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1 Introduction and basic concepts

Fixed point theory serves a incontestable purpose in the development of different branches of sciences. With
the advent of new results in the theory, the new applications have been coined out. One such all-time
significant application is in proving the existence of solutions to various kinds of equations viz. differential
equations, integral equations, fractional differential and integral equations, integro-differential equations,
functional equations, etc.

When a mapping has no fixed points, we search for the points that are most close to the fixed points, which
are called as best proximity points. In the last three decades, there has been significant development in the
field of best proximity point (pair) results. The application of such results lies in establishing the existence of
optimum solutions for a system of equations. Let us recall the concept of best proximity points (pairs) in brief
(see [1-3] for more details).

Throughout this article the following notations are used:

N - set of natural numbers,

R - set of real numbers,

R, — the set [0, ©),

B(a, p) — closed ball of radius p with center a,

D - closure of the set D,

con(P) - convex and closed hull of D,

diam(9) - diameter of the set D.
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Let B(X) be a collection of bounded subsets in a metric space X.

Let us take two nonempty subsets P and Q of a normed linear space (NLS) X. We consider that a pair
(P, Q) satisfies a property, if both P and Q individually satisfy that property. For example, we say a pair (P, Q)
is nonempty if and only if P and Q are nonempty. For the pair (P, Q), we will define,

Py={a € P:3b’ € Q|||a - V|| = dist(P, Q)},
Q,={b € Q : 3a’ € P||ja’ - b|| = dist(P, Q)}.

In Banach space X, (P, Q,) is a nonempty, convex and weakly compact pair if (£, Q) is nonempty, convex
and weakly compact. If P, = P and Q, = Q, then the pair (£, Q) of nonempty subsets in a NLS X is called
proximinal.

Definition 1.1. A mapping T: PU Q —» P U Q is called
() cyclicif T(P) € Q and T(Q) € P;
(ii) noncyclic if T(P) € P and T(Q) < Q;
(iii) relatively nonexpansive if it satisfies ||Ta — Th|| < ||a — b|| whenever a € P and b € Q;
(iv) nonexpansive if ||Ta - Tb|| < ||a — b|| whenevera € P and b € Q and P = Q;
(v) compact if (T(P), T(Q)) is compact.

We consider a best proximity point for a cyclic mapping T, which is defined as, a point w* € P U Q
satisfying

[[w* = Tw*|| = dist(P, Q) = inf{|ja - b|]| : a € P, D € Q}.

In case of a noncyclic mapping T, we consider the existence of a pair (b, a) € (P, Q) for which b = Th,a = Ta
and ||b - al| = dist(P, Q). Such pairs are called best proximity pairs.

The notion of cyclic (noncyclic) relatively nonexpansive mappings is presented by Eldred et al. in [1] and
the best proximity point (pair) results in Banach spaces are obtained. The existence of best proximity point is
manifested in [1] using a concept of proximal normal structure (PNS). Gabeleh [4] proved that every nonempty,
convex and compact pair in a Banach space has PNS. This fact enabled Gabeleh to prove the following results.

Theorem 1.2. [4] A relatively nonexpansive cyclic mapping T : P U Q — P U Q has a best proximity point if T is
compact and P, is nonempty, where (P, Q) is a nonempty, bounded, closed and convex (NBCC) pair in a Banach
space X.

Next result is for noncyclic mappings on a strictly convex Banach space. A Banach space X is strictly
convex if for a, b, x € X and A > 0, the following holds

a+b
[||a—x||SA,||b—x||SA,a¢b]=»HT—X <A.

The LP space (1 < p < =) and Hilbert space are examples of strictly convex Banach spaces.

Theorem 1.3. [4] Let X be a strictly convex Banach space and (P, Q) is an NBCC pair in X. Then, a relatively
nonexpansive noncyclic mapping T : P U Q — P U Q admits a best proximity pair, provided it is compact and P,
is nonempty.

These results (Theorems 1.2 and 1.3) can be considered as extensions of Schauder fixed point theorem for
best proximity point (pair). The condition of compactness on the mapping T is a strong one. The Schauder’s
fixed point theorem is generalized by Darbo [5] and Sadovskii [6] using the concept of measure of noncom-
pactness (MNC) which is defined axiomatically as follows (see Definition 1.4). One of the important aspects
about MNC is that it facilitates to choose a class of mappings which are more general than compact operators.
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Definition 1.4. [7-9] An MNC is a mapping u : B(X) — R* satisfying the following axioms:
(1) p(P) = 0if and only if P is relatively compact,

() u(P) = u(P), P € B(X),

(3) u(P U Q) = max{u(P), u(Q)}, where P, Q € B(X).

