Chapter 7
Nonlocal BVPs and the Discrete Fractional
Calculus

7.1 Introduction

In this chapter we discuss the concept of a nonlocal boundary value problem in
the context of the discrete fractional calculus. More generally, we discuss how the
nonlocal structure of the discrete fractional difference and sum operators affect their
interpretation and analysis. In particular, we recall from earlier chapters that the
fractional difference and sum contain de facto nonlocalities. For example, in the case
of the discrete fractional forward difference, we have that A y(7), for N—1 < v < N
with N € N, depends not only on the value y(r + v — N) but also on the entire
collection of values {y(a),y(a + 1),...,y(t + v — N)}, for each t € Z,4+n—,. This
means that the discrete fractional operator in some sense possesses a memory-like
property, wherein the operator at a point is influenced by a linear combination of
values of y back to the initial time point r = a itself.

The nonlocal nature described in the preceding paragraph seriously complicates
the study of many potentially fundamental properties of fractional sums and
differences. For example, there is, at present, no satisfactory understanding of the
geometrical properties of the fractional difference. Contrast this with the integer-
order setting, i.e., v € N, in which there is a complete understanding of the various
geometrical implications of the sign of the fractional difference. Thus, while it is
trivial to prove that Ay(f) > O for t € Z implies that y is strictly increasing on Z,
it is very nontrivial to decide how monotonicity is connected to the positivity or
negativity of the fractional difference. Similarly, while it is equally trivial to prove
that A%y(t) > 0 for t € Z implies that Ay is strictly increasing on Z and thus
that y satisfies a convexity-type property, the analogue of this sort of result in the
discrete fractional setting is much more difficult to obtain, and we only explore
these properties to a limited extent in Sects. 7.2 and 7.3 in the sequel. And, of
course, issues of monotonicity and convexity are hardly the only properties affected
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458 7 Nonlocal BVPs and the Discrete Fractional Calculus

by the nonlocal structure of the fractional difference. The analysis of boundary value
problems, for example, is also widely affected and complicated by this inherent
nonlocality.

All in all, in this section we provide a collection of applications involving the
nonlocal structure of the fractional difference. We also consider the problem of
analyzing nonlocal boundary value problems within the context of the discrete
fractional calculus. While the latter is not necessarily explicitly affected by the
nonlocal nature of the fractional sum and difference operators, it does demonstrate
in what way the existence of explicit nonlocalities in a boundary value problem can
complicate the analysis of the problem, much as the implicit nonlocalities in the
discrete fractional operates complicate the analysis of the geometrical properties of
these operators.

7.2 A Monotonicity Result for Discrete Fractional
Differences

The first result we present demonstrates that the discrete fractional difference
satisfies a particular monotonicity condition—note that the results of this section
can mostly be found in Dahal and Goodrich [67]. Roughly stated, see Theorem 7.1
for a precise statement, the main result of this section can be summarized as follows:
Givenv € (1,2) and amap y : Ny — R satisfying

e y(t) > 0, for each r € Ny;
* Ay(0) > 0; and
e AVy(t) > 0, foreacht € Np_,;

then it holds that y is increasing on its domain.
Recalling that

1 t+v—N
Aly(D) = AVAVy(0) = A" [—F(N_ L s 1)”‘“‘%)}

=AV"Ny(r)

this result does not seem to be immediately apparent from the definition of the
fractional difference. Hence, it is not obvious that the fractional order difference
behaves in this way, and it highlights one of the consequences of the nonlocal
structure of the fractional difference operator. In addition, that this monotonicity
result holds implies some other nontrivial consequences, and we shall detail a few
of these toward the conclusion of this section.

We now state and prove the monotonicity result. Observe that the proof of this
result is based upon the principle of strong induction. Moreover, the reader should
observe the way in which the nonlocal structure of Aj is explicitly utilized in the
proof.



7.2 A Monotonicity Result for Discrete Fractional Differences 459

Theorem 7.1. Lety : Ny — R be a nonnegative function satisfying y(0) = 0. Fix
v € (1,2) and suppose that Ajy(t) > O for each t € N,_,. Then y is increasing
on Ny.

Proof. We prove this result by the principle of strong induction. To this end, observe
that the base case holds somewhat trivially since we calculate

y(1) = y(0) = y(1) = 0,
due to the fact that y(0) = 0, by assumption, and the fact that y(1) > 0, also by

assumption.
Now, to complete the induction step fix k € N and suppose that

AyG—=1) =y({@—-yG—1 =0,

for each 1 < j < k — 1. Recall that Ajy(f) > 0 for each r € N,_,, which by means
of Lemma 2.33 implies that

=Apy(2—v) =vy(l)—y(2) <0

ARG =) = 20 =) + 1(2) —>(3) <0

A=) = 2o =)@ =)+ vl V@) + 1 G) ~ ()

<0

—Apy(k—v) =

1
= 1)!1)(1 —v)--k=2—=v)y(l) +---
+vytk—1) —y(k) <0,
(7.1)
for fixed k € N; note that in (7.1) we have used the assumption that y(0) = 0 to
simplify suitably A"y(j — v) for each j. In particular, (7.1) implies that

y(k) > vl —=v)---(k=2—=v)y(1) +--- +vy(k—1) (7.2)

1
(k—1)!

for fixed k € N. Inequality (7.2) shall be used repeatedly in the sequel.
We claim that for the value of & fixed at the beginning of the preceding paragraph

y(k) —y(k—1) >0, (7.3)

which will complete the induction step. To prove (7.3) we first calculate, by using
estimate (7.2),
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y(k) —y(k—1)
>vy(k—1) + %v(l —v)yk—2) + év(l —v)2—v)y(k—3)
1
ot o=@ =) k=2 ()~ (k= )
=Ww-1Dyk-—1)+ Ev(l —v)yk—2) + év(l —v)2—v)y(k—3)
1
ot g (=R =) k=2 = (D)
=@w-Dyk—1)

1 1 1
+ (Ev(l —v)yk—2)— Ev(l —v)y(k — 1)) + Ev(l —v)yk—1)
+ (év(l —v)2—-v)yk—-3)— év(l )2 —v)yk — 1))

+ év(l — )2 —v)yk—1)

+ ((k_l1)!\1(1—v)(2—v)---(k—2—v)y(l)

(k ! 1)'1)(1 —v)2—-v)---(k—2—v)yk — 1))

1
+ T V(1= )2 =) (k=2 —v)yk — 1). (7.4)

On the other hand, invoking the induction hypothesis implies that

1
V=) (k=D +y(k=2) = 0

——— <0
<0 -

1
=2 —v) (k- +yk—3) =0

—_—— <0
<0 -

1
= 1),V(1—V)(2—V) “(k=2—v) (=y(k—1) +y(1)) = 0. (7.5)

=<0

<0



7.2 A Monotonicity Result for Discrete Fractional Differences 461

Observe that in (7.5) we are using the fact that since y(k — 1) > y(k — 2) it follows
that y(k— 1) —y(k—3) > y(k—2) —y(k—3) > 0, and so forth. In any case, putting
the k — 2 estimates in (7.5) into inequality (7.4) yields

y(k) — y(k — 1)
> |:(v—1)+%v(l—v)+év(l—v)(2—v)+...

1

+(k 1 v(l —v)(2—v)---(k—2—v):|y(k—1).

Since y(k — 1) > 0 by assumption, to complete the proof it suffices to show that
1 1
=1+ Ev(l —v) + gv(l —v)2—-v)

1
+ .- (k o v(l=v)2—-v)---(k—2—-v) >0,

for each 1 < v < 2. To complete this final step define the (k — 1)-th degree
polynomial function P;—; : R — R by

Pri(v):=@Wv-1)+ %v(l —v)+ év(l —v)Q2—-v)+...

(k 11)'1)(1—\1)(2—1)) (k—2—-v).

Then, for example,

2P—1(v)

2—-v)---(k—2-v).
1—v

1 2
=(v—2)+§v(2—v)+-~-+ = 1)‘1)

And, moreover,

6P (v) 1

6
(k_l)'v(3—v) k—=2—v).

Continuing in this fashion we eventually arrive at

(k—DP1(v)
IT=v)2—-v)--(k=2-v)

=—(k—1—-v),
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whence
Pi_1(v) = = 1)'( —V)2=v)---k=2—-v)(k—1—-v). (7.6)
But then (7.6) implies that
Pav) = —ﬁ(l V@) =2k 1)

(k ])'( DX —1)Q2—-v)---(k—=2—v)(k—1—1)

(k 1)'( D=1 —=2)3=v)---(k—=2—v)(k—1—v)

(D =D =2)- (v —k+2)(v —k + 1).

T k- 1)'
(7.7
The factorization of P,—; given by (7.7) implies that Py_; has k — 1 distinct zeros
and these zeros are, in particular, v = 1,2,...,k — 1. In particular, observe that

when k is even, it follows that P;_;(v) > 0, for each v € (1,2), since (—1)¥ > 0
and the other factors will constitute a product of k — 2 negative numbers and exactly
one positive number. On the other hand, when £ is odd, it follows that P;_;(v) > 0,
for each v € (1,2), since (—1)* < 0 and the other factors will once again constitute
a product of k — 2 negative numbers and exactly one positive number.

We conclude that for each k € N it follows that P—; (v) > 0 whenever v € (1, 2).
And this implies that (7.3) holds. Since this completes the induction step, we obtain
that y is increasing for k € N and v € (1, 2), and this completes the proof. O

Having proved the case where y(0) = 0, it is easy to generalize this to the case
where y(0) > 0. We state this generalization as Corollary 7.2. It turns out that this
generalization will be useful in the next section when we consider concavity and
convexity properties of the fractional difference operator.

Corollary 7.2. Lety : Ny — R be a nonnegative function. Fix v € (1,2) and
suppose that Ajy(t) > O, for each t € No_,. If Ay(0) > O, then y is increasing
on Ny.

Proof. Define the functiony : Z_; — Rby y(t) := y(¢), if t # —1, and y(—1) :=
0. Then we may apply Theorem 7.1 to y on Z_; and obtain that y is increasing on
Z_y; observe that it can be shown that A",y = A}y so that A”,y(¥) > 0 holds.
Thus, y is increasing on Ny, as desired. O

Remark 7.3. 1t is important to point out that the original version of the paper by
Dahal and Goodrich [67], in which the monotonicity results for discrete fractional
operators first appeared, contained a minor error in one result. In particular, [67,
Corollary 2.3] is missing the hypothesis that Ay(0) > 0 holds.
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As it may be instructive to see why this error occurs, let us briefly explain the
problem. So, to see why we cannot deduce the monotonicity of y from the hypothesis
Agy(t) > 0, t € Z»—,, alone, we recall that the proof of the corollary in the original
paper employed the mapy : Z_; — R defined by

y(t)s re NO

Y= ey

(7.8)

Note that in (7.8) the map y is the same map as in the statement of Corollary 7.2
above. The goal of the proof in [67, Corollary 2.3] was to show that A” y(¢) > 0,
for each t € Z,—,, so that we could use [67, Theorem 2.2] to conclude that y and,
hence, y was increasing.

