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Long Orbit Empty Value (LOEV) principle in
general”

M. Ivanov! D. Kamburoval N. Zlateva®

Abstract

We explore LOEV method in spaces more general than metric.

1 Introduction

In the article [6] the LOEV method was introduced in complete metric spaces. It is
an abstract Lemma which says that provided a multivalued map satisfies a property
called (x), certain conclusion can be made about the orbits of this map.

By specifying the multivalued map, many results can be derived in an unified
fashion.

The purpose of this article is to explore generalizations of LOEV method in
more general spaces, where a distance function with certain properties is available,
but not a metric.

In Section 2l we lay the foundation in a general topological space. Although it
is possible to work only with neighbourhoods, because the distance function is not
mentioned in the claim and is, therefore, somewhat auxiliary, we prefer to still use a
distance function for the sake of consistency. Note that unlike in [6] no completeness
of any kind is assumed and, therefore, the main result is new even in metric space.

In Section [3 we move towards completeness. Since our spaces are uniform,
completeness can be considered in the standard topological way, but then essentially
nothing new, compared to Section 2 will be achieved. It is far more interesting,
as spotted in [13], to work with sigma-semicompleteness, because we get new re-
sults, map the link to the correspondent Ekeland Variational Principle, and even
characterize the space.
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2 LOEYV principle in a topological framework

First, we set the formal framework for the following study.
We work in a first countable topological space, usually denoted by (X, 7). We
consider multivalued map S : X = X. Its domain is:

dom S :={zx e X: S(x) # o}.

A (finite or infinite) succession of points in X satisfying z;,; € S(x;) for i =
0,1,2,... is called an orbit of S, or S-orbit, starting at xy. We say that a S-orbit
ends at x € X if the orbit is finite and x,, = x, or the orbit is infinite and the
sequence {z;}°, converges to x. If a S-orbit is infinite and the sequence {z;}2,
diverges, we say that it is a divergent S-orbit.

For convenience, we impose non-stationarity condition:

& S(z), VrelX. (1)

The meaning of this condition is that the stationary sequence z,x,x,... is never
a S-orbit. Obviously, it can be easily ensured whenever necessary, by considering
instead of S the map z = S(z) \ {z}.

Recall, see [0], that S satisfies property (x) if S satisfies () and for each
y € S(z) and each sequence x; — x, there is a subsequence {; }?°, such that
y € S(x;,) for all k € N.

The property (*) is very practical, as can be seen from the examples in [6], but
it can be easily relaxed in several directions, most obvious of which is to consider
only sequences starting from a certain fixed point.

Definition 2.1 The multivalued map S : X = X, where (X, 1) is a first countable
topological space, satisfies the property (x1) for xy € X, if S satisfies ({{l) and for
each infinite S-orbit {x;}2, sarting at xo and ending at x (that is, x; — x) and
each y € S(x), there is a subsequence {z;, }32, such that

y e S(x;,), VkeN.
Next, we define what we require from the spaces we work on.

Definition 2.2 We will call the triple (X, T, h) a h-space, if (X, ) is first countable
Hausdorff space and the distance function h : X x X — R* is such that

(i) h(z,y) =0 &z =y;

(i1) if h(z,z,) — 0, then x, — x;

(111) if xn, — x, then h(xpi1, x,) — 0.

What follows is our first main result, which is a far reaching generalization of
LOEV method.



Theorem 2.3 Let (X, 7,h) be a h-space. Let S : X = X be a multi valued map
satisfying (x1) for xyg. Then at least one of (a) and (b) below is true:

(a) There is a divergent S-orbit starting at xo;

(b) There is a S-orbit starting at xoy and ending at x € X such that S(x) = @.

