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Abstract: We introduce two new classes of single-valued contractions of polynomial type defined on a metric
space. For the first one, called the class of polynomial contractions, we establish two fixed point theorems.
Namely, we first consider the case when the mapping is continuous. Next we weaken the continuity condition.
In particular, we recover Banach’s fixed point theorem. The second class, called the class of almost polynomial
contractions, includes the class of almost contractions introduced by Berinde [Approximating fixed points of
weak contractions using the Picard iteration, Nonlinear Anal. Forum 9 (2004), no. 1, 43-53]. A fixed point
theorem is established for almost polynomial contractions. The obtained result generalizes that derived by
Berinde in the above reference. Several examples showing that our generalizations are significant are
provided.
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1 Introduction

The most used techniques for studying the existence of uniqueness of solutions to nonlinear problems
(for instance, integral equations, differential equations, fractional differential equations, evolution equations)
are based on the reduction of the problem to an equation of the form Tu = u, where T is a self-mapping defined
on a certain set X (usually equipped with a certain topology) and u € X is the unknown solution. Any solution u
to the previous equation is called a fixed point of T. So, the study of fixed point problems for different classes
of mappings T and different topological structures on X is of great importance.

One of the most celebrated results in fixed point theory is the Banach fixed point theorem [1], which states
that, if (X, d) is a complete metric space and T : X — X is a mapping satisfying

d(Tw, Tz) < Ad(z, w) (W)
for all w, z € X, where A € [0, 1) is a constant, then

(B) T possesses one and only one fixed point;
(By) for all zy € X, the sequence {z,} defined by z,.; = Tz,, converges to this fixed point.
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Any mapping T : X — X satisfying (1.1) is called a contraction. The literature includes several generalizations
and extensions of Banach’s fixed point theorem. Some of them were focused on weakening the right-hand side
of inequality (1.1), e.g., [2-7]. In other results, the underlying space is equipped with a generalized distance, see
e.g., [8-11]. We also cite to the study by Nadler [12], who initiated the study of fixed points for multi-valued
mappings. More recent fixed point results extending Banach’s fixed point theorem can be found in [13-17].

On the other hand, despite the importance of Banach’s fixed point theorem, this result is only concerned
with continuous mappings. Namely, any mapping T : X — X satisfying (1.1) is continuous on (X, d). So, it is
natural to ask whether it is possible to extend Banach’s fixed point theorem to mappings that are not
necessarily continuous. The first work in this direction is the study by Kannan [18], where he introduced
the class of mappings T : X — X satisfying the condition

d(Tx, Ty) < Ald(x, Tx) + d(y, Ty)]

for all x,y € X, where A € lO, %] is a constant. Namely, it was shown that (B;) and (B,) hold also for the above

class of mappings (when (X, d) is a complete metric space). Following Kannan’s result, several fixed point
theorems have been obtained without the requirement of the continuity of the mapping, e.g., [2,419]. In
particular, Berinde [2] introduced an interesting class of mappings, called the class of almost contractions
(or weak contractions), which includes Kannan’s mappings and many other classes of mappings. We recall
below the definition of almost contractions.

Definition 1.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : X — X is called an almost contraction, if there exists
A €[0,1) and ¢ > 0 such that

d(Tx, Ty) < Ad(x, y) + €d(y, Tx) (12)

for every x,y € X.
Berinde [2] proved the following fixed point theorem for the above class of mappings.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be an almost contraction. Then,
() T admits at least one fixed point;
(i) For all z, € X, the sequence {z,} defined by z,.1 = Tz, converges to a fixed point of T.

We point out that contractions can have more than one fixed point [2, Example 1].

In this study, we first introduce the class of polynomial contractions. Two fixed point results are obtained
for such mappings. Namely, we first consider the case when T is continuous. Next we weaken the continuity
condition. Our obtained results recover Banach’s fixed point theorem. Next we introduce the class of almost
polynomial contractions and establish a fixed point theorem for this class of mappings. Our obtained result
generalizes Theorem 1.1. Several examples are provided to illustrate our results.

2 Class of polynomial contractions
We introduce here the class of polynomial contractions.

Definition 2.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X — X be a given mapping. We say that T is a polynomial
contraction, if there exists A € [0, 1), a natural number k > 1 and a family of mappings a; : X x X — [0, =),
i=0,..,k, such that

k k
Y ai(Tx, Ty)d(Tx, Ty) < 1Y ai(x, y)d(x,y) 2.1

i=0 i=0

for every x,y € X.
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In this section, we are concerned with the study of fixed points for the above class of mappings.