An MNC yu on B(X) satisfies the following properties.

(@) P C Q implies u(P) < u(Q).

(b) u(P) = 0if P is a finite set.

(©) u(P N Q) = minfu(P), u(Q)}, for all P, Q € B(X).

(d) If limp-o.u(P,) = 0 for a nonincreasing sequence {B;} of nonempty, bounded and closed subsets of X, then
P, = Np21B, is nonempty and compact.

On a Banach space X, u has the following properties.
@ u(con(Q)) = u(Q), for all Q € B(X).

(i) u(AQ) = [A|u(Q) for any number A and Q € B(X).

(@) uP + Q) < u(P) + w(Q).

Example 1.5. [8] The non-negative numbers
a(C) = inf{r > 0 : ¢ c UX,S;, diam(S;) <r,i=1,2, ...,N}

and
B(C) =inf{r >0:Cc UYB(x,r),x; €X,i =1, ..,N},

assigned with a bounded subset C of a metric space X are called Kuratowski MNC (K-MNC) and Hausdorff MNC
(H-MNC), respectively.

Schauder fixed point theorem is generalized using MNC by Darbo [5] and Sadovskii [6]. We present the
combined statement of both the theorems as follows:

Theorem 1.6. Let T be a continuous self-mapping on a NBCC subset C of a Banach space X, for every M C C
satisfying one of the followings:

(D) There exists a0 < A <1 such that u(T(M)) < Au(M),

(S) u(M) > 0, u(T(M)) < u(M).

Then T has at least one fixed point.

A mapping satisfying condition (D) is called A-set contraction (due to Darbo [5]) whereas satisfying (S) is
called as u-condensing (due to Sadovskii [6]).

On the line of Darbo fixed point theorem, Gabeleh and Markin in [10] generalized Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 by
relaxing the condition of compactness on the operator T by using the concept MNC and applied the obtained
results to actualize the optimum solutions of a system of differential equations. Recently, the results of [10]
have been generalized further in different directions in [11-16] in which best proximity point (pairs) results
are obtained using MNC.

In this article, we prove best proximity point (pair) theorems for a new class of cyclic (non-cyclic)
operators facilitated by MNC and some abstract functions. We apply the obtained results to prove the existence
of optimal solutions of system of fractional differential equation (FDE) with initial value involving (k, y)-Hilfer
fractional derivative. This is achieved by means of defining an operator from integral equations equivalent to
the system of differential equations and proving that this operator has at least one best proximity point.
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2 Main results

In this section, we present our main results for the existence of best proximity point (pair) for new classes of
cyclic and noncyclic operators. We consider the following class of mappings introduced in [11], which will be
used to define the new classes of condensing operators.

Let us denote by H the collection of all functions k : [0, ©) x [0, ©) — [0, ) that satisfy the following
conditions:
1) max{a, b} < k(a,b) fora,b = 0,
(2) k is continuous,
(3) k(a+ b,c+d)<k(a,c)+«k,d).

For example, if we take k(x, y) = x + y, then it is clear that k € H .
The following theorem is our first main result. Some part of the proof and the concept of T-invariant pair
is adopted from [12].

Theorem 2.1. Let (P, Q) be a nonempty and convex pair in a Banach space E with Py being nonempty and u an
MNC on E. A relatively nonexpansive cyclic mapping T : P U Q — P U Q has at least one best proximity point if
for every NBCC, proximinal and T invariant pair (M, M;) € (P, Q) with dist(My, M;) = dist(P, Q) and for
continuous mappings A; : R, = R, 1 € {1, 2, 3} such that for t > 0, Ay(t) > Ay(t) - A3(t), T satisfies
M(r(u(T (M) U T(My)), o(u(T (M) U T(M>)))))
< Do(k(u(My U My), p(u(My U Mp)))) = B3(k(u(My U M), p(u(My U My)))),

where x € H and ¢ : [0, ©) — [0, ©) is a nondecreasing and continuous function.

