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ABSTRACT. We prove versions of Ekeland, Takahashi and Caristi principles in pre-
ordered quasi-metric spaces, the equivalence between these principles, as well as their
equivalence to some completeness results for the underlying quasi-metric space. These
extend the results proved in S. Cobzas, Topology Appl. 265 (2019), 106831, 22, for
quasi-metric spaces.

The key tools are Picard sequences for some special set-valued mappings on a pre-
ordered quasi-metric space X, defined in terms of the preorder and of a function ¢ on
X.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Ivar Ekeland announced in 1972, [16] (the proof appeared in 1974, [17]) a theorem as-
serting the existence of the minimum of a small perturbation of a lower semicontinuous
(Isc) function defined on a complete metric space. This result, known as Ekeland Varia-
tional Principle (EkVP), proved to be a very versatile tool in various areas of mathematics
and applications - optimization theory, geometry of Banach spaces, optimal control the-
ory, economics, social sciences, and others. Some of these applications are presented by
Ekeland himself in [18].

At the same time, it turned out that this principle is equivalent to a lot of results in fixed
point theory (Caristi fixed point theorem), geometry of Banach spaces (drop property),
and others (see [29], for instance). Takahashi [35] (see also [36]) found a sufficient condition
for the existence of the minimum of a Isc function on a complete metric space, known as
Takahashi minimization principle, which also turned to be equivalent to EKVP (see [35]
and [19]).

For convenience, we mention these three principles.

Theorem 1.1 (Ekeland, Takahashi and Caristi principles). Let (X, d) be a complete
metric space and ¢ : X — R U {oo} a proper bounded below Isc function. Then the
following statements hold.
(WEk) There exists z € dom ¢ such that ¢(z) < p(z) + d(zx, z) for all z € X ~ {z}.
(Tak) If for every x € dom ¢ with p(x) > inf p(X) there exists an element y € dom ¢ \
{z} such that o(y) +d(x,y) < p(x), then ¢ attains its minimum on X, i.e., there
exists z € dom ¢ such that ¢(z) = inf p(X).
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(Car) If the mapping T : X — X satisfies d(Tx,x) + o(Tx) < @(x) for all z € dom ¢,
then T has a fixed point in dom p, i.e., there exists z € dom ¢ such that Tz = z.

Remark 1.2. Suppose that ¢(x) = co. Then, obviously, p(z) < ¢(x) + d(y,z) for all
z € domy. In this case, p(x) > infp(X) (because ¢ is bounded below). Since the
function ¢ is proper, the inequality from (Tak) holds for all y € X ~ {z}. Also the
inequality from (Car) is automatically satisfied for such an z.

Hence, it suffices to suppose that the conditions from the hypotheses of these results
are fulfilled only for points € dom ¢.

The statement (wEKk) is called the weak form of the Ekeland variational principle. Later,
various versions and extensions of these principles appeared, a good record (up to 2009)
being given in the book [24].

Some versions of EKVP and Takahashi minimum principles in 7] quasi-metric spaces
were proved in [10] and [2], respectively. In [10] the equivalence of the weak Ekeland
variational principle to Caristi fixed point theorem was proved and the implications of
the validity of Caristi fixed point theorem principle on the completeness of the underlying
quasi-metric space were studied as well. In [2] the same is done for the weak form of
Ekeland variational principle and Takahashi minimization principle. The extension of wEk
to arbitrary quasi-metric spaces was given in [21] as well as in [I4], where the equivalence
of these three principles (weak Ekeland, Takahashi and Caristi) is also proved. The case
of asymmetric locally convex spaces is treated in [11].

Other extensions, with applications to various areas of social sciences and psychology,
were given in [3], [4], [5], [6], [7], [9], [32].

On the other hand, there are many papers dealing with fixed point results for mappings
defined on metric spaces endowed with an order, on the line initiated by Ran and Reurings
[31] and continued in [25], [26], [27], [30]. These papers contain fixed point results for
mappings f, defined on a metric space (X, d) endowed with a partial order <, satisfying
a weaker contractibility condition, namely: there exists o € [0, 1) such that

(1.1) Ve,y e X, x5y = d(f(2), fy) < ad(z,y).

Some conditions, relating the order and the metric are imposed as, for instance, (2.0]).
Notice that, if the relation < is X x X, then (LLT]) becomes the usual notion of Banach
contraction.

Similar results are obtained for a metric space (X, d) with a graph, see, e.g., Jachymski
[20], where a comparison between these two approaches (based on order relations or on
graphs) is done. Fixed points on metric spaces endowed with a reflexive binary relation
R were considered in [I] for single-valued maps and in [34] for set-valued mappings. The
graphs considered by Jachymski [20], G = (V(G), E(G)), where V(G) is the set of vertices
and E(Q) is the set of edges, satisfy the conditions V(G) = X and Ax C E(G) C X x X,
so that F(Q) is, in fact, a reflexive binary relation on X. Here Ay = {(z,2) : 2 € X} is
the diagonal of X x X.

