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Abstract. In this article, we introduce the concept of antiderivation in complex algebras
and investigate the Hyers-Ulam stability of antiderivation in Banach algebras A, associated
to the ρ-functional inequality:

‖f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ (f(σ − τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ − τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)) ‖

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A with |ρ| < 1 by using the fixed point method.

1. Introduction

The concept of stability was started of Ulam [33], followed by Hyers [18, 19]
and it has been widely studied in mathematics and functional equations(see
[19, 25, 26, 27, 29, 32]).
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In the past years, a number of articles and research have been published
on several extensions and applications of the stability to a number of map-
pings and functional equations, for instance, additive mappings, quadratic
mappings, homomorphism and derivation mappings and system of functional
equations(see [1, 3, 4, 9, 12, 15, 31]).

In old years, the stability of various functional equations have been ex-
tensively established by many of reaserchers and there are many interesting
results, containing Hadamard homomorphism, ternary antiderivation addi-
tive mappingsand system of functional equations concerning this problem(see
[2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 13, 21, 28, 30]).

The fixed point technique is one of the methods that can be used to study
the stability of functional equations, system of functional equations(see for
instance [10, 11, 12, 16, 23]).

Assume that A is a complex Banach algebra. A C-linear mapping D : A →
A is a derivation if D satisfies

D(στ) = D(σ)τ + σD(τ)

for all σ, τ ∈ A.

For σ, τ, ν ∈ A, we consider the following inequality

‖f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν))‖
≤ ‖ρ(f(σ − τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ − τ − ν) + f(σ − ν))‖, (1.1)

where |ρ| < 1.

In this paper, suppose that A is a complex Banach algebra and ρ is fixed
complex number with 0 < |ρ| < 1.

2. Stability of (1.1)

Applying the fixed point method, we show the stability of (1.1).

Lemma 2.1. If a mapping f : A → A satisfies f(0) = 0 and

‖f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ(f(σ − τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ − τ − ν) + f(σ − ν))‖ (2.1)

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A, then the mapping f : A → A is additive.

Proof. Suppose that f : A → A satisfies (2.1). Replacing τ by −τ in (2.1), we
get

‖f(σ − τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ − τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ(f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν))‖ (2.2)
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for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Using (2.1) and (2.2) yields

‖f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ2(f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν))‖

and so
f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν) = 0 (2.3)

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A, since |ρ| < 1.
Letting ν = σ in (2.3), then

f(2σ + τ)− f(2σ)− f(τ) = 0, σ, τ ∈ A.
Thus, f is additive. �

Theorem 2.2. Assume that Ψ : A3 → [0,∞) is a function such that there is
an L < 1 with

Ψ
(σ

2
,
τ

2
,
ν

2

)
≤ L

2
Ψ(σ, τ, ν) (2.4)

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Suppose that f : A → A is a mapping satisfying f(0) = 0
and

‖f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)‖+ |ρ|Ψ(σ,−τ, ν)

≤ ‖ρ(f(σ − τ + ν)−f(σ + ν)−f(σ − τ − ν)+f(σ − ν))‖+Ψ(σ, τ, ν)
(2.5)

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Then there is a unique additive mapping δ : A → A such
that

‖f(σ)− δ(σ)‖ ≤ L

2(1− L)
Ψ
(σ

2
, σ,

σ

2

)
(2.6)

for all σ ∈ A.

Proof. Replace τ by −τ in (2.5), we have

‖f(σ − τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ − τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)‖+ |ρ|Ψ(σ, τ, ν)

≤ ‖ρ(f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν))‖+ Ψ(σ,−τ, ν)
(2.7)

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. From (2.5) and (2.7), we arrive at

‖f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)‖ ≤ Ψ(σ, τ, ν) (2.8)

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A.
Letting σ = ν = u

2 and τ = u in (2.8), then we have

‖f(2u)− 2f(u)‖ ≤ Ψ
(u

2
, u,

u

2

)
(2.9)

for all u ∈ A.
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Setting

Ω := {h : A → A : h(0) = 0}
and define d : Ω× Ω→ R by

d(g, h) = inf
{
η ∈ R+ : ‖g(σ)− h(σ)‖ ≤ ηΨ

(σ
2
, σ,

σ

2

)
,∀σ ∈ A

}
,

and taking inf ∅ = +∞. It is easy to show that (Ω, d) is complete(see [22]).
W define the linear mapping J : Ω→ Ω by

J g(σ) := 2g
(σ

2

)
for all σ ∈ A.

