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Abstract. In this article, we introduce the notion of the Riemann-Liouville frac-
tional integral of set-valued mappings via integrable selections. We establish funda-
mental properties of this fractional integral, including convexity, boundedness, and
continuity with respect to the Hausdorff metric. The investigation of preservation of
regularity under fractional integration with respect to the Hausdorff metric is given.
We show that bounded variation and Lipschitz continuity of a set-valued mapping
are inherited by its Riemann-Liouville fractional integral. We discuss the existence
of regular selections for the fractional integral under the corresponding regularity
assumptions on the original mapping. In the scalar case, we further identify ex-
tremal selections given by the pointwise minimum and maximum of the fractional
integral and show that they possess the same regularity properties. Finally, we dis-
cuss possible applications in differential inclusion and directions for future research.

1. Introduction

The Riemann-Liouville integral is the first step towards defining fractional deriva-
tives and hence fractional differential equations. This integral is a natural generaliza-
tion of the regular n-fold integral of a suitable function. It is a fundamental operator
in fractional calculus, which allows integration of non-integer values of the integra-
tion order α > 0. This operator was developed through several contributions from
mathematicians, most notably Liouville and Riemann, with recent formalizations by
Sonin and Letnikov [24]. One can see that while classical calculus is limited to lo-
cal, integer-order operations, the Riemann-Liouville integral provides non-local and
memory-dependent behaviors. This enables us to model systems where past states
influence the present, such as hereditary or anomalous processes. There is much the-
oretical and applied work in the field of fractional differential equations; for more
details, we refer to [5, 7, 22]

The set-valued integrals and differential equations are very important in several ar-
eas of engineering and physical sciences. One natural question to ask is whether the
Riemann-Liouville integral can be extended to a set-valued Riemann-Liouville inte-
gral. So, the set-valued Riemann-Liouville integrals play an important role in extend-
ing fractional calculus to tackle imprecisions, uncertainties, or multiple possibilities in
mathematical modeling. In the set-valued context, it generalizes this to functions that
map to sets (subsets of R or higher dimensions) rather than single points. Let Kc(R)
compact convex subset, for a set-valued function F : [a, b] → Kc(R), the Riemann-
Liouville fractional integral of order α > 0 is often defined selection-wise. It can also
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be defined via embeddings like the Aumann integral, but in interval-valued settings,
it is computed component-wise.

In real-world systems, measurement mistakes, unpredictability, or inadequate data
may make it impossible to determine parameters with precision. These are represented
as sets via set-valued (including interval-valued) techniques. Set-valued analysis is a
branch of mathematics that deals with functions mapping points to sets rather than
single values. This setup is important in several areas such as optimization, con-
trol theory, differential inclusions, and economics. In recent times, the application
in the area of reinforcement learning, where uncertainty or robustness leads to set-
valued policies or dynamics has been explored for details, we refer to [25]. Set-valued
integrals, which apply classical integration to multifunctions, and selections, which
select single-valued functions from a set-valued map while maintaining continuity
or measurability properties, are key ideas. Such setup enables fractional integrals
to investigate dynamics in fields like rheology (material deformation), viscoelasticity
(memory effects in materials), diffusion processes, control theory, and mathematical
economics. When inputs are intervals rather than points, they allow for robust op-
timization. These integrals are key for solving Cauchy-type problems in fractional
differential equations with set-valued right-hand sides, which is called differential in-
clusion. We provide the application of set-valued selection in differential inclusion.
As it is more general and applicable, it comes with a cost in terms of additional re-
striction. The set-valued Riemann-Liouville integrals present several theoretical and
practical difficulties due to operational complexities, existence-uniqueness issues, and
integrability constraints. These challenges actually highlight the need for more re-
search with relaxed assumptions and exploring broader set-valued extensions beyond
intervals.

Historically, set-valued integration emerged in the 1960s with works by Aumann
and Debreu, building on earlier vector measure theory. This survey article gives a
nice overview and important papers on this topic, focusing more on mathematical
developments and especially connections to RL where relevant; for details, we refer
to [11]. For set-valued selection, we refer to [12]. The foundational paper defining
the Aumann integral via selections is given in [1]. The idea of measures and in-
tegrals for multifunctions is discussed in [2]. Readers interested more in set-valued
integrals, selections, and viability theory may see [4]. Lupulescu in [23] introduced
the first systematic framework for fractional calculus on interval-valued functions.
Several important properties, such as monotonicity, linearity, and semigroup compo-
sition, have been established. Abbas et al. [8] discussed fractional differential inclu-
sion with multipoint boundary condition. Fixed-point techniques are utilized to study
set-valued inclusions. Motivated by these developments, it is natural to ask whether
the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral can be meaningfully extended to set-valued
mappings. The next section covers the basic terminologies required to establish our
motive. Section 3 is dedicated to our main findings and application. In Section 4, we
give some important future directions related to the dimension theory of a set valued
Riemann-Liouville fractional integral.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we lay out the background material related to this article.

