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Abstract: Starting from some systems of vector equilibrium problems, we obtain the
existence of the solution for a class of weighted equilibrium problems, under different types
of generalized pseudo-monotonicity assumptions. We present both new and previous
results, making a connection between them and giving a few examples. Using the main
theorem, we derive the solution existence for the initial systems and discuss a corresponding
set-valued problem. Finally, we consider the case of a real normed space. We extend some
previously obtained results from the literature about weighted variational inequalities, and
we also give proofs for some results we previously announced. We give some relevant
examples for our notions.
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1. Introduction

Equilibrium problems represent an important framework for many optimization [1],
Nash equilibrium [2] or complementarity problems, arising in various fields such as fi-
nance [3], mechanics [4] and traffic management [5]. However, the study of abstract
equilibrium problems is also highly relevant to mathematical research, both the existence
of solutions [6,7] and solution methods [8,9].

The scalar equilibrium problems were introduced by Blum and Oettli [10] (and im-
mediately after by Noor and Oettli [11]) as an extension of variational inequalities. Then,
vector equilibrium problems and set-valued equilibrium problems were considered by
Ansari, Oettli and Schlager [12]. In [13], Flores-Bazan introduced and investigated equilib-
rium problems on a Hilbert space. In [14], Noor defined the invex equilibrium problem. A
modern and systematic presentation of equilibrium problems can be found in [15].

In [16], Ansari, Siddigi and Khan introduced the notion of weighted variational
inequalities, which has become a heavily studied subject since then. Their initial motivation
was to obtain existence results for systems of general variational inequalities because the
results are easier to obtain via the weighted case. Besides these theoretical considerations,
there are numerous other applications in various areas, one of the most frequent being to
traffic problems, such as traffic networks or time-dependent traffic equilibria (see, e.g., [17]
and references therein). As well, in the last years weighted variational inequalities gained
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importance as an independent object of study mainly in order to obtain the existence and
unicity of solutions under generalized pseudo-monotonicity conditions [18]. A thorough
discussion about pseudo-monotonicity in the sense of Karamardian can be found in [19].

In this paper, we extend the results of [16] about weighted variational inequalities
and also those from [20] obtained on real normed spaces to the weighted equilibrium
problems introduced by us in [21]. Our problems and systems of equilibrium problems
are more general than those from [22] or [23]. For studying the existence of solutions, we
needed to introduce notions of generalized pseudo-monotonicity more appropriate than
those previously available. Until now, equilibrium problems under pseudo-monotonicity
conditions have also been treated in [24]. Our results were announced at the ICNAAM2024
conference [25], and the main theorem was stated in [26].

The paper is divided into five sections, including the Introduction and Conclusions.
After reviewing some preliminary notions, in Section 2 we introduce the systems that will be
studied in the rest of the paper and give the equivalence conditions with the corresponding
weighted systems. In the next section, we prove the main existence results, using two
fixed-point theorems of Chowdhury and Tan [27,28]. Then, we use these results in order to
obtain the existence of the solution for the weighted problems under generalized weighted
monotonicity and generalized weighted B-pseudomonotonicity assumptions. In Section 4,
we consider the particular case of real normed spaces (while in general we work over an
arbitrary real topological vector space).

2. Statement of Problems
Denote by R (where m € N) the nonnegative orthant of R™. That is,

RY = {x=(uy,...,um) €R™:x; >0, forallj=1,...,m}

and let
m
T = {u = (uy,...,um) ERY Y uj = 1}
j=1
be its simplex.
For each i € I, take a real topological vector space X;, K; a convex subset (nonempty)
of X; and some set Y; which can be anything. Let X = [] X; and K = [] K;.
i€l i€l
For an element x € X, we denote by x; € X; its ith component, so x = (X;);c;-
We consider also two families of maps, both indexed by I. Firstlet f; : K — Y;, and
then ®,: Y; x K; x K; — RE (¢; € N).
Using them, we formulate the following systems of vector equilibrium problems:
(P-SVEP) Find % € K such that, for eachi € I

@;(fi(%), T yi) ¢ RE\ {0},

forally; € K;
and its weak form
(®-SVEP),, Find ¥ € K such that, for eachi € I

®;(fi(%), %;yi) ¢ intRY,

for all y; € K;.
The solution set of (®-SVEP) is denoted with K®, while K"YS denotes the solution set
of (®-SVEP),.
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Remark 1. Our classes of equilibrium problems are in fact generalized equilibrium problems,
because the three sets involved in the cartesian product are not the same, compared to the classical
form, but for simplicity we will also call them equilibrium problems.

