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Abstract

In this paper, a class of partial Chatterjea convex contraction mappings of type 2 is introduced.
The approximate fixed point theorems for partial Chatterjea convex contractive mappings in
metric spaces is proved. Examples are provided to validate our main theorem. The results
obtained in this study extend and generalize some works in the literature.
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1 Introduction
Fixed point theory is an essential tool for solving problems in mathematics and applied mathematics.
Due to numerous practical problems in applied mathematics which require approximate solutions,
"nearly" (approximate fixed point) is introduced. As a result, there is need to relax the conditions
in fixed point theorems that guarantee the existence of the solution to these problems. Thus, Tijs et
al. [1] introduced approximate fixed point theorems by weakening the conditions for the existence
of approximate fixed point for such problems. By approximate fixed point of a function T , we
mean that T (X) is "near to X" where X is the nonempty set of the space. Banach [2] proved that
contraction mappings from a complete metric space to itself possesses a unique fixed point. Tijs et
al. [1] established the existence of the approximate fixed point of contraction mappings in metric
spaces without the completeness condition. However, Berinde [3] proved approximate fixed point
theorems for certain contractive mappings in metric spaces by adapting the asymptotic regularity
of the operator. The approximate fixed point for Reich contractive mappings which generalize the
result of Berinde [3] is proved in the context of metric space without the completeness by Dey and
Saha [4].
The fixed point theorem for convex contraction mapping in metric space is initiated by Istratescu [5].
Many researchers proved interesting results in this area (see; [6-15] and the references therein). Ree-
cently, Eke et al. [16] proved some fixed point theorems for Chatterjea two-sided convex contraction
of type 2 in metric spaces. Miandargh et al. [17] established approximate fixed point theorems for
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generalized convex contraction mappings in metric spaces. Latif et al. [18] generalized the result of
Miandargh et al. [17] by establishing the approximate fixed point theorems for partial generalized
convex contraction mappings in metric spaces.
In this work, partial Chatterjea convex contraction mappings is introduced and the approximate
fixed point theorem for these maps is proved in metric spaces. Our result is independent of the
work carried by Latif et al. [18].

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we recall some preliminary definitions and theorems that led to the development of
our main results.

Definition 2.1 [19]: Let X be a non-empty set. Suppose that d : X × X → R is a mapping
that satisfies the following axioms for all x, y, z ∈ X;
(i) d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y;
(ii) d(x, y) = d(y, x);
(iii) d(x, y) ≤ d(x, z) + d(z, y).
Then d is called a metric on X and (X, d) is called a metric space.

Definition 2.2 [20]: Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a mapping with ε > 0
given. A point x0 ∈ X is said to be an approximate fixed point of T if d(x0, Tx0) < ε.

Definition 2.3 [21]: A self mapping T on a metric space (X, d) is said to be asymptotically
regular at a point x ∈ X if
d(Tnx, Tn+1x)→ 0 as n→∞.

Definition 2.4 [22]: Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a mapping . T is said
to have approximate fixed point property if for all ε > 0 there is an approximate fixed point, that
is, for all ε > 0,
infx∈X d(x, Tx) = 0.

Lemma 2.5 [18] : Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be asymptotically regular
at a point z ∈ X, then T has the approximate fixed point property. The proof of this Lemma is
found in [18].

Definition 2.6 [23]: Let T be a self mapping on a nonempty set X and α : X ×X → [0,∞) be a
mapping. T is said to be α- admissible if
x, y ∈ X, α(x, y) ≥ 1 −→ α(Tx, Ty) ≥ 1.

Definition 2.7 [24]: Let (X, d) be a metric space and α : X × X → [0,∞) be a mapping.
The metric space X is said to be α - complete if and only if every Cauchy sequence {xn} in X with
α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N , converges in X.

Definition 2.8 [24]: Let (X, d) be a metric space, α : X × X → [0,∞) and T : X → X be
two mappings. T is said to be α- continuous mapping on (X, d) if for each sequence {xn} in X
with xn → x as n → ∞ for some x ∈ X and α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N implies Txn → Tx as
n→∞.

