J. Korean Soc. Math. Educ. Ser. B: Pure Appl. Math. ISSN(Print) 1226-0657
https://doi.org/10.7468/jksmeb.2022.29.3.231 ISSN(Online) 2287-6081
Volume 29, Number 3 (August 2022), Pages 231-244

INNOVATION FIXED POINT THEOREMS IN 0---COMPLETE
METRIC-LIKE SPACES WITH APPLICATION IN INTEGRAL
EQUATIONS

GHORBAN KHALILZADEH RANJBAR

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we introduce the notion of rational g-h-¢-weak contrac-
tions in tripled metric-like spaces and demonstrate common fixed point results for
each mappings in 0-o complete tripled metric-like spaces and some examples and
application are given.

1. INTRODUCTION

Matthews introduced the notion of partial metric space as a part of the study
of denotational semantics of dataflow network [7]. In such spaces, the usual metric
is replaced by a partial metric with the property that the self distance for a point
of space may not be zero. Further, Matthews showed that the Banach contraction
principle is valid in partial metric spaces and can be applied in program verification.
Later, several authors generalized the Matthews’s result. Romaguera introduced
the notion of 0-Cauchy sequence and 0-complete partial metric space, and proved
some characterizations of partial metric spaces in terms of completeness and 0-
completeness [9)].

Recently, Amini-Harandi has introduced the notion of metric-like space, which is a
new generalization of partial metric space [5]. Amini-Harandi defined o-completeness
of metric-like spaces. Further, Shukla et al. have introduced in the notion of 0-o-
complete metric-like space and proved some fixed point theorems in such spaces,
as improvements of Amini-Harandi’s results [10]. Alber and Guerre-Delabriere in
[4] suggested a generalization of the Banach contraction mapping principle by in-
troducing the concept of a weak contraction in Hilbert spaces. Rhoades extended

their result to complete metric spaces [8]. Very recently, Abbas and Dorié¢ [1], as
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well as Abbas and Ali Khan [2] have obtained common fixed points for four and
two mappings, respectively, which satisfy generalized weak contractive conditions.
The purpose of this paper is to present some fixed point theorems involving weakly
contractive mappings in the context of metric-like spaces. The presented theorems
improve the results of papers [5] and [10]. We introduce the notion of rational g-h-
w-weak contractions in metric-like spaces and prove some fixed point results for such
mappings in tripled 0-o-complete tripled metric-like spaces. Examples are given to
support the usability of our results and to show that the mentioned improvements

are proper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

A self-map f of a metric space X is weakly contractive or i-weakly contractive,
if for all z,y € X,

d(fZEa fy) < d(:ﬂ,y) - d)(d(ﬂ;,y)),

where 1) : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is a continuous and non-decreasing function with ¢(0) = 0,
P(t) > 0 for all t € (0,00) and lim;_.o 1(t) = 0o. Let f and g he self-maps on a set
X. If w= fx = g(z) for some x € X, then w is called corresponding coincidence
point of f and g, and z is called a point of coincidence of f and g. The pair {f, g}

of self-maps in weakly compatible if they commute at their coincidence points.

Definition 2.1. A metric-like on a nonempty set X is a mapping o : X x X x X —
[0,00) such that for all z,y,z € X
(01) o(xz,y) = 0 implies = = y;
(02) oz, y) = o(y, z);
(03) oz, y) < o(x,2) +0(z,9).
(X,0

The pair (X, o) is called a metric-like space.

3. MAIN RESULTS

Definition 3.1. Let f, g and h be self-maps on a set X. If v = fx = gx = ha for
some z € X, then x is called a coincidence point of f, g and h. The triple {f, g, h}
od self maps is weakly compatible, if {f, g} and {f,h} and {g, h} commute at their

coincidence points.
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Definition 3.2. A tripled metric-like on a nonempty set X is a mapping o : X X
X x X — [0,00) such that for all z,y,z € X
(T'oy) o(x,y,z) =0 implies z =y = z;
(Tog) o(x,y,2) =0(z,2,y) =0(z,y,2) =0(y,x,2) = 0o(z,z,y) = o(y, z,x) for all
z,y, 2 € X;
(Toz) o(z,z,y) =o(z,y,y) for all z,y € X
(Toy) o(x,y,2) < o(x,a,a) + o(y,a,a) + o(z,a,a) for all z,y,2,a € X.

