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Abstract. This paper is devoted to the existence of random mild solutions for a general class of
second-order abstract random differential equations with state-dependent delay. The technique used
is a generalization of the classical Darbo fixed point theorem for Fréchet spaces associated with
the concept of measures of noncompactness. An application related to partial random differential
equations with state-dependent delay is presented.
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1 Introduction

Many researchers have expressed interest in the study of differential equations with state-
dependent delay since they are fundamental in applications and qualitative theory, and
they describe many physical, chemical, and biological problems. For more details, see the
papers of Büger and Martin [10], Si and Wang [27]. The literature on this topic is mostly
concerned with first-order ordinary differential equations on finite dimensional spaces,
we mention the works [1,11,12]. While there are several papers in which authors discuss
differential problems with various forms of delays (see [5,8,18]), there are few studies on
abstract second-order ordinary differential equations with state-dependent delay applied
to partial differential equations, we cite [4, 19, 21, 22]. The authors of [2, 3, 6, 9, 16, 28]
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investigated multiple differential problems using various tools and approaches, one of
which was the fixed point theory.

The authors of [13] presented the existence of mild solutions for the following partial
integro–differential equations with state-dependent nonlocal local conditions:

y′(t) = Υy(t) +

t∫
0

Y (t− %)y(%) d%+ ht(t, yρ(t,yt)), t ∈ R+,

y0 = K
(
ζ(y), y

)
∈ C

(
[−p, 0], E

)
,

where Υ : D(Υ ) ⊂ E → E is the infinitesimal generator of C0-semigroup (T(t))t>0

on a Banach space E, Y (t) is a closed linear operator with domain D(Y ) ⊃ D(Υ ), h :
R+×C([−p, 0], E)→ E, ζ : C([−p,+∞), E)→ R+, ρ : R+×C([−p, 0], E)→ R+,
and K : R+×C([−p,+∞), E)→ C([−p, 0], E) are suitable functions (here and bellow
R+ = [0,+∞)).

In [20], Hernandez studied the global existence and uniqueness of solutions and well
posedness of the following general class of abstract second-order differential equations
with state dependent delay:

y′′(t) = Υy(t) + g
(
t, y(t− σ1(t, yt)

)
, y′
(
t− σ2(t, yt)

))
, t ∈ [0, a],

y0 = χ ∈ B, (y′)0 = χ′ ∈ B, B = C
(
[−$, 0];E

)
,

where Υ : D(Υ ) ⊂ E → E is the generator of a strongly continuous cosine family of
bounded linear operators (H(t))t∈R defined on a Banach space (E, ‖·‖), σi ∈ C([0, a]×
B; [0, $]) for i = 1, 2, and g ∈ C([0, a]× E × E;E).

Motivated by the above-mentioned papers and the works [24, 25], where the authors
presented some existence results for a random fractional equation, in this paper, we
discuss the existence of mild solutions defined on unbounded interval for general class
of abstract second-order differential equations with state dependent delay of the form

y′′(t, µ) = Φy(t, µ) + ~(t, yσ1(t,yt,µ), y
′
σ2(t,yt,µ)

, µ), t ∈ R+, µ ∈ Υ, (1)

y(t, µ) = ϕ(t, µ), t ∈ [−p, 0], (2)
y′(0, µ) = ϕ′(0, µ), (3)

where Φ : D(Φ) ⊂ E → E is generator of strongly continuous cosine family of bounded
linear operator (H(t))t∈R) on a Banach space (E, ‖·‖), and ~ : R+ × C([−p, 0], E) ×
C([−p, 0], E)×Υ → E, σi : R+×C([−p, 0], E)×Υ → E, and ϕ ∈ C([−p, 0], E)×Υ
are suitable functions.

It is important to highlight that our paper serves as a logical extension of the previously
referenced studies. Specifically, our investigation focuses on second-order differential
equations involving a random variable, as opposed to considering first-order differen-
tial equations in [13]. Furthermore, our research builds upon the work done in [20] by
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exploring differential equations on an unbounded domain in conjunction with random
variables.

