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1. INTRODUCTION

The method of successive approximations makes it possible to solve existence and
uniqueness problems for fixed points of wide classes of operators. Classical results
in this field, such as the Banach — Caccioppoli principle and some of its modifica-
tions and generalizations, apply to operators satisfying a Lipschitz condition with a
small Lipschitz constant (contractions). However, the method works as well for other
classes of operators which are not contractions. In particular, the well known Kan-
torovich fixed point principle [3] for differentiable operators deals with operators that,
in general, are not contractions; moreover, this principle covers some cases when the
Banach — Caccioppoli principle does not apply.

Recall that the Banach — Caccioppoli fixed point principle refers to operators in
complete metric spaces. The Kantorovich fixed point principle deals only with op-
erators in Banach spaces; moreover, it is applicable only to differentiable operators.
In this article we consider some modification of the Kantorovich fixed point principle
which also covers nondifferentiable operators. Some variants of this modification have
been used by the second author in the 90ies; in [6] an “almost sharp” variant of this
principle was given. The variant discussed in the present article is an essential com-
plement: in this variant we describe exact (unimprovable) estimates of the inner and
outer radius of the domain of existence of a unique fixed point of the operator under
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consideration. In addition, we obtain new a priori and a posteriori error estimates
for successive approximations of the corresponding fixed point.

In the last part we sketch some applications of the new fixed point principle to
nonlinear integral operators of different type.

2. THE PRINCIPLE OF MAJORIZED MAPPINGS

Consider the equation
x = Az, (2.1)

where A is an operator defined on a ball Blzg, R] = {z : || — xo|| < R} of a Banach
space X (zo € X).

Definition 2.1 The operator A satisfies a local Lipschitz condition in the ball
Blzg, R] with a nonnegative function k(-) on [0, R] if

[Azy — Azo| < k(r)[|1 — 22|, (2.2)

where
|1 — xol| <7, lxe — xol] <, 0<r<R.

The basic part of the theorem presented below for smooth operators A is given in
[3]. Here we present the theorem for both smooth and nonsmooth operators. To start
with let us introduce some notation.

Let a4 (-) and a_(-) be the functions defined by

ar(r)=a=+ / k(t) dt, where a = ||Azo — zo|. (2.3)
0

In what follows we call the functions ay (r) majorant functions of the operator A.

If the function a4 (-) has fixed points in the interval [0, R] we denote the smallest of
them by r*. Similarly, we denote by 7, the smallest fixed point of the function a_(-).
Finally, let

r = sup {r: ap(r)<r} (2.4)
r*<r<R

(provided that the set under the sup sign is nonempty). We also put

. * . ok . >
Loy = [{os 7 <lloo—al <o) it a By =R
{z: r* <l||lzg—z|| <™} if ar(R) <R,
and
Lz, re, 7" ={z: re <||zo — 2| < 7*} (2.6)

With this notation, our main theorem reads as follows.

Theorem 2.2 Suppose that the operator A is defined on the ball Blxg, R] of a
Banach space X (xg € X) and satisfies the local Lipschitz condition (2.2) in the
ball Blxg, R] with a nonnegative function k(-) on [0, R]. Assume that the functions
a+(+) have fized points in the interval [0, R]. Then the operator A has a unique fixed
point x* € Llxg, T+, r*], and this fived point is unique in Blxg,r| for each r satisfying
r* <r <r** (ie., there are no fived points in Blxg,r«||J Llxo, r*,7**]).
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This theorem on majorized mappings is a modification of the method of successive
approximations. It is easy to see that the hypotheses of the Banach — Caccioppoli
theorem are covered by the conditions of Theorem 2.2.

Let us discuss some advantages of Theorem 2.2. First of all, Theorem 2.2 uses a
local Lipschitz condition instead of existence conditions for a continuous derivative;
this essentially extends the class of mappings covered by this theorem. Secondly, the
method used in Theorem 2.2 is built on the analysis of a real differentiable function
having fixed points in some interval. Finally, the method adopted here is conve-
nient for a comparison between the method of majorized mappings and the Banach
— Caccioppoli principle.

