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Abstract. This paper introduces novel fixed-point theorems for generalized Proinov contraction
mappings utilizing the measure of noncompactness. These results significantly extend existing
contraction principles and provide novel methods for analyzing nonlinear problems. We demon-
strate the practical power of our theorems by establishing the existence of solutions to a broad
class of nonlinear fractional differential equations with integral boundary conditions. An illustrative
example underscores the effectiveness of our approach, promising impactful applications in
fractional calculus and nonlinear analysis. Overall, these results enrich the theoretical framework
and offer valuable insights for researchers working on complex dynamical systems and applied
mathematical models.
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1 Introduction

The Banach contraction principle (BCP) [2] is a fundamental theorem that addresses
several issues about the existence and uniqueness of fixed points in nonlinear analysis.
It has been employed in a variety of fields such as physics, economics, biology, and
different branches of science. In Banach spaces, Schauder [20] demonstrated in 1930 that
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all continuous compact mappings in closed convex subsets have at least one fixed point;
this result generalizes the Brouwer fixed-point theorem to infinite-dimensional Banach
spaces. BCP has many extensions that have appeared in several papers. In [9, 10], Ciri¢
investigated a new category of generalized contractions and derived the existence and
uniqueness of fixed points, and in [7, 8], the authors established a generalization of BCP.
Another generalization is due to Proinov; he proved new results for contractive form
mappings, which was issued in 2020 [17]. The class of a-admissible mappings was
introduced by Samet et al. [19] in 2012, and they established a general fixed-point result of
contractive mapping named «-0-contractive-type mapping in metric spaces. Furthermore,
the authors in [13, 17] developed this type and obtained diverse fixed-point theorems.
In [5], Alghamdi et al. defined an interesting form of contraction that was called a-1-6-
contractions. They showed that if a mapping satisfies this new condition of contraction,
then the existence and uniqueness of fixed point are verified.

Recently, the analysis of fractional differential equations and systems has attracted
significant attention, especially, concerning the existence and uniqueness of solutions
under various boundary conditions. Many studies have contributed valuable insights to
this field. For example, Afshari et al. [1] investigated integral boundary value problems
with impulsive conditions, employing a generalized contraction method to establish the
existence of solutions involving the Atangana—Baleanu Caputo (ABC) fractional deriva-
tive in the Mittag-Lefler sense. Kassim et al. [14] examined conditions that lead to the
nonexistence of solutions for a nonlinear system of fractional differential equations, utiliz-
ing properties of fractional derivatives, the test-function method, and integral inequalities.
Roomi et al. [18] investigated the existence of solutions for specific classes of p-Caputo
fractional differential equations and inclusion problems with nonlocal p-integral bound-
ary conditions, applying F-contraction and convex F'-contraction techniques supported
by relevant examples. Furthermore, Zubair et al. [23] introduced the concept of fuzzy
extended hexagonal b-metric spaces as a generalization of fuzzy rectangular b-metric
spaces, proving various fixed point theorems, including Banach-type results, which serve
as fundamental tools for solving nonlinear Caputo fractional differential equations. Lastly,
Zubair et al. [24] investigated coupled systems of nonlinear fractional differential equa-
tions within complex-valued fuzzy rectangular b-metric spaces, establishing existence and
uniqueness theorems supported by illustrative examples.

On the other hand, Kuratowski [16] described the idea of the measure of noncompact-
ness (MNC). It has an important topic in the evolution of metric and topological fixed
points in order to discuss the existence of solutions of fractional differential equations.
Darbo [11] introduced a generalization of Schauder and BCP for contractions, concern-
ing the measure of noncompactness, within nonempty closed convex subsets of Banach
spaces. In [21], the authors presented new generalizations for a-0-condensing mappings
connected with a measure of noncompactness and proved various results that guaranteed
the existence of fixed points. They also investigated a result for 3-6-condensing mappings
via the class of -admissible mappings. In [12, 15, 22], the authors examine the exis-
tence and stability of solutions to a category of nonlinear differential equations using the
Caputo fractional derivative “D under Riemann-Liouville fractional integral boundary
conditions /%. In the current work, we characterize the notion of a-1-6-contractions on
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nonempty subsets of Banach spaces and come up with new results about the existence of
solutions for any measure of noncompactness that doesn’t meet the maximum property.
Moreover, we provide Krasnosel’skii-form fixed-point results. Our outcomes extend and
develop the results of Proinov [17] and Darbo [11] in Banach spaces.

We examine the solvability of solutions for a category of nonlinear fractional differen-
tial equations (NFDE) characterized by D and involving I*. Ultimately, we exemplify
our findings with a case study.

2 Preliminaries

We start by stating Schauder’s fixed-point theorem.

Theorem 1. (See [20].) Consider D to be a closed, convex, bounded, and nonempty sub-
set of Banach space E. Assume that T : D — D is a compact and continuous mapping.
Then T possesses a fixed point.

In this paper, N* = N U {0}, E is a Banach space with norm ||-||, all nonempty and
bounded subsets of E are represented by the set B(E), while all nonempty, bounded,
and closed subsets of E are represented by the set BC(E). The family of all nonempty,
bounded, closed, and convex subsets of E is represented by 2(E), while the set of all
relatively compact subsets of E is denoted by K(E).

We define the notion of an MNC.

Definition 1. (See [6].) A function ¢ : B(E) — R, is called an MNC on FE if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) ¢(conv(A)) = D(A) for each A € B(E);
(i) Ay C A2 = P(A;) < P(Ay) foreach Ay, Az € B(E);
(iii) Ker(®) # 0, and if &(A) = 0, then A C K(E);
(iv) 2(ANA; + (1 = N A2) < AP(Ap) + (1 — N)P(Az) for each A € [0,1], and
.Al, ./42 S B(E),
(v) If the sequence {A,,} of BC(E) is decreasing and lim,,_, { . (A,,) = 0, then
-A-i-oc = n:g An 7é 0.

