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1 Introduction
Gahler [1] proposed the idea of 2-metric space, which is an extension of the fa-

mous concept of metric space (X,d). Various writers have demonstrated that there
is no relation between the two functions. For example, Ha et al. [2] demonstrate
that the 2-metric does not necessarily need to be continuous. Dhage [3] intro-
duced the concept of D-metric space, a new class of generalized metric space,
in 1992. Most of the assertions about the basic topological structure of D-metric
space were later proved inappropriate by Mustafa and Sims [4], Naidu et al. [5, 6].
Therefore, Mustafa and Sims [7] created a more suitable concept, known as G-
metric space.

Definition 1.1. [7] Let A be a non-empty set and G : A×A×A → [0,∞) be a
function satisfying:
(G1) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = 0 if ζ = η = ϑ;
(G2) 0 < G(ζ, ζ, η), for all ζ, η ∈ A with ζ ̸= η;
(G3) G(ζ, ζ, η) ≤ G(ζ, η, ϑ), for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A with ϑ ̸= η;
(G4) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = G(ζ, ϑ, η) = G(η, ϑ, ζ) = · · · (symmetric in its variables);
(G5) G(ζ, η, ϑ) ≤ G(ζ, a, a) +G(a, η, ϑ), for all ζ, η, ϑ, a ∈ A.
The pair (A, G) is a G-metric space, and the function G is referred to as a gener-
alized metric or a G-metric on A.

Example 1.1. Assume that the set of real numbers is A, define G : A×A×A →
[0,∞) as

G(ζ, η, ϑ) = |ζ − η|+ |η − ϑ|+ |ϑ− ζ|, for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A.

G is therefore a G-metric on A.

[8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 14, 16] has more results and more information in
G-metric spaces. As a generalisation of partial metric space [17] and G-metric
space, Zand and Nezhad [18] presented GP -metric space in 2011.

Definition 1.2. [18] Let A be a non-empty set. Let G : A×A×A → [0,∞) be
a function such that the following conditions hold:
(Gp1) ζ = η = ϑ if G(ζ, η, ϑ) = G(ζ, ζ, ζ) = G(η, η, η) = G(ϑ, ϑ, ϑ);
(Gp2) G(ζ, ζ, ζ) ≤ G(ζ, ζ, η) ≤ G(ζ, η, ϑ), for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A;
(Gp3) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = G(ζ, ϑ, η) = G(η, ϑ, ζ) = · · · (symmetric in its variables);
(Gp4) G(ζ, η, ϑ) ≤ G(ζ, a, a) +G(a, η, ϑ)−G(a, a, a), for all ζ, η, ϑ, a ∈ A.
Then, the function G is called a GP -metric on A, and the pair (A, G) is a GP -
metric space.

Later, in 2013, Parvaneh et al. [19] discovered that (Gp2) makes GP -metric
spaces symmetric. Because those G-metric spaces are nonsymmetric, GP -metric



Fixed Point Results for (ψ, ϕ)-Contractive Mapping in GF -Metric Space

spaces do not generalize them (see Example 1, [7]). Parvaneh et al. [19] redefined
GP -metric space in light of this by modifying the inequality (Gp2) to read as
follows:

(Gp2
′) G(ζ, ζ, ζ) ≤ G(ζ, ζ, η) ≤ G(ζ, η, ϑ), for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A with η ̸= ϑ.

Example 1.2. [18] Let A = [0,∞) and define a map G : A×A×A → [0,∞)
by setting

G(ζ, η, ϑ) = max{ζ, η, ϑ}, for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A.

Consequently, (A, G) is a GP -metric space but not a G-metric space since
G(1, 1, 1) = 1 ̸= 0, i.e., (G1) does not hold.

Further details about GP -metric spaces are provided in papers [20, 21, 22,
23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. By merging the ideas of G-metric spaces and b-metric
spaces[30], Aghajani et al. introduced the notion of Gb-metric spaces in [29] as
follows:

Definition 1.3. [29] Let s ≥ 1 be a real number and let A be a non-empty set.
Let G : A×A×A → [0,∞) be a function such that:
(Gb1) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = 0 if ζ = η = ϑ;
(Gb2) 0 < G(ζ, ζ, η), for all ζ, η ∈ A with ζ ̸= η;
(Gb3) G(ζ, ζ, η) ≤ G(ζ, η, ϑ), for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A with ϑ ̸= η;
(Gb4) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = G(ζ, ϑ, η) = G(η, ϑ, ζ) = · · · (symmetric in its variables);
(Gb5) G(ζ, η, ϑ) ≤ s[G(ζ, a, a) +G(a, η, ϑ)], for all ζ, η, ϑ, a ∈ A.
Then, on A, the functionG is referred to as aGb-metric or a generalized b-metric,
and the pair (A, G) is a Gb-metric space or a generalized b-metric space. A G-
metric space is a Gb-metric space with s = 1, but the opposite is not true in
general.

Example 1.3. [29] Let A = R represent the set of real numbers. Define G :
A×A×A → [0,∞) as follows:

G(ζ, η, ϑ) =
1

9
(|ζ − η|+ |η − ϑ|+ |ϑ− ζ|)2, for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A.

Hence, on A, G is a Gb-metric but not a G-metric.

