Chapter 2
Measures of Noncompactness
and Their Applications

Mohammad Mursaleen, Syed M.H. Rizvi and Bessem Samet

Abstract In this chapter, we present a survey of theory and applications of mea-
sures of noncompactness. The standard measures of noncompactness are discussed
and their properties are compared. Some results concerning standard measures of
noncompactness in different spaces including C([a, b]; R), L?([a, b]; R), Banach
spaces with Schauder bases, and paranormed spaces are presented. Moreover, we
study different classes of operators, for which we establish fixed point results via
an arbitrary measure of noncompactness in the sense of Bana$ and Goebel. Finally,
we present some applications of the measure of noncompactness concept to func-
tional equations including nonlinear integral equations of fractional orders, implicit
fractional integral equations and g-integral equations of fractional orders.

2.1 Introduction

One of the most widely used techniques of proving that certain operator equation
has a solution is to reformulate the problem as a fixed point problem and see if the
latter can be solved via a fixed point argument. Measures of noncompactness play an
important role in fixed point theory and have many applications in various branches of
nonlinear analysis, including differential equations, integral and integro-differential
equations, optimization, etc. Roughly speaking, a measure of noncompactness is a
function defined on the family of all nonempty and bounded subsets of a certain metric
space such that it is equal to zero on the whole family of relatively compact sets. The
concept of measure of noncompactness was first introduced by Kuratowski [46] in
1930. In 1955, the Italian mathematician Darbo [24] used the Kuratowski measure in
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order to investigate a class of operators (condensing operators) whose properties can
be characterized as being intermediate between those of contraction and compact
mappings. Darbo’s fixed point theorem is useful in establishing existence results for
different classes of operator equations.

Other measures of noncompactness have been defined since then. The most impor-
tant ones are the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness introduced by Goldenstein
et al. [35] in 1957 (and later studied by Goldenstein and Markus [36]), the inner
Hausdorff measure of noncompactness and the Istratescu measure introduced by
Istritescu [38] in 1972.

In this chapter, we present a survey of theory and applications of measures of non-
compactness. In Sect. 2.2, the classical measures of noncompactness are discussed
and their properties are compared. In Sect.2.3, we discuss some results concerning
measures of noncompactness in certain spaces including C ([a, b]; R), L?([a, b]; R),
Banach spaces with Schauder bases, and paranormed spaces. In Sect.2.4, we dis-
cuss the axiomatic approach for measure of noncompactness, developed by Bana$
and Goebel [17]. In Sect. 2.5, we discuss different classes of operators, for which we
study the existence of fixed points via measures of noncompactness. Several general-
izations of Darbo’s fixed point theorem are presented. In the last section, we present
some applications of the measure of noncompactness concept to functional equa-
tions including nonlinear integral equations of fractional orders, implicit fractional
integral equations and g-integral equations of fractional orders.

2.2 Standard Measures of Noncompactness

In this section, we define the most known measures of noncompactness and recall
briefly some of their basic properties.

2.2.1 The Kuratowski Measure of Noncompactness

Definition 2.1 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. The Kuratowski measure of
noncompactness of a nonempty and bounded subsets Q of X, denoted by «(Q), is
the infimum of all numbers ¢ > 0 such that Q can be covered by a finite number of
sets with diameters < ¢, i.e.,

n
a(Q)=inf1e>0: Q0 C USI' : S C X, diam(S;) <e,i=1,2,...,n,neN
i=1

The function « defined on the set of all nonempty and bounded subsets of (X, d), is
called Kuratowski’s measure of noncompactness.

The following properties are consequences of Definition 2.1.
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Proposition 2.1 Let Q, Q,, and Q, be nonempty and bounded subsets of a complete
metric space (X, d). Then

a(Q) = 0 <= Q is compact, where Q denotes the closure of Q.
a(Q) = a(Q).

01 C 0r = a(Q1) < a(Q»).

a (Q1 U Qr) =max {a(Q1), a(Q2)}.

a (01N Qr) <min{a(Q1), x(Q1)}

For the proof of Proposition 2.1, we refer to [18].
The next result is a generalization of the well-known Cantor intersection theorem.

Theorem 2.1 (Kuratowski [46]) Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. If (F,) is
a decreasing sequence of nonempty, closed and bounded subsets of X such that
oo

lim «a(F,) = 0, then the intersection Foo = ﬂ F, is nonempty and compact subset
n—o00 ne=l
of X.

Other properties hold if X is a Banach space, the case in which we are more
interested.

Proposition 2.2 Let Q, Q1 and Q, be nonempty and bounded subsets of a Banach
space (X, || - ||) over F (F =R or C). Then

a(Qr1+ 02) < a(Q1) +a(07).

a(Q+x)=a(Q), forall x € X.

a(AQ) = |A|a(Q), forall . € F.

a(Q) = a(conv(Q)), where conv(Q) denotes the convex hull of Q.

We refer to [18] for the proof of Proposition 2.2.

Theorem 2.2 (Furi-Vignoli [34], Nussbaum [52]) Let (X, | -||) be a Banach
space. Let Bx be the unit ball in X. Then a(Bx) = 0 if X is finite-dimensional,
and a(Byx) = 2 in the opposite case.

2.2.2 The Hausdorff Measure of Noncompactness

In general, the computation of the exact value of « (Q) is difficult. Another measure of
noncompactness, which seems to be more applicable, is so-called Hausdorff measure
of noncompactness (or ball measure of noncompactness). It is defined as follows.

Definition 2.2 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. The Hausdorff measure of
noncompactness of a nonempty and bounded subset Q of X, denoted by x (Q), is
the infimum of all numbers ¢ > 0 such that Q can be covered by a finite number of
balls with radii < ¢, i.e.,
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n
x(@ =infle>0:0C|JB&i.r).xieX, ri<e i=12...nneNt.

i=1

Here, B(x;, r;) denotes the open ball of center x; and radius r;. The function x defined
on the set of all nonempty and bounded subsets of (X, d), is called Hausdorff measure
of noncompactness.

If (X, || - |I) is a Banach space, we have the following equivalent definition.

Definition 2.3 Let (X, || - ||) be a Banach space. The Hausdorff measure of non-
compactness of a nonempty and bounded subset Q of X, denoted by x (Q), is the
infimum of all numbers ¢ > 0 such that Q has a finite ¢-net in X, i.e.,

x(Q)=inf{e >0: Q CS+¢eBx, SC X, Sisfinite} .

The following properties follow from Definition 2.2.

Proposition 2.3 Let O, Q,, and Q, be nonempty and bounded subsets of a complete
metric space (X, d). Then

x(0)=0 — a is compact.
x(Q) = a(Q).
Q1 C Q2 = x(Q1) = x(Q2).

x (Q1 U Q) =max {x(Q1), x(Q2)}.
x (01N Q) <min{x(Q1), x(O1}

Proposition 2.4 Let Q, Q1, and Q, be nonempty and bounded subsets of a Banach
space (X, || - ||) over F. Then

x(Q1+ 02) < x(Q1) + x(Q2).
x(0Q +x)=x(Q), forall x € X.
x(LQ) = A x(Q), forall » € T.
x(Q) = x(conv(Q)).

The next result shows the equivalence between the Kuratowski’s measure of non-
compactness and the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness.

Theorem 2.3 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and Q be a nonempty and
bounded subset of X. Then

x(Q) = a(Q) = 2x(Q). 2.1)

For the proof of Theorem 2.3, we refer to [18].
Remark 2.1 Inthe class of all infinite-dimensional spaces inequalities (2.1) are sharp.

Theorem 2.4 Let (X, || - |) be a Banach space. Then x(Bx) =0 if X is finite-
dimensional, and y (Bx) = 1 in the opposite case.

See [18] for the proof.



2 Measures of Noncompactness and Their Applications 63

2.2.3 The Istrdatescu Measure of Noncompactness

In this section, we describe briefly another measure of noncompactness which is
useful in applications. At first, we need to recall the following concept.

Definition 2.4 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. Let QO be a nonempty and
bounded subset of X. For ¢ > 0, the subset Q is said to be e-discrete if the following
property holds:

X, y€ 0, x#y=d(x,y) >e.

Remark 2.2 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and O be a nonempty and
bounded subset of X. It is not hard to see that the set Q is relatively compact if
and only if every e-discrete subset of Q is finite for all & > 0.

Definition 2.5 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and Q be a bounded subset
of X. Then the Istratescu measure of noncompactness of Q, denoted by S(Q), is
defined by

B(Q) =inf {¢ > 0: Q has no infinite e-discrete subsets} .

The function 8 defined on the set of all nonempty and bounded subsets of (X, d), is
called Istrdtescu’s measure of noncompactness.

Remark 2.3 The above-mentioned properties of « and y are also valid for S.

Note that there is no general formula for computing the value of 8(By) (Kottman
constant). However, some estimates exist in the literature for some particular spaces.
Let us recall some results in this direction.

Theorem 2.5 (Benavides [28]) Let X be a Hilbert space. Then
B(Bx) = 2.

Theorem 2.6 (Kottman [45]) Let X =17, 1 < p < oco. Then
B(Bx) =2'7.

Theorem 2.7 (see [22, 53]) Let X = L?, p > 1. Then

_ 2 1< p<2,
B(Bx) = [21—1/,) if 2< p < oo
2.2.4 Inner Hausdorff Measure of Noncompactness

Now, we will mention another measure of noncompactness, namely inner Hausdorff
measure of noncompactness, denoted as x; which is very similar to the Hausdorff
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measure of noncompactness y, except that in this case the balls which cover the set,
have their center inside the set. It is defined as follows.

Definition 2.6 Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and Q be a nonempty and
bounded subset of X. Then the inner Hausdorff measure of noncompactness of Q,
denoted by x; (Q), is the infimum of all the numbers ¢ > 0 such that Q can be covered
by a finite number of balls with radii < ¢ and centers in Q, that is,

n
xi(Q)=inf e >0: Q C U B(xj,ri), xi€e Q, ri<e, i=1,2,..., n), n € N
i=1
2.2)
The function y; defined on the set of all nonempty and bounded subsets of (X, d),
is called inner Hausdorff measure of noncompactness.

Note that the measure x; does not have some properties of the measures « and 8.
More precisely, if Q; and Q; are nonempty and bounded subsets of (X, d), then

01 C Q2 7 xi(01) < xi(Q2),
Xxi (Q1U Q2) # max {x;(Q1), x:(0Q2)} .

Moreover, if X has the structure of a Banach space, and Q is a nonempty and bounded
subset of X, then

xi(Q) # xi(conv(Q)).
For some counter-examples illustrating the above facts, we refer to [18].

The following theorem due to Danes gives the relationship for the estimate of the
four measures of noncompactness discussed so far.

Theorem 2.8 ([Danes [23]) Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and Q be a
nonempty and bounded subset of X. Then

x(Q) = xi(Q) = B(Q) = a(Q) = 2x(Q). (2.3)

Remark 2.4 1t follows immediately from (2.3) that

1
70(Q) = (Q) =(Q) and x(Q) = (Q) = 2x(Q).

2.3 Measures of Noncompactness in Some Spaces

In this section, we will discuss some results concerning well-known measures of non-
compactness in certain spaces including C([a, b]; R), L”([a, b]; R), Banach spaces
with Schauder bases, and paranormed spaces.
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2.3.1 Hausdorff Measure of Noncompactness in the Space
C(la, b]; R)

Let C([a, b]; R) be the space of all real valued and continuous functions on the
interval [a, b], —00 < a < b < 4o00. It is well known that such space is a Banach
space with respect to the norm

lullo = max{lu(®)|: a <t <b}, ue€C(a,b];R).

Let x € C([a, b]; R). For r > 0 (small enough), we denote by x, the r-translate
of the function x, i.e.,

_|x@t+r)yifa<t<b-r,
xr(t)_[x(b) if b—r<t<b.

The following theorem gives us an explicit formula for the Hausdorff measure of
noncompactness in the space C([a, b]; R).

Theorem 2.9 Let Q be a nonempty and bounded subset of C([a, b]; R). Then

2x(Q) = lim [sup |:max [lx — x,||oo]} .
p—0 xeQ 0<r<é

For the proof of the above result, we refer to [18].

2.3.2 Hausdorff Measure of Noncompactness in the Space
L?([a, b]; R)

Let L?([a, b]; R), —00 < a < b < +00,1 < p < 00, be the Banach space of equiv-
alence classes x of measurable functions u : [a, b] — R, which are p-integrable,
endowed with the norm

b 1/p
lxll, = (/ Ix(t)l”dt) . x € L?([a, b]; R).

Let x € L?([a, b]; R). For h > 0 (small enough), we denote by x;, the Steklov
mean of the function x defined as

1 t+h
xp(t) = E/th x(s)ds, te€la,b].

Here we put x(¢) = 0 outside of the interval [a, b].
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For a nonempty and bounded subset Q of L”([a, b]; R), let

n(Q) = gl_r)% {igg [Org]gs flx — xh||p:| ]

We have the following result that gives us an estimate of x (Q).

Theorem 2.10 Let Q be a nonempty and bounded subset of L? ([a, b]; R). Then

1
F#(Q) = x(Q) = u(Q). 24

We refer to [18] for the proof of the above result.

Remark 2.5 It may be shown [30] that the estimates (2.4) are sharp.

2.3.3 Hausdorff Measure of Noncompactness in Banach
Spaces with Schauder Bases

We start this section with some concepts concerning sequence spaces.

