BEST PROXIMITY POINT RESULTS FOR MIXED
MULTIVALUED MAPPINGS WITH APPLICATION TO
HOMOTOPY THEORY

MUSTAFA ASLANTAS

ABSTRACT. In this paper, first, we introduce a concept of mixed mul-
tivalued contraction mapping. Then, we present some best proximity
point results for such mappings on O-complete partial metric spaces.
Hence, we extend and generalize some famous and nice results existing
in the literature such as Abkar and Gabeleh [2], Gabeleh [11] and Aydi
et al. [5]. Also, we provide some nontrivial illustrative examples to
support our results and to compare with the results mentioned before.
Finally, the first time, we give some applications to homotopy theory via
new best proximity point results. Hence, we obtain some best proximity
point results for homotopic mappings

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

In 1922, Banach [8] proved a very important result, known as Banach
contraction principle, for fixed point theory on metric spaces. Because of its
applicable in various fields of nonlinear analysis and applied mathematical
analysis, this principle has been generalized and extended in different ways
[13, 19]. One of the interesting and famous generalizations was proved by
Nadler [17] for multivalued mappings on metric spaces as follows:

Theorem 1 ([17]). Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and T : X —
CB(X) be a multivalued mapping. If there exists k € [0,1) such that

for all &, € X, where CB(X) is the family of all nonempty closed and
bounded subsets of X and Hy is a Hausdorff metric with respect to d on
CB(X). Then, T has a fized point in X .

Later, a number of interesting fixed point theorems for multivalued map-
pings have been obtained. In this sense, Mizoguchi and Takahashi [16]
proved a famous and nice generalization of Nadler’s fixed point theorem
which is a partial answer of Problem 9 in Reich [18]:
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Theorem 2 ([16]). Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and T : X —
CB(X) be a multivalued mapping. Assume that

Hq(T¢, Tn) < pu(d(&,n))d(&;n)

forall§,m € X, where i : [0,00) — [0, 1) is a function satisfying limsup,_, .+ ju(s) <
1 for all v > 0. Then, T has a fixed point in X.

A function p : [0,00) — [0,1) satisfying lim sup,_,.+ pu(s) < 1 forally >0
is called MT-function in the literature. The set of all MT-function p will
be denoted by ®. Note that, each nondecreasing (nonincreasing) function is
a MT-function and so the class of MT-functions is considerable.

Another generalization of Banach contraction principle was obtained by
Matthews [15] introducing a new concept so called partial metric to study
of denotational semantics of dataflow networks. Then, many fixed point
results for single valued and multivalued mappings in the settings of partial
metric spaces have been obtained in various ways[1, 10, 20]..

Now, we recall definition of the partial metric space and its topological
properties.

Definition 1 ([15]). Let X be a nonempty set and o : X x X — RT
(nonnegative real numbers) be a function. Then, o is said to be a partial
metric if the following conditions hold:

pl) o(&, &) =a(&n) =o(n,n) if and only if { =1

p2) o(&,€) < o(&m)

p3) o(&n) =0o(n,§)

pd) o(&,¢) <a(&,n) +on,¢) —on,n)

forall &,m,¢ € X. The pair (X, 0) is called partial metric space.

It is clear that every metric space is a partial metric space, but the con-
verse may not be true. A well-known example of partial metric spaces shows
this fact. Indeed, let X = RT and ¢ : X x X — R™ be a function defined as
o(&,mn) = max{{,n} for all &, n € X. Then, (X, o) is a partial metric space,
but it is not a metric space. For other examples of partial metric spaces, we
refer to [3, 4, 14].

Each partial metric o on X generates Tj topology 7, which has as a base
the family open o-balls {B,({,¢) : € € X, € > 0} where

By(&e) ={ne X :0(&n) <o(&E) +e}

for all £ € X and € > 0.

Let (X, o) be a partial metric space, {£,} be a sequence in X and £ € X.
Then, the sequence {&,} converges to £ with respect to 7, iff lim,, o, (&, &) =
o(&,€). Further, (X, 0) is said to be complete if every Cauchy sequence {,}
in X converges with respect to 7, to a point £ € X such that (¢, &) =
limy, 100 0(n,&m).  Recall that the sequence {&,} in X is said to be a
Cauchy sequence if limy, 00 0(&n, &m) exists and is finite.
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Romaguera [20] introduced the concept of 0-complete partial metric space.
Hence, a weaker form of completeness in partial metric spaces has been
obtained.

