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Abstract. In this paper we define weak F -contractions on a metric

space into itself by extending F -contractions introduced by D. Wardowski
(2012) and provide some fixed point results in complete metric spaces and
in partially ordered complete generalized metric spaces. Some relation-

ships between weak F -contractions and φ-contractions are highlighted.
We also give some applications on fractal theory improving the classical
Hutchinson-Barnsley’s theory of iterated function systems. Some illus-
trative examples are provided.
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1. Introduction

Banach’s contraction principle is one of the pivotal results of analysis. It
establishes that, given a mapping f on a complete metric space (X,d) into
itself and a constant λ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(1.1) d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ λd(x, y), ∀x, y ∈ X,

there exists a unique ξ ∈ X such that f(ξ) = ξ and ξ = limn f
n(x), for every

x ∈ X, where fn, n ≥ 1, denotes the n-times composition of f . A function f
that satisfies (1.1) is called Banach contraction.

This result is widely considered as the source of metric fixed point theory.
Also, its significance lies in its vast applicability in various branches of math-
ematics. Many authors have provided several extensions of this result. In this
regard, J. Matkowski [9] gives an extension of Banach’s contraction principle
to φ-contractions, where φ is a comparison function (see Definition 2.1).

Those functions f : X → X that satisfy the inequality

d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
< d(x, y), ∀x, y ∈ X, x ̸= y,
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called contractive maps, have been considered. Niemytzki-Edelstein’s Theorem
(see e.g. [5, Th. 2.2, p. 34]) states that each contractive self-mapping f on a com-
pact metric space X into itself has a unique fixed point ξ and ξ = limn f

n(x),
for all x in X. Some particular contractive mappings on a complete metric
space are investigated in fixed point theory. In this respect, starting from a
function F : (0,∞) → R satisfying some suitable properties (see Definition
3.1), D. Wardowski [20] provided a new type of contractive mapping, namely
F -contraction, and proved a fixed point theorem for F -contractions on a com-
plete metric space. He showed that any Banach contraction is a particular
case of F -contraction while there are F -contractions which are not Banach
contractions.

We say that a self-function f on a metric space X is a Picard mapping if it
has a unique fixed point ξ and ξ = limn f

n(x), for every x ∈ X, (the concept
of Picard operator was introduced by I.A. Rus, see [15, 16]).

In this paper we consider the family F1 of functions F : (0,∞) → R satis-
fying only (F1) and (F2) and defined weak F -contractions. In Proposition 3.4
we provide a large class of functions F that fulfil (F1) and (F2) and do not
satisfy (F3) such that every weak F -contraction on a complete metric space
is a Picard mapping. Some sufficient conditions in which weak F -contractions
are Picard mappings are given in Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 3.9.

In Section 3.1 we establish that, if F ∈ F1 is continuous, then it is a φ-
contraction for a suitable function φ (Theorem 3.9). Also, in Theorem 3.12
a sufficient condition for which a φ-contraction is a weak F -contraction is de-
scribed.

Fixed point theory in partially ordered metric spaces is of relatively recent
origin. An early result in this direction is due to M. Turinici [19], in which fixed
point problems were studied in partially ordered uniform spaces. Later, this
branch of fixed point theory has been developed through a number of works.
T.G. Bhaskar and V. Lakshmikantham [6] provided a fixed point theorem for
a mixed monotone mapping in a partially ordered metric space using a weak
contractivity type of assumption. This is generalized by V. Lakshmikantham
and L. Ćirić in [8] where coupled coincidence and coupled common fixed point
theorems for mixed g-monotone mapping in partially ordered complete metric
spaces are presented. Some remarkable fixed point theorems for generalized
contractions in ordered metric spaces can be found in [12].

Existence of fixed point in partially ordered sets has been considered recently
by A.C.M. Ran and M.C.B. Reurings in [13]. Some fixed point results in
ordered L-spaces that generalize and extend a result from [13] are proved by
A. Petruşel and I.A. Rus in [11]. In [10] the authors extended the theoretical
results of fixed points in a partially ordered complete metric space for Banach
contractions. Very recently, in [7] the fixed point theorem in partially ordered
complete metric space given in [10] is extended to the case of partially ordered
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complete generalized metric spaces and in [14] some multidimensional fixed
point theorems in partially ordered complete metric spaces are proved.

In Section 4 of the present paper we improve the above mentioned results
considering weak F -contractions instead of Banach contractions and provide
two fixed point theorems in partially complete metric space and, respectively,
in partially ordered complete generalized metric space (Theorem 4.4, resp. The-
orem 4.10).

We apply our results in Section 3.2 and, respectively, in Section 4.1 to obtain
the existence and uniqueness of the attractors of some iterated function systems
and, respectively, of countable iterated function systems composed by weak F -
contractions on a complete metric space. Iterated function systems play a
crucial role in fractal theory.

Some other illustrative examples are presented.

2. Preliminaries

We recall here some notions and results used in the sequel.
Throughout this paper the symbols R, R+ and N will denote the set of real

numbers, positive real numbers and positive integers, respectively.

2.1. φ-contractions.

Definition 2.1. A mapping φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is said to be a comparison
function if it is monotone increasing (i.e. t1 ≤ t2 implies φ(t1) ≤ φ(t2)) and
φn(t) → 0 as n → ∞, for every t ≥ 0, where φn = φ ◦ φn−1 means the n-
times composition of φ. A self-mapping f on a metric space (X, d) is called
φ-contraction whenever it satisfies the following inequality

d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ φ

(
d(x, y)

)
, ∀x, y ∈ X.

Remark 2.2. If φ is a comparison function, then φ(t) < t for every t > 0,
φ(0) = 0 and φ is continuous at 0.

Remark 2.3. If φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is an increasing and continuous map with
φ(t) < t, then φn(t) −→

n
0, for every t ≥ 0. Consequently φ is a comparison

function.

Proof. If t = 0, then clearly φ(0) = 0. Choose t > 0. Then φ(t) < t, hence
φ2(t) ≤ φ(t) and so on. Thus the sequence

(
φn(t)

)
n
is decreasing, so it con-

verges to some l ≥ 0. If l > 0, then φ(l) < l while, by continuity of φ, one has
φ(l) = l. Hence l = 0. □

Theorem 2.4. (Matkowski, [9]) Let (X,d) be a complete metric space, φ a
comparison function and f : X → X a φ-contraction. Then f is a Picard
mapping.
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2.2. Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric. Given a metric space (X,d), we denote by
P∗(X) the collection of all nonempty subsets of X and consider the mappings
D, h : P∗(X)× P∗(X) → [0,∞] defined by
(2.1)
D(B,C) = sup

x∈B
inf
y∈C

d(x, y) and, respectively, h(B,C) = max
{
D(B,C),D(C,B)

}
.