The following is how this work is organized. Section 2 presents notations, definitions,
and lemmas that will be used throughout the work. Section 3 shows the existence of
random mild solutions for abstract differential equations with state dependent delay. We
will also provide an example to demonstrate the abstract consequence of our effort.

2 Preliminaries

We denote by (G(t))t∈R the associated sine family, where

G(t) :=

t∫
0

H(%) d%.

Consider now the second-order abstract Cauchy problem

y′′(t) = Φy(t) + ψ(t), t ∈ R+, (4)
y(0) = y, y′(0) = z, (5)

where ψ : R+ → E is an integrable function, and y, z ∈ E. The function

y(t) = H(t)y + G(t)z +

t∫
0

G(t− %)ψ(%) d%, t ∈ R+,

is a mild solution of (4)–(5), and when y ∈ Ω, y(·) is a C1 function on R+, and

y′(t) = ΦG(t)y +H(t)z +

t∫
0

H(t− %)ψ(%) d%, t ∈ R+.

We refer the reader to the papers of Fattorini [17], Vasil’ev and Piskarev [29] for additional
details.

Let Θ := [0, κ], κ > 0. L1(Θ,E) denotes the Banach space of Bochner-integrable
functions y : Θ → E with

‖y‖L1 =

κ∫
0

∥∥y(t)
∥∥ dt.

By F(E) we denote the Banach space of bounded linear operators fromE intoE with

‖ℵ‖F(E) = sup
‖y‖=1

∥∥ℵ(y)
∥∥.

Let C(Θ,E) be the Banach space of continuous functions from Θ into E with the
norm

‖y‖∞ = sup
{∥∥y(t)

∥∥, t ∈ Θ}.
https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis
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Let DE be the σ-algebra of Borel subsets of E. The map ȳ : Υ → E is measurable if
for any B ∈ DE , we have

ȳ−1(B) =
{
µ ∈ Υ : ȳ(µ) ∈ B

}
⊂ Z.

Definition 1. (See [23].) A mapping U : Υ × E → E is jointly measurable if for any
B ∈ DE , we have

U−1(B) =
{

(µ, ȳ) ∈ Υ × E: U(µ, ȳ) ∈ B
}
⊂ Z ×DE ,

where Z × DE is the direct product of the σ-algebras Z and DE defined in Υ and E,
respectively.

Lemma 1. (See [23].) Let U : Υ ×E → E be a mapping such that U(·, ȳ) is measurable
for all ȳ ∈ E, and letU(µ, ·) be continuous for all µ ∈ Υ . Then the map (µ, ȳ)→ U(µ, ȳ)
is jointly measurable.

Definition 2. (See [23].) A function λ : Θ×E×Υ → E is called random Carathéodory
if the assumptions that follow are verified:

• The map (t, ψ, µ)→ λ(t, ψ, y, µ) is jointly measurable for all y ∈ E, and
• y → λ(t, ψ, y, µ) is continuous for almost all (t, ψ) ∈ Θ and µ ∈ Υ .

The map U : Υ × E → E is a random operator if U(µ, y) is measurable in µ for all
y ∈ E and it is given as U(µ)y = U(µ, y). U(µ) is a random operator on E. A random
operator U(µ) on E is continuous if U(µ, y) is continuous in y for all µ ∈ Υ .

Definition 3. (See [15].) Let P(S) be the family of all nonempty subsets of S, and let
R be a mapping from Υ into P(S). U = {(µ, ψ): µ ∈ Υ, ψ ∈ R(µ)} → S is a random
operator with stochastic domain R if R is measurable (i.e., for all closed B ⊂ S ,
{µ ∈ Υ : R(µ) ∩ B 6= ∅} is measurable), and for all open B̃ ⊂ S and all ψ ∈ S,
{µ ∈ Υ : ψ ∈ R(µ), U(µ, ψ) ∈ B̃} is measurable. U is continuous if every U(µ) is
continuous. A mapping ψ : Υ → S is a random fixed point of U if for almost all µ ∈ Υ ,
ψ(µ) ∈ R(µ) and U(µ)ψ(µ) = ψ(µ), and for all open B̃ ⊂ S , {µ ∈ Υ : ψ(µ) ∈ B̃} is
measurable.

