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COMMON FIXED POINTS IN METRICALLY CONVEX
PARTIAL METRIC SPACES

SANTOSH KUMAR, TERENTIUS RUGUMISA, AND M. IMDAD

ABSTRACT. In this study, we extend some common fixed points theorems for
mappings in metrically convex metric spaces into partial metric spaces. We
generalize earlier results by Imdad et al. We also provide an illustrative ex-
ample.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

The existing literature contains a number of fixed point theorems for self map-
pings in partial metric spaces. These include theorems by Mathews [7], Oltra and
Valero [8] and Karapinar et al. [6]. However fixed point theorems for non-self map-
pings in partial metric spaces are not often discussed.

The study of fixed point for non-self mappings in metrically convex metric spaces
was introduced by Assad and Kirk [1]. The concept of metrical convexivity has been
used by several authors including Gaji¢ and Rakocevié¢ [2], Imdad and Kumar [5]
and Hadzi¢ [3] to develop fixed point theorems for non-self mappings.

In the proofs of our main results, we require the following definitions and lemmas.

The partial metric space is a generalization of the metric space introduced by
Mathews [7] in 1994 as a part of a study of denotational semantics of dataflow
networks.. It is defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. [7] A partial metric on a nonempty set X is a function p : X x X —
R, such that for all z,y,z € X:

(Plyz =y < p(z,2) = p(z,y) = p(y,y),

(P2) p(z,z) < p(z,y),

(P3) p(z,y) =p(y, @),

(P4) p(z,y) < p(x, 2) + p(2,9) — p(z,2).

A partial metric space is a pair (X,p) such that X is a nonempty set and p is a
partial metric on X.
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From (P1) and (P2) we have

(1.1) p(z,y) =0=p(z,y) =p(z,z) =p(y,y) =z =y.
From (P4) we have
(1.2) p(x,y) < p(x,2) +p(2,9).

An example of a partial metric space (X,p) is when X = R, the set of all non-
negative real numbers, and p(z,y) = max{x,y} for all z,y € X.

Each partial metric p on X generates a Ty topology 7, on X with a base being
the family of open balls {B,(z,¢) : x € X, e > 0} where
By(z,e) ={y € X : p(z,y) < p(xz,z) +¢c} forall z € X and ¢ > 0.

Definition 1.2. [7]. Let (X,p) be a partial metric space and {x,} be a sequence

in X. Then
(i) {xn} converges to a point x € X if and only if

p(z,z) = limy, o0 p(z, T0).

(ii) {xzn} is called a Cauchy sequence if only if there exists (and is finite)
1imn,m~>+oo p<$n, wm) .

(iii) A partial metric space (X, p) is said to be complete if every Cauchy
sequence {z, } in X converges, with respect to 7,, to a point z € X
such that p(x, x) = limy, m— 400 P(Tn, Tm)-

The metric derived from a partial metric is defined as follows:.

Lemma 1.1. [7] If p is a partial metric on X, then the function
p®: X x X = Ry given by

(1.3) p(z,y) = 2p(x,y) — p(z, ) — p(y, y)
defines a metric on X.

We take note of the following lemma.

Lemma 1.2. [7]. Let (X,p) be a partial metric space.
(i) {zn} is a Cauchy sequence in (X,p) if and only if it is a Cauchy
sequence in the metric space (X, p®).
(i) (X,p) is complete if and only if the metric space (X, p*) is complete.
Furthermore limy, s oo p(@n, ) = 0 if and only if
p(x, 33) = hmn—H—oo p(a:na .73) = hmn,m—>+oc p(l'n) mm) = 0.
A metrically convex metric space is defined as follows:
Definition 1.3. [1].
A complete metric space (X,d) is said to be (metrically) convex if X has the

property that for each x,y € X with x # y there exists z € X,z # z # y, such that
d(z,2) +d(z,y) = d(z,y).

If (X,d) is a metrically convex metric space, and z,y € X, we term
segle,y] == {z € X 1 d(z,y) = d(z,2) +d(z,9)}.
The following lemma is obtained from Assad and Kirk [1].

Lemma 1.3. Let K be a closed subset of the complete and convexr metric space X .
Ifr € K and y ¢ K, then there exists a point z € OK (the boundary of K) such
that

d(z,z) +d(z,y) = d(z,y).
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We introduce the metrically convex partial metric space.

