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VARIANTS OF COMPATIBLE MAPPINGS IN MENGER SPACES

Abstract. In this paper, we introduce the notions of compatible mappings of type(R). type (K)
and type (E) in Menger spaces and prove some common fixed point theorems for these
mappings. In fact, we call these maps as variants of compatible mappings.
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1. Introduction

The notion of probabilistic metric space as a generalization of metric space was introduced by
Menger [6]. In Menger theory, the notion of probabilistic metric space corresponds to
situations when we do not know exactly the distance between two points, but we know
probabilities of possible values of this distance. In this note he explained how to replace the
numerical distance between two points x and y by a function F(x,y,t)whose
value F(x,y,t) at the real number t is interpreted as the probability that the distance
between x and y is less than ¢. In fact the study of such spaces received an impetus with the
pioneering work of Schweizer and Sklar [10]. The theory of probabilistic metric space is of
paramount importance in Probabilistic Functional Analysis especially due to its extensive

applications in random differential as well as random integral equations.




Now, we give preliminaries and basic definitions in Menger space which are useful in

this paper.

Definition 1.1[10] A mapping F:R* — R* is called distribution function if it is non
decreasing and left continuous with inf {F(¢t):t € R*} = 0 and sup {F(¢t):t € R*} = 1. We

will denote the set of all distribution functions by L.

Let L be the set of all distribution functions whereas H be the set of specific distribution

function (Also known as Heaviside function) defined by

0,if t<0

H@®) = {1,£ft>0.

Definition 1.2[6] A probabilistic metric space is a pair (X, F), where X is a nonempty set and
F: X x X = L is a mapping satisfying the following:
Forall x,y,z€ X and t,s =0,
(py) F(x,y,t) = 1ifand only if x = y;
@) F(x,,0) =0;
(p3) F(x,y,t) =F(y,x,t):
(py) F(x,y,t) =1 and F(y,z,s) = 1, then F(x,z,t +s) = 1.

Every metric space (X,d) can always be realized as a Probabilistiv metric space by
F(x,y,t) =H (t — d (x,y)), for all x,y € X, where H be the set of specific distribution

function (Also known as Heaviside function) defined by

_(0,ift<0 .
H(t) = {1,ift>0‘ and F: X XX - L.

Probabilistic metric space offers a wider framework than that of the metric space and cover
even wider statistical situations,

Definition 1.3[10] A mapping A : [0,1] x [0,1] — [0,1] is called a t-norm if for all @, b,c €
[0,1],

(1) A(a, 1) = a,A(0,0) = 0;
(2) A(a,b) = A(b, a);




(3) A(c,d) = A(a,b) for c = a,d = b;
) AM(a,b),¢) = A(a, AGh, ©)).

Example 1.1 The following are the four basic t-norms:

(1) The minimum t-norm: Ay (a, b) = min{a, b}.

(i)  The product t-norm: Ap(a, b) = ab.

(iii)  The Lukasiewicz t-norm: A, (a,b) = max{a + b — 1,0}.
(iv)  The weakest t-norm, the drastic product:

min{a, b} if max {a, b} =1,
0, otherwise.

Ap(ab) =
We have the following ordering in the above stated norms:

Ap< A< Ap< Ay .

Definitionl.4 [6] A Menger space is a triplet (X, F, A), where (X, F) is a probabilistic metric

space and A is a t-norm with the following condition:
Forall x,y,z € Xandt,s =0,
(ps) F(x,z,t+s)= AF(x,y,t),F(y,2z,5)).
Example 1.2 Let X = R, A (a,b) =min (a,b), forall a, b in [0, 1] and

H(), ifx #y,
1, ifx=y '’

0,if t<0

”L””={ 1,if t > 0.

where H(t) = {

Then (X, F, A) is a Menger space.

