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Abstract

In this paper we introduce the concept of a PC-mild solution to a general new class
of noninstantaneous impulsive fractional differential inclusions involving the
generalized Caputo derivative with the lower bound at zero in infinite dimensional
Banach spaces. Using the formula of a PC-mild solution, we give two classes of
sufficient conditions to guarantee the existence of PC-mild solutions via fixed point
theorems for multivalued functions. Also we characterize the compactness of the
solution set. We introduce the concept of generalized Ulam-Hyers stability and
present a generalized Ulam-Hyers stability result using multivalued weakly Picard
operator theory. Examples are given to illustrate the theoretical results.
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1 Introduction

Fractional inequalities, equations and inclusions arise in various fields, such as physics,
mechanics and engineering [1-8] and in particular fractional differential inclusions arise
in mathematical modelling of problems in game theory, stability and optimal control. For
some recent development on qualitative analysis of fractional differential equations and
inclusions, we refer the reader to [9—-20] and the references therein.

The theory of impulsive differential equations and impulsive differential inclusions
arises naturally in biology, physics, engineering, and medical fields [21-24] and model
processes where at certain moments they change their state rapidly. In general, there are
two impulsive effect in differential equations. One is called instantaneous impulsive differ-
ential equations (see [25], i.e., the duration of these changes is relatively short compared
to the overall duration of the whole process). The other is noninstantaneous impulsive
differential equations (see [26], i.e., the impulsive action starts at an arbitrary fixed point
and remains active on a finite time interval). For developments in the study of mild solu-
tions to instantaneous impulsive differential equations we refer the reader to [27-31] and
the references therein. However, the action of instantaneous impulses does not describe
some dynamics of evolution processes in pharmacotherapy. Consider the hemodynamic
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equilibrium of a person. In the case of a decompensation, for example high or low levels of
glucose, one can prescribe some intravenous drugs insulin. The introduction of the drugs
in the bloodstream and the consequent absorption for the body are gradual and continu-
ous process. In this situation the impulsive action starts at any arbitrary fixed point and
stays active on a finite time interval. Hernandaz and O’Regan [26] introduced a new class

of noninstantaneous impulsive differential equations of the form

X (t) = Ax(t) + f(t,x(2)), te€(sjtin)i=0,1,2,...,m,
x(t) = gi(t,x(t)), te(t,sil,i=1,2,...,m, 1)

x(o) = X0,

where A : D(A) € E — E is the generator of a Cy-semigroup {7'(¢) : £ > 0} on a Banach
space E with a norm | - ||, f: [0,b] x E — E is a given function, and the fixed points s;
and t; satisfy O =sp <t <s1<lp <Sp<l3+ <ty <Spu<byy =b,and g : [t;,s] X E—~E
is continuous for all i = 1,2, ..., m. Pierri et al. [32] studied the existence and uniqueness
of (1) in the fractional power space using the theory of analytic semigroups. Motivated by
[26], Wang and Feckan [33] modified (1) to the following form:

x/(t) = Ax(t) +f(t1x(t))r te (Si! tHl); i= O: 1: 21 cee,m,
x(t;—) :gi(ti,x(t;))> i=1,2,...,m,
x@t) =gt x(£)), te(tys)i=L2,...,m,

()

x(0) = xo,

where x(¢;") and x(t]) are the left and right limit, respectively, of the function x at the points
t;,i=1,...,m, and an existence uniqueness result for (2) was presented. For recent work
on this topic we refer the reader to [34—41] and the references therein.

For the theory of Ulam stability [42] we refer the reader to [43-50]. Wang and Feckan
[33] introduced four types of Ulam stability for (2) and presented generalized Ulam-Hyers-
Rassias stability results for (2) on both compact and unbounded intervals.

For impulsive fractional differential equations, one can propose different concepts of so-
lutions. There are basically two approaches in the literature, one by adopting a generalized
Caputo derivative keeping the lower bound at zero and the other using the classical Ca-
puto derivative and switching it at the impulsive points. In this paper, we study existence
and stability of noninstantaneous impulsive fractional differential inclusions of the form

‘D x(t) € F(t,x(t)) ae.te(sytia],i=0,1,...,mae(0,1),
x(tf) =gty x(t7)), i=1,...,m, o
x(t) = gi(t,x(£)), tesili=1,...,m,

x(o) = X0,

in a separable Banach space E, where °Dg ,x(¢) is the generalized Caputo derivative which
is defined via the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order o with the lower limit
zero for the function x at the point ¢, and the multifunction F : [0,5] x E — 2F will be
defined later.
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The main contributions are:
(i) We give a concept of PC-mild solutions to (3).

(i) Using fixed point theorems for multivalued functions we obtain two classes of
sufficient conditions to guarantee existence of PC-mild solutions in piecewise
continuous spaces endowed with the Chebyshev norm and the Bielecki norm. In
addition, the compactness of the solution set is also discussed.

(ili) We introduce a concept of generalized Ulam-Hyers stability for noninstantaneous
impulsive fractional differential inclusions and we present a
generalized-Ulam-Hyers stability result using multivalued weakly Picard operator

theory.

2 Preliminaries and notations

Let J = [0,b]. Denote Py(E) = {B C E : B is non-empty and bounded}, Py(E) = {BC E :
Bis non-empty, convex and closed}, Py(E) = {B < E : Bisnon-empty, convex and
compact}, and let conv(B) (respectively, conv(B)) be the convex hull (respectively, con-
vex closed hull in E of a subset B. Let L?(J, E) be the space of E-valued Bochner integrable
functions on J with the norm ||f||z»¢.g) = (f(f’ IWf @)11P dt)ll’. We recall that, [51] if X and Y
are two topological spaces, then a multifunction G : X — P(Y) is said to be upper semi-
continuous (u.s.c.) if G(V) = {x € X : G(x) C V} is an open subset of X for every open
V C Y. Also Giscalled closed ifits graph ' = {(x,y) € X x Y : y € G(x)} is closed subset of
the topological space X x Y and G is said to be completely continuous if G(B) is relatively
compact for every bounded subset B of X.

If X and Y are two Hausdorff topological spaces and G : X — P(Y) is a u.s.c. multifunc-
tion with non-empty closed values, then it is closed, and if Y is compact and G is closed,
then it is u.s.c.

If X is a normed space and G :J — Py(X), then the set St. = {f € LP(J,X) : f(¢) €
G(t), a.e. t € J} is called the set of Lebesgue p-integrable selections of G.