We first consider the case when T is a continuous mapping.

-_ 3

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a polynomial contraction. Assume that the

following conditions hold:
(1) T is continuous;
(i) there exist j € {1, ...,k} and A; > 0 such that

ai(x,y) z 4;, X,y €X.

Then, T admits a unique fixed point z* € X. Moreover, for every z, € X, the Picard sequence {z,} C X defined

by z,.1 = Tz, for all n = 0, converges to z*.

Proof. We first prove that the set of fixed points of T is nonempty. Let zy € X be fixed and {z,} C X be the

Picard sequence defined by
Zn+1 =Tz, n=0.

Making use of (2.1) with (x, y) = (2o, z1), we obtain

k k

Y ai(Tzo, Tz)d(Tzo, Tzr) < A Y ai(zo, 21)d (20, 21),
i=0 i=0

that is,
Y ai(z, 2)d @, ) < 1Y aizo, 21)d (2o, ).
i=0 i=0

Using again (2.1) with (x,y) = (z, z), we obtain

k k

Y ai(Tz, Tz)d(Ta, Tz) < 1) alz, 2)d{(z, ),
i=0 i=0

that is,
k . k .
Y a4z, 23)d (2, z3) < 1) a(@, 2)d @, 2,),
i=0 i=0
which implies by (2.2) that
k . k ‘
Z a2y, 23)d"(2, z3) < A Z ai(zo, z)d" (2o, 7).
i=0 i=0

Continuing in the same way, we obtain by induction that

k k
Z ai(zn: Zrl+1)di(zn) Zn+1) At Z ai(ZO) Zl)di(ZO: Zl)’ nz0.
i=0 i=0
Since
k

aj(zn; Zn+1)dj(zn’ Zn+1) < Zai(zna Zn+1)di(zn, Zn+1),
i=0
we obtain by (ii) that

k

Ajdj(zm Zns1) < zai(zn: Z,,+1)di(Z,,, Zn+1),
i=0

(2.2)

2.3)
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which implies by (2.3) that

d(zy, Zn+1) < AfGj0, N 20, 2.4)
where
A =X €1[0,1) 2.5)
and
k j
Tjo = |47 Y ai(zo, 2)di(2o, 2)| - 2.6)

i=0
Then, making use of (2.4) and the triangle inequality, we obtain that for alln 2 0 and m > 1,

A(Zn, Zn+m) < d(Zy, Zns1) + A(Znst, Zns2) + oo+ Ad(Znem-1, Znem)
< 05 oA + AT 4 oLy

nl—/l}"
=O-j’0/1j 1‘)(1'
An
Saj’ol—/lj -0 as n,m— o,

This shows that {z,} is a Cauchy sequence. Since (X, d) is complete, there exists z* € X such that

lim d(z,, z*) = 0,

n—o
which implies by the continuity of T that
lim d(zp+1, Tz*) = lim d(Tz,, Tz*) = 0.

n—o n—o

Then, from the uniqueness of the limit, we deduce that 7z* = z*, that is, z* is a fixed point of T
We now show that z* is the unique fixed point of T. Indeed, if z** € X is another fixed point of T,
ie, Tz** = z** and d(z*, z**) > 0, then making use of (2.1) with (x, y) = (z*, z**), we obtain

k k
Y ai(Tz*, Tz**)di(Tz*, Tz**) < 1Y ai(z*, 2**)di(z*, z*%),
i=0 i=0

that is,
k k
> ai(z*, 2*¥)di(z*, 2**) < A1) ai(z*, z+*)di(z*, z*¥). 2.7
i=0 =0

On the other hand, from (ii), we have

k
Y ai(z*, Z**)di(z*, 2**) 2 aj(z*, 2*¥)d(z*, 2%*%) 2 AidI(z*, 2+¥).
i=0

Since A; > 0 and d(z*, z**) > 0, we deduce that

k
Y ai(z*, z*¥)di(z*, z**) > 0.
i=0
Then, dividing (2.7) by Zﬁloai(z*, z**)di(z*, z**), we reach a contradiction with A € [0, 1). Consequently,
z* is the unique fixed point of T. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. O

We now study some particular cases of Theorem 2.1.
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Proposition 2.1. Let (X,d) be a metric space and T: X — X be a polynomial contraction (in the sense
of Definition 2.1). Assume that the following conditions hold:
@ ap=0,ie,apx,y)=0foralx,y€X;
@) for alli €1, ...,k}, there exists B; > 0 such that
a(x,y) <B;, X,y €X;
(iii) there exist j € {1, ...,k} and A; > 0 such that
aj(x,y) z 4;, x,y €X.

