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SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS FOR PARAMETRIC
COMPLETELY GENERALIZED STRONGLY NONLINEAR
MIXED IMPLICIT QUASI-VARIATIONAL INCLUSIONS
INVOLVING (H,n)-MONOTONE MAPPINGS
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Abstract. In this paper, by using a resolvent operator technique of ( H , 11 )-monotone mappings
and the property of a fixed-point set of set-valued contractive mappings, we study the behavior
and sensitivity of the solutions of the parametric completely generalized strongly nonlinear mixed
implicit quasi-variational inclusions in Hilbert space. Our results extend and improve some recent
results in this field.

1. Introduction

It is well known that variational inequality theory and complementarity problem
theory play an important and fundamental role in the study of a wide class of problems
arising in differential equations, mechanics, physics, optimization and control, nonlinear
programming, economics and transportation equilibrium, and engineering sciences. For
this reason, various variational inclusions have been intensively studied in recent years.

Sensitivity analysis of a solution set for variational inequalities have been studied
by many authors. Dafermos [16], Mukhherjee and Berma [17], Noor [18], Yen [19] used
the projection technique to dealt with the sensitivity analysis of solutions for variational
inequalities with single-valued mappings. Robinson [20] used the implicit function
approach with normal mappings studied the sensitivity analysis of solutions for varia-
tional inequalities in finite-dimensional spaces. By using resolvent operator technique,
Adly [21], Noor and Noor [22], Agrawal, Cho and Huang [23], Noor [24] studied the
sensitivity analysis of solutions for the quasi-variational inclusions with single-valued
mappings; Ding [25] studied the behavior and sensitivity analysis of solutions for gen-
eralized nonlinear implicit quasi-variational inclusions; Liu, Debnath, Kang and Ume
[26] studied the behavior and sensitivity analysis of solutions for parametric completely
generalized nonlinear implicit quasi-variational inclusions; Peng and Long [30] studied
the behavior and sensitivity analysis of solutions for parametric completely generalized
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strongly nonlinear implicit quasi-variational inclusions; Ding [31] studied the behav-
ior and sensitivity analysis of solutions for parametric completely generalized mixed
implicit quasi-variational inclusions involving /-maximal monotone mappings.

Inspired and motivated by recent research works in this field, in this paper, by
using implicit resolvent operator technique of (H,1n )-monotone mappings and the
property of fixed-point set of set-valued contractive mappings, we study the behavior
and sensitivity analysis of solutions of a new class of parametric completely generalized
strongly nonlinear mixed implicit quasi-variational inclusions with multi-valued and
single-valued nonlinear mappings in Hilbert space. Our results extend, improve and
unify the corresponding results in [17-31] and the reference therein.

2. Preliminaries and Definitions

Let . be a real Hilbert space with norm and inner product denoted by ||-|| and
(-,-), respectively. Let C(°) denote the families of all nonempty compact subsets
of ##,and D(-,-) denote the Hausdorff metric on C(.7#’) defined by

D(A, B) = max{supd(a, B),supd(A,b)}, VA,B € C(H),
acA beB

where d(a,B) = infpep |la — b||, d(A,b) = infueq ||a — b||. We first recall some
definitions and lemmas later.

DEFINITION 2.1. ([32,33]) Let n: ¢ x # — J and H : /¥ — ¢ be
two single-valued operators and M : .7# — 277 be a set-valued operator. M is said
to be

(i) n-monotone if,

(x—y,n(u,v)) >0,Yu,v € A ,x € Mu,y € Mv.

(ii) (H,n)-monotone if M is n-monotone and (H + AM)(5) = s, for all
A>0.

REMARK 2.1. (1) If n(u,v) = u — v, then the definition of 7-monotonicity is
that of monotonicity and the definition of (H,1)-monotonicity becomes that of H -
monotonicity. It is easy to know that if H = I ( the identity map on 5 ), then the
definition of (I, 1) -monotone operators is that of maximal 1 -monotone operators and
the definition of 7-monotone operators is that of maximal monotone operators. Hence,
the class of (H,n)-monotone operators provides a unifying frameworks for classes of
maximal monotone operators, maximal 1-monotone operators, H -monotone operators.

