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Abstract. The aim of this paper is to initiate the study of best proximity point and optimal co-
incidence point results of some o.—Pata-proximal admissible contraction of type-I and type-II in
the framework of complete metric space. Some examples are presented to support the results
obtained herein. Our results unify, extend and generalize various existing results in literature.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Banach contraction principle states that if T is a self mapping on a complete metric
space (X,d), then T has a unique fixed point in X provided that for all x,y € X, there
exists k € [0, 1) such that the following condition hold:

d(Tx,Ty) < kd(x,y). (1.1)

A self mapping T satisfying the above inequality is said to be a contraction mapping.
A self mapping T on (X,d) is called Kannan contraction if for all x,y € X, there
exists Y € [0, 1) such that

d(Tx,Ty) < 1[d(x,T2) +d(,T)] (12)

Every Kannan contraction mapping on a complete metric space has a unique fixed
point.

A self mapping T on (X,d) is called Boyd-Wong contraction if for all x,y € X, we
have

d(Tx,Ty) < 6(d(x,y)),
where ¢ : [0,00) — [0,0) is a continuous function satisfying ¢(z) < ¢ for every ¢ > 0.

Every Boyd-Wong contraction mapping on a complete metric space has a unique
fixed point.

(© 2020 Miskolc University Press
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Suppose that x is an arbitrarily fixed element in (X, d). Define ||x|| = d(x,xo). Let
A>0,A>1andpu € [0,A] be fixed constants. Let y : [0, 1] — [0,00) be an increasing
function which is continuous at 0 and y(0) = 0.

A self mapping T on (X,d) is called Pata contraction ([10]) if for all x,y € X, we
have

d(Tx,Ty) < (1—g)d(x,y) + Ae*w(e)[1 + |lx]| + |y}, (1.3)
for every € € [0, 1].

Every Pata contraction mapping on a complete metric space has a unique fixed
point ([10]).

For comparison of Banach contraction principle and Boyd-Wong contraction the-
orem with Pata contraction theorem, we refer to ([10]).

A self mapping T on (X,d) is called Kanan Pata type contraction ([2]), if for all
x,y € X, we have

(1—¢)
5 [d(x,Tx)+d(y,Ty)] (1.4)

+Aehy(e)[1+ [lx]] + [yl + 1T + | 7y ],

d(Tx,Ty) <

for every € € [0, 1].

Every Kanan Pata type contraction mapping on a complete metric space has a
unique fixed point ([2]).

It is known that Kanan Pata type contraction mapping theorem extends Kanan
contraction theorem.

Balasubramanian ([1]) studied fixed point results of Chakraborty-Samanta con-
traction mapping (1.4) in the framework of complete cone metric space.

A self mapping T on (X,d) is called Chatterjea Pata type contraction ([8]), if for
all x,y € X, we have

d(Tx,Ty) <
(1-¢)
2
for every € € [0, 1].
Every Chatterjea Pata type contraction mapping on a complete metric space has
a unique fixed point ([8]). For related results of Chatterjea Pata type contraction
mapping and their comparison with comparable existing results in the literature, we
refer to ([7], [8]).
Let (A, B) be a pair of nonempty subsets of a metric space (X,d). Define
Ap={x€A:d(x,y)=d(A,B) for some y € B},
By ={y€B:d(x,y) =d(A,B) for some x € A},

(e, Ty) +d(y, Tx)] + Ae™y(e) [+ [l -+ [[yl] + | x| + | 1,

where
d(A,B) =inf{d(x,y) :x € Aand y € B}.
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If A intersects with B, then A N B is contained in both Ay and By.

A set B is said to be approximate compact with respect to A if every sequence {y, }
in B satisfying d(x,y,) — d(x,B) has a convergent subsequence for some x € A,
where d(x,A) = infead(x,a).

It is evident that every set is approximate compact with respect to itself. Further,
it can be seen that if A is compact and B is approximate compact with respect to A,
then the sets Ag and By are nonempty.

The solution x* of the following optimization problem

infd(x,Tx),
x€A

is called approximate fixed point of T or approximate solution of an operator equation
x="Tx.

Fan ([5]) studied the existence of approximate fixed points of a continuous map-
ping on a nonempty compact convex set X in a Hausdorff locally convex topological
vector space E.

An element x* in A is called a best proximity point of T if d(x*,Tx*) = d(A,B),
where AN B = ¢. Note that d(A,B) =0, if ANB # ¢. Clearly, if A = B, then best
proximity point of 7 becomes a fixed point of 7'

LetT:A—Bandg:A — A. Anelement x* in A is said to be optimal coincidence
point of a pair (g,7), if d(gx*,Tx") = d(A, B) holds.

For best proximity point results of certain mappings, we refer to ([3,4,9, 12]) and
reference mentioned therein.

From now onward we assume that A, B are nonempty closed subsets of a complete
metric space (X,d).

Definition 1 ([13]). A mapping f : X — X is an expansive mapping if
d(fx,fy) = qd(x,y),
forallg > 1 and x,y € X.

