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1 Introduction

The memory and hereditary properties of various materials and processes in electrical circuits,
biology, biomechanics, etc., such as viscoelasticity, electrochemistry, control, porous media and
electromagnetic processes, are widely recognized to be well predicted by using fractional differential
operators [T121Bl[45L[6]. During the past decades, the subject of fractional calculus, and its potential
applications, have gained an increase of importance, mainly because it has become a powerful tool
with more accurate and successful results in modeling several complex phenomena in numerous
seemingly diverse and widespread fields of science and engineering [78L9L10].

There has been a significant development in nonlocal problems for (fractional) differential
equations or inclusions (see, for instance, [TTL12113}T4LTI516L17]). Indeed, nonlinear fractional dif-
ferential equations have, in recent years, been object of an increasing interest because of their wide
applicability in nonlinear oscillations of earthquakes, many physical phenomena such as seepage
flow in porous media, and in fluid dynamic traffic model [I8[T9,20]. On the other hand, there could
be no manufacturing, no vehicles, no computers, and no regulated environment, without control
systems. Control systems are most often based on the principle of feedback, whereby the signal
to be controlled is compared to a desired reference signal and the discrepancy used to compute
corrective control actions [2I]. Over the last years, one of the fields of science that has been well
established is the fractional calculus of variations (see [22/[2324] and references therein). Moreover,
a generalization of this area, namely the fractional optimal control, is a topic of research by many
authors [25126].

The fractional optimal control of a distributed system is an optimal control problem for which
the system dynamics is defined with partial fractional differential equations [27]. The calculus of
variations with constraints being sets of solutions of control systems, allow us to justify, while
performing numerical calculations, the passage from a nonconvex optimal control problem to the
convexified optimal control problem. We then approximate the latter problem by a sequence of
smooth and convex optimal control problems, for which the optimality conditions are known and
methods of their numerical resolution are well developed.

Sobolev type semilinear equations serve as an abstract formulation of partial differential equa-
tions, which arise in various applications such as in the flow of fluid through fissured rocks, thermo-
dynamics, and shear in second order fluids. Further, the fractional differential equations of Sobolev
type appear in the theory of control of dynamical systems, when the controlled system and/or
the controller is described by a fractional differential equation of Sobolev type. Furthermore, the

mathematical modeling and simulations of systems and processes are based on the description of
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their properties in terms of fractional differential equations of Sobolev type. These new models are
more adequate than previously used integer order models, so fractional order differential equations
of Sobolev type have been investigated by many researchers: see, for example, Feckan, Wang and
Zhou [28] and Li, Liang and Xu [29]. In our previous works [30,31], we have introduced the notion
of nonlocal control condition and presented a new kind of Sobolev type condition that appears in
terms of two linear operators. Kamocki [32] studied the existence of optimal solutions to fractional
optimal control problems. Liu et al. [33] established the relaxation for nonconvex optimal control
problems described by fractional differential equations. Motivated by the above facts and results,
we introduce here a new kind of Sobolev type condition and another form of a nonlocal control
condition for nonlinear fractional multiple control systems. The new Sobolev condition is given in
terms of two linear operators and requires formulating two other characteristic solution operators
and their properties, such as boundedness and compactness. Further, we consider an optimal con-
trol problem (P) of multi-integral functionals, with integrands that are not convex in the controls.
We establish an interrelation between the solutions of problem (P) and the relaxation problem
(RP). Under certain assumptions, it is proved that (RP) has a solution and that for any solution
of (RP) there is a minimizing sequence for (P) converging, in the appropriate topologies, to the
solution of (RP). The convergence takes place simultaneously with respect to the trajectory, the
control and the functional. This property is usually called relaxation [34135].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we formulate and define the problems under
study and we review some essential facts from fractional calculus [4l[I8], semigroup theory [30]
37), and multi-valued analysis [38][39], which are used throughout the work. In Section Bl we prove
some auxiliary results that are required for the proof of our main results. Section Ml deals with
existence results for multiple control systems. The main results are given in Section Bl We end

with Section [ of conclusions.

2 Preliminaries
Consider the following nonlocal nonlinear fractional control system of Sobolev type:
L CD?[M:c(t)] + Ex(t) = f(t,xz(t), B1()ui(t), ..., Br—1()ur—1(t)), t € I (1)

2(0) 4 h(x(t), Br(t)ur(t)) = o, (2)

with mixed nonconvex constraints on the controls

ui(t),...,ur(t) € U(t,x(t)) a.e. on I, (3)
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where © D¢ is the Caputo fractional derivative of order o, 0 < o < 1, and t € I := [0,a]. Let
X,Y and Z be three Banach spaces such that Z is densely and continuously embedded in X,
the unknown function z(-) takes its values in X and xy € X. We assume that the operators
E:DE)CX—Y,M:DIM)CX —Z,L:D(L)CZ—Y,and By,...,B, : I — L(T, X) are
linear and bounded from 7" into X. The space T is a separable reflexive Banach space modeling
the control space. It is also assumed that f : [ x X" — Y and h : C(X?,X) — X are given
abstract functions, to be specified later, and U : I x X = 27\ {(}} is a multivalued map with closed
values, not necessarily convex. Let R:= ] — 00, +00]. For functions g1,...,g, : I X X xT — R, we

consider the problem

Ji(x,ur) == [ g1(t, x(t), ui(t))dt

max< Ji,...,J, — inf (P)

Jro(z,up) = f[ gr(t,x(t), u,(t))dt

on solutions of the control system ([I)—(2) with constraint @). Let g1.t7,..., 9,0 I X X X T — R
be the functions defined by
gl(tv Zz, u1)7 up € U(tv ZE),

91,U(t7$7U1) =
400, up ¢ U(t,x),

gr(t,z,ur), Upr € U(t,x),
gT,U(t7'r7u’l‘) =

400, ur ¢ U(t,x),

and gi*(t,xz,u1),...,9 " (t,z,u,) be the bipolar of u; — g1 u(t, z,u1),..., ur — gru(t,x,uy),
respectively. Along with problem (P), we also consider the relaxation problem
Jik*(xa ’U,1) = f] QT*(ta .Z'(t), ul(t))dt
max ¢ J7¥, . I — inf (RP)

T (wur) = gy (8 (), up(t))dt
on the solutions of control system (I)—(2) with the convexified constraints

ur(t), ..., ur(t) € clconvU(t,z(t)) a.e.on ] (4)

on the controls, where conv denote the convex hull and ¢l the closure. In our results, we will denote

by Ry and Try, (Relconvu and Trelcony ) the sets of all solutions and all trajectories of control

system ([I)-@B) (control system ([I)—(),[ ), respectively).
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Definition 2.1 The fractional integral of order a > 0 of a function f € L*([a, ], R) is given by

19 () = ﬁ / (t — )" f(s)ds,

where I' is the classical gamma function.

