arXiv:1506.05545v2 [math.FA] 30 Jun 2015

Common fixed point theorems in C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces^∗

Xin Qiaoling^1, Jiang Lining^{1 †}, Ma Zhenhua^{1,2}

1. School of Mathematics and Statistics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing, 100081, P. R. China 2. Department of Mathematics, Institute of Architecture Civil Engineering, Zhangjiakou, 075000, P. R. China

Abstract: In this paper, we establish coincidence fixed point and common fixed point theorems for two mappings in complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces which satisfy new contractive conditions. Some applications of our obtained results are given.

Keywords: common fixed point, C^∗-algebra, weakly compatible, coincidence point Mathematics Subject Classification (2010): 47H10

1 Introduction

The Banach contraction principle, which shows that every contractive mapping has a unique fixed point in a complete metric space, has been extended in many directions ([1-15,17-22]). One of the branches of this theory is devoted to the study of common fixed points. In 1966, Jungck [11] initially investigated common fixed points for commuting mappings in metric spaces. The concept of commuting mappings has been weakened in various directions and in several ways over the years. One such notion which is weaker than commuting is the concept of compatibility introduced by Jungck [12]. Subsequently, several authors have obtained coincidence and common fixed point results for mappings, utilizing this concept and its generalizations, see [1, 4, 6, 10, 13, 18] and references contained therein.

On the other hand, there are a lot of fixed and common fixed point results in different types of spaces. For example, cone metric spaces [9], fuzzy metric spaces [2], uniform spaces [20], noncommutative Banach spaces [21], and so on. In 2007, Huang and Zhang [9] firstly introduced cone metric spaces which generalized metric spaces, and obtained various fixed point theorems for contractive mappings. The existence of a common fixed point on cone metric spaces was investigated recently in [1, 5, 10, 13]. Very recently, Ma et al. in [15] introduced a concept of C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces and presented some fixed point results for mappings under contractive or expansive conditions in these spaces.

In this paper, we will continue to study common fixed points in the frame of C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces. More precisely, we prove some common fixed point theorems for two mappings under

∗This work is supported by National Science Foundation of China (10971011,11371222) †E-mail address: jianglining@bit.edu.cn

a different contractive conditions . We furnish suitable examples to demonstrate the validity of the hypotheses of our results. The presented theorems extend and improve some recent results given in [15]. In addition, we establish the existence and uniqueness theorem of a common solution for integral equations.

Throughout this paper, the letter A will denote an unital C^∗-algebra. Set A_h = {a ∈ A: x = x^∗}. We call an element x ∈ A a positive element, denote it by 0_A ⪯ a, if x = x^∗ and σ(x) ⊆ [0, +∞), where 0_A is the zero element in A and σ(x) is the spectrum of x. There is a natural partial ordering on A_h given by a ⪯ b if and only if 0_A ⪯ b − a. From now on, A_+ and A^′ will denote the set {a ∈ A: 0_A ⪯ a} and the set {a ∈ A: ab = ba, ∀b ∈ A}, respectively.

Let us recall the following definitions and results which will be needed in what follows. For more details, one can see [15].

Definition 1.1. Let X be a nonempty set. Suppose that the mapping d: X × X → A is defined, with the following properties:

(1) 0_A ⪯ d(x, y) for all x and y in X; (2) d(x, y) = 0_A if and only if x = y; (3) d(x, y) = d(y, x) for all x and y in X; (4) d(x, y) ⪯ d(x, z) + d(z, y) for all x, y and z in X.

Then d is said to be a C^∗-algebra-valued metric on X, and (X, A, d) is said to be a C^∗-algebra-valued metric space.

Definition 1.2. Suppose that (X, A, d) is a C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Let {x_n}^∞_{n=1} be a sequence in X and x ∈ X. If d(x_n, x)^{‖·‖A}−→ 0_A (n → ∞), then it is said that {x_n} converges to x, and we denote it by lim_{n→∞} x_n = x. If for any p ∈ N, d(x_{n+p}, x_n)^{‖·‖A}−→ 0_A (n → ∞), then {x_n} is called a Cauchy sequence in X.

If every Cauchy sequence is convergent in X, then (X, A, d) is called a complete C^∗-algebravalued metric space.

It is obvious that any Banach space must be a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Moreover, C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces generalize normed linear spaces and metric spaces.

