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(3) The symmetry:

d(x, y, z) = d(x, z, y) = d(y, x, z) = d(y, z, x) = d(z, x, y) = d(z, y, x)

for all x, y, z ∈ X;
(4) The rectangle inequality: d(x, y, z) ≤ d(x, y, t) + d(y, z, t) + d(z, x, t) for all

x, y, z, t ∈ X.

Then d is called a 2-metric on X and (X, d) is called a 2-metric space which will be
sometimes denoted by X if there is no confusion. Every member x ∈ X is called a
point in X.

Definition 2.2 ([20]). Let (X, d) be a 2-metric space and a, b ∈ X, r ≥ 0. The set

B(a, b, r) = {x ∈ X : d(a, b, x) < r}
is called a 2-ball centered at a and b with radius r. The topology generated by the
collection of all a 2-balls as a subbase is called a 2-metric topology on X.

Definition 2.3 ([25]). Let {xn} be a sequence in a 2-metric space (X, d).

(1) {xn} is said to be convergent to x in (X, d), written limn→∞ xn = x , if for
all a ∈ X , limn→∞ d(xn, x, a) = 0;

(2) {xn} is said to be Cauchy in X if for all a ∈ X, limn,m→∞ d(xn, xm, a)
= 0, that is, for each ϵ > 0, there exists n0 such that d(xn, xm, a) < ϵ for all
n,m ≥ n0 and a ∈ X;

(3) (X, d) is said to be complete if every Cauchy sequence is a convergent se-
quence.

Definition 2.4 ([25]). A 2-metric space (X, d) is said to be compact if every se-
quence in X has a convergent subsequence.

Lemma 2.5 ([25]). Every a 2-metric space is a T1-space.

Lemma 2.6 ( [25]). limn→∞ xn = x in a 2-metric space (X, d) if and only if
limn→∞ xn = x in the 2-metric topological space X.

Lemma 2.7 ([25]). If T : X → Y is a continuous map from a 2-metric space X to
a 2-metric space Y, then limn→∞ xn = x in X implies limn→∞ Txn = Tx in Y.

It is straight forward from above definitions, that every 2-metric is non-negative
and every 2-metric space contains at least three distinct points. A 2-metric d(x, y, z)
is sequentially continuous in one argument. Moreover, if a 2-metric d(x, y, z) is
sequentially continuous in two arguments, then it is sequentially continuous in all
three arguments (see [32]). A convergent sequence in a 2-metric space need not be a
Cauchy sequence (see [32]). In a 2-metric space (X, d), every convergent sequence is
a Cauchy sequence if d is continuous (see [32]). There exists a 2-metric space (X, d)
such that every convergent sequence is a Cauchy sequence but d is not continuous
(see [32]).

Chatterjea in [12] introduced the notion of a C-contraction as follows.

Definition 2.8. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a mapping. Then
T is called a C-contraction if there exists a ∈ [0, 1) such that for all x, y ∈ X,

d(Tx, Ty) ≤ a

2
[d(x, Ty) + d(y, Tx)].
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This notion was generalized to a weak C-contraction by Choudhury in [13].

Definition 2.9. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a mapping.
Then T is called a weak C-contraction if there exists ψ : [0,∞)2 → [0,∞) which is
continuous and ψ(s, t) = 0 if and only if s = t = 0 such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤ 1

2
[d(x, Ty) + d(y, Tx)]− ψ(d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx))

for all x, y ∈ X.

Samet et al. [38] defined the notion of an α-admissible mapping as follows.

Definition 2.10. Let T be a self-mapping on a non-empty set X and α : X×X →
[0,+∞) be a function. We say that T is an α-admissible mapping if

x, y ∈ X, α(x, y) ≥ 1 =⇒ α(Tx, Ty) ≥ 1.

In [38] the authors consider the family Ψ of non-decreasing functions ψ : [0,+∞) →
[0,+∞) such that

∑+∞
n=1 ψ

n(t) < +∞ for each t > 0, where ψn is the n-th iterate
of ψ and give the following theorem.

Theorem 2.11. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T be an α-admissible
mapping such that

α(x, y)d(Tx, Ty) ≤ ψ(d(x, y))(2.1)

for all x, y ∈ X, where ψ ∈ Ψ. Suppose that the following assertions hold:

(i) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1,
(ii) either T is continuous or for any sequence {xn} in X with α(xn, xn+1)

≥ 1 for all n ∈ N ∪ {0} and xn → x as n → +∞, we have α(xn, x) ≥ 1 for
all n ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Then T has a fixed point.

Salimi et al. [39] modified and generalized the notions of α-ψ-contractive and
α-admissible mappings as follows.

Definition 2.12 ([39]). Let T be a self-mapping on a non-empty set X and α, η :
X × X → [0,+∞) be two functions. We say that T is an α-admissible mapping
with respect to η if

x, y ∈ X, α(x, y) ≥ η(x, y) =⇒ α(Tx, Ty) ≥ η(Tx, Ty).

Note that if we take η(x, y) = 1 then this definition reduces to Definition 2.10. Also,
if we take α(x, y) = 1 then we say that T is an η-subadmissible mapping.

Recently Karapinar et al. [27] introduced the notion of triangular α-admissible
mapping as follows.

Definition 2.13 ( [27]). Let X be a non-empty set and T : X → X and α :
X × X → (−∞,+∞) be two given mappings. We say that T is a triangular α-
admissible mapping if

(1) x, y ∈ X, α(x, y) ≥ 1 implies α(Tx, Ty) ≥ 1, x, y ∈ X,
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(2) x, y ∈ X,

{
α(x, z) ≥ 1
α(z, y) ≥ 1

implies α(x, y) ≥ 1.

Motivated by Karapinar et al. [27] and Salimi et al. [39], Fathollahi et al. [19]
introduced the following notion.

Definition 2.14. Let (X, d) be a 2-metric space and T : X → X and α, η :
X×X×X → [0,+∞) be mappings. We say that T is a triangular 2-α-η-admissible
mapping if for all a ∈ X,

(1) x, y ∈ X, α(x, y, a) ≥ η(x, y, a) implies α(Tx, Ty, a) ≥ η(Tx, Ty, a),

(2) x, y ∈ X,

{
α(x, z, a) ≥ η(x, z, a)
α(z, y, a) ≥ η(z, y, a)

implies α(x, y, a) ≥ η(x, y, a).

If we take η(x, y, a) = 1, then we say that T is a triangular 2-α-admissible mapping.
Also, if we take α(x, y, a) = 1, then we say T is a triangular 2-η- subadmissible
mapping.

Example 2.15. Let X = [0,∞). Define T : X → X and α, η : X × X × X →
[0,+∞) by Tx = 1

4x,

α(x, y, a) =

{
a2 + 2, if x, y ∈ [0, 1]
0, otherwise

and η(x, y, a) = a2 + 1. Then T is a triangular 2-α-η-admissible mapping.

