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1. Introduction

Zadeh [1] made the pioneering contribution of introducing fuzzy sets in 1965. In 1975, the integration of metric
space and fuzzy sets led Kramosil et al. [2] to put forward fuzzy metric space. A modified version of this concept is
presented by George et al. [3] to attain Hausdorff topology in this space. The investigation of fixed point theory in the
mathematical framework of fuzzy metric space began with Grabiec’s seminal research [4]. Consequently, researchers
studied various contractions and obtained their fixed point results in these spaces (see [5-9]). Fixed point theory is a
powerful tool that has various applications in different branches of mathematics, engineering, and economics. The
central objective of this theory is to identify the presence and singularity of a solution Yz=z, where Y:Z > Z is a
mapping and Z is a designated abstract space. Assuming € and ® are nonempty closed subsets of Z, if Y : Q2 — ® is non-
self mapping, it is possible to have no solution for Yz = z for any z € Q. In such a scenario, one tries to locate an element
that results in the smallest possible distance between z and Yz. The term best proximity point of Y is used to refer to this
point.

Fan [10] introduced the best approximation theorem in 1969, which asserts that a nonempty compact convex
subset Q of Banach space Z and a continuous mapping P:Q — Z implies the best proximity point of P is present in Q.
This classical result has become a fundamental result in best approximation theory. Since then, research on proximity
point problems has been developed rapidly in metric spaces; for instance, see [11-13]. It can be seen that the best
approximation theorem generalizes the fixed point theorem. Indeed, when Q is equal to ®, the best proximity point is
identical to a fixed point. Recently, researchers have had a great interest in extending the best approximation results to

Copyright ©2024 Zabidin Salleh, et al.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.37256/cm.5220242655

This is an open-access article distributed under a CC BY license
(Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License)
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Co iporary Math tics 1146 | Zabidin Salleh, ef al.



https://www.wiserpub.com/
https://orcid.org/0009-0005-7447-2718
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5877-9051
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0377-7486
http://ojs.wiserpub.com/index.php/CM/
mailto:zabidin@umt.edu.my
https://doi.org/10.37256/cm.5220242655
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

fuzzy metric spaces. In 2013, Vetro et al. [14] demonstrated that non-self mappings with diverse proximal contractions
on fuzzy metric spaces have a unique best proximity point. In non-Archimedean fuzzy metric spaces, Saleem et al. [15]
established some outcomes for optimal coincidence points; see also [16-18] for similar works. By using the concept of
admissible mapping [19] on b-fuzzy metric spaces, Saleem et al. [20] established the presence of optimal coincidence
points for fuzzy (a-n)-generalized and fuzzy (f-y)-generalized proximal contractions.

The focus of this research is to uncover some original best approximation outcomes under a fuzzy metric space
framework. Firstly, we demonstrate the emergence and exclusivity of optimal coincidence points for two variants of
fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-contraction in the fuzzy metric space context. Our results expand and generalize the results
in [14], [17], [20], and [21]. Secondly, we bring forth fuzzy y-proximal contraction and establish the manifestation of
the best proximity point for multivalued mapping satisfying this contractive condition in a complete strong fuzzy metric
space.

2. Preliminaries

This section revisits known definitions that will have significance in this manuscript.

Definition 1. [22] Binary operation *:Z x A — A, in which A = [0, 1] is referred to as continuous #-norm when it
satisfies the conditions below:
1. ex]l =eforeachecA,;
2. eXl = l¥e, (ex])*o = e*(I*0),
3. e<oand/<w implies ex/<o*w acrosse,/, 0, weA,;
4. *is continuous.

Examples for the definition above are e*,;, ] = min{e,/} (minimum #-norm), e*,/ = e-l(product #-norm), and e*;/ =
max {e+/-1,0}(Lukasiewicz t-norm).

The notion of fuzzy metric space from [3] is adopted throughout this research.

Definition 2. [3] Suppose Z is an arbitrary nonempty set, * is a continuous #-norm and I" is a fuzzy set defined on
Z x Z x (0,0) meets subsequent conditions:

FMSI. INw, 8, »x)>0;

FMS2. I['(w, 8, ») =1 for all s> 0 if and only if v = 6,
FMS3. INw, 8, »)=T(6, w, »);

FMS4. [N, 0,x+¢)2T(w, 0, )*'(0, @, ¢);,

FMSS. I'(w, 8, ) :(0,0) — (0,1] is continuous,

forall w, 8, @ € Z and 5, ¢> 0. Then, (Z, T, *) is referred to as fuzzy metric space.
I'(w, 6, 5) represents the extent to which w and 8 are close with respect to s In Definition 2, if we replace FMS4
with the following condition:
FMSé. I o, max{sx,c})2T(w, 6, )*T(0, @, ¢),
for all w, 0, @ € Z and s, ¢> 0, then we said that (Z, I, *) can be viewed as non-Archimedean fuzzy metric space.
Additionally, set ¢ = sc in FMS6, the inequality I'(@, @, ») > T'(@, 6, 5c) * T'(0, @, 5c) holds for every @, 8, @ € Z. In this
context, (Z, I, *) is referred to as strong fuzzy metric space. The next lemma is proven by Grabiec [4].
Lemma 1. [4] Assume that (Z, [, *) is a fuzzy metric space. Then, for any o, 8 in Z, ['(w, 6, - ) is nondecreasing.
Definition 3. [3] Let (Z, I, *) be a fuzzy metric space and {w,} be a sequence in Z. It follows that
1. {w,} is convergent provided there exists w € Z satisfies lim, , I'(®@,, @, »¢) =1 for all s> 0;
2. sequence {w,} is Cauchy provided for each : € (0,1) and s> 0, we have n, € N satisfies ['(w,, ®@,,, ) >1—1 for any
n,mz2ny,
3. (Z,T, %) is considered complete provided each Cauchy sequence in Z converges.
Wardowski [23] defined a class H as follows.
Definition 4. [23] Denote H as the collection of continuous functions 7 : (0, 1]— [0, o) that fulfil the criteria below:
1. nis decreasing on (0,1].
2. neo=0=x=1;
3. given a continuous #-norm *, we have 7(32) +17(g) = 17(3¢ * ) for any s, ¢ € (0,1].
Proposition 1. [23] Suppose (Z, T, *) is fuzzy metric space and n € H. A sequence {w,} in Z is Cauchy implies
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and is implied by for any 7 > 0 and s > 0, one may find n, € N satisfies n(I'(w,, ®,,, »c)) <1 for each m, n = n,.
Definition 5. [14] Suppose Q and ® are nonempty subsets of a fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *). For all s¢ > 0, the sets
Q,(>) and Oy(s¢) is define as:

Q,00)={weQ:I'(w,0,x)=I'(€,0, ) for some 0 € O},
0,(0) ={0€0:I'(w,0,) =I'(€,0, 5) for some w € A}

where
I'Q, 0, »)=sup{l'(a, b, ») forac Qand b € O}.

