arXiv:1708.06651v1 [math.FA] 21 Aug 2017

ON PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS UNDER NEW SEMI-CONTINUITIES

SZILÁRD LÁSZLÓ

Abstract. In this paper we introduce a new semicontinuity notion, which is weaker than upper semicontinuity, and assures the closedness of the sets G(y) = {x ∈ K : f(x, y) ∉ − int C}. Furhter, this semicontinuity is also closed under addition. These two properties make our new semicontinuity applicable in situations where other semicontinuities, like quasi upper semicontinuity or order upper semicontinuity, fail. The above emphasized properties are some key tools in order to provide new sufficient conditions that ensure the existence of the solution of a perturbed weak vector equilibrium problem in Hausdorff topological vector spaces ordered by a cone. Further, we introduce a dual problem and we provide conditions that assure that every solution of the dual problem is also a solution of the perturbed weak vector equilibrium problem. We apply the results obtained to Ekeland vector variational principles.

1. Introduction

Let X and Z be Hausdorff topological vector spaces, let K ⊆ X be a nonempty set and let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone. Assume that the interior of the cone C, denoted by int C, is nonempty and consider the mappings f, g : K × K −→ Z. The perturbed weak vector equilibrium problem consists in finding x_0 ∈ K, such that f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C, ∀y ∈ K. (1.1) The dual vector equilibrium problem of (1.1) is defined as: Find x_0 ∈ K, such that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C, ∀y ∈ K. (1.2) The study of the problems (1.1) and (1.2) is motivated by the following setting. Assume that the weak vector equilibrium problem, which consists in finding x_0 ∈ K such that f(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K, has no solution though the diagonal condition f(x, x) = 0, (or more general f(x, x) ∈ C), for all x ∈ K holds. Then, we may study instead a perturbed equilibrium problem (see also [11, 15]) and provide assumptions on the perturbation function g, such that the problem which consists in finding x_0 ∈ K such that f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K, has a solution. Moreover, for an appropriate perturbation g the dual problem, that is, find x_0 ∈ K such that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K, has a solution. Hence, it is worthwhile to obtain conditions that assure the the solution set of (1.2) is included in the solution set of (1.1). This setting may have some important consequences. Indeed, by taking X a Banach space and g(x, y) = ϵ‖x − y‖e, where ϵ > 0 and e ∈ C \ {0}, a solution of the perturbed vector equilibrium problem is called ϵ-equilibrium point, see [7, 8]. Further, special cases of the perturbed vector equilibrium problems lead to some deep results such as Deville-Godefroy-Zizler perturbed equilibrium principle or Ekeland vector variational principle, see [15].

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. 47H05, 47J20, 26B25, 90C33.

Key words and phrases. vector equilibrium problem, primal-dual equilibrium problem, perturbed equilibrium problem.

This work was supported by a grant of Ministry of Research and Innovation, CNCS - UEFISCDI, project number PN-III-P4-ID-PCE-2016-0190, within PNCDI III. 1

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 2

In this paper, we obtain some existence results of the solution for the vector equilibrium problem (1.1) and (1.2). Some of our conditions and the techniques used are new in the literature. Several examples and counterexamples circumscribe our research and show that our conditions are essential. The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we introduce some preliminary notions and the necessary apparatus that we need in order to obtain our results. In section 3 and section 4 we state our results concerning on perturbed weak vector equilibrium problems. Our conditions, which ensure the solution existence of the above mentioned vector equilibrium problems are considerably weakening the existing conditions from the literature. We pay a special attention to the case when the set K is a closed subset of a reflexive Banach space. Finally, we apply our results to Ekeland vector variational principles.

2. Preliminaries

Let X be a real Hausdorff topological vector space. For a non-empty set D ⊆ X, we denote by int D its interior, by cl D its closure and by co D its convex hull. Recall that a set C ⊆ X is a cone, iff tc ∈ C for all c ∈ C and t ≥ 0. The cone C is convex if C + C = C, and pointed if C ∩ (−C) = {0}. Note that a closed, convex and pointed cone C induce a partial ordering on Z, that is z_1 ≤ z_2 ⇔ z_2 − z_1 ∈ C. In the sequel when we use int C, we tacitly assume that the cone C has nonempty interior. Following the same logical approach, one can introduce the strict inequality z_1 < z_2 ⇔ z_2 − z_1 ∈ int C, or z_1 < z_2 ⇔ z_2 − z_1 ∈ C \ {0}. These relations lead to saying, that z_1 ≮ z_2 ⇔ z_2 − z_1 ∉ − int C, or z_1 ≮ z_2 ⇔ z_2 − z_1 ∉ −C \ {0}. It is an easy exercise to show that int C + C = int C.

Let Z be another Hausdorff topological vector space, let K ⊆ X be a nonempty set and let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone.

A map f : K ⊆ X −→ Z is said to be C-upper semicontinuous at x ∈ K ([10]) iff for any neighborhood V of f(x) there exists a neighborhood U of x such that f(u) ∈ V − C for all u ∈ U ∩ K. Obviously, if f is continuous at x ∈ K, then it is also C-upper semicontinuous at x ∈ K. Assume that C has nonempty interior. According to [29] f is C-upper semicontinuous at x ∈ K, if and only if, for any k ∈ int C, there exists a neighborhood U of x such that f(u) ∈ f(x) + k − int C for all u ∈ U ∩ K. The map f : K −→ Z is said to be C-lower semicontinuous at x ∈ K iff the map −f is C-upper semicontinuous at x ∈ K.

Definition 2.1. Let K ⊆ X be convex. The function f : K → Z is called C-convex on K, iff for all x, y ∈ K and t ∈ [0, 1] one has tf(x) + (1 − t)f(y) − f(tx + (1 − t)y) ∈ C. Note that the function f : K → Z is C-convex, iff for all x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n ∈ K, n ∈ N and λ_i ≥ 0, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, with ∑_n i=1 λ_i = 1, one has n∑ i=1 λ_if(x_i) − f (_n ∑ i=1 λ_ix_i ) ∈ C. We will use the following notations for the open, respectively closed, line segments in X with the endpoints x and y ]x, y[ := { z ∈ X : z = x + t(y − x), t ∈]0, 1[ } , [x, y] := { z ∈ X : z = x + t(y − x), t ∈ [0, 1] } . The line segments ]x, y], respectively [x, y[ are defined similarly.

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 3

3. On some new and old semicontinuity notions

In this section we provide a new closedness type condition, unknown till now in the literature, that is essential in obtaining the existence of a solution for the problem (1.1) and (1.2), respectively. This condition is based on some sequential properties of a bifunction and leads to a notion that we call a-upper semicontinuity. We show that our closedness type condition is weaker than those used in the literature, which results from the fact that a-usc is weaker than C-usc. Further we compare our new semicontinuity notion with those used in the literature. We emphasize here two properties of a-usc: it ensures the closedness of the ”upper”-level sets relative to the ”ordering” ≱, which makes a-usc a key tool in study the solution existence of weak vector equilibrium problem, and is closed under addition which makes a-usc suitable for studying perturbed weak vector equilibrium problems. We also underline that the upper semicontinuities used in the literature, excepting C-usc, fail to have the properties mentioned above.

