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FIXED POINT RESULTS TO TVS-CONE B-METRIC SPACES

BRANISLAV POPOVIĆ1, STOJAN RADENOVIĆ2∗ AND SATISH SHUKLA3

Abstract. In this paper we introduce the concept of tvs-cone b-metric space
over solid cone. Our results improve, generalize, extend, unify, enrich and
complement recent fixed point results established by H. Huang and S. Xu, M.
P. Stanić et al., A. S. Cvetković et al. and M. H. Shah et al. The examples are
given to illustrate the usability of our results.

1. Introduction

In this paper, by using Minkowski functional and convex envelope, we im-
prove and generalize several results of [18], [27], [29], [46] and [50]. We must
mention here that non-convex analysis, especially ordered normed spaces, normal
cones and topical functions ([6], [22], [24] [41], [42]) have some applications in
optimization theory. For more details see [6], [41], [51], [53]. In these cases an
order is introduced by using vector space cones. Huang and Zang [22] used this
approach and they have replaced the real numbers R by an ordered Banach space
E and defined a cone metric space. For fixed point results in cone metric and
b-metric space see [1]-[5], [7]-[40], [42]-[54].

The following definitions and results will be needed in the sequel.
Let E be a real locally convex Hausdorff space with zero vector θ. A proper

nonempty and closed subset P of E is called a cone if P + P ⊂ P, λP ⊂ P for
λ ≥ 0 and P ∩ (−P ) = {θ}. We shall always assume that the cone P has a
nonempty interior intP (such cones are called solid).

Given a cone P ⊂ E, we define a partial ordering � on E with respect to P by
x � y if and only if y − x ∈ P . We shall write x ≺ y to indicate that x � y but
x 6= y, while x� y will stand for y − x ∈ intP (interior of P ). The pair (E,P )
is an ordered topological vector space.

For a pair of elements x, y in E such that x � y, put [x, y] = {z ∈ E : x � z � y} .
A subset A of E is said to be order-convex if [x, y] ⊂ A, whenever x, y ∈ A and
x � y.

Ordered topological vector space (E,P ) is order-convex if it has a base neigh-
borhoods of θ consisting of order-convex subsets. In this case, the cone P is said
to be normal. If E is a normed space, this condition means that the unit ball is
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52 B. POPOVIĆ, S. RADENOVIĆ, S. SHUKLA

order-convex, which is equivalent to the condition that there is a number k such
that x, y ∈ E and θ � x � y implies that ‖x‖ ≤ k ‖y‖ (for details see [51]).

Let E be a real linear space, A be a subset of E, with coA we denote the convex
envelope (convex hull) of A. For some details see [14] and [54].

If V is an absolutely convex and absorbing subset of a tvs E, its Minkowski
functional qV is defined by

E 3 x 7→ qV (x) = inf {λ > 0 : x ∈ λV } . (1.1)

It is a semi-norm on E, that is, qV (x+ y) ≤ qV (x) + qV (x) for all x, y ∈ E
and qV (λx) = |λ| qV (x) for x ∈ E, λ a scalar. If V is an absolutely convex
neighborhood of θ in E, then qV is continuous and

{x ∈ E : qV (x) < 1} = intV ⊂ V ⊂ V = {x ∈ E : qV (x) ≤ 1} . (1.2)

Note also that qV (coA) ⊂ co (qV (A)) for arbitrary A ⊂ E.
Let now (E,P ) be an ordered tvs and let e ∈ intP. Then [−e, e] = (P − e) ∩

(e− P ) = {z ∈ E : −e � z � e} is an absolutely convex neighborhood of θ; its
Minkowski functional q[−e,e] will be denoted by qe. It is an increasing function on
P. If the cone P is solid and normal, qe is a norm in E.

Definition 1.1. Let X be a non-empty set and E a real locally convex Hausdorff
space with solid cone P . A vector-valued function d : X ×X → E is said to be a
tvs-cone b-metric function on X with the constant s ≥ 1 (in [18] and [50] K ≥ 1)
if the following conditions are satisfied:

(d1) θ � d (x, y) , for all x, y ∈ X, and d (x, y) = θ if and only if x = y;
(d2) d (x, y) = d (y, x) for all x, y ∈ X;
(d3) d (x, z) � s (d (x, y) + d (y, z)) for all x, y, z ∈ X.

