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The third category extends the theorem’s applicability to multi-valued mappings,
exploring fixed points in a generalized setting. Lastly, the fourth category studies
common fixed points and best proximity results for mappings in generalized metric
or topological spaces. Please refer to [19]- [11] for more information on extensions
of contractive mappings in various settings.

Let X be a metric space and T be a self mapping defined on X. Usually, Ba-
nach contraction or other conditions typically involve distances between two points,
focusing on images produced by the operator T and its original preimages, like
d(x, y), d(Tx, Ty), d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx), and more. Pittnauer [18]
and Achari [1] explored fixed point theorems for contractive type mappings involv-
ing three points in the space. While some authors also examined three or four
points, their focus was on up to six distances in a standard contractive definition
using different combinations of four points taken two at a time.

In 2023, Petrov [15] introduced a new class of mappings that contract perimeters
of triangles and extended Banach contraction. The main theorem in this work is
proven using concepts from Banach’s classical theorem, with a key distinction being
that the provided mappings are defined based on three points in space instead of
two. In addition, he imposed a condition to avoid the occurrence of periodic points
of prime period 2 in the mapping T . The ordinary contraction mappings form an
important subclass of such mappings.

Definition 1.1 ([15]). Let (X, d) be a metric space with at least three points. Then
the mapping T : X → X is defined as contracting perimeters of triangles if there is
an α ∈ [0, 1) such that

(1.1) d(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) + d(Tz, Tx) ≤ α(d(x, y) + d(y, z) + d(z, x))

for three pairwise distinct points x, y, z ∈ X.

Remark 1.2. The prerequisite for x, y, z ∈ X to be pairwise distinct is crucial
in this definition. Without this condition, the definition coincides with that of
a contraction mapping. Research has demonstrated the continuity of mappings
contracting perimeters of triangles. When every point in the metric space serves
as an accumulation point, the distinctions between these mappings and contraction
mappings vanish.

In 2024, Petrov and Bisht [17] introduced a three-point analogue of Kannan
type mappings [13] by utilizing the concept of mapping contracting perimeters of
triangles, leading to the development of fixed point results.

Definition 1.3 ([17]). Let (X, d) be a metric space with at least three points. Then
T : X → X is a generalized Kannan type mapping on Y if there is a λ ∈ [0, 23) such
that

(1.2) d(Tx, Ty) + d(Ty, Tz) + d(Tz, Tx) ≤ λ(d(x, Tx) + d(y, Ty) + d(z, Tz))

for any three pairwise distinct points x, y, z ∈ X.

In a complete metric space, every generalized Kannan type mapping attains fixed
points if it does not achieve periodic points of prime period 2. There are at most
two fixed points. Moreover, in [17], the authors examined the relationships between
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generalized Kannan type mappings, Kannan type mappings, and mappings con-
tracting perimeters of triangles. They concluded that the classes of Kannan type
mappings and generalized Kannan type mappings are distinct. Additionally, they
found that generalized Kannan type mappings are discontinuous in general case but
continuous at fixed points.

Very recently, based on [15], Anis Banerjee et al. [3] introduced a new four-point
version of Banach-type, Kannan-type, and Chatterjea-type contractions, called a
perimetric contraction on quadrilaterals. They also analysed their characteristics
and proved conditions for fixed point existence in a complete metric space.

We are intrigued by the mentioned findings and aim to investigate more than
four-point analogue of prior findings to establish conditions for the existence and
uniqueness of fixed points. Our objective also includes comparing various classes of
mappings to reveal potential relationships between them.

In the second section, we introduce a novel type of mappings contracting the
perimeters of k-polygons (k ≥ 3, k ∈ N). We also discuss some key properties of
these mappings. Furthermore, we establish a fixed point theorem for this type of
mapping in a complete metric space. It is essential to avoid periodic points of prime
periods 2, 3, . . . , k − 1 in order to obtain a fixed point. As a result, Banach’s fixed
point theorem can be directly applied. Additionally, we derive a sufficient condition
for the fixed point to be unique. To support our findings, we provide practical
examples.

In the third section, we introduce Kannan type perimetric contractions on k-
polygons and establish a fixed point result. We also derive a sufficient condition for
the fixed point to be unique. Furthermore, we investigate the relationship between
Kannan type perimetric contractions on k-polygons, generalized Kannan type map-
pings, and mappings that contract the perimeters of k-polygons. Our findings show
that these classes are distinct, and we provide non-trivial examples to illustrate this.

Throughout the next whole discussions, we denote (X, d) as metric space, |X| as
the cardinality of the set X, N as the set of natural numbers. The concept of a
periodic point is defined as follows. Let T be a mapping on the metric space X. A
point x ∈ X is said to be a periodic point of period p if T px = x. The prime period
of x is the least positive integer p for which T px = x.