The function h is called the Hausdorff-Pompeiu pseudo metric.

Lemma 2.5. [18, Prop. 1.1, Th. 1.13] Whenever B,C ∈ P∗(X), one has the
following properties:

(a) B ⊂ C ⇒ D(B,C) = 0;
(b) D(B,C) = D(B,C);
(c) D(B,C) = 0 ⇒ B ⊂ C;
(d) if (Ei)i∈ℑ, (Fi)i∈ℑ are two classes of nonempty subsets of X, then

h
(∪
i∈ℑ

Ei,
∪
i∈ℑ

Fi

)
= h

( ∪
i∈ℑ

Ei,
∪
i∈ℑ

Fi

)
= sup

i∈ℑ
h(Ei, Fi),

where the bar means the closure of the respective set.

When we consider the family K(X) of all nonempty compact subsets of X
instead of P∗(X) in (2.1), one obtains the Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric.

3. Weak F -contractions

We consider a new type of contractive mappings, namely F -contractions,
defined by D. Wardowski [20] and prove that, under certain conditions, the
fixed point theorem can be improved.

Definition 3.1. Let F : R+ → R be a mapping and consider the following
three conditions:

(F1) F is strictly increasing, i.e. for all t, s ∈ R+, t < s, one has F (t) < F (s);
(F2) for each sequence of positive numbers (tn)n, limn tn = 0 if and only if

limn F (tn) = −∞;
(F3) there exists λ ∈ (0, 1) such that limt↘0 t

λF (t) = 0.
We denote by F1 the family of mappings F : (0,∞) → R satisfying Condi-

tions (F1) and (F2) and by F the class of those functions in F1 which satisfy
(F3).

A mapping f : X → X is said to be an F -contraction, where F ∈ F , if
(3.1)
∃ τ > 0 such that τ +F

(
d
(
f(x), f(y)

))
≤ F

(
d(x, y)

)
, ∀x, y ∈ X, f(x) ̸= f(y).

When (3.1) holds for F ∈ F1 we say that f is a weak F -contraction.

Theorem 3.2. [20, Th. 2.1] Assume that (X,d) is a complete metric space,
F ∈ F and f : X → X is an F -contraction. Then f is a Picard mapping.
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Remark 3.3. [20, Ex. 2.1] It is easy to verify that every weak F -contraction
is a contractive map and every Banach contraction with ratio r ∈ (0, 1) is an
F -contraction with F (t) = ln t and τ = − ln r.

The next proposition states that there is a class of functions F ∈ F1 for
which the result claimed in Theorem 3.2 holds.

Proposition 3.4. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and consider F :
(0,∞) → R, F (t) = −t−α, where α > 0, and a weak F -contraction f : X →
X. Then f has a unique fixed point which is approximated by the sequence(
fn(x)

)
n
, for all x ∈ X. Moreover, if α ≥ 1, then F /∈ F .

Proof. Assume that α ≥ 1. Then limt→0 t
λF (t) = −∞, for every λ ∈ (0, 1),

hence (F3) does not occur. When α ∈ (0, 1), Condition (F3) is verified, so the
result follows from Theorem 3.2. Therefore F ∈ F1 \ F .

From hypothesis, there is τ > 0 such that (3.1) holds. That is, for every
x, y ∈ X with f(x) ̸= f(y),

− 1(
d(f(x), f(y))

)α ≤ − 1(
d(x, y)

)α − τ ⇔
1 + τ

(
d(x, y)

)α(
d(x, y)

)α ≤ 1(
d(f(x), f(y))

)α
⇔ d

(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ d(x, y)(

1 + τ
(
d(x, y)

)α) 1
α

⇔ d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ φ

(
d(x, y)

)
,

where φ(t) = t(
1+τtα

) 1
α
. Clearly φ is monotonically increasing and φn(t) =

t(
1+nτtα

) 1
α

−→
n

0, for all t > 0. Therefore φ is a comparison function, so f is a

φ-contraction. The conclusion now follows from Theorem 2.4. □

In many cases Condition (F3) is difficult to fulfil by a function F and there
are bounded functions f which satisfy (3.1). Thus, in the examples given
in [20, Ex.2.5], [17, Ex.3.1] and [4, Ex.3.1] bounded functions f are considered
and the space (or a part of it) is a discrete set in R.

The following theorem describes a sufficient condition for a weak F -contract-
ion on a complete metric space to be a Picard mapping.

Theorem 3.5. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space, F ∈ F1 and f : X →
X be a weak F -contraction. Assume that there exists x0 ∈ X such that the
sequence

(
fn(x0)

)
n

is bounded (in particular f is bounded). Then f has a
unique fixed point ξ. Moreover ξ = limn f

n(x), for every x ∈ X.

Proof. Since F
(
d(f(x), f(y))

)
≤ F

(
d(x, y)

)
− τ < F

(
d(x, y)

)
, for all x, y ∈

X with f(x) ̸= f(y), one deduces that d(f(x), f(y)) < d(x, y) hence f is
continuous. Next, if ξ ̸= ξ′ ∈ X are two different fixed points of f , then

d(ξ, ξ′) = d
(
f(ξ), f(ξ′)

)
< d(ξ, ξ′)
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which is a contradiction. Therefore f has at most one fixed point.
We intend to check the existence of the fixed point. For every n, p ≥ 1 we

have, according to (3.1),

F
(
d
(
fn(x0), f

n+p(x0)
))

≤ F
(
d
(
fn−1(x0), f

n+p−1(x0)
))

− τ ≤ . . .

≤ F
(
d
(
x0, f

p(x0)
))

− nτ ≤ F (M)− nτ −→
n

−∞,

where M = supp≥1 d
(
x0, f

p(x0)
)
. Consequently, from (F2), it follows that the

sequence
(
fn(x0)

)
n
is Cauchy, so, the space (X, d) being complete, there is

ξ ∈ X such that ξ = limn f
n(x0). Now using the continuity of f , we get

f(ξ) = f
(
lim
n

fn(x0)
)
= lim

n
fn+1(x0) = ξ.

