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COMMON FIXED POINTS OF TWO PAIRS OF SELFMAPS

SATISFYING A GERAGHTY-BERINDE TYPE CONTRACTION

CONDITION IN b-METRIC SPACES

K.BHANU CHANDER AND T.V. PRADEEP KUMAR

Abstract. In this paper, we introduce Geraghty-Berinde type contraction for
two pairs of selfmaps in b-metric spaces and we prove the existence of common
fixed points under the assumptions that these two pairs of maps are weakly

compatible and satisfying a Geraghty-Berinde type contraction condition in
complete b-metric spaces. The same is extended to a sequence of selfmaps.
Also, we prove the same with different hypotheses on two pairs of selfmaps
in which one pair is compatible, reciprocally continuous and the other one is

weakly compatible. Further, we also prove the same with different hypothe-
ses on two pairs in which these selfmaps are satisfy b-(E.A)-property. We
also discuss the importance of L in our contraction condition. Our theorems

extend/generalize some of the results in literature to two pairs of self maps.

1. Introduction
The development of fixed point theory is based on the generalization of con-

traction conditions in one direction or/and generalization of ambient spaces of the
operator under consideration on the other. Banach contraction principle plays an
important role in solving nonlinear equations and it is one of the most useful result
in fixed point theory. In the direction of generalization of contraction conditions,
in 1973, Geraghty [22] proved a fixed point theorem, generalizing Banach contrac-
tion principle. Several authors proved later various results using Geraghty-type
conditions. In continuation to the extensions of contraction maps, Berinde [13]
introduced ‘weak contractions’ as a generalization of contraction maps. Berinde
renamed ‘weak contractions’ as ‘almost contractions’ in his later work [14]. For
more works on almost contractions and its generalizations, we refer Babu, Sandhya
and Kameswari [10], Abbas, Babu and Alemayehu [2] and the related references
cited in these papers.

The main idea of b-metric was initiated from the works of Bourbaki [17] and
Bakhtin [12]. The concept of b-metric space or metric type space was introduced by
Czerwik [18] as a generalization of metric space. Afterwards, many authors studied
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fixed point theorems for single-valued and multi-valued mappings in b-metric spaces,
for more information we refer [4, 9, 11, 15, 16, 19, 26, 27, 28, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37].

In 2002, Aamari and Moutawakil [1] introduced the notion of property (E.A).
Later, several authors apply this concept to prove the existence of common fixed
points, we refer [3, 5, 6, 7, 29, 30, 31].

Definition 1.1 [18] Let X be a non-empty set.A function d : X ×X → [0,∞) is
said to be a b-metric if the following conditions are satisfied: for any x, y, z ∈ X

(i) 0 ≤ d(x, y) and d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y,
(ii) d(x, y) = d(y, x),
(iii) there exists s ≥ 1 such that d(x, z) ≤ s[d(x, y) + d(y, z)].

In this case, the pair (X, d) is called a b-metric space with coefficient s.

Every metric space is a b-metric space with s = 1. In general, every b-metric
space is not a metric space.

Definition 1.2 [16] Let (X, d) be a b-metric space and let {xn} be a sequence in
X.

(i) A sequence {xn} in X is called b-convergent if there exists x ∈ X such that
d(xn, x) → 0 as n → ∞. In this case, we write lim

n→∞
xn = x.

(ii) A sequence {xn} in X is called b-Cauchy if d(xn, xm) → 0 as n,m → ∞.
(iii) A b-metric space (X, d) is said to be a complete b-metric space if every

b-Cauchy sequence in X is b-convergent in X.
(iv) A setB ⊂ X is said to be b-closed if for any sequence {xn} inB such that {xn} is

b-convergent to z ∈ X then z ∈ B.

In general, a b-metric is not necessarily continuous.

Example 1.3 [23] Let X = N∪{∞}. We define a mapping d : X ×X → [0,∞) as
follows:

d(m,n) =


0 if m = n,

| 1m − 1
n | if one of m,n is even and the other is even or ∞,

5 if one of m,n is odd and the other is odd or ∞,
2 otherwise.

Then (X, d) is a b-metric space with coefficient s = 5
2 .

Definition 1.4 [16] Let (X, dX) and (Y, dY ) be two b-metric spaces. A function
f : X → Y is a b-continuous at a point x ∈ X, if it is b-sequentially continuous at
x. i.e., whenever {xn} is b-convergent to x, fxn is b-convergent to fx.

Definition 1.5 [24] Let A and B be selfmaps of a metric space (X, d). The pair
(A,B) is said to be a compatible pair on X, if lim

n→∞
d(ABxn, BAxn) = 0 whenever

{xn} is a sequence in X such that lim
n→∞

Axn = lim
n→∞

Bxn = t, for some t ∈ X.

Definition 1.6 [25] Let X be a nonempty set. Let A,B : X → X be two selfmaps.
If Ax = Bx implies that ABx = BAx for x in X, then we say that the pair (A,B)
is weakly compatible.
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Definition 1.7 [32] Two selfmappings A and B of a metric space (X, d) are called
reciprocally continuous if lim

n→∞
ABxn = Az and lim

n→∞
BAxn = Bz whenever {xn}

is a sequence in X such that lim
n→∞

Axn = lim
n→∞

Bxn = z for some z ∈ X.

Definition 1.8 [29] Two selfmappings A and B of a b-metric space (X, d) are
said to satisfy b-(E.A)-property if there exists a sequence {xn} in X such that
lim

n→∞
Axn = lim

n→∞
Bxn = z for some z ∈ X.

In 1973, Geraghty [22] introduced a class of functions

S = {β : [0,∞) → [0, 1)/ lim
n→∞

β(tn) = 1 =⇒ lim
n→∞

tn = 0}.

Theorem 1.9 [22] Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. Let T : X → X be a
selfmap satisfying the following: there exists β ∈ S such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤ β(d(x, y))d(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X.

Then T has a unique fixed point.

We denote

B = {α : [0,∞) → [0,
1

s
)/ lim

n→∞
α(tn) =

1

s
=⇒ lim

n→∞
tn = 0}.

In 2011, Dukic, Kadelburg and Radenović [20] extended Theorem 1.9 to the case
of b-metric spaces as follows.

Theorem 1.10 [20] Let (X, d) ba a complete b-metric space with coefficient s ≥ 1
and let T : X → X be a selfmap of X. Suppose that there exists α ∈ B such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤ α(d(x, y))d(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X.

Then T has a unique fixed point in X.

Throughout this paper, we denote

F = {β : [0,∞) → [0,
1

s
)/ lim sup

n→∞
β(tn) =

1

s
=⇒ lim

n→∞
tn = 0}

and N, the set of all natural numbers.

The following lemma is useful in proving our main results.

Lemma 1.11 [3] Let (X, d) be a b-metric space with coefficient s ≥ 1. Suppose
that {xn} and {yn} are b-convergent to x and y respectively, then we have

1

s2
d(x, y) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(xn, yn) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
d(xn, yn) ≤ s2d(x, y)

In particular, if x = y, then we have lim
n→∞

d(xn, yn) = 0. Moreover for each z ∈ X

we have
1

s
d(x, z) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(xn, z) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
d(xn, z) ≤ sd(x, z).
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In 2019, Faraji, Savić and Radenović [21] proved the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.12 [21] Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space with parameter s ≥ 1.
Let T : X → X be a selfmap satisfying: there exists β ∈ F such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X,

where

M(x, y) = max{d(x, y), d(x, Tx), d(y, Ty), 1

2s
(d(x, Ty) + d(y, Tx))}

Then T has a unique fixed point.

Theorem 1.13 [21] Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space with parameter s ≥ 1.
Let T, S : X → X be selfmaps on X which satisfy: there exists β ∈ F such that

sd(Tx, Sy) ≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X,

where M(x, y) = max{d(x, y), d(x, Tx), d(y, Sy)}. If T or S are continuous, then T
and S have a unique common fixed point.

In 2019, Babu and Babu [8] proved a common fixed theorem for a pair of almost
Geraghty contraction type maps.

Definition 1.14 [8] Let (X, d) be a b-metric space with coefficient s ≥ 1, and let
f and g be selfmaps of X. If there exist β ∈ F and L ≥ 0 such that

sd(fx, gy) ≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X,

where M(x, y) = max{d(x, y), d(x, fx), d(y, gy)}
and N(x, y) = min{d(x, fx), d(x, gy), d(y, fx)}
then the (f, g) is called an almost Geraghty contraction type maps.

Theorem 1.15 [8] Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space with coefficient s ≥ 1
and let (f, g) be an almost Geraghty contraction type pair of maps. If either f or
g is b-continuous then f and g have a unique common fixed point in X.