To introduce the concept of mild solution of (3), we consider the set of functions

PC(J,E) = {x:]—> E:x‘]i € C(J;,E),J; = (s;, ti1],i = 0,1,...,m, and

x(¢]) and x(¢;) exist for each i =1,...,m},

where x; : denotes the domain of x restricted to the subinterval J; C J.
It is well known that PC(J, E) is a Banach space endowed with the Chebyshev PC-norm:

¢ llpcy,r) = max{||x(6)|| : £ €},
or the Bielecki PCB-norm:
l%llpcpy.e) = max{e ™ |x(t)| : €T}, L e[0,00).
Next, we consider the map xpc : Pp(PC(J, E)) — [0, 00] defined by

xec(B) = max x;(By),
1,...m

,,,,,,

i=
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where y;,i=0,1,...,m, is the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness on the Banach space
C(J;,E) and

By = {x* ], — E:x*(t) = x(t), t € J; and x*(&;) :x(t;),x EB}.

Of course Bjj; = {x|f x € B}. It is easily seen that xpc is the Hausdorff measure of non-
compactness on the Banach space PC(J, E).

In what follows, we recall some basic concepts and properties of fractional calculus in
[52, 53].

Definition 2.1 (see [52], p.10, (1.9)) The Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order
q > 0 with the lower limit zero for a function f € L?(J, E), p € [1,00) is defined as follows:

t (s Ng-1
160 = (g +/)(0) = fo %f(s) &, te,

where g,(£) = r( ), for t > 0 and g,(¢) = 0 for t < 0, the symbol * denotes the convolution
of function and I'(-) is the Euler Gamma function defined by I'(g) = fooo ti et dt and the
integration is understand in the sense of Bochner. Obviously, Ig,tf (t) =f(¢) for g = 0.

It is well known [52], p.10, (1.10), that
1815 f(0) =18"f(®), B.g=0.

Moreover, by applying Young’s inequality, it follows that

||Igyff||LpU,E) = lgg *fllrg.p) < lggllpgrn) fllrg.p) = 81D lr g E)-
Then I§, maps L7(J,E) to L?(],E).

Definition 2.2 ([52], p.10, (1.11)) Let g > 0, m be the smallest integer greater than or
equalto gandf € L'(/,E) such that g,,_, *f € W™!(J, E). The Riemann-Liouville fractional
derivative of order g with the lower limit zero for f is defined by

D, f(t) = WIS” - (gm g *f)),
where
m-1 tk
W"NJ,E) = {f :f(t) = ch? +1"¢(t),t €] for some ¢ € L'(J,E) }.
k=0 '

Note that in the above definition ¢ =f(m) and ¢ =f(k)(0), k=0,1,...,m—1.
Next, we collect some elementary properties for Riemann-Liouville fractional integral
and derivative.

Lemma 2.3 (see [53], p.74, Prop. 2.2) Let q > 0 and m be the smallest integer greater than
or equal to q. Then we have
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() Iff € L\(J,E), then Gm—gq * (Ig,tf) e WY, E) and Dg,tlg,tf(t) =f(t) ae.
(i) Ify >qandf € LNJ,E) then Dg,tlg,tf(t) = Ig;qf(t) a.e. In particular, if y >k, k € N,
then DI IV f(£) = I}, £ (£) ae.
(iii) Ifp> é and f € LMJ,E), then Ig‘ﬁf(t) is continuous.

Definition 2.4 ([52], p.10, (1.20)) Let g > 0 and m be an integer such that m -1 < g < m.
The Caputo derivative of order g with the lower limit zero for a given function f € L}(J, E)
is defined by

m-1 (k)
“Dif(0) = D, (f(t) - Z’%#)

k=0

provided the right side is point-wise defined on J.

We have the following:
(i) Iff € C"(J,E), then

1 t
D f(O) = 50— / (£ = )" f(s) ds.
of I'(m—q) Jo f
(ii) Iff € LP(J,E),p > %1, then (I2,f)O(£),k =1,...,m — 1 exists at any £ € J and
(Ig}tf)(k)(O) =0,k=1,...,m—1,so

‘DE I8 f(8)=DE 05 f() =f(8), aete]. (4)

Lemma 2.5 Let«a € (0,1), and h € L*(J,E), p > % Assume x : ] — E be a function defined
by

X0+ ps [yt =s)*h(s)ds, tel0,t],

)

l(tyx(tl_))) te (ti,Si],i=1,2,...,m,
H=1{° e 1 (5)
8ilsi X(87)) = 1553 Jo' (si = 8)* T h(s) ds

+ F [t =9 "h(s)ds, telsptinli=12,...,m.

Then we have the following results:
(i) The function x has the Caputo derivative of order « on (s;,t;41],i =0,1,...,m, and
satisfies the following linear problems:

CDg’tx(t) = h(t) a.e.t e (Sl‘, ti+1]ri = 0, 1, e, m,
x(t]) =gt %)), i=1,...,m, ©
x(t) = gi(t,%(8)), tet,sli=1,...,m,

x(0) = xo.

(i) The function x is continuous at s;,i =1,...,m.
(ili) Ifti=si;, git,x)=x,i=1,...,mand (t,x) €] X E, then
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and forany t € ],

1 t
t) = —— | (t-95)*"h(s)d
50 =30+ 5o [ (€= )
Proof (i) Let t € (s;,t;11],i = 0,1,...,m. Using Lemma 2.3(ii) and (4) we have
Dy x(t) =° D§ 15 h(t) = h(t)  a.e.

(ii) Foranyi=1,...,m,

lim x(t) = lim [gl (sirx(27))
t—st

t— S

_ ool
F(a)/ (s; —8)* " h(s)ds

l

H)/ugﬂmm]
= gilsu(£7)) = x(s7)-
(iii) Assume that t; = s;,g;(t,x) =x,i = 1,...,m and (¢,x) € ] x E. Note that
x(t]) =ity 2(t7)) = 5(£)-
Moreover, for t € (¢, £2],

x(t) = x(tl )/ (t = 8)*Lh(s) ds + (1)/0t(t—s)“1h(s)ds

1 . a-1 a1
*m/o - 0= [ -9 o

_ 011
l"( )/(t $)*h(s)ds

- _ -l
+ F(oc)_/o(t $)* " h(s)ds.

:xo

Similarly, for ¢ € (¢, t3],
x(t) = x(tz_) - ﬁ /0 2(L‘z —8)* L h(s) ds + ﬁ /o (¢ —9)*h(s)ds
=xo + ﬁ ./o 2(1,‘2 —8)* Y h(s) ds — ﬁ /0 2(1,‘2 —8)* L h(s) ds

1 ! a-1
+m/0 (t—s)*"h(s)ds

_ L ! el
—x0+r(a)/0(t $)*h(s)ds

Next, one can repeat the above procedure to obtain

— L ! _ -l
x(t)—x0+r(a)/o(t $)*“h(s)ds, Vte].

The proof is complete. d
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Lemma 2.6 Assume that E is a reflexive Banach space and o € (0,1). If x € C'(J,E) then
Ig,t(cD‘(’)‘,tx(t)) =x(t) —x(0), Vte].

