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and the mappings do not necessarily have a common fixed-point. In a complete fuzzy multiplicative
metric space, if ¢ satisfy the condition ¢ (b,Zb,s) = ¢ (P,G,s) = ¢ (b, Xb,s), then b is a common
best proximity point. Further, we obtain the common best proximity point for the real valued functions
L, M : (0,1] —» R by using a generalized fuzzy multiplicative metric space in the setting of (£, M)-
iterative mappings. Furthermore, we utilize fuzzy multiplicative versions of the (£, M)-proximal
contraction, (£, M)-interpolative Reich-Rus-Ciric type proximal contractions, (£, M)-Kannan type
proximal contraction and (£, M)-interpolative Hardy-Rogers type proximal contraction to examine the
common best proximity points in fuzzy multiplicative metric space. Moreover, we provide differential
non-trivial examples to support our results.

Keywords: fuzzy multiplicative metric space; fixed-point; best proximity point theorems;
contraction mappings; uniqueness
Mathematics Subject Classification: 26E05, 26E25, 47H10



http://www.aimspress.com/journal/Math
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.3934/math.20231299

25455

1. Introduction

Fixed-point theory has been studied by several researchers since 1922 with the celebrated Banach
fixed-point theorem. Fixed-point theory has several applications in non linear analysis and even in
mathematics in general. Its results can be applied to an extensive set of distinct type of
equations (integral, differential, metrical, etc.) in order to prove the existence and uniqueness of
several classes of nonlinear problems. Numerous researchers have examined fixed-point theory and
specifically established and publicized many spaces the area of fixed-point theory more interesting. It
has expended the possibilities to obtaining a unique solution in the field of mathematics. Let a non
self mapping X : P — G where PN G = @; then, a point m € P is said to be the best proximity
point (BPP) if ¢ (m, Xm) = ¢ (P, XG). First of all, Fan [1] established the best approximation theorem.
The BPP theorem has an optimal solution, so it is more relevant than the best approximation theorem.

In 1968, Karapinar [2] introduced a new kind of contraction for discontinuous mappings and proved
several fixed-points results. Altun et al. [3] gave some BPP results for p-proximal contractions. Further,
Altun and Tasdemir [4] proved some BPP results for interpolative proximal contractions. Shazad et
al. [5] provided some common best proximity point (CBPP) results. Basha [6] developed CBPP results
for a global minimal solution. Moreover, Basha [7] examined CBPPs for multi-objective functions.
Deep and Betra [8] introduced some CBPP results for the proximal F-contraction. Mondal and Dey [9]
proved some CBPP results in complete metric spaces (CMSs). Shayanpour and Nematizadeh [10]
presented some CBPP results in complete fuzzy metric space.

Hierro et al. [11] presented Proinov type fixed-point results in FMS. Then, Zhou et al. [12]
modified the results of [11] and introduced new Proinov-type fixed-point results in FMS. Vetro and
Salimi [13] established BPP theorems in non-Archimedean FMS. Paknazar [14] established some
BPP theorms in FMS. In the second half of 17th century, sir Isaac Newton and Gottfried Wilhelm
Leibniz established the most reliable theorems of differential and integral calculus. These two
operations are the basic tools of calculus. It provided a new way for researchers. Hence, many authors
have worked on it and proved several types of BPP theorems for it. Due to the development of new
calculus by Grossman and Katz [15], known as multiplicative calculus, Bashirov et al. [16]
established a new calculus, i.e., multiplicative calculus. Mongkolkeha and Sintunavarat [17] proved
several proximity points for multiplicative proximal contraction mappings. Farheen et al. [18]
introduced fuzzy multiplicative metric space (FMMS) and discussed the topological properties of
FMMS. Every FMMS is Hausdorftf. Uddin et al. [19] gave the concept of an controlled intuitionistic
fuzzy metric-like space through the use of a continuous t-norm. Saleem et al. [20] presented a result
on the graphical FMS, which is a type of FMS and proved a Banach fixed-point results in the
graphical FMS. Ishtiaq et al. [21] established several fixed-point results for a generalized fuzzy
rectangular metric like-space and rectangular b-metric-like spaces. There are many applications of
fixed-point theory, such as establishing the well-posedness of partial differential equations and
algorithms design for optimization and inverse problems. Based on the fixed-point theory, Shcheglov
et al. [22] proved the uniqueness of an inverse problems for parabolic partial differential equations.
Zhang and Hofmann [23] established fixed-point iterations in combination with preconditioning
ideas, and they introduced new iterative regularization algorithms for inverse problems with
non-negative constraints. Lin et al. [24] constructed a contraction mapping such that its fixed-point is
just the gradient of a solution to the elliptic partial differential equations. By using the Schauder
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fixed-point theory, Baravdish et al. [25] proved the existence and uniqueness of a second order (in
time) hyperbolic equation.

Inspired by the work of [10], we introduce the fuzzy multiplicative (£, M)-proximal mapping,
which is an extension of a mapping provided in [10]. We have divided this paper into three main
parts. In the first part, we give some basic definitions and results that will help to understand our main
results. In the second part, we prove theorems through the use of differential types of contractions, and
examples are given to verify the results. In the third part, we give the conclusion of this paper.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we revise some basic definition and results to introduce the main results.

Definition 2.1. [6] The mappings X : P — G and Z : P — G are proximally commutative if they
satisfy the condition
[ (h, Xm) = ¢(d,Zm) = ¢ (P,G)| = Xd = Zh,

forall m,h,d in P.

Definition 2.2. [6] A mapping Z : P — G proximally dominate to a mapping X : P — G if there
exists a non-negative number a < 1 such that

¢, Xmy) = ¢P,G) =¢(di,Zm)
¢ (ha, Xmy) ¢ (P.G) = ¢ (dy, Zmy)

® (hla hZ) < ay (db d2) )

forall hy, hy,dy,dy,my,my € P.

Definition 2.3. [16] Suppose that C # ®. A mapping ¢ : C X C — R is said to be a multiplicative
metric space if it satisfies the following conditions:

Dy: ¢ (g, hy) > 1 for all iy, h, € C and ¢ (A1, hy) = 1 if and only if 72y = 7iy;

Da: ¢ (g, hy) = ¢ (B2, Tay);

Ds: ¢ (i1, 3) < @ (1, hy) .@ (B, Fi3) for all 71y, Ty, 3 € C.
Definition 2.4. [18] A binary operation « : G X G — G (where G = [0, 1]) is said to be a continuous
t-norm (ctn) if it verifies the below axioms:

(1) hl * hz = hl * hz and hl * (hz * h3) = (hl * hz) * h3 for all hl,hz,hg S G;
(2) * is continuous;

B) Ay x1 = forall h; € G;

(4) hl * hg < h3 * h4 when hl < h3 and hz < h4, with h],hz,h3,h4 eG.