The pair (X, d) is called the tvs-cone b-metric space or tvs-cone metric type space.
Observe that if s = 1 then the ordinary triangle inequality in a tvs-cone metric
space is satisfied, however it does not hold true when s > 1. Thus the class of
tvs-cone b-metric spaces is effectively larger than that of the ordinary tvs-cone
metric spaces. That is, every cone metric space is a tvs-cone b-metric space, but
the converse need not be true. The following examples shows the above remarks.

Example 1.2. Let X = {−1, 0, 1} , E = R2, P = {(x, y) : x ≥ 0, y ≥ 0}. Define
d : X × X → P by d (x, y) = d (y, x) for all x, y ∈ X, d (x, x) = θ, x ∈ X and
d (−1, 0) = (3, 3) , d (−1, 1) = d (0, 1) = (1, 1) . Then (X, d) is a complete tvs-cone
b-metric space but the triangle inequality is not satisfied. Indeed, we have that
d (−1, 1) + d (1, 0) = (1, 1) + (1, 1) = (2, 2) ≺ (3, 3) = d (−1, 0) . It is not hard to
verify that s = 3

2
.

Example 1.3. Let X = N∪{∞} , E = R2, P = {(x, y) ∈ E : x ≥ 0, y ≥ 0} .
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Define d : X ×X → E by

d (x, y) =


(0, 0) , if x = y,(∣∣∣ 1x − 1

y

∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣ 1x − 1
y

∣∣∣) , if x and y are even or xy =∞,
(5, 5) , if x and y are odd and x 6= y,
(2, 2) , otherwise.

Then (X, d) is a tvs-cone b-metric space with the coefficient s = 3. But it is
not a cone metric spaces since the triangle inequality is not satisfied, Indeed,
(5, 5) = d (1, 3) � d (1, 2) + d (2, 3) = (2, 2) + (2, 2) = (4, 4) .

For the given cone b-metric space (X, d) one can construct a b-metric space
(X,D, sk) in sense of [38], [39] and [43] where b-metric D : X ×X → [0,+∞) is
given by D (x, y) = ‖d (x, y)‖ .

Example 1.4 Let X be the set of Lebesgue measurable functions f (x) on

[0, 1] such that
1∫
0

|f (x)|2 dx < ∞, that is, as in example 3.2. from [38]. De-

fine D : X ×X → [0,+∞) by

D (f, g) =

1∫
0

|f (x)− g (x)|2 dx.

Then (X,D) is a b-metric space with the constant s = 2. Further, let us take
E = C1

R [0, 1] , ‖u‖ = ‖u‖∞+‖u′‖∞ , u ∈ E, P = {u ∈ E : u (t) ≥ 0 on [0, 1]}. Let
us define d : X×X → P by d(f, g) (t) := D (f, g) ·ϕ (t) , for each f, g ∈ X, where
ϕ is a fixed function from P, for instance ϕ (t) = et. Since (X,D, 2) is a b-metric
space so (X, d) is a cone b-metric space with s = 2, hence, tvs-cone b-metric space.

Definition 1.5 Let (X, d) be a tvs-cone b-metric space and let be {xn} sequence
in E. Then it is said that:

(i) {xn} converges to x ∈ X if for every c ∈ E with θ � c there exists a natural
number n0 such that d (xn, x)� c for all n > n0; we denote it by limn→∞ xn = x

or xn
d→ x as n→∞;

(ii) {xn} is Cauchy sequence if for every c ∈ E with θ � c there exists a
natural number n0 such that d (xm, xn)� c for all m,n > n0;

(iii) (X, d) is complete if every Cauchy sequence is convergent in X.
If the cone P is normal we have the following:

Proposition 1.6 The sequence {xn} converges to x ∈ X if and only if d(xn, x)→
θ as n→∞. It is a Cauchy sequence if and only if d(xn, xm)→ θ as n,m→∞.

Remark 1.7 Let (X, d) be a tvs-cone b-metric space over ordered real Haus-
dorff locally convex space E with a cone P. Then the following properties are
often used (a, b, c ∈ E):

(1) If a � b and b� c, then a� c.
(2) If θ � u� c for each c ∈ intP, then u = θ.
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(3) If c ∈ intP , an ∈ E and an → θ in locally convex spaces E, then there
exists a natural number n0 such that an � c for all n > n0.

