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Hamilton—Jacobi functional differential equations
with unbounded delay

by ADAM NADOLSKI (Gdansk)

Abstract. The Cauchy problem for nonlinear functional differential equations on the
Haar pyramid is considered. The phase space for generalized solutions is constructed. An
existence theorem is proved by using the method of successive approximations. The theory
of characteristics and integral inequalities are used. Examples of phase spaces are given.

1. Introduction. For any metric spaces U and W we denote by C(U, W)
the class of all continuous functions defined on U and taking values in W.
Let L([0,a],R4) be the set of summable functions « : [0,a] — R4 = [0, 00).
Vectorial inequalities will be understood to hold componentwise.

Let H denote the Haar pyramid

H=/{(t,z) = (t,x1,...,2,) ERT™ .t €[0,a], =b+ h(t) <z < b— h(t)}

and
F = (—00,0] x [<b,b] c RY™,

where b = (by,...,b,) € R}, and h = (hy,...,hy,) € C([0,a],R7}), a > 0.
We assume that h is nondecreasing, h(0) = 0 and b > h(a).

Let Y be a space of initial functions w : F — R. We assume that Y is a
linear space with a norm || - ||y and that (Y, |- ||y) is a Banach space. For
0 <t<aweput H = HnN(0,t] x R™). Let || - ||+ be the supremum norm
in C(H,R) or C(H¢,R™). For each t, 0 < t < a, we consider a space X; of
functions z : EU H;y — R. We assume that X; is a linear space with a norm
- lx,:

Write X = X, and || - ||x = | - [|x, and assume that V : X — C(H,R)
is a given operator. Let {2 = H x R x R” and assume that f : 2 — R
and ¢ : E — R are given functions. We consider the functional differential
equation

(1) Oz(t,x) = f(t,x,(Vz)(t, ), 0z2(t, x))
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with the initial condition
(2) A(t,2) = p(t,a) on E

where 0,2 = (03,2, ...,04,2).

Write I[z] = {t € [0,a] : (t,z) € H} for x € [—b,b]. We will consider
generalized solutions of problem (1), (2). A function v : EU H, — R,
0 < c<a,is a solution of (1), (2) provided

(i) v|g, is continuous and d,v(t, x) exists for (¢, z) € H,,
(ii) v(+,z) : I[z] — R is absolutely continuous for every x € [—b, ],
(iii) for every = € [—b,b] the function v satisfies equation (1) for almost
all ¢ € I[x] and condition (2) holds.

Two different types of results on nonlinear first order partial differential
or functional differential equations appear in the literature. The first type
theorems deal with initial or initial boundary problems which are local with
respect to x, while those of the second type are global with respect to the
spatial variable. We are interested in results of the first type.

Numerous papers have been published concerning nonlinear first order
partial differential or functional differential equations on the Haar pyramid.
The following questions were considered: differential inequalities, uniqueness
and continuous dependence for initial value problems ([2, 6, 11, 16]), differ-
ence inequalities and approximate solutions ([10, 14]), existence of classical
or generalized solutions ([5, 6, 15, 17]). The papers [1, 3, 4, 18] initiated the
investigations of functional differential inequalities generated by initial value
problems on the Haar pyramid. Existence results for functional differential
equations of the Volterra type with initial conditions can be found in [9].
The monograph [8] contains an exposition of recent developments in hyper-
bolic functional differential equations. All these problems have the following
property: the initial set in the Cauchy problem is bounded.

It is the purpose of this paper to examine Hamilton—Jacobi functional
differential equations with unbounded delay. We give sufficient conditions for
the existence of generalized solutions of initial value problems. The set of
axioms for phase spaces given here seems to be in final form for generalized
or classical solutions.

Note that the theory of ordinary functional differential equations with
unbounded delay has been described extensively in the monographs [7, 12].
Functional differential problems for quasi-linear hyperbolic systems with
unbounded delay were considered in [13].

The paper is organized as follows. The set of axioms for phase spaces is
formulated in Section 2. The notion of characteristics for problem (1), (2)
and their properties are given in the next section. Then the Cauchy problem
is transformed into a system of integral functional equations. This system is
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solved in Sections 5 and 6 by the method of successive approximations. The
main existence result and a theorem on continuous dependence of solutions
on initial functions is presented in the last section of the paper.

2. Function spaces. Let C!(H;,R), 0 < t < a, be the set of all continu-
ous functions w : H; — R such that the derivatives (05, w, ..., 0z, w) = Oyw
exist and d,w € C(H;,R"). For w € C!(Hy,R) we put

lwllf = [lwll + max{[|dsw(r, y)| : (,y) € He}.

