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1 Introduction and notation

On the interval [a, b], we consider the boundary value problem

u'(8) = L(u)(t) + q(t), 1)

u(a) = h(u) +c, (2)

where ¢ : C([a, b];R) — L([a,b];R) and k : C([a, b]; R) — R are linear bounded operators,
q € L([a,b];R), and ¢ € R. By a solution to the equation (1), we understand an absolutely
continuous function u : [a, b] — R satisfying equality (1) almost everywhere on the inter-
val [a, b]. A solution to equation (1) satisfying the boundary condition (2) is said to be a
solution to problem (1), (2).

The question on the solvability of various types of boundary value problems for func-
tional differential equations and their systems is a classical topic in the theory of differen-
tial equations (see, e.g., [1-16] and references therein). There is a lot of interesting general
results, but only a few efficient conditions are known, namely, in the case where a nonlocal
boundary condition is considered. In the present paper, new efficient conditions are found
sufficient for the unique solvability of problem (1), (2). An important particular case of the
boundary condition (2) is

ul(a) = u(b) +c (3)
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with A € R, which in turn contains the initial condition (if » = 0), the periodic condition
(if A = 1), and the anti-periodic condition (if A = —1). Problem (1), (3) is studied, e.g., in [13,
17-19]. In [20, 21], the first step of our investigation in the general case was done. It is very

useful to consider the boundary condition (2) as a nonlocal perturbation of the two-point

condition (3). Therefore, we assume throughout the paper that the functional / is defined

by the formula

h(v) € av(b) + ho(v) = I (v)  for v e C([a, bL;R), (4)

where A > 0 and hg, i € PF,;. There is no loss of generality in assuming this, because an

arbitrary functional % can be represented in form (4).

The paper is organized as follows. Main results are formulated and proved in Section 2.

In Section 3, the main results are applied to the equation with argument deviations

u'(t) = p@)u(z(0)) - gOu(n®)) + q(t), (5)

where p,g € L([a,D];R,), q € L([a,b];R), and 7, i : [a,b] — [a,b] are measurable func-

tions. Some sufficient conditions for the validity of the inclusion ¢ € \N/a‘b(h), which are

part of the conditions for the main results, are given in Section 4.

The following notation is used throughout the paper:

1.
2.

R is the set of all real numbers, R, = [0, +o0[.
C([a, b]; R) is the Banach space of continuous functions v : [a, b] — R endowed with
the norm ||v||c = max{|v(¢)| : ¢ € [a, b]}.

. C(la, b]; D), where D C R, is the set of absolutely continuous functions v : [a, b] — D.
. L([a, b]; R) is the Banach space of Lebesgue integrable functions p : [a,b] — R

endowed with the norm ||p||, = fah |p(s)| ds.

. L([a,b); D) ={p € L([a,b];R) : p : [a,b] — D}, where D C R.

6. C([a,b];D) = {ve C([a,b];R) : v: [a,b] — D}, where D C R.
7. Lgp is the set of linear bounded operators € : C([a, b]; R) — L([a, b];R). P,y is the set

of operators £ € L, mapping the set C([a, b]; R,) into the set L([a, D]; R, ).

. F, is the set of linear bounded functionals % : C([a, b]; R) — R. PF,, is the set of

functionals & € F,, mapping the set C([a, b];R,) into the set R,.

. Cy([a,b;R) = {v € C([a, b];R) : v(a) = h(v)}, where h € F,.

2 Main results

We assume throughout the paper that the following assumptions hold:

(H1) If A(1) = 1, then the operator ¢ is supposed to be ‘nontrivial’ in the sense that the

condition £(1) # 0 holds.

(H2) T # 0, where the functional 71 is defined by the formula 71(\/) = h(v) — v(a) for

ve C(la,b];R).

Since we are interested in the unique solvability of problem (1), (2) for every g and ¢,
both hypotheses (H1) and (H2) are rather natural. Indeed, if £(1) = 0, then an arbitrary
constant function is a solution to problem (1), (2) with g =0 and ¢ = 0 in the case, where

h(1) = 1. On the other hand, the assumption (H2) guarantees that the boundary condition

(2) is not ‘degenerated’

Before formulation of the main results, we introduce the following definitions.
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Definition 2.1 [22] Let /1 € F,;,. An operator £ € L, is said to belong to the set \N/a‘b(h), if
every function u € C([a, b]; R), satisfying the relations

u'(t) > L(u)(t) forae.tea,b], u(a) > h(u)
is nonpositive on the interval [a, b].

Definition 2.2 [23] An operator £ € L, is said to belong to the set S,(a) (resp. Su,(b))
if every function u € 6([&, b]; R) satisfying the relations

u'(t) > L(u)(t) forae.tela,b), u(a)>0 (resp. u(b) < 0)
is nonnegative (resp. nonpositive) on the interval [a, b].

