arXiv:2407.10842v1 [math.NA] 15 Jul 2024

A GLOBAL APPROXIMATION METHOD FOR
SECOND-KIND NONLINEAR INTEGRAL EQUATIONS

L. FERMO *, A. L. LAGUARDIA f, C. LAURITA T, AND M.G. RUSSO f

Abstract. A global approximation method of Nystrom type is explored for the numerical
solution of a class of nonlinear integral equations of the second kind. The cases of smooth
and weakly singular kernels are both considered. In the first occurrence, the method uses a
Gauss-Legendre rule whereas in the second one resorts to a product rule based on Legendre
nodes. Stability and convergence are proved in functional spaces equipped with the uniform
norm and several numerical tests are given to show the good performance of the proposed
method. An application to the interior Neumann problem for the Laplace equation with
nonlinear boundary conditions is also considered.
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1. Introduction. The goal of this paper is to develop a numerical method
for the following integral equation

1

1
f(w) - / (2, y) f (@) da: — / k(e y)h(z, f(2)de = g(y), v € [~1.1]

-1 -1
(1.1)
where f is to be determined, k1, k2 and g are given functions, and h(z,v) is a
known function which is assumed to be nonlinear in v.

Integral equations of type (I.I) have wide applications in models involv-
ing nonlinearities such as heat radiation, heat transfer, acoustic, elasticity,
and electromagnetic problems; see [7, 23]. Some of these models are mathe-
matically represented in terms of boundary value problems having nonlinear
boundary conditions which can be reformulated in terms of ([I]); see [44] and
Section [6l In applicative contexts, the kernels k1 and ko of (L)) are smooth
and/or weakly singular. For instance, in the interior Neumann problem for
Laplace’s equation the kernel kq is smooth whereas ko is a combination of a
smooth function and a logarithmic kernel, i.e.

ka(z,y) = p(z,y) + () log |z — yl, (1.2)

with p and v smooth functions.
Motivated by these applications, in this paper we treat (I when the
kernels are continuous functions and/or weakly singular at the bisector as, for
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example, |z — y|”, v > —1 and log |z — y|. Without losing the generality, we
first consider the case when k1 and ko are both smooth and the case when
k1 is smooth and ko is weakly singular. However, our approach can be also
applied in other “mixed” situations, as, for instance, (L.2]).

Let us note that if k1 (z,y) = 0, then equation (I.]) is the classical nonlinear
Hammerstein equation

1
ﬂw—/Qb@wm@J@szg@% yel-1,1],

which is one of the most frequently investigated nonlinear integral equations,
since it occurs in applications in numerous areas. Several problems written in
terms of ordinary and partial differential equations can be transformed into
equations of Hammerstein type through Green’s function [2] [40] [48]. An ex-
ample is the following differential problem of the second order which describes
the forced oscillations of finite amplitude of a pendulum [§]

{Fyy(y) +a*sinF(y) = G(y), yel0,1]

F(0) = F(1) =0, (13

where F' denotes the amplitude of oscillation, the constant a # 0 depends on
the length of the pendulum and on gravity, and the driving force G is periodic
and odd. Problem (L3]) is equivalent to this nonlinear integral equation

1
F(y) + /0 k(z,y) [G(z) — a®sin (F(z))] dz = 0,

with k(z,y) the triangular function defined as

ey = J2L=Y), (0]
“’”‘{m1—m,xewﬂr

A further example is the well-known Chandrasekhar H-equation

xs(zx)
y+zx

1

H(y) — cH(y)/ H(z)dx =1, ceC,
0

where s is a given function and H is the unknown. It models various physical
problems such as the radioactive transfer and the kinetic of gases and, setting
fly) = [H(y)]™!, it can be written as an Hammerstein equation [2] in the
unknown f(y).
Other contexts of application are the network theory, optimal control systems
and automation [13] [39].

Many interesting papers on the approximation of the solution of Hammer-
stein equations have appeared in the last few years. The survey [2] provides a
complete overview of methods that can be also applied to other kind of nonlin-
ear integral equations. Detailed examples of existing methods are collocation
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methods [27, 28], degenerate kernel methods [21], discrete Legendre spectral
methods [10] also for weakly singular equations [32], B3], and the more recent
numerical techniques based on spline quasi-interpolation [6, 0] and Gaussian
spline rules [5].

In this paper, first we determine the functional spaces which the solution
of the equation belongs to, and study the mapping properties of the involved
integral operators by using suitable approximation tools. Then, we propose
Nystrom type methods based on the polynomial approximation. Although
this approach has been widely applied to linear Fredholm integral equations of
the second kind (see, for instance, [111, [19] [15] [30]), this is the first time that it
is developed for nonlinear second-kind equations, according to our knowledge.
The Nystrom method is based on a discretization of the integral operators
which involves the Gauss-Legendre rule if the kernel is smooth or a suitable
product rule, based on the Legendre nodes, if the kernel is weakly singular.
Following [I], we prove the stability of the method in spaces equipped with the
uniform norm and we provide new estimates of the error, deduced also thanks
to the recent results given in [I§]. Specifically, under suitable assumption on
the known functions, we prove that the rate of convergence of the method is
comparable with the error of best polynomial approximation in the functional
spaces where the solution lives.

We conclude the paper by applying the proposed method to the numerical
solution of the interior Neumann problem for the Laplace equation having
nonlinear boundary conditions, following an approach which has been already
shown in [4] [44].

The paper is structured as follows. Section [2] details the function spaces
in which equation (LI is considered and provides some basic results con-
cerning the error of best polynomial approximation. Section [ focuses on the
mapping properties of the involved integral operators and on the solvability
of equation (IIJ). Section M and Section [ deal with the Nystrom methods
we propose when the kernels are smooth or weakly singular, respectively. In
both situations, a theoretical study is provided together with some numerical
experiments which show the performance of the method. Section [6] concerns
an application of the described numerical approach to the Laplace equation
with nonlinear Neumann boundary conditions. Section [7] contains the proofs
of our results.

2. Function spaces and best polynomial approximation. Let us
denote by C° = C°([~1, 1]) the Banach space of continuous functions on [—1, 1]
with the uniform norm

[fllco = lIfllee = max [f(x)],

z€[—-1,1]
and let us introduce the Sobolev—type space of order 1 <r € N

Wr={feC®: 10 € AC((-1.1)), [FV¢ o < 00},
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where p(z) = V1 — 22 and AC((—1,1)) denotes the set of all absolutely con-
tinuous functions on (—1,1). We equip W" with the norm

1w = 1 flloo + 1FD¢" oo

The space (W', || - |lwr) is a Banach space.

