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The aim of this work is to prove some coupled random coincidence theorems for a pair of compatible mixed monotone random
operators satisfying weak contractive conditions. These results are some random versions and extensions of results of Karapinar et al.
(2012). Our results generalize the results of Shatanawi and Mustafa (2012).

1. Introduction

Random coincidence point theorems are stochastic gener-
alizations of classical coincidence point theorems and play
an important role in the theory of random differential and
integral equations. Random fixed point theorems for contrac-
tive mapping on complete separable metric space have been
proved by several authors (see [1-8]). Fixed point theorems
for monotone operators in ordered Banach spaces have been
investigated and found various applications. Since then, fixed
point theorems for mixed monotone mappings in partially
ordered metric spaces are of great importance and have been
utilized for matrix equations, ordinary differential equations,
and the existence and uniqueness of solutions for some
boundary value problems (see [9-17]).

Ciri¢ and Lakshmikantham [18] and Zhu and Xiao [19]
proved some coupled random fixed point and coupled ran-
dom coincidence results in partially ordered complete metric
spaces. Moreover coupled random coincidence results in
partially ordered complete metric spaces were considered in
[20-22]. Following Karapinar et al. [17] and Shatanawi and
Mustafa [21], we improve these results for a pair of compatible
mixed monotone random mappings F : O x (X x X) — X
and g : Q x X — X, where F and g satisfy some weak
contractive conditions. Presented results are also referred to
the extensions and improve the corresponding results in [19,
21] and many other authors” work.

2. Preliminaries

Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set. The concept of a mixed
monotone property of the mappings F : X x X — X and
g : X — X has been introduced by Lakshmikantham and
Ciri¢ in [16].

Definition I (see [16]). Let (X, d) be a partially ordered set and
F : X x X — X a mapping. Then the map F is said to
have mixed g-monotone property if F(x, y) is monotone g-
nondecreasing in x and is monotone g-nonincreasing in y;
that is, for any x, y € X,

gx, < gx, implies F (x;,y) < F(x,,¥),
@
gy1 < gy, implies F (x, ) < F (x, 7).

Definition 2 (see [16]). An element (x, y) € X x X is called a
coupled coincidence point of the mapping F: X x X — X
andg: X — XifF(x, y) = gxand F(y,x) = gy.

Definition 3 (see [22]). The mappings F : X x X — X and
g: X — X are said to be compatible if

nlLHéod (gF (xn’ yn) ’F (gxn’ gyn)) = 0’
(2)
lim d (gF (y» %) F (99 9%,)) = 0,
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where {x,} and {y,} are sequences in X such that
lim, , , F(x,,y,) = lim,_, gx, = xand lim,_,  F(y,,

x,) =lim,_, gy, = y forall x, y € X being satisfied.

Theorem 4 (see [17]). Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set and
suppose that there exists a metric d on X such that (X,d) is a
complete metric space. Let F : XxX — Xandg:X — Xbe
two mappings such that F has the mixed g-monotone property
and satisfies

d(F (x,y),F (u,v))

< ¢ (max{d (gx, gu).d (g5, gv)})
+ Lmin{d (F(x,y),gu),d(F(u,v),gx),

d(F(x,y),9x).d(Fwv),gu)},

(3)

forall x, y,u,v € X with gx > gu and gy < gv, where ¢ € O
and L > 0. Letand F(XxX) <€ g(X), F, g be continuous and let
F and g be compatible mappings. If there exist x,, y, € X such
that gx, < F(xy, yy) and gy, = F(yy, x,), then F and g have
a coupled coincidence point in X.

Denote @ as the set of functions ¢ : [0,00] — [0, 00]
satisfying the following:

(i) @ is continuous,

(ii) (t) < t for allt > 0 and ¢(t) = 0 if and only if t = 0.

Let (Q,X) be a measurable space with X sigma algebra
of subsets of Q2 and let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping
T:Q — Xis called 2-measurable if, for any open subset U
of X, T'(U) = {w : T(w) € U} € X. In what follows, when
we speak of measurability, we will mean X-measurability. A
mapping T : Q x X — X is called a random operator if,
for any x € X, T(-, x) is measurable. A measurable mapping
£ : Q — Xiscalled a random fixed point of a random
function T : O x X — X, if é(w) = T(w,&(w)), for every
w € Q. A measurable mapping £ : O — X iscalled arandom
coincidence of T : O xX — Xandg: O xX — Xif
gw, &(w)) = T(w, &(w)) for each w € Q.

