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FIXED POINT THEOREMS OF (α, ψ)-RATIONAL TYPE

CONTRACTIVE MAPPINGS IN RECTANGULAR b-METRIC

SPACE

LANGPOKLAKPAM PREMILA DEVI AND LAISHRAM SHAMBHU SINGH

Abstract. In this paper, we use the concept of (α,ψ)-rational type contrac-
tive mappings to prove some unique fixed point theorems in the setting of
rectangular b-metric space. We deduce some results as corollaries and exam-

ples are also given to verify the results obtained.

1. Introduction

Fixed point theory is one of the most important topics in Mathematics, specially
in analysis. Due to its application in various disciplines like engineering, computer
science, biological sciences, economics etc., many researchers took interest in fixed
point theory and its application. It is well known that Banach Contraction Princi-
ple is the most important result in fixed point theory. During the last many years
this result is extended in different directions.
The notion of b-metric space was introduced by Bakhtin[1] and extensively used
by Czerwik[2,3]. b-metric is itself a generalisation of metric space. It is observed
that metric space becomes a special case of b-metric space and hence every metric
space is a b-metric space but the converse is not true. Following is the definition of
b-metric space.

Definition 1.1 [1] Let X be a nonempty set and d : X ×X → [0,∞) satisfies:

(i) d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y for all x, y ∈ X.
(ii) d(x, y) = d(y, x) for all x, y ∈ X.
(iii) there exists a real number s ≥ 1 such that

d(x, y) ≤ s[d(x, z) + d(z, y)] for all x, y, z ∈ X

Then the map d is called a b - metric on X and (X, d) is called a b - metric
space with coefficient s. Another generalisation of metric space is also introduced
by Branciari [4]. He replaces the triangle inequality of metric space by another
more generalized inequality involving four elements against three elements in case
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of triangular inequality. It can be noted that every metric space is a rectangular
metric space but the converse is not true. Branciari’s definition of rectangular met-
ric space is given below.

Definition 1.2 [4] Let X be a nonempty set and the mapping d : X×X → [0,∞)
satisfies:

(i) d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y for all x, y ∈ X.
(ii) d(x, y) = d(y, x) for all x, y ∈ X.
(iii) d(x, y) ≤ d(x, u) + d(u, v) + d(v, y)] for all x, y ∈ X and all distinct points

u, v ∈ X/x, y

Then the map d is called a rectangular metric on X and (X, d) is called a rectan-
gular metric space (in short RMS).
Motivated by the notion of b-metric space and rectangular metric space, George et.
al.[5] led to the introduction of a new generalization of metric space called rectan-
gular b-metric space. This new notion comprises the properties of both b-metric
and rectangular metric. The definition of rectangular b-metric space is as follows:

Definition 1.3 [5] Let X be a nonempty set and the mapping d : X×X → [0,∞)
satisfies:

(i) d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y for all x, y ∈ X.
(ii) d(x, y) = d(y, x) for all x, y ∈ X.
(iii) there exists a real number s ≥ 1 such that

d(x, y) ≤ s[d(x, u)+d(u, v)+d(v, y)] for all x, y ∈ X and all distinct points
u, v ∈ X/x, y.

Then the map d is called a rectangular b - metric on X and (X, d) is called a
rectangular b - metric space (in short RbMS)with coefficient s.

It can be noted that every metric space is a rectangular metric space and every
rectangular metric space is a rectangular b-metric space (with coefficient s = 1).
However the converse of the above implication is not necessarily true.
Also every metric space is a b-metric space and every metric space is also a rectan-
gular metric space. But the converse of the above statement may not be true.

Further, it can be noted that every b-metric space is a rectangular b-metric space
and every rectangular metric space is a rectangular b-metric space but the converse
of the above statements may not be true at all. Verification of these statements
can be found in the examples given in George et. al.[5]
For more results on rectangular b-metric space and other generalized forms of met-
ric space one can see research paper s in [5-22] and references therein.
Following definitions will be needed in the sequel:

Definition 1.4 [5] Let (X, d) be a rectangular b-metric space. Let {xn} be a
sequence in X and x ∈ X. Then

(i) The sequence {xn} is said to be convergent in (X, d) and converges to x, if
for every ε > 0 there exists n0 ∈ N such that d(xn, x) < ε for all n > n0

and this fact is represented by limn→∞ xn = x or xn → x as n→ ∞.
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(ii) {xn} is said to be a Cauchy sequence in (X, d) if for every ε > 0 there exists
n0 ∈ N such that d(xn, xn+p) < ε for all n > n0, p > 0 or equivalently, if
limn→∞ d(xn, xn+p) = 0 for all p > 0.

