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Of concern is the existence of solutions to nonlocal impulsive Cauchy problems for evolution
equations. Combining the techniques of operator semigroups, approximate solutions, noncompact
measures and the fixed point theory, new existence theorems are obtained, which generalize and
improve some previous results since neither the Lipschitz continuity nor compactness assumption
on the impulsive functions is required. An application to partial differential equations is also
presented.

1. Introduction

Impulsive equations arise from many different real processes and phenomena which
appeared in physics, chemical technology, population dynamics, biotechnology, medicine,
and economics. They have in recent years been an object of investigations with increasing
interest. For more information on this subject, see for instance, the papers (cf., e.g., [1-6]) and
references therein.

On the other hand, Cauchy problems with nonlocal conditions are appropriate models
for describing a lot of natural phenomena, which cannot be described using classical Cauchy
problems. That is why in recent years they have been studied by many researchers (cf., e.g.,
[4, 7-12] and references therein).

In [4], the authors combined the two directions and studied firstly a class of nonlocal
impulsive Cauchy problems for evolution equations by investigating the existence for
mild (in generalized sense) solutions to the problems. In this paper, we study further the
existence of solutions to the following nonlocal impulsive Cauchy problem for evolution
equations:
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%[u(t) + F(tu(t))] + Au(t) = f(t,u(t)), 0<t<K, t#t;,
u(0) + g (u) = ug, (L.1)

Au(ti) = L‘(u(i’i)), i=1,2,.. Py O<ti<th<---< i’p <K,

where —A : D(A) € X — X is the infinitesimal generator of an analytic semigroup {T'(¢); t >
0} and X is a real Banach space endowed with the norm || - ||,

Au(ti) = u(ty) —u(t;),

(1.2)
<u(tlf) = tliﬁn}u(t),u(t;) = tlir?u(t)>,

F, f, g, I; are given continuous functions to be specified later.

By going a new way, that is, by combining operator semigroups, the techniques of
approximate solutions, noncompact measures, and the fixed point theory, we obtain new
existence results for problem (1.1), which generalize and improve some previous theorems
since neither the Lipschitz continuity nor compactness assumption on the impulsive
functions is required in the present paper.

The organization of this work is as follows. In Section 2, we recall some definitions,
and facts about fractional powers of operators, mild solutions and Hausdorff measure of
noncompactness. In Section 3, we give the existence results for problem (1.1) when the
nonlocal item and impulsive functions are only assumed to be continuous. In Section 4, we
give an example to illustrate our abstract results.

2. Preliminaries

Let (X,]| - ||) be a real Banach space. We denote by C([0, K], X) the space of X-valued
continuous functions on [0, K] with the norm

[[ull = max{[u()||; t € [0, K]}, (2.1)

and by L!([0, K], X) the space of X-valued Bochner integrable functions on [0, K] with the
norm |||, =[5 |l f(£)]|dE. Let

PC([0,K],X) :={u:[0,K] — X; u(t) is continuous at t #t;, left continuous at t = t;,

and the right limit u(#]) exists fori=1,2,...,p}.
2.2)

It is easy to check that PC([0, K], X) is a Banach space with the norm

[ullpc = sup [[u(®)]- (2.3)
te[0,K]
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In this paper, for r > 0, let B, := {x € X;||x|| < r} and

W, := {u € PC([0, K], X); u(t) € B,, Vt € [0,K]}. (2.4)

Throughout this paper, we assume the following.

(H1) The operator —A : D(A) € X — X is the infinitesimal generator of a compact
analytic semigroup {T(f) : t > 0} on Banach space X and 0 € p(A) (the resolvent set
of A).

In the remainder of this work, M := sup,_, [T (t)|| < oo.

Under the above conditions, it is possible to define the fractional power A* : D(A%) C
X — X,0 < a <1, of A as closed linear operators. And it is known that the following
properties hold.

