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ABSTRACT. In this paper we obtain improved versions of some common cou-
pled fixed point results for mappings in (ordered) G-metric spaces. Examples
show that these improvements are proper.

1. Introduction

In 2004, Mustafa and Sims introduced a new notion of generalized metric space
called G-metric space, where to every triplet of elements a non-negative real number
is assigned [28]. Fixed point theory in such spaces was studied in [27), 29] [30].
Particularly, Banach contraction mapping principle was established in these works.
After that several fixed point results were proved in these spaces (see, e.g., [2, Bl [4,
5, [10, [35], 36]).

Recently, fixed point theory has developed rapidly in partially ordered metric
spaces. The first result in this direction was given by Ran and Reurings [33] who
presented its applications to matrix equation. Subsequently, Nieto and Rodriguez-
Lépez [31] extended this result and applied it to obtain a unique solution for periodic
boundary value problems. Further results were obtained by several authors, we
mention [6, 20} 21].

The notion of a coupled fixed point was introduced and studied by Guo and
Lakshmikantham [18] and Bhaskar and Lakshmikantham [14]. In subsequent papers
several authors proved various coupled and common coupled fixed point theorems
in (partially ordered) metric spaces (see, e.g., [19 24, 25] [37]). These results were
applied for investigation of solutions of differential and integral equations. Fixed
point and coupled fixed point results in partially ordered G-metric spaces were
obtained in, e.g., [8 [0l 15l 16l 26] B34 B8] 39, 40].
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In recent papers [7, 111, 12, 13| [I7], a method was developed of reducing coupled
fixed point results in (ordered) metric spaces to the respective results for mappings
with one variable, even obtaining more general theorems. In this paper, we apply
this method and obtain improved versions of some common coupled fixed point
results for mappings in (ordered) G-metric spaces. Examples show that some of
these improvements are proper.

2. Preliminaries

For more details on the following definitions and results concerning G-metric
spaces, we refer the reader to [2§].

Definition 2.1. Let X be a nonempty set and let g : X x X x X — R™ be a function
satisfying the following properties:

(Gl) g(z,y,2) =0 ifx =y = z;

(G2) 0 < g(x,x,y) for all x,y € X with x # y;

(G3) g(z,z,y) < g(z,y, 2), for all x,y,z € X with z # y;

(G4) g(z,y,2) =gz, 2,y) = gy, z,x2) = ---, (symmetry in all three variables);

(G5) g(z,y,2) < g(x,a,a)+g(a,y, 2), for all x,y, z,a € X (rectangle inequality).
Then the function g is called a G-metric on X and the pair (X,g) is called a G-
metric space.
Definition 2.2. Let (X, g) be a G-metric space and let {x,} be a sequence of points
m X.

(1) A point € X is said to be the limit of a sequence {x,} if
limy, m—oo §(T, Tn, Tm) = 0, and one says that the sequence {z,} is g-
convergent to x.

(2) The sequence {x,} is said to be a g-Cauchy sequence if, for every e > 0,
there is a positive integer N such that g(xy, Tm,x;) < €, for alln,m,l > N;
that is, if g(xn,Tm, 1) = 0, as n,m,l — oo.

(3) (X,g) is said to be g-complete (or a complete G-metric space) if every g-
Cauchy sequence in (X, g) is g-convergent in X.

It was shown in [28] that the G-metric induces a Hausdorff topology and that
the convergence, as described in the above definition, is relative to this topology.
The topology being Hausdorff, a sequence can converge to at most one point.

Definition 2.3. A G-metric space (X, g) is called symmetric if
9(z,y,y) = g(z, 2,y)
holds for all x,y € X.
The following are some examples of G-metric spaces.
Example 2.1. (1) Let (X, d) be an ordinary metric space. Define g5 by
9s(z,y,2) = d(z,y) + d(y, ) + d(z, 2)

for all z,y,z € X. Then it is clear that (X, gs) is a symmetric G-metric space.
(2) Let X = {a,b}. Define

g(auaaa) = g(babub) = 07 g(auavb) = 17 g(avbub) = 27

and extend g to X x X x X by using the symmetry in the variables. Then it is
clear that (X, g) is an (asymmetric) G-metric space.
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Remark 1. If (X, g) is a G-metric space, then

dg(z,y) = g(2,y,y) + 9(z,7,y)
defines a standard metric on X. If the G-metric g is symmetric, this reduces to
dg(z,y) = 29(z,y,y). It has to be noted that in some cases contractive conditions
given in g-metric can be reformulated and used in this standard metric, but there
are a lot of situations where it is not possible.