Figures 1 — 3 below show the relationship between the principle of majorized map-
pings and the Banach — Caccioppoli principle in the general setting. The notation
BC-zone, U-zone, E-zone means the following: the set of radii r of the balls, where
the Banach — Caccioppoli principle of the fixed point is applicable is denoted by (BC'),
where uniqueness holds by (U), and where existence holds by (E). The Banach — Cac-
cioppoli principle is applicable in the ball B[xg, 7], where the radius r should satisfy
the inequality

r* <r<re, where Tep = Inf 7.
k(r)=1
So according to the Banach — Caccioppoli theorem, any fixed point z* of A lies in
the ball Blxg,*] and is unique in each ball Blzg,r], where r* < r < r... But with
Theorem 2.2 we can get better result: any fixed point z* of A lies in the domain
Lizg, 7, 7*] and is unique in each ball Blzg,r], where r* < r < r** for Figures 1 —
2 and r* < r < r** for Figure 3 (thus 0 < r < r** is the uniqueness (U) zone for
Figures 1 — 2 and 0 < r < r** for Figure 3).

’ Pea)ff 7 Feanr))s

7=a_(r) 7=a_(r)
r BC-zone — r —BC-zone —
m~_ U-zone — U-zone —
E-zone| ———— \E—zone _
Ty TF Ter r**Rr re TF Ter r* =Rr

Figure 1 Figure 2
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Figure 4 illustrates the case when the Banach — Caccioppoli theorem does not
apply, but the principle of majorized mappings does. So in this case the operator A
is neither contracting nor expanding in the ball B[z, r|, where r = r* = r.. = R.

One may find a part of the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [7]. Here we give the full proof.
To this end, we first need the following

Lemma 2.3 Suppose that the operator A is defined on the ball Blxo, R] of a Banach
space X (zg € X) and satisfies the local Lipschitz condition (2.2) in the ball Blxo, R)
with a nonnegative function k(-) on [0, R]. Then the inequality

r4+90
|A(z + h) — Az| < / k(t)dt (lz —zol| <7, |B| <6, r+3 < R). (2.7)

holds.
The assertion of the lemma follows from the obvious chain of inequalities

A(x—i—]h) —A<:c+j1h>H §Zk<r—|—]5)§
S S = S S

after passing to the limit as s — oo.

|A(z + h) — Az <)
j=1

il

7 =a4(r)

F=a_(r) T
\BC-zone = @
r BC-zone — U-zone
E- M — E-zone —
~_E-zone N
Ty T Ter TF=R 7 Ty ™ =re =" R r
Figure 3 Figure 4

Proof of Theorem 1. First of all let us prove that the successive approximations
Trg1 = aq(ry) (ro=0,n=0,1,...), (2.8)
converge. Note that (2.3) implies
aly (r) =k(r) >0, r € [0, R,

by virtue of (2.2). So the function a4 does not decrease in the interval [0, R] and 7,
makes sense for any n. Moreover,

Ty <7 (n=0,1,...), (2.9)
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where 7* is the smallest root (whose existence is assumed in Theorem 2.2 of the
equation
r=ay(r). (2.10)

For n = 0, inequality (2.9) is evident, and if it is proved for n = k, then from
re < r* we get ay (1) < ap(r*) due to the monotonicity of ay(-). So rp41 < r* and
by induction the inequality (2.9) is proved for any n.

Using again the monotonicity of a4 (-) we can prove by induction that the the se-
quence {r,} is monotonically increasing. In fact, r,, < r,11 implies r, 11 = ay(r,) <
a4 (Tnt1) = Tnt2, and the inequality 0 = r¢ < r; is obvious.