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise stated, we always suppose that I is a
nonempty open subset of 5 in which the parameter A takes values, N : J# X
HXHXx T — H, W: HxHx T — H, mnij: Hx I —
H and H : H# — H, n: H x H# — I be single-valued mappings and
A,B,C,D,E,F,G,S: s#x T — C(J) are multi-valued mappings, and M : 37 x
H#'x T — 27 is a set-valued mapping such that for each given (z,4) € J#x
I, M(-,z,A) : # — 27¢ is an (H,n)-monotone mapping with (G(5,A)—
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m(H,A)) NdomM(-,z,A) # 0. We consider the following parametric completely
generalized strongly nonlinear mixed implicit quasi-variational inclusion problem (in
short, PCGSNMIQVIP):

For each fixed A € T and w € 42, find x(4) € 7,

a(A) € A(i(x(A), A), A
d(A) € D(x(A), )
g(h) €

such that w € W(n(e(A),A),a(A),A) — N((b(A),A),c(A),d(A),A) + M(g(A) —
m(s(A),A).f (A);A).

Special Cases

Case 1. If j(x,A) = x and S(x,A) = {x} for all (x,A) € #x T, and
N(x,y) = x —y forall x,y € 7, thenforall (z,A) € % T, M(-,z,A) : I —
2% is an H -monotone mapping, and the (PCGSNMIQVIP) (2.1) collapses to the
following parametric completely generalized mixed implicit quasi-variational inclusion
problem:

For each fixed A € T and w € 27, find x(A) € 7,

): b(A) € B(x(A),2), ¢(4) € Cx(4),4),
, e(A) € E(x(A),2), f(A) € F(x(A),4), (2.1)
G(x(A),A), s(A) € S(x(A),4)

a(A) € Ai(x(A),A), 1), b(A) € B(x(), ), c(A) € C(x(A), 1),
(A) € D(x(A), 1), e(X) € E(x(A), 1), (2.2)
) EF(x(A),4), g(A) € G(x(A),4)

suchthat w € W(n(e(A),4),a(A),A)=N(b(A),c(A),d(A),A)+M(g(A)—m(x(A),A),
fA),2).

The problem (2.2) was introduced and studied by Ding [31].

Case 2. If H =1, and for all (x,y,z,A) € S x H x A% ', n(x,A) =x
i(x,A) =x,and N(x,y,z,A) = N(y,z,A), n(x,y) =x —y, then M(-,z,A) : & —
2% is an maximal monotone mapping, and the (PCGSNMIQVIP) (2.1) collapses
to the following parametric completely generalized strongly nonlinear implicit quasi-
variational inclusion problem:

For each fixed A € T and w € 42, find x(4) € S,

suchthat w € W(e(A),a(A),A)—N(c(A),d(A),A)+M(g(A)—m(s(A),A),f(A),A).
The problem (2.3) was introduced and studied by Peng and Long [30].

It follows from [30,31] that problem (3.2) and (3.3) contains many mathematical
models in [17-26] as special cases.
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Now, for each fixed A € T, the solution set of the (PCGSNMIQVIP) (2.1) is
denoted as

S(A) ={x(A) € 52 : Ela()t) e A(i(x(A),A)

In this paper, our main aim is to study the behavior of the solution set S(A), and
the conditions on the mappings A, B, C,D, E, F,G,S,N,W,H, n, m,n,i,j under which
the function S(A) is continuous or Lipschitz continuous with respect to the parameter
AeT.

LEMMA 2.1. ([32]) Let n: H# x A — H be a single-valued operator, H :
H — A be a strictly n-monotone operator and M : A — 27 be an (H,n)-
monotone operator. Then, the operator (H + AM)~" is single-valued.

By Lemma 2.1, we can define the resolvent operator RZ'}L as follows:

DEFINITION 2.2. ([32]) Let n: % x s —  be a single-valued operator,
H : # —  be a strictly n-monotone operator and M : J# — 27 be an
(H, n) -monotone operator. Then the resolvent operator RZ'}1 : 0 — I is defined
by
Ry (x) = (H+ AM) ™" (x),Vx € A

LEMMA 2.2. ([32]) Let m : € x A — S be a single-valued Lipschitz
continuous operator with constant T > 0, H : € — J€ be a strongly 1 -monotone
operator with constant y > 0 and M : 5 — 27 be an (H, n) -monotone operator
Then, the resolvent operator RZ'}1 1 0 — F is Lipschitz continuous with constant

T .
? , L.é.,

H, H, T
IRy5 (%) = Ry s )l < ;Hx =y, Vx,y € .

