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Variational Analysis of Generalized Games over

Banach spaces

Asrifa Sultana∗†, Shivani Valecha†

Abstract

We study generalized games defined over Banach spaces using variational
analysis. To reformulate generalized games as quasi-variational inequal-
ity problems, we will first form a suitable principal operator and study
some significant properties of this operator. Then, we deduce the sufficient
conditions under which an equilibrium for the generalized game can be ob-
tained by solving a quasi-variational inequality. Based on this variational
reformulation, we derive the existence of equilibrium for generalized games
with non-ordered (that is, associated weak preference relations need not
be complete and transitive) and mid-point continuous preference maps.
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lations; non-ordered preference; generalized game
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1 Introduction

Arrow-Debreu [2] initiated the notion of generalized Nash equilibrium problems
(GNEP) consisting of finitely many players with their strategy sets in Euclidean
spaces. Recently, several authors have studied these problems on infinite di-
mensional spaces motivated by dynamic games defined over a time interval and
stochastic games consisting of infinite number of states of nature (see [5, 11]
and references therein). Consider a set of players Λ = {1, 2, · · ·N} and finite
a collection of Banach spaces {Xν| ν ∈ Λ}}. Suppose each ν ∈ Λ regulates a
strategy variable xν ∈ Cν where Cν ⊆ Xν . Assume that,

C−ν =
∏

µ∈Λ\{ν}

Cµ, C =
∏

ν∈Λ

Cν , X−ν =
∏

µ∈Λ\{ν}

Xµ and X =
∏

ν∈Λ

Xν . (1)

Then, any vector x−ν ∈ C−ν consists of strategies of players other then ν and
we have x = (xν , x−ν) ∈ C. Suppose uν : X → R is objective function (or
numerical representation of preferences) of player ν. For a given strategy vector
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x−ν of rival players, the player ν intends to find xν in the feasible strategy set
Kν(xν , x−ν) ⊆ Cν such that,

uν(xν , x−ν) = max
zν∈Kν(x)

uν(zν , x−ν). (2)

Suppose Solν(x−ν) consists of all the vectors xν which satisfy (2). Then, any
vector x̄ ∈ X is known as equilibrium for GNEP Υ = (Xν ,Kν , uν)ν∈Λ if x̄ν ∈
Solν(x̄−ν) for each ν ∈ Λ [2, 10].

A preference relation of any individual is a binary relation which represents
his choice in the set of available options. The preference relation of any individ-
ual satisfy the completeness and transitivity property if he is able to compare
any pair of available options. Any complete, transitive and continuous pref-
erence relation defined on connected and separable topological space admits a
numerical representation (see [8, Theorem I]). Hence, one can obtain the above
well known version of GNEP with real-valued objective functions if preferences
of players satisfy these properties. It is worth mentioning that for numerical rep-
resentation of preference relations the completeness and transitivity properties
are necessary (see [14, Proposition 1.3]). The fact that preference relations are
not always complete and transitive in real-world scenarios (see for e.g. [3]) mo-
tivated Shafer-Sonnenschein [17] to study generalized games in which players’
preference maps are non-ordered, that is, there are no restrictions like com-
pleteness and transitivity of players’ preference relations. Thereafter, Yannelis-
Prabhakar [20] extended the generalized games studied in [17] to the case where
strategy spaces are contained in topological vector spaces.

Let us recall the notion of generalized games studied in [17, 20] which extends
the GNEP Υ = (Xν ,Kν , uν)ν∈Λ to the case of non-ordered preferences. Suppose
the strategy set Cν of any player ν ∈ Λ is contained in Banach space Xν same
as GNEP Υ and C−ν , C,X−ν , X are defined as (1). Let us denote generalized
game (or abstract economy) by Γ = (Xν ,Kν, Pν)ν∈Λ where Pν : X ⇒ Xν and
Kν : C ⇒ Cν are non-ordered preference and feasible strategy maps of player ν,
respectively. Suppose S(Γ) indicates the set of equilibrium points for generalized
game Γ. Then by following [17, 20], we say x̄ ∈ S(Γ) if,

x̄ν ∈ Kν(x̄) and Pν(x̄) ∩Kν(x̄) = ∅ for every ν ∈ Λ. (3)

