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1. Introduction

It is well-known that inequalities, such as the Gronwall-Bellman-Bihari-Henry in-
equality, play an important role in the study of existence, uniqueness, boundedness, stabil-
ity, and other qualitative properties of solutions of differential equations, integral equations,
and differential inclusions (see, for example, [1-7]). For nonlinear integral inequalities,
perhaps one of the most important contributions was made by Bihari [8] for

o(f) <k + /Otf(s)lp(v(s))ds, keR,. (1)

This integral inequality was generalized by many authors. For example, Agarwal et al. [9]
replaced k, , f, and ¢ with the functions a(t), (b;(t))!_,, (f;)/_,, and (y;)!_,, respectively,
and investigated the retarded Gronwall type inequality

Pob)
o(t) < a(t) + Z/b(o) Fi(s)pi(o(s))ds, b(H) <t, 0<t<T. @)
i=1"Y

In recent years, ordinary and partial differential equations of fractional order have
been investigated more in the literature due to their applicability to many problems in
engineering and other scientific disciplines; see [10-15] and the references therein for
recent work. The question of the existence of solutions and other mathematical aspects of
fractional differential equations and inclusions have been extensively studied and have
attracted much attention; many important contributions have been obtained so far (see the
monographs [16-18] as well as papers listed in the references below).

Linear and nonlinear integral inequalities with singular kernels have received consid-
erable attention in the literature since 1981 when Henry [3] established the following result:
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If w is a non-negative locally integrable function, a > 0 is a constant, 0 < v < 1, and

va>Swu>+aAtU%?Wd&

then there exists a constant K = K(vy) such that

t
v(t) <w(t) +Ka /0 (:U_(Ss))vds’ for te€[0,0b].

Henry’s result has been extended to more general linear integral inequalities by many
authors such as in [3,19-23]. All these results are proved by an iteration argument and the
results expressed as integrals with singular kernels often defined by power series of very
complicated forms that are sometimes not very convenient for applications.

In [24,25], Medved studied the nonlinear integral inequality of Henry type

t

o(t) S w(t) +a [ (= 5)p(o(s))ds
where &« < 1 and ¢ is a positive nondecreasing function.

The aim of the present paper is to establish some new and useful nonlinear general-
izations of the integral inequality given in [3]; we also generalize the singular inequality
of Agarwal et al. [9]. In our proofs, we make use of the Young and Holder inequalities
combined with a classical Bihari type inequality to obtain our results.

It is also our goal to establish a new multivalued version of the Leray—Schauder fixed
point theorem. In order to accomplish this, we first recall some notions from multivariate
analysis in Section 3. In Section 4, we prove our Leray-Schauder type fixed point theorem
for multivalued mappings. Then, in Section 5, we use the fractional inequalities derived in
Section 2 and apply our fixed point theorem from Section 4 to an initial value problem for
a fractional delay differential inclusion in star shaped sets.

2. A Nonlinear Integral Inequality

In this section, we wish to establish some nonlinear integral inequalities that can be
used in the analysis of fractional differential equations and inclusions. The proofs are based
on Young’s and Holder’s inequalities.

Theorem 1. Let0 <a <1,q9 > %, and ko, ky, ko > 0. Fori =1,2,...,n,let f;, A;, v;, and g be
non-negative functions that are locally integrable on I = [0, T|, and let ; : [0,00) — [0, c0) be
nondecreasing continuous functions. If u(t) is a non-negative continuous function on I satisfying

u(t) <k Yok [ (=9 g nulE)ds + Yk [ (6= 9 G u(s)as,
i=1 i=1

then

u(t) < ¥ (w(zz) n /Otm(s)ds),

(K} +Ky)nTPle=1)+1
p(pla—1)+1) ’
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Y1 is the inverse function of ¥, Dom (¥ 1) is the domain of ¥, and for every t € [0, T],
k) + / s)ds € Dom (¥ 1).

Proof. By Young’s inequality, we see that

ki(t =) g(s)vi(s)u(s) < ;1(1? —s)Plerl 4 ;(%(S)g(S)M(S))"/
and

P
ka(t = 9)" 7L fils)Ai(s)gi(u(s)) < kpz(t—S)’”(“_” "’;(Ai(s)ﬁ(s))q(’l’i(”(s)))q'

Then,

) kot 3 (’f [e-spensl | f(%.(s)g(s)u(s)wds)

n

#(2 Lo L) m <>>>ws>
k n

p
2
i=1\ P /0
p
1

(k 1

+ kP ynTPla=1)+1 ¢
R M ACCIC IO

noq gt
+ 1y ORE itu(e))ras
<k s [ o

1

<ko+

(9uts) s+ 3 o [ U610t s,

where
(K} + K5 )nTPle—1)+1

plpla—=1)+1) =

%:kowL

Setting

o) =F+ - o [ (o) + 1 ¢ [ a1 le) () s,

Since the 1p; are nondecreasing and u(t) < v(t),

n n

V() < ; ;(Vi(t)g(f)v(t))" + ; ;(Ai(t)fi(t))"(llJi(v(t)))"/ ®)

o' (t) < m(t)(27(t) + (o(t))),

m(t) = max(i ;(yi(t)g(t))[’, Z (/\l-(t)fl-(t))q> and ¢(v) = max{tp?(v) i=1,2,..., n}.
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Therefore,
EAON—
vi(t) +p(o(t) —

Integrating the above inequality from O to t, we obtain

t v'(s) t
/ozﬂ(s)—klﬁ(v(s))dsg/o m(s)ds,

m(t), telo,T].

or

o(t) dx t
- ~, < d .
/v(o) x1 4+ (x) _/0 m(s)ds

Now

v(t) dx o(t) dx k dx _
/0(0) EE /ko o) /ko o) ¥(o(t)) — ¥ (k)

since v(0) = k. Thus, it follows that

V(o) < ¥E) + [ mls)as,

and hence ,
o(t) <! <‘Y@)+ /O m(s)ds>.

Since u(t) < v(t), we obtain

() < ¥ (¥® + [ mis)as),

which proves the theorem. [J

In the particular case where g(t) = 0, we have the following corollary to Theorem 1.