Definition 2.4. [14, 4] Let (X, =) be a partially ordered set, f : X? — X and
h: X — X.
(1) f is said to have h-mized monotone property if the following two conditions
are satisfied:
(Voy, 22,y € X) hxy 2 hze = f(z1,y) X f(22,y),
(Vz,y1,y2 € X) hyy < hys = f(z,y1) = f(z,y2).
If h =ix (the identity map), we say that f has the mized monotone prop-
erty.

(2) A point (z,y) € X x X is said to be a coupled coincidence point of f and
h if f(x,y) = hx and f(y,x) = hy, and their common coupled fized point

if f(x,y)=hx =z and f(y,xz) =hy =y.
If X is a nonempty set, then the triple (X, g, <) will be called an ordered G-
metric space if:
(i) (X,g) is a G-metric space, and
(ii) (X, =) is a partially ordered set.
Definition 2.5. Let (X, g, <) be an ordered G-metric space. We say that (X, g, <)
is reqular if the following conditions hold:
(i) if a non-decreasing sequence {x,} is such that v, — x as n — oo, then
Ty 2 x for allm € N,
(it) if a non-increasing sequence {yn} is such that y, — y as n — oo, then
Yn =y for all n € N.

3. Auxiliary results
We will make use of the following auxiliary statement.

Lemma 3.1. Let (X, g, =) be a symmetric ordered G-metric space.

(a) If relation C is defined on X? by
XCU < z=uAy>=w, X = (z,9),U = (u,v) € X2,

and G : X% x X% x X2 — R* is given by

G(X,U,S) = g(z,u,s) + g(y,v,t), X = (z,9),Y = (u,v),S = (s, ) € &2,
then (X?,G,C) is an ordered G-metric space. The space (X?,G) is complete iff
(X,g) is complete.

(b) If h : X — X is a self-map, and a mapping f : X*> — X has the h-mized
monotone property, then the mapping F : X2 — X2 given by

FX = (f(z,9). f(y,2)), X =(2,y9) € X~

is H-nondecreasing w.r.t. C, i.e.

HXCHU = FXCFU,
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where H : X? — X? is defined by H(x,y) = (hz, hy).

(c) If h is continuous in (X,g) then H is continuous in (X2, G). If f is contin-
uous from (X2,G) to (X,g) (i.e. xn — x and y, — y imply f(xn,yn) — f(2,9))
then F is continuous in (X?,G).

Proof. (a) Relation C is obviously a partial order on X2. In order to prove that G
is a G-metric on X2, we will check conditions (G3) and (G5) (the other three are
trivial).

(G3) Let X = (z,y),U = (u,v),S = (s,t) € X? be such that U # S, i.e., u # s
or v # t. If both of these relations hold, the proof is easy. Suppose, for instance,
that u # s and v = ¢t. Then

G(X,X,U) =g(x,z,u) + g(y,y,v) < g(x,u,8) + g(y,v,v)

9(
Sg(xvu, s)+9(y,v,t) = G(X,U,9).
(G5) Let X = (z,y),U = (u,v),S = (s,t), A = (a,b) € X2. Then
G(X7 UvS) :g(‘rvuvs) (y7 )
<g(@,a,a) +g(a,u,s) + g(y,b,b) + g(b, v, )
=G(X,AA)+GATU,S).

