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Abstract:
							                           
In this manuscript, we generalize, improve, and enrich recent results established by Budhia et al. [L. Budhia, H. Aydi, A.H. Ansari, D. Gopal, Some new fixed point results in rectangular metric spaces with application to fractional-order functional differential equations, Nonlinear Anal. Model. Control, 25(4):580–597, 2020]. This paper aims to provide much simpler and shorter proofs of some results in rectangular metric spaces. According to one of our recent lemmas, we show that the given contractive condition yields Cauchyness of the corresponding Picard sequence. The obtained results improve well-known comparable results in the literature. Using our new approach, we prove that a Picard sequence is Cauchy in the framework of rectangular metric spaces. Our obtained results complement and enrich several methods in the existing state-of- art. Endorsing the materiality of the presented results, we also propound an application to dynamic programming associated with the multistage process.



Keywords: rectangular metric space, triangular .-admissible, .-regular with respect to ., dynamic programing, fixed point.
		                         







1 Introduction and preliminaries

It is well known that the Banach contraction principle [5] is one of the most essential and attractive results in nonlinear analysis and mathematical analysis in general. The whole fixed point theory is a significant subject in different fields as geometry, differential equations, informatics, physics, economics, engineering, and many others (see [8, 23, 25, 27]). After the solutions are guaranteed, the numerical methodology has been adopted to obtain the approximated solution [28].

In 2000, generalized metric spaces were introduced by Branciari [6] in such a way that the triangle inequality is replaced by the quadrilateral inequality d(x, y) ≤ d(x, z) + d(z, u) + d(u, y) for all pairwise distinct points x, y, z, and u. Any metric space is a generalized metric space, but in general, generalized metric space might not be a metric

space. Various fixed point results were established in such spaces (see [3,4,7,9–13,16,26] and references therein).

In this paper, we will discuss some results recently established in [7]. Firstly, we propound some basic notions and definitions, which are necessary for the subsequent analysis.


Definition 1. Let [image: 694173132010_gi2.png] be a nonempty set, and let [image: 694173132010_gi3.png] satisfy the following conditions: for all [image: 694173132010_gi4.png] and all distinct [image: 694173132010_gi5.png] each of them different from [image: 694173132010_gi6.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi8.png],

(i)[image: 694173132010_gi9.png]


(ii)[image: 694173132010_gi10.png]


(iii)[image: 694173132010_gi11.png]


Then the function d is called a rectangular metric, and the pair (M, d) is called a rectan- gular metric space (in short RMS).

Notice that the definitions of convergence and the Cauchyness of sequences in rectan- gular metric spaces are similar to those found in the standard metric spaces. Also, a rectangular metric space (M, d) is complete if every Cauchy sequence in [image: 694173132010_gi12.png] is convergent.

Samet et al. [24] introduced the concept of an [image: 694173132010_gi13.png]-contractive mapping and proved fixed point theorems for such mappings. Karapınar [13] extended the concepts given in [24] to obtain the existence and uniqueness of a fixed point of [image: 694173132010_gi14.png]-contraction mappings in the setting of rectangular metric spaces. After that, Salimi et al. [23] introduced a modified [image: 694173132010_gi15.png]-contractive mapping and obtained some fixed point theorems in the complete metric spaces. Alsulami et al. [1] established some fixed point theorems for an [image: 694173132010_gi16.png]-rational-type contractive mapping in the context of rectangular metric spaces.

Let [image: 694173132010_gi18.png] be the family of all functions [image: 694173132010_gi21.png] such that [image: 694173132010_gi23.png] is nonde- creasing and continuous (so-called an altering distance function) and [image: 694173132010_gi24.png] if and only if [image: 694173132010_gi25.png] (for more details, see [15, 28]).


Definition 2. (See [23].) Let [image: 694173132010_gi27.png] be a self-mapping on a metric space (M, d), and let[image: 694173132010_gi28.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi30.png] be two functions. Then [image: 694173132010_gi31.png] is called an[image: 694173132010_gi32.png]-admissible mapping with respect to [image: 694173132010_gi33.png] if [image: 694173132010_gi35.png] implies that[image: 694173132010_gi36.png] for all [image: 694173132010_gi37.png]


If [image: 694173132010_gi38.png] for all[image: 694173132010_gi39.png], then [image: 694173132010_gi40.png] is called an [image: 694173132010_gi41.png]-admissible mapping.