Then, T is continuous.

Proof. Let {u;} C X be a sequence such that

lim d(uy, u) = 0, 2.8)

n—oo

for some u € X. Using (i) and making use of (2.1) with (x, y) = (u,, u), we obtain

k k
Zai(Tun; Tu)di(Tun) Tu) < Azai(un’ u)di(un’ u); nz O;
i=1 i=1

which implies by (ii) and (iii) that

k
A;jd)(Tuy, Tu) < 1) Bid'(up, u), n = 0. (2.9)
i=1

Then, making use of (2.8) and passing to the limit as n — « in (2.9), we obtain

lim d/(Tuy, Tu) = 0,

n—oo
which is equivalent to

lim d(Tuy, Tu) = 0.

n—o

This shows that T is a continuous mapping. g
From Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 2.1, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 2.1. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a polynomial contraction. Assume that the
following conditions hold:

(M ap=0;

@@ for alli €11, ...,k}, there exists B; > 0 such that

a(x,y)<B;, X, yE€X;
(iii) there exist j € {1, ...,k} and A; > 0 such that

ajx,y) =z 4;, x,y€X.
Then, T admits a unique fixed point z* € X. Moreover, for every z, € X, the Picard sequence {z,} C X defined
by z,+1 = Tz, for all n = 0, converges to z*.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Corollary 2.1.

Corollary 2.2. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a given mapping. Assume that there exist
A € [0,1), a natural number k > 1, and a finite sequence {a;}k; C (0, ) such that

k k
Y adi(Tx, Ty) < 1Y adi(x, y) (2.10)
i=1

i=1
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for every x,y € X. Then, T admits a unique fixed point z* € X. Moreover, for every z, € X, the Picard sequence
{zn} C X defined by zn.1 = Tz, for alln = 0 converges to z*.

Remark 2.1. Observe that Corollary 2.2 recovers Banach’s fixed point theorem. Indeed, takingk =1and g = 1,
(2.10) reduces to

d(Tx, Ty) < Ad(x,y), Xy € X.

We provide below an example to illustrate Theorem 2.1.

Example 2.1. Let X = {x3, Xp, X3, X4} and T : X —» X be the mapping defined by
TX1 =X, TXZ = X3, TX3 = Xg, TX4 = X.

Let d be the discrete metric on X, i.e,,
p ~ 1 ifi#j,
S T

Consider the mapping a, : X x X — [0, ) defined by

ao(xi, X;) = ao(X;, X),
ao(xi, x;) = 0,

ap(x, %) = ag(x, X3) = 3,
ao(x, x3) = ao(x3, X4) = 2,
aop(x, Xg) =1,

ao(Xz, X4) = 6.

We claim that
ao(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) < %(ao(x,y) +d(x,y)) 211

for every x,y € X, that is, T is a polynomial contraction in the sense of Definition 2.1 with k=1, a; = 1,

and A = %. If x =y or (x,y) = (4, X4), then (2.11) is obvious. Then, by symmetry, we just have to show that
(2.11) holds for all x;, x; € X with 1<i<j<4 and (i,j) # (1,4). Table 1 provides the different values of
ao(Tx;, Tx;) + d(Tx;, Tx;) and ao(x;, X;) + d(x;, ;) for all 1 < i < j < 4, which confirms (2.11).

Then, all the conditions of Theorem 2.1 are satisfied ((ii) is satisfied with A; = 1). On the other hand,

T admits a unique fixed point z* = x;, which confirms our obtained result.
Remark that Banach’s fixed point theorem is not applicable in this example. Indeed, we have

d(Tx, Txy) _ dOa,x3) _
d(a, x;) d(a, ) .

We also note that if we consider the mapping

D(x,y) =dx,y) + ap(x,y), Xx,y€X,

Table 1: Values of ao(Tx;, Tx;) + d(Tx;, Tx;) and ao(x;, X;) + d(X;, X;)

(i, §) ay(Tx;, Tx;) + d(Tx;, Tx;) ao(x;, X;) + d(x;, X))
1,2) 3 4
1,3) 2 3
2,3) 3 4
2,4) 3 7
(3,4) 2 3




DE GRUYTER Contractions of polynomial type = 7

then (2.11) reduces to
3
D(Tx, Ty) < ZZ)(x,y), X,y €X.