Definition 2. Let o : X x X — [0,00). A self mapping 7 on X is said to be
o—admissible if
o(x,y) > 1 implies that o(T'x, Ty) > 1.

Definition 3. Let o.: X x X — [0, ). A sequence {x, } in X is said to be a—regular
if o(xy,x,41) > 1 for all n € N and hm N X, = X € X imply that there exists a sub-

sequence {x,, } of {x,} such that Oc(xnk, ) > 1 for all k.

Definition 4. Let 7 : X — X and o.: X X X — [0,0). A mapping 7 is said to be
o—proximal admissible if

1
,B) ¢ implyo(u,v) > 1,
B)
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for all x,y,u,v € A.

Definition 5. Let a.: A X A — [0,%0). A mapping 7 : A — B is said to be a o.—
Pata-proximal admissible contraction of:
(a): type-I if for any u,v,x and y in A, there exist constants A > 0, A > 1 and
u € [0,A] such that the following holds:
ox,y) > 1
d(u,Tx)=d(A,B) , imply o(u,v) > 1
d(v,Ty) = d(A,B)
and
(1—¢)

o(x,y)d(u,v) < d(x,y) + Aehy(e) [1+ |lxl] + Iyl + Iv]]¥,

(b): type-ILif for any u,v,x and y in A, there exist constants A > 0, A > 1 and
u € [0,A] such that the following holds:

ofx,y) > 1
d(u,Tx)=d(A,B) , imply a(u,v) > 1
d(v,Ty) =d(A,B)

and

1-¢
OC(XJ)d(TM,TV)S( 3 )d(Tx,Ty)Jr/\SK\V(S)[l+||TXH+||TyH+||TV||]”-

for every € € [0,1], where y : [0,1] — [0,0) is an increasing function which
is continuous at 0 and y(0) = 0.

Definition 6. Let7:A — B, a: AXA — [0,0) and g: A —> A. A pair (g,T) is
said to be generalized a—Pata-proximal contraction if for any u,v,x and y in A, there
exist constants A > 0, A > 1 and u € [0,A] such that the following holds

o(x,y) > 1
d(gu,Tx)=d(A,B) , imply o(gu,gv) > 1
d(gv,Ty) =d(A,B)

and

e y)d(gu,v) < 5 D (x,y) + A1+ ]+ Iyl + v

for every € € [0, 1], where y : [0,1] — [0,0) is an increasing function, which is con-
tinuous at 0 and y(0) = 0.

Note that if g = I4 ( identity mapping on A ), then generalized o.—Pata-proximal
contraction becomes o.— Pata-proximal admissible contraction of type-I.

From now and onward, we use the notation A for a set {(x,,y,) € Ap X Ap : either
Xn Xypory, X x,, foralln e N }.

We start with the following result.
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Lemma 1. Suppose that T is a—proximal admissible and T (Ag) C By, where Ag
is a nonempty set in A. If there exists xo and x| in Ao satisfying d(x1,Txo) = d(A,B)
and o(xq,x1) > 1, then there exists a sequence {x,} C Ao such that

d(xp41,Tx,) =d(A,B) and ol(x,x,+1) > 1 for all n € N. (1.5)

Proof. Since Ay is nonempty and xo,x; € Ay satisfying d(x;,Txo) = d(A,B) and
o(xo,x;) > 1. As Tx; € T(Ao) € By, there exists x, € Ap such that
d(XQ,Txl) = d(A,B). Thus

OC(XQ,Xl) > 1
d(x1,Txp) =d(A,B) and
d(xz,Txl) = d(A,B),

implies that o(x1,x2) > 1. Continuing this way, we obtain a sequence {x,} C Ag and
it satisfies the condition (1.5). ]

Definition 7. A sequence {x,} C Ay satisfying the condition (1.5) is called prox-
imal admissible Picard sequence provided that o(x,,x1) > 1 and o(x,,x0) > 1 for all
n.

Definition 8. A set Ag is called proximal 7' —orbitally complete if and only if every
Cauchy proximal admissible Picard sequence in Ay converges to an element in Ag.

We also need the following lemma in the sequel.

Lemma 2 ([0]). Let A and B be nonempty closed subsets of a metric space (X,d).
Suppose Ay is a nonempty set and B is approximately compact with respect to A. Then
the set Ay is closed.

Proposition 1. A self mapping g : A — A is said to satisfy Og-property if there
exist a mapping o.: A X A — [0,0) such that

o(gx,gy) > 1 implies that o(x,y) > 1,

forall x,y € A.

