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Abstract:
							                           
In this paper, we study a fixed point problem for certain rational contractions on .-complete metric spaces. Uniqueness of the fixed point is obtained under additional conditions. The Ulam–Hyers–Rassias stability of the problem is investigated. Well-posedness of the problem and the data dependence property are also explored. There is a corollary of the main result. Finally, our fixed point theorem is applied to solve a problem of integral equation. There is no continuity assumption on the mapping.
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1 Introduction and mathematical background

In this paper, we consider a rational contraction on metric spaces and investigate the fixed point problem associated with it. We assume that the metric space is [image: 694173132008_gi2.png]-complete, which is a concept introduced by Kutbi and Sintunavarat in the paper [11]. The uniqueness of the fixed point is obtained under additional conditions. Rational contractions were first introduced by Dass et al. [6] and have been considered in fixed point theory in recent works like [4, 8]. Our investigation of the different aspects of the fixed point problem is performed in a metric space without completeness property. In most of the works on similar problems, the results are obtained by employing metric completeness. Instead, we assume the weaker concept of [image: 694173132008_gi3.png]-completeness. There is a flexibility in such assumption since the choice of [image: 694173132008_gi4.png] can be different subject to certain restrictions. This is one of the main motivations behind our considerations of the problems discussed in this paper. We impose an admissibility condition on the concerned mapping. The assumption of the contractive inequality is restricted to certain pairs of points. These assumptions are in tune with certain recent trends appearing in metric fixed point theory. Further, there are scopes of extending our present results, which are discussed at the end of the paper.

We investigate Ulam–Hyers–Rassias stability of the fixed point problem. It is a general type of stability, which is considered in several areas of mathematics. Introduced by Ulam [25] through a mathematical question posed in 1940 and later elaborated by Hyers [9] and Rassias [18], such stabilities have a very large literature today [10, 16, 19].

Well-posedness and data dependence property associated with this problem are also investigated.

Finally, we have an application of our results to a problem of a nonlinear integral equation.


Definition 1. (See [1].) An element [image: 694173132008_gi6.png]
is called a fixed point of a mapping [image: 694173132008_gi7.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi8.png]


Several sufficient conditions have been discussed for the existence of fixed points of [image: 694173132008_gi9.png], where [image: 694173132008_gi10.png] has a metric [image: 694173132008_gi11.png] defined on it. The study is a part of the subject domain known as metric fixed point theory. The subject is widely recognized to have been originated in the work of Banach in 1922 [1], which is known as the Banach’s contraction mapping principle and is instrumental to the proofs of many important results. In subsequent times, many metric fixed point results were proved and applied to different problem arising in mathematics. Today fixed point methods are recognized as strong mathematical methods. References [12, 13] describe this development to a considerable extent.


Definition 2. (See [22].) A function [image: 694173132008_gi12.png] where [image: 694173132008_gi13.png] is a nonempty set, has triangular property if for [image: 694173132008_gi14.png] imply [image: 694173132008_gi16.png]


Admissibility conditions have recently been used for obtaining fixed point results. Various admissibility criteria were introduced in the study of fixed points of mappings. We refer the reader to [21–23] for some details on admissibility conditions.


Definition 3. (See [22].) Let [image: 694173132008_gi17.png] be a nonempty set, [image: 694173132008_gi18.png]
and[image: 694173132008_gi29.png] .The mapping [image: 694173132008_gi21.png] is called [image: 694173132008_gi22.png]-admissible if [image: 694173132008_gi23.png]  implies that [image: 694173132008_gi24.png]



Definition 4. Let [image: 694173132008_gi25.png] be a nonempty set and [image: 694173132008_gi27.png] A function[image: 694173132008_gi28.png] is said to have [image: 694173132008_gi30.png] -directed property if for every[image: 694173132008_gi31.png] there exists[image: 694173132008_gi32.png]
with [image: 694173132008_gi33.png] such that [image: 694173132008_gi35.png]



Definition 5. (See [23].) A metric space[image: 694173132008_gi36.png] is said to have regular property with respect to a mapping [image: 694173132008_gi38.png] if for any sequence[image: 694173132008_gi39.png] in [image: 694173132008_gi40.png] with limit[image: 694173132008_gi41.png] implies  for all [image: 694173132008_gi43.png].


Example 1. Let [image: 694173132008_gi44.png] be equipped with usual metric. Let [image: 694173132008_gi45.png] and [image: 694173132008_gi46.png] be respectively defined as follows:



[image: 694173132008_ee2.png]




Here (i) [image: 694173132008_gi49.png] is a [image: 694173132008_gi50.png]-admissible mapping; (ii) [image: 694173132008_gi51.png] has triangular property; (iii) [image: 694173132008_gi52.png] has regular property with respect to [image: 694173132008_gi53.png].

Recently, Kutbi and Sintunavarat coined the concept of [image: 694173132008_gi54.png]-complete metric space in the paper [11].