Remark 2.1 Efficient conditions, guaranteeing the validity of the inclusions ¢ € \N/a‘b(h)
and £ € Syp(a), £ € Sup(b), are stated, respectively, in [22] and [23].

2.1 Formulation of results
For the sake of transparency, we first formulate all the results; their proofs are postponed
till Section 2.2 below.

Theorem 2.1 Assume that there exist operators ¢y € V;b(h) and ¢, € Py, such that the

inequality

LW @) - o) @) < @1 (V) () fora.e. t € [a,b] (6)
holds on the set Cy,(la, b]; R). If, moreover,

90— 1 € Vyy(h), @)

then problem (1), (2) has a unique solution.

Corollary 2.1 Let £ = £y — £; with £y, ¢, € Py, and the relation h(1) > 1 hold. Moreover,
there exists € € [0,1/2] such that

eboe Vo (h),  —(1-2e)o—ty eV, h. (8)
Then problem (1), (2) has a unique solution.
Remark 2.2 Choosing a suitable number ¢ in Corollary 2.1 and using the results estab-
lished in [22], we can obtain several efficient conditions, sufficient for the unique solvabil-

ity of problem (1), (2). However, we do not formulate them in detail. We note only that for

&= %, the assumption (8) has the form
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Theorem 2.2 Let there exist ¢ € \7;b(a)) such that the inequality
L) (¢) sgnv(t) > ¢(|V|)(t) fora.e. t € [a,b]

holds on the set Cy([a, b]; R), where the functional w is given by the formula
o) Ervb) - o) - m(v) forve C([a, b; R).

Then problem (1), (2) has a unique solution.

Theorem 2.3 Let £ = £y — £y with £y, ¢, € Py, and the relations

h(1)>1, ho(1) <1

)

(10)

(11)

be fulfilled. Moreover, there exists a function y € C([a, b];]0, +00[) satisfying the conditions

Y () < —bi(y)(t) — Lo(1)(¢) fora.e. t € |a,b],
y(a) < h(y),

y(a)-y(b) <oy,

where

wr =1+ (1-ho(1)) min{l, % } + 2\/(A - (1)) min{l, % }
Then problem (1), (2) has a unique solution.

Theorem 2.4 Let £ = £y — €1 with £y, 1 € Py, and the relations

A-h(1)>1, ho(1)>0

(12)
(13)
(14)

(15)

(16)

be fulfilled. Moreover, there exists a function y € E([a, b];10, +o0() such that condition (12)

is satisfied and

(@) =1y (b) - h(y) — ho(1),

y(a) -y (D) < ws,

where

1-ho(1 1
wy =1+ AO( ) +2‘/1_Xh1(1)'

Then problem (1), (2) has a unique solution.

17)

(18)

(19)

Remark 2.3 The assumption /(1) <1 appearing in Theorem 2.3 is not supposed in The-

orem 2.4. On the other hand, assumption (17) of Theorem 2.4 is stronger than assumption

(13) of Theorem 2.3.
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Theorem 2.5 Let £ € Py, the relations
ho() <1,  m@)<Ar
hold, and there exists a function y € C([a, b); R) satisfying the conditions

y'(t) <€(y)(t) forae.teab),
y(@) < h(y).

Let, moreover, at least one of the following conditions be fulfilled

(a)
b
/ £(1)(s) ds < w1,
where the number w; is given by formula (15);

(b)

L e Sup(a);
(©)

L e Su(b).

Then problem (1), (2) has a unique solution.

(20)

(23)

(24)

(25)

Remark 2.4 If the relation 4(1) > 1 is fulfilled, then the assumption concerning the ex-

istence of a function y in Theorem 2.5 can be omitted. Indeed, since the operator ¢ is

supposed to be nontrivial in the case where /(1) = 1, the function

y()=1+ /tﬁ(l)(s) ds fort e [a,b]

satisfies conditions (21) and (22).

Remark 2.5 Define the operator ¢ : C([a, b];R) — C([a, b]; R) by setting
o(w)(t) dgfw(a +b—-t) fortela,bl,we C([a, b];]R).

Let

oEs

}At(w) def %w(b) - %ho ((p(w)) + %hl ((p(w)) forwe C([a, b];R),

1
qit)=—-q(a+b-t) forae.tela,b], éz_zc,

4 ((p(w))(a +b-t) forae.te[ab]landletallwe C([a, bl; R),

Page 5 of 22
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It is not difficult to verify that if u is a solution to problem (1), (2), then the function

vdif(p(u) is a solution to the problem
VO =00 +4@0), V@) =ht) +¢, (26)

and vice versa, if v is a solution to problem (26), then the function ud§f<p(v) is a solution
to problem (1), (2).

