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1. Introduction

The theory of infinite systems of integral or differential equations creates an important branch of nonlinear analysis. It
is connected naturally with a large number of problems considered in mechanics, engineering, in the theory of branching
processes, the theory of neutral nets and so on.

The infinite system of equations can be considered as a particular case of equations in Banach spaces [1-10]. A
considerable number of those results were formulated in terms of measures of noncompactness.

It seems that a more effective approach consists in applying suitable regular measures of noncompactness for some
Fréchet spaces of continuous functions defined on a bounded or an unbounded interval (see [11]).

The aim of this paper is to show how the measure @y introduced in [11] can be applied to infinite systems of functional
singular integral equations. The results of this paper improve and generalize those obtained in paper [8].

2. Notation and auxiliary facts

In this section, we gather definitions and auxiliary facts which will be needed further on. If X is a subset of a linear
topological space, then X and Conv X denote closure and convex closure of X, respectively.

Let C[0, T] denote the Banach space consisting of all real functions, defined and continuous on [0, T]. The space C[O0, T]
is furnished with the standard norm

[I%]| = max{|x(t)| : t € [0, T]}.

Now, we recollect the definitions of some quantities which will be used further on. These quantities were introduced in [1].
To this end let us fix a nonempty bounded subset X of C[0, T]. For x € X and ¢ > 0 let us denote by ' (x, &) the modulus
of continuity of the function x on the interval [0, T], i.e.

o' (x, &) = sup{|x(t) — x(s)| : t,s € [0, T], |t —s| < &}.
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Further, let us put
o' (X, &) = sup{w! (x, &) : x € X},
wp(X) = lim o' (X, &).
e—>0+
The function wg is an example of a regular measure of noncompactness in the space C[0, T] (see [1]).
Next, let us denote by R* the linear space of all real sequences equipped with the distance
dge (@, b) = sup{2~|a; — b;| /(1 + |a; — bi]) : i € N}

fora = (a;), b = (b;)) € R*.

The space R* is a Fréchet space (i.e. a linear, metrizable and complete space).

For any sequence a = (a;) € R* we put ;(a) = a;.

Further, denote by C([0, T], R*°) the space consisting of all functions defined and continuous on [0, T] with values in the
space R,

For x = (x;(t)) € C([0, T], R*™®) we put m;(x) = x;. Obviously ;(x) € C[0, T].

If X € C([0, T], R*) then for a fixed i € N we denote by 7;(X) the following set situated in C[0, T]:

(X)) = {mi(x) : x € X}
The space C([0, T], R*) will be equipped with the distance
de; (x,y) = sup{dgeo (x(t), y(t)) : t € [0, T]} forx,y e C([0, T], R™).

Now we introduce the next function space.
Let C(R,, R*) be the space of all continuous functions defined on R, = [0, co) with values in R*. This space equipped
with the family of seminorms

Xln = sup{|miX) ()] - i < n, t € [0, n]}

and the distance d¢(x, y) = sup{27"|x — y|,/(1 + |[x — ¥|,) : n € N} forx, y € C(R, R*®) becomes a Fréchet space.
The convergence and the compactness in C (R, R*) are characterized by the following conditions [11]:

(A) A sequence (x,) is convergent to x in C(R, R*) if and only if ;(x,) is uniformly convergent to m;(x) on [0, T] for each
ieNandT > 0.

(B) A subset X C C(R,, R*™) is relatively compact if and only if the functions of the set 7;(X) are equicontinuous and
uniformly bounded on every interval [0, T] for each i € N (or, equivalently, if 77;(X) are relatively compact in C[0, T] for
eachi e Nand T > 0).

Obviously, limy_. o dc (%, X;) = 0iff lim,_, o dc; (%, X;) = 0, forevery T > 0.

Definition 2.1. A nonempty subset Z C R is said to be bounded if
sup{|mi(z)| :z€Z} <0 fori=1,2,....

