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1. Introduction and Coincidence Results in the Compact Case

For multimaps T, H : X → 2Y, the coincidence problem considers putting conditions
on the spaces X and Y and the maps T and H, so that there exists an x ∈ X with T(x) ∩
H(x) 6= ∅. Coincidence results generate minimax inequalities, which have applications in
game theory and abstract economies (see [1]). For an introduction to coincidence theory
and applications, we refer the reader to the book of Gorniewicz [2]. In this paper, we
established coincidence results between multivalued maps with continuous selections
and maps in the Park and Gorniewicz class in both the compact and coercive cases. Our
arguments presented here to guarantee a coincidence point are based on a fixed-point
theorem in the literature [3]. Using our coincidence theorems, we present a variety of
analytic alternatives [4–6], which then generate some minimax inequalities of the Neumann–
Sion type [5–7]. This paper can be viewed as a companion paper to [8]; in our paper, here,
the maps were in very general classes of maps (namely the maps of Park), and in addition,
we considered a new case, namely the coercive case, which was not discussed in [8]. We
note that in many biological and physical models, asymmetry plays an important role, and
general coincidence point theory enables one to consider symmetry and asymmetry in one
general setting.

Let H be the C̆ech homology functor with compact carriers and coefficients in the field
of rational numbers K from the category of Hausdorff topological spaces and continuous
maps to the category of graded vector spaces and linear maps of degree zero. Thus,
H(X) = {Hq(X)} (here, X is a Hausdorff topological space) is a graded vector space,
Hq(X) being the q-dimensional C̆ech homology group with compact carriers of X. For
a continuous map f : X → X, H( f ) is the induced linear map f? = { f? q} where
f? q : Hq(X) → Hq(X). A space X is acyclic if X is nonempty, Hq(X) = 0 for every q ≥ 1,
and H0(X) ≈ K.

Let X, Y, and Γ be Hausdorff topological spaces. A continuous single-valued map
p : Γ→ X is called a Vietoris map (written p : Γ⇒ X) if the following two conditions
are satisfied:

(i) for each x ∈ X, the set p−1(x) is acyclic;
(ii) p is a perfect map, i.e., p is closed, and for every x ∈ X, the set p−1(x) is nonempty

and compact.
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Let φ : X → Y be a multivalued map (note that, for each x ∈ X , we assume φ(x)
is a nonempty subset of Y). A pair (p, q) of single-valued continuous maps of the form

X
p← Γ

q→ Y is called a selected pair of φ (written (p, q) ⊂ φ) if the following two
conditions hold:
(i) p is a Vietoris map;
(ii) q (p−1(x)) ⊂ φ(x) for any x ∈ X.

Next, we considered the admissible maps of Gorniewicz [2]. An upper semicontinuous
map φ : X → Y with compact values is said to be admissible (and we write φ ∈ Ad(X, Y))
provided there exists a selected pair (p, q) of φ. An example of an admissible map is a
Kakutani map. An upper semicontinuous map φ : X → K(Y) is said to Kakutani (and
we write φ ∈ Kak(X, Y)); here, K(Y) denotes the family of nonempty, convex, compact
subsets of Y.

Let Z and W be subsets of Hausdorff topological vector spaces Y1 and Y2 and G a
multifunction. We say G ∈ DKT(Z, W) [1,9] (due to Ding, Kim, and Tan) if W is convex;
there exists a map S : Z → W with co (S(x)) ⊆ G(x) for x ∈ Z and S(x) 6= ∅ for each
x ∈ Z, and S−1(w) = {z ∈ Z : w ∈ S(z)} is open (in Z) for each w ∈W.

In [8], we established the following coincidence results.

Theorem 1. Let X and Y be subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E with X convex.
Suppose F ∈ Ad(X, Y) is a compact map and G ∈ DKT(Y, X). Then, there exists an x ∈ X with
G−1(x) ∩ F(x) 6= ∅.

Theorem 2. Let X and Y be convex subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E. Suppose
F ∈ DKT(X, Y) is a compact map and G ∈ DKT(Y, X). Then, there exists an x ∈ X with
G−1(x) ∩ F(x) 6= ∅.