Definition 5 (see [22]). Let (X, d) be a separable metric space
and (Q), X) ameasurable space. Then F : Ox(XxX) — Xand
g:QxX — X are said to be compatible random operators
if
Jim d (g (w0, F (@, (x5 ¥)))
F(w,(g(w,x,),9(w,,)))) =0,
Jim d (g (0, F (@, (30 X))

F(w,(g(@ y,), 9 (@, x,)))) = 0,

(4)

where {x,} and {y,} are sequences in X such that
lim,_,  Flw,(x,,y,)) = lim, g(w,x,) = x and
lim, ,  F(w,(y,,x,)) =lim,_,  g(w,y,) = yforallw € Q
and for all x, y € X being satisfied.
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Theorem 6 (see [21]). Let (X,<) be a partially ordered
set, (X,d) a complete separable metric space, and (Q,%) a
measurable space. Let F : QO x (X x X) — Xandg: Qx
X — X be mappings such that there are two nonnegative real
numbers « and 3 with o« + 8 < 1 such that

d(F(w,(x,9)),F (w, (u,v)))

< ad (g (w x),g(wu)+pd(g(wy),gwv)),

(5)

for all x, y,u,v € X with glw,x) < g(w,u) and g(w, y) >
g(w, v) for allw € Q. Assume that F and g satisfy the following
conditions:

(1) F(w,-), g(w,-) are continuous, for all w € Q,

(2) E(-,v), g(:,x) are measurable, for all v € X x X and
x € X, respectively,

(3) Flox (X x X)) € X, foreachw € Q,

(4) g is continuous and commutes with F and also suppose
that either

(a) F is continuous or
(b) X has the following properties:

(i) if a nondecreasing sequence x,, — x, then
x, < x, for all n,

(ii) if a nonincreasing sequence x,, — x, then
x < x,, for all n.

If there exist measurable mappings 1,,0, € X such that
g(w, 1y(w)) < Fw, (1y(w), 0y (w))) and F(w, (By(w), 7y(w))) <
g(w,0y(w)), then there are measurable mappings u,0
Q — X such that F(w, (n(w),0(w))) = glw,n(w)) and
F(w, (0(w), n(w))) = glw, 0(w)) for all w € Q; that is, F and g
have a coupled random coincidence.

Now, we state our main results as follows.

3. Main Results

In this section, we study coupled random coincidence and
coupled random fixed point theorems for a pair of random
mappings F : O x (X xX) - Xandg: OxX — X.
Then we will prove some results for random mixed monotone
mappings, which are the extensions of corresponding results
for deterministic mixed monotone mappings of Karapinar
etal. [17].

Theorem 7. Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set, (X,d) a
complete separable metric space, (Q),X) a measurable space,
and F: OQx (X xX) - Xandg: QxX — X mappings
such that

d(F (w,(x,y)),F (,(,))
< ¢ (max{d (g (@, x), g (@,u)),d(g(w, ), g (@,7))}
+ Lmin {d (F (w, (x, 7)), g (0,1)) ,
d (F(w, (), g (w, x)),
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d (F (w,(x, 7)), 9 (@,x),

d (F (0, w,v)), g (wu))},
(6)

for all x, y,u,v € X with glw,x) < g(w,u) and g(w, y) >
g(w,v) forall w € Q, where ¢ € ® and L > 0. Assume that F
and g satisfy the following conditions:

(1) g(w, -) are continuous, for all w € Q,

(2) F(-,v), g(-, x) are measurable, for all v € X x X and
x € X, respectively,

(3) Flwx (X x X)) € g(w x X), for each w € Q,

(4) g is continuous and commutes with F and also suppose
that either

(a) F is continuous or
(b) X has the following properties:

(i) if a nondecreasing sequence x,, — x, then
gx, < gx, foralln,

(ii) if a nonincreasing sequence y, — y, then
gy < gy, foralln.

