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1. Introduction

The Banach contraction principle (for short, BCP), the most celebrated theorem in
metric fixed point theory, has undergone many extensions and generalizations due to its
simple nature and wide range of applicability. Some significant generalizations of BCP
are seen in [1-4]. Generally speaking, these generalizations usually contain two sides. On
the one hand, BCP is extended from metric space to generalized metric space, such as
b-metirc space [1], partial metric space [5], ordered Banach space [6], b-metric-like space [7],
etc. One of the most prevalent spaces is b-metric-like space, which was introduced by
Alghmandi et al. [7] in 2013. In 2014, Hussain et al. [8] obtained fixed point results for Ciri¢
type contraction and ¢-contraction in b-metric-like spaces. Afterwards, Joshi et al. [9] in
2017 presented fixed point theorems for generalized F-contractions in b-metric-like spaces.
In the same year, Zoto et al. [10] offered some generalizations for (a-y, ¢)-contractions in
b-metric-like spaces. Whereafter, Zoto et al. [11] in 2018 obtained fixed point theorems
for (s, p, «)-contractive mappings in b-metric-like spaces. Subsequently, Zoto et al. [12] in
2019 investigated common fixed point theorems for a class of (s,4)-contractive mappings
in b-metric-like spaces. In the meanwhile, De la Sen et al. [13] in 2019 gave fixed point
results for (s-q)-graphic contraction in b-metric-like spaces. Later in 2020, Fabiano et al. [14]
discussed fixed point theorems for (s, 4)-Dass—Gupta—Jaggi type contraction in b-metric-
like spaces. Recently in 2021, Mitrovi¢ et al. [15] established fixed point theorems for
Jaggi-W-contraction in b-metric-like spaces.

On the other hand, BCP is extended for different contractive mappings. One of the
most important contractions, is F-contraction on metric space, which was introduced by
Wardowski [16] in 2012. Shukla et al. in 2014 established ordered F-contraction in [17]
from metric spaces to partial metric spaces. In 2018, Kadelburg and Radenovi¢ in [18]
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extended F-contraction in [16] from metric spaces to b-metric spaces. In 2019, Hammad
and De la Sen [19] considered fixed point theorem for the generalized almost (s, 7)-Jaggi
F-contraction-type in b-metric-like spaces. As followed by them, Huang et al. in [20]
introduced the notion of convex F-contraction and proved fixed point theorems for both
continuous and discontinuous mappings.

Among these extensions cited above, throughout this paper, first and foremost, we initiate
several generalized F-contractions, such as (s, g, F)-contraction, general (s, g, F)-contraction
and r-order (s, g, F)-contraction. We give several fixed point theorems for such contractions
in b-metric-like spaces. As compared with previous contractions from [8-10,12-14,19], our
contractions mainly aim at generalized F-contractions, which are the sharp generalizations
of F-contraction introduced by Wardowski [16]. As we know, F-contraction is one of the
generalizations of Banach type contraction, whereas generalized F-contractions greatly extend
F-contractions. As a result, our conclusions related to generalized F-contractions have strong
theoretical significance and practical influence. It is worth mentioning that we demonstrate our
assertions by much fewer conditions and more straightforward proofs than the counterpart
from previous results. In addition, we illustrate the vitality of our conclusions by some
supportive examples. As an application, we obtain the existence and uniqueness of solution
to a class of integral equations. Regarding finding the solutions for such equations, there have
emerged numerous versions in the existing literature; our method used in this paper is very
easy to be understood since it contains simple conditions and comes straight to the point with
short proof.

2. Preliminaries

It is customary for a paper to firstly list some useful definitions, lemmas and other
contributed results.

In the following, unless otherwise specified, we always assume R as the set of all real
numbers, N the set of all nonnegative integers, and N* the set of all positive integers.