LEMMA 2.3. Let M : X 7€ — F be a single-valued operator, H : 7 — ¢
be a strictly M -monotone operator. For each fixed A € T', x(A) € I is a solution of
the (PCGSNMIQVIP) (2.1) if and only if there exist a(A) € A(i(x(A),A),A),b(A) €
B(x(A),A), ¢(A) € C(x(A),A), d(A) € D(x(A),4), e(A) € E(x(A),A), f(A) €
F(x(A),A), g(A) € G(x(A),A), s(A) € S(x(A),A), such that the following relation
holds:

g(A) = m(s(A), A) + RIS [H(g(A) — m(s(A), )
— pW(n(e(A), A), a(A),2) + pN((b(A), 2), ¢(A),d(2), 2) + pw],
)

where RZ’&(A),A)@(”) = (H+ pM(,f(X),A))"Yu),Vu € A and p > 0 is a
constant.
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Proof. For each fixed A € T, let x(A be a solution of the (PCGSN-
MIQUIP) (1) with () € AGGAIAIAY 5L € B A o) € CO(D). 1),
d(A) € D(x(A),4), e(A) € E(x(4),4), f(4) € F(x(4),4), g(4) € G(x(4),4),
and s(A) € S(x(A),A) if and only if

)sa(A), &) = N(j(b(A),A), ¢(A), d(A),A) + M(g(A)

) )71)

= pN(j(b(4),2),¢(4),d(A),A) = pW(n(e(R),4),a(A), A) + pw € pM(g(2)
)

A)) +PN((b(A),A), ¢(4),d(A), X)

€ H(g(2) —m(s(A), 1)) + pM(g(2) — m(s(A), 2).f (2), 1)
— H(g(2) — m(s(3), 1)) + pN(i(b(3), A),c(A), d(3), A)
— pW(n(e(A), A), a(i), ) + pw
€ (H + pM(-f (A), 2))[g(2) — m(s(A), A)]
—g(A) —m(s(A),A) = RED [((A) m(s(A), 1))
T+ ONGBA), A),c(A), d(A), A) — pW(n(e(A), A), a(i), ) + pw]
— g(A) = m(s(2),2) + REN [(gm m(s(2), 1))
W (e A0 (A ) + PNGOA),A)oc(A). A1, A) + o]

This completes the proof. [

REMARK 2.2. Lemma 2.1 improves and extends Theorem 3.1 in [31], Lemma 2.1
in [26], Theorem 3.1 in [25], Lemma 2.1 in [24], Lemma 2.1 in [23], Lemma 3.1 in [21],
Lemma 2.1 in [22], Lemma 3.1 in [12], Lemma 2.1 in [27], Lemma 2.1 in [30].

LEMMA 2.4. ([28]) Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and Ty, T, : X —
C(X) be two set-valued contractive mappings with same contractive constant 0 €
(0,1), ie,

D(Ty(x), T;(y)) < 0d(x,y),Vx,y € X,i = 1,2,
Then
D(F(Th),F(T»)) <

5 P D(T,(x), T»(x)),
xeX

where F(Ty) and F(T) are fixed-point sets of T\ and T,, respectively.
DEFINITION 2.3. ([25, 26]) A set-valued mapping E : #x I — C(J7) is
said to be

(i) strongly monotone in the first argument if there exists a constant § > 0 such
that

<S1 _S27x_y> = 5||x—y||2,V(x,y,)t) € A x t%Xl—‘wyl € E(.X,A,),Sz EE(y7A')
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(if) Lipschitz continuous in the first argument if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such
that
D(E(x, 1), E(y,A)) < oflx — y||,V(x,,A) € # x AXT.
(iii) continuous in the first argument if for any x € X and given &€ > 0, there exists
a & >0, such that forany y € X and || x —y ||< 8, we have D(E(x,1),E(y, 1)) <
e,VA eT.

DEFINITION 2.4. ([25, 26]) Let C,D : #'x T' — C(J¢) be two set-valued
mappings and N : € x J x ' x ' — I be single-valued mapping.

(i) N is said to be Lipschitz continuous in the first argument if there exists a
constant L(y,1) > 0 such that

HN(.X,C,d,A) —N(y,c,d,/l)” < L(N,l)||x_yH>
V(x,y,¢,d,A) € H x H x I x A XT.

(ii) N is said to be relaxed Lipschitz continuous in the second argument with
respect to C if there exists a constant s > 0 such that

<N(b,u,d,)t)—N(b,v,d,l),x—y} < —SH.X—yHZ,
V(b,d,x,y,A) € H x H x H x HxT,u e C(x,1),veC(yAr).

(iif) N 1is said to be generalized pseudo-contractive in the third argument with
respect to D if there exists a constant £ > 0 such that

(N(b,c,u,?t)—N(b,c,v,)t),x—y} <tH'x_yH2>
V(b,c,x,y,A) € I x H x H x HXT,u € D(x,A),v € D(y,A).

In a similar way, we can define the Lipschitz continuity of N in the second and
third argument.