However, D is not a metric on X. This can be easily seen observing that (Table 1)
D, Xg) = 7> 6 =D, X1) + D, Xa).

We now weaken the continuity condition imposed on T in Theorem 2.1.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, d) be a metric space. Amapping T : X — X is called Picard-continuous, if forall z, w € X,
we have

limd(T"z,w) =0 = limd(T(T"z), Tw) = 0,

n—o n—o

where T% = z and T"*1z = T(T"z) for alln = 0.

Remark that if T: X — X is continuous, then T is Picard-continuous. However, the converse is not true.
The following example shows this fact.

Example 2.2. Let X = [a, b], where a, b € R and a < b. Consider the mapping T : X — X defined by

a ifasx<hb,
Ix=1a+b
2

if x =D.

Let d be the standard metric on X, that is, d(x,y) = |x — y| for all x,y € X. Clearly, the mapping T is not
continuous at b. However, T is Picard-continuous in the sense of Definition 2.2. Indeed, observe that for all
z € X, we have

T"'z=a forall n=2.
So, if for some z, w € X, we have

limd(T"z, w) = 0,

n—o
then w = a and

lim d(T(T"z), w) = lim d(Ta, w) = d(Ta, w) = 0,

n—-o n—-o

which shows that T is Picard-continuous.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a polynomial contraction. Assume that the
following conditions hold:
() Tis Picard-continuous;
(i) there exist j € {1, ...,k} and A; > 0 such that
ajx,y) =z A;, x,y€X.

Then, T admits a unique fixed point z* € X. Moreover, for every z, € X, the Picard sequence {z,} C X defined
by z,+1 = Tz, for all n = 0, converges to z*.

Proof. We first prove that the set of fixed points of T is nonempty. Let zo € X be fixed and {z,} C X be the
Picard sequence defined by

Zn1=Tz,, n2=0,
that is,

Zn=T"2p, n=0.
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From the proof of Theorem 2.1, we know that {z,} is a Cauchy sequence, which implies by the completeness
of (X, d) that there exists z* € X such that

lim d(T"zg, z*) = 0.
n—oo

Then, by the Picard continuity of T, it holds that
lim d(T™z,, Tz*) = lim d(T(T"z), Tz*) = 0,

n—o n—-o

which implies by the uniqueness of the limit that z* is a fixed point of T. The rest of the proof is similar to that
of Theorem 2.1. O

We now provide an example to illustrate Theorem 2.2.
Example 2.3. Let X = [0,1] and T : X — X be the mapping defined by

1 if 0<x<1
Tx =4 no=x<d
0 ifx=1
Let d be the standard metric on X, i.e.,
dx,y)=|x-yl, xy€X
Remark that T is not a continuous mapping, but it is Picard continuous (Example 2.2).
Consider now the mapping ao : X x X — [0, «) defined by

X

5
ao(X,)’) = E
We claim that

ao(Tx, Ty) + d(Ix, Iy) < %(ao(x,y) +d(x,y)) 212)

forall x, y € X, that is, T is a polynomial contraction in the sense of Definition 2.1 withk =1,a; = 1,and A = 1.

2
We discuss three possible cases (due to the symmetry of ay).
Case 1: x, y € [0, 1). In this case, we have

ao(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = ao[%, %] + d[l 1] -0,

which yields (2.12).
Case 2: x € [0,1) and y = 1. In this case, we have

a()(TX, 73’) + d(TX’ 1))) = Qo

1 1 1
zﬂ+4z@'z

and

ay(x,y) + d(y) _ age, ) + dee,1) _ 5 X‘X _

‘ 5  Ix-1
+— +
2 2 12

1 1
4 16 2 4’
which yields (2.12).
Case 3: x = y = 1. In this case, we have

aO(TXs D’) + d(TX, ]y) = aO(OJ O) + d(07 0) = 0:

which yields (2.12).
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Therefore, (2.12) holds. Consequently, Theorem 2.2 applies. On the other hand, z* = i is the unique fixed
point of T, which confirms the obtained result given by Theorem 2.2.
Note that in this example, Theorem 2.1 is inapplicable since T is not continuous.

3 Class of almost polynomial contractions
Motivated by Berinde [2], we introduce here the class of almost polynomial contractions.