The aim of this paper is to show that results, similar to those proved in [I4], hold in a
preordered quasi-metric space (X, d, <), where the preorder < satisfies (2.0).

In Section Bl we prove versions of Ekeland, Takahashi and Caristi principles in a pre-
ordered quasi-metric space as well as their equivalence. Also, the validity of weak Ekeland
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Variational Principle in this setting implies a kind of completeness for the underlying
space. We conclude this section by showing that in the 77 case one obtains the usual
versions of these principles (recall that the topology of a quasi-metric space is only Tp).

The key tools used in the proofs are Picard sequences for some special set-valued map-
pings corresponding to a function ¢ on a preordered quasi-metric space (see Subsection
2.3), which allow a unitary treatment of all these principles. The idea to use Picard
sequences appeared in [I5] and was subsequently exploited in [8] and [3].

2. QUASI-METRIC SPACES

We present some notions and results on quasi-metric spaces needed in the sequel. Full
details an other results can be found in [12].

2.1. Topological properties. A quasi-metric on an arbitrary set X is a mapping d :
X x X — [0,00) satisfying the following conditions:

(QM1) d(z,y) >0, and d(z,x)=0;

(QM2)  d(x, 2) < d(x,y) + d(y, ),

(QM3)  d(z,y) =d(y,z) =0= 2z =y,

for all z,y,2z € X. The pair (X,d) is called a quasi-metric space. The conjugate of the
quasi-metric d is the quasi-metric d(z,y) = d(y,z), v,y € X. The mapping d*(z,y) =

max{d(z,y),d(x,y)}, =,y € X, is a metric on X.
If (X,d) is a quasi-metric space, then for x € X and r > 0 we define the balls in X by
the formulae

By(z,r) ={y € X : d(z,y) < r} - the open ball, and
Bjlz,r] ={y € X : d(x,y) < r} - the closed ball.

The topology 74 (or 7(d)) of a quasi-metric space (X, d) can be defined starting from
the family V,;(z) of neighborhoods of an arbitrary point x € X:

V € Vy(x) <= 3Tr > 0such that By(z,r) CV
<= I’ > 0 such that By[z,r']| C V.
The convergence of a sequence (z,) to x with respect to 74, called d-convergence and

denoted by x, 4 x, can be characterized in the following way

(2.1) e D r = d(z,x,) — 0.
Also
(2.2) Te D1 = d(z,7,) =0 <= d(z,,x)— 0.

As a space equipped with two topologies, 7; and 7;, a quasi-metric space can be viewed
as a bitopological space in the sense of Kelly [22].
The following topological properties are true for quasi-metric spaces.

Proposition 2.1 (see [12]). If (X,d) is a quasi-metric space, then the following hold.

1. The ball By(x,r) is T4-open and the ball By[z,r] is 7g-closed. The ball By[x, 1] need
not be t4-closed.
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2. The topology T4 is Ty. It is Ty if and only if d(x,y) > 0 for all x # y in X.
The topology 14 is Ty (or Hausdorff) if and only if every convergent sequence has
a unique limit.

3. For every fivzed x € X, the mapping d(z,-) : X — (R, |- |) is 7q-usc and 75-lsc.
For every fivzed y € X, the mapping d(-,y) : X — (R, |- |) is 74-Isc and Tz-usc.

Notice that
(2.3) ye{z} < d(y,z)=0.

Indeed,

ye{r} < Vr>0,zeBy,r)
— Vr>0,dy,x)<r
<~ d(y,x)=0.

The lack of symmetry in the definition of quasi-metric spaces causes a lot of trou-
bles, mainly concerning completeness, compactness and total boundedness in such spaces.
There are a lot of completeness notions in quasi-metric spaces, all agreeing with the usual
notion of completeness in the metric case, each of them having its advantages and weak-
nesses (see [33], or [12]).

As in what follows we shall work only with two of these notions, we present only them,

referring to [12] for others.
We use the notation

N ={1,2,...} — the set of natural numbers,
No = NU {0} — the set of non-negative integers.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space. A sequence (x,,) in (X, d) is called:
(a) left d-K-Cauchy if for every € > 0 there exists n. € N such that
Vn,m, with n. <n<m, d(z,,z,) <ec

2.4
(24) < Vn>n., VkeN, d(x,, k) <e;

(b)  right d-K-Cauchy if for every ¢ > 0 there exists n. € N such that
Vn,m, with n. <n<m, d(z,,z,) <e

2.
(2:5) < Vn>n., VkeN, dz,, v, <e.

The quasi-metric space (X, d) is called:

o sequentially left d-K-complete if every left d-K-Cauchy is d-convergent;
e sequentially right d-K -complete if every right d- K-Cauchy is d-convergent.

Remarks 2.3.

1. It is obvious that a sequence is left d-K-Cauchy if and only if it is right d-K-
Cauchy.

2. Some examples of d-convergent sequences which are not left d-K-Cauchy, show
that in the asymmetric case the situation is far more complicated than in the
symmetric one (see [33]).



