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1 Introduction and preliminaries

The Hausdorff metric H induced by the metric d of X is given by

H(A, B) = max {supd(x, B),supd(y, A)
xeA yeB



forevery A, B € C B(X), where C B(X) denotes the collection of closed and bounded subsets
of X. It is well known that if (X, d) is a complete metric space, then the pair (C B (X), H) is
a complete metric space. In 1969, Nadler [16] obtained the following multivalued version of
Banach contraction principle.

Theorem 1.1 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X —> C B(X) a multivalued
mapping such that

H(Tx,Ty) <kd(x,y)

forall x,y € X and for some k € (0, 1). Then there exists a fixed point x € X of T, i.e.,
x e Tx.

A number of fixed point theorems (see [5,6,8,9,12,14,19,21]) have been proved in the
context of generalization of Theorem 1.1. Kikkawa and Suzuki [13] refined Nadler’s result
by proving the following result.

Theorem 1.2 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X — CB(X) a multivalued

1
mapping. Define the mapping B : [0,1) — (%, 1] by p(b) = 153 If there exists a

+b
b € [0, 1) such that
Bb)d(x, Tx) < d(x,y) implies H(Tx, Ty) < bd(x, y)

forall x,y € X. Then T has a fixed point. In this case, we call T as b-KS multivalued
operaror.

Theorem 1.2 has further been generalized in [7,10,11,15,23].

Definition 1.3 [20] L e t (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping 7 : X — CB (X) is called a
multivalued weakly Picard operator (MWP operator), if for all x € X and y € Tx, there
exists a sequence {x, },>0 satisfying (a) xo = x, x; = y (b) x,41 € Tx, foralln > 0 (c) the
sequence {x,},>0 converges to a fixed point of T'.

The sequence {x,} satisfying (a) and (b) is called a sequence of successive approximations
(briefly s.s.a.) of T starting from xg.
Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X —> C B(X) a multivalued mapping. We define

d(x, Ty) +d(y, TX)}
2

Mr(x, y) = max [d(x, v),d(x,Tx),d(y, Ty), (D

forall x,y € X.
Recently Popescu [18] introduced the following class of multivalued operators.

Definition 1.4 [18] Le t (X, d) be a complete metric space. A mapping 7: X —CB (X) is
called an (s, r)-contractive multivalued operator if r € [ 0, 1), s > rand x, y € X with d(y,
Tx) <sd(y,x)implies H(Tx,Ty) <rMr(x,y).

Theorem 1.5 [18] Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X —C B (X) an (s, r)-
contractive multivalued operator with s > r. Then T is a MWP operator.

In this paper, we introduce a new type of generalized multivalued contraction in metric
spaces. As a result we generalize results given in [5,13,15,16,18].
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2 Main results

|
Lety : [0, 1) — (O, 5] be a strictly decreasing mapping defined by

1 . 1
T if0<s < 3

Y(s) = : @
s ifl<s <1

We define (v, r)-contractive multivalued operators as follows:

Definition 2.1 Let (X, d) be a metric space. A mapping 7 : X — CB(X) is said to be a
(¢, r)-contractive multivalued operator if r € [0, 1), s > r and x, y € X with

V(s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) <d(x,y) 3)
implies
H(Tx,Ty) <rMr(x,y). “

Theorem 2.2 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X —> CB(X) a (Y, r)-
contractive multivalued operator. Then T is a MWP operator and has a fixed point.

Proof Let ry be areal number such that ) <r < r; < 1 and r; <s. Let u; be a given point

in X. We can arbitrary choose u; € Tuy. If h = % then there exists us € Tu, such that
d(uz, uz) < %H(Tul, Tus). As ¥ (s) < 1, so we have

Y(s)(d@y, Tuy) +d(uz, Tuy)) < duy, Tuy) +d@uaz, Tuy)
<d(uy, Tuy) <d(uy,uz),

which implies that ¥ (s)(d(uy, Tuy) +d(uz, Tuy)) < d(ui, uz). Now by (4), we have

1 1
d(uz,uz) < ﬁH(Tul, Tup) < l’ﬁMT(”b us)

= /r max [d(ul, uz),d(uy, Tuy),d(uz, Tuy),

d(ul,uz)-i-d(uz,lu)’

d(ui, Tuz) + d(us, Tul)l
2

< /r max [d(ul,uz),d(uz,us), 5

Thus

d(uz, uz) < §/rmax{d(ui, uz), d(uz, u3)}.

If max{d(uy,uz),d(uz, u3)} = d(u,us), then we have d(uz,uz) < /rd(uy,uz). If
max{d(uy, uz),d(uz,u3)} = d(uz, usz), then we get d(uaz,usz) < /rd(uz,us) which
implies that d(up, u3) = O, that is, up = u3z € Tu,. Hence the result follows. So we
assume that max{d(u1, u2), d(uz,u3)} = d(uy, uz). Thus

d(uz, u3) < rd(ui, uz) < J/ridui, uz).

