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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to prove some common fixed point theorems for four pair of weakly commuting mappings using multiplicative
b-metric spaces. Our results obtained in this paper improve, extend and unify some related results in the literature.
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1. Introduction

The major solution of nonlinear problem of applied mathematics can be change into one of the form of find the solution of nonlinear operator
equations (e.g. nonlinear integral equations, boundary value problem for nonlinear ordinary and partial differential equations) which can be
created in terms of, a point which remains unchanged under the given nonlinear operator of infinite dimensional space into itself, this point is
called fixed points throughout thesis the set of fixed point is denoted F(T) = u € 2 : Tu = u. The study of fixed point and common fixed
point has been a subject of great interest since Banach [1] proved the Banach contraction principle in 1922.

In the past year many authors generalized the Banach contraction principle in various space as symmetric spaces, partial metric space, cone
metric space etc.

In 1976, Jungck [4] used the notion of commuting mappings to prove the existence of a common fixed point theorems on a metric space
(Z°,p). Many authors have invested various concept of commuting maps, like weakly commuting maps in 2008. Bashirov [2] introduced the
notion of multiplicative metric space and studied the concept of multiplication calculus and proved the fundamental theorem of multiplicative
calculus.

In 2012, Ozavsar et al.[6] investigated the multiplicative metric space by remarking its topological properties and introduced the concept of
contraction mapping and some fixed-point theorem of multiplicative, contraction mappings on multiplicative metric space. They recently
proved a common fixed-point theorem for four self-mappings in multiplicative metric space. Kang[5] introduced the notion of compatible
mappings and its various types in multiplicative metric space and proved some common fixed-point theorem for these mappings in his paper.
We present some Definition and result in common fixed-point theorem for commuting mappings in complete multiplicative b-metric space.
For, we have introduced the notion of b-metric in multiplicative metric space.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. [3] Let 2  be a nonempty set. A multiplicative metric is a function p : 2" x 2~ — %7 satisfying the following conditions:
() p(u,v) > 1forall u,v € 2 and p(u,v) = 1if and only if u = v;

(i) p(u,v) = p(v,u) forall u,v € 2,

(iii) p (u,v) < p(u,w)p(w,v) for all u,v € 2 ,(multiplicative triangle inequality).

We use the following Definition for our main result:

Definition 2.2. Let X be a nonempty set. A multiplicative b-metric is a mapping p : 2~ x 2 — R satisfying the following conditions:
[B1] p(u,v) > 1forall u,v € 2 and p(u,v) =1 if and only if u = v;

[B2] p(u,v) = p(v,u) forallu,v e 2;

[B3] p(u,v) < blp(u,w).p(w,v)] for all u,v,w € 2" (multiplicative triangle inequality). where b > 1.
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Definition 2.3. [3] Let (27, p) be a multiplicative metric space, {u,} be a sequence in 2" and u € Z". If for every multiplicative open
ball B¢ (1) = {v | p(u,v) < €}, € > 1, there exists a natural number .#” such that n > .4, then u,, € B(u). The sequence {u, } is said to be
multiplicative converging to u, denoted by u, — u (n — o).

Definition 2.4. [3] Let (27, p) be a multiplicative metric space and {u,} be a sequence in 2. The sequence is called a multiplicative
Cauchy sequence if it holds that for all € > 1, there exists N € .4 such that p (uy,,un,) < € for all m,n > A"

Definition 2.5. [3] We call a multiplicative metric space complete if every multiplicative Cauchy sequence in it is multiplicative convergence
touec 2.

Definition 2.6. [3] Suppose that S, T are two self-mappings of a multiplicative metric space (Z°,p); S, T are called commutative mappings
if it holds that for all u € 2", STu = T Su.

Definition 2.7. [3] Suppose that S, 7 are two self-mappings of a multiplicative metric space (27,p); S,T are called weak commutative
mappings if it holds that for all u € 2, p(STu, T Su) < p(Su,Tu).