A subset Y of R, x R* is called bounded if Y is contained in a set of the form [0, T] x Z where T > 0 and Z is bounded in
R,

A nonempty subset X C C(R,, R®) is said to be bounded if the functions of the set 7;(X) are uniformly bounded on
[0, T]foreachi € Nand T > Oi.e.

sup{|lmix)(t)|: t € [0, T],x € X} <oo fori=1,2,...andT > 0.

Next, let us define
M@, ko) = {X C C(Ry, R™) : X # P and X is bounded}

while N¢(r, gy stands for the family of all nonempty and relatively compact subsets of C(R, R*).

Now we will define the regular measure of noncompactness wy in the space C(R,, R*) (see [11]). To this end assume
thatp; : R, — (0,00) (i =1, 2,...) is a sequence of functions.

Next, for X € M, roo) let us put

@ (X) = sup{pi(Twq (7i(X)) = i € N},
@o(X) = sup{@p(X) : T > 0}. (1)
The following theorem presents the basic properties of the measure wq [11].

Theorem 2.2. The mapping wg : Mc(r, re) — [0, o] satisfies the following conditions:
1° wo(X) = 0if and only if X is a relatively compact subset of C(R, R*).
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2° X CY = we(X) < wp(Y).

3% wo(ConvX) = wy(X).

4° wo(AX + (1 = AN)Y) < Awp(X) + (1 — Vwo(Y) for A € [0, 1].

5% If (Xy) is a sequence of closed sets from Mc g, reoy such that X1 C Xy (n=1,2,...) and if lim,_, . @o(Xy) = 0, then the
intersection X,o = ﬂ,?; X, is nonempty.

6° wo(AX) = |A|lwo(X) for A € R.

7° wo(X +Y) < @o(X) + wo(Y).

8% wo(X UY) < max{wy(X), wo(Y)}.

Remark 2.3. Observe that in contrast to the definition of the concept of a measure of noncompactness given in [1], our
measures of noncompactness may take the value oco. This fact is very essential in our considerations in the setting of Fréchet
spaces.

Other facts concerning measures of noncompactness in Fréchet spaces and their properties may be found in [11-14]. For
our purposes we will only need the following fixed point theorem (see [1,12]).

Theorem 2.4. Let Q be a nonempty bounded closed convex subset of the space C(R,, R*) such that wo(Q) < oo and let
F : Q — Q be a continuous transformation such that wy(FX) < qwo(X) for any nonempty subset X of Q, where q is a constant,
q € [0, 1). Then F has a fixed point in the set Q.

3. Main result

In this section we are going to show how the measure @y, defined in the previous section, can be applied to an infinite
systems of nonlinear integral equations.
Let us consider the following system of singular integral equations of the form

t
fi(t, x1(1), %2(7), .. )dt
xi(0) =gi(t,xl(t>,><2<t),...)+f e (2)
0 (t—1)*
wherei = 1,2,...and t > 0. Apart from this we assume that « is a fixed number in the interval (0, 1). For simplicity, we
will write fi(t, x(t)) instead of fi(z, x{1(7), x2(7), .. .).
We will consider the system (2) under the following assumptions:

(H1) The functions f; : Ry x R® — Rare continuous (i = 1, 2, ...) and foreachi € N, the family of functions {f;(t, X) }+c0,1]
is equicontinuous on bounded subsets of R™ for every T > 0.
Moreover, there are continuous functions a;, b; : Ry — R, such that

[fi(t, x1, X2, .. )| < ai(t) + bi(6)|xi] (3)

fori=1,2,...and x = (x;) € R*™.
Apart from this, the functions b; are uniformly bounded on compact intervals of R.
(H2) The functions g; : Ry x R® — R are continuous and there exist the constant k;; > 0 such that

o0
|gi(t, X1, %2, .. ) = &6, y1. 2, ) < Y kil —
j=1

fori=1,2,...andx = (x;),y = (¥;) € R*®.
Moreover, for each i € N, the family of functions {g;(t, x)}x<z is equicontinuous on compact intervals of R, for
every bounded subset Z C R*°.
(H3) There exists a constant q € [0, 1) and there are nondecreasing functions m; : R, — (0, co) such that

b ai(t)dr
6,0.0...01+ [ 2O <mo)
and

0
Zky% <q
=1 M
fori=1,2,...andt > 0.

Remark 3.1. Let us notice that assumption (H1) on the equicontinuity of the family functions {fi(t, x)};ejo,r; on bounded
subsets of R® means that for every ¢ > 0 there exists § > 0 such that sup{|f;(t,x) — fi(t,y)| : t € [0, T]} < & for each
X,y € Z such that dge (x, y) < 4.

