arXiv:1909.12484v2 [math.GN] 29 Mar 2023

MENGER CONVEXITY AND HAUSDORFF METRIC

AJIT KUMAR GUPTA^{1˚} AND SAIKAT MUKHERJEE^2

Abstract. Shimizu and Takahashi have shown that every decreasing sequence of nonempty, bounded, closed, convex subsets of a complete, uniformly Takahashi convex metric space has nonempty intersection. It is well known that the Menger convexity is a generalization of the Takahashi convexity. In this article, we acquire a nonempty intersection property, in terms of the Hausdorff metric, for Menger convex metric spaces, that also provides a class of reflexive Menger convex spaces. We apply this result to discuss the fixed point results for generalized hybrid mappings defined on Menger convex spaces.

1. Introduction

The concept of convex structure on a space is not limited only to a vector space but the researchers have extended it to the metric spaces, even to the topological spaces, in recent years. In 1970, Takahashi (see [16]) introduced a convex structure on a metric space, that we call here Takahashi convex structure and is a generalization of the convex structure in the normed spaces. Earlier to it, in 1928, Menger (see [12]) proposed a concept of convexity in metric spaces, which is known as Menger convexity and is a generalization of the Takahashi’s convex structure. The metrically convex structure is a generalization of the Menger’s convex structure.

In 1997, Taskovic (see [17, 9, 18]) introduced a convex structure on the topological spaces, which is known as general convex structure and is a generalization of the Takahashi’s convexity.

Several remarkable nonempty intersection properties for the metric spaces with some convex structure have been discovered by the researchers. Klee’s Theorem (see [10]) says that every infinite dimensional normed space has a decreasing sequence of unbounded but linearly bounded, closed, convex subsets with nonempty intersection. Smulian’s theorem (see [2]) characterizes the reflexivity of normed spaces. According to it, a normed space X is reflexive if and only if every decreasing sequence of nonempty, closed, bounded, convex subsets of X has nonempty intersection. Further, in a more general convex structure i.e. in Takahashi convex metric spaces, Shimizu and Takahashi (see [14]) have found that, every decreasing sequence of nonempty,

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 52A05, 47H10, 47H09.

Key words and phrases. Menger convex metric space, Takahashi’s W ´ convex metric space, Hausdorff metric, nested sequence, fixed point, (α, β)-generalized hybrid mapping.

*Corresponding author. 1

bounded, closed, convex subsets of a complete, uniformly Takahashi convex metric space has nonempty intersection.

However, no researchers have studied the nonempty intersection properties for Menger convex structure which is more general than Takahashi convex structure. In this chapter, we obtain nonempty intersection properties for Menger convex metric spaces, which also imply that the Menger convex metric spaces with a certain property are reflexive. Using the obtained results, we derive fixed point results for pα, βq´generalized hybrid mapping on a Menger convex metric space.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. Given a metric space pX, dq, a mapping W : X^2 ^ r0, 1s Ñ X is said to be a Takahashi convex structure on X if, @ x, y, u P X and t P r0, 1s, we have dpu, W px, y, tqq ď tdpu, xq ` p1 ´ tqdpu, yq. The space X together with a convex structure W is called a Takahashi convex metric space.

Normed spaces and CAT(0) spaces (see [3], [4], [5]) are Takahashi convex metric spaces.

Definition 2.2. A Takahashi convex metric space X is said to be uniformly convex ([14]) if, for each ϵ ą 0 there is a δpϵq ą 0 such that for c ą 0, x, y, z P X with dpz, xq ď c, dpz, yq ď c and dpx, yq ě cϵ, we have dpz, W px, y, 1{2qq ď cp1 ´ δq.

Definition 2.3. A metric space pX, dq is said to be Menger convex ([1, 12]) if for each x, y P X and each 0 ă r ă dpx, yq, the set Brx, rsXBry, dpx, yq´rs ‰ H. Using Lemma 4.7 in [7], one can replace the set Brx, rs X Bry, dpx, yq ´ rs with the set Srx, rsXSry, dpx, yq´rs in the above definition, where Srx, rs “ ty P X : dpx, yq “ ru.