(4) If E is a real topological vector space with cone P and if a � λa where
a ∈ P and 0 ≤ λ < 1, then a = θ.

The following result was proved in [32].

Theorem 1.8. Let (X, d) be a tvs-cone metric space over a solid cone P and
let e ∈ intP. Let qe be the corresponding Minkowski functional of [−e, e] . Then
dq = qe ◦ d is a (real valued) metric on X. Moreover:

10xn
d→ x⇔ xn

dq→ x.
20 {xn} is a Cauchy sequence in (X, d) if and only if it is Cauchy sequence in

(X, dq).
30 (X, d) is complete if and only if (X, dq) is complete.

Remark 1.9. The previous Theorem is also true if (X, d) is a tvs-cone b-metric
space. In this case (X, dq) is a b-metric space. The proof is similar to the previous
one, and so is omitted.

For the sake of convenience we mention the following definition.

Definition 1.10 [1] Let f and g be self mappings of a nonempty set X and
C (f, g) = {x ∈ X : fx = gx} . The pair (f, g) is called weakly compatible if
fgx = gfx for all x ∈ C (f, g) .

Definition 1.11 [1] Let f and g be self mappings of a nonempty set X. If
w = fx = gx for some x in X, then x is called a coincidence point of f and g,
and w is called a point of coincidence of f and g.

Lemma 1.12 [1] Let f and g be weakly compatible self maps of a nonempty
set X. If f and g have a unique point of coincidence w = fx = gx, then w is a
the unique common fixed point of f and g.

In [50] M. P. Stanić et al. proved the following results and formulated as The-
orem 3.1., 3.2., and Corollary 3.1.

Theorem 1.12. Let (X, d) be a complete CMTS (Cone metric type space),
with constant s ∈ [1, 2] relative to a solid cone P. Let {F, T} be a pair of self-
mappings on X such that for some constant λ ∈

(
0, 1

2s

)
for all x, y ∈ X there

exists

u (x, y) ∈ {d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)} , (1.3)

such that the following inequality d (Fx, Ty) � λu (x, y) holds. Then F and T
have a unique common fixed point.

Theorem 1.13. Let (X, d) be a complete CMTS (Cone metric type space),
with constant s > 2 relative to a solid cone P. Let {F, T} be a pair of self-
mappings on X such that for some constant λ ∈

(
0, 1

s2

)
for all x, y ∈ X there
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exists

u (x, y) ∈ {d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)} , (1.4)

such that the inequality d (Fx, Ty) � λu (x, y) holds. Then F and T have a
unique common fixed point.

Corollary 1.14. Let (X, d) be a complete cone metric space relative to a solid
cone P. Let {F, T} be a pair of self-mappings on X such that for some constant
λ ∈

(
0, 1

2

)
for all x, y ∈ X there exists

u (x, y) ∈ {d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)} , (1.5)

suxh that the inequality d (Fx, Ty) � λu (x, y) holds. Then S and T have a
unique common fixed point.

In [29] H. Huang and S. Xu proved the following two theorems and formulated
as Theorem 2.1. and 2.3.

Theorem 1.15. Let (X, d) be a complete cone b-metric space with the coef-
ficient s ≥ 1. Suppose the mapping T : X → X satisfies the contractive condition

d (Tx, Ty) � λd (x, y) , for x, y ∈ X, (1.6)

where λ ∈ [0, 1) is a constant. Then T has a unique fixed point in X. Further-
more, the iterative sequence {T nx} converges to the fixed point.

Theorem 1.16. Let (X, d) be a complete cone b-metric space with the coef-
ficient s ≥ 1. Suppose the mapping T : X → X satisfies the contractive condition

d (Tx, Ty) � λ1d (x, Tx) + λ2d (y, Ty) + λ3d (x, Ty) + λ4d (y, Tx) , for x, y ∈ X,
(1.7)

where the constant λi ∈ [0, 1) and

λ1 + λ2 + s (λ3 + λ4) < min

{
1,

2

s

}
, i = 1, 2, 3, 4. (1.8)

Then T has a unique fixed point in X. Furthermore, the iterative sequence {T nx}
converges to the fixed point.