Similarly, the equicontinuity of the family functions {g;(t, x)}xcz on the compact intervals of R, means that for every
e > 0,T > O there exists § > 0 such that sup{|g;(t;, x) — gi(t;,X)| : x € Z} < ¢ for each t;,t; € [0, T] such that
|t —t1] < 6.
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Remark 3.2. Let us observe that uniform continuity on bounded subsets of R, x R* each of the functions f; and g;, (i =
1, 2, ...) is sufficient for equicontinuity of f; and g;.
Remark 3.3. In next section we give weaker but convenient and handy version of assumption (H3).

Now we can formulate our main result.

Theorem 3.4. Under assumptions (H1)-(H3), the infinite system (2) has at least one solution x(t) = (x;(t)) such that x(t) €
C(Ry, R™).

Proof. Let us consider the operator F defined on the space C(R, R*) as follows:

(t, x1(1), %2(1), .. .)dr)
(t—1)* '

tr
(F)(t) = (mi(Fx) (1)) = (gi(f,M(t),Xz(t), ) +f f
0

Obviously, the function Fx is continuous on the interval R...
Firstly we show that there are functions r; : R, — (0, 00) (i =1, 2, ...) such that

ifx € C(Ry, R™) and |m;(x)(t)| < ri(t) then |m;(Fx)(t)| < ri(t) fort >0andi=1,2,.... (4)

Observe that in view of assumptions (H1) and (H2) we have

[e] t t
ai(r)de bi()[xi(z)|dr
|mi(Fx) ()] < |gi(¢,0,0,..)+ ) kylx;(t)] + / — / —_— (5)
‘ ‘ FZ]'“ o (t—0 Jy (-1
Let us observe, that
if 8 : R — R, is a nondecreasing function
) £ B(oydr )
then the function t — W is also nondecreasing on R . (6)
0 — T
The standard proof will be omitted (see [8]).
Note from (H1) that there is a function b : R, — (0, 0o) that b;(t) < b(t) fort >0, i=1,2,....
Next, let us consider the following second kind singular Volterra integral equation
1 ¢ b(t)g(r)dr
+f ©o(x) =¢), t>0 (7
1—q Jo Q- —1)*

where b(t) = sup{b(n) : n < t}.

The solution ¢(t) of Eq. (7) can be expressed as Liouville-Neumann series and, in virtue of (6), we derive that ¢(t) is
nondecreasing on R .

Eq. (7) can be rewritten as follows

-
1+q¢(t)+/ b()¢(ryde =¢(), t=>0.
o (t—1)
Keeping in mind (H3) we get
2 m(t) Eb(v)g(r)dr
1 ki — / _ . 8
+j=Z] im0 O | Taoge S0 (8)

Let us denote

ri(t) =m®)e) i=1,2,.... 9)
Obviously, the functions r; are nondecreasing.
i — o I 169) _ n@
Putting ¢ (t) = mj([),¢(l') = m,—(r)’d)(t) = mo into (8) we get

U b(v)ri(r) mi(t)
(t —7)* m(7)

o0
mi(t) + _ kyri(6) + dr <ri(t)
j=1 0

and, by the definition of b(t) and the monotonicity of m;(t) we obtain

> Ebi(o)ri(r)dr
,»r+§l,~<t+/7_,-t. 10
o ]_:1(17'1() o (t—1)~ = () (10)
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Now, we take x € C(Ry, R®) such that |7;(x)(t)| < ri(t) fort > 0,i = 1,2, ....Using (5), assumption (H3) and (10) we
get |;(Fx)(t)| < ri(t) what confirms (4).

