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Abstract

Fixed point theorems have been proved for various contractive con-
ditions by several authors in the existing literature. In this article,
we define an (v, ¢)- generalized almost weakly contractive map in
S-metric spaces and prove an existence and uniqueness of fixed point
of such maps. And also we deduce some existing results as special
cases of our result. Moreover, we give an example in support of the
results.
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1 Introduction

Fixed point technique is considered as one of the powerful tools to solve sev-
eral problems occur in several fields like Computer science, Economics, Mathe-
matics and its allied subjects. In the year 1906, M.Frechet [/] introduced metric
spaces. Later, in the year 1922, Stefan Banach [4] proved a very famous theo-
rem called "Banach Fixed Point Theorem”. This theorem has been generalized
in many directions by generalizing the underlying space or by viewing it as a
common fixed point theorem along with other self maps. In the past few years, a
number of generalizations of metric spaces like G -metric spaces, partial metric
spaces and cone metric spaces were initiated. These generalizations are used to
extend the scope of the study of fixed point theory. In 2012, Sedghi, Shobe and
Aliouche [[13]] introduced S-metric spaces and studied some properties of these
spaces. We observe that, every G-metric space need not be a S-metric space and
vice-versa. For details, see Examples 2.1 and 2.2 in [S)]. Generally, in proving
fixed point results for a single self map, we utilize completeness and a contractive
condition.

Nowadays, the study of fixed point theorems for self maps satisfying different con-
traction conditions is the center of rigorous research activities. In this direction,
Dutta et al. [6] introduced (¢, ¢)-weakly contractive maps in 2008 and obtained
some fixed point results for such contractions. Later, G.V.R. Babu et al. [[1] intro-
duced (v, ¢)-almost weakly contractive maps in G-metric spaces in 2014. Fixed
points of contractive maps on S-metric spaces were studied by several authors [2],
[3] and [11]. Since then, several contractions have been considered for proving
fixed point theorems.

The main purpose of this paper is to define an (1), ¢)- generalized almost weakly
contractive map in S-metric spaces and prove an existence and uniqueness of fixed
point of such maps. Furthermore we deduce some results as corollaries to our re-
sult and provide an example to validate our result.

2 Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. /8] A function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) is said to be an altering
distance function if it satisfies

(i) v is continuous and non decreasing and

(ii) Y(t) = 0 if and only if t = 0.

We denote the class of all altering distance functions by V.

We denote ® = {¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) : (i) ¢ is continuous and (ii) ¢(t)=0 if and
only if t=0}.

In the following, Dutta and Choudhury [6] established the fixed points of (1, ¢)-
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weakly contractive maps in complete metric spaces.

Theorem 2.1. [6|] Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and let h:X—X be a self-
maps of X. If there exist 1, ¢ € V such that

(d(he, hD)) < V(d(E, V) — 6(d(E,0)) forall &V € X.
Then h has a unique fixed point.

Definition 2.2. [[[0] Let X be a non-empty set, G:X* — [0,00) be a function
satisfying the following properties:

(ii) G(&,&,9) > 0 forall §,9 €X with £ # 1,

(iii) G(&,£,9) < G(E, 0, w) for all £,9,w €X,

(iv) G(&, Y, w) = G(&, w,vY) = G(w, &, V) =...(symmetriy in all three variables),
(v) G(&,9,w) <G, a,a) + G(a,d,w) forall §,0,w,a €X.

Then the function G is called a generalized metric(G-metric) and the pair (X,G)
is called a G-metric space.

Definition 2.3. [/4|] Let (X,G) be a G-metric space. A self mapping h of X is said
to be weakly contractive if for all £, 9, w € X

where 1) is an altering distance function.

In 2012, Khandagqji, Al-Sharif and Al-Khaleel [9] proved the following for weakly
contractive maps in G-metric spaces.

