Ahmad et al. Boundary Value Problems (2016) 2016:205 0 BOU nda ry Va | ue PrOblemS

DOI 10.1186/513661-016-0713-5

a SpringerOpen Journal

RESEARCH Open Access

CrossMark

Existence results for sequential fractional
integro-differential equations with nonlocal
multi-point and strip conditions

Bashir Ahmad'”, Sotiris K Ntouyas'?, Ravi P Agarwal® and Ahmed Alsaedi'

“Correspondence:
bashirahmad_gau@yahoo.com
'Nonlinear Analysis and Applied
Mathematics (NAAM) - Research
Group, Department of Mathematics,
Faculty of Science, King Abdulaziz
University, PO. Box 80203, Jeddah,
21589, Saudi Arabia

Full list of author information is
available at the end of the article

@ Springer

Abstract

In this paper we investigate a new kind of nonlocal multi-point boundary value
problem of Caputo type sequential fractional integro-differential equations involving
Riemann-Liouville integral boundary conditions. Several existence and uniqueness
results are obtained via suitable fixed point theorems. Some illustrative examples are
also presented. The paper concludes with some interesting observations.
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1 Introduction

Fractional differential equations arise in many engineering and scientific disciplines such
as physics, chemistry, aerodynamics, electrodynamics of complex medium or polymer
rheology. In fact, the tools of fractional calculus have considerably improved the math-
ematical modeling of many real world problems. It has been mainly due to the fact that
fractional-order operators provide an excellent instrument for the description of memory
and hereditary properties of various materials and processes. For theoretical development
and applications of the subject, we refer the reader to the books [1-3] and a series of papers
[4-14], and the references cited therein.

Sequential fractional differential equations are also found to be of much interest [15,
16]. In fact, the concept of sequential fractional derivative is closely related to the non-
sequential Riemann-Liouville derivatives; for details, see [17]. In [18], the authors stud-
ied different kinds of boundary value problems involving sequential fractional differential
equations. In a recent article [19], the existence of solutions for higher-order sequential
fractional differential inclusions with nonlocal three-point boundary conditions was dis-
cussed.

In this paper, we investigate the existence and uniqueness of solutions for a sequential
fractional differential equation of the form

(ch + chq_l)x(t) :f(t,x(t),CDﬁx(t),I”x(t)), t€[0,1,2<¢g<3,0<8,y <1,k>0,

(1.1)
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subject to nonlocal multi-point and Riemann-Liouville type integral boundary conditions:

x(0) =0, x'(0) =0,

1 (1.2)

m N (n—
Za,x(g‘,»):k/ %x(s)ds, §>1,0<n< < <&n<],
i=1 0

where °D") denotes the Caputo derivatives of fractional order (-), I) denotes the Riemann-
Liouville integral of fractional order (-), f : [0,1] x R* — R is a given continuous function,
and A, a;, i = 1,...,m are real constants.

Here we emphasize that the coupling of nonlocal multi-point and Riemann-Liouville
type strip condition considered on an arbitrary segment (0, ) C [0,1] can be interpreted as
the linear combination of the values of the unknown function at nonlocal points ¢; € (0,1)
is proportional to the strip contribution of the unknown function. The consideration of
the sequential fractional integro-differential equation (1.1) together with multi-point cum
strip condition makes the problem (1.1)-(1.2) new.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we establish a basic result that
lays the foundation for defining a fixed point problem equivalent to the given problem
(1.1)-(1.2). The main results, based on Banach’s contraction mapping principle, Krasnosel-
skii’s fixed point theorem and nonlinear alternative of Leray-Schauder type, are obtained
in Section 3. Illustrating examples are discussed in Section 4, while Section 5 contains
some interesting observations.

2 Background material
This section is devoted to some fundamental concepts of fractional calculus [20] and a
basic lemma related to the linear variant of the given problem.

Definition 2.1 The fractional integral of order o with the lower limit zero for a function
@ is defined as

aypye L[ _96)
Iso(t)—r(a)/o (t_s)lfads’ t>0,0>0,

provided the right-hand side is point-wise defined on [0, c0), where I'(-) is the gamma
function, which is defined by I'(@) = [~ t*~'e~" dit.

Definition 2.2 The Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order o >0, n -1 <o < n,
n €N, is defined as

o o — 1 (AN [ e
Do*(p(t)_l“(n—a)<dt) /(;(t s) o(s)ds, t>0,

where the function ¢ has absolutely continuous derivative up to order (n —1).