Definition 2 ([20]). Let (X,0) be a partial metric space and {&,} be a
sequence in X.

(i) {&n} is called 0-Cauchy sequence if
lim U(ﬁm&m) =0.

,M—00
(ii) (X, o) is 0-complete partial metric space if every 0-Cauchy sequence
converges to a point & in X with respect to 7, such that

lim o(&n,&m) = 0(£,€) =0.

n,Mm—00

It is clear that every 0-Cauchy sequence in X is a Cauchy sequence and
so every complete partial metric space is 0-complete. But, the converse may
not be true. Indeed, let us consider the set X = QN [0, 00) is endowed with
the partial metric defined as o(§,n) = max{¢,n} for all £,7 € X. Then,
(X, 0) is a 0-complete partial metric space which is not a complete.

If (X,0) is a partial metric space, then the function d, : X x X — R™
defined by

do‘(fa 77) = 20(§7 77) - 0-(57 g) - 0(7]7 77)

is a metric on X.

Now, we give the relations between partial metric space (X, o) and cor-
responding metric space (X, d,) which are important for our main results.
Lemma 1 ([15]). Let (X,0) be a partial metric space.

(i) {&} is a Cauchy sequence in (X, o) if and only if {€,} is a Cauchy
sequence in (X, d,)
(ii) (X, 0) is a complete partial metric space if and only if (X,ds) is a
complete metric space
(iii) Given a sequence {&,} in X and § € X. Then, we have

lim dU(ETL?g) =0 0-(575) = lim U(gnvf) = lim O-(gn’gm)
n—oo n—oo n,m—o0
Using Lemma 1 (iii), it can be easily seen that
lim dy(&,,€) =0 and lim d,(n,,n) =0= lim o(&,,n,) = o(§,n).
n—oo n—oo n—o0
The following lemma is very useful in our main results

Lemma 2. Let (X,0) be a partial metric space and ) # Q C X. Then, we
have

£E€Q+=0(Q) =0((¢)

where Q is closure of ) with respect to T,.
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In the rest of paper, the set of all nonempty closed and bounded subsets
of (X, o) will be denoted by CB?(X).

Aydi et al. [5] defined partial Hausdorff metric of (X,0) on CB?(X).
The function

H,:CB°(X) x CB’(X) — R*
defined by
H, (9, ¥) = max {sup o(a,V),supo(b, Q)}
a€c) bew

for all Q, ¥ € CB?(X) where 0(&,Q) = inf{o(&,n) : n € Q} is said to be the
partial Hausdorff metric of (X, o).

The properties of partial Hausdorff metric were given in [5] as follows:

Lemma 3. Let (X,0) be a partial metric space. For all Q,¥ € CB(X),
we have

(©,0) <
(ii) Ha(Qv ‘1}) = Ha(\llv Q);

(Q,V) < Hy(2,C)+ H, (C, V) —infeeco(c, ),
(iv) Hy(Q, ) =0 implies Q = V.

Then, they obtained the following fixed point theorem for multivalued
mapping on complete partial metric space and so generalized Nadler’s fixed
point theorem [17]

Theorem 3 ([5]). Let (X,0) be a complete partial metric space and T :
X — CB?(X) be a multivalued mapping. If there exists k € (0,1) such that

Hy (T, Tn) < ko(&,n)
for all&,m € X, then T has a fized point in X.

Note that, since 7, may not be a Ti-space, Theorem 3 is not a gener-
alization for single-valued mappings on partial metric spaces unlike in the
settings of metric spaces. Moreover, Romaguera [21] showed that CB7(X)
may be empty in the following example.

Example 1. Let X = [0,00) and 0 : X x X — R" be a function defined as
o(&,mn) =max{&,n} for all{,n € X. Then, (X,0) is a partial metric space.
Now, consider the closed subset Q of (X,0). In this case, Q) = [£,00) for
some £ € X. However, it can be easily seen that the set  is unbounded.
Hence, each closed subset Q of X is unbounded, that is, C B?(X) = ().

