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Abstract

In this paper, a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings are introduced. Sufficient conditions for the existence
of common fixed points for a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings in convex metric spaces are obtained
and Krasnoselskii type iterations are used to approximate common fixed points. Our results generalize and
extend various known results. (©2016 All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction and Preliminaries

In the past few decades, fixed point theorems for contractive type mappings have been extensively studied
by many authors in the framework of Banach spaces and metric spaces [2, [4, [, [8, [14]. If the domain is a
closed convex subset, some common fixed point theorems for generalized contractive mappings in uniformly
convex Banach spaces are proved in [1]. In 1984, Wang et al. [13] gave some fixed point theorems for
expansive type mappings which correspond to some contractive type mappings. Later, Daffer and Kaneko
[3] defined a pair of expansive type mappings and prove some common fixed point theorems for two mappings
in metric spaces. In metric spaces, Takahashi [9] introduced a convex structure:
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A convex structure in a metric space (X,d) is a mapping W : X x X x [0,1] — X satisfying, for each

z,y,u € X and X € [0,1],

d(u, W(z,y; \)) < Ad(u,x) + (1 — N)d(u,y).
A metric space (X, d) together with a convex structure W is called a convex metric space (X, d, W). More-
over, a nonempty subset K of X is said to be convex if W(x,y;\) € K for all (z,y;\) € K x K x [0,1].

In fact, every normed space and its convex subset are special examples of convex metric spaces. Many
authors ([0, [7, 10, 1T, 12]) have considered some existence and convergence theorems for fixed points of
contractive type mappings in convex metric spaces.

Inspired and motived by the above results, we first define a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings (which
include many contractive type and expansive type mappings), if the domain is a closed convex subset of a
convex metric space, we study some sufficient conditions for existence of common fixed points for a pair of
generalized nonlinear mappings and use Krasnoselskii type iterations to approximate common fixed points.
Our results generalize and improve the corresponding results in [I} 2], 8], [4, [5] [6], [7, [, 10, 3], 14].

Definition 1.1. Let K be a nonempty subset of a metric space (X,d). Two mappings T,S : K — K are
said to be a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings if there exist k, a, b, ¢ such that

kd(Tz, Sy) < ad(z,y) + bld(x, Tx) + d(y, Sy)| + cld(x, Sy) + d(y, Tx)] (1.1)
for all z,y € K.

It is easy to see that contractive and expansive type mappings considered in [11 2 [3], 14} 5], 6} [8, 10, (13, [14]
can be obtain from a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings by suitably choosing the mappings 7T, .S
and the coefficients (k, a,b,c). For example, let T'=S and k=1, a >0, b > 0, ¢ > 0, a pair of generalized
nonlinear mappings change into the generalized contractive mapping in [2] [4] 8| [10].

We need the following notations for a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings :

= |J A, T2= |J B = |J & Tu= J D,
A€[0,1) A€[0,1) A€[0,1) A€[0,1)
where
={(k,a,b,¢)| b+|c| <a+2b+c+|c| + (|k] —a)\ < k},
By ={(k,a,b,c)| b+c<a+2b+c+|c|+ (|k| +c—]|c| —a)X < k},
={(k,a,b,c)| b+|c| <a+2b+c+|c| — (k+a)\ < —|k|},
Dy ={(k,a,b,c)]b+c<a+2b+c+]c|—(k+a+|c|]—c)\ < —|k|}.

Note that if ¢ >0, then I'y =Ty and I's =T'y. And if £ <0, then I'y =I'3 and I'y =

2. Main results
For the proof of our main results, we require the following lemma in [9].

Lemma 2.1. Let (x,d, W) be a convex metric space, then the following statements hold:

(1) d(z,y) = d(z, W(z,y; ) + d(y, W(z, y; A),
(i7) d(z, W (z,y; \)) = (1 — Nd(z,y), dy, W(z,y; ) = Ad(z,y), foralz,ye X and X € [0,1].