Definition 3.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X — X be a given mapping. We say that T is an almost
polynomial contraction, if there exists A € [0, 1), a natural number k > 1, a finite sequence {Li}{‘:o C (0, ),
and a family of mappings a; : X x X — [0, ), 1 = 0,..., k, such that

k k
2 a(Tx, V)A(Tx, Ty) < 1Y ai(x, y)[di(x, y) + Lid(y, Tx)] 3.1
i=0 i=0

for every x,y € X.
We recall below the concept of weakly Picard operators, which was introduced by Rus (e.g., [20-22]).

Definition 3.2. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X — X be a given mapping. We say that T is a weakly Picard
operator, if

(i) the set of fixed points of T is nonempty;

(i) for all zy € X, the Picard sequence {T"z} is convergent and its limit belongs to the set of fixed points of T

Our main result in this section is the following fixed point theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be an almost polynomial contraction. Assume
that the following conditions hold:

(1) T is Picard-continuous;

(i) there exist j € {1, ...,k} and A; > 0 such that

aix,y) =2 A;, x,y€X.

Then, T is a weakly Picard operator.

Proof. Let z; € X be fixed and {z,} C X be the Picard sequence defined by
Zn+1 = Tz, nz0.

Making use of (3.1) with (x, y) = (2o, z), we obtain

k k
Zai(TZO, Tz)d(Tzp, Tz) < A Zai(zo, z)[d (2o, z1) + Lid'(z, T2o)],
i=0 i=0
that is,
k k
Zai(zls 2)d(z, 2) < A z ai(zo, 21)d'(2o, 7). (3.2)
i=0 i=0

Again, making use of (3.1) with (x, y) = (z, z,), we obtain

k k

Zai(TZb T2)d Tz, Tz) < A zai(ZL )[d(z, ) + Lid'(z5, T2)],
i=0 i=0
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that is,
k k
2 4z, 22)d (2, 23) < 1) a2, 2)d(z, 2),
i=0 i=0
which gives us thanks to (3.2) that
2 6i(2, 2)d (23, 23) < X* ) ai(zo, 2)d! (20, 21)-
i=0 =0
Continuing this process, we obtain by induction that
Zai(zn; Zp+1)A' (Zn, Zns1) < A Zai(zo, 2)d"(zo, 1), nz=0,
i=0 i=0
which implies from (ii) that
d(znx Zn+1) < /1}10}‘,0, nz Oy
where A; € [0, 1) and gj ¢ are given by (2.5) and (2.6). Next, proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we obtain
that {z,} is a Cauchy sequence, which implies by the completeness of (X, d) the existence of z* € X such that

lim d(z,, 2*) = 0.

n—oo
Finally, taking into consideration that T is Picard-continuous, we obtain

lim d(zp+q, T2*) = 0,

n—o

which implies by the uniqueness of the limit that z* = Tz*. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is then completed. [
We now investigate some special cases of Theorem 3.1.

Proposition 3.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X - X be a given mapping. Assume that there exist
A € [0, 1), a natural number k 2 1 and two finite sequence fa}, {L3K, C (0, ) such that

k k
Y ad(Tx, Ty) < 1) aldi(x,y) + Lidi(y, Tx)] (3.3)

i=1 i=1

for every x,y € X. Then, T is Picard-continuous.

Proof. Let z, u € X be such that

limd(T%%, u) = 0. (3.9

q-

Making use of (3.3) with (x, y) = (T, u), we obtain

k k
Y aid{(T(T2), Tu) < 1) a[d'(T2, u) + Lid'(u, T(T%))],

i=1 i=1
that is,
k k
> ad(T%z, Tu) < 1) ad(T%, u) + Lid(u, T1*z)],
i=1 i=1

which implies that

k
d(T(T%2), Tu) < %Zai[dl’(qu, u) + Lidi(u, T9*'2)).
1i=1
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Then, passing to the limit as ¢ — o« in the above inequality and making use of (3.4), we obtain

lim d(T(T%2), Tu) = 0,
q—
which proves that T is Picard-continuous. g
From Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.1, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 3.1. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — X be a given mapping. Assume that there exist

A € [0,1), a natural number k > 1 and two finite sequence {a;};, {L;}<; C (0, ») such that (3.3) holds for every
X,y € X. Then, T is a weakly Picard operator.