To remedy this big problem, Romaguera [21] introduced the notion of
a mixed multivalued mapping 7' : X — X U CB?(X) on a partial metric
space (X,0). According to this new notion, T¢ is singleton (|T¢| = 1) or
T¢ € CB2(X) for all £ € X. For any subset © of X, image of {2 under the
mixed multivalued mapping T is defined as

T(Q) = | 7¢

e
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On the other hand, recently, taking into account nonself mappings, Basha
and Veeramani [7] introduced the concept of best proximity point. Let
(X,d) be a metric space, QU C X and T : Q@ — ¥ be a mapping. If
QNV¥ = (), then T cannot have a fixed point which leads to think existence of
an approximate solution £ for the minimization problem mingcq d(§, T€). By
this motivation, the best approximation theory and the best proximity point
theory have been arisen. Although best approximation theorems do not
guarantee the existence £ € X such that d(&, T€) is minimum, best proximity
point theorems ensure an optimal solution of the problem mentioned before
and so an approximate solution of the equation T¢ = £. Recall a point &
is called best proximity point of 7" if d(&,T¢) = d(Q2, V). It is clear that
every best proximity point is a fixed point whenever {2 = ¥ = X. Since best
proximity point theorems are natural extension of fixed point results, the
best proximity point theory have been studied in various ways on generalized
metric spaces by many authors [6, 22]. Now, we remember the basic concepts
and notations of best proximity point theory in the settings of partial metric
spaces.

Let (X, o) be a partial metric space, 2, ¥ be nonempty subsets of X and
T :Q — V¥ be a mapping. We regard the following subsets of 2 and ¥,
respectively:

Qo={£€Q:0(&n) =0(Q,7P) for somen € U}

and
Ug={nev:o(&n) =0c(Q,7¥) for some £ € N}
where o(Q, ¥) =inf {o(&,n) : £ € Q and n € U},

Definition 3 ([12]). Let (X, 0) be a partial metric space, Q,¥ C X, and
Qo # (0. Then the pair (Q, W) is said to have the weak o-Property if and only
if
o(&,m) =o(Q,P)
: b S )
o) =o(@,v) f 7 O] S olnm)
for all £&1,& € Qg and n1,m2 € Y.

In this paper, we first introduce a concept of mixed multivalued contrac-
tion mapping. Then, we present some best proximity point results for such
mappings on O-complete partial metric spaces. Hence, we extend and gen-
eralize some famous and nice results existing in the literature such as Abkar
and Gabeleh [2], Gabeleh [11] and Aydi et al. [5]. Also, we provide some
nontrivial illustrative examples to support our results and to compare with
the results mentioned before. Finally, the first time, we give some applica-
tions to homotopy theory via new best proximity point results. Hence, we
obtain some best proximity point results for homotopic mappings

2. MAIN RESULTS

We begin to the following very important lemmas to obtain best proximity
point results for multivalued mappings on partial metric spaces.
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Lemma 4 ([5]). Let (X,0) be a partial metric space and Q,¥ € CB?(X).
Then for each a € Q) and e > 0, there exists b € ¥ such that

o(a,b) < Hy(Q,¥) + €.

Lemma 5 ([9]). Let p1: [0,00) — [0,1) be an MT-function, then the func-
tion B :[0,00) — [0,1) defined as B(7y) = %('Y) s also an MT-function.

Now, we introduce a concept of mixed multivalued contraction mapping.

Definition 4. Let (X,0) be a partial metric space, Q, ¥ be subsets of X
and T : Q — WUCB (V) be a mized multivalued mapping. The mapping T
is said to be a mired multivalued contraction mapping if there exists p € ®
such that

Ho(T€,Tn) < (o (& n))o(€,n) (2.1)
for all £,m € Q.

Theorem 4. Let (X,0) be a 0-complete partial metric space, Q,¥ C X be
two nonempty closed subsets of X and Qo # (). Assume that T : Q@ — ¥ U
CB?(¥) is a mized multivalued contraction mapping satisfying T' (o) C ¥y
and the pair (2, V) has the weak o-Property. Then, T has a best prozimity
point £ in Q. Moreover, o(£*,£*) = 0.