By continuing this way, we can obtain a sequence {u,} in X such that u,11 € Tu,, we
have

Ay, tn1) < (V)" 'd(ur, uz), (5)
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which implies that lim,,—, « d (i, #,+1) = 0. Now we show that {u,} is a Cauchy sequence.
For a positive integer p, we have

d(“na un+p) =< (d(un; un+]) +...+ d(un+p—1 5 un+p))

< (WD) N, wa) + .. A (S P2 d (uy, un))
< (Jr)"! d(uy, u2),

1
1—r
which on taking limit as » tends to infinity implies that

lim d(uy, upyp) = 0. (6)
n—o0

Therefore {u,} is a Cauchy sequence in (X, d). Since (X, d) is complete, there exists an
element z € X such that lim,,_, ,ou,, = z, thatis, lim,,_, .od (u,, z) = 0. Next we show that

d(z, Tx) <rmax{d(z, x),d(x, Tx)} (@)

for all x # z. As lim,_, oo d(u,,z) = 0, so there exists a positive integer no such that
d(z,u,) < éd(z, x) for all n > ng. Using u,4+1 € Tu,, we obtain

29 (s)(dun, Tup)+d(x, Tup)) < d(un, Tup) +d(x, Tup) < d@uy, un41) +d(x, un41)
< d(up, 2)+d(z, ups1)+d(x, 2)+d(2, upt1) = gd(z,x)
=2[d(z,x) — %d(z, x)] <2[d(z,x) — éd(z, x)]
< 2[d(z, x) — d(un, 2)] < 2d(un, x).
So for any n > ny,
Y ()(dup, Tuy) +d(x, Tuy)) < d(up, x).
Also from (4), we have

d(un+1a Tx) =< H(TM”, Tx)

d T dix, T
< r max [d(un,x),d(u,,, Tu,).d(x, Tx), (up, Tx) +d(x, u,,)]

2
d(uy, Tx) +d(x, upsy) ]
5 .

< rmax ‘d(un, x),dup, upy1),d(x, Tx),

On taking limit as n — oo on both sides of above inequality, we have

d(z, Tx)+d(x,z) ]
2 .

d(z, Tx) < rmax [d(z, x),d(x, Tx),

Now we claim that
d(z, Tx) <rmax{d(z,x),d(x, Tx)}
holds for all x # z. Indeed, if we suppose that

d(z, Tx)+d(x,2) } _ d(z, Tx)+d(x,z)
2 N 2 ’

max [d(z, x),d(x, Tx),



then we have d(z, Tx) < rw. Asr < 1,sowehave d(z, Tx) < %d(x,z) <

rd(x, z) < rmax{d(z,x),d(x, Tx)}. Thus
d(z, Tx) < rmax{d(z,x),d(x, Tx)}

holds for all x # z. If x = z then d(z,Tz) < rmax{d(z,z),d(z, Tz)} implies that
d(z,Tz) =0, thatis, z € Tz . Now we prove that z € Tz, given that

d(z, Tx) <rmax{d(z,x),d(x, Tx)}

holds for all x # z. For this we consider the case for 0 < r <s < 1/2. Assume on contrary
that z ¢ Tz, we can choose a € Tz such that

d(a,z) <d(z,Tz) + (% — 1) d(z,Tz)
that is
2rd(a,z) <d(z,Tz). ®)
Asa e Tzandz ¢ Tz, s0a # z, and hence we have
V($)(d(z, Tz) +d(a, Tz)) <d(z,Tz) =d(z,a).
Thus
V(s)(d(z, Tz) +d(a, Tz)) <d(z, a).
By (4), we have

2
d(z,a) +d(a, Ta) ]
2
=rmax{d(z,a),d(a, Ta)}. )

H(Tz, Ta) < r max [d(z, 0. d(. T2).d(a, Tay, L TO) +d@ 12) ]

< rmax [d(z, a),d(a,Ta),

Clearly,d(a, Ta) <H(Tz,Ta). B y ( 9),weobtain HTz, Ta) <rmax {d(z, a),
H(Tz, Ta)}.Nowr < 1implies that

H(Tz,Ta) <rd(z,a). (10)
Hence d(a, Ta) < d(z, a). Now by (7),(9) and ( 10), we have
d(z,T7) <d(z,Ta)+ H(Tz, Ta) < rmax{d(z,a),d(a, Ta)} + rd(z, a)
=rd(z,a)+rd(z,a) =2rd(z,a) <d(z,Tz),

1
a contradiction. Hence z € Tz. If 3 <r <s < landr <s, then first we show that

H(Tx,Tz) < rmax {d(x, D.d(x. Tx). d(z. Tz, 1 T2 +dG@ Tx) l (11)

2

for all x € X with x # z. Now for each n € N, there exists y, € Tx such that
1
d(z,yn) <d(z,Tx) + ;d(x, 7).
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So we have
d(xa T.X) + d(27 T.X) S d(xa )’n) + d(Z7 TX) S d(-x7 Z) + d(Z7 }’n) + d(Z, TX)
1
<d(x,z)+2d(z, Tx) + ;d(x, 2).

