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Abstract. In this paper, we establish a type of minimax problem for multivalued mappings in ordered locally
convex spaces under mild conditions, which can be viewed as another version of the famous Ky Fan minimax
theorem.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The minimax problems have been studied extensively in the literature. These problems are
important because the minimax theorem offers a wide array of applications. Minimax theorems
of real-valued functions have been discussed since the 1960s; see, e.g., [1], [2], [3], [4] and ref-
erences therein. In recent years, based on the development of the game theory, the optimization
theory, and economics, a great deal of research has been devoted to the study of the minimax
theorem [5], [6], [7]. A lot of research has been devoted to the study of the existence of a fixed
points of single-valued and multivalued mappings in ordered Banach spaces [8], [9], and in
complete locally convex spaces [10], [11].

In this paper, we establish some fixed point theorems of multivalued mappings a complete
ordered locally convex spaces under weaker assumptions. It is well known that partial order
plays an important role in optimization theory. The optimization problems in the previous
references, which were studied in the partial order induced by a closed cone such as the subsets
of space, were compact convex or closed convex. But in some situations, the subsets of space
are order convex. Our fixed point results can be seen as generalizations of [8, Theorem 2.1.1]
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and [4]. By using our fixed point results, we derive some Minimax theorems of condensing
multivalued mapping in the case where the subsets of space are order convex.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Let E be a real vector space. A cone K in E is a subset of E with K+K ⊂ K, αK ⊂ K for all
α ≥ 0, and K∩ (−K) = {0} . As usual, E will be ordered by the (partial) order relation

x≤ y⇔ y− x ∈ K

and the cone K will be denoted by E+. E is said to be an ordered topological vector space if
E is an ordered vector space equipped with a linear topology for which the positive cone E+ is
closed. For two vectors x,y ∈ E, the order interval [x,y] is the set defined by

[x,y] = {z ∈ E : x≤ z≤ y}.

Note that if x
 y, then [x,y] = φ .
A cone E+ of an ordered topological vector space E is said to be normal whenever the

topology of E has a base at zero consisting of order convex sets. If the topology of E is also
locally convex, then E is said to be an ordered locally convex space. In this case, the topology
of E has a base at zero consisting of open, circled, convex, and order convex neighborhoods.
conv(A) denotes the closed convex hull of A.

The following two lemmas will be useful in the proofs of our results.

Lemma 2.1 ( [12, Lemma 2.3]). If E is an ordered topological vector space, then E is Hausdorff
and the order intervals of E are closed.

Lemma 2.2 ( [12, Lemma 2.22 and Theorem 2.23]). If the cone E+ of an ordered topological
vector space (E,τ) is normal, then the following assertions hold:

(1) every order interval is τ−bounded,
(2) for every two nets (xα) , (yα) ⊂ E, (with the same index set I) satisfy 0 ≤ xα ≤ yα for

each α and yα

τ→ 0 imply xα

τ→ 0.

Let E be an ordered locally convex space whose topology is defined by a family P of con-
tinuous semi-norms on E, B the family of all bounded subsets of E, and Φ the space of all
functions ϕ : P →R+ with the usual partial ordering ϕ1 ≤ ϕ2 if ϕ1 (p)≤ ϕ2 (p) for all p ∈P .
The measure of noncompactness on E is the function α : B→ Φ such that, for every B ∈B,
α(B) is the function from P into R+ defined by

α(B)(p) = inf{d > 0 : sup{p(x− y) : x,y ∈ Bi} ≤ d ∀i} ,

where the infimum is taken on all subsets Bi such that B is finite union of Bi. Properties of
measure of noncompactness in locally convex spaces were presented in [10, Proposition 1.4].