Using this transformation, we can immediately derive other conditions for the unique
solvability of problem (1), (2), complementing those stated above. For example, Theo-

rem 2.3 yields.
Theorem 2.3’ Let { = Ly — £1 with £y, £, € Py, and the relations
h(1) <1, h) <A

be fulfilled. Let, moreover, there exist a function y € C([a, b];10, +o0) satisfying the condi-
tions

y'(6) = Lo(y)®) + (1)) fora.e.tela,b],
v(a) > h(y),

y(b) —y(a) < ws,

where

1 1
w3 =1+ (A -m(1)) min{l, X} + 2\/(1 - ho(1)) min{l, X}'
Then problem (1), (2) has a unique solution.

2.2 Proofs

The following lemma is well known from the general theory of boundary value problems
for functional differential equations (see, e.g., [15, 24]; in the case, where the operator £ is
strongly bounded, see also [1, 3, 14]).

Lemma 2.1 Problem (1), (2) is uniquely solvable if and only if the corresponding homoge-

neous problem
u'(t) = L(u)(t), (27)
u(a) = h(u), (28)

has only the trivial solution.

Remark 2.6 It follows immediately from Definition 2.1 and Lemma 2.1 that under the
condition £ € XN/I;b(h) problem (1), (2) has a unique solution for every g € L([a, b];R) and
ceR.
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Now, we are in position to prove the main results. According to Lemma 2.1, it is sufficient
to show that the homogeneous problem (27), (28) has only the trivial solution.

Proof of Theorem 2.1 Let u be a solution to problem (27), (28). Then, in view of (6), we
get

u'(£) = 9o (u)(2) + £(u)(t) — po(u)(2)

< @o)(t) + @1 (Jul)(t) forae.t€[a,bl, (29)

u'(£) = 9o (u)(2) + £(u)() — po(u)(2)

> @o(u)(t) — g1 (Jul)(t) fora.e.t€ [a,b]. (30)
By virtue of the assumption ¢, € \~/H’b (#) and Remark 2.6, the problem

@' (1) = @o(@)(®) - @1 (Jul) (), (31

a(a) = h(a) (32)
has a unique solution «. It follows from relations (29)-(31) that

(w+a)(t) <eo(u+a)(t) forae.tela,bl,

(33)
(u—a)(t) = po(u—a)t) fora.e.te[a,b].
On the other hand, conditions (28) and (32) yield
(u+a)(a) = h(u + a), (u—-a)a) = h(u-a). (34)
Therefore, by virtue of the assumption ¢, € \~/a’b (h), relations (33) and (34) imply
’u(t)| <a(t) fortela,b)]. (35)

Now, in view of (35) and the assumption ¢; € P,;,, we get from (31) the relation
o' (t) = (po —@1)(@)(t) forae. tea,b],

which, together with (7) and (32), yields that «(t) < 0 for ¢ € [a, b]. Consequently, con-
dition (35) guarantees u = 0, and thus the homogeneous problem (27), (28) has only the
trivial solution. O

Proof of Corollary 2.1 The validity of the corollary follows immediately from Theorem 2.1
with @Yo = SE() and 01 = (1 - 8)@0 + 61. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2 Let u be a solution to problem (27), (28). Then, in view of (9), we
get

’u(t)|/ = L(u)(t) sgnu(t) > g0(|u|)(t) for a.e. t € [a, b]. (36)

Page 7 of 22
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On the other hand, by virtue of the assumptions /g, #; € PF,;,, condition (28) yields

A ub)| = [u(@) - ko) + ()| < |u(@)| + ho(lul) + h(1ul),

)| 2 2 u8)] = o (1) — g () = (1] (37)

Taking now the assumption ¢ € \~/a’b (w) into account, we get from conditions (36) and (37)
that

|u(t)| <0 forte€la,b].
Consequently, the homogeneous problem (27), (28) has only the trivial solution. O
Proof of Theorem 2.3 Suppose that problem (27), (28) possesses a nontrivial solution .
According to conditions (11)-(13) and the assumption £y € P, Proposition 4.2 guarantees
the validity of the inclusion

—ty € V3, (h).

Therefore, by virtue of the assumption £y € P, it follows from Definition 2.1 that u

changes its sign. Put
M = max{u(t) it € a, b]}, m= —min{u(t) :t € la, b]} (38)

and choose &y, t,,; € [a, b] such that

u(ty) =M, u(t,,) = —m. (39)
Obviously,
M>0, m>0, (40)

and without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢, < £y;. Using conditions (27), (28),
(12), and (13), by virtue of (38), (40), and the assumption £ € P,;, we get

(My (@) + u(®)) < ~t(My +u)(®) - Lo(M - u)(£)
<—l(My +u)(t) fora.e.tcela,b], (41)