To see why this does not work quite as intended, observe that

1 1
ALS( =) = s 2L (=) —s = PG
s=—1

= F v+ DD + 07500

+ (= = 21500

1
= =5V + DD = v3(0) +5(1)
= —vy(0) + y(1). (7.9)

Thus, (7.9) shows us that without additional information about y(0) and y(1), we
cannot deduce that A” y(1 —v) > 0. Moreover, while it is true that A” ,y(k—v) =
Agjy(k —v), for each k € N,, this does not force A”,y(1 — v) to be nonnegative, as
shown by (7.9) above. This is the basis of the error.

Finally, suppose that Ay(0) > 0, which is the necessary additional hypothesis as
noted above. By a calculation similar to (7.9) we find that

Apy(2—v) = —%v(—v + 1)y(0) — vy(1) + y(2) > 0. (7.10)
Thus, combining (7.10) with the fact that Ay(0) > 0 we estimate
&) = (= 13D+ 300 =0y = 0= D[ 1= 3 [so. @

Since the map v — (v — 1) [1 - %v] is nonnegative for v € (1,2), we obtain
from (7.11) that Ay(1) > 0. Finally, proceeding inductively from inequality (7.11),
we obtain the monotonicity of y on Z_; and thus of y on Nj.
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Recall that in the statement of both Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 we have that
y is nonnegative. It is easy to obtain a result similar to Theorem 7.1 in case y is
instead nonpositive. In addition, as with Theorem 7.1, we may obtain a corollary
dual to Corollary 7.2, but we omit its statement.

Theorem 7.4. Lety : Ny — R be a nonpositive function satisfying y(0) = 0. Fix
v € (1,2) and suppose that Ajy(t) < 0, for each t € N,_,. If it also holds that
Ay(0) <0, theny is decreasing on Nj.

Proof. Let y be as in the statement of this theorem. Put z := —y. Then z(0) = 0,
z is nonnegative on its domain, and (by the linearity of the fractional difference
operator) Agz(t) > 0 for each + € N,_,. Consequently, each of the hypotheses of
Theorem 7.1 is satisfied. Therefore, we conclude that z is increasing, whence —z =y
is decreasing at each t € Ny. And this completes the proof. O

We mention next a couple of representative consequences of Theorems 7.1
and 7.4. We begin by providing a result regarding a discrete fractional IVP, which
is Corollary 7.5, and then a result about a discrete fractional BVP with (possibly)
inhomogeneous boundary conditions, which is Corollary 7.6.

Corollary 7.5. Leth : [1,4+00)y xR — R be a nonnegative, continuous function,
and let A, B € R be nonnegative constants. Then the unique solution of the discrete
fractional IVP
Apy(@) =h(t+v—Ly@t+v—1),t€2—v,+00)z,_,
y(0) = A, Ay(0) =B

is increasing (and nonnegative).

Proof. Simply note that the proof of Theorem 7.1 reveals that one may replace
the hypothesis that y is nonnegative on its domain with the hypothesis that y(1) >
y(0) > 0. Since A, B > 0, the result follows. O

Corollary 7.6. Leth : Z,—, x R — R be a nonpositive function, and let A, B € R
be nonpositive constants. Then the unique solution of the discrete fractional IVP
A)_y(@)=h(t+v—Ly@t+v—1)
yv—-2)=A
Ay(v—-2)=B

is decreasing.
Our final consequence of Theorem 7.1 deserves special mention. To contextual-
ize the result, let us consider the problem
(Ao u) () =Au(t+a—1)+ft+a—Lu@t+a—1)),1€[0,T— 1]y,

uoe—1)=ula—-1+T7),
(7.12)
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which was studied by Ferreira and Goodrich [83]. Supposing that f satisfied
superlinear growth at 0 and 400 (uniformly for ), they proved that problem (7.12)
has at least one positive solution for a range of values of the parameter A, even if f
is nonnegative. Assuming A > 0, such an occurrence is clearly impossible in case
a = 1, for then (7.12) implies that u is strictly increasing, contradicting the periodic
boundary conditions. So, this result demonstrates that the fractional difference can
behave in unexpected ways, due precisely to its nonlocal structure.

With this somewhat aberrant result in mind, we might wonder if it is possible for
the problem

—Av_y@®) =ft+v—1,y¢+v—1)),1e€[0,b+ ]y,
yv—=2)=0 (7.13)
yv+b+1)=0

to have at least one positive solution if f is nonpositive. Now, when v = 2, the
nonpositivity of f implies that A2y(f) > 0, for each admissible 7, from which
it follows at once that if y is a solution of problem (7.13), then y(r) < 0 for
each 1. This is a simple consequence of the geometrical implications of A%y(r) >
0 together with the Dirichlet boundary conditions. However, as the discussion
regarding problem (7.12) demonstrates, in the fractional setting one cannot be so
sure. In fact, it would not be entirely unreasonable to suspect that perhaps that
nonlocal structure of AY_, somehow allows for a positive solution to exist in spite
of the nonpositivity of f. Corollary 7.7 demonstrates conclusively that this particular
geometric aberration is forbidden.

Corollary 7.7. Let f : [v — 1,v 4+ blz,_, x R — R be continuous and
nonpositive and b € N a given constant. Then the discrete fractional boundary
value problem (7.13) has no positive solution.

We would also like to mention that it is necessary to impose some additional
restriction beyond the positivity of the fractional difference if we hope to deduce the
monotonicity of y. For example, in Corollary 7.2 we impose the condition Ay(0) >
0, which, as was explained earlier, was inadvertently omitted from the statement
of the corresponding result in [67], though all of the other results in that paper are
correct as stated. In any case, to demonstrate that the positivity of the fractional
difference is not sufficient, we provide the following example.

Example 7.8. Let f(r) = 27', t € Ny, and assume that % < v < 2. We will
show that Ajf(r) > 0,¢ € N,—,, f(r) > 0 on Ny, but f(7) is not increasing on Nj.
Clearly f(t) > 0 on N.

Fort =2 —v +k, k> 0, we have

34k
80 = [ b v+ ket D7) A

k+2
= Zh—”—‘(z —v4ki41)270
i=0
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ForO0<i<k+2,1<v <2, wehave

, 1—v+k—i==t
hoyiQ—v + kit 1) =
12—V +ki+1) )
FQ—v+k—i

- : (7.14)
TG+ k— i (—v)

C(vAldk—i) (= + (=)
- 2+ k—1i)! )

It follows from (7.14) that if k —i > 1, then h_,_1(2 — v 4+ k,i + 1) > 0. When
i=kk+1,k+ 2, wehave

Fre—v) (—v+1D(v)

hoy1(Q—v+kk+1)= Ay = 5 (7.15)

hey12—v+kk+2) = % =—v, (7.16)
_ r'-v) _

hey12—v +kk+3) = e 1, (7.17)

respectively. So from (7.15), (7.16), (7.17), and the fact that HT‘ﬁ <V <2, we get
that

k+2
A =D hoy2—v+ki+ 127
i=k
(v + D) 1 v 1
- ) "ok T okl k+2
_ 202 — 4y 4+ 1

But since f () is obviously decreasing, it follows that the some additional condition
is necessary above and beyond the positivity of the fractional difference.

It should be noted that the above example is just a special case of a more general
result, which we illustrate with the following example.

Example 7.9. Letf(t) = a™', t € Ny, and assume that @ > 1. If we proceed as in
the example above, we obtain the estimate
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k+2
A0 =D hoy 1 2=v+ki+ Da™
i=k
(v + D) 1 v 1
- ) Cok gkl T gk
_ o?v? —va? —2va +2
2ak+2
Let us define
2
g(u) = 1)2 — M

a?’

We see, therefore, that Ajf(r) > 0if g(v) > 0. If we solve the quadratic inequality
g(v) > 0, we find that for all vy < v < 2, we have A}f(r) > 0, where vy :=

a2t "2 w2 +tda—4 Gince Vo < 2 holds because « > 1, it follows that we obtain a
family of functions f(r) := o~ which are decreasing but for which Ajf(r) > 0.
Finally, the following table illustrates how the interval (vg, 2) varies with differing
choices for a € (1, 00).

o 1.2 2 3 8
vo | 1.950 | 1.707 | 1.510 | 1.224

We conclude by presenting a monotonicity theorem of a different color. The
interesting point regarding this result is that we do not necessarily suppose that
Af(a) = 0. Rather, we replace this condition with a weaker condition on the “initial
growth” of the map ¢ + y(7). Thus, this result improves the monotonicity result that
was proved earlier. This new result was proved by Baoguo, Erbe, Goodrich, and
Peterson, and it relies in a special way on a useful difference inequality discovered
by Baoguo, Erbe, and Peterson. Thus, we first state the aforementioned technical
lemma and then state and prove the existence theorem; we mention that for the
interested reader, the proof of Lemma 7.10 may be found in [47]. (For readers who
have read Chap. 3, it is seen that Lemma 7.10 is very much related, in the nabla
setting, to Theorem 3.115.)

Lemma 7.10. Assume that A)f(t) > 0, for eacht € Ny, with1 < v < 2. Then

Afa+k+1)>—h_,(a+k+2—v,a)f(a)

a+k

=Y hoy(a+k+2-v.0(1)Af(7)

T=a

for each k € Ny, where
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t—1o)"

hy(t,0(7)) = t—v—0)latk+2—1)!

<0,

fort € Ngyp—y,a<o(r) <t+v-—1

Theorem 7.11. Assume thatf : N, — R and that Af(t) > 0, foreacht € Nyjo_,,
withl <v < 2. If

flat )z ——f@

for each k € Ny, then Af(t) > 0, fort € Ny41.

