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THE GRONWALL INEQUALITY

RALPH HOWARD

1. Introduction.

The Gronwall inequality as given here estimates the difference of solutions
to two differential equations y′(t) = f(t, y(t)) and z′(t) = g(t, z(t)) in terms
of the difference between the initial conditions for the equations and the
difference between f and g. The usual version of the inequality is when
f = g, but there is little extra work involved in proving the more general
case [3].

This note started life as note/homework problem on a web page for an
ordinary differential equation class in 1998. Since then it has been referenced
several times: [2, 4, 1, 5, 6]. So it seemed worthwhile to put a copy on the
arXiv so that there is a version more permanent than one on a personal web
page. While I do not know of an explicit reference to the inequality here, I
very much doubt it is original to me.

2. The Inequality

Theorem 2.1 (The Gronwall Inequality). Let X be a Banach space and

U ⊂ X an open convex set in X. Let f, g : [a, b] × U → X be continuous

functions and let y, z : [a, b] → U satisfy the initial value problems

y′(t) = f(t, y(t)), y(a) = y0,(2.1)

z′(t) = g(t, z(t)), z(a) = z0.(2.2)

Also assume there is a constant C ≥ 0 so that

(2.3) ‖g(t, x2)− g(t, x1)‖ ≤ C‖x2 − x1‖

and a continuous function φ : [a, b] → [0,∞) so that

(2.4) ‖f(t, y(t))− g(t, y(t))‖ ≤ φ(t).

Then for t ∈ [a, b]

(2.5) ‖y(t)− z(t)‖ ≤ eC|t−a|‖y0 − z0‖+ eC|t−a|

∫

t

a

e−C|s−a|φ(s) ds.
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Remark 2.2. The inequality (2.4) is a little awkward as it involves an inequal-
ity along the solution y(t) which we may not know. But we can replace (2.4)
by the stronger hypothesis

(2.6) ‖f(t, x)− g(t, x)‖ ≤ φ(t) for all x ∈ U

(which clearly implies (2.4)) and get the same result. Of course this may
mean using a choice of φ that is larger than is needed in (2.4). �

Remark 2.3. Note we are not assuming f satisfies a Lipschitz condition and
therefore solutions to the initial value problem y′(t) = f(t, y(t)), y(a) = y0
need not be unique. In this case the inequality can be used to estimate y(t)
by comparing it to the solution to z′(t) = g(t, z(t)), z(a) = y0 with the same
initial condition. In this case the inequality becomes

‖y(t)− z(t)‖ ≤ eC|t−a|

∫

t

a

e−C|s−a|φ(s) ds.

Then if we assume that the inequality (2.6) holds then and y′1(t) = f(t, y1(t))
with y1(a) = y1 then using the obvious inequality ‖y(t) − y1(t)‖ ≤ ‖y(t) −
z(t)‖+‖z(t)−y1(t)‖ where z′(t) = g(t, z(t)), z(a) = y0 we get the inequality

‖y(t) − y1(t)‖ ≤ eC|t−a|‖y0 − y1‖+ 2eC|t−a|

∫

t

a

e−C|s−a|φ(s) ds.

This gives a version of the Gronwall inequality for differential equations that
do not satisfy a Lipschitz condition in terms of the Lipschitz constant of a
“nearby” differential equation that does (where near is “nearby” is measured
by the size of φ). �

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Let x : [a, b] → X be continuously differentiable. Then
the map t 7→ ‖x(t)‖ is Lipschitz and therefore absolutely continuous. Thus
it is differentiable almost everywhere, the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus

applies, and it is easily checked that
d

dt
‖x′(t)‖ ≤ ‖x′(t)‖. Whence, setting

x(t) = y(t)− y(t), using the hypothesis (2.4), and (2.3),

d

dt
‖y(t)− z(t)‖ ≤ ‖y′(t)− z′(t)‖

= ‖f(t, y(t))− g(t, z(t))‖

≤ ‖f(t, y(t))− g(t, y(t))‖ + ‖g(t, y(t)) − g(t, z(t))‖

≤ φ(t) + C‖y(t)− z(t)‖.

That is
d

dt
‖y(t)− z(t)‖ − C‖y(t)− z(t)‖ ≤ φ(t).

Multiplication by the integrating factor e−Ct yields

d

dt

(

e−Ct‖y(t)− z(t)‖
)

≤ e−Ctφ(t).
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Integrate this from a to t to get

e−Ct‖y(t)− z(t)‖ − ‖y0 − z0‖ ≤

∫

t

0

e−Csφ(s) ds.

This is equivalent to (2.5). �

The following is the standard form of the Gronwall inequality.

Corollary 2.4. Let X be a Banach space and U ⊂ X an open convex set in

X. Let f : [a, b] × U → X be a continuous function and let y, z : [a, b] → U

satisfy the initial value problems

y′(t) = f(t, y(t)), y(a) = y0,(2.7)

z′(t) = f(t, z(t)), z(a) = z0.(2.8)

Also assume there is a constant C ≥ 0 so that

(2.9) ‖f(t, x2)− f(t, x1)‖ ≤ C‖x2 − x1‖.

Then for t ∈ [a, b]

(2.10) ‖y(t)− z(t)‖ ≤ eC|t−a|‖y0 − z0‖.

Proof. In Theorem 2.1 let f = g. Then we can take φ(t) ≡ 0 in (2.4).
Then (2.5) reduces to (2.10). �

Acknowledgement

I wish to thank Josh Zahl for encouraging me put this version on the
axXiv.

References

[1] Miles Aron, Peter Bowers, Nicole Byer, Robert Decker, Aslihan Demirkaya, and
Jun Hwan Ryu, Numerical results on existence and stability of steady state solutions for

the reaction-diffusion and Klein-Gordon equations, Involve 7 (2014), no. 6, 723–742.
MR 3284880

[2] Jean Bourgain and Abel Klein, Bounds on the density of states for Schrödinger oper-

ators, Invent. Math. 194 (2013), no. 1, 41–72. MR 3103255
[3] T. H. Gronwall, Note on the derivatives with respect to a parameter of the solutions

of a system of differential equations, Ann. of Math. (2) 20 (1919), no. 4, 292–296.
MR 1502565

[4] Abel Klein and C. S. Sidney Tsang, Local behavior of solutions of the stationary

Schrödinger equation with singular potentials and bounds on the density of states of

Schrödinger operators, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 41 (2016), no. 7, 1040–
1055. MR 3528526

[5] Rui She, Qiyu Kang, Sijie Wang, Yuán-Rùı Yáng, Kai Zhao, Yang Song, and Wee Peng
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