Definition 1.3. Let Y be a subset of X. If (Y, A, d) is a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space, then we say that Y is complete in X.

Example 1.1. Let X = R and A = M_2(C ), the set of bounded linear operators on a Hilbert

space C^2 . Define d: X × X → A by d(x, y) = [ |x − y| 0 0 k|x − y| ] , where k > 0 is a constant.

Then (X, A, d) is a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. If we choose Y = [0, 1] ⊆ X, we can show Y is complete in X. If Y = (−∞, 0) ∪ (0, +∞), then Y is not complete in X. Indeed,

taking {x_n} ⊆ Y such that x_n =^1_n , we get d(x_n, 0) =

[_1 n 0 0^k_n ]_{‖·‖A} −→ 0_A, which means x_n → 0 /∈ Y (n → ∞). Lemma 1.1. (1) If {b_n}^∞_{n=1} ⊆ A and lim_{n→∞} b_n = 0_A, then for any a ∈ A, lim_{n→∞} a^∗b_na = 0_A.

(2) If a, b ∈ A_h and c ∈ A^′_+, then a ⪯ b deduces ca ⪯ cb, where A^′_+ = A_+ ∩ A^′. (3) Let {x_n}^∞_{n=1} be a sequence in X. If {x_n} converges to x and y, respectively, then x = y.

That is, the limit of a convergent sequence in a C^∗-algebra-valued metric space is unique.

Proof. (1) By the following relation ‖a^∗b_na − 0_A‖ ⩽ ‖a‖^2‖b_n‖, we can get the desired result.

(2) a ⪯ b implies b − a ∈ A_+, and then there is d ∈ A_+ such that b − a = d^2. Again, c ∈ A^′_+, then c = e^2 for some e ∈ A_+. Note that cb − ca = c(b − a) = e^2d^2 = eded = (ed)^∗ed ∈ A_+, which shows ca ⪯ cb.

(3) Using the triangle inequality, we get d(x, y) ⪯ d(x_n, x) + d(x_n, y), which, together with lim_{n→∞} x_n = x and lim_{n→∞} x_n = y, deduces d(x, y)^{‖·‖A}−→ 0_A (n → ∞). Hence d(x, y) = 0_A, and then x = y.

Remark 1.1. In Lemma 1.1 (2), the element c ∈ A^′_+ is necessary. For example, let a = [ 0 3 3 1 ] , b = [ 1 1 1 6 ] and c = [ 1 1 1 1 ] . One can show that

(i) a, b ∈ A_h, with a ⪯ b since b − a = [ 1 −2 −2 5 ] ∈ A_+.

(ii) c ∈ A_+ but c /∈ A^′.

(iii) Since cb − ca = [ −1 3 −1 3 ] , we know that cb − ca /∈ A_+.

The following definition extends the concept of compatible mappings of Jungck [12], from metric spaces to C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces.

Definition 1.4. The two mappings T and S on a C^∗-algebra-valued metric space (X, A, d) is said to be compatible, if for arbitrary sequence {x_n}^∞_{n=1} ⊆ X, such that lim_{n→∞} T x_n = lim_{n→∞} Sx_n = t ∈ X, then d(T Sx_n, ST x_n)^{‖·‖A}−→ 0_A (n → ∞). Definition 1.5. Let T and S be two mappings of the set X.

(1) If x = T x = Sx for some x ∈ X, then x is called a common fixed point of T and S. (2) If z = T x = Sx for some z ∈ X, then x is called a coincidence point of T and S, and z is called a point of coincidence of T and S.

(3) If T and S commute at all of their coincidence points, i.e., T Sx = ST x for all x ∈ {x ∈ X : T x = Sx}, then T and S are called weakly compatible.

In metric spaces if the mappings T and S are compatible, then they are weakly compatible, while the converse is not true [12]. The same holds for the C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces:

Lemma 1.2. If the mappings T and S on the C^∗-algebra-valued metric space (X, A, d) are compatible, then they are weakly compatible.

Proof. Let T x = Sx for some x ∈ X. It suffices to show that T Sx = ST x. Putting x_n ≡ x for every n ∈ N, we have lim_{n→∞} T x_n = lim_{n→∞} Sx_n, and then, since T and S are compatible, we have d(T Sx_n, ST x_n)^{‖·‖A}−→ 0_A (n → ∞), that is, ‖d(T Sx_n, ST x_n)‖ −→ 0 (n → ∞). Hence d(T Sx, ST x) = 0_A, which means T Sx = ST x.

