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The main purpose of this paper is to prove the Hyers-Ulam stability of the additive
functional equation for a large class of unbounded domains. Furthermore, by using
the theorem, we prove the stability of Jensen’s functional equation for a large class
of restricted domains.
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1. Introduction. The starting point of studying the stability of functional

equations seems to be the famous talk of Ulam [14] in 1940, in which he dis-

cussed a number of important unsolved problems. Among those was the ques-

tion concerning the stability of group homomorphisms: let G1 be a group and

let G2 be a metric group with a metric d(·,·). Given ε > 0, does there exist

a δ > 0 such that if a mapping h : G1 → G2 satisfies the inequality d(h(xy),
h(x)h(y)) < δ for all x,y ∈ G1, then there exists a homomorphism H : G1 →
G2 with d(h(x),H(x)) < ε for all x ∈G1?

The case of approximately additive mappings was solved by Hyers [3] under

the assumption that G1 and G2 are Banach spaces. Later, the result of Hyers

was significantly generalized by Rassias [11]. It should be remarked that we can

find in [4] a lot of references concerning the stability of functional equations

(see also [2, 5, 6]).

In [12, 13], Skof investigated the Hyers-Ulam stability of the additive func-

tional equation for many cases of restricted domains in R. Later, Losonczi [9]

proved the local stability of the additive equation for more general cases and

applied the result to the proof of stability of the Hosszú’s functional equation.

In Section 2, the Hyers-Ulam stability of the additive equation will be inves-

tigated for a large class of unbounded domains. Moreover, in Section 3, we

will apply the previous result to the proof of the local stability of the Jensen’s

functional equation on unbounded domains.

Throughout this paper, let E1 and E2 be a real (or complex) normed space

and a Banach space, respectively.

2. Stability of additive equation on restricted domains. Assume that ϕ :

(0,∞) → [0,∞) is a decreasing mapping for which there exists a d > 0 such
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that

ϕ(s)≤ s, (2.1)

for any s ≥ d.

We now define

B1 =
{
(x,y)∈ E1 \{0}×E1 : ‖y‖<ϕ(‖x‖)}∪{(0,y)∈ E2

1 :y ∈ E1
}
,

B2 =
{
(x,y)∈ E2

1 : ‖x+y‖<d}. (2.2)

In the following theorem, we generalize the theorems of Skof [12, 13] and

of Losonczi [9] concerning the stability of the additive equation on restricted

domains.

Theorem 2.1. If a mapping f : E1 → E2 with ‖f(0)‖ ≤ ε satisfies the inequal-

ity

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥≤ ε, (2.3)

for some ε ≥ 0 and all (x,y)∈ E2
1 \(B1∪B2), then there exists a unique additive

mapping A : E1 → E2 such that

∥∥f(x)−A(x)∥∥≤ 39ε, ∀x ∈ E1. (2.4)

Proof. First, we assume that (x,y)∈ B2 satisfies x ≠ 0, y ≠ 0, and x+y ≠
0. For this case, we can choose a z1 ∈ E1 with

∥∥z1

∥∥≥ϕ(‖x+y‖), ∥∥z1

∥∥≥ϕ(‖x‖), ∥∥x+z1

∥∥≥ϕ(‖y‖),
∥∥x+y+z1

∥∥≥ d, ∥∥x+z1

∥∥≥ d. (2.5)

Thus, the pairs (x+y,z1), (x,z1), and (y,x+z1) do not belong to B1∪B2.

Hence, it follows from (2.3) that

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥≤ ∥∥−f (x+y+z1
)+f(x+y)+f (z1

)∥∥
+∥∥f (x+z1

)−f(x)−f (z1
)∥∥

+∥∥f (x+y+z1
)−f(y)−f (x+z1

)∥∥
≤ 3ε,

(2.6)

for any (x,y)∈ B2 with x ≠ 0, y ≠ 0, and x+y ≠ 0.

When x = 0 or y = 0, we have

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥= ∥∥f(0)∥∥≤ ε. (2.7)

Taking this fact into account, we see that inequality (2.6) is valid for all (x,y)∈
B2 with x+y ≠ 0.