Proof. Assume that (a) is not true, that is each S-orbit starting at z, is either
finite or infinite and convergent. We can construct finite or infinite S-orbit by the
following procedure: if g, xy,...,z; are already chosen, then

e if S(z;) = @ we are done,

e otherwise s; := min{l, sup h(y,z;)}>0 and we take z;;; € S(z;) with

yES(2:)

h(Ii+1,Ii)2%

If we end with an infinite orbit, then since (a) is assumed false, {z;};>0 is a
convergent to some x € X sequence. Observe that in this case by (iii) h(x;1, ;) —
0, and then s; — 0. We will show that S(x) = @. Assume the contrary, i.e.,
that there exists y € S(z), y # z. By property (x1) of S for xg, there exists a
subsequence {z;, }x>1 of {z;}i>0 such that y € S(z;,) for all k € N.

Observe that for all k € N, h(y,x;, ) < s;, since y € S(z;,) and s;, — 0. Then
h(y, ;) — 0 and by (ii) z;, — y. But x;, — = and x # y. Since X is a Hausdorff
space this yields a contradiction. The proof is then completed. O

Often an intermediate property — between (%) and (*;) — will be satisfied and
it is worth considering.

Definition 2.4 The multivalued map S : X = X, where (X, 1) is a first countable
topological space, satisfies the property (xq) for xog € X, if if S satisfies ([II) and for
each infinite S-orbit {x; }32, starting at xy and each subsequence {x;, }72, converging
to x, and each y € S(x), there is a subsequence {Iikj 132, such that

yes(xikj)7 v.] eN.

Obviously, (x) = (%3) = (*;). More precisely, (x;) for o implies (x;) for zo, while
(%) implies (x2) for all z.
If S is monotone, that is, if

S(S(z)) € S(x), Vre X, 2)

then, of course, each subsequence of an infinite S-orbit is again an S-orbit, so
(¥1) <= (*9) for a monotone S. Another way of defining the monotonicity of S
is to say that

y =2z <= ye{z}US(r)

defines a partial ordering on X. It will be noted later that for the most of appli-
cations found in the literature so far do rely on introducing some partial ordering.
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We, on the other hand, need not impose monotonicity on S. Yet, this relation to
ordering justifies the terms "monotone” that we choose in favor of the standard
name for (2), that is idempotent.

Under (*;) we can specify the nature of potential divergent orbit in Theo-

rem [2.31

Proposition 2.5 Let (X, h) be a first countable Hausdorff topological space. Let
S X = X be a multi valued map satisfying (x2) for xg. Then at least one of the
following is true.

(a) There is a S-orbit starting at xg, say {z;}i>o0, such that

{zitizo ¢ dom S.
(b) There is a divergent S-orbit starting at xo, say {x;}2,, such that

limsup h(x;s1,x;) > 0.

1—00
(c) There is a divergent S-orbit starting at xo with no convergent subsequences.

Proof. Let (a) be false, that is, there are no S-orbits starting at xy and ending
outside of the domain of S and, moreover, each subsequence of any S-orbit starting
at xg is either divergent or converges to a point in dom S.

Repeating the construction from the proof of Theorem we get an infinite
S-orbit {z;}°, such that

h(zi+1, ;) > min{l, sup h(y,x;)}/2.
yeS(z;)
If this orbit has no convergent subsequences, we are done, because (c) holds.
So, let x;, — x, as k — oo. Since (a) is false, S(x) # 0, so there is y # «
such that y € S(x). From (ko) there is further subsequence {xikj }32, such that
y € S(:)sikj). If (b) is not true, then

min{L h(y>$2k])} S 2h(xikj+1>zikj) — 0,

as j — oo. By (ii) this implies Tip, = Y, as j — 0o, and, therefore, because X is
Hausdorft, z = y, contradiction. O

Remark 2.6 [t is possible to characterize the topological spaces (X,T) on which
there exists a distance function h turning (X, 7, h) into a h-space.