Theorem 2.2. [9] Let (X,G) be a complete G-metric space and h:X—X be a self
map. If there exist ) € V and ¢ € O such that

Y(G(RE, h, hw)) < Y(max{G (&, 0, w), G, hE, hE), G(I, hi, h), G(w, hw, hw),
aG(hE hE, DY) + (1 — a)G(hY, k), w), BG(E, hE, hE)
+ (1= B)G(W, i, hd)}) — p(maz{G(E, 9, w), G(&, hE, hE),
G(0, hd, h), G(w, hw, hw), aG(hE, hE, V)
+ (1 — )G(hY, hd,w), BG(&, hE, hE) + (1 — BYG (Y, hd, hd)}) (1)
forall §,9,w €X,where v, B € (0,1). Then h has a unique fixed point u(say) and

h is G-continuous at u.

Definition 2.4. [13] Let a nonempty set X, then we say that a function S: X3 —
[0, 00) is S-metric on X if:

(S1) S(&,9,w) > 0forall §,9,w X with § # ¥ # w,

(S2)S(€,9,w) = 0if € =9 = w,

(S3) S(&,9,w) < [S(&,& a) 4+ S(9,9,a) + S(w,w, a)l.

forall £,9,w,a €X. Then (X,S) is called an S-metric space.

246



D.Venkatesh, V.Naga Raju

Example 2.1. [I3] Let (X,d) be a metric space. Define S:X3 — [0,00) by
S(&0,w) =d(&,9)+d(&,w) + d(V,w) forall §,9,w €X. Then S is an S-metric
on X and S is called the S-metric induced by the metric d.

Example 2.2. [5] Let X=R, the set of all real numbers and let S(£, 9, w) = |J +
w — 28| + |9 — w| forall §,9,w €X. Then (X,S) is an S-metric space.

Example 2.3. [[2] Let X=R, the set of all real numbers and let S(§,0,w) =
1€ —w| + [ —w| forall §,9,w €X. Then (X,S) is an S-metric space.

Example 2.4. Let X=[0,1] and we define S: X3 — [0, 00) by
0 f¢E=v=w

max{&,0,w} otherwise

Then S is an S-metric on X.

S, 9, w) =

The following lemmas are useful in our main results.
Lemma 2.1. [[/3)] In an S-metric space, we have S(&,&,9) = S(9,9,€).

Lemma 2.2. [5l] In an S-metric space, we have
(i) S(&,€,9) <25(&, &, w) + S, 9, w) and
(ii) S(§,&,9) < 25(8, &, w) + S(w,w, V).

Definition 2.5. [[/3] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. We define the following:

(i) a sequence {&,} €X converges to a point & €X if S(&,,,&0,&) — 0asn — oo.
That is, for each € > 0, there exists ng € N such that for all n> ng, S(&n, &n, &) <
€ and we denote it by lim,, . &, = &.

(ii) a sequence {&,,} €X is called a Cauchy sequence if for each € > 0, there exists
ng € N such that S(&,, &, &) < € for all n,m> ny,.

(iii) (X,S) is said to be complete if each Cauchy sequence in X is convergent.

Definition 2.6. Letr (X,S) and (Y,S’) be two S-metric spaces. Then a function
h:X—Y is S-continuous at a point £ €X if it is S-sequentially continuous at &,
that is, whenever {,} is S-convergent to &, we have h(&,) is S’-convergent to

(&)

Lemma 2.3. [[/3)] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. If the sequences {&,} in X
converges to &, then & is unique.

Lemma 2.4. [[I3] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. If there exist sequences {,}
and {9, } in X such that lim,,_,, &, = £ and lim,,_,, ¥,, = 0, then

hmn—>oo S(fm gna ﬁn) = S(57 5) 19)
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Definition 2.7. [[3|] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. A map h:X—X is said to be
an S-contraction if there exists a constant O < \ < 1 such that

S(h(€), h(§), h(¥)) < AS(E,&,0) forall §,0 € X.

We now introduce the following definition and support it with a subsequent ex-
ample.