Next, choose x ∈ X. If there is N ∈ N such that fN (x) = fN (x0), then
fn(x) = fn(x0) for all n ≥ N . So limn f

n(x) = limn f
n(x0). Assume that

fn(x) ̸= fn(x0) for every n ≥ 1. Then

F
(
d
(
fn(x), fn(x0)

))
≤ F

(
d
(
fn−1(x), fn−1(x0)

))
− τ

≤ . . .

≤ F
(
d
(
x, x0)

))
− nτ −→

n
−∞,

therefore d
(
fn(x), fn(x0)

)
−→
n

0. Accordingly, ξ = limn f
n(x0) = limn f

n(x).

The proof is complete. □

Example 3.6. Let consider the metric space (X, d), where X = [1,∞) and
d(x, y) = | lnx − ln y|, a function f : X → X given by f(x) = α

x + β, where

α > 0, β ≥ 1, and F : R+ → R, F (t) = 1
1−et . Then the metric space (X,d) is

complete and the following assertions hold:
(a) F ∈ F1 \ F ;
(b) f is a weak F -contraction;
(c) f is a Picard mapping.

Proof. The completeness of the metric space (X,d) is a standard fact and it is
easy to check.

(a) Clearly F fulfil (F1) and (F2). Since limt↘0 t
λF (t) = −∞ for all λ ∈

(0, 1), one deduces that (F3) does not occur.
(b) We shall show that (3.1) is fulfilled for each τ ∈ (0, βα−1]. We observe

that f is strictly decreasing. Choose x, y ∈ X with f(x) ̸= f(y), that is x ̸= y,
and suppose that, for example, x < y. One has

F
(
d(x, y)

)
− F

(
d
(
f(x), f(y)

))
= F

(
ln

y

x

)
− F

(
ln

f(x)

f(y)

)
=

1

1− y
x

− 1

1− y(α+βx)
x(α+βy)

=
β

α
· xy

y − x
≥ β

α
≥ τ.
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(c) The assertion follows from Theorem 3.5 using the fact that f(X) ⊂
(β, α+ β]. The fixed point of f is ξ =

β+
√

β2+4α

2 . □

Example 3.7. We consider the complete metric space X = [0,∞) endowed
with the Euclidean metric d(x, y) = |x − y| and a map f : X → X defined
by f(x) = x

kx+1 + α, where k > 0, α ≥ 0. Let us consider further a function

F : R+ → R, F (t) = ln t− 1
t , for every t > 0. Then

(a) f is not a Banach contraction;
(b) F ∈ F1 \ F ;
(c) f is a weak F -contraction;
(d) f is a Picard mapping.

Proof. First of all note that f is strictly increasing.
(a) For each n = 1, 2, . . . , we denote xn = 1

2n , yn = 1
n . Then

lim
n

|f(xn)− f(yn)|
|xn − yn|

= lim
n

yn

kyn+1 − xn

kxn+1

yn − xn
= lim

n

1(
k
2n + 1

)(
k
n + 1

) = 1.

Therefore, the inequality (1.1) does not occur for every λ ∈ (0, 1).
(b) Clearly F fulfills Conditions (F1) and (F2). Since limt↘0 t

λF (t) = −∞
for all λ ∈ (0, 1), it follows that (F3) does not hold.

(c) We show that Condition (3.1) is verified for every τ ∈ (0, k].
Choose x, y ∈ [0,∞) such that f(x) ̸= f(y). This means that x ̸= y.

Assume, for instance, that x < y, the other case can be treated analogously.
One has

F
(
|x− y|

)
− F

(
|f(x)− f(y)|

)
= ln(y − x)− 1

y − x
− ln

( y

ky + 1
− x

kx+ 1

)
+

( y

ky + 1
− x

kx+ 1

)−1

= ln(kx+ 1)(ky + 1) +
(kx+ 1)(ky + 1)− 1

y − x

≥ k2xy + kx+ ky

y − x

≥ k

≥ τ,

and hence τ+F
(
|f(x)−f(y)|

)
≤ F

(
|x−y|

)
, that is f is a weak F -contraction.

(d) The assertion follows immediately from Theorem 3.5 taking into account

that f(X) ⊂ [α, k−1 + α). The fixed point is ξ = αk+
√
α2k2+4αk
2k . □

By following a known result concerning Banach’s contraction principle, we
can improve Theorem 3.5.
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Theorem 3.8. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space, F ∈ F1 and f : X → X
a function. Suppose that there is an integer p ≥ 1 such that fp is a weak F -
contraction and a point x0 ∈ X such that the sequence

(
fn(x0)

)
n
is bounded.

Then f is a Picard mapping.

Proof. By applying Theorem 3.5 to the function fp, one obtains a unique ξ ∈ X
such that fp(ξ) = ξ. Hence fp+1(ξ) = f(ξ). Therefore f(ξ) is also a fixed point
for fp, so f(ξ) = ξ. If ξ′ is another fixed point for f , then it is a fixed point
for fp. Thus ξ = ξ′.

In order to check the last part of the theorem, choose n ∈ N. There exist
m ≥ 1 and r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p − 1} such that n = pm + r. Since

(
fk(x0)

)
k≥1

is

bounded, it follows that
(
fk

(
fr(x0)

))
k
is bounded too. Now, from Theorem

3.5, we deduce that fn(x0) = fpm
(
fr(x0)

)
−→
m

ξ.

If x ∈ X, using the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 3.5, we get

ξ = lim
n

fn(x0) = lim
n

fn(x),

as required. □

3.1. The relationship between weak F -contractions and φ-contractions.
As we have seen above, every Banach contraction is a particular case of F -
contraction. Also, Proposition 3.4 describes a class of weak F -contractions
which are φ-contractions for some suitable comparison functions. In the fol-
lowing we provide some sufficient conditions to have implications between above
mentioned kinds of contractions.

Theorem 3.9. If F ∈ F1 is a continuous function, then every weak F -
contraction on a metric space to itself is a φ-contraction. Therefore, if the
metric space is complete, then every weak F -contraction is a Picard mapping.

Proof. Since F is continuous and satisfies (F2) it follows that F (R+) = (−∞, α),
where α ∈ R ∪∞. Furthermore, because F fulfil (F1), one deduces that F is
injective. Thus F : R+ → (−∞, α) is invertible.