Definition 1 ([7]). Let M be a nonempty set and s > 1 a constant. The mapping b: M x M —
[0, 4-c0) is called a b-metric-like if for all §,n,{ € M, the following conditions are satisfied:

(b1) b(¢,n) = 0 implies ¢ = n;

(b2)b(¢, 1) = b(1,6);

(13) b(¢, 1) < s[b(¢, ) +b(,m)]-

The pair (M, b, s) is called a b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1.

In a b-metric-like space (M, b,s), if , 7 € M and b(&,17) = 0, then ¢ = 1; however, the
converse need not be true, since b(#,17) may be positive for some 7 € M.

Example 1 ([11]). Let M = [0, +o0) and p > 1 be a constant. Define a function b : M x M —
[0,400) by b(&, ) = (E+1)F or b(E, 1) = (max{&,n})P. Then, (M,b,s) is a b-metric-like
space with parameter s = 2P~1. Clearly, (M, b, s) is neither a b-metric (see [1]), nor a metric-like
space (see [5]), nor a partial b-metric space (see [21]).

Definition 2 ([7]). Let (M, b,s) be a b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1, {n, } a sequence
in Mandn € M. We say:
(i) {nn} is said to be a b-convergent sequence if lim b(1n,m) =b(n,n);
(ii) {n, } is said to be a b-Cauchy sequence if liIE b(1n, ) exists and is finite;
n,Mm—00

(iii) (M, b, s) is called b-complete, if, for every b-Cauchy sequence {1n,} in M, there exists
n € M such that ml%gloob(qn,;ym) = nh_r}lgo b(hu, ) =b(n,n).

Definition 3 ([7]). Let (M, b,s) be a b-metric-like space with parameter s > land f : M — Ma
function. We say that f is b-continuous if for each sequence {1, } in M with b(1,,1) — b(1,1) as
n — oo, then b(fun, f) — b(fn, f) asn — oo.
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Remark 1 ([14]). In a b-metric-like space, if liIB b(1n, 1m) = O and the limit of {1, } exists,
n,Mm—00

then the limit is unique.

Lemma 1 ([22]). Let (M, b,s) be a b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1 and {1, } a sequence
in M such that

b(ins1,nv2) < Ab(in, nt1)
for some A € [0,1) and each n € N*. Then, {n,,} is a b-Cauchy sequence with . }ir_r}oo b(1n, m) = 0.

In 2012, Wardowski [16] defined the F-contraction in metric spaces as follows:

Definition 4 ([16]). Let (M,d) be a metric space. The mapping f : M — M is called an
F-contraction if there exists a function F : (0, +c0) — R such that

(F1) F is strictly increasing on (0, 400);

(F2) for each sequence {ay, } of positive numbers, nlgrgo ay =04 lim F(a,) = —oo;

n—oo
(F3) there exists ¢ € (0,1) such that li%i+ a°F(a) = 0;
a—
(F4) there exists T > 0 such that

THEd(fE f1) < F(d(E, 1)),
forall ¢,y € M with f¢ # fn.

Huang et al. [20] modified Definition 4 and defined the notion of convex F-contraction
in the framework of b-metric spaces.

Definition 5 ([20]). Let (M, d,s > 1) be a b-metric space and f a self-mapping on M. We say that
f is a convex F-contraction if there exists a function F : (0, +c0) — R such that (F1) holds and:
(i) for each sequence {w,} of positive numbers, if 1131 F(ay) = —oo, then 1Lm ay =0;
n—oo n—oo
.. . 1 . c _ .
(ii) there exists c € (0, 71+10gzs) such that QEB& a’F(a) = 0;

(iii) there exist T > 0 and A € [0,1) such that
T+ F(dy) < F(Ady + (1= MA)d, 1),
forall d, > 0 where n € N*.

Remark 2. Condition (iii) yields that d,, < d,_1 for all n € N. Hence, the sequence {d,} is a
decreasing sequerce.

Definition 6 ([23]). Let (M, b,s) be a b-metric-like space, f a self-mapping on M and {n,} a
sequence in M. We say {1n,} is a Picard iterative sequence generated by f if for any 9 € M,
Nn+1 = fHn holds for all n € N.