(iii) (X, d) is said to be complete rectangular b-metric space if every Cauchy
sequence in X converges to some x ∈ X.

Proposition 1.5[24] Suppose that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence in a rectangular b-
metric space (X, d) with limn→∞ d(xn, u) = 0, where u ∈ X. Then limn→∞ d(xn, z) =
d(u, z), for all z ∈ X. In particular, the sequence xn does not converges to z if z ̸= u.

Definition 1.6 [23] Let X be a nonempty set, T : X → X and α : X×X → [0,∞)
be two mappings , we say that T is an α-admissible mapping if α(x, y) ≥ 1 implies
α(Tx, Ty) ≥ 1 for all x, y ∈ X.

Definition 1.7 [11] Let (X, d) be a rectangular b-metric space and α : X ×X →
[0,∞). Then X is called α-regular rectangular b-metric space if, for a sequence xn
in X such that xn → x and α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 there exists a subsequence xnk

of xn
such that α(xnk

, x) ≥ 1 for all k ∈ N .

It can be noted that, limit of a sequence in a RbMS is not necessarily unique
and also every convergent sequence in a RbMS is not necessarily a Cauchy sequence.

2. Main Results

In this paper we use (α, ψ)-rational type contraction mappings to prove some
unique fixed point in the rectangular b-metric space. Throughout this paper we
will consider the auxiliary function ψ defined by Alsulami et. al. [11].
Let Ψ be a family of functions ψ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfying the following proper-
ties:

(i) ψ is upper semi-continuous, strictly increasing;
(ii) [ψn(t)]n∈N converges to 0 as n→ ∞, for all t > 0
(iii) ψ(t) < t, for every t > 0.

Definition 2.1 Let X be a nonempty set and the mapping α : X ×X → [0,∞).
A self function ψ ∈ Ψ, such that for all x, y ∈ X the following conditions holds

α(x, y)d(Tx, Ty) ≤ψ(M(x, y))

where

M(x, y) = max

{
d(x, y), d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty),

d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)

1 + d(x, y)
,
d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)

1 + (Tx, Ty)

}
(1)

Next, we state and prove an existence and uniqueness theorem for fixed point of
(α, ψ)-rational type-I contractive mappings.

Theorem 2.2 Let (X, d) be a complete rectangular b-metric space and s ≥ 1 is
a real number, T : X → X be a self mapping and α : X × X → [0,∞) a given
function. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:
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(i) T is an α- admissible mapping.
(ii) T is an (α,ψ)-rational type-I contractive mapping.
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1, α(x0, T

2x0) ≥ 1
(iv) either T is continuous or X is α-regular.

Then T has a fixed point x∗ ∈ X and {Tnx0} converges to x∗. Further, if for all
x, y ∈ F (T ), we have α(x, y) ≥ 1 then T has a unique fixed point in X.

Proof: Let x0 ∈ X satisfies α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and α(x0, T
2x0) ≥ 1. We construct

the sequence {xn} in X as xn = Tnx0 = Txn−1 for n ∈ N . It is obvious that if
xn0 = xn0+1, for some n0 ∈ N , then xn0 is a fixed point of T . Consequently, we
suppose that xn ̸= xn + 1 for all n ∈ N . Since T is α-admissible, therefore

α(x0, Tx0) =α(x0, x1) ≥ 1 ⇒ α(Tx0, Tx1) = α(x1, x2) ≥ 1

and thus α(Tx1, Tx2) = α(x2, x3) ≥ 1,...and hence by induction, we get α(xn, xn+1) ≥
1 for all n ≥ 0.
By similar arguments, since α(x0, T

2x0) ≥ 1, we have α(x0, x2) = α(x0, T
2x0) ≥

1, α(Tx0, Tx2) = α(x1, x3) ≥ 1. By induction, we get α(xn, xn+2) ≥ 1 for all n ≥ 0.
Consider (1) with x = xn and y = xn+1. Clearly, we have

d(xn+1, xn+2) =d(Txn, Txn+1) ≤ α(xn, xn+1)d(Txn, Txn+1) = ψ(M(xn, Txn+1))

where

M(xn, Txn+1) = max

{
d(xn, xn+1), d(xn, Txn), d(xn+1, Txn+1),

d(xn, Txn)d(xn+1, Txn+1)

