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REPRESENTATION OF MEASURES OF NONCOMPACTNESS
AND ITS APPLICATIONS RELATED TO AN INITIAL-VALUE
PROBLEM IN BANACH SPACES

XIAOLING CHEN, LIXIN CHENG'

AssTrRACT. The purpose of this paper is devoted to studying representa-
tion of measures of non generalized compactness, in particular, measures
of noncompactness, of non-weak compactness, and of non-super weak
compactness, etc, defined on Banach spaces and its applications. With
the aid of a three-time order preserving embedding theorem, we show
that for every Banach space X, there exist a Banach function space C(K)
for some compact Hausdorff space K, and an order-preserving affine
mapping T from the super space 4 of all nonempty bounded subsets
of X endowed with the Hausdorff metric to the positive cone C(K)* of
C(K) such that for every convex measure, in particular, regular measure,
homogeneous measure, sublinear measure of non generalized compact-
ness u on X, there is a convex function F on the cone V = T(Z) which
is Lipschitzian on each bounded set of V such that

F(T(B)) = u(B), ¥ B € A.

As its applications, we show a class of basic integral inequalities related
to an initial-value problem in Banach spaces, and prove a solvability re-
sult of the initial-value problem, which is an extension of some classical
results due to Goebel, Rzymowski, and Banas.

1. INTRODUCTION

There are three goals of this paper: (1) to establish representation theo-
rem of convex measures of noncompactness (convex MNCs, for simplicity),
in particular, regular MNCs, homogeneous MNCs, sublinear MNCs and of
their generalizations, including convex measures of non-weak compactness
(convex MNWCs), of non-super weak compactness (convex MNSWCs), of
non-Radon-Nikodym property (convex MNRNPs) and of non-Asplundness
(convex MNASs); (2) to establish a class of basic integral inequalities related
to an initial-value problem in Banach spaces; and as their application, (3) to
discuss solvability of the initial-value problem.
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The letter X will always be an infinite dimensional real Banach space,
and X" its dual. By stands for the closed unit ball of X, and B(x, r) for the
closed ball centered at x with radius . Z(X) denotes the collection of all
nonempty bounded subsets of X endowed with the Hausdorff metric. €2
stands for the closed unit ball By- of X* endowed with the norm topology,
and C,(Q) is the Banach space of all continuous bounded functions on Q
endowed with the sup-norm. For a subset A C X, A stands for the norm
closure of A, and co(A) for the convex hull of A.

The main results of this paper consist of the following three parts.

Part I. A representation theorem of convex MNGCs. For every Ba-
nach space X, there exist a Banach function space C(K) for some com-
pact Hausdorff space K, and an order-preserving affine 1-Lipschitz map-
ping T : A(X) — C(K)* such that for every “ convex measure of non
generalized compactness (convex MNGC)” (in particular, convex MNC,
convex MNWC, convex MNSWC, convex MNRNP, and convex MNA) u
defined on X, there is a continuous convex function F on the positive cone

V= T(%’(X)) , which is monotone increasing in the order of set inclusion
and Lipschitzian on each bounded subset of V satisfying

(1.1) F(T(B)) = u(B), YB € B(X).

If, in addition, yu is a sublinear measure of non generalized compactness,
then F is a u(By)-Lipschitian sublinear functional on V.

Part I1. A class of basic integral inequalities. For every nonempty sub-
set G C L([0, a], X) of integrable X-valued functions with y(¢) = SUP,ec 1g(DI]
integrable on [0, a] such that the mapping J; : [0,a] — C,(€2) defined for
t € [0,a] by
(1.2) Jo((w) = Sug<w, 8(1) = ogw(w), w € Q = Bx-,

g€
is strongly (Lebesgue-Bochner) measurable, then for every convex measure
of non generalized compactness (convex MNGC) u defined on X, we have

(1.3) m fo ) G(s)ds) < % fo ) u{tG(s)lds, V0 <7 < a;

in particular, if y is a sublinear measure of non generalized compactness
(sublinear MNGCQ), or, T < 1, then

(1.4) u{ fo ) G(s)ds) < fo ) u{G(9)}ds.

Part III. Solvability of a Cauchy problem. As an application of the
results mentioned above, we consider solvability of the following initial
value problem

X = f(t,x), a=t>0;
(1) { X(0) = x

and give an extension of a classical solvability result of the problem due to
K. Goebel and W. Rzymowski [21] (see, also, [34]), and due to J. Banas, K.
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Goebel [3]].

The study of MNCs and of their applications has continued for 90 years
since the first MNC (Kuratowski’s MNC in the present terminology) was
introduced by K. Kuratowski [27] in 1930. It has been shown that the theory
of measures of noncompactness was used in a wide variety of topics in
nonlinear analysis. Roughly speaking, an MNC u is a nonnegative function
defined on the family Z(X) consisting of all nonempty bounded subsets of
a complete metric space, in particular, a Banach space X and satisfies some
specific properties such as non-decreasing monotonicity in the order of the
set inclusion, and the (most important) noncompactness that u(B) = 0 if and
only if B is relatively compact in X.

The first MNC « was introduced by K. Kuratowski [27, 1930] for every
B € A(X) of a complete metric space X:

(1.6) a(B)=inf{d>0:BCU;rE;CX, dEj)<dFCN,F < oo},

where d(E;) denotes the diameter of E;, F # denotes the cardinality of the
set F C N. The earliest successful application of Kuratowski’s MNC
was applied in the fixed point theory. In 1955, G. Darbo [17] extended
the Schauder fixed point theorem to noncompact mappings, named set-
contractive operators. Since then, the study of MNCs and of their appli-
cations has become an active research area, and various MNCs have ap-
peared. Among many other MNCs, the Hausdorftf MNC g is another widely
used MNC, which was introduced by Gohberg, Gol’densshtein and Markus
[22] in 1957. It is defined for B € #A(X) by

(1.7) B(B) =inf{r >0: B C UxrB(x,r), F C X, F* < o},

where B(x, r) denotes the closed ball centered at x € X with radius r.

It is easy to observe that if u is either Kuratowski’s MNC « or the Haus-
dorff MNC g, then it satisfies the following three conditions.

(1) [Noncompactness] B € #A(X), u(B) = 0 < B is relatively com-
pact;

(2) [Monotonicity] A, B € A(X) withA D B = u(A) > u(B);

(3) [Order preserving] A, B € A(X) = u(A U B) = u(A) v u(B).
In particular, if X is a Banach space over the scalar field F, then

(4) [Convexification invariance] B € #A(X) = u(co(B)) = u(B);

(5) [Absolute homogeneity| B € #A(X),k € F = u(kB) = |k|u(B);

(6) [Subadditivity] A, B € A(X) = u(A + B) < u(A) + u(B).

Definition 1.1. Let X be a Banach space and #(X) be the family of all
nonempty bounded subsets of X, u : B(X) — R* be a real-valued function.
1) ([S]) u is said to be a regular MNC on X provided it satisfies all the
six properties ((1)-(6)) above.
ii) ([30]) u is called a homogeneous MNC on X if it satisfies (1), (2),
(4)-(6).
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iii) We say that u is a sublinear MNC on X if it satisfies Properties (1),
(2), (4), (6) and

(7) [Positive homogeneity] B € #A(X),k > 0 = u(kB) = ku(B).

iv) i is a convex MNC on X if it satisfies Properties (1), (2), (4) and

(8) [Convexity] YA,Be Z(X)and0 <A< 1,

(A + (1 = DB) < Au(A) + (1 — Du(B).

Remark 1.2. Clearly, a regular MNC is a homogeneous MNC, a homoge-
neous MNC is a sublinear MNC, and a convex MNC. The notion of homo-
geneous MNC is called “ sublinear full MNC” by Bana$ and Geobel [3].

In this paper, we always assume that the space X in question is a real
Banach space. We should mention here that a Banach space setting for the
study of MNGCs would lose no generality, because that every metric space
is isometric to a subset of a Banach space [9, Lemma 1.1]. Besides, the
concept is easily to be generalized by Banach space theory, for example,
it has been generalized in various ways such as MNWC (see, for instance,
[T, [181,[23]], [24]]); of MNRNP [36]; or, more general, measures of non-
property D [13]].

Recall that Z(X) denotes the collection of all nonempty bounded subsets
of a Banach space X endowed with the Hausdorff metric dy defined for
A, B € A(X) by

dy(A,B) =inf{d >0: AC B+dBx,B C A + dBy},

where By is the closed unit ball of X.

We use €' (X)(C #(X)) to denote the collection of all nonempty bounded
closed convex subsets of a Banach space X (endowed with the Hausdorft
metric) and with the following set addition B:

AGBB:A+B,VAB€%@L
and the usual scalar multiplication of sets:
AA ={ka:aecA}, YA €€ (X)and k e R.

If we put
IAlll = supllall, ¥ A € €(X),

acA

then it becomes a complete normed semigroup with respect to the Hausdorft
metric [[13]. (See, also, Section 2 in detail.)

Definition 1.3 ([13]). Let X be a Banach space and ¥ = Z(X) be a closed
subsemigroup of €’ (X). It is said to be fundamental provided it satisfies
(HUDe 7} =X;
(2) A, B € 9 entails co(+xA U +B) € 9,
(3)0 # Bc D € & implies co(B) € 9.
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There are many possibilities. But the following are most interesting to us:
i) 2 = # (X), the subsemigroup of all nonempty compact convex subsets
of X; ii) 2 = W (X), all nonempty weakly compact convex subsets of X; iii)
2 = Z(X), all nonempty closed bounded convex subsets D of X admitting
the Radon-Nikodym property; iv) 4 = o7 (X), all nonempty bounded closed
convex Asplund subsets D of X; and v) ¥ = sup-#(X), all nonempty
convex super weakly compact subsets D of X.

Definition 1.4. Let X be a Banach space, Z = Z(X) be a fundamental sub-
semigroup of €' (X), and u : A(X) — R* be a real-valued function. It is
said to be a regular measure of non-property © (regular MNPD) provided

(1) [Non-property D] B € A(X), u(B) =0 & co(B) € ¥,

(2) [Monotonicity] A, B € #(X) withA D B = u(A) > u(B);

(3) [Order preserving] A, B € A(X) = u(A U B) = u(A) v u(B).

(4) [Convexification invariance] B € #(X) = u(co(B)) = u(B);

(5) [Absolute homogeneity] B € A(X),k € F = u(kB) = |k|u(B);

(6) [Subadditivety] A, B € Z(X) = u(A + B) < u(A) + u(B).

In particular, a regular MNPD is just a regular MNC if & = J¢’; and a
regular MNWC it Z = #'.