Now, we give our main results.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X,d, W) be a complete convex metric space, and K be a nonempty, closed and con-
vex subset of X. Suppose T,S : K — K is a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings such that
(k,a,b,c) € Tp, for any p € {1,2,3,4}. Then, T and S have at least one common fized point in K.
Furthermore, if a + 2c < k, then T and S have a unique common fixed point in K.
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Proof. For any given point A € [0,1), let g € K, define the sequence {x,} by

ZTont1 = W(xan, Txon; N),
ZTont2 = W(Zan+t1, STant1; ),

for all n > 0.
Claim I. There exists 6 € [0,1) such that for all n > 0,

d(x2n+1, Tant2) < 0d(xon, Tant1)-

From Lemma and (2.1), we get

d(z2n41, Tont2) = d(zons1, W(Tons1, STont1;A)) = (1 — N)d(x2n11, SToni1),

d(T2n, Tony1) = d(z2n, W(22n, TT2n; N)) = (1 — N)d(x2,, T22p),
for all n > 0. Now, substituting x with x9, and y with x9,; in (1.1]), we obtain

kd(Txopn, Stont1) < ad(xon, Tont1) + b[d(zon, Txapn) + d(z2n+1, STont1)]

+ cld(xan, STont1) + d(xont1, TTon)].

By (2.1)), Lemma and ([2.3), we get

A

d(xont1, Txon) = dW (x2n, Txon; N), Txay) = Ad(x2n, Txo,) = T

By the triangle inequality for d(Tx2y,, Stoy+1), we have

d(Txon, Stont1) < d(Txon, Tont1) + d(x2n41, STont1),
d(Txap, Sxont1) > —d(Txon, Tant1) + d(T2n+41, STont1),
d(Txopn, Sxont1) > d(Txon, Tont1) — d(Xont1, STont1).

Therefore, it follows from (2.2]) and (2.5) that

— [k

k
Y d(m‘gn, 33271—0—1) + f)\d(l?n-&-lv «732n+2)7

kd(Txon, Stons1) > 0

k)X k
kd(Txon, Sxont1) > ﬁd(mmﬂcgnﬂ) - 1‘_|)\d(l’2n+1, Ton+2).

Similarly, by the triangle inequality for d(x2,, Szon+1), we have

d(z2n, Sxant1) <
d(z2n, Sxons1) >
>

d(z2n, Sont1)

d(xon, Tan+1) + d(Ton+1, STont1),
d(z2n, Tant+1) — d(T2n+1, STant1),
—d(xon, Ton+1) + d(T2n+1, SToant1)-

Therefore, it follows from ([2.2)) that

C
cd(@2n, Stant1) < cd(Tan, Tant1) + 1‘_|)\d(962n+1, Tont2),

C
cd(z2n, S2n+1) < |eld(z2n, T2n41) + T d(@2011, T2n42).

d(z2n, Tant1)-

(2.1)

(2.2)

(2.3)
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Case 1 : by (2.2)-(2.5)), (2.6) and (2.8)), we have
Ld(av Tont2) — ﬂd(w Ton+1) <ad(xan, Topt1) + ——d(x2n, T2n41)
1_\ 2n+1s L2n+2 1—\ 2ns L2n+1) > 2ns L2n+1 1_ 2\ 2ns L2n+1
b cA
+ ﬁd(ﬂfznﬂ, Topy2) + 11— /\d(ﬂczm T2n41)
c
+ cd(z2n, T2n41) + 1|_|)\d(372n+1, Tony2)-
This implies that
k—b—|c a+b+c+ (k] —a)r
1_)\Hd(9€2n+17$2n+2) < 1 _()|\ [—a) d(w2n, Tan11).
Case 2 : as Case 1, by (2.2))-(2.5)), (2.6) and (2.9)), we have
k—b—c a+b+ ||+ (k| +c—a—|c|)A
————d(r2p 41, T2n42) < el & (A <) d(x2n, T2n11).-
1—A 1—A
Case 3 : as Case 1, by (2.2))-(2.5)), (2.7) and (2.8)), we have
—|kl—-b—c a+b+c—(k+a)X
|1’_/\d($2n+1,$2n+2) < 1 _)(\ ) d(w2n, T2n11).
Case 4 : as Case 1, by (2.2)-(2.5)), (2.7) and (2.9)), we have
—|k|l—-b—c a+b+|c]—(k+a+|c|] —c)A
Hid(x2n+l7x2n+2) < el = el =) d(x2n, Tan41)-
1—AX 1—AX
The four above cases and (k,a,b,c) € I', imply that Claim I holds.
Claim II. There exists 6 € [0,1) such that for all n > 1,
d(T2n, T2ny1) < 0d(T2n-1, T2n).
From Lemma and (2.1)), we also have
d(x2n+17 x?n) = d(W(fI;an Txon; A)7 xZn) = (1 - )\)d(x2n7 Tflfgn), (210)
d(zan—1,x2n) = d(x2n—1, W(z2n-1, ST2n-1;A)) = (1 — N)d(x2n—1, Sx2n—1), (2.11)

for all n > 1. Now, substituting x with x9, and y with z9,_; in (1.1]), we obtain
kd(Txon, Sxon—1) < ad(xon, Ton—1) + b[d(xon, Txon) + d(xon—1, STon_1)]