Definition 6. Let [image: 694173132008_gi55.png]  be a metric space and [image: 694173132008_gi56.png].A Cauchy sequence[image: 694173132008_gi57.png] in [image: 694173132008_gi58.png] is called a[image: 694173132008_gi59.png]-Cauchy sequence if [image: 694173132008_gi60.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi61.png].


Definition 7. (See [11].) A metric space[image: 694173132008_gi62.png] is said to be [image: 694173132008_gi63.png]-complete, where [image: 694173132008_gi65.png], if every [image: 694173132008_gi66.png]-Cauchy sequence in . converges to a point in [image: 694173132008_gi67.png].


Remark 1. If [image: 694173132008_gi69.png] is a complete metric space, then [image: 694173132008_gi70.png] is also a [image: 694173132008_gi71.png]-complete metric space for any [image: 694173132008_gi72.png] but the converse is not true.


Example 2. Let [image: 694173132008_gi73.png] be equipped with usual metric [image: 694173132008_gi74.png]. Let [image: 694173132008_gi75.png] be defined as



[image: 694173132008_ee3.png]




then [image: 694173132008_gi76.png] is a[image: 694173132008_gi89.png]-complete metric space. Here [image: 694173132008_gi115.png] is not a complete metric space. Indeed, [image: 694173132008_gi117.png]   is a Cauchy sequence in [image: 694173132008_gi118.png] such that [image: 694173132008_gi119.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi121.png], then 
[image: 694173132008_gi122.png] [2019, 2020] for all [image: 694173132008_gi123.png].As [2019, 2020] is a closed subset of [image: 694173132008_gi124.png], it follows that there exists [image: 694173132008_gi125.png] [2019, 2020] such that [image: 694173132008_gi127.png]. 


Definition 8. Let [image: 694173132008_gi129.png] be a mapping and   [image: 694173132008_gi130.png], where[image: 694173132008_gi131.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi132.png] are two metric spaces. The mapping [image: 694173132008_gi135.png] is said to be [image: 694173132008_gi133.png]-continuous at [image: 694173132008_gi134.png] if for any sequence[image: 694173132008_gi136.png] in [image: 694173132008_gi137.png]
for all [image: 694173132008_gi139.png] imply that [image: 694173132008_gi140.png]



Remark 2. The continuity of a mapping implies its [image: 694173132008_gi141.png]-continuity for any [image: 694173132008_gi142.png].In general, the converse is not true.


Problem P. Let [image: 694173132008_gi143.png] be a mapping, where [image: 694173132008_gi144.png] is a metric space. Consider the problem of finding a point [image: 694173132008_gi145.png] satisfying [image: 694173132008_gi146.png].

Our paper is characterized by the following features.




	1. 
						We consider rational contractions in our theorems.

	2. 
						We prove our main result with a generalized notion of completeness assumption of the underlying space and without the continuity assumption on the mapping.

	3. 
						We investigate Ulam–Hyers–Rassias stability of the fixed point problem.

	4. 
						We investigate well-posedness of the problem.

	5. 
						We investigate data dependence of fixed point set and solution of the integral equation.

	6. 
						We apply our theorem to a problem of an integral equation.








2 Main results

In this section, we establish some fixed point results and illustrate them with examples. We discuss the uniqueness of the fixed point under some additional assumptions. We deduce a corollary of the main result.

Let [image: 694173132008_gi147.png] be a metric space and [image: 694173132008_gi148.png]
be two mappings.

We designate the following properties by (A1), (A2) and (A3):




	
(A1) Z has regular property with respect to γ;



	
(A2) γ has triangular property;



	
(A3) γ has F -directed property.








Theorem 1. 
Let 
[image: 694173132008_gi149.png]
 be a metric space and  
[image: 694173132008_gi150.png]
be a function such that 
[image: 694173132008_gi151.png]
 is  
[image: 694173132008_gi152.png]
-complete. Let  
[image: 694173132008_gi153.png]
be a γ-admissible mapping and there exists
[image: 694173132008_gi154.png] (0, 1) such that for 
[image: 694173132008_gi155.png]
 with 
[image: 694173132008_gi156.png]




[image: 694173132008_ee5.png](1)




If there exists 
[image: 694173132008_gi158.png]
 such that  
[image: 694173132008_gi159.png]
and property (A1) holds, then 
[image: 694173132008_gi160.png]
 has a fixed point in 
[image: 694173132008_gi161.png]
.