So far we have established the existence of the limit

r*= lim 7,.
n—oo
By (2.8) and the continuity of a (-), the limit r* is a root of equation (2.10); moreover,
r* is the smallest root of (2.10) in [0, R], by (2.9).
Let
Tpt1 = Ay, (n=0,1,...), (2.11)
where x¢ is the center of the ball B[z, R]. We claim that all elements in (2.11) make
sense and form a convergent sequence.
For n = 0 we have, by (2.3),

|1 — 2ol = [|Azo — @ol| = a = a4 (0) = a4 (ro) =1,
hence x1 € Blxg, R]. Suppose that we have already proved that zi,zsa,...,z, €
Blzg, R], and that
||$k+1 _ka Srk+1 — Tk (k:O,l,,TL—l) (212)

Then using Lemma 2.3 we obtain

||In+1 - an = HAxn - Axn—lH < / k(t)dt = a+(7’n) - a+(7'n_1) =Tn+1 — Tn.

Tn—1

So (2.11) is proved for k = n, and the fact that z,41 € Blzo, R] is also proved

since
[#nt1 — @oll < [|en41 — @nll + 20 — Tn—a | + .. + (21 — @0 <
<(rpg1—7n)+ (rn —Tn1) + o+ (r1—1r0) =10g1 < R.

Consequently, the inclusion x € Blzg, R] and the estimate (2.12) are established
for all £k = 0,1, ..., by induction.

From (2.12) it further follows that

1Zn+p = Toll < NTntp = Totp-1ll + - + [[Tnt1 — 2n|| <
< (Totp = Tntp—1) + oo+ (Tl = Tn) = Tngp — Ty (2.13)
which implies the convergence of the sequence {z,}. Let us denote

¥ = lim z,.
n—oo

Passing to the limit in (2.11) and taking into account the continuity of the operator
A we get
¥ = Ax”,
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which shows that z* is a root of equation (2.1). Moreover, inequality (2.12) implies
la* — x| <7 =1y (n=0,1,...),

which gives an estimate of the convergence speed.
Let us now prove that the operator A has no fixed point in the ball Blzg,r.].
Estimating ||z* — x| = ro from below we get

2" = ol = [[Az™ — ol = [[Azo — ol — [[Az™ — Az, (2.14)
By Lemma 2.3 we have
o
|Az* — Azy|| < /k(t)dt.
0
So using equality (2.3) we get from (2.14)
ro
|l* — 20l > a — /k(t)dt =a_(ro)
0
which implies
a—_(rg) <7op. (2.15)
It is easy to see that inequality (2.15) is valid for all rg > r,, where r, is the point of
intersection of the graph of the function 7 = a_(r) and the bisectrix 7 = r. This im-
mediately implies that the operator A does not have fixed points in the ball B[z, r.].
We conclude that r, < rg < r*, i.e., the fixed point x* of the operator A lies in the
annulus L[z, s, 7*]. The theorem is proved. O
Theorem 2.4 Suppose that all conditions of Theorem 2.2 are fulfilled. Then the

following holds.
1) The successive approzimations

bns1 = A& (n=0,1,...) (2.16)

with the initial approximation & € Blxg, r*|U L(xzg, r*, r**) are defined for any n and
converge to the fized point x*.
2) The estimates

l* = &ull < 7 + pp — 21y (n=0,1,...), (2.17)
”fn-i—l _gn” < Pnt1 + pn — 21y (’I’LZO,L...) (2-18)

are valid, where {r,} are the successive approzimations from Theorem 2.2 and
Pnt+1 = a4 (pn) (n=0,1,...), (2.19)

where the initial approzimation is po = ||§o — o], and pg > 19 = 0.

Proof. Consider the successive approximations (2.16), with the initial approxima-
tion & being an arbitrary element from Blxg,*] U L(xg,7*,7**)). It is easy to see
at Figure 5 and Figure 6 that if pg > rg, then p,, > r,, for any n. Note also that the
sequence {p,} is increasing to r* if pg < r* and is decreasing to r* if pg > 7*; in the
case pp = r* all terms in the sequence {p,} coincide with r*.
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Figure 5 Figure 6

Literally in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 2.2 one may show that the
sequence {p, } has a limit, say p*. Moreover, p* (the root of equation (2.10)) coincides
with r*.