We denote by CITE(H;, R), 0 < t < a, the set of all w € C!(H;,R) such
that

Lip O,w| g,
Ozw(T,y) — Ozw(T, 7 _ _
= SUP{H 20(7,y) — Gsw(n. Yl (1,9),(1,7) € Hy, y # y} < oc.
ly — 7l
For w € C'+L(H;, R) we put
lwll{ T = llwll{ + Lip 0zw|,-

AssumpTION H[X]. Suppose that (Y,|-||y) and (Xy, || |lx,), 0 <t < a,
are Banach spaces and

1)ifz: FEUH; — Rand z|g €Y, z|g, € C(H,R) then z € X; and
Izllx. < llzlelly + 2]l

2) if w €Y then |w(0,z)| < ||w|y for z € [-b,b],
3) the linear subspaces XtI C Xy, 0<t<a,and Y! CY are such that

(i) X/ endowed with the norm || - |xz and Y! endowed with the
norm | - |lyr are Banach spaces,

(ii) if z: EUH; — R and z|p € Y, 2|y, € CT(Hy,R) then z € X[
and

lellxs < ll2lpllyr + Nzl )i,

(iii) if w € Y7 then 0,w(0,z) exists for z € [~b,b] and |w(0,z)| +
102w(0, 2)|| < [Jwlly for = € [-b,0],
4) the linear subspaces Xt”L c X!,0<t<a,and Yt C Yare such
that

(i) X/** endowed with the norm || - HXtI+L and Y/*% endowed with
the norm || - ||yr+z are Banach spaces,

(ii)if z : EUH; — R and z|p € YI*L, 2|y, € CIHL(H,, R) then
z e X and

I+L
2l oo < llzlellyres + 2l
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Suppose that ¢ € Y/*E and 0 < ¢ < a, d = (do,d1,d2) € R3, X =
(Ao, A1), Ao, A1 € L([0,¢],R4). We denote by CéfgL[d, A] the class of all
functions z : E U H, — R such that

(i) z(t,z) = ¢(t,z) on E,

(ii) z|m, is continuous and |z(¢,z)| < dy on H.,,

(iii) Op2(t, z) exists for (¢t,x) € H, and ||0,z(t, z)|| < d1 on H,,

(iv) for (¢, z), (t,T), (t,x) € H. we have

‘Z(t, x) - Z(f,l’)’

IN

Ao(€) d€

)

H&L’Z(t? .CC) - 8x2:(_, ‘T)H

IN

o e Rk e o

M (€) de| + dall — 7).

Let s = (s,s1) € R% and p € L([0,¢],R;). We denote by CL[s, u] the
class of all functions v : H. — R™ such that

(i) v e C(H.,R™) and |jv(t,z)|| < sp on H,,

(ii) for (¢,z), (t,T) € H, we have

lo(t,2) = v@.2)] < |

ey

pl€) €| + sl — 7.

Under suitable assumptions on the given functions we will prove that there
exists a solution v of problem (1), (2) such that v € C’éftL [d,\] and u €

CL[s, p], where u = 0,v|p, .
Now we formulate assumptions on the operator V.

AssumpTION H[V]. Suppose that V : X — C(H,R) and
1) there is Ly € R4 such that for z,Z € X we have
V2= VZ||: < Lollz — Z[ x,.

2)if z € X/, 0 <t <a, then Vz € CI(H;,R) and there is L € R, such
that for 2,z € X/ we have

V2= Vzl{ < Lz zllx;,
3) if z € CTTE(Hy, R), 0 < t < a, then Vz € CTHE(Hy, R) and there are
M, C € R, independent of z such that
IV2ll;*F < Mllz] yree +C.
REMARK 2.1. If Assumption H[V] is satisfied then the operator V sat-

isfies the following Volterra condition: if (t,x) € H, z,Z € X and z2(1,y) =
Z(r,y) for (1,y) € EU Hy then (V2)(t,z) = (VZ)(t, x).
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LEMMA 2.2. Suppose that Assumption H[V] is satisfied and 0 € X is
given by O(1,y) =0 for (1,y) € EU H.
If ze X, 0<t<a, then

WVzll: < Lollz||lx, + A, where A > ||V
IfzeXtI,O<t§a, then
IVl < Llizllye + B, where B> Vo)L,

We omit the proof of the lemma.

Now we give examples of spaces of initial functions.

EXAMPLE 2.3. Let 7:(—00,0]— (0, 00) be a given function with v(0) =1.
Let Y be the space of all continuous functions w : £ — R such that

wly = SUP{ |w7(7z;;3) L (t,x) € E} < 0.

Denote by Y/ the class of all w € Y such that (9w, ...,0,,w) = Jw
exists on E, 0,w € C(E,R") and

|0, w(t, )|
Oyw|ly = supd ———
[ 0zw]|y p{ ory

((t,x) € E} < 0.

