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Abstract. This work focuses on the class of multivalued regularized equilibrium problems in
the context of uniformly prox-regular sets introduced and studied in [Noor, M.A.: Multivalued
regularized equilibrium problems. J. Global Optim. 35, 483-492 (2006)]. The algorithms and
results presented in the paper cited above are investigated and analyzed and some fatal errors in
them are detected. Meanwhile, the correct version of the corresponding algorithm and results is
given.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is well-known that the equilibrium problem (EP) is an unified model of several
problems including variational inequality problems, optimization problems, prob-
lems of Nash equilibria, saddle point problems, fixed point problems and comple-
mentarity problems, etc, see, for example, [1, 10, 12, 19] and the references therein.
Because of the wide applications to optimization, economics, finance, physics, image
reconstruction, network, ecology, transportation and engineering sciences, EP have
been extended and generalized in different directions, see, for example, [I, 2,4, 6,

,23] and the references therein. An important and useful generalization of EP is
the generalized multivalued equilibrium problem [23] involving a nonlinear bifunc-
tion. It has been shown that a wide class of unrelated odd order and nonsymmetric
free, moving, obstacle and equilibrium problems can be studied via the multivalued
equilibrium problems.

It is worth to mention that most of the results regarding the existence and iterative
approximation of solutions to variational inequality problems and equilibrium prob-
lems have been investigated and considered so far to the case where the underlying
set is a convex set. This is because all the techniques are based on the properties of
the projection operator over convex sets, which may not hold in general, when the
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sets are nonconvex. In recent years, the concept of convex set has been generalized
in many directions, which has potential and important applications in various fields.
It is well known that the uniformly prox-regular sets are nonconvex and include the
convex sets as special cases, for more details, see, for example, [8,9,17,18,25].

In the recent past, several authors considered and studied different classes of vari-
ational inequalities and equilibrium problems in the setting of uniformly prox-regular
sets, see, for example, [3,5,7, 14,21,24] and the references therein.

Recently, Noor [23] considered and studied a class of equilibrium problems known
as the multivalued regularized equilibrium problems in the context of uniformly prox-
regular sets. He used the auxiliary principle technique [20] to suggest some iterative
methods for solving the multivalued regularized equilibrium problems. He also stud-
ied the convergence analysis of the proposed methods under some certain conditions.

The main objective of this paper is to investigate and analyze the algorithms and
results presented in [23]. Some fatal errors in the algorithms and main results of [23]
are detected. Meanwile, the correct version of the algorithms and convergence results
corresponding to the algorithms and results given in [23] is presented.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper, unless otherwise specified, we use the following notations,
terminology and assumptions. Let ¢ be a real Hilbert space whose inner product and
norm are denoted by (.,.) and ||.||, respectively. Let K be a nonempty closed subset
of #. We denote by di (.) or d(., K) the usual distance function from a point to a set
K, thatis, dg (u) = 1211?< |l —v]|.

v

Definition 1. Let u € # be a point not lying in K. A point v € K is called a
closest point or a projection of u onto K if dx(u) = ||u —v||. The set of all such
closest points is denoted by Pg (u), that is,

Px(u):={ve K :dgu)=|u—v|}.
Definition 2. The proximal normal cone of K at a point u € K is given by
NII()(u) :={£ € # :Ja > O such that u € Pg(u + a§)}.
The following lemma gives a characterization of the proximal normal cone.

Lemma 1 ([17, Proposition 1.1.5]). Let K be a nonempty closed subset of .
Then & € le (u) if and only if there exists a constant o = o(§,u) > 0 such that
(E,v—u) <allv—u|?forallv e K.

Definition 3 ([16]). Let f : # — R be locally Lipschitz near a point x. The
Clarke’s directional derivative of f at x in the direction v, denoted by f°(x;v), is

defined by
£°(x1v) = limsup SO+ = fO)

y—x t
tl0
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where y is a vector in J and ¢ is a positive scalar.
The tangent cone to K at a point x € K, denoted by Tx (x), is defined by
Tk (x):={v e H :dg(x:v) =0}.
The normal cone to K at x € K, denoted by Nk (x), is defined by
Ng(x):={&eH (&, v)<Oforallve Tkg(x)}.
The Clarke normal cone, denoted by N Ig (x), is defined by
N (x) = colNE (0],

where co[S] denotes the closure of the convex hull of S.

Clearly, N Ig (x) SN Ig (x). Note that N Ig (x) is a closed and convex cone, whereas
N If (x) is convex, but may not be closed. For further details on this topic, we refer to
[16,17,25] and the references therein.

In 1995, Clarke et al. [18] introduced a nonconvex set, called proximally smooth
set. Subsequently, it has been investigated by Poliquin et al. [25] but under the
name of uniformly prox-regular set. Such kind of sets are used in many nonconvex
applications in optimization, economic models, dynamical systems, differential in-
clusions, etc. For further details and applications, we refer to [13] and the references
therein. This class of nonconvex sets seems particularly well suited to overcome the
difficulties which arise due to the nonconvexity assumption.

