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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a pair of (α,ψ, ϕ) -almost generalized weakly contractive maps in S-metric spaces
and prove the existence and uniqueness of common fixed points of such maps under weakly compatible
property. Our results extend and generalize the results of Babu and Leta [3] to a pair of maps in S-metric
spaces and generalize the result of Sedghi, Shobe and Aliouche [17]. We provide examples in support of our
results.
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1. Introduction

In 2006, Mustafa and Sims [14] introduced G-metric spaces as a generalization of S-metric spaces and
proved the existence of fixed points of various contraction type mappings. In 2012, Sedghi, Shobe and
Aliouche [17] introduced a new concept on metric spaces, namely S-metric spaces and studied some properties
of these spaces. Sedghi, Shobe and Aliouche [17] asserted that S-metric is a generalization of G-metric space.
But, very recently Dung, Hieu and Radojevic [8] verified by examples that S-metric is not a generalization of
G-metric and vice versa. Therefore the class of G-metric spaces and the class of S-metric spaces are different.
There has been a considerable interest to study common fixed points for a pair (family) of mappings satisfying
some contractive conditions in metric spaces. Jungck [10] introduced commuting mappings in 1976. Jungck
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[11] enlarged the class of non-commuting mappings by compatible mappings in 1986. In 1998 Jungck and
Rhodes [12] introduced weak compatibility. In 2002, Aamri , Moutawakil [1] introduced a new notation
namely property (E.A.). It is observed that property (E.A.) requires the completeness or closedness of
subspaces for the existence of common fixed point of pair of maps. In 2004, Berinde[4] introduced ’weak
contractions’ as a generalization of contraction maps. Berinde [5] renamed ’weak contractions’ as ’almost
contractions’ in his later work. In 2008, Dutta and Choudhury[9] introduced (ψ,ϕ)- weakly contractive
maps. Later in 2014, (ψ,ϕ)-almost weakly contractive maps in G-metric spaces were introduced by Babu
and Ratna Babu[2]. Fixed points of contractive maps on S-metric spaces were studied by [3], [8], [15], [17],
[18] and [19, 20]. (α,ψ, ϕ)-gneralized weakly contractive maps in S-metric spaces were introduced by Babu
and Leta [3] in 2017.
In the following we provide some basic definitions and preliminaries which we use in this paper.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. [17] Let X be a non empty set. An S-metric on X is a function S : X3 → [0,∞) that
satisfies the following conditions: for each x, y, z, a ∈ X

(S1) S(x, y, z) ≥ 0,

(S2) S(x, y, z) = 0 if and only if x = y = z and

(S3) S(x, y, z) ≤ S(x, x, a) + S(y, y, a) + S(z, z, a).

The pair (X,S) is called an S-metric space.

Example 2.2. [17] Let(X, d) be a metric space. Define S : X3 → [0,∞) by S(x, y, z) = d(x, y) + d(x, z) +
d(y, z) for all x, y, z,∈ X. Then S is an S-metric on X and S is called the S-metric induced by the metric
d.

Example 2.3. [8] Let X = R, the set of all real numbers and let S(x, y, z) = |y + z − 2x| + |y − z| for all
x, y, z ∈ X. Then (X,S) is an S-metric space.

Example 2.4. [18] Let R be the real line. Then S(x, y, z) = |x−z|+ |y−z| for all x, y, z ∈ R is an S-metric
on R. This S-metric is called the usual S-metric.

Example 2.5. LetX = [0, 1] and We define S : X3 → [0,∞) by

S(x, y, z) =

{
0 if x = y = z
max{x, y, z} otherwise

Then S is an S-metric on X.

The following lemmas are useful in our main results.

Lemma 2.6. [17] In an S-metric space, we have S(x, x, y) = S(y, y, x).

Lemma 2.7. [8] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. Then S(x, x, z) ≤ 2S(x, x, y) + S(y, y, z)
and S(x, x, z) ≤ 2S(x, x, y) + S(z, z, y) for all x, y, z ∈ X.

Definition 2.8. [17] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. We define the following:

(i) a sequence {xn} ∈ X converges to a point x ∈ X if S(xn, xn, x)→ 0 as n→∞. That is, for each ε > 0,
there exists n0 ∈ N such that for all n ≥ n0, S(xn, xn, x) < ε and we denote it by limn→∞ xn = x.

(ii) a sequence {xn} ∈ X is called a Cauchy sequence if for each ε > 0, there exists n0 ∈ N such that
S(xn, xn, xm) < ε for all n,m ≥ n0.
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(iii) the S-metric space (X,S) is said to be complete if each Cauchy sequence in X is convergent.

Definition 2.9. [3] Let (X,S) and (Y, S′) be two S-metric spaces. Then the function f : X → Y is S-
continuous at a point x ∈ X if it is S-sequentially continuous at x, that is whenever {xn} is S-convergent
to x, we have f(xn) is S′ convergent to f(x).

Lemma 2.10. [17] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. If the sequence {xn} in X converges to x, then x is
unique.

Lemma 2.11. [17] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. If there exist sequences {xn} and {yn} in X such that
lim
n→∞

xn = x and lim
n→∞

yn = y , then lim
n→∞

S(xn, xn, yn) = S(x, x, y).

Definition 2.12. Let (X,S) be an S-metric space and f, T be two self maps on X. A point x ∈ X is called
a common fixed point of f and T if x = fx = Tx.
The pair (f, T ) is said to be

(i) commuting on X if fTx = Tfx, for all x ∈ X.

(ii) S-weakly commuting on X if S(fTx, fTx, Tfx) ≤ S(fx, fx, Tx) for every x ∈ X.

(iii) S-compatible if lim
n→∞

S(fTxn, fTxn, T fxn) = 0 whenever {xn} is a sequence in X such that

lim
n→∞

fxn = lim
n→∞

Txn = t for some t ∈ X.

(iv) S-weakly compatible if they commute at their coincidence point. That is, for x ∈ X, if fx = Tx
holds then fTx = Tfx.

(v) satisfy property (E. A.), if there exists a sequence {xn} in X such that lim
n→∞

fxn = lim
n→∞

Txn = z for

some z ∈ X.

Remark 2.13. (1)Every weakly commuting pair of maps in an S-metric space X is S-weakly commuting,
but its converse need not be true.

(2) Every S-weakly commuting pair of maps is S-compatible, but its converse need not be true.

(3) Every S-compatible pair of maps is S-weakly compatible, but its converse need not be true.

(4) Property (E. A.) and S-weakly compatible pair of maps are independent to each other.

The following examples illustrate the above Remark.

Example 2.14. Let X = [0, 2]. We define S : X3 → [0,∞) by S(x, y, z)=max{ |x − z|, |y − z|} for all

x, y, z ∈ X. Then S is an S-metric on X. We define f, T : X → X by f(x) = x2

4 and T (x) = x2

2 . Now,

S(fTx, fTx, Tfx) = S(x
4

16 ,
x4

16 ,
x4

32 ) = x4

32 ≤
x2

4 = S(x
2

4 ,
x2

4 ,
x2

2 ) = S(fx, fx, Tx).
Therefore the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly commuting, but not commuting.

For, fTx = x4

16 and Tfx = x4

32 . Therefore fTx 6= Tfx for every x 6= 0.

Example 2.15. Let X = R. We define S : X3 → [0,∞] by S(x, y, z) = |x− z|+ |y − z| for all x, y, z ∈ X.
Then S is an S-metric on X. We define f, g : X → X by f(x) = x3 and g(x) = 2x3. Let {xn} be a sequence
in X such that lim

n→∞
f(xn) = lim

n→∞
g(xn). Then lim

n→∞
xn = 0.

Now consider lim
n→∞

S(fgxn, fgxn, gfxn) = limn→∞ S(8x9n, 8x
9
n, 2x

9
n) = 0.

Therefore the pair (f, g) is S-compatible.
Now conider S(fgx, fgx, gfx) = S(8x9, 8x9, 2x9) = 12|x9| 6= 2|x3| = S(fx, fx, gx) for all x ≥ 1.
Therefore the pair (f, g) is not S-weakly commuting.
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Example 2.16. Let X = [1, 3]. We define S : X3 → [0,∞] by S(x, y, z)=max{ |x − z|, |y − z|} for all
x, y, z ∈ X. Then S is an S-metric on X. We define f, T : X → X by

fx =


1 if x = 1
2 if x ∈ (1, 2)
1 if x ∈ [2, 3]

and Tx =


1 if x = 1
1 if x ∈ (1, 2)
x− 1 if x ∈ [2, 3]

We have fx = Tx for x = 1, 2. Implies fTx = Tfx for x = 1, 2.
Therefore the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible.