Related to the (P-SVEP) and (P-SVEP), problems, we consider the following
weighted general equilibrium problems over product sets:
(D-WEP) Given the weight vector (in fact a family of vectors) W = (Wy,..., W) €

ﬁ (Rﬁ \ {0}), find ¥ € K such that
i=1

Y Wi @i(fi(%), %i5:) <0
iel
forally; € K;,i el
and
(P-SWEP)  Given the weight vector W = (W, ..., W,) with W; € R \ {0}, find
X € K such that
Wi - @;(fi(%), %i;yi) <0

“" o

for all y; € K;, where “-” is the canonical scalar product on Rﬁ.

Definition 1. A solution of (®-WEP) or of (D-SWEP) is called normalized if for each i € I, W; €
Th.
Denote by K" (respectively K5") the solution set of (®-WEP) (respectively
(®-SWEP)) and by KV (respectively K3") the normalised solution set of (®-WEP) (re-
spectively (®-SWEP))
In what follows, we shall take the the weight vector to satisfy

W= (Wi, ..., Wy) eﬁ(ﬂaﬁ\{o}).

The following result gives that (®-WEP) and (®-SWEP) have the same set of solutions
and the same is true for normalized solutions.

Lemma 1. Let W be a given weight vector (respectively W = (Wy,...,Wy,) € T1 Tfr" ). We
iel

suppose that for any i € 1, ®;(f:(x), x;;x;) = 0 for all x; € K;. Then, KW = KSW (respectively

Ky =K3W).

Proof. Obviously, KSW C KkW. Conversely, let ¥ € KW. Then,

Y Wi @i(fi(%),%i;yi) <0

iel

forally; € K;,i € I
For each j # i, take y; = ;. Since ®;(fj(%), %;;%;) = 0 forall j # i, j € I, all the terms
of the sum vanish except for the i term, giving us

Wi - @;(fi(X), %i;vi) <0,

forall y; € K;.
Hence, ¥ € KW and, therefore, KW = KSW. O

(®-SVEP),, or ($-SVEP) can be solved using (P-SWEP) by the following:
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n
Lemma 2. FEach normalized solution & € K3V with vector W € [] Tﬁ (respectively W €
i=1

ﬁ (intTf)) of (P-SWEP) is a solution of ($-SVEP),, (respectively (P-SVEP)).

i=1

n
Proof. Letx € K" beanormalized solution of (®-SWEP) with weight vector W € T Tﬂi
i=1
n
(respectively W € ] (int Ti) ). Assume that there is a ¥ € K which is not a solution of
i=1

(P-SVEP),, (respec_tively (P-SVEP)). Then, there would exist some i € I anday; € K;
satisfying

D;(fi(X),%;y;) € int RY , (respectively ®;(fi(X), %;;y;) € Ré \ {0}).

Since W; € Tﬂ; (respectively W; € int Tﬁ), for each i € I, i.e., each W; is a vector all
of whose components are positive (resp. strictly positive). Because each component of
D;(fi(%), %;;y;) is also positive (resp. strictly positive), we have

Wi - @;(fi(%), %i;yi) > 0
for all i € I, in contradiction of the fact that # € K3V, O

Lemmas 1 and 2 imply the next lemma:
n
Lemma 3. Each normalized solution ¥ € K} with weight vector W € T[] T_l;' (respectively
i=1

We ﬁ (intTﬁ)) is a solution of (®-SVEP)y, (respectively of (P-SVEP)).
i=1

We also consider a Minty type weighted equilibrium problem:
(O-MWEP) Find # € K such that

Y Wi @i(fily), Xisyi) <0,

icl

forally; € K;, i € I. Let K"YM be the solution set of the problem (®-MWEP).
For the reader’s convenience, all these notions are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Notations.

