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Michael Selection Problem
in Hyperconvex Metric spaces

Xian Wu

Abstract. In the present paper, the Michael selection problem is researched in hy-
perconvex metric spaces. Our results show that the answer is “yes” for hyperconvex
metric spaces and that the lower semicontinuity of the multi-valued mapping can
be weakened. Moreover, as an application of our selection theorem, a fixed point
theorem for locally-uniform weak lower semicontinuous multi-valued mappings is
given.
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1. Introduction and preliminaries

In 1956, Michael [7] first researched the continuous selection problem and
obtained the following now well known theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let Y be a Banach space and X a paracompact topological
space. If F : X → 2Y is a lower semicontinuous set-valued mapping with non-
empty closed convex values, then F has a continuous selection, i.e. there exists
a continuous mapping f : X → Y such that f(x) ∈ F (x) for all x ∈ X.

The following open problem is due also to E. Michael and appeared in [8].

Michael selection problem. Does Theorem 1.1 remain true if Y is a
non-locally convex complete, metrizable topological linear space ?

Up to the present, this question is still open.
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We would like to point that in 1989 and 2000 Sine [10] and Khamsi et al.
[6] researched the non-expansive selection problem for non-expansive multi-
valued mappings in hyperconvex metric spaces, respectively. Motivated by
their idea, in the present paper our main purpose is to research the above
Michael selection problem in hyperconvex metric spaces. Our result shows
that the answer is “yes” if Y is a hyperconvex metric space and that the
lower semicontinuity of the mapping F can be weakened. Moreover, as an
application of our selection, a fixed point theorem for locally-uniform weak
lower semicontinuous multi-valued mappings is given.

To begin with we explain the notion of a hyperconvex metric space intro-
duced by Aronszajn and Panitchpakdi [1] and related concepts on hyperconvex
metric spaces.

Definition 1.1. A metric space (M, d) is called hyperconvex if, for any
collections of points {xα}α∈I ⊂ M and non-negative reals {rα}α∈I with
d(xα, xβ) ≤ rα + rβ for all α, β ∈ I,

⋂

α∈I

B(xα, rα) 6= ∅

where
B(x, r) =

{
y ∈ M : d(x, y) < r

}

B(x, r) =
{
y ∈ M : d(x, y) ≤ r

}
.

Definition 1.2. Let (M, d) be a metric space and A ⊂ M a non-empty
subset. Then we set

co(A) = ∩{
B : B is a closed ball such that A ⊂ B

}

and
A + r = ∪a∈AB(a, r) (r ≥ 0).

If A is an intersection of some closed balls, we will say A is an admissible subset
of M . A is called sub-admissible if, for each finite subset D of A, co(D) ⊂ A.

Sine [11] pointed that if A is an admissible subset of a hyperconvex metric
space, then so is A + r.

Let X be a topological space. We denote by 2X the family of all susets of
X. If A ⊂ X, we shall denote by cl(A) the closure of A.

Definition 1.3. Let X, Y be two topological spaces and T : X → 2Y a
multi-valued mapping.

(1) T is called lower semicontinuous if for each x ∈ X and each open set
V ⊂ Y with T (x)

⋂
V 6= ∅ there exists an open neighborhood U of x such

that T (z)
⋂

V 6= ∅ for each z ∈ U .
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(2) If (Y, d) is a metric space, then:
(a) T is called quasi-lower semicontinuous if for each x ∈ X and each

ε > 0 there exists a point y ∈ T (x) and a neighborhood U(x) of x such that,
for each z ∈ U(x), d(y, T (z)) < ε.

(b) T is called locally-uniformly weak lower semicontinuous if T is quasi-
lower semicontinuous and for each x ∈ X there exists an open neighborhood
N(x) of x such that, for each ε > 0 and each y ∈ Y , there is a δ > 0 with the
following property:

∀ z ∈ N(x), ∃ r > 0 : ∅ 6= B(y, r) ∩ Tδ(z) ⊂ Tµ(z) + ε (µ > 0)

where

Tη(z) =
{

y ∈ Y : ∃ U ∈ N (z) such that,∀a ∈ U, d(y, T (a)) < η
}

where N (z) is the family of all open neighborhoods of z.

