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ON SPLIT EQUALITY GENERALIZED EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS AND FIXED
POINT PROBLEMS OF BREGMAN RELATIVELY NONEXPANSIVE
SEMIGROUPS
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Abstract. In this paper, we introduce a new split inverse problem called the split equality generalized
equilibrium problem which is more general than the split feasibility problem, the split equilibrium prob-
lem, and the split equality equilibrium problem. We develop an iterative algorithm for approximating a
common solution of this problem and the split equality fixed point problem for Bregman relatively non-
expansive semigroups in p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces. Using our iterative
algorithm, we prove a strong convergence theorem and investigate a split equality convex optimization
problem as an application. Finally, we present some numerical experiments to demonstrate the applica-
bility of our proposed method.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let C be a nonempty, closed, and convex subset of a Banach space E, and let T : C — C be
a nonlinear mapping. The Fixed Point Problem (FPP) is formulated as finding a point x* € C
such that 7x* = x*. The point x* is called a fixed point of 7. We denote by Fix(T ), the set of all
the fixed points of 7, i.e., Fix(T) = {x* € C: Tx* = x*}. Several problems in engineering and
sciences can be formulated as the FPP of nonlinear mappings.

Recently, the problem of finding a common solution of the FPP and some optimization prob-
lem (OP) has attracted great research attention. The motivation for studying such a common
solution problem lies in its potential applications to mathematical models with more than con-
straints. This arises in various practical problems, such as network resource allocation, signal
processing, and image recovery. An instance is in network bandwidth allocation problem for
two services in a heterogeneous wireless access networks in which the bandwidth of the services
are mathematically related (see, e.g., [1, 2, 3]).

Let C be a nonempty, closed, and convex subset of a real Banach space E, andlet F : C x C —
R be a bifunction, where R is the set of real numbers. The Equilibrium Problem (EP) is to find
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7* € C such that
F(z",x)>0,VxeC. (1.1)

We denote by EP(F ), the set of solutions of (1.1). It is known that many problems in economics
can be reduce to problem (1.1). Since the introduction of EP (1.1) by Blum and Oettli [4],
many authors have used various iterative algorithms, such as Halpern, viscosity, hybrid, cyclic,
shrinking, and so on to approximate solutions of EP (1.1) in Hilbert and Banach space; see, e.g.,
[5,6,7,8,9,10, 11, 12, 13] and the references therein.

An important generalization of the EP is the Generalized Equilibrium Problem (GEP) (see
[14, 15]) defined as follows: Find z* € C such that

F(zZ",x)+¢(",x)—¢(z",2") >0, VxeC,; (1.2)

where C is a nonempty, closed, and convex subset of a real Banach space E and F : C xC — R
and ¢ : C x C — R are bifunctions. We denote by GEP(F, ¢) the set of solutions of (1.2).

Remark 1.1. If ¢ = 0, then the GEP (1.2) reduces to EP (1.1).

In order to model the inverse problems which arises from phase retrievals and medical image
reconstruction (see [16]), Censor and Elfving [17] introduced the Split Feasibility Problem
(SFP) in 1994, which is to find

u* € C such that Au™ € Q; (1.3)

where C and Q are nonempty, closed, and convex subsets of real Banach spaces E; and E»,
respectively, and A : E; — E; is a bounded linear operator.

Following the idea of the SFP (1.3), many other optimization problems, such as the Split
Equilibrium Problem (SEP), the Split Variational Inclusion Problem (SVIP), the Split Varia-
tional Inequality Problem (SVP), the Split Minimization Problem (SMP), and so on, have been
introduced; see, e.g., [18, 19, 20, 21] and the references therein.

In 2013, Kazmi and Rizvi [18] introduced the so-called SEP in Hilbert spaces, which is to:

find u* € C such that F(u",x) >0, Vx € C; (1.4)
and
V' =Au* € Q solves G(v*,y) >0, Vye€Q; (1.5)

where C and Q are nonempty, closed, and convex subsets of real Hilbert spaces H; and H»,
respectively, F' : C x C — R and G : Q X Q — R are bifunctions with a bounded linear operator
A H| — H.

Moudafi [19] proposed a new SFP: Split Equality Problem (SEP). Let H;,H,, and H3 be
real Hilbert spaces. Let A : Hy — H3z and B : Hy — H3 be two bounded linear operators, and
let C C Hy and Q C H, be two nonempty, closed, and convex sets. The SEP is formulated as
follows:

find x € C, y € Q such that Ax = By. (1.6)

If C:=Fix(S) and Q := Fix(T) in (1.6), where S : H — H and T : H, — H, are two nonlinear
mappings, then the SEP becomes the Split Equality Fixed Point Problem (SEFPP).

Following the idea of SFP (1.6), Ma et al. [22] introduced the Split Equality Equilibrium
Problem (SEEP) in Banach spaces. Let E1, E», and E3 be three Banach spaces, and let C and
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0 be nonempty, closed, and convex subsets of E| and Ej, respectively. Let F : Ey x E; - R
and G : E, x E; — R be two bifunctions and A : E{ — E3, B : E; — E3 be two bounded linear
operators. The SEEP is to find u* € C and v* € Q such that

F(u ,u)>0, G(Ov',v)>0VueC,veQandAu" =Bv". (1.7)

We denote by SEEP(F, G), the set of solutions of SEEP (1.7). Furthermore, Ma et al. [22]
proved the following weak and strong convergence theorem for finding a common element in
the set of solutions of the SEFPP with nonexpansive mappings and the set of solutions of the
SEEP in three Banach spaces as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let E, E) be real uniformly convex and 2-uniformly smooth Banach spaces sat-
isfying Opial’s condition with the smoothness constant k satisfying 0 < k < % and let E3 be a
smooth, reflexive and strictly convex Banach space. Let F| : E{ X Ey - Rand F> : E) X Ey - R
be bifunctions satisfying Assumption 2.1. Let T : Ey — E| and S : E; — E, be two nonex-
pansive mappings with Fix(T) # 0 and Fix(S) # 0, respectively. Assume A : E; — E3 and
B : E; — E3 are two bounded linear operators with adjoints A* and B*, respectively. Let the
sequence {(x,,yn)} in E1 X Ey be generated for arbitrary (x1,y,) € Ey X E; by

Fy (un,u) + L (u—wp, Jiuy — J1x4) >0, Vu € Ey;
B (vn,v) + %<V_ Vi, J2vn —Joyn) > 0; Vv € E;
X1 = Oty + (1= 0)T (uy — Y A*J3(Atty — Bvy));
Ynt1 = Opyn+ (1 —04,)S(vy + IVJZ_IB*J3 (Au, — Bwy)),

where r € (0,%0), (||A|]>+|B||>)~! < w < 2(||A|]> +|B||?) " and {&,} is a sequence in [a,b]
for some a,b € (0,1). If T := SEFPP(T,S)NSEEP(F,,F,) # 0, then

(i) (Xn,yn) = (p,q) €T

(ii) Furthermore, if S and T are semi-compact, then (x,,y,) — (p,q) € T.

Recently, Cholamjiak and Sunthrayuth [23] proposed an Halpern-type iterative scheme for
finding a solution of the SFP and the fixed point problem of Bregman relatively nonexpansive
semigroups in the framework of p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces.
They proved the following strong convergence result.