1 + d(xn, xn+1)
,
d(xn, Txn)d(xn+1, Txn+1)

1 + d(Txn, Txn+1)

}
= max

{
d(xn, xn+1), d(xn, xn+1), d(xn+1, xn+2),

d(xn, xn+1)d(xn+1, xn+2)

1 + d(xn, xn+1)
,
d(xn, xn+1)d(xn+1, xn+2)

1 + d(xn+1, xn+2)

}
= max{d(xn, xn+1), d(xn+1, xn+2)} (2)

If for some n, we have

M(xn, xn+1) = d(xn+1, xn+2), then

d(xn+1, xn+2) ≤ ψ(M(xn, xn+1))

= ψ(d(xn+1, xn+2))

< d(xn+1, xn+2) (3)

which is impossible. Hence, M(xn, xn+1) = d(xn, xn+1), for all n ∈ N .

d(xn+1, xn+2) ≤ ψ(M(xn, xn+1))

= ψ(d(xn, xn+1)) (4)



EJMAA-2021/9(1) FIXED POINT THEOREMS 265

From the property (iii) of ψ, we conclude that

d(xn+1, xn+2) < d(xn, xn+1) (5)

for every n ∈ N . Combining (4) and (5), we deduce d(xn+1, xn+2) ≤ ψnd(x0, x1),
for all n ∈ N . Using the property (ii) of ψ, it is clear that

lim
n→∞

d(xn+1, xn+2) = 0 (6)

Consider now (1) with x = xn−1 and y = xn+1, we have

d(xn, xn+2) = d(Txn−1, Txn+1)

≤ α(xn−1, xn+1)d(Txn−1, Txn+1)

< ψ(M(xn−1, xn+1)) (7)

where

M(xn−1, xn+1) = max

{
d(xn−1, xn+1), d(xn−1, Txn−1), d(xn+1, Txn+1),

d(xn−1, Txn−1)d(xn+1, Txn+1)

1 + d(xn−1, xn+1)
,
d(xn−1, Txn−1)d(xn+1, Txn+1)

1 + d(Txn−1, Txn+1)

}
= max

{
d(xn−1, xn+1), d(xn−1, xn), d(xn+1, xn+2),

d(xn−1, xn)d(xn+1, xn+2)

1 + d(xn−1, xn+1)
,
d(xn−1, xn)d(xn+1, xn+2)

1 + d(xn, xn+2)

}
(8)

From (5) we have d(xn+1, xn+2) < d(xn−1, xn). Define an = d(xn, xn+2) and
bn = d(xn, xn+1). Then

M(xn−1, xn+1) = max

{
an−1, bn−1,

bn−1bn+1

1+an−1

bn−1bn+1

1+an

}
.

If M(xn−1, xn+1) = bn−1 or bn−1bn+1

1+an−1
or bn−1bn+1

1+an
then taking lim sup as n→ ∞ in

(7) and using (6) and upper semi-continuity of ψ we get

0 ≤ lim sup
n→∞

an ≤ lim sup
n→∞

ψ(M(xn−1, xn+1))

= ψ(lim sup
n→∞

M(xn−1, xn+1))

= ψ(0) = 0,

and hence

lim
n→∞

an = lim
n→∞

d(xn, xn+2) = 0.

If M(xn−1, xn+1) = an−1, then (7) implies an ≤ ψ(an−1) < an−1 due to the prop-
erty (iii) of ψ. In orther words, the sequence {an} is positive monotone decreasing
and hence it converges to some t ≥ 0. Assume that t > 0. Now by (7), we have

t = lim sup
n→∞

an = lim sup
n→∞

ψ(an−1) = ψ(lim sup
n→∞

(an−1)) = ψ(t) < t,

which is a contradiction.
Therefore
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lim
n→∞

an = lim
n→∞

d(xn, xn+2) = 0. (9)

Now, we shall prove that xn ̸= xm for all n ̸= m. Assume on the contrary that
xn = xm for some m,n ∈ N with n ̸= m. Since d(xp, xp+1) > 0, for each p ∈ N.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that m > n + 1. Substituting again
x = xn = xm and y = xn+1 = xm+1 in (1), which yields

d(xn, xn+1) = d(xn, Txn) = d(xm, Txm)