My (a) + u(a) < h(My + u) (42)
and

(my (&) - u(t)) < —tu(my — u)(©) - Lo(m + u)(t)
<-li(my —u)(t) fora.e.tela,b], (43)

my(a) — u(a) < h(my — u). (44)


http://www.advancesindifferenceequations.com/content/2013/1/244

Oplustil Advances in Difference Equations 2013, 2013:244 Page 9 of 22
http://www.advancesindifferenceequations.com/content/2013/1/244

Hence, according to the condition —¢; € Vu‘h(h), inequalities (41)-(44) yield
My (t) + u(t) > 0, my(t) —u(t) >0 fort e [a,b].
However, we assume that ¢; € P,;, and thus, it follows from (41) and (4:3) that
u'(t) < -My'(t), —u'(t) < —my'(t) fora.e.tc|a,b). (45)

The integration of the first inequality in (45) from ¢,, to ty, in view of (39) and (40),
implies

M+m EM()/(tm) - V(tM))’

0 < m < M(y(tm) -y (tar) - 1). (46)

On the other hand, the integrations of the second inequality in (45) from a to £, and
from £y to b, in view of (39) and (4.0), yield

u@) +m<m(y@-yts),  M-u®)<m(ytam) -y®)). (47)
Moreover, on account of (38) and the assumptions /g, i1 € PF,, condition (28) results in

u(@) — hu(b) = ho(u) — Iy (1) > —mho(1) — My (1).
Therefore, from (47) we get

M(A =) +m(1-hoQ)) <m(y(@) -y (tm) + (v (tn) - ¥ ())),
which, in view of (11) and (40), yields that

0 <M(h - (1)) min{l, %}

< m(y(a) — (&) + 7 (tar) = ¥ () = (1= ho(1)) min{l, % }) (48)

Now, from inequalities (46) and (48), we obtain

y(@) —y(b)>1+ (1-ho(1)) min{l,%} (49)
and

(A= (1)) min{l, H

< (y(tm) - y(ts) -1)

X <V(ﬂ) = (&) + v (&) = ¥ (b) = (1= ho(1)) min{lr§}>' (50)
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In view of the inequality 4xy < (x + y)?, it follows from condition (50) that

2
4(r - m(1)) min{l,%} =< (y(a) —y(B) -1-(1-ho(1)) min{l,%}) :

which, together with (11) and (49), contradicts (14).
The contradiction obtained proves that problem (27), (28) has only the trivial solution.
d

Proof of Theorem 2.4 Suppose that problem (27), (28) possesses a nontrivial solution .
According to conditions (12), (16), and (17) and the assumptions £y € P, and kg € PF,,
Proposition 4.2 guarantees the validity of the inclusion

by € Vi (),

where the functional /™ is defined by the formula

W)€ avb) - () forve C(la,bLR). (51)

Therefore, by virtue of the assumptions ¢y € P, and hy € PF,, it follows from Defini-
tion 2.1 that u changes its sign. Define the numbers M and m by formulae (38), and choose
Ly tm € [a, b] such that conditions (39) hold. Obviously, (40) is satisfied, and without loss
of generality, we can assume that ¢,, < £). Using conditions (27), (28), (12), and (17), by
virtue of (38), (40), (51), and the assumptions £ € P, and hy € PF,;, we get relations (41),
(43),

My(a) +ula) <h My +u) —ho(M —u) <h (My +u) (52)
and

my(a) —u(a) < h™(my —u) —ho(m + u) < h™ (my —u). (53)
Hence, according to the condition —¢; € Va‘b(h‘), inequalities (41), (43), (52), and (53) yield

My (t) +u(t) >0, my(t) —u(t) >0 forte [a,b].
However, we assume that ¢; € P, and thus, it follows from (41) and (4:3) that inequalities
(45) hold.

Now, analogously to the proof of Theorem 2.3, relations (49) and (50) can be derived.
Since assumption (16) implies A > 1, we get from (50) the inequality

1 1-ho()\?
4(1——%(1)) < (y(a)—y(b)—l— ol ’),
A A

which, together with (16) and (49), contradicts (18).

The contradiction obtained proves that problem (27), (28) has only the trivial solution.
O

Page 10 of 22
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Proof of Theorem 2.5 Let u be a solution to problem (27), (28). We first show that each of
assumptions (23), (24), or (25) ensures that # does not change its sign. Indeed, suppose
that, on the contrary, u changes its sign. Define the numbers M and m by formulae (38),
and choose fyy, £, € [a, b] such that conditions (39) hold. Obviously, (40) is satisfied, and
without loss of generality, we can assume that £y < t,,,.

(a) Let condition (23) hold. Then the integrations of (27) from a to t;, from £y to t,,,
and from £, to b, in view of (38), (39), and the assumption £ € P,, result in

M — u(a) = /tM L(u)(s)ds < M/tM £(1)(s) ds, (54)

M+m=— / " o)(s)ds < m / " o1)(s) ds, (55)
b b

u(b) + m= / £(u)(s) ds §M/ £(1)(s) ds. (56)

Hence, by virtue of (40), condition (55) implies

O<M§m(/tmﬂ(1)(s)ds—1). (57)

tm

On the other hand, on account of (38) and the assumptions /g, #; € PF,;,, condition (28)
yields

Au(b) — ula) = hi(u) — ho(u) > —mhi (1) = Mho(1).