Definition 2.8. Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. A map h:X — X is called (1, ¢)
-generalized almost weakly contractive if it satisfies the inequality

Y(S(hE, hY, hw)) < (M (€, 9, w)) — (M (&, 9, w)) + L.OE, 9, w) (2)

forall£,9,w e X, eV, ¢ € ®andL > 0, where
M(f,ﬂ,’LU) :maa:{S(f,ﬂ,w) 5(5757 hg),S(Tg,’ﬂ, h/&),%[ ( ) 7}“9)_‘_5(19779’ hg)]}’
0(&,9,w) = min{S(§,&, hE), S(V, 9, hd), S(w,w, hE),S(E, &, hw)}.

Example 2.5. Let X = [0,%] and we define h : X — X by

e = i 4 i€ [o,1g
f 5 lfg € (17 7]
We define S: X3 — [0,00) by S(§,9,w) = |€ — w| + |9 —w| for all £,9,w € X.
Then (X,S) is a complete S-metric space.
We now define functions 1, ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) by
. .
U(t) =1, forallt> 0 and $(t) = 1 2, lft €lo.1]
m t= 1L
We now show that h satisfies the inequality (2)).
Case(i): Let £,9,w € [0,1].
Without loss of generality, we assume that £ > 9 > w.
S(he, I, ) = S5, 5, 5) = (1€ — wl + 0 — w]) and
S, 9, w) =€ —w|+ |9 —w|.
sub case (i): If |€ — w| + [ — w| € [0,1].
In this case,

ﬂmm&mw:iﬂeﬂm+w—ﬁ> (1€ — w] + 9 — w])

:—S(g 9, w) < M(§ 9, w

= M(E,0,w) — %M(f,ﬁ,w)
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Sub case(ii): If |€ — V| + [0 — w| >1.
In this case,

1 — 9+ |9 —
S(he, ), hw) = 15(1€ = 9]+ [0 = w]) € = 9]+ |9 = w] = { ’f,g _’JL 9 iu‘w,
B S0 w)
=569 = TS E 6, w)

(SR w)? _ (M(E D)
1+ S5 0,w) — 14+ M(E,9,w)
M (&, 9, w)

1+ M(&9,w)

= w(M<€7197 w)) - (b(M(f,z?,w))

Case(ii): Let £,9,w € (1, %]
Without loss of generality, we assume that & > 9 > w.

:M(f,’ﬂ,UJ)—

4 4 4
2_64_8 8 _ 866 h8)
7<% 5 1 CEHM 1+ S(€, €, hE)
(S(E&hE)> _ (M(E v, w))?
T 1+ S(EEhE) T 1+ M(E D w)
_ M(&,V,w)
B S TRy
Case(iii): Let 9, w € [0,1] and £ € (1,8].
Without loss of generality, we assume that v >w.
4 9
S(he, b, hw) = S(§ = 7. 15, 75) = |§————r 5 ]
w4 9 —w w4
=6 {5t = T E
31 _64 8 8 8§66, h8)
“0S®% 5 B Se&HM 1+ 5(£.¢, f€)

_ (SEEhO? _ (M D,w))?
14+ S(&&hE) — 14+ M(E 9, w)
M(&, 9, w)

1+ M(&0,w)

:M(&ﬁvw)_
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Case(iv): Let we [0,1] and £,9 € (1, 2],
Without loss of generality, we assume that £ > 9.
4w

4  w
s — |4 — = — —
)=l 5 10|+| 5) 10|

4 w

4
he, hd, hw) = S(€ — =, 0 — =, —
S( 57 ) w) S<§ 57 5710

S

co
—_
[\]
[@))
B~

8 8
*”‘3‘5;&5@?‘5
, U, h
= 5(0,9,00) = 1= S(9,0, h)
_ (SW R (M D, w))?
1+ S0,0,h9) = 1+ M(E,9,w)
M(&,9,w)
1+ M(,9,w)

= w(M<€?197 w)) - (b(M(fv 19,11))).

:M(f,ﬁ,w)—

Case (v): Let §,9 € [0,1] and w € (1, &].
Without loss of generality, we assume that & > 9.