Now let xn = 2 +
1

n
, n ≥ 1. We have lim

n→∞
fxn = 1 and lim

n→∞
Txn = lim

n→∞
T (2 + 1

n) = 1.

Then lim
n→∞

S(fTxn, fTxn, Tfxn) = lim
n→∞

S(2, 2, 1) = 1 6= 0. Therefore the pair (f, T ) is not S-compatible.

Example 2.17. Let X = R+. We define S : X3 → [0,∞] by S(x, y, z)=max{ |x − z|, |y − z|} for all
x, y, z ∈ X. Then S is an S-metric on X. We define f, T : X → X by f(x) = x and T (x) = 1 + x. Trivially,
the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible.
Suppose that there is a sequence {xn} ⊂ X such that lim

n→∞
fxn = lim

n→∞
Txn = z (say).

i.e., lim
n→∞

S(fxn, fxn, z) = lim
n→∞

S(Txn, Txn, z) = 0. i.e., lim
n→∞

2|xn − z| = lim
n→∞

2|1 + xn − z| = 0, so that

lim
n→∞

xn = z and lim
n→∞

xn = z − 1, which is absurd. Therefore property (E. A.) fails to hold.

Example 2.18. Let X = [0, 1]. We define S : X3 → [0,∞] by S(x, y, z)=max{ |x − z|, |y − z|} for all
x, y, z ∈ X. Then S is an S-metric on X. We define f, T : X → X by f(x) = x

2 and T (x) = 1 − x for all
x ∈ X. Let {xn} ⊂ X such that xn → 2

3 as n→∞. Then lim
n→∞

fxn = lim
n→∞

Txn = 1
3 . Hence the pair (f, T )

satisfies property (E. A.) but the pair (f, T ) is not S-compatible. For, lim
n→∞

S(fTxn, fTxn, Tfxn) = 1
2 6= 0.

Definition 2.19. [17] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. A map F : X → X is said to be a contraction if
there exists a constant 0 ≤ γ < 1 such that

S(F (x), F (x), F (y)) ≤ γS(x, x, y), for all x, y ∈ X. (2.1)

Theorem 2.20. [17] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. A map F : X → X be a contraction. Then F has a
unique fixed point u in X.

Definition 2.21. [13] An altering distance function is a function ψ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) which satisfies
(i )ψ is continuous (ii) ψ is non-decreasing and (iii)ψ(t) = 0 if and only if t = 0.
We denote the class of all altering distance functions by Ψ.
We denote Φ = {ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) such that (i) ϕ is continuous and (ii) ϕ(t) = 0 if and only if t = 0}.

Definition 2.22. [3] Let (X,S) be an S-meric space. Let f : X → X be self map of X. If there exists
α ∈ (0, 1), ψ ∈ Ψ and ϕ ∈ Φ such that

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) ≤ ψ(S(Mα(x, y, z)))− ϕ(S(Mα(x, y, z))), (2.2)

where Mα(x, y, z) = max{S(x, y, z), S(x, x, fx), S(y, y, fy), S(z, z, fz), αS(fx, fx, y) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, z)}
for all x, y, z ∈ X, then f is called an (α,ψ, ϕ)-generalized weakly contractive map on X.

Theorem 2.23. [3]Let (X,S) be a complete S-meric space and let f be an (α,ψ, ϕ)-generalized weakly
contractive map. Then f has unique fixed point u(say) and f is S-continuous at u.

Lemma 2.24. [3],[7] Let (X,S) be an S-metric space and {xn} be a sequence in X such that

lim
n→∞

S(xn, xn, xn+1) = 0. (2.3)
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If {xn} is not a Cauchy sequence, then there exist an ε > 0 and two sequences {mk} and {nk} of positive
integers with nk > mk > k such that

S(xmk , xmk , xnk) ≥ ε, S(xmk−1, xmk−1, xnk) < ε (2.4)

and
(i) lim

k→∞
S(xmk , xmk , xnk) = ε (ii) lim

k→∞
S(xmk−1, xmk−1, xnk) = ε

(iii) lim
k→∞

S(xmk , xmk , xnk−1) = ε (iv) lim
k→∞

S(xmk−1, xmk−1, xnk−1) = ε.

In this paper, we define (α,ψ, ϕ)-almost generalized weakly contractive maps in S-metric spaces and
prove the existence and uniqueness of common fixed point of such pair of maps. Also, we established a
common fixed point for above maps using property (E. A.) under weakly compatible property. In section 4,
we draw some corollaries and provide examples in support of our main results.

3. Main Result

Definition 3.1. Let (X,S) be an S-meric space. Let f, T : X → X be self maps on X. Suppose that there
exists α ∈ (0, 1), L ≥ 0, ψ ∈ Ψ and ϕ ∈ Φ such that

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) ≤ ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z), (3.1)

where
Mα(x, y, z) = max{S(Tx, Ty, Tz), S(Tx, Tx, fx), S(Ty, Ty, fy), S(Tz, Tz, fz),

αS(fx, fx, Ty) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, Tz)} and
N(x, y, z) = min{S(fx, Tx, Tx), S(fx, Ty, Ty), S(fx, Tz, Tz), S(fx, Ty, Tz)}, for all x, y, z ∈ X. Then the
pair (f, T ) is called an (α,ψ, ϕ)-almost generalized weakly contractive maps on X.

Example 3.2. LetX = [0, 1] and We define S : X3 → [0,∞) by

S(x, y, z) =

{
0 if x = y = z
max{x, y, z} otherwise

Then S is an S-metric on X. Now we define f, T : X → X by

fx =

{
1 if x ∈ [0, 1]
2 if x ∈ (1, 2]

and Tx =

{
2− x if x ∈ [0, 1]
0 if x ∈ (1, 2].

We now define functions ψ,ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) by ψ(t) = t2 and ϕ(t) = t
2 for all t ≥ 0. Now we verify that