Now, combining (54) and (56), we get
M b

m(h = h (1)) + M(1 - ho(1)) < M([ 2(1)(s)ds + A f 2(1)(s) ds>,

which, on account of (20) and (40), yields
. 1
0 <m(h - (1)) mm{l, X}
5M<ffz(1)(s)ds— (1-ho(1)) min{l,%}), (58)

1

where I = [a, t31] U [t,,, b]. Now, conditions (57) and (58) yield

b
/ e()(s)ds>1+ (1-ho(1)) min{l, %} (59)

and

(.~ (1)) min{l, %} < (f: £(1)(s) ds - 1)

X (/IE(I)(s)ds— (1-ho(1)) min{l,%}). (60)
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In view of the inequality 4xy < (x + y)2, we get from condition (60) that

.1 b 1
4(A—h1(1))mln{1,x} < ([ e1)(s)ds —1— (1= ho(1)) mm{l,x}) ,

which, together with (20) and (59), contradicts (23).

(b) If (24) holds then, in view of Definition 2.2, the assumption u(a) > 0 (resp. u(a) < 0)
implies u(t) > 0 (resp. u(t) < 0) for ¢ € [a, b], which contradicts (40).

(c) If (25) holds, then, in view of Definition 2.2, the assumption u(b) > 0 (resp. u(b) < 0)
implies u(t) > 0 (resp. u(t) < 0) for ¢ € [a, b], which contradicts (40).

The contradictions obtained prove that u does not change its sign. We can assume with-
out loss of generality, that the function u is nonnegative. Since £ € P, it follows from
equation (27) that

0 <ula) <u(t) <u(b) fortcela,b]. (61)

Suppose that u(b) > 0. Then, in view of (20), (61), and the assumptions /g, ; € PF,,
condition (28) yields

u(@) = hu(b) + ho(u) — hy () = (A — (1)) u(b) > 0.
Hence, condition (61) implies

u(t)>0 fortea,b]. (62)
Put

v(t) = ru(t) — y(¢t) fort e [a,b],
where

r:max{% (te [a,b]}.
According to (62), it is clear that

v(t) >0 fort e [a,b] (63)
and there exists o € [a, b] such that

v(to) = 0. (64)
Taking now (27), (21), (63), and the assumption ¢ € P, into account, we obtain

V() > L)) >0 forae.tela,b].

Therefore, on account of conditions (63) and (64), the latter relation yields

0=v(a) <v(t) <v(b) fortela,b]. (65)
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However, using (28), (20), (22), (65), and the assumptions g, 1; € PF,;, we get the contra-
diction

0 =v(a) > Av(b) + ho(v) = I (v) > (A - hl(l))v(b) > 0.

The contradiction obtained proves that u#(b) < 0, and thus, condition (61) implies u = 0.
Consequently, the homogeneous problem (27), (28) has only the trivial solution. O

3 Differential equations with argument deviations

In this section, we give some corollaries of the main results for the equation with deviating
arguments (5). Recall that we suppose that p,g € L([4,b];R,) and t, i : [a,b] — [a, D] are
measurable functions. The conditions stated below show that problem (5), (2) is uniquely
solvable, provided that either the coefficients p and g are ‘small’ in a certain sense, or the
deviations 7 and u are ‘close’ to the identities (the functional differential equation (5) is
‘close’ to the ordinary one).

3.1 Formulation of results
Theorem 2.1 implies the following.

Corollary 3.1 Let relations (11) be fulfilled, and let the functions p and t satisfy at least
one of the following conditions:

()
b 1
/ p(s)ds < 2(1 - ho(1)) min{l, T };

(b) 0<ho(1)<1,7(t) >t forae.t€la,bl,and

7(t)
ess sup{/ p(s)ds:t e la, h]} <Kk, (66)
t
where
. { Pl | 2xe*(1 = ho(1)) }
K*=s 1 :0<x<In .
IpllL(er - 1) ho(1)
Let, moreover, the functions g and | satisfy at least one of the following conditions:
(A)
b h() -1
/L; g(S) ds < m, (67)
(B) g#£0and
t
esssup{/ g(s)ds:te [a,b]} < &%, (68)
u(t)
where
. gl ye’'(h(1) - 1) A+ ho(1) }
=su n :0<y<In ————1¢. 69
s = e 0 < ©

Then problem (5), (2) has a unique solution.
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From Theorem 2.3, we derive

