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Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to revisit Chatterjea type contraction and determine some fixed

point results for interpolative Chatterjea type contraction mapping in the setting of quasi-partial b-metric

space using the concept of ω-admissibility introduced by Popescu. Also we present some useful examples to

elucidate relevance of the concept.

1. Introduction

In the diversified field of non-linear analysis, Banach [1] contraction principle holds a significant position.

The fixed point theorems are used to demonstrate the uniqueness of a solution of differential equations,

Fredholm integral equations and Picard theorem etc. Forging ahead Banach’s approach, many celebrated

authors [2–7] introduced distinctive concepts. In the year 1972, Chatterjea [8] inaugurated his contraction

defined as
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Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. A self mapping H : X → X is called Chatterjea type contraction if

d(Hσ, Hθ) ≤ δ[d(σ, Hθ) + d(θ, Hσ)]

for all σ, θ ∈ X, where δ ∈ (0, 1/2). Then he interestingly proved that it has a unique fixed point in

complete metric space. Additionally this result was proved by Mishra et al. [9] in complete quasi-partial

b-metric space for interpolative Chatterjea type contraction, which can be designated as,

Let (X, qpb) be a complete quasi-partial b-metric space. A self mapping H : X → X is called interpola-

tive Chatterjea type contraction if there exists δ ∈ [0, 1
s ), ρ ∈ (0, 1) such that

qpb(Hσ, Hθ) ≤ δ[qpb(σ, Hθ)]ρ
[

1

s2
qpb(θ, Hσ)

]1−ρ
for all σ, θ ∈ X.

Afterwards as a modification in the concept of α-admissible maps, Popescu [10] introduced ω-orbital admis-

sible maps.

In this research field, several authors [13–15] have made valuable contributions. In this paper, we commence

the concept of ω-interpolative Chatterjea contraction in quasi-partial b-metric space and deliver relevant

examples.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1 [10]: Let ω : X × X → [0, ∞) be a mapping and X 6= φ. A self mapping H : X → X is

called ω-admissible if,

ω(σ, Hσ) ≥ 1 =⇒ ω(Hσ, H2σ) ≥ 1

for all σ ∈ X.

In order to ignore the continuity of contractive mappings, we often consider the following condition.

(M) If we take a sequence θn in X such that ω(θn, θn+1) ≥ 1, for all n. Also as n→∞, θn → θ ∈ X, then

from θn there exists θn(k) such that for all k, ω(θn(k), θ) ≥ 1.

Definition 2.2 [11] : A quasi-partial metric space on a set non-empty set X is a function qp : X×X → [0, ∞)

that satisfies the following properties :

[QP1] If qp(σ, σ) = qp(σ, θ) = qp(θ, θ) then σ = θ

[QP2] qp(σ, σ) ≤ qp(σ, θ)

[QP3] qp(σ, σ) ≤ qp(θ, σ)
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[QP4] qp(σ, θ) + qp(δ, δ) ≤ qp(σ, δ) + qp(δ, θ) for all σ, θ, δ ∈ X.

Definition 2.3 [12] : A quasi-partial b-metric space on a set X 6= φ is a function qpb : X × X → [0, ∞)

such that for a real number s ≥ 1 satisfies the following properties :

[QPb1] If qpb(σ, σ) = qpb(θ, θ) = qpb(σ, θ) then σ = θ

[QPb2] qpb(σ, σ) ≤ qpb(σ, θ)

[QPb3] qpb(σ, σ) ≤ qpb(θ, σ)

[QPb4] qpb(σ, θ) ≤ s[qpb(σ, δ) + qpb(δ, θ)]− qpb(δ, δ) for all σ, θ, δ ∈ X.

Here, we present an example to show the usability of the concept.

Example 2.1 : Let X=
[
0, π

2k

]
. Define qpb(σ, θ) = sink|σ2 − θ2|, where k ≥ 1

Here, qpb(σ, σ) = sink|σ2 − σ2| = 0 = qpb(θ, θ), qpb(σ, θ) = sink|σ2 − θ2|

then 0 = sink|σ2 − θ2| =⇒ σ = θ i.e [QPb1] satisfied.

qpb(σ, σ) = 0 ≤ qpb(σ, θ) as 0 ≤ sink|σ2 − θ2| i.e [QPb2] satisfied.

qpb(σ, σ) = 0 ≤ qpb(θ, σ) as 0 ≤ sink|θ2 − σ2| i.e [QPb3] satisfied.

