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Abstract. We prove the existence of the unique common fixed point theorems
of a pair of weakly compatible mappings satisfying Φ-maps in G-metric spaces.
These results generalize the well-known results in the literature.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

The metric fixed point theory is very important and useful in Mathematics.
It can be applied in various areas, for instant, variational inequalities, optimiza-
tion, and approximation theory. There were many authors introduced the gen-
eralizations of metric spaces such as Gahler [8, 9] (called 2-metric spaces) and
Dhage [6, 7] (called D-metric spaces). In 2003, Mustafa and Sims [17] found
that most of the claims concerning the fundamental topological properties of D-
metric spaces are incorrect. Consequently, they [18] introduced a generalization
of metric spaces. Namely, G-metric spaces as the following:

Definition 1.1. Let X be a nonempty set and G : X × X × X → R+ be a
function satisfying :

(G1) G(x, y, z) = 0 if x = y = z,
(G2) 0 < G(x, x, y), for all x, y ∈ X with x 6= y,
(G3) G(x, x, y) ≤ G(x, y, z), for all x, y, z ∈ X with z 6= y,
(G4) G(x, y, z) = G(x, z, y) = G(y, z, x) = · · · (symmetry in all three vari-

ables), and
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(G5) G(x, y, z) ≤ G(x, a, a)+G(a, y, z), for all x, y, z, a ∈ X (rectangle inequal-
ity).

Then the function G is called a generalized metric or more specifically a G-metric
on X, and the pair (X, G) is called a G-metric space.

Since then the fixed point theory in G-metric spaces has been studied and
developed by many authors (see [1, 2, 3, 4, 15, 16, 18, 19, 21, 23, 24]). The common
fixed point theorems for mappings satisfying certain contractive conditions in
metric spaces have been continually studied for decade (see [5, 10, 11, 12, 13, 20]
and references contained therein). In 2009, Abbas and Rhoades [3], proved the
unique common fixed point theorems for a pair of weakly compatible mappings
in G-metric spaces. Recently, Shatanawi [22], proved the unique fixed point
theorems for contractive mappings satisfying Φ-maps in G-metric spaces. In this
paper, we prove the existence of the unique common fixed point theorems of a
pair of weakly compatible mappings satisfying Φ-maps in G-metric spaces. These
results generalize the well-known results proved by Abbas and Rhoades [3] and
Shatanawi [22].

We now recall some of the basic concepts and results in G-metric spaces that
have been established in [18].

Definition 1.2. Let (X,G) be a G-metric space. We say that a sequence {xn}
in X is:

(i) a G-convergent sequence if, for any ε > 0, there exist x ∈ X and N ∈ N
such that G(x, xn, xm) < ε, for all n, m ≥ N,

(ii) a G-Cauchy sequence if, for any ε > 0, there exists N ∈ N such that
G(xn, xm, xl) < ε, for all n, m, l ≥ N .

Theorem 1.3. Let (X,G) be a G-metric space and {xn} be a sequence in X.
Then the following are equivalent:

(i) {xn} is G-convergent to x,
(ii) G(xn, xn, x) → 0, as n →∞,
(iii) G(xn, x, x) → 0, as n →∞,
(iv) G(xm, xn, x) → 0, as m, n →∞.

Theorem 1.4. Let (X,G) be a G-metric space and {xn} be a sequence in X.
Then the following are equivalent:

(i) {xn} is G-Cauchy.
(ii) For every ε > 0, there exists N ∈ N such that G(xn, xm, xm) < ε, for all

n,m ≥ N .

A G-metric space X is said to be complete if every G-Cauchy sequence in X
is a G-convergent sequence in X.

Proposition 1.5. Let (X,G) be a G-metric space. Then the function G(x, y, z)
is jointly continuous in all three of its variables.

Definition 1.6. Let f and g be single-valued self mappings on a set X. If
w = fx = gx for some x ∈ X, then x is called a coincidence point of f and g,
and w is called a point of coincidence of f and g.
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Abbas and Rhoades [3] proved the existence of the unique common fixed points
of a pair of weakly compatible mappings in G-metric spaces by using the following
proposition as a main tool.