In fact, Theorem 1 can be extended to a more general class of maps, namely the PK
maps of Park. Let X and Y be Hausdorff topological spaces. Given a class X of maps,
X (X, Y) denotes the set of maps F : X → 2Y (nonempty subsets of Y) belonging to X
and Xc the set of finite compositions of maps in X . We let:

F (X ) = {Z : Fix F 6= ∅ for all F ∈ X (Z, Z)}

where Fix F denotes the set of fixed points of F.
The class U of maps is defined by the following properties:

(i) U contains the class C of single-valued continuous functions;
(ii) each F ∈ Uc is upper semicontinuous and compact valued;
(iii) Bn ∈ F (Uc) for all n ∈ {1, 2, ....}; here, Bn = {x ∈ Rn : ‖x‖ ≤ 1}.

We say F ∈ PK(X, Y) if for any compact subset K of X there is a G ∈ Uc(K, Y) with
G(x) ⊆ F(x) for each x ∈ K. Recall that PK is closed under compositions.

A nonempty subset C of a topological vector space E is said to be admissible if, for
every compact subset K of C and every neighborhood V of the origin zero of E, there exists
a continuous map h : K → C such that x− h(x) ∈ V for all x ∈ K and h(K) is contained in
a finite-dimensional subspace of E. Recall that every nonempty convex subset of a locally
convex topological vector space is admissible. The following result was established in [3].

Theorem 3. Let X be an admissible convex subset of a Hausdorff topological vector space E. Then,
any compact F ∈ PK(X, X) has a fixed point.

In fact, the result in Theorem 3 can be improved (see [10,11]). We present one such
result below. By a space, we mean a Hausdorff topological space. Let Q be a class of
topological spaces. A space Y is an extension space for Q (written Y ∈ ES(Q) if for all
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X ∈ Q and all K ⊆ X closed in X, any continuous function f0 : K → Y extends to a
continuous function f : X → Y.

Theorem 4. Let X ∈ ES(compact) and Ψ ∈ PK(X, X) be a compact map. Then, there exists an
x ∈ X with x ∈ Ψ(x).

We are now in a position to extend Theorem 1.

Theorem 5. Let X and Y be subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E with X convex.
Suppose F ∈ PK(X, Y) is a compact map and G ∈ DKT(Y, X). Then, there exists an x ∈ X with
G−1(x) ∩ F(x) 6= ∅.

Proof. Let K be a compact subset of Y with F(X) ⊆ K. Since G ∈ DKT(Y, X), then G ∈
DKT(K, X). To establish this first note, there exists a map S : Y → X with co (S(y)) ⊆ G(y)
for y ∈ Y, S(y) 6= ∅ for each y ∈ Y, and S−1(x) is open (in Y) for each x ∈ X. Let S? denote
the restriction of S to K, and note that if x ∈ X, then (note that K ⊆ Y):

(S?)−1(x) = {z ∈ K : x ∈ S?(z)} = {z ∈ K : x ∈ S(z)} = K ∩ {z ∈ Y : x ∈ S(z)}

which is open in K ∩Y = K. Thus, G ∈ DKT(K, X), and from [1,9], there exists a selection
g ∈ C(K, X) (the space of continuous single-valued maps θ : K → X) of G and a finite
subset A of X with g(K) ⊆ co (A). Note that g F ∈ PK(co (A), co (A)) and co (A) is a
compact convex subset in a finite-dimensional subspace of E, so there exists an x ∈ X with
x ∈ g (F(x)).

Theorem 6. Let X and Y be subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E with X convex and Y
paracompact. Suppose G ∈ DKT(Y, X) is a compact map and F ∈ PK(X, Y). In addition, assume
X ∈ ES(compact). Then, there exists an x ∈ X with G−1(x) ∩ F(x) 6= ∅.

Proof. Since Y is paracompact, then from [1,9], there exists a selection g ∈ C(Y, X) of
G. Now, g F ∈ PK(X, X) is a compact map, so Theorem 4 guarantees an x ∈ X with
x ∈ g F(x).

Remark 1. In Theorem 6, if we replace X ∈ ES(compact) with (i) Y ∈ ES(compact) and (ii) F is
upper semicontinuous and compact valued, then the result in Theorem 6 is again true. The proof is
immediate once we note that F g ∈ PK(Y, Y) is a compact map, so Theorem 4 guarantees that there
exists a y ∈ Y with y ∈ F g(y).