If @ =0, then we can write I¢f(t) := (go * f)(t), where

1 -1
et >0,

ga(t) =
0, t<0

and, as usual, * denotes convolution. Moreover, H% 9o (t) = 6(t) with § the delta Dirac function.
.

Definition 2.2 The Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order « > 0, n — 1 < a < n,

n € N, is given by

Lpafy e — LA [T )
D) = F a3 dtn/o T gerds >0

where function f has absolutely continuous derivatives up to order (n — 1).

Definition 2.3 The Caputo fractional derivative of order @« >0, n — 1 < a < n, n € N, is given

by
n—1 tk
C nHa .— Lpa _ 2 g(k)
DYf(t):= *D (f(t) >t (0>> , >0,
k=0
where function f has absolutely continuous derivatives up to order (n — 1).

If f is an abstract function with values in X, then the integrals that appear in Definitions 2]

to 23] are taken in Bochner’s sense.

Remark 2.1 Let n —1 < a < n, n € N. The following properties hold:

(i) If f € C™([0,00]), then

¢ (n)
CDYf(t) = 1 )/0( 1) ds = I""fM (1), t>0;

I'in—« t—g)atl-n
(ii) The Caputo derivative of a constant function is equal to zero;
(iii) The Riemann-Liouville derivative of a constant function is given by

C

L na .
Do €= I'l-a)

(t—a) ™ 0<a<]l.

We make the following assumptions:

(Hi) L:D(L)C Z—Y and M : D(M) C X — Z are linear operators, and E: D(E) C X — Y is

closed.
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(Hg) D(M) C D(E), Im(M) C D(L) and L and M are bijective.
(H3) L7':Y - D(L)C Zand M~!: Z — D(M) C X are linear, bounded and compact operators.

Note that (Hz) implies that L and M are closed. Indeed, if L= and M ~! are closed and injective,
then their inverse are also closed. From (H;)—(Hs) and the closed graph theorem, we obtain the
boundedness of the linear operator L~*EM ! : Z — Z. Consequently, L~'EM~! generates a
semigroup {Q(t),t > 0}, Q(t) := eX "EM ™'t We assume that M := sup;> [|Q(t)]| < oo and, for
short, we denote C; := ||L7!|| and Cq := || M ~||. According to previous definitions, it is suitable

to rewrite problem ([I)—(2]) as the equivalent integral equation

Mz(t) = Mz(0)

+ ﬁ /0 (t— s)o‘fl[—LflEx(s) + Lilf(s, x(s), B1(s)u1(8), ..., Br_1(s)ur—1(s))]ds, (5)

provided the integral in (B exists a.e. in ¢t € J. Before formulating the definition of mild solution
of system ([I)—(8]), we first introduce some necessary notions. Let I := [0, a] be a closed interval of
the real line with the Lebesgue measure p and the o-algebra X' of u measurable sets. The norm
of the space X (or T') will be denoted by || - ||x (or || - ||7). We denote by C(I,X) the space of
all continuous functions from I into X with the supnorm given by ||z|lc := sup,¢; ||z(t)| x for
x € C(I,X). For any Banach space V, the symbol w-V stands for V' equipped with the weak
topology o(V, V*). The same notation will be used for subsets of V. In all other cases, we assume
that V' and its subsets are equipped with the strong (normed) topology.

Throughout the paper, A := —L"'EM~!: D(A) C Z — Z is the infinitesimal generator of a
compact analytic semigroup of uniformly bounded linear operators Q(-) in X. Then, there exists
a constant My > 1 such that ||Q(¢)|| < My for t > 0. The operators B; € L>(I, L(T, X)), and we
let || B;|| stand for || Bl oo (1,2(7,x))-

We now proceed with some basic definitions and results from multivalued analysis. For more
details on multivalued analysis we refer to the books [38/[39]. We use the following symbols: Py(T)
is the set of all nonempty closed subsets of T'; Py (T') is the set of all nonempty, closed and bounded

subsets of T'. On Py¢(T), we have a metric, known as the Hausdorff metric, defined by
dp (A, B) := max {sup d(a, B), sup d(b, A)} ,
acA beB

where d(z,C) is the distance from a point = to a set C. We say that a multivalued map is
H-continuous if it is continuous in the Hausdorff metric dy(-,-). Let F : I = 2T\{0} be a
multifunction. For 1 < p < +o0, we define S%. := {f € LP(I,T) : f(t) € F(t) a.e. on I}. We say
that a multivalued map F : I = P¢(T) is measurable if F~Y(E) ={t € [ : Fi)NE # 0} € ¥
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for every closed set E C T. If F : I x T — P¢(T), then the measurability of F' means that
F~Y(E) € ¥ ®@Br, where X ® By is the o-algebra of subsets in I x T’ generated by the sets A x B,
A€ X B € Bp, and Br is the o-algebra of the Borel sets in 7.

Suppose that Vi and V, are two Hausdorff topological spaces and F : Vi — 2V2\{()}. We say
that F' is lower semicontinuous in the sense of Vietoris (l.s.c., for short) at a point z¢ € V1, if for
any open set W C Vo, F(zo)NW # (), there is a neighborhood O(xz¢) of 2o such that F(z)NW # )
for all x € O(xp). Similarly, F' is said to be upper semicontinuous in the sense of Vietoris (u.s.c.,
for short) at a point xg € Vi, if for any open set W C Va, F(z9) € W, there is a neighborhood
O(z9) of o such that F'(z) C W for all x € O(zg). For more properties of l.s.c and u.s.c, we refer
to the book [39]. Besides the standard norm on L%(I,T) (here, T is a separable reflexive Banach

space), 1 < ¢ < 0o, we also consider the so called weak norm:
,u; € LA(L,T), i=1,...,m (6)

to
/ u;(s)ds
t1 T

The space L4(I,T) furnished with this norm will be denoted by L% (I,T). The following result

wi(-)llw :=  sup
0<t1<t2<a

gives a relation between convergence in w-L9(I,T) and convergence in L (I,T).

Lemma 2.1 (see [{0]) If sequences {u1n}n>1,- -, {trntn>1 € LI(I,T) are bounded and converge

touy,...,ur in LI(I,T), respectively, then they converge to uq, ..., u, in w-LI(I,T), respectively.
We make use of the following assumptions on the data of our problems.