Definition 1.4. A partial metric space (X, p) is said to be metrically convex if the
corresponding metric space (X, p®) is metrically convex in the sense of Lemma 1.1,

where p*(z,y) = 2p(x,y) — p(z,x) — p(y,y) for all 2,y € X.

As an example, the partial metric space (Ry,p) where p(x,y) = max{z,y} for
all z,y € Ry is metrically convex because (X, p®) where p*(x,y) = |z — y| is the
metric derived from the partial metric p, is metrically convex.

Lemma 1.4. Let (X,p) be a metrically convex partial metric space. Let x,y € X.
If z € seg[z,y] then:

(7') p(x7y) —|—p(z,z) Zp(l‘,Z) —l—p(z,y),
(ii) p(z,y) = p(x, 2).

Proof. Applying (1.3) to Definition 1.3, if z € seg[z, y], then we have:

p*(z,y) = p°(z,2) + p°(2,9)
= 2p(z,y) — p(z,2) — p(y,y) = 2p(z, 2) — p(z, ) — p(2,2)
+2p(z,y) — p(z,2) — p(y,y)
= p(z,y) = p(z,2) + p(z,y) —p(z,2)
= p(z,y) + (z,Z) p(z,z) +p(z,y).
As p(z,y) — p(z,2) > 0, from (P2) of Definition 1.1 we have

p(z,y) > p(x, 2).
0

Lemma 1.5. Let K be a non-empty subset of a metrically convex partial metric
space (X, p) which is closed in (X,p®). If x € K and y € X\K, then there exists a
point z € OK (the boundary of K with respect to (X,ps)) such that

p(x,y) +p(z,2) = p(z, 2) + p(z,9).

Proof. From Definition 1.4, if the partial metric space (X, p) is metrically convex,
then (X, p®) is metrically convex. From Lemma 1.3 (ii), this means that if z € K
and y € X\ K then there exists z in 9K, (the boundary of K), such that p*(z,y) =
p*(x, z) + p°(z,y). Using (1.3), this means
p*(z,y) = p°(x,2) + p°(2,9)
= 2p(z,y) — p(z,z) — p(y, y) = 2p(x, 2) — p(z, ) — p(z,2)
+2p(2,y) — p(z,2) — p(y,y)

2p(z,y) = 2p(z, 2) + 2p(z,y) — 2p(2, 2)
p(x,y) +p(z,2) = p(z,2) + p(z,9)
= p(x, 2) + p(z,y) = p(z,y) + p(z,2).

O

We now prove the following lemma, which is modified from Theorem 1 of Assad
and Kirk [1], and is necessary for our work.
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Lemma 1.6. Consider a sequence {wy fnen € Ry such that, for all n > 2 we have

(1.4) wy, < kmax{w,—2,wp—1},k € (0,1),
then
(1.5) wy, < kY212 max{wo, wi }.

Proof. We prove the lemma by the induction. First we show that Lemma 1.6 holds
for n = 2.
We note that k € (0,1) implies k < k/2. Hence if n = 2, then (1.4) leads to

(1.6) wy < kmax{wo,w; } < kY2 max{wo,w;} = k*?k~Y? max{w, w; }.

We then show that the lemma holds for n = 3. If n = 3, then (1.4) leads to
wg < kmax{w,ws}. If w1 > woy, then we get

w3 < kmax{wy, wa}
= w3 < kwy
< kmax{wp, w; }
= k32 kY2 max{wo, w; }.
If however w; < waq, we get
ws < kmax{wy,ws}
= w3z < kws
= wy < k x k*?k7Y? max{wo, w, }, from (1.6)
< k%2 max{wo, w; }
< k32 kY2 max{wo, w; }, because k=12 > 1.

We now show that, if Lemma 1.6 holds for 1 < n < j where j > 2, then it must be
hold for j 4+ 1. Hence we have from (1.4)

(17) Wi41 S kmax{wj_l,wj}.

We consider two cases.
Case (i): Suppose w;_1 < w;. Then (1.7) becomes

Wj41 S kw]‘
< k- k27 Y2 max{wo, w; } from (1.5)
(1.8) = kU212 max{wg, w1 }.

Case (ii): Suppose wj_1 > w;. Then (1.7) becomes
Wit < kwjq
< k- kU=D2E=Y2 max{wg, w; } from (1.5)
(1.9) = kUTD/2E=12 max{wg, wy }.

We note that for j > 2 and k € (0,1) we have kUT1/2 > k(+2)/2 Hence (1.8)
and (1.9) imply that

w1 < EUHD/2p=1/2 max{wo, wi }.