[image: 694173132010_gi42.png] is said to be a triangular [image: 694173132010_gi43.png]-admissible mapping if for all [image: 694173132010_gi44.png], the following holds:[image: 694173132010_gi45.png] and  [image: 694173132010_gi46.png] implies[image: 694173132010_gi48.png]


Otherwise, a rectangular metric space (M, d) is said to be an [image: 694173132010_gi49.png]-regular with respect to [image: 694173132010_gi51.png] if for any sequence[image: 694173132010_gi52.png]
in [image: 694173132010_gi54.png] such that[image: 694173132010_gi55.png] for all [image: 694173132010_gi56.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi57.png]implies [image: 694173132010_gi58.png]


For more details on the triangular [image: 694173132010_gi59.png]-admissible mapping, see [14, pp. 1, 2]. In this paper the following results play an important role.


Lemma 1. (See [14, Lemma 7]). Let 
[image: 694173132010_gi60.png]
 be a triangular
[image: 694173132010_gi61.png]
-admissible mapping. Assume that there exists 
[image: 694173132010_gi63.png]

such that  
[image: 694173132010_gi66.png]

Define a sequence 
[image: 694173132010_gi67.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi68.png]

Then




[image: 694173132010_ee2.png]




The following definition is due to [2], where the class of [image: 694173132010_gi69.png]-functions is introduced.


Definition 3. A[image: 694173132010_gi70.png]-function [image: 694173132010_gi71.png] is a continuous function such that for all [image: 694173132010_gi72.png]


(i)[image: 694173132010_gi74.png]


(ii)[image: 694173132010_gi76.png]


The letter [image: 694173132010_gi77.png] will denote the class of all [image: 694173132010_gi78.png]-functions. For detailed description and examples of [image: 694173132010_gi79.png]-functions, we refer the reader to [2, 7].

The following remark plays a significant role in the rest of this article.


Remark 1.  It is worth to mention that for each[image: 694173132010_gi80.png]-function, [image: 694173132010_gi81.png] and


Theorem 1. Let (M, d) be a complete Hausdorff rectangular metric space, and let T : M → M be an α-admissible mapping with respect to η. Suppose there exist F ∈ C and ψ, φ ∈ Ψ such that, for p, r ∈ M,



[image: 694173132010_ee4.png]





where




[image: 694173132010_ee5.png]





Assume that:

(i)     there exists
[image: 694173132010_gi85.png]
 for which  
[image: 694173132010_gi86.png]


(ii) for all 
[image: 694173132010_gi87.png]
and  
[image: 694173132010_gi88.png]
implies 
[image: 694173132010_gi89.png]



(iii) 
[image: 694173132010_gi90.png]
 is continuous or 
[image: 694173132010_gi91.png]
 is 
[image: 694173132010_gi93.png]
-regular with respect to 
[image: 694173132010_gi94.png]
.


Then there exists [image: 694173132010_gi95.png] such that [image: 694173132010_gi96.png] for some [image: 694173132010_gi97.png] is a periodic point. If in addition, [image: 694173132010_gi98.png] for each periodic point x, then [image: 694173132010_gi99.png] has a fixed point.


Theorem 2. 
To ensure the uniqueness of the fixed point in Theorem ., the authors add the following condition:



[image: 694173132010_ee6.png]




Taking[image: 694173132010_gi101.png] the authors obtained the following corollaries.


Corollary 1. Let (M, d) be a Hausdorff and complete rectangular metric space, and let [image: 694173132010_gi103.png]be an[image: 694173132010_gi104.png]-admissible mapping with respect to[image: 694173132010_gi105.png]. Assume that there exists [image: 694173132010_gi107.png] such that, for[image: 694173132010_gi108.png],



[image: 694173132010_ee7.png]





where




[image: 694173132010_ee8.png]





Also suppose that the following assertions are contended:


(i) there exists 
[image: 694173132010_gi110.png]



(ii) for all 
[image: 694173132010_gi112.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi113.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi114.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi115.png]




(iii) T is continuous or M is α-regular with respect to η.