If there exist measurable mappings 1,0, € X such that
g(w, 1p(w)) < Fw, (1y(w), 0y (w))) and F(w, (By(w), 7y(w))) <
g(w,0y(w)), then there are measurable mappings n, 0
Q — X such that F(w, (n(w),0(w))) = glw,n(w)) and
F(w, (0(w), n(w))) = g(w, O(w)), for all w € C; that is, F and g
have a coupled random coincidence.

Proof. Let ® = {n : O — X} be a family of measurable
mappings. Define a function b : O x X — R as h(w, x) =
d(x, g(w, x)). Since x — g(w, x) is continuous, for all w €
Q, we conclude that h(w,-) is continuous, for all ® € Q.
Also, since w — g(w, x) is measurable, for all x € X, we
conclude that h(:, x) is measurable, for all x € X (see [23, page
868]). Thus, h(w, x) is the Caratheodory function. Thus, if
n: Q — X is measurable mapping, then w — h(w,y(w)) is
also measurable (see [24]). Also, for each 6 € ©®, the function
n: Q — X defined by #(w) = g(w, 8(w)) is measurable; that
is,n € O©.

Now we are going to construct two sequences of mea-
surable mappings {,} and {,} in ® and two sequences
{9(w,&,(w))} and {g(w,n,(w))} in X as follows. Let &y, 7, €
© be such that g(w,{(w)) < Flw, (§)(w),n(w))) and
g, y(w)) = F(w, (y(w),&(w))), for all w € Q. Since
F(w, (§y(w),15(w))) € Flox (X% X)) € g(wxX), byasort of
Filippov measurable implicit function theorem (see [25, 26]),
there is &, € ® such that g(w, §; (w)) = F(w, (§y(w), 1o(w))).
Similarly, as F(w, (1,(w),&y(w))) € glw x X), there is
7, € O such that g(w,7;(w)) = F(w, (y(w),&(w))). Thus
F(w, (§y(w),17;(w))) and F(w, ((w), &y(w))) are well defined
now. Again, since

F(w, (& (@)1 (@), F (w0, (1, (@), &} (w))) € g(wx X),
(7)

there are &,, 7, € © such that
9(@0.&; (@) = F (@, (§ (@), (@),

g (w1, () = F(w, (1, (w), &, (w))).

Continuing this process we can construct sequences {,(w)}
and {#,(w)} in X such that

9(@,&,,, (@) = F(w, (&, (@)1, (@)),
9(@,7,41 (@) = F (w, (1, (@), &, (@))),

for all n € N. Now, we use mathematical induction to prove
that

(8)

90,8, (0) < g (w0, (0),

(10)
g (w1, (@) 2 g (0,741 (@),
forall n € N. Let 1 = 0, and by assumption we have
9 (@, & (0) < F(w, (& (@),7 (0))) -
g (.1 (@) 2 F (w, (1o (@), & ().
Since
9(w,& (0) = F (@, (& (@), 7 (0))) , @)
g (w,my (w) = F (w, (1 (@), & (),
we have
g (@& (@) < g(w,&; (@),
(13)

g (w1 (@) = g (w1, ().

Therefore, (10) holds for n = 0. Suppose (10) holds for some
fixed number # > 0. Then, since

9 (@&, () < g(w,&,4; (@), "
g (w1, () 2 g (@, 7,4, (w))

and F is monotone g-nondecreasing in its first argument, we
have

F(w, (§, (@)1, (@))) < F (@, (§11 (@), 77, (@))),
F(w, (1, (@), &, (@))) 2 F (@, (41 (@), &, (@))).
Also, since g(w,&,(w)) < g(w,§,,;(w)) and g(w,n,(w)) >

g(w,1,,,(w)). and F is monotone g-nonincreasing in its
second argument, we have

F (@, (841 (@) 141 (@) 2 F (@, (841 (@) 17, (@)
F (@, (fyy1 (0),8, (@) 2 F (@, (11 (@), 81 (@)
Thus, from (9), we get
g (@8, () < 9,8, (@),
9 (@, 11 (0)) 2 G (@, 1y (@)