Example 3.3. Let X = [0,00), define o : X x X x X — [0, 00) as follows o (z,y,2) =

max{z,y,z}. (X,0) is a tripled metric-like space.

Definition 3.4. Let (X, o) be a tripled metric-like space.
(i) A sequence {xy} is said o-converge to a point x € X, if

lim o(zy,z,2) = lim o(x,, xn,x) = o(z,x,);
n—oo n—oo

(ii) A sequence {z,} in X is called 0-c-sequence, if there exists a point x € X
such that

lim o(z,,z,2) = lim o(z,, zp,z) = o(x,z,z) = 0;
n—oo n—oo

(iii) A subset A C X is called o-closed if every convergent sequence in A has
all of its limits in A. The subset A is called 0-closed if every 0-o-converge

sequence in A has a limit in A.

Remark 3.5. Every o-closed subset of X is necessarily 0-closed but the converse
is not necessarily true. For instance, let X = RT, A = [0,2) C X and the tripled
metric-like on X be define by o(z,y, z) = max{xz,y, z} for all z,y, z in X. Then A is
not a o-closed subset of X, for any sequence {x,,} C A, we have lim,, .~ o(zy,2,2) =
0(2,2,2), i.e, z, — 2 ¢ A asn — oo, but A is 0-closed.
Definition 3.6. Let (X, o) be a tripled metric-like space.
(i) A sequence {z,} is said to 0-0-Cauchy sequence, if lim,, ;o0 0(Zn, Tm, Tm) =
0;
(ii) The space (X, o) is said to be 0-o-complete, if every 0-o-Cauchy sequence
in X, o-converges to a point € X such that o(z,z,x) = 0.

Remark 3.7. Let (X, 0) be a tripled metric-like space, and let {z,} be a sequence
in X such that

lim o(zpt1,Tn, Tn) = lim o(xy, Tpy1, Tny1) = 0.
n—oo n—oo
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If {x,} is not a 0-o-Cauchy sequence in (X, o), then there exist ¢ > 0 and two
sequence {my} and {ny} of positive integers such that ny > my > k, and the

following four sequence

{O’ (-’Emk—la Tng—1, xnk—l)} ) {U (ﬁmk-i-lv Tng+1, xnk-i-l)} 3 {U (Cﬂmk_Q, Tny—2, xnk—2)}

and {o (m,, Tn,, Tn, )}, tend to € when k — oo.

In particular discussion, we denote by €2, the class of all functions ¢ : [0,00) —

[0, 00) such that ¢ is lower semi-continuous with ¢(t) = 0 if and only if ¢ = 0.

Definition 3.8. Let (X, o) be a tripled metric-like space and f,g,h : X — X be
three self-mappings. The mapping f is called a rational g-h-¢-weak contraction if
there exists ¢ € () such that condition

(31) O'(f$7 fyu fZ) < Rf,g,h($7 Y, Z) - ¢ (Rf,g,h(x> Y, Z))

is satisfied for all x,y,z € X, where

Rf,g,h(x’ Y, Z) = max {O’(g&?, gy’gz)v O'(h.’E, hyv hZ), O'(fl’,g[ﬁ, h.’E),

(3.2) o(fy, 9y, hy),o(fz, 92, hz),

o(fx, gz, hx)o(fy, gy, hy)o(fz, gz, hz)
1+ o(gz, gy, 9z)o(ha, hy, hz) ‘

Lemma 3.9. Let (X,0) be a tripled metric-like space and f,g,h: X — X be three
self-mappings such that f is a rational g-h-¢p-weak contraction. If f, g, and h have

a point of coincidence v € X, then o(v,v,v) = 0.