Remark 3.1. In order to obtain solution existence for the problem (1.2) we need conditions that assure for every y ∈ K the closedness of the sets G(y) = {x ∈ K : g(x, y) ∉ − int C}, that is, for every net (x_α) ⊆ G(y), lim x_α = x one has: g(x, y) ∉ − int C. This is a key tool in order to obtain solution existence of problem (1.2), and in the literature usually is obtained via the C-upper semicontinuity of the mapping x −→ g(x, y). Next we provide a new, much weaker condition.

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let Z be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a nonempty and closed subset of X. Let y ∈ K and consider the mapping g : K × K −→ Z. Assume that one of the following conditions hold.

(a) The mapping x −→ g(x, y) is C-upper semicontinuous on K.

(b) For every x ∈ K and for every net (x_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x there exists a net z_α ⊆ Z, lim z_α = z such that g(x_α, y) − z_α ∈ −C and g(x, y) − z ∈ C. Then, the set G_g(y) = {x ∈ K : g(x, y) ∉ − int C} is closed.

Proof. Let us prove (a). Consider the net (x_α) ⊆ G(y) and let lim x_α = x_0. Assume that x_0 ∉ G(y). Then g(x_0, y) ∈ − int C. According to the assumption the function x −→ g(x, y) is C-upper semicontinuous at x_0, hence for every k ∈ int C there exists U, a neighborhood of x_0, such that g(x, y) ∈ g(x_0, y) + k − int C for all x ∈ U ∩ K. But then, for k = −g(x_0, y) ∈ int C, one obtains that there exits α_0 such that g(x_α, y) ∈ − int C, for α ≥ α_0, which contradicts the fact that (x_α) ⊆ G(y_0). Hence G(y) ⊆ K is closed.

For (b) consider the net (x_α) ⊆ G(y) and let lim x_α = x_0. Assume that x_0 ∉ G(y). Then g(x_0, y) ∈ − int C. But by the assumption there exists a net z_α ⊆ K, lim z_α = z such that g(x_α, y) − z_α ∈ −C and g(x_0, y) − z ∈ C. From the latter relation we get z ∈ − int C, and since − int C is open we have that there exists α_0 such that z_α ∈ − int C for every α ≥ α_0. But then, g(x_α, y) ∈ z_α − C and int C + C = int C leads to g(x_α, y) ∈ − int C for α ≥ α_0, contradiction. □

Remark 3.3. Note that condition (b) is new in the literature, however some similar results are obtained in [23]. In what follows we show that (a) implies (b). Further, by an example we show that (b) is indeed weaker than (a).

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let Z be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a nonempty and closed subset of X. Let y ∈ K and consider the mapping g : K × K −→ Z. Assume that the mapping x −→ g(x, y) is C-upper semicontinuous on K. Then, for every

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 4

x ∈ K and for every net (x_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x there exists a net z_α ⊆ Z, lim z_α = z such that g(x_α, y) − z_α ∈ −C and g(x, y) − z ∈ C. Proof. Let x_0 ∈ K and consider the net (x_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0. We show that there exists a net z_α ⊆ Z, lim z_α = z such that g(x_α, y) − z_α ∈ −C and g(x_0, y) − z ∈ C.

We have that for every neighbourhood of g(x_0, y), say V , there exists U, a neighbourhood of x_0, such that g(x, y) ∈ V − C for all x ∈ U. Obviously on can take V closed, hence there exists a net (s_α) ⊆ V such that lim s_α = g(x_0, y). Since lim x_α = x_0 we have that x_α ∈ U for every α ≥ α_0, hence g(x_α, y) ∈ V − C for every α ≥ α_0. This leads to g(x_α, y) − s_α ∈ −C for every α ≥ α_0. Hence one can take z_α = g(x_α, y) if α < α_0 and z_α = s_α for α ≥ α_0 and the conclusion follows. □

In what follows we provide an example to emphasize that the condition (b) in Lemma 3.2 is in general weaker than condition (a).

Example 3.5. Let C = {(x_1, x_2) ∈ R^2 : x^2_1 ≤ x^2, x_2 ≥ 0}. Obviously C is a closed convex and pointed cone in R^2 with nonempty interior. Consider the bifunction

g : [0, 1] × [0, 1] −→ R^2 , g(x, y) = { (x + y, x) if 0 ≤ x ≤^1_2 , (2x + y, 0) if^1_2 < x ≤ 1.

Then, for every fixed y ∈ [0, 1] the mapping x −→ g(x, y) is continuous, hence it is also C-upper semicontinuous, at every x ∈ [0, 1] \ {^1_2 }. We show that x −→ g(x, y) is not Cupper semicontinuous at the point x =^1_2 for every fixed y ∈ [0, 1]. For this it is enough to show that for all ϵ > 0 there exists (c_1, c_2) ∈ int C and x ∈

]_1 2 − ϵ,^1_2 + ϵ [ such that (c_1, c_2)+g(^1_2 , y)−g(x, y) ∉ int C. Hence, for fixed ϵ > 0 (ϵ < 2) let (c_1, c_2) = (ϵ−1, 1) ∈ int C. Consider x =^1_2 +^ϵ_2 ∈

]_1 2 − ϵ,^1_2 + ϵ [ . Then, (c_1, c_2) + g(^1_2 , y) − g(x, y) = ( −^3_2 ,^3_2 ) ∉ int C. Next, we show that condition (b) in Lemma 3.2 holds for x =^1_2 and every fixed y ∈ [0, 1]. Obviously instead of nets one can consider sequences, hence let (x_n) ⊆ [0, 1], x_n −→ 1 2 , n −→ ∞. We must show, that there exists a sequence (z_n) ⊆ R^2 , lim z_n = z such that g(x_n, y) − z_n ∈ −C and g (_1 2 , y, ) − z ∈ C. Let z_n = (x_n + y, x_n). Then g(x_n, y) − z_n = (0, 0) ∈ −C for every n ∈ N, such that x_n ≤^1_2 and g(x_n, y) − z_n = (x_n, −x_n) ∈ −C for every n ∈ N, such that x_n >^1_2 . Obviously lim z_n = z =

(_1 2 + y,^1_2 ) , hence g

(_1 2 , y ) − z = (0, 0) ∈ C. Assumption (b) in Lemma 3.2 leads to the following definition.

Definition 3.6. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let Z be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a nonempty subset of X. One says that the mapping g : K −→ Z is almost upper semicontinuous (briefly a-usc) at x_0 ∈ K if for every net (x_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0 ∈ K there exists a net z_α ⊆ Z, lim z_α = z such that g(x_α) − z_α ∈ −C and g(x_0) − z ∈ C. Similarly, the mapping g : K −→ Z is almost lower semicontinuous (briefly a-lsc) at x_0 ∈ K if −g is a-usc at x_0. One says that g is a-usc (a-lsc) on K if g is a-usc (a-lsc) at every x ∈ K.

Remark 3.7. Note that Example 3.5 shows that the a-usc property is weaker than usc. In the literature there are several semicontnuity concepts weaker than usc, the most prominent of them are the quasi upper semicontinuity (q-usc) and the order upper semicontinuity (o-usc) (see [16]. We show next that a-usc implies q-usc and in the real valued case, i.e. Z = R and C = R_+ , a-usc, q-usc and o-usc collapse into the well known upper semicontinuity concept of real valued functions.

In our setting these concepts can be defined as follows.