Indeed, consider a topological space (X, 7) that has countable nested local base

{Un(z)}n>1 at each point x € X (that is, U,(z) € 7, Upsi(x) C U,(z) and
NpUn(z) = {z}) for which the following axioms hold:
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(Al) for any T € X, and any n € N there exists m € N such that
Un(z) C Uy(Z), Vo€ U,(T);

(A2) if a sequence {x,},>1 converges to x € X, then inf{m € N : z, €
Upn(zpe1)} tends to infinity.
The function h : X x X — R* defined as

o) = s { L5y e U (o)

satisfies (i)-(iii), so (X, 7, h) is a h-space.

Let us observe that (A2) can be reformulated in terms of h as: if a sequence
{Zn}n>1 converges to z € X, then h(z,11,2,) — 0 which is (iii).

Obviously, (A1) yields (ii).

3 LOEYV principle in X, semicomplete premetric
space

Let X be a topological space. A distance function ¢ : X x X — R* with the
following properties:

(P1) g(z,2) =0 for any 2 € X and g(z,y) > 0 whenever = # y;
(P2) g(x,-) is continuous for every fixed z € X

is called a premetric function on X. If there exists a premetric function g on a
topological space X, then necessarily X is a Hausdorff space. A topological space
X with premetric function g on it will be called a premetric space and will be
denoted by (X, g).

Example 3.1 Let X be a completely reqular space with countable local base at each
point. Then X is a Hausdorff space. For every point x € X and a closed set
C C X,z ¢ C, there is a continuous function h : X — [0, 1], such that h(z) =
and hlc = 1. Fiz a point x € X and let {Uy }r be a countable (nested) family of open
neighbourhoods of x. For any k € N let pr, : X — [0,1] be a continuous bounded
function such that py(x) = 0 and pp|x\v, = 1. Set

=1
=D il
k=1

The function g : X x X — [0,1] defined as g(x,y) := p.(y) is a premetric function.
Moreover, if g(x,y,) — 0, then y, — x.



Y-Cauchy sequences and ¥ semicompleteness are considered in Suzuki [13].
We extend these notions in a premetric space (X, g) in the following way.
For a sequence {x,},>o in a premetric space (X,g), Zg(miﬂ,xi) can be
i=0
considered as a g-length of the sequence. If a sequence {z,},>o in a premetric
space (X, g) has a finite g-length, it will be called X,-Cauchy sequence.

Definition 3.2 A first countable premetric space (X, g) is called ¥, semicomplete

if every X,-Cauchy sequence in X has a subsequence convergent to an element of
X.

First we will prove in a ¥, semicomplete space a variant of the Long Orbit
Empty Value (LOEV) principle.

Theorem 3.3 Let (X, g) be X, semicomplete space, let S : X = X satisfy (x2) for
xo € X. Then at least one of (a) and (b) below is true:

(a) There is S-orbit starting at xo with infinite g-length;

(b) There is S-orbit starting at xo and ending at x ¢ dom S.

Proof. Assume that (a) is not true, that is, each S-orbit, starting at xy has finite
g-length. We can construct finite or infinite S-orbit starting at the given xq by the
following procedure: if g, xy,...,z; are already chosen, then

e cither S(z;) = &, and we are done;

e or s; :=min{1l,supg(y, ;) : y € S(x;)} > 0. Take x;41 € S(z;) such that
S
9(Tirr, i) 2 5 (3)

If we end up with infinite S-orbit {z;};>¢ then, since (a) is assumed false,
Zg(%’ﬂ,xi) < 00,
i=0

i.e. {z;}i>0 is a ¥,-Cauchy sequence. From the ¥, semicompleteness of the space
(X, g), it follows that there is a convergent subsequence {z;, }5. Let x;, — = € X,

as k — oo. Note that . .
Zsi < Zg(xi+17$i> < 00,
i=0 i=0

N —

and since s; > 0, V2 > 0,

o o0
g S, < g s; < 00.
k=0 i=0
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Therefore,
{si,} =20 as k — oo. (4)