LOCAL STABILITY OF THE ADDITIVE FUNCTIONAL EQUATION . . . 17

We now assume that (x,y) ∈ B2 satisfies x+y = 0 and ‖x‖ ≥ d. (In this

case, ‖y‖ = ‖−x‖ ≥ d.) In view of (2.1), both the pairs (−x,−x) and (x,−2x)
do not belong to B1∪B2. Hence, it follows from (2.3) that

∥∥f(−2x)−2f(−x)∥∥≤ ε, ∥∥f(−x)−f(x)−f(−2x)
∥∥≤ ε. (2.8)

From the last two inequalities we get

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥= ∥∥f(0)−f(x)−f(−x)∥∥
≤ ∥∥f(0)∥∥+∥∥f(−2x)−2f(−x)∥∥
+∥∥f(−x)−f(x)−f(−2x)

∥∥
≤ 3ε.

(2.9)

Considering all the previous inequalities including (2.3), we conclude that f
satisfies the inequality

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥≤ 3ε, (2.10)

for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 \(B1∪B2)∪{(u,v)∈ B2 : ‖u‖ ≥ d}.

Now, let (x,y)∈ E2
1 be arbitrarily given with ‖x‖ ≥ d and ‖y‖ ≥ d. Since ϕ

is decreasing, we see by (2.1) that

ϕ
(‖x‖)≤ϕ(d)≤ d≤ ‖y‖, (2.11)

and this implies that (x,y) 	∈ B1. If, moreover, the given pair (x,y) belongs

to B2, then (x,y) ∈ {(u,v) ∈ B2 : ‖u‖ ≥ d}. Otherwise, (x,y) ∈ E2
1 \(B1∪B2).

Hence, it follows from (2.10) that

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥≤ 3ε, (2.12)

for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 with ‖x‖ ≥ d and ‖y‖ ≥ d.

Assume that (x,y) ∈ E2
1 with ‖x‖ < d and ‖y‖ ≥ 4d. In this case, we may

choose a z2 ∈ E1 with 2d≤ ‖z2‖< 3d. Then, it holds that

∥∥x−z2

∥∥≥ d, ∥∥y+z2

∥∥≥ d, ∥∥x−z2

∥∥≥ d, ∥∥z2

∥∥≥ 2d,
∥∥−z2

∥∥≥ 2d,
∥∥y+z2

∥∥≥ d, ∥∥z2

∥∥≥ 2d,
∥∥−z2

∥∥≥ 2d.
(2.13)
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It then follows from (2.12) and (2.13) that

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥≤ ∥∥f(x+y)−f (x−z2
)−f (y+z2

)∥∥
+∥∥−f(x)+f (x−z2

)+f (z2
)∥∥

+∥∥−f(y)+f (−z2
)+f (y+z2

)∥∥
+∥∥f(0)−f (z2

)−f (−z2
)∥∥+∥∥−f(0)∥∥

≤ 13ε,

(2.14)

for (x,y)∈ E2
1 with ‖x‖<d and ‖y‖ ≥ 4d.

Combining (2.12) and (2.14), we have

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥≤ 13ε, (2.15)

for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 with ‖y‖ ≥ 4d. Since the Cauchy difference f(x+y)−f(x)−

f(y) is symmetric with respect to x and y , we conclude that inequality (2.15)

is true for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 with ‖x‖ ≥ 4d or ‖y‖ ≥ 4d.

If (x,y)∈ E2
1 satisfies ‖x‖< 4d and ‖y‖< 4d, then we can choose a z3 ∈ E1

with ‖z3‖ ≥ 8d. Then, we have ‖x+z3‖ ≥ 4d. Since inequality (2.15) holds true

for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 with ‖x‖ ≥ 4d or ‖y‖ ≥ 4d, we get

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥≤ ∥∥−f (x+y+z3
)+f(x+y)+f (z3

)∥∥
+∥∥f (x+z3

)−f(x)−f (z3
)∥∥

+∥∥f (x+y+z3
)−f(y)−f (x+z3

)∥∥
≤ 39ε,

(2.16)

for any (x,y)∈ E2
1 with ‖x‖< 4d and ‖y‖< 4d.

Inequality (2.16) together with (2.15) yields

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥≤ 39ε, ∀x,y ∈ E1. (2.17)

According to [1], there exists a unique additive mapping A : E1 → E2 that

satisfies inequality (2.4) for each x in E1.