Definition 1.5 A sequence {x,,} in Menger space (X, F,A) is said to be:

(1) Convergent at a point x € X if for every € > 0 and A > 0, there cxists a positive
integer N ; such that F(x,,x,e) > 1 -4 forall n = Ng,.

(i)  Cauchy sequence in X if for every € > 0 and A > 0, there exists a positive integer
N, suchthat F(xy, x,,€) > 1-Aforall n,m = Ng,.

(iii) Complete if every Cauchy sequence in X is convergentin X.

In 1996, Jungck [4] introduce the notion of weakly commuting mappings.




Definition 1.6[4] Two self-mapping f and g of a Menger space (X, F,A) are said to be
weakly commuting if F(fgx,gfx,t) = F(fx,gx,t) for each x € X and for each t >
0.

In 1982, Sessa [11] weakened the concept of commutativity to weakly commuting
mappings. Afterwards, Jungck [3] enlarged the concept of weakly commuting mappings to
compatible mappings. In 1991, Mishra [7] introduced the notion of compatible mappings in

the setting of probabilistic metric space.

Definition 1.7[7] Let (X, F, A) be a Menger space such that the ¢ —norm A is continuous and
f,g be mappings from X into itself. Then f and g arc said to be compatible if
lim, o F(fgx,, gfx, t) = 1, whenever {x,} is a sequence in X such that lim,,_,,fx, =

lim, g%, = u,forsomeu € X andforall ¢ > 0.

Definition 1.8 Let f and g be self- mapping on Menger space (X,F,A). Then f and g are
said to be non-compatible if either ,{”2‘, F(fgxn,gfxn,t) 1s non-existent or
lim F(fgxn, gfxn,t) # 1, whenever {x,} is a sequence in X such that lim fx,=
n-—oo 00

lim gx,, = u, for some u € X and for allt > 0.

n—co

Further, Singh and Jain [12] proved some fixed point theorems for weakly compatible maps

in the setting of Menger space.

Definition 1.9[12] Two maps f and g are said to be weakly compatible if they

commute at their coincidence points.

In 1999, Pant [8] introduced a new continuity condition in Menger space. known as

reciprocal continuity as follows:

Definition 1.10[8] Let f and g be self- mapping of a Menger space (X,F,A). Then f and

g are said to be reciprocally continuous if lim fgx,=fz, lim gfz,= gz whenever {x,}
n—o00 n—oo

is a sequence in X such that lim fx,= lim gx, = zfor some z € X.
n—oo n—oo

Remark 2.1[8] If f and g arc both continuous, then they arc obviously reciprocally
continuous, but the converse is not true. Moreover, common fixed point thcorems for
compatible pair of self mappings satisfying contractive conditions. continuity of one of the

mappings implies their reciprocal continuity, but not conversely.




In 2004, Rohan et al. [9] introduced the concept of compatible mappings of type (R)

in a metric space as follows:

Definition 1.11[9] Let f and g be mappings from metric space (X, d) into itself. Then f and
g are said to be compatible of type (R) if

Tlll_)n;j d(fgxn, 9fxy) =0 and ?lll_r.g d(ffxn,g9x,) =0,
whenever {x,} is a sequence in X such that lim fx, = lim gx, = t, for some ¢ in X.
0D n—oo

In 2007, Singh and Singh et al. [13] introduced the concept of compatible mappings

of type (E) in a metric space as follows:

Definition 1.12[13] Let f and g be mappings from metric space (X, d) into itself. Then f

and g are said to be compatible of type (E) if ?111_%10 ffxn = ?llm fgx, = gt and Aljl;lo ggx, =

lim gfx, = ft. whenever {x,} is a sequence in X such that lim fx, = lim gx, =t for

n—oo

some t in X.