Proof. Let [image: 694173132008_gi162.png] be such that[image: 694173132008_gi163.png]. We construct a sequence [image: 694173132008_gi164.png]
in [image: 694173132008_gi165.png] such that



[image: 694173132008_ee6.png](2)



As [image: 694173132008_gi166.png] and [image: 694173132008_gi167.png] is   [image: 694173132008_gi169.png]-admissible, we have [image: 694173132008_gi170.png]. Since [image: 694173132008_gi171.png] is [image: 694173132008_gi172.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi174.png]




[image: 694173132008_ee7.png](3)



Let



[image: 694173132008_ee8.png](4)



By (1)–(4) we have



[image: 694173132008_ee9.png]




Therefore,



[image: 694173132008_ee10.png]




Suppose that [image: 694173132008_gi175.png]. From (4) and (5) we have



[image: 694173132008_ee11.png]




which is a contradiction. Therefore,[image: 694173132008_gi176.png], that is, [image: 694173132008_gi178.png]  is a monotone decreasing sequence of nonnegative real numbers. Then from (5) we have



[image: 694173132008_ee12.png](6)



By repeated application of (6) we have



[image: 694173132008_ee13.png](7)



With the help of (7), we have



[image: 694173132008_ee14.png]




which implies that[image: 694173132008_gi179.png] is a [image: 694173132008_gi181.png]-Cauchy sequence in [image: 694173132008_gi183.png]. As [image: 694173132008_gi184.png] is [image: 694173132008_gi186.png]-complete, there exists [image: 694173132008_gi187.png] such that 



[image: 694173132008_ee15.png](8)



By (3), (8) and property (A1) we have [image: 694173132008_gi188.png]  for all [image: 694173132008_gi190.png]. Using (2), we have



[image: 694173132008_ee16.png](9)



Taking limit as [image: 694173132008_gi191.png] in (9) and using (8), we have



[image: 694173132008_ee17.png]




which implies that [image: 694173132008_gi192.png], that is,[image: 694173132008_gi194.png], that is, [image: 694173132008_gi195.png] is a fixed point of [image: 694173132008_gi196.png].


Remark 3. By Remark 1, Theorem 1 is still valid if one considers [image: 694173132008_gi197.png] to be a complete metric space instead of a[image: 694173132008_gi198.png]-complete metric space.

We present the following illustrative example in support of Theorems 1.


Example 3. Using the metric space [image: 694173132008_gi199.png], mappings [image: 694173132008_gi200.png] and [image: 694173132008_gi201.png] as in Example 1, we see that [image: 694173132008_gi202.png] is regular with respect to [image: 694173132008_gi203.png] (see Example 1), that is, property (A1) holds, and [image: 694173132008_gi204.png] is a[image: 694173132008_gi205.png]-admissible mapping. Let [image: 694173132008_gi206.png]


Let [image: 694173132008_gi207.png] with [image: 694173132008_gi208.png] Then [image: 694173132008_gi209.png] [0, 1] and [image: 694173132008_gi210.png] [0, 1/8]. Therefore, it is required to verify the inequality in Theorem 1 for [image: 694173132008_gi212.png] [0, 1] and [image: 694173132008_gi213.png] [0, 1/8]. Now,[image: 694173132008_gi211.png] and



[image: 694173132008_ee18.png]




Hence, all the conditions of Theorem 1 are satisfied, and 0 is a fixed point of [image: 694173132008_gi214.png].


Note 1. Theorem 1 is still valid if one considers the [image: 694173132008_gi215.png]-continuity of [image: 694173132008_gi216.png] instead of taking property (A1). Then the portion of the proof just after (8) of Theorem 1 is replaced by the following portion:

Using the [image: 694173132008_gi217.png]-continuity assumption of [image: 694173132008_gi218.png] , we have



[image: 694173132008_ee19.png]




Hence,[image: 694173132008_gi219.png] that is, [image: 694173132008_gi220.png] is a fixed point of [image: 694173132008_gi221.png] .

We present the following illustrative example in view of Note 1.


Example 4. Let [image: 694173132008_gi222.png] be equipped with usual metric [image: 694173132008_gi223.png]. Let [image: 694173132008_gi224.png]  and [image: 694173132008_gi225.png] be respectively defined as follows:



[image: 694173132008_ee20.png]




then[image: 694173132008_gi226.png] is a [image: 694173132008_gi227.png]-complete metric space. Here[image: 694173132008_gi228.png] is not a complete metric space. Let us consider the sequence [image: 694173132008_gi229.png], where [image: 694173132008_gi230.png] Here [image: 694173132008_gi232.png] as[image: 694173132008_gi235.png], and [image: 694173132008_gi236.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi238.png]. But [image: 694173132008_gi239.png] and hence, [image: 694173132008_gi240.png] is not regular with respect to [image: 694173132008_gi241.png]. Also, [image: 694173132008_gi242.png] is [image: 694173132008_gi243.png]-admissible. Here the function [image: 694173132008_gi244.png] is not continuous but [image: 694173132008_gi245.png]-continuous. Choose [image: 694173132008_gi247.png]


Let [image: 694173132008_gi248.png] with [image: 694173132008_gi249.png] Then  [image: 694173132008_gi251.png](0, 1). In view of the above and Note 1, it only remains to be verified that the inequality in Theorem 1 is valid for all [image: 694173132008_gi252.png] (0, 1). Now,[image: 694173132008_gi253.png]and



[image: 694173132008_ee21.png]




Here 0 is a fixed point of [image: 694173132008_gi255.png].


