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Fixed point results for contractions of polynomial type

Mohamed Jleli∗, Cristina Maria Păcurar†, Bessem Samet‡

Abstract

We introduce two new classes of single-valued contractions of polynomial type de-
fined on a metric space. For the first one, called the class of polynomial contractions,
we establish two fixed point theorems. Namely, we first consider the case when the
mapping is continuous. Next, we weaken the continuity condition. In particular, we
recover Banach’s fixed point theorem. The second class, called the class of almost poly-
nomial contractions, includes the class of almost contractions introduced by Berinde
[Nonlinear Analysis Forum. 9(1) (2004) 43–53]. A fixed point theorem is established
for almost polynomial contractions. The obtained result generalizes that derived by
Berinde in the above reference. Several examples showing that our generalizations are
significant, are provided.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 47H10, 54H25.
Key words and phrases: Polynomial contractions, almost polynomial contractions,
Picard-continuous mappings, weakly Picard operators, fixed point.

1 Introduction

The most used techniques for studying the existence an uniqueness of solutions to nonlin-
ear problems (for instance, integral equations, differential equations, fractional differential
equations, evolution equations) are based on the reduction of the problem to an equation of
the form Tu = u, where T is a self-mapping defined on a certain set X (usually equipped
with a certain topology) and u ∈ X is the unknown solution. Any solution u to the previous
equation is called a fixed point of T . So, the study of fixed point problems for different
classes of mappings T and different topological structures on X is of great importance.

One of the most celebrated results in fixed point theory is the Banach fixed point theorem
[2], which states that, if (X, d) is a complete metric space and T : X → X is a mapping
satisfying

d(Tw, Tz) ≤ λd(z, w) (1.1)

for all w, z ∈ X , where λ ∈ (0, 1) is a constant, then

(B1) T possesses one and only one fixed point;
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(B2) For all z0 ∈ X , the sequence {zn} defined by zn+1 = Tzn, converges to this fixed point.

Any mapping T : X → X satisfying (1.1) is called a contraction. The literature includes
several generalizations and extensions of Banach’s fixed point theorem. Some of them were
focused on weakening the right-side of inequality (1.1), see e.g. [3, 8, 11, 16, 24, 25, 27, 30].
In other results, the underlying space is equipped with a generalized distance, see e.g. [9,
12–14, 17]. We also cite the paper [18] of Nadler, who initiated the study of fixed points
for multi-valued mappings. More recent fixed point results extending Banach’s fixed point
theorem can be found in [1, 5, 7, 19–23].

On the other hand, despite the importance of Banach’s fixed point theorem, this result
is only concerned with continuous mappings. Namely, any mapping T : X → X satisfying
(1.1) is continuous on (X, d). So, it is natural to ask whether it is possible to extend Banach’s
fixed point theorem to mappings that are not necessarily continuous. The first work in this
direction is due to Kannan [15], where he introduced the class of mappings T : X → X

satisfying the condition
d(Tx, Ty) ≤ λ [d(x, Tx) + d(y, Ty)]

for all x, y ∈ X , where λ ∈
(

0, 1
2

)

is a constant. Namely, it was shown that (B1) and
(B2) hold also for the above class of mappings (when (X, d) is a complete metric space).
Following Kannan’s result, several fixed point theorems have been obtained without the
requirement of the continuity of the mapping, see e.g. [3,4,6,10,11,25]. In particular, Berinde
[3] introduced an interesting class of mappings, called the class of almost contractions (or
weak contractions), which includes Kannan’s mappings and many other classes of mappings.
We recall below the definition of almost contractions.

Definition 1.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : X → X is called an almost
contraction, if there exists λ ∈ (0, 1) and ℓ > 0 such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤ λd(x, y) + ℓd(y, Tx) (1.2)

for every x, y ∈ X .

Berinde [3] proved the following fixed point theorem for the above class of mappings.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be an almost contrac-

tion. Then

(i) T admits at least one fixed point;

(ii) For all z0 ∈ X, the sequence {zn} defined by zn+1 = Tzn, converges to a fixed point of

T .

We point out that almost contractions can have more than one fixed point (see [3, Ex-
ample 1]).