Also, we have I'(w, Q, »1) =sup,_,['(@, a, 5) for all >z > 0.
Definition 6. [21] Given a function & : Z x Z x (0, ) — [0, ©0). A mapping g :Z — Z is said to be
1. oa-admissible when

a(w,0,x)21= a(go, g0, »x) 21
2.  oag-admissible when
a(gw, g0, »x)>1= a(w, 8, »x) =1,

for any @, @ € Z and » > 0.
Definition 7. [24] A mapping 7 :Q2 — O is considered as a a-proximal admissible provided that for all
@,0, u,veQand s >0,

a(w, 0, x)>1
IF'u,Tw, »2)=T(Q, 0, )= a(y,v, »x)>1.
I'(v,TO, )=T(Q, 0, )

Definition 8. [15] Let Q be a nonempty subset of a fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *). A mapping g : Q — Q is known as
fuzzy isometry if for any @, 8 € Q2 and s > 0, we have

I'(gw, g0, ) =T'(w, 0, ).

Definition 9. [15] Let Q be a nonempty subset of a fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *). A mapping g : QQ — Q is known as
fuzzy expansive if for any w, 8 € Q and s > 0, we have

I'(gw, g0, »)<I'(w, 0, »).

Definition 10. [15] Let Q and ® be nonempty subsets of a fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *). The set ® is referred
to as fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q if for all sequence {6,} in ® and some @< Q in which
I'w, 8,, %) > I'(w, ©, 5). one has w € Q, (»).

A point @’e Q is termed best proximity point if ['(@", Te", 5c) =T (Q, ©, 5) hold for all s > 0.

Definition 11. [16] Let Q and ® be two nonempty subsets of a fuzzy metric space (Z, T, *). A point @"e Q is termed
optimal coincidence point of mappings g and 7, where 7:Q —>® and g: Q - Q if ['(gw’, Tw", ) =T(Q, O, 5) hold
for all 5¢ > 0.

Amini-Harandi et al. [25] generalized fuzzy H-contraction under the setting of fuzzy metric space as follows.

Definition 12. [25] Let (Z, I, *) be a fuzzy metric space. A mapping 7': Z — Z is known as fuzzy H-quasi-contraction
with respect to 77 € H provided that some & € (0, 1) meeting the following criteria:
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N(T(Tw, T, x))<k max{n(F(a), 0,)),n(T(w,Tw, »)),n(T(6,T6, x)),
(1) n(C(@, T8, %)), n(TO, Tw, »))}

for all ®,0 € Z and any s > 0.

3. Coincidence point optimization in fuzzy metric spaces: Fuzzy a-proximal
quasi H-contraction

In the following, we define new proximal contractions within the context of fuzzy metric space.

Definition 13. Let 7: Q2 — ® and a : Zx Z x (0, ©) — [0, ) be mappings. T is known as a fuzzy a-proximal quasi-
H-contraction of type I if for any o, 6, u, v € Q and s > 0, it is possible to find a mapping 77 € H and a constant &k € (0, 1)
such that

P70, 7 =T(Q, 6, %)} = (@, 0, 3 (T (i, v, 5)) < kT (v, @, 0, 3¢) @)
L(v,T0,5)=T(Q, ©, x) o T T
in which T (u, v, , 0, 5¢) = max {n(I'(@, 0, )), 7 (T (@, u, ), 1 (T(6,v,5)), (L0, 1,0))}.

Definition 14. Let 7: Q > 0, g: Q > Q and a : Z x Z x (0, 00) —> [0, «0) be mappings. The pair (g, 7) is known as a
fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-contraction of type II if for any w, 8, u, v € Q2 and s > 0, it is possible a mapping 7 € H and a
constant k € (0, 1) such that

T(gu,Tw,»)=T(Q, O, %)}:> (.0, 00T (g, gv, ) < kT (,v,0,0,52) 3)
I'(gv,TO,)=T(Q,0, ») o e e
in which I (1, v, , 0, 3¢) = max {n(T(®, 0, ) ), n(T(@, 1, 32)), 1 (T (O, v, 3)),1(T (0, u, ))}.

Remark 1. If we let g = I, that is, g is an identity mapping on Q, this results in the fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-
contraction of type II becoming a fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-contraction of type I.

We are now prepared to present and verify our outcomes for fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-contraction in the domain
of fuzzy metric space.

Theorem 1. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *) in which
Q,(x) = and O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q. Assume g:Q — Q and 7: Q) — O satisfying
conditions below:

g is continuous and fuzzy expansive;

both g and T are az-admissible and a-proximal admissible mappings respectively;
(g, T) can be regarded as fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-contraction of type II;

Q,(0) = g(Q,(30)) and T (Q,(30)) < Oy (3¢);

there exist elements w, and w, in Q (¢) satisfying

AEF o e

I'(gw, Tw,, »)=T(Q, 0, ») and a(w,, ®, ») =1

for all 5 >0 and {U(F(a)o, , %l.))} is bounded for any sequence () in (0, ©0) with 2, - 0 as i — oo;

6. if a sequence {w,} in Q satisfying a(®,,®,,,,)>1 whenever neN, > >0 and @, > " asn -, then
a(w,, ", »)=1.

It follows that g and T possess optimal coincidence point w* in Q,(>¢). Furthermore, if for every ", 8" Q,(5¢) such that

INga',Tw', »)=T(Q, 0, »)

S a(w, 0", x)>1 (4)
[(g0,T0", 50) = [(©, ©, )
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for each ¢ > 0, then the optimal coincidence point is uniquely determined.

Proof. Let @, w,€ Q,(5) such that ['(gw,, Tw,, ) =T(Q, ®, ») and a(w,, ®,, ) 21 for all 3¢ > 0. Since Tw, €
T(Q0 (%)) cO,()and Q, c g(QO(%)), there exists @, € Q(sr) for which I'(gw,, Tw,, ) =T'(Q, ®, 5) for all »r > 0.
Seeing that T is a-proximal admissible, for all »c > 0, it follows that

a(w,, w, 7)1
I'go,Tw,, x)=T(Q,0,x) r=a(gw,, gu,, x)=1.
F(nga Ta)]a %) :F(Q’ ®a %)

Since g is ag-admissible, a(gw,, gw,, ») 21 implies a(gw,, gw,, ») =1 for all > > 0. Again, since Tw, € T(Q,(5))
c0,(x) and Q, = g(Q,(>)), there exists w, € Q () for which ['(ga,, Tw,, ») =T'(, ©, ). Seeing that T is
o-proximal admissible, for all sc > 0, it follows that

a(w, o, »x)=1
I'gw,, Tw,, »)=I'(Q,0, ») = a(gw,, gu,, ) =1.
IN'gw, Tw,, »)=1(Q, 0, »)

Since g is ag-admissible, a(gw,, gw,, »c) 21 implies a(w,, @,, 5¢) 21 for all 5z > 0. Repeating this process, we obtain a
sequence {w,} in Q () satisfying

I'gow,,,, T, »)=T(Q,0,x)and a(w,, ®,,, ) 21

for each ne NU {0} and s > 0. Due to the fact that the pair (g, 7) satisfy the conditions of fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-
contraction of type I, using ) with y=w,,v=0,,, =0, , and 6 = @, we have

nd n+1>

a( n 1 n’ %)U(F(gwm n+1’ %)) < kr (0) n+1’ wn 1 n’ J{) (5)

where

I (@, 0,,,0,,0, %) =max{n(T(o,, 0, )10, 0, )7, 0,, ),n([(, o, )}
= max{n(I' (o, , ®,, »)), (F(wH,a) %)) (M@, o,,, )),77(1)}