2. Perimetric contraction on k-polygons and related fixed point
theorem

The results proved in [15] were generalized for mappings contracting total pairwise
distances in [16]. Let (X, d) be a metric space, |X| ⩾ 2, and let x1, x2, . . . , xk ∈ X,
k ⩾ 2. Denote by

(2.1) S(x1, x2, . . . , xk) =
∑

1⩽i<j⩽k

d(xi, xj)

the sum of all pairwise distances between the points from the set {x1, x2, . . . , xk},
which we call the total pairwise distance. For k ⩾ 3 denote also by

(2.2) P (x1, x2, . . . , xk) = d(x1, x2) + d(x2, x3) + · · ·+ d(xk−1, xk) + d(xk, x1)

the perimeter of a polygon on the consecutive points x1, x2, . . . , xk.
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Definition 2.1 ([16]). Let k ⩾ 3, k ∈ N, and let (X, d) be a metric space with
|X| ⩾ k. We shall say that T : X → X is a mapping contracting total pairwise
distance on k points if there exists λ ∈ [0, 1) such that the inequality

(2.3) S(Tx1, Tx2, . . . , Txk) ⩽ λS(x1, x2, . . . , xk)

holds for all k pairwise distinct points x1, x2, . . . , xk ∈ X.

The mappings called the perimetric contractions on k-polygons, introduced in
the following definition, is the main object of investigation of this section.

Definition 2.2. Let k ⩾ 3, k ∈ N, and let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ k.
We shall say that T : X → X is a perimetric contraction on k-polygons in X if there
exists λ ∈ [0, 1) such that the inequality

(2.4) P (Tx1, Tx2, . . . , Txk) ⩽ λP (x1, x2, . . . , xk)

holds for all k pairwise distinct points x1, x2, . . . , xk ∈ X.

Remark 2.3. If we choose k = 3 in Definition 2.2, then the mapping T reduces to
be the perimetric contraction on triangles considered in [15], which in turn coincides
with the mappings contracting total pairwise distance, see Definition 2.1.

Theorem 2.4. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3 and let 3 ⩽ k ⩽ |X|,
k ∈ N. Then any perimetric contraction on k-polygons is a mapping contracting
total pairwise distances on k points with the same coefficient of contraction.

Proof. Let x1, x2, . . . , xk be pairwise distinct points in X. The number of dif-
ferent polygons that can be formed on these k points is given by the formula
for Hamiltonian cycles in a complete graph. Specifically, the number of distinct
Hamiltonian cycles in an undirected complete graph with k vertices is calculated as
H(k) = (k − 1)!/2. (There are k! ways to arrange k vertices in a cycle, but since
the cycle can be traversed in two directions and can start at any of the k vertices,
we divide k! by 2k to take into account these repetitions.)

For every of H(k) k-polygons on the points x1, x2, . . . , xk consider H(k) inequal-
ities (2.4). Summarizing the left and the right parts of these inequalities we get

(2.5)

H(k)∑
i=1

P (Tπi(x1), Tπi(x2), . . . , Tπi(xk)) ⩽ α

H(k)∑
i=1

P (πi(x1), πi(x2), . . . , πi(xk)),

where by πi we denote the admissible permutations of the set {x1, x2, . . . , xk}.
Clearly, every edge {xi, xj}, i ̸= j in all these H(k) k-polygons appears a fixed

number of times depending only on k. To determine this number consider that each
Hamiltonian cycle can be formed by fixing one edge and permuting the remaining
vertices. For any given edge, there are (k− 2)! ways to arrange the remaining k− 2
vertices in the cycle. Thus, the total number of Hamiltonian cycles that include a
specific edge is E(k) = (k − 2)!.

Dividing both parts of inequality (2.5) by E(k) we obtain exactly inequality (2.3),
which completes the proof. □

The following example shows that perimetric contractions on k-polygons is a
proper subclass of mappings contracting total pairwise distances on k points.
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Example 2.5. Let (X, d) be a metric space such that X = {x1, x2, x3, x4},
d(x1, x2) = d(x2, x3) = d(x3, x4) = d(x4, x1) = d(x1, x3) = 2 and d(x2, x4) = 1. Let
also T : X → X be such that T (x1) = x1, Tx2 = x3, Tx3 = x4 and Tx4 = x1. One
can see that S(x1, x2, x3, x4) = 11, S(Tx1, Tx2, Tx3, Tx4) = 10, P (x1, x2, x4, x3) =
7 and P (Tx1, Tx2, Tx4, Tx3) = 8. Thus, T is a mapping contracting the total
pairwise distance on 4 points but not a perimetric contraction on 4-polygons.

