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COMMON FIXED POINT OF SELF-MAPS
IN INTUITIONISTIC FUZZY METRIC SPACES

Sh. Rezapour

Abstract. Intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces have been defined by J.H. Park ([5]). Although
topological structure of an intuitionistic fuzzy metric space (X, M, N, ∗,♦) coincides with the
topological structure of the fuzzy metric space (X, M, ∗) ([2]), study of common fixed theory in
intuitionistic fuzzy metric (and normed) spaces is interesting. We shall give some results in this
field.

1. Introduction

Motivated by the potential applicability of fuzzy topology to quantum parti-
cle physics, Park introduced and discussed in [5] a notion of intuitionistic fuzzy
metric space. Actually, Park’s notion is useful in modeling some phenomena where
it is necessary to study the relationship between two probability functions. Many
authors have proved different fixed point theorems in fuzzy metric spaces (for ex-
ample; [3], [11], [13]) and intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces (for example; [1], [4],
[6], [8]–[10]). In this paper, we shall prove some results about common fixed point
theorems in intuitionistic fuzzy metric (and normed) spaces.

Definition 1.1. ([12]) A binary operation ∗ : [0, 1]× [0, 1] −→ [0, 1] is contin-
uous t-norm if ∗ satisfies the following conditions:
(a) ∗ is commutative and associative,
(b) ∗ is continuous,
(c) a ∗ 1 = a for all a ∈ [0, 1],
(d) a ∗ b ≤ c ∗ d whenever a ≤ c and b ≤ d, and a, b, c, d ∈ [0, 1].

Example 1.2. Two examples of continuous t-norm are a ∗ b = ab and a ∗ b =
min(a, b).

Definition 1.3. ([12]) A binary operation ♦ : [0, 1]× [0, 1] −→ [0, 1] is contin-
uous t-conorm if ♦ satisfies the following conditions:
(a) ♦ is commutative and associative,
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(b) ♦ is continuous,
(c) a♦0 = a for all a ∈ [0, 1],
(d) a♦b ≤ c♦d whenever a ≤ c and b ≤ d, and a, b, c, d ∈ [0, 1].

Example 1.4. Two examples of continuous t-conorm are a♦b = min(a + b, 1)
and a♦b = max(a, b).

Definition 1.5. ([1]) A 5-tuple (X, M, N, ∗, ♦) is said to be an intuitionistic
fuzzy metric space if X is an arbitrary set, ∗ is a continuous t-norm, ♦ is a con-
tinuous t-conorm and M , N are fuzzy sets on X2 × [0,∞) satisfying the following
conditions;

(i) M(x, y, t) + N(x, y, t) ≤ 1,
(ii) M(x, y, 0) = 0,
(iii) M(x, y, t) = 1 for all t > 0 if and only if x = y,
(iv) M(x, y, t) = M(y, x, t),
(v) M(x, y, t) ∗M(y, z, s) ≤ M(x, z, t + s) for all x, y, z ∈ X,s, t > 0,
(vi) M(x, y, ·) : [0,∞) −→ [0, 1] is left continuous,
(vii) limt→∞M(x, y, t) = 1 for all x, y ∈ X,
(viii) N(x, y, 0) = 1,
(ix) N(x, y, t) = 0 for all t > 0 if and only if x = y,
(x) N(x, y, t) = N(y, x, t),
(xi) N(x, y, t)♦N(y, z, s) ≥ N(x, z, t + s) for all x, y, z ∈ X,s, t > 0,
(xii) N(x, y, ·) : [0,∞) −→ [0, 1] is left continuous,
(xiii) limt→∞N(x, y, t) = 0 for all x, y ∈ X.

Then (M,N) is called an intuitionistic fuzzy metric on X. The functions
M(x, y, t) and N(x, y, t) denoted the degree of nearness and the degree of non-
nearness between x and y with respect to t, respectively.

Every fuzzy metric space (X, M, ∗) is an intuitionistic fuzzy metric space of the
form (X, M, 1−M, ∗,♦), where x♦y = 1− [(1− x) ∗ (1− y)] for all x, y ∈ X. Also,
note that in every intuitionistic fuzzy metric space M(x, y, .) is non-decreasing and
N(x, y, ·) is non-increasing for all x, y ∈ X.