Hence by (7), we have
dx,Tx)+d(z,Tx) <d(x,z)+2rmax{d(z,x),d(x, Tx)} + %d(x, 2). (12)
If max{d(z, x), d(x, Tx)} = d(x, z), then by (12), we have
dx,Tx)+d(z, Tx) <d(x,z)+2rd(z,x) + %d(x, 2)
< ((l +2r) + %) d(x,z) < ((1 +2s) + %) d(x,2),
which implies that

v(s)(d(x, Tx)+d(z, Tx))

%(d(x, Tx) + d(z, Tx))

1 1
< m(d(x, T)C) =+ d(Z, T)C)) < (1 + m) d(x, Z).

On taking limit as n tends to co, we obtain that
Y($)ld(x, Tx) +d(z, Tx)] <d(x, 2).

Now by (4) with y = z, we get (11). If max{d(z, x), d(x, Tx)} = d(x, Tx ), then by (8),
we have

dx,Tx) <d(x,z) +d(z,Tx) <d(x,z) +rd(x, Tx).

Hence
1
dx, Tx) < ——d(x,2).
1—r

Now by (12), we have

1

dx,Tx)+d(z, Tx) <d(x,z) +2rd(x, Tx) + —d(x, z)
n

2r 1 2 1
<d(x,2)+ ——d(x,2) + —d(x,2) < ——d(x,2) + —d(x, 2).
1—r n 1—r n
1
ASE <r < landr <s, so we have

V() (d(x, Tx) + d(z, Tx)) = 1%S(azu, Tx) +d(z, Tx))

IA

l—r 1—r
——d(x,Tx) +d(z, Tx)) <d(z,x) + ——d(z, x),
2 2n

which on taking limit as n tends to oo gives that
Y(s)(d(x, Tx) +d(z,Tx)) < d(x, 2).
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Weget(11). Now by (11) with x = u,,and y = z, we have
d(unt1,Tz) < H(Tuy, Tz)

d , T dz, T
srmax‘d(un,@,d(un,Tun),d<z,Tz), . T0) + 1z un)]

2
du,, T d(z,
< 7 max [d(un, O, dlun, uns1), diz, Toy, DL L) ] ,
which on taking limit as n tends to oo implies that
d(z,Tz) <rd(z, Tz).
Asr < 1,sowehaved(z,Tz) =0, thatis, z € Tz. ]

Remark 2.3 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X —> CB(X). We show that
every (s, r)-contractive multivalued operator is (y, r)-contractive multivalued operators. We
consider the case when 0 <r <s < % Ifd(y, Tx) < sd(y, x) then we have

d(x,Tx) —d(y,x) =d(y, Tx) < sd(y, x),
which implies that
dx,Tx) < (1 +s)d(y,x) (13)
that is md(x Tx) <d(y,x).As 1+3 < land ¥(s) < 5, so we have
29 (s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) < d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx) < (I +25)d(y, x) = 2d(x, y).
Hence
V(s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) <d(x,y).
If <r<s<l,thenl —s < zandl—ﬂ < 1. Then we have
2¢(s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) = (1 =s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx))

/\

1 1 1+s s
fd(x, Tx)+ fd(y, Tx) < Td(x, y) + Ed(y, X)
l+2s

d(x,y) < d(x y) <2d(x,y).

Thus
Y(s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) <d(x, y).

Remark 2.4 Theorem 2.2 extends and generalizes results in [5,13,15,16,18].
Example 2.5 Let X = {0, 1, 2} and d be the metric on X defined by:
d0,0)=d(1,1)=d2,2)=0,d0,1)=d1,0) = —

1
d0,2) =d2,0) = 3 d2,1)=d(1,2) = -
Define the mapping 7 : X — CB(X) by

{0}, when x # 2
Tx = .
{0,1}, whenx =2



Note that, for all x, y € X, and any s € [0, 1), we have

Y (s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) <d(x,y).

Ifs == >

| &~

1
=r, then ¥ (s) = o Note that

AW

H(Tx,Ty) <rMr(x,y)
is satisfied for all x, y € X. Thus, all the conditions of Theorem 2.24 are satisfied.

