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1. Introduction and Preliminaries

Fixed point theory investigates whether a function f defined on abstract space, have at least one fixed point, that is a fixed

point x such that f(x) = x under some conditions on f and on the space. Results of this theory has been used in various

fields. In Particular, the fixed point theory techniques plays a crucial role in the solutions of differential equations. Banach

contraction principle [1] is one of the initial and also a fundamental results in the theory of fixed points. Which sates that

every contraction on a complete metric space has a unique fixed point.

Many authors have generalized and extended the fixed point theory by defining new contractive conditions and replacing

complete metric spaces with some convenient abstract space. Among them we would like to mention one of the interesting

results given by Geraghty [2]. For the sake of completeness, we shall recall Geraghty’s theorem. We first remind the class of

F all functions β : [0,∞)→ [0, 1) which satisfies the conditions: limn→∞ β(tn) = 1⇒ limn→∞ tn = 0.

Theorem 1.1 ([2]). Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and f : X → X be an mapping. Suppose that there exists

β : [0,∞)→ (0, 1) satisfying the following inequality:

d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ β(d(x, y))d(x, y) for any x, y ∈ X,

then f has unique fixed point.

Recently Samet et al [5] has reported interesting fixed point results by introducing the notion of α−ψ-contractive mappings.

Let ψ denote the class functions.

(a) ψ is nondecreasing
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(b) ψ is sub additive that ψ(s+ t) ≤ ψ(s) + ψ(t);

(c) ψ is continuous

(d) ψ(t) = 0 if and only if t = 0.

Definition 1.2 ([5]). Let (X, d) be a metric space and f : X → X be a given mapping. We say that f is an α−ψ contractive

mapping if there exists two functions α : X ×X → [0,∞) and ψ ∈ Ψ such that

α(x, y)d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ ψ(d(x, y)), for all x, y ∈ X.

Clearly any contractive mapping, that is, a mapping satisfying Banach contraction, is an α − ψ contractive mapping with

α(x, y) = 1 for all x, y ∈ X and ψ(t) = kt, where k ∈ (0, 1).

Definition 1.3 ([5]). Let (X, d) be a metric space and f : X → X be a given mapping. We say that f is a generalized α−ψ

contractive mapping if there exists two functions α : X ×X → [0,∞) and ψ ∈ Ψ such that for all x, y ∈ X, and we have

α(x, y)d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ ψ(M(x, y)),

where M(x, y) = max{d(x, y), (d(x,f(x))+d(y,f(y)))
2

, (d(x,f(y))+d(y,f(x)))
2

}. Clearly, since ψ is nondecreasing, every α − ψ con-

tractive mapping is a generalized α− ψ contractive mapping.

Definition 1.4 ([5]). Let f : X → X be a map and α : X ×X → R be a function. Then f is said to be α-admissible if

α(x, y) ≥ 1⇒ α(f(x), f(y)) ≥ 1 (1)

Definition 1.5 ([4]). An α-admissible map f is said to be triangular α-admissible if

α(x, z) ≥ 1 and α(z, y) ≥ 1⇒ α(x, y) ≥ 1 (2)

In this paper the notion of generalized α−ψ-Geraghty contraction type mapping is modified and the existence and uniqueness

of best proximity point of mappings under the assumption of α-Geraghty contraction and P-property is researched in the

setting of complete metric spaces.

Lemma 1.6 ([4]). Let f : X → X be a triangular α-admissible map. Assume that there exists x1 ∈ X such that

α(x1, f(x1)) ≥ 1. Define a sequence {xn} by xn+1 = f(xn). Then we have α(xn, xm) ≥ 1 for all m,n ∈ N with n < m.

Definition 1.7 ([3]). Let (X, d) be a metric space, and let α : X ×X → R be a function. A mapping f : X → X is said to

be a α− ψ-Geraghty contraction if there exists β ∈ F such that

α(x, y)ψ(d(f(x), f(y))) ≤ β(ψ(d(x, y)))ψ(d(x, y)) for any x, y ∈ X,

Definition 1.8 ([3]). Let (X, d) be a metric space, and let α : X ×X → R be a function. A mapping f : X → X is said to

be a generalized α− ψ-geraghty contraction if there exists β ∈ F such that

α(x, y)ψ(d(f(x), f(y))) ≤ β(ψ(M(x, y)))ψ(M(x, y)) for any x, y ∈ X,

where M(x, y) = max{d(x, y), d(x, f(x)), d(y, f(y))}, and ψ ∈ Ψ. Notice that if we take ψ(t) = t in the definition, then f is

called generalized α-Geraghty contraction mapping.
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Definition 1.9 ([7]). Let (X, d) be a metric space, and let α : X ×X → R be a function. A map f : X → X is called a

generalized α- Geraghty contraction type map if there exists β ∈ F such that for all x, y ∈ X,

α(x, y)d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y).