Corollary 1. Let ko, k1 > 0,9 > %, and the functions f;, A;, ;, and u be as in Theorem 1. If

u(t) <ot Lok [ 6= FiA i (s))ds,

i=1

then

n

u() <y (w@ +y. /Ot<ﬁ<s>m<s>>qu>,

i=1

where
nki’]ﬂp(txfl)+l

wz):/Z:Ly P =max{yf(y) -1 =12,..,n}, k=ko+ 0 r—py

ko P(y)’
Y~ is the inverse function of ¥, and for every t € [0, T],

,{,(,—{Hil

=1 [ Gits)t)1ds € Dom (),

Proof. Proceeding exactly as in the proof of Theorem 1, we again arrive at (3). Define the
function ¢ by

P(x) = max{i,b?(x) 2i=1,2...,n},
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where 1 + 1 = 1. Then,
P 9

Therefore,
o(t) < y-! <T(E) + i E t(fl-(s)/\i(s))qu)
<

In view of the fact that u(t) < v(t), this proves the corollary. [

Ifa =1and fj(t) =1fori=1,2,...,nin Corollary 1, we have the following version
of the result of Agarwal et al. ([9], Theorem 2.1).

Corollary 2. Let ko, k1 > 0, and the functions A;, P;, and u be as in Theorem 1. If

u(t) <ot Yok [ AiCo)yitu(s))ds,
i=1

then ,
) < ¥ (Yalbor) + [ Ma(o)s),
where g
y .
Y(z) = ——,z>z;>0,1=1,2,...,n,
i(2) z ¥i(y) l

the constants k; are given by
ki =¥ [¥ikio) + (Al ],

and Ty € I is the largest number such that

T © dy
A; ::/ Ai(s)ds < d
Willr, := - Ai(s)ds < - 5

Forn =1,¢=0,and f; =1 = A; in Theorem 1, we obtain the following fractional
Bihari type inequality on bounded intervals.

Corollary 3. Let ko, k1 > 0,9 > %, and the functions y and u be as in Theorem 1 such that
t
u(t) < ko +ky / (t — )" Ly (u(s))ds.
0
Then, for t € [0, T], we have

u(t) < @1 (@(z‘c) + t), @)
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where
z dz . K Tple-1)+1

Kbt DT

and ;
D (k) + 7 € Dom(®1).

If n =1and A (t) = 1in Corollary 1, then by using Holder’s inequality, we have the
following result.

Corollary 4. Let ko, ki > 0, the functions f, ¢, and u be as in Theorem 1, p(l — %) =1,
and q > 1. If

u(t) < ko +ky /Ot(t — )L (s)y(u(s))ds,

then
zqk‘iTq a—1)+1)
u(t) < (( T ) ) )] e o1, ©
o ¥(z) = / ELLIY
e (PN T

Next, for convenience, we introduce a class of functions to be used to obtain new
fractional Bihari type inequalities.

Definition 1. A function ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) is said to belong to the class H if:

(H1) ¢ is positive, continuous, and nondecreasing for z > 0.
(Hy) There exists a continuous function ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that

P(vz) < ¢(v)P(z), foreveryz > 0andy > 0.

For additional details on this class of functions, see [26].

Theorem 2. Let0 <a <1,g9 > %, and assume that for i = 1,2, ..., n, the functions f, A;, v;, h,
and g are non-negative and locally integrable, f and g are increasing, and (fg)/h is decreasing on
I = [0, T]. Additionally, let ¢; € H,i =1,2,...,n, with corresponding multiplier functions ¢;.
If u(t) is a non-negative continuous function on I satisfying

o) <h) 50 1 [0 (et + 10 1 [0 A@mn(s)ds, ©

then ,
w(t) < h(t)¥! (T(%H / m(s)ds),
where
e (1 21 FOABBBW) T e
t) = (izlq(%(”g“”q';q( WD ))"“”p(p(a—ml)'

¥(z) = /12 d}{y’ and {/Jv(y) = max{lp?(y),i =1,...,n}
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Proof. From (6), we have

”Eg < 1+lé/0t(t 5)e-18( )(Zl)(s>u(s)ds+i_21/ot(t s)“lf(sh)éi)(s)lpl(u(s))ds
= [t « u(s)
<1 ) [[0=98ms) s
S w1 f(8)Ai(s)pi(h(s)) ([ u(s)
I O e ‘Pl<h<s>)ds

With z(t) = %, we see that this last inequality is equivalent to

R ol N T o N e E OIS

i=1"0 iz170

If we replace f; by W

. in Theorem 1, we obtain

- t
z(t) <¥! (‘i[’(k) —l—/ m(s)ds).
0
Therefore,
- t
w(t) < h(t)¥! (‘Y(k) +/ m(s)ds),
0
which completes the proof. [

Forn =1,¢ = 0,and f(t) = k, we next have a another fractional Bihari type inequality
on a bounded interval.

Corollary 5. Letq > %, 1, A : [0,00) — [0,00) be continuous functions, € H have correspond-
ing multiplier function ¢ on [0, 00), h(t) > 0 be a nondecreasing continuous function on [0, c0),
and k > 0 be a constant. If

() < h(p) +k/0t(t — ) A () (u(s))ds, ¢ € [0,T), @)

e 1t g(h()AE) Y]
1 = 1 S S s
u(t) < ()Y (‘I’(k)+q/0( h )d) teo,T],
where
z  du - kpTP(a—1)+1

T(Z):/l Wdu, k:1+mf

and

i SN F(s)\
Y (k) + 1/0 <W> ds € Dom(¥~ 1), telo,T].
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Proof. From (7) and the fact that / is nondecreasing,

o fomar e (RO ((GE))
- p<kp<T1>)+> 3 ) (PR (y () )

= 1. Define

where + +

1
q

0 o b (M) (i)

It follows that

1
p

Therefore,

and so
u(t) <h(H)¥y? <‘i’(l_<) +1/;(W>qu>, teo,T],

which completes the proof. [

As another result in this same spirit, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let0 < & < 1,9 > %, and assume that u, A;, and h are non-negative functions,
i =1,2,...,n, that are locally integrable on I = [0, T], and let ¢; € H with corresponding
multiplier functions ¢;. In addition, assume that the function h is nondecreasing and satisfies

(H) for each t € I there exists a continuous function x such that h(z(t)) < %
If

) < (o) + 35 [0 =59 08) s ), ®
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u(t) < [x(t)‘l’l (w@) v / t m(s)ds)] ’
< 0 ,
where -
n <1 ~ nTPU—1)+
mi) = m“(maELfA<’>k:1+pwm—lwﬁy
_[f Y T — 20 i
Y(z) = /1 T and §(y) = max{y] (y):i=12,...,n}.
Proof. From (8) and the facts that ¥ satisfies (Hy) and # is increasing, we obtain
u(t () .
< D 09 MOt (i ©

u(

With z(t) = h(Ttt)))’ this becomes

) < 1+Z/ YA (8)2(8) i (2(5) ).

