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THE STABILITY OF A BIADDITIVE FUNCTIONAL EQUATION VIA

A NEW DIRECT METHOD

GANG LU∗, YANG LIU, YUANFENG JIN∗, AND QI LIU

Abstract. Addressing stability in functional equations is a critical task with broad
implications across mathematics and its applications. In this paper, we present a novel
direct method for proving the stability of the following equation,

f(x, y) = αf(f1(x, y)) + βf(f2(x, y))

subjecting to certain constraints on the constants α and β, as well as the functions
f1(x, y) and f2(x, y). We introduce the direct method to prove the stability of the
following functional equation and inequality,

‖f(x+ y, z − w) + f(x− y, z + w)− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w)‖ ≤ ‖x‖p‖y‖p‖z‖p‖w‖p;

‖f (x+ y, z − w) + af

(

x− y

a
, z + w

)

− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w)‖

≤ ‖ρ (f(x+ y, z − w) + f(x− y, z + w)− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w))‖ .

This technique efficiently confirms stability, outperforming traditional proof methods
in simplicity and efficacy. The application of our direct approach to various equations
solidifies its validity, ensuring stable behavior across different mathematical contexts.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

The concept of investigating the stability of functional equations originated from a
challenge presented by S.M. Ulam regarding the approximations of homomorphisms be-

tween groups (refer to [31]). Hyers [17] provided a partial resolution to this problem
Subsequently, numerous papers on Cauchy equations emerged, utilizing the direct

approach to demonstrate stability.(see [4, 16, 18, 24, 28]). Indeed, the importance tool is
to discuss the stability of a suitable functional equation. For some information concerning

various functional equations (see [2, 3, 6, 5, 10, 7, 8, 9, 11, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 32]). In[14],
Forti provided a broad methodology that can yield numerous stability outcomes without

the need for repetitive procedures. However, his result cannot be used for each functional
equation. Sikorska [29] built the a direct method (see, e.g., [34, 35]) to improve the
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approximating constant for the following mappings

‖f(x)− af(h(x))− bf(−h(x))‖ ≤ ǫ(x);

‖f(x)− af(hn(x))− bf(hn+1(x))‖ ≤ ǫ(x).

Recently, several mathematicians investigated the problem of Hyers-Ulam stability of

various functional equations (see [1, 12, 15, 19, 20, 27, 29, 30, 33]). The present approach
enables us to study several equations not covered by earlier results.

We introduce the a direct method to obtain the Hyers-Ulam stability result for a
two-variable function equations in Banach spaces.

Throughout the paper, let N be the set of all positive integers, R+ denote the set of all
positive reals, Y X×X be the family of all mappings from X ×X to Y . The main theme

of the present work is to analyze the stability of the solution of the following functional
equation

‖f(x, y)− αf(f1(x, y))− βf(f2(x, y))‖ ≤ µ(x, y), (1.1)

where α and β are real numbers, and mappings f1, f2 : X×X → X, µ : X×X → [0,∞)

are arbitrarily given. In fact, the above inequality is still more general form. In Section
2, we give some improvements to the approximations known so far. In Section 3, we

find several applications of the stability results. For the sake of simplicity we provide
our results for functions with values in Banach spaces, but with some small additional

assumptions they can be formulated in complete metric spaces or other spaces.

2. Main results

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that X is a linear normed space and Y is a Banach space. Let

f : X ×X → Y be a mapping satisfying

‖f(x, y)− αf(f1(x, y))− βf(f2(x, y))‖ ≤ µ(x, y) (2.1)

for all (x, y) ∈ X ×X. If α and β are real numbers, and the mappings f1, f2 : X ×X →
X ×X, µ : X ×X → [0,∞) are arbitrarily given,

∞
∑

n=0

(Λnµ)(x, y) =: µ∗(x, y) <∞

holds and Λ is a linear operator defined by

(Λδ)(x, y) := |A|δ(f1(x, y)) + |B|δ(f2(x, y))

for δ : X × X → [0,∞) and (x, y) ∈ X × X, then there exists a unique determined

mapping K : X ×X → Y

K(x, y) = αK(f1(x, y)) + βK(f2(x, y)), (x, y) ∈ X ×X,

such that

‖f(x, y)−K(x, y)‖ ≤ µ∗(x, y) (2.2)

for all (x, y) ∈ X ×X.
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Proof. Let T : Y X×X → Y X×X be an operator satisfying (Tf)(x, y)) = αf(f1(x, y)) +