In 2014, Jha ct al. [1] introduced the concept of compatible mappings of type (K) in a

metric space as follows:

Definition 1.13[1] Let f and g be mappings from metric space (X, d) into itself. Then f and
g are said to be compatible of type (K) if

lim d(ffx,,gt) =0and lim d(ggx,, ft) =0,
n—oo n—oo
whenever {x,,} is a sequence in X such that lim fx, = lim gx, = t, for some t in X,
n—00 n—oo

2. Properties of variants of compatible mappings.

Now we introduce the notions of variants of compatible mappings in the setting of a

Menger space as follows:
Definition 2.1 Let f and g be self- mapping on Menger space (X, F,A ). Then f and g are

called
(1) Compatible of type (R) if limy, oo F(f9xn, 9f %, t) = 1, and

limy oo F(ffxn,99%,,t) = 1, whenever {x,} is a sequence in X such that

limy_,ofx, =lim, 9%, = u, forsomeu € Xandforall ¢ > 0.




(2) Compatible of type (K) if lim,,,o. F(ffxyn, gx,t) = 1,and lim,,_,F(ggx,, fx,t) =

1 whenever {x,} is a sequence in X such that lim,_..fx, = lim, ,gx, = x. for

somex € Xandforall t > 0.

(3) Compatible of type (E) if if lim ffx, = lim fgx, = gt and lim ggx, =
m}o n—=00 n—=oo

Irllirg0 gfx, = ft, whenever {x,} is a sequence in X such that ?ltingo =

lim gx,, = x for some x in X.

n—ow
Now we give some properties related to compatible mappings of type (R) and type (E).
Proposition 2.1 Let f and g be compatible mappings of type (R) of a Menger space (X, F,A)

into itself. If fx = gx for some x € X, then fgx = ffx = ggx = gfx.

Proposition 2.2 Let f and g be compati%mappings of type (R) of a Menger space (X, F,A)

into itself. Suppose that lim fx, = lim gx, = x for some x in X. Then
n—oo n—oo
(a) ALH;IO gfx, = fxif f is continuous at x.

(b) lim fgx, = gx if g is continuous at x.
n—oo

(¢) fgx =gfx and fx = gx if f and g are continuous at x.

Proposition 2.3 Let f and g be compatible mappings of type (E) of a Menﬁ space (X, F,A)

into itself. Let one of f and g be continuous. Suppose that r1in;1o fx, = iin;lo gxy, = x for some

€ X. Then

@ fx = gxand lim ffx, = lim ggx, = lim fgx, = lim gfxy.

(b) If there exists u € X such that fu = gu = x, we have fgu = gfu.

LEMMA 2.1[12] Let {x,} be a sequence in a Menger space (X, F,A) with continuous t-

norm A and A(¢,t) = t. If there exists a constant & € (0, 1) such that

F(xn, Xn+1, kt) 2 F (-1, %0, t)
forallt > 0and n = 1,2,3... then {x,} is a Cauchy sequence in X.
LEMMA 2.2[12] Let (X, F,A) be a Menger space. If there exists k € (0,1) such that

F(x,y,kt) = F(x,y,t) forall x,y € Xandt > 0, then x = y.




3. MAIN RESULTS
Rohan et.al [9], Singh and Singh [13] and Jha [1] proved the common fixed point theorem in
a complete metric space
Theorem 3.1 Let P, R, S and T be mappings of a complete Menger space (X, F,A) into itself
satisf"ﬂg the conditions:

(3.1) TX) c P(X), SX) c RX):

. (F(Pz,Rw,t),F(Pz,Szt), F(Rw,Tw, t)}_
(2 Sz ke) 2 mm{ ,F(Sz,Rw,at),F(Pz,Tw, (2 - a)t)

hold for all z, w in X‘ﬂhere a€(0,2),t>0,

(3.3) one of the mappings P, R, S and T is continuous.
Assume that the pairs P,S and R,T are compatible of type (R). Then P,R,S and T have a
unique&nmom fixed point in X.
Proof Since S (X& R(X). Now consider a point z; € X, there exists z; € )r'nsuch that
Szy = Rz; = wy, for this point z; there exists z, € X such that Tz, = Pz, = w;. Continuing
in this way, we can define a sequence {w,,} in X such that