Let C(R+) be the Fréchet space of continuous functions y from R+ into E with the
family seminorms

‖y‖j = sup
t∈[0,j]

∥∥y(t)
∥∥, j ∈ N,

and the distance

d(y,κ) =

∞∑
j=1

2−j‖y − κ‖j
1 + ‖y − κ‖j

, y,κ ∈ C(R+).
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Definition 4. (See [14].) Let MΩ be the family of all nonempty and bounded subsets
of a Fréchet space Ω. {αj}j∈N, where αj : MΩ → R+ is a family of measures of
noncompactness in Ω if it verifies the following for all K,K1,K2 ∈MΩ :

(i) {αj}j∈N is full, i.e., αj(K) = 0 for j ∈ N if and only K precompact;
(ii) αj(K1) 6 αj(K2) for K1 ⊂ K2 and j ∈ N;

(iii) αj(convK) = αj(K) for j ∈ N;
(iv) If {Ki}i=1,... is a sequence of closed sets fromMΩ such that Ki+1 ⊂ Ki, i =

1, . . . , and if limi→∞ αj(Ki) = 0 for each j ∈ N, then the intersection set
K∞ := ∩∞i=1Ki is nonempty.

Example 1. For K ∈ MΩ , y ∈ K, j ∈ N, and ε > 0, let us denote by µj(y, ε), j ∈ N,
the modulus of continuity of the function y on the interval [0, j], that is,

µj(y, ε) = sup
{∣∣y(t)− y(%)

∣∣t, % ∈ [0, j], |t− %| 6 ε
}
.

Further, let us put

µj(K, ε) = sup
{
µj(y, ε), y ∈ K

}
, µj0(K) = lim

ε→0+
µj(K, ε),

ᾱj(K) = sup
t∈[0,j]

α
(
K(t)

)
:= sup

t∈[0,j]
α
({
y(t), y ∈ K

})
,

and
αn(K) = µj0(K) + ᾱj(K).

The family of mapping {αn}j∈N, where αn : MΩ → R+, satisfies conditions (i)–(iv)
from Definition 4.

Definition 5. (See [14].) A nonempty subset K ⊂ Ω is said to be bounded if

sup
y∈K
‖y‖j <∞, j ∈ N.

Lemma 2. (See [7].) If Λ is bounded subset of Banach space Ω, then for each ε > 0,
there is a sequence {yk}∞i=1 ⊂ Λ such that

α(Λ) 6 2α
(
{yk}∞i=1

)
+ ε.

Lemma 3. (See [26].) If {yi}∞i=1 ⊂ L1(Θ) is uniformly integrable, then α({yi}∞i=1) is
measurable for j ∈ N, and

α

({ t∫
0

yi(%) d%

}∞
i=1

)
6 2

t∫
0

α
({
yi(%)

}∞
i=1

)
d%, t ∈ [0, j].

https://www.journals.vu.lt/nonlinear-analysis
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Definition 6. (See [14].) Let Υ be a nonempty subset of a Fréchet space Ω, and let Φ :
Υ → Ω be a continuous operator, which transforms bounded subsets of onto bounded
ones. One says that Φ satisfies the Darbo condition with constants (kj)j∈N with respect to
a family of measures of noncompactness (αj)j∈N if

αj
(
Φ(K)

)
6 kjαj(K)

for each bounded set K ⊂ Υ and j ∈ N. If kj < 1, j ∈ N, then Φ is called a contraction
with respect to {αj}j∈N.

3 Existence of mild solutions

For sake of simplicity, in the following, we always assume that σ1(·) = σ2(·), and we
note that the case σ1 6= σ2 can be studied.

In this section, we present the main results of the existence of solutions for our
problem.