The converse does not hold. For example, let X = [0, 4] and A = M_2(C ). Define d: X ×X → A by d(x, y) = [ |x − y| 0 0 k|x − y| ] , where k ⩾ 0 is a constant. Then (X, A, d) is a C^∗-algebra-valued

metric space. Set T x = { 3 − x x ∈ [0,^3_2 ], 3 x ∈ (^3_2 , 4], Sx = { 2x x ∈ (1, 2], x x ∈ [0, 1] ∪ (2, 4].

Firstly, we can compute that the set of their coincidence points is singleton set {3}, and then we have T and S commute at this point. Hence, T and S are weakly compatible. However, we can show they are not compatible. In order to do this, we construct a sequence {x_n} ⊆ X such that x_n = 1 +^1_n ∈ X for n ∈ N with n ⩾ 2. In this case, we have T x_n = 3 − (1 +^1_n ) = 2 −^1_n , and Sx_n = 2(1 +^1_n ) = 2 +^2_n . Then lim_{n→∞} T x_n = lim_{n→∞} Sx_n = 2. In fact, we have

d(T x_n, 2) = d(2 − 1 n , 2) =

[_1 n 0 0 k^1_n ]_{‖·‖A} −→ 0_A (n → ∞) and d(Sx_n, 2) = d(2 + 2 n , 2) =

[_2 n 0 0 k^2_n ]_{‖·‖A} −→ 0_A (n → ∞). But d(T Sx_n, ST x_n) = d(T (2 + 2 n ), S(2 − 1 n )) = d(3, 4 − 2 n ) = [ |1 −^2_n | 0 0 k|1 −^2_n | ]_{‖·‖A} −→ [ 1 0 0 k ] ,

which means that d(T Sx_n, ST x_n)^{‖·‖A}↛ 0_A.

The following lemma can be seen in [1].

Lemma 1.3. Let T and S be weakly compatible mappings of a set X. If T and S have a unique point of coincidence, then it is the unique common fixed point of T and S.

2 Main results

In this section, we give some common fixed point theorems for two mappings satisfying various contractive conditions in complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, A, d) be a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Suppose that two mappings T, S : X → X satisfy d(T x, Sy) ⪯ a^∗d(x, y)a, for any x, y ∈ X, (2.1) where a ∈ A with ‖a‖ < 1. Then T and S have a unique common fixed point in X.

Proof. Let x_0 ∈ X and construct a sequence {x_n}^∞_{n=0} ⊆ X by the way: x_{2n+1} = T x_{2n}, x_{2n+2} = Sx_{2n+1}. From (2.1), we get d(x_{2n+2}, x_{2n+1}) = d(Sx_{2n+1}, T x_{2n}) ⪯ a^∗d(x_{2n+1}, x_{2n})a ⪯ (a^∗)^2d(x_{2n}, x_{2n−1})a^2 · · · ⪯ (a^∗)^{2n+1}d(x_1, x_0)a^{2n+1}, where we use the property: if b, c ∈ A_h, then b ⪯ c implies a^∗ba ⪯ a^∗ca (Theorem 2.2.5 in [16]).

Similarly, d(x_{2n+1}, x_{2n}) = d(T x_{2n}, Sx_{2n−1}) ⪯ a^∗d(x_{2n}, x_{2n−1})a · · · ⪯ (a^∗)^{2n}d(x_1, x_0)a^{2n}.

Now, we can obtain for any n ∈ N d(x_{n+1}, x_n) ⪯ (a^∗)^nd(x_1, x_0)a^n, then for any p ∈ N, the triangle inequality tells that d(x_{n+p}, x_n) ⪯ d(x_{n+p}, x_{n+p−1}) + d(x_{n+p−1}, x_{n+p−2}) + · · · + d(x_{n+1}, x_n) ⪯ n+p−1∑ k=n (a^∗)^kd(x_1, x_0)a^k ⪯ n+p−1∑ k=n (ba^k)^∗ba^k ⪯ n+p−1∑ k=n |ba^k|^2 ⪯ n+p−1∑ k=n ‖|ba^k|^2‖1_A ⪯ ‖b‖^21_A n+p−1∑ k=n ‖a^k‖^2 → 0_A (n → ∞), where 1_A is the unit element in A and d(x_1, x_0) = b^2 for some b ∈ A_+, this can be done since d(x_1, x_0) ∈ A_+ (Theorem 2.2.1 in [16]).