£ v 4 3 4, 0 4

_ S( & he)
= S5(&, & hé) — 15 S(6,6,hd)
_ (SEEHP _ (M. w)?
1+ S(&,&,hE) — 1+ M(E,0,w)
M€Y w)
1+ M(& 9, w)

= M(,9,w)

Case (vi): Let £ € [0,1] and w, 9 € (1, %]
Without loss of generality, we assume that w > 1.

£,
10
£
10

S(h&, hty, hw) = S(

=w—-——=——tw—9=2w— = — - — ¥

4

5

4 ¢ 4
5
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27 _64 8 8 e
w65 1 UM T T gy 9 )
B (S(ﬁ7’l9,h19))2 < (M(f"l?yw))Q
—1+S(19719,h19)_1+M(£’19’w>
) M(&,9,w)
= M(& 9, w) = = M(&,9,w)

From all the above cases, we conclude that h is an (V, ¢)-generalized almost
weakly contraction map on X.

Lemma 2.5. [5] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space and {,} be a sequence in X
such that im0 Sp(€n, &y Ent1) = 0. If {&,} is not a Cauchy sequence, then
there exist an € > 0 and two sequences {my} and {ny} of natural numbers with
ng > my > k such that S(§my s Emys ) = € S (Emp—15Emp—1,Eny) < € and
(i)limy,_o0 Sb(fmka gmk ) fnk) = ¢ (ii) limg_,o Sb(ﬁmk—1, §mk—17 gm) = €.

(l”) liInk—>c><> Sb(é.mmé.mka fnk—l) = €. (iv) 1imk—>oo Sb(fmk—h gmk—la fnk—l) = €.

3 Main Results

Theorem 3.1. Let (X,S) be a complete S-metric space and h: X — X be a (V, ¢)-
generalized almost weakly contractive mapping. Then h has a unique fixed point
inX.

Proof. Let &, € X be arbitrary. We define a sequence {,,} by h§,, = &,,1, forn =
0,1,2,....

If &, = &,41, for some ne N, then &, is a fixed point of h.

Suppose &, # &,11, for all n€ N.

Consider,

DS Enir,Eurr, ) = V(S (b, i, Br)

<A (En urEnr), S(nr G HEw), (6 s 1),

SIS(En, 0, he) + S(En, 60, hENTY)

— Gmar 5 b, Er), S, G ha), S(6ns . Ew),

1560, 0 h6) + (6, & NE]))

b Lmin{S (60, &, hE). S(En nhn), S(Enr,Eucr, HEn), S(Ens b))
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= w(maaj{S(gm fna énfl)a S(fn, 5717 £n+1)7 S(ém éna £n+1)7

%[S(fn; 5717 €n+1) + S(gnv €n7 €n+1)]})
- ¢(mam{S(§n, gna Sn—1)7 S(£n7 gnv §n+1)7 S(fn, Sna §n+1)7

%[S(gm fm £n+1) + S(gna fn: £n+1)]})
+ me{S(Sn, fna €n+1)7 S(§n7 fm €n+1)a S(fnfla 571717 €n+1)a S(fn; €n7 gn)}
- ¢(max{5’(§m €n7 gn—l)a S(f’m £n7 gn-l-l)}) - gzﬁ(max{S(fn, Sn: gn—l)a

S(£n; fna £n+1)}> + LO
If maX{S<€n> 5717 gnfl)a S(fn, fn, €n+1)} = S(fn, fn, £n+1), then we get

V(S (Ent1: &nt1:&n)) < (S (Ent1; Ent1,6n)) — O(S(Enrrs Ent1: &n))

that is, (S (§ni1,ns1,€n)) < 0, which implies that S(&,11,&n11,&,) = 0. Then
we get £,.1 = &,, which is a contradiction to our assumption that &, # &, 1, for
each n.