Recently, the authors studied economic equilibrium problems with com-
plete, transitive and continuous preference relations in [15] using tools of varia-
tional analysis. Thereafter, the maximization problem for incomplete and non-
transitive preferences has been studied in [9, 16] by reformulating it as a varia-
tional inequality problem. In these articles, the principal operator of associated
variational inequality is formed by using normal cones to preferred sets. This
motivated Beuno et. al. [6] to study existence of equilibrium for generalized
games by employing variational approach. Further, Sultana-Valecha deduced
the existence of equilibrium and projected solutions for generalized games with
not necessarily bounded strategy maps [18] and non-self constraint maps [19],
respectively, by reformulating these games into appropriate quasi-variational
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inequality problems. However, the mentioned articles [6, 9, 16, 18, 19] are re-
stricted to finite dimensional strategy spaces. We observe that the variational
approach used in all these articles can not be administered on the generalized
games Γ = (Xν ,Kν , Pν)ν∈Λ defined over infinite dimensional Banach spaces Xν

(see Remark 4.1).
Our aim is to study the generalized game Γ = (Xν ,Kν , Pν)ν∈Λ defined over

Banach spaces with non-ordered (that is, associated weak preference relations
need not be complete and transitive) and mid-point continuous preference maps,
by employing variational inequality theory. To reformulate generalized games
as quasi-variational inequality problems, we will first form a suitable principal
operator and study some significant properties of this operator. Then, we deduce
the sufficient conditions under which an equilibrium for the generalized game
can be obtained by solving an associated quasi-variational inequality. Based
on this variational reformulation, we derive the existence of equilibrium for the
proposed generalized games.

2 Notations and Definitions

Suppose X is a Banach space with topological dual X∗ and duality pairing
〈·, ·〉. We denote unit ball in X by BX = {y ∈ X | ‖y‖ ≤ 1} and unit ball
in X∗ by B∗

X = {y ∈ X∗| ‖y‖∗ ≤ 1}, where ‖·‖∗ is usually defined as ‖y‖∗ =
sup‖u‖≤1〈y

∗, u〉 (see [1]). For any C ⊆ X , we assume co(C) and C denote convex
hull and closure of a set C, respectively. A point x ∈ C is known as internal
point of C if for any u there exists t◦ > 0 such that x+ tu ∈ C for any |t| < t◦
(see [1, Definition 5.58]). It is easy to notice that any interior point is internal
point. Suppose P : C ⇒ X is a multi-valued map, that is, P (x) ⊆ X for any
x ∈ C. The graph of map P is given as Gr(P ) = {(x, z) ∈ C ×X | z ∈ P (x)}.
The reader may refer [1] for some important concepts of upper semi-continuous
(u.s.c.), lower semi-continuous (l.s.c.) and closed multi-valued maps.

Let us recall the classical definitions of variational and quasi-variational in-
equality problems [13]. Suppose T : X ⇒ X∗ is a multi-valued map and C ⊆ X
is non-empty. Let K : C ⇒ C be a multi-valued map. Then, the quasi-
variational inequality problem QV I(T,K) corresponds to find a ȳ ∈ K(ȳ) so
that,

there exists ȳ∗ ∈ T (ȳ) satisfying 〈ȳ∗, y − ȳ〉 ≥ 0, for all y ∈ K(ȳ).

If the constraint map K is constant, that is, K(y) = C for all y ∈ C then
QV I(T,K) reduces to a variational inequality problem V I(T,C).

Let X be a Banach space with topological dual X∗. A preference relation
on X is a binary relation denoted by �. As per [14, Chapter 1], � is known as,

- reflexive if y � y for any y ∈ X ;

- complete if for any y, z ∈ X we have y � z or z � y or both;

- transitive if for any y, z, w ∈ X we have y � w and w � z, then y � z;
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- continuous if the sets {z ∈ X | z � y} and {z ∈ X | y � z} are closed for
any y ∈ X ;

Any preference relation � defined on X induces a strict preference relation ≻
as follows: For any pair y, z ∈ X , it is known that y ≻ z iff y � z and z � y.
A vector x̄ ∈ K is known as maximal element of K ⊆ X with respect to �
if there no vector y ∈ K such that y ≻ x̄. A real-valued function u : X →
R is known as numerical representation of � if for any pair y, z ∈ X, y � z
iff u(y) ≥ u(z). If X is connected and separable topological space and � is
complete, transitive and continuous, then � admits a numerical representation
(see [8, Theorem I]) and problem of finding maximal element reduces to classical
optimization problem. On the other hand, a preference relation � admits a
numerical representation only if it is complete and transitive [14, Proposition
1.3]. However, the completeness and transitivity of � are not feasible in real
world situations (refer [3]). Hence, we consider a non-ordered preference map
P : X ⇒ X corresponding to preference relation � which need not be complete
and transitive,

P (x) = {y ∈ X | y � x and x � y} = {y ∈ X | y ≻ x}. (4)

Now the notion of maximal elements can be given as (see [9, 20]),

Definition 2.1. Suppose K is non-empty subset of Banach space X. Any x̄ ∈ K
is maximal element for the preference map P over the set K if P (x̄) ∩K 6= ∅.
We denote the set of maximal elements for preference P over set K by S(P,K).