Wan = SZ2n = RZapyq; Wons1 = TZany1 = PZopaa;

Now we prove that {w,} is Cauchy sequence in X.
Putting z = z,,. W = Zopyp,a = 1 — B with B € (0,1) in inequality (3.2), we have

. F(PZZnJRZZTl+1r£) F(PZZH:SZZH:f)
F (8230, T2Zon4q, kt ) = min{ F(Rzzn41, TZ2n41,8), F (S22, RZ0 g (1 = BO),
F(Pzyy, TZop41, (1 + ) 1)

F( Wan-1,f2n £), F(Wzp_1, Wop, £),
F(Wan, Wansq, kt ) 2 min{ F(Wan, Wans1, 0, F (Wan, Wan, (B8 B)1),
F(Wzp-1,Wan41, (1 + ) ©)

F(wan-1,won, O, F (Wgig1, Wan, £),
F(Wyp, Wapsq, kt) = min F(Wyp, Woniq,6), 1,

F(Wan-1,Wans1, @ + ) 0)

F(Wan—1, Wan, £), F (Wapn, Wapi1, t)»}

= min{
F(Wan-1,Wans1, (1 + .BH)

> min F(wWan—1,Wan, £), F (Wap, Wans, ), }
Wan-1,Wan, (), F (W, Wapsq, (BE)
S {F( Wan-1,Wan, £), F (Wan, Wons1, f):}
F(WZHJW2n+lt (ﬁt)

As A is continuous, letting § — 1 we get

F(Wapn_1, Wopn, t), F(Wap, Wop 1, t):}

F(Wap,w ,kt)zmin{
20 Wan+1 F(Won, Wane1, (8)




=min{ F(wzn_y, Wan, £), F(Wapn, Wape1, 1)}
Hence  F(wan, Wons1, kt) = min{F (wyp-1, Wap, £, F (W2n, Wans1, )}
Similarly
F(Wons1, Wonsz, kt ) = min{ F(wap, Wany1, t), F(Won g1, Wanyo, t} Therefore, for all n even
or odd we have
F(wy, Wy iy, kt ) 2 min{ F(wy_y, wy, £), F (W, Wi 41,0}
Consequently,

5 t t
F(Wy, Wnyp,t) = min{ F(wn_y, W, ), F (Wn, Wni1,7) }-
K K

By repeated application of above inequality. we get
t

=)}

i t
F(wp, wyy,€) = min{ F (wy_q, wy, ;)t F(Wn, Wny1, X

. t 5
Since F(Wn, Wni1)7m) = Lasm , it follows that

F(Wy, Wy, kt) = F(wn_l,wmta'or alne N forallt > 0

Therefore, by Lemma 2.1, {w,} is a Cauchy sequence in X and hence it converges to some
point u € X. Consequently, the subsequence {Sz,,}, {Rz2p+1}, {72241} and {Pz,,} of
ﬁun} also converges to u.

Now, suppose that P is continuous. Since P and S are compatible of type (R). by Proposition
2.2, PPz,, and SPz,, converges to Puasn — o,

We claim that u = Pu. Putting z = Pz,,, and w = Z5,,,4, @ = 1 In inequality (3.2) we have

F( PPz, Rz3141, 1), F(PP23, SP 23, )
F(SPZZTUTZZ?I+1J kt) = min F(RZZn+1,T22n+1,f), F(SPZZTU R22n+1:f)r
F(PPzyn, TZ2n41,t)
Letting n = o we have
) F( Pu,u,t),F(Pu,Pu,t), }
J Pkt ) = min ﬁ(u, u, & F(Pu,u,t),F(Pu,u,t)

F(Pu,u, kt) = F(Pu,u,t). By Lemma 2.2, we Au = u. ¢
Next we claim that u = Su. Putting z = u and w = 23,41, @ = 1 in inequality (3.% we have

F( PutRzzn+1tc)tF(PuJSutc)tF(RZZn+1JT22ﬂ+1!t)J}

o
F(Su T2z, k) = min JF(Stt, Rzyny, ©), F (P, TZyn s, £)
Letting n — « we have

F(u,u,t), F(u, Su,t), }
F(u, ué) F(Qu,u,t), Flu,u,t)

we get F(Su,u, kt) >_nF(Su, u,t). By Lemma 2.2, we Su = u.
Since S(X) < R(X) and hence exists a point v in X such that u = Sug‘?v.