Definition 1.5. Let X be a Banach space, ¥4 = Z(X) be a fundamental
subsemigroup of €'(X) and u : B(X) — R* be a real-valued function.

i) u is called a homogeneous measure of non-property © (homoge-
neous MNPD) on X if it satisfies (1), (2), (4)-(6) in Definition 1.4,

i) u is called a sublinear measure of non-property © (sublinear MNPD)
on X if it satisfies (1), (2), (4), (6) in Definition 1.4 and

(7) [Positive homogeneity| B € #A(X),k > 0 = u(kB) = ku(B).

iii) We say that y is a convex measure of non-property © (convex
MNPD) on X if it satisfies Properties (1), (2), (4) in Definition 1.4, and

(8) [Convexity] u(1A + (1 — )B) < Au(A) + (1 — Hu(B), YA,B €
A(X) and 0 < A < 1. Therefore, a sublinear measure of noncompactness is
a convex one.

In particular, a convex (resp., homogeneous, sublinear) MNPD is just a
convex (resp., homogeneous, sublinear) MNC if ¥ = #'; and a convex
(resp., homogeneous, sublinear) MNWC if ¥ = #.

A great deal of effort has been expended in studying representation prob-
lem of some concrete MNCs, especially, the Hausdorff MNC on typical
Banach spaces such as C(K) and L,,. See, for example, [2, 4,5, [7]. Nev-
ertheless, the representation problem of abstract MNCs on a general Ba-
nach space has never been studied before and poses significant difficulties.
With the help of a three-time-order-preserving embedding theorem [13]] es-
tablished in 2018 (which will be introduced in the next section) and by
arguments in convex analysis, especially, in subdifferentiability of convex
functions defined on convex sets with empty interiors, in the first part of
this paper, we show the representation theorem previously mentioned in the
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first section for convex MINCs.

Many mathematicians have made great efforts to expect the following
type of integral inequalities with various assumptions:

(1.8) m fo x(w)dw : n €N} < foap{xn(w) :n € Nldo,

where {x,} is a sequence of continuous X-valued functions in C([0, a], X),
and u is the Hausdorftf MNC, or, the Kuratowski’s MNC. Such type of inte-
gral inequalities arise from the initial value problem (1.5) in Banach spaces.
Among the many extra conditions which are sufficient for the solvability
of the equation, one of the most important types is under hypothesises in
terms of MNCs. Indeed, a standard proof for the existence of solutions
employs the Darbo fixed point theorem in connection with the following
Picard-Lindel6f operator

(1.9) Ax(t) = xo + ft f(s,x(s)ds, x€B,
0

where B is a bounded subset of C([0, a], X), and f is called the Carathéodory
function. One wants to obtain that if the Carathéodory function satisfies that
f(t,-) is condensing for all ¢ € [0, a], then the operator A : C([0, a], X) —
C([0, a], X) defined by (1.9) is also condensing. More precisely, one may
expect that for {x,} C B,

(1.10) ,u{fof(s,xn(s))ds:nzl}Sfol/.t{f(s,x,,(s)):nzl}ds

Once we have established an estimate of the form (1.10), there is not much
left to do to prove the existence of solutions for (1.5).

Some remarkable contributions have been made by K. Goebel and W.
Rzymowdski [21], J. Bana$ and K. Goebel [5], Monch[31]], Monch and
G.-F. von Harten [32]], H.P. Heinz [25]], M. Kunze and G. Schliichtermann
[26]]. Nevertheless, it still comes as a surprise that the estimate (1.8) has
been proved only under some very restrictive assumptions in the existing
literatures. While a number of counterexamples constructed by Heinz [25]]
show that it is quite complicated and poses significant difficulties to present
appropriate hypothesises to guarantee (1.8). In 1970, Goebel and Rzy-
mowdski [21]] first showed that (1.8) holds for the Hausdorff MNC g, with
the assumptions that {x,} c C([0, a], X) is bounded and equi-continuous.
In 1980, Banas and Goebel [3]] further proved (1.8) holds again under the
same assumptions but one can substitute a sublinear MNC u for 8. Monch
[31 1980], Monch and G.-F. von Harten [32, 1982] proved (1.8) with the
assumptions a) u = S, b) X is a weakly compactly generated space (in
particular, a separable Banach space) and c) {x,} C C([0,a]; X) and there
is ¥y € Li([0,a]) such that sup, ||x,()Il < ¥(¢) a.e. In 1998, Kunze and
Schliichtermann [26]] showed that (1.8) holds for a Grothendieck measure u
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assuming that X is strongly generated by a Grothendieck class. But for an
arbitrary Banach space, one has to insert the factor 2 in the right-hand side
of (1.10), i.e.

B f X (s)ds :n> 1) < 2ftﬁ{xn(s) 102 1}ds.
0 0

See, for instance, [[10].

In the second part of this paper, applying the representation theorem es-
tablished in the first part, we show the result presented in Part II.

We also show that the mapping J; is always weakly measurable if G C
Li(1,X) is separable and the sup-envelop of {||g|| : g € G} is again in-
tegrable. It is strongly measurable if, in addition, G satisfies one of the
following three conditions: i) G € C([0, a], X) is equi-continuous; ii) G is
separable and equi-regulated; and iii) G is uniformly measurable.

The solvability question of the initial value problem (1.5) in infinite di-
mensional Banach spaces is important because Peano’s existence theorem
of the problem (1.5) in finite dimensional spaces is not valid in infinite di-
mensional Banach spaces. A number of mathematicians have made a se-
ries of contributions to the problem. In 1970, Goebel and Rzymowdski
[21] using the fixed point theorem proved that (1.5) has a solution with
the following assumptions: a) f is bounded and uniformly continuous on
[0, a] X B(xy, r); and b) for the Hausdorff MNC g defined on X, B(f(¢, B)) <
w(t, B(B)) for almost all ¢ € [0, a], where w is a Kamke function. In 1977,
Deimling [19]] by means of approximate solutions proved that (1.5) has a
solution under the following assumptions: a) f is bounded and uniformly
continuous on [0, a] X B(xo, r); and ¢) for Kuratowski’s MNC « defined on
X, a(f(t,B)) < La(B) for some L > 0 and for all ¢ € [0, a]. In 1980, Banas
and Goebel [5] showed that (1.5) has a solution assuming a) f is bounded
and uniformly continuous on [0, a] X B(xy, r); and d) u(f(t, B)) < w(t, u(B))
for almost all ¢ € [0, a], where w is a Kamke function and g is a (symmetric)
sublinear MNC. Motivated by Deimling [[19]], Monch and G.-F. von Harten
[32] 1982] proved that (1.5) has a solution under the following assumptions
that X is a weakly compactly generated space, f is continuous, and there is a
Kamke function w such that S(f (¢, B)) < w(t, 8(B)) for almost all ¢ € [0, a].

As an application of the representation theorem and the integral inequal-
ities of presented in Parts I and 11, in the last part of this paper, we consider
solvability of the initial value problem (1.5), and extend some classical re-
sults due to Goebel and Rzymowski [21]], Bana$ and Goebel [35], and Deim-
ling [19].

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will introduce the three-time order preserving em-
bedding theorem established in [13]]. This theorem will play an essential
rule in the study of representation problem of measures of non generalized
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compactness of this paper. It was proven by this theorem that“every in-
finite dimensional Banach space admits inequivalent regular measures of
noncompactness” which is an affirmative answer to a question proposed by
Goebel in 1978 (see, [1]]), also by Mallet-Paret and Nussbaum in 2011 [30].
All notions and results presented in this section can be found in [13]].

Definition 2.1. Let G be an abelian semigroup and let F € {R, C}. G is said
to be a module if there are two operations (x,y) €e G X G — x+y € G, and
(a, x) € (F X G) — ax € G satisfying

(Awg = Aug), YA, ue R and g € G;

Alg) + &) =g + g, VAeFand g1, g, € G;
and
lg=g and 0g=0 VgeG.

A module G endowed with a norm is called a normed semigroup.

For a (real) Banach space X we denote by €' (X) (or, simply, €) the col-
lection of all nonempty bounded closed convex sets of X with respect to the
following linear operations:

(a) A®eB={a+b:acA be B}, forallA,Be %,

(b) kC=lkc:ceC}forallkeFandC € %.

We further define the following function ||| - ||| for C € % by

(2.1) ICIII = sup|lcl|.
ceC
Then it is easy to check that ||| - ||| is a norm on %, i.e. it satisfies

) |IIClll = 0 for all C € ¥, and [||C|]| = 0 & C = {0};
i) |[|kC||| = Ik| - [IIC]||, for all C € € and k € R;
iii) ||[|A @ B|| < [IJAlll + [I|1BIl|, for all A, B € €.
Therefore, (%, ||| - |||) is a normed (real) semigroup.
If we equip the normed semigroup % with the Hausdorff metric dy:

(22) dy(A,B)=inf{r>0:ACcB+rByx, BCA+rBx}, A,BE ¥,
then
(2.3) lICIll = du({0},C), YC €F.

We also use % (X) to denote the (complete) sub-semigroup of %' (X) con-
sisting of all nonempty compact convex subsets.

Definition 2.2. Let ', I, be two partially ordered sets, and f : I'y — I'; be
a mapping.

(1) Then f is said to be (resp., fully) order-preserving provided it is bijec-
tive and satisfying f(x) > f(y) € I'; if (resp., and only if) x > y € I'}.

(i1) If both I'; and I'; are modules, then we call the mapping f affine if it
satisfies f(ax + by) = af(x)+ bf(y) foralla,b >0 and x,y € I';.
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For each nonempty subset A C X, we denote by o4, the support function
of A restricted to Q = By-, i.e.
2.4) oA(x") = sup(x*,a), for x* € Q.

acA

Let Q be endowed with the norm topology of X*, and S(Q2) the wedge of all
continuous and bounded-w*- lower semicontinuous sublinear functions on
X* but restricted to Q. Then it is a closed cone of C,(£2), the Banach space
of all continuous functions bounded on Q endowed with the sup-norm. Let
J 1 €(X) » S(Q) be defined by

(2.5) J(C)=0¢, Y CebX).

If we order the normed semigroup %’(X) by set inclusion, i.e. A > B if and
only if A O B, then we have the following property.

Theorem 2.3. [13, Th.2.3] Let X be a Banach space. Then

(i) € (X) is complete with respect to the Hausdorff metric, and

(ii) J : €(X) — S(Q) is a fully order-preserving affine surjective isome-
try, i.e. forall A, B € € (X)
(2.6) du(A, B) = [J(A) = J(B)Il = sup |oa(x") — op(x7)].

x*eQ

Lemma 2.4. [13, Lemma 2.5] Suppose that X is a Banach space, and 9 =
PD(X) is a sub-semigroup of ¢ = € (X). Then 9 is closed if and only if every
C € € satisfying the condition that for every € > 0 there exists D € 2(X)
sothatC C D + gBx is in 9.

All notions related to Banach lattices and abstract M spaces are the same
as in Lindenstrauss and Tzafriri [29]. Recall that a partially ordered real
Banach space Z is called a Banach lattice provided

(1) x <yimplies x + z <y +zforall x,y,z € Z;

(i) ax >0, forallx >0inZanda € R";

(ii1) both x vV y and x A y exist for all x,y € Z;

@iv) ||x]| < |lyll whenever |x| = xV —x <y V —y = |yl.

It follows from iv) and

2.7) x—yl=lxVz—yVzl+|xAz—yAz, forall x,y,z € Z,

that the lattice operations are norm continuous.