Definition 2.7 Let (E, | - ||) be a Banach space over F. A sequence {e,} C E is
said to be a Schauder basis of E if for every element x € E, there exists a unique
sequence {a,} of scalars in [F so that

[}
X = E apéy,
n=0

where the convergence is understood with respect to the norm topology, i.e.,

n
X — E ayér

k=0

=0.

lim
n—oo

Definition 2.8 Let (E, | - ||) be a Banach space with a Schauder basis {e;} C E.
For each n € N, the projection mapping P, : E — E is defined by

n

00
P,(x) =P, (Zakek) = Zakek, x € E.
k=0

k=0

Remark 2.6 It follows from the Banach-Steinhaus theorem that all operators P, and
Ig — P, are equibounded, where I : E — E is the identity mapping.
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Example 2.1 Let ¢y be the space of all null sequences in [F, that is,
co={x=(x,) €eF:x, > 0asn— oo}.

The space ¢ is a Banach space with respect to the norm

lxllc = sup |x,|, x = (x4) € co.
n

For all k € N, consider the vector ¢, = (ex,,)n € co defined by
ekn = Ok n, (2.5)
where &y, is the Kronecker delta. Then {e} is a Schauder basis of ¢.
Example 2.2 Let £, (1 < p < 00) be the space of all absolutely p-summable series,
that is, .
= [x:(xn) eF: > |xl” <oo].
n=0

The space £, is a Banach space with respect to the norm

[e9) 1/p
Ixll, = (Z |x,1|f') . x=(x) €L,
n=0

For all k € N, consider the vector ey = (ex,,), € £, defined by (2.5). Then {e;} is a
Schauder basis of £,,.

Example 2.3 Every orthonormal basis in a separable Hilbert space is a Schauder
basis.

Definition 2.9 A sequence space X is called an FK space if it is a complete linear
metric space with continuous coordinates p; : X — F, k € N, where

pe(x) =xx, x=(x,) € X, keN.

A normed FK space is called a BK space, that is, a BK space is a Banach sequence
space with continuous coordinates.

Example 2.4 The sequence spaces (¢, || - [loo) and (€, || - [|,), 1 < p < oo, are BK
spaces.

Definition 2.10 Let ¢ be the set of all finite sequences in F. A BK space
(X, |l - |I) containing ¢ is said to have AK if every sequence x = (x;) € X has a
unique representation
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o0
x = E Xpek,
k=0

where {e;} is defined by (2.5), that is,

n
nlirglo X — ;xkek =0.
Example 2.5 The sequence spaces (co, || - [loc) and (£,, || - [I,), 1 < p < oo, have

AK.

Now, we have the following important result, which is due to GoldenStein,
Gohberg, and Markus [35].

Theorem 2.11 Let (X, | - ||x) be a BK-space with Schauder basis {e,} and Q €
M. Then

1
— lim (Sup I — Pn)(X)le) = x(Q) = inf (SUP I — Pn)(X)le)

a n—oo\ xeQ xeQ

< lim sup(sup - Pn)(x)”X)’
n— 00

xeQ

where a = limsup ||(I — P,)||. Here, || - || denotes the standard norm on the set of
n—oo

all linear and bounded operators L : X — X.

We now mention a result, which is used to obtain the formula for Hausdorff
measure of noncompactness in some of the widely used classical Banach spaces. At
first, we need the following definition.

Definition 2.11 Let (X, || - ||x) be a sequence space. We say that the norm || - || x is
monotone if the following condition is satisfied:

x=(xn),y =) €X, [xy] <lyalforalln e N= |lx[[x < |lyllx.

Example 2.6 Obviously, || - ||« is a monotone norm in the space c¢o. Similarly, || - ||,
is a monotone norm in the space £,, 1 < p < 0.

Theorem 2.12 (see [18]) Let (X, || - llx) be a BK-space with AK and monotone
norm || - ||x, Q € My, and P, : X — X (n € N) be the projector operator defined
by P,(x1,x2,...) =x" = (x|, %2, ..., %,,0,0,...), forall x = (x1, x2,...) € X.
Then

x(Q) = lim (sug o= Pn>x||x).
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Since ¢ space and £, space, 1 < p < oo, are BK-spaces with AK-property and
their respective norms are monotone, we have the following results as consequences
of Theorem 2.12.

Theorem 2.13 Let Q be a nonempty and bounded subset of (£,,| - |lp),
1< p <oo. Then

1/p
x(Q) = lim sup [xi |” :
i s (3

k>n

Theorem 2.14 Let Q be a nonempty and bounded subset of (cq, || - |leo). Then

x(Q) = lim sup (r]{lax |xk|) .

I‘l—)OOxEQ

2.3.4 Inner Measure of Noncompactness in Paranormed
Spaces

The relation . (X) = p(conv(X)), where p is a certain measure of noncompactness,
is of great importance in fixed point theory in normed spaces, or more generally in
locally convex spaces. HadZi¢ [37] studied the inner Hausdorff measure of noncom-
pactness in paranormed spaces. Under certain conditions, she proved the inequality
xi(conv(Q)) < ¢(x;(Q)), where ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, 00). Using such inequality, she
got some fixed point theorems for multivalued mappings. Before recalling some of
the obtained results in [37], we need some concepts.

Definition 2.12 Let E be a vector space over F and || - ||* : E — [0, 00) so that the
following conditions are satisfied:

1) |0g]* = 0, where Og is the zero vector of E.
(i) |lx|I* = — x|I*, forevery x € E.
(i) flx + yI* =< llxlI* + llyll*, forevery x, y € E.
(v) If nlingo A=A Ay, A € F)and nlLIEO lx, — x|I* =0 (x,, x € E), then we have

lim ||A,x, — Ax|" = 0.
n—00
Then the pair (E, || - ||*) is called a paranormed space and || - ||* is a paranorm on E.

Remark 2.7 If (E, || - ||*) is a paranormed space, then E is a metrizable topological
vector space in which the fundamental system of neighborhoods of zero is given by
the family V = {V, : r > 0}, where

V.={xeE: |x|"<r}.

Let us give some examples of paranormed spaces.
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Example 2.7 Obviously, any normed space is a paranormed space.

Example 2.8 Let E=R?and | - |* : E — [0, 00) be the mapping defined by

G, MIF = Ix], (x,y) € E.
Then || - ||* is a paranorm on E.
Example 2.9 Let (E, p) be a paranormed space. Define the mapping || - ||* : E —
[0, o0) by

__rW)

[lx[I* = ,
I+ p(x)

x € E.

Then || - ||* is a paranorm on E.

Definition 2.13 Let (E, || - ||*) be a paranormed space, M a nonempty subset of £
and ¢ : (0, 00) — (0, 00). The set M is said to be of Z,-type, if for every r > 0,

conv (V, N (M — M)) C Vy.

Example 2.10 Let E = L'(0,1) and | - |* : E — [0, 00) be the mapping defined

by
1
t
| = / WOl 4 v ek
o 1+ I1x@)l
It is not difficult to observe that || - ||* is a paranorm on E. Let & > 0 be fixed and

consider the nonempty subset of E defined by
My, ={xe€E: |xt)| <hforae.r e (0,1)}.
We claim that
Ir(xy —x) I < (1 +2h)r|lx; — x2||*, forallr >0, x;, € My, i =1,2. (2.6)

In order to prove (2.6), let us take » > 0 and x|, x, € E such that |x;(¢)| < h for a.e.
te(0,1),i =1,2. Forae.t € (0, 1), we have

1+ 2h
1+ 2k + (1 + 20)r|x1 (1) — x2 (1)
= {1 +2h) (A +rlx1() — x200),

L+ [x1(8) — x2(0)]

=
=

which yields

1 - (1+2h)
L4+ r|xi () — x| = 14 |x1(t) — x2(0)|

forae.t € (0, 1).
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Using the above inequality, we obtain

llr(xr — x2)[|* :/l rix () — x2 (1)
- o L4rlx@) — x|

! rlxi(t) — x2(1)]
1+ 2h d
5/0( LR e n—T
— (14 20y fx1 — x),

which proves (2.6).
Now, let z € conv (V, N (M}, — M})), for some r > 0. By the definition of conv,

we can write z as
n
z= E AiXi,
i=1

wheren e N(n>1), 4, >0, > A, =1 and x; € V, N (M), — M,,), for all i =
1,2, ..., n. Therefore, using (2.6), we obtain

lel* < > aaxil* < D (1 + 20l < (1+2h)r,

i=1 i=1

which proves that conv (V, N (M}, — My)) C V), where ¢(r) = (1 4+2h)r. As a
consequence, M, is of Z,-type.

The inner measure of noncompatness in a paranormed space (E, || - ||*) is the
function x; defined by (2.2), where

B(xi,ri) ={x € E: |x —x;[I" <ri}.

Theorem 2.15 Let (E, || - ||*) be a paranormed space, K a nonempty and bounded
subset of E which is of Z,-type, where ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is a right continuous
function. Then

xi(com(Q)) < o(x:(Q)), QCK, Q#0.

Proof Let Q be a nonempty subset of K, and let ¢ > 0. Since ¢ is right continuous,
we have

(i (Q)+p)+p < (x(Q)) +e, 2.7)

for some p > 0. For such p > 0, there exists a finite set {x;}/_, C Q such that

0 c | B xi(Q) + p). (2.8)

i=1
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From the precompactness of the set conv ({x;}7_, ), it follows that there exists a finite
set {u;}7_, C conv ({x:}7_,) such that

P
conv ({x;}1_,) € U B(uj, p). (2.9)
j=1

We claim that

P
conv(Q) C U B(ug, o(xi(Q)) + ). (2.10)

k=1

Let y be an arbitrary element of conv(Q). Then y can be written as
m
Y= iy,
i=1

whered; >0,y € Q,i =1,2,..., m,andei = 1. Tt follows from (2.8) that for
i=1
everyi =1,2,...,m,there exists n(i) € {1, 2, ..., m} such that

yi € B(xuiy, xi(Q) + p),

that is,
||yl_xn(l)||*<Xl(Q)+ps l=1,2,,m (211)

Let

m
X = Z )L,'x,l(,').
i=1

Then x € conv ({x,-};’:l), and from (2.9), we have x € B(uy, p), for some k €
{L,2,..., p}. On the other hand, we have

m
y—x= Z)Vi()’i — Xn(i))-

i=1
Since {y;}"; C Q C K and {x;}}"., C Q C K, using (2.11), we obtain
yi—xn(i)eV/.(QHpﬂ(K—K), i=1,2,...,m.

Therefore,
y — X € conv (in(Q)er N(K — K)) .

But K is of Z,-type. Then
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conv (Vy,0y4p N (K = K)) C Vo 0)40)»

which yields
Y =X € Voui+n)-

Hence, we have
Iy —ugll* =11y — )+ x —u)* < lly = xI* + Ix —ugll* < @ (x:(Q) + p) + p,

which from (2.7) yields

Iy — uell* < (% (Q)) + e.

As a consequence, (2.10) holds. Therefore, we obtain

e(xi(Q)) + & > xi(conv(Q)).

Note that the above inequality holds for every ¢ > 0. Then, passing to the limit as
e — 0, we get

xi(conv(Q)) < (X (Q)),

which is the desired inequality. O

2.4 Constructing Measures of Noncompactness

The notion of measure of noncompactness is defined in many ways. At first, Kura-
towski [46] has introduced for the family of all nonempty and bounded subsets of
metric space (X, d) the function « defined in the previous section. Similarly, Haus-
dorff measure of noncompactness was defined by Goldenstein et al. [35]. In a given
space most suitable, a useful measure of noncompactness, is one, which satisfies
some criterion for relative compactness in the underlying space and can be expressed
by some simple formula. The Hausdorff measure of noncompactness satisfies these
requirements in certain spaces (Chap. 5, [18]). But it is not an easy task to develop
a useful measure of noncompactness in a desired space. In order to overcome this
hurdle, an axiomatic approach was developed by several authors to define a general
concept of a measure of noncompactness.

We will mention here the axiomatic approach for measure of noncompactness,
developed by Bana$ and Goebel [17] in 1980. Let (E, || - ||) be a Banach space. We
denote by . the collection of all nonempty and bounded subsets of E. We denote
by A% the collection of all relatively compact subsets of E.

Definition 2.14 A function u : .#r — R is said to be measure of noncompactness
in the space E if it satisfies the following conditions:
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The family kerp = {X € .#r : n(X) = 0} is nonempty and kerpu C Af.

XCY = uX) = u).

w(X) = p(conv(X)) = u(X).

uAX + 0 =1Y) <iuX)+ A —1)u), forall » € [0, 1].

If (X,) is a sequence of closed sets from .# such that X, ; C X, for n =
o0

Nk L=

1,2,... andif lim 2(X,) = 0, then the set Xoo = [ ]| X, # 0.
n— o0

n=1

Remark 2.8 Observe that from the axioms 1, 2, and 5in the above definition, we
have X € keru, which implies that X, is relatively compact.

2.4.1 Measure of Noncompactness in C([a, b]; R)

Given X € #¢(a,p:r) and € > 0, let
w(X, ¢e) =sup{w(x,¢e): x € X},
where
w(x,e) =sup{|x(®) —x(s)|: t,s €la,b], [t —s| <¢e}, xeX.

We have the following result, which is due to Bana$ and Goebel [17].

