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NEW RANDOM FIXED POINT RESULTS FOR

GENERALIZED ALTERING DISTANCE FUNCTIONS

HEMANT KUMAR NASHINE

Abstract. The aim of this work is to establish new random common
fixed points for pair of mappings satisfying generalized weakly contrac-
tive conditions in the setting of complete metric spaces.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

During the last fifty years there have been so many exciting developments
in the field of random operator theory. Probabilistic functional analysis is an
important mathematical discipline because of its applications to probabilis-
tic models in applied problems. Random operator theory is needed for the
study of various classes of random equations. The theory of random fixed
point theorems was initiated by the Prague school of probabilistic in the
1950s. The interest in this subject enhanced after publication of the survey
paper by Bharucha Reid [6]. Random fixed point theory has received much
attention in recent years.

The Banach contraction mapping principle is one of the pivotal results of
analysis. It is widely considered as the source of metric fixed point theory.
Also its significance lies in its vast applicability in a number of branches of
mathematics.

Generalization of the aforesaid principle has been a heavily investigated
branch of research. In particular, obtaining the existence and uniqueness of
fixed points for self-maps on a metric space by altering distances between
the points with the use of a control function is an interesting aspect. In this
direction, Khan et al. [10] addressed a new category of fixed point problems
for a single self-map with the help of a control function that alters distance
between two points in a metric space which they called an altering distance
function.
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Definition 1.1. (Altering distance function [10]). A function φ : [0,∞) →
[0,∞) is called an altering distance function if the following properties are
satisfied:

(a) φ(0) = 0,
(b) φ is continuous and monotonically non-decreasing.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X , d) be a complete metric space, let φ be an altering
distance function, and let T : X → X be a self-mapping which satisfies the
following inequality:

φ(d(T x, T y)) ≤ cφ(d(x, y)) (1.1)

for all x, y ∈ X and for some 0 < c < 1. Then T has a unique fixed point.

In fact Khan et al. [10] proved a more general theorem [10, Theorem
2] of which the above result is a corollary. Another generalization of the
contraction principle was suggested by Alber and Guerre-Delabriere [2] in
Hilbert spaces by introducing the concept of weakly contractive mappings.

Definition 1.3. (weakly contractive mapping). Let X be a metric space.
A mapping T : X → X is called weakly contractive if for each x, y ∈ X ,

d(T x, T y) ≤ d(x, y)− φ(d(x, y)) (1.2)

where φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is positive on (0,∞) and φ(0) = 0.

If one takes φ(t) = kt where 0 < k < 1, then (1.2) reduces to (1.1).
In fact, Alber and Guerre-Delabriere [2] assumed an additional condition

on φ which is that limt→∞φ(t) = ∞. But Rhoades [11] obtained the result
noted in following theorem without using this particular assumption.
Theorem 1.4. [11] . If T : X → X is a weakly contractive mapping,
where (X , d) is a complete metric space, then T has a unique fixed point.

It may be observed that though the function φ has been defined in the
same way as the altering distance function, the way it has been used in The-
orem 1.4 is completely different from the use of altering distance function.

Definition 1.5. A self mapping T of a metric space (X , d) is said to be
weakly contractive with respect to a self mapping S : X → X , if for each
x, y ∈ X ,

d(T x, T y) ≤ d(Sx,Sy)− ψ(d(Sx,Sy)),
where ψ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a continuous and nondecreasing function such
that ψ is positive on (0,∞), ψ(0) = 0 and limt→∞ψ(t) = ∞.

Recently, Beg and Abbas [4] proved a generalization of the corresponding
theorems of Rhoades [11] for a pair of mappings in which one is weakly
contractive with respect to the other. This is further generalized by Azam
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and Shakeel [3] in convex metric spaces. Combining the generalization of the
Banach contraction principle given by Khan et al. [10] and the generalization
given by Rhoades [11], Dutta and Choudhury [8] obtained a result which is
further extended by Abbas and Khan [1]. Choudhury [7] also proved similar
types of results for generalized altering distance functions. Recently, Beg et
al. [5] obtained random versions of these results in convex separable complete
metric spaces.

In the Section 2 of this paper, a random common fixed point for a weakly
contractive condition based on a generalized altering function is derived. A
number of fixed point results may be obtained by assuming different forms
for the functions φ1 and φ2. In particular, fixed point results under var-
ious contractive conditions are obtainable from the results of this section
discussed under a relaxed condition of commuting of mappings. In the hy-
pothesis, the condition of commuting of mappings is not necessary. These
results generalize some recent well known comparable results in the liter-
ature. Our results improve and extend the results of Beg et al. [5] for
pair of mappings. Thus, we shall prove new results for random mappings,
which are extensions of the corresponding results for deterministic mappings
of [1, 3, 4, 7, 8, 10, 11].