ASSUMPTION 2.1. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

IR 2y p ) = Rl 2y p 0| < el = Y[,V (x,yw, A) € S X A X AXT.

3. Main Results

THEOREM 3.1. Let 1 : 3 x H — F be a Lipschitz continuous operator with
constant 6. Let H : 7 — 5 be strongly M -monotone, Lipschitz continuous with
constants Y, Ly, respectively. Let A,B,C,D,E,F,G,S : #x T — C(H) be set-
valued mappings such that A,B,C,D,E,F,G and S are Lipschitz continuous in the
first argument with constants Ly, Lg, Lc, Lp, Lg, Lr, Lg and Lg, respectively,
and G be strongly monotone in the first argument with constant 6 > 0. Let N :
I X H X HXx T — FH be relaxed Lipschitz continuous in the second argument
with respect to C and generalized pseudo-contractive in the third argument with respect
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to D with constants s and t, respectively. N(-,-, -, -) be Lipschitz continuous in the first,
second and third arguments with constants Ly 1), L) and Ly3), respectively. Let
W x A x ' — I be Lipschitz continuous in the first and second arguments with
constants L,y and Lyy), respectively. Let m,n,i,j : 7'x I' — S be Lipschitz
continuous in the first argument with constants Ly, L,, L; and L;, respectively.
Let M : # x #x T — 27 be a set-valued mapping such that for each given
(z,A) € H#x T, M(-,z,A) : H# — 27 is an (H,n)-monotone mapping with
(G A)— m(H,A)) NdomM(-,z,A) # O. Suppose Assumption 2.1 holds and

there exists a constant p > 0 such that

(o2
=4/1-28+L%+L,Ls+ ?(1 + Ly(L + LuLs)) + uLr < 1,

p = LwaLc + Liwvz)Lp > LivyLils + Low)LoLe + Liw2)LaLli = q,

s>1+ T(l_a)+\/(p2—q2) {1—2%(1—51)2}, (3.1)

s—1—H(1-a)
Pl — ¢
Then, for each A € T, we have the following:

(1) the solution set S(A) of the (PCGSNMIQVIP) (2.1) is nonempty;
(2) S(A) is a closed set in € .

Jb=t= 20 -af - ¢ - @)1 - H(1 - )]

p2_q2

o— <

Proof. (1) Define a set-valued mapping K : % x I' — 27 by

K(x, 1) = U [xfg(/l)

a€A(i(x, 1), M) pEB(x,A),cEC(x, M) dED(x,A),e€E(x,A) f EF(x,1.).gEG(x,A),s€S(x, )

+m(s(A),A) + R (H(g()t) — m(s(A),A))

— pW(ne(h). 1).a(A). A) + pNGb(A). A).c(2).d(3).2) + pw)].
V(x,A) € ST

For any (x,A) € A x T, since A(i(x,A),A), B(x,A), C(x,A), D(x,A), E(x,A),

F(x,A), G(x,A), S(x,A) € C(o#), m(-,A) and RZ’(n-f(l),l),p are Lipschitz con-
tinuous, we have K(x,A) € C(s). Now for each fixed A € I', we prove that
K(x,A) is a set-valued contractive mapping. For any (x,A),(y,A) € %" and
any u € K(x,A), there exist a1 € A(i(x,A),A),by € B(x,A),c1 € C(x,A),d €
D(x,A),e1 € E(x,A),f1 € F(x,A),g1 € G(x,A4),s1 € S(x,A) such that

w=x—gi+mlsi,A)+ Ryl ) [H(g —m(si, 1) — pW(n(er, A),ar, A)
+PN(j(b1,4),c1,d1, A) + pw].

Since A(i(y, A),4). B(y,A). C(y,A). D(y,A). E(y, ). F(y,A), G(y,A), S(y,4) €
C(s),sothereexist ay € A(i(y,A),A), b2 € B(y,A),c2 € C(y,A),d» € D(y,A), ez €
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E(y,A),f> € F(y,A),82 € G(y,A),s2 € S(y,A) such that

lar = aa| < D(A(i(x, A), ), A(i(y, 4), 1)),

161 = ba|| < D(B(x, 4), B(y, 1)),

ler = e2ll < D(C(x, 4), C(y, 4)), (3-2)
ldy — da|| < D(D(x, 4),D(y, 1)),

ler = ezl < D(E(x, ), E(y, 1)),

Ify = f2ll < D(F(x, A), F(y, 1)),

lgr = g2ll < D(G(x, 1), G(y, A)),

51 f52\| < D(S(x,24),8(y, 4)).