Theorem 1.2. Let E| and E; be two real p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
spaces, let C and Q be a nonempty, closed and convex subsets of E1 and E,, respectively.
Let A : Ey — E; be a bounded linear operator and A* : E5 — E} be adjoint of A. Let V =
{T(t)}s>0 be u.a.r. Bregman relatively nonexpansive semigroup and uniformly Lipschitzian
mapping of C into E| with a bounded measurable function L(t) : (0,00) — [0,c0) such that
Fix(V) := >0 Fix(T (h)) # 0. Suppose that Fix(V) = Fix(V) and Fix(V)(\SFP # 0. For
given u € Ej, let {un} be a sequence generated by u; € C and

X, = [eJ? . (Jg, (n) = 2pA"Jg (I — Pp)Auy);
Ups] = chql* [(angl (u)+(1— Ocn)(ﬁ,,.lgl (xn)+ (1= [3”)]5] T(ty)xn)], Vn>1,
where {a,} and {B,} are sequences in (0,1), {t,} is a real positive divergent sequence and

{An} is a real positive sequence which satisfy the following conditions:
(l) hmi’l%oo oy = 0 and Z::1 o, = oo,
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(ii)0<a<PB,<b<l;
1
(m)0<c§l,,§d<(m)q—h

Then, the sequence {x,} and {uy} converge strongly to an element x* = Ig;y(y\gFpU-

In 2018, Kazmi et al. [24] introduced an hybrid iterative method for finding a common
solution of the GEP and the fixed point problem of Bregman relatively nonexpansive mappings
in reflexive Banach spaces. They proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let C be a nonempty, closed, and convex subset of a reflexive Banach space E
with dual E* such that C C int(domf). Let f: E — (—oo,4o0| be a coercive Legendre func-
tion which is bounded, uniformly Frechet differentiable, and totally convex on bounded subsets
of E. Let G:C xC — R be a bifunction satisfying Assumption 2.1 and ¢ : C x C — R sat-
isfy Assumption 2.2. Let T : C — C be a Bregman relatively nonexpansive mapping. Assume
Q =GEP(G,9)NFix(T) # 0. Let {x,} and {z,} be the sequences generated by the iterative
schemes:

(xo,zo eC;

un =7 (0 7 f(2n) + (1= ) 7 f(Txn));

Tntl = resgq,un;

Cho={2€C:Ap(2,2n4+1) < Ap(2,20) + (1 — u)Ap(2,x0) }5
On = {Z eC: <Vf(x0) - Vf(xn)az_xn> < 0};

| Xnt1 = projénﬂano, Vn>0,

where {0y} is a sequence in [0,1] such that lim,_,. 0, = 0. Then, {x,} converges strongly to
pro j{zxo, where pro j{zxo is the Bregman projection of C onto Q.

Motivated by the ongoing research in this direction and the idea of GEP (1.2) and SEP (1.6),
we introduce the following Split Equality Generalized Equilibrium Problem (SEGEP).

Definition 1.1. Let £, E;, and E3 be three Banach spaces. Let C and Q be nonempty, closed,
and convex subsets of E; and E; respectively. Let F :CxC - R,G: O xQ — R and ¢ :
CxC—R,y: 0 xQ— R be bifunctions. Then the SEGEP is to find x* € C and y* € Q such
that

F(x*,x)+¢(x",x)—¢(x*,x*) >0, VxeC; (1.8)
and
GOy y) + vy, y) —y(",y") >0, Vy € Q; such that Ax" = By™. (1.9)

We denote by SEGEP(F, G, ¢, y), the set of solutions of SEGEP (1.8)-(1.9). Furthermore, we
introduce an iterative algorithm to approximate the common solution of the SEGEP and the split
equality fixed point problem of Bregman relatively nonexpansive semigroups in the framework
of p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces. We obtain a strong convergence
result for the proposed algorithm and apply our result to split equality convex minimization
problems. Finally, we present some numerical experiments to illustrate the applicability of our
proposed method. The result obtained in this article generalizes the results of [22], [23], [24],
and other related results in the literature.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We state some known and useful results which are be needed in the proof of our main
theorem. In the sequel, we denote strong and weak convergence by ”—” and ”—”, respec-
tively. Let E be a real Banach space with norm ||.||, and let E* be the dual space of E. Let
K(E) := {x € E : ||x|| = 1} denote the unit sphere of E. The modulus of convexity is the
function &g : (0,2] — [0, 1] defined by

8z (€) = inf {1—

X+y
I 5 I :x,y €K(E), [lx—y|| > €}.

The space E is said to be uniformly convex if 0g(g) > O for all € € (0,2]. Let p > 1, then E
is said to be p-uniformly convex (or to have a modulus of convexity of power type p) if there
exists ¢, > 0 such that 8g(€) > c,e” for all € € (0,2]. Note that every p-uniformly convex space
is uniformly convex. The modulus of smoothness of E is the function pg : RT :=[0,00) — R
defined by

X+Ty+||x—7T
pE(T):sup{H Y 2” y”—l:x,yEK(E)}.
The space E is said to be uniformly smooth if pET(T) — 0as T — 0. Let g > 1, then a Banach

space E is said to be g-uniformly smooth if there exists &, > 0 such that pg(7) < k,7? for
all 7 > 0. It is known that E is p-uniformly convex if and only if E* is gq-uniformly smooth.
Moreover, a Banach space E is p-uniformly convex if and only if E* is g-uniformly smooth,
where p and g satisfy %—i—é =1, (see [25, 26] for details and other geometry properties on

Banach spaces). Let p > 1 be a real number, the generalized duality mapping J% : E — 2E is
defined by

JE(x) = {x € E*: (x,3) = [|xl|P, ||x]] = [1x]|"~ "},

where (.,.) denotes the duality pairing between elements of E and E*. In particular, J, = JI%
is called the normalized duality mapping. If E is p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth,
then E* is g-uniformly smooth and uniformly convex. In this case, the generalized duality
mapping J% is one-to-one, single-valued, and satisfies J = (Jg* )~!, where Jg* is the generalized
duality mapping of E*. Furthermore, if E is uniformly smooth, then the duality mapping JZ is
norm-to-norm uniformly continuous on bounded subsets of E (see [27] for more details). Let
f: E — (—o0,+00] be a proper, lower semicontinuous, and convex function, then the Frenchel
conjugate of f denoted as f* : E* — (—o0, 40| is define as

(x*) =sup{{(x*,x) — f(x) :x € E}, x* €E".
Let the domain of f be denoted as (domf) = {x € E : f(x) < 4oo}. For any x € int(domf) and
y € E, we define the right-hand derivative of f at x in the direction y by

fO(X,y) — lim f(x+ty) _f(x).

t—0* t

The function f is said to be Gateaux differentiable at x if lim,_,+ JM exists for any y.

In this case, f°(x,y) coincides with ¥/ f(x) (the value of the gradient v/ f of f at x). The function
f is said to be Gateaux differentiable if it is Gateaux differentiable for any x € int(domf). The
function f is said to be Frechet differentiable at x if its limit is attained uniformly in ||y|| = 1. In
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conclusion, f is said to be uniformly Frechet differentiable on a subset C of E if the above limit
is attained uniformly for x € C and ||y|| = 1. A function f is said to be Legendre if it satisfies
the following conditions:

(1) The interior of the domain of f, int(domf) is nonempty, f is Gateaux differentiable on
int(domf) and dom~y f = int(domf).

(2) The interior of the domain of f*, int(domf*) is nonempty, f* is Gdteaux differentiable
on int(domf*) and dom<~y f* = int(domf).

Definition 2.1. Let f : E — (—oo,+oo] be a convex and Gdteaux differentiable function. The
function Ay : E x E — [0,4-0) defined by Ar(x,y) := f(x) — f(y) = (Vf(y),x —y) is called the
Bregman distance with respect of f.

It is known that Bregman distance Ay does not satisfy the properties of a metric because Ay

fails to satisfy the symmetric and triangular inequality properties. Moreover, it is known that
the duality mapping JZ is the sub-differential of the functional f,(.) = %H.H” for p > 1 (see
[28]). Then the Bregman distance A, is defined with respect to f, as follows:

1 1
Apx,y) = Sl = 2l = (JEy,x =)

1 1
= —|jx||? = (JEy,x) + —|]y||

p E q

1 1
=—Hpr—aHXII"—Ugy—JEx,)C)- (2.1)

Let T : C — int(domf) be a mapping.