Takahashi convex metric spaces are Menger convex. A Menger convex metric space need not be connected, as discussed in [8]. However, a complete Menger convex metric space is connected.

Definition 2.4. A subset A in Menger convex metric space is said to be convex if, @x, y P A and 0 ă r ă dpx, yq, the set Brx, rs X Bry, dpx, yq ´ rs Ă A. If for some x, y in a Menger convex metric space and for some t P p0, 1q, the set Brx, tdpx, yqs X Bry, p1 ´ tqdpx, yqs is singleton, then we denote this set by mpx, y, tq. Definition 2.5. A Menger convex metric space X is said to have the property pAq, if for each x, y P X and 0 ă t ă 1, the set mpx, y, tq exists.

A closed ball in a Menger convex metric space is convex, if the space has the property pAq. There are some Takahashi convex metric spaces which don’t have the property pAq, for example, the normed spaces pl_1, } ¨ }_1q and pl_8, } ¨ }_8q do not have the property pAq (see the examples 3.6 and 3.7); and in these normed spaces, when treated as Menger convex metric spaces, the closed ball Br0, 1s is not convex.

Definition 2.6. A Menger convex metric space X is said to satisfy the property pBq (see [1]) if, @ x, y, z P X, t P p0, 1q, we have dpmpx, y, tq, mpz, y, tqq ď tdpx, zq. Definition 2.7. A Menger convex metric space pX, dq with the property pAq is said to be uniformly convex ([1]) if for each ϵ ą 0 there exists a δpϵq ą 0 such that @ r ą 0 and @ x, y, z P X with dpz, xq ď r, dpz, yq ď r and dpx, yq ě rϵ, we have dpz, mpx, y,^1_2 qq ď p1 ´ δqr.

Definition 2.8. A metric space X is said to be metrically convex if for any two distinct points x, y P X there is a z P Xztx, yu such that dpx, yq “ dpx, zq ` dpz, yq. Clearly, a Menger convex metric space is necessarily metrically convex.

The space of rationals Q is metrically convex but not Menger convex.

Theorem 2.9. A complete metrically convex metric space is a connected space.

Definition 2.10. A metric space X with a convex structure is said to be reflexive ([6]) if each decreasing sequence of nonempty closed bounded convex subsets of X has nonempty intersection.

A simple example of reflexive metric space is a reflexive Banach space. Other examples include complete CAT(0) spaces, and complete uniformly Takahashi convex metric spaces (see [14]). In the next section, we will have another example of reflexive spaces, with Menger convex structure.

3. Takahashi Convexity

In this section we explore Takahashi convexity in the perspective of Menger convexity.

Theorem 3.1. Uniformly Takahashi convex metric spaces have the property pAq.

Proof. Consider a pair of distinct points x, y in a uniformly Takahashi convex metric space X. If possible, suppose, for some t P p0, 1q, z_1, z_2 P Srx, tdpx, yqs X Sry, p1 ´ tqdpx, yqs are two distinct points. Then, we can choose an ϵ such that

0 ă ϵ ă min " dpz_1, z_2q tdpx, yq , dpz_1, z_2q p1 ´ tqdpx, yq * . This implies dpz_1, z_2q ą tdpx, yqϵ ą 0, dpz_1, z_2q ą p1 ´ tqdpx, yqϵ ą 0.

We have, dpx, z_1q “ dpx, z_2q “ tdpx, yq, dpy, z_1q “ dpy, z_2q “ p1 ´ tqdpx, yq.

Now, by the uniform convexity, for the chosen ϵ ą 0 D δ ą 0 such that dpx, W pz_1, z_2, 1{2qq ď tdpx, yqp1 ´ δq, dpy, W pz_1, z_2, 1{2qq ď p1 ´ tqdpx, yqp1 ´ δq.

Adding these two inequalities we get:

dpx, yq ď dpx, W pz_1, z_2, 1{2qq ` dpy, W pz_1, z_2, 1{2qq ď p1 ´ δqdpx, yq, which implies dpx, yq ă dpx, yq or dpx, yq ď 0, and either of these is a contradiction. Hence, the theorem is proved. □ Corollary 3.2. Uniformly Takahashi convex metric spaces are uniformly Menger convex.