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 5

The map g : K −→ Z is said to be quasi upper semicontinuous (q-usc) at x_0 ∈ K )(see [30]) iff, for each k ∈ Z such that k + g(x_0) ∉ C, there exists a neighborhood U of x_0 such that k + g(x) ∉ C for each x ∈ U ∩ K.

The map g : K −→ Z is said to be order upper semicontinuous (o-usc) at x_0 ∈ K (see [16]) iff, for each net (x_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0 for which there exists a net (z_α) ⊆ Z, lim z_α = 0 such that the net g(x_α) + z_α is non-decreasing, i.e. (g(x_β) + z_β ) − (g(x_α) + z_α) ∈ C, for all β > α, there exists a net (w_α) ⊆ Z, lim w_α = 0 such that g(x_0) − g(x_α) + w_α ∈ C for all α.

Proposition 7 [16] shows that in our setting, that is, the interior of C is nonempty, q-usc implies o-usc (at least in Banach spaces). Hence, so far we know that in our setting g usc at x_0 =⇒ g a-usc at x_0, and g usc at x_0 =⇒ g q-usc at x_0 =⇒ g o-usc at x_0. We show next that the a-usc implies q-usc in a slightly weaker setting than the framework of [16], that is, X is a metric space and C is a closed, convex pointed cone with nonempty interior. Further by an example we show that q-usc and o-usc are indeed weaker than a-usc.

Proposition 3.8. Let (X, d) be a metric space and let Z be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let C ⊆ Z be a closed, convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior. Consider the mapping g : X −→ Z and assume that g is a-usc at x_0 ∈ X. Then, g is q-usc at x_0.

Proof. Assume that g is not q-usc at x_0. Then, there exists k ∈ Z such that k + g(x_0) ∉ C and for every neighbourhood of x_0 say U, there exists x ∈ U such that k + g(x) ∈ C. We show that there exists a sequence (x_n) ⊆ X, x_n −→ x_0 such that k + g(x_n) ∈ C for all n ∈ N. Indeed, let r_1 = 1 and consider U_1 = B(x_0, r_1) a neighbourhood of x_0. Then there exists x_1 ∈ U_1 such that k + g(x_1) ∈ C. Let r_2 < min ( d(x_1, x_0),^1_2 ) and consider U_2 = B(x_0, r_2). Then there exists x_2 ∈ U_2 such that k + g(x_2) ∈ C. By continuing the procedure we obtain the sequence x_1, x_2, ..., x_n ∈ X and the real sequence r_1 > r_2 > ... > r_n, such that r_i < d(x_i, x_0) < r_{i−1} ≤^1_{i−1} , i = 1, 2, ..., n. Since r_n ≤^1_n one has r_n −→ 0, n −→ ∞ which shows that x_n −→ x_0, n −→ ∞.

Now by the a-usc property of g in x_0, we have that there exists a sequence (z_n) ⊆ Z, z_n −→ z such that z_n ∈ g(x_n) + C and g(x_0) ∈ z + C, ∀n ∈ N. Hence, k + z_n ∈ k + g(x_n) + C ⊆ C + C = C and since C is closed, by taking the limit n −→ ∞ we have k + z ∈ C. On the other hand, k + g(x_0) ∈ k + z + C ⊆ C + C = C contradiction. Hence, g is q-usc at x_0 and the proof is complete. □

The next example is inspired by [16] and shows that q-usc and also o-usc is indeed weaker than a-usc.

Example 3.9. Let g : R −→ R^2 defined by g(x) = { ( 1, −^1_{|x|} ) if x ≠ 0, (0, 0) if x = 0.

Consider C = R^2_+

the nonnegative orthant of R^2 which is obviously a closed convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior.

According to [16], g is q-usc (and also o-usc) at x_0 = 0 but not usc at 0. We show that g is not a-usc at x_0 = 0 either. Obviously instead of nets one can consider sequences. Indeed, let x_n −→ 0 and assume that there exists z_n = (u_n, v_n) ∈ R^2 , z_n −→ (u, v) = z ∈ R^2 such that g(x_n) − z_n ∈ −R^2_+ and g(0) − z ∈ R^2_+ . Hence, we have 1 − u_n ≤ 0 and u ≤ 0 where u = lim_{n−→∞} u_n. But this is impossible, which shows that g is not a-usc at x_0 = 0.

Next we introduce another semicontinuity concept which is weaker than a-usc and incomparable with q-usc or o-usc.

Definition 3.10. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let Z be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 6

nonempty subset of X. One says that the mapping g : K −→ Z is w-upper semicontinuous (briefly w-usc) at x_0 ∈ K if there exists the nets (x_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0 ∈ K and z_α ⊆ Z, lim z_α = z such that g(x_α) − z_α ∈ −C and g(x_0) − z ∈ C. Similarly, the mapping g : K −→ Z is w-lower semicontinuous (briefly w-lsc) at x_0 ∈ K if −g is w-usc at x_0. One says that g is w-usc (w-lsc) on K if g is w-usc (w-lsc) at every x ∈ K.

It is obvious that every a-usc map is also w-usc. We have seen by our previous analysis that a-usc implies q-usc. Nevertheless, the w-usc and q-usc properties are incomparable in general, meanwhile in case Z = R w-upper semicontinuity is the weakest among the above presented notions (which all collapse into upper semicontinuity, meanwhile w-usc is a much weaker property). Indeed, Example 3.9 also shows that q-usc or o-usc does not imply wusc. Next, inspired by Example 3.5 we provide a w-upper semicontinuous map which is not q-upper semicontinuous.

Example 3.11. Let g : R −→ R^2 defined by g(x) = { (x, 2x) if x ≤^1_2 , (2x, 2x) if x >^1_2 . Consider C = {(x_1, x_2) ∈ R^2 : x^2_1 ≤ x^2, x_2 ≥ 0}. Obviously C is a closed convex and pointed cone in R^2 with nonempty interior.

For k = (−1, −1) we have k + g

(_1 2 ) = ( −^1_2 , 0 ) ∉ C. On the other hand, for x ∈

]_1 2 , 1 ] one has k + g(x) = (2x − 1, 2x − 1) ∈ C. This shows that in any neighbourhood U of^1_2 there exists points x ∈ U (actually for every x ∈ U, x >^1_2 ) for which k + g(x) ∈ C. Consequently g is not q-usc at^1_2 . Moreover, since int C ≠ ∅, g is not o-usc either at^1_2 .

We show that g is w-usc at^1_2 . Let x_n =^n_{2n+1} −→^1_2 and z_n = (_n 2n+1 , 2n 2n+1 ) −→ (_1 2 , 1 ) = z. Then, g(x_n) − z_n = (0, 0) ∈ −C and g

(_1 2 ) − z = (0, 0) ∈ C. Hence, g is w-usc at x_0 =^1_2 .

Since g is continuous on R \ {x_0} we have that g is actually w-usc on R.

Remark 3.12. Let now Z = R and C = R_+ . According to Corollary 5 [16] in this case the concepts of usc, q-usc and o-usc coincide. We show that a-usc also collapse in this case into the usual usc property. Indeed, let g : X −→ R be a function and assume that g is a-usc at x_0 ∈ X. Then, for every net (x_α) ⊆ X, x_α −→ x_0 there exists a net (z_α) ⊆ R, z_α −→ z ∈ R such that g(x_a) ≤ z_α and g(x_0) ≥ z for all α.