Thus, by mathematical induction, we conclude that (10)
holds for all n € N. Now, we prove that {g(w,&,(w))} and
{g(w, 7, (w))} are Cauchy sequences. Let n € N, and, by (6)-
(10), we have

d (F (@, (&, (@), 7, (@))), F (@, (&1 (@), 7,y (@))))
< ¢ (max{d (g (@&, (@), g (0,8, (@),
d (g (@, 1, (), g (@ 1, (@)))})
+ Lmin {d (F (w, (§, (@), %, (@), g (@.§,_ (@))) ,
d (F (@, (&1 (@), 1oy (@) g (0,8, (@))),
d (F (@, (&, (@)1, (@)), g (0., (@))),

d (f (@, (& (@), 71, (@), g (@81 (@)}
(18)

which implies that

d(g(w,&,41 (@), g (w8, (w)))
< ¢ (max {d (g9 (0., (@), g (@.&, ; (@), 19)
d (g (w1, (@), g (@, 7,1 (@)))})-

Similarly, we have

d (F (w, (1, (@), &, (@))) , F (@, (1,1 (0) &, (@))))
< ¢ (max {d (g (@, 1, (), g (@, -1 (@)))
d(g(w.&, (@), g (@&, (@))})
+ Lmin {d (F (@, (1, (@), &, (©))) , g (@, -1 (@))) 5
d (F (@, (-1 (@), &, (@))), g (@17, (@),
d (F (@, (1, (@),&, (@), g (0,7, (@),

d (F (@, (51 (@) 851 (@) g (@771 (@)}
(20)

which implies that

d (g (@0, 11 (@), g (@, 77, (@)))
< ¢ (max{d (g (o, 1, (@), g (@, 7,-, (@))) ,  (21)
d (g(0,&, (@), g (0§, ())}).

From (19) and (21), we get that

max {d (g (0, (@), g (0,&, (@))) ,
d (9 (@, sy (@), g (@, 77, (@)))}
< ¢ (max{d (g (@, 1, (@), g (@, 7,1 (@))) ,
d(g (@&, (@), g(w, &, (@))}).

(22)
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Since ¢(t) < t, forall t > 0, by (22), we have

max {d (g (@, &, (@), g (@&, (@),
d (9 (@, 1y (@), g (@17, (@)))}
< max{d (g (@, 1, @)), g (@, 7,1 ())),
d(g (@8, (@), g (w8, (@))}.

(23)

Set d,, = max{d(g(w,&,,,(@)), g(w, &, (w))), d(g(w, 1, (@)),
g(w,n,(w)))}, then {d,} is a nonincreasing sequence of
positive real numbers. Thus, there is d > 0 such that

limd, = d. (24)

Suppose that d > 0; letting n — o0 in two sides of (22)
and using the properties of ¢, we have

d= nlLrIgodn
< lim ¢ (max{d (g (w1, (@), g (0,7, ())) ,

d (9 (@8, (@), g(w,&,; (@))})

<o(d) <d,
(25)

which is a contradiction. Hence d = 0; that is,

d= Jim max{d (9 (@, (@), 9 (@.6,(@)

d (g (w’ Mns1 (w)) »g (w, M (w)))} =0.
(26)

We will show that {g(w, #7,,(w))} and {g(w, &,,(w))} are Cauchy
sequences. Suppose, to the contrary, that at least one of
{g(w,n,(w)} or {g(w,&,(w))} is not a Cauchy sequence.
This means that there exists an ¢ > 0 for which we
can find subsequences {g(w,#,,)(w))} of {g(w,n,(w))} and
1900, &0 (@)} of {g(@, E,(w))} with n(k) > m(k) > k (k =
1,2,...) such that

max {d (g (0, &) (@), g (0, &) (@) 5

d (g (@, gy (@), G (@, iy (@)))} = &

Further, corresponding to m(k), we can choose n(k) in such
a way that it is the smallest integer with n(k) > m(k) > k and
satisfies (27). Then,

max {d (g (w, En-1 (@), g (w, Emiio) (@))),
(28)

d (g (w, (k)1 (@), g (w, Hink) (w)))} <&
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Using the triangle inequality and (28), we have

d (g (@, 8,0 @), g (@, &gy (@)))
< d (g (@ &up (@)) > g (@5 &1 (@)
+d (9 (0, 809-1 (@), g (@, &y (@)))
<d (g (w0, &) (@) 9 (0,801 (@) + &,
d (g (@, ey (@) > g (@5t (@)
< d (g (0, g (@) g (@ -1 (@)
+d (g (@, -1 (@) > G (@, iy (@)

<d(g(w, (k) (@), g (w, (k)1 (w))) +e.