F(Su,u,kt) = min{

We claim that u = Tv. Putting z = u and w = v, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2) we have

8




F( Pu, Rv, ©), F(Pu, Su, £), F (R, Tv, ©)
F(u,Tv,kt)=F(Su,Tv,kt)2min{ L L T }
,F(Su,Rv,t), F(Pu,Tv,t)

F(u,Tv,kt) =2 min{ F(u,u,t),F(u,u,t), F(u,Tv,t), F(u,u,t). F(u,Tv, t)}.
we get Iﬁu,Tu, kt)= F(w,Tv,t). By Lemma2.2, we get u=Tv.
Since R and T are compatible of type (R) d Rv = Tv = u, by Proposition 2.1, RTv =TRv
and hence Ru = RTv = TRv = Tu. Also, we have

F(Pu,Ru,t), F(Pu,Su,t), F(Ru, Tu, t)}
,F(Su,Ru,t), F(Pu,Tu,t)

F (u, Rggx), F (w,u, ), F (Ru, Ru, t)}
,F(u, Ru, t),F(u, Ru, t)

we get F(lhRu, kt)= F(u,Ru,t). By Lemma 2.2, we get u = Ru. Hence u =Ru =

F(u, Ru, kt ) = F(Su, T, kt) > min{

= min{

Tu = Pu = Sz. Therefore, u is a common fixed point of P,S,Rand T.

Similarly, we can complete the proof when R is continuous.

Next, suppose that S is continuous. Since P and S are compatible of type (R). by Proposition
2.2, 85z,, and Sz,, converges to Suas n — o,

We claim that u = Su. Putting z = Sz,, and w = z5,, 1, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(PSzyn, Rzon 41, 0), F (PSzyp, S522,, )
F(SSZ211: TZZn+1J kt ) = min F(R22n+1: Tz2n+1r t)r F(SSZZ?‘U R22n+1: t)r
F(PSz2n, TZ2n41,t)

Letting n — o we have

F(Su,u,t),F(Su,Su,t), F(u,u, t),}
F(Su,u, t), F(Su,u,t)

we get F(Sw, u, kt) i'F(Su, u,t). By Lemma 2.2, we Su = u.
Since S(X) < R(X) and hence exists a point p € X such Lhﬁu = Su=Rp.

F(Su,u,kt) = min{

We claim that u = Tp. Putting z = Sz;, and w = p, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

. (F(PSzypn, Rp,t),F(PSzy,, 525, t), F(Rp, Tp, t)}
-
F(SSzan Tp k) Zmin {10 S0 Rp,t), F(PSz3n, Tp, 1)
Letting n — oo we have :
F(u,u,t), F(u,u,t), Fu,Tp, t),}
F(H, t),F(u,Tp,t)

we get F(u,Tv,kt) > F(u,Tv,t). By Lemma 2.2, we get u = Tp. Since R and T are

F(u,Tp, kt) = min {

compatible of type (R) and Rp = Tp = u, by Proposition 2.2, RTp = TRp and hence Ru =
ﬁTp =TRp =Tu.
We claim that u = Tu. Putting z = z,, and w =u, « = 1 in inequality (3.2). we have

F(Pzyn, R, t),F(P2Zyy,SZp, t), F(RU, Tu, t),}

o
F(Szzn Tu, kE) 2 mm{ ,F(Szyn, R, £), F(PZy, T, £)

9




Letting n — oo we have

3]
F(u,Tu,kt) 2 min F(uJTurt)rF(ututt)JF(TuJTuJ t)!}

F(u, Tu,t),F(u,Tu,t)

we get  F(u, Tu, kthz F(u,Tu,t). By Lemma 2.2, we Tu = u.

