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Abstract In this work, we study the existence of mild solutions for the nonlocal integro-
differential equation

!
x'(t) = Ax (1) +f B(t — s)x(s)ds + f(t,x;) for t €[0,b]

0
xo=¢ +g) € C([—r,0]; X),

without the assumption of equicontinuity on the resolvent operator and without the assump-
tion of separability on the Banach space X. The nonlocal initial condition is assumed to be
compact. Our main result is new and its proof is based on a measure of noncompactness
developed in Kamenskii et al. (Condensing multivalued maps and semilinear differential
inclusions in Banach spaces. Walter De Gruyter, Berlin, 2001) together with the well-known
Monch fixed point Theorem. To illustrate our result, we provide an example in which the
resolvent operator is not equicontinuous.
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In the present work, we study the existence of mild solutions of the following integro-
differential equation with finite delay and nonlocal initial conditions
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t
x'(t) = Ax(t) —i—/ B(t — s)x(s)ds + f(t,x,) for t €[0,b]

0 1
x0 = ¢ + g(x) € C([—r,0]; X),

where A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup (7'(¢));>0 on a
Banach space X with domain D(A), for t+ > 0, B(¢) is a closed linear operator on X with
domain D(B(t)) D D(A) which is independent of 7, C([—r, 0]; X) is the Banach space of
all continuous functions from [—r, 0] to X endowed with the uniform topology, for t > 0,
the history function x; : [—r, 0] — X is defined by x;(0) = x(t +0) for0 € [-r,0], ¢ €
C([-r0L; X), f :[0,b] x C([-r,0]; X) — X and g : C([0, b]; X) — C([—r,0]; X)
are two continuous functions.

In physics, nonlocal initial conditions are usually more precise for physical measurements
and has better effect than the classical initial condition [10]. The problems with nonlocal initial
conditions have their origins in the works of Byszewski in his classical papers [7,8,10] in
which he studied the existence of mild solutions for the nonlocal Cauchy problem:

{x’(t) = Ax(t) + f(t,x(t)) for t € [0, b] 2

x(0) = g(x),

where A is the infinitesimal generator of a semigroup (7'(¢));>¢ of linear operators defined
on a Banach space X, and the maps f and g are suitable X-valued functions.

In the recent years, many authors have attracted much attention to the study of the existence
of mild solutions to the nonlocal initial value problem. We refer to [1,5,7-10,22,27,28,30,
31].1In[5], Benchohra and Ntouyas discuss the semilinear differential equations with nonlocal
conditions under compact conditions. In [7,8,10], Eq. (2) was studied when f and g satisfy
Lipschitz-type conditions. In [9,22,27,28], the authors studied Eq. (2) under conditions of
compactness of (7'(¢));>0. Xue [30,31] studied Eq. (2) when (T (¢)),>¢ is equicontinuous.

On the other hand, the resolvent operator plays an important role in solving (1), it plays
the role of the Co-semigroup theory but does not satisfy the algebraic semigroup property
(Remark 4). When (R(¢));>0 is a resolvent operator for Eq. (1), the mild solutions are given
by the following variation of constants formula

t

x() = R()[¢(0) + g(x)(0)] —l—/ R(t —s) f(s,x5)ds fort € [0, b].
0

For more details about resolvent operators we refer to [12,13,18-20,25]. A resolvent operator
(R(1))s=0 is said to be equicontinuous if # +— R(#)x are equicontinuous at all # > 0 with
respect to x in all bounded subsets.

In this work, we study the existence of mild solutions for Eq. (1) without the assumption of
equicontinuity on the resolvent operator (R (t));>0 and without the assumption of separability
on the Banach space X . The proof of the main result is based on the application of the Monch’s
fixed point Theorem combined with a measure of noncompactness with values in the cone
Rﬁ_ developed in [21, Example 2.1.4, page 38].

The result obtained in this work generalizes some results developed in [14,23]. In [14],
the authors obtained results on the existence of mild solutions of Eq. (1) where B = 0 under
condition of compactness of the function g and without assuming that the Cp-semigroup is
equicontinuous. To achieve their goal, the authors used the theory of Co-semigroup and the
Schauder’s fixed point Theorem combined with the measure of noncompactness defined as
the sum of the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness and the modulus of equicontinuity
(Example 9). In [23], using an adaptation of the methods described in [32], the authors
studied the existence of mild solutions of Eq. (1) without delay (r = 0) under conditions of
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compactness of the function g and equicontinuity of the resolvent operator. The approach
used in this work is different from [14,23].

The outline of this work is as follows. In the Preliminary Results section, we recall some
preliminaries about resolvent operator and measure of noncompactness, we also give some
lemmas which will be used in the proof of the main result. In the Main Result section, we
establish our main result on the existence of the mild solutions for Eq. (1). We illustrate our
work in the Application section by examining an example in which the resolvent operator is
not equicontinuous.

Preliminary Results

In this section, we first recall some basic results about the concept of resolvent operator and
the concept of measure of noncompactness in Banach spaces. Then we give some lemmas
which will be used in the proof of the main results.

