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ABSTRACT

In this article, we aim to approximate a solution to the bilevel equilibrium problem
(BEP) for short: find £ € Sy such that g(z,y) > 0, Yy € Sy, where Sy ={u e K:
flu,z) > 0,Vz € K}. Here, K is a closed convex subset of a real Hilbert space H,
and f and g are two real-valued bifunctions defined on K x K. We propose an inertial
version of the proximal splitting algorithm introduced by Z. Chbani and H. Riahi:
Weak and strong convergence of proz-penalization and splitting algorithms for bilevel
equilibrium problems. Numer. Algebra Control Optim., 3 (2013), pp. 353-366. Under
suitable conditions, we establish the weak and strong convergence of the sequence
generated by the proposed iterative method. We also report a numerical example
illustrating our theoretical result.
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1. Introduction

Throughout H is a real Hilbert space with identity operator Id, scalar product (-, -)
and associated norm || - ||. Let K be a nonempty, closed, and convex subset of H, and
let f,g: KxK — R be two real-valued bifunctions. This work focuses on the following
bilevel equilibrium problem:



Find T € Sy such that

g(z,y) >0, Vye Sy, (BEP)

where the constraint set S; represents the solution set of the following equilibrium
problem associated with f:
Find y € K such that

fly,u) >0, Yue K. (EP)

In other words, problem (BEP) is an equilibrium problem where the constraint set
consists of solutions to another equilibrium problem. The formulation of (BEP) is
widely recognized as a general framework that unifies many classical problems in non-
linear analysis and optimization. These include hierarchical minimization problems,
mathematical programming, optimization problems with equilibrium or fixed point
constraints, optimal control problems governed by state equations defined through
variational or quasi-variational inequalities, Nash equilibrium concepts, and more. For
further details, see [1] and references therein.

Throughout this work, we assume that the solution set of (BEP), denoted by S, is
nonempty.

Although bilevel equilibrium problems are interesting, they are challenging to solve
due to the presence of a bifunction at both levels.

The classical approach for approximating a solution to (BEP) is the regularized
prozimal point algorithm (RPPM), introduced by Moudafi [2]. This algorithm gen-
erates a sequence {x,} according to the iteration:

Tpt1 = {]}{jﬁng(xn)j

which satisfies

1
f(@n+1,Y) + Bng(@nt1,y) + )\—(«Tnﬂ — Tp, Y — Tny1) 20, Vy e K, (1)

where {f,} and {\,} are two sequences of nonnegative real numbers, and J {:“8 9 is
the resolvent associated with the parametrized family of bifunctions f + 5,g9.

It turns out that the sequence generated by this algorithm converges weakly to a
solution of (BEP) under the conditions:

+o0
%glirg An >0, Z)\nﬁn < 400, and ||xnpi1 — znl = o(Bn)-
n=0

However, a major challenge in applying this method lies in the last assumption, as it
requires choosing a suitable control sequence (5,) without knowing the convergence
rate of ||xp41 — x|

To address this issue, an alternative proximal scheme was proposed in [3], which
generates the sequence using the iteration:

Tpyl = Jf:f+g($n),



i.e.,

1

Brf (Znt1,y) + 9(Tni1,y) + )\—<J3n+1 — T,y — Tpy1) >0, Vy e K. (2)

This modification overcomes the difficulty highlighted in [2] by introducing a
geometric assumption based on the Fenchel conjugate function associated with
the bifunction f. Consequently, the authors in [3] analyzed both weak and strong
convergence of the algorithm to a solution of (BEP).

In recent years, there has been significant interest in incorporating inertial terms
into various proximal-type algorithms. Notably, the inclusion of inertial terms enhances
the numerical performance of these algorithms by accelerating their convergence. This
acceleration occurs because each new iterate is computed as a combination of the
previous two iterates, which can also be interpreted as an implicit discretization of
second-order dynamical systems in time.

The origins of these methods can be traced back to the work of Alvarez and Attouch
[4]. Inspired by Polyak’s heavy ball method [5], originally introduced in the context of
minimizing smooth convex functions, the authors in [4] developed the inertial proximal
point algorithm for finding zeros of general maximally monotone operators.

A more recent investigation [6] extended the proximal algorithm (2) by incorporating
inertial terms. The authors in [6] proposed the following inertial proximal scheme for
solving (BEP):

Tpt1 = Jf:fw(yn),
which satisfies
1
Brf(@nt1,y) + 9(Tnt1,y) + )\—<$n+1 —YnsY — Tnt1) 20, Vy €K, (3)
n
where the inertial term is defined as y, := x, + an(x, — Tp—1), with {a,} being a

nonnegative sequence satisfying {a,} C [0, 1].

It was shown that under suitable conditions on the positive parameters g,
and \,, and by assuming that the sequence {a,} is nondecreasing and satisfies
{an} C [0,a] for some a > 0 such that 0 < a < 1, the algorithm converges weakly
to a solution of (BEP). This result was established using a discrete counterpart of
the geometric condition introduced in [7]. Moreover, the authors also proved strong
convergence under a geometric hypothesis and even in the absence of such assumption.

Another important class of iterative methods in optimization is given by the so-
called splitting methods. Since evaluating the resolvent operator of the sum of two
maximally monotone operators (or monotone bifunctions) is generally difficult, an
alternative approach relies on splitting techniques. These methods are based on the
idea of separately computing the resolvents of each operator (or bifunction), which is
often easier to evaluate.

In the context of monotone inclusions, various splitting-type algorithms have been
extensively studied. For a detailed overview, the interested reader may refer to [8-10]
and the references therein.



To approximate a solution of
0 € Az + N¢(x), (4)

where A : H = H is a maximally monotone operator and N¢ is the outward normal
cone to a closed convex set C' C H, Attouch et al. [11] proposed the following splitting
algorithm:

Yn = (I + M\A) Loy, (5)
Tn = (I + /\nﬁnadj)_lynv

where {f,} and {\,} are sequences of nonnegative real numbers, and ¥ : H — R U
{+0o0} acts as a penalization function enforcing the constraint = € C. The authors
established conditions ensuring either the ergodic or strong convergence of the sequence
generated by their algorithm to a solution of (4).