Corollary 3.3. Uniformly convex normed spaces have the property pAq.

Corollary 3.3 implies that, given p P p1, 8q, a, b P R, the normed spaces l_p and L_pra, bs satisfy the property pAq. However, the normed spaces L_1ra, bs, L_8ra, bs, l_1, and l_8 do not have the property pAq, which is evident from the following examples. We shall take the help of Lemma 4.7 in [7], to discuss the following examples.

Example 3.4. Let fpxq “ 0 and gpxq “ 2 be in the normed space X “ pL_1r0, 1s, }¨}_1q, and t “^1_2 . Let a P p0, 1q and a mapping h_a on r0, 1s be defined as: h_apxq “^{´2}_a x ` 2, x P r0, as, and h_apxq “^2_{1´a} px ´ 1q ` 2, x P ra, 1s. Then, the set th_a P X | a P p0, 1qu Ă Srf, tdpf, gqs X Srg, p1 ´ tqdpf, gqs. Thus, the normed space X does not have the property pAq.

Example 3.5. Let fpxq “ 0 and gpxq “ 2x^2 be in the normed space X “ pL_8r0, 1s, } ¨ }_8q, and t “^1_2 . Let P “ tp : r0,^{1?}_2 s Ñ r0, 1s | p is a continuous mapping with pp0q “ 0, pp^{1?}_2 q “^1_2 u and a mapping h_p on r0, 1s be defined as: h_ppxq “ ppxq, x P r0,^{1?}_2 s, and h_ppxq “ x^2, x P r^{1?}_2 , 1s. Then, the set th_p P X | p is in P u Ă Srf, tdpf, gqs X Srg, p1 ´ tqdpf, gqs. Hence, the space X does not have the property pAq.

Example 3.6. Let n P N, n ě 2, be fixed and x “ p0, 0, 0, ...q, y “ p2{n, 2{n, ..., 2{n, looooooooomooooooooon

n times

0, 0, 0, ...q P pl_1, } ¨ }_1q. For some given 1 ď i, j ď n, i ‰ j,

let a_{ij} “ px_1, x_2, ..., x_i, ..., x_n, 0, 0, 0, ...q such that x_i “ 0, x_j “ 2{n, and x_p “ 1{n @ p ‰ i, j. Then, the set ta_{ij} P l_1 : 1 ď i, j ď n, i ‰ ju Ă Srx, dpx, yq{2sX Sry, dpx, yq{2s. Thus, the space pl_1, } ¨ }_1q does not have the property pAq. Example 3.7. Let x “ p0, 0, 0, ...q and y “ p2, 0, 0, 0, ...q be in the normed space pl_8, } ¨ }_8q. Then, for t “^1_4 , Srx, t_1dpx, yqs X Sry, p1 ´ t_1qdpx, yqs “ tpx_iq P X : x_1 “^1_2 , ´^1_2 ď x_i ď^1_2 @ i ě 2u. This implies, the space pl_8, }¨}_8q does not have the property pAq.

Theorem 3.8. Consider a real vector space X endowed with a metric d. If the metric d satisfies the inequality dpu, λx ` p1 ´ λqyq ď λdpu, xq ` p1´ λqdpu, yq, @x, y, u P X, λ P r0, 1s, then the space pX, dq is a normed space. Proof. By the hypothesis we have, dp0, λxq ď λdp0, xq, @ x P X, λ P r0, 1s. We shall prove dp0, αxq “ |α|dp0, xq, @x P X, α P R. Let p P R. If p ě 1, then p “ n ` r, for some n P N, r P r0, 1q. For an x P X, we have dp0, pp ´ 1qxq ď dp0, xq ` dpx, pp ´ 1qxq “ dp0, xq ` dp0, pp ´ 2qxq ď 2dp0, xq ` dp0, pp ´ 3qxq ... ď pn ´ 1qdp0, xq ` dp0, rxq ď pn ´ 1qdp0, xq ` rdp0, xq “ |p ´ 1|dp0, xq.