the pair (f, T ) is an (α,ψ, ϕ)-almost generalized weakly contractive maps on X.
Case (i): Let x, y, z ∈ [0, 1].
We assume without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(1, 1, 1) = 0, so that the inequality (3.1) holds trivially.
Case (ii): Let x, y, z ∈ (1, 2].
We assume without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(2, 2, 2) = 0, so that the inequality (3.1)holds trivially.
Case (iii): Let y, z ∈ [0, 1] and x ∈ (1, 2].
We assume without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = 2, S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = 2 − z, S(Tx, Tx, fx) = 2, S(Ty, Ty, fy) = 2 − y, S(Tz, Tz, fz) = 2 − z
and αS(fx, fx, Ty) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, Tz) = 2− (1− α)z. Now, Mα(x, y, z) = 2.
Clearly ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) � ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) for any ψ and ϕ.
We have S(fx, Tx, Tx) = 2, S(fx, Ty, Ty) = 2, S(fx, Tz, Tz) = 2 and S(fx, Ty, Tz) = 2, so that
N(x, y, z) = 2. Now ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(2) = 22 = 4 ≤ L(2) = LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2.
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Case (iv): Let z ∈ [0, 1] and x, y ∈ (1, 2].
We assume without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = 2, S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = 2 − z, S(Tx, Tx, fx) = 2, S(Ty, Ty, fy) = 2, S(Tz, Tz, fz) = 2 − z
and αS(fx, fx, Ty) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, Tz) = 2, so that Mα(x, y, z) = 2.
Clearly ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) � ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) for any ψ and ϕ.
We have S(fx, Tx, Tx) = 2, S(fx, Ty, Ty) = 2, S(fx, Tz, Tz) = 2 and S(fx, Ty, Tz) = 2, so that
N(x, y, z) = 2.
Now ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(2) = 22 = 4 ≤ L(2) = LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2.
Case (v): Let x, y ∈ [0, 1] and z ∈ (1, 2].
We assume without loss of generality, that z > x > y.
S(fx, fy, fz) = 2, S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = 2 − y, S(Tx, Tx, fx) = 2 − x, S(Ty, Ty, fy) = 2 − y, S(Tz, Tz, fz) = 2
and αS(fx, fx, Ty) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, Tz) = 1 + α(1− y), so that Mα(x, y, z) = 2.
Clearly ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) � ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) for any ψ and ϕ.
We have S(fx, Tx, Tx) = 2− x, S(fx, Ty, Ty) = 2− y, S(fx, Tz, Tz) = 1 and S(fx, Ty, Tz) = 2− y,
so that N(x, y, z) = 1. Now ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(2) = 22 = 4 ≤ L(1) = LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 4.
Case (vi): Let x ∈ [0, 1] and z, y ∈ (1, 2].
We assume without loss of generality, that z > y > x.
S(fx, fy, fz) = 2, S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = 2− x, S(Tx, Tx, fx) = 2− x, S(Ty, Ty, fy) = 2, S(Tz, Tz, fz) = 2 and
αS(fx, fx, Ty) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, Tz) = 2− α, so that Mα(x, y, z) = 2.
Clearly ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) � ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) for any ψ and ϕ.
We have S(fx, Tx, Tx) = 2 − x, S(fx, Ty, Ty) = 1, S(fx, Tz, Tz) = 1 and S(fx, Ty, Tz) = S(1, 0, 0) = 1,
so that N(x, y, z) = min{2− x, 1} = 1.
Now ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(2) = 22 = 4 ≤ L(1) = LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 4
Case (vii): Let y ∈ [0, 1] and z, x ∈ (1, 2].
We assume without loss of generality, that z > x > y.
S(fx, fy, fz) = 2, S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = 2 − y, S(Tx, Tx, fx) = 2, S(Ty, Ty, fy) = 2 − y, S(Tz, Tz, fz) = 2 and
αS(fx, fx, Ty) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, Tz) = 1 + α, so that Mα(x, y, z) = 2.
Clearly ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) � ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) for any ψ and ϕ.
We have S(fx, Tx, Tx) = 2, S(fx, Ty, Ty) = 2− y, S(fx, Tz, Tz) = 2 and S(fx, Ty, Tz) = 2− y,
so that N(x, y, z) = min{2, 2− y} = 2− y.
Now ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(2) = 4 ≤ L(2− y) = LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 4.

Hence the pair (f, T ) is an (α,ψ, ϕ)-almost generalized weakly contractive maps on X with any L ≥ 4.
Here we observe that f does not satisfy (2.2) and therefore f is not an (α,ψ, ϕ)-generalized weakly con-
tractive map on X. For, the inequality (2.2) fails at x = 0, y = 0 and z = 2 for any choice of ψ and
ϕ.

Lemma 3.3. Let (X,S) be an S-metric space. If a sequence {xn} in X converges to x and S(xn, xn, yn)→ 0
then yn → x.

Proof. Let {xn} be a sequence in an S-metric space X which converges to x ∈ X and S(xn, xn, yn) → 0.
Let ε > 0 be given. Then there exist n1, n2 ∈ N such that

for all n ≥ n1, we have S(xn, xn, yn) <
ε

2
,

for all n ≥ n2, we have S(xn, xn, x) <
ε

4
or S(x, x, xn) <

ε

4
.

Let n0 = max{n1, n2}. Then for all n ≥ n0, we have
S(x, x, yn) ≤ 2S(x, x, xn) + S(yn, yn, xn) ≤ 2 ε4 + ε

2 = ε for all n ≥ n0.
Hence yn → x. This completes the proof of the lemma.

Theorem 3.4. Let (X,S) be an S-meric space. Let f, T : X → X be self maps on X. Assume

(i) f(X) ⊆ T (X)

(ii) either f(X) or T (X) is complete
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(iii) (f, T ) is (α,ψ, ϕ)-almost generalized weakly contractive maps.

Then f and T have a unique common fixed point u in X provided (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible on X.
Moreover, if T is S-continuous at u then f is S-continuous at u.

Proof. Let x0 ∈ X be arbitrary. We define a sequence {xn} by fxn = Txn+1 for n = 0, 1, 2, ... . If
fxn = fxn+1 for some n, then xn+1 is a coincidence point of f and T . Now we assume that fxn 6= fxn+1

for all n = 0, 1, 2, ... .
By substituting x = xn+1, y = xn+1 and z = xn+2 in the inequality (3.1), we have
ψ(S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2)) ≤ ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + L N(x, y, z)

= ψ(max{S(Txn+1, Txn+1, Txn+2), S(Txn+1, Txn+1, fxn+1),
S(Txn+1, Txn+1, fxn+1), S(Txn+2, Txn+2, fxn+2),
αS(fxn+1, fxn+1, Txn+1) + (1− α)S(fxn+1, fxn+1, Txn+2)})

− ϕ(max{S(Txn+1, Txn+1, Txn+2), S(Txn+1, Txn+1, fxn+1),
S(Txn+1, Txn+1, fxn+1), S(Txn+2, Txn+2, fxn+2),
αS(fxn+1, fxn+1, Txn+1) + (1− α)S(fxn+1, fxn+1, Txn+2)})

+ Lmin{S(fxn+1, Txn+1, Txn+1), S(fxn+1, Txn+1, Txn+1),
S(fxn+1, Txn+2, Txn+2), S(fxn+1, Txn+1, Txn+2)}

= ψ(max{S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1), S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1), S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1),
S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2), αS(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn)+(1−α)S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+1)})
− ϕ(max{S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1), S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1), S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1),
S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2), αS(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn)+(1−α)S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+1)})

+ L min{S(fxn+1, fxn, fxn), S(fxn+1, fxn, fxn), S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+1),
S(fxn+1, fxn, fxn+1)}.

That is

ψ(S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2)) ≤ ψ(max{S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1), S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2)})
−ϕ(max{S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1), S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2)}).

(3.2)

Let Mn = max{S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1), S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2)}.
Here we have two cases, either Mn = S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1) or Mn = S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2).
Suppose that, for some n, Mn = S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2). Therefore from (3.2), it follows
ϕ(S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1)) = 0. Hence fxn = fxn+1, a contradiction since fxn and fxn+1 are distinct elements.
Thus Mn = S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1) for all n. Hence from (3.2), we have

ψ(S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2)) ≤ ψ(S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1))− ϕ(S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1)) (3.3)

< ψ(S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1)).
Now by the non decreasing property of ψ, it follows that
S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2) ≤ S(fxn, fxn, fxn+1) for all n ∈ N.
Therefore {S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2)} is a decreasing sequence of positive real numbers. Hence there exists
r ≥ 0 such that

lim
n→∞

S(fxn+1, fxn+1, fxn+2) = r. (3.4)

On letting n→∞ in (3.3) and using (3.4), we obtain ψ(r) ≤ ψ(r)− ϕ(r), so that ϕ(r) = 0. Hence

r = 0. (3.5)

We now show that {fxn} is an S-Cauchy sequence. Suppose if possible, that {fxn} is not S-Cauchy.
Therefore by Lemma 2.24, there exists an ε > 0 and two sequences {mk} and {nk} of positive integers with
nk > mk > k such that
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S(fxmk , fxmk , fxnk) ≥ ε, S(fxmk−1, fxmk−1, fxnk) < ε satisfying the identities (i) to (iv) of Lemma 2.24.
We now prove the the following:

(i) lim
k→∞

S(fxnk , fxmk−1, fxmk−1) ≤ 2ε and (ii) lim
k→∞

S(fxnk , fxnk−1, fxmk−1) ≤ 2ε. (3.6)

By using condition (S3) of S-metric space and using Lemma 2.7,
we get S(fxnk , fxmk−1, fxmk−1) ≤ S(fxnk , fxnk , fxnk)+S(fxmk−1, fxmk−1, fxnk)+S(fxmk−1, fxmk−1, fxnk)
i.e., S(fxnk , fxmk−1, fxmk−1) ≤ 2S(fxmk−1, fxmk−1, fxnk).
On taking limits as k →∞ and using condition(i) of Lemma 2.24, we get
lim
n→∞

S(fxnk , fxmk−1, fxmk−1) ≤ 2ε.

Consider S(fxnk , fxnk−1, fxmk−1) ≤ S(fxnk , fxnk , fxmk)+S(fxnk−1, fxnk−1, fxmk)+S(fxmk−1, fxmk−1, fxmk).
On taking limits as k →∞, we have
lim
k→∞

S(fxnk , fxnk−1, fxmk−1) ≤ ε+ ε+ 0 = 2ε.