Theorem 2.16 Let wy : A c(jap):r) = Ry be the mapping defined by

a)()(X) = hn})a)(X, 8), X e %C([a,b];]R)- (212)

Then wy is a measure of noncompactness in C([a, b]; R) in the sense of Definition
2.14. Moreover, we have

wo(X) =2x(X), X € Mcqapir)-

2.4.2 Some Measures of Noncompactness in BC (R4; R)

We denote by BC (R, ; R) the space of all real functions defined, continuous, and
bounded on R, with the standard supremum norm

Xl = sup{lx(®)| : 1 = 0}, x € BC(Ry;R).

LetX € Mpcr,:r)-Lete > 0,T > Oandx € X be fixed. Letus define the following
quantities:
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o' (x, &) =sup{|x(t) —x(s)| : 1,5 € [0, T], |t —s| <&},
o' (X, &) =sup{w’(x,e): x € X},
g (X) = lim o’ (X, &),
e—0

wo(X) = lim o} (X).
T—o0
Further, let us define the set functions a(X), b(X), c(X) by putting

a(X) = lim Isup [sup{lx(®)| : t > T}]] ,

T—oo | yex

b(X) = Tlilrgolsug [sup{lx() — x(s)| : 1,5 > T}]],

c(X) = limsupdiam X (¢),

—>00

where
Xt)={x@®):xeX}, t=0

and diam X (¢) is the diameter of the set X (¢).

Finally, let us consider the functions 4, ip, (. defined on the family .Zpc(r. .r)
by

Ha(X) = wo(X) + a(X),
mp(X) = wo(X) + b(X),
pe(X) = wo(X) + c(X). (2.13)

In [15], Banas$ proved the following result.

Theorem 2.17 The set functions [La, [Lp, e © A Bc®r, Ry — Ry are measures of
noncompactness in BC (R, ; R) in the sense of Definition 2.14.

Remark 2.9 Note that the quantity wy(X) is not a measure of noncompactness in the
space BC(R; R). A counter-example illustrating this fact was presented in [18].

2.4.3 Measure of Noncompactness with Kernel

Another approach of constructing measures of noncompactness was introduced
by Bana$ [14]. This approach is based on the computation of a nonempty family
&P C Ng, which is called the kernel of a measure of noncompactness.

Definition 2.15 A nonempty family &2 C 4% is said to be a kernel of a measure of
noncompactness if it satisfies following axioms:
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XeP? = Xe2.

XeZ, 0#+YCX — Y e

X, Ye? = A X+ (1 —-1Y e P, forall A €0, 1].

Xe P — conv(X) e Z.

¢ (i.e. collection of all compacts belonging to &) is closed in ., with respect
to Hausdorff topology.

Nk w =

Definition 2.16 A function u : .Zr — [0, 00) is said to be a measure of noncom-
pactness with kernel &2 (keru = 2) if it satisfies the following conditions:

nwX) =0 X e 2.

XCY = p(X) < p(),

w(X) = p(conv(X)) = u(X).

nAX + 0 =10Y) <iuX)+ A —2)uY), forall » € [0, 1].

If (X,) C A} issuchthat X,y C X,,forn=1,2,... and ifnli)rglo w(X,) =0,

Nk wD =

o0
then the set X, = ﬂ X, #0.

n=1

Remark 2.10 Notice that the Kuratowski’s measure o and the Hausdorff measure
x defined previously are measures of noncompactness with kernel &2 = A4%. The
simplest example of a measure with & # A% is the diameter, diamX. Its kernel is
the family of all one-point sets.

The next result gives us a way to construct a measure of noncompactness from a
kernel &.

Theorem 2.18 (Banas [14]) For any kernel &2, the function wu : M — [0, 00)
defined by

wX)=DX,Z)=inf{DX,Y): Ye2P}, Xel,

where D is the Hausdorff metric, is a measure of noncompactness with kernel 2.

2.5 Fixed Point Theorems Involving a Measure of
Noncompactness

The measure of noncompactness concept plays an important role in fixed point theory.
In 1955, Darbo, using such concept, proved a theorem guaranteing the existence
of fixed points of the so-called condensing operators [24]. That theorem found an
abundance of applications in proving the existence of solutions for a large class of
functional equations including differential and integral equations.

In this section, we present some fixed point theorems involving an arbitrary mea-
sure of noncompactness in the sense of Definition 2.14. So, if E is a Banach space,
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we denote by u : .#g — R, an arbitrary measure of noncompactness in E in the
sense of Definition 2.14.

At first, let us recall the well-known Schauder fixed point theorem that will be
used later.

Theorem 2.19 (Schauder [56]) Let C be a nonempty, convex and compact subset
of a Banach space E. Then, every continuous mapping F : C — C has at least one
fixed point.

2.5.1 The Class of u-Contractive Mappings and Darbo’s
Fixed Point Theorem

Definition 2.17 Let £2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a
Banach space E. A self-mapping T : £2 — §2 is said to be a p-contraction if there
exists some constant k € (0, 1) such that

w(TX) < kp(X),

for every nonempty subset X of £2.
Darbo’s fixed point theorem with respect to a measure p can be stated as follows.

Theorem 2.20 Let 2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a
Banach space E and let T : 2 — §2 be a continuous operator. If T is a -
contraction, then T has at least one fixed point.

For the proof of Theorem 2.20, we refer to [17].

Remark 2.11 1f we denote by Fix(T") the set of fixed points of T, i.e.,
Fix(T) ={x € 2 : Tx = x},

then from Theorem 2.20 and axiom 1 of Definition 2.14, we have Fix(T') € A4%.

Many generalizations of Theorem 2.20 appeared recently. Most of those results
are inspirated from metric fixed point theory [2]. Further, we present some of those
generalizations.

2.5.2 A Fixed Point Theorem for (¥, ¢)-pu-Contractive
Mappings

In [29], the following fixed point theorem was proved.
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Theorem 2.21 Let (E, d) be a complete metric space and let T : E — E be a self-
mapping such that forall x,y € E,

Y(d(Tx,Ty)) =¥ (d(x,y) —ed(x,y)),

where

(@) ¥ :[0,00) — [0, 00) is a continuous monotone nondecreasing function with
Y (t) =0ifand only ift =0,

(b) ¢ :[0,00) — [0, 00) is a lower semicontinuous function with ¢(t) = 0 if and
only ift = 0.

Then T has a unique fixed point.

Using the measure of noncompactness concept, Aghajani et al. [6] extended The-
orem 2.21 as follows.

Theorem 2.22 Let 2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a
Banach space E and let T : §2 — $2 be a continuous operator such that for every
nonempty subset X of §2,

Y (u(T X)) < ¥ (n(X)) — o(u(X)), (2.14)

where

(@) ¥ :[0,00) — [0, 00) is a continuous function,
(b) ¢ :[0,00) — [0, 00) is a lower semicontinuous function with ¢(t) = 0 if and
only ift = 0.

Then T has at least one fixed point. Moreover, we have Fix(T) € .

Proof Consider the sequence of sets {£2,} C .# defined by
0= 952, 2,1 =conv(T$2,), neN. (2.15)

Observe that
2,41 C 2,, neN. (2.16)

Using axiom 2 of Definition 2.14, we deduce that there exists some r > 0 such that
Iim w(82,) =r. 2.17)
n—oo

On the other hand, using (2.14) and axiom 3 of Definition 2.14, for every n € N, we
have

V(1 ($2p41)) = Y (ulconv(T £2,))) = ¥ (u(T'$2,)) = ¥ (n(82,)) — @((82,)),

that is,
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V(i (2n41)) = ¥ (u(82,)) — o(u(£2,)), neN. (2.18)

Passing to the limit as n — oo in (2.18), we obtain

lim sup o (u(§2,+1)) < limsup ¥ (14($2,)) — im inf ¢ (p(£2,)).

n—00 n—00

Using (2.17) and properties (a) and (b), we deduce that
V() =¥ () — o),
which yields ¢(r) = 0. Therefore, by property (b), we have r = 0, i.e.,
Jim 11($2,) = 0.

Now, using (2.16), on the base of axiom 5 of Definition 2.14, we derive that the set
(o]

20 = ﬂ £2,, is nonempty, closed, convex and £2,, C £2. Moreover, the set £2 is
n=0
invariant under the operator 7 and £2,, € 4% (from axiom 1 of Definition 2.14).

Therefore, applying Theorem 2.19 to the operator T : 2o, — §2, we obtain the
desired result. O

Remark 2.12 Theorem 2.20 follows immediately from Theorem 2.22 by taking
Y(t) =tand @(t) = (1 — k).

Now, we consider another class of operators.

2.5.3 A Fixed Point Theorem for ¢-u-Contractive Mappings

Let @ be the class of functions ¢ : [0, c0) — [0, co) satisfying the following con-
ditions:

(@) ¢ is a nondecreasing function.
(®,) Forallt > 0, lim ¢"(t) = 0, where ¢" is the n-th iterate of ¢.
n—00
We have the following fixed point result [6].

Theorem 2.23 Let §2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a
Banach space E and let T : 2 — $2 be a continuous operator such that for every
nonempty subset X of §2,

n(TX) < o(u(X)),

where ¢ € @. Then T has at least one fixed point. Moreover, we have Fix(T) € Ng.
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Proof Consider the sequence of sets {£2,} defined by (2.15). Without restriction
of the generality, we may assume that 1 (£2) > 0. Further, taking into account our
assumptions, for all n € N, we have

w($2n11) = p(conv(T §2,)) = n(T'$2,) < @(1($2,)).

Therefore, by induction we get

n(82,) < ¢"(u(820)), neN.

Passing to the limit as n — oo, we obtain
lim w($2,) =0.
n—o00

The rest of the proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.22. O
As a consequence of Theorem 2.23, we have the following fixed point result.

Corollary 2.1 Let $2 be anonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a Banach
space (E, || - ||g) and let T : $2 — §2 be a continuous operator such that

ITx —=Tylle < ¢(lx —yllg), x,y €82,

where ¢ € ®. Then T has a fixed point.

Proof Consider the mapping u : .#r — R, defined by
w(X) =diam(X), X € g,

where diam(X) denotes the diameter of X. It is not difficult to observe that w is
a measure of noncompactness in the sense of Definition 2.14. Therefore, using the
considered assumptions, for every nonempty subset X of £2, we have

w(TX) = diam(T X)

=sup{[|Tx —Tyllg: x,y € X}
sup{o(llx — yllg) : x,y € X}
@ (sup{llx —yllg: x,y € X})
= p(diam(X)) = ¢(u(X)).

INTA

The application of Theorem 2.23 completes the proof. (]
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2.5.4 A Fixed Point Theorem for an Implicit p-Contraction

Let .# be the class of functions f : [0, 00) x [0, c0) — R satisfying the following
conditions:

(#1) Forevery z; > 0,i = 1,2, we have f(z1,22) < 22 — 21.
(%) If {u,} and {v,} are two sequences in (0, 0o) such that

lim u,, = lim v, =¢ > 0,
n— o0 n— 00

then
lim sup f(u,, v,) <O0.
n—oQ

Observe that .% includes a large class of mappings.

Example 2.11 Let f : [0, c0) x [0, c0) — R be the mapping defined by
fG@i,22)=kzn—z1, 21,22>0,
where k € (0, 1) is a some constant. Then f € .%.
Example 2.12 Let f : [0, c0) x [0, 0c0) — R be the mapping defined by
f@,2)=n—u—¢@), 21,2220,

where ¢ : [0, 0c0) — [0, 00) is a lower semicontinuous function with ¢(¢) = O if and
only if t = 0. Then f € 7.

Example 2.13 Let f : [0, 0c0) x [0, c0) — R be the mapping defined by
[z, 22) = 229(22) — 21, 21,22 2 0,

where ¢ : [0, 0c0) — [0, 1) is a function satisfying lim sup ¢(¢) < 1 for all r > 0.

t—rt
Then f € .
Example 2.14 Let f : [0, 00) x [0, c0) — R be the mapping defined by
f@iz2) =9() —z21, 21,2220,

where ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is an upper semicontinuous function satisfying ¢ (¢) < ¢
forallz > 0. Then f € #.

We have the following fixed point result, which was proved in [41].
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Theorem 2.24 Let §2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a
Banach space E and let T : §2 — 2 be a continuous operator such that for every
nonempty subset X of §2,

S (T X), n(X)) =0,

where f € F. Then T has at least one fixed point. Moreover, we have Fix(T) € Ng.

Proof Consider the sequence of sets {£2,,} defined by (2.15). Without restriction of
the generality, we may assume that u(£2,) > 0, for all n € N. Further, taking into
account our assumptions, we have

n(82p) — p(82ns1) > f(u($2p11), 1(824)) =0, neN. (2.19)

Therefore, we get
M(Qn) > M(Qll+l)7 n€N.

Then there is some r > 0 such that lim w($2,) = r.If r > 0, it follows from con-
n— o0
dition (.%,) that
lim sup f(u($2,41), u(£2,)) <0,

n—o00o

which contradicts (2.19). As a consequence, we have lim w(£2,) = 0. The rest of
n—0oQ

the proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.22. (I

Note that Darbo’s fixed point theorem (Theorem 2.20) follows immediately from
Theorem 2.24 by taking f the function defined in Example 2.11. Several other
consequences follow from Theorem 2.24. Let us present some consequences.

The following result follows from Theorem 2.24 and Example 2.12.