Motivated by these works, several studies have extended splitting methods to the
bilevel equilibrium context. The algorithm proposed in [10] was later generalized by
Moudafi [12] for solving the problem

f(z,y) + g(z,y) >0, VyeK.

Chbani and Riahi [3] introduced a similar splitting algorithm:

{ 9(2041:9) + 3= (2011 — Tn,y — 2011) 20, Wy €K, ©)
ﬁnf($n+1vy) + )\in<xn+1 — Zn+1,Y — $n+1> > 07 Vy € Ka

which includes a viscosity term £, to ensure convergence to a solution of (BEP).

In this work, we focus on proximal splitting methods for solving (BEP) and aim to
incorporate inertial terms into the algorithm (6). Our proposed method combines the
inertial iterative scheme (3) with the splitting algorithm (6). Inspired by the approach
presented in [6], we introduce the following numerical scheme:

Algorithm: Inertial Proximal Splitting Algorithm (IPSA)

Initialization: Choose positive sequences {8,}, {\n}, and a nonnegative sequence
{an} C[0,1]. Select arbitrary initial points xg, 21 € K.

Iterative Step: For every n > 1, given the current iterates x,,—1,x, € K, set
Yn = Tpn + QT — Tp_1),
and define x,4+1 € K by
Tpt1 = Jf:f o an (Yn),
ie.,

{ g(Zn+1,y) + %n<zn+1 —Yn,Y — Zn+1> Z 07 vy € K7 (7)
/an(xn-i-by) + i<xrﬁ-l — Zn+1,Y — xn+1> Z 07 vy € K




In this algorithm, {\,} represents the sequence of step sizes, {3,} the sequence of
penalization parameters, and {«,} the sequence of inertial parameters. If a;,, = 0 for
all n > 0, then (IPSA) reduces to the original splitting algorithm (6).

In what follows, we outline the structure of the remainder of the paper.

In Section 2, we present the necessary background for our analysis. Section 3 is
dedicated to the convergence analysis of algorithm (IPSA). We establish conditions
under which the sequence generated by this algorithm converges weakly or strongly
to a solution of (BEP).

More specifically, in Subsection 3.1, using a discrete counterpart (9) of the geometric
condition introduced in [7] — formulated in terms of the Fitzpatrick transform of the
bifunction f — we prove (see Theorem 3.3) that the sequence generated by (IPSA)
weakly converges to a solution of (BEP), provided that:

2\ g1 s
A et %gl}rg)\nﬁn>07

and that the sequence {a,} is nondecreasing and satisfies {a,,} C [0, o] for some o > 0
with o < ¥3=1,

In Subsection 3.2, by strengthening the monotonicity assumption on the upper-
level bifunction g and without requiring the geometric assumption (9), we show (see
Theorem 3.4) that the sequence generated by (IPSA) strongly converges to the unique
solution of (BEP) under the conditions:

V3—-1

{an} is nondecreasing, {an} C[0,a] with 0 < a < T

> An=+00, lim A, =0, lim B, =+00 and liminfA,B, > 0.
>0 n—-+oo n—-+oo n——+oo

A key advantage of our approach is that it ensures convergence without impos-
ing restrictive assumptions on the trajectories. To the best of our knowledge, such a
proximal inertial splitting scheme has not yet been studied for the two-level problem
(BEP).

In Section 4, we present a numerical experiment to illustrate our theoretical results.
The paper concludes with some technical auxiliary results provided in the Appendix.

2. Notations and background

For the reader’s convenience, we first recall some well-known concepts related to the
monotonicity and continuity of real-valued bifunctions.

Definition 2.1. A bifunction f: K x K — R is said to be:
(1) Monotone if

flx,y)+ f(y,2) <0, Vz,yeK.



(ii) y-strongly monotone if there exists v > 0 such that

fla,y) + fly, ) < —le—yl? Va,y e K.
(¢it) Upper hemicontinuous if

}{%f(tz + (1 =ta,y) < flz,y), Vz,y,zeK.

(iv) Lower semicontinuous at y with respect to the second argument if

f(z,y) <liminf f(z,w), VzeK.

w—yY

(v) An equilibrium bifunction if, for each = € K, we have f(z,z) =0 and f(z,-) is
convex and lower semicontinuous.

The dual equilibrium problem associated with the bifunction f on K is stated as
follows:
Find z € K such that

fly,z) <0, WyeK. (DEP)

The set of solutions to (DEP) is called the Minty solution set. The following result
establishes the connection between Minty equilibria and standard equilibria.

Lemma 2.2 (Minty’s Lemma, [13]). (i) If f is monotone, then every solution of
(EP) is also a solution of (DEP).
(ii) Conversely, if f is upper hemicontinuous and an equilibrium bifunction, then
every solution of (DEP) is a solution of (EP).

The following lemma introduces the notion of the resolvent associated with bifunc-
tions, a key concept in our approach to solving (BEP).

Lemma 2.3. [1/] Let f: K x K — R be a monotone equilibrium bifunction. Then,
the following statements are equivalent:

(1) f is mazimal: If (x,u) € K x H satisfies
f(@y) <{uzx—y), VyeK,
then it follows that
flz,y)+ (u,z—y) >0, VyekK.

(ii) For each x € H and X > 0, there exists a unique z) = J)]\C(x) € K, called the
resolvent of f at x, such that

)\f(Z)\,y)+<y—Z)\,Z)\—ﬂf> 207 vyeK (8)

Moreover, € Sy if and only if ¥ = J/J\v(a’c) for every A > 0, which is also equivalent to
= J/J\c(a’;) for some A > 0.



Remark 1. Assertion (ii) above, as stated in [15, Lemma 2.1], holds under the as-
sumptions that f(x,z) = 0 for each € K and that f is upper hemicontinuous and
convex in its second argument.

2.1. Preliminaries from Convex Analysis

In this section, we recall some fundamental concepts from convex analysis that will be
used in our study.
For a function ¢ : H — RU {400}, we denote its effective domain by

dom ¢ ={z € H: p(z) < +o0}.

