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1. Introduction

Banach contraction principle has been extended and generalized by many researchers
by using different forms of contractive conditions in various spaces (see [1–6] and the
references therein) . Some of such generalizations are obtained by contraction conditions
containing rational expressions. In this direction, in 1973, Geraghty [7] introduced a
contraction in which the contraction constant was replaced by a function having some
specific properties. Since then, several papers dealt with fixed point theory for rational
Geraghty contractive mappings (see, e.g., [8–13]).

Czerwik in [14] introduced the concept of a b-metric space. Since then many math-
ematicians done several work on involving fixed point for single-valued and multivalued
operators in b-metric spaces (see [14–21] and the references therein).

Definition 1.1 ([14]). Let X be a nonempty set and s ≥ 1 be a given real number. A
mapping d : X × X → R+ is said to be a b-metric if for all x, y, z ∈ X the following
conditions are satisfied:

(bM1) d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y;
(bM2) d(x, y) = d(y, x);
(bM3) d(x, z) ≤ s[d(x, y) + d(y, z)].

In this case, the pair (X, d) is called a b-metric space (with constant s).
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Definition 1.2 ([22]). Let (X, d) be a b-metric space. Then a sequence {xn}∞n=1 in X is
called:

(A) convergent if and only if there exists x ∈ X such that d(xn, x)→ 0 as n→∞.
In this case, we write limn→∞xn = x.

(B) Cauchy if and only if d(xn, xm)→ 0 as m,n→∞.

Remark 1.3 ([22]). Notice that in a b-metric space (X, d) the following assertions hold:
(A) a convergent sequence has a unique limit;
(B) each convergent sequence is Cauchy;
(C) in general, a b-metric is not continuous;
(D) in general, a b-metric does not induce a topology on X.

Definition 1.4 ([22]). The b-metric space (X, d) is complete if every Cauchy sequence
in X converges in X.

The aim of this paper is to present some fixed point theorems for mappings in com-
plete b-metric spaces satisfying several versions of rational Geraghty-type contractive
conditions. Our results extend some existing results in the literature. An example is
presented to showing the usefulness of these results and they are indeed more general
than some known ones.

2. Main Results

Definition 2.1. Let (X, d) be a b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1. A mapping T : X →
X is said to be Suzuki-rational Geraghty contraction if there exist δ ∈ (s,∞), k ∈ (0,∞)
and the function ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0, 1δ ) such that for all x, y ∈ X with x 6= y

1

2s
d(x, Tx) < d(x, y)⇒ d(Tx, Ty) ≤ ϕ(MT (x, y))MT (x, y),

where, MT (x, y) = max
{
d(x, y), d(x,Tx)d(y,Ty)max{k,d(x,y)} ,

d(x,Tx)d(y,Ty)
max{k,d(Tx,Ty)}

}
.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1 and T : X →
X be a Suzuki-rational Geraghty contraction. Then T has a unique fixed point x∗ ∈ X
and for every x ∈ X the sequence {Tnx}∞n=1 converges to x∗.

Proof. Chose x ∈ X. Set

x1 = Tx, x2 = Tx1 = T 2x, · · · , xn = Txn−1 = Tnx, ∀n ∈ N. (2.1)

If there exists n ∈ N such that d(xn, Txn) = 0, the proof is complete. So we assume that
for every n ∈ N, 0 < d(xn, Txn). Therefore

1

2s
d(xn, Txn) < d(xn, Txn), ∀n ∈ N. (2.2)

So from assumption of theorem, for any n ∈ N we have

d(xn, xn+1) = d(Txn−1, Txn) ≤ ϕ(MT (xn−1, xn))MT (xn−1, xn)

≤ 1

δ
MT (xn−1, xn), (2.3)
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where,

MT (xn−1, xn) = max

{
d(xn−1, xn), d(xn−1,Txn−1)d(xn,Txn)

max{k,d(xn−1,xn)} ,
d(xn−1,Txn−1)d(xn,Txn)
max{k,d(Txn−1,Txn)}

}

≤ max

{
d(xn−1, xn), d(xn−1,xn)d(xn,xn+1)

d(xn−1,xn)
,

d(xn−1,xn)d(xn,xn+1)
d(xn,xn+1)

}
= max {d(xn−1, xn), d(xn, xn+1)} (2.4)

If there exists n ∈ N such that max {d(xn−1, xn), d(xn, xn+1)} = d(xn, xn+1) then from
(2.3) and (2.4), we get

d(xn, xn+1) ≤ 1

δ
d(xn, xn+1).

Since 1
δ < 1, we get a contradiction. Therefore

max {d(xn−1, xn), d(xn, xn+1)} = d(xn−1, xn), ∀n ∈ N.

Thus, from (2.3) and (2.4), we have

d(xn, xn+1) ≤ 1

δ
d(xn−1, xn), ∀n ∈ N. (2.5)

Therefore {d(xn, xn+1)}∞n=1 is a nonnegative decreasing sequence of real numbers, so

lim
n→∞

d(xn, xn+1) = γ ≥ 0.