(M
:max{n( o, ,, O, ) ( @, 1> By ) ( D> ))’0}
(T

S X 77 a)n ]’a) %) n+l’ }
for all »c > 0. By fuzzy expansive property of g and decreasing property of #, we have I'(gw,, gw,.,, ») <I'(®,, ®,,,, >)
and 77(I'(gw,, go,,,, %)) 2 n(T(®,, @,,,, >)) respectively. Therefore, using (5) and a(®, ,, ®,, ) 21 we obtain
n(r(wn’ a)nH’ J{)) (F(g n+1’ J{)) < a( n 1 n’ J{)77 (F(g n’ n+1’ J{))
< kr ( n 12 n+1’ wn 1 n’ %)
Sk maX{ (F( n 1° n’ %))5 (F( n+1’ %))}
which implies
N(0(@,, @,,, ) <k max {n(0(@, . ©,. 5)),1(F(@,, ©,,,. )} ©)

for all s« > 0. If max{ (F( @, |, O,, %)) (F( @, %))} (F( @, %)) for all ¢ > 0, then by inequality (6) and
k €(0,1) we have
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U(F(a}n’ a)n+l’ %)) < kﬂ(r(wn’ a)n+l7 %)) < U(F(a)n’ a)n+l’ J4))

which conflict with our findings. As a result, we obtain max {n(T'(®, ., ®,, %)), n(T(®,, 0,,,, %))} =1(T (o, ., ©,, )
for all »¢ > 0 and inequality (6) becomes

n(r(a)n? a)n+1’ %)) < k’](r(a)n—l’ wn’ %))

for every n e NU {0} as well as s > 0. Employing the inequality above successively for any n € NU {0} and ¢ > 0, we
obtain

n(r(a)n’ @41 %)) < k’](r(a)n-l’ a,, %))
< k277(1"(xn_2, @, , )

which implies that
U(r(wn» @15 %)) < knﬂ(r(woa @, %))
After letting n approach infinity in (7), we yield

%)) =0.

lim n(I(®,, @,.,,
n—0
Our task now is to demonstrate sequence {w,} is Cauchy. Suppose that m,n € N where m > n. Construct a sequence

of positive numbers {a;} that is strictly decreasing in which Z:l a, =1. Subsequently, for all ¢ > 0, we yield

m—1 m—1
No, o,,x)= M[a)n, ®,, —Zai% +Zalxj
i=n i=n

m—1 m—1
> M[wﬂ, ,, 7 —Zai%j*M[w”, ®,, Za[}fj

i=n i=n

=1 *M[a)n, ,, mzlai%)

i=n

2w, o

n+l12

a,x)*(w,,, o

n+2°

an+1%) oo >kl—‘(a)m—v wm’ amfl%)'

By the inequality above, condition (3) from Definition 4 and Equation (7), we yield

A

U(F(wn’ a)m’ %)) - n(r(wnﬂ wn+1’ an%)*r(w @, anﬂ%) oo *r(wm—l’ a)m’ amflx))

n+l n+22

S n(r(a)n’ wn+l’ an%))-'rn(r(wnﬂ a)n+2’ an+1%))+ e +n(r(a)mfl’ a)m’ amfl%))
< kK'n(D(oy, @, a,3))+k""'n(D(@y, o, a,,,2))+ - +k""'n(T(@, @, a,_,))

ikin (C(@y, @, a,)). ®)

As the sequence of positive numbers {a;} is strictly decreasing, by Lemma 1 and the fact # is decreasing, we
can verify that the sequence {77(1"(0)0, , ai%))} is nondecreasing. In addition to that, by condition (5) the sequence is
bounded. As a result, the series Z: k[n(l"(a)o, , ai%)) is convergent. In light of this, for any 7 >0 one can find n, e N

satisfying
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m=1
Zk’n (T(@y, @, a,)) <t whenever m, n>n,, m>n.

i=n

Using the inequality above and (8), we have

77(1—‘([0%’ @,

m>

»x))<t whenever m,n>ny, m>n.

Therefore, by Proposition 1, sequence {w,} is Cauchy.
As Q is closed and (Z, T, *) is complete, there are w"e Q such that

lim I'(w,, ", ) =1

n
n—o

for each »¢ > 0. Note that

IN'gw

n+l>

0,x)2T(gw

1w, 2)=T(Q,0,x)2I(gw,,,,0, ).

+1°

Since g is continuous along with @, — @ as n — oo, this implies that g, — ge" as n — oo. Taking the limit as #n — o
for inequality above, it leads to

I'(go' Tw, »)—>T(gw",0, x).

Since O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q, go’e Q,(>). As QO(%)gg(QO(%)), there exists
u € Q,(5¢) such that g™ = gu. By fuzzy expansive property of g and decreasing property of # on (0,1], we deduce that
for all s >0,

0< n(F(a)*, u, %)) < U(F(gw*, gu, %)) =n1)=0

which implies n(F(w*, u, %)) =0. Furthermore, I'(@", u, 5) = | whenever s > 0, thatis, ® =u € Q(5).
We now show that " represents optimal coincidence point of the g and 7. Since Tw'e T (€, (%)) c O, (), there
exists a point z € Q, (U ) satisfying I'(gz, Tw", ) =T (Q, ©, 5). Given that the pair (g, T) satisfy (3), we have

= a(w,, o, )n(T(gw,,, gz, %)) < kM (o, ", ) )

n

+1° Z, wﬂ’

I'gw,..Tw, x)=1(€,0, x)
[(gz, Tw'", »)=T(Q, O, )
where
M (@,,,2,0,,0", ) =max{y([(@,, 0", 2)),n([(®,, 0,,, ), 7([(@",2,2),7 (0@, ,,, )}

As a(w,, »", ) 21 by condition (6), fuzzy expansive property of g as well as decreasing property of # on (0,1], it
follows that
1(0(@,,, 2, ) <1(T(20,,, &2, 7)) S (@, @, ) (T(8@,,, g2, ) < kM (@, 2, @,, @, 50).

n+l>

Let n — o in the inequality above, these yields

U(F(w*, z, %)) <k max{n(F(z, o, %)), 0, U(F(a)*, z, %)), 77(1)}
=k max{n(r(a)*, 2,30)),0,7(N(@", z, 32)), 0}
<kn(T(@", z,)).
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If U(F(a)*, z, %)) > 0, then we have & = 0 which contradict with the fact that k£ € (0, 1). Thus, # (I'(w”, z, >)) = 0 and we
obtain ['(w", z, »r) = 1 which implies w* = z. Further,

INgw',Tw', x)=T(gz, Tw", »)=T(Q, O, )

which suggests " is an optimal coincidence point of g and 7.