(b,c) The assertions about completeness and continuity follow directly from re-
spective definitions. (|

Remark 2. It was shown in [28, Theorem 4.1] that if a G-metric g on X is asym-
metric, then the function G (defined in the previous lemma) might not satisfy prop-
erty (G3) of a G-metric. In that case a G-metric on X? can still be defined, but
becomes more involved, e.g. (see |28, Theorem 4.2]),

(X, U,S) = ;’[ (2,0, 0) + g(z, 7, 0) + g1, 5, )
+g(u,u, s) + g(s,2,2) + g(s, 5, 7)]
+ zl9(,v,0) + 9y, y,0) + g(v, L, 1)
+g9(v,v,t) +9(t,y,y) +9(t Y],

for X = (z,y), U = (u,v), S = (s,t) € X? defines a symmetric G-metric. For the
sake of simplicity, we will stay within the assumptions from the previous lemma,
bearing in mind that most examples of G-metrics in applications are symmetric

(see, e.g., Example[21)(1)).

wl

Assertions similar to the following lemma were used in the frame of metric spaces
in the course of proofs of several fixed point results in various papers (see, e.g., [32,
Lemma 2.1]).

Lemma 3.2. Let (X, g) be a G-metric space and let {y,} be a sequence in X such
that {g(Yn, Yn+1,Yn+1)} i non-increasing and

lim g(Yn, Yn+t1,Ynt1) = 0.

n—oo

If {yn} is not a Cauchy sequence in (X, g), then there exist € > 0 and two sequences
{m} and {ny} of positive integers such that ni > my > k and the following four
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sequences tend to € when k — oo:

g(y2mk sy Yoy s Yon,, )7 g(y2mk yYon,—1, ank—l)a
I(Y2mp+1, Y2nks Y2ni )y 9(Y2n,—1, Y2my+1, Y2my+1)-
Proof. Suppose that {ya,} is not a Cauchy sequence in (X, g). Then there exists
e > 0 and sequences {my, } and {n} of positive integers such that n; > my > k and
9(Y2my Y2ns, Y2n, ) = €, and they can be chosen so that ny is always the smallest
possible, i.e.; g(Yam,, Yan,—2, Yon,—2) < €. Now, applying (G5) we get that
e< g(mek » Y2ny y2nk) < g(mek y Y2np—2, y2nk*2)
+ 9(Y2ny -2, Y2ne—15Y2n.—1) + 9(Y2ni—1:Y2n, > Y2n,,)
< e+ g(Won,—2,Y2n,—15 Y2ne—1) + 9(Y2ne—1, Y2nis Y2n, )-
Passing to the limit as k — oo we get that im0 9(Y2my s Y2ns» Y2n,) = E-
Now, again by (G5), we have that
g(mek » Y2ny y2nk) < g(mek y Y2np—1, y2nk*1) + g(yQkala Yony y2nk)7
g(mek y Y2np—1 ankfl) < g(mek )y Y2y ank) + g(yQHk y Y2np—1 yQkal)'

Passing to the limit as k — oo we get that limg_,co 9(Y2my.s Y2n,—1, Y2n,—1) = €
The proof for the remaining two sequences is similar. ([l

4. Main results

Our first main result is the following
Theorem 4.1. Let (X, g,=) be a complete partially ordered symmetric G-metric
space and let f : X? — X satisfies the following conditions:

(1) f satisfies the mized monotone property.

(2) There exist nonnegative real numbers a, b, ¢, d such that a+b+c+d <1 and
for all z,u, s,y,v,t € X satisfying (xt Xu=<sandy=v>=t)or(x=u*xs
and y = v < t) the following inequality holds

9(f(@,y), f(u,v), f(s,8)) + g(f(y,2), f(v,u), f(L,5))
<alg(z, u,s) +g(y,v,t)]
+ blg(x, f(z,y), f(z,9) + 9(y, [y, 2), f(y, 2))]
+ clg(u, f(u,v), f(u,v)) + g(v, f(v,u), f(v,u))]
+dlg(s, f(s,1), f(s,1) + g(t, f(E,5), f (£, 5))].