The function ¢ is said to be proper if dom ¢ # 0.
The optimal objective value of ¢ is defined as

min g := inf ¢(z),

and its set of global minima is given by
argmin ¢ := {z € H : p(z) = minp}.

For a proper, lower semicontinuous, convex function ¢ : H — RU{+o0}, its Fenchel
conjugate function ¢* : H — R U {+o0o} is defined by

¢ (z) == sup{(z,y) — p(y)}.
yeH

If o is the indicator function of a set K C H, given by

0, if x € K,
ok (z) = {

400, otherwise,
then its Fenchel conjugate function at x* € H is the support function of K, given by

0k (27) = ok (¢¥) = sup(z™,y).
yeK

The subdifferential of ¢ at x € H, where p(z) € R, is the set

0p(x) :={veH: oy >e(x)+(v,;y —x), VYyecH}

By convention, we set dp(z) = 0 if ¢(x) = +00. The normal cone to K C H at x € H
is the set

J{ereH: (a¥u—2x)<0,Vue K} ifzeK
Nic(w) = { 0 otherwise.

We mention that Ng = 0dk, and that z* € Nk(z) if, and only if, ok (2*) = (x*, x).
For every u € K, we denote by f, the function defined on H by f,(z) = f(u,x) if



z € K and f,(z) = 400 otherwise. For an equilibrium bifunction f: K x K — R, the
associated operator Af is defined by
Foon _J{zeH: flz,y) +(z,2—y) >0, Vye K} ifrcK
Allz) = 0fr(w) = { 0 otherwise.

Following [16,17], the Fitzpatrick transform Fy : K x H — RU {400} associated with
a bifunction f is defined by

Fy(w,u) = Slellg{<u,y> + fly, )}

Given its continuity and convexity properties, the function F; has proven to be an
important tool when studying the asymptotic properties of dynamical equilibrium
systems, see [7] for a detailed presentation of these elements.

2.2. Assumptions

In the remainder of the paper, we assume the following conditions:

» The bifunctions f and g are monotone and upper hemicontinuous, satisfying
conditions (iv) and (v) of Definition 2.1.

» For each y € K, we have dg,(y) # 0 (i.e., dom (49) = K), and KNSy # 0.

» The set R; (K — Sy) is a closed linear subspace of H. In this case, the operator
gz +9s, is maximally monotone (see [18,19]), and the subdifferential sum formula

8(.996 + 6Sf) = agoc + NSf

holds.
» The following geometric assumption holds: For all v € Sy and for every p €
N, (u),

+oo 2p 2p
> AnBn [ff (u B) — s, (5)} < +o0. (9)
n—1 n n

Assumption (9) serves as a key tool in our weak convergence analysis. Notably,
this condition represents the discrete counterpart of the assumption introduced
in [7] in the context of continuous-time dynamical equilibrium systems. Further-
more, it extends similar assumptions commonly used in the convergence anal-
ysis of variational inequalities formulated as monotone inclusion problems and
in constrained convex optimization problems. For further discussion on these
assumptions, see [11,20,21] and the references therein.

3. The main results

3.1. Weak convergence analysis

In this subsection, under natural conditions, we formulate and prove a weak conver-
gence result for the trajectory generated by (7) to a solution of (BEP). We begin with



the following preliminary estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Let {z,} be a sequence generated by algorithm (7). Take u € S and set
an = |lzn —ul|?. Then, there exist p € Ng,(u) and b > 0 such that for each n > 1, the
following inequality holds:

Ap41 — Qp — an(an - an—l) + )\nﬁnf(u7xn+1) — Qp (b + 1) ||xn - xn—lH2
<22p2 = (3 = % )2ns1 = 2all? = Hlonss — 2l + Mbn | Fr (w,22) — 05, (2]

(10)
Proof. Since u € S, the first-order optimality condition gives
0 € 0(gu + s, )(u) = A%(u) + Ns, (u).
Let p € Ng, (u) be such that —p € A9(u). Then, for every n > 1, we have
Ang(u,y) + An(=p,u—y) >0, VyeK. (11)
From inequality (7), it follows that
1
9(znt1,9) + )\*<Zn+1 —Yn Y — 2n41) 20, VyeK (12)

n
Setting y = zp41 in (11) and y = w in (12), and using the monotonicity of g, we obtain
AP, U = Zn41) + (Zn41 — Yn, U — 2n41) > 0,

which is equivalent to
An (=P U = Znt1) + (Znt1 = Yn, U = Tng1) + (Zng1 = Yns Tng1 — Zng1) 2 0. (13)
Since the sequence {z,} is generated by (7), we also have
AnBnf(Tnt1, 1) + (Tnt1 — Znt1,U — Tpt1) > 0. (14)

Summing these inequalities gives

Anﬁnf(xn—&—lv u) + <t73n+1 —UYn, U_mn+1> +An<_pa u_2n+1> + <Z7l+1 —Yn, Tnt1 _Zn+1> > 0.
(15)
Using the identities

(Tnt1 = Yn, U — Tpy1) = [Hyn - uH2 — |71 — ynH2 — |71 — UHQ] )

N

and

[”3771—1—1 - ynH2 — [l2ny1 — ynH2 — [|Zny1 — Zn-&-lHQ] )

N

<Zn+1 — Yn, Tn+l — Zn+1> =



inequality (15) simplifies to

22080 f (@ns1,1) + [yn — ull® = l|zns1 — ull® + 22n{~p,u — 2041)

— [Tn+1 — Ant1ll — {|Fn+1 — Ynll 2 V.
[ 1> =1 I>>0

We also have
212, L 2
2)\n<_pa U — zn+1> < 2)\n<_p>u - xn—&-l) + 2)‘n”pH + §||xn+1 - Zn+1” .
Substituting this into (16) gives

220 B0 f (Tn1,u) + llyn — wl® = Jonsn = ull? + 200 {=p,u — 2np1)

1
= gl = 2 l® = llznn = wnl® + 2X0IPI1* > 0.