Definition 4 ([18]). For a given r € (0, +0¢], a subset K of J is said to be nor-
malized uniformly prox-regular (or uniformly r-prox-regular) if for all x € K and all

0#5eNE®),

1

<i,x—)_c> < —|x—x|?, forallx € K.
€1l 2r

The class of normalized uniformly prox-regular sets includes the class of convex

sets, p-convex sets [15], C 1! submanifolds (possibly with boundary) of #, the im-

ages under a C 1! diffeomorphism of convex sets and many other nonconvex sets

[18].

Lemma 2 ([18]). A closed set K C H# is convex if and only if it is uniformly
r-prox-regular for every r > 0.

If r = +o00, then in view of Definition 4 and Lemma 2, the uniform r-prox-
regularity of K is equivalent to the convexity of K.

The union of two disjoint intervals [a,b] and [c,d] is uniformly r-prox-regular
with r = % [14,17,25]. The finite union of disjoint intervals is also uniformly
r-prox-regular and r depends on the distances between the intervals.
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3. REGULARIZED MULTIVALUED NONCONVEX EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS

Let C(#) denote the family of all the nonempty compact subsets of #. Suppose
that g : #/ — H is a single-valued operator and T : #H — C(H) is a multivalued
operator. For a given bifunction F(.,.) : # x # — R, Noor [23] considered the
problem of finding u € # : g(u) € K and v € T (u) such that

F(v,g() +vlgw)—gw)|*>0, YveH:gh)eKk, 3.1)

where y = % He called it multivalued regularized equilibrium problem.

It should be pointed out that there is a small mistake in the context of problem
(2.1) in [23]. In fact, the bifunction F : # x H — JH in problem (2.1) in [23] should
be replaced by F : # x H — R.

Lemma 3 ([22]). Let X be a complete metric space, and T : X — C(X) be a
multivalued mapping. Then for any x,y € X, u € T(x), there exists v € T(y) such
that

d(u,v) < M(T(x),T(y)), (3.2)
where M(.,.) is the Hausdorff metric on C(X) defined by

M(A,B) =max{sup inf |[x—y||, sup inf ||x—y||}, VA, B e C(X).
xeAYEB yeBXGA

Noor [23] considered the following auxiliary multivalued regularized equilibrium
problem: For u € # with g(u) € K and v € T(u), find w € # with g(w) € K and
& € T(w) such that, for all g(v) € K, the following relation holds

F(E.g()+ (g(w)—g).g(v) —g(w)) +ylgv) —gw)|* > 0. (3.3)

He claimed that if w = u, then w is a solution of the multivalued regularized equilib-
rium problem (3.1). Based on this fact and by utilizing Lemma 3, he suggested the
following predictor-corrector algorithm for solving problem (3.3).

Algorithm 1 ([23, Algorithm 3.1]). For a given ug € K, compute the approximate
solution u, 4 by the iterative scheme

PF(Mn+1,8()) +(g(un+1) —gUn), g(v) — g(Un+1))
+ylgtunt1) —gun)|* =0, Vg(v) €K,

M € T(un) M1 —nll < M(T (up+1), T (un)), (3.5)
where p > O is a constantand n = 0,1,2,....

(3.4)

In order to study the convergence analysis of Algorithm 1, Noor [23] used the
following definition.

Definition 5 ([23, Definition 2.4]). The bifunction F(.,.) is said to be:
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(a) partially relaxed strongly g-monotone if there exists a constant & > 0 such
that, for all uq,us,z € #H, wy € T(uy),ws € T(uz) the following relation
holds

F(w1.g(u2)) + F(w2,8(2)) < afg(@)— g
(b) g-monotone if
F(wi,g(u2)) + F(wz,g(u1)) <0,
Yui,uz,z € #, wy € T(uy),ws € T(uz);
(c) g-pseudomonotone if for all uy,uy,z € K, wy € T(uy), wa € T(uz),
F(wi,8(u2)) +yllgz) —gu)|*> = 0
= —F(wa,g(u1)+ylguz2) — g > 0.

The following theorem played an important role in establishing the strong conver-
gence of the iterative sequences generated by Algorithm 1.

Theorem 1 ([23, Theorem 3.1]). Let u € K be a solution of (3.1) and u,41 be
the approximate solution obtained from Algorithm 1. If F(.,.) is g-pseudomonotone,
then

(1=MgWn+1) —g)|1* < lgn) — g@)I* — (1 =) | gns1) — g un) |- (3.6)

By a careful reading of the proof of Theorem 1 (that is, [23, Theorem 3.1]), we
found that there are fatal errors in it. In fact, by assuming u € # : g(u) € K and
v € T'(u) as a solution of the problem (3.1) and taking v = up+1 in (3.1), Noor [23]
deduced the following inequality:

F(v,g(n+1)) + 7 g nt1) —g@)|*> = 0. (3.7)

By (3.7) and with the help of the concept of g-pseudomonotonicity of the bifunction
F presented in part (c) of Definition 5, he obtained the inequality (3.6) in [23] as
follows:

—F(Mn+1,8) + 7|18 (n+1) — g@)|> = 0. (3.8)
By setting v = u in (3.4), Noor [23] derived the following inequality:
PF(n+1.8)+(g(Unt1) — g (Un). () — g (Un+1))
+ylg) = gun+1)|* = 0,
and then relying on (3.8), he deduced the inequality (3.7) in [23] as follows:
(g(unt1) — g(un), g(u) — g(Un+1))
> —pF (1,8 ) =y () — g un+1)|? (3.10)
> —ylg) = gun+1)|I> =7 lgnt1) —g ).

