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Abstract

In this paper, based on the Schauder fixed point theorem, the (generalized) Darbo fixed
point theorem, and the (generalized) Banach contraction mapping principle, we study the
mixed-type fractional impulse evolution equation with non-local and delay terms, and
obtain the existence and uniqueness theorems under whether the operator is compact or not.
The order of the derivative in this paperis 0 < a < 1, this fractional order introduces a series
of problems concerning compactness, continuity, and convergence. We overcome these
problems using methods such as Holder inequality and Minkowski inequality. Moreover,
under the condition of the non-compact measure, the non-negative constant is extended to
an unbounded Lebesgue-integrable function. In addition, when obtaining the uniqueness
of the solution through the (generalized) Banach contraction mapping principle, the non-
negative constant L in the Lipschitz condition is extended to an unbounded Lebesgue
integrable function. Finally, a case study is conducted to demonstrate the validity of the
theoretical results.

Keywords: fractional impulsive evolution equations; nonlocal and delay conditions;
existence and uniqueness; compact and non-compact semigroups; non-compact measure

MSC: 34A08; 47]35; 65]08; 34A10; 34B37

1. Introduction

In recent years, the study of various solution problems for fractional evolution equa-
tions has attracted considerable attention. These include problems with delay terms [1],
convergence analysis [2,3], nonlocal conditions [4], multiple solutions [5,6], and others. The
main tools employed in these theoretical studies include the monotone iteration method [7],
the contraction mapping principle [8], the Schauder fixed-point theorem [9,10], the k-set
contractive mapping principle [4], the Krasnoselskii fixed-point theorem [11], and iterative
methods [12], among others. Compared with traditional integer-order differential models,
fractional differential models exhibit distinct properties, including non-locality (i.e., mem-
ory effects) [13], as well as complexity and diversity [14]. Consequently, systems described
by fractional differential equations offer advantages such as high accuracy, high efficiency,
and robustness. Owing to these superior properties, fractional differential equations have
found extensive applications across various engineering disciplines, including viscoelastic
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materials [15], signal processing [16], control systems [17], circuit analysis [18], market
equilibrium [19] and others.

Theoretical research on evolution equations is essential, and many mathematicians are
currently engaged in foundational studies of fractional evolution equations. Gou et al. [8]
explored an integro-differential equation within the framework of Caputo fractional deriva-
tives. By employing the contraction mapping fixed-point theorem, they established the
attainability of solutions under Lipschitz continuity conditions. In reference [4], Kumar
and colleagues examined the attainability of fractional differential equations involving
the Atangana—Baleanu operator, specifically addressing systems with non-instantaneous
impulsive effects and nonlocal boundary constraints. Their analysis rigorously proved
well-posedness under Lipschitzian continuity assumptions via fixed-point methods. Sim-
ilarly, Ravichandran et al. [11] demonstrated the well-posedness of solutions for their
system through fixed-point analysis under Lipschitz continuity constraints. Thus, rigorous
investigation of fractional differential models carries substantial academic and applied
weight, as it simultaneously advances the mathematical foundations of calculus and pro-
vides innovative analytical tools for addressing complex phenomena across scientific and
engineering disciplines.

The fractional derivative with the Mittag—Leffler kernel has attracted the interest of the
mathematical community in various research directions. For example, Liang [20] investi-
gated the new Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities under Mittag—Leffler kernel fractional
integral operators. Abdeljawad [21] established the well-posedness theorems for the non-
local Cauchy problems governed by Mittag—Leffler integral operators and give out the
illustrative examples. Hammad [22] estimated the controllability of nonlocal Mittag—Leffler
kernel fractional order stochastic systems. Priya [23] investigated soil pollution due to
microplastics using the Mittag-Leffler kernel fractional-order model. Dhayal and Zhu [24]
explore a class of Mittag-Leffler kernel fractional order stochastic system and analyze a con-
structive result for the solution of the system. In [25], Chen pioneered a fractional stochastic
discrete-time chaos framework utilizing Mittag-Leffler memory operators to capture finan-
cial market anomalies. Akram [26] develops a rigorous framework for deriving closed-form
solutions to Mittag-Leffler kernel fractional differential equations under Pythagorean fuzzy
uncertainty. Kalamani [27] rigorously validates the well-posedness (existence, uniqueness)
and controllability of fractional-order systems within Mittag-Leffler kernel differentiation
frameworks. In [28], the deterministic mathematical model of monkeypox virus is con-
structed using classical and Mittag-Leffler kernel non-integer order differential equations.
El-hady et al. [29] discussed stability results for Atangana—Baleanu—Caputo fractional
equations with impulse influences. Hussain et al. [30] investigated the controllability of
fractional equations with delay terms of the Atangana—Baleanu—Caputo type. Although
Mittag-Leffler kernel fractional-order derivatives have been used in various industries,
the theoretical landscape surrounding fractional differential systems with such kernels
remains underdeveloped. Current investigations into the solution of initial-boundary value
problems are still in their early stages, with fundamental aspects of solution existence,
regularity, and structural stability requiring systematic consolidation through rigorous
mathematical frameworks.

Currently, most of these results have been obtained under the Lipschitz condition
and the non-compact measure condition, whereas only a few have been established under
the extended Lipschitz condition and the generalized non-compact measure condition.
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In [8], Gou studied the following integro-differential equation under Caputo fractional
derivative frame

“Dyu(t) + Aulf) = fama»+4%a—sm@mwnﬁﬁzat¢%
Au|t:tk = Ik(u(i’]:)), k= 1,2,- e ,m,
u(0) =ug €E,

where °DY is the Caputo fractional derivative of order « € (0,1], f, g : [0,00) X E — E,
and g : I — E are continuous, t € I = [0,T],0 < T < 400, uy € E, [ : E—E,
0=ty <t <...<tm<tpy1 =T, Dugli—y, = u(t]) —u(ty), u(t)) = limy, o u(te + m)
and u(t,) = limy_,ou(ty —m) represent the right and left limits of u(t) at t = t, re-
spectively. A : D(A) C E — E is a closed liner operator and —A generates a uniformly
bounded Cy— semigroup T(t)(t > 0) in E, the authors obtained the existence results by
the fixed point theorem of condensation mapping under the Lipschitz condition. In [31],
El-hady et al. studied the following fractional differential equation

ABCDRy (1) = f(t,u(t),/OtZ(t, s, u(s))ds, t € (s, ti11),0<a <1,

u(t) = Hi(t,u(t)),t € (t;,s],i=1,2,---,m,
T
u(b) =/ (6) = [ h(s,u(s))ds
where 4B°D# is the Atangana-Baleanu fractional derivative of order « € (0,1], and 0 =
so<h <t <..<tw<su<spup=T,f:bTxRxR—=>Rh:[bT| xR =R,
H; : [t;,si] x R — Ris continuous. The authors obtained the existence results by the fixed

point theorem of condensation mapping under the Lipschitz condition. In [32], Hamza et
al. studied following fractional differential equation

{ABCD”‘ u(t) = f(t,u(t),u ( ( N1 <a<2,te(0,T],

where 4BD¥ is the Atangana-Baleanu fractional derivative of order « € (1,2], ¢ € C'([-4,0])
is a prescribed initial function, f : [0, T] x R? — R is continuous, and the delay func-
tion 7(t) < t. The authors obtained the existence results by the fixed point theorem of
condensation mapping under the Lipschitz condition. In [4], the authors researched the
following Atangana—Baleanu fractional differential equations with non-transient impulse
and nonlocal conditions

APDfu(t) = Au(t) + f(tu(t)), t € Uilo(te, tist),
() = (b, u(t)), € U gty b,
u(0) = 30 - (),
where 4B¢D¥ is the Atangana-Baleanu fractional derivative of order & € (0,1], A: D(A) C
E — E is a closed liner operator and —A generates a uniformly bounded Cy— semigroup
T(t)(t > 0)in E, T(t)(t > 0) is the solution operator on a Banach space (E, || - ||), ] = [0, T],

T >0isaconstant, 0 < t] <tp < ... <ty < typ1 =T,s0 = 0and sg € (fy, tx,1) for each
k=1,2,...,m, f: U" ;(t, tis1] X E — E satisfies Carathedory condition, i.e., f(-,x) : ] —
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X is Lebesgue measurable and f(t,-) : E — E is continuous, § : PC(J, E) — E satisfies
Lipschitz condition. In [11], the authors investigated the following initial-value problem

T

D) = £ (100, [ (s o), |

u(0) = xo,

f(t,s,u(s))ds),o <a<l,

where t € [0,1] = ], AB°D¥ is the Atangana-Baleanu fractional derivative of order
a € (0,1], f € C[0,1], £(0,x(0),0, fOT 0(0,5,u(s))) =0, T >0, ht:]xE — E satisfy
Lipschitz condition, f : ] x E x E x E = E is a continuous function and satisfy the Lip-
schitz condition, the authors got the existence and uniqueness of this system under the
Lipschitz condition.

To date, most existing results have been obtained under standard Lipschitz conditions,
with only a few under generalized Lipschitz conditions. Moreover, a defining feature of
impulsive dynamical systems is their ability to rigorously incorporate discontinuous state
transitions, thereby offering a refined framework for modeling evolutionary processes
subject to abrupt perturbations. In this study, we investigate the well-posedness of hybrid
Atangana-Baleanu-Caputo fractional differential equations in Banach spaces, incorporating
delays, nonlocal boundary constraints, and impulsive discontinuities. The specific equation
is as follows:

ABeD&y () = Au(x) + E(x,u(x), u(ti(x)), ..., u(tyi—2(x)), (Hu)(x), (Au)(x)),x € T,
Au(x)|x=r;, = Li(u(x;)), i=1,2,---,m, 1)
u(0) = ug + g(u).

where | = [0,T], J' = J\ {xi}, « € (0,1), u9p € E, g : PC(J,E) — E is continuous,
Ii:E—E(i=1,2,---,m)is aimpulse term and continuous, and 0 = xp < k1 < -+ <
Km < Km1 = T, I(u(x;)) = u(KZ.+
and M(K;r) = lim, _,o u(x; + A) denote the left and right limits of u(x) at k = k;, respectively,

)—u(x; ), i=1,2,---,mu(x;) = limy_ou(x; — A)

nonlinear integral operator 77 and A is defined as follows:

K

(Fu) (x) = /0 n(x, s, u(s))ds, (Au)(x) = /OTp(K, 5, u(s))ds,
where i : ® X E — E and p : ©, x E — E are continuous, here ®; = {(x,s)|0 <
s <k < T}, @ = {(x,5)0 < s,k <T}, F:]xE"™! — Eis continuous, delay term
7, : ] — Jis continuous and 0 < 7;(x) < k(i = 1,2,...,n —2),x € ], and AB°D¥ is the
Atangana-Baleanu Caputo type fractional derivative of order a.

In this study, we investigates the existence and uniqueness of mild solutions for frac-
tional impulsive evolution equations with nonlocal and delay conditions in Banach spaces.
Theorem 1 establishes the existence of a mild solution for Equation (1) under the assumption
that the semigroup is compact. Theorems 2 and 3 provide the existence of a unique solution
for Equation (1) under generalized Lipschitz conditions. Theorems 4 and 5 demonstrate
the existence of at least one solution for Equation (1) under the generalized measure of
noncompactness under the assumption that the semigroup is not compact. Compared
with [4,8,11,31], the non-negative constants L of Lipschitz conditions in Section 3.2 and
non-compactness measure conditions in Section 3.3 are generalized to the unbounded
Lebesgue integrable functions. Compared with [11,31], the equations in this article involve
the closed linear operator A. Therefore, this manuscript can be regarded as a generalization
of these several reference papers. Compared with [11,31], the equation we are studying
contains impulse terms or involves Fredholm operators.
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2. Preliminaries and Lemmas

In this article, E represents a Banach space, C(J,E) = {u : ] — E be continuous} is
also a Banach space, whose norm is defined as ||u||c = max{|ju(x)|| : « € J}, PC(],E) =
{u:u:] — E is continuous at k # «y, is left continuous at x = x;,and u(x;") exist, i =
1,2,...,m},and thenormis ||ul[pc = supg<, <7 [(x) |l Jo = [0, x1], J1 = (k1,%2], .-, Jim =
(Km, Km+1], for any p > 1, LP(J, E) is Bochner integrable function space of E value. Let
Tr = {u € E: ||u|| < R} and Bg = {u € PC(J,E) : ||u|lpc < R} for R > 0.