Theorem 2.1 (see [13, Pages 69-75]). Let 0 < a < 1 and assume that (H1) holds. Then,
(1) D(A®) is a Banach space with the norm ||x||,, = ||A%x|| for x € D(A%),
(2)T(t): X — D(A*) fort >0,

(3) A*T(t)x =T (t)A%x for x € D(A%) and t > 0,
(4) for every t > 0, A*T (t) is bounded on X and there exists Co > 0 such that

14Tl < 2, 0<i<K, 5
(5) A™* is a bounded linear operator in X with D(A%) = Im(A™),
(6) if0 < < B < 1, then D(AP) — D(A%).
We denote by X, that the Banach space D(A*) endowed the graph norm from now on.

Definition 2.2. A function u € PC([0, K], X) is said to be a mild solution of (1.1) on [0, K] if
the function s — AT (t — s)F(s,u(s)) is integrable on [0, t) for all f € [0, K) and the following
integral equation is satisfied:

u(t) = T(t) [uo + F(0,u(0)) — g(u)] - F(t,u(t)) + JZ AT(t - s)F(s,u(s))ds

(2.6)
+ It T(t-s)f(s,u(s))ds+ Z T(t—t);(u(t;)), 0<t<K.
0 O<t;<t
To discuss the compactness of subsets of PC([0, K], X), weletty = 0, t41 = K,
Jo=(to, 1], 1 = (ti, k2], -, Jp = (bp, tpan]. (2.7)
For D € PC([0, K], X), we denote by Dlﬁ the set
D|; = {u e C([t;, tin], X); u(t;) =v(t)), u(t) =o(t), t € J;, v € D}, (2.8)

i=0,1,2,...,p. Then it is easy to see that the following result holds.
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Lemma 2.3. A set D C PC([0, K], X) is precompact in PC([0, K], X) if and only if the set D|7,- is
precompact in C([t;, tiv1], X) for everyi=0,1,2,...,p.

Next, we recall that the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness a(-) on each bounded
subset Q of Banach space Y is defined by

a(Q) =inf{e > 0; Q has a finite e-net in Y'}. (2.9)

Some basic properties of a(-) are given in the following Lemma.
Lemma 2.4 (see [14]). Let Y be a real Banach space and let B, C C'Y be bounded. Then,

(1) B is precompact if and only if a(B) = 0;

(2) a(B) = a(E) = a(convB), where B and convB mean the closure and convex hull of B,
respectively;

(3) a(B) < a(C) when B C C;

(4) a(B+C) <a(B) +a(C), where B+C ={x+y;, x € B, y € C};

(5) a(BUC) <max{a(B),a(C)};

(6) a(AB) = |A|a(B) for any A € R;

)

(7) let Z be a Banach space and Q : D(Q) C Y — Z Lipschitz continuous with constant k.
Then a(QB) < ka(B) for all B C D(Q) being bounded.

We note that a continuous map Q : W C Y — Y is an a-contraction if there exists a
positive constant k < 1 such that a(QC) < ka(C) for all bounded closed C C W.

Lemma 2.5 (see Darbo-Sadovskii’s fixed point theorem in [14]). If W C Y is bounded closed
and convex, and Q : W — W is an a-contraction, then the map Q has at least one fixed point in W.

3. Main Results

In this section, by using the techniques of approximate solutions and fixed points, we
establish a result on the existence of mild solutions for the nonlocal impulsive problem (1.1)
when the nonlocal item g and the impulsive functions I; are only assumed to be continuous
in PC([0, K], X) and X, respectively.

In practical applications, the values of u(t) for t near zero often do not affect g(u). For
example, it is the case when

q
g(u) = chu(sj), 0<sy<sy<---<s;<K. (3.1)
=1

So, to prove our main results, we introduce the following assumptions.