Definition 2.3 The Caputo derivative of order « for a function ¢ : [0,00) — R can be

written as

n-1
t
‘D¢(t) = Dy, ((p(t) - E Fgo(k)(O)>, t>0,n—-1l<a<n
k!
k=0
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Remark 2.4 If ¢(f) € C"[0, 00), then

¢y 1 ! (p(n)(s) n-a (1)
D%p(t) = o —a) s ds=I"%p"(t), t>0,n-l<a<n.
_ o (t—

To define the solution for problem (1.1)-(1.2), we consider the following lemma dealing
with the linear variant of (1.1)-(1.2).

Lemma 2.1 For any y € C([0,1],R), a function x € C3([0,1],R) is a solution of linear se-
quential fractional differential equation

(‘D7 + kDT )x(2) = y(2), (2.1)

subject to the boundary conditions (1.2) if and only if

Ckt-1+e™ "= peeo [T (T @)
- T{Afo o (L ([ ) an)
m G S (s—1)72
— . k(Zi—s)
;:1 a,/(; e ( TG y(r)dt) ds} (2.2)

t k() K (S_.L.)q—Z )

where

m

= i\KGi — k) k! _n_a ! o1 ks >
A_;al(kéz l+e ) F(8)<5(8+1) 8+/0(77 )’ eds) #0. (2.3)

Proof As argued in [18], the general solution of the equation (2.1) can be written as

s—1)i?

b b t s
x(£) = boe ™ + ?1 (1-e)+ k—i(kt ~1+e )+ /o e k=) (/0 (F(qi—l)y(ﬂ df) ds.
(2.4)

Using the data x(0) = 0,4'(0) = 0 given by (1.2) in (2.4), we find that by = 0 and b; = 0.
Thus (2.4) takes the form

w0 = (k1) + [t ([ (‘q’_)ql_;y(w dr)ds (25)

Using the condition /") ax(£;) = A [ (”;2;)71 x(s) ds in (2.5), we obtain

~ k2 n (}7 _5)8—1 s ks—1) T (‘L’ _ C())4172
i X[A/o re) (/0 ¢ ( o T(q-D y(‘”)d‘”) dt) “

_Zai /OQ e‘k(fz‘—5>( OS —(;(_qr_)ql)zy(t)dr) ds},
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where A is given by (2.3). Substituting the value of b, in (2.5), we get the solution (2.2).
The converse follows by direct computation. This completes the proof. d

In the next lemma, we present some estimates that we need in the sequel.

Lemma 2.2 Fory € C([0,1], R) with ||y|| = sup,cjoq 17(£)| we have
) 1Sy S (o e O fy S () doo) ) ds| < s Gk + e = 1))
(11 | la,fo’ —kH(fo ;(;‘12 r)dt)ds|<z arilea 1(1— ) b
(iid) | f e 9 (fy 425 y(f)df)dSIE w1 -yl

Proof (i) Obviously

/T (‘L’ _ a))q—Z doo o tq—l
o Tlg-1) " T

and

s q—l q-1 s q-1
/ Mol g S ke g2 S 1-e™).
0 T(g)  ~ T(q) Jo kT (q)

Hence,
-1 s T -2
/O "%( /O e—k<s—r>< O %y(w) dw) df> ds
—S)B -l 171 —ks
||y||/ o) (kr( )>( me)ds

-1 77q—l n ks nq+5—2 i
=01 (i) ) 0= )4= Rgrg 06+ -0

The proofs of (ii) and (iii) are similar. The proof is completed. (I

3 Existence and uniqueness results
This section is devoted to the main results concerning the existence and uniqueness of
solutions for the problem (1.1)-(1.2). First of all, we fix our terminology.

Let X = {x:x € C([0,1],R) and °Dfx € C([0,1],R)} denotes the space equipped with the
norm ||xlx = |||l + [|°DP x| = sup,co; |%(E)] + sup,c(o 1 [°DPx(2)|. Observe that (X, || - [Ix) is
a Banach space.

Using Lemma 2.1, we introduce an operator F : X — X as follows:

—kt 5— s
oA

! (t _a))qu cnpf
x </0 mf(w,x(w), D x(w),l”x(a))) dw) dt) ds

" G -2
- e *Gi=s) i N y >
E al/O <f0 r,(q_l)f(T,x(r), DPx(t),I x(t)) dr ds}

t o s (S— r)q—2
k(t—s) cnb 14
+/0 e (/0 Fg-1) f(r,x(t), DPx(1),1 x(r)) d‘L’) ds. (3.1)
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Observe that problem (1.1)-(1.2) has solutions if the operator defined by (3.1) has fixed
points.