By a sublattice of a Banach lattice Z we mean a linear subspace Y of Z so
that x Vy (and also x Ay = x+y—x Vy) belongs to Y whenever x,y € Y. A
lattice ideal Y in Z is a sublattice of Z satisfying that |z| < |y| for z € Z and
for some y € Y impliesz € Y.

In the following discussion, unless stated explicitly otherwise, we always
assume the lattice operations V and A in a real-valued function space C(K)
are defined for x,y € C(K) and k € K by

(2.8)  x(k) vV y(k) = max{x(k), y(k)}, x(k) A y(k) = min{x(k), y(k)}.

Given a fundamental sub-semigroup Z of %’ (X) (Definition 1.3), let J be
defined as (2.5), and put E4 = JZ - J Y.
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Theorem 2.5. [[13, Th. 3.1] Let X be a Banach space. Then for any funda-
mental sub-semigroup 9 of € (X), the space E 4 is a Banach lattice.

Theorem 2.6. [13, Th. 3.2] Suppose that X is a Banach space. Then

(i) Ex = JAX —JX is a lattice ideal of the Banach lattice E4x =
JC - J€C;

(ii) The quotient space E4|E y is an abstract M space. Therefore, there
exist a Banach function space C(K) for some compact Hausdorff space K
and an order isometry T from E4|E  onto a sublattice of a C(K).

(iii) TQJE is a closed cone contained in the positive cone C(K)* of C(K)
, where Q : Ex — E¢/E 4 is the quotient mapping and T : E4/E » —
C(K) is the corresponding order isometry.

Note that for a nonempty bounded subset A C X*, || - |l4 = 0-4u_4 defines
a continuous semi-norm on X.

Theorem 2.7. [[13, Th. 5.5] Let all the notions be the same as in Theorem
2.6. Then for every nonempty bounded set F C C(K)* of positive functionals
satisfying that for each 0 # u € TQJE, there exists ¢ € F so that {p, u) > 0,
the following formula defines a homogeneous MNC u on X.

(2.9) u(B) = |IT[QJco(B)]llr for all B € A,

where ||u||r = supweFU_F(go, uy forallu € C(K).
In particular, the Hausdorff MNC B on X satisfies

(2.10) B(B) = ||IT[QJco(B)]|| for all B e A.
Therefore, T QJcoB = 0 if and only if B is relatively compact.

Remark 2.8. Since the three mappings J : €(X) — C,(Q), Q : Eyx —
Eg/Ey,and T : E4/E » — C(K) are order-preserving, T = TQJ is an
order preserving 1-Lipschitzian mapping from %'(X) to C(K)*, which is
called the three-time order preserving affine mapping.

3. REPRESENTATION OF CONVEX MEASURES OF NONCOMPACTNESS

In this section, we are devoted to representation of convex MNCs. We
denote again by ZA(X) the set of all nonempty bounded subsets of a Banach
space X, and by €'(X) (resp., -# (X)) the cone of all nonempty closed (resp.,
compact) convex subsets of X endowed the operations addition & and scalar
multiplication of sets, and endowed with the Hausdorff metric dy. For a
Banach space X, the Banach spaces C,(Q2), E4, E » and C(K), the mappings
J,0,T and T = TQJ are the same as in Section 2. Let V = T%(X). Then V
is a closed subcone of the positive cone C(K)* of C(K).

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a Banach space, and f,g € V = T€¢(X). Then f < g
if and only if there exist A, B € € (X) with f = TA, g = TB such that for all
g > 0 there is K, €  (X) satisfying

3.1 A CB+ K, + &By.
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Proof. Sufficiency. Suppose that A, B € € (X) such that f = TA, g = TB.
Let B, = B+ K. +&Bx (= B+ K, + ¢By). Since T is affine and order-
preserving with TC = 0 for all C € J# (X), we obtain that

TA <TB,=TB + TK, + TBy.

Since ¢ is arbitrary, we obtain f = TA < TB = g.
Necessity. Note that T = TQJ. Suppose f < g € V. By the definition of
V, there exist A, B € %' (X) such that

TQJA)=TA=f<g=TB=TQJ(B).
Since T : E4/E » — T(E4/E ») C C(K) is fully order-preserving, we get
QJ(A) = (TT'TA < (T"'T)B = QJ(B).

Therefore,

QJ(B)-0QJ(A) > 0.
By definition of the order-preserving quotient mapping Q, for every € > 0,
there exist C, D € # (X) such that

J(B)-JA) - (J(C)—-J(D)) > —¢.
Positive homogeneity of J(A), J(B), J(C) and J(D) entails
J(B) = J(A) - (J(C) = J(D)) = —&ll - |Ix--
Note
—(J(C)—-J(D)) =J(D)—-J(C) < JD-C).
Then
J(B) +J(D - C) + &l - llx = J(A).
Let K. = D — C. Then the inequality above is equivalent to
A C B+ K, + eBy.

O

Corollary 3.2. Let X be a Banach space, and f,g € V = T€(X). Then
f = g ifand only if there exist A, B € € (X) with f = TA, g = TB such that
for all € > 0 there is K, K, € # (X) satisfying

3.2) BCA+K; +&By, and A C B+ K, + &By.
Lemma 3.3. Let f,g € Vwith||f — gl| = r. Then |f — g| < rT(By).

Proof. Let fc = TC = TQJ(C) for all C € €(X). Since f, g € V, there exist
A, B € €(X) such that

f=TA = f4, g=TB = f3.
Since T : Q(J(¥ (X)) — V is a surjective order-preserving isometry,
T™'(fa) = QJ(A), T™'(f) = QJ(B)

satisfy
10U(A) = QU(B))|| = 1Q(J(A) - J(B))Il = r.
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By definition of the quotient mapping Q : Ex — E4/E 4, for all € > 0,
there exist K;, K, € 2% X such that

I(J(A) = J(B)) = (J(K1) = J(K))llc,@ < T + &
Positive homogeneity of the functions J(A), J(B), J(K;) and J(K;) entail
|(J(A) = J(B)) - (J(K1) = J(K)| < (r + &)l - Ix--
Note J(Bx) = || - ||x+. Then
J(A) + J(Ky) < (r+¢&)J(Byx) + J(B) + J(K,),
and
J(B) + J(Ky) < (r + &)J(Bx) + J(A) + J(K>).
Consequently,
T(A) < T(B) + (r + &)T(Byx), T(B) < T(A) + (r + &)T(By).
Therefore,
[T(A) - T(B)| < (r + &)T(By).
Since ¢ is arbitrary,
|f = 8| = |/ = fo| < rTB.
O

Recall (Definition 1.1 iv)) that for a Banach space X, u : #(X) — R* is
said to be a convex MNC provided it satisfies the following four properties.

(P1) [Noncompactness] B € #(X), u(B) = 0 &< B is relatively com-
pact;

(P2) [Monotonicity] A, B € #(X) withA D B = u(A) > u(B);

(P3) [Convexification invariance] B € #(X) = u(co(B)) = u(B);

(P4) [Convexity] u(1A + (1 — )B) < Au(A) + (1 — Hu(B), YA, B €

ABX)and0 <A< 1.
Every convex MNC admits the following basic properties.

Theorem 3.4. Let X be a Banach space, and y : (X)) — R* be a convex
MNC. Then _
i) [Density determination] u(B) = u(B), YB € #A(X);
ii) [Translation invariance] u(B + C) = u(B), YB € #(X),C € # (X);
iii) [Negiligbility] u(B U C) = u(B), ¥ B € B(X),C € X (X);
iv) [Continuity] @ # B,,; C B, € #A(X), ne N; u(B,) » 0 =

(B, #0.

Proof. 1) Monotonicity of u entails
HA) < p(A), YA € B(X).
On the other hand, let M = |||A||| = sup,., llall > 0. Then VM > & > 0,

— £ £ £
ACA+—Byc(l—-—)A+ —(M + 1)By.
- Bx © (1= DA+ —(M + 1By
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Convexity and monotonicity of ¢ imply
— g g
A) < (1 - —=)uA) + =u((M + 1)By).
HA) < (1= 2DuA) + ou(( )By)
Since ¢ is arbitrary, we obtain

H(A) < p(A) < u(A).
ii) It is easy to check that for each B € A(X), f(t) = u(tB), t € R defines
a continuous convex function on R. Indeed, since u is a convex MNC, f
is convex on R. Consequently, f is continous on R. V B € #A(X),C €
H(X),1 >21>0,

1 1
uB+0C) = ,U[/l(zc) +( - /D(mB)]
1 1
< ﬂﬂ(zc) +(1 - ﬂ)ﬂ[(mB)]

1
= (= Dul(g—=B)1 = u(B),

as A — 0". Thus,

(B +C) < uB), Yxo € X, Be AB(X).
We substitute B + C for B in the inequality above. Then

uB) Su[-C+(B+O)] <uB+C0).
Therefore,

w(B+C)=uB), ¥ BeABX), CexX).

iii) Given B € #A(X), xo € X, choose any by € B and let By = B — x,
C =10, xo — bo] = {A(xg — by) : 0 < A < 1}. Then by ii) we have just proven,
u({xo} U B) = ({0} U By).

Note that {0} U B; € By + C, and C € ¥ (X). Then again by ii),
u({0} U By) < p(By + C) = u(By) = u(B).
Thus,
u{xo} U B) = u(B).
It follows that (B U F) = u(B) for any nonempty finite set F C X. For
any C € J#(X) and for any 1 > & > 0, let F, be a finite set such that
C C F, + &By. Then
u(B U C) < pu(B U (F, + &By)) = (B U £By)

< L 5. 88(BU(1+6)BX))

l+¢ 1+
<L upy+ £ (BU(1+#)By))
_1+g'u 1+e;'u £I5x

—> u(B), as £ - 0",
It follows that
u(BUC) = u(B), ¥ B € BX),C € #(X).
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iv) Let {B,} € #(X) be a sequence of nonempty subsets with B,,; C B, €
HA(X), n € N; u(B,) — 0. For each n € N, choose any x,, € B,. Then by
iii),

,U({)Cn}) = ,u({-xn}nzk) < :u(Bk) - O’ as k — oo.
It follows that {x,} is relatively compact. Let x, be a cluster point of {x,}.

Then xy € (), By O
For B € #(X), we will simply denote T(B) by f5 in the sequel.

Lemma 3.5. Let u be a convex MNC on a Banach space X. Then
i) F(fg) = u(B), B € A(X) defines a monotone convex function on V;
ii) For each r > 0O, F is bounded by b, = u(rBx) on V N (rBcx));
iii) For each f €V,

F(f+tg)—F
(33) pl) = lim L) ey
t—0*
defines a non-negative sublinear functional p on 'V satisfying
(3.4) p@) <F(f+8—-F(f), VgeV.

Proof. 1) We first show that F is well-defined on V. Indeed, it follows
from Corollary 3.2, for all A,B € A(X), fy = fpif and only if V & >
0, 3 K;, K, € #(X) such that

BcCcK;+A+¢eBy, and A C K, + B + &By.