@

Proof. As Py is nonempty, (P, Q,) is nonempty. Also one can show that (P, Q,) is convex, closed, T-invariant
and proximinal pair considering the conditions on T (for more details see [12]). For a € P, there is a b € Q,
such that||la - b|| = dist(P, Q). Since T is relatively nonexpansive cyclic mapping,

|ITa - Tb|| < |ja - b|| = dist(P, Q),

which gives Ta € Q,, that is, T(Py) € Q,. Similarly, T(Q,) € Py and so T is cyclic on Py U Q,.

Let us define a pair (G, Hy) as G, = con(T(Gy-1)) and H, = con(T'(Hp-1)), n = 1 with Gy = Py and Hj = Q,.
We claim that Gp+1 € H, and H, € Gy for alln € N. We have H; = con(T(Hy)) = ton(TQ,) = con(Py) < Py = Gy.
Therefore, T(H;) € T(Gy). So H, = con(T(H;)) € con(T(Gy)) = G;. Continuing this pattern, we obtain H, € G,
by using induction. Similarly, we can see that G,.; € H, for alln € N. Thus, Gp+3 € Hy+1 € G, € H,—; foralln € N.
Hence, we obtain a decreasing sequence {(Ga,, Hz;)} of nonempty, closed and convex pairs in Py X Q,. Moreover,
T(Hz,l) c T(GZn—l) c m(T(GZn_l)) = Gy and T(GZH) c T(H2n_1) c W(T(HZ,H)) = HZn.Therefore, foralln € N,
the pair (Gzn, Hzy) is T-invariant.

Now if (u, v) € Py x Q, is a proximinal pair, then

dist(Gan, Hon) < [IT2u = T2]| < fJu - v]| = dist(?, Q).

Next, we show that the pair (G,, H,) is proximinal using mathematical induction. Obviously for n = 0, the pair
(Gy, Hyp) is proximinal. Suppose that (G, Hy) is proximinal, we show that (Gk+1, Hi+1) is also proximinal. Let x
be an arbitrary member in Gy, = Con(T(Gy)). Then, it is represented as x = Zfﬁl/llT(xl) with x; € Gy, m €N,
A 20 and Y24 = 1. Due to proximinality of the pair (Gy, H), there exists y; € Hy for 1< 1< m such that
IX: = y;|| = dist(Gy, Hy) = dist(P, Q). Take y = Z{ZIAIT(yl). Then, y € con(T(Hy)) = Hy+; and

m m
QAT = Y AT(Q))
=1 =1

m
lx =yl = < 2 Al =yl = dist(P, Q).
I=1

This means that the pair (Gi+1, Hx+1) is proximinal and induction does the rest to prove (G, Hy) is proximinal
foralln €N,
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Now if possible, let us take k(u(Gan U Hyy), 9((G2n U Hyp))) > 0 for all n € N. As k is nondecreasing and
{(Gan, Hyp)} is a decreasing sequence,

K(U(Gon+2 U Hapez), @(U(Gonsz U Hopsz))) < K(U(Gan U Hyp), @(U(Gon U Hpyp))),

holds for alln € N. Therefore, the sequence {k(u(Ga; U Hyp), @(u(G2n U Hyy)))} is nonnegative, bounded below
and decreasing. Thus, there exists a = 0 such that

rlll—IB: K(U(Gan U Hyp), o(u(Gan U Hyy))) = a.

Now if possible, let a > 0. From the assumed hypothesis on T, we have

Al(K(Ku(GZrHZ U H2n+2) (P(#(GZn+z U H2n+2))))
= Ay(k(max{u(Gon+2), U(Hon+2)}, @(Max{u(Gaona), U(Hzn+2)})))
< M(k(max{u(Hans+1), W(Gans1)}, @max{u(Hzn+1), U(G2n+1)})))
= Mq(k(max{u(con(T (Hzn))), H(CON(T(G2n)))}, (max{u(Con(T (Hzn))), H(CON(T(G2n)))})))
M(k(max{u(T (Han)), W(T(G2n))}, p(max{u(T (Han)), t(T(G2n))}))
= M(k(U(T(G2n) U T(Han)), 9(U(T(G2n) U T(Han)))))
< Dop(k(U(Gzn U Han), 9((Gan U Han)))) = As(K(U(Gan U Han), 9(U(G2n U Hpy)))) forall n > 0.

