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1. Introduction

As an abstract description of Picard’s method of repeated approxima-
tions, S. Banach [4] established the renowned Banach contraction prin-
ciple. It states that, if M is a complete metric space and T is a self
mapping on M which satisfies

ϱ(Tν, Tµ) ≤ kϱ(ν, µ), for all ν, µ ∈M and k ∈ (0, 1),
then T has a unique fixed point and for every ν0 ∈ X, a sequence {Tnν0}
is converging to the fixed point. Boyd and Wong [5] generalized Banach
contraction principle by replacing right hand term by a function as fol-
lows:

ϱ(Tν, Tµ) ≤ ψ(ϱ(ν, µ))

where ψ is some function defined on the closure of the range of ϱ. By
removing the continuity assumption, relaxing the compatibility condi-
tion to the coincidentally commuting property, and substituting a set of
four conditions for the completeness of metric space, Imdad et al. [14]
enhanced a common fixed point theorem by Popa [17]. A few examples
were discussed in regard to the findings. The expansion of the Banach
contraction principle has led to the development of numerous fixed point
theorems, many of which are not listed above.

In 2012 Wardowski [24] introduced a new type of contraction called
F- contraction by using the mapping F : R+ → R and proved a new
fixed point theorem concerning F-contraction. Some examples of F-
contractions which show the significance of obtained results are given in
[24]. Popescu and Stan [18], generalized the results of Wardowski [24] in
a complete metric space concerning F-contraction mapping. Kumar and
Sholastica [16, 21] extened Wardowski results in ordered partial metric
spaces. Kumar and Asim [15] further extended these results to Ordered
F-contraction mappings in Ordered Metric Spaces. Recently, Wangwe
and Kumar extended Wardowski results in different directions [22, 23]
In this paper, we present an extension of the result of Popescu and Stan
[18] to complete cone b-metric space. Some fixed point theorems and
examples are provided to support the obtained results.
Throughout the article, R represent a set of real numbers, R+ reprents a
set of all positive real numbers and N denotes a set of natural numbers.
Following definitions, lemmas, and theorems are used in this article:

Huang and Zhang [9] introduced a concept of cone as a subset of Banach
space by defining it as follows.

Definition 1.1. [9] A subset P of a Banach space E is called a cone if
and only if it satisfies the following conditions:

(P1): P is closed, nonempty and P ̸= {0}.
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(P2): If m,n ∈ R such that m,n ≥ 0 and ν, µ ∈ P then mν+nµ ∈
P .

(P3): If ν ∈ P and −ν ∈ P ⇒ ν = 0.
Given a cone P ⊂ E, then we define a partial ordering c for P by ν ⪯ µ
if and only if µ− ν ∈ P and we write ν ≪ µ if ν − µ ∈ intP .

Huang and Zhang [9] introduced a concept of cone metric ϱ and cone
metric space (X, ϱ). The following definition was given.

Definition 1.2. [9] Let X be a nonempty set, E be a real Banach space
and assume that the mapping ϱ : X × X → E satisfies the following
conditions:

(d1): 0 ≤ ϱ(ν, µ) and ϱ(ν, µ) = 0 if and only if ν = µ for all ν and
µ in X.

(d2): ϱ(ν, µ) = ϱ(µ, ν) for all ν and µ in X.
(d3): ϱ(ν, µ) ≤ ϱ(ν, ξ) + ϱ(ξ, µ) for all ν, µ and ξ in X.

Then ϱ is called cone metric and (X, ϱ) is called a cone metric space.

Also, Huang and Zhang [9] introduced the concept of normal in a cone
metric space. The following definition is given below:

Definition 1.3. [9] A cone P is said to be normal if there exists M > 0
such that 0 ≤ ν ≤ µ implies ∥ν∥ ≤M∥µ∥, ∀ν, µ ∈ P . The least value of
M is called the normal constant.

The following definition of b-metric space was introduced by Bakhtin
[3] as follows.

Definition 1.4. [3] Let X be a non empty set and s ≥ 1 be a given real
number. A function ϱ : X ×X → [0,∞) is called b-metric if it satisfies
the following properties for each ν, µ, ξ ∈ X
(b1): ϱ(ν, µ) = 0 ⇔ ν = µ
(b2): ϱ(ν, µ) = ϱ(ν, µ)
(b3): ϱ(ν, ξ) ≤ s[ϱ(ν, µ) + ϱ(µ, ξ)].
The pair (X, ϱ) is called b-metric space.

Hussain and Shah [13] introduced a concept of cone b-metric ϱ and
cone b-metric space (X, ϱ) as follows.

Definition 1.5. [13] Let X be a nonempty set and s ≥ 1 be a given
real number. A mapping ϱ : X ×X → E is said to be cone b-metric if
and only if, for all ν, µ, ξ ∈ X, the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) 0 ≤ ϱ(ν, µ) with ν ̸= µ and ϱ(ν, µ) = 0 if and only if ν = µ;
(ii) ϱ(ν, µ) = ϱ(µ, ν);
(iii) ϱ(ν, µ) ≤ s[ϱ(ν, ξ) + ϱ(ξ, µ)].
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The pair (X, ϱ) is called a cone b-metric space.
Huang and Zhang [9] introduced the concept of Cauchy sequence in

cone metric space as follows:
Definition 1.6. [9] The sequence {νn} in a cone metric space (X, ϱ)
is said to be Cauchy if for every c ∈ E with 0 ≪ c there is a natural
number N such that ϱ(νm, νn) ≪ c for all n,m ≥ N .

Completeness of a cone metric space was introduced by Huang and
Zhang [9] which is useful for our main results.
Definition 1.7. [9] The cone metric space (X, ϱ) is said to be complete
if every Cauchy sequence in X is convergent.

