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Abstract

The aim of the second part of our work on Peetre’s condition in the coincidence theory is to show
how the abstract results from the first part can be extanded to operators defined on some set X and to
illustrate the data dependence results with some applications to elliptic equations.

1 Introduction

The aim of the second part of our work on Peetre’s condition in the coincidence theory is to show how the
abstract results from the first part can be extanded to operators defined on some set X and to illustrate
the data dependence results with some applications to elliptic equations.

We shall be able to prove the well-known coincidence theorem of Goebel [8] as a consequence of Theorem
2.1 [1] and the data dependence theorem related to the theorem of Goebel [2] as a consequence of Theorem
3.3. 1]

Corollary 3.3 is a new data dependence result related to a coincidence theorem from [3] involving operators
which satisfy a generalized pseudo-contractivity condition.

In Section 4 we shall state and prove a general data dependence result for some fully nonlinear elliptic
equations of the form

we H*(Q)NHy(Q), a(z, D*u) = f(z), aa. xeQ,

where f € L?(Q2) and the function a :  x M,, — R satisfy the ellipticity condition (A4) stated in that
section.

Let us mention that this kind of problems was considered in [6, 9, 4], where existence results were
established. In [6, 9] a stronger ellipticity condition (A5) is used.

In Section 5, for the sake of simplicity, we shall consider the elliptic equation
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and prove that its solutions u(\) € H?(Q) N H}(Q) depends continuously on A > 0.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we collect some facts which allows us to extend the abstract results of the paper [1] from
this proceedings to operators defined on some set X.

Let X be a set, (Y, p) be a metric space and g : X — Y be an operator.
Let us define dy : X x X — R4 by the following formula.

dg(z1,22) = p(g(21), 9(22)), for all z1,22 € X.

Lemma 2.1 (/6]) If g is bijective then dg is a metric on X.
Moreover, if (Y, p) is complete then (X,dg) is complete.



Let us consider X the factorized set of X with the equivalence relation
1 ~ z2 iff g(z1) = g(x2).

For h: X — Y and some & € X, let h(Z) = h(x), where 2 € &. So, we obtain some operator h: X — Y,
which depends on the choice of = in Z.

Let us notice that there exists a unique g coresponding to g and g is injective.

Let us consider also f : X — Y an operator. The following lemma shows that we can treat the coincidence
problem for f, g instead of f,g.

Lemma 2.2 If &* € C(f,§) then there exists z* € &* such that z* € C(f,g).
Let us give now a new definition, which extend the notion of continuity in a metric space.

Definition 2.1 The operator f : X — Y is said to be continuous w.r.t. g if for every sequence (g(xx))
convergent in g(X) to some y*, there exists x* € g~ (y*) such that the sequence (f(xn)) converges to
fla”).

The following lemmata will be useful in the next section. We shall state them without proof.

Lemma 2.3 (i) If g(x1) = g(x2) implies that h(x1) = h(xz2) then there exists a unique h coresponding
to h.

(i) If f is contraction w.r.t. g then f is unique and s contraction w.r.t. g.

(ii3) If [ is continuous w.r.t. g then there exists some f which is continuous w.r.t. §.

Lemma 2.4 If g is bijective and f is continuous w.r.t. g then f,g: (X,dg) — (Y, p) are continuous.
If g is surjective and f is contraction w.r.t. g then f,g:(X,dy) — (Y, p) are continuous.

3 Coincidence theorems and data dependence results

Corollary 3.1 is the coincidence theorem of Goebel [8] and we shall prove it like a consequence of
Theorem 2.1 [1].

Corollary 3.1 [8] Let X be a set, Y be a complete metric space and f,g : X — Y, be some operators
such that the following conditions are fulfilled.

(i) g is surjective;

(i1) f is a contraction w.r.t. g with the constant o € (0,1);

Then C(f,g) # 0.

If, in addition, g is injective, then the coincidence point is unique.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, f and g can be chosen in a unique way and f is contraction w.r.t §g. This implies
that f,§: (X,dy) — (Y, p) are continuous (from Lemma 2.4) and satisfy condition (P) (by Example 2.,
[1]). Using Theorem 2.1 [1] and Lemma 2.2, C(f,g) # 0.

Let us suppose now that g is injective and denote by z] and x5 two coincidence points of
f and g. Because f is a contraction w.r.t. g we have p(f(z7), f(z3)) < ap(g(z),g(x3)), so
p(g(z1), g9(x3)) < ap(g(x]),g(x3)). The constant « is less then 1 implies that p(g(z7), g(z3)) = 0, thus
g(z7) = g(x3). But g is injective, hence ] = z5.

In order to state the data dependence results, let us consider two pair of operators f;,g;: X — Y, i=1,2
such that there exist n1,n2 with

p(f1(x), f2(x)) < m, forallz € X,

and
p(g1(2), g2(z)) <o for all z € X.
Also, we shall denote by z; a generic element of C(f;,g:), 1 = 1,2.

