki [15].

Theorem 1.20. ( Suzuki [15] ) Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and let T
be a mapping on X . Define a nonincreasing function θ : [0, 1) → (1/2, 1] by

θ(r) =











1 if 0 ≤ r ≤ (
√
5− 1)/2,

(1− r)r−2 if (
√
5− 1)/2 ≤ r ≤ 2−1/2,

(1 + r)−1 if 2−1/2 ≤ r < 1.

(1.5)

Assume that there exists r ∈ [0, 1) such that θ(r)d(x, Tx) ≤ d(x, y) implies d(Tx, T y) ≤
rd(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X . Then there exists a unique fixed point z of T . Moreover
limn T

nx = z for all x ∈ X .
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2. main results

First we prove the Banach fixed point theorem in the framework of generalized
n-metric space.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X,Gr) be a complete generalized r-metric space and let T :
X → X be a mapping satisfying the following condition for all x1, x2, . . . xr ∈ X

Gr(Tx1, T x2, . . . , T xr) ≤ kGr(x1, x2, . . . , xr) (2.1)

where k ∈ [0, 1). Then T has a unique fixed point.

Proof. Let y0 be an arbitrary point in X . Consider a sequence < yn > in X such
that yn = T ny0.

using the condition 2.1 we have

Gr(Tyn−1, T yn, . . . , T yn) ≤ kGr(yn−1, yn, . . . , yn)

or Gr(yn, yn+1, . . . , yn+1) ≤ kGr(yn−1, yn, . . . , yn)

By the repeated application of condition 2.1, we have

Gr(yn, yn+1, . . . , yn+1) ≤ knGr(y0, y1, . . . , y1)

Now we claim that the sequence < yn > in X is Gr-Cauchy sequence in X .
For all natural numbers n and m(> n) we have from [G 5]

Gr(yn, ym, . . . , ym) ≤ Gr(yn, yn+1, . . . , yn+1) +Gr(yn+1, yn+2, . . . , yn+2) + . . .

· · ·+Gr(ym−1, ym, . . . , ym)

≤ (kn + kn+1 + · · ·+ km−1)Gr(y0, y1, . . . , y1)

≤ (kn + kn+1 + . . . )Gr(y0, y1, . . . , y1)

=
kn

1− k
Gr(y0, y1, . . . , y1) → 0 asn,m→ ∞

Hence the sequence < yn > is a Gr-Cauchy sequence in X . By completeness of
(X,Gr), there exists a point u ∈ X such that < yn > is Gr-convergent to u.
Suppose that Tu 6= u, then

Gr(Tu, . . . , Tu, yn) = Gr(Tu, . . . , Tu, T yn−1)

≤ k Gr(u, . . . , u, yn−1)

Taking the limit as n→ ∞, we have

Gr(Tu, . . . , Tu, u) ≤ kGr(u, . . . , u, u) = 0

or Gr(Tu, . . . , Tu, u) ≤ 0

But from [G 2] Gr(Tu, . . . , Tu, u) > 0. Thus we get a contradiction. Hence we
have u = Tu. For uniqueness of u, suppose that v 6= u is such that Tv = v. Then
we have

Gr(u, v, . . . , v) = Gr(Tu, T v, . . . , T v) ≤ kGr(u, v, . . . , v) < Gr(u, v, . . . , v)

Since k ∈ [0, 1). Thus we get a contradiction, hence we have u = v.
�

The theorem 1.20 initiated a lot of research work in the form of various vari-
ations, refinements and generalizations. We shall now prove a similar theorem in
generalized n-metric spaces.
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Theorem 2.2. Let (X,Gn) be a complete Gn-metric space and let T be a mapping
on X . Define a strictly decreasing function θ from [0, 1) onto (1/2, 1] by θ(r) = 1

1+r .

Assume that there exists r ∈ [0, 1) such that for every u, v ∈ X , the inequality

θ(r)Gn(u, Tu, . . . , Tu) ≤ Gn(u, v, . . . , v)

implies Gn(Tu, T v, . . . , T v) ≤ rGn(u, v, . . . , v)
(2.2)

Then there exists a unique fixed point y of T , i.e. Ty = y. Moreover T is Gn-
Continuous at y.