Thus,
F(fa) = F(fp) &= u(A) = u(B).
Let fa, fp € Vand A € [0, 1]. Then
FlAfa+ (1 = ) fs] = F[T(AA + (1 - 1)B)]
= (A + (1 = DB) < Au(A) + (1 - Du(B)
= AF(fa) + (1 = DF(fp).
Therefore, the convexity of F is shown.

To show the monotonicity of F, let f4 > fz € V. Then it follows from
Lemma 3.1 that for all £ > 0O there is K, € ¢ satisfying

B CcA+ K, + eBy.
It follows from Theorem 3.4 ii) that

1
F(fg) = u(B) < u(A + eBx) < (1 - 8),“(:14) + eu(Bx)
1
= - 8)/:(1 fa) + eF(fpy).
—&

Note that g : R* — R* defined for t € R* by g(¢r) = F(tfy) is a convex
function. It is continuous at ¢t = 1. Thus, let & — 0" in the inequalities
above. Then

F(fs) < F(fa).
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i) Let r > 0, f = fp € VN (rBewk)). Then ||f]| < r. By Lemma 3.3,
f < rfg, = fr,- Due to the monotonicity of f,

0 <F(fp) < F(fr8y) = u(rBx) = b;.

iii) Let f, g € V. Since V is a cone, F(f + tg) is clearly well-defined for
all # > 0. By i) we have just proven, F(f + tg) is convex in r € R*. For all
O<r<s<l,

F(f +1g) —F(f)
t
FIS(f +s9) + S 1= F(f)
t
F(f+ 58+ SR —F(f)
t
JF(f +58) = SF(f)

0<G@) =

IA

t
_F(+ 59— F()

s

= G(s).
Therefore, G(¢) is increasing ¢ € R*. Consequently,

0.< p(g) = lim G(1) < G(1) < F(f +8) ~F().

Since F is convex on V, p is a non-negative sublinear functional on V and
satisfies

p(@) <F(f +g) —F(f), Vge V.
o

Lemma 3.6. Let u be a convex measure of noncompactness on a Banach
space X, and F be defined as Lemma 3.5. Then F is continuous on V.

Proof. We first show that F is continuous at 0. Let {u,} C V be a null
sequence with r, = ||u,|l, » € N. By Lemma 3.3, for all sufficiently large
neN,

0 < F(un) < Flluallfzy) < lluallF(fz,) — 0.
Therefore, F is continuous at 0.

To show that F is continuous at each point vy € V, let {v,,} C V such that
v, = Vg, and let r,, = |[v, — vl|. Again by Lemma 3.3,

[V —vol < 1 f,, n=0,1,---.
This implies that
(3.5) Vi SV + TofBe, VoSV +Tufpy, n=1,2,---.
It follows from the first inequality of (3.5) that

T'n

1
Vv, < o7 [(A+r)ve] +

n rl’l

[(L + 7)) fy]-
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Since F is convex,

I'n

(3.6) F(vn) < F(CL+ ravo) + 77 ——F((L + 1) f5,)-

T 1+, + 7,

Since ¢ (defined for t € R* by &(7) = F((1 + 1)vp)) is a convex function, it is
necessarily continuous in ¢ € R*. Therefore,

(3.7 F((1 + r)vo) = F(vp), and ——F((1 + 1,)fi,) — O,
1+, 1+,

(3.6) and (3.7) together imply

(3.8) lim sup F(v,) < F(vp).

It follows from the second inequality of (3.5) that

1 < 1 N Ty
Vo = V.
1+r, 1+r, " 1+r,

fBX'

Convexity of F implies that

1 1 Tn

. < .
(3.9) F(1 n r,,vO) <713 rnF(Vn) s rnF(fo)
Therefore,
(3.10) liminf F(v,) > F(vy).
Continuity of F at v, follows from (3.8) and (3.10). a

For a subcone C of a Banach space Z, we say a linear functional z* € Z* is
a positive functional on C if it is non-negative valued on C, or, equivalently,
Z"|x. 1s a positive functional of the subspace X = C — C with respect to the
“positive” cone C in the usual sense.

Lemma 3.7. Let Vy C V be a subcone of V with fg, € V, and let Ey, =
Vo—Vo. Then for every functional x* € Ey, which is positive on Vo, we have

(3.11) "Iy, = <X, fBy)-
Proof. Letu,v € Vo, h =u—v € Ey, with ||| < 1. Then by Lemma 3.3,
u<v+fg, and v <u+ fp,.
Since x* is positive on V), we obtain
(" uy < (X7 v) + (X, fay)
and
(X", v) < (X7, u) + (X", fpy)-
Therefore,

[Kx™, )l = IKx", u = )l < (X7, fiy)-
The inequality above is clearly equivalent to (3.11). O
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Lemma 3.8. Suppose that Vi, C V is a subcone of V, and u € Vy is in
the relative interior int(Vy) of V. Let the function F be defined on V as
Lemma 3.5. If u is a Gateaux differentiability point of F|y, (the restriction
of F to Vy). Then its relative Gateaux derivative x* = dgF|y,(u) is a positive
functional on V.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of definition of Gateaux deriva-
tive and the monotonicity of F on V. O

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that g is a continuous convex function on a closed
convex subset D of a Banach space X with int(D) # 0. Then the following
mean-value theorem holds.

i) Vx,y € int(D), there exist & € [x,y] = {Ax+ (1 — )y : A € [0,1]} and
x; € 0g(&) such that

(3.12) 2() — () = (x4 y = ).
ii) Vx* € dg(x), y* € dg(y), we have
(3.13) Oy —x) 2 8() —g(x) = (x", y — x).

Proof. Since g is a continuous convex function on int(D), dg : int(D) — 2%
is nonempty w*-compact-valued and norm-to-w* upper semicontinuous at
each point of int(D); and dg is maximal monotone on int(D). (See, for
instance, R.R. Phelps [33]].)

i) For each fixed z € [x,y], since dg(z) is nonempty w*-compact and
convex, {(z",y — x) : 7" € 0g(2)} is an interval, say, [a,,b,] C R, where
a, = min{(z*,y — x) : ¥ € 0g(2)}, and b, = max{{z*,y — x) : z* € dg(2)}.
Since dg is monotone, for0 < @ < < 1, z; = ax+(1-a)y, 2, = Bx+(1-B)y,
and for all zj € dg(z;) and z; € dg(z»), we have

<ZT,)’ - x> > <Z;’y - x>'

Since dg : int(D) — 2% is norm-to-w* upper semicontinuous, for every
selection ¢ of dg on [x, y] and for every w*-cluster point z; of {p(Bx + (1 —
B)y) : B — a*} we have z; € 0g(z;). Thus,

| b1 2 2 € [, y1)

is again an interval. Consequently, (3.12) holds.
ii) It follows from definition of the subdifferential mapping dg.
m|

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that X is a Banach space, u is a convex measure
of noncompactness on X, and that Vy C V is a closed subcone of V with
S8y € Vo such that Ey, = Vo — V, is a finite dimensional subspace. Let the
function F on 'V be defined as Lemma 3.5. Then

i) for each r > 0, F is c,-Lipschitzian on V,,, = Vo N rBek), where
¢r = F((1+ 1) fsy) = (1 + P)By);

ii) if, in addition, u is a homogeneous measure of noncompactness, then
Cr = F(fBX) = ﬂ(BX)
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Proof. 1) Since Vj is a finite dimensional subcone of V, the relative interior
int,.;(Vo,) 1s not empty. By Lemma 3.6, F is convex and continuous on
V. It follows that the restriction Fly, is locally Lipschitzian on int, (V).
Therefore, F|y, is Gateaux differentiable at each point of a dense Gs-subset
M of int,,(Vy). Due to Lemma 3.8, for each u € M, ¢ = dgFly,(u) is a
positive functional on V; and with ||¢|| By, = (¢, [By)- On the other hand, by
Lemma 3.5,

(3.14) (@, fpy) <Flu+ fp) —F(u) <F(u+ fp,).
Since u € V), by Lemma 3.3 we obtain that u < f.5, = rfg,. Consequently,
(3.15) lelley, = <, fp) < F((1 + 1) fpy)).

Let N = {dgFly,(u) : u € M}. Since the subdifferential mapping oF|y, :
int,,/(Vo,) — 27% is norm-to-norm upper semi-continuous, the norm clo-
sure N in E;‘,O contains a selection of dF|y, on V,,. Thus, for all u,v € V,,,

there exist ¢; € dF|y,(u) N N and @2 € OFly,(v)N N. It follows from Lemma
3.9,

(3.16) (p1,v—u) < FWv) —F(u) < {py,v—u).

Note that ||(,D||EV0 <F((1+r)fs,)) forall ¢ € N. Then it follows from (3.16)
that

IF(v) = F@)l < ¢/llv — ull,

this says that F is ¢,-Lipschitzian on int,.(Vy ).

ii) If, in addition, u is a homogeneous measure of noncompactness, then
F is a non-negative sublinear functional on V. It follows from (3.14) that
Cr = F(fo) |

Now, we are ready to state and prove the main result of this section,
namely, the representation theorem of convex MNC as follows.

Theorem 3.11. Suppose that X is a Banach space. Then there is a Banach
space C(K) for some compact Hausdorff space K such that for every convex
MNC pu on X, there is a function F on the cone V = T(#A(X)) c C(K)*
satisfying

i) u(B) = F(TB), for all B € AB(X);

ii) F is nonnegative-valued convex and monotone on V;

iii) F is bounded by b, = F(rTBx) on V (\(rBc)), for all r > 0;

iv) F is c,-Lipschitian on V (\(rBcx)), for all r > 0, where ¢, = F((1 +
PTBy) = u((1 + r)By);

v) In particular; if u is a sublinear MNC, then we can take c, = u(By) in
).

Proof. Given a convex measure of noncompactness u on X, let

F(TB) = u(B), VB e B(X).



REPRESENTATION OF MNCS AND ITS APPLICATIONS 19

Then by Lemma 3.5, i), ii) and iii) follow. Next, we will show iv). Given
r >0, f,g € Vwith |[f]l, |lg]l < r, let Vj C V be the subcone gener-
ated by {f, g, T(Bx). By Lemma 3.10 1), F is ¢,-Lipschitian on Vj, () rB¢k).
Therefore,
F(H) = F@)| < elif = gll.
Consequently, iv) follows.
v) follows from Lemma 3.10 ii). a

The following result is a converse version of Theorem 3.11 for sublinear
MNCs.

Theorem 3.12. Suppose that u is a sublinear MNC defined on a Banach
space X, and that C(K) is the Banach function space with respect to X
defined as in Theorem 3.11. Then there is a bounded subset M C C(K)** of
positive functionals such that
u(B) = sup(p, T(B)), VB € B(X).
peM

Proof. Since u is a sublinear MNC, by Theorem 3.11, the corresponding
convex function F is c¢(= u(By))-Lipschitzian on the positive cone V =
T(A(X)). Let

() = inf{F(g) + cllf — gllc) : g € V), Vf € C(K).

