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Abstract: The solutions for many real life problems may be obtained by interpreting the given problem
mathematically in the form f(x) = x. One such example is that of the famous Borsuk-Ulam theorem
in which, using some fixed point argument, it can be guaranteed that at any given time we can find two
diametrically opposite places in a planet with same temperature. Thus, the correlation of symmetry
is inherent in the study of fixed point theory. In this article, some new results concerning coincidence
and a common fixed point for an A,-contraction and a generalized ¢-type weak contraction are
established. We prove our results for set valued maps without using continuity of the corresponding
maps and completeness of the relevant space. Our results generalize and extend several existing
results. Some new examples are given to demonstrate the generality and non-triviality of our results.

Keywords: common fixed point; A,-contraction; generalized ¢-type weak contraction; common
property (EA)

1. Introduction

The Banach fixed point theorem is considered the most versatile work in fixed point theory.
The study of similar results in nonlinear contraction maps was initiated by Boyd and Wong [1].

Fixed points for set valued mappings play a fundamental role in nonlinear analysis. Fixed points
of multivalued operators are also important for studies in set valued analysis. First, results in this
direction were given by Markin [2] and Nadler [3].

Nadler [3] defined the notion of set valued contraction and proved that a set valued contraction
has a fixed point if the concerned metric space is complete. Afterwards, many generalizations of
Nadler’s result were obtained in various directions. In this context, the reference of set valued and
multivalued contraction carried out by Assad and Kirk [4] can be estimated. They proved a result for
set valued maps defined on a complete metric space by considering another assumption that the space
is metrically convex.

There have been enormous developments in the area of existence and uniqueness of fixed point
for multi valued and set valued mappings in various directions—see [5-16]. Some references that have
been instrumental for the current work are [17-27].

Another important direction of extensions of the Banach Contraction Principle concerns the
coincidence points and common fixed point of pair of maps that satisfy contractive type conditions.
By introducing weakly commuting maps, Sessa [28] established some results in connection with
common fixed points of non commuting generalized contraction maps. Another concept called weak
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commutativity was generalized by Jungck [29] with the help of compatible maps. Furthermore, by
using weak compatibility, he weakened the notion of compatibility. However, Jachymski and his
co-author(s) [30-32] have proved that not all generalizations in this respect were meaningful; some of
the contractive conditions even turn out to be equivalent.

Aamri and El Moutawakil [33] introduced a property (EA) in connection with self maps that
include the class of non-compatible maps. The property (EA) was extended to a hybrid pair of single
and multivalued maps by Kamran [34]. After that, Li et al. [35] defined a property called common
property (EA) for a hybrid similar pair of maps. By introducing generalized ¢-weak contraction,
Zhang and Song [36] proved some results that are related to common fixed points for two single valued
maps. With the help of common property (EA), in this paper, we newly establish some common fixed
point results for A,-contraction and generalized ¢-type weak contraction maps. These contractions
are new additions to the existing literature for set valued maps filling up the research gap between
single valued and set valued contractions in the present context.

After the Introduction part, this paper is divided into four sections: (a) Preliminaries: here we
recall the definitions and existing results that are essential for our work; (b) Main Results: in this
section, we introduce A,-contraction and generalized ¢-type weak contraction for set valued maps
and prove our new results; (c) Discussion: here, we discuss the results and how they can be interpreted
from the perspective of previous studies and of the working hypotheses. Future research directions
have also been highlighted (d) Conclusions: in this section, we discuss how the existing knowledge is
enriched as a result of our current work.

2. Preliminaries

Below, we list some important definitions and results, which are necessary for our main results.
The symbols Q, Q' and R denote respectively the set of rational numbers, irrationals numbers and
non-negative real numbers. In addition, throughout the paper, we use the notation fx instead of f(x)
when no confusion arises.

Definition 1. Ref. [37] Consider the set of functions ® = {¢|¢ : [0,00) — [0,00)} that satisfies the assertions
given below:

1. uy < upimplies p(ur) < @(up);
2. ¢"(u) = 0asn — oo foreach u > 0;
3. Y ¢"(u) converges for each u > 0.

The function ¢ is said to be a comparison function if (1) and (2) are satisfied. A strong comparison
function is one for which (3) also holds true.

Remark 1. Ref. [37] Every strong comparison function is a comparison function.