Definition 2. (See [6].) We also mention the following conditions:

(i) If Ker(®) = K(E), then MNC @ is said to be complete;
(i) If &(A; U Az) = max{P(A1),P(Az)} for each Ay, Ay € B(E), then MNC &
satisfies the maximum property.

Kuratowski MNC o [16] can be characterized as follows:
o(A) = inf{d >0: A= U A,; for some A; with diam(A;) < d}, A C B(E),
i=1

where diam(.A) is the diameter of A.
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Theorem 2. (See [11].) Let  be an MNC and D € (E). Assume that T : D — D is
continuous and

P(TA) <kd(A),
where k € [0,1). Then T possesses a fixed point.

The following auxiliary definitions and theorems are used to support our main findings
(see [5,17,19,21] for more details).
Let 9,0 : (0,+00) — R be two mappings under the following circumstances:

(a) ¥ is nondecreasing;
(b) 6(¢) < 9(¢) for each ¢ > 0;
(¢) limsup,_, + 6(¢) < I(eo+) for each 1y > 0;

L*)LO

(d) 6(¢) < 9(t—) foreach v > 0.

Now we present two functions that satisfy the conditions of the auxiliary definition
above.

Example 1. The mappings listed below meet requirements (a)—(d).

I()=¢ and O(1)=1+4.% 1€ (0,+00);

. 22, 1€]0,3
3 ) s 21y
B 0,1

{2’ ve[0.1], and 0(:) =< 1, ve (3,1],

In(e), ¢e€(1,+00).
The class of a-admissible mappings was introduced by Samet et al. in 2012 [19].

Definition 3. (See [19].) Leta : EXE — [0, +00). If a(v,w) > 1 implies a(T v, Tw) >
1 forany v,w € E, then T : E — E is a-admissible.

Example 2. (See [19].) We define T : [0, +00) — [0, +00) and « : [0, +00) X [0, +00) —
[0, +00) by
2, v2uw,

—In(l+e¢) and a(v,w)=
Tv=In(l1+¢") and o(v,w) {0’ vw

respectively. Then T is a-admissible.

Theorem 3. (See [19].) Assume that the metric space (E,d) is complete. Assume that
T : E — E is continuous and a-admissible, so that for any v,w € E,

a(v,w)d(Tv, Tw) < gb(d(z/, w)) ,

where ¢ : [0, +00) — [0, +00) is a nondecreasing function satisfying 3.+ ¢ (1) <
~+00. If there exists vy € E such that

a(vo, Tro) 2 1, (D

then T has a distinct fixed point.

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis
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In 2020, Proinov [17] presented a new form of contractions.

Definition 4. (See [17].) Consider the metric space (E, d). A Proinov-type contraction is
T :E — Eif, for every v,w € E,

I(d(Tv, Tw)) < 6(d(v,w))
with 6(¢) < ¥(¢) for each ¢ > 0.

Theorem 4. (See [5,17].) Let (E, d) be a complete metric space. Assume that T : E — E
is a Proinov-type contraction such that ¥ and 0 satisfy conditions (a)—(c). T then has
a distinct fixed point.

Definition 5. (See [17].) Consider the metric space (E, d). A generalized Proinov-type
contraction is 7 : E — E if, for every v,w € E,

I (d(Tv, Tw))
<0 (max{d(y,w), d(v, Tv), d(w, Tw), %(d(v, Tw) +d(w,Tv)) })

with 0(¢) < ¥(¢) for each ¢ > 0.

Theorem 5. (See [17].) Let (E, d) be a complete metric space. Assume that T : E — E is
a generalized Proinov-type contraction such that ¢ and 0 satisfy conditions (a)—(d). Then
T has a distinct fixed point.

Definition 6. (See [5].) Consider the metric space (E,d). 7 : E — E is an «, 9, 6-
contraction if for every v,w € E,

a(v, w)ﬁ(d(TV, Tw))
<0 (max{d(v, W), d(v, Tv), d(w, Tw), %(d(y, Tw) + d(w, Tv)) })

with 0(¢) < ¥(¢) for each ¢ > 0.

Theorem 6. (See [3].) Let (E, d) be a complete metric space. Assume that T : E — E is
an a, ¥, 0-contraction such that ¥ and 0 satisfy conditions (a)—(c). Then T has a distinct
fixed point.

The authors defined a new kind of mapping known as S-admissible in [21]:

Definition 7. (See [21].) Let 5 : B(E) — [0, +00). If 5(A) > 1 implies S(convT A) > 1
for any A € B(E), then 7 : E — [ is S-admissible.

Example 3. We define 7 : R — R and 3 : 2% — [0, +00) by

Tyz{ln<1|u|>, <t B(A)z{Q’ AC[-1,1]

In2, lv] > 1, 0 otherwise,

respectively. Then 7T is S-admissible.
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3 Fixed-point results
In the sequel, by combinations of notions c-admissible and «, 1, f-contraction mappings,
we present some new generalizations of Darbo’s fixed-point theorem.

Theorem 7. Let D € 2(E), & be an MNC, and o : E x E — [0, +00). Suppose that
T : D — D is continuous and a-admissible such that for each A1, As C D,

a(v, Tv)d(P(T Ar))
< 9<max{¢(A1),Q5(TA1) (T.AQ) S(TA U TAQ)}) 2)
where ¢ and 0 satisfy condition (c), and ¥ is lower semicontinuous. If there is a closed
convex Ay C D and vy € Ag such that T satisfies (1), then T possesses a fixed point.
Proof. Let, foreachn € N,
Ay, =conv(T An_1), Up =TVp_1.