Motivated by works of Babu and Babu [8], in Section 2, we introduce Geraghty-
Berinde type contraction for two pairs of selfmaps in b-metric spaces and we prove
the existence of common fixed points under the assumptions that these two pairs
of maps are weakly compatible and satisfying a Geraghty-Berinde type contraction
condition in complete b-metric spaces. The same is extended to a sequence of
selfmaps. Also, we prove the same with different hypotheses on two pairs of selfmaps
in which one pair is compatible, reciprocal continuous and the other one is weakly
compatible. Further, we also prove the same with different hypotheses on two
pairs in which these selfmaps are satisfy b-(E.A)-property. We also discuss the
importance of L in our contraction condition. Our theorems extend some of the
results in literature to two pairs of self maps. We draw some corrollaries from our
results and provide examples in support of our results.
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2. Main Results

The following we introduce Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps in b-metric
spaces.

Definition 2.1 Let (X, d) be a b-metric space with coefficient s ≥ 1 and A,B, S, T :
X → X be selfmaps. If there exist β ∈ F and L ≥ 0 such that

sd(Ax,By) ≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y) (1)

for all x, y ∈ X, where M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} and
N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)}.
Then we call A,B, S and T are Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps.

Example 2.2 Let X = [0, 1] and let d : X ×X → [0,∞) defined by

d(x, y) =

{
0 if x = y,

(x+ y)2 if x ̸= y.

Then clearly (X, d) is a complete b-metric space with s = 2.

We define A,B, S, T : X → X by A(x) = 1+x2

2 , B(x) = x
8 ,

S(x) = 1+x2

4 , T (x) = x
4 for all x ∈ X.

We define β : [0,∞) → [0, 1
s ) by β(t) = 1

2+t . Then clearly β ∈ F
Then we have
sd(Ax,By) = 2(1+x2

2 + y
4 )

2 ≤ 16
32+9(1+x2)2

9
16 (1 + x2)2 + 5( 1+x2

4 + y
8 )

2.

Therefore A,B, S and T are Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps with L = 5.
Here we observe that if we take L = 0 then the inequality (1) fails to hold.

For, we choose x = 0, y = 1.
Then sd(Ax,By) = 9

8 and M(x, y) = 9
16 .

Therefore sd(Ax,By) = 9
8 ̸≤ β( 9

16 )
9
16 = β(M(x, y))M(x, y) for all β ∈ F.

Remark 2.3 If we take L = 0 in the inequality (1) then we say that A,B, S and
T are Geraghty contraction type maps.

Let A,B, S and T be mappings from a metric space (X, d) into itself and satis-
fying

A(X) ⊆ T (X) and B(X) ⊆ S(X) (2)

Now, by (1), for any x0 ∈ X, there exists x1 ∈ X such that y0 = Ax0 = Tx1. In
the same way for this x1, we can choose a point x2 ∈ X such that y1 = Bx1 = Sx2

and so on. In general, we can define a sequence {yn} ∈ X such that

y2n = Ax2n = Tx2n+1 and y2n+1 = Bx2n+1 = Sx2n+2 for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (3)

Lemma 2.4 Let (X, d) be a b-metric space with coefficient s ≥ 1. Suppose that
A,B, S and T are Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps. Then we have the
following:
(i) If A(X) ⊆ T (X) and the pair (B, T ) is weakly compatible, and if x is a common
fixed point of A and S then x is a common fixed point of A,B, S and T and it is
unique.
(ii) If B(X) ⊆ S(X) and the pair (A,S) is weakly compatible, and if x is a common
fixed point of B and T then x is a common fixed point of A,B, S and T and it is
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unique.
Proof. First, we assume that (i) holds. Let x be a common fixed point of A and S.
Then Ax = Sx = x.
Since A(X) ⊆ T (X), there exists y ∈ X such that Ty = x.
Therefore Ax = Sx = Ty = x.
We now prove that Ax = By.
Suppose that Ax ̸= By.
We consider,

sd(Ax,By) ≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y) (4)

where,
M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = d(Ax,By) and
N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 0.
From the inequality (4), we have

sd(Ax,By) ≤ β(d(Ax,By))d(Ax,By) < d(Ax,By)
s ,

which is a contradiction.
Therefore Ax = By = Sx = Ty = x.
Since the pair (B, T ) is weakly compatible and Ty = By, we have
BTy = TBy. i.e., Bx = Tx.
Now, we prove that Bx = x. If Bx ̸= x, then

sd(Bx, x) = sd(x,Bx) = sd(Ax,Bx) ≤ β(M(x, x))M(x, x) + LN(x, x) (5)

where
M(x, x) = max{d(Sx, Tx), d(Ax, Sx), d(Bx, Tx)} = d(x,Bx) and
N(x, x) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Tx), d(Bx, Sx)} = 0
From the inequality (5), we have

sd(Bx, x) ≤ β(d(Bx, x))d(Bx, x) < d(Bx,x)
s ,

it is a contradiction.
Hence, Bx = x.
Therefore Ax = Bx = Sx = Tx = x.
Therefore, x is a common fixed point of A,B, S and T .
If x′ is also a common fixed point of A,B, S and T with x ̸= x′, then

sd(x, x′) = sd(Ax,Bx′) ≤ β(M(x, x′))M(x, x′) + LN(x, x′) (6)

where
M(x, x′) = max{d(Sx, Tx′), d(Ax, Sx), d(Bx′, Tx′)} = d(x, x′) and
N(x, x′) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Tx′), d(Bx′, Sx)} = 0
From the inequality (6),we have

sd(x, x′) ≤ β(d(x, x′))d(x, x′) < d(x,x′)
s ,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, x = x′.
Hence, x is the unique common fixed point of A,B, S and T .
The proof of (ii) is similar to (i) and hence is omitted.

Lemma 2.5 Let A,B, S and T be selfmaps of a b-metric space (X, d) and satisfy
(2) and are Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps. Then for any x0 ∈ X, the
sequence {yn} defined by (3) is b-Cauchy in X.
Proof. Let x0 ∈ X and let {yn} be a sequence defined by (3).
Assume that yn = yn+1 for some n.
Case (i): n even.
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We write n = 2m,m ∈ N.
Now we consider

sd(yn+1, yn+2) = sd(y2m+1, y2m+2)

= sd(y2m+2, y2m+1)

= sd(Ax2m+2, Bx2m+1)

≤ β(M(x2m+2, x2m+1))M(x2m+2, x2m+1) + LN(x2m+2, x2m+1)

(7)

where

M(x2m+2, x2m+1) = max{d(Sx2m+2, Tx2m+1), d(Ax2m+2, Sx2m+2), d(Bx2m+1, Tx2m+1)}
= max{d(yn+1, yn), d(yn+2, yn+1), d(yn+1, yn)}
= d(yn+1, yn+2) and N(x2m+2, x2m+1) = 0

From the inequality (7), we have

sd(yn+1, yn+2) ≤ β(d(yn+1, yn+2))d(yn+1, yn+2) <
d(yn+1,yn+2)

s < d(yn+1, yn+2),
Therefore, (s− 1)d(yn+1, yn+2) ≤ 0 which implies that yn+2 = yn+1 = yn.
In general, we have yn+k = yn for k = 0, 1, 2, . . . .
Case (ii): n odd.
We write n = 2m+ 1 for some m ∈ N.
We now consider

sd(yn+1, yn+2) = d(y2m+2, y2m+3)

= d(Ax2m+2, Bx2m+3)

≤ β(M(x2m+2, x2m+3))M(x2m+2, x2m+3) + LN(x2m+2, x2m+3)

(8)

where

M(x2m+2, x2m+3) = max{d(Sx2m+2, Tx2m+3), d(Ax2m+2, Sx2m+2), d(Bx2m+3, Tx2m+3)}
= max{d(y2m+1, y2m+2), d(y2m+2, y2m+1), d(y2m+3, y2m+2)}
= max{d(yn, yn+1), d(yn+1, yn), d(yn+2, yn+1)}
= d(yn+1, yn+2) and

N(x2m+2, x2m+3) = min{d(Ax2m+2, Sx2m+2), d(Ax2m+2, Tx2m+3), d(Bx2m+3, Sx2m+2)}
= min{d(y2m+2, y2m+1), d(y2m+2, y2m+2), d(y2m+3, y2m+1)}
= 0

From the inequality (8), We have

sd(yn+1, yn+2) ≤ β(d(yn+1, yn+2))d(yn+1, yn+2) <
d(yn+1,yn+2)

s ,
which is a contradiction if yn+1 ̸= yn+2

Therefore yn+2 = yn+1 = yn.
In general, we have yn+k = yn for k = 1, 2, 3, . . . .
From Case (i) and Case (ii), we have yn+k = yn for k = 0, 1, 2, . . . .
Therefore, {yn+k} is a constant sequence and hence {yn} is b- Cauchy.
Now we assume that yn ̸= yn+1, for all n ∈ N.
If n is odd, then n = 2m+ 1 for some m ∈ N.
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We now consider

sd(yn+1, yn+2) = sd(y2m+2, y2m+3)

= sd(Ax2m+2, Bx2m+3)