(H2) g : PC([0,K], X) — X is a continuous function, and there isa 6 € (0,t;) such that
g(u) = g(v) for any u,v € PC([0,K], X) with u(s) = v(s), s € [6,K]. Moreover,
there exist Ly, L} > 0 such that ||g(u)|| < L1|lullpc + L} for any u € PC([0, K], X).
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(H3) There exists a p € (0,1) such that F : [0,K] x X — Xj is a continuous function,
and F(-,u(-)) = F(-,v(-)) for any u,v € PC([0, K], X) with u(s) = v(s), s € [6,K].
Moreover, there exist L,, Lz > 0 such that

|APF (& x0) = APF (8, 20) | < Lol = ol (3.2)
forany 0 <t < K, x1,x, € X, and
|4t )| < Laqlixll + 1) (3.3)

forany0<t<K,x e X.

(H4) The function f(t,-) : X — X is continuous a.e. t € [0, K]; the function f(-,x) :
[0,K] — X is strongly measurable for all x € X. Moreover, for each I € N, there
exists a function p; € L'([0, K], R) such that || f(t,x)|| < pi(t) for a.e. t € [0,K] and
all x € B;, and

K
Y= li}n inf% J‘ pi(s)ds < oo. (3.4)

(H5) I; : X — X is continuous for every i = 1,2,...,p, and there exist positive numbers
Ly, L) such that ||I;(x)|| < Ly||x|| + L, forany x € X and i = 1,2,...,p.

We note that, by Theorem 2.1, there exist My > 0 and C_g > 0 such that M, = ||A™|| and

Ciyp

G 0<t<K (3.5)

e

For simplicity, in the following we set L = max{L1, L, L3, L4} and will substitute L1, L,, L3, L4
by L below.

Theorem 3.1. Let (H1)-(H5) hold. Then the nonlocal impulsive Cauchy problem (1.1) has at least
one mild solution on [0, K], provided

LCiK?

3.6
5 (3.6)

Lo=M(L+MoL+y+pL)+MyL+

To prove the theorem, we need some lemmas. Next, for n € N, we denote by Q, the
maps Q, : PC([0, K], X) — PC([0,K], X) defined by

t
(Qui) 1) = T(0) o+ FO,u(0) =T (3 )01 = Fltue)) + | AT(t = 5)F(5,u(s))ds

, , (3.7)
+ fo:r(t -5)f(s,u(s))ds+ > T(t- ti)T<E>1i(u(ti)), 0<t<K.

O<t;<t
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In addition, we introduce the decomposition Q, = Qu1 + Qn2 + Qu3 + Qna, where

Qu () =T -7(5 )50

7

Qe = 3 Tt =197 (5 ) u(t),

O<ti<t

(3.8)
(Quau) (t) = T(H)F(0,u(0)) - F(t,u(t)) + J: AT(t - s)F(s,u(s))ds,

t

(Quitt) () = fo T(t - 5)f (s, u(s))ds

foru € PC([0,K],X) and t € [0,K].

Lemma 3.2. Assume that all the conditions in Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. Then for any n > 1, the map
Q,, defined by (3.7) has at least one fixed point u,, € PC([0, K], X).

Proof. To prove the existence of a fixed point for Q,, we will use Darbu-Sadovskii’s fixed point
theorem.

Firstly, we prove that the map Q,3 is a contraction on PC([0, K], X). For this purpose,
let u1, up € PC([0, K], X). Then for each t € [0, K] and by condition (H3), we have

[(Qua11) (£) = (Quarz) (D)l
< MJIF(0,u1(0)) = F(0,u2(0))[| + |F (¢, 1 (£)) = F(t, uz(£) |l

t
[ IAT (= 5P (s, (5) - PG5, ()]s
< M||A-ﬂAﬂF(o, u1(0)) — AP APF(0,u2(0)) || + ||A-ﬂAﬂF(t, ui (t)) - APAPE(t, us (1)) ||

+ f;“Al-ﬂT(t ) [AﬂF(s, ui(s)) — APE(s, uz(s))] ”ds

tC
< MMaLjur = ] + MoLlua (1) - (0] + ) (el
0 — S

(3.9)