βf(f2(x, y)) in (2.1). Then we get

‖f(x, y)− (Tf)(x, y))‖ ≤ µ(x, y). (2.3)

At same time, we can see

‖(Tξ)(x, y)− (Tζ)(x, y)‖

≤ |α|‖ξ(f1(x, y))− ζ(f1(x, y))‖+ |β|‖ξ(f2(x, y))− ζ(f2(x, y))‖
(2.4)

for all ξ, ζ ∈ Y X×X , (x, y) ∈ X ×X . First, we get by induction that, for every n ∈ N,

‖(T nf)(x, y))− (T n+1f)(x, y)‖ ≤ (Λnµ)(x, y), (x, y) ∈ X ×X. (2.5)

Obviously, from (2.3), the case n = 0 holds. Now fix n ∈ N and suppose that the

inequality (2.5) is valid. Then, using (2.4), for all (x, y) ∈ X ×X , we have

‖(T n+1f)(x, y)− (T n+2f)(x, y)‖

≤ |α|‖(T nf)(f1(x, y))− (T n+1f)(f1(x, y))‖+ |β|‖(T nf)(f2(x, y))− (T n+1f)(f2(x, y))‖

≤ |α|(Λnµ)(f1(x, y)) + |β|(Λnµ)(f2(x, y)) = (Λn+1µ)(x, y).

(2.6)

Thus, we complete the proof of (2.5). For n, k ∈ N , k > 0,

‖(T nf)(x, y)− (T n+kf)(x, y)‖ ≤
k−1
∑

i=0

‖(T nf)(x, y)− (T n+i+1f)(x, y)‖

≤
n+k−1
∑

i=n

(Λiµ)(x, y) ≤ µ∗(x, y), (x, y) ∈ X ×X.

(2.7)

From the convergence of the series
∑

(Λnµ)(x, y), for every (x, y) ∈ X×X , {(T nf)(x, y)}n∈N
is a Cauchy sequence. Since Y is a Banach space, we can define limn→∞(T nf)(x, y) :=

ψ(x, y). Taking n = 0 and k → ∞ in (2.7), we know that (2.2) holds, and

‖(Tψ)(x, y)− (T n+1f)(x, y)‖ ≤ (Λn+1)µ(x, y), n ∈ N , (x, y) ∈ X ×X,

and thus

(Tψ)(x, y) = limn→∞(T n+1ψ)(x, y) = ψ(x, y), (x, y) ∈ X ×X.

In order to prove the uniqueness of ψ, suppose that ψ1, ψ2 ∈ Y X×X are two fixed points
of T with ‖ψi(x, y)− f(x, y)‖ ≤ µ∗(x, y) for every (x, y) ∈ X×X, i = 1, 2.We can easily

show that

‖ψ1(x, y)− ψ2(x, y)‖ = ‖(Tmψ1)(x, y)− (Tmψ2)(x, y)‖ ≤ 2

∞
∑

i=m

(Λiµ)(x, y), x ∈ X.

Thus ψ1(x, y) = ψ2(x, y). �

Remark 2.2. We can easily prove
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

f(x, y)−
n
∑

i=0

ai(f(fi(x, y)))

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ µ(x)
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for all (x, y) ∈ X ×X . Thus there exists a unique determined mapping K : X → Y

K(x, y) =

n
∑

i=0

aiK(fi(x, y)), (x, y) ∈ X ×X,

such that

‖f(x, y)−K(x, y)‖ ≤ µ∗(x, y)

for all (x, y) ∈ X ×X .

3. Application

In this section, we provide an example of how the various functional equations can be

applied in practice.

3.1. General two-variable functional mapping. Let us recall that a mapping f :

X ×X → Y is biadditive provided

f(x+ y, w) = f(x, w) + f(y, w), f(x, z + w) = f(x, z) + f(x, w)

for all x, y, z, w ∈ X . El-Fassi [13] investigated the stability of the following functional
equation

f(x+ y, z − w) + f(x− y, z + w) = 2f(x, z)− 2f(y, w).