Definition 2.8. [3] Let (2, p) be a multiplicative metric space. A mapping f : 2 — £ is called a multiplicative contraction if there exists
areal constant A € [0, 1) such that p(f(u1), f(uz)) < p(ul,uz)}b forall u,v e Z .

Proposition 2.9. [6] Let (2", p) be a multiplicative metric space, {u,} be a sequence in 2" and u € 2. Then {u,} — u (n — o) if and
only if p(uy,u) — 1 (n— ).
Proposition 2.10. [6] Let (.27, p) be a multiplicative metric space, {u, } be a sequence in X and u € 2. Then {u,} is a multiplicative

cauchy sequence if and only if p (u,,uy) — 1 (n,m — o).

Proposition 2.11. [6] Let (2", p,) be a multiplicative metric space, {u,} and {v,} be two sequences in 2" such that u, — u,v, = v (n—
o), u,v € 2. Then p(up,vy) — p(u,v) (n—oo).

3. Main Results

In this section we will present fixed point theorem for contractive mapping in the setting of multiplicative b-metric spaces:

Theorem 3.1. Let S,T,A and B be self-mappings of a complete multiplicative metric space X ; which satisfy the following conditions:
(i))SZ CBZ ., TZ CAZ;

(ii) A and S are weak commutative, B and T also are weak commutative;

(iii) One of S, T , A and B is continuous;

(iv) p(Su,Tv) < [k{max{p (Au,Bv), p(Au,Su),p(Bv,Tv), p(Su,Bv), p(Au,Tv), p*(Au,Bv), p* (Su,Tv)} }|*,

where A € (07%) Yu,ve 2,

where p* (Au,Bv)=min{1, p(Au,Bv)}, p*(Su,Tv)=min{1,p(Su,Tv)}.

Then S,T,A and B have a unique common fixed point.
i (mn)

Where b > 1 such that limy, p—ye (kb) T =1.

Proof: Since S2° CBZ ', and T(Z') CAZ , for an arbitrary chosen point ug in 2~ we obtain u in 2. For this u; € 2", we may obtain
up € Z; etc. Continuing in this way we obtain a sequence {v,} € 2,

Juy, € 2 such that Tu; = Auy =vy,... ;

Jupyr1 € 2 such that Buypi1 = vy,

Jugpio € Z such that Tuzpi1 =Auppi2 =Vopits... ; Vn=0,1,2....c0.

define a sequence {v,} € Z". Now

putting u = up,,, v = up,+1 in condition (iv) we obtain

In order to show {v,} a Cauchy sequence, let us put uy, for x, and uy,1 for y in condition (iv), and using (1) we have;

P (van;vant1) = p(Suon, Tuzpt)
< {kmax{p(Auzn, Buzyy1), P (Auz, Suzy), P (Buzyt 1, Tuons1), P (Sttzn, Bugpy 1),

P (A, Ttz 1), p* (Autzy, Btz 1), p* (Sutzy, Tuyi1) } 1

< {kmax{p(van—1,v20): P (Van—1:v2n)s P (V2n: V2n+1): P (Vans Van)s P (Van—1,V2n+1);

P (van—1,v20): P (Vans vans1)

< {kmax{bp (van—1,v2n)-P (V2n;V2n+1)s 1,6p (van—1,v20)-P (Vans V2n41), 6P " (Van—1,v2n)-

P* (Vo Vans1)s b (Van—1,v20) P " (Van,vans1 }

= [k (max{bp (vau_1,v20) - p(vau,vans 1) D", (using Bl,as p(u,v) > 1Vu € 2)

=k bH [p (van-1,v20)1* [P (van, van1)]-
= p'H(van,vans1) < kﬁb’l LIPA(VZn—hVZn)
= p(van,vant1) < (kD) pTT (vou—1, V).
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Let % =h, where A € (0,1) then
P(v2nsvans1) < (kb)'p" (van—1,v20)-