Theorem 7. Let X and Y be subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E with X convex and Y
closed. Suppose F ∈ PK(X, Y) is upper semicontinuous and compact valued and G ∈ DKT(Y, X)
is a compact map. Let K be the compact subset of X with G(Y) ⊆ K; let L(K) be the linear
span of K (i.e., the smallest linear subspace of E that contains K); assume F(L(K)) ⊆ L(K) and
Y ∩ L(K) ∈ ES(compact). Then, there exists a y ∈ Y with G(y) ∩ F−1(y) 6= ∅.

Proof. Let K be a compact set with G(Y) ⊆ K, and let L(K) be the linear span of K as
described above. We now show G ∈ DKT(Y ∩ L(K), L(K)). To establish this first note,
since G ∈ DKT(Y, X), there exists a map S : Y → X with co (S(y)) ⊆ G(y) for y ∈ Y,
S(y) 6= ∅ for each y ∈ Y, and S−1(x) = {z ∈ Y : x ∈ S(z)} is open (in Y) for each x ∈ X.
Let S? denote the restriction of S to Y∩ L(K). Note that co (S?(y)) ⊆ G(y) for y ∈ Y∩ L(K),
S?(y) 6= ∅ for each y ∈ Y ∩ L(K), and if x ∈ L(K), then:

(S?)−1(x) = {z ∈ Y ∩ L(K) : x ∈ S?(z)} = {z ∈ Y ∩ L(K) : x ∈ S(z)}
= L(K) ∩ {z ∈ Y : x ∈ S(z)} = L(K) ∩ S−1(y)
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which is open in Y ∩ L(K). Thus, G ∈ DKT(Y ∩ L(K), L(K)). Now, recall that L(K) is
Lindelöf, so paracompact [12], and since Y ∩ L(K) is closed in L(K), then Y ∩ L(K) is
paracompact. Thus, there exists a selection g ∈ C(Y ∩ L(K), L(K)) of G. Notice that since
F(L(K)) ⊆ L(K), F g ∈ PK(Y ∩ L(K), Y ∩ L(K)) is a compact map. Now, Theorem 4
guarantees a y ∈ Y ∩ L(K) with y ∈ F g(y)).

2. Coincidence Results in the Coercive Case

Let Z and W be subsets of Hausdorff topological vector spaces. A multivalued map
Q : Z → W is said to be coercive if there exists a compact subset K of Z and a compact
convex subset C of W such that Q(x)∩C 6= ∅ for x ∈ Z\K. We now also consider a subclass
of the DKT(Z, W) maps (see [5]). Let G be a multifunction, and we say G ∈ Φ?(Z, W) [5]
if W is convex and there exists a map S : Z → W with S(x) ⊆ G(x) for x ∈ Z, S(x) 6= ∅
and has convex values for each x ∈ Z, and S−1(w) is open (in Z) for each w ∈W.

Theorem 8. Let X and Y be subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E with X convex and
F ∈ Ad(X, Y). Let G ∈ Φ?(Y, X), and suppose there exists a coercive map S : Y → X with
S(y) ⊆ G(y) for y ∈ Y, S(y) 6= ∅ and has convex values for each y ∈ Y, and S−1(x) is open (in
Y) for each x ∈ X. Then, there exists an x ∈ X with G−1(x) ∩ F(x) 6= ∅.

Proof. Let K ⊆ Y be compact, C ⊆ X be convex and compact, and S(y) ∩ C 6= ∅ for
y ∈ Y\K. Now, since G ∈ Φ?(Y, X), then G ∈ Φ?(K, X), since with S? denoting the
restriction of S to K, note that if x ∈ X, then (note that K ⊆ Y):

(S?)−1(x) = {z ∈ K : x ∈ S?(z)} = {z ∈ K : x ∈ S(z)} = K ∩ {z ∈ Y : x ∈ S(z)}

which is open in K ∩ Y = K. Thus, G ∈ Φ?(K, X) (with K compact), so from [5,9], there
exists a selection g ∈ C(K, X) of G (in fact, we have (see [5,9]) g(x) ⊆ S(x) ⊆ G(x) for
x ∈ K) and a finite subset B of X with g(K) ⊆ co (B). Let:

C0 = co (co (B) ∪ C)

which is a convex compact [13] (p. 125) subset of X. Note thatF ∈ Ad(C0, Y) is a compact
map. Let G?(y) = G(y) ∩ C0 for y ∈ Y, and we claim G? ∈ Φ?(Y, C0). Let S??(y) =
S(y) ∩ C0 for y ∈ Y. If y ∈ Y\K, then S??(y) = S(y) ∩ C0 6= ∅, since S(y) ∩ C 6= ∅ and
C ⊆ C0, whereas if y ∈ K, then since g(K) ⊆ S(K) and g(K) ⊆ co (B) ⊆ C0, we have
S??(y) = S(y) ∩ C0 6= ∅. Next, if y ∈ Y, then S??(y) = S(y) ∩ C0 ⊆ G(y) ∩ C0 = G?(y).
Finally, note that if x ∈ C0, then:

(S??)−1(x) = {y ∈ Y : x ∈ S??(y)} = {y ∈ Y : x ∈ S(y) ∩ C0} = {y ∈ Y : x ∈ S(y)}

which is open in Y. Thus, G? ∈ Φ?(Y, C0) (in fact, also a compact map). Now, Theorem
1 (with F and G?) guarantees that there exists an x ∈ C0 with F(x) ∩ (G?)−1(x) 6= ∅,
i.e., there exists a y with y ∈ F(x) and y ∈ (G?)−1(x) (i.e., x ∈ G?(y) = G(y) ∩ C0). Thus,
G−1(x) ∩ F(x) 6= ∅.

Corollary 1. Let X be a convex subset of a Hausdorff topological vector space E. Let G ∈
Φ?(X, X), and suppose there exists a coercive map S : X → X with S(y) ⊆ G(y) for y ∈ X,
S(y) 6= ∅ and has convex values for each y ∈ X, and S−1(x) is open (in X) for each x ∈ X. Then,
there exists an x ∈ X with x ∈ G−1(x).

We next replace Ad maps in Theorem 8 with the PK maps with an extra assumption.

Theorem 9. Let X and Y be subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E with X convex,
F ∈ PK(X, Y), and F is upper semicontinuous with compact values. Let G ∈ Φ?(Y, X), and
suppose there exists a coercive map S : Y → X with S(y) ⊆ G(y) for y ∈ Y, S(y) 6= ∅ for
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each y ∈ Y, and S−1(x) is open (in Y) for each x ∈ X. Then, there exists an x ∈ X with
G−1(x) ∩ F(x) 6= ∅.

Proof. Let K, C, g, C0 and G? be as in Theorem 8. Furthermore, note that since C0 is
compact and F is upper semicontinuous with compact values, F ∈ PK(C0, Y) is a compact
map. The argument in Theorem 8 guarantees that G? ∈ Φ?(Y, C0). Now, apply Theorem 5
(with F and G?).

Remark 2. Note that G? ∈ Φ?(Y, C0) in Theorem 9 is a compact map, so we could remove the
assumption that F is upper semicontinuous with compact values in the statement of Theorem 9 and
use Theorem 6 instead of Theorem 5 in the proof, provided extra assumptions are added.

Theorem 10. Let X and Y be convex subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E with
F ∈ DKT(X, Y). Let G ∈ Φ?(Y, X), and suppose there exists a coercive map S : Y → X with
S(y) ⊆ G(y) for y ∈ Y, S(y) 6= ∅ and has convex values for each y ∈ Y, and S−1(x) is open (in
Y) for each x ∈ X. Then, there exists an x ∈ X with G−1(x) ∩ F(x) 6= ∅.

Proof. Let K, C, g, C0, and G? be as in Theorem 8. The argument in Theorem 8 guarantees
that G? ∈ Φ?(Y, C0) is a compact map. Next, we show F ∈ DKT(C0, Y). To see this, note
that there exists a map M : X → Y with co (M(x)) ⊆ F(x) for x ∈ X, M(x) 6= ∅ for each
x ∈ X, and M−1(y) is open (in X) for each y ∈ Y. Let M? denote the restriction of S to C0,
and note that if y ∈ Y, then (note that C0 ⊆ X):

(M?)−1(y) = {z ∈ C0 : y ∈ M?(z)} = {z ∈ C0 : y ∈ M(z)} = C0 ∩ {z ∈ X : y ∈ M(z)}

which is open in C0 ∩ X = C0. Thus, F ∈ DKT(C0, Y). Now, Theorem 2 (with G?, the
compact map, and F) guarantees that there exists a y ∈ Y with F−1(y) ∩ G?(y) 6= ∅, so
there exists an x with x ∈ F−1(y) (i.e., y ∈ F(x)) and x ∈ G?(y) = G(y)∩C0 (i.e., x ∈ G(y),
so y ∈ G−1(x)). Thus, G−1(x) ∩ F(x) 6= ∅.