From Definition 1.2, we get that {x_n}^∞_{n=1} is a Cauchy sequence in X. The completion of X implies that there exists x ∈ X such that lim_{n→∞} x_n = x.

Now, using the triangle inequality and (2.1), d(x, Sx) ⪯ d(x, x_{2n+1}) + d(x_{2n+1}, Sx) ⪯ d(x, x_{2n+1}) + d(T x_{2n}, Sx) ⪯ d(x, x_{2n+1}) + a^∗d(x_{2n}, x)a.

Taking n → ∞, the right hand side of the above inequality approaches 0_A (Lemma 1.1 (1)), and then Sx = x. Again, noting that 0_A ⪯ d(T x, x) = d(T x, Sx) ⪯ a^∗d(x, x)a = 0_A, we have d(T x, x) = 0_A, which means T x = x.

In the following we will show the uniqueness of common fixed points in X. For this purpose, assume that there is another point y ∈ X such that T y = Sy = y. From (2.1), we know d(x, y) = d(T x, Sy) ⪯ a^∗d(x, y)a, which together with ‖a‖ < 1 yields that 0 ⩽ ‖d(x, y)‖ ⩽ ‖a‖^2‖d(x, y)‖ < ‖d(x, y)‖. Thus ‖d(x, y)‖ = 0 and d(x, y) = 0_A, which gives y = x. Hence, T and S have a unique common fixed point in X.

If one checks the proof of Theorem 2.1, one can easily obtain the following result. Corollary 2.1. Let (X, A, d) be a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Suppose that the mappings T, S : X → X satisfy ‖d(T x, Sy)‖ ⩽ ‖a‖‖d(x, y)‖, for any x, y ∈ X, where a ∈ A with ‖a‖ < 1. Then T and S have a unique common fixed point in X. Corollary 2.2. Let (X, A, d) be a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Suppose that the mapping T : X → X satisfies d(T^mx, T^ny) ⪯ a^∗d(x, y)a, for any x, y ∈ X, where a ∈ A with ‖a‖ < 1, and m and n are fixed positive integers. Then T has a unique fixed point in X.

Proof. By setting T = T^m and S = T^n in (2.1), the result then follows from Theorem 2.1. Remark 2.1. In Theorem 2.1, if S = T , (2.1) becomes d(T x, T y) ⪯ a^∗d(x, y)a, for any x, y ∈ X, (2.2) where a ∈ A with ‖a‖ < 1. In this case, we have the following corollary, which can also be found in [15].

Corollary 2.3. Let (X, A, d) be a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Suppose that the mapping T : X → X satisfies (2.2), then T has a unique fixed point in X.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, A, d) be a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Suppose that two mappings T, S : X → X satisfy d(T x, T y) ⪯ a^∗d(Sx, Sy)a, for any x, y ∈ X, (2.3) where a ∈ A with ‖a‖ < 1. If R(T ) is contained in R(S) and R(S) is complete in X, then T and S have a unique point of coincidence in X. Furthermore, if T and S are weakly compatible, T and S have a unique common fixed point in X.

Proof. Let x_0 ∈ X. Choose x_1 ∈ X such that Sx_1 = T x_0, which can be done since R(T ) ⊆ R(S). Let x_2 ∈ X such that Sx_2 = T x_1. Repeating the process, we get a sequence {x_n}^∞_{n=1} in X satisfying Sx_n = T x_{n−1}. Then from (2.3), d(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_n) = d(T x_n, T x_{n−1}) ⪯ a^∗d(Sx_n, Sx_{n−1})a · · · ⪯ (a^∗)^nd(Sx_1, Sx_0)a^n, which shows that {Sx_n}^∞_{n=1} is a Cauchy sequence in R(S). Since R(S) is complete in X, there exists q ∈ X such that lim_{n→∞} Sx_n = Sq. d(Sx_n, T q) = d(T x_{n−1}, T q) ⪯ a^∗d(Sx_{n−1}, Sq)a, From lim_{n→∞} Sx_n = Sq and Lemma 1.1 (1), we get a^∗d(Sx_{n−1}, Sq)a → 0_A as n → ∞, and then lim_{n→∞} Sx_n = T q. It follows from Lemma 1.1 (3) that T q = Sq. If there is a point w in X such that T w = Sw, (2.3) shows d(Sq, Sw) = d(T q, T w) ⪯ a^∗d(Sq, Sw)a. The same reasoning that in Theorem 2.1 tells us that Sq = Sw. Hence, T and S have a unique point of coincidence in X. It follows from Lemma 1.3 that T and S have a unique common fixed point in X.