Definition 2.1. Let a < b and let f ∈ L1([a, b]). For ρ > 0, the Riemann-Liouville
fractional integral of order ρ of f is defined by

aJ
ρf(u) =

1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t) dt, u ∈ [a, b],

where Γ(·) denotes the Euler gamma function.

Definition 2.2. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping, then the set

Gr(F ) = {(u,w) : u ∈ [a, b] and w ∈ F (u)} ,
is characterized as a graph of F .

Definition 2.3. Let K(R) denote the family of all nonempty compact subsets of R.
For A,B ∈ K(R), the Hausdorff distance between A and B is defined by

Hd(A,B) := max

{
sup
a∈A

inf
b∈B

|a− b|, sup
b∈B

inf
a∈A

|a− b|
}
.

Since A and B are compact subsets of R, Hd is finite and defines a metric on K(R).

Definition 2.4. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping with nonempty compact
values. We say that F is continuous at u0 ∈ [a, b] (with respect to the Hausdorff
distance Hd) if

lim
u→u0

Hd (F (u), F (u0)) = 0.

Equivalently, for every ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that

|u− u0|< δ =⇒ Hd(F (u), F (u0)) < ε.

If this holds for every u0 ∈ [a, b], then F is said to be continuous on [a, b] with respect
to Hd.

Definition 2.5. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping with nonempty compact
values. For a partition P = {a = u0 < u1 < · · · < un = b} of [a, b], define

V (F,P) :=
n∑

i=1

Hd(F (ui), F (ui−1)).

The total variation of F on [a, b] is

V (F, [a, b]) := sup
P

V (F,P),

where the supremum is taken over all partitions P of [a, b]. We say that F is of
bounded variation on [a, b] (w.r.t. Hd) if V (F, [a, b]) < ∞.

Definition 2.6. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping with nonempty compact
values. We say that F is Lipschitz on [a, b] (with respect to Hd) if there exists a
constant L ≥ 0 such that

Hd(F (u), F (v)) ≤ L |u− v| for all u, v ∈ [a, b].

Any such L is called a Lipschitz constant of F (with respect to Hd).
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Definition 2.7. A set-valued mapping, F : [a, b] ⇒ R is said to be non-negative if
for every u ∈ [a, b] and w ∈ F (u), we have w ≥ 0.

Definition 2.8. A set-valued map, F : [a, b] ⇒ R is said to be bounded, if it satisfies

sup
u∈[a,b]

Hd(F (u), {0}) < ∞.

Note 2.9. Since,

sup
u∈[a,b]

Hd(F (u), {0}) = sup
u∈[a,b]

{
max

{
sup

x∈F (u)

inf
y∈0

|x− y|, sup
y∈0

inf
x∈F (u)

|y − x|

}}

= sup
u∈[a,b]

{
max

{
sup

x∈F (u)

|x|, inf
x∈F (u)

|x|

}}
= sup

u∈[a,b]
sup

x∈F (u)

|x|.

Therefore, in view of Definition 2.8 a function F is bounded if it satisfies,

sup
u∈[a,b]

sup
x∈F (u)

|x| < ∞. (2.1)

Remark 2.10. In view of Note 2.9, one can observe that unlike the single-valued map,
a constant set-valued map need-not be bounded.

For example, take F : [0, 1] ⇒ R is a set-valued constant map which is defined as
F (u) = [0,∞) for each u ∈ [0, 1], then F is not bounded as sup

u∈[0,1]
sup

x∈F (u)

|x| = ∞.

Definition 2.11. Let F : [0, 1] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping, then a function
f : [0, 1] → R is known to be a selection of F if f(u) ∈ F (u) for each u ∈ [0, 1].

Definition 2.12. [1] A set-valued map, F : [a, b] ⇒ R is said to be Borel-measurable
if the graph,Gr(F ) is a Borel subset of [a, b]×R. Moreover, if there exists an integrable
function, h : [a, b] → R such that |x| ≤ h(u) for all x ∈ F (u), then F is said to be
integrably bounded.