Therefore, maX{S(fn, fn, fnfl)a S(gna fny €n+1>} = S(fna ’Sna gnfl)a

then we get

¢(5(5n+1, €n+1’ gn)) < w(S(ﬁm fm 5?171)) - (b(S(fn, fm gnfl)) (3)

that is (S (Enr1, Ent1,€n)) < U(S(Ens Ens En1))
Therefore we get, S(&,11, &nt1,En) < S(&ny Eny En—1), for all n and the sequence

{S(&n11,&nr1, &)} is decreasing and bounded. So, there exists r > 0 such that
lim S(§n+1> €n+1a Sn) =T
n—ro0

Letting n — oo in equation (3)), we get

b(r) < 9(r) = o(r),

which is a contradiction unless r = 0.
Hence,

nh—>nc}o S<€n+17£n+17£n) =0. (4)

Now we prove that {¢,,} is a Cauchy sequence. If not, then there exists an € > 0
for which we can find subsequences {&,,(x)} and {&,x)} of {&,} and increasing
sequence of integers {m(k)} and {n(k)} such that n(k) is the smallest index for
which n(k) > m(k) > k,

S(Emik) Emr)> Enry) = € 5)

252



D.Venkatesh, V.Naga Raju

Then, we have
S(Emk) Emr) Enky—1) < € (6)

Now,

€ < S(Em)s Emr) Enky) = S (Enir)s Enti)s Emir))
< 25(6nys Enry Snky—1) + SEm)s Emrys Entiy—1)
< €+ 25(Eniry, Enr)> Eniy—1) (Using equation [6)

Letting k— oo, we get
/}glc}o S(Em) Emr)> Enr)) = €. (7N
Also,
S (&) Em)> Enr)) < 28 (Emk)> Emk)s Emry—1) + S (Enk)> Entir)s Emk)—1)

< 28 Emikys Emik)s Emry)—1) + 25(Eniy> Enir)s Eny—1)
+ S(Em)—1, Em) -1, Eniy—1)  (8)

and

S Emk)—1>Emt)—15ni)=1) < 28 Emk)—1, Emk)—15 Emi)) 5 (Enr)—15 Entk)—15 Emar))

= 25(&mk), Emr)s Emr)—1) + SEmrys Emk)s Eniy—1)  (9)

Letting k — oo in equation (9) and using equations (@), (6)), (7) and ()
we get

Jim S(Emk)—1> Em)—1:En(iy)—1) = € (10)
Setting § = §mk)—1,Y = Emk)—1 and z = &, )—1 in equation @ we obtain
Y(€) < PY(S(Emys Emry> Enry)) = Y(S(h&my—1, Mm)—1, Mngiy—1))
< Y(maz{S(Emm)—15 Emt)—15 Ene)—1)s S Emk)—1, Emk)—15 Pmi)-1),
SEmk) 15 Emk)—15 Pmry—1), 5 1S Emr) =1 Emky—15 Pmr)—1)

+ S(Emr) -1, Emk)—15 Pémry—1)]})
— d(maz{S(Emm)—1, Emtk)—15 Enk)=1)» S (Emk)—15 Emky—1 hmiy=1)

1
S(Emky—1>Emr)—1, Mm)—1), 3 1S (Emk)—1> Emr)—15 "émr)—1)
+ S(Em) -1, Emk)—15 "émry—1)]})

M\_/MIH
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+ L.nin{ S (Em)—1, Em)—1, Pm)—1)s S (Eme) =15 Eme)—1, Mm) 1),
S (Enii)—15Ene)—1, Mm@ —1)5 S (Eme)—15 Eme)—1, Mniiy—1) }
< Y(maz{S(Emm)—15 Emtk) -1 Ene)—1)s S Emk)—1, Emr)—15 Emk) )

1
S Emk)—1> Emr)—15 Emi) ) 5 (S (Emr)=15 Emr)—15 Em(r))

+ S(Emm)—1, Emk)—15 Emi))]})
= o(maz{S(Emr)—1, Emk)—1, Entky~1), S (Em(k) 15 Emk) 1 Emk) )

1
S (Eme)—15Em)—15 Emk)) s 5 (S (&mik)—15 Emik)—15 Em))

+ S(Em) -1, Emk)—15 Em))]})
+ Lmin{ S (§mm)—15 Emky—15 Em(k) ) s S (Emk)—15 Emk)—15 Emi))
S(Enik)—1: Entk—1> Emik))s S (Emr) =15 Emk)—15 En(i)) }

Letting k — oo and using equation (I0) we get
P(e) < p(maz{e, 0,0,0}) — ¢p(max{e, 0,0,0}) + L.min{0,0,0, €}
() < 1p(e) = ¢(e) + L.0

This is a contradiction, since ¢ > 0. This shows that {, } is a Cauchy sequence
in the complete S-metric space (X,S). There exists £ €X such that {¢,,} — xasn
— 00.