Then 
[image: 694173132010_gi117.png]
 has a periodic point 
[image: 694173132010_gi118.png]
 If in addition,
[image: 694173132010_gi119.png]
 holds for each periodic point, then 
[image: 694173132010_gi120.png]
 has a fixed point. Moreover, if for all  
[image: 694173132010_gi122.png]
 we have 
[image: 694173132010_gi124.png]
 then the fixed point is unique.


Taking [image: 694173132010_gi126.png] in Corollary 1, the authors obtained the following result.


Corollary 2. Let (M, d) be a Hausdorff and complete rectangular metric space. Let [image: 694173132010_gi127.png] be an[image: 694173132010_gi128.png]-admissible mapping with respect to[image: 694173132010_gi129.png]. Assume that there exists [image: 694173132010_gi130.png] such that, for [image: 694173132010_gi131.png]




[image: 694173132010_ee9.png]





where




[image: 694173132010_ee10.png]





Also suppose that the following assertions hold:

(i) there exists 
[image: 694173132010_gi136.png]



(ii) for all  
[image: 694173132010_gi137.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi138.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi139.png]



(iii) T is continuous or M is α-regular with respect to η.



Then 
[image: 694173132010_gi141.png]
 has a periodic point 
[image: 694173132010_gi143.png]
 If in addition,
[image: 694173132010_gi144.png]
 for each periodic point, then 
[image: 694173132010_gi145.png]
 has a fixed point. Moreover, if for all  
[image: 694173132010_gi146.png]
we have 
[image: 694173132010_gi147.png]
 then the fixed point is unique.


Consider[image: 694173132010_gi148.png] in Corollary 2.

Corollary 3. Let (M, d) be a Hausdorff and complete rectangular metric space. Let [image: 694173132010_gi149.png] be an[image: 694173132010_gi150.png]-admissible mapping with respect to [image: 694173132010_gi151.png] such that, for [image: 694173132010_gi152.png]




[image: 694173132010_ee11.png]





where 
[image: 694173132010_gi155.png]
 is the same as in Corollary 2. Suppose also that the following hold:

(i) there exists 
[image: 694173132010_gi156.png]



(ii) for all 
[image: 694173132010_gi157.png]

[image: 694173132010_gi158.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi159.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi160.png]



(iii) T is continuous or M is α-regular with respect to η.



Then 
[image: 694173132010_gi161.png]
  has a periodic point 
[image: 694173132010_gi162.png]
.If in addition,
[image: 694173132010_gi163.png]
 for each periodic point, then 
[image: 694173132010_gi164.png]
 has a fixed point. Moreover, if for all 
[image: 694173132010_gi165.png]
 we have 
[image: 694173132010_gi166.png]
 then the fixed point is unique.


In the sequel the authors in [7] gave two examples, which support their obtained theoretical results. In the next example, rectangular metric space (M, d) is not Hausdorff, and the mapping [image: 694173132010_gi167.png] has no fixed point. So the hypothesis that (M, d) is Hausdorff does not guarantee the existence of a fixed point.


Example 1. Let[image: 694173132010_gi168.png]and[image: 694173132010_gi169.png]Define[image: 694173132010_gi170.png]as follows:



[image: 694173132010_ee12.png]




Then (M, d) is a complete rectangular metric space. Note that (M, d) is not Hausdorff because there exists no [image: 694173132010_gi172.png]
such that[image: 694173132010_gi173.png] Given[image: 694173132010_gi175.png] as



[image: 694173132010_ee13.png]




Define [image: 694173132010_gi176.png] by



[image: 694173132010_ee14.png]




For their convenience, the authors in [7] use the following symbols:



[image: 694173132010_ee15.png]




Define the functions[image: 694173132010_gi177.png]as[image: 694173132010_gi178.png]and[image: 694173132010_gi181.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi180.png]respectively. Using the obtained table, the authors easily checked that the following condition is valid.