Definition 7. A function y ∈ C1([−p,+∞], E)× Υ is said to be a mild solution of (1)–
(3) if y satisfies condition (2) for all t ∈ [−p, 0], µ ∈ Υ and y is solution of the following
integral equation:

y(t, µ) = H(t)ϕ(0, µ) + G(t)ϕ′(0, µ)

+

t∫
0

G(t− %) ~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ) d%, t ∈ R+, µ ∈ Υ.

The hypotheses:

(A1) There exists a constant I1 > 1, where∥∥G(t)
∥∥
F(E)

6 I1, t ∈ R+.

(A2) There exists I2 > 0 such that∥∥H(t)
∥∥ 6 I2, t ∈ R+.

(A3) The function ~ is random Carathéodory on R+×C([−p, 0],E)×C([−p, 0],E)×Υ.
(A4) There exist a continuous function p : R+×Υ→R+with p(·, µ)∈L1

Loc(R+;R+)
and a continuous nondecreasing function λ : R+ → (0,∞) such that for any
µ ∈ Υ , ∥∥~(t, y,κ, µ)

∥∥ 6 p(t, µ)λ
(
‖y‖+ ‖κ‖

)
for a.e. t ∈ R+ and y,κ ∈ C([−p, 0], E).

Nonlinear Anal. Model. Control, 29(3):528–542, 2024
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(A5) For each bounded and measurable sets K,D⊂C([−p, 0], E) and for any µ∈Υ ,
we have

α
(
~(t,K, D, µ)

)
6 p(t, µ) sup

τ∈[−p,0]
α
(
K(τ) +D(τ)

)
, a.e. t ∈ R+,

where α is a Kuratowski measure of noncompactness on the Banach space E.
(A6) There exists a random function R : Υ → (0,∞) such that

max(I2, I1)
[∥∥ϕ(0, µ)

∥∥+
∥∥ϕ′(0, µ)

∥∥+ λ
(
Rj(µ)

)
p∗j (µ)

]
6 Rj(µ).

For j ∈ N, let

p∗j (µ) =

j∫
0

p(%, µ) d%

and define on C([−p,∞), E) the family of measure of noncompactness by

αj(D) = sup
t∈[−p,j]

α
(
D(t)

)
+ µj0(D),

where D(t) = {κ(t) ∈ E;κ ∈ D}, t ∈ [−p, j].

Theorem 1. Assume that (A1)–(A6) are satisfied, and

max{I1, I2}
[
4p∗j (µ)

]
< 1 (6)

for each j ∈ N. Then (1)–(3) has at least one random mild solution.

Proof. Consider the operators ℵ,ℵ′ : Υ × C1 → C1 defined by(
ℵ(µ)y

)
(t) = H(t)ϕ(0, µ) + G(t)ϕ′(0, µ)

+

t∫
0

G(t− %)~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ) d%, t ∈ R+,

and (
ℵ′(µ)y

)
= G(t)ϕ(0, µ) +H(t)ϕ′(0, µ)

+

t∫
0

H(t− %)~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ) d%, t ∈ R+.

Since the function ~ is continuous on R+, then ℵ(µ) and ℵ′(µ) define the mappings
ℵ,ℵ′ : Υ×C1 → C1. Thus, y is a random solution for (1)–(3) if and only if y = (ℵ(µ))y.
We will demonstrate that ℵ and ℵ′ verify all requirements of Darbo’s fixed point theorem
for Fréchet spaces [14].
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Step 1. ℵ(µ) and ℵ′(µ) are a random operators with stochastic domain on C1. Since
~(t, y,κ, µ) is random Carathéodory, µ → ~(t, y,κ, µ) is measurable in view of Defini-
tion 1. Therefore, the map

µ→ H(t)ϕ(0, µ) + G(t)ϕ′(0, µ)

+

t∫
0

G(t− %) ~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ) d%

is measurable. Thus, ℵ and ℵ′ are a random operators on Υ × C1 into C1.
Let Λ : Υ → P(C1) be the ball given by

Λ(µ) = KRj (µ) = K
(
0, Rj(µ)

)
=
{
y ∈ C1: ‖y‖j + ‖y′‖j 6 Rj(µ)

}
, µ ∈ Υ, j ∈ N.