Proof Since E is reflexive Banach space and x € C'(J, E), then there is a & € L}(J, E) such
that

x(t) = x(0) + /Oth(s) ds, Vte].
Then
15, (*DG x(8)) =I5, (15,2 6V (2)) = Lo, (5P (2)) = x(2) — %(0).
The proof is finished. O

Lemma 2.7 Assume that E is a reflexive Banach space. Let o € (0,1) and h € L}(J,E). If
x € PC(J,E) ﬂ;ig’ CY((s;, ti41), E) and satisfies (6), then x satisfies (5).

Proof Let t € [0,1] such that °Df ,x(¢) = h(t). Then
Iy k() = Ig,t(cDg,tx(t)) =x(t) + ¢o.
Since x(0) = xo,
1 t
x(t) =x9 + —— / (t—9)*th(s)ds, fortel[0,t].
') Jo
Let t € (s1, ) such that °Df .x(¢) = h(t). Then
I3 ,h(t) = I3, (*D ,x(8)) = x(8) + 1.
Thus,
x(t) = I ,h(t) — c1.
Note that x(s7) = &1 (s, *(])), and we have
a=a (sl_,x(tl_)) - IS‘,SIh(t).

Thus, for t € (s, £3)

x(¢) :gl(sl_,x(tl_)) 15, h(t) + —/ (t = )% I(s) ds

['(a)
= )X t —8)*h(s)ds + — t—3)%h(s)d.
~alsr0) - s [ -9 s v s [ ds
Similarly, we can show that x satisfies (5) for the other subintervals. O

Now, we introduce the concept of a mild solution for problem (3).
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Definition 2.8 A function x € PC(J, E) is called a PC-mild solution of (3) if

X0+ 7 Jo =9 f()ds, te(0,n],
g(tx(t), te(tysili=12,...,m,
&5 x(t7)) = gy Jo (5= 9)*7f (s) s
+ 7 Jo =97 () ds, te(sptinli=1,2,...,m,

x(t) =

»
where f € SE(x()*

We need the following lemma.

Page 8 of 28

7)

Lemma 2.9 ([54], p.65, p.88, Theorem 111.41) Let (T, B) be a measurable space and (E, d)
a separable Banach space. Let G : T — 2F be a measurable closed valued multifunction

and g : T — E be a measurable function. If the multivalued function

U(t) = {x € G(t) : | g(t) — x| = d(g(0), (1))},

has non-empty values, then there is a measurable function z : T — E such that z(t) € U(t)

a.e.,ie.,

lg® - z(@)| = d(g(®), G(®), a.e.

The following fixed point theorems are crucial in the proof of our main result.

Lemma 2.10 (see [55], p.583, Cor. 17.55 or [56]) (Kakutani-Fan-Glicksberg) Let W be
a non-empty compact and convex subset of a locally convex topological vector space. If

R: W — Pg.,(W) is an u.s.c. multifunction, then it has a fixed point.

Lemma 2.11 (see [56], p.77, Prop. 3.5.1) Let W be a closed subset of a Banach space X and
R: W — P (X) be a closed multifunction which is y -condensing on every bounded subset

of W, where y is a monotone measure of noncompactness defined on X. If the set of fixed

points for R is a bounded subset of X then it is compact.

Lemma 2.12 (see [57], p.6) Let (X,d) be a complete metric space. If R : X — Py(X) is a

contraction, then R has a fixed point.

3 Existence of mild solutions for the problem (3)
In this section, we establish existence results for mild solutions of (3).

Theorem 3.1 Let F : ] x E — Py(E) be a multifunction and g; : [t;,s;) x E — E,i =

1,2,...,m. We assume the following conditions:

(Hy) Foreveryx € E, t— F(t,x) is measurable and for a.e. t € ], x — F(t,x) is upper semi-

continuous.

(Ha) There exist a function ¢ € LP(J,R*),p > é, and a nondecreasing continuous function

Q:[0,00) — [0, 00] such that, for any x € E,

|E@Ex)| < e@lIxl), aete].
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(Hs) There exists a function 8 € LP(J,R*),p > é, satisfying
81Bllrgrey <1, (8)
and for every bounded subset D C E,

x(Ft,D)) < B()x(D) foraete],

1
ba—[—? p-1 )1774

(o) ‘ap-1

(Hy) Foreveryi=1,2,...,m,g; is continuous and completely continuous and there exists a

where x is the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness in E and n =

positive constant h; such that
lgit®)| < hillxll, ¢ €tisi]xek.
Then problem (3) has a PC-mild solution provided that there is a r > 0 such that

o]l + a7 + 22l @l pgre) < 7, 9)
where h =" h;.

Proof From (H;) and (Hy), Sf?(-,xn)) is non-empty (see [56]). Now we turn problem (3) into
a fixed point problem and define a multifunction R : PC(J,E) — 2P“V'5) as follows: for
x € PC(J, E), R(x) is the set of all functions y € R(x) such that

%o+ 1y Jo(E =9 ()ds, te[0,n],

y(t) = gf(t’x(ff})» t le (ti;s,-], i=1, 21 o, o)
8isi%(87)) — 1y Jo' (si =) f(s)dis

+ ﬁ f()t(t - S)ail_f(s) dS, le [sir ti+1]: i=1, 21 cey

wheref € S7 .

It is easy to see that any fixed point for R is a mild solution for (3). We prove using
Lemma 2.10 that R has a fixed point.

Let By = {x € PC(J,E) : ||x|]| < r}. Note By is a bounded, closed and convex subset of
PC(J, E). Now, we claim that R(By) C By. To prove this, let x € By and y € R(x). Using (H>),
(9), (10) and Holder’s inequality we get for £ € [0, 1],

Q(V) ! a—1
|Mwsmw+ﬁglaﬂ>wwm

p-1

Q(r) £ (@-1)p 12

<ol + = llell +</ (t—s) 71 ds
T TN,
Q(r) 1\7
r el P— ’

< — FIY/ 7 (- —
< %ol + @) lellzrgr+ (oep—l)

= [lxoll + )nll@llrgrs < 7. (11)
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Ift e (ts;],=1,2,...,m, then

ly®] < (&2 | < il (&) | < ir <. (12)

Similarly, for ¢ € [s;t;1],i=1,2,...,m, we get

ly@|
a-1 Ot 1
< lalsun)] + gy [ 6= WO ds+ s / (-9 f(5)] ds
Q(r) 5i (@lp 5 t (ot 5
<hr+ mllwllwu,m[(/o (si—s) 7 dS) + </0 (t—s) dS) ]
<hir+2Qrllelrgry <r. (13)

Therefore R(B,) C B,.

Next, for every n > 1, set B, = convR(B,_1). Note that B, is a non-empty, closed and con-
vex subset of PC(/, E). Moreover, B; = convR(Bg) C By. Also B, = convR(B;) C convR(By) C
B;. By induction, the sequence (B,), n > 1 is a decreasing sequence of non-empty, closed
and bounded subsets of PC(J,E). Set B=(),.; B

Now, by arguing as in Steps 1, 3 and 6 in the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [41], we see that
the values of R are closed, the set ZV_,' is equicontinuous for every i = 0,1,2,...,m, and the
graph of the multivalued function Ry : B— 28 is closed; here Z = R(B,) and

Zy = {y* € C(J,E): y*(t) = y(t), t € 1, y*(t:) :y(t;'),y 1S Z}.