Example 2.6 Let X = [0, 10] be a usual metric space. Define T : X — CB(X), where
Tx = [0, ke 2x? + 1)], where k € (0, %). Fix x,y € X such that ¥ (s)(d(x, Tx) +
d(y, Tx)) <d(x,y). Note that

H(Tx,Ty) = ke_% |x2 — y2| = ke_% [x —yllx+yl < 20ke_% |x2 — y2|

<e 7 |x—yl=e 2d(fx, fy) < rMr(x,y)

for all x, y € X, where M7 (x, y) is defined in (1)andr = e~ 2 .Then forany0) <r<s
< 1Tis (y, r)-contractive multivalued mapping. Note that every x 5:/10 e—2e ;S/(Se —e)
ifsuch that x € Tx.

Corollary 2.7 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X —>C B (X) a multivalued

mapping. Let  be the same as defined in Theorem 2.2 and {1 (s) = Mz. Ifthere
0 <r <s < 1such that exist

Yi1(s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) < d(x,y) implies that
H(Tx,Ty) <rMr(x,y) (14)

forall x,y € X whenever x # y. Then T has a fixed point.

Corollary 2.8 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X —>C B (X) a multivalued

mapping. Let r be the same as defined in Theorem 2.2 and 1 (s) = Mz. Ifthere
0<r <s < 1suchthat exist

Y1(s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) < d(x,y) implies
H(Tx,Ty) < rmax{d(x,y),d(x, Tx),d(y, Ty)}

forall x,y € X whenever x # y. Then T has a fixed point.

Remark 2.9 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and 7 : X —>C B (X) a multivalued

mapping. Let ¢ be the same as defined in Theorem 2.2 and v (s) = Ll Suppose that there
exists 0 < r < s < 1 satistying

1 1
——d(x,Tx) <d(x,y) < ——d(x, Tx) implies (15)
14+r JE

H(Tx,Ty) <rmax{d(x,y),d(x, Tx),d(y, Ty)}. (16)
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Above contraction condition [18, Theorem 2.7] was employed to prove the existence of
fixed points of 7. Now if 0 <r < s < %, then 441 (s) < 1 and we have

1 1
4y (s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) < md(x, Tx)+ md(y, Tx)

1
< dx, T —d(y,
=17 (x X)+1+S (v, x)
2(1+7r) 1
< d —d
s (x,y)+]+s (v, x)
<4d(x,y).

Thus
Y1) d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) <d(x,y).
When%§r§s< 1. Then
4y1(s)d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) < (1 —s)d(x,Tx)+ (1 —s)d(y, Tx)
<2(1 —s)d(x,Tx)+ (1 —s5)d(y, x)
<2(1—=s)dx,Tx)+d(x,Tx)
<(B-25)dx,Tx) <21 +r)d(x,y) <4d(x,y).

Hence we obtain
Yi(s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) <d(x,y).

Corollary 2.8 can be viewed as a generalization of results in [18, Theorem 2.7] which in
turn generalize the results in [13, Theorem 1.6].

Corollary 2.10 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X —>C B (X) a multivalued

mapping. Let  be the same as defined in Theorem 2.2 and {1 (s) = MZ. Ifthere
0<r<s< landae[O,%)suchthat exist

Y1(s)d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) < d(x,y) implies
H(Tx,Ty) <ald(x,y) +d(x,Tx)+d(y, Ty)]

forall x,y € X whenever x # y andr = 3a. Then T has a fixed point.
For single valued mappings, Theorem 2.2 reduces to the following corollary:

Corollary 2.11 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and T : X —> X a single valued
mapping. Let Y (s) be given as in Theorem 2.2. If there exist 0 < r < s < 1 such that

Yi(s)(d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) <d(x,y) implies

d(Tx,Ty) < rmax (d(x, v),d(x, Tx),d(y, Ty), dex, Ty) +d(y, Tx) ]

2
forall x,y € X whenever x # y. Then T has a unique fixed point.

Proof Existence of fixed point follows from Theorem 2.2. We prove the uniqueness. If there
exist z1 # zp such that z; = Tz and zp = Tz». Then

Y(s)(d(z1, Tz1) +d(z2, Tz1)) < d(z1,Tz1) +d(z2, Tz1)
=d(z1,21) +d(z22,21) <d(z1, 22),
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which implies that
Y(s)(d(z1, Tz1) +d(z2, Tz1)) < d(z1, 22)-
It follows that
d(z1,z2) =d(Tz1,Tz2)
d(z2, Tz1) +d(z1, T22)

< rmax{d(z1, z2), d(z1, Tz1),d(z2, Tz2), 5 }

< rmax{d(z1, 22),d (21, 21), d(22, 22)} < rd(z1, 22).

Hence d(z1,z2) = 0, thatis, z1 = z2. O

3 Characterization of metric completeness for multivalued mappings

Motivated by the work of Suzuki [24] we prove the characterization of metric space com-
pleteness for the class of (i, r)-contractive multivalued mappings.