Proposition 1.7. ([3, Proposition 1.5]) Let f and g be weakly compatible self
mappings on a set X. If f and g have a unique point of coincidence w = fx = gx,
then w is the unique common fixed point of f and g.

2. Common fixed point theorems

In 1977, Matkowski [14] introduced the Φ-map as the following: let Φ be the
set of all function φ such that φ : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞) is a nondecreasing function
satisfying limn→∞ φn(t) = 0 for all t ∈ (0, +∞). If φ ∈ Φ, then φ is called a
Φ-map. Furthermore, if φ is a Φ-map, then

(i) φ(t) < t for all t ∈ (0, +∞),
(ii) φ(0) = 0.

From now on, unless otherwise stated, φ is meant the Φ-map.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, G) be a G-metric space. Suppose that the mappings f, g :
X → X satisfy either

G(fx, fy, fz) ≤ φ(max{G(gx, fx, fx), G(gy, fy, fy), G(gz, fz, fz)}), (2.1)

or

G(fx, fy, fz) ≤ φ(max{G(gx, gx, fx), G(gy, gy, fy), G(gz, gz, fz)}) (2.2)

for all x, y, z ∈ X. If the range of g contains the range of f and g(X) is a complete
subspace of X, then f and g have a unique point of coincidence in X. Moreover if
f and g are weakly compatible, then f and g have a unique common fixed point.

Proof. Assume that f and g satisfy the condition (2.1). Let x0 be an arbitrary
point in X. Since the range of g contains the range of f , there is x1 ∈ X
such that gx1 = fx0. By continuing the process as before, we can construct a
sequence {gxn} such that gxn+1 = fxn for all n ∈ N. If there is n ∈ N such that
gxn = gxn+1, then f and g have a point of coincidence. Thus we can suppose
that gxn 6= gxn+1 for all n ∈ N. Therefore, for each n ∈ N, we obtain that

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) = G(fxn−1, fxn, fxn)

≤ φ(max{G(gxn−1, fxn−1, fxn−1), G(gxn, fxn, fxn),

G(gxn, fxn, fxn)})
≤ φ(max{G(gxn−1, fxn−1, fxn−1), G(gxn, fxn, fxn)}
≤ φ(max{G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1)}.

If max{G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1)} = G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1), then

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) ≤ φ(G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1)) < G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1),

which leads to a contradiction. This implies that

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) ≤ φ(G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn)).
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That is, for each n ∈ N, we have

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) = G(fxn−1, fxn, fxn)

≤ φ(G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn))

≤ φ2(G(gxn−2, gxn−1, gxn−1))
...

≤ φn(G(gx0, gx1, gx1)).

We will show that {gxn} is G-Cauchy. Let ε > 0.
Since limn→∞ φn(G(gx0, gx1, gx1)) = 0 and φ(ε) < ε, there exists N ∈ N such
that

φn(G(gx0, gx1, gx1)) < ε− φ(ε) for all n ≥ N.

This implies that

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) < ε− φ(ε) for all n ≥ N. (2.3)

Let m, n ∈ N with m > n. We will prove that

G(gxn, gxm, gxm) < ε for all m ≥ n ≥ N (2.4)

by induction on m. Since ε − φ(ε) < ε and by (2.3), we obtain that (2.4) holds
for m = n + 1. Suppose that (2.4) holds for m = k. Therefore, for m = k + 1, we
have

G(gxn, gxk+1, gxk+1) ≤ G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) + G(gxn+1, gxk+1, gxk+1)

< ε− φ(ε) + G(fxn, fxk, fxk)

≤ ε− φ(ε)

+φ(max{G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1), G(gxk, gxk+1, gxk+1)})
≤ ε− φ(ε) + φ(ε) = ε.

Thus (2.4) holds for all m ≥ n ≥ N. It follows that {gxn} is G-Cauchy. By the
completeness of g(X), we obtain that {gxn} is G-convergent to some q ∈ g(X).
So there exists p ∈ X such that gp = q. We will show that gp = fp. Suppose that
gp 6= fp. By (2.1), we have

G(gxn, fp, fp) = G(fxn−1, fp, fp)

≤ φ(max{G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gp, fp, fp)}).
Case 1.

max{G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gp, fp, fp)} = G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn),

we obtain that

G(gxn, fp, fp) ≤ φ(G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn)) < G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn).