Since T(X) < P(X) and hence exists a point x € X schat u= Su = Ax.

We claim that u = Sx. Putting z = x and w = u, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(Px,Ru,t),F(Px, Sx,t), F(FB, Tu, t)}
F(Sx,Rx,t), F(Px,Tu,t)

= i {F(u.u, t), F(u, Sx,t), F(Tu,Tu, t),}
F(Sx,u,t),F(u,u,t)

we get Fﬁ?x, u,kt) = F(u,Sx,t). By Lemma 2.2, we get u = Sx.

a
F(Sx,u,kt) = F(Sx,Tu,kt) > min{

Since P and S are compatible of type (R) and Sx = Px = u, by Proposition 2.2, PSx = ﬁpx
and hence Pu = PSx = SPx = Su. Hence u = Ru = Tu = Pu = Su. Therefore, u is a
common fixed point of P, S, R and T.

Similarly, waan complete the proof when T is continuous.

Uniquenesﬁpossible let u and v be two fixed point of the mapﬁ'lgs P,R,Sand T.

Finally, we claim that u = v. Putting z = u and w = v, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(Pu,Rv, t), F(Pu,Su,t), F(fa Tv, t),}
F(Su,Rv,t), F(Pu,Tv,t)
. (Fu,v,6),F(u,u,t),F(v,v,0),
= m”‘{ Fwv,b), F(w,v,t) }
» ’ ’ » r
we get F(u,v,kt) = F(u,v,t). By Lemma 2.2, we get u = v. Hence P, S, R and T have a

8
F(Su,Tv,kt) = F(u,v,kt) = min{

unique common fixed point.

Next we prove the following theorem for compatible mappings of type (K).

Theorem 3.2 Let P, S, R and T be mappings of a Cﬁmlete Menger space (X, F,A) into itself
satisfying the following conditions (3.1). (3.2). Suppose that the pairs P,S and R,T are
reciprocally continuous. Assume that the pairs P, S and R, T are compatible of type (K). Then

(1]

Proof Now from the proof of Theorem 3.1, we can easily prove that {w,} is Cauchy

P,S,R and T have a unique common fixed p% in X.

sequence in X and hence it converges to some pointu € X. Consequently, the subsequence
ﬁzz,l}, {RZyn41}. {TZyn41} and {Pzy,} of {w,} also converges to u.

Since the pairs P, S and R, T are compatible of type (K), we have PPz,, — Su,55z,, = Pu
and RRz,, = Tu,TTzy,44 = Ruas n = w.

We claim that Ru = Pu. Putting z = Sz,,, and w = Tz2,,,,, @ = 1 in inequality (3.1). we

have

10




(6]
F(PSz,,,RT 2341, t), F(PSz,,, 5525, 1),
F(85z3n, TTZ2n41,kt ) 2 min{ F(RTZap41, TTZ2n41,t), F (S5Z2n, RTZ2p41, 1),

F(RSz3n, TZ2n41,t)

Letting n — o0 and using reciprocal catinuity of the pairs P, S and R, T we have

F(Au, Ru,t), F(Pu, Pu,t), F(Ru, Ru, t),}
F(Pu,Ru,t), F(Pu,Ru,t)

we get F(Pu,Ru,kt) > F(Pu,Ru,t). By Lemma2.2, we Pu =R

a
F(Pu,Ru,kt) = mm{

Next we claim that Ru = Su. Putting z = uw and w = Tzy,41, @ = 1 in inequality (3.1), we

have
a F(Pu,RT2Z3p,41,t), F(Pu,Su, t),
F(Sw, TTzop4q, ket ) = min{ F(RTzop 41, TT2Zo541,6), F(Su, RTZ3p,44, 1),
F(Pu,TTzz2n41,t)

Letting n — oo and using reciprocal continuity of the pairs P, S and R, T we have

F(Ru,Ru,t), F(Ru, Su,t), F(Ru, Ru, t),}
F(Su, Ru,t), F(Ru, Ru,t)

we get F(Su,Ru,kt) = F(Su,Ru,t). By Lemma 2.2, & Su = Ru.