EKELAND, TAKAHASHI AND CARISTI PRINCIPLES IN PREORDERED QUASI-METRIC SPACES 5

3. If each convergent sequence in a regular quasi-metric space (X, d) admits a left
K-Cauchy subsequence, then X is metrizable (see [23]).

We mention the following result on Cauchy sequences.

Proposition 2.4. Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space. If a right K-Cauchy sequence (x,)
contains a subsequence convergent to some x € X, then the sequence (x,) converges to .

Convention. In the following, when speaking about metric or topological properties in
a quasi-metric space (X,d) we shall always understand those corresponding to d and we
shall omit d or 714, i.e., we shall write “(x,) is right K-Cauchy” instead of “(x,) is right

d-K-Cauchy”, A instead of Zd, etc.

2.2. Preordered quasi-metric spaces. We consider a preorder < on a quasi-metric
space (X, d) (i.e. areflexive and transitive relation). If < is also reflexive, then it is called
and order. Consider the following property relating the preorder < and the quasi-metric
d: for every sequence (x,)nen in X

(2.6) Tp X Tpy, foralln € Ny and z, Lr = z, <z forallneN.

We call a sequence (x,,),en satisfying the condition z,, < 11, n € N, increasing.

Remark 2.5. This condition was introduced in [26] in the study of fixed points for

contractions in ordered metric spaces. Some authors consider a weakened version of

(2.6]), where one asks that the conclusion holds only for a subsequence (x,, )gen of (2,,). As

remarked Jachymski [20], the transitivity of < implies the equivalence of these conditions.
Also, if X is a reflexive relation on X satisfying (2Z.0]), then it is transitive.

Indeed, if z,, < 2,41 and z,,, <z, k € N, for some subsequence (z,, )ren of (2,,), then
k < ny implies x; < z,, <, for all K € N.

Suppose that < is a reflexive relation on X satisfying (2.6) and let z < y and y < 2.
Considering the sequence z; = =, xo = y and x, = z for n > 3, it follows that (z,)en is
an increasing sequence convergent to z, so that x = z; < 2.

We introduce now some notions expressed in terms of increasing sequences.

Definition 2.6. Let (X, d, <) be a preordered quasi-metric space.

e A sequence (z,)nen in X is called increasingly left-K-Cauchy (right-K-Cauchy) if
it is increasing and satisfies the condition (a) (resp. (b)) from Definition

e The space X is called increasingly left (right) K-complete if every increasingly left
(right) K-Cauchy sequence is convergent.

e A subset Y of X is called increasingly closed if it contains the limit of every
increasing convergent sequence (y,) in Y.

e A function ¢ : X — R U {oo} is called increasingly lower semi-continuous (Isc) if

(2.7) o(x) < liminf p(z,,) ,
for every increasing sequence (x,)nen in X convergent to z.

Remark 2.7. In [3, Def. 9] a different notion of decreasingly lsc function was considered.
Namely, a function ¢ : X — RU{o0} is called decreasingly Isc if ¢ satisfies (2.7]) for every
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sequence (z,) in X such that (z,) is d-convergent to z and p(7,.1) < @(z,), n € N.
Obviously, an “increasingly” version of this notion can be defined for the d-convergent
sequences. Another version of lower semicontinuity, called nearly lower semicontinuity,
was defined in [21] supposing that (27) holds only for sequences with pairwise distinct
terms. A characterization of this property in terms of the monotonicity with respect to
the specialization order (z <4y <= d(z,y) = 0) was given in [I4].

2.3. Picard sequences in preordered quasi-metric spaces. Let (X, d, <) be a pre-
ordered quasi-metric space and ¢ : X — R U {co} be a function. We introduce another
preorder <, on X by

(2.8) v <,y = oy)+dly, ) <p(z),

for z,y € X.

It is easy to check that <, is a preorder on X (i.e. reflexive and transitive) and an
order on domp :={z € X : p(z) < co}.

The reflexivity is obvious.

If o(z) = oo, then x <, y for all y € X, so that the transitivity holds trivially.

If x € domp and z <, y, then y € dom¢. Hence

<,y < d(y,z) < p(z) —¢(y) and
y <,z = d(z,y) < p(y) —p(2),
so that

that is v <, 2.
Also,

xSwy — d(y,l’)
Yy <,z <= d(z,y)

IN A

so that
0 <d(y,z)+d(z,y) <0.

Hence, d(y, ) = d(z,y) = 0 and so, by (QM3), x = v.
For x € dom ¢ consider the set S(x) C X given by

(2.9) Sx)={ye X:z<xyandx <, y}.