Definition 1 ([33]). Given E is a real complete space under the given norm, Y C E is any bounded
set, the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness of Y is characterized by

w(Y)=inf{e >0:Y =U" E;, diam(E;) <e€,i=1,2,...,m}.

If U,V C X are two bounded set, then the assertions are valid:

(1) IfV C U, then w(U) < w(V);

(2) w(U) = w(U) = w(Convl), where U and Convl represent the closure and con-
vex hull;

(3) U is relatively compact is equivalent to w(U) = 0;

(4) w(AU) = |A|w(U), A is real number;

BG)wU+V)<wl)+w(V) whereU+V ={x+y:xeUyecV};

(6) w(UUV) =max{w(U),w(V)}.

Lemma 1 ([34]). Let B C PC(]J, E) form a totally bounded and uniformly equicontinuous family
of functions over Ji (k =0,1,...,m). Then w(B(x)) is continuous on J and

wpc(B) = SuIIDw(B(f)),

where B(x) = {u(x) : u € B}, k € ], wpc(B) denotes the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness
of the set B in PC(], E) and w(B(x)) represents the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness of
B(t) in E.

Lemma 2 ([35]). Assume B C PC(], X) is bounded and is equicontinuous on J. (k =0,1,...,m),
then m(x) = w(B(x)) is continuous on Ji (k =0,1,...,m), and

() i

where w represents the Kuratowski noncompactness measure defined over a closed bounded set.

Lemma 3 ([35]). Let B = {u,} C PC(],E) be countable. Assume that there exists p € L'(J,R*)
making that ||u,(x)|| < ¢(x) a.et € J, n =1,2,---, then w(B(t)) represents Lebesgue inte-

grable on | and
w({/]un(x)dK ‘ne N}) < 2/]w(B(K>)dK.

Lemma 4 ([36]). The set B C C(J, E) is assumed to be bounded. Hence, one can find a countable
subset By of B such that w(By) = w(B).
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Lemma 5 ([37]). Let G be a closed and convex subset of a real Banach space X, and let the operator
R : G — G be bounded and continuous. For any bounded subset Q) C G, suppose

RH(Q) = R(Q), N"(Q) = R(ConoR"1(Q)),n =2,3,...

Assume there exist a constant 0 < y < 1 and a positive integer ng, making that for any bounded
subset ) C E,
w(R™(Q)) < nw(Q),

then R has a fixed point in G.

Lemma 6 ([37]). The set O C PC(], X) is assumed to be bounded and equicontinuous on J. (k =
0,1,...,m), then CoQ C PC(], X) is bounded and equicontinuous on Ji(k =0,1,...,m).

Lemma 7 ([38]). For any R > 0, the function f : | x Tl’%*l — X is bounded and uniformly
continuous, O C PC(], X) is bounded and equicontinuous in J;(i = 0,1,...,m), then

[FO6 (), w(Ty (1)), (71 (), () (8), (Rr) (x)) : u € O}
is bounded and equicontinuous in J; (i =0,1,...,m).

Lemma 8 ([37]). Suppose that 0 < £ < 1and h > 0 are constants. Let

2 pm—2p2 W
Sm :€m+C}n€m_1h+L+...+—,m €N,
2! m!
where CK, = k'(%k)” then Sy, = o(%) (m — 4c0), where s > 1 is any real number.

Definition 2 ([39]). Assume x : (0,00) — RY, and « > 0, then the Riemann—Liouville fractional
integral of order w is given by

1

IEx(x) = T /OK(K —5)* Lx(s)ds, 2)

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

Definition 3 ([40]). Let « € [0,1] and x’ € H'(a,b), where a < b, then the Atangana—Baleanu
Caputo derivative is

(D8 () = b [ ok (a5 Y

T 1-—uw 1—w

where B is defined as a normalization function satisfying B(0) = B(1) = 1, and E, denotes the
well-known Mittag—Leffler function about a variable «.

Lemma 9 ([41]). For 0 < a <1, then

(I (YD) (k) =x(x) — x(0) Ea(AK") — § i

%(0) B, a1 (AK")

=x(t) — x(0).
Remark 1. Unlike classical fractional derivatives, the AB formulation’s Mittag—Leffler kernel
enables precise modeling of power-law memory decay in viscoelastic materials and anomalous

diffusion processes, and the commonly Riemann—Liouville and Caputo derivatives have a singular
kernel that they does not have the function of fully describing memory.
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For the convenience of the following statement, we give some introduction to the
operator A.

The symbol A represents a closed linear operator, —A is a finite generator of
Banach space (E,|.||) for the semigroup (k) (k > 0), [|Sx(x)| < Me®* and let

M* = supyc(g, yo0) | Sa(K)]-

Lemma 10 ([42]). Let « € (0,1), ¢ € LF(],E) with p > 1, for linear Cauchy problems with
specified initial data in the framework of integral-form solutions
{ABCD,”(‘u(K) = Au(x)+o(x), x >a>0,
u(a) = o -+ g(1),

then the solution to Equation (3) can be formulated as

HG(1—
u(x) =93 (x —a)(uo + g(u)) + B(l"“) ) 1Q(s)ds
2
+ g({i) /ﬂK Ru(x —s)o(s)ds, k € [a,00),
where ¥ and % are linear operators:
_ ol o -1 _Ble) o«
= pu(pl = AL A = —yA(ul =AY and p= Sy =

Su(t) = Ea(— A1) = ﬁ/e‘“s"‘ st — )" \ds,
Su(t) = Eg(—2t") = ﬁ/e“s"‘ 2(s*1 — )" s,

Ra(t) = £ Eua(— 1) = 5 / (s°1 — )" lds,
and I'is a certain path lying on X, ., for more detail see [4].

Remark 2. Combing the formula (2.5) of [42], the derivative definition of Mittag—Leffler kernel,
the derivation process of Theorem 3.1 of [8], the definition of this type should be appropriate.

Lemma 11 ([8]). In the context of semigroup theory, operators o () (x > 0) and Ry (x) (x> 0)
satisfy the following conditions:
(1) Given an arbitrary fixed x > 0, Sy («) and Ry (x) exhibit both linearity and boundedness,
i.e., one can find a constant M* > 0, for every admissible k > 0, u € E, such that
[Sa(o)ull < M [ull, [[Ra(e)ul] < [l

(zx+1)

(2) For every u € E, k — SSu(k)u and t — Ry (x)u are continuous mapping from [0, c0)
into E;

(3) The operators Sy (x) (k > 0) and Ry () (x > 0) exhibit strong continuity over the
interval [0,00).
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Lemma 12. Assume a function u € PC(], E) is a mild solution for the problem (1), then u satisfies
the following formula,

93 () (10 + (1)) + % [t 51 et )

ag? rx
+ Bi) /0 Ra(x —s)a(s,u(s))ds, x € [0,%1],
w2 (1 x
2,06+ 30)) + TS - w) [ ) gls o)
+ giz /Okl R (x —s)o(s,u(s))ds + 9GS (x — 1) I (1(x1)
P —a K a@g?  rx
o) + % /K1 (x — )% 1a(s, u(s))ds + % /K1 Re (€ — s)o(s, u(s))ds, x € (x1,%2],
2 (1—a) & , X
80 00+ 5(0) + ) V) [ (5= 9 el (o)
o k . [Ki
+ Ba) l; gk+3-i /KH R (x —s)a(s, u(s))ds
3 vil-igy K — ;) I (u(x; 7%@4(1 —a) [ % — )Y 1G(s, u(s))ds
+ L8 S m)h(u)) + e [ -9 et u)
+ % /K: Ru(c —s)o(s,u(s))ds, t € (x;,xi11],i=2,..., m,
4
for
0(s,u(s)) = B(s,u(s), u(n(s)), ..., u(ta-2(s)), (Hu)(s), (Au)(s)).
Proof. By Lemma 10, for « € [0,x], one has
HYG(1— K
u(x) =9 () (g + g(u)) + B@c()l“(oc[;) /0 (k — )" 1o(s, u(s))ds
WGP K ®)
+ B®) /0 Ro(x —s)o(s,u(s))ds.
By (5), then
HG(1— K1
(k) =03 (x0) (0 + g(0)) + Ut [ 1 = )t )
(6)

2 g
gi) /O Ra(r1 = 5)a(s, u(s))ds.

+
By impulse term Au()|x=x, = Ic(u(x;))(i = 1,2,--- ,m) in Equations (1) and (6), one has
u(ey) = u(ry) + Li(u(e;)) = u(kg) + Li(u(xy)).

Take a = x71 in Lemma 10, for « € (k1, k2], one has
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u(x) =43, (x — Kl)(u(K;r)) + % /}:(K —5)%” 1Q(s,u(s))ds
ag?  rx
+ % /K1 R (x —s)o(s,u(s))ds
=934 ) utey) + D))+ TS [ 9 Tats u(s)as
2 K
+ % /K1 Re(x —s)o(s,u(s))ds
e N HG(1—a) ™ a—
=934~ ) (49 (k0) o+ 80) + TS [ ey = 9 s, u))s .
2 K1 — K
s [t = syt u(eds + 1) ) + I [ ) gts s
2k
+ % /Kl R (x —s)o(s,u(s))ds
@2 —u K1
=234 (1) (0 + (o)) + 5 L) [ 1 - 9 s (o))
ag3 e
+ Bi) [ Rl = 9)ats,u(s))ds + 994 (= k1) i ()
_ K 2k
T [ et u(eds 4 s [ Rl o)t uls))s.
Follow the steps above in turn, for k¥ € (x;_1, k;|, one arrives
() =430+ 0) + g (499 [ = 9% Tl ()
+Z5 1S, (k — 1) _/KKZ(Kz —5)*10(s, u(s))ds + ...
4029 =) [ =9 Tl (o)
B?lx) (ngrl /OK1 R (i — 5)a(s, u(s))ds + 9~ /: R (x —s)o(s,u(s))ds + ...
+43 K:k: R (1 — s)@(s,u(s))ds)
+ IS (0 — w0 [ (k7)) + G5 2S0(k — 1) L (4(K0)) + -+ .+ G (6 — K1) I (u (1)) ®
- ag? [
+ % / k=) Tl (o) + Bi) Rt — 5)a(s, u(s))ds
=044 () 0+ 9(00) + =) [ =9 Tt u(s))ds
E S g [ R (e s)als uls))ds + 8l ) ()
B(“) i=1 Ki-1 i=1
2k
e [ k= a4 s [ Rl o)t ).
As a result, by (8), one has
() =044 )0+ 5100) + S8 ) [ (ot (o)
B 2 i‘ﬂ*z ’/:; Rt = s)o(s, u(s))ds + lek Sk~ ) I (u(x,)) ©)
9(1— ag?

e [ e el e g [ Rt sfals u(o)ds,
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hence, for k € (k;, k;11], by (9), one arrives

"Ki

k .
2 gk+2_1%tx(7< _ Ki) /
— K

i=1 -1

H(1—a)

u(x) =4S () (u + g (1)) + Ba)T(a)

(r; — )"~ 1a(s, u(s))ds

k X
+ = Y gkt " Ralx —s)0(s,u(s))ds
B(a) /Ki—l (10)

k . — K
+ L mtut) + e [ ot u(o)as

Hence, Equation (1) is mathematically interchangeable with the integral formulation (4),
establishing their equivalence under the prescribed analytical framework. O

Now we define an operator X : PC(J, E) — PC(],E), for any u € PC(],E), define RXu
by the right of the Equation (4). Obviously, u is the solutions of Equation (4) in PC(], E) iff
u is a fixed point of the operator X in PC(], E).