Proof. Let us first assume that (X,Gn) is symmetric, i.e. condition (equation) 1.1
holds. Then from relation 1.3 we have

dG(x, y) = 2Gn(x, y, ..., y) (2.3)

condition 2.2 gives

θ(r)dG(x, Tx) ≤ dG(x, y) implies dG(Tx, T y) ≤ rdG(x, y) (2.4)

Then the metric space (X, dG) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1.20 with θ(r) =
1

1+r the required decreasing function. Therefore from Theorem 1.20, T has a unique
fixed point.

Now suppose that (X,Gn) is not symmetric. Since θ(r) ≤ 1, We have
θ(r)Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) ≤ Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) for all x ∈ X . Hence by condition 2.2 of
the theorem, this implies that for all x ∈ X , we have

Gn(Tx, T
2x, ..., T 2x) ≤ rGn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) (2.5)

Let y0 ∈ X . Define a sequence < ym > in X such that yn = Tmx0. Then We have

Gn(ym, ym+1, ..., ym+1) = Gn(T
my0, T

m+1y0, ..., T
m+1y0)

≤ rGn(T
m−1y0, T

my0, ..., T
my0)

...

≤ rmGn(y0, T y0, ...T y0)

(2.6)

Following the proof of Theorem 2.1, we can show that the sequence < ym > in X is
Gn-Cauchy in X . By completeness of (X,Gn), there exists a point y ∈ X such that
< ym > is Gn-convergent to y. Thus there exists a natural number k and h > 1
such that for all m ≥ k, x(6= y) ∈ X we have

Gn(ym, y, y, ..., y) ≤
1

h
Gn(x, y, ..., y)

and Gn(ym, ym, ..., ym, y) ≤
1

h
Gn(x, y, ..., y)
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Then We have

θ(r)Gn(ym, T ym, ..., T ym) ≤ 1

h
Gn(ym, T ym, ..., T ym)

= Gn(ym, ym+1, ..., ym+1)

≤ Gn(ym, y, ..., y) +Gn(y, ym+1, ...., ym+1)

≤ Gn(yn, y, ..., y) + (n− 1)Gn(ym+1, ..., ym+1, y)

≤ 1

h
Gn(x, y, ..., y) +

(n− 1)

h
Gn(x, y, ..., y)

=
n

h
Gn(x, y, ..., y)

=
n

h− 1

[

Gn(x, y, ..., y)−
1

h
Gn(x, y, ..., y)

]

≤ n

h− 1

[

Gn(x, y, ..., y)−Gn(ym, y, ..., y)
]

≤ n

h− 1
Gn(x, ym, ..., ym)

≤ n

h− 1
(n− 1)Gn(ym, x, ..., x) by proposition 1.5

If we choose h > n2 − n+ 1, then we have

θ(r)Gn(ym, T ym, ..., T ym) < Gn(ym, x, ..., x)

Hence by hypothesis (relation 2.2), We have

Gn(Tym, T x, ..., Tx) ≤ rGn(ym, x, ..., x)

or Gn(ym+1, T x, ..., Tx) ≤ rGn(ym, x, .., x) for all m ≥ k

Making m→ ∞, We have

Gn(y, Tx, ..., Tx) ≤ rGn(y, x, ..., x) for all x ∈ X with x 6= y

We now prove that y is a fixed point of T .
On the contrary, suppose that Ty 6= y. We claim that

either θ(r)Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) ≤ Gn(x, z, ..., z)

or θ(r)Gn(Tx, T
2x, ..., T 2x) ≤ Gn(Tx, z, ..., z) for every x, z ∈ X.

or in light of inequality 1.2 we have

either θ(r)Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) ≤ Gn(x, z, ..., z)

or θ(r)Gn(Tx, T
2x, ..., T 2x) ≤ (n− 1)Gn(z, Tx, ..., Tx) for every x, z ∈ X.

