arXiv:2310.06739v1 [math.GM] 6 Oct 2023

FRACTIONAL PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL VARIATIONAL INEQUALITY

JINXIA CEN, J. VANTERLER DA C. SOUSA^∗, AND WEI WU

Abstract. In this present paper, we introduce and study a dynamical systems involving fractional derivative operator and nonlocal condition, which is constituted of a fractional evolution equation and a time-dependent variational inequality, and is named as fractional partial differential variational inequality (FPDVI, for short). By employing the estimates involving the one-and two-parameter Mittag-Leffler functions, fixed-point theory for set-value mappings, and non-compactness measure theory, we develop a general framework to establish the existence of smooth solutions to (FPDVI).

1. Introduction

Let Ω_1, Ω_2 be two separable and reflexive Banach spaces, and K be a nonempty, closed and convex subset of Ω_1. In addition, A: Ω_2 → Ω_2 is a positive sectorial operator of the Mittag-Leffler family E_α (ξ^αA) in Ω_2 with ξ ≥ 0. Let J be a finite interval (i.e., J = [a, b]) or infinite interval (i.e., J = [a, +∞)) of the real line R and α > 0. The Riemann-Liouville fractional integral (left-sided and right-sided) of a function ϕ on J is defined by [35, 37]

I^α_{a+}ϕ (ξ) = 1 Γ (α) ∫_ξ a (ξ − s)^{α−1} ϕ (s) ds. (1.1) On the other hand, let n − 1 < α ≤ n, with n ∈ N and ϕ ∈ C^n(J, R). The Caputo fractional partial derivative denoted by^cD^α_{a+}(·) of a function f of order α, is defined by [35, 37]

cD^α_{a+}ϕ(ξ) := ∂^αϕ(ξ) ∂t^α = I^{n−α}_{a+} ( ∂^αϕ(ξ) ∂t^α ) , (1.2)

where I^α_{a+}(·) is given Eq.(1.1). A natural consequence of the definition (1.2), is that in the limit

of α → n, we have the classical derivative (integer order), given by^cD^n_{a+}ϕ(ξ) := ∂^nϕ(ξ, t) ∂t^n . Variational inequalities as useful models have been widely applied to solve the problems with convex energy functions [1, 4, 5]. An essential generalization of variational inequalities are hemivariational inequalities, which were mastered by Panagiotopoulos [6] in the early 1980s and are mainly connected to engineering applications involving non-monotone and possibly multivalued constitutive and interface laws (see [2, 3, 7] and the references therein). A wide range of physical phenomena leads to variational and hemivariational inequalities, constituting one of the most promising branches of pure mathematics and applied mathematics. This is the reason why inequality problems in Mechanics could be divided into two main categories: that of variational inequalities, which is mainly concerned with convex functions, and that of hemivariational inequalities, which is concerned with locally non-convex Lipschitz functions.

Recently, the notations of differential variational inequalities and differential hemivariational inequalities were introduced by Pang [12] and Zeng [7], respectively, for solving various problems in real-life which are modeled by inequalities with constraints that are (partial) differential equations. After that, more and more scholars are attracted to develop the theory, applications and

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 47J20, 35R11, 49J40, 35J88, 26A33.

Key words and phrases. Fractional partial differential variational inequality, Nonlocal boundary condition, Mittag-Leffler functions, Existence, Measure of noncompactness.

∗Corresponding author. 1

numerical methods for differential variational/hemivariational inequalities [13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. For example, in 2013, Gwimer [9], investigated the stability of a new class of differential variational inequalities; in 2017, Li et al. [10], explored the properties of solution set for a systems of nonlinear evolutionary partial differential equations. On the other hand, the theory of fractional operators is well established with numerous results of great relevance and impact in several areas, especially when it involves applications, of which we mention some of them, namely, Engineering, Physics, Medicine, among others [26, 27, 28] and [35, 36, 37, 34]. During these last years, new fractional operators have appeared, which has contributed a lot to the growth of the area. Here, it should be mentioned that despite, in the present work, we restrict ourselves to Caputo fractional operator, but the results established in the current paper could be extended to different fractional operators.

Because of the important of both differential variational/hemivariational inequalities and fractional calculus, in 2019, Migórski and Zeng [23], discussed a fractional partial evolution variational system consisting of a mixed quasi-variational inequality combined with a fractional partial differential equation in the Caputo sense. In [23], the authors used pseudo-monotonicity of multivalued operators, a generalization of the Knaster-Kuratowski-Mazurkiewicz theorem, operator semigroup theory and the Bohnenblust-Karlin fixed-point principle to discuss the existence of mild solutions for the system. Since then, some experts move their attention to the study of fractional differential variational inequalities, see [24, 25] and the references therein.

Furthermore, we can highlight the interesting paper on the good placement of a generalized vector variational inequality problem in the structure of topological vector spaces investigated by Kumar and Gupta [18].

In 2020 Papageorgiou et al. [19], discussed a nonlinear control system involving a maximal monotone map and with a priori feedback. The authors assume that the multi-functional control constraint U(t, x) has non-convex value and only lsc in the variable x. Using the Q regularization of U(t, ·), the authors introduce a relaxed system and discuss a result that states that any state of the relaxed system can be approximated to the appropriate norm with any degree of accuracy, by a state of the original system. The present work presents interesting results that can be connected with fractional operators, in particular, with the one presented in this paper. On the other hand, we can highlight the interesting work carried out by Cortez et al. [20], using fractional integrals with locals and the Mittag-Leffler Kernel to address inequalities of the Hermite-Hadamard type.