Definition 4. A function u € PC(],E) is said to be a mild solution of the problem (1) if u satisfies
(4), that is, u is a fixed point of the operator X in PC(],E).

3. Main Results

To streamline the presentation, we formally define assumptions that will govern our
subsequent analysis.

(Hy) There exist integrable functions #1(x,-),01(x, ), n(x,s),{p(k,s) € L(J,RT),
RT = [0, +00), subject to

K T
fig = Sup e (o,1] /0 fy(x,8)ds < 400,00 = SUP «c[o,T] /0 p1(x,s)ds < +oo,

_ x T (11)

fp = max (o 1] /0 Cn(x,s)ds < +00,py = max e 1) /0 ColK,s)ds < +oo,
17(rc,s,u) || < Py (x,8) [[ul] + Cn(x,5), (,8) € Oy, u € E, (12)
lo(x, s, )|l < pr(k,8)[lull + o (x,5), (,5) € O u € E. (13)

(Hz) Functions Ij : E — E are continuous and there exist constants d;, > 0,5 > 0,
satisfies
| Ie(u)|| < dyp ||ul| +Cr,u € E;k=1,2,...,m. (14)

(H3) Continuity of g : PC(], E) — E with there existing constants d; > 0,{; > 0, for
allu € PC(]J,E), satisfies

llg() |l < dillullpc + G1- (15)

(Hy) % and .# are bounded operators, that is, the operator admits bounds /, I fulfilling
Il <L A0 <L

(Hs) Nonlinear term & : ] x Ta ™' — E is bounded and uniformly continuous,

g = limsup sup ”E(S/XL)CZ/XS/---an—&-l)H < 4oo (16)
el s [t lgwen o0 \ sy A2l + 2l + lxsll - 4 el

and
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- o m
K = IM*d; + dv (n —1+ho+ p0> FIMMEY g <1, (17)
k=1
where 1
d = ————max{l[(mM*I" + (1 — a)), M*al*(ml"™ +-1)},

I'(a)B(a)
[ = max{L, 1"}, d = d(iT“ + T).

Remark 3. Condition (Hy)—(Hs) is mainly used to prove that the operator mapping from a bounded
region to another bounded region is bounded.

3.1. The Existence Theorem of Mild Solution Under the Compact Resolvent Operator Framework

Theorem 1. Suppose {Sy (k) } is compact, and the conditions of (Hy)—(Hs) hold, then the model
(1) has at least one global mild solution in Bg~ C PC(], E).

Proof. Our first objective is to construct a parameter R* > 0 verifying X : Bg« — Br+. By
(17) of condition (Hs), there exists ¢/ > 7, satisfies

m
K =IM*dy +dy' (n — 1+ ho+ po) +IM* Y _dj < 1. (18)
k=1
By (16), there exists rg > 0, for [|x1]| + [[x2ll + - .- + [[xnt1ll > 70 filling
1E(s, X1 X2+ Xt DI <Y (lxall + xall +- - Al xnsal) s €7, (19)

then fors € J, x1, X2, -- -, Xn+1 € E, we have

| <2 (xall + el + -+ lxnsalD) + M, (20)

”E(SerrXZ/ oo /Xn—i-l)

where

M = sup ||E‘(S/ X1, X2,--- /X?’H‘l) || < +oo. (21)
sellxall+xzll+-+llxnr1lI<ro

For fixed R > 0,Vu € Bg = {u € PC(J,E) : |Ju||pc < R}, € ], we have
lu(ti(®))|| < lullpc <R,i=1,2,...,n—2. (22)

By (Hi), one has

|(52u) (x) | = H [ s (o)

< [ itz u(e) ax

K
< [ (e, 0)llul e + (e, )dw
<hoR+To,t €],

(23)

where f, iy are as (Hy ). Similarly,

_ T T
IE@] = | [ ptes, s < [ ot u(e)lds < R +7ox e ), (2
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where p, 0, are as (H; ). Hence, for V« € ], u € Bg, one has

B (s, u(s), u(T1(5), - (T 2(5)), (F2u)(5), (Bu)(s) |
< (Il + (@) 6) )+ + lu(T2)6) | + 1 (Zu)(s)]
+ | Bu)s)) + M (25)
<7/ ((n = DR+ hoR +Tip + poR + 7y ) + M
=v'(n—1+ho+ po)R + 7' (o + py) + M,

where M is a constant, 9’ is a constant and ' > . For u € By, by the definition of operator
X and Formula (25), for every « € [k, 1], one has

() ()|
<IM* (ol + g ()
g 8 e o a6 1 2()), (GP) 0, () 5) s
2 K _ _
+;‘(ZM | 1= )2 (s, us), 1w (5)), - (a6, (Fu)s), (Bun) () s
<IM* (Juo | + 1g(ul)

1 —a) [* a—1]|= 7 A
+B(uc)F(0c)/() (k —s) 1 .:.(s,u(S),u(T1(S)) ----- u(rn_z(s)),(jfu)(s),(Au)(s))HdS
+m LB ), uwm@), . u(wa(), (Zu) ), R s))[as

<IM* (|Juo | + [lg () + r(a)lB(a) max{11(1 - ), MaP} ["((x =51+ 1)
% |25 u(s), 1z (5), - -, u(Taa(5)), (Fu)(s), (Bu)(s)) s

Continuing to simplify above formula, we have

[[(Ru) (%)

<IM*([luoll + llg(ull) + r(a)lB(a)

E(s,u(s),w(T(s)), ., u(Tu2(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s)) |ds + 1" M* i(d@nw +21)

max{lI(1 — ), M*al} /O (k=) 41)

X

<IM*(Jluoll + llg(ull) + r(«x)lB(a)

E(s, u(s), u(ni(s)), -, u(rn_z(s)),(ﬁi”u)(s),(Au)(s))Hds—i—l’”M*i(d1i||u|+€1i)

max{[[(mM*I" + (1 - a)), M*al(mI™ +1)} /0K<<K —5)" 1 4+1)

X

m

SlM*(H”oH +di||ul[pc + Cl) +1"M* Y (d,R+y,)
-1

-1 _
+d(T*+T) (’y’(n — 1+ hg+ po) R+ (o + ) +M).
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After further simplifying, we have

[[(Rue) ()|
~ _ R _ m
<TM*Juo| +TM*G1 + (' (o +p) + M) +1"M* ) ¢,
0 (26)
+ {TM*dl +dy (n —1+hg —l—po) + I"MM* 2 dII}R
i=1
<C+KR<R,
where C > 0 is a constant, K is in (18), d is from (Hs), | = max{l,["*1},d = d(iT* +T).

By the definition of operator X, formula (25) and the conditions (H;)-(Hs), for u € Bg,
k € (kj, k;11], one has

[(Ru) (x)
UM (fluoll + llg (ull)

mM T+ 11(1 — ) [* a—1||= H
B(a)T («) /o (k=) | E(s, u(s), u(zi(s)), - .., u(Tu—a( ))'(%”)(S)'(Au)(s))HdS
i W/O [ R = 9)I1|[ (5, 1(s), w1 (5)), - 1(Ta—2(5)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s)) | ds
+1M*OZ (11 (u (%)) |

<IM*([luol| + llg(ull)
mM T 111 — ) [* ol
B(a)T(a) /o (k=5)
mal™ 2 M* + al> M* /K
B(a)T'(a) 0

E(s,u(s), w(11(5)), ., u(Ta-a(5)), (Fu)(5), (Ku)(s)) [ ds

E(s,u(s),u(ti(s)), ..., u(tu—2(s)), (u)(s), (Au)(s)) Hds

+ MY (d|ul| + ) 27)
i=1

<M (Jluol| + (| (ull) + r<>13<>

x| &0 ), 1(ra () (T2 (0)), () (), (Bae) (1)) | ds + 170" i(df,.nw +25)

max{l[(mM*I" + (1 — ), M*al®(ml™ + 1)} /OK<(K —s)* 1 +1)

m
UM (ol + iy ullpe +€1) +1"M* Y (dyR + 1)
i=1
_1 =
+d(-T*+T) (7’(71 —1+ho+po)R+7(ho+p,) + M)

_ _ A _ m
<IM*[Jugl| + MGy + (7 (Ro + Bg) + M) +1"M* Y ¢,
i=1

m
+ {lM*dl —l—d’y’(n —1+ho +po) + 1" M* Zdll}R
i=1
<C+K'R<R,

where C > 0 is as (26), K’ is in (18), d is from (Hs), [ is from (26), d = d(1T*+T). By (18),
(26) and (27), we only need take

R*> (1-K)7IC, (28)

then for any u € Br«, we have ||Nu|| < R*, thatis, X : Bgx — Bg».
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As evidenced by the above arguments, X : Bgx — Bg~ is norm-bounded in the operator
topology We proceed to demonstrate the continuity of X : Br« — Br+ within the operator
topology. Let u, — u in Bg+, then |lu,|pc < R*(n =1,2,...), ||u|][pc < R*, combine the
definition of (17), for any x € (o, k1], one arrives

[Rutn (1) = Ru(ie)[| < (| () [ll|g(1n) — ()]

e 0% 2 (1 51D 261, () ), () )
—8(s,u(s),w(T1(5)), -, 1(Ta2(5)), (Fu) (), (Ru)(5)) | ds
S22 (5100 ), 100751 (T2 (5)), () (), (Bt )
~E(5,u(s),u(T1(5)), ., 1(Ty-2(5)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s)) | ds
<IM*g(wy) — ()
g [ (s a9 r-2(6)), () 5, (R )
—E(s,u(s), u(1(5)), ., u(Ta2(5), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s)) | ds
b T s (o) ).t 20, ()8, () 5)
~E(s,u(5), (11 (5)), -, u(Ty-2(5)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s)) ||ds (29)

<IM*(|g(un) — g(u)||

+ F(a)lB(“) max{/I(1 - a), M*ai2} /OK<(" =) )| |2 (s, (5), (1 5)),
U (Ty—2(8)), (Hun)(s), (Aun)(s)) — E(s,u(s), u(t(s)),..., u(Ty—a(s)), (F2u)(s), (Au)(s)) Hds
<IM*(|g(un) — g(u)|/|
+ W max{li(mM*lm + (1 _ lX)),M*rxlz(mlm + 1)} /OK((K - s)tx—l + 1) E(S, un(s)/un(Tl (S))/
ot (Ta—2(8)), (FPun) (s), (Aun)(s)) — E(s,u(s),u(ti(s)), ..., u(ta—2(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s)) Hds
<IM*||g(un) — g(u)|
+d/ YL D|E (s, n (), un(T1(5)), - -, ttn (Ta2(5)), (Fun) (5), (Att) (5))
—&(s,u(s), u(ri(s)), ..., u(TH(s)),(%u)(s),(xu)(s))Hds
<I+1I,

where I = IM*||g () — g(u) || + 1" M* TIy | 1i(un(x;)) — Li(u(x;) |,

11 :H/()K((K—s)"‘_l—l—l) X |2 (s, un(s), un(t1(s)), ..., un (Tu—2(8)), (un)(s), (Aun)(s))
( _

—E(s,u(s), u(t1(s)), ..., u(tu—2(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s)) Hds,

d is as Formula (16).

