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On regularity of mild solutions for autonomous linear

retarded functional differential equations

Junya Nishiguchi∗†

Abstract

The notion of mild solutions for autonomous linear retarded functional differential
equations (RFDEs) has been introduced in [J. Nishiguchi, Electron. J. Qual. Theory
Differ. Equ. 2023, No. 32, 1–77] for the purpose of defining fundamental matrix solu-
tions and obtaining a variation of constants formula for the RFDEs. This notion gives
a straightforward definition of solutions to the RFDEs under discontinuous history
functions compared with previous studies in the literature. For a given autonomous
linear RFDE, it holds that the fundamental matrix solutions are locally Lipschitz con-
tinuous on the interval [0,∞). However, it is not apparent whether a similar property
is true for the mild solutions. Here we obtain a result which shows the regularity
of mild solutions on [0,∞) for autonomous linear RFDEs. The result makes clear a
connection between the mild solutions and solution concepts in previous studies.
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1 Introduction

A delay differential equation (DDE) is a differential equation where the time derivative
of the unknown function x depends on the past information of x. When such a past
dependence in a DDE is expressed as the dependence of ẋ(t) on x|[t−r,t] with a given
constant r > 0, the dynamics concept of the DDE can be understood as the time evolution
of xt. Here xt : [−r, 0] → K

n is a function defined by

xt(θ) := x(t+ θ) (θ ∈ [−r, 0]),

which is called the history segment of x at t. Throughout this paper, let n ≥ 1 be an
integer, K = R or C, and r > 0 be a constant. Since xt is a function on the interval
[−r, 0], we need to choose a function space in which the history segment xt lives in order
to consider the time evolution of xt. We call such a function space a history function space
of the DDE.

As a history function space, it is usual to choose the Banach space C := C([−r, 0],Kn)
of continuous functions from [−r, 0] to K

n with the supremum norm given by

‖φ‖ := sup
θ∈[−r,0]

|φ(θ)| (| · | is a fixed norm on K
n)
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for φ ∈ C. Viewing the dynamics of DDEs as the time evolution of the history segment
in the Banach space C goes back to Krasovskii [11]. See also [6], [8] as reviews of this
matter.

With this point of view, DDEs are formulated as retarded functional differential equa-
tions (RFDEs), where a linear RFDE has the form

ẋ(t) = Lxt (t ≥ 0) (1.1)

for a given continuous linear map L : C → K
n. The usual notion of solutions to the linear

RFDE (1.1) is defined under an initial condition x0 = φ ∈ C, where the function φ is called
the initial history function. Then a continuous function x : [−r,∞) → K

n is a solution
of (1.1) under the initial condition x0 = φ ∈ C if and only if it satisfies both the initial
condition and an integral equation

x(t) = φ(0) +

∫ t

0
Lxsds (t ≥ 0). (1.2)

We refer the reader to [7], [9] as general references of the theory of RFDEs.
The above solution concept does not allow us to choose an initial history function

from discontinuous functions. Such a need can be seen in various perspectives, e.g., in the
problem of the choice of a history function space as a Hilbert space, and in the problem of
a definition of the fundamental matrix solution of linear RFDEs. For the former problem,
there have been extensive researches from the mid 1970s, represented by e.g., Delfour
and Mitter [4], Bernier and Manitius [1], Delfour [2], Delfour and Manitius [3]. See also
the references therein. However, the understanding of the solution concepts in the above
references are not straightforward.

Compared with these, there is a straightforward way to accomplish a solution concept
under discontinuous history functions. This is the notion of mild solutions introduced in
[12], which is obtained by replacing the integral

∫ t
0 Lxsds in (1.2) by L

∫ t
0 xsds. Here for

each x ∈ L1
loc([−r,∞),Kn),

∫ t
0 xsds ∈ C is defined by

(
∫ t

0
xsds

)

(θ) :=

∫ t

0
x(s+ θ)ds (θ ∈ [−r, 0]).

In this paper, for each interval J ⊂ R and each p ∈ [1,∞), let Lploc(J,K
n) denote the set

of all locally Lebesgue p-integrable functions from J to K
n defined almost everywhere.

Furthermore, let L∞
loc(J,K

n) denote the set of all locally essentially bounded functions
from J to K

n defined almost everywhere.
The purpose of this paper is to reveal a connection between the solution concepts in

[4], [1], [2], [3] and the notion of mild solutions in [12] by showing a regularity property
of mild solutions to the linear RFDE (1.1). We now state the precise definition of mild
solutions given in [12, Definition 2.5]. We will use the following notation.

Notation 1 (cf. [4]). For each p ∈ [1,∞], let

Mp([−r, 0],Kn) := {φ ∈ Lp([−r, 0],Kn) : φ is defined at 0}.

Mp([−r, 0],Kn) will be abbreviated as Mp.