Throughout this paper, let (X , d) be a Polish space, i.e., a separable
complete metric space and (Ω,A) be a measurable space. (i.e., Σ is a σ-
algebra of subsets of Ω). A function ξ : Ω → X is said to be a Σ-measurable
if for any open subset B of X , ξ−1(B) ∈ Σ. A mapping S : Ω × X → X is
said to be a random map if and only if for each fixed x ∈ X , the mapping
S(., x) : Ω → X is measurable. A random map S : Ω×X → X is continuous
if for each ω ∈ Ω, the mapping S(ω, .) : X → X is continuous. A measurable
mapping ξ : Ω → X is a random fixed point of the random map S : Ω×X →
X if and only if S(ω, ξ(ω)) = ξ(ω) for each ω ∈ Ω.

Definition 1.6. A measurable mapping ξ : Ω → K, is said to be a common
fixed point of random operators S : Ω × K → K and T : Ω × K → K if for
each ω ∈ Ω,

ξ(ω) = S(ω, ξ(ω)) = T (ω, ξ(ω)).

2. The random common fixed point theorem for a generalized
altering distance function

Now we will give a random common fixed point theorem for a pair of
maps. For this we need the following definition, which is given in [7].
Definition 2.1. [7]. A function φ : [0,∞)3 → [0,∞] is said to be a gene-
ralized altering distance function if

(i) φ(x, y, z) is continuous,
(ii) φ is monotone increasing in all of the three variables and



248 HEMANT KUMAR NASHINE

(iii) φ(x, y, z) = 0 only if x = y = z = 0.

Define ψ(x) = φ(x, x, x) for x ∈ [0,∞). Clearly, ψ(x) = 0 if and only if
x = 0. Examples of φ are
φ(a, b, c) = kmax{a, b, c}, for k > 0,
φ(a, b, c) = ap + bq + cr, p, q, r ≥ 1,
φ(a, b, c) = (a+ αbq)r + cs, where p, q, r, s ≥ 1 and α > 0.

Theorem 2.2. Let X be a separable metric space and K be a nonempty
Polish subspace of X . Let T ,S : Ω × K → K be continuous maps such that
for each x, y ∈ K

ψ1(d(T (ω, x),S(ω, y))) ≤ φ1(d(x, y), d(x, T (ω, x)), d(y,S(ω, y)))
− φ2(d(x, y), d(x, T (ω, x)), d(y,S(ω, y))) (2.1)

where φi(i = 1, 2) are generalized altering distance functions and ψ1(x) =
φ1(x, x, x). Then, there exists a measurable mapping ξ : Ω → K such that

ξ(ω) = T (ω, ξ(ω)) = S(ω, ξ(ω)).

Proof. Let ξ0 : Ω → K be a measurable but fixed mapping on K, we set
ξ1(ω) = T (ω, ξ0(ω)) and ξ2(ω) = S(ω, ξ1(ω)). Similarly we set ξ3(ω) =
T (ω, ξ2(ω)) and ξ4(ω) = S(ω, ξ3(ω)). Inductively, we construct a sequence
of measurable maps {ξn} from Ω to K such that

ξ2n+1(ω) = T (ω, ξ2n(ω)) and ξ2n+2(ω) = S(ω, ξ2n+1(ω)). (2.2)

Since S and T are continuous, by a result of Himmelberg [9], {ξn} is a
measurable sequence.

We complete the proof in four parts.

Part (I). First, we will prove that

d(ξn(ω), ξn+1(ω)) ≤ d(ξn−1(ω), ξn(ω)).

Consider

ψ1(d(ξ2n+1(ω)), ξ2n+2(ω)))) = ψ1(d(T (ω, ξ2n(ω)),S(ω, ξ2n+1(ω))))

≤ φ1(d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), d(ξ2n(ω), T (ω, ξ2n(ω))), d(ξ2n+1(ω),

S(ω, ξ2n+1(ω))))− φ2(d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), d(ξ2n(ω), T (ω, ξ2n(ω))),

d(ξ2n+1(ω),S(ω, ξ2n+1(ω))))

= φ1(d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), d(ξ2n+1(ω), ξ2n+2(ω)))

− φ2(d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), d(ξ2n+1(ω), ξ2n+2(ω)))