Numerous researchers demonstrated different findings in Gb-metric spaces;
refer to [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42]. In [29], the authors proposed
the idea of Gb-metric space. The term Gb-metric space was also used by Jain and
Kaur in [43], although it referred to a different abstract space. Jain et al. [44]
renamed this abstract space as ‘generalized Gb-metric space’, and its definition is
as follows:
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Definition 1.4. [44] Let A be a non-empty set and s ≥ 1 be a real number. Let
G : A×A×A → [0,∞) be a function satisfying:
(gGb1) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = 0 if ζ = η = ϑ;
(gGb2) 0 < G(ζ, ζ, η), for all ζ, η ∈ A with ζ ̸= η;
(gGb3) G(ζ, ζ, η) ≤ s G(ζ, η, ϑ), for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A with ϑ ̸= η;
(gGb4) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = G(ζ, ϑ, η) = G(η, ϑ, ζ) = · · · (symmetric in its variables);
(gGb5) G(ζ, η, ϑ) ≤ s[G(ζ, a, a) +G(a, η, ϑ)], for all ζ, η, ϑ, a ∈ A.
The pair (A, G) is a generalized Gb-metric space, and the function G is referred
to as a generalized Gb-metric on A. The following example shows that while it is
evident that every Gb-metric space is a generalized Gb-metric space, the converse
is not true:

Example 1.4. [44] For every ζ, η, ϑ ∈ R, define a mappingG : R× R× R → R+

as follows:
G(ζ, η, ϑ) = |ζ − η|2 + |η − ϑ|2 + |ϑ− ζ|2.

In that case, (R, G) is not a Gb-metric space, but it is a generalized Gb-metric
space with s = 2. To calculate G(ζ, η, ϑ) = |1 − 3|2 + |3 − 2|2 + |2 − 1|2 = 6
and G(ζ, η, η) = 2|1 − 3|2 = 8, let ζ = 1, η = 3, and ϑ = 2. Consequently,
G(ζ, η, η) ⩽̸ G(ζ, η, ϑ), that is, (Gb3), is not true.

After that, Jain et al. [44] introducedG∗-metric space to generalizeGP -metric
space and generalized Gb-metric space.

Definition 1.5. [44] Let G : A × A × A → [0,∞] be a mapping, where A is a
non-empty set. If there is an α > 0 such that for every ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A, the following
conditions hold, then we say that G is a G∗-metric on A:
(Gg1) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = 0 implies ζ = η = ϑ;
(Gg2) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = G(ζ, ϑ, η) = G(η, ϑ, ζ) = · · · (symmetric in its variables);
(Gg3) if {ζn} ∈ CA(G, ζ), then

G(ζ, η, ϑ) ≤ α

(
lim sup
n→∞

G(ζn, η, ϑ) +G(ζ, ζ, ζ)

)
,

whereCA(G, ζ) =

{
{ζn} ⊂ A | lim

n,m→∞
G(ζn, ζm, ζ) = G(ζ, ζ, ζ) <∞

}
.

The pair (A, G) in this instance is referred to as a G∗-metric space with constant
α.

Example 1.5. [44] Assume that A = B ∪ {0}, where B =
{

1
n
| n ∈ N

}
. Let

G : A×A×A → [0,∞] be a mapping defined so that G satisfies (Gg2) and

G(ζ, η, ϑ) =


ζ + η + ϑ, if atleast one of ζ, η, ϑ is 0; or

if ζ = 1
n
, η = 1

n+m
, ϑ = 1

n+l
, where n,m, l ≥ 5;

5, otherwise.
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Then (A, G) is a G∗-metric space with constant α. However, G(0.5, 0.5, 0.5) = 5
̸= 0, (A, G) is not a generalized Gb-metric space. Also, (A, G) is not a GP -
metric space as for ζ = 1

10
and η = 1

5
, G(ζ, ζ, ζ) = 5 ≰ 2

5
= G(ζ, ζ, η), that is,

(Gp2
′) is not true.

Meanwhile, in 2018, Jleli and Samet [45] established an exciting generaliza-
tion of metric space as follows.
Let F be the set of functions f : (0,∞) → R satisfying the following conditions:
(F1) f is non-decreasing, i.e., 0 < s < t implies f(s) ≤ f(t).
(F2) For every sequence {tn} in (0,∞), we have

lim
n→∞

tn = 0 if and only if lim
n→∞

f(tn) = −∞.

Definition 1.6. [45] Let A be a non-empty set and let D : A×A → [0,∞) be a
given mapping. Suppose that there exists (f, α) ∈ F × [0,∞) such that
(D1) (ζ, η) ∈ A×A, D(ζ, η) = 0 if and only if ζ = η.
(D2) D(ζ, η) = D(η, ζ), for all (ζ, η) ∈ A×A.
(D3) For every (ζ, η) ∈ A×A, for every n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, and for every

{u1, u2, · · · , un} ⊂ A with (u1, un) = (ζ, η), we have

D(ζ, η) > 0 implies f (D(ζ, η)) ≤ f

(
n−1∑
i=1

D(ui, ui+1)

)
+ α.

Then, the function D is said to be an F-metric on A, and the pair (A, D) is said
to be an F-metric space.

We refer to [46, 48, 49, 47, 50] for more details on F-metric spaces. Now,
motivated to the work done in [45], we define a new generalization of G-metric
space as in the following section.

2 GF-Metric Space
Definition 2.1. Let A be a non-empty set. Let G : A × A × A → [0,∞) be a
mapping. Let there exists (f, α) ∈ F × [0,∞) such that
(GF1) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = 0 if and only if ζ = η = ϑ.
(GF2) f (G(ζ, ζ, η)) ≤ f (G(ζ, η, ϑ)) + α, for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A with ϑ ̸= η,

ζ ̸= η.
(GF3) G(ζ, η, ϑ) = G(ζ, ϑ, η) = G(η, ϑ, ζ) = · · · (symmetric in its variables).
(GF4) For every (ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ A×A×A, for every n ∈ N, n ≥ 3, and every

{a1, a2, · · · , an−1} ⊂ A with a1 = ζ, G(ζ, η, ϑ) > 0 implies

f (G(ζ, η, ϑ)) ≤ f

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)
+ α.

Then, the function G is called a GF -metric on A, and the pair (A, G) is said to
be a GF -metric space.



Kapil Jain, Jatinderdeep Kaur, Satvinder Singh Bhatia

2.1 Examples
Example 2.1. Every G-metric space is a GF -metric space. Let (A, G) be a G-
metric space. Then, G is a GF metric on A, as (GF1) and (GF3) can be obtained
from (G1), (G2), (G3) and (G4). Also, with α = 0 and f(t) = −1

t2
, (GF2) and

(GF4) are satisfied using (G3) and (G5).