3.9
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Letting u = g(u) — g(upn+1) and v = g(up+1) — g(uy,) and by utilizing the well-
known property of the inner product, he obtained the inequality (3.8) in [23] as fol-
lows:

2(g(un+1)— g (un). g) — g(un+1)) = lIg ) — gun) 1> = I8 (n+1) — g un)|I>
—llg) —g@un+1)]?. (3.11)

Combining (3.10) and (3.11), Noor [23] deduced the required inequality (3.6). We
now show that under the conditions mentioned in Theorem 1, what yields is not the
inequality (3.6). In fact, taking v = u in (3.4), what we obtain is the inequality

PF (Mn+1.8)+(gUn+1) —gUn).g(u) — gUn+1))
+¥llgUnt1) — gun)|* >0,

not the inequality (3.9). Furthermore, by virtue of (3.8) and (3.12), we obtain the
inequality

(3.12)

(gun+1) —gun).gWm) — g(Un+1))
> —pF (n+1,.8) — v g (n+1) — gun) | (3.13)
> —pyllg) —gunt)II> = vIIgUnt1) — gun)ll>,

not the inequality (3.10). At long last, by (3.11) and (3.13), what we get is the in-
equality

(1=20pP)llg(n+1) —g@)* < [|g() — g un)[I> = (1 =29l g (wn+1) — g (un) ||,
not the inequality (3.6).

Noor [23] claimed that the sequence generated by Algorithm 1 is strongly conver-
gent to a solution of the problem (3.1).

Theorem 2 ([23, Theorem 3.2]). Let J be a finite dimensional space and let
g . #H — H be injective. Let T : H — C(H) be M -Lipschitz continuous operator.
If y <1, then the sequence {u,} given by Algorithm 1 converges to a solution u of
(3.1).

Now we analyze the proof of Theorem 2 (that is, [23, Theorem 3.2]).

Theorem 1 plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 2. But, as we have pointed
out the assertion of Theorem 1 is not true necessarily. Beside this fact, we also found
that, by a careful reading, there are some fatal errors in the proof of Theorem 2.

In the first place, Noor [23] asserted that the inequality (3.6) implies the bounded-
ness of the sequence {g(u,)} and then he deduced the boundedness of the sequence
{u,} under the injectivity assumption of the operator g.

In fact, relying on (3.6), Noor [23] claimed that

lgWn+1)—g)|| < llgun) —g)ll, (3.14)
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that is, the sequence {||g(u,)— g(u)||} is nonincreasing. Taking into account of the
facts that the sequence {||g(u,) —g(u)} is nonincreasing and the operator g is inject-
ive, he deduced the boundedness of the sequences {g(uy)} and {u, }. However, using
the inequality (3.6), we obtain the inequality

1
lgnt+1)—g)|l < mllg(un)—g(u)lla (3.15)

not the inequality (3.14). It goes without saying that the inequality (3.15) does not
guarantee that the sequence {||g(u,) — g(u)} is nonincreasing. Therefore, in light
of the conditions mentioned in Theorem 2, the sequence {g(u,)} is not necessarily
bounded and so the sequence {u, } is not also necessarily bounded.

In the second place, the author claimed that by applying the inequality (3.6), one
can deduce the following inequality:

Y A=P)gn+1) —gn)|* < [g(uo) —g )|, (3.16)

n=0

which implies that
lim [[g(un+1) —gun)ll = 0. (3.17)
n—-oo
However, by using the inequality (3.6), what one can get is the following inequality:

> =p)llgunt1) — gl

n=0

< llgo) =g+ Y vgunt1) — g,

n=0

(3.18)

not the inequality (3.16). Obviously, the inequality (3.18) does not imply the relation
(3.17). It is worth mentioning that the boundedness of the sequence {u,} and the
relation (3.17) are main tools to establish the statement of Theorem 2.

Thirdly, on page 489, at the end of the proof of Theorem 2 (that is, [23, Theorem
3.2]), the author derived the following inequality by using M -Lipschitz continuity
with constant § of T':

lvn =vll = M(T (un). T (u)) < 8llun —ul.

Unfortunately, there is a fatal error in the above inequality. In fact, in view of the
preceding inequality, the author used the fact that v € 7' (u) before proving it. Even,
without considering this fact, the following example illustrates that for any given
x,y e H,ueT(x)and v € T(y), the inequality (3.2) need not be hold.