Now we prove that the successive approximations sequence {&,} converges and
therefore gives a root of equation (2.1). We have

160 — 21| = [| A& — Aol

and by Lemma 2.3 we get
PO

[[§1 — @1 < /k(t)dt = a4 (po) — at(ro) = p1 — 11,
T0
and
€1 — @oll < [|§1 — 1]l + [lz1 — 2oll < (p1 —71) + (r1 —70) <p1 < R.

Clearly, &; € Blzo, R).

The remaining part goes by induction. Suppose that

&, € Blxo, R], 1€k — x|l < pr — 7k (k=0,1,...,n). (2.20)
Then &, 11 — Tpt1 = A&, — Ax,. Using again Lemma 2.3 we obtain
Pn

[€n+1 — Tnga |l = [ A& — Azy| < /k(t)dt = a4 (pn) = a4 (rn) = Put1 — g1,

hence
1€nr1 — zoll < Nlént1 — Tngill + [|Zng1 — ol <
(Png1 = Tnt1) + (Pnr1 —70) < ppy1 < R
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which shows that &,4+1 € Blzo, R]. So by induction we conclude that (2.20) is valid
for any k.

Since the sequences {r,} and {p,} have the common limit r* it follows from (2.20)
that the convergence of the sequence {z,} implies the convergence of the sequence

{&,} with
lim &, = lim z, = z*.

So we have proved that the sequence of successive approximations converges to z* for
any initial approximation &, € B[zg, R]. This also implies the uniqueness of the root
of equation (2.1).

Now we prove the estimate (2.17). Since

2% = &nll < ll2" — 2l + llzn =&l (n=0,1,...),
by (2.13) and (2.20) we get
2% = &nll < [l2% = nll + lzn = &all < (7" = 70) + (o0 —70)-
Moreover, from p,, > 7, it follows that
la* =&l <1+ pn—2r, (n=0,1,...),

and so we have proved (2.17).

It remains to show that the estimate (2.18) is true. Using Lemma 2.3 we have

[€n+1 = &ull < Nénv1 — Tnaall + 1Tng1 — zall + (20 — &l

<Pl = Tndl T Tndl — Tn+ Pn —Tn = Png1 + Pn — 2ry,
which shows that (2.18) is true as well and concludes the proof. (]

3. EXAMPLES

To illustrate the applicability of our abstract results, we consider now four exam-
ples.
Let X be a Banach space. Consider the Lemarié-Rieusset equation ([5], see also

[71)
r=n+T(z,...,x), (3.1)
where nn € X and T is an m-linear (m > 2) continuous operator defined on X. As is
well known, the operator 1" satisfies the Lipschitz condition
| T2y — Taxs|| < Cmr™ |z — x| (x1,22 € Blxg,r], 0 < r < 00),

which is (2.2) with k(r) = Cmr™~! and C being the norm of the m-linear operator
T.
The majorant functions (3) have here the form
ar(r)=a+ /k;(t)dt =ax* C/mtmfldt =a£Cr™, a=|n|.
0 0
Thus, the equation
a+Cr™ =r (3.2)

allows us to study existence and uniqueness conditions for equation (3.1).
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It is easy to solve this equation for m = 2. It is also possible to find a solution for
each m = 3,4, ..., but in this case the solution in general form cannot be determined.
From Figure 7 it is clear that the graph of the function ay(-) depends on the value
of a = ||n||. So the set of roots of equation (3.2) also depends on a, and the existence
condition for roots reads

Cm m

Consequently, in the case when condition (3.3) is satisfied equation (3.1) has a unique
root x* € Llxg,rs,r*]. Moreover, the operator A has no fixed points in the set
B[0,r.] U L(zg, r*, r**).

