J. Nonlinear Funct. Anal. 2020 (2020), Article ID 23 https://doi.org/10.23952/jnfa.2020.23

fuct f
Fm—

g—g@ Journal of Nonlinear Functional Analysis

MATHRES Available online at http://jnfa.mathres.org

STABILITY ANALYSIS FOR A GENERALIZED PROPORTIONAL FRACTIONAL
LANGEVIN EQUATION WITH VARIABLE COEFFICIENT AND MIXED
INTEGRO-DIFFERENTIAL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

WEERAWAT SUDSUTAD!, JEHAD ALZABUT?*,
SOMSIRI NONTASAWATSRI?, CHATTHAI THAIPRAYOON*

'Department of General Education, Faculty of Science and Health Technology,
Navamindradhiraj University, Bangkok 10300, Thailand
2Department of Mathematics and General Sciences, Prince Sultan University, 11586 Riyadh, Saudi Arabia
3Department of Health Technology, Faculty of Science and Health Technology,
Navamindradhiraj University, Bangkok 10300, Thailand
4Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Burapha University, Chonburi 20131, Thailand

Abstract. In this paper, we study the Langevin equation within the generalized proportional frac-
tional derivative. The proposed equation involves a variable coefficient and subjects to mixed integro-
differential boundary conditions. We introduce the generalized proportional fractional derivative and
expose some of its features. We mainly investigate the existence, uniqueness and different types of Ulam
stability of the solutions via fixed point theorems and inequality techniques. Finally, we provide two
examples to support our main results.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of fractional differential equations (FDEs) is a rich area of research that has wide-
spread applications in science and engineering. Indeed, it describes a large number of nonlinear
phenomena in different fields, such as physics, chemistry, biology, viscoelasticity, control hy-
pothesis, speculation, fluid dynamics, hydrodynamics, aerodynamics, information processing
system networking, notable and picture processing etc. FDEs also provide marvelous tools for
the depiction of memory and inherited properties of many materials and processes. In view
of recent developments, one can consequently conclude that FDEs have emerged significant
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achievements in the last couple of decades; the reader can refer to [1, 2, 3, 4] and the references
cited therein.

Recently, it has been realized that Langevin equation, which was introduced by Langevin in
1908, is an effective tool in the description of the evolution of physical phenomena in fluctuat-
ing environments [5]. Along with the explosion in the study of FDEs in recent years, Langevin
equation has been investigated in the frame of fractional derivative and consequently important
contributions have been reported in this field; see, e.g., [6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. On one hand, one of
the most attractive research areas in the field of FDEs which has engrossed great consideration
from the researchers is dedicated to the existence theory of the solutions of fractional models.
The aforesaid part has been extensively explored for integer order differential equations (DEs).
However, for arbitrary order differential equations, there are still many aspects, which need
to further study and research. Recently, many mathematicians explored the existence of solu-
tions of FDEs via different techniques [11, 12, 13]. On the other hand, an imperative and more
remarkable area of research, which has recently attracted more attention, is committed to the
stability analysis of differential equations of integer and arbitrary order. The first effort was ini-
tiated by Ulam himself and later is confirmed by Hyers in [14]. That is why this type of stability
is referred to as Ulam-Hyers (UH) stability. Rassias introduced the Ulam-Hyers Rassias (UHR)
stability whereas Obloza was the first mathematician who introduced the UH stability for DEs;
see [15, 16, 17, 18, 19] for more details. It is to be noted that the above mentioned areas of
interest (existence and stability) have been fabulously deliberated within Riemann—Liouville,
Caputo, Hilfer or Hadamard derivatives. In [20], Jarad, Abdeljawad and Alzabut introduced
a new type of fractional derivative, so called generalized proportional fractional (GPF) deriv-
ative generated by local derivatives [21, 22], which are considered as the modification of the
conformable derivatives [23, 24]. The peculiarity of the new derivative is that it involves two
fractional order, preserves the semigroup property, possesses nonlocal character and upon lim-
iting cases it converges to the original function and its derivative. The GPF derivative is well
behaved and has a substantial advantageous over the classical derivatives in the sense that it
generalizes previously defined derivatives in the literature. We list here some recent results,
which have been elaborated in frame of GPF derivative [25, 26, 27].

The aim of this paper is to study existence, uniqueness and different types of Ulam stability
for the following generalized proportional fractional Langevin differential equation with vari-
able coefficients and mixed intergo—differential boundary conditions

COPP(CO™ 4 (1))x(1) = F(1.x(1),CD“Px(r)), 1€ [0,1]
x(0)=8,  x(1) = kDIPx(n) + OIPx(E),

(1.1)

where €©"” and ®V denote the generalized proportional Caputo and Riemann-Liouvill frac-
tional derivatives of order v € {a, B, v}, respectively, 0 < o, B,y < I, I <@+ <2,p >0, [*P
denotes the generalized proportional fractional integral of order u > 0, p > 0, x € C([0,1],R),
the nonlinear function f € C([0,1] x R R), the given constants §,x,0 € R and 1,& € (0,1).
The Banach and Schaefer fixed point theorems are utilized to investigate existence and unique-
ness results for problem (1.1). We also employ inequality techniques to prove the Ulam stability
for problem (1.1). It is to be noted that the most exiting results in the literature, which dealt with
fractional Langevin equations, have been reported in the case of constant coefficient . Ahmad,
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Alsaedi and Ntouyas [28] first discussed fractional Langevin equation containing variable coef-
ficient and supplemented with nonlocal-terminal fractional boundary conditions. On the other
hand, we claim that our approach in this paper is totally different from paper [28] in the sense
that the different fractional derivative is accommodated, different boundary conditions are as-
sociated, different fixed point theorems are used, and Ulam stability is discussed, which has not
been investigated in [28].