(3) There exist xo,yo € X such that xo = f(xo,y0) and yo > f(yo,x0) (or vice
versa,).
Then f has a coupled fixed point in X2.
Proof. Define the order C and G-metric G on X2, as well as the mapping F :
X% - Xx? as in Lemma[B.Il Then (X,G,C) is a complete ordered G-metric space
and:
(1) F:Xx? — X? is a nondecreasing mapping (w.r.t. C).
(2) For all X,U,S € &? satisfying X CTU C Sor S C U C X, the following
inequality holds (a +b+c+d < 1):
G(FX,FU,FS) < aG(X, U, S) + bG(X, FX, FX)
+ cG(U,FU,FU) 4+ dG(S,FS,FS).
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(3) There exist Xo € X2 such that Xo C F X (or vice versa).

Hence, F satisfies all the conditions of the “ordered version” of [27, Theorem 2.1],

which can be proved similarly as the “unordered version” given in [27] with the

usual adaptations for the ordered case (only the proof of uniqueness in this case

needs additional assumptions). Thus, the mapping F has a fixed point in X2 i.e.,

there exists X = (Z,9) € X2 such that f(z,y) = Z and f(y,Z) = §, which means

that f has a coupled fixed point in A2 O
In particular, when b = ¢ = d = 0, we get

Corollary 4.1. Let (X,g,=) be a complete partially ordered symmetric G-metric
space and let f: X2 — X satisfies the following conditions:

(1) f satisfies the mized monotone property.
(2) There exists a € [0,1) such that for all x,u,s,y,v,t € X satisfying (v =
uxsandy=v¥r=t)or (x>=ursandy < v <t) the following inequality

holds
g(f(xu y)v f(uv U)u f(S, t)) + g(f(yu I), f(’U, u)7 f(tv 8))
< alg(z, u,s) +g(y, v, 1)] (1)
(3) There) exist xo,yo € X such that xg = f(xo,y0) and yo = f(yo,x0) (or vice

Then f has a coupled fized point in X2.

We will show in the next example that there exist situations when this corollary
can be used for the proof of existence of a coupled fixed point, while [16, Theorem
3.1] cannot.

Example 4.1. Let X = R be equipped with standard order < and G-metric given
as g(z,y,2) = |z —y|+ |y — 2| + |z — 2|. Then (X, g,<) is a complete partially
r —4y

6
take a = %. Then f has the mixed monotone property and for all x,y, u,v,s,t € X

satisfying < u < s and y < v <t (or vice versa), the following holds

9(f (@,y), f(u,0), f(s,1)) + 9(f (y, ), f(v,u), f(E,5))

r—4y u—4v s—4t y—4dxr v—4u t—4s
:g( 6 6 ' 6 )“’( 6 6 6 )
r—4y  u—4v u—4v  s—4t s—4t T —4y
6 6 6 6 ‘ 6 6 ‘
y—4r v —4u v—4u t—4s ‘t—4s y —4x

ordered symmetric G-metric space. Define f : X? — X as f(x,y) = and

6 6 6 6 6 6
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5)
=gl —ul+fu—sl+ls—all +[ly — o[ + v~ t] + |t —y[]}

= alg(z,u,s) + g(y,v,t)].

Hence, condition (dJ) is satisfied and, by Corollary ], f has a coupled fixed point
(which is (0,0)).
On the other hand, suppose that condition

9(f(.9). J(w,0). f(5.) < Sloe,u, ) + g(y,0.0)] (2)

(condition (3.1) from [16]) holds for some a € [0,1) and all z,y,u,v,s,t € X
satisfying x <wu < s and y < v <t (or vice versa) and u # s or v # t (assume, e.g.,
v # t). This means that
x—4y_u—4v u—4v_s—4t s—4t_:v—4y
6 6 6 6 6 6
|z —ul+u—s|+[s =[] + [ly = vl + [v = t] + [t = y]].

Ml@

Putting x = u = s in this inequality, we get that
2 a
gy —vl+lo—tf+ [t —yll < Slly = vl + v —t[ + ]t = yll,

and since v # t, we get that 2 5 <3, 1le a >4 3, a contradiction.
Since, obviously, cond1t10n (IZI) 1mphes condition (), we conclude that (in the
case of a symmetric G-metric) Corollary [ lis a strict improvement of [16] Theorem

3.1].