Remark 1.1. As Y is a normed linear space, the above concepts were
given by Deutsch and Kenderov [2] and by Przeslawski and Rybinski [9],
respectively.

Remark 1.2. Obviously, if T is a lower semicontinuous multi-valued
mapping with non-empty values, then T must be locally-uniformly weak lower
semicontinuous.

2. Main results

To begin, we give two proximate selection theorems.

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a paracompact topological space, (M, d) a hyper-
convex metric space and Y a non-empty sub-admissible subset of M . Further,
let T : X → 2Y be a multi-valued mapping such that:

(i) For each x ∈ X, T (x) is a non-empty sub-admissible subset of M .
(ii) T is quasi-lower semicontinuous.

Then for each ε > 0 there exists a continuous mapping f : X → M such that
d(f(x), T (x)) < ε for all x ∈ X.

Proof. Since (M, d) is a hyperconvex metric space, by [5: Proposition
1/Conclusion 1] there exists an index set I and an isometric embedding from
M into l∞(I). We will identify M with the isometric embedding image set
in l∞(I). Since hyperconvexity is preserved by isometry, by [5: Proposition
1/Conclusion 4] there exists a non-expansive retract r : l∞(I) → M .
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For each ε > 0, by condition (ii) we know that, for each x ∈ X, there
exist a point y(x) ∈ T (x) and an open neighborhood N(x) of x such that
d(y(x), T (z)) < ε for all z ∈ N(x). Since X is paracompact, there exists a
local finite open refinement R = {Uα}α∈D of the family {N(x)}x∈X . Hence
for each α ∈ D, there exists a point xα ∈ X such that Uα ⊂ N(xα). Conse-
quently, d(y(xα), T (z)) < ε for all z ∈ Uα. Let {fα}α∈D be a partition of the
continuous unity corresponding to the covering R of X. We can thus define a
mapping

g : X → l∞(I), g(x) =
∑

α∈D

fα(x)y(xα) (x ∈ X).

Since R is a local finite open covering of X and {fα}α∈D is a partition of the
continuous unity corresponding to R, g is a well-defined continuous mapping.
Now let f = r ◦ g. Then f : X → M is continuous. For each x ∈ X, let

σ(x,R) =
{
U ∈ R : x ∈ U

}
.

Then σ(x,R) is finite, and hence, let

σ(x,R) =
{
Uα1 , Uα2 , . . . , Uαn

}
.

Consequently,

f(x) = r[g(x)] = r

[ n∑

k=1

fαk
(x)y(xαk

)
]

∈ r
(
conv

{
y(xα1), . . . , y(xαn)})

⊂ co
({

y(xα1), . . . , y(xαn)
})

where conv{y(xα1), . . . , y(xαn)} is the convex hull of {y(xα1), . . . , y(xαn)} in
l∞(I). For each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, since d(y(xαi), T (x)) < ε, there exists a point
zi ∈ T (x) such that d(y(xαi), zi) < ε. Since again T (x) is a sub-admissible
subset of M , co({z1, z2, . . . , zn}) ⊂ T (x). Let z(x) = r

[ ∑n
k=1 fαk

(x)zk

]
.

Then z(x) ∈ T (x) and

d(f(x), z(x)) ≤
n∑

k=1

fαk
(x) d(y(xαk

), zk) < ε.

Hence d(f(x), T (x)) < ε. This completes the proof

From the proof of Theorem 2.1 we know that if X is compact, then we
have the following theorem.
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Theorem 2.2. Let X be a compact topological space, (M, d) a hypercon-
vex metric space and Y a non-empty sub-admissible subset of M . Further, let
T : X → 2Y be a multi-valued mapping such that:

(i) For each x ∈ X, T (x) is a non-empty sub-admissible subset of M .
(ii) T is quasi-lower semicontinuous.

Then for each ε > 0 there exists a continuous mapping f = r ◦ g such that
d(f(x), T (x)) < ε for all x ∈ X, where r : l∞(I) → M is a non-expansive
retract, I is some index set such that M is isometrically embedded into l∞(I)
and g : X → l∞(I) is continuous such that g(X) is contained in a polytope
P = conv{y1, . . . , yn} of l∞(I), {y1, . . . , yn} ⊂ T (X).