[image: 694173132010_ee17.png]




However, the given example is not correct, namely, it does not satisfy all the conditions of Theorem 2 [7, Thm. 1]. It is easy to check that [image: 694173132010_gi183.png] is not [image: 694173132010_gi184.png]-admissible with respect to[image: 694173132010_gi185.png]. Indeed,



[image: 694173132010_ee18.png]




while



[image: 694173132010_ee19.png]




Further, [image: 694173132010_gi186.png] is not continuous. Indeed,[image: 694173132010_gi187.png] but [image: 694173132010_gi188.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi189.png]


Also, [image: 694173132010_gi190.png] is not defined, we do not know whether (M, d) is [image: 694173132010_gi191.png]-regular.

The following two lemmas, in the setting of rectangular metric spaces, are modifica- tions of a well-known result in metric spaces (see, e.g., [22, Lemma 2.1]). Many known proofs of fixed point results in rectangular metric spaces become much simpler and shorter using both these lemmas.


Lemma 2. (See [12].) Let (M, d) be a rectangular metric space, and let [image: 694173132010_gi192.png] be a sequence in it with distinct elements [image: 694173132010_gi194.png] Suppose that [image: 694173132010_gi195.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi196.png] tend to 0 as [image: 694173132010_gi197.png] and that [image: 694173132010_gi199.png]  is not a Cauchy sequence. Then there exist [image: 694173132010_gi198.png] and two sequences [image: 694173132010_gi200.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi201.png] of positive integers such that [image: 694173132010_gi202.png] and the following sequences tend to [image: 694173132010_gi203.png]




[image: 694173132010_ee20.png]





Lemma 3. Let [image: 694173132010_gi205.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi207.png] be a Picard sequence in rectangular metric space (M, d) inducing by the mapping [image: 694173132010_gi208.png] and initial point[image: 694173132010_gi209.png]. If [image: 694173132010_gi210.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi211.png] for all  then [image: 694173132010_gi213.png] whenever [image: 694173132010_gi214.png]



Proof. Let [image: 694173132010_gi216.png]  for[image: 694173132010_gi218.png]some with  [image: 694173132010_gi220.png], then [image: 694173132010_gi221.png] and we acquire



[image: 694173132010_ee21.png]




which is a contradiction.

In the proof of our results, the following exciting and significant proposition is used in the context of rectangular metric spaces.


Proposition 1. (See [17, Prop. 3].) Suppose that [image: 694173132010_gi222.png] is a Cauchy sequence in a rectangular metric space (M, d), and suppose [image: 694173132010_gi223.png] Then for all [image: 694173132010_gi225.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi226.png] In particular, [image: 694173132010_gi227.png] does not converge to [image: 694173132010_gi228.png]






2 Some improved results


In this section, we generalize and improve Theorem 1 along with its corollaries. Obtained generalizations extend the result in several directions. It may be noted: we use only one function [image: 694173132010_gi229.png] instead of two [image: 694173132010_gi231.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi232.png] as used in [8, Defs. 2.3, 3.1.]. This is possible according to the results enunciated in [21, p. 2].

Note that we neither assume that the rectangular metric space (M, d) is Hausdorff, nor that the mapping . is continuous.

The authors [1, p. 6, line 6+)] claimed that the sequence [image: 694173132010_gi233.png] in rectangular metric space (M, d) is a Cauchy sequence if [image: 694173132010_gi234.png] for all [image: 694173132010_gi235.png] However, it is ambivalent. We rectify the proof that the sequence [image: 694173132010_gi236.png] is Cauchy. For more details,

we refer the reader to the noteworthy and informative article [20, p. 7].

Our first new result in this paper is the following.


Theorem 3. 
Let (M, d) be a complete rectangular metric space, and let  
[image: 694173132010_gi237.png]
be a triangular
[image: 694173132010_gi238.png]
-admissible mapping, where 
[image: 694173132010_gi239.png]
 Assume there exist  
[image: 694173132010_gi240.png]
and
[image: 694173132010_gi241.png]
such that, for 
[image: 694173132010_gi242.png]





[image: 694173132010_ee22.png](1)




where




[image: 694173132010_ee23.png]





Also, suppose that the following assertions are satisfied:

(iv)  there exists 
[image: 694173132010_gi243.png]
such that 
[image: 694173132010_gi246.png]




(v) 
[image: 694173132010_gi247.png]
 is continuous or .M, d. α-regular.