Here we introduce a relation that will be used in our proof.



58 S. KUMAR, T. RUGUMISA, AND M. IMDAD

Remark 1.1. Let s,t,a > 0 with s < t. Then

s+a
<+

s
1.10 - .
( ) t  t+a

We prove Remark 1.1 here:

—1
§75+0¢:0¢(5 )S()becauses<t
t t+a tt+a)
oS sta
t t+a

We also note that if T : K — X is a continuous mapping and {z, } is a convergent
sequence with all x,, € K, where K is closed, then we have

T(lim z,)= lim Tz,.
n—oo n—oo
The following definition is modified from Hadzié [3].

Definition 1.5. Let K be a non-empty subset of a partial metric space (X, p) and
F,T: K — X. The pair (F,T) is said to be weakly p-commuting if for every z € K
with Fz,Tx € K we have

p(TFx, FTz) < p(Fz,Tx).

Let K be a non-empty subset of a partial metric space (X, p) and F,T : K — X.
The point v € K is called a coincidence point of F' and T if Fv = Tv = w. If
also v = w, then v is called a common fized point of F' and T. We say also that F'
and T are coincidentally commuting if at every coincidence point v € K, we have
FTv=TFv.

The following definition is found in Imdad et al. [4].

Definition 1.6. [4] Let K be a non-empty subset of a metric space (X, d) and let
F.G,S,T: K — X satisfy the condition

d(Fz,Gy) < amax {d(Tz, Sy)/2,d(Tz, Fz),d(Sy,Gy)}
+b[d(Tz, Gy) + d(Fz, Sy)].

for all z,y € K with © # y,a,b > 0 and a + 2b < 1. Then (F,G) is called a
generalized (S,T) contraction on K.

The following result is established in Imdad et al. [4].

Theorem 1.1. [4] Let (X, d) be a complete metrically convex metric space and K a
non-empty closed subset of X and let F,G,S,T : K — X. If (F,G) is a generalized
(S,T) contraction of K satisfying

(i) 0K CSKNTK, FKNK CSK,GKNK CTK,

(ii)) Tx € 0K = Fx € K, Sz € 0K = Gz € K,

(iii) (F,T) and (G, S) are weakly commuting pairs and

(iv) one of F,G,S and T is continuous in K.

Then there exists a unique point z € K such that Fz = Gz = Sz = Tz = z.
Furthermore z remains a unique common fixed point of both pairs separately.

In this study, we seek to extend Theorem 1.1 from metric spaces into partial
metric spaces.
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2. MAIN RESULTS

We begin with the following definition which is an extension of Definition 1.6
into partial metric spaces.

Definition 2.1. Let K be a non-empty subset of a partial metric space (X, p) and
let F,G,S,T: K — X satisfying the condition

p(Fz,Gy) < amax {p(Tx, Sy)/2, p(Tz, Fz),p(Sy, Gy) }
+b[p(Tz, Gy) + p(Fz, Sy)].

1
for all z,y € K with x # y,a,b > 0 and a + 2b < 3 Then (F,G) is called a

generalized (S,T) p-contraction on K.

1
The following relations for a,b > 0 and a + 2b < 3 will assist us in developing

our result.
Let
a+b 1
2.1 = =
(2.1) 1-2b h< 2
From (2.1), we have
a+b a+b
2.2 =
22) 1—b " 1-2b
We now make use of (1.10) on (2.2), and get
b a+b
. < .
(23) e b-1-5""

We intend to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, p) be a complete metrically convex partial metric space and
K a non empty closed subset of X, the closure being with respect to (X,p®). Let
0K, the boundary of K with respect to (X, p®), be non-empty. Also let F,G,S,T :
K — X. If (F,G) is a generalized (S,T) p-contraction of K satisfying

(i) DK CSKNTK, FKNK CSK,GKNK CTK,

(ii)) Tx € 0K = Fx € K, Sz € 0K = Gz € K,

(iii) (F,T) and (G, S) are weakly p-commuting pairs and

(iv) one of F,G,S and T is continuous in K.

Then there exists a unique point z € K such that Fz = Gz = Sz =Tz = z and

p(z,2) =0.

Proof. We form two sequences {z,} and {w,} in the following way.