Remark 2. Ref. [37] For a comparison function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00), we get ¢(ug) < ug, for each uy > 0,
¢(0) = 0and ¢ is right continuous at 0.

Definition 2. Ref. [38] Suppose A is the collection of functions « : R3. — R which satisfies the conditions
given below:

1. wis continuous on R3. (with respect to the usual metric).
2. ifuy < a(ug,vo,v9) or ug < a(vg, ug, vo) or ug < a(vo, vy, tg) for all ug, vy, then uy < kvg for some
ke0,1).

Definition 3. Ref. [38] Suppose R is a self map on a metric space (X, d). The map R is called an A-contraction if

d(R(Zo, Rbo) S a(d(ao, bo), d(b‘lo, Rao),d(bo, Rbo))
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for each ag, by € X and some a € A.

The definition of generalized ¢-weak contraction that is given below was introduced by Zhang
and Song [36].

Definition 4. Two self maps S, R on (X, d) are called generalized ¢-weak contractions if there exists a map
¢ : Ry — Ry with ¢(0) = 0and ¢(u) > 0 for each u > 0 satisfying

d(Reo, Sfo) < N(eo, fo) — ¢(N(eo, fo)); foreach ey, fo € X,

where

—_

N(eo, fo) = max{d(eo, fo),d(eo, Req),d(fo,Sfo), E(d(eol Sfo) +d(fo, Reg))}-

The following theorem was also established for two single valued generalized
¢-weak contractions.

Theorem 1. Ref. [36] Consider the two self maps S, R on (X, d) satisfying
d(Rag, Sby) < N(ag,by) — ¢(N(ap,by)), for each ap, by € X,

where ¢ : Ry — R is a lower semi continuous function with ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(u) > 0 for all u > 0. Then, R
and S have a unique common fixed point.

By WB(X), we denote the set of all nonempty closed and bounded subsets of X. We define

H(Ey, Fy) = max{ sup D(vy, Ey), sup D(ug, Fy)}, Eo, Fo € WB(X),
vg€Fy ug€Ey
where D(ug, Fy) = inI_f d(up,v). Then, (WB(X), H) forms a metric space and H is called Hausdorff
very

metric generated by d.

Definition 5. Consider the self map r on X and R : X — WB(X).

1. zg € X is called a fixed point of r if zy = rz and a fixed point of R if zg € Rz.

2. Ifrzg € Rz, then zo € X is called a coincidence point of r and R. Let C(r, R) denote the collection of
all coincidence points of r and R.

3. If 20 = rzp € Rzg, then zg € X is called a common fixed point of r and R.

Definition 6. Ref. [33] Consider the maps r,s : X — X. If there exists a sequence {x;} in X such that
lim rx; = klim sxx = | € X, then the maps are said to have the property (EA).
— 00

k—c0
Definition 7. Ref. [34] A self map r on X and a map R : X — WB(X) have the property (EA) if there exists
a sequence {xy } in X such that klirn rxy=1€P= klim Rxy forl € Xand P € WB(X).

— 0 — 00
Definition 8. Ref. [34] Consider the set-valued map R : X — WB(X). A self map r on X is said to be
R-weakly commuting at | € X if rr(l) € Rr(l).
3. Main Results

In this section, we first introduce some definitions that are essential for establishing our
main results.

Definition 9. Let A, be the collection of all functions « : R3 — R satisfying the assertions given below:
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1. The function a is continuous on RS (with respect to the usual metric).
2. There exists a strong comparison function ¢ such that, for each ug, vy € Ry for which ug < a(ug, vo, vo)
or ug < a(vo, tg, vg) or ug < (v, vy, Upy), the inequality ug < ¢(vg) holds.

Remark 3. By specializing ¢(u) = kuas 0 < k < 1 for all u > 0, we get the Definition 2.

Definition 10. (1) Consider four self maps r,s, R, S on the metric space (X, d). The pair of mappings (r, R)
and (s, S) have the common property (EA) if two sequences {x; } and {yy} exist in X such that

lim Sy = lim Rxp = lim rx; = lim sy, =1 € X.
k—o0 k—o0 k—o0 k—soc0

(2) Consider the self maps r,s on X and R, S : X — WB(X). The maps pair (r,R) and (s, S) have the
common property (EA) if two sequences {xy } and {yy} exist in X such that

lim Rxy = P, lim Syy = Q, lim rx, = lim syy =d € PNQ, ford € Xand P,Q € WB(X).
k—s00 k—o00 k—r00 k—o0

Example 1. Suppose X = R is endowed with the usual metric. The self mapsr,son X and R, S : X — WB(X)

are defined by r(x) = £,s(x) = 2— § and Rx = [0, 3], Sx = [1,3 4 5] for each x € X. Consider the sequences

{x} and {yy}, where x, =5+ % and yy = 4+ % Clearly, klim Rx, =10,1] = P, klim Syr =[1,5] = Q,
— 00 —00

klim rXg = klim syr =1 € PN Q. Therefore, (1, R) and (s, S) have the common property (EA).