Corollary 2.2. Let d> 0 and ε ≥ 0 be given. If a mapping f : E1 → E2 with

‖f(0)‖ ≤ ε satisfies inequality (2.3) for all x,y ∈ E1 with max{‖x‖,‖y‖} ≥ d
and ‖x+y‖ ≥ d, then there exists a unique additive mapping A : E1 → E2 that

satisfies inequality (2.4) for each x ∈ E1.

Proof. Because of the symmetry property of the Cauchy difference with

respect to x and y , we can, without loss of generality, assume that f satisfies

inequality (2.3) for all x,y ∈ E1 with ‖y‖ ≥ d and ‖x+y‖ ≥ d.
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For a constant mapping ϕ(s)= d (s > 0), define

B1 =
{
(x,y)∈ E1 \{0}×E1 : ‖y‖<d}∪{(0,y)∈ E2

1 :y ∈ E1
}
,

B2 =
{
(x,y)∈ E2

1 : ‖x+y‖<d}. (2.18)

Since

E2
1 \B1 =

{
(x,y)∈ E1 \{0}×E1 : ‖y‖ ≥ d},

E2
1 \B2 =

{
(x,y)∈ E2

1 : ‖x+y‖ ≥ d}, (2.19)

we have

E2
1 \
(
B1∪B2

)= {(x,y)∈ E1 \{0}×E1 : ‖y‖ ≥ d and ‖x+y‖ ≥ d}. (2.20)

Thus, it follows from our hypothesis that f satisfies inequality (2.3) for all

(x,y)∈ E2
1 \(B1∪B2).

According to Theorem 2.1, there exists a unique additive mapping A : E1 →
E2 that satisfies inequality (2.4) for all x ∈ E1.

In 1983, Skof [12] presented an interesting asymptotic behavior of the addi-

tive mappings: a mapping f :R→R is additive if and only if |f(x+y)−f(x)−
f(y)| → 0 as |x|+|y| →∞.

Without difficulty, the above theorem of Skof can be extended to mappings

from a real normed space to a Banach space. We now apply Corollary 2.2 to a

generalization of Skof theorem.

Corollary 2.3. A mapping f : E1 → E2 is additive if and only if

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥ �→ 0 (2.21)

as ‖x+y‖→∞.

Proof. On account of the hypothesis, there exists a decreasing sequence

(εn) with limn→∞ εn = 0 and

∥∥f(x+y)−f(x)−f(y)∥∥≤ εn, (2.22)

for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 with ‖x+y‖ ≥ n. With y = 0 and ‖x‖ →∞, our hypothesis

implies that f(0)= 0.

By Corollary 2.2, there exists a unique additive mapping An : E1 → E2 such

that

∥∥f(x)−An(x)∥∥≤ 39εn, ∀x ∈ E1. (2.23)

Now, let l and m be integers with m> l > 0. Then, inequality (2.23) implies

that

∥∥f(x)−Am(x)∥∥≤ 39εm ≤ 39εl, (2.24)
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for x ∈ E1, and further, the uniqueness of An implies that Am = Al for all

integers l,m > 0, that is, An = A1 for any n ∈ N. By letting m→∞ in the last

inequality, we get

∥∥f(x)−A1(x)
∥∥= 0, (2.25)

for any x ∈ E1, which means that f is additive. The reverse assertion is trivial.

3. Stability of Jensen’s equation on restricted domains. Kominek investi-

gated in [8] the Hyers-Ulam stability of the Jensen’s functional equation

2f
(
x+y

2

)
= f(x)+f(y), (3.1)

for the class of mappings defined on a bounded subset of RN . On the other

hand, the author proved in [7] the Hyers-Ulam stability of that equation on

unbounded domains.

In this section, we use Theorem 2.1 to generalize the theorems of the author

and of Kominek.

Let ϕ1 : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) be a decreasing mapping that satisfies ϕ1(0)= d0 >
0. Define

B1 =
{
(x,y)∈ E1 \{0}×E1 : ‖y‖<ϕ1

(‖x‖)}∪{(0,y)∈ E2
1 :y ∈ E1

}
,

B2 =
{
(x,y)∈ E2

1 : ‖x+y‖<d0
}
,

D = {(0,y)∈ E2
1 : ‖y‖ ≥ d0

}
.