Inspired by the above notions, we provide some new definitions and theorems in
the sequel.

3. Main Results

In this section, we introduce the notion of (s, g, F)-contraction, general (s, g, F )-contraction
and r-order (s, g, F)-contraction and give some fixed point theorems based on them. We
also provide three examples to support our conclusions.

First of all, motivated by Definitions 4 and 5, we present the following concept.
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Definition 7. Let f be a self-mapping on b-metric-like space (M, b, s) with parameter s > 1, {11, }
be a Picard iterative sequence generated by f and F : (0, +00) — R be an increasing function. We
say that f is an (s, q, F)-contraction if:

T+ F(s9b,) < F(aby + Bby—1), 1)
for all by, := b(4n, fy+1) > 0, where T,q > 0, «, p > 0 are constants with0 < a + f < 1.

Remark 3. Definition 7 improves the corresponding definitions given in [13,20,24]. It contains a
fewer conditions compared with the previous ones. It covers many contractive conditions since the
set of all increasing functions F is a very broad set.

Remark 4. If s = 1, then we get the case in metric spaces. If x = 0, then we get the definition of
(s,q, A)-contraction in [11].

Remark 5. Although the conditions of Definition 7 look strong since it involves the Picard iteration,
to the best of our knowledge, the Picard iteration is one of the most frequently used iterations in
fixed point theory. Hence, our object is more targeted for the convenience of applications. Otherwise,
since T > 0 and F is increasing, then by (1), we speculate:

F(s9b,) < T+ F(s7b,) < F(ab, + Bby_1).
Then by the monotonicity of F, we get:
sTb, < aby, + Bby_1,
which implies that

p
bl’l < mbnfl. (2)
Clearly, % € [0,1). As a consequence, (s, q, F)-contraction generalizes usual contractions
in general.

Example 2. Let M = [0, +o00) and define a mapping on M x M by b(1,&) = (17 + &)*. Then,
(M, b,s) is a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s = 2. Suppose that F(t) = Int is
a function on (0, +co) and f : M — M is a mapping by fn = %17. It is easy to see that f is an
(s,q, F)-contraction. Indeed, it is easy to show that (1) is satisfied for all by, = b(1n, 1y+1) > 0,
wheret =In2,g=1a=0,8= % and {1, } is a Picard iterative sequence generated by f.

The following lemma will be used in our main results.

Lemma 2. Let (M, b, s) be a b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1, f an (s, q, F)-contraction
on M and {1, } a Picard iterative sequence generated by f. Then, {n,} is a b-Cauchy sequence
with lirg b(1n, fm) = 0.

n,Mm—00

Proof. The proof is clear if there exists ng € N such that 7,,,11 = 774,. Without loss of
generality, we assume that 17,1 # 7, for all n € N. Thus, b, := b(#,,,4+1) > 0 for all

n € N. Notice (2) and —£— € [0,1), via Lemma 1, the sequence {1, } is a b-Cauchy sequence

sT—a

in M with n%lgoo b(n, tm) = 0. O

Now, our first theorem becomes valid for presentation, which generalizes many
recent results.
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Theorem 1. Let (M, b,s) be a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1 and f a b-
continuous (s, q, F)-contraction on M. Then, f has a fixed point in M provided that b(fy, f1) <
b(n,n) forally € M.

Proof. For any 19 € M, by Lemma 2, we can obtain that the Picard iterative sequence
{1n} generated by f is a b-Cauchy sequence with . %rgloo b(1n, im) = 0. Since (M, b, s) is

b-complete, then there exists #* € M such that:

O f— hm b(ﬂn ﬂm) - hm b(ﬂn:ﬂ ) - b(’?*’”*)

n,m—o0

Now that f is b-continuous, one has:
Jim b(fipn, f17) = bUf0", fr7) < b0, y7) =

By virtue of
b(n*, fn*) <s[b(n*, nus1) +b(frn, f1°)],

letting n — oo in the above inequality, we obtain b(7*, f*) = 0. Therefore, fn* = 1*. That
is to say, #* is a fixed point of f. [

Example 3. Under the hypotheses of Example 2, it is not hard to verify that b(fy, fy) < b(n,n)
forall y € M. Therefore, all the conditions of Theorem 1 are satisfied and hence f has a fixed point
n* =0in M.