We commence with an arbitrary point wg € K. From assumption (i) there is
a point zg € K such that wg = Tzp. From (ii), Fxg € K. According to (i), we
can choose x1 € K such that wy = Sx1 = Fxg. We locate Gx1. We consider the
following scenarios.

If Gz, € K, then, using (i), we can choose x5 € K such that Txo = Gzy = ws.

If however Gy ¢ K, by Lemma 1.5, we can choose ws € 9K such that wy €
seglwy, Gx1]. As wy € OK, from (ii), we can find 23 € K such that Taxs = wy. We
then find Fxs.

We proceed inductively as follows:
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We set wo,, = Txo,. If Fag, € K, then by (i), we can choose 2,41 € K such
that F$2n = S$2n+1 = W2n+1-

If however Fzs, ¢ K, by Lemma 1.5, we can choose wa,+1 € 0K such that
Want1 € segwan, Fay]. As want1 € OK, then by (ii), we can find zg,1 € K such
that Sl‘gn_H = W2n+41-

We then find G.I‘Q»,H_l.

In a similar vein, we set wap+1 = Gropy1. If Groppr € K, then by (i), we
can choose xo, 12 € K such that Gza,11 = Txopya = Wapt2. On the other hand,
if Gzapy1 ¢ K, by Lemma 1.5, we can choose wa, 12 € 0K such that wa,42 €
seglwant1, GTant1]. AS want2 € K, then by (ii), we can find zg9, 2 € K such that
TTopy2 = Wang2.

We then find Fz,o.

We define two sets, P and @, forming a partition of the set {w,}.

Let P = {wa, € {wn} : way = Grop_1} U {wony1 € {wn} : wony1 = Fray } and
Q= {wzn € {wp}: wo, # Gxgn,l} U {w2n+1 € {wn}: wopt1 # Fxgn}. Note that
Wan € P = woy, = Txe, = Gxo,—1 for n > 1 and
Wapt1 € P = wopy1 = Sxont1 = Fxa,. Note also that
Won, € Q = way, = TTo, € OK and Won € seg[w2n_1, G.Tgn_ﬂ. Similarly, Wan41 €
Q = wopt1 = Stopt1 € 0K and wap 41 € seglway,, Fro,].

We investigate three cases.

Case 1: Let (W, Wmt1) € P X P. Let us assume m is odd, meaning m = 2n+1
for some n € N. Then

P(Wn s Wint1) = P(Wan41, Wany2) = P(STont1, TTony2) = P(FTon, GTany1)
1
< amax {zp(szm SI2n+1)’p(TI2n7 FIQn);P(S$2n+17 G$2n+1)}
+ b [p(Txon, Gront1) + p(Fran, SToni)]
1
= amax {QP(TI% Sxont1), P(Tx2n, STont1), P(STant1, TI2n+2)}
+ b0 [p(Txon, Tront2) + p(STont1, SToni1)]
1
= amax §p(w2n, w2n+1)ap(w2n7 w2n+1)ap(w2n+17 w2n+2)
+ b[p(wan, want2) + P(W2ny1, Want1)]-
We note that from (P4) of Definition 1.1, we have
P(Won, Want2) + P(Want1, Want1) < P(Wan, Want1) + P(Want1, Want2)-
Hence we have
p(wm, wm+1) = p(w2n+1, w2n+2)
1
< amax ip(’wzn, w2n+1)7p(w2n, w2n+1)7p(w2n+1aw2n+2)

+ b[p(wan, Wan+1) + P(Wont1, Wont2)]
(2~4) = amax {p(wzn, w2n+1)7p(w2n+1, w2n+2)}
+ b[p(wan, Won+t1) + P(Want1, Want2)].
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If p(wzn, w2n+1) S p(w2n+1, 1U2n+2), then (24) becomes

P(Win, Wit 1) = p(Wan+1, Wan2)
< ap(Want1, Want2) + b[p(Wan, Want1) + P(Want1, Want2)]
b
1—a-0>
< hp(way, want1), (in view of (2.3)).

IN

p(w2n7 w2n+1)

1
This is a contradiction because h < —. Hence

P(Wan, Want1) > p(Want1, Want2). Thus (2.4) becomes

P(Wins Wint1) = p(W2n 11, Wany2)

< ap(wan, Want1) + b[p(wan, Want1) + P(Want1, Want2)]
a+b
1-b
a+b
11—
< hp(wpm—1,wy), (in view of (2.2)).