(H1) The nonlinear function f : I x X" — Y satisfies the following:
(1) t — f(t,x1,...,2,) is measurable for all (z1,...,2,) € X";
2) If(t 21, ze) = FEyn, - ue)lly < k() Xy ll@i — vl x ae.on I, ky € L®(I,RT);
(3) there exists a constant 0 < 8 < a such that || f(¢,z1,...,2z.)|ly < ai1(t) +e1 Dy [J@illx
a.e. in t € I, where a; € L'/#(I,R*) and ¢; > 0.
(H2) The nonlocal function h : C(J : X, X) — X satisfies the following:
(1) t — h(x,y) is measurable for all z,y € X;
(@) Ih(@1,m) — hes m)llx < ka@fllor - wallx + g1 — vallx} ae. on I, ks € L¥(LRY);
(3) there exists a constant 0 < 8 < « such that ||h(z,y)||x < a2(t) + co{||lzllx + ||yl x} a.e. in
t€Iand all z,y € X, where ay € L'/#(R*) and ¢y > 0.
(H3) The multivalued map U : I x X = P;(T) is such that:
(1) t = U(t,x) is measurable for all z € X;
(2) du(U(t,x),U(t,y)) < ks(t)||z — yllx ae. on I, ks € L°(I,RY);

(3) there exists a constant 0 < § < « such that

WU, )7 =sup{||v]|r:v e U(t,x)} < as(t)+csllz||lx ae intel,
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where az € LYA(I,R*) and c3 > 0.
(H4) Functions ¢g; : I x X x T — R, ¢ =1,...,r, are such that:
(1) the map t — g¢;(t, z,u;) is measurable for all (z,u;) € X x T}
(2) lgi(t, 2, ui) — gilt, y,vi)| < Ky(@)llw — yllx + K |lui —villr ae., k) € LI, RT), ki > 0;
(3) |gi(t, z,u;)| < ag(t) + ba(t)|| ]| x + callus|7 ae. t € I,aq,by € LYB(I,RY), ¢4 > 0.

Definition 2.4 A solution of the control system ()] is defined to be a vector of functions
(x(-),u1(+),...,ur(-)) consisting of a trajectory x € C(I,X) and r multiple controls uy,...,u,

€ LY(I,T) satisfying system (I)-(2) and the inclusion (B) almost everywhere.
A solution of control system ([[)—(2), (@) can be defined similarly.

Definition 2.5 (see [I7,3041]) A vector of functions (x,u1,...,u,) is a mild solution of the con-
trol system ([I)-(@) iff z € C(I, X) and there exist uy, ..., u, € L*(I,T) such that ui(t), ..., u.(t)
e U(t,z(t)) a.e. int € I, 2(0) = xo — h(x(t), Br(t)ur(t)), and the following integral equation is

satisfied:

+ / (t—8)* Ty (t — s) L™ f(s,2(s), Bi(s)u1(s), ..., Br_1(8)ur—1(s))ds,
0

where
/ M7 0)QU0)dd, Tu(t) = a / M=10¢,.(0)Q(t0)do
GlO) = Lot (0 2 0. @) :%;(1)" 1g-an- 1wsm<nm>, 0 €10, 00|,

with (, the probability density function defined on ]0,oc0[, that is, (,(0) > 0, 8 €]0,00[, and

2 Ca(6)do = 1.

A similar definition can be introduced for the control system ([I)—(2),( ).

1

Remark 2.2 (see [41]) One has /0 0¢,,(0)do = Tata)

Lemma 2.2 (see [{1]) The characteristic operators S, and T, have the following properties:

(1) for any fized t > 0, S, (t) and To(t) are linear and bounded operators, i.e., for any x € X,

Cs My

[Sa(B)zlx < CoMollzllx, |[Ta(t)z]x < T(a) [l 3

(2) {Sa(t),t >0} and {T,(t),t > 0} are strongly continuous;

(3) for everyt >0, So(t) and Ty (t) are compact operators.
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Lemma 2.3 (see [{2]) Let x(t) be continuous and non-negative on [0, al. If

st <o+ [ i 0s<i<a

where 0 < v < 1, 9(t) is a non-negative monotonic increasing continuous function on [0,al], and

A is a positive constant, then
z(t) <YE)E1—,(A[(1—y)t'™7), 0<t<a,

where Ev_~(z) is the Mittag-Leffler function defined for all v <1 by

Bis(z ZF (1—7)+1)

3 Auxiliary Results
In this section we give some auxiliary results, which are required for the proof of our main results.
We begin with a prior estimation of the trajectory of the control system.

Lemma 3.1 For any admissible trajectory x of the control system [{)-@), ), that is, for any

T € Trelconvy, there is a constant Lo such that
[zllc < Lo. (7)

Proof From Definition 2.3, there exist uq(t),...,u,(t) € clconvU(t,z(t)) a.e. in t € I for any

Z € Trelconvy, and
(t) = Sa(t)Mlzo — h(x(t), By (t)ur(t))]
+ / (t—s)* T (t — s) L™  f(s,2(s), Bi(s)u1(s), ..., Br_1(8)ur_1(s))ds.
0

Then, by Lemma 221 (H1.3), (H2.3), (H3.3), and Holder’s inequality, one gets

()| x < CoMpl|M]| {Ilzollx + ax(t) + ea[||z]| x + | Br [l (as(t) + esl|z] x)]}
C,Cy M, =
ﬁ { )+ IIwaJr;HB ill (as(s) +Cslw||x)]}ds
< CoMo|| M || {llzollx + a2(t) + calllzllx + [|Brll(as(t) + cslzllx)]}

C1CaMy [(1=B) os 1-8
"I [ Yo } leall 3 ClZHBllllch%

C1LCy M -
+ W <01 +c1C3Z||B ||> / (t — 8)7 Y |zl| x ds.

From the above inequality, using the well-known singular-version of Gronwall’s inequality (see
Lemma 23]), we can deduce that the inequality (7)) is satisfied, that is, there exists a constant

Lo > 0 such that ||z||c < Lo. O



10 A. Debbouche et al.

Let pry, : X — X be a Lo-radial retraction, that is,

xz, H:C”X < LO;

prr, (5’3) =
LUI
llllx

lz|lx > Lo.

This map is Lipschitz continuous. We define Uy (t,x) := U(t, pry, =). Evidently, U; satisfies (H3.1)
and (H3.2). Moreover, by the properties of pr; , we have, a.e. in t € I, all z € X and all

Uiy ..., ur € Up(t,z), that
sup{|will7, ..., [lurllT} < as(t) + csLo and sup{||wllz, ..., [lurllT} < as(t) + csl/z] x.