i.e., either θ(r)Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) ≤ Gn(x, z, ..., z)

or
1

n− 1
θ(r)Gn(Tx, T

2x, ..., T 2x) ≤ Gn(z, Tx, ..., Tx) for every x, z ∈ X.
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For if θ(r)Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) > Gn(x, z, ..., z) or 1
n−1θ(r)Gn(Tx, T

2x, ..., T 2x) >

Gn(z, Tx, ..., Tx). Then we have

Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) ≤ Gn(x, z, ..., z) +Gn(z, Tx, ..., Tx)

< θ(r)Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) +
1

n− 1
θ(r)Gn(Tx, T

2x, ..., T 2x)

= θ(r)
[

Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) +
1

n− 1
Gn(Tx, T

2x, ..., T 2x)
]

≤ θ(r)
[

Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) +
1

n− 1
rGn(x, Tx, ..., Tx)

]

= θ(r)Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx)
[

1 +
r

n− 1

]

=

(

1 + r
n−1

1 + r

)

Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx)

Since we have n ≥ 3, therefore we get Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) < Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx), a
contradiction. Thus our claim that for x, z ∈ X ,

either θ(r)Gn(x, Tx, ..., Tx) ≤ Gn(x, z, ..., z)

or θ(r)Gn(Tx, T
2x, ..., T 2x) ≤ Gn(Tx, z, ..., z) is true.

This implies that either

θ(r)Gn(y2m, T y2m, ..., T y2m) ≤ Gn(y2m, y, ..., y)

or θ(r)Gn(y2m+1, T y2m+1, ..., T y2m+1) ≤ Gn(y2m+1, y, ..., y) for every m ∈ N.

Therefore the condition 2.2 of the theorem implies that either

Gn(y2m+1, T y, ..., T y) ≤ rGn(y2m, y, ..., y)

or Gn(y2m+2, T y, ..., T y) ≤ rGn(y2m+1, y, ..., y) holds for everym ∈ N.

Now ym → y, the above inequalities imply that there exists a subsequence of the
sequence < ym > which converges to Ty. Thus we have Ty = y contradicting our
initial assumption. Hence Ty = y.

For uniqueness of y, suppose that u 6= y is such that Tu = u. Then we
have Gn(y, u, . . . , u) > 0 and θ(r)Gn(y, T y, ..., T y) = 0 satisfying the condition
θ(r)Gn(y, T y, ..., T y) ≤ Gn(y, u, . . . , u). By using condition 2.2, we get

Gn(y, u, ..., u) = Gn(Ty, Tu, ..., Tu)≤ rGn(y, u, .., u) < Gn(y, u, ..., u)

Thus we get a contradiction, hence we have y = u. To prove the Gn-continuity
(i.e. generalized n-continuity) of T at y, We use the proposition 1.12. Consider any
sequence < um > converging (i.e. Gn-convergent) to y ∈ X . Then we have

θ(r)Gn(y, T y, ..., T y) = 0 ≤ Gn(y, um, ..., um)

Which implies that

Gn(Ty, Tum, ..., T um) ≤ rGn(y, um, ..., um)

i.e., Gn(y, Tum, ..., T um) ≤ rGn(y, um, ..., um).
Making m→ ∞, We get

lim
m→∞

Gn(y, Tum, ..., T um) = 0.

Hence Tum → y, i.e. the sequence < Tum > is Generalized n-convergent to
y(= Ty). Therefore by proposition 1.12, the mapping T is Gn-Continuous at y. �
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3. Application to functional equations

Some functional equations arise in multistage decision processes where the origin
of the theory of dynamic programming lies([2],[3]). The existence and uniqueness
of the solutions of these functional equations have been studied by several authors
([4],[8],[11],[13],[14]) using fixed point theorems. In this section, we study the exis-
tence of solution of one such functional equation using theorem 2.2.

Suppose that U and V are Banach spaces. Let S ⊂ U be the state space and
D ⊂ V be the decision space. Let us denote a state vector by x and a decision
vector by y. Let g : S×D → R, M : S×D×R → R be the bounded functions and
τ : S ×D → S be the transformation of decision process.