Motivated by the works above, in particular by the [8] work, in this paper, we consider the following fractional partial differential variational inequality with a nonlocal boundary condition given by cD^α_{0+}θ(ξ) = Aθ(ξ) + B(ξ, θ(ξ))u(ξ) + f(ξ, θ(ξ)), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], u(ξ) ∈ SOL(K, g(ξ, θ(ξ)) + G(·), ϕ), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], θ(0) = h(θ), (1.3)

where^cD^α_{0+}(·) is the Caputo fractional derivative of order 0 < α < 1, B : [0, T ]×Ω_2 → L (Ω_1, Ω_2); f : [0, T ] × Ω_2 → Ω_2; G : K → Ω^∗_1; ϕ : K → R := R ∪ {+∞} and h : C([0, T ], Ω_2) → Ω_2, are given maps, which will be specified in the sequel. Furthermore, Ω^∗_1 is dual space of Ω_1 and SOL(K, g(ξ, θ(ξ)), G(·), ϕ) is the solution set of the following generalized mixed variational inequality in Ω_1: given ξ ∈ [0, T ] find u : [0, T ] → K such that ⟨g(ξ, θ(ξ)) + G(u(ξ)), v − u(ξ)⟩ + ϕ(v) − ϕ(u(ξ)) ≥ 0 ∀v ∈ K, a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ].

The mild solution of (1.3) is formulated by the following way, see [29, 30, 31].

Definition 1.1. A pair of functions (θ, u) with θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2) and u : [0, T ] → K(⊆ Ω_1) measurable, is said to be a mild solution of (1.3) if all ξ ∈ [0, T ] the equality holds

θ(ξ) = E_α (ξ^αA)h(θ) + ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} ((ξ − s)^αA)(B(s, θ(s))u(s) + f(s, θ(s)))ds, (1.4) where u(ξ) ∈ SOL(K, g(ξ, θ(ξ)) + G(·), ϕ) a.e., ξ ∈ [0, T ]. If (θ, u) is a mild solution of the problem (1.3), then θ is called to be the mild trajectory and u is the variational control trajectory. Furthermore, we have that E_α (·) and E_{α,α} (·), are the Mittag-Leffler functions of one and two parameters, respectively.

The main contribution of this present paper is to discuss the existence of smooth solutions for the fractional partial differential variational inequality (1.3) via using the estimates involving the Mittag-Leffler functions of one and two parameters, fixed point theory of multivalued mapping, and non-compactness measure theory.

Moreover, to highlight the level of generalization of our problem (1.3), we present below several its particular cases.

(1) If α = 1, then (1.3) reduces to the following differential variational inequality θ^′(ξ) = Aθ(ξ) + B(ξ, θ(ξ))u(ξ) + f(ξ, θ(ξ)), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], u(ξ) ∈ SOL(K, g(ξ, θ(ξ)) + G(·), ϕ), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], θ(0) = h(θ), which has been explored by Liu et al. [8] .

(2) If Ω_1 = R^m , Ω_2 = R^n , f = 0, ϕ = 0 and G : K → R^m , then (1.3) reduces to the following fractional differential variational inequality in finite-dimensional spaces cD^α_{0+}θ(ξ) = Aθ(ξ) + B(ξ, θ(ξ))u(ξ), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], u(ξ) ∈ SOL(K, g(ξ, θ(ξ)) + G(·), ϕ), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], θ(0) = h(θ). (3) If α = 1, Ω_1 = R^m , Ω_2 = R^n , f = 0, ϕ = 0 and G : K → R^m , then (1.3) reduces to the following differential variational inequality in finite-dimensional spaces θ^′(ξ) = Aθ(ξ) + B(ξ, θ(ξ))u(ξ), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], u(ξ) ∈ SOL(K, g(ξ, θ(ξ)) + G(·)), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], θ(0) = h(θ). (4) If α = 1, Ω_1 = R^m , Ω_2 = R^n , A = 0 and G : K → R^m is a single valued mapping, then (1.3) reduces to the following differential variational inequality in finite-dimensional spaces θ^′(ξ) = B(ξ, θ(ξ))u(ξ) + f(ξ, θ(ξ)), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], u(ξ) ∈ SOL(K, g(ξ, θ(ξ)) + G(·), ϕ), a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], θ(0) = h(θ). (5) More particularly, when α = 1 and Ω_2 = R^n , Ω_1 = R^m , A = 0 and h(x) = x_0, the fractional problem (1.3) becomes the problems studied by Gwinner [9]; Li, Huang and O’Regan [10]; Liu, Loi and Obukhovskii [11] and Pang and Stewart [12].

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some definitions involving the one and two-parameter Mittag-Leffler functions, as well as several important results which will be used in next sections. In the mean time, we also present some results that help in the discussion of the work, in a special way, some conditions were imposed to guarantee the main result of the paper. Finally, in Section 3, we will attack the main result of this present paper, i.e., the existence of mild solutions to the fractional problem (1.3).

2. Mathematical background: auxiliaries results

We start with a generalization of the Cauchy representation for semigroup associated to positive sectorial operators. To this end, we recall that given ε > 0 and θ ∈ (^π_2 , π), the Hankel’s path Ha = Ha(ε, θ) is the path given by Ha = Ha_1 + Ha_2 − Ha_3 , where Ha_i are given by (e.g., see [32, 33]) Ha_1 := te^{iθ}, t ∈ [ε, ∞), Ha_2 := εe^{iθ}, t ∈ [−θ, θ], Ha_3 := te^{−iθ}, t ∈ [ε, ∞) (2.1)

Let α ∈ (0, 1) and suppose that A : D(A) ⊂ X → X is a positive sectorial operator. Then, the operators [32, 33]

E_α (−ξ^αA) := 1 2πi ∫ Ha e^{λξ} λ^{α−1}(λ + A)^{−1}dλ, ξ ≥ 0 and E_{α,α} (−ξ^αA) := t^{1−α} 2πi ∫ Ha e^{λξ} (λ + A)^{−1}dλ, ξ ≥ 0 with Ha ⊂ ρ(−A) (see Eq.(2.1)), are well defined and E_α (−ξ^αA) is strongly continuous, i.e.,

lim_{ξ→0+} ‖E_α (−ξ^αA)θ − θ)‖ = 0.

In the sequel, we can write the operators {E_α (−ξ^αA)} and {E_{α,α} (−ξ^αA)} as follows [32, 33]

E_α (−ξ^αA) = ∫_∞ 0 Θ_α(s)T (sξ^α)ds, ξ ≥ 0, and E_{α,α} (−ξ^αA) = ∫_∞ 0 αsΘ_α(s)T (sξ^α)ds, ξ ≥ 0, where {T (ξ) : ξ ≥ 0} is the C_0-semigroup generated by −A.