= d(Txm−1, Txm)

≤ α(xm−1, xm)d(Txm−1, Txm)

≤ ψ(M(xm−1, xm)) (10)

where

M(xm−1, xm) = max

{
d(xm−1, xm), d(xm−1, Txm−1), d(xm, Txm),

d(xm−1, Txm−1)d(xm, Txm)

1 + d(xm−1, xm)
,
d(xm−1, Txm−1)d(xm, Txm)

1 + d(Txm−1, Txm)

}
= max

{
d(xm−1, xm), d(xm−1, xm), d(xm, xm+1),

d(xm−1, xm)d(xm, xm+1)

1 + d(xm−1, xm)
,
d(xm−1, xm)d(xm, xm+1)

1 + d(xm, xm+1)

}
= max{d(xm−1, xm), d(xm, xm+1)} (11)

If M(xm−1, xm) = d(xm−1, xm), then (10) implies

d(xn, xn+1) ≤ ψ(d(xm−1, xm))

≤ ψm−n(d(xn, xn+1)). (12)

If on the other hand M(xm−1, xm) = d(xm, xm+1), then from (10) we have

d(xn, xn+1) ≤ ψ(d(xm, xm+1))

≤ ψm−n+1(d(xn, xn+1)). (13)

Using the property (iii) of ψ, the two inequalities (12) and (13) imply

d(xn, xn+1) < d(xn, xn+1),

which is impossible.
Now we shall prove that xn is a cauchy sequence that is limn→∞ d(xn, xn+k) = 0,
for all k ∈ N . We shall already proved the cases for k = 1 and k = 2 in (6) and
(9), respectively. Take arbitrary k ≥ 3. We discuss two cases.

Case I
Suppose that k = 2m+1, where m ≥ 1. Using the b-rectangular inequality,
we have

d(xn, xn+k) = d(xn, xn+2m+1)
≤ s[d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2) + d(xn+2, xn+2m+1)]
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≤ s[d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2)] +

s2[d(xn+2, xn+3) + d(xn+3, xn+4) + d(xn+4, xn+2m+1)]
≤ s[d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2)] +

s2[d(xn+2, xn+3) + d(xn+3, xn+4)] +

s3[d(xn+4, xn+5) + d(xn+5, xn+6) + d(xn+6, xn+2m+1)]
≤ s[d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2)] +

s2[d(xn+2, xn+3) + d(xn+3, xn+4)] +

s3[d(xn+4, xn+5) + d(xn+5, xn+6)] + · · ·+ smd(xn+2m, xn+2m+1)
≤ [s(ψn + ψn+1) + s2(ψn+2 + ψn+3) + s3(ψn+4 + ψn+5) + · · ·+

smψn+2m+1]d(x0, x1)]

= sψn[1 + sψ2 + s2ψ4 + . . . ]d(x0, x1) + sψn+1[1 + sψ2 + s2ψ4 + . . . ]d(x0, x1)

= sψn(1 + ψ)[1 + sψ2 + s2ψ4 + . . . ]d(x0, x1)

= sψn(1 + ψ)
1

1− sψ2
d(x0, x1) → 0 as n→ ∞. (14)

Case II
Suppose that k = 2m, where m ≥ 2. Again, by applying the rectangular
inequality, we have

d(xn, xn+k) = d(xn, xn+2m)
≤ s[d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2) + d(xn+2, xn+2m)]
≤ s[d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2)] +

s2[d(xn+2, xn+3) + d(xn+3, xn+4) + d(xn+4, xn+2m)]
≤ s[d(xn, xn+1) + d(xn+1, xn+2)] + s2[d(xn+2, xn+3) + d(xn+3, xn+4)] +

s3[d(xn+4, xn+5) + d(xn+5, xn+6)] + · · ·+
sm−1[d(xn+2m−3, xn+2m−2) + d(xn+2m−2, xn+2m−1)] + smd(xn+2m−1, xn+2m)

≤ [s(ψn + ψn+1) + s2(ψn+2 + ψn+3) + s3(ψn+4 + ψn+5) + · · ·+
sm−1(ψn+2m−3 + ψn+2m−2)]d(x0, x1) + smψn+2m−1d(x0, x1)

