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Abstract. We prove a result on a priori estimate for mild solutions to the initial value problem for a
semilinear fractional-order differential inclusion in a separable Hilbert space. We assume that the linear
part of the inclusion is presented by an unbounded strictly negatively defined operator and the multivalued
nonlinearity satisfies an one-sided estimate. To prove this result, we use approximation methods based
on, in particular, Yosida approximations of the linear part of the inclusion. The obtained result is applied
to justify the existence of mild solutions to the initial value problems on finite intervals, and to prove the
existence of mild solutions which are bounded on the semi-axis.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is well known (see, for example, [1-3]) that, in the case of differential equations, the
condition of smoothness of right-hand sides does not provide the existence of solutions to the
initial value problem on an unbounded interval. For the existence of such solutions, in the
theory of ordinary differential equations, the method of one-sided estimates was widely applied
(see, for example, [1]). For a differential equation in a Hilbert space H of the form

xl = f(t7x)7
one of the simplest estimations of this type can be presented by the inequality
(f(t,%),x) < allx|* +b. (1.1)

To obtain the existence of solutions on unbounded intervals in the case of fractional-order equa-
tions and inclusions, the condition of the sublinear growth of the right-hand side was used (see
[4]-[15]). It is evident that this condition is much stronger than (1.1).

In this paper, we prove the existence of mild solutions of such type for a semilinear fractional-
order differential inclusion in a separable Hilbert space under the assumptions that the linear
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part of the inclusion is presented by an unbounded strictly negatively defined operator and the
multivalued nonlinearity satisfies the estimate of type (1.1). Notice that our construction is
essentially based on the following property of the Caputo fractional derivative of a function
x(t) in a Hilbert space:

Dfllx(n)]1* < (x(r), “Dix(r)),

which was studied in [16-18].

The paper is organized in the following way. In the next section, we present some prelimi-
naries from the fractional analysis and the theory of condensing multivalued maps. In the third
section, we first give a result on a priori estimate for solutions to the initial value problem of
a semilinear fractional differential inclusion in a Hilbert space, under the assumption that the
linear part of the inclusion is negatively defined and the multivalued nonlinearity satisfies an
one-sided estimate. To prove this result, we use approximation methods based on, in particular,
the Yosida approximations of the linear part of the inclusion. Finally, we apply this result to
prove the existence of a mild solution to our initial value problem on each finite interval and
verify the existence of mild solutions, which are bounded on the semi-axis.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Fractional derivative. In this section we will recall some notions and definitions which
we will need in the sequel (details can be found in, e.g., [19-22]).
Let E be a real Banach space.

Definition 2.1. The Riemann—Liouville fractional derivative of order g € (0,1) of a continuous
function g : [0,a] — E is the function D{g of the following form:

Die(t) = s 35 [ =9 7o) ds

provided that the right-hand side of this equality is well defined, where I" is the Euler gamma-
function

F(r):/ s le 5ds.
0

Definition 2.2. The Caputo fractional derivative of order g € (0,1) of a continuous function
g:[0,a] — E is the function “D{g defined in the following way:

“Dig() = (D ()~ 2(0)) ) (1)
provided the right-hand side of this equality is well defined.

Definition 2.3. A function of the form

b n

Z
E 7)) = —- 5, s >0,Z€(C,

is said to be the Mittag—Leffler function.

The Mittag—Leffler function has the following asymptotic representation as z — oo (see, €.g.,

[19D):



ON BOUNDED SOLUTIONS 253

1-g 1 3
Eq./}(z) = lz et _Zﬁlv 11 F(é qn N+ 0(|Z| ) !argz\ < %ﬂq, 2.1
| Zﬁzv 1l F(é qn) "‘O(M_ ), larg(—2)| < (1 __q)

Denote E, | by E;. Notice that the second of the above formula implies that, in the case
z=71<0and0<g<1,