Asn — o, we have Aj(a) < Ay(a) — As(a), which is a contradiction to the assumption on mapping A, A; and As.
This means that a = 0. Therefore,

lim, - oK (U(G2n U Hap), 9(U(Gan U Hyy))) = 0
By definition of mapping k, we deduce that
lim u(Gan U Hyn) = hm o(U(Gan U Han)) =

oo

That is, lim,-ou(Gzn U Hyp) = max{lim,ot(Gap), limy-oi(Hyy)} = 0. Now let Go = Np=¢Gzn and He., =
Mn=oHon. By property (d) of MNC, the pair (G, Ho) iS nonempty, convex, compact and T-invariant with
dist(Ge, Ho) = dist(P, Q). Now we obtain, T : G U He — G U Hw, Which is a cyclic, relatively nonexpansive
mapping on a nonempty, convex, compact and T-invariant pair (Ge, H.) with dist(Ge., H») = dist(P, Q).
Therefore, Theorem 1.2 ensures that T admits a best proximity point. 0

Next result is an analogous of the above theorem for relatively nonexpansive noncyclic mapping which
constitutes second main result of the section.

Theorem 2.2. Let (P, Q) be a nonempty and convex pair in a strictly convex Banach space E with Py nonempty
and u an MNC on E. A relatively nonexpansive noncyclic mapping T: P U Q —» P U Q has at least one best
proximity pair if for every NBCC, proximinal and T invariant pair (M, My) € (P, Q) with dist(My, M) =
dist(P, Q) equation (1) is satisfied.

Proof. It is clear that (Py, Q,) is NBCC pair which is proximinal and T-invariant (see [12] for more details on proof).
Let (a, b) € Py x Q, be such that||a - b|| = dist(P, Q). Since T is relatively nonexpansive noncyclic mapping,

\|Ta - Tb|| < |ja - b|| = dist(P, Q),

which gives Ta € Py, that is, T(Py) € Po. Similarly, T(Q,) € Q, and so T is noncyclic on Py U Q,.

Let us define a pair (G,, H,) as G, = con(T(G,-1)) and H, = con(T(Hp-1)), n = 1 with Gy = Py and Hy = Q,,.
We have H; = con(T(Hy)) = con(T(Q,)) € Q, = Hp. Therefore, T(H;) € T(Hy). Thus, H, = con(T(H;))<
con(T(Hy)) = H;. Continuing this pattern, we obtain H, € H,-; by using induction. Similarly, we can see
that Gp+1 € G, for alln € N. Hence, we obtain a decreasing sequence {(G,, H,)} of nonempty, closed and convex
pairs in Py x Q, Also, T(H,) € T(Hy-1) € con(T(Hp-1)) = H, and T(Gp) € T(Gp-1) € CON(T(Gr-1)) = Gy
Therefore, for all n € N, the pair (G, Hy) is T-invariant. From the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have (G, Hy) is a
proximinal pair such that dist(G,, H,) = dist(P, Q) for alln € N U {0}.




6 —— Pradip Ramesh Patle et al. DE GRUYTER

Now since {u(G, U Hy)} is a positive nonincreasing sequence and following the proof of Theorem 2.1, we
can prove that {u(G, U H,)} converges to 0.

Therefore, u(G, U H,) > 0 as n — o, That is, lim,..u(Gy, U Hy) = max{lim,_.(Gy), lim,_.u(Hy)} = 0.
Now let G = Np=¢G, and He = Np-oHy,. By property (d) of MNC, (G, H») is nonempty, convex, compact and
T-invariant pair with dist(Ge, H») = dist(P, Q). Thus, application of Theorem 1.3 ensures that T admits a best
proximity pair. (I

Now, we give some consequences of the aforementioned theorems as corollaries.

Corollary 2.3. Let (P, Q) be a nonempty and convex pair in a (strictly convex) Banach space E with Py nonempty
and p an MNC on E. A relatively nonexpansive cyclic (noncyclic) mapping T : P U Q — P U Q has at least one
best proximity point (pair) if for every NBCC, proximinal and T-invariant pair (My, My) € (P, Q) with
dist(Ms, M) = dist(P, Q) and for continuous mappings A; : R, — Ry, i € {1,2, 3} such that for t > 0, Ay(t) >
Ay (t) = As(t), T satisfies

M(u(T(My) U T(Mp)) + o(u(T(My) U T(M))))
< A(uMy U M) + @(u(My U My))) — As(u(My U My) + @(u(My U M),

where ¢ : [0, ) — [0, ) is a nondecreasing and continuous function.
Proof. Taking k(a, b) = a + b in Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 2.2), we obtain the desired result. O