From (@) and from the definition of s;, it follows that for sufficiently large k,
1> s, =sup{g(y,zs,) 1y € S(z;,)} > 0. (5)

Assume that S(z) # @ and take y € S(x), y # x. Since g has property (P1),
we have that g(y,z) > 0. Moreover, by property (xo) of S at xg, y € S(a:ikj) for
j € N where i, is a convergent to x subsequence. By (P2) g(y,-) is continuous,
so when j — oo, g(y,zikj) — g(y,z) =0 > 0. Since

00 ()
E Sikj S E Siy, < 00,
k=0 =0

we have that

si,, =0 as j — oo. (6)

On the other hand, Siy, = 9(y, Iikj) > §/2 for sufficiently large j. The latter means
in particular that the sequence {Sikj }; does not converge to zero as j — oo which
contradicts ([@). The proof is then complete. O

Remark 3.4 If a sequence {z; }x>0 in a premetric space (X, g) has no convergent
subsequences, then there exists its subsequence {x,}n>0, Tn = 2k,, for allm > 0
such that x, 1 # x, for all n > 0 with the same g-length. Indeed, we need only
to omit the consecutive members of the sequence that repeat observing that they
are necessarily finitely many and contribute with zero terms in the sum defining the
length because of the property (P1) of g. Hence, if the former {z }x>o is X4-Cauchy,
the so constructed {x,}n>0 will be ¥,-Cauchy too and with the same g-length. If we
denote by M the set consisting of all points of {xy}n>0, then M is a discrete set,
i.e. any point in M 1is an isolated point.

The next result shows that if LOEV principle holds in a premetric space (X, g),
then necessarily the space is Y, semicomplete.

Theorem 3.5 Let (X, g) be a first countable premetric space. If for any o € X
and any S : X = X that satisfies (x3) for x¢ at least one of (a) and (b) below is
true:

(a) There is S-orbit starting at xo with infinite g-length;

(b) There is x € X such that S(x) = @,
then the space (X, g) is ¥, semicomplete.



Proof. Suppose that (X, g) is not ¥, semicomplete. Then there exists a 3,-Cauchy
sequence {z,},>0 that does not have any convergent subsequence, x,.; # z, for
all n and the set M consisting of all points in the sequence is a discrete set, see
Remark 3.4l Define the multi valued map S in the following way:

S(I)::{ M, if z¢M;

Tpi1, if x =z, for some z, € M.
Note that S(z) # @ for all x € X, therefore (b) does not hold. If x ¢ M, since
there is no cluster point of the sequence, then there is a neighbourhood N, >
such that N, " M = @ and S(2') = S(z) = M for every 2’ € N,. If x =z, € M,
again, there is a neighbourhood N, > =z, such that N, N M \ {z,} = @ and
Tpr1 = S(z,) C S(x') = M for all 2’ € N,, \ {x,} because M is an discrete set.
Therefore, S has property (xq) for xy. Since the unique S-orbit starting at xg is the
given sequence {x,},>o it is X,-Cauchy. Hence, it is with finite g-length and (a)
does not hold too. The contradiction completes the proof. O

The above result shows that the LOEV principle is, roughly speaking, equiv-
alent to the X, semicompleteness of the first countable premetric space.

Further we will prove variants of the Caristi theorem, Takahashi theorem and
Ekeland variational principle in Y, semicomplete space and establish that they are
all equivalent to the Y, semicompleteness.

We begin with a variant of the Caristi theorem, see [I].

Theorem 3.6 Let (X, g) be a X, semicomplete space. Let the multi-valued map
T: X = X satisfy T(x) # @ for allx € X. Let the function f: X — RU {+o0}
be proper, lower semicontinuous and bounded below. Assume that for any r € X
there exists y € T'(x) such that

9(y,z) < f(z) = f(y). (7)
Then T has a fized point, that is, there exists T € X such that = € T(Z).