E,(t) = 0as T — —oo. (2.2)
It follows from the relations (see, e.g., [23]) that

:/Owgq(e)e—zede and E(M(—Z):/quggq(e)e—zed&

where
1 _1-1 -1/
&, (0) = 59 i, (07, (2.3)
R r 1
— Z )= le_q"_lmsin(mrq), 0cR,, (2.4)
o = n!
that both
E,t)>0 and E,,(t)>0, fort<O0. (2.5)

Remark 2.4 (See, e.g., [14]). £,(0) >0, [7°&,(0)d0 = 1,and [5°0&,(0)d0 = %

Consider a scalar equation of the form

“Dix(t) = Ax(t) + f(t), t€][0,T], (2.6)
with the initial condition
x(0) = xo, (2.7)

where A € Rand f: [0, T] — R is a continuous function. By a solution of this problem, we mean
a continuous function x : [0,7] — R satisfying the condition (2.7) whose fractional derivative
CDgx is also continuous and satisfies equation (2.6). It is known (see [20, Example 4.9]) that
the unique solution of this equation has the form

x(t) = E,(Ar%)xo + /0 (6= 5)I By (At — )7) £ (s) ds. 2.8)

We will need the following auxiliary assertion, which is an analogue of the known Gronwall
lemma on integral inequalities.

Lemma 2.5. Let 7: [0,T] — R be a bounded measurable function such that CDgz is continuous
and

“Diz(t) < Az(t)+1(t), t€[0,T], (2.9)
where A € Rand 1 : [0,T] — R is a bounded measurable function. Then

z(t) < Eg(At?)z( —|—/ t— )1 Ey (At —5)D)I(s)ds.
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Proof. Consider the scalar equation
“Dly(t) = Ay(t) +1(t), t€[0,T], (2.10)
with the initial condition y(0) = z(0). From inequality (2.9) and equation (2.10), we have
“Df(z(t) = y(t)) < Az(t) =y (1))

There exists a nonnegative function v : [0, 7] — R such that

D (a(r) = ¥(1) = A(z(t) = y(1)) = V(7).
The solution to the last equation is the following nonnegative function

y(t) —z(t) = /t(t — s)"_lEq,q(QL(t —s5))v(s)ds.

0
Thus, z(z) < y(t). Since

1) = B )y(0)+ [ (1= 5)9 By (A0 =5))1(5) s,

and y(0) = z(0), we finally get the inequality

z(t) < E (At7)z(0) +/Ot(t—s)"_1Eq7q(7L(t—s)")l(s)ds.
UJ

2.2. Measures of noncompactness and condensing multivalued maps. Let us recall some
notions and facts (details can be found, for example, in [24,25]).

Let & be a Banach space. We introduce the following notation:
e Ph(&)={AC & :A+# &isbounded };
e Pv(&)={A € Pb(&):Aisconvex};
e K(&)={A € Pb(&):Aiscompact};
e Kv(&)=Pv(&)NK(E).

Definition 2.6. Let (<7, >) be a nonempty partially ordered set. A function 3 : Pb(&) — < is
said to be a measure of noncompactness (MNC) in & if, for each Q € Pb(&),

B(coQ) = B(Q),
where co Q) denotes the closure of the convex hull of Q.
A measure of noncompactness 3 : Ph(&) — <7 is said to be
1) monotone if Qo C Q) implies B(Qo) < B(Q1) for each Qy, Q| € Pb(&);
2) nonsingular if B({a} UQ) = B(Q) for each a € & and each Q € Pb(&).
If o is the positive cone in an ordered Banach space, the MNC f is said to be

4) regular if B(Q) = 0 is equivalent to the relative compactness of Q € Pb(&);
5) real if o7 is the set of all nonnegative real numbers R with the natural ordering;
6) algebraically semiadditive if B(Qo+ Q1) < B(Qo) + B(Q) for every Qo,Q; € Ph(&).
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We mention that the Hausdorff MNC
Xe(Q) =inf{e > 0: Q has a finite e-net}

obeys all above properties. Another examples can be presented by the following measures
of noncompactness defined on Pb(C([0,al;E)), where C([0,a];E) is the space of continuous
functions with the values in a separable Banach space E:

(1) the modulus of fiber noncompactness

@(Q) = sup e P xp(Q(1)),

+€[0,d]

where p > 0, xg is the Hausdorff MNC in E, and Q(t) = {y(r) : y € Q};

(1) the modulus of equicontinuity

modc (Q) = lim sup max ||y(#;) —y ()] -
60 yeQ [1—1|<6

Notice that these MNCs satisfy all above-mentioned properties except the regularity. For a
regular MNC for the space C([0,a]; E), we can consider

v(Q) = (¢(), modc(R))
with the values in the positive cone of R? in the usual partial ordering.