—00 —00

Theorem 2. Let r,s be two self maps on a metric space (X,d) and R, S : X — WB(X) be two set valued maps
such that

A. (r,R) and (s, S) have the common property (EA);

B. There exists some a € Ay such that, for each xo,yo € X,

H(Rxo, Syo) < a(d(rxo,sy0), D(rxo, Rxo), D(syo, Syo))- 1)

Let rX and sX be closed subsets of X. Then,
(a) r and R possess a coincidence point;
(b) s and S possess a coincidence point;
(c) r and R possess a common fixed point if, for any I € C(r,R), r is R-weakly commuting at | and

re(l) =r(l);
(d) s and S possess a common fixed point if, for any 1 € C(s,S), s is S-weakly commuting at I and

ss(l) = s(1);

(e) r,s, R and S possess a common fixed point when (c) and (d) hold.

Proof. (a), (b) By virtue of (A), (,R) and (s, S) have the common property (EA). Thus, two sequences
{xr}, {yx} existin X such that

lim Rxy = P, lim Sy, = Q, for P,Q € WB(X),
k—s00 k—o0

lim rx; = lim sy, =c€ PNQ, forc € X.
k—o0 k—o0
Since rX and sX are closed subsets of X, we have klim rxp = rl and klim syx = se, for some [, e € X.
—» 00 — 00

Thus, we have rl = c and se = ¢. We claim that vl € Rl and se € Se.
Now, from (1), we have

H(Rxy, Se) < a(d(rxg,se), D(rxg, Rx), D(se, Se)).
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Taking k — co, we get
H(P,Se) < «(0,0,D(se, Se)).

Because se = ¢ belongs to P, from the definition of Hausdorff metric, we get

D(se,Se) < H(P, Se)
< (0,0, D(se, Se))
i.e.,, D(se,Se) < «(0,0, D(se, Se)).

By (2) of Definition 9, we get
D(se, Se) < ¢(0) = 0.

Since Se is closed, this implies that se € Se. Again by Equation (1), we have
H(RI, Syx) < a(d(rl,syx), D(rl,Rl), D(syx, Sy))-

Invoking the same procedure as above, we obtain that 7/ € RI. Hence, r and R share a coincidence
point /. In addition, s and S contain a coincidence point e.

(c) Since I € C(r, R), from the condition in (c), we have rr(l) = r(I). This gives rc = c. Again, r is
R—weakly commuting at [—thus rr(I) € Rr(l). This implies rc € Rc. i.e., c = rc € Rc. Hence, cis a
common fixed point of r and R. Using a similar argument, we can prove (d). In addition, (¢) and (d)
together give (e). O

If r = s in the above theorem, it gives the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Suppose r is a self map on (X,d) and R; S : X — WB(X) are two set valued maps such that
A. (r,R) and (r,S) have the common property (EA);
B. There exist some & € A such that, for each xq,yo € X

H(Rxo, Syo) < a(d(rxo,7y0), D(rx0, Rx0), D(ryo, Syo))-

If rX is a closed subset of X, then

(a) r, R and S possess a coincidence point;

(b) v, R and S possess a common fixed point provided that r is both R weakly commuting and S weakly
commuting at  and rr(1) = r(l) for | € C(r,R).

Corollary 2. Suppose r,s, R and S are four self maps on (X, d) such that
A. (r,R) and (s, S) have the common property (EA);
B. There exist some « € A such that, for each xg,yo € X

d(Rxo, Syo) < a(d(rxo,syo),d(rxo, Rxo),d(syo, Syo))-

If vX and sX are closed subsets of X, then

(a) r and R possess a coincidence point;

(b) s and S possess a coincidence point;

(c) r and R possess a common fixed point if r is a R-weakly commuting map at | and rr(l) = r(l) for
le€C(r,R);

(d) s and S possess a common fixed point when s is a S-weakly commuting map at | and ss(I) = s(I) for
l€C(sS);

(e) r,s, R and S possess a common fixed point when both (c) and (d) hold.