We prove γ = 0. Suppose on contrary that γ > 0. Then, letting n → ∞, from (2.5) we
have γ ≤ 1

δγ < γ. It is a contradiction. Therefore, we have

lim
n→∞

d(xn, Txn) = lim
n→∞

d(xn, xn+1) = 0. (2.6)

Now, we claim that, {xn}∞n=1 is a Cauchy sequence. Arguing by contradiction, we assume
that there exist ε > 0, the sequences {p(n)}∞n=1 and {q(n)}∞n=1 of natural numbers such
that

p(n) > q(n) > n, d(xp(n), xq(n)) ≥ ε, d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)) < ε, ∀n ∈ N. (2.7)

From the triangle inequality, for all n ∈ N, we have the following two inequalities:

ε ≤ d(xp(n), xq(n)) ≤ s[d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) + d(xq(n)+1, xq(n))].

and

ε ≤ d(xp(n), xq(n)) ≤ s[d(xp(n), xp(n)−1) + d(xp(n)−1, xq(n))].

It follows from (2.6) that

ε

s
≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) and

ε

s
≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)). (2.8)

From (2.6) and (2.8), there exists n1 ∈ N such that

1

2s
d(xp(n), Txp(n)) <

ε

s
≤ d(xp(n), xq(n)+1), ∀n ≥ n1.

Again, From (2.8), there exists n2 ∈ N such that

ε

s
≤ d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)), ∀n ≥ n2.
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So from assumption of theorem, for all n ≥ n3 = max{n1, n2} we have

d(xp(n), xq(n)+1)=d(Txp(n)−1, Txq(n)) ≤ ϕ(MT (xp(n)−1, xq(n)))MT (xp(n)−1, xq(n))

≤ 1

δ
MT (xp(n)−1, xq(n)). (2.9)

Observe that

MT (xp(n)−1, xq(n)) = max


d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)),

d(xp(n)−1,Txp(n)−1)d(xq(n),Txq(n))

max{k,d(xp(n)−1,xq(n))}
,

d(xp(n)−1,Txp(n)−1)d(xq(n),Txq(n))

max{k,d(Txp(n)−1,Txq(n))}


≤ max


d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)),

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)

d(xp(n)−1,xq(n))
,

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)

d(xp(n),xq(n)+1)


≤ max

 ε,
s
εd(xp(n)−1, xp(n))d(xq(n), xq(n)+1),
s
εd(xp(n)−1, xp(n))d(xq(n), xq(n)+1)

 . (2.10)

From (2.9) and (2.10) for all n ≥ n3, we have

d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) ≤ 1

δ
max

{
ε, sεd(xp(n)−1, xp(n))d(xq(n), xq(n)+1),
s
εd(xp(n)−1, xp(n))d(xq(n), xq(n)+1)

}
.

Letting n→∞ in the inequality above and using (2.6) we obtain

lim sup
n→∞

d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) ≤ ε

δ
. (2.11)

Thus from (2.8) and (2.11), we get ε
s ≤

ε
δ , a contradiction since δ > s. Hence {xn}∞n=1 is

a Cauchy sequence in X. So by completeness of (X, d), {xn}∞n=1 converges to some point
x∗ in X. Therefore,

lim
n→∞

d(xn, x
∗) = 0. (2.12)

Now, we will show that for every n ∈ N,

1

2s
d(xn, Txn) < d(xn, x

∗) or
1

2s
d(Txn, T

2xn) < d(Txn, x
∗), ∀n ∈ N. (2.13)

Arguing by contradiction, we assume that there exist m ∈ N such that

1

2s
d(xm, Txm) ≥ d(xm, x

∗) and
1

2s
d(Txm, T

2xm) ≥ d(Txm, x
∗). (2.14)

From (2.5), we have

d(Txm, T
2xm) < d(xm, Txm) (2.15)
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It follows from (2.14) and (2.15) that

d(xm, Txm) ≤ sd(xm, x
∗) + sd(x∗, Txm)

≤ 1

2
d(xm, Txm) +

1

2
d(Txm, T

2xm)

<
1

2
d(xm, Txm) +

1

2
d(xm, Txm)

= d(xm, Txm)

This is a contradiction. Hence (2.13) holds. So from (2.13) and assumption of theorem,
for every n ∈ N, either

d(Txn, Tx
∗) ≤ ϕ(MT (xn, x

∗)MT (xn, x
∗)

≤ 1

δ
max

{
d(xn, x

∗),
d(xn, Txn)d(x∗, Tx∗)

max{k, d(xn, x∗)}
,
d(xn, Txn)d(x∗, Tx∗)

max{k, d(Txn, Tx∗)}

}
≤ 1

δ
max

{
d(xn, x

∗),
d(xn, Txn)d(x∗, Tx∗)

k
,
d(xn, Txn)d(x∗, Tx∗)

k

}
or

d(T 2xn, Tx
∗) ≤ ϕ(MT (Txn, x

∗))MT (Txn, x
∗)

≤ 1

δ
max

{
d(Txn, x

∗), d(Txn,T
2xn)d(x

∗,Tx∗)
max{k,d(Txn,x∗)} ,

d(Txn,T
2xn)d(x

∗,Tx∗)
max{k,d(T 2xn,Tx∗)}

}

≤ 1

δ
max

{
d(xn+1, x

∗), d(xn+1,Txn+1)d(x
∗,Tx∗)

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

∗,Tx∗)
k

}
holds. In the first case from (2.6) and (2.12), we conclude that

lim
n→∞

d(Txn, Tx
∗) = 0. (2.16)

Since

d(x∗, Tx∗) ≤ s[d(x∗, Txn) + d(Txn, Tx
∗)]

= sd(x∗, xn+1) + sd(Txn, Tx
∗).