Remark 1.17. We note that the proof of Theorem 1.15 in [29] is not correct
(see page 6, line 13+). Indeed, for λ = 1

s
, s > 1 and p = m we have that

spλm+1

s− λ
d (x1, x0) + sp−1λmd (x1, x0) 9 θ, (1.9)

as m→∞. Also, note that if s > 1 and λ > 1
s
,m = p and d (x1, x0) 6= θ then

spλm+1

s− λ
d (x1, x0)+s

p−1λmd (x1, x0) >
1

s (s− λ)
d (x1, x0)+

1

s
d (x1, x0) � θ, (1.10)

so
spλm+1

s− λ
d (x1, x0) + sp−1λmd (x1, x0) 9 θ. (1.11)
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Therefore and the proof of Theorem 1.16 is doubtful when λ = 1
s

and λ > 1
s

and s > 1 (see page 8, line 12+). Instead (1.8) must λ1+λ2+s(λ3+λ4)
2−λ1−λ2−s(λ3+λ4) <

1
s
, that

is, (s+ 1) (λ1 + λ2) + (s+ s2) (λ3 + λ4) < 2. It is worth to notice that Theorem
1.16. follows by ([46], Theorem 2.10) taking a1 = 0 and g = iX identity mapping
on X. �

2. Main results

In this section we shall prove some fixed point theorems of contractive map-
pings in the setting of a tvs-cone b-metric space. First we give the following
results as the continuation researches from [14], [18], [23], [27], [32], [43], [46],
[50]. All these results are new in the context of b−metric spaces (that is, metric
type spaces by [30] and [39]).

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space with the constant s ∈
[1, 2] . Let {F, T} be a pair of self-mappings on X such that for all x, y ∈ X
d (Fx, Ty) ≤ λmax {d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)} , (2.1)

where λ ∈
(
0, 1

2s

)
. Then F and T have a unique common fixed point.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space with the constant s > 2.
Let {F, T} be a pair of self-mappings on X such that for all x, y ∈ X
d (Fx, Ty) ≤ λmax {d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)} , (2.2)

where λ ∈
(
0, 1

s2

)
. Then F and T have a unique common fixed point.

Theorem 2.3. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. Let {F, T} be a pair
of self-mappings on X such that for all x, y ∈ X
d (Fx, Ty) ≤ λmax {d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)} , (2.3)

where λ ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
. Then F and T have a unique common fixed point.

Proofs: Taking E = R, P = [0,+∞), ‖.‖ = |.| in Theorems 1.12, 1.13 and
Corollary 1.14 we obtain the claims of Theorems 2.1, 2.2. and 2.3. �

Remark 2.4. Similarly, we can obtain several new results in the context of
b−metric spaces by using results from [18], [27] and [46].

The following statement extends and generalizes Theorem 1.12.

Theorem 2.5. Let (X, d) be a complete tvs-cone b-metric space with constant
s ∈ [1, 2] relative to a solid cone P. Let {F, T} be a pair of self-mappings on X
such that for some constant λ ∈

(
0, 1

2s

)
and for all x, y ∈ X there exists

u (x, y) ∈ co {θ, d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)} , (2.6)

such that the inequality

d (Fx, Ty) � λu (x, y) (2.7)

holds. Then F and T have a unique common fixed point.
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Proof. Let e ∈ intP and let qe and dq have the meaning as in Theorem 1.8.
Applying Minkowski functional qe, we obtain from (2.6) and (2.7) that for fixed
x, y ∈ X,

dq (Fx, Ty) = qe (d (Fx, Ty)) ≤ λqe (ux,y) .

Here,

qe (ux,y) ∈ qe (co {θ, d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)})
⊂ co (qe {θ, d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)})
= co {qe (θ) , qe (d (x, y)) , qe (d (x, Fx)) , qe (d (y, Ty)) , qe (d (x, Ty)) ,

qe (d (y, Fx))}
= co {0, dq (x, y) , dq (x, Fx) , dq (y, Ty) , dq (x, Ty) , dq (y, Fx)}
= [0,M ] ,

where M = max {dq (x, y) , dq (x, Fx) , dq (y, Ty) , dq (x, Ty) , dq (y, Fx)} . We have
proved that

dq (Fx, Ty) ≤ λmax {dq (x, y) , dq (x, Fx) , dq (y, Ty) , dq (x, Ty) , dq (y, Fx)} .