Now, we construct an example of a GF -metric space which is a Gb-metric
space as well, but not a G-metric space.

Example 2.2. Let A = {a, b, c} and define G : A×A×A → [0,∞) as follows:
G(a, a, a) = G(b, b, b) = G(c, c, c) = 0, G(a, a, b) = G(a, b, b) = 1, G(a, a, c) =
G(a, c, c) = 1.2, G(b, b, c) = G(b, c, c) = 1.3, G(a, b, c) = 3.3, and assume
that (GF3) holds. Then G is a GF -metric on A with f(t) = ln(t), t > 0, and
α = ln(1.5). Also, G is a Gb-metric on A with s = 1.5, but G is not a G-metric
on A as G(a, b, c) = 3.3 ≰ 2.3 = G(a, b, b) +G(b, b, c).

See another example of a GF -metric space which is a generalized Gb-metric
space as well, but not a Gb-metric space.

Example 2.3. Let A = {1, 2, 3, · · · , l − 2} ∪ {l − 1
n
| n ∈ N}, where l be a

fixed natural number such that l ≥ 5 and B = {1, 2, 3}. Consider a mapping
G : A×A×A → [0,∞) defined by

G(ζ, η, ϑ) =

{
|ζ − η|2 + |η − ϑ|2 + |ϑ− ζ|2, if (ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ B × B × B,
|ζ − η|+ |η − ϑ|+ |ϑ− ζ|, otherwise.

Then, (GF1) and (GF3) are satisfied for mapping G.
Let (ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ A×A×A such that G(ζ, η, ϑ) > 0 and for n ≥ 3,
{a1, a2, · · · , an−1} ⊂ A with a1 = ζ.
Let P = {i = 1, 2, 3, · · · , n−2 | ai, ai+1 ∈ B} andQ = {1, 2, 3, · · · , n−2}−P .
Case 1: If (ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ B × B × B and an−1 ∈ B, we have

G(ζ, η, ϑ)

= |ζ − η|2 + |η − ϑ|2 + |ϑ− ζ|2

≤ 2|ζ − η|+ |η − ϑ|2 + |ϑ− ζ|2

≤ 2

(∑
i∈P

|ai − ai+1|+
∑
i∈Q

|ai − ai+1|

)
+ 2|an−1 − η|+ |η − ϑ|2 + |ϑ− ζ|2

≤ 2

(∑
i∈P

|ai − ai+1|2 +
∑
i∈Q

|ai − ai+1|

)
+ 2|an−1 − η|2 + |η − ϑ|2

+ 2|ϑ− an−1|2 + 2|an−1 − ζ|2
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≤ 2

(
2
∑
i∈P

|ai − ai+1|2 + 2
∑
i∈Q

|ai − ai+1|

)
+ 2|an−1 − η|2

+ 2|η − ϑ|2 + 2|ϑ− an−1|2 + 2|an−1 − ζ|2

≤ 10

((
2
∑
i∈P

|ai − ai+1|2 + 2
∑
i∈Q

|ai − ai+1|

)
+ |an−1 − η|2

+ |η − ϑ|2 + |ϑ− an−1|2
)

= 10

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)
.

Case 2: If (ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ B × B × B and an−1 ̸∈ B, we have

G(ζ, η, ϑ)

= |ζ − η|2 + |η − ϑ|2 + |ϑ− ζ|2

≤ 2|ζ − η|+ 2|η − ϑ|+ 2|ϑ− ζ|

≤ 2

(∑
i∈P

|ai − ai+1|+
∑
i∈Q

|ai − ai+1|

)
+ 2|an−1 − η|+ 2|η − ϑ|

+ 2|ϑ− an−1|+ 2|an−1 − ζ|

≤ 2

(
2
∑
i∈P

|ai − ai+1|2 + 2
∑
i∈Q

|ai − ai+1|

)
+ 2|an−1 − η|+ 2|η − ϑ|

+ 2|ϑ− an−1|+ 2|an−1 − ζ|

≤ 2l

((
2
∑
i∈P

|ai − ai+1|2 + 2
∑
i∈Q

|ai − ai+1|

)
+ |an−1 − η|+ |η − ϑ|

+ |ϑ− an−1|

)

= 2l

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)
.

Case 3: If (ζ, η, ϑ) ̸∈ B × B × B, then using Case 1 and Case 2, we have

G(ζ, η, ϑ) = |ζ − η|+ |η − ϑ|+ |ϑ− ζ|

≤ l

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)
.
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Thus, combining all cases, we have

G(ζ, η, ϑ) > 0 implies G(ζ, η, ϑ) ≤ 2l

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)
.

Therefore, by taking f(t) = ln(t), t > 0, and α = ln(2l), (GF4) and (GF2) are
obtained. Hence, G is a GF -metric on A. Also, G is a generalized Gb-metric on
A with s = 2l. But G is not a Gb-metric on A as G(1, 1, 3) = 8 ≰ 6 = G(1, 2, 3),
i.e., (Gb3) does not hold.

In the following example, we see the existence of a GF -metric and G∗-metric
space, which is not a generalized Gb-metric space.

Example 2.4. Let A = R and B = [0, 1]× [0, 1]× [0, 1]− {(ζ, ζ, ζ) | ζ ∈ [0, 1]}
and G : A×A×A → [0,∞) be a mapping defined by

G(ζ, η, ϑ) =


0, if ζ = η = ϑ,

1
3
(|ζ − η|+ |η − ϑ|+ |ϑ− ζ|), if (ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ B,

2(|ζ−η|+|η−ϑ|+|ϑ−ζ|), otherwise.