Dropping the assumption that “both pairs (7, R) and (s, S) are weakly commuting” in the above
result, we prove the next result.
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Theorem 3. Suppose that r,s are two self maps on (X,d) and R, S : X — WB(X) are two set valued maps
such that

1. (r,R) and (s, S) have the common property (EA);
2. there exist some & € A, such that, for each xq, Yo € X,

H(Rxo, Syo) < a(d(rxo,syo), D(rxo, Rxo), D(syo, Syo)),

3. rr(ly) = r(lp) for Iy € C(r,R) and ss(ly) = s(ly) for Iy € C(s,S).

If rX and sX are closed subsets of X, then r,s, R and S possess a common fixed point.

Proof. By virtue of (1), (r,R) and (s, S) fulfill the common property (EA). Thus, two sequences {x;},
{yx} exist in X such that

lim Rxy = P, lim Sy, = Q, for P,Q € WB(X)
k—so0 k—o0

lim rx; = lim sy =cp € PN Q, forcy € X.
k—o0 k—o0

Since rX and sX are closed subsets of X, we have klim rxp = rlp and klim syx = se, for some
—00 —00

lp,e € X. Thus, we have rly = cg and se = ¢p. Using the similar process as in Theorem 2 and from
assumption (2), we have rly € Rly and se € Se.

As Iy € C(r,R), thus, from (3), we have rr(ly) = r(ly). Thus, ¢y = r(lp) = rr(lp) = rcp. In
addition, rr(ly) € Rlp. This implies rcy € Rly. Now, using the definition of the Pompeiu—Hausdorff
metric, we get

<
< a(d(rly, rcg), D(rly, Rlp)D(rco, Reg))
= a(d(co, co), D(co, Rlp), D(rco, Reg))
= (0,0, D(rco, Rep)),

d
d

which implies by (ii) of Definition 9 that
D(rco, Rep) < ¢(0) = 0.

Since Ry is closed, this implies that rcy € Reg. Hence, ¢y = rcp € Rep.
Similarly, from ss(e) = s(e), for e € C(s,S), we obtain ¢y = scyg € Scp. Hence, ¢( is a common
fixed pointof r,5, Rand S. O

Corollary 3. Suppose r is a self map on (X,d) and R, S : X — WB(X) are two set valued maps such that

1. (r,R)and (s, S) have the common property (EA);
2. there exist some & € Ay such that for each xo,yo € X

H(Rxo, Syo) < a(d(rxo,7y0), D(rx0, Rx0), D(ryo, Syo)),

3. rr(ly) =r(lp) for Iy € C(r, R).

If rX is a closed subset of X, then r,s, R and S possess a common fixed point.

Corollary 4. Suppose r,s, R and S are four self maps on (X, d) such that

1. (r,R)and (s, S) have the common property (EA);
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2. there exist some a € A, such that for each xo,yo € X
d(RxOI S]/O) < Oé(d(T’XO, SyO)r d(er/ RXO>, d(SyOI SyO))’
3. rr(lg) = r(lp) for lg € C(r,R) and ss(ly) = s(ly) for Iy € C(s,S).
If rX and sX are closed subsets of X, then v, s, R and S possess a common fixed point.

Below, we give an example to show that the common property (EA) is necessary for the existence
of a common fixed point.

Example 2. Suppose X = [0, 1]. Define the self maps r,s on X and R, S : X — WB(X) as

x+1 X
rx—T,Rx— [O,ﬁ],

1 X
sx =5 and Sx = [O’E]'

In addition, define the metric d as

O/ l:fxo = yO’
d(xo,y0) = { max{x3,y3}, ifxo,y0€[0,1/3],
max{xg,yo}, otherwise.