For our aims, we also need to define the Sobolev space W (2) for bivariate
functions f : Q — R, with © open subset of R2. It is the set of all functions f
in  such that for every 2-tuple of nonnegative integers ¢ = (¢1,¢s), with |[¢| =
dhttley
Bmﬁl 89022

2
Z&- < r, the mixed partial derivatives D f =
i=1
oo . We endow this space with the norm

1w = 1flle + D 11D flloo-

1<|g|<r

exist and ||D*f||e0 <

For functions of “intermediate” smoothness, we define the Zygmund space Z*,
with A € R, as follows

QF (f.t
Z)‘:{fECO:sup ‘pi)\f)<oo, k‘zl,k>)\},
t>0

where the main part of the p-modulus of smoothness Qf;( f,t) is defined as [34]
p. 90]

Q5(f,t) = sup max [AS f(z), Ipr=[—1+ (2k7)%1—(2k7)?], (2.1)
0<r<t €L~

with

M) = 31 (5)r (o 2520 20).

1=0

The space Z* is endowed with the norm

QF(f, 1)
1flzn = [ flloo +sup —=5—,
t>0

and also (Z%,]| - ||z,) is a Banach space.

From now on we will denote by C a generic positive constant that can be
different in different formulas. Moreover will we write C = C(a,b,...) to say
that C is dependent on the parameters a,b, .... and C # C(a,b,...) to say that
C is independent of them.

Denoting by IP,, the set of all algebraic polynomials of degree at most m,
for functions f € C°, let us now define the error of best polynomial approxi-

mation as
En(f)= inf [[(f = Pnlls-
PmelP'm
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It is well known that (see, for instance, [34] and the references therein)
feC® < lim E,(f)=0,
m—0oQ

Moreover it is known that the behavior of the best approximation error is
strictly related to the smoothness of the function f. Indeed in order to estimate
E,.(f), we can use, for instance, the following weak-Jackson inequality [12]

1 0k
En(f) < c/o’” Mdt, WFeC®, C£Cm,f). (2.2)

On the other hand, it is also well known the so called Favard inequality, which

says that

Eo(f) < lflwe, VT EW (23

where C # C(m, f).

A stronger result is that both the Sobolev and Zygmund spaces introduced
before, can be characterized in terms of the best polynomial approximation er-
ror. Indeed, from [12, Th. 4.2.1, p. 40] and [31, Co.2.2, p. 224] it immediately
follows that

1

feW”<:>Em(f):O<w>, Vr e N, (2.4)

while by [12] Th.8.2.1., p. 94] and (2.2)) it follows

1

erA<:>Em(f):(9<m>, VA€ R\ N. (2.5)

We conclude the section with a very recent result [I8] which provides a
characterization of the error of the best polynomial approximation of compos-
ite functions and that will be useful in the sequel.

THEOREM 2.1. Let h: Q — R, with Q open subset of R? and o : (—1,1) —
R? such that Im(o) C ). Assume that h € W' (Q) and o(x) = (z, f(x)) with
feWr", then

2\" s
B, (hoo) <C (E) By [hllweey 11

where C = C(r) is a positive constant independent of h and f, B, is the r-th
Bell number, and the exponents s is defined as follows

S:{o, it [|fllwr <1 (26)

T, it || fllwr>1 "
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3. The solvability of equation ([I.I]). The aim of this section is, firstly,
to investigate the mapping properties of the operators involved in equation
(CI) and then to study its solvability in suitable subspaces of CV.

We start with the case that both ki (z,y) and ka(z,y) are smooth functions.

Let us introduce the Fredholm operators

1
(K f)(y) = / k@) f@)ds,  yel-11, =12 (31)

-1

and the so-called Nemytskii operator
(Hf)(@) = hz, f(x)),  we[-11]. (3.2)
Then, equation (L) can be written as
(I-K)f =g, K=K'+K?H (3.3)

where [ is the identity operator.
It is well-known that if we assume the following hypothesis
[K1] The kernels k;(x,y), i = 1,2, are such that

1
swp [ [ki(ay)ldo < o,
yel-1,1] /-1
1

lim [ |ki(z,y) — ki(z,9)|de =0, §e€[-1,1];

y—=yJ -1
then the linear Fredholm operators K* : CY — C°, i = 1,2, are compact,
from which we can also deduce that they are completely continuous; see, for
instance, [3].

Moreover, if we assume that
[H1] The function h : [—1,1] x R — R is continuous;

h
[H2] The partial derivative h,(z,v) = oz, v)

ov
x € [—1,1] and v € R;

then the Nemytskii operator H : C% — C? is well defined, bounded, and con-
tinuous because of the hypothesis [H1] (see, for instance, [42]) and is continu-
ously Fréchet differentiable on the space C? thanks to [H2] (see, for instance,
[28, Lemma 4]).

Its Fréchet derivative, at f € CO, is given by the multiplicative linear
operator defined as

[(H' ))o)(z) = ho(z, f(2))p(z), Ve C wel-1,1].
For our aims, it is also useful introduce the linear operator
(GH) = E2Hy) +9(y),  yel-1,1]

Let us note that if the further condition
6

exists and is continuous for



[G1] The right-hand side g is continuous in [—1, 1];
is fulfilled, the operator G inherits the same properties as K?2. Consequently,
the composite operator GH : C% — C? is completely continuous.

Let us now rewrite equation (LI (or equivalently ([B.3]) as the following
fixed point problem

fly) =(G)), G ) = (K'f)(y)+(GHf)(y) = (Kf)(y)+9(y). (3.4)

Under the assumptions [K1], [H1], [H2], and [G1] the operator G is
continuously Fréchet differentiable on the space C°. For each f € CY, its
derivative is given by

[(G'Hel(y) = (K" + (GH) f)el(y)
= (K'¢)(y) + [GH'fgly), VYoeC® yel-11],

that is

(G F)él(y) = / ko (2, y)b(z)dae + / (s y)ho (o, F(2))0(2)dz. (3.5)

-1 -1

Moreover, if
0?h(z,v)
9%v

[H3] The partial derivative hy,(z,v) = exists and is continuous

for x € [-1,1] and v € R;
the operator G also admits the second Fréchet derivative at f € C°, defined
as [1]

1
(6" 1) (ér, d2))(y) = /_ ()b (@) r()oa(o)de, 1,0 €

(3.6)
REMARK 1. Let us observe that if h € W' () where Q is an open subset
of R? and r > 2, then the assumptions [H1], [H2], and [H3] are satisfied.
The analysis of the operator G is fundamental to state the existence of
solutions of ([B4). Let us recall that a solution f* of [B4]) is geometrically
isolated if there exists a ball

B(f*,0) ={f € C°+ |If = [l < 8},

for some 0 > 0 that does not contain any solution of (3.4]) other than f*.