It follows from (2.6) and (2.16) that d(x∗, Tx∗) = 0, therefore x∗ = Tx∗. In the second
case from (2.6) and (2.12), we conclude that

lim
n→∞

d(T 2xn, Tx
∗) = 0. (2.17)

Since

d(x∗, Tx∗) ≤ s[d(x∗, T 2xn) + d(T 2xn, Tx
∗)]

= sd(x∗, xn+2) + sd(T 2xn, Tx
∗)

≤ s2d(x∗, xn+1) + s2d(xn+1, xn+2) + sd(T 2xn, Tx
∗)

It follows from (2.6), (2.12) and (2.17) that d(x∗, Tx∗) = 0, therefore x∗ = Tx∗. Now, we
show that T has a unique fixed point. For this, we assume that y∗ is another fixed point
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of T in X such that d(x∗, y∗) > 0. Therefore 1
2d(x∗, Tx∗) < d(x∗, y∗), so from assumption

of theorem

d(x∗, y∗) = d(Tx∗, Ty∗)

≤ ϕ(MT (x∗, y∗))MT (x∗, y∗)

≤ 1

δ
max

{
d(x∗, y∗),

d(x∗, Tx∗)d(y∗, Ty∗)

max{k, d(x∗, y∗)}
,
d(x∗, Tx∗)d(y∗, Ty∗)

max{k, d(Tx∗, Ty∗)}

}
=

1

δ
d(x∗, y∗)

< d(x∗, y∗),

which is a contradiction. Hence, we conclude that x∗ is a unique fixed point of T .

Corollary 2.3. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1 and T be
a self mapping on X. Suppose that there exist δ ∈ (s,∞), k ∈ (0,∞) and the function
ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0, 1δ ) such that for all x, y ∈ X with x 6= y

1

2s
d(x, Tx) < d(x, y)⇒ d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ ϕ(M(x, y))M(x, y),

where, M(x, y) = max
{
d(x, y), d(x,Tx)d(y,Ty)k+d(x,y) , d(x,Tx)d(y,Ty)k+d(Tx,Ty)

}
. Then T has a unique fixed

point x∗ ∈ X and for every x ∈ X the sequence {Tnx}∞n=1 converges to x∗.

Proof. Since M(x, y) ≤MT (x, y), so from Theorem 2.2 the proof is complete.

Definition 2.4. Let (X, d) be a b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1. A mapping T :
X → X is said to be a generalized rational Geraghty contraction of type A if there exist
δ ∈ (s,∞), k ∈ (0,∞) and the function ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0, 1δ ) such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤
{
ϕ(MA,T (x, y))MA,T (x, y), if max{d(x, Ty), d(Tx, y)} 6= 0,
0, if max{d(x, Ty), d(Tx, y)} = 0,

(2.18)

where,
MA,T (x, y) = max

{
d(x, y), d(x,Tx)d(x,Ty)+d(y,Ty)d(y,Tx)max{k,s[d(x,Tx)+d(y,Ty)]} ,
d(x,Tx)d(x,Ty)+d(y,Ty)d(y,Tx)

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

}
.

Theorem 2.5. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1 and T : X →
X be a generalized rational Geraghty contraction of type A. Then T has a unique fixed
point x∗ ∈ X and for every x ∈ X the sequence {Tnx}∞n=1 converges to x∗.

Proof. Let x0 = x ∈ X. Put xn+1 = Txn = Tn+1x0 for all n ∈ N0 = N ∪ {0}. If, there
exists n ∈ N such that xn = xn−1, then xn−1 is a fixed point of T. This completes the
proof. Therefore, we suppose xn 6= xn−1 for all n ∈ N. We shall divide the proof into two
cases.
Cases 1. Assume that

max{d(xm, Txn), d(Txm, xn)} 6= 0, ∀m ∈ N,∀n ∈ N0. (2.19)
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Then from (2.18), we have

d(xn, xn+1) = d(Txn−1, Txn)

≤ ϕ(MA,T (xn−1, xn))MA,T (xn−1, xn)

<
1

δ
max

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

max{k,s[d(xn−1,Txn−1)+d(xn,Txn)]} ,
d(xn−1,Txn−1)d(xn−1,Txn)+d(xn,Txn)d(xn,Txn−1)

max{d(xn−1,Txn),d(Txn−1,xn)}

}

=
1

δ
max


d(xn−1, xn),

d(xn−1,xn)d(xn−1,xn+1)+d(xn,xn+1)d(xn,xn)
max{k,s[d(xn−1,xn)+d(xn,xn+1)]} ,

d(xn−1,xn)d(xn−1,xn+1)+d(xn,xn+1)d(xn,xn)
max{d(xn−1,xn+1),d(xn,xn)}


≤ 1

δ
d(xn−1, xn). (2.20)