This implies, dp0, qxq ď |q|dp0, xq, @ q ě 0. (3.a) If p ď 0, then using (3.a) we have, dp0, pxq “ dp0, ´pxq ď |p|dp0, xq. Thus, finally we have dp0, pxq ď |p|dp0, xq, @x P X, p P R. Now, for α P Rzt0u, we have dp0, xq “ dp0, α α xq ď 1 |α| dp0, αxq. And therefore, |α|dp0, xq ď dp0, αxq ď |α|dp0, xq, @α P R. Since every vector topology is translation invariant, the theorem is proved. □ 4. Nonempty Intersection Results Throughout this section, by X we mean a Menger convex metric space pX, dq. We extend the property pBq defined in Section 2 as follows.

Definition 4.1. X is said to satisfy the property pB^1q if @ x, y, z P X, t P p0, 1q, we have Hpcpx, y, tq, cpz, y, tqq ď t dpx, zq, where c : X^2 ^ p0, 1q Ñ CpXq is defined as cpx, y, tq “ Brx, tdpx, yqs X Bry, p1 ´ tqdpx, yqs. Theorem 4.2. Consider a complete space X with the property pB^1q. Then, for each decreasing sequence tK_nu of nonempty bounded closed convex subsets of X,^8 Ş n“1 K_n ‰ H.

Proof. Consider a point z_n P K_n, and a pair of points x_{n`1}, y_{n`1} P K_{n`1}. Then, by the property pB^1q, we have H ` cpx_{n`1}, y_{n`1},^1_{3n`1} q, cpz_n, y_{n`1},^1_{3n`1} q ˘ ď^1_{3n`1} dpx_{n`1}, z_nq ď^1_{3n`1} δpK_1q. Let us pick a point z^1_n P cpz_n, y_{n`1},^1_{3n`1} q. Then, there is a point, say z_{n`1}, in cpx_{n`1}, y_{n`1},^1_{3n`1} q Ă K_{n`1} such that dpz^1_n, z_{n`1}q ă^1_{2n`1} δpK_1q. Now, dpz_n, z_{n`1}q ď dpz_n, z^1_nq ` dpz^1_n, z_{n`1}q ă p^1_{3n`1} `^1_{2n`1} qδpK_1q, which implies the sequence tz_nu is Cauchy. And hence,

its limit is in^8 Ş n“1 K_n. □ The above theorem also implies that the spaces X with property pB^1q are reflexive.

If space X has the property pAq, then the properties pBq and pB^1q are equivalent.

Corollary 4.3. Consider a complete space X with the properties pAq and pBq. Then, for each decreasing sequence tK_nu of nonempty bounded closed

convex subsets of X,^8 Ş n“1 K_n ‰ H.

5. Fixed Point Results

In this section, we will discuss the fixed point results for an pα, βq´ generalized hybrid mapping of complete Menger convex spaces. It may be noted that the results for Takahashi convex metric space similar to Lemma 5.3 and Theorem 5.6 can be found in the work of Phuengrattana et al. (see [13]).

Definition 5.1. Let U be a convex subset of a Menger convex metric space pX, dq. Then, a mapping f : U Ñ R is said to be Menger convex function ( [15]) if @ x, y P U, z P Brx, tdpx, yqs X Bry, p1 ´ tqdpx, yqs, t P p0, 1q, we have fpzq ď p1 ´ tqfpxq ` tfpyq. The distance function d in a Menger convex metric space pX, dq is said to be Menger convex function if dpu, ¨q : X Ñ R is a Menger convex function on X for each u P X. In a Takahashi convex metric space pX, dq satisfying the property pAq, the metric d is a Menger convex function; while in the Takahashi convex metric spaces pl_1, }¨}_1q and pl_8, }¨}_8q, the mapping dpu, ¨q is not a Menger convex function.

Definition 5.2. A real-valued function f on a subset U of a metric space X is said to be d-coercive if, whenever for a sequence tx_nu^8_{n“1} Ă U and u P U, dpx_n, uq Ñ 8 then fpx_nq Ñ 8.

Lemma 5.3. Let U be a nonempty, closed, convex subset of a complete, Menger convex metric space pX, dq and f : U Ñ r0, 8q be a continuous, d-coercive, Menger convex function. If the space X satisfies the property pB^1q, then there exists a u_0 P U such that fpu_0q “ inf_{xPU} fpxq.