In this paper, we first introduce the class of polynomial contractions. Two fixed point
results are obtained for such mappings. Namely, we first consider the case when T is con-
tinuous. Next, we weaken the continuity condition. Our obtained results recover Banach’s
fixed point theorem. Next, we introduce the class of almost polynomial contractions and
establish a fixed point theorem for this class of mappings. Our obtained result generalizes
Theorem 1.2. Several examples are provided to illustrate our results.
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2 The class of polynomial contractions

We introduce below the class of polynomial contractions.

Definition 2.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a given mapping. We say
that T is a polynomial contraction, if there exists λ ∈ (0, 1), a natural number k ≥ 1 and a
family of mappings ai : X ×X → [0,∞), i = 0, · · · , k, such that

k
∑

i=0

ai(Tx, Ty)d
i(Tx, Ty) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(x, y)d
i(x, y) (2.1)

for every x, y ∈ X .

In this section, we are concerned with the study of fixed points for the above class of
mappings.

We first consider the case when T is a continuous mapping.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a polynomial

contraction. Assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) T is continuous;

(ii) There exist j ∈ {1, · · · , k} and Aj > 0 such that

aj(x, y) ≥ Aj, x, y ∈ X.

Then T admits a unique fixed point z∗ ∈ X. Moreover, for every z0 ∈ X, the Picard sequence

{zn} ⊂ X defined by zn+1 = Tzn for all n ≥ 0, converges to z∗.

Proof. We first prove that the set of fixed points of T is nonempty. Let z0 ∈ X be fixed and
{zn} ⊂ X be the Picard sequence defined by

zn+1 = Tzn, n ≥ 0.

Making use of (2.1) with (x, y) = (z0, z1), we obtain

k
∑

i=0

ai(Tz0, T z1)d
i(Tz0, T z1) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z0, z1)d
i(z0, z1),

that is,
k

∑

i=0

ai(z1, z2)d
i(z1, z2) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z0, z1)d
i(z0, z1). (2.2)

Using again (2.1) with (x, y) = (z1, z2), we obtain

k
∑

i=0

ai(Tz1, T z2)d
i(Tz1, T z2) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z1, z2)d
i(z1, z2),
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that is,
k

∑

i=0

ai(z2, z3)d
i(z2, z3) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z1, z2)d
i(z1, z2),

which implies by (2.2) that

k
∑

i=0

ai(z2, z3)d
i(z2, z3) ≤ λ2

k
∑

i=0

ai(z0, z1)d
i(z0, z1).

Continuing in the same way, we obtain by induction that

k
∑

i=0

ai(zn, zn+1)d
i(zn, zn+1) ≤ λn

k
∑

i=0

ai(z0, z1)d
i(z0, z1), n ≥ 0. (2.3)

Since

aj(zn, zn+1)d
j(zn, zn+1) ≤

k
∑

i=0

ai(zn, zn+1)d
i(zn, zn+1),

we obtain by (ii) that

Ajd
j(zn, zn+1) ≤

k
∑

i=0

ai(zn, zn+1)d
i(zn, zn+1),

which implies by (2.3) that

dj(zn, zn+1) ≤ λnσj,0, n ≥ 0, (2.4)

where

σj,0 = A−1

j

k
∑

i=0

ai(z0, z1)d
i(z0, z1). (2.5)

Then, making use of (2.4) and the triangle inequality, we obtain that for all n ≥ 0 and
m ≥ 1,

dj(zn, zn+m) ≤ dj(zn, zn+1) + dj(zn+1, zn+2) + · · ·+ dj(zn+m−1, zn+m)

≤ σj,0
(

λn + λn+1 + · · ·+ λn+m−1
)

= σj,0λ
n1− λm

1− λ

≤ σj,0
λn

1− λ
,

which yields

d(zn, zn+m) ≤

(

σj,0

1− λ

)
1

j

(λ
1

j )n → 0 as n,m→ ∞.

This shows that {zn} is a Cauchy sequence. Since (X, d) is complete, there exists z∗ ∈ X

such that
lim
n→∞

d(zn, z
∗) = 0,
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which implies by the continuity of T that

lim
n→∞

d(zn+1, T z
∗) = lim

n→∞

d(Tzn, T z
∗) = 0.

Then, from the uniqueness of the limit, we deduce that Tz∗ = z∗, that is, z∗ is a fixed point
of T .