Since δ > s ≥ 1, from the inequality (2.20), we have

d(xn, xn+1) < d(xn−1, xn), ∀n ∈ N. (2.21)

As in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we can prove that

lim
n→∞

d(xn, Txn) = lim
n→∞

d(xn, xn+1) = 0. (2.22)

Now, we claim that, {xn}∞n=1 is a Cauchy sequence. Arguing by contradiction, we
assume that there exist ε > 0, the sequences {p(n)}∞n=1 and {q(n)}∞n=1 of natural numbers
such that

p(n) > q(n) > n, d(xp(n), xq(n)) ≥ ε, d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)) < ε, ∀n ∈ N. (2.23)

From the triangle inequality, for all n ∈ N, we have the following inequality:

ε ≤ d(xp(n), xq(n)) ≤ s[d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) + d(xq(n)+1, xq(n))].

It follows from (2.22) that

ε

s
≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(xp(n), xq(n)+1). (2.24)

So, there exists n1 ∈ N such that

max{d(xp(n), Txq(n)), d(Txp(n), xq(n))} ≥ d(xp(n), Txq(n)) ≥
ε

s
, ∀n ≥ n1.

So from assumption of theorem, for all n ≥ n1 we have

d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) = d(Txp(n)−1, Txq(n)) (2.25)

≤ ϕ(MA,T (xp(n)−1, xq(n)))MA,T (xp(n)−1, xq(n))

≤ 1

δ
MA,T (xp(n)−1, xq(n)). (2.26)
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Observe that

MA,T (xp(n)−1, xq(n))

= max


d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)),

d(xp(n)−1,Txp(n)−1)d(xp(n)−1,Txq(n))+d(xq(n),Txq(n))d(xq(n),Txp(n)−1)

max{k,s[d(xp(n)−1,Txp(n)−1)+d(xq(n),Txq(n))]}
,

d(xp(n)−1,Txp(n)−1)d(xp(n)−1,Txq(n))+d(xq(n),Txq(n))d(xq(n),Txp(n)−1)

max{d(xp(n)−1,Txq(n)),d(Txp(n)−1,xq(n))}


≤ max


d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)),

d(xp(n)−1,Txp(n)−1)d(xp(n)−1,Txq(n))

k +
d(xq(n),Txq(n))d(xq(n),Txp(n)−1)

k
d(xp(n)−1,Txp(n)−1)d(xp(n)−1,Txq(n))

d(xp(n)−1,Txq(n))
+

d(xq(n),Txq(n))d(xq(n),Txp(n)−1)

d(Txp(n)−1,xq(n))


= max


d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)),

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))d(xp(n)−1,xq(n)+1)

k +
d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)d(xq(n),xp(n))

k
d(xp(n)−1, xp(n)) + d(xq(n), xq(n)+1)


≤ max


d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)),

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))s[d(xp(n)−1,xq(n))+d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)]

k

+
d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)s[d(xq(n),xp(n)−1)+d(xp(n)−1,xq(n))]

k
d(xp(n)−1, xp(n)) + d(xq(n), xq(n)+1)


≤ max


ε,

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))s[ε+d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)]

k

+
d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)s[ε+d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))]

k
d(xp(n)−1, xp(n)) + d(xq(n), xq(n)+1)


Letting n→∞ in the inequality above and using (2.22) we obtain

lim sup
n→∞

d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) ≤ ε

δ
. (2.27)

Thus from (2.24) and (2.27), we get ε
s ≤

ε
δ , a contradiction since δ > s. Hence {xn}∞n=1 is

a Cauchy sequence in X. So by completeness of (X, d), {xn}∞n=1 converges to some point
x∗ in X. Therefore

lim
n→∞

d(xn, x
∗) = 0. (2.28)

Now, we will show that x∗ = Tx∗. Arguing by contradiction, we assume that d(x∗, Tx∗) >
0. From the triangle inequality, we have

d(x∗, Tx∗) ≤ s[d(x∗, xn) + d(xn, Tx
∗)].

It follows from (2.22) that

1

s
d(x∗, Tx∗) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(xn, Tx

∗). (2.29)

So, there exists n2 ∈ N such that

max{d(xn, Tx
∗), d(Txn, x

∗)} ≥ d(Txn, x
∗) >

1

s
d(x∗, Tx∗), ∀n ≥ n2.

So from assumption of theorem, for all n ≥ n2 we have

d(xn+1, Tx
∗) = d(Txn, Tx

∗) ≤ ϕ(MA,T (xn, x
∗))MA,T (xn, x

∗)

≤ 1

δ
MA,T (xn, x

∗). (2.30)
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Observe that

MA,T (xn, y) = max

{
d(xn, x

∗), d(xn,Txn)d(xn,Tx
∗)+d(x∗,Tx∗)d(x∗,Txn)

max{k,s[d(xn,Txn)+d(x∗,Tx∗)]} ,
d(xn,Txn)d(xn,Tx

∗)+d(x∗,Tx∗)d(x∗,Txn)
max{d(xn,Tx∗),d(Txn,x∗)}

}

≤ max

{
d(xn, x

∗), d(xn,Txn)s[d(xn,x
∗)+d(x∗,Tx∗)]+d(x∗,Tx∗)d(x∗,Txn)

max{k,s[d(xn,Txn)+d(x∗,Tx∗)]} ,
d(xn,Txn)s[d(xn,x

∗)+d(x∗,Tx∗)]
d(xn,Tx∗) + d(x∗,Tx∗)d(x∗,Txn)

d(Txn,x∗)