Proof. Let α “ inf_{xPU} fpxq and K_n :“ tx P U : fpxq ď α `^1_n u, n P N. The set K_n, n P N, is nonempty. For, if K_n “ H for some n P N, then fpxq ą α `^1_n @ x P U, which implies α ‰ inf_{xPU} fpxq. It is easy to see K^1_ns are closed and convex. The set K_n, n P N, is bounded as well. For, if K_n is not bounded for some n P N, then there exists a sequence tx_mu^8_{m“1} in K_n such that dpx_m, xq Ñ 8 for some x P K_n. This implies fpx_mq Ñ 8, which is

a contradiction. Therefore by Theorem 4.2,^8 Ş n“1 K_n ‰ H. Let u_0 P^8 Ş n“1 K_n. Then fpu_0q ď α`^1_n @ n, which implies fpu_0q ď α, and hence fpu_0q “ α. □

Definition 5.4. A mapping T : pX, dq Ñ pX, dq is said to be metrically nonspreading (see [11]) if 2dpT x, T yq^2 ď dpx, T yq^2 ` dpT x, yq^2, @ x, y P X.

Definition 5.5. Let U be nonempty subset of a Menger convex metric space pX, dq. A mapping T : U Ñ U is called pα, βq-generalized hybrid (see [13]) if there are α P Rzp0, 1q, β P r0, 1s such that for all x, y P U we have

α dpT x, T yq^2 ` p1 ´ αq dpx, T yq^2 ď β dpT x, yq^2 ` p1 ´ βq dpx, yq^2.

The class of pα, βq´ generalized hybrid mappings contains the classes of nonexpansive mappings, metrically nonspreading mappings, etc.

Theorem 5.6. Let U be a nonempty, closed, convex subset in a complete, Menger convex metric space pX, dq with the property pB^1q, and the distance function d be Menger convex. If T : U Ñ U is an pα, βq-generalized hybrid, then, the set of fixed points of T is nonempty if and only if there exists an x P U such that the sequence tT^nxu^8_{n“1} is bounded.

Proof. Let pX, dq be a Menger convex metric space. Since there is an x P U such that tT^nxu^8_{n“1} is bounded, we can define a mapping f : U Ñ r0, 8q as follows

fpyq :“ lim sup_{nÑ8} d ` T^nx, a ˘ , where a P cpT^nx, y, t_1q, for some fixed t_1 P p0, 1q.

Let u, v P U and w P Sru, tdpu, vqs X Srv, p1 ´ tqdpu, vqs, where t P p0, 1q is arbitrary. Then,

fpwq “ t_1 lim sup_{nÑ8} dpT^nx, wq

ď t_1 lim sup nÑ8 “ p1 ´ tqdpT^nx, uq ` tdpT^nx, vq ‰ ď t_1p1 ´ tq lim sup_{nÑ8} dpT^nx, uq ` t_1t lim sup_{nÑ8} dpT^nx, vq “ p1 ´ tqfpuq ` tfpvq. Thus, f is a convex mapping.

From the definition of Hausdorff metric, for p P cpT^nx, u, t_1q and ϵ ą 0, D q P cpT^nx, v, t_1q such that dpp, qq ď HpcpT^nx, u, t_1q, cpT^nx, v, t_1qq ` ϵ.

Now, using the property B^1, we have dpT^nx, pq ď dpT^nx, qq ` dpp, qq ď dpT^nx, qq ` HpcpT^nx, u, t_1q, cpT^nx, v, t_1qq ` ϵ “ dpT^nx, qq ` Hpcpu, T^nx, 1 ´ t_1q, cpv, T^nx, 1 ´ t_1qq ` ϵ ď dpT^nx, qq ` p1 ´ t_1qdpu, vq ` ϵ.

This implies fpuq ă fpvq ` dpu, vq ` ϵ. Similarly, we have fpvq ă fpuq` dpu, vq ` ϵ. Therefore, we get |fpuq ´ fpvq| ă dpu, vq ` ϵ, which implies, f is uniformly continuous.