Corollary 2.2 Let §2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a Banach
space E and let T : §2 — §2 be a continuous operator such that for every nonempty
subset X of §2,

w(TX) < u(X) — @(u(X)),

where ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is a lower semicontinuous function with ¢(t) = 0 if and
only ift = 0. Then T has at least one fixed point. Moreover, we have Fix(T) € Ng.

Remark 2.13 The result given by Corollary 2.2 can be deduced also from Theorem
2.22 by taking ¥ () = ¢.

The next result follows from Theorem 2.24 and Example 2.13.

Corollary 2.3 Let $2 be anonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a Banach
space E andlet T : §2 — $2 be a continuous operator such that for every nonempty
subset X of 2,

w(TX) < p(X)p(u(X)),
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where ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, 1) is a function satisfying limsup ¢(t) < 1 for all r > 0.
t—rt

Then T has at least one fixed point. Moreover, we have Fix(T) € N.

2.5.5 A Fixed Point Theorem for 0-u-Contractive Mappings

In [43], Jleli and Samet established the following generalization of Banach contrac-
tion principle.
Let 6 : (0, 00) — (1, 00) be a function satisfying the following conditions:

e 0 is a nondecreasing function.

e For every sequence {t,} C (0, c0), lim 6(z,) = 1 if and only if lim 7, = 0.
0@) —1

e There exist r € (0, 1) and £ € (0, co) such that lim+ @ =/

t—0

Then we have the following fixed point result.

Theorem 2.25 Let (E, d) be a complete metric space andlet T : E — E be a given
mapping such that

x,y€E, dTx,Ty) # 0= 0(d(Tx, Ty)) <[0(d(x,y)]",

where k € (0, 1) is a some constant. Then T has a unique fixed point.

Observe that Banach contraction principle follows immediately from Theorem
2.25 by taking 6(¢) = eV,

Following the idea in [43], the authors in [41] obtained the following extension
of Theorem 2.25.

Let ® be the class of functions 6 : (0, c0) — (1, 00) satisfying the follow-
ing condition: For every sequence {t,} C (0,00), lim 6(#,) =1 if and only if

n—00

lim 7, = 0.
Theorem 2.26 Let §2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a
Banach space E and let T : §2 — $2 be a continuous operator such that for every
nonempty subset X of §2,

nX)WTX) > 0= 6(u(T X)) < [0(uX)],

where 0 € ® and k € (0, 1) are a some constant. Then T has at least one fixed point.
Moreover, we have Fix(T) € NE.

Proof Consider the sequence of sets {£2,,} defined by (2.15). Without restriction of
the generality, we may assume that u(£2,) > 0, for all n € N. Further, taking into
account our assumptions, we obtain
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1< 6(u(2,) < 020", neN.
Passing to the limit as n — 0o, we obtain

lim 6(u(82,)) = 1,

which yields
lim w(£2,) =0.
n— 00
The rest of the proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.22. (]

Remark 2.14 Taking 6(t) = ¢¥Y" in Theorem 2.26, we obtain Darbo’s fixed point
result (see Theorem 2.20).

Corollary 2.4 Let $2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a Banach
space E andlet T : §2 — 2 be a continuous operator such that for every nonempty
subset X of 2 with n(X)u(TX) > 0,

2 1 2 L\
2 — —arctan (W) = [2 ~ 5 retan («/u(_X))}

where k € (0, 1) is a some constant. Then T has at least one fixed point. Moreover,
we have Fix(T) € N.

Proof We have just to observe that the function 6 : (0, o0) — (1, co) defined by

2 1
0(t)=2— —arctan{ — ), >0
® ™ (\/;)

belongs to @. Then an application of Theorem 2.26 yields the desired result. (]

2.5.6 Meir-Keeler Generalization of Darbo’s Theorem

We discuss here an interesting generalization of Banach contraction principle, via
Meir-Keeler contraction stated below, proved by Meir and Keeler in 1969 [49].

Definition 2.18 Let (E, d) beametricspaceandlet7 : E — E beagiving operator.
Then T is said to be a Meir—Keeler contraction if for any ¢ > 0, there exists § > 0
such that

x,yEE, e<dx,y)<e+é = d(Tx,Ty) <e.

The fixed point theorem of Meir and Keeler can be stated as follows.

Theorem 2.27 Let (E, d) be a complete metric space. If T : E — E is a Meir—
Keeler contraction, then T has a unique fixed point.
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Aghajani et al. [7] (see also [41]) extended Theorem 2.27 to the class of Meir—
Keeler condensing operators.

Definition 2.19 Let £2 be a nonempty and bounded subset of a Banach space E. We
say that an operator T : £2 — §2 is a Meir—Keeler condensing operator if for any
& > 0, there exists § > 0 such that

e<uX)<e+d = w(TX)<e,

for any nonempty subset X of £2.

Remark 2.15 Tt is not difficult to observe that any p-contractive operator is a Meir—
Keeler condensing operator.

The characterization of Meir—Keeler contractions in metric spaces was studied by
Lim [48] and Suzuki [57] by introducing class of L-functions, defined below.

Definition 2.20 A function ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is said to be an L-function if it
satisfies the following conditions:

e ¢(s) =0ifand onlyif s = 0.
e For every s > 0, there exists § > 0 such that

S§<t<s4+5 = ¢@) <s.

Following the idea of Suzuki [57], Aghajani et al. [7] proved the following char-
acterization of Meir—Keeler condensing operators with the help of L-functions.

Theorem 2.28 Let §2 be a nonempty and bounded subset of a Banach space E
and let T : 2 — $2 be a continuous operator. Then T is Meir-Keeler condensing
operator if and only if there exists an L-function ¢ such that

n(T(X) < ¢ (u(X)),

for every nonempty, closed and bounded subset X of §2 with u(X) > 0.

Now, we present the following extension of Theorem 2.27 to the class of Meir—
Keeler condensing operators [7, 41].

Theorem 2.29 Let 2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a
Banach space E and let T : 2 — $2 be a continuous operator. If T is a Meir—
Keeler condensing operator, then T has at least one fixed point. Moreover, we have
Fix(T) € Ng.

Proof Consider the sequence of sets {£2,,} defined by (2.15). Without restriction of
the generality, we may assume that u(£2,) > 0, for all n € N. Let n € N be fixed.
Since @ (£2,) > 0, there exists §, > 0 such that
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/J/(‘Qn) = M(X) < M(‘Qn) + Sn - H(TX) < M(Qn)v

for every nonempty subset X of §2. Taking X = £2,,, we obtain pu($2,+1) < n(£2,).
Therefore, {14(£2,,)} is a decreasing sequence in (0, o), which yields

lim p($2,) = r+7

for some r > 0. We shall prove that » = 0. We argue by contradiction by supposing
that » > 0. In this case, there exists 6, > 0 such that

r<uX)<r+4é = uw(TX)<r,
for every nonempty subset X of §2. On the other hand, for n large enough, we have
r=u(2,) <r+54,
which yields the following contradiction
r < u($2,41) < r, for n large enough.

Therefore, r =0, i.e.,
lim p($2,) =0.
n— o0
The rest of the proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.22. O

Definition 2.21 Let (M, d) be a metric space. A mapping T : M — M is said to be
contractive on M if

X, yeEM, x#y = d(Tx,Ty) <d(x,y).

Let us recall the following result due to Edelstin (see [2]).

Lemma 2.1 Let (M, d) be a compact metric space. If T : M — M is a contractive
map on M, then T has a unique fixed point.

Aghajani et al. [7] introduced the following concept of asymptotic Meir—Keeler
condensing operators.

Definition 2.22 Let £2 be a nonempty and bounded subset of a Banach space E.
We say that T : 2 — £2 is an asymptotic Meir—Keeler condensing operator if there
exists a sequence ¢, : [0, 00) — [0, 00), n € N, satisfying the following conditions:

(Al) Forevery ¢ > 0, there exists § > 0 and v € N such that

d,(t) <e, e<t<e+s.
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(A2) Foreveryn € N,
u(T"2) < ¢p(1(£2)).

We have the following fixed point result for the class of asymptotic Meir—Keeler
condensing operators, where the convexity of £2 is not required [7].

Theorem 2.30 Let §2 be a nonempty, bounded and closed (not necessarily convex)
subset of a Banach space E. Let T : §2 — $2 be contractive and asymptotic Meir—
Keeler condensing operator. Then T has a unique fixed point in S2.

Proof Consider the sequence of sets {£2,} defined by
2,=T"S2, neN.

As T is contractive, then it is continuous and T(Z) C TA. On the other hand,
T"'Q C T"$2, 50 2,41 C 2, and T2, C £2,. If there exists N € N such that
w(2y) = 0, then 2y will be compact. Thus by Theorem 2.19, T has a fixed point.
So, we may assume that £ ($2,) > 0, for every n € N. On the other hand, from the
inclusions £2,.; C £2,,, for every n € N, we deduce that {(£2,)} is a decreasing
sequence in (0, 0o0). Therefore, there exists some r > 0 such that

lim p($2,) =r*. (2.20)

n—oo
Suppose that » > 0. In this case, it follows from (A1) that there exists §, > 0 and
v = v, € N such that

() <r, r<t<r+3$.
On the other hand, from (2.20), there exists some ng € N such that
r<u(2,) <r+34, n=no.
Then
r < u(82py0) = w(T(T"82)) < ¢ (W(T™2)) = Pu(1(£2,,)) <7,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, r = 0, i.e.,

lim wu(82,) =0.

n— o0

o0

As £2,,1 C 2, and T2, C £2,, for all n € N, then 2, = ﬂ £2, is nonempty,

n=0
compact and invariant under 7. Then by Lemma 2.1, 7" has a unique fixed point in

£25- On the other hand, since Fix(T) = {x € 2 : x = Tx} C £2,,,foreveryn € N,
then Fix(T) C 2, and T has a unique fixed point in 2. (]
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2.5.7 A Fixed Point Result in a Banach Algebra

In this section, we will discuss the results obtained by Aghajani et al. [4], in relation
with measure of noncompactness in Banach algebra.
Let (E, -||g) be a Banach algebra. For given subsets X and Y of E, we define the
subset XY of E by
XY={xy:xeX, yeY}

For X € ./, we denote by || X|| the quantity
X[l = sup{llxlle : x € X}.

Definition 2.23 Let 1 : .#r — R, be a measure of noncompactness (in the sense
of Definition 2.14). We say that u satisfies the condition (m) if

n(XY) < I XY + Y[ (X)),

forevery X,Y € k.

Example 2.15 Consider the Bnachalgebra E = BC (R, ; R) and the measure of non-
compactness fi. : A pcwr,:r) — R4 defined in (2.13). Let us prove that the measure
W satisfies the condition (m). Let X, Y € .#k. We claim that

wo(XY) = [ X[lwo(Y) + | [lwo (X). (2.21)

In order to prove our claim, let us consider an arbitrary pair (x,y) € X x Y and
t,s € [0, T] with |t — s| < &. We have

x@)y@) —x($)y)| < x@)y@) —x@)y()| + [x()y(s) — x(s)y(s)]
< IXNy@) =y + 1Y [x (@) — x(s)]
< IXllw" (v, &) + Yo" (x, )
< Xl (Y, &) + Y[ (X, &).

Therefore,
o’ (xy, ) < | X[ (Y, ) + |V lw" (X, &),

which implies that
T T T
w (XY, ¢) < [ X[ow" (Y, &) + [[Y[lo" (X, ¢),
Passing to the limit as ¢ — 0, we get

wf (XY) < IXllwf (¥) + 1Y [l (X).
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Passing to the limit as 7 — oo, we get
wo(XY) = | X[lwo(Y) + Y |g (X)),

which is the desired inequality (2.21).
Now, we claim that

c(XY) < [ X[le(Y) + [|Y [lc(X). (2.22)

In order to prove the above claim, let us consider two pairs (x;, y;) € X x Y,i =1, 2,
and r > 0. We have

lx1 (D) y1(@) — x2O)y2(0)] < |x1 (D) y1(1) — x1(@®) y2(D)] + [x1 () y2(2) — x2() y2(2)|
< |X||diam¥ (¢) + || Y ||diamX ().

Therefore,
diam (XY)(r) < || X||diam Y (¢) + ||Y||diam X (7).

Passing to the limit as ¢t — oo, we obtain
c(XY) < [IX]le(Y) + [[Y[le(X),

which is the desired inequality (2.22).
Finally, combining both inequalities (2.21) and (2.22), we deduce that the measure
W satisfies the condition (m).

In the sequel, we will use the following notation. Let £2 be a nonempty subset of
a Banach algebra E, and let P, T : £2 — E be two given operators. We define the
operator PT : 2 — E as follows:

(PT)x = (Px)(Tx), x € £2.

Now, we present the following fixed point result involving a measure of noncom-
pactness satisfying the condition (m) in a Banach algebra.

Theorem 2.31 Let 2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of the
Banach algebra E. Let P, T : 2 — E be two given operators. Suppose that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) The operators P and T are continuous.
(i) PR, T2 € Hk.
(iii) (PT)$2 C £2.
(iv) For any nonempty subset X of §2, we have

u(PX) < Y (u(X)), w(TX) < (X)),
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where | is an arbitrary measure of noncompactness satisfying condition (m)
and Y1, ¥p 1 [0, 00) — [0, 00) are nondecreasing functions such that for all
t >0,

lim { (1) = lim 3 () =0,
n—o0 n—oo

Jim ([ PS2]1y + T S2]1y1)" (1) = 0.