Definition 2.5. [18] A triplet (C, ¢, %) is termed an FMMS if * is a ctn, C is an arbitrary set, and ¢ is
a fuzzy set on C X CX (1, o0) fulfilling the below conditions for all hy,h,,h; € Cand ¢, @ > 1 :

(1) ¢ (hy,h2,6) > 0;

(1) ¢ (1, o, ) = 1 if and only if A, = 7i;

(i) ¢ (11, M2, §) = @ (2, 11, 6)

(iv) ¢ (hy, 3, ¢.@) 2 @ (1, iz, §) * @ (M2, i3, @) ;
(V) ¢ (fiy, Ry, ) = (1,00) — [0, 1].
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Example 2.1. Suppose C = R and ¢ (hy, h,,¢) = gg—” with a ctn as s*t = st. Then, C is an FMMS.

+eli—-mal>

Definition 2.6. [/8] A sequence {h,} in an FMMS (C, ¢, *) is said to be convergent to a point h € C
if and only if for each € > 0 and { € (0, 1), there exists ay (g,{) € N such that ¢ (b, h,,¢) > 1 - for
alln > ag(g,0) or lim,_,, ¢ (h, hy,,¢) = 1 for all ¢ > 1; in this case we say that the sequence {h,} is
convergent.

Definition 2.7. [18] A sequence {h,} in an FMMS (C, ¢, *) is said to be Cauchy if and only if for
each e > 0 and { € (0, 1), there exists ay (&,) € N such that ¢ (hn, R g) >1-Cforalln > ay (e, ()

and every p € N or lim,_,.¢ (h,,,hn+p, g) =1, forall¢ > 1and p € N.

Also, an FMMS (C, ¢, *) is said to be complete if and only if every Cauchy sequence (CS) in C is
convergent.

Definition 2.8. [18] Let (C, ¢, ) be a FMMS and P,G C C. We define the following sets.

Po
Go

{h; € P : there exists h, € G such that for all ¢ > 1, (hy,hy,¢) = ¢ (P, G, )},
{h, € G : there exists hy € P such that for all ¢ > 1, ¢ (1, hy,¢) = ¢ (P, G, <)},

where,

‘,O(P,g,g) = Sup{‘p(hlahz’g)’hl EP: h2 Eg}

Definition 2.9. [18] Let (C, ¢, *) be a FMMS and P,G C C if every sequence {h,} of P verifying the
condition that ¢ (h, h,,s) — ¢ (h,P, ) for some h € G and for all ¢ > 1, has a convergent subsequence
then, P is termed as approximately compact with respect to G .

Definition 2.10. /18] Let (C, ¢, *) be a FMMS and P,G C C. A mapping Z : P — G is named a
multiplicative contraction if there exists a € [0, 1), such that for all hy, h,, hs, hy € P

o, Zh, )
("2 (h39 Zh4’ g)

0 (P,G.5),
0(P.G.9);

hence,
90 (hl’ h3» S'a) > ()D (h29 h4a g) .

Definition 2.11. [10] Let (C, ¢, *) be a FMS and P,G C C. Let Z, X : P — G be two mappings. We
say that an element h € P is a CBPP of the mappings Z and X, if

¢, Zh,¢) = (P, G, ) = ¢ (1, XN,¢).

Definition 2.12. []0] Let (C, ¢, *) be a FMS and P,G C C. Let Z,X : P — G be two mappings. We
say that Z, X are proximally commutative if

o, Zh,¢) =9 (P,G,¢) = ¢y, XN, 5), Vs > 0;

then, Zh, = Xh,, where h,h;,hi, € P.
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Definition 2.13. [10] Let (C, ¢, *) be a FMS and P,G C C. Let Z,X : P — G be two mappings. We
say that the mapping Z dominates X proximally if

QO(hl,Zhl,g) = (,D(P,g,g):@(hl,XhZ,g),
¢ (a2, Zhy,§) 0 (P.G,5) =y, Xhy, ),

for all ¢ > 0, then, there exists a € (0, 1) such that for all ¢ > 0,

So(hlahZ’ a/g) > Qo(hl’h29 g) )
where hy, fir, By, fia, by, hy € P.

Definition 2.14. [12] We denote by L the family of the pairs (£, M) of a functions £, M:(0,1] - R
satisfying the given bellow properties:

(s1) L is non-decreasing;

(s2) M(h) > L(h) forany /1 € (0,1);

(s3) limy_,7- inf M (%) > lim;_7- L (k) forany T~ € (0, 1);
(s4) If h € (0, 1) is such that M (i) > L (1) then# = 1.

3. Main results

In this section, we prove several CBPP results by utilizing generalized fuzzy multiplicative
interpolative contractions, as well as prove non-trivial examples.

3.1. Fuzzy multiplicative (L, M)-proximal contraction:
Let (C, ¢, *) be an FMMS and ,G c C. The mappings Z : ¥ — G and X : P — G are called fuzzy
multiplicative (L, M)-proximal, if

@ (11, Xmy, ) o(P.G.¢) = (d,Zm,s),
¢ (hp, Xmy, §) ¢(P.G.¢) = ¢(dr. Zmy, ),
Lph,hp,6) =2 M(p(d,da, ), (3.1)
holds for all 7y, #,, dy, dy, m;, my, € P and ¢ > 1.
Example 3.1. Let (C, ¢, *) be an FMMS. Define ¢ (m,n,s) = < \ithacmas s*t = st.

§+e|m—n|
Let® ={0,2,4,6,8,10}and G = {1,3,5,7,9, 11}.
Define the mappings X : # —» G and Z : P — @G, respectively as

Z0)=3,Z212)=5,Z4)=7,Z(6) =3,Z(8) =9,Z(10) = 11,
and

X(0)=3,X2)=1,X4)=9,X(6)=7,X(8) =5,X(10) = 11.
Then, ¢ (P,G.,¢) = <2, Py = P and Gy = G. Then clearly X (Py) C G o and Z (Py) C G . Define the

ct+e

functions £, M : (0, 1] — R by

| 1
_ 21.1211f0<l<1 _ W1f0<l<l
L(l)—{ Lif 1= 1 and M ()= 0 if =1
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This shows that the mappings X and Z are fuzzy multiplicative (£, M)-proximal. However, consider
hy =0,h, =8,dy =4,d, =6, m; =2,m, =4, and ¢ = 2, which shows that X and Z are not proximal
in FMMS. Hence,

¢(0,X2,1)
¢ (8,X4,1)

e (P.G,¢)=¢4,22,1),
0 (P,G,5) = ¢(6,Z4,1).

For a = % € (0, 1), it follows that

¢ (1, 7z, 6%) ¢ (d1,d>, ),
0(0.8.2) > ¢4.6,1),
0.0008 > 0.3195,

vV Vv

which is contradiction. Hence, the mappings X and Z are not fuzzy multiplicative proximal.