In the following, X is a Banach space, A and B(t) are closed linear operators on X.
Y represents the Banach space D(A) equipped with the graph norm defined by

[yly :==|Ay| +|y| foryeY.

Let Z and W be Banach spaces. We denote by £(Z, W) the Banach space of all bounded
linear operators from Z to W endowed with the operator norm and we abbreviate this notation
to £(Z) when Z = W. The notation C ([0, +00); ¥) stands for the space of all continuous
functions from [0, +-00) into Y. We consider the following integro-differential equation

t
Y (t) = Ay(1t) +/ B(t — s)y(s)ds for t >0
0 3)
y(0) =y € X.

Definition 1 ([17]) A resolvent operator for Eq. (3) is a bounded linear operator valued
function R(¢) € £(X) for ¢t > 0 having the following properties:

(@) R(0O)=1and ||[R()| < reP! for some constants A and B.

(b) The operator R is strongly continuous, i.e. the map ¢ +— R(?)x is continuous for every
x e X.

(¢) R(t) € L(Y) fort > 0.Forx € Y, R()x € C'([0, +00); X) N C([0, +00); ¥) and

'
R'(t)x = AR(t)x +/ B(t — s)R(s)xds
0

t
= R(t)Ax +f R(t — s)B(s)xds fort > 0.
0

For more properties about resolvent operators theory, we refer the readers to [12,13,17]. In
the sequel, we assume that A and (B(t));>0 satisfy the following hypotheses.

(H1) A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup on X.

(H2) For all t > 0, B(t) is closed linear operator from D(A) to X and B(t) € L(Y, X).
For any y € Y, the map t+ — B(t)y is bounded, differentiable and the derivative
t — B’(t)y is bounded uniformly continuous on R*.

The following theorem gives an existence result of the resolvent operator for Eq. (3).

Theorem 2 ([17]) Assume that (H1) and (H2) hold. Then there exists a unique resolvent
operator of Eq. (3).
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Example 3 ([13]) Let X =R, Ay = y, and B(t) = —2y in Eq. (3). Then we have
R(t)xo = €' (cost +sint)xg and T(t)xo = e* xo.

Remark 4 The above example also shows that, in general, the resolvent operator (R(#));>0
for Eq. (3) does not satisfy the algebraic semigroup property, namely,

R(t +s) # R(t)R(s) forsomet,s > 0.

Definition 5 Let (R(?));>0 be aresolvent operator on X. We say that (R());>0 iS equicontin-
uous (we say also norm continuous or immediately norm continuous) if {t — R(¢)x : x € B}
is equicontinuous at any ¢ > 0 for all bounded subsets B in X. This is equivalent to say that

lim |[R() — R(:)| =0 fort > 0.
t—t’

In order to give in the last section an example illustrating the theory in which the resolvent
operator is not equicontinuous, we need to use the following theorem.

Theorem 6 ([16]) Let A be the infinitesimal generator of a Co-semigroup (T (t));>0 and let
(B(1)):=0 satisfy (H2). Then the resolvent operator (R(t)):>o for Eq. (3) is equicontinuous
fort > 0ifand only if (T (t));>0 is equicontinuous for t > 0.

Remark 7 Throughout the remainder of this work, M, denotes the constant M, =
sup;eqo,p1 IR

Next, we give some definitions, properties and examples about measure of noncompactness.
More details about these facts can be found in the monographs [2—4,21].

Definition 8 Let ET be a positive cone of an ordered Banach space (E, <). A function ¥
defined on the set of all bounded subsets of a Banach space X with values in E™ is called a
measure of noncompactness if W(co2) = W(2) for all bounded subset Q2 C X, where co2
stands for the closed convex hull of €.

A measure of noncompactness W is said to be:

1. monotone if for all bounded subsets 21, 2> of X, Q] C 2, implies ¥ (21) < W(2»),

2. nonsingular if ¥ ({a}U Q) = V() forevery a € X and every nonempty subset 2 C X,

3. algebraically semiadditive if V(2] + Q7)) < W(Q) + V(£2y) for all bounded subsets
Q1,2 of X,

4. regular if W(2) = 0 if and only if €2 is relatively compact in X,

5. semi-homogeneous: if W (tQ2) = |t|¥(2) for every ¢ € R and all bounded subset 2 of
X.

Example 9 We give some examples of measure of noncompactness.

1. The Hausdorff measure of noncompactness x (-) defined on each bounded subset of the
Banach space X is given by

n
X(Q):inf{e>O:QCUB(x,~,€), xieXforizl,...,n}.
i=1

X is monotone, nonsingular, algebraically semiadditive and regular.
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2. The modulus of fiber noncompactness y; defined for bounded set 2 C C([a, b]; X) is
given by

x1(82) = sup x((1))
tela,b)

where Q(t) = {x(¢t) : x € Q} for ¢t € [a, b].
3. The modulus of equicontinuity

modc (R2) = hm sup max |[x(t1) — x(t2)]|
=0 eqlti—12|<8

where Q2 C C([a, b]; X) is bounded. Note that modc(2) = O if and only if Q2 is
equicontinuous.

The measure of noncompactness x; and mod¢ are not regular.

Now, we give another measure of noncompactness in the space C([a, b]; X) with values in
the cone ]Rﬁ_ which is a very powerful tool in this work.