Then S = PT has at least one fixed point in S2.

Proof Let X be a nonempty subset of §2. Then in view of the assumption that u
satisfies condition (m), we obtain

u(SX) = n(PX)(TX))
< IPXIn(TX) + ITX[|n(PX)
< [P2pn(TX) + IT2||n(PX)
< P21V (u(X)) + IT 2|1 (n(X))
= p(n(X)),

where ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, c0) is the function defined by

o) = (I1PL2|Y2 + IT2]Y1) 1), t=0.

On the other hand, from the considered assumptions, the function ¢ satisfies the
following conditions:

e ¢ is nondecreasing,
e lim ¢"(t) =0, forevery t > 0.
n—oo

Now, An application of Theorem 2.23 gives us the desired result. ]

2.6 Some Applications of the Measure
of Noncompactness Concept

One of the most used fixed point theorems in proving existence results for functional
equations is Schauder fixed point theorem (see Theorem 2.19), which asserts that
every continuous self-mapping on a nonempty, convex and compact subset of a
Banach space E has at least one fixed point. The main difficulty in applying this
theorem lies in finding a convex and compact subset of E, which is transformed into
itself by a continuous operator that depends on the considered equation. In order to
overcome these difficulties, one of the possible strategies is the use of techniques
associated with the concept of the measure of noncompactness.

Recently, there have been several successful efforts to apply the concept of
measure of noncompactness in the study of the existence and behavior of solutions
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of different kinds of functional equations (see [2-5, 8, 10, 14-21, 25, 26, 41, 42,
50, 51] and the references therein). In this section, we present some applications of
the measure of noncompactness concept to the study of the existence of solutions
for certain functional equations including nonlinear integral equations of fractional
orders, implicit fractional integral equations and g-integral equations of fractional
orders.

2.6.1 An Existence Result for a Class of Nonlinear Integral
Equations of Fractional Orders

In this section, we present some results obtained recently in [2] concerning the
existence of solutions to the nonlinear integral equation

y@) = f@t, y(M(1)))

t ’
+a(t, YN (D)) / W (Du(t, T, y(c1 (1)), y(c2(T)), . . ., Y(en (1)) i
Ja

(h(t) = h(D)! =

(2.23)

where @ € (0,1),0<a<T, f,g:[a, TIxR—->R, M,N,¢;:[a,T] — [a, T],
i=1,....,n,u:la,T]x[a, T] xR" — R, and & : [a, T] — R. Equation (2.23)
can be written in the form

YOy = ft, y(M@)) + I'(@)gt, yNONIE (- y(c1(), ... yen (N, t €a, T],

where I7, , is the fractional integral of order o with respect to the function / defined

by (see [55])

1 /f W (7)
I'(a) J, (h(t) = h(x))!~«

1% 0 @) = v(t)dr, tela, Tl

In the case h(tr) = 7, Eq. (2.23) models some problems related to queuing theory
and biology (see [27]).

Using a measure of non-compactness argument, we provide sufficient conditions
for the existence of at least one solution to Eq. (2.23).

We will investigate Eq. (2.23) under the following assumptions:
(H1) The functions

M,N,c;:la,T] —> [a,T], i=1,...,n

are continuous
(H2) There exist nonnegative constants L and p such that

M) — M(s)| < L|t —s|”, (,s)€la,T]x[a,T].
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(H3) there exist nonnegative constants D and ¢ such that

IN(t) — N(s)| < D|t —s|?, (t,s)€la,T]x[a,T].
(H4) The function f : [a, T] x R — R is continuous and satisfies

[f(t,u)— f@,v)] < Alu—v,

for all (¢, u, v) € [a, T] x R?, where A is a nonnegative constant.
(H5) The function g : [a, T] x R — R is continuous and satisfies

gz, u) — g(t, v)| < Olu — v,

forall (¢, u, v) € [a, T] x R?, where 6 is a nonnegative constant.
(H6) The function u : [a, T] x [a, T] x R" — R is continuous and satisfies

i=

.....

|M(t, T, X1, X2, ~--’xn)| =< (p( HllaX |xi|) ’
n

for all (¢, T, x1,x2,...,%x,) € [a,T] x [a, T] x R", where ¢ : [0, c0) — [0, 00) is
nondecreasing.

(H7) The function % : [a, T] — R is C' and nondecreasing.

(HS8) There exists ry > 0 such that

Ao+ A+ (rg + B) g"g(” (h(T) — h(@)* < ro,
where
A =max{|f(#,0)]:1t¢€la,Tl}
and

B =max{|g,0)|: t €[a, T]}.
Now, we are able to formulate our existence result.

Theorem 2.32 Under assumptions (HI)—(HS), Eq. (2.23) has at least one solution
yv* € C(la, T]; R). Moreover, such solution satisfies

Iy*II < ro.
Proof Forany y € C([a, T]; R), let

(TY)©) = F(t, y(M @)
gt YN D)) /

R (Du(t, 7, y(ci1(1)), y(c2 (7)), ..., y(en(r))) dt
(h(t) — h(r)'~ ’
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forall ¢t € [a, T]. We claim that
TC(la, T;R) € C(la, TT; R). (2.24)

In order to prove our claim, we have just to justify that the function

yitela. Tl y() =/ h' (THu(t, t,y(f;l((:)));yh((crz)()rl)_);--.,y(cn(r))) de

is continuous in [a, T]. Let {t,} be a sequence in [a, T'] such that {z,} converges to a

certain ¢ € [a, T']. Without restriction of the generality, we may assume that ¢, > ¢
for n large enough. We have

v -yl =| [ @D [ OGS
Y = VROV ) i) — R0y . () —h()= |
where
Uy, t) =ulty, 7, y(c1(1)), y(c2(7)), ..., y(ca(T))),
Ut,t) =u(t, 7, y(c1(r)), y(ca(1)), ..., y(ca(T))).
Therefore,

ly (@) —y @] =

/’ ( HOU, 1) K@U ) ) dr‘
a \(h(t) —h()'=*  (h(t) = h(x))'~

"W (DUt T)
¢ (h(ty) — h(x)'— ’

/IL(UO‘ t)—U(t, 1)) dt
o (h(t) —h(x))l— " ’

N /’ ( HOUt, 1) K@U, 1) ) dl"
a \(h(ty) —h@N'=>  (h(t) — ()™
" (O)|U(t,, T)]
i (h(ty) — h(T)~
A, + B, +C,.

+

IA

A simple application of the Dominated Convergence Theorem, yields

lim A, = 0.

n—oo

On the other hand, we have
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B, < o ||)/’( Mo KO )dt
n =PV ]\ = rey T i) — (o)

_ o(llylD ((h(t) — h(a)* + (h(ty) — h(@®)* — (h(t,) — h(a))%).

o

Passing to the limit n — oo, we get

lim B, = 0.

n— o0
Next, we have

" h'(7)
Co=olloh) [ G

_ oW s e
o

Passing to the limit as n — co, we obtain

lim C, =0.

n—o0

As a consequence, we deduce that
lim [y @) —y (O] =0,
which proves (2.24). Then
T:C(a, T;R) —» C(la, T]; R)

is well-defined.
For r > 0, let B, be the closed ball of center 0 and radius r, i.e.,

B, ={yeC(a, TLER): |ylloc <1}
Let y € B,, for some r > 0. For all t € [a, T], we have

[(Ty)@®)| < |f, y(M@)) — f@, 0|+ [f( 0]
+ (Ig@, y(N(@®))) — gz, 0)| + |g(, 0)])
/’ R ()|u(t, T, y(c1(1)), y(c2(T)), - . ., y(ca(T)))]
X drt.
a (h(t) — h(z))!=«

Using the considered assumptions, we obtain
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I(Ty)O] = AMy(M@®)| + | f (2, 0)]

+%MﬂNODH%ﬂL®D/‘ et L
<AMH+A+@MH+&¢””%M0 h(@))”

<A +A+(Or+B) w(h(T) h(a))®.

Taking r = ry, from (H8), we obtain ||Ty|l~» < ro. As a consequence, we get
TB,, C B,

and
T:B, — B,

is well-defined.

Now, we claim that 7 is a continuous operator in B,,. In order to prove our claim,
let us take y, z € B,, and ¢ > 0 so that

Iy — zlleo <&
For all ¢ € [a, T], we have

[(Ty) @) = (TDO] < |/, y(M@))) — ft. 2(M@)] + g, y(N(©))) — g(t, 2(N@®)))]

X/' B (@©lu(t, T, y(1 (@), .- ., yen@Nl -
a (h(t) = h(r)! =

Y@V, ) = Wt )
(h(t) = h(x)! =

+ (g, z(N(@))) — g, 0)| + [g(, O)D/
where

V(ts T) = I/t(l, T, )’(Cl(f))a sy y(cn(f)))s
Wi(t, t) =u(t, t,z(ci1(1)), ..., 2(c,(7))).

Further, let us define the quantity

Va = Sup{'”(tv Taula "'7”}1) _M(t, T? vla ""vn)l :

t,tela,T], uj,vi € [=ro,rol, lui —vi| <e,i=1,...,n}

Using the considered assumptions, for all # € [a, T'], we obtain
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[(Ty)(@) = (T2)(O)] = Ay(M (1)) — z(M (@) + 0|y(N (1)) — 2(N(1))]

x| max |y(ci(o) / (h(t) — hyi—= “*
+ @2(N@)] + B) /L
¢ " o @) — (o)

0 - 00 o]
<y = 2l + DM ) e

n (9||z||ooa+ B) ye

(h(t) — h(a))*

< e + (h(T) — h(@))" (98‘”(”’) ks B)V*?) .

Note that from the uniform continuity of the function u in [a, T] X [a, T] X
[—ro, 70", we observe easily that

lim y, = 0.

e—>0*t

Therefore,

1Ty = Tzl < A + (h(T) — h(a))” (98‘/’(’0) + Oro + B)ys) .

- o

Passing to the limit as & — 07, we deduce the continuity of the operator 7' in B,,.

Further, take a nonempty subset X of B, . Next, fix arbitrary ¢ > 0. Choose a
functionz € X andnumberst,, t; € [a, T]suchthat|t; — t;| < &. Without restriction
of the generality, we may assume that #; > #,. We obtain

[(Tz2)(t1) — (T2)(1)]
< |f(t, z(M (1)) — f(t1, z(M())| + | f (1, 2(M (12))) — f (22, 2(M (12)))]
+ (lg(t1, z(N(11))) — g(t1, zZ(N ()| + |g (11, 2(N (22))) — g(t2, z(N (22))))
/“ h' (D) |u(ty, T, z(c1 (7)), . . ., 2(ca ()]
X drt
a (h(t)) — h(r))'~
+ (Ig(t2, z(N(12))) — g(t2, 0)| + |g (72, 0) )

(/“ W (©u(ty, T, 2(ci (1)), ...) /tz h (Du(t, T, z(c1 (7)), .. .) )
X dt — dr ).
a (h(t)) — h(z)'~ a (h(ty) — h(t))'~=

Let us define the quantities
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wi (&) = sup{[z(M (1)) —z(M(s))| : t,s € la,T], |t —s| < ¢},

w2(e) = sup{[z(N (1)) —z2(N(s))| : t,s € [a,T], |t —s| < ¢},

wys(e) =sup{lf(t,u) — f(s,u)|: t,s €la,T], |t —s| <e, uecl[-rorl},

wg(e) = sup{lg(t,u) —g(s,u)| : t,s €la, T], |t —s| <&, u € [—ro, rol},

w3(e) = sup {|u(ty, s, uy, ..., up) —u(ty, s, uy, ..., uy)|: t,t,s €10, T],
t) — | <e&, u; € [—ro,rl, i =1,..., n}.

Then, keeping in mind the considered assumptions, we obtain

|(T2)(t1) — (T2)(12)]
< Mz(M (1)) — 2(M (@) + w5 (e) + (01z(N (1)) — 2(N (1)) + wy(e))

x — " (h(T) — h(a))* + (0lz(v(12))] + B)

(/" h(©Dut, T, 2(c1 (1)), ...) /’2 W ©u(t, T, 2(ci1 (1)), ...)
X dt — dt
a (h(t) — h(1))!~= a (h(ty) — (1))~

+/’2 W (@ut, 7, z(c1(r),...) R (Du(t, 7, 2(c1(1)), .. .)’ v
a (h(t;) — h(r))'— (h(t2) — h(1))!—
+ ’ He) |u(t (c1(r),--+) —u(t ( ())---)Idf)
g WMI’T’ZCIT " ullr, 7,z(C1(7)),
< 201 (€) F 07) + (002(6) + 0,)) P G(T) — h@)* + Oro + B)
x (‘/’(Vo) (h(t;) — h(t2))* + @3(6) (h(t2) — h(a))®
o o
+¢ZO) ((h(ty) — h(a)* + (h(t)) — h(2)* — (h(t)) — h(a))“))
< rw1(e) + ws(e) + (Bwa(e) + wy(e)) wZO) (h(T) — h(a))* + (6ry + B)
x (@a)(h, £) + wzfg)(h(T) — h(a))"‘) .