Theorem 3.1 Let (X, d) be a metric space then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) (X,d) is complete;
(b) For each r € [0,1) and s > r, every mapping T : X —> CB(X) such that
V() dx, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) < d(x,y) implies

H(Tx,Ty) <rMr(x,y) a7

forall x,y € X has a fixed point.

Proof By Theorem (2.1) (a) = (b). Now we prove that (b) = (a). Suppose on contrary
that (X, d) is not complete. That is there exists a Cauchy sequence {u,} which does not
converge. Define a function f : X — [0,00) by f(x) = lim,— o d(x, u,) for x € X.
Since f(x) > 0 and lim,_~ f(u,) = O therefore for every x € X there exists v € N
such that f (1) < 720 f(x). We put T(x) = {uy : f(un) < 772 f(x)}. Define

Ay (s)r , Ty er
g(x) = sup,cr, f(), then g(x) < 77550 f(x) for all x € X. Since f(y) < f(x) for
all y € Tx, therefore T has no fixed point. By the definition of mapping f we have
J)=f) =dx,y) = f(x) + f(y) forall y € Tx, (18)
JFO) = fx) =d(x,y) = f(x)+ f(y) forall y € Tx. 19
This implies
fx) —gx) =d(x, Tx) = f(x) + gx), (20)
H(Tx,Ty) < g(x) +g(). 2n

Now fix x, y € X such that ¢ (s)((d(x, Tx) + d(y, Tx)) < d(x, y), we need to show that
17 holds. Observe that

dx,y) Z ¥ ()((dx, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) = ¥(s)(d(x, Tx)

= Y6 f(0) = 80 2 v (1 - ) £ = (F25) £,
@)
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Case (1) when f(y) > f(x), then by

4+r r
H(Tx,Ty) < gx)+g(Qy) = T(g(x) +g() — Z(g(X) +g()
<2 VO b f o) - D) + 8O0 + L (F0) — f)
4 A4r+yY)r 4 4
ro(4+r)p(s)
AT yor

+%(f(y) — )+ %(f(x) )

< %(f(x) + o)) — g(g(x) )+ %(f(y) —fO)+ %(f(x) — )

< gdu, Tx) + gd@, Ty) + gdu, v+ gdu, »)

< £(4Mr(x, ) = rMr(x., ).

=

F) + F()) — g(gm +8()

Case (2) when f(y) < f(x), then

Y(s)r
H(Tx,Ty) < g(x)+g(y) < m(f(x) + )

Y Y (s)r
TR AL R R A
Y (s)r Y (s)r
= 441+ I/I(S)rf(x) + 44r+ 1//(s)rf(x)
y(s)r
4+r

< g(zMT(x, ) < rMr(x. y).

=

r r r
T - - T -
d(x,Tx)+ 4+rd(x,y) < 4d(x, X)+4d(x,y)

Hence ¥ (s)((d(x, Tx) +d(y, Tx)) < d(x, y) implies
H(Tx,Ty) <rMr(x,y)

for all x, y € X. this implies that 7" has a fixed point, a contradiction. Hence X is complete
and consequently (b) = (a). O

4 Data dependence of the fixed point set

Let (X, d) be a metric space and and T : X —> P (X) (the collection of all the subsets of
X) be a MWP operator. Define a multivalued operator 7 : G(T) — P(Fix(T)) by

T*(x,y) = {z € Fix(T) : there exists a sequence of successive approximations
of T starting from (x, y) that converges to z}.
Further
G(T)={(x,y):xeX,yeTx}

is called graph of multivalued mapping 7. A selection for 7T is a single valued mapping
t: X — Xsuchthatrx € Tx forall x € X.
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Definition 4.1 [20] L et (X, d) be a metric space and T : X — P(X) a MWP operator.
Then T is called c-multivalued weakly Picard (briefly c-MWP) operator if ¢ > 0 and t ler e
exists a selection r*° of 7°° such that

d(x,t%(x,y)) <cd(x,y) (23)
for all (x, y) € G(T).

One of the main result concerning c-MWP operators is the following:

Theorem 4.2 [20] Let (X, d) be a metric space and Ty, T : X — P(X) two multivalued
operators. Suppose that:

(i) T; is a c;-MWP operator for each i € {1, 2};
(ii) There exists . > 0 such that H(T\x, Tox) < A, forall x € X.
Then
H(Fi x(T), Fi x(T>)) < X max{cy, c2}.

Mo,tandPetru, sel [15] proved the following result.