Now, let tu_pu^8_{p“1} be a sequence in U such that dpu_p, uq Ñ 8 for some u P U. Since dpu, u_pq ď dpu, T^nxq ` dpu_p, T^nxq, so we have

lim sup nÑ8 “ lim_{pÑ8} d ` T^nx, b_p ˘‰ Ñ 8, where b_p P cpT^nx, u_p, t_1q

i.e. fpu_pq Ñ 8, as p Ñ 8.

This implies, f is a d-coercive mapping. Hence by Lemma 5.3, there exists a u_0 P U such that fpu_0q “ inf_{xPU} fpxq. We prove this u_0 is unique. Let u_1, u_2 be two distinct elements in U such that fpu_1q “ fpu_2q “ α and p_1 P cpT^nx, u_1, t_1q, p_2 P cpT^nx, u_2, t_1q. This implies that for each ϵ P p0, 1s there exists N P N such that d ` T^nx, p_1 ˘ ă α ` ϵ, d ` T^nx, p_2 ˘ ă α ` ϵ, @ n ě N. Again, from the definition of Hausdorff metric, for T^nx and ϵ^1 ą 0, there is a q P cpp_2, p_1, t_1q such that dpT^nx, qq ď HptT^nxu, cpp_2, p_1, t_1qq ` ϵ^1. Now, from the property pB^1q, for n ě N t_1dpT^nx, qq ď t_1HptT^nxu, cpp_2, p_1, t_1qq ` ϵ_1, where ϵ_1 “ t_1ϵ^1 ď t_1rHptT^nxu, cpT^nx, p_1, t_1qq ` Hpcpp_2, p_1, t_1q, cpT^nx, p_1, t_1qqs ` ϵ_1 “ t_1rHpcpT^nx, T^nx, 1 ´ t_1q, cpp_1, T^nx, 1 ´ t_1qq

` Hpcpp_2, p_1, t_1q, cpT^nx, p_1, t_1qqs ` ϵ_1 ď t_1rp1 ´ t_1qdpT^nx, p_1q ` t_1dpT^nx, p_2qs ` ϵ_1 ă t_1pα ` ϵq ` ϵ_1.

This implies fpqq ď t_1α ă α, which is a contradiction. Hence, u_1 “ u_2. Since T is an pα, βq-generalized hybrid, therefore, we have αdpT^nx, T u_0q^2`p1´αqdpT^{n´1}x, T u_0q^2 ď βdpT^nx, u_0q^2`p1´βqdpT^{n´1}x, u_0q^2, and, since α P Rzp0, 1q, β P r0, 1s, we have lim sup nÑ8 dpT^nx, T u_0q^2 ď lim sup_{nÑ8} dpT^nx, u_0q^2

ùñ fpT u_0q ď fpu_0q. Hence, T u_0 “ u_0.

The proof for the other direction is immediate. □

5.1. Metric Interval. For x, y in a Menger convex metric space, we denote the set Ť 0ďtď1

Brx, tdpx, yqsXBry, p1´tqdpx, yqs by rx, ys, and call it a metric

interval.

Theorem 5.7. For each pair of points x, y in a complete, Menger convex metric space X, the metric interval rx, ys is a complete subset of X.

Proof. Let tx_nu Ă rx, ys be a Cauchy sequence. Then two cases arise: Case 1: For all but finitely many n^1s, tx_nu Ă Srx, tdpx, yqs X Sry, p1´ tqdpx, yqs for some fixed t P p0, 1q:

Since Srx, tdpx, yqs X Sry, p1 ´ tqdpx, yqs is closed, so tx_nu is convergent in rx, ys. Case 2: The negation of the case 1 holds:

So there exists a subsequence tx_{pi} u Ă tx_nu which is not in Srx, tdpx, yqs X Sry, p1´tqdpx, yqs for a fixed t P r0, 1s. Then there is a sequence tt_iu Ă r0, 1s such that

dpx, x_{pi} q “ t_idpx, yq and dpy, x_{pi} q “ p1 ´ t_iqdpx, yq. (5.a)

Then, |t_m ´ t_n|dpx, yq “ |dpx, x_{pm} q ´ dpx, x_{pn} q| ď dpx_{pm} , x_{pn} q ùñ tt_iu is a Cauchy sequence in r0, 1s.