The proof further follows by Remark 1.9. and Theorem 2.1. �
The following result extends and generalizes Theorem 1.13 and its proof is

omitted.

Theorem 2.6. Let (X, d) be a complete tvs-cone b-metric space with constant
s > 2 relative to a solid cone P. Let {F, T} be a pair of self-mappings on X such
that for some constant λ ∈

(
0, 1

s2

)
for all x, y ∈ X there exists

u (x, y) ∈ co {θ, d (x, y) , d (x, Fx) , d (y, Ty) , d (x, Ty) , d (y, Fx)} ,

such that the inequality d (Fx, Ty) � λu (x, y) holds. Then F and T have a
unique common fixed point.

The result which follows extends and generalizes Theorem 2.1. from [46].

Theorem 2.7 Let (X, d) be a tvs-cone b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1 rel-
ative to a solid cone P. Suppose that the mappings f, g : X → X are such that
fX ⊆ gX and fX or gX is a complete subspace of X, and that for some constant
λ ∈ [0, 1

s
) and for every x, y ∈ X, there exists

u ≡ ux,y ∈ co
{
θ, sd(gx, gy), sd(gx, fx), sd(gy, fy),

d(gy, fx) + d(gx, fy)

2

}
,

(2.8)
such that

d(fx, fy) � λ

s
ux,y. (2.9)

Then f and g have a unique point of coincidence in X. Moreover if f , g are
weakly compatible, then f , g have a unique common fixed point.

Proof. Let e ∈ intP and let qe and dq have the meaning as in previous theorem.
Applying Minkowski functional qe, we obtain from (2.8) and (2.9) that for fixed
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x, y ∈ X,

dq (fx, fy) = qe (d (fx, fy)) ≤ λ

s
qe (ux,y) ,

where

qe (ux,y) ∈ qe

(
co

{
θ, sd(gx, gy), sd(gx, fx), sd(gy, fy),

d(gy, fx) + d(gx, fy)

2

})
⊂ co

(
qe

{
θ, sd(gx, gy), sd(gx, fx), sd(gy, fy),

d(gy, fx) + d(gx, fy)

2

})
⊂ co {qe (θ) , sqe (d(gx, gy)) , sqe (d(gx, fx)) , sqe (d(gy, fy)) ,

qe (d(gy, fx)) + qe (d(gx, fy))

2

}
= co

{
0, sdq(gx, gy), sdq(gx, fx), sdq(gy, fy),

dq(gy, fx) + dq(gx, fy)

2

}
= [0,m] ,

where m = max
{
sdq(gx, gy), sdq(gx, fx), sdq(gy, fy), dq(gy,fx)+dq(gx,fy)

2

}
. Hence,

we have proved that

dq (fx, fy) ≤ λmax

{
sdq(gx, gy), sdq(gx, fx), sdq(gy, fy),

dq(gy, fx) + dq(gx, fy)

2

}
.

According Remark 1.9. and ([46], Theorem 2.1.) follows that f and g have a
unique common fixed point.�

In the next theorem we generalize Theorem 2.4. from [46]. The proof is similar
to the previous one, and so is omitted.

Theorem 2.8. Let (X, d) be a tvs-cone b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1
relative to a solid cone P. Suppose that the mappings f, g : X → X are such
that fX ⊆ gX and fX or gX is a complete subspace of X, and that for some
constant λ ∈ [0, 1

s
) and for every x, y ∈ X, there exists

u ≡ ux,y ∈ co
{
θ, sd(gx, gy),

d(gx, fx) + d(gy, fy)

2
,
d(gy, fx) + d(gx, fy)

2

}
,

(2.10)
such that

d(fx, fy) � λ

s
ux,y. (2.11)

Then f and g have a unique point of coincidence in X. Moreover if f , g are
weakly compatible, then f , g have a unique common fixed point.

The following result generalizes Corollary 2.5. from [46].

Corollary 2.9. Let (X, d) be a tvs-cone b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1
relative to a solid cone P. Suppose that the mappings f, g : X → X are such
that fX ⊆ gX and fX or gX is a complete subspace of X, and that for some
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constant λ ∈ [0, 1
s
) and for every x, y ∈ X, we have that

d(fx, fy) � λd (gx, gy) . (2.12)

Then f and g have a unique point of coincidence in X. Moreover if f , g are
weakly compatible, then f , g have a unique common fixed point.