Similarly, by putting u = u,12, v = up,+1 on (iv), we may obtain

p(V2n7v2n+l) (kb)h ph(VZn 1 V2n) (1

P (vani1,v2n42) < ((kB)".p" (va, v2ps1). @)
From (1) and (2), we obtain p (v, vy 1) < (kb)"p" (v,_1,vn), n=1,2,3,... which inductively implies that
h[(kb)hph(vnfzvvnfl)]h

2 2
th [ph (Vi—2:Vn-1)]

B (kb)Y 0" (v, V2 )]"
h+-h2+h? [ph (

2

—_ o~ =~ =
x~
S

=2 =2

Vn—S»Vn—Zﬂ

2 3 n n
(kb)h+h +h 4. AH [ph (

IN

v, v1)]
< (kb)TF " (v, 1), A W+ 1 4+ < %
Let m,n € 4 such that m > n, then for Cauchy sequence, we have
Pmsvn) < POy Vin—1)-P (Vim—1,Vm—2)--P V41, Vn)
< (kb) 7" (v, v1). (kD)7 P (vg,v1) .. (kD) 7 ™ (v, v1 )]
< {(kb) TR M g )
— [ (kb)) g3
< {(kp) 5} p
where m > n,
= %’ph (vo,v1), where B = {(kb)Lh }(mf")

This implies that p (v, v,) — 1 as m,n — o. Hence {v, } is a multiplicative Cauchy sequence in .2 .
By the completeness of 2", there exists w € £~ such that v,, — w as n — oo.
Moreover, since

(vo,v1)}

(vo,v1), since (m—1)+(m—=2)+...4+n<m(m—n)

hm m—n)

m(m—n)

{Suzn} = {Buap i1} = {van} and {Tugp i1} = {Auzni2} = {vans1},
are subsequence of {v, }, so we obtain

lim Sup, = hm BMQ,H,] = hm Tu2n+1 = 11m Au2n+2 =
n—soo

Taking condition (ii) and (iii) we obtain following cases;
Case 1: Suppose that A is continuous then

lim ASuy, = hm A? Uy, = Aw.
n—soo

Since A and S are weakly commuting , then

p(ASuzy,,SAuy,) < p(Suz,,Auyy).

Let n — oo, we get limy,—ye0 P (SAun,, Aw) < p(w,w) = 1, i.e.,limy_ye0 SAup, = Aw,
putting Aup,, and uy, 4, respectively for x and y in condition (iv) of Theorem 3.1, and using the continuity of A, we respectively obtain,

p(SAMva Tup,q ) < [k{max{p (A2M2naBu2n+1 )ap(AZMZnaSAMZn)ap(BMZrH—l s Tuppi )7
P (SAuzy, Bz 1), (A1, Tz 1), p* (A%u20, Bz 1), p* (SAuy, Tutzy 1 1A

Let n — oo, we can obtain

(4w, w) < [k{max{p(Aw,w), p(Aw, Aw), (), p (A w), p (A w), " (Aw, w), p° (A w) 112
= [k{max{p(Aw,w), 1}}*
= i*p* (Aw, w).
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This implies that p (Aw,w) = 1,i.e.,Aw = w.
Putting u = w and v = uy, 1, we obtain,

p(SWa TM2n+1 ) S [k{max{p (AW’BM2VL+1 )ap(AW7 Sw)ap(BMZI’l-‘rl ) Tu2n+1 )ap(SW,BM2n+1 )ap(AW7 T”2n+l )a
p).< (A2Z7Bu2n+1 )7p* (SAMZ}M TMZIH»I)}}]A .