Let f be a weak F -contraction and τ > 0 from (3.1). We define φ : [0,∞) →
[0,∞) by φ(t) = F−1

(
F (t)−τ

)
for t > 0 and φ(0) = 0. Since, from (F2), tn ↘ 0

if and only if F (tn) −→
n

−∞, we get F−1
(
F (tn) − τ

)
↘
n

0, for every sequence

of positive real numbers (tn)n converging to 0.
Thus φ is well defined and, further, it is continuous. Since F and so F−1

are strictly increasing we deduce that φ is monotonically increasing. Next,
F (t) − τ < F (t) implies φ(t) < t for all t > 0. Consequently, according to
Remark 2.3, φ is a comparison function.

In order to prove that f is a φ-contraction we apply the function F−1 to the
inequality,

F
(
d
(
f(x), f(y)

))
≤ F

(
d(x, y)

)
− τ
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and obtain,

d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ F−1

(
F
(
d(x, y)

)
− τ

)
= φ

(
d(x, y)

)
, ∀x, y ∈ X,

as required.
The last assertion of statement now follows from Theorem 2.4. □

Remark 3.10. The previous theorem offers a sufficient condition under which
a weak F -contraction is a Picard mapping concerning the function F while
Theorem 3.5 describes a sufficient condition for f .

Remark 3.11. The assertions of Examples 3.6 and 3.7 can also be proved
using Theorem 3.9.

Theorem 3.12. Let (X, d) be a metric space and f : X → X a map.
(i) Let F ∈ F1 and assume that f is a weak F -contraction and there exists a

comparison function φ such that supt>0

(
F (t)− F

(
φ(t)

))
≤ τ , where τ is the

constant from (3.1). Then f is a φ-contraction.
(ii) If f is a φ-contraction and there is F ∈ F1 such that inft>0

(
F (t) −

F
(
φ(t)

))
> 0, then f is a weak F -contraction.

Proof. (α) By hypothesis we have, from every x, y ∈ X with f(x) ̸= f(y),

F
(
d
(
f(x), f(y)

))
≤ F

(
d(x, y)

)
− τ

≤ F
(
d(x, y)

)
+ F

(
φ
(
d(x, y)

))
− F

(
d(x, y)

)
= F

(
φ
(
d(x, y)

))
.

Hence, F being increasing, d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ φ

(
d(x, y)

)
for all x, y ∈ X.

(β) For every x, y ∈ X with f(x) ̸= f(y), one has

d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ φ

(
d(x, y)

)
hence, from (F1) and the hypothesis,

F
(
d
(
f(x), f(y)

))
≤ F

(
φ
(
d(x, y)

))
≤ F

(
d(x, y)

)
− τ,

where τ = inft>0

(
F (t)−F

(
φ(t)

))
. This means that f is a weak F -contraction.

□

3.2. Application: weak F -iterated function systems. We provide here a
more complex example from fractal theory. We first need some preparations
(see details in [2] and [17]). In the following (X,d) will be a complete metric
space and F denotes an element in F1.

Definition 3.13. A family of maps (fk)
N
k=1, N ∈ N, is called a weak F -iterated

function system (weak F -IFS) whenever fk : X → X is a weak F -contraction,
for every k = 1, . . . , N . When F ∈ F we say that (fk)

N
k=1 is an F -iterated

function system (F -IFS).
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The set function S : K(X) → K(X) defined by S(B) =
K∪

k=1

fk(B) is called

the associated Hutchinson operator. A set A ∈ K(X) is said to be an attractor
of the IFS whenever S(A) = A.

Lemma 3.14. [17, L.4.1] Let f : X → X be a weak F -contraction. Then the
mapping A 7→ f(A) is a weak F -contraction too from K(X) into itself.

In the following example we adapt [17, Th. 4.1] to the case of weak F -IFS.

Theorem 3.15. Let (fk)
N
k=1 be a weak F -iterated function system. Suppose

that
(a) F is continuous, or
(b) there exists a nonempty compact set K ⊂ X such that fk(K) ⊂ K for

every k = 1, . . . , N .
Then (fk)

N
k=1 has a unique attractor A and A = limn Sn(B), for all B ∈

K(X), the limit being taken with respect to the Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric.

Proof. For each k = 1, . . . , N , we denote by τk the constant from (3.1) associ-
ated to fk.

Let B,C ∈ K(X) be such that h
(
S(B),S(C)

)
> 0. Lemma 2.5 implies

0 < h
(
S(B),S(C)

)
≤ sup

1≤k≤N
h
(
fk(B), fk(C)

)
= h

(
fk0(B), fk0(C)

)
,

for some k0 ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Next, from Lemma 3.14 we get

min
1≤k≤N

τk + F
(
h
(
S(B),S(B)

))
≤ τk0 + F

(
h
(
ωk0(A), ωk0(B)

))
≤ F

(
h(A,B)

)
,

which assures that S is a weak F -contraction on the complete metric space(
K(X), h

)
into itself.

If (a) holds, then the conclusion follows from Theorem 3.9.
Now, from fk(K) ⊂ K, for every k = 1, . . . , N , we deduce that S(K) ⊂ K,

so Sn(K) ⊂ K for all n ≥ 1. Therefore the sequence
(
Sn(K)

)
n
is bounded.

Next we apply Theorem 3.5. □
Example 3.16. Assume thatX = [0,∞) is endowed with the Euclidean metric
d(x, y) = |x− y| and, for each k = 1, . . . , N , let fk : X → X be a map defined
by fk(x) = x

kx+1 + αk, where αk ≥ 0. Let consider further the function

F : R+ → R, F (t) = ln t − 1
t , for every t > 0. Then (fk)

N
k=1 is a weak F -

IFS and it has a unique attractor which is approximated with respect to the
Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric by the sequence

(
Sn(B)

)
n
, for every B ∈ K(X).

Moreover (fk)
N
k=1 is not a classical Hutchinson IFS.

Proof. From Example 3.7 we deduce that F ∈ F1 and all fk, k = 1, . . . , N ,
are weak F -contractions which are not Banach contractions. Both Conditions
(a) and (b) from Theorem 3.15 are satisfied. Indeed, for (b), one has fk(X) ⊂
[αk, αk + k−1) ⊂ K, where K = [mink αk,maxk αk +1]. Hence fk(K) ⊂ K, for
all k. The conclusion now follows from Theorem 3.15. □
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4. Weak F -contractions on partially ordered complete
metric spaces

Definition 4.1. Let (X,⪯) be a partial ordered set. Then x, y ∈ X are called
comparable if x ⪯ y or y ⪯ x holds. If d is a metric on X, then we say that
(X, d,⪯) is a partially ordered metric space.