Remark 4. By Remark 2, Theorem 1 is still valid if one considers the continuity of [image: 694173132008_gi256.png] instead of taking property (A1).


Theorem 2. 
In addition to the hypothesis of Theorem ., suppose that properties (A2) and (A3) hold. Then 
[image: 694173132008_gi257.png]
 has a unique fixed point.



Proof. By Theorem 1 the set of fixed points of [image: 694173132008_gi258.png] is nonempty. If possible, let [image: 694173132008_gi259.png] and [image: 694173132008_gi261.png] be two fixed points of [image: 694173132008_gi262.png] . Then[image: 694173132008_gi263.png]
and [image: 694173132008_gi264.png]. Our aim is to show that [image: 694173132008_gi265.png]. By property (A3) there exists [image: 694173132008_gi266.png]
with[image: 694173132008_gi267.png] such that[image: 694173132008_gi269.png] Put [image: 694173132008_gi270.png] and let [image: 694173132008_gi271.png] Then[image: 694173132008_gi272.png] Similarly, as in the proof of Theorem 1, we define a sequence [image: 694173132008_gi273.png] such that



[image: 694173132008_ee22.png]




As [image: 694173132008_gi274.png] is a [image: 694173132008_gi275.png]-admissible mapping, we have



[image: 694173132008_ee23.png](10)



Arguing similarly as in proof of Theorem 1, we prove that[image: 694173132008_gi276.png] is a[image: 694173132008_gi277.png]-Cauchy sequence in [image: 694173132008_gi278.png], and there exists [image: 694173132008_gi279.png] such that



[image: 694173132008_ee24.png](11)



We claim that



[image: 694173132008_ee25.png]





[image: 694173132008_gi282.png]As [image: 694173132008_gi281.png] and , by property (A2) we have [image: 694173132008_gi283.png] Therefore, our claim is true for [image: 694173132008_gi284.png]. We assume that[image: 694173132008_gi286.png] holds for some[image: 694173132008_gi287.png]. By (10), [image: 694173132008_gi288.png] Applying property (A2), we have[image: 694173132008_gi289.png]and this proves our claim.

By (1) and (12) we have, for all [image: 694173132008_gi290.png],



[image: 694173132008_ee26.png](13)



Taking limit as [image: 694173132008_gi291.png] in (13) and using (11), we have



[image: 694173132008_ee27.png]




which is a contradiction unless[image: 694173132008_gi292.png], that is, [image: 694173132008_gi293.png], that is,



[image: 694173132008_ee28.png](14)



Similarly, we can show that



[image: 694173132008_ee29.png](15)



From (14) and (15) we have [image: 694173132008_gi294.png]. Therefore, fixed point of [image: 694173132008_gi295.png] is unique.

We present some special cases illustrating the applicability of Theorem 1.


Remark 5. Choosing [image: 694173132008_gi296.png] for all[image: 694173132008_gi297.png] we have a corollary.


Corollary 1. 
Let 
[image: 694173132008_gi298.png]
 be a complete metric space. Then
[image: 694173132008_gi299.png]
 has a unique fixed point if for some 
[image: 694173132008_gi301.png](0, 1) and for all  
[image: 694173132008_gi302.png]
 one of the following inequalities holds:

(i) [image: 694173132008_gi303.png]


(ii)[image: 694173132008_gi304.png]


(iii) [image: 694173132008_gi305.png]


(iv)[image: 694173132008_gi306.png]





3 Ulam–Hyers stability

In [19], one can find the following definition as well as some related notions concerning the Ulam–Hyers stability, which is relevant to the present considerations. Let [image: 694173132008_gi307.png] be a metric space and [image: 694173132008_gi308.png] be a mapping. We say that the fixed point problem [image: 694173132008_gi309.png] Ulam–Hyers stable if there is[image: 694173132008_gi310.png] such that for [image: 694173132008_gi312.png] with[image: 694173132008_gi313.png] there exists [image: 694173132008_gi314.png] satisfying [image: 694173132008_gi316.png]



Definition 9. (See [24].) Problem P is called Ulam–Hyers stable if there exists a function [image: 694173132008_gi317.png] which is monotone increasing and continuous at 0 with [image: 694173132008_gi319.png] such that for each [image: 694173132008_gi320.png] and for each solution [image: 694173132008_gi321.png] of the inequality[image: 694173132008_gi322.png] there exists a solution  [image: 694173132008_gi323.png]
such that [image: 694173132008_gi324.png]



Remark 6. If [image: 694173132008_gi326.png] is defined as [image: 694173132008_gi327.png], where 
[image: 694173132008_gi328.png] is a constant, then Definition 9 reduces to Definition in [10].

Let us consider the fixed point Problem[image: 694173132008_gi329.png] and the following inequation:



[image: 694173132008_ee30.png](16)



In the next theorem, we take the following additional condition to assure the Ulam– Hyers stablity via[image: 694173132008_gi330.png]-admissible mapping.