2. PRELIMINARIES

The notations and terminologies in this section are adopted from [20, 29, 30]. In control
theory, a proportional derivative controller (PDC) for controller output u at time ¢ with two
tuning parameters has the algorithm

) = KpE(1) + K S E ().
where K, is the proportional gain, & is the derivative gain, and E is the input deviation or the
error between the state variable and the process variable. The recent investigations have shown
that PDC has direct incorporation in the control of complex networks models; see [31] for more
details.
For p € [0, 1], let the functions kp, k] : [0,1] x R — [0,e0) be continuous such that, for all
teR,

lim xi(p,t) =1, lim xy(p,?r) =0, lim xy(p,t) =0, lim xy(p,t) =1,
p—0+ p—0+ p—1- p—1-

and ki (p,t) #0, p € 10,1), xo(p,t) #0, p € (0,1]. Then, Anderson and Ulness [21] defined

the proportional derivative of order p by

DPE() =ra(p,1)E(t) + ko(p,1)E'(¢) (2.1)

provided that the right had side exists at 7 € R and &’ := %5. For the operator given in (2.1), k)
is a type of proportional gain k,, Ky is a type of derivative gain Ky, § is the error, and u = P&
is the controller output. The reader can refer to [22] for more details about the control theory of
the proportional derivative and its component functions. We next restrict ourselves to the case
that k1 (p,t) = 1 —p and xy(p,t) = p. Therefore, (2.1) becomes

DPE(r) = (1-p)&(1) +p&'(7). (2.2)
It is easy to figure out that lirg DPE(r) = &(¢) and linll DPE(t) = E'(t). Thus, the deriva-
p—0t p—1-

tive (2.2) is somehow considered to be more general than the conformable derivative, which
evidently does not tend to the original functions as p tends to 0.

Definition 2.1. [20] For 0 < p <1, a € C and Re(a) > 0, the GPF integral of f of order « is

1 p-1

W10 = Sarie / O 1) f()d = p e B I (elpp’f(t)) @3

where /% is Riemann-Liouville fractional integral.
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Definition 2.2. [20] For 0 < p <1, a € C with Re() > 0, the GPF derivative of Caputo type
of f of order « is

C~0P o 1 ! p—_'(zfr) n—a—1/cyn,p

(D f)(f)—m/a er (t—1) (D"Pf)(t)dr, (2.4)
where n = [Re(a)] + 1 and [Re( )] represents the integer part of the real number c.

Lemma 2.3. [20] For 0 < p < 1 and n = [Re(&)] + 1, we have ($D*P I%P f)(t) = f(t), and

n—1 k.p p—1
(%P EDHPf)() = 1(1) = X, @pk#(’ —a)fe’r 70, 2.5)
k=0 ’

Proposition 2.4. [20] Let o, 3 € C be such that Re(at) > 0 and Re(B) > 0. Then, for any
0<p<landn=[Re(a)]+1, we have

(l) <a1a7pep771t(t _a)ﬁ—l)(x) — %e%x(x_a)ﬁ—ka—l’ Re(OC) > 07
p—1

~1 a
(ii) (g@a’pe%t(t—a)ﬁ_l)(x) = l’f(ﬁll([;)eTx(x—a)ﬁ_“_l, Re(at) > n,

-1
(iii) (CD“Pe'7 '(1—a))(x) =0, Re(at)>n, k=0,1,....n—1.

We adopt the following stability definitions for problem (1.1).

Definition 2.5. [30] The problem (1.1) is UH stable if there exists a real number @y > 0 such
that, for £ > 0 and for each solution z € E' = C!([0,1],R) of the inequality

D7 (D x(0)2(r) - £(2.2(1), D (1)) < e, € [0,1], 2.6)
there exists a solution x € E! of problem (1.1) with
2(6) = x(1)| < wre, 1 € [0,1]. @.7)

Definition 2.6. [30] The problem (1.1) is generalized UH stable if there exists yy € C(R*,R™)
with I//f(O) — 0 such that, for each solution z € E! of inequality (2.6), there exists a solution
x € E! of the problem (1.1) with

|2(t) —x(2)| < wy(e), t €]0,1]. (2.8)

Definition 2.7. [30] The problem (1.1) is UHR stable with respect to yy € C([0, 1], RT) if there
exists a real number @y, y > 0 such that, for € > 0 and for each solution z € E Uof the inequality

D7 (D 4 1(1))2(0) — f(1,20),D ()| < eyy (1) 1€ 01, (29)
there exists a solution x € E! of the problem (1.1) with
|2(t) —x(t)| < oy reWr(t), t €[0,1]. (2.10)

Definition 2.8. [30] The problem (1.1) is generalized UHR stable with respect to yy € C([0, 1],
R™) if there exists a real number @y, > 0 such that, for each solution z € E I of the inequality

D7 (CDP 4 x(0)2(t) - £10,2(0), D 2()| < wy(), 1 €0,1], @1

there exists a solution x € E' of the problem (1.1) with
|2(t) —x(t)| < oy rys(t), t €[0,1]. (2.12)
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Remark 2.9. A function z € E! is a solution of inequality (2.6) if and only if there exists a
function g € C([0,1],R) (dependent on z) such that

W) Jg()] < e. ¥ € [0,1). .

(i) COPP (CDMP 4 x(1))z(t) = f(t,2(t), D P2(t)) +g(t), 1€10,1].

In order to transform the main problem into a fixed point problem, (1.1) must be converted
to an equivalent integral equation. To do this, we provide the following lemma.

Lemma 2.10. Let h: [0,1] — R be a continuous function, 0 < a,B,y,p <1, 1 <a+p <2
and [t > 0. Then, the function x € C(|0, 1], R) is the solution to the following linear generalized
proportional fractional Langevin equation equipped with mixed boundary conditions:

CDPP(CDEP + x(1))x(t) = h(t), t€][0,1],
x(0) =46, x(1)=xD"Px(n)+61"Px(&),
if and only if x satisfies the following fractional integral equation

x(1) (2.14)
1 Cotily arp
:pa+ﬁr(a+ﬁ)/€p” =) P (s)ds

t —
_parl(a)/o 579 (¢ — )1y (s)x(s)ds + 8¢5 "

p—1
—1
t% K

n p-
S=M=8) 0y Na+B—y—1
QpoT(a+1) (p‘”ﬁyl“(aﬂLﬁ—y)/o e’ (n—s) h(s)ds

0 S NE) g gyakBuet
— h(s)d
+p(x+ﬁ+#r‘(a—|—ﬁ +u) /0 e’ (6 =) (s)ds

|
! )/ epTl(l*S)(l—s)aJrﬁ_lh(s)ds
0

(2.13)