By taking n →∞, we have G(gp, fp, fp) = 0 and so gp = fp.
Case 2.

max{G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gp, fp, fp)} = G(gp, fp, fp),

we obtain that
G(gxn, fp, fp) ≤ φ(G(gp, fp, fp)).
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By taking n → ∞, we have G(gp, fp, fp) ≤ φ(G(gp, fp, fp)) < G(gp, fp, fp),
which leads to a contradiction. Therefore gp = fp. We now show that f and g
have a unique point of coincidence. Suppose that fq = gq for some q ∈ X. By
applying (2.1), it follows that

G(gp, gp, gq) = G(fp, fp, fq)

≤ φ(max{G(gp, fp, fp), G(gp, fp, fp), G(gq, fq, fq)})
= 0.

Therefore gp = gq. This implies that f and g have a unique point of coincidence.
By Proposition 1.7, we can conclude that f and g have a unique common fixed
point. The proof using (2.2) is similar. �

Corollary 2.2. ([3, Theorem 2.5]) Let (X, G) be a G-metric space. Suppose that
the mappings f, g : X → X satisfy either

G(fx, fy, fz) ≤ k max{G(gx, fx, fx), G(gy, fy, fy), G(gz, fz, fz)},

or

G(fx, fy, fz) ≤ k max{G(gx, gx, fx), G(gy, gy, fy), G(gz, gz, fz)}
for all x, y, z ∈ X where 0 ≤ k < 1. If the range of g contains the range of
f and g(X) is a complete subspace of X, then f and g have a unique point of
coincidence in X. Moreover if f and g are weakly compatible, then f and g have
a unique common fixed point.

Proof. Define φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) by φ(t) = kt. Therefore φ is a nondecreasing
function and limn→∞ φn(t) = 0 for all t ∈ (0, +∞). It follows that the contractive
conditions in Theorem 2.1 are now satisfied. This completes the proof. �

Example 2.3. Let X = [0, 2], G(x, y, z) = max{|x − y|, |y − z|, |x − z|} and
φ(t) = t

2
. Therefore φ is a Φ-map. Define f, g : X → X by

fx = 1 and gx = 2− x.

We obtain that f and g satisfy (2.1) and (2.2) in Theorem 2.1. Indeed, we have

G(fx, fy, fz) = 0,

φ(max{G(gx, fx, fx), G(gy, fy, fy), G(gz, fz, fz)})

=
1

2
(max{|1− x|, |1− y|, |1− z|}),

and

φ(max{G(gx, gx, fx), G(gy, gy, fy), G(gz, gz, fz)})

=
1

2
(max{|1− x|, |1− y|, |1− z|}).

It is obvious that the range of g contains the range of f and g(X) is a complete
subspace of (X, G). Furthermore, f and g are weakly compatible. Thus all as-
sumptions in Theorem 2.1 are satisfied. This implies that f and g have a unique
common fixed point which is x = 1.
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Theorem 2.4. Let (X, G) be a G-metric space. Suppose that the mappings f, g :
X → X satisfy

G(fx, fy, fz) ≤ φ(G(gx, gy, gz)), (2.5)

for all x, y, z ∈ X. If the range of g contains the range of f and g(X) is a complete
subspace of X, then f and g have a unique point of coincidence in X. Moreover if
f and g are weakly compatible, then f and g have a unique common fixed point.

Proof. Let x0 be an arbitrary point in X. Since the range of g contains the range
of f , there is x1 ∈ X such that gx1 = fx0. By continuing the process as before,
we can construct a sequence {gxn} such that gxn+1 = fxn for all n ∈ N. If there
is n ∈ N such that gxn = gxn+1, then f and g have a point of coincidence. Thus
we can suppose that gxn 6= gxn+1 for all n ∈ N. Therefore, for each n ∈ N, we
obtain that

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) = G(fxn−1, fxn, fxn)

≤ φ(G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn))

≤ φ2(G(gxn−2, gxn−1, gxn−1))
...

≤ φn(G(gx0, gx1, gx1)).

We will show that {gxn} is G-Cauchy. Let ε > 0.
Since limn→∞ φn(G(gx0, gx1, gx1)) = 0 and φ(ε) < ε, there exists N ∈ N such
that

φn(G(gx0, gx1, gx1)) < ε− φ(ε) for all n ≥ N.