Lemma 2.16. Let (X, d) be a 2-metric space and T : X → X be a triangular 2-α-
η-admissible mapping. Assume that there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥
η(x0, Tx0, a) for all a ∈ X. Define sequence {xn} by xn = Tnx0. Then

α(xm, xn, a) ≥ η(xm, xn, a) for all m,n ∈ N with m < n and for all a ∈ X

Definition 2.17. Let (X, d) be a 2-metric space. Let α, η : X ×X ×X → [0,∞)
and T : X → X. We say T is a 2-α-η-continuous on (X, d), if

xn → x as n→ ∞, α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ η(xn, xn+1, a) for alln ∈ N and

a ∈ X =⇒ Txn → Tx. If we take η(x, y, a) = 1, then we say that T is a 2-
α-continuous mapping. Also, if we take α(x, y, a) = 1, then we say T is a 2-η-
continuous mapping.

Example 2.18. Let X = [0,∞) and d(x, y, a) = min{|x − y|, |y − a|, |x − a|}.
Assume that the mapping T : X → X and α, η : X3 → [0,+∞) are defined by

Tx =

 x2, if x ∈ [0, 1]

lnx+ 2, if x ∈ (1,∞),

α(x, y, a) =

 1, if x, y ∈ [0, 1]

0, otherwise
and η(x, y, a) = 1.

Clearly T is not continuous, but T is a 2-α-η-continuous on (X, d). Indeed, if
xn → x as n → ∞ and α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ η(xn, xn+1, a) = 1, then xn ∈ [0, 1] and
limn→∞ Txn = limn→∞ x2n = x2 = Tx.
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Motivated by the above mentioned developments, we first generalize the concepts
of a 2-α-η-admissible mapping with weak and rational α-η-ψ-
contractions using some auxiliary functions and establish the existence and unique-
ness of fixed points for such mappings in complete 2-metric spaces. As an application
of obtained results, we prove some fixed point theorems in partially ordered 2-metric
spaces. The presented theorems generalize and improve many existing results in the
literature. Moreover, some examples and an application to integral equations are
provided to illustrate the usability of the proved results.

3. Fixed point results for weak α-η-C-contraction mappings

Definition 3.1. We say that f : [0,∞)2 −→ R is a C-class function if it is continuous
and satisfies

(1) f(s, t) ≤ s;
(2) f(s, t) = s =⇒ s = 0 or t = 0.

Example 3.2. The following functions f : [0,∞)2 → R are elements of C. For all
s, t ∈ [0,∞), we have

(1) f(s, t) = s− t, f(s, t) = s =⇒ t = 0;

(2) f(s, t) = (s−t)
(1+t) , f(s, t) = s =⇒ t = 0;

(3)f(s, t) = s
(1+t) , f(s, t) = s =⇒ s = 0 or t = 0;

(4) f(s, t) = log (t+as)
(1+t) , a > 1, f(s, t) = s =⇒ s = 0 or t = 0;

(5) f(s, 1) = ln (1+as)
2 , a > e, f(s, 1) = s =⇒ s = 0;

(6) f(s, t) = (s+ l)(1/(1+t)) − l, l > 1, f(s, t) = s =⇒ t = 0.

Denote with Ψ the family of continuous functions ψ : [0,∞)2 → [0,∞) such that
ψ(s, t) > 0 if s ̸= 0 or t ̸= 0 and ψ(0, 0) ≥ 0.

Definition 3.3. Let (X, d) be a 2-metric space and T : X → X, α, η : X×X×X →
[0,+∞) and f ∈ C. Then

• T is a weak α− η − f − C-contraction mapping if

x, y ∈ X, α(x, y, a) ≥ η(x, y, a) =⇒ d(Tx, Ty, a)

≤ f
(1
2
[d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)], ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))

)
for all a ∈ X where ψ ∈ Ψ.

• T is a modified weak α− f − C-contraction mapping if

x, y ∈ X, α(x, y, a) ≥ 1 =⇒ d(Tx, Ty, a)

≤ f
(1
2
[d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)], ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))

)
for all a ∈ X where ψ ∈ Ψ.

• T is a modified weak η − f − C-contraction mapping if

x, y ∈ X, η(x, y, a) ≤ 1 =⇒ d(Tx, Ty, a)

≤ f
(1
2
[d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)], ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))

)
for all a ∈ X where ψ ∈ Ψ.
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• T is a weak α− f − C-contraction mapping of type (I) if

α(x, y, a)d(Tx, Ty, a)

≤ f
(1
2
[d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)], ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))

)
for all x, y, a ∈ X where ψ ∈ Ψ.

• T is a weak η− f −C-contraction mapping of type (I) iff is increasing with
respect to first variable and

d(Tx, Ty, a)

≤ f
(η(x, y, a)

2
[d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)], ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))

)
for all x, y, a ∈ X where ψ ∈ Ψ.

• T is a weak α− f − C-contraction mapping of type (II) if

(α(x, y, a) + ℓ)d(Tx, Ty, a)

≤ (1 + ℓ)
f
(1
2
[d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)], ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))

)
for all x, y, a ∈ X where ψ ∈ Ψ and ℓ > 0,

• T is a weak η − f − C-contraction mapping of type (II) if

(1 + ℓ)d(Tx, Ty, a)

≤ (η(x, y, a) + ℓ)
f
(1
2
[d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)], ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))

)
for all x, y, a ∈ X, ℓ > 0 and ψ ∈ Ψ.

Now we are ready to state and prove our first main result of this section.

Theorem 3.4. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume, T : X → X is a
weak α-η-f − C-contraction mapping satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-α-η-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ η(x0, Tx0, a) for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-α-η-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ η(xn, xn+1, a) for all

a ∈ X and xn → x as n → ∞, then α(xn, x, a) ≥ η(xn, x, a) for all n ∈ N
and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

Proof. Let x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ η(x0, Tx0, a) for all a ∈ X. Define a
sequence {xn} by xn = Tnx0 for all n ∈ N. Now, since T is a triangular 2-α-η-
admissible mapping, so by Lemma 2.16, we have

(3.1) α(xm, xn, a) ≥ η(xm, xn, a) for all m,n ∈ N with m < n and for all a ∈ X.
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From (3.1), we deduce
(3.2)
d(xn+1, xn, a)

= d(Txn, Txn−1, a)

≤ f
(1
2
[d(xn, Txn−1, a) + d(xn−1, Txn, a)], ψ(d(xn, Txn−1, a), d(xn−1, Txn, a))

)
= f

(1
2
[d(xn, xn, a) + d(xn−1, xn+1, a)], ψ(d(xn, xn, a), d(xn−1, xn+1, a))

)
= f

(1
2
d(xn−1, xn+1, a), ψ(0, d(xn−1, xn+1, a))

)
≤ 1

2
d(xn−1, xn+1, a),

for all a ∈ X. By taking a = xn−1 in (3.2), we get d(xn+1, xn, xn−1) ≤ 0. i.e.,

(3.3) d(xn+1, xn, xn−1) = 0

and so by (3.2) and (3.3), we have

(3.4)

d(xn+1, xn, a) ≤
1

2
d(xn−1, xn+1, a)

≤ 1

2
[d(xn−1, xn, a) + d(xn, xn+1, a) + d(xn−1, xn, xn+1)]

≤ 1

2
[d(xn−1, xn, a) + d(xn, xn+1, a)],

which implies

(3.5) d(xn+1, xn, a) ≤ d(xn−1, xn, a).