Proof. We prove that Af(a + k + 1) > 0, for each k > 0, by the principle of
strong induction. From Lemma 7.10, in case k = 0, together with the hypothesis
fla+1) = 3f(a), we estimate

Af(a+1)>—h_,(a+2—v,a)f(a) —h_,(a+2—v,a+ 1)Af(a)
_ réa—v) re-v
= |:1"(3)I‘(—v 9T For 1)Af(“)}
. T@-v) JI
S T |:§(2 —v)f(a) + Af(a)i|

re—-v) [1 v
> e [5(2—1)) + 37 1:|f(a)

=0

=0.

Suppose next that k > 1 and Af(a + i) > 0, for i € NX. From Lemma 7.10 together
with the hypothesis f(a + 1) > 75f(a) for each k € Ny, we estimate

Af(a+k+1)
a+k
> —f(@h-y@+k+2—v.a) =Y hoy(@a+k+2-v.0(x)Af(7)

> —f(@h_y(a+k+2—v,a)—h_,(a+k+2—v,a+ 1)Af(a)
. Fk+3—-v) r'k+2—-v)
S a1+ @ T Fh ) 1 1)
B T(k+2—v) [k+2—
__F(k+2)1"(—v+1)[ k+2

>0

Af(a)

Y + Af(a)}
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F'tk+2—-v) k+2—v v
T T'k+2)T'(—v+1) k+2 k+2

=0

—1}1‘(&)

=0.

As this inequality implies that f is monotone increasing, the proof is thus
complete. O

Remark 7.12. We would like to point out that very recently (i.e., as of late 2015)
there has been quite a bit of progress made in extending the results of this
section, which were deduced by Dahal and Goodrich in late 2013. Correspondingly,
there has been much activity very recently (again, as of late 2015) extending the
concavity/convexity results of the next section. In addition to the preceding theorem,
additional generalizations have been produced. We direct the interested reader to the
forthcoming papers by Baoguo, Erbe, Goodrich, and Peterson [53, 54].

7.3 Concavity and Convexity Results for Fractional
Difference Operators

In the previous section we demonstrated that the discrete fractional difference
operator satisfied a particular monotonicity condition, and we saw how this was
a direct consequence of the implicit nonlocality in the construction of the fractional
difference. In this section we present some convexity and concavity results for
discrete fractional difference operators. We note that the results of this section can
mostly be found in a paper by Goodrich [114].

We begin by stating the main result of this section and then proceed to state and
discuss several consequences of this result. Essentially, the result states that if

¥(0) = Ay(0) = -+ = ANT3y(0) = 0;
« AV29(0) = 0;

* AY"!y(0) > 0; and

e AJy(t) > 0, foreacht € Ny_;

then AN'y(f) > 0, for each t € Ny. In particular, if we fix N = 3, then we
obtain a suitable convexity result. In this special case we obtain that if y(0) = 0,
Ay(0) is nonnegative, A2y(0) is also nonnegative, and Ag y(t) is nonnegative for
each admissible ¢, then the map ¢ + y(¢) is concave on its domain. So, this result
essentially demonstrates that if y has a bit of initial convexity, so to speak, then
this is propagated provided that the sufficient auxiliary conditions are in force, as
described precisely above. In some sense, this is not quite what one would expect,
since it would be preferable not to have to require the condition A%y(0) > 0. At the
end of this section we shall suggest how this may be improved.
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With these considerations in mind, we now state and prove the convexity result.
Observe that the proof of this result and its corollaries are strongly based on an
application of the monotonicity result. Thus, this collection of results gives us yet
another nontrivial application of the monotonicity result.

Theorem 7.13. Fix u € (N — 1,N), for N € N3 given, and lety : Ny — R be a
given function satisfying Ay(0) = 0 for eachj € {0,1,2,...,N — 3}, AN "2y(0) >
0, and Ayy(t) > 0 for each t € Ny_,. If it also holds that AN~'y(0) > 0, then
AN=ly(t) > 0, for each t € N.

Proof. Define the functionw : Ny — R by
w(t) == AV 72y(r).

We show that w satisfies the monotonicity theorem—namely, Corollary 7.2. To this
end, put v := pt — N + 2 € (1,2). On the one hand, by Theorem 2.51 we obtain

Asw(t) = AJAY2y(r) = AYZ2AL(1)
N-3 i
3 Z Apy(0) VN2

= (v —N+j+3)

=0
= AN ALY()
= Ay 2y(r)
= Ayy(D)

>0,
for each r € N, = Ny_,. We also observe that
w(0) = AN?y(0) > 0.

By Corollary 7.2 it follows that # — w(¢) is increasing at + = 0. That is to say, it
holds that A¥~!y(0) > 0. We also note that AN~!y(0) = Aw(0) > 0. Finally, by
repeatedly applying Corollary 7.2 we obtain that AN~!y(f) > 0 for each ¢t € Nj,.
And this completes the proof. O

Remark 7.14. Observe that in the proof of Theorem 7.13 we repeatedly apply
Corollary 7.2 at the end of the argument. In fact, it is worth noting that one can
strengthen Corollary 7.2 in precisely this way—namely, it is sufficient that y(0) > 0.
In particular, one need not know a priori that y is nonnegative, merely that y is
“initially” nonnegative. The nonnegativity is, in fact, then propagated. A careful
proof of this assertion is left to the reader.
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We now demonstrate that the hypotheses of Theorem 7.13 can be altered
somewhat.

Corollary 7.15. Fix € (N—1,N), for N € N; given, and assume that Ayy(1) > 0
foreacht € Ny_,. In case N is odd, assume that

Ay(0) <0, j=0,2,....N—3
Ay(0)>0, j=13,....N—4

whereas in case N is even, assume that

ANy@©0) >0, j=0,2,...,N—4
ANy(0) <0, j=1,3,....N=3

If in addition it holds both that AN=2y(0) > 0 and that AN"'y(0) > 0, then
AN=ly(t) > 0, for each t € N.

Proof. Observe that by the calculation in the proof of Theorem 7.13, it follows that
Agw(t) > 0if and only if

N-3

Aly(0 .
3 y(), T NH24 < (7.18)
'—v-N+j+3)

recall here that the inequality AY=2Apy(r) = Afy(#) > 0 is still assumed. It then
follows from (7.18) that

tt—=1)---(—pn+1) =1 (—pu+N—=2) y_3
x0T a ey A 0=0

must hold for each 7 € Ny_,.
For notational convenience we next define the map C; : N3 X Ny_,, — R, for
j€{0,1,...,N -3}, by

1
I'(—v—N-+j+3)
. re+1

T I(—v—=N4+j+3)Ct+v+N—-1—))

—v—N+2+j

Cj(N, l) =

Observe that Cj(N, 1) is nothing more than the coefficient of A/y(0) in (7.18).
Recalling that € Ny_,, we may simplify the ratio of gamma functions appearing
in the definition of C;. In particular, it is then apparent that if j is even, then
Ci(N,t) < 0if N is even, whereas C;(N,t) > 0 if N is odd; moreover, this holds
for each t € Ny_, as a simple calculation reveals. The sign relationship is reversed
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if j is odd, and, once again, the relationship holds for each admissible . We then
see that (7.18) holds provided that A/y(0) satisfies the sign condition, for each
admissible j, presented in the statement of the theorem. And this completes the
proof. O

We next present three examples to illustrate the application of Corollary 7.15 in
the cases where N = 3, 4, or 5.

Example 7.16. Suppose that N = 3. Then Corollary 7.15 demonstrates that
A%y(t) > 0, for example, provided that

¥(0) <0

Ay(0) = 0

A%y(0) = 0
Afy(1) > 0 for some u € (2,3).

Example 7.17. Suppose that N = 4. Then Corollary 7.15 implies that A3y(f) > 0
if it holds that

y(0) >0
Ay(0) =0
A%y(0) = 0
A%y(0) = 0
Ayy(7) = 0 for some u € (3, 4).

Example 7.18. Suppose that N = 5. Then Corollary 7.15 implies that A*y(f) > 0
if it holds that

y(0) <0
Ay(0) = 0
A’y(0) <0
A%y (0) =0
Ay(0) = 0
Ay(1) > 0 for some u € (4,5).

The next corollary is immediate and provides a geometrical interpretation of
Theorem 7.13 in case i € (2,3) and thus N = 3; in particular, it provides for a
convexity-type result.
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Corollary 7.19. If2 < u <3 andy : Ny — R satisfies y(0) = 0, Ay(0) > 0,
A?y(0) > 0, and Agy(t) > 0, for each t € Zs—,, then A*y(t) > 0, for each t € Ny.

We can also obtain an alternative version of Theorem 7.13.

Corollary 7.20. Fix u € (N —1,N), for N € N given, and lety : Ny — R be a
given function satisfying Ny(0) = 0 for eachj € {0,1,2,...,N — 3}, AN2y(0) <
0, and Ayy(t) < O for each t € Zy—,. If it also holds that AN~'y(0) < 0, then
ANTIy(f) < 0, for each t € N.

Proof. Put z = —y and apply Theorem 7.13 to the function z. O

Finally, as a specific application of this result and to demonstrate a nontrivial
consequence of Theorem 7.13 we consider the theorem in case N = 3. To this end,
consider the following FBVP, and observe that this is a special case of the so-called
(N — 1, 1) problem for the case N = 3; see [124] for additional results on a class of
discrete fractional (N — 1, 1) problems.

A oy =fa+p—1Lyt+p—1),re N ={0,1,....b+1}

y(u—=3)=0=Ay(n—-3)
yu+b+1)=0
(7.19)

Corollary 7.21. If the continuous function f : Nﬁff X R — R is nonnegative and

2 < W < 3, then problem (7.19) has no nontrivial positive solution.

Proof. We begin by noting that from the boundary conditions we clearly have both
that y(u — 3) = 0 and that Ay(u — 3) > 0. Furthermore, we compute

Ay(u=3) =y(u—1)=2y(u —2) + y(u — 3) = y(u — 1).

Therefore, supposing for contradiction that y is a fictitious positive solution of
problem (7.19), the above calculation demonstrates that Azy(u — 3) > 0. Note,
in addition, that by the form of the difference equation in (7.19) together with the
assumption on the function f we may also conclude that Aﬁ_3y(t) > 0 for each
t € Ny. Thus, we may invoke Theorem 7.13 to deduce that A%y(f) > 0 for each
t e ZH_3'

Now, by the contradiction assumption we have that y is nontrivial, and so, it
follows that for some time 7y € Zﬁj it holds that y (¢p) > 0. But then Ay (#) > 0.
Since Theorem 7.13 has shown that A2y(¢) > 0 for all ¢, it follows that Ay(¢) > 0
foreacht € Zﬁé—‘_b. Thus, y(u+b+1) > 0, which violates the boundary condition at
the right endpoint, and so, a contradiction is obtained. Consequently, (7.19) cannot
have a nontrivial positive solution, as claimed. a

Remark 7.22. For obvious geometrical reasons, problem (7.19) cannot have a
positive solution in case u = 3. However, lacking this simple geometric intuition
when p ¢ N, it does not appear to be plainly obvious that problem (7.19) maintains
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this similar solution structure. Accordingly, Corollary 7.21 demonstrates that no
such aberrant or otherwise pathological behavior occurs in the fractional case.