Let x_{pi} Ñ x_0 P X and t_i Ñ t_0. Then by (5.a),

dpx, x_0q “ t_0dpx, yq and dpy, y_0q “ p1 ´ t_0qdpx, yq ùñ x_0 P Srx, t_0dpx, yqs X Sry, p1 ´ t_0qdpx, yqs ùñ x_n is convergent in rx, ys.

Hence, the set rx, ys is complete. □

The set rx, ys Ă X is bounded, but not totally bounded, e.g.

Example 5.8. Let x “ e_1, y “ 2e_2 be in the metric space pl_8, }.}_8q and t “ 1{2. Then Srx, tdpx, yqs X Sry, p1 ´ tqdpx, yqs contains a sequence e_2, e_2 ` e_3, e_2 ` e_4, e_2 ` e_5, ... which does not have a convergent subsequence. Therefore, rx, ys is not compact and hence not totally bounded.

Theorem 5.9. Let x, y be two distinct points in a complete, Menger convex metric space pX, dq with the property pB^1q, and the distance function d be Menger convex. If the set rx, ys is convex, then the pα, βq´generalized hybrid T : rx, ys Ñ rx, ys has a fixed point.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorems 5.6 and 5.7. □

Given a pair of distinct points x, y in a Takahashi convex metric space X, we write xx, yy_W “ tW px, y, λq : λ P p0, 1qu, and rx, ys_W “ xx, yy_W Y tx, yu.

A normed space X is a Takahashi convex metric space, and for x, y P X, x ‰ y, t_1, t_2 P r0, 1s, t_1 ă t_2; the points z_1 “ t_1x ` p1 ´ t_1qy and z_2 “ t_2x`p1´t_2qy lie in rx, ys_W , and, z_1 P rz_2, ys_W , z_2 P rz_1, xs_W . Also a CAT(0) sapce X (see [3], [4], [5]) is a Takahashi convex metric space with a Takahashi convex structure tx ‘ p1 ´ tqy, and in this space the same betweenness property of the between points of x, y holds, i.e., if x, y P X, x ‰ y, t_1, t_2 P r0, 1s, t_1 ă t_2, then the points z_1 “ t_1x ‘ p1 ´ t_1qy, z_2 “ t_2x ‘ p1 ´ t_2qy lie in rx, ys_W , and, z_1 P rz_2, ys_W , z_2 P rz_1, xs_W . Although, in a Menger convex metric space, this betweenness property generally does not hold. For example,

Example 5.10. Let x “ p0, 0, 0, ...q, y “ p2, 0, 0, 0, ...q be in the Menger convex space X “ pl_8, } ¨ }_8q, and t_1 “^1_4 , t_2 “^1_2 . Then S^X_{t1} :“ Srx, t_1dpx, yqs X Sry, p1 ´ t_1qdpx, yqs Ą tpx_iq P X : x_1 “^1_2 ,^{´1}_2 ď x_i ď^1_2 @ i ě 2u, and S^X_{t2} :“ Srx, t_2dpx, yqs X Sry, p1 ´ t_2qdpx, yqs Ą tpx_iq P X : x_1 “ 1, ´1 ď x_i ď 1 @ i ě 2u. Let x^1 “ p^1_2 , 0, 0, 0, ...q P S^X_{t1} and x^2 “ p1, 1, 1, ...q P S^X_{t2} . Then, dpx^1, x^2q ` dpx^2, yq “ 2 ‰ dpx^1, yq “^3_2 , and dpx, x^2q ` dpx^2, x^1q “ 2 ‰ dpx, x^1q “ 1{2. This implies, x^2 R rx, x^1s Y rx^1, ys. Also we have, x^1 R rx, x^2s Y rx^2, ys.

Thus we have the following:

Proposition 5.11. Let x, y be a pair of distinct points in a Menger convex space, and t_1, t_2 P p0, 1q. Consider x^1 P Srx, t_1dpx, yqs X Sry, p1 ´ t_1qdpx, yqs and x^2 P Srx, t_2dpx, yqs X Sry, p1 ´ t_2qdpx, yqs. Then, x^1 may not be in the metric interval rx, x^2s or rx^2, ys.

