FIXED POINT METHODS AND OPTIMIZATION
Volume 3 (2026), No. 3, 181-192
DOI: https://doi.org/10.69829/fpmo-026-0303-ta05 Tulipa Opera Scholarum

HEMIVARIATIONAL INEQUALITY PROBLEMS UNDER WEAK MONOTONICITY ON
HADAMARD MANIFOLDS

SHREYASI JANA' AND CHANDAL NAHAK?*

! Department of Mathematics, Narajole Raj College, West Medinipur 721211, West Bengal, India
2 Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Kharagpur, Kharagpur 721302, India

ABSTRACT. This article deals with a class of hemivariational inequality problems on Hadamard manifolds
under generalized monotonicity assumptions. Using the Fan-KKM lemma, we investigate the existence of
solutions for hemivariational inequality problems (HVIP) and mixed hemivariational inequality problems
(MHVIP) when the underlying vector fields are weak pseudomonotone and weak monotone, respectively.
Our conclusions and future plans may encourage further research in this fascinating area of nonlinear
analysis.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a normed space, and let X* be its dual space. Let ' : K — X™ be an operator, and let K
be a nonempty convex subset of X. The variational inequality problem is to find z € K such that

<T($),y—x> >0, Vy € K. (1.1)

Variational inequality problems are used as a well-designed tool to solve a variety of problems that
arise in different branches of physics and mathematics. As a result, over the years, many researchers
have considered the existence and uniqueness of solutions to variational inequality problems; see, for
instance, [2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 13, 14, 20, 33], and their references.

Panagiotopoulos [26, 27] brought up the idea of hemivariational inequality problems, which can be
thought of as a generalization of variational inequality problems to the case of nonconvex potentials.
Numerous researchers have studied this concept in the context of linear spaces, including [11] and
[40]. On the other hand, a lot of researchers are currently working on applying various concepts and
methods of nonlinear analysis from Euclidean spaces to Riemannian manifolds. One major benefit of
this generalization is that, by applying the appropriate Riemannian metric to the underlying manifold,
many nonconvex and nonsmooth constrained optimization problems can be viewed as convex and
smooth unconstrained optimization problems (refer to the references [1, 12, 21, 29, 30, 31, 36]).

Example 1.1. [12] Let us consider the Rosenbock’s banana function f : R? — R, defined by f (21, z2) =
100(z2 —27)?+ (1 —1)? and the vector field V : R? — R? defined by V (z) = (—23+ 21+ 29, —223 +
25B% +2x129 — 1), where © = (11, 22) € R2. This f is not convex and V is not monotone in the clas-
sical sense.
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Endowing R? with the Riemannian metric G : R> — ST,

42 +1 —2x1
G(l‘) = < _12x1 1 > y L= (561,562),

we obtain the Riemannian manifold M that is complete and of constant curvature 0. Then f is convex
and V' is monotone in M.

Some fundamental existence and uniqueness theorems from the classical theory of variational in-
equality problems on Euclidean spaces were extended to Hadamard manifolds by Németh [24]. Mono-
tone and accretive vector fields on Riemannian manifolds were introduced and studied by Németh [25],
Wang et al. [38] and Li et al. [22]. Variational inequality problems on Riemannian manifolds were stud-
ied by Li et al. [23]. Using the KKM theorem, Colao et al. [10] demonstrated that equilibrium problems
on Hadamard manifolds can be solved. Tang et al. [34] extended some of the findings of the paper by
Li et al. [22] and introduced weak (relaxed) monotone vector fields on Hadamard manifolds. Bento et
al.[8] studied convergence analysis of proximal point method on Hadamard manifolds. Additionally, the
existence results of variational inequality problems under generalized monotonicity were established
by Jana and Nahak [17, 18] on these nonlinear spaces.