In [10] Banach’s contraction principle in a partially ordered complete metric
spaces is investigated and a fixed point theorem is proved. In [1] the following
extension of the above result to φ-contractions is given.

Theorem 4.2. [1, Th.2.1] Let (X,d,⪯) be a partially ordered complete metric
space and f : X → X a map. Assume that there exists a comparison function
φ such that

(4.1) d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ φ

(
d(x, y)

)
, ∀x ⪯ y.

Also suppose either
f is continuous, or

if (xn)n ⊂ X is a nondecreasing sequence with xn → x, then xn ⪯ x, for all n,

holds. If there exists an x0 ∈ X with x0 ≺ f(x0), then f has a fixed point ξ
and ξ = limn f

n(x0).

By following the ideas from Section 3 and from [20], we provide in the
next theorem a similar result as before for weak F -contractions which also
generalizes [10, Th.2.1]. First we remind a classical result from real analysis.

Lemma 4.3. Let a ≥ 0 and f : [a,∞) → R+ be a decreasing map. Then, for
every k, p ∈ N, k ≥ a+ 1, one has

k+p∑
q=k

f(q) ≤
∫ k+p

k−1

f(t) dt.

Theorem 4.4. Let (X,d,⪯) be a partially ordered complete metric space, x0 ∈
X and f : X → X a mapping. We consider the following conditions:

(a) for every comparable x, y ∈ X, f(x) and f(y) are comparable too;
(b) x0 and f(x0) are comparable;
(c) there exist F ∈ F and τ > 0 such that

(4.2) τ + F
(
d
(
f(x), f(y)

))
≤ F

(
d(x, y)

)
,

for all comparable pairs x, y ∈ X with f(x) ̸= f(y);
(d) there exist F ∈ F1 and τ > 0 such that (4.2) holds for all comparable

pairs x, y ∈ X with f(x) ̸= f(y) and one of the following conditions is fulfilled:
(d1) F is continuous, or
(d2) the sequence

(
fn(x0)

)
n
is bounded;

(e) one of the following statements occurs:
(e1) f is continuous;
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(e2) for every sequence (xn)n ⊂ X which converges to x ∈ X and xn is
comparable to xn+1, then xn is comparable to x, for every n ∈ N;

(f) for every x ∈ X, there exists y ∈ X such that y is comparable to x and x0;

Then we have the following conclusions:
1) if Conditions (a), (b) and (c) hold, then the sequence

(
fn(x0)

)
n
converges

to a point ξ. More precisely, concerning the rate of convergence, one can find
N ∈ N such that

(4.3) d
(
fn(x0), ξ) ≤

λ

1− λ
(n− 1)

λ−1
λ , ∀n ≥ N,

where λ ∈ (0, 1) is the constant from (F3);
2) if Conditions (a), (b) and (d) hold, then the sequence

(
fn(x0)

)
n
converges;

3) if Conditions (a), (b), (c) and (e) or Conditions (a), (b), (d) and (e) hold,
then f has a fixed point which is approximated by

(
fn(x0)

)
n
;

4) if Conditions (a), (b), (c), (e) and (f) or Conditions (a), (b), (d), (e)
and (f) hold, then f is a Picard mapping.

Proof. 1) For each n = 0, 1, . . . , we denote γn = d
(
fn(x0), f

n+1(x0)
)
. If there

is n0 ≥ 1 such that fn0−1(x0) = fn0(x0), then ξ = fn0−1(x0) is a fixed point
of f .

Suppose now that γn > 0 for all n ≥ 0. From Conditions (a) and (b), one
deduces that fn−1(x0) and fn(x0) are comparable, for all n ≥ 1. So, for every
n ∈ N we have from (4.2)

(4.4) F (γn) ≤ F (γn−1)− τ ≤ · · · ≤ F (γ0)− nτ.

It follows that limn F (γn) = −∞ hence, by (F2), γn → 0. Next, from (F3),
there is λ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(4.5) lim
n

γλ
nF (γn) = 0.

According to (4.4) one has

γλ
nF (γn)− γλ

nF (γ0) ≤ γλ
n

(
F (γ0)− nτ

)
− γλ

nF (γ0) = −nγλ
nτ ≤ 0

and hence, using (4.5), limn nγ
λ
n = 0. So, one can find N ∈ N such that nγλ

n ≤ 1
for all n ≥ N , hence γn ≤ n−1/λ that is d(fn(x0), f

n+1(x0)) ≤ n−1/λ.
In order to show that

(
fn(x0)

)
n
is a Cauchy sequence, choose n ≥ N and

p ∈ N. We get

(4.6) d
(
fn+p(x0), f

n(x0)
)
≤ γn+γn+1+ · · ·+γn+p−1 ≤

k+p−1∑
k=n

1

k
1
λ

<
∞∑

k=n

1

k
1
λ

.

Lemma 4.3 implies

(4.7)
∑
k≥n

1

k
1
λ

≤
∫ ∞

n−1

t−
1
λ dt =

1(
1
λ − 1

)
(n− 1)

1
λ−1

=
λ

1− λ
(n− 1)

λ−1
λ .
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From (4.6) and (4.7) it follows that the sequence
(
fn(x0)

)
n
is Cauchy so, the

space (X, d) being complete, it is convergent. Let ξ be its limit.
Letting in (4.6) p → ∞, we obtain

d
(
ξ, fn(x0)

)
≤

∑
q≥k

1

q
1
λ

, ∀n ≥ N

and hence, using (4.7), the inequality (4.3) comes.
2) If Conditions (a), (b), (d) and (d1) hold, then, using the same argument

as in the proof of Theorem 3.9, for x, y ∈ X, x comparable to y, one obtains
(4.1). Next we apply Theorem 4.2.

Under the hypotheses (a), (b), (d) and (d2), the conclusion comes in the same
manner as in the proof of Theorem 3.5 tacking into account that fn−1(x0) and
fn(x0) are comparable, for all n ≥ 1.

3) When (e1) occurs, then

f(ξ) = f
(
lim
n

fn(x0)
)
= lim

n
fn+1(x0) = ξ.

We assume that Condition (e2) is satisfied. Then, by hypothesis and 1), ξ
is comparable to fn(x0), for all n. One has

F
(
d
(
f(ξ), f

(
fn(x0)

)))
≤ F

(
d
(
ξ, fn(x0)

))
− τ

< F
(
d
(
ξ, fn(x0)

))
, ∀n ∈ N.