Corollary 3.2 Let relations (11) be fulfilled and

Bola) < h(Bo),

h(1)-1 ( Bo(a)h(B2)
A =I Q) \ A+ ho(1) - hi(Bo)

+ ,32(6l)> <wi(l-Ay),

where the number w; is given by formula (15) and

_ Bo(a)
A+ ho(1) - l(Bo)

b
Bolt) = exp(f g(s) ds) fort e [a,b],

b s s
Bue) - / g(s)a(s)( [ ()g(é)d%‘)eXP( / g(n)dn)ds fort e lab,

Ay 1+ m(B) + Bi(a),

b b s b
Balt) - [ g(s)( / ()p(&)ds)exp( / g(n)dn>d5+ / p)ds fort e ab]

and

o(t)= %(1 + sgn(t - /L(If))) fora.e. t € [a,b)].
Then problem (5), (2) has a unique solution.
Theorem 2.4 yields the following.
Corollary 3.3 Let relations (16) be fulfilled,
Bola) < A —hi(Bo)

and

A=) -1 < Pola) (o (1) + ks (Bo)) + ﬁz(a))

A—=hi(1) \A-h(Bo)
ho(1)
< <a)2 + 7)\ ~ hl(l))(l —Az),

(70)

(71)

(77)

(78)

where the functions By, 1, B2, and o are defined by formulae (73)-(76), the number w, is

given by formula (19), and

Bo(a)

A, =
27 A =m(Bo)

(1+m(B) + Bi(a).

Then problem (5), (2) has a unique solution.

(79)
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Finally, we give statements concerning equation (5) with g = 0, i.e., the equation
u'(£) = p)u(z(t)) +q(2), (80)

where p € L([a,b];R,), q € L([a,b];R), and 7 : [a, b] — [a, b] is a measurable function.
From Theorem 2.1 we can derive the following.

Corollary 3.4 Let relations (11) be fulfilled,

0< /a p(s)ds < 3(1 - ho(l)) mm{l, X} (81)
and
esssup{/t p(s)ds:te [a,b]} <E%, (82)
7(t)
where
" Ipll 3ye’(h(1) - 1) A+ ho(1) }
= 1 : In——¢.
£ { v Mgl Do @) Y T

Then problem (80), (2) has a unique solution.
The next two statements follow from Theorem 2.5.
Corollary 3.5 Let p 0, let the relations
h(1) <1, (1) <A

be fulfilled, and let

()
essinf{/ ps)ds:tela, b]} > &, (83)
t
where
| lplz ye’ (1 - h(1)) l—ho(l)}
« = inf 1 : 1 .
S { 7 M@ -0 k@ 77 " A (34
Let, moreover,
7(t)
ess sup{/ p(s)ds:te [a,b]} <EF, (85)
t
where
. lpll ye’ )
s Sup{ y Ml -n 7> 0}' (86)

Then problem (80), (2) has a unique solution.
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Corollary 3.6 Let p #£ 0, let the relations
h1) =1,  h() <1,  m@)<i

be fulfilled, and let condition (85) hold, where the number §* is defined by formula (86).
Then problem (80), (2) has a unique solution.

3.2 Proofs
Proof of Corollary 3.1 Let the operators £, and ¢; be defined by the formulae

L)@ < p()v(t(®)) forae. t € [a,b] and all v € C([a, b];R) (87)

and

Q)@)€ g)v(u(@) forae. t € [a,b] and all v € C([a, b R). (88)
It is easy to verify that both conditions (a) and (b) of the corollary yield

1 ~_

EZO eV, (h)
(see Propositions 4.3 and 4.4).

On the other hand, both conditions (A) and (B) of the corollary guarantee the validity

of the inclusion
—t €V, (h)

(see Propositions 4.5 and 4.6).
Consequently, the assumptions of Corollary 2.1 are satisfied with ¢ = % O
Proof of Corollary 3.2 Let the operators £y and ¢; be defined by formulae (87) and (88),

respectively. According to condition (71), there exists € > 0 such that

h() -1 ( Bo(@)(e + m(Ba))

3~ (1) \ X+ ho(D) - m(Bo) ﬁz(‘”) = el -Ay). (89)

Moreover, conditions (11), (70), and (71) imply A; < 1. Therefore, by virtue of (70) and (72),

Proposition 4.7 guarantees the validity of the inclusion
—ty € V3, (h).
Hence, according to Remark 2.6, the problem

' () = —g®)y (1(®)) - p(t), (90)
y(@) =h(y)-e (91)
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has a unique solution y. It is clear that the function y satisfies conditions (12) and (13).
Using the inclusion —¢; € \N/a‘b(h), we get y(£) > 0 for ¢t € [a, b], and thus, equation (90)
yields

0<y(b)=y({t)<yla) forte]a,b] (92)

Furthermore, on account of (11), (92), and the assumptions /g, #; € PF,;, condition (91)

implies
Ay (b) = y(a) - ho(y) + i(y) + & > y (@) (1 - ho(1)) > 0.