Corollary 3.2 ([2]) Let X be a set, Y be a complete metric space and fi,g; : X — Y, i=1,2 be some
operators such that the following conditions are fulfilled.

(i) g1 1s surjective;

(i) f1 is a contraction w.r.t. g1 with the constant a € (0,1);

(i41) f2,g2 have at least one coincidence point.

Then the following estimation holds
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p(g1(x1), 91(x32)) < (m +n2).
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Proof. Let us consider fi, g : (X, dg,) — (Y, p) like in Corollary 3.1. which are continuous and satisfy
condition (P).

Because g is bijective, C(f1, 1) = {#}}.

Let us choose f2 and g2 such that, for #5 € X with 23 € @3, f (Z3) = f2(x3) and the same for g2. Then
7 € C(f2, ).

Thus, we can apply Theorem 3.2 [1].

Corollary 3.3 Let X be a set, Y be a Banach space and fi,g; : X — Y, i=1,2 be some operators such
that the following conditions are fulfilled.

(i) f1 is continuous w.r.t. gi; g1 is bijective;

(i) f1 is a strong pseudo-contraction w.r.t. g1 with the constant o € (0,1);

(4ii) f2, g2 have at least one coincidence point.

Then the following estimation holds

* * 1
llg1(21) — g1 (z2)|| < 7——=(m +n2).
l1—«

Proof. The operator f is a strong pseudocontraction w.r.t. g [3] with the constant «, if for all zo, 2] € X
the following relation hold.

(fi(wo) = fi(21),5(91(z0) = g1(21))) < allgr (o) — ga(a])||*.

The existence of a coincidence point for f1 and g1 is assured by Theorem 3.1 [3]. For z7 € C(f1,g1) the
following implications hold.

1

ll91(20) = 1 (@DII” < T——(g1(20) — g1(21) = (f1(w0) — f1(21)), 3 (91(x0) — g1 (1))

— llg1(w0) — (DI < 14— {1(w0) — fue), (g1 (o) — 01 (&)

—> dy, (20, 7) = llox (20) = g1 (DI| < 12— 1lg1(x0) = f(z0)]| = 101 (o).

If in the last inequality we put 29 € C(f1,91) then p(x0) = 0 and, hence, dg, (zo,27) = 0. Then z¢ = =]
or C(f1,91) = {z1}. Also, using Remark 1 [1], this last inequality assures that fi,g1 : (X,dg) — (Y, dj.y|)
fulfill condition (P). Since all the hypotesis of Theorem 3.2 [1] are fulfilled, the conclusion holds with
constants o and k = 1.

4 A general data dependence result for some fully
nonlinear elliptic equations

Let Q be a C? bounded domain from R™. We denote by M,, the space of n x n real matrix; | - |, is the
euclidian norm from R™ and ¢trN = Y_"_, & is the trace of the n X n matrix N = ().

For a function a : Q x M,, — R let us list the following hypothesis.

(A1) a(-, M) is measurable for all M € M,,.

(A2) a(z,-) continuous for almost every z € £ and there exists o > 0 such that

la(e, N)| < a(IN|a + [trN]),
for almost every =z €  and for all N € M,,.
(A3) a(-,0) =0.
(A4) there exist § and v > 0 with v+ ¢ < 1 such that
(4.1) [trN — (a(z, M + N) — a(z, M) trN < ~|N|?2 + 6|trN|?,
for almost every = €  and for all M, N € M,,.

The main result in [6] states that, if a satisfies (A1)-(A3) and the ellipticity condition
(A5) there exist o', §’ and v > 0 with 7 + ¢’ < 1 such that

[trN — o' (a(z, M + N) —a(z, M))| < +'|N|,2 + §'|trN|,



for almost every = € 2 and for all M, N € M,;
then, for every f € L*(Q2) the problem

ue H*(Q) N Hy(Q), a(z, D*u) = f(z), aa. ze€Q

has a unique solution. Let us notice that (A5) implies (A2) and (A4).

Using the weaker ellipticity condition (A4) instead of (A5) we shall give an existence and data dependence
result for this problem. We shall use Corollary 3.3.

In order to state the main result of this section, let us consider the equations.

(4.2) we H(Q)NHy(Q), ai(z,D’u) = fi(z),
(4.3) ue H*(Q)NHy(Q), ax(z,D’u) = fo(x).
Theorem 4.1 Let f1, f2 € L*(Q), a1, a2 satisfy assumptions (A1)-(A4) with the same constants 8, and
(4.4) h@ - L@ < 7, a0 zeQ
(4.5) lai(x, M) —a2(z, M)| < &, a.a. x €Q, and for all M € M,,.
Then the following estimation holds
N N mes(Q)
4. — <CY—~%

where ul, uj are unique solutions of (4.2) and (4.3) and C > 0 is taken such that ||ul|g2 < C||Aul|p2
for all u € H*(Q) N H3(Q).