2. BEST PROXIMITY POINTS OF 0.— PATA-PROXIMAL ADMISSIBLE
CONTRACTION MAPPINGS

We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Let T : A — B be a continuous and o— Pata-proximal admissible
contraction of type-II mapping with Ay # @ and T (Ag) C By. Then Ay is proximal
T —orbitally complete.
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Proof. Letx € Ag and {x, } be a Cauchy proximal admissible Picard sequence. As
(X,d) is complete and A is closed, there exist some x* in A such that

lim d(x,,x*) = 0. By given assumption, we have
n—yoo

d(xn,Tx,—1) = d(A,B) and
d(xp41,Txn) = d(A,B) with o(x,—1,%,) > 1,

for all n € N. Since T is a a— Pata-proximal admissible contraction of type-II, we
have

d(Txn, Txps1) < A(Xn—1,%n)d(TXn, Txp11)
1—¢)
2
+ A (&) [+ (| Tt ||+ | T+ || T |
<d(Txy—1,Txy)

+ AW+ | Tt ||+ 1 T+ [ T [

< d(TxnflaTxn)

On taking limit as € approaches to 0, we have
d(Txm Tanrl) < d(Txnfl ) Txn)a

which implies that {d(Tx,_1,Tx,)} is a decreasing sequence and hence is conver-
gent. Let lim d(Tx,41,Tx,) = r > 0. We have to show that » = 0. First we show that
n—soo

{d(Txy,x0)} is bounded above by some constant c. Note that

d(Txps1,Txy) < d(Txp, Txp—1)

N

<d(Txy,Txo)
< d(Txy,x0) +d(x0,Tx0),
foralln=0,1,2,.... Let
ITxo|| = co and ¢ = || Txy||
for some cg, ¢; € R*. Then
cn =d(Txn,x0) < d(Txp,Txps1)+d(Txns1,Tx1) +d(Tx1,x0)
< (d(Tx1,x0) +d(x0,Tx0)) +d(Txps1,Tx1)+d(Tx1,x0)
=2d(Txy,x0) +d(x0,Tx0) +d(Txps1,Tx1)
< 2d(Txy,x0) +d(x0, Tx0) + 0Ux,x0)d (T xp41,Tx1)

1—
< 2d(Txy,x0) +d(x0, Txo) + (28)d(Txn, Txo)

+ AeM(e)[1+ (| Tl + | et || + | T 1
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1—¢ 1—¢
§201+co+( )cn—i—( )co+A£7‘l|!(£)[l+co+cl+cn]“

2 2
1
< 261 + 200+ ¢y — Een + AeMy(e) e[0T
Cl’l

+ 1]

which further implies that

14+co+c

ec, < 2¢1 4 2¢o+ Aehy(e)ch| +1]4,

as u < A. Suppose that a, = A[”"’C% + 1* and b = 2(c; + ¢o). Then, the above
inequality becomes
ec, < eMy(e)cta, +b,
for some a,,b > 0. If there is a divergent subsequence {c,,}, correspondingly we
(1+b)

have a subsequence {ay,, } such that a,, — A. If we choose €,, = , then
Cn,;

1

1 <wy(e)(1+b)a, —0,
gives a contradiction. Now, we have to show that {Tx, } is a Cauchy sequence. For
this, we prove that
d(Txpim, Tx,) < Codp(t),
A A
where C = sup, .y A(1 43¢, < o0 and ©,(A) = (=)' Y7, ‘I’(;)
n
Let m be fixed, define
Pn = 1d(Tx i, Txn).
Note that
Pnt+1 = (n + l)kd(Txn-&-m—&-l ) Txn-H)
< (I’l + l)ka(xn+maxn)d(Txn+m+l s Txn+l)
r(1—¢)
—2=d
2
+ (n+ 1) AP () [+ | Tl + T+ (| T[]
< (n+ M1 = €)d(Txysm, Tx)
+ (n+ 1) AP () 1+ | T+ | Tl 41| T ][]

<(n+1) (TXn1m> TXn)

Choose 1 N

e — n ;\’ e — — 7\' <

e=1 (n—l-l) 1= n—i—l)]_n—i—l'

Then, we have

< IV

Pn+1 > (n+ 1) ((l’l—i-l) )d(Txn+m7Txn)
A Ao A
+ (n+1)"A(——)"y( )L+ 3e, ]

n+1 n+1
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< (T X ym, Ton) + A Y(——)[1 43¢, )"

n+1
Now, we have

A
n+1

)

< o1+ COPYC) 4O

Pt < pa+COW)My(

< po+CONHYC) +W(5) +o (2]

Since po = 0, this gives

A
P <COVM Y w(2).
ok
After division by n*, we obtain that
Pn CMV* & A
J —d(Txn+m,Txn) < ) ];W(E)

On taking as limit n — oo, {T'x, } is a Cauchy sequence. For each € € [0, 1], we have

d(Txp, Txyr1) < Uxp—1,X,)d(Tx, TXp11)

1—
< ( 7 8)d(Txn,l,Txn)

+ A1+ || Totut ||+ | Tl 4+ | Tt 114,

1—¢
< U047, T + Ackye)[1 + 3.

for each € € [0,1]. Hence {Tx,} is a Cauchy sequence in a complete metric space
(X,d) and B is closed, there exists y € B such that

lim d(Tx,,y) =0.