+cld(xon, Ston—1) + d(z2n—1, Txan)]

By the same method as Claim I, we can prove Claim II.
Claim ITI. {z,} is a Cauchy sequence in K.
From Claim I and Claim II, for any positive integer n > 1, we have

d(xn—‘rla xn) < ed(‘rn? mn—l)a

where 0 € [0,1). Thus, d(zp+1, ) < 0"d(x1,20), where 1 = W (xg, Txo; A). For any m > n, we have

n

1-6

ATy ) < [0" + 0" o 0™ d (2, 20) < d(z1, z0).
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Hence, {x,} is a Cauchy sequence in K. Since K is a closed convex subset in X, there exists * € K such

that lim xz, = x*.
n—oo

Claim V. z* is a common fixed point for a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings (|1.1)).
Letting n — oo in (2.2)) and (2.11]), we get that lim Sz, = x*. By substituting z with 2* and y with
n—oo

T, in , we have
kd(Txz*,Sxzy) < ad(z™,xy,) + bld(a*, Tx™) + d(zp, Sxp)] + cld(z*, Szy) + d(zp, Tz")]
for all n € N. Letting n — oo in the above inequality, we have
kd(Tz*,z") < (b+ c)d(Tz", z").

Since (k,a,b,c) € Ty, it follows that d(T'z*,2*) = 0. Hence, 2* = T'z*. On the other hand, letting n — oo
in (2.3) and , we get that nlg)go Tz, = z*. By substituting x with z* and y with x,, in , we have
kd(Txy, Sx*) < ad(xn,z") + b[d(zp, Txy) + d(z*, Sz*)] + c[d(zpn, Sz*) + d(z*, Txy,)]

for all n € N. Letting n — oo in the above inequality, we have
kd(z*,Sz*) < (b+ c¢)d(z*, Sz¥).

Since (k,a,b,c) € Iy, it follows that «* = Sx*. Therefore, Claim V holds.
Claim VI. If (k,a,b,¢) € I', and a + 2¢ < k, then z* is the unique common fixed point of 7" and S.
Assume that there exist x1,x2 € K such that Txy = Sxy = z1, Taxo = Sxo = x5. Substituting x with
r1 and y with a2 in , we have

kd(Txq,Szo) < ad(xy,x2) + bld(x1, Tx1) + d(x2, Sz2)] + c[d(z1, Sx2) + d(z2, Tz1)].

That is
kd(x1,x2) < (a+ 2¢)d(x1, x2).

This implies that z1 = 3. We conclude that Claim VI holds. O

Remark 2.3. (i) Instead of Picard iterations considered in [1} 2] [3], 4 5, 8] [13], 14], we use Krasnoselskii type
iterations to converge common fixed points for a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings in convex
metric space.

(ii) From Theorem we can also study some sufficient conditions for existence of common fixed points
for the following two mappings in convex metric space:

kd(Tx,Sy) < ard(x,y) + axd(x, Tx) + azd(y, Sy) + asd(x, Sy) + asd(y, Tx).
Now, we give a special example to illustrate the results of Theorem
Example 2.4. Let X = R (the set of real numbers) with the usual metric, K = [0,00) and 7,5 : K — K

be given by
Tx = {

Then we have the following statements:

, xEU:[O,%);
, xEV =][},00).

®|8 8

, zeU=[0,d) Sw:{
)

, xEV =][3,00).