Hence, Lemma [B1] is still valid with U (¢, z) substituted by Ui (¢, ). Consequently, without loss of

generality, we assume that, a.e. int € I and all x € X,
sup{[[vllz : v € U(t,2)} < p(t) = as(t) + cs Lo, with ¢ € L'/P(I,RT). (8)
Now we consider the following fractional nonlocal semilinear auxiliary problem of Sobolev type:
L D¢ [Ma(t)] + Ex(t) = f(t,z(t), t €1, (9)

2(0) = h(z(t). (10)

It is clear that, for every f € LY#(Ix X,Y), h€ LY#(I: X, X), 0 < 3 < a, the problem (@)—(I0)
has a unique mild solution H(f,h) € C(I, X), which is given by

H(f, h)(t) = Sa(t)Mh(z(t)) + /t(t —8) T o (t — )L™ f(s,x(s))ds.
0
Let ¢ be defined by (g)). We put
T, = {u; € LYA(I,T) : |ui()|| < o(t) ae. t € [i=1,...,7},
X, ={f,hlf € LY*(I x X,Y),h € LM*(I: X, X)}.

The following lemma gives a property of the solution map S : T, — C(I, X) of (I)-[), which is

crucial in our investigation.
Lemma 3.2 The solution map S : T, — C(I, X) is continuous from w-T, into C(I,X).

Proof The operator H : L'/8(I x X,Y) x L'8(I : X, X) — C(I, X) is linear. The estimation

Ci1CoMy [(1—0) o= s
ol ey B

shows that H is continuous. Hence, H is also continuous from w-LY/#(I x X,Y) x LY#(I : X, X)

o

o

IH(f, W)lle < CoMol| MR 5 +

to w-C(I,X). Let C € P,(LY#(J, X)) and suppose that for any f,h € C, I fllsasx,yy < Ki

and ||Al|L1/s(1.x,x) < K2 (K1, K2 > 0). Next we will show that H is completely continuous.
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Step 1. From Lemma B we have that the map ||H(f, h)(t)||x is uniformly bounded.

Step 2. H is equicontinuous on C'. Let 0 < t; < t3 < a. For any f,h € C, we obtain

IH(f, h)(t2) = H(f; )8l x < [[[Sa(tz) = Salt)]Mh(2)] x

+ / 2(1&2 —8)* T, (ty — s) L™  f(s,2(s))ds

t1 X

+ /Otl |:(t2 —8)* 7t — () — 5)0‘71} Tolts —s)L™" f(s,2(s))ds

X

+ /Otl (t1 — s)o1 [Ta(tg —8)—Tu(t1 — s)} L_lf(s,x(s))ds

X

=L+ I+ I3+ I4.
By using analogous arguments as in Lemma [31] we have

I < Ks|[M||sup [|Sa(t2) — Salt)l,
CngMOKl [1 — 6

I, <
2 a_p

- I'(a)

1-p
O

CLCo MKy ([ ay1/(1-8) , 1P
I3 < ! 13((15) ! (/0 ((tl S) — (tg S) 1) ds)
C1Co MoK, t1 a1 a1 1-p
< (f, (09 o)
. C1Co MoK, 11— 118 T:g % azp 1-8
- I(a) {a—ﬁ} (tl —t "+ () B)
CLCy MoKy 1 — 118 -
I'(a) {a—ﬁ} (t27t1) ‘

For t; =0 and 0 < t5 < b, it is easy to see that I, = 0. For ¢t; > 0 and € > 0 small enough,

I, <

/Otl_ﬁ(h —s) ! (Ta(t2 —5) = Talt1 — S))L_lf(8,$(3))d3

X

/ttl (t — 5)° (Ta(tg —§) — Tt — s))L—lf(s, 2(5))ds

1—€

"

X

1— B11-8 [ a=s w178
< sup  ||Tw(ta —s) — Ta(ts — s)||ClK1[ 6} (tfﬁ — 615)

s€[0,t1—¢€] Q= ﬂ
20102MOK1 |:1 — ﬂ:|1_5 a—B
€ .
I'(a) a—pf

Combining the estimations for Iy, I, Is and I, and letting to — ¢; and € — 0 in Iy, we conclude
that H is equicontinuous. For more details see [17].
Step 8. The set I1(t) := {H(f,h)(t) : f,h € C} is relatively compact in X. Clearly, IT(0) is

compact. Hence, it is only necessary to consider t > 0. For each g €]0,¢[, t €]0,a], f,h € C, and
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d > 0 being arbitrary, we define I, 5(t) := {Hg s(f, h)(t) : f,h € C}, where

f&uﬁma>4mwf%4mewmmume
+ a/o /5 O(t — )" ()Q((t — 8)“O)L™" f(s,xz(s))dbds
=Q@%{A MY, (0)Q(t%0 — g°8)Mh(x)d6
+a@es) [ [ 0= 60 90 - g76) L (s, () d0ds
0 )

= Q(g970)y(t, 9)-

Because Q(g®¢) is compact and y(t,g) is bounded, we obtain that the set II, s(t) is relatively

compact in X for any g €]0,¢[ and § > 0. Moreover, we have

§
”HU”M“fhﬂﬁm“WxHAJW*@@%%mehume
t 5
+ Oé/o /0 Mﬁlo(t - 5)04715&(9)@((15 _ S)ae)Lilf(S,l'(S))deds
+ a/o /;O MU0(t — ) en(0)Q((t — $)*0) L F(s, 2(s))dOds

— a/o 9 /600 M—le(t — s)a—lga(G)Q((t — S)ae)L_lf(S,w(s))deds

5 b'e
< / M™Y. (0)Q(t*0) Mh(x)do
0 X
t s
ta /0 /0 M70(t — 5)* 1, (0)Q((t — s)0) L™ f (s, (s))dOds
+« /p /600 M*l@(t - s)aflga(e)Q((t _ 5)a9)L71f(s,:c(s))d9ds

1
< CaMda [ €a(O)d0IM ()] 1o
0
t ot 1-8 )
+ C1Co My (/ (t— s)lﬂds> ||f||L1/5/ 0¢.(0)do
0 0
t o 1-8 [e’e)
+ C1Co My (/ (t— s)lﬁ‘ds) HfHLl/B/ 06 (0)do
t—g §

o
S@MMN&/@@W
0

1-81""(as [° .
+ C1CoMyKq« |:Ozﬂ:| (b /Oﬁga(G)dGerg .