Consider the topological space Y and P (Y ) the collection of all nonempty subsets of Y . In this sense, let us consider the following notations: • b(Y ) = {D ∈ P (Y ) : D is bounded}; • C(Y ) := {D ∈ P (Y ) : D is closed}; • Cb(Y ) := {D ∈ P (Y ) : D is closed and bounded}; • K(Y ) := {D ∈ P (Y ) : D is compact}; • Kv(Y ) := {D ∈ P (Y ) : D is compact and convex}; • P v(Y ) := {D ∈ P (Y ) : D is convex}; • Cv(Y ) := {D ∈ P (Y ) : D is is closed and convex}. Definition 2.1. Let X and Y be topological spaces and Ψ : X → P (Y ) be a set valued mapping. We say that Ψ is

(i) upper semicontinuous (u.s.c.) at θ ∈ X if, for every open set O ⊂ Y with Ψ(θ) ⊂ O there exists a neighborhood N(θ) of θ such that Ψ(N(θ)) =: ⋃ u∈N(θ) Ψ(u) ⊂ O. If this holds

for every θ ∈ X, then Ψ is called u.s.c. on X.

(ii) lower semicontinuous (l.s.c.) at θ ∈ X for every open set O ⊂ Y with Ψ(θ) ∩ O ≠ ∅, there exists a neighborhood N(θ) of θ such that Ψ(y) ∩ O ≠ ∅ for all y ∈ N(θ). If this holds for every θ ∈ X, then Ψ is called l.s.c. on X.

(iii) Continuous at θ ∈ X if it is both u.s.c. and l.s.c. at θ ∈ X. If this holds for every θ ∈ X, then Ψ is called continuous on X.

Definition 2.2. [21, 12] Let Ω be a Banach space and I ⊂ R be an interval.

(i) Ψ : I → P (Ω) is said to be measurable if for every open subset O ⊂ Ω the set Ψ^+(O) is measurable in R;

(ii) Ψ : I → Cb(Ω) is said to be strongly measurable if there exists a sequence {Ψ_n}^∞_{n=1} of step set-valued mappings such that H(Ψ(ξ), Ψ_n(ξ)) → 0 as n → ∞ for a.e. ξ ∈ I where H is the Hausdorff metric on Cb(Ω).

Definition 2.3. [21] A set-valued mapping Ψ : K ⊂ Ω → P (Ω) is said to be condensing relative to a measure of non compactness (MNC, for short) μ (or μ-condensing) if for every Ω ⊂ K that is not relatively compact we have μ(Ψ(Ω)) ≱ μ(Ω), where μ(·) is an MNC in Ω.

Definition 2.4. Let K be a subset real Banach space Ω with its dual Ω^∗.

(i) Ψ : K → Ω^∗ is said to be monotone, if ⟨Ψ(v) − Ψ(u), v − u⟩ ≥ 0, ∀u, v ∈ K; (ii) ϕ : Ω → R := R ∪ {+∞} is said to be proper, convex and lower semicontinuous, if ϕ(λu_1 + (1 − λ)u_2) ≤ λϕ(u_1) + (1 − λ)ϕ(u_2) for all u_1, u_2 ∈ Ω and λ ∈ [0, 1]; lim inf n→∞ ϕ(u_n) ≥ ϕ(u^∗) for u_n → u^∗ in Ω and {u ∈ Ω : ϕ(u) < +∞} ≠ ∅.

Consider the formula

χ_T (Ω) := 1 2 lim_{δ→0} sup_{x∈Ω} max |t_1−t_2|≤δ ‖x(t_1) − x(t_2)‖_Ω (2.2)

which will be used later. It is not difficult to check that χ_T (Ω) satisfies all properties of Definition 2.5 [8].

Theorem 2.5. [21] Let Θ be a convex closed subset of Banach space Ω and Ψ : Θ → Kv(Θ) be a closed μ-condensing set-valued mapping, where μ is a non-singular MNC defined on subsets of Θ. Then, F ix Ψ := {θ ∈ Θ : θ ∈ Ψ(θ)} ≠ ∅.

Consider the following generalized mixed variational inequality: (VI): Given w ∈ Ω^∗, find u ∈ K such that ⟨w + G(u), v − u⟩ + ϕ(v) − ϕ(u) ≥ 0, ∀v ∈ K (2.3) where G : K → Ω^∗. We consider the solution set of the mixed variational inequality (2.3) by SOL(K, w + G(·), ϕ). Below we will present some extremely important conditions to present some results that served in the discussion of the main results of this paper, i.e., let us consider the following conditions:

(P_1) G : Ω_1 → Ω^∗_1 is monotone and hemi-continuous on K; (P_2) ϕ : Ω_1 → R is proper convex and lower semi-continuous; (P_3) there exists v^∗ ∈ K ∩ D(ϕ) such that

lim ∞ u∈K,||u||_{Ω1} →∞ ⟨G(u), u − v^∗⟩ + ϕ(u) − ϕ(v^∗) ||u||_{Ω1} → +∞; (P_4) g : [0, T ] × Ω_2 → Ω^∗_1 is continuous and bounded;

(P_5) B : [0, T ] × Ω_2 → L (Ω_1, Ω_2) satisfies Caratheodory conditions, i.e., B(·, θ) : [0, T ] → L (Ω_1, Ω_2) is measurable for all θ ∈ Ω_2 and B(ξ, ·) : Ω_2 → L (Ω_2, Ω_1) is continuous for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ], where L (Ω_1, Ω_2) denotes the class of linear bounded operators from Ω_1 to Ω_2, and there exist ρ_B ∈ L^2([0, T ], R_+ ) and non-decreasing continuous function Υ_B : R_+ → R_+ such that ‖B(ξ, θ)‖ ≤ ρ_B(ξ)Υ_B(||θ||_{Ω2} ) for all (ξ, θ) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_2;

(P_6) Let h : C([0, T ], Ω_2) → Ω_2 be an continuous function. Therefore, there exists a nondecreasing continuous function Υ_h such that ‖h(θ)‖_{Ω2} ≤ Υ_h(||θ||_c), ∀θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2), (2.4) where ||θ||_c = sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖θ(t)‖_{Ω2} .