Let n — oo we can obtain

p(Sw) < [k{max(p (Aww). p (. $1).p (). p(Sw20). p(w.38). p* (A ). p* (v w) 1}
= [k{max{p(Sw,w),1}}]*
=k*p* (Sw,w),

which implies that p(Sw,w) = 1, i.e., Sw =w,
w=3S8weSuCBZ ,sodw* € Z suchthat w = Bw*

p(w,Tw*) = p(Sw,Tw")
< [k{max{p(Aw,Bw*), p(Aw,Sw), p(Bw* ,Tw"), p(Sw, Bw*), p (Aw, Tw"),
p* (Aw,Bw*), p(Aw, Sw), p* (Bw*, Tw")} }*
= [k{max{p(w.Tw"), 1}}]*
=k*p* (w, Tw"),

which implies p(Sw,w) = 1 i.e., Tw* =w.
Since B and T are weakly commuting mappings then

p(Bw,Tw) = p(BTw*,TBw") < p(Bw",Tw*) = p(w,w) =1,
so Bw = Tw, w is a fixed point of T. For, we have on using condition (iv)
p(w, Tw) = p(Sw,Tw)
< [k{max{p (Aw,Bw), p(Aw,Sw), p(Bw,Sw), p (Sw,Bw), p (Aw, Tw),
p* (Aw, Bw), p* (Sw, Tw) }}]*
= [k{max{p(w,Tw), 1}}]*
=k p*(w,Tw),

which implies p(Tw,w) = 1 i.e., Tw = w.
Case 2: Suppose that B is continuous , we can obtain the same result by the way of case 1.

Case 3: Suppose that S is continuous then lim;,—;co SAuo, = limy—se0 Szuz,, = Sw.
Since A and S are weak commutative then p (ASuy,, SAuz,) < p(Suz,,Auny,).
Let n — oo then limy—ye (ASuz,, Sw) < p(w,w) =1, i.e., limp_00ASun, = Sw,
P (8%, Tuzys1) < [k{max{p (ASuzy, Buzy 1), p(ASuzs,S?u2,), p (Butzpi1, Tuzns1),
P (Suz, Buzy1), p(ASuzy, Ty s1),p* (AStizy, Btz s1), p* (S2urn, Tuzys1) 7.

Let n — oo we can obtain

p(Sw,w) < [l{max{p(Sw,), p(Sw,5w), p (w,), p (Sw,), p (Sw,w), p* (Sws w), p* (Sw, Sw) }} ]
= [k{max{p(Sw,w), 1}}*
=k p* (Sw,w),
which implies p(Sw,w) = 1 i.e., Sw = w. Now,
w=_S8we SuC BZ, soIw* € Z such that w = Bw*
P (S%uzn, Tw*) < [k{max{p(ASuzn, Bw*), p(ASuzy,S*u2,), p (Bw*, Tw"),
P (S 20, BW"), p(ASuza, TW"), p* (ASuza, BW"), p* (Suza, TW) ],
Letting n — o using w = Sw = Bw*, we can obtain
p(w, Tw*) = p(Sw,Tw")
< [k{max{p(Sw,w), (S Sw),p (o, Tw"), p(Sryw), (S, Tw'), p* (S ), p* (Sw, Tow*) 1A
= [k{max{d(w,Tw*), 1} }]*
=K p* (w, Tw"),
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which implies that p(w, Tw*) = 1, i.e., Tw* = w.

Since T and B are weak commutative, then

p(Tw,Bw) = p(TBw*,BTw*) < p(Tw*,Bw*) = p(w,w) =1, 50 Bw =Tw,
w is fixed point of 7. We have on using Condition (iv),

P (Sugy, Tw) < [k{max{p (Auzy,,Bw), p(Auzy,Suzy), p (Bw,Tw), p(Suz,, Bw),
P(AMZna TW)?p* (A”2naBW)7P* (Suzrh TWY)}HA N