For the uniqueness part, consider 8" Q) (>r) as optimal coincidence point of g and T such that @* # 6". Then, we
have I'(gw", Tw", ) =T(Q, ®, 5) and T(gd",TH", ) =T (Q, O, 5) for all s« > 0. By (4), we have a(@", 8, 5c) 21 for
all ¢ > 0. By (3), fuzzy expansive property of g and decreasing property of #, we have

n(C(e", 07, 50)) <n(T(ge’, 80", 30)) S (@', 0", 3)n (T(gw', 86", 50)) < kM (@', 0", 00", 0", 5¢) (10)
where

M (0,0, 0,0, x)= max{n(F(a)*, o, %)), n(F(a)*, ", %)), n(F(H*, 0, %)), 77(1"((9*, ', %))}

= max {n(D(@", 0", 20)), n (1), n(1), 7 (00", ", ) )|
= max{n(F(a)*, o, %)), 0,0, U(F(w*, o, %))}
=n(I(e", 0", 5)).

From inequality (10) and & € (0, 1), we obtain
n(T(e", 0", 30)) < kn(T(e", 0", 30) ) <n(T(@, 0", )

which is a contradiction. For this reason, the optimal coincidence point is unique.

We present an example below to illustrate the above theorem.

Example 1. Let Z =[0,1]xR, Q={(0,w): >0, e R} and ® ={(1,6):0 >0, 6 € R}. We define a metric d: ZxZ
—[0,0) by

d((a)p 01)’ (a)z’ 02)):\/(5‘)1 _wz)z +(91 _62)2'

Then, (Z, T, *,) is a complete fuzzy metric space with I': Z x Z x (0, ) — [0, 1] is defined as

M@, 0, )= — .
»+d(w, )
We can check that
[(Q, 0, x)=—2—
x+1

for all > > 0. In addition to that, we have Q (30) =Q and ©, (1) =0.7:Q — 0 and g: Q — Q is defined by

T(O, a)) = (1, %j and g(0, @) = (0, Sw).

One can observed that g can be identified as fuzzy expansive, T'(Q,(>)) < ©,(>) and Q, () = g (€, (>¢)) for all > > 0.
For points u = (0, @,), v = (0, w,) € Q, there exist w = (0, 6,), & = (0, 6,) € Q such that
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I'(gu,Tw, )=T(Q,0,sx)and ['(gv, T, ) =T(Q, O, »)
. 6, 6, . 1
forall >z >0if @ = 55 and o, = 55" Consider n(¢) =—-—1 for all ¢ € (0, 1]. Also, define  : Z x Z x (0, ©0) — [0, ) as
S

I, w,8¢e[0,1]x[0, ),
a(w,0,5x)= { )
0, otherwise.
for all s« > 0. We can verify that (g, 7) corresponds to fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-contraction of type II. Consequently,
every criteria of Theorem 1 is fulfilled. Furthermore, (0, 0) in Q,(>¢) is the only coincidence point that is optimal for
both gand 7.
Corollary 1. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *) in which
Q,(>r) # < and O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q. Assume 7" : Q — O satisfying conditions below:
1. Tis a-proximal admissible as well as fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-contraction of type I;
2. T(Qy(5))=0,(3);
3. here exist elements @, and w, in Q(¢) satisfying

I'(gw, Tw,, »)=T(Q,0, ) and a(w,, ®,, ) 21

for all »r >0 and {n(I'(®,, ®,, >,))} is bounded for any sequence {4} in (0, o) with > — 0 as i — oo;

4. if a sequence {w,} in Q satisfying a(w,, ®,,,, ) =1 for every neN, » >0 and w, —» »" as n — oo, then
a(w,, ", x)21.

It follows that T possess best proximity point @* in Q(s¢). Furthermore, if for all »*, 8" € Q,(3¢) such that

[(o', To', ) =T(Q, 6, %)} o
=sa(w, 0,x)>1

(6", TO", »)=T(Q, 0, »)

for each ¢ > 0, then the best proximity point is uniquely determined.

Proof. The deduction follows from Theorem 1 by letting g =1,.

Corollary 2. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *) such that
Q,(») =< and O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q. Assume that g:Q — Q and 7:Q — © satisfying
conditions below:

g is continuous and fuzzy isometry;

both g and T are a,-admissible mapping and a-proximal admissible mappings respectively;
(g, T) can be regarded as fuzzy a-proximal quasi-H-contraction of type II;

0,(0) € 2(Qy9) and T(Q, () < O, ;

there exist elements w, and w, in Q(5¢) satisfying

M.

I'(gw, Tw,, »)=T(Q,0, ») and a(w,, ®,, ) =1

for all 5 > 0 and {n(I'(®w,, @,, »,))} is bounded for any sequence {7} in (0, ©) with s — 0 as i — oo;
6. ifasequence {w,} in Q satistying a(®,, @,,,, ¢) =1 forevery n € N, »c > 0 and w,— w*as n — o then a(w,, @, 3c) 2 1.

n+l?>

It follows that g and T possess optimal coincidence point * in Qy(5¢). Furthermore, if for all ®", 8 € Q,(5¢) such that

[(go', Tw', ) =T(Q, ©, »)

s a(w, 0°,2%)>1 (11)
[(g0',TO", »)=T(Q,0, )

for all »¢ > 0, then the optimal coincidence point is uniquely determined.
Proof. Given that g is fuzzy isometry, for every w, 8 € Q and > >0 we have I'(gw, g6, ) =T'(w, 8, 5c) which
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implies that g exhibit fuzzy expansive property. The conclusion can be derived from Theorem 1.

Corollary 3. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *) in which
Q,(>) =< and O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q. Assume that g:Q — Q and T7': Q2 — O satisfying
conditions below:

1. gis continuous and fuzzy expansive;
2.

M Too)=T@059] )<k, ,6,50 02
2 V’ % - b V’ a)’ b % b
T, T0, ) =T(Q,0,5) | T+ &8 #
where I (u, v, @, 0, 3¢) = max {77(1"((0, 0, %)), 77(F(a), M, %)), U(F(H, v, %)), 77(F(6’, M, %))}, neH and k €(0,1);
3. Q,060c g(QO(%)) and T(Qo(%)) c 0,(5);
4. there exist w, and w, in Qy(sr) satisfying

I'gw,,Tw,, »)=T(Q,0, ») and a(w,, ®,, ) =1

for all ¢ >0 and {77(1"((00, @, %i))} is bounded for any sequence {7} in (0, o) with s — 0 as i — oo;
It follows that the mappings g and T possess unique optimal coincidence point w* in Q( 7).
Proof. The deduction follows from Theorem 1 by letting ar(w, 0, 5¢) =1 whenever o, 0 € Q,(sc) and sz > 0.
Corollary 4. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *) in which
Q,(>r) =< and O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q. Assume that g:Q — Q and T :Q — O satisfying
conditions below:
1. gis continuous and fuzzy expansive;
2. both g and T are a,-admissible mapping and a-proximal admissible mappings respectively;
3.