Theorem 2.3. Let X be a paracompact topological space, (M, d) a hyper-
convex metric space and Y a non-empty sub-admissible subset of M . Further,
let T : X → 2Y be a multi-valued mapping such that:

(i) For each x ∈ X, T (x) is a non-empty closed sub-admissible subset of
M .

(ii) T is lower semicontinuous.
Then there exists a continuous mapping f : X → M such that f(x) ∈ T (x)
for all x ∈ X.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1 there exists a continuous mapping f1 : X → Y
such that

d(f1(x), T (x)) <
1
2

(x ∈ X).

Let
T1(x) = T (x) ∩B

(
f1(x),

1
2

)
(x ∈ X).

Then, for all x ∈ X, T1(x) is a non-empty sub-admissible subset of M . More-
over, by [3: p. 348/Lemma 1] we know that T1 : X → 2Y is lower semi-
continuous. Consequently, by Theorem 2.1 there exists a continuous mapping
f2 : X → Y such that

d(f2(x), T1(x)) <
1
22

(x ∈ X).

Hence
d(f2(x), T (x)) ≤ d(f2(x), T1(x)) <

1
22

d(f1(x), f2(x)) <
1
2

+
1
22

(x ∈ X).

Now assume that f1, f2, . . . , fn : X → Y has been found such that, for each
x ∈ X,

d(fk(x), fk+1(x)) <
1
2k

+
1

2k+1
(k = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1)

d(fk(x), T (x)) <
1
2k

(k = 1, 2, . . . , n).
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Let
Tn(x) = T (x) ∩B

(
fn(x),

1
2n

)
(x ∈ X).

Then by Theorem 2.1 there exists a continuous mapping fn+1 : X → Y such
that

d(fn+1(x), Tn(x)) <
1

2n+1
(x ∈ X).

Hence

d(fn+1(x), T (x)) ≤ d(fn+1(x), Tn(x)) <
1

2n+1

d(fn(x), fn+1(x)) <
1
2n

+
1

2n+1

(x ∈ X).

Consequently, we can find a sequence {fn}n≥1 of continuous functions fn :
X → Y such that

d(fn(x), fn+1(x)) <
1
2n

+
1

2n+1
(2.1)

d(fn(x), T (x)) <
1
2n

(2.2)

for all x ∈ X and n ≥ 1. By (2.1) we know that {fn(x)}n≥1 is a uniformly
Cauchy sequence in M . Since each hyperconvex space is complete, there is
a mapping f : X → M such that fn(x) → f(x) for all x ∈ X. Since again
fn is continuous, the mapping f : X → M is continuous, too. Moreover, by
(2.2) and the closeness of T (x) we know that f(x) ∈ T (x) for all x ∈ X. This
completes the proof

Theorem 2.4. Let X be a paracompact topological space, (M, d) a hyper-
convex metric space and Y a non-empty sub-admissible subset of M . Further,
let T : X → 2Y be a multi-valued mapping such that:

(i) For each x ∈ X, T (x) is a non-empty closed sub-admissible subset of
M .

(ii) T is locally-uniform weak lower semicontinuous.
Then there exists a continuous mapping f : X → M such that f(x) ∈ T (x)
for all x ∈ X.

Proof. For each r > 0 and each x ∈ X, we denote

Tr(x) =
{

y ∈ Y : ∃ U ∈ N (x) such that, ∀ a ∈ U, d(y, T (a)) < r
}

and
T0(x) = ∩r>0Tr(x)
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where N (x) is the family of all open neighborhoods of x. We first prove the
following several Facts 1 - 6:

Fact 1: If 0 < r1 < r2, then cl[Tr1(x)] ⊂ Tr2(x) for all x ∈ X, where
cl[Tr1(x)] is the closure of Fr1(x). Indeed, for each x ∈ X and each y ∈
cl[Tr1(x)] there is a sequence {yn}n≥1 in Tr1(x) such that yn → y. Hence
there exists an n0 such that d(y, yn0) < r2 − r1. Since yn0 ∈ Tr1(x), there
exists an open neighborhood N(x) of x such that d(yn0 , T (z)) < r1 for all
z ∈ N(x). Hence

d(y, T (z)) ≤ d(y, yn0) + d(yn0 , T (z)) < r2 (z ∈ N(x)).