Example 1. Let X be the space of all bounded real sequences, that is,

X =I[®= {x = (Xn)neN : Xn € R, sup |x,| < oo}.
neN
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Then X equipped with the co-norm (or sup-norm) defined by

[Xlloo = I[(Xn)nenlloo = sup [xn|,  ¥x = (Xn)nen €1,
neN
is a Banach space, and the set {e1,e2,...,en,...}, where for each n € N, ¢, =
(0,0,...,1,0,...), 1 at the n'" coordinate and all other coordinates are Zero, is a

Schauder basis of /°°. Let the multivalued mapping T : X — CB(X) be defined by
Y C—
T(x) = {(Dnensen:in=12,...1, x #ey,
{entnen. x =ey,
where y € [—1,0) is an arbitrary real constant and / € N is arbitrary but fixed. Take

x # ey, an arbitrary element belonging to X, y = ¢; andu = (¥),en. If a = (£) e,
then considering the fact that y € [—1,0), for any k € N, we have

% 14
dia.cr) = |(Dnen—e] = sup|¥ —et. |
n 00 jeN!!
=sup |7 |2 —1|:i e i k)
ik
14 ‘ Y
= ——1 :1__a
‘k k
where
s |1 i=k
€ki =O%ki = o otherwise,

and so the fact that y € [—1,0) implies that
. . 14
da, T = inf d(a,b =1nf<1——:kelN}=1.
@7() =, inf d(a.b) .

If a = ey, for some n € N, then for each k € N, k £ n, we have

d(a,er) = |len —eklloo = sup |en,; —eri| =1
ieN
and
Therefore,
d(a,T = inf d(a,b) =0,
@T) =, inf d(ab)
consequently,

sup d(a,T(y))=1.
aeT (x)

If b = ey, for some k € N, then fora = (%)neINa we obtain
4

d(ex,a) = ”ek—(%)newH<><> =1-5
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and
d(ek.,en) = |lex —enlloo = sup €k,i—€n,i|= 1
ieN
for each n # k. For the case when n = k, we have
d(eg.ex) = |lex —exllo = 0.
Accordingly,
d(T(x),b)= inf d(a,b)=0,
aeT (x)

and so

sup d(T(x),b) =0.

beT (y)
Hence,
M(T(x).T(y) =max{ sup d(@.T(). sup d(T(x).b)f=1.
a€T(x) beT(y)

Taking into account of the fact that for each k € N,
H(Z)nehxl —ek” —1-L5q,
n o0 k
because y € [—1,0), it follows that for any v € T'(y),
d(u,v) = |lu—vlleo > M(T(x),T(y)).

In view of the above mentioned arguments, the statements of Theorems 1 and 2
are not valid in general.

In order to overcome these difficulties, we present the correct versions of the prob-
lems (3.1) and (3.3) and Algorithm 1.

Let F : # x # — R be a nonlinear bifunction and let 7 : K — C(#) be a multival-
ued operator. Replacing the operator g : # — J in the problem (3.1) by a surjective
operator g : K — K, we consider the problem of finding u € K and v € T'(u) such
that

F(v,g)+ylgv)—gw)|*>>=0, YveKk, (3.19)

where y = 21_r’ and is called the regularized multivalued nonconvex equilibrium prob-
lem (in short, RMNEP). In the sequel, we denote by RMNEP(T, F, g, K) the set of
solutions of RMNEP (3.19).

For given u € K and v € T'(u), we consider the following auxiliary regularized
multivalued nonconvex equilibrium problem of finding w € K and £ € T'(w) such
that

pF(E.g) + (w—uv—w)+pylg)—gw)|*=0, Yvek, (3.20)
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where p > 0 is a constant. We observe that if w = u, then clearly w is a solution of
RMNEP (3.19). This observation allows us to suggest the following iterative method
for solving RMNEP (3.19).

Algorithm 2. For given ug € K and & € T (up), compute the iterative sequences
{un} and {&,} by the iterative schemes

PF(6n.8(0)) + (Unt1 —Un. v —unt1) + py () —guns)|> =0, Vv € K,
3.21)
En € T(un) : I5n+1—Enll <= M(T (un+1), T (un)), (3.22)
where p > O is a constantand n = 0,1,2,....

To establish the strong convergence of the sequence generated by Algorithm 2, we
need the following definitions.

Definition 6. A multivalued operator T : # — C(H) is said to be M -Lipschitz
continuous with constant § if there exists a constant § > 0 such that

M(T ), Tw)) <8||lu—v|, Yu,veH,
where M(.,.) is the Hausdorff metric on C(F).
Definition 7. Let 7 : K — C(#) be a multivalued operator and g : K — K be a

nonlinear operator. For a given positive real constant y, the bifunction F : # x # —
R is said to be g-pseudomonotone with respect to 7" with constant y, iff

F(E1,8u2)) +ylguz) —gn)|*> = 0
implies that

F(€2,8(u1)) +vllgu2) —gu1)|* <0, Vuyi,uz € K.§1 € T(uy).82 € T(uz).

The next proposition plays a key role in establishing the strong convergence of the
iterative sequences generated by Algorithm 2.