IN

P(w2n, w2n+1)

(wm—la wm)

A similar argument shows that when m = 2n, we have

P(Wan, Want1) < hp(wap—1, w2p).
Thus, in general, if (W, Wm41) € P x P, then
1
(25) p(wma wm+1) S hp(wm—lawm)a h < 5
Case 2: Let (W, wmt1) € Px Q. If m is odd, then m = 2n+1 for some n € N.
AS W1 = Want2 € Q, it means wap 1o € seglwani1, Grapt1]. From Lemma 1.4

(ii), this means p(wan4+1, Want2) < P(Want1, Grany1). We note that, in this case,
Won+1 = STont1 = Faa,. Hence

P(Wi, Wi y1) < P(wany1, GTany1)
= p(FfUzn, G$2n+1)
< hp(wap, Won+1)

= hp(wm—h wm)v

using an argument similar to that of Case 1.
We obtain a similar result when m is even. Hence, when (w,,, wm+1) € P X @,
we have

1
(26) p(wmamerl) S hp<wmflawm)v h < 5

Case 3: Let (W, wmt1) € Q X P.

We show that w,, € Q, m > 1 implies that w,,_1 € P.

Now suppose wy,—1 € Q. This means w,,—; € K. By (ii), this implies that
Wy, € P which is a contradiction. Hence w,,,_1 € P.

Suppose m is odd, implying m = 2n + 1 for some n € N.
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As wopy1 € seglway, Fra,], we have

P(Wns Wint1) = P(Want1, Wan2)

(Won+1, Fron) + p(Faon, Wany2), from (1.2)

IAINA

p
(2.7) p(wan, Fxan) + p(Fxon, wonta), from Lemma 1.4.

We note that, from the construction of proof, we,, = Gxa,_1 and w12 = Gxapny1-
Thus (2.7) becomes

P(Winy, Wint1) < P(Gan—1, F2on) + p(F2on, GZont1)
= p(F2p, Gran—1) + p(Fran, GTant1)
(28) = p(wma w?n-{-l) S 2 max{p(Fana Gan—l)ap(Fx27L7 G$2n+1)}

We consider two subcases.
Subcase 3.1 Suppose p(Fap, Gran—1) < p(Fxon, GTant1). Then (2.8) becomes

P(Wry Wing1) < 2p(F2y, GTopi1)
1
< 2amax {QP(TQU%, 5$2n+1),p(T$2m Ffﬂzn),P(S%n-s-l, G$2n+1)}
+2b [p(Tx2n, Gront1) + p(FTon, STont1)]

1
(2.9) < 2amax {QP(T%m Sxont1), p(Tx2n, Frapn), p(SToni1, T$2n+2)}

+2b [p(Txan, Txont2) + p(Fran, STant1)).

We note that as Sxza, 41 € seg{Tx2,, Fxa,}, we have from Lemma 1.4 (ii)

P(TTon, Fron) > p(TT2n, STont1) > =p(Txapn, STant1).

N

We also have from (P4) of Definition 1.1

p(Tz2n, Txony2) + p(Fron, Stont1)
< p(T22n, Stont1) + p(St2nt1, TTant2) — P(STant1, ST2n41)
+ p(Fxon, Stont1)
= p(Szant1, Txont2) + p(Txon, Fray,), by Lemma 1.4 (i).

From the construction of sequence, we have (W, wm+1) = (SZont1, T Tont2)-
Hence (2.9) becomes

P(Wr, Wing1) = D(ST2n41, TT2n42)
(2.10) < 2amax {p(Txon, Fran), p(Sxant1, TToni2)}
+2b [p(Swon+1, Txont2) + P(Tx2n, Faay)] .
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If p(Txoy, Fron) < p(Stant1, Txon12) then (2.10) becomes

P(Win, Wint1) = p(S22n+1, To2n42)
< 2ap(Swoni1, TTonto)
+2b [p(ST2nt1, Tr2n+2) + p(TT2n, Fon)]
< 2ap(Szont1, TTont2)
+2b [p(Sz2nt1, T22n42) + P(ST2n41, T22042)]
because p(Txan, Fan) < p(STant1, TZon42)
< 2(a+2b)p(Sw2n+1, TT2n+2)
< p(Szont1, TTony2) because 2(a + 2b) < 1.