Example 2.13. Let F : [0, 1] ⇒ R be a set-valued map defined as, F (u) = [−u, u] for u ∈
[0, 1]. Then, the function, h : [0, 1] → R defined as h(u) = u satisfies |x| ≤ h(u) for
each x ∈ F (u) and hence F is an integrably bounded function.

Remark 2.14. Every bounded set-valued map is integrably bounded but the converse
is not true.
Because, if F : [a, b] ⇒ R is a bounded set-valued map, then by Note 2.9 we get
sup
u∈[a,b]

sup
x∈F (u)

|x| = M for some finite M ∈ R. Define h : [a, b] → R such that

h(u) = M for all u ∈ [a, b].

Then, h being a constant function it is integrable and satisfies |x| ≤ h(u) for each
x ∈ F (u). Hence, F is integrably bounded by h.
Conversely, assume F : [0,∞) ⇒ R is a set-valued map such that F (u) = [1, 1 + u)
for each u ∈ [0,∞), then

sup
u∈[0,∞)

sup
x∈F (u)

|x| = sup
u∈[0,∞)

(1 + u) = ∞.
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Therefore, F is not bounded but it is integrably bounded by h : [0,∞) → R defined
as h(u) = 1 + u.

Definition 2.15. [18] A subset Y of a metric space X is said to be analytic, if Y is
a continuous image of a Borel subset of X. A set-valued mapping F : [a, b] ⇒ R is
said to be analytic if its graph is an analytic subset of [a, b]× R.

Proposition 2.16. [1] If F : [a, b] ⇒ R is an analytic set-valued mapping, then there
exists a Lebesgue measurable selection of F .

Set-valued Riemann-Liouville fractional integral. Here, we now introduce the
Riemann–Liouville fractional integral of a set-valued mapping via integerable selec-
tions.

Definition 2.17. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping and F be the collection
of all integrable selections, f of F . Riemann-Liouville set-valued fractional integrable
of F is defined as

aJ
ρF (u) =

{
1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t) dt : f ∈ F

}
,

where ρ > 0, is a real number.

3. Main Results

In this section, we establish some fundamental properties of the set-valued Rie-
mann–Liouville fractional integral, which play a crucial role in the development of
our main results.

Theorem 3.1. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping with the property that
F (t) is convex for each t ∈ [a, b]. Then for every ρ > 0 and every u ∈ [a, b], the set

aJ
ρF (u) is convex.

Proof. Fix u ∈ [a, b]. If aJ
ρF (u) is empty or a singleton, there is nothing to prove.

Otherwise, take y1, y2 ∈ aJ
ρF (u). By the definition of aJ

ρF (u), there exist integrable
selections f and g of F such that

y1 =
1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t)dt, y2 =
1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1g(t)dt.

Let λ ∈ [0, 1] and define h = λf + (1− λ)g. Since f(t), g(t) ∈ F (t) for a.e. t and each
F (t) is convex, we have h(t) ∈ F (t) for a.e. t. Moreover, h is integrable because it is
a linear combination of integrable functions. Hence h is an integrable selection of F ,
and therefore

1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1h(t)dt ∈ aJ
ρF (u).

By linearity of the Lebesgue integral,

1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1h(t)dt = λy1 + (1− λ)y2.

Thus λy1 + (1 − λ)y2 ∈ aJ
ρF (u) for all λ ∈ [0, 1], proving that aJ

ρF (u) is convex.
This completes the proof. □
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Theorem 3.2. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping with nonempty values.
Assume that F is Borel-measurable and integrably bounded. Then for every ρ > 0 and
every u ∈ [a, b], the set aJ

ρF (u) is nonempty.

Proof. Since F is Borel-measurable with nonempty values, its graph is an analytic
subset of [a, b]×R. Then by the Proposition 2.16, there exists a Lebesgue-measurable
selection f : [a, b] → R such that f(t) ∈ F (t) for a.e. t ∈ [a, b]. Moreover, since F is
integrably bounded, every such measurable selection is integrable, and hence f ∈ F.
Fix u ∈ [a, b]. Since ρ > 0, the kernel (u− t)ρ−1 belongs to L1([a, u]). Therefore, the
integral

1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t)dt

is well defined and finite. By the definition of the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral
of F , this quantity belongs to aJ

ρF (u). Hence aJ
ρF (u) ̸= ∅ for each u ∈ [a, b]. □

Theorem 3.3. Consider F : [a, b] ⇒ R being a set-valued mapping with nonempty
compact values, Borel measurable and integrably bounded on [a, b], and let ρ > 0. If
F is bounded on [a, b], then the set-valued Riemann-Liouville integral

u 7 −→ aJ
ρF (u)

is also bounded on [a, b], that is,

sup
u∈[a,b]

Hd(aJ
ρF (u), {0}) < ∞.

