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Abstract: In this paper we establish two common fixed point results in probabilis-
tic metric spaces. Our results are established without any continuity assumption on
the functions. In one of our theorems we have used the Hadzic type t-norm. In
another theorem we have used a control function. Two illustrative examples are
given.
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1. Introduction

The theory of probabilistic metric spaces was introduced in 1942 by Menger [14].
The idea was to use distribution functions instead of non-negative real numbers as
values of the metric. Thus probabilistic metric spaces have the notion of uncertainty
built within the structure of the space. Different aspect of probabilistic metric space
theory has developed over the years. Descriptions of several of its aspects have been
given in the book by Schweizer and Sklar [22]. Fixed point theory in probabilistic
metric spaces was initiated by Sehgal and Bharucha-Reid who had established a
probabilistic version of the Banach’s contraction mapping principle in such spaces
[23]. After that fixed point theory developed greatly over the years. A comprehensive
survey of research in this line is given in [11] by Hadzic and Pap. Some more recent
references are noted in [1, 2, 10, 13, 17, 18, 19].

In metric fixed point theory a new direction was opened by Khan, Swaleh and
Sessa [12]. They introduced a new contraction principle and proved a fixed point
result through a control function which they called altering distance function. These
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functions have been used in a number of works in fixed point theory, as, for instances,
in [7, 16, 20, 21]. It has been extended to Menger spaces in [3] where a generalization
of Sehgal’s contraction has been defined with the help of such functions and a unique
fixed point result has been established for such contractions. This extension of
altering distance function has been called φ-function.

2. Mathematical Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. (see [11, 22]) A mapping F : R → R+ is called a distribution
function if it is non-decreasing and left continuous with inf

t∈R
F (t) = 0 and sup

t∈R
F (t) =

1, where R is the set of real numbers and R+ denotes the set of non-negative real
numbers.

Definition 2.2. (t-norm, [11, 22] A t-norm is a function ∆ : [0, 1]×[0, 1] → [0, 1]
which satisfies the following conditions for all a, b, c, d ∈ [0, 1] :

1. ∆(1, a) = a,

2. ∆(a, b) = ∆(b, a),

3. ∆(c, d) ≥ ∆(a, b) whenever c ≥ a and d ≥ b,

4. ∆(∆(a, b), c) = ∆(a,∆(b, c)).

Definition 2.3. (Hadzic Type t-Norm, see [11]) A t-norm ∆ is said to be Hadzic
type t-norm if the family {∆p}p∈N of its iterates, defined for each s ∈ (0, 1) as:

∆0(s) = 1, ∆p+1(s) = ∆(∆p(s), s),

for all p ≥ 0, is equi-continuous at s = 1, that is, given λ > 0 there exits η(λ) ∈ (0, 1)
such that

1 ≥ s > η(λ) ⇒ ∆p(s) ≥ 1− λ,

for all p ≥ 0.

The following is the definition of Menger space which is a probabilistic metric
space of a specific type where the triangular inequality is postulated with the help
of a t-norm.

Definition 2.4. (Menger Space, see [11, 22]) A Menger space is a triplet
(X,F,∆), where X is a non empty set, F is a function defined on X ×X to the set
of distribution functions and ∆ is a t-norm, such that the following are satisfied:

1. Fx,y(0) = 0 for all x, y ∈ X,

2. Fx,y(s) = 1 for all s > 0 if and only if x = y,In
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3. Fx,y(s) = Fy,x(s) for all x, y ∈ X, s > 0 and

4. Fx,y(u+ v) ≥ ∆(Fx,z(u), Fz,y(v)) for all u, v ≥ 0 and x, y, z ∈ X.

An interpretation of Fx,y(t) is that it is the probability of the event that the distance
between the points x and y is less than t. A metric space becomes a Menger space
if we write Fx,y(t) = H(t− d(x, y)) where H is the Heaviside function given by:

H(t) = 1, if t > 0,
H(t) = 0, if t ≤ 0.

Definition 2.5. (see [11, 22]) A sequence {xn} ⊂ X is said to be converge to
some point x ∈ X if given ǫ > 0, λ > 0 we can find a positive integer Nǫ,λ such
that for all n > Nǫ,λ

Fxn,x(ǫ) ≥ 1− λ. (2.1)

Definition 2.6. (see [11, 22]) A sequence {xn} is said to be a Cauchy sequence
in X if given ǫ > 0, λ > 0 there exists a positive integer Nǫ,λ such that

Fxn,xm(ǫ) ≥ 1− λ for all

m,n > Nǫ,λ. (2.2)

Definition 2.5 and 2.6 can be equivalently written by replacing ‘≥’ with ‘>’ in
(2.1) and (2.2) respectively. More often than not, they are written in that way.
We have given them in the present form for our convenience in the proofs of our
theorems.

Definition 2.7. (see [11, 22]) A Menger space (X,F,∆) is said to be complete
if every Cauchy sequence is convergent in X.

The following is the extension of the control function introduced by Khan et. al
[12] to probabilistic metric spaces. It has been shown that a φ-function can generate
an altering distance function [3].

