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EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS FOR FOURTH-ORDER

DIFFERENTIAL INCLUSIONS WITH BOUNDARY

CONDITIONS

A. REZAIGUIA and S. KELAIAIA

Abstract. We prove the existence of solutions for a fourth-order differential in-
clusion with boundary conditions. Our results are obtained by using suitable fixed
point theorems and selection theory. Finally, some examples are given to illustrate
our results. In this work, these results extend the work of A. Cernea [8].

1. Introduction

Fourth order differential equations and inclusions occur in various physical, engi-
neering, biological, and chemical problems. They usually describe certain phenom-
ena related to the theory of elastic stability. Multi-point boundary value problems
for fourth order differential equations have attracted attention of a lot of authors,
see [1, 4, 5, 14] and the references therein.

Recently, A. Cernea [8] discussed the existence of solutions for the fourth order
differential inclusion given by

(1)
u(4) ∈ F (t, u) , t ∈ (0, 1),

u(0) = u′(0) = u′′(1) = u′′′(1) = 0.

The author obtained existence results for the set of solutions of the problem (1),
when he used nonlinear alternative of Leray-Schauder type on Bressan-Colombo
selection theorem for lower semicontinuous multivalued maps with decomposable
values, and on Kuratowski and Ryll-Nardzewski selection theorem he used several
hypotheses concerning the regularity of the set-valued map F . Following that we
present some results on fourth-order differential inclusion that provided motivation
for current work.

Received November 17, 2021; revised March 24, 2022.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 34A60.
Key words and phrases. Fourth-order differential inclusion; fixed point theorems; selection the-

orems.



236 A. REZAIGUIA and S. KELAIAIA

In this work, we concentrate on the existence of solutions of the fourth-order
nonlinear differential inclusion

(2)

d4

dt4
(u(t)− a(t)g(t, u(t))) ∈ F (t, u(t)) + b(t)u(t), t ∈ (0, 1),

u(0) = u′(0) = u′′(1) = u′′′(1) = 0,

where a, b ∈ C ([0, 1],R), g ∈ C ([0, 1]× R,R), F : [0, 1]×R→ P (R) is a multival-
ued map, and P (R) is the family of all subsets of R.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some
notations, lemmas, and some theorems which plays an important role to prove our
main results. In Section 3, we present existence results for the problem (2), when
the right-hand side is compact values, more exactly, we use the Krasnoselskii’s
fixed point theorem (see [15, p. 31]) combined with a selection theorem due to
Bressan and Colombo for lower semicontinuous multivalued maps with nonempty
closed and decomposable values [6], this is especially for the first result. For the
second result, we use the fixed point contraction theorem of multivalued maps due
to Covitz and Nadler [9]. We finish our work by some examples to illustrate our
results.

The results obtained here extend the work of A. Cernea [8].

2. Preliminaries

We begin this section by introducing some notations. As usual, by C ([0, 1],R),
we denote the Banach space of all continuous functions u(·) : [0, 1]→ R when it is
endowed with the supremum norm

‖u‖ = sup {|u(t)|, for all t ∈ [0, 1]} .
Let L1 ([0, 1],R), be the Banach space of measurable functions u : [0, 1]→ R which
are Lebesgue integrable, normed by

‖u‖L1 =

∫ 1

0

|u(t)|dt,

and ACi([0, 1],R), the space of i-times differentiable functions u : [0, 1]→ R, whose
ith derivative u(i)is absolutely continuous.

Let A be a subset of [0, 1] × R. A is measurable if A belongs to the σ-algebra
generated by all sets of the form I × D, where I is Lebesgue measurable in [0, 1]
and D is Borel measurable in R.

Definition 2.1. A subset A of L1 ([0, 1],R) is said to be decomposable if, for
all u, v ∈ A and I ⊂ [0, 1] = I measurable, the function uχI + vχI−I ∈ A, where
χ denotes the characteristic function.

Let (X, d) be a metric space induced from the normed space (X, | · |). We denote
P0(X) = {A ∈ P(X) : A 6= φ}, Pcl(X) = {A ∈ P0(X) : A is closed}, Pb(X) =
{A ∈ P0(X) : A is bounded}, Pcomp(X)={A ∈ P0(X) : A is compact}, Pcv(X)=
{A ∈ P0(X) : A is convex}.
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Definition 2.2. Pompeiu-Hausdorff distance between the closed subsets
A,B ⊂ X is defined by Hd(A,B) = max {d∗(A,B), d∗(B,A)}, where d∗(A,B) =
sup {d(a,B), a ∈ A}.