I'(gu,Tw, ) = T'(Q, 0, x)

= a(w,0,H)n(I'(gu, gv, <kn(M(w,0, ;
T(gv. T8, ) = T(Q. O, 30 ( n(T(gu, gv, »)) <kn(M(@, 6, »))
4. Q) = g(Qy(>)) and T (Q, (30)) < O, (30);
5. there exist elements @, and w, in Qy( ) satisfying

INgw,Tw,, »x)=T'(Q,0, ) and a(w,, »,, ) =1

for all ¢ > 0 and {n(F(wO, @, %I.))} is bounded for any sequence {7} in (0, o) with s — 0 as i — oo;

6. if a sequence {w,} in Q satisfying a(®,, ®,,,, ) >1 whenever neN, > >0 and w, — w" as n — oo, then
a(w,, o, »)=1.

It follows that g and T possess optimal coincidence point @* in Qy(5¢). Furthermore, if for all @, 8" € Q,(>¢) such that

[(go', T, %) =T(Q, O, %)} .

=a(w, 0,x)21 (13)
T'(gt’,T0", ) =T(Q, ®, 5)
for all > > 0, then the optimal coincidence point is uniquely determined.

Proof. The deduction follows from Theorem 1 by letting I'"(u, v, , 6, >) =5 (I (@, 6, »)).

Remark 2. The corollary above is Theorem 1 in Saleem et al [21]. This shows that our result generalizes the existed
results in literature. Note that they didn’t mention anything about condition (6) and Equation (13). However, these
conditions must be included in order to complete their proofs.

Remark 3. Replacing the space with fuzzy b-metric space, Theorem 1 could provide an extension of findings
obtained by Abbas et al. [17] and Saleem et al. [20].
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Corollary 5. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *) in which
Q, () #J and O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q. Assume that g:Q — Q and 7': Q — O satisfying
conditions below:
1. gis continuous and fuzzy expansive;
2.

I'(gu, Tw, x)=T(Q, 0, x)

=n(I'(gu, gv, <kn(I'(w, o, ;
T(gv. 76, 50)=T(C, ©. ) n(T(gu, gv, »)) <kn(T(w, 6, »))
3. Q60 < g(Q,(0)and T(Q,(0)) = O, ();
4. there exist elements w, and @, in Q(s¢) satisfying

I'(go,Tw,, »)=T(Q,0, ) and a(w,, v, »x) =1

for all » > 0 and {77(1"(0)0,0)], %i))} is bounded for any sequence {s;} in (0, ©) with s, — 0 as i — oo,
It follows that g and 7 possess optimal coincidence point @™ in Q7).

Proof. The deduction follows from Theorem 1 by letting a(®, 0, ) =1, T*(u, v, @, 8, c) = n (I(0,0,¢)) whenever
®, 0 €Q, () and s > 0.

Corollary 6. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *) in which
Q,(>) =< and O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q. Assume that 7: Q — ® be mapping satisfying
T(9Q,(3)) = ©,(>r) and

P, To,50) = T, 6,5) } = (v, 50)) < kn(T(@, 6, 5))
I'(v,T0, ) = T'(Q,0, )
where 7 € H and k € (0,1). It follows that 7 possess unique best proximity point o™ in Q(s¢).

Proof. The deduction follows from Theorem 1 by letting a (, 6, ») =1, and I'" (4, v, @, 0, >) =n(I'(@, 6, »)) and
g =1, whenever w, 8 € Q(5) and 5 > 0.

Remark 4. Note that non-Archimedean fuzzy metric spaces implied fuzzy metric space. Therefore, the corollary
above is applicable to the results in Vetro et al. [14] and Saleem et al. [15].

We present an alternate condition for contractive mapping in the result below.

Theorem 2. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete fuzzy metric space (Z, I, *) in which
Q,(x) = and O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q. Let g:QQ > Q and 7: Q) — O satisfies the
following conditions:

1. gis continuous and fuzzy expansive;

2.  both g and T are a,-admissible and a-proximal admissible mappings respectively;
3.

I(gu, Tw, »)=T(Q, ©, »)

aea r ) > S kr* sV ,6, N 14
[(gv,T6, »)=T(Q, O, ) }:a(w %)77( (gu, gv %)) (u,v, w, 0, ) (14)

where 7€ H, k €(0,1) and

(v, 0.0, %):max{n (F(@,6. %))’U(F(a), w1, )1 + T(6, v, %)]]’ [r(e, v, 30 + (o, 4, %)]j’

1+ T(u,v, ») 1 + I (w, 8, x)

L', u, )1 + T(w, u, )] ||.
1 + I, 6, ) ’

4. Q,(0)c g(Q0 (%)) and T(Q0 (%)) c 0O, ()
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5. there exist elements w, and w, in Qy(37) such that
I(gw, T, »)=T(Q, 0, ) and a(®,, @, ) >1

for all s> 0 and {U(F(wo, w, %,.))} is bounded for any sequence {sz} in (0, o) with sz — 0 as i — oo;
6. ifasequence {w,} in Q satisfying a(w,, ®,,,, ) 21 whenever n€ N, 5 >0 and w,— " as n — oo, then a(w,, @",
x)21.

It follows that g and T possess optimal coincidence point w* in (). Furthermore, if for all ®", 8" € Q,(3¢) such that

Tgw',Tw', 5)=T(Q,©, ) .
L =a(@,0, x)=1
['(gld,TO", »)=T(Q, 0, x)
for each ¢ > 0, then the optimal coincidence point is uniquely determined.
Proof. The present theorem is proven using methodology as Theorem 1 with the replacement of (3) with (14).
Additionally, on (5), we have I'(w,, @, ,, @, ,, ®,, >) changed as follows:

n-1°

* r 5 5 1+T 5 5
T (a)n’ ®,,0, 0, %):max {U(r(%p o, %))’77( ((0,14 i‘):— 1—%‘()(5 +a) (CO" @, %)] j’

n> “n+l?

»)

1+I(w, ,, ,, 5) 1+ (@, ,, ,, 5)

n n

n[nwn, ®,.., )+T(w, , @, )] J (r(wn, @, )1 +T (@, , @, )] J}

=max{n(L(®,_, ®, %)), n(0(®,, ©, %)), 7(0(®, 0,,, 2)),n(1)}
=max {7(T(0,,, 0, #)),1(T(0,,, 0, #),1(T(0, o,,, 7)), 0]
<max {7(T(@, ,, ,, 2)),7(T(@, @,,, 7))}

for each s> 0.

For the next result, we relax the contractive condition further and establish the presence of unique optimal
coincidence point for such contraction with continuous #-norm restricted to * ;.

Theorem 3. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete fuzzy metric space (X, M, *,,)) in a way
that Q (>c) = & and O is fuzzy approximately compact with respect to Q. Let g: Q2 — Q and T : QQ — © meet conditions
below:

1. gis continuous and fuzzy expansive;
2. both g and T are a,-admissible and a-proximal admissible mappings respectively;
3.