Definition 2.8. (Φ-function, see [3]) A function φ : R → R+ is said to be a
Φ-function if it satisfies the following conditions:

1. φ(t) = 0 if and only if t = 0,

2. φ(t) is strictly monotone increasing and φ(t) → ∞ as t→ ∞,

3. φ is left continuous in (0,∞),

4. φ is continuous at 0.

Several uses of the φ-function in probabilistic fixed point and coincidence point
problems have been made as, for instances, in [4, 5, 6, 9, 10, 15].

We will make use of the following function in our theorems.

Definition 2.9. (Ψ-function) A function ψ : [0, 1]× [0, 1]× [0, 1] → [0, 1] is said
to be a Ψ-function ifIn
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1. ψ-is monotone increasing and continuous,

2. ψ(x, x, x) ≥ x for all 0 < x < 1,

3. ψ(1, 1, 1) = 1, ψ(0, 0, 0) = 0.

The purpose of this paper is to prove common fixed point theorems in Menger
spaces. The inequalities we have used are motivated by a recent result of Ciric et.
al [8]. We have also two examples illustrating the basic features of our theorems.
Our results are derived without any assumption of continuity.

3. Main Results

In this section we have two theorems and two examples. The first theorem is moti-
vated by the form of the inequality used by Ciric et. al [8].

Theorem 3.1. Let (X,F,∆) be a complete Menger space with a Hadzic type t-
norm such that whenever xn → x and yn → y, Fxn,yn(t) → Fx,y(t). Let S, T : X →
X be two self mappings on X which satisfy the following inequality:

FSx,Ty(t) + q(1−max{Fx,Ty(t), Fy,Sx(t)})

> ψ(Fx,y(
t

k
), Fx,Sx(

t

k
), Fy,Ty(

t

k
)), (3.1)

for all x, y ∈ X, t > 0, where 0 < k < 1, q ≥ 0 and ψ is a Ψ-function. Then S and
T have a common fixed point in X. The fixed point is unique if q=0.

Proof. Let x0 ∈ X be arbitrary. We define a sequence {xn}∞n=0 in X as follows:

x2n+1 = Sx2n, x2n+2 = Tx2n+1 for all n ≥ 0. (3.2)

Putting x = x2n, y = x2n+1 in (3.1), for all t > 0, we have

FSx2n,Tx2n+1(t) + q(1−max{Fx2n,Tx2n+1(t), Fx2n+1,Sx2n(t)})

> ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(
t

k
), Fx2n,Sx2n(

t

k
), Fx2n+1,Tx2n+1(

t

k
)),

that is,

Fx2n+1,x2n+2(t) + q(1−max{Fx2n,x2n+2(t), Fx2n+1,x2n+1(t)})

> ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(
t

k
), Fx2n,x2n+1(

t

k
), Fx2n+1,x2n+2(

t

k
)).

Now, for all t > 0 and n ≥ 0,

max{Fx2n,x2n+2(t), Fx2n+1,x2n+1(t)} = max{Fx2n,x2n+2(t), 1} = 1.In
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Therefore, for all t > 0, n ≥ 0, we have

Fx2n+1,x2n+2(t) > ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(
t

k
), Fx2n,x2n+1(

t

k
), Fx2n+1,x2n+2(

t

k
)). (3.3)

We now claim that for all t > 0, n ≥ 0,

Fx2n+1,x2n+2(
t

k
) ≥ Fx2n,x2n+1(

t

k
). (3.4)

If possible, let for some s > 0 and some n ≥ 0,

Fx2n+1,x2n+2(
s

k
) < Fx2n,x2n+1(

s

k
).

Then, from (3.3), using the properties of ψ, we have

Fx2n+1,x2n+2(s) > ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(
s

k
), Fx2n,x2n+1(

s

k
), Fx2n+1,x2n+2(

s

k
))

≥ ψ(Fx2n+1,x2n+2(
s

k
), Fx2n+1,x2n+2(

s

k
), Fx2n+1,x2n+2(

s

k
))

≥ Fx2n+1,x2n+2(
s

k
) ≥ Fx2n+1,x2n+2(s),

which is a contradiction.
Therefore (3.4) holds for all t > 0 and n ≥ 0.
Using (3.4) in (3.3), and by the properties of ψ, for all t > 0, n ≥ 0, we have

Fx2n+1,x2n+2(t) > ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(
t

k
), Fx2n,x2n+1(

t

k
), Fx2n+1,x2n+2(

t

k
))

≥ ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(
t

k
), Fx2n,x2n+1(

t

k
), Fx2n,x2n+1(

t

k
)) ≥ Fx2n,x2n+1(

t

k
). (3.5)

Similarly, for all t > 0 and n ≥ 0, we can prove that

Fx2n,x2n+1(t) > Fx2n−1,x2n(
t

k
). (3.6)

Combining (3.5) and (3.6), for all n ≥ 1, t > 0, we get

Fxn,xn+1(t) > Fxn−1,xn(
t

k
). (3.7)

By repeated applications of this inequality, for all t > 0, n ≥ 0, we obtain

Fxn,xn+1(t) > Fx0,x1(
t

kn
). (3.8)

Taking limit as n→ ∞ on both sides, for all t > 0, we have

lim
n→∞

Fxn+1,xn(t) = 1. (3.9)In
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Again, by repeated applications of (3.7), it follows that for all t > 0, n ≥ 0 and each
i ≥ 1,

Fxn+i,xn+i+1(t) > Fxn,xn+1(
t

ki
). (3.10)

We next prove that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence (see Definition 2.6), that is, we
prove that for arbitrary ǫ > 0 and 0 < λ < 1, there exists N(ǫ, λ) such that

Fxn,xm(ǫ) ≥ 1− λ for all n,m ≥ N(ǫ, λ).