Definition 2.9 [18]: Let X be a nonempty set and α : X × X → [0,∞) be a mapping. X is
said to have property (H) whenever for each x, y ∈ X, there is z ∈ X such that α(x, z) ≥ 1 and
α(y, z) ≥ 1.
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3 MAIN RESULTS
The definition of partial Chatterjea two-sided convex contraction mappings of type 2 with the ex-
istence and uniqueness of their fixed points in a metric space is discuss as follows.
Definition 3.1: Let (X, d) be a metric space. The mapping T : X → X is called partial Chatterjea
two-sided convex contraction mappings if there exist a mapping α : X ×X → [0,∞) and positive
numbers a1, a2, b1, b2 ∈ (0, 1) with a1 + a2 + b1 + b2 < 1 satisfying the following condition:
for all x, y ∈ X, α(x, y) ≥ 1 implies

d(T 2(x), T 2(y)) ≤ a1d(x, Ty) + a2d(Ty, T
2y)

+b1d(y, Tx) + b2d(Tx, T
2x). (1)

Remarks 3.2: If α(x, y) = 1 for all x, y ∈ X then the mapping T is called Chatterjea two- sided
convex contraction mapping.
Example 3.3: Let X = [1, 2] and d : X × X → R defined by d(x, y) = |x − y| for all x, y ∈ X.
Define T : X → X and α : X ×X → [0,∞) by Tx = x2+3

4 and α(x, y) = ex+ey+1
|ex−ey|+1 .

Now we show that T is a partial Chatterjea convex contractive map with a1 = 1
4 , a2 = 1

2 , b1 = 1
8

and b2 = 1
3 . For α(x, y) ≥ 1, and x, y ∈ X with x 6= y we obtain

|Tx− Ty| = 1
6 |x

2 − y2| ≤ |x− y|
and

|T 2x− T 2y| =
1

64
(|x4 + 6x2 − y4 − 6y2|)

≤ 1

4
(|Tx− y|+ |x− Ty|)

≤ 1

4
|x− Ty|+ 1

6
|Tx− y|

=
1

4
d(x, Ty) +

1

6
d(y, Tx)

≤ 1

4
d(x, Ty) +

1

6
d(y, Tx) +

1

8
d(Tx, T 2x) +

1

3
d(Ty, T 2y).

Theorem 3.4: Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a partial Chatterjea convex
contraction mapping of type 2 with based mapping α : X × X → [0,∞). Assume that T is α-
admissable and there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1. Then T has approximate fixed point
property. In addition, if T is α- continuous and (X, d) is an α- complete metric space then T has
a fixed point. T has a unique fixed point if it has property (H).
Proof: Let x0 ∈ X and since T is α-admissible then we have α(x, y) ≥ 1. Develop a sequence {xn}
in X as xn+1 = Tn+1x0 for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}. If there exists n ∈ N ∪ {0} such that xn = xn+1,
then xn is the fixed point of T and the proof is complete. So we assume xn 6= xn+1 for all
n ∈ N ∪ {0}. Since α(x, y) ≥ 1 and T is α- admissable, we have α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N . Let
k = max{d(x0, Tx0), d(Tx0, T 2x0)}. Since α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and using (1) we have
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d(T 2x0, T
3x0) ≤ a1d(x0, T

2x0) + a2d(T
2x0, T

3x0) + b1d(Tx0, Tx0)

+b2d(Tx0, T
2x0)

= a1d(x0, T
2x0) + a2d(T

2x0, T
3x0) + b2d(Tx0, T

2x0)

≤ a1d(x0, Tx0) + a1d(Tx0, T
2x0) + a2d(T

2x0, T
3x0)

+b2d(Tx0, T
2x0)

= a1d(x0, Tx0) + (a1 + b2)d(Tx0, T
2x0) + a2d(T

2x0, T
3x0)

≤ (2a1 + b2)max{d(x0, Tx0), d(Tx0, T 2x0)}+ a2d(T
2x0, T

3x0)

≤ (2a1 + b2)k

1− a2
(2)

Also,

d(T 3x0, T
4x0) ≤ a1d(Tx0, T

3x0) + a2d(T
3x0, T

4x0) + b1d(T
2x0, T

2x0)

+b2d(T
2x0, T

3x0)