The following proposition was proved in [16].

Proposition 2.6. Mapping contracting total pairwise distance on m points, m ⩾ 2,
is a mapping contracting total pairwise distance on n points for all n > m.

Using Theorem 2.4 and Proposition 2.6, we get the following.

Corollary 2.7. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3 and let 3 ⩽ k ⩽ |X|,
k ∈ N. Then any perimetric contraction on k-polygons is a mapping contracting
total pairwise distances on n points with the same coefficient of contraction for all
n > k.

Theorem 2.4 from [15] verify the assertion “T has a fixed point if and only if T does
not posses periodic points of prime period 2”. Now, we will provide an example
to show that the converse analogous implication is not applicable for perimetric
contraction on k-polygons, in the case k = 7.

Example 2.8. Let (X, d) be a metric space such that X = {x1, x2, . . . , x7} and the
metric d defined as

d(xi, xj) = 1, 1 ≤ i, j ⩽ 6, i ̸= j and d(xi, x7) = 2, 1 ≤ i ⩽ 6.

Define T as follows: Tx1 = x1, Tx2 = x3, Tx3 = x2, Tx4 = x5, Tx5 = x6,
Tx6 = x4, and Tx7 = x1. Then P (x1, x2, . . . , x7) = 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 2 + 2 =
9, and P (Tx1, Tx2, . . . , Tx7) = 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 0 = 6. Note also that
always P (π(x1), π(x2), . . . , π(x7)) = 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 2 + 2 = 9, where π is
any permutation on the set X and P (Tπ(x1), Tπ(x2), . . . , Tπ(x7)) < 9 since this
sum does not possess distances which are equal to 2. Thus, T is a perimetric
contraction on 7-polygons, also T is not a perimetric contraction on 3-polygons as
P (Tx4, Tx5, Tx6) = P (x4, x5, x6) = 3. Moreover, T has one fixed point x1, two
points x2 and x3 of prime period 2, three points x5, x6 and x7 of prime period 3.

By virtue of the Theorem 2.4, Proposition 2.9, Theorem 2.10, Proposition 2.12,
Lemma 2.14, Proposition 2.15, are direct corollaries of the corresponding results
proved in [16]. Nevertheless, below we give independent proofs of these results.

Recall that an accumulation point x in a metric space X is a point such that
every open ball centered at x contains infinitely many points of X.

Proposition 2.9. Every perimetric contraction on k-polygons is continuous.

Proof. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3, and a mapping T : X → X
be a mapping contracting perimeters of k-polygons (3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|, k ∈ N) on X.
Chosen any x∗ ∈ X, we consider the following two potential cases. If x∗ is an
isolated point in X, then T is continuous at x∗. If x∗ is not an isolated point but
an accumulation point. Hence, the rest proof is to prove that for any ϵ > 0, there
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exits δ > 0 such that d(Tx, Tx∗) < ϵ whenever d(x, x∗) < δ. For any ϵ > 0, choose
δ > 0 being such that 0 < δ < ϵ

2(k−1) . Since x
∗ is an accumulation point, there exist

pi ∈ X, i = 1, 2, . . . , k − 2 such that d(pi, x
∗) < δ, i = 1, 2, . . . , k − 2. Now, for any

x ∈ X with x ̸= x∗ satisfying d(x, x∗) < δ, we have

d(Tx, Tx∗) ≤ P (Tx, Tx∗, Tp1, Tp2, . . . , Tpk−3, Tpk−2)

≤ λP (x, x∗, p1, p2, . . . , pk−3, pk−2)

≤ 2λ(d(x, x∗) + d(x∗, p1) + d(p2, x
∗) + · · ·+ d(pk−2, x

∗))

< 2(k − 1)δ

< ϵ.

Therefore, the conclusion follows. □
We shall now establish the requisite condition for the existence of fixed points in

perimetric contractions on k-polygons.

Theorem 2.10. Suppose (X, d) is a complete metric space with |X| ⩾ 3. Let
T : X → X be a perimetric contraction on k-polygons (3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|, k ∈ N) in
X. T has a fixed point in X if it does not have periodic points of prime periods
i, i = 2, 3, . . . , k − 1, and it can admit at most k − 1 fixed points.

Proof. Let T : X → X be a perimetric contraction on k-polygons in X that does not
have periodic points of prime period i, i = 2, 3, . . . , k − 1. For any chosen x0 ∈ X,
define the sequence {xn} by xn = Txn−1, n ∈ N. If xn is a fixed point of T for any
n ∈ N∪{0}, then the proof is completed. Assume that xn ̸= Txn for all n ∈ N∪{0},
we have xn ̸= xn+1, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . Since T does not attain periodic points of prime
periods 2, 3, . . . , k − 1, therefore, it follows from a simple computation that every k
consecutive elements of {xn} are pairwise distinct.