Thus,

LCy_yKP
1Qust1 — Quatiallpc < [ (M +1)MoL + T lte1 = us]l, (3.10)

which implies that Q3 is a contraction by condition (3.6).
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Secondly, we prove that Qus, Qni, Qn are completely continuous operators. Let
{um )21 be a sequence in PC([0, K], X) with

lim u,, =u (3.11)

m— oo

in PC([0, K], X). By the continuity of f with respect to the second argument, we deduce that
for each s € [0, K], f (s, um(s)) converges to f (s, u(s)) in X, and we have

K
1Ottt = Quattllpe < M fo 1 (5, 0m(5)) - £ (5, u(s))|ds,
1Qnttm — Quutllpe < M||g(um) — gw)||, (3.12)

4
1Qu2t4m — Quattllpe < MY ITi(ttm () = L (t:) -

i=1
Then by the continuity of f, g, I;, and using the dominated convergence theorem, we get

n}EnOOQnélum = Qn4u1 n}ilnoanlum = inur r&i_r)annZum = QnZu (313)

in PC([0, K], X), which implies that Q,4, Qu1, Quz are continuous on PC([0, K], X).
Next, for the compactness of Q,4 we refer to the proof of [4, Theorem 3.1].
For Q.1 and any bounded subset W of PC([0, K], X), we have

Q@) =T ~T(3 )TOg0), te10,K], uew, (3.14)

which implies that (Q,1W)(t) is relatively compact in X for every t € [0,K] by the
compactness of T'(1/#). On the other hand, for 0 < s <t < K, we have

1Qu®) - @uw© < |70 T [mo -1 (5, )zt | (.15)
Since {T(1/n)g(u); u € W} is relatively compact in X, we conclude that
1(Quiu)(t) = (Qumiu)(s)|| — 0 wuniformly ast — sand u € W, (3.16)

which implies that Q,; W is equicontinuous on [0, K]. Therefore, Q,; is a compact operator.
Now, we prove the compactness of Q,;. For this purpose, let

Jo=(,t], 1= (t,t], ..., Jp = (tp, K]. (3.17)
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Note that

rO/ te]OI

T~ w7 ( )ht),  te
(Qraw)(t) = 4 . (3.18)

p
S -7 (5 @), ey

\ i=1

Thus according to Lemma 2.3, we only need to prove that
1 -
(Qari ue Wik, = {1607 ()bt - Ty, uew} (3.19)

is precompact in C([f,t,],X), as the remaining cases for ¢ € 7,-, i=2,3,...,p, can be dealt
with in the same way; here W is any bounded subset in PC([0, K], X). And, we recall that
v = (Quaut) |71, u € W, which means that

o(t) = Q) (1)) =T (5 ) hu(t),
) (3.20)
o(t) = (Qen)(®) =Tt~ )T (3 )h(u(t)), te i

Thus, by the compactness of T(1/n), we know that {(Q,u);, u € W}|71 (t) is relatively

compact in X for every t € .
Next, for t; < s <t < tp, we have

1
n

”T(t - t1)T< >11(u(t1)) -T(s- tl)T<%>I1(u(t1))H

= ||T(s —t)[T(t-s) - T(O)]T< ! )Il(u(tl))

n

Thus, the set {Qpu; u € W}|71 C C([t1,t2], X) is equicontinuous due to the compactness of
{T(1/n)I1(u(t1)); u € W} and the strong continuity of operator T(-). By the Arzela-Ascoli
theorem, we conclude that {Q,,u; u € W}|71 is precompact in C([t1,t2], X). The same idea
can be used to prove that {Q,,u; u € W} |f is precompact for each i = 2,3,...,p. Therefore,
{Qmou; u € W} is precompact in PC([0, K], X), that is, the operator Q,» : PC([0,K],X) —
PC([0, K], X) is compact.

| (3.21)

< M“ [T(t-s) - T(O)]T< L >Il(u(t1))

n
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Thus, for any bounded subset W C PC([0, K], X), we have by Lemma 2.4,

a(QuW) < a(QuW) + a(QusW) + a(QuaW) + a(Qm2W) < Loa(W). (3.22)

Hence, the map Q,, is an a-contraction in PC([0, K], X).