= sψn[1 + sψ2 + s2ψ4 + . . . ]d(x0, x1) + sψn+1[1 + sψ2 + s2ψ4 + . . . ]d(x0, x1) +

smψn+2m−1d(x0, x1)

≤ 1 + ψ

1− sψ2
sψnd(x0, x1) + (sψ2)mψn−2d(x0, x1)

= sψn(1 + ψ)
1

1− sψ2
d(x0, x1) → 0 as n→ ∞. (15)

Since limn→∞ d(xn, xn+2) = 0 because of (9). In both of the above cases,
we have limn→∞ d(xn, xn+k) = 0, for all k ≥ 3. Hence, we conclude that
{xn} is a Cauchy sequence in (X, d). Since (X, d) is complete, there exist
x∗ ∈ X such that

lim
n→∞

d(xn, x
∗) = 0. (16)
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Now we will show that the limit x∗ of the sequence {xn} is a fixed point
of T . First, we suppose that T is continuous. Then from (16), we have

lim
n→∞

d(Txn, Tx
∗) = lim

n→∞
d(xn+1, Tx

∗) = 0.

Due to Proposition 1.5, we conclude that x∗ = Tx∗, that is , x∗ is a fixed
point of T .
Now, we suppose that X is α-regular. Then there exists a subsequence
{xnk

} of {xn} such that α(xnk−1, x
∗) ≥ 1 for all k ∈ N. Now, from inequality

(1) with x = xnk
and y = x∗, we obtain

d(xnk+1, Tx
∗) = d(Txnk

, Tx∗)

≤ α(xnk
, x∗)d(Txnk

, Tx∗)

≤ ψ(M(xnk
, x∗)) (17)

where

M(xnk
, x∗) = max

{
d(xnk

, x∗), d(xnk
, Txnk

), d(x∗, Tx∗),

d(xnk
, Txnk

)d(x∗, Tx∗)

1 + d(xnk
, x∗)

,
d(xnk

, Txnk
)d(x∗, Tx∗)

1 + d(Txnk
, Tx∗)

}
= max

{
d(xnk

, x∗), d(xnk
, xnk+1), d(x

∗, Tx∗)

d(xnk
, xnk+1)d(x

∗, Tx∗)

1 + d(xnk
, x∗)

,
d(xnk

, xnk+1)d(x
∗, Tx∗)

1 + d(xnk+1, Tx∗)

}
(18)

Letting k → ∞ in (18), we obtain M(xnk
, x∗) = d(x∗, Tx∗). Therefore, upon

taking the limit as k → ∞ in inequality (17), we have

d(x∗, Tx∗) ≤ ψ(d(x∗, Tx∗)) < d(x∗, Tx∗),

which implies x∗ = Tx∗, that is, x∗ is a fixed point of T .
Finally, suppose that x∗ and y∗ are two fixed points of T such that

x∗ ̸= y∗. Then by the hypothesis, α(x∗, y∗) ≥ 1. Hence, from (1) with
x = x∗ and y = y∗ we have

d(x∗, y∗) = d(Tx∗, T y∗)

≤ α(x∗, y∗)d(Tx∗, T y∗)

≤ ψ(M(x∗, y∗))

where

M(x∗, y∗) = max

{
d(x∗, y∗), d(x∗, Tx∗), d(y∗, T y∗),

d(x∗, Tx∗)d(y∗, Ty∗)

1 + d(x∗, y∗)
,
d(x∗, Tx∗)d(y∗, T y∗)

1 + d(Tx∗, T y∗)

}
= d(x∗, y∗) (19)

Hence, we get d(x∗, y∗) ≤ ψ(d(x∗, y∗)) < d(x∗, y∗), which is possible only
if d(x∗, y∗) = 0, that is, x∗ = y∗. Hence T has a unique fixed point.