Theorem 4.3 [15] Let (X, d) be a metric space and Ty, T : X — P(X) two multivalued
operators. If

(i) T; is a b;-KS multivalued operator for each i € {1, 2};

(ii) There exists . > 0 such that H(T\x, Tox) < A, forall x € X.
Then:

(a) Fix(T;) e CB(X), i € {1,2}

(b) Each T; is a MWP operator and

. . A

Recently Popescu [18] proved the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4 Let (X, d) be a metric space and T1, T, : X — P(X) two multivalued
operators. If

(i) T; is an (1, r;)-contractive multivalued operator for eachi € {1, 2};
(ii) There exists . > 0 such that H(T\x, Tohx) < A, forall x € X.

Then:
(a) Fix(T;) € CB(X),i € {l,2};
(b) Each T; is a MWP operator and

H(Fix(Ty), Fix(T2)) < ] .

— max{ry, rn}’ (25)

Now we prove the following result for (¥, r)-contractive multivalued operators.

Theorem 4.5 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and Ty, T : X — P(X) two multival-
ued operators. If

(1) T; is (Y, ri)-contractive multivalued operators for each i € {1, 2};
(i) There exists A > 0 such that H(T1x, Thx) < XA, forall x € X.

12



Then:

(@) Fix(T;) € CB(X), i €{1,2};
(b) Each T; is a MWP operator and

H(Fix(Ty), Fix(T7)) < a

S Tomasir) o

Proof From Theorem 2.2, Fi x(T;) is nonempty for eachi € { 1, 2}. Letx, € Fi x(T1) be
such that x, — z asn — oo, that is,

nll)n;o d(x,,z) =0. 27
Note that
Y ($)(d(xn, Tixn) +d(z, Tixp)) = Y ($)d(z, xp) < d(z, xn).
Thus

d(z, T1z) < d(z,xp) +d(x,, T12) <d(z,x,) + H(T\xp, T12)
p(Zv Tlxn)—i'_p(xns TIZ)
2

< d(z, x,)+r; max [P(Z, Xn), p(z, T1z), p(T1xn, xp),
<d(z, xp) +rd(z, x).

Taking limit as n — oo, we obtain that d(z, T1z) = 0, that s, z € Tz. Hence Fix(Ty) is
closed. In the same way, we can prove that Fix(7>) is closed. Using arguments as in proof
of the Theorem 2.2, each T; is a MWP operator. To prove

H(Fix(T1), Fix(Tz)) £ ——.
1 — max{ry, rn}

(C1) A “Classical” proof: Let a > 1. Then for an arbitrary xo € Fix(Ty), there exists
x1 € Thxg such that

d(xo, x1) < aH(Tixg, T2x0).
As x1 € Trxg, so there exists xo € Trx; such that
Y (s)(d(x0, Taxo) + d(x1, Taxo)) < ¥ (s)d(x0, x1) < d(x0,x1),
which implies that

d(x1,x2) < aH(Tzxo, Trx1)

d(xo, T d(x1, T
< arymax {d(xg, x1), d(xg, Txo), d(x1, Tx1), (x0, Tx1) +d(x xo)]

2
< aryd(xo, x1).

Continuing this way, we can obtain a sequence {x,} in X such that x,,+1 € T>x, and
d(xp, Xpt1) < arad(xp, Xp41) < ... < (ar2)"d(xo, x1).
Thus

d(xp, x11+p) < d(xp, xpt1) +dXpt1, Xpg2) + ..+ d(xn+p—ls xn+p)
(ar)"

< (ary)"d(xp, x1) + ... + (ar)" P d(xp, x1) < d(xo, x1). (28)

1—ar

13



Chose 1 <a<min{rll,r

exists u in X such that x,, - u as n — oo . Following arguments similar to those given in
Theorem 2.2, it follows that u € Tou. By (28), we obtain that

( )"
— ar

} This implies that {x, } is Cauchy sequence in X. Then there

d(xp, u) = d( 0, X1) (29)

Thus, in particular

d(xg, u) < d(xg, x1) < (30)

1—ar “l—ary

In a similar way, we conclude that for each zg € Fix(T3), there is an x € Fix(T}) such
that

d(zp,x) < d(zo,m) < (31)

11— 11—
By (30)and (31), we obtain that

A
H(Fix(Th), Fix(T2)) < —————.
1 — max{ary, arp}

Letting a \( 1 we get the conclusion.

