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Abstract

In this article, we prove a Lyapunov-type inequality for a fractional differential equation
under mixed boundary conditions. As applications, we deduce nonexistence results for some
fractional boundary value problems. Moreover, we obtain numerical approximations of a
lower bound for the eigenvalues of the corresponding equations.
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1 Introduction

The well-known Lyapunov result states that if a nontrivial solution to the boundary value
problem

u’ () +gu@) =0, a<t<b,
u(a) =ub) =0

exists, where g : [a, b] — R is a continuous function, then

fb| Oldt > —
> —.
a § b—a

By now, this result and its extensions have been found to be useful, e.g., in oscillation
theory, disconjugacy, eigenvalue problems, and many other theories based on differential
and difference equations (see [1-7] and the references therein).

Together with the rising popularity of fractional operators, which are interesting because of
their non-local character allowing us to model non-local or time dependent processes, many
modifications of the Lyapunov inequality appeared. The first work in this direction is due to
Ferreira [8], who derived a Lyapunov-type inequality for differential equations depending on
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the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative. For other, similar works we refer the reader to
[9-14].

Motivated by the above works as well as useful applications of Lyapunov’s inequalities,
we focus here on the Katugampola fractional differential equation with mixed boundary
conditions. More precisely, we consider the fractional boundary value problem

Dqu(t)—i—g(t)u(t):O, a<t<b, 1l<a=<?2, (1.1)
u(a) =u'(b) =0, (1.2)

where DZf denotes the Katugampola fractional derivative of order « and g : [a, b] — R
is a continuous function. The Katugampola fractional derivative was chosen because it gen-
eralizes two other fractional operators: the Riemann—Liouville and the Hadamard fractional
derivatives. The main goal of this work is to obtain a Lyapunov-type inequality for the above
fractional boundary value problem and to present applications to demonstrate the effective-
ness of this inequality.

2 Preliminaries

Before presenting the main results, let us start by recalling the concept of Katugampola
fractional operators which was introduced in 2014 by Udita Katugampola. For more details,
we refer to [15, 16].

Definition 2.1 Leta > 0, p > 0, —o0 < a < b < 00. The operators

wp pl—a t .Ep—l

L 1) = dr,

a0 F(a)/a e e
pl—oz b .L.p—l

LY f@) = f(@ydr,

L) J; (zr —1P)l=e
for t € (a, b), are called the left-sided and right sided Katugampola integrals of fractional
order «, respectively. The operators % P P and I b P are well defined in L? (a, b), p=>1

Definition2.2 Leta >0, p >0, n =[a]+ 1, 0 <a <t < b < co. The operators

d\" n a,
a+ f(t)_< E) pf(t)

o _ d " n—o
Dyl f() = <—f1 pa) =P f(),

fort € (a, b), are called the left-sided and right-sided Katugampola derivatives of fractional
order «, respectively.

The Katugampola derivative generalizes two other fractional operators by introducing a
new parameter p > 0 in the definition. Indeed, if we take p — 1, we have the Riemann—
Liouville fractional derivative i.e.,

llmDapf(t)—(i) 1 t f(@)

dt) Tn—a) ), (t —1)*—ntl

Moreover, if we take p — 07, we get the Hadamard fractional derivative, i.e.,

wp B 1 i n/z< t)ﬂ—()t—l dl
hm D, f(t) = 7F(n—(x) (tdt> ) logt f(t)t.

@ Springer



120 B. tupiriska

The higher order Katugampola fractional operators satisfy the following properties, which
were precisely discussed and proven in [17].

1. fa >0,0>0and A > —1 then

. (zﬂ —ap>’\ TG+ (:P —aﬂ>““
at 0 FA+a+1) o '

2. Forp >0, « >0, A >a — 1, we have

o P —a’\* TGO+ (1P —af "
at 0 T T(A+1—a) 0

3. fn—1<a<nneN,p>0then

—af i—n+o
LDl f() = <z)+Zc,( ; ) ,

i=0

where ¢; are real constants.
4. Ifa >0, p>0and f € LP(a, b) then

DILIZ  f() = f(b).

3 Main results

In this section we prove a necessary condition for the existence of a solution to the boundary
value problem with Katugampola derivative of order 1 < o < 2.

3.1 Integral representation of the solution

We start by writing (1.1)—(1.2) in its equivalent integral form.