Notation Problems Solution Sets

(D-SVEP) ziiltﬁgé %nyCeI)Ctor equilibrium problems %
e

(©-WEP),, l\;\}f]e;g)hted equilibrium problem defined KW and va (normalized)
@SWER), by ™ K and K§W (normalized)
(®-MWEP),, l\“ﬁ%;“;i :%iiflii:éilug;goblem of .

Notice that all the problems except for the last one are of Stampacchia type. The
link with the Minty type problem will appear in the last section after the introductions of
pseudo-monotonicity.
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3. Existence Results for (®-WEP)

Now, we consider in this section some notions of generalized weighted monotonicity,
and in order to simplify the exposition we shall employ the term “weighted monotonicity”
instead of “generalized weighted monotonicity”. Next, we will prove some existence
results for (O-WEP).

In this section the families (f;)icr, (®;)icr, (W;)ics as well as the equilbrium problems
are the same as those in Section 2.

Definition 2. The family (f;);.; is said to be
(i) weighted pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®), if, for all x,y € K, we have

Y Wi @i(fi(x), x5 yi) <0 =Y W;- ®;(fi(y), xi;y:) <0

icl i€l

and weighted strictly pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®) if the second inequality is strict for

all x #y;
(ii) weighted maximal pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®) if it is weighted pseudo-
monotone with respect to (W, ®) and, for all x,y € K, we have

Y Wi ®i(fi(2),x152;) <0, Vz € (x,y] = ) Wi ®i(fi(x), xi;y:) <0 1)
i€l i€l
where (x,y] = T1(x;,yi| and weighted maximal strictly pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, P)
iel
if it is weighted strictly pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®) and (1) holds.

If the family (f;);c; satisfies the stronger condition
Y Wi (@i(fily), xisyi) — Pi(filx), yirxi)) <0
icl

then it is called weighted monotone with respect to (W, ®) and weighted strictly monotone
with respect to (W, ) if the inequality is strict for all x # y.

Definition 3. The family (f;);c; is weighted hemicontinuous with respect to (W, ®) if, for
any x,y € K and any A € [0,1], the mapping A — Y W; - ®;(fi(x + Ay — x)), x;;y;) s
i€l

continuous.

Proposition 1. We suppose that the family (f;);.; of functions satisfies the following conditions:

iel
(i) it is weighted hemicontinuous and weighted pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®);
(ip) foranyi e I,

@;(fi(x + Aly — x)), xi; % + Ay — x;))
= AT®;(fi(x + Ay — x)), x5;;), forany A € (0,1],

where T > 0.
Then, (f;)icr is weighted maximal pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ).

Proof. Assume that, for any x,y € K,

Y Wi @;(fi(2),xi;z;) <0, forallz € (x,y].
i€l
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Then,
Y Wi @i(fi(x + Ay — x)), xi;% + A(y; — x;)) <0, forall A € (0,1].
iel

Now, using (i) we get

Y Wi ®i(fi(x + Ay — x)),xi39i) <0,
i€l
forall A € (0,1].
Because the family (f;);.; is weighted hemicontinuity with respect to (W, ®),

Y Wi @(fi(x), xi;yi) < 0.

i€l
Hence, the family (f;);.; is weighted maximal pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®). [

We now give two examples of functionals for which the hypothesis (i, ) of Proposition 1
is satisfied.

Example 1. For i € I, let Y; = X}, ®i(fi(z), x;vi) = ({fi(2),vi —x;))* M, where s is a
positive integer. Condition (ip) from Proposition 1 is satisfied.

In the real case i.e., when Y; = X; = X7 = R, we see that ®;(f;(z),x;;y;) = fi(z) -
(yi — x;) T exp(x;), i € 1, also verifies (ip).

If (fi)ier is a weighted pseudo-monotone and weighted hemicontinuous family of functions,
then it is weighted maximal pseudo-monotone.

This means that if the family (f;);c; also verifies the condition (1), then it will also
be weighted maximal pseudo-monotone. For an example of a family of functions (f;);c;
and family of weight vectors W = (W;);¢] such that (f;);c; is maximal weighted pseudo-
monotone with respect to W and a certain family of functionals, see Example 2.