We now show that the subset B = ()7, B, is non-empty and compact in PC(/, E). From

the generalized Cantor intersection theorem [43], it is enough to show that

lim xpc(B,) =0, (14)

n—00

where xpc is the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness on PC(J, E) defined in Section 2.
Let n > 1 be a fixed natural number and ¢ > 0. In view of [58], p.125, there exists a se-
quence (yx), k > 11in R(B,_;) such that

xpc(Bn) = xpcR(By-1) < 2xpciyk ik =1} +e.
From the definition of xpc, the above inequality becomes

xec(By) =2 max xi(Sy) +¢, (15)
J=0,1,...m

where S = {yx : k > 1} and y; is the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness on C(,E).

Since BV’U_i’ J=0,1,...,m, is equicontinuous,

Xi(Syp) = sup x (S(2)),

tej;
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where y is the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness on E. Therefore, using the nonsin-
gularity of x, (15) becomes

xpc(By) <2 max [SUPX (S(t))] +e
i=0,1,...,m tef;

=2sup x (S(t)) +é&

te]

=2supx{yk(t):kzl} +&. (16)

te]

Now, since yx € R(B,-1), k > 1 there is x; € B,,_1 such that yx € R(xx), k > 1. Recalling the

definition of R for every k > 1 thereis a f € Sf;(.,xk(.)) such that for every ¢t € J,

x @)k =1}

o xUfoE =) ils)ds :k =1} if £ € [0,1],

x{git,x(8)) :k>=1} ift e (t,s],i=1,2,...,m,

xgi(sixx(£7)) 1 k = 1) 17)
+ ﬁx{fosi(si —5)* Yi(s)ds: k > 1}
+ ﬁx{fg(t—s)“*lﬁ((s)ds:kz 1} iftelsytinli=12,...,m

IA

Note that, by the complete continuity of g;, i = 1,2,...,m, we get
X {gi(t,xk(t[)) k> 1} = X{g,-(s,',xk(ti_)) k> 1} =0. (18)
Next, we observe that from (F3), that fora.e. t €

x i@k =1} < x{F(s,x(8)) : k = 1}
< B@)x{m(®) : k =1}
< Bt)x (Bua(t))
< B(O)xpc(By-1) := v (9). 19)
Furthermore, by (Hy), for any k > 1 and for almost £ € J, [ ()]l < ¢(£)(r). Consequently,
fi € IP(J,E),k > 1. Note that y € L?(J,R*). Then, by virtue of [59], Lemma 4(ii), there

exists a compact K, C E, a measurable set /. C /, with measure less than €, and a sequence
of functions {z} C L?(J, E) such that, for all s € ], {z{(s) : k > 1} C K and

|Lfk(s) —zi(s) H <2y(s)+€ foreveryk>1andeveryse/]—J. (20)

Using (19) and Holder’s inequality, we get k > 1

”/ (t—s)*t (fk(s) - z,e((s)) ds
[0,t1]-Je

< / (6= 1 fals) - 24(5) | s
[0,t1]-Je¢
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p-1

(a=Dp a
= ka - Zi ”[}7([0,“],]6,5) (/[ (t—s) 71 ds)

0,61]-Je

< Iy lwrqonl-rr) + €0”)nl(@). (21)

From Holder’s inequality we get for any k > 1,

(= 5)*"fils) ds
Je

<Q@r) | (t-9""p(s)ds
]6

p-1

(a-1)p V2
< QW lellwoz / (t-9)F ds
Je

< QMlellrg. roynT (o). (22)

From (21) and (22) we have, for ¢ € [0,#;],

X<{/(;t(t_s)a_1ﬁ<(5)ds:k21})
EX({[ (t—S)alfk(S)ds:kzl})
[0,t1]-Je
+X({/j(t_s)a_lﬂ(s)ds:kzl})
5)‘({/ (t_s)a_l(ﬁ‘(s)—ZZ(S))ds:kz1})
[0,t1]Je
X ({-/[O,rﬂ—fe (t—s) "'z (s)ds: k> 1})
+X({ (t‘s)a_lk(S)ds:k31}>
]E

< 2B ou1—e k") XpcBuo1) + €BP)nT (@) + Q1) @l g mynT (@) (23)
Taking into account that ¢ is arbitrary, the inequality (23) gives us for all £ € [0, 1],
t
x ({ [ -9t dsik= 1}) < 20 Bllou ) 0BT @) eu)
0
Similarly, we can show thatif ¢ € [s;, ¢;1],i = 1,2,...,m, then
X {/ (si =) fils)ds: k > 1} <21 Bl (s, t501,2%) Xoc Bue)nT (@) (25)
0
and

t
X {/ (t—5)""fi(s)ds: k > 1} <21 Bllzr (s 0184 X Bro1)nT (). (26)
0
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From (17), (18), (24), (25) and (26) for every t € ],

x{y@):k=1} <8181l 3 - xec(Bu-)n: (27)

1
10,

Now (27), (16) and the fact that ¢ is arbitrary, yields

B,) <8 B,_1)n,
xpc(By) < ||/3||L%U,R+)XPC( O

SO

n-1
0 < xec(Bx) < (81llBllrgrs)” xpc(B1), Vm=1.

Since this inequality is true for every # € N, from (8) and by passing to the limit as # — +0o0,
we obtain (14).

From the generalized Cantor intersection property the set B =, B, is a non-empty
and compact subset of PC(/, E). Moreover, since every B, is bounded, closed and convex,
Bis also bounded closed and convex. We now claim that R(B) C B. Indeed, R(B) € R(B,) C
convR(B,) = By,1, for every n > 1. Therefore, R(B) C ﬂiiz B,.Also B, C B, foreveryn >1,
soR(B) C(2yBy=( oy By=B.

Therefore, the multivalued Rz : B — 22 is a closed compact map with non-empty con-
vex compact values, and hence u.s.c. From Lemma 2.10, there is a x € B such that x € R(x).
Thus x is a PC-mild solution for (3). O

In the following theorem we prove that the set of PC-mild solutions of (3) is compact.
Theorem 3.2 Ifthe function 2 in (H2) is of the form Q(r) = r + 1, then under the assump-

tions of Theorem 3.1 the set of solutions of (3) is a non-empty compact subset in PC(J,E)
provided that

b+ 2nllellrgre < 1. (28)

Proof From Theorem 3.1 the set of solutions of (3) is non-empty. Indeed, let R : PC(J, E) —

2PCUE) be defined as in Theorem 3.1 and we take 7 in (9) as

_ixoll + 20ll@llrg Ry
1-(h+2nllelrgr)

Note r is well defined because of (28). From Theorem 3.1 we know that the problem (3)
has a PC-mild solution in B. Now, by arguing as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, there is a
non-empty convex compact subset B such that Rz : B— 25 is a closed compact map with
non-empty convex compact values. Then Rz is ypc-condensing on every bounded subset
of B. From Lemma 2.11, in order to show that the set of solutions of (3) is compact, it

suffices to prove that the set of fixed points of R is bounded. Let x be a fixed point of R.
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Then there is an integrable selection f for F(-,x(-)) such that

X0+ 1 Jo (=9 f(9)ds, te0,n],
gz’(t,x(t{)), te(t,s],i=12,...,m,
&ilsy X)) + 5 f1 (£ =) S (s) s
+ ﬁ [t =9 (s)ds, telsitinli=12,...,m.