Let
v=y—gr+mls2,A) + Ry 5 [H(ga—m(s2,4)) — pW(n(e2, A), a2, )
+PN(j(b2, A), c2,d2, A) + pw],
then we have v € K(y,A) . It follows that
e = v = [lx— g1 +m(si, 2) + Ry, ) [H(gi — m(s1, ) — pW(n(er, 1), a1, 1)
+ PN (j(by, A),c1,di, A) + pw]
[y — g mlsa, A) + RED L [H (g2 — m(sz, 1)) — pW(n(es, 2), a2, A)
+ PN(j(b2, A), c2,d2, X) + pw]]|
< lx =g +mlsi, A) = (v — g2 +m(s2,4)) |
R H(gr — m(si,A)) — pW(n(er, A), a1, 2)
PN (b1, A)ser,di, )+ pw] — RED  [H (g, — m(s2, 1))

— pW(n(ez,/l),az,/l) + pN(j(bz,)t),Cz,dz,)L) + DW]H.
(3.3)

From the definition of Rz(’7 FA)p and Assumption 2.1, we have

RN (g1 — m(s1.2)) — pW(n(er, &) ar, A) + PN ((Br, A, c1,di, 2) + pw]
—Ri ) plH(g2=m(52,4))=pW(n(ea, 1), az, A)+pN(j(ba, 1), c2, da, 1) +pw]|
< RED o IH(g1—m(s1,2))~pW(n(er, A), ar, A)+pN(i(bi, 2), c1,dr, A)+o]
—RZ’(H.JCI,A) [H(g2—m(s2,4))—pW(n(e2,A), a2, A)+pN(j(b2, A), c2,do, A)+pw]||
HIRL 1, 2 plH (82=m(s2,2)) =pW (n(e2, A), a2, 2)+pN (b2, A), €2, da, A)+0w)]
RN [H(g2=m(s2,2)) oW (n(es, A), az, A)+pN(i(ba, 1), 2, da, 2)+pw]|
< %HH(gl —m(si,A)) = pW(n(ei, ), a1, A) + pN(j(b1, A), c1,dy, A) + pw
— [H(g2 —m(s2,4)) — pW(n(e2,4),a2,4) + pN(j(b2, 1), c2,d2, ) + pw]]|
+ ullft = 12|l
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< %foy* [H(g1 — m(s1,4)) — H(g2 — m(s2,4))]]]
+ %Hx—y—&-p[N(j(bl,)L),cl,dl,/l) ~ N2, A), 2, da, V]|
+ %pHW(n(ﬂJL)vah/l) = W(n(e2,A), a2, A)[| + pllf1 — f2|l
< (e =+ (g1 = m(s1,2)) — Hga = m(s2, ) )
+ %IIX*y+P[N(/(b1,7L)701,d17/1) = N(j(br,4),c2,dp, M)
+ %HN(j(bl,)t),cz,dz,/l) ~N(j(b2, A), e, do, A)||
+ %pHW(n(ﬂJL)vah/l) = W(n(e2,A), a2, A)|| + pllft = f2|- (34)
From (3.3) and (3.4), we have
=l < =y = (1 = g2)]| + (s, A) = m(sz, )|
+ %(lefy\l + |H(gr — m(s1,4)) — H(g2 — m(s2,4))|])
+ ;—fllx*y+P[N(/(b17/1),617d17/1) = N(j(br,4),c2,dp, M)
+ GTPHN(j(bl,)L),cz,dg,/l) ~ N(i(ba, A), c2, doy A)|

+ 2P\ Wner, 2),a1, ) = Wn(ea, A),az, A + mlify 2.
Y (3.5)

Since G is strongly monotone and Lipschitz continuous in the first argument, we have

I*= I”

[x =yl —2(g1 — g2,x —y) +[lg1 —
< |lx = ylI> = 28]lx — yII> + [D(G(x, 1), G(y, A))?
< |lx = yII> — 28]|x — y|I* + Lg[Ix — yI?