Proof. First, we define 3 : [0,00) — [0,1) by

op(y) +1
By =—=5—

for all v+ > 0. Then, from Lemma 5, 5 is also an MT-function. Now, by
taking an arbitrary point & € {2y we consider the following two cases:

Case 1. Let |T¢| = 1. Then, there exists g € ¥ such that ny = T¢.
Since ng = T&y € T(Qy) C Wy, there exists § € Qp such that

o(&1,m0) = o (Q,0). (2.2)
If &g = &1, then & is a best proximity point of 7. Moreover, since
a(80,&) < o(no,m)
= Hy (T, Té)
< w(o(€0:€0))o (€0 60)

we get 0(&p, &) = 0. Assume &y # &1, then o(&p,&1) > 0. In this case, we
claim that there exists & € )y such that

o(&1,&2) < B(o(o,€1))a (6o, &1)- (2.3)

Indeed, if |T¢1| = 1, then there exists 71 € ¥ such that 7 = T&;. Since
m =T& € T(Qo) C Wy, there exists £ € Qy such that

o(&,m) = o(Q, V).
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Since (2, ¥) has the weak o-Property, using contractivity of T, we have

0(&1,6) < o(no,m)
HG<T§0,T§1)

(o (€0, &1))a (8o, &1)
B(o (&0, &1))o (o, &1)-

Hence, (2.3) holds. Now, if |T¢;| > 1, then, from Lemma 4, there exists
1 € T such that

IAIA

L— plo(60,61))

0'(7707771) SHU(T§07T£1)+ 9

(€0, &1)-

Using contractivity of T', we have

olim) < Hy(Tg.Te) + 008 0 6y 2
< plo(€,60))o (6o &) + “(”2(50’51))0(50,51)
= B(0(&,&1))o(6o,&1)-

Since n; € T& C T(Qy) C Wy, there exists {3 € Qp such that

o(&2,m) = o(2,9).
Because of the fact that (£2, ¥) has the weak o-Property, from (2.2)and (2.4),
we have
o(&1,82) < a(no,m) < B(o (8o, &1))o (o, 1)

and hence, (2.3) holds.
Case 2. Let |T¢y| > 1. Then, there exists ny € ¥ such that ny € T¢&.
Since ng € Ty C T'(Qy) C Yy, there exists £ € Qp such that

o(&1,m0) = o (€, 0). (2.5a)

If £y = &1, then & is a best proximity point of T". Similar to Case 1, it can
be easily seen that o(&p,&p) = 0. Assume &y # &, then o(§p,&1) > 0. In this
case, we claim that there exists & € Qg satisfying (2.3). Indeed, if |T¢;| = 1,
then there exists n; € ¥ such that 9 = T¢;. Since 91 = T& € T(Qo) C Wy,
there exists & € 2y such that

o(&,m) = o(Q, V).

Since (2, ¥) has the weak o-Property, using contractivity of 7', we have

o(&1,&) o (1o, M)
H,(T&,T&)
(o (&o,€1))o (6o, &1)

B(a(8o,61))a (60, 61),

VAN VANRVANRVAN
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that is, (2.3) holds. If |T¢;| > 1, then, from Lemma 4, there exists 71 € T'¢;
such that

L= (ol &)

0(7707771) S HO(T§07T§1) + 9

(‘&]7 51)
Using contractivity of T', we have

1- u(oéﬁo,ﬁl))a(fo’&) (2.6)

< ulo@ ol &) + LTS e, g
= B(o(&,&1))o (80, 81)-
Since n; € T& C T(Qy) C Wy, there exists {3 € Qp such that
o(§2,m) = o(Q,9).

Because of the fact that (2, ¥) has the weak o-Property, from (2.5a)and
(2.6), we have

o(mo,m) < He(T&,T&)+

PN

o(&1, &) < o(no,m) < B(o(&o,&1))o (o, &)

and hence (2.3) holds.