For computational convenience, we set

kt—1+e™ 1
p= sup kt=1+e™) :—(e_k+k—1),
te[0,1] A |Al (32)
_ kd—eky| 1 . '
=sup |——|=—k(l-¢€"),
P te[Ol,)l] A [A| ( )
A:pAHL(l-e-k) Alzi)A1+L(2—e_k)
kT (q) ’ I'(q) ’ 33)
L =1 L '
= =+ »
! I'(y +1)
where
n‘l+5—2 . m 4 ke 1
A= |A|—=———(nk+e™ -1 (e (1 — e , 3.4
1= M e ke )+;|al|c, - (3.4)

and A is given by (2.3). Now the stage is set to present the uniqueness result.

Theorem 3.1 Letf:[0,1] x R® — R be a continuous function satisfying the condition

(H) [f&xp.2) = f(&xuy20 < Llllx =zl + ly =nll + llz -zl

forall t € [0,1], x,5,2z,%1,91,21 € R, where L is the Lipschitz constant. Then the problem
(1.1)-(1.2) has a unique solution if LLi(A + #}ﬁ)) <1, where A, Ay, Ly are given by (3.3).

Proof Let us fix

MO(A + r(;\iﬂ))

r> e,
l—LLl(A + m)

where A, Ay, Ly are given by (3.3) and My = sup,o 1 [f (2, 0,0, 0)|. Then we show that FB, C

B, where
B ={xeX:|xlx=<r}
For x € B,, using (H,), we get
If (& x(8), “DPx(6), I" x(2)) | < |f (£, %(t),“DP x(2), I x(t)) - f(£,0,0,0)| + |(£,0,0,0)]
< L[|x@)| + |°DPx(t)| + |17 x()|] + Mo
<2 W+ 1ol o

1
L1+ —— +M,
( + lﬂ()“rl)>llxllx 0

= LLi||x|lx + Mo < LLir + M.

IA
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Then, for x € X, we have

kt—1+e*
A

[F@)®)| < sup
te(0,1]

"= ([ peen
i'“/o (e

X( Wﬁgﬁ;waﬂwﬂﬁmmﬂn@ﬂmom>@
T

+ ; | fOCi e—k({i—s) (/05 (;(—qr_)ql‘; V(T:x(f),cDﬂx(r),IVx(r)) ‘ d‘l:) ds}

e [T Dbx(z) I’ )
+/0e (/0 Fg-1) [f( x(1),°DPx(1),1 x(t))|dt ds

nq+5—2
kT (q)T(8)

TP =R S DN SRR
+;|al|§i (1-e )kl"(q):|+kl"(q)(1 e )]

< (LLIV + M())A,

< (LL1r+M0){p|:|A| (nk + e 1)

which, on taking the norm for ¢ € [0, 1], yields

| Fx|| < (LLyr + Mo)A.

Also we have

, k—ke™®
[F'(x)(0)] < A

"= ko)
{'M/o re) (/0 ‘
(/ Ty wwz w,x(w), D x(), I’ x() ﬂdé%ﬁ)m
2
+ Z |a; |/ k(gi=s ( (;qu)ql) T, x(r),CDﬁx(r),IVx(t))|dt> ds}

)
+k/ e‘k(t‘s)< (;(_qr)ql) [f(t,x(r),cDﬂx(r),IVx(T))|dt) ds
0 0 -

t (t_s)q—2 s
* 0 F(q—l) [f(s,x(s), D x(S),Iyx(s))\ds
g+8-2
< (LL1T+M0): |:| |m(ﬁk+ e~kn _1)

- 1 1 -
+Z|“|§q1 kgl)kl“(q)}rﬁq)(z—ek)}

= (LLIT + M())Al.