The existence of solutions to hemivariational inequalities in the context of Hadamard manifolds was
initially proposed by Tang et al. [35]. Global error bounds for mixed quasi-hemivariational inequality
problems on these spaces were introduced by Hung et al. [16]. Jana and Nahak [19] established the
existence of solutions to mixed hemivariational inequality problems under monotonicity assumptions.
In this manuscript we examine both hemivariational inequality problems and mixed hemivariational
inequality problems on nonlinear spaces under generalized monotonicity assumptions. We hope that
the findings will motivate researchers to conduct additional research in this field of mathematics.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this segment, we recall some fundamental notions, elemental properties and ideas required for
a comprehensive reading of this monograph. One can found these in any textbook on Riemannian
geometry, such as [32, 37].

2.1. Riemannian geometry. A Riemannian manifold M is a C'"* smooth manifold endowed with a
Riemannian metric < .,. > on the tangent space T;;M and corresponding norm is denoted by ||.||,.
The tangent bundle of M is defined as TM = Uzep T, M, which creates a manifold. The length of a
piecewise smooth curve v : [a,b] — M linking x to y is defined as L(vy) = ff | 9(t) [l5@) dt. For
any z,y € M, the Riemannian distance d(z, y) that induces the original topology on M is given by
minimizing this length across the set of all curves connecting x and y.

Every Riemannian manifold has exactly one covariant derivation called the Levi-Civita connection,
represented by VxY for any vector fields X,Y on M. Let v denote a smooth curve in M. A vector
field X is considered parallel along v if V., X = 0.If 7/ is parallel to -y, we call y a geodesic. A geodesic
that connects x and y in M is said to be a minimal geodesic if its length equals d(x, y).

A Riemannian manifold is considered complete if all geodesics originating from « are defined for
every t € R. The Hopf-Rinow theorem states that if M is complete, each pair of points in M can be
connected by a minimal geodesic. Assuming M is complete, the exponential mapping exp,, : T, M —
M is defined as exp, v = 7,(1), where ~, is the geodesic defined by its position  and velocity v at x.
A Hadamard manifold is a simply connected, complete Riemannian manifold with nonpositive sectional
curvature.
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2.2. Convexity.

Definition 2.1. [30] A subset K of M is said to be geodesic convex if and only if for any two points
x,y € K, the geodesic joining x to y is contained in K. That is if 7 : [0,1] — M is a geodesic with
x =7(0)and y = (1), theny(t) € K, for0 <t <1.

Definition 2.2. [30] A real-valued function f : M — R defined on a geodesic convex set K is said to
be geodesic convex if and only if for 0 < ¢ <1,

fOr(#) < (M=) f(7(0)) + tf(v(1)).

Definition 2.3. [10] For an arbitrary subset C' C M the minimal geodesic convex subset which con-
tains C'is called the convex hull of C' and is denoted by co(C'). It is easy to check that co(C) = |J;2; Cn,
where Cp = C and Cp, = {2z € 7,y : ¢,y € Cp_1}, Y,y is the geodesic joining = and y.

Proposition 2.4. [6] Let M be a Hadamard manifold, x € M andu € T, M \ {0} nonzero. Then the
function g : M — R defined by
9(y) = (u,exp; ' y),

is a quasi-convex function.
2.3. KKM and exponential mappings.

Definition 2.5. [39] Let K C M be a nonempty closed geodesic convex set and G : K — 2% be a
set-valued mapping. We say that G is a KKM mapping if for any {z1, ..., x,,} C K, we have

co{x1,...,xm}) C U G(z;).
i=1

Lemma 2.6. [10] Let K be a nonempty closed geodesic convex set and G : K — 2K be a set-valued
mapping such that for each x € K, G(x) is closed. Suppose that

(i) there exists xo € K such that G(x) is compact.
(i) Vo1, ..,xm € K, co({z1,..,xm}) C U, G(z5).

Then (e G(z) # 0.

Let us recall that a geodesic triangle A(x122x3) of a Riemannian manifold is the set consisting of
three distinct points 1, x2, x3 called the vertices and three minimizing geodesic segments ;4 joining
Ziy1 to ;42 called the sides, where ¢ = 1,2, 3(mod 3).