(i) A point p € C is called an asymptotic fixed point of T if C contains a sequence {x,}
which converges weakly to p such that lim,, ... ||Tx, —x,|| = 0. We denote by Fix(T) the set of
asymptotic fixed points of 7.

(11) T 1is said to be Bregman quasi-nonexpansive if

Fix(T) #0and A¢(p,Tx) < As(p,x), VxeC, p e Fix(T);
(ii1) T 1is said to be Bregman relatively nonexpansive if
Fix(T) = Fix(T) # 0 and Af(p,Tx) < As(p,x), Vx € C, p € Fix(T).

Let E be a real Banach space. A one parameter family V = {S(¢) : + > 0} of mappings from
E into E is said to be a nonexpansive semigroup if it satisfies the following conditions:

(A1) S(0)x =xfor all x € E;

(A2) S(t+u) = S(¢)S(u) for all ,u > 0;

(A3) for each x € E, the mapping ¢ — S(¢)x is continuous;

(A4) for each r > 0, S(¢) is nonexpansive, i.e., ||S(¢)x —S(t)y|| < |[|x —y||, Vx,y € E. We
denote by Fix(V), the set of all fixed points of V, i.e., Fix(V) ={x € C: S(t)x =x,t > 0} =
Moo Fix(S(1)).

Recall that a one-parameter family V = {S(¢) },>0 : C — E is said to be Bregman relatively
nonexpansive semigroup if it satisfies conditions (A1)-(A3) and the following conditions:

(a) Fix(V) is nonempty;

(b) Fix(V) = Fix(V);

(©) Ap(S(t)x,2) <Ap(x,2), VxeC, z€ Fix(V)and t > 0.
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Definition 2.2. [23] A continuous operator semigroup V = {S(¢)};>0 : C — E is said to be
uniformly asymptotically regular (in short, u.a.r.) if, for all # > 0 and any bounded subset B of

C, Timy o U, [T (S(1)x) — T (S(u)S(1)x) || = 0.

A Bregman relatively nonexpansive semigroup V = {S(¢)};>0 : C — E is said to be a uni-
formly Lipschitzian mapping if there exists a bounded measurable function L(z) : (0,00) —
[0,00) such that ||S(z)x — S(¢)y|| < L(¢)||x —y||, ¥x,y € C. Recall that the metric projection Pc
from E onto C satisfies the following property: ||x — Pcx|| < infyec||x —yl||, Vx € E. It is known
that Pcx is the unique minimizer of the norm distance. Moreover, Pcx is characterized by the
following properties: (J%(x — Pcx),y — Pex) < 0, Vy € C. The Bregman projection from E onto
C denoted by I¢ also satisfies the property A, (x,I¢(x)) = inf,ec Ay (x,y), Vx € E. Also, if Cis
a nonempty, closed, and convex subset of a p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
space E and x € E. Then the following assertions holds: see [23]

(1) z = IlI¢cx if and only if

(J2(x) = J2(z), y—2) <0,V y € C;
(i1)
AP(HCx7y> +AP<X7HCX) < Ap(xay)v VyeC. (2.2)

Lemma 2.1. [28] Let E be a Banach space and x,y € E. If E is q-uniformly smooth, then there
exists Cq > 0 such that ||x —y||7 < ||x||7 — q(JqE(x),y> +Cyl [y 4.

Lemma 2.2. [29] Let E be a real p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach space. Let
2, €E (k=1,2,...,N) and oy € (0,1) with Y, o4 = 1. Then,

Z o5 (x)),2) < Z A p (X, 2) — ot (|15 (xi) — I ()],

foralli,j€1,2,....,N and gt : R" — R™ being a strictly increasing function such that g (0) = 0.

Lemma 2.3. [30] Let E be a real p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach space. Let
Vy 1 E* X E — [0,+00) be defined by

1 1
Vp(x*,x) = ;IHx*H"— <x*,x>—|—5||pr, VxeE,x"€E.

Then the following assertions hold:
(i) V), is nonnegative and convex in the first variable.
(ii) Ap(Jg* (x*),x) =V,(x*,x),Vx € E, x* € E.
(iii) Vy (x*, x) + (" JE" (x*) —x) <V, (x* +y*,x), Vx € E, x*,y* € E.

Lemma 2.4. [23] Let E be a real p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach space.
Suppose that {x,} and {y,} are bounded sequences in E. Then the following assertions are
equivalent:

(i) limy e Ap(xn,yn) =0;

(ii) lim,,_ye0 | |x, — yu|| = O.

To solve EP (1.1) and GEP (1.2), we need the following assumptions ([31]):
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Assumption 2.1.
(i) F(x,x) =0,Vx€C;
(ii) F is monotone, i.e. F(x,y)+ F(y,x) <0, Vx,y € C;
(iii) For each x,y,z € C; limsup,_,o F(tz+ (1 —1)x,y) < F(x,y);
(iv) For each x € C,y — F(x,y) is convex and lower semicontinuous.

Assumption 2.2.
1) ¢ (x,x) —@(x,y) — 0 (y,x) — ¢ (y,y) >0, Vx,y € C, that is, ¢ is skew-symmetric;
(i1) ¢ is convex in the second argument;
(iii) ¢ is continuous.

Lemma 2.5. [24] Let f : E — (—o0,+0| be a coercive and Gateaux differentiable function. If
G : C x C — R is a bifunction satisfying Assumption 2.1 and ¢ : C x C — R satisfying Assump-

tion 2.2, then dom(resé7¢) =E.

Lemma 2.6. [24] Let C be a nonempty, closed, and convex subset of a real reflexive Banach
space E. Let G : C x C — R be a bifunction satisfying Assumption 2.1 and ¢ : C x C — R satisfy
Assumption 2.2. Let f : E — (—oo, 40| be a coercive Legendre function, and let resé o E —2€

be the resolvent associated with G and ¢ defined as follows:

resl; o(x) = {2 € C: G(z,y) + (Vf(2) = Vf(x),y—2)
+¢(z,y) —9(z,2) >0, Vy€eC}, Vx€E.
Then
(a) resé’ 0 is single-valued Bregman firmly nonexpansive type mapping;
(b) F(resgq)) = Sol(GEP) is closed and convex;
(c) Ar(q, res{;,d)x) +Af(resé’¢x,x) <Af(g.x),Vqe F(res{;’q)) andx € E;

(d) resé 0 is Bregman quasi-nonexpansive.

Lemma 2.7. [32] Let f : E — (—oo,+o0| be uniformly Frechet differentiable and bounded on
bounded subsets of E. Then f is uniformly continuous on bounded subsets of E and </ f is
uniformly continuous on bounded subsets of E from the strong topology of E to the strong
topology of E*.

Lemma 2.8. [33] Assume that {a,} is a real number sequence such that there exists a real
subsequence {n;} of {n} with a,, < an+1 for all i € N. Then there exists a nondecreasing real
sequence {my} C N with m; — o and the following conditions are satisfied for all (sufficiently
large) numbers k € N, ap, < ap, 11 and ay < ap41. In fact, my =max{j <k:a; <aji1}.

Lemma 2.9. [34] Assume {a,} is a nonnegative real sequence with a, 1 < (1 — 6,)a, + 6,6y,
where {0, } is a reak sequence in (0,1) and {8,} is a real sequence with (i) ¥, 0, = oo} (ii)
limsup,, ., 8, <0orY, ,|0,0,| <oo. Thenlim, ,.a, =0.