Hence, the sequence {d(xn+1, xn, a)} is decreasing in R+ and so it is convergent to
r ∈ R+. i.e., limn→∞ d(xn+1, xn, a) = r. Taking limit in (3.4), we get

r ≤ 1

2
lim
n→∞

d(xn−1, xn+1, a) ≤
1

2
(r + r) = r

and then

(3.6) lim
n→∞

d(xn−1, xn+1, a) = 2r.

By taking limit as n→ ∞ in (3.2) and applying (3.6), we get

r ≤ f(
1

2
(2r), ψ(0, 2r)) ≤ r

this implies r = 0 or ψ(0, 2r) = 0. i.e., r = 0. Hence

(3.7) lim
n→∞

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

If d(xn−1, xn, a) = 0, then by (3.5), we have d(xn+1, xn, a) = 0. Since, d(x0, x1, x0) =
0, we have d(xn, xn+1, x0) = 0 for all n ∈ N.
Since d(xm−1, xm, xm) = 0, we have

(3.8) d(xn, xn+1, xm) = 0
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for all n ≥ m − 1. For 0 ≤ n < m − 1, noting that m − 1 ≥ n + 1, from (3.8), we
have

d(xm−1, xm, xn+1) = d(xm−1, xm, xn) = 0

which implies

d(xn, xn+1, xm) ≤ d(xn, xn+1, xm−1) + d(xn+1, xm, xm−1) + d(xm, xn, xm−1)

= d(xn, xn+1, xm−1).(3.9)

Now, since, d(xn, xn+1, xn+1) = 0, from (3.9), we get

(3.10) d(xn, xn+1, xm) = 0

for all 0 ≤ n < m − 1. Hence, from (3.8) and (3.10), we have d(xn, xn+1, xm) = 0
for all m,n ∈ N. Now for all i, j, k ∈ N with i < j,, we have d(xj−1, xj , xi) =
d(xj−1, xj , xk) = 0. Hence, we obtain

d(xi, xj , xk) ≤ d(xi, xj , xj−1) + d(xj , xk, xj−1) + d(xk, xi, xj−1)

= d(xi, xj−1, xk) ≤ . . . ≤ d(xi, xi, xk) = 0.

That is, for all i, j, k ∈ N, we have

(3.11) d(xi, xj , xk) = 0.

We now show that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence. Suppose to the contrary that {xn}
is not a Cauchy sequence. Then there is ε > 0 and sequences {m(k)} and {n(k)}
such that for all positive integers k,

(3.12) n(k) > m(k) > k, d(xn(k), xm(k), a) ≥ ε and d(xn(k)−1, xm(k), a) < ε.

From (3.11) and (3.12), we deduce

(3.13)

ϵ ≤ d(xn(k), xm(k), a)

≤ d(xn(k), xn(k)−1, a) + d(xn(k)−1, xm(k), a)

+ d(xn(k), xm(k), xn(k)−1)

= d(xn(k), xn(k)−1, a) + d(xn(k)−1, xm(k), a)

< d(xn(k), xn(k)−1, a) + ϵ.

Taking limit as k → ∞ in the above inequality and applying (3.7), we get

(3.14) lim
k→∞

d(xn(k), xm(k), a) = lim
k→∞

d(xn(k)−1, xm(k), a) = ϵ.

Also by (3.11), we get

(3.15)

d(xm(k), xn(k)−1, a)

≤ d(xm(k), xm(k)−1, a) + d(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a) + d(xm(k), xn(k)−1, xm(k)−1)

= d(xm(k), xm(k)−1, a) + d(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a)

≤ d(xm(k), xm(k)−1, a) + d(xm(k)−1, xn(k), a) + d(xn(k)−1, xn(k), a)

+ d(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, xn(k))

= d(xm(k), xm(k)−1, a) + d(xm(k)−1, xn(k), a) + d(xn(k)−1, xn(k), a),
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and

(3.16)

d(xm(k)−1, xn(k), a)

≤ d(xm(k)−1, xm(k), a) + d(xn(k), xm(k), a) + d(xm(k)−1, xn(k), xm(k))

= d(xm(k)−1, xm(k), a) + d(xn(k), xm(k), a).

By taking limit as k → ∞ in (3.15) and (3.16) and applying (3.7) and (3.14), we
have

(3.17) lim
k→∞

d(xm(k)−1, xn(k), a) = ϵ.

Now since, n(k) > m(k) then by (3.1), we have

α(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a) ≥ η(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a)

for all a ∈ X. So by (3.1), we get

ϵ ≤ d(xm(k), xn(k), a)

= d(Txm(k)−1, Txn(k)−1, a)

≤ f
(1
2
[d(xm(k)−1, Txn(k)−1, a) + d(xn(k)−1, Txm(k)−1, a)],

ψ(d(xm(k)−1, Txn(k)−1, a), d(xn(k)−1, Txm(k)−1, a))
)

= f
(1
2
[d(xm(k)−1, xn(k), a) + d(xn(k)−1, xm(k), a)],

ψ(d(xm(k)−1, xn(k), a), d(xn(k)−1, xm(k), a))
)
.

Taking limit as k → ∞ in above inequality and applying (3.14), (3.17) and
continuity of ψ, we deduce

ϵ ≤ f
(1
2
[ϵ+ ϵ], ψ(ϵ, ϵ)

)
≤ ϵ

and so ϵ = 0, or ψ(ϵ, ϵ) = 0. That is ϵ = 0 which is a contradiction. Hence {xn}
is a Cauchy sequence. Now, since (X, d) is a complete 2-metric space, then there
exists x∗ ∈ X such that limn→∞ xn = x∗. At first we assume (iii) holds. That is, T
is continuous. Then

x∗ = lim
n→∞

xn+1 = lim
n→∞

Txn = Tx∗.