From Definition and Remark 2.2] we deduce that the right-hand side of the last inequality

tends to zero as ¢ — 0 and § — 0. Therefore, there are relatively compact sets arbitrarily close to

the set I1(t), t > 0. Hence, the set II(t), t > 0 is also relatively compact in X.
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Since Ty, is a convex compact metrizable subset of w-LY/8 (I,T), it suffices to prove the sequen-

tial continuity of the map S. Let {u1 n}n>1,..., {ttrn}tn>1 € T, be such that
(Ulms e ey Uppn) = (ULy. .oy Up) i w— Ll/B(I,T), Uty ..., U € Ty, (11)

Set fn = fu (-, Bi()urn(-), -, Bro1()up—1,0(+)) and hy, = hy (-, Br(-)urn(-)). By the prop-
erties of the operator H together with (IIl), we have H(f,,hn) — H(f,h) in w — C(I,X),
where (fn,hn) — (f,h) in w — LYB(I x X",Y) x LY8(X? X), and the limit functions are
f=rfCBi(Hui(s),. ., Bro1i(ur—1(-)) and b = h(-, By (-)u,(+)). Since { fn}n>1 and {hy }n>1 are
bounded, there are subsequences { fy, }x>1 and {h,, }x>1 of the sequences { f,}n>1 and {fn}n>1,
respectively, such that H(f,,,hn,) — 2z in C(I,X) for some z € C(I,X). From the fact that
H(fn,hn) = H(f,h) in w-C(I,X) and H(fn,,hn,) — z in C(I,X), we obtain that z = H(f, h)
and H(fn,hn) = H(f,h) in C(I,X). Based on the definitions of operators S and H, we know
that S(u1,...,u,)(t) = Sa(t)Mzo + H(f, h)(t). According to the arguments above, we conclude
that S (u1 .- Urp) (£) = S(ur, ..., u)(t) in C(I, X). O

Now, we consider the space T := T x R. The elements of the space T will be denoted by

U; = (u;,7;), such that u; € T, 7; € R and i = 1,...,r. The space T is endowed with the

norm |||z = max{max(||u1 ||, |T1]), . .., max(||u,||,|7|)}. Then T is a separable reflexive Banach

).
/tt ur(s)ds

space. In view of (@), the norm on the space L4 (I,T) becomes

to ta
/ uq(s)ds / T1(8)ds
t1 T t1
...,max <’

Let the multivalued map F : I x X = T be defined by

lg|lw = sup max{max (
0<t1<t2<a

)

T

ta
/ 7. (8)ds
ty

)}

up €U(t,x), 11 = g1(t, x,u1)

ur € U(t,x), 7 = gr(t, , uy)
Lemma 3.3 The multivalued map F given by ([I2)) has bounded closed values and satisfies:
(1) the map t — F(t,x) is measurable;
(2) du(F(t,2), F(t,)) < 0)]lz— yllx a.e., with| € L'(I,RY);

(8) for any w; = (u;,7;) € F(t, ), we have |7;| < aq(t) + ba(t)||z]|x + calas(t) + csllz||x) and

||u1||T < a’3(t) +C3Hx”X; 1= 15 sy T
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Proof From (H3.3) and (H4.3), we have the boundedness of F'(¢, z). Moreover, item (3) also follows.
Since the graphs of functions u; — ¢1(¢, z,u1),...,u, = g-(t,x,u,) are closed on the set U(t,x),
we obtain the closedness of F'(¢,z). The measurability of the multivalued map is concluded and
extended from [43[44]. To prove item (2), we consider z,y € X, such that = # y, and any arbitrary
€ > 0,7=1,...,r. Then, for each u;, € U(t,z), there exists v; € U(t,y) satisfying |Ju; — vi||T
< (ks(®) + e)lle — llx and [g:(t,,us) — gilt, 3, 0] < Ka(®)lz — yllxc + Ko((Rs() + )}z — llx)-

From above, we get

max{supd((ul,gl(t,x,ul)), F(t,y)) e ,supd((uT,gT(t,x,uT)), F(t,y)) } <It)||z -yl x,

where [(t) := max{ks(t), ka(t) + kjks}. Similarly, we can get

max{supd(m,gl(t,y,m)),F(t,x)) - ,supd(m,gT(t,y,vr»,F(t,x))} SO
We apply max between the two last max-sets, to get our result. (I

Let Effg**(t, x) be the effective set, and Epig** (¢, x) the epigraph of functions uqy — g3*(¢, z, u1),

ey Up = gEF(t, Uy, that is,

(1) Effg™*(t,z) := {u; € T : max{g7*(t, z,u1),..., 9 *(t, z,u,)} < +o0},

(2) Epig**(t,z) == {(us,7) €T : g7*(t,m,u1) < 71y. .0, g5 (8 2, u,) < 70}

Now, we present some properties of functions ¢;* (¢, z,u;) via the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4 For a.e. int € I, one has:

(1) Effg**(t,z) = clconv U (¢, z(t));

(2) gi*(t,z,u1) + -+ g7*(t, x,up) = min{m +--- + 7. € R: (u4, 7;) € cleconv F(t,x)} for every
U, ..., ur € Effg**(t,x) and hence (u;, g7*(t,x,u;)) € cleonv F(t,x) when u; € cleconvU (t, x)
and x € X;

(8) for any €; > 0, there exist closed sets I, C I, u(I\ I.,) < €, such that (t,z,u;) — g7*(t, x, u;)

are l.s.c.onl, x X xT,1=1,...,7.

Proof Tt is well known that the bipolar ¢i*(¢,z,u1),..., 9 *(t,z,u,) are the I'-regularization of
up = gru(t,z,ur),...,ur = gru(t,z,uy), respectively. Let x € I a.e. be arbitrary. By (H4.3),
each function of w1y — ¢1,u(t,z,u1),...,ur = gru(t,x,u,) has an affine continuous minorant.

Then,

Epig**(t,z) = clconv U Epig; v (t, z). (13)
i=1
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Therefore, items (1) and (2) follow from (I3) and () (for more details see [45]). Using Corol-
lary 2.1 of [44] and items (1) and (2) of Lemma B3] for every €1,...,¢. > 0, there are closed
sets Ie,,..., I, C I with u(I\I,) < e1,...,u(I\ I,) < ¢ such that the map clconv F (¢, x),
restricted to I, x X,...,I., x X, has a closed graph in I x X x T. To show item (3), let us con-
sider (tn, Tn, Uin)n>1 € I, x X X T, such that (tn, Tn, uin) = (¢ 2z, w;). I lim, oo 7 (bn, Tn, Uin)
= 400, then g/*(¢,z,u;) are L.s.c. at points (¢, z,u;), i =1,...,7. If limy o0 g7 (tn, Tn, Uin) = A,
with A; # +00, then by using (H4.3), we get A; # —oo. Hence, we can assume, without loss of gen-
erality, that ¢7* (tn, Tn, win) < +00. Then we have (u; n, g7 (tn, Tn, Ui n)) € clconv F(ty, x,). From
the last formula, and based on the above, the map clconv F(t, z) restricted to I, x X,..., I, x X
has a closed graph in I x X x T. We obtain that (u;, \;) € clconv F(t,z). By the second item
of this lemma, we have ¢;*(t,z,u;) < A; = lim, 00 ¢7*(tn, Tn, Uin)). Consequently, the maps

(t,z,u;) = gF* (¢, x,u;) are Ls.c.on I, x X x T. O

4 Existence for Multiple Control Systems

In this section, we shall prove existence of solutions for the multiple control systems ([I)-@B]) and
@)-@),@). Let A := S(T,). From Lemma 3.2] we have that A is a compact subset of C(I, X). It
follows from (8)) and the definitions of T\, and X, that Try C Trelconvu € A. Let the set-valued

map U : C(I,X) = 9LY?(IT) be defined by
U(x) :={0; : [ — T measurable: 0;(t) € U(t,z(t)) a.e., i =1,...,7}, =z C(,X).