We argue as in Theorem 3.1 and we get

lxllecy. < lxoll + Allxliecy.r + 2(Ixllec.r + 1)nll@lrgrs)-

From (28), we obtain

lllocg < lxoll + 2nll@llzr g r*) _,
T 1=+ 2nllelrgr)

Finally, from Lemma 2.11, the proof is complete. O

In the following theorem we will show that if we use the Bielecki PCB-norm, then we

can establish an existence result for (3) without assuming a condition similar to (9).

Theorem 3.3 Let F:] X E— Py(E) and g; : [t;,s;]] X E — E,i =1,2,...,m. Assume the

following assumptions hold:

(Hs) Foreveryx € E,t — F(t,x) is measurable.
(Hg) Thereisa ¢ € LP(J,R"),p > é such that
(i) Foreveryx,y€E,

h(F(t,x),F(t,)) < s(@®)llx—yl, forae te],

where h: Py (E) X Py (E) — R* is the Hausdor(f distance.
(ii) Foreveryx€E,

sup{||x|| :x € F(t, 0)} <¢(t), foraete].

(H7) Foralli=1,2,...,m, there is a positive constant §; such that, for every x,y € E and

every t € [t;,s;], we have

|gi(t %) - @it )| < &illx—yll.
Then (3) has a PC-mild solution.

Proof From (Hs) and (Hg), for any x € PC(J, E), the set Sﬁ(_,x('» is non-empty. Consider
the multifunction map R : PC(J, E) — 2PCUP a5 follows: for x € PC(J, E), R(x) is the set of
all functions y € R(x) such that (10) holds. It is easy to see that any fixed point for R is a
PC-mild solution for (3). We now show that R satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 2.12.
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Note from (Hy), for every n > 1, and for ¢ € J,

|F(t,2)| = h(F(t,%(2)), (0})
< h(F(t,x(0)), F(¢,0)) + h(F(z,0),{0})

<s@[x®| +s® < s@®1+ lIxllecg.p)-

Arguing as in Step 1 in the proof of Theorem 3.3 in [41], we see that the values of R are
closed.

We now show that R is contraction. Let x1,x, € PC(J,E) and y; € R(x;). Then there is a
fe S?(‘,xl(')) such that

X0+ T fo - 5)*" 1f(S)als, te0,4],
gilt,gi- (sl L (6) = wg Jo o i1 =) (s) ds
n(t) = 5 Jo' —s)“ 1f() s), te(thsl=1,2,...,m, (29)
&l x(6) = wgy Jo' (si =) f(s)ds
ks Jie =) s ds, e [sitinli=12,...,m

Next, since F(t,x,(t)) is compact for any ¢ € ], the set U(£) = {x € F(t,x2(¢)) : d(f(¢)
d(f(t), G(t))} is non-empty. According to Lemma 2.9, there is a measurable functlon h :
J — E such that h(t) € F(¢,x,(¢)), a.e. and

Hf(t) — h(t) || = d(f(t),F(t,xz(t))), forae.te/.
Observe that from (Hg)(i), we have
h(F(t, xz(t)),F(t, xl(t))) < ¢(t) ”xl(t) — xo(¢) H, fora.e. t /.

Then s € Sp w1th

||h( £ H <g(t (||x2 —x1(2) ), fora.e. t€J. (30)

Let

%o + g5 Jo €= 9" h(s)ds, t€[0,4],
&it,gia(sicn,xa(8))) — %a) fOtH (tion — )" h(s)ds
yo(t) = * g St -9 his)ds), te(t,sil,=12,...,m, (31)
&i(s22(6) = 1y Jo (5 = 8)*h(s)ds
+ ﬁfo(t—s)“ (s)ds, telsptial,i=12,...,m

Now y; € R(x,) and if ¢ € [0, £;] we get from (30), (31) and Holder’s inequality

e y2(6) = (@)

— )% ||h(s) —f(s) || ds



Wang et al. Advances in Difference Equations (2017) 2017:287 Page 16 of 28

Sy R M
“I'(e) J,

—Lt

<
- F(oc)

t
[l — x21lpcBy,E) / (t-s)*e s (s)ds
0

t
< F( )||x1 x2||PCB(],E)/ (t—s)* e s (s)ds
0
p-1

“ 1 ¢ 1
= ;(a) (OZ’? 1) llxr = %2 llpcBy.p) (/0 (e (s))? ds) , (32)

Also, if t € [siti11],i=1,2,...,m, we get

|y2(6) =@

= e (@) —gi(tx ()]

1

P K o)l _
+F(a)/0 (s =) hls) = f(5) | ds

et
S —
<& (t7) —x2(5) |

+ % ll1 — %2 llpcBy ) /0 i(si —s5)* el c(s)ds
+ ﬁ [l —x2IIPCB(J,E)/O (t—s)""es(s)ds.

Then

e y2(6) = (@)

1

—Lt Lt, Sai; p-1 1’7‘1 ¥ —L(t-s) ’%
[ i) ([ esore)

1 p-1 1
P (p-1\7 t ey b \?
§ d -
) (otp—l) (./0 (es(s) ds )|l =x2llecaor)

< |lx1 —%2llpcBy.E) [eL(t"_t)%'i

-1

ta_l% p-1 v ¢ L-s) » 5
ra(amn) ([ sora)’]

1 1
- 2t -1\ 7 ¢ p
< |l%1 — %2llpcBy,E) [eL(t’_s‘)-‘Eﬁ @) <£9 1) </0 (e X9 ¢ (s))” ds) ] (33)

Similarly, if £ € (¢s;], i = 1,2,...,m, we get from (28), (29), (30) and (H5),

”J’z(t) - (1) H <& <~§i-1 ”xl (ti__l) ) (t,-__l) H

1 - o—1
T /0 (ti1 =) () = h(s) | ds
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L et -
+F(a)/0(t RN UCR] ds)
<& (éi_l |%1(27) = 22(57) |
1 i1 a—1
+m/(; (ti1 =) (5) |x2(s) — 21(5) | s

1 ' o1
' m/ t=9)""5(5)2(9) = 2] ds).