Let g, h ∈ Ω be given such that d(g, h) = ε. Then

‖g(σ)− h(σ)‖ ≤ εΨ
(σ

2
, σ,

σ

2

)
for all σ ∈ A. Hence

‖J g(σ)− J h(σ)‖ =
∥∥∥2g

(σ
2

)
− 2h

(σ
2

)∥∥∥
≤ 2εΨ

(σ
4
,
σ

2
,
σ

4

)
≤ LεΨ

(σ
2
, σ,

σ

2

)
for all σ ∈ A. Thus d(g, h) = ε implies that d(J g(σ),J h(σ)) ≤ Lε. Hence

d(J g(σ),J h(σ)) ≤ Ld(g, h)

for all g, h ∈ Ω. From (2.9), we see that∥∥∥f(σ)− 2f
(σ

2

)∥∥∥ ≤ Ψ
(σ

4
,
σ

2
,
σ

4

)
≤ L

2
Ψ
(σ

2
, σ,

σ

2

)
for all σ ∈ A. So d(f,J f) ≤ L

2 .
By alternative fixed point theorem in [14] there exists a mapping δ : A → A

satisfying the following:

(1) δ is a fixed point of J , that is,

δ(σ) = 2δ
(σ

2

)
(2.10)

for all σ ∈ A. The mapping δ is a unique fixed point of J in the set

Θ = {g ∈ Ω : d(f, g) <∞}.
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It follows that δ is a unique mapping satisfying (2.10) such that there
is an η ∈ (0,∞) satisfying

‖f(σ)− δ(σ)‖ ≤ ηΨ
(σ

2
, σ,

σ

2

)
for all σ ∈ A.

(2) Since lim
n→∞

d(J nf, δ) = 0,

lim
n→∞

2nf
( σ

2n

)
= δ(σ) (2.11)

for all σ ∈ A.

(3) d(f, δ) ≤ 1
1−Ld(f,J f), which implies

‖f(σ)− δ(σ)‖ ≤ L

2(1− L)
Ψ
(σ

2
, σ,

σ

2

)
for all σ ∈ A.

It follows from (2.4) and (2.5) that

‖δ(σ + τ + ν)− δ(σ + ν)− δ(σ + τ − ν) + δ(σ − ν)‖

= lim
n→∞

2n
∥∥∥∥f (σ + τ + ν

2n

)
− f

(
σ + ν

2n

)
− f

(
σ + τ − ν

2n

)
+ f

(
σ − ν

2n

)∥∥∥∥
≤ lim

n→∞
2n|ρ|

∥∥∥∥f (σ − τ + ν

2n

)
− f

(
σ + ν

2n

)
− f

(
σ − τ − ν

2n

)
+ f

(
σ − ν

2n

)∥∥∥∥
+ lim
n→∞

2n
(

Ψ
( σ

2n
,
τ

2n
,
ν

2n

)
− ρΨ

(
σ

2n
,
−τ
2n
,
ν

2n

))
≤ ‖ρ(δ(σ − τ + ν)− δ(σ + ν)− δ(σ − τ − ν) + δ(σ − ν))‖

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Therefore by Lemma 2.1, the mapping δ is additive. �

Corollary 2.3. Let f : A → A be a mapping satisfying f(0) = 0 and

‖f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ(f(σ − τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ − τ − ν) + f(σ − ν))‖