T(gu, To, ) =T(Q, O, .
(git, T, 2) =T 020 | 0,0, 50 (T gv. ) KT (v 0, 6. 50), (15)
I'(gv,T,»x)=T(Q,0, »)
where (4, v, @, 0, 5¢) = max {n(T(@, 6, 30)), 7 (D@, 1, ), 7 (D0, v, )), 7 (L6, g1, ), (T (@, v, 2:0))}.p € H
and £ €(0,1);
0,69) € g(Q, () and T (9, (9)) < O, (2);
5.  there exist elements w, and w, in Q,(3¢) such that

I'(gw, Tw,, »)=I(Q,0, ») and a(w,, @, ») 21
for all 5> 0 and {n(l"(a)o, @, %,-))} is bounded for any sequence {5} in (0, o) with 3z, - 0 as i — oo;

6. if a sequence {w,} in Q satisfying a(w,, ®,,,, >¢) =21 whenever n €N, »c >0 and w, — ®"as n — o« it follows that
a(w,,o,x)=>1.

n>
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It follows that g and T possess optimal coincidence point w* in Qq( ). Furthermore, if for all ®", 8" € Q,(3¢) such
that

Igw',Tw', 2)=T(Q, 0, x) .
Sa(w,0,x)>1
I'(g6,TH, »)=T(Q, O, )
for all > > 0, then the optimal coincidence point is uniquely determined.
Proof. The present theorem is proven using methodology as Theorem 1 with the replacement of (3) with (15).
Additionally, on (5), we have I'"(w, ®, ,, ®,, ») changed as follows:

rH-l’ n—1°

(@, ®,,, 0, ®, )

= max {n(F(®, ,, 0,, %)), 1(T(@, ,, ®,, 7)), 1([(@,, 0, 2)),1(T(@,, ®,, ), 1(T(®,,0,,, 2:))}
<max{n(F(w, ,, ®,, »)),7(T aalnm,%»,n( nﬂyzn n(),7(T(@, , ®,, ) *T(@,, @,.,, 7))}
< max {7 (T (e, pw,,,%)),n( ,Hl,%)),n(mm{r( 0, 1, 0, %), T(®,,0,,,2)})|

< max {7 (0(@,., @, 7)), 1(D(@,, @, )|

Remark 5. The above theorem extends Amini-Harandi et al. work [25] from fixed point theory to best proximity
point theory. Note that if fuzzy metric space imposes non-Archimedean property, then arbitrary #-norm can be applied
for the result above.

4. Best proximity points of multivalued proximal contraction in strong fuzzy
metric spaces: Fuzzy y-proximal contraction

The current section deals with obtaining the best proximity point outcome for new multivalued proximal
contraction within the parameters of strong fuzzy metric space. Our starting point is the definition of Hausdorff fuzzy
metric, along with a lemma by Rodriguez-Lopez et al. [26].

Definition 15. [26] Let K(Z) consist all non-null compact subsets of Z. For any @ € Z and QO, © € K(Z), we define
the Hausdorff fuzzy metric derived from the fuzzy metric I in the following way:

H(Q, 0, )= min{ing [(a,©, ), inf (@, b, %)}

for each s> 0, where I'(@, Q, ») =sup,_, I'(®, a, x).
Lemma 2. [26] Considering a fuzzy metric space, (Z, I,*). Assume that a € Z, © € K(Z) as well as > > 0, one can
find 5, € O satisfying I'(a, ©, 5c) =I'(a, b, 5).
Next, we have a class W given by Mihet [27].
Definition 16. [27] Denote WV as the collection of continuous function y :[0,1] — [0, 1] that meet requirements
below:
1.y is nondecreasing function;
2. w(g)>¢ forallg e (0,1);
3. w(0)=0and y(1)=1;
4. lim,__y"(¢)=1 forall ¢ €(0,1), where y" refers to the mapping obtained by composing y with itself n times.
Definition 17. [28] Nonempty subsets Q, ® of (Z, I,*) in which Q # & are considered. The fuzzy weak P-property
is attributed to the pair (Q2, ®) if and only if

F(a)l, 0, %)ZF(Q, o, %)

o, o, x)>T(0,0,
[ (w,, 0, )=T mﬁﬂﬁj(“%”)(‘Z”
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forall o, w, €Q,, 6,6, € 6, and > > 0.

We define a new fuzzy proximal contraction for multivalued mapping as follow.

Definition 18. A multivalued mapping 7 : Q — K(®) is identified as fuzzy y-proximal contraction provided that at
least one i € ¥ exists such that for all @,0 € Q2 and s > 0,

H(Two,T6, x)2y (T (w,0, x)).

Our task now is to prove the appearance of optimal proximity point on multivalued mapping with such contractive
condition within the context of strong fuzzy metric space.

Theorem 4. Given that Q, ® are nonempty closed subsets of a complete strong fuzzy metric space (Z, I,*) in which
Q, () #D. Consider T': Q — K(0) that meet the following conditions:
1. Tis acontinuous fuzzy y-proximal contraction,
2. T(w) < 0,() for each w € Q;(5¢) and » > 0,
3. The fuzzy weak P-property is present in the pair (Q, ©).
Consequently, best proximity point of 7' can be found in Q.

Proof. As Q, () # J, select an arbitrary element @, € Q(5¢) and choose 6, € Tw,. Since 6, € Tw, = O (s¢) for each
2> 0, one can find o, € Q(s2) such that I'(@,, 8, 22) =T'(Q2, ©, »). If 6, e Tw,, then

I'Q,0,x)2lw,Te, ») 20,0, x)=T(Q,0, »x)

which implies I'(@w,, Te,, ) =I'(€2, O, 5¢) and T attains its best proximity point at »,. Now consider the case where
0, ¢ Tw,. Since T is fuzzy y-proximal contraction, it follows that

[0, Tw,, x)2HTw,Tw,, x) 2y (T(0, o, %)) (16)
for all s> 0. Given that Tw, is compact, by Lemma 2, one can find 8, € Tw, in a way that
6, Tw, »)=I(6,, 6,, ») 17)
for all ¢ > 0. From (16) and (17), we obtain
I8, 0,,x)= y/(F(a)O, , %)) (18)
for all »¢> 0.
Again, as 8, e Tw, < ©,(32), one can find @, € Q3 (s¢) such that I'(@,, 8,, 5c) =T(Q, O, 5) for each s> 0. If v, = w,,
then

T(Q, ©, ) > T (@, Ta, ) > T(@, 6,, ) =(w, 0, ) =T(Q, ©, ).

Thus, we have T'(w,, Tw,, ) =T(Q, ®, 5) for all > > 0 and T attains its best proximity point at w,. Suppose
@, # w,, the fuzzy weak P-property of (L2, ®) leads to

[N, 6, x)=T(Q,0, x)

=, v, %) 2T(6, 6, 19
F(a)zsgz’ %)ZF(Q, @, %)} ( P72 %) ( 172 %) ( )

for all > > 0. From (18) and (19), it is evident that
Nw, o,, ) 2 W(F(a)o’ @, %))

for all 5¢ > 0. Assume that 8, ¢ T'w,, otherwise T attains its best proximity point at c,. By the contractive contraction of 7,
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[(0,, Tw,, )2 H(Tw, To,, ) 2y (o, o, x)) (20)
for all sc> 0. Since Tw, is compact, by Lemma (2), it is possible to find a point 8, € Tw, satisfying
I'(0,, Tw,, »)=1(6,, 0,, ») 21)
for each s > 0. Using (20) and (21), it follows that
[(6,,6,, ) >y (I(w, w,, >)) forall 5 >0. (22)

Since 6, € Tw, < © (), one can find w, € Q(5¢) such that ['(w,, 8, »r) =I(Q, O, 5) for each s > 0. Suppose o, # @;
otherwise, T attains its best proximity point at w,. The fuzzy weak P-property of (Q2, ®) give us

Nw,, 6,, ) =I(€2, O, 5)

[, w, ) 21(0,, 6,, 3
T(wgﬂs,%):r(fz,@,%)}j (@,, 0y, 5) 21(0,, 0;, 52) (23)

for all »¢ > 0. From (22) and (23), we have
N, @y, ) 2 V/(r(xls @,, %))

Continuing in this manner, we obtain two sequences, {®,} € Q,(»)and {6} € ®,(5c) for each neN and s >0
satisfying:

lLow 20,
2.0, eTw, ,and 0, ¢ Tw,;
3.1 (w,,0,,0) =T (Q, O, »).