(3.2)

Theorem 3.1. If a mapping f : E1 → E2 satisfies the inequality

∥∥∥∥2f
(
x+y

2

)
−f(x)−f(y)

∥∥∥∥≤ ε, (3.3)

for some ε ≥ 0 and all (x,y) ∈ E2
1 \ (B1∪B2)∪D, then there exists a unique

additive mapping A : E1 → E2 such that

∥∥f(x)−A(x)−f(0)∥∥≤ 78ε, (3.4)

for any x ∈ E1.

Proof. If we substitute g(x) for f(x)−f(0) in (3.3), then

∥∥∥∥2g
(
x+y

2

)
−g(x)−g(y)

∥∥∥∥≤ ε, (3.5)
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for any (x,y) ∈ E2
1 \ (B1∪B2)∪D. With x = 0 and ‖y‖ ≥ d0, inequality (3.5)

yields

∥∥∥∥2g
(
y
2

)
−g(y)

∥∥∥∥≤ ε, (3.6)

for each y ∈ E1 with ‖y‖ ≥ d0. Replace y by x+y (‖x+y‖ ≥ d0) in inequality

(3.6) to get

∥∥∥∥2g
(
x+y

2

)
−g(x+y)

∥∥∥∥≤ ε, (3.7)

for all x,y ∈ E1 with ‖x+y‖ ≥ d0.

It follows from (3.5) and (3.7) that

∥∥g(x+y)−g(x)−g(y)∥∥
≤
∥∥∥∥g(x+y)−2g

(
x+y

2

)∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥2g

(
x+y

2

)
−g(x)−g(y)

∥∥∥∥
≤ 2ε,

(3.8)

for every (x,y)∈ E2
1 \(B1∪B2)∪D with ‖x+y‖ ≥ d0. Since (x,y)∈ E2

1 \(B1∪
B2) implies that ‖x+y‖ ≥ d0, the mapping g surely satisfies

∥∥g(x+y)−g(x)−g(y)∥∥≤ 2ε, (3.9)

for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 \(B1∪B2).

It trivially holds that ϕ1(s) ≤ s for all s ≥ d0. On account of Theorem 2.1,

there exists a unique additive mapping A : E1 → E2 such that

∥∥g(x)−A(x)∥∥≤ 78ε, (3.10)

for each x in E1.

Let ϕ2 : (0,∞)→ [0,∞) be a continuous and decreasing mapping that satis-

fies

0<d= inf
{
s > 0 :ϕ2(s)= 0

}
<∞. (3.11)

Furthermore, assume that the restriction ϕ2|(0,d] is strictly decreasing.
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Now, we define

B1 =
{
(x,y)∈ E1 \{0}×E1 : ‖y‖<ϕ2

(‖x‖)}∪{(0,y)∈ E2
1 :y ∈ E1

}
,

B2 =
{
(x,y)∈ E2

1 : ‖x+y‖<d0
}
,

D = {(0,y)∈ E2
1 : ‖y‖ ≥ d0

}
,

(3.12)

where we set d0 = inf{d, lims→0+ϕ2(s)}.
Corollary 3.2. If a mapping f : E1 → E2 satisfies inequality (3.3) for some

ε ≥ 0 and all (x,y) ∈ E2
1 \ (B1 ∪ B2)∪D, then there exists a unique additive

mapping A : E1 → E2 satisfying inequality (3.4) for all x ∈ E1.

Proof. First, we define a mapping ϕ0 : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) by

ϕ0(s)=


d0, for s = 0,

inf
{
ϕ2(s), infϕ−1

2 (s)
}
, for s > 0,

(3.13)

where we set ϕ−1
2 (t) = {s > 0 :ϕ2(s) = t} and inf∅=∞. (We cannot exclude

the case ϕ−1
2 (s)=∅ from the above definition.) We define

B̃1 =
{
(x,y)∈ E1 \{0}×E1 : ‖y‖<ϕ0

(‖x‖)}∪{(0,y)∈ E2
1 :y ∈ E1

}
,

B̃2 =
{
(x,y)∈ E2

1 : ‖x+y‖<d0
}
,

D̃ = {(0,y)∈ E2
1 : ‖y‖ ≥ d0

}
.