—) /On "7 1) (1 — 5) % g ()a(s)ds

& pi
) /0 R A (ORO

KSpYe%n 95§“e%lé (2.15)
(i —y) et )

p—

/ "5 179 (1 — )@y (s)x(s)ds +

where

et o=y £ty QEa+H el
P Ve p P
Q=—2° __Kn e 65 £0. (2.16)
peI'(a+1) p* "MT(a—y+1) p*HI(o+u+1)
Proof. Let x be a solution of the problem (2.13). By using Lemma 2.3 with Proposition 2.4 (i),
the first equation of (2.13) can be written as

p—1
——t
t% P p=1

—t
x(t) = I%FPPR(r) — 1%P y (1)x(¢) +clm +cpe P, (2.17)
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where ¢y, ¢ € R. From the first condition of (2.13), x(0) = §, we obtain ¢, = §. Taking the
operators ©"P and I*P into (2.17), we get
py‘“t“‘ye[%lt 5p7ep771t
Tla—y+1)  oT(1—y)
t‘””ep%lt 3t”ep7711
“pTET(o 1) PRI (1)
From the second condition of (2.13), x(1) = k®"Px(n) + 61*Px(&), which leads to

DVPx(r) = IP=YPR(t) — 1%7TP ¥ (1)x (1) + ¢,

IMPx(r) = I9TBHRPR() — [9FHP ¥ (1)x(t) +

cr = é (Kmﬁ%%(n) + Q1 PHPR(E) — [HPPR(1) — kI * 1P x (n)x(n)

—OI% TP 1 (E)x(E) +1%P 2 (1)x(1) +

n'r(l—y)  ptC(u+1)

where Q is defined by (2.16). Substituting the values of ¢ and ¢; into (2.17), we get the
fractional integral equation (2.15). Conversely, it is easily to show by direct computation that
the solution x(¢) is given by (2.15) satisfies the problem (2.13) under the given conditions. The
proof is completed. 0

1<5p7’6p77117 965"16’)"1€>

For the completeness, we recall the following tools [29].

Theorem 2.11. Let *B be a non-empty closed subset of a Banach space E. Then any contraction
mapping T from *B into itself has a unique fixed point.

Theorem 2.12. Let E be a Banach space and T : E — E is a completely continuous operator
and the set § = {x € E : x = pTx,0 < p < 1} is bounded. Then T has a fixed point in E.

3. EXISTENCE RESULTS VIA FIXED POINT THEOREMS

In this section, we present the existence and uniqueness of solutions to problem (1.1) based
on the Banach’s fixed point theorem and Schaefer’s fixed point theorem.

Let E = C([0,1],R) be the Banach space of all continuous functions from [0, 1] into R
equipped with the norm ||x|| = max,¢(o,;{|x(¢)|}. Define a linear subspace C = {x:x € ECD%Px
€ E}. Then, € becomes a Banach space equipped with the norm ||x||¢ = max { ||x||, [|“D**x| } .
In view of Lemma 2.10, an operator Q : € — C is defined by

X = ! teplgl([ﬂ) — )BT (s x(5). CD P x(s))ds
(W)(r) = pa+Br(a+/3)/o (1 =) %P f(s,x(5),¢ (s))d
1 lep;](t’s) — )%y (s)x(s)ds
pO‘F(oc)/o (t=5) 1%( Jx(5)d

N t% P K
OpT(a+ 1) \ p= P T(atp—7)

n —
x [T 0 ) B (5, x(5),CD () ds
0
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0 s elE— o+B+p—1 a,p
P - M1 f(s,x(s),“D ™ x(s))d
T B (o B +u)/o ¢ (§—9) [ (s,x(s) x(s))ds
1 Uop—ty - 7
e g b O S (sx(s), D x(s))ds
K mopt —s e
s T = s
0 I -
_P“+”F(a+u)/o e v C7(E — ) Ty (s)x(s)ds
LY U IE TR RN . i
e — s)x(s
peTla) Jo g nr(l—y) pT(n+1)
+5epr%l’, (3.1)

where Q is defined by (2.16). Moreover, the GPF derivative of operator Q, which will be used
in subsequent sections, is given as follows

(@™ 2x)(1)
=t e ), 0" s~ o))
2 gy L i S
+p°‘+ﬁ+ﬂr(€x+ﬁ + 1) /o5 "7 E(E =) TP 15, 2(5), D" a(s))ds
_Pa+ﬁl"l(a+[3) /oleppl(ls)(l — )% TP f(s5,x(5), “D P x(s))ds
.

n p-1
_ M=)y _ ya—r-1
Sy e = T (s

0 S p-lig_g _
e o ¢ E T (s
p—1 p—1
ey - k8ple P 1 08EHe 7
p 1— ds—+ ) 3.2
toardy ¢ 9T s T e ) 09

For the sake of computational convenience, we make use of the following constants:

o" = sup o(t), 0" = sup ¢(r), ©" = sup @(t), x*= sup [x(),  (33)
t€[0,1] t€[0,1] t€[0,1] t€[0,1]
A 1 (2lp°Ta 1)1 lic|pn B
' T jQp2r(a+1)" T(a@+B+1) | T(a+f—y+1)

P (e +B+u+1)""
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_ 1 a op
N = gparia e (IPTe+ D)+ DI lx(1)
K1 | () |+ B11% P  (E)]) (3.5)
A 1 (IQIP“ |KlpTn* Y
P 7 petBlQ\T(B+1)  D(a+B—y+1)
6| +hu !
3.6
pur(a+ﬁ+u+1)+F(a+B+1))’ 30
1 N _
Ay = @(\Q\x [l g ()] + B HP  (E) |+ 17 (D), BT
p—1 p—1
v, 51N n,>5¢
A B [k|pTe P 0|EHe P QT+ |, 38

Q[p*T(a+1) \ nT(1—7y) ptI(n+1)

p—1 p—1

8] [xlpre’s ™ |ojEne’s
A = — . 3.9
° = o\ wra—y T G:9)

We prove our main results under the following assumptions:

(Hy) the function f: [0,1] x R? — R is continuous,
(H,) there exist non-negative continuous functions aj, a; € E such that

|f(t7x17y1) _f<t»x27)’2)| S al(l)|X1 _y1| +aZ<t>|x2_y2|7vx17x27)’1=)’2 € R7t € [071]7

with aj = sup;¢(o jjai1(7) and a3 = sup,¢(g 1 a2(?),
(H3) there exist non-negative continuous functions o, ¢, ¢ € E such that

fx, ) < o) +9(0)lx + @)yl (xy) eR?, 1 €[0,1],

with 6% = sup;c(g 1 O(1), @ = sup,cjo 19 (), @™ = sup,cpo 1 @ (1),
(H4) there exists a function g € C([0,1],R) and a function y, € C([0,1],R™) such that, for
any € >0, |g(t)| < ey,(t), Vit € |0,1]. Moreover,

COPP (D™ 4 (1) )alt) = F(1,2(0).D*Px(r)) +(1), 1 € [0,1].