Next, we present some new analytic alternatives from our coincidence results (these
analytic alternatives then generate some minimax inequalities). A coincidence theorem
produces an analytic alternative, and in this paper, to illustrate the strategy involved, we
generate analytic alternatives off Theorem 2, Corollary 1, and Theorems 9 and 10.

Theorem 11. Let X and Y be convex subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E. Let
f , t, s, g : X × Y → R with g(x, y) ≤ s(x, y) ≤ t(x, y) ≤ f (x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ X × Y. Fix
λ ∈ R, and let:

F(x) = {y ∈ Y : f (x, y) < λ}, M(x) = {y ∈ Y : t(x, y) < λ} for x ∈ X

and:

G(y) = {x ∈ X : g(x, y) > λ}, H(y) = {x ∈ X : s(x, y) > λ} for y ∈ Y.

Assume co (F(x)) ⊆ M(x) for each x ∈ X, F−1(y) is open (in X) for each y ∈ Y, and
M : X → Y is a compact map. Furthermore, suppose co(G(y)) ⊆ H(y) for each y ∈ Y and
G−1(x) is open (in Y) for each x ∈ X. Then, at least one of the following is true:

(1) There exists x0 ∈ X with f (x0, y) ≥ λ for all y ∈ Y;
(2) There exists y0 ∈ Y with g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X.

Proof. Note that F(x) 6= ∅ for every x ∈ X holds or does not hold. Similarly, G(y) 6= ∅
for every y ∈ Y holds or does not hold.

Consider first the case when F(x) 6= ∅ for every x ∈ X and G(y) 6= ∅ for every
y ∈ Y. Then (note that F is a selection of M and G is a selection of H), M ∈ DKT(X, Y)
(is a compact map) and H ∈ DKT(Y, X). Now, Theorem 2 (with M and H) guarantees an
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x0 ∈ X with H−1(x0) ∩M(x0) 6= ∅. Let y0 ∈ H−1(x0) ∩M(x0), then, since y0 ∈ M(x0),
we have t(x0, y0) < λ, and since y0 ∈ H−1(x0), we have s(x0, y0) > λ. Thus, t(x0, y0) <
λ < s(x0, y0), a contradiction.

Consider next the case when F(x) 6= ∅ for every x ∈ X does not hold. Then, there
exists an x0 ∈ X with F(x0) = ∅, i.e., f (x0, y) ≥ λ for all y ∈ Y.

Finally, consider the case when G(y) 6= ∅ for every y ∈ Y does not hold. Then, there
exists y0 ∈ Y with G(y0) = ∅, i.e., g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X.

Theorem 12. Let X and Y be convex subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E. Let
f , t, s, g : X × Y → R with g(x, y) ≤ s(x, y) ≤ t(x, y) ≤ f (x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ X × Y. Fix
λ ∈ R, and let:

F(x) = {y ∈ Y : f (x, y) < λ}, M(x) = {y ∈ Y : t(x, y) < λ} for x ∈ X

and:

G(y) = {x ∈ X : g(x, y) > λ}, H(y) = {x ∈ X : s(x, y) > λ} for y ∈ Y.

Assume co (F(x)) ⊆ M(x) for each x ∈ X and F−1(y) is open (in X) for each y ∈ Y.
Suppose there is a K ⊆ Y compact and C ⊆ X convex and compact with G(y) ∩ C 6= ∅ for
y ∈ Y\K. Assume G−1(x) is open (in Y) for each x ∈ X and G(y) is convex-valued for each
y ∈ Y. Then, at least one of the following is true:

(1) There exists x0 ∈ X with f (x0, y) ≥ λ for all y ∈ Y;
(2) There exists y0 ∈ K with g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X.

Proof. Note that F(x) 6= ∅ for every x ∈ X holds or does not hold. Similarly, G(y) 6= ∅
for every y ∈ K holds or does not hold.

Consider first the case when F(x) 6= ∅ for every x ∈ X and G(y) 6= ∅ for every y ∈ K.
Then, M ∈ DKT(X, Y) (note that F is a selection of M) and H ∈ Φ?(Y, X) (note that the
coercive map G : Y → X is a selection of H). Now, Theorem 10 (with M and H) guarantees
an x0 ∈ X with H−1(x0) ∩M(x0) 6= ∅. Let y0 ∈ H−1(x0) ∩M(x0), and as in Theorem 11,
we have t(x0, y0) < λ < s(x0, y0), a contradiction.