This shows y ∈ Tr2(x). Hence cl[Tr1(x)] ⊂ Tr2(x).
Fact 2: T0(x) =

⋂
ε>0 cl[Tε(x)] for all x ∈ X. Indeed, for each y ∈⋂

ε>0 cl[Tε(x)], if y /∈ T0(x), then there is a r > 0 such that y /∈ Tr(x).
Consequently, by Fact 1, y /∈ cl[Tε(x)] as 0 < ε < r. This contradicts that
y ∈ ⋂

ε>0 cl[Tε(x)].
Fact 3: T0(x) is sub-admissible for all x ∈ X. Indeed, for each r > 0

and each x ∈ X, if A = {a1, a2, . . . , an} is a finite subset of Tr(x), then
there exists an open neighborhood N(x) of x such that, for each z ∈ N(x),
d(ai, T (z)) < r for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Consequently, for each z ∈ N(x)
there exists a finite subset B = {b1, b2, . . . , bn} of T (z) and a 0 < ε < r such
that d(ai, bi) ≤ ε for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Hence A ⊂ co(B) + ε, and hence
co(A) ⊂ co(B) + ε ⊂ T (z) + ε. Therefore, co(A) ⊂ Tr(x). This shows that
Tr(x) is sub-admissible, and hence T0(x) is sub-admissible.

Fact 4: For each x0 ∈ X, T0(x0) 6= ∅ and there exists an open neighbor-
hood N(x0) of x0 with the property that, for each ε > 0 and each y ∈ Y , there
is a δ > 0 such that d(y, T0(x)) < d(y, Tδ(x)) + 2ε for all x ∈ N(x0). Indeed,
since T is locally-uniform weak lower semicontinuous, for each fixed x0 ∈ X
there exists an open neighborhood N(x0) of x0 with the property that, for
each ε > 0 and each y ∈ X, there is a δ > 0 such that for each x ∈ N(x0)
there exists a r > 0 satisfying

∅ 6= B(y, r) ∩ Tδ(x) ⊂ Tµ(x) + ε (µ > 0).

Consequently, for ε
2 there exists δ1 > 0 and r1 > 0 such that

∅ 6= B(y, r1) ∩ Tδ1(x) ⊂ Tµ(x) +
ε

2
(µ > 0).

Let r0 = d(y, Tδ(x)) + ε
2 . Then B(y, r0) ∩ Tδ(x) 6= ∅. Hence there exists a

point y1 such that

y1 ∈ B(y, r0) ∩B(y, r1) ∩ Tδ(x) ⊂ Tµ(x) +
ε

2
(µ > 0)
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and hence d(y1, Tµ(x)) < ε
2 for all µ > 0.

For y1 and ε
22 there exists δ2 > 0 and r2 > 0 such that

∅ 6= Vr2(y1) ∩ Tδ2(x) ⊂ Tµ(x) +
ε

22
(µ > 0).

Since y1 ∈ Tδ2(x) + ε
2 , we have B(y1,

ε
2 ) ∩ Tδ2(x) 6= ∅. Hence there exists a

point y2 such that

y2 ∈ B
(
y1,

ε

2

)
∩B(y1, r2) ∩ Tδ2(x) ⊂ Tµ(x) +

ε

22
(µ > 0).

Therefore, d(y1, y2) < ε
2 and d(y2, Tµ(x)) < ε

22 for all µ > 0. Now assume
that y1, y2, . . . , yn has been found such that

d(yk, yk+1) <
ε

2k
(k = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1)

d(yk, Tµ(x)) <
ε

2k
(k = 1, 2, . . . , n)

(µ > 0).

For yn and ε
2n+1 there exists δn+1 > 0 and rn+1 > 0 such that

∅ 6= B(yn, rn+1) ∩ Tδn+1(x) ⊂ Tµ(x) +
ε

2n+1
(µ > 0).