Then T has a fixed point. Moreover, if for all
[image: 694173132010_gi248.png]
 we have
[image: 694173132010_gi249.png]
 then the fixed point is unique.



Proof. Given [image: 694173132010_gi252.png] such that



[image: 694173132010_ee24.png](2)



Define a sequence [image: 694173132010_gi254.png]  in [image: 694173132010_gi255.png] by[image: 694173132010_gi256.png] for all [image: 694173132010_gi258.png] If [image: 694173132010_gi259.png]
for some [image: 694173132010_gi261.png], then [image: 694173132010_gi262.png]
is a fixed point of [image: 694173132010_gi266.png], and the proof is completed in this case.

From now, suppose that [image: 694173132010_gi267.png] for all[image: 694173132010_gi268.png]Using (2) and the fact that [image: 694173132010_gi269.png] is an [image: 694173132010_gi270.png]-admissible mapping, we have



[image: 694173132010_ee25.png]




By induction we get



[image: 694173132010_ee26.png]




In the first step, we will show that the sequence[image: 694173132010_gi271.png] is nonincreasing and [image: 694173132010_gi272.png]




[image: 694173132010_ee27.png](3)



Where



[image: 694173132010_ee28.png]




Utilizing Remark 1 and condition (3), it follows that



[image: 694173132010_ee29.png](4)



If max[image: 694173132010_gi274.png] we get a contradiction. Indeed, equation (4) implies



[image: 694173132010_ee30.png]




Therefore, we get that [image: 694173132010_gi275.png] for all[image: 694173132010_gi276.png] This means that there exists[image: 694173132010_gi277.png] then from (3) and Remark 1 we get



[image: 694173132010_ee31.png]




which is a contradiction. Hence [image: 694173132010_gi279.png]


Further, we show that[image: 694173132010_gi281.png] Firstly, we have[image: 694173132010_gi282.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi283.png] because [image: 694173132010_gi284.png] is a triangular[image: 694173132010_gi285.png]-admissible mapping. Therefore, we arrive at



[image: 694173132010_ee32.png]




Where



[image: 694173132010_ee33.png]




Since there exists [image: 694173132010_gi287.png] such that for [image: 694173132010_gi288.png]




[image: 694173132010_ee34.png]




And



[image: 694173132010_ee35.png]




also, [image: 694173132010_gi289.png] we obtain



[image: 694173132010_ee36.png]




that is,



[image: 694173132010_ee37.png]




Hence, for [image: 694173132010_gi291.png] according to Remark 1, it follows that



[image: 694173132010_ee38.png]




This amounts to say that, for [image: 694173132010_gi292.png]




[image: 694173132010_ee39.png]




Now, we get



[image: 694173132010_ee40.png]




Hence, we have



[image: 694173132010_ee41.png]




Suppose that



[image: 694173132010_ee42.png]




Then we acquire the following:



[image: 694173132010_ee43.png]




that is,



[image: 694173132010_ee44.png]




which is a contradiction. Hence, it follows that [image: 694173132010_gi293.png]


In order to prove that the sequence[image: 694173132010_gi294.png]
is a Cauchy sequence, we use Lemma 2. According to Lemma 1, [image: 694173132010_gi295.png] if[image: 694173132010_gi297.png]then putting in (1)[image: 694173132010_gi299.png] we obtain



[image: 694173132010_ee45.png](5)



Where



[image: 694173132010_ee46.png]




Now, since F, 
[image: 694173132010_gi300.png]
and [image: 694173132010_gi302.png] are continuous, taking limit [image: 694173132010_gi303.png] in (5), and utilizing Remark 1, we obtain