But this shows that g(x_0) ≥ z = lim sup z_α ≥ lim sup g(x_α), for every net x_α −→ x_0, in other words, g is usc at x_0. We cannot use the same arguments if g is w-usc only, since in this case we assume the existence of a single net (x_α) ⊆ X with the properties emphasized above. However, we can say that in case of w-usc at x_0 one has g(x_0) ≥ lim inf_{xα−→x0} g(x), hence this notion may also contain some of the lower semicontinuous functions. Even more, the next example shows that in real-valued case w-usc is weaker than usc.

Example 3.13. Let g : R −→ R defined by g(x) = x, if x < 0, 1 2 , if x = 0, x + 1, if x > 0.

Then, obviously g is

not usc at x_0 = 0, but for the sequence (x_n) ⊆ R, x_n = −^1_n −→ 0 there exists the sequence (z_n) ⊆ R, z_n =^1_n −→ 0 = z, such that f(x_n) ≤ z_n for all n ∈ N and^1_2 = f(x_0) ≥ z = 0.

Remark 3.14. One may ask what is the reason for introducing another semicontinuity notion. The utility of the concept a-usc is emphasized by the fact the sum of two maps with this property has the a-usc property. Indeed, let f, g : K −→ Z be a-usc at x_0 ∈ K. Consider the net (x_α) ⊆ K, x_α −→ z_0. Then there exist the nets (z^1_α), (z^2_α) ⊆ Z, z^1_α −→ z^1, z^2_α −→ z^2

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 7

such that f(x_α) − z^1_α, g(x_α) − z^2_α ∈ −C and f(x_0) − z^1, g(x_0) − z^2 ∈ C. Since C is convex one has (f + g)(x_α) − (z^1_α + z^2_α) ∈ −C and (f + g)(x_0) − (z^1 + z^2) ∈ C. The fact that the a-usc property is closed under addition is very useful when we deal with perturbed problems, where the terms in the sum are usually evaluated separately. In general, neither the sum of two q-usc, nor the sum of two o-usc maps does not remain q-usc or o-usc as is shown in [16]. Moreover, it can easily be realized that the sum of two w-usc maps need not to be w-usc. Nevertheless, w-usc may also become useful in the study of perturbed equilibrium problems as will be emphasized in the next section.

Another utility of the concept of a-usc is that, according to Lemma 3.2, ensures the closedness of the set G(y) = {x ∈ K : g(x, y) ∉ − int C}. None of the q-usc, o-usc or w-usc properties can be used in this setting as the next examples show.

Example 3.15. Consider the mapping g : [−1, 1] × [−1, 1] −→ R^2 defined by g(x, y) = { ( x + y, y −^1_{|x|} ) , if x ≠ 0, (−1 + y, −1 + y), if x = 0.

Consider C = R^2_+ the nonnegative orthant of R^2 which is obviously a closed convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior. Then, the map x −→ g(x, 0) is q-usc (and also o-usc, but not a-usc or w-usc) at x_0 = 0 and the set G(0) = {x ∈ [−1, 1] : g(x, 0) ∉ − int C} is not closed.

Indeed, x −→ g(x, 0) is q-usc at x_0 = 0, since for every k = (k_1, k_2) ∈ R^2 such that k + g(x_0, 0) ∉ C there exists ϵ > 0 such that k_2 −^1_{|x|} < 0 for all x ∈] − ϵ, ϵ[\{0}. If k_2 ≤ 0 one can take ϵ > 0 arbitrary, if k_2 > 0 then one can take ϵ =^1_{k2} . Consequently, for every x ∈] − ϵ, ϵ[ one has that k + g(x_0, 0) ∉ C which shows that x −→ g(x, 0) is q-usc at x_0 = 0.

Further, x −→ g(x, 0) is not a-usc at x_0 = 0. Indeed, assume that for the sequence (x_n) ⊆ [−1, 1], x_n −→ 0 there exists the sequence (z_n) ⊆ R^2 , z_n = (u_n, v_n) −→ (u, v) = z ∈ R^2 such that f(x_n, 0) − z_n ∈ −R^2_+ and g(0, 0) − z ∈ R^2_+ . This leads to x_n − u_n ≤ 0 and −1 − u ≥ 0, impossible. Since we considered an arbitrary sequence (x_n) ⊆ [−1, 1], x_n −→ 0, actually we have shown that g is not w-usc at x_0 = 0.

On the other hand G(0) =]0, 1] which obviously is not closed.

Example 3.16. Let g : R × R −→ R^2 defined by g(x, y) = (−1, y − 1) if x ≤ −1, (0, y − 1) if x ∈ ]−1, 0] , (1, y − 1) if x > 0.

Consider C = R^2_+ . Obviously C is a closed convex and pointed cone in R^2 with nonempty interior.

It is easy to check that the map x −→ g(x, 0) is w-usc on R. On the other hand, G(0) = {x ∈ R : g(x, 0) ∉ − int C} = (−1, ∞) is not closed.

4. Coincidence of solutions

In this section we give some natural conditions that assure the solution set of (1.2) is included in the solution set of (1.1). Hence, we can deduce the solution existence of the perturbed weak vector equilibrium problem from the nonemptyness of the solution set of the dual problem. We also show that our conditions are essential, more precisely if we drop one of them, then there might exist solutions of (1.2) which are not solutions of (1.1).

We start our analysis with the following straightforward result.

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 8

Lemma 4.1. Let Z be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior. Then, a ∈ Z, a ∉ − int C iff there exists b ∈ Z, b ∉ − int C such that a − b ∈ C.

Proof. Assume that a ∉ − int C and let b = a. Then b ∉ − int C and a − b = 0 ∈ C.

Assume now that b ∉ − int C and a − b ∈ C. Then b ∈ a − C and by using the fact that − int C − C = − int C we get a ∉ − int C. □

Let X be a Hausdorff space and let Z be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a nonempty subset of X. Consider the mappings f, g : K × K −→ Z. Next we provide conditions that assure the solution existence of the perturbed weak vector equilibrium problem.

(A_1) There exists x_0 ∈ K such that for every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 there exists the nets (x_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0 and (w_α) ⊆ Z \ − int C such that w_α − f(x_α, y) − g(x_0, y) ∈ −C, for all α, and the map x −→ f(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous at x_0.

(A_2) There exists x_0 ∈ K such that for every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 there exists the nets (y_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = y and (w_α) ⊆ Z \ − int C such that w_α − f(x_0, y_α) − g(x_0, y) ∈ −C, for all α, and the map z −→ f(x_0, z) is a-upper semicontinuous at y.

(A_3) There exists x_0 ∈ K such that for every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 there exists the nets (x_α), (u_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0, lim u_α = x_0 and (w_α) ⊆ Z \ − int C such that w_α − f(x_α, y) − g(u_α, y) ∈ −C, for all α, and the maps x −→ f(x, y) and x −→ g(x, y) are a-upper semicontinuous at x_0.

(A_4) There exists x_0 ∈ K such that for every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 there exist the nets (y_α), (v_α) ⊆ K, lim y_α = y, lim v_α = y and (w_α) ⊆ Z \ − int C such that w_α − f(x_0, y_α) − g(x_0, v_α) ∈ −C, for all α, and the maps z −→ f(x_0, z) and z −→ g(x_0, z) are a-upper semicontinuous at y.