3. MAIN RESULTS

Lemma 3.1. Let E, E;, and E3 be three p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
spaces. Let C and Q be nonempty, closed, and convex subsets of E\ and E, with duals E{
and E3, respectively. Let f: Ej — (—oo, 40| and g : Ey — (—oo,+00] be coercive Legendre
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functions which are bounded, uniformly Frechet differentiable, and totally convex on bounded
subsets of E\ and E,, respectively. Let F :CxC —- R, G:0xQ —Rand ¢ :CxC —
R, v : Q0 x Q — R be bifunctions satisfying Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, respectively. Let A :
E\ — E3 and B : E; — E3 be bounded linear operators, and let A* : E; — ET, B: E; — EJ be
adjoint operators of A and B, respectively. Let U = {T(t) };>0 and V = {S(t) };>0 be an u.a.r
Bregman relatively nonexpansive semigroup and uniformly Lipschitzian mappings of C and
Q into E| and E,, respectively with bounded measurable functions L(t) : (0,00) — [0,0) and
D(t): (0,00) = [0,00) such that Fix(U) := (V>0 Fix(T (h)) # 0 and Fix(V) := ;>0 Fix(S(k)) #
0. Supposethat Fix(U) = Fix(U) and Fix(V) = Fix(V), and assume that T = {(%,y) : X €
Fix(U)NSEGEP(F,¢), y € Fix(V)SEGEP(G,y),AX = By} # 0. For a fixed u € E| and
v € Ey, let {(x,,yn)} be a sequence generated iteratively by

( U, = res{;q)xn;

Vp = reséwyn;

Wy = eJd . VE tn — YA I g, (Auy — Bvy)];

2y = HQJ‘IEF Vg, v+ 1B g, (A, — Bvy));

Xnt1 = Jg;ﬂ [O‘rlJEpl (u)+(1— O‘n)(ﬁnjgl (Wn) +(1 - Bn)JEpl T (tn)wn));

[ Ynt1 = JZ" [OCnJEP2 )+ (1- O‘n)(ﬁnjgz (zn) +(1— Bﬂ)JgZS(Sn)Zn)]§ V=1,

*
2

(3.1)

where {a,} and {B,} are sequences in (0,1), {s,} and {t,} are real positive sequences, 0 <

q—1

e
Y<1m<p< (m) ,and0 <y <y, <p< (%) . Then {(xn,yn)} is bounded.
Proof. Let (x,y) €T,
&= Jg;‘ [ng Uy, — '}/,,A*J]{:’3 (Au, — Bvy)],

and
w, .= Jq; [‘]Epzvn + YnB*JEp3 (Aun - an)’x] :

Then from (3.1) and Lemma 2.1, we have that
AP(WVHJ_C) < AP(§H72)
Lo * 1P q P = p I
= c_]HJEl tn — YA J g, (Atty — Bvy) || — (I tn, X) + Yu (S, (Aun — Bvy),AX) + ]—)HXH

1 C. (n 1Al
< 5”‘]Eplun||q—Yn<Aun,JEps(Aun —Bv,)) +M

[17E, (Aun — Bvn) ||
— I U
= (&, un,X) + Y (g, (Aun — Bvn), A%) + rLal

1 I -
= el = (JE,tn, %) +I;HXH”+Yn<JE”3(Aun—an),Ax—Aun>

Cq(mllA]])
+qTHJ§3(Aun—an)H‘1
C,(1l|A])?
:Ap(un,2)+yn<J53(Aun—an),A%—Aun>—I—MH(AM,,—BV,,)H”. (3.2)

q
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Following (3.2), we have that

Ap(Zmy) < Ap(a)my)

Dy (1|BJ|)*
q
Adding (3.2) and (3.3) and using the fact that Ax = By, we obtain that

AP(Wnu)_C) +Ap(znay) < Ap(énvj_c) +Ap(wn;y)
< Ap(un,X) +Ap(vi,¥) — Yu(JE L (Aup — Bvn),Auy — Bvy)
Ca(mllAlD? Dy(1||BI])?

q

< Ap(ViyY) — YulJE ,(Auy — Bvy,), By — Bvy) + ||(Aup — Bvy)||P. (3.3)

+T!|(Aun—3vn)|!”+

A (un,i)—l-Ap(vn,y)
_ [Yn— (Cq(?’nHA“)q _’_Dq(YnHBH)q)} || Aty — B[P (3.4)

q q

|| (Auty — Bvy)| |7

Using (3.1), we have that

A (MI’H )+A (Vn;y) S Ap(xnux) +Ap(yn7y) (35)
Now, let a, = Jqf ([3,,]51 (wp)+(1 —Bn)ng T (t,)w,) and b, = qu (Bnng (zn)+(1 —Bn)ngS(sn)zn).
From Lemma 2.2, we have that

(an, x) < BaA (Wn, X) + (1= Bn)A ( (tn)wn,X)
— Bu(1 = Bn)gr (|1E, (Wn) = J5, T (tn)wal])
< Ap(Wn, %) = Ba(1 = Bu)gr (I, (wn) = JE, T (tn)wal )
< Ay(wn, ). (3.6)

Hence A (by,¥) < Ap(zn,5) and
Ap(an, %) +8p(bn,3) < Ap(Wn, T) +Ap (20, 3)- (3.7)
From (3.1) and (3.6), we have that
Ap(Xn41,%) < 0y (u,X) + (1 — 04)Ap (an, X)
< 0 (1, %) + (1 — 0 A (W, ). (3.8)
A

Similarly, we have that A, (yu+1,¥) < 0A,(v,¥) + (1 — @, )Ap(24,¥), which together with (3.5)
and (3.8) obtains that

Ap(Xn41,%) +Ap (Yt 1,Y) < Ca[Ap(u,X) + Ap (v, 3)] 4 (1 = ) [Ap (0, X) + Ap (¥, )]
< max{A,(u,X) +A,(»,¥),Ap(Xn,X) +Ap(yn,y) }

< max{A,(u,X) +A,(v,y),Ap(x1,%) + Ap(y1,¥) }-

Therefore, we conclude that {A,(x,,X) +Ap,(ys,y)} is bounded. Consequently, {A,(u,,X) +
Ap(vn,y)} and {A,(Wp,X) +Ap(z4,¥) } are bounded. O
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Theorem 3.1. Let E|, E;, and E3 be three p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
spaces. Let C and Q be nonempty, closed, and convex subsets of E1 and E» with duals E| and
Ej, respectively. Let f : Ey — (—oo, +o0] and g : Ey — (—o0, 40| be coercive Legendre functions
which are bounded, uniformly Frechet differentiable, and totally convex on bounded subsets of
E| and Ey, respectively. Let F :CxXC—-R, G:O0xQ0 —-Rand ¢ :CxC—-R y:0xQ0—R
be bifunctions satisfying Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, respectively. Let A : E; — E3, B: E, — Ej3
be bounded linear operators, and let A* : E5 — E{, B : E; — E5 be adjoint operators of A
and B, respectively. Let U = {T(t)};>0 and V = {S(t)};>0 be an u.a.r Bregman relatively
nonexpansive semigroup and uniformly Lipschitzian mappings of C and Q into E; and E; re-
spectively with bounded measurable functions L(t) : (0,00) — [0,00) and D(t) : (0,00) — [0, 00)
such that Fix(U) := (50 Fix(T (h)) # 0 and Fix(V) := (>0 Fix(S(k)) # 0. Suppose Fix(U) =
Fix(U) and Fix(V) = Fix(V), and assume that T = {(%,y) : X € Fix(U)\SEGEP(F,¢), y €
Fix(V)NSEGEP(G,y),AXx = By} # 0. For a fixed u € E| and v € E», let {(x,,yn)} be the se-
quence generated iteratively by (3.1), where {0y, } and {B,} are sequences in (0,1) satisfying
the following conditions:

(i) limy, 0 8y = 400, liMyy 0oty = 400, liMyy 0o Oy = 0,Y 7 0y = 00,0 <a < B, < b < 1;

1
-1 -1
. q q

(i) 0<y<y<p< <Cq|A||‘1> ,0<y<m<p< <D—q|B|‘1> .