This is a contradiction. Hence p(T'za,, Fxon) > p(Sxant1, Tx2n+2). Thus (2.10)
becomes

P(Wi, Wimy1) = p(ST2n41, TTon+2)
é QGP(TxZna Fx2n)
+ 2b [p(Szont1, Txont2) + p(Txon, Fray)]

a+b
1— 2bp(T$2n7 FxZn)

S th(TCUZm Fx2n)
< 2hp(Gxan—1, Fxa,) because Gra,—1 = Txa,

<2

< 2h X hp(wm—1,wm ), as per Case 2
(2.11) = p(Win, Wint1) < Ap(Wpn—1,wyy,) as 2h < 1.

Subcase 3.2 Now let us consider when p(Fzay,, Gxan—1) > p(Fxon, Grony1).
Then (2.8) becomes

P(Wp, Wina1) < 2p(Faop, Gron—_1)
< 2hp(wan, wap—1)
= 2hp(wap—1,wan), by Case 2
(2.12) = p(Wim, Wint1) = 2hp(Win—2, Wym—1), because m = 2n + 1.

From (2.11), and (2.12), we conclude that when m is an odd natural number, and
(w77L7wm+1) € Q X Pa we have

(2.13) P(Win, Wint1) < 2h max{p(wm—2, Wpm—1), P(Wim—1, W) }-

We get the same result (2.13) when m is an even number.

The case p(Wm, Wmt1) € @ X @ is not possible.

Referring to (2.5), (2.6) and (2.13), we conclude that for all possible cases: Case
1, Case 2 and Case 3, we have

(2.14) P(Wr s Wing1) < 2hmax{p(wm—2, Wi—1), P(Wm—1, W)}
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We note that for h > 0, we have

2(a +b)
1-2b

=2a+2b<1—-2b

2h < 1= <1

1
:>a+Zb<§,

as required by the assumption.
We apply Lemma 1.6 to (2.14) and get
(215) p(wnvwn-i-l) < (2h)’ﬂ/267
where § = (2h)"/2 max{p(wo, w1), p(wy,ws)}.
Suppose n,m € N;n > m. Using (1.2) inductively, we have

n—1

P(Wry, wp) < P(wi, Wit1)

i
3

-

3

<) (2h)"/2§ from (2.15),
1 — (2h)(n—m)/2
<§(2n)mP T
~ ( ) 1 _ (2h)1/2
1
0 LR ——
~ 6( ) 1— (2]’[,)1/2

Taking n,m — oo we get

lm  p(wWpm, w,) =0 < +o0.

n,m—oo

This makes {w, } € K a Cauchy sequence.

From the assumption, K is a closed in (X, p*). This makes K complete in (X, p®)
and hence complete in (X, p), (see Lemma 1.2 (ii)). This means that thereis z € K
such that

lim p(wm7wn) = lim p(wnvz) :p(zaz) =0.
m,n— oo m,n—oo

This means w,, — z in (X, p).
Consider a subsequence {way, } of {w,} which is contained in P. For all k € N
we have
Wap, = 1Top, = GTon,—1-

Hence

lim way,, =2

k—o0

= lim Txgy,, = lim Gro,,—1 =2

k— o0 k—r o0

= lim Tx9, = lim Gxo,_1 = 2.
n— o0 n— o0

Let us now consider the subsequence {wap, +1} of {wy,} which is contained in P.
Using a similar argument, we get

lim Szop41 = lim Fxg, = 2.
n—oo n— o0

Thus we have shown that

(2.16) lim Tzo, = lim Gzoy_q1 = lim Sxgpy; = lim Fxo, = 2.
n—roo n—r oo n—r oo n—oo
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Let us now consider the subsequence {way, } = {Txay, } of {w,} which is con-
tained in P. If we assume that S is continuous, then
limy 00 ST %2y, = Sz. As the pair {G, S} are weakly p-commutative, we have

p(STxQ’nk ) Gsxznk—l) = p(SGIQHk—17 GSIan—l)
< p(Gxon,—1,5%on,—1).
Taking k — oo and applying (2.16), we get
(2.17) p(Sz,T) <p(z,2) =0=p(S2z,T)=0=T = Sz,

where I' := limg_, 0o GSZ2p, —1.
To show that Sz = z, we consider

P(Faan, , GSTon,—1)
< amax {p(Tl‘gnk s SS$2nk_1)/2,p(T$2nk ) F.Z’an,),p(SSI'an_l, GstHk—l)}
+ b[p(Txon,, GSxan, —1) + P(FZon,, SSTan, —1)].