Proof. By using Theorem 3.2, F is non-empty and since F is bounded, therefore from
Note 2.9, we have

sup
u∈[a,b]

sup
x∈F (u)

|x| < ∞.

This means sup
u∈[a,b]

|f(u)| < ∞ for each f ∈ F. Assume M = sup
f∈F

sup
u∈[a,b]

f(u). Then, we

have

Hd ( aJ
ρF (u), {0}) = sup

u∈[a,b]
sup

y∈ aJρF (u)

|y|

= sup
u∈[a,b]

sup
f∈F

∣∣∣∣ 1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t) dt

∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

Γ(ρ)
sup

u∈[a,b]
sup
f∈F

∫ u

a

|(u− t)ρ−1||f(t)| dt

≤ M
Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

|(u− t)ρ−1| dt

≤ M
Γ(ρ)

(u− a)ρ

ρ

Hence,

Hd ( aJ
ρF (u), {0}) ≤ M

Γ(ρ)

(b− a)ρ

ρ
, for all u ∈ [a, b].

This completes the proof. □
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Theorem 3.4. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping with nonempty compact
values, Borel measurable and integrably bounded on [a, b]. Let ρ > 0. Then, for each
u ∈ [a, b], the set aJ

ρF (u) is nonempty and compact, and the mapping

u 7 −→ aJ
ρF (u)

is continuous on [a, b] with respect to Hd.

Proof. Since F is Borel-measurable, integrably bounded and has nonempty compact
values, Theorem 3.2 guarantees that, for each u ∈ [a, b], the set of integrable selections
of F is nonempty and therefore aJ

ρF (u) ̸= ∅. Let F denote the family of all integrable
selections of F . By integrable boundedness, there exists h ∈ L1([a, b]) such that

sup{|x|: x ∈ F (t)} ≤ h(t) for a.e. t ∈ [a, b].

In particular, for each f ∈ F we have

|f(t)|≤ h(t) for a.e. t ∈ [a, b]. (3.1)

For f ∈ F and u ∈ [a, b], write

If (u) :=
1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t)dt,

so that

aJ
ρF (u) = {If (u) : f ∈ F}.

For any f ∈ F and u ∈ [a, b], by using (3.1) we have

|If (u)|≤
1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1|f(t)|dt ≤ 1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1h(t)dt.

Since ρ > 0 and h ∈ L1([a, b]), the right-hand side is finite. Thus there existsM > 0
such that

|If (u)|≤ M for all u ∈ [a, b] and all f ∈ F,

and therefore aJ
ρF (u) is bounded for each u. To see that aJ

ρF (u) is closed, let
{Ifn(u)}n∈N ⊂ aJ

ρF (u) be a sequence converging to some y ∈ R. Since each fn is
an integrable selection of F and F is integrably bounded, there exists a function
h ∈ L1([a, b]) such that

|fn(t)|≤ h(t) for a.e. t ∈ [a, b] and for all n ∈ N. (3.2)

Consequently, by passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that

fn(t) −→ f(t) for a.e. t ∈ [a, b],

where f ∈ L1([a, b]). Since fn(t) ∈ F (t) for a.e. t and each F (t) is compact,hence
closed, it follows that f(t) ∈ F (t) for a.e. t ∈ [a, b]. Therefore, f is also a selection of
F , that is, f ∈ F.

Now, by (3.2) and the fact that the kernel (u − t)ρ−1/Γ(ρ) is nonnegative and
belongs to L1([a, u]), the Dominated Convergence Theorem yields

Ifn(u) =
1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1fn(t)dt −→ 1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t)dt = If (u).
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Since Ifn(u) → y, it follows that y = If (u), and hence y ∈ aJ
ρF (u). Therefore aJ

ρF (u)
is closed. Being closed and bounded in R, it is compact. Together with nonemptiness
from Theorem 3.2, this shows that aJ

ρF (u) is a nonempty compact set for every
u ∈ [a, b]. Let u, v ∈ [a, b] and f ∈ F be arbitrary. Without loss of generality assume
u ≤ v. Then

If (v)− If (u) =
1

Γ(ρ)

(∫ v

a

(v − t)ρ−1f(t)dt−
∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t)dt

)

=
1

Γ(ρ)

(∫ u

a

[(v − t)ρ−1 − (u− t)ρ−1]f(t)dt+

∫ v

u

(v − t)ρ−1f(t)dt

)
.