Remark 2.8. For x € X ~\dom ¢, S(z) ={y € X : x < y}. It is worth to mention that
sets of this kind were used by Penot [28] as early as 1977 in a proof of Caristi fixed point
theorem in complete metric spaces.
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Proposition 2.9. Let x € dom . The following properties hold.
(i) x € S(z) and S(z)C domy;
(i) y € S(x) = @(y) < @(x) and S(y) € S(x);
(iii) y € S(z) ~ {2} = @(y) < p(x);
y € S(x) and o(y) = p(r) = ye{r};
(iv) if v is bounded below, then
S(@)~A{az} #0 = ¢(x) > inf o(S(x));
(v) if the preorder =< satisfies ([2.6) and ¢ is increasingly lsc, then S(x)
is increasingly closed, i.e., y € S(x) for every increasing sequence
(yn) in S(x) convergent to y € X.
Proof. The relations (i) are immediate consequences of the definition of S(x).
(i) If y € S(z), then 0 < d(y,x) < p(x) — ¢(y) implies p(y) < p(z). The inclusion
S(y) C S(x) follows by the transitivity of the relations < and <.
(ili) By @3), d(y,x) > 0 for every y € S(z) \ {z}, so that z <, y yields
0 <d(y,z) <o) = ¢y),

that is, p(y) < ().
The second implication from (iii) follows from the first one.

(iv) If there exists y € S(z) ~ {z}, then, by (iii),
inf p(S(z)) < p(y) < p(z).

(v) If g, € S(2), Yy < Yns1,n € N, and y, 5 y, then, by @8), © < y1 < y. The
function d(-, x) is d-1sc (see Proposition 2.113) and ¢ is increasingly d-lsc, so that
P(yn) + d(yn, ) < p(x), n €N,
implies
p(y) +dly, z) < liminflp(y,) + d(yn, 2)] < ¢(z),

that is © <, y. Consequently y € S(z). O

Remark 2.10. If inf ¢(S(z)) = —oo, then p(z) > inf ¢(S(x)) no matter that S(z) ~ {z}
is nonempty or not.

A Picard sequence corresponding to a set-valued mapping F' : X = X is a sequence

(n)nen, such that
Tps1 € F(x,) forall n € Ny,

for a given initial point z, € X. This notion was introduced in [15] (see also [§]). We
shall work with some special Picard sequences corresponding to the set-valued mapping
S : dom ¢ = dom ¢, where S(z) is given by ([29) for all x € dom ¢. Put

J(x) =inf p(S(z)).



8 S. COBZAS
Observe that if, for some x € dom ¢, J(z) € R and ¢(x) > J(x), then there exists an
element y € S(z) such that
p(x) +J(x)
5 :

Proposition 2.11 (Picard sequences). Let (X,d, <) be a preordered quasi-metric space
and p : X — RU{oo} be a bounded below proper function.
Let x¢ € dom . We distinguish two situations.

1. There exists m € Ny such that
1) elxx) > J(x),
(i) zps1 € S(zx) and (zpe1) < (@(zk) + J(21))/2,
forall 0 <k<m-—1, and
(i)  p(am) = J(@m).

Putting z = x,,, the following conditions are satisfied:

p(y) <

(2.10)

() @k < @prr, S(@esr) € S(an) and (i) < (),
forall 0 <k <m-—1,
(2.11) (ii) 2z € S(zg) and S(z) C S(xx) for 0 <k <m;
(iii) ¢(y) = (2) = J(2) and S(y) C {y},
forall y e S(z).
2. There ezists a sequence (x,)nen, Such that
(1) elzn) > J(zn);
(i) @n1 € S(zn) and o(zni) < (0(zn) +J(20))/2,

for alln € Ny.
Then the sequence (x,)nen, satisfies the conditions

(2.12)

(1> Tn X Tnt, S(xn-l-l) - S(xn> and (p(xn+1> < <,0(£L’n),
for all n € Npy;
(2.13) (ii) there exist the limits o := lim ¢(z,) = lim J(z,) € R;

n—o0 n—oo
(iil) @pyx € S(zn) for all n,k € Ny;
(iv)  (zp)nen, s increasingly right K-Cauchy.
If, in addition, the space X is sequentially increasingly right K-complete, the pre-

order % satisfies the condition ([2.6]) and the function ¢ is increasingly lsc, then
the sequence (x,)nen, 1S convergent to a point z € X such that

(i) z€S(x,) and S(z) CS(z,) forall n € Ny;

(2.14) (i) @(y) =p(z) = J(2) = and S(y) C {y}, forall y € S(2),
where « is given by (213).(ii).
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Proof. Suppose that we have found z, x1,...,z,, satisfying the conditions (i) and (ii)

from (2.I0). If p(x,,) = J(x,,) then xg, 1, . .., x, satisfy (2.10).
If o(x,) > J(xm), then there exists x,,11 € S(x,,) such that @(zp41) < (©(xm) +
J(2,,))/2 . Supposing that this procedure continues indefinitely, we find a sequence (2, )nen,

satisfying (Z.12).

1. Suppose that zg,x1,...,z,, satisfy (ZI0) and let z = x,,. Then, by Proposition
29L(i1), xx1 € S(xg) implies S(zg1) C S(ay) for k=0,1,...,m — 1.