The concept of F -contraction mapping was introduced by Wardowski
[24]. Following conditions were given to define F -contraction in metric
space.
Definition 1.8. [24] Let (X, ϱ) be a metric space. A mapping T : X −→
X is called an F-contraction if there exist τ > 0 and F ∈ F such that

τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ)) ≤ F (ϱ(ν, µ)) (1.1)
holds for any ν, µ ∈ X with ϱ(Tν, Tµ) > 0, where F is the set of all
functions F : R+ −→ R satisfying the following conditions:
(F1) F is strictly increasing: ν < µ⇒ F (ν) < F (µ);
(F2) For each sequence {αn}, n ∈ N in R+, lim

n−→∞
αn = 0 if and only if

lim
n−→∞

F (αn) = −∞,

(F3) There exists k ∈ (0, 1) such that lim
n−→∞

(αn)
kF (αn) = 0.

Following examples (1.1)-(1.4) satisfies the above conditions.
Example 1.9. [24] Let F : R+ −→ R be given by the formula F (α) =
lnα. It is clear that F satisfies (F1) − (F3), ((F3) for k ∈ (0, 1)).
Each mapping T : X −→ X satisfying the above definition is F- con-
traction such that

ϱ(Tν, Tµ) ≤ e−tϱ(ν, µ)

for all ν, µ ∈ X,Tν ̸= Tµ. It is clear that for ν, µ ∈ X such that Tν = Tµ
the inequality,

ϱ(Tν, Tµ) ≤ e−tϱ(ν, µ)

also holds, hence T is a Banach contraction.
Example 1.10. [24] If F (α) = lnα + α, α > 0 then F satisfies (F1) −
(F3) and the condition above is of the form

ϱ(Tν, Tµ)

ϱ(ν, µ)
eϱ(Tν,Tµ)−ϱ(ν,µ) ≤ e−t

for all ν, µ ∈ X,Tν ̸= Tµ.



388 Santosh Kumar, Emmanuel Kapinga

Example 1.11. [24] Consider F (α) = −1√
α

, α > 0. Then, F satisfies
(F1) − (F3), ((F3) for k ∈ (12 , 1)). In this case, each F-contraction
T satisfies

ϱ(Tν, Tµ) ≤ 1

(1+τ
√

ϱ(ν,µ) )2
ϱ(ν, µ) for all ν, µ ∈ X,Tν ̸= Tµ.

Here, we obtain ϱ, a special case of nonlinear contraction of the type
ϱ(Tν, Tµ) ≤ α(ϱ(ν, µ))ϱ(ν, µ).

Example 1.12. [24] Let F (α) = ln(α2+α), α > 0. Obviously F satisfies
(F1)− (F3) and for F - contraction T , the following conditon hold,

ϱ(Tν, Tµ)(ϱ(Tν, Tµ) + 1)

ϱ(ν, µ)(ϱ(ν, µ) + 1)
≤ e−t

for all ν, µ ∈ X,Tν ̸= Tµ.
As observed above from Example 1.1-1.4 the contraction conditions are
satisfied for all ν, µ ∈ X such that Tν = Tµ.

The following remarks were introduced by Wardowski [24] in relaltion
to F -contraction mapping.
Remark 1.13. [24] From (F1) and (F2) it is easy to conclude that every
F-contraction T is a contractive mapping, i.e ϱ(Tν, Tµ) < ϱ(ν, µ), for all
ν, µ ∈ X,Tν = Tµ. Thus every F-contraction is a continuous mapping.
From (F1) and (F2) it is easy to conclude that every F-contraction T
is a contractive mapping.
Remark 1.14. [24] Let F1, F2 be the mappings satisfying (F1) − (F3).
If F1(α) < F2(α) for all α > 0 and a mappings G = F2 − F1 is non
decreasing, then every F1-contraction T is F2-contraction.
Indeed, from Remark (1.1) we have

G(ϱ(Tν, Tµ)) ≤ G(ϱ(ν, µ))

for all ν, µ ∈ X,Tν ̸= Tµ. Thus, we obtain
τ + F2(ϱ(Tν, Tµ)) = τ + F1(ϱ(Tν, Tµ)) +G(ϱ(Tν, Tµ))

< F1(ϱ(ν, µ)) +G(ϱ(ν, µ)).

Cosentino [6] defined F -contraction of Hardy-Rogers type of contrac-
tion as follows.
Definition 1.15. [6] Let (X, ϱ) be a metric space. A mapping T :
X −→ X is called an F-contraction of Hardy-Rogers-type if there exist
τ > 0 and F ∈ F such that:
τ+F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ)) ≤ F (αϱ(ν, µ)+βϱ(ν, Tν)+γϱ(µ, Tµ)+δϱ(ν, Tµ)+Lϱ(µ, Tν))

holds for any ν, µ ∈ X with ϱ(Tν, Tµ) > 0, where α, β, γ, δ, L are non-
negative numbers,γ ̸= 1 and α+ β + γ + 2δ = 1.
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The following theorems are due to Huang and Zhang [9] where by
the existence and uniqueness of a fixed point in a cone metric space is
determined. These theorems state as follows.
Theorem 1.16. [9] Let (X, ϱ) be a complete cone metric space, P be a
normal cone with normal constant K. Suppose the mapping T : X → X
satisfies the contractive condition

ϱ(Tν, Tµ) ⪯ kϱ(ν, µ),∀ν, µ ∈ X,

where k ∈ [0, 1) is a constant. Then, T has a unique fixed point in X.
Moreover, for any ν ∈ X, iterative sequence {Tnν} converges to the fixed
point.
Theorem 1.17. [9] Let (X, ϱ) be a complete cone metric space, P a
normal cone with normal constant K. Suppose the mapping T : X → X
satisfies the contractive condition

ϱ(Tν, Tµ) ⪯ k{ϱ(Tν, ν) + ϱ(Tµ, µ)},∀ν, µ ∈ X,

where k ∈ [0, 1/2) is a constant. Then T has a unique fixed point in
X. Moreover, for any ν ∈ X, iterative sequence {Tnν} converges to the
fixed point.