Let B be a separable Banach space, C a nonempty closed subset of B, and
F : C → Pcl(B) a multivalued operator.

Definition 2.3. F is said to be lower semicontinuous (l.s.c.) if the set {x ∈ C :
F (x) ∩O 6= ∅} is open for any open set O in B.

Definition 2.4. A point x ∈ C is said to be a fixed point of F if x ∈ F (x).

For more details on the multi-valued maps, see the books of Aubin and Cel-
lina [2], Aubin and Frankowska [3], Deimling [10], Górniewicz [12], and Hu and
Papageorgiou [13].

Prior to studying the problem (2), we assume the following hypotheses:
Let F : [0, 1]× R→ Pcomp(R) be a multivalued map verifying:

(H1) a) (t, u)→ F (t, u) is measurable.
b) u→ F (t, u) is lower semicontinuous for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].

(H2) F is integrably bounded, that is, there exists a function m ∈ L1 ([0, 1],R+)
such that ‖F (t, u)‖ = sup{‖v‖ : v ∈ F (t, u)} ≤ m(t) for almost all t ∈ [0, 1].

(H3) F : [0, 1] × R → Pcomp (R) is such that F (·, u) : [0, 1] × R → Pcomp (R) is
measurable for each t ∈ [0, 1].

(H4) Hd (F (t, u), F (t, u)) ≤ p(t)|u− u| for almost all t ∈ [0, 1] and u, u ∈ R with
p ∈ L1 ([0, 1],R+), and d (0, F (t, 0)) ≤ p (t) for almost all t ∈ [0, 1].

Definition 2.5. A function u ∈ AC3 ([0, 1],R) is called a solution to the BVP

(2) if u satisfies the differential inclusion d4

dt4 (u(t)− a(t)g (t, u(t))) ∈ F (t, u(t)) +
b(t)u(t), t ∈ (0, 1), and u(0) = u′ (0) = u′′(1) = u′′′(1) = 0 for all t∈ [0, 1].

Definition 2.6. LetY be a separable metric space and letN: Y→Pcl(L
1[0,1],R))

be a multivalued operator. We say N has the property (BC) if

1) N is lower semi-continuous (l.s.c),
2) N has decomposable values.

Let F : [0, 1] × R → Pcomp(R) be a multivalued map. Assign the multivalued
operator

F : C ([0, 1],R)→ P0(L1 ([0, 1],R))

to F by letting

F(u) = {w ∈ L1 ([0, 1],R) : w(t) ∈ F (t, u(t)) for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]}.
The operator F is called the Niemytzki operator associated with F . We say F is

of the lower semi-continuous type (l.s.c type) if its associated Niemytzki operator
F is lower semi-continuous and has nonempty closed and decomposable values.

Next we state a selection theorem due to Bressan and Colombo.

Lemma 2.1 ([11]). Let F : [0, 1] × R → Pcomp(R) be a multivalued map. As-
sume (H1) and (H2) hold. Then F is of the l.s.c type.

Lemma 2.2 ([6]). Let Y be a separable metric space and let N : Y →
Pcl(L

1 ([0, 1],R)) be a multivalued operator which has the property (BC). Then N
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has a continuous selection, i.e, there exists a continuous function (single-valued)
g : Y → L1 ([0, 1],R) such that g(u) ∈ N(u) for every u ∈ Y .

Definition 2.7. A multivalued operator N : X → Pcl(X) is called

a) γ-Lipschitz if and only if there exists γ > 0 such that

Hd (Nx,Ny) ≤ γd(x, y) for each x, y ∈ X,
b) a contraction if and only if it is γ-Lipschitz with γ < 1.

Lemma 2.3 ([9]). Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. If N : X → Pcl(X)
is a contraction, then Fix 6= ∅.

Lemma 2.4. Let h ∈ C ([0, 1],R) and M ∈ R, then the equation

(3) u′′′′ −Mu = h(t)

with boundary conditions

(4) u(0) = u′(0) = u′′(1) = u′′′(1) = 0

has at least one solution, which can be expressed as

u(t) =
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (h(s) +Mu(s)) ds− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) (h(s) +Mu(s)) ds

+
( t2

2
− t3

6

)∫ 1

0

(h(s) +Mu(s)) ds.