Then, for ¢t € (¢,s:],i=1,2,...,m,

e y2(6) = (@)

< e Mg | () — % (60|

& / fi-1 a—1 —L(t-s)
+ —— % —x ti.1—95)""e s)ds
r@ ll¢2 — x1llpcBy E) ; (tie1 —5) s(s)

Si /ti -1 —L(t-
%y —x £ — )% e L) (s) ds
) 62 — %1 llpcByE) ; (ti—s) 5(s)

Lt Lt
=< [lx2 —x1||PCB(1,E)5i|:§H€ fettinl

t:; p-1 G t:'x_; p-1 7 ' ~L(t-s) P 7
+<F(0‘)<“P—1) +F(a)<otp—1) )(/O(e 5(s)) ds) ]

Therefore,

e y2(®) = (0| < %2 — 1 llpcg.p)é: I:g_—i_le—L(ti—til)

2t°“}z p-1 1%1 t iy , p
* '(a) (otp—l) (/(; (e §(S)) ds) j| (34)

From (32), (33), (34), we get

|R(x2) = R(x1) ”PCB(],E) < K|lx1 = x2[lpcBy E)»

where

K= max{ max &; [Si_lem"t"-l)

1<i<m

p-1

- 1
2 p-1\7 a-1 ! —L(t-s) p r
“alap) e ([ esore)]

p-1 1
2 -1\ 7 1 [t b
max e Leitg 4 P max £ / (e 9¢(s)) ds ) |-
1<i<m Cla)\ap-1 te] 0

We can choose a sufficiently large L such that K <1 and so R is contraction. Thus, from

Lemma 2.12, R has a fixed point which is a mild solution for (3). g
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Remark 3.4 If we take ¢(-) = Mp, where Mr is a positive real number, in Theorem 3.3,
then we can choose

P
2&; -1\?» M _1
K= max{lmax £ e Mt 4 §i ( P ) F maxt“p,
<i<m

) \ap-1 (Lp)ll’ te]
2 1 & M
_ 1
max e Fitg, 4 P Fl max %7 ,
1<i<m F() \ap-1 (Lp)?

where we use the fact that

t _ ,Ltp
/ e H=9p g - 1-¢ < i, te].
0 Lp Lp

4 Concepts and results for generalized Ulam-Hyers stability

In this section we introduce the concept of generalized Ulam-Hyers stability for (3). First
we give some basic definitions and results on multivalued weakly Picard operators [60,
61].

Definition 4.1 Let (X, d) be a metric space. A multivalued operator R : X — P(X) is said
to be a multivalued weakly Picard operator (MWPO), if for each u € X, and each v € R(u),
there exists a sequence (i) such that
(1) uo =u,u1 =v;
(ii) #,41 € R(uy),n e N;
(iii) the sequence (u,) is convergent and its limit is a fixed point of R.

Note that each MWPO has at least a fixed point.

Remark 4.2 A sequence (u,) satisfying conditions (i) and (ii) in Definition 4.1 is called a
sequence of successive approximations of R starting from (i, v) € Graph(R).

Definition 4.3 Let (X,d) be a metric space and W : [0,00) — [0,00) be an increasing
function which is continuous at 0 and W(0) = 0.

A multivalued operator R : X — P,(X) is said to be a W-weakly multivalued Picard op-
erator (V-MWPO) if it is a weakly multivalued Picard operator and there is a function
R* : Graph(R) — Fix(R) such that:

(i) z=R*(u,v) if and only if there is sequence of successive approximations of R
starting from (u, v) that converges to z.

(i) for all (u,v) € Graph(R), we have d(u, R™(u,v)) < W(d(u.v)).

If there exists ¢ > 0 such that W(¢) = ct, for each ¢ € [0,00), then R is called a c-weakly
multivalued Picard operator (c-MWPO).

Definition 4.4 Let (X, d) be a metric space and y € (0,1). A multivalued operator R : X —
P,(X) is said to be a y -contraction if

h(R(x),R()) < yd(x,y), Vx,yeX.

Remark 4.5 Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and y € (0,1). If R: X — Py(X) is a
y -contraction, then it is a c-MWPO, where c = (1 - y)™..
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Let us recall the notation of a comparison function [50, 62].

Definition 4.6 A function ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) is said to be comparison function if it is

increasing and for any ¢ € [0, 00), ¢"(t) — 0 as n — oo, where ¢"(t) = ¢ (p(£)).
As a consequence, we also have ¢() < ¢, for each ¢ > 0, ¢(0) = 0 and ¢ is continuous at 0.

Definition 4.7 A function ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) is said to be strictly comparison function

if it is strictly increasing and ) - ¢"(¢) < 00, for each ¢ > 0.

Example 4.8 The mappings ¢y ¢, : [0,00) — [0, 00) given by ¢;(¢) = ct,c € [0,1), po(t) =

t

77t € [0,00), are strictly comparison functions.

Definition 4.9 Let (X, d) be a metric space and ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) be strictly compari-

son. A multivalued operator R : X — P(X) is said to be a ¢-contraction if

h(R(x),R(»)) < ¢(d(x,5)), Vxye€X.

The following result is a generalization of the Covitz-Nadler fixed point theorem and is

known in the literature as Wegrzyk’s fixed point theorem [62].

Lemma 4.10 Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) be strictly
comparison. If the multivalued operator R : X — P(X) is a ¢-contraction, then there is x €
X with x € R(x) and for any ug € X, there is a sequence (u,) in X such that u,, € R(u,_1),n €

N, and the sequence (u,) is convergent and its limit is a fixed point of R.
Also, the following result is known as Wegrzyk’s theorem [62].

Lemma4.11 Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) be strictly com-
parison. If the multivalued operator R : X — P.(X) is a g-contraction, then it is a MWPO,
and hence it has a fixed point.

The following lemma was proved in [63].

Lemma 4.12 Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) be strictly
comparison. If the multivalued operator R : X — P(X) is a ¢-contraction, then
(i) Risa MWPO, and hence it has a fixed point.
(i) Ifadditionally, there is a ¢ > 1 such that ¢(ct) < co(t), for every t € [0,00) and t = 0 is
a point of uniform convergence for the series Y -, ¢"(¢), then R is a W-MWPO with
W) =t+ 300 0"().

Following [33], we first introduce the definition of Ulam-Hyers stability for (3), and then
we extend it to the generalized Ulam-Hyers stability case.
Set Z =PC(/,E) iz C'((siy tis1), E)-
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Definition 4.13 Equation (3) is said to be Ulam-Hyers stable if there exists a positive real
number Cp,, such that, for each € > 0 and each solution y € Z of the inequalities

d(CDg,[y(t))F(t’y(t))) <€ ae.tle (Si) ti+1]¢i = 0) 11 cee,m,
||y(t) _gl(t’y(tl_))” E €, te (tivsi]! l = 11 cee,m, (35)
ly) - gt yE NI <€, i=1,...,m,

there is a mild solution x € PC(J, E) for (3) such that
%) = y(®)| < €Cpmg,  VEEJ. (36)

Definition 4.14 Equation (3) is said to be generalized Ulam-Hyers stable if there exists
an increasing function 6 : [0, 00) — [0, 00), which is continuous at £ = 0 and 6(0) = 0 such
that, for each € > 0 and each solution y € Z of the inequality (35), there is a mild solution
x € PC(J, E) for (3) such that

|x®) - y@®)| <), Vte]. (37)

In the following we show that (3) has a mild solution which is generalized Ulam-Hyers
stable.