Theorem 2.7. [32] Let M be a Hadamard manifold, A(x1xox3) a geodesic triangle and ;1 : [0,1;11] —
M geodesic segments joining x;11 to x;42 and set iy = 1(viy1), biy1 = £(7;11(0), =i (L)), for
i =1,2,3(mod 3). Then
01 +02+05 <m,
l7;2+1 + li2+2 — 2li+1li+2 COS 0i+2 S ll27
d*(zig1, Tiva) + d*(wig2, ) — 2(expy, wip1,expy, xi) < d* (24, 2i41).
By using the above inequality for any three points z,y, 2 € M, we can get

d?(z,y) < < expy !z, expy ! y> + <exp;1 z, expy_1 :L'> (2.1)

Lemma 2.8. [22] Let zg € M and {x,,} € M such that x,, — xo. Then the following assertions hold.
(i) Foranyye M
exp;n1 Yy — expx_ol y and exp,, 1 Tp — €XPy ! -

(ii) If{vn} is a sequence such that v, € T,, M and v, — v, then vy € Ty, M.
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(i) Given the sequence {u,} and {v,} with u,,v, € Ty, M, if u, — ug and v, — vo with ug, vy €
Ty, M, then <un,vn> — <u0,v0>.

2.4. Locally Lipschitz function.

Definition 2.9. [7, 15, 28] Let f : M — R U {+0o0} be a proper function. It is said to be a locally
Lipschitz function on M if for each x € domf, there exist ¢, and L, > 0 such that
‘f(z) - f(y)’ S LId(Zvy)v vzvy € B(a:,ex),
where B(z, ;) denotes an open ball centered in x € M and radius €.
Definition 2.10. [15] Let f : M — RU {400} be alocally Lipschitz function on M. Given x € dom f,

the generalized directional derivative in the sense Clarke of f at the point p in the direction w € 1), M,
denoted by f°(p;w), is defined as

(i) — lmn sup L20°(0(0) + D)) — fo6™ (6(0))

t—0+ q—p t

where (¢, U) is a chart at p.

We require the following lemma which provides some basic properties of the generalized directional
derivative on Hadamard manifolds.

Lemma 2.11. [15] Let M be a Riemannian manifold andp € M. Suppose that the function f : M — R
is Lipschitz of rank K on an open neighborhood U of p. Then,

(i) for each q € U, the function w — f°(q;w) is finite, positive homogeneous and subadditive on
Ty M, and satisfies
/(g w)| < K|wl;
(i) f°(q;w) is upper semicontinuous on T M and as a function of w alone is Lipschitz of rank K on
Ty M for each q € U;
(iii) f°(q; —w) = (—f)°(q; w) foreachq € U and w € T, M.

Definition 2.12. [24] Let A be a vector field on K C M. A is said to be hemicontinuous if for every
geodesic v : [0,1] = K and w — T ¢y M, the function t — (II;A(y(t)), w) is continuous.

Unless otherwise indicated, we assume that M is a finite dimensional Hadamard manifold and that
K C M represents a nonempty closed geodesic convex set in the remainder of this paper.

2.5. Variational inequality problems. Let M be a Hadamard manifold and K be a closed geodesic
convex subset of M. Let V : K — T'M be a vector field, that is, V(z) € T, M for each x € K and
exp~! denote the inverse of the exponential map. Then the problem introduced by Németh [24], is to
find x € K such that

<V(x),exp;1 y> >0, Vy € K, (2.2)
is called a variational inequality problem on K.
Let V be a vector field on K and ) : K — R be a mapping. Then the problem to find z € K, such that

(V(z),exp; y) +1(y) —¥(z) >0, Vy € K, (2.3)

is called a mixed variational inequality problem [10].
Remark 2.13. If ¢(x) = 0, then (2.3) reduces to the variational inequality problem (2.2).