The problem is of profound significance for the stability of functional equations.
Next, the type of the following function equation can be demonstrated by using a

different method.

f(x+ y, z − w) + f(x− y, z + w) = 2f(x, z)− 2f(y, w).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that X is a linear normed space and Y is a Banach space. Let

f : X ×X → Y be a mapping satisfying

‖f(x+ y, z − w) + f(x− y, z + w)− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w)‖ ≤ ‖x‖p‖y‖p‖z‖p‖w‖p, (3.1)

with p > 3, for all x, y, z, w ∈ X. If f : X×X → Y is symmetric (i.e., f(x, y) = f(y, x)
for x, y ∈ X), then there is a biadditive mapping K such that

‖K(x, y)− f(x, y)‖ ≤
1

1−
(

3
(

3

5

)2p
+ 2

(

4

5

)2p
)

(

12

25

)p

‖x‖2p‖y‖2p

for all (x, y) ∈ X ×X.

Proof. From the inequality (3.1), we get
∥

∥

∥

∥

f(x, y) + f

(

−x

5
, 3y

)

+ 2f

(

3x

5
, y

)

− 2f

(

2x

5
, 2y

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

(

12

25

)p

‖x‖2p‖y‖2p (3.2)

for all x, y ∈ X .



G. LU, Y. LIU, Y. JIN, Q. LIU, BIADDITIVE FUNCTIONAL EQUATION VIA DIRECT METHOD 5

Consider T : Y X×X → Y X×X and µ : X ×X → R+ given as

Tξ(x, y) = −ξ

(

−x

5
, 3y

)

+ 2ξ

(

3x

5
, y

)

− 2ξ

(

2x

5
, 2y

)

for all x, y ∈ X, ξ ∈ Y X×X and

µ(x, y) =

(

12

25

)p

‖x‖2p‖y‖2p, x ∈ X.

The inequality (3.2) becomes

‖Tf(x, y)− f(x, y)‖ ≤ µ(x, y), ∀x, y ∈ X.

For every g, h ∈ Y X×X , x, y ∈ X ,

‖Tg(x, y)− Th(x, y)‖

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

2g

(

2x

5
, 2y

)

− g

(

−x

5
, 3y

)

− 2g

(

3x

5
, y

)

−2h

(

2x

5
, 2y

)

+ h

(

−x

5
, 3y

)

+ 2h

(

3x

5
, y

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 2

∥

∥

∥

∥

g

(

3x

5
, y

)

− h

(

3x

5
, y

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

g

(

−x

5
, 3y

)

− h

(

−x

5
, 3y

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

+ 2

∥

∥

∥

∥

g

(

2x

5
, 2y

)

− h

(

2x

5
, 2y

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

.

So T satisfies the inequality (2.4) withf1(x, y) =
(

3x
5
, y
)

; f2(x, y) =
(

−x
5
, 3y
)

; f3(x, y) =
(

−2x

5
, 2y
)

and α1 = α3 = 2, α2 = 1. Next, we define the operator Λ : RX
+ → R

X
+ , which

is given by

Λη(x, y) = 2η

(

3x

5
, y

)

+ η
(

−
x

5
, 3y
)

+ 2η

(

2x

5
, 2y

)

for all x, y ∈ X . In particular,

Λµ(x, y) = 2µ

(

3x

5
, y

)

+ µ
(

−
x

5
, 3y
)

+ 2µ

(

2x

5
, 2y

)

=

(

3

(

3

5

)2p

+ 2

(

4

5

)2p
)

µ(x).

Since Λ is linear, we can get

Λnµ(x) =

(

3

(

3

5

)2p

+ 2

(

4

5

)2p
)n

µ(x), x ∈ X, n ∈ N0.
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Since
(

3
(

3

5

)2p
+ 2

(

4

5

)2p
)

< 1, the series
∑∞

n=0
Λnµ(x) is convergent for every x ∈ X

and

µ∗(x) =
∞
∑

n=0

Λnµ(x) =
∞
∑

n=0

(

3

(

3

5

)2p

+ 2

(

4

5

)2p
)n

µ(x)

=
1

1−
(

3
(

3

5

)2p
+ 2

(

4

5

)2p
)µ(x)

=
1

1−
(

3
(

3

5

)2p
+ 2

(

4

5

)2p
)

(

12

25

)p

‖x‖2p‖y‖2p, x ∈ X.