Without loss of generality we can assume that m > n.

Now,

ǫ = ǫ
1− k

1− k
> ǫ(1− k)(1 + k + k2 + ...+ km−n−1).

Then, by the monotone increasing property of F , we have

Fxn,xm(ǫ) ≥ Fxn,xm(ǫ(1− k)(1 + k + k2 + ...+ km−n−1)),

that is,

Fxn,xm(ǫ) ≥ ∆(Fxn,xn+1(ǫ(1− k)),∆(Fxn+1,xn+2(ǫk(1 − k)),∆(...,

∆(Fxm−2,xm−1(ǫk
m−n−2(1− k)), Fxm−1 ,xm(ǫk

m−n−1(1− k)))...))). (3.11)

Putting t = (1− k)ǫki in (3.10), we get

Fxn+i,xn+i+1((1 − k)ǫki) > Fxn,xn+1((1− k)ǫ).

Then, by (3.11), we have

Fxn,xm(ǫ) ≥ ∆(Fxn,xn+1(ǫ(1− k)),∆(Fxn,xn+1(ǫ(1− k)),∆(...,

∆(Fxn,xn+1(ǫ(1− k)), Fxn,xn+1(ǫ(1 − k)))......))),

that is,

Fxn,xm(ǫ) ≥ ∆(m−n)Fxn,xn+1(ǫ(1− k)). (3.12)

Since the t-norm ∆ is a Hadzic type t-norm, the family {∆p} of its iterates is equi-
continuous at the point s = 1, that is, there exists η(λ) ∈ (0, 1) such that for all
m > n,

∆(m−n)(s) ≥ 1− λ whenever η(λ) < s ≤ 1. (3.12)

Since, Fx0,x1(t) → 1 as t→ ∞ and 0 < k < 1, there exists an positive integer N(ǫ, λ)
such that

Fx0,x1(
(1− k)ǫ

kn
) > η(λ) for all n ≥ N(ǫ, λ). (3.14)In
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From (3.14) and (3.10), with n = 0, i = n and t = (1− k)ǫ, we get

Fxn,xn+1(ǫ(1 − k)) ≥ Fx0,x1(
(1− k)ǫ

kn
) > η(λ),

for all n ≥ N(ǫ, λ).

Then, from (3.13) with s = Fxn,xn+1(ǫ(1− k)), we have

∆(m−n)(Fxn,xn+1(ǫ(1− k))) ≥ 1− λ.

It then follows from (3.12) that

Fxn,xm(ǫ) ≥ 1− λ for all m,n ≥ N(ǫ, λ).

Thus {xn} is a Cauchy sequence.

Since X is complete, there is some z ∈ X such that lim
n→∞

xn = z.

Then,

lim
n→∞

Sx2n = lim
n→∞

x2n+1 = z and lim
n→∞

Tx2n+1 = lim
n→∞

x2n+2 = z. (3.15)

Now, we prove that Tz = z.

Putting x = x2n, y = z in the inequality (3.1), for all t > 0, we have

FSx2n,T z(t) + q(1−max{Fx2n,T z(t), Fz,Sx2n(t)})

> ψ(Fx2n,z(
t

k
), Fx2n,Sx2n(

t

k
), Fz,Tz(

t

k
)). (3.16)

Taking limit as n→ ∞ in (3.16) for all t > 0, we have
Fz,Tz(t) + q(1−max{Fz,Tz(t), Fz,z(t)})

≥ ψ(Fz,z(
t
k
), Fz,z(

t
k
), Fz,Tz(

t
k
)), (3.17)

(since by our assumption xn → x, yn → y implies Fxn,yn → Fx,y)
that is,

Fz,Tz(t) ≥ ψ(1, 1, Fz,Tz(
t
k
)) ≥ Fz,Tz(

t
k
). (3.18)

(by the properties of ψ)
By repeated applications of (3.18), for all t > 0, we obtain

Fz,Tz(t) ≥ Fz,Tz(
t
kn

).
Taking limit as n→ ∞ on both sides, for all t > 0,

Fz,Tz(t) ≥ lim
n→∞

Fz,Tz(
t

kn
) = 1,

which implies
Fz,Tz(t) = 1.