Definition 1.1 ([12]). Let φ ∈ M1 be given. We call a function x ∈ L1
loc([−r,∞),Kn) a

mild solution of the linear RFDE (1.1) under the initial condition x0 = φ if (i) x is defined

2



on [0,∞), and (ii) a system of equations











x(t) = φ(0) + L

∫ t

0
xsds (t ≥ 0),

x(t) = φ(t) (a.e. t ∈ [−r, 0])

(1.3)

is satisfied.

We note that the property that φ is defined at 0 is necessary to give the initial value
φ(0) in Definition 1.1. Based on this definition, one can show that a mild solution of (1.1)
under an initial condition x0 = φ ∈ M1 coincides with the usual solution if φ ∈ C. We also
have the existence and uniqueness of a mild solution of (1.1) under each initial condition
x0 = φ ∈ M1, where the unique mild solution is denoted by

x( · ;φ) : dom(φ) ∪ [0,∞) → K
n.

See [12, Subsections 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3] for the details. It holds the mild solution x( · ;φ) of
(1.1) under x0 = φ ∈ M1 is continuous on [0,∞) because the function

[0,∞) ∋ t 7→

∫ t

0
xsds ∈ C (1.4)

is continuous for any x ∈ L1
loc([−r,∞),Kn) (see [12, Lemma 2.8]), which implies that the

function

[0,∞) ∋ t 7→ L

∫ t

0
xsds ∈ K

n (1.5)

is also continuous because of the continuity of L.
For a special class of initial history functions, we have a more nicer regularity property

of mild solutions. This class is given by the set of instantaneous inputs of vectors in K
n.

Here an instantaneous input ξ̂ : [−r, 0] → K
n of a vector ξ ∈ K

n is defined by

ξ̂(θ) :=

{

0 (θ ∈ [−r, 0))

ξ (θ = 0).

For any ξ ∈ K
n, the instantaneous input ξ̂ belongs to M1. Therefore, one can consider

the mild solution x
(

· ; ξ̂
)

: [−r,∞) → K
n of (1.1) under x0 = ξ̂.

For this class of mild solutions, the following result holds (cf. [12, Theorems 3.10 and
3.5]).

Theorem 1.2 (cf. [12]). For each ξ ∈ K
n, the mild solution x

(

· ; ξ̂
)

of (1.1) under x0 = ξ̂ is
locally Lipschitz continuous and differentiable almost everywhere on [0,∞). Furthermore,
x := x

(

· ; ξ̂
)

satisfies a differential equation

ẋ(t) =

∫ 0

−t
dη(θ)x(t+ θ) (1.6)

for almost all t ≥ 0.

For the statement, η : (−∞, 0] →Mn(K) is a matrix-valued function with the proper-
ties that η is of bounded variation on [−r, 0], η is constant on (−∞,−r], and

Lφ =

∫ 0

−r
dη(θ)φ(θ) (1.7)
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holds for all φ ∈ C. Here the right-hand side is a Riemann–Stieltjes integral of a vector-
valued function φ with respect to the matrix-valued function η. The existence of such an
η is ensured by a corollary of the Riesz representation theorem. See [12, Appendix A]
for Riemann–Stieltjes integrals for matrix-valued functions. We note that (1.6) is not a
differential equation of infinite retardation because the right-hand side of (1.6) becomes

∫ 0

−r
dη(θ)x(t+ θ) = Lxt

for all t ∈ [r,∞).
For the proof of Theorem 1.2, the Riemann–Stieltjes convolution plays a fundamental

role. Here for a continuous function f : [0,∞) → Mn(K) and a function α : [0,∞) →
Mn(K) of locally bounded variation (i.e., of bounded variation on any closed and bounded
interval of [0,∞)), the function dα ∗ f : [0,∞) →Mn(K) is defined by

(dα ∗ f)(t) :=

∫ t

0
dα(u)f(t− u) (t ≥ 0).

Since the right-hand side is a Riemann–Stieltjes integral, the function dα ∗ f is called a
Riemann–Stieltjes convolution. It holds that the function dα ∗ f is a sum of a contin-
uous function and a function of locally bounded variation (e.g., see [12, Theorem 3.5]).
Therefore, dα ∗ f is Riemann integrable on any closed and bounded interval of [0,∞). By
defining a function η̌ : [0,∞) →Mn(K) by

η̌(t) := −η(−t) (t ≥ 0), (1.8)

the differential equation (1.6) can be expressed as ẋ(t) =
(

dη̌ ∗ x|[0,∞)

)

(t).
In this paper, we give an extension of Theorem 1.2. The following is the main result

of this paper.