Next, let Q be the subset of the space C(R,, R*) consisting of all functions x(t) = (x;(t)) such that |x;(t)| < r;(t) for
t > 0andi = 1,2.... Obviously, Q is closed, convex and nonempty subset of C(R,, R>). Condition (4) implies that
F:Q — Q.

Now, we will estimate the modulus of continuity o’ (7;(Fx), €) of the function 7;(Fx). Let us take a nonempty set X C Q.
Next, fix arbitrarily T > 0and ¢ > 0. Choose a function x = (x;) € X and take tq, t; € [0, T] such that |t; — t;| < &. Without
loss of generality, we may assume t; < t,. Then by virtue of the imposed assumptions we have

|7ri(Fx) (t2) — mi(Fx)(t1)] < |gi(t2, x(£2)) — &i(t2, x(t1))| + 1gi(E2, X(t1)) — &i(t1, x(t1))|
/“ (ff(r,X(r)) _ﬁ(r,X(r))) dr 4+ [ IEx@)
0

Tl Va0 " @m_or T——

o0

Z kijlxj(t2) — x(E0)| + V' (g3, &) + (@G(T) + r(T)bi(T)) £~/ (1 — @),

where

T (g, €) = sup{lgi(t2, x) — Gi(t1,X)| : ta, t1 € [0, T], [tz — t1] < &,x = (x;) € R™, |x;] < (T},
a;(T) = sup a;(t), bi(T) = sup b;(t).

t<T t<T

Hence

o (mi(F), 8) < Y kyo! (1(x), &) + 0" (gi. &) + (@(T) + r(T)by(T)) £~ /(1 — a0). (11)
j=1

Let us observe that, by virtue of (H2), the functions g;(t, x) are equicontinuous on [0, T] so w' (g;, ¢) — 0ase — 0+.
Thus, in view of (11) we obtain

o (mi(FX)) < Y kijeog (1(X). (12)

j=1
In what follows we will work with the measure of noncompactness w, defined in the Fréchet space C(R., R*) by the
formula (1), where

pi(T) =1 '(D).
Taking into account (12), (9) and assumption (H3), we get
wg (X)) 1(T)
ri(T)  r(T)

i (Mg (X)) < Y ki

j=1

< Zk,, 0(X) ( ) D < @0

and consequently
@y (FX) < qag (X),

wo(FX) < quo(X). (13)
Moreover, o' (7;i(x), €) < 2r;i(T) for x € Q and therefore
@o(Q) < 2. (14)

In the sequel we show that the operator F is continuous on the set Q. To do this let us fix x € Q and take a sequence
(1) € Q such that x, — x in C(R,, R*). In virtue of (A), this is equivalent to

lim sup |m;(X)(t) — mwi(xy)(t)| =0, forT>0,i=1,2,....
n—00 <1

Letusfix T > 0,i € Nand take t € [0, T]. Then, applying (H2) we get

i (FX) () — 7i(Fxn) (D] < [gi(t, X(0)) — &i(t, Xa ()] + / ﬂ(r’x(r()t) _f)(f ) gy
; -

00 1-a

< D klmGa(©) = me) (O + v G dey (5, x0))

(15)
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where
v (fi &) = sup{lfi(z,x) — fi(t, )| : T € [0, T],x,y € R, |7, |m;(y)| < r(T) forj = 1,2, ..., dgeo(x,y) < }.

Observe that v' (f;, ) — 0ase — 0+, which is a simple consequence of equicontinuity of the family function {f;(t, x)}¢cfo.1]
onthesetZ = {x € R® : |mj(x)| < rj(T) forj=1,2,...}.
We will show that the series in (15) is convergent. Keeping in mind (9) and (H2) we get

suka,,m,(x)(t) T (x) (8)] < ZSUkaUr](t)

(=T j=1 (=T j=1

J() . A
< zstETkau O d(O)m;(t) < 2qri(T) < oo.