Proof. Rewriting the differential equation as u′′′′ −Mu = h(t) and integrating
four times, we obtain

(5) u(t) =
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (h(s) +Mu(s)) ds+At3 +Bt2 + Ct+D,

where A, B, C, and D ∈ R. Then

(6) u(0) = u′(0) = C = D = 0.

According to condition u′′(1) = 0, we have

6A+ 2B = −
∫ 1

0

(1− s) (h(s) +Mu(s)) ds.

Since u′′′(1) = 0, we have

(7) A = −1

6

∫ 1

0

(h(s) +Mu(s)) ds.

Then

(8) B =
1

2

∫ 1

0

(h(s) +Mu(s)) ds− 1

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s)(h(s) +Mu(s))ds.
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Replacing (6), (7), and (8) in the expression (5), we obtain

u(t) =
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3(h(s) +Mu(s))ds− t3

6

∫ 1

0

(h(s) +Mu(s))ds

+
t2

2

∫ 1

0

(h(s) +Mu(s))ds− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s)(h(s) +Mu(s))ds

=
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3(h(s) +Mu(s))ds− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s)(h(s) +Mu(s))ds

+
( t2

2
− t3

6

)∫ 1

0

(h(s) +Mu(s))ds.

Which is the solution in the statement of the lemma. This completes the proof. �

Lastly in this section, we cite the Krasnoselskii’s fixed point theorem. For its
proof see [15].

Theorem 2.1 (Krasnoselskii). Let M be a closed convex nonempty subset of
a Banach space (B, ‖ · ‖). Suppose that T1 and T2 mapM into B such that

(i) x, y ∈M implies T1x+ T2y ∈M,
(ii) T1 is completely continuous,
(iii) T2 is a contraction mapping.

Then there exists z ∈M with z = T1z + T2z.

3. Existence results

In this section, shall investigate the existence of solutions of the problem (2). To get
the first result, we use Krasnoselskii’s theorem combined with the selection theorem
of Bressan and Colombo for lower semicontinuous maps with decomposable values.

For some constants K and L, we define the set

M= {ϕ ∈ C ([0, 1],R) : K ≤ ϕ ≤ L} ,
which is a closed convex and bounded subset of the Banach space C ([0, 1],R).
Denote

sup
t∈(0,1)

a(t) = α1, inf
t∈(0,1)

a(t) = α0,

sup
t∈(0,1)

b(t) = β1, inf
t∈(0,1)

b(t) = β0.

In our first result, we obtain the existence of solution of the problem (2) by
considering that function g(t, x) is locally Lipschitz continuous in x. That is,
there exists a positive constant l such that

(9) ‖g (t, x)− g (t, y)‖ ≤ l‖x− y‖ for all t ∈ [0, 1], x, y ∈M.

We assume that there exist two constants k1 and k2 such that

(10) k1 ≤ g (t, x) ≤ k2 for all t ∈ [0, 1], x ∈M,
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Theorem 3.1. Suppose that hypothesis (H1) and (H2) hold. Then the problem
(2) has at least one solution inM if

(11)
(
k2α1 +

1

2

∫ 1

0

m(s)ds
)
≤ L

(
1− β1

2

)
and

(12)
(
k1α0 −

1

2

∫ 1

0

m(s)ds
)
≥ K

(
1 +

β0
2

)
.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, (H1) and (H2) give that the multivalued map F is lower
semi-continuous type. Then, according to Lemma 2.2, there exists a continuous
function f : C ([0, 1],R)→ L1 ([0, 1],RR). We consider the problem

(13)

d4

dt4
(u(t)− a(t)g(t, u(t)) = b(t)u(t) + f(u), a.e. t ∈ [0, 1],

u(0) = u′(0) = u′′(1) = u′′′(1) = 0.

By Lemma 2.4, the problem (13) has a solution given by

u(t) = a(t)g(t, u(t)) +
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (b(s)u(s) + f (u)) ds

− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) (b(s)u(s) + f (u)) ds

+
( t2

2
− t3

6

)∫ 1

0

(b(s)u(s) + f(u)) ds,

where M = α1, h(t) = (b(t)− α1)u(t) + f (u) + α1a(t)g(t, u(t)).
It is clear that all solutions u ∈ C ([0, 1],R) of Problem (13) are solutions of the

problem (2).
Let us transform the problem (13) into a fixed point problem. Define the

operators T1, T2 : M→ C ([0, 1],R) as follows:

(14) T1 (u) (t) = a(t)g(t, u(t)).

and

T2 (u) (t) =
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (b(s)u(s) + f (u)) ds− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) (b(s)u(s) + f (u)) ds

+
( t2

2
− t3

6

)∫ 1

0

(b((s)φ(s) + f (φ)) ds.(15)

Let’s start by proving that T1(ϕ) + T2(φ) ∈M for all ϕ, φ ∈M.