So, F being increasing, d
(
f(ξ), fn+1(x0)

)
< d

(
ξ, fn(x0)

)
. Therefore

d
(
f(ξ), ξ

)
≤ d

(
f(ξ), fn+1(x0)

)
+ d

(
fn+1(x0), ξ

)
< d

(
ξ, fn(x0)

)
+ d

(
fn+1(x0), ξ

)
−→ 0

n
.

4) Set x ∈ X and let y ∈ X be comparable to x and x0. From hypothesis
(a) it follows that fn(y) is comparable to both fn(x) and fn(x0), for all n ∈ N.

If there is N1 ∈ N such that fN1(y) = fN1(x0), then fn(y) = fn(x0), for
every n ≥ N1, so d

(
fn(x0), f

n(y)
)
−→
n

0. Suppose that fn(y) ̸= fn(x0), for all

n ≥ 1. Then

F
(
d
(
fn(x0), f

n(y)
))

≤ F
(
d
(
fn−1(x0), f

n−1(y)
))

−τ ≤ · · · ≤ F
(
d(x0, y)

)
−nτ.

Hence limn F
(
d
(
fn(x0), f

n(y)
))

= −∞ and, by (F2), d
(
fn(x0), f

n(y)
)
−→
n

0.

Using the same argument as before we get

lim
n

d
(
fn(y), fn(x)

)
= 0.

Therefore

d
(
fn(x0), f

n(x)
)
≤ d

(
fn(x0), f

n(y)
)
+ d

(
fn(y), fn(x)

)
−→
n

0.

Accordingly

lim
n

fn(x) = lim
n

fn(y) = lim
n

fn(x0) = ξ.
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Finally, if ξ′ ∈ X is another fixed point of f , then ξ′ = fn(ξ′) −→
n

ξ and hence

ξ is the unique fixed point of f . □

Remark 4.5. If, in the previous theorem, we consider F (t) = ln t and τ =
− ln r, r ∈ (0, 1), f is nondecreasing and x0 ⪯ f(x0), then one obtains [10,
Th.2.1,2.2], [13, Th.2.1]. The same result is also obtained when f is nonin-
creasing.

Remark 4.6. Because of the symmetry of the metric d, it is enough to impose
that relation (4.2) to be verified for every x, y ∈ X with x ⪯ y and f(x) ̸= f(y).

Remark 4.7. Following the proof of Theorem 4.4, it is easy to verify that the
same results are obtained if we replace Conditions (a), (b) and (e2) by

(a′) f is nondecreasing (e.g. x ⪯ y ⇒ f(x) ⪯ f(y)),
(b′) x0 ⪯ f(x0), and
(e′2) for every nondecreasing sequence (xn)n ⊂ X which converges to x ∈ X,

one has xn ⪯ x, for every n ∈ N.

In the following we will provide some extensions of Theorem 4.4 and Theorem
3.15 which improve [7, Th. 2.1] and [7, Th. 2.2], respectively.

We first need to remind the notion of generalized metric.

Definition 4.8. LetX be a nonempty set. We say that a function d : X×X →
[0,∞] is a generalized metric onX whenever it satisfies the following properties:

(G1) d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y;
(G2) d(x, y) = d(y, x), for all x, y ∈ X;
(G3) d(x, z) ≤ d(x, y) + d(y, z), for all x, y, z ∈ X.
In this event the pair (X, d) is called generalized metric space. If we further

have
(G4) every Cauchy sequence in X is convergent,

then (X,d) is a generalized complete metric space.
If (X, d) is a generalized (complete) metric space endowed with a partial

order ”⪯”, we say that (X, d,⪯) is a partially ordered generalized (complete)
metric space.

Example 4.9. Let (X, d) be a metric space and CL(X) the class of all
nonempty closed subset ofX. Then the mapping h : CL(X)×CL(X) → [0,∞],
given by

h(B,C) = max
{
D(B,C),D(C,B)

}
, where D(B,C) = sup

x∈B

(
inf
y∈C

d(x, y)
)

is a generalized metric on CL(X), namely the generalized Hausdorff-Pompeiu
metric (see e.g. [3, §3.2]). Moreover

(
CL(X), h,⪯

)
is a partially ordered

generalized metric space, where ⪯ represents the set-inclusion partial order.
According to [3, Th.3.2.4], the generalized metric space

(
CL(X), h

)
is com-

plete if and only if (X,d) is complete.
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Theorem 4.10. Let (X, d,⪯) be a partially ordered generalized complete met-
ric space and f : X → X a mapping which satisfies the following properties:

(a) for every comparable x, y ∈ X, f(x) and f(y) are comparable too;
(b) there is x0 ∈ X such that x0 and f(x0) are comparable;
(c) there exist F ∈ F1 and τ > 0 such that

(4.8) τ + F
(
d
(
f(x), f(y)

))
≤ F

(
d(x, y)

)
,

for all comparable pairs x, y ∈ X with d(x, y) < ∞ and d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
∈ (0,∞).

Furthermore one of the following assertions is satisfied:
(c1) F ∈ F , or
(c2) F is continuous, or
(c3) the sequence

(
fn(x0)

)
n
is bounded;

(d) one of the following statements occurs:
(d1) f is continuous, or
(d2) for every sequence (xn)n ⊂ X which converges to x ∈ X and xn is

comparable to xn+1, then xn is comparable to x, for every n ∈ N;
(e) for every x ∈ X, there exists an y ∈ X comparable to x and x0 and

d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
< ∞, d

(
f(x0), f(y)

)
< ∞;

Then we have the followings:
(i) if Conditions (a)− (d) hold, then one of the following cases occurs:
(α) d

(
fn(x0), f

n+1(x0)
)
= ∞, for all n ∈ N, or

(β)
(
fn(x0)

)
n
converges to a fixed point of f ;

(ii) if Conditions (a) − (e) hold and (α) does not occur, then f is a Picard
mapping.

Proof. (i) Suppose that (α) does not occur and let N be the smallest positive
integer such that d

(
fN (x0), f

N+1(x0)
)
< ∞. If there is n0 ≥ N such that

fn0(x0) = fn0+1(x0) = 0, then clearly fn0(x0) = fn0+k(x0) for every k ∈ N
and so

(
fn(x0)

)
n
is convergent. Now suppose that d

(
fn(x0), f

n+1(x0)
)
> 0

for all n ≥ N . Then d
(
fn(x0), f

n+1(x0)
)
∈ (0,∞) and, by (4.8), one has

F
(
d
(
fn(x0), f

n+1(x0)
))

< F
(
d
(
fn−1(x0), f

n(x0)
))

< . . .