For some m € N*, if §(A,,) = 0, then A,,, C K(E). Therefore, according to Theorem 1,
T possesses a fixed point.

For every n € N*, we now suppose that $(.A,,) > 0. By Eq. (1), we have a(vp,v1) =
a(vo, Tro) 2 1, and T is an a-admissible mapping. This signifies that a(vy,1v5) > 1,
then (v, Vn11) = 1 for each n € N*. Next, by our contraction condition, we obtain

P (D(An1)) < aVn, Vg 1) (D(An 1))
= (v, Vn 1) (O (m(mn))):a(umvnm (2(TAn))

9(max{d5 An), (TAn+1) D(TA, UTAn+1)})
0<max{(15 n+1) @(.An_;,_g) (.A @] An+1)}>
0<max{43 n)s P(An), ;Q(An)}>
= 0(2(A 3)
Since {P(A,,)} is a decreasing sequence and P(A,,) > 0, there exists 6 > 0 so that
limy, 4 oo @(A,) = 5. We claim that § = 0. We presume the contrary, that is, § > 0 and

by (3),
9(6) < liminf ¢ (P(A,41)) < liminf 6(P(A,))

n——+o00 —+o0
< limsup 0(P(A,)) < limsup6(s).
n—+00 56
This is absurd. Therefore, 6 = 0. According to Definition 1, A4 = ﬁji’; A, is
a nonempty closed convex subset of E such that (A1) = 0; i.e., A} is compact. As
aresult, by Theorem 1, 7 : Ao — A has a fixed point. O

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis
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Corollary 1. Ler D € 2(E), & be an MNC, and o : E x E — [0, +00). Suppose that
T : D — D is continuous and a-admissible such that for each A1, As C D,

(v, Tv)(TAy)
<0 <max{45(A1), B(TA), B(T As), %@(TAl UT As) }) ,

where 0 : (0,4+00) — R is a mapping such that:

(b") 0(:) < foreach . > 0;
(¢)) lim sup, _,,+ 0(¢) < 1o for each 1o > 0.

Then T possesses a fixed point if there is a closed convex Ay C D and vy € Ay such that
T satisfies (1).

Proof. The result is derived by selecting ¥}(¢) = ¢ in Theorem 7. O

Remark 1. Theorem 2 is obtained by selecting A1 = Ay = A, a(v,w) = 1, and
0(¢) = k(0 < k < 1) for each ¢ € (0, +00) in Corollary 1.

Theorem 8. Let D € Q(E) and o : E X E — [0, +00). Suppose that T : D — E is
continuous and o-admissible such that for each Ay, As C D,

a(v, Tv)d(diam(T A4;))
<6 (max{diam(Al), diam(7 A;), diam(7 Az), % diam (7 A; U T.Ag)}) , @

where ¥ and 0 satisfy conditions (a)—(c), and U is lower semicontinuous. If there is
a closed convex Ay C D and vy € Ag such that T satisfies (1), T then possesses a
distinct fixed point.

Proof. By choosing #(A) = diam(A) in Theorem 7, the existence of a fixed point
can be seen immediately. Consequently, it is adequate to demonstrate the fixed point’s
uniqueness. Suppose that v* and w* are two fixed points such that v* # w™*. Taking
Ay = Ay = {v*,w*}, we can use the proof of Theorem 7 to get

I(|lv* —wl)
<al, Tv)d(|Tv* — Tw'|) < aly, Tv)d(diam(TA;))

<0 <max{diam(A1), diam (T Ay ), diam(T As), % diam (T A U TAQ)D
< O(diam(Ay)) < 9(diam(A;)) < I(|v* — w*]).

This situation is illogical. Consequently, 7 possesses a distinct fixed point. O

Nonlinear Anal. Model. Control, 30(Online First):1-22, 2025
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Example 4. We define 7 : BC(Ry) — BC(Ry) and « : BC(R) x BC(R4) — [0, +00)

by
lov <1 1 <1
Fo= IS ey = {8 Il
2v, v > 1, 0, vl +[lwll >1,

respectively. Here BC(R.) denotes all compact intervals of R .
Let #(A) = diam(.A) be MNC in the sense of Definition 1.

Let ||v]| + ||w]| € 1, and let A; = [0, 1] and A3 = [2,4] be two subsets of BC(R ).
We have

1
@(Aﬂ =1, (P(Tfh) = 7R @(TAz) =
and
max{@(Al), B(T AL, (T As), %QB(TAl U TAQ)}
B 1, diam([0, 1] U [4,8]) B 1 8
—max{17474, 5 }—max{1,4,4,2}
= 4’
S0

= a(v,w)d((T A1)
G(max{ D, BT AL, B(TAy), - (TAluTAz)D
=0(4) <J(4).

Consequently, T satisfies Eq. (4). Hence, by Theorem 8, T possesses a fixed point 1/2.

If ||v|| 4 ||w|| > 1, then Theorem 8 cannot be applied.
Theorem 9. Let D € ((E), ¢ be a subadditive and complete MNC on E, and o :
E x E — [0, 4+00). Suppose that T,G : D — E are continuous mappings such that:

(1) T is a-admissible;
(i) T fulfil inequality (2) where ¥ and 0 satisfy condition (c) and ¥ is lower semi-
continuous;
(iii) G is compact;
@iv) T(v)+G(v) € D, foreachv € D.

If there is a closed convex Ay C D and vy € Ag such that T satisfies (1), then T + G
possesses a fixed point.

Proof. Itis obvious that 7 + G is a well-defined self-mapping. Assume that Ay, A C D,
and since @ is subadditive,

a(v, Tv)d(S((T + G)(A1))) <
< a(y, T (B(T (A1) + (G(A))).