T1(ϕ) + T2(φ) = a(t)g(t, ϕ(t)) +
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (b(s)φ(s) + f(φ)) ds

− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) (b(s)φ(s) + f(φ)) ds

+
( t2

2
− t3

6

)∫ 1

0

(b(s)φ(s) + f(φ)) ds.
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By applying [8, Lemma 2.2] and (H2), we obtain

T1 (ϕ) + T2(φ) ≤ k2 sup
t∈(0,1)

a(t) +
1

2
sup

t∈(0,1)
b(t)

∫ 1

0

(φ(s))ds+
1

2

∫ 1

0

m(s)ds

≤ k2α1 +
β1L

2
+

1

2

∫ 1

0

m(s)ds.

By (11), we obtain
T1 (ϕ) + T2 (φ) ≤ L.

On the other hand,

T1(ϕ) + T2(φ) ≥ k1 inf
t∈(0,1)

a(t)− 1

2
inf

t∈(0,1)
b(s)

∫ 1

0

φ(s)ds− 1

2

∫ 1

0

m(s)ds

≥ k1α0 −
β0K

2
− 1

2

∫ 1

0

m(s)ds.

By (12), we obtain
T1(ϕ) + T2 (φ) ≥ K,

which implies that T1(ϕ) + T2(φ) ∈M for all ϕ, φ ∈M.
Now we are going to prove the second condition of Krasnoselskii’s fixed point

theorem, that is the operator T2 is a completely continuous.
Firstly, we show that T2 is continuous. Let {un} be a sequence such that un

→ u in M. Then

|T2 (un) (t)− T2(u)(t)| = 1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (b(s)|u− un|+ |f(u)− f (un) |) ds

+
t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) (b(s)|u− un|+ |f(u)− f (un) |) ds

+
( t2

2
− t3

6

)∫ 1

0

(b(s) |u− un|+ |f(u)− f (un)|) ds,

with the continuity of f , we have

‖T2 (un)− T2(u)‖ → 0 as n→∞.
So T2 is continuous.

Secondly, we show that T2 is bounded for all u ∈ M. For each h ∈ T2(u), by
(H2), we have

|h(t)| ≤ 1

2
β1L+

1

2

∫ 1

0

m(s)ds = c for all t ∈ [0, 1] .

Then ‖h‖ ≤ c.
Finally, we prove that T2 sends M into equicontinuous sets. Let t1, t2 ∈ [0, 1],

t1 < t2. For all i ∈ {1, 2}, we have

h (ti) =
1

6

∫ ti

0

(ti − s)3 ((b(s)u(s) + f(u))) ds− t2i
2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) ((b(s)u(s) + f(u))) ds

+
( t2i

2
− t3i

6

)∫ 1

0

((b(s)u(s) + f (u))) ds.
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So, we obtain

|h (t2)− h (t1) | ≤ 1

6

∫ t1

0

(
(t2 − s)3 − (t1 − s)3

)
|(b(s)u(s) + f(u))|ds

+
1

6

∫ t2

t1

(t2 − s)3 |(b(s)u(s) + f (u))|ds

+
t22 − t21

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) |(b(s)u(s) + f(u))|ds

+
( t22 − t21

2
− t32 − t31

6

)∫ 1

0

|(b(s)u(s) + f(u))|ds

≤ 1

6

∫ t1

0

(
(t2 − s)3 − (t1 − s)3

)
(|bt(s)| r +m(s)) ds

+
1

6

∫ t2

t1

(t2 − s)3 (|b(s)| r +m(s)) ds

+
t22 − t21

2

∫ 1

0

(|b(s)|r +m(s)) ds

+
( t22 − t21

2
− t32 − t31

6

)∫ 1

0

(|b(s)| r +m (s)) ds.

As t2 → t1, the right-hand side of the above inequality tends to zero.
By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we conclude that T2 is a completely continuous

operator.
For the third condition of Krasnoselskii’s fixed point theorem, we have for every

couple (ϕ, φ) ∈M2,

‖T1ϕ− T1φ‖ = sup
t∈(0,1)

|T1ϕ(t)− T1φ(t)|

≤ sup
t∈(0,1)

|a (t) | sup
t∈(0,1)

|g(t, ϕ(t))− g (t, φ(t)) | ≤ α1l‖ϕ− φ‖.