(3.14)

The fact that ϕ0(s) ≤ ϕ2(s) for all s > 0 implies that B̃1 ⊂ B1. Since B2 = B̃2

and D = D̃, we get

E2
1 \
(
B1∪B2

)∪D ⊂ E2
1 \
(
B̃1∪ B̃2

)∪D̃. (3.15)

Now, assume that (x,y) ∈ E2
1 \ (B̃1∪ B̃2)∪ D̃ but (x,y) 	∈ E2

1 \ (B1∪B2)∪D.

Because (x,y) 	∈D and (x,y) 	∈ B2, we have

x ≠ 0, ‖x+y‖ ≥ d0. (3.16)

Moreover, (x,y) should belong to B1 \ B̃1, that is,

0< infϕ−1
2

(‖x‖)≤ ‖y‖<ϕ2
(‖x‖). (3.17)
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(Since ‖x‖> 0 and ϕ2|(0,d] is strictly decreasing, we have infϕ−1
2 (‖x‖) > 0.) If

we assume that (y,x)∈ B1, then we get ‖x‖<ϕ2(‖y‖). This fact implies that

‖y‖< infϕ−1
2 (‖x‖), which is contrary to (3.17). Hence, by (3.16), we conclude

that (y,x) 	∈ B1∪B2. This fact together with (3.3), yields

∥∥∥∥2f
(
y+x

2

)
−f(y)−f(x)

∥∥∥∥≤ ε, (3.18)

for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 \(B̃1∪ B̃2)∪D̃.

We now define another mapping ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) by

ϕ(s)=




d0, for s = 0,

inf
{
ϕ2(s), infϕ−1

2 (s)
}
, for 0< s ≤ d1,

sup
{
ϕ2(s),supϕ−1

2 (s)
}
, for s > d1,

(3.19)

where d1 > 0 is the unique fixed point of ϕ2, that is, d1 =ϕ2(d1), and we set

inf∅=∞ and sup∅= 0.

Let si > 0 (i = 1,2,3,4) be arbitrarily given with 0 < s1 < s2 ≤ d1 < s3 < s4.

Since ϕ2 is decreasing, we have

lim
s→0+

ϕ2(s)≥ϕ2
(
s1
)≥ϕ2

(
s2
)≥ d1 ≥ϕ2

(
s3
)≥ϕ2

(
s4
)
,

d≥ infϕ−1
2

(
s1
)≥ infϕ−1

2

(
s2
)≥ d1 ≥ supϕ−1

2

(
s3
)≥ supϕ−1

2

(
s4
)
.

(3.20)

Hence, we get

ϕ(0)≥ϕ(s1
)≥ϕ(s2

)≥ϕ(s3
)≥ϕ(s4

)
(3.21)

which implies that ϕ is decreasing.

Similarly as before, we define

B̂1 =
{
(x,y)∈ E1 \{0}×E1 : ‖y‖<ϕ(‖x‖)}∪{(0,y)∈ E2

1 :y ∈ E1
}
,

B̂2 =
{
(x,y)∈ E2

1 : ‖x+y‖<d0
}
,

D̂ = {(0,y)∈ E2
1 : ‖y‖ ≥ d0

}
.

(3.22)

Since B̂1 ⊃ B̃1, B̂2 = B̃2, and D̂ = D̃, we may conclude that inequality (3.3) holds

true for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 \(B̂1∪ B̂2)∪D̂.

According to Theorem 3.1, there exists a unique additive mapping A : E1 →
E2 such that inequality (3.4) is true for any x ∈ E1.

The author in [7] proved that it needs only to show an asymptotic property

of the Jensen difference to identify a given mapping with an additive one.



24 S.-M. JUNG AND B. KIM

Let X and Y be a real normed space and a real Banach space, respectively. A

mapping f :X → Y with f(0)= 0 is additive if and only if

∥∥∥∥2f
(
x+y

2

)
−f(x)−f(y)

∥∥∥∥ �→ 0 (3.23)

as ‖x‖+‖y‖→∞.

By using Theorem 3.1, we now prove an asymptotic behavior of additive

mappings which generalizes the above result.