Finally, we prove theorem of Hardy-Rogers type in the context of tvs-cone b-
metric spaces. This result extends and generalizes Theorem 2.10. from [46].

Theorem 2.10. Let (X, d) be a tvs-cone b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1
relative to a solid cone P. Suppose that the mappings f, g : X → X are such that
fX ⊆ gX and fX or gX is a complete subspace of X and that there exists
nonnegative constants a1, a2, a3, a4, a5 ∈ [0, 1) with

2sa1 + (s+ 1) (a2 + a3) +
(
s2 + s

)
(a4 + a5) < 2 (2.13)

such that, for each x, y ∈ X,

d (fx, fy) � a1d (gx, gy)+a2d (gx, fx)+a3d (gy, fy)+a4d (gx, fy)+a5d (gy, fx) .
(2.14)

Then f and g have a unique point of coincidence in X. Moreover if f , g are
weakly compatible, then f , g have a unique common fixed point.

Proof. Taking E = R, P = [0,+∞), ‖.‖ = |.| in Theorems 2.10. from [46]. we
obtain its truthless in the context of b-metric spaces. Since (2.14) implies

dq (fx, fy) ≤ a1dq (gx, gy)+a2dq (gx, fx)+a3dq (gy, fy)+a4dq (gx, fy)+a5dq (gy, fx) ,
(2.15)

then the proof follows according to Remark 1.9. �
According to Remark 1.9 and ([30], Theorem 3.3) it follows the next result.

Theorem 2.11. Let (X, d) be a complete tvs-cone b-metric space with the
coefficient s ≥ 1. Suppose the mapping T : X → X satisfies the contractive
condition

d (Tx, Ty) � λd (x, y) , x, y ∈ X (2.16)

where λ ∈ [0, 1
s
) is a constant. Then T has a unique fixed point in X. Further-

more, the iterative sequence {T nx} converges to the fixed point.
The following example satisfies the conditions of Theorem 2.11, but does not

satisfy the conditions of Theorem 1.15.

Example 2.12. Let E = C1
R [0, 1] with ‖u‖ = ‖u‖∞ + ‖u′‖∞ , u ∈ E and let

P = {u ∈ E : u (t) ≥ 0 on [0, 1]} . It is well known that this cone is solid but it
is not normal. Now consider the space E = C1

R [0, 1] endowed with the strongest
locally convex topology τ ∗. Then P is also τ ∗−solid, but not τ ∗−normal. (For
details see [[31], Example 2.2.).

Let X = [0, 1] and define a tvs-cone metric d : X × X → P by d (x, y) (t) =
|x− y|2 et. Then (X, d) is a complete tvs-cone b-metric space with the coefficient
s = 2. Let us define T : X → X as Tx = 1

2
x− 1

4
x2 for all x ∈ X.
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Now we obtain that

d (Tx, Ty) (t) =

∣∣∣∣12x− 1

4
x2 −

(
1

2
y − 1

4
y2
)∣∣∣∣2 et

=
1

4
|x− y|2

∣∣∣∣1− x+ y

2

∣∣∣∣2 et
≤ 1

4
|x− y|2 et

=
1

4
d (x, y) (t) .

Hence, d (Tx, Ty) � 1
4
d (x, y)for all x, y ∈ X,λ = 1

4
∈ [0, 1

2
). So T satisfies the

conditions of Theorem 2.11. Here 0 ∈ X is the unique fixed point of T. However,
T does not satisfy the conditions of Theorem 1.15. Indeed, (X, d) is not cone
b-metric space because locally convex space (E, τ ∗) is not normed ( see [[31],
Example 2.2).

This example shows that our result is a genuine generalization of the main
theorem in [29].

The following example shows the usability of our previous results in the context
of tvs-cone b-metric spaces.