By (27) and (29), we obtain

e < max {d (g (w, &, (@), g (@0, &, (@),
d(g (w, (k) (), 9 (w, Hm(io) (‘U)))}
< max {d (g (w, Ento) (@), g (w, &1 (w))),

d(g(w, (k) (@), g (w, (k)1 (@)} +&.

Letting k — 00, in the inequalities above, we get

kli—>n;o max {d (9 (w, En(k) (w)) g (“’> Em(k) (“’))) >

d (9 (w, (k) (‘U)) »9g (w, Him(k) (w)))} =&

By the triangle inequalities, we have

d (g (@ &y @), g (@ &y (@)
<d(g(@ &5 @), g(w,&5-1 (@)
+d (9 (@ &u9-1 (@), 9 (@, i1 (@)))
+d (9 (0, &1 (@), g (@, ey (@),
d (g (@t (@) > g (@, ry ()))
< d (g (@ thyqry (@) (@501 (@)
+d (g (@ g1 (@) > G (0, By 1 (@)

+d (g (@ Nniry-1 (@) 5 g (@, ey (@) -

By the above inequalities and (27), we have

& < max {d (g (@, &, (@) > g (@, Epipy (@)))
d (9 (@ iy (@)) > g (@0, iy (@)}
< max {d (g (@, &) (@), g (@, &1 (@))),
d (g (@, M (@)) > g (@5 a1 (@)}

(29) (33)

+max {d (g (@, §,p9-1 (@) ,
90,8001 (@) d(g (@ 1,09-1 (@) ,
9 (@ g1 (@)))}

+max {d (g (0, &1 (@) (@, &0 (@)))

A (g (@, Hngy-1 (@) > G (@, Hry (W)} -

Again, by the triangle inequality, we obtain

d (g (w, En(k)fl (w)) g (w, gm(k)—l (w)))
<d (g (w0, €591 (@), g (0 & (@)
+d (g (w, Em(k) (@), 9 (w, Emito-1 (0)))

<d (9 (w0, &) (@), g (@, &)1 (@) +&

(30)

(34)
d(g (‘U> Mn(k)-1 (w)) .9 (w, Hm(k)-1 (w)))

< d (9 (@, pgy-1 (@) > g (@, iy (@)))
+d (g (w, Him(k) (@), 9 (w, Him(k)-1 ()

(31)
<d(g(w, (k) (@), g (w, M) -1 (w))) + e

Therefore,

max {d (g (@, &1 (@) g (@, &,00-1 (@)))
d (9 (w, Mn(i)-1 (‘0)) g (w, Hm()-1 (“’)))}
< max{d (g (@, &) (@), g (@0, &1 (@)

d(g(w, (k) (), g (w, Him(k)-1 (w)))} +&.
(35)

(32)
Taking k — o0 in (33) and (35), we have

Jim max {d (g (@, §y09-1 (@) g (@5 gy 1 (@)

d (g (@, Nugry-1 (@) s G (@, Hy-1 (@)} = €.
(36)



Since n(k) > m(k), g(w,§,4)-1(@)) = glw, &)1 (w)) and
90 () = 6y (). Then from (6101 v
d (g (@, &) (@), g (@, &ppy (@)
= d (F (@, (&1 (@) s -1 (@) 5
F (@, (-1 (@) s fmiiy-1 (@)
< ¢ (max {d (g (@, §,)-1 (@) > g (@, E g1 (@)
d (9 (@, g1 (©)) > G (@ Hygo-1 (@)))})
+ Lmin{d (F (@, (§up)-1 (@) s Hagy-1 (@))) 5
9 (0,891 (@),
d (F (0, Enr-1 (@)t 1 (@)))
9 (@.&,59-1 (@))),
d (F (@, (§ua-1 (@) s gry-1 (@) »
9 (@, &0 (@),
d (F (@, (Gmi-1 (@) i1 (@))) 5
9 (0,891 @)}
< ¢ (max {d (g (@, §,p-1 (@), g (@, &ipy-1 (@)
d (9 (@, fgo-1 (@) > g (@0, Fyugo—1 (@)))})
+ Lmin{d (g (w,&,4) (@), g (@,&,0)-1 (@))),
d (g (@ & (@)) 5 g (05 &1 (@)))}-
(37)