(P_7) f(·, θ) : [0, T ] → Ω_2 is measurable for all θ ∈ Ω_2 and there exists ρ_f ∈ L^2([0, T ], R_+ ) such that for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ] we have { ‖f(ξ, θ) − f(ξ, y)‖_{Ω2} ≤ ρ_f (ξ) ‖θ − y‖_{Ω2} ∀ θ, y ∈ Ω_2 ‖f(ξ, 0)‖_{Ω2} ≤ ρ_f (ξ).

Theorem 2.6. [8] Under the conditions (P_1)−(P_3) for all w ∈ B(n, Ω^∗_1) := { w ∈ Ω^∗_1 : ||u||_Ω∗_1 ≤ n } , there exists Θ_n > 0 such that ||u||_Ω∗_1 ≤ Θ_n, ∀u ∈ SOL(K, w + G(·), ϕ). (2.5) Let g : [0, T ] × Ω_2 → Ω^∗_1. Define the set valued mapping U : [0, T ] × Ω_2 → P (K) as follows U(ξ, θ) := {u ∈ K : u ∈ SOL(K, g(ξ, θ) + G(·), ϕ)} . (2.6) Theorem 2.7. [8] Under the conditions (P_1) − (P_3), if g : [0, T ] × Ω_2 → Ω^∗_1 is a bounded and continuous function, then we have

(i) U is strongly-weakly u.s.c;

(ii) ξ → U(ξ, θ) is measurable for every θ ∈ Ω_2;

(iii) for each bounded subset Ω of C([0, T ], Ω_2), there exists a constant Θ_Ω such that ‖U(ξ, θ(ξ))‖ := sup {||u||_{Ω1} ; u ∈ U(ξ, θ(ξ))} ≤ Θ_Ω, ∀ξ ∈ [0, T ] and θ ∈ Ω. (2.7) Recall that Ω_1 is separable, using the Theorem 2.7, it is easy to show that U(ξ, θ(ξ)) admits a measurable selection l such that l ∈ L^∞([0, T ], Ω_1) ⊂ L^2([0, T ], Ω_1) for each θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2). So P_U (θ) := { l ∈ L^2([0, T ], Ω_1) : l(ξ) ⊂ U(ξ, θ(ξ)) for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, T ] } (2.8) is well-defined for each θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2).

Lemma 2.8. [8] Assume that conditions (P_1)−(P_3) hold and g : [0, T ]×Ω_2 → Ω^∗_2, is continuous and bounded. Then, set-valued mapping P_U is strongly-weakly u.s.c.

3. Existence theorems In this section, we will attack the main contribution of this present paper, i.e., the existence of smooth solutions for fractional differential variational inequality (1.3). Theorem 3.1. Under the conditions (P_1) − (P_7), if E_α (ξ^αA) is compact for ξ > 0 and the following inequality holds

lim inf_{k→∞} ( Θ_{||g||}||ρ_B||_L2 Υ_B(k) k + ||ρ_f ||_L2 + Υ_h(k) kT^{1/2} ) < 1 Θ_AT^{1/2}

(3.1)

where Θ_A := sup_{ξ∈[0,T ]} ‖ (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α α}((ξ − s)^αA) ‖ and Θ_{||g||} > 0 is the constant (see Theorem 2.6), then the fractional differential variational inequality (1.3) has at least one mild solution (θ, u). Proof. From the definition of mild solutions to problem (1.3), let us consider the mapping Γ : C([0, T ], Ω_2) → P (C ([0, T ], Ω_2)) of (1.3) as follows

Γ(θ) := { E_α (ξ^αA)h(θ) + ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} ((ξ − s)^αA) (B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))) ds, ξ ∈ [0, T ], l ∈ P_U (θ) } , (3.2)

where P_U is defined in (2.8). Let’s prove that Γ admits a fixed point in C([0, T ], Ω_2) and, then, obtain the existence of a solution for problem (1.3). Indeed, we have the following claims.

Claim 1: Γ(θ) ∈ Kv (C([0, T ], Ω_2)) for each θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2).

Obviously, Γ(θ) has convex values for each θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2) by means of the convexity of P_U (θ). If remains to demonstrate the compactness of Γ(θ) for θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2). For any y ∈ Γ(θ), we can find l ∈ P_U (θ) such that

y(ξ) = E_α (ξ^αA)h(θ) + ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ − s)^α)(B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s)))ds for all ξ ∈ [0, T ]. From Hölder inequality, it yields ‖y(ξ)‖_{Ω2} = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖E α (ξ^αA)h(θ) + ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ − s)^α)(B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Ω_2 ≤ ∫_ξ 0 ‖ ‖(ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ − s)^α) ‖ ‖_{Ω2} ‖B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))‖_{Ω2} ds + ‖E_α (ξ^αA)h(θ)‖_{Ω2} ≤ ∫_ξ 0 ‖ ‖(ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ − s)^α) ‖ ‖_{Ω2} (‖B(s, θ(s))l(s)‖_{Ω2} + ‖f(s, θ(s))‖_{Ω2} ) ds + ‖E_α (ξ^αA)h(θ)‖_{Ω2}

≤ sup_{ξ∈[0,T ]} ‖E_α (Aξ^α)‖_{Ω2} ∫_ξ 0 ( ‖B(s, θ(s))l(s)‖_{Ω2} + ‖f(s, θ(s))‖_{Ω2} ) ds + sup_{ξ∈[0,T ]} ‖E_α (ξ^αA)‖_{Ω2} ||h(θ)||

= Θ_AΥ(||θ||_c) + Θ_A ∫_ξ 0 ( ‖B(s, θ(s))l(s)‖_{Ω2} + ‖f(s, θ(s))‖_{Ω2} ) ds ≤ Θ_AΥ(||θ||_c) + Θ_A ∫_ξ 0 ( Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s)Υ_B(||θ(s)||_{Ω2} ) + ρ_f (s)(1 + ||θ(s)||_{Ω2} ) ) ds ≤ Θ_AΥ(||θ||_c) + Θ_A ∫_ξ 0 ( Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s)Υ_B(||θ||_c) + ρ_f (s)(1 + ||θ||_c) ) ds ≤ Θ_AΥ(||θ||_c) + Θ_AΘ_{||g||}||ρ_B||_L2 Υ_B(||θ||_c)T^{1/2} + Θ_A||ρ_f ||_L2 (1 + ||θ||_c)T^{1/2}. So, for θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2), the mapping Γ(θ) is bounded in C([0, T ], Ω_2). On the other hand, for

θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2), let’s prove that Γ(θ) is a familiar of equicontinuous functions. To this end, let

us distinguish the following two cases. Let ε_0 be small enough.