}

≤ max

{
d(xn, x

∗), d(xn,Txn)s[d(xn,x
∗)+d(x∗,Tx∗)]+d(x∗,Tx∗)d(x∗,Txn)

max{k,s[d(xn,Txn)+d(x∗,Tx∗)]} ,
d(xn,Txn)s[d(xn,x

∗)+d(x∗,Tx∗)]
d(xn,Tx∗) + d(x∗,Tx∗)d(x∗,Txn)

d(Txn,x∗)

}
.

It follows from (2.22), (2.28), (2.30) and and Squeezing Theorem that

lim
n→∞

d(xn, Tx
∗) = 0. (2.31)

Since

d(x∗, Tx∗) ≤ s[d(x∗, xn) + d(xn, Tx
∗)].

It follows from (2.28) and (2.31) that d(x∗, Tx∗) = 0. Now, we show that T has a
unique fixed point. For this, we assume that y∗ is another fixed point of T in X such
that d(x∗, y∗) > 0. Therefore max{d(x∗, Ty∗), d(Tx∗, y∗)} = d(x∗, y∗) > 0, so from
assumption of theorem

d(x∗, y∗) = d(Tx∗, T y∗) ≤ ϕ(MA,T (x∗, y∗))MA,T (x∗, y∗)

≤ 1

δ
max

{
d(x∗, y∗), d(x

∗,Tx∗)d(x∗,Ty∗)+d(y∗,Ty∗)d(y∗,Tx∗)
max{k,s[d(x∗,Tx∗)+d(y∗,Ty∗)]} ,

d(x∗,Tx∗)d(x∗,Ty∗)+d(y∗,Ty∗)d(y∗,Tx∗)
max{d(x∗,Ty∗),d(Tx,y∗)}

}

=
1

δ
d(x∗, y∗) < d(x∗, y∗),

which is a contradiction. Hence, we conclude that x∗ is a unique fixed point of T .
Cases 2. Assume that there exist m ∈ N and n ∈ N0 such that

max{d(xm, Txn), d(Txm, xn)} = 0. (2.32)

By condition (2.18), it follows that d(Txm, Txn) = 0 and hence xm = Txn = Txm = xn.
This completes the proof of the existence of a fixed point of T . The uniqueness follows
as in Case 1.

Corollary 2.6. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space and T be a self mapping on X.
Suppose that there exist δ ∈ (s,∞), k ∈ (0,∞) and the function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0, 1δ ) such
that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤
{
ϕ(MT (x, y))MT (x, y), if d(x, Ty) + d(Tx, y) 6= 0,
0, if d(x, Ty) + d(Tx, y) = 0,

where,

MT (x, y) = max

{
d(x, y), d(x,Tx)d(x,Ty)+d(y,Ty)d(y,Tx)k+sd(x,Tx)+sd(y,Ty) ,
d(x,Tx)d(x,Ty)+d(y,Ty)d(y,Tx)

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

}
.

Then T has a unique fixed point x∗ ∈ X and for every x ∈ X the sequence {Tnx}∞n=1

converges to x∗.
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Proof. Since d(x, Ty) + d(Tx, y) > 0 implies that max{d(x, Ty), d(Tx, y)} > 0 and
d(x, Ty) + d(Tx, y) = 0 implies that max{d(x, Ty), d(Tx, y)} = 0, moreover MT (x, y) ≤
MA,T (x, y), so from Theorem 2.5 the proof is complete.

Definition 2.7. Let (X, d) be a b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1. A mapping T :
X → X is said to be a generalized rational Geraghty contraction of type B if there exist
δ ∈ (s,∞) and the function ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0, 1δ ) such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤
{
ϕ(MB,T (x, y))MB,T (x, y), if M1(x, y) 6= 0 and M2(x, y) 6= 0,
0, if M1(x, y) = 0 or M2(x, y) = 0,

(2.33)

where,

M1(x, y)= max{d(x, y), d(x, Ty), d(Tx, y)},M2(x, y)= max{d(x, Tx)+d(y, Ty), d(Tx, y)},
and

MB,T (x, y) = max
{
d(x, y), d(x,Tx)d(x,Ty)M1(x,y)

, d(x,Ty)d(x,y)sM2(x,y)

}
.

Theorem 2.8. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space with constant s ≥ 1 and T : X →
X be a generalized rational Geraghty contraction of type B. Then T has a unique fixed
point x∗ ∈ X and for every x ∈ X the sequence {Tnx}∞n=1 converges to x∗.