By Theorem 2.1, there exists a mapping K : X → Y such that

K(x, y) = lim
n→∞

T nf(x, y)

K(x, y) = −K

(

−x

5
, 3y

)

+ 2K

(

3x

5
, y

)

− 2K

(

2x

5
, 2y

)

.

By [13, Property 2.2], K satisfies the biadditive functional equation. �

3.2. The functional inequality. In this subsection, we solve and investigate the biad-

ditive ρ-functional inequality in normed spaces, which as the following form

‖f (x+ y, z − w) + af

(

x− y

a
, z + w

)

− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w)‖

≤ ‖ρ (f(x+ y, z − w) + f(x− y, z + w)− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w))‖ .

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that X is a linear normed space, Y is a Banach space, and

a ∈ R, a 6= 1. Let f : X ×X → Y be a mapping satisfying

‖f (x+ y, z − w) + af

(

x− y

a
, z + w

)

− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w)‖

≤ ‖ρ (f(x+ y, z − w) + f(x− y, z + w)− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w))‖ .

(3.3)

for all x, y, z, w ∈ X. If ρ < 2

5
, then f : X ×X → Y is biadditive.

Proof. Suppose that f : X ×X → Y satisfies (3.3). Letting y = x = w = z = 0 in (3.3),
we can get f(0, 0) = 0. Similarly, assume that x = y = w = 0 in (3.3), f(0, x) = 0 can

be obtained. By the same way, we can havef(x, 0) = 0.
Next, if y = x, w = 0 in (3.3), then

‖f(2x, z)− 2f(x, z)‖ ≤ |ρ|‖f(2x, z)− 2f(x, z)‖

for all x, z ∈ X . Thus f(2x, z) = 2f(x, z). The same technique is applied to obtain

af
(

x

a
, z
)

= f(x, z).
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Letting w = 0 in (3.3), we get

‖f(x+ y, z) + f(x− y, z)− 2f(x, z)‖

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

f (x+ y, z) + af

(

x− y

a
, z

)

− 2f (x, z)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ |ρ|‖f(x+ y, z) + f(x− y, z)− 2f(x, z)‖,

ans so f(x+ y, z) + f(x− y, z) = 2f(x, z) for all x, y, z ∈ X . Next, we can obtain that
f : X ×X → Y is additive in the second variable. Therefore f(x, y) is biadditive. �

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that X is a linear normed space, Y is a Banach space, and

a, ρ ∈ R with 2ρ ≤ |1 + a|. Let f : X ×X → Y be a mapping satisfying
∥

∥

∥

∥

f (x+ y, z − w) + af

(

x− y

a
, z + w

)

− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ ‖ρ (f(x+ y, z − w) + f(x− y, z + w)− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w))‖

+ (‖x‖r + ‖y‖r + ‖z‖r + ‖w‖r) ,

(3.4)

for all x, y, z, w ∈ X. If r > 2, then there exists a unique biadditive mapping K : X → Y
such that

‖f(x, z)−K(x, z)‖ ≤
23+r

2r − 1

‖x/2‖r + ‖z/2‖r

1− |ρ|
, x, z ∈ X.

Proof. Letting x = y = z = w = 0 in (3.4), we get f(0, 0) = 0. Letting y = x, w = −z
in (3.4), we get

‖f(2x, 2z) + af(0, 0)− 2f(x, z) + 2f(x,−z)‖

≤ ‖ρ(f(2x, 2z) + f(0, 0)− 2f(x, z) + 2f(x,−z))‖ + 2‖x‖r + 2‖z‖r,
(3.5)

for all x, z ∈ X .
It follows from (3.5) that

‖f(x, z)− 2f(x/2, z/2) + 2f(x/2,−z/2)‖ ≤
2‖x/2‖r + 2‖z/2‖r

1− |ρ|
. (3.6)

Consider T : Y X → Y X and µ : X ×X → R+ given as

Tf(x, z) = 2f (x/2, z/2)− 2f (x/2,−z/2) (3.7)

for all x, z ∈ X, f ∈ Y X×X and

µ(x, z) =
2‖x/2‖r + 2‖z/2‖r

1− |ρ|
, x, z ∈ X.