Then, G satisfies (GF1) and (GF3) directly from the definition of G.
Let f(t) = −1√

t
, t > 0, and α = 1. Then, for any (ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ A ×A×A such that

G(ζ, η, ϑ) > 0 and for n ≥ 3, {a1, a2, · · · , an−1} ⊂ A with a1 = ζ, we consider
the following cases:
Case 1: If (ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ B, then

G(ζ, η, ϑ) =
1

3
(|ζ − η|+ |η − ϑ|+ |ϑ− ζ|)

≤
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

which implies that

f (G(ζ, η, ϑ)) ≤ f

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)

≤ f

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)
+ α.
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Case 2 : If (ζ, η, ϑ) ̸∈ B, then

f (G(ζ, η, ϑ))− f

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)
− α

=
−1√

2(|ζ−η|+|η−ϑ|+|ϑ−ζ|)
+

1√√√√n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

− 1

≤ −1√
2(|ζ−η|+|η−ϑ|+|ϑ−ζ|)

+ 1− 1 ≤ 0.

Thus, (GF4) holds.
Also, for ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A with ζ ̸= η, η ̸= ϑ, we consider the following two cases:
Case 1: If (ζ, ζ, η) ∈ B, then

G(ζ, ζ, η) =
1

3
(2|ζ − η|) ≤ G(ζ, η, ϑ),

which implies that

f (G(ζ, ζ, η)) ≤ f (G(ζ, η, ϑ)) ≤ f (G(ζ, η, ϑ)) + α.

Case 2: If (ζ, ζ, η) ̸∈ B, then

f (G(ζ, ζ, η)) =
−1√

2(2|ζ−η|)
≤ −1√

2(|ζ−η|+|η−ϑ|+|ϑ−ζ|)
≤ f (G(ζ, η, ϑ)) + α.

Thus, (GF2) holds; hence, G is a GF -metric on A. But G is not a generalized
Gb-metric on A as for any s ≥ 1, and for n ∈ N,

24n = G(2n+ 1, 1, 1)

≤ s (G(2n+ 1, n+ 1, n+ 1) +G(n+ 1, 1, 1))

= s(22n + 22n),

which gives 22n−1 ≤ s, therefore, by taking n→ ∞, we have a contradiction.

The next example assures the existence of a GF -metric space which is not a
G∗-metric space.

Example 2.5. Let B =
{

1
n
| n ∈ N

}
and A = B∪N∪{0}. LetG : A×A×A →

[0,∞) be a mapping defined by

G(ζ, η, ϑ) =


0, if ζ = η = ϑ;

|ζ − η|+ |η − ϑ|+ |ϑ− ζ|, if ζ, η, ϑ ∈ B; or
if atleast one of ζ, η, ϑ is 0;

1, otherwise.
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First, we prove that G is not a G∗-metric. Suppose that G is a G∗-metric with
constant β > 0.
Let ζ = 0 and ζn = 1

n
, then {ζn} ∈ CA(G, ζ). Therefore, for η, ϑ ∈ N, using

(Gg3), we get

G(ζ, η, ϑ) ≤ β

(
lim sup
n→∞

G(ζn, η, ϑ) +G(ζ, ζ, ζ)

)
,

that is,
|η|+ |η − ϑ|+ |ϑ| ≤ β(1 + 0) = β.

Taking limit η, ϑ→ ∞, we have a contradiction. Thus, (A, G) is not a G∗-metric
space.
We now prove that (A, G) is a GF -metric space with (f, α) ∈ F × [0,∞), where
f(t) = −1

t
and α = 1. (GF1) and (GF3) hold obviously. Now, for (GF2), let

ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A with ζ ̸= η, η ̸= ϑ. Then consider the following two cases:
Case 1: If ζ, η, ϑ ∈ B ∪ {0}, then G(ζ, ζ, η) ≤ G(ζ, η, ϑ). Therefore,

f(G(ζ, ζ, η)) ≤ f(G(ζ, η, ϑ)) ≤ f(G(ζ, η, ϑ)) + α.

Case 2 : If at least one of ζ, η, ϑ ∈ N, then G(ζ, η, ϑ) ≥ 1. Thus,

f(G(ζ, ζ, η))− f(G(ζ, η, ϑ))− α

=
−1

G(ζ, ζ, η)
+

1

G(ζ, η, ϑ)
− 1

≤ −1

G(ζ, ζ, η)
+ 1− 1 < 0.

Thus, (GF2) holds.
Now, for (GF4, ) let ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A such that G(ζ, η, ϑ) > 0 and for n ≥ 3,
{a1, a2, · · · , an−1} ⊂ A with a1 = ζ. Consider the following two cases:
Case 1: If If ζ, η, ϑ ∈ B ∪ {0}, then

G(ζ, η, ϑ) ≤
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ),

therefore,

f (G(ζ, η, ϑ)) ≤ f

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)

≤ f

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)
+ α.
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Case 2 : If at least one of ζ, η, ϑ ∈ N, then
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1)+G(an−1, η, ϑ) ≥

1. Thus,

f(G(ζ, η, ϑ))− f

(
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

)
− α

=
−1

G(ζ, η, ϑ)
+

1
n−2∑
i=1

G(ai, ai+1, ai+1) +G(an−1, η, ϑ)

− 1

≤ −1

G(ζ, η, ϑ)
+ 1− 1 < 0.

Thus, (GF4) holds. Hence, (A, G) is GF -metric space.

Remark 2.1. Abstract spaces in Example 1.2, Example 1.3, Example 1.4, and
Example 1.5 are not GF -metric spaces. A relation among the classes of abstract
spaces discussed so far is described in the following diagram (Figure 1):

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

G*-Metric  Spaces 

                                                                                                             

 

 

  

  Example 1.5 

 

Generalized Gb-Metric Spaces  

  

 

  Example 1.4 

 

Gb-Metric Spaces 

       Example 1.3 

 

 

 
 

 

 

Example 2.4 

 

GF-Metric Spaces 

     

          

             Example 2.5 

 

 

 

Example 2.3 

 

Spaces 

 

 Example 1.3    

 

 

 

 

  Example 2.2 

                        GP-Metric Spaces 

    G-Metric Spaces              

        Example 1.1                      Example 1.2 

        

Figure 1: A comparison among various classes of abstract space.
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2.2 Some Basic Concepts
This section defines a few fundamental ideas and examines their characteris-

tics within the context of GF -metric space.