Definition 2.7. Let X C & be a closed subset. A multivalued map (or multimap, in short)
F: X — K(&) is said to be upper semicontinuous (or u.s.c., in short) if the pre-image

F N V)={xeX: F(x)CV}
of each open set V C & is open in X.
Definition 2.8. An u.s.c. multimap .% : X — K(&) is said to be condensing with respect to

a MNC B (or B-condensing, in short) if for every bounded set Q C X that is not relatively
compact, we have

B(Z(Q) £B(Q).

More generally, given a metric space A of parameters, we say that an u.s.c. multimap I":
A XX — K(&) is a condensing family with respect to a MNC B (or B-condensing family in
short) if for every bounded set 2 C X that is not relatively compact, we have

B(L(AxQ)) ZB(Q).

LetV C & be a bounded open set, B a monotone nonsingular MNC in &, and .% : V — Kv(&)
a B-condensing multimap such that x ¢ .Z (x) for all x € dV. Here, V and dV denote the closure
and the boundary of the set V. In such a setting, the topological degree deg (i -7 ,\7) of the
corresponding vector multifield i — .# satisfying standard properties is defined, where i is the
identity map on &. In particular,

deg (i—#,V)#0 = FixZ :={xeV:xe.Z(x)}#0.

To describe the next property, let us introduce the following notion.
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Definition 2.9. Suppose that two -condensing multimaps .%, %1 : V — Kv(&) have no fixed
points on the boundary dV. The multifields ®y = i — .%) and ®; = i — .% are said to be
homotopic, and denoted by
Dy ~ Py,
if there exists a B-condensing family $3: [0,1] x V — K(&) such that
(i) x ¢ H(A,x) forall (A,x) €[0,1] x AV;
(ii) 9(0,) = %y and H(1,-) = 7.
The homotopy invariance property of the topological degree asserts that if ®y ~ P, then
deg (i — %9,V) =deg (i—.71,V).
Let us mention also the following property of the topological degree which we will need in

the sequel.
The normalization property. For a constant field .7 (x) = A € K(&'), we have

= 1, fACV;
deg(z—y,v):{ 0, ifANV =0.

3. MAIN RESULTS

3.1. A priori estimates of solutions. Let H be a separable Hilbert space. We will consider the
Cauchy problem for a semilinear fractional order differential inclusion in H:

“Dix(t) € Ax(t) + F(t,x(t)), t€][0,T], (3.1)
x(0) = xo, (3.2)
where 0 < ¢ < 1 and the linear operator A satisfies the following condition:
(A) A:D(A) C H — H is a closed (but not necessarily bounded) linear operator generating
a bounded Cy-semigroup {UA(I)}tZO of linear operators on H and such that
(Ax,x) < —d||x||?>, Vxe D(A)
for some d > 0.
It will be assumed that the multimap F: [0,7] x H — Kv(H) obeys the following conditions:

(F1) the multifunction F(-,x): [0,7] — Kv(H) admits a measurable selection for each T > 0
and x € H, i.e., there exists a measurable function f: [0,7] — H such that f(z) € F(¢,x)
fora.e.r € [0,7T];

(F2) the multimap F(t,-): H — Kv(H) is u.s.c. foreach T >0 and a.e. 7 € [0,T];