Then Λ(µ) is a bounded, closed, convex, and solid for all µ ∈ Υ . Consequently, Λ is
measurable by Lemma [15]. Let µ ∈ Υ be fixed, then from (A1)–(A4), for any j ∈ N and
each y, y ∈ µ(µ) and t ∈ [0, j], we get∥∥(ℵ(µ)y

)
(t)
∥∥ 6

∥∥∥∥H(t)ϕ(0, µ) + G(t)ϕ′(0, µ)

+

t∫
0

G(t− %)~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ) d%

∥∥∥∥
6 I2

∥∥ϕ(0, µ)
∥∥+ I1

∥∥ϕ′(0, µ)
∥∥+ I1

t∫
0

p(%, µ)λ
(
‖y‖j + ‖y′‖j

)
d%

6 I2
∥∥ϕ(0, µ)∥∥+ I1

∥∥ϕ′(0, µ)∥∥+ I1λ
(
Rj(µ)

) t∫
0

p(%, µ) d%

6 I2
∥∥ϕ(0, µ)

∥∥+ I1
∥∥ϕ′(0, µ)

∥∥+ I1λ
(
Rj(µ)

)
p∗j (µ)

6 Rj(µ)

and∥∥(ℵ′(µ)y
)
(t)
∥∥ 6

∥∥∥∥G(t)ϕ(0, µ) +H(t)ϕ′(0, µ)

+

t∫
0

H(t− %)~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ) d%

∥∥∥∥
6 I1

∥∥ϕ(0, µ)
∥∥+ I2

∥∥ϕ′(0, µ)
∥∥+ I2

t∫
0

p(%, µ)λ
(
‖y‖j + ‖y′‖j

)
d%

Nonlinear Anal. Model. Control, 29(3):528–542, 2024
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6 I1
∥∥ϕ(0, µ)

∥∥+ I2
∥∥ϕ′(0, µ)

∥∥+ I2λ
(
Rj(µ)

) t∫
0

p(%, µ) d%

6 I1
∥∥ϕ(0, µ)

∥∥+ I2
∥∥ϕ′(0, µ)‖+ I2λ

(
Rj(µ)

)
p∗j (µ)

6 Rj(µ).

Therefore, ℵ and ℵ′ are random operators with stochastic domain Λ, and ℵ(µ) : Λ(µ)→
ℵ(µ), ℵ′(µ) : Λ(µ) → ℵ′(µ). Furthermore, ℵ(µ) and ℵ′(µ) map bounded sets into
bounded sets in C1.

Step 2. ℵ(µ),ℵ′(µ) : KRj
(µ)→ KRj

(µ) are continuous. Let {yk}k∈N be a sequence
such that yk → y in KRj

(µ). Then for each t ∈ [0, j] and µ ∈ Υ , we have∥∥(ℵ(µ)yk(t)
)
−
(
ℵ(µ)y

)
(t)
∥∥

=

∥∥∥∥
t∫

0

G(t− %)
[
~
(
%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y

′k
σ(%,yk% ,µ)

, µ
)
− ~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y

′
σ(%,y%,µ)

)
]

d%

∥∥∥∥∥
6
∥∥G(t− %)

∥∥
F(E)

×
t∫

0

∥∥~(%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y′kσ(%,yk% ,µ), µ)− ~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ)
∥∥d%

6 I1

t∫
0

∥∥~(%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y′kσ(%,yk% ,µ), µ)− ~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ)
∥∥d%.