≤ β(M(x2m+2, x2m+3))M(x2m+2, x2m+3) + LN(x2m+2, x2m+3)

(9)

where

M(x2m+2, x2m+3) = max{d(Sx2m+2, Tx2m+3), d(Ax2m+2, Sx2m+2), d(Bx2m+3, Tx2m+3)}
= max{d(y2m+1, y2m+2), d(y2m+2, y2m+1), d(y2m+3, y2m+2)}
= max{d(y2m+1, y2m+2), d(y2m+2, y2m+3)}
= max{d(yn+1, yn), d(yn+1, yn+2)} and

N(x2m+2, x2m+3) = min{d(Ax2m+2, Sx2m+2), d(Ax2m+2, Tx2m+3), d(Bx2m+3, Sx2m+2)}
= min{d(y2m+2, y2m+1), d(y2m+2, y2m+2), d(y2m+3, y2m+1)}
= 0

From the inequality (9), we have
sd(yn+1, yn+2) ≤ β(max{d(yn, yn+1), d(yn+1, yn+2)})max{d(yn, yn+1), d(yn+1, yn+2)}
If max{d(yn, yn+1), d(yn+1, yn+2) = d(yn+1, yn+2) then we get

sd(yn+1, yn+2) ≤ β(d(yn+1, yn+2))d(yn+1, yn+2) <
d(yn+1,yn+2)

s ,
it is a contradiction.
Therefore max{d(yn, yn+1), d(yn+1, yn+2) = d(yn, yn+1).
From the inequality (9), we get that

sd(yn+1, yn+2) ≤ β(d(yn, yn+1))d(yn, yn+1) (10)

which implies that d(yn+1, yn+2) ≤ d(yn, yn+1).
Similarly, we can prove that d(yn+1, yn+2) ≤ d(yn, yn+1) whenever n is even.
Therefore, {d(yn, yn+1)} is a monotone decreasing sequence which bounded below
by 0.
So, there exists r ≥ 0 such that lim

n→∞
d(yn, yn+1) = r.

If r > 0, then from (10), we have
sd(yn+1, yn+2) ≤ β(d(yn, yn+1)).
On letting limit superior as n → ∞, we get
sr ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(d(yn, yn+1))r

implies that 1
s ≤ 1 ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(d(yn, yn+1)) ≤ 1

s

which implies that lim sup
n→∞

β(d(yn, yn+1)) =
1
s .

Since β ∈ F, we have lim
n→∞

d(yn, yn+1) = 0,

which is a contradiction.
Therefore r = 0.
We now prove that {yn} is b-Cauchy.
It is sufficient to show that {y2n} is b-Cauchy in X.
Otherwise, there is an ϵ > 0 and there exists sequences {2mk}, {2nk}
with 2nk > 2mk > k such that

d(y2mk
, y2nk

) ≥ ϵ and d(y2mk
, y2nk−2) < ϵ. (11)
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From the inequality (1), (11) and by b-triangular inequality, we have

ϵ ≤ d(y2mk
, y2nk

)

≤ s[d(y2nk
, y2nk−1) + d(y2nk−1, y2mk

)]

= sd(y2nk
, y2nk−1) + sd(Ax2mk

, Bx2nk−1)

≤ sd(y2nk
, y2nk−1) + β(M(x2mk

, x2nk−1))M(x2mk
, x2nk−1) + LN(x2mk

, x2nk−1)

(12)

where

M(x2mk+1, x2nk
) = max{d(Sx2nk

, Tx2mk+1), d(Ax2nk
, Sx2nk

), d(Bx2mk+1, Tx2mk+1)}
= max{d(y2nk−1, y2mk

), d(y2nk
, y2nk−1), d(y2mk+1, y2mk

)} and

N(x2mk
, x2nk−1) = min{d(Ax2nk

, Sx2nk
), d(Ax2nk

, Tx2mk+1), d(Bx2mk+1, Sx2nk
)}.

On taking limit superior as k → ∞ on M(x2mk
, x2nk−1) and N(x2mk

, x2nk−1),we
get
lim sup
k→∞

M(x2mk
, x2nk−1) = lim sup

k→∞
d(y2mk

, y2nk−1)

and lim sup
k→∞

N(x2mk
, x2nk−1) = 0

From the b-triangular inequality, we have
d(y2mk

, y2nk−1) ≤ s[d(y2mk
, y2nk−2) + d(y2nk−2, y2nk−1)].

On letting limit superior as k → ∞ and using (11) in the above inequality, we get
lim sup
k→∞

d(y2mk
, y2nk−1) ≤ sϵ.

On taking limit superior as k → ∞ in (12), we get

ϵ ≤ lim sup
k→∞

[sd(y2nk
, y2nk−1) + β(M(x2mk

, x2nk−1))M(x2mk
, x2nk−1) + LN(x2mk

, x2nk−1)]

= lim sup
k→∞

β(M(x2mk
, x2nk−1)) lim sup

k→∞
M(x2mk

, x2nk−1) + L lim sup
k→∞

N(x2mk
, x2nk−1)]

= lim sup
k→∞

β(M(x2mk
, x2nk−1)) lim sup

k→∞
M(y2mk

, y2nk−1).

Therefore ϵ ≤ lim sup
k→∞

β(M(x2mk
, x2nk−1))sϵ implies that

1
s ≤ lim sup

k→∞
β(M(x2mk

, x2nk−1)) ≤ 1
s which implies that

lim sup
k→∞

β(M(x2mk
, x2nk−1)) =

1
s .

Since β ∈ F, we have
lim
k→∞

M(x2mk
, x2nk−1) = 0. i.e, lim

k→∞
d(y2mk

, y2nk−1) = 0.

From the inequality (11) and by using b-triangular inequality, we get
ϵ ≤ d(y2mk

, y2nk
) ≤ s[d(y2mk

, y2nk−1) + d(y2nk−1, y2nk
)].

By taking limit superior as k → ∞, we get
0 < ϵ ≤ lim sup

k→∞
d(y2mk

, y2nk
) ≤ 0.

Therefore lim
k→∞

d(y2mk
, y2nk

) = 0,

it is a contradiction.
Therefore, {yn} is a b-Cauchy sequence in X.

The following is the main result of this paper.
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Theorem 2.6 Let A,B, S and T be selfmaps on a complete b-metric space (X, d)
and satisfy (2) and the maps are Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps . If the
pairs (A,S) and (B, T ) are weakly compatible and one of the range sets S(X), T (X), A(X) and B(X)
is closed, then for any x0 ∈ X, the sequence {yn} defined by (3) is b-Cauchy
in X and lim

n→∞
yn = z(say), z ∈ X and z is the unique common fixed point of

A,B, S and T .
Proof. By Lemma 2.5, the sequence {yn} is b-Cauchy in X.
Since X is b-complete, there exists z ∈ X such that lim

n→∞
yn = z.

Then {
lim
n→∞

y2n = lim
n→∞

Ax2n = lim
n→∞

Tx2n+1 = z and

lim
n→∞

y2n+1 = lim
n→∞

Bx2n+1 = lim
n→∞

Sx2n+2 = z.
(13)

We now consider the following four cases.
Case (i). S(X) is closed.

In this case z ∈ S(X) and there exists t ∈ X such that z = St.
Now we prove that At = z.
Suppose that At ̸= z.
We now consider

sd(At,Bx2n+1) ≤ β(M(t, x2n+1))M(t, x2n+1) + LN(t, x2n+1) (14)

where M(t, x2n+1) = max{d(St, Tx2n+1), d(At, St), d(Bx2n+1, Tx2n+1)}
and N(t, x2n+1) = min{d(At, St), d(At, Tx2n+1), d(Bx2n+1, st)}
On letting limitsuperior as n → ∞ , using Lemma 1.11 and (13), we get

lim sup
n→∞

M(t, x2n+1) = d(At, z) and lim sup
n→∞

N(t, x2n+1) = 0. (15)

Since, 1
s (sd(At, z)) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
(sd(At,Bx2n+1)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(sd(At,Bx2n+1)) ≤ s(sd(At,Bx2n+1))

On letting limit superior as n → ∞ in (14) and using (15), we get
1
s (sd(At, z)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(d(At,Bx2n+1))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(t, x2n+1)) lim sup
n→∞

M(t, x2n+1) + L lim sup
n→∞

N(t, x2n+1).

Therefore d(At, z) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(t, x2n+1))d(At, z)

which implies that 1
s ≤ 1 ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(t, x2n+1)) ≤ 1

s

implies that lim sup
n→∞

β(M(t, x2n+1)) =
1
s .