That is, x∗ is a fixed point of T . If T is 2-α-η-continuous on X, xn → x∗ as n→ ∞
and α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ η(xn, xn+1, a), then we have

Tx∗ = lim
n→∞

Txn = lim
n→∞

xn+1 = x∗.
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So x∗ is a fixed point of T . Next we assume (iv) holds. That is, α(xn, x
∗, a) ≥

η(xn, x
∗, a) for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X. Then by (3.1), we get

d(xn+1, Tx
∗, a)

= d(Txn, Tx
∗, a)

≤ f
(1
2
[d(xn, Tx

∗, a) + d(x∗, Txn, a)], ψ(d(xn, Tx
∗, a), d(x∗, Txn, a))

)
= f

(1
2
[d(xn, Tx

∗, a) + d(x∗, xn+1, a)], ψ(d(xn, Tx
∗, a), d(x∗, xn+1, a))

)
.

Taking limit as n→ ∞ in the above inequality we get

d(x∗, Tx∗, a)

≤ f
(1
2
[d(x∗, Tx∗, a) + d(x∗, x∗, a)], ψ(d(x∗, Tx∗, a), d(x∗, x∗, a))

)
≤ f

(1
2
d(x∗, Tx∗, a), ψ(d(x∗, Tx∗, a), 0)

)
≤ 1

2
d(x∗, Tx∗, a)

which implies, d(x∗, Tx∗, a) = 0. i.e., x∗ = Tx∗. �

If we take f(s, t) = s− t in Theorem 3.4, we obtain following main result in [19]
as corollary.

Corollary 3.5 (Theorem 2.1 [19]). Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume
that T : X → X is a weak α-η-C-contraction mapping satisfying the following
assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-α-η-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ η(x0, Tx0, a) for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-α-η-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ η(xn, xn+1, a) for all

a ∈ X and xn → x as n → ∞, then α(xn, x, a) ≥ η(xn, x, a) for all n ∈ N
and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

By taking η(x, y, a) = 1 in Theorem 3.4, we obtain following results.

Corollary 3.6. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume that T : X → X
is a modified weak α-f −C-contraction mapping satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-α-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-α-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X and

xn → x as n→ ∞, then α(xn, x, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

Example 3.7. Let X = [0,∞). We define a 2-metric d on X by

d(x, y, a) = min{|x− y|, |y − a|, |x− a|}.
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Clearly (X, d) is a complete 2-metric space. Define, T : X → X, ψ : [0,∞)2 →
[0,∞), α : X ×X ×X → [0,∞), and f : [0,∞)2 → R as follows:

Tx =



e
5 if x ∈ [0, 2]

x7 + x5 + 1, if x ∈ (2, 8]

log3 x+ cosx+ 2, if x ∈ (8, 14]

|x2 + x− 225|, if x ∈ (14,∞)

and α(x, y, a) =


1, if x, y ∈ [0, 2]

1
2 , otherwise,

f(s, t) =
s

1 + t
, ψ(s, t) = 1.

Now, we prove that all the hypotheses of Corollary 3.6 (Theorem 3.4) are satisfied
and hence T has a fixed point.

Proof. Let x, y, a ∈ X, if α(x, y, a) ≥ 1 then x, y ∈ [0, 2]. On the other hand for all
w ∈ [0, 2], we have Tw ≤ 2. Hence α(Tx, Ty, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X. This implies
that T is a 2-α-admissible mapping. Clearly, α(0, T0, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X. Now, if
{xn} is a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N∪ {0} and a ∈ X
and xn → x as n→ +∞. Then {xn} ⊆ [0, 2] and hence x ∈ [0, 2]. This implies that
α(xn, x, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N ∪ {0} and all a ∈ X.

Let α(x, y, a) ≥ 1. Then x, y ∈ [0, 2] and hence

d(Tx, Ty, a) = 0 ≤ 1

4
[d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)]

=
1
2 [d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)]

1 + 1

=
1
2 [d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)]

1 + ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))
.

That is,

α(x, y, a) ≥ 1 =⇒ d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤
1
2 [d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)]

1 + ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))

for all a ∈ X. Hence, T is a modified weak α-f −C-contraction mapping. Then, all
the hypotheses of the Corollary 3.6 (Theorem 3.4) are satisfied and hence T has a
fixed point. �

By taking α(x, y, a) = 1 in Theorem 3.4 we have the following Corollary.

Corollary 3.8. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume that T : X → X
is a modified weak η-f − C-contraction mapping such that satisfying the following
assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-η-subadmissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, η(x0, Tx0, a) ≤ 1 for all a ∈ X;
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(iii) T is continuous or 2-η-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that η(xn, xn+1, a) ≤ 1 for all a ∈ X and

xn → x as n→ ∞, then η(xn, x, a) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

Corollary 3.9. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume that T : X → X
is a weak α-f − C-contraction mapping of type (I) or weak α-f − C-contraction
mapping of type (II) satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-α-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-α-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X and

xn → x as n→ ∞, then α(xn, x, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

Corollary 3.10. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume that T : X → X
is a weak η-f − C-contraction mapping of type (I) or weak α-f − C-contraction
mapping of type (II) satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-η-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, η(x0, Tx0, a) ≤ 1 for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-η-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that η(xn, xn+1, a) ≤ 1 for all a ∈ X and

xn → x as n→ ∞, then η(xn, x, a) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

(A) for all x, y ∈ X where α(x, y, a) < η(x, y, a) and α(y, x, a) < η(y, x, a) for
all a ∈ X, there exists z ∈ X such that α(x, z, a) ≥ η(x, z, a) or α(z, x, a) ≥
η(z, x, a) and α(y, z, a) ≥ η(y, z, a) or α(z, y, a) ≥ η(z, y, a) for all a ∈ X.

Theorem 3.11. Adding condition (A) to the hypotheses of Theorem 3.4 (resp.
Corollary 3.6, 3.8, 3.9 and 3.10) we obtain uniqueness of the fixed point of T.

Proof. Assume that x∗ and y∗ are two fixed points of T. We consider to following
cases:
Case 1: Let, α(x∗, y∗, a) ≥ η(x∗, y∗, a) or α(y∗, x∗, a) ≥ η(y∗, x∗, a) for all a ∈ X.
Then from (3.1), we have

d(Tx∗, T y∗, a)

≤ f(
1

2
[d(x∗, T y∗, a) + d(y∗, Tx∗, a)], ψ(d(x∗, T y∗, a), d(y∗, Tx∗, a)))

for all a ∈ X. This implies that

d(x∗, y∗, a) ≤ f(d(x∗, y∗, a), ψ(d(x∗, y∗, a), d(x∗, y∗, a))) ≤ d(x∗, y∗, a).