Now taking x = fxmk , y = fxmk , z = fxnk and applying the inequality (3.1), we have
ψ(S(fxnk , fxnk , fxmk)) ≤ ψ(max{S(Txnk , Txnk , Txmk), S(Txnk , Txnk , fxmk), S(Txnk , Txnk , fxmk),

S(Txmk , Txmk , fxmk), αS(fxnk , fxnk , Txnk)+(1−α)S(fxnk , fxnk , Txmk)})
− ϕ(max{S(Txnk , Txnk , Txmk), S(Txnk , Txnk , fxmk), S(Txnk , Txnk , fxmk),

S(Txmk , Txmk , fxmk), αS(fxnk , fxnk , Txnk)+(1−α)S(fxnk , fxnk , Txmk)}
+ Lmin{S(fxnk , Txnk , Txnk), S(fxnk , Txnk , Txnk), S(fxnk , Txmk , Txmk),

S(fxnk , Txnk , Txmk)}.

= ψ(max{S(fxnk−1
, fxnk−1

, fxmk−1
), S(fxnk−1, fxnk−1

, fxnk), S(fxnk−1, fxnk−1
, fxnk),

S(fxmk−1, fxmk−1, fxmk), αS(fxnk , fxnk , fxnk−1
)+(1−α)S(fxnk , fxnk , fxmk−1

)})
−ϕ(max{S(fxnk−1

, fxnk−1
, fxmk−1

), S(fxnk−1, fxnk−1
, fxnk), S(fxnk−1, fxnk−1

, fxnk),
S(fxmk−1, fxmk−1, fxmk), αS(fxnk , fxnk , fxnk−1

)+(1−α)S(fxnk , fxnk , fxmk−1
)})

+Lmin{S(fxnk , fxnk−1
, fxnk−1

), S(fxnk , fxnk−1
, fxnk−1

), S(fxnk , fxmk−1
, fxmk−1

),
S(fxnk , fxnk−1

, fxmk−1
)}.

On taking limits as k →∞ in the above inequality and using Lemma 2.24,
we get ψ(ε) ≤ ψ(ε)− ϕ(ε) + L(0) < ψ(ε), a contradiction.
Hence {fxn} is S-Cauchy.
Now suppose that T (X) is complete. Then there exists u ∈ X such that lim

n→∞
Txn = u. Hence lim

n→∞
fxn = u.

Since u ∈ T (X) there exists z ∈ X such that u = Tz. We now show that fz = u.
We now consider
ψ(S(fxn, fxn, fz)) ≤ ψ(max{S(Txn, Txn, T z), S(Txn, Txn, fxn), S(Txn, Txn, fxn),

S(Tz, Tz, fz), αS(fxn, fxn, Txn) + (1− α)S(fxn, fxn, T z)})
− ϕ(max{S(Txn, Txn, T z), S(Txn, Txn, fxn), S(Txn, Txn, fxn),

S(Tz, Tz, fz), αS(fxn, fxn, Txn) + (1− α)S(fxn, fxn, T z)})
+ L min{S(fxn, Txn, Txn), S(fxn, Txn, Txn), S(fxn, T z, Tz), S(fxn, Txn, T z)}.

On letting n→∞ in the above inequaity, we get
ψ(S(u, u, fz) ≤ ψ(max{S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, fz), 0})

− ϕ(max{S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, fz), 0}).
Therefore

ψ(S(u, u, fz)) ≤ ψ(S(u, u, fz))− ϕ(S(u, u, fz)) (3.7)

so that ϕ(S(u, u, fz)) = 0. Hence u = fz. Therefore fz = Tz = u.
Since the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible, we have fTz = Tfz. Thus fu = Tu.
Now, suppose that f(X) is complete. Then there exists u ∈ f(X) such that lim

n→∞
fxn = lim

n→∞
Txn = u.

Since f(X) ⊆ T (X) we have u ∈ T (X), so that there exists z ∈ X such that u = Tz. Therefore proceeding
as above, we get fz = u.
We now show that u is the common fixed point of f and T .
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Consider ψ(S(fu, fu, fxn)) ≤ ψ(max{S(Tu, Tu, Txn), S(Tu, Tu, fu), S(Tu, Tu, fu),
S(Txn, Txn, fxn), αS(fu, fu, Tu) + (1− α)S(fu, fu, Txn)

− ϕ(max{S(Tu, Tu, Txn), S(Tu, Tu, fu), S(Tu, Tu, fu),
S(Txn, Txn, fxn), αS(fu, fu, Tu) + (1− α)S(fu, fu, Txn)})

+Lmin{S(fu, Tu, Tu), S(fu, Tu, Tu), S(fu, Txn, Txn), S(fu, Tu, Txn)}
Taking the limit as n→∞ in the above inequality, we have
ψ(S(fu, fu, u)) ≤ ψ(max{S(Tu, Tu, u), S(fu, fu, fu), S(fu, fu, fu), S(u, u, u), α(0) + (1−α)S(fu, fu, u)})

−ϕ(max{S(Tu, Tu, u), S(fu, fu, fu), S(fu, fu, fu), S(u, u, u), α(0)+(1−α)S(fu, fu, u))})
+ Lmin{S(fu, fu, fu), S(fu, fu, fu), S(fu, u, u), S(fu, fu, u)}

= ψ(S(fu, fu, u))− ϕ(S(fu, fu, u)) + L(0).
This implies ψ(S(fu, fu, u)) = 0. So that fu = u. Therefore fu = Tu = u. Hence u is the common fixed
point of f and T .
We now prove uniqueness of common fixed point. Suppose if possible u and v are two common fixed points
of f and T with u 6= v, then we consider
ψ(S(fu, fu, fv)) ≤ ψ(max{S(Tu, Tu, Tv), S(Tu, Tu, fu), S(Tu, Tu, fu), S(Tv, Tv, fv),

α(fu, fu, Tu) + (1− α)S(fu, fu, Tv)})
− ϕ(max{S(Tu, Tu, Tv), S(Tu, Tu, fu), S(Tu, Tu, fu), S(Tv, Tv, fv),

α(fu, fu, Tu) + (1− α)S(fu, fu, Tv)})
+ Lmin{S(fu, Tu, fT ), S(fu, Tu, Tu), S(fu, Tv, Tv), S(fu, Tu, Tv)}.

Implies ψ(S(u, u, v)) ≤ ϕ(S(u, u, v)) + L (0).
Thus ϕ(S(u, u, v)) = 0, so that S(u, u, v) = 0. Therefore u = v. Hence uniqueness follows.
Now suppose that T is S-continuous at u. We show that f is also S-continuous at u.
Consider the sequence {xn} in X such that xn → u as n→∞. Then

ψ(S(fu, fu, fxn)) ≤ ψ(Mα(u, u, xn))− ϕ(Mα(u, u, xn)) + L N(u, u, xn) (3.8)

where Mα(u, u, xn) = max{S(Tu, Tu, Txn), S(Tu, Tu, fu), S(Tu, Tu, fu), S(Txn, Txn, fxn),
αS(fu, fu, Tu) + (1− α)S(fu, fu, Txn)}

= max{S(Tu, Tu, Txn), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(Txn, Txn, fxn),
αS(Tu, Tu, Tu) + (1− α)S(Tu, Tu, Txn)}

Now taking the limits as n→∞
lim
n→∞

Mα(u, u, xn) = max{0, 0, 0, lim
n→∞

S(Tu, Tu, fxn), α(0) + (1− α)0} = lim
n→∞

S(fu, fu, fxn)

and N(u, u, xn) = min{S(fu, Tu, Tu), S(fu, Tu, Tu), S(fu, Txn, Txn), S(fu, Tu, Txn)}
Now taking the limits as n→∞, we get lim

n→∞
N(u, u, xn) = 0.

On taking the limits as n→∞ in (3.8), we get
lim
n→∞

ψ(S(fu, fu, fxn)) ≤ ψ( lim
n→∞

S(fu, fu, fxn))− ϕ( lim
n→∞

S(fu, fu, fxn)).

Therefore ϕ( lim
n→∞

S(fu, fu, fxn)) = 0. This implies lim
n→∞

S(fu, fu, fxn) = 0. i.e., fxn is S-convergent to

fu. This completes the proof of the theorem.