Let n — oo we can obtain

P, Tw) < [{max{p (w, Tw),p(w,w), p (Tw, Tw), p (w, Tw), p (w, To), " (w, Tw) 9" (w, Tw) } ]
= [k{max{p(w,Tw), 1}}]*
= k*p* (w, Tw).
which implies p(w,Tw) =1 i.e., Tw = w.
w=TweTu CAZ,soIw™ € 2 ,such that w = Aw**
p(SW™ w) = p(Sw**,Tw)
< [k{max{p (Aw™™*,Bw), p(AW**,SW**), p (Bw, Tw), p(Sw™*, Bw),
P (AW Tw),p* (A" Bw), p* (Sw™*, Tw) }}J*
= [k{max{p (w,w), p(w,Sw*™), p(Bw,Bw), p(SW**,w),
p(w,w), p* (w,w), p* (Sw™, Tw) }}]*
= [k{max{d(Sw**,w), 1}}]*
= i*p (Sw**, w).
This implies that p(Sw**,w) = 1 i.e., Sw™ = w.
Since S and A are weak commutative, then

p(Aw, Sw) = p(ASwW*™  SAW™*) < p(Aw™ ,Sw**) = p(w,w) =1, so Aw = Sw.
We obtain Sw = Tw = Aw = Bw = w, so w is common fixed point of S, 7, A and B.

Case 4: Suppose that T is continuous, we can obtain the same result by the way of case 3.
In addition we prove that S, T', A and B have a unique common fixed point. suppose that w € 2" is also a common fixed point of S, T', A and
B, then we obtain

pws) = p(Sw Tw)
< [k{max{p (Aw,Bw), p(Aw,Sw), p(Bw,Tw), p(Sw,Bw), p(Aw,Tw), p* (Aw, Bw),
p* (5w, Tw) 1
— [k{max{p(w,w), 1}]*
= [k{max{p(w.w), 1}*
= k*p* (w,w).

This is a contradiction as p(w,w) > 1, when w # w.
Thus w is a unique common fixed point of A,B,S,T C Z".

Corollary 3.2. Let (Z,p) be a complete multiplicative b-metric space S,T,A and B be four mappings of 2 into itself.
Suppose that there exists A € (0, %) Yu,ve 2,
such that S(u) C B(u), T (u) C A(u) and

p(SPu, T%) < k* {max{p* (Au,Bv), p* (Au,S”u), p* (Bv,T%v), p* (SPu, Bv), p* (Au, Tv)}},

Assume one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(a) either A or S is continuous the pair S,A and the pair T, B are commuting mappings;
(b) either A, B, S or T is continuous;
Then S,T,A and B have a unique common fixed point
y (m—n)
where b > 1 such that limy,peo(kb) 75 = 1.
Corollary 3.3. Let (Z,p) be a complete multiplicative b-metric space S,T,A and B be four mappings of 2 into itself.
Suppose that there exists A € (0, %) Yu,ve &,
such that S(u) C B(u), T (u) C A(u) and

p(SPu, T%) < Ik* {max{p* (Au,Bv) + p* (Au,SPu) + p* (Bv, T%) + p* (P u, Bv) + p* (Au, T%)}}
forallu,y € Z'. Here ay,ay,a3,a4,a5 >0 and 0<aj+ay+as+aq+as <1 Assume one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(a) either A or S is continuous the pair S,A and the pair T,B are commuting mappings;
(b) either A, B, S or T is continuous;
Then S,T,A and B have a unique common fixed point.



International Journal of Applied Mathematical Research 25

Corollary 3.4. Let (2,p) be a complete multiplicative b-metric space S,T,A and B be four mappings of &  into itself.
Suppose that there exists A € (0, %) and p,q e w

p(TPu,T4v) € kK* {max (p* (u,v), p* (u, TPu), p* (v, TT), p* (TPu,v), p* (u, T4v)}})

forallu,v € Z'. Then T have a unique fixed point.

Corollary 3.5. Let (Z,p) be a complete multiplicative b-metric space S,T,A and B be four mappings of 2 into itself.
Suppose that there exists A € (0, %) such that

p(Tu, Tv) < k*{max (aip* (u,v) +ayp* (u, Tu) + azp* (v, Tv) + agp (Tu,v) +asp* (u,Tv))}}

forallu,y € Z'. Here ay,ay,a3,a4,a5 >0 and 0<aj+ay+az+as+as<1.

Then T have a unique fixed point.
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