Case 1: Assume that ξ_1 = 0 and 0 < ξ_2 ≤ ε_0. Using Holder inequality and the compactness

of E_α (Aξ^α), one has

‖y(ξ_2) − y(ξ_1)‖_{Ω2} (3.3) = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ E_α (Aξ^α_2 )h(θ) + ∫_{ξ2} 0 (ξ_2 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α)(B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s)))ds − h(θ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Ω2}

≤ ‖(E(Aξ^α_2 ) − I)h(θ)‖_{Ω2} + ∫_{ξ2} 0 (ξ_2 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α) ‖B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))‖_{Ω2} ds ≤ ‖(E_α (Aξ^α_2 ) − I)h(θ)‖_{Ω2} + Θ_A ∫_{ξ2} 0 ( Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s)Υ_B(||θ(s)||_{Ω2} ) + ρ_{f (s)}(1 + ||θ(s)||_{Ω2} ) ) ds ≤ ‖(E_α (Aξ^α_2 ) − I))h(θ)‖_c + Θ_A ∫_{ξ2} 0 Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s)Υ(||θ(s)||_c)ds + Θ_A ∫_{ξ2} 0 ρ_{f (s)}(1 + ||θ(s)||_c)ds ≤ ‖(E_α (Aξ^α_2 ) − I))h(θ)‖_c + Θ_Aξ^{1/2}_2 Θ_{||g||}||ρ_B||_L2 Υ(||θ||_c) + Θ_Aξ^{1/2}_2 ||ρ_f ||_L2 (1 + ||θ||_c)

≤ ‖(E_α (Aξ^α_2 ) − I))‖_c Υ_h (‖θ‖_c) + Θ_Aξ^{1/2}_2 Θ_{||g||}||ρ_B||_L2 Υ(||θ||_c) + Θ_Aξ^{1/2}_2 ||ρ_f ||_L2 (1 + ||θ||_c).

This implies that ‖y(ξ_2) − y(ξ_1)‖_{Ω2} → 0 as 0 < ξ_2 ≤ ε_0 → 0.

Case 2: If^{ε0}_2 ≤ ξ_1 ≤ ξ_2 ≤ T , then we have

‖y(ξ_2) − y(ξ_1)‖_{Ω2} (3.4)

≤ ‖E_α (ξ^α_2 A) − E_α (ξ^α_1 A)‖_{Ω2} |||h(θ)||_{Ω2} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{ξ2} 0 (ξ_2 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α) (B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))) ds

− ∫_{ξ1} 0 (ξ_1 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_1 − s)^α) (B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Ω2} ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{ξ2} ξ_1 (ξ_2 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α) (B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Ω2}

+ ‖E_α (ξ^α_2 A) − E_α (ξ^α_1 A)‖_{Ω2} Υ_h(||θ||_c)

+ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{ξ1} 0 ( (ξ_2 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α) − (ξ_1 − s)^{α−1}E_α (A(ξ_1 − s)^α) ) (B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Ω2}

=: Q_1 + Q_2 + Q_3.

Let’s analyze Q_1, Q_2 and Q_3. Using the conditions (P_5) − (P_7) and Hölder inequality, one has

Q_1 = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{ξ2} ξ_1 (ξ_2 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α) (B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Ω_2 ≤ Θ_A ∫_{ξ2} ξ_1 (‖ (B(s, θ(s))l(s)‖ + ‖f(s, θ(s))‖_{Ω2} )) ds ≤ Θ_A ∫_{ξ2} ξ_1 ( Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s)Υ_B(||θ(s)||_{Ω2} ) + ρ_f (s)(1 + ||θ(s)||_{Ω2} ) ) ds ≤ Θ_A(ξ_2 − ξ_1)^{1/2} ( Θ_{||g||}Υ(||θ||_c)||ρ_B||_L2 + ||ρ_f ||_L2 (1 + ||θ||_c) ) → 0 (3.5)

as |ξ_2 − ξ_1| → 0.

The continuity and compactness of E_α (Aξ^α) implies that for ε_0/2 ≤ ξ_1 < ξ_2 ≤ T , it holds

Q_2 = ‖E_α (Aξ^α_2 ) − E_α (Aξ^α_1 )‖ ‖h(θ)‖_{Ω2} ≤ ‖E_α (Aξ^α_2 ) − E_α (Aξ^α_1 )‖ Υ_h(||θ||_c) → 0 (3.6)

as |ξ_2 − ξ_1| → 0.