Let rn = P (xn, xn+1, xn+2, . . . , xn+k−2, xn+k−1) for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}, then rn > 0,
for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}.

From the perimetric contraction assumption (2.4), for all n ∈ N we have rn ≤
λrn−1. Also,

d(x0, x1) ≤ r0,

d(x1, x2) ≤ r1 ≤ λr0,

...

d(xn, xn+1) ≤ rn ≤ λrn−1 ≤ λnr0.

Now, for any n ∈ N ∪ {0} and any m ∈ N, we have

d(xn, xn+m) ≤ d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2) + · · ·+ d(xn+m−1, xn+m)

≤ λnr0 + λn+1r0 + · · ·+ λn+m−1r0

= λn(1 + λ+ λ2 + · · ·+ λm−1)r0

≤ λn 1

1− λ
r0,

which shows that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence. Due to the completeness of X, it
follows that xn converges to a point w in X.
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Let us prove that Tw = w. Since xn → w, and by Proposition 2.9 the mapping
T is continuous, we have xn+1 = Txn → Tw. By the triangle inequality we have

d(w, Tw) ⩽ d(w, xn) + d(xn, Tw) → 0 as n → ∞,

which means that w is the fixed point and contradicts to our assumption.
Assume that T have at least k distinct fixed points, say wi, i = 1, 2, . . . , k, that

is, Twi = wi, i = 1, 2, . . . , k. Then

P (Tw1, Tw2, . . . , Twk−1, Twk) ≤ λP (w1, w2, . . . , wk−1, wk),

which implies that λ ≥ 1, a contradiction to (2.4). Hence, the conclusion follows. □

We now offer an example supporting Theorem 2.10. It illustrates a mapping that
contracts the perimeters of k-polygons, k ∈ N, k ⩾ 3, while possessing k − 1 fixed
points.

Example 2.11. Consider the metric space (X, d) where X = {p1, p2, . . . , pk}, k ⩾ 3
and d is such that

d(xi, xj) = 1, 1 ≤ i, j ⩽ k − 1, i ̸= j, and d(xi, xk) = 2, 1 ≤ i ⩽ k − 1.

The mapping T : X → X defined as Tp1 = p1, Tp2 = p2, . . . , Tpk = p1, forms a
perimetric contraction on the k-polygons in X, see Example 2.8 for the correspond-
ing analogous calculations. Additionally, T does not have periodic points of prime
periods 2, 3, . . . , k − 1 ensuring the existence of a fixed point for T , as indicated by
Theorem 2.4. It is evident that the fixed points of T are {p1, p3, . . . , pk−1}.

Observe from Example 2.11 that perimetric contractions on k-polygons may have
multiple fixed points. To ensure a unique fixed point for this mapping, an infinite
complete metric space is considered, leading to the subsequent result.

Proposition 2.12. Suppose that under the assumption of Theorem 2.10, the map-
ping T has a fixed point x∗ that acts as the limit for a specific iteration sequence
{xi}∞0 defined by xi = Txi−1, i ∈ N with x∗ ̸= xi for all i ∈ N ∪ {0}, then x∗ is the
unique fixed point of T .

Proof. Suppose that w∗ is another fixed point of T with x∗ ̸= w∗. It is clear that
xi ̸= w∗ for i ∈ N∪{0}, otherwise, we have w∗ = x∗. Hence, w∗, x∗ and xi, i ∈ N∪{0}
are pairwise distinct points. Consider the ratio

Ki =
P (Tx∗, Tw∗, Txi, Txi+1, Txi+2, . . . , Txi+k−3)

P (x∗, w∗, xi, xi+1, xi+2, . . . , xi+k−3)

=
P (x∗, w∗, xi+1, xi+2, xi+3, . . . , xi+k−2)

P (x∗, w∗, xi, xi+1, xi+2, . . . , xi+k−3)
.

Then by (2.4) we have Ki ≤ λ for all i ∈ N ∪ {0}. Taking the limit in the above
inequality as i → ∞, we obtain that K → 1, which contradicts to (2.4). Therefore,
T has a unique fixed point. □

Recall that a self mapping defined on a metric space (X, d) is a contraction, if
there exits λ ∈ [0, 1) such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤ λd(x, y), for all x, y ∈ X.(2.6)
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Next, we will present an alternative proof of Banach Contraction Principle using
Theorem 2.10 in the following corollary.