Definition 2.14. [34] A vector field V on K is said to be monotone if for any two points x,y € K, we
have

(V(z),exp;y) + (V(y), eprl z) <0.
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Definition 2.15. [34] We call a vector field V on K to be weak monotone if for any two points z,y € K
there exists 1 > 0, such that

(V(z),exp, " y) + (V(y),exp, ' x) < ud*(z,y). (2.4)

3. MAIN RESULTS

Our main results consist of studying the existence results of both hemivariational inequality prob-
lems and mixed hemivariational inequality problems on Hadamard manifolds when the underlying
vector fields are weak pseudomonotone and weak monotone respectively.

3.1. Existence of solution for hemivariational inequality problems under weak pseudomono-
tonicity assumptions. This section is devoted to the study of hemivariational inequality problems on
Hadamard manifolds under weak pseudomonotonicity assumptions.

Let M be a Hadamard manifold and K be a closed geodesic convex subset of M. Let V' be a vector
field on K and ¢ : K — R be a mapping. Let J : M — R be a locally Lipschitz function. Then the
hemivariational inequality problem (HVIP), introduced by Tang et al. [35] is to find an element x € K
such that

(HVIP): (V(z),exp;'y) + J%(z;exp; ' y) > 0, Vy € K. (3.1)
Some particular cases of (HVIP) are given below:

(i) If the function J is constant, then J°(x;.) = 0 € T, M. So (HVIP) reduces to the variational
inequality problem (2.3).

(ii) If M is a linear space, then (HVIP) converts to the hemivariational inequality problem which is
to find a point « € K such that

(V(z),y — )+ J(z;y —x) >0, Vy € K.

Definition 3.1. We call a vector field V' on K to be weak pseudomonotone if for any two points
x,y € K there exists p > 0, such that

(V(x),exp,y) + J(z5exp,t y) > 0= (V(y),exp, ' @) + J°(z;exp, ' @) < pd®(2,y).
Now we need the following lemma to prove our main results.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the vector field V is hemicontinuous, weak pseodomonotone on K, and J :
M — R be a locally Lipschitz function and also for a geodesic v : [0,1] — K, with v(0) = =z,

lim;_q M = 0. Then x satisfies
<V(ac),exp;1 y> + J(zyexp,ly) > 0, Yy € K, (3.2)
if and only if it satisfies
(V(y), exp;1 z) + Jo(x;exp;1 z) < pd*(z,y), Vy € K. (3.3)

Proof. Since V is weak pseudomonotone (3.2) implies (3.3). Next to show that (3.3) implies (3.2).
Let 2 € K and as K is geodesic convex the geodesic y : [0,1] — K, defined by (t) = exp, (t exp; ! 2),
from v(t) to v(0) = z also belong to K. Hence by (3.3) for ¢ > 0,

(V(v(t)), exp gy @) + I (25 expjy @) < pd’(2,7(t)). (3.4)
Now from (3.4), we get
(V (exp,(texp, ! 2)), exp, *exp, (texp,! 2))) + JO(z;exp ! x))

exp, (texpg ' z

< pd*(z,exp, (texp, ! 2)),Vz € K.
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Let II; denote the parallel transport along the geodesic v(t) = exp, (texp, ' z). Since the parallel
transport along a curve is an isometry and the tangent vector of a geodesic is parallel along the geodesic
by the positively homogeneous property of J°(u;texp, ' w) [see Lemma 2.11], we have
(ILV (exp, (texp, ' 2)), —texp, ' z) — tJ°(z;exp, ' 2) < pd?(z,exp,(texp, ' 2)),Vz € K,
By dividing ¢t > 0, and passing the limit ¢ — 0, in the above inequality, we get
(V(2),—exp, ' z) — J°(z;exp, ' 2) <0, Vz € K.
<V(x), exp, * z> + Jo(z;exp,t2) >0, Vz € K.
This completes the proof. 0

We then demonstrate the existence theorem for the hemivariational inequality problem (3.1) on
Hadamard manifolds. First we take K to be bounded. So in this case K is compact.