Observe that
wi(e) <sup{lz(t) —z(s)| : t,5 € [a, T], |t —s| < Le?’} = w(z, Le?).
Similarly,

wy(e) < supf{lz(®) —z(s)| : t,s € [a, T], |t —s| < De?} = w(z, De?).
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Note also that
li (¢) = 1i =1 =0.
Ji, 07(@) = Jiy 0 = Jlip, 2(®) =0
Therefore,

@(ro)
o

o(TX, &) < ho(X, Le?) + wp(e) + (0w (X, De?) 4 wy(e)) (h(T) — h(a))“

w(h, &)+

2¢(ro) w3 ()
o

+(0ro + B) ( (h(T) — h(a))"‘) )

o

Passing to the limit as ¢ — 01, we get

@(ro)
o

wo(TX) = (/\ +0 (h(T) — h(a))“) wo(X),

where w is the measure of noncompactness defined by (2.12). Then we proved that
for every nonempty subset X of B, we have

wo(TX) < Kwo(X),
where

@(ro)
o

K=)+0 (h(T) — h(a))®.
Note that from (HS), we have K < 1. Applying Darbo’s theorem (see Theorem 2.20),

we deduce that the operator 7" has at least one fixed point y* € B,,, whichis a solution
to Eq. (2.23). (]

2.6.1.1 A Functional Equation Involving Riemann-Liouville
Fractional Integral

Taking i (t) = t in Eq. (2.23), we obtain the functional equation

y() = [, y(M (@) + T'(@)g(t, y(NONIL (u(t, -, y(c1()), ... y(ea(IN) (@),
(2.25)
where I7, is the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral defined by (see [55])

« _ L[ yv®
Iauﬂ(t)—r(a) oo dr, tela, Tl

We can rewrite Eq. (2.25) in the form

ult, v y(er(®). ... ylea(®))
(t — r)lfa :

YO = £, y(M©)) + g, yN©)) /
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Then from Theorem 2.32, we deduce the following existence result.

Corollary 2.5 Suppose that assumptions (HI)—(H6) are satisfied. Suppose also that
there is some ro > 0 such that

@(ro)
o

Aro+ A + (6ro + B) (T — a)* < r. (2.26)

Then Eq. (2.25) has at least one solution y* € C([a, T]; R). Moreover, such solution
satisfies
1Y lloe < r0-

Now, we present an example illustrating Corollary 2.5.

Example 2.16 Let us consider the integral equation

2y(t?) 1+t (y(cost)+t2)/’ In(1+ |y(x)])
1) = dr, te]0,1].
y(®) 5 + 2 + 36 At rovi—s T [0, 1]
(2.27)
Set
1+t 2
f(t,x)=%+?”, (t.x) € [0, 1] x R,
Z‘Z
g(t,X)=u;r6 , (t,x)e€[0,1] xR,
In(1
u(t,s,x) = % (t,5,x) €[0,1] x [0,1] x R
and

1
@=3, M(t) =1, N(t) = cost, ¢1(t) =1, te€][0,]1].

We can rewrite Eq. (2.27) in the form

u(tv T, )’(Cl('f)))

o dnrelo 1L

y@) = ft, y(M@))) + g(r, y(N(t)))/o

Observe that the functions involved in Eq. (2.27) satisfy assumptions of Corollary
2.5.Indeed, wehave L =2, p=1,D=gq=1,A= %, 0= %, o) =In(l +r),
A= % and B = %.

Now, let us consider the inequality (2.26) in Corollary 2.5, which has the form

2 1 1
r+ o+

5 yl E(r+1)ln(r+1)<r.
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We can check easily that ryp = 1 satisfies the above inequality. Therefore, from Corol-
lary 2.5, we infer that Eq. (2.27) has at least one solution y* € C([0, 1]; R) such that
Iy lloo < 1.

2.6.1.2 A Functional Equation Involving Hadamard Fractional Integral

Taking
h(t) =Int, tela,T],0<a<T

in Eq. (2.23), we obtain the functional equation
y@) = f@t,y(M@®))) + I'(@)gt, y(NO)NJZ (ut, -, y(c1(), ..., y(ca (D)),

(2.28)
where J is the Hadamard fractional integral defined by (see [55])

oL\ T ()
Ja+1/f(t) = m/ﬂ (ln ;) . drt.

We can rewrite Eq. (2.28) in the form

t a—1
S0 = £ty MO + 2. y(N(t)))/ (ln 2) u(t, t, y(q(r))t, o y(en())) Jr.
a

Therefore, from Theorem 2.32, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 2.6 Suppose that assumptions (H1)—(H6) are satisfied. Suppose also that
there exists some ro > 0 such that

T o
wro+ A + (0ro + B2 (ln —) < ro. (2.29)
a

o
Then Eq. (2.28) has at least one solution y* € C([a, T]; R). Moreover, we have
Y lloo < 70-

We present the following example to illustrate Corollary 2.6.

Example 2.17 Let us consider the integral equation

2 t —1/2
vy =L+ 20 4 (2—4 n %)/ (ln %) @dr, re[l.2]. (2.30)
1

Taking o = 1, M(t) = N(t) = ¢ (t) = t, u(t, s, x) = x and
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ft,x) = —+
2

1t
ts
g, x) = o +—=

§
X
4716

we can rewrite Eq. (2.30) in the form
Cot\ TP T y()
y(@) = f(r, y(M@))) + g(t, y(N(t)))/ (1n ;) fd
1
We can check easily that the above functions satisfy the required conditions by
Corollary 2.6 with A = §,6 = &, p(r) =r,and A= B = &
Now, let us consider the inequality (2.29) in Corollary 2.6, which has the form

1 1 \/ In
—+— 1
8 r+ 6 + ( +1D<r
We can check easily that rp = 1 satisfies the above inequality Therefore, from Corol-
lary 2.6, we infer that Eq. (2.30) has at least one solution y* € C([0, 1]; R) such that

Yoo = 1.

2.6.2 Solvability of an Implicit Fractional Integral Equation

In this section, we are concerned with the existence of solutions to the following
implicit integral equation:

t

y(t)=F (r, NOX; ( 89 s, y(s))ds)) . tela Tl

a (g(t) - g(s))lia
(2.31)
where T >0, a>0, ae€0,1), F:[a, TIxRxR—->R, ¢¥:R—R,
g:la,T]—> Randh:[a,T] x [a, T] x R — R. Our considerations are based on
recent results obtained in [51].
Equation (2.31) can be written in the form

y(@) = F (1, y(0), ¥ (@I h(t, - y(-)@®)). t€la,T],

where I/, is the fractional integral of order o with respect to the function g defined
by

R AONIC)
(o) Jo (g(t) —g(s)'~

ds, tela,T].

I f(1) =

Recall that for g(s) = s, I j‘ < is the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order «
defined by
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wry L[ S©)
LIrO=F% T ds, tela,T]

However, ifa > 0 and g(s) = Ins, [ jj’ < is the Hadamard fractional integral of order
o defined by

. Lo\
Ja f(t) = m/ﬂ (ln ;) P ds, tela,T].

We will study Eq. (2.31) under the following assumptions:
(A1) The function ¢ : R — R satisfies

[y (b) — ()] < Cylb—c|™, (b,c) e R xR,

for some nonnegative constants Cy, and £;.
(A2) The function F : [a, T] x R x R — R is continuous and satisfies

|F(tsx’y) - F(tvusv)l =< (/’(|x_“|)+CF|y_U|s (tsx’y)s (I,M,U) € [avT] x R x R,

for some nonnegative constant Cr, where ¢ : [0, oo) — [0, 00) is a continuous func-
tion satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 2.23.

(A3) The function g : [a, T] — R is C! and nondecreasing.

(A4) The function & : [a, T] X [a, T] x R — R is continuous.

(A5) There exists rg > 0 such that

H\Y
@(rg) + CpCy (;) (8(T) — g(@)™™ + Mp + Cr|y(0)| < ro,

where
H :=sup{|h(t,s, y(s)|: t,s €la,T],y € C(la, T]; R)} < 00

and
Mp = max{|F(¢,0,0)| : t € [a, T]}.

Remark 2.16 Notethatify : [0, oo] — [0, 00) is afunction satisfying the conditions
of Theorem 2.23, i.e., ¢ is nondecreasing and for all 7 > 0, lim ¢"(¢) = 0, then
n—oQ

¢(0) = 0. In fact, if ¢(0) = r > 0, using the monotone property of the function ¢,
we obtain ¢" (r) > r, for every n € N. Passing to the limit as n — oo, we get0 > r,
which is a contradiction with the fact that » > 0.

Now, we can state our main result.
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Theorem 2.33 Under assumptions (Al)—(AS), Eq. (2.31) has at least one continuous
solution y : [a, T] — R. Moreover, such solution satisfies

I¥lloo <710
Proof Fory € C([a, T]; R), let

_ ! g'(s)
(Dy)(t) = F (t, y(), ¥ (/a —(g(t) = g(s))liah(t, s, y(5)) ds)) , te€la,T].

Lett € [a, T] be fixed and {z,,} be a sequence in [a, T]| such that?, — ¢t asn — oo.
Without restriction of the generality, we may assume that #, > t. Therefore, we have

8's) g)
gttt s 60ds = [ s v s

8
g'(s)
(1) — (s))l—oz( (tn, 5, y(8)) — h(t,s, y(s)))ds
g ) g'(s)
g s, -2 (h(t, s, J
((g(tn)—g(s))l—a (tns 5, y(5)) (g(t)_g(s))l_a( (tn, s y(s))) s
g'(s)
h(t,,s, d
/ (g(ty) — g(s)'~ o aconica (M s y(s)l ds
= Un + ‘/n + Wn.

Using the continuity of the function (¢, s) — h(t, s, y(s))in[a, T] x [a, T],asimple
application of the Dominated Convergence Theorem yields

lim U, = 0.

n—oo

On the other hand, we have

H
Vo= — ((8() = g@)” + (g(ty) — ()" — (8(tn) — g(a))®).
Passing to the limit as n — oo and using the continuity of g, we get

lim V, =0.

n—00

Similarly, we have

H
W, < —(g(ty) —g@)*|t, —t] —> 0asn — o0,
o
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which yields
lim W, =0.
n—0oQ
Therefore, for every y € C([a, T]; R), we have Dy € C([a, T]; R). Then the map-
ping
D:C(a, T];R) = C(la, T]; R)

is well-defined.

Now, let y € C([a, T]; R) be such that || y|e < r, for some r > 0. For all t €
[a, T], we have

[(Dy)()] <

F(t Y0), ¥ (/t ¢h(: s y(s))ds)) —F(1,0 0)‘ + Mp.
T a (g) —gs)l—o 777 o

Using assumption (A2), we get

(DY) = ¢(y@®]) + CF

! g'(s)
‘p(é @0)—g@»“ﬂh“”“ﬂ””“)‘+wh'

Therefore, via assumption (A1), we can write that

" ( B S0 YA y(s))ds)‘ 4 My

D C
(P)OI = ey +Crv | | oo

H\"
< @)+ CrCy (;) (8(T) — g(@)* + Mp + Crp|y(0)].

Next, by assumption (AS), we infer that D(B,,) C B,,, where
B, :={yeC(a,T]: Iylleo < ro}.

Then the mapping
D:B, — B,

is well-defined.

Let us prove now that D : B,, — B,, is continuous. We take y, z € B,, such that
Iy — zlloo < &,& > 0. Taking in mind the considered assumptions, for all ¢ € [a, T],
we have
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|(Dy)(1) — (D2) (1)
TSR s y(s) L [ OR(s. 2(5)) b
o (@) —gls)'— o (1) —g(s)'—=
L' $)Ih(t, s, 2(s)) — h(t, s,y \
< o(ly(t) — 2D + CrCy (/ RO ds)
t ’ 4
g'(s) ds) v
o (g(1) —g(s)'—=

M\
& al
<o(ly—zl) + CrCy (—a ) (g@) — gl@)™™

< o(ly(®) —z())) + CrCy

¢
<o(ly —zl) + CrCy M, (

M\
€ al
< ¢@(e) + CrCy (—a ) &(T) — g@)™,

where
M, = sup{|h(t,s,u) — h(t,s,v)|: t,s €la, T], lu| <ro, |v] <ro, lu—v| <e}.
Note that from the uniform continuity of the function
(t,s,u) — h(t,s,u)
in[a,T] x [a, T] x [—rg, rol, it is clear that

lim M, =0.

e—>07t
As a consequence, we have
M\
Dy — Dzlloo < ¢(e) + CrCy (7) (g(T) — g(@)* — 0ase — 0*.
Therefore, the operator D : B,, — B,, is continuous.
Further, take a nonempty subset X of the ball B,,. Next, fix an arbitrary
& > 0.Choose a function y € X and real numbers , ¢ € [a, T]suchthat |t — ]| < e.

Without restriction of the generality, we may assume that t > ¢. Then, taking in mind
our assumptions, we obtain

[(Dy)(T) = (Dy)()| = (1) + (1),

where the quantities (/) and (/1) are given by

=

o) )) ([ g )
F Ly , =2 - - -7 d - F s s ¢
‘ (T Yo lp( o GO—gen " POV o — s
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and

(I =

T g (s)h(r. 5. y(s)) )) ( ( g/ (), 5, ¥(5)) ))‘
F (¢, s = - d —Fr, s = - d .
‘ (’ v '/’( o (g —gni—a ¥ LYOVA S e — g

e Estimate of (7). At first, we have

T g ()h(z, s, y(s)) )‘ ' (/f g (h(T, s, y(s)) ) ‘
ey SRR I g ) — ()| 4 [
‘w(/ ez X =P\, G —gonre ) T VO IVOI

H “ _ aly
< Cy . &(T) — g@)™" + 1y (0)]
= D.