By the definition of the Caputo fractional derivative with 0 < 8 < 1, we get

Le- L-s)? ’
0 F(l I3 o I'A-p)

’CDﬁ(Fx)(t)‘ < ’F/ (s)’ ds < (LLir + Mg) A4

< r‘(z—_IS)(LLlr + M())Al.
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Hence

”F(x Hx HF(x H HcDﬁF(x H < (LLir + My)A (LLir + Mg)A1 <r.  (3.5)

L
"Te-p)

This shows that F maps B, into itself. Now, for x,y € X and for each ¢ € [0, 1], we obtain

|[(Fx)(2) - (Fy)(1)|

kt—1+e*

< sup X

te(0,1]

"= ([ peen
i'“/o o (e

. -2
X ( 0 %[f(w,x(w),CDﬂx(w),IVx(w))

- f(@,3(@), D y(w), I y())| da)) dt) ds

+Z|a,|/ Q_S< ; oot 2[f(r,x(t),cDﬁx(r),IVx(r))

I'(g-1)

—f(T,9(2),°DPy(x), I" (1)) | dr) ds}

C ks [T Do) I
T

—f(t,x(r), CDﬂx(r),IVx(T)) | d‘L’) ds

+6-2
nq

—k, q- 1 _ ok 1
SL[p[mkzr(q>r<s)(”k*e7 +Dlaie-e )kr(q)}

i=1

1 1
* @ (1 —ek)}[llx—yll + | DPx - DPy| + mnx_y”]

q+8 -2 m 1
_ -1 —
<L{p{ k2T (g)r(5) ’7k+e Y1)+ ) laile T (1-e ka)kr(q)}

i=1

ML R [nx I = ||]
" kT(g) TS L

nq+8—2 N m e ke, 1
5L{p|:|)»|7k2F(q)F(8)(nk+e ”—1)+Z|ﬂ;|§i (l—e )kF(q)

i=1

1 » 1
+k1"—(q)(1_e )]<1+ e ))” -ylx

<LLiAlx-ylx.

Also we have

[(Fx)'(£) - (Fy) ()| < LLiAxllx - llx,
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which implies that

t(p_ B
IcDﬂF(x)(t)—”DﬂF(y)(t)I5/0 Unl) |F'(x)(s) = F' (y)(s)| ds

Ca-p)
< A )
“re-p M

From the above inequalities, we have

[F@ -EO) = [F) - FO)| + [D"F@) - D FO)|

=) (A M )n I (36)
= 1 + X —=9Yx. .
re-p)" 7
As LLi(A + %) <1, F is a contraction. Thus, the conclusion of the theorem follows
by the contraction mapping principle. This completes the proof. g

Now, we state a known result due to Krasnoselskii [21] which is needed to prove the

existence of at least one solution of (1.1)-(1.2).

Theorem 3.2 Let M be a closed, convex, bounded, and nonempty subset of a Banach
space X. Let Gy, G, be the operators such that: (i) Gix + Goy € M whenever x,y € M; (ii) G
is compact and continuous; (iii) G, is a contraction mapping. Then there exists z € M such
that z = Giz + Goz.

Theorem 3.3 Assume that f : [0,1] x R® — R is a continuous function satisfying (H). In
addition, the following assumption holds:

(HZ) V(t)xlyx21x3)| S M(t)x V(txxlyx21x3) S [0:1] X RS Wlth 1 S C([O) 1]»R+)

Then the boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) has at least one solution on [0,1] if
LLipA; <1, (3.7)

where p is given by (3.2), and Ly, Ay are defined by (3.4).

Proof Letting sup,c(oq; |14(2)] = || 1], we fix

Ay
r> (A + m) el (3.8)

where A, A; are given by (3.3) and consider B, = {x € X : ||x|x < r}. Define the operators
Fiand F, on B, as

t s -2
(Fix)(t) = /0 e-k“-S)( i %f(r,x(r),CDﬁx(r),ﬂx(r)) dt) ds,
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~ kt—1+e X 7 (n—s)5t k)
(E)(0) =~ [x/o = (/Oe

( f (T “’)q2 w,x(w),CDﬂx(w),ﬂx(w))dw> dr) ds

— ;ﬂi /(‘)fi e—k(fi—s)< OS %j’(ﬂx(f),“Dﬁx(t),lyx(r)) d‘[) ds}

For x,y € B,, using the notation (3.4), we have

[ Fix + Foyll < {PA1 + /r,l( )( k)}||ﬂ|| = Allpell.
Also
|Fix+ Foy = {pA1 T 2 k)}llull = Ml
which implies that
|cDﬂ(F1x+F2y)| < /t (¢~ |F’ +F§y|ds
o - ﬁ
< g Il

From the above inequalities, we get

[ Fyx + Fayllx = | Fyx + Foyll + |°DP (Fix + Exy) ||

< (A+ T2 ﬂ))llull <r.