+ (1− |ρ|)
(
‖σ2‖+ ‖τ2‖+ ‖ν2‖

)
for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Then there exists a unique additive mapping δ : A → A
such that

‖f(σ)− δ(σ)‖ ≤ ‖σ‖2

for all σ ∈ A.
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Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 2.2 by taking Ψ(σ, τ, ν) = ‖σ2‖ +
‖τ2‖+‖ν2‖ for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Choosing L = 4

7 , we gain the desired result. �

Corollary 2.4. If a mapping f : A → A fulfills f(0) = 0 and

‖f(σ + τ + ν)−f(σ + ν)−f(σ + τ − ν)+f(σ − ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ(f(σ − τ + ν)−f(σ + ν)− f(σ − τ − ν)+f(σ − ν))‖+(1− |ρ|)‖στν‖

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A, then there is a unique additive mapping δ : A → A such
that

‖f(σ)− δ(σ)‖ ≤ ‖σ‖3

for all σ ∈ A.

Proof. This proof follows from Theorem 2.2 by setting Ψ(σ, τ, ν) = ‖στν‖ for
all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Choosing L = 8

9 , we gain the desired result. �

Corollary 2.5. Assume that f : A → A is an odd mapping satisfying

‖f(σ + τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ + τ − ν) + f(σ − ν)‖ (2.12)

≤ ‖ρ(f(σ − τ + ν)− f(σ + ν)− f(σ − τ − ν) + f(σ − ν))‖+ (1− |ρ|)‖στν‖

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Then f is additive.

Proof. Putting σ = 0 in (2.12), we deduce that

‖f(τ + ν)− f(ν)− f(τ − ν) + f(−ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ(f(−τ + ν)− f(ν)− f(−τ − ν) + f(−ν))‖ (2.13)

for all τ, ν ∈ A. Replace τ by −τ in (2.13) to get

‖f(−τ + ν)− f(ν)− f(−τ − ν) + f(−ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ(f(τ + ν)− f(ν)− f(τ − ν) + f(−ν))‖ (2.14)

for all τ, ν ∈ A. From (2.13) and (2.14), it follows that

f(τ + ν)− f(ν)− f(τ − ν) + f(−ν) = 0

for all τ, ν ∈ A. Applying the oddness of the mapping f we see that

f(ν + τ) + f(ν − τ)− 2f(ν) = 0

for all τ, ν ∈ A. This means that the mapping f is additive. �
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3. Stability of antiderivation in Banach algebras

First, we introduce concept antiderivation in algebras and by applying the
fixed point technique, we study the stability of antiderivation related to (1.1)
in Banach algebras.

Definition 3.1. Let A be a complex algebra. A C-linear mapping I : A → A
is named an antiderivation if

I(σ)I(τ) = I(I(σ)τ) + I(σI(τ)), σ, τ ∈ A.

Example 3.2. Let Pn be the set of all polynomials of degree n with complex
coefficients and

H = {p ∈ Pn|p(0) = 0, n ∈ N}.
Define I : H → H by

I

(
n∑
κ=1

ϑκx
κ

)
=

n∑
κ=0

ϑκ
κ+ 1

xκ+1

and I(0) = 0. Then I is an antiderivation.

Example 3.3. Let C (R) be the set of every continuous functions on R.
Define I : C (R)→ C (R) by

I(f(x)) =

∫ x

0
f(t)dt

for all x ∈ R. Then I is an antiderivation.

Lemma 3.4. ([24]) Assume that A is a complex Banach algebra and f : A →
A is an additive mapping such that f(λσ) = λf(σ) for each λ ∈ T1 := {ζ ∈
C : |ζ| = 1} and every σ ∈ A. Then f is C-linear.

Definition 3.5. ([17]) A double sequence {γn,m} converges to L and we write
limn,m→∞ γn,m = L if for each ε > 0 there exists an integer N such that for
every n,m ≥ N ,

|γn,m − L| < ε.

