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Abstract In this paper, we introduce new contractive mappings in the setup of com-
pleteness and uniqueness of fixed point theorem on b-metric space. We improve the recent
fixed point results established by Agrawal et al. (Agrawal, S., Qureshi, K. and Nema, J.,
A fixed point theorems for b-metric space, IJPAM, 9(1), 2016, 45–50). We also show that
different contractive type mappings exist in b-metric space.
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1 Introduction

Fixed points theory has become an important field in mathematics due to its variety of applications in
science, economics and game theory. Metric fixed point theory has been an area of vigorous scientific
activity since the basic result of Banach [4] in 1922. It is well known that the Banach contraction
principle is a fundamental result in the fixed point theory which has been used and extended in many
different directions.
In 1989 the concept of b-metric space was introduced by I.A. Bakhtin [3] as a generalization of metric
space and he proved an analogue of the Banach contraction principle in b-metric space. In 1993,
Czerwik [8] extended the results of b-metric spaces. Since then, several papers have dealt with the
generalization of the renowned Banach fixed point theorem in the b-metric space such as [2,5–7,9].
In this paper we extend some well know fixed point theorems which are also valid in the b-metric space.
An analogy result of Agrawal et al. [1] is also proved.
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2 Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. Let X be a non-empty set and s ≥ 1 be a given real number. If a function d : X×X →
R+ satisfies the following conditions:

(b1) d(x, y) = 0 iff x = y,
(b2) d(x, y) = d(y, x),
(b3) d(x, z) ≤ s

[
d(x, y) + d(y, z)

]
for all x, y, z ∈ X,

then the pair (X, d) is called a b-metric space.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, d) be a b-metric space. Then

(a) a sequence {xn} in X is called b-convergent if and only if there exists x ∈ X such that d(xn, x) → 0
as n → ∞.

(b) {xn} in X is said to be b-Cauchy if and only if d(xn, xm) → 0 as n,m → ∞.
(c) the b-metric space (X, d) is called b-complete if every b-Cauchy sequence in X is b-convergent.

Example 2.3. [6]. The set Lp(R) (with 0 < p < 1), where lp(R) =
{
(xn) ⊂ R s.t.

∑∞
n=1 |xn|p < ∞

}
together with function d : lp(R)× lp(R) → R,

d(x, y) =

(
∞∑

n=1

|xn − yn|p
)1/p

where x = xn, y = yn ∈ lp(R) is a b-metric space. By an elementary calculation we obtain that

d(x, z) ≤ 21/p
[
d(x, y) + d(y, z)

]
.

Example 2.4. [6]. The space Lp[0, 1] (where 0 < p < 1) of all real functions x(t), t ∈ [0, 1] such that∫ 1

0
|x(t)|p dt < ∞ is a b-metric space if we take

d(x, y) =
(∫ 1

0

|x(t)− y(t)|p dt
)1/p

, for each x, y ∈ Lp[0, 1]

The following two examples also show the importance of the b-metric space.

Example 2.5. Let X = N, define d : X ×X → X by

d(x, y) =


0, if x = y,
4α, if x, y ∈ {1, 2} and x ̸= y,
α, if x or y /∈ {1, 2} and x ̸= y,

where α > 0 is a constant. Then (X, d) is a b-metric space with coefficient s = 4
2
> 1 but (X, d) is not

a metric space as d(1, 2) = 4α > 2α = d(1, 3) + d(3, 2).

Example 2.6. Let X = N, define d : X ×X → X such that d(x, y) = d(y, x) ∀ x, y ∈ X and

d(x, y) =


0, if x = y,
5α, if x = 1, y = 2,
α, if x ∈ {1, 2} and y ∈ {3} ,

where α > 0 is a constant. Then (X, d) is a b-metric space with coefficient s = 5
2
> 1 but (X, d) is not

a metric space as d(1, 2) = 5α > 2α = d(1, 3) + d(3, 2).

Note: Every metric space is a b-metric space with coefficient s = 1 but the converse of this implication
is not true.