Example 2.1. In Theorem 2.2, the condition that “R(S) is complete in X” is essential. For example, Let X = R and A = M_2(C ). Define d: X × X → A by d(x, y) = [ |x − y| 0 0 k|x − y| ] , where k > 0 is a constant. Then (X, A, d) is a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Define two mappings T and S by the following way T x = {_k 2 x x ≠ 0, 1 x = 0, and Sx = { kx x ≠ 0, 2 x = 0.

One can verify that d(T x, T y) ⪯ a^∗d(Sx, Sy)a, where a = [ √_2 2 0 0 √ 2 2 ] ∈ A and ‖a‖ = √ 2 2 ∈ (0, 1). And, R(T ) ⊆ R(S). But R(S) is not complete in X. We can compute that T and S do not have a point of coincidence in X.

Theorem 2.3. Let (X, A, d) be a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Suppose that two mappings T, S : X → X satisfy d(T x, T y) ⪯ ad(T x, Sx) + ad(T y, Sy), for any x, y ∈ X, (2.4) where a ∈ A^′_+ with ‖a‖ <^1_2 . If R(T ) is contained in R(S) and R(S) is complete in X, then T and S have a unique point of coincidence in X. Furthermore, if T and S are weakly compatible, T and S have a unique common fixed point in X.

Proof. Similar to Theorem 2.2, construct a sequence {x_n}^∞_{n=1} in X such that Sx_n = T x_{n−1}. Then from (2.4), d(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_n) = d(T x_n, T x_{n−1}) ⪯ ad(T x_n, Sx_n) + ad(T x_{n−1}, Sx_{n−1}) = ad(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_n) + ad(Sx_n, Sx_{n−1}), which implies that (1 − a)d(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_n) ⪯ ad(Sx_n, Sx_{n−1}). Since ‖a‖ <^1_2 , then 1 − a is invertible, and can be expressed as (1 − a)^{−1} =^∞ ∑ n=0 a^n, which together with a ∈ A^′_+ can yields (1 − a)^{−1} ∈ A^′_+. By Lemma 1.1 (2), we know d(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_n) ⪯ bd(Sx_n, Sx_{n−1}), (2.5) where b = (1 − a)^{−1}a ∈ A^′_+ with ‖b‖ < 1. Now, by induction and Lemma 1.1 (2), we can get d(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_n) ⪯ b^nd(Sx_1, Sx_0). For n > m, d(Sx_n, Sx_m) ⪯ d(Sx_n, Sx_{n−1}) + d(Sx_{n−1}, Sx_{n−2}) + · · · d(Sx_{m+1}, Sx_m) ⪯ (b^{n−1} + b^{n−2} + · · · + b^m)d(Sx_1, Sx_0) ⪯ ‖b^{n−1} + b^{n−2} + · · · + b^m‖‖d(Sx_1, Sx_0)‖1_A ⪯ ‖b‖^{n−1} + ‖b‖^{n−2} + · · · + ‖b‖^m‖d(Sx_1, Sx_0)‖1_A =^{‖b‖m}_{1−‖b‖} ‖d(Sx_1, Sx_0)‖1_A. Hence {Sx_n}^∞_{n=0} is a Cauchy sequence in R(S). The completion of R(S) implies there is q ∈ X such that lim_{n→∞} Sx_n = Sq.

Again, by (2.5), we have d(Sx_n, T q) = d(T x_{n−1}, T q) ⪯ bd(Sx_{n−1}, Sq), which implies that lim_{n→∞} Sx_n = T q. The uniqueness of a limit in C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces tells us that T q = Sq (Lemma 1.1 (3)). Hence T and S have a point of coincidence in X. In the following we will show the uniqueness of points of coincidence. To do this, we assume that there is p ∈ X such that T p = Sp. Using (2.5), we obtain d(Sp, Sq) = d(T p, T q) ⪯ ad(T p, Sp) + ad(T q, Sq), which shows that ‖d(Sp, Sq)‖ = 0, and then Sp = Sq. It follows from Lemma 1.3 that T and S have a unique common fixed point in X.