F(Su,Ru,kt) = min{

We claim that Su = Tu. Putting z = v and w = u, @ = 1 in inequality (3.1), we have

F( Pu,Ru,t), F(Pu,Su,t), F(Ru, Tu, t),}
F(Su,Ru,t), F(Pu,Tu,t)

F(Ru, Ru,t), F(Pu, Pu,t), F(Su, Tu, t),}
F(Su,Su,t), F(Su,Tu,t)

ﬁe get F(Su,Tu,kt) = F(Su, Ty, t). By Lemma 2.2, wcéet Su=Tu.

F(Su,Tu,kt) = min{

F(Su,Tu,kt) = min

We claim that u = Tu. Putting z = z,,, and w = u, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(Pzyn, Ru,t), F(Pzypn, SZap, t), }

B (Szon, Tu, SEUSHER {F(Ru, Tu, t), F(Szyn, R, £), F (RZyp, Tty £)

Letting n — oo we have 3

F(u, Tu, kt) = min{ F(u, Tu,t), F(ﬁt, t),F(u, Tu,t), F(u, Tu,t). F(u,Tu,t)}.
we get F(u,Tu,kt) = F(u, Tbt). By Lemma 2.2, we get u = Tu. Hence u = Bu =
Tu = Au = Su. Therefore, u is a common fixed point of P, S, R and T.
Uniquenesﬁpossible let u and v be two fixed point of the mapﬁ'lgs P,R,Sand T.
Finally, we claim that u = v. Putting z = u and w = v, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(Pu, Rv,t), F(Pu,Su,t), F(Rv, Tv,t
F(Su,Tv,kt) = F(u,v,kt) = min{ ( 'F(.,S'u),Ri t)rF(:Dt}Té t)' ! )}
r ’ 1 r ’

=min{ F(u,v, tﬁ(u, u,t),F(v,v,t), F(u,v,t). F(u,v,t)}.
we get F(u,v,kt) = F(u,v,t). By Lemma 2.2, we get u = v. Hence P, S, R and T have a

unique common fixed point.
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Next we prove the following theorem for compatible mappings of type (E).

Theorem 2.15 Let P,R,S and T be mappirﬁs of a complete Menger space into itself
satisfying the following conditions (3.1), (3.2). Supposc that onc of P and S is continuous and
one of R and T is continuous. Assume that the pairs P, S and R, T are compatible of type (E).
Then P,R,Sand T have a unique common ﬁﬁi point in X,
Proof Now from the proof of Theorem 3.1, we can easily prove that {w,} is Cauchy
sequence in X and hence it converges to some pointu € X. Consequently, the subsequence
{.S'zZnh{Rzzm_l}‘ {Tzy41} and {Pz;,} of {wn]ﬂlso converges to u.

Now, suppose that one of the mappings P and S is continuous. Since P andéare compatible
of type (E), by Proposition 2.3, Pu = Su. Since S(X) € R(X) and hence exists a point v €
X such that Su = Rv.