Let (X, d) be a metric space. Denote a ∗ b = ab and a♦b = min(a + b, 1) for all
a, b ∈ [0, 1] and let Md and Nd be fuzzy sets on X2 × [0,∞) defined as following;

Md(x, y, t) =
htn

htn + md(x, y)
, Nd(x, y, t) =

d(x, y)
ktn + md(x, y)

for all h, k,m, n > 0. Then, (X, Md, Nd, ∗, ♦) is an intuitionistic fuzzy metric space.
In intuitionistic fuzzy metric space (X, M,N, ∗, ♦), define

B(x, r, t) = {y ∈ X : M(x, y, t) > 1− r,N(x, y, t) < r},
for all t > 0 and 0 < r < 1. Let τ(M,N) be the set of all A ⊆ X with x ∈ A if and
only if there exist t > 0 and 0 < r < 1 such that B(x, r, t) ⊆ A. Then, τ(M,N) is a
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topology on X (induced by the intuitionistic fuzzy metric (M, N)). This topology is
Hausdorff and first countable. A sequence {xn}n≥1 in X converges to x if and only
if limn→∞M(xn, x, t) = 1 and limn→∞N(xn, x, t) = 0 for all t > 0, and we denote
it by xn −→ y. It is called a Cauchy sequence if for each 0 < ε < 1 and t > 0, there
exists a natural number n0 such that M(xn, xm, t) > 1 − ε and N(xn, xm, t) < ε
for all m,n ≥ n0. The intuitionistic fuzzy metric space (X, M, N, ∗, ♦) is said to
be complete if every Cauchy sequence is convergent. Also, if f : X −→ X is a
self-map, then we say that f is sequentially continuous whenever xn −→ y implies
f(xn) −→ f(y), for each convergent sequence {xn}n≥1. In fact, as in metric spaces,
continuity of f is equivalent to sequentially continuity of f . Here, we recall the
definition of fuzzy metric spaces.

Definition 1.6. A 3-tuple (X, M, N, ∗,♦) is said to ba a fuzzy metric space if
X is an arbitrary set, ∗ is a continuous t-norm and M is a fuzzy set on X2× [0,∞)
satisfying the following conditions;

(i) M(x, y, t) > 0,

(ii) M(x, y, t) = 1 for all t > 0 if and only if x = y,

(iii) M(x, y, t) = M(y, x, t),

(iv) M(x, y, t) ∗M(y, z, s) ≤ M(x, z, t + s) for all x, y, z ∈ X,s, t > 0,

(v) M(x, y, ·) : (0,∞) −→ [0, 1] is continuous.

We define the neighborhoods B(x, r, t) = {y ∈ X : M(x, y, t) > 1 − r}, for all
t > 0 and 0 < r < 1. The family of these neighborhoods generates a Hausdorff
topology on X which we denote it by τM . In 2006, Gregori, Romaguera and Veera-
mani proved that the topologies τ(M,N) and τM coincide on X ([2; Theorem 2]). In
side of the fact, study of common fixed theory in intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces
is interesting. In the sequel, We will need to the definition of intuitionistic fuzzy
normed spaces.

Definition 1.7. ([7]) The 5-tuple (X,µ, ν, ∗, ♦) is said to ba an intuitionistic
fuzzy normed space if X is a vector space, ∗ is a continuous t-norm, ♦ is a continuous
t-conorm and µ, ν are fuzzy sets on X × (0,∞) satisfying the following conditions
for every x, y ∈ X and t, s > 0;

(i) µ(x, t) + ν(x, t) ≤ 1,

(ii) µ(x, t) > 0,

(iii) µ(x, t) = 1 if and only if x = 0,

(iv) µ(αx, t) = µ(x, t
|α| ) for each α 6= 0,

(v) µ(x, t) ∗ µ(y, s) ≤ µ(x + y, t + s),

(vi) µ(x, .) : (0,∞) −→ [0, 1] is continuous,

(vii) limt→∞ µ(x, t) = 1 and limt→0 µ(x, t) = 0,

(viii) ν(x, t) < 1,

(ix) ν(x, t) = 0 if and only if x = 0,

(x) ν(αx, t) = ν(x, t
|α| ) for each α 6= 0,
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(xi) ν(x, t)♦ν(y, s) ≥ ν(x + y, t + s),
(xii) ν(x, .) : (0,∞) −→ [0, 1] is continuous,
(xiii) limt→∞ ν(x, t) = 0 and limt→0 ν(x, t) = 1.