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis


https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis

Generalizations of Darbo’s fixed-point theorem and its application 9

Consequently, given that G is compact and @ represents a complete MNC in E, we derive
2 TV @((T + G)A)) < Al TV (@(T(AL)).
From Eq. (2)
a(v, To)d(B((T + G)(A))
<0 (max{@(Al), BTA), BT As), BT A UT As) }) .

Thus, by Theorem 7, 7 + G possesses a fixed point. O

Corollary 2. Let D € 2(E), ¢ be a complete and subadditive MNC, and o : E x E —
[0, 400). Suppose that T,G : D — E are continuous such that:

(i) T is a-admissible, and ¥ : (0,+00) — R is a lower semicontinuous function
such that for all vy > 0, 9(to+) exists, and

a(v, TV)&(@(TAl))
< ko (max{@(Al), B(T A, &(T As), %@(TAl U TAQ)}>

Sforeach A1, Ay C D and k € [0,1);
>ii) G is compact;
(i) T(v)+G(v) € D, foreachv € D.

If there is a closed convex Ag C D and vy € Ag such that T satisfies (1), then T +G
possesses a fixed point.

Proof. By choosing 6(¢) = kv(¢) for ¢ € (0,400), we have
limsup 0(¢) = klimsup9¥(¢) = k lim 9(¢) = k9 (o+) < ¥(eo+).

t—o+ t—io+ t—=rto+
So, by Theorem 9, T + G possesses a fixed point. O

Corollary 3. Let D € 2(E) and o : E X E — [0, +00). Suppose that T,G : D — E are
continuous such that:

(i) T is a-admissible, and ¥ : (0, +00) — R is a nondecreasing and lower semicon-
tinuous function such that for all 1o > 0, 9(o+) exists, and for all u,v,w € A
and k € [0,1),

alu, Tu)d (|| Tv — Tw||) < kI(||v — wl)); (5)

(ii) G is compact;
(iii) T(v)+ G(v) € D foreachv € D.

If there is a closed convex Ag C D and vy € Ag such that T satisfies (1), then T + G
possesses a fixed point.

Nonlinear Anal. Model. Control, 30(Online First):1-22, 2025
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Proof. Let #(A) = diam(.A) be the MNC as a function of Definition 1. Let A;, A2 C D
and v,w € Aj.
From Eq. (5) and as ¥ is nondecreasing, we obtain

a(u, Tu)ﬂ(H'TV - 'Tw||)

< k(v —wl) < w( sup v — w||> = ko) (diam(Ay))

v,wEAL

< kY (max{diam(Al), diam(T A1), diam (7 Az), % diam(7A; U TAQ)}) ,

then

au, Tu) sup I(||Tv —Twl)

vweA

< kv <max{Phi(A1), B(T A, B(T As), %@(TAl Y UT A }) .

Since ¥ is nondecreasing and lower semicontinuous, we obtain
alu, Tu)d (@(TAl ))
1
< ko <max{@(A1), BT A BT Az), 58T AU TA2}> .

Hence, from Corollary 2 7 4 G possesses a fixed point. O
In the following, we show other results for S-admissible mappings.

Theorem 10. Let D € 2(E), & be an MNC, and 8 : B(E) — [0, +00). Suppose that
T : D — D is continuous and 3-admissible such that for each Ay, Ay C D,

B(AL)Y(B(T A1)
1
< G(max{gﬁ(Al), BT AL (T As). L0(TA, U TA2>}>, ®)

where ¥ and 0 satisfy condition (c), and ¥ is lower semicontinuous. If there exists a closed
convex Ay C D such that

B(Ao) = 1, (7

then T possesses a fixed point.

Proof. We suppose
A, =conv(TA,_1) forallneN.

If #(A,,) = 0 for some m € N*, then A4,, C K(E). Hence, by Theorem 1, T
possesses a fixed point.

Now, we assume that #(A,,) > 0 for each n € N*. From Eq. (7) 8(A4;) =
B(conv(T Ag)) > 1, then B(A,) > 1 for all n € N*. Next, by our condition of

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis
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contraction, we obtain

= B(A,)9 (P (conv(T An))) = B(A)I (D(T Ay))
< 0 max{ D(Ay), (T An), (T Ansr), %é(T A, U TAnH)})

max{ B(A,), D(A,), D(An), 1¢(An>}>

2
= ‘9(@(-/471))'

By the proof of Theorem 7, we obtain lim,,—, 1o, #(A,,) = 0. Thus, by Definition 1,
Ay = N2 A, is a nonempty closed convex subset of D such that #(A ) = 0;
i.e., Ay is compact. As a consequence, by Theorem 1, 7 : A, o — Ay has a fixed
point. O

Example 5. We define T : BC(R,) — BC(R, ) and § : 28¢(R+) — [0, +-00) by

TV:{12’ HV|‘<]" and 5(./4):{1’ Ag[oalL

3v—1, v >1, 0 otherwise,

respectively. Let #(A) = diam(.A) be the MNC as a function of Definition 1.

If |v]| < 1,1et Ay = [0,1] and A; = [2, 3] be two subsets of BC(R ). Then we have
D(A) =1, DP(TA1) =1/2,H(T A2) = 3, and

max{@(/ll), D(T A1), D(T Az), %@(TAl u TAQ)}

diam([L 11U L 17
:max{l,;,& fam([3, 1]V [5, 2])} :max{l,;,&i}

=4

)
SO,

ﬁ(;) — B(ANIB(TA)
<0 (max{@(/ll), (T A, B(T As), %@(TAl uT. Az)})

= 0(4) < 0(4).