If y € S(z), then, by Proposition [2.9L(ii),

J(2) < e(y) < e(z) = J(2).
It follows p(y) = p(z) = J(z) for all y € S(z).
If y € S(z) and =z € S(y) C S(2), then p(x) = ¢(z) = ¢(y), so that, by Proposition
2.9 (iii), = € {y}.
We have shown that all of the conditions from (2.IT)) are satisfied by =z.
2. Suppose now that the sequence (z,)nen, satisfies (2Z12).
By Proposition 2.91(ii), the relation z,, 1 € S(z,) implies
Tn Tn+1 and S(In—l—l) g S(xn) )

foralln e Ny.
Also, by ([2.12)).(ii),
o(Tpe1) < @(z,) for all n € Ny,

so that (2.13).(i) holds.
Since ¢ is bounded below and, by (2ZI3)).(i), (¢(2n))nen, is strictly decreasing, there

exists the limit
= lim p(z,) = 1nf o(x,) € R.

n—o0

By @12),
20(Tnt1) — p(n) < J(20) < 0(T0),
for all n € Ny. Letting n — oo, one obtains

(2.15) lim J(x,) = h_)m o(x,) =a.

n—ro0
By @.13).(1),
Tntk € S(Tpyr) T S(20),
proving (2.13)).(iii). Hence z,, <, @4k, that is,
(2.16) A(Tpik, Tn) < @(T) — @(Tpyr) forall n, ke Np.
Since the sequence (¢(xy,))nen, is Cauchy, this implies that (z;,)nen, is right K-Cauchy.

It is also increasing.
Suppose now that X is sequentially increasingly right K-complete and ¢ is increasingly

Isc. Then there exists z € X such that z, 4 .
Since the sequence (x,,)nen, is increasing and d-convergent to z, condition (2.6]) implies

T, <z forall neNg.
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Taking into account the facts that the function d(-, z,,) is Isc (Proposition 2.113) and ¢
is increasingly lsc, the inequalities (2.10]) yield

Consequently, z € S(x,,) and so S(z) C S(z,), for all n € Nj.
If y € S(z) C S(xy), then
J(an) < J(2) < 9y) < @(y) +d(y, za) < (),
that is
J(zn) < J(2) < o(y) < pl(an),

for all n € Ng.
Letting n — oo and taking into account (2I3).(ii), one obtains

oly) = J(2),

for all y € S(2).
The inclusion from (2I4).(ii) follows from Proposition [Z9l(iii), as in the case of the
corresponding one from (ZIT]).(iii). O

Remark 2.12. If the function ¢ satisfies
o(x) > inf o(S(z)) for all = € domy,
then, for every xy € dom ¢, there exists a Picard sequence (x,,)nen, satisfying ([2.12]) (and

so (2.13)), as well).

3. EKELAND, TAKAHASHI AND CARISTI PRINCIPLES IN PREORDERED QUASI-METRIC
SPACES

Ekeland, Takahashi and Caristi principles in metric spaces (see Theorem [[L1]) can be
expressed in terms of some sets, similar to S(z) (see (2.9)), in the following form.

Theorem 3.1. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space, ¢ : X — R U {oc} be a proper
bounded below lsc function and let

R(z) ={y € X : o(y) +d(y,z) < p(2)},
for x € dom . Then the following results hold.
(WEk) There exists z € dom ¢ such that R(z) = {z}.
(Tak) If
p(x) > infp(X) = R(z)\A{z} #0,
for all x € dom ¢, then ¢ attains its minimum on X, i.e., there exists z € X such
that o(z) = inf p(X).
(Car) If the mapping T : X — X satisfies Tx € R(x) for all x € domy, then T has a
fixed point in X, i.e., there exists z € X such that Tz = z.

Remark 3.2. If p(z) = oo, then R(x) = X # {z}, because ¢ is proper. Also the
condition Tz € R(z) automatically holds, so it suffices to ask that the corresponding
conditions are fulfilled only for x € dom ¢.
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In [I4] these results were extended to quasi-metric spaces. In this paper we go further
and prove some versions of these results in preordered quasi-metric spaces. Along this
section we shall use the notation: (X,d, <) will be a preordered quasi-metric space, ¢ :
X — RU{oo} a function and <, the order defined by (2.8). Also, for x € X put

(3.1) Sz)={ye X:2<xy and =z <,y} and J(z)=infe(S(x)).
3.1. Ekeland variational principle. We start with a version of weak Ekeland principle.

Theorem 3.3. Let (X,d, <) be a sequentially increasingly right K-complete preordered
quasi-metric space and let p : X — R U {oo} be a proper bounded below increasingly lsc
function. Suppose that the preorder < satisfies ([26]). Then there exists z € dom ¢ such
that

(3:2) p(y) =¢(z) forall ye S(z).
In this case it follows that, for every y € S(z),
(i) S(y) S{y} and
(i) ¢(y) < p(z)+d(z,y),Vo € domp \ S(y) withy < x and Yz € X ~ dom .
Proof. By (2.I1)).(ii) and (2.14).(ii), there exists z € dom ¢ satisfying (8.2)) and B.3)).(i).