Consider next the case when F(x) 6= ∅ for every x ∈ X does not hold. Then, there
exists an x0 ∈ X with F(x0) = ∅, i.e., f (x0, y) ≥ λ for all y ∈ Y.

Finally, consider the case when G(y) 6= ∅ for every y ∈ K does not hold. Then, there
exists y0 ∈ K with G(y0) = ∅, i.e., g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X.

Theorem 13. Let X be a convex subset of a Hausdorff topological vector space E. Let f , g :
X× X → R with g(x, y) ≤ f (x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ X× X. Fix λ ∈ R, and let:

F(y) = {x ∈ X : f (x, y) > λ} and G(y) = {x ∈ X : g(x, y) > λ} for y ∈ X.

Assume there is a K ⊆ X compact and C ⊆ X convex and compact with G(y) ∩ C 6= ∅ for
y ∈ X\K. Suppose G−1(x) is open (in X) for each x ∈ X and G(y) is convex-valued for each
y ∈ X. Then, either:

(1) There exists y0 ∈ X with f (y0, y0) > λ;
or

(2) There exists y0 ∈ K with g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X.
occurs.

Proof. Note G(y) 6= ∅ for every y ∈ K holds or does not hold.
Consider first the case when G(y) 6= ∅ for every y ∈ K. Then, F ∈ Φ?(X, X) (note

that the coercive map G : X → X is a selection of F), so Corollary 1 guarantees a y0 ∈ X
with y0 ∈ F(y0), i.e., f (y0, y0) > λ.
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Finally, consider the case when G(y) 6= ∅ for every y ∈ K does not hold. Then, there
exists y0 ∈ K with G(y0) = ∅, i.e., g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X.

Finally, we use Theorem 9 to generate the following analytic alternative. Note one
could also generate analytic alternatives from Theorems 5–7; we leave the obvious details
to the reader.

Theorem 14. Let X and Y be subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E with X convex.
Let s, g : X×Y → R with g(x, y) ≤ s(x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ X×Y. Fix λ ∈ R, and let:

G(y) = {x ∈ X : g(x, y) > λ} and H(y) = {x ∈ X : s(x, y) > λ} for y ∈ Y.

Suppose F ∈ PK(X, Y) and F is upper semicontinuous with compact values. Assume there is a
K ⊆ Y compact and C ⊆ X convex and compact with G(y) ∩ C 6= ∅ for y ∈ Y\K. Assume
G−1(x) is open (in Y) for each x ∈ X and G(y) is convex-valued for each y ∈ Y. Then, either:

(1) There exists x0 ∈ X and y0 ∈ F(x0) with s(x0, y0) > λ;
or

(2) There exists y0 ∈ K with g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X.
occurs.

Proof. Note that G(y) 6= ∅ for every y ∈ K holds or does not hold.
Consider first the case when G(y) 6= ∅ for every y ∈ K. Then, H ∈ Φ?(Y, X) (note

that the coercive map G : Y → X is a selection of H), so Theorem 9 guarantees that there
exists x0 ∈ X with H−1(x0)∩ F(x0) 6= ∅. Let y0 ∈ H−1(x0)∩ F(x0). Then, y0 ∈ F(x0), and
since, y0 ∈ H−1(x0), we have s(x0, y0) > λ.

Finally, consider the case when G(y) 6= ∅ for every y ∈ K does not hold. Then, there
exists y0 ∈ K with G(y0) = ∅ i.e., g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X.

We now use Theorems 11 and 12 to generate minimax inequalities of the Neumann–
Sion type.

Theorem 15. Let X and Y be convex subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E. Let
f , t, s, g : X × Y → R with g(x, y) ≤ s(x, y) ≤ t(x, y) ≤ f (x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ X × Y. For
each λ ∈ R, let:

Fλ(x) = {y ∈ Y : f (x, y) < λ}, Mλ(x) = {y ∈ Y : t(x, y) < λ} for x ∈ X

and:

Gλ(y) = {x ∈ X : g(x, y) > λ}, Hλ(y) = {x ∈ X : s(x, y) > λ} for y ∈ Y.

Assume co (Fλ(x)) ⊆ Mλ(x) for each x ∈ X, F−1
λ (y) is open (in X) for each y ∈ Y, and

Mλ : X → Y is a compact map. Furthermore, suppose co(Gλ(y)) ⊆ Hλ(y) for each y ∈ Y and
G−1

λ (x) is open (in Y) for each x ∈ X. Then:

α ≡ inf
y∈Y

sup
x∈X

g(x, y) ≤ sup
x∈X

inf
y∈Y

f (x, y) ≡ β.