For w € Y we put
[wllyr = [lwlly + [[Gzw]ly-
Let Y!+E be the space of all w € V! which satisfy Lip [0,w], < oo, where
: [0zw(t, x) — Dw (i, T)|| _ -
Lip [0,w] :sup{ — c(tyx), (t,T) e E, x #T ;.
o Y(@)llz — Z|

We define the norm in Y+ by

[wllyr+z = [Jwllyz + Lip [0zw],.

EXAMPLE 2.4. Fix p > 1. Denote by Y the class of all functions w €

C(E,R) such that for x € [—b, b] we have

0

S |w(T, )P dr < oc.
Write

lolly = max{|w(0,2)| : z € [~b,b]}
0 1/p
+ sup{( i yw(T,xﬂpdT) Lz e [-b, b]}.

— 00

Denote by Y the closure of Y with the above norm.
Let Y/ C Y be the set of all w € Y such that the derivative d,w(t, )
exists on E and
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(i) Oyw is continuous on {0} x [—b, b],
(ii) for « € [—b, b] we have

0
|0 w||p = sup{( S | Ozw (T, )||P dT) v cx € [—D, b]} < 0.

—o
Write
[wllyr = [[wlly + [[0zw]lp + max{[|O;w (0, )| : = € [-b, b]}.
Let Y!+E be the set of all w € Y/ such that Lip [0,w], < 0o, where
Lip [0, w]p
{ S_ |0,w (T, ) — dpw (T, T||P dr) /P
= sup

|l =z~

c(t,x), (t,7) € B, © # f}

We define the norm in Y+ by
|lwl|lyr+z = ||w|lyr + Lip [@Ew]p.

EXAMPLE 2.5. Let Y be the space of all functions w € C(E,R) which
are bounded and

—-n
lw]|« = sup{ S |w(r,z)|dr : x € [=b,b], n € N} < 00,
—(n+1)
where N is the set of natural numbers. For w € Y we put
[wlly = [Jwll+ + max{|w(0, z)| : = € [0, ]}.
Let Y be the closure of Y with the above norm.
Denote by Y the class of all w € Y such that the derivative d,w exists
on E, d,w is continuous for almost all ¢ € (—o0,0) and
—-n
|0z w||« = Sup{ S |Ozw(T, x)|| dT : x € [=b,b], n € N} < 00
—(n+1)
For w e Y! we put
[wllyr = llwlly + [[Gzwll« + max{[| 02w (0, )] : = € [-b,b]}.
Let Y+ be the space of all w € Y such that Lip [0,w]. < 0o, where
S:?n_,_l) |0zw(T, x) — Opw(r,T)| dr

[l —Z|

Lip [0z w]. = sup{

We define the norm in Y+ by
[wllyr+z = [Jwllyr + Lip [Oyw]s.

‘2, T € [—b,b],neN}.

It is easy to find suitable spaces Xy, 0 < t < a, corresponding to the
above sets of initial functions.
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3. Characteristics of nonlinear equations. We start with the as-
sumptions on f.

AssuMpTION H[J, f]. Suppose that the function f : £2 — R of the vari-
ables (t,x,p,q), ¢ = (q1,...,qn), is such that

1) the derivative (9y, f,...,0q,f) = Ogf exists on 2 and O, f (-, z,p, q) :
I[x] — R™ is measurable for (z,p,q) € [-b,b] x R x R",

2) there is v = (v1,...,7) € L([0, a],R") such that

|0g; f(t,z,p,q)] < vi(t) on f2forl<i<n,
3) there is 3 € L([0,a], R1) such that
10gf(t, 2, p,q) = O0gf (¢, 2,0, 9)|| < BE)|llz — || + [p — DI + [l — 7]

on 2,

4) for t € [0,a] we have

h(t) = {(€) de.

Now we define the notion of characteristics for equation (1). Suppose
that ¢ € Y+l and 2 € C’S{,.JEL[d, A, u € CE[s, u]. We consider the Cauchy
problem
B) (1) = =04 f(rn(7), (V2)(7,n(7)), u(rn(7),  nt) ==,
where (t,z) € H.. Let

g[Z, U](, tv .’L‘) = (gl [27 U](, ta $>> s 7gn[za U](, t7 l’))
be a Carathéodory solution of problem (3). The function g[z,u] is the char-
acteristic of equation (1) corresponding to [z, u].