(A_5) There exists x_0 ∈ K such that for every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 there exist the nets (x_α), (y_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0, lim y_α = y and (w_α) ⊆ Z \ − int C such that w_α − f(x_α, y) − g(x_0, y_α) ∈ −C, for all α, and the map x −→ f(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous at x_0, the map z −→ g(x_0, z) is a-upper semicontinuous at y.

Remark 4.2. Note that the role of f and g in (A_1),(A_2)and (A_5) can be interchanged. A main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 4.3. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let Z be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a nonempty subset of X. Consider the mappings f, g : K × K −→ Z. Assume that the one of the conditions (A_1)-(A_5) holds.

Then, f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0.

Proof. We prove for (A_5) only, the other cases can be proved similarly. Let y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 fixed. Since the map x −→ f(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous at x_0 there exists a net u_α ⊆ Z, u_α −→ u, such that f(x_α, y) ∈ −C + u_α and u ∈ −C + f(x_0, y). Hence, by assumption w_α ∉ − int C for all α and

w_α ∈ −C + f(x_α, y) + g(x_0, y_α) ⊆ −C − C + u_α + g(x_0, y_α) = −C + u_α + g(x_0, y_α),

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 9

which shows that u_α + g(x_0, y_α) ∉ − int C for all α.

Since the map z −→ g(x_0, z) is a-upper semicontinuous at y, there exists a net v_α ⊆ Z, v_α −→ v, such that

g(x_0, y_α) ∈ −C + v_α and v ∈ −C + g(x_0, y).

Consequently, u_α +g(x_0, y_α) ∈ −C +v_α +u_α which combined with u_α +g(x_0, y_α) ∉ − int C for all α leads to u_α + v_α ∉ − int C for all α.

Hence, u_α + v_α ∈ Z \ − int C and Z \ − int C is a closed set, therefore by taking the limit we obtain that u + v ∈ Z \ − int C, or, in other words u + v ∉ − int C. On the other hand, u + v ∈ −C + f(x_0, y) − C + g(x_0, y) = −C + (f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y)) which shows that f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C. Since y ≠ x_0 was arbitrary chosen the latter relation holds for every y ∈ K \ {x_0}. □

Remark 4.4. If we assume that f(x_0, x_0) + g(x_0, x_0) ∉ − int C in the hypothesis of Theorem 4.3, then its conclusion holds for every y ∈ K. Note that f(x_0, x_0) + g(x_0, x_0) ∉ − int C if, for instance, f(x_0, x_0) ∈ C and g(x_0, x_0) ∉ − int C. Indeed, assume that f(x_0, x_0) + g(x_0, x_0) ∈ − int C. Then, g(x_0, x_0) ∈ − int C − f(x_0, x_0) ⊆ − int C − C = − int C, which is a contradiction.

In what follows we provide conditions that assure the solution set of problem (1.2) is included in the solution set of the problem (1.1). Assume that x_0 ∈ K is a solution of (1.2), that is g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K. Then the conditions (A_1)-(A_5) become the following.

(B_1) For every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 the map x −→ f(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous at x_0 and there exists the nets (x_α), (z_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0 such that

g(x_0, z_α) − f(x_α, y) − g(x_0, y) ∈ −C, for all α. (4.1)

(B_2) For every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 the map z −→ f(x_0, z) is a-upper semicontinuous at y and there exists the nets (y_α), (z_α) ⊆ K, lim y_α = y such that

g(x_0, z_α) − f(x_0, y_α) − g(x_0, y) ∈ −C, for all α. (4.2)

(B_3) For every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 the maps x −→ f(x, y) and x −→ g(x, y) are a-upper semicontinuous at x_0 and there exists the nets (x_α), (u_α), (z_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0, lim u_α = x_0 such that g(x_0, z_α) − f(x_α, y) − g(u_α, y) ∈ −C, for all α. (4.3) (B_4) For every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 the maps z −→ f(x_0, z) and z −→ g(x_0, z) are a-upper semicontinuous at y and there exist the nets (y_α), (v_α), (z_α) ⊆ K, lim y_α = y, lim v_α = y such that g(x_0, z_α) − f(x_0, y_α) − g(x_0, v_α) ∈ −C, for all α. (4.4) (B_5) For every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 the map x −→ f(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous at x_0, the map z −→ g(x_0, z) is a-upper semicontinuous at y and there exist the nets (x_α), (y_α), (z_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0, lim y_α = y such that

g(x_0, z_α) − f(x_α, y) − g(x_0, y_α) ∈ −C, for all α. (4.5)

(B_6) For every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 the map x −→ g(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous at x_0, the map z −→ f(x_0, z) is a-upper semicontinuous at y and there exist the nets (x_α), (y_α), (z_α) ⊆ K, lim x_α = x_0, lim y_α = y such that

g(x_0, z_α) − f(x_0, y_α) − g(x_α, y) ∈ −C, for all α. (4.6)

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 10

Remark 4.5. Note that we split (A_5) in two conditions (B_5) and (B_6). This is due to the fact that in (A_5) the role of f and g can be interchanged, meanwhile in (B_5) and (B_6) g has the role of perturbation bifunction which furnish the element x_0, therefore the semicontinuity conditions assumed at x_0 and y, respectively, give rise to different conditions. By using Lemma 4.1, the interested reader may easily rewrite (4.1)-(4.6), taking into account that g(x_0, z_α) ∉ − int C for all α. An immediate consequence of Theorem 4.3 is the following. Theorem 4.6. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let Z be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a nonempty subset of X. Consider the mappings f, g : K × K −→ Z. Let x_0 ∈ K such that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C, for all y ∈ K and assume that f(x_0, x_0) ∈ C. Assume further, that one of the statements (B_1)-(B_6) hold. Then f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K. Proof. By taking w_α = g(x_0 z_α) for all α in the hypothesis of Theorem 4.3 we get that f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0.

Remark 4.4 assures that the conclusion also holds for y = x_0. □ Remark 4.7. If one take a particular net, for instance the net x_t = (1 − t)x_0 + ty, t ∈ ]0, 1[ in assumptions (B_1)-(B_6), provided K is a convex subset of the Hausdorff topological vector space X, then Theorem 4.6 gives rise to some particular instances where the a-upper semicontinuity assumption can be weakened. We show this in case (B_1), the other cases are left to the interested reader. In this case, the assumption that the map x −→ f(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous at x_0 for every y ∈ K can be replaced by the following condition: if for some y ∈ K one has f((1 − t)x_0 + ty, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all t ∈]0, 1], then f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C. Moreover, this condition is assured by the hemicontinuity of the mapping x −→ f(x, y) for all y ∈ K. Indeed, in this case lim_{t−→0}(f((1 − t)x_0 + ty, y) + g(x_0, y)) = f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y), hence f((1 − t)x_0 + ty, y) + g(x_0, y) ∈ Z \ − int C implies f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∈ Z \ − int C by taking the limit t −→ 0 and taking into account that the set Z \ − int C is closed.

Consequently the following result holds.

Corollary 4.8. Let X and Z be Hausdorff topological vector spaces, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a nonempty, convex subset of X. Consider the mappings f, g : K × K −→ Z. Let x_0 ∈ K such that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C, for all y ∈ K. Assume that the following statements hold: (i) f(x, x) ∈ C for all x ∈ K, (ii) For every fixed y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 and for every t ∈]0, 1[ there exists z = z(t, y) ∈ K such that g(x_0, z) − f((1 − t)x_0 + ty, y) − g(x_0, y) ∈ −C, (iii) If for some y ∈ K one has f((1 − t)x_0 + ty, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all t ∈]0, 1], then f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C.