Definition 2.2. Let A be a subset of GF -metric space (A, G). Then A is said to
be a GF -open set if for every ζ ∈ A, there exists r > 0 such that B(ζ, r) ⊆ A,
where

B(ζ, r) = {η ∈ A | G(ζ, η, η) < r}.

Let τGF be the collection of all such open sets, then τGF is a topology on A.

Definition 2.3. Let {ζn} be a sequence of points inGF -metric space (A, G). Then
sequence {ζn} is said to be GF -convergent to ζ0 ∈ A if, for each ϵ > 0, there
exists n0 ∈ N such that G(ζn, ζm, ζ0) < ϵ, for all n,m ≥ n0.

Proposition 2.1. Let (A, G) be aGF -metric space with (f, α) ∈ F× [0,∞), then

f (G(ζ, η, η)) ≤ f (2G(ζ, ζ, η)) + α, for all ζ, η ∈ A with ζ ̸= η.

Proof. For ζ, η ∈ A with ζ ̸= η, using (GF1), (GF4) and (GF3), we have,

f (G(ζ, η, η)) ≤ f (G(η, ζ, ζ) +G(ζ, ζ, η)) + α = f (2G(ζ, ζ, η)) + α.

Proposition 2.2. Let (A, G) be a GF -metric space with (f, α) ∈ F × [0,∞).
Then, the following statements are equivalent.
(I) G(ζn, ζn, ζ0) → 0 as n→ ∞.
(II) G(ζn, ζ0, ζ0) → 0 as n→ ∞.
(III) G(ζn, ζm, ζ0) → 0 as n,m→ ∞.

Proof. First, we prove (I) implies (II); for this, letG(ζn, ζn, ζ0) → 0 as n→ ∞.
If for infinitely many n, ζn ̸= ζ0, then for those n, using Proposition 2.1, we have

f (G(ζn, ζ0, ζ0)) ≤ f (2G(ζn, ζn, ζ0)) + α.

Taking n→ ∞ on right-hand side and using (F2), we arrive at G(ζn, ζ0, ζ0) → 0.
and for rest of n, G(ζn, ζ0, ζ0) = 0, thus in overall G(ζn, ζ0, ζ0) → 0.
Now we prove (II) implies (III); for this, let G(ζn, ζ0, ζ0) → 0 as n→ ∞.
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If for infinitely many m and n, G(ζn, ζm, ζ0) ̸= 0, then for those (m,n), using
(GF4), we have

f (G(ζn, ζm, ζ0)) ≤ f (G(ζn, ζ0, ζ0) +G(ζ0, ζ0, ζm)) + α.

Taking n,m→ ∞ on right-hand side and using (F2), we arrive atG(ζn, ζm, ζ0) →
0, and for rest of n,m, G(ζn, ζm, ζ0) = 0, thus in overall G(ζn, ζm, ζ0) → 0 as
n,m→ ∞.
Also, (III) implies (I) obviously.

Proposition 2.3. Let (A, G) be aGF -metric space with (f, α) ∈ F×[0,∞). Then
a sequence {ζn} in A which is GF -convergent, converges to a unique element in
A.

Proof. Let, if possible that sequence {ζn} converges to ζ and η in A with ζ ̸= η,
then, by (GF4)

f (G(ζ, η, η)) ≤ f (G(ζ, ζn, ζn) +G(ζn, η, η)) + α,

taking n → ∞ on right-hand side and using (F2), we arrive at a contradiction.

Definition 2.4. Let (A, G) be a GF -metric space. Then a sequence {ζn} in A is
said to be GF -Cauchy sequence if, for each ϵ > 0, there exists n0 ∈ N such that
G(ζn, ζm, ζl) < ϵ, for all n,m, l ≥ n0.

Proposition 2.4. Let (A, G) be a GF -metric space with (f, α) ∈ F × [0,∞).
Then, the following statements are equivalent.
(I) Sequence {ζn} in A is GF -Cauchy sequence.
(II) G(ζn, ζm, ζl) → 0 as n,m, l → ∞.
(III) G(ζn, ζm, ζm) → 0 as n,m→ ∞.

Proof. (I) and (II) are equivalent using Definition 2.4.
Now (II) implies (III) obviously, so we prove (III) implies (II). If for in-
finitely many n,m and l, G(ζn, ζm, ζl) ̸= 0, then for those (n,m, l), using (GF4),
we have

f (G(ζn, ζm, ζl)) ≤ f (G(ζn, ζm, ζm) +G(ζm, ζm, ζl)) + α.

Taking n,m, l → ∞ on the right-hand side and using (F2), we arrive at
G(ζn, ζm, ζl) → 0, and for rest of n,m, l, G(ζn, ζm, ζl) = 0, thus in overall
G(ζn, ζm, ζl) → 0 as n,m, l → ∞.

Proposition 2.5. Every GF -convergent sequence is a GF -Cauchy sequence.
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Remark 2.2. In Example 2.3, sequence {l − 1
n
} is GF -Cauchy sequence but not

a GF -convergent sequence.

Definition 2.5. AGF -metric space is said to beGF -complete if everyGF -Cauchy
sequence is a GF -convergent sequence.

Remark 2.3. In Example 2.4, (A, G) is a GF -complete metric space as every
GF -Cauchy sequence is a GF -convergent sequence.

Definition 2.6. Let (A, G) be a GF -metric space and B ⊆ A. Then closure of B
is denoted by B and defined by

B = {ζ ∈ A | ζ ∈ B or B(ζ, r) ∩ B is infinite set for every r > 0}.

The following propositions are needed in the main results of this paper.