LEMMA 3.1. Suppose that Assumptions H[X|, H[V], H[0, f] are satisfied
and

p,peY™ e CliMd N, zeCLMd, N, wme Cls ],
where 0 < ¢ < a. Then the characteristics g[z,u|(-,t,x) and g[Z,7](-,t, )
are defined on intervals [0, (¢, z)] and [0,7(t, )] such that for & = k(t, x),
¢ =R(t,x) we have

(€ glz,ul(&, t,2)) € OHe,  (€,9[z,T(, t,2)) € OHL,

where OH,. is the boundary of H.. Moreover the solutions are unique and we
have the estimates

(@) llgle,ul(rt,2) = glzul(n D) < B(r1) |l — 7] + 1§ ()l de]|
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for 7 € [0, min{x (¢, z), (¢, T)}] and
(5) ||g[z,u](7',t,:c) _9[575](7—716756)”

T

< 6"(r,8)| | B@) Lollz = Zlx, + lu—le] e

for 7 € [0, min{k(¢, x),%(t, z)}], where

(6) B(r.) = exp|d }ﬁﬁ(g)

T

|: d=14B+si+Llglys +do+ ).

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the solution of (3) follows from
classical theorems. Note that the right-hand side of the differential system
satisfies the Carathéodory assumptions, and the Lipschitz condition

10,f (7, y, (V2)(7,9), u(r,y)) = 0gf (7.7, (V2)(7,7), u(r, 7)) | < B(r)l|ly — 7
holds on H,., where
B(r) = B(7)[1+ B+ L||z| x; + 1]

If we transform problem (3) into an integral equation, then by Assumptions
H[V] and H[0, f] we have the integral inequality

lgls, ul(r.t,2) = gl ul(r 2D < 1= 7 + | [l 1]

+d( B(E) glz, ul (€.t @) — gz ul (@,2,7) | d

for 7 € [0, min{k(¢, x), k(t,T)]. Now we obtain (4) by the Gronwall inequal-
ity.
Analogously by Assumptions H[V] and H[0, f] we get

lglz, ul(7,t, ) — g[z,u(7, t, z)| Hﬁ )Lollz — Zl|x, + [lu —ull¢] d&}
t

+ Hﬂ )glz, u] (€t 2) - [Z,H](f,t,x)”dg‘

t

for 7 € [0, min{k(t, ), R(t, x)]. Thus (5) follows from the Gronwall inequal-
ity. This proves Lemma 3.1.

4. Functional integral operators. Now we formulate further assump-
tions on f and ¢.

AssumpTION H[f, ¢]. Suppose that Assumption H[0, f] is satisfied and
1) there is a € L([0,a], Ry) such that |f (¢, z,p,q)| < a(t) on £2,



Hamilton—Jacobi equations 113

2) the derivatives (Oy, f,..., 02, f) = O.f and O,f exist on 2 and for
every (z,p,q) € [=b,b] x R x R™ the functions
Ouf(,2,p,q) : Ilz] = R™,  Opf(-,z,p,q) : I[z] = R
are measurable,
3) there is ¥ € L([0,a], Ry ) such that

on {2 and the expressions

Haxf(taxapa Q) - 8Z’f(tafaﬁaq)||7 ‘apf(tw,rapa Q) - 8pf(t7 57576)’
are bounded from above by
Bl =zl + lp =l + llg —4lll,
4) the function ¢(0, -):[—b,b] — R is continuous, the derivative 0;¢(0, -)
= (02,9(0,),...05,9(0,-)) exists on [—b, b] and
p(0, )] <o, [[02p(0, )| <1,
1020(0, 2) = 92p(0,T) || < r2flz — 7],
for x,z € [-b, b].
REMARK 4.1. For simplicity of notations, we have assumed the same

estimate for 0, f and 0, f. We have also assumed the Lipschitz condition for
Oqf, Oxf, Opf with the same constant.

Now we find a system of integral functional equations which are gener-
ated by (1), (2). Write
Plz,ul(7,t,z)
= (1. glz,ul(7,t, z), (V2)(7, glz, ul (7, 1, x)), u(T, [z, u] (7, £, 2))).
Given p € YIHE, 2 € CLEd, N, u € CL[s, p], we define
t
(7)  Flz,u](t,z) = ¢(0,g[z,u](0,t,2)) + S f(Plz,u](r,t,x)) dr

0
n t

— Og. f(Plz,u](7, t, z))uk(T, gz, ul(T,t,2)) dT
k=1

t

(8)  Gilz,u|(t,z) = 02,(0,g[z,u](0,t,x)) + S O, f(Pz,u](T,t,2)) dr
0

+ Spr(P[z,u](T,t,az))axi(Vz)(T,g[z,u](T,t, x))dr, i=1,...,n.
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Moreover we put
Glz,u]l = (Gilz,u], ..., Gnlz,u]).