3 Mid-point continuity for Preference Maps

We define the concept of mid-point continuity for non-ordered preference maps
motivated by [12], which generalizes the concept of continuity for preference
relations studied in [16, Definition 2]:

Definition 3.1. Let X be a Banach space. A preference map P : X ⇒ X
fulfils,

- lower mid-point continuity at any x ∈ X if for any w ∈ P (x), there exists
t ∈ [0, 1) and open set V in X such that tx+(1− t)w ∈ V and V ⊂ P (x);

- upper mid-point continuity at any x ∈ X if for any w ∈ P (x), there exists
t ∈ [0, 1) and open set W in X such that tx + (1 − t)w ∈ P (x′) for each
x′ ∈ W ;

- mid-point continuity [12, Definition 1] at any x ∈ X if it is upper and
lower mid-point continuous at x, that is, for any w ∈ P (x), there exists
t ∈ [0, 1) and open sets V and W in X such that

tx+ (1− t)w ∈ V, x ∈ W and w′ ∈ P (x′) for all (w′, x′) ∈ V ×W.
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Let Y be a Banach space and (x, y) ∈ X × Y be arbitrary. We say P : X ×
Y ⇒ X is lower mid-point continuous w.r.t. x at (x, y) if for any w ∈ P (x, y),
there exists t ∈ [0, 1) and open set V in X such that tx + (1 − t)w ∈ V and
V ⊂ P (x, y). Furthermore, we say P is upper mid-point continuous w.r.t. x at
(x, y) if for any w ∈ P (x, y) there exists t ∈ [0, 1) and open sets W in X and O
in Y such that tx+ (1 − t)w ∈ P (x′, y′) for each (x′, y′) ∈ W × O. Finally, we
say P is mid-point continuous w.r.t. X if it is mid-point continuous w.r.t. x for
all (x, y) ∈ X × Y .

In [15, 16], the maximization of preference is studied through variational
inequalities under the continuity of preference relation ≻ (see [16, Theorem 5]).
The notion of mid-point continuity of preference maps is weaker than existing
concept of continuity of preference relations ≻ studied in [15, Definition 2.3]
and [16, Definition 2]. In fact, it is easy to observe that if preference relation
≻ is lower (or upper) semi-continuous over X then P : X ⇒ X defined as (4)
is lower (or upper) mid-point continuous, respectively. But, the converse need
not be true as shown in following example.

Example 3.1. Suppose ≻ is defined on [0, 1] as x ≻ y iff u(x) > u(y) where,

u(x) =

{

x, if x < 1
2

2− x, otherwise.
(5)

Then, clearly 1
2 ≻ 1 but there no open set V such that 1

2 ∈ V and x′ ≻ 1 for
each x′ ∈ V . Hence, ≻ is not lower semi-continuous. But it is easy to observe
that the corresponding preference map P : [0, 1] ⇒ [0, 1] given as,

P (x) =















(x, 1], if x ∈ [0, 12 )

∅, if x = 1
2

[ 12 , x), if x ∈ (12 , 1].

is mid-point continuous at any x ∈ [0, 1].

The generalized games are studied in finite dimensional spaces through varia-
tional reformulation in [6] under the assumption that preference maps are lower
semi-continuous with open convex values. Furthermore, the maximization of
preference maps is studied in finite dimensional spaces through variational re-
formulation in [9] under the lower semi-continuity and openness like assumptions
on preference maps. Following result along with Example 3.1 and 3.2 shows that
mid-point continuity is weaker than the assumptions in [6, 9].

Proposition 3.1. Suppose Z ⊆ Rm is non-empty. A map P : Z ⇒ Z is:

(a) lower mid-point continuous at x if P (x) is open in Z;

(b) lower mid-point continuous at x if P (x) is convex and any y ∈ P (x) is an
internal point with respect to Z;
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(c) upper mid-point continuous at x if it is l.s.c. with convex and open values
in Z;

(d) upper mid-point continuous at x if P is l.s.c. at x, P (x) is convex and
any y ∈ P (x) is an internal point with respect to Z.