As σ, θ, δ ∈ X

|σ2 − θ2| ≤ π

2k
, |σ2 − θ2|+ |δ2 − θ2| ≤ π

2k

k[|σ2 − δ2|+ |δ2 − θ2|] ≤ π

2
,

Since sin k is increasing.

qpb(σ, θ) + qpb(δ, δ) = sink|σ2 − θ2|

≤ sink(|σ2 − δ2|+ |δ2 − θ2|) ≤ k(|σ2 − δ2|+ |δ2 − θ2|)

≤ k(sink(|σ2 − δ2|+ |δ2 − θ2|)) ≤ k[qpb(σ, δ) + qpb(δ, θ)]

≤ s[qpb(σ, δ) + qpb(δ, θ)]

where, s ≥ k ≥ 1 i.e. [QPb4] satisfied.

Therefore, (X, qpb) is a quasi-partial-b metric space.
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3. Main results

Here, we introduce the concept of ω-interpolative Chatterjea type contractions in quasi-partial b-metric space.

Definition 3.1 : Let (X, qpb) be a complete quasi-partial b-metric space. A self mapping H: X → X

is called ω-interpolative Chatterjea type contraction if there exists δ ∈ [0, 1
s ), ρ ∈ (0, 1) such that

ω(σ, θ)qpb(Hσ, Hθ) ≤ δ[qpb(σ, Hθ)]ρ
[

1

s2
qpb(θ, Hσ)

]1−ρ
for all σ, θ ∈ X.

Our main result is as follows:

Theorem 3.1. Let H : X → X be an ω-admissible self mapping which forms ω-interpolative Chatterjea

type contraction on a complete quasi-partial b-metric space (X, qpb). If there exists σ0 ∈ X such that

ω(σ0, Hσ0) ≥ 1, then H has a fixed point in X.

Proof : Let σ0 ∈ (X, qpb) such that ω(σ0, Hσ0) ≥ 1.

Let us consider a sequence σn defined as σn = Hn(σ0), n ≥ 0.

Considering for some n0,

If σn0 = σn0+1, this implies that σn0 is a fixed point of H.

If σn0
6= σn0+1, for all n ≥ 0 then,

qpb(σn, Hσn) = qpb(σn, Hσn+1) > 0

Also H is ω-admissible, ω(σ1, σ2) = ω(Hσ0, Hσ1) ≥ 1.

=⇒ ω(σn, σn+1) ≥ 1, for all n ≥ 0.

Taking σ = σn and θ = σn−1, we get

qpb(σn+1, σn) ≤ ω(σn, σn+1)qpb(Hσn, Hσn−1)

≤ δ[qpb(σn, Hσn−1)]ρ
[

1

s2
qpb(σn−1, Hσn)

]1−ρ
≤ δ[qpb(σn, σn)]ρ

[
1

s2
qpb(σn−1, σn+1)

]1−ρ
≤ δ[qpb(σn+1, σn)]ρ

[
1

s2
[s [qpb(σn−1, σn) + qpb(σn, σn+1)]− qpb(σn, σn)]

]1−ρ
≤ δ[qpb(σn+1, σn)]ρ

[ s
s2

[qpb(σn−1, σn) + qpb(σn, σn+1)]
]1−ρ

(3.1) ≤ δ[qpb(σn+1, σn)]ρ
[

1

s
[qpb(σn−1, σn) + qpb(σn, σn+1)]

]1−ρ
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If qpb(σn−1, σn) ≤ qpb(σn, σn+1) for all n ≥ 1, then

1

s
[qpb(σn−1, σn) + qpb(σn, σn+1)]

1−ρ ≤ qpb(σn, σn+1)1−ρ

that is,

1

s
[qpb(σn−1, σn) + qpb(σn, σn+1)] ≤ qpb(σn, σn+1)

but qpb(σn+1, σn) ≤ qpb(σn−1, σn), which is a contradiction as per equation 3.1.

Thus qpb(σn−1, σn) is a decreasing sequence.

Now, let limn→∞ qpb(σn−1, σn) = L.

As we have, from equation 3.1

qpb(σn+1, σn) ≤ ω(σn, σn+1)qpb(Hσn, Hσn−1)

≤ δ[qpb(σn+1, σn)]ρ
[

1

s2
qpb(σn−1, σn)

]1−ρ
ω(σ, θ)qpb(σn+1, σn)1−ρ ≤ δ

[
[

1

s2
qpb(σn−1, σn)

]1−ρ
ω(σn, σn−1)qpb(σn+1, σn) ≤ δ

1
1−β

[
[

1

s2
qpb(σn−1, σn)

]

(3.2) ω(σn, σn−1)qpb(σn+1, σn) ≤ δqpb(σn−1, σn) ≤ ϕnqpb(σ0, σ1)

So putting n→∞ in equation 3.2, we get L = 0.

Now, to show σn is Cauchy sequence.