Theorem 2.4. Let (X, A, d) be a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Suppose that two mappings T, S : X → X satisfy d(T x, T y) ⪯ ad(T x, Sy) + ad(Sx, T y), for any x, y ∈ X, (2.6) where a ∈ A^′_+ with ‖a‖ <^1_2 . If R(T ) is contained in R(S) and R(S) is complete in X, then T and S have a unique point of coincidence in X. Furthermore, if T and S are weakly compatible, T and S have a unique common fixed point in X.

Proof. Similar to Theorem 2.2, construct a sequence {x_n}^∞_{n=1} in X such that Sx_n = T x_{n−1}. Then from (2.6), d(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_n) = d(T x_n, T x_{n−1}) ⪯ ad(T x_n, Sx_{n−1}) + ad(Sx_n, T x_{n−1}) = ad(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_{n−1}) + ad(Sx_n, Sx_n) ⪯ ad(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_n) + ad(Sx_n, Sx_{n−1}), which implies that d(Sx_{n+1}, Sx_n) ⪯ bd(Sx_n, Sx_{n−1}), where b = (1 − a)^{−1}a ∈ A^′_+ with ‖b‖ < 1. The same argument in Theorem 2.3, we know T and S have a point of coincidence T q in X. In the following we will show the uniqueness of points of coincidence. To do this, we assume that there is p ∈ X such that T p = Sp. Using (2.6), we obtain d(Sp, Sq) = d(T p, T q) ⪯ ad(T p, Sq) + ad(Sp, T q) = 2ad(Sp, Sq), which together with ‖2a‖ < 1 yields that ‖d(Sp, Sq)‖ = 0, and then Sp = Sq. It follows from Lemma 1.3 that T and S have a unique common fixed point in X.

In Theorem 2.4, we choose S = id_X , then R(S) = X, and T is weakly compatible with S. Moreover, we have the following consequence, which can also be seen in [15]. Corollary 2.4. Let (X, A, d) be a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space. Suppose that the mapping T : X → X satisfies d(T x, T y) ⪯ ad(T x, y) + ad(T y, x), for any x, y ∈ X, where a ∈ A^′_+ with ‖a‖ <^1_2 , then T have a unique point in X.

Fixed point theorems for operators in metric spaces are widely investigated and have found various applications in differential and integral equations [3, 8]. As an application, let us consider the following system of integral equations x(t) = ∫ E K_1(t, s, x(s))ds + g(t), t ∈ E, x(t) = ∫ E K_2(t, s, x(s))ds + g(t), t ∈ E, (2.7)

where E is a Lebesgue measurable set and m(E) < ∞.

Theorem 2.5. Assume that the following hypotheses hold

(1) K_1 : E × E × R → R, K_2 : E × E × R → R are integrable, and g ∈ L^∞(E); (2) there exist k ∈ (0, 1) and a continuous function φ: E × E → R^+ such that |K_1(t, s, u) − K_2(t, s, v)| ≤ kφ(t, s)|u − v| for t, s ∈ E and u, v ∈ R; (3) sup_{t∈E} ∫ E φ(t, s)ds ≤ 1. Then the integral equations (2.7) have a unique common solution in L^∞(E).

Proof. Let X = L^∞(E) be the set of essentially bounded measurable functions on E and B(L^2(E)) be the set of bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space L^2(E). Consider d: X×X → B(L^2(E)) defined by d(f, g) = M_{|f−g|}, where M_{|f−g|} is the multiplication operator on L^2(E). Then (X, B(L^2(E)), d) is a complete C^∗-algebra-valued metric space.