If no such number L exists, we say that {γn,m} diverges.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose that Ψ : A3 → [0,∞) is a function such that there is
an L < 1 with

Ψ(σ, τ, ν) ≤ 2LΨ
(σ

2
,
τ

2
,
ν

2

)
(3.1)
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for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Let f : A → A be a continuous function satisfying f(0) = 0
and

‖λf(σ + τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ + τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν)‖ (3.2)

≤ ‖ρ(λf(σ − τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ − τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν))‖
+ Ψ(σ, τ, ν)− |ρ|Ψ(σ,−τ, ν),

‖f(σ)f(τ)− f(f(σ)τ)− f(σf(τ))‖ ≤ Ψ(σ, τ, σ) (3.3)

for all λ ∈ T1 and all σ, τ, ν ∈ A, and, in addition, {fn(σ)} :=
{

1
2n f(2nσ)

}
converges uniformly for all σ ∈ A, double sequences

{
1

2n+m f(f(2nσ)2mτ)
}

and{
1

2n+m f(2nσf(2mτ))
}

are convergent for all σ, τ ∈ A. Then there is a unique
continuous antiderivation I : A → A such that

‖f(σ)− I(σ)‖ ≤ 1

2(1− L)
Ψ
(σ

2
, σ,−σ

2

)
(3.4)

for all σ ∈ A.

Proof. Letting τ by −τ in (3.2), we obtain

‖λf(σ − τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ − τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν)‖+ |ρ|Ψ(σ, τ, ν)

≤ ‖ρ(λf(σ + τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ + τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν))‖
+ Ψ(σ,−τ, ν) (3.5)

for all λ ∈ T1 and all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. From (3.2) and (3.5), we deduce that

‖λf(σ + τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ + τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν)‖
≤ Ψ(σ, τ, ν) (3.6)

for all λ ∈ T1 and all σ, τ, ν ∈ A.
Setting σ = u

2 , τ = u, ν = −u
2 and λ = 1 in (3.6), we have

‖f(2u)− 2f(u)‖ ≤ Ψ
(u

2
, u,−u

2

)
(3.7)

for all u ∈ A.
Define the function d : Ω× Ω→ R by

d(θ, ω) = inf
{
η ∈ R+ : ‖θ(σ)− ω(σ)‖ ≤ ηΨ

(σ
2
, σ,−σ

2

)
, ∀σ ∈ A

}
,

where

Ω := {ω : A → A : ω(0) = 0}
and inf ∅ = +∞. Then it is easy to prove that (Ω, d) is complete(see [22]).

Define the linear mapping J : Ω→ Ω as follows:

J θ(σ) =
1

2
θ (2σ) , σ ∈ A.
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Assume that ω, θ ∈ Ω is given so that d(ω, θ) = ε. Then

‖ω(σ)− θ(σ)‖ ≤ εΨ
(σ

2
, σ,−σ

2

)
for all σ ∈ A. Thus,

‖J θ(σ)− Jω(σ)‖ =

∥∥∥∥1

2
θ(2σ)− 1

2
ω(2σ)

∥∥∥∥
≤ ε

2
Ψ(σ, 2σ,−σ)

≤ LεΨ
(σ

2
, σ,−σ

2

)
for all σ ∈ A. Therefore d(θ, ω) = ε, it follows that d(J θ(σ),Jω(σ)) ≤ Lε.
Hence,

d(J θ(σ),Jω(σ)) ≤ Ld(ω, θ)

for all θ, ω ∈ Ω. Using (3.7) yields∥∥∥∥f(σ)− 1

2
f(2σ)

∥∥∥∥ ≤ 1

2
Ψ
(σ

2
, σ,−σ

2

)
for all σ ∈ A and so d(J f, f) ≤ 1

2 .
By alternative fixed point theorem(see [14]), there exists a mapping I : A →

A satisfying the following:

(1) I is a fixed point of J , that is,

I(σ) =
1

2
I(2σ) (3.8)

for all σ ∈ A. The mapping I is a unique fixed point of J in the set

Θ = {θ ∈ E : d(f, θ) <∞}.