Theorem 4.1 The set Ry is nonempty and the set Relconvu S a compact subset of the space

C(J,X) x w-LYB(I1,T).

Proof By hypotheses (H3.1) and (H3.2), we have that for any measurable function = : I — X, the
map t — U(t, z(t)) is measurable and has closed values [39, Proposition 2.7.9]. Therefore, it has
measurable selectors [43]. So the operator U is well defined and its values are closed decomposable
subsets of LY/#(I,T). We claim that z — U (x) is Ls.c. Let 2, € O(I, X), 0, « € U(wy),i = 1,...,7,
and let {x,},>1 € C(I, X) be a sequence converging to z.. It follows from [46, Lemma 3.2] that

there are sequences 0; ,, € U(x,,) such that

m

Z 10i 4 (t) — i ()7 < Z{dT(QM(t), Ul(t,zn(t))) + ,i}, ae. tel. (14)

Since the map y — U(t,y) is H-continuous a.e. in t € I (by (H3.2)), then a.e. in t € I, the map

y — U(t,y) is Ls.c. [39, Proposition 1.2.66]. Hence, each function y — dr(0; .(t), U(t,y)) is u.s.c.
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for a.e. t € I. It follows from (I4]) that, a.e. in ¢t € I,
S D100 = 0Ol < Jim, S0 0.Vt 0)
< Z dT(ei,*(t)v U(t; Tx (t))) =0.
i=1

The last inequality together with (8) imply that 6, ,, — 6; . in Ll/B(I, T), i =1,...,r. Therefore,
the map x — U(z) is L.s.c. By [47] (see also [39, Theorem 2.8.7]), there exists a continuous function
m : A — LYB(I,T) such that m(z) € U(x) for all 2 € A. Consider the map P : LY#(I,T)
— LYB(I,T) defined by P(01,...,0,) := m(S(61,...,60,)). According to (8) and the definition
of Ty, P(01,...,0,) € T, for every 6q,...,0, € T,. Due to Lemma and the continuity of
m, the map P : w-T, — w-T, is continuous. Since w-T,, is a convex metrizable compact set in
w-LYP(I,T), by applying Schauder’s fixed point theorem, we deduce that this map has a fixed
point (014,...,0-x) € Ty, that is, (O1,4,...,00x) = P01, .-, 0rx) = m(S(O1,4,...,0:.)). Let
(Ut sy ey Ups) = (016, .,0r ) and x, := S(014,...,0r). Then, (u1 s,...,ur«) = m(z,) and

T = S(Ut s, -, Urx). Thus, we have

22(t) = S(utes o ) (t) = Salt)Mlwo — ha (£), By (t)ure (1))

+ / (t — ) To(t — 8) L7 f(s,24(8), B1(8)u1,4(5), .., Br_1(8)ur_1.4(5))ds,
0

Ul sy- oy Up s € Ut 24(1)) ae. t €1,

which imply that (z.(-),u1,.(-),- .., ur«(-)) is a solution of the control system (I)-(3). Hence, Ry
is nonempty. It is easy to see that Reiconvy C A x T,,. Since A is compact in C(I,X) and T,
is metrizable convex compact in w-L'/? (I, T), we have that Rejconvy is relatively compact in
C(I,X) x w-LY#(I,T). Hence, to complete the proof of this theorem, it is sufficient to prove
that Rl conv v 18 sequentially closed in C(I, X) x w-LYB(I, T). Let {(2n(-), u1.n(-); -+, Urn(-) }n>1
C Relconv U be a sequence converging to (2(-),u1(-), ..., u,(-)) in the space C(I, X) x w-L/A(I,T).
Then we have x, = S(U1,n,. -, Urn) a0d (U1 py ..oy Uprpn) = (U1,...,up) In w-LYB(I,T). Denote
z := S(u1,...,u,). From Lemma B2l we obtain that z = x, that is,  is a solution of (@)—(I0)
corresponding to u1, ..., u,. Hence, to prove that (x(-),u1(-),...,ur(-)) € Relconvv, We only need
to verify that wi,...,u, € clconvU(¢,2z(t)) a.e. in ¢t € I. Since w1,y — Ut,...,Uppy —> Up I

w—Ll/B(I, T), by Mazur’s theorem, we have

ui(t) € ﬂ clconv <U ulﬁk(t)> o up(t) € ﬂ clconv <U unk(t)> forae. tel. (15)
n=1 k=n n=1 k=n
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From hypothesis (H3.2) and the fact that dg(clconv A, clconv B) < di (A, B) for sets A, B, the
map x — clconv U (¢, x) is H-continuous. Then, from Proposition 1.2.86 in [39], we conclude that
the map x — clconv U(¢, ) has property Q. Therefore, we have

ﬂ clconv (U clconv U(t,xk(t))> CcleonvU(t,z(t)) fora.e. tel. (16)

n=1

By ([@3) and (I6), we obtain that uy(t),...,ur(t) € clconvU (¢, z(t)) a.e. in ¢t € I. This means that

k=n

Relconv U is compact in C(I, X) x w-LYA(I,T). O

5 Main Results

In order to state and prove our main results, we firstly show the following helpful lemma.

Lemma 5.1 For any function x. € C(I,X) and any measurable selectors uy ., ...,ur of the
map t — cleconv U (¢, z.(t)), there are sequences u1 n(t), ..., urn(t), n > 1, of measurable selectors

of the map t — U(t,x.(t)), such that

T

sup Z /Z(UM(S) — Ui n(8))ds

0§t1§t2§a i=1 tl

T =1

T

sup Z / 2(9:*(5@*(5),%7*(5)) — gi(8, 4 (5), uin(s)))ds

0<t1<t2<a ;7 1/t1

< Z% (18)

The sequences u;, converge to ;. n w-Ll/ﬂ(I, T).