3.1. Existence and uniqueness results based on the Banach fixed point theorem. The ex-
istence and uniqueness results of a solution for problem (1.1) will be proved by using Banach
fixed point theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (Hy) and (H,) are satisfied. If [(A1 + Az)(a] +a5) + Ao+ A4] < 1,
then problem (1.1) has a unique solution in C, where A; (i = 1,2,3,4) are given by (3.4)-(3.7),
respectively.
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Proof. Show that Q : € — € is contraction. For any x, y € € and for each ¢ € [0, 1], we have

! tepﬁ:l(’_s) 5)@+B s, x(s “Py(s)) = fs %P s
g b e T (). 0 a(s) ~ flo.5(s). S0 (o) |
L e amt o) ool L€ k]

x /0 T ) (g gyapr £(5.2(5), D" x(s)) = (5.3(5), “D“(s)) | s

t paww'(eo'H el " g B s (), T ()
= f(s5,3(s), “D" P y(s))|ds
t T TE] [ 0B 1(5,206). S0 Px(5) — f5,3(6), Dy (5)) | s
b € 0= T ) (9 -5
T [ ) (9)(s) (o)

1

1 oo
* ot ”“”(1—s)a—wx(s)ux(s)—y<s>|ds).

p=le,
Using the property of e ? =) < 1 for0<s<u<t<1and (H,) implies that

|(Qx)(2) = (Q)(1)]
1

< o (% )
1
< [ =92 (@ 6)a() —3(5)| +a2(9)] D x(5) = D Py(s)] ) s

K|
TlalpTh VF(O¢+1)F(0¢+[5 )
77
></ O‘+ﬁ r-1 ai(s (s)|+ax(s )|C@a’px(s)—C©a7py(s)|> ds
0
10

IRl BT (ot et B+ )
¢ a, o
< [T B (@ (9x() 3 (5)| +aa(9)] D™ x(5) = D Py(s)] ) s

—1 o —1 : p;I(—S) o—
" lalp?r(a) ('9"’ +F(a+1)) | e == )l al) ~3(6)ds

Q
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||

1Q|p2¢ T (o + 1
6]

|Q[p2* M (o + DI+ 1)

_|_

)F(a _ Y) /077 e%(n—s)(n - S)Oc—}’—l |%(S)||x(s) —y(s)|ds

+

& ol -
/O e 7 ST =)0y (s)[[x(s) — y(s)|ds.
Then

1Qx — Qy||

< aj QT (a+1)+1  [x|p"n*TF~Y 0|5 FHu
| 1Qlp2etPr(a+1) \ T(a+B+1)  T(a+B-y+1) prT(a+B+p+1)

1
CTECES)

((IQIP“F(a+ D+ DIFP (D] + k%P (n))]

- IGII““"”Ix(é)I) }nx—yu
a3 |0 x — D™y [QpT(a+ ) +1 , |xlpn®P7  |eg P
|Q|p2@+PT (o + 1) Cla+B+1)  T(a+B—-y+1) pHT(a+B+u+1)
= (@} A1+ Ag)[lx =yl + a5 (D Px— D Py
< (Ar(aj +a3) + M) (=3 + [ “D™ x(s) - “@“ ).

In view of Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 2.4 (i), we get

(CD*P2x) (1) — (CD“P2y)(1)]
1

lpTil(l*s) — )P~ s,x(s %P x(s)) — £(s,y(s Py s
< a7 P ). O ) — 15,3090, D (5 |
— L |K| nePT—l( —s) )¢ B—y—
() y<r>r+|g|<pa+ﬁma+ﬁ_y> e gy
<[ £(5.2(9).D " x(s)) — (5.3(5). D Py(s)) | ds
6] é”p;l(é—s) OB £ () CDPP (s
+Poc+ﬁ+ul“(a+ﬁ+#)/0 ‘ (§ =) £ (s,x(5), D 4(s))
—f(5,3(5), D" y(s))|ds
! IPT_I( -s) a+p— a, a,
o b ¢ 0 ), D) £(5(6), D" () s
x| 1 B (N=8) (g _ ya—7— B
a7 = ()] () (o) s
’9‘ s pTil(éfv) o+U—
g o € E = o) () () lds

1 po
+—p0‘11(a) | e =9 ) xcs) —y<s>yds) .
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—1
Using the property of o5 () <lfor0<s<u<t<1and (H,), we have
ap a.p
[(CD™70x) (1) — (CD77 Q) (1))

1 1 B o o
< gy (9 (@6R6) 261+ ) D x(s) -0 x(s)]) s

I k] T gy
Hx(t)llx(t)—y(t)H@( TR | sy

(@ )(5) —5(6) +ax(5) D™ x(5) ~ D Py (s) ) s

6] R
e g & @R )

+ay(5)[CD P x(s) = CD P y(s)| ) ds

TR [ 9B (ar6) 1) —(6) + as(s) D) D Py(5) ) s
o o € =TT ) (6 s

bt [ =) ) ) -6l

+pa+@ /01 ¢ 179 (1 =) (5) x(s) —y(s)!ds).