(C2) Proof based on MWP operator technique: Suppose that T is a (¥, r)-contractive multi-
valued operators. Now we show that T is ¢-MWP operator witlr¢ = ! , - Then the

conclusion will follow from Theorem 4.2. Leta > 1, x € X and y € Tx be arbitrary
chosen. By a similar approach to (C1), we obtain a sequence of successive approximations

{x, } starting from (x = xp, y = x1) € G(T) such that

(ary)"

d(xm xn+p) =< 1—a

d(xo,xl)

foreachn € Nand p — +o0 in the above estimation we get that d (x,, u) < (“r2)n d (x0, X1),
for eachn € N For n = 0 we obtain that d(x,u) < 5 md(x y). Letting a \ 1 we obtain
dx,u) < d(x y). Thus T is a 1 —-MWP operator. ]

5 Application in dynamic programming

A dynamic process consists of a state space (a set of initial states, actions and transitions) and
a decision space (set of possible input and output actions). We assume U and V are Banach
spaces where W C U is state space and D C V is decision space. Now define the mappings
as

T WxD—W,g:WxD—R,G:WxDxR-—R,

where R is the field of real numbers. Dynamic programming provides tools for mathematical
optimization and computer programing as well. It is well known that the problem of dynamic
programming related to multistage process reduces to the problem of solving the functional
equation:

q(x) :=sup{g(x,y) + G(x,y,q(z(x, y))}, x € W. (32)

yeD
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For the detailed background of the problem (see [1-4,17,22]). Let B(W) be the set of all
bounded real-valued functions on W. For an arbitrary & € B(W), define ||| = sup,cw |hx].
Then (B(W), ||-||) is a Banach space endowed with the metric d defined by

d(h, k) = sup |hx — kx| (33)
xeWw

where i, k € B(W). Suppose that the following conditions hold:
(DT — 1) functions G and g are bounded.
(DT —2)Forh,k € B(W) and x, z € W, define T by

T (hx) := sug{g(x, )+ Gx, y, h(z(x, y)}. (34)
ye

Moreover, there exist 0 < r < s < 1 such that
|G(x,y,hz) — G(x, y,kz)| < rMy(hz, kz)
forall h, k € B(W) and x, z € W, where

d(hz, Tk dkz, Th
My (hz, kz) = max {d(hz, k2), d(hz, Tha), d(kz, Tka), T0° Z); (kz Z)].

Theorem 5.1 If conditions (DT — 1) and (DT — 2) are satisfied, then the functional Eq.
(32) has a unique bounded solution.

Proof Note that (B(W), d) is a complete metric space and 7 is a self map of B(W). Let A
be an arbitrary positive number and i1, hy € B(W). Choose x € W and y;, y» € D such
that

Thix < g(x,y1) + G(x, y1, hi (t(x, y))) + A, (35)
Thyx < g(x, y2) + G(x, y2, ha(T(x, y2))) + 2, (36)
Thix > g(x, y2) + G(x, y2, h1(z(x, y2))), (37
Thyx > g(x, y1) + G(x, y1, ha(z(x, y1))). (38)

By (35)and (38), we have

Thix — Thyx < G(x,y1, hi(t(x,y1))) — G(x, y1, ha(T(x, y2))) + A
< |G (x, y1, hi(T(x, y1))) — G(x, y1, ha(t(x, y2)))| + A
<rMyp(hix, hox) + A.

That is
Thix—Thox <rMr(hix, hox) + A. (39

By (36)and (37), we obtain
Thox —Thix <rMry(hx, hpx) + A. (40)
Finally, by (39) and (40), we have
[Thix — Thax| < rMr(hix, hax) + A, (41)
that is

d(Thy, Thy) <rMr(hix, hax).
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As above inequality is true for any x € W, ¢ and A > 0, so
Y(s)(d(h, Th) +d(k, Th)) <d(h, k) implies d(Thy, Thy) <rMr(h1x, hax).

Thus all the conditions of Corollary 2.11 are satisfied for the mapping 7. So functional
Eq. 32 has a unique bounded solution. M

Example 5.2 Let U = V = R, W = [0,20] and D = [0, 10]. Consider the functional
equation

. P X xX+y
q(x)_ryneal))([2x y+30+30x2ycos(q( 3 ))],er. (42)

For each h, k € B(W), define the functional

Th(x) = max [2x2y + cos(h(m))} L xew.
yeD 2

X
30 + 30x2y

Suppose that g(x, y) = 2x2y, G(x, y,z) = 2-‘,—;7)(2\ cos(hz). Clearly g, G are bounded

and

|G(-x7 y»hZ) - G()C, Y, kZ)' =

(hz) cos(kz)

X os -
30 + 30x2y 30 + 30x2y

X X
< Jcos(hz) — cos(kz)| < = |hz — k
= 304 3002y (08 —eoskal = gamg o the — Kl

A

2 2
= sup |hz — kz| = Zd(h, k) < rMr(h,y)
3 zeW 3

for all € B(W), where r = 2, . Hence all the conditions of Theorem 5.1 are satisfiend and
consequently functional Eq.3(42) has a unique and bounded solution.

6 Homotopy result

Following is the local fixed point result for (i, r)-contractive multivalued mappings.

Theorem 6.1 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space, xo € X and a > 0. Suppose that
T : B(xg,a) — CB(X) be ({, r)-contractive multivalued mappings and d(xo, T xg) <
(1 —s)a. Then T has a fixed point in B(xg, a).