We claim that Su=Tv. Putting z=u and w=v, a =1 in inequality (3.2), we

F( Pu,Rv,t), F(Pu,Su,t), F(Rv, Tv, t)}
,F(Su,Rv,t), F(Pu,Tv,t)

= min {F (Pu, St), F(S*:). SFu( s?; :;1(;515 Tw, t),}

we get F(Su,Tv,kt) = F(Su,Tv,t). By Lemma 2.2, we get Su = Tv. Thus we have
Pu = Su=Tv = Rv.
We claim that Su = w. Putting z = v and w = 25,4, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(Pu, RZZTI+1J t)! F(Put Su; t): F(R22ﬂ+1622n+11 t)}
F(Su, Rz2141, ), F(PU, TZ3p41, 1)

. (F(Su,u,t),F(u,u,t),F(u,u,t),
‘m”‘{ F(ﬁu,t),F(Su,u,t) }

we get F(Su,u, kt) = u,u,t). By Lemma 2.2, we get u = Su. Henceu = Ru=Tu =
F(Sw,u, kt) > E(Su,u,t). By L 22 Su. H Ru=T

have F(Su,Tv, kt) = min{

F(Su,Tzype1, kt) 2 min{

Pu = Su. Therefore, u is a common fixed point of P,S,R and T.
Again, suppose R and T are compatible of type (E) and one of the mappings R and T is
continuous. Then we get Rv = Tv = u. By Proposition 2.3, we have RRv = RTv = TRv =
TTv.

aence Ru =Tu.

We claim that u = Tu. Putting z = z,,, and w = u, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(Pzyp, Ru,t), F(Pzyy,, Szon, t), F(Ru, Ty, t)]

F(Szzn Tu,kt) 2 mm{  F (SZy, R, £), F (PZyy, T, £)

Letting n — o we have
. (F(Su,u,t), F(Su, Su,t), F(u,u,t),

=
Fsuuke) =min{ o bty )
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we get  F(Su,u, kthz F(Su,u,t). By Lemma 2.2, we Su = u.

Since S(X) € R(X) and hence exists a point p € X such thatu = Su = R;b
We claim that u = Tp. Putting z = Sz,, and w = p, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(PSzy,, Rp,t), F(PSzyy,S2y,, ), F(Rp, Tp, t),}

S
F(5S220, Tp/ k) 2 min{ F(SSz30, Rp, ), F (Pu, Tp, )
Letting n — oo we have

. (Fuw,u,t), F(u,u,t),F(u,Tp, t),
F(u,Tp,kt) = mm{ F(lﬁ, £, F(u.Tp, £) }

we get Fﬁu, Tp, kt)= F(u,Tp,t). By Lemma 2.1, we get u = Tp.
Since R and T are compatible of type (R) and Rp = T'p = u, by Proposition 2.3. RTp = TRp
We claim that u = Tu. Putting z = z,, and w =u, ¢ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(Pzy,, Ru,t), F(Pzy,, 522, ), F(Ru, Tu, t)}
rF(SZan Ru: t)rF(PZZnt Tu: t)

ﬁd hence Ru = RTp = TRp = Tu.

F(Szypn, Tu, kt) 2 min {

Letting n — o« we have

F(u,Tu,t), F(u,u,t), F(Tu,Tu, t),}
F(u,Tu,t), F(u,Tu,t)

we get F(u,Tu,kt) > F(u,Tuﬂ. By Lemma 2.2, we Tu = u.

F(u,Tu, kt) = min

Hence u = Ru = Tu Therefore. u is a common fixed point of P, S, R and T.

Similarly, wvan complete the proof when T is continuous.

Uniquenesiﬁpossible let u and v be two fixed point of the mapa’ngs P,R,Sand T.
Finally, we claim that u = v. Putting z = u and w = v, @ = 1 in inequality (3.2), we have

F(Pu,Rv, t), F(Pu,Su,t), F(FB Tv, t),}
F(Su,Rv,t), F(Pu,Tv,t)

o {F (u, v, t), Flu,u,t), F(v,v, t),}
= min F(uv,t),F(u,v,t)

we get F(u,v,kt) = F(u,v,t). By Lemma 2.2, we get u = v. Hence P, S, R and T have a

F(Su,Tv,kt) = F(u,v, kt) = min{

unique common fixed point.
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