By Lemma A.5, for all n > 1, we have

lyn — uH2 =1+ ap)llzn - uH2 — ap||Tn-1 — u||2 + an(1 + ay)||zy — xn,1||2.

Similarly, for some b > 0, we get

Lo

b Mzns1 — anQ + (04721 —apb)||zn — xnfl”Z-

zn+1 = ynll* > (
Combining (18) and (19) with (17), we obtain

|zn41 = ull® = (1 + an)llzn — ull? + anf|zn-1 — ul®

(679
< 2X0Bnf (Tny1,u) + an(b+ 1)||2y, — wn—IHZ —(1-——

b
1
= gllener = 2 ® 4+ 20 =p,u = 2nia) + 220 0]

)Hzn—&-l - anQ

Taking a, = ||z, — u||? in (20), and using the monotonicity of f, yields

an41 — (1 + an)an + anan—1
< *)‘nﬁnf(uv anrl) + )‘nﬁnf(xn+1’ ’LL) + 2)\n<*p, u— :L'n+1>

(18)

(19)

(20)

« 1
+ an(b+ Dl —zpa|? — (1 - f)!\znﬂ — zn|® - L Tnp1]® + 270 Ip))?

2p
Bn

)

= _)\n/an(uyxn—i-l) + )\n/Bn <Zpa 1'n+1> + f(xn—i-hu) - <

Qo

1
+an(d+ Dllzn = znal® = (1= S5z = 2all® = S lz01 = 2nal* + 225 2]

10

(21)



Since p € Ng, (u), we have agf(%) = <%,u>. Hence

Ap+4+1 — (1 + an)an + Qnln—1 + )\n/an(u mn—l—l)

S)\n/Bn <Zpaxn+1>+f(xn+la ) O-Sf(ﬂ ):| +an(b+ 1)Hxn_xn 1”

Qp

1
—(1- b —Mznt1 — mn”z - inn-&-l - xn+1||2 + 2)‘%”1)“2

< \fn sup{(— x)+ f(z,u)} — Usf(ﬁn)] + an (b4 1)||zn — zn_1 |

leeH Bn
(6%
— (1= S8 zn4 — zall? - fuznﬂ — |2 + 222 |p|)?

7%

= |7 (w2 < s (B)] +an(o+ Dllzn = n 1l = (1= $)llenss -zl

1
= Sllznn = 2 [* + 220 P11

(22)
We also have
2 1 2 1 2
- §||Zn+1 — Zpq1|” = _§||Zn+1 —p||” — §||$n — Tpy1||* + (Znt1 — Tny Tnp1 — Tn)
< 1 _ 2 1 _ 2 _ 2 , 1 _ 2
> 2Hzn+1 | 2||xn+1 To 4+ | 201 — 2a|” + 4||xn+1 |
= Lt = 2l = g — ol
2 4
(23)

Combining this last inequality with (22), yields

An4+1 — (1 + an)an + apan—1 + )\nﬁnf(ua :EnJrl)
<o | Fy (0. 2) =05, (2)] + an®+ Dllwn = 201l = (& = %)llz0s1 — 2l
_inn—&-l - mn”Z + 2A%HPH2-
(24)
The proof is complete. O
Corollary 3.2. Under hypothesis (9), assuming that the sequence {cu,} is nonde-
creasing and satisfies {ap,} C [0, @] for some a € [0, \/34_1 [, and that Z M\ < +o0, we
n>0

have, for each u € S:
+oo
(i) D lzns1 — @nll* < +o0;
n=0

+oo
(Zj} Z Hzn-i-l - an2 < +00;
Yoo

(ii1) > AnBuf (t, 2ng1) < +00;
n=1
(iv) ngrfoo |xn — u|| exists.

11



Proof. Let us take 6, = ||z, —x,_1]|? in (10). Since the sequence {a,} is nondecreas-
ing, we obtain

Ap4+1 — Gp — (anan - an—lan—l) + )\nﬁnf(qh $n+1)

oan 1
< (04 1) (0 — ansadnsn) + (5 = 3 ) s =l

+ (ansa6+ 1= ) dus + X001 + 080 (77 (1 2) =05, (2)].

For n > 0, we have 0 < o, < @ < @. Choose b €]2a, .= — 1[ such that

(O‘;_D < (Z‘—é) <0 and <an+1(b+1)—i) < (a(b—kl)—i) <.

Rewriting (25), we get

(25)

Ap4+1 — Gn < (anan - an—lan—l) - An + Wn,

where

1 a 1
B = Mbof(wtnin) = (a0 + 1) = ) 8o = (5 = 5 ) wss = 2l

and

2 2
wy, = (b4 1) (nbp — ang10n41) + X2 |2)* + MiBn {]—"f (u, éj) — o5, <5]Z>} )

Since A, > 0, we analyze the summability of w,:
+oo
. Z (anbn — Ang16n41) < 0161 = aqf|z1 — 2o|* < 400

=1
:L»oo —+00
o > Alpll? = 1D A% < +oo;
n=1 n=1
e By hypothesis (9), we have
—+00
2 2
E)\nﬁn [}"f (u, p) —0s; (p)} < +o0.
2 B B
Thus, we conclude that
“+oo
an < +-o00.
n=1

Since a < 1, applying Lemma A.4, we obtain

+oo

g A, < +oo and lim a, exists.
0 n—-+4o0o

n—

12



This completes the proof. ]

In order to proceed with the convergence analysis, we need to choose the sequences
{\.} and {B,} such that {\,} € £2\ ¢! and 1imJirnf Anfn > 0.
n—-+0oo

We are now ready to state and prove the first main result of this section.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that f and g are monotone and upper hemicontinuous bi-
functions. Let {xn} be the sequence generated by (7). Under hypothesis (9), assume
that:

e the sequence {ay,} is nondecreasing ;
o {a,} C[0,q] for some o € [0, \/‘Z_l[;
o (N} e\ and lir_r)l}_nf Anfn > 0.