Definition 2.3. Let (X, d) be a rectangular b-metric space and α :
X×X → [0,∞). A mapping T : X → X is said to be (α,ψ)-rational type-II
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contractive mapping if there exists ψ ∈ Ψ, such that, for all x, y ∈ X the
following condition holds:

α(x, y)d(Tx, Ty) ≤ ψ(M(x, y)) (20)

where

M(x, y) = max

{
d(x, y), d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty),

d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)

1 + d(x, y) + d(x, Ty) + d(y, Tx)
,

d(x, Ty)d(x, y)

1 + d(x, Tx) + d(y, Tx) + d(y, Ty)

}

For this class of mappings we state a similar existence and uniqueness
theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Let (X, d) be a complete rectangular b-metric space,
T : X → X be a self mapping, and α : X ×X → [0,∞). Suppose that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) T is an α-admissible mapping;
(ii) T is an (α,ψ)-rational type-II contractive mapping;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and α(x0, T

2x0) ≥ 1
(iv) either T is continuous, or X is α-regular.

Then T has a fixed point x∗ ∈ X and {Tnx0} converges to x∗. Further, if
for all x, y ∈ F (T ), we have α(x, y) ≥ 1, then T has a unique fixed point in
X.

Proof: The proof can be done by following the lines of the proof of
Theorem 2.2.

Example 2.5. Let X be a finite set defined as X = {1, 2, 3, 4}. Defined
d : X ×X → R+ as
d(1, 1) = d(2, 2) = d(3, 3) = d(4, 4) = 0
d(1, 2) = d(2, 1) = 20
d(2, 3) = d(3, 2) = d(1, 3) = d(3, 1) = 2
d(1, 4) = d(4, 1) = d(2, 4) = d(4, 2) = d(3, 4) = d(4, 3) = 4
20 = d(1, 2) ≥ d(1, 3) + d(3, 2) = 2 + 4 = 6
20 = d(1, 2) ≥ d(1, 3) + d(3, 2) + d(4, 2) = 2 + 4 + 4 = 10
that is, the triangle inequality is not satisfied and condition for rectan-
gular metric is also not satisfied(i.e. rectangular inequality).However, d
is a rectangular b-metric on X with s = 2 > 1, and hence (X, d) is a rect-
angular b-metric space. Define T : X → X as T1 = T2 = T3 = 2, T4 = 3,
α(x, y) = 1 and ψ(t) = t

2 . Then, for x = 1, 2, 3 and y = 1, 2, 3, we have
α(x, y)d(Tx, Ty) = 0 ≤ ψ(M(x, y)) = 0.
On the other hand, for x = 1, 2, 3 and y = 4 we obtain
α(x, y)d(Tx, T4) = d(2, 3) = 1 and
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M(x, 4) =max

{
d(x, 4), d(x, T4), d(y, T4),

d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)

1 + d(x, 4)
,
d(x, Tx)d(x, Ty)

1 + d(x, T4)

}
=max

{
0 or 4, 0 or 2 or 4, 0 or 2 or 4,

d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)

1 + 0 or 4
,
d(x, Tx)d(x, Ty)

1 + 0 or 2 or 4

}
M(1, 2) =max

{
d(1, 2), d(1, T1), d(2, T2),

d(1, T1)d(2, T2)

1 + d(1, 2)
,
d(1, T1)d(2, T2)

1 + d(T1, T2)

}
=max

{
20, , d(1, 2), d(2, 2),

d(1, 2)d(2, 2)

1 + 20
,
d(1, 2)d(2, 2)

1 + d(2, 2)

}
=max

{
20, 20, 0,

20× 0

1 + 20
,
20× 0

1 + 0

}
=20

M(2, 2) =max

{
d(2, 2), d(2, T2), d(2, T2),

d(2, T2)d(2, T2)

1 + d(2, 2)
,
d(2, T2)d(2, T2)

1 + d(T2, T2)

}
=max

{
0, d(2, 2), d(2, 2),

d(2, 2)d(2, 2)

1 + 0
,
d(2, 2)d(2, 2)

1 + d(2, 2)

}
=0.

3. Some Consequences

In this section we give some consequences of the main results pre-
sented above. Specially, we apply our results to rectangular b- metic
spaces endowed with a partial order.

Definition 3.1. Let (X,≼) be a partially ordered set. A mapping
T : X → X is said to be nondecreasing with respect to ≼ if for every
x, y ∈ X,x ≼ y implies Tx ≼ Ty.

Definition 3.2. Let (X, d,≼) be a partially ordered rectangular b-metric
space. X is called regular rectangular b-metric space if {xn} is a sequence
in X such that xn → x and xn ≼ xn+1, then there exists a subsequence
{xnk

} of {xn} such that xnk
≼ x for all k ∈ N .