Theorem 3.3. Let K C M be bounded. Assume that V is hemicontinuous, weak pseudomonotone,

J : M — R is a locally Lipschitz function. Also for a geodesic v : [0,1] — K, with v(0) = =z,
2

limy_ M = 0. Then (HVIP) has a solution.

Proof. Consider the two set-valued mappings F' : K — 2K and G : K — 2K such that
F(y) ={z € K : (V(z),exp; ' y) + J(z5exp; ' y) > 0}, Vy € K.

Gy ={reK: <V(y),exp;1 :):> + Jo(x;exp;1 x) < ,ud2(x,y)}, Yy € K.
It is easy to see that Z € K solves the hemivariational inequality problem (3.1) if and only if Z €
Nyek F'(y). Thus it suffices to prove that Nyecx F'(y) # 0.
Step-1: F' is a KKM map.
First we show that F' is a KKM mapping. So we have to prove that for any choice of z1, ..., z,,, € K

co({x1,....,xm}) C U F(z;).
=1

Suppose on the contrary that there exists a point xy in K, such that g € co({z1,...,xm}) but z¢ ¢
UL, F(x;). Thatis

(V(z0), expy, @) + J(z0; expy, 2;) < 0, Vi € {1,...,m}.
This implies that for any i € {1,...,m}, z; € {y € K : (V(x0),exp,, y) + J(z0; expyy y) < 0}.
Since the function y — <u, exp, ! y> is quasi-convex and ¥ : K — R is geodesic convex, the set
{ye K: <V(:U0), exp;o1 y> + J(xo; exp;ol y) < 0} is a geodesic convex set [6]. Therefore,

2o € co({z1, ....zm}) C {y € K : (V(20),expy, y) + J°(zo; expy, y) < 0}.

Hence 0 = (V' (x0), expy, o) + J°(20; exp,, o) < 0, a contradiction. Hence F is a KKM mapping.
Step:2 G is a KKM map.
From Lemma 4.1, we have F'(y) C G(y) Vy € K. Hence G is also a KKM mapping.
Step:3 G is closed.
Let x € K and {x,} € G(y), such that x,, — = as n — co. We show that x € G(y). Since {z,,} €
G(y), we have
(V(y),— exp;1 Tn) + JO(zn;expyy) > 0.

By Lemma 2.8

<V(y), — exp;1 xn> — <V(y), — expy_1 :B>
Again J° is Lipschitz continuous so

JO(xn;expy y) = JO(z;expy ' y).



HEMIVARIATIONAL INEQUALITY PROBLEMS 187

Also since d is continuous d(x,,y) — d(z,y) as n — oo. Therefore x € G(y) and G(y) is closed for
ally € K.

Step:4 G is compact.

Now G(y) is a closed subset of a compact set K. So G(y) is compact for all y € K.

Hence by KKM lemma there exists a point € K such that z € ﬂye x G(y).

By Lemma 4.1 we have (), G(y) = (,cx F'(y)- Thatis T € (), F(y).

So there exists a point € K such that

(V(z),expz ' y) + (T expz ' y) > 0, Vy € K.
Therefore, € K solves the hemivariational inequality problem (3.1). g

Next we consider K to be unbounded. So K is not compact in this instance.

Theorem 3.4. Let K C M be unbounded. Suppose V is hemicontinuous, weak pseudomonotone and
J : M — R be a locally Lipschitz function and for a geodesic v : [0,1] — K, with v(0) = =z,

2
lim;_g M = 0. Also in addition we assume that there exists a point xo € K such that

(V(2),exp, 20) + J°(z;exp; ' m9) < 0, with d(0,z) — +o0, 7 € K. (3.5)
Then (HVIP) has a solution.