From (3.1), we have
|If (v)− If (u)| ≤ Φ(u, v),

where

Φ(u, v) :=
1

Γ(ρ)

(∫ u

a

|(v − t)ρ−1 − (u− t)ρ−1|h(t)dt+
∫ v

u

(v − t)ρ−1h(t)dt

)
.

We now show that Φ(u, v) → 0 as v → u. For the first integral, note that for fixed
u ∈ [a, b] and for a.e. t ∈ [a, u),

(v − t)ρ−1 → (u− t)ρ−1 as v → u,

and hence
|(v − t)ρ−1 − (u− t)ρ−1| → 0 for a.e. t ∈ [a, u].

Moreover, since ρ > 0, we have

|(v − t)ρ−1 − (u− t)ρ−1| ≤ (v − t)ρ−1 + (u− t)ρ−1,

and both (v − t)ρ−1 and (u− t)ρ−1 belong to L1([a, u]) as functions of t. Thus

|(v − t)ρ−1 − (u− t)ρ−1|h(t) ≤ [(v − t)ρ−1 + (u− t)ρ−1]h(t) ∈ L1([a, u]),

and the Dominated Convergence Theorem yields∫ u

a

|(v − t)ρ−1 − (u− t)ρ−1|h(t)dt −→ 0 as v → u.

For the second integral, observe that for v > u,

0 ≤
∫ v

u

(v − t)ρ−1h(t)dt ≤
∫ v

u

(v − t)ρ−1h(t)dt,

and the right-hand side tends to 0 as v → u by the absolute continuity of the Lebesgue
integral, since h ∈ L1([a, b]) and the interval (u, v) shrinks to a point. Consequently,

Φ(u, v) → 0 whenever v → u.

Now, fix u, v ∈ [a, b] and take any y ∈ aJ
ρF (u). Then y = If (u) for some f ∈ F. Let

z := If (v) ∈ aJ
ρF (v). By the above,

|y − z|= |If (u)− If (v)| ≤ Φ(u, v),

and hence
sup

y∈aJρF (u)

inf
z∈aJρF (v)

|y − z|≤ Φ(u, v).
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Exchanging the roles of u and v yields

sup
z∈aJρF (v)

inf
y∈aJρF (u)

|z − y|≤ Φ(u, v).

By the definition of the Hausdorff distance, we therefore have

Hd(aJ
ρF (u), aJ

ρF (v)) ≤ Φ(u, v) for all u, v ∈ [a, b].

Since Φ(u, v) → 0 as v → u, this shows that the mapping

u 7 −→ aJ
ρF (u)

is continuous on [a, b] with respect to the Hausdorff distance Hd. This completes the
proof. □

Theorem 3.5. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping with nonempty compact
convex values, Borel measurable and integrably bounded on [a, b]. Assume that F is of
bounded variation on [a, b] with respect to Hd and that ρ > 1. Then, for each u ∈ [a, b],
the set aJ

ρF (u) is nonempty, compact and convex, and the mapping

u 7 −→ aJ
ρF (u)

is of bounded variation on [a, b] with respect to the Hd.

Proof. Since F is Borel-measurable, integrably bounded and has nonempty compact
values, Theorem 3.4 (applied with ρ > 1) yields that, for each u ∈ [a, b], the set

aJ
ρF (u) is nonempty and compact and that the mapping u 7→ aJ

ρF (u) is continuous
on [a, b] with respect to Hd. Moreover, by Theorem 3.1, since F has convex values,
each value aJ

ρF (u) is convex. Thus it remains to show that u 7→ aJ
ρF (u) has bounded

variation on [a, b] with respect to Hd. For each u ∈ [a, b], the set F (u) is a nonempty
compact convex subset of R, hence a closed interval. Define

f(u) := inf F (u), f(u) := supF (u),

so that
F (u) = [f(u), f(u)], u ∈ [a, b].

Let P = {a = u0 < u1 < · · · < un = b} be a partition of [a, b]. Then for every
i = 1, . . . , n,

Hd(F (ui), F (ui−1)) = Hd([f(ui), f(ui)], [f(ui−1), f(ui−1)])

= max
{
|f(ui)− f(ui−1)|, |f(ui)− f(ui−1)|

}
.

Consequently,
n∑

i=1

|f(ui)− f(ui−1)|≤
n∑

i=1

Hd(F (ui), F (ui−1)),

and similarly for f . Taking the supremum over all partitions P , we obtain

V (f, [a, b]) ≤ V (F, [a, b]), V (f, [a, b]) ≤ V (F, [a, b]) < ∞.