Therefore, condition (92) yields that y (¢) > 0 for ¢ € [a, b].
On the other hand, y is a solution to the equation

V(1) = ~g(0)y (1) - g(0) / a(s)y (1(s)) ds - g(0) / () ds - p(t).

n(t

Hence, in view of notations (73) and (75), the Cauchy formula implies

b s s
Y (8) = y (B)fol®) + f o) ( / €@ (1) ds) exp( ] g(n)dn) +Bal)

for t € [a, b], whence we get

y (@) =y (B)Bo(8) + y(@)Bi(t) + Ba(t)  fort € [a,b]. (93)

Taking now conditions (92), (93) and the assumptions kg, 1, € PF,;, into account, the re-
lation (91) yields

y(@) =y () (% + ho(1) — m(Bo)) — v (@hy(Br) — i (B2) —&. (94)
Therefore, we get from (93) and (94) the inequality

Bo(a)(e + m(B2))

v@ =y @A e T )

+ fa(a). (95)

On the other hand, by virtue of (92) and the assumptions kg, € PF,;, condition (91)

implies
y(@) =y (b) + holy) — h(y) —e < (A = (D) y (b) + y (@ho(1),

and thus,

h1)-1
—y(b 96
y(@) - y( )<)L h(l)y( a). (96)
Now, it is clear that conditions (89), (95), and (96) guarantee the validity of inequality (14).
Consequently, the assumptions of Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. d
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Proof of Corollary 3.3 Let the operators £, and ¢; be defined by formulae (87) and (88),
respectively. Condition (78) implies A5 < 1. Therefore, according to (77) and (79), Propo-
sition 4.7 guarantees the validity of the inclusion

0, eV (i), (97)

where the functional /1~ is defined by formula (51). Hence, by virtue of Remark 2.6, equa-
tion (90) has a unique solution y satisfying the boundary condition

y(a)=h(y)-ho(1). (98)

It is clear that the function y satisfies conditions (12) and (17). Using inclusion (97), we
get y(¢) = 0 for t € [a, b], and thus, equation (90) yields the relation (92). Moreover, on
account of (16), (92) and the assumption /; € PF,;, condition (98) implies

Ay (D) =y(a) + (y) + ho(1) > 0.

Therefore, condition (92) yields that y (¢) > 0 for ¢ € [a, b].
On the other hand, y is a solution to the equation

t

Y'(8) = -g(®)y(t) - g(t) / ()g(s)y(u(s)) ds — g(t) / p(s)ds —p(t).
(e m

@)

Hence, in view of notations (73) and (75), the Cauchy formula implies

b s s
Y (6) =y (B)fole) + / 4©) ( / €@ (1) ds) exp( / g(n)dn) + Ba()
t (s t

for t € [a, b], whence we get relation (93). Taking now (93) and the assumption s € PF,,
into account, condition (98) yields

y(@) =y (b) (2 = m(Bo)) — v (@hi(B1) = I (B2) — ho(1). (99)
Therefore, we get from (93) and (99) the inequality

Bo(a)

" (fo) (ho(1) + 1y (B2)) + B2(a). (100)

y(a) < y(@)As +
On the other hand, by virtue of (92) and the assumption /; € PF,;, condition (98) implies

y(@) = Ay (b) = (y) = ho(1) < (A = (1)) y (b) = ho(1),

and thus,

Aol®1 o)
@ T )

y(a)-y(b) < (101)

Now itis clear that conditions (78), (100), and (101) guarantee the validity of inequality (18).
Consequently, the assumptions of Theorem 2.4 are satisfied. d
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Proof of Corollary 3.4 Let the operator ¢, be defined by formula (87), and let £; = 0. It is
easy to verify that conditions (81) and (82) yield

1 ~ 1 ~
gﬂo e vV, (h), —gﬂo eV, (h)

(see Propositions 4.3 and 4.6).

Consequently, assumptions of Corollary 2.1 are satisfied with ¢ = % g

Proof of Corollary 3.5 Let the operator £ be defined by the formula
L)(t) dgfp(t)v(r(t)) fora.e.t € [a,b] and allv e C([a, b];]R). (102)
It is clear that ¢ € P,;,. Moreover, condition (85) implies the validity of inclusion (24) (see

Proposition 4.8).
On the other hand, according to (83) and (84), there exist ¥y > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

1-ho(1) +¢
>In——— 103
Y= 199
and
7(t) Y0
f p(s)ds > Ipllz jn — 2 fora.e. t € [a,b], (104)
t Yo Ipllz(er +8)
where
A=h(1)e° + ho(1) -1 -
5o Amm@)e + ) -1-¢ (105)

1-4(1)

Obviously, condition (103) yields § > 0. Therefore, we get from (104) the relation

o rt(e) Yot
eIz Ja P‘s)"swzny—ieumu a9 forae t e ab). (106)
pliL

Now, we put
20 ftp(s) ds
y(t) = elplL /e +8 fortela,b].