Where M(x, y) = max{d(x, y), d(x, f(x)), d(y, f(y))}.

Definition 1.10 ([7]). Let (X, d) be a metric space, and let α : X × X → R be a function. A map f : X → X is called

α-Geraghty contraction type map if there exists β ∈ F such that for all x, y ∈ X,

α(x, y)d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ β(d(x, y))d(x, y).

Definition 1.11. Let (X, d) be a metric space. Let A and B be nonempty closed subsets of a complete metric space X and

let α : X × X → R be a function. A mapping f : A → B is said to be a generalized α − ψ-Geraghty contraction if there

exists β ∈ F such that

α(x, y)ψ(d(f(x), f(y))) ≤ β(ψ(M(x, y)))ψ(M(x, y)) for any x, y ∈ A, (3)

where M(x, y) = max{d(x, y), d(x, f(x))− d(A,B), d(y, f(y))− d(A,B)} and ψ ∈ Ψ.

Define

A0 = {x ∈ A : d(x, y) = d(A,B), for some y ∈ B}

B0 = {y ∈ B : d(x, y) = d(A,B), for some x ∈ A} where d(A,B) = inf{d(x, y) : x ∈ A, y ∈ B}.

Definition 1.12 ([6]). Let (A,B) be a pair of nonempty subsets of a metric space (X, d) with A0 6= ∅. Then the pair (A,B)

is said to have the P-property if and only if for any x1, x2 ∈ A0 and y1, y2 ∈ B0

d(x1, y1) = d(A,B) and d(x2, y2) = d(A,B)

implies that

d(x1, x2) = d(y1, y2).

It is easy to see that, for any nonempty subset A of X, the pair (A,A) has the p-property. Also, it has been shown in [6],

that any pair (A,B) of nonempty closed convex subsets of a real Hilbert space H satisfies the p-property. It is shown in [6]

that strict convexity is equivalent to p-property.

2. Main Results

Theorem 2.1. Let (A,B) be a pair of nonempty closed subsets of a complete metric space (X, d) satisfying the p-property,

such that A0 6= ∅ and let α : X × X → R be a function, f : A → B be a map satisfying f(A0) ⊆ B0. Suppose that the

following conditions are satisfied;

(a) f is generalized α− ψ-Geraghty contraction type map;

(b) f is triangular α-admissible;

(c) there exists x1 ∈ A such that α(x1, f(x1)) ≥ 1;

(d) f is continuous.
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Then there exists a unique x∗ ∈ A such that d(x∗, f(x∗)) = d(A,B).

Proof. Choose x0 ∈ A0. Since f(x0) ∈ f(A0) ⊆ B0, there exists x1 ∈ A0 such that

d(x1, f(x0)) = d(A,B).

Since f(x1) ∈ f(A0) ⊆ B0, we determine x2 ∈ A0 such that

d(x2, f(x1)) = d(A,B).

We define a sequence {xn} ⊂ A0 satisfying d(xn+1, f(xn)) = d(A,B). Suppose that xn0 = xn0+1 for some n0 ∈ N . Then it

is clear that xn0 is a best proximity point of f . By the P-property we assume xn 6= xn+1 for each n ∈ N

d(xn+1, xn+2) = d(f(xn), f(xn+1)).

where xn 6= xn+1 for all n ∈ N . Due to the Lemma 1.6 we have

α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N (4)

From (3),

ψ(d(xn+1, xn+2)) = ψ(d(f(xn), f(xn+1)))

≤ α(xn, xn+1ψ(d(f(xn), f(xn+1)))

≤ β(ψ(M(xn, xn+1)))ψ(M(xn, xn+1))

(5)

for all n ∈ N where

M(xn, xn+1) = max{d(xn, xn+1), d(xn, f(xn))− d(A,B), d(xn+1, f(xn+1))− d(A,B)}

≤ max{d(xn, xn+1), d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, f(xn))− d(A,B),

d(xn+1, xn+2) + d(xn+2, f(xn+1))− d(A,B)}

= max{d(xn, xn+1), d(xn, xn+1), d(xn+1, xn+2)}

ψ(d(xn+1, xn+2)) ≤ β(ψ(M(xn, xn+1)))ψ(M(xn, xn+1))

≤ β(ψ(max(d(xn, xn+1), d(xn+1, xn+2))))ψ(max(d(xn, xn+1), d(xn+1, xn+2)))

(6)

If

d(xn+1, xn+2) ≥ d(xn, xn+1)

ψ(d(xn+1, xn+2) ≤ β(ψ(d(xn+1, xn+2)))ψ(d(xn+1, xn+2)) from (7)

< ψ(d(xn+1, xn+2)) since β(x, y) = 1

which is a contradiction. Therefore

d(xn+1, xn+2) < d(xn, xn+1) for all n ∈ N .