Huang et al. [12] introduced the following lemma in cone metric space
to prove that the given sequence is a Cauchy sequence in a cone metric
space.
Lemma 1.18. [12] Let (X, ϱ) be a cone metric space, P be a normal
cone with a normal constant K. Let {νn} be a sequence in X. Then {νn}
is a Cauchy sequence if and only if ϱ(νn, νm) → 0 for n,m→ ∞.

The following theorem is due to Popescu and Stan [18] in metric space.
Theorem 1.19. Let T be a self mapping of a metric space into itself.
Suppose there exist τ > 0 such that for all ν, µ ∈ X,
ϱ(Tν, Tµ) > 0 ⇒ τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ))

≤ F (αϱ(ν, µ) + βϱ(ν, Tν) + γϱ(µ, Tµ) + δϱ(ν, Tµ) + Lϱ(µ, Tν))

where F : R+ −→ R is an increasing map, α, β, γ, δ, L are non negative
numbers,

δ <
1

2
, γ < 1, α+ β + γ + 2δ = 1, 0 < α+ γ + L ≤ 1.

Then T has unique fixed point ν⋆ ∈ X and for all ν ∈ X the sequence
{Tnν}n∈N converge to ν⋆.

Motivated by Popescu and Stan [18], we present our results by ex-
tending Theorem 1.19 to complete cone b-metric space. An example is
given to support the results obtained.
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Theorem 1.20. Let (G, .) be an Abelian group with identity and let
f,m : G → C be functions such that there exist functions M1,M2 :→
[0,∞) with

∥f(x.y)− f(x)m(y)∥ ≤ min{M1(x),M2(y)}

for all x, y ∈ G. Then either f is bounded or m is an exponential and
f(x) = f(1)g(x) for all x ∈ G.

For the reader’s convenience and explicit later use, we will recall a
fundamental results in fixed point theory.

Definition 1.21. The pair (X, d) is called a generalized complete metric
space if X is a nonempty set and d : X2 → [0,∞] satisfies the following
conditions:

(1) d(x, y) ≥ 0 and the equality holds if and only if x = y;
(2) d(x, y) = d(y, x);
(3) d(x, z) ≤ d(x, y) + d(y, z);
(4) every d-Cauchy sequence in X is d-convergent.

for all x, y ∈ X.

Note that the distance between two points in a generalized metric
space is permitted to be infinity.

2. Main result

We present an extension of result due to Popescu and Stan et al. [18]
to complete cone b-metric space and prove common fixed point theorems
concerning F - contraction condition in complete cone b-metric space.

Theorem 2.1. Let T be a self mapping of complete cone b-metric space
with S ≥ 1, S2ℓ < 1 and Sℓ < 1. Suppose there exists τ > 0 such that
for all ν, µ ∈ X,
ϱ(Tν, Tµ) > 0 ⇒ τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ))

≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(ν, µ) + ℓ2ϱ(ν, Tν) + ℓ3ϱ(µ, Tµ) + ℓ4ϱ(ν, Tµ) + ℓ5ϱ(µ, Tν)).
(2.1)

where F : R+ −→ R is an increasing map, ℓ1, ℓ2, , ℓ3, ℓ4, ℓ5 are non
negative numbers,

ℓ4 <
1

2
, ℓ3 < 1, ℓ1 + ℓ2 + ℓ3 + 2ℓ4 = 1, 0 < ℓ1 + ℓ3 + ℓ5 ≤ 1.

Then T has unique fixed point ν⋆ ∈ X and for all ν ∈ X the sequence
{Tnν}n∈N converge to ν⋆.
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Proof. Suppose ν0 ∈ X is an arbitrary point in X and let us construct
a sequence {νn} ∈ X such that,

ν1 = Tν0

ν2 = Tν1 = T 2ν0,

.... ..... ..........

νn = Tνn−1 = Tnν0,

for all n ∈ N. If there exist n ∈ N such that ϱ(νn, T νn) = 0, then νn is a
fixed point of T. Suppose,

0 < ϱ(νn, T νn) = ϱ(Tνn−1, T νn)

for all n ∈ N. Also let dn = ϱ(νn, νn+1), hence by using the hypothesis
of monotony of f, we have,

τ + F (dn) = τ + F (ϱ(νn, νn+1))

= τ + F (ϱ(Tνn−1, T νn))

≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(νn−1, νn) + ℓ2ϱ(νn−1, T νn−1) + ℓ3ϱ(νn, T νn)

+ℓ4ϱ(νn−1, T νn) + ℓ5ϱ(νn, T νn−1))

= F (ℓ1ϱ(νn−1, νn) + ℓ2ϱ(νn−1, νn) + ℓ3ϱ(νn, νn+1)

+ℓ4ϱ(νn−1, νn+1) + ℓ5ϱ(νn, νn)).

Applying condition (iii) of Definition (1.5)

= F (ℓ1ϱ(νn−1, νn) + ℓ2ϱ(νn−1, νn) + ℓ3ϱ(νn, νn+1)

+S{ℓ4ϱ(νn−1, νn) + ℓ4ϱ(νn, νn+1)})
= F (ℓ1dn−1 + ℓ2dn−1 + ℓ3dn + Sℓ4{dn−1 + dn})
≤ F (ℓ1dn−1 + ℓ2dn−1 + ℓ3dn + Sℓ4dn−1 + Sℓ4dn)

= F ((ℓ1 + ℓ2 + Sℓ4)dn−1 + (ℓ3 + Sℓ4)dn).

which follows that:

F (dn) ≤ F ((ℓ1 + ℓ2 + Sℓ4)dn−1 + (ℓ3 + Sℓ4)dn)− τ

< F ((ℓ1 + ℓ2 + Sℓ4)dn−1 + (ℓ3 + Sℓ4)dn). (2.2)

By the monotony of F we have,

dn < (ℓ1 + ℓ2 + Sℓ4)dn−1 + (ℓ3 + Sℓ4)dn

which gives,
(1− ℓ3 − Sℓ4)dn < (ℓ1 + ℓ2 + Sℓ4)dn−1
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for all n ∈ N, since ℓ3 ̸= 1 and ℓ1 + ℓ2 + ℓ3 + 2ℓ4 = 1. We deduce the
following

1− ℓ3 − Sℓ4 > 0.