Proof. Let x0 = x ∈ X. Put xn+1 = Txn = Tn+1x0 for all n ∈ N0 = N ∪ {0}. If, there
exists n ∈ N such that xn = xn−1, then xn−1 is a fixed point of T. This completes the
proof. Therefore, we suppose xn 6= xn−1 for all n ∈ N. We shall divide the proof into two
cases.
Cases 1. Assume that for all m ∈ N and n ∈ N0

M1(xm, xn) 6= 0, and M2(xm, xn) 6= 0. (2.34)

Then from (2.33), we have

d(xn, xn+1) = d(Txn−1, Txn)

≤ ϕ(MB,T (xn−1, xn))MB,T (xn−1, xn)

<
1

δ
max

{
d(xn−1, xn), d(xn−1,Txn−1)d(xn,Txn)

max{d(xn−1,xn),d(xn−1,Txn),d(Txn−1,xn)]} ,
d(xn−1,Txn)d(xn−1,xn)

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

}

=
1

δ
max

{
d(xn−1, xn), d(xn−1,xn)d(xn,xn+1)

max{d(xn−1,xn),d(xn−1,xn+1),d(xn,xn)]} ,
d(xn−1,xn+1)d(xn−1,xn)

smax{d(xn−1,xn)+d(xn,xn+1),d(xn,xn)}

}

≤ 1

δ
max

{
d(xn−1, xn), d(xn−1,xn)d(xn,xn+1)

d(xn−1,xn)
,

s[d(xn−1,xn)+d(xn,xn+1)]d(xn−1,xn)
s[d(xn−1,xn)+d(xn,xn+1)]

}

=
1

δ
max

{
d(xn−1, xn), d(xn, xn+1)

}
. (2.35)

If d(xn, xn+1) > d(xn−1, xn) , then

max
{
d(xn−1, xn), d(xn, xn+1)

}
= d(xn, xn+1),

so (2.35) becomes

d(xn, xn+1) ≤ 1

δ
d(xn, xn+1),
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which is a contradiction ( since δ > s ≥ 1). Thus, we conclude that

max
{
d(xn−1, xn), d(xn, xn+1)

}
= d(xn−1, xn). (2.36)

It follows from (2.35) and (2.36) that

d(xn, xn+1) ≤ 1

δ
d(xn−1, xn) < d(xn−1, xn), ∀n ∈ N. (2.37)

As in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we can prove that

lim
n→∞

d(xn, Txn) = lim
n→∞

d(xn, xn+1) = 0. (2.38)

Now, we claim that, {xn}∞n=1 is a Cauchy sequence. Arguing by contradiction, we assume
that there exist ε > 0, the sequences {p(n)}∞n=1 and {q(n)}∞n=1 of natural numbers such
that

p(n) > q(n) > n, d(xp(n), xq(n)) ≥ ε, d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)) < ε, ∀n ∈ N. (2.39)

From the triangle inequality, for all n ∈ N, we have the following two inequalities:

ε ≤ d(xp(n), xq(n)) ≤ s[d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) + d(xq(n)+1, xq(n))],

and

ε ≤ d(xp(n), xq(n)) ≤ s[d(xp(n), xp(n)+1) + d(xp(n)+1, xq(n))].

It follows from (2.38) that

ε

s
≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) and

ε

s
≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(xp(n)+1, xq(n)). (2.40)

So, there exists n1 ∈ N such that for all n ≥ n1

d(xp(n), Txq(n)) ≥
ε

s
, and d(Txp(n), xq(n)) ≥

ε

s
. (2.41)

So for all n ≥ n1, we have

M1(xp(n), xq(n)) = max{d(xp(n), xq(n)), d(xp(n), Txq(n)), d(Txp(n), xq(n))} ≥
ε

s
,

and

M2(xp(n), xq(n)) = max{d(xp(n), Txp(n)) + d(xq(n), Txq(n)), d(Txp(n), xq(n))} ≥
ε

s

It follows from assumption of theorem that, for all n ≥ n1,

d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) = d(Txp(n)−1, Txq(n)) (2.42)

≤ ϕ(MB,T (xp(n)−1, xq(n)))MB,T (xp(n)−1, xq(n))

≤ 1

δ
MB,T (xp(n)−1, xq(n)). (2.43)
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Observe that, from (2.41), we have

MB,T (xp(n)−1, xq(n))= max


d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)),

d(xp(n)−1,Txp(n)−1)d(xq(n),Txq(n))

max{d(xp(n)−1,xq(n)),d(xp(n)−1,Txq(n)),d(Txp(n)−1,xq(n))}
,

d(xp(n)−1,Txq(n))d(xp(n)−1,xq(n))

smax{d(xp(n)−1,Txp(n)−1)+d(xq(n),Txq(n)),d(Txp(n)−1,xq(n))}


= max


d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)),

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)

max{d(xp(n)−1,xq(n)),d(xp(n)−1,xq(n)+1),d(xp(n),xq(n))}
,

d(xp(n)−1,xq(n)+1)d(xp(n)−1,xq(n))

smax{d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))+d(xq(n),xq(n)+1),d(xp(n),xq(n))}


≤ max


d(xp(n)−1, xq(n)),

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)

d(xp(n),xq(n))
,

d(xp(n)−1,xq(n)+1)d(xp(n)−1,xq(n))

sd(xp(n),xq(n))

 .

So, from (2.39), we get

MB,T (xp(n)−1, xq(n)) ≤ max


ε,

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)

ε ,
d(xp(n)−1,xq(n)+1)ε

sε


≤ max


ε,

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)

ε ,
s[d(xp(n)−1,xq(n))+d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)]ε

sε


≤ max


ε,

d(xp(n)−1,xp(n))d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)

ε ,
s[ε+d(xq(n),xq(n)+1)]ε

sε

 .