Recall that S(z) C domg and S(y) C S(z). If z € domy \ S(y) and y < =, then, by
the definition of the set S(y),

(3.3)

oY) < p(z) +d(z,y),

so that (3.3).(ii) holds for this z. If x € X \ dom ¢, then ¢(x) = oo, so that (B.3)).(ii)
holds for this z too. O

The full version of Ekeland variational principle is the following.

Theorem 3.4. Let (X,d, <) be a preordered quasi-metric space. Suppose that X is se-
quentially increasingly right K-complete and that < satisfies (2.6). Let ¢ : X — RU{o0}
be a proper, bounded below and increasingly lsc function. If e, X > 0 and xo € X is such
that

(3.4) ¢(zg) < e+infp(X),
then there exists z € dom ¢ such that

() () +5d(z0) < plao) (and so (=) < (o))

) d(z,10) < A
(3.5) (iii) (y) = w(2) forall y € S(z);
)

o(2) < ola) + 5d(, 2)

Ve € domyp N\ S(z) with z <z and Vx € X ~ dom .

Proof. For convenience, put v = /A and d, = yd. Then d, is a quasi-metric on X
Lipschitz equivalent to d, so that (X, d,) is also sequentially increasingly right K-complete.
Let
Xo={re X :zgxz and ¢(x) < ¢(x)+ d,(zo,x)}.
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Remark that Xy C dom ¢.
Claim 1. The set X 1s increasingly closed and xq € X .

Indeed, let (x,,) be an increasing sequence in X, which is d,-convergent to some = € X,
i.e., lim,_, dy(z,2,) = 0. Then, by (2.6,

ToIXT1 T,

that is zg < =.
Also, x,, € X, implies

e(n) < @(x0) + dy (20, Tn)
S 80(1'0) + d’y(x0> $) + d-y(l’, xn) ;
for all n € N. Taking into account that the function ¢ is increasingly lsc, one obtains
p(z) < lifginf@(%) < ¢(x0) + dy (20, 2) .

Consequently, z € Xj. It is obvious that zq € X .
For y € X, put
Sxo(y) = {r € Xo:y sz and o(x) +dy(2,y) < @(y)} = XoNS(y),
where
Sy)={r€X:y<zand p(2)+d,(2,9) < »(y)}.
Claim I1. For every y € Xq
(3.6) (i) S(y) € Xy so that Sx,(y) = S(y), and
(i) ¢(y) < p(x)+dy(z,y) for every z € domp \ Xy with =z < .

We have

Suppose that S(y) ~ X # (0. Observe that y € X, and z € S(y) imply 2o < y and
y < z, so that xy < z. Hence, if z € S(y) \ Xy, then the following inequalities are
satisfied:

e(y) < e(zo) +dy(w0,y) (v € Xo),
e(2) +dy(2,y) < o(y) (z € 5(y),
p(xo) + dy(wo,2) <(z) (2 ¢ Xo).
These lead to the contradiction:
0(2) +dy(2,y) < o(y) < @(x0) + dy(20,y)
< (o) + dy (0, 2) + d(z, y)
< @(2) +dy(z,y).
If x € domp \ Xj and 2y < x, then

QO(IO) + d7($0a ZL’) < QO(ZL') )
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so that

p(y) < (o) + dy(0,y)
< (o) + dy (w0, 7) + dy(2,9)
< p(x) + dV(ZE, Y),
i.e, ([34).(ii) holds too.
By Claim I, (X, d-, <) is sequentially increasingly right K-complete. Applying Propo-
sition [2.17] to this space we find an element z € X such that
(3.7) p(y) = p(z) forall ye Sx,(z) =5(z).
This shows that z satisfies ([3.5]).(iii).
Now, by (ZI1)).(ii)and (2I4).(i), z € Sx,(z0) = S(x¢), which is equivalent to ([3.0).(i).
Also, (35).(i) and (34]) imply

19 .
Xd(z,aro) < (o) — ¢(2) < @(x0) —infp(X) <€,
so that
d(Z, .Z’(]) S )\ s

i.e., (B.3).(ii) holds too.
The inequality (B.5]).(iv) holds for arbitrary x € X ~ dom ¢ and, by the definition of
the set S(z), for every x € dom¢ \ S(z) with z < z. O

3.2. Takahashi principle. The following form of Takahashi principle holds.

Theorem 3.5. Let (X,d, <) be a sequentially increasingly right K-complete preordered
quasi-metric space and let ¢ : X — R U {oo} be a proper bounded below increasingly lsc
function. Suppose that the preorder < satisfies (2.6). If the following condition

(3.8) p(r) > infp(X) = Jy e S(z), ply) < ¢(r),

holds for every x € dom ¢, then the function ¢ attains its minimum on X, i.e, there exists
z € X such that ¢(z) = inf p(X).