Example 10 ([21, Example 2.1.4, page 38]). We consider the measure of noncompactness

V() = pmax (J/(D) modc(D)> “

in C([a, b]; X) where A(f2) is the collection of all countable subsets of €2, mod¢ is given in
Example 9 and y is the measure of noncompactness defined by

y(D) = sup e L x(D()) 5)

t€la,b]

where L is a constant. The range for the measure of noncompactness v is the cone R2 , max
is taken in the sense of the ordering induced by this cone. v is monotone, nonsingular and
regular. Furthermore, there exists De A(€2) such that the maximum on the right-hand side
of (4) is achieved on D.

Lemma 11 ([6, page 125]) Let X be a Banach space. If W C X is a bounded subset, then
for each ¢ > 0, there exists a sequence {un} —1 C W such that

dW) < 20({un};2) +¢
where @ is any measure of noncompactness.

Lemma 12 ([24, Lemma 1.3, page 25]) Suppose that X is a Banach space and f is an
integrable function from J to X. Then

1t _
[ o ewrm e ta b
b—al,
foralla,b € J witha < b.
Definition 13 A set of functions { f,,} 1 C L' ([0, b]; X) is said to be uniformly integrable
(integrably bounded) if there exists a posmve function v € L'([0, b]; Rt) such that for all

n>1

[fa@] =v(@) ae.r€l0,b].
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Lemma 14 ([14]) If (un}, %5 C L1 (@, b, X) is uniformly integrable, then y ({un()));55) is
measurable and i
; +00 '
X ({f u,,(s)ds} ) =< 2[ X ({un(s)};:?) ds.
a n=1 a

For an abstract operator S : L! ([0, b]; X) — C([0, b]; X) we consider the following prop-
erties taken from [21].

(S1) There exists N > 0 such that
t
I1Sf @) — Sg@ < N/O 1 (s) —gCs)llds

forevery f, g € Ll([O, bl; X)and r € [0, b].

(S2) For any compact K C X and sequence {fn};:(lJ c Lo, b]; X) such that
{ f,,(z)}:ff C K for ae. t € [0, b] the weak convergence f;, — fp implies the
strong convergence Sf, — Sfo.

Consider the operator @ : LY([0, b]; X) — C([0, b]; X) defined by
1
(@f)(t) = / R(t —s)f(s)ds fort € [0, b]. (6)
0
The next Lemma plays a key role in this work and it is a generalization of [21, Lemma
4.2.1, page 111]. Note that the proof of [21, Lemma 4.2.1, page 111] is based on the use of
the algebraic semigroup property which is not satisfied, in general, for a resolvent operator
as mentioned in Remark 4.

Lemma 15 The operator ® defined by (6) satisfies the conditions (S1) and (S2).

Proof Let f, g € L' ([0, b]; X) and ¢ € [0, b]. We have

19 (1) — Dg()]| = H /0 R( — $)(f(5) — g(s))ds

t
< M, fo 1£(s) — g(s)]lds, ™

which implies that (S1) holds. Now let K C X be a compact set and {f,,};:‘zocf c L0, b]; X)
a sequence such that { f,, (t)}jﬁol C K fora.e. t € [0, b]. Then, there exists F' > 0 such that

Ifu@®] < Fforn > 1andae.t €[0,b]. By (7), ® is a bounded linear operator from the
space L! ([0, b]; X) into C ([0, b]; X). Consequently, we have

Jo = fo= Dfy — Pfo. ®)

To end the proof, we claim that the sequence {® fn};:“l) is relatively compact in C ([0, b]; X).
By Arzela—Ascoli’s Theorem, it suffices to prove that the sequence {®f, };:':o? C C([0, b]; X)
is equicontinuous on [0, ] and {®f, (t)}j{:o‘f is relatively compact in X for each ¢t € [0, b].

For the first assertion, we start by the equicontinuity at 0. Forn > 1 and ¢ € [0, b] we have

[@fn(t) — Pfa(O)]| = My F1,
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which gives that | ®f, (1) — ©f,(0)|| — 0 as r — 0 uniformly with respect to n > 1. Now,
let0 <t <th <bandn > 1. We have

15

2
19f (1) — D) < f IR(2 — ) fu(s)ds

n

1
+/O IR(2 = ) fu(s) = R(t1 = 5) fi ()]
< (h —t)MpF

131
+/ sup |R(t2 — t1 4+ u)x — R(u)x || du
0

xekK

The strong continuity of the resolvent operator (R(?));>( ensures that

sup HR(tz —t1 +u)x — R(u)x ” — 0astn — 1.
xekK

Since

sup HR(tz — 1t +u)x — R(u)x H < 2M,F,
xekK

the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem leads to

t
/ I sup HR(lz —H+ux— R(u)x”du — 0asrnp — 1.
0 xekK

We deduce that
Jim [0, (12) = @fy (1) = 0 ©

uniformly with respect to n > 1, which means that {® ﬁ,};l":“l’ is equicontinuous on [0, b].
Now, we prove the second assertion. Lett € [0, b], (0,,) € [0, t]and (x,,) € K. Sine [0, ¢] and
K are compact, there exist two subsequences (0, ) and (x,,) of (0,,) and (x,) respectively
and oy € [0, t] and x¢ € K such that 0,,, — 09 and x,,, — xp as k — oo. Now we have

IR (00 )Xn, — R(00)x0ll < IIR(0n)Xn, — R(0on )Xol + [ R (0, )x0 — R(o0)x0l
=< Mpllxp, — xoll + IR (0w, )x0 — R(d0)x0ll.