An operator T : Q⊂ E→ E is said to be countably condensing if T (Q) is bounded and if, for
any countably bounded set A of Q with α(A)(p)> 0,

α(T (A))(p)< α (A)(p)

Definition 2.3. Let E be a complete ordered locally convex space with a normal cone E+. An
element x ∈ E is said to be a fixed point of a multivalued mapping T : E→ 2E if x ∈ T (x).
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Definition 2.4. Let E be a complete ordered locally convex space with a normal cone E+. Let
A,B ∈ 2E . Then A ≤ B means a ≤ b for all a ∈ A and b ∈ B. A map T : E → 2E is said to be
isotone nondecreasing if, for x,y∈ E and x≤ y, T x≤ Ty. A map T : E→ 2E is said to be isotone
nonincreasing if, for x,y ∈ E and x≤ y, T x≥ Ty.

Definition 2.5. Let E be a complete ordered locally convex space with a normal cone E+. Two
maps S,T : E → 2E are said to be weakly isotone increasing if, for any x ∈ E, Sx ≤ Ty for all
y ∈ Sx and T x ≤ Sy for all y ∈ T x. S and T are called weakly isotone decreasing if, for any
x ∈ E , Sx≥ Ty for all y ∈ Sx and T x≥ Sy for all y ∈ T x. Also two mappings S and T are called
weakly isotone if they are either weakly isotone increasing or weakly isotone decreasing.

Definition 2.6. Let E be a complete ordered locally convex space with a normal cone E+, and
let Q⊂ E. An operator T : Q→ 2Q is said to be countably condensing if T (Q) is bounded and
if, for any countably bounded set A of Q with α(A)(p)> 0,

α(T (A))(p)< α (A)(p)

with T (A) = ∪x∈AT x.

3. MAIN RESULTS

The following results generalize the results of [8] and [4] in complete ordered locally convex
spaces, and we add another results whith weak conditions.

Lemma 3.1. Let E be an ordered topological vector space with a normal cone E+. Then a
monotone net (uα)⊂ E is convergent if and only if it has a weakly convergent subnet.

Proof. The ”only if” part is obvious. For the ” if ” part, we assume that (uα)α∈(α) is nonde-
creasing and let (uαi)i∈(i) ⊂ (uα) be a subnet such that uαi → u weakly for some u ∈ E, where
(α) stands for the indexed set of the net (uα). Let β ∈ (α) be fixed. For each α ≥ β , let i0 ∈ (i)
such that αi0 ≥ α. Thus, for each i≥ i0,

uβ ≤ uα ≤ uαi. (3.1)

Thus, since uαi → u weakly and the cone E+ is weakly closed (being a closed and convex set),
we see that uβ ≤ u for each β ∈ (α). Thus, it follows from [12, Lemma 2.28] that limuαi = u.

Now, let V ∈V (0) be arbitrary. Since E+ is normal, we may assume that V is an order convex
set. Let j ∈ (i) such that u−uαi ∈V for each i≥ j. If β ≥ α j, then 0≤ u−uβ ≤ u−uα j . Hence
u− u

β
∈ V. That is, limuβ = u as required. The desired conclusion is proved similarly when

(uα) is nonincreasing. �

In the following theorem, we use the notion of a closed (have closed graph ) mapping in the
case of a locally convex space. A Hausdorff locally convex space is regular, [13, see Chapter
VI, Section 1].

Theorem 3.2. Let E be a complete ordered locally convex space with a normal cone E+. Let
Ω be an order convex subset of E. Let u0,v0 ∈ Ω, u0 ≤ v0 and let T : Ω→ 2Ω be a monotone
closed and isotone nondecreasing mappings such that T fixes the interval [u0,v0]. Suppose that
T is condensing. Then, T has a minimal fixed point u and a maximal fixed point v in Ω.
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Proof. Consider the sequences (un) and (vn) defined by:

un ∈ Tun−1, vn ∈ T vn−1, n ∈ N. (3.2)

Since T is isotone nondecreasing, we fixes the interval [u0,v0]. It follows from (3.2) that

u0 ≤ u1 ≤ ....≤ un ≤ .....≤ vn ≤ ...≤ v1 ≤ v0. (3.3)