n—oo
Since {x,} is Cauchy proximal admissible Picard sequence in Ay, and x, — x* in A
and mapping T is continuous. Now, from the above inequality, we have

d(A,B) = lim d(xy41,Tx,) =d(x",y),

n—oo

which implies that x* € Ay. O

Theorem 1. Let T : A — B be a continuous o.— proximal admissible and o.—
Pata-proximal admissible contraction of type-1I, with Ay # ¢ and T (Ao) C By. If B is
approximately compact with respect to A, then T has a unique best proximity point
x*in Ao.
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Proof. Let x( be a given point in Ag. From Lemma (1), sequence {x,} is Cauchy
proximal admissible Picard sequence in Ag. We can obtain a sequence {x,} in Ag
such that it satisfies

d(xy,Txy—1) =d(A,B), d(xp+1,Tx,) = d(A,B) and o(x,,—1,x,) > 1 (2.1)

for all n € N. Since T is oo—proximal admissible and o.— Pata-proximal admissible
contraction of type-II. Following arguments similar to those in the proof of Lemma
(3), we obtain that {T'x, } € By is a Cauchy proximal admissible Picard sequence. As
B is a closed subset of a complete metric space, there exists some y € B such that
r}gr.}o d(Tx,,y) = 0. Since A is proximal T —orbitally complete, there exists some x*

in Ag such that x,, — x* in Ag which implies that Tx* =y = lim Tx,, and hence
n—soo
d(x*,Tx")=d(A,B),

implies that x* is the Pata-type best proximity point of the mapping T .
To show the uniqueness of best proximity point: Assume on contrary that there
exists another point y* # x* of T in Ay such that

d(y*,Ty*) =d(A,B),d(x*,Tx") = d(A,B) and ol(x*,y") > 1 where x*,y* € Ay.

Since T is a— Pata-proximal admissible contraction of type-II, so

1—
a(x*,y")d(Tx", Ty") < (2£)d(Tx*,Ty*)
+ ANy () [1+ | T || + | Ty" || + | Ty | 1#

< U8 are 1y) 4 Aot + 3]

< d(Tx*,Ty*) + Ae"y(e)[1 +3c]*.
On taking limit as € — 0" , we have

a contradiction. Hence Pata-type best proximity point of the mapping T is unique.
O

Example 1. Let X = R. We know that X is a complete metric space with respect

to usual metric d : X x X — [0,00) defined by d(x,y) = |x—y|. Let A = {0,2,2,8

767676
and B={} 3 2 7 9 1 131 %e two closed subsets of X. Note that B is compact and

so B is approximately compact with respect to A. Note that

1 1357
d(A7B)_6’AO_AandBO_{6767676}'
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Define a mapping 7 : A — B as:

2x—i—% when x € {0,2},
Tx= 2x—6whenx:%,
3

_6
3 Whenx—ﬁ.

Obviously, T'(Ag) C By. Further, suppose that au(x,y) = eI for all x,y € X. Also,

y(r) =te' forallt > 0.If A =2 then u € [0,2], take u = A. For simplicity, take &€ = 1.
2

If, we take u = Z,v = g,x =0andy= % in A, satisfies the following:

d(u,Tx)=d(A,B), and d(v,Ty) = d(A,B),

Now, It is straightforward to check that mapping 7 satisfy the o.— Pata-proximal
admissible contraction of type-II for 50.79922618 < A. Assume, A = 51. Moreover
x = 0 is the only Pata type best proximity point of mapping 7.

3. OPTIMAL COINCIDENCE POINT OF GENERALIZED O.— PATA-PROXIMAL
CONTRACTION MAPPINGS

Theorem 2. Let g : A — A be an expansive mapping satisfying Og-property and
T : A — B be an o—proximal admissible with Ao # ¢, T(Ao) C By and Ay C g(Ao)
for any t > 0. If B is approximately compact with respect to A and the pair (g,T)
is generalized o.—Pata-proximal contraction. If there exists xo,x1 € Ag satisfying
d(x1,Txo) = d(A,B) and a(xp,x1) > 1. Then the pair (g,T) has a unique optimal
coincidence point x* in Ay.

Proof. Let xy be a given point in Ag. As T(Ag) C By and Ay C g(Ap), we can
choose an element x; € Ag such that d(gx;,Txo) = d(A,B) and o(xp,x;) > 1, where
X0,X1 € Ag. Also, Tx; € T(Ag) C By, and Ag C g(Ap), it follows that there exists an
element x, € A such that d(gx»,Tx;) = d(A,B), since T is a—proximal admissible
mapping then a(gx;,gx) > 1 further g is satisfying og-property, which implies that
oxy,x2) > 1, where gxj,gx; € Ag. Continuing this way, we can obtain a sequence
{gx, } in Ay satisfying:

d(gxn,Tx,—1) =d(A,B) and d(gx,+1,Tx,) = d(A,B), 3.1

where ou(x,_1,x,) > 1. Note that

(1—¢)
3 d(xnflaxn) (32)

+ A1+ [Pt [+ [+ [l 11
Suppose that x, # x,,+1 foralln =0,1,2,.... Foreachn € Nand € € [0, 1],

0C(xnfl axn)d(gxna ganrl) <

d(xnaxn-i-l) < OC(xn—l 7xn)d(gxn7 gxn-i—l)

_(-¢)

d(xXn—1,%n) (3.3)
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+ A () [1+ [t |+ lwall + [l [
Thus, for each n € N, letting € — 0" on both sides of the inequality (3.3), gives that

d(anrlaxn) < d(gxn+lagxn) (3.4)
d(xy, X
< Oc(xnflaxn)d(gxn+lagxn) < (112r11) < d(xmxnfl)'
Thus {x,} is decreasing sequence. Continuing this way, we have
d(xn—l—lyxn) Sd(xnaxn—l) S Sd(xlax())a (35)

foralln=0,1,2,....