Since β ∈ F, we have lim
n→∞

M(t, x2n+1) = 0,

which is a contradiction.
Hence At = z.
Therefore, At = z = St.
Since the pair (A,S) is weakly compatible and At = St, we have ASt = SAt.
i.e., Az = Sz.
Now, we prove that Az = z.
Suppose Az ̸= z
we now consider

sd(Az,Bx2n+1) ≤ β(M(z, x2n+1))M(z, x2n+1) + LN(z, x2n+1) (16)
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where{
M(z, x2n+1) = max{d(Sz, Tx2n+1), d(Az, Sz), d(Bx2n+1, Tx2n+1)} and
N(z, x2n+1) = min{d(Az, Sz), d(Az, Tx2n+1), d(Bx2n+1, Sz)}

(17)
On taking limitsuperior as n → ∞ , using the inequality (17) and Lemma 1.11, we
get

lim sup
n→∞

M(z, x2n+1) ≤ sd(Az, z) and lim sup
n→∞

N(z, x2n+1) = 0 (18)

On letting limitsuperior as n → ∞ in (16) and using (18), we get
1
s (sd(Az, z)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(d(Az,Bx2n+1))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(z, x2n+1)) lim sup
n→∞

M(z, x2n+1)+L lim sup
n→∞

N(z, x2n+1)

implies that d(Az, z) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(z, x2n+1))sd(Az, z)

which implies that 1
s ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(z, x2n+1)) ≤ 1

s

Therefore lim sup
n→∞

β(M(z, x2n+1)) =
1
s

Since β ∈ F, we have lim
n→∞

M(z, x2n+1) = 0,

it is a contradiction.
Hence, Az = z.
Therefore Az = Sz = z.
Hence, z is a common fixed point of A and S.
By Lemma 2.4, we get that z is a unique common fixed point of A,B, S and T .
Case (ii). T (X) is closed.

In this case z ∈ T (X) and there exists u ∈ X such that z = Tu.
Now we claim that Bu = z. Suppose that Bu ̸= z.
We now consider

sd(Ax2n+2, Bu) ≤ β(M(x2n+2, u))M(x2n+2, u) + LN(x2n+2, u) (19)

where{
M(x2n+2, u) = max{d(Sx2n+2, Tu), d(Ax2n+2, Sx2n+2), d(Bu, Tu)} and
N(x2n+2, u) = min{d(Ax2n+2, Sx2n+2), d(Ax2n+2, Tu), d(Bu, Sx2n+2)}

(20)
On letting limit superior as n → ∞ in (20) , using the inequality (13), we get

lim sup
n→∞

M(x2n+2, u) = d(z,Bu) and lim sup
n→∞

N(x2n+2, u) = 0. (21)

On letting limit superior as n → ∞ in (19) , using the inequality (21) and Lemma
1.11, we get
1
s (sd(z,Bu)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(sd(Ax2n+2, Bu))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, u)) lim sup
n→∞

M(x2n+2, u)+L lim sup
n→∞

N(x2n+2, u)

= lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, u))d(z,Bu)

which implies that
1
s ≤ 1 ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(x2n+2, u)) ≤ 1

s implies that lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, u)) =
1
s

Since β ∈ F, we get lim
n→∞

M(x2n+2, u) = 0,

which is a contradiction.
Hence Bu = z.
Therefore, Bu = z = Tu.
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Since the pair (B, T ) is weakly compatible and Bu = Tu, we have BTu = TBu.
i.e., Bz = Tz.
We now prove that Bz = z. Suppose that Bz ̸= z.
We now consider

sd(Ax2n+2, Bz) ≤ β(M(x2n+2, z))M(x2n+2, z) + LN(x2n+2, z) (22)

where{
M(x2n+2, z) = max{d(Sx2n+2, T z), d(Ax2n+2, Sx2n+2), d(Bz, Tz)} and
N(x2n+2, z) = min{d(Ax2n+2, Bx2n+2), d(Ax2n+2, T z), d(Bz, Sx2n+2)}

(23)

On taking limit superior as n → ∞ in (23) , using the Lemma 1.11 and the inequality
(13), we get

lim sup
n→∞

M(x2n+2, z) ≤ sd(z,Bz) and lim sup
n→∞

N(x2n+2, z) = 0 (24)

On letting limit superior as n → ∞ in (22) , using the inequality (13) and Lemma
1.11, we get
1
s (sd(z,Bz)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(sd(Ax2n+2, Bz))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, z)) lim sup
n→∞

M(x2n+2, z)+L lim sup
n→∞

N(x2n+2, z)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, z))zd(z,Bz),

which implies that
1
s ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(x2n+2, z)) ≤ 1

s implies that lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, z)) =
1
s .

Since β ∈ F, we get lim
n→∞

(M(x2n+2, z)) = 0,

which is a contradiction.
Hence, Bz = z = Tz.
Therefore, z is a common fixed point of B and T .
By Lemma 2.4, we get that z is the unique common fixed point of A,B, S and T .
Case (iii). A(X) is closed.

Since z ∈ A(X) ⊆ T (X), there exists p ∈ X such that z = Tp.
Now we show that Bp = z.
If Bp ̸= z, then we consider

sd(Ax2n+2, Bp) ≤ β(M(x2n+2, p))M(x2n+2, p) + LN(x2n+2, p) (25)

where{
M(x2n+2, p) = max{d(Sx2n+2, Tp), d(Ax2n+2, Sx2n+2), d(Bp, Tp)} and
N(x2n+2, z) = min{d(Ax2n+2, Sx2n+2), d(Ax2n+2, Tp), d(Bp, Sx2n+2)}.

(26)

On taking limit superior as n → ∞ in (26) , using the Lemma 1.11 and the inequality
(13), we get

lim sup
n→∞

M(x2n+2, p) = d(z,Bp) and lim sup
n→∞

N(x2n+2, p) = 0. (27)

On letting limit superior as n → ∞ in (25) , using the inequality (27) and Lemma
1.11, we get
1
s (sd(z,Bp)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(sd(Ax2n+2, Bp))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, p)) lim sup
n→∞

M(x2n+2, p)+L lim sup
n→∞

N(x2n+2, p)

= lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, p))d(z,Bp),

which implies that
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1
s ≤ 1 ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(x2n+2, p)) ≤ 1

s implies that lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, p)) =
1
s .

Since β ∈ F, we get lim
n→∞

(M(x2n+2, p)) = 0,

which is a contradiction.
Hence Bp = z = Tp.
Now, by Case (ii), the conclusion of the theorem follows.
Case (iv). B(X) is closed.

Since z ∈ B(X) ⊆ S(X), there exists r ∈ X such that z = Sr.
Now we show that Ar = z.
If Ar ̸= z, then we consider

sd(Ar,Bx2n+1) ≤ β(M(r, x2n+1))M(r, x2n+1) + LN(r, x2n+1) (28)

where
M(r, x2n+1) = max{d(Sr, Tx2n+1), d(Bx2n+1, Tx2n+1), d(Ar, Sr)}
and N(r, x2n+1) = min{d(Ar, Sr), d(Ar, Tx2n+1), d(Bx2n+1, Sr)}
On letting limit superior as n → ∞ , using the Lemma 1.11 and the inequality (13),
we get

lim sup
n→∞

M(r, x2n+1) = d(Ar, z) and lim sup
n→∞

N(r, x2n+1) = 0. (29)

On taking limit superior as n → ∞ in (28) , using the Lemma 1.11 and inequality
(29) , we get
1
s (sd(Ar, z)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(sd(Ar,Bx2n+1))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(r, x2n+1)) lim sup
n→∞

M(r, x2n+1)+L lim sup
n→∞

N(r, x2n+1)

= lim sup
n→∞

β(M(r, x2n+1))d(Ar, z),

Therefore 1
s ≤ 1 ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(r, x2n+1)) ≤ 1

s

which implies that lim sup
n→∞

β(M(r, x2n+1)) =
1
s .

Since β ∈ F, we get lim
n→∞

(M(r, x2n+1)) = 0,

it is a contradiction.
Therefore Ar = z = Sr.
Therefore by Case (i), the conclusion of the theorem follows.

Theorem 2.7 Let A,B, S and T be selfmaps on a b-metric space (X, d) and sat-
isfy the inequality (2) and are Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps.If the pairs
(A,S) and (B, T ) are weakly compatible and either one of the set (S(X), d), (T (X), d),
(A(X), d) (or) (B(X), d) is complete, then for any x0 ∈ X, the sequence {yn} de-
fined by (3) is b- Cauchy in X and lim

n→∞
yn = z(say), z ∈ X and z is the unique

common fixed point of A,B, S and T .
Proof. By Lemma 2.5, the sequence {yn} is b-Cauchy in X.
Since S(X) is complete, there exists z ∈ S(X) such that lim

n→∞
yn = z.

Thus,

lim
n→∞

y2n = lim
n→∞

Ax2n = lim
n→∞

Tx2n+1 = z and lim
n→∞

y2n+1 = lim
n→∞

Bx2n+1 = lim
n→∞

Sx2n+2 = z.