Proposition 1. Let T, F, g and y be the same as in RMNEP (3.19) and let u € K,
v € T(u) be the solution of RMNEP (3.19). Suppose further that {u,} and {&,} are
the sequences generated by Algorithm 2. If F is g-pseudomonotone with respect to
T with constant y, then

e —unt1? <l =unll® = lun —uns1l®, Vo =0. (3.23)
Proof. Since u € K and v € T (u) are the solution of RMNEP (3.19), we have
PF(v,g() +pyllg() —g)|> =0, VveK, (3.24)

where the real constant p > 0 is the same as in Algorithm 2.
Taking v = u, in (3.24), we obtain

PF(v.gun))+ pylig(un) — g)|* = 0. (3.25)
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Thanks to the fact that F' is g-pseudomonotone with respect to 7" with constant y,
from the inequality (3.25), it follows that

PF (§n. &) + pyllg(un) — g)||* < 0. (3.26)
Letting v = u in (3.21), we get

PF (En, g(u)) + (nt1 —tn,u —tns1) +py | gw) _g(un)||2 > 0. (3.27)
By combining (3.26) and (3.27), we conclude that

(Un1—tn. U —tnt1) = —pF (En.8() —py |8 () =g (un) |* 2 0. (3.28)
On the other hand, by assuming x = u,+1 —u, and y = u —u, 41, and by utilizing
the well known property of the inner product, we obtain

2unt1—tn.tt —uns1) = llu—unl? = u=sn1|® = uns1—ual®. (329
Making use of (3.28) and (3.29), we derive the required inequality (3.23). ]

We now prove the strong convergence of the sequences generated by Algorithm 2
to a solution of RMNEP (3.19).

Theorem 3. Let H be a finite dimensional real Hilbert space and let g : K — K
be a continuous surjective operator. Suppose that the operator T : K — C(J) is M -
Lipschitz continuous with constant § and the bifunction F : # x # — R is continuous
in the first argument. Furthermore, let all the conditions of Proposition 1 hold and
RMNEP(T, F, g, K) # @. Then, the iterative sequences {un} and {&,} generated by
Algorithm 2 converge strongly to i € K and U € T (1), respectively, and (i,V) is a
solution of RMNEP (3.19).

Proof. Let u € K and v € T (u) be the solution of RMNEP (3.19). From the
inequality (3.23) it follows that the sequence {||u — uy||} is nonincreasing and so the
sequence {u,} is bounded. Moreover, in virtue of the inequality (3.23), we yield

o0

D len = un g < u=uoll?.

n=0
which guarantees ||u, —u,+1]| — 0, as n — oo. Let & be a cluster point of the
sequence {uy}. With the help of the boundedness of the sequence {u,}, we deduce
that there exists a subsequence {u, } of {u,} such that u,, — 1, as i — oo. Utilizing
the inequality (3.22) and considering the fact that the operator T is M -Lipschitz
continuous with constant §, we obtain

||§n,~+1 _Sni ” = M(T(un,‘-i—l), T(un,‘)) = 8””71,‘-}-1 —Up; ” (330)

The inequality (3.30) implies that ||§,; 11 —&n, || = 0, as i — oo. Therefore, {&,, } is
a Cauchy sequence in #. Hence, &,, — ¥, as i — oo, for some ¥ € #. By (3.21),
we get, for all v € K, that

PF (En; s g(0)) + (Un; 41— Un; v —Un,+1) + pylg () — g(un,) || > 0. (3.31)
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Taking into consideration the facts that F' is continuous in the first argument and g is
continuous, by taking the limit in the relation (3.31) as i — oo, it follows that

F(0,g()+vlgw)—g@)|*>0, YveKk. (3.32)

In the meanwhile, from M -Lipschitz continuity with constant § of 7', we deduce that

d(v.T(@) = int{[p —qll :q € T@)}
< (19 —&n; || + d(Eny, T(D))
< (19 =&y || + M(T (tn,), T(2))
<119 —En, | + 8laen; — .

We observe that the right-hand side of the above inequality tends to zero as i —
0o. Thanks to the fact that T'(21) € CB(J#), we conclude that U € T'(iz). Then, the
inequality (3.32) implies that 7 € K and ¥ € T (1) are the solution of RMNEP (3.19).
Thus, relying on Proposition 1, we have

ltn1—all < llup—ull.  Vn=0.

The preceding inequality guarantees that u, — u, as n — oo. Consequently, the
sequence {u, } has exactly one cluster point 7i. By (3.22) and M -Lipschitz continuity
with constant é of 7', we conclude that for all n > 0,

1n+1—6nll < M(T (un+1).T (un)) < 8llun+1—unll. (3.33)

The inequality (3.33) implies that {§,} is also a Cauchy sequence in #. Considering
the fact that ¥ is a cluster point of the sequence {&,}, we conclude that £, — 7, as
n — oo, that is, the sequence {&,} has also exactly one cluster point D. This gives us
the desired result. 0

It is well known that to implement the proximal point methods, one has to calculate
the approximate solution implicity, which is in itself a difficult problem. To overcome
this drawback, Noor [23] considered the following auxiliary uniformly regularized
equilibrium problem: Fora givenu € # : g(u) € K,v e T(u), findw € # : g(w) €
K such that

pF (v, g(v))+{g(w) —gu),g() —g(w))

) (3.34)
+ylgw)—gw)|| >0, Vg)eK,

where p > 0 is a constant.