[image: 694173132010_ee47.png]




which is a contradiction. Hence the sequence[image: 694173132010_gi304.png] is a Cauchy sequence. Since (M, d) is a complete rectangular metric space, there exists a point [image: 694173132010_gi305.png] such that 
[image: 694173132010_gi307.png] as [image: 694173132010_gi309.png] If . is continuous, we get[image: 694173132010_gi310.png] as[image: 694173132010_gi311.png] Since[image: 694173132010_gi312.png] for all [image: 694173132010_gi313.png] according to Lemma 3, we conclude  that [image: 694173132010_gi314.png] are distinct. Therefore, there  exists [image: 694173132010_gi315.png]  such  that  [image: 694173132010_gi316.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi317.png] Further, by (iii) it follows that



[image: 694173132010_ee48.png]




whenever[image: 694173132010_gi318.png]Taking the limit in the last inequality, it follows that[image: 694173132010_gi319.png]
[image: 694173132010_gi320.png], which is again a contradiction.

In the case that (M, d) is .-regular, and since[image: 694173132010_gi321.png] for all[image: 694173132010_gi322.png], from (1) we obtain the following:



[image: 694173132010_ee49.png](6)



where



[image: 694173132010_ee50.png]




Passing limit [image: 694173132010_gi324.png] in (6) and using Proposition 1, the continuity of the functions[image: 694173132010_gi325.png]
 ,
[image: 694173132010_gi326.png],and [image: 694173132010_gi328.png] as well as Remark 1, it follows that if[image: 694173132010_gi329.png] then



[image: 694173132010_ee51.png]




which is a contradiction. Hence, [image: 694173132010_gi331.png] is a fixed point of [image: 694173132010_gi333.png].

Now, we show that the fixed point is unique if[image: 694173132010_gi335.png] whenever [image: 694173132010_gi336.png]. Indeed, in this case, by the contractive condition (1), for such possible distinct fixed points[image: 694173132010_gi337.png]we have



[image: 694173132010_ee52.png](7)



Where



[image: 694173132010_ee53.png]




Hence, (7) becomes



[image: 694173132010_ee54.png]




which is again a contradiction. The proof of the Theorem 3 is complete.


Remark 2. In the proof of the main theorem [7, p. 586, line 1., Thm. 1, case 3], the authors used the fact that rectangular metric d (see also inequality (5) on the same page) is continuous, which is not given in the formulation of Theorem 1 in [7]. In the proof of the same theorem (p. 585), the authors also claimed that[image: 694173132010_gi338.png] which is not correct because we do not know whether [image: 694173132010_gi339.png] exists or not. 

By taking [image: 694173132010_gi340.png] in Theorem 3, we obtain the following result as a corollary.


Corollary 4. 
Let .M, d. be a complete rectangular metric space, and let
[image: 694173132010_gi341.png]
 be a triangular
[image: 694173132010_gi342.png]
-admissible mapping. Assume that there exist 
[image: 694173132010_gi344.png]
 such that, for 
[image: 694173132010_gi347.png]
, 
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where
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Also suppose that the following assertions hold:


(i)there exists 
[image: 694173132010_gi348.png]
 such that  
[image: 694173132010_gi349.png]


(ii) T is continuous or (M, d) is α-regular.



Then 
[image: 694173132010_gi350.png]
 has a fixed point. Moreover, if for all  
[image: 694173132010_gi351.png]
 we have  
[image: 694173132010_gi353.png]
 then the fixed point is unique.


Taking [image: 694173132010_gi354.png] in Corollary 4, the following useful corollary is obtained.


Corollary 5. 
Let (M, d) be a complete rectangular metric space, and let 
[image: 694173132010_gi355.png]
 be a triangular α-admissible mapping. Assume that there exists 
[image: 694173132010_gi356.png]
 such that, for 
[image: 694173132010_gi357.png]
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where
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Suppose also that the following assertions hold:

(i)there exists
[image: 694173132010_gi358.png]
such that 
[image: 694173132010_gi360.png]




(ii) 
[image: 694173132010_gi361.png]
 is continuous or (M, d) is 
[image: 694173132010_gi362.png]
-regular.