= a1d(Tx0, T
3x0) + a2d(T

3x0, T
4x0) + b2d(T

2x0, T
3x0)

≤ a1d(Tx0, T 2x0) + a1d(T
2x0, T

3x0) + a2d(T
3x0, T

4x0)

+b2d(T
2x0, T

3x0)

= a1d(Tx0, T
2x0) + (a1 + b2)d(T

2x0, T
3x0) + a2d(T

3x0, T
4x0)

≤ (2a1 + b2)max{d(Tx0, T 2x0), d(T
2x0, T

3x0)}+ a2d(T
3x0, T

4x0))

≤ (2a1 + b2)k

1− a2
(3)

Continuing the process we have for n > 2,

d(Tnx0, T
n+1x0) ≤ (

(2a1 + b2)

1− a2
)n−2k

≤ γn−2k where γ =
(2a1 + b2)

1− a2
.

Thus d(Tnx0, Tn+1x0) → 0 as n → ∞. This shows that T is asymptotically regular at point
x0 ∈ X. By using Lemma 2.4 [18], T has approximate fixed point property.
Next, we show that T has a fixed point provided T is α- continuous and (X, d) is α- complete metric
space. First we show that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence in X. Let m,n ∈ N such that m > n, then
we have

d(Tnx0, T
mx0) ≤ d(Tnx0, T

n+1x0) + d(Tn+1x0, T
n+2x0)

+d(Tn+2x0, T
n+3x0) + · · ·+ d(Tm−1x0, T

mx0)

≤ γn−2k + γn−1k + γnk + · · ·+ γm+n−3k

≤ (γn−2 + γn−1 + γn + · · ·+ γm+n−3)k

≤ γn−2(1 + γ + γ2 + · · · )k

≤ γn−2

1− γ
k

As n→∞, γ
n−2

1−γ k → 0. Thus {xn} is a Cauchy sequence in X. Since α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 for all n ∈ N ,
by α- completeness of X, there is x∗ ∈ X such that xn → x∗ as n→∞. Since T is α- continuous,
we get xn+1 = Txn → Tx∗ as n → ∞. By uniqueness of the limit of {xn}, we obtain Tx∗ = x∗.
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Thus T has a fixed point .
To prove the uniqueness of the fixed point of T , we assume x∗ and y∗ to be different fixed points
of T . By property (H), we can choose z ∈ X such that α(x∗, z) ≥ 1 and α(y∗, z) ≥ 1. Since T is
α- admissable, we get α(x∗, Tmz) ≥ 1 and α(y∗, Tmz) ≥ 1 for all m ∈ N . Since α(x∗, T z) ≥ 1 and
utilizing (1) we have

d(x∗, T 3z) = d(T 2x∗, T 2(Tz))

≤ a1d(x∗, T 2z) + a2d(T
2z, T 3z) + b1d(Tz, Tx

∗)

+b2d(Tx
∗, T 2x∗)

= a1d(x
∗, T 2z) + b1d(Tz, Tx

∗)

≤ a1d(x∗, T 2z) + b1d(Tz, x
∗) + b1d(x

∗, Tx∗)

≤ a1d(x∗, T 2z) + b1d(Tz, x
∗)

≤ (a1 + b1)max{d(x∗, T 2z), d(Tz, x∗)}
≤ wk, where w = (a1b1 + b1).

For α(x∗, T 2z) ≥ 1 we have

d(x∗, T 4z) = d(T 2x∗, T 2(T 2z))

≤ a1d(x∗, T 3z) + a2d(T
3z, T 4z) + b1d(T

2z, T 2x∗)

+b2d(Tx
∗, T 3x∗)

≤ a1d(x∗, T 3z) + a2d(T
3z, T 4z) + b1d(T

2z, T 2x∗) + b2d(Tx
∗, T 2x∗)

+b2d(T
2x∗, T 3x∗)

= a1d(x
∗, T 3z) + b1d(T

2z, T 2x∗)

≤ a1(a1d(x∗, T 2z) + b1d(Tz, x
∗)) + b1d(T

2z, x∗) + b1d(x
∗, T 2x∗)

≤ a21d(x∗, T 2z) + a1b1d(Tz, x
∗) + b1d(T

2z, x∗)

≤ (a21 + a1b1 + b1)max{d(x∗, T 2z), d(Tz, x∗)}
≤ w2k.