The following definition is the extension of (s,q)-Jaggi F-contractions related
to [8,11,13,14,19,20,25,26].

Definition 8. Let (M, b, s) be a b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1, f be a self-mapping
on M, F : (0,+00) — R be an increasing mapping and T : [0, +c0) x (0,400) — (0, +00) be
a function such that T(t,t) < 1 forall t € (0,400). Then, the mapping f is said to be a general
(s, q, F)-contraction if:

T+ F(s7b(fS, f11)) < F(ab(y, fn)T(b(E, £),b(E, 1)) + Bb(E, 1) +b(n, £E)),  (3)

forall &,y € Mand b(f¢, fnn) > 0, where T,q > 0and a, B,y > 0 are constants with 0 <
a+p+2ys <1

Theorem 2. Let (M, b,s) be a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1 and f a b-
continuous general (s, q, F)-contraction on M. Then, f has a unique fixed point provided that

b(fn, f11) < b(n,n) forally € M.

Proof. Let ) € M and define the Picard iterative sequence {1,} as 1,41 = fyn. If
Nng+1 = Mn, for some ny € N, then 7, is a fixed point of f because of f1,, = 17,,. So we
always assume that 17,11 # 1, i.e., by := b(f}u—1, fi]n) = b(4n, Ny+1) > 0 for all n € N*.
By using (3) and the monotonicity of F, we have:

T+ F(s7bn) = T+ F(s"0(1tn, 11n+1)) = T+ F(sT0(f1n—1, f11n))

< F(“b(ﬂmfﬁn) (b1, f1n-1), b(1n—1,7n)) + BO(1tn—1,11n) + Yo (1, f1In-1))
F(ab (17, 10 1)T (6 (=1, 110), b(1n—1,1n) ) + BO(Hu—1,10) + Y0 (11, 11))
F(abyI'(by—1,by-1) + Bbp—1 +2vsby 1)
F(

<
< F(aby + (B+27s)by-1),

which shows that (1) holds. Accordingly, f is an (s, g, F)-contraction. Thus, by virtue of
Theorem 1, f has a fixed point.
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We show that f has a unique fixed point in M. Indeed, first of all, we prove that
b(y*,y*) = 0if n* is a fixed point of f. On the contrary, assume b(y*,7*) > 0, ie.,
b(fn*, fn*) > 0, then by (3) and the monotonicity of F, we get:

F(s70(n*, ")) < T+ F(s"b(fn", fn*))
< F(ab(n", fn")L(b(n",
= F(ab(n7",7*)L(b(n"
< F((w+ﬁ+'r) (n* )

F(b(n*,n%)),

n*),b(n*,m")) + Bb(n*,n™) +vb(n*, fn*))
n*),b(n*, ")) + Bb(*, ™) +b(n*,m"))
)

which implies that:
sTo(", ) < bln", 7).
As a consequence of b(1*,1*) > 0, then s7 < 1. This is a contradiction with s > 1 and
g > 0. Accordingly, b(n*,n*) =
Let ¢* and #* be two distinct fixed points of f. By the above statement, we have

b(¢*,¢*) =0and b(y*,n*) = 0. Inview of §* # n*, thatis, b(*, n*) > 0,ie, b(fC*, fy*) >0
then from (3) and the monotonicity of F, we speculate:

F(sTb(S", 7)) < T+ F(sT0(fE" f"))
< Fab(n®, fy)L(b(S", £57),b(8",m7)) + Bb(E", ") + (1", E7))
= Fab(n”, ™)L (b(S", &%), b (" )) +Bb(E ") +b(7, 7))
=F((B+7)b(5",n")) < F(b ( M)

which establishes that
sTb(&%,117) < b(&, 7).
In view of b(¢*,n*) > 0, then s7 < 1. This is a contradiction with s > 1 and g > 0.
Therefore, b(*,n*) = 0,i.e., {* = y*. In other words, the fixed point is unique. [I

Remark 6. Theorem 2 generalizes the previous theorems from [9,10,12,15,19,20,24-26] and some
of them used rational expressions under the contractive conditions. If we take the function T :
(0,+00) x (0,400) — (0,+00) as T(p,t) = £, we can obtain from the above results in case of
Jaggi and Gupta contractions.