https://doi.org/10.3390/ fractalfract10070424


https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10070424

Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 424 15 of 38

For any « € (k;, k1], one has

[[Ratn (x) — Nu( M < 1951 Sa(®) g (un) — g(u)|

+| Forwy Z k=) [ 0= B0 15)) - 0Tr-2(5)
(Fun)(5), (Ritn) (5)) = (5, (5), u(T1(5)), ., u(Ta2(5)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(5)) ||ds
+ éi()ll"(_al;‘) /K:(K s)xt E(s,u(s), u(ti(s)),..., u(Tu—2(s)), (Hu)(s), (Au)(s))
—&(s, u(s), u(ti(s)),..., u(Ty—2(s)), (Hu)(s), (Au)(s))||ds
g T 11 [ e =9[4, 1), u(mi-2(9), (P, (R )
i=1
—E(s,u(s), u(11(5)), .., u(Tu_2(s)), (F2u)(s), (Au)(s)) Hds
ag? K . _
+ B(a) /Kk || R (s,u(s), u(ti(s)),..., u(Ty—2(s)), (Hu)(s), (Au)(s))
—E(s,u(s), u(Ti(s)), - .., u(T_(s)), (u)(s), (Au)(s)) Hds

k |
+ YN S (0 — ) |1 i (e (1)) — Ti(u () |

i=1

<P () — ()| MY () — o) |
o i=1 (30)
MM*Z?(Z;(ZS [ R st (9,101 (), (12 (5)), (i) 5), (R )
—8(s,u(s),w(T1(s)), ., 4(Ta-2(5), (Fu) (), (Ru)(5)) | ds
mal™ P2 M* + al2M* (%) H A
B(UC)F(“) ,/() \5(5/ Up (S)r un(Tl (S))/ cee /un(Tn72(S))/ (%u")(s)’ (Au”)(s))
—E(5,u(5), 4(1(5)), -, (T (5), () s), (Ra)(s)) || s

<P g () — g ()| + 1M f; 15ian (xi)) = i (xp) |

max{T(mM*I" + (1 = ), Mia2(nt" + 1)} [ (= 5y +1)

b E(s, un(5), 1n (11 (5)),

e tn(Tu—2(5)), (Fun)(s), (Aun)(s)) — E(s, u(s), u(t(s)),..., u(ty2(s)), (F2u)(s), (Au)(s)) Hds
=1 Mg () — ()| + 1M m1 )~ I(u(x)|
+a/0’<((,<—s)a_1+1) E(s, un(s), tn(T1(5)), - -, iy (Tu—2(8)), (FPun)(s), (Auy)(s))
—E(s, u(s), u(n(s)),. ., u(rn,z(s)),(%u)(s),(xu)(s))Hds
<I+1I,

where I, I1 are as (29), d is as Formula (16).
From (H;) and (H3), we know that g and I are continuous, then we easily get

- m
I =M g(un) — g(u)| +1"M* Y
i=1

Ti(un(x;)) = Li(u(x;))

(31)
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By (22)-(25), we have

11 :E./OK((K =) L+ )| E(s, un(s), un(11(3)), - - ., tn (Tu—2(5)), (Fun)(s), (Aun)(s))

— 8(5,u(s),1(11(5),- -, u(Ty-2(5)), (FZu)(s), (Au)(s))]|ds

/1 _ 2
gzd(ETMrT)T(y’(n—lJrho +00)0+ 9 (ho + py) + M) (32)

=2dT(y'(n — 1+ hy + po)U + 9 (fig + py) + M)
< +wl

where d is from formula (16). From & : | x Tﬁ“ — Eisbounded and uniformly continuous,
it is easy to see that for any fixed s € J,

[ (e =9 D)2 (s, (5) 1n (1) - (T -2(5)), () (5), (A (5))

o o (33)
— & (5,u(5),u(T1(5), ., 1(Ty-2(5)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s) ) | = 0, 1 o,
then by (32), (33) and the Lebesgue control convergence theorem, we have
11=d /O (k=) L+ D& (s, un(5), un(ri(5)), - tun(Ta-2(5)), () (5), () ()
—E(5,(5), (T (5)), -, 4(Ta(5)), (Fu)(5), (Ru)(5)) | ds (34)

—0, n — oo.

Formulas (28)—(34) imply that X : Bg» — Bg+ is continuous. By the above proof, we
have R(Bg+) is bounded. Now we prove the set X(Bg+) C PC(], E) is the precompactness
set. Given an arbitrary but fixed x (0 < x < T) and any e: 0 < € < «, let u € Bgx,
one defines

g%a(K)(uo +g(u)) -+ W /()K_e(K — s)“*lé(s,u(s))ds
o 2 K—e
+ Bi)/o Ra(t — 5)a(s, u(s))ds, x € (0,x1],

GRS, (1) (g + g (1)) + W '

Reu(x) = YL K (35)
B i;gmﬂ /K Ra(k —s)a(s, u(s))ds

i—1

k ) —u K—€
# L Get)) + s [ e o (s u(e)

ng? [r—e
—/ Ru(x —s)o(s,u(s))ds, x € (x;,xi41],i =1,2,...,m,
B(a) Jx;

for

+

0(s,u(s)) =E(s,u(s), u(ti(s)),..., u(tu—2(s)), (Hu)(s), (Au)(s)).
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According to the compactness of Sy (t), for any €(0 < € < «), the set {(Neu)(t) : u €
Bg+} is precompact on E, for any u € Bg«, k € ], one has

[[(Ru) (1) — (Rew) (k) |
)

1 —a) [ 1| _ _
SiB(D&)F(a} /}(76(1( —s) 1 H_,(s, u(s), u(ty(s)),..., u(t—2(s)), (F2u)(s), (Au)(s)) Hds
2 K
+ % A7€||§Ra(K —$)E(s,u(s), u(t(s)), ..., u(tu—2(s)), (Hu)(s), (Au)(s))||ds
% /K;(K =) Y& (s, u(s), u(t1(s)), ..., u(tu—2(s)), (FZu)(s), (Au)(s)) | ds

<

+ % /K |12(s, u(s), u(t(s)), ..., u(ty—a(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s))||ds
z e (36)
SW max{l(1—a),alM*}

X /: (k=) T+ 1) ||E(s, u(s), u(ti(s)), - .., u(Ty—2(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s))||ds

€

:E/:;((K =) )| E (s, u(s), u(t1(s)), ..., u(tu—a(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s))||ds

~ — K
<dly'(n =14 ho + po)R* + 9/ (hg + py) + M] /Kfe((K —s)* 14+ 1)ds

d _
:E['y’(n —1+ng+po)R* + v/ (ho + py) + M](e* +¢),

in which d = W max{l(1 — a),alM*}, hence, for any x € ], {(Ru)(x) : u € Bg+} is
totally bounded, that is, for any « € |, the set {(Nu)(x) : u € Br+} is precompact in E. By
Arzela—Ascoli theorem, we have {Nu : u € Bg+} is to be relatively compact on PC(], E).
Hence, N : Bg+ — Bg+ is completely continuous operator. As a result, Equation (1) gives
rise to at least one global mild solution on Bg« C PC(],E) by the Schauder fixed point
theorem. The proof is complete. []

Remark 4. Theorem 1 is completed under the condition of 3 (t) being compact; hence, we do not
need the non-compactness measure conditions and the Lipschitz conditions.

3.2. The Well-Posedness of Mild Solutions Under the Weakened Lipschitz Conditions

The conditions for this section are as follows.

(C1) Assume that & : | x E"*! — E has a continuous property, and we can find non-
negative and is integrable functions with respect to Lebesgue measure L; € LP(J,R")(i =
1,2,...,n+1)withp > %, for any u;,v; € E, x € |, such that

n+1
|E(x, uq,uz, ... upe1) — E(K,01,02,...,0041)| < Z Li(x)||u; — vil|. (37)
i=1

(C2) There exist integrable functions Ly (x, -), Ly(x,-) € L(J,R"),R" = [0, 4-00), for
any u,v € E, such that

K T
Ly, = maxKE[O,T]/O Ly(x,s)ds < 400, Ly, = maxKe[O’T]/O Ly(x,s)ds < +o0,

I7(x,s,u) —h(x,s,0)|| < Ly(x,s)||u—0|,(x,s) € O, (38)
lo(x,s,u) —p(x,5,0)|| < Lo(x,s)[|u — 0|, (x,5) € Oy (39)

(C3) It is possible to select parameters L;, > 0, for any u, v € E, subject to

Ii(u) = Li(v)|| < Lpflu—o|,i=1,2,...,m. (40)
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(C4) It is possible to select a parameter Ly > 0, for any u,v € PC(], E), such that

18(u) = 8 (V)| < Lgllu —o][pc. (41)

(Cs) For the Lebesgue integrable function L; € LP(J,RT)(i=1,2,...,n+1) in (Cy),
the constants in (C1)—(C4) and (Hy) satisfy

~ m f—
0= M <Lg +) L1k> +di <1, (42)
i=1

where d, I are as (16) and
1

= lo</OTLP(s)ds> '

where Ly, Ly, are from (Cy),

n—1

= T(a—1)g+1 T 1 1
L(K) = izzlL,‘(K)+Lh0Ln(K>+LPOLn+1(K), lp=21 W+T , ;4—* =1.

(Cs) The constants Ly, in (C3) and I in (Hy), satisfy

m
"M*Y L=7<1
i=1

1=

Lemma 13. Let 0 < a < 1, suppose that L € LF (], R") with p > %, then for every x € |

/OK((K —s)* T+ 1)L(s)ds <o (/OT U’(S)dS) %‘

Proof. By the Holder inequality and Minkowski inequality, one has

/OK((K —5)" 14+ 1)L(s)ds < (/OK((K T 1)qu> g (/OK LPds> !

i 1
wherel(]:ZT(M—kT)q +==1. O

1,1
(a=1)g+1 Troa
Theorem 2. Suppose conditions (C1)—(Cs) and (Hy) hold, then the model (1) admits exactly
one globally mild solution in the phase space PC(], E), for every ug € PC(], E), the sequence of

iterations {uy } be defined by
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3 AG(1—a) [ a1y
g\ra(K)(uo-l-g(u))-l—W/o (1 — 5105, 1 (5))ds

+

ag? ot
Bi) ./0 Ra(t —5)0(s, up—1(s))ds, x € (0,%1],

, . k ) X;
94 (6) o+ 8(01) + i) 0= [ (=) gl e (9

i=1 Ki—1
un(x) = (43)

@ k . [Ki
n gk+3—i / Ra(t—s)a(s, uy—1(s))ds
=) Ki—1

B(a)

1

k i _ HG(1—a) [* e
+l_;gk+1 S (6 — ;) i (u(x; ))+W/K,- (5 — $)10(s, ttn_1(5))ds
ag?

T By

K
/ Ra(xc —s)o(s, uy—1(s))ds, x € (k;,xi31),i=1,2,...,m,
K,

for
a(s,u(s)) = E(s,u(s), u(ti(s)), - .., u(Tu—2(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s)),

uniformly converges to a unique global mild solution u*(t) of the model (1) about the norm of E on
t € J and for ¢ that defined by (42), one has

|ty — u*|| = 0(0"),n — +o0. (44)

Proof. For every « € [Ko, k1](ko = 0),u,v € PC(],E), by Lemma 13, one has

[[(Rue) (1) = (Ro) ()|
<IM*[|g(u) = g(o)]|
i S ), 1 6l 2(6), () ),
(Au)(s)) — E(s,0(s),0(11(5)), ..., v(Tu=2(s)), (#0)(s), (Av)(s))||ds
al? 3 —_
+ 57 o IRl =[S0 u(s), w1 (5), .. (51-2(6)), () ),
(Ru)(5)) = E(5,0(5), 0(T1(5)), -, 0(Tu-2(5)), (F0)(5), (Ro)(5)) s
N (1—«) f* a—
<IM Ll —ollre + gper [ =517 (L)l = vl

+ Lo(s)[[u = 0llpc + - + Lo_1(s) |4 — 0] pc
+ La(8) [ = 70|l e + Lusa (5) | A = Aol pc ) ds

al>M*
B(a)T(a)

+ Lu1(5)llu = vllpe + Lu(s) [ 72 = 0] e + Ly (s) [ A — Kol pc ) ds

K
+ | (L)l =vllpc + La()u = ollpc + ...