Theorem 3.1 The function u € Cla, b] is a solution to the boundary value problem (1.1)—
(1.2) if and only if u is a solution to the integral equation

b
u(t) :/G(t,s)g(s)u(s)ds, 3.1

a

where the Green function G is given by

bP — gP\ 27« B
p'—e (b,, ap) (t* —ar)", a<t<s<b,
t, 5P =S
Ge. 5 = F( ) b? —a” 2 a—1 a—1
o ; (t"—a") —(t”—s”) ,a<s<t<bhb.
-5
3.2)

Proof The general solution to (1.1) is

P — aP\%! P — aP\*2 o
u(t):q( 5 ) +c2< p > — 1537 (g (Du(®)).
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Taking the derivative of u, we obtain

1

, B plfa ) ol .Epfl J
u(r) = “T@) (a — )Pft mg(f)u(f) T

3 )071 tp _ ap a—2 p71 3 tp _ ap a—3
+ci(a — 1)t +ctP" (e —2) .
o o

Using the boundary conditions (1.2), we get ¢ = 0 and

bl — qP)2—« p—1
¢l = ( a’) / G zrp)z_ag(r)u(t) dr.

IN'a)
Therefore,
!
]—0( bP — aP\2—«a w1l a1 1
u(r) = T(a )[/ [(bp — fp> (1P —a”)" = (1" —1") ]r" g(Du(r)dr
b

P _ gP\2—a
+ / (Zp_fp)z (f"—ap)""lr"—lgu)u(r)dr],

t

which concludes the proof. O

3.2 Green function estimates

Theorem 3.2 The function G defined by (3.2) satisfies the following properties:
1. G(t,s) =0 fort €la,b], s € la,b];

l—acpo _ 4P
2. max G(t,s) =G(s,s5) < M P—l(bp _ S,o)a—z.
t€la,b] F(a)

Proof First we prove the positivity of G. For ¢t < s it is obvious, but for s < ¢ we can rewrite
G in the form

pl=e¢ T /bP — P\ P — P e o
B N e
g a—1
P -1 bp_Sp) p_ P\l _ p_p“—‘]
L [(bp_ap (" =)™ — (1" = 57)
_ pl o o — qf
N F(oc) (b/’ —a/’)
X (b/’ —Sp)a*l _ <(fp —s7)(b” —ap)>a_1:|
P — qPf
_ pl—a P — qP
a F(oz) (bp —ap>

x| (b7 —s7)* " = (bﬂ - (ap G _ij)_(ii_ ap)))a_l} .

v
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Let us note that

P — gP)(bP — aP
s”<ap+(s af)(b a)<

< — <, (3.3)

because the following inequalities hold:

(SP — aﬂ)(bﬂ — ['0) >0

tP — qP
and

(P —sP)(b" —a”) -
P — P -

0.

Therefore G(¢, s) > 0 also for s < t.
Now, we show that G(t,s) < G(s,s). First, let us take the interval a <t < s < b.
Differentiating G with respect to t we get

2—a -2
0G _ p =) gy (0 5P —at)\
at I'w) bP —arf

This means that the function G with respect to ¢ is increasing on the given interval. We
conclude

G(t,s) <G(s,s) for a<t<s<bh. 3.4

Now, we turn our attention to the function G on the interval a < s < t < b. We start by
fixing an arbitrary s € [a, b]. Differentiating G with respect to t we have

at ') bP — ar
2— a—2
_p a(a_l)s"flt"fl tP —af
I'a) bP — ar

x |:(b/’ P2 _ <(f" G a"))“z}

tP — aP

2— a—2
_r Y(a — l)s”_ltp_l tP —aPf
I'w) bP — arf

oa—2
X |:(bp — SP)Ol—Z _ <b/0 _ (ap + (s” _Z:)_(bai_ ap))) :| .

Since the inequalities (3.3) hold, it follows that % < 0. Therefore, the function G with

respect to ¢ is decreasing on the given interval. We get

G(t,s) <G(s,s) for a<s<t<b. 3.5)

From (3.4) to (3.5) we infer
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A

I—a o op\ a2
_"p p—1 (DF = o _ p\¥—1
G(t.5) = Gls,9) = [ (bp_a,,) (s —a”)
l—a(pp _ 4P
L Y ma) (b7 —a )spfl(bp S

- ['(a)

forall ¢, s € [a, b].
The proof is completed. O

3.3 A Lyapunov-type inequality

We are ready to state and prove our main results in the Banach space Cla, b] with the
maximum norm ||u| = max |u(?)].
tela,b]

Theorem 3.3 If a nontrivial continuous solution of the fractional boundary value prob-
lem (1.1)—(1.2) exists, where g is a real and continuous function, then

