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Abstract

In this paper, we examine the Hyers-Ulam and Hyers-Ulam-Rassias stability of

solutions of a general class of nonlinear Volterra integral equations. By using

a fixed point alternative and improving a technique commonly used in similar

problems, we extend and improve some well-known results on this problem. We

also provide some examples visualizing the improvement of the results men-

tioned.
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1. Introduction

Hyers–Ulam stability, initiated with a speech of S. M. Ulam [1] at Wisconsin

University, is a concept that provides an approximate solution for the exact

solution in a simple form for differential equations. Ulam posed the following

problem: “Under what conditions does there exists an homomorphism near an

approximately homomorphism of a complete metric group?” More precisely:

Given a metric group (G, ·, d), a number ε > 0 and a mapping f : G → G
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satisfying the inequality

d (f(xy), f(x)f(y)) < ε

for all x, y ∈ G, does there exist a homomorphism g of G and a constant K,

depending only on G, such that

d (f(x), g(x)) ≤ Kε

for all x ∈ G? In the presence of affirmative answer, the equation g(xy) =

g(x)g(y) of the homomorphism is called stable, see [1] for details. One year

later, Hyers [2] gave an answer to this problem for linear functional equations

on Banach spaces and showed that the additive functional equation f(x+ y) =

f(x) + f(y) is stable in the sense of Ulam with the following celebrated result.

Theorem 1.1 ([2]). Let E1, E2 be real Banach spaces and ε > 0. Then, for

each mapping f : E1 → E2 satisfying

‖f(x+ y)− f(x)− f(y)‖ ≤ ε

for all x, y ∈ E1, the limit

L(x) := lim
n→∞

2−nf (2nx)

exists for all x ∈ E1 and L : E1 → E2 is the unique additive mapping satisfying

‖f(x)− L(x)‖ ≤ ε

for all x ∈ E1.

After this result of Hyers, a new concept of stability for functional equations

established, called today Hyers-Ulam stability, and many papers devoted to this

subject (see for example [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9]). In 1978, T. Rassias [10] provided

a remarkable generalization with the following well-known result, which known

as Hyers-Ulam-Rassias stability today.

Theorem 1.2 ([10]). Let E1, E2 be Banach spaces, θ ∈ (0,∞) and p ∈ [0, 1).

Then, for each mapping f : E1 → E2 satisfying

‖f(x+ y)− f(x)− f(y)‖ ≤ ε
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for all x, y ∈ E1, there exists a unique additive mapping L : E1 → E2 satisfying

‖f(x)− L(x)‖ ≤
2θ

2− 2p
‖x‖

p

for all x ∈ E1. Moreover, if f(tx) is continuous for all t ∈ R and each fixed

x ∈ E1, then L is R-linear.

Apart from functional equations, this concept of stability has applied to

various kind of equations such as differential equations, integral equations and

integrodifferential equations. Stability problem of differential equations in the

sense of Hyers-Ulam was initiated by the papers of Obloza [11, 12]. Later Alsina

and Ger [13], Takahasi et. al. [14, 15, 16] provided remarkable results in this

topic. After these pioneering works, a large number of papers devoted to this

subject have been published (see for example [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24] and

references therein).

Volterra integral equations have been studied extensively since the four

fundamental papers of Vito Volterra in 1896, and specially since 1913 when

Volterra’s book “Leçons sur les Équations Intégrales et les Équations Intégro-

différentielles” appeared. For a continuous function f and a fixed constant

a ∈ R, the integral equation

y(t) =

∫ t

a

f(s, y(s)) ds (1)

is called Volterra integral equation of second kind. Jung [25] studied Hyers-

Ulam and Hyers-Ulam-Rassias stability of the equation (1) by using a fixed

point alternative. Further, Castro [26] investigated Ulam type stability criteria

for the equations

y(t) =

∫ t

a

f(t, s, y(s)) ds. (2)

Later Gachpazan and Baghani [27] and Akkouchi [28] considered the stability

of Volterra integral equations

y(t) = f(t) + λ

∫ t

t0

k(t, s)y(s) ds and y(t) = f(t) + λ

∫ t

t0

f(t, y, f(y)) ds

successively in the sense of Ulam. There are also some works in the literature

on the stability problem of Volterra integral equation with delay, for example
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Castro [29] studied this problem for the equation

y(t) = f(t) + Ψ

(
∫ t

t0

f(t, s, y(s), y(α(s)) ds

)

.