Now, we have to show that the sequence d(gx,,xo) is bounded above by 5 =
d(xo,gx1). This is the case when n = 1. Assume that d(gx,1,x0) < 5. We show
that d(gx,,xo0) < c¢. Note that

d(gxn,x0) < d(gXn,8%n—1) +d(8Xn—1,X0)
< d(xp—1,Xp—2) +d(gXn—1,%0)
<
<d(x1,x0)+ =
<£+£:a
=22

Thus, for all n € N,
d(gxn,x0) < c.
Let
llgxol| = co and c1 = |[gx1],
for some cg, ¢c; € R*. Then
cn = d(8xn,X0) < d(gxn,8%n+1) +d(8%n11,8x1) +d(gx1,X0)
< d(Xp—1,Xn) +d(gXn11,8%1) +d(gx1,%0)

(x0,%1) +d(gxn+1,8%1) +d(gx1,%0)
(x0,x1) +d(gx1,x0) +d(gxns1,8%1)

(x0,x1) +d(gx1,x0) + (x5, %0)d (8Xn+1,8X1)
(1-¢)
2

+ AeMy(e) 1+ [lxol| + 1| + [l [ ]¥
§2+@+“;@
< % +co+ (1 —€)e,+ AeMy(e)[1+co+ ¢ + cul?

(x0,x1) +d(gx1,x0) +

d(xn,xo)

cn+ A(E)[1 +co+ 1 + et
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14+co+cy

c
< El+co+cn—86n—|—A£7“l|I(£)c’;l'[ . + 1),
n
which further implies that
c 14+co+c
ec, < 51 +co+ As"w(e)cﬁ[# + 14

n
as u < A. Suppose that a,, = A[HLC% +1]# and b = - +¢o. Then, the above inequal-
ity becomes
ec, < eMy(e)cta, +b,
for some a,,b > 0. If there is a divergent subsequence {c,, }, correspondingly, we

(1+b)

Cn,

have a subsequence {ay,, } such that a,, — A. If we choose €,, =

1< y(e)(1+b)a, — 0,

gives a contradiction.
Now, we have to show that {gx,} is Cauchy sequence. For this, we prove that

d(gxn+m7gxn) <Cw, ((X),

A A
where C = sup,, .y A(1 + 3¢, < o0 and ©,(X) = (Z)*X7_, W(%)
n
Let m be fixed, define
Pn = nkd(gxn—}—magxn)-
Note that
Pn+1 = (I’l—l— l)xd(gxn+m+lvgxn+l)

< (n+ 1) 00, X0 ) (X4 1, 8% 1)

(1-¢)
2
< (n4 1D (1 —€)d (x> xn)

+ (4 1AW 1+ [l + |+ 1 [11):

< (n+ 1) d(5tms %) + AEY(E) 1+ [Pt + 10l + a1 [11]

Choose 1 N

(W M <

e=1 (n—l-l) 1= n—i—l)]*n—i-l'
Then, we have

A A

A A A A u

prst < (- DM i) + 1+ 1PAG ) 1+ 36
A
< 1 (X X ) —}—A(?\,)}“\V(m) [1+3ca)!

A
< n)“d(ganrm,gxn) +A(X)AW(m)[l +3calt.
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Now, we have

A
A
Pnt1 < pu+C(A) \If(nH)
A A
< pn71+C(7~)}”W(;)+C(M7‘W(”+1)

<por O H +w Gy

Now, pg = 0 gives that
n+1 }\‘

Pn <CO Y (7).
k=1 k
After division by n*, we will obtain

Dn CMM & A
ﬁ:d(gxn-‘rﬂhgxn)g ) k;l‘lf(;)-

On taking limit as n — oo, we have {gx, }, a Cauchy sequence. For each € € [0, 1], we
have

d(gxn ) gxn+1 ) S (X(Xn,1 7xn)d(gxﬂ7gxn+l )
1—¢)

IN

d(n-1,20) + AW+ [l |+ x|+ [l [,

[\

1—¢

2
for each € € [0,1]. Hence {gx,} is a Cauchy sequence in a complete metric space
(X,d). Since Ag is closed (Lemma 2), there exists an element x* in Ag such that
l}i_r}r.}od(gxn,gx*) = 0. Now