Proof. Suppose, by contradiction, that

(3.9) o) > inf (),
for all x € dom ¢. Then, by (B.8),

(3.10) Vo € domyp, Jy € S(z), ¢(y) < p(z),
or, equivalently,

(3.11) p(x) > infp(S(x)),

for all x € dom .
Let xy € dom . By (B.11), Remark and Proposition [2.11]2, there exists z € X
such that (ZI4) holds. By (B10) there exists y € S(z) with
(3.12) ply) <e(z),
in contradiction to (2.I4)).(ii). 0O
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Corollary 3.6. Suppose that (X,d, <) and ¢ : X — R U {oo} satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem[33. If, for every x € dom ¢,

(3.13) o(x) >inf p(X) = S(z)~{z} #0,
then the function o attains its minimum on X.
Proof. Condition (BI3]) means that, for every x € X,
o(x) >inf p(X) = Ty e S(z)~ {z}.
By Proposition 291 (iii), this implies
e(y) < plz),
so we can apply Theorem to conclude. O

3.3. Caristi fixed point theorem. In the 7| setting we can prove only some weaker
forms of Caristi fixed point theorem for single-valued and set-valued mappings. If X is
T}, then the proper versions hold (see Subsection [3.5)).

Theorem 3.7 (Caristi’s theorem). Suppose that (X,d, <) is a sequentially increasingly
right K-complete preordered quasi-metric space such that the preorder X satisfies (2.0)).
Let o : X — RU{o0} be a proper, bounded below and increasingly lsc function.

1. If the mapping T : X — X satisfies

(3.14) r=xTx and d(Tx,z)+ ¢(Tx) < ¢(x),

for all x € dom ¢, then there exists z € dom ¢ such that
(3.15) o(T2) = ¢(2) and Tz € {z}.

2. If T : X = X 1is a set-valued mapping such that

(3.16) Sx)yNTx #0,

for every x € dom ¢, then there exists z € dom ¢ such that
(3.17) ©(2) € p(T2) and Tzn{z} #0.
Proof. Observe that condition (B.14) is equivalent to
(3.18) Tx e S(x),

for all € dom . This shows that (3.16) becomes (B.14)) for single-valued mappings, so
it suffices to prove only the statement 2. o

By (2I1))(iii) and (2Z.14)(ii), there exists z € dom ¢ with S(z) C {z} and ¢(y) = ¢(2)
for all y € S(z). By (8106,
TzN{z} DT2NS(z) #0.
Also,
p(2) = p(y) € p(T2),
for some y € TzN S(2). O
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3.4. The equivalence of principles and completeness. We prove first the equivalence
between Ekeland, Takahashi and Caristi principles.

Theorem 3.8. Let (X, d, <) be a preordered quasi-metric space and ¢ : X — RU{o0} a
proper bounded below function. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(WEKk) The following holds
(3.19) dz e domp, Vy € S(2), v(y) = ¢(2).
(Tak)  The following holds
{Vz € dom ¢, [inf o(X) < p(z) = Ty € S(z), v(y) < ¢(z)]}
= Jdzedomyp, p(z) =inf p(X).
(Car)  If the mapping T : X — X satisfies
(3.21) Tx € S(z) for all x € dom ¢,
then there exists z € dom ¢ such that o(Tz) = ¢(z) and Tz € {z}.

(3.20)

Proof. Observe that, by Proposition 9] i € S(z) and ¢(y) = ¢(2) implies y € {z}.

(wEk) <= (Tak).

We prove the equivalent assertion: —(wEk) <= - (Tak).

For convenience, denote by (Tal) the expression

Vo € dom, [infp(X) < ¢(z) = Ty e S(x), ¢(y) < (z)].

The following equivalences hold.

—(Tak) <= (Tal) A (Vz € dom g, ¢(z) > inf (X))
<= Vz €domyp, Jy € S(z), o(y) < ¢(x).
By Proposition 2.91(ii), ¢(y) < ¢(z) for every y € S(z), so that
((y € S@) A (p(y) # ¢(2) == ((y € S(2)) A (p(y) < @(2)) .
But then
—~(WEk) <= Vx € domyp, Jy € S(z), p(y) # ¢(z)
(3.22) < Vz € domep, Jy € S(x), p(y) < ¢(x)
<= —(Tak).

(wEk) = (Car).

Suppose that T': X — X satisfies (3.2I]). By (wEKk) there exists z € dom ¢ such that
p(z) = p(2) for all z € S(2). Since, by hypothesis, Tz € S(2), it follows (T'2) = ¢(2)
and Tz € {z}, because S(z) C {z}.

-(wEk) = —(Car).

By ([322), —(wEk) is equivalent to
(3.23) Va € domp, Jy, € S(x), (y:) < p(x).

Let xp € domy. Define T : X — X by Tx = y, for x € dom p, where y, is given

by B23), and Tz = g for ¥ € X ~ {xo}. Then Tz € S(x) but (Tz) < p(z), for all
x € dom y, i.e., (Car) fails. O
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Finally, we show that the validity of each of these principles is further equivalent to
the sequential increasingly right K-completeness of the preordered quasi-metric space X.
Various situations when the validity of a fixed point result or of a variational principle
implies completeness are discussed in [13].