We now show that z∗ is the unique fixed point of T . Indeed, if z∗∗ ∈ X is another fixed
point of T , i.e., Tz∗∗ = z∗∗ and d(z∗, z∗∗) > 0, then making use of (2.1) with (x, y) = (z∗, z∗∗),
we get

k
∑

i=0

ai(Tz
∗, T z∗∗)di(Tz∗, T z∗∗) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z
∗, z∗∗)di(z∗, z∗∗),

that is,
k

∑

i=0

ai(z
∗, z∗∗)di(z∗, z∗∗) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z
∗, z∗∗)di(z∗, z∗∗). (2.6)

On the other hand, from (ii), we have

k
∑

i=0

ai(z
∗, z∗∗)di(z∗, z∗∗) ≥ aj(z

∗, z∗∗)dj(z∗, z∗∗)

≥ Ajd
j(z∗, z∗∗).

Since Aj > 0 and d(z∗, z∗∗) > 0, we deduce that

k
∑

i=0

ai(z
∗, z∗∗)di(z∗, z∗∗) > 0.

Then, dividing (2.6) by
∑k

i=0
ai(z

∗, z∗∗)di(z∗, z∗∗), we reach a contradiction with λ ∈ (0, 1).
Consequently, z∗ is the unique fixed point of T . This completes the proof of Theorem 2.2.

We now study some particular cases of Theorem 2.2.

Proposition 2.3. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a polynomial contraction
(in the sense of Definition 2.1). Assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) a0 ≡ 0, i.e., a0(x, y) = 0 for all x, y ∈ X ;

(ii) For all i ∈ {1, · · · , k}, there exists Bi > 0 such that

ai(x, y) ≤ Bi, x, y ∈ X ;

(iii) There exist j ∈ {1, · · · , k} and Aj > 0 such that

aj(x, y) ≥ Aj, x, y ∈ X.

Then T is continuous.
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Proof. Let {un} ⊂ X be a sequence such that

lim
n→∞

d(un, u) = 0, (2.7)

for some u ∈ X . Using (i) and making use of (2.1) with (x, y) = (un, u), we get

k
∑

i=1

ai(Tun, Tu)d
i(Tun, Tu) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=1

ai(un, u)d
i(un, u), n ≥ 0,

which implies by (ii) and (iii) that

Ajd
j(Tun, Tu) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=1

Bid
i(un, u), n ≥ 0. (2.8)

Then, making use of (2.7) and passing to the limit as n→ ∞ in (2.8), we get

lim
n→∞

dj(Tun, Tu) = 0,

which is equivalent to
lim
n→∞

d(Tun, Tu) = 0.

This shows that T is a continuous mapping.

From Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 2.3, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 2.4. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a polynomial
contraction. Assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) a0 ≡ 0;

(ii) For all i ∈ {1, · · · , k}, there exists Bi > 0 such that

ai(x, y) ≤ Bi, x, y ∈ X ;

(iii) There exist j ∈ {1, · · · , k} and Aj > 0 such that

aj(x, y) ≥ Aj, x, y ∈ X.

Then T admits a unique fixed point z∗ ∈ X . Moreover, for every z0 ∈ X , the Picard sequence
{zn} ⊂ X defined by zn+1 = Tzn for all n ≥ 0, converges to z∗.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Corollary 2.4.

Corollary 2.5. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a given mapping.
Assume that there exist λ ∈ (0, 1), a natural number k ≥ 1 and a finite sequence {ai}

k
i=1 ⊂

(0,∞) such that
k

∑

i=1

aid
i(Tx, Ty) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=1

aid
i(x, y) (2.9)

for every x, y ∈ X . Then T admits a unique fixed point z∗ ∈ X . Moreover, for every z0 ∈ X ,
the Picard sequence {zn} ⊂ X defined by zn+1 = Tzn for all n ≥ 0, converges to z∗.
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Remark 2.6. Observe that Corollary 2.5 recovers Banach’s fixed point theorem. Indeed,
taking k = 1 and a1 = 1, (2.9) reduces to

d(Tx, Ty) ≤ λd(x, y), x, y ∈ X.

We provide below an example to illustrate Theorem 2.2.

Example 2.7. Let X = {x1, x2, x3, x4} and T : X → X be the mapping defined by

Tx1 = x1, Tx2 = x3, Tx3 = x4, Tx4 = x1.

Let d be the discrete metric on X , i.e.,

d(xi, xj) =

{

1 if i 6= j,

0 if i = j.