In fact, this is of some interest since the nonlocal structure of the fractional
difference can be responsible for aberrant behavior. As mentioned in the previous
section, it has been shown by Ferreira and Goodrich [83, Theorem 3.13] that
this nonlocality can contribute to certain boundary value problems possessing
positive solutions even in the case where their integer-order counterpart does not
possess nontrivial, positive solutions. Thus, Corollary 7.21 demonstrates that no
such aberration occurs with respect to the fractional (2, 1) problem studied above.

The reader should observe that it is certainly possible to write numerous
analogues of Corollary 7.21 by repeatedly applying Theorem 7.13 for different
choice of N. It is instructive to do this in a few cases to obtain a better sense of
the implications of the result. However, we leave this as an optional exercise.

Remark 7.23. Due to the minor error in [67, Corollary 2.3], there are subsequently
some minor errors in [114]. Fortunately, the changes required to that paper are very
minor. In particular, the following minor changes must be made. It should be noted
that other than including a single additional hypothesis, no changes are required to
the proofs in [114]; the proofs are otherwise correct.

« In [114, Theorem 2.6, Corollary 2.8] the hypothesis A¥~!'y(0) > 0 must be
added, whereas in [114, Corollary 2.11] the hypothesis A¥~'y(0) < 0 must be
added.

 In [114, Example 2.9] the hypothesis A%y(0) > 0 must be added in the first
part of the example, whereas in the second part of the example the hypothesis
A3y(0) > 0 must be added.

 1In[114, Corollary 2.10] the hypothesis A%y(0) > 0 must be added.

We would like to conclude this section, much as we did in Sect. 7.2, by pointing
out that due to a flurry of recent work in the area, the basic convexity and concavity
results presented earlier in this section have been able to be substantively extended
in a variety of directions. As one such representative result, we present the following
theorem, which was recently proved by Baoguo, Erbe, Goodrich, and Peterson; it
will appear in a forthcoming paper [53], and we direct the reader to the paper for
further details on this and other related results. In particular, we omit the proof of
the result, but instead focus on its relationship to the results presented earlier in this
section, and the way in which it improves them.

Theorem 7.24. Fix v € (2,3) and suppose that A f(t) > 0 for eacht € N34 ,_,.
If for each k € N_, it holds that

v+2+4+k v
T—i—lf(a + 2) + mf(a + 1) — mf(d) <0, (7.20)

then A%*f(t) > 0 for each t € N4 1.
Proof. Omitted—see [53]. O
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Remark 7.25. Observe that inequality (7.20) does not necessarily imply that
A%f(a) > 0. For example, if we put f(a) = 0,f(a+ 1) = 1,and f(a +2) = 1.9
and we also fix v = g € (2, 3), then we calculate

v+1 v
2) + — 1)——
@D+ e D = @
2 7 5 1
=—-194--1—-—-0=—-—— <0,
3 6 12 10
which shows that inequality (7.20) is satisfied in case k = —1; in fact, it can be
shown that (7.20) is satisfied for each k € N_;. Yet we calculate A%f(a) = —% < 0.

Similarly, if we put g(a) = 1, gla + 1) = 2.8, and g(a + 2) = 4.5 as well as

again taking v = %, then we see that A%g(a) = —1—10 < 0. Yet at the same time we

calculate
v+1 v
)+ — 1)—-—
s [8@+2)+ 20— 1)g(a +1) - 8@
2 7 5 3
=—454+-.28——-1=—-——<0,
3 6 12 20
which shows that inequality (7.20) is satisfied in case k = —1, and, as can be easily

shown, it holds for k € N_;.

All in all, then, we see that condition (7.20) may be satisfied even if the map
t — f(¢) is not convex “at” t = a. In particular, this means that Theorem 7.24 does
not require that the map ¢ — f(¢) be “initially convex.”

7.4 Analysis of a Three-Point Boundary Value Problem

In the preceding two sections we demonstrated that under certain conditions the
discrete fractional difference operator satisfies both monotonicity and convexity
properties. We thus focused on the nonlocal structure implicit to the fractional
operators. As mentioned in the introduction to this chapter, one can also study
explicitly nonlocal boundary value problems. In this and the succeeding sections
of this chapter, we examine a few specific examples of these so-called nonlocal
boundary value problems.

We begin by examining a three-point problem in this section. This is a special
case of the so-called m-point problem, wherein our boundary value problem has a
boundary condition of the form, say,

y0) =) ay(§).
j=1
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where, for each j, the number &; is both nonzero and an element of the domain of y.
In particular, then, the value of y at t = 0 depends on the values of y at time points
other than = 0. This then gives rise to an explicit nonlocal boundary condition.
Now, in the integer-order case determining the Green’s function and its properties
for such a problem can be tedious, but is usually not too overly taxing. However, in
the fractional case, as this section demonstrates, determining explicitly the Green’s
function and its properties for even the three-point problem is extremely technical.
In particular, the problem we study in this section is

—Ay@®)=f@+v—1,y¢+v—1))
yv=2)=0
ay(v + K) = y(v + b).

Finally, as we shall note later in this section, if we remove the nonlocal boundary
condition element by simply putting @ = 0, then we recover the Green’s function
for the conjugate problem as is easily checked by the reader. Moreover, most of the
results in this section can be found in the paper by Goodrich [104].

So, with this context in mind, we first deduce the Green’s function for the
operator —A" together with the boundary conditions y(v —2) = 0 and ay(v + K) =
y(v + b), where 0 < @ < 1 and K € [-1,b — 1]z. We first present a preliminary
lemma, which will prove to be rather useful in what follows. The lemma can be
found in a paper by Goodrich [88].

k
J=r

Lemma 7.26. Fix k € N and let {mj} {nj}le C (0, 4+00) such that

max m; < min n;

1<j<k 1<j<k

and that for at least one jo, 1 < jo < k, we have that m;, < nj,. Then for fixed
ag € (0, 1), it follows that

( n g )(m1+0€0 mk+060)>1
i i rupon p- e .

Proof. Fix an index jy, where jj is one of the indices, of which there exists at least
one, for which n;, > mj,. Notice that as n;, > mj, and ap > O, it follows that
nj,eo > mj,ao, whence mjon;, + njocg > mj,nj, + mj,ao, so that

mj, + Qo > njy + o

mj, Mjo

s

whence

My M+

> 1.
nj, + ap mj,
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But now the claim follows at once by repeating the above steps for each of the
remaining jo — 1 terms and observing that the product of j terms, each of which is at
least unity and at least one of which exceeds unity, is greater than unity. O
In addition, for reference in the sequel and to simplify the rather formidable nota-
tional burden associated with this problem, let us make the following declarations;
note that we provide the domains of these maps in the statement of Theorem 7.27.

. 1 _ e 1\0—L

gi(t,s) 1= F(v)[ (t—s—1)
- - [(b+v—s—1)“_l—a(K+v—s—1)V—‘]}
Qo

e 1 _tﬂ b 1v—1 K 1g

8(t.5) 1= r() [ Q0 [( +v—s—1) —a(K+v—s5s—1) ]:|
1 T v—1

g(t,s) == ) _—(t—s—l)ﬂ+ o (b+u—s_1)v—l]

1 'tﬂb -
ga(t,s) = ) _Qo( +v—s—1) }

Qo= b+ v)"™ —a(K +v)=L

(7.21)

Theorem 7.27. Leth : [v—1,v+b—l]y,_, = R be given. The unique solution
of the problem

—A"y(1) = h(t+v —1)
yv—=2)=0
ay(v + K) = y(v + b) (7.22)

is the function

b
Y(0) =" G(t.9)h(s + v — 1),

s=0

where G(t,s) is the Green’s function for the operator —A" together with the
boundary conditions in (7.22), and where

gi1(t,s), 0<s<min{r—v, K}
g(t,s), 0<t—v<s<K<b

G(t,s) = )
gi(t,s), O0<K<s<r—v<bh

g4(t,s), max{t—v,K} <s<b

with gi(t,s), 1 <i <4, are as defined in (7.21) above.
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Proof. Omitted—see [104]. O

Remark 7.28. Tt is easy to observe that in case @ = 0, not only does problem (7.22)
reduce to the usual conjugate FBVP that was considered in [31], but, moreover, the
Green’s function given by Theorem 7.27 reduces to the Green’s function derived in
[31].

We now wish to prove that the Green’s function (¢, s) +— G(t, s) in Theorem 7.27
satisfies certain properties that will prove to be of use in the sequel and are also of
independent interest. We first prove an easy preliminary lemma.

Lemma 7.29. Let Q2 be as defined in (7.21). Then for each K € [—1,b — 1]z,
v € (1,2], and b € N, we find that Q2 > 0.

Proof. Recall from (7.21) that Q = (b 4+ v)*=L — a(K + v)¥=L It is evident that
this function is decreasing in « for each fixed K, v, and b, and so, it suffices to show
that Qo9 > 0 when o = 1. To this end, note that £ is increasing in z, whenever
0 < u < 1.Since b + v > K + v, it immediately follows that

Ql,_, = B+ v)=— (K +v)= >0,

a=
which proves the claim. We observe that this same result holds even in the case
where v = 2. |

Theorem 7.30. Let G be the Green’s function given in the statement of Theo-
rem 7.27. Then for each (t,s) € [v—2,v+Db]n,_, X [0, b]n,, we find that G(t, s) > 0.

Proof. As was mentioned at the beginning of this section, the proof of this result
may be found in its entirety in [104]. However, we include the proof here for its
instructive value. In particular, it shall give the reader a sense of the delicacy that
is involved in arguing the properties of Green’s functions associated with fractional
difference operators—delicacy that is obviated if we pass to the integer-order case.
Moreover, this will also give the reader a general sense for certain of the techniques
that may be utilized in these sorts of arguments.