In addition, so the Hausdorff metric is defined as

maxxoepryOEQ{x%’y%}’ lf‘P,Q g [0/ %]/
H(P,Q) = { maxy,epyoeoi{Xo.yo}, if Por Q (or both) Z [0,3],

P . .1 1
One can see that, for any sequences xi,yy € X, szhm Xy = hm 0 sy = khm 5 = 5 then
— 00
1 1 1
klim d(rxk,i) = 0. However, d(rxy, %) = max{rx, 3} = 1, which implies that hm d(rxk,i) =5
— 00

Thus, (r,R) and (s, S) do not have the common property (EA).
Now, for each xo,yo € [0, 1], we have

X0 Yo

1
H(Rxo, Syo) < max{— 1 12} , d(rxo,sY0) = 5

D(rxp, Rxg) = 0 and D(syo, Syo) = 5

6
which yields that

X0 Yo 1+X0< 11+X01
TGRrie saly =g 3)

max{—
where a(x, Yo, z0) = max {22, zgo, 20} and ¢(t) = 2. Thus,
H(Rxo, Syo) < a(d(rxo,syo), D(rxo, Rxo), D(syo, Syo))-

Hence, condition (2) of Theorem 3 is satisfied. However, the mappings r,s, R and S do not have a common
fixed point because the pairs of mappings (r, R) and (s, S) do not have the common property (EA).

Theorem 4. Suppose t,s are two self maps on (X,d) and R,S : X — WB(X) are two set valued maps
such that
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1. (r,R)and (s,S) have the common property (EA);
2. foreach xo,yo € X with xo # yo,

H(Rxo,Syo) < M(xo,40) — ¢(M(x0,Y0)), )

where ¢ : Ry — Ry is a nondecreasing function with 0 < ¢(u) < u, for each u € (0, c0) and ¢(0) =0,
and M(xo,yo) = max{d(rxo, syo), D(rxo, Rxo), D(syo, Syo), 3 (D(rx0, Syo) + D(syo, Rx0))}-
3. rr(lg) = r(lp) for Iy € C(r,R) and ss(ly) = s(ly) for Iy € C(s,S).

If rX and sX are closed subsets of X, then v, s, R and S possess a common fixed point.

Proof. By virtue of (1), (r,R) and (s, S) have the common property (EA). Thus, two sequences {x;},
{yx } exist in X such that for ¢y € X, Py, Qp € WB(X)

lim Rx, =Py, lim Syk = QO/
k—soc0 k—o0
lim rx; = lim sy = ¢p € Py N Qp.
k—oc0 k—co

Since rX and sX are closed subsets of X, we have klim rx = rly and klirn syx = sep, for some
— 00 — 00

lo, e € X. Thus, we have rly = ¢y and seg = cg. Now, we claim that rly € Rl and sey € Sey.
From inequality (2), we have

H(Rxg, Seg) < M(xg,ep) — ¢(M(xi, e0))

(D(x, Seg) + D(sep, Rxx)) }

N —

= max{d(rxy, seg), D(rxx, Rxy), D(seq, Seg),

— ¢p[max{d(rxy,seg), D(rxy, Rxy), D(seq, Seg), = (D(rxy, Seg) + D(seg, Rxx)) }].

L
2
Taking the upper limits as k — oo, we get

1
H(Py, Sep) < max{d(co,seg), D(co, Py), D(seq, Seo), E(D(Col Seg) + D(seq, Py))}

(D(co, Seo) + D(seq, o)) }]- 3)

NI~

— ¢p[max{d(co, sep), D(co, Py), D(seq, Sep),

Since se = c € P, inequality (3) implies
H(Py, Sep) < D(seo, Seo) — ¢(D(seo, Sep)).-

Now, using the definition of Hausdorff metric, we get

D(seo, Seg) < H(Py, Seo)
< D(seo, Seg) — ¢(D(seo, Seo)),

which implies that ¢(D(seg, Seg)) = 0, by the property of the function ¢ and obtain D(seg, Seg) = 0.

Since Sey is closed, this implies that sey € Sep, hence ¢y € C(s, S).
Again by (2), we have

H(RIy, Syx) < M(lo, yx) — ¢(M(lo, yi))-

Employing a similar procedure as above, we obtain rly € Rly. Asly € C(r, R), so from assumption
(3), we have rr(ly) = rly. Thus, ¢g = rly = rr(lp) = rco. In addition, rr(ly) € Rly. This implies
rco € Rly.
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Now, by the definition of Hausdorff metric, we get

D(T’Co, RCO> H(Rlo, RCQ) (4)

<
< M(lo, o) — ¢(M(lo, o)),
where

M(ly, co) = max {d(rlo, reo), D(rly, Rly), D(rco, Rep), (D(rlo, Rco) + D(reo, Rlo)> }

NI~

= D(rcg, Reg).-
Thus, inequality (4) implies
D(reg, Reg) < D(rco, Reg) — ¢(D(rco, Rep)),

which implies ¢(D(rcg, Reg)) < 0. This gives ¢(D(rco, Reg)) = 0; by the property of the function ¢,
we get D(rco, Reg) = 0. Hence, rcy € Reg. Thus, ¢y = rcg € Rep.