Theorem 1.3. For every φ ∈ Mp, where p ∈ [1,∞], the mild solution x( · ;φ) of the linear
RFDE (1.1) under x0 = φ is locally absolutely continuous on [0,∞). Furthermore, the
following statements hold:

1. x( · ;φ)|[0,∞) : [0,∞) → K
n is differentiable almost everywhere and its derivative be-

longs to Lploc([0,∞),Kn).

2. There exists a function f(· ;φ) ∈ Lploc([0,∞),Kn) vanishing on [r,∞) such that

ẋ(t;φ) =

∫ 0

−t
dη(θ)x(t+ θ;φ) + f(t;φ) (a.e. t ≥ 0) (1.9)

holds.

For an interval J ⊂ R, a function f : J → K
n is said to be locally absolutely continuous

if f |K : K → K
n is absolutely continuousfor any closed and bounded interval K contained

in J . Let ACloc(J,K
n) denote the set of all locally absolutely continuous functions from

J to E.
We give a comment on an extension of Theorem 1.3 to the case that K

n is replaced
with an infinite-dimensional Banach space E. Such an extension is of course natural,
however, some additional assumptions should be imposed. On a condition on L, we need
to assume the existence of an operator-valued function η : (−∞, 0] → B(E) such that
η|[−r,0] : [−r, 0] → B(E) is of strong bounded variation, η is constant on (−∞,−r], and
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(1.7) holds for all ψ ∈ C. The above integral is a Riemann–Stieltjes integral of a vector-
valued function with respect to an operator-valued function. See [5, Section 2] for details
of this type of integrals. For the above mentioned extension, the extent to which there
is a difference between the boundedness of L and the above assumption on L should be
discussed.

This paper is organized as follows. The situation of the statement and its proof of
Theorem 1.3 are different depending on the cases p = 1, p = ∞, and 1 < p < ∞. In
Section 2, we give proof of Theorem 1.3 for p = 1 or p = ∞. For the proof for p = 1,
a difficulty is that the function (1.4) is not necessarily locally absolutely continuous for
x ∈ L1

loc([−r,∞),Kn). In Subsection 2.1, we resolve this difficulty by directly showing the
local absolute continuity of the function (1.5). In Subsection 2.2, we obtain the differential
equation (1.9) by adopting methods used in [12]. Contrary to the case p = 1, the case
p = ∞ is easier to handle because one can show that the function (1.4) is locally Lipschitz
continuous for x ∈ L∞

loc([−r,∞),Kn). Subsection 2.3 is on the proof of Theorem 1.3 for
the cases p = 1 or p = ∞. In Section 3, we give proof of Theorem 1.3 for 1 < p < ∞
by adopting a density argument used by Delfour and Manitius [3]. Finally, in Section 4,
we see a connection between the notion of mild solutions and the solution concept used
by Delfour and Manitius [3]. In Appendix A, we collect results on Riemann–Stieltjes
integrals.

2 Proof of the main result for p = 1 or p = ∞

In this section, we show Theorem 1.3 for p = 1 or p = ∞. The proof is divided into the
following two parts for each φ ∈ M1:

• Proof of the local absolute continuity of x(· ;φ)|[0,∞).

• To obtain the differential equation (1.9) which x( · ;φ)|[0,∞) satisfies.

2.1 Local absolute continuity

We use the following notation.

Notation 2. Let [a, b] be a closed and bounded interval of R. For each matrix-valued
function α : [a, b] →Mn(K) of bounded variation with respect to the operator norm | · | on
Mn(K), let Vα : [a, b] → R denote its total variation function. Namely,

Vα(t) := Var
(

α|[a,t]
)

holds for all t ∈ [a, b]. Here Var(α) denotes the total variation of α, and we interpret
Vα(a) = 0.

We refer the reader to [15, Chapter 9] for a reference of scalar-valued functions of
bounded variation. The following is a key result.

Theorem 2.1. For any x ∈ L1
loc([−r,∞),Kn), the function (1.5)

[0,∞) ∋ t 7→ L

∫ t

0
xsds ∈ K

n

is locally absolutely continuous.
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The following lemma is necessary for the proof of Theorem 2.1. The corresponding
statement for scalar-valued case is given in [16, Theorem 5b of Chapter I] without proof .

Lemma 2.2. Let [a, b] be a closed and bounded interval of R. Let f : [a, b] → Mn(K) be
continuous and α : [a, b] →Mn(K) be of bounded variation. Then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

a
dα(t)f(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ b

a
|f(t)|dVα(t) (2.1)

holds. Here the right-hand side is the Riemann–Stieltjes integral of the real-valued contin-
uous function [a, b] ∋ t 7→ |f(t)| ∈ R with respect to the monotonically increasing function
Vα.