(45)
< bl — @), MFal?) /K((K—s)‘HH)(L (s)llu—o
“T(@)B@) , b 1 PC
+ La(s)|lu = ollpc + ...+ Lu—1(s)[u = 0]l pc + Lu(s) | #'u — 50| pc
m
+ Ly (5)|[Au = Ao[pc )ds + M*T Y Ly Ju = 0)llpc + IM* L[| — o] pc
k=1
~ _ K
=IM* Lyl = vllpe +4 [ (k=) +1)(Li(s) Ju = 0llpc + La(s) [ = ollpc + ...
+ Lu1(5)llu = vllpc + Lu(s) [ 72 = 0] e + Ly (5) [ A — Kol pc ) ds
<M*ILglu ~vllpc
_ K
8 [ (=) 1) (La(8) + La(s) + -+ LgLu(s) + Loy Lusa (5)) [ — ol pcds
~ _ K
SMPTLgllu—ollpc +4 [ ((x = )"+ DL(E)ds - u o]l
S(M*TLS +El) [ — vllpc < ollu—vlpc,

where d,1,1,0,L(s) are from the condition (Cs), Ly, Ly, are from (Cy).
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For any x € (xj,k;11],u,v € PC(],E), as the same way with (45), by Lemma 13,
one has

[[(Ru) (1) — (Ro) ()|
<I"FIMH|[g(u) — g ()|

mM " 111 —a) % a1 |
Bt (T EG ) u(m ), u(meals)), (P ),

(Au)(s)) —E(s,v(s), v(11(5)), - - ., 0(Tu=2(s)), (H)(s), (Av)(s)) || ds

mal™t2 4 g2 px - —
+ W/O [ Ra(rc = 8)[[||Z(s,u(s), u(ta(s)), ..., u(Tu—2(s)), (Hu)(s),
(Au)(s)) — E(s,0(5), 0(T1(5)), - . ., 0(Tu_2(s)), () (s), (Av)(s)) Hds

+ lmH Yo Sale — ;) (I (u(rg)) — L(o(r))) H

0<k;<t

it gk 3 mM* " 111 — ) /" RV B
SIM Ll = ollpe + g 5 [ = (L)l — 2l

+ La(s)|lu —vllpc + ...+ Ly—1(s)|lu —vllpc

+ Ln(5) |7 — H0l| pc + Lnya (5) | A — Ao pc ) ds

mal™ T2 M* 4 g2 M* fx
L - L - e
B(a)T(x) /0 (1(S)Ilu v|lpc + La(s)||u — v||pc +

+ Ly—1(s)|lu — 0llpc + Lu(s)[|7u — 0| pc + Lys1(s) || Au — KUHPc)dS

-+ M*I" iLL'””(Ki) —o(x;)|| (46)
1 7 *qm * m K a—
Swmax{ll(mM "4+ (1 —a)), M*al?(ml +1)}/0 ((k—s) 1+1)<L1(5)H”*UHPC

+La(s)|lu = vllpc + - - + Lu—1()lu = vllpc + Lu(s) |71 — 0| pc

m
+ L1 ()| Au = Ao||pc ) ds + M*1 Y Ly[lu = 0) [ pc + IM* Lyl o] pc
i=1

_ K
=M L lu = ollpe +d [ (e = 51~ + 1) (La(o)l|u = ollpc + La(s)|u = 0llpc + ...
+ Ly—1(s)|lu — v||pc + Lu(s) | 7#u — #| pc + Ly11(s) || Au — Xvac>ds

m
+ M1 Z Ly|lu—v)|lpc

i=1
m _ Ik

<M L |lu = ollpe + MAI™ Y Ly |lu =]l pc +d /0 ((k = 8)* "+ 1)L(s)ds - [|u — vl pc
i=1 '

1
~ m _ T ?
SM*ngHu—UHpc+M*lm2L1i|\”—v||19c+dlo(/0 Lp(s)ds) “|lu—ollpc
i—1

1=

o~ m p—
< (M*l <Lg +) L1k> +dl> llu —o||pc
i=1

=0|lu —vllpc,

where d,1,1, 0, L(s) are from the condition (Cs). Hence, by (45) and (46), we have ||Ru —
No|[pc < o||lu — v||pc. According to (Cs), N admits a unique fixed point u* € PC(J, E) by
using of the Banach compression fixed point theorem, that is, a mild solution is admitted
for model (1), and subsequently (44) holds. [
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<

<

B(a)T(«) Jo

_
I'(a)B(a)

Remark 5. Theorem 2 is proved by the Banach compression principle under the generalized
Lipschitz conditions.

Theorem 3. Suppose the condition (C1)—(C3) and (Ce), (Hy) hold, g(u) =0, L,,11(x) = 0in
(Cy1), then the model (4) admits a unique global mild solution in PC(], E), that means model (1)
admits a unique global mild solution; moreover, for any uy € PC(], E), the iterative sequence {u, }
defined by (43) uniformly converges to a unique global mild solution u*(t) of the model (4) about
the norm of E on t € J; that means model (1) admits a unique mild solution, and for any real
number s > 1, one has

1
Uy —u*| =o( = |,n— +oo.
nS

Proof. For every « € [ko, k1](ko = 0),u,v € PC(],E), one has

[(Ru) () — (Ro) (x)
I(1—a) [* et

B(a)T(a) Jo (x —s)* Y E(s,uls), u(ty(s)),..., u(ty_2(s)),

(Hu)(s), (Au)(s)) — E(s,v(s),0(11(s)), . .., v(Tu—2(8)), (F0)(s), (Av)(s)) Hds

(R) (5)) = E (5,006, 071 (9) ., (T2-2(5)), (FP0) ), (Be) o))
(1 —a) /K(K_s)“*l(Ll(s)Hu—UHPC+L2(S)||M—U||pc+---+Ln*1(S)””_U”PC @)
47
+Ln(5)|}%u_%vnpc>ds

062 * K
+ grgtter o (1= vllpe+ La(o) e =ollpe + .+ Luca (911 = 0l
+ Ln(5)[|(Zu)(5) = (F0) (s) | ) ds
max{lI(1 — &), M*al?} /OK((K =)+ 1) (La(s) + La(s) + ..

+ LhOLn(S)) |u — v|pcds

= [ (=9 + DB u(s) — o(s)llds + 1~ vl

where d is shown in (Cs), j = I"M* ¥ L1, < 1in (Cg), B(x) = Ly (x) + Ly (x) + La(x) +
oot Ln,1 (K) + Ly (K)Lho'
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Forany « € («;,x;41] (i=1,2,...,m),u,v € PC(J, E), one has
)

(1) () — (%0) ()|

Y NSNS = I CRICIE I BEE)

(u)(s), (Ru)(s)) = E(s5,0(5),0(m(5)), -, 2(Tu-2(s)), (o) (s), (Ro)(s)) | ds

O T R ) 305 5) 1 )25, () )
IX 0

(Ru)(5)) = E(5,0(5),0(71 (5)), -, 0(T-2(5)), (F0)(5), (A)(5)) |ds

k _
+ ;gk“’z% (e — 1) (I (u (1)) — Ik (v () ‘

*ym+17 7(1 — K
SmM lB(al)?(Z)(l IX)/O (K_S)K*I(Ll(S)HM—UHPC"'LZ(S)”“_UHPC+~~-+Ln71(5)H”_v”PC (48)

+ La(s) | = 0] ) ds

mal™ 2 M* + a2 M* %
_— L - L - oo+ Ly —
BT Jy (O vlloc +La(s) e —llpc -+ Lua ()l ol

k
+ L,,(s)”(%u)(s) - (%v)(s)”)ds + M*I™ Z Ly, lu—2|lpc

i=1
SW max{H(mM*1" + (1~ ), M*al? ("™ +1)} /OK((K =51 1) (La(s) + La(s) +
+LhoL”(S)>H”_UHPCdS—FM*lmiL[iHu—v)”PC
i=1
=3 [ (5~ + DB)u(s) - o(s) s+l — e,

where d, B(t),  are from (47).
Then, by (47) and (48), for any x € J,u,v € PC(],E), one has

[(Ru) (x) = (Ro) (x| < E/OK((K =8)* L+ 1)B(s)|u(s) — v(s)|lds + jllu — v][pc.  (49)

By 0 < j <1, thereexists 0 < €1 < 1,such that0 < ¢ = €1 + < 1. From B(x) = Ly (k) +
Ly(x) + La(x) 4 ...+ Ly—1(x) + Ly(x)Lp, € LP(]J,R), there has a continuous functions

¢ : ] — R, such that
1
dlo ( / IB(s) |Pds) <er (50)

By the definition of the operator X and (49), (50) and Lemma 13, for any « € J,u,v €
PC(],E), one arrives

[[(Ru) (1) — (Ro) ()|

<d/ )% 1 +1)|B(s) — (s)\Hu(s)fv(s)||ds+3/ok((7<*s)“71+1)|4’(S)|||”(5)*U(S)Hds
+7llu —vllpc
<dlo(/ IB(s) |vd5) ||u—v||PC+Hbzo(/0de) = 0l pc + 1|l — 0]l pc

1
_ _ p _
<in( [ |B(s>f¢<s>|Pds) = ollpc-+ oo a5 ) I = olrc + 71—l

<er||u — vl pc + bt|lu — vllpc + jllu — vl pc

_ bic
<(¢+bx)|Ju —vllpc = <C?5+ C}1!> lu—vllpc,
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where % + % =1,b = max{|p(x)| : k € [0, T]},b = dbly. Let us prove it by mathematical
induction. For any natural number n € N, x € |, one has

1(R70) () — (R70) (1) | < (e" i+ SO %3”) Ju—olpe.  (51)

Assume Formula (51) holds when n = i, that is, the following Formula (52) holds
as follows:

2 To\i
||<w'u><x>—<wv><x>||s(mcw 1w+ SO “j?)nu—vnpc. 52)

Now we prove the Formula (51) hold when n = i + 1. By the definition of the operator X,
and the conditions (C;)—(C4) and (Cs), (Hs), for any x € ], one arrives
IR 1a) (1) = (R 0) ()| = [IR(R'w) () — R(R') (x) |
SH/OK((K =s)* 1+ 1) (L1(S)H(Niu)(5) —Ro)(s)
+ La(9) | (Ru(7) () = Rio(wi (s))[| + - .. + Lu—a ()| (R u(Tu—2) () = R'o(Ta2(s))
+ Ly (S)H(%Nm(s) — (#Niv) (S)H)ds

L . .
+ M1 E L |INu(x;) — Xo(x;) |
i=1

< [ (e =91+ 1)[B(s) — 9()ldsl| (W) = Wo) [+ (=) + 1) | (W) 5) — (W) ) s
+70¥) — Xio)|

<o 18(6) — p(s)7s ) "asl|) — o)l i) ) <o)
7108w — Wo)|

=
R,

1 2 pi—2 IR
<dly (/OT |B(s) —cp(s)\”ds) ds <€’+C1£Z L(bs) + W—&-...—&- (b;) >|u—v|pc

2 pi—2 (he)2
+B/Ot (z" pClesy+ S0 (bs)> 1 — o]l peds (53)

2!

Zgz 2b .
+]<zl+cle’ 1(bs)+127,(5)+‘.. (bl) >||u—vpc

. o C20i-2(hs)2 b
gel<el+c3w<bs>+12,(5’+...+(bl >”U||Pc

ot . i _ 2 pi—2
+b/0 <€1+C}€’1(bs) er +(bs)>|uv|pcds

2!