Since yk → y as k →∞, the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem implies that∥∥ℵ(yk)− ℵ(y)
∥∥
j
→ 0 as k → +∞

and∥∥(ℵ′(µ)yk(t)
)
−
(
ℵ′(µ)y

)∥∥
=

∥∥∥∥∥
t∫

0

H(t− %)
[
~
(
%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y

′k
σ(%,yk% ,µ)

, µ
)
− ~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y

′
σ(%,y%,µ)

)
]

d%

∥∥∥∥∥
6
∥∥H(t− %)

∥∥
F(E)

×
t∫

0

∥∥~(%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y′kσ(%,yk% ,µ), µ)− ~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ)
∥∥d%

6 I2

t∫
0

∥∥~(%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y′kσ(%,yk% ,µ), µ)− ~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ)
∥∥d%.
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Since yk → y as k →∞, the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem implies that∥∥ℵ′(yk)− ℵ′(y)
∥∥
j
→ 0 as k → +∞.

As a consequence of Steps 1 and 2, we can conclude that ℵ(µ) : Λ(µ) → ℵ(µ) and
ℵ′(µ) : Λ(µ) → ℵ′(µ) are continuous random operators with stochastic domain Λ, and
ℵ(µ)(Λ(µ)) and ℵ′(µ)(Λ(µ)) are bounded.

Step 3. For each bounded subset D of Λ(µ),

αj
(
ℵ(µ)(D)

)
6 ljαj(D)

and
αj
(
ℵ′(µ)(D)

)
6 ljαj(D).

From Lemmas 2 and 3, for any D ⊂ KRj (µ) and any ε > 0, there exist a sequence
{yk}∞k=1 ⊂ D such that for all t ∈ [0, j] and µ ∈ Υ , we have

α
((
ℵ(µ)D

)
(t)
)

= α

({
H(t)ϕ(0, µ) + G(t)ϕ′(0, µ)

+

t∫
0

G(t− %)~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ) d%, y, y′ ∈ D

})

6 α

({ t∫
0

G(t− %)~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%),µ

, µ) d%, y, y′ ∈ D

})

6 2α

({ t∫
0

G(t− %)~
(
%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y

′k
σ(%,yk% ,µ)

, µ
)

d%

}∞
k=1

)
+ ε

6 4

t∫
0

α
(∥∥G(t− %)

∥∥
F(E)

{
~
(
%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y

′k
σ(%,yk% ,µ)

, µ
)}∞
k=1

)
d%+ ε

6 4I1

t∫
0

α
{
~
(
%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y

′k
σ(%,yk% ,µ)

, µ)
}∞
k=1

)
d%+ ε

6 4I1

t∫
0

p(%, µ)α
({
ykσ(%,yk% ,µ)

}∞
k=1

+
{
y′kσ(%,yk% ,µ)

}∞
k=1

)
d%+ ε

6 4I1α(D)

t∫
0

p(%, µ) d%+ ε 6 4I1p
∗
j (µ)αj(D) + ε.
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Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, then

α
((
ℵ(µ)D

)
(t)
)
6 4I1p

∗
j (µ)αj(D).

Thus,
αj
(
ℵ(µ)D

)
6 4I1p

∗
jαj(D).

On the other hand, we have

α
((
ℵ′(µ)D

)
(t)
)

= α

({
G(t)ϕ(0, µ) +H(t)ϕ′(0, µ)

+

t∫
0

H(t− %) ~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%,µ)

, µ) d%, y, y′ ∈ D

})

6 α

({ t∫
0

H(t− %)~(%, yσ(%,y%,µ), y
′
σ(%,y%),µ

, µ) d%, y, y′ ∈ D

})

6 2α

({ t∫
0

H(t− %)~
(
%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y

′k
σ(%,yk% ,µ)

, µ
)

d%

}∞
k=1

)
+ ε

6 4

t∫
0

α
(∥∥G(t− %)

∥∥
F(E)

{
~
(
%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y

′k
σ(%,yk% ,µ)

, µ
)}∞
k=1

)
d%+ ε

6 4I2

t∫
0

α
{
~
(
%, ykσ(%,yk% ,µ), y

′k
σ(%,yk% ,µ)

, µ
)}∞
k=1

d%+ ε

6 4I2

t∫
0

p(%, µ)α
({
ykσ(%,yk% ,µ)

}∞
k=1

+
{
y′kσ(%,yk% ,µ)

}∞
k=1

)
d%+ ε

6 4I2α(D)

t∫
0

p(%, µ) d%+ ε 6 4I2p
∗
j (µ)αj(D) + ε.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, then

α
((
ℵ′(µ)D

)
(t)
)
6 4I2p

∗
j (µ)αj(D),

Thus,
αj
(
ℵ′(µ)D

)
6 4I2p

∗
jαj(D).