= (1 =28 +L%)|x—y|* (3.6)

[x—y— (g1 — &)

By the Lipschitz continuity of m and S in the first argument and the Lipschitz continuity
of H, we obtain

[m(s1, A) = m(s2, )|l < Llst — s2|| < LuD(S(x, 1), 8(y,A)) < LuLs|lx —y||. (3.7)
And
|H(g1 —m(s1,4)) — H(g2 — m(s2,A))|| < Lullgr — m(s1,A) — [g2 — m(s2, A)]||

|
Lu(llgr - g2||+\|m(51,) m(s2, A)|1) < La(llgr = gall + Lnllsy — s2l])
mD(

Ly(D(G(x, 1), G(y, 1)) + S(x,A),8(y,4))) < Lu(Lg + LuLs).
(3.8)

<
<
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Since C and D are Lipschitz continuous in the first argument, N(-, -, -, ) is Lipschitz
continuous and relaxed Lipschitz continuous with respect to C in the second argument,
and N(-,-,-,-) is Lipschitz continuous and generalized pseudo-contractive with respect
to D in the third argument, we have

Ix =y + pIN(j(b1,A),c1,di, A) = N(j(b1, A), c2,da, A)] ||

= ||x —y||2 +20(N(j(b1,A),c1,d1,A) — N(j(b1,A),c2,d2, L), x — )
+ P?|IN(i(b1, 1), c1,dy, A) — N(j(b1, A), ca,da, M) ||

< e = y|)? + 20(N(j(b1,A),c1,di, A) — N(j(by, A),ca,di, A), x — y)
+20(N(j(b1,A),c2,d1,A) = N(j(b1,A),c2,d2, L), x — )
+ P*(IN(j(b1,A), c1,d1, ) — N(j(b1, A), c2,d1, X))
+ [NGi(b1,A), c2,d1, A) = N(j(b1, A), c2,da, A) )
< e = ylI* = 2ps]lx — yII* + 2pt]lx — y[I* + p*(LvayLe + Livz)Lo)*[lx — y1?
=[1—2p(s — 1) + p*(Lna)Le + Livs)Lp)?]flx — v (3.9)

Since B and j are Lipschitz continuous in the first argument, N(-,-,-,-) is Lipschitz
continuous in the first argument, we have

INGi(b1, 4 ), c2,d2, &) — N(j(ba, A), c2,d2, A)|]
Ly lli(bi, A) = j(ba, A)|| < Ly Lillbr — b2 | (3.10)
< LvyLiD(B(x, 1), B(y,A)) < LivyLiLs|lx — y||.

Since A, E, n, and i are Lipschitz continuous in the first argument, W(-,-,-) is
Lipschitz continuous in the first and second arguments, we have

IW(n(ei,A),a1,A) — W(n(ez, A),az,A)|]
< |Wn(er, A),a1,A) = W(n(ez, A), a1, ) ||
IW(n(ez, A),a1,A) — W(n(ez,A),az,A)||
wylln(er, A) — n(ez, A)

—a|
yLaller — ea|| + LiwayD(A ((x M A),A(i(y, A), 1))

| (3.11)
(W,
W LaD(E(x,A),E(y, A)) + Liwa)LalliCx, A) — i(y, A) ||

)

+
<L
<
<
<

(Wl LnLE”x - yH + L W2 LAL ||x - yH

L
L
L
= (LiwyyLaLg + Liwa)LaLi)||x — y||.

Since F' is Lipschitz continuous in the first argument, we have

If1 = fall < Lellx = yl|. (3.12)
Combining (3.5)—(3.12), we obtain

(o2
lu—v|| <[\/1—28+L%+LyLs + ?(1 + Ly(Lg + LyLs))

c -
+ ?\/1 —2p(s — 1) + p*(Liv2)Le + Lvs)Lp)? + Tp(L(N,l)LjLB
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+ Liwa)LaLe + Liwa)LaLi) + uLr]|lx — y||
= (a+1(p))|lx =yl = Ollx — ¥,

(o2
a=/1—-28+L%+L,Ls+ ?(1 + Ly(Lg + LnLs)) + ULF,

o
?[\/1 —2p(s — 1) + P*(Liv2)Le + Liv)Lp)?

+ p(Lv,LiLs + Liw,1)LaLg + Liw2)LaLi)],

where

1(p)

and 0 =a+1(p).
It follows from condition (3.1) that 6 < 1. Then, we have

Al K(3.2)) = _inf | e v] < 0llx =]

Since u € K(x,A) is arbitrary, we have

sup d(u, K(y,A)) < 0]x —yl|.
uek(x,A)

By using same argument, we can prove

sup d(K(x,A),v) < 0]jx —y|.
veEK(y,A)

By the definition of the Hausdorff metric D on C(#), we obtain that for all (x,y, 1) €
H x #xT, D(K(x,1),K(y,A)) < O|lx —y||. Thatis K(x,A) is a set-valued
contractive mapping which is uniform with respect to A € I'. By a fixed-point
theorem of Nadler [28], for each A € T', K(x,A4) has a fixed point x(A) € 42, ie.,
x(A) € K(x, A) . By the definition of K and Lemma 2.3, x(1) € S(A) is a solution of
the problem (2.1) andso S(A) # @ foreach A € .