Lemma 3.1. Let (C,¢,%) be an FMMS and {%#,} cC be a sequence verifying that lim, . ¢
(B, Bysr,6) = 1. If the sequence {g,} is not a CS, then there are sub-sequences {%,,}, {i,} and w > 0
such that

1im (1, B 1, 6) = W, (3:2)
l}l—{{o}: So(hnln hnqka g) = ¢(hnk+l» hqka g) = QD(hnk, hqk+l’ g) =w. (33)
Lemma 3.2. Let L :(0,1] — R. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) infs, L () > —oo for every € € (0, 1),
(i) lim;_,._ inf L (l) > —oco forany € € (0, 1),
(#ii) lim,, o, L (1,) = —co implies that lim,,_,, [, = 1.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that {h,} is a sequence such that lim,_,., ¢ (h,, h,41,5) = 1 and the mappings
Z:P - Gand X : P — G satisfy (3.1). If the functions L, M : (0,1] — R fulfill the following

condition:
(i) limsup,_, ., M(l) > L(e+) for any € > 0,
then {h,} is a CS.

Proof. Suppose that a sequence {7,} is not a CS; then, by Lemma (3.1), there exist two sub-sequences
{h,}, {hg,} of {h,} and € > 0 such that (3.2) and (3.3) hold. By (3.2), we get that ¢ (i, 41, 7ig,+1) > €.
Now, for i, , By i1, By, Brgsts My, Mgy, My i1, Mg, € P, we have

e, X(my1).6) = @ (P.G.6) = @ (Tigeur, X (g1 5).
O Zmy1), ) = @ (P.G.) = ¢ (g Z (1) 5).

Thus, by (3.1), we have
L(Sa(hnk+l ) hqk+1)9 g) > M(Sa(hnka hqka g))a

forall k > 1. Let gx = @(fiy 41, ige41,6) and g1 = @(hy,, By, , §); we have

L(gi) > M(qi_) for any k > 1. (3.4)
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By (3.2) and (3.3), we have that lim;_,., gx = € and lim;_,, n; = €. By (3.4), we get that
L(et) = ]}im L(qr) = lim kinf M(G-1) = lim 1n’5‘C M(c). (3.5)

This is a contradiction to condition (i). That is, {#,} is a CS in P.

Theorem 3.1. Let (C, ¢, %) be a complete FMMS (CFMMS) and P, G C C such that G is approximately
compact with respect to P. Also, assume that lim;_,., ¢ (hy,h,¢) = 1 and Py and Gy # O. Let
X:P > GandZ : P — G satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Z dominates X and is fuzzy multiplicative (£, M) —proximal,

(i1) X and Z proximally commutative,

(ii1) £ is a non-decreasing function and liminf,_,., M () > L(e+) for any € > 0,
(iv) X and Z are continuous,

(V) X (Po) € Go and X (Po) € Z(Py) .

Then, Z and X have a unique element m € # such that

¢ (m,Zm,g) ¢ (P,G.9),
e(m,Xm,g) = ¢(P,G.9).

Proof. Suppose that my € $y. From (v), we have that X (Py) C Z (Py); then, there exists an element
my € Py such that, Xmy = Zm,. Again, from (v), there exists an element m, € P, such that Xm, = Zmj.
This process of existence of points in £, implies the existence of a sequence {m,} C P, such that

Xm,_1 = Zm,

for all positive integral values of n, since X (Py) € Z (Py) .
Since X (Py) C Go, there exists an element 7, in P such that

¢ (hy, Xmy,, ) = ¢ (P,G,s), forall n € N.

Further, it follows from the choice of m,, and #,, that

¢(hn+l’X(mn+1)7 g‘) = QO(P,Q, g) = (,O(hn,Z(m,H]),g‘),
@ (hy, Xmy, ) = ¢ (P.G.6) = ¢ (hy_1,Z(my) ,S) .

This implies that

¢ iy, Xmy,, 6) = @ (P, G, §) = ¢ (Ny-1,Z (M) , §) . (3.6)
Thus, if there exists some n € N such that %, = #,_;; then, by (3.6), the point 7, is a CBPP of the
mappings X and Z. On the other hand, if 7,_; # &, for all n € N, then, by (3.6), we have

Qo(hn+1’X(mn+l)ag) = QO(P,g,g):QO(hn,Z(mn+]),§'),
oy, X (my),6) = ¢(P,G,6) =¢h-1,Z(my),¢).

Thus, by (3.1), we have
L(Qp(hrﬁl’ hns g)) 2 M(So(hn’ hn—l ’ g))’ (37)
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for all hn—l ’ hn’ h}’l+1 > Mp1, Ny, € p Let ‘)D(hn+1 ’ hn’ g) = CIn; we haVe
L(gn) 2 M(gn-1) > L(Gn-1)-

Since £ is non-decreasing, by (3.7), we get that g, > ¢, for all n € N. This shows that the
sequence {g,} is positive and strictly non-decreasing. Hence, it converges to some element g > 1. We
show that ¢ = 1. Suppose on the contrary that, g > 1; then, by (3.7), we get the following:

L(e+) = lim L(g,) > lim M(g,-) > lim inf M(]).
n—o0 n—oo n—-q+

This contradicts assumption (iii); hence, ¢ = 1 and lim,,_,, ¢(%,, fi,+1,5) = 1. By assumption (iii) and
Lemma (3.3), we deduce that {#,} is a CS. From the completeness of (C, ¢, *); and by using (v), there
exists an element 7" in ¥ such that lim,,_,., ¢(#1,, 7", ) = 1. Moreover,

o(h*, X(my,), ) = @ (h*, Iy, §) * ¢ (hy, X (M), §).

Also,
o(h*,Z(my,),¢) = ¢ (h*, hy, 6) * @ (hy, Z (M), §) .

Therefore, (", Z(m,),s) — @(h*,G,s) and also o(h*, X(m,),s) — ¢(h*,G,s) as n — oco. Because
X and Z proximally commutative, ZA* and X%* are the same. Since G is approximately compact
with respect to P, there exists sub-sequences {Z(m,, )} of {Z(m,)} and {X (m,,)} of {X(m,)} such that
Z(m,,) — d* € G and X(m,,) — d* € G as k — oo. Moreover, supposing that k — oo in the below
equations:

o(d*, X(my,), )
e(d,Z(my,),s)

¢ (P, G.9), (3.8)
0P, G.5),

we have
e(d',h",¢) =¢(P,G.9).

The fact that 7" € P, implies that X(7*) € X(Py); also, by using (v) there exists an element w € Py.
Similarly " € Py, so Z(h*) € Z(Py) C Gy and there exists w € Py such that

e(h*, X(1"), 5) e(P.G.¢) =", Z(R"),s), (3.9
o(w, X(7"), §) ¢P.G.¢) =W, Z(I"),q).