Also, it can be observed that

r(a)n’ a)n+]’ %) 2 l//(r(a)n—]’ a)n’ %)) (24)
for each s> 0 and n € N. Successively apply (24) will leads to

N, @, %) 2y([(@, , @, 5))
> y/z(F(x,H, o, %))
>, ..
>y (T(wy, @, >))
for each > > 0 and n € N. Considering the above inequality as n — oo, it becomes clear that

lim Mo, ®

neo0 n> “n+l>

x)=1 Vix>0.

Now, we will show that {,} and {0,} are Cauchy sequences. Let z € (0, 1) as well as m,n € N and m > n.
Then

No, o, <)2T(o, o

n+1°

2 l//n(r(wm @, %)) * '//Hl(r(a)()a @, J’f)) Heok V/m_l(r(wm @, %))

)*w,,, o

n+l> " n+2°

x)x-*x o, 0, %)

Taking limit as n, m — o in inequality above, it is evident that
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lim T'(o

n’
n, m—>%0

w,,»x)=1.
Therefore, given every z € (0,1) and 5¢ > 0 one can find #, € N satisfying I'(®w,, ®,, ) >1—1 for each m > n > n,. It can
be inferred that {®,} is Cauchy. A similar approach is applied to show sequence {6,} is Cauchy.

Since Q, © are closed and (Z, T,*) is complete, there exist w’e Q and "€ O satisfying @, — @" and 6, — 0. As
[(®,, 0, 3)=T(Q, 0, 5) for every ne N, we deduce that ['(@", 8, ) =T(Q, ©, 5c). Owning to the continuity of 7, it

can be shown that 7w, — Tw" as n — . We will show that 8" T®". Note that

M@,To

n?

x)2H(Tw

n

T, x)2y(N(o,,, 0, %))
For inequality above, taking limit as » — oo and it leads to
IO, T, x)=y1)=1
which implies 6" Tw". Furthermore,
I'(Q,0,x)2T(0, To', ») 2T (0", 8", ) =T (A4, B, )
which implies that T'(@°, Tw®, ) =T(Q, ©, 5¢). Hence w qualifies as best proximity point of 7.
The practical application of Theorem 4 can be exemplified by example below.

Example 2. Consider Z = [0, o] and a fuzzy metric I" defined as follow:

(@, 0, 3) = -2inie, 0
o max{w, 6}

for all w, 0 € Z and s > 0. Clearly, (Z, I,*,) forms a strong fuzzy metric space. Consider Q = [0,10] and © = [0, 5]. It is
obvious that I'(Q, ©, ) =1, (>¢) =[0, 5] and 6, = [0,5]. Let y € ¥ define by w(0)= Jo, where ¢ €[0,1]. Moreover,
let continuous multivalued mapping 7' : Q — K(®) define by

T(@) =[JoNo+2], oeQ.

It is straightforward to see that (€2, ®) exhibits fuzzy weak P-property. Also, we have T (a)0 ()9, (%)) for all » > 0.
Now, to verify T is the desired contraction, we shall consider the following cases for every w, 0 € Q and » > 0:
Case 1.Jw+2 <J6. We yield

F(a,T@,%)zsupF(a,b,%)zi

beTO \/g
ﬁ No+2

I'(a, T, )= . Likewise, we have inf, _,, I'(Tw, b, 1) = .
Jo - VO +2

for all a € Tw. From this, we can infer that inf

acTw

As a result, we have

H(Tw,TO,x)= min{ inf I'(a, T8, %),/inrfg I'Tw,b, %)}

:min{ﬁ _a)+2}
Jo ' Jo+2

_Jo
Vo
> t//(F(a), 0, x)).
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Case 2. No <O <Jo+2. We yield inf,_, I'(a, T8, ») :%. In addition, we observe that inf, _,,['(Tw, b, »c) =

No+2
. As aresult, we have
NO+2

H(Tw,TO, )= min{ ian I'(a,TO, %),bin]f&F(Ta), b, %)}

— min {ﬁ _‘M}
Vo' Jo+2
o

NG

2y (M (w, 0, »)).

Case 3.0 <N <0 +2. We yield inf, _, I'(a,T0, )= \/Hii In addition, we observe that inf, _,,I'(Tw, b, )
o+

= TH As a result, we have
w

HTw,TO, )= min{ ian I'(a,TO, %),Iinf(}l"(Ta), b, %)}

.{m@}

=min ,——
No+2 \/5

_Jo
Jo
>y (D(®, 0, %)),

Cased.\O0+2 < «/5 . It can be seen that

b

I'(Tw, b, »c)=sup I'(a, b, )=

aelTw \/5

for all b € T'6. This implies that inf, _.,I'(Tw, b, ») :%. Likewise, we have inf ., I'(a,T6, »)= 0+2

acT o

. As a result,
10} No+2
we have

H(Tw,T6,x)= min{ in;f ['(a, T8, »), bianHF(Ta), b, %)}

—min{—\/m ﬁ}
—MN a2 Ve

_No
Jo
2y (T(w, 6, x)).

Consequently, all conditions of Theorem 4 holds which implies that 7 admits optimal point of closest proximity in €.
It is to be remarked that [1, 2] {0} are the best proximity points of 7.

iporary Math tics

1162 | Zabidin Salleh, ef al.



Acknowledgments

The authors are thankful to the Ministry of Higher Education Malaysia and Universiti Malaysia Terengganu
for providing partial support for this research through the fundamental research grant scheme (FRGS) project code
FRGS/1/2021/STG06/UMT/02/1 and vote no. 59659.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare no competing interests in this study.

References

[1] Zadeh LA. Fuzzy sets. Information and Control. 1965; 8(3): 338-353. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0019-9958(65)90241-X.

[2] Kramosil I, Michalek J. Fuzzy metrics and statistical metric spaces. Kybernetika. 1975; 11(5): 336-344. Available
from: https://www.kybernetika.cz/content/1975/5/336/paper.pdf.

[3] George A, Veeramani P. On some results on fuzzy metric spaces. Fuzzy Sets and Systems. 1994; 64(3): 395- 399.
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0114(94)90162-7.

[4] Grabiec M. Fixed points in fuzzy metric spaces. Fuzzy Sets and Systems. 1988; 27(3): 385-389. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0114(88)90064-4.