Thus, Fix + F,y € B,. In view of the condition (3.7), it can easily be shown that F, is a

contraction. Note that continuity of f implies that the operator F) is continuous. Also, F;
is uniformly bounded on B, as

A -eb)lul
||F1x||§W,
2—e M)l

I'(q)

1 2-ebul
CDPF,

PRl = 5= T

|Fr] =

’

)

and

(L=l 1 2-eMlul

Al =m0 *Te-p 1@

Now we prove the compactness of the operator F;. Setting Q = [0,1] x B, x B, x B,, we
define sup, ,cq If (£, x(2 t),°DPx(t), I” x(t))| = M,, and consequently, for 0 < t; < t; < 1, we
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get

|(Fix)(52) — (Fix) (1) |

= / N e k629 ( / S wf(u,x(s), ‘DP x(u), I x(u)) du) ds
0 0

I'(g-1)
51 ~ _ s (S _ M)q72
— k(t1—s) \s—u)yr P ,
/0 e </0 r(q_l)f(u,x(u), D x(u),I x(u)) du) ds
M,

t tq + tq —kto tqe—ktl
2 1 1

and

*DPFi(%)(t2) = “DP Fi(%) (1)

31 Y- —s) f2
D

“Ta-p) T {/0 (tl—s)ﬂ(tz—s)ﬂ ds + /|(f2 s)7|dsy.

Clearly, |Fy(x)(t2) — Fi(%)(t1)] — 0 and |°DPFy(x)(t2) - “DP Fi(x)(t,)| — 0 independent of x
as t, — t1. Thus, F, is relatively compact on B,. Hence, by the Arzel4-Ascoli theorem, F;

is compact on B5,. Thus all the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied and the conclu-
sion of Theorem 3.2 implies that the boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) has at least one
solution on [0,1]. This completes the proof. d

Remark 3.4 In the above theorem we can interchange the roles of the operators F; and
F, to obtain a second result replacing (3.7) by the following condition:

LL, k
kl"(q)(l_e )<L

In the next theorem, we prove the existence of solutions for the problem (1.1)-(1.2) via
the Leray-Schauder nonlinear alternative.

Lemma 3.1 (Nonlinear alternative for single valued maps [22]) Let E be a Banach space,
C a closed, convex subset of E, U an open subset of C and 0 € U. Suppose that F : U — C is
a continuous, compact (that is, F(U) is a relatively compact subset of C) map. Then either
(i) F has a fixed point in U, or
(ii) thereis a u € dU (the boundary of U in C) and X € (0,1) with u = LF(u).

Theorem 3.5 Letf:[0,1] x R? — R be a continuous function and that

(H3) there exist a function ¢ € C([0,1],R*), and a nondecreasing, subhomogeneous (that is,
Q(kx) < kQ(x) for all k > 1 and x € RY) function Q : R* — R* such that |f(t,x1,%2,%3)| <
oW1 || + %2l + 1)), for all (¢,x1,%2,%3) € [0,1] x R?;

(Hy) there exists a constant M > 0 such that

M
(A + ,3))||¢||L19(M)

where A, Ay and L, are given by (3.3).
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Then the boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) has at least one solution on [0,1].

Proof Consider the operator F : X — X defined by (3.1). In the first step, we show that F
maps bounded sets into bounded sets in C([0,1],R). For a positive number r, let B, = {x €
C([0,1],R) : |lx]lx < r} be a bounded set in C([0,1],R). Then

[FG)(@)] < sup

-1 s
|)\'| /77 (7] B S) (/ e*k(S*l’)
te[0,1] o TI'() 0

T -2
X </ % If (@, %(@), “DP x(w), I %(w) ) | dw) d‘L’) ds
, _

+ Z |a] / fr”( OS %[f(r,x(r),cDﬁx(r),IVx(r))|dr) ds]
+ /0 ke ( /0 S % If (r,%(z), “DP x(z), I x(2))| dr) ds

 elo e {I?»I /o77 (’71:(2);_1 (fosek(”)
x ( i % (a))Q(IIxII + | DPx| + F(y1+ D Ilel) dw) dt) ds
+ Z |a] / kti=s)
X (/OS %(b(r)ﬂ(nxn + | DPx|| + F(y1+ D ||x||> dr) ds}
e[ ([ gm0l s ) e )