Hence sequence {d(xn, xn+1)} is nonnegative and non-increasing. Consequently there exists r ≥ 0 such that

limn→∞ d(xn, xn+1) = r.
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We claim that r = 0.

Suppose on the contrary r > 0. Since

d(xn, f(xn))− d(A,B) ≤ d(xn, xn+1) and d(xn+1, f(xn+1))− d(A,B) ≤ d(xn+1, xn+2) < d(xn, xn+1),

we have

M(xn, xn+1) = d(xn, xn+1).

Hence from (5) we have

ψ(d(xn+1,xn+2))

ψ(M(xn,xn+1))
≤ β(ψ(M(xn, xn+1)) < 1.

Since ψ is non-decreasing and continuous,

limn→∞ β(ψ(M(xn, xn+1))) = 1.

Owing to the fact that β ∈ F, we have

lim
n→∞

ψ(M(xn, xn+1)) = 0 (7)

Hence we conclude that

r = lim
n→∞

d(xn, xn+1) = 0 (8)

we observe that

M(xm, xn) = max{d(xm, xn), d(xm, f(xm))− d(A,B), d(xn, f(xn))− d(A,B)}

= max{d(xm, xn), d(xm, xm+1) + d(xm+1, f(xm))− d(A,B),

d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, f(xn))− d(A,B)}

≤ max{d(xm, xn), d(xm, xm+1), d(xn, xn+1)}

Since d(xn, xn+1)→ 0. We have

lim sup
m,n→∞

M(xm, xn) = lim sup
m,n→∞

d(xm, xn). (9)

We assert that {xn} is a cauchy sequence. By using the triangular inequality and since

d(xn+1, xn+2) = d(f(xn), f(xn+1)) and

d(xn+1, xm+1) = d(f(xn), f(xm)),

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

= d(xn, xn+1) + d(f(xn), f(xm)) + d(xm+1, xm)

(10)

combining (3) and (10) with the sub additive properties of ψ we have

ψ(d(xn, xm)) ≤ ψ(d(xn, xn+1) + d(f(xn), f(xm)) + d(xm+1, xm))

≤ ψ(d(xn, xn+1)) + ψ(d(f(xn), f(xm))) + ψ(d(xm+1, xm))

≤ ψ(d(xn, xn+1)) + α(xn, xm)ψ(d(f(xn), f(xm))) + ψ(d(xm+1, xm))

≤ ψ(d(xn, xn+1)) + β(ψ(M(xn, xm)))ψ(M(xn, xm)) + ψ(d(xm+1, xm))

(11)
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Together with (9), (11) and (8),

lim sup
m,n→∞

ψ(d(xn, xm)) ≤ lim sup
m,n→∞

β(ψ(M(xn, xm))) lim sup
m,n→∞

ψ(M(xm, xn))

= lim sup
m,n→∞

β(ψ(M(xn, xm))) lim sup
m,n→∞

ψ(d(xm, xn))

which implies that

lim supm,n→∞M(xn, xm) = 0

and hence

lim supm,n→∞ d(xn, xm) = 0.

Therefore {xn} is a cauchy sequence. Since A is a closed subset of the complete metric space (X, d), xn → x∗ for some

x∗ ∈ A. Since f is continuous we have f(xn)→ f(x∗). This implies that

d(xn+1, f(xn))→ d(x∗, f(x∗)).

Taking into account that the sequence {d(xn+1, f(xn))} is a constant sequence with the value d(A,B), we deduce that

d(x∗, f(x∗)) = d(A,B). For the uniqueness, suppose that x1 and x2 are two best proximity points of f with x1 6= x2. This

means that d(xi, f(xi)) = d(A,B) for i = 1, 2. Using the P-property we have d(x1, x2) = d(f(x1), f(x2)) and using the fact

that f is a generalized α− ψ-Geraghty contraction map we have

ψ(d(x1, x2)) = ψ(d(f(x1), f(x2)))

≤ α(d(x1, x2))ψ(d(f(x1), f(x2)))

≤ β(ψ(M(x1, x2)))ψ(M(x1, x2))

we have

ψ(d(x1, x2)) ≤ β(ψ(M(x1, x2)))ψ(M(x1, x2))

≤ βψ(d(x1, x2))ψ(d(x1, x2))

< ψ(d(x1, x2))

which is a contradiction. This completes the proof.