Observe that [u0,v0]⊂Ω because Ω is a order convex subset of E. Letting A = {u0,u1, .....}, we
have A = {u0}∪T (A) and the set A is bounded since T is condensing (so in particular T (Ω) is
bounded). So, A is compact by [14, p 89], and {un} has a convergent subnet, which converges
to u ∈ [u0,v0]. By (3.3), {un} is nondecreasing. It follows from lemma 3.1 that the original
sequence {un} converges to u ∈ [u0,v0]⊂Ω. Also, we have

u = lim
n→∞

un and un ∈ Tun−1

Since T is monotone closed mapping, we have u ∈ Tu. Similarly, we can prove that {vn} con-
verges to some v ∈ E and v ∈ T v.

Finally, we prove that u and v are the maximal and minimal fixed points of T in [u0,v0]⊂Ω.
Indeed, let x ∈ [u0,v0] and x ∈ T x. Since T is nondecreasing, we have un ≤ x≤ vn. Taking limit
n→ ∞, we obtain u≤ x≤ v. �

Theorem 3.3. [15] Let E be a complete locally convex space. Let C ⊂ E be a nonempty
compact convex subset, and let T : C→ 2C be a monotone closed such that T (x) is nonempty
closed and convex for every x ∈C. Then T has a fixed point u ∈C.

Theorem 3.4. Let E be a complete locally convex space. Let C ⊂ E be a nonempty closed,
bounded and convex subset, and let T :C→ 2C be a monotone closed such that T (x) is nonempty
closed and convex for every x ∈ C, and ∃k ∈ [0,1[: α(T (Ω))(p) ≤ kα(Ω)(p),for all Ω ⊆ K.
Then, T has a fixed point u ∈C.

Proof. Let Ω0 = C. By induction, we show Ωn = conv(T (Ωn−1)), for n ∈ N. Note that Ωn ⊂
Ωn−1 and α(Ωn)(p)≤ knα(Ω0)(p). Indeed, Ω1 ⊂Ω0, and the properties of α give

α(Ω1)(p) = α(conv(T (Ω0)))(p) = α(T (Ω0))(p)≤ kα(Ω0)(p).

So (∗) is obvious for n = 1. Suppose that this relations is valid to order n > 1. Then,

Ωn+1 = conv(T (Ωn))⊂ conv(T (Ωn−1)) = Ωn,

and

α(Ωn+1)(p) = α(conv(T (Ωn)))(p) = α(T (Ωn))(p)≤ kα(Ωn)(p)≤ kn+1
α(Ω0)(p).

So, limn→∞ α(Ωn)(p) = 0, donc Ω = ∩n≥0Ωn is non-empty and compact [10, see Lemma 2.4],
and Ω is convex. On the other hand, T (Ωn) ⊂ T (Ωn+1) ⊂ conv(T (Ωn−1)) = Ωn,n ≥ 1. So,
T : Ω→ 2Ω. By using theorem 3.3, we have that T has a fixed point in Ω⊂C. �

Theorem 3.5. Let E be a complete locally convex space. Let C ⊂ E be a nonempty closed,
bounded and convex subset, and let T : C→ 2C be a condensing and monotone closed mapping
such that T (x) is nonempty closed and convex for every x ∈C. Then, T has a fixed point u ∈C.
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Proof. Let k ∈ [0,1[ and S = kT . So, for all Ω⊆ K,α(S(Ω))(p) = kα(T (Ω))(p)≤ kα(Ω)(p).
Then, by using Theorem 3.4, we have that S has a fixed point x∈ Sx = kT x. We pose k = kn→ 1
if n→ ∞. So, xn ∈ knT xn. Note that {xn−T xn}= (1− kn){T xn} is relatively compact. Now,

α(xn)(p) = α((xn−T xn)+T (xn))(p)

≤ α((xn−T xn))(p)+α(T (xn))(p)

= α(T (xn))(p)

< α(xn)(p).