Corollary 1. Let (M, b,s) be a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1, f be a
b-continuous self-mapping on M, F : (0, +-c0) — R be an increasing mapping. If

T FEIB(E ) < F (bl fi) g s s + B E) 2000, 2)),

for all &,y € M and b(f¢, fn) > 0, where T,q > 0 and a, B,y > 0 are constants with
0 < a4+ B+2ys < 1. Then, f has a unique fixed point in M.

Proof. Use the function I'(x,y) = 3 on [0, +00) x (0, 400) in (3). By Theorem 2, we
obtain the proof. [J

Corollary 2. Let (M, b,s) be a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1, f be a
b-continuous self-mapping on M, and F : (0, +00) — R be an increasing mapping. If

T+ F(STHFE, ) < F(«b(n,fm eI o) +7b(17,f€)>,

for all &,y € M and b(f¢, fn) > 0, where T,q > 0 and w, B,y > 0 are constants with
0 < a4+ B+2vs < 1. Then, f has a unique fixed point in M.
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Proof. Use the functionI'(x,y) = Q on [0, +00) x (0, 4+00) in (3). Via Theorem 2, we get
the desired result. O

Example 4. Let M = [0,+o0) and b(&, ) = & + 4%+ (& —n)? forall &,y € M. It is not
hard to verify that (M, b,s) is a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s = 2. Suppose
that F(t) = Int is a function on (0,+c0) and f : M — M is a mapping by f& = FIn(1+¢)
forall § € M. Then f is a b-continuous general (s, q, F)-contraction on M. Indeed, it is easy to
show that (3) is satisfied for all ¢,y € M and b(f¢, fn) > 0, where T =In2, g =2, 0 =y =0,
B=13T:[0400) x (0,+00) — (0,400) is a function such that T(t,t) < 1 forall t € (0, +o).
Therefore, f has a unique fixed point 0 € M.

Now we show that (3) is satisfied for all {, 7 € M and b(f¢, fi7) > 0. As a matter of fact, by
In(1+4¢) <tforallt € [0,400), using the mean value theorem of differentials, we have:

T+ F(s7b(f2, f1))
=In2+1n [f2¢+f2n+<f¢ m?}

{a
=In2+1 {4[ ln 1+§ + (W)Z (ln(14+é) B 1n(14+ 17))2]}
{s

<In2+In { by +16(§ ;7)”

:1n2+1n{4{§2+;7 +(§—17)2}}

—ln{;[§2+772+(€_’7)2]}

< F(ab(n, fm)T(b(S, £€),b(Z, 1)) + Bb(E, 1) +10(1, £2)),
forall &,n € Mand b(f¢, fy) > 0.

Theorem 3. Let (M,b,s) be a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1, f be a
b-continuous self-mapping on M, F : (0, 4+00) — R be an increasing mapping. If

v FIb(7e, ) < F(ab(@ ) + 75T 40 2SR, @

forall &,y € M with b(f¢, fy) > 0, where T,q > 0 and «, B,y > 0 are constants with
0 < a+ B+ <1 Then, f has a unique fixed point provided that b(fy, f) < b(1,n) for all
neM.