With this in mind, our program to complete the proof is to show that for each i,
1 < i <4, itholds that g;(¢, s) > 0 for each admissible pair (7, s). To complete this
program, we begin by showing both that g, (¢, s) > 0 and that g4(¢, s) > 0, as these
are the easier cases. In the case of g,(¢, s), observe that it suffices to show that the
inequality

b+v—s—D=L—aK+v—s—1)=L>0 (7.23)
holds. Showing that (7.23) is true is equivalent to showing that

b+v—s—1)=L
a(K+v—s—1)=L

> 1. (7.24)
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But to see that (7.24) is true for each admissible pair (¢, s) and each & € (0, 1], notice
that 72 is increasing in ¢ provided that u € (0, 1). Consequently, we obtain that

b+v—s—1)=L - b+v—s—1)=L
aK+v—s—1=l = (K4+v—s5s—1)r=L

> 1,

which proves (7.24) and thus (7.23). On the other hand, we note that by the form of
g4 given in (7.21), we obtain at once that g4(¢, s) > 0 since 2y > 0 by Lemma 7.29
and b+v—s—1 > 0in this case. Thus, we conclude that both g, and g4 are positive
on each of their respective domains.

We next consider the function g3. Recall from (7.21) that

v—I1

1
g3(t.s8) = o) [—(t—s— 1=t 4+ tQO

b+v—s— 1)”_1].
Evidently, to prove that g3(z, s) > 0, we may instead just prove that I"(v)gs (¢, s) > 0.
Now, it is clear that g is increasing in «, for as « increases, €2 clearly decreases.
In particular, then, we deduce that

A=L(b + v — s — )=l

v—1
F'(w)gs(t,s) > —(t—s—1)—+ b+ vyt (7.25)
Note that (7.25) implies that g3(z, s) > 0 if and only if
~=L(p —s— 1=t
btv—s—1) (7.26)

1
(—s— )=b + vy=l

To prove that (7.26) holds, recall that on the domain of gs it holds thatr > s + v >
K +v. Consequently, given a fixed but arbitrary sy > K, we have that t = so+ v +J,
for some 0 < j < b— 50 with j € Ny. But then for this number sy, we may recast the
left-hand side of (7.26) as

=L+ v —s—1)=L

(t—s— 1=+ v)r=L

T+ DT (b+v—s50)T(t—so—v+ 1T (D +2)

T Tt—v+2)T(b—so+ DL (t—s)T(b+v+1)
FGGo+v+j+DTG+v—s) TG+ DD +2)
FC(so+j+2)T(b—so+ DT +HIB+v+1)

_ J' O+ DHE 4+ 50) - (v + )]

o H+j DB =) [(b+v)--(b+v—s50)]

b+ b=so+ 1) (WAj+s0)-(v+))

b Ctv—s) (otj+ DD

(7.27)
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Now, observe that each of the fractions on the right-hand side of (7.27) has
exactly so + 1 factors in each of its numerator and denominator. In addition, by
putting g := v — 1 > 0, we observe that this expression satisfies the hypotheses
of Lemma 7.26. (Of course, some repetition of factors may occur between the two
fractions on the right-hand side of (7.27), but these may always be canceled to obtain
the form required by Lemma 7.26. Thus, we may safely ignore the existence of any
possible repetition.) Consequently, we deduce from this lemma that

A=l 4y — 5 — 1)2=L
(t—s—1)=L(d + v)=L

_ (A Db=so+ 1) (0 Aj+s0) (V)
b+ v)(b+v—s) (o+j+ DG+ 1D

’

whence (7.26) holds. But as (7.26) holds for each admissible pair (z, s), it follows at
once that (7.25) holds, too, so that g5(¢, s) > 0, as claimed.

Finally, we show that g;(¢,s) > 0 on its domain, which we recall is 0 < s <
min{z — v, K}. Recall from (3.1) that

F(V)gl(t, S) = _(t_s_ l)ﬁ

v—1

Qo

+

[b+v—s— D" —a(K+v—s—1)*],

where we again use the fact that g;(z, s) is positive if and only if T'(v)g;(z,s) is
positive. Let us pause momentarily to notice that

b+v—s—D=L oK +v—s—1)=L>0, (7.28)

which is evidently an important condition. Note that (7.28) just follows from (7.23)
above.
Notice that g (¢, s) > 0 only if
tv—l
Qo

[G+v—s— D —a(K+v—s—1)=] > (r—s— 1)L (7.29)

We begin by proving that the function F : [0, 1] — R defined by

. b+v—s—1)=L—aEK+v—s—1)=L

Fle): b+ v)r=l —a(K + v)r=L

(7.30)

is increasing in « for 0 < o < 1. Note that a straightforward calculation shows that
F(a) is increasing in « if and only if

(b+v—s—1)2=LK + v)r=L
(K+v—s—1)r=(b+ v)=L

(7.31)
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To see that (7.31) holds, let sy be arbitrary but fixed such that each of sy € [0, b]y,
and 0 < 59 < min{z — v, K} holds. So, it follows that the left-hand side of (7.31)
above satisfies

(b+v—s0— D=L(EK + v)r=L

(K +v—s0— D)=L+ )=t
_ G+ D (b=so+ 1) (K+v)---(K+v—s0)
(b4+v)--(b+v—s9) K+1)-—(K—so+1)

(7.32)

But it is easy to check that by putting &g := v—1 > 0, we may apply Lemma 7.26 to
the right-hand side of (7.32) to conclude that (7.31) holds. Thus, the map « + F(«)
is increasing in «, as desired. In particular, this implies that to prove that (7.29)
is true, it suffices to check its truth in case « = 0. In this case, we find that
proving (7.29) reduces to proving that

P=L(b + v — s — 1)2=L
(b+v)=lr—s—1)=L

> 1 (7.33)

holds. Observe that the same proof that was used to show that (7.26) held can be
used to show that (7.33) holds, too. Thus, as (7.29) holds in case o = 0, the result
of (7.30)—(7.33) implies that (7.29) holds for each admissible «. Consequently, we
conclude that g;(z,s) > 0, from which it follows that g;(z,s) > 0 for each i, 1 <
i < 4. Hence, it follows that G(¢,s) > 0 for each admissible pair (7, s). And this
concludes the proof. O

Theorem 7.31. Let G be the Green’s function given in the statement of Theo-
rem 7.27. In addition, suppose that for given K € [—1,b— 1]z and 1 < v < 2,
we have that « satisfies the inequality

0<u«u
. (b +v)r=t 2=2(b+ v —s— 1)L
< min -
(t.s)€ls+vv+bln,_ x[0by, | (K +v)=L (K + v)2=L(t —s—1)2=2
(7.34)
Then for each s € [0, b]y, it holds that
max G(t,5) =G(s+v—1,s). (7.35)

t€lv—1v+bly, _,

Proof. Our strategy is to show that A;g;(f,s) > 0 for each i = 2, 4, and that
Agi(t,s) < 0 fori = 1, 3. From this the claim will follow at once. To this end,
we first show that the former claim holds, as this is the easier of the two cases. Note,
for example, that when i = 2, we find by direct computation that

F(W)Ag(t,s) = v he= [G+v—s— D) —aK+v—s—1)].

Qo
(7.36)
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So, it is clear from (7.36) that A,g,(¢,s) > 0 if and only if
b4+v—s—1)=L>aK+v—s5s—1)=L
But as this immediately follows from (7.23)—(7.24), we deduce that
Aga(t,s) > 0,

as desired. On the other hand, the estimate A,g4(f,5) > 0 evidently holds
() L l)’ (b + v —s— 1)*=L. And this concludes the

considering that A,g4(t,s) =
analysis of A,g;(¢,s) in case i is even

We next attend to gz(t, s). In particular, we claim that A,gs;(t,s) < O for each
admissible pair (¢, s). To see that this claim holds, note that

TWAg (1, s) = (v =Dt —s— 1)*=2

—lld
L =D

% (b+v—s—1)=1

where we have used the fact that A,(t — s — 1)>=1 = (v — 1)(t — s — 1)*=2, which
may be easily verified from the definition. So, if A,gj is to be a nonpositive function,
then it must hold that

P=2(b 4 v — 5 — 1)
Qo

< (t—s—1)2=2 (7.37)

Notice that (7.37) is true if and only if (b + v)*=L — (K 4+ v)*=! > ’;Z(gb_{—;)—;‘;;]

is true. But this latter inequality is true only if
P=2(b+ v —s— 1)L (b +v)r=L

is true. From (7.38) we see that by requiring « to satisfy, for each admissible K and
v, the estimate

0<a«

, b+v)y=t =2 +v—s—1)=L
< min -
(t.9)€ls+vv+bly,_ X0y, | (K +v)=L (K + v)r=L(t — s — 1)2=2

3

(7.39)

it follows that (7.37) is true—that is, that g3(¢, s) > 0 for each admissible pair (z, s).
Note that restriction (7.39) above is precisely restriction (7.34), which was given in
the statement of this theorem. Thus, with restriction (7.34) in place, we conclude
that the map (¢, s) — A,g3(t, s) will be nonpositive on its domain, as desired.
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Finally, we claim that A,g; (¢, s) < 0 on its domain. Observe that by the definition
of g; given in (7.21), we must argue that

—(w—=D(@—s— 122
(\) _ l)td (7.40)

+Q—[(b—}—v—s—l)ﬂ—a(l(—l—v—s—l)ﬂ]<0.
0

But observe that

—(w=D(—s—1)2

v — 1)p=2
L oD
Qo

[b+v—s— D) —a+v—s—1)*]

<—-@w-D@E—s— 1)d+ v—D=2b+v—s5— 1)ﬂ.
Qo

So, we deduce that if

_ v—2 o — 1)v=L
(-5 — 124 D (bg vos- D, (7.41)
0

then inequality (7.40) holds. Now, note that we can solve for « in (7.41) to obtain an
upper bound on «. As this calculation is exactly the same as the one given earlier in
the argument, we do not repeat it here. Instead we point out that the restriction (7.41)
implies that

O<a<(b+v)@ P=2(b4v—s—1)=L
T T (K+v)=l (Kl —s— 1)

Note that the right-hand side of (7.41) is precisely restriction (7.34). So, by
assuming (7.34) we also get that (7.40) holds. Consequently, the preceding analysis
shows that (7.40) holds, from which it follows that A,g;(#,s) > 0 on its domain.
Thus, we deduce that (7.35) holds, which completes the proof. O

Before presenting our final theorem in this section regarding the map (¢,s) —
G(t, s), we make some definitions for convenience.
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Y1 = —(b—l— Y=

_ 1 (3(b + v))“‘1
2= (3(b+u))“_l 4
1

(W - 1)g [(6+ v)=L— (K + v)=]
- (b+v— 1=t

v—1

3(b+v) v=l v

SN B ECE e ) B
(3(b+u))“_1 4 b +v— 1)l

1

We will make use of these constants in the sequel.