This shows that I is a unique mapping fulfilling (3.8) such that there
is an η ∈ (0,∞) satisfying

‖f(σ)− I(σ)‖ ≤ ηΨ
(σ

2
, σ,−σ

2

)
, σ ∈ A;

(2) Since lim
n→∞

d(J nf, I) = 0,

lim
n→∞

1

2n
f(2nσ) = I(σ), σ ∈ A; (3.9)

(3) d(f, I) ≤ 1
1−Ld(f,J f), it follows that

‖f(σ)− I(σ)‖ ≤ 1

2(1− L)
Ψ
(σ

2
, σ,−σ

2

)
, σ ∈ A.
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From (3.1) and (3.6), we gain

‖λI(σ + τ + ν)− I(λ(σ + ν))− I(λ(σ + τ − ν)) + λI(σ − ν)‖

= lim
n→∞

1

2n
∥∥λf(2n(σ + τ + ν))− f(λ(2n(σ + ν)))

− f(λ(2n(σ + τ − ν))) + λf(2n(σ − ν))
∥∥

≤ lim
n→∞

1

2n
Ψ (2nσ, 2nτ, 2nν)

≤ lim
n→∞

LnΨ(σ, τ, ν)

for all λ ∈ T1 and all σ ∈ A. Since L < 1,

λI(σ + τ + ν)− I(λ(σ + ν))− I(λ(σ + τ − ν)) + λI(σ − ν) = 0 (3.10)

for all λ ∈ T1 and all σ ∈ A. Set λ = 1 in (3.10). Then by Lemma 2.1, I is
additive.

Now, taking τ = ν = 0 in (3.10), we see that

I(λσ) = λI(σ)

for every λ ∈ T1 and every σ ∈ A. By Lemma 3.4, the mapping I is C-linear.
Since {fn} converges uniformly and f is continuous, I is continuous. From

(3.1) and (3.3), we deduce that

‖I(σ)I(τ)− I(I(σ)τ)− I(σI(τ))‖

= lim
n→∞

1

4n
‖f(2nσ)f(2nτ)− f(f(2nσ)2nτ)− f(2nσf(2nτ))‖

≤ lim
n→∞

1

4n
Ψ(2nσ, 2nτ, 2nσ)

≤ lim
n→∞

(
L

2

)n
Ψ(σ, τ, σ)

≤ lim
n→∞

1

2n
Ψ(σ, τ, σ)

for all σ, τ ∈ A. Hence the mapping I is an antiderivation, since L < 1. �

Corollary 3.7. Assume that f : A → A is a continuous mapping fulfilling
f(0) = 0,

‖λf(σ + τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ + τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ(λf(σ − τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ − τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν))‖

+ ‖σ + τ + ν‖
1
2 − |ρ|‖σ − τ + ν‖

1
2

and

‖f(σ)f(τ)− f(f(σ)τ)− f(σf(τ))‖ ≤ ‖2σ + τ‖
1
2
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for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A and all λ ∈ T1. If the sequence {fn(σ)} :=
{

1
2n f(2nσ)

}
converges uniformly and double sequences

{
1

2n+m f(f(2nσ)2mτ)
}

and{
1

2n+m f(2nσf(2mτ))
}

are convergent for all σ, τ ∈ A, then there is a unique
continuous antiderivation I : A → A such that

‖f(σ)− I(σ)‖ ≤ 7

4
‖σ‖

1
2

for all σ ∈ A.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 3.6 by letting Ψ(σ, τ, ν) = ‖σ+τ+ν‖
1
2

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Setting L = 5
7 , we get the desired result. �

Theorem 3.8. Let E be a subset of C with T1 ⊆ E. Let Ψ : A3 → [0,∞) be
a function such that there exists an L < 1 with

Ψ(σ, τ, ν) ≤ 2LΨ
(σ

2
,
τ

2
,
ν

2

)
(3.11)