Now, by (3.1), (3.8) and (3.9), we have
Lip",w, ) 2 M(p(h*, w,¢)) < L(p(h™, w, 5)).

Since, L is a non-decreasing function, we have

(", w,6") 2 (h", w,¢) > (h", w, ¢").
This implies that 72" and w are the same. Finally, by (3.6), we have

e(", Z(h"),¢) = ¢ (P.G.¢) = (", X (") ,©) .

This shows that the point #* is a CBPP of the pair of mappings Z and X.
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Theorem 3.2. Let (C, ¢, *) be a CFMMS and P,G C C such that G is approximately compact with
respect to P. Also, assume that limy_,., ¢ (i1, hr,¢) = 1 and Py, Gy # ©. Let X: P > GandZ : P — G
satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Z dominates X and is fuzzy multiplicative (£, M)-proximal,

(i1) X and Z are proximally commutative,

(iii) L is non-decreasing and {£(/,)} and {M(l,)} are convergent sequences such that lim,_,, £(l,) =
lim,,_,.o M(l,); then, lim, o [, = 1,

(iv) X and Z are continuous,

(v) X (Po) € Go and X (Py) € Z(Po) -

Then Z and X have a unique element m € P such that

0 (P.G.s),
©(P,G,s).

@ (m,Zm,g)
¢ (m,Xm,g)

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem (3.1), we get
L(gn) 2 M(gn-1) < L(Gn-1). (3.10)

By (3.10), we infer that { £ (g,,)} is a strictly non-decreasing sequence. We have two cases here, i.e., the
sequence {L (g,)} is either bounded above or not. If {£ (g,)} is not bounded above, then

inf L (g,) > —oo forevery € > 0,n € N.
It follows from Lemma (3.1), that g, — 1 as n — oo. Secondly, if the sequence {£(g,)} is bounded
above, then it is a convergent sequence. By (3.10), the sequence {M(g,)} is also convergent.
Furthermore, both have the same limit. By condition (iii), we get that lim,_. g, = 1, or that
lim, o ¢ (B, m,y1,5) = 1, for any sequence {#,} in . Now, following the proof of Theorem (3.1), we
have

e, Z(I"), ) = (P, G.¢) = (W, X (") ,©).
This shows that the point 72" is a CBPP of the pair of the mappings Z and X.

3.2. Fuzzy multiplicative (L, M)-interpolative Reich-Rus-Ciric type proximal contractions:

Let (C, ¢, *) be an FMMS and £,G € C. The mappings Z : P — G and X : P — G are called
fuzzy (L, M)-interpolative Reich-Rus-Ciric type proximal contractions if

¢ (i, Xmy,¢) = ¢(P.G.¢) =¢(d,Zm,s),
()D(hZ’Xm29 g) = ()D(P’ g’ g) = ()D(d27zm25 g)9
-L(‘;D (hl’hZa g)) > M((‘P (dl’dZa g))(l/ (()0 (dl,hl’ g))ﬂ (90 (d25 h2’ g))l_a_ﬁ)’ (311)

holds for all %y, fis, dy, dy, my, my € P.

Example 3.2. Let (C, ¢, %) be an FMMS. Define ¢ (m,n,s) = Ll,ﬂz‘ withactnas s =t = st.

g+e|m1”"2|+‘”l
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LetP={0,n);neR}and G = {(1,n) ;n € R}.
Define the mappings X : # = G and Z : P — G, respectively as

X(0,n) = (1, g)

and

Z0,n) = (1, g)

Then, ¢ (P, G,s) = ¢ (m,n,¢) = Z%l, Py =P and Gy = G. Then, clearly X (Py) C Gy and Z (Py) C Go.
Define the functions £, M : (0, 1] — R by

Lifo<i<l1 L ifo<i<1
_ Inl — In 2
.l:(l)—{ Lif =1 }andM(l)—{ 2ifl=1 }

This shows that the mappings X and Z are fuzzy multiplicative (£, M)-interpolative Reich-Rus-Ciric
type proximal. However, Consider #; = (0,0), 7, = (0,3), d; = (0,0), d» = (0,2), m; = (0,0),
my = (0,6),¢ =2, @ = 3, and B = 3, which shows that X and Z are not fuzzy multiplicative
interpolative Reich-Rus-Ciric type proximal. Then

¢(0,X2,1)

¢ (8,X4,1)

¢P.G.¢)=¢4.22,1),
¢(P.G.¢) = ¢(6,Z24,1).

For 4 € (0, %], it follows that

\%

Y (hl, ha, S‘l) (p(dy,d,, ) (p(dy, Ry, §))ﬂ (¢ (da, hz))l_a_ﬁ ,

(£((0,0),(0,3),2%)) 2 (£((0,0),(0,2),2)* (¢ ((0,0),(0,0),2))* (¢ ((0,2),(0,3),2))' *%,
0.1125 > 0.5627,
0.1125 > 0.5627,

which is a contradiction. Hence, X and Z are not fuzzy multiplicative interpolative Reich-Rus-Ciric
type proximal.

Theorem 3.3. Let (C, ¢, *) be a CFMMS and P,G C C such that G is approximately compact with
respect to P. Also, assume that limy_, ¢ (hy,l,¢) = 1 and Py, Go # ©. Let X: P — G and
Z . P — @G satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Z dominates X and is fuzzy multiplicative (£, M)-interpolative Riech-Rus-Ciric type proximal,
(i1) X and Z are proximally commutative,

(iii) £ is a non-decreasing function and liminf,_, ., M (l) > L(e+) for any € > 0,

(iv) X and Z are continuous,

(v) X (Po) € Go and X (Py) € Z (Po) -

Then, Z and X have a unique element m € P such that

e(P.G.¢),
¢ (P, G.9).

@ (m,Zm,g)
¢ (m,Xm,g)
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Proof. Suppose that my € Py. From (v), we have that X (P,) C Z (Py) ; then, there exists an element
my € Py such that Xm, = Zm,. Again by using (v) there exists an element m, € ¥, such that Xm; =
Zm,. This process of establishing the existence of points in  implies that there is a sequence {m,} C
Py such that

Xm,_1 =Zm,

for all positive integral values of n, because X (Py) C Z (Py) .
Since X (Py) C G, there exists an element 7, in $( such that

¢ (hy, Xm,, ) = ¢ (P,G,s), forall n € N.

Further, it follows from the choice of m,, and #,, that

So(hn+l’X(mn+l)’g) = QD(P,Q,C):go(h,,,Z(mnH),g),
go(hn,X(mn)’g) (;O(P,gag) = ()D(hn—l’z(mn),g),

if
So(hnaxmn’g) = QD(?’g’g) = Qp(hn—l,z(mn),g) . (312)

Thus, if there exists some n € N such that %, = 7,_;; then, by (3.12), the point 7, is a CBPP of the
mappings X and Z. On the other hand, if 7,_; # &, for all n € N, then by (3.12), we get

‘,O(hn+1, X(mn+1)’ g) = @ (7)9 ga g) = ‘P(hn, Z(mn+l)’ §)$
¢ (1, X (my) , §) e(P.G.¢) = ¢(hy-1,Z(my),5).