(30)
Since z ∈ S(X), there exists u ∈ X such that z = Su.
We now prove that Au = z. Suppose that Au ̸= z. We now consider

sd(Au,Bx2n+1) ≤ β(M(u, x2n+1))M(u, x2n+1) + LN(u, x2n+1) (31)
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where M(u, x2n+1) = max{d(Su, Tx2n+1), d(Au, Su), d(Bx2n+1, Tx2n+1)}
and N(u, x2n+1) = min{d(Au, Su), d(Au, Tx2n+1), d(Bx2n+1, Su)}
On letting limit superior as n → ∞ , using Lemma 1.11 and the inequalityv(30),
we get

lim sup
n→∞

M(u, x2n+1) = d(Au, z) and lim sup
n→∞

N(u, x2n+1) = 0. (32)

Since, 1
s (sd(Au, z)) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
(sd(Au,Bx2n+1)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(sd(Au,Bx2n+1)) ≤ s(s(d(Au, z))).

On letting limit superior as n → ∞ in (31) and using Lemma 1.11 and the inequal-
ity (32), we get
1
s (sd(Au, z)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(sd(Au,Bx2n+1))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(u, x2n+1)) lim sup
n→∞

M(u, x2n+1)+L lim sup
n→∞

N(u, x2n+1)

= lim sup
n→∞

β(M(u, x2n+1))d(Au, z).

Therefore, 1
s ≤ 1 ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(u, x2n+1)) ≤ 1

s which implies that lim sup
n→∞

β(M(u, x2n+1)) =

1
s .
Since β ∈ F, we have lim

n→∞
M(u, x2n+1) = 0,

which is a contradiction.
Hence, Au = z = Su. Since the pair (A,S) is weakly compatible and Au = Su, we
have
ASu = SAu. i.e., Az = Sz.
Now we prove that Az = z. If Az ̸= z, then

sd(Az,Bx2n+1) ≤ β(M(z, x2n+1))M(z, x2n+1) + LN(z, x2n+1) (33)

where M(z, x2n+1) = max{d(Sz, Tx2n+1), d(Az, Sz), d(Bx2n+1, Tx2n+1)}
and N(z, x2n+1) = min{d(Az, Sz), d(Az, Tx2n+1), d(Bx2n+1, Sz)}
On leting limit superior as n → ∞ , using the inequality (30) and Lemma 1.11, we
get

lim sup
n→∞

M(z, x2n+1) ≤ sd(Az, z) and lim sup
n→∞

N(z, x2n+1) = 0. (34)

On taking limit superior as n → ∞ in (33) and using (34) and by Lemma 1.11, we
get
1
s (sd(Az, z)) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(sd(Az,Bx2n+1))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(z, x2n+1)) lim sup
n→∞

M(z, x2n+1)+L lim sup
n→∞

N(z, x2n+1)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(z, x2n+1))sd(Az, z).

Therefore, 1
s ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(z, x2n+1)) ≤ 1

s

which implies that lim sup
n→∞

β(M(z, x2n+1)) =
1
s .

Since β ∈ F, we have lim
n→∞

M(z, x2n+1) = 0, it is a contradiction. Hence, Az = z.

Therefore Az = Sz = z. Hence, z is a common fixed point of A and S.
By Lemma 2.4, we get that z is a unique common fixed point of A,B, S and T .

In a similar way, it is easy to see that z is the unique common fixed point of
A,B, S and T whenever T (X) or A(X) or B(X) is complete.
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Theorem 2.8 Let A,B, S and T be selfmaps on a complete b-metric space (X, d)
and satisfy (2) and they are Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps. Further,
assume that either

(i) the pair (A,S) is reciprocally continuous and compatible,and (B, T ) is a
pair of weakly compatible maps

(ii) the pair (B, T ) is reciprocally continuous and compatible,and (A,S) is a
pair of weakly compatible maps.

Then A,B, S and T have a unique common fixed point in X.
Proof. By Lemma 2.5, for each x0 ∈ X, the sequence {yn} defined by (3)
is b-Cauchy in X.
Since X is b-complete, then there exists z ∈ X such that lim

n→∞
yn = z.

Consequently, the subsequences {y2n} and {y2n+1} are also converges to z ∈ X, we
have

lim
n→∞

y2n = lim
n→∞

Ax2n = lim
n→∞

Tx2n+1 = z and lim
n→∞

y2n+1 = lim
n→∞

Bx2n+1 = lim
n→∞

Sx2n+2 = z.

(35)
First, we assume that (i) holds.
Since (A,S) is reciprocally continuous, it follows that
lim

n→∞
ASx2n+2 = Az and lim

n→∞
SAx2n+2 = Sz.

Since (A,S) is compatible, we have
lim

n→∞
d(ASx2n+2, SAx2n+2) = 0

i.e, lim sup
n→∞

d(ASx2n+2, SAx2n+2) = lim inf
n→∞

d(ASx2n+2, SAx2n+2) = 0

By Lemma 1.11, we have
1
s2 d(Az, Sz) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(ASx2n+2, SAx2n+2)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

d(ASx2n+1, SAx2n+2) ≤ s2d(Az, Sz)

which implies that 1
s2 d(Az, Sz) = 0 which gives that Az = Sz.

Since A(X) ⊆ T (X), there exists u ∈ X such that Az = Tu.
Therefore, Az = Sz = Tu.
Now, we prove that Az = Bu. Suppose that Az ̸= Bu.
We now consider

sd(Az,Bu) ≤ β(M(z, u))M(z, u) + LN(z, u) (36)

where M(z, u) = max{d(Sz, Tu), d(Az, Sz), d(Bu, Tu)} = d(Az,Bu) and
N(z, u) = min{d(Az, Sz), d(Az, Tu), d(Bu, Sz)} = 0
Therefore from the inequality (36),we get
sd(Az,Bu) ≤ β(d(Az,Bu))d(Az,Bu) < d(Az,Bu),
which is a contradiction.
Therefore, Az = Bu = Sz = Tu.
Since the pair (A,S) is weakly compatible and Az = Sz, we have ASz = SAz.
i.e., AAz = SAz.
Now we prove that AAz = Az.
If AAz ̸= Az, then
We consider

sd(AAz,Az) = sd(AAz,Bu) ≤ β(M(Az, u))M(Az, u) + LN(Az, u) (37)

where M(Az, u) = max{d(SAz, Tu), d(AAz, SAz), d(Bu, Tu)} = d(AAz,Az) and
N(Az, u) = min{d(AAz, SAz), d(AAz, Tu), d(Bu, SAz)} = 0
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Therefore from the inequality (37), we get
sd(AAz,Az) ≤ β(d(AAz,Az))d(AAz,Az) < d(AAz,Az),
it is a contradiction.
This implies that AAz = Az = SAz.
Therefore Az is a common fixed point of A and S.
Since (B, T ) is weakly compatible and Bu = Tu,
we have BTu = TBu. i.e , BAz = TAz.
We now prove that BAz = Az.
Suppose that BAz ̸= Az.
Now, we consider

sd(Az,BAz) ≤ β(M(z,Az))M(z,Az) + LN(z,Az) (38)

where M(z,Az) = max{d(Sz, TAz), d(Az, Sz), d(BAz, TAz)} = d(Az,BAz)
and N(z,Az) = min{d(Az, Sz), d(Az,BAz), d(BAz, Sz)} = 0.
From the inequality (38), we have
sd(Az,BAz) ≤ β(d(Az,BAz))d(Az,BAz) < d(Az,BAz),
which is a contradiction.
Therefore BAz = TAz = Az = AAz = SAz.
Hence Az is a common fixed point of A, B, S and T.
We now show that Az = z. Suppose that Az ̸= z.
We now consider

sd(Az,Bx2n+1) ≤ β(M(z, x2n+1))M(z, x2n+1) + LN(z, x2n+1) (39)

where M(z, x2n+1) = max{d(Sz, Tx2n+1), d(Az, Sz), d(Bx2n+1, Tx2n+1)} and
N(z, x2n+1) = min{d(Az, Sz), d(Az, Tx2n+1), d(Bx2n+1, Sz)}.
On letting limit superior as n → ∞ , we get
lim sup
n→∞

M(z, x2n+1) ≤ sd(Az, z) and lim sup
n→∞

N(z, x2n+1) = 0.

On taking limit superior as n → ∞ in (39), using the Lemma 1.11 and the inequal-
ity (35), we get
s( 1sd(Az, z)) ≤ s(lim sup

n→∞
d(Az,Bx2n+1))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(z, x2n+1)) lim sup
n→∞

M(z, x2n+1)+L lim sup
n→∞

N(z, x2n+1)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

β(M(z, x2n+1))sd(Az, z)

which implies that
1
s ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(z, x2n+1)) ≤ 1

s implies that lim sup
n→∞

β(M(z, x2n+1)) =
1
s .

Since β ∈ F, we have lim
n→∞

M(z, x2n+1) = 0,

which is a contradiction.
Therefore Az = z.
Therefore z is a common fixed point of A,B, S and T .

In a similar way, under the assumption (ii), we obtain the existence of common
fixed point of A,B, S and T .

Uniqueness of common fixed point follows from the inequality.