Similarly,

d (g (@0, My (@) > g (05 ey ()))
< ¢ (max {d (g (@, a1 (@)) > 9 (0, g1 (@)))
d (g (@0, M1 (©)) > g (@3 Fyy-1 (@)))}) (38)
+ Lmin {d (g (@, gy (@) 9 (@, g1 (@) 5
d (g (@, 1) (@) > g (@0, 11 (0)))}-

From (37) and (38), we arrive at

max {d (g (@, &, (@), g (@, &y (@),
d (9 (@, gy (@) > G (@0, By (@)}
< ¢ (max {d (g (0,001 (@), g (@, &1 (0)))
d (9 (@, g1 (@) > g (@5 Hyg-1 (@)))})
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+ Lmin{d (g (@, &, (@), g (@, &, 501 (@)
d (9 (w, En(k) (w)) g (w, En(k)—l (w)))}
+ Lmin {d (g (@, fyp) (@) 5 g (@, a1 (@) 5

d (g (@, 1 (@) > g (@, 1uy-1 (@)))} -
(39)

Lettingn — 00 in the above inequality and using (26), (27),
and the properties of ¢, we have

e<¢@(e) +2L min{0,0} < ¢, (40)
which is a contradiction. This means that {g(w, &, (w))} and
{g(w, n,(w))} are Cauchy sequences.

Since X is complete, for all w € €, there exist the func-
tions {(w) and O(w) such that

Jim g (w,§, () = (@), Jim g (w,7, (@) =60 (w).

(41)
Thus,
nangoF (w, (fn ((U) M (w))) = nlljréog (w, gn ((U)) = C(w) >

Jim F(w, (1, (@), &, (@) = lim g (w,7, (@) =6 (w).
(42)

Since F and g are compatible mappings, we have

1im d (g (@, F (@, (&, (@), 7, (@)))) ,
F (0, (g(w0,&, (@), g (w1, ())))) =0,
1im d (g (@, F (@, (1, (@), &, (@)))) ,

F (0, (g (w,7, (@), g (&, (w))))) = 0.

Suppose at first that assumption (a) holds. Taking the
limitasn — oo in the following inequalities

d(g(@.{ (), F(w(g(w.&, ), g (w1, ))))
<d(g (¢ (@), g(wF(w, (&, (@),1,(@))))
+d (g (w0 F (@, (&, (@)1, @))),
F (@, (g (@&, (@), g (w1, @)))))

and using (9) and the continuity of F, g, we get
d (g (@, (@)),F (w0, (w),0 (w)))) = 6. (45)
This implies g(w, {(w)) = F(w, ({(w), 8(w))). Similarly, we can

show that g(w, 8(w)) = F(w, (B(w), {(w))) for eachw € Q. The
proof is complete.
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Suppose now that (b) holds. From (9), we have
Jim F (@, g (@8, (@), g (@1, (w)))

Jim g (@, F (0, (5, (@)1, @)

(46)
= Jim g (.9 (@&, @)
=g (0,¢(w)),
nlLIlgoF ((0, g (w’ M (w)) » g ((U, En (w)))
= Tim g (e, F (@, (1, (@), &, (@))))
(47)

Jim g (w, g (w, 7,41 (@)

9 (@, 0 (w)).