Consequently, by Darbo’s fixed point theorem for Fréchet spaces [14] we can conclude
that ℵ and ℵ′ have at least one fixed point in Λ(µ), which is a random mild solution of
problem (1)–(3).
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4 An example

We consider the following abstract differential equation with state dependent delay:

∂2y

∂t2
(t, γ, µ) =

∂2y

∂γ2
(t, γ, µ) + ~

(
t, y
(
t− ζ

(
t, y(t, µ), µ

))
,

y′
(
t− ζ

(
t, y(t, µ), µ

)
, γ, µ

))
, t ∈ R+, γ ∈ [0, π], µ ∈ Υ,

y(t, 0, µ) = y(t, π, µ) = 0, t ∈ R+, µ ∈ Υ,
y(τ, γ, µ) = ϕ(τ, γ, µ), τ ∈ [−p, 0], µ ∈ Υ,
y′(0, µ) = ϕ′(0, µ),

(7)

where ϕ ∈ C([−p, 0];E)×Υ , ζ ∈ C(R+×R;R+), ζ(0, ϕ, µ) = 0, and ~ is Carathéodory
on R+ × R × R × Υ . To make system (7) as problem (1)–(3), we need to define ~ :
R+ × R× R× Υ → E and σ : R+ × C([−p, 0];R)× Υ → R by

~(t, λ, φ, µ)(γ) = ~
(
t, λ(0, γ, µ), φ(0, γ, µ), µ

)
and

σ(%, λ, µ) = %− ζ
(
%, λ(0, µ), µ

)
.

It is easy to show that ~(·) and σ(·) are Lipschitz, which implies that hypotheses (A3)–
(A5) are satisfied.

Consider E = L2([0, π],R) and the domain

D(Φ) :=
{
y ∈ E: y′′ ∈ E, y(0) = y(π) = 0

}
.

Let the operator Φ : D(Φ) ⊂ E → E be the operator given by Φy = y′′. Clearly, Φ is
the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous cosine family (H(t))t∈R on E. The
spectrum of Φ is discrete with eigenvalues −j2, j ∈ N, and eigenvectors

zj(ζ) :=

(
1

π

)1/2

sin(jζ).

The set of functions {zj , j ∈ N} is an orthonormal basis of E. We note that

H(t)y =

∞∑
j=1

cos(jt)〈y, zj〉zj ,

G(t)y =

∞∑
j=1

sin(jt)

j
〈y, zj〉zj ,

the sine family G(·) is compact, ‖H(t)‖ = ‖G(t)‖ = 1 for all t ∈ R. Thus, hypothe-
ses (A1) and (A2) are satisfied.

Furthermore, by choosing a suitable function R we can verify that (A6) and (6) hold.
Thus, Theorem 1 implies that (7) has at least one mild solution on [−p,+∞).
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5 Conclusions

In the present research, we have investigated the random mild solutions for a general
class of second-order abstract random differential equations with state-dependent delay.
To achieve the desired results for the given problem, the fixed point approach was used,
namely, the Darbo fixed point theorem for Fréchet spaces associated with the concept
of measures of noncompactness. An example is provided to demonstrate how the major
results can be applied. Our results in the given configuration are novel and contribute to
the literature on this field of study. We believe that there exist numerous potential avenues
for further exploration, including but not limited to coupled systems, problems involving
infinite delays, extensions to fractional-order derivatives, and more. The limited number
of publications on this class of differential equations suggests promising opportunities for
additional research.
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