The inequality (3.6) becomes

‖(Tf)(x, z)− f(x, z)‖ ≤ µ(x, z), ∀x, z ∈ X. (3.8)
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For every g, h ∈ Y X×X and x, z ∈ X ,

‖Tg(x, z)− Th(x, z)‖

= ‖2g (x/2, z/2)− 2g (x/2,−z/2)− 2h (x/2, z/2) + 2h (x/2,−z/2)‖

≤ 2 ‖g (x/2, z/2)− h (x/2, z/2)‖+ 2 ‖g (x/2,−z/2)− h (x/2,−z/2)‖ .

(3.9)

Letf1(x, z) = (x/2, z/2), f2(x, z) = (x/2,−z/2) and a1(x) = a2(x) = 2 in Remak 2.2.
The operator Λ : RX×X

+ → R
X×X
+ is given by

Λη(x, z) = 2η (x/2, z/2) + 2η (x/2,−z/2) (3.10)

for all x, z ∈ X . In particular,

Λµ(x, z) = 2µ (x/2, z/2) + 2µ (x/2,−z/2)

= 2
2‖x/4‖r + 2‖z/4‖r

1− |ρ|
+ 2

2‖x/4‖r + 2‖z/4|r

1− |ρ|

=

(

4

2r

)

µ(x).

(3.11)

Since Λ is linear, we can get

Λnµ(x, z) =

(

4

2r

)n

µ(x, z), x, z ∈ X, n ∈ N0. (3.12)

Since
(

4

2r

)

< 1, the series
∑∞

n=0
Λnµ(x) is convergent for every x ∈ X and

µ∗(x) =

∞
∑

n=0

Λnµ(x) =

∞
∑

n=0

(

4

2r

)n

µ(x)

=
4

1− 1

2r

µ(x, z)

=
23+r

2r − 1

‖x/2‖r + ‖z/2‖r

1− |ρ|
, x, z ∈ X.

By Theorem 2.1, there exists a mapping K : X → Y such that

K(x, z) = lim
n→∞

T nf(x, z)

K(x, z) = 2K
(x

2
,
z

2

)

− 2K
(x

2
,−

z

2

)

‖f(x, z)−K(x, z)‖ ≤
4

1− 1

2r

µ(x, z)

=
23+r

2r − 1

‖x/2‖r + ‖z/2‖r

1− |ρ|
, x, z ∈ X.

Next, we prove that K satisfies the biadditive functional equation. Considering (3.4),
we get

‖f(x+ y) + f(x− y)− Af (ax)− Bf (by)−Df (−y)‖ ≤ θ (‖x‖p + ‖y‖p) (3.13)
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for all x, y ∈ X . Then, from the above inequality, we get

‖f(x+ y, z − w) + f(x− y, z + w)− 2f(x, z) + 2f(y, w)‖

≤ 2 (‖x‖r + ‖z‖r) + ‖y‖r + ‖w‖r, x, y, z, w ∈ X.
(3.14)

Hence

‖(Tf)(x+ y, z − w) + (Tf)(x− y, z + w)− 2(Tf)(x, z) + 2(Tf)(y, w)‖

≤
4

2r
2‖x‖r + ‖y‖r + 2‖z‖r + ‖w‖r

1− |ρ|

(3.15)

and so

‖Jnf(x+ y, z − w) + Jnf(x− y, z + w)− 2Jnf(x, z) + 2Jnf(y, w)‖

≤ (
4

2r
)n
2‖x‖r + ‖y‖r + 2‖z‖r + ‖w‖r

1− |ρ|

(3.16)

for all n ∈ N0 and x, y ∈ X . Letting n→ ∞, we obtain

K(x+ y, z − w) +K(x− y, z + w)− 2K(x, z) + 2K(y, w) = 0, x, y ∈ X. (3.17)

As a result, K(x, y) is a biadditive mapping. �

4. Conclusion

In the paper, we examined the stability of the biadditive function equation of the form

f(x, y) = αf(f1(x, y)) + βf(f2(x, y)).

The employed approach is utilized to examine several functional equations that involve
multiple variables, and stability theorems have been derived. Notably, this method does

not impose any constraints on the parity, domain, or range of the function under scrutiny,
unlike other techniques. We provided two examples to demonstrate the effectiveness of

our approach.
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