Now, we give explicit definitions of the Hyers-Ulam and Hyers-Ulam-Rassias

stability concepts for Volterra integral equation (1), these definitions can be

adapted to the equations (2) and other equations mentioned above in similar

ways.

Definition 1.3. If for each function y(t) satisfying

∣

∣

∣

∣

y(t)−

∫ t

a

f(s, y(s)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε,

for all t and some ε ≥ 0, there exists a solution y0(t) of (1) and a constant

K > 0 independent of y and y0 satisfying

|y(t)− y0(t)| ≤ Kε

for all t, then the Volterra integral equation (1) is said to be stable in the sense

of Hyers-Ulam [25].

Definition 1.4. If the statement of Definition 1.3 is true after replacing the

constant ε with the function ϕ(t) ≥ 0, where this function does not depend on y

and y0, then the Volterra integral equation (1) is said to be stable in the sense

of Hyers-Ulam-Rassias [25].

In [25], Jung proved following remarkable results on the Ulam type stability

of the solutions of the Volterra integral equation (1).

Theorem 1.5 ([25]). Let the function f : [a, b]×C → C be a continuous function

satisfying Lipschitz condition with the Lipschitz constant L on [a− r, a+ r] with

Lr < 1, (3)

then the Volterra integral equation (1) has Hyers-Ulam stability on [a− r, a+ r].

Theorem 1.6 ([25]). Let the function f : [a, b] × C → C be a continuous

function satisfying Lipschitz condition with the Lipschitz constant L on [a, b]. If
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the function ϕ : [a, b] → (0,∞) as in Definition 1.4 satisfies
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

a

ϕ(s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Kϕ(t) (4)

and

KL < 1 (5)

for a positive constant K, then the Volterra integral equation (1) has Hyers-

Ulam-Rassias stability on [a, b].

In [26], Castro and Ramos obtained the following similar results on the

stability problem of the Volterra integral equation (2).

Theorem 1.7 ([26]). Let the function f : [a, b]× [a, b]×C → C be a continuous

function satisfying Lipschitz condition with the Lipschitz constant L on [a −

r, a+ r] satisfying (3), then the Volterra integral equation (2) has Hyers-Ulam

stability on [a− r, a+ r].

Theorem 1.8 ([26]). Let the function f : [a, b]× [a, b]×C → C be a continuous

function satisfying Lipschitz condition with the Lipschitz constant L on [a, b].

If the function ϕ : [a, b] → (0,∞) as in Definition 1.4 satisfies (4) and (5) for

a positive constant K, then the Volterra integral equation (2) has Hyers-Ulam-

Rassias stability on [a, b].

We remark that all the results mentioned above heavily depend on the con-

ditions (3), (4) and (5). The main purpose of this paper is to examine the Hyers-

Ulam and Hyers-Ulam-Rassias stability of Volterra integral equations given by

(1) and (2). We will improve a technique seen in the work of Cădariu and Radu

[30] and also used in the papers [25] and [26], this improvement will enable us

to obtain more accurate results for the problem considered and to improve the

results given in [25] and [26]. More precisely, we will show that the conditions

(3), (4) and (5) are not necessary.

2. Main Results

We first introduce the concept of generalized metric which will be used in

our proofs.
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Definition 2.1. For a nonempty set X, a function d : X×X → [0,∞] is called

a generalized metric on X if and only if satisfies

M1 d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y,

M2 d(x, y) = d(y, x) for all x, y ∈ X,

M3 d(x, z) ≤ d(x, y) + d(y, z) for all x, y, z ∈ X.

It should be remarked that the only difference of the generalized metric from

the usual metric is that the range of the former is permitted to be an unbounded

interval.

We will use the following fixed point result as main tool in our proofs, we

refer to [31] for the proof of this result.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, d) be a generalized complete metric space. Assume that

T : X → X is a strictly contractive operator with the Lipschitz constant Λ < 1.

