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The original paper by two of the above authors [1] contains one mistake. The
purpose of this note is to provide correction for that mistake.

Theorem 2.1 of [1] assumes the condition

d(f x,fy) < max
{
d(gx,gy), k[d(f x,gx) + d(fy,gy)]/2,

k[d(fy,gx) + d(f x,gy)]/2
}
, 1 � k < 2. (ii)

The first error occurs in lines 4–7 on page 329 which claim that the inequality

d(f u,ff u) < max
{
d(gu,gf u), k[d(f u,gu) + d(ff u,gf u)]/2,

k[d(ff u,gu) + d(f u,gf u)]/2
} = kd(f u,ff u)

leads to a contradiction. However, this inequality does not lead to a contradiction
unless condition (ii) is slightly modified. To overcome this problem we replace
the condition (ii) of Theorem 2.1 by

d(f x,fy) < max
{
d(gx,gy), k[d(f x,gx) + d(fy,gy)]/2,

[d(fy,gx) + d(f x,gy)]/2
}
, 1 � k < 2. (ii ′)

With the above modification the theorem can be proved along the similar lines
as given in the original one with minor changes in accordance with the replaced
condition (ii′).
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A similar error is involved in lines 10–14 on page 331 which claim that the
inequality

d(Au,AAu) = d(AAu,Bw)

< max
{
d(SAu,T w), k

[
d(AAu,SAu) + d(Bw,T w)]/2,

k[d(AAu,T w) + d(Bw,SAu)]/2
} = kd(AAu,Au)

yields a contradiction. The error can similarly be removed by replacing the
assumption (ii) of Theorem 2.3 by

d(Ax,By) < max
{
d(Sx,T y), k[d(Ax,Sx) + d(By,Ty)]/2,

[d(Ax,Ty) + d(By,Sx)]/2
}
, 1 � k < 2. (ii ′′)

The amended theorem with the above replaced condition can be proved
following the same lines as given in the proof of Theorem 2.3 except slight
changes in accordance with the replaced condition (ii′′).
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