So, α(xn)(p) = 0. By using [14, p 89], we have {xn} has a convergent subnet which converges
to z ∈C. As T is monotone closed, we have z ∈ T z. This completes the proof. �

Theorem 3.6. Let E be a complete ordered locally convex space with a normal cone E+. Let
Ω be an order convex subset of E. Let u0,v0 ∈ Ω, u0 ≤ v0 and let T : Ω→ 2Ω be a monotone
closed and isotone nonincreasing mappings such that T 2 fixes the interval [u0,v0]. Suppose that
T is condensing and T (x) is nonempty closed and convex for every x ∈C. Then, T has a fixed
point in Ω.

Proof. Note that T is condensing and monotone closed, so is T 2. We also have that T 2 is
nondecreasing and fixes the interval [u0,v0]. Then, from 3.3, T 2 has a minimal fixed point u and
a maximal fixed point v in Ω. It is easy to see that Tu and T v are likwise a fixed point of T 2.
Therefore, we have

u≤ T v≤ Tu≤ v

Now, if x ∈ [u,v], then

u≤ T v≤ T x≤ Tu≤ v

It follows that T fixes the interval [u,v]. Then T [u,v] is bounded. Now, because the cone E+ is
normal, we have that the interval [u,v] is a convex, closed, and bounded subset of E. By using
Theorem 3.5, it follows that T has a fixed point in [u,v]⊂Ω. �

4. THE APPLICATION TO GAME THEORY

In this section, we give an application of Theorem 3.6 to game theory with a new method and
new hypothesis. A game is a triple (A,B,K), where A,B are nonempty ordred sets ( [5, page
326]), whose elements are called strategies, and K : A×B→ R is the gain function. There
are two players, α and β , and K(x,y) represents the gain of the player α when he chooses the
strategy x ∈ A and the player β chooses the strategy y ∈ B. The quantity−K(x,y) represents the
gain of the player β in the same situation. The target of the player α is to maximize his gain
when the player β chooses a strategy that is the worst for α , that is, to choose x0 ∈ A such that

inf
y∈B

K(x0,y) = max
x∈A

inf
y∈B

K(x,y).

Similarly, the player β chooses y0 ∈ B such that

sup
x∈A

K(x,y0) = min
y∈B

sup
x∈A

K(x,y).
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It follows

sup
x∈A

inf
y∈B

K(x,y) = inf
y∈B

K(x0,y)≤ K(x0,y0)≤ sup
x∈A

K(x,y0)≤ inf
y∈B

sup
x∈A

K(x,y). (4.1)

Note that, in general,
sup
x∈A

inf
y∈B

K(x,y)≤ inf
y∈B

sup
x∈A

K(x,y). (4.2)

If the equality holds in (4.1), then, we have from (4.2) that

sup
x∈A

inf
y∈B

K(x,y) = K(x0,y0) = inf
y∈B

sup
x∈A

K(x,y). (4.3)

The common value in (4.3) is called the value of the game, (x0,y0) ∈ A×B a solution of the
game and x0 and y0 winning strategies. To prove the existence of a solution of a game, we have
to prove equality (4.2). For more details on game theory and minimax theorems, we refer to
the books of Carl-Heikkilä [5] and Aubin [6]. Let (X ,≤X) and (Y,≤Y ) be a complete ordered
locally convex spaces. Consider in the product space (X ×Y,�) the following partial orders.
For any A1×B1,A2×B2 ∈ 2X×Y , we denote

A1×B1� A2×B2 iff A1 ≤X A2 and B1 ≤Y B2

With
A1 ≤X A2 iff x1 ≤X x2, ∀(x1,x2) ∈ A1×A2, (1)