Proof. To prove (a), suppose P is open valued in Z. Then, for any x ∈ Z the
lower mid-point continuity holds by assuming t = 0. Further, we notice that
P (x) is open if it satisfies the assumptions given in (b) (see [1, Lemma 5.60]).
Hence, lower mid-point continuity of P follows by (a). For (c), we assume P is
l.s.c. with convex and open values in Z. Then, for any x ∈ Z the upper mid-
point continuity holds by employing [21, Proposition 1] and assuming t = 0.
Again, the proof of (d) follows from (c) and [1, Lemma 5.60].

Remark 3.1. We observe that the converse of the statements in Proposition
3.1 need not be true. In fact, it is clear from Example 3.1 that P is lower mid-
point continuous but it does not admit open values in [0, 1]. Further, in following
example P is nor lower semi-continuous neither it admits open values but it is
upper mid-point continuous for any x ∈ [0, 1].

Example 3.2. Suppose P : [0, 1] ⇒ [0, 1] is defined as,

P (x) =

{

(x, 1], if x ∈ [0, 1
2 ]

[ 12 ,
3
4 ], if x ∈ (12 , 1].

Clearly, P is not l.s.c. at x = 1
2 and it is not even open valued but it is upper

mid-point continuous for any x ∈ [0, 1].

4 Normal Cone Operators for Preference Maps

In this section, we derive some important properties of normal cone operators
corresponding to non-ordered preference map, which will be later employed to
study preference maximization problem and generalized games through varia-
tional reformulation.

According to [4], the normal cone of the set C at some point x ∈ X is

NC(x) =

{

{x∗ ∈ X∗| 〈x∗, y − x〉 ≤ 0 for all y ∈ C}, if C 6= ∅

X∗, otherwise.
(6)

For Banach spaces X and Y , consider a set-valued map P : X×Y ⇒ X . We
define a normal cone operator NP : X × Y ⇒ X∗ as NP (x, y) = NP (x,y)(x) =
(P (x, y)− {x})◦, that is,

NP (x, y) =

{

{x∗| 〈x∗, z − x〉 ≤ 0 ∀ z ∈ P (x, y)}, if P (x, y) 6= ∅

X∗, otherwise.
(7)

We derive some properties related to normal cone operators defined as (7).
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Proposition 4.1. Suppose NP : X×Y ⇒ X∗ is defined as (7). If the map P is
convex valued and lower mid-point continuous w.r.t. x at (x, y) and x /∈ P (x, y)
then (NP (x, y) \ {0}) 6= ∅ for any (x, y) ∈ X × Y .

Proof. In the case P (x, y) = ∅ then we haveNP (x, y) = X∗ andNP (x, y)\{0} 6=
∅. Suppose P (x, y) 6= ∅ and w ∈ P (x, y). Then, by lower mid-point continuity
of P there exists t ∈ [0, 1) and open set V such that tx+(1− t)w ∈ V ⊂ P (x, y).
This shows P (x, y) contains an interior point tx+ (1− t)w. As x /∈ P (x, y), we
obtain 0 6= x∗ ∈ X∗ by virtue of [1, Theorem 5.67] such that

sup
w∈P (x)

〈x∗, w〉 ≤ 〈x∗, x〉. (8)

This proves NP (x, y) \ {0} 6= ∅.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose NP : X × Y ⇒ X∗ is defined as (7). If P is lower
mid-point continuous w.r.t. x at (x, y) and P (x, y) 6= ∅ then,

NP (x, y) ∩ −NP (x, y) = {0}. (9)

Proof. We observe that,

NP (x, y)∩−NP (x, y) = (P (x, y)−{x})⊥ = {x∗| 〈x∗, w−x〉 = 0, ∀ w ∈ P (x, y)}.

Suppose w ∈ P (x, y), then we have t ∈ [0, 1) and open set V such that tx+(1−
t)w ∈ V ⊂ P (x, y) by lower mid-point continuity. This implies int(P (x, y) −
{x}) 6= ∅. Thus, (P (x, y)− {x})⊥ = {0}.

Proposition 4.3. Suppose P : X×Y ⇒ X is upper mid-point continuous map
with respect to x at (x, y). For C ⊂ X × Y , let T : C ⇒ X∗ be defined as
T (x, y) = NP (x, y) ∩H, where H is weak∗ closed set in X∗. Then, the map T
is norm-weak∗ closed at (x, y) if T (C) ⊂ B∗

X .