2!

2 pi—2
<£(£’+Clé’ 1(bs:)jLM+...+ (bs) >|u—v|pc

c2i-2(5
+]<£1+c151 15y 4 HEOF Jr(bs)>||u—vpC

2!

ol o b
+b/0 <£’+C}€’1(bs)+2(5)+ +(bs)>ds|u—v|pc

. _ C2, 61 (bs)? ioq ()1
< <Ci0+1€l+1 +CLo 0 (s) + ’HT +...+ Cl’ﬂ ((i _2 il lu —v||pc,

hence, for any natural number n € N, the Formula (51) holds. Then, let natural number
n € N be arbitrary, one has

2 pn—2 2 n
1) = (') < (€4 Chen-16m) + ST CTE L B o
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By Lemma 8, for s > 1, one has

1
IR — R pe = () I = ollpc, n — oo. (54)

Hence, by the generalized Banach compression fixed point theorem, X possesses a solitary
fixed point u* on PC(], E), then the model (1) admits a unique global mild solution u*(t),
and (54) holds. O

Remark 6. Theorem 3 is proved by the generalized Banach compression principle under the
condition of § = 0 and L,;1(x) = 0 in (Cs). Moreover, the condition (Cg) of Theorem 3
is weaker than the condition (Cs) of Theorem 2. Hence, compared with related literature, this
part generalizes the constants L of the Lipschitz conditions to the Lebesgue integrable functions
Ly LP(,RY) (i=1,2,...,n+ 1) withp > L.

3.3. The Attainability of Mild Solutions Is Established via Non-Compactness Criteria

For this part, we need to add the following conditions.
(Hg) There exist integrable functions Ly (x, ), Lo(x,-) € L(J,RT),RT = [0, 4-c0), for
every bounded set S C E, satisfies

K T
Lho = max te[o/ﬂ‘/o Lh(K,S)dS < +o00, LPO = maXKE[O,T]/O LP(K’ S)dS < +o0o,

w(h(x,s,S)) < Lp(x,5)w(S), (x,5) € @1 w(p(x,s,S)) < Lp(x,5)w(S), (x,5) € 2. (55)

(Hy) For appropriately chosen L;, > 0 (k =0,1,...,m), given any bounded set S C E,
satisfies
w(Ik(S)) < Lpw(S),k=0,1,...,m. (56)

(Hg) There exists a constant Ly > 0, for any bounded set S* C PC(], E), satisfies

w(g(5")) < Lgwpc(SY). (57)

(Hy) There exist integrable function L; € LF(J,R*) (i = 1,2,...,n+1) with p > 1,
for any bounded set S; C E, x € ], such that

n+1
w(E(K,Sl,SZ,S?,,...,Sn+l)) < Z Li(t)w(S;). (58)

i=1
Theorem 4. Suppose the condition (Hy)—(Hy) and (Cs) hold, then the model (1) admits at least
one global mild solution in Bg= C PC(],E).

Proof. As demonstrated in the study of Theorem 1, we have R : CoR(Bg+) — CoR(Bg+) C
Bg~ is bounded and continuous operator,

Next we show the set RBg« is equicontinuous. In fact, for any Vu € Bg«, «/,«” €
Jo, &' < «”, one arrives
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[R(") R | = [ ") (0 + ) — 994 () (0 + )
208 [ s, 2(6)), (P, (R )
8 [ = )5 29)), (P6), (R )t
b [ R =359 a5, -2 (50, ()9, (R 9
Rl =13 50D U ), 125, ()0, () 0
<9 (6") — 32 ) + (0] (59)
[ ZEO N [ w9 = = B 2050, ()5, () ) s
2 [ = s ) 60), ()6, ()t
+ % [ R~ 5) — Rl — )15 1(6), (a9 .., (5 2(5), ()5, (R 5)
Ny, 12 (55, (T (5D, 1 2(5)), () 5), (R (9) s

STllga(K”) - \fa( Mlluoll +dillull + 1) + Y1+ Y2 + Y3 + Yu.

For any Vu € Bgs+, ', k" € J;, k" <", one reaches

(") = Ru() || = || 30 (") 1t + (1)) = #*1 S () (0 + g ()
+ Eg/(il)r_(:é)) iilgk+2_i(%a(x” — ;) — Sk 719-))/:l (k; — 8)* L& (s, u(s), u(t1(s)), ..., u(ty-2(s)),
(22u)(s), (Au)(s))ds + (%I;i()ll’(_a;() /K: (1" — )1 (s,u(s), u(t(s)),..., u(Ty—2(s)), (u)(s), (Au)(s))ds
- ‘}gi()lr@‘)") /k( F S E (s, u(s), u(ta(5)), - u(Tua(s)), (FPu)(s), (Au)(s))ds

ag? v " - — -~
ey R = EE S, () (5206, (), () ()

o 2 x R

% /Kk Ra (k" = $)E (s, u(s), u(n(s)), ..., u(Tu—2(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s))ds

k
+;g"“ =) ()) = LI ) () |
<1 (" )—Oa( Mluo + g(u)|
X (60)

H 2 (" — K;) — Salx 7K,))/M(K,fs)“—1~(s w(s), u((s)), ., u(Ta_2(s))
() (s), (Xu)(s))dsH +‘ <kt Ex‘;‘) IR GRS
x || (s, u(s), u(zi(s)), ..., (rnfz< ), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s)) | ds
+ % /}: (k" —s)* 1= E(s,u(s),u(n(s)),..., u(Ty—2(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s))ds
+ (g ) = Ra (" = )|[1E(s,u(s), u(ti(s)),- .., u(tu-2(s)), (#u)(s), (Au)(s)) | ds
+ % |8‘E K" =) |12 (s, u(s), u(ti(s)), ..., u(Tu—2(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s))||ds

k k
H TS (" = i) Li(u(x;) — Y & S (6 — ) Li(u(x;)) '

i=1 i=1
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First, since 3, (.) is bounded and strongly continuous (Lemma 11), one arrives
|Sa (k") = Sa(x')|| = 0asx” — «”, this means I{|Sq (k") — Su ()| (||uo]| +d1R* + 1) — 0.
From (25), for u € B+, ', k" € J;, we get

‘%1_0‘)) ngﬂ (S (r” _Kz)_SK(K/_Ki))/Ki(Ki_S)ail

x E(s,u(s), u(ti(s)), ..., u(tu—2(s)), (Hu)(s), (Au)(s))ds

MA—wmt —1+h R* 4o/ (o +7) + M) 3 |5 " k) — Sa(x =k s)*1d €D
< gt (70 R R+ G )+ M) [ o =)l [ e s

Mo & o~ (Il ) o~ (] )
0 5 9 — ) = a6 — ),
=1

where p = %(7’(71 — 149+ po)R* + ' (nT + {pT) + M). Similarly, from (25), for

u € Bg~, ', " € J;, we have

(62)

where @ is from (61). Since x* has uniformly continuous property on ], we have (k" )* —
(x")* — 0asx’ — «”, simply, we have (" —«')* — 0asx’ — x”, that means lim,/_,,» Y1 =
0. Moreover,

fi(1 - ) . o
Y, = B(a)T (a)/ (1" — )" H|E(s, u(s), u(t1(s)), ..., u(tu—2(s)), (Hu)(s), (Au)(s))||ds o)
<§(K )" =0 asx — «’
that means lim,s_,,» Yo = 0. In addition,
al?2  x B B
Y B(l ) |19 =) = Rl = )2 (5, (5), u(m1(5)), . w(i2(s)), (FZu) (), (Bu) () [ s
(64)

<p/ [Ra(x" —s) — Ro(x’ —s)||ds
<PT[Ra(x” =) — Ra (' — 5],
where p = (a)( v (n—1+ho + po)R* + v/ (fo + po) + M), since Ry(.) is bounded and

strongly continuous (Lemma 11), one arrives ||R (k" —s) — Ry (k" — s)|| — 0 uniformly for
s €[0,T] ast' — t”, this means lim,s_,,» Y3 = 0. Subsequently,

2 K o o
Yy :;(la)/’(/ [Ra (" — )| 2 (s, u(s), u(t1(5)), ..., u(Tuza(s)), (Fu)(s), (Au)(s))||ds
M*p
“T()

(65)
(" —«') = 0asx’ — «”,

where @ is from (64). Finally, for any Vu € Bgs, «/, k" € J, «' <«”,
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= i=1

k
Z G, (7 — k) L(u () — Y @S (! —Kz)lz(“("i))H

k

Z (" =) a(K’—Ki))Ii(u(Ki))H (66)

m
Slm ZH\S,X(K” — Ki) — C\\S,X(K/ — Ki)H (d[iR* + gli)'
i=1
Combining boundedness with strong continuity of S« (.), one has I" Y | || Sy (k" — #;) —
SQ(K/ — Ki) || (d]iR* + gll.) — 0.

Hence, by (59)-(66), R(Bg+) is equicontinuous in J; fori = 1,2,...,m, then by Lemma
6, we know that CoRBg~ is also equicontinuous in J; fori =1,2,...,m.

Then, by Lemma 6, @N(B R*) C Bgx forms a uniformly bounded and uniformly
equicontinuous family on Jy fork = 1,2, ...,m. According to the demonstrate the definition
of the operator X, the conditions (H; )-(Hy) and the properties of non-compact measures,
for any bounded set O C CoX(Bg+) C Bg+,« € [ko,%1], by (Hy), (Hs), (Hg), Lemmas 2 and
11, one has

W(RO() = @ {F S () (0 + g(02))

B /(f(x ) IE(5,006), Q1 (5)), - ., QAm2(5)), () (5), (KQ)(s))ds
b [ Rl = )3 (5,006), 00 (5). .. O 2(9), (FO)), (A9 )
<M*zw<g< )
# gt [ e o (5, 0060, A 52061, (FO) ), (R)(6) s
""ZM* Pt [ (6,06, A 52061, (FO)5), (RO)E)) s
<M* ngwpc(Q)
+ Fypim P =), M) [ (=9 ) (L) )
+ L@ ) + -+ Lo (0T 2(9)) + Ln($)0 (TR (E) + Lo (o (RQ) () ) ds
=M*1Lgwpc(Q)
[ (= 9+ 1) (L0 (006) + L) + -+ Ly (O -2()

+ L (s)w(Z2Q) (s) + Ln+1(s)w(KQ)(s))ds

§M*TngPC(Q) —I—E/K((K —5)" 1+ 1)(Ly(s) + La(s) + ... + LyyLu(s) + Loy Lus1(s) ) ds x w(Q(s))

—M*TLywpc(Q +d/ Y1 L D) L(s)ds x w(Q(s))
<{MTLg + ditfwpc(O)
=owpc(QY),

where 1, L(s) are from the condition (Cs), Ly, L, are from (Cy).
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Fork € (x;,xi11](i=1,2,..., m), by (Hy), (Hs), (H7), (Hg), Lemmas 2 and 11, one has

f(il)r égk+2 iy, K_Kl)/K"_l(Kl_swla(s O(s), Q11 (5)), - -, ATu-2(s)), (FQ)(s), (AQ)(s))ds
+<%;f(i() (a;c) / ) 12(5,Q(s), Q1 (s)), - .., QTa(s)), (FQ)(s), (AQ)(s))ds
N Bzxa) Iigm i /KF1 Ra (1 — )2 (5,Q(5), Q11 (5)), ..., QT _2(5)), (FFQ) (s), (AQ)(s))ds
N giz) k Ra( — $)E(5, (), A1 (5)), .., ATy -2(5)), () (5), (AQ)(s)) ds
i é 1778 (x — k) (k) )
<M lw(g(Q)
MM ) [ ) 0 (3(5, 0060, 219D 2 (51-206)), (FFO)5), (R 5) s
el MM [ (8 (5,006), 000(5), -, a2(6)), (FO)), (R)(9) s

k )
+w (ngﬂlga(?( - Ki)Ii(Q(ti))>

i=1

<M 1" wpe(Q
> g PC( ) (68)