Then {(xn,yn)} converges strongly to (x*,y*) € T.
Proof. Let (x,y) € I. Then, from (3.1) and Lemma 2.3, (3.6), we obtain that

8pl11,%) = Vi(0uTf, (1) + (1= ), (@).5)
< VplowJg, (u) + (1 = o)Jg, (an) — o (Jg, (u) = JE, (%),%))
— (= o(Jg, () = Jg, (0)), T [ow T, (u) + (1 — o) TR, (@n)] = X)

< 0V (U2, ().5) + (1 )V (U2 (@), ) + {2, () — I8, (©) 31— )
A

= 0, Ap(X,X) + (1 — 0otn)A, (a,,,f)—{—an(ng( u)— JE (%), Xp+1 —X)
< (1= an)Ap(wn,X) — Ba(1 ﬁn)gj(Hng(Wn)_ng(T(tn)WnH))
-l—OCn(ng(u) —ng (X),Xpr1 —X). (3.9)

Similarly, we have that

Ap(n+1,3) < (1= ) Ap(20,5) = Ba(1 = Ba) gy (IE, (2n) — JE, (S(sn)znl[))
+ 0 (JE, (V) = IE, (F)sYnt1 =) (3.10)
On adding (3.9) and (3.10), and substituting (3.4) and (3.5), we have that
Ap(Xn41,X) +Ap(Ynt1,Y)
< (1= 06) [Ap (X0, X) + Ap (Y, )]
= Bu(1 = Bu)gr (IE, (wn) = JE, (T (tn)wal|) + |1IE, (2n) — JE, (S(sn)z — nl])]

~y (CalmlAID | DoCnlB)*
q q

+ 0 [(JF, () =JE (%), Xn 1 — %) + (JE (V) =L (V) Y1 = D)) (3.11)

We now divide our proof in two cases.

[|Aun — B,||?



368 H.A. ABASS, C. IZUCHUKWU, O.T. MEWOMO

CASE A: Suppose that {A,(x,,X) +A,(yn,y) } is monotone non-increasing. Then {A,(x,,X)+
A, (yn,y)} is convergent. Hence,

Tim { (A (60, 3)) + A (v,3) = (Ap (i 1,%) + Ap (n41.5))} = 0.
From (3.11), condition (i) and (ii) of (3.1), we have that
Bn(1— ﬁn)gﬁ[HJEpl (wn) _ng (T (tw)wn)|| + ||Jg2 (zn) _]Epz (SCsn)zn)l[]
< (1= ) [Ap (0, %) + Ap (30, )] = [Ap (K41, %) + Ap (Y1, )]
+ 0 [(JE, (1) = Jg, (%), X1 —X) + (g, (V) = JE, (5), Yn1 =),
which implies by the property of g that
Tim [|Jg, (wn) = Jg, (T (tn)wa) | + [1E, (zn) = i, (S(sn)z)[[] = O
Consequently, we have

tim (|12, (wn) — 2, (T (1w} = lim V2, (o) T2, (S(sw)a) | = 0. (3.12)

n—yoo
Since Jg* and Jg* are norm-to-norm uniformly continuous on bounded subsets £ and E3 re-
1 2
spectively, we have that

lim ||wy, — T (ty)wn|| = lim ||z, — S(sn)za|| = 0. (3.13)
n—roo n—oo

From Lemma (2.4), we also have that
r}l_r>n Ap(T (tn)wn,wn) = r}l_r>n Ap(S(sn)zn,2n) = 0. (3.14)

Since {T'(t)};>0 and {S(¢) };>0 are uniformly Lipschitzian with bounded measurable functions
L(t) and D(t) respectively. Then, we have from (3.13) that

| T(OT (tn)wn =T (0)wal| < LE)||T (12)wn = wall
< sup{L(®) }|T (tn)wn —wn|| = 0, n — oo. (3.15)
t>0

Similarly, we obtain

[1S(2)S ()20 = S()2al| < D()]]S(50)2n — 2]l
< sup{D(t) }||S(sn)zn — zn|| — 0, n — oo. (3.16)
>0

From (3.15) and (3.16) and the fact that JE‘D1 and JE‘D2 are uniformly continuous on bounded
subsets of E| and E; respectively, we have

T [V, (T (00T (1)) — J4, (T (0w | = 0 = lim [ 112, (S(5)S(s)2) —IE, (S(1)an) |- (.17)
For each ¢ > 0, we have that
17, (wn) =T, (T @)wa) || < W, (wn) = JE, (T (ta)wn) [| + [T, (T (tn)wn) = T, (T ()T (tn)wn) |
+I[J5, (T(OT (ta)wn) — Jg, (T (t)wa)|
< |V, (wn) = Jg, (T (ta)wa) || + [VE, (T ()T (ta)wn) — JE, (T (t)w)|
+ sup llfé’l( (tn)w) =T, (T ()T (). (3.18)

we{wy, }
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Similarly, we have that

1E, (zn) = I, (SO)zn)l| < [1Tg, (2n) — g, (S(sn)zn) ||+ [E, (S(2)S (sn)2n) — T, (S()zn)
+ sup ||, (S(sn)z) —Jg, (S(£)S(sn)z |- (3.19)

z€{zn}

From (3.18), (3.19), (3.12), and (3.17), we have

Jim (15, 002) — 8, T (e pw)l | = 0= Jim |V, (z) I, (SO0l (3:20)

Since J7. and J7. are norm-to-norm uniformly continuous on bounded subsets of E; and Ej.
1
Then, we have from (3.20) that

im [[wp — T (£)wa|| = 0 = lim ||z0 — S(t)za]| = 0. (3.21)
n—oo n—oo

Now, we have from (3.11) and condition (i) of (3.1) that

q q
n—reo q q
Since
q q q q
0<},[1_ <Cq(YnC|I|A||) +Dq<7nq||B||) )} < [Yn_ (CQ(YnCI]|A||) +Dq(?’nc|1|3||) )},

we have lim,,_,c ||Au,, — Bv,|| = 0. From the definition of &, and @,, we obtain

12,60 — I, unl | < VallA*[[[|E, (Auty — Bvy) |

_1
=z ||qA||q)‘“ [1A[[[|Attn = Bva[P~1 =0, n o0 (3.22)
q
Similarly, we obtain
1
[V, 00 =I5 vall < (55 quy )7 Bl Bl 0. n e (323)
q

Since J,{;’T and J? ; are norm-to-norm uniformly continuous on bounded subsets of E} and E3
respectively, we have from (3.22) and (3.23) that

n—oo Nn—yoo
Furthermore, from (2.2) we have that

Ap(émwn) < Ap(énax) - AP<HC§nJ)
= Ap(gn,f) — Ap(wn,)_c). (3.25)

Similarly, we obtain that

Ap(®n,2n) < Ap(@n,5) — Ap(2n, ). (3.26)
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On adding (3.25) and (3.26) and substituting (2.1), (3.4), (3.5), and (3.8), we have that
Ap(gnawn) ‘|‘Ap(wnyzn) < Ap(gnax) _Ap(wnyx) + [Ap(wnay) _Ap(znay”
S A (un;_) +A (me) - [AP<WVH-¥) +AP(ZI’17§)]
< [Ap (0, X) + Ap (Vs ¥)] = [Ap(Wn, X) + Ap(20,Y)]
S [A (xna )+A (yYHY)] - [A (X,H_l, )+A (yn-i—lay)]
+ 0 [Ap (1,%) + Ap (1, 3)] + (1 = ) [Ap (Wi, X) + Ap (20, Y)]
- [Ap(wnrf) +AP(Zn7y)]