Proof. Consider a net (xβ , yβ, x
∗
β)β ⊆ Gr(T ) such that (xβ , yβ)β converges to

(x, y) with respect to norm topology and x∗
β converges to x∗ with respect to

weak∗ topology. We aim to show that x∗ ∈ T (x, y). Since (x∗
β)β ⊆ H weak∗

converges to x∗ and H is weak∗ closed set, we have x∗ ∈ H . It remains to show
that x∗ ∈ NP (x, y), that is,

〈x∗, z − x〉 ≤ 0, for each z ∈ P (x, y). (10)

As we know x∗
β ∈ NP (xβ), it appears

〈x∗
β , z − xβ〉 ≤ 0 for all z ∈ P (xβ , yβ). (11)

To prove (10), we assume z ∈ P (x, y) is arbitrary. Since P : X × Y ⇒ X is
upper mid-point continuous w.r.t. x at (x, y), we obtain t ∈ [0, 1) and a subnet
(xγ , yγ)γ ⊆ (xβ , yβ)β such that tx+(1− t)z ∈ P (xγ , yγ) for each γ. As per (11),
we have

〈x∗
γ , tx+ (1 − t)z − xγ〉 ≤ 0. (12)

Since the evaluation 〈·, ·〉 restricted to B∗
X×X is jointly continuous and (x∗

γ)γ ⊆
B∗

X , we observe (10) holds by taking limits in (12).
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In [7, Theorem 2.5] Castellani-Giuli derived the presence of norm-weak∗

u.s.c. compact convex valued sub-map for an adjusted normal operator corre-
sponding to lower semi-continuous real valued function. In following result, we
show that a sub-map with similar properties exists for normal cone operators
corresponding to non-ordered preference maps motivated by the approach in [7].

Proposition 4.4. Suppose P : X × Y ⇒ X is convex valued mid-point con-
tinuous map w.r.t. to X and x /∈ P (x, y) for any (x, y) ∈ X × Y . Then, there
exists a norm-weak∗ upper semi-continuous map F : X × Y ⇒ X∗ with non-
empty convex weak∗ compact values such that F (x, y) ⊆ NP (x, y)\{0} whenever
P (x, y) 6= ∅.

Proof. Suppose (x̄, ȳ) ∈ (X × Y ) \ E is arbitrary, where E = {(x, y) ∈ X ×
Y |P (x, y) = ∅}. We aim to find an open set O(x̄,ȳ) in (X × Y ) \ E containing
(x̄, ȳ) and a map T(x̄,ȳ) : O(x̄,ȳ) ⇒ X∗ such that T(x̄,ȳ)(x, y) ⊆ NP (x, y) \ {0}
for all (x, y) ∈ O(x̄,ȳ). Suppose w̄ ∈ P (x̄, ȳ) then by mid-point continuity of P
w.r.t. x̄ there exists ǫ1, ǫ2 > 0 and t = t(x̄,ȳ) ∈ [0, 1), such that

tx̄+ (1 − t)w̄ + ǫ1BX ⊂ P (x, y) for each (x, y) ∈ (x̄, ȳ) + ǫ2(BX ×BY ). (13)

Suppose 2ǫ = min{ǫ1, ǫ2} then we have

tx̄+ (1− t)w̄ + 2ǫBX ⊂ P (x, y) for each (x, y) ∈ (x̄, ȳ) + ǫ(BX ×BY ). (14)

For any (x, y) ∈ (x̄, ȳ) + ǫ(BX × BY ) and x∗ ∈ NP (x, y) = {x∗| 〈x∗, w − x〉 ≤
0, for any w ∈ P (x, y)} we have,

〈x∗, tx̄+ (1− t)w̄ + 2ǫu− x〉 ≤ 0 for all u ∈ BX . (15)

This further implies,

2ǫ‖x∗‖∗ = 2ǫ sup
u∈BX

〈x∗, u〉

≤ 〈x∗, x− (tzx̄+ (1− tz)wz)〉

= 〈x∗, x− x̄〉+ (1− tz)〈x
∗, x̄− w̄〉

≤ ǫ‖x∗‖+ (1− tz)〈x
∗, x̄− w̄〉.

Finally, we have ǫ‖x∗‖∗ ≤ (1− t)〈x∗, x̄− w̄〉. Let us assume,

H(x̄,ȳ) = {x∗ ∈ X∗| (1− t)〈x∗, x̄− w̄〉 = ǫ}.