Proof. We denote ¥ = {z € M : d(0,x) < R} the closed geodesic ball of radius R and center 0. Let
Kr = KNXR.If Kr # (), then there exists a point z € K g such that

(V(zg),expyty) + J°(zg;exp,, y) > 0, Vy € Kg, (3.6)

by Theorem 4.2. We now take a point zp € K satisfying (3.5) with d(0, z9) < R, so zg € K.
Hence by (3.6), we have

(V(zpg), exp;}i x0) + JO(zR; exp;; xo) > 0. (3.7)

If d(0,xr) = R for all R, we may choose R large enough so that d(0, z) — 0.
Hence by (3.5),

<V(xR),exp;; z0) + J°(zR; exp;; xp) <0,

contradicts (3.7). So there exists an R such that d(0,zr) < R.
Now given y € K, we can choose ¢t > 0 sufficiently small so that (t) = exp,, (texp,}y) € Kg.
Consequently

(V(wr), expy, (1)) + J°(zrs expy, v(1) > 0,
or,
(V(zR),texp,py) + J°(zRr;texp,y) > 0. (3.8)
Now from (3.8),
<V(xR), texp;; y> + JO(xR;texp;; y) >0,
ast > 0, and by the positively homogeneous property of J°(u;t exp,, ! w) [see Lemma 2.11], we get
<V(azR),exp;; y> + JO(xR;exp;; y) >0, y€K.

This implies that x r is a solution of the hemivariational inequality problem (3.1). g
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4. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTION FOR MIXED HEMIVARIATIONAL INEQUALITY PROBLEMS UNDER WEAK
MONOTONICITY ASSUMPTIONS

This section is devoted to the study of mixed hemivariational inequality problems on Hadamard
manifolds under weak monotonicity assumptions.

Let M be a Hadamard manifold and K be a closed geodesic convex subset of M. Let V' be a vector
field on K and ¢ : K — R be a mapping. Let J : M — R be a locally Lipschitz function. Then the
mixed hemivariational inequality problem (MHVIP), introduced by Jana and Nahak [19] is to find an
element z € K such that

(MHVIP): (V(z),exp, " y) + ¢(y) — ¢(x) + J(z;exp, ' y) > 0, Vy € K. (4.1)
The solution set of (MHVIP) is denoted by SOL(MHVIP).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that the vector field V' is hemicontinuous, weak monotone on K, : K — R is
geodesic convex and J : M — R be a locally Lipschitz function and also for a geodesic y : [0,1] — K,

withy(0) = x, lim;_,0 M = 0. Then x satisfies

(V(@),expg 't y) +9(y) — v(x) + J(z5exp; L y) > 0, ¥y € K, (4.2)
if and only if it satisfies
<V(y),exp;1 $> +v(x) —Y(y) + Jo(a:;exp;1 x) < udQ(x, y), Yy € K. (4.3)

Proof. First we show that (4.2) implies (4.3). Since V' is weak monotone we have
(V(x),expz ' y) + (V) exp, ' w) < ud*(z,y).
= (V(@),expy ' y) +¥(y) — ¥(z) < —(V(y),exp, " z) + ud*(z,y) + P(y) — ¢(z)
= (V(2),exp; ' y) + J(zrexpyty) +9(y) — (@)

< —(V(y),exp,ta) + JO(zsexpy L y) + pd?(x,y) + (y) — ().
Now from (4.2),

(V(),exp;t y) +9(y) — ¥(@) + J°(z5expy y) 2 0
= —(V(y),exp, " x) + JO(z;exp, ' y) + pd’(z,y) + ¥ (y) — ¥(z) >0
= (V(y),exp, ' z) — J(z;exp; ' y) — pd*(z,y) — (y) + ¥ (z) <0
= (V(y),exp, ' ) + J(a;expy, @) + () — 9 (y) < pd®(z,y).

Therefore (4.2) implies (4.3).

Next to show that (4.3) implies (4.2).