Thus z = Tz.
Similarly we can prove that Sz = z.
Now, we prove the uniqueness of the fixed point for the case where q = 0. Let z andIn
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w be two distinct common fixed points of S and T . Then, we have 0 < Fz,w(t) < 1
for some t > 0.
Then, by the inequality (3.1), for t > 0, we get

FSz,Tw(t) > ψ(Fz,w(
t
k
), Fz,Sz(

t
k
), Fw,Tw(

t
k
)),

that is,
Fz,w(t) > ψ(Fz,w(

t
k
), Fz,z(

t
k
), Fw,w(

t
k
))

= ψ(Fz,w(
t
k
), 1, 1)

≥ Fz,w(
t
k
) (by a property of ψ)

≥ Fz,w(t), which is a contradiction.
Hence z = w.
Now we give the following example in support of Theorem 3.1.

Example 3.1. Let X = {x1, x2, x3, x4}, where the t-norm ∆(a, b) = min(a, b)
and Fx, y(t) is defined as:
Fx1, x2(t) = Fx1, x3(t) = Fx1, x4(t) =

Fx2, x4(t) = Fx3, x4(t) =







0, if t ≤ 0,
0.40, if 0 < t ≤ 7,
1, if t > 7,

Fx2, x3(t) =







0, if t ≤ 0,
0.80, if 0 < t ≤ 4,
1, if t > 4.

Then (X,F,∆) be a complete Menger space. If we define the mappings S and T
as follows: Sx1 = x3, Sx2 = x2, Sx3 = x2, Sx4 = x2 and Tx1 = x2, Tx2 = x2, Tx3 =
x2, Tx4 = x3 then it satisfies all the conditions required in the Theorem 3.1 where
q = 0, k = 0.75 and ψ(x, y, z) = min{x, y, z}. Here x2 is the unique common fixed
point of S and T .

In our next theorem we use the control function ‘φ’ (Definition 2.8) in the in-
equality (3.1) with q = 0. Then the result of the previous theorem can not be
established by following the same argument. Instead, we have a fixed point result
in this case where the t-norm is the minimum t-norm.

Theorem 3.2 Let (X,F,∆) be a complete Menger space with∆(a, b) = min{a, b}.
Let S, T : X → X be two self mappings on X which satisfy the following inequality:

FSx,Ty(φ(t)) > ψ(Fx,y(φ(
t
c
)), Fx,Sx(φ(

t
c
)), Fy,Ty(φ(

t
c
))) (3.19)

for all x, y ∈ X, t > 0 where 0 < c < 1, φ is a Φ-function and ψ is a Ψ-function.
Then S and T have a unique common fixed point in X.
Proof: Let x0 ∈ X be arbitrary. We define a sequence {xn}∞n=0 in X as follows:

x2n+1 = Sx2n, x2n+2 = Tx2n+1 for all n ≥ 0. (3.20)

Putting x = x2n, y = x2n+1 in (3.19), for all t > 0 and n ≥ 0, we have
FSx2n,Tx2n+1(φ(t)) > ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(

t
c
)), Fx2n,Sx2n(φ(

t
c
)), Fx2n+1,Tx2n+1(φ(

t
c
))),

that is,In
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TWO CIRIC TYPE PROBABILISTIC FIXED... 119

Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(t)) > ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(
t
c
)), Fx2n ,x2n+1(φ(

t
c
)),

Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(
t
c
))). (3.21)

We now claim that for all t > 0, n ≥ 0,
Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(

t
c
)) ≥ Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(

t
c
)). (3.22)

If possible, let for some s > 0 and some n ≥ 0,
Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(

s
c
)) < Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(

s
c
)).

Then, from (3.21), using the properties of ψ, we have for s > 0 and n ≥ 0,
Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(s)) > ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(

s
c
)), Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(

s
c
)), Fx2n+1 ,x2n+2(φ(

s
c
)))

≥ ψ(Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(
s
c
)), Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(

s
c
)), Fx2n+1 ,x2n+2(φ(

s
c
)))

≥ Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(
s
c
))

≥ Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(s)),
which is a contradiction.
Therefore (3.22) holds for all t > 0 and n ≥ 0.
Using (3.22) in (3.21), and by the properties of ψ, for all t > 0, n ≥ 0, we have
Fx2n+1,x2n+2(φ(t)) > ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(

t
c
)), Fx2n ,x2n+1(φ(

t
c
)), Fx2n+1 ,x2n+2(φ(

t
c
)))

≥ ψ(Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(
t
c
)), Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(

t
c
)), Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(

t
c
)))

≥ Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(
t
c
)). (3.23)

Similarly, for all t > 0 and n > 0, we can prove that
Fx2n,x2n+1(φ(t)) > Fx2n−1,x2n(φ(

t
c
)). (3.24)

Combining (3.23) and (3.24), for all n ≥ 1 and t > 0, we get
Fxn,xn+1(φ(t)) > Fxn−1,xn(φ(

t
c
)).