Then
ICD P ax—CD% Py
- a Qlp* | IxlpTn*PY gt 1
| 1QIpeB\T(B+1) T(a+B-y+1) ptT(a+B+u+1) L(a+B+1)
1

+@(|le*+ (K172 (1) + 1011 TEP () +I°"p|x(1)l)}llx—yll
a3||%°""x—%°""y||{ Qlp*  [xlpTnohY (3.10)
|Q|p P F+1) T(a+Bp-r+1) '
0[P H I
pHT (e +B+u+1) F(a+[3+1)}
= (Asd} +Ag) [x—y] +a3A5| D Px — DT Py
< (Aslai+a3)+A4) (=3 + D" x =Dy ). G.11)

It follows from (3.1) and (3.11) that ||Tx — Ty|le < [(A1+A3)(a] +a5) + Ao+ As][|x —ylle,
where A; (i = 1,2,3,4) are given by (3.4)-(3.7), respectively. Hence, by Banach fixed point
theorem (Theorem 2.11), Q is a contraction. Therefore, it has a unique fixed point, that is, the
unique solution of problem (1.1). U
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3.2. The existence result based on the Schaefer fixed point theorem. The second existence
result is based on Schaefer fixed point theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (H,) and (H3) are satisfied. Then, problem (1.1) has at least one
solution in C.

Proof. Show that Q has at least a fixed point in €. The proof is split into four steps.

Step I Q is continuous.

By hypothesis (H}), we conclude that Q is continuous.

Step IT Q maps bounded sets into bounded sets in C.

For r > 0, there exists a positive constant M such that, for each x € B, = {x € C: ||x|e < r},
|Qx||¢ < M. Then, for any ¢ € [0, 1] and x € B,, we have

|(Qx)(1)]

1 ! atf— a,
< et g Jp 0 (01 OO+ 01D x(5)] ) ds

b [T U0 (0 (s 18]+ g
e — S S)|IXLS S
0 X QT (a+1)

poT'(a)
~ ( T E gy M= (604 0(0)lx(5)]+ () D" x(5)]) s
* paww‘(ﬂ S (&= P (0(0)+ )|+ 96) D™ x(o)] ) s
bty (19787 (00)+ R + 0D x(5)) s
+—pa_y'r’<<lx — [T = )t
b e = ) s s
S i MO s

Using (H3), we have

[(Qx)(7)]
o oo+t (1QpT(a+ D+l rlprn et |ejgerP
~|QprtPr(a+1) \ T(a+B+1)  T(a+B-y+1) pil(a+B+p+1)

r

+\Q\p°‘F(a+l) (V)] + [x[1*77P

((!Q!p“F(aH)H)I“"’ x(n)|+!9\1“+“7”|x(§)!)

Q[p*T(a+1) \ N T(1—7) prI(u+1)
= AL (*+ ¢ r+ @ r) + Aar+ As. (3.12)

p—1 p—1
v, 5N 1,756
8] (|r<|p er " |6]EkeT Hmpar(am)
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On the other hand, by (H3), we have

(D% ax)(1)]

1 el
pﬁl“;(ﬁ)/o e (1= )(l—sﬁ ]|fsx S x(s))|ds + (1) x(2)]|

IN

1 K M p=lip_g o 7
+@ (pa+ﬁyr‘|(o|¢+ﬁ_y)/0 e P (m )(n_s)a+[3 Y l|f(S,X(S),C@apx(s))‘ds

0 § o1ie _ :
+Pa+ﬁ+ul“|(o|t+ﬁ+u)/ e (G =) P f(5,x(5), YD x(s)) s

1 5=
+P“+Brta+ﬁ)/eppl(“)(l $)* P F(5,x(5), D" x(s) s
0

K n o=l e

+pay‘r—(lx_},>/0 e (=) | (5) x(s)Ids

L9l
PO (o +

& p1
)/0 eT(é_S)(g_S)a+u71|X(S)HX(S)‘dS

p—1 p—1
1 ey - k|[8lpTe 7 1 |6]|5|EHe P ¢
+ /eP 1—=s s x(s)|ds +
P (@) J B (-2 TR
1

2PT(B) /ol“ — )P () + 9 () x(5)] + 9 () D Px(s)] ) s+ |/ |x(1)]

IN

1 x| T )
+@ (pa+ﬁ—}'r(a+l3_y)/0 (n—s)* P 1(G(S)+¢(S)’x(s)’+(p(s)\ci) px(s)\)ds

’9| é o — a,
et s ) b €9 () H R+ o) D x5 ) ds

1 ! oatf— a,
iy 00 (G0 O+ 06D )l ) s

K nop=lip_o y
bty € T =) T o) (o)

6]
+pw+ur(oc+u

b e =T ) s s +

& p-i
)/0 eT(é—s)(g_S)a+u—l|%(s)”x(s)‘ds

IK[[8]pTe |e||6|5“e”p15>

poT(a nT(—7) | pHT(p+1)

It follows that

Cy@P o*+ ¢ r+ @ r  |Qp® |k|pTn*HF-7 LS
7D Qx| < + +
|Q|potB rB+1) TI'(a+B—y+1) ptT(a+B+un+1)

ST (\Q\x KT ()] + 01 ()

+—
Na+p+1
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p—1 p—1
6 (IxlpTe’s " | [olgne’

+1%P|x (1 +|— +

2 ”) |sz|(nyr<1—y> PR+ 1)

< A (o*+¢*r+ (p*r> + Aur+ Ag. (3.13)

From (3.12) and (3.13), we estimate
19x|le < (A1+A3)(0"+9"0+0"0)+ (Ao +Aa)r+As+Ag:=M,

where A; (i =1,2,...,6) are given by (3.4)-(3.9), respectively.

Step 111 Q maps bounded sets into equicontinuous sets of C.