Since yn ∈ Tδn+1(x) + ε
2n , we have B(yn, ε

2n ) ∩ Tδn+1(x) 6= ∅. Hence there
exists a point yn+1 such that

yn+1 ∈ B(yn,
ε

2n
) ∩B(yn, rn+1) ∩ Tδn+1(x) ⊂ Tµ(x) +

ε

2n+1
(µ > 0).

Therefore,
d(yn, yn+1) <

ε

2n

d(yn+1, Tµ(x)) <
ε

2n+1

(µ > 0).

Consequently, by induction we obtain a sequence {yn}n≥1 such that

d(yn, yn+1) <
ε

2n

d(yn, Tµ(x)) <
ε

2n

(µ > 0, n ≥ 1).

For each n ∈ N, by d(yn, T ε
2n (x)) < ε

2n there exists a point zn ∈ T (x) such
that d(yn, zn) < ε

2n−1 . Since again d(yn, yn+1) < ε
2n , {zn}n≥1 is a Cauchy

sequence in T (x) and d(y1, yn) < ε. By the completeness of T (x) there is a
point y0 ∈ T (x) such that zn → y0. Hence yn → y0 and d(y1, y0) ≤ ε. Since



Michael Selection Problem 513

d(yn, Tµ(x)) < ε
2n for all µ > 0 and n ≥ 1, we have d(y0, Tµ(x)) = 0 for all

µ > 0. Hence y0 ∈ cl(Tµ(x)), and hence y0 ∈ T0(x) by Fact 2. Therefore,

d(y, T0(x)) ≤ d(y, y0)

≤ d(y, y1) + d(y1, y0)

< r0 + ε

= d(y, Tδ(x)) +
ε

2
+ ε

< d(y, Tδ(x)) + 2ε.

.
Fact 5: T0(x) ⊂ T (x) for all x ∈ X. Indeed, for each y0 ∈ T0(x) we have

y0 ∈ T 1
n
(x) for all n ∈ N. Hence d(y0, T (x)) < 1

n for all n ∈ N, and hence
y0 ∈ T (x). This shows that T0(x) ⊂ T (x) for all x ∈ X.

Fact 6: T0 : X → 2Y is lower semicontinuous. Indeed, for each x0 ∈ X
and each open set G ⊂ Y , if T0(x0) ∩ G 6= ∅, then there exist a point y ∈
T0(x0) ∩ G and an ε > 0 such that B(y, 2ε) ⊂ G. By Fact 4 there exists an
open neighborhood N(x0) of x0 and a δ > 0 such that

d(y, T0(x)) < d(y, Tδ(x)) + 2ε (x ∈ N(x0)).

Since y ∈ T0(x0) ⊂ Tδ(x0), there exists an open neighborhood N1(x0) ⊂
N(x0) of x0 such that d(y, T (z)) < δ for all x ∈ N1(x0). Since again N1(x0)
is an open neighborhood of x for all x ∈ N1(x0), we have y ∈ Tδ(x) for all
x ∈ N1(x0). Hence d(y, Tδ(x)) = 0 for all x ∈ N1(x0), and hence d(y, T0(x)) <
d(y, Tδ(x)) + 2ε = 2ε for all x ∈ N1(x0). Consequently, T0(x) ∩G 6= ∅ for all
x ∈ N1(x0). This shows that T0 : X → 2Y is lower semicontinuous.

Summing up the above facts we get that T0 : X → 2Y is a lower semicon-
tinuous multi-valued mapping with non-empty closed sub-admissible values
and T0(x) ⊂ T (x) for each x ∈ X. Hence by virtue of Theorem 2.3 there
exist a continuous mapping f : X → Y such that f(x) ∈ T0(x) ⊂ T (x) for all
x ∈ X

As an application of Theorem 2.4 we get the following fixed point theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let (Y, d) be a hyperconvex metric space and X be a non-
empty compact sub-admissible subset of Y . Further, let T : X → 2Y be a
locally-uniform weak lower semicontinuous multi-valued mapping such that:

(i) For each x ∈ X, T (x) is a non-empty closed sub-admissible subset of
Y

(ii) For each x ∈ X with x /∈ T (x) and each z ∈ T (x), there exists
α ∈ (0, 1) such that

X ∩B(x, αd(x, z)) ∩B(z, (1− α)d(x, z)) 6= ∅.