By repeated applications of this inequality, for all t > 0, n ≥ 0, we have
Fxn,xn+1(φ(t)) > Fx0,x1(φ(

t
cn
)). (3.25)

Taking limit as n→ ∞ on both sides of (3.25), for all t > 0, we obtain
lim
n→∞

Fxn+1,xn(φ(t)) = 1. (3.26)

Again, by virtue of a property of φ, given s > 0 we can find t > 0 such that s > φ(t).
Thus the above limit implies that for all s > 0,

lim
n→∞

Fxn,xn+1(s) = 1. (3.27)

We next prove that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence. If possible, let {xn} be not a Cauchy
sequence. Then there exist ǫ > 0 and 0 < λ < 1 for which we can find subsequences
{xm(k)} and {xn(k)} of {xn} with n(k) > m(k) > k such that

Fxm(k),xn(k)
(ǫ) < 1− λ. (3.28)

We take n(k) corresponding to m(k) to be the smallest integer satisfying (3.28) so
that

Fxm(k),xn(k)−1
(ǫ) ≥ 1− λ. (3.29)

If ǫ1 < ǫ, then we have
Fxm(k),xn(k)

(ǫ1) ≤ Fxm(k),xn(k)
(ǫ).

We conclude that it is possible to construct {xm(k)} and {xn(k)} with n(k) > m(k) >
k and satisfying (3.28) and (3.29) whenever ǫ is replaced by a smaller positive value.
As φ is continuous at 0 and strictly monotone increasing with φ(0) = 0, it is possible
to obtain ǫ2 > 0 such that φ(ǫ2) < ǫ.In
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Then, by the above argument, it is possible to obtain an increasing sequence of
integers {m(k)} and {n(k)} with n(k) > m(k) > k such that

Fxm(k),xn(k)
(φ(ǫ2)) < 1− λ (3.30)

and
Fxm(k),xn(k)−1

(φ(ǫ2)) ≥ 1− λ. (3.31)

Now, we get the following possible cases:

Case-I: m(k) is odd and n(k) is even for an infinite number of values of k. Then
there exist {m(l)} ⊂ {m(k)} and {n(l)} ⊂ {n(k)} with n(l) > m(l) > l such that

Fxm(l),xn(l)
(φ(ǫ2)) < 1− λ (3.32)

and
Fxm(l),xn(l)−1

(φ(ǫ2)) ≥ 1− λ. (3.33)
Then,

xm(l) = Sxm(l)−1 and xn(l) = Txn(l)−1.
By (3.32), we have
1− λ > Fxm(l),xn(l)

(φ(ǫ2))
= FSxm(l)−1,Txn(l)−1

(φ(ǫ2))
> ψ(Fxm(l)−1,xn(l)−1

(φ( ǫ2
c
)), Fxm(l)−1,Sxm(l)−1

(φ( ǫ2
c
)), Fxn(l)−1,Txn(l)−1

(φ( ǫ2
c
))),

that is,
1− λ > ψ(Fxm(l)−1,xn(l)−1

(φ( ǫ2
c
)), Fxm(l)−1,xm(l)

(φ( ǫ2
c
)), Fxn(l)−1,xn(l)

(φ( ǫ2
c
))). (3.34)

Since φ is strictly increasing and 0 < c < 1, we can choose η > 0 such that
φ( ǫ2

c
) = φ(ǫ2) + η.

Therefore,
Fxm(l)−1,xn(l)−1

(φ( ǫ2
c
)) ≥ ∆(Fxm(l)−1,xm(l)

(η), Fxm(l) ,xn(l)−1
(φ(ǫ2))). (3.35)

Again, by (3.27) we have for sufficiently large l and by the property of φ,
Fxm(l)−1,xm(l)

(η) ≥ 1− λ. (3.36)
Using (3.33) and (3.36) in (3.35) we have

Fxm(l)−1,xn(l)−1
(φ( ǫ2

c
)) ≥ ∆(Fxm(l)−1,xm(l)

(η), Fxm(l) ,xn(l)−1
(φ(ǫ2)))

≥ ∆(1− λ, 1− λ)
= 1− λ. (3.37)

Again, by (3.27) we have for sufficiently large l,
Fxm(l)−1,xm(l)

(φ( ǫ2
c
)) ≥ 1− λ (3.38)

and
Fxn(l)−1,xn(l)

(φ( ǫ2
c
)) ≥ 1− λ. (3.39)

Using (3.37), (3.38) and (3.39) in (3.34) for ǫ2 > 0, 0 < c < 1 and by the prop-
erty of ψ, we have

1− λ > ψ(Fxm(l)−1,xn(l)−1
(φ( ǫ2

c
)), Fxm(l)−1,xm(l)

(φ( ǫ2
c
)), Fxn(l)−1 ,xn(l)

(φ( ǫ2
c
)))

≥ ψ(1 − λ, 1− λ, 1− λ) ≥ 1− λ.In
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Which is a contradiction.
Case-II: m(k) is even and n(k) is odd for an infinite number of values of k. Then
there exist {m(l)} ⊂ {m(k)} and {n(l)} ⊂ {n(k)} such that (3.32) and (3.33) hold.
This case is similar to Case-I and we can get a contradiction.
Case-III: m(k) and n(k) both are even for an infinite number of values of k. Then
there exist {m(l)} ⊂ {m(k)} and {n(l)} ⊂ {n(k)} with n(l) > m(l) > l such that
(3.32) and (3.33) hold.
As 0 < c < 1 we can choose ǫ3 < ǫ2 such that ǫ3

c
≥ ǫ2. Therefore by the property of

φ we can take φ( ǫ3
c
) ≥ φ(ǫ2).