Proof. Assume that = ¢ T'(x) for all z € X. Consider the map

S(z) :={ye X :27g(y,x) < f(z) — f(y)}.

Since for each x € X there is some y € T(z), y # z satisfying () and by (P1),
g(y,z) > 0, S(x) # @ for all x € X. By property (P1) of g, x ¢ S(z) for all z € X.
S has the property (x3) for any point zy because of the lower semicontinuiuty of f
and continuity of g(y, -), see (P2). We apply Theorem B3] to get a S-orbit {z;}i>o
with infinite g-length. From the the definition of S it follows that 27 g(z; 11, 7;) <
f(z;) — f(xiq) for all @ > 0. Summing the inequalities we obtain that

n—1

2_1 Zg(zi+la ZL’Z) < f(llfo) - f(IN)> Vn > 1.

=0



Passing ¢ to infinity, we get f(x,) — —oo which contradicts boundedness below of
f. The proof is then complete. O

Now we will prove that if the variant of Caristi theorem holds in a first count-
able premetric space (X, g), then necessarily it is ¥, semicomplete.

Theorem 3.7 Let (X, g) be a first countable premetric space. If every multi-valued
map T : X = X satisfying Caristi condition (7) with some proper lower semicontin-
uous and bounded below function f has a fived point, then (X, g) is X, semicomplete.

Proof. Suppose that (X, ¢) is not X, semicomplete. Then there exists a X,-Cauchy
sequence {z,},>0 that does not have any convergent subsequence, x,.; # z, for
all n and the set M consisting of all points of the sequence is a discrete set, see
Remark 3.4l Define the function

400, otherwise

f(:l?) - { Zzoin g($i+17$i)a if z=umx,¢€ M, (8)

It is obviously a bounded below by zero function such that dom f = M, hence
proper. Since M consists of isolated points, f is also lower semicontinuous.

Consider the map T'(z) :=={y € X 1y #z, g(y,z) < f(z) — f(y)}. If v ¢ M,
then M € T'(x). If x = z,, for some x,, € M, then z,.; € T(z,). Hence, T'(z) # @
for all z € X. Since the map T satisfies the Caristi condition with the function f, T’
has a fixed point by assumption, i.e., there is Z € T'(Z). This yields a contradiction,
because x ¢ T'(x) for all z € X according to the definition of 7T'. O

In ¥, semicomplete space we can prove also a variant of Takahashi theorem,
see [14].

Theorem 3.8 Let (X,g) be a ¥, semicomplete space. Let the function f : X —
R U {400} be proper, lower semicontinuous and bounded below. Suppose that for
each x € X with f(x) > infx f there exists y € X, y # x, such that

Then, there exists v € X such that f(v) = infyx f.

Proof. Assume that the condition holds but f(x) > infyx f for all x € X. This
means that for any x € X there exists y € X, y # x, such that

279y, 1) < g(y,x) < f(x) — fly),

where the strict inequality follows from (P1). Then for all z € X,
S(z)={y e X 1y#w,27g(y,x) < f(z) - f(y)} # 2,
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and x ¢ S(z). The lower semicontinuiuty of f and continuity of ¢ of the second
variable due to (P2) imply that S has the property (x2) for any xy € X. Hence,
we can apply Theorem to get a S-orbit {z,},>0 with infinite g-length. From
the definition of S it hold that 27 g(x; 1, 2;) < f(z;) — f(xiyy) for all ¢ > 0 and
summing the inequalities and passing to infinity, we obtain that f(x,) — —oo which
contradicts the boundedness below of f. O

As it is expected, if the variant of the Takahashi theorem holds in a first
countable premetric space (X, ¢), then necessarily the space is ¥, semicomplete.

Theorem 3.9 Let (X, g) be a first countable premetric space. If for every proper,
lower semicontinuous and bounded below function f : X — R U {400} that sat-
isfies (9) condition there exists v € X such that f(v) = infx f, then (X, g) is X,
semicomplete.