(F3) for each R > 0 and T > 0, there exists a function wg € L*[0,T] such that

|F(t,x)|| < wg(t) fora.e.r€[0,T]and forall x € H with ||x|| <R;
(F4) for each T > 0, there exists k € L]0, T] such that, for every bounded set Q C H,
x(t,Q)) < k(1) x(Q),

where ) denotes the Hausdorff MNC for the space H;
(F5) there exists a > 0 such that

sup (v,x) <allx|*+G(t), t€[0,T],
YEF (t,x)

where G: Ry — Ry is alocally L™-function, i.e., Gljo 7] € L™[0,T] for each T > 0.
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From conditions (F1)—(F3), it follows that, for each T > 0, the superposition multioperator
Pr: C([0,T];H) — L=((0,T);H) is defined by the formula

Pr(x)={fe€L”((0,T);H): f(s) € F(s,x(s)) fora.e.s €[0,T]} (3.3)

(see, for example, [24,25]).
Let us recall (see, for example, [5, 8—10]) that a mild solution to problem (3.1), (3.2) is a
function x € C([0,T],H) of the form

K1) = Galoo+ [ (=57 Tale—5)f5)d, G4)
where _ _
(1) = /O E,(0)UA(190)d0,  Th(t) = q/o 0E,(6)UA(116)d,
f € Pp(x) and the function &, is defined by formula (2.3).

Lemma 3.1 (See [14, Lemma 3.4]). The operator functions 4x and J possess the following
properties:

1) foreacht € [0,T), the operator functions G4(t) and F4(t) are bounded linear operators.
More precisely, for each x € H,

|G (t)x]| g < M |[|x]|, (3.5)
qM
| Ta(t)x|y < TM+q) |77 5 (3.6)

where

M= sup ||Ua(t)
1€[0,4-c0)

; (3.7)

2) the operator functions 94(-) and F4(-) are strongly continuous, i.e., the functions t €
[0,T] = 94(t)x and t € [0,T] — F4(t)x are continuous for each x € H.

Remark 3.2. Notice that if A is a bounded linear operator, then the solution defined by formula
(3.4) satisfies the following differential equation (see [22])

“Dix(t) = Ax(t) + f(2).

Now, suppose that x € C([0,T]; H) is any mild solution to problem (3.1)-(3.2). Take a mea-
surable selection f € P (x) satisfying (3.4). Then condition (F3) implies that

If(@®)]] < wg(t) forae.re0,T], (3.8)
where
R=|x[lcqo,r);m) and g € L7(0,T).
The following assertion holds true.
Lemma 3.3. For each € > 0, there exists a set mg C [0,T] with Lebesgue measure p(mg) < €,

and a piecewise linear function g¢: [0, T| — H with a finite number of nodes belonging to D(A)
such that

1F(#) —ge(D)ll <& 1 €[0,T]\me. (3.9)
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Proof. Consider the functions fy: [0,7] — H defined by the formula
1 t+y_
i) =5, Ty,
where
_ J f(s), forsel0,T],
(”__{0, for s ¢ [0,T].
Then fy(t) — f(t) for a.e.r € [0,T] as Y — 07, since, for a measurable function, the Lebesgue

points form a complete measure space (see [26]). Notice that the functions f, are continuous
and

15O < N fllz=(jo,r),a) for € [0,T]. (3.10)

Hence each function fy may be approximated with an arbitrary degree of accuracy in the space
C([0,T]; H) by piecewise linear functions gg with a finite number of nodes belonging to D(A).

Take a sequence Y, — 0. Applying to functions fy, the Egorov theorem (see [27]), for a
given € > 0, we may find mg C [0,T] such that p1(mg) < € and the sequence { fy, } uniformly
converges to f on [0, T]\me. So, we have, for a sufficiently large k

1F() — i (0)]] < ; for € [0, T]\me.

Taking now a piecewise linear function g, satisfying

€
1fne = gellcqoran < 5 (3.11)

we get the desired assertion immediately. 0

Now, taking a piecewise linear function g, satisfying conditions of Lemma 3.3, we consider
the function

t
(1) = Ga(0)+ [ (197 Tal—)ge(s)ds (312
0
where x§ € D(A) and x§ — xo as € — 0.

Lemma 3.4. The expression

1)) = [ (=5 170 =) lge(s) £

tends to zero as € — O uniformly on [0, T].