Using the strong continuity of the resolvent operator (R(t));>0, we get that || R(oy,, )xo —
R(00)xg|| = 0 as k — oo. Consequently

lim || R(0n;)xn, — R(00)x0ll = 0. (10)
k— 00
We conclude that the set {R(o)x : 0 € [0, t], x € K} is compact in X. Hence, the set
@(R(G)x 0 €[0,1], x € K) (11)
is also compact in X. According to Lemma 12, we have
t
/ R(t —s) fu(s)ds € t@(R(o)x o0 €1[0,1], x € K)
0

Afterwards
{@fn (O} C @(R(a)x co€[0,1], x € K), (12)
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which implies that the set {®f), (t)}:icl’ is relatively compact in X for each ¢ € [0, b]. Thus,

in view of the Arzela—Ascoli Theorem, {® fn}:;xl) is relatively compact in C ([0, b]; X) and

so the convergence in (8) is strong. i.e., ®f, — Ofp. O

Lemma 16 ([21, Theorem 4.2.2, page 112]). Let {f, ::fo c LY([0,b]; X) be uniformly
integrable. Assume that

XA O <q0)
fora.e. t € [0, b] where q € L'([0, b)). If S satisfies conditions (S1) and (S2) then

t
x{ASfON) < 2N/ q(s)ds fort € [0, b], (13)
0
where N > 0 is the constant in condition (S1).

Definition 17 ([21]) The sequence { f,,}>° c L'([0, b]; X) is semicompact if it is uniformly

n=1
integrable and the set { f;, (t)};;’? is relatively compact for almost every ¢ € [0, b].

Lemma 18 ([21, Theorem 5.1.1, page 122]). Let S : LY([0,b]; X) — C([0, b]; X) be
an operator satisfying the conditions (S1) and (S2). Then for every semicompact sequence
{fn}:{g c LY([0, b]; X) the sequence {an}:{:o? is relatively compact in C([0, b]; X).

Main Result

In this section, we give some existence results for the nonlocal integro-differential equation
(1). Let us first give the definition of the mild solution.

Definition 19 A continuous function x : [—r, b] — X is said to be a mild solution of the
nonlocal Eq. (1) if xg = ¢ + g(x) and

t
x(@) = R()[¢(0) + g(x)(0)] +f Rt —s5)f(s,xs)ds for t € [0, b].
0

Equation (1) will be studied under the hypotheses (H1), (H2) and the following hypotheses.

H3) () f : [0,b] x C([—r,0]; X) — X satisfies the Carathéodory-type condition,
ie., f(-,9) : [0,b] — X is measurable for all ¢ € C([—r,0]; X) and f(¢,-) :
C([—r,0]; X) — X is continuous for a.e. ¢ € [0, b].

(ii) There exist a function m € L' ([0, b]; RT) and a nondecreasing continuous function
Q :RT — R such that
If@ ol <m@KLel) (14)
fora.e.t € [0,b] and all p € C([—r, 0]; X).
(ili) There exists a function n € L' ([0, b]; R) such

x(f(, D)) =n() sup x(D@®)) s)

—r<6<0

for a.e. t € [0, b] and any bounded subset D C C([—r, 0]; X).
(H4) g: C([0,b]; X) — C([—r, 0]; X) is continuous, compact. Moreover

lg@ < cllell +4d, (16)
for all ¢ € C([0, b]; X).
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The class of the functions satisfying (H3) (iii) is not empty. The next example gives a function
verifying a such hypothesis. A second function will be given in the next section.

Example 20 Let X be a Banach space and f be defined by

0
[t ) = e*t/ F(0, ¢(0))do

—r
fort € [0,b] and ¢ € C([—r,0]; X), where F : [—r, 0] x X — X satisfies the following
condition.

(C) (i) There exista € L'([—r, 0]; R*) and B € L' ([—r, 0]; RT) such that
I1F@©@, ) <a@)lx]l + B(©O)

for6 € [—r,0]and x € X.
(ii) There exists & > 0 such that for any bounded subset D C X

x(F@, D)) <&x(D) forae.0 e€[—r0].
Then f satisfies Hypothesis (H3) (iii). In fact, let D be a bounded subset of C([—r, 0]; X).
From (C) (ii) we have

x(F(9,D(0))) <&x(D@®)) forae.6 €[0,b],

where F(0, D(0)) = {F(0,9(0)) € X, ¢ € D}. Using (C) (i), we obtain | f(z, ¢)|| =<
ol 1 llell + 1Bl 1 forall ¢ € [0, b] and @ € C([—r, O]; X). Therefore, for each ¢ € [0, b],
f(t, D) is bounded. Let ¢ > 0 be fixed. By means of Lemma 11, there exists a sequence
{on}2] C D such that

x(f(t, D) < 2x(ft, {ea) )+
0
=2y (e—’/ F(, {%(9)};;’?)(19) +e.
On the other hand, using again (C) (i), it follows that
1F @, 0, (0)] < 0a(0) + () forn>1andb € [-r0],

where 0 = supy,cp ¥ ||. Thus, F (0, {¢, (9)}:201) is uniformly integrable. From Lemma 14,
we get