(A4) For any solution [image: 694173132008_gi331.png] of Problem P and any solution [image: 694173132008_gi333.png] of (16), one has [image: 694173132008_gi334.png]



Theorem 3. 
In addition to the hypothesis of Theorem ., suppose that (A4) holds. Then the fixed point Problem . is Ulam–Hyers stable.



Proof. By Theorem 2 there exists unique [image: 694173132008_gi336.png] such that [image: 694173132008_gi337.png] So, [image: 694173132008_gi338.png] is a solution of Problem P. Let [image: 694173132008_gi340.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi341.png] be a solution of (16). Then[image: 694173132008_gi342.png]. By property (A4) we have[image: 694173132008_gi343.png] With the help of (1), we have



[image: 694173132008_ee31.png]






[image: 694173132008_ee32.png]




which implies that



[image: 694173132008_ee33.png](17)



Let [image: 694173132008_gi344.png] be defined by



[image: 694173132008_ee34.png]




The function [image: 694173132008_gi346.png] is monotone increasing, continuous, and [image: 694173132008_gi347.png] By (17) we have



[image: 694173132008_ee35.png]




Therefore, the fixed point Problem P is Ulam–Hyers stable.




4 Well-posedness

The notion of well-posedness of a fixed point problem has evoked much interest to several mathematicians (see, for example, [16, 17]). Let [image: 694173132008_gi348.png] be a metric space and [image: 694173132008_gi349.png]
be a mapping. The fixed point problem of [image: 694173132008_gi350.png] is said to be well-posed if [image: 694173132008_gi351.png] has a unique fixed point [image: 694173132008_gi352.png] and for any sequence[image: 694173132008_gi353.png] in[image: 694173132008_gi355.png] implies [image: 694173132008_gi357.png]



Definition 10. (See [10].) Problem P is called well-posed if (i) [image: 694173132008_gi359.png] has a unique fixed point [image: 694173132008_gi361.png], (ii)[image: 694173132008_gi362.png] as [image: 694173132008_gi366.png]  whenever [image: 694173132008_gi367.png] is a sequence in [image: 694173132008_gi368.png] with [image: 694173132008_gi369.png]


In the next theorem, we take the following condition to assure the well-posedness via [image: 694173132008_gi370.png]- admissible mapping.

(A5) If [image: 694173132008_gi371.png] is any solution of Problem P and [image: 694173132008_gi372.png] is any sequence in [image: 694173132008_gi373.png] for which [image: 694173132008_gi375.png]



Theorem 4. 
In addition to the hypothesis of Theorem P, suppose that (A5) holds. Then the fixed point Problem . is well-posed.



Proof. By Theorem 2 there exists unique [image: 694173132008_gi376.png] such that [image: 694173132008_gi377.png] is a solution of Problem P. Let [image: 694173132008_gi378.png] be a sequence in [image: 694173132008_gi379.png] for which[image: 694173132008_gi380.png]As (A5) holds, we have[image: 694173132008_gi381.png] for all[image: 694173132008_gi382.png]. By (1) we have



[image: 694173132008_ee36.png]




which implies that 



[image: 694173132008_ee37.png]




Thus,[image: 694173132008_gi383.png] and hence, the fixed point Problem P is well-posed.




5 Data dependence result

In this section, we investigate the data dependence of fixed points.


Definition 11. Let [image: 694173132008_gi384.png]  be two mappings, where[image: 694173132008_gi386.png] is a metric space such that [image: 694173132008_gi387.png] for all[image: 694173132008_gi388.png], where [image: 694173132008_gi389.png] is some positive number. Then the problem of data dependence is to estimate the distance between the fixed points of these two mappings.

Several research papers on data dependence have been published in the recent literature, some of which we mention in references [3, 5, 20].


Theorem 5.  
In addition to the hypothesis of Theorem ., suppose that 
[image: 694173132008_gi391.png]
 be a mapping with nonempty fixed point set. If for each fixed point u of  
[image: 694173132008_gi392.png]
and there exists 
[image: 694173132008_gi393.png]
 such that 
[image: 694173132008_gi394.png]

for all
[image: 694173132008_gi395.png]
, then  
[image: 694173132008_gi396.png]
 where s and t are fixed points of F and T, respectively.