We will consider the following system of functional integral equations:

9) z=Flz,ul, u=Gzu], z=¢ onkE
and ,
(10) glz,ul(rt,2) = 2+ | 9. f (Plz,ul (&, t, ) dé.

e
The above system is obtained in the following way. We introduce first an ad-
ditional unknown function v = (uq,...,u,) = 0zz in (1). Then we consider
the following linearization of (1) with respect to w:

n

1) data) = FU) + 3 0y FU) Dy 2(t7) — st ),
j=1

where U = (t,z,(Vz)(t,z),u(t,z)). By (1) we get the differential equations

for the unknown function wu:

(12) Opui(t, x) = Oy f( )+ 0pf(U)0x,(V2)(t, )

+Zaqu 3xjultx) 1<i<n.

We assume the following 1n1t1a1 condition for wu:
(13) u(0,z) = 0,¢(0,2) for x € [—b, b].

Note that the quasi-linear system (11), (12) has the following property: the
differential equations of the characteristics for (11) and (12) are the same and
they have the form (3). Considering (11) and (12) along the characteristic
glz,u](-, t, ), we obtain

(14) %zm[z,u](mx>>:f<P[z,u]<T,t,x>>

—Z Oq; f(Plz,ul(7,t,2))u;(T, g[2,u|(T,t,2)),

and

(15) ui(Tag[z7u](7—7tv x)) - 8xif(P[Z,u](T,t,.%')>

+ 0 f(Plz,ul(71,t, )02, (V2)(T, g2, ul (7, 8, x)), 1 <i<mn.

By integrating (14), (15) on [0,t] with respect to 7 and using the initial
conditions (2), (13) we get (9), (10).

The proof of the existence of a solution of (9), (10) will be based on the

following method of successive approximations. We define z(m . EUH, — R

a
dr
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and «(™) : H, — R™ in the following way. We put first

0) _ Je(t,r) on E,
(16 #l6%) = {so(o,w) on H,,
(17) u(t, ) = 9,0(0,2) on H,.

If 2(m . Eu H.— R and u(m H. — R" are known, then

(i) 1) is a solution of the equation
(18) w= G,
where G(™) = (Ggm), . .,G%m)) = G[2(™), u],

(ii) z(m*Y is given by

(m+1) _ gD(t,l‘) on E’
(19) z (t, ) = {F[z(m),u(m+1)](t,l‘) on H..

The problem of the existence of the sequence {z(™}, {u(™} is the main
difficulty in our method.

5. Existence of the sequence of successive approximations. In
this section we prove that the sequences {z(™} and {u(™} are defined on
E U H, and H, respectively provided ¢ € (0, a] is sufficiently small.

THEOREM 5.1. If Assumptions H[X], H[V], H[f, ¢] are satisfied and ¢ €
YI*L then there are constants (do,dy,ds) = d € ]Ri, (so,81) = s € Ra_,
¢ € (0,a] and functions p, A = (Ao, A1), 1, Ao, A1 € L([0, ¢],Ry) such that
for any m > 0 we have

(L) there exist 2™ : EU H, — R and u™ : H, — R" and
2(m) ¢ C’S{,'JEL[d, A, u™ e CFls, ),

(I,,) 0,2 (t, x) = ul™(t,x) on H,.

Proof. The proof is divided into a sequence of steps.

1. We begin by defining some functions and constants. Write

P=1+B +L(||g0HyI +dy + dl),
P=C+M(||gllyrse +do + di + da),

I(#) = 8*(0,0){rs + PA [ 5(€) de + P{ () de ),
0 0

I(t) = 3 0.0 {r + [ [PA©) + 2517 + s0dB(©)] e }.

0
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where [* is given by (6). Suppose that the constants d = (dg,d;,d2), s =
(s0,51), ¢ € (0,a] and the functions A = (Ao, A1), p satisfy the conditions

(20) so=di >+ P\F(&)ds,  s1=dy >T(c),
0
(21) p(t) = Ai(t) = L)y + Py(t),

(22) do = ro + J[a(§) + sollv ()] 8,

O e O

(23) o(t) = (@) ]y (@)]| + a(b).

Note that if we assume that sy = dy > r1, s1 = dy > r9 and dg > rg then
there is ¢ € (0, a] such that conditions (20), (22) are satisfied.

II. We prove (I,,) and (II,) by induction. It follows from (16), (17)
that (Ip) and (IIy) are satisfied. Supposing now that (I,,) and (II,,) hold
for given m > 0, we will prove that there exists w™tD) g — R™ and
umt) € CL(s, u]. We claim that

(24) G CEs, u] — CE[s, ).