Lemma 4. If the family (f;);c;
to (W, ®), then KW = KM,

of functions is weighted maximal pseudo-monotone with respect

Proof. Because of the weighted pseudo-monotonicity of the family (f;);.; with respect to
(W,®), KW C kWM, Conversely, let ¥ € KWM Then,

Y Wi @i(fi(y), Ziryi) <0,

icl

forall y; € K;, i € I. Since for each i € I, K; is convex, we have (%;, ;] C K;; therefore,

Y Wi ®i(fi(z), %i;2i) <0,
iel

forall z; € (%;,y;], i € I. By the weighted maximal pseudo-monotonicity of the family
(fi)ic; of functions with respect to (W, ®), we have

Y Wi @i(fi(%), %iyi) <0,
i€l

forally; € K;,i € L.
This shows that £ € K" and hence KW = KWM, O
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Remark 2. By Proposition 1 and Lemma 4, if the family (f;);.; of functions is weighted hemicon-
tinuous and weighted pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®) and satisfies the condition (iy) of
Proposition 1, then KW = KWM,

Remark 3. In the following, we will need Theorem 2.2 from [27] due to Chowdhury and Tan.
This is a result on the existence of fixed-points for set-valued maps. More precisely, if we have two
set-valued maps defined on a convex non-empty subset K of a topological space with values in 2K,
one having a convex image and both satisfying four technical conditions, the one with a convex
image will have a fixed-point.

Using this result to our problems, assuming some weighted pseudo-monotonicity and
convexity conditions, we can prove our main existence result, as follows.

Theorem 1. Assume the following conditions:

(i1) the family (f;);c; is weighted maximal pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®);

(ip) there exists a closed compact and nonempty subset D of K and ij € D such that, for any
x € K\ D,

Y Wi @i(fi(x), xi;71) > 0;

il
(i3) the mappingy — L W; - @;(f;(x), x;;y;) is convex on K;
i
(ig) ¥ Wi @;i(fi(x),xi;x;) =0 forall x € K;
icl
(i5) for all x,y € K and every generalized sequence {x"}, . in K converging to x, we have
lmiinf ) Wi ;(fi(x), x% i) = ) Wi - @i(filx), xi; 1)
aclic] icl

Then, there exists a solution ¥ € K" and hence ¥ € KSW. Additionally,

IfW € TI T, then there exists a normalized solution ¥ € KV and hence % € KS.
icl

n )
IfWe ] (int Tfr"), then % € K°.
i=1
Proof. For each x € K, define the multivalued maps S, 7 : K — 2K by

S(x) = {y ekK: ZWZ' : CDl-(fl-(y),xi;yi) > 0}

icl
and
T(x) = {y € K:) Wi @i(filx), xiy:) > 0}
iel
Using (i3) we get that 7 (x) is convex for all x € K. (i) implies that S(x) C T (x).
Define now the set

[s7w)] = { € K= L Wi @il fily) xinyi) < o}-

This set, called the complement of S~!(y) in K, is closed in K (by (i5) ) and hence S~!(y)
is open in K. Therefore, S “1(y) is compactly open (see [27]) for any y € K.
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We will prove that there exists ¥ € K such that S(X) = @. In order to do this, we
assume that, for all x € K, S(x) is nonempty. Then, relative to 7, all the conditions of
Theorem 2.2 from [27] are satisfied so there exists ¥ € K such that ¥ € T (X). It follows that

0= YW, &((%),%:%) >0,
iel
a contradiction. Hence, since there exists ¥ € K such that S(%) = @, we have that, for all
i€ landally; € K;,

Y Wi @i(fi(y), T i) <0,
i€l
with y = (y;)jc;. By Lemma 4, ¥ € K is a solution of (®-WEP), and so by Lemma 1 itis a
solution of ($-SWEP).
If W € [ITY, then # € K is a normalized solution of (P-SWEP), and hence by
i€l
Lemma 2 it is a solution of (®-SVEP) . If W € [] (int Tﬁ"), using again Lemma 2, it
i€l
follows that ¥ € K is a solution of (® — SVEP) O

As a consequence, for the hemicontinuous case we obtain

Corollary 1. Assume that (iy)—(is) from Theorem 1 are satisfied and also that (i}) holds, where

(i) the family (f;);c; is weighted hemicontinuous and pseudo-monotone with respect to
(W, D).