Since g(w, g(w, &, (w))) < glw, {(w)) and g(w, g(w, n,(w))) >
g(w, 6(w)), we have

d(g (@, { (@), F (@, ({ (w),0 (w))))
<d (g (),F(w (9@, (@), g(wn,)))
+d (F (@ (9 (0,&, (@), g (@1, (@))),
F(w,({ (w),0 (w))))
<d (g (@,{ (@), F (0, (g(w.&, (@), g(wn, (@))))
+ ¢ (max {d (g (w, g (@, &, (@))), g (@, (@) ,
d (g9 (w, g (w1, (@))), g (@,0 ()))})
+ Lmin{d (g (@, g (@, &, (@))),F (@, ({ (w),0 (w)))) ,
d (g (@ (@),
F(w, (g9 (@&, (@), g (@7, (@))))),
d (g (@,{(@)),F (@ (@),0 (@),
d(g(w g(w&,()),

F (@, (g (@8, (@), g (.1, (@)))))}-
(48)

Taking n — oo in the above inequality and using (46) and
the properties of ¢, we have

d(g (@, {(w)),F(w,( (w),0 (w))))
< ¢ (max {0, 0})

+ Lmin{d (g (w,{ (w)),F (w, ({ (w),0(w)))),0} = 0.
(49)

Hence g(w, {(w)) = F(w, ({(w), O(w))).
Similarly, one can show that g(w,f0(w)) = F(w, (0(w),

((w))).
The proof is complete. O

Remark 8. Taking L = 0, for all x, y,u,v € X, &, 8 > 0, and
a+ f3 < 1, we have

ad (g (w, x), g (w,u)) + pd (g (w, y), g (w,v))
< (a+ B)max{g (w,x), g (w,u),g(w,y),gwv)}

= ¢ (max{g (w,x),g (w,u),g(w,y),gwm)}),
(50)

where ¢(t) = (a+p)t (t > 0). Obviously, ¢(t) € ®. Moreover,
the conditions that

(a,) ifa nondecreasing sequence x,, — x, then gx,, < gx,
for all n,

(b)) if a nonincreasing sequence y, — y, then gy < gy,,

for all n, are weaker than the conditions that g is
monotone mapping and

(a,) if a nondecreasing sequence x,, — x, then x,, < x,
for all n,

(b,) if a nonincreasing sequence y, — y,then y < y,
for all n. Therefore, Theorem 7 generalizes Theorem 6
and [18, Theorem 2.2] and the following corollary is
obtained.

Corollary 9. Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set, (X,d) a
complete separable metric space, (Q),X) a measurable space,
and F : Ox(XxX) — Xandg: QOxX — X mappings such
that

(i) g(w,") is continuous, for all w € Q,

(ii) F(-,v), g(:, x) are measurable for all v € X x X and
x € X, respectively,

(iii) F(w,-) has the mixed g(w,-)-monotone property for
each w € O and
d(F(w,(x,y)),F (w, (1, v)))
< ¢ (max{d (g (0, x), g (w,1)),d(g(w, y),g )}
+ Lmin {d (F(w,(x,y)), g (w,u)),
d(F (@ (x,)), g (@ %)),
d (F (w, (u,v)), g (w, %)),

d(F (@, ), g (@)},
(51)

for all x, y,u,v € X with glw,x) < g(w,u) and g(w, y) >
g(w,v) for allw € Q, where ¢ € ® and L > 0. Suppose that
F(wx(XxX)) € glwxX) foreachw € Q, gis monotone, and F
and g are compatible random operators. Also suppose that X
has the following property:

(a) if a nondecreasing sequence x,, — x, then x,, < x, for
alln,

(b) if a nonincreasing sequence y, — y, then y < y,, for
all n.



If there exist measurable mappings &y,1, : Q — X such
that

9(0,& () < F (w0, (& (@), 7 (@))),

(52)
F(w, (1 (@), & (@))) < g (w, 75 (@) 5

then there are measurable mappings (,0 : Q — X such that

F (w) (C (w) > 0 ((U))) =9 (W:C ((U)) >
F(w,(0(w),¢ (w))) = g (w,0 (w))

for all w € € that is, F and g have a coupled random
coincidence.

Remark 10. Comparing with [21, Theorem 2.6], we find that
the monotone of g is essential. Also the condition that X =
g(w x X) is unnecessary and the proof of case (2) in [21,
Theorem 2.6] was irrational. So our Corollary 9 generalizes
and improves [21, Theorem 2.6].