Letting n→∞ in the inequality above and using (2.38) and (2.48) we obtain

lim sup
n→∞

d(xp(n), xq(n)+1) ≤ ε

δ
. (2.44)

Thus from (2.40) and (2.44), we get ε
s ≤

ε
δ , a contradiction since δ > s. Hence {xn}∞n=1 is

a Cauchy sequence in X. So by completeness of (X, d), {xn}∞n=1 converges to some point
x∗ in X. Therefore

lim
n→∞

d(xn, x
∗) = 0. (2.45)

Now, we will show that x∗ = Tx∗. Arguing by contradiction, we assume that d(x∗, Tx∗) >
0. From the triangle inequality, we have

d(x∗, Tx∗) ≤ s[d(x∗, xn) + d(xn, Tx
∗)].

It follows from (2.38) that

1

s
d(x∗, Tx∗) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
d(xn, Tx

∗). (2.46)

So, there exists n2 ∈ N such that

d(xn, Tx
∗) ≥ 1

s
d(x∗, Tx∗), ∀n ≥ n2. (2.47)
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So for all n ≥ n2, we have

M1(xn, x
∗) = max{d(xn, x

∗), d(xn, Tx
∗), d(Txn, x

∗)} ≥ 1

s
d(x∗, Tx∗),

and

M2(xn, x
∗) = max{d(xn, Tx) + d(x∗, Tx∗), d(Txn, x

∗)} ≥ d(x∗, Tx∗) > 0

So from assumption of theorem, for all n ≥ n2 we have

d(xn+1, Tx
∗) = d(Txn, Tx

∗) ≤ ϕ(MB,T (xn, x
∗))MB,T (xn, x

∗)

≤ 1

δ
MB,T (xn, x

∗). (2.48)

Observe that from (2.47), for all n ≥ n2 we have

MB,T (xn, x
∗) = max

{
d(xn, x

∗), d(xn,Txn)d(x
∗,Tx∗)

max{d(xn,x∗),d(xn,Tx∗),d(Txn,x∗)} ,
d(xn,Tx

∗)d(xn,x
∗)

smax{d(xn,Txn)+d(x∗,Tx∗),d(Txn,x∗)}

}

= max

{
d(xn, x

∗), d(xn,xn+1)d(x
∗,Tx∗)

max{d(xn,x∗),d(xn,Tx∗),d(xn+1,x∗)} ,
d(xn,Tx

∗)d(xn,x
∗)

smax{d(xn,xn+1)+d(x∗,Tx∗),d(xn+1,x∗)}

}

≤ max

{
d(xn, x

∗), d(xn,xn+1)d(x
∗,Tx∗)

d(xn,Tx∗) ,
d(xn,Tx

∗)d(xn,x
∗)

s[d(xn,xn+1)+d(x∗,Tx∗)]

}
≤ max

{
d(xn, x

∗), sd(xn,xn+1)d(x
∗,Tx∗)

d(x∗,Tx∗) ), s[d(xn,x
∗)+d(x∗,Tx∗)]d(xn,x

∗)
d(xn,xn+1)+d(x∗,Tx∗)

}

It follows from (2.38), (2.45), (2.48) and Squeezing Theorem that

lim sup
n→∞

d(xn, Tx
∗) = 0. (2.49)

It follows from (2.46) and (2.49) that d(x∗, Tx∗) = 0. Now, we show that T has a unique
fixed point. For this, we assume that y∗ is another fixed point of T in X such that
d(x∗, y∗) > 0. Therefore

max{d(x∗, y∗), d(x∗, Ty∗), d(Tx∗, y∗)} ≥ d(x∗, y∗) > 0

and

max{d(x∗, Tx) + d(y∗, T y∗), d(Tx∗, y∗)} ≥ d(Tx∗, y∗) > 0,

so from assumption of theorem

d(x∗, y∗) = d(Tx∗, Ty∗) ≤ ϕ(MB,T (x∗, y∗))MB,T (x∗, y∗)

≤ 1

δ
max

{
d(x∗, y∗), d(x∗,Tx∗)d(y∗,Ty∗)

max{d(x∗,y∗),d(x∗,Ty∗),d(Tx∗,y∗)]} ,
d(x∗,Ty∗)d(x∗,y∗)

smax{d(x∗,Tx∗)+d(y∗,Ty∗),d(Tx∗,y∗)}

}

=
1

δ
d(x∗, y∗) < d(x∗, y∗),
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which is a contradiction. Hence, we conclude that x∗ is a unique fixed point of T .
Cases 2. Assume that there exist m ∈ N and n ∈ N0 such that

max{d(xm, xn), d(xm, Txn), d(Txm, xn)} = 0

or

max {s[d(xm, Txm) + d(xn, Txn)], d(Txm, xn)} = 0. (2.50)

By condition (2.33), it follows that d(Txm, Txn) = 0 and hence xm = Txn = Txm = xn.
This completes the proof of the existence of a fixed point of T . The uniqueness follows
as in Case 1.