Now, in order to apply Lemma 2.5, it remains to prove that there exists a constant
r > 0 such that Q,W, C W,. Suppose this is not true; then for each positive integer r, there
are u, € W, and t" € [0, K] such that ||(Q,u,)(t")|| > . Then

r < |[(Qnur) ()l
o

1) o = (5 ) ) + FO,u,0)| = 1,0 + | AT = 9)F (s, ())ds
0

t

Ci
< M[fluol| + Lr + L, + MoL(r +1)] + MyL(r + 1) +f ﬁL(r +1)ds
0(t—s)

o[ 10 9wt 3 e -r( L))

0 O<t;<tr

t
+ MI pr(s)ds + Mp(Lr + L))
0
, LCy_ 4K?
< M(Jlugll + Lr + Ly) + (1 + M)MoL(r +1) + T(r +1)

K
+ MI pr(s)ds + Mp(Lr + L}).
0
(3.23)

Dividing on both sides by r and taking the lower limit as » — +o00, we obtain that

LC1pKP

Lo=M(L+MoL+y+pL)+MyL+ 3

(3.24)

This is a contradiction with inequality (3.6). Therefore, there exists r > 0 such that the
mapping Q, maps W, into itself. By Darbu-Sadovskii’s fixed point theorem, the operator
Qy, has at least one fixed point in W,. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.3. Assume that all the conditions in Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. Then the set D|, gy is
precompact in PC([h, K], X) forall h € (0,6), where

D = {uy,; u, € PC([0, K], X) coming from Lemma 3.2, n > 1}, (3.25)

and 6 is the constant in (H2).

Proof. The proof will be given in several steps. In the following h is a number in (0, 6).
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Step 1. Dy, is precompact in C([h, t1], X).
For u € PC([0, K], X), define Qp; : PC([0, K], X) — PC([0,K], X) by

(Qru)(t) = T(HF(0,u(0)), te[0,K]. (3.26)

For u € C([h,t1],X), let u(t) = u(t), t € [h,t1], u(t) = u(h), t € [0, h], and we define
Qr2 : C([h, 1], X) — C([h, 1], X) by

(Qpau)(t) = =F(t, u(t)) + j; AT(t-s)F(s,u(s))ds, te[ht]. (3.27)

By condition (H3), Qp is well defined and for u € D, we have
(Qusw) () = (Qr1e) () + (Qraulpyy ) (B, € [, 1], (3.28)

On the other hand, for u,, € D, n > 1, we have (Q,,u,)(t) =0, t € [h,t1]. So,
n(t) = (Quitta) (1) + (Qrrtan) (1) + (Qr2talie) ) (O + (Quartn) (1), te [l (3:29)

Now, for {Q,1u,; n > 1}, we have

(Quttn) () = T(uo - T(t)T( ! )g(un>, te [hh]. (3.30)

n

By the compactness of T(t), t > 0, we get that {(Q,1u,)(t); n > 1} is relatively compact in X
for every t € [h, t1] and {Qumun; n > 1}|,,,) is equicontinuous on [h, t1], which implies that
{Qmun; n > 1}y, is precompact in C([h, t1], X).

By the same reasoning, {Qr1uy; 1 > 1}|,4, is precompact in C([h, t1], X).

For Qpy, we claim that Qp, : C([h, t1],X) — C([h,t:1], X) is Lipschitz continuous with
constant ML + (LC1_gKP)/p. In fact, (H3) implies that for every u,v € C([h,t],X) and
te[ht],

1(Qrau) (t) = (Qr20) (1)
<|IF(tu(t)) - F(t, o) + J0||AT(t - s)[F(s,u(s)) - F(s,v(s))]llds

(3.31)

t Ciyp _ _
< MoLlju(t) - o) + fo mL ds (I)’l;é;(”ll(t) o]

LCy_pKP
< MoL{ju(t) = v(t)|| + ————max|lu(t) - v (]|,
B hstsh



Advances in Difference Equations 11

that is,

LCy 4K?
1Qr2u = QP20 (1, x) < | MoL + 5 = Vllc(inp,x)- (3.32)

Therefore, Q> : C([h,t1],X) — C([h,t1],X) is Lipschitz continuous with constant ML +
(LCH;Kﬂ) /P.