 Bulletin of Pure and Applied Sciences Section E - Mathematics & Statistics, Vol. 40 E, No. 1, January-June, 2021



20 Jayesh Tiwari, Dileep Kumar Sharma and Koti NVV Vara Prasad

3 Main Result

Theorem 3.1. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space. Let T be a self map on X and satisfying for
any x, y ∈ X such that

d(Tx, Ty) 6 amax{d(x, y), d(x,Tx)d(y,Ty)
1+d(Tx,Ty)

}+ b{d(x, Tx) + d(y, Ty)} (3.1)

where a, b > 0 such that a+ 2bs ≤ 1 and s ≥ 1. Then T has a unique fixed point.

Proof. Let x0 ∈ X and {xn}∞n=1 be a sequence in X defined by recursion

xn = Txn−1 = Tnx0; n = 1, 2, 3, . . . . (3.2)

From (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain that

d
(
xn, xn+1

)
= d
(
Txn−1, Txn

)
≤ amax

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
,
d
(
xn−1, Txn−1

)
d
(
xn, Txn

)
1 + d

(
Txn−1, Txn

)
+ b
{
d
(
xn−1, Txn

)
+ d
(
xn, Txn−1

)}

d
(
Txn−1, Txn

)
≤ amax

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
,
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
1 + d

(
xn, xn+1

) }
+ b
{
d
(
xn−1, xn+1

)
+ d
(
xn, xn

)}
Since

d(xn−1, xn)d(xn, xn+1)

1 + d(xn, xn+1)
< d(xn−1, xn),

then we get

d
(
Txn−1, Txn

)
≤ ad

(
xn−1, xn

)
+ bd

(
xn−1, xn+1

)
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
≤ ad

(
xn−1, xn

)
+ sb

[
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
+ d
(
xn, xn+1

)] (
by (b3) of Definition 2.1

)
= ad

(
xn−1, xn

)
+ sbd

(
xn−1, xn

)
+ sbd

(
xn, xn+1

)
(1− bs)d

(
xn, xn+1

)
≤ (a+ bs)d

(
xn−1, xn

)
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
≤ (a+ bs)

1− bs
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
⇒ d

(
xn, xn+1

)
≤ kd

(
xn−1, xn

)
, where k =

a+ bs

1− bs
≤ 1

≤ k2d
(
xn−2, xn−1

)
.

Continuing the above process, we get

d
(
xn, xn+1

)
≤ knd

(
x0, x1

)
(3.3)

On taking the limit as n → ∞, we obtain that

d
(
xn, xn+1

)
→ 0 as n → ∞.
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Now, we show that {xn}∞n=1 is a Cauchy sequence in X. Let m,n ∈ N, m > n, then

d
(
xn, xm

)
≤ s
{
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
+ d
(
xn+1, xm

)}
≤ s
{
d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
+ s2

{
d
(
xn+1, xn+2

)
+ d
(
xn+2, xm

)}
≤ s
{
d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
+ s2

{
d
(
xn+1, xn+2

)}
+ s2

{
d
(
xn+2, xm

)}
≤ s
{
d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
+ s2

{
d
(
xn+1, xn+2

)}
+ s3

{
d
(
xn+2, xn+3

)
+ d
(
xn+3, xm

)}
≤ skn

{
1 + sk + s2k2 + s3k3 + ...

}
d
(
x0, x1

)
≤ sknd

(
x0, x1

){
1 + sk +

(
sk
)2

+
(
sk
)3

+ ...
}

≤
sknd

(
x0, x1

)(
1− sk

) .

On taking the limit as n → ∞, we have

lim
n→∞

d
(
xn, xm

)
= 0 as n,m → ∞, since skn

1− sk
< 1,

hence {xn}∞n=1 is Cauchy sequence in X.
Since X is complete then ∃ u in X s.t.

lim
n→∞

xn = u(∈ X).