Then (µ, ν) is called an intuitionistic fuzzy norm on X.
Note that every intuitionistic fuzzy normed space is an intuitionistic fuzzy

metric space. We say that a subset E of X is star-shaped respect to p ∈ X
whenever

γt + (1− γ)p ∈ E

for all t ∈ E and γ ∈ [0, 1].

2. Main Results

Let (X, M, N, ∗, ♦) be an intuitionistic fuzzy metric space. We shall denote
the set of fixed points of a self-map f : X −→ X by Fix(f), that is

Fix(f) = {x ∈ X : f(x) = x}.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, M, N, ∗,♦) be an intuitionistic fuzzy metric space, K >
0 and f, g two self-maps with the property M(g(f(x)), f(g(x)),Kt) ≥ M(g(x), x, t)
for all x ∈ X and t > 0, or N(g(f(x)), f(g(x)),Kt) ≤ N(g(x), x, t) for all x ∈ X
and t > 0. Then, f(g(y)) = g(f(y)) for all y ∈ Fix(g).

Proof. Fix y ∈ Fix(g) and let M(g(f(x)), f(g(x)),Kt) ≥ M(g(x), x, t) for all
x ∈ X and t > 0. Since M(g(y), y, t) = 1, M(g(f(y)), f(g(y)),Kt) = 1 for all t > 0.
Hence, g(f(y)) = f(g(y)) for all y ∈ Fix(g).

Let (X, M,N, ∗, ♦) be an intuitionistic fuzzy metric space, f, g two self-maps
and A = {x ∈ X : f(x) = g(x)}. It is easy to see that f(g(y)) = g(f(y)) for all
y ∈ A if and only if f(y) ∈ A for all y ∈ A.

Proposition 2.2. Let (X,M, N, ∗, ♦) be an intuitionistic fuzzy metric space
and f, g two sequentially continuous self-maps on X. Then, f(Fix(g)) ⊆ Fix(g) if
and only if for each sequence {xn}n≥1 in X such that

lim
n→∞

M(g(xn), y, t) = lim
n→∞

M(xn, y, t) = 1

for some y ∈ X and for all t > 0, we have

lim
n→∞

M(g(f(xn)), f(xn), t) = lim
n→∞

M(g(f(xn)), f(g(xn)), t) = 1.

Proof. First suppose that f(Fix(g)) ⊆ Fix(g) and {xn}n≥1 is a sequence in
X such that

lim
n→∞

M(g(xn), y, t) = lim
n→∞

M(xn, y, t) = 1

and
lim

n→∞
N(g(xn), y, t) = lim

n→∞
N(xn, y, t) = 0,
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for some y ∈ X and for all t > 0. Since g is sequentially continuous, y ∈ Fix(g).
Thus, from sequentially continuity of f and g we have

g(f(xn)) −→ g(f(y)) = f(y), f(g(xn)) −→ f(y) and f(xn) −→ f(y).

Conversely, let x ∈ Fix(g) and xn = x for all n ≥ 1. Then,

lim
n→∞

M(g(xn), x, t) = lim
n→∞

M(xn, x, t) = 1

and
lim

n→∞
N(g(xn), x, t) = lim

n→∞
N(xn, x, t) = 0,

for all t > 0. Hence by assumption,

g(f(x)) = f(x) and g(f(x)) = f(g(x)).

Thus, f(Fix(g)) ⊆ Fix(g).

Lemma 2.3. Let (X, M, N, ∗,♦) be a complete intuitionistic fuzzy metric space,
K a number in (0, 1) and f, g two self-maps on X such that Fix(g) is non-empty
and closed, f(Fix(g)) ⊆ Fix(g) and

M(f(x), f(y),Kt) ≥ M(g(x), g(y), t)

for all x, y ∈ X and t > 0. Then, the set of common fixed points of f and g,
Fix(f, g) := {x ∈ X : f(x) = g(x) = x}, is singleton.