If there is a nonnegative integer k such that d
(

T k+1x, T kx
)

< ∞ for some

x ∈ X, then the following are true:

(a) The sequence {T nx} converges to a fixed point x∗ of T ,

(b) x∗ is the unique fixed point of T in

X∗ =
{

y ∈ X : d
(

T kx, y
)

< ∞
}

,

(c) If y ∈ X∗, then

d (y, x∗) ≤
1

1− Λ
d (Ty, y) .

In our proofs, we will use the metric defined in the following Lemma. In

order to be able to use Theorem 2.2, we will need completeness of the space

X := C ([a, b],R) which is given in the following result (see [18]).

Lemma 2.3. Let X := C ([a, b],R) and define the function d : X ×X → [0,∞]

with

d (f, g) := inf {C ∈ [0,∞] : |f(t)− g(t)| ≤ CΦ(t), t ∈ [a, b]}

where Φ : [a, b] → (0,∞) is a given continuous function. Then (X, d) is a

generalized complete metric space.
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For the whole of this section, we define the interval I := [t0, t0 + r] for real

numbers t0 and r with r > 0, further we define the set X of all continuous

functions defined on I, i.e. X := C(I,R).

The following theorem is the first main result of this paper, which shows

that the conditions (4) and (5) is not necessary for solutions of Volterra integral

equation (1) to have Hyers-Ulam-Rassias stability on bounded intervals.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that the function f : I×R → R is a continuous function

satisfying the Lipschitz condition

|f(t, y1)− f(t, y2)| ≤ L |y1 − y2| (6)

for all t ∈ I, all y1, y2 ∈ R and some L > 0. If a continuous function y : I → R

satisfies
∣

∣

∣

∣

y(t)−

∫ t

t0

f(s, y(s)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ϕ(t)

for all t ∈ I, where ϕ : I → (0,∞) is a nondecreasing continuous function,

then there exists a unique solution y0 : I → R of Volterra integral equation (1)

satisfying

|y(t)− y0(t)| ≤
ϕ(t)eηr

1− L/η
(7)

for all t ∈ I, where η is an arbitrary fixed real number with η > L.

Proof. For any fixed η ∈ R with η > L, let us introduce the generalized metric

on X by

d(f, g) := inf{C ∈ [0,∞] : |f(t)− g(t)| e−η(t−t0) ≤ Cϕ(t), t ∈ I}. (8)

According to Lemma 2.3, (X, d) is a generalized complete metric space. Now

define the operator Θ : X → X by

(Θy) (t) :=

∫ t

t0

f(s, y(s)) ds

for all t ∈ I.

Since Θy is continuously differentiable on I, we remark that Θy ∈ X . For

a given g0 ∈ X , since f and g0 are bounded on I and mint∈I ϕ(t) > 0, there
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exists a constant C0 < ∞ such that

|(Θg0)(t)− g0(t)| e
−η(t−t0) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t0

f(s, g0(s)) ds− g0(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

e−η(t−t0) ≤ C0ϕ(t),

for all t ∈ I, which implies d(Θg0, g0) < ∞. Furthermore, for any give g ∈ X ,

since g and g0 are bounded on I and mint∈I ϕ(t) > 0, there exists a constant

C1 < ∞ such that

|g0(t)− g(t)| e−η(t−t0) ≤ C1ϕ(t)

for all t ∈ I, i.e. d(g0, g) < ∞ and hence {g ∈ X : d(g0, g) < ∞} = X .

Now we will show that Θ : X → X is strictly contractive on X . First observe

that, with integration by parts and using monotonicity of ϕ,
∫ t

t0

ϕ(s)eη(s−t0) ds ≤
ϕ(t)

η
eη(t−t0)−

ϕ(t)

η

∫ t

t0

ϕ′(s)eη(s−t0) ds ≤
ϕ(t)