0
X (f(t. D)) < de™ / X (FO. (0u®)))) d6 + ¢

—r

0
< 4e—’/ Y(F(6, D(©)))d6 + ¢

—r

0
< 4§€7t/ x(D(0))do + ¢

<dEre™ sup x (D) +e

—r=<6=<0

for ¢ € [0, b]. Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that

x(f(t, D)) <4kre™" sup x (D).

—r<6<0
Hence the function f satisfies Hypothesis (H3) (iii) with 1(z) = 4&re™" for t € [0, b].

The key tool in our approach is the following theorem due to Monch [26].
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Theorem 21 ([26]) Let D be a closed convex subset of a Banach space E and 0 € D. Assume
that F : D — E is a continuous map which satisfies Monch’s condition, that is, (M < D is
countable, M € co({0} U F(M)) = M is compact). Then F has a fixed point in D.

The first result of this work is the following.

Theorem 22 Assume that (H1)—(H4) hold. Then, for each ¢ € C([—r, 0]; X), the nonlocal
problem (1) has at least one mild solution on [—r, b] provided that there exists a constant
Ry > O satisfying

Mj, (I$ll + cRo +d + QRo)llm| 1) < Ro. (17)

Proof For each x € C([—r, b]; X) the restriction of x on [0, b], x|j0,5) € C([0, b]; X).
For simplicity, we write g(x|[0,5]) as g(x). Our goal is to show that the operator solution
K: C([—r, bl; X) = C([—r, b]; X) defined by the following

¢ (1) + g(x)(1) for 1 € [—r, 0],
—_—_—

=(K1x)(1) ,

Kx) (@) = R(1)(¢(0) + g(x)(0)) +/ R(t —5)f(s, x;)ds for t € [0, b]
0

=(Kax)(1)

has a fixed point in the closed ball ERO ={x € C([—r,b]; X) : ||Ix|| < Rp} where R is the
constant appearing in the inequality (17). In order to apply Theorem 21, we divide the proof
into three steps.

Step 1 We claim that the operator solution K maps Bg, into itself. For every x € Bg,, we
have for t € [—r, 0]

KON = eI + llg) (@)l
= lloll + gl
<ol +clixll+d
= M, (191l + cRo +d) . (18)

Fort € [0, b]

t
)OI = [R@)($(0) + g(x) O] + H /0 R(t — ) f(s, x5)

b
= Mp(lI¢ll + llg)1D) + Mb/O Q(llxs [Dm(s)ds

< My(Igll + cllxll + &) + MpQ(llx I llmll
< My (Ip]l + cRo +d + 2Ro)mll 1) (19)

It follows from the inequalities (17)—(19) that KERO - ERO-
Step 2 We claim that the operator K is continuous on ERO. Let (x™),>1 be a sequence in ERO
such that
lim |x" — x| =0. (20)
n—-+oo
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We have for each s € [0, b]

lxy —xsll = sup |[lx7 (@) — x5O
0e[—r,0]
= sup [Ix" (@ +5)—x©O+59)]
0e[—r,0]
< sup [Ix"(0) —x(@®)]
0'€[—r,b]
= [lx" — x|l

Using (20), we get that
lim [x; — x|l =0 fors € [0, b].

n—+o0o

Hypothesis (H3) (i) implies that
lim || f(s,x!) — f(s,x5)|| =0 fors € [0, b].

n——+o0
Due to (H3) (ii) we get that
£ (s, xg) — fs, x0) || <2Q2(Ro)m(s) fors € [0, b].

In view of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we have that

t
lirj_l f I f(s,x) — f(s,x5)lds =0 fors € [0, b]. (21)
n—-—+00 0

Fort € [0, b] we have

b
(Kx™) (@) — Ko) O < Mb”g(xn)_g(x)”C([fr,O];X)‘f‘Mbv/(; 1 (s, x¢) = f (s, x) [l xds.

Taking into account (H4) and (21) we get that

lim |Kx" — Kx|lcqo,p:x) = 0.

n——+4oo

On the other hand

n_ . — - n _ . —
lim [|[Kx" — Kx|lc(-ro05;x) nl}r}rloollg(x) g leq-ro:x) =0.

n—+00

The proof of step 2 is now complete.

Step 3 We claim that the solution operator K satisfies Monch’s condition.