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Let f : A → A be a continuous mapping satisfying f(0) = 0,
(3.3) and

‖λf(σ + τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ + τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν)‖ (3.12)

≤ ‖ρ(λf(σ − τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ − τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν))‖
+ Ψ(σ, τ, ν)− |ρ|Ψ(σ,−τ, ν)

for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A and all λ ∈ E and, moreover, {fn(σ)} :=
{

1
2n f(2nσ)

}
converges uniformly for all σ ∈ A, double sequences

{
1

2n+m f(f(2nσ)2mτ)
}

and
{

1
2n+m f(2nσf(2mτ))

}
are convergent for all σ, τ ∈ A. Then there is a

unique continuous antiderivation I : A → A with

‖f(σ)− I(σ)‖ ≤ 1

2(1− L)
Ψ
(σ

2
, σ,−σ

2

)
(3.13)

for all σ ∈ A.

Proof. Let λ ∈ T1. Then there exists a sequence {λn}∞n=1 ⊆ E such that

lim
n→∞

λn = λ.

By (3.12) we get

‖λnf(σ + τ + ν)− f(λn(σ + ν))− f(λn(σ + τ − ν)) + λnf(σ − ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ(λnf(σ − τ + ν)− f(λn(σ + ν))− f(λn(σ − τ − ν)) + λnf(σ − ν))‖

+ Ψ(σ, τ, ν)− |ρ|Ψ(σ,−τ, ν)
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for all σ, τ, ν ∈ A and all positive integers n. Passing to the limit as n → ∞,
and applying the continuity of f , we arrive at

‖λf(σ + τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ + τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν)‖
≤ ‖ρ(λf(σ − τ + ν)− f(λ(σ + ν))− f(λ(σ − τ − ν)) + λf(σ − ν))‖

+ Ψ(σ, τ, ν)− |ρ|Ψ(σ,−τ, ν)

for all λ ∈ T1 and all σ, τ, ν ∈ A. Thus with the same argument as in the
proof of Theorem 3.6, the proof is complete. �

4. Conclusions

In this note, we introduced the definition of antiderivation mapping on
Banach algebra and we studied the stability of antiderivation mappings on
Banach algebra by fixed point theorem.
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stability problem of the Drygas functional equation, Tur. J. Math., 44(6) (2023), 1778–
1790

[11] M. Dehghanian and Y. Sayyari, A fixed point technique to the stability of Hadamard
D-hom-der in Banach algebras, Mathematica Slovaca, 74(1) (2024), 151–158.

[12] M. Dehghanian, Y. Sayyari, S. Donganont and C. Park, A Pexider system of additive
functional equations in Banach algebras, J. Ineq. Appl. 2024(1) (2024), Paper No. 27.

[13] M. Dehghanian, Y. Sayyari and C. Park, Hadamard homomorphisms and Hadamard
derivations on Banach algebras, Misk. Math. Notes, 24(1) (2023), 129–137.

[14] J.B. Diaz and B. Margolis, A fixed point theorem of the alternative for contractions on
a generalized complete metric space, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 126 (1968), 305–309.

[15] M. Donganont, S. Siriluk and C. Park, Combined system of additive func-
tional equations in Banach algebras, Open Math., 22(1) (2024), 20230177,
https://doi.org/10.1515/math-2023-0177.

[16] E.-S. El-hadi, Y. Sayyari, M. Dehghanian and Y. Alruwaily, Stability Results for Some
Classes of Cubic Functional Equations, Axioms 13(7) (2024), Paper No. 480.

[17] E.D. Habil, Double sequences and double series, Islamic Univ. J. Ser. Natural Stud.
Eng., 14(1) (2006), 1–32.

[18] D.H. Hyers, On the stability of the linear functional equation, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U.S.A., 27 (1941), 222–224.

[19] D.H. Hyers, G. Isac and Th. M. Rassias, Stability of Functional Equations in Several
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