Example 2.13. Let us take E and P as in the previous example. Let be
X = {a, b, c} and define tvs-cone b-metric d : X ×X → P by d (a, b) (t) = 2 + 3t,
d (b, c) (t) = 5 − 3t, d (a, c) (t) = 3, d (x, y) (t) = d (y, x) (t) and d (x, x) (t) =
θ (t) = 0 for all x, y ∈ X. Then (X, d) is a complete cone metric space. Consider
now the mappings T = F : X → X given by Fa = a, Fb = c, Fc = a. It is
not hard to check that all conditions of Theorem 2.5. are satisfied (for details
see [14], Example 4.1.). Here, the unique common fixed point is a. However, this
example does not satisfy the conditions of ([50], Theorem 3.1.), that is, Theorem
1.12 above. Indeed, take x = a, y = b. We obtain that d (Fa, Tb) = d (Fa, Fb) =
d (a, c) and there is not u (a, b) ∈ {d (a, b) , d (a, a) , d (b, c) , d (a, c) , d (b, a)} satis-
fying d (Fa, Tb) � λu (a, b) with some λ ∈ [0, 1

2s
).

Following theorem extends the result of Theorem 2.11. for λ ∈ [0, 1
s
], s > 1.

Theorem 2.14. Let (X, d) be a complete tvs-cone b-metric space with the coeffi-
cient s > 1. Suppose the mapping T : X → X satisfies the contractive condition

d (Tx, Ty) � λd (x, y) , x, y ∈ X (2.17)

where λ ∈ [0, 1
s
] is a constant. Then T has a unique fixed point in X.

Proof: If λ ∈ [0, 1
s
) the proof follows from a similar process as in ([30], Lemma

3.1), ([46], Theorem 2.1) and ([50], Theorem 3.1). If λ = 1
s
, we define a sequence

{xn} by xn+1 = T 2xn for all n ≥ 0 with arbitrary x0 ∈ X. Denote d(xn, xn+1) by
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dn for all n ≥ 0. Then it follows from (2.16) that

dn = d(xn, xn+1) = d(T 2xn−1, T
2xn)

� λd(Txn−1, Txn)

� λ2d(xn−1, xn) = λ2dn−1.

By induction we obtain that

dn � λ2nd0.

Therefore, for any m,n ∈ N with m > n we have

d(xn, xm) � s[d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xm)]

= sdn + sd(xn+1, xm)

� sdn + s2[d(xn+1, xn+2) + d(xn+2, xm)]

= sdn + s2dn+1 + s2d(xn+2, xm)
...

� sdn + s2dn+1 + s3dn+2 + · · ·+ sm−ndm−1

� sλ2nd0 + s2λ2n+2d0 + s3λ2n+4d0 + · · ·
= λ2n−1d0 + λ2nd0 + λ2n+1d0 + · · ·

=
λ2n−1d0
1− λ

.

Since λ2n−1d0
1−λ → θ as n→∞ in locally convex space E, therefore, by (1) and (3) of

Remark 1.7, we obtain, for every c ∈ E with θ � c there exists n0 ∈ N such that
d(xn, xm) � c for all n,m > n0. Therefore, {xn} is a Cauchy sequence in (X, d)
and by completeness of (X, d), there exists u ∈ X such that limn→∞ xn = u.
We shall show that u is the fixed point of T. It follows from (2.17) that

d(u, T 2u) � s[d(u, xn+1) + d(xn+1, T
2u)] = s[d(u, xn+1) + d(T 2xn, T

2u)]

� s[d(u, xn+1) + λd(Txn, Tu)] � s[d(u, xn+1) + λ2d(xn, u)]

i.e.

d
(
u, T 2u

)
� sd (u, xn+1) + λd (xn, u) , x, y ∈ X (2.18)

As, limn→∞ xn = u, there exists n1 ∈ N such that for every c ∈ E with θ � c,
d(u, xn+1) � c

s
and d(xn, u) � c

λ
, for all n > n1. So, it follows from (2.18) that

d(u, T 2, u)� c for all n > n1, therefore, T 2u = u, i.e., u is a fixed point of T 2.
Again, (2.17) shows that this fixed point must be unique.
Now T 2Tu = TT 2u = Tu, therefore Tu is another fixed point of T 2 and by
uniqueness we have Tu = u.
Thus, u is the unique fixed point of T. �

Open problem: It is not yet known if the results of Theorem 2.14, can be
proved for 1

s
< λ < 1, s > 1, with or without some additional condition on T or

space (X, d).
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and Periodic Points in Abstract Metric Spaces, Abstract Apppl. Anal., Vol. 2012, Article
ID 908423.

4. A. Alghamdi Mohammad, H. Alnafei Shahrazad, S. Radenović, N. Shahzad, Fixed point
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