It is easy to see that if X+ is a normal cone in X and Y+ is a normal cone in Y , then (X+×Y+)

is also a normal cone of the product ordered topological space X ×Y . In this section, ≤ and <

mean the total order relation of R. For A⊂ X ,B⊂Y , πX : A×B→ A denotes the first projection
mapping, i.e., πX(x,y) = x, ∀(x,y) ∈ A×B. And for a subset A ⊂ X ,B ⊂ Y , πY : A×B→
B denotes the second projection mapping, i.e., πY (x,y) = y, ∀(x,y) ∈ A×B. The projection
mapping πX is continuous (see, [16, see Chapter IV, p 81]). We set

φ(x) = min
y∈B

K(x,y) = minK(x×B),x ∈ A

and
ψ(y) = max

x∈A
K(x,y) = maxK(A× y),y ∈ B

We exclude the trivial case, and assume that the sets

{x ∈ A : K(x,y) = ψ(y)} and {y ∈ B : K(x,y) = φ(x)}

are nonempty. We set

Ny = {x ∈ A : K(x,y) = ψ(y)} and Mx = {y ∈ B : K(x,y) = φ(x)}

and
ND′ = ∪y∈D′Ny, MD = ∪x∈DMx

for any set (D×D′) of A×B

In the sequel, we consider the measure of noncompactness α×(p) on a product of locally
convex spaces; see [17].
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Theorem 4.1. Let X1,X2, ...,Xn be a complete locally convex spaces. Assume that α1,α2, ...,αn

be the measure of noncompactness in X1,X2, ...,Xn respectively, Suppose that F : ([0,+∞[)n→
[0,+∞[ is

(1) convexe.
(2) F(x1,x2, ...,xn) = 0 if and only if xi = 0 for i = 1,2, ...,n.

Then, for each D ∈B(X1×X2× ...×Xn),

α
×(D)(p) = F(α1(D1)(p),α2(D2)(p), ....,αn(Dn)(p)).

defines a measure of noncompactness in X1× X2× ...× Xn, where D1,D2, ...,Dn denote the
natural projection of D into Xi for i = 1, ...,n.

Theorem 4.2. Let (X ,≤X) and (Y,≤Y ) be a complete ordered locally convex spaces, and let
A⊂ X and B⊂Y nonempty order convex sets. Let (u0,v0),(u1,v1) ∈ A×B such that (u0,v0)�
(u1,v1). Suppose that

(1) the functions K : A×B→ R,ψ and φ are continuous;
(2) ∀x,x′ ∈ A with x≤X x′⇒Mx ≥Y Mx′ , and
∀y,y′ ∈ B with y≤Y y′⇒ Ny ≥X Ny′;

(3) ∀(D×D′)⊂B(X×Y ) :
F(α1(ND′)(p),α2(MD)(p))< F(α1(D)(p),α2(D′)(p));

(4) ∃(w0,w1) ∈ Nv0×Mu0 such that {(u0,v0)}� Nw1×Mw0

and ∃(w′0,w′1) ∈ Nv1×Mu1 such that Nw′1
×Mw′0

�{(u1,v1)}.
Then,

min
y∈B

max
x∈A

K(x,y) = max
x∈A

min
y∈B

K(x,y) (4.4)

and the game (A,B,K) has a solution.

Proof. We pose C = A×B and c = (x,y). The product set C is ordred convex (product of two
ordred convex). Therefore, the following two mapping can be defined by:

T : C→ 2C,
c 7→ Ny×Mx,

where c = (x,y)∈ A×B. First, we show that T have the closed graph. Indeed, Let {(xα ,yα)} be
a net in C such that (xα ,yα)→ (x,y)∈C. Let {(uα ,vα)} be a net such that (uα ,vα)∈ T (xα ,yα),
and (uα ,vα)→ (u,v). We then show that (u,v) ∈ T (x,y). Note that

(uα ,vα) ∈ T (xα ,yα) ⇔ (uα ,vα) ∈ Nyα
×Mxα

⇔ K(uα ,yα) = ψ(yα) and K(xα ,vα) = φ(xα).