Similarly, from ss(ey) = s(ep), for ey € C(s,S), we obtain ¢y = scy € Scp. Hence, ¢ is a common
fixed pointof r,5,Rand S. O

Corollary 5. Consider a self map r on (X, d) and two set valued maps R, S : X — WB(X) such that

1. (r,R)and (s, S) have the common property (EA);
2. fOT’ each ag, by € X with ay 7'é bo,

H(Rayg, Sby) < J(ao,bo) — ¢(J(ao, bo)),

where ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) is a nondecreasing function with 0 < ¢(u) < u, for all u € (0, c0) and

$(0) =0,

J(ag, by) = max {d(rao, rbg), D(rag, Rag), D(rbg, Sby), (D(mo, Sbg) + D(rby, Rao)) }

N —

3. rr(ly) =r(lp) forly € C(r, R).

Then, r, R and S possess a common fixed point provided rX a closed subsets of X.
An example is given below to demonstrate our results.

Example 3. Suppose X = [0,1] is endowed with the usual metric. Define the self maps r,s on X and
R,S: X — WB(X) as

. X2+%, x€[0,4]
il x€(3,1),
sx = [x]+1,0§x§1,
2
[0,2x], x €01
Rx = 4
{ [0, 28], xe(3,1],
and
Sx = [0, [X]:l]' x €0, %]
[0, 31, x € (3.1]

(r,R) and (s, S) have the common property (EA) for the sequences x = kzikz Y=t k=123...
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Foreach x,y € [0, }I] with x # y,

H(Rx,Sy) = % ’4x -

[y]+1

d(rx,sy) = 32+ 3 = L2 | D, Re) = 32— 3

1 _ 1o Cyl+1 yl+1
and J | D(rx, Sy) + D(sy, Rx) | = 2| |2+ 5 - AL {WEEL o] |
Foreachx,yé[o,}ﬂ with x #y
1{x 1
H(Rx,S(y)):E 51l
d(rx,sy) = zszH—MTH ,D(rx,Rx) = |5 — 1| ,D(sy, Sy) ‘MH—%‘:%,
1 1 |x 1] |lyJ+1 2x+3
andi D(rx/Sy)+D(S(3/)/Rx) —2[ E 4‘4“ 5 3 H

For each x € [0, }1], y &0, %]
H(Rx,Sy) = % |4x — 1],

,D(rx,Rx) = |x2 = %

Disy,5y) = |4+ 3| =4,

and = | D(rx, Sy) + D(sy, Rx)

2

Foreachx ¢ [0,1],y € 0,1],

_1]2x+3 [y +1
H(R(x,Sy)) = 5| |’
d(rx,sy) = |25 = M|, D(rx, Re) = § [ 272 D(sy, Sy) = | Mt — 47| = I,
1 2+l [yl +1 [y +1 2x+3
and > D(rx, Sy) +D(sy,Rx)] =3 1 1 + > 8

In all the cases, assumption (2) holds for the function ¢(t) = L. In addition, rr(%) = r(}) for 3 € C(r,R)
and ss(}) = s(}) for 1 € C(s,S). Hence, all conditions of Theorem 4 are satisfied. Thus, we conclude that
1,5, R and S possess a common fixed point %

4. Discussion

Common fixed point results for single valued maps have been mainly used to solve nonlinear
integral equations. However, in recent times, the study of fixed point for set valued maps have
gone beyond mere generalization of the single valued case. Such studies have also been applied
to prove the existence of equilibria in the context of game theory. Similar generalizations of such
contractions for the mappings of the type R : WB(X) — WB(X) would be a special topic for future
study. Another direction of future work would be to apply our results in the solution of set valued
fractional differential equations.
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5. Conclusions

We proved some interesting results dealing with common fixed point for A,-contraction and
generalized ¢-type weak contraction without using the continuity of any map. Our results are unified
and extended forms of some existing results in literature. The proofs also give us schemes regarding
how to find the desired common fixed point of such maps.
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