Hence,

dn <
(ℓ1 + ℓ1 + Sℓ4)

(1− ℓ3 − Sℓ4)
dn−1

for all n ∈ N.
From the above, we deduce that {dn}n∈N is strictly decreasing, hence
there exists lim

n−→∞
dn = d. Let d > 0. Given that F is an increasing

mapping then,
lim

x−→d+
F (νn) = F (d). (2.3)

Taking n −→ ∞ in (2.2) we get,
F (d) < F (d)− τ,

which is a contradiction.
Thus we have,

lim
n−→∞

dn = 0.

We claim that {νn} is a Cauchy sequence. Hence by contradiction, we
assume that there exists ϵ > 0 and a sequence {p(n)} and {q(n)} of the
natural numbers so that,

p(n) > q(n) > n, ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) > ϵ, ϱ(νp(n)−1, νq(n)) ≤ ϵ

for all n ∈ N .
Hence,

ϵ < ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) ≤ ϱ(νp(n), νp(n)−1)+ϱ(νp(n)−1, νq(n)) ≤ ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)).
(2.4)

Using 2.4 above, we get
lim

n−→∞
ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) = ϵ.

But from ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) > ϵ > 0, then using the monotony of F we get,
τ + ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) ≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(νp(n)−1, νq(n)−1) + ℓ2ϱ(νp(n)−1, T νp(n)−1)

+ℓ3ϱ(νq(n)−1, T νq(n)−1) + ℓ4ϱ(νp(n)−1, T νq(n)−1)

+ℓ5ϱ(νq(n)−1, T νp(n)−1))

= F (ℓ1ϱ(νp(n)−1, νq(n)−1) + ℓ2ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n))

+ℓ3ϱ(νq(n)−1, νq(n)) + ℓ4ϱ(νp(n)−1, νq(n))

+ℓ5ϱ(νq(n)−1, νp(n))).
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Applying condition (iii) of Definition (1.5) gives,
≤ F (Sℓ1[ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)−1)] + ℓ2ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n))

+ℓ3ϱ(νq(n)−1, νq(n)) + ℓ4ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) + ℓ5ϱ(νq(n)−1, νp(n)))

≤ F (Sℓ1ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + Sℓ1ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)−1) + ℓ2ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n))

+ℓ3ϱ(νq(n)−1, νq(n)) + ℓ4ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) + ℓ5ϱ(νq(n)−1, νp(n)))

≤ F (Sℓ1ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + S[S{ℓ1ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) + ℓ1ϱ(νq(n), νq(n)−1)}]
+ℓ2ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + ℓ3ϱ(νq(n)−1, νq(n)) + ℓ4ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) + ℓ5ϱ(νq(n)−1, νp(n)))

≤ F (Sℓ1ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + S2ℓ1ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) + S2ℓ1ϱ(νq(n), νq(n)−1)

+ℓ2ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + ℓ3ϱ(νq(n)−1, νq(n)) + S[ℓ4ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + ℓ4ϱ(νp(n), νq(n))]

+S[ℓ5ϱ(νq(n)−1, νq(n)) + ℓ5ϱ(νq(n), νp(n))])

≤ F (Sℓ1ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + S2ℓ1ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) + S2ℓ1ϱ(νq(n), νq(n)−1)

+ℓ2ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + ℓ3ϱ(νq(n)−1, νq(n)) + Sℓ4ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n)) + Sℓ4ϱ(νp(n), νq(n))

+Sℓ5ϱ(νq(n)−1, νq(n)) + Sℓ5ϱ(νq(n), νp(n)))

Applying the limit as n −→ ∞ we get,

τ + F (ϵ) < F [(S2ℓ1 + Sℓ4 + Sℓ5)ϵ],

which is a contradiction.
Hence {νn} is a Cauchy sequence in X.
Since X is complete cone b-metric space, then the sequence {νn} con-
verge to ν⋆ ∈ X.
Suppose that there exists a sequence {p(n)} of natural numbers N such
that,

νp(n)+1 = Tνp(n) = Tν⋆

then we get lim
n−→∞

νp(n)+1 = ν⋆, which gives Tν⋆ = ν⋆ or there exists
n ∈ N such that νn+1 = Tνn ̸= Tν⋆ for all n ∈ N.
Now let Tν⋆ ̸= ν⋆ hence,
τ + F (ϱ(Tνn, T ν

⋆)) ≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(νn, ν
⋆) + ℓ2ϱ(νn, T νn) + ℓ3ϱ(ν

⋆, T ν⋆)

+ℓ4ϱ(νn, T ν
⋆) + ℓ5ϱ(ν

⋆, T νn)),

= F (ℓ1ϱ(νn, ν
⋆) + ℓ2ϱ(νn, νn+1) + ℓ3ϱ(ν

⋆, T ν⋆) + ℓ4ϱ(νn, T ν
⋆)

+ℓ5ϱ(ν
⋆, νn+1)).

But F is an increasing function, so we deduce that:
ϱ(Tνn, T ν

⋆) < ℓ1ϱ(νn, ν
⋆) + ℓ2ϱ(νn, νn+1) + ℓ3ϱ(ν

⋆, T ν⋆)

+ℓ4ϱ(νn, T ν
⋆) + ℓ5ϱ(νn+1, ν

⋆)

as n −→ ∞, we have,
ϱ(ν⋆, T ν⋆) < ℓ3ϱ(ν

⋆, T ν⋆) + ℓ4ϱ(ν
⋆, T ν⋆) < ℓ3ϱ(ν

⋆, T ν⋆).
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This is a contradiction, hence Tν⋆ = ν⋆ is a fixed point.
Now we will show that T has a unique fixed point in X.
Suppose that ν, µ ∈ X are two fixed points of T ∈ X such that Tν = ν
and Tµ = µ.
We have,

ϱ(Tν, Tµ) = ϱ(ν, µ) > 0.