Now, we show that u is the fixed point of T . As

d
(
u, Tu

)
≤ s
{
d
(
u, xn+1

)
+ d
(
xn+1, Tu

)} (
by (b3) of Definition 2.1

)
≤ s
{
d
(
u, xn+1

)}
+ samax

{
d
(
xn, u

)
,
d
(
xn, Txn

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
1 + d

(
Txn, Tu

) }
+ sb

{
d
(
xn, Tu

)
+ d
(
u, Txn

)}
= sd

(
u, xn+1

)
+ samax

{
d
(
xn, u

)
,
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
1 + d

(
xn+1, Tu

) }
+ sb

{
d
(
xn, Tu

)
+ d
(
u, xn+1

)}

≤ sd
(
u, xn+1

)
+ samax

{
d
(
xn, u

)
,
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
1 + d

(
xn+1, Tu

) }
+ s2b

{
d
(
xn, u

)
+ d
(
u, Tu

)}
+ sbd

(
u, xn+1

)
(
1− s2b

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
≤ s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+ samax

{
d
(
xn, u

)
,
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
1 + d

(
xn+1, Tu

) }
+ s2bd

(
xn, u

)
⇒
(
1− s2b

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
≤ s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+ saM2 + s2bd

(
xn, u

)
(3.4)

where

M2 = max

{
d
(
xn, u

)
,
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
1 + d

(
xn+1, Tu

) }

≤ max

{
d
(
xn, u

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)}
.
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Case-(i): If M2 = d
(
xn, u

)
then from (3.4), we get

∴
(
1− s2b

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
≤ s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+ sa d

(
xn, u

)
+ s2bd

(
xn, u

)(
1− s2b

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
≤ s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+
(
sa+ s2b

)
d
(
xn, u

)
⇒ d

(
u, Tu

)
≤ s(1 + b)

(1− s2b)
d
(
u, xn+1

)
+

(
sa+ s2b

)
(1− s2b)

d
(
xn, u

)
.

Taking the limit as n → ∞, we get

lim
n→∞

d
(
u, Tu

)
= 0,

(
since s(1 + b)

(1− s2b)
,
sa+ s2b

(1− s2b)
< 1
)
.

Hence u is the fixed point of T .

Case-(ii): If M2 = d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d(u, Tu), then from (3.3) we obtain that

∴ M2 ≤ knd
(
x0, x1

)
d(u, Tu), since k < 1.

On taking the limit as n → ∞, we have M2 → 0. Then as(
1− s2b

)
d(u, Tu) ≤ s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+ s2b d(xn, u)

⇒ d(u, Tu) ≤ s(1 + b)(
1− s2b

)d(u, xn+1

)
+

s2b(
1− s2b

)d(xn, u
)
.

On taking the limit as n → ∞, we get that u is a fixed point of T in X.

Uniqueness of the fixed point: Assume that u and v are two distinct fixed points of T . Then from
(3.2), we have that

d
(
u, v
)
= d
(
Tu, Tv

)
= amax

{
d
(
u, v
)
,
d
(
u, Tu

)
d
(
v, Tv

)
1 + d

(
Tu, Tv

) }
+ b
{
d
(
u, Tv

)
+ d
(
v, Tu

)}
= (a+ 2b)d

(
u, v
)
< d
(
u, u

)
,

which is a contradiction. Thus u = v.

Theorem 3.2. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space. Let T be a self map on X satisfying for any
x, y ∈ X such that

d(Tx, Ty) 6 amax{d(x, y), d(x, Tx)d(y, Ty)
1 + d(x, y)

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

1 + d(Tx, Ty)
}+ b{d(x, Ty) + d(y, Tx)}

+min {d(x, Tx), d(x, Ty), d(y, Tx), d(y, Ty)}
(3.5)

where a, b > 0 such that a+ 2bs ≤ 1 and s ≥ 1. Then T has a unique fixed point.
Proof. Let x0 ∈ X and {xn}∞n=1 be a sequence in X defined by the recursion relation

xn = Txn−1 = Tnx0; n = 1, 2, 3, 4, . . . . (3.6)
From (3.5) and (3.6) we get

d
(
xn, xn+1

)
= d
(
Txn−1, Txn

)
≤ amax

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
,
d
(
xn−1, Txn−1

)
d
(
xn, Txn

)
1 + d

(
xn−1, xn

) ,

d
(
xn−1, Txn−1

)
d
(
xn, Txn

)
1 + d

(
Txn−1, Txn

) }
+ b
{
d
(
xn−1, Txn

)
+ d
(
xn, Txn−1

)}
+min

{
d
(
xn−1, Txn−1

)
, d
(
xn−1, Txn

)
,

d
(
xn, Txn−1

)
, d
(
xn, Txn

)}
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d
(
Txn−1, Txn

)
≤ amax

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
,
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
1 + d