Clearly, {Qnauy,; n > 1} is precompact in PC([0, K], X), and so is {Quat,; 1 > 1}|[h,t1] in
C([h, t1],X).

Thus, by (3.29) and Lemma 2.4, we obtain

a(Dlyy) < (MOL + IJC%’W)a(DhM). (3.33)

By (3.6), (MoL + (LCl_pKﬂ)/ﬁ) < 1, which implies a(D|y;,;,;) = 0. Consequently, D|;, ,,; is
precompact in C([h, t1], X).

Step 2. Dy, 4, is precompact in PC([h, t2], X).
For u € PC([h, t,], X), let

ut) =u(t), telht], ult)=u(h), tel[0,h], (3.34)
and define Q}, : PC([h, t2],X) — PC([h, t2], X) by
(Qpu)(t) = —=F(t,u(t)) + JZ AT(t—3s)F(s,u(s))ds, te[h,t]. (3.35)
By (H3), Q}, is well defined and for u € D, we have
(Qu)(®) = (Qr1) (1) + (Qpaulpy ) (B, EE [y 1a]. (3.36)

So, for u,, € D, n > 1, we have

10(5) = (Quitan) () + (Qrrtta) (8) + (Qpattal iy ) () + (Quawa) (B) + (Quawn)(B), £ € [ ba],
(3.37)

where

0, t e [ht],
(Quatn) (t) = (3.38)

Tt~ (5 ) htua(t), e
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According to the proof of Step 1, we know that
{Qumun; 12 1|1, {Qr1un; 1> 1[4, {Qunattn; 12 1} 1) (3.39)

are all precompact in PC([h, t;],X) and Q}, : PC([h,t2],X) — PC([h,t:],X) is Lipschitz
continuous with constant ML + (LCl_ﬁKﬂ )/ B.

Next, we will show that {Qoun; n > 1}, is precompact in PC([h, t2], X). Firstly,
it is easy to see that {Qmu,; n > 1}, is precompact in C([h, 1], X). Thus according to
Lemma 2.3, it remains to prove that

1 _
(Quatni n 2 1)1y, = {1 =07 (3, Ytun(t)); - €Ty, 21 (3.40)
is precompact in C([t1, t2], X). And, we recall that v,, = (Quou,) |71, n > 1, which means that

(1) = (Quatn) (1) =T (5 ) lua(t0),
(3.41)

0nt) = (Quattn) (#) = T(¢ - n)T(1 )11<un<t1>>, te .

n

By Step 1, D|,,,) is precompact in C([h, t1], X). Without loss of generality, we may suppose
that

Unlppg) — w, as n— oo in C([h, 1], X). (3.42)

Therefore, u,(t;) — w(t1), as n — oo in X. Thus, by the continuity of I; and T (t), we get

|7 (5 )ttt - nwteny)|

<

+

T(%)Il(w(tl)) - 11(w(t1))H

T<111>11(un(t1)) - T<%>11(w(t1))

(3.43)

< MI1 (un(t1)) — I (w(t)) || +

T(%)h(w(h)) - I (w(ty))

— 0,

as n — oo, which implies that {v,(t1); n > 1} is relatively compact in X. And, for t € Ji,
by the compactness of T(t), t > 0, {v,(t); n > 1} is also relatively compact in X. Therefore,
{Quaup; n > 1}|71 (t) is relatively compact in X for every t € J;.
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Next, for t; < s <t < tp, we have

|77 (3 ) nme) -1 =001 (5 Yt |

= ”T(s —t)[T(t-s) - T(O)]T(%)Il(un(tl))
1.