Suppose A C Bg, is countable and A C co({0} UK(A)). We need to show that A is relatively
compact by using the measure of noncompactness v defined in Example 10 where the constant
L > 0 is chosen such that

t
2M, sup / e LU= (s)ds < 1. (22)
t€[0,b] JO
Since
v(K(A)) = max <y(D),modC(D)>, (23)
DeA(K(A))

there exists a countable set {y, }+ , such that {yn}“Loo1 c K(A) and {yn}Jr | achieves the

maximum v(K(A)), namely,

v(K(A)) = ()/({yn}Jr 1), modc ({ya},2 1)) 24)
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So, there exists a set {xn};;o‘l’ C A such that
yu(t) = (Kx,)(¢t) forn > 1andt € [—r,b]. (25)

According to (H3) (iii) and (5) we have for s € [0, b]

A

x({f<s,xs>}:;’?)_n<s> swup {xﬁ(@)}:z?)

—r<6<0

IA

—r<6<0

IA

n(s) sup x({x"(s+9)},f§‘f>

n(s) sup x {X"(f)},Tﬁ?)

—r<t=<s

IA

n(s) sup 6“1/<{X”}Iff>

—r<t<s

IA

n(s)ey ({x"},fz?). (26)
On the other hand, using (H3) (ii) and the fact that {x"};;o‘f C A C Bry,wegetforalln > 1

If (s, x) I < QRo)m(s) fors € [0, b]. 27)

Thanks to (H3) (ii), (H3) (iii), (26), (27) and Lemma 15, all the assumptions of Lemma 16
hold. Consequently we find that

t
x<{(¢f(°,xf)(t)},fﬁ‘f> < 2Mpy ({x"},fi‘f)/o " n(s)ds (28)

for ¢ € [0, b]. Since (H4) holds, by the strong continuity of the resolvent operator (R(?));>0
and the Arzela—Ascoli Theorem, we have that the sets

{(Kix")(0) :n = 1} = {¢(t) + g(x")(t) : n = 1} fort € [-r, 0],

and
{#0) +g(x")(0):n =1}

are relatively compact in X. Consequently

X ({(le")(t)}:j) =0 fort € [-r,0], (29)

and

X ({R(t)(¢(0) + g(x")(O))}jj‘;> =0 forte[0,b]. (30)
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Taking into account (25), (28)—(30) we get that

y({yn}::;> = sup e My <{yn<r>};§;)
te[—r,b]

sup e Ly ({(szn)(l)}:fl)

1€[0,b]
< S[l(l)PbJ(f_LtX({R(f)(ff’(O)+g({xn}n D) + (DF ¢, XN} )
rel0,
t
< sup e L’2Mby<{x pe 1)/ e n(s)ds
tel0,b] 0
t
< ({x”} >2Mb sup / e LU= (5)ds.
tel0,b] JO
On the other hand

y({x”}jﬁ?) <y(A) < y(ﬁ(w} UK(A))) < y({yn}n 1)

1
({x} >2Mb sup / e LU= (5)ds.
1€[0,6]1 JO

% ({x"}jﬁ?) =0. 31)

Combining (26) and (31) we get the following

The inequality (22) gives

X({f(s, x;’)};l"zocl’) =0 foralls € [0, b]. (32)

This gives that the set { f (o ”)}:{‘Xf c L'([0, b); X) is semicompact. In view of Lemma
18, the set ©({f (e, ")} ) is relatively compact in C([0, b]; X) where @ is the operator
defined by (6).

From (H4), the set {Kx" : n > 1} is relatively compact in C([—r, 0]; X). Since {¢(0) +
g(x™)(0) : n > 1}isrelatively compactin X, the family of functions {R(-) (¢ (0)+g(x"*)(0)) :
n > 1} can be shown to be equicontinuous by using the strong continuity of the resolvent
operator (R(?));>0. Using (30) together with the Arzela—Ascoli Theorem, we obtain that
the set {R(e)(¢(0) + g(x")(0)) : n > 1} is relatively compact in C([0, b]; X). Finally
we get that {K»x™ : n > 1} is relatively compact in C([0, b]; X) because (Kx™)(t) =
R(1)(¢(0) + g(x")(0)) + d>f(° x,)(t) for ¢ € [0, b].

Now, let us prove that {yn}n 1= {Kx”};:‘xl) is relatively compact in C([—r, b]; X). To do
this, we use the Arzela—Ascoli Theorem. That is, we need to prove that for each ¢ € [—r, b],
the set {(Kx”)(t) n> 1} is relatively compact in X and the set {Kx”}” | is equicontinuous
on [—r, b]. The relative compactness follows by the fact that for r € [—r, b] we have

n & x™ (@), n =1} for t € [—r,0],
L@, n 2 1} = { l(sz")(t),n > 1] for ¢ € [0, b].

For the equicontinuity, it suffices to use the equicontinuity of {K;x"} >} and {K»x"} 12} and

the fact that (Kx™)(0) = (K1x™")(0) = (K2x™)(0).
It follows that )/({y,,}Jr 1) = 0 .and modc ({yn}, :°<1’) =0.
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From the monotonicity and the nonsingularity of the measure of noncompactness v and the
condition A C ﬁ({O} u K(A)) we have

vM)S%?MmUKMD>SﬂKmn=<ﬂmﬂﬁmedwdxﬁ>=®ﬁ)

Since v is regular, A is relatively compact. In view of the Theorem 21, the operator K has at
least one fixed point x € Bg,, which is a mild solution of the nonlocal problem (1). O

Remark 23 Theorem 22 can be also proved by using the measure of noncompactness defined
in Example 10 together with the condensing operators. For more details, see the proof of
Theorem 3 in [11] when the authors studied the existence of mild solutions of x'(r) €
At)x(t) + F(t,x(t)) for t € [0, b] and x(0) = xp.