It follows from Assumptions H[V] and H[f, ¢| that

t
(25) 1G]t )| < r1+ PYF(€)dé < 5o on H..
0

Assumptions H[V] and H[X] imply the estimates

10:(V2"") (7, y) = 0:(V=") (7, 9)] < Plly — 7],
10: (V=) (roy)ll < B+ Lllellyr + do + du),

for (1,y), (1,7) € H.. It follows from Assumptions H[f, ¢] and H[V] that the
terms

102 F (P2, ) (€, 1, 2)) — Ou f(P[™) u](€,7,T))|| d,

0 (P12, u)(€,t,2)) = 0 (P, u] (6,7, 7)) d€

O ey o+ O ey

can be estimated by

t

a\ B()Igl=m™, (€.t 2) — g[=™, (&, E. 7] de.
0
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The above inequalities and Lemma 3.1 imply

(26)  [G™l(t,x) - G u] ny ) d|

+ 1) [Hx—x|r+\§ &)l de||

on H,.. Conditions (25), (26) and (20)—(23) imply (24).

IT1. Now we prove that G(™ is a contraction on CX[s, u]. If u, @ € CL[s, ]
then by Assumptions H[f, ¢] and H[V] we get

t

27) 6" [ul(t, 2) = Gt 2)l| < (I(e) + P) § B()]lu — ulle dé
0

for (t,z) € H.. For u € CE[s, u] we put

|/l = max { l]¢ exp [—Z(F(c) +P) § B(r) dT] .t e o, c]}.

0
Hence, by (27) we get

1G] — G
t

¢
< (1(0) + P)llu— . § (&) exp | 21(e) + P) § () dr | de
0

0
1 t
< 5llu =l exp|2(1(e) + P) | (r) dr ], te0,a)
0
and consequently

1
1G] = G| < 5 lu— ).

By the Banach fixed point theorem it follows that there is exactly one
u™tD) € CL[s, u] satistying (18).

IV. Now we prove that the function 21 : EU H. — R given by (19)
satisfies (IL,41). Put

Alt,z,7) = 2D (,7) — 2D (1 2) = S Wl (1) (75 - )
j=1

for (t,x), (t,T) € H.. We prove that there exists C' € R such that
(28) |A(t,2,7)| < Cllz —Z|* for (t,2),(t,T) € He.
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It follows from (19) and (I,,41) that
(29) A(t,,7) = FI20, um (1, 7) = F[20, o™ V)(, 2)

—ZG ul™ (¢, 2)(z; — ).

Write
g™ (1, t,x) = g[z™), " D](1, 8, 2),
P™(7,t,2) = P[z <m>, w™m V) (7, ¢, ),

)

QUM (&, 7 t,2,T) = EPM (1, t,x) + (1 — E)P™(1,1,7), € €[0,1].
Moreover we put

¢"(t,2,7) = (0 9"(0,,7)) = (0,9"(0,¢,))

_Zax] O t,2))(T; — rj),

o™ (t,x,z) = [f(P™(r,t,7)) — f(P'")(7,t,2))] dr.
0

It follows from (7) and (29) that

At z,T) = )

n

~—

Lz, T) + T (t,2,7)

o~

FPO )™ (g (78, 3))

9y

J

.
Il
—

|
O ey

3

8g, £ (P (7,8, 2))ul™ V) (7, g™ (7, 8, 2)) dr

+
<.
Il
—_
O ey

3

t
S&cjf (7,1, 2)) dr (Tj — )
0

.
Il
—

n t
Sa 7_ t ZE))axj(VZ(m))(T,g(m)(7_7t7x)) dT(fj — l‘j).
10

<.
Il

By the Hadamard mean value theorem we have

o™t z,7)

3

!

1
[ 0u, F(QU(€, 7.1, 2, 7)) de (9™ (7,1, 7) — g™ (7.t 2)) dr
j=10
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S
0
< (V) (g™ (78,7)) = (V20) (7,9 (7. t,) dr
S
0

Write

where
t

A (7, t,2,7) = ([0, f (P, 1,7)) = 0, F(PT(E 1, 2))] dE, 1< j <.

T

Then
g(m)(Tvtaf) - g(m)(’T,t,IL‘) - ('f - ZE) = A(m)(T,t,;E,f).

V. To simplify the formulation of the next properties of the function A
we define

(30) Atz 7) = 3" (t,2,7)
+ S ZS [8$Jf(Q(m)(§7 T, tv €, 'T)) - 8$Jf(P(m) (Ta ta x))] df
0 0

j=1
x [0\ (r,t,7) — gi™ (7.t 2)] dr

1
+\ [0, £(Q (&, 7 t, 2, 7)) — Opf (P(7, 1, 2))] dE
0

!
0
% [(Vz(m))(T, g(m) (1,4,T)) — (Vz(m))(ﬂ g(m) (1,t,2))] dr
!
0

n 1
+ 1> 8100, Q& 7.1, 2, 7)) — 0y, F (P (1,8, 7)) dE
j=10
% [ul™ ) (, g (7,8,7)) — W\ (7, g (7,1, 2))] dr
t
+ S Oy f (P (1,t,2))0™) (1, t, 2,T) dr,
0

where
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3" (1,2, 7) = (0, g™ (0,1, 7)) — (0, g™ (0, ¢, z))
=5 0a,0(0, 90,8, 2))[9S™ (0,8,7) — g8 (0,1, 2)],
O (7, t,2,7) = (V20 (1, ¢ (1,4, ) — (V") (1, g™ (7, ¢, ))

=30, (V2 (7, g ()[04 (7,1, 7) — g™ (7 8, 7).