Define T, S : X → X by

T (x(t)) = ∫ E K_1(t, s, x(s))ds + g(t), t ∈ E, S(x(t)) = ∫ E K_2(t, s, x(s))ds + g(t), t ∈ E. Notice that ‖d(T x, Sy)‖ = sup_{‖φ‖=1}(M_{|T x−Sy|}φ, φ) = ∑ ‖φ‖=1 ∫ E | ∫ E (K_1(t, s, x(s)) − K_2(t, s, y(s)))ds|φ(t)φ(t)dt ⩽ sup_{‖φ‖=1} ∫ E ∫ E |K_1(t, s, x(s)) − K_2(t, s, y(s))|dsφ(t)φ(t)dt ⩽ sup_{‖φ‖=1} k ∫ E ∫ E φ(t, s)|x(s) − y(s)|dsφ(t)φ(t)dt ⩽ sup_{‖φ‖=1} k ∫ E ∫ E φ(t, s)ds|φ(t)|^2dt‖x − y‖_∞ ⩽ k sup_{t∈E} ∫ E φ(t, s)ds sup_{‖φ‖=1} ∫ E |φ(t)|^2dt‖x − y‖_∞ ⩽ k‖d(x, y)‖. Thus it is verified that the mappings T and S satisfy all the conditions of Corollary 2.1, and then T and S have a unique common fixed point, which is equivalent to that the integral equations (2.7) have a unique common solution in L^2(E).

References

[1] Abbas, M, Jungck, G. Common fixed point results for noncommuting mappings without continuity in cone metric spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 341, 416-420 (2008)

[2] Abu Osman, MT. Fuzzy metric space and fixed fuzzy set theorem, Bull. Malaysian Math. Soc.

6(2), 1-4 (1983)

[3] Amini-Harandi, A. Emami, H. A fixed point theorem for contraction type maps in partially ordered metric spaces and application to ordinary differential equations, Nonlinear Anal. 72, 2238-2242 (2010)

[4] Berinde, V. A common fixed point theorem for compatible quasi contractive self mappings in metric spaces, Appl. Math. Comput. 213(2), 348-354 (2009)

[5] Choudhury, BS, Metiya, N. The point of coincidence and common fixed point for a pair of mappings in cone metric spaces, Comput. Math. Appl. 60(6), 1686-1695 (2010)

[6] Cirić, LB, Samet, B, Aydi, H, Vetro, C. Common fixed points of generalized contractions on partial metric spaces and an application, Appl. Math. Comput. 218(6), 2398-2406 (2011)

[7] Esmaily, J, Vaezpour, S, Rhoades, B. Coincidence point theorem for generalized weakly contractions in ordered metric spaces, Appl. Math. Comput. 219, 1536-1548 (2012)

[8] Harjani, J, Sadarangani, K. Generalized contractions in partially ordered metric spaces and applications to ordinary differential equations, Nonlinear Anal. 72, 1188-1197 (2010)

[9] Huang, L, Zhang, X. Cone metric spaces and fixed point theorems of contractive mappings, J.

Math. Anal. Appl. 332, 1468-1476 (2007)

[10] Janković, S, Golubović, Z, Radenović, S. Compatible and weakly compatible mappings in cone metric spaces, Math. Comput. Model. 52, 1728-1738 (2010)

[11] Jungck, G. Commuting mappings and common fixed points, Amer. Math. Monthly 73, 735-738 (1966)

[12] Jungck, G. Compatible mappings and common fixed points, Int. J. Math. Math. Sci. 9, 771-779 (1986)

[13] Jungck, G, Radenović, S, Radojević, S, Rakočević, V. Common fixed point theorems for weakly compatible pairs on cone metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2009, Article ID 643840 (2009)

[14] Kumar, A, Rathee, S. Fixed point and common fixed point results in cone metric space and application to invariant approximation. Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2015, Article ID 45 (2015)

[15] Ma, ZH, Jiang, LN, Sun, HK. C^∗-algebra-valued metric spaces and related fixed point theorems, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2014, Article ID 206 (2014)

[16] Murphy, GJ. C^∗-algebras and operator theory. Academic Press, London (1990)

[17] Rathee, S, Kumar, A. Some common fixed-point and invariant approximation results with generalized almost contractions, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2014, Article ID 23 (2014)

[18] Shatanawi, W, Postolache, M. Common fixed point theorems for dominating and weak annihilator mappings in ordered metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2013, Article ID 271 (2013)

[19] Sitthikul, K, Saejung, S. Common fixed points of Caristi’s type mappings via w-distance. Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2015, Article ID 6 (2015)

[20] Tarafdar, E. An approach to fixed-point theorems on uniform spaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

191, 209-225 (1974).

[21] Xin, QL, Jiang, LN. Common fixed point theorems for generalized k-ordered contractions and B-contractions on noncommutative Banach spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 2015, Article ID 77 (2015)

[22] Yeol, J, Reza, S, Wang, S. Common fixed point theorems on generalized distance in ordered cone metric spaces, Comput. Math. Appl. 61, 1254-1260 (2011)