< F
(
d
(
fN (x0), f

N+1(x0)
))

and hence d
(
fn(x0), f

n+1(x0)
)
< d

(
fN (x0), f

N+1(x0)
)
< ∞, for all n > N .

Next, considering the sequence
(
fn(x0)

)
n≥N

, we continue as in the proof of

Theorem 4.4, 1)-3).
(ii) Choose x ∈ X and let y ∈ X be as in the statement. Then, from (4.8), it

follows that d
(
fn(x0), f

n(y)
)
< d

(
f(x0), f(y)

)
< ∞ and also d

(
fn(x), fn(y)

)
<

d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
< ∞, for all n ≥ 1. The conclusion now results in the same way

as in the proof of Theorem 4.4, 4). □
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Remark 4.11. If we take F (t) = ln t in the previous theorem, we obtain [7,
Th.2.1, Th.2.2].

4.1. Application: weak F -countable iterated function systems. In this
section another example from fractal theory is described (more details of clas-
sical theory of countable iterated function systems can be found e.g. in [17]).
In the following (X,d) will be a complete metric space and F an element in
F1.

Definition 4.12. A countable family of weak F -contractions (fk)k≥1 onX into
itself is called a weak F -countable iterated function system (abbreviated weak-

F -CIFS). The set function S : CL(X) → CL(X) defined by S(B) =
∪
k≥1

fk(B)

is called the associated Hutchinson operator. A set A ∈ CL(X) is said to be
an attractor of the weak-F -CIFS whenever S(A) = A.

Lemma 4.13. Assume that F is continuous and f : X → X is a weak F -
contraction, its constant from (3.1) being 2τ . Then

τ + F
(
h
(
f(B), f(C)

))
≤ F

(
h(B,C)

)
,

for every B,C ∈ CL(X), either C ⊂ B or B ⊂ C, h(B,C) < ∞, f(B) ̸= f(C),
where h denotes the Hausdorff-Pompeiu generalized metric (see Example 4.9).

Proof. Let B,C ∈ CL(X) be such that C ⊂ B, h(B,C) < ∞ and f(B) ̸= f(C).
So f(C) ⊂ f(B) and, clearly, D(B,C) < ∞ and, according to Lemma 2.5,
D(C,B) = 0.

By hypothesis, we deduce that d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ d(x, y), for all x ∈ B, y ∈ C.

This implies

D
(
f(B), f(C)

)
= sup

x∈B
inf
y∈C

d
(
f(x), f(y)

)
≤ sup

x∈B
inf
y∈C

d(x, y) = D(B,C) < ∞.

Since h
(
f(B), f(C)

)
> 0 and D

(
f(C), f(B)

)
= 0, one deduces that D

(
f(B), f(C)

)
> 0.

Next, by the continuity of F , it follows that, for τ > 0, there is ε > 0,
ε < D

(
f(B), f(C)

)
such that

(4.9)
t ∈

(
D(f(B), f(C))− ε,D(f(B), f(C))+ ε

)
⇒ F (t) > F

(
D(f(B), f(C))

)
− τ.

One can find b ∈ B such that infy∈C d
(
f(b), f(y)

)
+ε > D

(
f(B), f(C)

)
. Notice

that f(b) /∈ f(C) because if that was not so, we would have ε > D
(
f(B), f(C)

)
contradicting the choice of b.

Now, taking t = infy∈C d
(
f(b), f(y)

)
in (4.9), we get

(4.10) F
(
D(f(B), f(C))

)
< τ + F

(
inf
y∈C

d
(
f(b), f(y))

)
.
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By hypothesis, 2τ + F
(
d(f(x), f(y))

)
≤ F

(
d(x, y)

)
for x ∈ B, y ∈ C,

f(x) ̸= f(y). Therefore, using (4.10), one has

τ + F
(
D(f(B), f(C))

)
< τ + τ + F

(
inf
y∈C

d(f(b), f(y))
)

≤ 2τ + F
(
d
(
f(b), f(y))

)
≤ F

(
d(b, y)

)
,

for all y ∈ C. Accordingly, using again the continuity of F , we have

(4.11) τ+F
(
D(f(B), f(C))

)
≤ F

(
inf
y∈C

d(b, y)
)
≤ F

(
D(B,C)

)
= F

(
h(B,C)

)
.

Since D
(
f(C), f(B)

)
= 0, it follows

τ + F
(
h(f(B), f(C))

)
≤ F

(
h(B,C)

)
,

as required. □

Theorem 4.14. Let (fk)k≥1 be a weak F -CIFS on the complete metric space
(X, d), where F ∈ F1 is continuous. Suppose that infk≥1 τk > 0, where 2τk
means the constant from (3.1) associated to fk. If, for each ∅ ≠ I ⊂ N, we put

CI = {ξk; k ∈ I}, where ξk is the fixed point of fk, then one of the following
alternative may occur:

(ii) h
(
Sn(CI),Sn+1(CI)

)
= ∞, for all n ∈ N,

or

(ii) there exists an attractor A ∈ CL(X) of the considered weak F -CIFS
and A = limn Sn(CI), the limits being taken with respect to the generalized
Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric.

If further S(X) is bounded, in particular when S(X) is compact, then the
attractor A is unique and it is successively approximated by

(
Sn(B)

)
n
, for every

B ∈ CL(X).

Proof. In order to apply Theorem 4.10, we check the conditions from the state-
ment taking into account Remark 4.7.

Clearly B,C ∈ CL(X), B ⊂ C imply S(B) ⊂ S(C), hence (a) holds.
Next, according to Theorem 3.9, for each k ≥ 1, there exists a unique fixed

point ξk of fk. Hence, for every I ⊂ N, I ̸= ∅, {ξk; k ∈ I} =
∪

k∈I fk
(
{ξk}

)
⊂∪

k≥1 fk(CI), so CI ⊂ S(CI), therefore (b) is fulfilled.