By Young’s inequality,
() <1 (3 [0 1 o) s
nTPe—1)+1 " 1/1 P 7
S St L (p O O e )

n

~ 1 rt no1 ot 2 2
+Zwéﬂ%m+g%Aﬂ$W@@W/

i=1

nTP@—1)+1
where k = 1+ Spa—T)+1)"
Letting

Since the 1p; are nondecreasing,

n

o(t) = 2Pt + ) lz)\? (] (2(8)) < m(t) (0P1(t) + P(o(t))).
pq =149

and integrating from 0 to {, we obtain

o(t) dx t
- ~, < d .
/v(O) P+ () _/0 m(s)ds
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With v(0) = k, we have
. t
¥ (0(t)) g\f(k)+/() m(s)ds,

which implies that

o(t) < ¥ <11!® + /Ot m(s)ds>.

Since ;, (L;I((t t))) = z(t) < o(t) and (H) holds, we finally obtain
(t

() < h(u(t) ¥ (‘I’(E)—i—/otm(s)ds) < ’;(t;wl (T(EH/Otm(s)ds).

Thus,
u?(t) < x(H)¥ ! (‘If(%) + /Otm(s)ds),
and so 1
u(t) < {x(t)‘f’l (w@) v /0 t m(s)ds)] g
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

3. Multivalued Analysis
In order to apply the inequalities obtained above to fractional differential inclusions,
we need to recall some basic notions from multivalued analysis (see, for example, [27,28]).
For any set X, we employ the following notation.

PX)={YcCcX: Y#Q}

Pa(X) ={Y € P(X): Y closed};

Py(X) ={Y € P(X): Y bounded};

Peo(X) ={Y € P(X): Y convex};

Pep(X) ={Y € P(X): Y compact};
Pucp(X) = {Y € P(X): Y weakly compact}.

A multi-valued map G : X — P(X) has convex (closed) values if G(x) is convex (closed)
for all x € X. We say that G is bounded on bounded sets if G(B) is bounded in X for each
bounded set B C X, i.e., sup, g{sup{|y|: v € G(x)}} < oo.

Definition 2. ([28], Definition 2.30) A multifunction F : X — P(Y) is said to be upper semi-
continuous (weakly upper semi-continuous) at the point xy € X if for every open W C Y (W
weakly open) such that F(xo) C W, there exists a neighborhood V (xg) (weakly open) of xq such
that F(V(xo)) C W. A multifunction is called upper semi-continuous (u.s.c.) on X if it is u.s.c. at
x for each x € X.

Definition 3. ([28], Definition 2.30) A multifunction F : X — P(Y) is lower-continuous at the
point xo € X if for every open W C Y such that F(xg) N W # @, there exists a neighborhood
V(xg) of xo such that F(x) "W # @ forall x € V(xg). A multifunction is lower semi-continuous
(L.s.c.) provided that is lower semi-continuous at every point x € X.

Definition 4. ([27], Definition 2.1.1) A mapping G : X — Y is closed if the graph Gr(G) is
a closed subset of X x Y, i.e., for sequences (xn)neny C X and (Yn)peny C Y, if Xy — x4 and
Yn — Yx as n — oo with y, € G(xy), then y« € G(x4).
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A mapping G is said to be completely continuous if it is u.s.c. and for every bounded
set A C X, G(A) is relatively compact, i.e., there exists a relatively compact set K C X
such that G(A) = U{G(x) : x € A} C K. Additionally, G is compact if G(X) is relatively
compact and it is called locally compact if for each x € X, there exists U € V(x) such that
G(U) is relatively compact.

Definition 5. ([27], Definition 2.6.2) Let X be a metric space and E be a Banach space. A mul-
tivalued map F : X — P(E) is upper hemicontinuous if for each x* € E*, the function
o(x*,F(+)) : X = RU{+oo} given by

o(x",F(x)) = sup (x",y)
yEF(x)

is upper semicontinuous.

Next, we recall the following results.

Lemma 1. ([29], Proposition 1.2) If G : X — P(Y) is u.s.c., then Gr(G) is a closed subset of
X x Y. Conversely, if G is locally compact, has nonempty compact values, and a closed graph, then
it is u.s.c.

Lemma 2. ([30]) IfF: X — chp,w(E) is upper hemicontinuous, then it is weakly u.s.c.

Lemma 3. ([30]) IfF : X — Puwcp,co(E) is weakly w.s.c. if and only if for sequences (xn),en C X
and (Yn)pen C E, if x4 — x4, as 1 — oo with y, € F(xy), then there is a subsequence
Yne = Y € Fxs).

Theorem 4. ([31]) Let X be a reflexive Banach space and F : X — Py (X) be a upper-
hemicontinuous multivalued map. Let | be a finite interval of R and the sequences (x : | = X)pen
and (yy : ] — X)nen satisfy the following conditions:

1) (xn)nen converges to a function x : | — X;
2)  (Yn)nen converges weakly toy € LP(J,E), 1 < p < oo;
3)  yn(t) € C0B(F(B(xy(t),€n),€n)) forae. allt € J, where €, — 0asn — .

Then y(t) € F(x(t)) fora.e. t € J.

Definition 6. ([28], Definition 9.8) A space A is closed acyclic if:
(1) Ho(A) =Q
(b) Hy(A) = 0 for every n > 0, where H, = {Hy},>0 is the Cech-homology functor with
compact carriers and coefficients in the field of rationals Q.
That is, a space A is acyclic if the map j : {p} — X, with j(p) = xo € A, induces an
isomorphism j, : Hy({p}) — H«(A).