≤ φ1(d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), d(ξ2n+1(ω), ξ2n+2(ω)))

− φ2(d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), d(ξ2n+1(ω), ξ2n+2(ω))). (2.3)
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If d(ξ2n+1(ω)), ξ2n+2(ω)) > d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), then

ψ1(d(ξ2n+1(ω), ξ2n+2(ω)))

≤ φ1(d(ξ2n+1(ω), ξ2n+2(ω), d(ξ2n+1(ω)), ξ2n+2(ω), d(ξ2n+1(ω), ξ2n+2(ω)))

= ψ(d(ξ2n+1(ω), ξ2n+2(ω))), (2.4)

since φ1 is monotone increasing in all variables and

φ2(d(ξ2n+1(ω)), ξ2n+2(ω)), d(ξ2n+1(ω))) ̸= 0

whenever d(ξ2n+1(ω)), ξ2n+2(ω)) ̸= 0, which is a contradiction. So, we have

d(ξ2n+1(ω)), ξ2n+2(ω)) ≤ d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n+1(ω)), n ≥ 0. (2.5)

Putting x = ξ2n(ω) and y = ξ2n−1(ω) in (2.1), we have

ψ1(d(ξ2n(ω)), ξ2n+1(ω))))

≤ φ1(d(ξ2n−1(ω), ξ2n(ω)), d(ξ2n−1(ω), ξ2n−1(ω)), d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n(ω)))

− φ2(d(ξ2n−1(ω), ξ2n(ω)), d(ξ2n−1(ω), ξ2n−1(ω)), d(ξ2n(ω), ξ2n(ω)))
(2.6)

By a similar argument, we have

d(ξ2n+2(ω), ξ2n+3(ω)) ≤ d(ξ2n+1(ω), ξ2n+2(ω)). (2.7)

From (2.5) and (2.7), we obtain

d(ξn+1(ω), ξn+2(ω)) ≤ d(ξn(ω), ξn+1(ω)), ∀n ≥ 0. (2.8)

Therefore, from (2.3) and (2.8), we have for all n ≥ 0

ψ1(d(ξn+1(ω), ξn+2(ω)))

≤ ψ1(d(ξn(ω), ξn+1(ω)))− ψ2(d(ξn(ω), ξn+1(ω))), where ψ2 = φ2(x, x, x)

or equivalently

ψ2(d(ξn+1(ω), ξn+2(ω))) ≤ ψ1(d(ξn(ω), ξn+1(ω)))− ψ1(d(ξn(ω), ξn+1(ω))).

Summing up from (2.8), we obtain

∞∑
n=0

ψ2(d(ξn+1(ω), ξn+2(ω))) ≤ ψ1(d(ξ0(ω), ξ1(ω))) <∞

which implies

ψ2(d(ξn(ω), ξn+1(ω))) → 0 as n→ ∞. (2.9)

Again, from (2.8), the sequence {d(ξn(ω), ξn+1(ω)))} is monotone non-in-
creasing and bounded. Hence, there exists a real number r(ω) ≥ 0 such
that,

lim
n→∞

d(ξn(ω), ξn+1(ω)) = r(ω).
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Then by the continuity of ψ, from (2.9), we obtain ψ2(r(ω)) = 0 which
implies that by the property of function ψ, we have r(ω) = 0. Thus

lim
n→∞

d(ξn(ω)), ξn+1(ω)) = 0. (2.10)

Part (II.) Next, we claim that {ξn(ω)} is a Cauchy sequence in K.

If possible, let {ξn(ω)} not be a Cauchy sequence. Then there exists ϵ > 0
for which we can find subsequences {ξni(ω)} and {ξmi(ω)} of {ξn(ω)} with
ni > mi > i such that

d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)) ≥ ϵ. (2.11)

Further, we can choose ni corresponding to mi in such a way that it is the
smallest integer with ni > mi satisfying (2.11). Then

d(ξmi(ω), ξni−1(ω)) < ϵ. (2.12)

Using (2.11), (2.12) and the triangle inequality, we have

ϵ ≤ d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)) ≤ d(ξmi(ω), ξni−1(ω)) + d(ξni−1, ξni(ω))

< ϵ+ d(ξni−1(ω), ξni(ω)). (2.13)

Letting i→ ∞ and using (2.10),

lim
i→∞

d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)) = ϵ. (2.14)

Again, from the triangle inequality we get

d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)) ≤ d(ξmi(ω), ξmi−1(ω))) + d(ξmi−1(ω), ξni−1(ω))