Proof. Let uw € X be the point of coincidence of f, g and h, and v be the corre-

sponding coincidence point, that is, fu = gu = hu = v. Then
Ry g n(u,u,u) = max {U(gu, gu, gu), o (hu, hu, hu), o( fu, gu, hu),

O-(fu? gu? hu)? U(fu7 gu? hu)?

o(fu, gu, hu)o (fu, gu, hu)o(fu, gu, hu)
1+ o(gu, gu, gu)o(hu, hu, hu)

= max {0(1/, v,v),o(v,v,v),o(v,v,v),o(v,v,v),o(v,v,v),

o(v,v,v)o(v,v,v)o(v,v,v)

b=t

1+o(v,v,v)o(v,v,v)



INNOVATION FIXED POINT THEOREMS IN 0-0-COMPLETE TRIPLED 235

Using (3.1), we obtain
o(v,v,v) = o(fu, fu, fu)
< Rypgn(u,u,u—¢ (Rygn(u,u,u))
=o(v,v,v) — ¢(o(v,v,v)).
The above inequality shows that ¢(o(v,v,v)) = 0, that is, o(v,v,v) = 0. O
The next theorem gives a sufficient condition for the existence of a unique common

fixed point of three mappings on 0-o-complete tripled metric-like space.

Theorem 3.10. Let (X,0) be a 0-0-complete tripled metric-like space and f, g and
h: X — X be three mappings such that f is a rational g-h-¢-weak contraction. If
the range of g contains the range of f, f(X) C g(X), and the range of h contains
the range of g, f(X) C g(X), and f(X) or g(X) or h(X) is a 0-closed subset of X,
then f, g, and h have a unique point of coincidence in X. Moreover, if f, g and
h are weakly compatible, then f, g and h have a unique common fized point v and

o(v,v,v) =0.

Proof. Let zg be an arbitrary point in X and choose an z; € X such that fxg =
1Yo = gr1 and choose an x9 € X such that gr; = hxe. Choose an x3 € X such that
fr1 =1y1 = gxo = hxs. Continuing this process, having chosen x,, € X, we obtain
Tn+1, Tn+2 € X such that

fon = yn = gTp+1 = hpia.

Thus we obtain a Jungle sequence

{Wntnen = {9%n+1}tnen = {hTni2}nen.
First, we show that existence of a point of coincidence of f, gand h. If y,—o = y,—1 =
yn for some n € N, then gz, = fx, = hx, is a point of coincidence. Therefore in
further calculations, we assume that y,_1 # Yn, Yn 7 Yn—2 and yn_1 7 yn_o for all
n > 1. We shall show that {y,} is a 0-o-Cauchy sequence in X. Since
0(9Tn; 9Tn+1, 9Tn+2) = 0(Yn—1,Yns Yn+1) > 0,
for every n € N, we have

Rf)g,h(xn7xn+1,l‘n+2)

O'(fxn+1, 9Tn+1, hx’fH-l)? U(fflfq-H.Q, gTn42, h$n+2)7
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J(f.%'n, 9T, hxn)a(fxn—i-l, 9Tn+1, h$n+1)0(f.%'n+2, 9gTn42, hxn—&-Z) }
T+ 0(gom 9nr1, 97ns2)0 (iom, hirmy1, hirm12)

= max {U(ynlv Yn, ynJrl)v J(ynf% Yn—1, yn)v O-(ynv Yn—1, yn*2)7

U(yn—‘,-l; Yn, yn—l)a U(yn-‘r2a Yn+1, yn)a

U(yna Yn—1, yn72)0(yn+1a Yn, ynfl)o-(yn+27 Yn+1, yn) }
1+ J(yn—lv Yn, yn+1)0(yn—27 Yn—1, yn)

Thus
Rf,g,h(l‘na Tn41, xn+2)

= max {a(yn_1, Yn> Yn+1), 0(Yn—2, Yn—1:Yn): 0 (Yn, Yn+1, yn+2)}.

We have

U(yn—17 Yn, yTH-l) < max {U(yTI—h Yn, yn+1)7 U(yn—27 Yn—1, yn); U(yﬂn Yn+1, yn+2)}

-9 (Rf,g,h(xm Tn+1, fL‘n+2))

< max {U(ynh Yn, ynJrl)v U(yn*% Yn—1, yn)7 U(yn7 Yn+1, yTLJrQ) } .