Proof. Let us denote X = H?(Q) N HJ(Q), Y = L*(Q) and, for i = 1 and i = 2,
Fiu = Au — a;(x, D2u), Giu = Au — fi.

Then, using (A1)-(A3), we obtain the operators F; : X — Y and G; : X — Y such that we can write the
problem (4.2) as the coincidence equation

Fiu=Giu, u€ X,
and problem (4.3) as the coincidence equation
Fou=Gau, ueX.

We intent to apply Corollary 3.3.
Operators G1 and G are bijective (see [7]).
Also, GT* is continuous ([7]) and, by (A1)-(A2), Fi is continuous, too. This implies that Fy is continuous
w.r.t. Gi.
In order to prove that Fi is a strong pseudo-contraction w.r.t. Gi let us consider u,v € X. Using (A4)
we obtain the following estimations.
(Fiu(z) — Fio(z)) (Giu(z) — Giv(z) = [A(u—v) — (a1 (z, D*u) — a1 (, Dzv))] A(u —v) <
< ID*(u —v) ()] + 6| A(u — v)(2) .
Then, integrating on Q and using that || D%u|| 2 = ||Au||.2 for all u € X (Corollary 9.10 page 235, [7]),
we deduce that
(Fiu— Fiv,Giu — G1v) 12 < 9][D*(u = 0)|[72 + 8| A(u = 0)|[z2 = (v + )| A(w — v)||72.
Hence,
(Fiu — Fio,Giu — Giv) 2 < (v 4 0)||Giu — Givl|72, for all u,v € X,

i.e. Fy is strong pseudo-contraction w.r.t. G1 with the constant (y + 9).
Also, from (4.4) and (4.5) we obtain that

(4.7) [|Giu — Gaullr2 < ny/mes(Q),
(4.8) [|[Fiu — Foul|rz < &y/mes().

By Theorem 3.1 [3] (like in the proof of Corollary 3.3), let u] be the unique coincidence point of Fi, Gy
and u3 be the unique coincidence point of F>, G2 (it can be proved similarly that F> is a strong pseudo-
contraction w.r.t. G2 and is continuous w.r.t. G2).

All the hypothesis of Corollary 3.3 are fulfilled, then we have the estimation

« . mes(£2)

— < VTP

6 ui) = G2 < Y

Because G1(u7) — G1(u3) = A(ui — u3) it is easy to see that (4.6) holds.

(n+8).



5 Continuity with respect to the coefficients for a linear
elliptic equation

Let us consider the linear elliptic equation

(92’11 BQU 2 1
Bix%—i_)\aix% =f, we H(Q)NHyQ),

where A > 0, f € L*(Q2) and denote by u()) its solution (see [7]). Here Q is a C? bounded domain of R™.
It is easy to see that u(1) is the solution of

Au=f, ue H*(Q)NH)(Q).

The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1 u(\) — u(1) in H*(Q) as A — 1.

Proof. Let us denote X = H*(Q) N H{ () and

82
Fau=(\— l)aTZ’ G(u) = f — Au.
2

Then we obtain the operators Fx, G : H*(Q) N H(Q) — L2(Q), such that u()) is the coincidence point
of F)\, G.
Let r >0, X = {u € H*(Q)NH(Q) | ||Gu|| £ 7} and Y = G(X).

Let us denote t = € (0,1) and, from now on, consider A such that [A — 1] <.

r+ ISl
Let u,v € X and w = u — v. The following estimations hold.

*w\?
(5.1) 1P = Puollts = 1Frallts = -1 [ (9%) ao <
Q 2

< (A—1)2/ |D2w|§dx:()\—1)2/ |Awf2dz = A — 12 - ||Gu — G|
Q Q

Then ||Fau — Favl|| < t||Gu — G|

This last relation also implies that |[Fau|| < t||Gu — f|| < t(r + ||f|]) = r. Because G is bijective,
Y ={y € L*(Q) | ||y|| < r}. Then we have proved that Fxu € Y for all u € X.

For applying Corollary 3.2 we consider Fy,G : X — Y and notice that we have proved that F) is
contraction w.r.t. G with the constant t.

From (5.2) with v = 0 we obtain

[[Fu = Frul| = [[Faul] < A= 1[|Gu = fI| < [ = 1{(r + [[£]])-

We apply now Corollary 3.3 and obtain the estimation

IGu() ~ Gu(DI] < - A= 1]+ [I£1]).

Thus, [[u(A) — u(D)||g2 < Cl|Au(N) — Au(1)||z2 = ||Gu(A) — Gu(1)||2 — 0 when A — 1. Hence the
conclusion holds.
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