Thus, by (3.11), we have

L1 1in§)) = M(( @ Trurs )" (@it Tons )Y (@ (s T, €)' ™ F)
L1 1 §) 2 M@t T, )Y (0, Fiur, 6))' ™) (3.13)
for all 7,1, iy, i1, My, sy € P. Since, M (1) > L (1) for all I > 0, by (3.13), we have

L(Qp(hnﬂ ’ hn)) > L ((Qo(hnﬂ ’ hm g))ﬂ (‘P(hm hn—l’ g))l_ﬁ) .

Thus, £ is a non-decreasing function; we get

Qo(hn+l 5 hn, g) > (¢(hn+l ) hn, g))ﬂ (Qo(hna hn—l s g))l_ﬁ .

\%

This implies that
(‘)o(hn+1’ hn’ g))l_ﬁ > (Qo(hn’ hn—l’ g))l_B .
Let (¢(Tins1, Fins ) = gn; We have
L(gn) 2 M(@) (@u-0)') > L(@0) (gu-D'7).

This implies that g, > ¢,-; for all n € N. This shows that the sequence {g,} is positive and strictly
non-decreasing. Thus, it converges to some element g > 1. We show that ¢ = 1. Suppose that g > 1.
Then, by (3.13) we get the following

L(e+) = lim L(g,) > lim M((g) (g,-)'7) > lim inf M (D).
n—oo n—oo —q+
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This contradicts the condition (iii); hence, ¢ = 1 and lim,,_,, ¢(%,, fi,+1,5) = 1. By the condition (iii)
and Lemma (3.3), we deduce that {#,} is a CS. From the completeness of (C, ¢, %), and by using (v),
there exists an element 7" in # such that lim,,_,, ¢(%,, i*,¢) = 1. Furthermore, we have

(", X(my), ) 2 @ (0", iy, ) * ¢ (Mg, X (M) , §)

and
o(h*,Z(my,),s) > ¢ (h", hy, §) * ¢ (hy, Z(my,) , §) .

Moreover, ¢(h*,Z(m,),s) — ¢(h*, G ,¢) and also ¢(f*, X(m,),s) — ¢(h*,G ,s) as n — oco. Because
X and Z proximally commutative, Z* and X%* are identical. Since G is approximately compact with
respect to P, there exists sub-sequences {Z(m,, )} of {Z(m,)} and {X (m,, )} of {X(m,)} such that Z(m,, ) —
d* € Gand X(m,,) = d* € G as k — oo. Letting k — oo in the following equations:

o(d*, X(my,), )
o(d,Z(my,),s)

¢ (P.G.9),
v(P.G,5), (3.14)

we get
@' 1", ¢) = ¢(P.G.<).

The fact that 7" € P, implies that X(7*) € X(Py), and by using (v), there exists an element w € Py.
Similarly, 7" € Py, so Z(h*) € Z(Py) C G o and there exists w € P, such that

(", X(1), )
e, Z("),¢)

ew, X("), ) = (P,G,5), (3.15)
oW, Z(H),s)=¢P,G,¢).

Now, from (3.14) and (3.15), and by (3.11), we have

L' w,6)) =2 M ((so(h*, w, ) (T, w, ) (e(h*, w, g))l_”_ﬂ)
> M(p(*,w, ) > o(i*, w, ).

Since L is a non-decreasing function, we have
e(h*,w,¢%) = e(h", w,¢) > (", w, ¢").
This implies that 72" and w are equal. Finally, by (3.12), we have
e(h",Z(h"),¢) = ¢ (P.G.¢) = (W', X (") ,5).
This shows that the point #* is a CBPP of the pair of mappings Z and X.
Theorem 3.4. Let (C, ¢, *) be a CFMMS and P, G C C such that G is approximately compact with
respect to P. Also, assume that limy_o, ¢ (hy,h,¢) = 1 and Py, Go # O. Let X: P — G and

Z : P — @G satisfy the following conditions:
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(i) Z dominates X and is fuzzy multiplicative (£, M) —interpolative Riech-Rus-Ciric type proximal,

(i1) X and Z proximally commutative,

(ii1) L is non-decreasing and {£(/,)} and {M(l,)} are convergent sequences such that lim,_,., £(/,,) =
lim,,_,., M(l,); then, lim,_,, [, = 1,

(iv) X and Z are continuous,

(v) X (Po) € Go and X (Py) € Z(Po) -

Then, Z and X have a unique element m €  such that

¢(P.G.¢),
¢(#.G.¢).

@ (m,Zm,g)
@ (m, Xm,g)

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem (3.3), we have

Lgn) 2 M@0 @) > L((g0-D)"7 @.)). (3.16)

By (3.16), we infer that {£(g,)} is a strictly non-decreasing sequence. We have two cases here, i.e.,
either the sequence {£ (g,)} is bounded above or not. If { £ (g,)} is not bounded, then

inf L(g,) > —oco forevery € > 0,n € N.

It follows from Lemma (3.1), that g, — 1 as n — oo. Secondly, if the sequence {£(g,)} is bounded
above, then it is a convergent sequence. By (3.16), the sequence {M(qg,)} is also convergent.
Furthermore, both have the same limit. By condition (iii), we get that lim,. g, = 1, or that
lim, o ¢ (B, m,y1,5) = 1 for any sequence {#,} in . Now, following the proof of Theorem (3.3), we
obtain

e(h*, Z(h"),¢) = ¢ (P.G,¢) =", X (1"),<).
This shows that the point 7" is a CBPP of the pair of mappings Z and X.

3.3. Fuzzy multiplicative (L, M)-Kannan type proximal contraction:

Let (C, ¢, *) be an FMMS and #,G C C. The mappings Z : ¥ — G and X : P — G are called fuzzy
multiplicative (£, M)-Kannan type proximal contractions if

o, Xmy,¢) = ¢(P,G,¢) =¢(d,Zm,s),

QO(hz,sz, g) = SO(Pa g’ g) = SO(dZa Zm27 g);

LML) = M (o) (o)), (3.17)
holds for all %y, fis, dy, dy, my, my € P.
Example 3.3. Let (C, ¢, %) be an FMMS. Define ¢ (m,n,s) = WM with the ctn as s = t = st.

LetP ={(0,n);neR}and G = {(1,n);n € R}.
Define the mappings X : # — G and Z : P — G, respectively as

X (0,n) = (1, g)
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and

Z(OJQ::(I,g).