We define the function A by
(31) A(t,z,7) Zamj (0,¢,))A™ (0,t,2,T)

n t
+ 3 N0, F(P (7,8, 2) AT (7,8, 2, T) dr
10

<.
Il

3

[

+ Opf (P (1, ,2)) 8y, (V2™) (7, g (7, 8, 2)) A (7, 1, 2, 7) dr

=1

<.

3

t
> {100, (P (7)) = 0y, (Pt )™ (7, g0 (7t 7)) .
0

.
Il
R

Then A(t, z,T) = A(t,T) + A(t, z, Z).
VI. Now we prove that

(32) Alt,z,T) = for (¢,2), (t,7) € He.
Write £(m) = (=™ =" )) where

:.(m) —

EM(E ) = 8a,0(0, 90,1, 2))

B f (P (1,t,2)) 0y, (V™) (7, g™ (1, t,2)) dT

J

(rt,a)) dr —u" V(€ g (g t2), 1<j<n
It follows from (31) that

Alt,z,7) = 3| Z"™(E,t,2) [0, F(PU™ (€1, 7)) — 0y, F(PU (€, ,x))] de.
0

9" (&7 g (7t @) = U (& )
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and u(™t1) satisfies equation (18) on H, it follows that
=M t,a)=0 for (t,z) € He, £ €[0,1],
and consequently AN(t, x,T) = 0. Thus we have proved that
(33) Alt,z,7) = A(t,z,T) for (t,z),(t,T) € H,.
An easy computation shows that
[ (¢, 7)| < rallg ™ (r,t,7) - g (1 t,2)
and
(V") (g™ (7, 8,7)) = (V20 (r, g (7,8, 2)]
< [Lllellyr +do+di) + Bg"™ (7,t,7) — g™ (7,8, 2)].
Moreover we have
[ (7, g (7, 8, 7)) — ul ™D (7, g (7,8, )|
< sillg"™ (. t,7) — g (7 t, ),
and
0™ (7, t,2,7)|
< [M(|@llyr+e + do+ dy + da) + Clllg"™ (7, £,T) — g (7,1, 2)|%.

The above estimates and (30), (33) and Lemma 3.1 imply (28) for some
C € R, and consequently

92 (4, ) = u™ (¢, z)  on H,.
Thus condition (II,,,41) is proved.

VIIL Now we prove that z(m+1) € CLtE[d, A]. Of course 2™+ is contin-

uous on H, and z(™*+1) = » on E. Moreover from (IT,,+1) it follows that

1022V (¢, )| < di,

1020 D 2, 2) = B2V G 7)) < |

S N

M (E) de| + daflz — 7]
on H.. Our assumptions and (22), (23) also imply the estimates

20 (@) < do, |V (E ) = V()] < ‘

No(€) d|

e

on H., which completes the proof of (I,,4+1). Thus Theorem 5.1 follows by
induction.
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6. Convergence of the sequences {2(™} and {u(™}. Now we prove
that the sequences {z(™} and {u(™} are uniformly convergent on H,. if the
constant ¢ is sufficiently small. Write

[(t) = I'(t) + Pmax{1, Lo},

and

[

(31)  O(t) = exp|T(e) | (&) de| {LA() + T(0)5(1)},

0
(35)  Oo(t) = Lo[F(t) + I'(c)B(t)] + soB(t) max{1, Lo},

C

(36) O(t) = () + CO(t), C={[I(c)B(E)+ 2| ()]] dé
0

THEOREM 6.1. Suppose that

1) Assumptions H[X], H[V], H[f, ] are satisfied and ¢ € YI+E,

2) the constants d = (do,d1,d2) € RY, s = (s0,51) € R%, ¢ € (0,a] and
the functions A = (Ao, A1), Ao, A1, € L([0,c],Ry) satisfy the conditions
(20)-(23),

3) c € (0,a] is a constant so small that
(37) {[6(1) +6(r)]dr < 1.

0

Then the sequences {z™} and {u"™} are uniformly convergent on H,.