Taking k — oo and making use of (2.8) (with I' = Sz), we get

p(z,52) < amax {p(z,Sz)/2,p(z, z),p(Sz,Sz)}
+ b[p(z, Sz) + p(z, S2)]
< amax{p(z,Sz),p(Sz,S52)} + 2bp(z, Sz)
= ap(z,5z2) + 2bp(z, Sz)
(2.18) = p(z,5%) < (a + 2b)p(z, Sz).

1
From the assumption, we have a 4+ 2b < 5 Hence (2.18) implies
p(2,52) =0= Sz =z

Now consider

p(Fan, Gz) < amax {p(Txan, Sz)/2,p(Txon, Fra,),p(Sz, Gz)}
+ b[p(Txon, Gz) + p(Fxan, Sz].

Taking k — oo and noting that p(z, Sz) = 0, we get

p(z,Gz) < amax{p(z,5z)/2,p(z,2),p(z,Gz)}
+ b[p(z,Gz) + p(z, S2)]
= ap(z,Gz) + bp(z,Gz)
= (a+b)p(z, Gz).

1 1
From the assumption a + 2b < 3 implying a + b < 5 This means

(2.19) p(2,G2)=0= Gz = 2.
If we expand p(Fz, Gxa,—1) and use a similar argument, we will arrive at

(2.20) Fz=z
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As Gz =z € K, by (i) in the assumption, there is v € K such that
Tu = Gz = z. Hence
p(Fu,z) = p(Fu,Gz)
< amax {p(Tu, Sz)/2,p(Tu, Fu),p(Sz,Gz)}
+ b[p(Tu,Gz) + p(Fu, Sz]
= amax {p(z,2)/2,p(z, F'u),p(z,2)} + blp(z, 2) + p(Fu, )]
— (a+b)p(Fu, 2)
= p(Fu,z) < p(Fu,z), because a + b < 1
= p(Fu,z) =0
(2.21) = Fu=z=Gz="Tu.
Using the weak p-compatibility of (F,T), together with (2.21), we have
p(FTu, TFu) < p(Fu,Tu) = p(z,2) =0
= p(Fz,Tz) =0
= Fz=Tz=z.
Hence we have proved that
Fz=Gz=82=Tz=z,p(z,2z) =0.

To prove that z is unique, suppose 2’ is also a common fixed point v of F, G, S and
T. Then

Pl 2) = p(FZ. G2)
< amax{p(T7',S2)/2,p(TZ',Fz'"),p(Sz,Gz)}
+b[p(T2',Gz) + p(FZ', Sz)]
amax{p(+',2)/2,p(, #),p(z 2)} + blp(', ) + p(’, )]
amax{p(z’,2),p(z',2'),p(z,2)} + 2bp(7, 2)
ap(z', z) + 2bp(2', 2)
(a+2b)p(7', 2).

VA

1
Asa+2b< > this leads to

p(z',2)=0= 2 =z

We have shown that z is unique and proved Theorem 2.1 for S being a continuous
mapping. A similar argument applies for continuity in at least one of the mappings

F,T or G. (I
Remark 2.1. We get special cases of Theorem 2.1 if Definition 2.1 is adjusted by
putting
(i) S=T;

(il) S =T =1, where [ is the identity mapping;

(i) S=1I,

(iv) a=0or

(v) b=0.
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Theorem 2.1 remains true if the condition of weak p-commutativity and conti-
nuity of one of the mappings is replaced by closedness of TK and SK (or FK and
GK), together with coincidental commutativity of (F,T) (or (G, S)). Doing so, we
get the following theorem:

Theorem 2.2. Let (X,p) be a complete metrically convexr partial metric space
and let K be a closed non-empty subset of X, the closure being with respect to
(X,p®). Let K, the boundary of K with respect to (X, p®), be non-empty. Also let
F,G,S,T: K — X. If (F,G) is a generalized (S,T) p-contraction of K satisfying
(i) OKCSKNTK, FKNK CSK,GKNK CTK,
(ii)) TrxedK = Fxe K, St € 0K = Gre K,
(iii)) TK and SK (or FK and GK ) are closed,
(i) (F,T) and (G,S) have coincidence points and
(v) the pairs (F,T) and (G, S) are coincidentally commuting.
Then there exists a point z € K such that Fz = Gz = Sz =Tz = z. Furthermore
z remains a unique common fized point of both pairs separately and p(z,z) = 0.