Consider the mapping a0 : X ×X → [0,∞) defined by

a0(xi, xj) = a0(xj , xi),

a0(xi, xi) = 0,

a0(x1, x2) = a0(x2, x3) = 3,

a0(x1, x3) = a0(x3, x4) = 2,

a0(x1, x4) = 1,

a0(x2, x4) = 6.

We claim that

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) ≤
3

4
(a0(x, y) + d(x, y)) (2.10)

for every x, y ∈ X , that is, T is a polynomial contraction in the sense of Definition 2.1 with
k = 1, a1 ≡ 1 and λ = 3

4
. If x = y or (x, y) = (x1, x4), then (2.10) is obvious. Then, by

symmetry, we have just to show that (2.10) holds for all xi, xj ∈ X with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4
and (i, j) 6= (1, 4). Table 1 provides the different values of a0(Txi, Txj) + d(Txi, Txj) and
a0(xi, xj) + d(xi, xj) for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4, which confirm (2.10). Then, all the conditions

(i, j) a0(Txi, Txj) + d(Txi, Txj) a0(xi, xj) + d(xi, xj)
(1, 2) 3 4
(1, 3) 2 3
(2, 3) 3 4
(2, 4) 3 7
(3, 4) 2 3

Table 1: The values of a0(Txi, Txj) + d(Txi, Txj) & a0(xi, xj) + d(xi, xj)

of Theorem 2.2 are satisfied ((ii) is satisfied with A1 = 1). On the other hand, T admits a
unique fixed point z∗ = x1, which confirms our obtained result.
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Remark that Banach’s fixed point theorem is not applicable in this example. Indeed, we
have

d(Tx1, Tx2)

d(x1, x2)
=
d(x1, x3)

d(x1, x2)
= 1.

We also notice that, if we consider the mapping

D(x, y) = d(x, y) + a0(x, y), x, y ∈ X,

then (2.10) reduces to

D(Tx, Ty) ≤
3

4
D(x, y), x, y ∈ X.

However, D is not a metric on X . This can be easily seen observing that (see Table 1)

D(x2, x4) = 7 > 6 = D(x2, x1) +D(x1, x4).

We now weaken the continuity condition imposed on T in Theorem 2.2.

Definition 2.8. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : X → X is called Picard-
continuous, if for all z, w ∈ X , we have

lim
n→∞

d(T nz, w) = 0 =⇒ lim
n→∞

d(T (T nz), Tw) = 0,

where T 0z = z and T n+1z = T (T nz) for all n ≥ 0.

Remark that, if T : X → X is continuous, then T is Picard-continuous. However, the
converse is not true. The following example shows this fact.

Example 2.9. Let X = [a, b], where a, b ∈ R and a < b. Consider the mapping T : X → X

defined by

Tx =

{

a if a ≤ x < b,

a+b
2

if x = b.

Let d be the standard metric on X , that is, d(x, y) = |x − y| for all x, y ∈ X . Clearly, the
mapping T is not continuous at b. However, T is Picard-continuous in the sense of Definition
2.8. Indeed, observe that for all z ∈ X , we have

T nz = a for all n ≥ 2.

So, if for some z, w ∈ X , we have

lim
n→∞

d(T nz, w) = 0,

then w = a and
lim
n→∞

d(T (T nz), w) = lim
n→∞

d(Ta, w) = d(Ta, w) = 0,

which shows that T is Picard-continuous.

Theorem 2.10. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a polynomial

contraction. Assume that the following conditions hold:

8



(i) T is Picard-continuous;

(ii) There exist j ∈ {1, · · · , k} and Aj > 0 such that

aj(x, y) ≥ Aj, x, y ∈ X.

Then T admits a unique fixed point z∗ ∈ X. Moreover, for every z0 ∈ X, the Picard sequence

{zn} ⊂ X defined by zn+1 = Tzn for all n ≥ 0, converges to z∗.

Proof. We first prove that the set of fixed points of T is nonempty. Let z0 ∈ X be fixed and
{zn} ⊂ X be the Picard sequence defined by

zn+1 = Tzn, n ≥ 0,

that is,
zn = T nz0, n ≥ 0.

From the proof of Theorem 2.2, we know that {zn} is a Cauchy sequence, which implies by
the completeness of (X, d) that there exists z∗ ∈ X such that

lim
n→∞

d(T nz0, z
∗) = 0.