Proof. As in scalar-valued case,

Var
(

α|[a,c]
)

+Var
(

α|[c,b]
)

= Var(α)

holds for any c ∈ (a, b). Therefore, for any subinterval [c, d] ⊂ [a, b],

|α(d)− α(c)| ≤ Var
(

α|[c,d]
)

= Vα(d)− Vα(c) (2.2)

holds.
Let (tk)

m
k=0 give a partition of [a, b] and (τk)

m
k=1 be given so that tk−1 ≤ τk ≤ tk holds

for each 1 ≤ k ≤ m. Then we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m
∑

k=1

[α(tk)− α(tk−1)]f(τk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

m
∑

k=1

|α(tk)− α(tk−1)||f(τk)|

≤

m
∑

k=1

|f(τk)|[Vα(tk)− Vα(tk−1)],

where (2.2) is used. By taking the limit as max1≤k≤m(tk − tk−1) → 0, we obtain (2.1).

Proof of Theorem 2.1. For a given x ∈ L1
loc([−r,∞),Kn), we define y ∈ ACloc([−r,∞),Kn)

by

y(t) :=

∫ t

0
x(s)ds (t ∈ [−r,∞)). (2.3)

Then we have

(
∫ t

0
xsds

)

(θ) =

∫ t+θ

θ
x(s)ds = y(t+ θ) +

∫ 0

θ
x(s)ds

for all t ≥ 0 and θ ∈ [−r, 0], which yields

L

∫ t

0
xsds = Lyt +

∫ 0

−r
dη(θ)

(
∫ 0

θ
x(s)ds

)

for all t ≥ 0. Therefore, the local absolute continuity of (1.5) is reduced to that of
[0,∞) ∋ t 7→ Lyt ∈ K

n.
We fix T > 0 and show that [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Lyt ∈ K

n is absolutely continuous. Let
ε > 0 be given. By the absolute continuity of y|[−r,T ], one can choose a δ > 0 with the
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following property: for any pairwise disjoint finite open intervals (s1, t1), . . . , (sm, tm) in
[−r, T ],

∑m
j=1(tj − sj) < δ implies

m
∑

j=1

|y(tj)− y(sj)| < ε.

Let (s1, t1), . . . , (sm, tm) be pairwise disjoint finite open intervals in the interval [0, T ] with
∑m

j=1(tj − sj) < δ. From Lemma 2.2, we have

m
∑

j=1

∣

∣Lytj − Lysj
∣

∣ =
m
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 0

−r
dη(θ) [y(tj + θ)− y(sj + θ)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

m
∑

j=1

∫ 0

−r
|y(tj + θ)− y(sj + θ)|dVη(θ),

where the last term is equal to
∫ 0
−r

∑m
j=1|y(tj + θ)− y(sj + θ)|dVη(θ). Since for each

θ ∈ [−r, 0],
(s1 + θ, t1 + θ), . . . , (sm + θ, tm + θ)

are pairwise disjoint finite open intervals in [−r, T ] with

m
∑

j=1

[(tj + θ)− (sj + θ)] =

m
∑

j=1

(tj − sj) < δ,

an estimate
m
∑

j=1

∣

∣Lytj − Lysj
∣

∣ ≤ Var(η) · ε

is obtained. This shows the absolute continuity of [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Lyt ∈ K
n.

Remark 2.3. For a given y ∈ ACloc([−r,∞),Kn), the function

[0,∞) ∋ t 7→ yt ∈ C (2.4)

is not necessarily locally absolutely continuous. The reason is that one cannot change the
order of summation and supremum in

m
∑

j=1

sup
θ∈[−r,0]

|y(tj + θ)− y(sj + θ)|.

Here (s1, t1), . . . , (sm, tm) are pairwise disjoint finite open intervals.

Theorem 2.4. For any φ ∈ M1, the mild solution x( · ;φ) : dom(φ) ∪ [0,∞) → K
n of

(1.1) under x0 = φ is locally absolutely continuous on [0,∞).

Proof. By definition, x := x( · ;φ) satisfies

x(t) = φ(0) + L

∫ t

0
xsds

for all t ≥ 0. Since the function x belongs to L1
loc([−r,∞),Kn), it holds that the right-hand

side of the above equation is locally absolute continuous with respect to t ∈ [0,∞) from
Theorem 2.1.
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2.2 Differential equations for mild solutions

We use the following notations.

Notation 3. For each φ ∈ M1, we define a function φ̄ : dom(φ) ∪ [0,∞) → K
n by

φ̄(t) :=

{

φ(t) (t ∈ dom(φ))

φ(0) (t ∈ [0,∞)),

which is called the static prolongation of φ.

Notation 4 ([12]). For each φ ∈ M1, we define a function G( · ;φ) : [0,∞) → K
n by

G(t;φ) :=

∫ 0

−r
dη(θ)

(
∫ 0

θ
φ(s)ds

)

+

∫ −t

−r
dη(θ)

(
∫ t+θ

0
φ̄(s)ds

)

(t ≥ 0).