Theorem 2.9 Let (X, d) be a b-metric space with coefficient s ≥ 1. Assumr that
A,B, S, T : X → X are Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps and satisfy (2).
Suppose that one of the pairs (A,S) and (B, T ) satisfies the b-(E.A)-property and
that one of the subspace A(X), B(X), S(X) and T (X) is b-closed in X. Then the
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pairs (A,S) and (B, T ) have a point of coincidence in X. Moreover, if the pairs
(A,S) and (B, T ) are weakly compatible, then A,B, S and T have a unique common
fixed point in X.
Proof. We first assume that the pair (A,S) satisfies the b-(E.A)-property. So there
exists a sequence {xn} in X such that

lim
n→∞

Axn = lim
n→∞

Sxn = q for some q ∈ X (40)

Since A(X) ⊆ T (X), there exists a sequence {yn} in X such that Axn = Tyn, and
hence

lim
n→∞

Tyn = q. (41)

Now we show that lim
n→∞

Byn = q. Suppose that lim
n→∞

Byn ̸= q.

From the inequality (1), we have

sd(d(Axn, Byn) ≤ β(M(xn, yn))M(xn, yn) + LN(xn, yn) (42)

where M(xn, yn) = max{d(Sxn, T yn), d(Axn, Sxn), d(Byn, T yn)} and
N(xn, yn) = min{d(Axn, Sxn), d(Axn, T yn), d(Byn, Sxn)}.
We have 1

sd(q,Byn) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

M(xn, yn) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

M(xn, yn) ≤ sd(q,Byn)

and lim sup
n→∞

N(xn, yn) = 0.

By taking limit superior as n → ∞ in (42), and using (40) and (41), we obtain
lim sup
n→∞

sd(Axn, Byn) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

(β(M(xn, yn))M(xn, yn)) + L lim sup
n→∞

N(xn, yn)

which implies that
s 1
sd(q,Byn) ≤ s lim sup

n→∞
d(Axn, Byn) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(β(M(xn, yn))sd(q,Byn).

Therefore 1
s ≤ lim sup

n→∞
(β(M(xn, yn)) ≤ 1

s

which implies that lim sup
n→∞

(β(M(xn, yn)) =
1
s .

Since β ∈ F, we have lim
n→∞

M(xn, yn) = 0,

it is a contradiction.

lim
n→∞

Byn = q. (43)

Case (i). Assume that T (X) is a b-closed in X.
In this case q ∈ T (X), we can choose r ∈ X such that Tr = q.
We now prove that Br = q. Suppose that d(Br, q) > 0.
From the inequality (1), we have

sd(d(Ax2n+2, Br) ≤ β(M(x2n+2, r))M(x2n+2, r) + LN(x2n+2, r) (44)

where M(x2n+2, r) = max{d(Sx2n+2, T r), d(Ax2n+2, Sx2n+2), d(Br, Tr)} and
N(x2n+2, r) = min{d(Ax2n+2, Sx2n+2), d(Ax2n+2, T r), d(Br, Sx2n+2)}.
We have that 1

sd(q,Br) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

M(x2n+2, r) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

M(x2n+2, r) ≤ sd(q,Br)

and lim sup
n→∞

N(x2n+2, r) = 0.

On letting limit superior as n → ∞ in the inequality (44), using (40), (41), (43)
and Lemma 1.11, we have

s1
sd(q,Br) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
d(Ax2n+2, Br) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(x2n+2, r))d(q,Br)

which implies that 1
s ≤ 1 ≤ lim sup

n→∞
β(M(x2n+2, r)) ≤ 1

s implies that

lim sup
n→∞

β(M(x2n+2, r)) =
1
s .
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Since β ∈ F, we have lim
n→∞

M(x2n+2, r) = 0,

it is a contradiction.
Therefore Br = q. Hence Br = Tr = q, so that q is a coincidence point of B and T .
Since B(X) ⊆ S(X), we have q ∈ S(X), there exists z ∈ X such that Sz = q = Br.
Now we show that Az = q. Suppose Az ̸= q.
From the inequality (1), we have

sd(Az, q) = sd(Az,Br) ≤ β(M(z, r))M(z, r) + LN(z, r) (45)

where M(z, r) = max{d(Sz, Tr), d(Az, Sz), d(Br, Tr)} = d(Az, q) and
N(z, r) = min{d(Az, Sz), d(Az, Tr), d(Br, Sz)} = 0.
From the inequality (45), we have

sd(Az, q) ≤ β(d(Az, q))d(Az, q) < d(Az,q)
s < d(Az, q),

it is a contradiction.
Therefore Az = Sz = q so that z is a coincidence point of A and S.
Since the pairs (A,S) and (B, T ) are weakly compatible, we have Aq = Sq and
Bq = Tq.
Therefore q is also a coincidence point of the pairs (A,S) and (B, T ).
We now show that q is a common fixed point of A,B, S and T .
Suppose Aq ̸= q.
From the inequality (1), we have

sd(Aq, q) = sd(Aq,Br) ≤ β(M(q, r))M(q, r) + LN(q, r) (46)

where M(q, r) = max{d(Sq, Tr), d(Aq, Sq), d(Br, Tr)} = d(Aq, q) and
N(q, r) = min{d(Aq, Sq), d(Aq, Tr), d(Br, Sq)} = 0.
From the inequality (46), we have

sd(Aq, q) ≤ β(d(Aq, q))d(Aq, q) < d(Aq,q)
s < d(Aq, q),

it is a contradiction.
Hence Aq = q. Therefore Aq = Sq = q so that q is a common fixed point of
A and S.
By Lemma 2.4, we get that q is a unique common fixed point of A,B, S and T .
Case (ii). Suppose A(X) is b-closed.
In this case, we have q ∈ A(X) and since A(X) ⊆ T (X), we choose r ∈ X such
that q = Tr.
The proof follows as in Case (i).
Case (iii). Suppose S(X) is b-closed.
We follow the argument similar as Case (i) and we get conclusion.
Case (iv). Suppose B(X) is b-closed.
As in Case (ii), we get the conclusion.

For the case of (B, T ) satisfies the b-(E.A)-property, we follow the argument
similar to the case (A,S) satisfies the b-(E.A)-property.

3. Examples and corollaries

In this section, we draw some corollaries from the main results of Section 2 and
provide examples in support of our results.

The importance of the class of Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps is that
this class properly includes the class of Geraghty contraction type maps.so that the



30 K.BHANU CHANDER AND T.V. PRADEEP KUMAR EJMAA-2021/9(2)

class of Geraghty-Berinde type contraction maps is larger than the class of Ger-
aghty contraction type maps, which illustrated in Example 3.1, Example 3.2 and
Example 3.3.

The following is an example in support of Theorem 2.6.

Example 3.1 Let X = [0,∞) and let d : X ×X → [0,∞) defined by

d(x, y) =


0 if x = y,
4 if x, y ∈ (0, 1),

9
2 + 1

x+y if x, y ∈ [1,∞),
12
5 otherwise.

Then clearly (X, d) is a complete b-metric space with coefficient s = 25
24 .

We define A,B, S, T : X → X by

A(x) = 1 if x ∈ [0,∞), B(x) =

{
5
3 if x ∈ [0, 1)

2x− 1 if x ∈ [1,∞)

S(x) =

{
x if x ∈ [0, 1)

1+x
2 if x ∈ [1,∞)

and T (x) =

{
x2

2 if x ∈ [0, 1)
x2 if x ∈ [1,∞).

We define β : [0,∞) → [0, 1
s ) by β(t) = 24

25e
−t. Then β ∈ F.

Clearly A(X) ⊆ T (X) and B(X) ⊆ S(X). Also clear that A(X) is closed.
The pairs (A,S) and (B, T ) are weakly compatible.
We now verify the inequality (1). For this purpose we consider the following cases.

Case (i). Let x, y ∈ [0, 1).
d(Ax,By) = 9

2 + 1
x+y , d(Ax, Sx) = 12

5 , d(By, Ty) = 12
5 ,

d(Ax, Ty) = 12
5 , d(By, Sx) = 12

5 ,

M(x, y) = max{d(Ax,By), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 9
2 + 1

x+y and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 12
5 .

We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 25

24 (
9
2 + 1

x+y ) ≤
24
25e

−( 9
2+

1
x+y )( 92 + 1

x+y ) + L( 125 )

≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
Case (ii). x, y ∈ [1,∞).

d(Ax,By) = 9
2 + 1

x+y , d(Ax, Sx) = 9
2 + 1

x+y , d(By, Ty) = 9
2 + 1

x+y ,

d(Ax, Ty) = 9
2 + 1

x+y , d(By, Sx) = 9
2 + 1

x+y ,

M(x, y) = max{d(Ax,By), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 9
2 + 1

x+y and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 9
2 + 1

x+y .