For 0 < 7 < 7, < 1 and x € B,, using the fact property f is bounded on the compact set
[0,1] X B,, we have

() (72) = () (71)]
1 g

P BT (a+B) Jo
() D x(s)] ) ds +

IN

(72 =)~ = (11 =) P ((5) + 6 (5) ()]

1
peI'(a)

/011 |(12 —S)a—l _ (1—1 _S)a—l‘ |7C<S)||X(S)|ds
1

(a1 B) / jz(fz—S)(Hﬁ_l (0(5)+ 0(s)x(s) | + @(s)[ D" x(s)] ) ds

bt () ) )l +181 7 -

+ ( paw_yr'('j o ) 0 (0054 ) )+ (0D () ) ds

* paww'(i'c i (& =) P ((0) 4 9(6) o)+ 9D x(5)] ) ds

bty (-9 (06 4000+ 0D () s

b 7 0 =9 T ) (o)

b e = s s

boarar €709 O a(oas+ "‘,l';?fffp;n O H)é)
e 7 gt T

QlpT{a+1)
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or

() (72) — () (7))
X+ o r+ @*r (
p* BT (o +B+1)

1 g
om0 = =)o) s

IA

T;H—ﬁ _ ,L.{X-Fﬁ (- 7:1)‘”[3‘ Flm— ,L.l|a+[3>

p—1 p—1
eP 2—epr "

1 () .
+p“F(a)/T (72— )% 2(5)|1x(s) ds+ ]|

1

Lot Hetrte |K|pTn Py N 6| Prh N 1
poth INa+p—y+1) ptr(a+B+u+1) T(a+pB+1)

(1272 ()| + |81 | (&) +1%P [ (1)] )

p—1
p U

p—1
a, 5, a
TZ e P - T] e

IK|[8[p%e 7 T |e||5|é”e”p15}

mr(l—y) ~ pHL(u+1) QpeT(a+1)

On the other hand, we get
(D% ax)(r2) — (CD*PQx)(1))]
(5= 5)P " = (71 = )P 1| (0() + 9 ) x(5)| + @) D P x(s)] ) ds

1 T
= DPT(B) J

15

+Pﬁ11(lg) /:2(7:2 — s)ﬁ—l (G(S) + 0 (s)|x(s)| + gD(s)|C@a7Px(s)|> ds+|x(1)x(1) — x(71)x(71)]

1

B L "
+<pa+ﬁma+ 5= ) (19T (014 09(s) |+ 0(5) D x(s) ) s

6|
TP BT (at f u)

1 1 a+B— o,
gy Jp 0 (06 0O+ 0D x(5)] ) ds

§ a,
| E=9 P (09 + 9 (5)x(5)|+ 0(5) D x(s) ) ds

K m o=l g e
b [ ) ) s s

] § po1ie_g _
bt o € E T (sl
p—1 p—1
Ly L [K||3]p%e " " |0]|3|EHe 7 °
g [T 01— ds +
6%72 ep,;lﬁ
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PIEPT (1 P — (ry— )P+ o — 1P + | (m)x() — (T

pPL(B+1)
Lot etrtet |k|pTn**HPY n (LSl + 1
path Lla+p-y+1) piT(a+B+u+1) T(a+p+1)
p—1 p—1
) k||8|pTe » T |6]|5|EHe P
(IR ()| 4[4 [ (B)] 4 1% (1) )+ Mu—w |p’LF|(u+1)
e%rz—e%rl
Q|
Hence,
|9x(72) — Qx(71)]le
O+ r+ Q' (| _atB _atB a+p a+h
- B L _
< poc+[51“(06-l-l3-l-1)(T2 g (2=m) ‘+|T2 Al )

1 gl _q o
+par(a>/0 (72— 5)* " = (71— )| [x(s)]x(s5)|ds
o [ (@ =) ) ) + |81 [ 7 — e
per(a) /o
n o+ 0*r+ @*r ’K‘p}/naﬂi—y ’9‘€a+[3+u . 1
poth Tla+B—y+1)  prL(a+B+u+1) T(a+B+1)
p—1
1N
a=vp a+it,p ap |x||8|p¥e P
+(IK\I lx(m)|+[6]1 x(&)|+1 X(l)DH—nYF(l—V)
p—1 p—1
plgy |tHe P 2 —1d% P !
ol18jgHe > = |2 : C YT 5 p p p
+P“F(N+1) 1Q|poT (o +1) pBT(B+1) ('TZ 1 —(m—n)’[+[n Tll)
B o'+ o r+o*r ]K’pYnaJrﬁ—Y ‘9’§a+ﬁ+u
) X(TI)X(TI)H{ poth (F(a+ﬁ—7+1) P (o +B+u+1)

+m) (IRl )]+ (1142 (8] + 1% (1))

p—1 —1
er T —e P T

+

nr(l—-y)  ptO(u+1) [o1

-1 -1
[xl[8]p7e"7 " re||6|é”e"ﬂ‘5}
The right hand side of the above inequality tend to zero as 7, — 7j, which implies that || Qx(1) —
Qx(71)|jle — 0 as 7o — 7. As a result of Steps I, II and III together with the Arzela-Ascoli
theorem, we conclude that Q is completely continuous.

Step IVA={x€ C:x=v9x,0 < v <1} is bounded (A priori bounds).
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Let x € A. Then x = vQux. From (H3), for any ¢ € [0, 1], one can get the estimates
() (1)] = [0(2) ()]

1 ! oa+p— a,
< Samria sy b 10 (60 H 00+ 00) D x(s)l) s

1 Lopty
bt o €7 = T ()] (o) s+ 1]+

1

p°T(a) QlpeT(a+1)

x ( paw_yr'('i 57 [ =987 (0(5)+ 6(6)x(5)|+ 99D x(5)1 ) ds
+ paww'& ) /0 (& gyerbruct (0(5) + 0()1x(s)| + 9(s)[ D x(s)! ) ds
T (=991 (0(5) 4 9 (5) + 9(5) D™ x(5)) ds
o o € T =9 ) (o) as

bt [ = ) s

1 Lopt _
tsarra b €7 O T Ol +

k||8lpYe’s ™ |6]|3|E e’
-y p“F(uH))

L O T <|sz|p“r<a+1>+1 KlpnFr | [elg P )
~Qp2tr(a+1) \ T(a+p+1)  T(a+p—y+1) ptT(a+B+u+1)

r

TQlp T (a+1)

((IQ\P“F(OH D)+ DIP ()] + [P ()| + |9!1°‘+“”’|x(§)|>

p—1 p—1
9] K|p?e P T |0]EHe P © .,
Q[T (a+ 1)\ nT(1—7) pur(u+1)+|§2!p T(ot+1)
=\ (G*+¢*r—|— (p*r)+A2r+A57 (3.14)

and

(€D P ax)(1)] = [v(CD“P Q) (r)|

1 1 B ap
= pBF(ﬁ)/o (1-s)” 1(G(S)+¢(S)|x(s>|+‘/’(s)‘cg X(S)|> ds+ | x(t)[]x(1)]
1 K| n By o
+@ <pa+ﬁ—yr(a+[3 —Y)/o (n—s)*HP7 1(G(S)+¢(S)’X(S)|+(p(s)lc@ px(s)]) ds
16|