Let us also remind that the index of a geometrically isolated solution f*
is the common value of the rotation of the vector field I — K' + GH over all
sufficiently small spheres centered at f*; see, for instance, [25, p. 100] and [28]
Section 2].

The existence and the uniqueness of a geometrically isolated and with
nonzero index solution f* of (B4) is established in the next theorem, which
can be deduced by the more general result [25, Theorem 21.6, p. 108].

7



THEOREM 3.1. Assume that the operator G : CY — C° defined in ([B3.4)
is completely continuous. Let f* be such that I — G'(f*) is invertible, where
G'(f*) is the Fréchet derivative at the point f*. Then f* is a fized point of G.
Moreover, assume that 1 is not an eigenvalue of G'(f*). Then f* is the unique
nonzero index geometrically isolated solution of equation ([3.4) in C°.

About the smoothness of the solution we can state the following result.

THEOREM 3.2. Let K = K' + K2H where K', K2, and H are defined in
BI) and B2), respectively. Under the assumptions of Theorem [31] if

sup ||ki(z,)lwr < oo,  i=1,2,
ze[—1,1]

then Vf € CY it is KKf € W". Consequently, if also g € W7 the solution
f* of B4) belongs to W". Now, we consider the case when equation (.1
presents a nonlinear operator having a symmetric weakly singular kernel at
the bisector, i.e.

1 1
fly) - / k() (@) = / ka@h(e. f@)dz =g). v [-L1]
(3.7)
where

kao(z,y) = ()K" (|z — y|)

with 1) a smooth function on [—1, 1]2. Typical examples of the kernel k*(|z—y|)
are

E(le —y|) =z —yl", p>—1, E*(lz — y|) = log |z — y|. (3.8)

About the solvability of this equation we have the following result.
THEOREM 3.3. Assume that [H1]|, [H2], and [G1] holds true. If
[H4]

1 1

max ([ it + s el [ @ - lde) <1
ye[-1,1] ze[-1 ~1

then equation (3.7) has a unique solution f* € CY.

Assumption [H4] is quite restrictive. Nevertheless in the case ([B.8)) it is
possible to show that [K1] is still satisfied (see [3]) and therefore Theorem B.1]
is still true for this special, but frequent, case.

Moreover in this special case, we can also state a result about the smooth-
ness of the solution of the equation (B.7).

In what follows we adopt the notation

/ ¢ |x_y|ﬂf() €z, :u>_17 :u#ov
/ ¥(x)log |z — y|f (x)dx p=0

8
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THEOREM 3.4. Let K = K' + IN(“H, > —1, where K, IN(“, and H are

defined in (B1), B9) and B2), respectively. Assume that equation (3.7) has
a unique solution f* € C°. If [H1] holds, 1 € C°, and

sup ||ki(z,)||zx < o0, A>0, (3.10)
ze[—1,1]

then Vf € C° it is Kf € Z°, where s = min{\, u + 1}, when u # 0, while
s =min{\, 1 — €}, with € > 0 arbitrarily small, when u = 0. Consequently, if
also g € Z* the solution f* of the equation (I — KC)f = g belongs to Z°.
REMARK 2. In the literature some estimates of the smoothness of the so-
lution of Hammerstein integral equations with a weakly singular integral of the
type (39) are known (see, for instance, [20] and [{1|]). Here, for a more general
equation, we give minimal smoothness assumptions on the known functions,
in order to determine the space which the solution of the equation belongs to.

4. The Nystrom method for the case of continuous kernels. We
introduce now a numerical method of Nystrom type based on the Gauss-
Legendre rule

1 m
[ rads =3 A (@) + et (4.1)
- k=1

where A\ is the kth Christoffel number, x;, is the kth zero of the orthonormal
Legendre polynomial p,,(x) of degree m, and e,,(f) is the remainder term.
Let us recall that [34, Theorem 5.1.6]

lem (f)] <4 Eam-1(f), vfe . (4.2)

First, let us approximate the Fredholm integral operators (3.1]) by defining
the discrete operator K, as follows

k=1
Now, consider the equation
(I-Kn)fm=9 ~ Km=Ky+K,H (4.4)
ie.

where f,,, is an unknown function, approximating the solution of equation
B.4).

The next theorem contains some useful properties of the operators IC,,
essential for obtaining the stability and convergence of the method. Here and
in the following all the involved operators will be considered as maps of C°
into itself.



THEOREM 4.1. Let K and K,, be the operators defined in (33]) and (44,
respectively, and let us assume that [K1] and [H1] are satisfied. Then, the
sequence {KCp, }m is collectively compact and pointwise convergent to K.

REMARK 3. Note that if, in addition to [K1] and [H1], the assumption
[G1] is satisfied, from Theorem [[.1] we can deduce that the sequence {Gp }m, is
collectively compact and pointwise convergent to G.

Now, in order to compute the unknown solution f,, of equation (4.4,
which has the explicit form

Z)\kkl (@&, Y) fon (1) Z)\kk? @k, ) (g, fn (k) = 9(y),

k=1

let us collocate it at the points x; for ¢ = 1,...,m. In this way, we obtain the
following nonlinear system of m equations in the m unknowns a; = fi,(z;),
1=1,...,m,

> [0k — ek (ax, w)]ag — Z)\kk2 @k, zi) M@k, ar) = g(@i), (4.6)
k=1 k=1
1=1,...,m,

where ¢; ; is the Kronecker symbol.
The solution (aj,...,a},) of system (4.6]), allows us to construct the
Nystrom interpolant

F() =D Mulkr (@ y)aj, + ka(n, y)h(zr, a})] + 9(y)- (4.7)
k=1

THEOREM 4.2. Assume [K1], [H1], [G1], and [H2] and [H3] in the ball
B(f*,9), where f* is a fized point of the operator G defined in ([B.4). Moreover,
assume that 1 is not an eigenvalue of G' f* where G' f* is given in [B.5]). Then,
for m sufficiently large, say m > my, the operator G, in [@I) has a unique
fized point fp, in B(f*, €) with 0 < e <4.