(2) Foreach A € T', let {x,} C S(A) and x, — xo as n — oo. Then we have
Xn € K(xy,A) forall n=1,2,--- . By the proof of Conclusion (1), we have

D(K (x,,A),K(x0,A)) < 0]x, — x0]|-
It follows that

d(xo, K (x0,A)) < ||%0 — xo]| + d (x4, K(x0, 1))

<|
< xw = xoll + sup  d(u, K(xo,2))
wEK (¥ )

< [l = xoll + D(K (xn, 4), K (30, 2)) < (1+ 60)|lxs — x| — 0.

as n — 00.
Hence, we have xo € K(xo,4) and xp € S(A). Therefore, S(4) is a closed set in
2. O

REMARK 3.1. Itis easily to know that § < Lg .
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THEOREM 3.2. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1, further assume

(i) For any x € €, A(x,A), B(x,A), C(x,A), D(x,A), E(x,A), F(x,A),
G(x,A), S(x,A), m(x,A), n(x,A), i(x,A), and j(x,A) are Lipschitz continuous(or
continuous) in the second argument with constants £, lg, Uc, lp, g, L, LG, Us, b, Un, Ui,
and {;, respectively;

(i) For any u,v,w,p,q,f,z € €, A — W(u,v,A), A — N(w,p,,q,A),
A— RAH/I(n S p(z) are Lipschitz continuous(or continuous) with Lipschitz constants
Ly, Ly, Lr, respectively.

Then the solution set S(A) of the (PCGSNMIQVIP) (2.1) is a Lipschitz continuous
(or continuous) mapping from I to .

Proof. For any A,A € T, it follows from Theorem 3.1 that S(A) and S(A) are
both nonempty closed subset. By the proof of Theorem 3.1, K(x,A), K(x,A) are both
set-valued contractive mappings with same contractive constant 6 € (0, 1). By Lemma
2.4, we have

D(S(), SR < - L sup DK (r,4), K(x, 7). (3.13)
— Yxen
Taking any u € K(x,A), there exist a(A) € A(i(x,A),A),b(A) € B(x,A),c(A) €
C(x,A),d(A) € D(x,A),e(A) € E(x,A),f(A) € F(x,A),g(A) € G(x,A),s(A) €
S(x, A) such that
= ) 4 mSR),2) 4 R HEO) —mG0),2)
— OW(n(e(A), ), a(A), 1) + pN(i(B(A), A), c(R), d(A), 1) + pw].

It is easy to see that there exist a(z) (
d(A) € D(x, %), e(A) € E(x, ), f

such that
la(2) = a(A)|| < D(A(i(x,4), 4), A(i(x, 4),2)),
16(2) = b()|| < D(B(x, A), B(x, %)),
le(A) = c)Il < D(C(x,4), C(x,2)),
ld(A) — d(X)|| < D(D(x, ), D(x,2)), (3.15)
le(A) — e(A)Il < D(E(x, A), E(x, %)),
If (&) =f )|l < D(F(x, 4), F(x, ),
lg(2) — g()|| < D(G(x,4), G(x, ),
Is(2) = s()Il < D(S(x,4),S(x, ).

Let

v=x = g() +m(s(R). 2) + R o [H(g(R) = m(s(2). 7)) 16)

then v € K(x, ).
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— pW(n(e(A),A),a(A),A) + pN(j(b(4),4),c(A),d(A), A) + pw]
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It follows that
= vl = Il — g(2) + m(s(2), A) + RED o JH(g(2) — m(s(2),4))

<
= == _
= = =
< Mm < M
+ < | + <
1< SR IR S
PN > s = -y
= T xk =
.da %\[nw.da M
< QRIS S
< S >
R < T =
S~ =B v =B
IR R 2 IFgIRIR
o) RS m
IR~ IR R~
R 22 TR 2R
f./NUm\),.nw./NUm\n
5 < X | =
+«Am\h+«Am
—~ = < ,—~ =
_«Av/ﬁM\\_)d_«AvM\,)
PR AR
RS oIk g3
TE®Z T E
PR = > = T
IR IsRE=
R SRz 2
T® T3 T ® 2
/m\_mCW(n\_mC
W)HM W)HM
= K = < K
PMMHPPMM”
=+ + = +
V/ V/

JA),¢(A),d(A), 2) + pw]
);a(A),A) + pN(j(b(A), A), ¢(4),

—m(s(A), 2))l|

), A) + pwl|
)+ CellA = Al

)se(4),d(

*
M+ llm(s(2), 4) —m(s(2), 1)