On the other hand, for δ > 0, it yields

Q_3 ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{ξ1} ξ_1 −δ ( (ξ_2 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α) − (ξ_1 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_1 − s)^α) ) (B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s)))ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Ω2} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{ξ1−δ} 0 ( ξ_2 − s)^{α−1}(E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α) − (ξ_1 − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ_1 − s)^α) ) (B(s, θ(s))l(s) + f(s, θ(s))) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Ω_2

≤ 2Θ_A ∫_{ξ1} ξ_1 −δ ( ‖B(s, θ(s))l(s)‖_{Ω2} + ‖f(s, θ(s))‖_{Ω2} ) ds + sup s∈[0,ξ_1−δ] ‖ ‖(ξ_2 − s)^{α−1} (E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α) − E_{α,α} (A(ξ_1 − s)^α)) ‖ ‖

× ∫_{ξ1−δ} 0 ( ‖B(s, θ(s))l(s)‖_{Ω2} + ‖f(s, θ(s))‖_{Ω2} ) ds (3.7)

≤ 2δ^{1/2}Θ_A ( Θ_{||g||}Υ_B(||θ||_c)||ρ_B||_L2 + ||ρ_f ||_L2 (1 + ||θ||_c) ) + sup s∈[0,ξ_1−δ] ‖ ‖(ξ_2 − s)^{α−1} (E_{α,α} (A(ξ_2 − s)^α) − E_{α,α} (A(ξ_1 − s)^α)) ‖ ‖ (ξ_1 − δ)^{1/2} × ( Θ_{||g||}Υ_B(||θ||_c)||ρ_B||_L2 + ||ρ_f ||_L2 (1 + ||θ||_c) ) → 0 as |ξ_2 − ξ_1| → 0 and δ → 0.

From (3.5)-(3.7), it follows that ‖y(ξ_2) − y(ξ_1)‖_{Ω2} → 0, as |ξ_2 − ξ_1| → 0.

So, the set Γ(θ) is equicontinuous for every θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2). Using the Arzela-Ascoli theorem [22], we have that Γ(θ) is relatively compact for each θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2). Now let’s verify that Γ(θ) is closed in C([0, T ], Ω_2) for each θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2). Consider {y_n} ⊂ Γ(θ) a sequence such that y_n → y^∗ in C([0, T ], Ω_2) as n → ∞. So, there exists a sequence {l_n} ⊂ P_U (θ) such that

y_n(ξ) = E_α (Aξ^α)h(θ) + ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ − s)^α) (B(s, θ(s))l_n(s) + f(s, θ(s))) ds, ξ ∈ [0, T ]. Using Theorem 2.7 (3), it follows that sequence {l_n} ⊂ L^2([0, T ], Ω_2) is weakly relatively compact. Without loss of generality, we may assume l_n ⇀ l^∗ ∈ P_U (θ) in L^2([0, T ], Ω_1). However, by Mazur’s lemma and the the upper semi-continuity of P_U , it is not difficult to see that l^∗ ∈ P_U (θ). On the other hand, the compactness of E_α (Aξ^α) for ξ > 0 reveals that

y^∗(ξ) = E_α (Aξ^α)h(θ) + ∫_ξ 0 E_α (A(ξ − s)^α)(B(s, θ(s))l^∗(s) + f(s, θ(s)))ds, ∀ξ ∈ [0, T ]. This means y^∗ ∈ Γ(θ), i.e., Γ(θ) ∈ Kv(C([0, T ], Ω_2)).

Claim 2. Γ is a closed mapping.

Let θ_n → θ^∗ and y_n → y^∗ in C([0, T ], Ω_2) with y_n ∈ Γ(θ_n) for each n ∈ N. Now let’s prove that y^∗ ∈ Γ(θ). Using the definition of Γ, we can choose l_n ∈ P_U (θ_n) with n ∈ N such that

y_n(ξ) = E_α (Aξ^α)h(θ_n) + ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ − s)^α) (B(s, θ_n(s))l_n(s) + f(s, θ_n(s)) ds (3.8) for all ξ ∈ [0, T ]. Without loss of generality, using Theorem 2.7 and Lemma 2.8, we may assume that l_n → l^∗ ∈ P_U (θ^∗). In addition, using the condition (P_7), we have that f(·, θ_n(·)) → f(·, θ^∗(·)) in L^2([0, T ], Ω_2). Using the continuity of h and B(ξ, ·) and the compactness of E_α (Aξ^α) for ξ > 0 in (3.8), one has

y^∗(ξ) = E_α (Aξ^α)h(θ^∗) + ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} ((ξ − s)^αA) (B(s, θ^∗(s))l^∗(s) + f(s, θ^∗(s))) ds, ξ ∈ [0, T ] and l^∗ ∈ P_U (θ^∗). Therefore, we have y^∗ ∈ Γ(θ^∗).

Claim 3. Γ is χ_T -condensing.

It suffices to prove that χ_D ≰ χ_T (Γ(D)) for each D ∈ b(C([0, T ], Ω_2)) being not relatively compact in C([0, T ], Ω_2). Since D ⊂ C([0, T ], Ω_2) is a bounded set, Γ(D) is relatively compact, i.e., χ_T (Γ(D)) = 0. So, χ_T (D) ≤ χ_T (Γ(D)) = 0 implies that D is relatively compact. Finally, using the regularity of χ_T we have that Γ is χ_T -condensing.

Claim 4. There exists a constant Θ_R > 0 such that

Γ(B_{ΘR} ) ⊂ B_{ΘR} := {θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2); ||θ||_c ≤ Θ_R ⊂ C([0, T ]; Ω_2)} .

The proof will be discussed by contradiction. In this sense, we assume that there are two subsequences {θ_k} and {y_k} such that ‖θ_k‖_{C([0,T ],Ω2)} ≤ k, y_k ∈ Γ(θ_k) and ‖y_k‖_{C([0,T ],Ω2)} > k. So, there exists l_k ∈ P_U (θ_k) such that

y_k(ξ) = E_α (Aξ^α)h(θ_k) + ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ − s)^α) (B(s, θ(s))l_k(s) + f(s, x_k(s))) ds, ξ ∈ [0, T ]. Then, for every ξ ∈ [0, T ], one has ‖y_k‖_{Ω2}

≤ ‖E_α (Aξ^α)h(θ_k )‖_{Ω2} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_α (A(ξ − s)^α) (B(s, θ(s))l_k(s) + f(s, x_k(s))) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Ω2} ≤ Θ_A ∫_ξ 0 [ Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s)Υ_B(||θ_k(s)||_{Ω2} ) + ρ_f (s)(1 + ||θ_k(s)||_{Ω2} ) ] ds + Θ_AΥ_h(k) ≤ Θ_A [∫_ξ 0 ( Θ_{||g||}Υ_B(s)Υ_B(k) + ρ_f (s)(1 + k) ) ds ] + Θ_AΥ_h(k)