Theorem 4.15 Let F : ] x E —> Py (E) be a multifunction and g; : [¢;,s;] X E — E (i =
1,2,...,m). We suppose (Hs) and the following assumptions:

(Hg) There is a function ¢ € LP(J,R*),p > i and a strict comparison function ¢ : [0,00) —
[0, 00) such that
(i) Foreveryx,y€E,

h(F@t,%),F(t,y)) < s@e(lx-yll), forae te].
(ii) ForeveryxeE
sup{|lxll :x € F(£,0)} < 5(t), foraete].

(Ho) Foralli=1,2,...,m, there is a positive constant &; such that for every x,y € E and every
t € [t;,s;] we have

gt %) - git,) | <& (llx-l).
Then (3) has a PC-mild solution provided

§+2nlslingr <1, (38)
where £ =Y =" &,
Moreover, if additionally E is reflexive and there is a ¢ > 1, such that ¢(ct) < c(t), for

every t € [0,00) and t = 0 is a point of uniform convergence for the series Y oo, ¢"(2),
then (3) is generalized Ulam-Hyers stable.
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Proof From (Hs) and (Hjg), for any x € PC(/J, E), the set S  is non-empty. Consider the
multifunction map, R : PC(J,E) — 2P°V'E) defined as follows. for x € PC(J,E), R(x) is the

set of all functions y € R(x) given by (10). We show that R satisfies the assumptions of
Lemma 4.11, that is, R is a ¢-contraction.

Note from (Hjg), for every n > 1, and for a.e. t € J,

|E@ )| = h(F(2,x(2)), (0})
< h(F(t,%(t)),F(£,0)) + h(F(t,0),{0})
< s@e(|x®)]) + s

<O +e(lxlpcy.n))-

Moreover, we know that R is closed valued.

Now we show that R is a ¢-contraction. Let x;,x, € PC(/,E) and y; € R(x;). Then there
isafe Si(_’xl(,)) such that, forany t € J;,i=0,1,...,m,

X0+ o fo (t-s)*"f(s)ds, tel0,t],

gi(t»xl( 7)), tel(tysli=12,...,m,

1(8) = | gilsi, x1(£)) - a) o (si— )7 (s) ds (39)
+ 77 Jot =97 f () ds,

te[s,tial,i=12,...,m

Next, since F(¢,x,(£)) is compact for any ¢ € ], the set U(£) = {x € F(t,x,(¢)) : d(f(¢),x) =
d(f(t), G(t))} is non-empty. From Lemma 2.9, there is a measurable function #: /] — E such
that 4(¢) € F(t,x5(t)), a.e. and

If (&) = h@®)|| = d(f (), F(t,%2(2))), forae.te].

Observe from (Hg)(i) that we have

h(F (t,%,(0)), F(t,%1(2))) < s(£)o(]

), forae.te].

Then /i € Sp ) with

|1@®) O < s@¢(]|%:(8) =3 (@)

), aete]. (40)

Let

Xo + T fo Y h(s)ds, te[0,4],

gi(t, xz(t‘ ), tE(ti,si],z:LZ,...,m,

72() = ) gilsinx2(8) = iy Jo' (51 = ) h(s) s (41)
—fo(t—s)" L(s) ds,

te(s,ti],i=1,2,.
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Now y; € R(x;) and if ¢t € [0, £;] we get from (39), (40), (41) and Holder’s inequality

b0 -30] = s [ -7 i) -0 ds

= ﬁ(/’(”xl—xzﬂpca,g))j; (t—s)*"c(s)ds

< o(llx1 = %2llpcy,p) 0l S lrg.re)- (42)

Similarly, for ¢ € (¢s;], i =1,2,...,m, using (39), (40), (41) again via (H7), one has

ly20 =@ =< |lgi(so21(5)) - &ilsix2(67)) |
<&o(|a(5) —x()])

< &g(llx1 — x2llpcy.p)- (43)

Next, for t € [s;t;41],i=1,2,...,m, we get

920 =@ < |t x()) - gi(t.22(5)) |
m/o l(si—s)‘H |72(s) = £ (s) | s

L g ) -
o / (¢ — )7 | (s) - £(s)] s

< 5:‘90(”961 - %2llpcy.p)

F() @ (llxn = %2 llpcy.p) /(sl—S)“1 (s)ds

F() o (I - x2locys / (6 -5 s (s) ds

< &g(Ilx — x2llecy,p) + 20 (%1 — %2 llpcg.e)nll S g Ry

< (& + 2nllsllrg.rn)) @ (%1 — %2llpcy.p)- (44)

By interchanging the role of y, and y; we obtain from (38) and (42), (43), (44),

|RGe2) = R(x1) ||PCU'E) < @(ll% = %2 llpcy.p))-

Therefore, R is a ¢-contraction and thus by Lemma 4.11, R has a fixed point which is a
PC-mild solution for (3).

Next we show that (3) is generalized Ulam-Hyers stable.

Let € > 0 and y € Z such that

d(cDg,ty(t)IF(try(t))) <¢, aete (SD ti+1]’i = 07 1; ceeym,
||y(t) _gl(tly(t;))” <e, te (ti’si]ﬁ i= 1’ e m,
(&) — gt yEI <€, i=1,...,m.



Wang et al. Advances in Difference Equations (2017) 2017:287 Page 23 of 28

According to Lemma 2.9, thereisa f € S ) such that

I°Dg (@) — ()| = d(‘DE y(@®), F(t,5(2))), ae.te(sptinli=0,1,...,m
Then

”CDL())l,ty(t) _f(t)” S €, aete (si’ ti+l]!i= Or ].,...,m,
”y(t) _gl(t’y(tl_))” S €, te (ti’Si]’i: 11'“;m1
”y(t:)_gl(tny(t;))” <e€ i:1;~~~rm;

which means that

cDg,ty(t) :f(t) + V(t), ae.te (Si’ ti+l]; i= 0; 1,...,m,
y(t)zgl(t’y(tl_))+y(t)) te(ti,Sj],izl,...,m,
&) =gty ) +y(0), i=1,...,m,

where y € PC(J, E) N2y C1((si, £i11), R*) and |y (£)] <€Vt €.
Therefore, from Lemma 2.7, one obtains

¥(0) + 5oy fo (t—s)*(f(s)+ y(s))ds, tel0,t]
y(t) _ gt(t’y(ti )) + V(t) te (tl'lsi] i= r ..o, m, (45)
gilsuy(&)) - (d) o (si—9)* M (f(s) + v (s) ds