Remark 1. If Rs— is a compact connected space that is acyclic with respect to the Cech-homology
functor, then it has the same homology as a one-point space.

Definition 7. ([28], Definition 9.9) A u.s.c. map F : X — P(Y) is called acyclic if for each
x € X, F(x) is compact acyclic.

Definition 8. ([28], Definition 9.15) Let X be a metric space and E be a Banach space. A map
N : X — E is proper if it is continuous and for every compact K C E the set N~1(K) is compact.

Definition 9. ([28], Definition 2.29) A map L : X — Y is said to be a Vietoris map if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) L:X — Yisproper;
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(ii) L is surjective;
(iii) the set L= (y) is acyclic for every y € Y.

It is clear that any multivalued operator F : X — P(Y') admits the standard factoriza-
tion through the graph Gr(F), i.e., there exists a diagram

—t 5 p(y)

X
S
Gr(F) T) Y
where pr : Gr(F) — X and qf : Gr(F) — Y are the projections such that

F(x) = qr(pr'(x)) forallx € X.

This suggests the following definition and properties.

Definition 10. ([32], Definition 40.1) A multivalued operator F : X — P (Y) is called admissible
if there exists a metric space X and two continuous maps p : X — Xand § : X — Y such that

(i)  pis a Vietoris map, and
(i) F(x)=g(p~(x)) forany x € X.

Proposition 1. ([32]) IfF : X — P(Y) and G : Y — P(Z) are two admissible maps, then the
composition G o F is admissible.

Given a Banach space (X, || - ||), for a multivalued map F : ] x X — P(X), set
IE(t, x)||p := sup{|[v]| : v € F(£,x)}.

A multivalued map G : | — Pcp(X) is said to be measurable if for each x € R the
function Y : ] — R defined by

Y(t) = d(x,G(t)) = inf{[|x — z]| : z € G()}

is measurable.
A multifunction F : [a,b] — Pcp(X) is strongly measurable if there exists a sequence
{F, : n € N} of step multifunctions such that

Hy(Fu(t),F(t)) > 0asn — cofor paet € [a,b],
where p denotes a Lebesgue measure on [a,b] and H, is the Hausdorff metric on Py (X).

In what follows, L ([a, b], X) denotes the Banach space of functions y: | — X, that
are Bochner integrable with norm

1
o= ([ weolra)’, pe )
For each y € C(J, X), the set
Sky = {f e L], X): f(t) € E(t,y(t)) forae. te [o,b]}
is known as the set of selection functions for F.

Lemma 4. ([32], Theorem 19.7) Let X be a separable metric space and G be a multivalued map
with nonempty closed values. Then G has a measurable selection.
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Definition 11. ([28], Definition 2.80) A multivalued map F is a Carathéodory function if

(a) the function t — F(t,x) is strong measurable for each x € X;
(b)  forae. t € ], the map x — F(t,x) is upper semi-continuous.

Furthermore, F is L' —Carathéodory if it is locally integrably bounded, i.e., for each positive r,
there exists h, € L1(J,R*) such that

|[E(t,x)||p < he(t), forae. te]andall ||x|| <r.

Measures of Noncompactness (MNC)

For more details on measure of noncompactness than given below, we refer the reader
to [33-35] and the references therein.

Definition 12. ([28], Definition 2.91) Let E be a Banach space and (A, >) be a partially ordered
set. Amap B: P(X) — Ais called a measure of noncompactness on X (MNC), if

p(eo Q) = B(Q2)
for every Q) € P(X).

Notice that if D is dense in ), then co () = co D and hence

Definition 13. ([28], Definition 2.92) A measure of noncompactness p is:

(a)  Monotone if g, Oy € P(X) with Qo C Oy, implies B(Qp) < B().

(b)  Nonsingular if B({a} U Q) = B(Q) for everya € X, O € P(X).

(c)  Invariant with respect to the union with compact sets if B(KU Q) = B(Q) for every relatively
compact set K C X, and Q) € P(X).

(d) Realif A =Ry = [0,00] and B(Q) < oo for every bounded Q.

(e)  Semi-additive if B(Qo U Q1) = max(B(Qp), B(1)) for every Oy, Q1 € P(X).

(f)  Regular if the condition B(Q}) = 0 is equivalent to the relative compactness of Q).

As an example of a MNC, consider the Hausdorff MNC
x(Q) =inf{e > 0: O has a finite ¢ — net}.

Recall that a bounded set A C X has a finite e—net if there exits a finite subset S C X
such that A C S + ¢B where B is a closed ball in X. Other examples are given by the
following measures of noncompactness defined on the space of continuous functions
C([0, ], X) with values in a Banach space X:

(i) the modulus of fiber noncompactness

@(Q) = sup x,(Q(t)),
te[0,b]

where ), is the Hausdorff MNC in X and Q(t) = {y(t) : y € Q}.
(ii) the modulus of equicontinuity

modc(Q)) = limsup max |ly(7y) —y(2)|-
020 e [ —T2|<o

It should be mentioned that these MNC satisfy all above-mentioned properties except
regularity.



Fractal Fract. 2021, 5,173 14 of 27

Definition 14. ([28]) Let M be a closed subset of a Banach space X and p: P(X) — (A, >)
be a MNC on E. A multivalued map F: M — Pp(X) is said to be B—condensing if for every
Q C M, the relation

B(Q) < B(F(QV))

implies the relative compactness of Q).

Some important results on fixed point theory with MNCs are recalled next (see,
for example, [34] for proofs and additional details). The first one is a compactness criterion.

Lemma 5. ([34], Theorem 5.1.1) Let N : L!([a, b], X) — C([a, b], X) be an operator satisfying
the following conditions:

(S1) N is ¢—Lipschitz: there exists & > 0 such that for every f, ¢ € L'([a,b], X),

INF() ~Ng)l < [ 1f(s) —s(5) s, forall 1 € [a,b].

(S2) N is weakly-strongly sequentially continuous on compact subsets: for any compact K C X and
any sequence { f,}>_; C L'([a,b], X) such that {f,(t)}_; C K for a.e. t € [a,b], the weak
convergence of f, — fo implies the strong convergence of N(f,) — N(fo) as n — +oo.