Therefore, T satisfies Eq. (6), where ¢ : (0,400) — R is nondecreasing. Thus, by
Theorem 10, 7 possesses a fixed point 2/3.
If ||v|| > 1, then Theorem 10 cannot be applied.

Remark 2. By choosing A; = Ay = A, 5( A1) =1, ¥(¢) =1, and 0(¢) = k(0 < k< 1),
for each ¢ € (0, +00) in Theorem 10, we obtain Theorem 2.

Nonlinear Anal. Model. Control, 30(Online First):1-22, 2025
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Theorem 11. Let $ be a complete and subadditive MNC, let D € §2(E), and let § :
B(E) — [0, +00). Let T, G : D — E be continuous in such a way that:

(1) T is B-admissible;

@ii) T fulfil (6) where ¥ and 0 satisfy condition (c) and ¥ is lower semicontinuous;
(iii) G is compact,
@v) T(v)+G(v) € D, foreachv € D.

If there is a closed convex Ay C D such that T satisfies (7), then T + G possesses
a fixed point.

Proof. Itis obvious that 7 + G is a well-defined self-mapping. Assume that A;, 4> C D,

and since @ is subadditive,

BANI(D((T +G)(A1))) < 9
< 9

B(ANI(P(T (A1) + G(A1)))
B(A)Y(P(T (A1) + P(G(A1))).

As a result, because G is compact and @ is a complete MNC in E, we obtain

B(A1)Y(P(mathcalT + G)(A1)) < B(A)I(P(T (A1))).

Ay
Ay

From Eq. (6)
BANI(@((T +G)(Ar)))
1
< Q(max{@(Al), D(TA),P(TAs), 5@(7'./41 U TAQ)}).

Thus, by Theorem 10, 7 + G possesses a fixed point. O

Corollary 4. Let ¢ be a complete and subadditive MNC, let D € 2(E), and let (3 :
B(E) — [0, +00). Let T,G : D — E be continuous in such a way that:

(1) T is B-admissible, and there exists a nondecreasing and lower semicontinuous
Sunction ¥ : (0,+00) — R, provided that ¥(vo+) exists for each 1o > 0 and
such that for each A C D,

B(ANI(2(T A))
1
< kY (max{@(fh) @(T.Al), @(TAQ), 5@(7—./41 U TAQ)})

with A1, Ao C Dand k € [0,1);
(ii) G is compact,
(i) T(v)+ G(v) € D, foreachv € D.

If there is a closed convex Ay C D such that T satisfies (7), then T + G possesses
a fixed point.

Proof. For . € (0,+00), let (+) = k¥(¢) in Theorem 11. O

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis
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Corollary 5. Let D € Q2(E) and 8 : B(E) — [0, +00). Suppose that T,G : D — E are
continuous such that:

(1) T is B-admissible, and there exists a nondecreasing and lower semicontinuous
function ¥ : (0,400) — R, provided that ¥(1o+) exists for each 1o > 0 and
such that for each v,w € Ay and k € [0, 1),

BANI(I Ty = Twll) < kI ([lv - wll); (®)

(ii) G is compact,
(iil) T(v)+ G(v) € D, foreachv € D.

If there is a closed convex Ay C D such that T satisfies (7), then T + G possesses
a fixed point.

Proof. Let #(A) = diam(.A) be the MNC as a function of Definition 1. Let Ay, Ay C D
and v,w € A;. From Eq. (8) and as 1 is nondecreasing, we obtain

,B(A1)19(HTV—TWH)
< k(v —wl) < w( sup ||v — w||> = ko (diam(Ay))

v, weAL
< ko (max{diam(.Al ), diam (T Ay ), diam(T Asz), % diam(T A; U TAQ)}> 7

then

B(A1) sup
v,weA;

< <max{@(A1), BT A, B(TAs), %@(TAl) U TAQ}) .

I(ITv = Twll)

Since ¥ is nondecreasing and lower semicontinuous, we obtain
B(ANI(D(TAL))
1
< kY <max{@(A1), S(TAL),P(TAz), 5@(7—./41) UTAs }) .

Hence, from Corollary 4 7 + G possesses a fixed point. O

Remark 3. If 9(¢) = ¢ for each ¢ € [0, +00), then we obtain a version of Corollary 2.13
in [21] with ¢ (¢) = ke.

4 Fractional differential equations

Let FF := C(I = [0,T],R), T > 1, be the space of all continuous mappings, and let
D:={veF:|v|<r}

We denote by “D™ and I the Caputo fractional derivative and Riemann—Liouville
fractional of order «, respectively (see [3,4]).
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We show the existence of a solution of the following NFDE:
D) = f(1,v(), vel,
p1v(0) + qv(T) = I%g(T,v(T)), ©)
p2v/(0) + g2v/(T') = I (T, v(T))
with f,g,h: I xR = R, a €]1, 2], and p1, p2, q1, 92 = 0.
A function v € F'is a solution of system (9) if and only if v satisfies [22]

b
TW)() = I°f, — aI®fr — bI* ™ fr + qﬁfagT = Ithr, el
1 2

with f, = f(,,v(), 9. = g(t,v(1)), h, = h(L7V(L)), a=q/(p1+q), and b =
q2/(p2 + q2) - (1 T/(p1 + q1) — ¢).
We introduce the following definitions.

Definition 8. (See [3,4].) The Caputo fractional derivative of order o for a mapping
f:0,400) — R is characterized as follows:

‘DYf(r) = F(nla)b/f(”)(s)(L —s)"(Fds fora e (n—1, n).