Now, by (3.32), we have
1− λ > Fxm(l),xn(l)

(φ(ǫ2))
≥ ∆(Fxm(l),xm(l)+1

(φ(ǫ2)− φ(ǫ3)), Fxm(l)+1,xn(l)
(φ(ǫ3))). (3.40)

Now by the inequality (3.19), we have
Fxm(l)+1,xn(l)

(φ(ǫ3)) > ψ(Fxm(l) ,xn(l)−1
(φ( ǫ3

c
)), Fxm(l) ,xm(l)+1

(φ( ǫ3
c
)),

Fxn(l)−1,xn(l)
(φ( ǫ3

c
)))

. ≥ ψ(Fxm(l) ,xn(l)−1
(φ(ǫ2)), Fxm(l) ,xm(l)+1

(φ( ǫ3
c
)),

Fxn(l)−1,xn(l)
(φ( ǫ3

c
))). (3.41)

By (3.27) we have for sufficiently large l,
Fxm(l),xm(l)+1

(φ( ǫ3
c
)) ≥ 1− λ, (3.42)

Fxn(l)−1,xn(l)
(φ( ǫ3

c
)) ≥ 1− λ (3.43)

and
Fxm(l),xm(l)+1

(φ(ǫ2)− φ(ǫ3)) ≥ 1− λ. (3.44)
Using (3.33), (3.42), (3.43) in (3.41) we have
Fxm(l)+1,xn(l)

(φ(ǫ3)) > ψ(Fxm(l) ,xn(l)−1
(φ(ǫ2)), Fxm(l),xm(l)+1

(φ( ǫ3
c
)),

Fxn(l)−1,xn(l)
(φ( ǫ3

c
)))

≥ ψ(1− λ, 1− λ, 1− λ) ≥ 1− λ. (3.45)
Now, using (3.44) and (3.45) in (3.40) we have

1− λ > Fxm(l),xn(l)
(φ(ǫ2))

≥ ∆(1− λ, 1− λ) = 1− λ.
Which is a contradiction.

Case-IV: m(k) and n(k) both are odd for an infinite number of values of k.
Then there exist {m(l)} ⊂ {m(k)} and {n(l)} ⊂ {n(k)} such that (3.32) and (3.33)
hold.
This case is similar to Case-III and we can get a contradiction.

Combining all the above four cases we conclude that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence.

Since X is complete, there is some z ∈ X such that lim
n→∞

xn = z.

Then,
lim
n→∞

Sx2n = lim
n→∞

x2n+1 = z and lim
n→∞

Tx2n+1 = lim
n→∞

x2n+2 = z. (3.46)In
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Now we claim that Tz = z.
Let us choose c0 such that 0 < c < c0 < 1. (3.47)
Now, for all t > 0, we have

Fz,Tz(φ(t)) ≥ ∆(Fz,Sx2n(φ(t)− φ(c0t)), FSx2n,T z(φ(c0t))). (3.48)

As ∆ is continuous, taking liminf as n→ ∞ on both sides of the above inequal-
ity, for all t > 0, we have

Fz,Tz(φ(t)) ≥ ∆(lim inf
n→∞

Fz,Sx2n(φ(t)− φ(c0t)), lim inf
n→∞

FSx2n,T z(φ(c0t)))

= ∆(1, lim inf
n→∞

FSx2n,T z(φ(c0t))). (3.49)

(by (3.46))
Now, for all t > 0 and n ≥ 0, from (3.19), we have
FSx2n,T z(φ(c0t)) > ψ(Fx2n,z(φ(

c0t
c
)), Fx2n,Sx2n(φ(

c0t
c
)), Fz,Tz(φ(

c0t
c
))). (3.50)

Taking liminf as n→ ∞ on both sides of (3.50), we have for all t > 0,

lim inf
n→∞

FSx2n,T z(φ(c0t)) ≥ ψ(lim inf
n→∞

Fx2n,z(φ(
c0t

c
)), lim inf

n→∞
Fx2n,Sx2n(φ(

c0t

c
)),

Fz,Tz(φ(
c0t

c
))),

that is,

lim inf
n→∞

FSx2n,T z(φ(c0t)) ≥ ψ(1, 1, Fz,Tz(φ(
c0t

c
))),

(by (3.46))
that is,

lim inf
n→∞

FSx2n,T z(φ(c0t)) ≥ Fz,Tz(φ(
t

( c
c0
)
)). (3.51)

(since ψ is monotone increasing)
We now take c

c0
= p. Then by (3.47), 0 < p < 1. Hence we get from (3.51) that for

all t > 0,

lim inf
n→∞

FSx2n,T z(φ(c0t)) ≥ Fz,Tz(φ(
t

p
)). (3.52)

Combining (3.49) and (3.52) for all t > 0, we get
Fz,Tz(φ(t)) ≥ Fz,Tz(φ(

t
p
)). ( 0 < p < 1)

By repeated applications of this inequality, for all t > 0 we obtain
Fz,Tz(φ(t)) ≥ Fz,Tz(φ(

t
pn
)). (3.53)

Taking limit as n→ ∞ on both sides of (3.53), for all t > 0, we get

Fz,Tz(φ(t)) ≥ lim
n→∞

Fz,Tz(φ(
t

pn
)) = 1.