Then f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K.

Proof. Let y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 fixed. Obviously, g(x_0, z) ∉ − int C for all z ∈ K. Lemma 4.1 and (ii) assures that

f((1 − t)x_0 + ty, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all t ∈]0, 1[. (4.7) Even more, (4.7) also holds for t = 1, that is f(y, y)) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C. Indeed, assume the contrary that is f(y, y))+g(x_0, y) ∈ − int C. From (i) one has f(y, y) ∈ C hence g(x_0, y) ∈ − int C − f(y, y)) ⊆ − int C, which contradicts the fact that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C.

Hence, for all t ∈]0, 1] one has f((1 − t)x_0 + ty, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C. Now by (iii) we have that f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C.

Since the latter relation holds also for y = x_0 and y was arbitrary chosen the conclusion follows. □

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 11

Remark 4.9. Note that assumption (ii) in the hypothesis of Corollary 4.8 holds, for instance, if for every y ∈ K the function ϕ_y : [0, 1] −→ Z, ϕ_y(t) = g(x_0, (1−t)x_0+ty)−f((1−t)x_0+ty, y) has a maximum at t = 1, i.e.,

ϕ_y(1) − ϕ_y(t) ∈ C, for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Indeed, ϕ_y(1) − ϕ_y(t) = g(x_0, y) − f(y, y) − g(x_0, (1 − t)x_0 + ty) + f((1 − t)x_0 + ty, y) ∈ C is equivalent to g(x_0, (1 − t)x_0 + ty) − f((1 − t)x_0 + ty, y) − g(x_0, y) ∈ −f(y, y) − C ⊆ −C and one can take z = (1 − t)x_0 + ty in (ii).

Remark 4.10. In what follows we show that the assumptions (4.1)-(4.6) in the hypothesis of Theorem 4.6 are essential. We show this in case of (B_1). More precisely, we give an example such that all the assumptions in the hypothesis of Theorem 4.6 (with (B_1)) hold excepting (4.1), and for an x_0 ∈ K one has g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K, but there exists y_0 ∈ K such that f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∈ − int C.

Example 4.11. [see also [24], Example 3.2] Let us consider the real valued functions of one real variable ϕ, ψ : K −→ K, where K = [−1, 1] and ϕ(x) = −2x − 1, if x ∈ [ −1, −^1_2 ] , 2x + 1, if x ∈ ( −^1_2 , 0 ] , −2x + 1, if x ∈ (0, 1] , ψ(x) = { −^2_3 x +^1_3 , if, x ∈ [ −1,^1_2 ] , −2x + 1, if, x ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ] . Consider the bifunctions f, g : K × K −→ R^2 , f(x, y) = (ϕ(y)ψ(x), 0) , and g(x, y) = (−ϕ(x)ψ(x), ϕ(y)ψ(x) − ϕ(x)ψ(x)) . Further, consider C = R^2_+ = {(x_1, x_2) ∈ R^2 : x_1 ≥ 0, x_2 ≥ 0} the nonnegative orthant of R^2 , which is obviously a convex and pointed cone, and int C = {(x_1, x_2) ∈ R^2 : x_1 > 0, x_2 > 0}. Hence, (x, y) ∈ − int C iff x < 0 and y < 0. We consider the problem (1.1) and (1.2) defined by the bifunctions f and g and by the cone C. Obviously the set K = [−1, 1] is convex and even compact, and ϕ(x)ψ(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ K.

We show that x_0 = −^1_2 ∈ K is a solution of the (1.2). Indeed,

g(x_0, y) = (−ϕ(x_0)ψ(x_0), ϕ(y)ψ(x_0) − ϕ(x_0)ψ(x)) = ( 0, 2 3 ϕ(y) ) ∉ − int C, ∀y ∈ K. Further, f(x, x) = (ϕ(x)ψ(x), 0) ∈ C for all x ∈ K.

Since the functions ϕ and ψ are continuous, the map x −→ f(x, y) is C-upper semicontiuous for every fixed y ∈ K, hence, according to Remark 3.3 the map x −→ f(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous for every fixed y ∈ K.

We show that (4.1) in the hypothesis of Theorem 4.6 does not hold for x_0 = −^1_2 . Obviously, instead of nets we can consider sequences. Let (x_n) ⊆ K, lim_{n−→∞} x_n = x_0. Let y =^3_4 and (z_n) ⊆ K. Then,

g(x_0, z_n) − f(x_n, y) − g(x_0, y) = ( 1 2 ψ(x_n), ( ϕ(z_n) + 1 2 ) · 2 3 ) . Since ψ is continuous and ψ(x_0) =^2_3 > 0, there exists some n_0 ∈ N such that ψ(x_n) > 0 for all n ≥ n_0. This shows that ( 1 2 ψ(x_n), ( ϕ(z_n) + 1 2 ) · 2 3 ) ∉ −C, ∀(z_n) ⊆ K, ∀n ≥ n_0, in other words (4.1) fails to hold.

We show that x_0 = −^1_2 ∈ K is not a solution of (1.1). Indeed, for y =^3_4 ∈ K we obtain

f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) = ( − 1 3 , − 1 3 ) ∈ − int C.

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 12

Remark 4.12. The next example shows that the a-upper semicontinuity assumptions in (B_1)- (B_6) in the hypothesis of Theorem 4.6 are essential. We show this in case of (B_1). More precisely, we give an example such that all the assumptions in the hypothesis of Theorem 4.6 (with (B_1)) hold excepting the map x −→ f(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous at x_0 ∈ K for some y ∈ K, and one has g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K, but there exists y_0 ∈ K such that f(x_0, y_0) + g(x_0, y_0) ∈ − int C.

Example 4.13. Consider the mappings f, g : [−1, 1] × [−1, 1] −→ R^2 defined by f(x, y) = { (−1 − x − y, x − y) , if x ∈ [ −1, −^1_2 ] , (x + |y|, −x + y) , if x ∈ ] −^1_2 , 1 ] , and g(x, y) = (−1 − x − |y|, |y|). Consider C = R^2_+ the nonnegative orthant of R^2 which is obviously a closed convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior. Further, the set K = [−1, 1] is convex and compact.

Then, for x_0 = −^1_2 one has g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K and f(x_0, x_0) = (0, 0) ∈ C. Further, for any y ∈ K, y ≠ x_0 fixed and for (x_n) ⊆ K, x_n = −^n_{2n+1} −→ −^1_2 and (z_n) ⊆ K, z_n =^n_{2n+1} , one has g(x_0, z_n) − f(x_n, y) − g(x_0, y) = (0, −y − |y|) ∈ −C.

We show, that for y = 0 the map x −→ f(x, y) is not a-upper semicontinuous at x_0. In other words, we show that for every sequence (w_n) = (w^1_n, w^2_n) ⊆ R^2 , w_n −→ (w^1, w^2) one has f(x_n, 0) − w_n ∈ −C =⇒ f(x_0, 0) − (w^1, w^2) ∉ C.