Definition 9. (See [3,4].) The Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order o for a map-
ping f : [0, +00) — R is characterized as follows:

Io‘f(L):ﬁ/f(s)(L—s)a_lds for a > 0.
0

Theorem 12. Suppose that the following assumptions are satisfied:

(a) Mappings f,g,h : I x R — R are continuous, and there are k1, ko, k3 > 0 with
4ky + ko + 2ks < I'(a) /T such that for all v,w € Rand 1 € I,

4k, T+

’f(L,V) - f(L,w)‘ < T ln(l + v —w\),
a—+1
9t0.0) = 9(0.0)| < B (1 4+ o —w),
a—+1
|h(t,v) = h(t,w)| < % In(1+ |v—w|);

(b) L1 = sup,e; |f(e,v)] < 400, Ly = sup,e;l9(t, V)| < 400, and Lz =
sup, ez |h(e, V)| < 4005
(¢c) There exists r > 0 such that
TOt-H

(o)

(4L + Lo + 2L3) < 13

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis


https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis

Generalizations of Darbo’s fixed-point theorem and its application 15

(d) Foreachv,w € Fand. € 1,
YV, w() 21— (Tv(), Twl)) > 1,
where T : D — D is defined by

b
TW)() = I1°f, — al®fr — bI* " fr + qﬁzagT ~ Ihr, el
1 2

If there is an vy € D such that T satisfies v(vo(), Tvo(t)) = 1, then a solution to
problem (9) is in D.

Proof. First, we show that 7 is well-defined. Let v € D. Then

[ f (s, V(L)) —al®f(t,v())|
</|f s,(5))|(e = 9)*" 1d8+a/\f(s,u(s))|(T_s)“1ds>

0
AL [ et gy ¢ 2T
I'(a) /(T ) s S Sy (10)

b1~ (T, (1) |

<r(fnof'f(”<8>>\<b—s>a-2ds<2Tfs” ”/ s

IN'a—1

20,7
DT "

L 1g(T,0(T)) — b[“h(L,u(L))‘

q1 q2
T
1
< —— 27 || ( y—id
F s, | +27 (s (s / ;
1
< LT + 205711 12
aF(a)( 247+ ) (12)
Combining Egs. (10), (11), and (12), we obtain
2L, T 2L, T 1
< LoT® + 2037
TN F Y e ora=n +ar@ E2T + 25T
2L, 2L1 Lo+ 2Lg
\Ta+1
(F(a+ D) " T Tar 1))
a+1
< 4Ly + Ly 4 2L3) < 7.
F(a)( 1+ Lo+ 3) r
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Accordingly, ||7 (v)|| < r for each v € D, thatis, T(v) € D. Hence, T is well-
defined.

We will now demonstrate the continuity of 7. In order to observe this, let v,w € D
and € > 0 such that [v — w| < €. We have

1 -
I'(a) 0/ |f(s,v(5)) = f(s,w(s))|(t—s)* ' ds

L s,v(8)) = f(s,w(s))](t —)* ds
<pa)0/!f(,<>) (s 0(5) (0~ )

T TaJrl
< ol (o) £ (s,v(s)) = f(s,w(9))]| < mkl In(1+ v —w|), (13)

a / ’f(s, 1/(5)) — f(s,w(s))|(T —5)*1ds
0

T
< F(Oé) 0/ |f(3, V(S)) - f(S,w(S))KT_ S)a7 ds

s Ta+l
< al(a) ||f(s7 1/(3)) - f(s,w(s)) H < mkl ln(l + v - w|), (14)
T
b a—2
s Pt -t

0
< ') O/ ’f(s,u(S)) — f(s,w(s)) ’(T 5 2ds

o7 -

< T ) = fewe)l < Ty —a), 19
T
@ [l ) = sl -7
T
< ot o) sl
T o

< ara o) — g0l < Fryhe+v—wl), 16

Ty 1M (6) = Al w)| T =5 ds

S
O\ﬂ

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis
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T
’ a—1
S ¢l (a) O/’h(S,V(S)) - h(S,w(s))‘(T —s) ds
< 9o+l |7 (s,v(s)) = h(s,w(s))|| < oTa+1 ksln(1+ v —wl]). (17
S al (o) TV ; < T

Combining Egs. (13)—(17), we obtain
I TW)(©) = T(w)(0)]

Toz+1 Toz+l
<4——Fk1In(1 — ——koIn(1 —
o) 1 n( + v w\)—i— o) 9 n( +|v w\)
2Ta+1
+ mks 111(1 + |V - WD
a—+1

<In(l1+v-w|) <e.
Now, we claim that T satisfies Eq. (4). Let Ay, A3 C D and v,w € A;, and we obtain
[ TW)(0) = T(w)(©)] < (1 + v —wl),

$0,
el T () =T (w)(¥)]
<1+ |v—w| <1+ diam(A;)
1
<1+ max{diam(Al), diam(7TA,), diam(7T Asg), 3 diam(7 Ay U TAQ)},

then
J(diam (T A1)
_ ediam(T.Al )

<0 (max{diam(/ll), diam(T Ay ), diam(T As), % diam(T-A, U T Asz) })

with 9(:) = e* and 0(¢) = 1 + .
Moreover, we define « : D x D — [0, +00) by

a(v,w) = 1, yw(),w() =1, el
0 else.
Thus,

a(v, Tv)d(diam(T A1)
<40 (max{diam(/ll), diam(7 A;), diam(7 Az), % diam (7 A; UT As) }) .

Hence, T satisfies Eq. (2).
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If a(v,w) > 1 for each v,w € D, then y(v(¢),w(r))
get v(Tv(t), Tw(t)) = 1, which implies that a(7Tv, Tw)
«a-admissible for each v,w € D.

Finally, since there exists vy € D such that a(vg, Tvp)
possesses a fixed point in D.