Then for every semi-compact sequence { f, }°°_, C L1([0,b], X), the image sequence N ({ f»}°>_,)
is relatively compact in C([a, b], X).

Lemma 6. ([34], Theorem 5.2.2]) Let an operator N: L([a,b], X) — C([a, ], X) satisfy condi-
tions (S1)—(Sy) together with

(S3) There exits 7 € L'([a, b]) such that for every integrably bounded sequence { f, }°>_,, we have

x({Un(D)}azn) <n(t), forae tclab],

where x is the Hausdorff MINC.
Then

b
AN OYn) <28 [ (e)ds, forall € [a,b],
where € is the constant in (Sy).

4. Fixed Point Theory

We begin with some basics of fixed point theory.

Theorem 5. ([32]) Let D C X be a nonempty closed convex and bounded subset of X and
N : D — P(D) an B-condensing admissible multivalued operator, where 7y is a nonsingular
measure of noncompactness defined on subsets of X. Then FixN is nonempty and compact.

The next result is concerned with the nonlinear alternative for f—condensing u.s.c.
multi-valued maps.

Lemma 7. Let V C X be a bounded open neighborhood of zero and N : V. — P(X) be a B-
admissible multi-valued map, where B is a nonsingular measure of noncompactness defined on
subsets of X, that satisfies the Leray—Schauder boundary condition

x & AN(x)
forall x € 0V and 0 < A < 1. Then FixN is nonempty and compact.
Proof. Let C be the set defined by

C={x€eV:x e AN(x) forsome A € [0,1]}.
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It is clear that C is nonempty set since 0 € C. To show that C is closed, let (x,,),eny C C be a
sequence converging to x; then there exists (A,),en C [0,1] such that

Xy € AyN(x,) forn e N.

Since [0, 1] is compact, there exists a subsequence of (A, ),cn that converges to A €
0,1].
[ ]If A € (0,1], then using the fact that N is admissible, we see that N has a closed graph,
sox € AN(x).
If A =0, it is clear that N ({xn RS N}) is a compact set, so there exists M > 0 such
that
lyl| <M forany y € N({xn T ne N})

This implies
|xnll < AuM, n €N,
thatis, x = 0 € ON(0), and we conclude that C is closed set in X.
Since CNX\V = @, Urysohn’s lemma guarantees the existence of a continuous
function p : X — [0,1] such that p(x) = 1 for x € Cand p(x) = 0for x € X\V. Let

r: X — V be a retraction of the space X onto V.
We introduce the multivalued operator N : X — P(X) defined by

{ u(x)N(x), «x€V,

{0}, x e X\V.

N(x) =

Observe that N
N(x) = fo(u(x) x N(r(x))), x€X,

where f : [0,1] x X — X is defined by
f(Ax)=Ax, xeX.
Let C. =co(N(V) U {0}); it is easy to show that
N(C.) C C..

It follows from the definition of N that it is an admissible multivalued map.
Next, we show that N is B—condensing. Let D € P;,(Cs) be such that

B(D) < N(D).
If DNV = @, then from the definition of N, we have
B(D) < B(N(D)) < ({0}) =0,
so D is relatively compact. On the other hand, if DNV # @, then
B(DNV) < B(D) < B(N(D)) < B(N(DNV)).
From the definition of N,

B(N(DNV)) = p(u(DNVIN(DNT)) = ﬁ( U u(x)N(me).

xeDNV
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From Definition 13, for every x € X, we have

B(#(x)N(DNV)) = [u(x)|B(N(DNV)) <B(N(DNV)).

Hence,
B(DNV) < B(D) < B(N(D)) < B(N(DNT)).

Since N is f—condensing, we obtain that D NV is relatively compact. Moreover, since
Nis u.s.c., B(D) = 0, so D is relatively compact. Therefore, N is f—admissible since it is
admissible and -condensing.

We now use Theorem 5 to show that N has at least one fixed point x € C, such that
x € N(x). Since0 € V,x € Vand x € u(x)N(x). Hence, x € C. This implies that x € N(x)
so Fix(N) # @.

To see that Fix(N) is compact, first note that

Fix(N) C N(Fix(N)).

Therefore,
B(Fix(N)) < B(N(Fix(N))).

Since N is f—admissible, we conclude that Fix(N) is compact. This completes the
proof of the lemma. O

An additional result on the set of fixed points of F is contained in the following proposition.

Proposition 2. Let X be a Banach space and N : X — P (X) be a B—admissible multivalued map,
where B is a nonsingular measure of noncompactness defined on subsets of X. If the set

M ={xeX:xeAN(x), forsome A € (0,1)}
is bounded, then FixN # @ and is compact.
Proof. Since M is a bounded set, there exists M > 0 such that

||x|| < M for each x € M.

We can easily prove that N : B(0, M) — P(X) is a f—admissible operator and

x ¢ AN(x) for all x € 9B(0, M).
Consequently, from Lemma 7, the set Fix(N) # @ and is compact. [J

Similarly, we have the following result.

Lemma 8. ([34]) Let W be a closed subset of a Banach space E and N: W — P, (X) be a closed
B—condensing multivalued map, where B is a nonsingular measure of noncompactness defined on
subsets of X. If the fixed point set Fix(N) is bounded, then it is compact.

In what follows, we wish to replace the Leray-Schauder boundary condition with the
following “star-shaped” condition.

Definition 15. ([27], Definition 4.2.7) Let X be a Banach space. An open bounded neighborhood
of the origin, V, is strictly star-shaped with respect to the origin if for any x € oV, we have

{Ax: A>0}NaV = {x}.
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Remark 2. If V is a bounded open neighborhood of the origin, the following strict inclusions hold
(see ([36], Proposition 1)):

Convex C Strictly Star-shaped C Star-shaped.

For any strictly star-shaped open and bounded neighborhood V of the origin, we can
define the Minkowski function py : X — [0, c0) by

py(x) =inf{A >0: x € AV}.

This function satisfies the properties:

o p(tx) =tu(x), forallx € Xandt > 0.

e uy(x)>0foranyx € X.

o V={x:uy(x) <1}, V={x:puy(x) <1},and oV = {x: uy(x) = 1}.