Indeed, let (w_n) = (w^1_n, w^2_n) ⊆ R^2 , w_n −→ (w^1, w^2) and assume that

f(x_n, 0) − w_n = ( − n 2n + 1 − w^1_n, n 2n + 1 − w^2_n ) ∈ −C. Then w^1 ≥ −^1_2 and w^2 ≥^1_2 .

On the other hand f(x_0, 0) − (w^1, w^2) = ( −^1_2 − w^1, −^1_2 − w^2 ) and since −^1_2 − w^2 ≤ −1 we get that f(x_0, 0) − (w^1, w^2) ∉ C.

Hence, all the assumptions in the hypothesis of Theorem 4.6 (with (B_1)) hold excepting the map x −→ f(x, y) is a-upper semicontinuous at x_0 for y = 0. We show that there exists y_0 ∈ K such that f(x_0, y_0) + g(x_0, y_0) ∈ − int C. Indeed, let y_0 = 0. Then,

f(x_0, y_0) + g(x_0, y_0) = ( −1, − 1 2 ) ∈ − int C. Remark 4.14. Note that Theorem 4.6 is a great theoretical result and assures solution existence of the perturbed problem (1.1) via some very simple conditions imposed on the bifunction f. However, we need a priori to now a solution of (1.2), the weak vector equilibrium problem governed by the perturbation bifunction g. In what follows based on the a-upper semicontinuity notion we obtain the solution existence of problem (1.1) and (1.2). We work in a noncompact setting, hence we need to use a coercivity condition.

Inspired from [22], we will work with a coercivity condition concerning a compact set and its algebraic interior. Let X be a Hausdorff topological vector space, let U, V ⊆ X be convex sets and assume that U ⊆ V . We recall that the algebraic interior of U relative to V is defined as core_V U = {u ∈ U : U∩]u, v] ≠ ∅, ∀v ∈ V } Note that core_V V = V. Our coercivity condition concerning the problem (1.2) becomes:

There exists K_0 ⊆ K nonempty, compact and convex such that for every x ∈ K_0 \core_K K_0 there exists an y_0 ∈ core_K K_0 such that g(x, y_0) ∈ −C.

In the following results we use the coercivity conditions emphasized above and we drop the closedness condition on K which is usually assumed in the equilibrium problems from the literature. Moreover, our conditions are assumed relative to this compact set K_0.

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 13

Another main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 4.15. Let X and Z be Hausdorff topological vector spaces, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a nonempty, convex subset of X. Consider the mappings f, g : K × K −→ Z and assume that the following conditions are fulfilled.

(i) There exists a nonempty compact convex subset K_0 of K with the property that for every x ∈ K_0 \ core_K K_0, there exists an y_0 ∈ core_K K_0 such that g(x, y_0) ∈ −C.

(ii) For all y ∈ K_0, the mapping x −→ g(x, y) is a-usc on K_0, the mapping y −→ g(x, y) is C-convex on K_0 and g(x, x) ∉ − int C for all x ∈ K_0.

Then, there exists x_0 ∈ K such that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K. Moreover, assume that the following conditions hold.

(iii) One of the conditions (B_1)-(B_6) is satisfied and f(x_0, x_0) ∈ C. Then, f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K.

Proof. We show at first that (1.2) has a solution in K_0, that is, there exists x_0 ∈ K_0 such that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K_0.

Assume the contrary, that is, for every x ∈ K_0 there exists y ∈ K_0 such that g(x, y) ∈ − int C. Then, for every y ∈ K_0 consider V_y = {x ∈ K_0 : g(x, y) ∈ − int C}. It is obvious that K_0 ⊆ ∪_{y∈K0} V_y. We show that (V_y)_{y∈K0} is an open cover of K_0. First of all observe that for all y ∈ K_0, one has V_y = K_0 \ G(y), where G(y) is the set {x ∈ K_0 : g(x, y) ∉ − int C}. But, by assumption (ii), for all y ∈ K_0, the mapping x −→ g(x, y) is a-usc on K_0, hence according to Lemma 3.2 G(y) is closed for all y ∈ K_0.

Consequently, (V_y)_{y∈K0} is an open cover of the compact set K_0, in conclusion it contains a finite subcover. In other words, there exists y_1, y_2, ..., y_n ∈ K_0 such that K_0 ⊆ ∪^n_{i=1}V_{yi} . Consider ( p_i ) i=1,n a continuous partition of unity associated to the open cover ( V_{yi} ) i=1,n. Then p_i : K_0 −→ [0, 1] is continuous and supp(p_i) = cl{x ∈ K_0 : p_i(x) ≠ 0} ⊆ V_{yi} for all i ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}, moreover ∑_n i=1 p_i(x) = 1, for all x ∈ K_0.

Consider the mapping φ : co{y_1, y_2, ..., y_n} −→ co{y_1, y_2, ..., y_n}, φ(x) = n∑ i=1 p_i(x)y_i. Obviously φ is continuous, and co{y_1, y_2, ..., y_n} is a compact and convex subset of the finite dimensional space span{y_1, y_2, ..., y_n}. Hence, by the Brouwer fixed point theorem, there exists x_0 ∈ co{y_1, y_2, ..., y_n} such that φ(x_0) = x_0.

Let J = {i ∈ {1, 2, ..., n} : p_i(x_0) > 0}. Obviously J is nonempty, since ∑ i∈J p_i(x_0) = 1, and φ(x_0) = n∑ i=1 p_i(x_0)y_i = ∑ i∈J p_i(x_0)y_i = x_0.

The latter equality shows, that x_0 ∈ co{y_i : i ∈ J}. On the other hand, from p_i(x_0) > 0 for all i ∈ J we obtain that x_0 ∈ ∩_{i∈J} V_{yi} . Since ∩_{i∈J} V_{yi} is open, we obtain that there exists U an open and convex neighbourhood of x_0 such that U ⊆ ∩_{i∈J} V_{yi} . Since co{y_i : i ∈ J} ∩ U ≠ ∅, we have that there exists y_0 = ∑ i∈J λ_iy_i ∈ co{y_i : i ∈ J} ∩ U, where λ_i ≥ 0 for all i ∈ J and ∑ i∈J λ_i = 1. By (ii), in the hypothesis of the theorem, one gets g(y_0, y_0) ∉ − int C. On the other hand, by using the assumption that the map y −→ g(x, y) is C-convex on K_0 we get

g(y_0, y_0) = g(y_0, ∑ i∈J λ_iy_i) ≤ ∑ i∈J λ_ig(y_0, y_i),

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 14

which shows that ∑ i∈J λ_ig(y_0, y_i) − g(y_0, y_0) ∈ C. But, y_0 ∈ U, thus g(y_0, y_i) ∈ − int C, for all i ∈ J. Hence ∑ i∈J λ_ig(y_0, y_i) ∈ − int C, which leads to −g(y_0, y_0) ∈ C − ∑ i∈J λ_ig(y_0, y_i) ⊆ int C,

contradiction. In conclusion there exists x_0 ∈ K_0 such that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K_0.

We show next that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K. First we show, that there exists z_0 ∈ core_K K_0 such that g(x_0, z_0) ∈ −C. Indeed, if x_0 ∈ core_K K_0 then let z_0 = x_0 and the conclusion follows from (i). Assume now, that x_0 ∈ K_0 \ core_K K_0. Then, according to (i), there exists z_0 ∈ core_K K_0 such that g(x_0, z_0) ∈ −C.