> 1. By condition (c), we
>1. So, T : D — Dis

> 1, hence, by Theorem 7, T

O
Example 6. We examine the following nonlinear fractional differential equation:
2
. 1
DYy (1) = - 62 (14 v(©)]), cel=101],
1
1 (1 —5)21In(1 4 | cosv(s)])
—v(0 ds,
5 )+ 3V g / 2+ 32 s (18)
0
(= 9)Y2In(1 + |sinv(s))
1 (1—-13s) n(l+|sinv(s
0 d
2 ()+2” g/ S+ 16 >
0

where v € F; = {v € C([0,1],R): ||| < 1}.

(a) Mappings f,g,h : I x R — R are continuous and are defined by

2
1
Flor) = S22 (1 + ),

64
~ In(1+|cosvl) _ In(1 4 [sinv])
9l v) = 24+32 hie,v) = 1416
Foreachv,w € Fyand € 1,
|f (e v(0) = f(,w0()]
_! 6+ ! 7L2|1n(1 + |1/ L |) —In(1+ |w(L)|)|

1 + |v(e
S5ty lw(e

|
l9(t: (1) = 91, (1)) |

= ﬁ‘ln(l + |cosv(e)]) = In(1 + |cosw(v)|)]

TaJrl
3—21n(1—|—|1/(a)—w(b)|) < ko o) In(1 4 |v(e) — w(v)]),

|h(L7 V(L)) — h(L7 w(L)) |

1 . .
= 7b4 " 16|ln(1 + |sinv(e)]) — In(1 + |sinw(¢)])]

TaJrl

<SAE (1 + [ (1) = w(e))),

)
)

Ta+1
E In(14 |v(e) —w()]) < 2k3mln(1 + |v(e) = w(2)])
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with
R, Y.
' 256° 7 64 2764
and
207 Vi Ila
4k k 2ks = -— =
LR SR = ope < Ty T et
b I . vl o 1
(b) 1 SLIEI}})’f(L,U ()] < 2 32<+oo,
1
Ly := sup|g(L,1/(L))| < M < — < 40,
el 32
H ||
Ly = sup|h WM< =
3 1= sup | (L, V(L))| 16 16 < 400

el

(c) There exists > 0 such that

rett 2 (Al vl Ll
ALy + Ly +2L3) < —— (4220 4 204 3120
F(a)( 1+ L2+ 2Lg) ﬁ( 32 "3 T 16)

=T

< 22 Il < 22
S32ymt T 32y
(d) Mapping v : F} x Fy — [0, +00) is defined by

1wl el <
A, w) =
0, vl + [wll > 1.

For each (v,w) € Fy x Fyand ¢ € I. If y(v,w) > 1, then ||| + ||w|| < 1, and we obtain

|Iaf(l,, V(L)) — CLIaf(L,l/(L))|
L L LL—sl/Q s? e~ |In v(s s
< (g * ) [0 0 G )l

64I(3)  128I°

1
1 5)1/2
< <32F(g 64rg )/ In(1+ [v(s)])| ds, (19)
0

o1 (T, (D))

1
1|1 B »
S Tasr(hylz 0/(1_8) V2 (s* + 1)e™ [In(1+ |v(s)])| ds
1 1
S 128”5)0/(1 — )72 (1 + [u(s)])| ds, 20)
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1
1 1
a[ag(TJ(T))‘ < /(1 — s)l/leln(l + ’cosu(s)|)’ds
0

q1 F(%)
1
32fg/ )21 + | cosw(s)|) | ds 1)
0
1 1 ; 1
") < = / (1= gL+ [sinv(e)]) ds
1
o 1/2
32F% /1 $)?|In(1 + |sinv(s)|)|ds. (22)
0

We combine Egs. (19), (20), (21), and (22), and we obtain

7 1 /
T < (64F(3)+128F(%))0/1n(1+| 9 d mf/\ 9 ds
29 22
128f|| vl < 128f 327

Hence, || Tv| < 29/(128+/). Similarly, we can show that | Tw]|| < 29/(128+/x).

Consequently, ||7v|| + ||Tw| < 58/(128y/7) = 0.25565 < 1. This necessitates that
Y(Tv(), Tw() = 1forall (v,w) € Fy x Fyand ¢ € I.

Finally, we define vy : [0,1] — R by vy(¢) = 29:/(128+/7), and we have ||y +
[T vl < 58/(128y/7) < 1.

Hence, there exists vp € D = {v € F: ||v|| <22/(32+/m)} such that v(vg, Trp) =1
Consequently, by Theorem 12, Eq. (18) has a solution in space F3.

5 Conclusion

Novel theorems of the existence of fixed point for a-1)-6-contractions by considering an
arbitrary MNC have been shown. From these results we establish new Krasnosel’skii-
form fixed-point theorems. Our study is encouraged by the possible application of non-
linear fractional differential equations of order «v. Finally, an illustrative example has been
presented to demonstrate our results.

Author contributions. All authors(M.B., J.R.R., and S.R.) have contributed as follows:
methodology, M.B. and J.R.R; formal analysis, M.B., J.R.R., and S.R.; software, M.B.
and J.R.R.; validation, M.B., J.R.R., and S.R.; writing — original draft preparation, M.B.;
writing — review and editing, J.R.R. and S.R. All authors have read and approved the
published version of the manuscript.

Conflicts of interest. The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis


https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis

Generalizations of Darbo’s fixed-point theorem and its application 21

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
17.

H. Afshari, V. Roomi, S. Kalantari, Existence of solutions of some boundary value problems
with impulsive conditions and ABC-fractional order, Filomat, 37(11):3639-3648, 2023,
https://doi.org/10.2298/FIL2311639A.

R.P. Agarwal, M. Meehan, D. O’Regan, Fixed Point Theory and Applications, Cambridge
Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2001.

R.P. Agarwal, Y. Zhou, Y. He, Existence of fractional neutral functional differential
equations, Comput. Math. Appl., 59(3):1095-1100, 2010, https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.camwa.2009.05.010.