We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 25

24 (
9
2 + 1

x+y ) ≤
24
25e

−( 9
2+

1
x+y )( 92 + 1

x+y ) + L( 92 + 1
x+y )

≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
Case (iii). x ∈ [0, 1), y ∈ [1,∞).

d(Ax,By) = 9
2 + 1

x+y , d(Ax, Sx) = 12
5 , d(By, Ty) = 9

2 + 1
x+y ,

d(Ax, Ty) = 9
2 + 1

x+y , d(By, Sx) = 12
5 ,

M(x, y) = max{d(Ax,By), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 9
2 + 1

x+y and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 12
5 .

We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 25

24 (
9
2 + 1

x+y ) ≤
24
25e

−( 9
2+

1
x+y )( 92 + 1

x+y ) + L( 125 )

≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
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Case (iv). x ∈ [1,∞), y ∈ [0, 1).
d(Ax,By) = 9

2 + 1
x+y , d(Ax, Sx) = 9

2 + 1
x+y , d(By, Ty) = 12

5 ,

d(Ax, Ty) = 12
5 , d(By, Sx) = 9

2 + 1
x+y ,

M(x, y) = max{d(Ax,By), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 9
2 + 1

x+y and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 12
5 .

We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 25

24 (
9
2 + 1

x+y ) ≤
24
25e

−( 9
2+

1
x+y )( 92 + 1

x+y ) + L( 125 )

≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).

From all the above cases, A,B, S and T are Geraghty-Berinde type contraction
maps with L = 3.
Threfore A,B, S and T satisfy all the hypotheses of Theorem 2.6 and 1 is the unique
common fixed point of A,B, S and T .

Here we observe that if L = 0 then the inequality (1) fails to hold.
For, by choosing x = 0 and y = 2 we have
d(Ax,By) = 5, d(Ax, Sx) = 12

5 , d(By, Ty) = 5,
M(x, y) = max{d(Ax,By), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 5.
Here we note that
d(fx, fy) = 5 ̸≤ β(5)5 = β(M(x, y))M(x, y) for any β ∈ F.

The following is an example in support of Theorem 2.8.

Example 3.2 Let X = [0, 2] and let d : X ×X → [0,∞) defined by

d(x, y) =


0 if x = y,
5
4 if x, y ∈ [0, 1],

25
14 + 1

2x+3y if x, y ∈ (1, 2),
9
10 otherwise.

Then clearly (X, d) is a b-metric space with coefficient s = 11
9 .

We define selfmaps A,B, S, T on X by

A(x) =

{
2
3 if 0 ≤ x ≤ 1
3
4 if 1 < x ≤ 2,

, B(x) = 2
3 if x ∈ [0, 2],

S(x) =

{
4
3 − x if 0 ≤ x ≤ 1

4
3 if 1 < x ≤ 2.

and T (x) =

{
1− x

2 if 0 ≤ x ≤ 1
5
4 if 1 < x ≤ 2.

We define β : [0,∞) → [0, 1
s ) by β(t) = 24

25e
−t.

Then β ∈ F.
Let {xn} ⊆ [0, 1].
Then lim

n→∞
Axn = lim

n→∞
Sxn.

⇒ 2
3 = lim

n→∞
( 43 − xn).

⇒ lim
n→∞

xn = 2
3 .

Therefore for any {xn} ⊆ [0, 1] with lim
n→∞

xn = 2
3 , we have

lim
n→∞

Axn = lim
n→∞

Sxn = 2
3 .

Now, lim
n→∞

SAxn = lim
n→∞

S( 23 ) =
2
3 = S( 23 )

and lim
n→∞

ASxn = lim
n→∞

A( 43 − xn), 0 ≤ xn ≤ 1.

Case (a): 1
3 ≤ 4

3 − xn ≤ 1.

In this case, A( 43 − xn) =
2
3 .
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Therefore lim
n→∞

ASxn = lim
n→∞

A( 43 − xn) =
2
3 = A( 23 ).

Case (b): 1 ≤ xn ≤ 4
3 .

This case doesn’t arise, since we are considering the sequence {xn}
with lim

n→∞
xn = 2

3 .

Therefore the pair (A,S) is reciprocally continuous and compatible with the se-
quence { 2

3} ⊆ X. Clearly the pair (B, T ) is weakly compatible and B(X) is closed.
We now verify the inequality (1). With out loss of generality, we assume that x ≥ y.
Case (i): x, y ∈ [0, 1]

sd(Ax,By) = 0 ≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
In this case, the inequality (1) trivially holds.
Case (ii): x, y ∈ (1, 2]

d(Ax,By) = 5
4 , d(Sx, Ty) =

25
14 + 1

2x+3y , d(Ax, Sx) = 9
10 , d(By, Ty) = 9

10 ,

d(Ax, Ty) = 9
10 , d(By, Sx) = 9

10 .

M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 25
14 + 1

2x+3y and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 9
10 .

We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 11

9 ( 54 ) ≤
9
11e

−( 25
14+

1
2x+3y )( 2514 + 1

2x+3y ) + L 9
10

≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
Case (iii): x ∈ (1, 2], y ∈ [0, 1]

d(Ax,By) = 5
4 , d(Sx, Ty) =

9
10 , d(Ax, Sx) = 9

10 , d(By, Ty) = 5
4 , d(Ax, Ty) = 5

4 ,

d(By, Sx) = 9
10 .

M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 5
4 and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 9
10 .

We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 11

9 ( 54 ) ≤
9
11e

−( 5
4 )( 54 ) + L 9

10 ≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
Hence from the above cases the selfmaps A,B, S, T are Geraghty-Berinde type con-
traction maps with L = 3. Therefore A,B, S and T satisfy all the hypotheses of
Theorem 2.8 and 2

3 is a unique common fixed point of A,B, S and T in X.
Here we observe that if L = 0 then the inequality (1) fails to hold.

For, by choosing x = 2 and y = 0 we have
d(Ax,By) = 5

4 , d(Ax, Sx) =
12
5 , d(By, Ty) = 5,

M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 5
4 .

Here we note that
sd(Ax,By) = 11

9 ( 54 ) ̸≤ β( 54 )
5
4 = β(M(x, y))M(x, y) for any β ∈ F.

The following is an example in support of Theorem 2.9.

Example 3.3 Let X = [0, 1] and let d : X ×X → R+ defined by

d(x, y) =


0 if x = y,

11
15 + x

23 if x, y ∈ (0, 2
3 ),

4
5 + x+y

10 if x, y ∈ [23 , 1],
12
25 otherwise.

Then clearly (X, d) is a complete b-metric space with coefficient s = 52
49 .

We define A,B, S, T : X → X by

A(x) = 2
3 if x ∈ [0, 1], B(x) =

{
3
4 if x ∈ [0, 2

3 )
1− x

2 if x ∈ [23 , 1],
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S(x) =

{
2
3 + x

9 if x ∈ [0, 2
3 )

2+5x
8 if x ∈ [23 , 1],

and T (x) =

{
3
4 +

√
x
5 if x ∈ [0, 2

3 )
x if x ∈ [ 23 , 1].

We define β : [0,∞) → [0, 1
s ) by β(t) = 24

25e
−t. Then β ∈ F.

Clearly A(X) ⊆ T (X) and B(X) ⊆ S(X). A(X) = { 2
3} is b-closed.

We choose a sequence {xn} with {xn} = 2
3 + 1

n , n ≥ 4 with

lim
n→∞

Axn = lim
n→∞

Sxn = 2
3 , hence the pair (A,S) satisfies the b-(E.A)-property.

Clearly the pairs (A,S) and (B, T ) are weakly compatible.
Case (i). x, y ∈ (0, 2

3 ).

d(Ax,By) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Sx, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Ax, Sx) = 4
5 + x+y

10 ,

d(By, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Ax, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(By, Sx) = 4
5 + x+y

10 ,

M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 4
5 + x+y

10 and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 4
5 + x+y

10 .
We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 52

49 (
4
5 + x+y

10 ) ≤ ( 4952 )e
−( 4

5+
x+y
10 )( 45 + x+y

10 ) + L( 45 + x+y
10 )

≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
Case (ii). x, y ∈ ( 23 , 1].

d(Ax,By) = 12
25 , d(Sx, Ty) =

4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Ax, Sx) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(By, Ty) = 12
25 ,

d(Ax, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(By, Sx) = 12
25 ,

M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 4
5 + x+y

10 and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 12
25 .

We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 52

49 (
12
25 ) ≤ ( 4952 )e

−( 4
5+

x+y
10 )( 45 + x+y

10 ) + L( 1225 )
≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).