Corollary 2.13. (Banach Contraction Principle) A self mapping T defined on a
completed metric space (X, d) being a contraction has a unique fixed point in X.

Proof. If |X| = 1, 2, the conclusion follows from the argument stated in the proof of
Corollary 2.6 in [15]. Let |X| ⩾ 3. xIt is obvious that T has no periodic points of
prime periods 2, 3, . . . , k − 1 for any k ⩾ 3, otherwise it contradicts to the Banach
contraction condition. Indeed, for any periodic point p(r) of prime period r ∈
{2, 3, . . . , k − 1}, then

d(p(r), Tp(r)) = d(T rp(r), T r+1p(r))

≤ λd(T r−1p(r), T rp(r))

≤ λrd(p(r), Tp(r)),

which is a contradiction. Now, for any pairwise distinct points xn, n = 1, 2, . . . , k,
we have

P (Tx1, Tx2, . . . , Txk−1, Txk) ≤ λP (x1, x2, . . . , xk−1, xk).

This shows that T is a perimetric contraction on k-polygons in X. By Theorem
2.10, T has a maximum of k−1 fixed points in X. The Banach contraction condition
implies the uniqueness of the fixed point. □

Lemma 2.14. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3, and let T : X → X be a
perimetric contraction on k-polygons, 3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|. If x is an accumulation point
of X, then Banach contraction inequality (2.6) holds for all points y ∈ X.

Proof. Given any accumulation point x ∈ X, and any y ∈ X. If x = y, then (2.6)
holds trivially.

Assume that x ̸= y, since x is an accumulation point of X, there exists a sequence
xn → x such that xn ̸= x, xn ̸= y and all xn are pairwise distinct. Hence, by (2.4),
we have

P (Tx, Ty, Txn, Txn+1, . . . , Txn+k−4, Txn+k−3)

≤ λP (x, y, xn, xn+1, . . . , xn+k−4, xn+k−3),
(2.7)

for all n ∈ N. Since d(xn, x) → 0 and metric d is continuous, we have d(y, xn) →
d(y, x). Also, by Proposition 2.12, every perimetric contraction on k-polygons is
continuous, we have d(Ty, Txn) → d(Tx, Tx). Letting n → ∞ in (2.7), we have

2d(Tx, Ty) ≤ 2λ(d(x, y) + d(y, x)),

which is equivalent to (2.6). □

The following proposition is a direct corollary of Lemma 2.14.

Proposition 2.15. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3, let T : X → X be
a perimetric contraction on k-polygons, 3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|, k ∈ N. If all points in X are
accumulation points, then T is a Banach contraction mapping.
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3. Kannan-type perimetric contraction on k-polygons and related
fixed point theorems

In this section we introduce the Kannan-type perimetric contraction on k-
polygons and prove the a fixed point theorem for such mappings.

Definition 3.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3. A mapping T : X → X
is said to be a Kannan-type perimetric contraction on k-polygons (3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|, k ∈
N) in X if there exits µ ∈ [0, 2k ) such that

(3.1) P (Tx1, Tx2, . . . , Txk−1, Txk) ≤ µ(d(x1, Tx1)+d(x2, Tx2)+ · · ·+d(xk, Txk))

for all pairwise distinct points xi ∈ X, i = 1, 2, . . . , k, k ⩾ 3.

Remark 3.2. If we choose k = 3 in Definition 3.1, then the mapping T coincides
with the notion of generalized Kannan type mapping introduce by E. Petrov, and
R. K. Bisht [17].

Proposition 3.3. Every Kannan-type mapping whose contraction coefficient γ lies
in [0, 1k ) (k ∈ N, k ⩾ 3) is a Kannan-type perimetric contraction on k-polygons.

Proof. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3, and T : X → X be a Kannan
type mapping. For any pairwise distinct points xi ∈ X, i = 1, 2, . . . , k, we have

d(Tx1, Tx2) ≤ γ(d(x1, Tx1) + d(x2, Tx2)),

d(Tx2, Tx3) ≤ γ(d(x2, Tx2) + d(x3, Tx3)),

...

d(Txk−1, Txk) ≤ γ(d(xk−1, Txk−1) + d(xk, Txk)),

d(Tx1, Txk) ≤ γ(d(x1, Tx1) + d(xk, Txk)).

Adding the left and right sides of the above inequalities, we have

P (Tx1, Tx2, . . . , Txk−1, Txk) ≤ 2γ(d(x1, Tx1) + d(x2, Tx2)

+ · · ·+ d(xk−1, Txk−1) + d(xk, Txk)).