Then, by the Picard continuity of T , it holds that

lim
n→∞

d(T n+1z0, T z
∗) = lim

n→∞

d(T (T nz0), T z
∗) = 0,

which implies by the uniqueness of the limit that z∗ is a fixed point of T . The rest of the
proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.2.

We now provide an example to illustrate Theorem 2.10.

Example 2.11. Let X = [0, 1] and T : X → X be the mapping defined by

Tx =

{

1

4
if 0 ≤ x < 1,

0 if x = 1.

Let d be the standard metric on X , i.e.,

d(x, y) = |x− y|, x, y ∈ X.

Remark that T is not a continuous mapping, but it is Picard-continuous (see Example 2.9).
Consider now the mapping a0 : X ×X → [0,∞) defined by

a0(x, y) =
5

6

(

x

∣

∣

∣

∣

x−
1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ y

∣

∣

∣

∣

y −
1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

, x, y ∈ X.

We claim that

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) ≤
1

2
(a0(x, y) + d(x, y)) (2.11)

9



for all x, y ∈ X , that is, T is a polynomial contraction in the sense of Definition 2.1 with
k = 1, a1 ≡ 1 and λ = 1

2
. We discuss three possible cases (due to the symmetry of a0).

Case 1: x, y ∈ [0, 1). In this case, we have

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = a0

(

1

4
,
1

4

)

+ d

(

1

4
,
1

4

)

= 0,

which yields (2.11).
Case 2: x ∈ [0, 1) and y = 1. In this case, we have

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = a0

(

1

4
, 0

)

+ d

(

1

4
, 0

)

=
1

4

and
a0(x, y) + d(x, y)

2
=
a0 (x, 1) + d (x, 1)

2

=
5

12
x

∣

∣

∣

∣

x−
1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
5

16
+

|x− 1|

2

≥
1

4
,

which yields (2.11).
Case 3: x = y = 1. In this case, we have

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = a0(0, 0) + d (0, 0)

= 0,

which yields (2.11).
Therefore, (2.11) holds. Consequently, Theorem 2.10 applies. On the other hand, z∗ = 1

4

is the unique fixed point of T , which confirms the obtained result given by Theorem 2.10.
Notice that in this example, Theorem 2.2 is inapplicable since T is not continuous.

3 The class of almost polynomial contractions

Motivated by Berinde [3], we introduce below the class of almost polynomial contractions.

Definition 3.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a given mapping. We
say that T is an almost polynomial contraction, if there exists λ ∈ (0, 1), a natural number
k ≥ 1, a finite sequence {Li}

k
i=0 ⊂ (0,∞) and a family of mappings ai : X × X → [0,∞),

i = 0, · · · , k, such that

k
∑

i=0

ai(Tx, Ty)d
i(Tx, Ty) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(x, y)
[

di(x, y) + Lid
i(y, Tx)

]

(3.1)

for every x, y ∈ X .

10



We recall below the concept of weakly Picard operators, which was introduced by Rus
(see e.g. [26, 28, 29]).

Definition 3.2. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a given mapping. We say
that T is a weakly Picard operator, if

(i) The set of fixed points of T is nonempty;

(ii) For all z0 ∈ X , the Picard sequence {T nz0} is convergent and its limit belongs to the
set of fixed points of T .

Our main result in this section is the following fixed point theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be an almost polyno-

mial contraction. Assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) T is Picard-continuous;

(ii) There exist j ∈ {1, · · · , k} and Aj > 0 such that

aj(x, y) ≥ Aj, x, y ∈ X.

Then T is a weakly Picard operator.

Proof. Let z0 ∈ X be fixed and {zn} ⊂ X be the Picard sequence defined by

zn+1 = Tzn, n ≥ 0.

Making use of (3.1) with (x, y) = (z0, z1), we obtain

k
∑

i=0

ai(Tz0, T z1)d
i(Tz0, T z1) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z0, z1)
[

di(z0, z1) + Lid
i(z1, T z0)

]

,

that is,
k

∑

i=0

ai(z1, z2)d
i(z1, z2) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z0, z1)d
i(z0, z1). (3.2)

Again, making use of (3.1) with (x, y) = (z1, z2), we obtain

k
∑

i=0

ai(Tz1, T z2)d
i(Tz1, T z2) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z1, z2)
[

di(z1, z2) + Lid
i(z2, T z1)

]

,

that is,
k

∑

i=0

ai(z2, z3)d
i(z2, z3) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=0

ai(z1, z2)d
i(z1, z2),

which gives us thanks to (3.2) that

k
∑

i=0

ai(z2, z3)d
i(z2, z3) ≤ λ2

k
∑

i=0

ai(z0, z1)d
i(z0, z1).