We will consider now mappings satisfying so-called weak contractive conditions,
involving also an additional mapping. For the sake of simplicity, we will treat the
”unordered” case, although a similar result can be obtained in ordered spaces, as
well. We will use the following notion.

Definition 4.1. [I, 2] Mappings h : X — X and f : X?> — X are called w-
compatible if they commute at their coincidence points, i.e., hx = f(x,y) and hy =
f(y, ) imply that hf(z,y) = f(hx, hy).
Theorem 4.2. Let (X,g) be a symmetric G-metric space, and let two mappings
h:X = X and f: X% = X satisfy the following conditions:

(1) h and f are w-compatible,

(2) f(X?) C hX and hX is a complete subset of X,

(3) for all x,y,u,v,s,t € X the following condition holds

9(f(2,y), f(u,0), f(s,8)) + 9(f(y, @), fv, ), f(,5))

< Slgh, £(u,0), £(u,0)) + glhy, £ (v, ), (0, w)
+ gl £(5,0), £ (5,0) + g(hw, £(2.5), £(1,5))
+g(hs, f(z,y), f(2,y)) + g(ht, f(y, z), f(y, 2))]

2Y)
@(g(hz, f(u,v), f(u,0)) + g(hy, f(v,u), f(v,u)),
g(hu, f(s,t), f(s,1)) + g(hv, f(t, ), f(t,5)),

g(hs, f(x,y), f(x,y)) + g(ht, f(y,2), f(y,2))),

I
where ¢ : [0,4+00)% — [0, +00) is a continuous function such that p(p,q,r) =
0ffp=q=r=0.
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Then h and f have a unique common coupled fixed point.

Remark 3. It would be possible to add also an altering distance function i (in the
sense of Khan et al. [23]) into the contractive condition. But, taking into account
the results of Jachymski from [22], we will not do it here.

Proof. Define again the G-metric G on X2, as well as the mappings F, H : X2 —
X? as in Lemma Bl Then (X,G) is a G-metric space and:

(1) H and F are weakly compatible (in the sense of Jungck),

(2) FX? C HX? and the last is a complete subset of X2,

(3) for all X,U,S € X2 the following condition holds

G(FX,FU,FS) < %[G(HX, FU,FU) + G(HU, FS,FS) + G(HS, FX, FX)]

— o(HX,FU,FU),G(HU,FS,FS),G(HS,FX,FX)),

where ¢ : [0, +00)3 — [0, +00) is a continuous function such that p(p, q,r) =
Oiffp=qgq=r=0.
Hence, all the conditions of [10, Theorem 2.2] are fulfilled and it follows that H and
F have a unique common fixed point X = (Z,y). This point is obviously a unique
common coupled fixed point of h and f. O
Similarly as in [10], the following corollary is obtained taking ¢(p,q,7) = (5 —
a)(p+q+r) for a € [0,1). We note that this corollary is an improvement of [10]
Corollary 2.4] since the contractive condition of [10, Corollary 2.4] implies (3).

Corollary 4.2. Let (X, g) be a symmetric G-metric space, and let two mappings
h:X — X and f : X% — X satisfy the following conditions:

(1) h and f are w-compatible,
(2) f(X?) C hX and hX is a complete subset of X,
(3) for all x,y,u,v,s,t € X the following condition holds

9(f (@, y), f(u,0), f(5,0)) + 9(f(y, @), f (v, u), f(t,5))
< alg(hx, f(u,v), f(u,0)) + g(hy, f(v,u), f(v,u))
+g(hu, f(s,1), f(s,) + g(hv, f(t,5), f (£, 5))
+ g(hs, f(z,y), f(2,9)) + 9(ht, [y, @), [y, 2))], 3)

where o € [0, 3).

Then h and f have a unique common coupled fixed point.

In order to obtain the next result, we will prove first the following lemma. We will
denote by @ the set of functions ¢ : [0, 4+00) — [0, +00) satisfying lim;_,, ¢(t) > 0
for each » > 0 (note that we again do not use an additional altering distance
function ¢, see Remark [3)).