η
eη(t−t0) (9)

for all t ∈ I. For any g1, g2 ∈ X , let Cg1,g2 ∈ [0,∞] be an arbitrary constant

such that d(g1, g2) ≤ Cg1,g2 , i.e. |g1(t)− g2(t)| e
−η(t−t0) ≤ Cg1,g2ϕ(t) for all

t ∈ I. Then we have, by using (6) and (9),

|(Θg1)(t) − (Θg2)(t)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t0

f(s, g1(s)) ds−

∫ t

t0

f(s, g2(s)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ t

t0

|f(s, g1(s))− f(s, g2(s))| ds

≤ L

∫ t

t0

|g1(s)− g2(s)| ds

= L

∫ t

t0

|g1(s)− g2(s)| e
−η(s−t0)eη(s−t0) ds

≤ LCg1,g2

∫ t

t0

ϕ(s)eη(s−t0) ds

≤
L

η
Cg1,g2ϕ(t)e

η(t−t0)

for all g1, g2 ∈ X and for all t ∈ I. Hence, we have

|(Θg1)(t)− (Θg2)(t)| e
−η(t−t0) ≤

L

η
Cg1,g2ϕ(t),

for all g1, g2 ∈ X and all t ∈ I, that is

d(Θg1,Θg2) ≤
L

η
d(g1, g2)

8



for all g1, g2 ∈ X . Therefore, Θ : X → X is strictly contractive and the

assumptions of Theorem 2.2 are satisfied with k = 1 and X∗ = X . According

the Theorem 2.2, there exists a unique solution y0 : I → R of Volterra integral

equation (1) satisfying

d(y, y0) ≤
1

1− Λ
d(Θy, y) ≤

ϕ(t)

1− L/η
,

which implies

|y(t)− y0(t)| e
−η(t−t0) ≤

ϕ(t)

1− L/η

for all t ∈ I. Thus, we have

|y(t)− y0(t)| ≤
ϕ(t)

1− L/η
eη(t−t0) ≤

ϕ(t)eηr

1− L/η

for all t ∈ I, which completes the proof.

As a corollary of Theorem 2.4, we obtain Hyers-Ulam stability of solutions of

Volterra integral equation (1) on finite closed intervals without any restrictions

on Lipschitz constant.

Corollary 2.5. Suppose that the function f : I × R → R is a continuous

function satisfying the Lipschitz condition (6) for all t ∈ I, all y1, y2 ∈ R and

some L > 0. If a continuous function y : I → R satisfies
∣

∣

∣

∣

y(t)−

∫ t

t0

f(s, y(s)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

for all t ∈ I, then there exists a unique solution y0 : I → R of Volterra integral

equation (1) satisfying

|y(t)− y0(t)| ≤
εeηr

1− L/η
(10)

for all t ∈ I, where η is an arbitrary fixed real number with η > L.

Remark 2.6. In Theorem 2.4 we can obtain Hyers-Ulam-Rassias stability of

solutions of Volterra integral equation (1) without the assumptions
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

a

ϕ(s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Kϕ(t) and KL < 1,

while they are required in the result given in [25]. We also note that result given

in Theorem 3.1 on Hyers-Ulam stability of the paper [25] works only under the

assumption 0 < Lr < 1, while our result Corollary 2.5 is valid for all L > 0.
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Now we will give our second main result, which concerns the Ulam type

stability of (2). In a similar way, in the following result, we show that the

conditions (4) and (5) is not necessary for solutions of Volterra integral equation

(2) to have Hyers-Ulam-Rassias stability on bounded intervals.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that the function f : I × I × R → R is a continuous

function satisfying the Lipschitz condition

|f(t, y, z1)− f(t, y, z2)| ≤ L |z1 − z2| (11)

for all t ∈ I, all z1, z2 ∈ R and some L > 0. If a continuous function y : I → R

satisfies
∣

∣

∣

∣

y(t)−

∫ t

t0

f(t, s, y(s)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ϕ(t)

for all t ∈ I, where ϕ : I → (0,∞) is a nondecreasing continuous function,

then there exists a unique solution y0 : I → R of Volterra integral equation (2)

satisfying (7) for all t ∈ I, where η is an arbitrary fixed real number with η > L.

Proof. Proof of this result is very similar to proof of Theorem 2.4, hence we

omit the details and give only the sketch of the proof.

For any fixed η ∈ R with η > L, define the generalized metric on X by (8).