Proof. Denoting
qgM

[(1+gq)’

we get from (3.6) the operator norms
|Za(®)|| <N, te[0,T].
For a given y > 0, we choose o > 0 such that

o4
—N<2||COR||L°° + 1) T
q 2

From the construction of the function g¢ (see relations (3.10) and (3.11)), it follows that, for a
sufficiently small € > 0,
Ige@)l < ll@rll=+1, t€[0,T].
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Then, for the case t < o < T, we have

L= 1709l lge)— rlas < [ =08 (lgels) |+ 156) ) s

(o)
<N (2 axfe-+1) / (1 —5)9\ds
0

Gq
= N (2] gl +1)

=9

<§.

If o <¢, then
&0 = [ =91 76=9)] lge(s)~ £5)lds

+ [ a9 A=) els) — ()]s
=1(€)(t)+ L(e)(2).
For I, (&), the following estimate holds:

N

I(e)(t) < %N(ZHwRHLer 1) <
For I(€), we have
B = [ = =) leels) )

+ (=) [ Ta(t = 5)I| - Ige(s) = £(5)lds

[0,t—0]Nmg
= D1(€)(t) +1n(€)(1).
Set
Ni= max (1—s)47 Y Tu(r—9)].

s€[0,t—o]

Since ||ge(s) — f(s)]| < € for s € [0, — 6] \ me, we obtain the estimate
bLi(e)(t) < Nig(t— o) < Ni€T.
For I (€), we have
bo(e)(1) <My (szRHLw v 1)u([0,z— 6] Nme) < Ny <2Ha)RHLw+ 1)8.

Choosing € > 0 so that

Ny (T +2|| gl + e < %

we get the desired conclusion immediately.
Corollary 3.5. The expression ||x* — x|\ c(jo,r):m) tends to zero as € — 0.

Proof. We have the estimation

[le(e) = x5 ()| < [1%a (1) (x0 = x6) | +/Ot(f—S)q_lH<%(f—S)ll llge(s) = f(s)l|ds.

259
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Since the operator function %4 (¢) is strongly continuous and x§ — xo as € — 0", we have that the
first term in this sum tends to zero uniformly on [0, T']. The second term tends to zero uniformly
due to Lemma 3.4. UJ

Remark 3.6. In Lemma 3.4, we can replace the term ||.74 (¢ — s)|| with the Mittag—Leffler func-
tion E, ,((—d + a)t?). Repeating the above arguments, we get

A%“ﬂﬂqﬂm«—d+®0—®%W@dﬁ—fﬁwd&%o
uniformly on [0,7] as € — 0.
Consider the Yosida approximations for the operator A:
Ap=nA(nl—A)"', n>1.

It is known (see, e.g., [27,28]) that A,, are bounded and mutually commuting linear operators.
Moreover, A, converges to A pointwise on D(A), and each A,, generates a uniformly continuous
contraction semigroup Uy, . Introduce the approximations x5 by the formulas

x5 (1) =9y, (1)x5+ /Ot(t — )97V (1 —5)ge(s)ds, (3.13)
Lemma 3.7. For a fixed € > 0, the sequence x5 converges to xt uniformly on [0,T] as n — oo.
Proof. For each fixed x € H, we have
Uy, (t)x — Ua(t)x

uniformly with respect to r € [0,7] (see [28]). Consequently, we also have the uniform conver-
gence

Ga,(t)x = 94(t)x and Ty, (t)x — Ta(t)x,
that implies for a fixed € > 0 the desired convergence. 0
Due to the closedness of the operator A, we have, for x € D(A),
AU4(t)x =Ux(t)Ax, AApx=A,Ax, and AUy, (t)x = Uy, (t)Ax.
By the definition of the operator functions ¥4 (¢) and 74 (t), for x € D(A), we have
AG (1) x =94 (t)Ax, AT (t)x = F4(t)Ax,
A9y (t)x=%,(t)Ax, and ATy (t)x= T, (t)Ax.