From condition (i) of (3.1), we have that lim,,_c[A, (&, Wn) + Ap(@y,24)] = 0, which implies
that 1imy, e A (§n, wy) = 0 = limy, e A, @y, 24). Hence,

lim [[&, —wy|| = 0= lim [|@, —z]|. (3.27)
Hence, we have from (3.24) and (3.27) that
Tim [[w, — t] =0 = lim ||z — v (328)
From (3.4) and (3.8), we have that
Ap(Xnt1,X) +Ap (Yt 1,Y) < 0[Ap (,%) + A (v, 3)] + (1 = ) [Ap (Wn, X) +Ap (2, 7)]
< 0 [Ap (1,X) + Ap (v, 7)] 4 (1 = 061) [Ap (1, X) 4+ Ap (v, )]
This implies that
—[Ap (n, X) +Ap (v, 3)] < 0 [Ap (0, %) + Ap(v,3)] — [Ap (Xn1,%) + Ap (Ynt1,¥)]- (3.29)
Now, using Lemma 2.6 (d), we have that
Ap(tn,xn) < Ap(X, %) — Ap(un,X), (3.30)
and
Ap(vi,yn) < Ap(yn,¥) = Ap(va, ). (3.31)
Adding (3.30) and (3.31) and substituting (3.29), we have that
Ap(”nvxn) +Ap(vn7)’n) < Ap(xnaf) +Ap(ynay> - [Ap(unj) +Ap(vn7y)]
< Ap (%0, %) +Ap (Y, ¥) + O [Ap (1, X) + Ap(v,5)]
— [Ap (¥nt1,%) + Ap (Ynt1,7)]- (3.32)

Using condition (i) of (3.1), we have that lim,, e Ap (144, X,) = 0 = A, (v, yn). This also implies
that

lim ||uy — x,|| = 0= lim ||v, —y,|| = 0. (3.33)
n—oo n—yoco
From (3.28) and (3.33), we have that
1w — xa|| < ||wn — un|| + ||ttn — xu|] — 0 as n — oo. (3.34)
Similarly, we have from (3.28) and (3.33) that

|20 = Yull < lzn = vall 4 [[va = yall = 0, as n = co. (3.35)
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From (3.1), we have that

Ap(an,wn) < (1= Ba)Ap(T (tn)Wn, Wn). (3.36)
It follows from (3.14) that lim,, . A, (a,, w,) = 0, which implies that
lim ||a, —wy|| = 0. (3.37)
n—roo

Using the same approach as in (3.36) and (3.37), we have from (3.1) and (3.14) that
lim ||by, — z4|| = 0. (3.38)
n—oo
In view of (3.1), we have that
Ap(Xns1,an) = AP(J]’% 06T, (1) + (1 — a) TR, anl,an)
< (1t ) + (1 — ) Ap(an, ay). (3.39)
From condition (i) of (3.1), we have that lim, . A, (Xp+1,a,) = 0, which implies that
lim ||x,+1 —au|| =0. (3.40)
n—soo
Following the same approach as in (3.39) and (3.40), we have that
lim [[y,1 — by|| = 0. (3.41)
n—soo
By (3.34) and (3.37), we obtain that
lim [|a, — x,|| = 0. (3.42)
n—soo
Also, from (3.35) and (3.38), we have that
lim ||by — za]| = 0. (3.43)
n—soo
Using (3.40) and (3.42), we obtain that
1m [, = %] = 0. (3.44)
We also obtain from (3.41) and (3.43) that lim,,_,e ||y,+1 — ya|| = 0. Since {x,} is bounded in
E; and E| is reflexive, there exists a subsequence {x,, } of {x,} which converges weakly to x*.
By (3.21) and (3.34), we have that x* € Fix(U) = Fix(U). Also, since {y,} is bounded in E»
and E, is reflexive, there exists a subsequence {yy,, } of {y,} which converges weakly to y*. By
using similar argument as in above, we obtain that y* € Fix(V) = Fix(V).

Next, we show that x* € Q which is the solution of Generalized Equilibrium Problem (GEP).
From (3.33), there exist subsequences {u,, } and {v,, } such that {u, } and {v, } converges

weakly to (x*,y*) as k — oo. From (3.1), since u, = res{; ¢y W have that

F(unkar) + <Vf(unk> - Vf(xnk)ar_ unk> + (P(r? unk) - (P(unk?unk) Z 0; VrecC.
Using Assumption 2.1, we have that
<Vf(unk> - Vf(xnk)vr_ unk> Z F(I’, I/tnk) - (P(I’, I/tnk) +¢(unk=”ﬂk)7v recC.

Since F' is lower semicontinuous in the second argument, ¢ is continuous, and f is uniformly
Frechet differentiable, we obtain from Lemma 2.7 and inequality (3.33) that

0> F(rax*) — o(nx*) + o(x*,x*), ¥ r € C.
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Setr; =ty+(1—1t)x*, YVt € (0,1] and r € C. Then, r; € C and F (r;,x*) — ¢ (r;,x*) + ¢ (x*,x*) <
0. Now,
OZF(V[,I";)S (rla ) ( ) (rta *)
<t (rlay) ( )t[¢(y, ) (p(X*?)C*)]'

Since t > 0, we have F (x*,y) + ¢ (y,x*) — ¢ (x*,x*) > 0, Vy € C. Therefore, x* € Q. Following
the same step as above, we have that y* € Q. We now show that Ax* = By*. Since A : E| — Ej
and B : E; — E3 are bounded linear operators and {x,} and {y,} converges weakly to x* and y*
respectively, we have h € EJ,

h(Ax,) = (hoA)(x,) — (hoA)(x™) = h(Ax")

h(Byn) = (hoB)(yn) = (ho B)(y") = h(By").
This convergence implies that Ax,, — By, — Ax* — By*. Also, by weakly semi-continuity of the
norm, it follows that ||Ax* — By*|| <liminf,_,e ||Ax, — By,|| = 0. That is, Ax* = By*. Therefore
(x*,y*) € I'. Now, we show that {(x,,y,)} converges strongly to (x*,y*). From (3.11), we have

that
Ap(xn-i—l 7X*) +Ap(yn+1 7y*)

< (1 =) [Ap (%0, X7) + Ap (s ¥")] (3.45)
+ o[, () = T, (), xp11 = X°) + (JE, (V) =T, (7") yns1 — 7).
Since {x,} is bounded, we choose a subsequence {x,, } of {x,}, such that x,, — x*, and

limsup(Jz, (u) —Jg, (x*), X —x") = limsup(J, (u) —Jg (x*), X, —x")

n—roo k—oo
= 8,0 — I, (), 0 =),
Hence, we have from (3.44) that
limsup(Jz, (u) —Jg, (X*), Xn1 —X) = limsup(Jg (u) —JF (X*), Xnp1—Xn)
n—oo

n—yoo

+limsup(Jz, (u) —ng (x*), x, —x*) = 0. (3.46)

n—soo

Similarly, we obtain that

limsup(Jg, (v) —Jg, (%), Yut1 —y") = 0. (3.47)

n—oo

Therefore, applying Lemma 2.9 in (3.45), we conclude that A, (x,,x*) + A, (yn,¥*) =0, n — oo
Therefore, (x,,y,) — (x*,y").
CASE B: Suppose that there exists a subsequence {n;} of {n} such that

Ap(xnia-X*) +Ap(yn,7y*) S Ap(xnﬁ»l?x)k) +Ap(yn,'+1)7 VieN.