Proposition 2.6. Let (A, G) be a GF -metric space with (f, α) ∈ F × [0,∞) and
f is a continuous function. If {ζn} is GF -convergent to ζ with ζ ̸= b or ζ ̸= c,
where b and c are real constants, then

f (G(ζ, b, c))− α ≤ lim inf
n→∞

f (G(ζn, b, c)) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

f (G(ζn, b, c))

≤ f (G(ζ, b, c)) + α.

Proof. Without loss of generality, consider ζ ̸= b, so except first finitely many n,
ζn ̸= b. Now using (GF4), we have

f (G(ζ, b, c))− α ≤ lim inf
n→∞

f (G(ζ, ζn, ζn) +G(ζn, b, c))

= lim inf
n→∞

f (G(ζn, b, c))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

f (G(ζn, b, c))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

f (G(ζn, ζ, ζ) +G(ζ, b, c)) + α

= lim sup
n→∞

f (G(ζ, b, c)) + α

= f (G(ζ, b, c)) + α.

Proposition 2.7. Let (A, G) be a GF -metric space with (f, α) ∈ F × [0,∞),
and f is a continuous function. If {ζn} and {ηn} are GF -convergent to ζ and η,
respectively, and c is a real constant such that c ̸= ζ or c ̸= η, then

f (G(ζ, η, c))− 2α ≤ lim inf
n→∞

f (G(ζn, ηn, c)) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

f (G(ζn, ηn, c))

≤ f (G(ζ, η, c)) + 2α.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that c ̸= ζ; therefore, except first
finitely many n, c ̸= ζn. Now using (GF4), we have

f (G(ζ, η, c))− 2α ≤ lim inf
n→∞

f (G(ζ, ζn, ζn) +G(ζn, η, c))− α

= lim inf
n→∞

f (G(ζn, η, c))− α

≤ lim inf
n→∞

f (G(η, ηn, ηn) +G(ηn, ζn, c))

= lim inf
n→∞

f (G(ζn, ηn, c))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

f (G(ζn, ηn, c))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

f (G(ζn, ζ, ζ) +G(ζ, ηn, c)) + α

= lim sup
n→∞

f (G(ζ, ηn, c)) + α

≤ lim sup
n→∞

f (G(ηn, η, η) +G(η, ζ, c)) + 2α

= lim sup
n→∞

f (G(η, ζ, c)) + 2α.

= f (G(ζ, η, c)) + 2α.

3 Fixed Point Results in GF-Metric Space
This section deals with some fixed point results in the context of GF -metric

space. Our first result is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let (A, G) be a GF -complete metric space with (f, α) ∈ F ×
[0,∞) and T : A → A be a mapping such that there exists a non-empty subset
B of A with T (B) ⊆ B and

G(Tζ, Tη, Tϑ) ≤ λG(ζ, η, ϑ), for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ B,

where λ ∈ [0, 1). Then, T has a fixed point in A. Moreover, if the fixed point
belongs to B, then T has a unique fixed point in B.

Proof. Let ζ0 ∈ B be arbitrary. Define a sequence {ζn} in A by ζn = Tζn−1, for
all n ∈ N. If ζn = ζn+1 for some n ∈ N, then ζn is a fixed point of T . So let
ζn ̸= ζn+1, for every n ∈ N. Now for each n ∈ N, we have

G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+1) ≤ λG(ζn−1, ζn, ζn).

Now, an easy induction gives that

G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+1) ≤ λnG(ζ0, ζ1, ζ1).
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Let n,m ∈ N with m > n; then, we have

m−1∑
i=n

G(ζi, ζi+1, ζi+1) ≤
λn

1− λ
G(ζ0, ζ1, ζ1).

If for infinitely many pairs (m,n) with m > n, G(ζn, ζm, ζm) ̸= 0, then for these
m,n using (GF4), we have

f (G(ζn, ζm, ζm)) ≤ f

(
m−1∑
i=n

G(ζi, ζi+1, ζi+1)

)
+ α

≤ f

(
λn

1− λ
G(ζ0, ζ1, ζ1)

)
+ α,

taking n,m→ ∞ and using (F2), we get G(ζn, ζm, ζm) → 0.
Also, for rest of m,n with m > n, G(ζn, ζm, ζm) = 0. Thus in overall,

G(ζn, ζm, ζm) → 0 as n,m→ ∞.

Thus, {ζn} is a GF -Cauchy sequence in A, but (A, G) is a GF -complete metric
space, therefore {ζn} is GF -convergent to some ζ ′ ∈ A. Suppose, if possible
G(Tζ ′, ζ ′, ζ ′) > 0, then using (GF4), we have

f (G(Tζ ′, ζ ′, ζ ′)) ≤ f (G(Tζ ′, T ζn, T ζn) +G(Tζn, ζ
′, ζ ′)) + α

≤ f (λG(ζ ′, ζn, ζn) +G(ζn+1, ζ
′, ζ ′)) + α.

Taking n→ ∞ on the right-hand side and using (F2),we arrive at a contradiction.
Thus, G(Tζ ′, ζ ′, ζ ′) = 0 and which implies that Tζ ′ = ζ ′.
Now, if ζ ′ ∈ B and η ∈ B be another fixed point of T, then

G(ζ ′, η, η) = G(Tζ ′, T η, Tη) ≤ λG(ζ ′, η, η)

which implies that G(ζ ′, η, η) = 0 as λ ∈ [0, 1). Therefore, ζ ′ = η, that is, ζ ′ is a
unique fixed point of T in B.