Now, if

max {U(yn—h Yn, yn-‘rl)? U(yN—Qa Yn—1, yn)a U(ynv Yn+1, yn-‘r?)} = U(yn—17 Yn, yn+1)7

then we have o(Yn—1,Yn, Yn+1) < 0(Yn—1, Yn, Yn+1), which is a contradiction. If

max {U(ynl, Yn, yn+1)? O-(ynf% Yn—1, yn)7 O'(yn, Yn+1, yn+2)} = a(yn*% Yn—1, yn);

then we have
O'(ynfla Yn, yn+1) < U(ynf% Yn—1, yn)a

that is, the sequence {o(yn—1,Yn,Yn+1)} is a strictly decreasing sequence of positive

members, but

U(yn—h Yn, yn+1) > U(yna Yn+1, yn+2)-

Let limy,— o0 0(Yn—1,Yns Yn+1) = 0 > 0. If § > 0 then we have
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U(yn—hymyn—l-l)
= O(f.Tn,l, f-rrn fanrl)

< Rf,g,h(l’nfla Tn, :L'nJrl) —¢ (Rf,g,h(l'TLfl) Tn, J:nJrl))
< max {U(g$n—1u 9T, gxn+1)7 U(hmn—lu hzy, hxn-{—l)’ O-(fxn—la 9Tn-1, hxn—1)7

U(fxn’ 9gTn, hxn)v O'(fajn—&-la 9gTn+1, h$n+1)7

O-(fxn—la 9Tn—1, hﬂ?n_l)O'(f.’L’n, GTn, hl‘n)O'(fl‘n+1, 9Tn+1, hxn—i—l) }
1+ U(gxn—l) 9Tn, ga:n+1)0(hxn_1, hﬂ?n, hl‘n—‘rl)

= max {O(yn—2, Yn—1, yn); U(yn—3a Yn—2, yn—l)a U(yn—la Yn—2, yn—3)

U(ym Yn—1, yn72), U(yn+17 Yn, ynfl)y

U(yn—ly Yn—2, yn—3)0(yn7 Yn—1, yn—2>0(yn+17 Yny yn—l) }
1+ U(yn*Qayn*layn)a(ynffivynf%ynfl) ’

Since ¢ € €, taking the upper limit as n — oo, we obtain

n—oo

3
o < max {57 1_(?_52} — lim inf¢<max {J(yn—Qu Yn—1, yTZ)v J(yn—37 Yn—2, y’n—l)v

U(yn—h Yn—2, yn—3)7 U<ym Yn—1, yn—2)7 U<yn—1> Yn—2, yn—B)v U(yn—Ha Yn, yn—l):

U(ynayn—layn—Q)J(yn—i—luynayn—1> })
L+ 0(Yn—2,Yn—1,Yn) 0 (Yn—3, Yn—2; Yn—1)
<5 —¢(0) <.

This contradiction shows that lim, o0 0(Yn—1, Yn, Yn+1) = 0. We shall show that the
sequence {y,} is a 0-0-Cauchy sequence. Suppose on the contrary that {y,} is not
a 0-0-Cauchy sequence. Then by Remark 3.7 there exist ¢ > 0 and two sequences

{my} and {ny} of positive integers such that ny > my > k and

lim J(ymk7ynk7ynk) = lim U(ymkfla Ynp—1, ynkfl)
k—o0 k—o0

(33) = kli)n;o U(ymk+1; Ynp+1, ynk+1)

= lim U(ymk—2a Ynp—25 ynk—2) =E.
k—o0
For any k € N, By definition
Rf,g,h(xmk’xnw Tny,)

= Imax {U(gwmkagxnkagmnk)v U(hxmkv hxnkv hxnk)7 U(fwmmgwmk; hxmk)7

O—(fxnk 9 gxnka th%)? U(fxnk 9 gmnm hmnk)u
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O-(f'rmkagxmlw hmmk>a(fxnkvgxnkv hxnk)a(fxnkvgwnka hl’r%) }
1 + U(gmmka gxnka gxnk>0—(hxmk 9 hxnka hmnk)