Proof Let ; (t) := (u;«, gi* (t, x«(t), ui«(t))), i = 1,...,7. According to Lemma B4 we know
that w; . (t) are measurable selectors of the map ¢ — clconv F (¢, z.(t)). From Lemmal[33] the map

t — F(t,z.(t)) is measurable and integrally bounded. Hence, by using [47, Theorem 2.2], we have

that, for any n > 1, there exist measurable selections Uy (), . .., Uy n(t) of the map ¢ — F(t, z.(t))
such that
ta 1
sup / (Wi (8) —Uim(s))ds|| <—, i=1,...,r
0<t1<t2<al|Jt; AL

The definitions of F and the weak norm on L'/8(I,T) give Ui n(t) = (Win, gi(t, x4 (t), u; (1)) and
Uip € U(t,x*(t)), i =1,...,r, a.e. Then formulas (IT) and (8] follow. Hence, from Lemma [ZT]
Wim — Ui in w-LYB(I,T). 0

Theorem 5.1 Let any (x.(-),u1,4(:), .., Ur«(:)) € Relconvr- Then there exists a sequence
(@n(-),u1n(), - s urn(l) €ERu, n 21,

such that
Ty, — x4 in C(I,X), (19)
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1
Ui — Uiy in LE(I,T) and w-L7 (I,T), (20)

tin sup S0 [ 7 60 (5) 0 (5) = 5520 (5), (5] s

00Kt <ta<a 4 1t

=0. (21)

Proof Let (z+(-),u1,+(-),- - ur () € Relconvr. From Lemma 51} for any n > 1, there are mea-

surable selectors vy ,,(t),. .., vrn(t) of the multivalued map ¢ = U (¢, z.(t)) such that

"1

< i

T_Zin’
=1

T

sup Z /Z(UM(S) —vin(s))ds

0<ti<tz<a {1/t

T

sup Z / 2(9;*(3,:1:*(3),%7*(5)) — gi(5, 24(5), vin(5)))ds

0<t1<te<a ;7 1Jt1

T

<YL @

The sequences v; , — u; 5 in w-L%(I,T), i =1,...,r. For each fixed n > 1, by (H3.2), we have

that, for any = € X and a.e. in ¢t € I, there exist v; € U(t,z), i =1,...,r, such that
1
[vin (8) = villr < ki(®)ll2(t) = 2flx + —. (23)
Let the map 7;, : I x X — 27 be defined by
Yo(t,x) :={vi € T :v;,i =1,...,r satisfy inequality (23)} . (24)

It follows from (23) that 7., (¢, z) is well defined a.e. on I and all x € X, and its values are open
sets. Using [44, Corollary 2.1] (since we can assume, without loss of generality, that U(t, z) is
Y ® Bx measurable, see [39, Proposition 2.7.9]), we obtain that, for any ej,..., €. > 0, there are
compact sets I, ..., I, C I with p(I\I,) < €1,...,u(I\I.) < €, such that the restrictions of
U(t,xz) to I, x X, ..., I, x X are L.s.c and the restrictions of v1 ,(t), ..., v, n(t) and k1 (2), ..., k. (¢)
to Ie,, ..., I, respectively, are continuous. It means that ([23) and ([24]) imply that the graphs of
the restrictions of 1), (¢, x) to I, x X are open sets in I, x X x T, i =1,...,r, respectively. Let
the map 7 : I x X — 27 be defined by T (t,z) := T,,(t,z) N U(t, ). Clearly, a.e. in t € I and all
x € X, Y(t,x) # 0. Due to the arguments above and Proposition 1.2.47 in [39], we know that the

restrictions of 7'(t,x) to J, x X are l.s.c. and so does Y(t,x) = Y'(¢,z). Here the bar stands for

the closure of a set in 7. Now consider the system ())—(2) with the constraint on the controls

ur(t), ..., ur(t) € Y(t,z(t)) a.e.on I. (25)

Since T(t,z) C U(t,z), the estimate of Lemma [3I] also holds in this matter. Repeating the proof
of Theorem [T we obtain that there is a solution (zy(-), u1n(-),- .., Urn(:)) of the control system

@-@), @25). The definition of 7 implies that (z,(-), u1.n(),. .., urn(-)) € Ry and

[0in(8) = win ()ll7 < Fi(8)[|2(8) — 20 (8)]|x + % i=1r (26)
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Since (zn,(*),u1,n(*),-- s urn(s)) € Ry, n > 1, and (x.(-), u1,4(:), .- -, Ur«(*)) € Relconvv, We have

2. (t) = Sa(t)M[zo — h(2.(t), Br()ur ()]

+ /0 (t—8)* 1Tt — s) L7 f(s,24(8), B1(8)u1,4(8), - ., Br_1(8)ur—_1.4(s))ds (27)

and

T (t) = Sa(t)M[zo — h(zn(t), Br(t)trn(t))]

+ /0 (t —8)* 1T, (t — s)L  f (8,20 (8), Bi(8)u1.n(8), ., Bro1(8)ur—1.n(s))ds. (28)

Theorem Tl and {(2n(+), u1,n (), -+, Urn(-))n>1 € Ru € Relconvy imply that we can assume,
possibly up to a subsequence, that (z,(-),u1.n(:)s. ., Urn(-)) = @(),w1(:)s. ., W (*)) € Relconvu
in C(I, X) x w-LY#(I,T). Subtracting 28) from (@1), we obtain that

24 (t) = 2n ()]l x
S [Sa ()M (@ (t), Br(t)ur«(t)) — bz« (t), Br(t)vrn ()]l x

+ [1Sa () M [h(2.(t), Br(t)vrn(t) — h(@n(t), Br(t)urn ()]l x

+ /0 (t—8)* " To(t — s) L7 [f(s,24(8), B1(s)u1,«(8), ..., Br—1(8)ur—1,+(8)) (20)

— f(s,24(8), B1(8)v1.n($8), ..., Bro1(8)vr—1.n(8))]ds

X

+ / (t —8)* Mot — )L™ [f (s, 24(s), Bi(s)v1,n(8), - ., Br—1(8)vr—1,n(s))
0

— f(s,20(8), B1(8)u1,n(8), - .., Br_1(8)ur—1,n(s))]ds

X

We use the previous estimations of our sufficient set of conditions, together with the property
of the operator 1" defined in the proof of Lemma B2 and since v;,, — i, ¢ = 1,...,7, in
w-L7 (I,T) and x,, — T in C(I,X), then by letting n — oo in ([Z9) and realizing Lemma [Z3] we
get x, =7, that is, 2, — z, in C(I, X). Hence, from (28], we have (v;,, — ;) — 0 in L? (I1,T).
Thus, w;n = (Uin — Vip) + Vip — Ui« in w—L%(I, T) and in Lé (I, T). Hence, (I9) and 20) hold.
Moreover, we have