Let y ∈ K, y ≠ z_0. Then, since z_0 ∈ core_K K_0, there exists λ ∈]0, 1] such that λz_0 + (1 − λ)y ∈ K_0, consequently g(x_0, λz_0 + (1 − λ)y) ∉ − int C. From (ii) we have

λg(x_0, z_0) + (1 − λ)g(x_0, y) − g(x_0, λz_0 + (1 − λ)y) ∈ C

or, equivalently

(1 − λ)g(x_0, y) − g(x_0, λz_0 + (1 − λ)y) ∈ C − λg(x_0, z_0) ⊆ C.

Assume that g(x_0, y) ∈ − int C. Then,

−g(x_0, λz_0 + (1 − λ)y) ∈ −(1 − λ)g(x_0, y) + C ⊆ int C,

in other words g(x_0, λz_0 + (1 − λ)y) ∈ − int C, contradiction. Hence, g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C, for all y ∈ K.

According to Theorem 4.6, (iii) assures that

f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C, for all y ∈ K. □ Remark 4.16. Observe that we can assume our coercivity condition (i) relative to f + g and then the assumptions in (iii) can be put relative to the set K_0. More precisely the following result holds.

Theorem 4.17. Let X and Z be Hausdorff topological vector spaces, let C ⊆ Z be a convex and pointed cone with nonempty interior and let K be a nonempty, convex subset of X. Consider the mappings f, g : K × K −→ Z and assume that the following conditions are fulfilled.

(i) There exists a nonempty compact convex subset K_0 of K with the property that for every x ∈ K_0 \ core_K K_0, there exists an y_0 ∈ core_K K_0 such that f(x, y_0) + g(x, y_0) ∈ −C. (ii) For all y ∈ K_0, the mapping x −→ g(x, y) is a-usc on K_0, , for all x ∈ K_0, the mapping y −→ g(x, y) is C-convex on K_0 and g(x, x) ∉ − int C for all x ∈ K_0.

Then, there exists x_0 ∈ K such that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K. Moreover, assume that the following conditions hold.

(iii) One of the conditions (B_1)-(B_6) assumed for the restriction of f and g on K_0 × K_0 is satisfied and f(x_0, x_0) ∈ C.

Then, f(x_0, y) + g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K.

Proof. One can show that there exists x_0 ∈ K_0 such that g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K_0 as in the proof of Theorem 4.15.

In virtue of Theorem 4.6, (iii) assures that f(x_0, y)+g(x_0, y) ∉ − int C for all y ∈ K_0. The rest of the proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 4.15, by replacing g with f + g. □

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 15

References

[1] Q.H. Ansari, Vector equilibrium problems and vector variational inequalities. In: Giannessi, F. (ed.)

Vector variational inequalities and vector equilibria, pp. 1-15. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 2000.

[2] Q.H. Ansari, I.V. Konnov, J.C. Yao, Existence of a solution and variational principles for vector equilibrium problems, J. Optim. Theory Appl. 110 (2001) 481-492.

[3] Q.H. Ansari, I.V. Konnov, J.C. Yao, Characterizations of solutions for vector equilibrium problems, J.

Optim. Theory Appl. 113 (2002) 435-447.

[4] Q.H. Ansari, W. Oettli, D. Schläger, A generalization of vectorial equilibria, Mathematical Methods of Operations Research 46 (1997) 147-152.

[5] Q.H. Ansari, W.K. Chan, X.Q. Yang, Weighted Quasi-Variational Inequalities and Constrained Nash Equilibrium Problems, Taiwanese Journal of Mathematics 10 (2006) 361-380.

[6] Q.H. Ansari, Z. Khan, Densely Relative Pseudomonotone Variational Inequalities over Product of Sets, Journal of Nonlinear and Convex Analysis 7 (2006) 179-188.

[7] M. Bianchi, G. Kassay, R. Pini, Existence of equilibria via Ekelands principle, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 305 (2005) 502-512.

[8] M. Bianchi, G. Kassay, R. Pini, Ekelands principle for vector equilibrium problems, Nonlinear Anal. 66 (2007) 1459-1464.

[9] E. Blum, W. Oettli, From optimization and variational inequalities to equilibrium problems, Math.

Stud. 63 (1994) 123-145.

[10] J. Borwein, J. Penot and M. Théra, Conjugate convex operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 102 (1984), 399-414.

[11] M. Durea, On the existence and stability of approximate solutions of perturbed vector equilibrium problems, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 333 (2007) 1165-1179.

[12] K. Fan, A minimax inequality and its application. In: O. Shisha (ed.) Inequalities, Vol. 3, pp. 103-113.

Academic Press, New York, 1972.

[13] K. Fan, A generalization of Tychonoff’s fixed point theorem, Math.Ann. 142 (1961) 305-310. [14] R. Ferrentino, Variational Inequalities and Optimization Problems, Applied Mathematical Sciences 1 (2007) 2327-2343.

[15] C. Finet, L. Quarta, Vector-valued perturbed equilibrium problems, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 343 (2008) 531-545.

[16] C. Finet, L. Quarta, C. Troestler, Vector-valued variational principles, Nonlinear Analysis: Theory, Methods & Applications 52 (2003), 197-218 [17] F. Giannessi (ed.), Vector variational inequalities and vector equilibria, Mathematical theories, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 2000.

[18] X. Gong, Efficiency and Henig efficiency for vector equilibrium problems, J. Optim. Theory Appl. 108 (2001) 139-154.

[19] X. Gong, Strong vector equilibrium problems, Journal of Global Optimization 36 (2006) 339-349. [20] A. Göpfert, H. Riahi, C. Tammer, C. Zălinescu, Variational Methods in Partially Ordered Spaces.

Springer, New York, 2003.

[21] D. Inoan, An existence result for a variational-like inequality, Bulletin of the Australian Mathematical Society, 90(2) (2014) 319-326.

[22] K.R. Kazmi, On vector equilibrium problem, Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. Math. Sci. 110 (2000) 213-223. [23] S. László, A primal-dual approach of weak vector equilibrium problems, https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.06946 [24] S. László, Existence of solutions of inverted variational inequalities, Carpathian J. Math. 28 (2012) 271-278.

[25] S. László, Multivalued variational inequalities and coincidence point results, J. Math Anal Appl. 404 (2013) 105-114.

[26] S. László, Vector Equilibrium Problems on Dense Sets, J. Optim. Theory Appl. 170 (2016) 437-457. [27] D.T. Luc, Existence Results for Densely Pseudomonotone Variational Inequalities. J. Math Anal Appl.

254 (2001) 291-308.

[28] A. Maugeri, F. Raciti, On Existence Theorems for Monotone and Nonmonotone Variational Inequalities, Journal of Convex Analysis 16 (2009) 899-911.

[29] T. Tanaka, Generalized semicontinuity and existence theorems for cone saddle points, Appl. Math.

Optim. 36 (1997) 313-322.

PERTURBED WEAK VECTOR EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 16

[30] M. Théra, Études des fonctions convexes vectorielles semicontinues, Thèse de 3e cycle, Université de Pau, 1978.

Department of Mathematics, Technical University of Cluj-Napoca, Str. Memorandumului nr. 28, 400114 Cluj-Napoca, Romania.

E-mail address: laszlosziszi@yahoo.com