Corollary 2.4. Let (P, Q) be a nonempty and convex pair in a (strictly convex) Banach space E with Py nonempty
and u an MNC on E. A relatively nonexpansive cyclic (noncyclic) mapping T : P U Q — P U Q has at least one
best proximity point (pair) if for every NBCC, proximinal and T-invariant pair (M, My) € (P, Q) with
dist(M;, M) = dist(P, Q) and for continuous mappings A; : R. — Ry, i € {1,2, 3} such that for t > 0, Ay(t) >
Ay (t) = As(t), T satisfies

M(u(T (M) U T(Mp))) < Dy(u(My U My)) — Az(u(My U Mp)).
Proof. If we take ¢ as a constant zero function in Corollary 2.3, we obtain the desired result. O
The following corollary is the main result of [10].

Corollary 2.5. Let (P, Q) be a nonempty and convex pair in a (strictly convex) Banach space E with P, is
nonempty and p an MNC on E. A relatively nonexpansive cyclic (noncyclic) mapping T: PU Q —» P U Q has
at least one best proximity point (pair) if for every NBCC, proximinal and T-invariant pair (M, M) € (P, Q)
with dist(My, M) = dist(P, Q), T satisfies

u(T (M) U T(My)) < Au(My U M),
where A € [0, 1).

Proof. If we take A(t) =t + % My(t) = 2At + 1, A3(t) = At + % (A € 0,1)) and ¢ as a constant zero function in
Corollary 2.3, we obtain the required result. O

3 Application

In the last decade, from the view point of the numerous applications, the study of FDEs gained significant
importance. The number of characteristics of physical events arising in the area of biology, medicines, and
branches of engineering such as mechanics and electrical engineering are expressible in the form of math-
ematical model using impulsive FDEs. These applications lead to the development of theory of solutions of
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impulsive FDEs in various aspects. The interested readers can refer to the articles [17-23] for more details on
FDEs and their applications.

In this section, we survey an application of the best proximity point results proved in Section 2 of this
article. The existence of an optimal solution of systems of FDEs involving (k, ¢)- Hilfer fractional derivative
using the said result is established.

Let a, b and r be positive real numbers, 7 = [a, b] and (E, ||-||) be a Banach space. Let B; = B(a,, r) and
B, = B(B,, ) be closed balls in E, where a,, 5, € E.

We present some concepts and outcomes from fractional calculus which will be used in this section of the
article. Let —o < a < b < . Let C[a, b] denote the space of all continuous functions on [a, b]. We denote by
L™(a, b), m 2 1, the spaces of Lebesgue integrable functions on (a, b). See [24] for more details. Let (a, b) be a
finite or infinite interval of the real line R. Let {(x) be an increasing and positive monotone function on [a, b],
having a continuous derivative ¥’(t) # 0 on (a, b).

Definition 3.1. [25] For k > 0(k € R), the k-gamma function of a complex number z € C with Re(z) > 0 is
defined by

00 _Sk
L(2) = Isz‘lers.
0
Definition 3.2. [26] Let f € L'(a, b) and k € R.. The integral
_1
kTi(n)

is called a (k, ¥)-Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of function f on [a, b] of order n € R..

000 = ——[W(EO) - YD ()ds, x> a

Definition 3.3. [27] Let n,k € R,, v € [0,1], and m € N. Let f, ¥ € C™([a, b], R) be two functions such that
Y(x) is increasing and ’(t) # 0 for allt € [a, b]. The (k, ¥)-Hilfer fractional derivative of order  and type v of
function f is defined as the following expression:

m
KHpRDY; ¥ _ ky(mk-n); k d
D f(x) = I [ ]

At s anf]

a k

provided the right-hand side exists.

Remark 3.4. The (k, Y)-Hilfer fractional derivative is considered to be the most general and unified definition
of fractional derivative. In fact, by choosing different values of )(x), k, a and taking limits on parameters , v

in definition of (k, ¥)-Hilfer fractional derivative, we obtain a wide variety of fractional derivatives in the
literature. See [27-29] for more information related to this.

We have the following results for the fractional derivatives.

Lemma 3.5. [27] Let u, k € R, and let £ € R such that% > -1. Then, we have

L&+ k)

I
m(lﬁ(t) - Y@)x.