§ o B a
bt s b €9 (0 H OO+ 0D x5 ) ds

1 1 o _ o,
iy b 00 (GO O+ o) D x(s)l) s
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K nop=lin o e
+p7’1‘“—((’x—y)/o e 7 M) (1 — )% | (5)]x(s)|ds
0 § polig_g _
+Poc+u1|“((|x+u)/o e 7 CT(E —5) @ty (5)][x(s)|ds
p—1 p—1
1 ey O k||8|pTe P T |0]|5|E e P °
+—/ 2 1—s)% ds+
pera o ¢ 7 OO e ()

o +¢'rotr 1Qp* |K|p > FY N |6]g*HPrm N 1
QpotE  \T(B+1) T(a+B-v+1) ptl(a+f+u+1) T(a+p+1)

r . _
] (!Q!x + [k [I7TTP ()| + [B[1% TP |1 (E)] +I“’p!x(1)!>

8| [ Ixlpre’ ™ |olgke"s
] (nml v p“F(u+1>>
= A3(0"+ 0" r+ @ r)+Agr+ Ag. (3.15)
Thus, from (3.14) and (3.15), we obtain
19x]le < (A1 4+A3) (0" + 0" r+ 0" r)+ (A2 +Aa)r+As+Ag := N < 0.

This implies that A is bounded. By use of the assumptions of Theorem 3.2, we conclude that

there exists a positive constant N such that ||x||e <N < . By use of the Schaefer fiexd point

theorem (Theorem 2.12), we have that Q has at least one fixed point, which is a solution of

problem (1.1). This completes the proof. U
4. ULAM STABILITY RESULTS

In this section, we investigate some necessary and sufficient conditions for the UH stable,
generalized UH stable, UHR stable and generalized UHR stable of problem (1.1).
First, we present two lemmas that will be used in the proofs of the main theorems.

Lemma 4.1. If z € E! satisfies inequality (2.6), then z is a solution of the following inequality
lz(t) — (Qz) ()| < A1ge, 0<e<l, 4.1)

where A\ is given by (3.4).

Proof. From Remark 2.9, Lemma 2.10 and (3.1), we obtain

|2(2) = (Q2) (1))

! ) gatB
< pOH'BF(Ot—i—ﬁ)/() e’ (1—s) |g(s)|ds
! Ly /n Pt (n—s) o+p—y-1
- d
Tlalper(a 1) (pa+wr<a+/3—y> Lo =) 5(s)lds

61

+P°‘+B“‘F(0€ +B+u)

& oo
e e P g () s
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1,
! /0 epTl(l_s)(l —5)otB-1 |g(s)|ds>

e P (ot )
1 QpT(at )1
= ]Q|p2a+ﬁr(a+1)< I'(a+B) /o (1=9)% g s)ds

[k|p? n a+f—y—
+m/o (n—s)* P g(s)|ds

|9| s o+B+pu—
iy Bl At 1'("’“)"“)

< £ QP T(a+1)+1  |k|pTn®HF~Y n 6|5 FHm
~Qp2thr(a+1) \ T(a+p+1)  T(a+f—y+1) pil(a+B+u+1))’

from which inequality (4.1) is obtained. U

Lemma 4.2. Let z € E! be a solution of inequality (2.9) and (Hy) hold. Then z satisfies the
inequality
lz(1) — (Qz)(1)| < vy (e, 0<e<l, 4.2)

where

K18 1Py (1) + [T B0y (£) + TPy (1))

1% (
vy (1) = 19TP Py (1) +

. (43
QlpeT(at 1) )
Proof. From Lemma 2.10 and (3.1), we obtain
|2(2) = (Q2)(1)]
1 Lo (i) a1
< P — d
< e e s)las
p—1
% v x| T ) yarBor-
P in — vl d
+|Q|p“F(O€—|—1) (p“+ﬁ—7’l"(a+[3—y)/o ¢ (n—s) |g(s)|ds
Id /é () o+B+p—1
— d
+pa+B+'uF(a+B+u) 0 e (é S) |g(S)| s
1 GRS -
s 1— Oﬂ+ﬁ 1 d
e ry 1 A LSO  SOI2
o
< [jatBp ! atB-v,p
= 1 ‘l’g(f)+ |.Q.|paF(OC—|—1) (|K|I ‘l’g(n)
HOIIT PPy (E) + 1% PPy (1) e,
from which inequality (4.2) is obtained. U

Theorem 4.3. Assume that (H), (Hy) and [(A1 + A3)(a} +a3) + A2 + As] < 1 hold, where A,
(i=1,2,3,4) are given by (3.4)-(3.7), respectively. Then (1.1) is UH stable and consequently
generalized UH stable.
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Proof. Let z € E! be a solution of (2.6) and let x be the unique solution of (1.1). By applying
the triangle inequality, |u —v| < |u| 4 |v|, and Lemma 4.1, we have

_ 1 tepT_l(t_s) — )2 B £(s x(5),CD M P x(s))ds
)~ BT JA (=) £(5,x(5),.“D P x(s))d

t — _
- / o7 ) (t — )% x(s)ds — 57

p2T () Jo
p—1
1% 7' K LY ST o Cop
_on‘r(a+l) (pa+B—7r(a+ﬁ_y)/() er (n_s)ochB = f(s,x(5), "D " x(s))ds
] § ptpp B _‘
+Pa+ﬁ+ul“(a+ﬁ+#)/o e 7 CT(E — )PP £(5,x(5), “D " x(s)) ds
1 o
_p“+ﬂr1(a +B) / 7 (71— ) £ (s x(5), D P x(5))ds
0
KX n oplip_g o
_m/o e 7 1 =" T x(s)ds
0x S el .
_Pa+uF(Oc+u)/() e EI(E — )% x(s)ds
+ L9 (1 ) y(5)d +K5pyepp_ln oogre’s ¢
*I'(a) Jo VST —y) T oIt 1)

)
—|Z() (Qz)(r) + (Q2) (1) — (x)(2)]
<z(t) = (Q2) ()| + 1(Q2) (1) — () (2)|
< Are+ (A1 +A3)(a] +a3) + Aa+ A |z(t) — x(2)].