Now we prove that hx = k.

Put & = ¢,, 0 = &, and w = & in equation (2), then we get

D(S(Ent1,éntr, [R)) = P(S(h&n, hén, hr))
S @D(m&l’{S(fn, 5”7 K’)? S(gna gnv hfn), 8(57’“ 5717 hgn)a [S(frm gna hgn) + S(gna €n7 hgn)]})

2
— Gmar (S, G 1), (6, G hE0) (6, s hE0), 316 1) + (60 s )]
b Lmin(S(6n, G, PEn). S o hEe), S5, ), S(6n )}

= (maz (S (6, &, ), S o Ensn), S G Euir), 3156 G )

+ 5(&n: &ns Enr1)]}) — G(maz{S(&n; En, £), S(Ens &ns €ntr),

(€ o) 3196w ) + S(n, €)1

+ L.min{S(&n, §ns Env1)s S (Eny &ns ng1), S (K, Ky Ens1), S (En, &ny ) }

1

Letting n — oo, we get
B(S (kb)) < V(S (s, 5, K)) — B(S(k, K, 1)4LO
Y(S(k, k, hk)) < 0. So, we get S(k, k, hr)=0.
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Hence hx = k. That is & is a fixed point of h.
To prove the uniqueness of «, let j be a fixed point of h with x #j.
Using equation (2),we consider

(S(k,k,5)) = (S(hk, hr, hj))
< ¢(max{S(k,k,7),S(k, K, h&), S(k, k, hx),

| =

[S(k, k, h&) + S(k, Kk, hK)]})

DO = o

— ¢(max{S(k, K, j), S(k, k, h&), S(k, Kk, h&), =[S(K, k, hk) + S(k, Kk, hr)]})
+ L.min{S(k, k, h&), S(k, k, h&), S(j, J, hx), S(k, Kk, hj)}
That iS, w<S(/€, H,j)) < w(s("iv "ivj)) - ¢(S(H7 K7j))

is a contradiction, unless S(k, x, j) = 0. Hence we get k = j.
This shows that the fixed point of h is unique. O
If L=0 in the Theorem then we get the following.

Corollary 3.1. Let (X,S) be a complete S-metric space and h:X—X be a mapping.
Suppose there exist 1 € V and ¢ € P such that
1
S(hE, 19, hw) < Y(maz{S(E, U, w), S(€, €, h), 59,9, 1)), 5[S(E, €, h)
+ 50,9, hE)]}) — p(maz{S(E, D, w), S(E, & hE), S(9, 0, h),
1

forall £,9,w € X. Then h has a unique fixed point k in X.
If ¢ is the identity map in the above Corollary (3.1]), then we get the following.

Corollary 3.2. Let (X,S) be a complete S-metric space and h:X—X be a mapping.
Suppose there exist ¢ € ® such that

S(he, b o) < masr{S(E,,w), S(€,€, he), S0, 0, hi), L[S(€,€, ) + 50,0, he)])
— ¢(maz{S(¢, ¥, w), S(€, &, hE), S(9,9, hd), %[5(5, & h) + S(9,9, he)l})
forall £,9,w € X. Then h has a unique fixed point r in X.