Clearly, NP (x, y)∩Hz ⊂ NP (x, y)\{0} is weak∗ compact as it is contained in B∗
X

and non-empty as per Proposition 4.1. Suppose O(x̄,ȳ) := (x̄, ȳ) + ǫ(BX ×BY )
and define T(x̄,ȳ) : O(x̄,ȳ) ⇒ X∗ by,

T(x̄,ȳ)(x, y) = NP (x, y) ∩H(x̄,ȳ) for any (x, y) ∈ O(x̄,ȳ). (16)

Now, we construct a map T : X × Y ⇒ X∗ as convex combination of the maps
like T(x̄,ȳ) by employing a partition of unity technique. We observe that,

O = {O(x̄,ȳ) := (x̄, ȳ) + ǫ(BX ×BY )| (x̄, ȳ) ∈ (X × Y ) \ E}
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forms an open cover for (X×Y )\E. Since X×Y is paracompact, there exists a
locally finite open refinement U = {Uν}ν∈Λ for O such that for each ν ∈ Λ there
is (x̄, ȳ) ∈ X × Y satisfying Uν ⊂ O(x̄,ȳ). Further, we obtain a family of contin-
uous functions {fν}ν∈Λ which forms a partition of unity corresponding to U as
per [1, Theorem 2.90]. Then, fν(x, y) = 0 if (x, y) /∈ Uν and

∑

ν∈Λ fν(x, y) = 1
for any (x, y) ∈ X × Y . Further, the set λ(x, y) = {ν ∈ Λ| fν(x, y) > 0} is non-
empty finite. Since for each ν ∈ Λ there exists (x̄, ȳ) ∈ X satisfying Uν ⊂ O(x̄,ȳ),
we define Tν : Uν ⇒ X∗ by Tν(x, y) = T(x̄,ȳ)(x, y).

Define T : (X × Y ) \ E ⇒ X∗ as T (x, y) =
∑

ν∈Λ(x,y) fν(x, y)Tν(x, y).

We claim that T (x, y) ⊂ NP (x, y) \ {0}.On contrary, suppose 0 ∈ T (x, y).
Then, there exists x∗

ν ∈ Tν(x, y) ⊂ NP (x, y) for all ν ∈ Λ(x, y) such that
0 =

∑

ν∈Λ(x,y) fν(x, y)x
∗
ν . Since fν(x, y) > 0 for all ν ∈ Λ(x, y), we have

−x∗
ν =

∑

µ∈Λ(x,y)\{ν}

fµ(x, y)

fν(x, y)
x∗
µ ∈ NP (x, y).

In the view of Proposition 4.2, we have x∗
ν = {0}. But, this contradicts the fact

that x∗
ν ∈ Hz. This proves T (x, y) ⊂ NP (x, y) \ {0}.

We claim that F : X × Y ⇒ X∗ constructed as,

F (x, y) =

{

B∗
X , if P (x, y) = ∅

T (x, y), otherwise
(17)

is norm-weak∗ upper semi-continuous. Since F (x, y) ⊆ B∗
X , it is sufficient to

prove that F is norm-weak∗ closed. Consider a net (xβ , yβ, x
∗
β)β ⊆ Gr(F )

such that (xβ , yβ)β converges to (x, y) with respect to norm topology and x∗
β

converges to x∗ with respect to weak∗ topology. We aim to show that x∗ ∈
F (x, y). If (x, y) ∈ E, we observe that x∗ ∈ F (x, y) = B∗

X as x∗
β ∈ F (xβ , yβ) ⊂

B∗
X and B∗

X is weak∗ closed. Suppose (x, y) ∈ (X × Y ) \ E. We notice that
E is closed set due to mid-point continuity of P . Hence, it is not restrictive to
consider (xβ , yβ)β ⊂ (X × Y ) \ E. Since (xβ , yβ)β converges to (x, y), we can
assume without loss of generality that Λ(x, y) ⊆ Λ(xβ , yβ) for each β. Hence, it
appears,

T (xβ, yβ) =
∑

ν∈Λ(xβ ,yβ)\Λ(x,y)

fν(xβ , yβ)Tν(xβ , yβ)+
∑

ν∈Λ(x,y)

fν(xβ , yβ)Tν(xβ , yβ).

Since (x∗
β)β weak∗ converges to x∗, we have nets (x∗

ν,β)β weak∗ converging to
x∗
ν for each ν ∈ Λ(xβ , yβ) such that,

x∗
β =

∑

ν∈Λ(xβ ,yβ)\Λ(x,y)

fν(xβ , yβ)x
∗
ν,β +

∑

ν∈Λ(x,y)

fν(xβ , yβ)x
∗
ν,β . (18)

Since {fν}ν∈Λ forms a continuous family of functions we have,

lim
β

∑

ν∈Λ(xβ ,yβ)\Λ(x,y)

fν(xβ , yβ) = 1− lim
β

∑

ν∈Λ(x,y)

fν(xβ , yβ) = 0.

9



This further implies first term in (18) weak∗ converges to 0 as,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

ν∈Λ(xβ ,yβ)\Λ(x,y)

fν(xβ , yβ)x
∗
ν,β

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∗

≤
∑

ν∈Λ(xβ ,yβ)\Λ(x,y)

fν(xβ , yβ).