[image: 694173132008_gi403.png]
Proof. By Theorem 2 there exists unique [image: 694173132008_gi397.png]
such that [image: 694173132008_gi398.png] Suppose [image: 694173132008_gi399.png] is a fixed point of [image: 694173132008_gi400.png] . Take [image: 694173132008_gi401.png] Then [image: 694173132008_gi404.png] Let [image: 694173132008_gi405.png]  Then by definition of [image: 694173132008_gi406.png] we have



[image: 694173132008_ee38.png](18)



Applying the assumption of the theorem, we have [image: 694173132008_gi407.png]  then by admissibility property of [image: 694173132008_gi408.png] we have[image: 694173132008_gi409.png]Inductively, arguing similarly as in the proof of Theorem 1, we have a sequence[image: 694173132008_gi410.png] in [image: 694173132008_gi411.png] such that



[image: 694173132008_ee39.png]




Arguing similarly as in proof of Theorem 1, we can prove that

• (7) is satisfied;

•[image: 694173132008_gi412.png] is a [image: 694173132008_gi413.png]-Cauchy sequence in the metric space [image: 694173132008_gi414.png], and there exists [image: 694173132008_gi415.png]   such that [image: 694173132008_gi417.png]


• [image: 694173132008_gi418.png] is a fixed point of [image: 694173132008_gi419.png] , that is, [image: 694173132008_gi421.png] as fixed point of [image: 694173132008_gi422.png] is unique, we have [image: 694173132008_gi424.png] Using triangular property, we have



[image: 694173132008_ee40.png]




Taking limit as [image: 694173132008_gi425.png]in the above inequality and using (18), we have



[image: 694173132008_ee41.png]







6 Application

We have already mentioned in introduction that fixed point theorems in metric spaces are widely investigated and have applications in differential and integral equations (see [2,15, 22]). In this section, we deal with a nonlinear integral equation. In the first part, we apply Theorems 1 and 2 to prove the existence and uniqueness of solution of Fredholm-type nonlinear integral equations. In the remaining part, we discuss three aspects of the same integral equation, namely, Ulam–Hyers stability, well-posedness and data dependence.

We consider the following Fredholm-type nonlinear integral equation:



[image: 694173132008_ee42.png](19)



where the unknown function [image: 694173132008_gi426.png] takes real values.

The space[image: 694173132008_gi427.png] of all real valued continuous functions on [a, b] endowed with the metric[image: 694173132008_gi431.png] is complete. Let this metric space be endowed with a partial ordered relation [image: 694173132008_gi433.png] defined as [image: 694173132008_gi434.png] if[image: 694173132008_gi436.png]and only if  for all [image: 694173132008_gi437.png]



Problem I. To find out a solution of the Fredholm-type integral equation



[image: 694173132008_ee43.png]




under some appropriate conditions on g, h and K.

We take the following assumptions:

(I1) [image: ]
[image: 694173132008_gi441.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi443.png]are continuous mappings  

(I2)[image: 694173132008_gi445.png]  implies [image: 694173132008_gi447.png]  for all [image: 694173132008_gi449.png]


(I3)[image: 694173132008_gi453.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi454.png] with [image: 694173132008_gi456.png] and for all [image: 694173132008_gi458.png]


(I4)  [image: 694173132008_gi451.png] where [image: 694173132008_gi452.png]


(I5)  There exists [image: 694173132008_gi459.png] such that [image: 694173132008_gi460.png]


(I6) For every[image: 694173132008_gi461.png]([a, b]), there exists[image: 694173132008_gi462.png] such that [image: 694173132008_gi464.png] and [image: 694173132008_gi466.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi467.png]



Theorem 6. 
Let 
[image: 694173132008_gi468.png]

and  let 
[image: 694173132008_gi469.png]
satisfy  assumptions (I1).(I5). Then nonlinear integral equation (19) has a solution in  
[image: 694173132008_gi470.png]



Proof. Define a mapping [image: 694173132008_gi471.png]




[image: 694173132008_ee44.png]




Let[image: 694173132008_gi473.png]([a, b]) and[image: 694173132008_gi474.png] Then[image: 694173132008_gi475.png] hence, by (I2) we have



[image: 694173132008_ee45.png](21)



which implies [image: 694173132008_gi477.png]


Let [image: 694173132008_gi478.png] and [image: 694173132008_gi479.png]  Then [image: 694173132008_gi482.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi484.png] .Hence, by (13) we have for all [image: 694173132008_gi485.png]




[image: 694173132008_ee46.png](22)



Let [image: 694173132008_gi486.png] be defined by



[image: 694173132008_ee47.png]




Now,[image: 694173132008_gi488.png]
implies[image: 694173132008_gi489.png] Thus, by (22) the contraction condition holds for all 
[image: 694173132008_gi490.png]


By (21), for [image: 694173132008_gi491.png]
with [image: 694173132008_gi492.png] we have[image: 694173132008_gi493.png] It follows that for[image: 694173132008_gi495.png] Hence, [image: 694173132008_gi496.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi498.png]-admissible.


[image: 694173132008_gi510.png]Suppose that [image: 694173132008_gi499.png]  is a convergent sequence in [image: 694173132008_gi501.png] with limit[image: 694173132008_gi503.png] and[image: 694173132008_gi504.png] for all[image: 694173132008_gi505.png]. Then[image: 694173132008_gi506.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi507.png] and for all[image: 694173132008_gi508.png], which implies that [image: 694173132008_gi509.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi512.png] and for all  [image: 694173132008_gi513.png] that is,[image: 694173132008_gi515.png]
for all [image: 694173132008_gi516.png]. It follows that if [image: 694173132008_gi517.png]
is a convergent sequence in[image: 694173132008_gi518.png] with limit [image: 694173132008_gi519.png] and [image: 694173132008_gi520.png] then[image: 694173132008_gi521.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi522.png]. Therefore, [image: 694173132008_gi523.png] has[image: 694173132008_gi524.png]-regular property, that is, property (A1) holds.