From the condition of Theorem (2.1) we have,
τ + F (ϱ(ν, µ)) = τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ))

≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(ν, µ) + ℓ2ϱ(ν, Tν) + ℓ3ϱ(µ, Tµ)

+ℓ4ϱ(ν, Tµ) + ℓ5ϱ(µ, Tν)),

= F (ℓ1ϱ(ν, µ) + ℓ4ϱ(ν, µ) + ℓ5ϱ(ν, µ))

≤ F [(ℓ1 + ℓ4 + ℓ5)ϱ(ν, µ)].

But 0 < ℓ1 + ℓ4 + ℓ5 ≤ 1. Thus,
τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ) ≤ F (ϱ(ν, µ))

which is a contradiction.
Therefore, T has a unique fixed point in X. □

Following is an alternative technique for proving the existence and
uniqueness of fixed point as per Theorem 2.1 by considering the contin-
uous mapping T in a complete cone b-metric space.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, ϱ) be a complete cone b-metric space and let
T : X −→ X be an F-contraction mapping with S ≥ 1. If T is a
continuous mapping then it has has a unique fixed point ν ∈ X and for
all ν0 ∈ X the sequence {Tnν0} converge to ν.

Proof. Suppose T has a unique fixed point in X. If ν1, ν2 ∈ X such that,
Tν1 = ν1 ̸= ν2 = Tν2

we observe that,
τ ≤ F (ϱ(ν1, ν2))− F (ϱ(Tν1, T ν2)) = 0

which contradict the assumption. Thus, to show that T has a unique
fixed point. Let ν0 be an arbitrary fixed point in the space X. By
defining a sequence {νn} ⊂ X as follows:

ν1 = Tν0,

ν2 = Tν1,

ν3 = Tν2,

..........

νn+1 = Tνn.
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Assuming that there exists n ∈ N such that,

νn+1 = νn

implies that,
Tνn = νn.

Hence, T has a unique fixed point.
Now, let νn+1 ̸= νn and for every n ∈ N then

ϱ(νn+1, νn) > 0

for all n ∈ N . Considering (1.1) then

F (ϱ(νn+1, νn)) < F (ϱ(νn, νn−1))− τ

≤ F (ϱ(νn−1, νn−2))− 2τ

≤ ....

≤ F (ϱ(νn, ν0))− nτ.

From (2.5) above we get,

lim
n−→∞

F (ϱ(νn+1, νn)) = −∞.

Hence, considering Definition(1.8) we have

lim
n−→∞

ϱ(νn+1, νn) = 0. (2.5)

Therefore, there exists k ∈ (0, 1) such that

lim
n−→∞

(ϱ(νn+1, νn))
k F (ϱ(νn+1, νn)) = 0. (2.6)

Then,

[ϱ(νn+1, νn)]
kF (ϱ(νn+1, νn))− [ϱ(νn+1, νn)]

kF (ϱ(νn, ν0))

− nτ − [ϱ(νn+1, νn)]
kF (ϱ(νn, ν0)) = −[ϱ(νn+1, νn)]

knτ ≤ 0

as n −→ ∞.
Thus,

lim
n−→∞

[ϱ(νn+1, νn)]
k = 0. (2.7)

From the above Equation (2.7) we can see that there exists n ∈ N such
that,

[nϱ(νn+1, νn)]
k ≤ 1

for all n ≥ n1. Hence,

ϱ(νn+1, νn) ≤
1

n
1
k

, (2.8)

for all n ≥ n1.
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Therefore, to show that {νn} is a Cauchy sequence, let us consider
m,n ∈ N such that m > n ≥ n1. Thus from the definition of cone
b-metric space and (2.8) we have,
ϱ(νm, νn) ≤ S[ϱ(νm, νm−1) + ϱ(νm−1, νm−2) + ......+ ϱ(νm−n, νn)]

≤ S

∞∑
i=n

ϱ(νi+1, νi)

≤ S

∞∑
i=n

1

i
1
k

.

Hence from the definition of convergence of series,

S

∞∑
i=n

1

i
1
k

.

Then the sequence {νn} is a Cauchy sequence in X. But X is a complete
space, then there exists ν ∈ X such that,

lim
n−→∞

νn = ν.

From the continuity of T we get the following,
ϱ(Tν, ν) = lim

n−→∞
ϱ(Tνm, T νn) = lim

n−→∞
ϱ(νn+1, νn) = 0,

hence Tν = ν. Therefore, T has a unique fixed point in a complete cone
b-metric space.

□
From Theorem 2.1 we now use pair of maps to prove the existance and

uniqueness of fixed point in a complete cone b-metric space concerning
F -contraction mapping.
The following theorem use pair of maps to prove that there exists a
common fixed point in a complete cone b-metric space.

Theorem 2.3. Let (S, T ) be a pair of maps in a complete cone b- metric
space (X, ϱ) with α ≥ 1, α2ℓ < 1 and αℓ < 1. Suppose there exists τ > 0
for all ν, µ ∈ X,

ϱ(TSν, TSµ) > 0 ⇒ τ + F (ϱ(TSν, TSµ))

≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(Sν, Sµ) + ℓ2ϱ(Sν, TSν) + ℓ3ϱ(Sµ, TSµ)

+ℓ4ϱ(Sν, TSµ) + ℓ5ϱ(Sµ, TSν)),

where F : R+ −→ R is an increasing map and ℓ1, ℓ2, , ℓ3, ℓ4, ℓ5 are non
negative numbers,

ℓ4 <
1

2
, ℓ3 < 1, ℓ1 + ℓ2 + ℓ3 + 2ℓ4 = 1, 0 < ℓ1 + ℓ3 + ℓ5 ≤ 1.

Then S and T have unique fixed point ν⋆ ∈ X.
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Proof. Let ν0 ∈ X be arbitrary and a sequence {νn}n∈N ∈ X satisfies:
TSν0 = Sν1,

TSν1 = Sν2,

...........,

TSνn = Sνn+1.