Remark 3. For a strictly star set, the Minkowski function can equivalently be defined as: 11(0) = 0
and, for x # 0, pwy (x) is the unique positive number such that ﬁ eV.
Proposition 3. ([37]) Let X be a Banach space and V be an open bounded neighborhood of zero.
If V is strictly star-shaped, then the Minkowski function ., is continuous and the mapping
Ry : X — V given by
. —

wEy Y€ X\V,

Ry (x) =

X, x eV,

is a continuous retract of X into closure of V.

In 2005, Jiménez-Melado and Morales [36] introduced the so-called interior condition
for single valued maps. In the following definition, we introduce a multivalued version of
this condition.

Definition 16. ([36], Page 501) Let X be a real Banach space and V be open subset of X with
0 € V. We say that the multivalued map N : V — P(X) satisfies the interior condition if there
exists 6 > 0 such that

Ax € N(x) forxe Vs, A >1,and N(x)NX\V # Q,

where
Vs={x € V:d(x,0V) < é}.

The following result is taken from Gonzalez, Jiménez-Melado, and Llorens-Fuster ([37],
Proposition 2).

Proposition 4. Let X be a Banach space and V' be a strictly star-shaped open bounded neighborhood
of the origin. Let 0 < k < K, where k = d(0,0V) and K = sup{||x|| : x € oV}, and choose
6 € (0,k]. Define LS, : X — X by

X, x € X\V,
LY (x) =
X, xeV.

Then LS, is continuous, LS, (X\V) C Vs, and L, (x) € co({0} U {x}) forall x € X.

The following fixed point theorem is for multivalued maps satisfying the interior condition.
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Theorem 6. Let X be a real Banach space and let V be a bounded open and strictly star-shaped
subset of X with 0 € V. If the multivalued map N : V. — P(X) is B—condensing, admissible,
and satisfies the interior condition, then N has at least one fixed point.

Proof. Let Ry : X — V be a retraction of X into V. Define the multivalued operator
N, : V — P(X) by

HD ) N(Ry (x),  x € X\V,
Vv(x)
N (x) =

N(x), xeV.
We can write N, as
Ni(x) = go (ji(x) x N(Ry(x))), x€X,
where g : [0,1] x X — X is defined by
g(Ax)=Ax, xeX,

and
7+(1*7)ﬂv(x), xeX\V,

1, xeV,

are continuous functions. Then, by Proposition 1, N, is an admissible operator, and we see
that co(N (V) U {0}) is invariant under N,. Let D € P,(V); then from the definition of N,

B(N.(D)) = B(N(D)).

Therefore,
B(N.(D)) < B(N(D)) forall D e Py(V).

From this it follows that N, is a f—condensing admissible operator. We wish to show
that the conditions of Monch’s theorem [38] hold. Let D C V with D C co({0} U N.(D));
then

B(D) < B(co({0} UNi(D))) = B(co(N«(D))).
Hence,

B(D) < B(N«(D)).

Using the fact that N, is f-condensing, we see that D is relatively compact.
Next, we show that N satisfies the Leray—Schauder condition. Since N satisfies the
interior condition, there exists § € I := (0, K) such that

Ax € N(x) forx e Vs, A>1,and N(x) N X\V # @,
where N
K = sup{||x|| : x € 9V'}.

As in the proof of ([36], Theorem 1), for any ¢ € (1 — %, 1), theset V; = {tx: x € V}

is an open subset of V, tV = tV,and tV C V.
Additionally, we can easily show that

Uvi=v.

tel

Thus,
v c | Jav: c |Jov.
tel tel
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Now suppose there exist Ay > 1 and x; € dV; such that Asx; € Ni(x;). Then by the
definition of Ny,
Atxy € N(Xt), A > 1, and x; € dV;. (10)

Since V is strictly star-shaped and x; € dV; C V, there exists a unique z; € dV such
that x; = tz; (see Remark 3). Hence, we obtain

d(x;,dV) < ||lxr —z]| < (1=K < 6, (11)

and consequently, by the interior condition, we have A;x; € V. This implies that A;x; €
[x¢, z¢] since that is a strictly star-shaped set. Thus, we conclude that

el < [Aexe]l < llzell < K.
Therefore, the set
D. = {x; : x; satisfies the relation (10), t € I}

isbounded and D C co{N(D,)U{0}}. Since N is B—condensing, D, is relatively compact,
and hence there exists a sequence (x,),cn converging to x in V and a sequence (A ),ey in
R such that

Apxp € N(xy), Ay = 1, t, = 1, and x,, — xasn — oo.

It is easy to see that (11), implies lgn Xy = ligrl zn = x and there exists n € N such
n [o0] n oo
that x, € V. We then have that

d(xy,dV) < é implies x,, € V;.
The interior condition of N implies that
Anxn € N(x;) and N(x,)NX\V =0,

which contradicts (10).

Therefore, N, satisfies the Leray-Schauder condition. Since V is a retract of X, N, is
an admissible map and satisfies Monch’s theorem. Then, by ([39], Theorem 5), there exists
x € V such that x € N, (x). From the definition of N, it follows that x € N(x), and this
completes the proof of the theorem. O

5. Fractional Differential Inclusions with Delay

In this section we wish to apply some of the inequalities obtained in Section 2 and
the new Leray-Schauder type fixed point theorem obtained in Section 4 to proving the
existence of solutions to the Cauchy problem for the fractional delay differential inclusion

°D*x(t) € F(t, xy), te],
(12)

x(t) = ¢(t), te€ o,

where0 < a <1,]:=[0,T], Jo := [~7,0],and F : ] x C(Jo, E) = Pcp,co(E) is a multivalued
function. For any function x defined on [—7, T| and any ¢ € ], we denote by x; the element
of C(I, E) defined by

x¢(0) =x(t+6), 0 €l

Here x;(-) represents the history of the state from time ¢ — r up to the present time ¢.