In the following theorem we use property (E. A.) to relax condition f(X) ⊆ T (X).

Theorem 3.5. Let X be an S-meric space. Let f, T be two self maps on (X,S). Assume that T (X) is a
closed subspace of X and let the pair (f, T ) be (α,ψ, ϕ)-almost generalized weakly contractive maps. If the
pair (f, T ) satisfies property (E. A.) then f and T have a unique common fixed point in X provided the
pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible on X.

Proof. Since f and T satisfy property (E.A.), there exists a sequence {xn} in X such that lim
n→∞

fxn =

lim
n→∞

Txn = u for some u ∈ X. Since T (X) is a closed sub space of X, there exists a ∈ X such that u = Ta.

Now
ψ(S(fxn, fxn, fa)) ≤ ψ(max{S(Txn, Txn, Ta), S(Txn, Txn, fxn), S(Txn, Txn, fxn),



G. V. R. Babu, P. D. Sailaja, G. Srichandana, Commun. Nonlinear Anal. 7(1) (2019), 17–35 26

S(Ta, Ta, fa), αS(fxn, fxn, Txn) + (1− α)S(fxn, fxn, Ta))})
− ϕ(max{S(Txn, Txn, Ta), S(Txn, Txn, fxn), S(Txn, Txn, fxn),

S(Ta, Ta, fa), αS(fxn, fxn, Txn) + (1− α)S(fxn, fxn, Ta))})
+ Lmin{S(fxn, Txn, Txn), S(fxn, Txn, Txn), S(fxn, Ta, Ta), S(fxn, Txn, Ta)}.

On letting n→∞ on both sides, we get
ψ(S(u, u, fa)) ≤ ψ(max{S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, fa), S(u, u, u), α(u, u, u) + (1− α)S(u, u, u)})

− ϕ(max{S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, fa), S(u, u, u), α(0) + (1− α)S(u, u, u)})
+ Lmin{S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u), S(u, u, u)}.

= ψ(S(fu, fu, u))− ϕ(S(fu, fu, u)) + L (0).
This implies ϕ(S(u, u, fa) = 0, so that S(u, u, fa) = 0. Implies u = fa. Hence a is the coincidence point of
f and T . Since the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible, fu = fTa = Tfa = Tu.
Now consider ψ(S(fa, fa, fu)) ≤ ψ(max{S(Ta, Ta, Tu), S(Ta, Ta, fa), S(Ta, Ta, fa), S(Tu, Tu, fu),

αS(fa, fa, Ta) + (1− α)S(fa, fa, Tu)})
− ϕ(max{S(Ta, Ta, Tu), S(Ta, Ta, fa), , S(Ta, Ta, fa), S(Tu, Tu, fu),

αS(fa, fa, Ta) + (1− α)S(fa, fa, Tu)})
+ Lmin{S(fa, Ta, Ta), S(fa, Ta, Ta), S(fa, Tu, Tu), S(fa, Ta, Tu)}

That is ψ(S(u, u, fu)) ≤ ψ(max{S(u, u, fu), S(u, u, u), S(fu, fu, fu), (Tu, Tu, fu), αS(u, u, u)+(1−α)S(u, u, fu)})
−ϕ(max{S(u, u, fu), S(u, u, u), S(fu, fu, fu), S(Tu, Tu, fu), αS(u, u, u)+(1−α)S(u, u, fu)})

This gives ϕ(S(u, u, fu)) = 0. By the property of ϕ, S(u, u, fu) = 0. Therefore u = fu. This implies
u = fu = Tu. Hence u is the common fixed point of f and T . Uniqueness of common fixed point follows as
in the proof of Theorem 3.4.

4. Corollaries and Examples

Corollary 4.1. Let (X,S) be an S-meric space. Let f, T : X → X be self maps on X. Assume

(i) f(X) ⊆ T (X)

(ii) either f(X) or T (X) is complete.

(iii) the pair (f, T ) be (α,ψ, ϕ)-almost generalized weakly contractive maps.

Then f and T have a unique common fixed point u in X provided the pair (f, T ) is S-compatible on X.
Moreover, if T is S-continuous at u then f is S-continuous at u.

By choosing ψ(t) = t for all t ≥ 0 in Theorem 3.4, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2. Let (X,S) be an S- meric space. Let f, T : X → X be two self maps on X. Assume that

(1) f(X) ⊆ T (X)

(2) either f(X) or T (X) is complete.

(3) there exists α ∈ (0, 1), L ≥ 0, ψ ∈ Ψ and ϕ ∈ Φ such that
S(fx, fy, fz)) ≤Mα(x, y, z)− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z),
where Mα(x, y, z) = max{S(Tx, Ty, Tz), S(Tx, Tx, fx), S(Ty, Ty, fy), S(Tz, Tz, fz)

αS(fx, fx, Ty) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, Tz)}
and N(x, y, z) = min{S(fx, Tx, Tx), S(fx, Ty, Ty), S(fx, Tz, Tz), S(fx, Ty, Tz)} for all x, y, z ∈ X.

Then f and T have a unique common fixed point u in X provided the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible
on X. Moreover, if T is S-continuous at u then f is S-continuous at u.

By taking ϕ(t) = (1− λ)t, t ≥ 0 in the Corollary 4.2, we have the following.
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Corollary 4.3. Let (X,S) be a complete S-metric space and f, T be two self mappings on X. Assume that
f(X) ⊆ T (X) and if there exist λ, α ∈ (0, 1), L ≥ 0, such that S(fx, fy, fz) ≤ λMα(x, y, z) + LN(x, y, z)
where Mα(x, y, z) and N(x, y, z) are same as in the Corollary 4.2. Then f and T have a unique common
fixed point u provided the pair (f, T ) is S -weakly compatible.

If α = 1
2 in the inequality (3.1), we have the following.

Corollary 4.4. Let (X,S) be an S- meric space. Let f, T : X → X be two self maps on X. Assume that

(i) f(X) ⊆ T (X)

(ii) either f(X) or T (X) is complete

(iii) there exists L ≥ 0, ψ ∈ Ψ and ϕ ∈ Φ such that
ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) ≤ ψ(max{S(Tx, Ty, Tz), S(Tx, Tx, fx), S(Ty, Ty, fy), S(Tz, Tz, fz),

1
2(S(fx, fx, Ty) + S(fy, fy, Tz))})

− ϕ(max{S(Tx, Ty, Tz), S(Tx, Tx, fx), S(Ty, Ty, fy), S(Tz, Tz, fz),
1
2(S(fx, fx, Ty) + S(fy, fy, Tz))})

+ L min{S(fx, Tx, Tx), S(fx, Ty, Ty), S(fx, Tz, Tz), S(fx, Ty, Tz)}
for all x, y, z ∈ X.

Then f and T have a unique common fixed point u in X provided the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible
on X. Moreover, if T is S-continuous at u then f is S-continuous at u.

If L = 0 in the inequality (3.1), we have the following.

Corollary 4.5. Let (X,S) be an S-meric space. Let f, T : X → X be two self maps on X. Assume that

(i) f(X) ⊆ T (X)

(ii) either f(X) or T (X) is complete.

(iii) there exists L ≥ 0, ψ ∈ Ψ and ϕ ∈ Φ such that
ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) ≤ ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) for all x, y, z,∈ X.

Then f and T have a unique common fixed point u in X provided the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible
on X.

If ψ is the identity map in the Corollary 4.5, then we have the following.

Corollary 4.6. Let (X,S) be a complete S-meric space. Let f, T be two self maps on X. Assume that
f(X) ⊆ T (X). Suppose there exists ψ ∈ Ψ and ϕ ∈ Φ, α ∈ (0, 1) such that S(fx, fy, fz) ≤ Mα(x, y, z) −
ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)), for all x, y, z ∈ X. Then T and f have a unique common fixed point in X provided the pair
(f, T ) is S- weakly compatible.

By choosing ϕ(t) = (1− λ)t, t ≥ 0 in the Corollary 4.6, we have the following.

Corollary 4.7. Let (X,S) be a complete S-metric space and f, T be two self mappings on X. Assume
that f(X) ⊆ T (X) and there exist λ, α ∈ (0, 1) such that S(fx, fy, fz) ≤ λMα(x, y, z) for all x, y, z ∈ X.
Then f and T has a unique common fixed point u provided the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible.