Since for a given piecewise linear function g, the set {Age(s) : s € [0,T]} is compact in H,
it follows that the range of the function g, lies in D(A). Therefore, {Ax5(¢) : 1 € [0,T]} is a
compact set.

Lemma 3.8. For a fixed € > 0, we have
(n(nl —A) "' —=DAxE(t) = 0

as n — o uniformly with respect to t € [0,T)].
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Proof. Since (n(nl —A)~!' —1I)y — 0 for each fixed y € H (see [28]), we have
(n(nl —A)~' —1)Ax — 0

uniformly with respect to x € {g¢(¢) : ¢ € [0,T]}. Since x5 can be expressed through g by the
formula (3.13), we get the desired assertion immediately. 0

Now, we are in a position to present the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.9. Assume that Conditions (A) and (F1)—(F5) hold. Then there exists a continu-
ous function € : [0,+o0) — [0,4c0) such that, for every mild solution x of problem (3.1)-(3.2)
defined on an interval [0, T)], the following priori estimate holds true:

x[le(jo,77,0) < €(T).

Proof. Take a sequence of positive numbers 6, — 0, and choose a sequence of approximations
{x%} by (3.12) so that
%% —xl|c(j0,77,1) < Bk- (3.14)

Further, according to Corollary 3.5, we find n' (&) such that, for n > n! (&),
o5k — x| epo,71,8) < Ok

Since x§ lies in D(A) and the sequence {Ax}} for each fixed € > 0 is uniformly bounded in n
(see Lemma 3.8), we find that there is n? (&) such that, for n > n?(&),

sup ((n(nl —A)~' —DAXE (1), x5 (1)) < 6.
t€[0,T]

Take n; = max(n'(g),n?(g)). It follows that
|12 — x| cjo,77,1) < Ok (3.15)

sup {((mi(md +A) ™" — DAXE (), x5 (1)) < 6. (3.16)
t€[0,T]

Notice that simultaneously we construct the corresponding sequences of functions {g¢, } and
sets mg, (see Lemma 3.3). By virtue of Remark 3.2, we have

DG (1) = Anxit (1) + 86, (1)
From [16, 17], it follows that
DYl ()17 < (At (1) x5 (1)) + (g6, (1), x5.(1)). (3.17)

Now let us estimate the right hand side of inequality (3.17). Using Conditions (A) and (F1)-
(F5), and setting R = ||x[|¢(jo,7]:1)> We have

(A (1), 235 (1)) + (8ey (1), 375 (1))

= (At (1), (0)) + (i (ad —A) ™" = DAXE (1), x5k (1))
+(8e, (1) = £ (1), 25 (1)) + (f (0),x(0)) + (f (1), 23 (£) —

< —d|lx ()7 + allx(O)]1* + (ge (1) = £ () x5 (1)) + (F(2), x5 (1) = x(1))
+ (el — A) ™" = DA (1), x5 (1)) + G (1)

< (=d+a)|lk ()] +allx(r) =23 O (el + g (1) + e, (1) = F@) 1zt (0)]
+ £ @) e (2) = x(0) | 4 (e (mad = A) ™ = DAxE (1), x5 (1)) + G (2).

~
~—
><
—
~
~
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For sufficiently large k, we get the inequality
DIzt (0)II> < (—d +a)|lx (1) [|* + 3aRO + 6 Lf (1) ]| + 6
+2R|[ge (1) = f(1) [+ G(2).
By virtue of Lemma 2.5, we find that the following inequality holds true

Ixk (O < Eg((=d +a)®)|lxgt|1* + /Ol(f —5)17 Egqg((—d+a)(t —5)T)G(s)ds
+ 6, /Ot(z — )T E, ,((—d +a)(t —5)7)(3aR + wr(s) + 1)ds (3.18)

$2R [ (=5 Byl (—d-+ @)t =) g0 5) — /() s

Notice that the third and forth terms tends to zero as kK — oo. In fact, in the third term, the integral
is uniformly bounded on [0, T], and we can apply Remark 3.6 to the forth term. Letting k — o
in (3.18) yields that

()1 < Eqg((=d +a)®) o + /Ot(t —5)T Eqq((=d+a)(t —5)")G(s)ds (3.19)

Therefore, the right hand side determines the function of a priori estimate 4 on the interval
[0,T]. This completes the proof. O

3.2. Existence result. From Theorem 3.9, we can obtain the following result on the existence
of a solution to problem (3.1)—(3.2) on an arbitrary interval [0, 7.