Then by a standard argument we can see that ] is c-Lipschizian on the whole
space C(K) and with Jly = Fon V. Let M" = 0)XV) = U,ey 03(v). Then
F(v) = sup,ep (o, v). Next, we will show that each ¢ € M’ is a positive
functional on V. Let F ¢ C(K) be a finite dimensional subspace so that
F = Vi — Vg, where Vi = V( F. Then 0)(v)|r C 0J|r(v). Since F is finite
dimensional, ]| is densely (Gateaux) differentiable in F, hence, densely
differentiable in V. Let D be the dense subset of V such that at each point
of D I is differentiable. By Lemma 3.8, for each point v € D of J|f, the
Gateaux derivative dgJ|p(v) is a positive functional on the space F. Thus,
all elements in co(dgl|r(v) : v € D) are positive functionals on the space F.
Note 0)(V)|r C co(dgllr(v) : v € D). Then we see that d)(V)|r is consisting
of positive functionals on F. Since F is arbitrary, each element in d)(V) is a
positive functional on the subspace V — V of C(K).

For each ¢ € M’, it has a unique decomposition ¢ = ¢* — ¢~ and with
llell = lle™ Il + lle~|l, where ¢* € C*(K)™, the cone of all positive functionals
of C(K). Since ¢|y_y is a positive functional of V — V, ¢|y_y = ¢*|y_y.
Thus, we finish the proof by letting M = {¢* : ¢ € M'}. O

4. APPLICATIONS TO A CLASS OF BASIC INTEGRAL INEQUALITIES

In this section, we will use the representation theorem of convex MNC
(Theorem 3.11) to establish the basic integral inequalities (1.8) and (1.10)
with respect to the initial problem (1.5) presented in the first section, which
can be understood as an extension, improvement and unification of some
classical results related to the problem.
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The letter X still denotes a real Banach space, and / is the interval [0, a] C
R* with a > 0. We use (1, Z, m) to denote the Lebesgue measure space. For
a set A, y stands for the characteristic function of A. Unless stated other-
wise, all notions and symbols will be the same as previously defined. We
use L,(I,X) (0 < p < o) to denote the space of all X-valued measur-
able functions defined on 7 such that |f|” is Lebesgue-Bochner integrable.
Ly(1, X) stands for the space of all X-valued strongly measurable functions.

We are going to convert whether the integral equality is true to whether
the mapping J; : I — C,(Q) defined blow is (Lebesgue-Bochner) mea-
surable, where Q = By- and C,(€2) denotes again the Banach space of all
continuous bounded functions on Q endowed with the sup-norm. For a Ba-
nach space X, the Banach spaces Ey, E » and C(K), the mappings J, O, T
and T = T QJ, the positive cone V = T% are the same as in Section 2.

Definition 4.1. Let G C Ly(/, X) be a nonempty subset satisfying sup ||G(?)|| =
SUP,eq llg(®)|| < oo a.e. The mapping J; : I — C,(Q) is defined for ¢ € I by
4.1) Je(H(x") = sug(x*,g(t)), X e Q.
g€
Note that Jg(t) = J(G(¢)), where G(t) = {g(t) : g € G}. If it arises no
confusion, we simply write J for Js.

We recall some notions and basic properties related to X-valued functions
defined on the interval I (from Definition 4.2 to Lemma 4.6), which can be
found in J. Diestel [20].

Definition 4.2. Let f : [ — X be a function.

1) f is said to be a simple function provided there exist a finite Z-partition
{E;}., and n vectors {x;}]_; C X such that f = 2i=1 X;xg;- The integral of
[ is defined by [ fdm = 3 ; x;m(E}).

ii) f is called (strongly) measurable if there is a sequence {f,} of simple
functions such that f,(s) — f(s)for almostall s € /. If, in addition, the limit
lim,, fl [fndm exists, then we say that f is (Lebesgue-Bochner) integrable and
f1 fdm = lim, f1 fndm is called the integral of f on I.

ii1) We say that f is weakly measurable if for each x* € X* the numerical
function (x*, f) is (£-) measurable.

Lemma 4.3. A function f : I — X is (Lebesgue-Bochner) integrable if and
only if f is strongly measureable and fl lflldm < oo.

Lemma 4.4. (Pettis’s measurability theorem) A function f : [ — X is
strongly measurable if and only if

(1) f(I) C X is essentially separable, i.e., there exists a null set Iy C 1
such that f(I\ly) is separable; and

(2) f is weakly measurable.

Lemma 4.5. Let F be a closed linear operator defined inside X and having
values in a Banach space Y. If both f : I — X and Ff are Bochner
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F( fl fds) = fl Ffds.

Lemma 4.6 (Jensen’s inequality). Assume f : [0, 1] — X is integrable, and
p : X — Ris a continuous convex function. If p o f is integrable, then

ffds fpof)ds

Lemma 4.7. Let X be a Banach space, I = [0,a], G C Li(I,X) be a
nonempty set, ¥ € Li(I,R,) such that sup,; |lg()|| < Y(t) a.e.t €. As-
sume that Ig : I — Cu(Q) is strongly measurable. then TQJls : I — C(K)

defined fort € by TQJs(t) = TQJ (G(t)) is integrable on I and satisfies

integrable, then

(4.2) 0 < TQJ( f t G(s)ds) < f [TQJ(G(s))ds
0 0

Proof. Since Js(t) = J (G(t)) is strongly measurable with respect to 7, and
since ¢ € Li(I,R,), it follows from

I7(G®)llc,@ = sup sup Kx", (1))

x*eQ geG

< sup sup [[x"[| - [lg(D)Il
xeQ geG

< Y(),

that [|[J(G®))llc, € Li(I,R"). By Lemma 4.3, J(G(?)) is integrable on /.
Consequently, TQJ(G(?)) is integrable.

Note that every x* € Q = By-, x* can be regarded as the evaluation
function 6, C C;(£2). By Lemma 4.5,

J( fo G(s)ds)(x") = sup<x f g(s)ds)

= sup f (", g(5))ds

geG

_fsup(x,g(s))ds
0

geG

= fo J(G(s))(x*)ds
:( fo J(G(s))ds)(x*).

Thus, in the order induced by the positive cone of C,({2), we have

J( fo G(s)ds) < fo J(G(s))ds.
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Since the quotient mapping Q is order preserving, it follows from Lemma

4.5
0J( fo G(s)ds) < Q fo J(G(s))ds

= fo QJ(G(s))ds.

Since T is an order isometry,

TQJ( fo [G(s)ds)s T fo [ QJ(G(s))ds

= fo TQJ(G(s))ds.

Since TQJ(%'(X)) ¢ C(K)* (Theorem 2.6 (iii)), and since TQJ(%'(X)) =
TQJ(A(X)).

0<TQJ( f t G(s)ds) < f t TQJ(G(s))ds.
0 0
O

Theorem 4.8. Let u be a convex MNC on a Banach space X, I = [0,al,
G C L(I,X) be a nonempty bounded subset, and € L\(I,R") such that
SUP,eq I8Nl < W(t) ae. t € I. Assume that Jg : I — Cy(Q) is strongly

measurable. Then p(G(t)) is measurable and

(4.3) u( fo [ G(s)ds) < % fo tu(tG(s))ds, VO <t<a.

Proof. By Lemma 4.7, T(G) = TQJ(G) : I - V c C(K)* defined for ¢ € 1
by T(G(t)) = TQJ(G(¢)) = TQJs(¢) is integrable on /. On the other hand,
it follows from Theorem 3.11 that there is a nonnegative-valued continuous
convex function F on V = TQJ(%”(X)) = T(,@(X)) c C(K)*, which is
Lipschitzian on each bounded subset of V such that

F(T(B)) = u(B), YB e B(X).
Therefore,
(4.4) F(T(G) = F(TQJ(G)) = w(G) : T > R

is measurable on /. Note that ], = Al for all fixed A > 0. J,5 : I — C,(Q)
is again strongly measurable for all fixed 0 < ¢ < a. Consequently, for all
fixed0 <t <a,

F(T(G)) = F(tTQJ(G)) = u(tG) : I > R*

is again measurable on I. Now, given 0 < ¢ < a, if fot p(tG(s))ds = oo, then
we finish the proof. If [ u(tG(s))ds < o, then (1G(s)) = F(fT(G(s))) is
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integrable with respect to s € [0, 7], and with

1 i
(4.5) % fo u(tG(s))ds = fo u(tG(ts))ds.
Since ¢ € Li(I, R") with sup,; lIg(s)ll < ¥(s) ae.,
1 ! !
(4.6) f 1G(ts)ds = f G(s)ds = | f g(s)ds : g € G} € CI1,X)
0 0 0
is uniformly bounded by fot Y(s)ds forall t € 1.

Since F is a monotone continuous convex function on V, it follows from
(4.5), (4.6), Lemma 4.7, Jensen’s inequality (Lemma 4.6),

u( fo t G(s)ds) = F(TQJ( fo t G(s)ds))

<F f TQJ(G(s))ds)

Il
‘n

(s
1
( f TQJ(tG(ts))ds)
0
1

F(TQJ(tG(ts))ds

| u(1G(1s))ds

!

0 u(tG(s))ds.

<

Il
TS s

Therefore, (4.3) holds.
O

Corollary 4.9. Let X be a Banach space, I = [0,a], G € L,(I,X) be a
nonempty bounded subset, and € L,(I,R") such that SUP,e lIgDIl <
U(t) a.e. t € I. Assume that Ig : 1 — Cu(Q) is strongly measurable.
Then the following inequality holds

4.7 K fo t G(s)ds) < fo t u(G())ds, V0 <1<a,

if one of the following conditions is satisfied.
i)0 <t <min{l,a};
ii) i is a sublinear measure of noncompactness.

Proof. By Theorem 4.8, it suffices to note that
u(tG(s)) = F(T(tG(s))) < tF(T(G(s))), if 0 < 1 < 1

and that
,u(tG(s)) = t,u(G(s)), Yt>0,
if p is a sublinear MNC. i
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5. STRONG MEASURABILITY AND WEAK MEASURABILITY OF J G

In this section, we will discuss measurability and weak measurability of
the mapping J; : I — C,(QQ) for a bounded set G C L;(/, X). As a result,
we show that if G is separable in L;(/, X) and there is u € L,(I, X) for some
0 < p such that sup,.; Ig()Il < u(?) a.e., then Jg is weakly measurable.
Making use of this result, we further prove that J; is strongly measurable if
G is one of the following classical classes:

a) G c C(I, X) is an equi-continuous subset;

b) G is a equi-regulated subset of R(/, X) (the Banach space of bounded
functions on [ satisfying that limt_ﬂg u(t) exist for all u € R(I,X) and ty € I)
endowed with the sup-norm; and

¢) G c Li(I, X) is uniformly measurable.

Lemma 5.1. Let T be a Hausdorff topological space, and C,(T) be the
Banach space of all bounded continuous functions on T endowed with the
sup-norm || fl| = sup,p | ()| for f € Cp(T). Then the closed unit ball B, ty-
of the dual C,(T)" satisfies

BC;,(T)* = W*-E{i5t :te T},

where 6, € C,(T)" is the evaluation functional defined for f € Cy(T) by
(0;, )y = f(t), and w*-co(A) denotes the w*-closed convex hull of A in
Cy(T)".