B. Ahmad, S.K. Ntouyas, A. Alsaedi, A study of nonlinear fractional differential equations
of arbitrary order with Riemann-Liouville type multistrip boundary conditions, Math. Probl.
Eng.,2013(1):320415, 2013, https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/320415.

M.A. Alghamdi, S. Gulyaz-Ozyurt, A. Fulga, Fixed points of Proinov E-contractions,
Symmetry, 13(6):962, 2021, https://doi.org/10.3390/sym13060962.

J. Bana$, K. Goebel, Measures of Noncompactness in Banach Spaces, Volume 60 of Lect.
Notes Pure Appl. Math., Vol. 60, Marcel Dekker, New York, Basel, 1980.

D.W. Boyd, J.S.W. Wong, On nonlinear contractions, Proc. Am. Math. Soc., 20:458-464, 1969,
https://doi.org/10.2307/2035677.

FE. Browder, On the convergence of successive approximations for nonlinear functional
equations, Nederl. Akad. Wet., Proc., Ser. A, 71:27-35, 1968.

L.B. Ciri¢, Generalized contractions and fixed-point theorems, Publ. Inst. Math., Nouv. Sér.,
12(26):9-26, 1971.

L.B. Ciri¢, A generalization of Banach’s contraction principle, Proc. Am. Math. Soc., 45:267—
273,1974, https://doi.org/10.2307/2040075.

G. Darbo, Punti uniti in trasformazioni a codominio non compatto, Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ.
Padova, 24:84-92, 1955.

A. Hallaci, A. Jeribi, B. Krichen, B. Mefteh, Existence results for fractional differential
equations under weak topology features, Pan-Amer. J. Math., 1:14, 2022, https://doi.
0rg/10.28919/cpr-pajm/1-14.

E. Karapinar, B. Samet, Generalized a-i)-contractive type mappings and related fixed-point
theorems with applications, Abstr: App. Anal., 2012(1):793486, 2012, https://doi.org/
10.1155/2012/793486.

M.D. Kassim, T. Abdeljawad, Non-existence results for a nonlinear fractional system of
differential problems, Qual. Theory Dyn. Syst., 23(1):17, 2024, https://doi.org/10.
1007/s12346-023-00869-x.

A.A. Kilbas, H.M. Srivastava, J.J. Trujillo, Theory and Applications of Fractional Differential
Equations, North-Holland Math. Stud., Vol. 204, Elsevier, Amsterdam, 2006.

K. Kuratowski, Sur les espaces completes, Fund. Math., 15:301-309, 1930.

P.D. Proinov, Fixed point theorems for generalized contractive mappings in metric spaces,
J. Fixed Point Theory Appl., 22(1):21, 2020, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11784~
020-0756-1.

Nonlinear Anal. Model. Control, 30(Online First):1-22, 2025


https://doi.org/10.2298/FIL2311639A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.camwa.2009.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.camwa.2009.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/320415
https://doi.org/10.3390/sym13060962
https://doi.org/10.2307/2035677
https://doi.org/10.2307/2040075
https://doi.org/10.28919/cpr-pajm/1-14
https://doi.org/10.28919/cpr-pajm/1-14
https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/793486
https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/793486
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12346-023-00869-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12346-023-00869-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11784-020-0756-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11784-020-0756-1
https://doi.org/10.15388/namc.2025.30.43745

22

18

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

M. Belhadj et al.

. V. Roomi, H. Afshari, S. Kalantari, Some existence results for a differential equation and an
inclusion of fractional order via (convex) F'-contraction mapping, J. Inequal. Appl., 2024:28,
2024, https://doi.org/10.1186/s13660-024-03102-8.

B. Samet, C. Vetro, P. Vetro, Fixed point theorems for a-i)-contractive type mappings,
Nonlinear Anal., Theory Methods Appl., 75(4):2154-2165, 2012, https://doi.org/10.
1016/3.na.2011.10.014.

J. Schauder, Der Fixpunktsatz in Funktionalraiimen, Studia Math., 2(1):171-180, 1930,
https://doi.org/10.4064/sm-2-1-171-180.

H. ur Rehman, D. Gopal, P. Kumam, Generalizations of Darbo’s fixed-point theorem for new
condensing operators with application to a functional integral equation, Demonstr. Math.,
52(1):166-182,2019, https://doi.org/10.1515/dema-2019-0012.

M.B. Zada, M. Sarwar, T. Abdeljawad, F. Jarad, Generalized Darbo-type F'-contraction and
F-expansion and its applications to a nonlinear fractional-order differential equation, J. Funct.
Spaces, 2020(1):4581035, 2020, https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/4581035.

S.T. Zubair, K. Gopalan, T. Abdeljawad, B. Abdalla, On fuzzy extended hexagonal b-metric
spaces with applications to nonlinear fractional differential equations, Symmetry, 13(11):2032,
2021, https://doi.org/10.3390/sym13112032.

S.T. Zubair, K. Gopalan, T. Abdeljawad, N. Mlaiki, Novel fixed point technique to
coupled system of nonlinear implicit fractional differential equations in complex valued fuzzy
rectangular b-metric spaces, AIMS Math., 7(6):10867-10891, 2022, https://doi.org/
10.3934/math.2022608.

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis


https://doi.org/10.1186/s13660-024-03102-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2011.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2011.10.014
https://doi.org/10.4064/sm-2-1-171-180
https://doi.org/10.1515/dema-2019-0012
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/4581035
https://doi.org/10.3390/sym13112032
https://doi.org/10.3934/math.2022608
https://doi.org/10.3934/math.2022608
https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Fixed-point results
	Fractional differential equations
	Conclusion
	References