The following example is in support of Theorem

Example 3.1. Let X = [0,7]. We define S:X* — [0, 00) by S(§,9, w) = maz{|{—
w|, [0 —wl|}, forall £,9,w € X. Then S is an S-metric on X.
We define h:X — X by
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1 .
oo [t Ee)
3 g lfg S (17 6]
We define 1, ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) by
U(t) =1, for all > 0 and ¢(t) = 14 for all 1>0.
We now show that h satisfies inequality (2).
Case(i) Let £,9,w €[0,1].
Without loss of generality, we assume that £ > 9 > w.
S(hE, W9, hw) = S(3,%, %) = 0. Then trivially the inequality (2) holds.
Case(ii) Let £, 9, w € (1,%].
Without loss of generality, we assume that £ > v > w.

4 4 4 4 4 4 4
S(hE, 19, huw) = (5 — &5 — ¥, 5 —w) =maz{|z €~ G —w) |5 —9— G —w)}
4
= maz{jw — €, jw -} =g -~w< <=2 -2
S & nE)  (S(E,E h8))?

S h&) — =
=SSN T TS e hg T 1+ S(E 6 A0
(M(&9,w)* _ M(E, 0, w)
ST 0,0 - &) = T E v w)
Case(iii) Let ¥, w €[0,1] and & € (1, Z].
Without loss of generality, we assume that ¥ > w.
4 11 4 1, 1 1
5 1 4 2 2
—e-2<ic 22
66 15 3 5
S(€ & hE) (S(§,€ hE))?
S h&) — =
S SEER) T TS e hg T 1+ S 6k
(M(&, 0, w)* M(E, 0, w)
S TG w - &N = T v
Case(iv) Let w €[0,1] and &,V € (1, %].
Without loss of generality, we assume that ¥ > &.
4 4 1 4 1, 4 1
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3 ) o 1
_ Sl =< <

S, 0,h9) (S0, 0, h))?

Sl =

< — =
< S0, 9, h) 1+ S(9,,9,hd) 1+ S(9,,9, hd)
(M(&,9,w))? MY, w)
STrMEaw - MERY = e g )
Case(v) Let £,9 €[0,1] and w € (1, g]
Without loss of generality, we assume that & > .
114 1 4 1 4
S(he, Wi, hw) = (5, 5,5 —w) = mazfls — (5 —w)l |5 = (5 —w)l}
2l 42 2
Y7661 3 5

15}
SEE0E)  (S(E.EhE))
< SEEM) =TSl e he) T 1+ (6.6 h)

(M(E,0,w)* M(E, 9, w)
SirME a0 - MERY = e g )
case(vi) Let £ €[0,1] and V¥, w € (1, %]
Without loss of generality, we assume that w > 1.
1 4 4 1 4 4 4
:maac{w—§,|w—19|}:w—§§1Sizg—2
6 6615 3 5
B B S(,9,n9)  (S(9,9, hv))?
= 50,9, hv) 1+ SW,9,h9) 1+ SW,9, k)
(M(E9,w))* M(&, 9, w)
St MEow Y T TN E )
case(vii) Let 0 €[0,1] and &, w € (1, ).
Without loss of generality, we assume that w > &.
4 1 4 4 4 1 4
S(he, o, hw) = S5 — & 5,5 —w) = maz{ls — €~ (5 — w15~ (5 —w)l}

257



Some fixed point results in S-metric spaces

B 5y, 2.1 4 2 2

- S@0,9,h9)  (S(9,9,hd))?

= 50,0, k) — 3 S, 0,h9) 1+ S(V,9, hd)
(M(E,0,w)? M(E, 9, w)

S ITME D) M(&,9,w) — 1+ M(E, 9, w)

From all the above cases, we conclude that h is an (v, ¢)-generalized almost
weakly contraction map on X and % is the unique fixed point of h.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we establish an existence and uniqueness of a fixed point the-
orem for (1, ¢)-generalized almost weakly contraction maps in S-metric spaces.
As S-metric space is a generalization of metric space, our result in this article ex-
tends and improves the result of Khandagqji, Al-Sharif and Al-Khaleel [9]] and also
generalize several well-known comparable results in the literature. Further, the
result in this paper can be extended to several spaces like Sy-metric space, partial
Sp-metric spaces and other spaces.
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