Continuing this process, we can construct two sequences {,} in © and
{nn} in ¥ such that &, € Qq, n, € T, (we can suppose consecutive terms
of {&,} are different, otherwise the proof is complete) and

o(Ent1,70) = 0(, V) (2.7)

U(§n7 fn—l—l) < 0'(7]71—17 nn)

U(nnfla 7771) S B(O-(é-nfl? Sn))o'(fnfla gn)
for all n € N. Since B(t) < 1 for all ¢t € [0, 00), we have

0(&n,&nt1) < o(n-1,Mn) (2.8)
< B(o(n-1,8n))o(§n-1,n)
< U(gnflagn)
Hence, {0(&,,&n+1)} is a decreasing sequence in R and so it converges to
a point v > 0. Since limsup,_,.+ B(r) < 1 and B(y) < 1, there exist
r € [0,1) and € > 0 such that §(s) < r for all s € [y,7 + ¢]. Because

of the fact that lim, o0 0(&n,Ent1) = 7, there exists ng € N such that
v < 0(&n,&nt1) < v+ e for all n > ng. Then, we have

0 (&ns &nt1) B0 (En—1,8n))0(§n—1,8n)
TU(Sn—h gn)

<
<

,,,,TL—TL() U(fno ) fno-i—l )

IN
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for all n > ng. Let m,n € N with m > n > ng. Then, we get

o (&ns&m) (& Ent1) + 0 (Ent1,6n2) + -+ 0 (Em—1,&m)

"0 (Engs Eng+1) + prnotly (no»Eno+1)

SEREE A ! (énoa §n0+1)

= 1700 (Eng g 1) (L + 7 - 77T
)————

_ 1—prm=n
= Tn "o (€n07§n0+1

1-—
n—ng

IA A

r

<
- 1-r

U(éno 3 gno-i—l)‘

Hence, we have limy, 1,00 0(§n, §m) = 0. Then, {§,} is a 0-Cauchy sequence
in Q. From (2.8), {n,} is a 0-Cauchy sequence in V¥. Since ({,0) is a 0-
complete partial metric and 2, ¥ are closed subsets of X , there exist £* € Q
and n* € ¥ such that

o(¢.€) = lm 0(6n€) = lim o(6n&) =0  (29)

n,m—00
and
o(n™sn") = lim o(na,n") = lim o, mm) = 0.

From (2.7) and Lemma 1 (iii), we have

o€ 1) = 0(2, D). (2.10)
Also, from (2.1) and (2.9), we get
lim H,(T¢,, TE") = 0. (2.11)

Since ny, € T, from (2.7) and (2.10), we have

o(Q,¥) < o(&ny1,TEY)

< 0(&nt+1,Mm) + (0, TET)

< 0(&nt1,mn) + Ho(T€,, TE)
o(Q, )+ H,(TE,, TE").

Taking limit n — oo in last inequality, we obtain
lim 0(&41,7€%) = (2, V).
n—oo

On the other hand, we get

a(Q, V) o(§%,T¢)

0(5*7 £n+1) + U(§n+17 Tf*)
and so taking limit n — oo in last inequalit, we have o(£*,T¢*) = o(Q, ).

Hence, T has a best proximity point £* in Q. Finally, from (2.9), we have
o(&*,&) =0. O

<
<
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Example 2. Let X = {vg,v1,v2, -+ ,Upn, -} be a countable set. Let define
a bounded sequence {wy} of positive real numbers satisfying 0 < wy = wy
and 0 < wy < wpyq for alln > 1 and the function o : X x X — R defined
by

0 , n=m e {0,1}
(U, Uy) = o , n=m>2
Wp + Wy otherwise

Denote by woo := limy o0 wy. Then, (X, 0) is a partial metric space. Fur-
ther, (X, o) is 0-complete. Since there is no 0-Cauchy sequence other than
&n = v and &, = vy for alln € N, (X,0) is a 0-complete partial met-
ric space. Let Q = {vg,vo, vy, - Vop -}, ¥ = {v1,v3, -+ ,Vap41,--- } be
closed subset of X, then we have Qo = {vo} and Vo = {v1}. Moreover, we
get d(2, V) = wp + w1 and the pair (2, V) has the weak o-Property. Define
the mapping T : Q@ — VU CB (V) as

_ {v1} , n=0
TU%_{in—lﬂ‘I’ , n>1

where Xy, = {Upn, Unt1,Unt2, - } for alln € N. Then, we have T'(Qy) C Py.
Now, we take p: [0,00) — [0,1) defined by
()= { ZEEE iy = wntwn for somen,m > 1
B = 0 , otherwise

Since imsup, .+ p(r) =0 < 1, p is a MT-function. We shall show that T
is a mized multivalued contraction mapping. Then, we consider the following
cases:

Case 1. Let n =m = 0. Then, we have

H,(Tvo, Tvy) = 0 = p(o(vg, vo))o(ve, vo).
Case 2. Let n =0 and m > 1. Then, since wy = w1, we have
HU(T’U(), T'UQm) = Ho({vl}, Xom—1N \I/)
= w1 t+wam—1
= p(o(vo, vam))o(vo, vam).
Case 8 : Let n,m > 1. Then, we have
HO—(T'UQn, TUQm) = HU<X2n_1 NV, Xom_1N \I’)
= Win-1+ Wam-1
= M(U(UQTU U2m))U(U2nu U2m)-

Hence, all hypotheses of Theorem 4 are satisfied, and so T has a best prox-
imity point in Q which is vy. Moreover o(vy,vg) = 0. Note that, there is no
k € [0,1) satisfying

H, (T, Tn) < ko(&,n) (2.12)
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for all&,nm € Q. Assume that there exists k € [0,1) satisfying (2.12). In this
case, for all n,m > 1, we have
Hy(Tvon, Tvom) = wan—1 + wam—1 < k(wap + wam) = ko(van, vam).
and so
Wap—1 + Wam—1 <k
wan + Wam

Taking limit n,m — oo in last inequality, we have 1 < k which is a contra-
diction.

Taking p(y) = k € [0,1) for all v € [0,00) in Theorem 4, we obtain the
following result.

Corollary 1. Let (X,0) be a 0-complete partial metric space, Q,¥ C X
be two mnonempty closed subsets of X and Qo # 0. Assume that T : Q —
U UCB(¥) is a mized multivalued mapping satisfying T(Qo) C Vo and
(Q, W) has the weak o-Property. If there exists k € [0,1) such that

Ho(T¢, Tn) < ko(&,m)
for all &,mn € Q, then T has a best proximity point £ in Q. Moreover,
o(£,¢7) =0.
Taking 2 = ¥ = X in Theorem 4 and Corollary 1, we have the following

fixed point results which is more general than the main result of [5].

Corollary 2. Let (X,0) be a 0-complete partial metric space,and T : X —
X UCB(X) be a mized multivalued mapping. If there exists p € ¢ such
that

Ho(T€,Tn) < (o (& n))o(&,n)
for all§,m € X, then T has a fized point £* in X. Moreover, o(£*,£*) = 0.
Proof. If we take Q = ¥ = X in Theorem 4, then there exists £* € X such
that
o, T¢") =0o(X,X) and o(£*,£%) = 0.
Also, since o(X,X) < 0(£*,¢*) and o(X, X) < o(T¢*,TE¢), then we have

o(&5,&") = o(§,T¢") = o(T€*, TE"). Therefore, we get £* € T¢*, that is,
&* is a fixed point of T in X. ([

Corollary 3. Let (X,0) be a 0-complete partial metric space,and T : X —
X UCB?(X) be a mized multivalued mapping. If there exists k € [0,1) such
that

Hy(T¢,Tn) < ko(§,n)
forall §,m € X, then T has a fized point & in X. Moreover, o(&*,£*) = 0.
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3. APPLICATION

In this section, we obtain homotopy results by applying Theorem 4 and
Corollary 2. Hence, the first time in literature, it will be obtained applica-
tions to homotopy theory via best proximity point theorems. Now, we recall
the definition of homotopy.

Definition 5. Let X,Y be topological spaces and T,S : X — Y be contin-
wous mappings. Then, a homotopy from T to S is a continuous function
H:X x[0,1] = Y such that H(¢,0) = T¢ and H(€,1) = S¢ for all € € X.
Also, T and S are called homotopic mappings.

Here, the family of all functions p in ¢ satisfying the following implication
will be denoted by ®
lim (1 —pu(s;))si =0 = lims; =0 (3.1)
1—r 00 11— 00
for every sequence {s;} C [0, 00).
It is clear that u(y) =k € [0,1) for all v € [0, 00) belongs to @y, that is,
O # (). Moreover, @ is a proper subset of ®. Indeed, let u : [0,00) — [0,1)
be a function defined by

, (0,1
u(’y)Z{g 7[2)1

for all v € [0,00). It can be easily seen that pu € ®. If we take s; = z—%l for
all i € N, then we have lim; o (1 — pu(s;)) s; = 0. However, lim; ,~ s; = 1.