Proof: The proof sequence is the same as that used for proving Theorem 2.1
until we reach the equation (2.16). From there we proceed as follows. Let us
consider the subsequence wsy,, = {Tza,, } contained in P. Assuming TK is closed,
we have z as defined in (2.16) being an element of TK. Hence, there is u € K such
that Tw = z. Now consider

p(Fu, Txay,,) = p(Fu, Gran, 1)
< amax{p(Tu, Sran,—1)/2, p(Tu, Fu), p(ST2n, -1, GT2n,—1)}
+ b[p(TU, Gxan—l) + p(Fu, S$2nk—1)]-

Taking k — oo, we get

p(Fu, z) < amax{p(z, z)/2,p(z, Fu),p(z, )}
+b[p(z, z) + p(Fu, z)]
= ap(Fu, Z) + b[p(za Z) +p(Fuv Z)]

b
< -
S TP

< p(z, 2).

This implies p(F'u, z) = 0 and hence, Fu = z = Tu, so that u is a coincidence point
of F" and T'. Because (F,T') are coincidentally commuting, we have FTu = TFu =
Fz=Tz.

Similarly, we consider the subsequence way, +1 = {S¥2n,+1} contained in P. As
SK is closed, there is v € K such that Sv = z. Expanding p(Szan,+1, Gv), then
taking k — oo, and using the coincidental commutativity of (S,G), we get the
similar result that

Sv=2=Gv and Sz = G=z.
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To show that F'z = z, we proceed as follows:
p(Fz,z) =p(Fz,Gv)

< amax{p(Tz,Sv)/2,p(Tz, Fz),p(Sv,Gv)}
+b[p(Tz, Gv) + p(Fz, Sv)]

= amax{p(Fz,2)/2,p(Fz,Fz),p(z,2)}
+b[p(Fz,2) + p(Fz,z))

< amax{p(Fzz2),p(Fz,Fz),p(z,2)}
+b[p(F'z,2) + p(Fz, 2))

=ap(Fz,z) + 2bp(Fz, z)

= (a+ 2b)p(Fz,z).

1
As (a+2b) < 3 this means

p(Fz,2)=0=>Fz=2=Txz.

If we consider p(z,Gz) and use the same argument as above, we reach a similar
conclusion that Gz = z = Sz. The uniqueness of z follows easily.

Thus we have z as a unique common fixed point of F,G,S and T and
p(z,2) = 0.

We get the same result if we consider F'K and GK as closed. We have completed
the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Remark 2.2. We get special cases of Theorem 2.2 if Definition 2.1 is adjusted by

putting
(i) S=T;
(i) S =T = I, where I is the identity mapping;
(iii) S =1I;
(iv) a=0or
(v) b=0.

We provide an example on the use of Theorem 2.2.

Example 2.1. Consider the metrically complete convex partial metric space
(R4, p), where p(z,y) = max{z,y} for all ,y € R;. The derived metric for p is
p*(z,y) = |x — y|, and it is metrically convex. This makes the partial metric space
(R4, p) also metrically convex by Definition 1.4.

Let K = [0,2], a closed subset of R. Let the mappings F,T,G, S : K — Ry be
defined as

Fr =z, Te =3z, Gx = 2z, Sx = 10x.

We have 0K = {0,2}, SK =[0,20],TK = [0,6] implying 0K C SKNTK. We also
K =1[0,2],GK = [0,4] implying FK N K ¢ SK and GK N K C TK.

2 2
When Tx € 0K, we have x = 0 or x = 3 This makes Fx € {0, 3} implying
2
F, € K. Similarly, when Sz € 0K, we have x = 0 or © = TS This makes

2
Gz € {0, 5} implying F, € K.
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We have the pairs F,T and G, S coincidentally commuting at their coincidence
point z = 0 because FT'(0) = TF(0) and GS(0) = SG(0). Finally z = 0 is a
common fixed point of all the four mappings and p(z,z) = 0.

1 1
= — = — h 2 = — —-.
We set a 4,b 3 and note that a + 2b 1 < 5

We consider the case of x <y which leads to
p(Fz,Gy) = p(z,2y) = max{z,2y} = 2y

1 1 1
< e 10y = Zmax{lOy,Qy} = ZmaX{Sy,Gy}

1
= —p(Sy, Gy).

e

Hence

1
p(Fz,Gy) < 3 max {p(Tz, Sy)/2,p(Tz, Fx), p(Sy, Gy) }

N 3i2 [p(Tz, Gy) + p(Fz, Sy)].
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