THEOREM 4.3. Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem are fulfilled.
Let f* be the unique fized point of G in B(f*,0), for some § > 0. Assume that
1 is not an eigenvalue of G'(f*) and, in addition, that for some r > 1,

sup ||k;(x, -)[[wr < oo, sup |[|k;(y)llwr <oo,  i=1,2 (4.8)
ze[-1,1] ye[-1,1]

geWr’, h e W'(Q), (4.9)

where Q) is an open subset of R?.
Then, for m sufficiently large (say m > myg), denoted by f,, the unique
fized point of Gy, in B(f*,€), with 0 < e < J, we have

||f*_fm||oo:(9<%> . (4.10)
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TABLE 4.1
From left to right the numerical results for Example[d, and Example

m  En iter

4 4.87e-03 5
8 23207 5
16 2.22e-16 5

m  En iter

4  4.88e-08 6
8 4.90e-16 6

4.1. Numerical tests. In this section, we consider some numerical tests
to confirm the effectiveness of our method.

In all the experiments, first we solve system ({G) by using the classi-
cal Newton method or the Matlab routine fsolve. Then, we compute the
Nystrom interpolant f given in (4.7)), and the relative discrete errors on a
grid of 102 equidistant nodes y;, i = 1,...,100, in [-1,1], i.e.

[hal

where ||f|| = max , |f(yi)| and f* is the exact solution.
i=1,..,10

The first two examples, in which the exact solution is known, aim to make
a comparison with other methods available in the literature. In the other two,
the solution f* is not known, and then we consider as exact the Nystrom
interpolant fz,. Moreover, in these specific tests, the known functions are not
so smooth so that we can show the efficacy of the method also in these cases.
In addition, we compute the estimated order of convergence
o log (Em/52m)

BOCy = =S 202 (4.12)

ExAMPLE 1. Consider the Hammerstein equation

1
fly) - / 2 (f(0)dr = Ve — e+ 1), [y <1,

1

whose exact solution is f(z) = e”. Such equation has been considered in [5], 46].
In [5] the machine precision is achieved by solving a nonlinear system of order
64, whereas in [46] the better convergence order is 107!, Table EI] shows
that our method has a faster convergence. In fact, the machine precision is
reached by solving a nonlinear system of m = 8 equations in 6 iterations. This
is certainly due to the smoothness of the known functions which are analytic
in [—1,1].

EXAMPLE 2. Let us apply our method to the Hammerstein equation [43]

1
N TN @ g — i (T _ <
fly) /_lycos <2x)e dx = sin (2y> - sinh (1) |y| <1,

11



TABLE 4.2
From left to right the numerical results for Example[3, and Example

m Em iter EOC,, m Em iter EOC,,

8 2.35e-04 4 3.85e+00 8 9.45e-04 18  7.96e+400
16  2.15e-05 4 3.45e4-00 16  4.77e-05 65  4.31e+00
32 1.98¢-06 4 3.44e+00 32 2.26e-06 21  4.40e+00
64  1.79¢-07 4 3.47e+00 64  1.03e-07 20  4.45e+00
128 1.59¢-08 4 3.49e+-00 128 4.64e-09 20  4.48e+00
256  1.30e-09 4 3.61e+00 256  1.98e-10 20  4.55e+00

where the right-hand side term is fixed so that the exact solution is f(z) =
sin (%y) Also in this case, the kernel and the right-hand side are analytic
functions and then we expect a fast convergence. Looking at the errors (see
Table 1)) we can note that our method reaches the machine precision with
m = 16. We remark that the best convergence error of the method presented
in [43] is equal to 1078.

ExXAMPLE 3. In this test we consider the complete equation of the form

I

L L ety cos (z + 1) dx 5
_ dr — = ly|2, <1
1) /_1 yeosar /_1 22+5 1+ (f(2))? izl =

where kernels are both smooth and the right hand side term g € Wy. Then,
according to (#I0), the expected theoretical order of convergence is O(m™2).
The numerical results reported in Table (on the left) shows a better con-
vergence.

ExaMPLE 4. Consider an equation in which the kernel of the nonlinear
operator satysfies conditions (4.8) with r = 3

1

1
f(y) - / (z+ ) f ()dz — / eyl (f(2)dr = ¥ +log (3 +y), |yl < L.

-1 -1

Table (on the right) shows, also in this case, that the numerical errors
are better than the expected once, since the theoretical error is of the order

O(m=3).

5. The Nystrom method for the case of weakly singular kernels.
Let us introduce a product rule which allows us to approximate integrals hav-
ing kernels with weak singularity at the bisector of the following type

1
I(f,y) = / @k (o = y]) (@)

12



The quadrature formula is given by

m m—1
I(fy) =) [)\k > pi(xk)Mi(y)] f(@g) +rm(fiy) = Zn(f,y) + rm(fo9),
k=1 i=0
(5.1)
where A\, and zj are the kth Christoffel number and the kth zero of the Leg-
endre polynomial p,,, respectively, M;(y), i =0,1,...,m — 1, are the so-called
modified moments defined as

1
_M@y:/;mmwgmwu—mm% i=0,...m-1, (52
-1
and r,,(f,y) is the quadrature error. From now on, we will denote the weights
of rule (B.1]) by
m—1
c(y) =M > pilee)Miy),  k=1,...,m.
i=0

Next theorem provides the assumptions assuring the stability of the
quadrature formula (5. and an estimate for the remainder term (see [34]
Theorem 5.1.11] and [36]).

THEOREM b5.1. Let us assume that the kernel k* and the function ¢ sat-
isfies

[ Rk el
yé/-l @) =
1
sup / Bl (|2 — yl) (1 + log+ ()" (|2 — y)) do < oo,
ly|<1J -1

where log™ ¥(z)k*(|z — y|) = log max{1, ¥ (x)k*(|z — y|)}. Then, for each f €
CY one has

sup sup |Im(f,y)| é CHfHOOv
m|y|<1

and

sup [rm (f,y)| < CEp-1(f), (5.3)
ly|<1

with C # C(m, f).
Now, let us describe the Nystréom method for solving equation ([B.7]) which
we also write as

I-K)f=9, ~ K=K'+KH
where H is given in (3.2)) and

5w - |

-1

1

1
By f@)de,  (K2f)(y) = / @ (=) ()
13



For this purpose, we introduce the operators

(Kn D)) = Meka(wr, ) fer),  (Kn @) =D @) fa),  (5.4)
k=1 k=1

and consider the equation
(I = Km)fm =9, K%1::IQ%'+}(;}L

ie.
fm = Gmfm, with Gy fin = (Kinfm) + g, (5.5)

where f,,, is an unknown function.
At this point, in order to compute the solution f,, of equation (B.5]) which
has the explicit form

m

Fn (W) =Y Nk (@, y) () = D cr(@)h(@, fn () = 9(v),

k=1 k=1

we collocate it at the points x;,7 = 1, ..., m, obtaining the nonlinear system

D i = Awki (zp wi)lar = Y e(@i)h(ay,ax) = gx:), i=1,...,m, (5.6)
k=1 i=1

in the m unknowns a; = fy,(z;).
The solution (aj,...,a},) allows us to construct the Nystrom interpolant as
follows

Fun(y) =D Mk (zi,v)a + > cu(@)hl@r, af) + g(y).
k=1 k=1

The difficulty in applying this procedure is the construction of the entries of
the matrix of the nonlinear system (5.0)) and, in particular, the computation
of the constants cx(y), k = 1,...,m, for fixed y. Indeed, by their definition,
the crucial point is the computation of the modified moments (5.2]), that can
be carried out only for some special kernels k*. Fortunately, for kernels of
type (B.8) the modified moments can be exactly computed by using the well
known recurrence relations for Legendre poloynomials [47]. Moreover, as we
have already underlined, in this case Theorem B.1]still holds true and therefore
Theorem (.2l follows also for equation (5.5)) and this means that it is unisolvent.