Remark 4.8. Theorem 2.20 follows as a corollary to Corollary 4.7 by taking T as the identity map on X.

By choosing T as the identity map of X in Theorem 3.4, we have the following.
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Corollary 4.9. Let (X,S) be a complete S-meric space. Let f : X → X be a mapping. Suppose there
exists α ∈ (0, 1), L ≥ 0, ψ ∈ Ψ and ϕ ∈ Φ such that
ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) ≤ ψ(max{S(x, y, z), S(x, x, fx), S(y, y, fy), S(z, z, fz), αS(fx, fx, y)+(1−α)S(fy, fy, z)})

−ϕ(max{S(x, y, z), S(x, x, fx), S(y, y, fy), S(z, z, fz), αS(fx, fx, y)+(1−α)S(fy, fy, z)})
+ Lmin{S(fx, x, x), S(fx, y, y), S(fx, z, z), S(fx, y, z)}

for all x, y, z ∈ X. Then f has a unique common fixed point u and f is S-continuous at u.

Remark 4.10. Theorem 2.23 follows as a corollary to Corollary 4.9 by taking L = 0.

The following is an example in support of Theorem 3.4 .

Example 4.11. Let X = [0, 1] and we define S : X3 → [0,∞) by S(x, y, z) = max{|x − z|, |y − z|} for all
x, y, z ∈ X. Then S is an S-metric on X. Now we define f, T : X → X by

fx =

{
x
8 if x ∈ [0, 12 ]
x
4 if x ∈ (12 , 1]

and Tx =
x

2
.

Here f(X) ⊆ T (X). We now define functions ψ,ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) by

ψ(t) =
t

2
for all t ≥ 0 and ϕ(t) =

{
t2

4 if t ∈ [0, 1]
t
4 if t ∈ [1,∞).

Now we verify that (f, T ) is an (α,ψ, ϕ)- almost generalized weakly contractive map.
Case (i): Let x, y, z ∈ [0, 12 ].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(x8 ,

y
8 ,

z
8) = x

8 −
z
8 and S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = S(x2 ,

y
2 ,

z
2) = x

2 −
z
2 . We have

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = x
16 −

z
16 ≤

x−z
4 −

(x−z
2

)2

4

≤ S(Tx,Ty,Tz)
2 − S(Tx,Ty,Tz)2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Case (ii): Let x, y, z ∈ (12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(x4 ,

y
4 ,

z
4) = x

4 −
z
4 and S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = S(x2 ,

y
2 ,

z
2) = x

2 −
z
2 .

Now ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = 1
2(x4 −

z
4) ≤ x

4 −
z
4 −

(x−z
2

)2

4

= S(Tx,Ty,Tz)
2 − (S(Tx,Ty,Tz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4
= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.

Case (iii): Let y, z ∈ [0, 12 ] and x ∈ (12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(x4 ,

y
8 ; z8) = x

4 −
z
8 , S(Tx, Tx, fx) = S(x2 ,

x
2 ,

x
4 ) = x

4 and S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = S(x2 ,
y
2 ,

z
2) = x

2 −
z
2 .

Sub Case (a): Let x
2 < z < x.

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = x
8 −

z
16 ≤

x
8 −

(x
4
)2

4

= S(Tx,Tx,fx)
2 − (S(Tx,Tx,fx))2

4

≤ 1
2Mα(x, y, z)− 1

4(Mα(x, y, z))
= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.

Sub Case (b): Let z ≤ x
2 < x. Then

S(fx, fy, fz) = x
4 −

z
8 and S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = x

2 −
z
2 .
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Now, ψ(S(fx, fy, fz) = x
8 −

z
16 ≤

x−z
4 −

x−z
16

=
x−z
2
2 −

(x−z
2

)2

4

= S(Tx,Ty,Tz)
2 − (S(Tx,Ty,Tz))2

4
= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.

Case (iv): Let z ∈ [0, 12 ] and x, y ∈ (12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(x4 ,

y
4 , z8) = x

4 −
z
8 , S(Tx, Tx, fx) = S(x2 ,

x
2 ,

x
4 ) = x

4 , S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = S(x2 ,
y
2 ,

z
2) = |x2 −

z
2 |.

Sub Case (a): Let
x

2
< z < x.

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = x
8 −

z
16 ≤

x
8 −

(x
4
)2

4

= S(Tx,Tx,fx)
2 − (S(Tx,Tx,fx))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Sub Case (b): Let z ≤ x

2 < x.

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = x
8 −

z
16 ≤

x−z
4 −

(x−z)2
16

= x−z
4 −

(x−z
2

)2

4

= S(Tx,Ty,Tz)
2 − (S(Tx,Ty,Tz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4
= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.

Case (v): Let x, y ∈ [0, 12 ] and z ∈ (12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(x8 ,

y
8 ,

z
4) = z

4 −
x
8 , S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = S(x2 ,

y
2 ,

z
2) = z

2 −
x
2 and S(Tz, Tz, fz) = S( z2 ,

z
2 ,

z
4) = z

4 .
Sub Case (a): Let z

2 < x < z.

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = z
8 −

x
16 ≤

z
8 −

( z
4
)2

4

= S(Tz,Tz,fz)
2 − (S(Tz,Tz,fz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4
= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.

Sub Case (b): Let x ≤ z

2
< z.

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = z
8 −

x
16 ≤

z−x
4 −

(z−x)2
16

= z−x
4 −

( z−x
2

)2

4

= S(Tx,Ty,Tz)
2 − (S(Tx,Ty,Tz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4
= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.

Case (vi): Let x ∈ [0, 12 ] and z, y ∈ (12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that z > y > x.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(x8 ,

y
4 ,

z
4) = z

4 −
x
8 , S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = S(x2 ,

y
2 ,

z
2) = z

2 −
x
2 , S(Tz, Tz, fz) = S( z2 ,

z
2 ,

z
4) = z

4 .

Sub Case (a): Let z
2 < x < z.
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ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = z
8 −

x
16 ≤

z
8 −

z2

64

= z
8 −

( z
4
)2

4

= S(Tz,Tz,fz)
2 − (S(Tz,Tz,fz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Sub Case (b): Let x ≤ z

2 < z.

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = z
8 −

x
16 ≤

z−x
4 −

(z−x)2
16

= z−x
4 −

( z−x
2

)2

4

= S(Tx,Ty,Tz)
2 − (S(Tx,Ty,Tz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Case (vii): Let y ∈ [0, 12 ] and z, x ∈ (12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that z > x > y.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(x4 ,

y
8 ,

z
4) = z

4−
y
8 , S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = S(x2 ,

y
2 ,

z
2) = z

2−
y
2 and S(Tz, Tz, fz) = S( z2 ,

z
2 ,

z
4) = z

4 .
Sub Case (a): Let z

2 < y < z.

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = z
8 −

y
16 ≤

z
8 −

z2

64

= z
8 −

( z
4
)2

4

= S(Tz,Tz,fz)
2 − (S(Tz,Tz,fz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Sub Case (b): Let y ≤ z

2 < z.

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = z
8 −

y
16 ≤

z−y
4 −

(z−y)
16

= z−y
4 −

( z−y
2

)2

4

= S(Tx,Ty,Tz)
2 − (S(Tx,Ty,Tz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Hence (f, T ) is an (α,ψ, ϕ)- almost generalized weakly contractive map on X. Also, the pair (f, T ) is
S-weakly compatible and f and T have unique common fixed point 0.

The following example is in support of Theorem 3.5

Example 4.12. LetX = [0, 1] and We define S : X3 → [0,∞) by S(x, y, z) = max{|x − z|, |y − z|} for all
x, y, z ∈ X. Then S is an S-metric on X. Now we define f, T : X → X by

fx =

{
1+x
2 if x ∈ [0, 12)

1
2 if x ∈ [12 , 1]

and Tx =

{
0 if x ∈ [0, 12)
1− x if x ∈ [12 , 1].

We now define functions ψ,ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) by

ψ(t) =
t

2
and ϕ(t) =

{
t2

4 if t ∈ [0, 1]
t
4 if t ∈ [1,∞).
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We now verify that (f, T ) is an (α,ψ, ϕ)- almost generalized weakly contractive maps on X.
Case (i): Let x, y, z ∈ [0, 12).
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(1+x2 , 1+y2 , 1+z2 ) = x−z

2 , S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = 0 and S(Tz, Tz, fz) = S(0, 0, 1+z2 ) = 1+z
2 .