Then, the sequence {x,} weakly converges to some T € S.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove that conditions (i) and (ii) in Lemma A.1 are satisfied for
C = S. By (iv) of Corollary 3.2, we know that for any u € S, 1irJ£1 |zn, — ul| exists,
n—-+0o0o

ensuring that condition (i) holds.

Next, we show that every weak cluster point Z of the sequence {z,} lies in S. Let
ni — 400 as k — +oo such that z,, — . We aim to show that z € S.

By the monotonicity of f, inequality (7) ensures that for all y € K and for sufficiently
large k,

1

[y, 2n,) < m<xnk_znkay_xnk>
< _ Ny —
= 1Pt e = 2nell - 1y — Znl (26)
nk—lﬁnk—l
By Corollary 3.2, we have nEI—lI—loo |Zn, — Tnp—1|| = nll}l}_loo |Zn,—1 — 2n, || = 0. Since

{zp, } is bounded and liminf A, _18,,-1 > liminf A, 8, > 0, the weak lower semicon-
k—+o0 n—+00

tinuity of f(y,-) ensures that f(y,z) < 0 for all y € K. Thus, Lemma 2.2 implies that
T e Sf.

Using the first part of (7) and the monotonicity of g, for every u € Sy, we obtain
(Zn41 = Yns U — 2n+1) > Ang(U, 2n+1).
Hence,
[yn — U”2 — llzn+1 — ynH2 — llzn+1 — UHZ > 2Xng(u, 2ny1).
By applying inequalities (18) and (19), along with the fact that
[2ni1 —ull < llzn1 —ull,
and setting a,(u) = ||z, — u||?, we obtain, for some b > 0,

(6%
1= 28 [z =2 P+ (148) |2~ 1 |

2/\719(”7 Zn+1) < (an_an+1)+an(an_an—l)+( b
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Since {ay,} is nondecreasing and «,, < a, we get
2)‘71.9(“’ Zn—‘rl) < (an_an+1)+(anan - an—lan—l>+‘|zn+1_anZ"i_a(l"i_b)Hxn_xn—IHQ-

Fixing N > 1, summing this inequality from n = 1 to n = N, and letting N — +o0,
we obtain

23" Mgl i) < n—ulf e i o=l 3 =zl +a(1+0) 3 v
n> n> n>

By Corollary 3.2, we have > < ||2n41—2n > < +ocand >, o [2n—2n_1> < +o0.
Since lim |jzy — u exists, it follows that -
N—r+o00

Z Ang (U, Zp41) < +00.

n>1

Since ), 51 An = +00, applying Lemma A.2 gives

liminfg (u, 2n41) < 0.

Since 1ir_ir_1 |zZn+1 — x|l = 0, we conclude that Z is also a weak cluster point of {z,}.
n—-—+0o0

By the lower semicontinuity of g(u,-), we obtain g(u,z) < 0, and Lemma 2.2 ensures
that

g9(Z,u) >0, VueSy.

This completes the proof. O

3.2. Strong Convergence

In this section, we assume that g is strongly monotone and show that the sequence
{zy}, defined by the iteration (7), strongly converges to the unique solution wu of
(BEP), without requiring the geometric assumption (9).

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that the bifunctions f and g are monotone and upper hemi-
continuous. Additionally, assume that:

e g is p-strongly monotone;

e the sequence {ay,} is nondecreasing;

o {a,} C[0,q] for some o € [0, \/‘3_1[, and

Z Ap = 400, lim A\, =0, lim B, = +oo and liminf \,8, > 0.
>0 n—+4o0o n—-4o0o n—-+4o0o

Then, the sequence {x,} generated by (7) strongly converges to the unique solution u
of (BEP).

Proof. Uniqueness of the solution for (BEP) follows from the strong monotonicity
of g. For existence, see [15, Theorem 4.3].

14



We now prove the convergence of the sequence {x,, } to the unique solution of (BEP).
The proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1: Boundedness of the sequence {z,}.

On one hand, taking y = u (the unique solution of (BEP) in the second inequality
of (6) gives

MnBnf(Tpi1,w) + (Tnt1 — Znt1, U — Tpg1) >0,
and hence,
AnBnf (@1, 1) = [[@np1 — ull® + (u = zpg1,u — pg1) > 0.
Thus, we obtain
MbBf (@1, w) + znar =l = zna1 = @nga |2 = zper —uf?> > 0. (27)
On the other hand, the first inequality in (6) leads to
~2Xng(znt1,w) < Nlyn = ull* = llyn — 2o l* = 12041 — ull”. (28)

Setting a,(u) = ||z, — u|[? and 6, = ||r, — z,_1]|?, summing up the last two
inequalities and using (18), (23), and (19), we obtain, for some b > 0,

—2M9(zni1,u) < lyn — u||2 — ant1(u) = |lyn — Zn+1||2 — [lzns1 — xn+1||2

< (an(u) = any1(u)) + an(an(u) — an—1(w)) + an(l + b)6, — i‘anrl

Q 1 1
+ (5= 3) s = 2l = Jlania = a4+ A fnen, )

Since the sequence {a,,} is nondecreasing, for each n > 0, we get

ant1(u) — anan(u) + (1 + b)ap4+10n+1

< 2>\n9(zn+1a u) + an(u) - anflanfl(u) + (1 + b)an(sn (29)
ap, 1

1
+ <(1 +b)ani1 — 4> Ont1 + (b - 2) 2041 — Znl|? + AaBnf (Tng1,uw).

As in the proof of Corollary 3.2, for n > 0, we have 0 < o, < a < %. So we can
find b €]2cv, ;= — 1] such that

(O‘b”—;> < <Z—;> <0 and <an+1(b+1)—i> < (a(b+1)—i> <0.

Thus, using inequality (29), we obtain

anJrl(u) - Oén(ln(U) + (1 + b)an+16n+1
< 2/\n9(2’n+1, U) + an(u) - an—lan—l(u) + (1 + b)anén

+ (a(b +1) — i) Ont+1 + AnBnf(@ni1,u).
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Setting by, (u) = ap(u) —apan—1(uw)+(14+b)aydy,, and noting that a,, < o, we obtain,
forn>1,

b1 (1) < 2\g(zns1, ) + b (u) + (a(b +1)- i) St + AaBuf(@nsriw).  (30)

Since u € Sy, we have

boia(0) £ 2hglenir,) + o) + (alb+ 1) = § ) b, (31)

o If there exists ng € N such that {b,(u)} is decreasing for all n > ng, then
bp+1(u) < by, (u). This implies that

ant1(u) < an1an(u) + bny (1)
< aan(u) + by, (uw), for all n > ny.