Corollary 2.9. Let (X, d) be a complete b-metric space and T be a self mapping on X.
Suppose that there exist δ ∈ (s,∞) and the function ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0, 1δ ) such that

d(Tx, Ty) ≤
{
ϕ(NT (x, y))NT (x, y), if N1(x, y) 6= 0 and N2(x, y) 6= 0,
0, if N1(x, y) = 0 or N2(x, y) = 0,

where,

N1(x, y) = d(x, y) + d(x, Ty) + d(Tx, y), N2(x, y) = sd(x, Tx) + sd(y, Ty) + d(Tx, y),

and

NT (x, y) = max
{
d(x, y), d(x,Tx)d(x,Ty)+d(y,Ty)d(y,Tx)N1(x,y)

, d(x,Tx)d(x,Ty)+d(y,Ty)d(y,Tx)N2(x,y)

}
.

Then T has a unique fixed point x∗ ∈ X and for every x ∈ X the sequence {Tnx}∞n=1

converges to x∗.

Proof. Since N1(x, y) 6= 0 and N2(x, y) 6= 0 implies that M1(x, y) 6= 0 and M2(x, y) 6= 0
and NT (x, y) ≤MT (x, y), so from Theorem 2.8 the proof is complete.

Example 2.10. Let X = {0, 1, 4} and define a metric d on X by d(x, y) = (x − y)2.
Then, (X, d) is a complete b-metric space with s = 16

10 . Let k ∈ [1,∞), δ = 17
10 and

ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0, 1δ ) be defined by ϕ(t) = 10
17 ( 10

11 )t. Let T : X → X be defined by

T0 = T1 = 1, T4 = 0.

First observe that
1

2
d(x, Tx) < d(x, y)⇔ [(x = 0, y = 1) ∨ (x = 0, y = 4) ∨ (x = 1, y = 4)].

Now we consider the following cases:
Case1. Let x = 0, y = 1, then d(T0, T1) = d(1, 1) = 0 and

MT (0, 1) = max

{
d(0, 1),

d(0, 1)d(1, 1)

max{k, d(0, 1)}
,
d(0, 1)d(1, 1)

max{k, d(1, 1)}

}
= 1.

Case2. Let x = 0, y = 4, then d(T0, T4) = d(1, 0) = 1 and

MT (0, 4) = max

{
d(0, 4),

d(0, 1)d(4, 0)

max{k, d(0, 4)}
,
d(0, 1)d(4, 0)

max{k, d(1, 0)}

}
= 16.

Case3. Let x = 1 ∧ y = 4, then d(T1, T4) = d(1, 0) = 1 and

MT (1, 4) = max

{
d(1, 4),

d(1, 1)d(4, 0)

max{k, d(1, 4)}
,
d(1, 1)d(4, 0)

max{k, d(1, 0)}

}
= 9.
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In all cases, we have d(Tx, Ty) ≤ ϕ(MT (x, y))MT (x, y) . This proves that T satisfies in
all assumptions of Theorem 2.2 and thus it has a unique fixed point, which is x∗ = 1.

Example 2.11. Let X = {0, 1, 4} and define a metric d on X by

d(x, y) =

{
0, if x = y,
| x− y |−1 if x 6= y.

Then, (X, d) is a complete b-metric space with s = 12
7 . Let k ∈ (0, 1), δ = 17

10 and

ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0, 1δ ) be defined by ϕ(t) = 17
11 (2)−t. Let T : X → X be defined by

T0 = T4 = 0, T1 = 4.

First observe that

max{d(x, Ty), d(Tx, y)} 6= 0⇔ [(x = 0, y = 1) ∨ (x = 0, y = 4) ∨ (x = 1, y = 4)].

Now we consider the following cases:

Case1. Let x = 0, y = 1, then

d(T0, T1) = d(0, 4) =
1

4
,

and

MA,T (0, 1) = max

{
d(0, 1), d(0,0)d(0,4)+d(1,4)d(1,0)

max{k, 127 [d(0,0)+d(1,4)]} ,
d(0,0)d(0,4)+d(1,4)d(1,0)

max{d(0,4),d(0,1)}

}
= 1.

Case2. Let x = 0, y = 4, then

d(T0, T4) = d(0, 0) = 0

and

MA,T (0, 4) = max

{
d(0, 4), d(0,0)d(0,0)+d(4,0)d(4,0)

max{k, 127 [d(0,0)+d(4,0)]} ,
d(0,0)d(0,0)+d(4,0)d(4,0)

max{d(0,0),d(0,4)}

}
=

1

4
.

Case3. Let x = 1 ∧ y = 4, then

d(T1, T4) = d(4, 0) =
1

4

and

MA,T (1, 4) = max

{
d(1, 4), d(1,4)d(1,0)+d(4,0)d(4,0)

max{k, 127 [d(1,0)+d(4,0)]} ,
d(1,0)d(1,0)+d(4,0)d(4,0)

max{d(1,0),d(4,4)}

}
=

17

16
.

In all cases, we have d(Tx, Ty) ≤ ϕ(MT (x, y))MT (x, y) . This proves that T satisfies
in all assumptions of Theorem 2.5 and thus it has a unique fixed point, which is x∗ = 0.
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