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = x−z
4 ≤

1
4 + z

4 −
( 1+z

2
)2

4

= S(Tz,Tz,fz)
2 − (S(Tz,Ty,fz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Case (ii): Let x, y, z ∈ [12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(12 ,

1
2 ,

1
2) = 0, so that the inequality (3.1) holds trivially.

Case (iii): Let y, z ∈ [0, 12) and x ∈ [12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(12 ,

1+y
2 , 1+z2 ) = max{ z2 , |

y
2 −

z
2 |}.

S(Tx, Ty, Tz) = 1− x, S(Ty, Ty, fy) = 1+y
2 , and S(Tz, Tz, fz) = 1+z

2 .
If S(fx, fy, fz) = z

2 then

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = z
4 ≤

z
4 + 1

4 −
( 1+z

2
)2

4

= S(Tz,Tz,fz)
2 − (S(Tz,Tz,fz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
If S(fx, fy, fz) = y−z

2 then

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = y−z
4 ≤

1+z
4 −

( 1+z
2

)2

4

= S(Tz,Tz,fz)
2 − (S(Tz,Ty,fz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
If S(fx, fy, fz) = z−y

2 then

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = z−y
4 ≤

1+y
4 −

( 1+y
2

)2

4

= S(Ty,Ty,fy)
2 − (S(Ty,Ty,fy))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4
= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.

Case (iv): Let z ∈ [0, 12) and x, y ∈ [12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(12 ,

1
2 ,

1+z
2 ) = z

2 and S(Tz, Tz, fz) = S(0, 0, 1+z2 ) = 1+z
2 .

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = z
4 ≤

1+z
4 −

( 1+z
2

)2

4

= S(Tz,Tz,fz)
2 − (S(Tz,Tz,fz))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Case (v): Let x, y ∈ [0, 12) and z ∈ (12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(1+x2 , 1+y2 , 12) = max{x2 ,

y
2}, S(Tx, Tx, fx) = 1+x

2 and S(Ty, Ty, fy) = S(0, 0, 1+y2 ) = 1+y
2 .

If S(fx, fy, fz) = x
2 then
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ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = x
4 ≤

1+x
4 −

1+x
2
4

≤ 1+x
4 −

( 1+x
2

)2

4

= S(Tx,Tx,fx)
2 − (S(Tx,Tx,fx))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
If S(fx, fy, fz) = y

2 then

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = y
4 ≤

1+y
4 −

( 1+y
2

)2

4

≤ S(Ty,Ty,fy)
2 − (S(Ty,Ty,fy))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Case (vi): Let x ∈ [0, 12) and z, y ∈ (12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that z > y > x.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(1+x2 , 12 ,

1
2) = x

2 and S(Tx, Tx, fx) = S(0, 0, 1+x2 ) = 1+x
2 .

Now ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = x
4 ≤

1+x
4 −

1+x
2
4

≤ 1+x
4 −

( 1+x
2

)2

4

= S(Tx,Tx,fx)
2 − (S(Tx,Tx,fx))2

4

≤ Mα(x,y,z)
2 − (Mα(x,y,z))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.

Case (vii): Let y ∈ [0, 12) and z, x ∈ (12 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that z > x > y.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(12 ,

1+y
2 , 12) = y

2 and S(Ty, Ty, fy) = S(0, 0, 1+y2 ) = 1+y
2 .

If S(fx, fy, fz) = y
2 then

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = y
4 ≤

1+y
4 −

( 1+y
2

)2

4

≤ S(Ty,Ty,fy)
2 − (S(Ty,Ty,fy))2

4

= ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 0.
Hence (f, T ) is an (α,ψ, ϕ)-almost generalized weakly contractive maps on X. More over (f, T ) is S-weakly
compatible and (f, T ) satisfies property (E. A.) and f and T have a unique common fixed point 1

2 .

If the maps f and T fail to satisfy property (E. A.) in Theorem 3.5, then f and T may not have a
common fixed point.The following example illustrates this fact.

Example 4.13. Let X = [0, 1] and We define S : X3 → [0,∞) by S(x, y, z) = max{|x− z|, |y − z|} for all
x, y, z ∈ X. Then S is an S-metric on X. Now we define f, T : X → X by

fx =

{
1 if x ∈ [0, 23 ]
2
3 if x ∈ (23 , 1]

and Tx =

{
3
4 if x ∈ (0, 23 ]
1
2 if x ∈ (23 , 1].

We now define functions ψ,ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) by

ψ(t) =
t

2
and ϕ(t) = t2

4 for all t ≥ 0

We now verify (f, T ) is an (α,ψ, ϕ)- almost generalized weakly contractive maps on X.
Case (i): Let x, y, z ∈ [0, 23 ].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
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S(fx, fy, fz)) = S(1, 1, 1) = 0, so that the inequality (3.1) holds trivially.
Case (ii): Let x, y, z ∈ (23 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz)) = S(23 ,

2
3 ,

2
3) = 0, so that the inequality (3.1) holds trivially.

Case (iii): Let y, z ∈ [0, 23 ] and x ∈ (23 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(23 , 1, 1) = 1

3 , S(fx, Tx, Tx) = S(23 ,
1
2 ,

1
2) = 1

6 , S(fx, Ty, Ty) = S(23 ,
3
4 ,

3
4) = 1

12 ,
S(fx, Tz, Tz) = S(23 ,

3
4 ,

3
4) = 1

12 and S(fx, Ty, Tz)) = S(23 ,
3
4 ,

3
4) = 1

12 , so that N(x, y, z) = 1
12 .

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(13) = 1
6 ≤

L
12 for any L ≥ 2

= LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2
≤ ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + LN(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2.

Case (iv): Let z ∈ [0, 23 ] and x, y ∈ (23 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(23 ,

2
3 , 1) = 1

3 , S(fx, Tx, Tx) = S(23 ,
1
2 ,

1
2) = 1

6 , S(fx, Ty, Ty) = S(23 ,
1
2 ,

1
2) = 1

6 ,
S(fx, Tz, fz) = S(23 ,

3
4 ,

3
4) = 1

12 , and S(fx, Ty, Tz)) = S(23 ,
1
2 ,

3
4) = 1

4 , so that N(x, y, z) = 1
12 .

Now, ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = 1
6 ≤

L
12 for any L ≥ 2

= L N(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2
≤ ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + L N(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2.

Case (v): Let x, y ∈ [0, 23 ] and z ∈ (23 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that z > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(1, 1, 23) = 1

3 , S(fx, Tx, Tx) = S(34 ,
3
4 , 1) = 1

4 , S(fx, Ty, Ty) = S(1, 34 ,
3
4) = 1

4 ,
S(fx, Tz, Tz) = S(1, 12 ,

1
2) = 1

2 and S(fx, Ty, Tz)) = S(1, 34 ,
1
2) = 1

2 , so that N(x, y, z) = 1
4 .

Now, ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(13) = 1
6 ≤

L
4 for any L ≥ 2

3

= L N(x, y, z) for all L ≥ 2
3

≤ ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + L N(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2
3 .

Case (vi): Let x ∈ [0, 23 ] and z, y ∈ (23 , 1].
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(1, 23 ,

2
3) = 1

3 , S(fx, Tx, Tx) = S(1, 34 ,
3
4) = 1

4 , S(fx, Ty, Ty) = S(1, 12 ,
1
2) = 1

2 ,
S(fx, Tz, Tz) = S(1, 12 ,

1
2) = 1

2 , and S(fx, Ty, Tz)) = S(1, 12 ,
1
2) = 1

2 , so that N(x, y, z) = 1
4 .

Now, ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = 1
6 ≤

L
4 for any L ≥ 2

3 .
= L N(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2

3

≤ ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + L N(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2

3
.