Hence, the desired assertion is concluded. □
Lemma 3.4. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3, and let T : X → X be a
Kannan-type perimetric contraction on k-polygons (3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|, k ∈ N). If z is an
accumulation point of X and T is continuous, then the inequality

(3.2) 2d(Tz, Ty) ≤ µ((k − 1)d(z, Tz) + d(y, Ty)).

holds for all y ∈ X.

Proof. Given any accumulation point z ∈ X, and any y ∈ X. If z = y, then (3.2)
holds trivially.

Assume that z ̸= y, since z is an accumulation point of X, there exists a sequence
xn → z such that xn ̸= z, xn ̸= y and all xn are pairwise distinct. Hence, by (3.1),
we have

(3.3)
P (Tz, Ty, Txn, Txn+1, . . . , Txn+k−3) ≤ µ(d(z, Tz) + d(y, Ty) + d(xn, Txn)

+ · · ·+ d(xn+k−3, Txn+k−3)),
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for all n ∈ N. Since d(xn, z) → 0 and metric function d is continuous,
we have d(y, xn) → d(y, z). Also, due to the continuity of T , we have Txn → Tz,
d(Ty, Txn) → d(Ty, Tz) and d(xn, Txn) → d(z, Tz). Letting n → ∞ in (3.3), we
have (3.2). □
Proposition 3.5. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3, and T : X → X be a
continuous Kannan-type perimetric contraction on k-polygons (3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|, k ∈ N).
Suppose that all points of X are accumulation points. Then T is a Kannan-type
contraction mapping.

Proof. By Lemma 3.4, in addition to (3.2) we also get the inequality

(3.4) 2d(Ty, Tz) ≤ µ((k − 1)d(y, Ty) + d(z, Tz))

for all y, z ∈ X. Adding the left and right sides of inequalities (3.2) and (3.4)
together with µ ∈ [0, 2k ), we get

d(Tz, Ty) ≤ kµ

4
((dz, Tz) + d(y, Ty)) = λ((dz, Tz) + d(y, Ty)),

where λ ∈ [0, 12), which completes the proof. □
Proposition 3.6. Let (X, d) be a metric space with |X| ⩾ 3, and T : X → X
be a mapping contracting perimeters of k-polygons (3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|, k ∈ N) with
0 ≤ λ < 1

k+1 . Then T is a Kannan-type perimetric contraction on k-polygons

(3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|, k ∈ N) with respect to the metric d.

Proof. By (2.4) for all pairwise distinct points xi ∈ X, i = 1, 2, . . . , k we have

P (Tx1, Tx2, Tx3, . . . , Txk−1, Txk) ≤ λP (x1, x2, x3, . . . , xk−1, xk)

Using the triangle inequalities d(xi, xj) ⩽ d(xi, Txi) + d(Txi, Txj) + d(Txj , xj), we
have

≤ λ(2(d(x1, Tx1) + d(x2, Tx2) + · · ·+ d(xk, Txk))

+ d(Tx1, Tx2) + d(Tx3, Tx4) + · · ·+ d(Txk−1, Txk) + d(Txk, Tx1))

= 2λ(d(x1, Tx1) + d(x2, Tx2) + · · ·+ d(xk, Txk))

+ λP (Tx1, Tx2, Tx3, . . . , Txk−1, Txk).

Rearranging the above inequality yields

P (Tx1, Tx2, Tx3, . . . , Txk−1, Txk)

≤ 2λ

1− λ
(d(x1, Tx1) + d(x2, Tx2) + · · ·+ d(xk, Txk)).

Since 0 ≤ λ < 1
k+1 , µ = 2λ

1−λ ∈ [0, 2k ). Hence, T is a Kannan-type perimetric
contraction on k-polygons. □

In the next, we establish a condition for the existence of fixed point(s) for Kannan-
type perimetric contraction on k-polygons.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose (X, d) is a complete metric space with |X| ⩾ 3. Let T :
X → X be a Kannan-type perimetric contraction on k-polygons (3 ⩽ k ≤ |X|, k ∈
N) in X. T has a fixed point in X if it does not have periodic points of prime periods
i, i = 2, 3, . . . , k − 1, and it can admit at most k − 1 fixed points.
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Proof. Let T : X → X be a perimetric contraction on k-polygons in X that does
not have periodic points of prime period i, i = 2, 3, . . . , k − 1.

For any chosen x0 ∈ X, define the sequence {xn} by xn = Txn−1, n ∈ N. If xn is
a fixed point of T for any n ∈ N ∪ {0}, then the proof is completed. Assume that
xn ̸= Txn for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}, we have xn ̸= xn+1, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . Since T does not
attain periodic points of prime periods 2, 3, . . . , k − 1, therefore, it follows from a
simple computation that every k consecutive elements of {xn} are pairwise distinct.