Then, ¢ (P, G,s) = ¢ (m,n,¢) = %, Py =P and Gy = G. Then, clearly X (Py) C Gy and Z (Py) C Go.
Define the functions £, M : (0,1] — R by

ﬁif()<l<1

Lm:{ Lif 1=1

}andM(l):{ ﬁif0<l<l}

2ifl=1

This shows that the mappings X and Z are fuzzy (L, M) —interpolative Kannan type proximal.
However, if we consider #;, = (0,0), A, = (0,3),dy = (0,0,d, = 1(0,2)),
m; = (0,0),my = (0,6),¢ =2, and a = %, then X and Z are not fuzzy multiplicative interpolative
Kannan type proximal. We know that

¢((0,0),X(0,0),2)
¢((0,3),X(0,6),2)

¢ (P.G.¢) =¢((0,0),Z(0,6),2),
¢(P.G,¢) =¢(0,2),2(0,6),2).

For 1 = 0.2, it follows that

o(hh2.6") = ((@(d. 1. )" (0 (dr. Tio §)'™).

¢((0,00,0,3),2") > ((¢((0,0),(0,0),2))* (¢((0,2),(0,3),2))?),
0.1012 > 0.7974,
0.1012 > 0.7974,

\%

\%

which is contradiction. Hence, X and Z are not fuzzy multiplicative interpolative Kannan type
proximal.

Theorem 3.5. Let (C, ¢, *) be a CFMMS and P,G C C such that G is approximately compact with
respect to P. Also, assume that limy_,, ¢ (hy,hp,6) = 1 and Py, Go # ©. Let X: P — G and
Z : P — @G satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Z dominates X and is fuzzy multiplicative (L, M)-interpolative Kannan type proximal
contraction,

(i1) X and Z are proximally commutative,

(iii) £ is a non-decreasing function and liminf,_,., M () > L(e+) for any € > 0,

(iv) X and Z are continuous,

(V) X (Po) € Go and X (Po) € Z(Po) -

Then, Z and X have a unique element m € # such that

o (m,Zm,g) 0 (P, G.9),
p(m,Xm,¢) = ¢(P,G,9).

Proof. Suppose that my € P,. From (v), we have that X (Py) C Z (Py) ; then, there exists an element
m; € Py such that Xmy = Zm;. Again, by using (v), there exists an element m, € P, such that
Xmy = Zm,. This process of establishing the existence of points in Py gives a sequence {m,} € P, such
that

an—l = Zmn
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for all positive intergral values of n, because X (Py) € Z (Py) .
Since X (Py) C G, there exists an element 7, in P such that

¢ (i, Xm,,, 6) = ¢ (P, G, ), foralln € N,
Further, it follows from the choice of m,, and 7, that

‘,0(hn+1,X(mn+1),§') = @(P’g’g)ZQD(hnaZ(mnH),g),
()D(hn’an’g) = SD(P,Q,S'):SD(hn—l,Z(mn),S'),
if
‘,O(hn,an, g) = (10(7),g9 g) = ‘p(hn—l’z(mn)ag) . (318)

Notice that, if there exists some n € N such that %, = #,_;, then by (3.18), the point 7, is a CBPP of
the mappings X and Z. On the other hand, if 7,_; # #, for all n € N, then, by (3.18), we get

Qp(hn+1 5 X(mn+l )’ S')
¢ (M, X (M), §)

Thus, by (3.17), we have

¢ (P, G, <) = oy, Z(my), s),
QO(P’Q» S') = Qp(hn—l’z(mn—l),g) .

L1, Tin ©)) = M(( i1, Tin ) (@, Ty, 6))' ™) (3.19)

for all #,,_y, hiy,, iy, My, My € P. Since, M(l) > L (I) for all [ > 0, by (3.19), we have

L@t T, ) > L (@1, o ) (@ Tm1, ) ).

Thus, £ is a non-decreasing function; we get

¢(hn+l9 hrn /1§') > (So(hrﬁl’ hn’ S.))CY (‘)D(hn’ hn—l’ g))l_a .

This implies that
(So(hn+l 5 hna /lg))l—(l > (QD(hn, hn—l 5 g))l—(l .

Let (711, 7, §) = qn; We have
L(g) 2 M((@)" (@)'™") > LUG)" (qu-1)'™):

This implies that g, > ¢,-; for all n € N. This shows that the sequence {g,} is positive and strictly
non-decreasing. Hence, it converges to some element ¢ > 1. We show that ¢ = 1. Let ¢ > 1, by (3.19);
we get the following:

Le+) = lim £(g,) > lim M((g)" (@' ™") = lim inf M(D).
n—oo n—oo —q+

This contradicts assumption (iii). Hence, ¢ = 1 and lim,,_,, ¢(%,, fi,+1,<) = 1. By the condition (iii) and
Lemma (3.3), we deduce that {%,} is a CS. Therefore (C, ¢, %) is a CFMMS, £ C C and X (Py) C Go;
there exists an element #* in ¥ such that lim,,_,, ¢(#,, 7", ) = 1. Moreover,

o, X(m,),s") > (A", hy, ) * ¢ (hy, X (M), )
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and
o(h", Z(m,),s") = ¢ (0", hy, ) * ¢ (hy, Z (my) , §) .

Therefore, p(i*, Z(m,),s) — @(h*,G ,¢) and also (A", X(m,),s) — ¢(h*,G ,¢) as n — oo. Because
X and Z are proximally commutative, ZA* and X#* are equal. Since G is approximately compact
with respect to P, there exists sub-sequences {Z(m,, )} of {Z(m,)} and {X (m,,)} of {X(m,)} such that
Z(my,) = d* € G and X(m,,) = d* € G as k — co. Moreover, supposing that k — oo in the following
equations:

o(d”, X(my,), §)
o (d",Z(my,),s)

e (P.G.5),
eP.G.5), (3.20)

we have
p(d,1",¢) =¢(P.G,5).
The fact that 72" € P, implies that X(7*) € X(Py), and by using (v), there exists an element w € Py.
Similarly, i* € Py, so Z(h*) € Z(Py) € G and there exists w € Py such that
o, X (h"), <) ew, X(7"), ) = ¢ (P, G,5), (3.21)
o', Z(1"),5) e, Z(1h),s) =9 (P,G,9).

Now, from (3.20) and (3.21), and by (3.17), we have

L, w),6) = M((p, w, )" (e, w, 6)'™)
> M, w,6)) > o', w, ).

Since L is a non-decreasing function, we have

o, w, ") = (", w,¢) > e(h*, w,¢%).

This implies that 72" and w are equal. Finally, by (3.18), we have

e, Z(I"), ) = ¢ (P, G.¢) = (W, X (") ,©).
This shows that the point #* is a CBPP of the pair of mappings Z and X.