Case (vii): Let x, y ∈ [0, 23 ] and z ∈ (23 , 1].
We assume, without loss of generality, that z > x > y.
S(fx, fy, fz) = S(23 , 1,

2
3) = 1

3 , S(fx, Tx, Tx) = S(23 ,
1
2 ,

1
2) = 1

6 , S(fx, Ty, Ty) = S(23 ,
3
4 ,

3
4) = 1

12 ,
S(fx, Tz, Tz) = S(23 ,

1
2 ,

1
2) = 1

6 and S(fx, Ty, Tz)) = S(23 ,
3
4 ,

3
4) = 1

12 , so that N(x, y, z) = 1
12 .

Now, ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = 1
6 ≤

L
12 for any L ≥ 2

= L N(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2
≤ ψ(Mα(x, y, z))− ϕ(Mα(x, y, z)) + L N(x, y, z) for any L ≥ 2.

Therefore from all the above cases (f, T ) satisfies inequality (3.1). Hence the pair (f, T ) is (α,ψ, ϕ)-almost
generalized weakly contractive map for any L ≥ 2. Also the pair (f, T ) is S-weakly compatible but the pair
(f, T ) do not satisfy property (E.A.) and f and T do not have a common fixed point.

The following examples are in support of Corollary 4.9 .

Example 4.14. Let X = [0, 32 ] and We define S : X3 → [0,R+) by

S(x, y, z) =

{
0 if x = y = z
max{x, y, z} otherwise
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Then S is an S-metric on X. Now we define f :: X → X by

fx =


3
5 if x ∈ [0, 35)

3
2 if x ∈ [35 ,

3
2 ]

We now define functions ψ,ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) by

ψ(t) = t and ϕ(t) = t2

2 for all t ≥ 0

We now verify (f, T ) satisfies inequality in corollary 3.8.
Case (i): Let x, y, z ∈ [0, 35).
We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz)) = S(35 ,

3
5 ,

3
5) = 0, so that the inequality (3.1) holds trivially.

Case (ii): Let x, y, z ∈ [35 ,
3
2 ].

We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz)) = S(32 ,

3
2 ,

3
2) = 0, so that the inequality (3.1) holds trivially.

Case (iii): Let y, z ∈ [0, 35) and x ∈ [35 ,
3
2 ].

We assume, without loss of generality, that y > z.
S(fx, fy, fz)) = S(32 ,

3
5 ,

3
5) = 3

2 , S(x, y, z) = x, S(x, x, fx) = S(x, x, 32) = 3
2 , S(y, y, fy) = S(y, y, 35) = 3

5 ,
S(z, z, fz) = S(z, z, 35) = 3

5 and αS(fx, fx, y)+(1−α)S(fy, fy, z) = αS(32 ,
3
2 , y)+(1−α)S(35 ,

3
5 , z) = 3

5+ 9
10α.

Now, Mα(x, y, z) = max{S(x, y, z), S(x, x, fx), S(y, y, fy), S(z, z, fz), αS(fx, fx, y) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, z)}
= max{x, 32 ,

3
5 ,

3
5 ,

3
5 + 9

10α} = 3
2 .

S(fx, x, x) = S(32 , x, x) = 3
2 , S(fx, y, y) = S(32 , y, y) = 3

2 , S(fx, z, z) = S(32 , z, z) = 3
2 ,

S(fx, y, z) = 3
2 , so that N(x, y, z) = min{S(fx, x, x), S(fx, y, y), S(fx, z, z), S(fx, y, z)} = 3

2 .
Now, ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) ≤ L3

2 for any L ≥ 1.
Case (iv): Let z ∈ [0, 35) and x, y ∈ [35 ,

3
2 ].

We assume, without loss of generality, that x > y.
S(fx, fy, fz)) = S(32 ,

3
2 ,

3
5) = 3

2 , S(x, y, z) = x, S(x, x, fx) = 3
2 , S(y, y, fy) = 3

2 , S(z, z, fz) = 3
5 and

αS(fx, fx, y) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, z) = 3
2 , so that Mα(x, y, z) = max{x, 32 ,

3
2 ,

3
5 ,

3
2} = 3

2 .
Now, S(fx, x, x) = 3

2 , S(fx, y, y) = 3
2 , S(fx, z, z) = 3

2 , S(fx, y, z) = 3
2 , so that N(x, y, z) = 3

2 .
Therefore ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) ≤ L 3

2 for any L ≥ 1.
Case (v): Let x, y ∈ [0, 35) and z ∈ [35 ,

3
2 ].

We assume, without loss of generality, that z > x > y.
S(fx, fy, fz) = 3

2 , S(x, y, z) = z, S(x, x, fx) = 3
5 , S(y, y, fy) = 3

5 , S(z, z, fz) = 3
2 and

αS(fx, fx, y)+(1−α)S(fy, fy, z) = 3
5α+(1−α)z, so that Mα(x, y, z) = max{x, 35 ,

3
5 ,

3
2 ,

3
5α+(1−α)z} = 3

2 .
Now, S(fx, x, x) = 3

5 , S(fx, y, y) = 3
5 , S(fx, z, z) = z, S(fx, y, z) = z, so that N(x, y, z) = 3

5 .
Now, ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(32) = 3

2 ≤ L3
5 for any L ≥ 5

2 . Case (vi): Let x ∈ [0, 35 ] and z, y ∈ (35 ,
3
2 ].

We assume, without loss of generality, that z > y > x. S(fx, fy, fz) = S(35 ,
3
2 ,

3
2) = 3

2 , S(x, y, z) =
z, S(x, x, fx) = 3

5 , S(y, y, fy) = 3
2 ,S(z, z, fz) = S(z, z, 32) = 3

2 and αS(fx, fx, y) + (1 − α)S(fy, fy, z) =
αS(35 ,

3
5 , y) + (1− α)S(32 ,

3
2 , z) = 3

2 − α
9
10 ,

so that Mα(x, y, z) = max{z, 35 ,
3
2 ,

3
2 ,

3
2 − α

9
10} = 3

2 . Now, S(fx, x, x) = 3
5 , S(fx, y, y) = y, S(fx, z, z) =

z, S(fx, y, z) = z, so that N(x, y, z) = 3
5 . Now, ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(32) = 3

2 ≤ L3
5 for any L ≥ 5

2 .Case
(vii): Let y ∈ [0, 35) and x, z ∈ (35 ,

3
2 ]. We assume, without loss of generality, that z > x. S(fx, fy, fz) = 3

2 ,
S(x, y, z) = x, S(x, x, fx) = 3

2 , S(y, y, fy) = 3
2 , S(z, z, fz) = 3

2 and
αS(fx, fx, y) + (1− α)S(fy, fy, z) = z + (32 − z)α, so that Mα(x, y, z) = max{z, 32 ,

3
5 ,

3
2 , z + (32 − z)α} = 3

2 .
Now, S(fx, x, x) = 3

2 , S(fx, y, y) = y, S(fx, z, z) = 3
2 , S(fx, y, z) = 3

2 , so that N(x, y, z) = 3
2 . Now,

ψ(S(fx, fy, fz)) = ψ(32) = 3
2 ≤ L3

2 for any L ≥ 1. Hence f satisfies all the hypotheses of Corollary 4.9 for
any L ≥ 5

2 and f has a unique fixed point u = 3
2 .

Here we observe that f is not an (α,ψ, ϕ)-generalized weakly contractive map. For, at x = 1
3 , y = 1

4 , z = 3
4 .

Hence Theorem 2.23 is not applicable.
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Also, f is not a contraction. For, at x = 1
3 , y = 3

2 , z = 3
2 the inequality (2.1) fails to hold. Hence Theorem

2.20 is not applicable.

Example 4.15. Let X = [14 , 1] and We define S : X3 → [0,∞) by

S(x, y, z) =

{
0 if x = y = z
max{x, y, z} otherwise

Then S is an S-metric on X. Now we define f : X → X by

fx =

{
2x if x ∈ [14 ,

1
2)

1
2 if x ∈ [12 , 1]

We now define functions ψ,ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) by

ψ(t) =
t3

3
and ϕ(t) =

t

1 + t
for all t ≥ 0

We can easily verify that f satisfies all the hypotheses of Corollary 4.9 for any L ≥ 2 and f has a unique
fixed point u = 1

2 . Here we observe that the inequality (2.1) and the inequality (2.2) fail to hold when
x = 3

8 , y = 1
2 , z = 3

4 . Hence Corollary 4.9 is a generalization of Theorem 2.20 and Theorem 2.23 which
inturn Theorem 3.4 is a generalization of Theorem 2.20 and Theorem 2.23.
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