≤ Θ_AT^{1/2} ( Θ_{||g||}Υ_B(k)||ρ_B ||_L2 + (1 + k)||ρ_f ||_L2 ) + Θ_AΥ_h(k),

which implies by (3.1) that

1 ≤ lim inf k→∞ ||y_k||_{C([0,T ],Ω2)} k ≤ lim inf k→∞ ( Θ_AT^{1/2}Θ_{||g||}||ρ_B||_L2 Υ_B(k) k + Θ_A

Υ_h(k) k + Θ_AT^{1/2}||ρ_f ||_L2 )

< 1. This gets a contradiction. Therefore, there exists Θ_R such that Claim holds. All conditions of Theorem 2.5 are verified. Therefore, this implies F ix Γ ≠ ∅ in B_{ΘR} , namely, fractional differential variational inequality (1.3) has at least one mild solution (θ, u). □

Theorem 3.2. Under the conditions (P_1) − (P_7), if E_α (Aξ^α) is compact for ξ > 0 and lim_{k→∞} Υ_h(k) k = 0, and Υ_B(k) = (1 + k) (3.9)

then problem (1.3) has at least one mild solution (θ, u).

Proof. Firstly, consider an equivalent norm in space C([0, T ]; Ω_2) given by ||θ||_∗ := max_{ξ∈[0,T ]}E_α (−Lξ^α)||θ(ξ)||_{Ω2} , ∀θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ω_2) where L > 0 is such that

Θ_A ∫_ξ 0 E_α (−L(ξ − s)^α) ( Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s) + ρ_f (s) ) ds < 1, for all ξ ∈ [0, T ]. (3.10) If Claim 4 is not true, suppose that for each k > 0 there exist two sequences {x_k} and {y_k} with y_k ∈ Γ(θ_k) such that ||θ_k||_{C([0,T ],Ω2)} ≤ k and ||y_k||_{C([0,T ],Ω2)} > k. So, there exists l_k ∈ P_U (θ_k ) such that

E_α (−Lξ^α)||y_k(ξ)||_{Ω2} (3.11) ≤ E_α (−Lξ^α) ∫_ξ 0 ‖ ‖(ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (A(ξ − s)^α) ‖ ‖ ‖B(s, x_k(s))l_k(s) + f(s, x_k(s))‖_{Ω2} ds +E_α (−Lξ^α)Θ_AΥ_h(k)

≤ Θ_AE_α (−Lξ^α)Υ_h(k) + Θ_AE_α (−Lξ^α) ∫_ξ 0 ( Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s) + ρ_f (s) ) (1 + ||θ_k(s)||_{Ω2} )ds ≤ Θ_A||θ_k||_∗ ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (−L(ξ − s)^α)(Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s) + ρ_f (s))ds +Θ_A ( Υ_h(k) + Θ_{||g||}||ρ_B||_L1 + ||ρ_f ||_L1 ) ≤ Θ_Ak ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (−L(ξ − s)^α)(Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s) + ρ_f (s))ds +Θ_A ( Υ_h(k) + Θ_{||g||}||ρ_B||_L1 + ||ρ_f ||_L1 ) .

Because of ||y_k||_∗ > k for each k > 0, one yields from (3.9)-(3.11) that

1 ≤ lim sup k→∞ ||y_k||_∗ k ≤ lim sup k→∞ Θ_AΥ_h(k) k + Θ_A ∫_ξ 0 (ξ − s)^{α−1}E_{α,α} (−L(ξ − s)^α) ( Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s) + ρ_f (s) ) ds ≤ Θ_A ∫_ξ 0 E_α (−L(ξ − s)^α)(Θ_{||g||}ρ_B(s) + ρ_f (s))ds < 1. (3.12)

This leads to a contradiction. Hence, the Claim 4 holds. It follows from Theorem 3.1 that problem (1.3) has at least one mild solution (θ, u). □

Data availability statement. Data sharing not applicable to this article as no data sets were generated or analysed during the current study.

Conflict of interests. There is no conflict of interests.

Acknowledgment

The authors are very grateful to the anonymous reviewers for their useful comments that led to improvement of the manuscript. This project has received funding from the Natural Science Foundation of Guangxi Grant Nos. 2021GXNSFFA196004 and GKAD23026237, the NNSF of China Grant No. 12001478, the China Postdoctoral Science Foundation funded project No. 2022M721560, the Startup Project of Doctor Scientific Research of Yulin Normal University No. G2023ZK13, and the European Union’s Horizon 2020 Research and Innovation Programme under the Marie Sklodowska-Curie grant agreement No. 823731 CONMECH. It is also supported by the project cooperation between Guangxi Normal University and Yulin Normal University.

References

[1] C. Clason, T. Valkonen, Primal-dual extragradient methods for nonlinear nonsmooth PDE constrained optimization. SIAM J. Optim. 27 (2017) 1314–1339.

[2] L. Gasinski, A. Ochal, Dynamic thermoviscoelastic problem with friction and damage. Nonlinear Analysis:

Real World Applications 21 (2015): 63–75.

[3] W. Han, M. Sofonea, M. Barboteu, Numerical analysis of elliptic hemivariational inequalities. SIAM J. Numer.

Anal. 55 (2017): 640–663.

[4] W. Han, W. Cong, G. Wang, Mathematical theory and numerical analysis of bioluminescence tomography.

Inverse Probl. 22 (2006): 1659.

[5] D. Kinderlehrer, G. Stampacchia. An introduction to variational inequalities and their applications. Soc.

Indus. Appl. Math., 2000.

[6] P.D. Panagiotopoulos, Nonconvex energy functions. Hemivariational inequalities and substationarity principles. Acta Mech. 48 (1983): 111–130.

[7] S.D. Zeng, Z. Liu, S. Migorski, A class of fractional differential hemivariational inequalities with application to contact problem. Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 69 (2018): 1–23.

[8] Z. Liu, S. Migorski, S.D. Zeng, Partial differential variational inequalities involving nonlocal boundary conditions in Banach spaces. J. Diff. Equ. 263 (2017): 3989–4006.