That is, ψ(d(x∗, y∗, a), d(x∗, y∗, a)) = 0 for all a ∈ X. So, d(x∗, y∗, a) = 0 for all
a ∈ X. Hence x∗ = y∗.
Case 2: Let α(x∗, y∗, a) < η(x∗, y∗, a) and α(y∗, x∗, a) < η(y∗, x∗, a) for all a ∈ X.
From (A) there exists z ∈ X such that

α(x∗, z, a) ≥ η(x∗, z, a) or α(z, x∗, a) ≥ η(z, x∗, a)
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and

α(y∗, z, a) ≥ η(y∗, z, a) or α(z, y∗, a) ≥ η(z, y∗, a)

Without loss of generality, we can assume

α(x∗, z, a) ≥ η(x∗, z, a) and α(y∗, z, a) ≥ η(y∗, z, a)

Now, since T is a triangular 2− α− η-admissible mapping, then

α(Tx∗, T (Tn−1z), a) ≥ η(Tx∗, T (Tn−1z), a), α(Ty∗, T (Tn−1z), a)

≥ η(Ty∗, T (Tn−1z), a)

for all n ∈ N ∪ 0 and all a ∈ X. Then from (3.1), we get

d(Tx∗, T (Tn−1z), a) ≤ f(
1

2
[d(x∗, T (Tn−1z), a) + d(Tn−1z, Tx∗, a)],

ψ(d(x∗, T (Tn−1z), a), d(Tn−1z, Tx∗, a)))

which implies that

(3.18)

d(x∗, Tnz, a)

≤ f
(1
2
[d(x∗, Tnz, a) + d(x∗, Tn−1z, a)], ψ(d(x∗, Tnz, a), d(x∗, Tn−1z, a))

)
≤ 1

2
[d(x∗, Tnz, a) + d(x∗, Tn−1z, a)]

which also implies that d(x∗, Tnz, a) ≤ d(x∗, Tn−1z, a). Then there exists ℓ ∈ R
such that limn→∞ d(x∗, Tnz, a) = ℓ. By taking limit as n→ ∞ in (3.18), we get

ℓ ≤ f
(1
2
(ℓ+ ℓ), ψ(ℓ, ℓ)

)
≤ ℓ

and so ℓ = 0 or ψ(ℓ, ℓ) = 0. Therefore ℓ = 0. That is, limn→∞ Tnz = x∗. Similarly,
we can deduce that limn→∞ Tnz = y∗. Then by Lemma 2.5, we get x∗ = y∗. �

Remark 3.12. Several more consequences can be obtained using the other func-
tions f ∈ C given in Example 3.12, and/or some other concrete choices of control
functions involved here.

4. Fixed point results for rational contraction in 2-metric spaces

In this section, we prove certain fixed point theorems for rational contraction
mapping via a triangular 2-α-η-admissible mapping.
Denote with Ψφ the family of continuous functions φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that
φ(t) > 0 if t ̸= 0 and φ(0) ≥ 0.

Definition 4.1. Let (X, d) be a 2-metric space and α, η : X ×X ×X → [0,+∞)
be three mappings and f ∈ C. A mapping T : X → X is called

• T is a modified rational α-η-φ-f -contraction mapping if

x, y ∈ X, α(x, y, a) ≥ η(x, y, a) =⇒ d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ f(M(x, y, a), φ(M(x, y, a)))(4.1)
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for all a ∈ X where φ ∈ Ψφ and

M(x, y, a) = max

{
d(x, y, a), d(x, Tx, a), d(y, Ty, a),

d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)

2
,

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

1 + d(Tx, Ty, a)

}
• T is a modified rational α-φ-f -contraction mapping if

x, y ∈ X, α(x, y, a) ≥ 1 =⇒ d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ f(M(x, y, a), φ(M(x, y, a)))

for all a ∈ X where φ ∈ Ψφ.
• T is a modified rational η-φ-f -contraction mapping if

x, y ∈ X, η(x, y, a) ≤ 1 =⇒ d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ f(M(x, y, a), φ(M(x, y, a)))

for all a ∈ X where φ ∈ Ψφ.
• T is a rational α-φ-f -contraction mapping if

α(x, y, a)d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ f(M(x, y, a), φ(M(x, y, a)))

for all x, y, a ∈ X where φ ∈ Ψφ.
• We say that T is a rational η-φ-f -contraction mapping if f is increasing
with respect to first variable and

d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ f(η(x, y, a)M(x, y, a), φ(M(x, y, a)))

for all x, y, a ∈ X where φ ∈ Ψφ.

Theorem 4.2. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume that T : X → X is
a modified rational α-η-φ-f-contraction mapping satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-α-η-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ η(x0, Tx0, a) for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-α-η-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ η(xn, xn+1, a) for all

a ∈ X and xn → x as n → ∞, then α(xn, x, a) ≥ η(xn, x, a) for all n ∈ N
and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

Proof. Let x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ η(x0, Tx0, a) for all a ∈ X. Define a
sequence {xn} by xn = Tnx0 for all n ∈ N. Now, since T is a triangular 2-α-η-
admissible mapping, so by Lemma 2.16, we have

(4.2) α(xm, xn, a) ≥ η(xm, xn, a) for all m,n ∈ N with m < n and for all a ∈ X.

From (4.1), we deduce
(4.3)

d(xn+1, xn, a) = d(Txn, Txn−1, a) ≤ f(M(xn, xn−1, a), φ(M(xn, xn−1, a)))
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where,

M(xn, xn−1, a)

= max

{
d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, Txn, a), d(xn−1, Txn−1, a),

d(xn, Txn−1, a), d(xn−1, Txn, a)

2
,
d(xn, Txn, a)d(xn−1, Txn−1, a)

1 + d(Txn, Txn−1, a)

}
= max

{
d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a), d(xn−1, xn, a),

d(xn, xn, a) + d(xn−1, xn+1, a)

2
,
d(xn, xn+1, a)d(xn−1, xn, a)

1 + d(xn+1, xn, a)

}
= max

{
d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a),

d(xn−1, xn+1, a)

2
,

d(xn, xn+1, a)d(xn−1, xn, a)

1 + d(xn+1, xn, a)

}
≤ max

{
d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a),

d(xn−1, xn+1, a)

2
,

(1 + d(xn, xn+1, a))d(xn−1, xn, a)

1 + d(xn+1, xn, a)

}
= max

{
d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a),

d(xn−1, xn+1, a)

2

}
and so

M(xn, xn−1, a) = max
{
d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a),

d(xn−1, xn+1, a)

2

}
.

By taking a = xn−1 in (4.3), we have

d(xn+1, xn, xn−1) ≤ f(d(xn, xn+1, xn−1), φ(d(xn, xn+1, xn−1)))

and then φ(d(xn, xn+1, xn−1)) = 0. i.e., d(xn, xn+1, xn−1) = 0. Hence

max{d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a)} ≤M(xn, xn−1, a)

= max{d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a),
d(xn−1, xn+1, a)

2
}

≤ max{d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a),

1

2
[d(xn−1, xn, a) + d(xn, xn+1, a) + d(xn−1, xn, xn+1)]}

= max
{
d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a),

1

2
[d(xn−1, xn, a) + d(xn, xn+1, a)]

}
= max{d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a)}.