WO - @) =

Lemma 3.6. [27] For p, q, k € R., and f € L'(a, b), we have
kyp; Yk1q; ¥ _ kot q; ¥
L7152 7f00 =" "f(x), a.e., x €[a,b].

We consider the following system of nonlinear FDEs involving (k, y)-Hilfer fractional derivatives of
arbitrary order with initial conditions of the form
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KHDPS Yy (t) = (¢, X(£)), t € (a,b],0 < p < k, q € [0,1] o
K55 x(a) = ag, & = p + q(k - ),
KHDPE V() = g(¢,y(1)), t € (a,b],0 < p <k, q € [0,1] .
&8 Yya) = B, & = p + qlk - p),

where k'HDC’l’i"; Y is the (k, Y)-Hilfer fractional differential operator of order p and type g; klgf"ck); Y is the
(k, ¥)-Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order (k - &); the state x(-) takes the values from Banach
space E; f: I x By~ E and g : I x B, — E are given mappings satisfying some assumptions.

The following result establishes the equivalence of (2) with the fractional integral equation. Let
§=p *qk-p).

Lemma 3.7. [27] The initial value problem (2) is equivalent to the following integral equation:

W) - pla)i
Li(éx)

t
1, i
x(t) = Qg + krk(p)»[d) )@@ — Y(&)f (s, x(s))ds, t€E T.

Let J € 7 and S = C(J, E) be a Banach space of continuous mappings from J into E endowed with
supremum norm. Let

$1={X € C(T,B) : T V(@) = aa},  $=1{y € C(F, By : "I" ¥ ¥x(a) = B}.
So (81, Sz) is an NBCC pair in § x S. Now for every u € §; and v € S,, we have |[u - v|| = sup|ju(s) -

v(S)|| = ||lag = B,|l- Therefore, dist(S;, S;) = ||aq — B,|| which ensures that (S1)o is nonempty.
Now let us define the operator T: S; U S, — S as follows:

@W(0) - pla)i
I(&)

W) - pla)t
T'(&)

t
1 , B ,
Bot kLix(p) }!—l/) ()W) ~ YNk (s, x(s))ds X€E S,

Tx(t) = 4)

1 t ’ p_
% ) {w SO - Y&, x(s)ds,  x € S,

Lemma 3.8. The operator T : S; U S, — S defined by (4) is cyclic if f and g are bounded and continuous such
that f, g € L'(a, b).

Proof. For x € §; and set & = p + q(k - p), we have

Sk t
_QO-Y@ 1
() = Bo* gy ¥ OO ~ B (s s

L(&)

Applying kI:I % ¥ on both sides and applying Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, we obtain

A5 V() = P ) - @)t A P s xo)O

L&) @
_ i kyk-q(k-p); ¥
B R AICEON G

Using the fact that Li(k) = 1 and [I}-%1790 ¥f(s, x(s))](t) — 0 as t — a (see the proof of Theorem 7.1 in [27]).
Therefore, kpkdi wa(a) = B, which means that Tx(t) € S,. Similarly, one can show that Tx(t) € S; if x € S,.

a
Thus, T is a cyclic operator. (I

We say that z € §; U S, is an optimal solution for systems (2) and (3) provided that ||z - Tz|| = dist(Sy, Sz),
that is z is a best proximity point of the operator T defined in (4).
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Assumptions: We consider the following hypotheses to prove existence of optimal solutions.
(A1) Let u be an MNC on E and A > 0 such that for any bounded pair (N, N;) € (B, By),

u(f(T x Np) U g(J x Np)) < Au(Ny U Ny),

Sk
k b) - k!
(82) 10, x(0)) = 86 Dl € —FL 5 xt) - O] = “OLEP B, - aul), for all () € 81 % 5,

Following result is the Mean-Value Theorem for FDEs.

Theorem 3.9. [30,31] Let f: [a, b] = R be a continuous function and a > 0. Moreover, let g € L'([a, b]) be a
function which does not change its sign on its domain. Then, for almost every t € [a, b], there exists some
{ € (a, x) such that

I (f8)®) = (I8 (D). ©)

Then, we give the following result.

Theorem 3.10. Under notations defined above, the hypotheses of Lemma 3.8 and assumptions (4;) and (4;), the
system of Hilfer FDEs (2) and (3) has an optimal solution.