Then, by virtue of (105), (106), and the assumptions kg, hi; € PF,;, it is easy to verify that
the function y satisfies conditions (21) and (22).
Consequently, the assumptions of Theorem 2.5 are fulfilled. d

Proofof Corollary 3.6 Let the operator £ be defined by formula (102). It is clear that £ € Pp,.
Moreover, condition (85) implies the validity of inclusion (24) (see Proposition 4.8).

Consequently, by virtue of Remark 2.4, the assumptions of Theorem 2.5 are satisfied.
O
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4 On the set V;b(h)

In this section, we give some sufficient conditions guaranteeing the inclusions £ € V;b(h),
L € S,p(a), and £ € S,(b), which are stated in [22, 23]. We first formulate rather general
results.

Proposition 4.1 [22, Cor. 4.1] Let £ € P,;, be a b-Volterra operator, and let the functional
h be defined by formula (4), where A > 0 and hy,hy € PE,, are such that inequalities (11)
are fulfilled. If there exists a function y € C(la, b);10, +o0]) satisfying

y' () = ey)(t) forae telab] y(a) = ho(y),
then { € Va'b(h).

Proposition 4.2 [22, Thms. 3.2 and 4.3] Let —{ € Py, and let the functional h be defined
by formula (4), where X > 0 and ho,h € PF,;, are such that inequalities (11) are fulfilled.
Then £ € V;h(h) if and only if there exists a function y € E’([a, b];10, +00|) satisfying

V() <ty)t) foraetelabl,  y(a<h(y).

Choosing suitable functions y in the propositions stated above, we can derive several
efficient conditions sufficient for the validity of the inclusion £ € \N/a‘b(h). These conditions
are not formulated here in detail; we present, however, some of their corollaries for ‘op-
erators with argument deviations, which are used in the proofs of the results stated in
Section 3.

Proposition 4.3 [22, Cor.5.3] Letp € L([a,b);R,), T : [a,b] — [a, b] be a measurable func-

tion, and let the functional h be defined by formula (4), where A > 0 and hy,hy € PF,;, are
such that inequalities (11) are fulfilled. If

b
/ p(s)ds < (1 —ho(1)) min{l,%},

then the operator £, defined by formula (102), belongs to the set \N/a‘b(h).
Proposition 4.4 [22, Thm. 5.3(c)] Letp € L([a,b];R,), t : [a,b] — [a, b] be a measurable

function, and let the functional h be defined by formula (4), where X > 0 and hy,h, € PF,,
are such that the inequalities

h(1)>1, 0<ho(l) <1

are fulfilled. Assume that t(t) > t for a.e. t € [a, b], and inequality (66) holds, where

= sup{ lpllz | xe*d~ho(D) <x<In }
x Ipliz(er—1) ho(1) J

Then the operator £, defined by formula (102), belongs to the set Va’b(h).
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Proposition 4.5 [22, Rem. 4.3] Let g € L([a,b];R,), u : [a,b] — [a,b] be a measurable
function, and let the functional h be defined by formula (4), where X > 0 and ho,h € PF,,
are such that inequalities (11) are fulfilled. If, moreover, inequality (67) is satisfied, then the
operator £, defined by the formula

L)) E ~gv(1e())  forae. t € [a,b] and all v € C([a,b]; R), (107)

belongs to the set \N/a‘b(h).

Proposition 4.6 [22, Cor. 5.2] Let g € L([a,b];R,), u : [a,b] — [a,b] be a measurable
function, and let the functional h be defined by formula (4), where X > 0 and hy,h, € PF,,
are such that inequalities (11) are fulfilled. If, moreover, g # 0 and inequality (68) is satis-
fied, where the number £* is given by formula (69), then the operator €, defined by formula
(107), belongs to the set XN/a‘b(h).

Proposition 4.7 [22, Thm. 5.7] Let g € L([a,b];R,), u : [a,b] — [a,b] be a measurable
function, and let the functional h be defined by formula (4), where X > 0 and hy,h, € PF,,
are such that inequalities (11) are fulfilled. If, moreover, inequalities (70) and

Bo(a@)(1 = hi(B)) + h(Bo)Bi(a) < h(Bo)

are satisfied, where the functions By and B, are defined by formulae (73), (74), and (76),
then the operator £, defined by formula (107), belongs to the set Va‘b(h).

The last statement concerns the set S, (a).

Proposition 4.8 [23, Thm. 1.9] Let p € L([a,b];R,), p # 0, be such that inequality (85) is
satisfied, where the number £* is defined by formula (86). Then the operator £, defined by
formula (102), belongs to the set Syp(a).
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