Hence T1 is a contraction if

(16) α1l < 1 for all t ∈ [0, 1].

As a consequence of Krasnoselskii’s theorem (see [15, p. 31], we deduce that T =
T1 + T2 has a fixed point which is a solution to (13), hence is a solution to the
problem (2)). �

Now, for the second part of our work, we establish an existence result for the
problem (2) wich is not related to any conditions on the functions g(t, x), a(t), and
b(t) as it was the case in the previous theorem. By applying a fixed point theorem
for multivalued maps due to Covitz and Nadler [9], we can prove that the problem
(2) has an existence of solutions when right-hand side of F is non convex value.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (H3) and (H4) hold. Then the problem (2) has at
least one solution on [0, 1] if

(17) ‖p‖L1 < 1.
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Proof. For each u ∈ C ([0, 1]× R), define the set of selections of F by

(18) SF,u := {w ∈ L1 ([0, 1],R) : w(t) ∈ F (t, u(t)) for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]}
and the multi-valued operator Ω: C ([0, 1]× R)→ Pcl (C ([0, 1]× R)) by

(19) Ω(u) = {h ∈ C ([0, 1]× R) : h(t) = T1(u)(t) + T2(u)(t)} ,
where T1, T2 are given in (11) and (12), respectively with f ∈ SF,u.

Observe that the set SF,u is nonempty for each u ∈ C ([0, 1]× R), by the as-
sumption H3, so F has a measurable selection (see [7, Theorem III.6]). Now we
show that the operator Ω satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 2.3. To show that
Ω(u) ∈ PclC ([0, 1]× R) for each u ∈ C ([0, 1]× R), let {vn}n≥0 ∈ Ω(u) be such
that vn → v (n→∞) in C ([0, 1]× R). Then v ∈ C ([0, 1]× R) and there exists
wn ∈ SF,u such that for each t ∈ [0, 1],

vn(t) = a(t)g (t, vn(t)) +
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (b (s) vn(s) + wn(s)) ds

− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) (b(s)vn(s) + wn(s)) ds

+
( t2

2
− t3

6

)∫ 1

0

(b(s)vn(s) + wn(s)) ds.

As F has compact values, we pass onto a subsequence to obtain that wn con-
verges to w in L1 ([0, 1]× R). Thus, w ∈ SF,u and, for each t ∈ [0, 1],

vn(t)→ v(t) = a(t)g(t, v(t)) +
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (b(s)v(s) + w(s)) ds

− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) (b(s)v(s) + w(s)) ds

+
( t2

2
− t3

6

)∫ 1

0

(b(s)v(s) + w(s)) ds,

Hence, v ∈ Ω(u), therefore, we can conclude that Ω(u) ∈ PclC ([0, 1]× R) for
each u ∈ C ([0, 1]× R).

Next we show that there exists γ < 1 such that

Hd (Ωu,Ωu) ≤ γ ‖u− u‖ for each u, u ∈ C ([0, 1]× R) .

Let u, u ∈ C ([0, 1]× R) and h1 ∈ Ω(u). Then there exists v1(t) ∈ SF,u such that
for each t ∈ [0, 1],

h1(t) = T1(u)(t) + T2(u)(t)

= a(t)g(t, u(t)) +
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (b(s)u(s) + v1(s)) ds

− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) (b(s)u(s) + v1(s)) ds.

By H4, we have
Hd (F (t, u), F (t, u)) ≤ p(t)|u(t)− u(t)|.
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So, there exists w ∈ SF,u such that

(20) |v1 − w| ≤ p(t)|u− u|, t ∈ [0, 1].

Define U : [0, 1]→ P (R) by

(21) U(t) = {w ∈ R : |v1 − w| ≤ p(t)|u(t)− u(t)|}.
Since the multivalued operator V(t) = U(t) ∩ F (t, u(t)) is measurable ([7, Propo-
sition III.4]), there exists a function v2(t) which is a measurable selection for V.
So v2(t) ∈ SF,u, and for each t ∈ [0, 1], we have |v1(t)− v2(t)| ≤ p(t)|u(t)− u (t) |.
For each t ∈ [0, 1], let us define

h2(t) = T1(u)(t) + T2(u)(t)

= a(t)g(t, u(t)) +
1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 (b(s)u(s) + v2(s)) ds

− t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s)(b(s)u(s) + v2(s)) ds+
( t2

2
− t3

6

)∫ 1

0

(b(s)u(s) + v2(s)) ds.