In the view of Proposition 4.3, we observe that each Tν is norm-weak∗ closed
map and x∗

ν ∈ Tν(x, y). Hence, by taking limits in (18) we have,

x∗ =
∑

ν∈Λ(x,y)

fν(x, y)x
∗
ν ∈ T (x, y).

This proves the map F defined as (17) is norm-weak∗ u.s.c. with non-empty
convex weak∗ compact values such that F (x, y) ⊆ NP (x, y).

Remark 4.1. In the case X and Y are finite dimensional spaces, the map F
defined as F (x, y) = co(NP (x, y) ∩ S∗

X), where S∗
X = {y ∈ X∗ | ‖y‖∗ = 1}, is

u.s.c. with non-empty, convex and compact values as per [9]. However, the
similar properties does not hold for F if X is infinite dimensional space, as it
is well known that the sphere S∗

X is not weak∗ compact in X∗.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose P is convex valued lower mid-point continuous map
w.r.t. x at (x, y). If x∗ ∈ NP (x, y) and w ∈ P (x, y) satisfy 〈x∗, w− x〉 ≥ 0 then
x∗ = 0.

Proof. Let C be non-empty subset of X . We claim that if y ∈ int(C) and
y∗ ∈ C◦ satisfy 〈y∗, y〉 ≥ 0 then y∗ = 0. Since y ∈ int(C), we have ǫ > 0 such
that y + ǫBX ⊂ C. Hence,

〈y∗, y + ǫu〉 ≤ 0 for all u ∈ BX . (19)

Since y∗ ∈ C◦, we have 〈y∗, y〉 = 0. From (19), we obtain 〈y∗, u〉 ≤ 0 for all u ∈
BX . Thus, 〈y∗, u〉 = 0 for all u ∈ BX , which proves y∗ = 0.

Suppose x∗ ∈ NP (x, y) and w ∈ P (x, y) satisfy 〈x∗, w−x〉 ≥ 0. Considering
wt = tx+ (1− t)w, we have

〈x∗, wt − x〉 = (1− t)〈x∗, w − x〉 ≥ 0 for any t ∈ [0, 1). (20)

By lower mid-point continuity, we get t ∈ [0, 1) such that wt ∈ int(P (x, y)).
In the view of (20) and the fact that wt − x ∈ int(P (x, y) − {x}) and x∗ ∈
(P (x, y)− {x})◦ we get x∗ = 0.

5 Existence Results

5.1 Variational Reformulation of Preference Maximiza-

tion Problems

Let us reconsider the problem of finding maximal elements for non-ordered pref-
erence map P : X ⇒ X over K ⊂ X , by following the Definition 2.1. We show
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that any solution of variational inequality with principal operator F : X ⇒ X∗

defined as (17) is maximal element for P over K. Note that the results de-
rived in the previous section for normal cone operators can be easily adapted
for preference maps P which have no dependence on y ∈ Y .

Theorem 5.1. Let K be non-empty closed convex subset of Banach space X.
Suppose P : X ⇒ X is convex valued mid-point continuous map and x /∈ P (x)
for any x ∈ X. Then, x̄ ∈ S(P,K) if x̄ ∈ K solves V I(F,K) where F is defined
as (17).

Proof. Suppose x̄ ∈ K solves V I(F,K), that is

∃ x̄∗ ∈ F (x̄), 〈x̄∗, y − x̄〉 ≥ 0 for all y ∈ K. (21)

If P (x̄) = ∅ then x̄ is maximal element. Suppose P (x̄) 6= ∅, then we aim to show
that P (x̄) ∩K = ∅. On contrary, suppose z ∈ P (x̄) ∩K. From (21), it appears
that x̄∗ ∈ F (x̄) ⊆ NP (x̄) \ {0} satisfies,

〈x̄∗, z − x̄〉 ≥ 0. (22)

According to Proposition 4.5, we have x̄∗ = 0. But, we know that P (x̄) 6= ∅ and
x∗ ∈ F (x̄) ⊂ NP (x̄) \ {0} by following the arguments in proof of Proposition
4.4. This shows our assumption P (x̄) ∩K 6= ∅ is false and x̄ ∈ S(P,K).

Based on the variational reformulation of preference maximization problems
obtained in the above result Theorem 5.1, we now deduce the sufficient condi-
tions for the existence of maximal elements.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose P : X ⇒ X is convex valued mid-point continuous
map satisfying x /∈ P (x) for any x ∈ X and K ⊂ X is non-empty compact and
convex. Then, the set of maximal elements S(P,K) 6= ∅.