Theorem 7.32. Let G be the Green’s function given in the statement of Theo-
rem 7.27. Let y;, 1 < i < 3, be defined as above. Then it follows that for each
s € [0, b]No

min G(t,s) >y max G(t,s) = yG(s+v—1,s), (7.42)
e [H’Tv ,304) ] r€[v—=2,v+b]n,_,
where
y 1= min{yy, y3}, (7.43)

and y satisfies the inequality 0 <y < 1.

Proof. To simplify the notation used in this proof, let us put, foreach 1 <i < 4,

e
g'(t S) .— ) ga(stv—1ls)° i=1,2
=0 T gy

ga(s+v—1,5)° =3,

Observe that for s > t— v + 1 and 22> <1 < w, it holds that

N

(s+v—1)r=L = (b +v)=L’

gZ(tv S) = (§4(t» S) = (744)

whence from (7.44) it is clear that in the case where both s > tr—v + 1 and ¢ €
[b+v , M] it follows that

4 4

min G(t,s) = y1G(s+v—1,5).
te[b+u.3(b+v):|
5 7
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4 b
we consider two cases depending upon whether or not the pair (z,s) lives in the
domain of g, or g3. In the case where (z, s) lives in the domain of g3, we note that
by definition

On the other hand, suppose that s < t —v + 1 and ¢ € [m @]. Then

g(t,s)
_ —(t—s—1)=LlQ, p=l
s+ v—Dl v —s—1)=l (s v — 1)L

! [tvl (1 =5 =D [(b +v)*~' —a(K + v)”"]]

(s+v—1)r=L B (b+v—s—1)r=L
1

(3(b+u))ﬂ
1

3(b + v) | (@ —~ 1)ﬂ[(b + )=l — (K + v)=
( 4 ) - (b+v—1p=t

A%

(7.45)
So, it is clear from (7.45) thatincase s <t—v + l and ¢ € [bfT”, 3(bf”)], we get
that minte[b-‘r 3(b+v)] G(t7 S) Z V2G(S +v-— 17 S)-

5T 4

Finally, suppose that s < t—v 4+ 1, € [”TT”, 3(b:”)], and that the pair (¢, s)

lives in the domain of g;. By using a similar calculation as in (7.45) together with
the definition of g;, we obtain the lower bound

&i(t.5)

(s — 1)1,
+v—1=L{b+v—s—1)=l—@K+v—s5s—1)2=l]

tﬁ
+(s+v—1)ﬂ
1

3(h4v) \ 2t
Atn)

3(b+v) " (% —S5= 1)ﬂ[(b + )=l —a(K 4 v)2=L
( 4 ) (b v—s— DK +v—s— 1=l

%

(7.46)
v—1__ v—l1 .
We now need to focus on the quotient +v£itY;;—ZE§:)— =t appearing on the

right-hand side of (7.46). We claim that this is a decreasing function of a.
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To prove this claim, let us put

b+ v)=L — (K +v)r=L

= , 7.47
b+v—s—1=l—wK+v—s—1)=L (7.47)

gla):

where for each fixed but arbitrary b, s, v, and K, we have that g : [0, 1] — [0, +00).
Now, let the map o +— F(«) be defined as in (7.30) above. Note from (7.47) that

1
gla) = m-

Recall that in case 0 < o < 1 we have already argued that F is increasing in «. So,
straightforward computations demonstrate that g is decreasing in ¢, for 0 < o < 1,
as desired.

Since g is decreasing in «, we conclude that

gi(t.s)
1
>

- (3(b+u))E
1

3(b+v) " (3('1—“ —5— 1)ﬂ[(b+ V)= — (K + v)=
( 4 ) B b+v—s—1)2=l —gK+v—s5s—1)=L

v—1
B 3(b+v) = -
1 (3(b+v))” 1_(T—S—1) (b+ )=t
(3(b+u))—”_‘ 4 (b+v—s—1)=L

1

i 3(b+) v=l b
1 (3(b+v))”_1 <_4“ _1) (b + v)r=L
(3(h+u))“_1 4 (b+v—1)=L

4 —

Thus, we observe that in this case it holds that minte[Hu 3(b+v)] G(t,s) > y3G(s +
4 7 4

v

IV

v—1,s).

Finally, note that since y, > y3, it must hold that min {y,, 2, y3} = min {y, y3}.
Thus, we can put y := min{y, y3} as in (7.43). The previous part of the proof then
shows that for each s € [0, b]y, it holds that

min G(t,s) >y max G(t,s) =yG(s+v—1,s), (7.48)
te[[ﬂ-%,}(bj—v)] t€[v—=2,v+b|N,_,

and as (7.48) is (7.42), the first part of the proof is complete.
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To complete the proof, it remains to show that y, as defined in (7.43), satisfies
0 < y < 1. We first observe that y; < 1. This follows from the fact that 2=L is
an increasing function in r whenever v € (1, 2]. To see that this latter claim is true,
simply observe that

re+1

A[zﬁ]z(v—l).F >0

(t—v+3) '

Thus, as 2% > b+v and (bfT”)g, (b+v)*=L £ 0, the claim follows. In particular,

this demonstrates that

y =min{y;, y3} <y < 1. (7.49)

On the other hand, observe that y; > 0. So, it only remains to show that y3 > 0.
Note that y; is strictly positive if and only if

v—1

(%) e+ v -1t

(A — 1)”_1 (b + V)=t

> 1. (7.50)

But (7.50) is true if and only if

(b+1) (22)

(b—i—v)(@—v—i—l)

> 1 (7.51)

holds for each admissible b and v—that is, each b € [2, +0c0)y and v € (1, 2].
We claim that (7.51) is true for each b € [2, +00) and each v € (1,2]. To see
this, for each fixed and admissible b, put

b+ 1) (252)

Hp(v) := , (7.52)
3(b+v
(b—i—v)(%—v—}-l)
which is the left-hand side of inequality (7.51), and note that each of
Hy(1) =1 (7.53)
and
b+1)(3b+3) 3b+3
Hy(2) = ( )(Ght3) 36+ (7.54)

S b+2(Gh+l) 342

holds. Now, H,(2) > 1 is evidently true for each admissible b. Moreover, a
straightforward computation shows that
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3(b+1)

Hy,(v) =

But then (7.55) demonstrates that for each b, it holds that the map v +— Hp(v) is
strictly increasing in v. Therefore, as H,(1) = 1 and H,(2) > 1, we obtain at once
that

Hy(v) > 1 (7.56)

for each v € (1,2] and b € [2, +00)y. But then from (7.56) we deduce that (7.51)
holds, as desired.
In summary, (7.50)—(7.56) demonstrate that y3 > 0. But we then find that

y = min{yy, y3} > 0. (7.57)
Putting (7.49) and (7.57) together implies that y € (0, 1), as claimed. And this

completes the proof. O

Remark 7.33. Note that in case @« = 0, the result of Theorem 7.32 reduces to the
results obtained in [31], as the reader may easily check.

Remark 7.34. For a brief investigation of the properties of the set of admissible
values of @ generated by condition (7.34) above, one may consult [104].

Remark 7.35. Once we have the preceding properties of the Green’s function G in
hand, it then is standard to provide some basic existence result for the FBVP

—A’y(@)=f(t+v—1,y¢+v—1))

yv—-2)=0

ay(v + K) =y(v +b),

where f : [0,b]y, x R — [0, +00) is a continuous map. However, since we
complete this sort of analysis in the somewhat more general case of (potentially)
nonlinear boundary conditions in the next section, we will not present existence
theorems for the three-point problem studied in this section. We instead direct the

interested reader to [104, §5] where results of this sort may be found for the three-
point problem studied in this section.

7.5 A Nonlocal BVP with Nonlinear Boundary Conditions

In the previous section we saw how a three-point problem can be analyzed. In
particular, notice that the boundary condition in that setting is linear in the sense
that if we define the boundary operator B defined by

By:=ay(t+v)+yt+v+b), yeR"
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then B is linear map from R™ into R, for some m > 1 with m € N. However,
there is no requirement that the boundary conditions for a given BVP be linear. In
fact, if the boundary conditions are nonlinear, then the mathematical analysis of
the problem can be very interesting and potentially challenging. For one thing, one
cannot generally approach the problem in the same way—namely by determining
an appropriate Green’s function. Rather, an alternative but viable approach in this
setting is to instead construct a new operator by taking the operator associated with
the linear boundary condition problem and then suitably perturbing it. This approach
will be seen in this section. In particular, we wish to consider a modification of the
BVP considered in the previous section; namely, we consider in this section the
problem

—A"y@) =f@t+v—-1y¢+v—1))
y(v—=2) =g
yv+b)=0
in the case where the map y — g(y) is potentially nonlinear. The results of this
section may be found largely in Goodrich [92].
We begin by providing a lemma, which essentially recasts the above BVP as
an appropriate summation operator. Studying the existence of solutions to the BVP

will then be reduced to demonstrating the existence of nontrivial fixed points of the
associated summation operator.

Theorem 7.36. Leth : [v—1,....,v+b—1]y,, > Randg : R*"> — R be
given. A function y is a solution of the discrete FBVP

—A"y(t) =h(t+v—1)
yv—=2) =g (7.58)
yv+b)=0

where t € [0, bl,, if and only if y(t), for each t € [v —2,v + b]n,_,, has the form

1 —v .
y(t) = “To) ;(r—s— D=h(s +v—1)

1 b
v—1 v—1
+t msgo(v_,_b_s_l)ih(s_kv 1)

). (7.59)

B g L
b+2fv—1) |  Tw-1°
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Proof. Using the results from earlier in this text, we find that a general solution
for (7.58) is the function

(1) = =A7Vh(t+v — 1) + 127 + 022, (7.60)

where ¢ € [v —2,v + b]y,_,. On the one hand, applying the boundary condition at
t = v —2in (7.58) implies at once that

1

(&)

Applying the boundary condition at = v + b in (7.58) yields

0=y(v+b)
b v—=2
S et
b
= —ﬁZ(V+b—s—l)ﬁh(s+v—1)+cl(v+b)ﬂ
s=0
b v—=2
) (762

whence (7.62) implies that

1
= b= (v)

b
el Y wAb—s—1)"h(s+v-1)
s=0

(v + b)=2
Tw+b=Tw-—D¢

) (7.63)

b
Y w4b—s—1)=h(s+v-1)
s=0

g().

|
~ W+ b= (v)

1
Cb+2T(v—1)

Consequently, using (7.60)—(7.63), we deduce that foreach 7 € [v —2,v + D]y, _,
it holds that y has the form given in (7.59) above. And this shows that if (7.58)
has a solution, then it can be represented by (7.59) and that every function of the
form (7.59) is a solution of (7.58). And this completes the proof of the theorem. O
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We now recall an additional lemma that will prove to be useful later in this
section.