Theorem 3.10. Assume that Conditions (A) and (F1)—(F5) hold. Then problem (3.1)—(3.2) has
a mild solution on [0,T| for each T > 0.

Proof. Consider the family of multivalued integral operators
§: C([0,T];H) < [0,1] — C([0, T]; H)

defined in the following way:

S(x,A) = {ZZ %(t)xo—l—l/ot(t—s)qlﬁ(t—s)f(s)ds: fe sz(x)}, (3.20)

where ZF is the superposition multioperator defined by (3.3). It is clear that each fixed point
x) € C([0,T];H) of the multimap F(-,4), A € [0, 1] is a mild solution to the problem

“Dix(t) € Ax(t) + AF(t,x(t)), t€]0,T], (3.21)

x(0) = xp. (3.22)
It is known (see [5, 6, 8—10]) that the family (3.20) has compact convex values and is con-
densing with respect to the MNC v in C([0,T]; H) (see Section 2). It also holds that the multi-
operators satisfy conditions (F1)—(F5) independently on A. By Theorem 3.9, we conclude that
there exists a constant ¢’(T') such that all solutions to problem (3.21)—(3.22) satisfy the priori
estimate
]l < €(T).
Therefore, the multioperators F(-,A) from family (3.20) are fixed point free on the boundary of
the ball B of the space C([0,T]; H) centered at zero and of the radius € (T') + 1.
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Notice that the range of the multioperator §(-,0) consists of the single function y(7) = ¥4 (¢)xo
being its fixed point. Applying the homotopy and the normalization properties of the topological
degree, we obtain

This yields, by the existence property of the topological degree, the desired result. 0J

3.3. Bounded solutions on the semi-axis. The priori estimate (3.19) helps us to verify the
following assertion about the existence of bounded solutions on [0, ) to problem (3.1)—(3.2).

Theorem 3.11. Suppose that d > a, conditions (A) and (F1)—(F5) hold true, and the function
G in condition (F5) belongs to the space L"|0,), where r > é. Then, each mild solution to
problem (3.1)— (3.2) is bounded on [0,).

Proof. By virtue of Theorem 3.9, all mild solutions to problem (3.1)—(3.2) are defined on [0, )
and satisfy estimate (3.19). Since

E,((—d+a)t?)|xo]| =0 as t— oo,

to prove the theorem, it is sufficient to demonstrate that the expression

/0 (1= )9 Eyg((—d +a) (i — $)9) Gls)ds (3.23)

is bounded while 7 € (0, ).
For 7 > T, let (see [19])

c
0< Eq,q((—d-l—a)’c) < -
1
where c is a constant. Then, for T > T'¢,

(6
0<E,q((—d+a)t?)| < p
1
For T < T4, we have the estimate Eq,q(’cq ) < M. Estimate, for large ¢, expression (3.23):

‘ /Oz(t — )T E, ,(—d+a)(t _S)q)G(S)ds)

< /IIT}I(Z—S)‘IlE%q((—d—i—a)(t—s)q)G(s)ds

+ /OI_T" (t—5)1"Eyq((—d+a)(t —5)1)G(s)ds = I (t) + h(t).

Let llj + % = 1. By the Holder inequality,
1

hie) < (/LT; ( ‘””("”M”“); (/LT; G(5)ds)’"

From the fact that r > Cl] implies the inequality
plg—1)+1>1,

we get
plg—1)+1 1

T « »
10 < (o —p77) 16000,
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For I,, we have the estimate

t
h(t) < / T S G- t)dr
T4 74

< c(/Tt rpdf)p</;}1 G(t—r)dr)i

QU

This completes the proof. U
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