Proof. In the view of Theorem 5.1, it is sufficient to show that V I(F,K) admits
a solution. According to Proposition 4.4, the map F is norm-weak∗ upper semi-
continuous with non-empty convex and weak∗ compact values. Hence, we see
that variational inequality V I(F,K) admits a solution x̄ ∈ K by assuming the
constraint map K is a constant for all x in [7, Theorem 3.3]. Finally, x̄ ∈ K is
required maximal element of P over K.

5.2 Variational Reformulation of Generalized Games

In this section, we aim to show that any solution of quasi-variational inequality
with principal operator F (defined as (23)) and constraint map K =

∏

ν∈ΛKν

is an equilibrium for game Γ = (Xν ,Kν , Pν)ν∈Λ (refer (3) in Section 1).
By following (7), we define NPν

(x) : Xν × X−ν ⇒ X∗
ν corresponding to

preference Pν as NPν
(xν , x−ν) = NPν(x)(xν), that is,

NPν
(xν , x−ν) =

{

{x∗
ν ∈ X∗

ν | 〈x
∗
ν , yν − xν〉 ≤ 0 for all yν ∈ Pν(x)}, if Pν(x) 6= ∅

X∗
ν , otherwise.
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In addition to notations in (1), let X∗ =
∏

ν∈ΛX∗
ν . Suppose F : X ⇒ X∗ is

defined as,

F(x) =
∏

ν∈Λ

Fν(x), (23)

where Fν : Xν ×X−ν ⇒ X∗
ν is considered as (17).

Following result shows that any solution of QV I(F ,K) is equilibrium for
the generalized game Γ = (Xν ,Kν, Pν)ν∈Λ considered in Section 1.

Theorem 5.3. For any ν ∈ Λ, assume that,

(a) Pν : X ⇒ Xν is convex valued mid-point continuous map with respect to
Xν such that xν /∈ P (x) for any x ∈ X;

(b) Kν : C ⇒ Cν admits non-empty closed convex values.

Then, x̄ ∈ S(Γ) if x̄ solves QV I(F ,K) where F is defined as (23).

Proof. If x̄ solves QV I(F ,K), then

∃ x̄∗ ∈ F(x̄), 〈x̄∗, y − x̄〉 ≥ 0, for all y ∈ K(x̄). (24)

We claim that x̄ ∈ S(Γ). Suppose ν ∈ Λ is arbitrary. If Pν(x̄) = ∅ then Pν(x̄) ∩
Kν(x̄) = ∅. In the case Pν(x̄) 6= ∅, we aim to show that Pν(x̄)∩Kν(x̄) = ∅. On
contrary, suppose zν ∈ Pν(x̄) ∩Kν(x̄). By substituting y = (zν , x̄−ν) in (24) it
appears that x̄∗

ν ∈ Fν(x̄ν , x̄−ν) ⊂ NPν
(x̄ν , x̄−ν) satisfies,

〈x̄∗
ν , zν − x̄ν〉 ≥ 0. (25)

According to from Proposition 4.5, we have x̄∗
ν = 0. But, we know that Pν(x̄) 6=

∅ and x̄∗
ν ∈ Fν(x̄) ⊆ NPν

(x̄) \ {0} by following the arguments given in proof
of Proposition 4.4. This shows, our assumption Pν(x̄) ∩ Kν(x̄) 6= ∅ is false.
Since ν is chosen arbitrarily, we observe Pν(x̄) ∩Kν(x̄) = ∅ for any ν ∈ Λ and
x̄ ∈ S(Γ).

Based on the variational reformulation of generalized games obtained in
the above result Theorem 5.3, we now deduce the sufficient conditions for the
existence of equilibrium.

Theorem 5.4. For any ν ∈ Λ, assume that,

(a) Pν : X ⇒ Xν is convex valued mid-point continuous map with respect to
Xν such that xν /∈ P (x) for any x ∈ X;

(b) Kν : C ⇒ Cν is closed lower semi-continuous map with non-empty convex
values and Kν(C) relatively compact.

Then, the set of equilibrium points S(Γ) 6= ∅.

Proof. In the view of Theorem 5.3, it is sufficient to prove that QV I(F ,K)
admits a solution. As per Proposition 4.4, we know that the map F =

∏

ν Fν is
norm-weak∗ upper semi-continuous with non-empty convex and weak∗ compact
values. Finally, we observe that QV I(F ,K) admits a solution x̄ ∈ K(x̄) as per
[7, Theorem 3.3]. Finally, x̄ ∈ S(Γ) is the required equilibrium for generalized
game Γ.
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