By Lemma 2.8, there exists a nondecreasing sequence {my;} C N such that my — oo. For all
k € N, we have Ay (X, %) + Ap (Vmg s Y™) < Ap(Ximys1,X%) + Ap (Ym+1,Y%), and

Ap(xkv >+A (ykv ) SAp(xmk+laX*)+Ap(ymk+lay*)' (348)

Then, by the same arguments as in (3.7) and (3.11), we have that limy_,c, || T (t, ) Wn, —Wn, || =0,
and limy e ||S(8n, )2n, — 2n, || = 0. Also, from (3.32), we have that limy_, | |1, — x5, || = 0, and



ON SPLIT EQUALITY GENERALIZED EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEMS AND FIXED POINT PROBLEMS 373

im0 ||V, — ¥, || = 0. From (3.11), we have that

Ap(xmkﬂ 7X*) +Ap(ymk+1 7)’*)
< (1= ) [Ap (X X7) + Ap (Vg ¥
+ O (T, () = T, (X)X —X7) + (T, (v) =T, ) Y1 =3)],
which implies that

amk[AP(xmk7X*) +Ap(ymk7y*)]
S [Ap(xmk7x*) +Ap(ymk7y*)] - [Ap(xmk+17X*> +Ap<ymk+17y*)]
+ O [(JE, () =T, (X)X = 27) + (B, (V) = T, (V) g1 =Y

That is,

[Ap G s )+ Ap iy, Y] < [, () = T, () Xm0 = X7) + U, () = T, (67) Ymer1 =37,

which implies from (3.46) and (3.47) that limy_,ce [A, (X, , x*) +Ap (Y., y*)] = 0, which together
with (3.48) yields that A (xx,x*) +Ap (v, ¥*) < Ap(Xims1,X%) + Ap Ym+1, ¥*) — 0 as k — oo.
This implies that {(x, )} converges strongly to (x*,y*). Thus {(x,,y,} converges strongly to
(x*,y") eT. O

Remark 3.1. The iterative scheme considered in this article has an advantage over the one
considered in [24] in the sense that we do not use any projection of a point on the intersection of
closed and convex sets which creates some difficulties in a practical calculation of the iterative
sequence. The Halpern iteration considered in this article provides more flexibility in defining
the algorithm parameters which are important for the numerical implementation perspective.

Remark 3.2. (i) The problem considered in this article generalizes the one considered in [23].
(11) Our result also generalizes the result of [22] as we were able to remove the compactness
condition imposed on their mappings. In addition, the problem considered in this article gener-
alizes the one considered in [22]. Ma et al. [22] considered uniformly convex and 2-uniformly
smooth Banach space whereas we considered p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Ba-
nach space. Finally, the map considered in this article generalizes the one considered in [22]
and other related results.

In the result stated below, we consider the split equality fixed point problem of relatively
nonexpansive semigroup in Banach spaces.

Corollary 3.1. Let E|, E», and E3 be three p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Ba-
nach spaces. Let C and Q be nonempty, closed, and convex subsets of E; and E, with du-
als E{ and Ej3, respectively. Let A : Ey — E3, B : Ey — E3 be bounded linear operators
and A* : E; — E{, B : E5 — E5 be adjoint operators of A and B respectively. Let U =
{T(t)}s>0 and V = {S(t) };>0 be an u.a.r Bregman relatively nonexpansive semigroup and uni-
formly Lipschitzian mappings of C and Q into E\ and E, with bounded measurable function
L(t) : (0,00) = [0,00) and D(t) : (0,00) — [0,00) such that Fix(U) := ;> Fix(T (h)) # 0 and
Fix(V) := oo Fix(S(k)) # 0. Suppose that Fix(U) = Fix(U) and Fix(V) = Fix(V), and as-
sume that T = {(%,3) : X € Fix(U), y € Fix(V),AX = By} # 0. For a fixed u € E\ and v € E;,
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let {(xy,yn)} be a sequence generated iteratively by
Wy = HCJqT [ng Uy — ynA*Jg3 (Au, — Bvy)];
n = HQqu [ngvn + }/,,B*Jg3 (Au, — Bvy)];
Xnt+1 = J]Z"f [O‘njgl (u) +(1— an)(ﬁnJEpl (wn) + (1= Bn)ngT(tn)Wnﬂ;
i = T[0T, () (1= o) (Bl o) + (1 = BB S(sn)an)]s Vi > 1.

where {0, } and {B,} are sequences in (0,1) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) limy, o0 8 = +o00,1imy ooty = +00,1imy, o0 O, = 07220:1 O = +,0<a< Bn <b<l;
1

g1
.. 9 49 _
(mo<y§m§p§<mMJ =0<Y§%<P§<www> '
Then {(xn,yn)} converges strongly to (x*,y*) € T.

1
q—1

We also consider the split equality equilibrium problem and fixed point problem of Bregman
strongly nonexpansive mappings in Banach spaces as follows.

Corollary 3.2. Let E|, E, and E3 be three p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
spaces. Let C and Q be nonempty, closed, and convex subsets of E| and E, with duals E} and
E3 respectively. Let F : C x C — R and G : Q x Q — R be bifunctions satisfying Assumption
2.1. Let A : Ey — E3, B: Ey — E3 be bounded linear operators and A* : E5 — EY, B: E5 — Ej
be adjoint operators of A and B respectively. Let T : Ey — E» and S : E; — E3 be right Bregman
strongly nonexpansive mappings such that Fix(T) = Fix(T) and Fix(S) = Fix(S). Assume that
I'={(x,y):x€ Fix(U)YNSEEP(F), y € Fix(V)NSEEP(G),AX = By} # 0. For a fixed u € E;
and v € Ey, let {(x,,yn)} be a sequence generated iteratively by
(u,, = respXp;

Vp = resGyn;

wy = eJd . Vg, tn — YA I, (Auy — Bvy)];

= nQﬂ; Vg, v+ VB, (Auy — Bvy));

Xn+1 = Jg; [O‘nJEpl () + (1 — an)(ﬁnjgl (wn) +(1— Bn)ng Twy)];
i = T2 [, () (1= o) (BuTE (o) + (1 = BBy Sl V> 1,

*
2

where {0, } and {B,} are sequences in (0, 1) satisfying the following conditions:
(i) limy, oo O, = O:Z;o:] 0, =0,0<a< Bn <b<l;

1 1
q—1

Pl
(mo<y§m§p§(qﬁm> 70<7S%<P§<Eﬁv) '
Then {(xn,yn)} converges strongly to (x*,y*) € T.

As an application, we now study the following Split Equality Convex Optimization Problem
(SECOP): Find

x* € argminh(x), y* € argmina(y) : Ax* = By",
xeC yeQ

where C and Q are nonempty, closed, and convex subsets of real Banach spaces, and 7: C — R
and a : O — R are convex and a lower semicontinuous functional. Let F : C x C be defined by
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F(x*,x) := h(x) — h(x*) and G(y*,y) := a(y) —a(y*). Let us now consider the SECOP: Find
x* € C and y* € Q such that

F(x*,x) > 0and G(y",y) > 0,

for all x € C and y € Q. It is obvious that F and G satisfy Assumptions 1.3. We denote by
Q:={(x,x):x€ Fix(U)NSECOP(F,¢), y € Fix(V)NSECOP(G, y),Ax = By} # 0.