Noor [23] claimed that if w = u, then clearly w is a solution of the problem (3.1).
Based on this fact, he proposed the following iterative method for solving the problem
(3.1).
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Algorithm 3 ([23, Algorithm 3.2]). For a given ug € K, compute the approximate
solution u, 4 by the iterative scheme

PoF (v, g(v)+{(g(Un+1) —gun),g(v) — gUn+1))
+7lg() —g@ns1)||> =0, Vg(v) € K.,
vp € T(up) : [vat1—vnll = M(T (Un+1), T (un)), n=0,12,.... (3.36)

By an easy checking, we found that unlike the claim of the author in [23], if w = u
then w is not necessarily a solution of the problem (3.1). In fact, if w = u, then the
auxiliary problem (3.34) reduces to the following regularized multivalued nonconvex
equilibrium problem:

Find u € # : g(u) € K such that

PF(v,g() +7lg)—g)|> =0, VveH :g)eK. (3.37)
However, the following example shows that every solution of the problem (3.37)

is not necessary a solution of the problem (3.1).
Example?2. Let # = Rand K = [«, B]U[8, o] be the union of two disjoint intervals
[, B] and [6,0] where 0 < o < B < § < 0. Then, K is a uniformly r-prox-regular set

with r = # and so we have y = % = ﬁ Let us define the operators 7' : # —

C(H)and g: H — H by
T(x)={/\,~(a;"ix+x”i):i=l,2,...,l}, g(x)=p kx4, Vxedt
and the bifunction F : # x # — R by
F(x,y)=0x(y—p)  Vx.yedH,

where p,q € N\{1} and n;,/ € N are arbitrary but fixed natural numbers, u,6 > 0,
m; € R,a; > 1 and

(3.35)

)&[<

B ,(wherei =1,2,...,1)
m; 4

—0
Byp
66—B) (ai veor ,q/<,%)m)

are arbitrary real constants. Take

u= “’/(5)1) andv =4, (a;"/ c1\/(374_ ql(g)pn_,)’

where j € {1,2,...,1} is arbitrary but fixed. Meanwhile, let

i=1,2,....1

p =minq —

1
L q/cB P
Qki (a:'lz \/(M) + q/(%)pni)
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Then, for all v € J¢, we have
PF(v.g() +ylg®)— gl

qV( )p q nj Plva — L /v — B)?
—pm( ()P (WA =B) g Wi =p L

(M\/_q—ﬁ)[pﬂ ( Ve ! (M)P”J)Jrﬁ(uf/v_—ﬁ)}
Ifve [q/(%)p, ,q/(é)l’},thenoz—ﬁfuﬁ/v_—ﬁ50and

pex( A + 1= )Pn,) - g

< pbA; (, v, (M)P"1)+ (n¥vi—p) (3.39)
<p0A ( q/( )” q (ﬁ)pn/)

For the case when v € [,"/(—)1’, g /(5)1’], we have p ¥/vd — B € [§ —B.0 — ] and

pOA; ( G "y + 1/ )””f)+1

< o6, ( ; 4J(Eyr q/( )pn,) — ﬂ(,“/__,s) (3.40)
< .CI/( )p 4 nj

pOA; ( ( )? 5 ﬁ

By (3.39) and (3.40) and taking into consideration the fact that

Yy
2 (aﬁ" " +z/(§>l’"f)
it follows that

(ux/_—ﬁ)[pm( ﬁu/(ﬂ)m)w ﬂ(ﬂ\/_q—ﬂ)}>0
o [ ) [ )

Q

Ai<O0<p<-—

, foreachi € {1,2,..., 3},
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which leads to

(ux/_—ﬂ){pek( ‘ﬁ+;’/( )P"f)+81 (;M/_—ﬂ)}>0

Vv e ui/ve ela,BlUIS,0]. (3.41)
Now, in virtue of (3.38) and (3.41), we deduce that

pF(v,.g()+ylgw)—gw)|*>0, VYved:g(v)eK.
On the other hand, for all v € J, we have

F(v,g()+7lg®)—gw)]?

—0A< s, q()P"f)(w_ B+ 5 Vo7 —p2

(ux/v_q—ﬂ){% ( V" (M)P”/)+ﬁ(uf/v_—ﬁ)]-

The fact that A; < , for each i € {1,2,..., [}, implies

65— ﬂ)( J“ q\/(ﬁ)pnz’)

m; q/cB P
o () V4 o Byom ) Lt gy <0
% §—p
Vo e [q (ﬁ)p, q/(f)p]_
Vi n
Since u Yv4—p €[§—pB,0—p], forallv € [“‘/(%)P, q/(%)l’], it follows that

uﬁ—ﬂ)[ex ( V" (M>P"/)+—w%_q—ﬂ>}<o,

that

§—p

q i q z
voe|tcor o],
that is,
(W‘—ﬁ)[ex ( D"y B )P”/)+—(;L«/v_—,3)}<0

YveH:g)elsa].



588 QAMRUL HASAN ANSARI, JAVAD BALOOEE, AND ADRIAN PETRUSEL

Hence, the inequality

F(v,g) +vlgw)—gw)|*>0

cannot hold for all v € # with g(v) € K. Relying on this fact, we conclude that
every solution of the problem (3.37) is not a solution of the problem (3.1) necessarily.
Accordingly, for given u € # : g(u) € K and v € T'(u), if w = u is a solution of
the auxiliary regularized equilibrium problem (3.34), then w need not be a solution
of the problem (3.1).

Noor [23] claimed that using essentially the technique of Theorem 2, one can
study the convergence analysis of Algorithm 3. For this end, he first asserted that the
following statement holds.