Proof. Let β < ∞ and α > −∞ (otherwise, we are finished). Suppose β < α. Then, there
exists a λ with:

(2.1) β < λ < α.

We now apply Theorem 11. If there exists a y0 ∈ Y with g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X, then
α = infy∈Y supx∈X g(x, y) ≤ λ, and this contradicts (2.1). If there exists an x0 ∈ X with
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f (x0, y) ≥ λ for all y ∈ Y, then β = supx∈X infy∈Y f (x, y) ≥ λ, and this contradicts (2.1).
As a result, we have α ≤ β.

Theorem 16. Let X and Y be convex subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E. Let
f , t, s, g : X × Y → R with g(x, y) ≤ s(x, y) ≤ t(x, y) ≤ f (x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ X × Y. For
each λ ∈ R, let:

Fλ(x) = {y ∈ Y : f (x, y) < λ}, Mλ(x) = {y ∈ Y : t(x, y) < λ} for x ∈ X

and:

Gλ(y) = {x ∈ X : g(x, y) > λ}, Hλ(y) = {x ∈ X : s(x, y) > λ} for y ∈ Y.

Assume co (Fλ(x)) ⊆ Mλ(x) for each x ∈ X and F−1
λ (y) is open (in X) for each y ∈ Y.

Suppose there is a Kλ ⊆ Y compact and Cλ ⊆ X convex and compact with Gλ(y) ∩ Cλ 6= ∅ for
y ∈ Y\Kλ. Assume G−1

λ (x) is open (in Y) for each x ∈ X and Gλ(y) is convex-valued for each
y ∈ Y. Then:

α ≡ inf
y∈Y

sup
x∈X

g(x, y) ≤ sup
x∈X

inf
y∈Y

f (x, y) ≡ β.

Proof. Let β < ∞ and α > −∞ (otherwise, we are finished). Suppose β < α. Then, there ex-
ists a λ with β < λ < α. We now apply Theorem 12. If there exists an x0 ∈ X with f (x0, y) ≥
λ for all y ∈ Y, then infy∈Y f (x0, y) ≥ λ, so β = supx∈X infy∈Y f (x, y) ≥ λ, a contradiction.
If there exists a y0 ∈ Kλ with g(x, y0) ≤ λ for all x ∈ X, then supx∈X g(x, y0) ≤ λ, so
α = infy∈Y supx∈X g(x, y) ≤ λ, a contradiction. Thus, (see Theorem 12) α ≤ β.

We now use Theorem 14 to generate a minimax inequality.

Theorem 17. Let X and Y be subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector space E with X convex. Let
s, g : X×Y → R with g(x, y) ≤ s(x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ X×Y. For each λ ∈ R, let:

Gλ(y) = {x ∈ X : g(x, y) > λ} and Hλ(y) = {x ∈ X : s(x, y) > λ} for y ∈ Y.

Suppose F ∈ PK(X, Y) and F is upper semicontinuous with compact values. Assume there
is a Kλ ⊆ Y compact and Cλ ⊆ X convex and compact with Gλ(y) ∩ Cλ 6= ∅ for y ∈ Y\Kλ.
Assume G−1

λ (x) is open (in Y) for each x ∈ X and Gλ(y) is convex-valued for each y ∈ Y. Then:

inf
y∈Y

sup
x∈X

g(x, y) ≤ sup{s(x, y) : x ∈ X, y ∈ Y, y ∈ F(x)} ≡ γ.

Proof. Let γ < ∞ (otherwise, we are finished). We now apply Theorem 14 with λ = γ.
Note that from the definition of γ, (1) in Theorem 14 (with λ = γ) cannot occur. Thus,
there exists y0 ∈ Kγ with g(x, y0) ≤ γ for all x ∈ X, so supx∈X g(x, y0) ≤ γ. Thus,
infy∈Y supx∈X g(x, y) ≤ γ.

Remark 3. In the statement of Theorem 17, one could replace “For each λ ∈ R, let” with “For
λ = γ, let”.

3. Conclusions

In this paper, we presented coincidence results for multivalued maps for the compact
and coercive cases. Our coincidence theory produced analytic alternatives, which generated
minimax inequalities.
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