6. Conclusion

We explored some basic results for Menger convex structure. We showed that the uniformly Takahashi convex metric spaces satisfy the property pAq, and therefore, they are uniformly Menger convex as well. As an immediate deduction, we also found that the uniformly convex normed spaces have the property pAq. For a metric d on a real vector space X, satisfying dpu, λx` p1 ´ λqyq ď λdpu, xq ` p1 ´ λqdpu, yq for all x, y, u P X, λ P r0, 1s, we have shown that d is induced by a norm. Given a complete Menger convex space, we proved that the metric intervals in it are complete.

Using the Hausdorff metric, we took a larger domain for the definition of the property pBq, and called this extended version of the definition as the property pB^1q. We achieved a nonempty intersection property for decreasing sequences of subsets in a complete Menger convex space with property pB^1q, which also implies that the complete Menger convex spaces with property pB^1q are reflexive. Using the obtained results, we acquired a fixed point result for an pα, βq-generalized hybrid defined on a closed convex subset of a complete Menger convex space with property pB^1q.

References

[1] I. Beg and M. Abbas, “Fixed points and best approximation in Menger convex metric spaces”, Arch. Math. (Brno), Vol. 41, 389–397, 2005.

[2] N. C. Bernardes Jr., “On nested sequences of convex sets in Banach spaces”, J. Math.

Anal. Appl., Vol. 389, 558–561, 2012.

[3] S. M. Buckley and S. L. Kokkendorff, “Comparing the floyd and ideal boundaries of a metric space”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., Vol. 361, 715–734, 2009.

[4] P. Chaoha and A. Phon-on, “A note on fixed point sets in CAT(0) spaces”, J. Math.

Anal. Appl., Vol. 320, 983–987, 2006.

[5] S. Dhompongsa and B. Panyanak, “On △-convergence theorems in CAT(0) spaces”, Comput. Math. Appl., Vol. 56, 2572–2579, 2008.

[6] R. Espínola and A. Nicolae, “Geodesic Ptolemy spaces and fixed points”, Nonlinear Analysis, Vol. 74, 27–34, 2011.

[7] A. K. Gupta and S. Mukherjee, “On nonempty intersection properties in metric spaces”, J. of Computational Analysis and Applications, Vol. 31, 117–126, 2023.

[8] A. Gupta and S. Mukherjee, “Lebesgue number and total boundedness”.

https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2205.11855 [9] S. N. Jesic, “Fixed points and admissible sets”, Math. Morav, Vol. 7, 11–14, 2003. [10] V. L. Klee, “A note on topological properties of normed linear spaces”, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc., Vol. 7,, 673–674, 1956.

[11] F. Kohsaka, “Fixed points of metrically nonspreading mappings in Hadamard spaces”, Appl. Anal. Opt., Vol. 3, 213–230, 2019.

[12] K. Menger, “Untersuchungen über allgemeine Metrik”, Math. Ann., Vol. 100, 73–163, 1928.

[13] W. Phuengrattana and S. Suantai, “Existence and convergence theorems for generalized hybrid mappings in uniformly convex metric spaces”, Indian J. Pure Appl. Math., Vol. 45, 121–136, 2014.

[14] T. Shimizu and W.Takahashi, “Fixed points of multivalued mappings in certain convex metric spaces”, Topol. Methods Nonlinear Anal., Vol. 8, 197–203, 1996.

[15] V. P. Soltan and P. S. Soltan, “ d-convex functions”, Soviet Math. Dokl., Vol. 20, 1323–1326, 1979.

[16] W. Takahashi, “A convexity in metric space and nonexpansive mappings. I”, Kodai Math. Sem. Rep., Vol. 22, 142–149, 1970.

[17] M. R. Taskovic, “General convex topological spaces and fixed points”, Math. Morav., Vol. 1, 127–134, 1997.

[18] M. R. Taskovic, “General convexity, general concavity, fixed points, geometry, and min-Max points”, Math. Morav., Vol. 12, 63–109, 2008.

1Department of Mathematics, National Institute of Technology Meghalaya, Shillong 793003, India

Email address: ajitkumar.gupta@nitm.ac.in

2Department of Mathematics, National Institute of Technology Meghalaya, Shillong 793003, India

Email address: saikat.mukherjee@nitm.ac.in