Continuing the process we have d(x∗, Tmz) ≤ wm−2k. Since w < 1 then Tmz → x∗ as m → ∞.
Similarly, we can prove that Tmz → y∗ as m → ∞. By the uniqueness of limit x∗ = y∗. Thus T
has a unique fixed point.

Remarks 3.5 : Theorem 3.4 is a generalization of the result of ( [16] Theorem 2.5) because if
α(x, y) = 1 then partial Chatterjea convex contraction mappings of type 2 reduces to Chatterjea
convex contraction mappings of type 2 and the fixed point theorem is proved. If we replace our
map with partial Kannan convex contraction mapping of order 2 in Theorem 3.4 then we have the
work of ( [18] Theorem 3.10). If α(x, y) = 1 and a2 = b2 with T 2 = T in Theorem 3.4 then we have
the result of ( [3] Theorem 2.3).

Example 3.6: Let X = [0,∞) be equipped with the usual metric. Let T : X → X and
α : X ×X → [0,∞) be defined by

Tx =


x+5
6 if x ∈ [1, 3),

x2

4 + 1
8 if x = 3

α(x, y) =

 2 if x, y ∈ [1, 3),

0 otherwise.
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T is not continuous at x = 1 but α- continuous. Let {xn} be a sequence in X with α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1
for all n ∈ N . For n ∈ N , we have xn ∈ [1, 3] and Txn = xn+5

6 . If xn → x as n → ∞ for some
x ∈ X, we have
Txn = xn+5

6 → x+5
6 = Tx as n→∞.

Therefore T is α-continuous. T is α-admissible if there is x0 = 2 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) =
α(2, T (2)) = α(2, 1.16) ≥ 1.

Corollary 3.7: Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a Chatterjea convex contraction
mapping of type 2 with based mapping α : X ×X → [0,∞) such that

α(x, y)d(T 2(x), T 2(y)) ≤ a1d(x, Ty) + a2d(Ty, T
2y)

+b1d(y, Tx) + b2d(Tx, T
2x),

for all x, y ∈ X, where a1, a2, b1, b2 ∈ [0, 1) with a1 + a2 + b1 + b2 < 1 . Assume that T is α-
admissable and there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1. Then T has approximate fixed point
property. In addition, if T is α- continuous and (X, d) is an α- complete metric space then T has
a fixed point. T has a unique fixed point if it has property (H),

Corollary 3.8: Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a Chatterjea convex contraction
mapping of type 2 such that

(d(T 2(x), T 2(y)) + r)α(x,y) ≤ a1d(x, Ty) + a2d(Ty, T
2y)

+b1d(y, Tx) + b2d(Tx, T
2x) + r,

for all x, y ∈ X, where a1, a2, b1, b2 ∈ [0, 1) with a1 + a2 + b1 + b2 < 1 and r ≥ 1 . Assume that T
is α- admissable and there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1. Then T has approximate fixed
point property. In addition, if T is α- continuous and (X, d) is an α- complete metric space, then
T has a fixed point. T has a unique fixed point if it has property (H).

Conclusion : This research introduces a new class of partial Chatterjea convex contraction map-
ping of type 2 in metric spaces. The approximate fixed point theorem for these maps is established.
Examples are given to validate our results. The result has potential for future work as common
fixed points of these maps can be prove in different abstract spaces.

Conflicts of Interest
No conflict of interest was declared by the author.

References
[1] Tijs S., Torre A. & Branzei R.. Approximate fixed point theorems. Libertas Mathematica 23,

35-39, (2003) .

[2] Banach S.. Sur les operations dans les ensembles abstraits et leur application aux equations
integrales. Fundamenta Mathematicae 133-181 (1922).

[3] Berinde M. Approximate fixed point theorems. Stud. Univ. Babes Bolyai Math. 51(1),11-25,
(2006).

[4] Dey D. & Saha M.. Approximate fixed point of Reich operator. Acta Mathematica Universitatis
Comenianae 82(1), 119-123, (2013).