According to Lemma 2.3, (X, d) is a generalized complete metric space. Now

define the operator Θ : X → X by

(Θy) (t) :=

∫ t

t0

f(t, s, y(s)) ds

for all t ∈ I. As in proof of Theorem 2.4, one can show that d (Θg0, g0) < ∞

for all g0 ∈ X and {g ∈ X : d(g0, g) < ∞} = X . Now we will show that

the operator Θ : X → X is strictly contractive on X . For any g1, g2 ∈ X , let

Cg1,g2 ∈ [0,∞] be a constant such that d(g1, g2) ≤ Cg1,g2 , i.e. |g1(t)− g2(t)|

×e−η(t−t0) ≤ Cg1,g2ϕ(t) for all t ∈ I. Then we have, by using (11) and (9),

10



|(Θg1)(t)− (Θg2)(t)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t0

f(t, s, g1(s)) ds−

∫ t

t0

f(t, s, g2(s)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ t

t0

|f(s, g1(s))− f(s, g2(s))| ds

≤ L

∫ t

t0

|g1(s)− g2(s)| ds

= L

∫ t

t0

|g1(s)− g2(s)| e
−η(s−t0)eη(s−t0) ds

≤ LCg1,g2

∫ t

t0

ϕ(s)eη(s−t0) ds

≤
L

η
Cg1,g2ϕ(t)e

η(t−t0)

for all g1, g2 ∈ X and for all t ∈ I. Hence, we have

|(Θg1)(t)− (Θg2)(t)| e
−η(t−t0) ≤

L

η
Cg1,g2ϕ(t),

for all g1, g2 ∈ X and all t ∈ I, that is

d(Θg1,Θg2) ≤
L

η
d(g1, g2)

for all g1, g2 ∈ X . Therefore, Θ : X → X is strictly contractive and the

assumptions of Theorem 2.2 are satisfied with k = 1 and X∗ = X .

As in the proof of Theorem 2.4, by using Theorem 2.2, we conclude that there

exists a unique solution y0 : I → R of Volterra integral equation (2) satisfying

|y(t)− y0(t)| ≤
ϕ(t)eηr

1− L/η

for all t ∈ I.

As a corollary of Theorem 2.7, by taking ϕ(t) := ε, we obtain Hyers-Ulam

stability of solutions of Volterra integral equation (2) on finite closed intervals

without the restriction (3).

Corollary 2.8. Suppose that the function f : I × I × R → R is a continuous

function satisfying the Lipschitz condition (11) for all t ∈ I, all z1, z2 ∈ R and

some L > 0. If a continuous function y : I → R satisfies
∣

∣

∣

∣

y(t)−

∫ t

t0

f(t, s, y(s)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

11



for all t ∈ I, then there exists a unique solution y0 : I → R of Volterra integral

equation (2) satisfying (10) for all t ∈ I, where η is an arbitrary fixed real

number with η > L.

3. Examples

Example 3.1. Consider the Volterra integral equation

y(t) =

∫ t

0

sy(s) ds (12)

on the interval I := [0, 2]. The function f(t, y(t)) = ty(t) satisfies the Lipschitz

condition on I with the Lipschitz constant L = 2 since

|f(t, y1)− f(t, y2)| = t |y1 − y2| ≤ 2 |y1 − y2|

for all t ∈ I. According to Corollary 2.5, the Volterra integral equation (12) is

stable in the sense of Hyers-Ulam on the interval I. We remark that Theorem

3.1 of [25] and Theorem 5.1 of [26] do not work in this problem since λr =

2 · 1 = 2 > 1.

Example 3.2. Consider the Volterra integral equation (12) of Example 3.1 on

the interval I := [0, 2], it has been shown that the function f(t, y(t)) satisfies the

Lipschitz condition with L = 2. If we choose ϕ(t) := et, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ϕ(s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∫ t

0

es ds = et − 1 ≤ et = ϕ(t)

for all t ∈ I, that is, the inequality (4) holds with K = 1. According to Theorem

2.4, the Volterra integral equation (1) is stable in the sense of Hyers-Ulam-

Rassias. We remark that the condition (4) is not required in our result but

this example shows that even if the inequality (4) holds, Theorem 2.1 of the

paper [25] and Theorem 3.1 of the paper [26] do not work on this problem since

KL = 2 > 1 in this case.
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