The study of differential inclusions has emerged as an important area of research due
to their applicability to problems in optimal control theory and other areas; see, for example,
the monographs [40,41] and the references contained therein. Additionally, differential
inclusions can incorporate differential equations with discontinuities in the right hand
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side (or even for the case where the right hand side is inaccurately known) [34,42—44].
Additional background on differential inclusions and multivalued analysis can be found
in [27-29,32,45-48]. For recent results on the existence of solutions to fractional differential
equations and inclusions with various types of delays, we refer the reader to [49-55].

We begin by recalling the definitions of a fractional integral and the Caputo fractional
derivative. Here, I' denotes the well-known gamma function.

Definition 17. ([49], Definition 1.4) The fractional integral of order B > 0 with lower limit 0 for
a function f is defined as

(1) = r(l) /Ot(t P f(s)ds, £ > 0,

P
provided the right-hand side is pointwise defined on [0, o).

Definition 18. ([49], Definition 1.6) The Caputo fractional derivative of order B with 0 <
n—1 < B < nand lower limit 0 for a function f is given by

‘DPF(t) = r(nl_ﬁ) /Ot(t — )" P (s)ds = I"PF(1), t>0,0<n—1< B <n.

We will need to make use of the following assumptions in our results in this section.

(#H1)The mulivalued map F(t, -) has a strong measurable selection for u € C(Jy, E).
(Hz)The map F(t, -) is upper hemicontinuous for almost all ¢ € J.
(H3) There exist functions ¢ € H and f € L9(],R") with g > 1 such that

IF(t )]l < fB)p(llul)

forevery t € Jand u € C(Jo, E).
(H4)There exists ¢ € L9(J,R™") such that for all bounded D € C(Jy, E), we have

a(F(t,D)) < g(t) Zu}pa(D(G)), forae.t € Jy

where
D(6) = {¢(0): ¢ € D}.
In the following proposition we establish some properties of the selection function operator.

Proposition 5. If E is a reflexive space and the multifunction F satisfies conditions (Hq)—(H3)
for 1 < q < oo, then the selection function operator St : C([—r, T],E) — L1([—r, T], E) given by

Sl(x) ={v e L7([0,T],E) : v(t) € F(t,x;)ae.t €]}

has nonempty convex weakly compact values and is a weakly upper semicontinuous multivalued
operator.

Proof. The convexity of S. follows immediately from the convexity of F. Let x € C([—r, T},
E); there exists a step sequence (x,,) converging uniformly to x in [—r, T]. By conditions
(H1) and (H3), there is a sequence (v, ) of strong measurable selections of F such that

vn(t) € F(t, (xy)¢) ae. t€] (13)

and
[on(D)[| < fF(D)p(p) ae.te],

where
|xnll0 < p forallm € N.
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Hence,
Uy € S?:(xn) foreachn € N,

and (v,) is bounded sequence in L9(],E). Since E is a reflexive space, by the duality
theorem ([56], Theorem V.1.1), the space L1(], E) is also reflexive. By the Eberlein-Smulian
Theorem (see Brezis [57]), there exists a subsequence, still denoted by (v;,), that converges
weakly to v € L7(], E). Additionally, we have

o(t) € () {ok(t) 1k >n} C () co{v(t) : k >n}, aete]. (14)

n>1 n>1
Since F(t,-) is upper hemicontinuous,

limsup o (x*, F(t, (x4)¢)) < o(x*, F(t,x¢)), forall x* € E*. (15)

n—o0

From (13) it follows that
_ 1
v, (t) € coB (F(t, (xn)t), n> ae te]. (16)

By (14)—(16), and applying the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain
v(t) € F(t,x;), ae.te].

Therefore, S%(x) # @ and S].(x) € Pucp,co(C([—1,T], E)).
Let {(xn,0n)}nen € Gr(S}) such that (x,) converges to x € C([—7,T],E). Then,
for each n € N, we have
vn(t) € F(t, (xn)¢), ae.te].

Applying a similar argument, we can prove that the Nemytskii operator is weakly
upper semicontinuous. [

Now consider the operator N : C([—r, T|,E) — P(C([—r, T], E)) defined by

N(x) (1) = { he Cll=rTLE)s h(t) - { YO+ s Tele)ts 1] } } 7
where v € ST(x). Notice that N can be written in the form
N(x) = L(x) + (Ko S})(x), x€ C([-r,T],E), (18)
where L : C(| =, T], E) = C([—, T], E) is defined by
=15 1%k
and K : L1([0, T], E) = C([r, T}, E) by

0, t € Jo,

K(U(t)> = { ﬁ f()t(t _ s)“*lv(s)ds, te ]
Next, we establish an important property of the operator N(x) defined in (17).
Proposition 6. If conditions (H1)—(Ha) hold, then the operator N is u.s.c. and B—condensing.

Proof. We will divide the proof into several steps. We begin by showing that N is u.s.c.
and has nonempty convex values.
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Step 1: N(-) € P (E). Since L is single valued, K is a bounded linear operator,
and S7 has nonempty convex values, for each x € C([~7, T], E) we have N(x) € Pe(E).

Step 2: N is u.s.c. We first show that N maps bounded sets into bounded subsets of
C([-r,T],E). Let B, := {x € C([~7,T|,E) : ||x||c < p}. For x € B, and h € N(x), there
exists v € Sg x such that

B q)(t), te ]0/
h(t) = { 9(0) + iy Jo (£ =) To(s)ds, te .

Then, by (#3) and Holder’s inequality

1

1 < o)+ |5 [ 0= 9 oo

< ol + ey [ 0= (s
< ol + ey [ 0= o)

ol + 5 ([ 0= omras) 1o

Hence,
a—1+1

"9(p)
Tllﬂlu.

Next, we wish to show that N maps bounded sets into equicontinuous subsets of
C([=r,T],E). Let t1, t € ] with t; < t; and let B, be a bounded subset of C([—r, T|, E).
If x € By, then for each 1 € N(x), we have

[Bllo < l[lleo +

lhtez) =it < EED [t =5yt s+ L [ (ta =) T = (= 9 ).

From the Holder and Biernacki inequalities, it follows that

1h(t2) = h(t1)]]

pplo)(t2 — 1) 7 ¥(o) ([ . Rt

= (Ptx—zp—i—i)l"(a ”f”L”r(,x) (/O ((tl—s) T (t—s) 1) ds) £l s
o a71+% . %

< ey W+ B ([ (=7 sy nas )
pp(o)(t — 1) 7 Plo) (B 4 (fa = )t - P

< “a—prr@ Mot CETERINO) m

The left-hand side tends to zero as t; —t; — 0, so N(B,) is equicontinuous in
C([-r,T],E).