=8 ol&

(i) T and S has a unique common fixed point 0;

ii) T and S are a pair of generalized nonlinear mappings (I.1) with ¥ = 1,a = 1,0 = 1. ¢ = 0 and
4 3

A € [0, %) (which satisfy (k,a,b,c) € I' and a+2c < 1). In fact, let M (z,y) = ad(z,y) + bld(z, Tz) +
d(y, Ty)] + cld(z,Ty) + d(y, T'z)], we know that
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Case 1: For z,y € U,

z y 1 1.3 7
ATz, 8y) =1 — 4 <+ % < Jlo— gl +5lge+ sl +0llz = L1+ y — T = Mz,),
Case 2: For x,y € V,
z y 1 1.7 3 Y T
—f—7<f < Dy — S _Z — o=
ATz, 8y) =15~ 4 <Z+ ¥ < Qo =yl + slio+ Jl+ 0l = Y1+ y = S = Mz,),
Case 3: Forx e U,y eV,
r oy
aTe, ) =15 ~ Yl <3l — s+ 3llo = S+ ly = L+ ol — YL+ by - Sl = Mz,
Case 4: Forxz e V,y e U,
r oy
ATe,S5) =15 ~ Yl <3l — gl + 5llo = S+ 1y = L+ 0k — 1+ by — S = Mz, )

(ili) Let k=1,a=1b=12,¢=0, for A €[0,}) , a family iterations {z,} defined by
Ton+1 = W(x2n, Tran; A),
Tont2 = W(Tant1, STant1; A),
converge to the unique fixed point 0.

Let K =1 and A = 0 in Theorem we get the following result for a pair of generalized contractive
type mappings.

Corollary 2.5. Let (X,d,W) be a complete convex metric space, and K be a nonempty, closed and convez
subset of X. Suppose T, S : K — K such that

d(Tz,Sy) < ad(x,y) + bld(z, Tx) + d(y, Sy)] + cld(x, Sy) + d(y, T'z)] (2.12)

where b+ ¢ < a+2b+c+ |¢| < 1. Then, T and S have a common fixed point in K. Furthermore, if
a+2c <1, thenT and S have a unique common fized point in K.

Proof. 1t follows from £ =1 and A = 0 that
Fscly €Ty, T3CIy Cly,
where 'y = {(1,a,b,¢)| b+ c < a+2b+ c+|c| < 1}. Therefore, by Theorem the result follows. O

Remark 2.6. Corollary extends the results in [I], 2, [4], 5, 8, [14] to convex metric spaces and generalized
the corresponding results in [2, [4] [6], 8, [10] as a pair of generalized contractive type mappings (2.12]).

Let £k = —1 and A = 0 in Theorem we get the following result for generalized expansive type
mappings.

Corollary 2.7. Let (X,d,W) be a complete convex metric space, and K be a nonempty, closed and convez
subset of X. Suppose T, S : K — K such that

d(Tx,Sy) > d'd(x,y) + V[d(z, Tz) + d(y, Sy)] + ¢[d(z, Sy) + d(y, T)] (2.13)

where 1 < o' +20 + —|d| <V 4+ . Then, T and S have a common fized point in K. Furthermore, if
a' +2¢ > 1, then T and S have a unique common fized point in K.
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Proof. Tt follows from k = —1 and A = 0 that
Pg=T1 Cly=Ty,

where Iy = {(=1,a,b,c)| b+c<a+2b+c+|c <—1}. Let a’ = —a,b' = —b,d = —¢, from Theorem [2.2]
the result follows.
O

Remark 2.8. If the domain is a closed convex subset of convex metric spaces, we give a sufficient condition for
existence of common fixed points for a pair of generalized expansive type mappings (2.13]). Hence Corollary
improves the corresponding results in [3], [13].

Theorem 2.9. Let (X,d, W) be a complete convex metric space, and K be a nonempty, closed and convex
subset of X. Suppose T, S : K — K, there exist positive integer p,q such that

kd(T?z,S%) < ad(x,y) + b[d(z, TPx) + d(y, STy)] + cld(x, STy) + d(y, TPx)]

where (k,a,b,c) € T'y, for any p € {1,2,3,4}. If a+2c < k, then T and S have a unique common fized
point in K.

Proof. Let T" = TP and S’ = S, from Theorem we know that 7" and S’ have a unique common fixed
point u € K. Since
TP(Tu) = T(TPu) = Tu, SY(Su) =S(S%) = Su,

it follows that Tu = Su = u. Hence T" and S have a unique common fixed point u € K.

Remark 2.10. As Corollary and Corollary we can also get some corollaries for Theorem
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