Thus,∣∣∣h1(t)− h2(t)
∣∣∣ ≤ 1

6

∫ t

0

(t− s)3 |v1(s)− v2(s)|ds+
t2

2

∫ 1

0

(1− s) |v1(s)− v2(s)|ds

+

∣∣∣∣ t22 − t3

6

∣∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

|v1(s)− v2(s)|ds,

≤ 1

6

∫ 1

0

|v1(s)− v2(s)|ds+
1

2

∫ 1

0

|v1(s)− v2(s)|ds

+
(1

2
− 1

6

)∫ 1

0

|v1 (s)− v2(s)|ds,

≤
∫ 1

0

p(s) |u(s)− u(s)|ds.

Hence,

(22) ‖h1 − h2‖ ≤ ‖p‖L1 ‖u− u‖ .
Analogously, interchanging the roles of u and u, we obtain

Hd (Ω(u),Ω (u)) ≤ γ ‖u− u‖ ≤ ‖p‖L1 ‖u− u‖ .
By (17), Ω is a contraction, which gives by the application of the Lemma 2.3, that
Ω has a fixed point u which is a solution of the problem (2). This completes the
proof. �

4. Examples

To illustrate our results, we give the following examples.

Example 4.1. Consider the differential inclusion

(23)

d4

dt4

(
u− tu

3

30

)
∈
[u2 + u

2
,
t

2
+ (u+ 1) sinu

]
− cos t

4
u, t ∈ (0, 1),

u(0) = u′(0) = u′′(1) = u′′′(1) = 0.
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We have

α1 = 1, α0 = 0, β1 −−
cos 1

4
, β0 = −cos 0

4
.

For all f ∈ F , we have

|f | = max
(u2 + u

2
,
t

2
+ (u+ 1) sinu

)
≤ m(t) = 3.5, u ∈ [−2, 2].

Let M= {ϕ ∈ C ([0, 1],R) : −2 ≤ ϕ ≤ 2} for all t ∈ [0, 1], x, y ∈M, we have

‖g (t, x)− g (t, y)‖ ≤ 0.4‖x− y‖.
Let k1 = −0.27 and k2 = 0.27, we can make sure that

−0.27 = k1 ≤ g (t, x) ≤ k2 = 0.27 for all t ∈ [0, 1], and x ∈M.

By the conditions (10)–(12) and (16), we get(
α1k2 +

1

2

∫ 1

0

m(s)ds
)

= 2. 02 ≤ 2
(

1− β1
2

)
= 2. 135 1,(

α0k1 −
1

2

∫ 1

0

m(s)ds
)

= −1. 75 ≥ −2
(

1 +
β0
2

)
= −1. 75,

and
α1l = 0.4 < 1.

All conditions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. Then the problem (23) has at least
one solution in M= {ϕ ∈ C ([0, 1],R) : −2 ≤ ϕ ≤ 2}.

Example 4.2. Consider the boundary value problem given by

(24)

d4

dt4
(u(t)− a(t)g(t, u(t))) ∈ F (t, u(t)) + b(t)u(t), t ∈ (0, 1),

u(0) = u′(0) = u′′(1) = u′′′(1) = 0,

where a, b ∈ C ([0, 1],R), g(t, u(t)) ∈ C ([0, 1]× R,R) and F (t, u) =
[− sin(t)u, sin(t)u]. We get

Hd ([− sin(t)u, sin(t)u] , [− sin(t)u, sin(t)u])

= max

{
sup

x∈[− sin(t)u,sin(t)u]

d(x, [− sin(t)u]),

sin(t) sup
x∈[− sin(t)u,sin(t)u]

d (x, [− sin(t)u, sin(t)u])

}
= sin(1)|u− u|.

So, there exists a function p(t) = sin(1)+ tn with n ∈ Nr{0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5} such that
Hd (F (t, u) , F (t, u)) ≤ p(t)|u− u| for almost all t ∈ [0, 1] and u, u ∈ R.

Also, we have d (0, F (t, 0)) = 0 ≤ p (t) , and for all n ∈ N r {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5} ,
‖p‖L1 < 1. By Theorem 3.2, we deduce that (24) has at least one solution on
[0, 1].
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