Step 3: N is a condensing operator for a suitable MNC «. Given a bounded subset
D € Py([—r,T],E), let modc(D) be the modulus of equicontinuity of the set of functions
D,i.e.,

modc(D) = lim sup max |x(71) — x(12)].
020 xep Ip—1|<d

It is well known (see, for example, ([34], Example 2.1.2)) that modc(D) defines an

MNC in C([—r, T], E) that satisfies all of the properties in Definition 13 except regularity.
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Given the Hausdorff MNC y, let 7 be the real MNC defined on bounded subsets of
C([-r,T], X) by

F(D) = sup e Tl Gy (D(r)),
te[0,T]

where T > 0 chosen such that

1
s = <1 (19)

{/qt(pa—p+1)I(a)

Then we define the MNC on bounded subsets of C([—r, T|, E) by

D) = 7(D), modc(D)),
7(D) DeA(é?ﬁ)ﬁ,n,E)>(7( ),modc(D))

where A(C([—7,T],E)) is the collection of all countable subsets of B. The MNC 7 is
monotone, regular, and nonsingular (see ([34], Example 2.1.4)). To show that N is -
condensing, let B C C([—r, T], E) be a bounded set in C([—r, T|, E) such that

7(B) < v(N(B)). (20)

To show that B is relatively compact, let {x, : n € N} C B. From (18), each h, in
N(x,) can be represented as

hy, = L(xy) 4+ K(v,), with v, € Sp(xy). (21)
Moreover, (20) yields
Y({hy : n € N}) > y({x, : n € N}). (22)

From condition (Hy), for a.e. t € [0, T],

x({on(t) :n € N}) < x(F(t {xn(8) }320) < g(Ox({(xe)n}nin)
< g(t) sup x({(x)n}iy) < eThEO8g(0)7({xa}ey). (23)

0<s<t

Itis clear that s — (t —s)*1g(s) € L7((0,t)). Then, Lemma 6 implies

XK EDOX) < T b i [ (6= 9 g(s)emRs'0ras

T()
({xn}%)r(z“) (/Ot(t - S)WPdS) ' (/Ot I (s)e”leoS g”(f)d7> %ds

2t1x71+%

Ve p DI () srper o) as

2ta71+%

< ) e = T )

IN
=)

({xn}izt)

IN
=

e jot §7(s)ds

Therefore,

T{xa b)) < 7{ I }izy) = SI[BPMETjggq(s)ds?c({hn(f)}f—l) < g 7({xntnl)- (24)
te |0,

Using (19), we have

T({xn}nia) = 0. (25)
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Moreover, ¥(x,) = 0 implies that x({x,(t)}) = 0 for a.e. t € [—r, T]. In turn, (23)
implies that
x({on(t)}) =0, forae. t €[0,T].

Hence, (21) implies that x ({h};"_;) = 0. By an argument similar to the one we used
to prove that N maps bounded sets into equicontinuous sets, we can prove that the set
{hy} is equicontinuous, and so modc(B) = 0. It follows that y({,}> ;) = 0, which by
(22) implies that y({x,}5 ;) = 0. Thus, B is relatively compact. By the Arzela—Ascoli
theorem, N is completely continuous, from which we have that N is y-condensing.

Step 4: N has a closed graph. Let {x,},en € C([—7,T], E) be a sequence such that
{x }nen converges to X, h, € N(x,), and {h, } ;e converges to h. We need to show that
h € N(X). So for each n € N there exist v, € S1(xy) such that

hy(t) = L(x,(t)) + K(vn(t)), t€JoU]J.

Similar to the proof of Proposition 5, we can conclude that there exists a subsequence
of v, converging weakly to v in L7 and satisfying

o(t) € F(t,X;), ae.te].
Since K is a continuous linear operator,
K(vu(t)) = K(v(t)) as n — oo.
On the other hand, the continuity of L implies that
L(xu(t)) — L(X(t)) asn — oo.

Therefore,
hy(t) — L(X(t)) + K(v(t)) as n — oo.
This implies
h=L(X)) 4+ K(v) € N(x).
Hence, the multivalued operator N has a closed graph.
In view of Steps 1-3, the proof of the proposition is complete. [

We are now ready to give our main existence result for problem (12).

Theorem 7. Assume that (H1)—(Ha4) hold. Then the problem (12) has at least one solution on
[—r, T] and the set FixN is compact.

Proof. It is clear that the solutions of Problem (12) correspond to the set FixN of fixed
points of the multivalued operator N defined in Proposition 6. By Propositions 5 and 6,
N(-) € Peowep(C([—7,T], E)) and it is u.s.c., admissible, and y-condensing.

Let x € C([—r, T], E) be such that

X € AN(x) forsome 0 < A < 1.

Then,

01 < ol + ey [, (6= 90" Al

Let u(t) = sup |[|x(s)||; then

—r<s<t

() < gl t iy [ (0= F P
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From Corollary 3
we) <y (Y1), rey,
where
z dx 1 1 - kpr(a—1)+1
Y(z :/7, (1—)—1, > —,and k = cF———.
=) oy N\ 7% Il = 1)

e < ¥ (Y0 + 7 ) = M.,

and so the set
M={xeC(]-r,T|,E): x € AN(x), A € (0,1)}

is bounded. As a consequence of Lemma 7, N has a fixed point x in U that is a solution
to Problem (12). Finally, since FixN is bounded, by Lemma 8, FixN is also compact. This
proves the theorem. O

Remark 4. In all our results in Section 2 and in the main theorem in Section 5 (see condition
(H3), we have asked that q > % It would be of interest to see what might be proved in the case
where g < %

6. Conclusions

We first established some new singular versions of the Gronwall-Bihari-Henry in-
equality. Then we proved a multivalued version of the Leray-Schauder alternative in
strictly star-shaped sets. Using these new tools, we show how they can be applied to obtain
new existence results for fractional differential inclusions with a delay.
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