Hence, we have u ¢ @ .

Theorem 5. Let (X, 0) be a 0-complete partial metric space, Q, ¥ be closed
subsets of X, Qo # 0 and 0 # U C Q. Assume that F : Q x [0,1] —
U U CB2(¥) be a mized multivalued mapping and the pair (Q, ¥) has the
weak o-Property.

(i) o(&, F (& u)) > a(Q,¥) for all £ € Q\U and u € [0,1],

(i) there exists p € @y such that

Ho(F(§,u), F(n,u)) < p(o(€,m))o(&,n) (3.2)

for all&,m € Q and u € [0,1],
(i) there exists a continuous function ¢ : [0,1] — R such that

Hy (F(&u), F(&v)) < p(o(€:€)) le(u) —o(v)|

for all u,v € [0,1] and each & € Q,

(iv) for all u € [0,1] satisfying o(§, F(&,u)) = o(QQ, V) for some & € U,
there exists £, > 0 such that F(Qq,u*) C Vg for all u* € (u — ey, u + &y).

(v) if o(&, F(&u)) = o(Q2,¥) for some £ € Q and u € [0, 1], then F(§,u)
is singleton.

If F(-,0) has a best proximity point in S, then F(-,1) has a best proximity
point in €.
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Proof. Define the set
K={uel0,1):0(F(§u) =0(Q,¥) for some £ € U}.

Since F(.,0) has a best proximity point in € and (i) holds, then 0 € K.
Hence, K is a nonempty set. We will show that K is both open and closed
in [0,1] and hence by connectedness of [0, 1], we have that K = [0,1]. We
first show that K is closed. Let {uy} be sequence in K with u, — u* € [0,1]
as n — 0o. Using definition of K, there exists &, € U such that

o (§n, F(&nyun)) = 0(2,¥) (3.3)

for all n € N and so, from (v), F(&,,uy) is singleton for all n € N. Then,
since (€2, ¥) has the weak o-Property, from (ii), we have

a(gnagm) < U(F(gnaun)aF(gmaum))
Ho(F(&ns un)s F(§ms um))

< Ho(F(ﬁn, un)a F(fna um)) + HU(F(£H7 Um), F(Eﬂ’h um))
< (0 (&ns n)) [o(un) — o(um)| + (o (&ns Em))o (&ns Em)
< p(un) = o(um)| + 1o (Ens Em))o(én, &m)

for all n,m € N. Since ¢ is a continuous function and the sequence {uy} is
convergent, we have

lim (1 — (0 (§n, &m)) 0(&ns Em) =0

,M—00

and so, from (3.1), we get limy m——00 0(€n,Em) = 0. Hence, {£,} is a
0—Cauchy sequence. Since (X, o) is O0-complete and Q is a closed subset
of X, there exists £* € Q such that

hm U(fm&ﬂ) = hm U(fn,§ )=0(£,§)=0

Then, from (3.3), we have

o(Q,¥) < o(én, F(E7,u))
< o(én. F (fnvun)) o (F(&n,s un), F(E7,u"))
= o(Q,¥)+ ( (&ny un), F(E7, u7))
< o(QV) + Ho(F(&n, un), F(E,u"))
< o(,9) + Ho(F(&n, un), F(§n, u")) + Ho (F (&, u®), F(E7,u"))
< o(Q,8) + (0 (6n, &n) [ (un) — @(u®)] + (0 (§n, 7))o (6n, €7)
< o(2,0) + |p(un) — p(u)| + (60, §7)

and so we get
o€ F(E,u) = i o(6, F(E',u")) = o(Q, V).

From definition of K, we have u* € K and so K is closed in [0, 1].