—~

)d(x,,,l X)) 4+ AeMy(e)[143c]*,

I

d(gx",B) < d(gx*,Tx,)
<d(gx",8%n+1) +d(gxnt1,Txn)
=d(gx",gxn+1) +d(A,B)
<d(gx*,8xn+1) +d(gx",B),

gives that

d(gx*,B) <d(gx",Tx,) < d(gx",gx,+1)+d(gx*,B).
Note that {gx, } converges to gx* and d(gx*,Tx,) — d(gx*,B). As {Tx,} C Band Bis
approximately compact with respect to A, {7T'x, } has a subsequence, which converges
to some y in B hence d(gx*,y) = d(A,B), that is, gx* € Ag. Since Ag C g(Ap), there
exist some u € Ag such that

d(gua TX*) = d(A7B) = d(ganrlvTxn)?
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where x*, x,, € Ao, o(x*,u) > 1 for all n € N. Since g is expansive mapping, we have
to show that u = x*. If not, then

d(uvxn—i-l) < (x(x*,xn)d(gu,gxn+1)

X, x0) + AEMY() 1+ | + vl + [l 11,

(1-¢)
<5l

on taking limit as n — oo, and € — 0" gives
d(u,x*) < a(x",x")d(gu,gx*) <0

a contradiction. Hence d(gx*, Tx"*) = d(gu,Tx*) = d(A,B), that is, x* is the optimal
coincidence point of the pair (g, 7).

To prove uniqueness: Suppose that y* be another point in Ay such that d(gy*, Ty*)
= d(A,B), such that o(x*,y*) > 1. Note that

d(gx*,gy") <oux*,y")d(gx",gy")

S Ay + A1+ [l [l [l

and hence
* %k * * (1_8)
d(x",y") <d(gx",8y") < ~—

Apply € — 07, then the above inequality gives a contradiction. The result follows.
O

d(x,y*) + AeM(E) [T+ |+ [l | [ 1

Example 2. Let X = R?. We know that X is a complete metric space with respect
to usual metric d : X x X — [0,00) defined by d(x,y) = [x—y|. LetA={(x,2) |[x€R
} and B = {(x,0) | x € Rand x > —3} be two closed subsets of X. Note that B is
compact and so B is approximately compact with respect to A. Note that d(A,B) =
2,A0={(x,2) [xeRandx> -3} CAand By = {(x,0)|x€ Rand x > -3} C B.
Define a mapping 7' : A — B as:

T(x,2) = (2x+3,0) and g(x,2) = (3x,2).

Obviously, T'(Ag) C By. Further, suppose that ou(x,y) = eI and y(r) = te' for all
x,y € X and ¢ > 0. If, we choose A = 1 then u € [0,1] take u = A. For simplicity,
take xo = (0,2) and € = 5. If u = (u1,2),v = (v1,2),x = (x1,2) and y = (y1,2) €A
satisfies:

d(gu,Tx) =d(A,B) and d(gv,Ty) = d(A,B).
Which implies that

2 2
u1:§x1+landv1:§y1+l.

Now, it is straightforward to check that the pair (g,T') satisfies the generalized ot—

. . . 140.2498021 |x; —
Pata-proximal admissible contraction for 1402498021 i —yil - < A
[LT+x1+y1+v |

% < 1forall x1,y;,v; €Ap and x; # y;, hence 140.2498021 < A. Assume,

where
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A = 141. Moreover x = (—3,2) is the only Pata-type coincidence best proximity
point of pair (g, 7).

Corollary 1. If T : A — B is a—Pata-proximal contraction of type-I, a—proximal
admissible with Ay # ¢ and T(Ao) C By for any t > 0. Then T has a unique best
proximity point x* in Ay provided that Ay is proximal T —orbitally complete.

Proof. Take gx = I4 in the proof of Theorem (2). ]

Example 3. Let X = R%. We know X is a complete metric space with respect to
usual metric d : X x X — [0,00) defined as d(x,y) = |[x—y|. Let A= {(x,1) |[x€R
and x > —1} and B = {(x,0) | x € Rand x > —3} be two closed subsets of X. Note
that, B is compact and so B is approximately compact with respect to A. Note that

d(A,B)=1,Ap=Aand By = {(x,0) [x€ Randx > —1} C B.
Define a mapping 7 : A — B as:
T(x,1)=(2x+1,0).

Obviously, T(Ag) C By. Further, suppose that o,(x,y) = e* ! for all x,y € X and
y(t) =te' forallt > 0. If, we choose A = 1 then u € [0, 1] take u = A. For simplicity,
take xo = (0,1) and € = 5. If u = (uy,1),v = (vi,1),x = (x;,1) and y = (y;,1) €A
satisfies the following

d(u,Tx) =d(A,B) and d(v,Ty) = d(A,B),
if
uy =2x;+1and vy =2y; + 1.

Now, It is straight forward to check that 7" is a.— Pata-proximal admissible contrac-

. 140.2498021x; —y; | [x1—y1]
tion of type—I for |1+xl+—yl+i}||l < A, where m < 1 for all X1,V1,V1 € Ao
and x| # y1, hence 140.2498021 < A. Assume that A = 141 and after simple cal-
culation one can find that x = (—1,1) is the only Pata type best proximity point of

mapping 7.

4. APPROXIMATION RESULTS IN ORDERED STRUCTURES

In this section, we prove results in ordered metric spaces.

From now onwards, a 3— tuple (X,d, <) is called a partially ordered metric space
if (X, =) is a partially ordered set and (X,d) is a metric space. Unless otherwise
stated, it is assumed that A, B are nonempty closed subsets of partially ordered metric
space (X,d, <).