[5] Gopal D, Vetro C. Some new fixed point theorems in fuzzy metric spaces. lranian Journal of Fuzzy Systems. 2014;
11(3): 95-107. Available from: https://doi.org/10.22111/ijfs.2014.1572.

[6] Raki¢ D, Mukheimer A, DoSenovi¢ T, Mitrovi¢ ZD, Radenovi¢ S. On some new fixed point results in fuzzy b-metric
spaces. Journal of Inequalities and Applications. 2020; 2020: 99. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1186/s13660-
020-02371-3.

[7] Hu XQ. Common coupled fixed point theorems for contractive mappings in fuzzy metric space. Fixed Point Theory
and Applications. 2011; 2011: 363716. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1155/2011/363716.

[8] Mehmood F, Ali R, Ionescu C, Kamran T. Extended fuzzy b-metric spaces. Journal of Mathematical Analysis.
2017; 8(6): 124-131. Available from: http://ilirias.com/jma/repository/docs/JIMA8-6-9.pdf.

[9] Hong SH. Fixed points for modified fuzzy w-contractive set-valued mappings in fuzzy metric space. Fixed Point
Theory and Applications. 2014; 2014: 12. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1186/1687-1812-2014-12.

[10] Fan K. Extensions of two fixed point theorems of F. E. Browder. Mathematische Zeitschrift. 1969; 112(3): 234-240.
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01110225.

[11] Ali MU, Ansari AH, Khammahawong K, Kumam P. Best proximity point theorems for generalized a-y-proximal
contractions. In: Anh LH, Dong LS, Kreinovich V, Thach NN. (eds.) ECONVN 2018: Econometric for Financial
Applications. Studies in Computational Intelligence, vol 760. Cham: Springer; 2017. p.341-352. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-73150-6_27.

[12] Gabeleh M, Plebaniak R. Global optimality results for multivalued non-self mappings in b-metric spaces. Revista
de la Real Academia de Ciencias Exactas, Fisicas y Naturales. Serie A. Matemdticas. 2018; 112(2): 347-360.
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s13398-017-0383-x.

[13] Kirk WA. Some recent results in metric fixed point theory. Journal of Fixed Point Theory and Applications. 2007; 2:
195-207. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11784-007-0031-8.

[14] Vetro C, Salimi P. Best proximity point results in non-Archimedean fuzzy metric spaces. Fuzzy Information and
Engineering. 2013; 5(4): 417-429. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12543-013-0155-z.

[15] Saleem N, Abbas M, Raza Z. Optimal coincidence best approximation solution in non-Archimedean fuzzy
metric spaces. Iranian Journal of Fuzzy Systems. 2016; 13(3): 113-124. Available from: https://doi.org/10.22111/
1jf5.2016.2433.

[16] Raza Z, Saleem N, Abbas M. Optimal coincidence points of proximal quasi-contraction mappings in non-
Archimedean fuzzy metric spaces. Journal of Nonlinear Sciences and Applications. 2016; 9(6): 3787-3801.

Volume 5 Issue 2|2024| 1163 Contemporary Mathematics


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0019-9958(65)90241-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0019-9958(65)90241-X
https://www.kybernetika.cz/content/1975/5/336/paper.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0114(94)90162-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0114(88)90064-4
https://doi.org/10.22111/ijfs.2014.1572
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13660-020-02371-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13660-020-02371-3
https://doi.org/10.1155/2011/363716
http://ilirias.com/jma/repository/docs/JMA8-6-9.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/1687-1812-2014-12
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01110225
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-73150-6_27
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13398-017-0383-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11784-007-0031-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12543-013-0155-z
https://doi.org/10.22111/ijfs.2016.2433
https://doi.org/10.22111/ijfs.2016.2433

Available from: http://doi.org/10.22436/jnsa.009.06.28.

[17] Abbas M, Saleem N, Sohail K. Optimal coincidence best approximation solution in b-fuzzy metric spaces.
Communications in Nonlinear Analysis. 2019; 6(1): 1-12. Available from: https://www.cna-journal.com/
article 90157.html.

[18] Latif A, Saleem N, Abbas M. a-optimal best proximity point result involving proximal contraction mappings in
fuzzy metric spaces. Journal of Nonlinear Sciences and Applications. 2017; 10(1): 92-103. Available from: http://
doi.org/10.22436/jnsa.010.01.09.

[19] Samet B, Vetro C, Vetro P. Fixed point theorems for a-w-contractive type mappings. Nonlinear Analysis: Theory,
Methods & Applications. 2012; 75(4): 2154-2165. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2011.10.014.

[20] Saleem N, Abbas M, Sohail K. Approximate fixed point results for (a — #)-type and (8 — y)-type fuzzy contractive
mappings in b-fuzzy metric spaces. Malaysian Journal of Mathematical Sciences. 2021; 15(2): 267-281. Available
from: https://mjms.upm.edu.my/fullpaper/2021-May-15-2/Saleem,%20N.-267-281.pdf.

[21] Saleem N, Abbas M, De la Sen M. Optimal approximate solution of coincidence point equations in fuzzy metric
spaces. Mathematics. 2019; 7(4): 327. Available from: https://doi.org/10.3390/math7040327.

[22] Schweizer B, Sklar A. Statistical metric spaces. Pacific Journal of Mathematics. 1960; 10(1): 313-334. Available
from: http://doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1960.10.313.

[23] Wardowski D. Fuzzy contractive mappings and fixed points in fuzzy metric spaces. Fuzzy Sets and Systems. 2013;
222: 108-114. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2013.01.012.

[24] Latif A, Hezarjaribi M, Salimi P, Hussain N. Best proximity point theorems for a-y-proximal contractions in
intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces. Journal of Inequalities and Applications. 2014; 2014: 352. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1186/1029-242X-2014-352.

[25] Amini-Harandi A, Mihet D. Quasi-contractive mappings in fuzzy metric spaces. Iranian Journal of Fuzzy Systems.
2015; 12(4): 147-153. Available from: https://doi.org/10.22111/ijfs.2015.2090.

[26] Rodriguez-Lopez J, Romaguera S. The Hausdorff fuzzy metric on compact sets. Fuzzy Sets and Systems. 2004;
147: 273-283. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2003.09.007.

[27] Mihet D. Fuzzy y-contractive mapping in non-Archimedean fuzzy metric spaces. Fuzzy Sets and Systems. 2008;
159(6): 739-744. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2007.07.006.

[28] Sezen MS, Isik H. Some new fuzzy best proximity point theorems in non-Archimedean fuzzy metric spaces.
Journal of Computational Analysis and Applications. 2021; 29(4): 712-726.

ary Math tics 1164 | Zabidin Salleh, ef al.

/


http://doi.org/10.22436/jnsa.009.06.28
https://www.cna-journal.com/article_90157.html
https://www.cna-journal.com/article_90157.html
http://doi.org/10.22436/jnsa.010.01.09
http://doi.org/10.22436/jnsa.010.01.09
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2011.10.014
https://mjms.upm.edu.my/fullpaper/2021-May-15-2/Saleem,%20N.-267-281.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3390/math7040327
http://doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1960.10.313
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2013.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1186/1029-242X-2014-352
https://doi.org/10.22111/ijfs.2015.2090
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2003.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2007.07.006