Proof. Let {1, } be a Picard iterative sequence as 17,11 = f1], initiated on each point 75 € M.
Assume the general case that 17,11 # 1, i.€., by == b(fy1,—1, fi]n) = b(4n, 1) > 0 for all
n € N*. Considering (4) and the monotonicity of F, we have:

T+ E(sTon) = T+ E(Tb(f1n—, fifn))
< F(m(%l,nn) +ﬁb(’7n—1/ﬁ7n) n 7b(17n,f;7n_1)>

2s 2s
b(7,—1, b(11n,
— F<Déb(1’]nl, ’711) + ﬁ (1771 ;Sﬂn+l) +y (T];ST]")>
b,_1+b
>~ F(“bnl + ,B%ﬂ + ')’bnl)

F(ibn + (oc+’y+ g)bn_l).

Hence, f is an (s, g, F)-contraction. By Theorem 1, f has a fixed point.
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Now we show the fixed point of f is unique. To this end, assume that there exist two
distinct fixed points ¢* and #*, then b(¢*,n*) > 0, i.e., b(f¢*, fy*) > 0. By (4) and the
monotonicity of F, we have:

F(s75(%,1")) < T+ F(sT(5", ")) = T+ F(s"D(fE7, f"))

T+
SF(wb(é‘*,n*)+ﬁb(g*2’f7*) +7b(77*2,;‘§*))
:p(ab(g*,q*wﬁb@;’s’f) +7b(77;€*))
< F((a+B+7)b(G"n")) <FO(EG17)),

which establishes that:

STH(E, ") < b(E 7).

In view of b(¢*,n*) > 0, then s7 < 1. This is a contradiction with s > 1 and g > 0.
Therefore, b(&*,n*) = 0. It leads to {* = n*. That is to say, the mapping f has a unique
fixed pointin M. O

Definition 9. Let f be a self-mapping on b-metric-like space (M, b, s) with parameter s > 1, and
let {1, } be a Picard iterative sequence generated by f, F : (0,400) — R be an increasing function.
We say that f is a r-order (s, q, F)-contraction if for all by, := b(#u, 11y41) > 0, it satisfies

1
T+ E(s7by,) < F((ab,:ﬂsb;l)r), ©)
where T,q,v > 0and «, B > 0 are constants with0 < a + p < 1.

Remark 7. Clearly, (s, q, F)-contraction is 1-order (s, q, F)-contraction. Hence, (s, g, F)-contraction
is the special case of r-order (s, g, F )-contraction. In other words, r-order (s, q, F)-contraction greatly
generalizes (s, q, F)-contraction. In addition, by replacing s = 1, we obtain the notion of r-order
F-contraction in the setting of metric spaces.

Theorem 4. Let (M, b,s) be a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1 and f a
b-continuous r-order (s, q, F)-contraction. Then, f has a fixed point provided that b(fy, fy) <
b(n,n) forally € M.

Proof. Let {#,} be a Picard iterative sequence as 7,11 = f1, initiated on each point

o € M. Without loss of generality, we assume that 17,1 # 1, i.e., by := b(fH,—1, ft]n) =
b(1n, Nu+1) > 0 for all n € N*. Taking advantage of (5), we obtain:

F(s7by) < T+ F(sTby) < P((ab; + B, ) 3).

By the monotonicity of F, we have:

~ =

sTb, < (abj, + Bb,_1)",

which follows that
s1by, < ab), + Bby,_.

bn < (Sqr‘B_“> bnfl.

This leads to

==
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1
Note that ( 4 ) " <1, thenby Lemma 1, {1, } is a b-Cauchy sequence in M such that

T —a

Lim  b(#,, ) = 0. Since (M, b, s) is b-complete, then there exists some #* € M such that

n,m—o0

0= lim b(in,1m) = lim b(n,7°) = b(7",7°%).

n,m—00

Following the same argument as in Theorem 1, we claim that f has a fixed point. [

Theorem 5. Let (M, b,s) be a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s > 1, f be a b-
continuous self-mapping on M, F : (0, +00) — R be an increasing mapping and I : [0, +c0) X
(0, 4+00) — (0, 400) be a function such that T'(t,t) < 1 forall t € (0, +c0). If

T+ F(sT0(fE, f1))
< F((“(b(ﬂ/fﬂ)F(b(C,fé)rb(é‘,ﬂ)))’+ﬁ(b(€/ﬂ)) v(b(n, £8))")

~ =

) ©)

forall &,y € M and b(f¢, fn) > 0, where T,q,v+ > 0 and w, B,y > 0 are constants with
0 <a+ B+2's"y <1 Then, the mapping f has a unique fixed point provided that b(fy, fn) <
b(y,n) forally € M.