Concerning the convergence, in the special case ([3.8]) we have the following
result.

THEOREM 5.2. Assume the assumptions of Theorem [{.2 let be true. Let
f* be the unique fived point of G = K' 4+ K*H + g in B(f*,0), for some 6 > 0.
Assume that 1 is not an eigenvalue of G'(f*) and in addition for some X\ > 0,

14



-1 <pu<0,

sup [k (@, )|l zx < oo, sup |[k1 (-, y)|[zn < oo, (5.7)
xe[-1,1] ye[-1,1]
s o min{A T+ ), )
g€z, wheres= { min{\,1 —¢€}, pu=0, € >0 arbitrarily small.

Then, for m sufficiently large (say m > myg), denoted by fy, the unique fixed
point of Gy, in B(f*,€), with 0 < € <, we have

Hﬂ—ﬁmwzoﬁ%)
m

REMARK 4. The assumptions of Theorem assure that f* € Z°, 0 <
s<1. Ifu>0and X > 1, then s could be greater than 1. In this case, we can
apply Theorem [{.3 recalling that f* € Wil

5.1. Numerical experiments. In this subsection we give three numer-
ical experiments to show the performance of the method. As the regular case
we consider the relative discrete errors as in ([.II). To solve the numerical
system (5.6]), we used the classical Newton method or the Matlab function
fsolve.

EXAMPLE 5. Consider the equation proposed [33]

1 1
f@%—Alx—yFﬂf@D%wzg@% yeo, 1,

where g(y) = [y(1 — y)]=] + 1853 + 22(1 — 9)2 + dy(1 — )2 + 2(1 — )% —
%y% —2y(1 —y)% —-2(1 —y)% and the exact solution is f(z) = [z(1 —:E)]% The
best convergence error in [33] is 10~* whereas our method produce an error
&4 = 1.97e — 14. The numerical results definitely overcome the theoretical
expectation but this is due to the fact that the function h(z, f(z) = z(1 — x)
is a polynomial and the product rule is exact.

EXAMPLE 6. Let us test the method to the following equation already
considered in [33],

1
fly) — /0 log [z — y|sin (7 f(z))dz =1, y€0,1],

where the exact solution is f(x) = 1. Transformed the equation into [—1,1],
it becomes

y+1 _1/1 ol z+1
f( 5 > 5 _1log\y x|sin | wf 5 dx
log2 (! 1
_ 9% / sin <7Tf <$+ ))dmzl, ly] <1,
2 1 2

15




TABLE 5.1
The numerical results for Example[7

m Em iter EOC,,

8 2.93e-03 6 2.01e+00
16 7.81le-04 6 1.91e4-00
32  2.03e-04 6 1.94e+00
64  5.16e-05 6 1.98e4-00
128 1.25e-05 6 2.05e+00
256 2.51e-06 6 2.31e+00

The best convergence error in [33] is 10~* whereas in our case we have & =
6.66e — 16.

ExAMPLE 7. Consider the equation
1 1
1
fy—/ :E2yf3:dx—/ z—yl Ve —dr=y+1, |y <1.
W)~ [ afuse = [ ooy de = L

In this case, we do not known the exact solution. For increasing values of m,
Table .1l reports the relative errors exhibiting a better performance than the
expected one according to the theoretical estimate, which is O(m_%), as also
confirmed by the estimated order of convergence reported in the last column.

6. An application to Boundary Integral Equations. In this sec-
tion, we show an application of the Nystrom method described in Section
for the numerical solution of a nonlinear boundary integral equation (BIE)
arising from the reformulation of a nonlinear boundary value problem (BVP)
for Laplace’s equation.

Let us consider the interior Neumann problem over a bounded simply
connected planar domain D C IR? with smooth boundary I'. It consists in
finding a function v € C?(D) N C'(D) that satisfies

Au(P) =0, PeD,
% = —h(P,u(P)) + g(P), PeT, (6.1)
np

where np denotes the exterior unit normal to I' at the point P, while the
function h(P,v) defined in I' x IR is nonlinear in v and is assumed sufficiently
smooth.

It is known that (see, for instance, [4]) the harmonic function u satisfying
(61) is the solution of the following nonlinear BIE of the second kind
u(P)—+ [ w(@—tlog |~ QUldo(Q) — + [ Q.u(Q) 0g P~ Qldo(Q)

r nQ T Jr

™

1
-~ [ 9@z |P - QUin(@).  Per

(6.2)
16



which can be deduced from Green’s representation formula for u

u(P)= L / (@) =2 [log |P — Qlldo(Q)
27T T (971@
L 1 ou(Q) (6.3)
T on . 8nQ log\P—Q\da(Q), PeD,

taking into account the boundary condition in (G.1]).
Once equation (6.2]) have been solved, one can use the known function u on I’
along with its known normal derivative on the boundary given in (6.I]) in order
to compute the unknown solution u on the domain D by means of formula
©3).

Hence, we are interested in the numerical solution of (6.2]). In order to
transform the BIE (6.2]) into an equivalent 1D integral equation on the interval
[—1,1], firstly we introduce a parametric representation of the curve I’

v(z) = (§(@),n(x)) €T, zel[-1,1]. (6.4)

We assume that 7 traverses I' in a counter-clockwise direction (i.e. it is such
that the domain D is on the left of T') and &,1 € C?[—1,1], with

Y (@) #0,  Vxel-1,1].

Moreover, in order to achieve higher orders of convergence for the numerical
method and, consequently, more accurate approximations of the solution, we
adopt some already known regularization strategies (see, for instance, [14], 37,
45, [17), 29]) considering a smoothing transformation ¢(x), such that

o ):{ 1+ (x+1)4, ze[-1,-1+¢, (6.5)

1-(1—2a)9, ze[l—el],

for some small € > 0 and some smoothing exponent ¢ > 1. Note that in the
case ¢ = 1 we have ¢(x) = x, which means that no smoothing transformation
is applied.