Therefore, M(xn, xn−1, a) = max{d(xn, xn−1, a), d(xn, xn+1, a)}.
If M(xn, xn−1, a) = d(xn, xn+1, a), then from (4.3), we get

d(xn+1, xn, a) ≤ f(d(xn, xn+1, a), φ(d(xn, xn+1, a))).
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Thus, d(xn, xn+1, a) = 0,or φ(d(xn, xn+1, a)) = 0. i.e., d(xn, xn+1, a) = 0 for all
a ∈ X. Hence by Definition 2.1 (d1), xn = xn+1 = Txn for all n ∈ N. Then x = xn
is a fixed point of T . Now, if M(xn, xn−1, a) = d(xn, xn−1, a), then from (4.3), we
get

(4.4) d(xn+1, xn, a) ≤ f(d(xn, xn−1, a), φ(d(xn, xn−1, a))) ≤ d(xn, xn−1, a).

So, the sequence {d(xn+1, xn, a)} is decreasing in R+ and so it is convergent to
r ∈ R+. i.e., limn→∞ d(xn+1, xn, a) = r. Taking limit in (4.4), we get

r ≤ f(r, φ(r))

which implies that r = 0. Hence

(4.5) lim
n→∞

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

From (3.11) in Theorem 3.4, we have d(xi, xj , xk) = 0 for all i, j, k ∈ N. We now
show that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence. Suppose to the contrary that {xn} is not a
Cauchy sequence. Then there is ε > 0 and sequences {m(k)} and {n(k)} such that
for all positive integers k,

n(k) > m(k) > k, d(xn(k), xm(k), a) ≥ ε and d(xn(k)−1, xm(k), a) < ε.

As in the proof of Theorem 3.4, we get

(4.6) lim
k→∞

d(xn(k), xm(k), a) = lim
k→∞

d(xn(k)−1, xm(k), a) = ϵ;

(4.7) lim
k→∞

d(xm(k)−1, xn(k), a) = ϵ.

Now since, n(k) > m(k) so by (4.2), we have

α(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a) ≥ η(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a)

for all a ∈ X. So by (4.1), we get

(4.8)

d(xm(k), xn(k), a) = d(Txm(k)−1, Txn(k)−1, a)

≤ f(M(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a), φ(M(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a)))
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where

M(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a) = max

{
d(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a), d(xm(k)−1, Txm(k)−1, a),

d(xn(k)−1, Txn(k)−1, a),

d(xm(k)−1, Txn(k)−1, a) + d(xn(k)−1, Txm(k)−1, a)

2
,

d(xm(k)−1, Txm(k)−1, a)d(xn(k)−1, Txn(k)−1, a)

1 + d(Txm(k)−1, Txn(k)−1, a)

}
= max

{
d(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a), d(xm(k)−1, xm(k), a),

d(xn(k)−1, xn(k), a),

d(xm(k)−1, xn(k), a) + d(xn(k)−1, xm(k), a)

2
,

d(xm(k)−1, xm(k), a)d(xn(k)−1, xn(k), a)

1 + d(xm(k), xn(k), a)

}
.

Taking limit as k → ∞ in (4.8) and applying (4.6) and (4.7), we deduce

ϵ ≤ f( lim
k→∞

M(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a), lim
k→∞

φ(M(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a)))

where limk→∞M(xm(k)−1, xn(k)−1, a) = ϵ. Then ϵ = 0 or φ(ϵ) = 0. i.e., ϵ = 0
which is a contradiction. Hence, {xn} is a Cauchy sequence. Now, since (X, d) is a
complete 2-metric space, then there exists x∗ ∈ X such that limn→∞ xn = x∗. At
first we assume (iii) holds. That is, T is continuous or 2-α-η-continuous. Then, we
have

x∗ = lim
n→∞

xn+1 = lim
n→∞

Txn = Tx∗.

That is, x∗ is a fixed point of T . Next we assume (iv) holds. That is, α(xn, x
∗, a) ≥

η(xn, x
∗, a) for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X. Then by (4.1), we get

d(xn+1, Tx
∗, a) = d(Txn, Tx

∗, a) ≤ f(M(xn, x
∗, a), φ(M(xn, x

∗, a)))

for all a ∈ X where φ ∈ Ψφ and

M(xn, x
∗, a) = max

{
d(xn, x

∗, a), d(xn, Txn, a), d(x
∗, Tx∗, a),

d(xn, Tx
∗, a) + d(x∗, Txn, a)

2
,
d(xn, Txn, a)d(x

∗, Tx∗, a)

1 + d(Txn, Tx∗, a)

}
= max

{
d(xn, x

∗, a), d(xn, xn+1, a), d(x
∗, Tx∗, a),

d(xn, Tx
∗, a) + d(x∗, xn+1, a)

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

∗, Tx∗, a)

1 + d(xn+1, Tx∗, a)

}
.

Taking limit as n→ ∞ in the above inequality we deduce that

d(x∗, Tx∗, a) ≤ f( lim
n→∞

M(xn, x
∗, a), lim

n→∞
φ(M(xn, x

∗, a))).
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Since limn→∞M(xn, x
∗, a) = d(x∗, Tx∗, a).

Thend(x∗, Tx∗, a) = 0 or, φ(d(x∗, Tx∗, a)) = 0. i.e., d(x∗, Tx∗, a) = 0 for all a ∈ X.
Thus, x∗ = Tx∗. �

If we take f(s, t) = s− t in Theorem 4.2, we obtain Theorem 3.1 [19] as corollary.

Corollary 4.3. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume T : X → X is a
modified rational α-φ-f -contraction mapping satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-α-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-α-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X and

xn → x as n→ ∞, then α(xn, x, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

Example 4.4. Let X = [0,∞). We define a 2-metric d on X by

d(x, y, a) = min{σ(x, y), σ(y, a), σ(x, a)},

where

σ(u, v) =

{
max{u, v} if u ̸= v
0, if u = v.

Clearly (X, d) is a complete 2-metric space. Define T : X → X, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞),

α : X ×X ×X → [0,∞), and f : [0,∞)2 → [0,∞) by f = log t+as

1+t , ψ(t) = a
t
2 for

all s, t ∈ [0,∞)

Tx =


1
4 if x ∈ [0, 1]

cosx+ 2, if x ∈ (1, 300]

x3 + x+ 1, if x ∈ [300,∞),

and

α(x, y, a) =


1, if x, y ∈ [0, 1] and a = 0

1
2 , otherwise.

Now, we prove that all the hypotheses of the Corollary 4.3 (Theorem 4.2) are sat-
isfied and hence T has a fixed point.

Proof. As in the proof of Example 3.12 we can show that T is a 2-α-admissible
mapping α(0, T0, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X and if {xn} is a sequence in X such that
α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N ∪ {0} and a ∈ X and xn → x as n → +∞, then
α(xn, x, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N ∪ {0} and all a ∈ X.