In particular, f and f are functions of bounded variation on [a, b] and therefore are
bounded on [a, b]. For u ∈ [a, b] define

(aJ
ρf)(u) :=

1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t)dt, (aJ
ρf)(u) :=

1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t)dt.
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Since f and f are bounded and integrable, the functions aJ
ρf and aJ

ρf are well
defined. Now, we claim that both of them are Lipschitz , hence of bounded variation,
on [a, b]. Let g be either f or f , and set

Ig(u) :=
1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1g(t)dt.

Since g is bounded on [a, b], there exists M > 0 such that |g(t)|≤ M for all t ∈ [a, b].
For u ∈ (a, b], differentiating under the integral sign (since ρ > 1 and the kernel
(u− t)ρ−2 is integrable on [a, u]) gives

I ′g(u) =
ρ− 1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−2g(t)dt.

Therefore,

|I ′g(u)| ≤
ρ− 1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−2|g(t)|dt

≤ ρ− 1

Γ(ρ)
M

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−2dt

=
M

Γ(ρ)
(u− a)ρ−1

≤ M

Γ(ρ)
(b− a)ρ−1.

Hence I ′g is bounded on (a, b] and extends continuously to [a, b], so Ig is Lipschitz on
[a, b] with Lipschitz constant

L0 :=
M

Γ(ρ)
(b− a)ρ−1.

Thus both aJ
ρf and aJ

ρf are Lipschitz (in fact with the same constant L0), and
therefore they are functions of bounded variation on [a, b].

We now show that, for each u ∈ [a, b],

aJ
ρF (u) =

[
(aJ

ρf)(u), (aJ
ρf)(u)

]
. (3.3)

Let f ∈ F be an integrable selection of F , so that f(t) ≤ f(t) ≤ f(t) for all t ∈ [a, b].

Since the kernel (u− t)ρ−1/Γ(ρ) is non negative for t ∈ [a, u], we obtain

(aJ
ρf)(u) ≤ If (u) ≤ (aJ

ρf)(u),

which shows that every element of aJ
ρF (u) belongs to the interval on the right-hand

side of (3.3). On the other hand, f and f themselves are selections of F , so the

corresponding integrals aJ
ρf(u) and aJ

ρf(u) belong to aJ
ρF (u). Hence the interval

in (3.3) is contained in aJ
ρF (u), and equality follows. Thus, for every u ∈ [a, b],

aJ
ρF (u) = [A(u), B(u)], where A(u) := aJ

ρf(u), B(u) := aJ
ρf(u).

In particular, aJ
ρF (u) is compact and convex. Let P = {a = u0 < · · · < un = b} be

a partition of [a, b]. Then for each i = 1, . . . , n,

Hd(aJ
ρF (ui), aJ

ρF (ui−1)) = Hd([A(ui), B(ui)], [A(ui−1), B(ui−1)])
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= max {|A(ui)− A(ui−1)|, |B(ui)−B(ui−1)|}.
Hence

n∑
i=1

Hd(aJ
ρF (ui), aJ

ρF (ui−1)) ≤
n∑

i=1

(
|A(ui)− A(ui−1)|+|B(ui)−B(ui−1)|

)
.

Taking the supremum over all partitions P , we obtain

V (aJ
ρF, [a, b]) ≤ V (A, [a, b]) + V (B, [a, b]) < ∞,

since A and B are of bounded variation. Thus u 7→ aJ
ρF (u) is of bounded variation

on [a, b] with respect to Hd. This completes the proof. □

Theorem 3.6. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued mapping with nonempty compact
values, Borel measurable and integrably bounded on [a, b]. Assume that F is Lipschitz
on [a, b] with respect to Hd and that ρ > 1. Then, for each u ∈ [a, b], the set aJ

ρF (u)
is nonempty and compact, and the mapping

u 7 −→ aJ
ρF (u)

is Lipschitz on [a, b] with respect to Hd.

Proof. By Theorem 3.4 (with ρ > 1), for each u ∈ [a, b] the set aJ
ρF (u) is nonempty

and compact. Thus, it remains to show that the mapping u 7→ aJ
ρF (u) is Lipschitz

with respect to Hd. Let LF ≥ 0 be a Lipschitz constant of F with respect to Hd, that
is

Hd(F (u), F (v)) ≤ LF |u− v| for all u, v ∈ [a, b].