Now, let TSνn = νn = Sνn, for all n ∈ N. Hence, there exists n ∈ N
such that;

ϱ(νn, TSνn) = ϱ(νn, Sνn) = 0.

Therefore, this proves that νn is a fixed point of T and S.
Now, assume that,

0 < ϱ(Sνn, TSνn) = ϱ(TSνn−1, TSνn), ∀n ∈ N.

Now, let dn = ϱ(Sνn, Sνn+1). By the monotony of F , we have;
τ + F (ϱ(Sνn, Sνn+1) = τ + F (ϱ(TSνn−1, TSνn))

≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνn−1, TSνn−1) + ℓ3ϱ(Sνn, TSνn)

+ℓ4ϱ(Sνn−1, TSνn) + ℓ5ϱ(Sνn, TSνn−1))

= F (ℓ1ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + ℓ3ϱ(Sνn, Sνn+1)

+ℓ4ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn+1) + ℓ5ϱ(Sνn, Sνn))

≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + α[ℓ3ϱ(Sνn, Sνn−1)

+ℓ3ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn+1)] + ℓ4ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn+1))

≤ F ((ℓ1ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + α[ℓ3ϱ(Sνn, Sνn−1)

+α[ℓ3ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + ℓ3ϱ(Sνn, Sνn+1)]] + α[ℓ4ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn)

+ℓ4ϱ(Sνn, Sνn+1)])

= F (ℓ1ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + αℓ3ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn)

+α2ℓ3ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn) + α2ℓ3ϱ(Sνn, Sνn+1) + αℓ4ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn)

+αℓ4ϱ(Sνn, Sνn+1))

= F ((ℓ1 + ℓ2 + αℓ3 + α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)ϱ(Sνn−1, Sνn)

+(α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)ϱ(Sνn, Sνn+1))

= F ((ℓ1 + ℓ2 + αℓ3 + α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)dn−1 + (α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)dn).

Using the assumption that dn = ϱ(Sνn, Sνn+1) we get,
F (dn) ≤ F ((ℓ1 + ℓ2 + αℓ3 + α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)dn−1 + (α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)dn)− τ

< F ((ℓ1 + ℓ2 + αℓ3 + α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)dn−1 + (α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)dn)

By the monotony of F we get,
dn < (ℓ1 + ℓ2 + αℓ3 + α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)dn−1 + (α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)dn
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Thus,

(1− α2ℓ3 − αℓ4)dn < (ℓ1 + ℓ2 + αℓ3 + α2ℓ3 + αℓ4)dn−1

for all n ∈ N.
But ℓ3 ̸= 1 and ℓ4 ̸= 1 therefore we obtain,

1− α2ℓ3 − αℓ4 > 0

and so,

dn <
ℓ1 + ℓ2 + αℓ3 + α2ℓ3 + αℓ4

1− α2ℓ3 − αℓ4

for all n ∈ N.
As observed above we deduce that the sequence {dn} is an increasing,
so there exists lim

n−→∞
dn = d. Suppose that d > 0 then there exists

lim
ν−→d+

F (ν) = F (d+ 0). Taking n −→ ∞, we get

F (d+ 0) ≤ F (d+ 0)− τ.

Which is a contradiction. Hence lim
n−→∞

dn = 0.

Claiming that a sequence {νn} is a Cauchy sequence, let us assume that
there exists ϵ > 0 and sequances {p(n)} and {q(n)} of natural numbers
such that

p(n) > q(n) > n,

ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) > ϵ, ϱ(νp(n)−1, νq(n)) ≤ ϵ

for all n ∈ N.
Hence,

ϵ < ϱ(νp(n), νq(n))

≤ ϱ(νp(n)−1, νq(n)) + ϱ(νp(n)−1, νq(n))

≤ ϱ(νp(n)−1, νp(n))− ϵ,

which follows that,

lim
n−→∞

ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) = ϵ,

from

ϱ(νp(n), νq(n)) > ϵ > 0.
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Hence, by considering the monotony of F, we obtain the following;
τ + F (ϱ(Sνp(n), Sνq(n))) = τ + F (TSνp(n)−1, TSνq(n)−1)

≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, Sνq(n)−1) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, TSνp(n)−1)

+ℓ3ϱ(Sνq(n)−1, TSνq(n)−1) + ℓ4ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, TSνq(n)−1)

+ℓ5ϱ(Sνq(n)−1, TSνp(n)−1))

= F (ℓ1ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, Sνq(n)−1) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, Sνp(n))

+ℓ3ϱ(Sνq(n)−1, Sνq(n)) + ℓ4ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, Sνq(n))

+ℓ5ϱ(Sνq(n)−1, Sνp(n)))

< F (αℓ1[ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, Sνq(n)) + ϱ(Sνq(n), Sνq(n)−1)]

+ℓ2ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, Sνp(n)) + ℓ3ϱ(Sνq(n)−1, Sνq(n))

+ℓ4ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, Sνq(n)) + ℓ5ϱ(Sνq(n)−1, Sνp(n)))

= F ((αℓ1 + αℓ4)ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, Sνp(n)) + (αℓ1 + ℓ3)ϱ(Sνq(n), Sνq(n)−1)

+ℓ2ϱ(Sνp(n)−1, Sνp(n)) + ℓ5ϱ(Sνq(n)−1, Sνp(n)).

By applying the limit as n −→ ∞ we obtain,
τ + F (ϵ) ≤ F (ϵ)

which contradict the assumption.
Hence, {νn} is a Cauchy sequence in X. But since (X, ϱ) is a complete
cone b-metric space, then {νn} converge to ν ∈ X.
Let {p(n)} be a sequence of natural numbers such that,

Sνp(n)+1 = TSνp(n) = TSν, lim
n−→∞

Sνp(n)+1 = Sν

so that, TSν = Sν = ν. Suppose TSν ̸= Sν and Sνp(n)+1 = TSνp(n) ̸=
TSν for all n ∈ N.
Then,
τ + F (ϱ(TSνp(n), TSν)) ≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(Sνp(n), Sν) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνp(n), TSνp(n)) + ℓ3ϱ(Sν, TSν)

+ℓ4ϱ(Sνp(n), TSν) + ℓ5ϱ(Sν, TSνp(n)))

= F (ℓ1ϱ(Sνp(n), Sν) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνp(n), Sνp(n)+1) + ℓ3ϱ(Sν, Sν)

+ℓ4ϱ(Sνp(n), Sν) + ℓ5ϱ(Sν, Sνp(n)+1)).