Definition 9 ([11]). A mapping T : A — B is called (a) nondecreasing or order
preserving if for any x,y in A with x <y, we have Tx < Ty (b) nonincreasing or
ordered reversing if for any x,y in A with x <y, we have Tx > Ty (c) monotone if it
is order preserving or order reversing.
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Definition 10 ([11]). A mapping T : A — B is said to be a ordered contraction
if for any x,y € A with x <y, we have d(Tx,Ty) < d(x,y).

Definition 11 ([11]). A mapping T : A — B is said to be a proximal order pre-
serving if for any u,v,x and y in A, the following implication holds:

x=y
d(u,Tx) =d(A,B) ,implyu <.
d(v,Ty) = d(A,B)

If A = B, then proximal order preserving mapping will become order preserving.

Definition 12 ([11]). A mapping T : A — B is said to be a proximal order
reversing if for any u,v,x and y in A, the following implication holds:

x=y
d(u,Tx) =d(A,B) implyu = v.
A, Ty) = d(A.B)

If A = B, then proximal order reversing mapping will become order reversing.
We start with the following result.

Lemma 4 ([11]). If Ao # ¢ and T(Ag) C By. Then, for a € Ay, there exists a
sequence {x,} C Ao such that

X0 = a,

d(xn+1,Txy) = d(A,B),for all n € N with (x,,%,41) € A. } “.1)

Proof. As xp = a € Ap and T(Ag) C By, there exist x; € Ay such that
d(x1,Txo) = d(A,B) where (xo,x1) € A. Also Txo € T(Ap) C By, there exist x € Ay,
such that d(x2,Tx;) = d(A, B) where (x1,x2) € A. Continuing this way, we can obtain
a sequence {x,} C Ay that satisfies the condition (4.1). O

Definition 13. A sequence {x,} C Ao satisfying the condition (4.1) is called ordered
proximal Picard sequence starting with a € Ay.

Definition 14. A set Ag is ordered proximal 7 —orbitally complete if and only if
every Cauchy sequence {x,} is ordered proximal Picard sequence starting with some
Xo € Ap converges to an element in the set Ay.

Lemma 5. Let T : A — B be continuous, proximally monotone and o— Pata-
proximal admissible contraction of type-II mapping with Ay # @ and T (Ag) C By.
Suppose that each pair of elements in partially ordered complete metric spaces
(X,d,=) has a lower and upper bound. Then Ay is proximal T —orbitally complete
provided that T is one to one on Ag also there exist a function o.: A x A — [0, 00) such
that (x,y) € A and o(x,y) > 1 for all x,y € A.
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Proof. Consider a function o : A X A — [0,0) such that

_ [ Tif(x,y) €4,
a(x,y) = { 0 otherwise. 4.2)

Let xp be a given point in Ay. Suppose that {x,} is an ordered proximal Picard
sequence starting with xo. As (X,d, <) is complete and A is closed, there exist some
x* in A such that lim,,_,. d(x,,x*) = 0. As {x, } is a ordered proximal Picard sequence
starting with xp, we have

d(xy,Txp—1) =d(A,B) and d(xp+1,Tx,) = d(A,B)

with (x,_1,x,) belong to the set of all ordered proximal Picard sequence starting
with xp, for all n € N. Since T is an o.— Pata-proximal admissible contraction of
type-1I and function o defined in (4.2) which agrees with the .—proximal admissible
function defined on A x A, rest of proof follows from the arguments on the same lines
as in Theorem (3). O

Theorem 3. Let T : A — B be a continuous, proximally monotone and o.— Pata-
proximal admissible contraction of type-II with Ay # ¢ and T(Ao) C By. Suppose
that each pair of elements in partially ordered complete metric spaces (X,d,=) has
a lower and upper bound. If B is approximately compact with respect to A, then T
has a unique best proximity point x* in Ag for all (x,y) € A such that a.(x,y) > 1 for
all x,y € A.

Proof. Let xo be a given point in Ag. From Lemma (4), the set of ordered proximal
Picard sequence starting with x is nonempty and {x,} belong to the set of ordered
proximal Picard sequence starting with xo in Ag. We can obtain a sequence {x,} in
Ap such that it satisfies

d(xy,Txy—1) =d(A,B), d(xy+1,Tx,) = d(A,B) (4.3)

for all n € N. Define a function o : A X A — [0, ), which satisfies (4.2). Also, func-
tion o agrees with the —proximal admissible function defined on A x A. Since T is
an o— Pata-proximal admissible contraction of type-II. Following arguments similar
to those in the proof of Lemma (3) and Theorem (1), we can show the existence and
uniqueness of best proximity point in partially ordered metric spaces. U

Theorem 4. Let g : A — A be an expansive mapping and T : A — B be an o—
proximal admissible with Ay # ¢, T(Ao) C By and Ay C g(Ao) for any t > 0. If B is
approximately compact with respect to A and the pair (g,T) is generalized a—Pata-
proximal contraction. Then the pair (g,T) has a unique optimal coincidence point
x* in Ag provided that o(x,y) > 1 for all x,y € A.