Since η is constant on (−∞,−r], the function G( · ;φ) is constant on [r,∞).

Notation 5. For each locally Riemann integrable function h : [0,∞) →Mn(K), we define
a function Vh : [0,∞) →Mn(K) by

(Vh)(t) :=

∫ t

0
h(s)ds (t ∈ [0,∞)),

where the integral is a Riemann integral. We call V the Volterra operator.

In this subsection, we show the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let φ ∈ M1 be given. Then x( · ;φ)|[0,∞) is differentiable almost every-
where, and there exists a function f(· ;φ) ∈ L1

loc([0,∞),Kn) vanishing at [r,∞) such that
(1.9)

ẋ(t;φ) =

∫ 0

−t
dη(θ)x(t+ θ;φ) + f(t;φ) (a.e. t ≥ 0)

holds.

Proof. Let x := x( · ;φ)|[0,∞). As in [12, Section 6.2], we have

x(t) = φ(0) + (dη̌ ∗ Vx)(t) +G(t;φ) (2.5)

for all t ≥ 0. Here x ∈ ACloc([0,∞),Kn) holds from Theorem 2.4. Furthermore,

dη̌ ∗ Vx = V(dη̌ ∗ x)

holds from [12, Theorem 3.7], where dη̌ ∗ x is a locally Riemann integrable function.
Therefore, (2.5) yields that G( · ;φ) ∈ ACloc([0,∞),Kn) holds. It also implies that G( · ;φ)
is differentiable almost everywhere, whose derivative belongs to L1

loc([0,∞),Kn). Thus,
differentiating both sides of (2.5), we have

ẋ(t) = (dη̌ ∗ x)(t) + Ġ(t;φ) (a.e. t ≥ 0).

Since G( · ;φ) is constant on [r,∞), (1.9) is obtained with f(· ;φ) = Ġ( · ;φ).
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2.3 Proof of Theorem 1.3 for p = 1 or p = ∞

The proof of Theorem 1.3 for p = 1 is obtained by combining the proofs of Theorems 2.4
and 2.5. We now give the proof of Theorem 1.3 for p = ∞. For the proof, the following
proposition is used.

Proposition 2.6. For any x ∈ L∞
loc([−r,∞),Kn), the function (1.4)

[0,∞) ∋ t 7→

∫ t

0
xsds ∈ C

is locally Lipschitz continuous. Consequently, the function (1.5)

[0,∞) ∋ t 7→ L

∫ t

0
xsds ∈ K

n

is also locally Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. By defining a locally Lipschitz continuous function y : [−r,∞) → K
n by (2.3), it is

sufficient to show the local Lipschitz continuity of [0,∞) ∋ t 7→ yt ∈ C.
Let T > 0 be fixed. The Lipschitz continuity of y|[−r,T ] yields that

‖yt1 − yt2‖ = sup
θ∈[−r,0]

|y(t1 + θ)− y(t2 + θ)| ≤ lip
(

y|[−r,T ]
)

· |t1 − t2|

holds for all t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ]. Here lip
(

y|[−r,T ]
)

denotes the (best) Lipschitz constant of the
function y|[−r,T ]. The above argument shows the local Lipschitz continuity.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 for p = ∞. As in the proof of Theorem 2.4, x( · ;φ)|[0,∞) is locally
Lipschitz continuous from Proposition 2.6. By combining with this property, (2.5) yields
that G( · ;φ) is also locally Lipschitz continuous. This implies that G( · ;φ) is differentiable
almost everywhere, whose derivative belongs to L∞

loc([0,∞),Kn). Therefore, the statements
of Theorem 1.3 for p = ∞ are obtained with f(· ;φ) = Ġ( · ;φ) as the proof of Theorem 2.5.

3 Proof of the main result for 1 < p < ∞

To prove Theorem 1.3 for 1 < p <∞, we need to show that the derivative Ġ( · ;φ) belongs
to Lploc([0,∞),Kn) for any φ ∈ Mp. For this purpose, we adopt a density argument used
by Delfour and Manitius [3].

3.1 Forcing term for φ ∈ C

We use the following notation.

Notation 6 ([12]). For each φ ∈ C, we define a function g( · ;φ) : [0,∞) → K
n by

g(t;φ) :=

∫ −t

−r
dη(θ) φ̄(t+ θ) =

∫ r

t
dη̌(u) φ̄(t− u) (t ≥ 0).

Since η is constant on (−∞,−r], g( · ;φ) vanishes on [r,∞). Let gφ := g( · ;φ)|[0,r] for each
φ ∈ C.

The following result is obtained in [12, Lemma 6.8 and Theorem 6.12].
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Theorem 3.1 ([12]). For each φ ∈ C, the function g( · ;φ) is locally Riemann integrable.
Furthermore, G( · ;φ) = Vg( · ;φ) holds.