Proof. Since for each f € C,(T),
A1l = sup |f ()] = sup {6y, I,

teT teT

{£6, : t € T} is a norming set of C,(T). It follows from the separation
theorem of convex sets in locally convex spaces. Indeed, suppose to the
contrary, that there is

Qe BC},(T)* \ W*-a{ié‘t ite T}

By the separation theorem in the locally convex space (C;(T), w"), there
exists f € Cp(T) = (C,(T), w*)" such that

Iflz<e. f)>  sup W, f) = Su]p<i5z,f> = lI£1I;

yew*-co{+6,:t€T}
and this is a contradiction. O

Theorem 5.2. Let X be a Banach space, I = [0,al, G C Li(I,X) be a
separable subset satisfying that there is u € L,(I,R") for some p > 0 such
that SUPyei llgOIl < u(t) for almost all t € 1. Then J; : [0,a] — Cp(Q) is
weakly measurable.

Proof. We want to prove that for each ¢ € C,(€2)*, the real-valued function
(¢,1(+)) is measurable on 1.
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Since G C L(I, X) is separable, for every x* € QQ = By, the real-valued
function J;(-)(x*) defined for ¢ € I by

Jo(O)(x") = sup{x™, g(1))

geG

is measurable. Indeed, let {g,} be a dense sequence of G. Then

Jie (X)) = sup(x”, g,(t)) = J5(t)(x"), for almost all 7 € 1.

Thus, the measurability of J(-)(x*) follows from the measurability of J;g ,(-)(x*).

Assume that ¢ € C,(QQ)" with ||¢]| = 1. By Lemma 5.1, there is a net
{g.} € cofd, : x* € Q} such that ¢, — ¢ in the w*-topology of C,(QQ)".
Therefore,

(3.1 (@i, Jc() — (. Jc(1), 1€ 1.

Since for each x* € Q = By-,

(62, J6(0) = J6(0), x") = sup{x”, g(1))

geG

is measurable, (¢, J(?)) and sgn({g,, I(¢))) are measurable for each ¢,. Let
E={tel:{p ) # 0}. Then

sgn({e, I6(1)) - xe — sgn{ep,Jg(1))), tel.

On the other hand, since {sgn({¢,, J()))} C L,(I,R) is a bounded net, there
is a subnet of it weakly convergent to an element v € L,(/,R). Clearly,

(5.2) v(t)xe(t) = sgn({e,J(t))) for almost all ¢ € 1.
Let u, = {¢,,J5(:))|. Since
K@i, I < @Il = sup Kx", g(0)l = Sug lg@Il < u(?) a.e.,
ge

x*eQ,geG

[S1aS}

and since u € L,(I,R), {u’} C L,(I,R) is a bounded net which is point-

wise convergent to (¢, JG(I))Ig for ¢+ € I. This entails that {u?} admits a
subnet weakly convergent to some element w € L,(I,R). Clearly, w(t) =
K@, J6(1))|? for almost all ¢ € I. Therefore, (¢, Jg())? € Lr(I,R). Conse-
quently, [y, J(-))| is measurable. Hence, y g is measurable. This and (5.2)
entail that sgn({¢, I5(:))) is measurable. Since

(@, 36 () = sgn{e, Ic(ONKe, I (),
(¢,1(+)) is measurable. O

Theorem 5.3. Let G C C(I, X) be a nonempty equi-continuous subset. Then
Ig 1 I = Cy(QQ) is continuous, hence, strongly measurable.

Proof. It follows from the equi-continuity of G on [/ that for all &£ > 0 and
ty € I, there is 6 > 0 such that

tellt—1| <6 = lIgt) —g(t)ll <& ¥V geG.
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Thus, t € I, |t — 15| < 6 imply

We() =J(o)ll = | sup (x",g(1))— sup (x",g(t))

x*eQ,geG x*eQ,geG

<| sup (', 200 - g = suplig(t) - gl < &
x*eQ,geG geG

The next result follows from the theorem above and Corollary 4.9.

Corollary 5.4. Let X be a Banach space, yu be a convex MNC on X, I =
[0,a], and G € C(I,X) be a nonempty equi-continuous subset. Then the
following inequality holds

(5.3) u( fo [ G(s)ds) < % fo tu(tG(s))ds, VO <t<a.

In particular,

(5.4) u( f lG(s)ds)S f t,u(G(s))ds, VO <t<a.
0 0

if one of the following conditions is satisfied.
i)0 <t <min{l,a};
ii) u is a sublinear MNC.

Remark 5.5. Corollary 5.4 is a generalization of K. Goebel et al. In 1970,
K. Goebel and W. Rzymowski [21] showed that the inequality (5.4) holds
for equi-continuous subsets G ¢ C(/, X) and for the Hausdorftf MNC g, i.e.
when u = B. (See, also, [34].) In 1980, J. Banas and K. Goebel [5]] showed
the inequality (5.4) holds for equi-continuous subsets G € C(I, X) and for
homogeneous MNC p.

Before stating next result, we recall the notions of regulated functions
and of equi-regulated sets of such functions (see, for example, [28]]).

Definition 5.6. i) A function f : [a, b] — X is said to be regulated provided
for every t € [a, b) the right-sided limit lim,_,~ f(s) = f(t") exists and for
every t € (a, b] the left-sided limit lim,_,- f(s) = f(¢") exists.

We denote by R([a, b], X) the Banach space of all regulated functions
defined on the interval [a, b] endowed with the sup-norm.

ii) A nonempty subset G C R(I, X) is called equi-regulated if

Vt € (Cl, b]’vg > 0’ 35 > 0’ Vg € G’ vrl’tl € (t_(s’ t)ﬂ[a, b]? ||g(t2)_g(t1)|| < &,
Vi € [a,b),Ve >0, 36> 0, Vg € G, Viy, 1r € (¢, (+6)0[a, b], lg(t)—g(t)ll < &.

Theorem 5.7. Let X be a Banach space and I = [0, a]. Assume that G C
R(I, X) is a separable equi-regulated set. Then the mapping Jg : I — C,(Q)
is strongly measurable.
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Proof. By the definition of regulated functions and equi-regulated sets, it is
easy to see that G is separable in L,(/, X) and bounded in R(/, R), i.e.

sup |lgllrar) = sup [lg(®)llx = ¢ < 0.
g€G g€G el

By Theorem 5.2, J; is weakly measurable. To prove that J; is strongly
measurable, it suffices to show that J5(7) is separable in C,(€2).

Through a routine argument of compactness of / similar to L. Olszowy
and T. Zajac [28, Th. 3.1], we obtain that for all & > 0, there is an open
cover of I consisting of finitely many open intervals of the form

{[0, 00), (51 = 01,81 +01), -+, (8y=1 = Opts Sn—1 + On—1), (Sn, 61]},
such that
sup |lg(t2) — gl < &, V11,1, € [0, 6), or, (sp, al,

geG

supllg(r) — gl < &, V1,1 € (s1 — 6, 5)),0r1, (5,5; +5;),
geG

where j=1,2,---,n-1, forsomen€eN; §; >0, j=0,1,---,n-1;
and 6o, Sy, 5, 5;—0;,5;+6; € (0,a), j=1,---,n-1.
Put
Iy =10,60), I, = (sn,al,
I; = (85, 8;+0)), I; =(s1=6j,8)), j=1,2,---,n—1.
Therefore,
We(t2) =Ic()Il < sup (x", g(t2) — g(t1))

geG x*eQ
= sup [lg(r2) — g@)Il < &,
geG
whenever t,,1, € I;F, j=0,1,--- ,n,ort,t € IJT, j=1,2--- ,n—1.Thus,

each element ofJG(I;T), j=0,1,---,nand JG(IJT), j=12,---,n—11is
contained in a ball of C,(€2) with radius €. Consequently, J;(/) contained
in the union of 3x balls of C;,(Q) with radius &. This entails that J;(/) is a
relatively compact subset of C,(£2), hence, it is separable. O

The result below follows from the theorem above and Corollary 4.9.

Corollary 5.8. Let X be a Banach space, yu be a convex MNC on X, I =
[0,a], and G € R(I,X) be a nonempty separable equi-regulated subset.
Then the following inequality holds

(5.5) u( fo t G(s)ds) < % fo t u(tG(s))ds, Y0 <t<a.

In particular,

(5.6) u( f t G(s)ds) < f t u(G(s))ds, Y0 <t<a.
0 0

if one of the following conditions is satisfied.
i)0 <t <min{l,a};
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ii) u is a sublinear MNC.

Remark 5.9. Corollary 5.8 is a generalization of L. Olszowy and T. Zajac
[28, Th. 3.1] in 2020, where they showed that the inequality (5.6) holds for
the Hausdorftf MNC (u =)8.

For a finite measure space (I',X,n) and a Banach space X, we denote
by L(I',, X) the Banach space of all X-valued n-integrable functions f
endowed with the L;-norm ||f|| = fr lf(Vlldn. In particular, if I' = [ =
[a,b] c R and 7 is the Lebesgue measure on R, then simply denote it by
Li(1, X).

The following useful notion of uniform measurability of functions was
introduced by M. Kunze and G. Schliichtermann [26, Def. 3.16].

Definition 5.10. A bounded set G c L;(T’, n, X) is said to be uniformly n-
measurable provided for all € > 0 and A € X there exist A, € X and mutually
disjoint Ay,---A, € X with U;?zlAj = A, and with n(A \ A;) < & such that

for j=1,2,---,n we can choose y; € A; satisfying
(5.7) supllg(-wa, = ) 80raliL, <&
geG

j=1

Given a subset G C Ly(I', n, X) of X-valued n-measurable functions, we
denote by G(y) = {g(y) : g € G}, y € ['; and let I : I' = C,(Q) be again
defined for y € I by

(5.8) Te((x") = J(G)(x) = sup(x’, g()) = TG (x), X" € Q = By..

geG
Theorem 5.11. Let G C Ly(I', n, X) be a subset with

(5.9 sup|lg(y)|| < oo, for almost all y e T'.

geG
If G is uniformly n-measurable, then Jg : I — C,(Q) is strongly measur-
able.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that (5.9) holds for all
vyel.