Theorem 4 ([23, Theorem 3.3]). Let the bifunction F(.,.) be partially relaxed
strongly g-monotone with constant o > 0. If up41 is the approximate solution ob-
tained from Algorithm 3 and u € H# is a solution of (3.1), then

(=) lg@) —gunt1)]?

(3.42)
< lg)—gun)lI* — (1 —2pa— )|l gun) — g (Un+1) |-

Now we analyze Algorithm 3 and the proof of Theorem 4 (that is, [23, Theorem
3.3)).

Algorithm 3 is constructed based on the fact that if w = u, where u € K with
g(u) € K and v € T'(u) are given elements satisfying the problem (3.1), then w
is a solution of the problem (3.1). Whereas, it was shown that for given u € K :
g(u) € K and v € T(u), if w = u then the problem (3.20) does not reduce to the
problem (3.1), that is, w is not a solution of the problem (3.1). Hence, by considering
the problem (3.34) for a given u € K with g(u) € K and v € T(u), and in light
of the above mentioned arguments, it should be pointed out that unlike the claim in
[23], Algorithm 3 cannot be used for solving the problem (3.1). In order to overcome
these difficulties, we need to replace y||g(v) — g(w)||? and y||g(v) — g(un+1)||* by
pyllg(w) —gw) | and py || g(v) — g (Un+1)|1? in (3.34) and (3.35), respectively. In
the meanwhile, in view of the proof of Theorem 4 (that is, Theorem 3.3 in [23]), n,
in (3.36) must be replaced by v,,.

By a careful reading the proof of Theorem 4 (that is, [23, Theorem 3.3]), we dis-
covered that under the assumptions mentioned in Theorem 4, the relation (3.42) does
not hold necessarily. By assuming u € # with g(u) € K and v € T (1) as the solution
of the problem (3.1) and taking v = u,; in (3.1), Noor [23] deduced the inequality
(3.7) (which is the inequality (3.15) in [23]). Taking v = u in (3.35), he obtained the
following inequality:

PF(n,g())+(gun+1) — gun), g(u) — g(Un+1))

(3.43
+yllg@) —gunt1)l> > 0. )



ON REGULARIZED MULTIVALUED NONCONVEX EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS 589

Applying (3.7) and (3.43) and considering the fact that F(.,.) is partially relaxed
strongly g-monotone with constant ¢, the author derived the inequality (3.16) in [23]
as follows:

(gn+1)—gun), g(m) — g(un+1))
> —pF (v, g()) —yllg(u) — g un+1) 1>
= p(F(on-g00) + F(0.gl1tn11)))

—vlg@) — gun+)1* —vIlg@n) — g (Unt1)|I?
> —ap|lg(un) — gun+1) 1> — v lgW) — g(Unt1)|?
—yllg(un) — gun+1)1>.

In the end, by combining (3.11) and (3.44), he concluded the required result (3.42).
However, unlike the claim in [23], by (3.7) and (3.43) and invoking the definition
of partially relaxed strong g-monotonicity of the bifunction F given in part (a) of
Definition 5, what obtain is the inequality

(gunt+1)—gun). g(w) — gun+1))
> —pF (v, &) = yIlgu) — gunt1)I?
> —p(F(vn.800) + F(v.8(un+1))) (3.45)

—pyllg@) —guntDI* —7lgW) — gunt1)|?
> —apllg(un) — guns+1) 1> — (0 + Dyllg () — g uns1) 1%,

not the inequality (3.44). In the meantime, by combining (3.11) and (3.45), we get
the inequality

(1=2(p+ Dy)llg@) — gun+1)|?
< |lg) — g un)|I* — (1 —20p) | g (Un+1) — g(un)|%,

not the inequality (3.42).

Relying on the above mentioned arguments and considering the fact that Theorem
4 plays an important and key role in the study of the convergence analysis of Al-
gorithm 3, by an argument analogous to the previous one, mentioned for the proof
of Theorem 2, we can prove that unlike the claim of the author in [23], using essen-
tially the technique of Theorem 2 (that is, [23, Theorem 3.2], one cannot study the
convergence analysis of Algorithm 3.

In order to overcome these difficulties, we now present the correct versions of the
problem (3.3), Algorithm 3 and Theorem 4.

Let T, F, g and y be the same as in RMNEP (3.19). For givenu € K and v € T'(u),
we consider the problem of finding w € K such that

pF(v,g(v)) + (w—u,v—w) + pyllg(v) — g(w)||* > 0, Vv e K, (3.46)

(3.44)
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where p > 0 is a constant. If w = u, then it goes without saying that w is a solution
of RMNEP (3.19). This fact enables us to suggest a predictor-corrector method for
solving RMNEP (3.19) as follows.

Algorithm 4. Let T, F, g and y be the same as in RMNEP (3.19). For given
ug € K and vg € T (up), define the iterative sequences {u, } and {v,} by the iterative
schemes

PF (Un, g(0)) + (Unt1—un, v —tins1) +py[g§(0) —guns )| =0, VYveK,
(3.47)
Vn € T (un) : [vnt+1 —vnll < M(T (un+1), T (un)), (3.48)
where p > Oisaconstantand n =0,1,2,....