Lemma 7.37. For t and s for which both (t — s — 1)* and (t — s — 2)* are defined,
we find that
A [t—s— 1Y = —v(t— s —2)*=L

Proof. Omitted—see [89, Lemma 2.4]. O
Finally, for v € (1, 2] given, we provide the following lemma, which will also be
of importance later in this section.

Lemma 7.38. The map

1 v—2 1 v—1
> ————— [ = — —— =
T(v—1) bh+2

is strictly decreasing in t, for t € [v — 2,v + bln,_,. In addition, it holds both that

1 1
min — 2 — =l =0
rep—2v+bln,_, | ['(v — 1) b+2

and that

1 1
max — 2 —— Ll =1,
rev—2v+0ln,_, | T(v — 1) b+2

Proof. Note that
v—2 1 v—1 v—3 v—1 v—2
A |12 — = = (0 =) — 2 <0, (7.64)
b+2 b+2

where the inequality in (7.64) follows from the observation that (v — 2)(b + 2) —
(t—v +3)(v — 1) <0. It follows that the map

1 v=2 1 v—1
t—> ——— |t - —t
Tv—1) b+2

is strictly decreasing in ¢ as well. Furthermore, notice both that

; tV—Z_LtQ _; r _1)_L =1
r@—n[ b+2 ]:%;"r@—n[(” b+2]_
(7.65)
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and that

; |:tv—2 _ _tv—1:| =0.
F(v—1) b+2 limuts

In particular, as a consequence of (7.64)—(7.65) we see that the second claim in the
statement of the theorem follows. And this completes the proof of the lemma. O

We now wish to show that under certain conditions, problem (7.58) has at
least one solution. We observe that problem (7.58) may be recast as an equivalent
summation equation. In particular, y is a solution of (7.58) if and only if y is a fixed
point of the operator T : R?™3 — R**3_ where

L T VA VO
tv_l : v—1
+m;(wﬂ_s—l)ff@ﬂw—1,y(s+v—1))
#=tg(y) r=2

).

TG+ Tv—1 " To-Dn?

(7.66)

fort € [v—2,v + b]y,_,; this observation follows from Theorem 7.36. We now use
this fact to state and prove our first existence theorem.

Theorem 7.39. Suppose that the maps (t,y) — f(t,y) and y — g(y) are Lipschitz
in y. That is, there exist o, f > 0 such that |f (t,y1) —f (t,y2)] < a|y1 — 2|
whenever yi, y» € R, and |g(y1) —g ()| = Bllyr — y2Il whenever yi, y, €
C([v—2,v + bln,_,, R). Then it follows that problem (7.58) has a unique solution
provided that the condition

b .
2a]‘[(”ﬂ)+ﬂ<1 (7.67)
AN
J
holds.

Proof. We will show that under the hypotheses in the statement of this theorem 7 is
a contraction mapping. To this end, we notice that for each admissible y; and y, it
holds that
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17y — Ty, ||

1 —v
<a|y; — max r—s— 1)L
< afyr =yl relv—2m bl |:F(v) ;( ) :|

b
tu—l
+ ally; — max -_ v+b—s— 1)L
=2l max |:(v T )= (v) ;( ) }

tﬂ

+ - - + .
Plor=xl  max =G are—1 T Te-D
(7.68)
We now analyze each of the three terms on the right-hand side of (7.68).
We first notice, by an application of Lemma 7.37, that
I ¥ aly =yl [_1 o
— _ t—s—D=l | = 22 PR 2= o)
alyr =z [F(U) §< s=1) } o LY
| ” re+1) <o | Frv+b+1)
= —_ —
N2 T Sy rw+ 1) N2 Ty pro+n

b .
v+
=a1‘[( | )nyl—yzn.
=1\
(7.69)

So, this estimates the first term on the right-hand side of (7.68). Then another
application of Lemma 7.37 reveals that

v—1 b
05||Y1—y2|||:(v+;)TF(V)Z(V+b—S—1)Mj|
s=0
_alyi—»l vt ey =yl T 1 Rl
= TTw) Z(”“’ R [_E(””_”Lo

bov+ J
— el -] ().
=1/

(7.70)
which provides an upper bound for the second term appearing on the right-hand side
of (7.66). Finally, we may estimate the third term on the right-hand side of (7.68)
by employing Lemma 7.38 and observing that

tv—l tv—2

B =l |- e+ T | <Al @
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Putting (7.69)—(7.71) into the right-hand side of (7.68), we conclude at once that

b .
v+
1T Tall < 120 (T) + 8} Iyt =yl

J=1

So, by requiring condition (7.67) to hold, we find that (7.58) has a unique solution.
And this completes the proof. O

By weakening the conditions imposed on the functions f and g, we can still
deduce the existence of at least one solution to (7.58). We shall appeal to the
Brouwer theorem to accomplish this.

Theorem 7.40. Suppose that there exists a constant M > 0 such that f (¢, y) satisfies
the inequality

M

max t, < —— 7.72
(t.y)Elv—1,v+b—1]n, | X[~M.M] AURE % +1 (7.72)
and g(y) satisfies the inequality
M
< . 7.73
Osrﬁ;fﬁ’;M|g(y)| = 20Tbih_ (7.73)

TO+DI(B+1)

Then (7.58) has at least one solution, say yo, satisfying |yo(t)] < M, for all t €
[V - 2’ v+ b]N\;—Z'

Proof. Consider the Banach space B := {y € R**3 : |y| < M}. Let T be the
operator defined in (7.66). It is clear that T is a continuous operator. Therefore,
the main objective in establishing this result is to show that T : 5B — B—that is,
whenever ||y|| < M, it follows that || 7y|| < M. Once this is established, the Brouwer
theorem will be invoked to deduce the conclusion.

To this end, assume that inequalities (7.72)—(7.73) hold for given f and g. For
notational convenience in the sequel, let us put

M

2L (v+b+1)

QO = s
Fe+DHr@+1) +1

(7.74)

which is a positive constant. Using the notation introduced previously in (7.74),
observe that

171l
t—v

D (t—s— D=+ v —1).y(s + v — 1))
s=0

< max
rev—2v+bly,_, I'(V)
tv—l

max e ——
b e ) 0 1 T ()
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b
xZ(v—i—b—s—l)”_l[f(s—}—v—l,y(s+v—1))|}

=1 V=2
ettt | G+ 2T -1 T lg)
1 t—v
= Qore[u—zrgeﬁ,]miz |:F(l)) ;(t_ s — 1)g
A=y 4 b —s— 1=t
* ; ((v + b)”“l"(v)) :|
=L =2

+ Qg

(7.75)

e T BT =1 T Tw|

Now, much as in the proof of Theorem 7.39 we can simplify the expression on the
right-hand side of inequality (7.75). In particular, we observe that

—v v—l

1 vl v—1
F(U)Z(t S—l) WZ(V—{-b—S—l)

< 1 — e v—1 - _ @
_F(U);(z s—1) +F()Z(v+b s—1)

| /\

o )Z(u—i—b—s—l)” l—i-mZ(v—i-b—s 1=t

= To )Z(v+b—s—1)“ ! (7.76)

where to obtain inequality (7.76) we have used the fact that the map ¢ +— 2= is
increasing in ¢ since v > 1. Furthermore, it holds that

b 1 b+l l(v~|—b+1)
v—=1 _ v —
E (v—i—b s 1) —[ v(v—i—b s) i|5 0— ) (b 1) . (7.77)

In addition we may estimate the second term on the right-hand side of inequal-
ity (7.75) by using Lemma 7.38, which implies that

=l =2
BT -1 T

=1. (7.78)

max
te[v—Z,v+b]Nv72
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If we now put (7.75)—(7.78) together, then we find that
2Z'(v+b+1)
"ITO+ DB+ 1) 0

- T +b+ 1)
=Sk [F(v TOrGED T 1]

ITy] < €2

(7.79)

Finally, by the definition of €2 given earlier in (7.74), we deduce that (7.79) implies
that

2P(w+b+1)

I < %0 | T

+ 1] =M. (7.80)

Thus, from (7.80) we conclude that T : B — B, as desired. Consequently, it
follows at once by the Brouwer theorem that there exists a fixed point of the map
T, say yo € B. But this function yj is a solution of (7.58). Moreover, y, satisfies the
bound |y ()| < M, foreacht € [v —2,v + b]n,_,. Thus, the proof is complete. O
We next we wish to deduce the existence of at least one positive solution to

problem (7.58). To this end, we first need recall some facts about the Green’s
function for the problem

—Ay@t)=f@t+v—1,y¢+v—-1))

yv—=2)=0

y(v+b) =0.

In particular, we recall the following result.

Lemma 7.41. Let 1 < v < 2. The unique solution of the FBVP
—A"y@®)=h(s+v—1)
yv—=2)=0
yv+b)=0

is given by the mapy : [v —2,v + b]z,_, — R defined by

b+1

Y(0) =" G(t.9)h(s + v — 1),

s=0

where the Green’s function G : [v —2,v + blz,_, % [0, by, — R is defined by

o Uk el e PR RN
G(t,s) = —— +Hb=T (t—s—1= (s) e

v—1 1\ —1 )
L) | —ts—, (t.s) € T»
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where

Ty :={(ts)ev—-2,v+blz,_,x[0,b]y, : 0<s<t—v+1<b+1}
and

T :={(ts)elv-2,v+blz,_, x[0,by, : 0<t—v+1<s<b+1}.
Lemma 7.42. The Green’s function G defined in Lemma 7.41 satisfies the following

conditions:

(i) G(t,s) > O0forte [v—1,v + bly,_, fors € [0, b]n;
(i) maxep—1.v+b)y,_, G(t,s) = G(s+v—1,s) fors € [0, b]y; and
(iii) There exists a numbery € (0, 1) such that

min G(t,s) >y max G(t,s) =yG(s+v—1,s),

by 3t t€lv—1,v+bln,_,

fors € [0, b]n,.