Givenm € N, let A' =T, and € = 1/m. It follows from Definition 5. 10
that there exist I, € ¥ and mutually disjoint A, |,---A, , €%, y} €T for

m,nm,1

j=1,2,--+,n,; with Uj’:”’llA,;’j =TIl and with n(T \ T'})) < 1/m such that
Np,1
(5.10) sup llgC e, = ), 80y I < 1/m.
&€ Jj=1 "/

Next, we substitute A> = T'\T'} for A!(= I') in the procedure above. Then
there exist I, € X and mutually disjoint A? |,---A7, =€ %, y; € T for

m,nm2

j=1,2,-- ,n,, with Uj’z”fA2 =I'2 and with (A% \ T?) < 1/m such that

m,j
m2

(5.11) sup lg( ey, — D 80wz Il < 1/m.
j=1

geG
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We can claim that I'2, ¢ A2; Otherwise, we can replace I'2, by I'2, N A%,

Inductively, we obtain a sequence {I',}> of mutually disjoint measur-
able sets with n(I" \ U T7) = 0 and a family of strongly measurable func-
tions {gs : f € M}: fom : Iy = U2 I, — X defined for y by

A,

(5.12) fon) = D 8xu » yET,IEN,
J=1 '
which satisfies
(5.13) sup lgxr, (¥) = fomWIl < 1/m,
g€G,yely,

and n(I" \ I',) = 0. Clearly, for each g € G and [ € N, f,,, is a simple
function on an. Let Gy = {fymlr, * & € G}. Foreach I € N, by (5.12) we
know that

IniN) = sup (", fomlr, (VD). ¥ € Q (= By)
g€

defines a simple function J,,; : an — Cp(Q). Note that for y € F,’n,
W6(¥) = iy = supJe(¥)(x*) = S (¥)(x7)).

x*eQ
Ve >0andy €I let x: € Q be such that
(5.14) 1) = JmiWllcy@ < Ic()(x) = Jui(¥)(x,) + €.

Then there is g, € G be such that J(y)(x}) < (x}, g:(y)) + &. Therefore,
Je(x)) = Jmi(¥)(x;) + &
< (%, 8:N)) + &) — (x5, foem(Y))

1
< ||gs(7) - fgg,ln()/)ll +e< % + E£.

Since ¢ is arbitrary, the inequalities above and (5.14) imply that for all y €
r,

1
(5.15) W) = I, < o

Now, we define J,, : I, = Cp(Q) by J,(y) = Jun(y), ¥y € I',n =
1,2,--- . Clearly, J,, is strongly measurable and it satisfies

1
(5.16) We) = JuWllcyey < —» ¥ € L,

and J,,([,) = Uy, J,,(I',) is a countable subset of Cp,(€2).

By taking m = 1, 2, - - -, we can obtain the following two sequences:

a) a sequence {I',,} of measurable sets satisfying n(I' \ I[,,) = O for all
meN;

b) a sequence {J,,} of strongly measurable functions J,, defined on I,
with countable ranges satisfying

1
(5.17) We(¥) = JnWlle,@) < Y €l,,meN.
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Finally, let I’y = N,-_, [,,. Then n(I" \ Ty) = 0, and
n111_f>f010 We) = JnWlle,@ =0, Yy el
Consequently, J; : I' = C,(Q) is strongly measurable. O

The following result is a consequence of Theorem 5.11 and Corollary
4.9.

Corollary 5.12. Let X be a Banach space, u be a convex MNC on X, I =
[0,al, and G C L(1, X) be a nonempty separable and uniformly measurable
subset. Then the following inequality holds

(5.18) u( fo t G(s)ds) < % fo t u(tG(s))ds, Y0 <t<a.

In particular,

(5.19) u( fo lG(s)ds)S fo t,u(G(s))ds, VO<t<a,

if one of the following conditions is satisfied,
i)0 <t <min{l,a};
ii) u is a sublinear MNC.

Remark 5.13. Corollary 5.12 is a generalization of Kunze and G. Schliichtermann
[26] Corollary 3.19], where they showed that the inequality (5.19) holds for
the Hausdorff MNC g, i.e. u = 8.

6. ON REPRESENTATION OF MEASURES OF NON-PROPERTY D

In this section, we will discuss a more general class of measures on Ba-
nach spaces, namely, convex MNPD (defined in Definition 1.5), which con-
tains convex MNCs, convex MNWCs, convex MNSWCs, convex MNRNPs
and convex MNAs as its special cases. We will show the results presented in
Sections 3-5 for MNC:s are still true for these measures of non generalized
compactness.

In this section, we again use Z(X) (or, simply, &) to denote a fundamen-
tal sub-semigroup of %’ (X) (Definition 1.3).

Proposition 6.1. Every fundamental closed sub-semigroup 9 of € (X) con-
tains all nonempty compact convex subsets of X. i.e. (X)) D> H# (X).

Proof. Since €' (X) is complete, and since Z is closed in €' (X), Z is neces-
sarily complete. On the other hand, it follows from Definition 1.3 that every
fundamental closed sub-semigroup Z of %' (X) contains all nonempty con-
vex polyhedrons of X, i.e. for any finite subset F C X, co(F) € . Note that
the set Z2(X) of all nonempty convex polyhedrons of X is dense in .2 (X).
Completeness of Z entails Z(X) > # (X). O

Definition 6.2. A convex measure of non-property © on X is said to be, suc-
cessively, a convex measure of noncompactness, of non-weak compactness,
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of non-super weak compactness, of non-Radon-Nikodym property, and of
non-Asplundness if we take, successively,

2 = # (X), the fundamental semigroup consisting of all nonempty con-
vex compact subsets of X;

2 = W (X), the fundamental semigroup consisting of all nonempty con-
vex weakly compact subsets of X

2 =sup-# (X), the fundamental semigroup consisting of all nonempty
convex super weakly compact subsets of X;

2 = Z(X), the fundamental semigroup consisting of all nonempty closed
bounded convex subsets of X with the Radon-Nikodym property; and

2 = </ (X), the fundamental semigroup consisting of all nonempty closed
bounded convex Asplund subsets of X.

Definition 6.3. i) Kuratowski’s measure @4 of non-property © on X is de-
fined for B € #A(X) by

ay(B)=inf{r>0: AD € D,(E}jecr € B(X) 5.1. BC D+ UjcrE,

where F' C N is a finite set with diam(E;) < r, for all j € F.

i) [13] The Hausdorff measure 84 of non-property © on X is defined for
B € #(X) by

Bo(B)=inf{r>0: 3D € 2, 5.1. BC D +rBy].

Theorem 6.4. Let X be a Banach space, and p : B(X) — R* be a convex
measure of non-property ©. Then
i) [Density determination] u(B) = u(B), ¥YB € #A(X);
ii) [Translation invariance] u(B + D) = u(B), VB € #(X), D € 2(X);
iii) [Negiligbility] u(B U D) = u(B), ¥ B € #(X), D € Z(X).
If, in addition, one of the following four conditions is satisfied:

a) 9 = x;

b)) =W,

c) D =sup-W;

d) X is reflexive,
then

iv) [Continuity] 0 # C,,,; c C, € €(X), neN; u(C,) » 0 =
ﬂ C, # 0.

Proof. By Proposition 6.1, ¥ > £ . Therefore, 1), ii) and iii) follow from
an argument which is the same as the proof of Theorem 3.4 but substituting
“convex MNPD” for “convex MNC”. It remains to show iv).

If a) ¥ = ¢, then u is a convex MNC. Thus, iv) follows from Theorem
34.

If b) 2 = W, then u is a convex MNWC. For each n € N, choose any
x, € C, and let W,, = co{x;};>,. Then

,U(W]) = :u(Wn) < ,U(Cn) - O, as n — oo,
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Thus, u(Wy) = 0, which entails that W, is weakly compact. Weak compact-
ness and non-inceasing monotonicity of {W,} imply

(DiﬂWncﬂC,,.

If ¢) 2 =sup-#, then by b), it suffices to note that every super weakly
compact set is weakly compact.

If d) X is reflexive, then every C, is nonempty weakly compact. Conse-
quently, (), C, # 0. O

The following representation theorem of convex MNPD is an analogy of
Theorem 3.11.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that X is a Banach space and that 9 is a fundamen-
tal sub-semigroup of € (X). Then there is a Banach space C(K) for some
compact Hausdorff space K such that for every u which is a convex measure
of non property © with respect to & on X, there is a function F = F 5 on the
cone V = T(A(X)) c C(K)" satisfying

i) u(B) = F(TB), for all B € AB(X),

ii) F is nonnegative convex and monotone on V;

iii) F is bounded by b, = F(rTByx) on V (\(rBex)), for all r > 0;

iv) F is c,-Lipschitian on V (\(rBc)), for all r > 0, where ¢, = F((1 +
PTBx) = u((1 + r)By);

v) In particular, if u is a sublinear of non property D, then we can take
¢, = uW(Bx) in iv).

Proof. Let u be a convex measure of non property D with respect to & on
X. Let

F4(T(B)) = u(B), VY B e A(X).
By Proposition 6.1, we know that all the propositions, lemmas and theorems
in Section 3 hold again if we substitute 4 for the convex function F. In
particular, Theorem 3.11 is still true for F 4. m|

The following the theorem is an analogy of Theorem 4.8.

Theorem 6.6. Let u be a convex measure of non property © on a Banach
space X, I = [0,a], G € Li(I,X) be a nonempty bounded subset, and
Y € Li(I,R") such that sup,lig®ll < (1) a.e. t € 1. Assume that

Ig 1 I = Cy(Q) is strongly measurable. Then ,u(G(t)) is measurable and

6.1) u( fo [ G(s)ds) < % fo tu(tG(s))ds, VO<t<a.

Corollary 6.7. Let X be a Banach space, u be a convex measure of non
property D on X, I = [0,a], G € L(I,X) be a nonempty bounded subset,
and € Li(I,R") such that sup,; Ig(Dll < y(1) a.e. t € 1. Assume that
Ig 1 I = Cy(Q) is strongly measurable. Then the following inequality holds

(6.2) u( fo t G(s)ds) < fo t u(G(9))ds, Y0 <t<a.



REPRESENTATION OF MNCS AND ITS APPLICATIONS 33

if one of the following conditions is satisfied.
i)0 <t <min{l,a};
ii) i is a sublinear measure of non property .

The next result follows from Corollary 6.7, Theorems 5.3, 5.7 and 5.11.

Corollary 6.8. Let X be a Banach space, and u be a convex measure of non
property © on X, I = [0, a). If G satisfies one of the following conditions

i) G € C(I,X) is a nonempty equi-continuous subset;

ii) G € R(I, X) is a nonempty separable equi-regulated subset;

iii) G € Li(I, X) is a nonempty separable uniformly measurable set,
then the following inequality holds

(6.3) u( fo [ G(s)ds) < % fo tu(tG(s))ds, VO <t<a.

In particular,

(6.4) u( f t G(s)ds) < f t u(G(9))ds, Y0 <t<a.
0 0

if one of the following conditions is satisfied.
a)0 <t <min{l, a};
b) u is a sublinear measure of non property ®.

7. SOME APPLICATIONS TO A CAUCHY PROBLEM

In this section, as applications of the representation theorem of convex
MNC (Theorem 3.11) and the inequalities in Section 4, we will give two
examples of solvability the Cauchy problem (1.5) in the first section, i.e.

X (@)= f(t,x), a=t>0;
(7.1) { x(0) = xo

in a Banach space X. This results can be regarded as an extension of the
classical result of K. Goebel and W. Rzymowski [21] (see, also, [34]), J.
Banas and K. Goebel [5]. Our proof is based on their nice and concise
constructions but with slight modifications.