{pAl +

kt—1+e*
A

krl( ) 1 efk) } lplI2(L1lixllx)

< Al@IL12(llxlx),
which, on taking the norm, for ¢ € [0,1] yields

IEx]| < All@lLi2(llxlx)-

Also we have

— ke X

k
P < ‘

"= ko)
{'A'/o r (e

2
< / s q”’ql) o, x<w),CDﬂx(w),1Vx(w>)ldw) df) ds

S—T)q 2 cnp y >
+Z|a |/ </0 71"(q—1) [f(t,x(r), DPx(t),1 x(l’))|d7,' ds

s (s-0)7? 2 erB
+k/0 e </ I"(q D ‘L' x(1),°D x(r),]yx(T))|dt> ds
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fE-9)1? cpB Y
+/0 F(q—l)V(s’x(s)'D x(s), I x(s )‘ds

{pAﬁ (2- -")}nqsnsz(mnxnx)

I'(q)
< Aill@IL12(l1xlx)-

By the definition of the Caputo fractional derivative with 0 < 8 < 1, we get

cnp /
’D (Fx)(¢t ‘_ ; F(l /3 ’F (s)’ds
L-s)F
< AilllIL1R(lIxllx) A I’(l——ﬂ)ds
1
= mA1||¢||LIQ(||x||X)
Hence

@l = ]+ 1D E0] = (84 s 9o 69)

Next we show that F maps bounded sets into equicontinuous sets of C([0,1],R). Let
t),t; € [0,1] with # < £, and x € B,, where B, is a bounded set of C([0,1],R). Then we
obtain

|(Fx)(82) - (Fx) (1))

< k(ty — 1) + e~k _ gkt 5 /'I (n- 5)871 (/S e—k(s—r)
A 0 I'(8) 0

T M cnpf y ) )
x ( /0 FqD f (0, %(0), ‘D x(w), I x(w)) dew ) d ) dis

_ ;ai/(fi ek(fis)< OS %f(f,x(t),CDﬁx(-(),p’x(.L.)) d‘[) ds}

/tl (e7(2ms) _ g7k(01=9)) </ (Gl T)q 2 (7, %(1),“DPx(r), I x(7)) dt) ds
0

/ k(t2-9) (/ - T)q 2 f(t,%(1), “DPx(1), 1" x(1)) dr) ds

k(ty —t;) + e *2 — k11 pa+s-2 .
A k n_1
A Mergre ke Y

+

+Z|al|¢”“ —e*“t),r( )}nqsnLlsz(r)

i=1

/tl (e—k(tzfs) _ ek(t1s))( ’ M du> ds
0 o I'l(g-1)

+ /tz g kit2—s) </S M du) ds
51 0 F(q - 1)

+

@11L1L(r).




Ahmad et al. Boundary Value Problems (2016) 2016:205 Page 13 0of 16

Also

SDPF(x)(t2) - “DPF(x)(1))|

-8 - (-9, “ B
5/0 (ltl_ss)ﬁ(tzz_s)sﬁ |F(x)(s)|als+/n (&2 = )7 | |F ()(s)] s

M 4|t —5)f = (8- 5)" t2 y
= ra-p) {/0 (1 —5)B(ty — )P ds + /t1 |(t2 -5) |d5}||¢||LlQ(I’).

Obviously the right-hand side of the above inequalities tends to zero independently of
x € B, as t, — ) — 0. As F satisfies the above assumptions, it follows by the Arzela-Ascoli
theorem that F: C([0,1],R) — C([0,1], R) is completely continuous.

The result will follow from the Leray-Schauder nonlinear alternative (Lemma 3.1) once
we have proved the boundedness of the set of all solutions to equations x = 0 Fx for 0
[0,1].

Let x be a solution. Then, for ¢ € [0,1], and using the computations in proving that F is

bounded, we have

[x(6)] < {pAl + (1- e"k)}||¢||Q(L1||x||x) < All@IL12(l1lx),

1
kT'(q)
which, on taking the norm for ¢ € [0,1] yields

llll < AllglILiS2(llxlx)-

Also we have

()] < {pAl + %q)(z —e_k)}||¢||Q(L1||x||x) < AL (Nl x).