We point out that our reasoning gives more information than the Lemarié-Rieusset
theorems do, inasmuch as the domain of existence of solutions can be described more
precisely than in Lemarié-Rieusset’s work.

1 \™Tm-—1
a < ag, where a. = ( ) m—- (3.3)

sl

llacr|

[
70l ‘Figure 7

r* Ter ¥ 1

Our second example is concerned with the nonlinear integral equation of mixed
Hammerstein type (see [8])

m

b
o) = FO+2Y / (1, 5)hy (2(s)) ds, (3.4)

where the kernel k;(t,s) is, for each j, a measurable function with respect to the
variables t,s € [a,b], h; is a continuous function, A is a parameter, f is a given
function, and z is an unknown function. This equation was studied in [8].

Let us consider first equation (3.4) in the space Cla,b] of continuous functions on
[a,b]. Assume that the functions h; (j = 1,...,m) satisfy the conditions

|hj(y1) = hj(y2)l S w;(r)lyr — el (il lyel <7v, 0<r <R, w;(r) >0),
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where the functions w; () are nondecreasing. Further, suppose that the kernels &; (¢, s)
(4 =1,...,m) define linear integral operators K; in the space C; this means that each
kernel k;(t, s) is Lebesgue integrable with respect to s in [a, b] for t € [a, b],

b
sup /|kj(t,s)|ds < 00,

a<t<b
a

and each function
it s) = / ky(t, o) do,

continuously depends on ¢ in average, i.e.,
b

lim / \k;(t,s) — ki (7, s)|ds = 0.

a

In addition, we have
b
1550 = sup [ lis(t,)]ds < oc.
a<t<b
a

Under these hypotheses the operator

m b
Ax(t) = (1) +)\Z/kj(t, )y ((s)) ds (3.5)
=1y,

acts in the space C' and satisfies the local Lipschitz condition (2) in the ball B[0, R]
with

() = NS o (), (3.

The functions (2.3) read here

osr) = (o / iwj(t)llKjlldt)

o J=1

Theorems 1 and 2 allow us to formulate solvability conditions for equation (3.4), to
define the annular domain where this solution is situated, and to estimate the rate of
convergence of successive approximations.

Now let us consider equation (3.4) in the space Lya,b]. At first glance one might
think that the results obtained for the space Cfa,b] easily carry over to the space
Ly[a,b], but this is not true. The appropriate estimates can be obtained if the Lip-
schitz conditions for the nonlinearities h;(u) are of a special form. Moreover, these
conditions are true only in the case when the nonlinearities h;(u) are defined for all
u € R and have power type growth with respect to the variables w.
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Let us assume that there exist nonnegative constants (£,7) such that the inequality
L]

ytn) = ytua)| < (405 Y=ol (funhlual <7 07 <00) (31

is valid. Then each operator H;z(t) = h;(x(t)), 7 = 1,...,m, acts from Ly[a,b] into
Lg,[a,b] and satisfies in each ball B,.(Ly[a,b]) the local Lipschitz condition

1H; (1) = H(@s)l|,, < Ty(r)l|21 — 2],

(3.8)
(lz1llz,, llz2lle, <r, 0<r<oo),
where
~ P45 P—a;
hj(r) = inf b—a)?i +nr % } 3.9
0= ik, {00 4 59)

and T'(H;) denotes the set of pairs (£, n) satisfying (3.7).
In order to prove (3.9) it is sufficient to verify that

B < {e0- 0 405} (3.10)
for arbitrary (§,n) € T'(H;). Observe that (3.7) implies

|hj(z1(5)) — hj(z2(8))] < (§+77(max{|ﬂf1(5)|a|$2( |}) >|$1 8) — w2(s)l,

and
P—q;

P45 v
[Hjz1 — Hjzs|L,, < (5(17@) 715+ || max {|z1|, [z2|}H], 7 >||l’1 — 22|z, (3.11)

for x1, 29 € Ly. If ||z1||1,, |22]|, <7 then || max {|z1],|z2|}|L, < 257, and the latter
inequality implies only the estimate

Lanich ) P9 P45
HHjml —Hjx2||qu < <f(b—a) Pi 4 27PG pp 9 )|x1 _mZHLp

which is worse than (3.10).
Nevertheless, (3.11) implies (3.10). To see this, let |21z, [|z2(z, <7 and § >0
such that |[21]|z,, 22|z, <7 —J. Let N be an integer such that 2r < N¢, and put

wj(1;)$l+;$2, n=0,1,...,N.