)+ llm(s(2), 4) —m(s(2), 1)
+ Z||H(g(2) — m(s(2), 2)) = pW(n(e(A), A),a(A), A)

);
), A
f

— pW(n(e(A
+ullF () -

L pH(EA) = m(s(A),A)) — pW(n(e(X), 2),a(X),A)
< [lg(d) — &(

1H(g(2) —m(s(2),4)) — H(g(A

H.n
M(
+ PN (j(b(

Y
+PN(i(b(A), A),¢(A), d(A), A) + pw — [H(g(

+PN(j(b(A),4),¢(A),d(A),A) + pw]

—R

< [lg(A) — &(
+ i
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+ GTPHN(/'(b(/l),l)yc(l)yd(/l),l) = N(i(b(A),2),c(R),d(2), )]

+ulf () =f R + el A = 2|
GLH

< (=) (ls(t) - gl + llm(s(A), 2) — m(s(Z), 2)))
+67p\|W(n(6(7t)7/1),a(7t)7/1)* W(n(e(2),4), a(2),A)]l

+ %HNO’U)(Ml)ﬁ(?t),d(/l)ﬂ) = N(i(b(R),2),c(R),d(A), )|
+ullf (A) —f )] + erllA — 4] (3.17)

By the Lipschitz continuity of G in the second argument, we have

Ig(2) = ()| < D(G(x,2), G(x, 2)) < Lg]|A = All. (3.18)

By the Lipschitz continuity of m in the first and second arguments and the Lipschitz
continuity of S in the second argument, we have

Im(s(2), ) = m(s(A), 2)]|
<|lm(s(2),4) = m(s(A), A)]| + [lm(s(2), ) — m(s(2),2)]|
< Lulls(A) = s + LullA = A1 < LuD(S(x, A), S(x, 2)) + lul| 2 = 2|
S Lylsl|A = Al 4+ nl|A = A|| < (Lls + €n)||A — A
(3.19)
By the Lipschitz continuity of W in the first, second, and third arguments, the Lipschitz

continuity of n and A in the first and second arguments, and the Lipschitz continuity
of E and i in the second argument, we have

[W(n(e(R),4),a(A),A) = W(n(e(A),2),a(d),A)]|
< [W(n(e(r), 4),a(R),A) = W(n(e(R),4),a(2),1)]|
+[W(n(e(Rh), 1), a(A),A) = W(n(e(A),A),a(X),A)|
+ ||W(”(€(I) A),a(A),A) — W(n(e(A), 1), a(d),A)]|
< Loy [n(e(R), A) = n(e(A), 1)l + Lwa la(A) — a(Z)]| + LwllA = X||
< Liwyy (Lnl + Gn) A = A + Liwa) (Lali + Ca)[| A — Al + w]| A — A]]
< [Lowy (Lnle + £n) + Loway(Lali + La) + Ew] A — 2.

(3.20)
By the Lipschitz continuity of N in the first, second, third and fourth arguments, the
Lipschitz continuity of j in the first and second arguments, and the Lipschitz continuity
of B, C,D in the second argument, we have

ING(b(A),4),¢(R),d(A), A) = N(j(b(R), X),c(A),d(A), )|

u (321)
< [L(le)(LJ'fB + fj) + L(N’z)fc + L(N,})KD + KN]HA -2 H
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By the Lipschitz continuity of F in the second argument, we have
If (2) =f )|l < D(F(x,4), F(x, ) < br[| A = A]. (3.22)
In view of (3.17) — (3.22), we obtain that
le — vl < AflA =],

where

L
A= (1 + %) (KG +Lm€5 +€m) + %[L(Wl (L KE +£ ) +L W,2) (LAK +€A) +€W
+ L(le)(LJ'fB + fj) + L(N’z)fc + L(N,})KD + fN] + ulp + lg.

Then, we obtain
sup d(u, K(x, 7)) < AllA — 7.
ueK(x,A)

By using a similar argument as above, we have

sup d(K(x,)L),v) < AHA' _XH

veK(x,1)

It follows that

By Lemma 2.4,
~ — A _
D(S(2),5(A)) < 7—5 14 = Al

This proves that the solution set S(A) of (PCGSNMIQVIP) (2.1) is Lipschitz continu-
ousin A € I'. If, each mapping in Condition (i) and (i) is assumed to be continuous in
A € T, then by similar argument as above, we can show that S(A) is also continuous
in A € T'. This completes the proof. [J

REMARK 3.2. Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 extend, improve and unify the corresponding
results in [16-31].
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