Then, by introducing in (6.2]) the change of variables z = J(z) and y = 5(y)
with

V(@) =7(6(x)) = (£(d(2)),n(¢(x))) = (), n(x))  z€[-1,1]. (6.6)

we can rewrite the BIE as follows

1
u(3(y)) - / (e p)uCi(a)ds

1 [
T / @), uG @) @) log [1(y) ~ F@ldz (67)
1

_ 1 / (@) ()| log |7 (y) — 7(x)|da,
-1

™
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where

ki(z,y) = % , [5()@ _)5(3/)]2 + [n(z) = n(y)]

Now, first we split the logarithmic kernel log |7(y) — 7(x)| as follows

log [7(y) — 7(z)| = log w + log |z — y|.

(6.8)

Then, following a numerical trick in [38] (see, also, [16]) in order to avoid
numerical cancellation, when |z —y| < eps (eps denotes the machine precision)

we use the approximation

Now, setting f(z) = u(y(x)), h(@, f(2)) = h(¥(2), u(3((x)),

1 _ _

%\’y/(az)] log |7/ ()| |z —y| < eps,
P(%y) = _

1

—[7'(2)|log ) = )’, otherwise,

U |z =yl

¥(z) = L7 (2)], kao(z,y) = p(z,y) + ¥(2)log |z — y|, and, finally,

1
oy) = -~ / 3(3(@)7 ()| log |7 () — 7(x)|d,
-1

™

the integral equation (6.7]) takes the form

(6.9)

fly)=(GNHy),  with (Gf)(y) = (K1f)(y) + (K2H[f)(y) +g(y) (6.10)

with the operators K;, i = 1,2, and H defined as in (B.1]) and (B.2]), respec-

tively.

In order to approximate the solution of (6.I0)), we apply a Nystrom type
method which is a combination of the methods described in sections [ and
More precisely, it consists in solving the following approximating equation

fm(y) = (Gmfm) ()

with the operator G,, defined as

(G )W) = (KL W) + (KLHF) () + 9(y),
18
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where K is the operator given in (&3], while K2 is the operator defined as

follows .

(K 1)) = D Pwplar, y) + cx(y) ()] f ).
k=1
The collocation of equation (6.I1]) at the Legendre zeros leads to the nonlinear
system

fm($k) = (gmfm)($k)7 k=1,...,m, (6'12)

whose solutions are fy,(x;), i =1,...,m

Once computed, these values can be used in order to construct an approxima-
tion of the harmonic function u, solution of the boundary value problem (6.1]),
at any point P of the interior domain D. First, using the parameterization
(66) in ([©3), for any P = (zp,yp) € D we represent the potential u(P) as

7 (2)[E(z) — 2p] — € (@A) — yr]
ulep.yp) = 2/_1 [€(x) —xp] + [n(x) — yp]?

1 (! (
+§/ [h(z, f(x)) — g5 (x)]|F (x)]log [(zp,yp) — F(z)|dx,
-1

f(z)dx
(6.13)

where f is the solution of the integral equation (G.I0). Then, we approximate
the potential w in (6.13]), by the following function

U (2P, Yp)

1 i _ = _
+3 [h(z, fm (k) — g3 (@0)] [7 (21) | log [ (xp, yp) — (E(zk), 7(a))|,
k=1
(6.14)
where the solutions f,,(z;), i = 1,...,m, of the solved nonlinear system are
employed.

We observe that in the computation of the right-hand sides of such system the
function ¢(y) given in (6.9) needs to be evaluated at the collocation points.
When we are not able to compute analytically the integral, proceeding as in
[16], we approximate it taking into account (6.8]) and using a proper combi-
nation of the Gauss-Legendre formula and a product quadrature rule with a
large number of knots.

6.1. Numerical experiments. In this subsection, we are going to show
some numerical examples in which the method described in sections H, [ has
been applied for approximating the solution of the interior Neumann problem
(1) in some planar domain D with smooth boundary T'.

The reported error ||u — wy,||r is the maximum error at the node points
on I' while the error ||u — uy,||p represents the maximum error at 600 points

19



TABLE 6.1
Errors for the potential u in Example

g=1 q=2
mlu—uplr v —unlp (= unlle (v = unllo

8 6.93e-02 2.71e-01 4.59e-01 3.58e-01
16 2.36e-03 5.94e-02 1.14e-02 1.42e-01
32 3.94e-04 4.98e-03 6.60e-05 1.48e-02
64 1.0le-04 3.65e-05 5.92e-07 1.21e-03
128  2.56e-05 3.89¢-08 3.76e-08 2.59e-05
256  6.44e-06 2.45e-09 3.19e-09 2.84e-09
512 1.61e-06 1.53e-10 1.98e-09 1.71e-14

sampled randomly in the interior domain D. Moreover, in our tests, when-
ever necessary, we have used as smoothing transformation ¢(x) (see (6.30])) the
following one adopted in [37), 45]
q—1
_ 250 - a
[Ha—e2)yta

@(!E) 17 T e [_171]7 q 2 1.

EXAMPLE 8. We consider the problem (6.I]) defined on the planar region
D bounded by the ellipse I' of equation

2 2
Tl
a b2

for given values of (a,b). We choose the function h as follows (see [4])
h(P,v) = v + sinwv,

and the function g such that the exact solution of (6.1]) is the harmonic function
u(zx,y) = e* cosy. (6.15)

Table contains the numerical results obtained by applying the numerical
method (6.12]), (6.14]) in the case (a,b) = (1,2).

EXAMPLE 9. In this second example, again taken from [4], we solve the
interior Neumann problem (6.I]) defined on the same domain D considered in
the previous example. Here, we assume but assuming the boundary condition
defined by the nonlinear function

h(P,v) = |v|v®

and the function g chosen such that the exact solution u of (G.I]) is the one
given in (6.15).
The obtained numerical results are shown in Table

20



TABLE 6.2
Errors for the potential u in Ezample[d

g=1 q=2
mlu—uplr v —unlp (= unlle (v = unllo

8 5.27e-01 6.28e-01 6.71e-01 8.71e-01
16 5.65e-02 9.57e-02 9.83e-02 1.95e-01
32 1.23e-03 6.01e-03 1.84e-03 1.52e-02
64  7.58e-04 2.23e-04 3.38e-05 1.20e-03
128 3.16e-04 1.00e-06 6.53e-07 2.60e-05
256 9.89e-05 4.54e-08 4.21e-08 5.54e-09
512 2.70e-05 3.06e-09 1.53e-09 3.18e-10