Then, there exists an element ¥ € KW and hence & € KSW. Moreover, ifWeTl TZ", then

icl
n
there exists a normalised solution ¥ € KLN and hence ¥ € KZSU Also, if W € ] <int Ti"), then
i=1

% e KS.

Theorem 2. We suppose the following:
(j1) The family (f;);c; is weighted maximal strictly pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ).
(jo) There exists a closed compact and nonempty subset D of K and anyj € D such that, for
allx € K\ D,
EWI' . CIDi(fi(x), xl-;]7i) > 0.
il
(ja) ,ZI Wi - (®i(fi(x), xi;y:) + Pi(fi(x), yi;xi)) =2 0 forall x,y € K.
ic
Then, (O-WEP) has a unique solution which is also a unique solution of (®-SWEP).
Moreover, if W € ] T'i, then there exists a unique normalized solution ¥ € K!Y which is
i€l
also a unique solution of (®-SVEP),

0

n
and for W € T (int Tﬁ), ¥ € K is unique.
i—1

Proof. From Theorem 1, the problem (®-WEP) has a solution, so we only need to prove
unicity. Suppose we have to solutions x’ and x”of (®-WEP), such that x’ # x”. Then,

L Wi @i (fi(x"), xi'sxi) < 0.

iel

Because the family (f;),.; is weighted strictly pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®),
we obtain that

YW @i (x), 205 ) < 0L YWy (fi (), xal) >0,

i€l i€l

so x’ is not a solution of (® — WEP), a contradiction. [
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From Corollary 1 and Theorem 2, we obtain

Corollary 2. Assume conditions (jo) and (j3) from Theorem 2, and also assume that (j}) holds,
where

(j1) The family (f;);c; is weighted hemicontinuous and weighted strictly pseudo-monotone
with respect to (W, D).

Then (®-WEP) has a unique solution which is the unique solution of (®-SWEP). Moreover,
ifWell TY, then there is a unique ¥ € K} which is also the unique solution of (®-SVEP),,

i€l 0, , ) ‘ ‘

and for W € i]_[l (mt T+’>, % € K is unique.

Remark 4. The statement of Theorem 1 was first published in [21].

Remark 5. We used Theorem 1 in [26] to obtain an existence result for the solution of weighted
set-valued equilibrium problems which we introduced there.

Next, we will prove a result similar to Theorem 1 under B-pseudomonotonicity as-
sumptions.

Definition 4. The family (f;);c; is said to be weighted B-pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®),
if for every x € K and every net {x*} . in K converging to x with

lim sup [2 Wi - @;(fi(x"),xi;x;) | <0,
& liel
we have
limsup, {ZI W; - ®; (fi(x“),x‘l?‘;yi)] > ZI W; - ®;(fi(x), xi;y;),
1€ 1S
forally € K.

Remark 6. For the following, we shall need Theorem 6 from [28], also due to Chowdhury and Tan.
As in Remark 3, this 1996 result also gives conditions for the existence of fixed-points for set-valued
maps. In it, contrary to the case of Remark 3, the conditions for the existence of a fixed-point do not
depend on a second map.

Using this result, we obtain the existence of solutions for our problems, this time under
weighted B-pseudo-monotonicity.

Theorem 3. Assume the following conditions:
(k1) The family (f;);c; is weighted B-pseudo-monotone with respect to (W, ®) and for every
A € F(K) the map x — Y, W; - @;(fi(x), x;;y;) is lower semi-continuous on coA.
i€l

(kp) There exists a closed compact and nonempty subset D of K and also some y € D such
that, for all x € K\ D,
Z Wi - q)i(ﬁ(x), xi;?i) > 0.
iel
(k3) For every XeKkK Z:I W; - <I>l-(fz-(x),xi; Xl') =0.
1€