By the definition of the Caputo fractional derivative with 0 < 8 < 1, we get

L-s)P Ay
cnp /
D0 < [ s O ds < oo sl
Hence
el = el + D] < (A + ﬁ))umml@(nxnx). (3.10)

Consequently, we have

lllx -
(A + g I8 ILQ1Ix]x) ~

In view of (Hy), there exists M such that ||x|| # M. Let us set

U={xeC([0,1,R): |lx[l < M}.
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Note that the operator F : U — C([0,1],R) is continuous and completely continuous.
From the choice of U, there is no x € dU such that x = 6 F(x) for some 6 € (0,1). Conse-
quently, by the nonlinear alternative of Leray-Schauder type (Lemma 3.1), we deduce that
F has a fixed point x € U which is a solution of the problem (1.1)-(1.2). This completes the
proof. O

4 Examples
Consider the following nonlocal multi-point boundary value problem of the Caputo type
sequential fractional integro-differential equations:

(“D8 + 2D°P)x(t) = f (£, x(2), ‘D3 *x(2), I"*x(t)), 0<t<1,
1 (4.1)

, L 1_o3
2(0)=0,2(0)=0, x(})+3x(2)+3x(2) +3x(2) = [, (lg(;) x(s) ds.

Hereq=8/3,k=2/3,8=3/4,y =1/2,a1=1,ay=3/2,a3=5/2,a,=3,¢{;=i/5,i=1,...,4,
A =1, n =1/10. With the given values, it is found that A 2 0.6148915, A; ~1.287595, p ~
1.648123, p ~ 0.527554, A ~2.607218, A1 ~ 1.667317, L; ~ 2.128379. Now we illustrate
the obtained results by choosing different values of f (¢, x(t), “D3*x(¢), I'?x(t)). Let us first

consider

F(6,%(0), DY x(0), Ix(0)) = J:iﬁ (1 ':‘f; iLN +tan™! (CD3/4x(t)))

+ iIl/zx(t) +cos(wt/2).
11
Obviously L = 1/11 as |f (¢, x(£), “D¥*x(¢), I'?x(2)) — (£, y(£), “D¥*y(2), I"*y(t))| < & (lx—yll +
|1cD3%x — <D¥*y|| + |[I'2x — IY2y]|). Further, LLi(A + %_1/3)) ~ 0.860389 < 1. Thus all the
conditions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. Therefore, by the conclusion of Theorem 3.1, we
conclude that there exists a unique solution for the problem (4.1) on [0,1].

Next we show the applicability of Theorem 3.3 with the nonlinear function f given by

3 1
+ —1"2x(t) + —,

|CD3/4x(t)|
20 10

c 3 1
f(&x(0), D *x(2), I'"*x(t)) = 50 (sm(x(t)) + T D)

with |x(¢)| < o, € [0,1] (o is a real constant). In this case u(t) = % + 10355 + %, L=3/20
and LL;pA; ~ 0.6775. Clearly all the conditions of Theorem 3.3 hold true. In consequence,
the conclusion of Theorem 3.3 implies that the problem (4.1) with the given value of f has
at least one solution on [0,1].

Finally, for the applicability of Theorem 3.5, we choose

<x(t) cos(x(2)) + “D**x(t) + glmx(t) + 2).

f(&x(0), D *x(2), I'"*x(t)) = 40 + ¢

It is easy to see that |f(¢,x(t), °D>*x(¢), I'?x(t))| < (2/(40 + £))(||x||x + 1). Then, by the con-
dition (Hy), with Q(|lx]lx) =1 + ||x|lx and ||¢|| = 1/20, we find that M > M; =~ 0.898304.
As all the conditions of Theorem 3.5 are satisfied, so it follows by its conclusion that there
exists at least one solution for the problem (4.1) with the chosen value of f.
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5 Conclusions

We have discussed the existence and uniqueness of solutions for sequential fractional
integro-differential equations involving the Caputo (Liouville-Caputo) derivative supple-
mented with nonlocal multi-point boundary conditions coupled with Riemann-Liouville
type strip condition. Our results are not only new in the given configuration but also
correspond to some new situations associated with the specific values of the parameters
involved in the given problem. For example, our results correspond to the multi-point
boundary conditions with classical nonlocal strip condition: Y_;"; a;x(;) = A fon x(s)ds if
we take § = 1 in (1.2). In the case we choose a; =0,i=1,...,(m-1),a,, =1,and ¢,, > 1,
- x(s) ds.

'}
our results correspond to the condition x(1) = A fon (";S()B)
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