To prove the Lipschitz continuity of aJ
ρF , we first establish a uniform bound on

the values of F . Fix u0 ∈ [a, b] and choose any x0 ∈ F (u0). Since F (u0) is compact,
it is bounded, and therefore

R0 := sup{ |x|: x ∈ F (u0) } < ∞.

For arbitrary u ∈ [a, b] and x ∈ F (u),by the definition of the Hausdorff distance there
exists y ∈ F (u0) such that

|x− y|≤ Hd(F (u), F (u0)).

Because the Lipschitz continuity of F , we have

|x− y|≤ Hd(F (u), F (u0)) ≤ LF |u− u0|≤ LF (b− a).

Since y ∈ F (u0), we have |y|≤ R0, and hence

|x|≤ |y|+|x− y|≤ R0 + LF (b− a) =: M.

Thus,
sup{ |x|: x ∈ F (u) } ≤ M for all u ∈ [a, b].

Consequently, every integrable selection f of F satisfies

|f(t)|≤ M for all t ∈ [a, b]. (3.4)

For such a selection f , define

If (u) :=
1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−1f(t)dt, u ∈ [a, b].
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As in the proof of the above theorem, since ρ > 1 and f is bounded, we may differ-
entiate under the integral sign to obtain, for u ∈ (a, b],

I ′f (u) =
ρ− 1

Γ(ρ)

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−2f(t)dt.

Using (3.4)

|I ′f (u)|≤
ρ− 1

Γ(ρ)
M

∫ u

a

(u− t)ρ−2dt =
M

Γ(ρ)
(u− a)ρ−1 ≤ M

Γ(ρ)
(b− a)ρ−1 =: L0.

Hence If is Lipschitz on [a, b] with Lipschitz constant at most L0, and the constant
L0 is independent of the particular selection f . Now let u, v ∈ [a, b] and f ∈ F be an
integrable selection of F . Then

|If (u)− If (v)|≤ L0|u− v|.

If y ∈ aJ
ρF (u), then y = If (u) for some f ∈ F, and taking z := If (v) ∈ aJ

ρF (v) we
obtain

|y − z|≤ L0|u− v|.
Therefore

sup
y∈aJρF (u)

inf
z∈aJρF (v)

|y − z|≤ L0|u− v|.

By symmetry (interchanging u and v), we also have

sup
z∈aJρF (v)

inf
y∈aJρF (u)

|z − y|≤ L0|u− v|.

Hence, by the definition of the Hausdorff distance,

Hd(aJ
ρF (u), aJ

ρF (v)) ≤ L0|u− v| for all u, v ∈ [a, b],

which shows that u 7→ aJ
ρF (u) is Lipschitz on [a, b] with respect toHd. This completes

the proof.

Exitence of regular selections: □

Theorem 3.7. Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set valued mapping with nonempty compact
values, Borel measurable and integrably bounded on [a, b], and let ρ > 1. Let aJ

ρF be
the Riemann-Liouville set valued fractional integral of F . Then the following hold.

(a) If F has compact convex values and is of bounded variation on [a, b] with
respect to Hd, then the mapping

u 7 −→ aJ
ρF (u)

admits a continuous selection which is itself of bounded variation.
(b) If F is Lipschitz on [a, b] with respect to Hd, then the mapping

u 7 −→ aJ
ρF (u)

admits a Lipschitz selection.
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Proof. Now, the Theorems 3.2, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6 and Theorem 3 of Belov and Chistyakov
[9] will be used in the proof of this theorem.
Let ρ > 1 and let F : [a, b] ⇒ R satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 3.7. Define the
set-valued mapping

G(u) := aJ
ρF (u), u ∈ [a, b].

By Theorem 3.2 for each u ∈ [a, b] the set G(u) is nonempty and compact.

(a) From Theorems 3.4 and 3.5, G is continuous and of bounded variation on [a, b]
with respect to Hausdorff distance Hd. Theorem 3 of Belov and Chistyakov
[9] guarantees the existence of a regular selection g : [a, b] → R of G, that is,

g(u) ∈ G(u) = aJ
ρF (u) for all u ∈ [a, b],

and g is continuous and of bounded variation on [a, b] with

V (g, [a, b]) ≤ V (G, [a, b]).

(b) From Theorem 3.6, G is Lipschitz on [a, b] with respect to the Hausdorff
metric Hg. Theorem 3 of Belov and Chistyakov [9] yields a Lipschitz selection
g : [a, b] → R of G, i.e.,

g(u) ∈ G(u) = aJ
ρF (u) for all u ∈ [a, b],

with
Lip(g) ≤ Lip(G).