This yields that

A€
1— [(A1+A3)(a; +a3) + Ao+ Ay

|2() —x(1)] <

Ay
1= [(A1+A3) (@] +a3)+Ar+As]

By setting 0y = we end up with

|2(1) = x(1)] < @ye.

Hence, problem (1.1) is UH stable. Moreover, if we set yr(€) = wre, with y;(0) = 0, then
(1.1) is generalized UH stable. The proof is completed. 0

Theorem 4.4. If the assumptions (Hy)-(Hs) and [(A1 + Az)(a] +a3) + Ax + A4] < 1 are satis-
fied, where A; (i =1,2,3,4) are given by (3.4)-(3.7), respectively, then (1.1) is UHR stable and
consequently generalized UHR stable.
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Proof. Let z € E! be a solution of (2.9) and let x be the unique solution of (1.1). By applying
the triangle inequality and Lemma 4.1, we get

(1) —x(7)]

— _ 1 tngil(t*S) — )% Bl (5 x(s %P x(s))ds

=)~ s (¢ =)0 £(5,x(5), ‘D" Px(5))d
1 ! pT_l(z—s) a— _ pT_lf

+p°‘l"( )/ e (t —5)* 1y (s)x(s)ds — Se

105

— K T ety o aatB-y-1 Ca%P
QpoT(a+1) <p°‘+ﬁ‘7’F(Oz+B—y)/() e’ (n—s) f(5,x(s),“D " x(s))ds

0 § p-1ig_g _ :
e T (a Bt >/ e 7 F7(E — )P £(s,x(s),“D P x(s)) ds

~TITB (1 ) (s (), P x(s))ds
n p-1 s oy
—W]M/O en T —s)* 7 g (s)x(s)ds
0

& p-1
T (s

e 7 (1 =)y (s)x(s)ds + KdpTe " 08EHe T )‘
= [z(2) = (Q2)(2) + (Q2) (2) — () ()]

< Jz(1) = () ()| + 1(Q2) (1) — () (1)
< vy, (e +[(Ar+As)(a) +a3) + Ao+ Ag [2(t) —x(2)],

+
nr(l—y)  pHI(n+1)

where vy, () is defined by (4.3). This implies that

vy, (1)€
1= [(A1+A3)(a; +a3) + Ay + A4

[2() —x(1)] <

1
1-[(A1+A3) (@ +a5) +Ar+As]

By setting @y s = we get the following inequality

|2(2) —x(2)] < @y, revy, (1)

Hence, (1.1) is UHR stable. Moreover, if yy(t) = €vy, (¢) with y;(0) = 0, then (1.1) is gener-
alized UHR stable. The proof is completed. 0

5. EXAMPLES

In this section, we present two examples, which illustrate the validity and applicability of our
main results.
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Example S.1. Consider the following problem

—1
o0 (C@"'”” + l—zrzeppf) x(1) = f(1,x(0).CDOT09%(1)), 1 €[o,1]
x(0)=0.2, x(1)=3D%409%(0.3) 4 51°1:99%(0.8).

(5.1)

Here  =0.7,3=0.5,y=04,u=0.1,0=09,6 =02, k=3,0 =5and N =0.3,and & =
0.8. From the given data, we can utilize Maple to obtain that Q ~ —5.7352 # 0, A ~ 2.2786,
Ap ~ 0.3011, A3 ~2.2433, A4 ~ 0.0833 and % = sup,¢(o ;| % (1)| = 0.0559. Let f be defined
by

9¢! [« 4 1yl

ta ) :2t3+ : + . .
fit, %) 10(1+5) 4+ "52+02 y[+5

For x1, x2, y1, y2 € R, we have

9e ! 4
t — f(t < |x — — | — .
|f(t,x1,51) = f(t,x2,2)] < 20075 [x1 y1|+25(1+t)2 X2 — 2
Then we have a () = % and ay(t) = ﬁ with a} = 0.045, a5 = 0.04. Hence

(A1 +A3)(a] +a3) + A+ Aq =~ 0.7687562847 < 1.
This ensures the existence of unique solution for system (5.1) according to Theorem 3.1. Fur-
thermore, we can compute
Ay
0f = — ~ 9.853696958 > 0.
Tl = (A +A3)(a) +ab) + A+ Ag)]

Thus, by use of Theorem 4.3, (5.1) is UH stable and consequently generalized UH stable.

Example 5.2. Consider the following problem

-1
C5)0.4,0.35 (C@O.S,O.BS + ée"p(ﬂrl)z) x(1) = f(hx(t)’c@0.8,0.35)(@)’ t€[0,1]
x(0) =0.5, x(1) =5994:035x(0.25) 4 41°1.0-35x(0.5).

(5.2)

Here  =0.8, 3 =04,y=045u4=0.1,0=0.35,6=0.5,k=5,0=4,1=025and { =

O 5. From the given data, we can utilize Maple to obtain that Q ~ —5.0121 # 0, A| = 9.5876,
~ 0.5411, A3 ~ 4.2844, A4 ~ 0.0057 and ¥ = sup,c[o 1 |x(*)| ~ 0.0024. Let f be defined

by

4 | 5 1yl

1,x,y) = 41> + : + : .
AGRS) (t+10)2 2+ " 4G5+0)2 [y +5

For x1, x2, y1, y2 € R, it follows that

2¢ 1
’f(t7x17yl)_f(t7x27y2)|§m| 1= )’1|+ (5+I)2| 2~ y2|
Then a; (1) = ﬁ and ay (1) = 4(5+t)2 with aj = 0.02, a5 = 0.01. Hence

(A1 +A3)(d} +a5) + Ay + Ay ~ 0.9630031194 < 1.
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The hypothesis (H3) is also valid with (1) = 4%, ¢ (t) = 2¢ 2 and @(t) = 7=—. In virtue

(t+10)2° 4(5+1)?
of Theorem 3.2, we have the existence of a solution for (5.2). Furthermore, we can compute
1
~ 27.02930582 > 0.

[0} =
VI = (A +As) (@ +ab) + Mg+ As)]
Thus, by use of Theorem 4.4, (5.2) is UHR stable and consequently generalized UHR stable.
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