Now, we give another existence theorem without condition (16). It is a generalization of
Theorem 3.5 given in [14].

Theorem 24 Assume that (HI1)-(H4) hold except for condition (16). Then, for each ¢ €
C([—r, 0]; X), the nonlocal problem (1) has at least one mild solution on [—r, b] provided
that

. M
lmwwl@w+&+mwmm><L (33)
k— 00 k

where gi = sup{l|g(@)| : le]l < k}.

Proof We should only find a closed convex subset W C C([—r, b]; X) such that K maps W
into itself and complete the proof similarly to Theorem 22. From the inequality (33), there
exists a constant k > 0 such that

Il + g < k

and
Mb<||¢|| + & + Q(k)||"1||u> <k.

Let W ={x € C([—r,b]; X) : ||x||} < k}. For every x € W, we have

KON = eI + )@l
= lloll + gl
= lloll + g
<k

fort € [—r, 0], and

t
[ED) O = [[R@)(S(0) + ()OI + ” /0 R(t —5) f (s, x5)

b
= Mp(lI#ll + llg 1D + Mb/o Q([lxs[m(s)ds

< My (191l + g + k) Iml 1)
<k

fort € [0, b]. We conclude that K maps W into itself. ]
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Application

In this section, we apply the results obtained in the previous section to the following partial
integro-differential equation:

0 0 ! 0
—u(t,y) = —ult,y) +/ ¢t —s)—u(s, y)ds + k(@h(u(t — 1, y))
at dy 0 ay
fort € [0, 1], y € [0, 1],
u(,1) =0 fort e[0,1],
6
u(@,y) = cos (%y) +x/ (1 — ) sinm(0, —n))dn for® e [—1,0] and y € [0, 1],
-1
(34
where A is a positive constant and ¢, x and & are functions satisfying the following assump-
tions:

(A1) ¢ : RY — RT is bounded and C! function such that ¢’ is bounded and uniformly
continuous on R*.

(A2) « :[0, 1] — R is integrable.

(A3) h : R — Ris Lipschitzian with a Lipschitz constant L and 4(0) = 0.

To rewrite Eq. (34) in the abstract form, we introduce the Banach space X = {f €
C([0, 1I; R) : f(1) = 0} of continuous functions from [0, 1] to R vanishing at 1, equipped
with the supremum norm.

We define the operator A : D(A) C X — X by

{D(A) ={feC'(0,1;R): f'(1)= f(1) =0}
Af = f'.

It is well known from [29, page 44] that A is the generator of the so-called Cp- semigroup of
left translations (7 (¢));>0 on X, given by

(T F)(s) = f(t+s5) fort+s<]1
(T fH)s)=0 fort+s > 1,

which implies that (H1) is satisfied. Furthermore, from [15, page 120], the Co-semigroup
(T (2)):>0 1s not equicontinuous.
Let B: D(A) C X — X be the operator defined by

B()f = t()Af fort e[0,1]and f € D(A).

Then (H2) follows from (A1). Define the functions f : [0, 1] x C([—1,0]; X) — X,
g:C([0,1]; X) — C([—1,0]; X) and ¢ by

f@ ) (y) = k@®)h(p(=1)(y)) fort €[0,1]and y € [0, 1], (35)
0
gWO)(y) = /\/1(1 — y)sin(¥ (0)(—n))dn for & € [-1,0] and y € [0, 1],
60, y) = cos (%y) for@ € [—1,0] and y € [0, 1]. (36)

If we take x(-)(y) = u(-, y), then Equation (34) takes the following abstract form

t
x'(t) = Ax (1) +/ B(t — s)x(s)ds + f(t,x;) for t €0, 1]

0 (37)
xo =¢ +gx) € C([~1,0]; X).
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In view of Theorem 2, Eq. (34) has a unique resolvent operator (R(?));>0. According to
Theorem 6, the resolvent operator (R(t));>0 1S not equicontinuous.
The function f is well defined. In fact, lett € [0, 1] and ¢ € C([—1,0]; X). If y, — y in
[0, 1]then we have thatp(—1)(y,) — @(—1)(y).From (A3),itfollows thath(¢(—1)(y,)) —
h(p(—1)(y)). Consequently

F& o)) = f@ o) ).

Using (A3) (h(0) = 0)we get f(t, )(1) = k()h(p(—1)(1)) = k(t)h(0) = 0. We conclude
that f (¢, ¢) € X which means that f is well defined.