11



Continuing this process, we get by induction that

k
∑

i=0

ai(zn, zn+1)d
i(zn, zn+1) ≤ λn

k
∑

i=0

ai(z0, z1)d
i(z0, z1), n ≥ 0,

which implies from (ii) that

dj(zn, zn+1) ≤ λnσj,0, n ≥ 0,

where σj,0 is given by (2.5). Next, proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we obtain
that {zn} is a Cauchy sequence, which implies by the completeness of (X, d) the existence
of z∗ ∈ X such that

lim
n→∞

d(zn, z
∗) = 0.

Finally, taking into consideration that T is Picard-continuous, we get

lim
n→∞

d(zn+1, T z
∗) = 0,

which implies by the uniqueness of the limit that z∗ = Tz∗. The proof of Theorem 3.3 is
then completed.

We now investigate some special cases of Theorem 3.3.

Proposition 3.4. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a given mapping. Assume
that there exist λ ∈ (0, 1), a natural number k ≥ 1 and two finite sequence {ai}

k
i=1, {Li}

k
i=1 ⊂

(0,∞) such that

k
∑

i=1

aid
i(Tx, Ty) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=1

ai
[

di(x, y) + Lid
i(y, Tx)

]

(3.3)

for every x, y ∈ X . Then T is Picard-continuous

Proof. Let z, u ∈ X be such that

lim
q→∞

d(T qz, u) = 0. (3.4)

Making use of (3.3) with (x, y) = (T qz, u), we obtain

k
∑

i=1

aid
i(T (T qz), Tu) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=1

ai
[

di(T qz, u) + Lid
i(u, T (T qz))

]

,

that is,
k

∑

i=1

aid
i(T q+1z, Tu) ≤ λ

k
∑

i=1

ai
[

di(T qz, u) + Lid
i(u, T q+1z)

]

,

which implies that

d(T (T qz), Tu) ≤
λ

a1

k
∑

i=1

ai
[

di(T qz, u) + Lid
i(u, T q+1z)

]

.
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Then, passing to the limit as q → ∞ in the above inequality and making use of (3.4), we
obtain

lim
q→∞

d(T (T qz), Tu) = 0,

which proves that T is Picard-continuous.

From Theorem 3.3 and Proposition 3.4, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 3.5. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X → X be a given map-
ping. Assume that there exist λ ∈ (0, 1), a natural number k ≥ 1 and two finite sequence
{ai}

k
i=1, {Li}

k
i=1 ⊂ (0,∞) such that (3.3) holds for every x, y ∈ X . Then T is a weakly Picard

operator.

Proof. Remark that (3.3) is a special case of (3.1) with a0 ≡ 0 and ai is constant for all
i ∈ {1, · · · , k}. Then, by Proposition 3.4, Theorem 3.3 applies.

Remark 3.6. Taking k = 1, a1 = 1 and L1 = ℓ
λ
, where ℓ > 0, (3.3) reduces to (1.2). Then,

by Corollary 3.5, we recover Berinde’s fixed point theorem (Theorem 1.2).

We now give some examples to illustrate the above obtained results. The following
example shows that under the conditions of Theorem 3.3, we may have more than one fixed
point.

Example 3.7. Let X = {x1, x2, x3} and T : X → X be the mapping defined by

Tx1 = x1, Tx2 = x2, Tx3 = x1.

The set X is equipped with the discrete metric

d(xi, xj) =

{

1 if i 6= j,

0 if i = j.

We claim that the mapping T satisfies (3.3) with k = 2, a1 = a2 = 1, λ = 2

3
and L1 = L2 =

1

2
,

that is,

d(Tx, Ty) + d2(Tx, Ty) ≤
2

3

[

d(x, y) +
1

2
d(y, Tx) + d2(x, y) +

1

2
d2(y, Tx)

]

(3.5)

for all x, y ∈ X . If x = y or (x, y) ∈ {(x1, x3), (x3, x1)}, then (3.5) is obvious. Table 2 gives

(i, j) d(Txi, Txj) + d2(Txi, Txj) d(xi, xj) +
1

2
d(xj , Txi) + d2(xi, xj) +

1

2
d2(xj , Txi)

(1, 2) 2 3
(2, 1) 2 3
(2, 3) 2 3
(3, 2) 2 3

Table 2: The values of d(Txi, Txj) + d2(Txi, Txj) & d(xi, xj) +
1

2
d(xj , Txi) + d2(xi, xj) +

1

2
d2(xj , Txi)
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the different values of d(Txi, Txj) + d2(Txi, Txj) and d(xi, xj) +
1

2
d(xj, Txi) + d2(xi, xj) +

1

2
d2(xj , Txi) for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} with i 6= j and (i, j) 6∈ {(1, 3), (3, 1)}, which confirm (3.5).