Now, for any n ∈ N ∪ {0}, we have

d(Txn, Txn+1) + d(Txn+1, Txn+2)

+ · · ·+ d(Txn+k−2, Txn+k−1) + d(Txn+k−1, Txn)

≤ µ(d(xn, Txn) + d(xn+1, Txn+1)

+ · · ·+ d(xn+k−2, Txn+k−2) + d(xn+k−1, Txn+k−1)).

⇒ d(xn+1, xn+2) + d(xn+2, xn+3) + · · ·+ d(xn+k−1, xn+k) + d(xn+k, xn+1)

≤ µ(d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2)

+ · · ·+ d(xn+k−2, xn+k−1) + d(xn+k−1, xn+k)).

⇒ (1− µ)d(xn+k−1, xn+k)

≤ µ(d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2) + · · ·+ d(xn+k−2, xn+k−1))

− (d(xn+1, xn+2) + d(xn+2, xn+3) + · · ·+ d(xn+k, xn+1)).

⇒ (1− µ)d(xn+k−1, xn+k)

≤ µ(d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2) + · · ·+ d(xn+k−2, xn+k−1))

− d(xn+k−1, xn+k).

⇒ (2− µ)d(xn+k−1, xn+k)

≤ µ(d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2) + · · ·+ d(xn+k−2, xn+k−1)).

⇒ d(xn+k−1, xn+k)

≤ µ

2− µ
(d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2) + · · ·+ d(xn+k−2, xn+k−1)).

⇒ d(xn+k−1, xn+k)

≤ (k − 2)µ

2− µ
max{d(xn, xn+1), d(xn+1, xn+2), . . . , d(xn+k−2, xn+k−1)}.

Denote ρ = (k−2)µ
2−µ . Then ρ ∈ [0, 1) as µ ∈ [0, 2k ), k ∈ N, k > 3.

Let rn = d(xn, xn+1), n ∈ N ∪ {0} and R = max{r1, r2, . . . , rk−1}. Then, from
the last inequality above, for any n ∈ N ∪ {0}, we have

d(xn+k−1, xn+k) ≤ ρmax{d(xn, xn+1), d(xn+1, xn+2), . . . , d(xn+k−2, xn+k−1)}
⇒ rn+k−1 ≤ ρmax{rn, rn+1, . . . , rn+k−2}.

Therefore, we have

r1 ≤ R, r2 ≤ R, . . . , rk−1 ≤ R, rk ≤ ρR, rk+1

≤ ρR, . . . , r2k−2 ≤ ρR, r2k−1 ≤ ρ2R, . . . .
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Since ρ < 1, so we have

r1 ≤ R, r2 ≤ R, . . . , rk−1 ≤ R, rk ≤ ρ
1

k−1R, rk+1

≤ ρ
2

k−1R, . . . , r2k−2 ≤ ρR, r2k−1 ≤ ρ
k

k−1R, . . . .

⇒ rn ≤ ρ
n

k−1
−1R, for all n ∈ N with n ≥ k.

For any n ∈ N ∪ {0} and for any m ∈ N, we have

d(xn, xn+m) ≤ d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2) + · · ·+ d(xn+m−1, dxn+m)

≤ rn + rn+1 + · · ·+ rn+m−1

≤ R(ρ
n

k−1
−1 + ρ

n+1
k−1

−1 + · · ·+ ρ
n+m−1

k−1
−1)

≤ Rρ
n

k−1
−1 1− ρ

m
k−1

1− ρ
1

k−1

.

Hence, d(xn, xn+m) → 0 as n → ∞ for any m ∈ N. This implies that {xn} is a
Cauchy sequence converging a point w ∈ X due to the completeness of X.

Recall that any k consecutive element of the sequence {xn} are pairwise distinct.
Note also that there is not fixed points in the sequence {xn} but the fact that
w is fixed is not established yet. Hence, if w ̸= xi for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . }, then
inequality (3.1) holds for the k pairwise distinct points w, xn−1, xn,. . . ,xn+k−3.

Suppose that there exists the smallest possible i ∈ {1, 2, . . . } such that w = xi. If
there exists m > i such that w = xm, then the sequence {xn} is cyclic starting from
i and can not be a Cauchy sequence. Hence, the points w, xn−1, xn,. . . ,xn+k−3 are
pairwise distinct at least when n− 1 > i.