Now, we will show that K is open. Let ug € K. Then, there exists & € U
such that (&g, F'(&o,up)) = o(, V). From (iv), for ug € [0, 1], there exists
€uo > 0 such that F(Qp,u*) C g for all u* € (up — €ug, U0 + €ug). If
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we consider the mapping F(-,u*) : Q@ — ¥ U CB(V) for all v* € (ug —
Eugs U0 + Euy), then, from (ii), F(-,u*) is a mixed multivalued contraction
mapping. Therefore, all hypotheses of Theorem 4 are satisfied. Hence, for
all u* € (up — eug, U0 + €u), F(+,u*) has a best proximity point &. in .
From (i), we have & € U for all u* € (up — €yy,uo + €4y). Hence, from
definition of K, up € (ug—¢€y,, uo+eu,) C K, that is, K isopenin [0,1]. O

If we take p : [0,00) — [0, 1) defined by u(vy) =k € [0, 1) for all v € [0, 00)
in Theorem 5, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4. Let (X, 0) be a 0-complete partial metric space, Q, ¥ be closed
subsets of X, Qo # 0 and 0 # U C Q. Assume that F : Q x [0,1] —
U U CB(¥) be a mized multivalued mapping and the pair (Q, ¥) has the
weak o-Property.

(i) o(&, F(&u)) > a(Q,V) for all £ € Q\U and u € [0, 1],

(ii) there exists k € [0,1) such that

Ho(F (&, u), F(n,u)) < ko(&n)

for all&,n e Q and u € [0,1],
(i) there exists a continuous function ¢ : [0,1] — R such that

HO' (F(fv U), F(§7U)) < k ’(P(u) - SD(U)‘

for all u,v € [0,1] and each £ € Q,

(iv) for all u € [0, 1] satisfying (&, F(&,u)) = o(Q, ¥) for some £ € U,
there exists €, > 0 such that F(Qq,u*) C Vg for all u* € (u — ey, u + &y).

(v) if o(&, F(&,u)) = o(Q, V) for some £ € Q and u € [0,1], then F(&, u)
is singleton.

If F(-,0) has a best proximity point in S, then F(-,1) has a best proximity
point in €.

Taking ¥ = X in Theorem 5 and Corollary 4, we can present the following
fixed point results.

Corollary 5. Let (X, 0) be a 0-complete partial metric space, Q be a closed
subset of X and ) £ U C Q. Assume that F : Q x [0,1] - X UCB?(X) be
a mized multivalued contraction mapping

(i) £ ¢ F (& u)) for all £ € Q\U and u € [0,1],

(i) for all &,m € Q and u € [0, 1], there exists p € @y such that

Ho(F(&,u), F(n,u)) < p(o(€,n))o(€,n)

(i1i) there exists a continuous function ¢ : [0,1] — R such that

Ho(F(& u), F(§v)) < u(a(&,8)) le(u) — o(v)]
for all u,v € [0,1] and each & € Q,
(iv) for all u € [0,1] satisfying & € F(§,u) for some § € U, there exists
gy > 0 such that F(Q,u*) C Q for all u* € (u — ey, u+ &y).
(v) if £ € F(& u) for some & € Q and u € [0,1], then F(&,u) = {{}.
If F(-,0) has a fixed point in S, then F(-,1) has a fized point in €.
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Proof. Assume that £ € F(£,0) for some £ € Q. From (ii) and (v), it is
clear that o(¢,£) = 0 and so, we have o(£2, X) = 0. Hence, the conditions
(i), (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 5 are satisfied. Further, we have g = ¥y = Q
whenever ¥ = X, and so the condition (iv) is also hold. Therefore, there
exists £* € 2 such that

o, F(£,1) =0(2,X)=0
Hence, £*is a fixed point of F'(-,1). O

Corollary 6. Let (X, o) be a 0-complete partial metric space, Q be a closed
subset of X and ) # U C Q. Assume that F : Q x [0,1] = X UCB?(X) be
a mized multivalued contraction mapping

(i) £ ¢ F(& u)) for all £ € Q\U and u € [0,1],

(i) for all £,m € Q and u € [0, 1], there exists k € [0,1) such that

Ho(F(&,u), F(n,u)) < ko(&,m)

(113 there exists a continuous function ¢ : [0,1] — R such that

HU<F(§7U)7F(§7U) < k |<p(u) - (p('l))’

for all u,v € [0,1] and each § € 0,

(iv) for all u € [0,1] satisfying & € F(&,u) for some & € U, there exists
gy > 0 such that F(Q,u*) C Q for all u* € (u— ey, u+&y).

(v)if € € F(§,u) for some & € Q and u € [0,1], then F(§,u) = {&}.

If F(-,0) has a fixed point in S, then F(-,1) has a fized point in €.
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