In order to establish the strong convergence of the sequences generated by Al-
gorithm 4, we need the following definition.

Definition 8. Let 7 : K — CB(J) be a multivalued operator and let g : K — K
be a nonlinear operator. The bifunction F : # x H — R is said to be

(a) g-monotone with respect to T if
F(wi,g(u2)) + F(wz,8(u1)) <0, Vur,uz e K,wy € T(uy), wa € T(uz);

(b) r-strongly g-monotone with respect to T if there exists a constant r > 0 such
that, for all u1,u, € K, w; € T(u1),wy € T (u3), we have

F(w1,8u2)) + F(wz,gu1)) < —rllgur) —gu2)|?;

(c) partially ¢-strongly g-monotone with respect to T if there exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that, for all uy,uz,z € K,w; € T(u1),wz € T(uz), we have

F(w1,g(u2)) + F(w2.2(2)) < —sllg(z) — gu2)|*:

(d) partially ¢-relaxed g-monotone with respect to T of type (I) if there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that, for all uy,us,z € K,wy € T(u1),wz € T (uz), we
have

F(wy.g(u2)) + F(w2.8(2)) < ¢llz—up |

(e) partially (o, @ )-mixed relaxed and strongly g-monotone with respect to T
of type (1) if there exist two constants o, @w > 0 such that, for all u,u,,z €
K,wy € T(uy),ws € T(uz), we have

F(wi,gu2)) + F(w2,g(2) <ollz—ui|*—@|g(z) — gu2)|>.

It should be remarked that if z = u1, then partially strong g-montonicity with
respect to 7' and partially mixed relaxed and strong g-monotonicity with respect to
T of type (I) of the bifunction F reduce to strong g-monotonicity with respect to
T, and partially relaxed g-monotonicity with respect to 7' of type (I) reduces to g-
monotonicity.
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The following result plays a crucial role in the study of the convergence analysis
of Algorithm 4.

Proposition 2. Let T, F, g and y be the same as in RMNEP (3.19) and let u € K,
v € T'(u) be the solution of RMNEP (3.19). Moreover, assume that {u,} and {v,}
are the sequences generated by Algorithm 4. If the bifunction F is partially (o,2p7)-
mixed relaxed and strongly g-monotone with respect to T of type (1), then

U —ting1I* < llu—unl®* = (A =20p) |unt1 —unl>.  ¥n>0.  (3.49)

Proof. Since u € K and v € T(u) are the solution of RMNEP (3.19), it follows
that (u, v) satisfies (3.24). Taking v = u, 4 in (3.24), we obtain

PF(,g(Un+1)) + pylgtns1) —g)|* > 0. (3.50)
Setting v = u in (3.47), we get
PF (v, g(u)) + (Uns1 —Un.tt —tng1) + pyg) — guns1)||* = 0. (3.51)

By combining (3.50) and (3.51) and considering the fact that the bifunction F is
partially («,2y)-mixed relaxed and strongly g-monotone with respect to 7' of type
(I), we deduce that

(Upt1—Un, U —Upt1)

> —pF (vp.g()) — py |l g () — g (Un41)|I?

2 (3.52)
> —p(F(vn. 800) + F(v,8(tn+1))) =207 () = g 1)
> —apllup+1 —unllz-
Applying (3.29) and (3.52), we conclude that for all n > 0,
lu —un 1> =t =1 |2 = Netn 1 —un |1 = =2aplluin+1 —un?,
whence we obtain
I —vn111? < llu—unl* — (1 =20p) [unt+1 —ual?,

the required result (3.49). ]

The paper is closed by the next assertion that provides us the required conditions
under which the iterative sequences generated by Algorithm 4 converges strongly to
a solution of RMNEP (3.19).

Theorem 5. Let # be a finite dimensional real Hilbert space and let g : K — K
be a continuous surjective mapping. Assume that the bifunction F : # x #H — R
is continuous in the first argument and the operator T : K — C(J) is M -Lipschitz
continuous with constant 8. Suppose further that all the conditions of Proposition
2 hold and RMNEP(T, F,g,K) # @. If p € (0, ﬁ), then the iterative sequences
{un} and {v,} generated by Algorithm 4 converge strongly to i € K and v € T (1),
respectively, and (i, 7) is a solution of RMNEP (3.19).
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Proof. Since RMNEP(T, F,g,K) # @, we can take u € K and v € T(u) as a
solution of RMNEP (3.19). In light of the inequality (3.49), we deduce that the
sequence {||u, —u||} is nonincreasing and so the sequence {u,} is bounded. In the
meanwhile, by (3.49), it follows that

o0
D (1=2ap)unt1 —un? < llu—uol.

n=0

which guarantees ||up4+1 —un|| — 0, as n — oo. Let & be a cluster point of the
sequence {up}. Considering the fact that the sequence {u, } is bounded, there exists
a subsequence {uy, } of {u,} such that u,, — 1, as i — co. By a similar proof as in
Theorem 1, we conclude that {v,, } is a Cauchy sequence in # and v,, — V, for some
Ve H,asi — co. Moreover, it € K and v € T'(i1) are the solution of RMNEP (3.19),
and the sequences {u, } and {v, } have exactly one cluster point # and D, respectively,
and the proof is now complete. U
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