[9] J. Gwinner, On a new class of differential variational inequalities and a stability result. Math. Program. 139 (2013): 205–221.

[10] X.S. Li, N.-J. Huang, and Donal O’Regan. Differential mixed variational inequalities in finite dimensional spaces. Nonlinear Analysis: Theory, Methods & Applications 72 (2010): 3875–3886.

[11] Z.H. Liu, N.V. Loi, V. Obukhovskii. Existence and global bifurcation of periodic solutions to a class of differential variational inequalities. Inter. J. Bifur. Chaos 23 (2013): 1350125.

[12] J.S. Pang, D.E. Stewart. Differential variational inequalities. Math. Program. 113 (2008): 345–424. [13] J.X. Cen, A.A. Khan, D. Motreanu, S.D. Zeng, Inverse problems for generalized quasi-variational inequalities with application to elliptic mixed boundary value systems. Inverse Prob. 38 (2022): 065006.

[14] Z.H. Liu, S.D. Zeng, D. Motreanu, Evolutionary problems driven by variational inequalities. J. Diff. Equ. 260 (2016): 6787–6799.

[15] Z.H. Liu, D. Motreanu, S.D. Zeng, Nonlinear evolutionary systems driven by mixed variational inequalities and its applications. Nonlinear Analysis: Real World Applications 42 (2018): 409–421.

[16] S. Migorski, Z.H. Liu, S.D. Zeng, A class of history-dependent differential variational inequalities with application to contact problems. Optimization 69 (2020): 743–775.

[17] S. Migorski, S. D. Zeng, A class of differential hemivariational inequalities in Banach spaces. J. Global Optim.

72 (2018): 761–779.

[18] S. Kumar, A. Gupta, Well-posedness of generalized vector variational inequality problem via topological approach. Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo, II. Ser (2023): 1-9.

[19] N. S. Papageorgiou, C. Vetro, F. Vetro. Relaxation for a class of control systems with unilateral constraints.

Acta Appl Math. 167.1 (2020): 99-115.

[20] M. Vivas-Cortez, M. Bibi, M. Muddassar, S. Al-Sa’di, On local fractional integral inequalities via generalized (h_1, h_2)-preinvexity involving local fractional integral operators with Mittag-Leffler kernel. Demonstratio Mathematica 56.1 (2023): 20220216.

[21] S. Migorski, A. Ochal, M. Sofonea, Nonlinear inclusions and hemivariational inequalities: models and analysis of contact problems. Vol. 26. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[22] E. Zeidler, Nonlinear functional analysis and its applications: II/B: Nonlinear monotone operators. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

[23] S. Migorski, S.D. Zeng, A class of generalized evolutionary problems driven by variational inequalities and fractional operators. Set-Valued Varia. Anal. 27 (2019): 949–970.

[24] S. Migorski, S. D. Zeng. Mixed variational inequalities driven by fractional evolutionary equations. Acta Math.

Sci. 39 (2019): 461–468.

[25] Y. Jiang, Z. Wei, J. Lu, The nonemptiness and compactness of mild solution sets for Riemann-Liouville fractional delay differential variational inequalities. Acta Math. Sci. 41 (2021): 1569–1578.

[26] B. Shiri, D. Baleanu, A general fractional pollution model for lakes. Commun. Appl. Math. Comput. (2022):

1-26.

[27] S. Ullah, M.A. Khan, M. Farooq, A fractional model for the dynamics of TB virus. Chaos, Solitons & Fractals 116 (2018): 63–71.

[28] V. Martynyuk, M. Ortigueira, Fractional model of an electrochemical capacitor. Signal Proc. 107 (2015):

355–360.

[29] J. Vanterler da C. Sousa, S. Gala, E. Capelas de Oliveira, On the uniqueness of mild solutions to the timefractional Navier-Stokes equations in L^N (R^N )^N . Comput. Appl. Math. 42 (2023): 41.

[30] E. Bazhlekova, Fractional evolution equations in Banach space (Ph.D. thesis), Eindhoven University of Technology, 2001.

[31] E. Cuesta, Asymptotic behaviour of the solutions of fractional integro-differential equations and some time discretizations. Conference Publications. Vol. 2007. No. Special. Conference Publications, 2007.

[32] M. Li, Q. Zheng, J.A. Goldstein, On Spectral Inclusions and Approximations of α-times Resolvent Families.

Semigroup Forum. Vol. 69. No. 3. 2004.

[33] M. M. Matar, Existence and uniqueness of solutions to fractional semilinear mixed Volterra-Fredholm integrodifferential equations with nonlocal conditions. Elect. J. Diff. Equ. (EJDE) 2009 (2009): 1–7.

[34] J. Vanterler da C. Sousa, E. Capelas de Oliveira, Leibniz type rule: ψ-Hilfer fractional operator. Commun.

Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simul 77 (2019): 305–311.

[35] J. Vanterler da C. Sousa, E. Capelas de Oliveira. On the ψ-Hilfer fractional derivative. Commun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simul. 60 (2018), 72–91.

[36] G. S. Teodoro, J. A. T. Machado, E. Capelas de Oliveira. A review of definitions of fractional derivatives and other operators. J. Comput. Phys. 388 (2019): 195–208.

[37] A. A. Kilbas, M. S. Hari, J. J. Trujillo, Theory and applications of fractional differential equations. Vol. 204.

elsevier, 2006.

(Jinxia Cen) School of Mathematical Sciences, Zhejiang Normal University, Jinhua 321004, P. R. China

Email address: jinxcen@163.com

(J. Vanterler da C. Sousa) Aerospace Engineering, PPGEA-UEMA, Department of Mathematics, DEMATI- UEMA, Sao Luís, MA 65054, Brazil.

Email address: vanterler@ime.unicamp.br

(Wei Wu) Center for Applied Mathematics of Guangxi, and Guangxi Colleges and Universities Key Laboratory of Complex System Optimization and Big Data Processing, Yulin Normal University, Yulin 537000, Guangxi, P.R. China

Email address: wwu1985yl@163.com