By induction, we deduce that for all n > ng > 1,

1 _ a’nfn()

an1 (1) < Q"0 () + bpg () —7——

Hence, the boundedness of the sequence {a,(u)} follows.

e Otherwise, there exists an increasing sequence {k,} such that for every n > 0,
bi, ., (u) > by, (u). By Lemma A.6, there exists a nondecreasing sequence {oy,}
and ng > 0 such that

lim o, = oo,
n—-+o0o

and for all n > nyg,

bo, (1) < bg,+1(u) and by(u) < by, 41(u).

Taking n = o, in (31), we get

1
0 < bria ) = () < (04 1) = 7) b + Do) (32)

Since dgy(y) # 0, pick 2*(y) € H such that for every z € K,

9(y,2) > (@*(y),z —y) > —lz" W)l - lly — =]

Thus, there exists v(y) := ||*(y)|| > 0 such that for every z € K,

—9(y,2) <(y) - lly — 2l (33)

Using the p-strong monotonicity of g, along with (32) and (33), we deduce that
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for n > ng,

—2X,7(u) |26, +1 — ul|

IN

25, 9(u, 2o, 11) (34)

1
< (a(b +1)— 4> 0o, 41 — 2X, P20, +1 — uH2

A

Since (a(b+1) — 7) < 0, we conclude that for n > ny,

272 (u)\
oo —ul < 2 ana 5,0 < e (35)
p p(1—ab+1)
By definition, we have
Lo,+1 = denillf(zmﬁ—l)-

Since w is an equilibrium point of f, it is also an equilibrium point of 55, 41 f, which
means that

Jﬁon+lf( )

a+1

u =

Furthermore, since the resolvent .J f ”"‘Llf is firmly non-expansive, we have

Btrn 1 on+1
|20, 11— ull = [T (2, 11) = Tyt ()] < [z, 41 — - (36)

Combining this inequality with (35), we conclude that

272(7“‘))‘071
p(f—al+1)

2
Ao, +1(u) < <V(pu)> and d,,41 <

(37)
Hence, the sequence {a,,+1(u)} is bounded. Since {\,,} is also bounded, it follows
that {ds,,+1} is bounded, implying that {b,, 41(u)} is bounded as well. Thus, there
exists M > 0 such that for all n > ng, we have

an(u) < apan—1(u) + by(u)
< aap—1(u) + by(u)
< aan_1(u)+ban+1( )
< aap—1(u) + ~
< an—noano(u)+M1_O‘70

l—«o

Therefore, the sequence {a,(u)} is bounded, ensuring the boundedness of {x,,}.
Step 2: Strong convergence of {z,} to the unique solution z of (BEP).
Let us consider two cases:

Case 1: There exists ng such that the sequence {b,(Z)} defined by

bn(Z) == an(T) — anan—1(Z) + (1 + b)a, oy,

17



is decreasing for n > ny.
Then, the limit of {b,(Z)} exists, and

lim (bn<i') - bn-l—l(j)) = 0.

n—-+oo

For n > ng, we have
an+1(Z) — Ang100(Z) + (1 + D)ant10n+1 < an(Z) — anan—1(z) + (1 + b)), op,
which implies that

an+1(Z) < an(Z) + [ant1an(Z) — anan-1(2)] + (1 +b) [andn — api10n41] .

Since
+oo
Z [0n4+10n(Z) — anan—1(Z)] < sup aa, (),
n=ng n>no

and due to the fact that a,(Z) is bounded (by Step 1), it follows that

+o0
Z [ant1an(T) — apan—1(T)] < 4o0.

n=no
By Lemma A.3, and since

+oo
Z ([ans10n(Z) — anan—1(Z)] + 2 [andn — Ant10n+1]) < 400,

n=no

the limit of {a,(Z)} exists. Therefore, it suffices to show that

llnrgggf an(z) = 0.

Using (36), we obtain

. T T =12 . =
Jim |zp4 — 2| = liminf {lzny — 2] < lminf {24 - 2]

Since g is p-strongly monotone, we have

g rt1(7)

IN

.. =2
lim inf |[z+1 — 2] 1 )
< %liminf (—=9(zn+1,7)) + — limsup (—g(Z, zn+1)) -

n—>+00 P n—+oo

Thus, it suffices to prove that

liminf (—g(z+1,2)) <0

18



and

liminf g(Z, zp+1) > 0.

n—+o0o
Since T € Sy, we derive from (31) that

1

bn_’_l(i') S 2)\ng(2n+17(i) + bn + <Oé(b + 1) — 4) 5n+1-

Since (a(b+ 1) — 1) <0, it follows that

(bn () = bnt1 (7)) -

N

_)‘ng(zn-i-laj) <

Summing inequality (39) from 1 to +oo, we deduce that

+o0o

1
> “Ang(zni1,7) < 3 <b1(:f) — lim bn(:z»)> < +00.
n=1

n—-+o0o

Since %9\, = 400, we conclude that

liminf (—g(zp+1,)) < 0.

n—o0

Let us prove that

lim inf ¢(z > 0.
lim inf g(Z, 2n+1) 2 0

Since the sequence {z,} is bounded, there exists a subsequence {z,, } that converges
weakly to some z € K. From Corollary 3.2 (ii), the subsequence {z,, +1} also converges

weakly to z. Using the weak lower semicontinuity of g(Z,-), we obtain

g(‘i‘a x) < hmlnfg(fa an-‘rl)'
k—-+o0

Since Z is the unique solution of (BEP), we only need to check that z € Sy. To do

so, using (33), (36), and (30), we have for every y € K,

1

J(W, zng1) < W

19
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We rewrite

n(Y) = bnt1(y)

an(y) — anan-1(y) + (1 + b)andy) — (an+1(y) — an—i-lan(y) + (1 +b)ant16n+1)

(y) = ant1(y)) + (an+1an(y) — anan-1(y)) + (1 +b) (andp — ant16p41)

n(T) = ant1(Z) + 2(Tn — Tpt1,T — Y))
= (nan-1(Z) — an41an(T)) + (a1 — o) [|Z — 3/”2 + 2 (ant1 — an) (Tn — T, T — y)
+204n<$n — Tp-1,T — y> (1 + b) (andn - an+15n+1)

= bn(-f) - bn+1( ) + 2<-Tn Tp4+1,T — y> + 2an<$n — Tp—1,T — y>
+(any1 —an) [|Z - yH2 +2(ant1 — @) (Tn — T, T — y).