+ d(ξni−1(ω), ξni(ω))

d(ξmi−1(ω), ξni−1(ω)) ≤ d(ξmi−1(ω), ξmi(ω)) + d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω))

+ d(ξni(ω), ξni−1(ω)). (2.15)

Letting i→ ∞ and using inequalities (2.10) and (2.13), we have

lim
i→∞

d(ξmi−1(ω), ξni−1(ω)) = ϵ. (2.16)

Setting x = ξmi(ω) and y = ξni(ω) in (2.1), we obtain

ψ1(d(ξmi−1(ω)), ξni−1(ω))) = ψ1(d(T (ω, ξmi(ω)),S(ω, ξni(ω))))

≤ φ1(d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)), d(ξmi(ω), T (ω, ξmi(ω))), d(ξni(ω),S(ω, ξni(ω))))

− φ2(d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)), d(ξmi(ω), T (ω, ξmi(ω))), d(ξni(ω),S(ω, ξni(ω)))).
(2.17)
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Letting i → ∞ in (2.17) and using inequalities (2.2), (2.11) and (2.12), we
have

ψ1(ϵ) ≤ lim
n→∞

[φ1(d(T (ω, ξmi(ω)),S(ω, ξni(ω))))]

≤ lim
n→∞

[φ1(d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)), d(ξmi(ω),T (ω, ξmi(ω))), d(ξni(ω),S(ω, ξni(ω))))

−φ(d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)), d(ξmi(ω), T (ω, ξmi(ω))), d(ξni(ω),S(ω, ξni(ω)))]

= lim
n→∞

[φ1(d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)), d(ξmi(ω), ξmi+1(ω))), d(ξni(ω), ξni+1(ω)))]

− φ2(d(ξmi(ω), ξni(ω)), d(ξmi(ω), ξmi+1(ω)), d(ξni(ω), ξni+1(ω))).
(2.18)

Using inequalities (2.10), (2.11), (2.12) and (2.14), we have

ψ(ϵ) ≤ φ1(ϵ, 0, 0)− φ2(ϵ, 0, 0) < φ1(ϵ),

since φ1 is monotone increasing in its variables and by the property of φ2

that φ(x, y, z) = 0 if and only if x = y = z = 0. Thus, we arrive at a
contradiction, as ϵ > 0. Hence {ξn(ω)} is a Cauchy sequence in K.

Part (III). Thirdly, we find a random common fixed point of T and S.

Since {ξn(ω)} is a Cauchy sequence in the complete metric space K, there
exists ξ : Ω → K such that ξn(ω) → ξ(ω). Moreover, ξn+1(ω) → ξ(ω). We
show that ξ(ω) is a random common point of T and S. Consider,

ψ1(d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξn+1(ω))) = ψ1(d(T (ω, ξ(ω)),S(ω, ξn(ω))))
≤ φ1(d(ξ(ω), ξn(ω)), d(T (ω, ξn(ω)), ξn(ω)), d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω)))

− φ2(d(ξ(ω), ξn(ω)), d(T (ω, ξn(ω)), ξn(ω)), d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω))).

Letting limit n→ ∞ in the above inequality, we have

ψ(d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω)))

≤ lim
i→∞

[φ1(d(ξ(ω), ξn(ω)), d(T (ω, ξn(ω)), ξn(ω)), d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω)))

− φ2(d(ξ(ω), ξn(ω)), d(T (ω, ξn(ω)), ξn(ω)), d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω)))]

= φ1(0, 0, d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω)))− φ2(0, 0, d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω))).

If d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω)) ̸= 0, then using the property of monotone increasing
of φ1 and φ2, and that φ2(x, y, z) = 0 if and only if x = y = z, we get

ψ1(d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω))) ≤ φ1(d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω))),

a contradiction. Hence, d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), ξ(ω)) = 0 or T (ω, ξ(ω)) = ξ(ω). Now,
using a similar argument as above, we conclude that d(ξ(ω),S(ω, ξ(ω))) = 0
or ξ(ω) = S(ω, ξ(ω)).
Hence ξ(ω) is a random common fixed point of T and S.
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Part (IV). Finally, we prove the uniqueness of the random common fixed
point.