= max {U(ymk—17 ynk—h ynk—1)7 U(ynk—Qa ynk—27 ynk—2)7 O'(ymkaymk—h ymk—Q)a

U(ynka Ynj—1, ynk—2)7 U(ynk) Yny—1, ynk—Q)a
U(ymk7ynk_17 ynk—Q)U(yNkvynk—lv ynk—Q)U(yNkvynk—lv ynk_2) }
1+ U(ymk—la Yng—15 ynk_l)a(ymk_27 Yng—25 ynk—Q) .
Therefore, it follows from (3.1) that

O (Ymy Ynis Yni) < Rpgn(Tmys Ty Tny,) — & (B, g0 (Tmy, s Ty s Ty ) -
Taking the upper limit as k¥ — oo in the above inequality and using (3.3), we obtain
e <max{0,e} — ¢ (max{0,e}) = — ¢(¢) < e.
This contradiction shows that {y,} is a 0-o-Cauchy sequences. Suppose that h(X)

is 0-closed. Since X is 0-o-complete, there exists v = hu = gu € X such that

(3.4) m  o(Yn, Ym,Ym) = im o(yn,v,v) =o(v,v,v) =0.

We shall show that u is a coincidence point of f, g and h. Suppose that o (v, fu, gu) >
0, By definition, we have

Ry g n(xpn,u,u) = max {a(gacn, gu, gu), o (hxy, hu, hu), o (fr,, gu, hu),

U(fu7 gu? hu)? O-(fu’ gu’ hu)’

1+ o(gzn, gu, gu)o(hxy, hu, hu)

= max {U(yn—la v, V)a U(yn—27 v, V)7 U(ynu v, V)) U(fuu v, V)a

U(yn) Yn—1, yn—?)a(f% v, V)U(fu) v, V) }
1 +U(yn7V7 V)U(yn—27V7 V) .

In view of (3.4) we have for all n > ng, Ry g n(2n,u,u) = o(fu,v,v). Therefore, for

all n > ng, we have
o(v,v, fu) <o, yn, yn) + 0¥, Yn, Yn) + 0 (f1, Yn, Yn)
= 20(V,Yn, Yn) + o (fu, fn, fn)
=20V, Yn, yn) + o(fu, fu, frn)
< 20(VsYn, Yn) + Rpgn(Tn, w,u) = ¢ (Rygp(Tn, u,u))
=20V, Yn,Yn) + o(fu,v,v) — ¢ (o(fu,v,v)).
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Letting n — oo, we get

o(v,v, fu) <0+ o(fu,v,v) — ¢ (o(fu,v,v)).
This contradiction shows that o(v,v, fu) = 0, that is, fu = v, we deduce that
hu = gu = fu = v. Thus, u is a coincidence point and v is the corresponding point
of coincidence of f, g and h. We shall show that the point of coincidence is unique.
If possible, let v/ is another point of corresponding coincidence of f, g and h and
o, ;') >0, o(V,v,v) > 0 and o(v/,/,1') = 0. Then there exists v’ € X such

that fu' = gu’ = hu/ = /. By definition, we have
Ry gn(u, v/, u') = max {a(gu, g, gu), o (hu, hu', h'), o (fu, gu, hu),

o(fu,gu, hu),o(fu', gu', hu")o(fu', gu’, hu')
1+ o(gu, gu’, gu’)o(hu, hu', hu')

= max{o(0,1//), 000/ o0/) ) 0/, ) 0/ )0

=o(v, v, V).
Therefore, it follows from (3.1) that
o(v,V' V') = o(fu, fu, fu')
< Rpgn(u,u',u') = ¢ (Rpgn(u,u',u))
=o' V)= ¢ (a(v,V/ 1))
<oV, V).
This contradiction shows that o(v,v/, /) = 0, that is, v = /. Thus v is the unique

point of corresponding coincidence of f, g and h, and the prove of the theorem is
finished. O

Let (X,0) be a tripled metric-like space and f : X — X be a mapping. The
mapping f is called a rational ¢-weak contraction, if there exists ¢ € {2 such that

the condition

(35) O.(fxufy’fz) g Rf($,y, Z) —QS(Rf(l’,y,Z))
is satisfied for all z,y, z € X, where
Rf(x’ y7 Z) = maX {O-(‘,'U7 y7 Z)? O-(fx’ "'E7 $)7 O-(fy7 y’ y)7 O-(fz7 Z’ Z)’