S

Since the sequence {a,,} is nondecreasing and bounded, we have

nEI—Poo (pt1 —ap) = 0.

Further, since

lim (bn(j) - bn+1(j)) =0 and ngrfoo Hl‘n+1 — l'nH =0,

n—-+oo

it follows that

i (bu(y) — bus1(y)) = 0.

n—-+0o0o

Using the weak lower semicontinuity of f(y,-) and the facts that {x,} is bounded,

lim A\, =0, liminf\,5, >0, and lim G, = +oo,

n—-+o0o n—-+o0o n—-+o0o

we conclude from (40) that for every y € K,
fly, @) < liminf f(y, 2ni1) < 0.
Hence, by Minty’s lemma, we deduce that x € Sy, and therefore,

0 < g(Z,z) <liminf g(Z, z5,41)-

n—-4o00

Thus, by (38),

1
< —— <
i 1 (7) =~ N el (% Zng1) <0,

which implies that

ngrfoo an(z) = 0.
Case 2: There exists a subsequence {z,,} of {z,} such that b, (z) < b,,+1(Z) for all
jeN.
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By Lemma A.6, the sequence
o(n) :=max{k <n:bp(z) < bp41(Z)}
is nondecreasing,

li =
w7 ) = 00,

and for all n > ng, we have

bo(n)(Z) < bo(n)+1(Z) and by (Z) < by(n)11(T).
Taking n = o(n) and v = Z in (31), we obtain

0 < bo(n)+1(Z) = bo(n)(T) < 2X50n)9(20(n)+1, T),
which implies that g(2,(n)41,Z) > 0, and thus

lim sup g(25(n)+1,%) > 0.

n—-+0o

(41)

Using again the p-strong monotonicity of g, along with (38), and taking the limit, we

obtain

lim sup ag(py41(7) < % lim sup —g(zy(n)+1, %) +% lim sup —g(Z, Zo(n)+1)

n—-+00o n—-+4o0o n—-+4o00

<0

I RT _
< _;Eg}rgofg(x7za(n)+l)'

Since {x,} is bounded, and similarly to Case 1, we obtain

lﬁgiglof 9(z, Za(n)-H) > 0.

Hence, by (38), we conclude that

Jim  ag(n)41(2) = 0.

Since b, (%) < by (n)+1(T) for each n > nyg, it follows that

lim a,(z) < lim b,(%)
n—-+00 nH'Jroo B
< ngf}rloo bo(n)+1(Z)
< ngriloo (aa(n) (:U) + (1 + b)aa(n)da(n)>
S nll}gl_loo (ag(n) (I) + (1 + b)aéo(n))
Since
50(71) = Hwa(n) - wa(n)fl”2 < 2ao’(n) (i.) + 2ao’(n)fl<i.)7

21

(42)



we obtain

lim a,(z) < (1+2(1+b)a) lim a,m)(T)+2(1+ b>anll)r—ir-loo Ao (n)—1(T)

n——4o00 n—+400

—_——
=0 =0
pu— ()7
thus guaranteeing the strong convergence of the entire sequence (x,) to Z. O

3.3. Strong Convergence for Non-Strongly Monotone Bifunctions

A bifunction G is said to be of class (S4) if, for any sequence {u,} in K satisfying

up, — u and limsup g(u, u,) < 0, it follows that w, — u in norm. The notion of class
n—-4o0o

(S4+) was first introduced for single-valued operators by Browder [22] in connection
with the study of nonlinear eigenvalue problems and was further explored in detail in
[23].

In particular, given an operator A : K — H, the bifunction G defined by

G(:L‘a y) = (A:I:7y - $>

is of class (S4) if and only if the operator A itself is of class (S4).

Assuming that the bifunction G is of class (Sy), the following result ensures the
strong convergence of the sequence {x,} generated by (7) and the algorithm (IPSA)
to the unique solution of (BEP).

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that, in addition to the conditions of Theorem 3.3, g is of
class (S4). Then the whole sequence {x,} generated by (IPSA) strongly converges to
a solution T € S.

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 3.3, the sequence {z, : n € N} weakly con-
verges to some T € S and satisfies

lim sup g(Z, z+1) < 0.
n—-+o0o

Indeed, the proof of Theorem 3.3 establishes that

lim sup A\, g(Z, zp41) < 0.

n—-+o00

Since lim inf An > 0 by assumption, we obtain the desired inequality.
n—-+0o0

Now, using the fact that g is of class (S4), we conclude that the subsequence {z,}
strongly converges to z € S. Finally, since the real sequence {||z, — zn+1|} converges
to zero, it follows that the whole sequence {z,} strongly converges to z. O

Remark 2. Consider the case where g(x,y) = (Az,y—x) for a single-valued operator
A : K — H, and recall the notion of an operator of class (S5 ): if a sequence {u,} in
K satisfies u,, — x and

lim sup(Aup, u, — u) <0,

n—-+o0o
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then u,, — u in norm.
This condition (Sy) was first introduced by Browder [22] in connection with the
study of nonlinear eigenvalue problems and was further examined in detail in [23].
We have that the bifunction

is of class (S4) if and only if the operator A is of class (S5 ).

4. Numerical Example

In this section, we illustrate the strong convergence result of the proposed algorithm
(IPSA) through a numerical experiment implemented in SCILAB-6.2.