Theorem 11. Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set, (X,d) a
separable metric space, (0, ) a measurable space, and F : Q) x
(XxX) » Xandg: Qx X — X mappings such that

(i) F(,v), g(-,x) are measurable, for all v € X x X and
x € X, respectively;

(ii) F(w,-) has the mixed g(w,-)-monotone property for
each w € Q and

d (F (o, (x, ), F (@, (u, v)))
< ¢ (max{d (g (@, x), g (@,1)),d(g(w, ), g (@,)})
+ Lmin {d (F (w, (x, 7)), g (0, 1)),
d(F (@, (w,v), g (@ x)),
d(F (@, (x,5)), 9 (@),
d (F (@, (w,v)), g (w,u))},
(54)

for all x, y,u,v € X with glw,x) < g(w,u) and g(w, y) >
g(w,v) for allw € Q, where ¢ € ® and L > 0. Suppose that
Flwx(XxX)) € g(wxX) and g(wxX) is complete subspace of
X for each w € Q. Also suppose that X has the following

property:

(a) if a nondecreasing sequence x,, — x, then x,, < x, for
all n,

(b) if a nonincreasing sequence y, — y, then y < y,, for
all n.

If there exist measurable mappings &y,1, : Q — X such
that

9 (0, & (W) < F(w, (& (@), 1 (),
F(w, (1 (@), & (@) < g (w7 (@),
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then there are measurable mappings £,0 : O — X such that
F(w, (€ (@),0(w)) = g (@& (),
F(w, (8 (w),§ (@) = g (@,0 (w)),

for all w € Q; that is, F and g have a coupled random coinci-
dence.

(56)

Proof. Construct two sequences {§,(w)} and {1,(w)} as
in Theorem 7. According to the proof of Theorem 7,
{g(w, &,(w))} and {g(w, n,(w))} are Cauchy sequences. Since
g(w x X) is complete, there exist &(w), O(w) € © such that

lim g (@, @) = g @ E @),
(57)
Jim g (w,7, (@) = g (@,6 (w)).

Since {g(w,&,(w))} is nondecreasing sequence and

g(w, &, (w)) — glw,&(w))and {g(w,7,(w))} is nonincreasing
sequence and g(w, 77,,(w)) — g(w, B(w)), by the assumption,

we have g(w,¢,(w)) < gwé(w) and glw,n,(w) =
g(w, 0(w)) such that

d (g (@,0(w),F(w, (8 (w),&(w))))
<d (g (w0 (), g (w7 (@)
+d (g (@, 741 (@), F (@, (0 (0), & ())))
<d (g0 (), g (w1 (@)))
+ ¢ (max {d (g (@, 7, (@), g (@, 0 (@) ,
d(g (@&, (@), g (@& (@))})
+ Lmin{d (g (.1, @), F (@ 8 (@), & @)))) .
d(g(@,0(w),F(w, (1, (@),§, (@)))),
d (g (w1, (@), F (@, (1, (@),, (@)))), (58)
d (g (w,0(w)),F (w, (€ (w),0 (w))}
=d (g (0,0 (@), g (0,71 (@)))
+ ¢ (max {d (g (@, 7, (@), g (@, 0 (@) ,
d(g(w.§, (@), g & @))})
+Lmin{d (g (w,7, (@)), F (@, (0(w),§()))) ,
d (g (@,0(w)), g (@, M1 (@),
d(g(w,n, (@), g (@1, (@))),
d(g(w,0(),F (@, E @), ()}

On takingn — oo in the above inequality and using (57), we
obtain

d(g(w,0(w)),F (w,(0(w),& ()
< ¢(0) + Lmin{d (g (w,0 (w)) , (59)

F(w, (0 (w),&())),0}

0.
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This means that g(w, 0(w)) = F(w, (8(w), {(w))). Similarly, it
can be shown that g(w, {(w)) = F(w, (¢(w),O(w))). Thus, F
and g have a coupled coincidence point in X.

The proof is complete. O

Remark 12. Following Theorem 7 and Corollary 9, we replace
the continuity and monotone of g, the compatibility of F and
g»and the completeness of X by assuming that g(X) is a com-
plete subspace of X. Moreover, by the measurable space, our
random fixed point theorems generalize the main results in
(17].
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