Now we intend to prove (c). Set τ = infk≥1 τk > 0. Choose B,C ∈ CL(X),
C ⊂ B, h(B,C) < ∞, h

(
S(B),S(C)

)
∈ (0,∞). Hence, one can find k ∈

N such that fk(B) ̸= fk(C), that is D(fk(B), fk(C)) > 0. In view of the
aforesaid, using Lemma 2.5, Lemma 4.13 and the fact that, F being continuous,
F (supM) ≤ supF (M) for every set M ∈ CL(X), one has

τ + F
(
D(S(B),S(C))

)
≤ τ + F

(
sup
k≥1

D(fk(B), fk(C))
)
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≤ τ+sup
k≥1

F
(
D(fk(B), fk(C))

)
≤ sup

k≥1

(
τk+F

(
D(fk(B), fk(C))

))
≤ F

(
h(B,C)

)
,

where, at the last inequality, we used (4.11). Since S(C) ⊂ S(B) implies
D
(
S(C),S(B)

)
= 0, we get

τ + F
(
h(S(B),S(C))

)
≤ F

(
h(B,C)

)
.

In view of Remark 4.7, it is enough to prove (e′2) instead of (e2). Let (Bn)n
be a nondecreasing sequence of closed subsets of C which converges in the gen-
eralized Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric to a set B ∈ CL(X), that is B = limn(Bn),
so D(Bn, B) −→

n
0. We need to show that Bn ⊂ B, for all n ≥ 1. Let n0 ∈ N

and b ∈ Bn0 be fixed. Since Bn0 ⊂ Bn, one has b ∈ Bn, for every n ≥ n0.
Then, for each n ≥ n0, we get

inf
x∈B

d(b, x) ≤ sup
y∈Bn

inf
x∈B

d(y, x) = D(Bn, B) −→
n

0.

Thus b ∈ B = B. This means Bn0 ⊂ B. The first conclusion now follows from
Theorem 4.10, (i).

Assuming that S(X) is bounded, it follows that (α) does not occur. Since,
for every B,C ∈ CL(X), one has B∪C ∈ CL(X), Condition (e) from Theorem
4.10 is obviously fulfilled. In conclusion, there exists a unique attractor A ∈
CL(X) and A = limn Sn(B), for all B ∈ CL(X), completing the proof. □

Remark 4.15. In the particular case when (X, d) is a compact metric space
and, for each k ≥ 1, fk is a weak F -contraction with F (t) = ln t and infk τk > 0,
we obtain the theorem concerning the existence, uniqueness and approximation
of the attractor of the classical CIFS consisting of Banach contractions whose
ratios satisfy supk rk < 1 (see e.g. [18, Th. 3.2]). Indeed, in view of Remark
3.3, F ∈ F and fk is a Banach contraction with ratio rk = e−τk , for all k ∈ N.
Since infk τk > 0 is equivalent to supk rk < 1, the conclusion comes.

Example 4.16. Let us considerX = [0,∞) endowed with the Euclidean metric
and, for each k = 1, 2, . . . , a map fk : X → X given by fk(x) =

x
kx+1+αk, where

αk ≥ 0 (see Example 3.16). We consider further the mapping F : R+ → R,
F (t) = ln t− 1

t , for every t > 0. Then:
(i) fk is not a Banach contraction, for all k ≥ 1;
(ii) F /∈ F ;
(iii) (fk)k≥1 is a weak F -CIFS and, for each k ≥ 1, τk ∈ (0, k], τk be-

ing the constant associated to fk from (3.1). Moreover, if we denote CI ={
kαk+

√
k2α2

k+4αk

2k ; k ∈ I
}
, for every ∅ ≠ I ⊂ N, two cases may occur:

(i) h
(
Sn(CI),Sn+1(CI)

)
= ∞, for all n ∈ N, or

(ii) there exists an attractor A ∈ CL(X) and A = limn Sn(CI), the limits
being taken with respect to the generalized Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric;
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(iv) whenever supk αk < ∞, there is a unique attractor A of the considered
weak F -CIFS and A = limn Sn(B), for every B ∈ CL(X).

Proof. From Example 3.7 one deduces that F ∈ F1 \ F and, for each k ≥
1, fk is a weak F -contraction with τk ∈ (0, k] and its fixed point is ξk =
kαk+

√
k2α2

k+4αk

2k . In addition, fk is not a Banach contraction. Notice that we
can take τk = 1 for all k, so infk τk > 0.

On the other hand, using again Example 3.7 (d), one has fk(X) ⊂ [αk, αk +
k−1), for every k ∈ N, so S(X) ⊂ [0, supk αk + 1]. Therefore, if supk αk < ∞,
then S(X) is bounded.

The assertions of statement now follows immediately from Theorem 4.14. □
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[12] D. O’Regan, A. Petruşel, Fixed point theorems for generalized contractions in ordered

metric spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 341 (2008), no. 2, 1241–1252
[13] A. C. M. Ran and M. C. B. Reurings, A fixed point theorem in partially ordered sets

and some applications to matrix equations, Proc. Am. Math. Soc. 132 (2004), no. 5,
1435–1443

[14] A. Roldán, J. Mart́ınez-Moreno and C. Roldán, Multidimensional fixed point theorems

in partially ordered complete metric spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 396 (2012), no. 2,
536–545

[15] I. A. Rus, Picard operators and applications, Sci. Math. Jpn. 58 (2003), no. 1, 191–219.
[16] I. A. Rus, Generalized Contractions and Applications, Cluj University Press, Cluj-

Napoca, 2001



Weak F -contractions and some fixed point results 798

[17] N. A. Secelean, Iterated function systems consisting of F -contractions, Fixed Point The-

ory Appl. 2013 (2013) 13 pages.
[18] N. A. Secelean, Countable Iterated Function Systems, Lambert Academic Publishing,

Saarbrücken, 2013.
[19] M. Turinici, Abstract comparison principles and multivariable Gronwall-Bellman in-

equalities, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 117 (1986), no. 1, 100–127
[20] D. Wardowski, Fixed points of a new type of contractive mappings in complete metric

spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2012 (2012) 6 pages.

(Nicolae Adrian Secelean) Department of Mathematics and Informatics Faculty of
Sciences, Lucian Blaga University of Sibiu, Romania.

E-mail address: nicolae.secelean@ulbsibiu.ro


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. -contractions
	2.2. Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric

	3. Weak F-contractions
	3.1. The relationship between weak F-contractions and -contractions
	3.2. Application: weak F-iterated function systems

	4. Weak F-contractions on partially ordered complete metric spaces
	4.1. Application: weak F-countable iterated function systems

	References