Thus, the set {Q,ou,; n > 1} |71 C C([t1,t2], X) is equicontinuous on 71 due to the compactness
of {T(1/n)I1(u,(t1)); n > 1} and the strong continuity of operator T'(t), t > 0. By the Arzela-
Ascoli theorem, we conclude that {Q,pu,; n > 1} |71 is precompact in C([t1, 2], X). Therefore,
{Qnaun; 12 1}, is precompact in PC([h, £2], X).

Thus, by Lemma 2.4, we obtain

| (3.44)

< M” [T(t-s) - T(O)]T(%)Il(un(tl))

a(Dlyy ) < (MOL + LC%’K[;%(DHW). (3.45)

By (3.6), (MoL + (LCl_ﬂKﬁ)/ﬂ) < 1, which implies a(D|y;,;,;) = 0. Consequently, D[, is
precompact in PC([h, t,], X).

Step 3. The same idea can be used to prove the compactness of D], in PC([h, ], X) for
i=3,...,p,p+1, wheret,,; = K. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. For u, € D, n > 1, let

{un(t), te[6,K],
un(t) = (3.46)
u,(6), telo0,6],

where 6 comes from the condition (H2). Then, by condition (H2), g(u,) = g(u,).
By Lemma 3.3, without loss of generality, we may suppose that u, — u €
PC([0,K], X), asn — oo. Thus, by the continuity of T'(t) and g, we get

7(5) g - 5w

<|[r(5 s -1(5, )z

(5 )t - g

+

(3 )8 -5 e

< M||g(n) - gw)|| +

— 0,
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asn — oo. Thus,
(Quinin>1) = {16) |- 1(;, )gtun)|in 21} (3.48)

is precompact in PC([0, K], X). Moreover, {Qust,; n > 1} and {Qou,; n > 1} are both

precompact in PC([0,K],X). And Q,3 : PC([0,K],X) — PC([0,K],X) is Lipschitz
continuous with constant (M + 1) MyL + (LCl_pKﬂ )/ B. Note that

U (t) = (Quutn) (t) = (Quittn) (t) + (Quattn) (t) + (Quartn) () + (Quoun)(t), t€[0,K]. (3.49)

Therefore, by Lemma 2.4, we know that the set D is precompact in PC([0, K], X). Without
loss of generality, we may suppose that u, — u*in PC([0, K], X). On the other hand, we also
have

i (0) = T0) [0 + FO,,000) = (5 ) )] = Flt a9
t t
+ j AT(t - s)F(s,uy(s))ds + J T(t-s)f(s,us(s))ds (3.50)
0 0

+ ST (5 )n(t), 0<t<K

O<t;<t
Letting n — oo in both sides, we obtain
W' (t) = T(8) [up + F(0,14°(0)) - g(u")] ~ F(t,u" (1))

+ JZ AT (t - s)F(s,u*(s))ds + JZ T(t-s)f(s,u"(s))ds (3.51)

+ > T(t-t)L(u*(t), 0<t<K,

O<t;<t

which implies that »* is a mild solution of the nonlocal impulsive problem (1.1). This
completes the proof. O

Remark 3.4. From Lemma 3.3 and the above proof, it is easy to see that we can also prove
Theorem 3.1 by showing that Dy, ) is precompact in PC([0, k], X).

The following results are immediate consequences of Theorem 3.5.

Theorem 3.5. Assume (H1), (H3)-(H5) hold. If g = 0, then the impulsive Cauchy problem (1.1) has
at least one mild solution on [0, K], provided

LC; 4KF -

M(MyL +y +pL) + MyL + 3

(3.52)
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Theorem 3.6. Assume (H1),(H2), (H4), and (H5) hold. If F = 0, then the nonlocal impulsive problem
(1.1) has at least one mild solution on [0, K], provided M(L +y + pL) < 1.

Theorem 3.7. Assume (H1), (H4), and (H5) hold. If ¢ = 0, F = 0, then the impulsive problem (1.1)
has at least one mild solution on [0, K], provided M(y + pL) < 1.

Remark 3.8. Theorems 3.5-3.6 are new even for many special cases discussed before, since
neither the Lipschitz continuity nor compactness assumption on the impulsive functions is
required.