Theorem 3.9. For a preordered quasi-metric space (X, d, <) with the order < satisfying
2.6) the following statements are equivalent.
1. The space (X,d, <) is sequentially increasingly right K -complete.
2. (Ekeland variational principle - weak form) For every proper bounded below in-
creasingly Isc function ¢ : X — R U {oo} there exists z € dom ¢ such that

(3.24) o(z) = p(2) forall z € S(z).

3. (Takahashi minimization principle) Ewvery proper bounded below increasingly lsc
function ¢ : X — RU {co} such that

p(r) > infp(X) = Jy e S(z), ply) < ¢(r),

for every x € dom ¢, attains its minimum on X.
4. (Caristi fixed point theorem) For every proper bounded below increasingly lsc func-
tion ¢ : X — RU{oo} and every mapping T : X — X such that

Tx € S(x) for all x € dom ¢,
there exists z € dom ¢ such that ¢(Tz) = ¢(z) and Tz € {z}.

Proof. The equivalences 2 <= 3 <= 4 are contained in Theorem B.8 (even in a
stronger form - with the same function ¢)
The implication 1 = 2 is contained in Theorem [3.3

2 = 1.

The proof is inspired from [21]. We proceed by contradiction. Suppose that there exists
an increasing right K-Cauchy sequence (z,),eny in X which does not converge. Passing
to a subsequence if necessary, we can further suppose that

(3.25) d(Tpi1, Tn) for all n € N.

< on+1 ’

By Proposition 24]), the sequence (x,,) has no convergent subsequences, so we can also
suppose that its terms are pairwise distinct. The same proposition implies that the set

B :={z,:neN}

is closed. Indeed, if it would exist € B ~\. B, then z will be the limit of a subsequence
of (z,), a contradiction.
Define ¢ : X — R by

(z) = 2%1 if x=ux, for some neN,
Y 00 for xe€ X\ B.

It follows that dom ¢ = B and that ¢ is Isc (and so, a fortiori, increasingly lsc).
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Indeed, the lsc of ¢ is equivalent to the closedness of the set [p < b] :={z € X : p(x) <
b}, for every b € R. Since [¢ < b] = B for b > 1 and [p < b] = () for b < 0, it remains to
examine the case 0 < b < 1. If £ € N is such that

1< 1
7 =Py

then, [¢ < b] = {Zk11, Tri2, ...}, and so it is closed.
If z € dom ¢ = B, then x = a3, for some k € N. By (3.25),

d(Tpgi, ) < d(Thtiy Topio1) + A Tprio1s Thrio2) + -+ - + d(Tpr1, Tk)

1 1 1 1

W—F + = < =

< 2k+z’—1 2k+1 2k :

Hence,

1 1 1
(i) + d(Tpris 78) < Skl + ok < 9h1 p(zr) ,

that is, zx4; € S(xy) for all 7 € N. Since

1 1
o(rg—i) = oF—ic1 > oF1 o),
fori=1,...,k—1, it follows that S(xx) = {xk, Tki1, Tha2, - - - }-
The inequality ¢(zx+1) = 5 < g7 = ¢(21) shows that (wEk) fails. O

3.5. The case of T} quasi-metric spaces. Let us notice that a topological space (X, )
is T} if and only if {z} = {x} for all z € X. A quasi-metric space (X,d) is T} (i.e., the
topology 7,4 is T7) if and only if d(x,y) > 0 for all x # y in X.

Taking into account these remarks, the results proved for arbitrary (i.e., Ty) quasi-
metric spaces take the following forms in the 7T} case.

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that (X, d, X) is a T} sequentially increasingly right K -complete
preordered quasi-metric space such that the preorder < satisfies ([2.8). Let ¢ : X —
RU{oc} be a proper, bounded below and increasingly lsc function. The following are true.

1. (Ekeland variational principle - weak form, [I0]) There exists z € dom ¢ such that
(3.26) o(z) < p(x)+d(x,z) forall € domep\ {z} withz X z.

2. (Takahashi principle, [2]) If for every x € dom ¢,
(3.27) o(x) >infp(X) = S(x)~{z} #0,

then there ezists z € dom ¢ such that ¢(z) = inf p(X).
3. (Caristi fixed point theorem)
(a) If the mapping T : X — X satisfies

(3.28) x=xTx and d(Tx,z)+ ¢(Tx) < ¢(x),

for all x € dom ¢, then there exists z € dom ¢ such that Tz = z.
(b) If T: X = X is a set-valued mapping such that

(3.29) Sx)yNTx #0,
for every x € dom g, then there exists z € dom ¢ such that z € Tz.
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Proof. 1. By Theorem there exists z € dom ¢ satisfying (3.3). Since X is T}, {z} =
{z}, so that S(z) = {z}. Taking into account this equality, (3.26) follows from (B.3)).(ii)
(with y = 2).

2. If y € S(z) \ {x}, then d(y,z) > 0, so that

o(y) < wly) +dy,z) < p(x),

This shows that condition (3.8) is verified by .

3. By Theorem B.7], there exists z € dom ¢ such that ) # Tz N {z} = Tz N {z}, which
means that z € T'z.

As we have noticed in the proof of the same theorem, the single-valued case follows
from the multivalued one. OJ
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