Example 3.1. Consider GF -metric space (A, G) as in Example 2.4, which is a
GF -complete metric space. Define a mapping T : A → A as

Tζ =
ζ(ζ + 1)

4
, for all ζ ∈ A.
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Now, for B = [0, 1], we see that T (B) ⊆ B, and for ζ, η, ϑ ∈ B, we have

G(Tζ, Tη, Tϑ)

=
1

3

(∣∣∣∣ζ(ζ + 1)

4
− η(η + 1)

4

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣η(η + 1)

4
− ϑ(ϑ+ 1)

4

∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣ϑ(ϑ+ 1)

4
− ζ(ζ + 1)

4

∣∣∣∣
)

≤ 1

3
× 3

4
(|ζ − η|+ |η − ϑ|+ |ϑ− ζ|)

=
3

4
G(ζ, η, ϑ).

Thus, the hypothesis of Theorem 3.1 is satisfied. And we notice that T has two
fixed points, 0 and 3. Also, 0 is the only fixed point of T in B.

Example 3.2. Consider GF -metric space (A, G) as in Example 2.4, which is a
GF -complete metric space. Define a mapping T : A → A as Tζ = ζ

2
, for all ζ ∈

A.
Then for B = [0, 1], we can easily see that hypothesis of Theorem 3.1 is satisfied.
Also, we notice that T has a unique fixed point in A.

Corollary 3.1. Let (A, G) be a GF -complete metric space with (f, α) ∈ F ×
[0,∞) and T : A → A be a mapping such that

G(Tζ, Tη, Tϑ) ≤ λG(ζ, η, ϑ), for all ζ, η, ϑ ∈ A,
where λ ∈ [0, 1). Then, T has a unique fixed point in A.
Proof. Take B = A in Theorem 3.1.

In the following result, we find the unique fixed point for (ψ, ϕ)-contractive
mapping (see detail of (ψ, ϕ)-contractive mapping in [51, 52, 14, 53, 29, 32, 54])
in the setting of GF -complete metric space.

Theorem 3.2. Let (A, G) be a GF -complete metric space with (f, α) ∈ F ×
[0,∞) such that f is a continuous function. Let T : A → A be a mapping such
that

ψ (f(M(ζ, η, ϑ)) + 4α) ≤ ψ (f(G(Tζ, Tη, Tϑ)))− ϕ (M(ζ, η, ϑ)) , (1)

for all (ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ A×A×A−{(ζ, η, ϑ) ∈ A×A×A | Tζ = Tη = Tϑ}, where
ψ : R → R is a continuous non-decreasing function and ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a
lower semi-continuous function with ϕ−1(0) = {0} and

M(ζ, η, ϑ) = max{G(ζ, η, ϑ), G(ζ, T ζ, Tη), G(η, Tη, Tϑ), G(ϑ, Tϑ, Tζ)}.
Then, T has a unique fixed point.
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Proof. Let ζ0 ∈ A be arbitrary. Define a sequence {ζn} in A by ζn+1 = Tζn, n =
0, 1, 2, · · · . If ζn = ζn+1, then ζn is a fixed point of T. Now, assume that ζn ̸=
ζn+1, for all n. Let θn = f(G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2)), n = 1, 2, 3 · · · .
Now,

ψ(f(M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2))) ≤ ψ(f(M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2)) + 4α)

≤ ψ(f(G(Tζn, T ζn+1, T ζn+2)))− ϕ (M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2))

≤ ψ (θn+1)− ϕ (M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2)) ,

where

M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2) = max{G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2), G(ζn, T ζn, T ζn+1),

G(ζn+1, T ζn+1, T ζn+2), G(ζn+2, T ζn+2, T ζn)}
= max{G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2), G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2),

G(ζn+1, ζn+2, ζn+3), G(ζn+2, ζn+3, ζn+1)}

and, therefore,

f(M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2)) = max{f(G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2)), f(G(ζn+1, ζn+2, ζn+3))}
= max{θn, θn+1}.

If θn < θn+1 for some n, then we haveψ(θn+1) ≤ ψ(θn+1)−ϕ (M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2)),
which gives that M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2) = 0, a contradiction, therefore θn+1 ≤ θn for
all n. Thus, {θn} is a non-increasing sequence. Suppose that {θn} is bounded
below; then there exists a real θ such that lim

n→∞
θn = θ. Now,

ψ(θn) ≤ ψ(θn+1)− ϕ (M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2))

taking limit supremum on both sides, we have

lim sup
n→∞

ψ(θn) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

ψ(θn+1)− lim inf
n→∞

ϕ (M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2))

i.e., ψ(θ) ≤ ψ(θ)− ϕ
(
lim inf
n→∞

M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2)
)

which gives that lim inf
n→∞

M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2) = 0, therefore, by (F2)

lim inf
n→∞

f (M(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2)) = −∞, i.e., lim
n→∞

θn = −∞. Hence by (F2),

lim
n→∞

G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2) = 0. (2)

Since ζn ̸= ζn+1 for every n, therefore, by (GF2),

f (G(ζn, ζn, ζn+1)) ≤ f (G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+2)) + α.



Fixed Point Results for (ψ, ϕ)-Contractive Mapping in GF -Metric Space

So, by using (2) and (F2), we have

lim
n→∞

G(ζn, ζn, ζn+1) = 0. (3)

Also, using Proposition 2.1, we have

lim
n→∞

G(ζn, ζn+1, ζn+1) = 0. (4)

Next, we prove that {ζn} is aGF -Cauchy sequence. Suppose not, then there exists
ϵ > 0 such that we can find subsequences {ζmk

} and {ζnk
} of {ζn} such that mk

is the smallest index for which mk > nk > k and

G(ζnk
, ζmk

, ζmk
) ≥ ϵ (5)

this means that
G(ζnk

, ζmk−1, ζmk−1) < ϵ. (6)

Now further, consider only those k for which left-hand side of (6) is greater than
0, and clearly, such k exists infinitely many.
Now,

ψ (f(M(ζnk
, ζmk−2, ζmk−1)) + 4α)

= ψ (f(G(Tζnk
, T ζmk−2, T ζmk−1)))− ϕ (M(ζnk

, ζmk−2, ζmk−1))

≤ ψ (f(G(ζnk+1, ζmk−1, ζmk
)))− ϕ (M(ζnk

, ζmk−2, ζmk−1)) , (7)

where

M(ζnk
, ζmk−2, ζmk−1)