Then
N
|H w1 — Hywsllr, <> Hjtbn — Hithn 1z,

n=1

and, by (3.11),

(

|Hjzy — Hjxa| L,

2=

N p-a; pP—aq;
Z( b—a) ™5+l max {[Yn-il, [Yul}ll,” ))xl—lem-

n=1
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1 1
Moreover, [[¢n—1 —¥nllL, < N lz1 — 22|z, < ZTN < 4. Therefore,
| max {|vn—1l, [¥nl}lL, =

Hl"/’nfl‘ —+ max {07 |"/}n| - |wn71|}||Lp <r—di+ Hl"/’nfl‘ - |¢n|||Lp <,

hence
PTa; P45
o1 = Hyzals,, < (&0 -0 40" Yo = aall,

Thus, (3.10) holds true in the case when ||z1[|z,, |lz2||z, < r. Passing to the limit
proves the validity of (3.10) for all [|21]z,,[|22]|z, < r. In [1] a different proof of
(3.10) is given under the hypothesis that (3.7) holds.

Further, let us assume that for each j = 1,...,m the kernel k;(¢, s) is measurable
with respect to ¢, s and belongs to the Zaanen space Z(q;,p’) (p' =p/(p—1)). Recall
[4] that Z(«, §) is the space of measurable functions z(t, s) with two variables ¢, s €
[a, b] for which the integrals

// (t, s)x(s)y(t) dsdt, 2 € Lo,y € Lg

exist; the norm in this space is defined by the formula

||Z||Z(a,ﬁ) //| t s )|d8dt (3.12)
HwHLmuynLﬁq

Of course, this norm of a function z(¢, s) is nothing else but the norm of the linear
integral operator Z with kernel |z(¢, s)|, considered as an operator between the spaces
L, and Lg/, ' = /(8 —1). Some methods for calculating or estimating this norm
for various « and  may be found in [4].

Under these assumptions the operator (3.5) satisfies the local Lipschitz condition
(2) in the ball B,.(Ly[a,b]) with

Z hﬂ Hk HZ(qu )
j=1

where Ej (r) is defined in (3.9). Thus, the majorant functions of the operator A are
defined here by the equations

0xr) = (ai/ZJ sz, de )
j=1

Again, Theorems 1 and 2 allow us to formulate solvability conditions for equation
(3.4), to define the annular domain where this solution is situated, and to estimate
the rate of convergence of successive approximations.
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As a third example, let us consider the nonlinear integral equation

b
() = /K(t,s,x(s),x(t))ds, (3.13)

where the function K (t,s,u,v) is measurable with respect to the variables ¢, s and
continuous with respect to the variables u, v, and x is the unknown function.

First we consider equation (3.13) in the space C|a, b]. To this end, we assume that
the function K satisfies the condition

|K(t7s,u1,v1) — K(t,s7u2,vg)| < l(t,s,r)‘ul - uQ’ -+ m(t, s,r)‘vl — vg‘

(lual, [usl, [v1], Joa| <7 0 <7 < o00),

where [(t, s,r) and m(t, s,r) are nonnegative and nondecreasing functions on [a, b] x
[a,b] x [0, 00).
Then the operator

b
Ax(t) = /K(t,s,z(s),x(t)) ds, (3.14)

satisfies the local Lipschitz condition (2) in the ball Bz¢, R] with

b
k(r) = max / (U(t, s,7) + m(t, s, 7)) ds.