Let n, t ∈ N .

qpb(σn, σn+t) ≤ sqpb(σn, σn+1) + s2qpb(σn+1, σn+2) + . . .+ stqpb(σn+t−1, σn+t)

≤ [sδn + s2δn+1 + . . .+ stδn+t−1]qpb(σ0, σ1)

(3.3) ≤ st
n+t−1∑
i=n

δiqpb(σ0, σ1) ≤ st
∞∑
i=n

δiqpb(σ0, σ1) · · ·

From equation 3.3,

lim
n→∞

qpb(σn, σn+t) = lim
m→∞, n→∞

qpb(σn+m), σn+m+t) ≤ st lim
m→∞

∞∑
i=m

lim
n→∞

δiqpb(σn, σn+1) = 0

Now, if σn 6= Hσn.

qpb(σn+1, Hη) = qpb(Hσn, Hη) ≤ δ[qpb(σn, Hη)]ρ
[

1

s2
qpb(η, Hµn)

]1−ρ
≤ δ[qpb(σn, Hη)]β [qpb(η, σn+1)]1−ρ
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for η ∈ X.

Here, for n→∞, qpb(η, Hη) = 0.

This is a contradiction and hence Hη = η.

Corollary 3.1 Let (X, qpb) be a complete quasi-partial b-metric space whose subsets ξ1 and ξ2 are closed.

Suppose that H : ξ1 ∪ ξ2 → ξ1 ∪ ξ2 satisfies :

ω(σ, θ)qpb(Hσ, Hθ) ≤ δ[qpb(σ, Hθ)]ρ
[

1

s2
qpb(θ, Hσ)

]1−ρ
for all σ ∈ ξ1 and θ ∈ ξ2 such that σ, θ ∈ X�Fix(H), where ρ ≥ 0, s ≥ 1. If H(ξ1) ⊆ ξ2 and H(ξ2) ⊆ ξ1,

then there exists a fixed point of H in ξ1 ∩ ξ2.

Proof : In Theorem 3.1, it is enough to take, ω(σ, θ) =


1 if(ξ1 × ξ2) ∪ (ξ2 × ξ1)

0 otherwise

Corollary 3.2 Suppose (X, qpb, �) be a complete partially-ordered quasi-partial b-metric space. Let

H : X → X be the mapping such that:

ω(σ, θ)qpb(Hσ, Hθ) ≤ δ[qpb(σ, Hθ)]ρ
[

1

s2
qpb(θ, Hσ)

]1−ρ
such that σ, θ ∈ X�Fix(H) where ρ ≥ 0, s ≥ 1.

Let us assume the following:

a) H is non decreasing with respect to partial order �;

b) There exists σ0 ∈ X such that σ0 � Hσ0;

c) H is continuous on (X, qpb).

Then H has a fixed point in X .

Proof : In Theorem 3.1, it is enough to take, ω(σ, θ) =


1 if(σ � θ)or(θ � σ)

0 otherwise

Example 3.1 : Let us consider the set X = [0, 3] with quasi-partial b-metric defined as qpb(σ, θ) =

sink|σ2 − θ2| and H be a self-mapping on X which is defined as

Hσ =


5
2 ifσ ∈ [2, 3]

2
7 ifσ ∈ [0, 2]

and taking, ω(σ, θ) =


1 if(σ, θ) ∈ [2, 3]

0 otherwise

Let σ, θ ∈ X be such that σ 6= Hσ, θ 6= Hθ and ω(σ, θ) ≥ 1 σ, θ ∈ [2, 3], and we have Hσ = Hθ = 5
2 .

Therefore, Definition 3.1 holds, for σ0 = 3.

ω(3, H3) = ω(3, 5
2 ) = 1, ω(σ, θ) ≥ 1 for σ, θ ∈ X. So σ, θ ∈ [2, 3] and Hσ = Hθ ∈ [2, 3].

Thus H is ω-orbital admissible as ω(Hσ, Hθ) ≥ 1.

Now we show that condition (M) holds, let us take a sequence θn in X such that ω(θn, θn+1) ≥ 1 for all n,
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Figure 1. The fixed points of H are 5
2 and 2

7 .

then θn ⊂ [2, 3]. Also as n→∞, θn → v ∈ X, we get |θn − v| → 0. Therefore v ∈ [2, 3], ω(θn, v) = 1.

Hereby Theorem 3.1 holds true and the fixed points of H are 5
2 and 2

7 as shown in Figure 1.

4. Conclusion

The accession of this study is to commence the proposition of Interpolative Chatterjea type contraction on

ω-admissible mapping in quasi-partial b-metric space. ω-admissibility finds it’s real world applications in

varying fields be it in classical game theory for finding behaviour in multi-player games or even infinite games

that are played on graphs. Apart from this it is also used in deciding the extensions of DLs by concrete

domains. This concept has been conceded in many researches earlier. The current research can also be

exercised effectively in all these areas of study.
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