Proof Let 0 < a; < a be such that E(xo,m) C B(xg,a) and d(xg, Txg) < (1 —s)a; <

(1 — s)a. Let x; € Txg be such that d(xg, x1) < (1 — s)a;. Then for h = % > 1 and

x1 € T xg there exists xp € T xy such that
d(x1,x2) < hH(Txo, Txy)

Since ¥ (s)(d (x0, Txo) + d(x1, Tx0)) = ¥ (s)d(xo, Txo) < ¥ (s)d(xo,x1) < d(x0,x1),
therefore we obtain

1
d(x1,x2) < hH(Txo, Tx1) = —H(Tx0, Tx1) < </rMr(x0, x1)
r

7
< /rmax {d(xo, x1), d(x0, Txo), d(x1, Tx1),

d(xo, Tx1) +d(TX0,x1)]
2
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< /r max [d(xo,xl),d(xo,xo,d(xl,xz), A(x0, 1) +d(x"x2)]

2
d(Xo,X1)+d(X1,x2)]

< /r max [d(xo,xl),d(xo,xl),d(xl,xz), >

< VJrd(xo,x1) </r(l —=s)a; </r(1 —r)a;.
Also, we have x» € B(xg, a) because

d(x0, x2) < d(x0, x1) +d(x1,x2) < (1 —s)a; +/r(1 —r)a
< =ra+/r(d=ra; =1 —-r)1+ra.

In this way, we obtain inductively a sequence (x,),en satisfying (i) x, € B(xg, a); for
eachn € N, (i) x,41 € Txy, foralln € N, (iii) d (x,, xy+1) < (4/7)"(1—r)s foreachn € N.
From (iii) the sequence (x;),cn is Cauchy and hence, it converges to a certain u € B(xg, a).
Following similar arguments to those given in Theorem 2.2, we obtainu € Tu. O

Now we present a homotopy result for (i, r)-contractive multivalued mappings.

Theorem 6.2 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and U an open subset of X. Let G :
U %[0, 1] — P(X) be amultivalued operator such that the following conditions are satisfied.:

h-1 x ¢ G(x,L),for each x € dU (boundary of U) and each t € [0, 1];
h-2 G(.,t) : U — P(X) is a (Y, r)-contractive multivalued mappings for each t €
[0, 1;

h-3 there exists a continuous increasing function p : [0, 1] — R such that
H(G(x,1),G(x,s)) <|p) — p(s)| forallt,s € [0, 1] and each x € U;
h-4 G:U x [0,1] = P(X) is closed.
Then G(., 0) has a fixed point if and only if G(., 1) has a fixed point.
Proof Let G(.,0) has a fixed point z, then (h-1) implies that z € U. Define
A={(tx)el0,1] xU|xeGx,n1)}.

Since (0, z) € A therefore A # (, as. Now we define a partial order on A, that is
2
(t,x) < (s,y)ifandonlyif r <sandd(x,y) < 17[,0(3) —p®]
—-r

where 0 < r < 1. Let M be a totally ordered subset of A and ¢* := sup{r | (¢,x) € M}.
Consider a sequence (#,, X;)nen C M such that (¢, x,) < (tn+1,Xn+1) and t, — t* as
n — oo. Then

2
d(xXm, x,) < l—[p(tm) — p(ty)], foreachm,n € N,m > n.
—r

Taking limit as m, n — 0o, we obtain d(x,,, x,) — 0. Thus (x,),en is Cauchy sequence
which converges to (say) x* in X. As x, € G(x,,t,), n € N and G is closed, so x* €
G(x*, t*). Also, from (h-1) we have x* € U.Hence (t*, x*) € A. Since M is totally ordered,
therefore (, x) < (¢t*, x*), for each (¢, x) € M. Thatis, (t*, x*) is an upper bound of M. By
Zorn’s Lemma A have a maximal element (7o, xo) € A. We claim that #yp = 1. Suppose that
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to < 1. Choose a > 0 and ¢t € (ty, 1] such that B(xg,a) C U anda = —=[p(t) — p(t)].
Note that

1—r

d(xg, G(xp,1)) < d(xo, G(xo, t0)) + H(G (xo, t0), G(x0,1))
(1 —=r)a

< [p@®) = p(ty)] = — < (I —=r)a.

Thus G(., t) : B(xg, a) — CL (X) satisfies, for all € [ 0, 1], the assumptions of Theorem

6.1. Hence, for all t € [ 0, 1], there exists x € B(xg, a) such that x € G(x, ) which implies
that (¢, x) € A. Now

2
d(xp,x) <a= ﬁ[p(t) — p (1)1,

gives (fo, x9) < (¢, x), a contradiction to the maximality of (g, xg). Conversely if G(., 1)
has a fixed point, then by a similar approach we obtain that G (., 0) has a fixed point.
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