Another proof of Theorem 3.1. Let x := x( · ;φ)|[0,∞). Since x( · ;φ) coincides with the
(usual) solution of (1.1) under x0 = φ ∈ C, we have

ẋ(t) =

∫ 0

−r
dη(θ)x(t+ θ;φ)

=

∫ 0

−t
dη(θ)x(t+ θ) +

∫ −t

−r
dη(θ) φ̄(t+ θ)

= (dη̌ ∗ x)(t) + g(t;φ) (3.1)

for all t ≥ 0. By combining the above and the continuity of ẋ|[0,∞), the local Riemann
integrability of g( · ;φ) is obtained. By integrating the above, we have

x(t) = φ(0) + V(dη̌ ∗ x)(t) + (Vg( · ;φ))(t).

for all t ≥ 0. Since V(dη̌ ∗ x) = dη̌ ∗Vx (see [12, Theorem 3.7]), the conclusion is obtained
by comparing with (2.5).

Eq. (3.1) and the definition of g( · ;φ) should be compared with [3, (2.6)].

3.2 Dependence of g(· ;φ) on φ with respect to Lp-norm

In this subsection, we investigate an integrability property of the function g( · ;φ) for φ ∈ C.
The following lemma will be used to obtain the integrability property.

Lemma 3.2. Let f : [−r, 0] → R be a continuous function, α : [−r, 0] → R be a function
of bounded variation, and g : [0, r] → R be a Riemann integrable function. Then

∫ r

0

(
∫ −t

−r
f(t+ θ)dα(θ)

)

g(t)dt =

∫ 0

−r

(
∫ −θ

0
f(t+ θ)g(t)dt

)

dα(θ) (3.2)

holds. Here the function

[0, r] ∋ t 7→

∫ −t

−r
f(t+ θ)dα(θ) ∈ R (3.3)

is Riemann integrable, and the function

[−r, 0] ∋ θ 7→

∫ −θ

0
f(t+ θ)g(t)dt ∈ R (3.4)

is continuous.

Proof. We extend the domain of definition of f to [−r, r] by defining f(t) := f(0) for
t ∈ [0, r]. Then the extended function f : [−r, r] → R is continuous. Let G : [0, r] → R be
a Lipschitz continuous function defined by

G(t) :=

∫ t

0
g(s)ds (t ∈ [0, r]).

Then
∫ r

0

(
∫ 0

−r
f(t+ θ)dα(θ)

)

dG(t) =

∫ 0

−r

(
∫ r

0
f(t+ θ)dG(t)

)

dα(θ)
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holds by applying Theorem A.1. By the continuity of the functions

[0, r] ∋ t 7→

∫ 0

−r
f(t+ θ)dα(θ) ∈ R,

[0, r] ∋ t 7→ f(t+ θ) ∈ R,

the above equality becomes (e.g., see [12, Theorem A.20])

∫ r

0

(
∫ 0

−r
f(t+ θ)dα(θ)

)

g(t)dt =

∫ 0

−r

(
∫ r

0
f(t+ θ)g(t)dt

)

dα(θ).

Therefore, (3.2) is obtained by showing

∫ r

0

(
∫ 0

−t
f(t+ θ)dα(θ)

)

g(t)dt =

∫ 0

−r

(
∫ r

−θ
f(t+ θ)g(t)dt

)

dα(θ). (3.5)

We now show that the equality (3.5) holds. The left-hand side and the right-hand side of
(3.5) are calculated as

f(0)

∫ r

0
[α(0) − α(−t)]g(t)dt, f(0)

∫ 0

−r

(
∫ r

−θ
g(s)ds

)

dα(θ),

respectively. Here the integration by parts formula for Riemann–Stieltjes integrals yields

∫ 0

−r

(
∫ r

−θ
g(s)ds

)

dα(θ) =

[
∫ r

−θ
g(s)ds · α(θ)

]0

−r

−

∫ 0

−r
g(−θ)α(θ)dθ

=

∫ r

0
g(s)[α(0) − α(−s)]ds.

This shows that equality (3.5) holds. The above argument also shows the Riemann inte-
grability of (3.3) and the continuity of (3.4).

The following is a key lemma for the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 3.3 (cf. [3]). Let p ∈ [1,∞) be given. Then for any φ ∈ C,

‖gφ‖Lp[0,r] ≤ Var(η)‖φ‖Lp [−r,0]

holds.

Proof. From Lemma 2.2,

|g(t;φ)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ −t

−r
dη(θ)φ(t+ θ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ −t

−r
|φ(t+ θ)|dVη(θ)

holds for all t ∈ [0, r]. Therefore, we have

(
∫ r

0
|g(t;φ)|pdt

)1/p

≤

[
∫ r

0

(
∫ −t

−r
|φ(t+ θ)|dVη(θ)

)p

dt

]1/p

.