Corollary 3.3. A mapping f : E1 → E2 with f(0)= 0 is additive if and only

if

∥∥∥∥2f
(
x+y

2

)
−f(x)−f(y)

∥∥∥∥ �→ 0 (3.24)

as ‖x+y‖→∞.

Proof. According to our hypothesis, there exists a decreasing sequence

(εn) with limn→∞ εn = 0 and

∥∥∥∥2f
(
x+y

2

)
−f(x)−f(y)

∥∥∥∥≤ εn, (3.25)

for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 with ‖x+y‖ ≥n.

The mapping ϕ1 : [0,∞) → [0,∞) defined by ϕ1(s) = −s+n (s ≥ 0) is de-

creasing. Moreover, it holds that ϕ1(0)=n. We define

B1 =
{
(x,y)∈ E1 \{0}×E1 : ‖y‖<−‖x‖+n}∪{(0,y)∈ E2

1 :y ∈ E1
}
,

B2 =
{
(x,y)∈ E2

1 : ‖x+y‖<n},
D = {(0,y)∈ E2

1 : ‖y‖ ≥n}.
(3.26)

Since B1∪B2 = {(x,y) ∈ E2
1 : x = 0 or ‖x+y‖ < n} and D = {(x,y) ∈ E2

1 :

x = 0 and ‖x+y‖ ≥n}, we have

E2
1 \
(
B1∪B2

)= {(x,y)∈ E2
1 : x ≠ 0 and ‖x+y‖ ≥n}, (3.27)

and hence

E2
1 \
(
B1∪B2

)∪D = {(x,y)∈ E2
1 : ‖x+y‖ ≥n}. (3.28)

Therefore, inequality (3.25) holds true for all (x,y)∈ E2
1 \(B1∪B2)∪D.



LOCAL STABILITY OF THE ADDITIVE FUNCTIONAL EQUATION . . . 25

According to Theorem 3.1, there exists a unique additive mapping An : E1 →
E2 such that

∥∥f(x)−An(x)∥∥≤ 78εn, ∀x ∈ E1. (3.29)

Now, let l and m be positive integers with m> l. Then, it follows from (3.29)

that

∥∥f(x)−Am(x)∥∥≤ 78εm ≤ 78εl, (3.30)

for x ∈ E1. However, the uniqueness of An implies that Am =Al for all positive

integers l and m, that is, An = A1 for any n ∈N. By letting m→∞ in the last

inequality, we get

∥∥f(x)−A1(x)
∥∥= 0, (3.31)

for each x ∈ E1, which implies that f is an additive mapping.

The reverse assertion is trivial because every additive mapping f : E1 → E2

is a solution of the Jensen functional equation (see [10]).

Acknowledgment. The first author was supported by Korea Research

Foundation grant KRF-DP0031.

References

[1] G. L. Forti, The stability of homomorphisms and amenability, with applications to
functional equations, Abh. Math. Sem. Univ. Hamburg 57 (1987), 215–226.

[2] , Hyers-Ulam stability of functional equations in several variables, Aequa-
tiones Math. 50 (1995), no. 1-2, 143–190.

[3] D. H. Hyers, On the stability of the linear functional equation, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci.
U.S.A. 27 (1941), 222–224.

[4] D. H. Hyers, G. Isac, and T. M. Rassias, Stability of Functional Equations in Several
Variables, Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and Their Applica-
tions, vol. 34, Birkhäuser Boston, Massachusetts, 1998.

[5] D. H. Hyers and T. M. Rassias, Approximate homomorphisms, Aequationes Math.
44 (1992), no. 2-3, 125–153.

[6] S.-M. Jung, Hyers-Ulam-Rassias stability of functional equations, Dynam. Systems
Appl. 6 (1997), no. 4, 541–565.

[7] , Hyers-Ulam-Rassias stability of Jensen’s equation and its application, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 126 (1998), no. 11, 3137–3143.

[8] Z. Kominek, On a local stability of the Jensen functional equation, Demonstratio
Math. 22 (1989), no. 2, 499–507.

[9] L. Losonczi, On the stability of Hosszú’s functional equation, Results Math. 29
(1996), no. 3-4, 305–310.

[10] J. C. Parnami and H. L. Vasudeva, On Jensen’s functional equation, Aequationes
Math. 43 (1992), no. 2-3, 211–218.