Lemma 4.1. Let (X, G, =) be a complete partially ordered G-metric space and let
T : X — X satisfy the following conditions:

(i) T is non-decreasing and there exists xo € X such that xo < Txg,
(ii) there exists ¢ € ® such that the following contractive condition is satisfied
for all x,y,z € X satisfyingx [y Sz orx =y > z:

G(Tvavaz) < G(:c,y,z) —(p(G(,T,y,Z)), (4)

(iii) T 4s continuous, or
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(iii") (X, G, =) is regular in the sense of Definition [Z3
Then T has a fixed point in X.

Proof. Let 25 € X’ be such that 2y = Txg. Construct the Picard sequence {z,}
by zp41 = Txy,, n =0,1,2,... Using monotonicity of T" we conclude by induction
that {x,} is non-decreasing. If x,,+1 = x,, for some ng, then it is a fixed point
of T. Thus we shall assume that G(z,, zp+1,Zny1) > 0 for all n > 0. We first
prove that

lim G(zn,Tni1, Tnt1) = 0. (5)

n—oo

Since x,, X Tp41 =< Tpt1, we can use (@) for these points, and we get that, for
n >0,

G(Tn+1, Tnt2, Tnt2) = G(Txp, TTn i1, TTni1)
< G(Tn, Tog1, Tng1) — @(G(Tn, Tng1, Tngt))- (6)

In particular, G(zn+41, Tnt2, Tnt2) < G(Tn, Tpi1, Tny1) for all n > 0. It means
that there exists p > 0 such that lim, o G(Zn,Tnt1,Zn+1) = p. Now suppose
that p > 0. Taking n — oo in (@), and using the property of ¢ € ®, we obtain
p < p, a contradiction. We conclude that (B) holds.

We will prove now that {z,} is a G-Cauchy sequence in X. Suppose this is not
the case. Then, by Lemma B2 there exist € > 0 and two sequences {my} and {ns}
of positive integers such that the sequences

G(Ikav'Ian;Ian)v G('erkvankflvankfl)?

G($2mk+1a T2ony, » xan); G('ranflv T2my,+1, I2mk+1)

tend to € when k — oo. Putting = Zam,, ¥ = Ton,—1, 2 = Tan,—1 in {@) (which
can be done since the sequence {z,} is monotone) we have

G(Z2mp+1; Tang» Tang ) = G(TT2my,, Tong—1, TTon,—1))
< G(Z2my s Tang—1, T2ng,—1) — P(G(T2my s T2ng—15 T2, —1))-

Letting k — oo, utilizing obtained limits and the property of function ¢ € ®, we
get € < e, which is a contradiction. We have proved that {x,} is a Cauchy sequence
in (X, Q). Hence, there exists z € X such that lim,, o z, = 2.

Suppose that (i) holds. Passing to the limit as n — oo in @, 41 = Tz, we readily
get that z = T'z.

Suppose that (ii) holds. Then z, =< z < z and we can apply () for these points
to get

G(nt41,T2,Tz) = G(Tay, Tz, Tz) < G(xp, 2,2) — o(G(xn, 2, 2)).

Letting n — oo we obtain that G(z,T2,Tz) =0, i.e., 2z =Tz. O
Applying the method used in the proofs of Theorems [4.1] and [£.2] and using
Lemma 1] we obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Let (X,g,=) be a complete partially ordered symmetric G-metric

space. Suppose that f : X? — X satisfies the following conditions:

(1) f has the mized monotone property,
(2) there exist xo,yo € X such that xo < f(xo,y0) and yo = f(yo, o),
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(3) there is a function ¢ € ® such that

9(f(z,y), f(u,0), f(s,1)) + g(f(y, ), f(v,u), f(t,5))
< g(@,u,8) +9(y, v, 1) — gz, u,5) + g(y,v,1)) (7)
holds for all x,u,s,y,v,t € X satisfying (x < u < s andy = v = t) or
(x mursandy<v=<t),
(4) f is continuous, or
(4) (X,g,=x) is regular.
Then f has a coupled fized point in X.