The first example (Theorem 7.3) is to show that (7.1) has at least solution
on the interval I = [0, a] under the assumptions (1) f : I X B(xp,r) = X
is uniformly continuous and bounded, and (2) for every nonempty bounded
set B € A(X), we have u(f(t, B)) < w(t,u(B)), where w(t,u) is a Kamke
function and y is a convex MNC. The same result has been proven by J.
Banas and K. Goebel [5] but under the assumption that u is a “symmetric”
sublinear MNC.

Let w(t,u) be a real nonnegative function defined on (0,a] x [0, +o0)
which is continuous with respect to u for any fixed ¢ and measurable with
respect to t for each fixed u. We call w(¢, u) a Kamke comparison function
if w(z,0) = 0 and the constant function # = 0 is the unique solution of the
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integral inequality
!
u(t) < f w(s, u(s))ds, for t € (0,al
0

which satisfies the condition li%’l @ = lirgl u(t) = 0.
t—0* t—0*
For x € C(I,X) and B c C(I,X), where I = [0, a], X is a Banach space,
the modulus of continuity of x (resp., B) is defined by

(7.2) w(x, &) = sup{ ||x(®) — x(s)|| : ¢, s € [0,a], |t — 5| < &}

(7.3) (resp., w(B, &) = sup{w(x, &) : x € B}.)

The following result is an extension of J. Bana$ and K. Goebel [5, Lemma
13.2.1].

Lemma 7.1. Let X be a Banach space, I = [0, a], u be a convex MNC on X
and B be a nonempty bounded subset of C(I1, X). Then

(7.4) | u(B(1)) = u(B(s)) | < Lg - w(B, |t = s]), Vi,5 €1,

where Lg > 0 is a constant. If B is equicontinuous, then u(B(t)) is continu-
ous with respect to t.

Proof. Since B ¢ C(I, X) is bounded, By = {x(¢) : x € B,t € I} is a bounded
subset of X. Let r = ||fp,llcx), where fz, = T(By) = TQJ(By), C(K),
T, Q and J are defined as in Section 2. It follows from Theorem 3.11 that
F(fz) = u(B) for B € #(X) defines a monotone continuous convex function
on V, and it is Lg-Lipschitzian on V N rB¢k), where Ly = F((l +r) fBX).
Note that for all # € I, B(t) C By. Since the three mappings 7, Q and J are
order preserving, we conclude that fp; < fp,, hence, fpy € V N rBe).
Vs,t € I, we have

| 1(B(1)) — u(B(5)) | = | F(fp) — F(fes) |

< Lg - /@) — fBes)ll

=L - ITQJ(B(®)) = TQJ(B(s))ll

= Lg - |IQIJ(B(®) — J(B))III

< Lg - IV(B(@) = J(B))II

= Lg - dy( co(B(1)), co(B(s)) )

< Lg - du(B(1), B(s))

< Lg - w(B,|t - s|).
Thus, the proof is complete. O
Lemma 7.2. Suppose that u is a convex measure of noncompactness on X,
By c C(I,X) is a nonempty equicontinuous bounded set, and that B, C

B,#0(n=0,1,2,---). Then {u(B,)},>1 € C(I,R) is again an equicontin-
uous subset.
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Proof. Since By is an equicontinuous bounded set, each B, # () is again an
equicontinuous bounded subset. Let C; := {x(¢) : x € By,t € I}, r = ||f¢, ]l
where fc, = TQJ(Cy). Then it follows from Lemma 7.1, for all » € N and
t,sel,

| 1(Bu(1)) — p(Bu(s)) | < Ly - w(By, |t — s1),
where L, = F((1 + Il fa,lDfs,). Ba(D) = {x(1) : x € Byt € I}. Since
B,(I) c Ci, fs,uy < fc,- According to the monotonicity of F, we have

Ly <F((1+11fe, D fs ).

| 1(Ba(®) = 1(Bu()) | < F((1 + 11, ID sy ) - (B It = s1)

(7.5)
< F((1+ 7)fi, Jeo(Bo, It = s)).

Since B is equicontinuous, {1(B,(1))},., is equicontinuous with respect to
tel. O

The following result is an extension of J. Bana$ and K. Goebel [5, Th
13.3.1].

Theorem 7.3. Let X be a Banach space, I = [0,a] and u be a convex
MNC on X, B(xp,r) = {x € X : ||lx — xoll £ r}. Suppose that f(-,-) :
[0,a] X B(xy,r) — X is uniformly continuous and w = w(-,-) is a Kamke
function. If f is bounded on [0,a] X B(xy,r) by (0 <) & < r and if the
following condition is satisfied: For all B € (X) and almost all t € [0, a,]

(7.6) p(f (1, B)) < w(t, u(B)),

then the Cauchy problem (7.1) has at least one solution x € C([0,a;], X),
where a; = min{1, a}. In particular, if u is a sublinear MNC, then a, = a,
i.e. the Cauchy problem (7.1) has at least one solution x € C([0, a], X)

Proof. Let I = [0, a] and
By = { x(t) € C(1,X) : x(0) = xo with [|x(r) — x(s)|| < £l = sI, ¥ s, € I}.

Then B, is an equicontinuous bounded closed convex set. The transforma-
tion A : By — C(I, X) defined for x € By and ¢ € I by

(7.7) (Ax)(1) = xo + ft f(s, x(s))ds
0

is continuous self-mapping on By. Let B, = E(A(B,,)), n=0,1,2,---.
It is easy to observe that {B,} is a decreasing sequence of equicontinuous
closed convex subsets. Let u, () = u(B,(t)). Obviously 0 < u,,1(¢) < u,(t)
forn=0,1,---. By Lemma 7.2, {u,},> is a bounded equicontinuous subset
of C(I, X). Therefore, it converges uniformly to a function u., defined by

Uso(t) = lim u, (1)
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forall t € I. Let y(¢) = xo + f(0, xo)t for all # € I. Then for every x € A(By)
and for all ¢ € I, we have

be(t) = y@)ll < £ sup{lI£(0, x0) = f(s, Il : s < 1, ]lx = xoll < &5} = ta(0).
Note that lirgl a(t) = 0 and that
=0+

(ABY)(®) < B(y(0), ta()) = xo + t£(0, x0) + ta(t)B(O, 1).
Since u is a convex MNC,
(1) = u(B1(1)) = p(TO(ABo)())
< p(xo + ££(0, x0) + ta(t)B(0, 1))
= p(t£(0. x0) + ta()B(0, 1))
= p(ta(H)B(0, 1))
Due to the convexity of u, for all 0 < t < a with ta(t) < 1,

(7.9) u(ta(®)BO, 1)) < ta(du(B(. 1)).

Thus, we conclude that

(7.8)

. ou(t
lim
t—0* t

) _ lim a(tyu(B(0, 1)) = 0.

Since 0 < us(r) < (1) < wy (1), lim 52 = 0,
t—0t

Note that the uniform continuity of f(:,-) implies that the mapping F
defined by (Fx)(¢) = f(¢, x(t)) maps every equicontinuous subset of B into
an equicontinuous subset of it.

If either 0 < ¢ < min{1, a}, or, i is a sublinear MNC, then by Corollary
4.9,

e (1) = u(T(ABD)) = 1 fo (s B(5)ds)

< f t/l{f(s, Bn(S))}ds < f t w(s, u,(s))ds,
0 0

which implies u.,(f) < fol w(s, U(5))ds. Consequently, u(f) = 0 forall 0 <

t < min{1, a}. Since u, converges to u,, = 0 uniformly on 7, lim max u,(f) =
n—oo te[0,a]

0. It follows from the generalized Arzela-Ascoli theorem, the set B, =
N> B, is nonempty convex compact set in C(, X). Obviously, A is a self-
mapping on B,,. It follows from the Schauder theorem that A has a fixed
point x € B.,.

O

The next result (i.e. the second example) of solvability of the problem
(7.1) is a generalization of Theorem 7.3. It is also an extension of Bana$
and Goebel [5, Th 13.3.1]. The space C,(Q2) and the mapping J; are the
same as in Definition 4.1.
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Theorem 7.4. Let X be a Banach space, I = [0, a] and u be a convex MNC
on X. Suppose that

i) f(-,:) : I XX — X is bounded and continuous, and w = w(-,-) is a
Kamke function.

ii) For any equicontinous set G C C(I,X), J5[0,a] C C,(Q) is essen-
tially separable in C,(Q); in particular, if F = f(t,-) satisfying one of the
following three conditions:

a) F maps each equicontinuous set into an equicontinuous set of C(1, X);

b) F maps every equicontinuous set into an equiregulated set of R(I, X)
(see, Definition 5.6 ii) );

c) F maps every equicontinuous set into a uniformly measurable set of
Li(1,X) (see, Definition 5.10).

iii) For all B € AB(X) and almost all t € [0, a]

u(f(t, B)) < w(t, u(B)),

then the Cauchy problem (7.1) has at least one solution x € C([0,a;], X),
where a; = min{1, a}. In particular, if u is a sublinear MNC, then a, = a,
i.e. the Cauchy problem (7.1) has at least one solution x € C([0, a], X).

Proof. Assume that f(¢, x) : [0,a] X X — X is bounded by &, and let
By = { x(t) € C(I1, X) : x(0) = xo with [|x(?) — x(s)|| < €|t —s|, V s,t € I}.

Then By is an equicontinuous bounded closed convex set. The transforma-
tion A : By — C(I, X) defined for x € By and ¢ € I by

(7.10) (Ax)(t) = xo + f f(s, x(s))ds
0

is continuous self-mapping on By, and it maps every nonempty subset of
C(I, X) into an equicontinuous subset. Let B, = E(A(Bn)), n=0,1,2,---.
Then we obtain a decreasing sequence {B,} of equicontinuous closed con-
vex subsets. If we repeat the procedure of the proof of Theorem 7.3, then
we get a decreasing sequence {u,} of continuous functions u,(t) = ,u(B,,(t))
and u., < u, for all n € N defined by

Uso(t) = lim u, (1)

for all ¢ € I such that lim @ =0.

t—0*

Since foreach n € N, Jg (I) is essentially separable in C,(£2), by Theorem
52,1, : I = Cp(Q) is strongly measurable. If either 0 < ¢ < min{1, a}, or,
u is a sublinear MNC, then it follows from Corollary 4.9 that

e (1) = u(T(ABD)) = 1 fo (s B(5)ds)

< f t/l{f(s, Bn(S))}ds < f t w(s, u,(5))ds,
0 0
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which implies u(f) < fot w(s, Us(s))ds. Consequently, u.(f) = 0 for all
0 <t < 1. Since u, converges to U, = 0 uniformly on 7, lim mai( u,(t) = 0.

n—oo t€[0,1]
It follows from the generalized Arzela-Ascoli theorem, the set B, = N,> | B,
is nonempty convex compact set in C(/, X). Obviously, A is a self-mapping
on B,,. It follows from the Schauder theorem that A has a fixed point x €
Be.

We finish the proof by noting that one of the three particular cases a), b)
and c) can always guarantee that the mappings Jp : I — C,(€2) are strongly
measurable (Theorems 5.3, 5.7 and 5.11).

]
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