Then, there exists a solution ¥ € KW and hence ¥ € KSW.
Additionally,
IfWeTl T_[;' there exists a normalized solution ¥ € K} and hence % € K5, .
iel
n
IfWe Il (int Tﬁi), then % € K°.
i=1
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Proof. Forany x € K,let7 : K — 2K be as in the proof of Theorem 1. Then, for all x € K,
T (x) is convex (i.e., condition 1 from Theorem 6 from [28] holds). Let A € F(K). Then,

iel

[T—l(y)r NcoA = {x € coA : Zwl- @i (fi(x), x5 y5) < 0}

is closed in coA by the lower semi-continuity of the map x — Y W; - ®;(fi(x), x;;y;) on
iel
coA. Hence, 71 (y) NcoA is openin coA, thatis, condition 2 from Theorem 6 from [28]
holds.
Now, we prove that condition 3 from the same theorem holds. In order to do this, let

x,y € coA and the net {x*},  in K convergent to x, such that

Y Wi @i fi(x®), x5ty + (1= 1x;) <0,
iel
foralla €T, t € [0,1].
In the above inequality, we consider first that t = 0 and then t = 1. For t = 0 we have

Y Wi @i(fi(x"), x5 x;) <0,

iel
for all « € T'. Hence,

limsup )~ W; - @;(fi(x*), x5 x;) <0
® el
and then, by (k;), we get
limsup, 21 Wi - @; (fi(x"), x8;yi) > 21 W - @;(fi(x), x;;y;), forally € K.
1S 1€

Combining this inequality with the first one obtained for t = 1, we get

Y Wi @i(fi(x), xi;y1) <0,
il
thatis, y ¢ 7 (x). Thus, condition 3 from Theorem 6 from [28] is satisfied.

Also, according to (k) and the definition of 7, for all x € D, the set 7 (x) is nonempty.
Thus, condition 5 from Theorem 6 from [28] holds. Moreover, we see that (k) corresponds
to condition (4) from this theorem.

We obtained that all hypothesis of Theorem 6 from [28] are satisfied. So, there is an
X € K such that ¥ € 7 (%); in other words,

ZW{ . q)i(ﬁ(f),fi; 56\1) >0
icl
which contradicts (k3). Thus, there exists ¥ € K such that 7 (%) = @, that is
Y Wi @i(fi(%), %iyi) <0,
i€l

forally; € K;, i € 1. Hence, ¥ is a solution of (P-WEP) and so, by Lemma 3, it is a solution
of (P-SWEP).
IftW eI Tﬁ, then ¥ € K is a normalized solution of (®-SWEP) and hence, by
i€l
n
Lemma 2, it is a solution of (®-SVEP) . Further, if W € ] (int Tf), then again by
i=1
Lemma 2, ¥ € K is a solution of (®-SVEP). [

Example 2. Let K = Ky x K, € R2,K; = [-2,2], K = [-5,-3] U [3,5].
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Let f1, f2: K= R, fi(x) = |x1 — x2|, fa(x) = 0.

Take also the functionals ¥; : R x K; x K; — R, ¥;(f(x), x;;y:) = f(x)(y? — x?) with

weights W = (%, %)
Then, the family (Y;);_, , verify the assumptions of Theorems 1.
We have that 1
Y Wi Yilfi(x), %) = 512 — x| (v — x).
icl
Let us check that this indeed satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 1:

(iy) Itis clear that |x; — x1|(y3 — x3) < O implies that [y> — y1|(y? — x3) < 0;

(i) Takej =2. Then D = {—2,2} x Ky;
2

(i3) Themapy — |xa — x1|(y3 — x3) is convex as the composition of two convex maps (a projection

and a quadratic one);
(i4) Clear by construction;
(i5) All the maps which appear are continuous, so this condition is also satisfied.

Also, the same family satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 3. If we take Ky = [—2,0], (¥;);_1,

satisfies also the conditions of Theorem 2.

4. The Case of a Real Normed Space

Finally, we consider new results for the case when X; = X is a real normed space.
Assume that for any i € I, D; are open such that D; D K; and ®; : Y; X K; x D;,

D;(fi(x),x;,x;) =0, forall x; € K;,i € I.