U(f$’ I? :1:)7 O-(fy7 y’ y)o-(fz7 Z7 Z) }
L+ [o(z,y,2))? '
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Taking g = h = Ix in Theorem 3.10, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.11. Let (X,0) be a 0-o-complete tripled metric-like space and f :
X — X be a rational ¢p-weak contraction. Then f have a unique fized point v and

o(v,v,v) =0.

If we take ¢(t) = (1 — k)t for £ € (0,1) in contraction condition (3.1), we have

the following corollary.

Corollary 3.12. Let (X,0) be a 0-o-complete tripled metric-like space and f,g,h

X — X be three mappings such that o(fx, fy, fz) < kRfgn(x,y,2) holds for all
x,y,z2 € X, where 0 < k <1 and Ry gp(x,y,2) is defined by (3.2). Then f, g and
h have a unique point of coincidence in X, and if they are weakly compatible, they

have a unique common fized point.

Without essential changes, the following version of Theorem 3.10 can be proved.

Theorem 3.13. Let (X,0) be a 0-o-complete tripled metric-like space and f,g,h
X — X be three mappings such that

VY (o(fz, fy, [2) ¥ (Rpgn(@,y,2) — ¢ (Rygn(,y,2))

holds for all x,y,z € X, where ¢ € Q, ¥ : [0,00) — [0,00) is continuous, non-
decreasing and ¢~1({0}) = 0 and R, 4y is given by (3.2). If f(X) C g(X) C
h(X) and h(X) is a 0-closed subset of X, then f, g and h have a unique point of
coincidence in X. Moreover if f, g and h are weakly compatible, then f, g and h

have a unique common fixed point v and o(v,v,v) = 0.

Now, we present an example to support the usability of our result Corollary 3.12.

Example 3.14. Let X = {1,2,3,4}. Define 0 : X x X x X — R™ as follows:

o(1,1,1) = 0,0(2,2,2) = 3, 0(3 3,3) =6,0(4,4,4) =

0(1,2,3) =0(2,1,3) =0(3,2,1) = (7 2) =0(3,1, )=0(73,1)=9,
o(1,1,2) = 0(1,2,2) = 0(2,1,1) o(1,2,1) = 0(2,1,2) = 0(2,2,1) = 9,
o(1,1,3) = 0(3,1,1) = 0(1,3,1) = (1,3,3) = 0(3,1,3) = 0(3,3,1) = 5,
o(1,1,4) = 0(1,4,1) = 0(4,1,1) = 0(1,4,4) = 0(4,4,1) = 5(4,1,4) = 6,
0(2,2,3) = 0(3,2,2) = 0(2,3,2) = (2,3,3) = 0(3,3,2) = 0(3,2,3) = 5,
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0(2,3,4) = 0(2,4,3) = 0(3,2,4) = 0(4,3,2) = 0(4,2,3) = 0(3,4,2) = 10,
o(1,2,4) = 0(1,4,2) = 0(4,2,1) = 0(2,1,4) = 0(4,1,2) = 0(2,4,1) = 10,
0(1,3,4) = 0(1,4,3) = 0(3,1,4) = 0(4,3,1) = 0(4,1,3) = 0(3,4,1) =
0(3,3,4) =0(3,4,3) =0(4,3,3) = 0(3,4,4) = 0(4 4,3) =0(4,3,4) =
0(2,2,4) =0(2,4,2) =0(4,2,2) = 0(2,4,4) = 0(4,4,2) = 0(4,2,4) = 10.
Let f,g,h: X — X be defined by

1, =1, 1, =1, 1, =1,

3, =2, . 2, =2, . 2, =2,
J@ =93 2=3 90=\3 r=3 "MI=33 =3

1, =4, 3, =4, 4, z =4

We next verify that { f, g, h} satisfies the inequality (3.1), inequality (3.5) with ¢(t) =
%. Let us consider the following possible cases.