The return function f : S → R of the continuous decision process is defined by
the functional equation

f(x) = sup
y∈D

[

g(x, y) +M
(

x, y, f(τ(x, y))
)]

, x ∈ S (3.1)

Let B(S) be the set of all real valued bounded functions on S. For ψ, φ ∈ B(S), let

d(ψ, φ) = sup{|ψ(x)− φ(x)| : x ∈ S}
Obviously d is a metric on B(S) and (B(S), d) is a complete metric space. Let us
denote B(S) by X . If we define Gn : Xn → R

+ (n ≥ 3) by

Gn(ψ1, ψ2, . . . , ψn) = max{d(ψp, ψq) : 1 ≤ p < q ≤ n}
Then (X,Gn) is a Gn-complete generalized n-metric space. Let θ be the function
as defined in theorem 2.2 and T : X → X be the mapping defined by

T (ψ(x)) = sup
y∈D

[

g(x, y) +M
(

x, y, ψ(τ(x, y))
)]

, x ∈ S, ψ ∈ X (3.2)

Then the existence and uniqueness of the solution of functional equation 3.1 are
established by the following result:

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that there exists r ∈ [0, 1) such that for every (x, y) ∈
S ×D, ψ, φ ∈ X and t ∈ S, the inequality

θ(r)Gn(ψ, Tψ, . . . , Tψ) ≤ Gn(ψ, φ, . . . , φ) (3.3)

implies
|M(x, y, ψ(t)) −M(x, y, φ(t))| ≤ r|ψ(t)− φ(t)| (3.4)

Then the functional equation 3.1 has a unique bounded solution in X .

Proof. Let λ be an arbitrary positive real number and ψ, φ ∈ X . For x ∈ S, let us
choose y1, y2 ∈ D such that

T (ψ(x)) < g(x, y1) +M
(

x, y1, ψ(τ(x, y1))
)

+ λ (3.5)

T (φ(x)) < g(x, y2) +M
(

x, y2, φ(τ(x, y2))
)

+ λ (3.6)

By the definition of mapping T and equation 3.2, we have

T (ψ(x)) < g(x, y2) +M
(

x, y2, ψ(τ(x, y2))
)

(3.7)

T (φ(x)) < g(x, y1) +M
(

x, y1, φ(τ(x, y1))
)

(3.8)

If the inequality 3.3 holds, then from inequalities 3.5 and 3.8, we have

T (ψ(x))− T (φ(x)) < M
(

x, y1, ψ(τ(x, y1))
)

−M
(

x, y1, φ(τ(x, y1))
)

+ λ

≤ |M
(

x, y1, ψ(τ(x, y1))
)

−M
(

x, y1, φ(τ(x, y1))
)

|+ λ
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Let τ(x, y1) = x1 ∈ S, then

T (ψ(x))− T (φ(x)) < |M
(

x, y1, ψ(x1))
)

−M
(

x, y1, φ(x1)
)

|+ λ

≤ r|ψ(x1)− φ(x1)|+ λ

≤ r Gn(ψ, φ, . . . , φ) + λ

or T (ψ(x))− T (φ(x)) < rGn(ψ, φ, . . . , φ) + λ (3.9)

Similarly from inequalities 3.6 and 3.7, we have

T (φ(x)) − T (ψ(x)) < rGn(ψ, φ, . . . , φ) + λ (3.10)

Hence from inequalities 3.9 and 3.10, we have

|T (ψ(x))− T (φ(x))| < rGn(ψ, φ, . . . , φ) + λ (3.11)

The inequality 3.11 is true for every x ∈ S, hence we have

Gn(Tψ, Tφ, . . . , Tφ) ≤ r Gn(ψ, φ, . . . , φ) + λ

Since λ > 0 is arbitrary, hence

Gn(Tψ, Tφ, . . . , Tφ) ≤ r Gn(ψ, φ, . . . , φ)

Therefore the inequality

θ(r)Gn(ψ, Tψ, . . . , Tψ) ≤ Gn(ψ, φ, . . . , φ)

implies

Gn(Tψ, Tφ, . . . , Tφ) ≤ r Gn(ψ, φ, . . . , φ)

Thus all the conditions of the theorem 2.2 are satisfied and hence the functional
equation 3.1 has a unique bounded solution. �
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