Let α(x, y, a) ≥ 1. Then x, y ∈ [0, 1] and hence

d(Tx, Ty, a) = 0 ≤ log
(φ(M(x, y, a)) + aM(x,y,a)

1 + φ(M(x, y, a))

)
.

That is,

α(x, y, a) ≥ 1 =⇒ d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ log
(
φ(M(x,y,a))+aM(x,y,a)

1+φ(M(x,y,a))

)
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for all a ∈ X. Hence, T is a modified rational α-φ-contraction mapping. Then, all
the conditions of the Corollary 4.3 (Theorem 4.2) are satisfied and hence T has a
fixed point. �

By taking α(x, y, a) = 1 in Theorem 4.2 we have the following Corollary.

Corollary 4.5. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume that T : X → X
is a modified rational η-φ-f -contraction mapping satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-η-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, η(x0, Tx0, a) ≤ 1 for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-η-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that η(xn, xn+1, a) ≤ 1 for all a ∈ X and

xn → x as n→ ∞, then η(xn, x, a) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

Corollary 4.6. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume that T : X → X
is a rational α-φ-f -contraction mapping satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-α-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-α-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X and

xn → x as n→ ∞, then α(xn, x, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

Corollary 4.7. Let (X, d) be a complete 2-metric space. Assume that T : X → X
is a rational η-φ-f -contraction mapping satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is a triangular 2-η-admissible mapping;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, η(x0, Tx0, a) ≤ 1 for all a ∈ X;
(iii) T is continuous or 2-η-continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a sequence in X such that η(xn, xn+1, a) ≤ 1 for all a ∈ X and

xn → x as n→ ∞, then η(xn, x, a) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X.

Then T has a fixed point.

5. Fixed point results in partially ordered 2-metric spaces

Recently, there have been so many exciting developments in the field of existence
of fixed points in partially ordered sets. This approach has been initiated by Ran and
Reurings [35] and they also provided some applications to matrix equations. Their
results are a hybrid of the two classical theorems; Banach’s fixed point theorem and
Tarski’s fixed point theorem. Agarwal, et al. [1], Bhaskar and Lakshmikantham [6],
Ciric et al. [14] and Hussain et al. [24] presented some new results for nonlinear
contractions in partially ordered metric spaces and noted that their theorems can
be used to investigate a large class of problems. In this section, as an application
of obtained results we prove some fixed point results in partially ordered 2-metric
spaces. We also note that the recent fixed point results in [18] can be deduced as
simple corollaries.
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Recall that if (X,≼) is a partially ordered set and T : X → X is such that for
x, y ∈ X, x ≼ y implies Tx ≼ Ty, then mapping T is said to be non-decreasing.

Theorem 5.1. Let (X, d,≼) be a complete partially ordered 2-metric space. Assume
that T : X → X is a mapping satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is non-decreasing;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, x0 ≼ Tx0;
(iii) T is continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a non-decreasing sequence in X such that xn → x as n → ∞,

then xn ≼ x for all n ∈ N;
(v)

d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ f(12 [d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)], ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a)))(5.1)

holds for all x, y, a ∈ X with x ≼ y or y ≼ x where ψ ∈ Ψ and f ∈ C.
Then T has a fixed point.

Proof. Define the mapping α : X ×X ×X → R+ by

α(x, y, a) =

{
1 if x ≼ y
0 otherwise.

Let α(x, y, a) ≥ 1, then x ≼ y. From (5.2), we get

d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ f(12 [d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)], ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a))).

Again let x, y, a ∈ X such that α(x, y, a) ≥ 1. This implies that x ≼ y. As the
mapping T is non-decreasing, we deduce that Tx ≼ Ty and hence α(Tx, Ty, a) ≥ 1
for all a ∈ X. Also, let α(x, z, a) ≥ 1 and α(z, y, a) ≥ 1, then x ≼ z and z ≼ y. So
from transitivity we have x ≼ y. That is, α(x, y, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X. Thus T is
a triangular 2-α-admissible mapping. The condition (ii) ensures that there exists
x0 ∈ X such that x0 ≼ Tx0. This implies that α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X. Let
{xn} be a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X and all n ∈ N
and xn → x as n→ ∞. So, xn ≼ xn+1 for all n ∈ N. Then from (iv) we have xn ≼ x
for all n ∈ N. That is, α(xn, x, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X. Therefore, all the
conditions of the Corollary 3.6 are satisfied, so T has a fixed point in X. �

If we take f(s, t) = s− t in Theorem 5.1, we obtain following main results in [18]
as corollary.

Corollary 5.2 (Theorem 2.3 and 2.4 of [18]). Let (X, d,≼) be a complete partially
ordered 2-metric space. Assume T : X → X is a mapping satisfying the following
assertions:

(i) T is non-decreasing;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, x0 ≼ Tx0;
(iii) T is continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a non-decreasing sequence in X such that xn → x as n → ∞,

then xn ≼ x for all n ∈ N;
(v)

(5.2) d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ 1

2
[d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)]− ψ(d(x, Ty, a), d(y, Tx, a)))
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holds for all x, y, a ∈ X with x ≼ y or y ≼ x where ψ ∈ Ψ.

Then T has a fixed point.

Next, we assume the condition (B) as follow:

(B) for all x, y ∈ X which are not comparable, there exists z ∈ X such that
comparable to x and y.

Theorem 5.3 (Theorem 2.5 of [18]). Adding condition (B) to the hypotheses of
Theorem 5.1 we obtain uniqueness of the fixed point of T.

Proof. Define the mapping α : X×X×X → R+ as in the proof of Theorem 5.1. Let
x, y ∈ X where α(x, y, a) < 1 and α(y, x, a) < 1 for all a ∈ X. That is, x and y are
not comparable. Hence, by condition (B) there exists z ∈ X such that comparable
to x and y. i.e., z ≼ x or x ≼ z and z ≼ y or y ≼ x. That is, α(z, x, a) ≥ 1 or
α(x, z, a) ≥ 1 and α(z, y, a) ≥ 1 or α(y, z, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X. Then conditions of
Theorem 3.11 hold and fixed point of T is unique. �
Theorem 5.4. Let (X, d,≼) be a complete partially ordered 2-metric space. Assume
that T : X → X is a mapping satisfying the following assertions:

(i) T is non-decreasing;
(ii) there exists x0 in X such that, x0 ≼ Tx0;
(iii) T is continuous or,
(iv) if {xn} is a non-decreasing sequence in X such that xn → x as n → ∞,

then xn ≼ x for all n ∈ N;
(v) T is an ordered modified rational φ-contraction mapping, that is,

d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ f(M(x, y, a), φ(M(x, y, a)))

holds for all x, y, a ∈ X with x ≼ y or y ≼ x where φ ∈ Ψφ, f ∈ C and

M(x, y, a) = max

{
d(x, y, a), d(x, Tx, a), d(y, Ty, a),

d(x, Ty, a) + d(y, Tx, a)

2
,

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

1 + d(Tx, Ty, a)

}
.