Theorem 3.2. Let E|, E, and E3 be three p-uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach
spaces. Let C and Q be nonempty, closed, and convex subsets of E1 and E> with duals E} and
E; respectively. Let f : E — (—oo,+oc0] and g : Ey — (—o0, 40| be coercive Legendre functions
which are bounded, uniformly Frechet differentiable and totally convex on bounded subsets of
E\ and E; respectively. Let h:C —- R, a: Q0 —-Rand ¢ :CxC—->R, w:0xQ — R be
bifunctions satisfying Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, respectively. Let A : E; — E3, B: E) — Ej
be bounded linear operators and A* : E5 — EY, B : E5 — E5 be adjoint operators of A and
B respectively. Let U = {T(t)};>0 and V = {S(t) };>0 be u.a.r Bregman relatively nonexpan-
sive semigroup and uniformly Lipschitzian mapping of C and Q into E| and E; respectively
with bounded measurable function L(t) : (0,00) — [0,00) and D(t) : (0,00) — [0,00) such that
Fix(U) := o Fix(T (h)) # 0 and Fix(V) := (= Fix(S(k)) # 0. Suppose Fix(U) = Fix(U)
and Fix(V) = Fix(V), and assume that Q # 0. For a fixed u € Ey and v € Ey, let {(x,,y,)} be
a sequence generated iteratively by

( S
Un = T€SE; yXn;

Vp = reséwyn;
Wy = HCJqT [ng Uy — ynA*J§3 (Au, — Bwy)];
2n = ToJg g, va+ 1B g, (Aup — Bva);
Xnt+1 = Jg; [O‘nJEp1 (u)+ (1 - an)(ﬁn-lgl (wn) + (1 — ﬁn)JEplT(tn)Wn)]§
| Ynt1 = JZ"; [O‘n-]Ep2 (v)+(1— O‘n)(ﬁnjgz (zn) +(1— ﬁn)ngs(sn)Zn)]; V=1,

where {0, } and {B,} are sequences in (0, 1) satisfying the following conditions:
(i) limy,—se0 5y = 400, liMyy ooty = 400, liMyy 0o Oy = 0,Y 7 0y = 00,0 <a < B, < b < 1;

1
1

4 1
.. g " e )"
(i) 0<y<m<p< <Cq|A||‘1> 0<y=h<p= <Dq|3|‘1> '

Then {(xn,yn)} converges strongly to (x,y*) € Q.

4. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, we present some numerical examples to illustrate and support the convergence
of our proposed method (Theorem 3.2). All numerical computations were carried out using
Matlab version R2021(b). In the numerical computations, we choose ¢, = 1o B.= In 11 ,Sp =
n+1,and ¢, = 2n.

Example 4.1. Let £; = E; = E3 = R and C = Q = [0, 10]. Let the mappings A,B : R — R be
defined by Ax = %x and Bx = 37—x Then, A and B are bounded linear operators. Also, we define
S(t)(x) = e”'x and T(t)(x) = e ?x for all t > 0, x € R. Let the bifunctions F : C x C — R
and G : QO x Q — R be defined by F(x,y) = y* + 6xy — 7x* and G(x,y) = 2y* + 6xy — 8x2,
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Y(x,y) € R x R. Also, we define ¢ : C xC — Rand y:Q x Q — R by ¢(x,y) =y>—1 and
v(x,y) =y> =2, V(x,y) € R x R. Next, we find u € C such that, for all z € C,

0 <F(u,2)+¢(u,z) — ¢ (u,u)+ (z—u,u —x)
=22 4 6uz — Tu* + 22 —u* + (2 — u,u—x)
-
0 < 22% 4 3uz — 5u* +3u(z —u) + (z — u) (u — x)
= 27% +3uz — 5u* + 3u(z — u) + uz — xz — u* + ux
=222+ (Tu—x)z+ (—9u* + ux).

Suppose h(z) = 27> + (7Tu — x)z + (—9u? + ux). Then, h(z) is a quadratic function of z with
coefficients a = 2, b = (7u —x), and ¢ = (—9u® + ux). We determine the discriminant A of h(z)
as A = (Tu—x)? —4(2)(—9u? + ux) = (11u — x)?. According to Lemma 2.6, res];@ is single-
valued. Therefore, it follows that /(z) has at most one solution in R. Thus u = 5. This implies
that res£’¢(x) = 1. Following similar procedure, we have that reséw(y) = ;11 We choose
different initial values as follows:
Case I: x;y = —1.0,y; =2.0;
Case Il: xy =3.5,y1 = 8.4;
Case lll: x1 = —7.9,y; = —5.1;
Case 1V: x; =4.0,y; =9.0

The stopping criterion used for this example is |x,1 —x,| < 107°. We plot the graphs of
errors against the number of iterations in each case. The numerical results are reported in
Figures 1, 2, 3, and 4.

T T T
—A— Algorithm 3.1 (xn) —A— Algorithm 3.1 (xn)
——— Algorithm 3.1 (yn) 7 —k— Algorithm 3.1 (yn)

N

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Iteration number (n) Iteration number (n)

FIGURE 1. Example 4.1: Case | FIGURE 2. Example 4.1: Case 11
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T T T
—A— Algorithm 3.1 (xn) —A— Algorithm 3.1 (xn)
é ——#— Algorithm 3.1 (y,) ——— Algorithm 3.1 (y )

10'10

Iteration number (n) Iteration number (n)

FIGURE 3. Example 4.1: Case III FIGURE 4. Example 4.1: Case IV

Example 4.2. Let E; = E; = E3 = ([0, 1]) be endowed with inner product

1
() =[xy, ¥y € La(0,1)
and norm
Y
wli= (| WOF)" vy eLa(o.1)
We define F: CxC—Rand G: Qx Q — Rby F(x,y) = (Lix,y —x) and G(x,y) = (Lpx,y —
x), where Lix(t) = SXT(t) and Lyx(t) = 7);8). Also, we define ¢ (x,y) = w(x,y) =y(t) — 1 Vy e
L([0,1]). Moreover, let A,B : L,([0,1]) — L([0, 1]) be defined by Ax(t) = ZXT(Z) and Bx(t) =

(’) . Then A and B are bounded linear operators. Also, we define S(¢)(x) = e 3xand T (¢)(x) =
51x for all # > 0, x € L,([0, 1]). Next, we find x € E| such that, for all u € E,

file,u)+ @ (x,u) — @ (x,x) + (u—x,x—2) >0

<:>%x(u—x)+(u—x)(x—z) >0
< (u—x)[1lx+6—67] > 0.

According to Lemma 2.6, resf; 0 is single-valued. Hence, x = @ . This implies that resf; ¢( 7)=

62116 Following a similar procedure as above, we obtain resé W(W) = 10”;7 10 We choose dif-
ferent initial values as follows:

Case I: x; =213 + 4t — 1,y =4t+5;

Case II: x; = 3t> +2,y| = 2sint;

Case IlI: x| = 2tcost,y; = 3t

Case IV: x; =213 —3,y; = exp(3t).
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The stopping criterion used for this example is ||x,41 —x,|| < 10~°. We plot the graphs of
errors against the number of iterations in each case. The numerical results are reported in the

following four figures.

102 T T T T T 102
—&— Algorithm 3.1 (x ) —&— Algorithm 3.1 (x )
———— Algorithm 3.1 (yn) ——%—— Algorithm 3.1 (yn)
10%¢ 10%¢
107 10?2
4 [4
2 107 S gk
[im} w
10 10°®
108¢ 108
w0y 2 ‘ 6 8 10 12 w0y > 4 6 8 10 1
Iteration number (n) Iteration number (n)
FIGURE 5. Example 4.2: Case | FIGURE 6. Example 4.2: Case 11
10° " " 10°
—4A— Algorithm 3.1 (x) —4A— Algorithm 3.1 (x )
———— Algorithm 3.1 (yn) ——%—— Algorithm 3.1 (yn)
, 100 L
10°F
10?2
-4 L
10
4 4
106k
10°®
1078 L
108¢
w0y 2 a 6 8 10 12 w0y 2 a 6 8 10 1
Iteration number (n) Iteration number (n)

FIGURE 7. Example 4.2: Case I1I FIGURE 8. Example 4.2: Case IV
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5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced and studied a new split inverse problem called split equality gen-
eralized equilibrium problem. We proposed a new iterative method for approximating a com-
mon solution of this problem and the split equality fixed point problem with Bregman relatively
nonexpansive semigroups in Banach spaces. Moreover, we proved a strong convergence result
for the proposed algorithm. Finally, we applied our result to a split equality convex optimization
problem and presented some numerical examples to illustrate and support the convergence of
our proposed method.
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