Definition 2.2 ([3]). Let A and B be nonempty closed subsets of a complete metric space (X, d), and let α : X ×X → R

be a function, f : A → B be a map. We say that the sequence {xn} is a α-regular if the following condition is satisfied. If

{xn} is a sequence in A such that α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 for all n and xn → x ∈ A as n → ∞, then there exists a subsequence

{xnk} of {xn} such that α(xnk , x) ≥ 1 for all k.

Theorem 2.3. Let (A,B) be a pair of nonempty closed subsets of a complete metric space (X, d) such that A0 6= ∅ and let

α : X ×X → R be a function, f : A→ B be a map satisfying f(A0) ⊆ B0. Furthermore the pair (A,B) has the P-property.

Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied;

(a) f is generalized α− ψ-Geraghty contraction type map;
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(b) f is triangular α-admissible;

(c) there exists x1 ∈ A such that α(x1, f(x1)) ≥ 1;

(d) {xn} is α-regular.

Then there exists a best proximity point x∗ ∈ A such that d(x∗, f(x∗)) = d(A,B).

Proof. Following proof of Theorem 2.1, we know that the sequence {xn} satisfying d(xn+1, f(xn)) = d(A,B) for all n ≥ 0,

converges to x∗ ∈ A. From (4) and assumption (d) of the theorem, there exists a subsequence {xnk} of {xn} such that

lim
k→∞

α(xnk , x
∗) ≥ 1. Applying (3) for all k, we get

α(xnk , x
∗)ψ(d(f(xnk ), f(x∗))) ≤ β(ψ(M(xnk , x

∗)))ψ(M(xnk , x
∗)) (12)

On the other hand there exists y ∈ A such that d(y, f(x∗) = d(A,B) we have

M(xnk , x
∗) = max{d(xnk , x

∗), d(xnk , f(xnk ))− d(A,B), d(x∗, f(x∗))− d(A,B)}

≤ max{d(xnk , x
∗), d(xnk , xnk+1), d(x∗, y)}

and hence

lim
k→∞

ψ(M(xnk , x
∗)) = ψ(d(x∗, y)) From (12)

and since α(xnk , x
∗) ≥ 1 we have

ψ(d(xnk+1, y))

ψ(d(x∗, y))
≤ α(xnk , x

∗)
ψ(d(f(xnk ), f(x∗)))

ψ(M(xnk , x
∗))

≤ β(ψ(M(xnk , x
∗))) ≤ 1.

Letting k →∞ in the above inequality we obtain

lim
k→∞

β(ψ(M(xnk , x
∗))) = 1,

since ψ is non-decreasing and continuous,

ψ(d(x∗, y)) = lim
k→∞

ψ(M(xnk , x
∗)) = 0.

Therefore x∗ = y and d(x∗, f(x∗)) = d(A,B).

References

[1] S.Banach, Sur les operations dans les ensembles abstraits er leur applications aux equations integrals, Fundam. Math.

3(1922), 133-181.

[2] M.Geraghty, On contractive mappings, Proc. Am. Math. Soc., 40(1973), 604-608.

[3] E.Karapinar, α − ψ-Geraghty contractive type mappings and some related fixed point Results, Faculty of Science and

Mathematics, Filomat, 28(1)(2014), 37-48.

[4] E.Karapinar, P.Kumam and P.Salimi, On α−ψ-Meir-Keeler Contractive Mappings, Fixed Point Theory and Applications,

2013(2013), Article ID 94.

179



Best Proximity Points for Generalized α− ψ-Geraghty Contractive Mappings

[5] B.Samet, C.Vetro and P.Vetro Fixed point Theorems for α−ψ-contractive type mappings, Nonlinear Analysis, 75(2012),

2154-2165.

[6] V.Sankar Raj, A Best Proximity Point Theorem for Weakly Contractive Mappings, Nonlinear Analysis, 74(2011), 4804-

4808.

[7] Seong-Hoon Cho, Jong-Sook Bae and E.Karapinar, Fixed Point Theorems for α-Geraghty Contraction type maps in

Metric Spaces, Fixed Point Theory and Applications, 2013(2013), Article ID 329.

180


	Introduction and Preliminaries
	Main Results
	References