Proof. We first prove that
t
(38) Jul™D — ™) < fOOflz™ = 2"V g+ [[u™) — u V|| de,
0
t
(39) 2t =M, < 89 (120 = 20D+ ul™ =l D)) de,
for ¢t € [0, ¢]. We conclude from Assumptions H[0, f], H[f, ¢]|, H[V] and from
Lemma 3.1 that
t
a8 —u ) < T(e) | (&) |ut™ Y — ul™ | de

0
t

t
+ {[T(0)B(&) + LA™ — 2™V d + L{F(©)[lul™ — u™=V|¢ dg
0 0

for t € [0, ¢]. Hence, using the Gronwall inequality and (34), we get (38).
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It follows from (19) and from Lemma 3.1 that

t
2 — 20, < §Op(E) 2™ — 2 Dle + lu™ — uCD]le] de
0
t

+ (B + 20y O]|ul™D = ut™ | dg, ¢ €[0,¢].
0

Now, from (38) and (35), (36), we obtain (39). According to (38) and (39),
we have

||Z(m+1) _ Z(m)Ht + Hu(m—f—l) o U(m)Ht
t
<{[e©) + 0" = 2" Ve + [ut™ —ulm=V||c] dg
0

for t € [0,¢],m > 1, and there exists 6 € (0,1) such that
(40) (]2 D — 2 4 [l D — M,
< B2 — D 4 )

From (16), (17) and from Theorem 5.1 it follows that there is C* € Ry such
that

[z — 2O, + Ju™ — O, <C*, telo,d.
Then the uniform convergence of the sequences {z(™} and {u(™} on H,
follows from (40).
7. Existence of solutions of initial value problems. Now we give
the main existence result for problem (1), (2).
THEOREM 7.1. Suppose that

1) ¢ € YI*E and Assumptions H[X], H[V], H[f, o] are satisfied,
2) conditions (20)—(23) and (37) hold.

Then there exists a solution v : EU H. — R of problem (1), (2). Moreover
v e CLEL[d, N and u € CL[s,p), where u = Opvln,. If 3 € YL and

vE Cét[d, A] is a solution of equation (1) with the initial condition
z(t,z) = ¢(t,x) on E,

then there exists k € C([0,¢|,Ry) such that

(41) v =)l + 1020 = 00)m, e < £()llp = llyr, €0,

Proof. From Theorem 6.1 it follows that there exist functions v €
CLEE[d, N and u € CE[s, p] such that {2(™} converges uniformly to v and

{u(m)} converges uniformly to u on H.. Moreover 0,v exists on H. and
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Ozv = u. Thus we get
(42)  w(t,2) = (0, g[v,0:0](0,t, ) + | f(P[v, 0x0] (7, t, 7)) dr

0
n t

Sagkf U axlv](Ty ta x))axkv(Ta g[v7 BCCU](T’ tv fl?)) dT? (tv ':C) € HC7
k=10
and

¢
glv, Ov](T,t, ) —:U+S8qf [v,00](T,t,x))dr, (t,x) € He.
For a given (t,x) € H,, put y = g[v, 0;v|(0,¢,z) and
Q(7,y)
= (7, 9[v, 020] (7,0, y), (Vo)(7, g[v, 0:0](7, 0,3)), Oov(T, glv, 02] (7, 0, 1))).
Then the statement (42) on H. is equivalent to
t

(43) (7, g[v, ,0](7,0,)) = 9(0,9) + | F(Q(7,y)) dr
0

} 00, £ (Q(7, ), 0(7, g[v, Bav] (7,0, ) dr.
0

n

The relations
y = g[v,0,0](0,t,z) and =z = g[v,d,v](t,0,y)

are equivalent for (¢,z) € H., y € [—b,b]. By differentiating (43) with respect
to ¢t and by putting again x = g[v, 9;](t,0,y), we conclude that v satisfies
(1) for almost all ¢t € I[z] for fixed x € [—b,b]. It is clear that v satisfies the
initial condition (2).

Now we prove (41). The functions (v, d,v) satisfy the system of integral
functional equations (9), (10) and (v, 0;v) is a solution of the corresponding
system with ¢ instead of ¢. Hence we conclude that there exist a function
X € L([0,¢],R,) and a constant d € R such that the function

@ (t) = (v = 0)|mlle + [1(02v — 0x0)| 1, 14
satisfies the integral inequality
t
w(t) <dlle = @llyr + \X)@(r)dr, te0,d.
0

Using the Gronwall inequality we obtain (41) with
t

k() = &eXpHW(T) dT].
0
This proves the theorem.
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REMARK 7.2. If all the assumptions of Theorem 7.1 are satisfied and the
functions

f(')xvpvq)7 8If('7x7p7Q)7 apf('vxapaq)v aqf('a'xapaq)

are continuous on I[x| for (z,p,q) € [-b,b] x R x R™ then we get classical
solutions of equation (1).

REMARK 7.3. The existence result presented in this paper is new also in
the case when the initial set is bounded. Differential equations with deviated
variables and differential integral equations can be obtained by specializing
the operator V.
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