[11] T. M. Rassias, On the stability of the linear mapping in Banach spaces, Proc. Amer.
Math. Soc. 72 (1978), no. 2, 297–300.

[12] F. Skof, Local properties and approximation of operators, Rend. Sem. Mat. Fis.
Milano 53 (1983), 113–129 (Italian).



26 S.-M. JUNG AND B. KIM

[13] , On the approximation of locally δ-additive mappings, Atti Accad. Sci.
Torino Cl. Sci. Fis. Mat. Natur. 117 (1983), no. 4-6, 377–389 (Italian).

[14] S. M. Ulam, Problems in Modern Mathematics, John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1964.

Soon-Mo Jung: Mathematics Section, College of Science and Technology, Hong-Ik Uni-
versity, 339-701 Chochiwon, Korea

E-mail address: smjung@wow.hongik.ac.kr

Byungbae Kim: Mathematics Section, College of Science and Technology, Hong-Ik
University, 339-701 Chochiwon, Korea

E-mail address: bkim@wow.hongik.ac.kr

mailto:smjung@wow.hongik.ac.kr
mailto:bkim@wow.hongik.ac.kr


Journal of Applied Mathematics and Decision Sciences

Special Issue on

Decision Support for Intermodal Transport

Call for Papers

Intermodal transport refers to the movement of goods in
a single loading unit which uses successive various modes
of transport (road, rail, water) without handling the goods
during mode transfers. Intermodal transport has become
an important policy issue, mainly because it is considered
to be one of the means to lower the congestion caused by
single-mode road transport and to be more environmentally
friendly than the single-mode road transport. Both consider-
ations have been followed by an increase in attention toward
intermodal freight transportation research.

Various intermodal freight transport decision problems
are in demand of mathematical models of supporting them.
As the intermodal transport system is more complex than a
single-mode system, this fact offers interesting and challeng-
ing opportunities to modelers in applied mathematics. This
special issue aims to fill in some gaps in the research agenda
of decision-making in intermodal transport.

The mathematical models may be of the optimization type
or of the evaluation type to gain an insight in intermodal
operations. The mathematical models aim to support deci-
sions on the strategic, tactical, and operational levels. The
decision-makers belong to the various players in the inter-
modal transport world, namely, drayage operators, terminal
operators, network operators, or intermodal operators.

Topics of relevance to this type of decision-making both in
time horizon as in terms of operators are:

• Intermodal terminal design
• Infrastructure network configuration
• Location of terminals
• Cooperation between drayage companies
• Allocation of shippers/receivers to a terminal
• Pricing strategies
• Capacity levels of equipment and labour
• Operational routines and lay-out structure
• Redistribution of load units, railcars, barges, and so

forth
• Scheduling of trips or jobs
• Allocation of capacity to jobs
• Loading orders
• Selection of routing and service

Before submission authors should carefully read over the
journal’s Author Guidelines, which are located at http://www
.hindawi.com/journals/jamds/guidelines.html. Prospective
authors should submit an electronic copy of their complete
manuscript through the journal Manuscript Tracking Sys-
tem at http://mts.hindawi.com/, according to the following
timetable:

Manuscript Due June 1, 2009

First Round of Reviews September 1, 2009

Publication Date December 1, 2009

Lead Guest Editor

Gerrit K. Janssens, Transportation Research Institute
(IMOB), Hasselt University, Agoralaan, Building D, 3590
Diepenbeek (Hasselt), Belgium; Gerrit.Janssens@uhasselt.be

Guest Editor

Cathy Macharis, Department of Mathematics, Operational
Research, Statistics and Information for Systems (MOSI),
Transport and Logistics Research Group, Management
School, Vrije Universiteit Brussel, Pleinlaan 2, 1050 Brussel,
Belgium; Cathy.Macharis@vub.ac.be

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

http://www.hindawi.com/journals/jamds/guidelines.html
http://www.hindawi.com/journals/jamds/guidelines.html
http://mts.hindawi.com/
mailto:Gerrit.Janssens@uhasselt.be
mailto:Cathy.Macharis@vub.ac.be

	1Call for Papers4pt
	Lead Guest Editor
	Guest Editor