Proof. Since Fix(g) is a non-empty closed subset of X, Fix(g) is complete.
Hence, the restriction of f on Fix(g) satisfies the relations

M(f(x), f(y),Kt) ≥ M(g(x), g(y), t) = M(x, y, t)

for all x, y ∈ Fix(g) and t > 0. Thus by [1; Theorem 7], the restriction of f on
Fix(g) has an unique fixed point x0. Therefore, Fix(f, g) = {x0}.

Theorem 2.4. Let (X, µ, ν, ∗, ♦) be an intuitionistic fuzzy normed space, f, g
two sequentially continuous self-maps such that p ∈ Fix(g), Fix(g) closed and star-
shaped respect to p, closure of f(X) compact, f(Fix(g)) ⊆ Fix(g) and µ(f(x) −
f(y), t) ≥ µ(g(x)− g(y), t) for all x ∈ X and t > 0. Then, Fix(f, g) is non-empty.

Proof. Let {λn}n≥1 be a sequence in (0, 1) such that limn→∞ λn = 1. For each
n ≥ 1, define fn : X −→ X by fn(x) = λnf(x) + (1 − λn)p. Since f(Fix(g)) ⊆
Fix(g) and Fix(g) is star-shaped respect to p, fn(Fix(g)) ⊆ Fix(g) for all n ≥ 1.
Also, µ(fn(x) − fn(y), λnt) = µ(λn(f(x) − f(y)), λnt) ≥ µ(g(x) − g(y), t) for all
x, y ∈ X, n ≥ 1 and t > 0. Hence by Lemma 2.3, Fix(fn, g) = {xn} for some xn ∈
X. But by compactness of closure of f(X), there exists a subsequence {xni}i≥1

such that {f(xni)}i≥1 converges to some element x0 in closure of f(X). Since

xni = fni(xni) = λnif(xni) + (1− λni)p → x0
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and g(xni
) = xni

, the continuity of f and g implies g(x0) = x0 and f(x0) = x0.
Therefore, x0 ∈ Fix(f, g).

The following examples show that there are some applications for common
fixed point theory.

Example 2.1. Let X = [0,∞), d(x, y) = |x − y|, a ∗ b = min{a, b}, a♦b =
max{a, b} (for all a, b ∈ [0, 1]), M(x, y, t) = t

t+d(x,y) , N(x, y, t) = d(x,y)
t+d(x,y) and the

self-maps f, g : X → X defined by

f(x) = 2x, g(x) =
x

1 + x
.

Note that, f(Fix(g)) ⊆ Fix(g) and there is not any K > 0 such that

M(f(x), f(y),Kt) ≥ M(g(x), g(y), t)

holds for all x, y ∈ X and t > 0. But, Fix(f, g) = {0}.
Example 2.2. Let X = R, d(x, y) = |x−y|, a∗b = min{a, b}, a♦b = max{a, b}

(for all a, b ∈ [0, 1]), M(x, y, t) = t
t+d(x,y) , N(x, y, t) = d(x,y)

t+d(x,y) and ϕ1, ϕ2 : X → X

two self-maps. We know that the systems
{

ϕ1(x) = 0
ϕ2(x) = 0

and
{

ψ1(x) = x

ψ2(x) = x
have the

same solutions, where ψ1(x) = ϕ1(x) + x and ψ2(x) = ϕ2(x) + x. Thus if the self
maps ψ1 and ψ2 satisfy the relations ψ1(Fix(ψ2)) ⊆ Fix(ψ2) and

M(ψ1(x), ψ1(y),Kt) ≥ M(ψ2(x), ψ2(y), t)

for some K ∈ (0, 1) and all x, y ∈ X, t > 0, then by Lemma 2.3, the system{
ϕ1(x) = 0
ϕ2(x) = 0

has a unique solution.