This implies that

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) < ε− φ(ε) for all n ≥ N. (2.6)

Let m, n ∈ N with m > n. We will prove that

G(gxn, gxm, gxm) < ε for all m ≥ n ≥ N (2.7)

by induction on m. Since ε − φ(ε) < ε and by (2.6), we obtain that (2.7) holds
for m = n + 1. Suppose that (2.7) holds for m = k. Therefore, for m = k + 1, we
have

G(gxn, gxk+1, gxk+1) ≤ G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) + G(gxn+1, gxk+1, gxk+1)

< ε− φ(ε) + G(fxn, fxk, fxk)

≤ ε− φ(ε) + φ(G(gxn, gxk, gxk)})
≤ ε− φ(ε) + φ(ε) = ε.

Thus (2.7) holds for all m ≥ n ≥ N. It follows that {gxn} is G-Cauchy. By the
completeness of g(X), we obtain that {gxn} is G-convergent to some q ∈ g(X).
So there exists p ∈ X such that gp = q. We will show that gp = fp. By (2.5), we
have

G(gp, gp, fp) ≤ G(gp, gp, gxn+1) + G(gxn+1, gxn+1, fp)

≤ G(gp, gp, gxn+1) + φ(G(gxn, gxn, gp))

< G(gp, gp, gxn+1) + G(gxn, gxn, gp).
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By taking n → ∞, we have G(gp, gp, fp) = 0 and so gp = fp. We now show
that f and g have a unique point of coincidence. Suppose that fq = gq for some
q ∈ X. Assume that gp 6= gq. By applying (2.5), it follows that

G(gp, gp, gq) = G(fp, fp, fq)

≤ φ(G(gp, gp, gq))

< G(gp, gp, gq),

which leads to a contradiction. Therefore gp = gq. This implies that f and g
have a unique point of coincidence. By Proposition 1.7, we can conclude that f
and g have a unique common fixed point. �

By setting g to be the identity function on X, we immediately have the following
corollary.

Corollary 2.5. ([22, Theorem 3.1]) Let (X, G) be a complete G-metric space.
Suppose that the mapping f : X → X satisfies

G(fx, fy, fz) ≤ φ(G(x, y, z)),

for all x, y, z ∈ X. Then f has a unique fixed point.

Theorem 2.6. Let (X, G) be a G-metric space. Suppose that the mappings f, g :
X → X satisfy

G(fx, fy, fz)

≤ φ(max{G(gx, gy, gz), G(gx, fx, fx), G(gy, fy, fy), G(fx, gy, gz)}) (2.8)

for all x, y, z ∈ X. If the range of g contains the range of f and g(X) is a complete
subspace of X, then f and g have a unique point of coincidence in X. Moreover if
f and g are weakly compatible, then f and g have a unique common fixed point.

Proof. Let x0 be an arbitrary point in X. Since the range of g contains the range
of f , there is x1 ∈ X such that gx1 = fx0. By continuing the process as before,
we can construct a sequence {gxn} such that gxn+1 = fxn for all n ∈ N. If there
is n ∈ N such that gxn = gxn+1, then f and g have a point of coincidence. Thus
we can suppose that gxn 6= gxn+1 for all n ∈ N. Therefore, for each n ∈ N, we
obtain that

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) = G(fxn−1, fxn, fxn)

≤ φ(max{G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn−1, fxn−1, fxn−1),

G(gxn, fxn, fxn), G(fxn−1, gxn, gxn)})
≤ φ(max{G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn),

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1), G(gxn, gxn, gxn)})
≤ φ(max{G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1)}).

If max{G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1)} = G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1), then

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) ≤ φ(G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1)) < G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1),
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which leads to a contradiction. This implies that

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) ≤ φ(G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn)).

That is, for each n ∈ N, we have

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) = G(fxn−1, fxn, fxn)

≤ φ(G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn))

≤ φ2(G(gxn−2, gxn−1, gxn−1))
...

≤ φn(G(gx0, gx1, gx1)).