In this case,

ar(r)=a :I:/ max / (I(t, s, 0) +m(t,s, 0)) dsdo.

a<t<b
0 a

Now let us consider equation (3.13) in the space L,[a,b]. As in the previous ex-
ample, the results do not carry over automatically from Cla,b] to L,la,b]. Again,
this works only if we consider nonlinearities satisfying a special Lipschitz condition.
Moreover, we can treat only the case when the nonlinearity K (¢, s, u,v) is defined for
all u,v € R and has power growth with respect to the variables u and v.

Assume that

|K(t7s7u17v1) - K(t,S7U2,’U2)| S

(jz:aj(tw)rﬂ lur — ug| + (ibk(t,s)rﬂk) vy — v

k=0

(|’U,1|,|UQ|§T, 0:90<91<"'<9M§p_1’ 0§190<191<...<19,,§p),
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where a;(t, s) belongs to the Zaanen space Z (25 e ) (0 =p/(p—1)), and b(t,s)
belongs to the Zaanen space Z(-£- G 'Y (p’ =p/(p—1)). This inequality implies that

M b
Az (1) — Aws(t Z/ 5)%9]21(s) — wa(s)] dst
7=0

Z/b (t, $)r(s)" ds | (£) — 2o (D)),

where r(s) = sup {|z1(s)],|z2(s)|}. The same argument as in the previous example
shows that

i v
Az — Azs||z, < (Z lajll 2z PRCESY |bk|Z(;k,1)r19k> 21 — z2lL, -
j=0 ' k=0

We conclude that the operator (3.14) satisfies the local Lipschitz condition (2) in
the ball B[0, R] with

H v
9.
= lajll 2 o™ + > 10k [l 2 -1y
j=0 ! k=0

Moreover, by means of the function k(-) we can define the functions

Ja Ltk
at(r) =a+ <Z||aj||Z(1f3j,p (1) k>
=0

Finally, our last example refers to the nonlinear integral equation

x(t) = F(t,x(t),/bK(t, s,:z:(s))ds), (3.15)

where F'(t,u,v) is continuous with respect to the variables u,v for fixed ¢, and also
continuous with respect to the variable ¢; as before, x is the unknown function.

The operator
b
Az(t) = F(t, a:(t),/K(t, 5,2(s)) ds), (3.16)

may be rewritten in the form

Az = F(x, Bx), (3.17)
where F' is the superposition operator defined by F(z,y)(t) = F(t,z(t),y(t)), and
b

Ba(t) = /K(t,s,x(s))ds. (3.18)

a
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As before, we study equation (3.15) first in the space Cla, b]. Assume that the function
K satisfies the condition
|K(t757u)| Sno(t,s,’l’) (|U| ST)7
(K (t,5,u1) = K(t, 8, u2)] <ty s,m)|ur —ua| - (jual, Jue| <7),
(|’LL1|, |’U,2| <, |U1|a |’02‘ <p 0< rp < OO)

where n(t, s,r) and ng(t, s,r) are nonnegative functions on [a, b] X [a, b] X [0, 00) which
are nondecreasing with respect to r and measurable with respect to , s.
Then the operator B satisfies

b
|Ba(t)] < /no(t,sv lzll) ds (fl=ll < r)

and
b

|B1(t) — Baa(t)] < /n(tas,r) ds ey —wall, (2] [Jz2]] < 7).

a

Further assume that

|E(t,ug,v1) — F(t,ug,ve)| < U(t,r, p)|lur — ua| + m(t,r, p)lvr — val, (3.19)
|u1|7 |’LL2| < T, ‘/U1|7 |’U2| < 12

where I(t, r, p) and m(t,r, p) are nonnegative functions on [a, b] x [0, c0) x [0, 00) which
are nondecreasing with respect to r, p and measurable with respect to ¢t. Then the
superposition operator F(x,y)(t) = F(t,z(t),y(t)) satisfies the inequality

|F(t7x1,yl) - F(t7m23y2)| < m(tara P)Hxl - xQH + TL(t,T, p)”yl - y2||

ol lz2ll <7 llyr — 2l < p.