Therefore by a property of φ we get, z = Tz.
Similarly we can prove that z = Sz.
Thus z is a common fixed point of S and T .

Now we prove the uniqueness of the common fixed point. Let z and w be
two distinct common fixed points of S and T . Then the properties of φ imply
0 < Fz,w(φ(t)) < 1 for some t > 0.In
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Then, by the inequality (3.19) for t > 0, we get
FSz,Tw(φ(t)) > ψ(Fz,w(φ(

t
c
)), Fz,Sz(φ(

t
c
)), Fw,Tw(φ(

t
c
))),

that is,
Fz,w(φ(t)) > ψ(Fz,w(φ(

t
c
)), Fz,z(φ(

t
c
)), Fw,w(φ(

t
c
)))

= ψ(Fz,w(φ(
t
c
)), 1, 1)

≥ Fz,w(φ(
t
c
))

≥ Fz,w(φ(t)), which is a contradiction.
Hence z = w.
Remark: In Theorem 3.1 the ‘>’ sign in equality (3.1) can be replaced by ‘≥’
provided that in the definition of ψ are taken ψ(t, t, t) > t for all 0 < t < 1. The
structure of the proof remains unaltered. The same is the case with Theorem 3.2.

Taking S = T in the Theorem 3.2 we get the following Corollary.

Corollary 3.1. Let (X,F,∆) be a complete Menger space with ∆(a, b) =
min{a, b}. Let T : X → X be a self mapping on X. Assume that T satisfies the
following inequality:

FTx,Ty(φ(t)) > ψ(Fx,y(φ(
t
c
)), Fx,Tx(φ(

t
c
)), Fy,Ty(φ(

t
c
)))

for all x, y ∈ X, t > 0, where 0 < c < 1, φ is a Φ-function and ψ is a Ψ-function.
Then T has a unique fixed point in X.

Example 3.2. Let X = [0, 1], for all t > 0, Fx,y(t) = e−
|x−y|

t where x, y ∈ X

and ∆(a, b) = min{a, b}. Then (X,F,∆) is a complete Menger space. Let S, T :
X → X be defined as follows:

Sx = Tx =

{

x
4 if x ∈ [0, 12),
x
5 if x ∈ [12 , 1],

for all x, y ∈ X and ψ(x, y, z) = min{x, y, z}. Let φ(t) =
√
t, c = 4

9 .

We show that the inequality (3.19) is satisfied with the quantities described
above. We have following three cases.

Case-I x, y ∈ [0, 12). Without loss of generality we can assume that x ≥ y.
Here Tx = x

4 , Ty = y
4 .

We have to prove

e
− |x−y|

4
√

t > min{e−
|x−y|√c√

t , e
− 3x

√
c

4
√

t , e
− 3y

√
c

4
√

t }.
Since x > y, c = 4

9 , we have |x−y|
4 <

3x
√
c

4 .

Hence e
− |x−y|

4
√

t > e
− 3x

√
c

4
√

t > min{e−
|x−y|√c√

t , e
− 3x

√
c

4
√

t , e
− 3y

√
c

4
√

t }.

Case-II x ∈ [0, 12), y ∈ [12 , 1]. Here y > x, Tx = x
4 , Ty = y

5 .
We have to prove

e
− |5x−4y|

20
√

t > min{e−
|x−y|√c√

t , e
− 3x

√
c

4
√

t , e
− 4y

√
c

5
√

t }.
Since y > x, c = 4

9 , we have, |5x−4y
20 | < 4y

√
c

5 .In
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Hence,

e
− |5x−4y|

20
√

t > e
− 4y

√
c

5
√

t > min{e−
|x−y|√c√

t , e
− 3x

√
c

4
√

t , e
− 4y

√
c

5
√

t }.

Case-III x, y ∈ [12 , 1]. Without loss of generality we can assume that x ≥ y.
Here Tx = x

5 , Ty = y
5 .

We have to prove

e
− |x−y|

5
√

t > min{e−
|x−y|√c√

t , e
− 4x

√
c

5
√

t , e
− 4y

√
c

5
√

t }.
Since x > y, c = 4

9 , we have, |x−y|
5 <

4x
√
c

5 .
Hence,

e
− |x−y|

5
√

t > e
− 4x

√
c

5
√

t > min{e−
|x−y|√c√

t , e
− 4x

√
c

5
√

t , e
− 4y

√
c

5
√

t }.

Combining all the above three cases, we conclude that the mappings S and T

satisfy the inequality (3.19). Thus all the conditions of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied.
Hence by an application of Theorem 3.2, there is a unique fixed point of T . Here 0
is the unique common fixed point of S and T .
Remark: If we take φ(t) = t and q = 0 in the above example, then Theorem 3.1
is also satisfied. Further it is noted that the function in the above example is not
continuous.

Acknowledgments

The work is partially supported by CSIR, Govt. of India, Research Project No -
25(0168)/09/EMR-II. The support is gratefully acknowledged.