Proposition 2. We suppose that for any i € I, ®;(fi(x), x;, -) is convex for all x € K and there
exists the directional derivative Y in the third variable. If % is a solution of (® — WEP), then

Y Wi ®V(f;(%), %, %) (h;) < Oforallh; € K; — %;,i € L.
i€l

Proof. We have

1 X X Y T ~ ~ ~
ZWi;[Cbi(fi(xi),xi, X+ t(yl- — %)) — q;.i(fl.(x),xi, )] <0,
iel

forallt € (0,1],y; € K;,i € L.
Taking the limit t — 0", we get

Y Wip? (fi(%), %, %) (h;) <0, forall b; € K; — %;,h; #0,i € L.
icl

O

Theorem 4. Assume that O;(f;(x), x;, -) is quasiconcave for all x € K, ®;(f;(x), x;, x;)
any x; € K; and there exist %,§ € K such that

Y Wi®;(fi(%), %, ;) <0

iel

and
Y Wi (fi(%i), %, 7i) (hi) < 0
iel
forany h; € K; —§;,h; #0,i € L.
Then, % € KW.

= 0 for
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Proof. Fort € (0,1] and y € K, y # § = (J;)ic1, we get by quasiconcavity
;Wiq)i(ﬂ< S Ui+ Yy — 7)) 2
1
;W min{®; (f( ¥), JZz/yz) i(fi(-’z)/fir?i},
1
the minimum being taken component-wise. We obtain

Y W

iel

>rn1n{ZW -(fi(f),fi,yi)<1>(fi(f),fi/y”i)]f0}-

iel

H-\H

(%), %, 7i + t(yi — 7i)) — Pilfi(%), %i, 7]

Using the fact that forany i € I, y; € K;,

Jim ;[ i(fi(2), %, 9i + t(yi — i) — Pi(fi(%), X, i)
= DV(f;(%), %, 7:) (vi — i),

then for any € > 0 such that

Y Wi DY(fi(R), %0, 70) (i — 7i) < —2€,
iel
there exists ty > 0 such that for any 0 < t < ¢y we have

ZW Di(fi(%), %, yi + Hyi — %)) — 9i(fi(%), %, 7i)]

iel

< Y Wi®)(fi(%), %, ;) (yi — 7:) + € < 26 +€ = —e.
iel

Hence, for 0 < t < ty we have

EW min{®;(f;(%), %, yi) — Pi(fi(%), i, 7;), 0} < —e.

iel

Thus, we obtain

ZW min{®;(f;(), %;, y;) — ®;(fi(X), %;,7:),0}

icl
t ;Wi'¢?(ﬁ(f)/fi/ﬂi)(yi—?i)+e <0
i
ie.,
l;w %), %, yi) — Di(fi(%), %, 7i)]
t ;Wi'cp?(fi(f)/fi,]?i)(l/i—?i)+e <0

and therefore

ZWZ' . Cpi(fi(f),fi,yi) < ZWZ‘ . q)(ﬁ(.’f),.’fi,]?i) <0 for ally (S K,]/ ;é ]7

iel iel
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By ZiEI W;=1,W;>0,i€land CDj(fj(f),fj,fO =0we get

Y Wi - @i(fi(%), %, %) = 0.

iel

Hence, by the last strict inequality we obtain §j = £ and

Y Wi (fi(%), %, yi) <0

i€l
forall y; € K;, i € I. Thus, we obtained that £ € KW. O

5. Conclusions and Future Work

We obtained the existence of solutions for some classes of weighted equilibrium
problems starting from some systems of vector equilibrium problems. In order to do this,
we assumed some pseudo-monotonicity-type conditions for a family of argument functions
of our problem-defining functionals. These hypotheses allow us to apply some fixed-point
theorems leading to the conclusion that our main problems have a solution. From here
follows the existence of solutions for some other equivalent weighted problems, but also for
the initial systems of equilibrium problems. Some previous results were extended or put
in a new context here, the main ones using the previously mentioned modern fixed-point
theorems, the others using our main theorems. As an example, our results were applied to
the case of normed real vector spaces.

We extended some previously obtained results from the literature from weighted
variational inequalities to weighted equilibrium problems, and we also gave proofs for
some results we previously announced.

In further works, we will study algorithmic methods for solution finding, and we
will continue to study the existence of solutions both under weaker assumptions and on
different function spaces.

In addition, we hope to be able to study this type of problem on Hilbert spaces, which
will allow them to be applied to traffic equilibria by studying more realistic transportation
models and developing numerical methods.
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