()

b
f sPTHBP — 5P)* 2 g(s)| ds >
a

Proof 1t follows from Theorem 3.1 that the solution of the fractional boundary value prob-
lem (1.1)—(1.2) satisfies the integral equation (3.1). Thus,

b
lu()] < /G(I,S)Ig(S)IIM(S)Ids, 1 €la,b].

a

Using the estimation of the function G which was obtained in Theorem 3.2 we get

l—a b
p Y DP —a”) _ _
llull < 7||u||/ s BP — 572 g ()] ds.
() a
Thus, we have
b
r
/ S’O_l(bp _ s")"‘_2|g(s)|ds > () )
s Pl (bP — ar)
The proof is completed. O

Note that taking p = 1 in Theorem 3.3 we have Lyapunov’s inequality with the Riemman—
Liouville fractional derivative Dy, .

Corollary 3.4 If a nontrivial continuous solution of the fractional boundary value problem
Di u(t)+gMu(t) =0, a<t<b, 1 <a <2,
u(a) =u'(b) =0,

exists, where g is a real and continuous function, then

b
/ b — " )g(s)] ds = —2.
a b a

Moreover, taking o — 07 in Theorem 3.3 we have Lyapunov’s inequality with the
Hadamard fractional derivative 7/ D% .
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Corollary 3.5 If a nontrivial continuous solution of the fractional boundary value problem
BDY ut)+gu@)=0,a<t<b, 1 <a <2,
u(a) =u'(b) =0,

exists, where g is a real and continuous function, then
b b\ ds _ T(a)
In — g — = —-.
a N N In z

4 Applications

In this section, we apply the results on the Lyapunov-type inequality obtained previously to
study the nonexistence of solutions for certain fractional boundary value problems.

Theorem 4.1 If

I'a)

P =) b

b
/ sPTIBP = sP)Y 2 g(s)ds <

then (1.1)—(1.2) has no nontrivial solution.

Proof Assume the contrary, i.e., (1.1)—(1.2) has a nontrivial solution u#. By Theorem 3.3, we
obtain

b
r
/ 1B — P g ()l ds = g
a p'=*(bP —aP)
which contradicts assumption (4.1). ]

The other application is that we derive an estimation related to the eigenvalue of the
corresponding equation by using our Lyapunov-type inequality (3.6). For given A € R, we
consider the following boundary value problem:

:Djfu(r) Fau(t)=0,a<t<b l<a<2, “2)

u(a) = u'(b) =0.
If (4.2) admits a nontrivial solution u;,, we say that X is an eigenvalue of (4.2).

Corollary 4.2 If ) is an eigenvalue of (4.2), then

A= @ = Dl @) (bp fap) :

Proof Since A is an eigenvalue of (4.2), it has a nontrivial solution u;. According to Theo-
rem 3.3, we get

')
Pl —ar)’
Therefore, calculating the integral by using the substitution b — s” = ¢, we obtain
B —a”*t T
pla—1) = ple@r —ar)’

which is the desired result. O

b
|A|/ sPTHBP — sP)* 2 ds >
a

2]
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Fig.1 Graph of the function
Cq,pfora e (1,2]and p =1,2 2 C ”
o,
1.5
1
0s Ca,1
01 1.2 1.4 1.8 1.8 2
a € (1,2]

Example 4.3 Let us consider the following problem:

DY u(t) +du(t) =0, 1 <t <2, l <a <2,

4.3
u(l)=u'(2) =0. *3)
By Corollary 4.2, if a continuous solution to (4.3) exists, then necessarily
0 o
A - nr . 4.4
Al > (a )(a)<2p_1> 4.4)

Note that the existence of solutions depends on the parameters «, A and p. Indeed, for p = 1
inequality (4.4) is satisfied if and only if

[A] > Cq,1 = (@ — DI'(a),
and for p — 0 we have
[A] > Cq.0 := (@ — DI (e)(In2)7%.

The Fig. 1 shows the behavior of Cy , (0 = 1, 2) with respect to a € (1, 2) (Fig. 1).

Moreover, let A = 0.5. If we take o = 1.25, then inequality (4.4) is satisfied if and only
if p > 0. Hence, in this case, a solution to (4.3) may exist for all values of p for which the
Katugampola derivative is defined. Now, let us choose o = 1.5. In this case inequality (4.4)
is satisfied if and only if p > 0.7893. Therefore, for p = 1, a solution to (4.3) may exist
but for p — 07 it does not. Finally, for « = 1.95, inequality (4.4) is satisfied if and only if
p > 1.79. In particular, for p = 1 and p — 0" a solution to (4.3) does not exist.
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