We now show that

[
∫ r

0

(
∫ −t

−r
|φ(t+ θ)|dVη(θ)

)p

dt

]1/p

≤

∫ 0

−r

(
∫ −θ

0
|φ(t+ θ)|pdt

)1/p

dVη(θ) (3.6)
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holds. Let I be the left-hand side of (3.6). The inequality (3.6) with p = 1 trivially holds
from Lemma 3.2. Therefore, we only have to consider the case p ∈ (1,∞) and I 6= 0. Let

M(t) :=

(
∫ −t

−r
|φ(t+ θ)|dVη(θ)

)p−1

for each t ∈ [0, r]. Since

∫ −t

−r
|φ(t+ θ)|dVη(θ) =

∫ 0

−r

∣

∣φ̄(t+ θ)
∣

∣dVη(θ)− |φ(0)| · [Vη(0)− Vη(−t)],

the left-hand side is a Riemann integrable function of t ∈ [0, r]. Therefore, the function
[0, r] ∋ t 7→M(t) ∈ R is also Riemann integrable. Then we have

Ip =

∫ r

0

(
∫ −t

−r
|φ(t+ θ)|dVη(θ)

)

M(t)dt

=

∫ 0

−r

(
∫ −θ

0
|φ(t+ θ)|M(t)dt

)

dVη(θ)

from Lemma 3.2. By applying Hölder’s inequality,

∫ −θ

0
|φ(t+ θ)|M(t)dt ≤

(
∫ −θ

0
|φ(t+ θ)|pdt

)1/p

·

(
∫ −θ

0
M(t)q dt

)1/q

≤

(
∫ −θ

0
|φ(t+ θ)|pdt

)1/p

·

(
∫ r

0
M(t)q dt

)1/q

hold, where q ∈ (1,∞) is the exponent conjugate to p. Since q = p/(p− 1), the constant
in the right-hand side is calculated as

(
∫ r

0
M(t)q dt

)1/q

=

[
∫ r

0

(
∫ −t

−r
|φ(t+ θ)|dVη(θ)

)p

dt

]1/q

= Ip/q.

Thus, the above argument shows

Ip ≤ Ip/q ·

∫ 0

−r

(
∫ −θ

0
|φ(t+ θ)|pdt

)1/p

dVη(θ),

which yields (3.6). Since the right-hand side of (3.6) is estimated by Var(η)‖φ‖Lp [−r,0],
the inequality is obtained.

Remark 3.4. Lemma 3.3 for the case of p = 2 has been discussed in [3, Theorem 2.1] with
a different argument of the proof and with a different definition of g( · ;φ).

3.3 Proof of Theorem 1.3 for 1 < p < ∞

In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3 for 1 < p <∞.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 for 1 < p <∞. Let φ ∈ Mp be given. By showing

Ġ( · ;φ) ∈ Lploc([0,∞),Kn),

the statements of Theorem 1.3 for 1 < p < ∞ are obtained with f( · ;φ) = Ġ( · ;φ) as the
proof of Theorem 2.5.
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Step 1: Definition of G( · ;ψ) for ψ ∈ Lp([−r, 0],Kn). Since

G(t;φ) =

∫ 0

−r
dη(θ)

(
∫ 0

θ
φ(s)ds

)

+

∫ −t

−r
dη(θ)

(
∫ t+θ

0
φ(s)ds

)

holds for all t ∈ [0, r] and G( · ;φ) is constant on [r,∞), one can defineG( · ;ψ) : [0,∞) → K
n

for ψ ∈ Lp := Lp([−r, 0],Kn) in the same way. Then the definition yields that

|G(t;ψ)| ≤ 2Var(η)‖ψ‖L1 [−r,0] (3.7)

holds for all t ∈ [0,∞) and all ψ ∈ Lp.
Step 2: Extension of g( · ;ψ) for ψ ∈ C. From Lemma 3.3,

(

C, ‖·‖Lp [−r,0]

)

∋ ψ 7→
gψ ∈ Lp([0, r],Kn) is a bounded linear operator. Since the subset C is dense in Lp, there
exists a unique bounded linear operator T : Lp → Lp([0, r],Kn) such that

Tψ = gψ

holds for all ψ ∈ C.
Step 3: Derivative of G( · ;ψ)|[0,r] for ψ ∈ Lp. For each given ψ ∈ Lp, we choose a

sequence (ψj)
∞

j=1 in C so that ‖ψ − ψj‖Lp[−r,0] → 0 as j → ∞. Then for all t ∈ [0, r], we
have

G(t;ψ) = lim
j→∞

G(t;ψj) = lim
j→∞

∫ t

0
gψj

(s)ds

from (3.7) and Theorem 3.1. By combining this and ‖Tψ‖Lp[0,r] ≤ ‖T‖‖ψ‖Lp [−r,0] for all
ψ ∈ Lp,

G(t;ψ) = lim
j→∞

∫ t

0
(Tψj)(s)ds =

∫ t

0
(Tψ)(s)ds

is concluded.
Step 4: Conclusion. Step 3 shows Ġ( · ;φ) ∈ Lploc([0,∞),Kn). This completes the

proof.