1.5

051

-0.5 1

-1.5

FIGURE 6.1. The boundary I' of the domain D in Example

ExaMPLE 10. We consider the amoeba-like domain D bounded by the
curve I' having the following parametric representation

v(z) = R(m(z 4 1))@+, x € [-1,1]

with R(x) = €57 cos? 2x + e5" ¥ sin? 27 (see Figure [G.1).
~ We assume as exact solution of the BVP (6.I]), with the nonlinear function
h(P,v) = v3 , the function

u(zx,y) = sin(x) cosh(y)

and determine the corresponding function g at the right-hand side of the Neu-
mann boundary condition. The errors occurred in the computation of the
21



TABLE 6.3
Errors for the potential u in Example [I0

g=1
m v —wmllr v —unllp

16 4.23e-01 4.72e-01
32 1.99e-01 1.09e-01
64  5.68e-03 8.61e-03
128  3.25e-05 1.38e-04
256  1.94e-07 6.71e-08
512 4.86e-08 1.42e-12

solution at the nodes of curve I' and at some random points in the interior
domains are reported in Table [6.3]

We observe that we have obtained accurate numerical results already with-
out using any smoothing transformation (¢ = 1), even better that those ob-
tained for ¢ > 1, when one needs larger values of m in order to achieve higher
accuracy.

7. Proofs. In this section, we collect the proofs of all our main results.
From now on, for the sake of simplicity, when we handle with the norm of an
operator T, we will omit the subscript C° — C© in the norm, that is we set
1T = 11Tl o co-

Proof. of Theorem[F2. For any fixed x € [—1,1], let Py, (z,y) and Qp,(z,y)
be the polynomial of best approximation with respect to the variable y of
ki(z,y) and ko(z,y), respectively, i.e.

Em(kl(x7)) = Hkl(‘rv ) _Pm(x7')H007 Em(kQ(x7)) = ”kQ(‘Tv ) _Qm(‘rv )”007

and introduce the operator K,, defined as follows

1

1
(Konf) (4) = / Palg)f(a)da + [ Qo). f(@))do

-1

Denoted by K = K' + K2H where K%, i = 1,2, are given in (3.I)) and H is
defined in (B.2]), we have

(CF) (W) — ()W)
1
< / k() — Poa(r, )ldr + /

—1 _

1
X ka(z,y) — Qm(z,y)| [h(z, f(z))|dz

1
|z|<1 lz|<1 -1

22



Then, since K, f is a polynomial of degree at most m, for any f € C?, it
follows

1
En(Kf) < 2 sup Ew(ki(z, ) + sup En(ka(z,-)) / Ih(z, (2))|da.
2] <1 j2|<1 -1

Therefore, by the assumptions on the kernels k;, ¢ = 1,2, and on the function
h, and by applying (2.4]), we deduce that Kf € W”. Hence, if g € W7, the
solution of equation B3) f=Kf+ge W". O

Proof. of Theorem[3.3. For simplicity set

Gf =K'f+ K?Hf +g,

with K1 and K2 defined as in [3.1)), and with ko(z,y) = ¥ (2)k*(Jx —y|), while
H is defined in (8:2)). Then the solvability of equation (B87) is equivalent to
the existence of a fixed point of the operator G in C°.

Then, for fi, fo € CY. We get

1
IGf —Gfalleo < max [/ k@) = o) da

ye[—1,1] _

1
+ / [ (@)k"(lz = y)||h(z, f1(z)) = h(z, f2(z))] dw}
~1

1
< fi- folloe max ( [ eyl ds

ye[_Ll] -1

1
+ sup IIhv(w,-)lloo/_lzb(fﬂ)lk*(lw—yl)l déE)

ze[—1,1]

Therefore, under the assumption [H4], we deduce that G is a contraction
mapping on C° and consequently it has a unique fixed point. O
Proof. of Theorem [3.7]. We want to estimate E,,(Kf) in order to apply

23] and deduce the class of the function Kf.
First of all we underline that

En(Kf) < En(K'f) + Eq(K"H ).

About E,,(K'f), proceeding, for instance, as done in the proof of Theorem
we get

Em(Klf) <Csup En(ki(z,-)), C#C(m,f)
jel<1

and hence, under the assumptions [B.I0), we get

C

Therefore from (2.5) we deduce K'f € Z*.
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Consider now Em(f( MH f). Using inequality (2.2)) we get

Ok (K1H f,1)
UWHf<C/ ——————4m c#C(m,f), k>1.  (7.1)

Thus we have to estimate the main part of the modulus of continuity of KrH f-
We can proceed following step by step the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [35]. There-
fore, since we are assuming that [H1] holds true and ¢ € C°, we get

thre, p#0, k>1+up,

k(pn .
AR L) < e Nlelle { oy " 70 TLT

and, consequently, by (Z.I)) we have

1
_ e p#0, k>14p,
E.(KFHf)<C
logm pn=0, k>1.

From these estimates and (Z2.35]) we get that KrH feZ, wherer =1+ p
when p # 0, while r = 1 — ¢, with € sufficiently small, when p = 0, and the
theorem follows. O

Proof. of Theorem [{.1 First, note that the well-known Gauss-Legendre
formula (1)) is convergent. Therefore, the sequences {K! },, i = 1,2 given in
([#3]) are collectively compact and pointwise convergent to the integral opera-
tors K’ i = 1,2 defined in (B.I)); see for instance [26, Theorem 12.8]. Conse-
quently, the assertion follows taking into account that the operator C,, is the
sum of the operator K}, and the composition of K2, with the operator H in
B2) (see, for instance, [25, p.74]). O

Proof. of Theorem [[.3 The existence of a fixed point f,,, € B(f*,¢) for
the operator G,,, for m sufficiently large, say m > myg, follows by [I, Theorem
3]. In fact, the first four hypothesis of Theorem 3 in [I] are guaranteed by
Theorem [4.1] and the use of our assumptions. In addition, the fixed point f*
has nonzero index and is isolated, i.e. f* € B(f* ey) with 0 < ¢y < 6. This
can be deduced by [25, Theorem 21.6, p.108] or [24, p.136], taking into account
that g verifies [G1], h satisfies [H1] and [H2], and 1 is not an eigenvalue of
g/f*'

Let us now prove the uniqueness by showing that

If = Gm(Fllec >0, VfeB(f"e), (7.2)

i.e. f cannot be a solution of (4.5]).