Let us prove that Tw = w. If there exists i ∈ {1, 2, . . . } such that xi = w, then
suppose that n− 1 > i. By the triangle inequality and by inequality (3.1) we have

d(w, Tw) ≤ d(w, xn) + d(xn, Tw) = d(w, xn) + d(Txn−1, Tw)

≤ d(w, xn) + P (Tw, Txn−1, Txn, Txn+1, . . . , Txn+k−4, Txn+k−3)

≤ d(w, xn) + µ(d(w, Tw) + d(xn−1, Txn−1) + · · ·+ d(xn+k−3, Txn+k−3)).

This implies that

(1− µ)d(w, Tw) ≤ d(w, xn) + µ(d(xn−1, Txn−1) + · · ·+ d(xn+k−3, Txn+k−3)).

Taking the limit in the above inequality as n → ∞, we get d(w, Tw) = 0 that is,
Tw = w.

Assume that T has at least k distinct fixed points, say wi, i = 1, 2, . . . , k, that is,
Twi = wi, i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

Then by (3.1) we have

P (w1, w2, . . . , wk) = P (Tw1, Tw2, . . . , Twk)

≤ µ(d(w1, Tw1) + d(w2, Tw2)

+ · · ·+ d(wk−1, Twk−1) + d(wk, Twk))

= 0,

which contradicts the fact that wi, i = 1, 2, . . . , k are pairwise distinct. Thus, T has
at most k − 1 fixed points. □
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Proposition 3.8. Suppose that under the assumption of Theorem 3.7, the mapping
T has a fixed point w that acts as the limit for a specific iteration sequence {xi}∞0
defined by xi = Txi−1, i ∈ N ∪ {0} with w ̸= xi for all i ∈ N ∪ {0}, then w is the
unique fixed point of T .

Proof. Suppose that z is another fixed point of T . Then z ̸= xn for all n ∈ N∪ {0},
otherwise, we have w = z. Therefore, w, z, xn are all distinct for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}.
Thus, for all n ∈ N ∪ {0} we have

d(Tw, Tz, Txn, . . . , Txn+k−3) ≤ µ(d(w, Tw) + d(z, Tz) + d(xn, Txn)

+ · · ·+ d(xn+k−3, Txn+k−3)),

which implies that

d(w, z, xn+1, . . . , xn+k−2) ≤ µ(d(xn, xn+1) + · · ·+ d(xn+k−3, xn+k−2)).

Letting n → ∞ in the above inequality, we have 2d(w, z) ≤ 0, which contradicts to
the fact that w ̸= z. Therefore, T has a unique fixed point. □

Example 3.9. Let (X, d) be a metric space such that X = {x1, . . . , x5} and
d(xi, xj) = 1, i ̸= j, 1 ⩽ i, j ⩽ 4; d(xi, x5) = 9, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ 4. Define T : X → X
as follows Tx1 = x2, Tx2 = x3, Tx3 = x4, Tx4 = x4, Tx5 = x1. Further,

P (Tx1, Tx2, Tx3, Tx4, Tx5) = P (x2, x3, x4, x4, x1) = 1 + 1 + 0 + 1 + 1 = 4,

d(x1, Tx1) + d(x2, Tx2) + d(x3, Tx3) + d(x4, Tx4) + d(x5, Tx5) =

d(x1, x2) + d(x2, x3) + d(x3, x4) + d(x4, x4) + d(x5, x1) = 1 + 1 + 1 + 0 + 9 = 12.

Thus, T is a Kannan-type perimetric contraction on 5-polygons with µ = 4
12 = 1

3 <
2
5 = 2

k , k = 5, see Definition 3.1, and with single fixed point x4.

4. Conclusion and future work

In this study, a novel concept of perimetric contractions on k-polygons is in-
troduced as a generalization of perimeter-contracting mappings for triangles coined
in [15]. A fixed point theorem for these mappings in complete metric spaces is pre-
sented, requiring the avoidance of periodic points of prime period 2, 3, . . . , k − 1 to
achieve a fixed point. This class of mappings includes perimeter-based mappings,
leading to the recovery of Banach’s fixed point theorem as a direct consequence
of the main result. The uniqueness of the fixed point is ensured by a sufficient
condition. Additionally, a Kannan type perimetric contraction on k-polygons is
introduced, along with a fixed point theorem and a criterion for uniqueness. The
relationship between this contraction, generalized Kannan type mappings [17], and
mappings contracting the perimeters of k-polygons is explored, supported by various
examples.

Based on our findings, we could next consider other type perimetric contractions
on k-polygons, such as Chatterjea-type [8], Berinde type [5], Ćirić-type [10], Reich
type [19], Hardy-Rogers type [12], F -contraction type [?], and so on. Additionally,
building on the foundational work of Berinde and Păcurar [7], another potential
future work is to establish the generalized enriched contractions or its analogues
which can contract perimeters of k-polygons.
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