But F is increasing, so we have,
ϱ(TSνp(n), TSν) ≤ ℓ1ϱ(Sνp(n), Sν) + ℓ2ϱ(Sνp(n), Sνp(n)+1) + ℓ4ϱ(Sνp(n), Sν)

+ℓ5ϱ(Sν, Sνp(n)+1).

Taking n −→ ∞ we get,
0 ≤ 0,

which is a contradiction, hence
Tν = Sν = ν.
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We show that (S, T ) have a unique fixed point in X.
Suppose that ν, µ ∈ X be two fixed points of (S, T ) such that ν ̸= µ.
Hence, Sν = Tν ̸= Sµ = Tµ,
which gives

ϱ(Tν, Tµ) = ϱ(Sν, Sµ) > 0.

Then, we have
τ + F (ϱ(Sν, Sν)) = τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ))

≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(Sν, Sµ) + ℓ2ϱ(Sν, Tν) + ℓ3ϱ(Sµ, Tµ)

+ℓ4ϱ(Sν, Tµ) + ℓ5ϱ(Sµ, Tν))

= F (ℓ1ϱ(Sν, Sµ) + ℓ4ϱ(Sν, Tµ) + ℓ5ϱ(Sν, Sµ))

≤ F ((ℓ1 + ℓ4 + ℓ5)ϱ(Sν, Sµ))

≤ F (ϱ(Sν, Sµ))

which is a contradiction. Therefore, (S, T ) have a unique fixed point. □
Corollary 2.4. Let (X, ϱ) be a complete Cone b-metric space and let
T be a self mapping on X with S ≥ 1 and Sℓ < 1. Assume that there
exists F : R+ −→ R an increasing mapping and τ > 0 such that:

τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ)) ≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(ν, µ) + ℓ2ϱ(ν, Tν) + ℓ3ϱ(µ, Tµ))

for all ν, µ ∈ X,Tν ̸= Tµ where ℓi > 0. Then T has a unique fixed point.
Example 2.5. Let X = {pn : n ∈ N} ∪ {q} and ϱ : X ×X −→ E such
that ϱ(pn, pn) = ϱ(q, q) = 0 for every n ∈ N,

ϱ(pn, pn+b) = ϱ(pn+b, pn) = ϱ(q, pn) =
1

n
for all n, b ∈ N.
Certainly (X, ϱ) is a complete cone b-metric space.
Let T : X −→ X such that

Tpn = pn+1 and Tq = q.

Suppoese that there exists F : R+ −→ R an increasing mapping and
τ > 0 such that

τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ)) ≤ F (ϱ(ν, µ)).

Let ν = pn+i and µ = pn+i+1 for every n ≥ 1 and i ≥ 0
so,

τ + F (ϱ(Tpn+i, Tpn+i+1)) = τ + F

(
1

n+ i+ 1

)
≤ F

(
1

n+ i

)
.

Hence, we obtain
b−1∑
i=0

(
τ + F

(
1

n+ i+ 1

))
≤

b−1∑
i=0

F

(
1

n+ i

)
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which gives,

bτ + F

(
1

n+ b

)
≤ F

(
1

n

)
.

Let b integer such that b ≤ nk < b+ 1.
By using (F3) we have,

lim
n−→∞

nk

b
= 0,

So,

lim
n−→∞

1

b
F

(
1

n

)
= lim

n−→∞

nk

b
=

1

nk
F

(
1

n

)
= 0,

and

lim
n−→∞

1

b
F

(
1

n+ b

)
= lim

n−→∞

(n+ b)k

nk
.
nk

b
.

1

(n+ b)k
F

(
1

n+ b

)
= 0.

(2.9)
Thus, as n −→ ∞ in (2.9) above we get, τ ≤ 0 which is a contradiction.
Hence, there exists F : R+ −→ R an increasing mapping and τ > 0 such
that

τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ)) ≤ F (ϱ(ν, µ))

for all ν, µ ∈ X,Tν ̸= Tµ.
Then we have,

τ + F (ϱ(Tpn, Tpn+b)) = τ + F

(
1

n+ 1

)
= τ − n− 1 ≤ −n

= F

(
1

n

)
= F (ϱ(pn, pn+b)).

So

τ + F (ϱ(Tpn, T q)) + τ + F

(
1

n+ 1

)
≤ F

(
1

n

)
= F (ϱ(pn, q))

for all τ ≤ 1.

3. An Application

We shall present a fixed point theorem as an application for an asymp-
totically regular map in a complete cone b-metric space.
We define an asymptotically regular map which we are going to apply
to show the existence and uniqueness of a fixed point in a complete cone
b-metric space as follows.
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Definition 3.1. A self map T in a complete cone b-metric space is said
to be asymptotically regular at some ν ∈ X, if

lim
n−→∞

ϱ(Tnν, Tn+1ν) = 0,

where Tn denotes the nth iterate of T at ν.

Theorem 3.2. Let (X, ϱ) be a complete cone b-metric space with a
constant s ≥ 1. Suppose that there exists F : R+ −→ R an increasin
mapping with τ > 0. Also let T ∈ X be a self mapping satisfying:
ϱ(Tν, Tµ) > 0 ⇒ τ + F (ϱ(Tν, Tµ))

≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(ν, µ) + ℓ2ϱ(ν, Tν) + ℓ3ϱ(µ, Tµ) + ℓ4ϱ(ν, Tµ) + ℓ5ϱ(µ, Tν))

for all ν, µ ∈ X where ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3, ℓ4, ℓ5 > 0. If T is asymptotically regular
at some fixed point ν ∈ X, then T has a unique fixed point.