First, let us note that for sufficiently large m, the operators (I — G/ )71,
f€B(f*e€),0<e< e, exist and are uniformly bounded w.r.t. m , i.e. there
exists a constant C # C(m) such that

II—Gnf)' <2,  feDB(ffe), m=>my, (7.3)
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where, for ¢ € CY,

= Mk (zp, v)p ()
k=1

+ > Mo (wn, y)ho (2, f(@r))d(zr), v € [-1,1].

k=1

This can be obtained by proceeding as in the proof of [I, Theorem 4] by virtue
of [H1] [H2] and [H3].
Now, for f € B(f*,€) we have

f - gm(f) = [I - g;nfm](f - fm) - [gm(f) - gm(fm) - g;nfm(f - fm)]v

and then, using the reverse triangle inequality,

1f=Gm(flloe = ||I_g;nme||f_fm||oo_||gm(f)_gm(fm)_g;mfm(f_fm()uoo)-
7.4
Therefore, by (73], since f,, € B(f*,¢€) we have

I = G, fmll = (7.5)

_ZC

In addition, from [H3] we can deduce that also G/, admits the second Frechet
derivative given by

(G ) (1, 92))( ZNJ@ e Y)hoo (2k, f (1)) 01 (24)P2(2k), 1,62 € C°,

and we have

max{[|G"fIl |G fII} <C1,  Ci=Cu(f"0), Ci#Ci(m), fe€B(f,0),

with || - || denoting the norm of a bilinear form from C% x C° — C° and G" f
given in (3.0]).
Standard arguments [22] Chapter 17, p. 500] lead to
/ Cy 2
_”gm(f) - gm(fm) - gmfm(f - fm)”oo = _EHf - fm”oo
> _Ecl”f - fm”oo

Therefore, by applying (7.5) and the above inequality in (7.4]), by fixing € <
(2CC1)~ 1, we have

I =GPl > | g~ 1] I = flws w00 B0

namely (7.2). O
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Proof. of Theorem[{.3 First let us prove that

where C # C(m). To this end, let us proceed as in the proof of Theorem 4 in
[1]. Then, by (34) and (L) we write

= fmn=Gf — Gufm
Therefore,
(I =Gt )" = fm) = (G = Gu) [* = (G (fn = [) = G *(fm — 7)),

or equivalently

=t = =Gt ) MG = Gn) = G (fon = F*) = G (fm — I},
from which it follows

175 = falloo < NI =Gt )T HIG = Gn) F* [l
|G (fn — £ = G F* (fn — )l }-

By applying
(1= G <C,  m>mg
and [22, Chapter 17, p. 500]
* * * C *
1Gm(fn = F*) = Gonf (i = F)loo < NS = finle
we have
C

— S~ fllo
Taking € < (2CC1)~!, since f,, € B(f*,¢), we get

C
”f* B fm”oo < WH(Q B gm)f*”oo

1_76

Hf*_meoo < 1 H(g_gm)f*”oo

from which we deduce (Z.8) being the denominator less than 1/2.
Now, by using the definition of G and G,,, and by applying ([4.2]), we deduce

1F* = fnlloo < C I = Kp) flloe + (K? = K7) £ o]

=C [sup lem (k1 (-, y) )] + sup \6m(/€2(‘=y)h('7f*))‘]

ly|<1 ly|<1

<cC

sup Fop—1(k1(-,y)f*) + sup Eapm—1(k2(-, y)h(, f*))] -
ly|<1 ly|<1
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Therefore, by exploiting the following estimate

E2m(f1f2) < ||f1||ooEm(f2) + 2||f2||ooEm(f1)7 vfl’f2 € Coa

we have

1f*=fmllo <C [Hf*lloo sup Epn—1(k1(-y)) + 2 sup [[k1(-, y) oo Em—1(f7)
ly|<1 ly|<1

A, ) lloo sup Ep—1(k2(+,y)) + 2 sup sz(',y)HooEm—l(h(-,f*))] -
ly|<1 ly|<1

Now, by the assumptions ([4.8)) on the kernels k; and taking (2.3]) into account,
we get

1P = fonlloo < C 5up 19 v {W o _1<f*>}
ly|<1 m
T sup s )l [%Hh(-,mnw N zEm_1<h<-,f*>>] .
ly|<1 m

Moreover, note that by the hypothesis (£.9) on g and by virtue of Theorem 3.2
we can deduce that f* € W". Therefore, we can apply Theorem 2.1l Then,
we obtain

ly|<1

* C *
1F7 = flloe < 2 (Sup 1L G )l (L e

+ sp 12 Co)llwr [IAG, £l + 2rBthllvvrm)IIf*Hivr]> ;
Y=

from which the assertion. O

Proof. of Theorem [5.3. The proof can be leaded following step by step
the proof of Theorem B3] just by substituting operator Ky and K2, with K*
defined in (3.9) and K}, defined in (5.4)), respectively, and arriving to the
following inequality, also using (5.3]),

15 = Flloo < €I = KL S oo + 1 (R¥ = B oo

= C |sup lem(ki(-,y)f*)| + sup |rm(h(-,f*),y)|]

LlvI<1 lyl<1

IN
aQ

|STl<p1 E2m—1(k1('7 y)f*) + \S?<p1 Em—l(h('v f*))] (77)

where C # C(m, f).
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For the first term in the brackets, under the assumptions (5.7), using (2.2)),
and the same arguments in the proof of Theorem [4.3] we get

sup By (s (,)f7) < 1122 78)
lyl<1 m

Concerning the second term, by (2.2]) we have

Lok (. g
Bnea(hle ) < [ 2T, (7.9

and then it is crucial to estimate the modulus of smoothness Q];(h(-, f),1).
Under the assumptions we made, we can consider £ = 1. By the definition

1)), we have
[Arph(z, f*(x))]

h <+§f <x+ﬂ<;>>> _h <x_7so<2x>7f* < _Tgo(;))
< ‘h <:E+T%,f* <:17—|—T('0(2x)>> —h <$—T¢(2x),f* <x—|—7(‘0(x)>

2
(e s ) oo o)
(

By using the derivability of h with respect to the first variable, we get

o (6077 (24 5ot0))

Ti(z) <T

T T
&€ [r-Ze@),a+ o)
(7.11)
and similarly, by the derivability of h with respect to the second variable we
write
< oh

T2($) ~ a—y

(1= Fot@). 7€) ||Arof @) 2 € o= Fotoh + Joto)]

(7.12)
Hence, by combining (1)) and (712) in (ZI0) and considering that we are
assuming h € W1, we have

|Arph(z, f* ()] < [[Pllw[m + [Arp f5(2)]];
from which we can conclude that
Qu(h(, f7),t) < [[hllwa [t + Qo (f, )] -
Therefore, since by Theorem [34], it is f* € Z*, by (7.9]) we get

. 11 c
EncalB.£) < Clllhws |22+ 2| < bl

The assertion follows by combining the above result and (Z.8) into (7). O
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