Proof. It is clear that systems (2) and (3) have an optimal solution if the operator T defined in (4) has a best
proximity point.

From Lemma 3.8, T is a cyclic operator. It follows trivially that T(S;) is a bounded subset of S,. We prove
that T(Sy) is also an equicontinuous subset of S,. For t;, t, € J with t; < , and x € S;, we observe that

W(t) - Y(a))+ !
Li(&x)

12}
1 , P
ITx(®) - Tx(@|= H bt T {w ()W) ~ YN (s, x(5)ds

@) - Y@)r!

1 h 4 b_
b ) I YW - PN (s, x(s)ds

T(§)
=‘ by (@) - Y@ - B - Ya)s™)
L(§)
4
1 ‘ - vl _ _ P
* ka(p)l[w ()W) = Y™ = Y ()A(t) — Y($)kf (s, x(s))ds

1 f 4 P_
* m‘!l/) (5)(!/1(1'2) - lﬂ(s))k lf(s, x(s))ds

B, IR
< T (@) — 9@) ! - (w) - Y@<
4
< I e / p_
) I[w (W(E) - PN = YW - Ys)F1Jds
v ! b_
* ) {w B - BE)ds| .

As t, — t, right-hand side tends to 0. Thus, ||Tx(t,) — Tx(t)|| = 0 as &, — . Thus, T(S,) is equicontinuous. With
the similar argument we can prove that T(S;) is bounded and equicontinuous subset of S;. Thus, with the
application of Arzela-Ascoli theorem we can conclude that (S, S;) is relatively compact.

Next we show that T is relatively nonexpansive. For any (x, y) € S§; x S,, with assumption (4;), we have
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B,
L (&)

(@) - Y@)i T + Il/) ()W) = Y (s, x(5))ds

ITx(0) - Tyl =

kF()

Y@yt + I¢'<s><w<t> - Y g (s, x())ds

kTi(p)

_ @ - pa)i!

tey Al | (p)Jw (PO - YENETF(s, X(5)) - g(s, y(s)lds
$k
RS 18~ all + KL(p )IWSW(O O o~ v In() ol
&k
TGy e cllfds
= x -yl

and thereby, ||Tx - Ty|| < ||x — y||. Therefore, T is relatively nonexpansive.
At last, let (Kj, K3) € (81, S2) be nonempty, closed, convex and proximinal pair which is T-invariant and
such that dist(K;, K;) = dist(Sy, S2)(=||aq — B,|)). By using a generalized version of Arzela-Ascoli theorem (see

Ambrosetti [32]) and assumption (4;), we obtain

u(T(K) U T(Ky)) = max{u(T (K)), (T (Kz))}

= max{sup{u({Tx(t) : x € K})}, sup{u({Ty(t) : y € K:})}
teg teg

B (D) - @)kt
L(x)

t
— [y o0 - s .
* krk(p>£¢ W) - YWY, x(s)ds : x € o

= max{supju
teg

—_—

g ((0) - Pla)i
IC)

t
L [yw - pek .
* ) {w (S)U(O) — Y(s)ig(s, y(s))ds : y € K,

sup {u
teg

| ——
—_—
[——

So, in view of Theorem (3.9), it follows that

W(T(K) U T(R) < maxsup i “(w(t)rk_(;f)(a»%_l + (w(t,ir;(ﬁ()“))i con({f (o, x(a)) : o € Tt
sl a <w<t§k(—fg<a)>?- (l/z(t;r—(wga» oUg.x(0) : € I} ”
_ maxli(lp(t;r;(lﬁ()a))i WCT % K, 7(‘/’(%(?()“”? H(E(T * K)
: %mm < K)) U H(g(T * Ko)
< %@l@m))im U K.

14
Since, ¥ is continuous, there exists at € J such that w = %@wga»k < 1. Thus, we obtain

H(T(Kl) UTE)) + 5 < 2wuk U Ky) +1 - (wu(Ky U Kp) + ) Choosing Ay(t) =t + 5 Az(t) = 2wt + 1, and

A3 = wt + E’ we obtain
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8q(u(T (Ky) U T(K2))) < Do(u(K U Kp)) = Ag(u(Ky U Ky)).

Therefore, we conclude that T satisfies all the hypotheses of Corollary 2.4 and so the operator T has a best
proximity point z € §; U S,, which is an optimal solution for systems (2) and (3). O
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