Proof. Remark that (3.3) is a special case of (3.1) with ay = 0 and a; is constant for all i € {1, ...,k}. Then,
by Proposition 3.1, Theorem 3.1 applies. O

Remark 3.1. Takingk =1,q; = 1, and L; = % (0 < A < 1), where ¢ > 0, (3.3) reduces to (1.2). Then, by Corollary
3.1, we recover Berinde’s fixed point theorem (Theorem 1.1).

We now give some examples to illustrate the above obtained results. The following example shows that
under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, we may have more than one fixed point.

Example 3.1. Let X = {x, %, x3} and T : X — X be the mapping defined by
T =x, Tx=Xx TIx=X.

The set X is equipped with the discrete metric

1 ifi#j,

A% 3) =g it 1=

We claim that the mapping T satisfies B.3) withk =2, a1 =a, =1, 1 = % and Ly = L, = % that is,

d(Tx, Ty) + dX(Tx, Ty) < g d(x,y) + %d(y, Tx) + d%(x, y) + %dZ(y, Tx) 3.5)

forall x,y € X.If x = y or (x,y) € {(x, Xs3), (X3, %)}, then (3.5) is obvious. Table 2 gives the different values of
d(Tx;, Txy) + d*(Tx;, Tx;) and d(x;, x;) + %d(xj, Tx) + d*(x;, x) + %dz(xj, Tx;) for all i,j € {1,2,3} with i #j and
14, J) € {1, 3), (3, 1)}, which confirm (3.5). Then, Corollary 3.1 applies. On the other hand, the set of fixed points
of T is nonempty, which confirms the obtained result provided by Corollary 3.1. Remark that the set of fixed
points of T is equal to {x, x}.

An other example that illustrates Theorem 3.1 is given below.

Table 2: Values of d(Tx;, Tx;) + d%(Tx; Tx;) and d(x;, x;) + %d(xj, Tx;) + d*(X;, X)) + %dz(x,-, Tx;)

(&) d(Tx;, TG) + dXTx;, T;) d(x;, %) + 30, Tx0) + d2(x; X)) + 3d%0x;, Tx)
1,2) 2 3
2,1 2 3
2,3 2 3
(3,2 2 3
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Example 3.2. Let X = [0,1] and T : X - X be the mapping defined by

1 .
= <
Tx =17 if0<sx<1,
0 ifx=1.
Let d be the standard metric on X, i.e.,
A, y) = Ix-yl, xy€X.

We recall that T is Picard-continuous (Example 2.2).
Consider the mapping a, : X x X — [0, ) defined by

1 1
ao(x,y)=4x2—3x+z + 4y2—3y+5, X,y €X.

We claim that
(T, ) + AT, Ty) < 5 2alx,) + dx,y) + A, ) (36)

for all x,y € X, that is, T is an almost polynomial contraction in the sense of Definition 3.1 withk =1,a; = 1,

Ly=L;i=1and A = % We discuss four possible cases.

Case 1: 0 < x, y < 1. In this case, we have

11 11
ao(Tx, ) + AT, Ty) = a7 Z] . d[z, Z] -0

Then, (3.6) holds.
Case 2: 0 < x <1, y = 1. In this case, we have

ap(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = ay

1 1
I "] * d[z’ 0]

+
S| =

1
Jw N~

1l
Qo

o, T
Qao(x, y) +d(x,y) + d(y, Tx)).

<

N | =

Then, (3.6) holds.
Case 3: x =1,0 <y < 1. In this case, we have

1 3
+ — —
4 4

N | =

ap(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = ao

1 1
0, Z] + d[(), Z] =
and

3
= —,

2

3 1
(xy) = aLy) = 5 + 4y? -3y + 2

Therefore, it holds that

ao(Tx, Ty) + d(Ix, Ty) =

I\

Nk N-L N ws|w

<

[zaO(X’ )’)]

<

Qag(x, y) + d(x, y) + d(y, Tx)).
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Then, (3.6) holds.
Case 4: x = y = 1. In this case, we have

ao(Tx, Ty) + d(Tx, Ty) = ay(0, 0) + d(1,1)
=1
=d(y, Tx)

<2 (ay(x6.y) + d(x.Y) + d©, TO).

Then, (3.6) holds.
Consequently, (3.6) is satisfied for all x, y € X. Note also that condition (ii) of Theorem 3.1 holds with j = 1

and A; = 1. Then, Theorem 3.1 applies. Observe that z* = i is a fixed point of T, which confirms the result given
by Theorem 3.1.
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