= max{G(ζnk
, ζmk−2, ζmk−1), G(ζnk

, T ζnk
, T ζmk−2),

G(ζmk−2, T ζmk−2, T ζmk−1), G(ζmk−1, T ζmk−1, T ζnk
)}

= max{G(ζnk
, ζmk−2, ζmk−1), G(ζnk

, ζnk+1, ζmk−1),

G(ζmk−2, ζmk−1, ζmk
), G(ζmk−1, ζmk

, ζnk+1)}. (8)

Also, using (GF4), (3), and (6), we have

lim sup
k→∞

f (G(ζmk−1, ζmk
, ζnk+1))

≤ lim sup
k→∞

f(G(ζnk+1, ζnk
, ζnk

) +G(ζnk
, ζmk−1, ζmk−1)

+G(ζmk−1, ζmk−1, ζmk
)) + α

≤ lim sup
k→∞

f (G(ζnk
, ζmk−1, ζmk−1)) + α

≤ f(ϵ) + α. (9)
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Now, using (5), (GF4), and (GF2), we have

f(ϵ) ≤ lim sup
k→∞

f (G(ζnk
, ζmk

, ζmk
))

≤ lim sup
k→∞

f (G(ζnk
, ζnk+1, ζnk+1) +G(ζnk+1, ζmk

, ζmk
)) + α

= lim sup
k→∞

f (G(ζnk+1, ζmk
, ζmk

)) + α

≤ lim sup
k→∞

f (G(ζnk+1, ζmk
, ζmk−1)) + 2α. (10)

Now, using (10), (7), and (9), we have

ψ(f(ϵ) + 2α) ≤ ψ

(
lim sup
k→∞

f(G(ζnk+1, ζmk−1, ζmk
)) + 2α + 2α

)
≤ ψ

(
lim sup
k→∞

f(M(ζnk
, ζmk−2, ζmk−1)) + 4α

)
≤ ψ

(
lim sup
k→∞

f(G(ζnk+1, ζmk−1, ζmk
))

)
− lim inf

k→∞
ϕ (M(ζnk

, ζmk−2, ζmk−1))

≤ ψ(f(ϵ) + α)− ϕ
(
lim inf
k→∞

M(ζnk
, ζmk−2, ζmk−1)

)
≤ ψ(f(ϵ) + 2α)− ϕ

(
lim inf
k→∞

M(ζnk
, ζmk−2, ζmk−1)

)
This gives

lim inf
k→∞

M(ζnk
, ζmk−2, ζmk−1) = 0,

therefore, we have

lim inf
k→∞

f(M(ζnk
, ζmk−2, ζmk−1)) = −∞,

which gives a contradiction in view of (8) and (10). Thus {ζn} is a GF -Cauchy
sequence in (A, G), but (A, G) is GF -complete. Therefore, there exists b ∈ A
such that limn→∞ ζn = b.
Next, we prove that b is a fixed point of T . Suppose that Tb ̸= b, then

ψ (f(M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2)) + 4α)

≤ ψ (f(G(Tb, T ζn+1, T ζn+2)))− ϕ (M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2))

= ψ (f(G(Tb, ζn+2, ζn+3)))− ϕ (M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2)) , (11)

where

M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2) = max{G(b, ζn+1, ζn+2), G(b, T b, T ζn+1),

G(ζn+1, T ζn+1, T ζn+2), G(ζn+2, T ζn+2, T b)}
= max{G(b, ζn+1, ζn+2), G(b, T b, ζn+2),

G(ζn+1, ζn+2, ζn+3), G(ζn+2, ζn+3, T b)}.
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Thus, by Proposition 2.6 and Proposition 2.7, we have

f (G(Tb, b, b))− 2α ≤ lim inf
n→∞

f (M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

f (M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2))

≤ f (G(Tb, b, b)) + 2α. (12)

Now, using (11) and (12), we have

ψ(f(G(Tb, b, b)) + 2α)

≤ ψ

(
lim sup
n→∞

f(M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2)) + 4α

)
≤ ψ

(
lim sup
n→∞

f(G(Tb, ζn+2, ζn+3))

)
− lim inf

n→∞
ϕ (M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2))

≤ ψ(f(G(Tb, b, b)) + 2α)− ϕ
(
lim inf
n→∞

M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2)
)
.

It gives that
lim inf
n→∞

M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2) = 0,

therefore, we have

lim inf
n→∞

f(M(b, ζn+1, ζn+2)) = −∞,

which gives a contradiction in (12); therefore, Tb = b. Next we prove that the
fixed point of T is unique. For this, let c be another fixed point of T such that
c ̸= b. Then

M(b, b, c) = max{G(b, b, c), G(b, T b, T b), G(b, T b, T c), G(c, T c, T b)}
= max{G(b, b, c), G(b, b, b), G(b, b, c), G(c, c, b)}
= max{G(b, b, c), G(c, c, b)}
= M(c, c, b). (13)

Therefore,

ψ(f(G(b, b, c))) ≤ ψ (f(M(b, b, c)) + 4α)

≤ ψ (f(G(Tb, T b, T c)))− ϕ (M(b, b, c))

= ψ (f(G(b, b, c)))− ϕ (M(b, b, c)) . (14)

It gives thatM(b, b, c) = 0, and henceG(b, b, c) = G(c, c, b) = 0. Thus b = c.
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4 Conclusion

With the aid of F-metric space, we have introduced a new generalization of
G-metric space, which we call GF -metric space. We have also shown a compari-
son between GF -metric space and several abstract spaces found in literature. This
newly defined abstract space is also studied in terms of some fundamental con-
cepts. In the framework of GF -metric space, we have demonstrated the Banach
Contraction Principle and the fixed point result for (ψ, ϕ)-contractive mapping. In
this newly defined abstract space, fixed point results for different mappings exist-
ing in the literature and for some new mappings can be studied.
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