This implies that there is sufficiently big number j, € N such that

sup Z kil () (£) — 71 (x0) (8))

=T jsjo

is sufficiently small. Moreover, for sufficiently big numbers n € N, the numbers
Jo
sup Y~ ki) (£) — 7;(xa) (0))
e<T {5

are sufficiently small. Linking all above obtained facts we infer that the right side of the inequality (15) is arbitrarily small
for sufficiently big numbers n € N. This confirm continuity of F on Q.

Finally, taking into account (13), (14), the properties of the set Q and the operator F : Q — Q established above
and applying Theorem 2.4, we infer that the operator F has at least one fixed point x in the set Q. Obviously the function
x(t) = (x;(t)) is a solution of the system (2). This completes the proof. O

4. Final remarks and an example
The first part of this section is devoted to discussing a few facts concerning assumptions of Theorem 3.4.
Let us consider the following assumption:

(H'3) The functions |g;(t, 0,0, ...)| and o;(t) (i = 1, 2,...) are uniformly bounded on compact intervals of R, and there
exists a constant g € [0, 1) such that

o0

Zkijiq

j=1
fori=1,2,....
Notice that assumption (H'3) implies (H3). Indeed, putting

Yot
m(t) = sup {Ig,—(t,O, 0,..)l +/ o i, }
0o (t—1)
we derive that the functions
m;(t) =sup{m(r) : 7 <t} fori=1,2,... (16)
are nondecreasing and satisfy the inequalities of assumption (H3). Therefore, we have the following theorem.
Theorem 4.1. Under assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H'3), the infinite system (2) has at least one solution x(t) = (x;(t)) such that
x(t) € C(Ry, R™).
Next we denote by (H'1) assumption (H1) modified in such a way that we replace (3) by the following inequality
Ifi(t, %1, %2, .. )| < ai(t) + bi(t) sup{|x| : k € N}
fori=1,2,...and x = (x;) € R* such that sup{|x| : k € N} < o0
Using (16) and a reasoning similar to that from the proof of Theorem 3.4 we can prove the another existence result:

Theorem 4.2. Under assumptions (H'1), (H2) and (H'3), the infinite system (2) has at least one solution x(t) = (x;(t)) such that
x(t) € C(Ry, R™).

Observe, that above theorem improves and generalizes Theorem 2 [8].
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Example 4.3. In order to illustrate our investigations, let us consider the following infinite systems of integral equations of
the form

t — 1) Vdr, (17)

/f X (1) + e<f*1>fﬁ/2(

0

i—1
xi(0) = €' + > jxi(t) +
=1 T+r+ )%
j=1

wherei=1,2,...andt > 0.
Notice that this equation is a particular case of the infinite system of Eq. (2), where

-
Gt x %)=+ . a=1/2

X3 +el=D/t/2
filt, x1, %, .. ) = F—.
T+e4+ Y x

j=1

We show that (17) satisfies Theorem 3.4 with
e e o _Jj forj<i
ai(t) = e~ D0/t /2, bi(t) =1, ki = {0 forj > i.

It is clear that assumptions (H1) and (H2) are satisfied. We show that assumption (H3) is satisfied with

q=1/2 and m(t) =2e"[[@2i— 1.

j=1
In fact, we have
tgi(r)dr N
(0.0, )1+ eft 4 el=Dr 2 / —— < 2e" <my(b).
\/7 F
Moreover
il i-1
ik__m;(t) _ i mit) Jgeljkl;[](Zk_ 1) j ];]k]l(Zk— 1)
j=1 l]mi(t) B .71]m,4(t) - o . < : .
j= = el [T2i—1) M@i-1
j=1 i

By the method of mathematical induction, we can prove that

'ij]]_[(Zk—U:% ﬁ(2j—1)—1 fori=2,3,....
j=1

j=1 k=1

We omit the standard proof.
Therefore, in view of the above inequality we get

t
Yk =2

Hence, on the basis of Theorem 3.4 we deduce that system (17) has at least one solution x(t) = (x;(t)) € C(Ry, R®).
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