We will show that {gxn} is G-Cauchy. Let ε > 0.
Since limn→∞ φn(G(gx0, gx1, gx1)) = 0 and φ(ε) < ε, there exists N ∈ N such
that

φn(G(gx0, gx1, gx1)) < ε− φ(ε) for all n ≥ N.

This implies that

G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) < ε− φ(ε) for all n ≥ N. (2.9)

Let m, n ∈ N with m > n. We will prove that

G(gxn, gxm, gxm) < ε for all m ≥ n ≥ N (2.10)

by induction on m. Since ε− φ(ε) < ε and by (2.9), we obtain that (2.10) holds
for m = n + 1. Suppose that (2.10) holds for m = k. Therefore, for m = k + 1,
we have

G(gxn, gxk+1, gxk+1) ≤ G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1) + G(gxn+1, gxk+1, gxk+1)

< ε− φ(ε) + G(fxn, fxk, fxk)

≤ ε− φ(ε) + φ(max{G(gxn, gxk, gxk), G(gxn, fxn, fxn),

G(gxk, fxk, fxk), G(fxn, gxk, gxk)})
≤ ε− φ(ε) + φ(max{G(gxn, gxk, gxk), G(gxn, gxn+1, gxn+1),

G(gxk, fxk, fxk), G(fxn, gxk, gxk)})
≤ ε− φ(ε) + φ(ε) = ε.

Thus (2.10) holds for all m ≥ n ≥ N. It follows that {gxn} is G-Cauchy. By the
completeness of g(X), we obtain that {gxn} is G-convergent to some q ∈ g(X).
So there exists p ∈ X such that gp = q. We will show that gp = fp. By (2.8), we
have

G(gp, gp, fp)

≤ G(gp, gp, gxn) + G(gxn, gxn, fp)

≤ G(gp, gp, gxn) + G(fxn−1, fxn−1, fp)

≤ G(gp, gp, gxn) + φ(max{G(gxn−1, gxn−1, gp), G(gxn−1, fxn−1, fxn−1),

G(gxn−1, fxn−1, fxn−1), G(fxn−1, gxn−1, gp)})
≤ G(gp, gp, gxn) + φ(max{G(gxn−1, gxn−1, gp), G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn),

G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn, gxn−1, gp)}).
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Case 1.

max{G(gxn−1, gxn−1, gp), G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn, gxn−1, gp)}
= G(gxn−1, gxn−1, gp),

we obtain that

G(gp, gp, fp) < G(gp, gp, gxn) + G(gxn−1, gxn−1, gp).

By taking n →∞, we have G(gp, fp, fp) = 0 and so gp = fp.
Case 2.

max{G(gxn−1, gxn−1, gp), G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn, gxn−1, gp)}
= G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn),

we obtain that

G(gp, gp, fp) < G(gp, gp, gxn) + G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn).

By taking n →∞, we have G(gp, fp, fp) = 0 and so gp = fp.
Case 3.

max{G(gxn−1, gxn−1, gp), G(gxn−1, gxn, gxn), G(gxn, gxn−1, gp)}
= G(gxn, gxn−1, gp),

we obtain that

G(gp, gp, fp) < G(gp, gp, gxn) + G(gxn, gxn−1, gp).

By taking n → ∞, we have G(gp, fp, fp) = 0 and so gp = fp. We now show
that f and g have a unique point of coincidence. Suppose that fq = gq for some
q ∈ X. Assume that gp 6= gq. By applying (2.8), it follows that

G(gp, gp, gq) = G(fp, fp, fq)

≤ φ(max{G(gp, gp, gq), G(gp, fp, fp), G(gp, fp, fp), G(fp, gp, gq)})
≤ φ(G(gp, gp, gq)) < G(gp, gp, gq),

which leads to a contradiction. Therefore gp = gq. This implies that f and g
have a unique point of coincidence. By Proposition 1.7, we can conclude that f
and g have a unique common fixed point. �

Consequently, if we suppose that g is the identity function on X, then we obtain
the following corollary.

Corollary 2.7. ([22, Theorem 3.2]) Let (X, G) be a complete G-metric space.
Suppose that the mapping f : X → X satisfies

G(fx, fy, fz)

≤ φ(max{G(x, y, z), G(x, fx, fx), G(y, fy, fy), G(fx, y, z)})
for all x, y, z ∈ X. Then f has a unique fixed point.
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