Put

C(F,e) =
sup{|F(t,x,y) — F(s,x,y)|: t,s €la,T], |t —s| <e, x € [-rg,70l, y € [-D, D]}.

Clearly, we have
(I) < C(F,¢).

Note that by the uniform continuity of the function
(t,x,y) = F(t,x,y)
in [a, T] x [—rg, ro] X [—D, D], we have
gl_i)r& C(F,e)=0.
e Estimate of (II). It is not difficult to see that

(I1)

by

F g (s)h(z, s, y(s)) ds — "8 ()h(t, s, y(s))
a (8(1) —g(s)' a (g(1) —g(s)'™

< p(w(y,e)) + CrCy

On the other hand, we have

T g ($)h(T, s, y(s)) ds — L' ()h(t, s, y(s5)) '
a (g(r) —gs)i« a (g(t) —g(s)—
T g (h(t, s, y(s)) "¢ ($)h(t, s, y(s)) ’

. @@ =g T ), () — g
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"8/t s, y(s)) g (h(r, s, ¥(s))

107

() —glN'—*  (g) —gs)'~
"8/ (T, s, y()) gt s, y(s))

Set

gl (g(1) —gls)'~

C(h,e) :=sup{lh(t,s,x) —h(r,s,x)|: t, T €la,T], |t —s| < e x €[—ry,rol}.

Similarly, we have
lim C(h,e) =0.
e—>0*t

Next, we obtain

T g ()h(,s, y(s) s P g (), s, y(s) ‘
a (g(r) —gls)t=e a (g() — g~

/! /
_H/r—g(s) ds—f—H/t( 8 () _
r (g(r) —gs)l-e a \(g(t) —gs)l—«

! g'()
88
a (g() —gs)l—«
H o H o o
< *(g(f) —g@®)" + o ((g(r) — g(@)* + (g(r) — g(1))

C()

+C(h,¢€)

(g@) — gan®

( €)

2
< T(g(r) g)* + ——=(g(t) — g(a)*

2H o Che) a
< —owl(g.e) +7(g(T)—g(a)) .
o o

Therefore, we get the estimate
2H o
(D) <= p(w(X,¢) +CrCy —w(g, e)" +
As a consequence, we obtain
2H
(DX, &) < C(F, &)+ (X, ) + CrCy (—w(g &) +

Passing to the limit as ¢ — 01, we get

wo(DX) < ¢p(wo(X)).

C(h,¢)
o

C(h,e)
a

g'(s) )
ds
(g(r) — gls)l—=

— (g(v) — g@n”)

£y
—(g(T) — g(a))“) .

by
(g(T) — g(a))“) .

Finally, applying Theorem 2.23, we obtain the existence of at least one fixed point
of the operator D in B,,, which is a solution to Eq. (2.31) in B,,. g
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2.6.2.1 An Implicit Functional Equation Involving
Riemann-Liouville Fractional Integral

Le us consider the following integral equation involving the Riemann-Liouville
fractional integral

y(t):F(t,y(t),lﬂ( Mds)), t €la, T). (2.32)

a (t_s)]_a

Obviously, Eq. (2.32) is a particular case of Eq. (2.31) with g(s) = s. Therefore, by
Theorem 2.33, we deduce the following existence result.

Corollary 2.7 Suppose that assumptions (Al), (A2) and (A4) are satisfied. If there
exists ro > 0 such that

H\"
@(ro) + CrCy (;) (T —a)* + Mp + Cr|y(0)] < ro, (2.33)

then Eq. (2.32) has at least one continuous solution y : [a, T] — R. Moreover, such
solution satisfies
I¥lloo < 0.

Next, we give an example illustrating Corollary 2.7.

Example 2.18 Let us consider the integral equation

t 0) ds), e[0,1].
o AT —s(14+y%(s))
(2.34)

Obviously, Eq. (2.34) is a special case of Eq. (2.32) with o = %, Y(u) = u,

h(t,s, x) = #;2 and F(t,x,y) = % In(1 + |x|) + cos y. Moreover, we can check

1
easily that assumptions (Al), (A2), and (A4) are satisfied with Cy, =€, =1,
ew)=In(1+u),Mp =Cr=1and H < 1.

Now, let us consider the inequality (2.33) in Corollary 2.7, which has the form

2
¥ = (1 t+ﬂ) In(1 + 1y(1)]) +cos(

In(l+r)+2H+1<r.
Since H < 1, we have
In(1+r)+2H+1<In(1+7r)+3.
On the other hand, using the fact that

lim r —In(1 +r) = 400,
r—-+400
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we infer that there exists ro > 0 such that
In(1 + rg) + 3 < ro.

Then ry is a solution to (2.33). Therefore, by Corollary 2.7, Eq. (2.34) has at least
one continuous solution y : [0, 1] — R such that ||y]o < rp.

2.6.2.2 An Implicit Functional Equation Involving Hadamard
Fractional Integral

Consider now the integral equation involving the Hadamard fractional integral

t a—1
y(t):F(t,y(t),lﬂ(/ (1n£) Mds)), t€la.T]. a > 0.

(2.35)
Taking g(s) = Ins in Theorem 2.33, we obtain the following existence result for Eq.
(2.35).

Corollary 2.8 Suppose that assumptions (Al), (A2) and (A4) are satisfied. If there
exists ro > 0 such that

H [X// T Ot[‘/,
@(ro) + CrCy (;) (ln ;) + Mp + Crl¥(0)] < ro,
then Eq. (2.35) has at least one continuous solution y : [a, T] — R. Moreover, such
solution satisfies

[¥lleo < ro.

2.6.3 gq-Integral Equations of Fractional Orders

The concept of g-calculus (quantum calculus) was introduced by Jackson (see [39,
40]). This subject is rich in history and has several applications (see [31, 44]). Frac-
tional g-difference concept was initiated by Agarwal and by Al-Salam (see [1, 11]).
Because of the considerable progress in the study of fractional differential equations,
a great interest appeared from many authors in studying fractional g-difference equa-
tions (see for examples [9, 11, 32, 33, 47] and the references therein).

In this section, we are concerned with the following functional equation

x(t) = F (1, 2(a(), 99 (s, x(9)) dys), 1€l

(2.36)

fa, x(b(t)))/(
Iy()
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where o > 1, g € (0,1), I =[0,1], f,u:[0,1]xR—-R,a,b:1 — [ and F :
I x R x R — R. Equation (2.36) can be written as

x(t) = F (1, x@@®), f, x(bONuC, x(N®), 1€l

where [ ;‘ is the g-fractional integral of order o defined by (see [1])

IZh(t) = /(t—qs)(“_l)h(s)dqs, t €10,1].
0

Iy(a)

Our considerations are based on recent results obtained in [42].

At first, we recall some concepts on fractional g-calculus and present additional
properties that will be used later. For more details, we refer to [1, 12, 54].

Let g be a positive real number such that g # 1. For x € R, the g-real number
[x], is defined by

The g-shifted factorial of real number x is defined by

k—1

@go=1, xoe=[]0—-x¢), k=12, 00
i=0

For (x, y) € R?, the g-analog of (x — y)* is defined by

k—1

=0 =1 x-pP=]]ec—g'y, k=12,...
i=0

For B € R, (x,y) € R?and x > 0,

_ B — B — 4
(x =) xHx_qﬂ+,~

Note that if y = 0, then x® = x#.
The following inequality (see [34]) will be used later.

Lemma22 Iff>0and0 <a <b <t, then

(r — b)(ﬁ) <(r— a)(ﬂ).
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The g-gamma function is given by

‘We have the following property
Lyx +1) = [x], 1, (x).

Let f : [0,b] — R (b > 0) be a given function. The g-integral of the function f is
given by

L0 = [ F©ds =11 -0 fugas 1 €0.b1
0 n=0
If ¢ € [0, b], we have

b b c
/f(s)dqs=/0 f(S)qu—/O f(s)dys.

Lemma 2.3 [f f : [0, 1] — R is a continuous function, then

|/0 f(s)dqs|§/0 |f(s)|dys, tel0,1].

Remark 2.17 Note that in general, if 0 <t <, < 1land f : [0, 1] - R is a con-
tinuous function, the inequality

/ f(s)dys

is not satisfied. We remark that in many papers dealing with ¢-difference bound-
ary value problems, the use of such inequality yields wrong results. As a counter-
example, we refer the reader to [12, p. 12].

5/ ()] dys

41

Let f : [0, 1] — R be a given function. The fractional g-integral of order o« > 0
of the function f is given by I;)f(t) = f(t) and

1
Iy(a)

) = / (t —q)* Vf(s)dys, tel0,1], a>0.
0

Note that for « = 1, we have

Lft)=1,f@), t€l0,1].
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If f =1, then

I;‘l(t): “ tel0,1].

—_—t
Ty(a+1)

Let A be the set of functions 7 : [0, c0) — [0, c0) such that

1. nis a nondecreasing function.
2. 5 is an upper semicontinuous function.
3. n(s) < s, foralls > 0.

For our purpose, we need the following generalized version of Darbo’s theorem
(see [5)).

Theorem 2.34 Let 2 be a nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex subset of a
Banach space E. Let T : 2 — §2 be a continuous mapping such that

w(TX) <nu(X)), XC2,

where n € A and [ is a measure of noncompactness in E (in the sense of Definition
2.14). Then T has at least one fixed point.

Remark 2.18 Observe that Theorem 2.34 is a special case of Theorem 2.24 with
f @1, 22) = n(z2) — 21

The following result will be useful later.

Lemma 2.4 Letn;,n, € Aandt € (0, 1). Then the function y : [0, o0) — [0, 00)
defined by
y () = max{n(t), (1), v 1}, >0

belongs to the set A.

Proof Let (t,5) € R? be such that 0 < ¢ < 5. Since N1, 2 are nondecreasing and
T € (0, 1), we have

ni(t) < ni(s) <y(s), i=12,
Tt <ts <y(s),

which yield y () < y(s). Therefore, y is a nondecreasing function. Now, for all
s > 0,wehaven;(s) < s(fori =1,2)andt s < s.Since y(s) € {n1(s), n2(s), T s},
we obtain

y(s)<s, s>0.

On the other hand, it is well known that the maximum of finitely many upper semi-
continuous functions is upper semicontinuous. As a consequence, the function y
belongs to the set A. O
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Define the operator T on E = C(I; R) by

(Tx)(t) = F(t,x(a(t)) fa. x(b(l)))/ - )(""”u(s,x(s))dqs), (x.0)eEx I
Iy(@)

We consider the following assumption:
(A1) Thefunctions f,u : [0, 1] xR — R,a,b:1 — Iand F : [0, 1] x R xR —
R are continuous.

Under the above condition, we have the following result.
Proposition 2.5 Under assumption (Al), the operator T maps E into itself.

Proof From assumption (A1), we have just to show that the operator H defined on
E by

(Hx)(t) =/ (t —q)“ Vuls,x(s))dys, (x,1) € Ex 1 (2.37)
0

maps E into itself. To do this, let us fix x € E. For all t € I, we have
t
(Hx)(1) = / (t —g5)“ Vu(s, x(5)) dys
0

=1(1=9) > q"t —q""'D“ Vu(tq", x(tq")

n=0

=1l =q) D> q" (1 = q" ™) Vuq", x(1g").

On the other hand, since 0 < q’“rl < 1, using Lemma 2.2, we have
(1 _ qu-l)(ot—l) < (1 _ 0)(0{—1) — 1

Then by the continuity of u and using the Weierstrass convergence theorem, we
obtain the desired result. (]

Next, we consider the following assumptions:

(A2) There exist a constant Cr > 0 and a nondecreasing function ¢ : [0, c0) —
[0, c0) such that

[F@,x,y) = Ft,z,w)l < op(x —z) + Cply —wl, (,x,y,z,w) €  XRXR xR xR,
(A3) There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

lf@,x)— fa&. NI =Crlx—yl, @ x,y) el xRxR.
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(A4) There exists a nondecreasing and continuous function ¢, : [0, c0) — [0, 00)
such that

|u(t1x)_u(t7y)| E(pu(|x—y|)v (tvxvy) € I XRXRv (pu(t) <t7 t>0a
u(t,00=0, rel.

(A5) There exists ryg > 0 such that

Cr(Cyrro+ fHu(ro) _

F*
or(ro) + F* + L@+ <

)

where
F* =max{|F(t,0,0)| :t € I} and f*=max{|f(, 0)|:7¢€ [}
Let B, be the closed ball of center 0 and radius ry, i.e.,
B, ={x € E: x|l < ro}.

Proposition 2.6 Under assumptions (Al)—(A5), the operator T maps B, into itself.

Proof Let x € B,,. Using the considered assumptions, for all r € I, we have

[(Tx)(@®)]
= ‘F(t,x(a(t)), %/{) (t —g5)* Vuls, x(s)) dqs) — F(t,0, 0)’
+|F(t,0,0)]
= wF(lx(a(t))l) + CFM/ (t —qS)(“*1)|u(s,x(s))|dqs + F*
Fq(O‘) 0
) b —_ ’O ’0
< or(lxlle) + Cp L EXCD) FJ;((;) )+ 1£(t.0)]
q

t
x / (t — ) Vluls, x(s))| dys + F*
0

(Crlx @) + 1) @ullixlloe) [* ) .
Iy(e) /o (t=qs)" " dgs + F
(Crllxlloc + £7) guCllxlc)
Iy(a+1)
(Cyro+ f*) @u(ro) L
Iy(a+1)

< ¢r(llxllec) + Cr

ta+F*

< ¢r(llxllec) + Cr

< or(ro) +Cr



2 Measures of Noncompactness and Their Applications 115

Therefore,

c ) @,
( fr°+f)¢(r°)+F*, x€B,.