Case (iii). x ∈ ( 23 , 1], y ∈ (0, 2
3 ).

d(Ax,By) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Sx, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Ax, Sx) = 4
5 + x+y

10 ,

d(By, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Ax, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(By, Sx) = 4
5 + x+y

10 ,

M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 4
5 + x+y

10 and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 4
5 + x+y

10 .
We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 52

49 (
4
5 + x+y

10 ) ≤ ( 4952 )e
−( 4

5+
x+y
10 )( 45 + x+y

10 ) + L( 45 + x+y
10 )

≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
Case (iv). x = 2

3 , y ∈ (0, 2
3 ).

d(Ax,By) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Sx, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Ax, Sx) = 4
5 + x+y

10 ,

d(By, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Ax, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(By, Sx) = 4
5 + x+y

10 ,

M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 4
5 + x+y

10 and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 4
5 + x+y

10 .
We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 52

49 (
4
5 + x+y

10 ) ≤ ( 4952 )e
−( 4

5+
x+y
10 )( 45 + x+y

10 ) + L( 45 + x+y
10 )

≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
Case (v). y ∈ ( 23 , 1], x ∈ (0, 2

3 ).

d(Ax,By) = 12
25 , d(Sx, Ty) =

4
5 + x+y

10 , d(Ax, Sx) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(By, Ty) = 12
25 ,

d(Ax, Ty) = 4
5 + x+y

10 , d(By, Sx) = 12
25 ,

M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(Ax, Sx), d(By, Ty)} = 4
5 + x+y

10 and

N(x, y) = min{d(Ax, Sx), d(Ax, Ty), d(By, Sx)} = 12
25 .

We now consider
sd(Ax,By) = 52

49 (
12
25 ) ≤ ( 4952 )e

−( 4
5+

x+y
10 )( 45 + x+y

10 ) + L( 1225 )
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≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y).
Case (vi). y = 2

3 , x ∈ (0, 2
3 ).

d(Ax,By) = 0. In this case the inequality (1) trivially holds.
Therefore A,B, S and T satisfy all the hypotheses of Theorem 2.9 and 2

3 is the
unique common fixed point in X.

Corollary 3.4 Let {An}∞n=1, S and T be selfmaps on a complete b-metric space
(X, d) satisfying A1 ⊆ S(X) and A1 ⊆ T (X). Assume that there exists β ∈ F and
L ≥ 0 such that

sd(A1x,Ajy) ≤ β(M(x, y))M(x, y) + LN(x, y) (47)

for all x, y ∈ X and j = 1, 2, 3, . . . ., where
M(x, y) = max{d(Sx, Ty), d(A1x, Sx), d(Ajy, Ty)} and
N(x, y) = min{d(A1x, Sx), d(A1x, Ty), d(Ajy, Sx)}. If the pairs (A1, S) and (A1, T )
are weakly compatible and one of the range sets A1(X), S(X) and T (X) is closed,
then {An}∞n=1, S and T have a unique common fixed point in X.
Proof. Under the assumptions on A1, S and T , the existence of common fixed
point z of A1, S and T follows by choosing A = B = A1 in Theorem 2.6.
Therefore A1z = Sz = Tz = z.
Now, let j ∈ N with j ̸= 1.
We now consider

sd(z,Ajz) = sd(A1z,Ajz) ≤ β(M(z, z))M(z, z) + LN(z, z) (48)

where M(z, z) = max{d(Sz, Tz), d(A1z, Sz), d(Ajz, Tz)} = d(Ajz, z) and
N(z, z) = min{d(A1z, Sz), d(A1z, Tz), d(Ajz, Sz)} = 0.
From the inequality (48), we have

sd(z,Az) ≤ β(d(z,Ajz))d(z,Ajz) <
d(z,Ajz)

s ,
which is a contradiction.
Therefore d(z,Ajz) ≤ 0 which implies that Ajz = z for j = 1, 2, 3, . . . and unique-
ness of common fixed point follows from the inequality (47).
Hence, {An}∞n=1, S and T have a unique common fixed point in X.

Corollary 3.5 Let {An}∞n=1, S and T be selfmaps on a complete b- metric space
(X, d) satisfy the conditions A1 ⊆ S(X), A1 ⊆ T (X) and (47). If the pairs (A1, S)
and (A1, T ) are weakly compatible and either (A1(X), d), (S(X), d) or (T (X), d) is
b-complete, then {An}∞n=1, S and T have a unique common fixed point in X.
Proof. Under the assumptions on A1, S and T , the existence of common fixed
point z of A1, S and T follows by choosing A = B = A1 in Theorem 2.7.
Therefore A1z = Sz = Tz = z.
Now, let j ∈ N with j ̸= 1.
We now consider

sd(z,Ajz) = sd(A1z,Ajz) ≤ β(M(z, z))M(z, z) + LN(z, z) (49)

where M(z, z) = max{d(Sz, Tz), d(A1z, Sz), d(Ajz, Tz)} = d(Ajz, z) and
N(z, z) = min{d(A1z, Sz), d(A1z, Tz), d(Ajz, Sz)} = 0.
From the inequality (49), we have

sd(z,Az) ≤ β(d(z,Ajz))d(z,Ajz) <
d(z,Ajz)

s ,
which is a contradiction.
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Therefore d(z,Ajz) ≤ 0 which implies that Ajz = z for j = 1, 2, 3, . . . and unique-
ness of common fixed point follows from the inequality (47).
Hence, {An}∞n=1, S and T have a unique common fixed point in X.
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quasi contractions in b-metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl., 88(2012), 8 pages.
[5] G. V. R. Babu and G. N. Alemayehu, A common fixed point theorem for weakly contractive

mappings satisfying property (E.A), Applied Mathematics E-Notes, 24(6)(2012), 975-981.

[6] G. V. R. Babu and T. M. Dula, Common fixed points of two pairs of selfmaps satisfying (E.A)-
property in b-metric spaces using a new control function, Inter. J. Math. Appl., 5(1-B)(2017),
145-153.

[7] G. V. R. Babu and D. R. Babu,K.N.Rao and B.V.S.Kumar, Fixed points of (ψ,φ)-almost

weakly contractive maps in G-metric spaces, 14(2014), 69-85.
[8] G. V. R. Babu and D. R. Babu, Fixed points of almost Geraghty contraction type

maps/generalized contraction maps with rational expressions in b-metric spaces, Commun.
Nonlinear Anal. 6(1) (2019), 4059.

[9] G. V. R. Babu and D. R. Babu, Common fixed points of Geraghty-Suzuki type contraction
maps in b-metric spaces, Proc Inter Math Sci., 2(1) (2020), 2647.

[10] G. V. R. Babu, M. L. Sandhya and M. V. R. Kameswari, A note on a fixed point theorem of
Berinde on weak contractions, Carpath. J. Math., 24(1)(2008), 8-12.

[11] G. V. R. Babu and P. Sudheer Kumar, Common fixed points of almost generalized
(α,ψ, φ, F )-contraction type mappings in b-metric spaces, J. Inter. Math. Virtual Inst.,
9(2019), 123-137.

[12] I. A. Bakhtin, The contraction mapping principle in almost metric spaces, Func. Anal. Gos.

Ped. Inst. Unianowsk, 30(1989), 26-37.
[13] V. Berinde, Approximating fixed points weak contractions using Picard iteration, Nonlinear

Anal. Forum, 9(1)(2004), 43-53.

[14] V. Berinde, General contractive fixed point theorems for Ciric-type almost contraction in
metric spaces, Carpath. J. Math., 24(2)(2008), 10-19.

[15] M. Boriceanu, Strict fixed point theorems for multivalued operators in b-metric spaces, Int.
J. Mod. Math., 4(3)(2009), 285-301.

[16] M. Boriceanu, M. Bota and A. Petrusel, Multivalued fractals in b-metric spaces, Cent. Eur.
J. Math., 8(2)(2010), 367-377.

[17] N. Bourbaki, Topologie Generale, Herman: Paris, France, 1974.
[18] S. Czerwik, Contraction mappings in b-metric spaces, Acta Math. Inform. Univ. Ostraviensis,

1(1993), 5-11.
[19] S. Czerwik, Nonlinear set-valued contraction mappings in b-metric spaces, Atti del Seminario

Matematico e Fisico (DellUniv. di Modena), 46(1998), 263-276.
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[21] H. Faraji, D. Savić and S. Radenović, Fixed point theorems for Geraghty contraction type

mappings in b-metric spaces and applications, Axioms, 8(34)(2019), 12 pages.
[22] M. A. Geraghty, On contractive mappings, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 40(1973), 604-608.

[23] N. Hussain, V. Paraneh, J. R. Roshan and Z. Kadelburg, Fixed points of cycle weakly
(ψ,φ, L,A,B)-contractive mappings in ordered b-metric spaces with applications, Fixed Point
Theory Appl., 2013(2013), 256, 18 pages.

[24] G. Jungck, Compatible mappings and common fixed points, Internat. J. Math. and Math.
Sci., 9(1986), 771-779.



36 K.BHANU CHANDER AND T.V. PRADEEP KUMAR EJMAA-2021/9(2)

[25] G. Jungck and B. E. Rhoades, Fixed points of set-valuaed functions without continuity, Indian

J. Pure and Appl. Math., 29(3)(1998), 227-238.
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