This completes the proof. □

Remark 3.8. The convexity of the values of F is only used in the proof of the bounded
variation property of the Riemann–Liouville fractional integral in Theorem 3.5. The
subsequent existence of regular selections via the result of Belov and Chistyakov [9]
does not require convexity.

Theorem 3.9 (Extremal selections of aJ
ρF ). Let F : [a, b] ⇒ R be a set-valued

mapping with nonempty compact values, and let ρ > 0. For each u ∈ [a, b], let

G(u) := aJ
ρF (u).

By Theorem 3.2, G(u) is a nonempty compact subset of R for each u ∈ [a, b]. Define
the extremal selections

g−(u) := minG(u), g+(u) := maxG(u), u ∈ [a, b].

Then the following assertions hold:

(a) Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.4, G is continuous on [a, b], and both g−
and g+ are continuous selections of G on [a, b].

(b) Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.5 (in particular ρ > 1) G is of bounded
variation on [a, b], and both g− and g+ are of bounded variation on [a, b].
Moreover,

V (g−, [a, b]) ≤ V (G, [a, b]), V (g+, [a, b]) ≤ V (G, [a, b]).

(c) Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.6 (in particular ρ > 1), G is Lipschitz
on [a, b], and both g− and g+ are Lipschitz on [a, b]. In addition,

Lip(g−) ≤ Lip(G), Lip(g+) ≤ Lip(G).
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Proof. By Theorem 3.2, eachG(u) is a nonempty compact subset of R, hence minG(u)
and maxG(u) are well defined and yield selections g− and g+. The continuity, bounded
variation, and Lipschitz regularity of g− and g+ follow directly from the correspond-
ing regularity of G (from Theorems 3.4, 3.5 and 3.6) and standard properties of the
Hausdorff distance on R. □

Application

One of the important applications of research presented in this paper is in the area
of differential inclusion. In order to prove existence and uniqueness, one can directly
utilize the selection theorem.
Let α ∈ (1, 2) and consider the Caputo fractional differential inclusion

CDαu(t) ∈ F (t, u(t)) for a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ], u(t0) = u0, u′(t0) = u1, (3.5)

where CDα denotes the Caputo derivative of order α and F : [t0, T ] × R ⇒ R is a
set-valued mapping with nonempty compact values.

The existence of a solution usually requires that F (t, u) be measurable in t, upper
hemicontinuous function of u, and F (t, u) a closed, convex set for all (t, u). The
uniqueness requires the Lipschitz condition on F , i.e. Hausdorff distance

Hd(F (t, u1), F (t, u2)) ≤ L∥u1 − u2∥
for some L > 0. For more details, we refer to [3]. The existence of a solution is
equivalent to looking for fixed points of the corresponding integral form. We look for
a solution in the set

aJ
ρF (t) =

{
1

Γ(ρ)

∫ t

a

(t− s)ρ−1f(s) ds : f ∈ F

}
.

It is well known that problem (3.5) is equivalent to the integral inclusion

u(t) ∈ u0 + u1(t− t0) +
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

t0

(t− s)α−1v(s) ds, v(s) ∈ F (s, u(s)) a.e. (3.6)

for t ∈ [t0, T ].
Setting ρ = α > 1, the integral term in (3.6) coincides with the Riemann-Liouville

fractional integral of order ρ applied to a selection of the mapping s 7→ F (s, u(s)).
By using the results proved, it is evident that a selection exists and hence a solution
exists. Hence, we can directly apply the results on the problem of differential inclu-
sions of fractional order to prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution.

4. Future remarks

The computation of fractal dimensions has long been a central and fascinating
topic in fractal theory. In the past few years, the study of fractal dimension (such
as box dimension and the Hausdorff dimension) of the graph of the integral of a
function is getting the attention of the researchers. For example, Liang [20] intro-
duced the box dimension of the graph of the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral
of a continuous function of bounded variation on a closed bounded interval. Subse-
quently, several significant developments in this direction have been reported; see,
for instance, [13, 14, 15, 21, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. Motivated by these advances, it



SET VALUED RIEMANN-LIOUVILLE INTEGRAL AND SOME REGULAR SELECTIONS 15

would be natural and interesting to investigate analogous dimensional properties for
set-valued Riemann–Liouville fractional integrals, including the fractal dimensions
of their graphs under suitable regularity assumptions on the underlying set-valued
mappings.

Acknowledgements. The idea of this work originated during the workshop on Frac-
tals: GAANA 2025 organized by IIIT Prayagraj.
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