(
xn−1, xn

) ,
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
1 + d

(
xn, xn+1

) }
+ b
{
d
(
xn−1, xn+1

)
+ d
(
xn, xn

)}
+min

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
, d
(
xn−1, xn+1

)
,

d
(
xn, xn

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
d
(
Txn−1, Txn

)
≤ amax

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
+ b
{
d
(
xn−1, xn+1

)
+min

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
, d
(
xn−1, xn+1

)
, 0, d

(
xn, xn+1

)}
≤ amax

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
+ b d

(
xn−1, xn+1

)
≤ amax

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
+ sb

{
d
(
xn+1, xn

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
Then

(1− sb)d
(
xn, xn+1

)
≤ amax

{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
+ sb

{
d
(
xn+1, xn

)}
. (3.7)

Now the following two cases arise:

Case-(i): If max
{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
, d
(
xn, xn−1

)}
= d
(
xn, xn+1

)
, then from (3.7) we have that

(1− sb)d(xn, xn+1) 6 ad(xn, xn+1) + sbd(xn−1, xn)

(1− a− bs)d(xn, xn+1) 6 bsd(xn−1, xn)

=
bs

(1− a− bs)
d(xn−1, xn) = kd(xn−1, xn)

where, k = bs
(1−a−bs)

≤ 1, thus,

d
(
xn, xn+1

)
≤ k d

(
xn−1, xn

)
≤ k2d

(
xn−2, xn−1

)
≤ · · · ≤ knd

(
x0, x1

)
.

On taking the limit as n → ∞, we get
d
(
xn, xm

)
→ 0 as n → ∞. (3.8)

Case-(ii): If max
{
d
(
xn−1, xn

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)}
= d
(
xn, xn−1

)
, then from (3.7) it follows that

(1− bs)d(xn, xn+1) 6 (a+ bs)d(xn−1, xn)

d(xn, xn+1) 6 a+ bs

(1− bs)
d(xn−1, xn)

where, k = a+bs
(1−bs)

< 1,

⇒ d
(
xn, xn+1

)
≤ k d

(
xn−1, xn

)
≤ k2d

(
xn−2, xn−1

)
≤ · · · ≤ knd

(
x0, x1

)
.

On taking the limit as n → ∞, we get that
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
→ 0 as n → ∞.

Now, we show that {xn}∞n=1 is a Cauchy sequence in X. Let m,n ∈ N, m > n, then

d
(
xn, xm

)
≤ s
{
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
+ d
(
xn+1, xm

)}
d
(
xn, xm

)
≤ s d

(
xn, xn+1

)
+ s2

{
d
(
xn+1, xn+2

)
+ d
(
xn+2, xm

)}
≤ s d

(
xn, xn+1

)
+ s2d

(
xn+1, xn+2

)
+ s2d

(
xn+2, xm

)
≤ s d

(
xn, xn+1

)
+ s2d

(
xn+1, xn+2

)
+ s3d

(
xn+2, xn+3

)
+ ...

≤ sknd
(
x0, x1

)
+ s2kn+1d

(
x0, x1

)
+ s3kn+2d

(
x0, x1

)
+ ...

≤ sknd
(
x0, x1

)[
1 + sk + (sk)2 + (sk)3 + ...

]
≤ skn

1− sk
d
(
x0, x1

)
.
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Then limn→∞ d
(
xn, xm

)
= 0 as n,m → ∞, and k < 1,

lim
n→∞

skn

1− sk
d
(
x0, x1

)
= 0 as n,m → ∞.