+ ﬁfo(t—s Y (s) + y(s))ds, tel[s,tili=12,...,m
Next, let z € PC(J, E) be defined by

y(o F(a f() 01 l.f dS, te [O, tl]r

)= g(ty(E), teltysil,i=12,...,m, (46)

sy (E)) - s [ (s - ) () ds
+ ﬁ fot(t —5)* Y (s)ds, tels,til,i=1,2,....,m
Observing that z € R(y) and from (45) and (46) we get

ly -zl 2" (47)
y=Alecon =t

Now, from Lemma 4.12, Risa W-MWPO with W(¢) = £+ Y ., ¢"(¢). Thus, the function
R* : Graph(R) — Fix(R) is well defined and

Iy - B0, 2) e < W Iy ~2llcy o). “9

Put x = R®(y,z). Then x € R(x) and from (47) and (48) we have

2eb”
%) = y®)| < lly = xllpcy,r) < ¥ (Ily - zllpcg,p) = \v(m + e) :=0(e),

where 0(¢) = xp(ﬁg’+1 £).



Wang et al. Advances in Difference Equations (2017) 2017:287 Page 24 of 28

Since WV is increasing, continuous at 0 and W(0) = 0, the function 6 is increasing, con-
tinuous at £ = 0 and 6(0) = 0. Consequently, (3) is generalized Ulam-Hyers stable. O

5 Examples
In this section, we give examples to illustrate our results. Set J = [0, 1].

Example 5.1 Let K be a non-empty closed subset of a compact separable Banach space
E.Let F:] x E — Py(E) be a multivalued function defined by

e x|

F(t,x) = m ’

(49)

where y € (1,00) and A is a constant such that sup{||z| : z € K} < A. Clearly for every
x € E,t — F(t,x) is measurable. Moreover, for any x € E and any ¢ € /, we have

X
L V7 IS,

h(E(t,x),F(t,y)) <e* - <
( 2 T+ a1+ ]

For a.e. t € J, x — F(t,x) is upper semicontinuous, i.e., (H;) is satisfied.
For every bounded subset D C E, x (F(t,D)) < B(t)x (D) for a.e. t € ] holds with () =
e77". Also, for any (t,x) €] x E,

|E@ )| <e ™ <e? (L+ |x]).

Then (H,) is satisfied with ¢(¢) = e and Q(¢) = ¢ + 1.
Now, forany i=1,2,...,m, let g;: [t;,s;] x E — E, be defined by

gi(t,x) =&, (50)

where &;,i = 1,2,...,m, is a positive constant. Obviously g; is continuous and since E is
compact g; is a compact map. Moreover, ||g;(¢,x)| < &x]|. Thus (Hy) is satisfied. From
Theorem 3.1, problem (3) has a PC-mild solution, where F and g; are given by (49) and
(50) provided that

80l Bllzrg.e) < 1s (51)

and there is a r > 0 such that

m
Ixoll + ) &r +20r + Dlgllpag,p <7 (52)
i=1

Note that (51) is equivalent to

p-1
8 (p—l)ﬁ(l e”’)
— - - )«
M'a) \ap-1 Yp -Yp

and this inequality will be satisfied if

p-1

8 p-1\7
ypI () (ap—1> b 53)
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Similarly (52) will be satisfied if

m

2(r +1)
llxoll + Y &r+ <

i=1

which is equivalent to

%ol + % <r(1— <§Si+ %))

So, by choosing y large enough one can arrive at (53) and choosing &; such that > & +
% < 1. Then, by applying Theorem 3.1, problem (3) has a PC-mild solution. Further, by
applying Theorem 3.2 the set of solutions of (3) is a non-empty compact set.

Example 5.2 Set E = {x = {x,},ez : %, € R, lim, .1+, = 0} with the norm |x| =
Sup,.cz [*x|. Then E is a separable Banach space.
Let F:] x E — 2F be a multifunction defined by

F(t:x) = {,ﬂl(trxn—l:xmxnﬂ)}nEz’

where for any n € Z, f;, : ] x R? — 2% is a multifunction defined as

cos2mt
|| +1

fult,usn,0) =an + [—asn, asn] + azu + aqo,

where a3, a5,a3 and a4 are constants. It is easy to see that (Hs) is satisfied. Moreover, for
any (t,x) €] X E,

|E@x)|| < laal + @zl %] + |as] a1 + laallna]
< la1| + 3A| x|
<3A(L+lxl),

where A = max{|a|, |a|, |a3|, |a4|}. Thus condition (Hg)(ii) is satisfied with £ () = 3A. Next,
lett€J,x,y € E,u € F(t,x) and v € F(t,y). Then

cos2mt
U= + Ay + A3Xy_1 + AaXyi1

ay
|n| +1 nel

and

~ ( cos 2wt

ay + Mnyn + 613}’;1—1 + a4_yn+1 )
|n| +1

nez

where |A,| < |az| and || < |as|. Then

lu — vl = supllu, — vl < 3Allx—yll,
nez
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which means that
h(F(t,%),F(t,y)) < 3A[x -yl

Thus (Hg)(i) is satisfied.
Now, foranyi=1,2,...,m,letg;: [t;,s;] x E— E be defined by (50). Now (H>) is satisfied.
Then, from Theorem 3.3, problem (3) has a PC-mild solution.

Example 5.3 Let K be a non-empty convex compact subset of a separable reflexive Ba-
nach space E. Let F : ] x E — P(E) be a multivalued function defined by

e Pl

Fx) = @+ 1l

)

where 8,0 € (1,00) and X is a constant such that sup{||z|| : z € K} < A. The multivalued
function F satisfies condition (Hs). Moreover, for any x € E and any ¢ € J, we have

e Pl Iyl e Pt
h(F(t,x),F(t,y)) < — - <— ==yl
( ) o |1+l 1+[yl o

Then (Hg)(i) holds with ¢(t) = e #%,t € J and ¢(t) = ﬁ,t € [0,00). Note that ¢ is strictly
comparison. Clearly (Hg)(ii) holds because ||F(¢,0)|| =0, t €.

Now, foranyi=1,2,...,m,letg;: [¢t;,s;] x E — E be defined by (50). Now (Hy) is satisfied.
Then, from Theorem 4.15 problem (3) has a PC-mild solution provided that (38) holds.
The inequality (38) is equivalent to

2 (p-1 S A )
1) (5)

and the above inequality will be satisfied if

p-1

2 p-1\7
&+ AT @) (ap—l) <1 (54)

By choosing &; sufficient small and 8 large enough one can arrive at (54).

Observe that, for any ¢ € R, ¢(ct) = cp(t),t € [0,00) and ¢ = 0 is a point of uniform con-
vergence for the series ), ¢"(¢) = Y%, 7. Then, from Theorem 4.15 problem (3) is
generalized Ulam-Hyers stable.
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