Let ξ(ω) and ζ(ω) be two fixed points of T and S, i.e, S(ω, ξ(ω)) = ξ(ω) =
T (ω, ξ(ω)) and T (ω, ζ(ω)) = ζ(ω) = S(ω, ζ(ω)). Using inequality (2.1), we
have

ψ(d(ξ(ω), ζ(ω))) = ψ(d(T (ω, ξ(ω)), T (ω, ζ(ω))))

≤ φ1(d(ξ(ω), ζ(ω)), d(ξ(ω), T (ω, ξ(ω))), d(ζ(ω),S(ω, ζ(ω))))
− φ2(d(ξ(ω), ζ(ω)), d(ξ(ω), T (ω, ξ(ω))), d(ζ(ω),S(ω, ζ(ω))))

= φ1(d(ξ(ω), ζ(ω)), 0, 0)− φ2(d(ξ(ω), ζ(ω)), 0, 0) < φ1(d(ξ(ω), ζ(ω)))

which is possible only when ξ(ω) = ζ(ω), since φ1 is monotone increasing in
all its variables and φ(x, y, z) ≤ 0 if at least one of x, y, z is non-zero. Hence
ξ(ω) is the unique random common fixed point of T and S, i.e.,

S(ω, ξ(ω)) = ξ(ω) = T (ω, ξ(ω)).

�
Remark 2.3. (i) Theorem 2.2 is a random version improvement of Theorem
1 [7].

(ii) Theorem 2.2 presents a random version improvement, extension and
generalization of Abbas and Khan [1], Dutta and Choudhury [8, Theorem
2.1] and Rhoades [11] by considering generalized altering distance function.

(iii) Theorem 2.2 is generalization of Theorem 2.1 [5] for two mappings
using considering a generalized altering distance function.

If in Theorem 2.2, S = T , then we have the following result as a particular
case.

Theorem 2.4. Let X be a separable metric space and K be a nonempty
Polish subspace of X , with T : Ω × K → K and suppose that for each
x, y ∈ K

ψ1(d(T (ω, x), T (ω, y))) ≤ φ1(d(x, y), d(x, T (ω, x)), d(y, T (ω, y)))

− φ2(d(x, y), d(x, T (ω, x)), d(y, T (ω, y)))

where φi(i = 1, 2) are generalized altering distance functions and ψ1(x) =
φ1(x, x, x). Then, there exists a measurable mapping ξ : Ω → K such that

ξ(ω) = T (ω, ξ(ω)).
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NEW RANDOM FIXED POINTS RESULTS . . . 253

References

[1] M. Abbas and M. Ali Khan, Common fixed point theorem of two mappings satis-
fying a generalized weak contractive condition, Inter. J. Math. Math. Sci., (2009),
doi:10.1155/2009/131068.

[2] Ya. I. Alber and S. Guerr-Delabriere, Principle of Weakly Contractive Maps Hilbert
Spaces, New Results in Operator Theory and its Applications (I.Gohberg and Yu.
Lyubich, eds.), Oper. Theory Adv. Appl., vol. 98, Birkhauser, Basel, 1997, pp. 7–22.

[3] A. Azam and M. Shakeel, Weakly contractive maps and common fixed points, Mat.
Vesnik, 60 (2008), 101-106.

[4] I. Beg and M. Abbas, Coincidence point and invariant approximation for mappings
satisfying generalized weak contractive condition, Fixed Point Theory Appl., 2006,
Art. ID 74503, 7 pp.

[5] I. Beg, A. Jahangir and A. Azam, Random coincidence and fixed points for weakly
compatible mappings in convex metric spaces, Asian-European J. Math., 2 (2) (2009),
171–182

[6] A. T. Bharucha-Reid, Fixed point theorem in probabilistic analysis, Bull. Amer. Math.
Soc., 82 (1976), 641–645.

[7] B. S. Choudhury, A common unique fixed point result in metric spaces involving
generalized altering distances, Math. Comm., 10 (2005), 105–110.

[8] P. N. Dutta and Binayak S. Choudhury, A generalisation of contraction principle
in metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl., Vol. 2008, Article ID 406368, 1-8,
doi:10.1155/2008/406368.

[9] C. J. Himmelberg, Measurable relations, Fund. Math., 87 (1975), 53–72.
[10] M. S. Khan, M. Swaleh and S. Sessa, Fixed point theorems by altering distances

between the points, Bull. Aust. Math. Soc., 30 (1) (1984), 1–9.
[11] B. E.Rhoades, Some theorems on weakly contractive maps, Nonlinear Anal., 47 (4)

(2001), 2683–2693.

(Received: August 12, 2010) Department of Mathematics
(Revised: March 16, 2011) Disha Institute of Management and Technology

Satya Vihar, Vidhansabha-Chandrakhuri Marg
Mandir Hasaud, Raipur-492101(Chhattisgarh)
India
E–mail: hemantnashine@rediffmail.com