Hence {xn}∞n=1 is a Cauchy sequence in X and since X is complete then ∃ u ∈ X such that limn→∞ xn =
u(∈ X). Now, we show that u is a fixed point of T . For this we have,

d(u, Tu) ≤ s
{
d
(
u, xn+1

)
+ d
(
xn+1, Tu

)}
≤ sd

(
u, xn+1

)
+ sd

(
Txn, Tu

)
≤ sd

(
u, xn+1

)
+ samax

{
d
(
xn, u

)
,
d
(
xn, Txn

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
1 + d

(
xn, u

) ,
d
(
xn, Txn

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
1 + d

(
Txn, Tu

) }
+ sb

{
d
(
xn, Tu

)
+ d
(
u, Txn

)}
+ smin

{
d
(
xn, Txn

)
, d
(
xn, Tu

)
, d
(
u, Txn

)
, d
(
u, Tu

)}
= sd

(
u, xn+1

)
+ samax

{
d
(
xn, u

)
,
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
1 + d

(
xn, u

) ,
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)
1 + d

(
xn+1, Tu

) }
+ sb

{
d
(
xn, Tu

)
+ d
(
u, xn+1

)}
+ smin

{
d
(
xn, xn+1

)
, d
(
xn, Tu

)
, d
(
u, xn+1

)
, d
(
u, Tu

)}
≤ sd

(
u, xn+1

)
+ samax

{
d
(
xn, u

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)}
+ sb

{
d
(
xn, Tu

)
+ d
(
u, xn+1

)}
≤ sd

(
u, xn+1

)
+ samax

{
d
(
xn, u

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)}
+ s2b

{
d
(
xn, u

)
+ d(u, Tu)

}
+ sb d

(
u, xn+1

)
(
1− s2b

)
d(u, Tu) ≤ s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+ samax

{
d
(
xn, u

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)}
+ s2b d

(
xn, u

)
(
1− s2b

)
d(u, Tu) ≤ s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+ saM2 + s2b d

(
xn, u

)
(3.9)

where, M2 = max
{
d
(
xn, u

)
, d
(
xn, xn+1

)
d
(
u, Tu

)}
, which gives rise to the following two cases for

discussion depending on the value of M2 in this expression:
Case I: If M2 = d

(
xn, u

)
then from (3.9), we get(

1− s2b
)
d(u, Tu) ≤ s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+ sa d

(
xn, u

)
+ s2b d

(
xn, u

)
= s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+
(
sa+ s2b

)
d
(
xn, u

)
d(u, Tu) ≤ s(1 + b)(

1− s2b
)d(u, xn+1

)
+

(
sa+ s2b

)(
1− s2b

) d
(
xn, u

)
.

On taking the limit as n → ∞, we get d(u, Tu) = 0. Hence u is a fixed point of T in X.
Case II: If M2 = d

(
xn, xn+1

)
d(u, Tu) then from (3.8), we get d

(
xn, xn+1

)
≤ knd

(
x0, x1

)
∴ M2 = knd

(
x0, x1

)
d(u, Tu) → 0 as n → ∞ since k < 1.

Then from (3.9), we obtain that(
1− s2b

)
d(u, Tu) ≤ s(1 + b)d

(
u, xn+1

)
+ s2b d(xn, u)

⇒d(u, Tu) ≤ s(1 + b)(
1− s2b

)d(u, xn+1

)
+

s2b(
1− s2b

)d(xn, u
)
.

Now taking the limit as n → ∞, we get

lim
n→∞

d(u, Tu) = 0.

Hence u is a fixed point of T .
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Uniqueness of the fixed point: We have to show that u is a unique fixed point of T . Suppose on
the contrary that there are two distinct fixed points u and v of T . Then Tu = u and Tv = v and u ̸= v,
thus follows that

d(u, v) = d(Tu, Tv)

6 amax{d(u, v), d(u, Tu)d(v, Tv)
1 + d(u, v)

,
d(u, Tu)d(v, Tv)

1 + d(Tu, Tv)
}+ b{d(u, Tv) + d(v, Tu)}

+min{d(u, Tu), d(u, Tv), d(v, Tu), d(v, Tv)}
6 amax{d(u, v), d(u, u)d(v, v), d(u, u)d(v, v)}+ b{d(u, v) + d(v, u)}
+min{d(u, u), d(u, v), d(v, u), d(u, v)}
6 ad(u, v) + 2bd(u, v)

⇒ d(u, v) 6 (a+ 2b)d(u, v),

which is a contradiction. Therefore, u = v. Hence u is a unique fixed point of T .
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