4 Discussion

We compare Theorem 1.3 with results obtained by Delfour and Manitius [3]. In that paper,
the authors interpret the linear RFDE (1.1) under an initial condition x0 = φ ∈ M2 as a
differential equation

ẋ(t) =

∫ 0

−t
dη(θ)x(t+ θ) +

{

(Hφ)(−t) (a.e. t ∈ [0, r])

0 (t ∈ (r,∞)).
(4.1)

Here Hφ is an L2-function determined by φ with the density argument which appeared
at the proof of Theorem 1.3 for 1 < p < ∞. See [3, Subsection 2.1] for the detail.
Theorem 1.3 reveals a connection between the differential equation (4.1) used in [3] and
the mild solutions introduced in [12].

A Theorems on Riemann–Stieltjes integrals

A.1 A result on iterated Riemann–Stieltjes integrals

The following is a result on iterated Riemann–Stieltjes integrals (e.g., see [16, Theo-
rem 15a], [10]). See also [12, Theorem 3.8] for a related result.
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Theorem A.1. Let [a, b], [c, d] be closed and bounded intervals of R, and α : [a, b] → K,
β : [c, d] → K be functions of bounded variation. If f : [a, b] × [c, d] → K is a continuous
function, then

∫ d

c

(
∫ b

a
f(x, y)dα(x)

)

dβ(y) =

∫ b

a

(
∫ d

c
f(x, y)dβ(y)

)

dα(x) (A.1)

holds.

We note that the functions

[c, d] ∋ y 7→

∫ b

a
f(x, y)dα(x) ∈ K,

[a, b] ∋ x 7→

∫ d

c
f(x, y)dβ(y) ∈ K

are continuous by the uniform continuity of f . Therefore, both the left-hand side and right-
hand side of (A.1) make sense as Riemann–Stieltjes integrals. The proof of Theorem A.1
mentioned in [10] relies on the Stone–Weierstrass theorem (e.g., see [13, 7.32 Theorem]).

A.2 A variant of Minkowski’s integral inequality

The following is a result on a variant of Minkowski’s integral inequality. See [14, Exercise 16
of Chapter 8] for a statement in the setting of measure theory.

Theorem A.2. Let [a, b], [c, d] be closed and bounded intervals of R, and α : [a, b] → R,
β : [c, d] → R be monotonically increasing functions. If f : [a, b]×[c, d] → R is a continuous
function, then for any p ∈ (1,∞),

(

∫ d

c

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

a
f(x, y)dα(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dβ(y)

)1/p

≤

∫ b

a

(
∫ d

c
|f(x, y)|pdβ(y)

)1/p

dα(x) (A.2)

holds.

We note that the statement in the above theorem also holds when p = 1.

A proof of Theorem A.2. Let I be the left-hand side of (A.2). When I = 0, the inequal-
ity (A.2) is trivial. Therefore, we may assume I 6= 0. Let

M(y) :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

a
f(x, y)dα(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−1

for each y ∈ [c, d]. Then we have

Ip =

∫ d

c

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

a
f(x, y)dα(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

M(y)dβ(y)

≤

∫ d

c

(
∫ b

a
|f(x, y)|dα(x)

)

M(y)dβ(y)

=

∫ b

a

(
∫ d

c
|f(x, y)|M(y)dβ(y)

)

dα(x)
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by applying Theorem A.1, where the monotonically increasing property of α, β and the
continuity of the function

[a, b]× [c, d] ∋ (x, y) 7→ |f(x, y)|M(y) ∈ R

are used. By applying Hölder’s inequality for Riemann–Stieltjes integrals,

∫ d

c
|f(x, y)|M(y)dβ(y) ≤

(
∫ d

c
|f(x, y)|pdβ(y)

)1/p

·

(
∫ d

c
M(y)q dβ(y)

)1/q

holds, where q ∈ (1,∞) is the exponent conjugate to p. Since q = p/(p− 1), the constant
in the right-hand side is calculated as

(
∫ d

c
M(y)q dβ(y)

)1/q

=

(
∫ d

c

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

a
f(x, y)dα(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dβ(y)

)1/q

= Ip/q.

Thus, the above argument shows

Ip ≤ Ip/q
∫ b

a

(
∫ d

c
|f(x, y)|pdβ(y)

)1/p

dα(x),

which yields (A.2).
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