Then Corollary 3.5 applies. On the other hand, the set of fixed points of T is nonempty,
which confirms the obtained result provided by Corollary 3.5. Remark that the set of fixed
points of T is equal to {x1, x2}.

An other example that illustrates Theorem 3.3 is given below.

Example 3.8. Let X = [0, 1] and T : X → X be the mapping defined by

Tx =

{

1

4
if 0 ≤ x < 1,

0 if x = 1.

Let d be the standard metric on X , i.e.,

d(x, y) = |x− y|, x, y ∈ X.

We recall that T is Picard-continuous (see Example 2.9).
Consider the mapping a0 : X ×X → [0,∞) defined by

a0(x, y) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

4x2 − 3x+
1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

4y2 − 3y +
1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

, x, y ∈ X.

We claim that

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) ≤
1

2
(2a0(x, y) + d(x, y) + d(y, Tx)) (3.6)

for all x, y ∈ X , that is, T is an almost polynomial contraction in the sense of Definition 3.1
with k = 1, a1 ≡ 1, L0 = L1 = 1 and λ = 1

2
. We discuss four possible cases.

Case 1: 0 ≤ x, y < 1. In this case, we have

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = a0

(

1

4
,
1

4

)

+ d

(

1

4
,
1

4

)

= 0.

Then (3.6) holds.
Case 2: 0 ≤ x < 1, y = 1. In this case, we have

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = a0

(

1

4
, 0

)

+ d

(

1

4
, 0

)

=
1

2
+

1

4

=
3

4
= d(y, Tx)

≤
1

2
(2a0(x, y) + d(x, y) + d(y, Tx)) .
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Then (3.6) holds.
Case 3: x = 1, 0 ≤ y < 1. In this case, we have

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = a0

(

0,
1

4

)

+ d

(

0,
1

4

)

=
1

2
+

1

4

=
3

4

and
a0(x, y) = a0(1, y)

=
3

2
+

∣

∣

∣

∣

4y2 − 3y +
1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
3

2
.

Therefore, it holds that

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) =
3

4

≤
3

2

≤
1

2
[2a0(x, y)]

≤
1

2
(2a0(x, y) + d(x, y) + d(y, Tx)) .

Then (3.6) holds.
Case 4: x = y = 1. In this case, we have

a0(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = a0(0, 0) + d(1, 1)

= 1

= d(y, Tx)

≤
1

2
(2a0(x, y) + d(x, y) + d(y, Tx)) .

Then (3.6) holds.
Consequently, (3.6) is satisfied for all x, y ∈ X . Notice also that condition (ii) of Theorem

3.3 holds with j = 1 and A1 = 1. Then Theorem 3.3 applies. Observe that z∗ = 1

4
is a fixed

point of T , which confirms the result given by Theorem 3.3.
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in metric spaces, Carpathian J. Math. 24 (2008) 10–19.

[5] V. Berinde, Approximating fixed points of enriched nonexpansive mappings in Banach
spaces by using a retraction-displacement condition, Carpathian J. Math. 36(1) (2020)
27–34.
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[11] Lj. B. Ćirić, A generalization of Banach’s contraction principle, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.
45 (2) (1974) 267–273.

[12] S. Czerwik, Contraction mappings in b-metric spaces, Acta Math. Inform., Univ. Ostrav.
1(1) (1993) 5–11.

[13] B.C. Dhage, Generalized metric space and mapping with fixed point, Bulletin of the
Calcutta Mathematical Society. 84 (1992) 329–336.

16



[14] M. Jleli, B. Samet, On a new generalization of metric spaces, J. Fixed Point Theory
Appl. 20 (2018) 128.

[15] R. Kannan, Some results on fixed points, Bull. Calcutta Math. Soc. 10 (1968) 71–76.
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