Then T has a fixed point.

Proof. Define the mapping α : X ×X ×X → R+ by

α(x, y, a) =

{
1 if x ≼ y
0 otherwise.

Let α(x, y, a) ≥ 1, then x ≼ y. From (5.3), we get

d(Tx, Ty, a) ≤ f(M(x, y, a), φ(M(x, y, a))).

Again let x, y, a ∈ X such that α(x, y, a) ≥ 1. This implies that x ≼ y. As the
mapping T is non-decreasing, we deduce that Tx ≼ Ty and hence α(Tx, Ty, a) ≥ 1
for all a ∈ X. Also, let α(x, z, a) ≥ 1 and α(z, y, a) ≥ 1, then, x ≼ z and z ≼ y.
So from transitivity we have, x ≼ y. That is, α(x, y, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X. Thus T
is a triangular 2-α-admissible mapping. The condition (ii) ensures that there exists
x0 ∈ X such that x0 ≼ Tx0. This implies that α(x0, Tx0, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X. Let
{xn} be a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1, a) ≥ 1 for all a ∈ X and all n ∈ N
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and xn → x as n → ∞. So, xn ≼ xn+1 for all n ∈ N. Then from (iv) we have
xn ≼ x for all n ∈ N. That is, α(xn, x, a) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N and all a ∈ X. Therefore,
all the conditions of the Corollary 4.3 are satisfied so T has a fixed point in X. �
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[21] O. Hadžić and E. Pap, Fixed Point Theory in Probabilistic Metric Spaces, Kluwer, London,
2001.

[22] N. Hussain, E. Karapinar, P. Salimi and F. Akbar, α-Admissible mappings and related Fixed
point Theorems, J. Ineq. Appl. 2013 (2013):114.

[23] N. Hussain, E. Karapinar, P. Salimi, P. Vetro, Fixed point results for Gm-Meir-Keeler con-
tractive and G-(α,ψ)-Meir-Keeler contractive mappings, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2013
(2013):34.

[24] N. Hussain, Z. Kadelburg, S. Radenovic and Falleh R. Al-Solamy, Comparison functions and
fixed point results in partial metric spaces, Abst. Appl. Anal. 2012 (2012):605781, 15 pages.

[25] K. Iseki, Fixed point theorems in 2-metric spaces, Math. Semin. Notes 3 (1975), 133–136.
[26] E. Karapinar and B. Samet, Generalized (α-ψ) contractive type mappings and related fixed

point theorems with applications, Abst. Appl. Anal. 2012 (2012):793486.
[27] E. Karapinar, P. Kumam and P. Salimi, On α-ψ-Meir-Keeler contractive mappings, Fixed

Point Theory Appl. 2013 (2013):94.
[28] M. Khani and M. Pourmahdian, On the metrizability of cone metric spaces, Topol. Appl. 158

(2011), 190–193.
[29] W. A. Kirk and B. Sims, Handbook of Metric Fixed Point Theory, Kluwer, 2001.
[30] M. A. Kutbi, J. Ahmad, N. Hussain and M. Arshad, Common fixed point results for mappings

with rational expressions, Abst. Appl. Anal. 2013 (2013):549518, 11 pp.
[31] B. K. Lahiri, P. Das and L. K.Dey, Cantor’s theorem in 2-metric spaces and its applications

to fixed point problems, Taiwan. J. Math. 15 (2011), 337–352.
[32] S. V. R. Naidu and J. R. Prasad, Fixed point theorems in 2-metric spaces, Indian J. Pure

Appl. Math. 17 (1986), 974–993.
[33] Z. Mustafa and B. Sims, Some Remarks Concerning D-metric Spaces, Spain, Valencia, 2003.
[34] Z. Mustafa and B. Sims, A new approach to generalized metric spaces, J. Nonlinear Convex

Anal. 7 (2006), 289–297.
[35] A. C. M. Ran and M. C. B. Reurings, A fixed point theorem in partially ordered sets and some

applications to matrix equations, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 132 (2003), 1435–1443.
[36] J. Janwised and D. Kitkuan, Fixed point of α− ψ−geraghty contraction type mappings, Thai

Journal of Mathematics : Special Issue (ACFPTO2016) on : Advances in fixed point theory
towards real world optimization problems, 2016, pp. 37–48.

[37] B. Samet, C. Vetro and F. Vetro, Remarks on G-metric spaces, Int. J. Anal.. 2013 (2013), 1–6.
[38] B. Samet, C. Vetro and P. Vetro, Fixed point theorem for α − ψ contractive type mappings,

Nonlinear Anal. 75 (2012), 2154–2165.
[39] P. Salimi, A.Latif and N.Hussain, Modified α-ψ-contractive mappings with applications, Fixed

Point Theory Appl. 2013 (2013):151.
[40] M. B. Smyth, Totally bounded spaces and compact ordered spaces as domains of computation,

in] Topology and Category Theory in Computer Science, Oxford University Press, New York,
NY, USA, 1991, pp. 207–229.

[41] W. Takahashi, L. J. Lin and S. Y. Wang, Fixed point theorems for contractively generalized
hybrid mappings in complete metric spaces, J. Nonlinear Convex Anal. 13 (2012), 195–206.

Manuscript received August 1 2017

revised November 15 2017



500 P. SUKPRASERT, P. KUMAM, A.H. ANSARI, S. CHANDOK, AND N. HUSSAIN

P. Sukprasert
Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, King Mongkut’s University of Technology Thon-
buri (KMUTT) 126, Pracha-Uthit Road, Bang Mod, Thung Khru, Bangkok 10140, Thailand

E-mail address: happy t ik@hotmail.com

P. Kumam
Theoretical and Computational Science (TaCS) Center, Science Laboratory Building, Faculty of
Science, King Mongkut’s University of Technology Thonburi (KMUTT) and, Department of
Mathematics, Faculty of Science, King Mongkut’s University of Technology Thonburi (KMUTT)
126, Pracha-Uthit Road, Bang Mod, Thung Khru, Bangkok 10140, Thailand

E-mail address: poom.kum@kmutt.ac.th and poom.kumam@mail.kmutt.ac.th

A.H. Ansari
Department of Mathematics,College of Basic Sciences, Karaj Branch,Islamic Azad University, Al-
borz, Iran

E-mail address: analsisamirmath2@gmail.com

S. Chandok
School of Mathematics, Thapar University, Patiala-147004, India

E-mail address: sumit.chandok@thapar.edu

N. Hussain
Department of Mathematics, King Abdulaziz University, P.O. Box 80203, Jeddah 21589, Saudi
Arabia

E-mail address: nhusain@kau.edu.sa