Proof. By Lemma (4), the set of ordered proximal Picard sequence starting with
Xo is nonempty. Let x be a given point in Ag. As T'(Ag) C By and Ag C g(Ayp), we can
choose an element x| € Ay such that d(gx;,Txo) = d(A,B), where (xo,x1) € A. Also,
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Tx; € T(Ag) C By, and Ag C g(Ay), it follows that there exist an element x, € Ag such
that d(gx,,Tx;) = d(A,B), since T is ordered, where (gx1,gx,) € A. Continuing this
way, we can obtain a sequence {gx,} in Ap such that it satisfies

d(gxn,Tx,—1) =d(A,B) and d(gx,+1,Tx,) =d(A,B), 4.4)
where (x,_1,x,) € A. Also, define a function o : A X A — [0, ) by
[ if(ry) e,
a(x,y) = { 0 otherwise. 3)

Which agrees with a.—proximal admissible function. Following the same lines of the
proof of Theorem (2), we have the result. ]

Corollary 2. IfT : A — Bis an a— Pata-proximal admissible contraction of type-
Iwith Ay # ¢ and T (Ao) C Bo for any t > 0. Then T has a unique best proximity point
x* in Ay provided that B is approximately compact with respect to A.

Example 4. Suppose that X = [0,1] x R is an orderded metric space (X,d, <),
where d(x,y) = |x—y| and x <y is defined as x <y. If A = {(0,x) : x € R} and
B={(1,y) : y <0,y € R}. Note that

d(A,B) =1, Ag = {(0,0)} and By = {(1,0)}.
Define T : A — B as:
T(0,x) = (1,2x).
Obviously, T(Ag) = By. Note that the points u = (0,x;),v = (0,x2),x = (0,y;) and
y = (0,y,) in A satisfy d(u,Tx) = d(A,B) and d(v,Ty) = d(A,B), if x; = 2y; and
X = 2y>. Also, mapping T satisfies the condition of a— Pata-proximal admissible

contraction of type-I, where y(z) = /¢. Thus all the conditions of the Corollary (2)
are satisfied. Moreover, (0,0) is the only best proximity point of 7 in Ay.

Corollary 3. Let g : A — A be a isometric mapping and T : A — B with Ag # 0,
T(Ao) € By and Ag C g(Ag) for anyt > 0. If B is approximately compact with respect
to A and the pair (g,T) is generalized o.— Pata-proximal contraction. Then the pair
(g,T) has a unique optimal coincidence point x* in Ay.

5. APPLICATION

As an application of our results, we prove some new fixed point theorems as fol-
lows.
We start with the following fixed point theorem:

Theorem 5. Let (X,d) be a complete ordered metric space, and o.: A x A — R.
Let T : X — X be a continuous and o—admissible mapping satisfying

. 1—¢
e (e )d(T.7) < U Da(ey) + Ayt + ] + ] + v~
ii): There exist xo € X such that o(xy, Txp) > 1.
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Then T has a fixed point x* € X and {T"xy} converges to x*.
Proof. Let A= B = X. We prove that T is an o.— Pata-proximal admissible con-
traction of type-1. Let x,y,u,v € X, satisfy the following conditions:

(x,y) € A,

d(u,Tx)=d(A,B),

d(v,Ty) =d(A,B).
Since X is complete ordered metric space, then (7'x,Ty) € A, Since d(A,B) =0, so
we have u = Tx and v = Ty, hence (u,v) € A. Since T satisfies condition (i), we have

ou(x,y)d(u,v) = oux,y)d(Tx,Ty)

—

1—¢)
2

< d(x,y) + Aehy(e) [1+ |lxl] + [l + Iv][]¥,

which implies that

)

aley)d(uv) < U Datey) + A1 + il + ]+ VI

and hence T is an o.— Pata-proximal admissible contraction of type-I. Let

o(x,y) > 1,
d(u,Tx)=d(A,B),
d(v,Ty)=d(A,B).

Since T is an ou—ordered admissible mapping. Applying condition (ii), there exists
Xo € X such that ot(xg, Txo) > 1. If we choose x; = T'xg, then we obtain that

(X(X(),xl) > 1 and d(A,B) = d(xl,TX()) = d(TX(),TxO).

Set B is approximately compact with respect to A, the conditions of Corollary (1) are
satisfied, so there exists x* € X such that d(x*, Tx*) = 0 =d(A, B), which implies that
Tx" =x*. ([l

CONCLUSION

In this paper, we defined o.— Pata-proximal admissible contraction of type-I and

type-1I in the framework of a complete metric space. Further, we obtained the best
proximity point and optimal coincidence point results for such mappings. We proved
the results which extends and generalize the existing results in [7,8, 10]. In case, fixed
points of mappings introduced in this paper do not exists, the results helps to obtain
the approximate fixed points. To elaborate these concepts and support the results,
some examples are presented.
Further, we developed some approximation results in complete ordered metric space
which shows the validity of obtained results in ordered structure. Under some restric-
tion, specially for self mapping, we obtained a fixed point result as an application of
our result.
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