+ 1"(0&)1B(cx) max{I[(mM*I" + (1 — «)), M*al*>(mI™ +1)} /OK((K —s) 141 (h(s)w(ﬂ(s))

+ La(s)w(Q(1(s))) + - - + Lu—1(5)w(Q(Tu—2(5))) + Lu(s)w (£ Q) (s) + Ln+1(5)w(KQ)(S))dS

+M*lm< 2 LI,-(U(Q(KZ'))>

0<k;<x

=M 1" Lwpe(Q)
+d /0K<<K =)'+ 1) (La(8)w0(Q5)) + La(8)0(Q(T1(5)) + - -+ Ly 1 (5)w( QT2 (5))

+ Ly(s)w(HQ)(s) + Ln+1(s)w(AQ)(s))ds + M ( ) Lliw(Q(tk))>

0<x; <K

<M*ILgwpc () +H/K((K — )"+ 1) (L1 (5) + La(s) + ... + LygLu(s) + Loy Lus1(5) ) ds x w(Q(s))

=M*TLgwpc(Q +d/ Kk —5)* 14 1)L(s)ds x w(Q(s)) + M*I" (iLlfw(Q(Ki))>
=M*TLgwpc (Q —I—d/ Kk —5)* 14 1)L(s)ds x w(Q(s)) + M*I" (ih}.w(@(xﬂ))

{M* (Lg + Z L[) +dl}ch(Q)

i=1
=owpc(QY),
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where 1, L(s) are from the condition (Cs), Lp,, Ly, are from (C). By Lemma 5, for any
bounded set QO C CoR(Bg+) C Bg+, by (67), (68) and Lemma 1, one arrives

wpc(R(Q)) < owpc ().

According to (42), one has 0 < ¢ < 1, then by the Darbo fixed point theorem, one achieves
the operator N admits at least one fixed point u* € Bgx, that is, u* is admitted a global mild
solution of the model (1) on Bgx C PC(], E), and the validation is finished. [

Remark 7. Theorem 4 is finished based on the Darbo fixed point theorem.

Theorem 5. Suppose the conditions (Hy)—(Hy), (Cg) hold, ¢ : PC(J,E) — E is compact;
moreovet, L, 1(t) = 0 in (Hy), then the model (1) has at least one global mild solution in
B+ C PC(],E).

Proof. According to Theorem 1, we have X : Brx — Bg+ is a bounded continuous operator.
From Theorem 4, we have CoR(Bg«) is equicontinuous on J, for ¥ Q) C CoX(Bg- ), then by
Lemmas 5 and 6, we have X" (Q) (n=1,2,...,) isbounded and equicontinuous on Ji, and
it follows from Lemma 1 that

wpc(R"(Q)) = r?éa]xw((ﬁn(n))(;c),n =1,2,.... (69)

Now we show there is a constant 0 < # < 1 and an integer number ny > 0, for any
Q C CoR(Qg~), such that
wpc(R™(Q)) < nwpc(Q).

By non-compactness measure and the conditions of (H;)-(Hy), for any x € [k, k1], one has
W(RO(K)) =w{F S (k) (0 + 3(0))

+ %711,(;[;) /OK(K —5)*E(5,Q(s), Q1 (5)), - -, Qtr—2(5)), (HQ)(s), (AQ)(s))ds

In1—a) f* 1 (=
< BT /O (k- )" 1w (E(s, Q(s), AT (5)), ..., ATu2(5)),
al? K
(2Q)(s), (AQ)(s)))ds + B(la) Ra (k2 — 5)w(E(s, Q(s), Q11 (5)), - . -, Q(T_2(s))
(70)(s), (RQ)(s)) ) ds
S% ./OK(K _ 5)“*1(4](3(5,0(5),0(1’1 (S)) ..... Q(Tnfz(s)), (70)
Q 2 A fx K
(%Q)(s),(KO)(s)))dswL%/O w(&(s,Q(s), Q71 (s)), .-, Q(1-2(5)),
(F£0)(s), (RO)(s)) )ds
1 - . " .
< F) By P 0, M vclz}/o (k—s)*141)

% (Li(8)wpc(€) + La(s)wpe(Q) + - + Lu-1(s)wpc(Q) + Lu(s)wpe(F700) ) ds
= [ (=9 + 1) (Li(s)eopc () + La(S)wonc(C) + ..

+ Lu1 (8)wpc(€2) + Lu(s)wpe (77€2) ) ds
< [ (e~ 9"+ DB ()w(Q(s)ds + jorc(Q),

where d is from the condition (Cs), ] = I"M*¥.J*; Lj, < 1in (Cg), B1(s) = L1(s) + La(s) +
et Ln,1 (S) + LhoLn(S).
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For any « € (k;, k1], we have
WNO(K)) = {F*194 (i) (g + 8(€2)
H(1—0) & kiain K e
+ BT (@) g gkt2-ig (K—K,)/}L1 (k; —s) lu(s Qs), A (s)),..., Q(1,-2(s))
(F20)(s), (AQ)(s))ds
HG(1—w) [* 1
+ BT« /K (x—35)*1E(s5,Q(s), AT (5)), - ., QTu—2(s)), (FQ)(s), (AQ)(s))ds
k ; _ _
+ B?“) 2%’”’3_"/ Re(k —)Z(s,Q(s), U1 (5)), ..., Qtu—2(5)), (F£Q)(s), (AQ)(s))ds
i—1 Ki1
2 _
b [ Rl = 9125, 06, Q@) -, A5-2(6)), PO 5), (RO)5)) s
+ Y Q) |
i—1
mM* T 11— w) [ 1 =
< B(a)T(w) /0 (k —s)* Lw(E(s, Q(s), A1 (5)), ..., QO(1y-2(8)),
— — mal™t2 4 g2 %
(HQ)(s), (AQ)(s)))ds + T/o Ra (2 — s)w(E(s, A(s), A1 (5)), - .., QTu—2(5)),
k
.(%Q)(S),(AQ)(S)))dS+w<2gk+li%a(K—K,')Ii(Q(Ki))> (71)
mM* T (1 — ) [ 1 e
<t T (EE 06, Q@ ), 0w 2(s))
mol™ 2 A% az * K
GFa) (o), (R + AL [ 2,009, 000(6), ... 07 2(9)

k .
.wo)(s),(mxs)))dﬁw(g gk+1tsa<x_,(,,)l,,(0(,ci))>
1 T(mMF I . . x _
< @ By PO (1)), M (" £ 1) [ (k=) 1)
X (Ll(S)wpc(Q) + Lo(s)wpc(Q) + ... + Ly_1(s)wpc(Q) + Ln(s)wpc(70)>ds
+ M iLlinC(Q)
i=1

= [((c =9+ ) (Li(e)wpc (@) + La(S)wrc(C) + ..

+ Ly1(s)wpc(Q) + Lu(s)wpc (%o))ds +MI Y Liwpe(Q),
0<K;<x

< [ (k= 9"+ DB ()l s))ds + M1 iu,.mo),

where d, L(s), ] is as (70). Then, by (70) and (71), for any x € J,u,v € PC(], E), one arrives
w(RQ(x)) < H/OK((K —5)* 11 1)By(5)w(RQ(k))ds + jw (RQ(x)). (72)

By 0 < j < 1, there exists 0 < ¢y < 1, such that 0 < ¢ = ¢y +; < 1. From B;(x) =
Li(x) + La(x) 4 La(x) + ... + Ly—1(x) + Ly (x) Ly, € LP(],R), A continuous functions can
be constructed ¢ : | — R, subject to

dlo< / " 1BiGs) - ¢<s>|ﬂds); < e

https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/ fractalfract10070424


https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10070424

Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 424 31 of 38
By (71) and (72), one arrive
w(( (0 >><K>>
<a [ (x DIB1(5) = 9w @s)ds +7 [ (k=) + DIp(s)]w(2s))ds
+ w0 (0s))
_ T % K %
<o 181(5) = gte) ) "wts)) + s [ wiae))ds )" +gotts) 7

<eollu —vllpc + brw(Q(s)) + jw(Qs))
< +d)w(Q(s)) = <C?Z+ C%%)w(ﬂ(s))m €],
where f = max{|¢(x)| : x € J}, b = dily.
Assume for natural number j € N, one has
CHU2(bx)? (Bx)

w((¥))(x) < (fj—l—lefjl(hK) + L 7

)ch(Q)/K €], (74

according to the definition of operation, the condition (Hj)-(Hy), by the same steps as (70)
and (71), for k € [k, k1], one arrives

WV () () = {9 (x) (10 + gV (Q2)) )

4 Tl [ = 2 (s @ () ), @ () 1 (5) - 0 () (7 2(9),
(e (Q))(s), (ReoN () (s) ) ds

ag? x VI e e
+B(o¢)/o §Ra(1c—s)a(s,coN](Q)(s),coN/(Q)(Tl(s)) ..... o (Q)) (Ty-2(9)),

(AN (Q))(s), (AcoR) (€0)(s) ) s |

1 —a) f* w1 (= =i e
SB((X)F((X)/{)(Kis) ]w(u(s,coN/(Q)(s),coN](Q)(Tl(s)) .....

o () (t-2(5)), (2N (0)) (5), (Ao (Q2))(s) ) ) ds
a2 * K . . ~
% /0 w(z(s,mu(n)(s),mf(n)(rl(s)) ..... N (Q) (1y_2(5)),
(N () (), (AN (Q))(s) ) ) ds )

1 _ N . ~
SWmax{”((l*a)),M mlz}/0 ((k—s)* 1 +1)

% (L)@@ (Q)(5)) + La(8)0 M (@) (11(5)) + - + Lu-2(8)w (W (@) (T-2(5))
L1 (s)w(HN () (s) ) s

< (= )"+ DBy (R (Q)(5))ds + jwrc V(@)

< [ (e = 9"+ DIB1(s) ~ (6) @O (s)ds +d [ (=)™ + )9 (s) (R () (5))ds
+ jwpc (V(Q))

<io ([ 181(5) — p(o)Ps ) @) (@) + it [ o)
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+J (zi +CHT () + . (E;)j ) wpc ()
<eo <gf +CHOT (BK) + .+ (E;.c!)j > wpc(Q) + E/OK (ﬁj +CHT )+ + (E]ff!)j > wee(Q)ds
o (i)
+]<Kf + GO () +.. .+ i >WPC(Q)
(75)

<t <gi+c]14f1(nx) +...+ W)wpc(ﬂ)

j!
0 K 1j—1 (EK)Z jo(EK)j-H
+<cjefl!+c].£f S et (i wpc(Q)
. C?, 01 (BK)? j+1
0 pj+1 1 j+1 j+1 O(U x)
S(Cjﬂﬂ +C]-+15](h )+#+ +C]+1€ G+ 1) wpc(Q).

For x € (x;,x;41] (i =1,2,...,m), one arrives
@) () = w{F184(1) (10 + g (W ()

_ k Kj
gl Yty x) [ -9
Ki—1

[(a) i=1 i
(s TN/ (Q) (s), 0N () (11(5)), - . ., TR (Q) (T2 (5)), (F2N (Q))(s), (Xc?ﬁ“ﬂ))(s))ds
"M ! ;‘;‘) / s caw(n)(s),w’&f(o)(ﬁ(s)) ..... o (Q) (Ty—2(s)),

X a(s,wﬁf (Q)(s), N (Q) (11 (5)), . .., TR (Q) (Ty_2(s)), (N (Q))(s), (K@’&J‘(Q))(S))ds
1% 2 K ~. o~ .
+ %‘) / Ra (1 — s)E(s,ENJ(Q)(s),@NJ(Q)(T] (s)),...,coN (Q)(Ty_2(s)),

(N ())(s), (AN (Q2))(s) )ds + Y &1 e — ) 1 (0N (Q) () ) |
i=1

mM*Im+1] 1(1—a K . ~.
< M ZBJE“I);_(Z)H )/0 (K7S)“_lw(E(S,@N/(Q)(S),@?‘U(Q)(ﬁ(S)) .....