514 Xian Wu

Then T has a fixed point, i.e. there exists a point x̄ ∈ X such that x̄ ∈ T (x̄).

Proof. By Theorem 2.4 there exists a continuous mapping f : X → Y
such that f(x) ∈ T (x) for all x ∈ X. For each x ∈ X, set

G(x) =
{
y ∈ X : d(y, f(y)) ≤ d(x, f(y))

}
.

Then G : X → 2Y is a multi-valued mapping with non-empty closed values.
We claim that G is a metric KKM (see [5]) mapping. Otherwise, there exists
a finite subset A ⊂ X and a point y ∈ co(A) such that y /∈ ⋃

x∈A G(x). Since
X is a sub-admissible subset of Y , co(A) ⊂ X, and hence

d(x, f(y)) < d(y, f(y)) (x ∈ A).

Let ε > 0 be such that

d(x, f(y)) ≤ d(y, f(y))− ε (x ∈ A).

Then
A ⊂ X ∩B

(
f(y), d(y, f(y))− ε

)
.

Hence
co(A) ⊂ X ∩B

(
f(y), d(y, f(y))− ε

)
.

Consequently,
d(y, f(y)) ≤ d(y, f(y))− ε.

This is a contradiction.
By the compactness of X and [9: Theorem 4], there exists a point y0 ∈

∩x∈XG(x), i.e.
d(y0, f(y0)) = inf

x∈X
d(x, f(y0)).

We claim that y0 ∈ T (y0). Otherwise, since f(y0) ∈ T (y0), by (ii) there exists
α ∈ (0, 1) such that

X ∩B
(
y0, α d(y0, f(y0))

) ∩B
(
f(y0), (1− α)d(y0, f(y0))

) 6= ∅.

Hence there exists a point z ∈ X such that

d(y0, z) ≤ α d(y0, f(y0))

d(f(y0), z) ≤ (1− α)d(y0, f(y0)).

Consequently,
d(f(y0), z) = (1− α)d(y0, f(y0)).
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Indeed, otherwise

d(y0, f(y0)) = α d(y0, f(y0)) + (1− α)d(y0, f(y0))

> d(y0, z) + d(f(y0), z)

and hence

d(y0, f(y0)) ≤ d(y0, z) + d(f(y0), z) < d(y0, f(y0)).

This is a contradiction. Hence

d(f(y0), z) = (1− α)d(y0, f(y0))

= (1− α) inf
x∈X

d(x, f(y0))

≤ (1− α)d(z, f(y0)).

We get a contradiction. This shows that y0 ∈ T (y0) and the proof is com-
pleted

Corollary 2.6. Let (Y, d) be a hyperconvex metric space and X be a
non-empty compact sub-admissible subset of Y . Further, let T : X → 2X be
a locally-uniform weak lower semicontinuous multi-valued mapping with non-
empty closed sub-admissible values. Then T has a fixed point.

Proof. For each x ∈ X with x /∈ T (x) and each y ∈ T (x) we have
co({x, y}) ⊂ X since X is a non-empty sub-admissible subset of Y . Let
co({x, y}) = ∩j∈JB(xj , rj) and take any α ∈ (0, 1). Since

d(x, y) = α d(x, y) + (1− α)d(x, y)

d(x, xj) ≤ rj ≤ rj + α d(x, y)

d(y, xj) ≤ rj ≤ rj + (1− α)d(x, y),

by hyperconvexity of Y ,

co({x, y}) ∩B(x, α d(x, y)) ∩B(y, (1− α)d(x, y)) 6= ∅
and hence

X ∩B(x, α d(x, y)) ∩B(y, (1− α)d(x, y)) 6= ∅.
This shows that condition (ii) in Theorem 2.5 is satisfied. Hence the conclusion
follows from Theorem 2.5

Remark 2.1. Horvath [3, 4] studied continuous selection problems and
fixed point problems for lower semicontinuous multi-valued mappings in topo-
logical spaces with a generalized convexity structure. Our results are different
from these corresponding results in [3, 4].
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