Case I. If {z,y,2z} C {2,3,4} and 2 = 2, y = 3 and z = 4, then we have
o(f2,f3,f4) =0(3,3,1) =5 and

R gn(2,3,4) = max {0(2, 3,2),0(3,4,3),0(3,2,2),0(4,3,4),0(1,2,3),

0(3,2,2),0(4,3,4)0(1,2,3)
1+0(2,3,2)0(3,4,3)

=9.

Thus 5 <9 — ¢(9) =9 — § =6.75.
Case II. If {z,y,2} C {1,3,4} and z = 1, y = 3 and z = 4, then we have
o(f1, f3, f4) = 0(1,3,1) = 5 and

Ry gn(1,3,4) = max {0(1, 3,2),0(1,4,3),0(1,2,2),0(4,3,4),0(1,2,3),

0(1,2,2),0(4,3,4)0(1,2,3) _
1+0(1,3,2)0(1,4,3) B

Thus 5 <9 —¢(9) =9 — J = 6.75.

Case III. If {z,y,z} € {1,1,4} and z = 1, y = 1 and z = 4. We have
o(f1, f1,f4) =0(1,1,1) =0 and (3.1) , (3.5) trivially hold.

Case IV. If {z,y,z} C {1,2,3} and z = 1, y = 2 and z = 3. We have
o(f1, f2,f3) =0(1,3,3) =5 and

Rygn(1,2,3) =max {o(1,2,3),0(1,2,4),0(1,1,1),0(3,2,2),0(4,3,4),0} = 10.
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We have 5 < 10 — ¢(10) = 10 — % = 7.50. Thus all the required hypothesis of
condition (3.5) are satisfied. Then f, g and h have a unique point of coincidence in

X and a unique common fixed point, here 1 is the unique fixed point.

4. AN APPLICATION

In this section, we are going to apply Corollary 3.12 with ¢ = h = Ix, to the
study of existence and uniqueness of solutions. Denote I = [0, 1] and consider the

following equations system

(2"(t) = —F(t, (1)),
i
(1) W0 =y =0,
(t) = —F(t,2(1)),
[ 2(0) =2(1) =0,

for all t € I, where F' € C(I x R,R). It is known and easy to check that problem

(4.1) is equivalent to the integral equations
1
(1) = / G(t, 5)F (s, 3(s)) ds,
01
(42) o) = [ Glt.s)F(s.y()ds,
01
z(t) = /0 G(t,s)F (s, z(s))ds,

where G is the Green function. Let X = C(I) be the space of all continuous
functions defined on I and |ullc = supycp ) u(t)| for each u € X. Consider the

tripled metric-like on X given by

o(x,y, %) = max {Hmuow 19]lo0s HZHOO}

for all z,y,z € X. Thus (X,0) is a complete tripled metric-like space. We recall
that

1
1
£ ds = ~.
tren[gfﬁ/o Glot)yds =3

Theorem 4.1. Assume F'(s,2(s)) < Ai]|z||oo, F(8,4(s)) < A2||yllco and F(s,2(s)) <
Asl|z|loo for all s € T and A1+ X2+ A3 < 1. Then problem (4.2) has a unique solution
ue X =C(I,R).
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Proof. Define the self-map f: X — X by
1
falt) = [ Glts)F(s.0(5)) ds,
0
1
fult) = [ Gl F(s.u() s
0
1
F2(t) = / G(t, 5)F (s, 2(s)) ds.
0
We have
| fz]lcc = max /1 G(s,t)F(s,z(s))ds = 1F(s z(s)) < 1)\ |||
e Jo ’ ’ g8 = g HIHleer
1fylloo < §A2llyllocs and [[fz]loo < §As]l2]|oo- Thus
o(fz, fy, fz) = max {[| fo/loos || fyllo, | f2]loc }

1
< g+ 2o+ Ag) max {[[z]oo, 19loo [121loc }
1
< So(@.12)
1
< ng(ZL', Y, Z)
By choosing k = % we have o(fz, fy, fz) < kRf(x,y,2). Then f has a unique fixed
point u € X, that is, problem (4.2) has a unique solution u € C?(I). O
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