Proof. Let {7, } be a Picard iterative sequence as 17,11 = f1], initiated on each point 7y € M.
Assume the general case that 77,41 # 1y, i.e., by = b(fy1,—1, fyn) = b(4n, 1) > 0 for all
n € N*. By using (6), we have
T+ F(s7by) = T+ F(sT0(fu—1, f11n))
< F((&(00pn, )T (b0, frw1),bCtu1,10))
B0 -1,1)) + (b0 fra1))) )
= F((#(bm, 1T (b1, 1), b(1,10)))
1
+ B, 1))+ (b, 1)) ")

< F((ab; +(B +2’577)b;,1)%),

~|—=

which shows that (5) holds, and hence f is an r-order (s, g, F)-contraction. Thus, by
Theorem 4, f has a fixed point.

We prove that b(*,1*) = 0 if n* is a fixed point of f. Indeed, by supposing the
contrary, thatis, b(n*,7*) > 0,i.e., b(fn*, fy*) > 0. It follows immediately from (6) that:

F(s"b(n*,n7)) < T+ E(s"(fn", f1"))
F((“ (", fn )0, f7), b(r*, ™))" + B, 7)) + v (6™, f17)")
(0, )+ BEGr )+ 17))7)

(( )1) = F(b(r",1"))-

Making full use of the monotonicity of F, we claim that

==

)

IA

F

sTh(n*, ") < b(n*,1%).

As a consequence of b(1*,17*) > 0, then s7 < 1. This is a contradiction with s > 1 and
g > 0. Accordingly, b(n*,n*) =
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Let ¢* and 7" be two distinct fixed points of f. By the above statement, we have
b(g*,¢*) =0and b(y*,n*) = 0. Inview of £* # y*, thatis, b(¢*, n*) > 0,ie,b(fC*, fn*) >0

then from (6) and the monotonicity of F, we speculate:

F(sT0(8%n")) < T+ F(sT(5", ")) < T+ F(s"D(fS7, fn"))

F((a (7", fy )L (b (C*,fé‘*)/b(é‘*,n*)))r+ﬁ(b(f§*,f7*))r+7(b(77*/f77*))’)%)
= F( (@bl )T (&, 6), (&)Y + BB 1)) + (b, 1)) )
= F((Bo@ 1)) )sp(((b@w*))fﬁ) = F(0(&" ")),

which follows from the monotonicity of F that

SID(E, ) < b(E 7).

Notice that b(&*, #*) > 0 implies s7 < 1. This is a contradiction with s > 1 and g > 0.
Thus, b(¢*,1*) = 0. Therefore, {* = r*. That is to say, the fixed point of f is unique. O

Remark 8. It can be easily shown that our new approach of r-order (s, q, F)-contraction covers
many classical types of contractions such as Kannan, Reich, Chatteria, Hardy, Cirié, etc. Con-
sequently, it could be developed as a prospective work in the future. Kindly see the reference

from [27].

4. Application

Stimulated by the work in [6,7,28,29], we investigate the existence of solution to a class
of nonlinear integral equations utilizing the results proved in the previous section.
Consider the integral equation:

T
&(t) = / G(t,5)f(s,&(s))ds,  forallt € [0,T], @)
0
where T > Oisaconstant, ¢ : [0,T] = R, f: [0,T] xR - Rand G : [0,T] x [0,T] —
[0, +00) are continuous functions.

Let C(]0, T]) denote the set of real continuous functions on [0, T1.