Since K and φ are continuous, for α ∈ I, we have that

K(u,y) = ψ(y) and K(x,v) = φ(x)

So, (u,v) ∈ T (x,y), which implies that T has a closed graph.
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Now, we show T is countably condensing map. Indeed, Let Q⊆C a countable and bounded
set. Using the hypothesis (3), we have

α
×(T (Q))(p) = α

×(∪c∈QT c)(p)

= α
×(∪(x,y)∈QNy×Mx)(p)

= α
×(∪(x,y)∈QNπB(x,y)×MπA(x,y))(p)

= α
×(NπB(Q)×MπA(Q))(p)

= F(α1(NπB(Q))(p),α2(MπA(Q))(p))

< F(α1(πA(Q))(p),α2(πB(Q))(p))

= α
×(Q)(p).

This shows that T is a countably condensing on C. Using hypothesis (2), it is clear to see that T
is nonincreasing. Finally, from w = (w0,w1),w′ = (w′0,w

′
1),u = (u0,v0), v = (u1,v1), we have

∃(w0,w1) ∈ Nv0×Mu0 : {(u0,v0)}� Nw1×Mw0 ⇔ ∃w ∈ Tu,{u}� Tw

⇔ {u}�
⋃

w∈Tu

Tw

⇔ {u}� T 2u,

which implies that

∃(w′0,w′1) ∈ Nv1×Mu1 : Nw′1
×Mw′0

�{(u1,v1)} ⇔ ∃w′ ∈ T v,Tw′�{v}

⇔
⋃

w′∈T v

Tw�{v}

⇔ T 2v�{v}

Since T 2 is nondecreasing, we, therefore, have that T 2 fixes the interval [u,v]. Thus, by using
theorem 3.6, we have that T has a fixed point c? = (x?,y?). So, c? ∈ T c? = Ny?×Mx? . In other
words,

x? ∈ Ny? ⇔ K(x?,y?) = max
x∈A

K(x,y?)≥ inf
y∈B

max
x∈A

K(x,y),

and

y? ∈Mx? ⇔ K(x?,y?) = min
y∈B

K(x?,y)≤ sup
x∈A

min
y∈B

K(x,y)

Taking into account these last two inequalities and (4.2), we get

K(x?,y?)≤ sup
y∈B

min
x∈A

K(x,y)≤ inf
x∈A

max
y∈B

K(x,y)≤ K(x?,y?),

which implies that

max
x∈A

min
y∈B

K(x,y) = K(x?,y?) = min
y∈B

max
x∈A

K(x,y).

This completes the proof. �
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Corollary 4.3. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 4.2, we now consider that ∃(x0,y0),(x1,y1)∈
X×Y such that (x0,y0)� (x1,y1) and the functions K : X×Y → R. Then,

min
y∈Y

max
x∈X

K(x,y) = max
x∈X

min
y∈Y

K(x,y) (4.5)

and the game (X ,Y,K) has a solution.

Proof. Since [x0,x1] and [y0,y1] are two ordred convex sets in X and Y , respectively, we apply
the previous theorem for A = [x0,x1] and B = [y0,y1] to obtain the desired conclusion. �

We give another application of Theorem 3.6, which is to result of J.von Neumann [18] (see
also [7]).

Theorem 4.4. Let (X ,≤X) and (Y,≤Y ) be a complete ordered locally convex spaces and A ⊂
X ,B⊂ Y nonempty ordred convex sets. For Q,Q′ ⊂ A×B, we pose

Ny = {x ∈ A : (x,y) ∈ Q} and Mx = {y ∈ B : (x,y) ∈ Q′}

and suppose that

(1) the sets Q,Q′ are closed;
(2) ∀x,x′ ∈ A with x≤X x′⇒Mx ≥Y Mx′ , and
∀y,y′ ∈ B with y≤Y y′⇒ Ny ≥X Ny′;

(3) ∀(D×D′)⊂B(X×Y ) :
F(α1(ND′)(p),α2(MD)(p))< F(α1(D)(p),α2(D′)(p));