Theorem 3.6. Let (C, ¢, *) be a CFMMS and P,G C C such that G is approximately compact with
respect to P. Suppose that limy_,., ¢ (h,hy,¢) = 1 and Py, Go # ©. Let X: P > GandZ : P —> G
satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Z dominates X and is fuzzy multiplicative (£, M)-interpolative Kannan type proximal,

(i1) X and Z are proximally commutative,

(ii1) L is non-decreasing and {£(/,)} and {M(l,)} are convergent sequences such that lim,_,, £(/,) =
lim,,_,.o M(l,); then, lim, o [, = 1,

(iv) X and Z are continuous,

(V) X (Po) € Go and X (Po) € Z(Py) -

Then, Z and X have a unique element m € % such that

e(P.G.¢),
¢ (P, G.9).

@ (m,Zm,g)
¢ (m,Xm,g)
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Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem (3.5), we get

L(g0) 2 M((@u-0)" @F) > L((@u-0)' 7 (@.)'). (322)

By (3.16), we infer that {£(g,)} is a strictly non-decreasing sequence. We have two cases here, i.e.,
either the sequence {£ (g,)} is bounded above or not. If {£ (g,)} is not bounded above, then

inf L (g,) > —oo forevery € > 0,n € N.

It follows from Lemma (3.1), that g, — 1 as n — oo. Secondly, if the sequence {£(g,)} is bounded
above, then it is a convergent sequence. By (3.16), the sequence {M(qg,)} is also convergent.
Furthermore, both have the same limit. By condition (iii), we get that lim,_,. g, = 1, or that
lim, o ¢ (h,, m,y1,5) = 1, for any sequence {#,} in . Now, following the proof of Theorem (3.5), we
have

e(h", Z(h"),¢) = (P, G,¢) = ¢ (", X ("), 5).
This shows that the point #* is a CBPP of the pair of the mapping Z and X.

3.4. Fuzzy (L, M)-interpolative Hardy-Rogers type proximal contraction
Let (C, ¢, *) be an FMMS and #,G C C. The mappings Z : # — G and X : P — G are called fuzzy

multiplicative (£, M)-interpolative Hardy-Rogers type proximal contractions if

90(h1,XI’I’l1,§‘) = QD(P’g’g):gD(dl,ZWl]’g)a
()D(h2,Xm25 g) ()D(P’ ga S‘) = ()D(d29zm25 S'),

L6 < M@ d ) (I, 6)f (¢ T, o (o @iz )0 s, ) 7).
(3.23)

holds for all iy, iy, dy, dy, my, my € P.
Example 3.4. Let (C, ¢, %) be an FMMS. Define ¢ (m,n,s) = WM witha ctnas s = t = st.
LetP={0,u);0<u<oco}and G = {(1,u);0 < u < oo}.
Define the mappings X :  —» G and Z : P — G, respectively as
X(O,I/l) = (lau_ 1)5
and
ZO,u)=(,u+1).
Then, ¢ (P, G,) = stl @) = P and Go = G . Then, clearly X (Py) C G and Z (Py) C Gy. Define the

Sct+e

functions £, M : (0,1] —» R by

Lifo<i<1 Lifo<i<1
— In/ —J Ini2
L(l)‘{ 1if 7=1 }andM(l)‘{ 2if 1=1 }

This shows that the mappings X and Z are fuzzy multiplicative (£, M)-interpolative Hardy-Rogers
type proximal. However, consider 7; = (0,4), i, = (0,2),d, = (0,6),d, = (0,4), m; = (0,5),my =
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0,3),¢ =2, = 001,58 = 0.02,y = 0.03, and 6 = 0.04, which shows that X and Z are not fuzzy
multiplicative interpolative Hardy-Rogers type proximal. Hence,

¢((0,4),X(0,5),2) = ¢(P.G.5) =¢(0,6),2(0,5),2),
¢((0,2),X(0,3),2) = ¢(P.G.¢) =¢((0,4),2(0,3),2).

For A = 0.2, it follows that

QURALS)

¢((0,4).(0,2),2%)
0.0431

\%

(p (dy, o, )" (@ (T, F (9 (o, o, ) (1 (i o 0P o T, 6)))

¢((0,4),(0,6),2)"" (¢((0,4),(0,2),2)*** (¢ ((0,6), (0,4),2))**,
(¢ ((0,6),(0,2),2)"* (0 ((0,4),(0,4),2))*?,

%

W%

0.8286,

which is a contradiction. Hence, the mappings X and Z are not fuzzy multiplicative interpolative
Hardy-Rogers type proximal.

Theorem 3.7. Let (C, ¢, *) be a CFMMS and P, G C C such that G is approximately compact with
respect to P. Also, assume that limy_,. ¢ (h,hy,¢) = 1 and Py, G o # O. Let X: P — G and
Z : P — @G satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Z dominates X and is fuzzy multiplicative (£, M)-interpolative Hardy-Rogers type proximal,
(i1) X and Z are proximally commutative,

(iii) L is a non-decreasing function and lim sup,_, ., M () < L(e+) for any € > 0,

(iv) X and Z are continuous,

(V) X (Po) S G o and X (Po) € Z(Py).

Then, Z and X have a unique element m € P such that

¢(#.G.¢),
¢(#.G.¢).

¢ (m,Zm,g)
@ (m, Xm,g)

Proof. Suppose that my € Py. From (v), we have that X ($y) C Z (Py) ; then, there exists an element
my € Py such that Xmy = Zm;. Again, by using (v), there exists an element m, € P, such that
Xmy = Zm,. This process of establishing the existence of points in $, implies that there is a sequence
{m,} C P, such that

Xm,_1 = Zm,

for all positive integral values of n, because X (Py) € Z (Py) .
From X (Py) € G o, there exists an element 7, in P, such that

o (hy, Xm,, ) = ¢ (P,G,s) forall n € N.

Further, it follows from the choice of m,, and 7, that

()D(hn+1’X(mn+l)’ g) = ‘;D(P’ ga g) = ‘,D(hn,an, g)a
(p(hn,Z(mn+1),§) QD(P,Q, g) = QD(hn_l,Z(mn),g)
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if
@ (hna an, g) = 90(P7 g) =9 (hn—l, Z (mn) s g) . (324)

Notice that, if there exists some n € N such that %, = 7%,_;, then by (3.24), the point 7, is a CBPP of
the mappings X and Z. On the other hand, if 7,_; # A, for all n € N, then, by (3.24), we obtain

@(hps1, X(Myi1), 6)
¢ (hy, X (m,),q)

Thus, by (3.23), we have

0P, G.s) = p(h,, Z(m,),s),
o(P,G,s) =@ (hy-1,Z(m,_1),5).

'£(90(hn+1 s hn s g))

[ (QO(hn, hn—la g))ﬂ/ (‘P(hna hn+17 g))ﬂ |—afyt ]
(@t T ) (@00 1 P @ T, 9)))

M ( (@ Ty, ) (@B i1, )Y )
(Qp(hn—l ’ hn’ g)))’ (((P(hn_l, hn+1’ g))l—a—ﬁ—y—é ’

for all #,,_y, fiy, iy, My, My € P. Since, M (1) > L (I) for all [ > 0, by (3.25), we have

L1 0, €)) > L (@0 a0 @it s € (@it s ) (@, s, €)' F70).