6

https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.20766958


International Journal of Mathematical Sciences and
Optimization: Theory and Applications

Vol. 8, No. 1, pp. 1 - 8
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.20766958

[5] Istratescu V. I. . Some fixed point theorems for convex contraction mappings and nonexpansive
mapping. I, Liberatan Math. 1, 151-163, (1981).

[6] Muresan V. & Muresan A. S.. On the theory of fixed point theorems for convex contraction
mappings. Carpathian Journal of Mathematics 31(3), 365-371, (2015).

[7] Alghamdi M. A., Alnafei S. H., Radenovic S. & Shahzad N.. Fixed point theorems for convex
contraction mappings on cone metric spaces. Math. Comput. Model. 54, 2020-2026, (2011).

[8] Bisht R. K. & Hussian N. A note on convex contraction mappings and discontinuity at fixed
point. J. Math. Anal. 8(4), 90-96, (2017).

[9] Georgescu F.. IFS consisting of generalized convex contractions. An. St. Univ. Ovidus Con-
stanta 25(1), 77-86, (2017), DOI:10.1515/auom-2017-0007.

[10] Ampadu C. K. B.. On the analogue of the convex contraction mapping theorem for tri-cyclic
convex contraction mapping of order 2 in b-metric space. J. Global Research in Math. Arch.
4(6), 1-5, (2017).

[11] Ampadu C. K. B. Some fixed point theory results for convex contraction mapping of order 2.
JP Journal of Fixed Point Theory and Applications 12(2-3), 81-130, (2017).

[12] Bisht R. K. & Rakocevic V.. Fixed points of convex and generalized convex contractions.
Rendiconti del Circolo Matematico di Palermo Series 2, https:// doi.org/10.1007/s12215-018-
0386-2.

[13] Eke K. S., Oghonyon J. G. & Davvaz B.. Some fixed point theorems for contractive maps in
fuzzy G-partial metric spaces. International Journal Mechanical Engineering and Technology
9(8), 635-645, (2018).

[14] Eke K. S.. Common fixed point theorems for generalized contraction mappings on uniform
spaces. Far East Journal of Mathematical Sciences 99(11), 1753-1760, (2016).

[15] Eke K. S., Imaga O. F. & Odetunmibi O. A.. Convergence and stability of some modified
iterative processes for a class of generalized contractive-like operators. IAENG International
Journal of Computer Sciences 44(4), 4 pages, (2017).

[16] Eke K. S., Olisama V. O. & Bishop S. A.. Some fixed point theorems for convex contractive
mappings in complete metric spaces with applications. Cogent Mathematics and Statistics ,
6:1655870, (2019).

[17] Miandaragh M. A., Postolache M. & Rezapour S.. Approximate fixed points of generalized
convex contractions. Fixed Point Theory and Applications 2013:255, ( 2013).

[18] Latif A., Sintunavarat W.& Ninsri A.. Approximate fixed point theorems for partial generalized
convex contraction mappings in α- complete metric spaces. Taiwanese Journal of Mathematics
19(1), 315-333, (2015).

[19] Frechet M. . Sur queiques points du Calcul fonctionnel. Rendiconti del Circolo Matematico di
Palermo 22, 1-74 , (1906).

[20] Reich S.. Approximate selection, best approximations, fixed points, and invariant sets. J. Math.
Anal. Appl. 62, 104-113, (1978).

[21] Browder F. E. & Petrysyn W. V.. The solution by iteration of nonlinear functional equation
in Banach spaces. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 72, 571-576, (1966).

[22] Kohlenbach U. & Leustean L.. The approximate fixed point property in product spaces. Non-
linear Anal. 66, 806-818, (2007).

7

https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.20766958


International Journal of Mathematical Sciences and
Optimization: Theory and Applications

Vol. 8, No. 1, pp. 1 - 8
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.20766958

[23] Samet B., Vetro C. & Vetro P.. Fixed point theorems for α− ψ- contractive mappings. Non-
linear Anal. 75, 2154-2165, (2012).

[24] Hussain N., Kutbi M. A. & P. Salimi P.. Fixed point theory in α- complete metric spaces with
applications. Abstract and Applied Analysis Vol.2014, Article ID 280817, 11 pages.

8

https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.20766958

	Introduction
	 Preliminaries
	 MAIN RESULTS