Theorem 6. Suppose that:

T
p (/O Gz(t,s)ds> <1, 8)

and
(F &)+ [F &))< (5] + (B2, ©)
for all &(t), 7(t) € C([0,T)) and t € [0, T), where L € (0, 1) is a constant. Then the integral

Equation (7) has a unique solution in C([0, T]).
Proof. Put M = C([0, T]). We endow M with the b-metric-like

b(g,n) = sup (|g(t)|+|n(t))?  forallg,n € M.
te[0,T]
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Clearly, (M, b, s) is a b-complete b-metric-like space with parameter s = 2. Assume
that F(u) = Inu is a function on (0, +0), T'(x,y) = is a function on [0, +00) X (0, 400).

Define the mapping T : M — M by

+2

T
TE(t) = /O G(t,s)f(s,&(s))ds,  forallt € [0,T],
then

T+ F(s7b(T¢g, Try)) < F(ab(y, Ty)T(b(¢, TS),b(E, 1)) + Bb(E,n) +b(y, £§)),  (10)

forall &,n € M and b(T¢, Ty) > 0, where y =0,A > 1,7 =1InA, g > 0,4, > 0 are
constants such that 0 < w + 8 < 1and LT < %
Indeed, (10) becomes

in A+ In(20(7¢, T)) < bl ) - “SEEE) 1 e ),

which is equivalent with the following inequality:

2AB(TE, Ty) < ably, Ty) - ST o e ). an

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (9), for all §, 7 € M, we have:

| [ 6ttt (e )

/OTG(ts)|f |ds+/ (t,9)|f (5 1( ))|ds>2

(el + Ta = (| [ 6065155 6o s +

(

_ (/OT G(t,s)(|f(s, &)+ |f(5,7(5))]) d5>2
(
T

< (/0T62<t,s>ds) sup (€8] + [7()])2

te[0,T)

which follows that:

sup (72| [T < T sup (1620185 ) - sup (201 + (1)

te[0,T] te[0,T te[0,T]
Taking advantage of (8), we arrive at:

b(TE, Ty) < S-b(&, 7). 12)

Thus, one gets:

200(TE, ) < B, ) < ab(o, To) - S5 S 4 o).

Therefore, (11) holds. Accordingly, (10) is satisfied for all ,# € M and b(T¢, Ty) > 0
Hence, T is a general (s, g, F)-contraction. By (12), we obtain:

b(Tn, Ty) < 2‘5/\17(;7 n) <b(y,n), forally € M.
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As a consequence, all the conditions of Theorem 2 are satisfied. Therefore, by Theorem 2,
T has a unique fixed point in M. That is to say, the integral Equation (7) has a unique
solution in C([0,T]). O

Remark 9. As compared with Theorem 6.1 of [7], Theorem 6 has much fewer conditions and more
straightforward proof. We consider the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the integral
Equation (7) in the setting of b-metric-like spaces, which are different from other counterparts in the
existing literature. Our conditions are not complicated and our proof is quite forthright.

Remark 10. It has been more widely used for the fixed point theory in b-metric-like spaces. It is not
only for all kinds of integral equations (see [7,9-121), but also for other types of equations. As an
example, it has been applied to an electric circuit equation (see [19]), the conversion of solar energy
to electrical energy (see [9]), impulsive differential equations (see [30]) and fractional differential
equations (see [31,32]). As a result, our results may have wide applications in the future.

5. Conclusions

Nowadays, fixed point theory plays an important role in natural science and in solving
different social problems. In this work, a technique is furnished, based on generalized
F-contractions, such as the (s, g, F)-contraction, the general (s, g, F)-contraction, and the
r-order (s, g, F)-contraction. We establish several fixed point theorems on such contractions
with illustrative examples in the framework of b-metric-like spaces. As has been observed
in studies, the class of b-metric-like spaces contains the other classes of generalized metric
spaces (e.g., b-metric spaces, metric-like spaces, etc.), then our results in this paper gener-
alize and improve many known results in the existing literature. Additionally, we have
applied our results to obtain the existence of a solution for a class of integral equations.
We believe that the idea of further elaborating our method, which is presented in the main
result section, is very useful and can be applied to impulsive differential and nonlinear
fractional differential equations in the future.
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