(4) ∃(w0,w1) ∈ Nv0×Mu0 such that {(u0,v0)}� Nw1×Mw0

and ∃(w′0,w′1) ∈ Nv1×Mu1 such that Nw′1
×Mw′0

�{(u1,v1)}.
Then, Q∩Q′ 6= /0

Proof. Set C = A×B and c = (x,y). The product set C is ordred convex (product of two ordred
convex). Then the following two mapping can be defined by

T : C→ 2C,

c 7→ Ny×Mx,

where c = (x,y) ∈ A× B. First, we will show that T have the closed graph. Indeed, Let
{(xα ,yα)} be a net in C such that (xα ,yα)→ (x,y) ∈ C. Let {(uα ,vα)} be a net such that
(uα ,vα) ∈ T (xα ,yα), and (uα ,vα)→ (u,v). We next show that (u,v) ∈ T (x,y). Observe that

(uα ,vα) ∈ T (xα ,yα) ⇔ (uα ,vα) ∈ Nyα
×Mxα

⇔ uα ∈ Nyα
and vα ∈Mxα

⇔ (uα ,yα) ∈ Q and (xα ,vα) ∈ Q′.

Since Q,Q′ are closed, for α ∈ I, we have that

(u,y) ∈ Q and (x,v) ∈ Q′

So, (u,v) ∈ T (x,y), which implies that T has a closed graph. We prove the rest by the same
method of theorem 4.2. Thus, T has a fixed point c? = (x?,y?). So, we have c? ∈ T c?, that is,

(x?,y?) ∈ Ny?×Mx? ⇔ x? ∈ Ny? and y? ∈Mx?,
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which implies
(x?,y?) ∈ Q∩Q′.

This completes the proof. �
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[5] S. Carl, S. Heikkilä, Fixed Point Theory in Ordered Sets and Applications: From Differential and Integral
Equations to Game Theory, Springer, New York, 2010.

[6] J.P. Aubin, Mathematical Methods of Games and Economic Theory, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1962.
[7] H. Nikaido, Convex Structures and Economic Theory, Mathematics in Science and Engineering, vol. 51,

Academic Press, New York, 1968.
[8] D. Guo, V. Lakshmikantham, Nonlinear Problems in Abstract Cones, Academic Press, Boston, 1988.
[9] B.C. Dhage, A fixed point theorem for multi-valued mappings in ordered Banach spaces with applications I,

Nonlinear Anal. Forum 10 (2005), 105-126.
[10] A. Hajji, E. Hanebaly, Commutating mappings and α-compact type fixed point theorems in locally convex

spaces, Int. J. Math. Anal. 1 (2007), 661-680.
[11] R.Z. Azennar, Common fixed point theorems for single and multivalued mappings in complete ordered locally

convex spaces, Math-Recherche et Appl. 16 (2017), 46-54.
[12] C. D. Aliprantis, R. Tourky, Cones and duality, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, Volume 84, American

Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, USA; 2007:xiv+279.
[13] R. Engelking, General Topology, 2nd ed., Sigma Series in PureMathematics, vol. 6, Heldermann, Berlin,

1989.
[14] K. Deimling, Nonlinear Functional Analysis, Springer-Verlag, 1984.
[15] K. Fan, Fixed-Point And Minimax Theorems In Locally Convex Topological Linear Spaces, Departement Of

Mathematics, University Of Notre Dame Communicated by John von Neumann, December 13, 1951.
[16] C. Berge, Espaces topologiques, fonctions multivoques, 1959.
[17] J. Banas, K. Goebel, Measure of noncompactness in Banach spaces, 60 Dekker, New York, 1980.
[18] J. vonNeumann, Uber ein okonomisches Gleichungssystemund eine Verallgemeinerung des Brouwerschen

Fixpunktsatzes, Ergebnisse eines Mathematischen Kolloquiums 8 (1937), 73–83.


	1. Introduction
	2. Notations and preliminaries
	3. Main results
	4. The application to game theory
	References