(3.25)

Since L is a non-decreasing function, we obtain

()0(7;["+1, hn’ g)) > (Qo(hn’ hn—l s g))(l (()D(hn+l’ hn9 g))ﬁ (Qp(hn+1 s hrn g)))’ ((‘P(hn—l’ hn+l’ g))l—a—ﬁ—)’—é s
Sa(hn"'l ’ hn’ g) > (QD(hn, hn—l ’ g))(l (Qo(hn+la hn, g))ﬁ (Qo(hn+l ) hn’ g))’}’ ((Qo(hn—la hn7 §)§0(hn, hn+1 s g))l—(l—ﬁ—7—5 5
Plet 0 6) > (@M T )77 (p(Py T )70

This implies that

¢(h”+l ’ h”’ ga) > (‘p(hn—l s hn’ g))l_ﬁ_y_é ((p(hn—l s hna s‘))l_a_(S .
Let ((P(hn+l’ hna g)) = {gn, WE have
L) = M@ "7 (g0 ),
> L(((@n0"™77 (g0 )).

Assume that g, > ¢,-; for some n > 1. Since L is non-decreasing, by (3.25), we get that (¢,) >
(((qn_l)l_ﬁ_y_d (q,,)l_“_é)). This is not possible. Hence, we obtain that g, > ¢,_; for all n > 1. Thus,
it converges to some element ¢ > 1. We show that ¢ = 1. Let ¢ > 1, so that, by (3.25), we get the
following:

L(e+) = lim L(g,) > lim M(((¢,-0)'*77 (¢)' ")) = lim inf M (D).
n—oo n—oo —q+

This contradicts condition (iii); hence, ¢ = 1 and lim,_,. ¢(#1,, fi,,+1,5) = 1. By the condition (iii) and
Lemma (3.3), we deduce that {%,} is a CS. Therefore (C, ¢, %) is a CFMMS, £ C C and X (Py) C Go;
then, there exists an element 7" in P such that lim,_,., ¢(%,,, h*, ¢) = 1. Moreover,

(", X(my), ) 2 @ (0", Ty, ) @ (g, X (my) ,§) .
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25473

Also,

(", Z(my), ) 2 ¢ (0", hy, §) ¢ (T, Z (my) , §) -
Therefore, (h*, Z(m,),s) — ¢(h*, G, ) and o(h*, X(m,),s) = ¢(h*,G,s) asn — co. Because X and Z
are proximally commutative, Z#* and X7* are equal. Since G is approximately compact with respect
to P, there exists sub-sequences {Z(m,, )} of {Z(m,)} and {X (m,,)} of {X(m,)} such that Z(m,,) - d* € G
and X(m,, ) — d* € G as k — oco. Moreover, supposing that k — oo in the following equations:

o(d, X(my,),s) 0P, G.9),
¢(d",Z(my,),s) ©(P.G.s), (3.26)

we have
pd 1", ¢)=¢pP,G,5).
Since, 7" € Py, X(h*) € X(Py) € G o and there exists w € Py. Similarly, i* € Py, so Z(h*) € Z(Py) € Go
and there exists w € P, such that
o, X(1"), <) o(P.G.9) =", Z("),s), (3.27)
ew,X(h"),¢) = ¢P,G.¢) =W, Z("),s).

Now, from (3.26) and (3.27), and by (3.23), we have
L, w,6) = M@, w, )" (g1, w, )Y
> Mp(r*,w, <))
> o(h",w,¢).

Since £ is a non-decreasing function, we have

e, w,6") > (", w,¢) > e(h*,w,%).

This implies that 72" and w are the same. Hence, by (3.24), we have

e(h*, Z(1"),6") = ¢ (P.G,¢) = (W', X (") , ).
This shows that the point #* is a CBPP of the pair of mappings X and Z.

Theorem 3.8. Let (C, ¢, *) be a CFMMS and P,G C C such that G is approximately compact with
respect to P. Also, assume that limy_,. ¢ (hy,h,6) = 1 and Py, G o # ©. Let X: P — G and
Z . P — @G satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Z dominates X and is fuzzy multiplicative (£, M)-interpolative Hardy-Rogers type proximal,

(i1) X and Z are proximally commutative,

(ii1) L is non-decreasing and {£(/,)} and {M(l,)} are convergent sequences such that lim,_,, £(/,,) =
lim,,_,.o M(l,); then, lim,_,, [, = 1,

(iv) X and Z are continuous,

(V) X (Po) € G o and X (Po) € Z(Po).

Then, Z and X have a unique element m € # such that

e(P.G.¢),
¢ (P, G.9).

@ (m,Zm,g)
¢ (m,Xm,g)
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Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem (3.7), we have

Lig) = M(((@) 777 (g)"™7))
> L(((@)"7 @0'™)). (3.28)

By (3.28), we infer that {£(g,)} is a strictly non-decreasing sequence. We have two cases here, i.e.,
either the sequence {£ (g,)} is bounded above or not. If {£ (¢g,)} is not bounded above, then
inf L (g,) > —oo forevery € > 0,n € N.

Wp>€

It follows from Lemma (3.1), that g, — 1 as n — oo. Secondly, if the sequence {£(g,)} is bounded
above, then it is a convergent sequence. By (3.28), the sequence {M(qg,)} is convergent. Furthermore,
both have the same limit. By condition (iii), we get that lim,,_,, ¢, = 1, or that lim,,_,, ¢ (%i,, m,41,¢) =
1, for any sequence {7, } in . Now, following the proof of Theorem (3.7), we obtain

oW, Z(1"),¢) =P, G,c) = (", X (") ,5).

This shows that the point #* is a CBPP of the pair of mappings Z and X.
4. Conclusions

In this manuscript, we introduced generalized iterative contractive mappings for a pair of
non-self-mappings X: P — Gand Z : P — G. We proved some CBPP theorems for generalized
iterative mappings in a CFMMS. Further, we proved fuzzy multiplicative versions of the
(L, M)-proximal  contraction, (L, M)-interpolative ~ Reich-Rus-Ciric ~ type  proximal
contraction, (L, M)-interpolative Kannan type proximal contraction, and (£, M)-interpolative
Hardy-Rogers type proximal contraction to examine the CBPP in the setting of FMMS. Furthermore,
we provided several non-trivial examples to show the validity of our main results. The contraction
conditions (3.1), (3.11), (3.17) and (3.23) can be used to demonstrate the existence of solutions to the
models of linear and nonlinear dynamic systems, depending on their nature (linear or nonlinear). This
paper’s study expands on the worthwhile research that was previously published in [4,5,8-10].
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