4. Application
In this section, to illustrate our abstract result, we consider the following differential system:

% [w(t,x) + ’[:A(t,x,y)w(t,y)dy = aa—;w(t,x) +o(t,w(t, x)),
0<t<1, 0<x<o, t#t,
w(t,0) = w(t,mr) =0, 0<t<1, 4.1)
w(t)) -w(t;) =Li(w(t), i=1,...,p, 0<t <---<t, <1,

q
w(0,x) + Y cjw(sj,x) =wo(x), 0<si<--<s;<1, 0<x<m,
j=1

where wy € L*([0,x]), t;, sj,c; are given real numbers fori = 1,...,p,j = 1,...,q,and 1 :
[0,1] x [0,ar] x [0,7r] — Rand v : [0,1] x R — R are functions to be specified below.

To treat the above system, we take X = L?([0,sr]) with the norm || - || and we consider
the operator A : D(A) C X — X defined by

Az =-Z" (4.2)
with domain
D(A) = {z € X; z,z' area absolutely continuous, z" € X, z(0) = z(r) = 0}. (4.3)

The operator —A is the infinitesimal generator of an analytic compact semigroup (T (t)),5, on
X. Moreover, A has a discrete spectrum, the eigenvalues are n?, n € N, with the corresponding
normalized eigenvectors e, (x) = \/2/ur sin(nx), and the following properties are satisfied.

(@) If z € D(A), then Az = 3%, n*(z,e,)en.

(b) Foreach z € X, T(t)z = 3.5, exp(-n?t)(z, e, )e,. Moreover, | T(t)|| < 1 for all t > 0.

(c)

(d) AV? is given by A2z = 3% n(ze,)e, with the domain D(AV?) = {z €
X; Y n(z,eq)e, € X},

Foreachz € X, A2z = 3% 1/n(z, e,)ey. In particular, ||A~1/2|| = 1.
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Assume the following.

(1) The function A : [0,1] x [0,or] x [0,or] — R is continuously differential with
A(t,0,y) = Mt,or,y) = 0fort € [0,1], y € [0,or], and there exists a real number
6 € (0,s1) such that A(t,x,y) =0 for t € [0,6], x,y € [0, xr]. Moreover,

(G E R

(2) For each t € [0,1], v(t,-) is continuous, and for each x € R, v(:,x) is measurable
and, there exists a function a(-) € L'([0,1],R) such that |[v(t,x)| < a(t)|x| for a.e.
te[0,1] and all x € R.

(3) I; : X — X is a continuous function for each i = 1,...,p, and there exist positive
numbers Ly, L) such that ||I;(z)|| < Ly||z|| + L, forany z € X and i = 1,2,...,p.

Define F, f : [0,1]xX — Xand g: PC([0,1],X) — X, respectively, as follows. For x € [0, o],

F(t,2)(x) = fo A(t %, )= (y)dy,
£(t,2)(x) = ot 2(x)), (45)

q
g(u)(x) = chu(sj) (x).

j=1
From the definition of F and assumption (1), it follows that

F(,u1()) = F(,ua()))  with uy(t) = ua(t), t € [6,1], for uy, up € PC([0,1], X),
(F(t 2) en) = IO e,,(x)<J1) J\(f,x,y)z(y)dy)dx
1/(" 0 >
- E<JO &j‘(t'x'y)z(y)dy,\/;cos(nx)>,

inﬂf(t, z1) - F(t,z2), en)en
n=1

P ((nnyoved]

[ G -=mra]”

<Az - z]|.

|AV2E (¢, z1) - AV2E(t, )| = (4.6)

Thus, system (4.1) can be transformed into the abstract problem (1.1), and conditions (H2),
(H3), (H4), and (H5) are satisfied with

g 1
Li=Y]|cl, Le=Ls=A,  p()=lal), y= f a(t)dt. (4.7)
j=1 ’
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If (3.6) holds (it holds when the related constants are small), then according to Theorem 3.1,
the problem (4.1) has at least one mild solution in PC([0, 1], X).
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