N () (7,2 (5)), (0N (Q))(5), (KeoN (Q)) (5)) ) ds

mal™ P2 M* 4 q2M* x

st “EEEN@E@N @) @), @V O) @ 2(s))

(F7oW (Q))(s), (X@&f(n))(s)»ds tw ( Y 9Su(x—x); (coﬁf(o)(xi))>

0<xk;<t

< Fyay M (1), M+ 1) [ (-9 )

x (LI(S)W(W(Q)(S)) + La(8)w(W(Q))(11(5)) + -+ Lu-2(s)w (W (Q)) (t-2(s))
+Ln,1(s)w(H§j(Q))(s)>ds+M*l’” Y le.w(&j(Q))(K,-)

0<K;<x

4/ K —5)"L +1)By (s)w (N/(Q)(s))ds+M*1m<fL,kw(§f(Q)(sk))>
1

k=

<d/ K —s)*1+1)[Bi(s) - (S)Iw(ﬁj(ﬂ)(S))ds+H/OK((K—S)""1+1)\¢(S)\W(§7(0)(5))d5

|-

+7llu —llpc
() + [ 0(V(Q)6)ds ) + 10 ()6)

<dlo (/ IB(s) \Pds)
()]

+]<g/ + c]lgffl(EK) +...+ i )wpc(ﬂ)
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<eg <ef +CHO () + . (E]T‘!)j ) wpc(Q) +1 /0 ’ (zf +CHOT (B) +. .+ (E]T‘!)j > wpc(Q)ds
47 (zi +CH (EK) + . (E;)j > wpc(Q)
<r <zf' +CH () + . W)wm(n) (76)
+ <c§.’zf Elil‘ +cit! (E;)Z g C}ZO gi)j;)l! ) wpc ()
< (C}ng/’ﬂ +Chal (Bx) + w +ot Cﬁ}éo ((]E'j_)];)l, > wpc(Q),x € ],

where L(s) is from Formula (70).
Hence, by principle of mathematical induction, (75) and (76), for any natural number
n € Nand x € |, one has

w@wm»ws<W+QWHM+QW;WY+W+qijdm, )

for any natural number n € N. By (69), one has

~ _ 2 gn—2 (T2 T
wmmmm»sQMcMHmn+q£JW)+m+,ﬂ>wdm' 78)

by Lemma 8, for any s > 1,as n — oo,
<, 1
wpc((R")(Q)) =0 pry wpc(Q)).

Hence, there exist 0 < 7 < 1 and natural number ny € N satisfies wpc(R"0(Q)) <
nwpc(Q)) from Lemma 5, that is, the model (1) has at least one global mild solution on
Bg- C PC(J,E). O

Remark 8. Theorem 5 is completed based on the generalized Darbo fixed point theorem. Theorem 4
is without the condition L, 1 = 0, but need the condition (Cs), and Theorem 5 need the condition
(C¢). The condition (Cg) of Theorem 5 is weaker than (Cs) of Theorem 4. Compared with previous
relevant literature, this part generalizes the L of the Lipschitz constants to unbounded Lebesgue
integrable functions Li(s) (i =1,2,...,i+1).

4. An Illustration
Example 1. Consider the following Mittag—Leffler kernel fractional-derivative model

1
ABe DRy (x, %) — a(Kk)Au(x, k) = luing)[ + fK Ze “Fsin(u(x,k — 1))
1
+ l;c*%e*" cos(u(x,x — 1)) + / xu(x,s) cossds + - /1 Su(x s)ds
6 S 2+ 1+e2K 3o
cO1)x# 5, 79)

Au(x, i) =, = L(u(x,s)) = u(x, (1/3)%) —u(x,(1/37),i=1,
u(x,0) = ¢(x) + g(u(x,x)), 0 <x <1,
u(0,x) = u(m,x) =0, (x,x) € (0,1) x J',
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where x = 3. Let E = L%([0,1]), Au(x) = —a(x)Au, A : D(A) C X = X u(-,«x) = u(x),
D(A) = {u € E:u € Eu(0) = u(l ) = 0}, then A is infinitesimal generator of the
bounded linear operator Sy (x), and 71(x) = k — 11 < &k, Ta(x) = k — T < «, (Hu)(x) =
Jo xu(x,s) cossds, (Au(x,s))(x) = fol% (x s)ds, g(u(x,s)) = Z(u(x,s) + cosu(x,s)),
l
E(x, x1, %0, X3, X4, X5) = 1+J§31\/E + %Kﬁe_ sinxy + EK*?e cos x3 + 2+K2x4 + 1Jr62,<9c5,

I(u(x,s)) = gu(x,s), then the model (79) can be written by the following abstract form

ABeDR Y (1) + Au(t) = 11(53[+1K Yo sin(u(x— 1))

L1 —K 1g

+8K Ze cos(u(K—Tz)H-Z+ / feu( cossds+1+ 2;</ gu(s)ds, (80)
(©) k=173 = I(u(1/3)),k =1,

) =uo+g(u),

>

u
u(0

hence, for any u;,v; € E (i =1,2,3,4,5),x € (0,1], we easily get
17(xe, s, u) || = [[xu(x,s)|| < xllul] =Ry (x,s)|ull + Cn(x,s), (x,5) € O1,u € E,

s s
lpGe s, u)|| = lgulxs)l < Flull = pa(x,s)llull + o (x,5), (x,5) € O u € E.

Obviously, 1y (x,s) = «, {p(x,s) = 0, 01(x,8) = 5,Lp(K,s) = 0, then iy = sup xe0]] fOK fi1(x, 8)ds =

1 =

1,00 = sUp xefo1] Jy 01(k,8)ds = %,Fl() = py = 0, hence, (Hy ) holds. Moreover, ||I(u)|| = H%uH <
sllull, then, d; = §,¢1 = 0. Hence, the condition (Hp) holds. ||g(u)|| = §||(u+ cosu)|| <
sllull + &, then dy = §, hence, the condition (Hs) holds. Moreover

1

. 1. -1
+6K Ze smxz—i—gK e~ cosx3—|—2+KZX4+

. 1+sf 1+ezxx5
v = lim sup sup
et [+ {12+ 13 [+ [l x| <Rl x5 ]| = +o0 | s€T e[| + [zl =+ [ls]] + [lxall + [lxs]]
_ 1 < 400
=5 ,
and take p = q = 2, M*:% = %,7: %,mzl,then
7_ m+1y _ 1
[ = max{l,I" '} = T

d :F@z)lB(oc) max{I[(mM*I" + (1 — «)), M*al*>(mI™ +1)}

! 11 1.1 31,1
138 1717571 1)} ~ 0.14
)B(i)max{ x5(5x g+t 5x (g (g T}~ 01483,
4

—
—~
=G

d= d< T“+1> ~0.1483(3 +1) ~ 0.3460,
hence
. R m
K =IM*dy +dy(n—1+ho +po) +1"M* ) d,
k=

101 1 1 o1 1 1
L Y 05160 (341 4+ ) 4+t x L x tnomor1 <1,
<1%5%g" X2(++6>+4X5X8 <

then, all the condition of Theorem 1 hold, the Mittag—Leffler kernel fractional-derivative model (79)
at least has one fixed point by the Schauder fixed point theorem.
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Example 2. Continue to consider model (80), for any u;,v; € E(i =1,2,3,4,5),x € (0,1], we
easily get

|2 (x, uy, up, uz, ug, us) — &(x, v1,v2,v3,v4,0s)||

,l
2

1 1
luy — le+6K te K||”2—02H+6K te K||M3—U3||+ H«%”MAL Aoy + | Aus — Avs||,

1
< -
1+ 8\/E| 1+ e

(%, s,u) —h(x,s,0)|| < ||lu—o|,xs€]=][0,1],x # %,u,v €E,
1 1
llo(x,s,u) —p(x,s,v)| < g“” —vll,x,s €] =10,1],x # WV E E,
1
18(w) =g (V)| < 7llu—vll,u,v €E,
1
1) ~ 1)) < gllu— ol w0 € E.
By simple calculation, we have
qd— 1 7 * 1M _ * 12 m
d_F(a)B(oc) max{/I[(mM*I" + (1 — a)), M*al“(mI™ +1)}
:%max{M*H— MY 12(z+1)}

[ = max{l,1?},

Takingp = q =2, M* = %, = %, we have

1
g-1 T(a—1)g+1 q Ny _ 3
=27 (L1 ) —e2i=tao 3 Lo
((«nqﬂ RO
L) = 3 L) + Ly L (6) + Lo () = L B2 1 !
K—i:leK+hO4K+p05K—8+8ﬁ+ 6 +2+t2+ %(14—62")

1 1 2 2
1 1 K" 2e7 ¥ 1 1
1=1 / ds —6\[ / + + dx ~ 2.84,
0(0 © ) ( <8+8xf 6 2+x2 4x%(1+e2’<)> )

then we have

0=MI(Lg+L;)+di= M*T(i + é) +2.84d = gM*ﬂ— 2.84d ~ 0.7855 < 1. (81)

Then by Theorem 2, we have model (79) admits a unique global mild solution u* € PC(], E), then
the sequence defined by Theorem (12) converges uniformly to the only global mild solution u*(t) on
the norm of E on the interval [0, 1], and for any real number s > 1, one has

1
|t — ™| —o(n ),n — +oo0.

5. Conclusions

In the case of compact and non-compact resolvent operators, the existence and unique-
ness are obtained for Mittag—Leffler kernel fractional differential equations of mixed type
with delay subject to nonlocal and impulsive boundary value conditions. The equations we
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studied are completed in the framework of Mittag-Leffler kernel fractional differentiation;
this type of fractional differentiation has the advantage of having non-singular kernel and
can fully describe memory, and at the same time, our equation is a generalization of many
fractional differential equations compared with the references; the order of the derivative
being 0 < a < 1, this fractional order will bring a series of difficulties in compactness, con-
tinuity, convergence property and so on and we overcome these difficulties by the Holder
inequality, Minkowski inequality and the like. The results of Theorem 1 is obtained under
the condition of semigroup being compact; moreover, mathematical induction is used in
the process of proving the existence and uniqueness of solutions in Theorems 3 and 5. The
uniqueness result is obtained by the Banach compression mapping principle, generalized
Banach compression mapping principle in Theorems 2 and 3, respectively. The constant L
in the Lipschitz conditions are generalized to Lebesgue integrable functions. Subsequently,
the non-compactness measure is used to prove the existence of Theorems 4 and 5 under the
semigroup being non-compact based on the Darbo fixed point theorem and generalized
Darbo fixed point theorem, respectively. Theorems 4 and 5 are completed under conditions
(Cs) and (Cs), respectively, and condition (Cg) is weaker than condition (Cs), that means
the equation is generalized; at the same time, the constants L in the noncompactness mea-
sure is also generalized to Lebesgue integrable functions in this process. Hence, the main
innovation of this article is to generalize the types of equations and weakens the conditions;
furthermore, we extend the constants L in the Lipschitz conditions and the noncompactness
measure conditions to Lebesgue integrable functions L;(s)(i = 1,2,...,i+1).

6. Future Work

In the future, we plan to conduct further research on the methods for solving the
numerical solutions of the equation, and moreover, we will integrate with the actual system
and apply the theory to practice.
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