Let C =R, and consider the bifunction:

9(z,y) = (Az + By,y — z), Va,y € R®,

where
7 3 0 1 1 5 3 -1 1 2
3 9 1 5 4 3 6 1 4 3
A=10 1 10 3 -4, B=|-1 1 7 2 =3
1 5 3 9 -1 1 4 2 7T =2
1 4 -4 -1 9 2 3 -3 -2 7
Since
9(x,y) + g(y,z) = =[x —yl[3_p,

and A — B is positive definite, it follows that ¢ is strongly monotone.
Let f(z,y) = ¢(y) — ¢(x) for all z,y € R?, where
p(@) = max{L, ||z}, Vo€ RP.

It is easy to verify that f is maximal monotone.

To solve problem (BEP), we employ Algorithm (IPSA), selecting the parameters
as follows: starting from the initial values o = 1 = (1,1,1,1,1) and setting \,, = %,
we use the iterative error ||z, — Z||2 as a measure to evaluate the computational
performance of our algorithm.

The numerical results in Figure 1(a) illustrate the convergence rate of ||z, — Z||2
for B, = (1 + n) and different choices of «a,. Meanwhile, Figure 1(b) depicts the

1

convergence rate of ||z, — Z|2 for various choices of 3, when o, = 0.1 — .

From Figure 1(b), we observe that when f[,, increases more rapidly at infinity, the
sequence ||z, — Z||2 decreases to 0 at a higher convergence rate. Conversely, in Figure
1(a), we note that the sequence {«,} exhibits an inverse behavior when it deviates

V3—1
1

significantly from the value . Specifically, the convergence speed of ||z, — Z||2

23



g s

(a) For B, = (14 n) and different o, (b) For app = 0.1 — % and different g,

Figure 1. The rate of convergence of ||z, — Z||2.

deteriorates when the values of oy, are either too small or exceed ‘/‘171. This highlights

the importance of ensuring that «;, < \/“3’4_1 , in accordance with our theoretical results.

Appendix A. Auxiliary Results

In our convergence analysis of Algorithm (IPSA), we rely on the following results.

Lemma A.1 (Discrete Opial’s Lemma, [24]). Let C' be a nonempty subset of H and
(xk)k>0 be a sequence in H satisfying the following conditions:

(i) For every x € C, lim ||z, — x| exists;
n—+400
(i1) Every weak sequential cluster point of (xi)k>o0 lies in C.

Then, (xk)k>0 converges weakly to an element in C.

Lemma A.2. Let {\,} and {u,} be two real sequences. Suppose Y Appin, < +00 and
> An = +00, then

liminf p,, <0.
n—-+o0o

Proof. If liminf p,, = sup inf p, > 0, then for some Ny > 0 and § > 0, we have
n——+00 N>on=N

fn > 6 for each n > Ny. This leads to

+o0 =946 Z )\nSZ)\nun<—|—oo,

a contradiction. O

Lemma A.3. Let 0 < p <1, and let {bx} and {wy} be two sequences of nonnegative
numbers such that, for all k >0,

bry1 < pby + wy.
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If {wy} is bounded, then {by} is bounded. Furthemore, if > 725wy < +oo, then
k20 b < +o0.

Proof. If {wy} is bounded, then exists C' > 0 such that for all £ > 1, w, < C. Hence
bpi1 < pbp +C, forall k>1.
Recursively we obtain for all n > ng > 1

b1 <Py, + C(1+p+p* + .o+ pt 0

1 _ mn—ngo
= pn—no ano + C b

1-p
Therefore the sequence {by} is bounded. On the other side we have
(1 —p)bg < b — b1 + wg.

Summing up from k = 0 to n, we get

(L=p) > bk <> (bp —bpy1) + > wy
k=0 k=0 k=0

n
= by — bny1 +Zwk
k=0

n
< bo + Z W -
k=0

Since 1 —p > 0 and Z;:O?) wy, < 400, we conclude that Z:;’B b < +00. O

Lemma A.4. Let 0 < a < 1, and let, {or}, {ar}, {Ax} and {w} be sequences of
nonnegative numbers such that {cay} C [0, a] and for all k > 1,

ap+1 < (g + 1)ag — ag_1a5-1 — Ag + wg. (A1)

If 85wy < +oo, then
i) ag is bounded;

i) 3% A < o

iii) lim ay ewists.

k—4o00

Proof. i): Summing the inequality (A1) from k& = 1 to n, we obtain
n n
ap41 — a1 < (anan - a()aO) - Z Ak + Z We.-
k=1 k=1

This implies

n
ap+1 < Qap + a1 + Zwk,
k=1
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since 3720wy, < +o0o. By Lemma A.3, we conclude that {a,} is bounded.

i1): We have

n n
ZAk < a1 + aay, —I—Zwk.
k=1 k=1

Since {a,} is bounded and >0 wy < +00, we conclude
+o0
Z Ay < 4o0.
k=1
i71): Taking the positive part in the inequality (A1), we find
[ant1 — an]t < afan — an—1]4 + wy.
Let us apply Lemma A.3 by taking b, = [a, — an—1]+, we conclude
+00
Z[an — ap—1]+ < +o0.
n=1

Since a,, is nonnegative, this implies the existence of hIE an, which ends the proof.
n—-+0oo
O

We also need the following two technical lemmata.
Lemma A.5. [25] For all x,y € H and B € R, the following equality holds,

18z + (1= B)yll* = Bllz]* + (1 = B)llyl* = B = B)llz — ylI*.

Lemma A.6. [3] Let {a,} be a sequence of real numbers that does not decrease at
infinity, in the sense that there exists a subsequence {an, }x>0 of {an} which satisfies

On,, < Qn,4+1  forall k>0.

Then, the sequence of integers {o(n)}n>n, defined by o(n) := max{k <n:ap < ag+1}
is a nondecreasing sequence verifying lil}_l o(n) = oo and, for all n > ny
n—-+0o0

Ug(n) < o(n)+1  and  ap < Gg(p)41-
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