References

[1] M. Alimohammady, A. Esmaeli, R. Saadati, Completeness results in probabilis-
tic metric spaces, Chaos, Solitons and Fractals, 39, 2009, 765-769.

[2] B.S. Choudhury, A unique common fixed point theorem for a sequence of self-
mappings in Menger space, Bull. Korean Math. Soc., 37, 2000, 569-573.

[3] B.S. Choudhury and K.P. Das, A new contraction principle in Menger spaces,
Acta Mathematica Sinica, English Series, 24, 2008, 1379-1386.

[4] B.S. Choudhury, P.N. Dutta and K.P. Das, A fixed point result in Menger
spaces using a real function, Acta. Math. Hungar., 122, 2008, 203-216.

[5] B.S. Choudhury and K.P. Das, A coincidence point result in Menger spaces
using a control function, Chaos, Solitons and Fractals, 42, 2009, 3058-3063.In
te
rn

a
ti
o
n
a
l
E
le
c
tr
o
n
ic

J
o
u
rn

a
l
o
f
P
u
re

a
n
d

A
p
p
li
e
d

M
a
th

e
m
a
ti
c
s
–
IE

J
P
A
M

,
V
o
lu
m
e
5
,
N
o
.
3
(2

0
1
2
)



TWO CIRIC TYPE PROBABILISTIC FIXED... 125

[6] B.S. Choudhury, K.P. Das and S.K. Bhandari, Fixed point theorem for map-
pings with cyclic contraction in Menger spaces, Int. J. Pure Appl. Sci. Technol.,
4, 2011, 1-9.

[7] B.S. Choudhury and N.Metiya, The point of coincidence and common fixed
point for a pair of mappings in cone metric spaces, Computers and Mathematics
with Applications, 60, 2010, 1686-1695.

[8] L.B. Ciric, Some new results for Banach contractions and Edelstein contractive
mappings on fuzzy metric spaces, Chaos, Solitons and Fractals, 42, 2009, 146-
154.

[9] P.N. Dutta, B.S. Choudhury and K.P. Das, Some fixed point results in Menger
spaces using a control function, Surveys in Mathematics and its Applications,
4, 2009, 41-52.

[10] P.N. Dutta and B.S. Choudhury, A generalized contraction principle in Menger
spaces using control function, Anal. Theory Appl., 26, 2010, 110-121.

[11] O. Hadzic and E. Pap, Fixed Point Theory in Probabilistic Metric Spaces,
Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2001.

[12] M.S. Khan, M. Swaleh and S. Sessa , Fixed point theorems by altering distances
between the points, Bull. Austral. Math. Soc., 30, 1984, 1-9.

[13] Yicheng Liu and Zhixing Li, Coincidence point theorem in probabilistic and
fuzzy metric spaces, Fuzzy Sets and Systems, 158, 2007, 58-70.

[14] K. Menger, Statistical metrics, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 28, 1942, 535-537.

[15] D. Mihet, Altering distances in probabilistic Menger spaces, Nonlinear Analysis
71, 2009, 2734-2738.

[16] S.V.R. Naidu, Some fixed point theorems in metric spaces by altering distances,
Czechoslovak Mathematical Journal, 53, 2003, 205-212.

[17] D. O’Regan and R. Saadati, Nonlinear contraction theorems in probabilistic
spaces, Appl. Math. Comput., 195, 2008, 86-93.

[18] V. Radu, Sehgal contractions on Menger spaces, Fixed Point Theory, 7, 2006,
315-322.

[19] A. Razani and K. Fouladgar, Extension of contractive maps in the Menger
probabilistic metric space, Chaos, Solitons and Fractals, 34, 2007, 1724-1731.

[20] K.P.R. Sastry and G.V.R. Babu, Some fixed point theorems by altering dis-
tances between the points, Ind. J. Pure. Appl. Math., 30, 1999, 641-647.In
te
rn

a
ti
o
n
a
l
E
le
c
tr
o
n
ic

J
o
u
rn

a
l
o
f
P
u
re

a
n
d

A
p
p
li
e
d

M
a
th

e
m
a
ti
c
s
–
IE

J
P
A
M

,
V
o
lu
m
e
5
,
N
o
.
3
(2

0
1
2
)



126 B.S. Choudhury, K. Das, S.K. Bhandari

[21] K.P.R. Sastry, S.V.R. Naidu, G.V.R. Babu and G.A. Naidu, Generalisation of
common fixed point theorems for weakly commuting maps by altering distances,
Tamkang Journal of Mathematics, 31, 2000, 243-250.

[22] B. Schweizer and A. Sklar, Probabilistic Metric Spaces, Elsevier, North-Holland,
1983.

[23] V.M. Sehgal and A.T. Bharucha-Reid, Fixed point of contraction mappings on
PM space, Math. Sys. Theory, 6, 1972, 97-100.

In
te
rn

a
ti
o
n
a
l
E
le
c
tr
o
n
ic

J
o
u
rn

a
l
o
f
P
u
re

a
n
d

A
p
p
li
e
d

M
a
th

e
m
a
ti
c
s
–
IE

J
P
A
M

,
V
o
lu
m
e
5
,
N
o
.
3
(2

0
1
2
)