Example 2.3. Let X = Rn, a ∗ b = min{a, b}, a♦b = max{a, b} (for all
a, b ∈ [0, 1]), µ(x,y, t) = t

t+‖x−y‖ , ν(x,y, t) = ‖x−y‖
t+‖x−y‖ and ϕ1, ϕ2 : X → X two

self-maps. Put ψ1(x) = ϕ1(x) + x and ψ2(x) = ϕ2(x) + x. If the self maps ψ1 and
ψ2 are sequentially continuous, p ∈ Fix(ψ2), Fix(ψ2) is closed and star-shaped
respect to p, closure of ψ1(X) compact, ψ1(Fix(ψ2)) ⊆ Fix(ψ2) and

µ(ψ1(x)− ψ1(y), t) ≥ µ(ψ2(x)− ψ2(y), t)

for all x,y ∈ X and t > 0, then by Theorem 2.4, the system
{

ϕ1(x) = 0
ϕ2(x) = 0

has at

least one solution.
Example 2.4. Let X = CR([0, 1]), d(f, g) = supx∈[0,1] |f(x) − g(x)|, a ∗ b =

min{a, b}, a♦b = max{a, b} (for all a, b ∈ [0, 1]), M(f, g, t) = t
t+d(f,g) , N(f, g, t) =

d(f,g)
t+d(f,g) and ϕ,ψ : X → X two self-maps defined by

ϕ(f)(x) =
∫ x

0

1
2
f(t) dt, ψ(f) = f,
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for all f ∈ X and x ∈ [0, 1]. Note that, ϕ(Fix(ψ)) ⊆ Fix(ψ) and

M(ϕ(f), ϕ(g),
1
2
t) ≥ M(ψ(f), ψ(g), t)

for all f, g ∈ X and t > 0. By Lemma 2.3, the equation

ϕ(f)(x) =
∫ x

0

1
2
f(t) dt = f(x), for all x ∈ [0, 1],

has not solution except f = 0.
This example show that we can solve some integral equations by using common

fixed point theory.

3. Conclusions

This paper presents two common fixed point results about common fixed point
self-mappings on intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces (Lemma 2.3) and intuitionistic
fuzzy normed spaces (Theorem 2.4) with some contractive conditions. Also, there
is a result about conditions of commuting of two self-maps on intuitionistic fuzzy
metric spaces (Theorem 2.1) and another one about equivalent condition of a basic
condition which has important role in the results of this paper (Proposition 2.2).
The example 2.1 shows that there are self-maps which don’t satisfies in the con-
tractive condition but those satisfy in the result of Lemma 2.3. The examples 2.2
and 2.3 provide an important application of common fixed point theory in solving
of systems of equations in Rn. This shows that common fixed point theory could
be used for solving of systems of differential equations. Finally, the example 2.4
provides another application of the theory in solving of some integral equations. In
general view, the results of this paper guarantee existence of common fixed points,
and so in application view, guarantee existence of solution for systems of equations.

REFERENCES

[1] C. Alaca, D. Turkoglu, C. Yildiz, Fixed points in intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces, Chaos,
Solitons & Fractals, 29 (2006) 1073–1078.

[2] V. Gregori, S. Romaguera, P. Veeramani, A note on intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces, Chaos,
Solitons & Fractals, 28 (2006) 902–905.

[3] V. Gregori, A. Spena, On fixed-point theorems in fuzzy metric spaces, Fuzzy Sets and Sys-
tems, 125 (2002) 245–252.

[4] A. Mohamad, Fixed-point theorems in intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces, Chaos, Solitons &
Fractals 2006, doi:10.1016/j.chaos.2006.05.024.

[5] J.H. Park, Intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces, Chaos, Solitons & Fractals 22 (2004) 1039–1046.

[6] R. Saadati, Notes to the paper “Fixed points in intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces” and its
generalization to L-fuzzy metric spaces, Chaos, Solitons & Fractals 2006, doi:10.1016/j.chaos.
2006.05.005.

[7] R. Saadati, J.H. Park, On intuitionistic fuzzy topological spaces, Chaos, Solitons & Fractals
27 (2006) 331–344.

[8] R. Saadati, A. Razani, H. Adibi, A common fixed point theorem in L-fuzzy metric spaces,
Chaos, Solitons & Fractals 33 (2007) 358–363.



268 Sh. Rezapour

[9] A. Razani, Existence of fixed point for the nonexpansive mappings of intuitionistic fuzzy
metric spaces, Chaos, Solitons & Fractals 30 (2006) 367–373.
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