Theorem 3.3. Let (X, d,≼) be a partially ordered rectangular b-metric
space and T : X → X be a nondecreasing self mapping. Suppose that the
following conditions are satisfied:
(i) There exists a function ψ ∈ Ψ for which, d(Tx, Ty) ≤ ψ(M(x, y)) where

M(x, y) = max

{
d(x, y), d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty),

d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)

1 + d(x, y)
,
d(x, Tx)d(x, Ty)

1 + (Tx, Ty)

}
for all x, y ∈ X with x ≼ y.
(ii) There exists x0 ∈ X such that x0 ≼ Tx0 and x0 ≼ T 2x0.
(iii) Either T is continuous or X is regular.
Then T has a fixed point x∗ ∈ X and {T 2x0} converges to x∗.
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Proof: Define a mapping α : X ×X → [0,∞) defined as follows

α(x, y) =

{
1, if x ≼ y or y ≼ x;
0, otherwise.

Then the existence conditions of theorem 2.2 hold and hence T has a
fixed point which is the limit of the sequence {Tnx0}.

Theorem 3.4. Let (X, d,≼) be a partially ordered rectangular b-metric
space and T : X → X be a nondecreasing self mapping. Suppose that the
following conditions are satisfied:
(i) There exists a function ψ ∈ Ψ for which, d(Tx, Ty) ≤ ψ(M(x, y)), where

M(x, y) = max

{
d(x, y), d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty),

d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)

1 + d(x, y) + d(x, Ty) + d(y, Tx)
,

d(x, Ty)d(x, y)

1 + d(x, Tx) + d(y, Tx) + d(y, Ty)

}
for all x, y ∈ X with x ≼ y.
(ii) There exists x0 ∈ X such that x0 ≼ Tx0 and x0 ≼ T 2x0.
(iii) Either T is continuous or X is regular.
Then T has a fixed point x∗ ∈ X and {Tnx0} converges to x∗.

Proof: Employing again a mapping α : X ×X → [0,∞) defined as

α(x, y) =

{
1, if x ≼ y or y ≼ x;
0, otherwise

We observe that the existence conditions of Theorem 2.4 holds and
hence, T has a fixed point which is the limit of the sequence {Tnx0}.
Several particular cases can be deduced from the above results.

Corollary 3.5. Let (X, d) be a complete rectangular b-metric space,
T : X → X and α : X ×X → R. Suppose that the following conditions are
satisfied: (i) T is an α-admissible mapping.
(ii) T satisfies d(Tx, Ty) ≤ kM(x, y) where

M(x, y) = max

{
d(x, y), d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty),

d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)

1 + d(x, y) + d(x, Ty) + d(y, Tx)
,

d(x, Ty)d(x, y)

1 + d(x, Tx) + d(y, Tx) + d(y, Ty)

}
for some k ∈ [0, 1)
(iii) There exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and α(x0, T

2x0) ≥ 1.
(iv) Either T is continuous or X is α-regular.
Then T has a fixed point x∗ ∈ X and {Tnx0} converges to x∗. Further, if
for all x, y ∈ F (T ), we have α(x, y) ≥ 1, then T has a unique fixed point in
X.
Proof: Define ψ(t) = kt, clearly ψ ∈ Ψ. By theorem 2.2, T has a unique
fixed point.
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Corollary 3.6. Let (X, d,≼) be a complete partially ordered rectangu-
lar b-metric space, and T : X → X be a nondecreasing mapping. Suppose
that the following conditions are satisfied:
(i) d(Tx, Ty) ≤ kM(x, y) where

M(x, y) = max

{
d(x, y), d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty),

d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)

1 + d(x, y) + d(x, Ty) + d(y, Tx)
,

d(x, Ty)d(x, y)

1 + d(x, Tx) + d(y, Tx) + d(y, Ty)

}
for all x, y ∈ X with x ≼ y and some k ∈ [0, 1).
(ii) There exists x0 ∈ X such that x0 ≼ Tx0 and x0 ≼ T 2x0.
(iii) Either T is continuous or X is regular.
Then T has a fixed point x∗ ∈ X and {Tnx0} converges to x∗.

Proof: Define α : X ×X → [0,∞) as

α(x, y) =

{
1, if x ≼ y or y ≼ x;
0, otherwise

Corollary 3.5 implies that T has a fixed point.
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