Letz € K andas K is geodesic convex the geodesic : [0, 1] — K, defined by v(t) = exp, (t exp; ! 2),
from v(t) to v(0) = z also belong to K. Hence by (4.3) for ¢ > 0,

(V(v(t)), exp gy @) + (@) = () + T (a5 explyy ) < pd?(z,5(t)). (4.4)

Now from (4.4)

(V(expy(texp, ! 2)), expy ! exp,(texpy ! 2))) +1(x) — P(exp,(texpy” 2))
+J(z;exp ! z)) < pd?(x,exp,(texp, ! 2)),Vz € K.

exp, (texpg ! 2

Let I1; denote the parallel transport along the geodesic v(t) = exp,(texp, ! z). Since the parallel

transport along a curve is an isometry and the tangent vector of a geodesic is parallel along the geodesic
by the positively homogeneous property of J°(u;texp,, ' w) [see Lemma 2.11], we have

<HtV(expx(t exp;1 z2)), —t exp;1 z> + (x) — P(exp,(t exp;1 z)) — tJ°(z; eXp;1 2)
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< pd*(z,exp, (texp, ! 2)),Vz € K.
By dividing ¢ > 0, and passing the limit ¢ — 0, in the above inequality, we get
(V(2), —exp, ! z) +Y(z) — ¥(z) — J°(x; exp,l2) <0, Vz € K.
(V(x),exp; ' 2) +1(z) — ¢(x) + J°(z;exp, ' 2) > 0, Vz € K.
This completes the proof. g

Next we prove the existence theorem for the hemivariational inequality problem (3.1) on Hadamard
manifolds. First we take K to be bounded. So in this case K is compact.

Theorem 4.2. Let KX C M be bounded. Assume that V' is hemicontinuous, weak monotone, J : M — R
is a locally Lipschitz function and vy : K — R is geodesic convex, lower semicontinuous. Also for a geodesic

v :10,1] = K, withy(0) = x, lim;_,¢ M = 0. Then (MHVIP) has a solution.

Proof. Consider the two set-valued mappings F' : K — 2K and G : K — 2K such that
F(y) ={z € K : (V(x),exp; ' y) + J(zsexp, ' y) +¥(y) — v(z) > 0}, Vy € K.

Gly)={zeK: <V(y),exp;1 z) + J%x;exp;l z) 4+ Y(x) — (y) < pd*(z,y)}, Yy € K.
It is easy to see that £ € K solves the mixed hemivariational inequality problem (4.1) if and only if
z € Nyex F(y). Thus it suffices to prove that Nyex F'(y) # 0.
Step-1: F' is a KKM map.
First we show that F' is a KKM mapping. So we have to prove that for any choice of 1, ..., z,, € K

co({x1,...,xm}) C U F(x;).
i=1

Suppose on the contrary that there exists a point g in K, such that zg € co({z1, ..., zm}) but xo ¢
Ui, F(z;). That is
(V(z0), expyy i) + ¥(y) — ¥(m0) + J(20; expy, 2;) < 0, Vi € {1,...,m}.
This implies that for any i € {1,...m}, z; € {y € K : (V(x0),expy, y) + ¢(y) — ¥(xo) +
JO(xo; exp;o1 y) < 0}. Since the function y <u,exp;1 y> is quasi-convex and ¢ : K — R is
geodesic convex, the set {y € K : (V(zo),expzy) + ¥(y) — ¢(z0) + JO(zo;expyl y) < 0} is a
geodesic convex set ([6]). Therefore,
wo € co({w1, ..., xm}) C {y € K = (V(x0), expy, y) + 9 (y) — 9 (wo) + J°(z0; expy, y) < 0}.

Hence 0 = (V (20), expg, o) + ¥(x0) — 1 (20) + J°(w0; expy, o) < 0, a contradiction. Hence F is
a KKM mapping.
Step:2 G is a KKM map.

From Lemma 4.1, we have F'(y) C G(y) Yy € K. Hence G is also a KKM mapping.
Step:3 G is closed.

Let z € K and {z,} € G(y), such that x,, — x asn — oo. We show that z € G(y). Since
{zn} € G(y), we have

(V(y),expy ' ) + J%(xn; exp, " ) + () — ¥(y) < pd*(zn,y)}.
By Lemma 2.8
(V(y),expy ' z) = (V(y), exp, ' x).
Again J° is Lipschitz continuous so

J?(an; expy ! an) = JO(z;expy " ).