This theorem is obviously an improvement of |26, Corollary 2.3], since condition
(2.27) from [26], namely

g(f(:lc,y),f(U,v), f(S,t)) <

implies our condition (), when one takes ¢ = 2¢. The following example shows
that this improvement is proper.

[9(z,u,s) + g(y,v,t)] = P(g(w,u, s) + g(y,v,t)) (8)

N =

Example 4.2. Similarly as in Example [£1] let X = R be equipped with standard
order < and G-metric given as g(z,y, z) = |z —y|+ |y — 2| + |z — x|. Then (X, g, <)
is a complete partially ordered symmetric G-metric space. Define f : X? — X as

-2
flz,y) = z 1 Y and take @(t) = 1t. Then f has the mixed monotone property

— 1
and for all z,y,u,v,s,t € X satisfying © < u < s and y < v < ¢ (or vice versa), the
following holds

9(f (@, ), f(u,v), f(s,1)) + g(f(y,2), f(v,u), f(t,s))
< %{[Iw—UI+Iu—8|+ls—w|]+[|y—v|+Iv—t|+lt—y|]}
=g(z,u,8) + 9(y,v,t) — p(g(z,u, 8) + g(y, v, 1)).

Hence, condition () is satisfied and, by Theorem [£3] f has a coupled fixed point
(which is (0,0)).

On the other hand, suppose that condition [B) is satisfied with 1(t) = L¢(t) =
L, ie.
8 ) )

x—2y u-—2v
4 4

s—2t x—2y
4 4

4 4

u— 2v S—Qt‘

<

ool w

|z —ul+Ju—s[+[s =zl + [ly = v] + v = t] + [t = y]].
Putting x = u = s in this inequality, we get that

1 3

Slly —vl+ v —tf+ ]t —yl] < Slly — vl + o —t] + [t = yll,

and if; e.g., v # t, we get that % < %, which is not true.
The next example shows the importance of order defined on a G-metric space.

Example 4.3. Let X = [0,+00) be equipped with the G-metric g(x,y,2) = |z —
yl+ |y — z| + |z — 2| and the order < defined by

xRy <= z=yV(r,y€l0,1]Anz <y).
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Then (X, g, <) is a complete partially ordered symmetric G-metric space. Consider
the (continuous) mapping f : X2 — X given by

1
s, x €[0,1],y € X,
x,y) =
f(@y) { S x>1yceX.

I_E7

Obviously, f has the mixed monotone property. Let z,y,u,v,s,t € X be such that
r=u=sandy > v = t. Then the following cases are possible.

1) All of these variables belong to [0,1] and, hence z <u < sand y > v >t If
we denote by L and R, respectively, the left-hand and right-hand side of inequality

@), then
L=g(gz su,3s) + 9(3y, 3v, 1)

1
=gl —ul+lu—sl+|s =z + |y — o[ + v —t[ + ]t —y])

3
< gl —uf+lu—s|+ls—z[+]y—v|+ v -t +]t —y]) = R,

if we take, e.g., ¢ € ® to be given by ¢(t) = 1t.

2) z,u,s € [0,1] (and z < u < s) and y,v,t > 1 (and y = v = ¢). Then we have
L:g(%x,%u,%s)—g( _%a _%7y_%)

1
=gl —ul+|u—s/+l|s—2f) < 7(lz —ul + |u—s| +|s —2]) = R.

is similar.

— =l w

The case when z,u,s > 1 and y,v,t € [0,1
3) z,y,u,v,8,t>1. Then L =R =0.
Thus, all the conditions of Theorem are fulfilled and f has a coupled fixed

point (which is (0, 0)).

However, consider the same G-metric space (X, g) without order. Take (z,y) =

(2,2), (u,v) = (2,3) and (s,t) = (3,3). Then we have

L=yg(f(2,2), £(2,3), f(3,3)) + 9(f(2,2), (3,2), f(3,3))
oG L) gL B R 22—
and
=24+2—9(242)=4—¢(4) <4,

i.e., L > R whatever function ¢ € ® is chosen, and the contractive condition is not
satisfied.

Remark 4. In a very similar way, the results from [8, 9] can be modified.
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