Proof. Suppose that X is not 3, semicomplete. Then there exists a g-Cauchy
sequence {z,},>o that does not have any convergent subsequence, ,1 # z, for
all n and the set M consisting of all points in the sequence is a discrete set, see
Remark 3.4l Consider the lower semicontinuous f : X — R* with dom f = M and
infy f = 0 defined by [8). Note that f(zx) — f(zm) = Yo g(2ip1, ;) whenever
m > k >0, and in particular, f(z,) — f(2n+1) = 9(Tpnt1, T,) for all n > 0.

Takahashi condition holds for f because it is trivially fulfilled for points = & M,
while for any point x € M there is some x,, such that x = x,, and since x,1 # x,,
27 g(2py1, T0) < 9(Tng1,Tn) = f(ang1) — f(x,). Hence, there exists v € X such
that 0 = infy f = f(v). Note that necessarily v € M. Therefore, there exists n > 0
such that v = z,,. But having in mind that f(z,) = 0 and g(z,41,z,) > 0 (because
of (P1) for g) we get

02 —f(@ns1) = f(@n) = f(@nt1) = 9(@ns1, 70) > 0,
contradiction. O
Now we will prove in a 3, semicomplete space a variant of Ekeland theorem [3].

Theorem 3.10 Let (X, g) be a X, semicomplete space. Let the function f: X —
R U {+o0} be proper, lower semicontinuous and bounded below. Then for every
e > 0 there exists v € X, such that

fv) < f(z)+eg(x,v) forall xe X. (10)
Proof. Assume that there is no point v € X such that (I0) holds. Then for every

x € X it should be some y € X such that f(x) —eg(y,x) > f(y).
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Consider the multi-valued map S defined as

S(x) :={ye X: fly) < f(x) —eg(y,)}.

By our assumption S(z) # @ for all z € X. By property (P1) of the function g,
x & S(zx) for all z € X. The lower semicontinuiuty of f and (P2) property of g
imply that S satisfies () at any point xy € X. So we can apply Theorem B3] to
get a S-orbit {z,},>¢ with infinite g-length. But the definition of S implies that
f(ziy1) — f(zi) < —eg(wit1, x;) for all @ > 0. Summing the first n inequalities we
get

f(xn) = fo) < —€ Zg(fciﬂ, ;)

and passing n to infinity we get that f(z,) — —oo. The latter contradicts the
boundedness below of f. O

Conversely, if the variant of the Ekeland theorem holds in a first countable
premetric space (X, g), then necessarily the space is ¥, semicomplete.

Theorem 3.11 Let (X, g) be a first countable premetric space. If for every e > 0
and every proper lower semicontinuous and bounded below function f : X — RU
{+o00} there exists v € X such that (I0) holds, then (X, g) is ¥, semicomplete.

Proof. Suppose that X is not ¥, semicomplete. Then there exists a ¥,-Cauchy
sequence {z,},>0 that does not have any convergent subsequence, x,.; # z, for
all n and the set M consisting of all points in the sequence is a discrete set, see
Remark 3.4l Consider the lower semicontinuous f : X — RU {400} with dom f =
M and infx f = 0 defined by (8) and recall that f(x,) — f(zn+1) = 9(Tps1, x,) for
alln > 0.

Then for every 1 > ¢ > 0 there exists v € X such that for all z € X,

fv) < f(z) +eg(z, v).

Note that necessarily v € M. Therefore, there exists n such that v = x,. For
T = Tpy1, we have that

f(xn> < f(xn—l—l) + 5g(xn+1,xn),

hence,

g($n+1a xn) S €g(l'n+1, xn)

Since € € (0,1), this yields that g(x,41,x,) = 0. But by (P1) of g, and x,41 # 2y,
9(Tpy1,,) > 0, which yields a contradiction. O
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