190 S.JANA, C. NAHAK

Also since) is lower semicontinuous and d is continuous i.e., d(x,,y) — d(x,y) asn — oco. Therefore
x € G(y) and G(y) is closed for all y € K.
Step:4 G is compact.

Now G(y) is a closed subset of a compact set K. So G(y) is compact for all y € K.

Hence by KKM lemma there exists a point € K such that z € ﬂye x G(y).

By Lemma 4.1 we have (), x G(y) = (,cx F'(y)- Thatis T € (,cx F(y).

So there exists a point £ € K such that

(V(),expz " y) + J(z5expz ' y) +(y) —9(2) > 0, Vy € K.

Therefore, z € K solves the mixed hemivariational inequality problem (4.1). g

Next we consider the case where K is unbounded.
Theorem 4.3. Let K C M be unbounded. Suppose V is hemicontinuous, weak monotone, ¢ : K — R is
geodesic convex, lower semicontinuous and J : M — R be a locally Lipschitz function and for a geodesic

v :[0,1] = K, withy(0) = z, lim;_,0 M = 0. Also in addition we assume that there exists a point
xo € K such that

(V(z),expy ' zo) + 1(z0) — 1h(x) + J°(z;exp, ' 20) < 0, with d(0,z) — +oo, z € K. (4.5)
Then (MHVIP) has a solution.
Proof. We denote ¥ = {z € M : d(0,x) < R} the closed geodesic ball of radius R and center 0. Let
Kr = KNXR.If Kg # (), then there exists a point g € Kg such that
(V(zr), expyp ) + ¥(y) — ¥(zr) + J° (@i exp,y) 2 0, ¥y € Kp, (46)
by Theorem 4.2. We now take a point z¢ € K satisfying (4.5) with d(0, z¢) < R, so zg € Kp.
Hence by (4.6), we have
<V(xR), exp;é a:0> +¢¥(xo) —Y(xRr) + J°(xR; exp;é xg) > 0. (4.7)
If d(0,zr) = R for all R, we may choose R large enough so that d(0,zr) — oo.
Hence by (4.5),
<V(xR),eXp;; :170> + YP(z) — Y(zR) + Jo(wg;exp;; x9) < 0,
contradicts (4.7). So there exists an R such that d(0,zr) < R.

Now given y € K, we can choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently small so that v(t) = exp,, (texp; }y) € Kg.
Consequently

(V(zr),expyv(t)) +¥(1(t) = (xr) + J(2Rr; expyp (1) > 0,
| (V(wn). texpzy) + 0((0) — ¥lar) +J(eriexpzhy) > 0 (45)
As 1) is geodesic convex
v(v(t) < td(y) + (1 —t)v(zr)
= Y(v(t)) — P(zr) < tY(y) — P(zR)]
Now from (4.8),
(V(zR),texpgyy) + J(@ritexpy, y) > (W(zr) — 9(v(1) > tl(zr) — d(y)),

R) —
as t > 0, and by the positively homogeneous property of J°(u;t exp,, ! w) [see Lemma 2.11], we get
(V(zr),expy, y) + J°(wriexpg, y) = [Y(zr) —¥(y)], y € K.

(V(zg),expyry) +¥(y) — ¥(zg) + J(zriexpyhy) >0, y € K.
This implies that x y is a solution of the mixed hemivariational inequality problem (4.1). g
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5. CONCLUSION

We acknowledge that there are numerous extension on studying hemivariational inequality prob-
lems on nonlinear spaces, for emample

(i) From a theoretical perspective, one can investigate existence results by applying weaker mono-
tonicity assumptions on the underlying vector fields.
(ii) Different algorithms can be searched for solving hemivariational inequality problems.
(iif) We have demonstrated the results on Hadamard manifolds. One can try to extend these findings
on Riemannian manifolds.

This paper contributes to analyze hemivariational inequality problems on Hadamard Manifolds. We
anticipate further exploration in this area in near future.
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