Tx|loo < C .
1Txlloo < @r(ro) + Cr ACESY) 0

Using the above inequality and assumption (A5), we obtain the desired result. [

Proposition 2.7 Under assumptions (Al)—(AS5), the operator T maps continuously
B,, into itself.

Proof Define the operators y;, y» and y3 on E by

yix)@®)=t, (x,t)eE xI,
(y2x)(t) = x(a(t)), (x,t) € Ex I,
(y3)(t) = f(t, x(b(1))), (x,1) € ExI.

Obviously, y; : E — E is continuous. Moreover, for all x, y € E, we have
|(2x) (@) — (2y) ()| = |x(a(@)) — y(a@)| < [|x = Ylloo, €1,
which implies that

12X — 2ylloo < lIX — Ylloos (x,y) € E X E.

Therefore, y, is uniformly continuous on E. Similarly, forall x, y € E, forallt € I,
we have

[(y3x) (@) = (s (D] = [f (1, x(D(1))) — f (2, y(b(1)))]
= Crlx(d(@®) =y = Crllx = ylloos

which implies

ly3x = ¥3¥lloo < Crllx = ylloos  (x,y) € E X E.
Then y; is also uniformly continuous on E. So, in order to prove that 7' is continuous
on B,,, we only need to show that the operator H defined by (2.37) is continuous on

B,,. To do this, letus consider ¢ > Oand (x, y) € B,, X B,, suchthat ||x — y[lcc < €.
For all t € I, we have

t t
(Hx)(r)—(Hy)(r>=/ (r—qsﬂ“*“u(s,x(s))dqs—/ (t — )@ Dus, y(s)) dys
0 0

t
=/O (1 — )@ (u(s, x(5)) — uls. y(s))) ds.
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Set

urg(e) = sup{lu(t, x) —u(t, y)| : 1 € I, (x,y) € [=ro, rol X [=ro, rol, [x —y| < ¢},

we obtain
ta Mr() (8)
[(Hx)(t) — (Hy)(®)| < ——u,(e) < ——,
[a]q [a]q
for all t € I. Therefore,
MI‘()(S)
1Hx — Hylloo = ——.
[a]q

Passing to the limit as ¢ — 0" and using the uniform continuity of u on the compact
set I x [—rg, ro], we obtain
ty () _

e—0t [Ot]q

)

which completes the proof. (]

The following additional assumptions are needed later.

(A6) The function ¢ : [0, c0) — [0, 00) is continuous and it satisfies gp(s) < s
fors > 0.
(A7) The function a : I — [ satisfies
la(t) —a(s)| < @a(|t —s), (,5) €l x1,

where ¢, : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is nondecreasing and lir(r]l wa(t) =0.
t—07t
(A8) The function b : I — [ satisfies

1b(1) = b(s)| = @p(It —sI), (t,8) €I x1,

where ¢;, : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is nondecreasing and lirg+ op(t) = 0.
t—
(A9) We suppose that

T, 1 C
Tyt D and r

C * 1.
CrC; Fq(oc)( o+ f1) <

0 < @u(ro) <

Now, we can state our main result.

Theorem 2.35 Under assumptions (Al)—(A9), Eq. (2.36) has at least one solution
x* € C(I; R). Moreover, such solution satisfies

"]l =< ro.

Proof From Proposition 2.7, the operator T : B,, — B,, is continuous. Now, let
us take a nonempty subset X of B,,. Fix arbitrary ¢ > 0 and x € X. Next, choose
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arbitrary real numbers (#1, ;) € I x [ such that |t} — t;| < e. Without restriction of
the generality, we may assume that #; > #,. We obtain

[(Tx)(t1) — (Tx)(12)]

x(b !
= |F (1. x(@@)), W = a9 Puts. 69 dys)
x(b -
— F(r x(a(), W /0 (12 = 49)“ Vs, x(5)) dys ) |
SN HexOWD - [7, - 49 u(s, x(5)) dys)
fal = Jo (2.38)
x(b " ‘
— F (2. x@m)), W /0 (= 99 Vuts, x(s)) dys ) |
x(b :
+|F (. xam), W/O (11— 9 s, x(5) dys)
— F (. x@®), %(ZY”” i (1~ 49 ucs, x(5)) dys)
=)+ ).

Let us estimate the quantities (/) and (/7).
e Estimate of (/). We have

,x(b "

< —|f<r1,13;$§n>)>|/0 (1 — q5) " Vuls, x(s))| dys
- |f(t1, x(b(11))) — f (21, 0)| + | f (1,
- I;(a)

- (Crlx ()| + f*)§0u(||x||oo)tu,

- Lya+1) !

- (Crllxlloo + fMeu(llxll0)

= Te+1)

- (Cyrro+ fHeu(ro) _

=T T+

0| ("
) /0 (t1 — g)* Ve (1x(s)]) dys

Setting

C(F,e) =sup{|F(t,x,y) = F(s,x, )| : (t,) € I x I, |t =s| <,
X € [_7’0,"0], y € [_Ds D]}v
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we obtain
(1) < C(F,¢).

Next, we estimate (I1).
e Estimate of (/7). We have
(I1) < gr(Ix(a(t)) — x(a(t2))])

C g
I " )\fm,x(b(rl))) /0 (11— g8)“ Vuls, x(5)) dys

+
) / (s — 49)“ (s, x(5)) dys .
0

In order to estimate

er(lx(a(n)) — x(a(r)))),

observe that
[x(a(t1)) — x(a(t2)| < w(xoa,e).

Using the monotone property of the function ¢, we obtain
or(lx(a®)) —x(a®@))) < pr(w(xoa,e)).
Now, we have to estimate
n
R / (= 49)“ Vs, x(5)) dys
0
5]
— [t x(b(12))) / (t2 — g5)“ Vuls, x(5)) dys .
0
We obtain

‘f(rl,x(b(tl))) /0 (t1 — q9)* Du(s, x(5)) dys

— f (0, x(b(12))) / (12 = g)“"Vu(s, x(5)) dys
0

=[x [0 = g9t x(60) dys

— f (2, x(b(12))) /0 (= 49)“ (s, x(5)) dys|

+ |f 2 x(b(02)) /O (11— g8)“ Vuls, x()) dys

(2.39)
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— f(t, x(b(tz)))/ (tr — g5)“ Pu(s, x(s)) dys
|f(l1 x(b(t1))) — f(t2, x(D(E2))]pu(l1xlloo)

[a],

1/ x (b)) / (= 49" Du(s, x(5)) dys
0

= [ = a9 Vs x(5)) s
0
— (1) + (V).

Let us define

wy(ro, &) =sup{|f(t,x) — f(s,0)]: (t,8) €I x I, |t —s| <&, x € [~rp, rol}.
Then

(1) < ‘”“([” o) £, b)) — £, x b))
fl
+ ‘””(["’;”"") |F (11, x(b(12))) — £ (12, x(b(12)))]
q
_ [/ lx @) = x| + 0,00, 0] 9utro)
- [l
- [Cro(xob, &)+ ws(ro, &)] gulro)

- [al,

Now, let us estimate (/V). At first, we have

| f(t2, x(b(0))| < | f(t2, x(b(12))) — f(t2,0)| + | f (2, 0)]
S Crlx(b)| + f* < Crro+ f.

Next, we have
1 [5)
‘/O (t1 — q5)* Dus, x(s)) dys —/0 (t— qS)("“”u(s,x(S))qu‘
=1 =)D q"0=g"™"H V|fulg"n. x(q"n) — tu(q"n. x(g")))| .

‘We can write
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|tfu(q" 11, x(q"1)) — 5u(q"t2, x(q"12))|
<t lu(g"t, x(g"t) — u(qg"t, x(q" 1))

+ |1 u(g"t, x(¢" 1)) — 15 u(q" 12, x(q" 1))
< ou(Ix(@"t) — x(q"B)|) + A;
< gu(w(x, €)) + A,

where

A, = sup{L/V(r,s,x) — N, s\ 0| (s, s el |t —1| <e,

ls — 5’| <& x €[—ro. rol}

and
N (r,s,x) =t%u(s, x), (t,s,x) el xI xR.

Then, we obtain
n 7]
‘/ (t1 — g5)“ Du(s, x(s)) dys —/ (tr — q$)“ u(s, x(s)) dys
0 0
< pu(w(x,e)) + A,
As a consequence, we have
(IV) = (Cyro+ [ pu(w(x, 8) + Ay).

Using the above inequalities, we obtain

(D) = gr(w(xoa,e)) +

Cr ([wa(x ob, &)+ wy(ro, £)]wu(ro)
Iy(a) (o],

+(Crro+ [ @u@(x,0) + A0)).
Now, observe that from assumption (A7), we have

w(xoa,e) =sup{lx(a(t)) —x(a(s)|: (¢, s) el x1I, |t —s| <¢}
< sup{lx(u) —xW)| : (u,v) € I X I, | —v|] < @a(e)}
= w(x, a(8)).

Similarly, from assumption (AS8), we have

w(xob,e) <w(x,pp(e)).



2 Measures of Noncompactness and Their Applications 121

Then

(1) = p @, 9u(E) + —~ ([Cf”(x""”(g)”“’f o )l o)

Iy(a) g (2.40)
+(Crro+ @, ) + A))).

Next, using (2.38), (2.39), and (2.40), we obtain

Cr ([wa(x, @b (8)) + wy(ro, €)lpu(ro)
Fq(a) [a]q

+(Cpro+ ) pu@(x, ) + Ae)),

o(Tx,e) < C(F, &) + op(o(x, a(€))) +

which yields

o(TX,e) < C(F,¢) + or(w(X, 9.(€)))
Cr ([wa(X, wp(8)) + wy(ro, €)1y (ro)
Fq(Ol) [a]q

+(Crro+ F@u@(X. ) + A))).

+

Recall that from assumptions (A7)—-(A8), we have
li t)=li t) =0.
lim g, (1) = Him ¢, (1)
Then passing to the limit as ¢ — 0% in the above inequality, we obtain

wo(TX) < gp(wo(X)) +

Cr (cfw()(X)wu(ro) +(Crro+ ().

() (o],
Therefore,
wo(T X) < n(wo(X)),

where

77([) :max{(PF(t)’L@u(t)th}» t ZO,
with c coc

L = " («c "), N= s M .
Fq(a)( o+ 1) T+ 1)</) (ro)

Moreover, from assumption (A9) and Lemma 2.4, the function n belongs to the set
A. Finally, applying Theorem 2.34, we obtain the existence of at least one fixed point
of the operator T in B,,, which is a solution to (2.36). |

Now, we present an example that illustrates Theorem 2.35.
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Example 2.19 Consider the integral equation

x(s)

mdqs, (241)

x(t) = 32+%+[ ]q /(t gs) @D

fort € I =10, 1], where @ > 1 and g € (0, 1). Observe that Eq. (2.41) is a special
case of Eq. (2.36) with

a(t):t tel, b@t)=t, tel,

F(l3x1y) 3_2+ +F(Ol+1))’s (tv-x9y)€IXRXR1
f(t,x):z—i-%, (t,x) € I xR,
X
u(t,x) = (Z—I——tz)7 (t,x) el xR.

Now, let us check that the required assumptions by Theorem 2.35 are satisfied.
Assumption (A1) is trivial. In order to check assumption (A2), take (¢, x, y, z, w) €
I xRx R xR xR, we have

X Z
|F(t,x,y) — F(t,z,w)| = Z+Fq(oz+1)y—z—1“q(oz+1)w
lx —z]

4

<

+ Iy(a + 1]y —wl.
Then assumption (A2) is satisfied with

r(t) = t>0,

Cr=T,(a+1).

4>|~

Now, for all (¢, x, y) € I x R x R, we have

|x — ¥

|f(t,x) = f@t. vl = n

Then assumption (A3) is satisfied with C; = i. Moreover, for all (z,x,y) € [ x
R x R, we have

=yl _ Ix—yl_

2412 7 2

lu(t, x) —u(, y)| =

Take ¢, (1) = %, t > 0, assumption (A4) holds. In order to check assumption (AS),
observe that in our case, we have F* = 31—2 and f* = % Now, the inequality

Cr(Cyrro+ fHu(ro) _

F*
or(ro) + F* + L@+ 1) <

ro
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is equivalent to

2 1
r0—4r0+Z§O.

Obviously, the above inequality is satisfied for any ry € [%, #]. Assumptions
(A6)—(AS) are trivial. Further, the inequality

Ty(a+1)
0 y 9 7
< @u(ro) < CrC;
is equivalent to
0<rg<38.
The inequality
Cr
(Crro+ f* <1
is equivalent to
ro < —— — 2.

[a],

A simple computation gives us that

[4—2f1574+2f15]m(0 i—z);sw

' [a]q

for « = 3/2 and g = 1/2. Therefore, all assumptions (A1)-(A9) are satisfied for
a =3/2 and g = 1/2. By Theorem 2.35, we deduce that Eq. (2.41) has at least one
solution x* € C(/; R).
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