Thanks to (A2) and (A3), we can also prove that the function f satisfies (H3) (i).
Assumption (A3) implies for t € [0, 1] and ¢ € C([—1, 0], X) that

If @ ol = sup [f(z, @)Y < [(@®)] sup [A(p(—D(y))]
1] y€l0.1]

yelo,

= |k (®)] sup |h(p(=1)(y)) — h(0)]
velo0,1]

< |[k(O)|Ly SUP1 (=D ()|

yelo,1]
= k@ |Lnlle(=DI
= lk@ILnllell-

This means that (H3) (ii) holds with Q(z) = L,z forz € RT andm(¢) = |k (¢)|fort € [0, 1].
On the other hand, due to (A3), we get

1f @, @)= f& YI < Lplk®llle(=1) — ¥ (=D]. (38)
Lemma 25 The function f satisfies Hypothesis (H3) (iii) with n(-) = Lp|k (-)|.

Proof Let D be a bounded subset of C([—1,0], X) and ¢t € [0, 1]. Then D(—1) is a
bounded subset of X. Let us pose A = x(D(—1)) and fix some ¢ > 0. Then there exists
{x1,x2,...,x,} C X such that

D(=1) C | JB(xi, h+e). (39)
i=1

We can find {1, ¢2,...,0,} C C([—1,0]; X) such that ¢;(—1) = x; for each i €
{1,2,...,n}. Put z; = f(t,¢;) fori € {1,2,...,n}. Let z € f(¢, D). Then there exists
¢ € D such that z = f(¢, ¢). Since ¢(—1) € D(—1), by (39) there exists ip € {1,...,n}
such that

lo(=1) —xjpll <2 + & (40)

By virtue of (38) and (40), it follows that

lz = zigl = 1f @ @) = f & @il < Lalc O lllo(=1) — @iy (=Dl = Lalc @)]lle(=1)
—Xigll < Lalc@)|[A + £].

We have proved that for each z € f (¢, D) there exists ip € {l,...,n} such that z €
B(zjy, Li|k(t)|[A + €]). Hence we conclude that

f(LD)CUB(ZiaLh|K(t)|[)\+5])- (41)

i=1

@ Springer



Differ Equ Dyn Syst (April 2022) 30(2):315-333 331

On the

basis of the definition of the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness we get

x(f(t, D)) < Lple(O)[[x(D(=1)) + €].

Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that

Afterw

x(f(t, D)) < Lylk (0)|x (D(=1)).

ards

x(f(t, D)) < Lple ()] sup x(D(O)). (42)
9e[~1.,0]

This means that (H3) (iii) is satisfied with n(-) = Lp|«(-)| and the proof of Lemma 25 is
now complete. O

Lemma 26 The function g defined by (36) satisfies Hypothesis (H4).

Proof For the sake of convenience, we divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1.

lg(

Step 2.

Step 3.

We show that the function g is well defined. Let u € C([0, 1], X), 0,0" € [—1,0]
with9’ <@ and y, y € [0, 1].
We have

0

1 ISin(u(O)(—n))Idn> ly =y =A@+ DIy =l

< My =Y. (43)

WO — g O] < A ( /

Clearly, g(u)(0)(1) = 0 which together with the inequality (43) lead to g(u)(09) € X.
On the other hand
0
[g)@)(y) — gw) (@) (Y] < A1 —y) /9 [ sin(u(0)(—n))ldn
< Al§ =0
Hence
llg@)(@) — g) (@) < 1|6 — 6. (44)

We conclude that g(u) € C([—1, 0]; X).
We prove that the function g is continuous. Let u, u’ € C([0, 1]; X).
Foreach 6 € [—1,0] and y € [0, 1] we have

9
lg@)O)(») — g (O (W] = (1 —y) /1 | sin(u(0)(=n)) — sin(u’(0)(=n))|dn

9
=il =y /1 |t (0) (=) — u'(0)(=n)|dn

<A =)@+ Du—u')|
< Mlu —u'll, (45)

which yields that
lig(u) — gl < Allu —u'l. (46)

We conclude that the function g is continuous on C([0, 1]; X).

We prove that the function g satisfies inequality (16).

Observing that g(0) = 0, it follows from inequality (46) that ||g(u)| < Al|u]| for
each u € C([0, 1]; X). Hence (16) holds with c = A and d = 0.
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Step 4. We show that the function g is compact.
Let B C C([0, 1]; X) be a bounded subset of diameter 6(B). We have to prove that
g(B) is relatively compact in C([—1, 0]; X). To do this, we must prove that:

(i) The family g(B) is equicontinuous on [—1, 0].
(ii) The family g(B)(6) is relatively compact in X for each 6 € [—1, O].

Assertion (i) follows from (44). Next, we show that (ii) holds. Firstly, the equicontinuity
of the family g(B)(6) on [0, 1] follows from (43). Secondly, using (45) we deduce that
8(g(B)(0)(y)) < A8(B) which means that the family g(B)(6)(y) is bounded. The proof of
Lemma 26 is now complete. O

Now, the inequality (17) of Theorem 22 is equivalent to the existence of Ry > 0 such that
R0<1—M1(X+thll<||u)) > Miléll = My, 47

where M1 = sup, (o, 17 IIR(?)||. This is equivalent to say that
Mi(A+ Lyllkll1) < 1. (48)

At this point, if we suppose that (48) holds, then all the assumptions of Theorem 22 are
fulfilled. Thus, we have the following result.

Proposition 27 Under the assumptions (A1)—(A3), the nonlocal problem (34) has at least
one mild solution on [—1, 1] provided that (48) holds.
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