By (I5) there exists [image: 694173132008_gi526.png] such that



[image: 694173132008_ee48.png]




So,[image: 694173132008_gi527.png]This implies that there exists[image: 694173132008_gi528.png]such that [image: 694173132008_gi530.png]



[image: 694173132008_gi531.png] being complete, is a [image: 694173132008_gi532.png]-complete metric space (see Remark 1).

All the assumptions of Theorem 1 are satisfied. Therefore, [image: 694173132008_gi534.png] has a fixed point, that is, the integral equation (19) has a solution in[image: 694173132008_gi533.png]



Example 5. Consider the integral equation



[image: 694173132008_ee49.png](23)



Observe that this equation is a special case of (19) with [image: 694173132008_gi535.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi537.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi538.png]


•[image: 694173132008_gi541.png] are continuous mappings, and hence, assumption (I1)holds.

• Assumption (I2) holds. To check, let [image: 694173132008_gi542.png] Then



[image: 694173132008_ee50.png]




since the function[image: 694173132008_gi544.png] is increasing in [0, 1].

Assumption (I3) holds. To check, let [image: 694173132008_gi545.png]Then for all[image: 694173132008_gi546.png][0,1], we have



[image: 694173132008_ee51.png]




• Assumption (I4) holds. To check, let[image: 694173132008_gi547.png] [0, 1]. Then



[image: 694173132008_ee52.png]




where [image: 694173132008_gi549.png]


• Assumption (I5) holds. To check, let [image: 694173132008_gi553.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi554.png] [0, 1],Then [image: 694173132008_gi555.png] such that for all[image: 694173132008_gi556.png], that is,



[image: 694173132008_ee53.png]




Therefore, all the assumptions of Theorem 6 are satisfied. Hence, integral equation (23) has a solution [image: 694173132008_gi557.png] in[image: 694173132008_gi558.png]([0, 1]).


Theorem 7. In addition to the hypothesis of Theorem 6, suppose that assumption (I6) holds. Then nonlinear integral equation (19) has a unique solution.


Proof. First, we show that [image: 694173132008_gi559.png] has[image: 694173132008_gi560.png]-triangular property. Let [image: 694173132008_gi561.png]
and [image: 694173132008_gi562.png] and[image: 694173132008_gi563.png]. By definition of [image: 694173132008_gi564.png] we have [image: 694173132008_gi566.png]  and [image: 694173132008_gi568.png]
 that is, [image: 694173132008_gi569.png] and [image: 694173132008_gi571.png] for all [image: 694173132008_gi572.png][a, b], which imply that[image: 694173132008_gi573.png]for all   [image: 694173132008_gi575.png][a, b], that is,[image: 694173132008_gi577.png], that is,[image: 694173132008_gi578.png]Hence,[image: 694173132008_gi579.png]has[image: 694173132008_gi580.png]-triangular property. Therefore, property (A2) holds.

By assumption (I6), for[image: 694173132008_gi581.png], there exists[image: 694173132008_gi582.png] such that[image: 694173132008_gi583.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi584.png] and



[image: 694173132008_ee54.png]




Hence,[image: 694173132008_gi585.png] for all[image: 694173132008_gi586.png][a, b], that is,[image: 694173132008_gi587.png]Thus, for [image: 694173132008_gi589.png] there exists 
[image: 694173132008_gi590.png]with[image: 694173132008_gi592.png] such that[image: 694173132008_gi593.png] Therefore, [image: 694173132008_gi595.png] has [image: 694173132008_gi597.png]-directed property, that is, property (A3) holds.

All the assumptions of Theorem 2 are satisfied. Thus, by Theorems 2 and 6 . has a unique fixed point, that is, the nonlinear integral equation (19) has a unique solution in [image: 694173132008_gi598.png]


Being motivated by Definition 9, we give definitions of Ulam–Hyers stability for the case of integral equation (19).


Definition 12. Problem I is called Ulam–Hyers stable if there exists a function[image: 694173132008_gi599.png]
[image: 694173132008_gi601.png], which is monotone increasing, continuous at 0 with [image: 694173132008_gi603.png] such that for each [image: 694173132008_gi605.png] and for each solution [image: 694173132008_gi606.png] of the inequality



[image: 694173132008_ee55.png]




there exists a solution[image: 694173132008_gi607.png] of the integral equation (19) such that



[image: 694173132008_ee56.png]




Let us consider the following the integral inequality:



[image: 694173132008_ee57.png](24)



In the following next theorem, we add a new condition to assure the Ulam–Hyers stability of the integral equation (19):

(I7) For any solution [image: 694173132008_gi608.png] of (19) and any solution [image: 694173132008_gi609.png] of (24), one has [image: 694173132008_gi611.png]



Theorem 8. 
Let all the hypothesis of Theorem 7 hold. Then integral equation (19) has a unique solution
[image: 694173132008_gi612.png]
. Also suppose that (I7) holds. Then Problem . is Ulam–Hyers stable, and for given 
[image: 694173132008_gi614.png]
 and for any solution u. of (24), we have




[image: 694173132008_ee58.png]





where  
is a mapping given by φ(.) = (. + 2)t/(2(1 − .)) for all t ∈ [0, ∞) and |.(t, s)| ≤ m.