T

S [0 5910 9) = 155 5

sup
0<t1<te<a ;7 |Jt1
r to
< s Y0 i 9) — i) i (DS (30)
Ogtlgtggai tl

=1
r

< s S 00605 1 (5) — 05,20, (5)) s

0<t1<t2<a ;7 1Jt;
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and assumption (H4.2) and (26]) give

1
Ky

19i(t, 2 (1), 03,0 () = 9i(ts 2 (8), win ()] < (K3 (0) + KiKi(8)) |2 () — 2 ()| x + -

Therefore, the last inequality together with (22)) and (30) imply that (2I]) holds. O

Theorem 5.2 Problem (RP) has a solution and

min J(x,u) = inf Ji(xywg), i=1,...,7 31
(z,ui)ERciconv U ( i) (z,u;)€ERU l( i) ( )
For any solution (., u1,x,-..,Ur«) of problem (RP), there exists a minimizing sequence
(znvul,n;-'-vur,n) GRU; TLZ 15

for problem (P), which converges to (T, Uy ..., Ur ) in the spaces C(I,X) x w—L%(I, T) and in
C(I,X) x LE(I,T), and the following formula holds:

T

tinsup S [0 (5 (5) s (5) — i) win(9))ds| = 0. (32)

N0 0<t <t2<a ;7 1/t

Conversely, if (Tn, Ui pn,--.,Urn), 0 > 1, is a minimizing sequence for problem (P), then there
is a subsequence (Tn,, Ut ny,---,Urn,), kK > 1, of the sequence (Tp,ut p,--.,Urn), n > 1, and
a solution (Ti,U1x,...,Urx) of problem (RP) such that the subsequence (Tn,, U nys---»Urng)s

k > 1, converges to (Tu, Ut sy, Ur) i C(I,X) X w—L%(I,T) and relation (32) holds for this

subsequence (T, , Ul ngy-- - Urmy), k> 1.

Proof By definition of functions g; (¢, x,w;), i = 1,...,r, (H3.3), (H4.3), and the boundedness of
the trajectories T7cconvu Of the control system ([I)—(2), (@) (Lemma [B1]), we can get functions
m; € LY(I,RT) such that

— ml(t) = —[a4(t) + b4(t)L0 + 04(a3(t) + CgLo)] < gi7U(t,x,ui), ae tel,

(33)
withallze Q={g9€ X : |lgllx < Lo}, w €U(t,z), i=1,...,m
Inequality [B3) and the properties of the bipolar (see [34]) directly imply that
—m;(t) <gi*(t,z,u) < giu(t,z,u), aetel xz€Q, u el (34)

Hence, from item (3) of Lemma B4, (84]), and [48, Theorem 2.1], the functional J*, i =1,...,r,
are lower semicontinuous on Rejconvy € C(I, X) X w-LF (I,T). Theorem [ZTlimplies that Rel conv
is compact in C(I, X) x w-L? (I,T). Therefore, problem (RP) has a solution (., %1 ..., Ur ).
By item (1) of Lemma 34l we have

(@, uie) < inf Tz, ug), i=1,...,m (35)
(z,ui)€ERU
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Now, for every solution (z., u1 «, .. ., Uy ) of problem (RP), by using Theorem [5.1] we obtain that

there exists a sequence (Zn, U1 n,-..,Urn) € Ry, n > 1, such that (I9)—(2I) hold. Since

T

>

/ (97 (5,22 (5), s (5)) — 935 (5), win(s)))ds

=111
R (36)
< s S0 ()0 (9) 0 (5): i (5))) .
Ogtlgtzga i=1 tl
by formulas (2I)), (35) and B4]), we get that @), (B2) hold and (z,,(-), u1,n(:), ..., urn()) € Ru,
n > 1, is a minimizing sequence for problem (P). Let (z,,(-), u1,n(-),- .-, Urn(-)) € Ry, n > 1, be

a minimizing sequence for problem (P). According to Theorem E.T] without loss of generality, we

can assume that (T, U1 n, .-, Uprn) = (Te, Ut 4y o, Urs) € Relconvy in C (1, X) X w-L? (I,T) and

n—oo

min(RP) = lim Z/gZ S, @ (8), Ui n(s))ds. (37)
It follows from (34)) and the properties of function ¢* (¢, z,u;) that

/g;‘*(s,x*(s),ui7*(s))ds < lim inf/gf*(s,xn(s),ui,n(s))ds
I I

n—o0

(38)
< lim [ gi(s,xn(8), uin(s))ds.

n—o0 I

From (B7) and (B8], we obtain that

min(RP) Z/ (8, 24(8), ui «(s))ds = lim Z/gz S, T (8), Wi n(s))ds. (39)
n— oo

Hence, (24(+), u1,4(+), - -y Ur«(-)) € Relconv v is a solution of problem (RP). Hypotheses (H3.3) and
(H4.3) and Lemma 1] imply that {g;(s, n($), uin($))}n>1 is uniformly integrable. Therefore, by
the Dunford—Pettis theorem, we have that there exists a subsequence {g;(s, Tn, (S), Uin, (5)) }£>1
of the sequence {g;(s, zn(s), win(s))}n>1 converging to certain functions A;(t) in the topology of
the space w-L (I, R). Since (u;n, (5), gi (S, Tny, (8), Win, () € F(8,2n,(s)) a.e.in s € I, Lemma[3.3

implies that (u; ., A;(s)) € clconv F(s, z4(s)), a.e. s € I. From Lemma [3.4] we obtain that
977 (s, 24 (8), wi v (8)) < Ai(s), ae. s €l (40)

Hence,

Z/ (5,24 (5), s (s ds<z/ deklin;OZ/ Gi(5, 2 (), wimy (s))ds (41)

for any t € I. Now we can obtain from @B that ¢;* (¢, z.(t), u;(t)) = Ni(t), ae. t € I.
Hence the subsequence g;(s,Tn, (), in, (5)) — g:*(s,2.(s),ui«(s)) as k — oo, in w-L(I,R).

This implies that

T

im w3 [ 0 9,050 5) 105 (5, ()

k—oo o<t <ta<a ;7 1ty

Hence, we proved that ([32]) holds for the subsequence (xy, , Ui n, ), k& > 1. O

=0.
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6 Conclusions

We studied optimality and relaxation of multiple control problems, described by Sobolev type
nonlinear fractional differential equations with nonlocal control conditions in Banach spaces. The
optimization problems were defined by multi-integral functionals with integrands that are not con-
vex in the controls, subject to control systems with mixed nonconvex constraints on the controls.
We proved appropriate sufficient conditions assuring existence of optimal solutions for the relaxed
problems. Moreover, we have shown, in suitable topologies, that the optimal solutions are limits of

minimizing sequences of systems with respect to the trajectory, multi-controls, and the functional.
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