Then 
[image: 694173132010_gi363.png]
 has a fixed point. Moreover, if for all 
[image: 694173132010_gi365.png]
 we have
[image: 694173132010_gi366.png]
, then the fixed point is unique.


Consider [image: 694173132010_gi370.png] for [image: 694173132010_gi371.png] in Corollary 5, then we obtain the following result.


Corollary 6. Let (M, d) be a complete rectangular metric space, and let [image: 694173132010_gi373.png]  be a triangular [image: 694173132010_gi374.png]-admissible mapping such that, for [image: 694173132010_gi375.png]
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where



[image: 694173132010_ee60.png]





Also suppose that the following conditions are contended:

(i)     there exists 
[image: 694173132010_gi377.png]
 such that 
[image: 694173132010_gi378.png]


(ii) T is continuous or (M, d) is α-regular.


Then 
[image: 694173132010_gi379.png]
 has a fixed point. Moreover, if for all 
[image: 694173132010_gi380.png]
 we have
[image: 694173132010_gi381.png]
 then the fixed point is unique.






3 Application to a dynamical programming


This section aims to apply our results to solve the existence and uniqueness of the solution of the dynamic programming problem. In particular, the problem of dynamic program- ming related to multistage process reduces to solving the existence and uniqueness of the solution of the following functional equation:



[image: 694173132010_ee61.png](8)



where[image: 694173132010_gi383.png]   and  [image: 694173132010_gi384.png] We suppose that[image: 694173132010_gi385.png]
is a state space,[image: 694173132010_gi386.png]
is a decision space, [image: 694173132010_gi387.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi389.png] are Banach spaces. Let [image: 694173132010_gi391.png]denote the set of all bounded real valued functions on [image: 694173132010_gi393.png], and for an arbitrary [image: 694173132010_gi395.png] define [image: 694173132010_gi396.png] Clearly, the pair [image: 694173132010_gi398.png] is a Banach space. For details, see [18, 19].

In fact, the distance in [image: 694173132010_gi399.png] is given by



[image: 694173132010_ee62.png]




Define [image: 694173132010_gi400.png] by



[image: 694173132010_ee63.png](9)



Obviously, T is well-defined if the functions f and G are bounded.


Theorem 4. 
Let T be an operator defined by (9), and suppose that the following conditions hold:

(i)[image: 694173132010_gi401.png] are continuous and bounded; 

(ii)there exits [image: 694173132010_gi402.png] such that [image: 694173132010_gi404.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi405.png]


where 



[image: 694173132010_ee64.png]





Then the functional equation (8) has a unique solution.



Proof. Let [image: 694173132010_gi407.png] be an arbitrary positive number,[image: 694173132010_gi408.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi409.png] then there exist [image: 694173132010_gi411.png] such that
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which yields
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In the same manner, we acquire



[image: 694173132010_ee67.png]




Since [image: 694173132010_gi412.png] is arbitrary, we conclude
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This amounts to say that
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where
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Lastly, we specify [image: 694173132010_gi413.png] such that



[image: 694173132010_ee71.png]




Evidently [image: 694173132010_gi414.png] for all  [image: 694173132010_gi415.png] This endorses that [image: 694173132010_gi416.png] is a triangular[image: 694173132010_gi417.png]-admissible mapping. Hence, due to Theorem 3, [image: 694173132010_gi418.png] has a unique fixed point [image: 694173132010_gi419.png] that is, [image: 694173132010_gi420.png] is a unique solution of the functional equation (8). This completes the proof.




4 Conclusion

This article is devoted to addressing some weaknesses of the main results introduced in [7]. Antithetical to the results in [7], we used only one function[image: 694173132010_gi421.png] instead of two [image: 694173132010_gi424.png] and [image: 694173132010_gi426.png] as used in [8, Defs. 2.3, 3.1]. We also dropped the property of Hausdorffness of the rectangular metric space (M, d) and the continuity of the mapping d. Using our new approach, we proved that a Picard sequence is Cauchy in the framework of rectangular metric spaces. Our obtained results complement and enrich several methods in the existing state-of-art. Thereafter, we apply our results to study a dynamic programming problem associated with a multistage process to affirm the applicability of the obtained results.
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