Proof. By Theorem 7 the integral equation (19) has a unique solution ... Hence, it is a unique fixed point of the function . : Z Z defined by (20). Let .. is a solution of the integral inequation (24), hence, .. is a solution of .(x, Fx) ≤ ., and by (I7), .. ... By the definition of γ, γ(.., u.) ≥ 1, that is, property (A4) holds. By application of Theorem 3 the fixed point problem . = Fx is Ulam–Hyers stable. Therefore, the solution of the integral equation (19) is Ulam–Hyers stable, and



[image: 694173132008_ee59.png]




where . : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is a mapping given by .(.) = (. + 2)t/(2(1 − .)) for all . ∈ [0, ∞).

Being motivated by Definition 10, we give definitions of well-posedness for the case of integral equation (19).


Definition 13. Problem I is called well-posed if (i) integral equation (19) has a unique solution .. in .([a, b]), (ii) x.   x. in .([a, b]), whenever    x.    is a sequence in .([a, b]) satisfying



[image: 694173132008_ee60.png]




In the following theorem, we add a new condition to assure the well-posedness for integral equation (19).

(I8) If .. is a solution of the integral equation (19) and {x.} is any sequence in .([a, b]) such that sup then x. ≺ .. for all ..


Theorem 9. 
Let all the hypothesis of Theorem . hold. Then the integral equation (19) has a unique solution x.. Also suppose that (I8) holds. Then Problem . is well-posed.



Proof. By Theorem 7 the integral equation (19) has a unique solution ... Hence, it is a unique fixed point of the function . : . → . defined by (20). Let {x.} be a sequence in .([a, b]) such that sup

Then by assumption (I8) we have x.   x. for all .. From definition of . we have .(x., x.) = 1 for all ., that is, property (A5) holds. By application of Theorem 4 the fixed point Problem P, that is, the problem . = Fx, is well-posed. Therefore, Problem I is well-posed.

Being motivated by Definition 11, we give definitions of data dependence for the case of integral equation.


Definition 14. Let .. .([a, b]) be the unique solution of the integral equation (19) and .. be the solution of the integral equation .(.) = .(.) + . ∫ b K  .t, s). (s, x(.)) d. for all . ∈ [a, b], where . ∈ .[a, b] and .. : [a, b] ×R → [0, ∞), .. : [a, b] ×[a, b] → [0, ∞) are continuous mappings. The problem of data dependence is to find sup.∈[a,b] |..(.) − ..(.)|.


Theorem 10. 
Let all the hypothesis of Theorem . hold and x. be the unique solution of the integral equation (19). Also suppose that if x be any solution of the integral equation




[image: 694173132008_ee61.png](25)




where p ∈ .([a, b]) and h. : [a, b] × [a, b] → [0, ∞), K. : [a, b] × [a, b] → [0, ∞) are                  continuous mappings, then for all t ∈ [a, b],



[image: 694173132008_ee62.png]





Further suppose that there exist ν, η > . such that




[image: 694173132008_ee63.png]





And




[image: 694173132008_ee64.png]





Then




[image: 694173132008_ee65.png]





Proof. By Theorem 7 the integral equation (19) has a unique solution ... Let us define a map . : . → . by



[image: 694173132008_ee66.png](26)



Since . is a solution of (25), it is a fixed point of the mapping . defined by (26). By the assumption of the theorem we have .(.) ≤ . (.)(.), . ∈ [a, b], which implies that



[image: 694173132008_ee67.png]




which implies that sup.∈[a,b] |. (.)(.) − . (.)(.)|  ≤  . for all . ∈ .([a, b]). So, .(Fx, Tx) ≤ . for all . ∈ .. Thus, all the hypothesis of Theorem 5 are met. Therefore, we have .(x, x.) ≤ M/(1 − .) = (. + λη(. − .)).(1 − .(. − .).).




7 Conclusion

The result of the Theorem 1 is also valid if we replace the constant . by a Mizoguchi– Takahashi function [7, 14]. Here we have not proceeded with it but this can be taken up in a future work. Also the corresponding problem with multivalued mappings and possible applications to integral inclusion problems is supposed to be of considerable interest. One reason for it is that, in general, the fixed point sets of multivalued mappings are mathematically complicated in their structures. This can also be taken up in future works.
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