As a result, the operator A satisfies the Lipschitz condition

b b
|[Az; — Azs|| < sup <l (t,r,/no(t,s,r)ds> er(t,r,/ng(t,s,r)ds)x
a<t<b

b
X /n(t,s,r)ds) lz1 — 22|,
a

which is nothing else but the local Lipschitz condition (2) with

b b
k(r) = sup (l (t,r,/nd@s,r)ds) —i—m(t,r,/no(us,r)ds)x
a<t<b
b
X /n(t,s,r)ds).
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The majorant functions a4 (r) for the operator A are defined here by
r b

b
ayt(r) = a:t/ sup (l (t, Q,/no(t,s,g)ds) +m<t, g,/no(us,g)ds) X
a<t<b
o - a

a

b

x / n(t,s, Q)dS) do.

To conclude, let us consider equation (3.15) also in the space Lp[a,b]. Assume that
“w
|K(t,s,u)| < Zaj(t,s)\u|9j (Juf <7, 0<60y<b<...<0,<p),
§=0
and

|K(t,s,u1) — K(t,s,us)| < Zbk(t, $)r7% Juy — gl
k=0
(|u1\,\uz\§r, 0§190<191<...<19V§p—1),

where a; € Z(e%,q’), by € Z(%ﬁk,q’). Then

I3 13
1K), < |l / aj(t, s)la(s)|”dsl| , < llajlzg ™. (3:20)
j=0 Q 7=0

and

| K2y — Ko, <3 | / bt $)r* [z (s) — 2a(s)|ds]| .,
k=0

) . (3.21)
<> ||bk||Z(1+p1,k,q’)7"ﬂk lz1 — 22|z,
k=0

where we use the argument from the second example in the proof of (3.21). Further-
more, assume that

|F(t7u1’v1) - F(ta u23v2)| < Clul - U2| + (,U,(t) + Vp%)h)l - v2|7
(3.22)
‘U1|,|’U2| <p, 0<p<oo, MEL%'

Then
q—p
|F(z1,91) — F(x2,92) |z, < cller —z2lln, + (Ielle o +ve 7 )l — w2,
q—p

where in the proof of this inequality the argument used from the second example is
again applied. Furthermore,

[1F(z1,51) = F(w2,92) |1, <

. a-p
cllzr — z2l|z, + inf (. v)er(p) (”/"LHLﬂ +vp e )||y1 - y2HLq7
q—p
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where T'(F') denotes the set of pairs (u, v) for which inequality (3.22) holds.
Summing up all these inequalities we get

[Azy — Azs|L, <

" e
inf . L
(e ot (Wl +o( S hallzcg ) © )%

=0

v
S Iz ™ ) ot = 2l
k=0

As a result, we obtain the expression

a—-p

Ll o
k(r) = ¢+ inf ) err) <IIMIILQ% + V< ) ||aj||z(;;,q/>7“9j> >><
=0 '

v
J
% 3 bkl
k=0

for the Lipschitz constant k(r) and the expression

a—-p

T i =
ar(r)=a=x(cr+ inf , TV ajllzce o0% X
£ ( O/m,v)eT(F) (ML?—? (jzo Nzt e )

xS bkl 2 ,q,)pﬂk> dg)
k=0

for the majorant functions a4 (r) of the operator A.

4. CONCLUSION

The examples considered above easily carry over to the more general setting of
nonlinear operator equations with unknown functions defined on a measurable space
Q) with o-finite measure and taking values in a finite dimensional space. Our reasoning
reflects the fact that different solvability and uniqueness results can be essentially
strengthened by a closer scrutiny of Lipschitz conditions. Observe that in the case
when k(r) does not depend on r the fixed point principle for majorizing functions
reduces to the Banach — Caccioppoli principle. On the other hand, an analogue of the
fixed point principle with majorizing functions is not valid for operators in arbitrary
complete metric spaces.
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