Proof. Suppose T is an asymptotically regular at ν0 ∈ X. Therefore
considering the sequence {Tnν0} for all m,n ≥ 1.

ϱ(Tmν0, T
nν0) ≤ F (ℓ1ϱ(T

m−1ν0, T
n−1ν0) + ℓ2ϱ(T

m−1ν0, T
mν0)

+ℓ3ϱ(T
n−1ν0, T

nν0) + ℓ4ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

nν0) + ℓ5ϱ(T
n−1ν0, T

mν0))

Applying Definition(1.5) we get,

≤ F (Sℓ1[ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

mν0) + ϱ(Tmν0, T
n−1ν0)]

+ℓ2ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

mν0) + ℓ3ϱ(T
n−1ν0, T

nν0) + S[ℓ4ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

mν0)

+ϱ(Tmν0, T
nν0)] + S[ℓ5ϱ(T

n−1ν0), T
nν0 + ℓ5ϱ(T

nν0, T
mν0)])

≤ F (Sℓ1[ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

mν0) + S[ϱ(Tmν0, T
nν0) + ϱ(Tnν0, T

n−1ν0)]]

+ℓ2ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

mν0) + ℓ3ϱ(T
n−1ν0, T

nν0) + S[ℓ4ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

mν0)

+ϱ(Tmν0, T
nν0)] + S[ℓ5ϱ(T

n−1ν0), T
nν0 + ℓ5ϱ(T

nν0, T
mν0)])

= F (Sℓ1ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

mν0) + S2ℓ1ϱ(T
mν0, T

nν0) + S2ℓ1ϱ(T
nν0, T

n−1ν0)

+ℓ2ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

mν0) + ℓ3ϱ(T
n−1ν0, T

nν0) + Sℓ4ϱ(T
m−1ν0, T

mν0)

+Sℓ4ϱ(T
mν0, T

nν0) + S[ℓ5ϱ(T
n−1ν0), T

nν0 + ℓ5ϱ(T
nν0, T

mν0)]).

By the monotony of F we have,
(1− S2ℓ1 − Sℓ4 − Sℓ5)ϱ(T

mν0, T
nν0) ≤ (Sℓ1 + ℓ2 + Sℓ4)ϱ(T

m−1ν0, T
mν0)

+(S2ℓ1 + ℓ3 + Sℓ5)ϱ(T
n−1ν0, T

nν0)

and hence,

∥ϱ(Tmν0, T
nν0)∥ ≤

( Sℓ1 + ℓ2 + Sℓ4
1− S2ℓ1 − Sℓ4 − Sℓ5

)
∥ϱ(Tm−1ν0, T

mν0)∥

+
( S2ℓ1 + ℓ3 + Sℓ5
1− S2ℓ1 − Sℓ4 − Sℓ5

)
∥ϱ(Tn−1ν0, T

nν0)∥.
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But T is an asymptotically regular at x0 therefore ϱ(Tm−1ν0, T
mν0) −→

0 and ϱ(Tn−1ν0, T
nν0) −→ 0 asm,n −→ ∞.Also implies that ϱ(Tmν0, T

nν0) −→
0 as m,n −→ ∞. Therefore, {Tnx0} is a Cauchy sequence in a complete
cone b-metric space.
Since X is a complete space, then there exists ν ∈ X such that Tnν0 −→
ν as n −→ ∞.
Hence,

lim
n−→∞

ϱ(Tnν0, ν) = ϱ(ν, ν) = lim
n−→∞

ϱ(Tnν0, T
nν0) = 0. (3.1)

Then {Tnν0} −→ ν ∈ X.
Now, we claim that ν is a fixed point in X.
Hence we have,
ϱ(Tν, ν) ≤ S[ϱ(Tν, Tnν0) + ϱ(Tnν0, ν)]

≤ S[ℓ1ϱ(ν, T
n−1ν0) + ℓ2ϱ(ν, Tν) + ℓ3ϱ(T

n−1ν0, T
nν0) + ℓ4ϱ(ν, T

nν0)

+ℓ5ϱ(T
n−1ν0, T ν)] + Sϱ(Tnν0, ν)

= Sℓ1ϱ(ν, T
n−1ν0) + Sℓ2ϱ(ν, Tν) + Sℓ3ϱ(T

n−1ν0, T
nν0) + Sℓ4ϱ(ν, T

nν0)

+Sℓ5ϱ(T
n−1ν0, T ν) + Sϱ(Tnν0, ν).

Using (3.2) we get,
ϱ(Tν, ν) ≤ Sℓ1ϱ(T

n−1ν0, T
nν0) + Sℓ2ϱ(ν, Tν) + Sℓ3νϱ(T

n−1ν0, T
nν0)

Sℓ5ϱ(ν, Tν)

Collecting like terms gives,
(1− Sℓ2 − Sℓ5)ϱ(Tν, ν) ≤ (Sℓ1 + Sℓ3)ϱ(T

n−1ν0, T
nν0)

ϱ(Tν, ν) ≤
( Sℓ1 + Sℓ3
1− Sℓ2 − Sℓ5

)
ϱ(Tn−1ν0, T

nν0).

Since T is asymptotically regular at ν0, therefore ϱ(Tn−1ν0, T
nν0) −→ 0

as n −→ ∞.
Therefore this proves that Tν = ν is a fixed point in X.
We shall show that ν is a unique fixed point in X.
Let µ be another fixed point of T such that Tµ = µ.
Hence,
ϱ(ν, µ) = ϱ(Tν, Tµ)

≤ ℓ1ϱ(ν, µ) + ℓ2ϱ(ν, Tν) + ℓ3ϱ(µ, Tµ) + ℓ4ϱ(ν, Tµ) + ℓ5ϱ(µ, Tν).

Therefore, this proves that T has a unique fixed point in a complete
cone b-metric space. □
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