Remark 7.43. The proof of both Lemmas 7.41 and 7.42 are simple modifications
of the proofs of [31, Theorem 3.1] and [31, Theorem 3.2], respectively. Hence, we
omit the proofs.

Before defining the cone that we shall use to prove our existence theorems, we
need a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 7.44. If the map y — g(y) is nonnegative, then there exists a constant
y € (0, 1) with the property that

b
min Gt.)f(s+v—1y(s+v—1

tﬂ ld

e g [_ Gr2re—1D T To- IJ §0)

+

b
>y max ZG(t,s)f(s—l—v—l,y(s—i-v—l))

t€[v=2,v+bN,_, —o

~ =L =2
Y [_ b+2Tw—1) T Tw=1)

]g@)- (7.81)

Proof. To see that this is true, observe first that by Lemma 7.42 we find y € (0, 1)
such that
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min ZG([ Hfis+v—1,y+v—1))

[ h+v 3(b+v)

>y  max Z Gt s)f(s+v—1,y(s +v—1)). (7.82)

t€[v=2,v+b]N, _ 2

Now, recall from Lemma 7.38 that the map

1 v=2 1 v—1
> —F |t -
Tv—1) b+2

is strictly decreasing in ¢ and, furthermore, is strictly positive for ¢t < b + v. In
particular, from this observation we deduce the existence of a number M > 0 such
that

t@ l‘d
min — + =M. 7.83
,G[#}(T)] [ bG+2)r(v—-1) TI'(@w- 1):| (7.83)
Note that we assume here that there exists a point 7 € N, _, such that bt <t<
ubff”). Additionally, we recall from Lemma 7.38 that
1 1
max - |2 el = (7.84)
rev—2v+bln,_, T(v —1) b+2
In particular, then, (7.83)—(7.84) imply that by putting
Yo =M, (7.85)
where Yy is clearly strictly positive, it follows from (7.83)—(7.85) that
tﬂ l‘d
min — +
[ 0] [ G+OT—1)  T- 1)] §0)
=L v—2
- 'ze[u—zr,lllz%]m,z [_ b+2)L(v—-1) + r'ew- 1)i| 80).
Finally, define y by
y :=min{y, yo} . (7.86)

Evidently, definition (7.86) implies that y € (0, 1). Moreover, inequality (7.82)
implies that
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b
ﬁlg(lwru) Z Gt,9)fs+v—1y(s+v—1))
’e[ T3 ] s=0

tﬂ [U_z
+ i - +
,E[ﬁlﬂij)][ b+ =1 F(v—l)]g(y)
b
> 7 ‘ —1 ~1
27 o ; G(t.s)f (s +v—1y(s+v—1))

tﬁ l‘d

Y e [_ b+2Tw—1) "Tw= 1)} 80), (78D

which since (7.87) is (7.81) completes the proof of the lemma. O
Now, let us put

1

"= ZfZOG(s—i-v—l,s)

and

A= ! (7.88)
T 30+b) _ ’ )
DRI fGQ—b;‘J + )
s=|———v

In addition, define the set L € C ([v — 2, v + b]y,_,, R) by

IC:: y:[V—Z,V‘f‘b]Nv_z_’R:y(t)ZO’

min () > ?Ily(t)||§ ;

b+v 3(b+v)
e[ 2]

(7.89)
which is a cone in the Banach space C ([v — 2, v + b]y,_,, R), where the number y

in (7.88)—(7.89) is the same number as given in Lemma 7.44 above. Moreover, we
will also need in the sequel the constant

Finally, we introduce some conditions that will be helpful in the sequel; these

conditions place some control on the growth of the nonlinearity f as well as the
functional g appearing in (7.58).
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F1: There exists a number r > 0 such that f(z,y) < %nr whenever 0 <y <r.

F2: There exists a number r > 0 such that f(¢,y) > Ar whenever yr <y < r,
where y is the number provided in Lemma 7.44.

G1: There exists a number r > 0 such that g(y) < n*r whenever 0 < |y| < r.

Remark 7.45. The operator T defined in (7.66) may be written in the form

b
(T)(1) =Y Gt.9)f (s +v—Ly@s+v—1)
=0 (7.90)

p=L p=2
+ [_(b FOrw—1) T Tw= 1)] 80),

where G is the Green’s function from Lemma 7.41. This observation is important
since it allows us to use the known properties of the map (¢, s) — G(t, s) to obtain
useful estimates in the existence argument.

With these declarations in hand, we proceed with proving an existence theorem.
We begin with a preliminary lemma, however, to establish separately that 7" in fact
maps K into itself.

Lemma 7.46. Let T be defined as in (7.90) and K as in (7.89). Assume in addition
that both f and g are nonnegative. Then T(K) C K.

Proof. Let T be the operator defined in (7.90). Observe that

min (Ty)(1)
fG[&Tv.Wj_v)]

b
> min Git,s)fs+v—1,9(s+v—1
B te[ﬁ{s(z—i—u)]; ( )f( y( ))

. t@ l‘d
min —
+ze[#.“”f“)] [ b+2)'(v—1) + rev—-1)

} g()

b
>y -1 -1
27 ; G(.9)f s +v—T1y(s+v—1)

l‘ﬂ l‘d
Y e [_ G1Tw—1) Te-1

]g(y)
> y(I7yl, (7.91)

where 7 is as defined in (7.86). Since it is obvious that (7y)(f) > 0 for all # whenever
y € K, it follows that (7.91) establishes that 7(K) C K, as desired. O
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Theorem 7.47. Suppose that there exists two distinct numbers r| and r,, with ry,
ry > 0, such that conditions (F1) and (G1) hold at ry and condition (F2) holds at
ry. Finally, assume that each of f and g is nonnegative. Then problem (7.58) has a
positive solution, whose norm lies between ry and r,.

Proof. Let T be the operator defined in (7.90). It is clear that T is completely

continuous, and Lemma 7.46 establishes that 7(XC) € C. Without loss of generality,

suppose that 0 < r| < r,. Define the set 2| by
Qi={yeC(v-2.v+bn_,.R) : [yl <n}.

Then we have that fory € 02, N K

b
Iy < max Y Grs)f(s+v—Lyis+v—1)

1€lv=2.v+bln, _, 2

=L =2
T e, { [_ b+2)Tw—1)  Tw= 1)] gw}

b
< %;G(s—i—v—l,s)

1 , =t
+ — |2
80) X Two1) [ b+ 2}

1 1
< — —
-2 + 2
= Iyl

(7.92)
So, from (7.92) we conclude that | 7y| < ||y| fory € K N 9L;.
Conversely, define the set 2, by

Qyi={yeC(v=2,v+bln_,,R) : [ly] <rj.

Then using Lemma 7.42, for y € 92, N KC we estimate

®(5]+)
4 b+1

EZG({TJ +v,s)f(s+v—1,y(s+v—1))
s=0

[ Y

b+1
=i Y. fGQ%J+u,s)zrz=||yn. (7.93)

s=[YF—p41]
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Consequently, from (7.93) we conclude that ||7y|| > |y|| whenever y € 92, N K.
But then by an application of the well-known Krasnosel’skii fixed point theorem we
conclude that 7 has a fixed point, say, yo € K. This map 7 + yo(f) is a positive
solution to problem (7.58) since yo € K satisfies r; < ||yo|| < r2. Thus, the proof is
complete. O

We now provide a second result that yields the existence of at least one positive
solution. In what follows, we shall assume that f has the special form f(t,y) =
F1(t)F2(y). Moreover, to facilitate this result, we introduce the following additional
conditions on F, and g.

F3: The function F, satisfies hm =0.
F4: The function F, satisfies hm»_>oo y = +4o00
G2: The function g satisfies hrn”}”_mJr ”V” =0.

Remark 7.48. Observe that there are many nontrivial functionals y +— g(y)
satisfying condition (G2). For example, the functional defined by g(y) := [y(v+1)]?
clearly satisfies (G2).

Theorem 7.49. Suppose that conditions (F3)—(F4) and (G2) hold. Moreover,
assume that each of F\, F», and g is nonnegative. Then problem (7.58) has at least
one positive solution.

Proof. Because of condition (F3), there exists a number «; > 0 sufficiently small
such that

F,(y) < my, (7.94)

for each y € (0, 1], and where we choose 7 sufficiently small so that

b
m Yy Gls+v—1sF(s) <

s=0

(7.95)

N =

holds. Similarly, condition (G2) implies that there exists a number «; > 0 such that

g = mlyll (7.96)

whenever ||y| € (0, az], and where 17, is chosen so that

=L =2
" U G+ T =1  To=1)

(7.97)

=M=

N =

Now, put «* := min {a, @, } and define the set 2| by

1= ek |yl <a*}.
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Then it follows that for all y € L N 02 inequalities (7.94)—(7.97) imply that

b
Ty|| < G(t,5)F - 1F —1
17yl < e, ; (t.9F (s +v—DF0(s+v—1))

[ﬂ l‘d
b e { [(b )T —1)  T— 1)] g@)}

b
<mlyll Y G +v—1L9)Fi(s+v—1)+ nllyl

s=0
<2+ tm
=13 5 y
= |yl (7.98)

whence (7.98) implies that | Ty|| < [|y|.
On the other hand, condition (F4) implies the existence of a number o3 > 0 such
that

Fy(y) = n3y (7.99)

whenever y > «3. Furthermore, we can choose 13 sufficiently large such that

(30D iy
! _ b+1
nmooy. 76 |t Rstv-D =1 (7.100)
x=|'”T+b—v+l'|
Put
a** = max{2a*,a—~3§ (7.101)
14
and observe that for ||y|| = o** we estimate
min  y(1) = 7[y[l = as. (7.102)

b-f,—TuSlSS(bj-v)
Now, define the set 2, by
Qy:={yek : |y| <a™}.

Recall from the proof of Lemma 7.38 that

l‘ﬁ tv—2
— > ()’
b+2T—1) " Tw=1) -

(7.103)
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foreachr € [v —2,v + b]n,_,. And from this it follows that

=l P2
[_(b+2)r(v - T To- 1)]5'@) =0 (7.104)

foreach t € [v —2,v + b]y,_,. Thus, putting (7.99)—(7.104) together, we find that
fory € 02, N K,

w(|5]+)
b
=ZG({ J—{—v S)Fl(s—{-v—l)Fz(y(s—{—v—l))

s=0
p=L p=2
* [_ G+ —1) T Tw= 1)1{,@.}” 80

L3(1f+b)_v+u
! b+1
> > G 5 [0 Fils+v = DR0G+v = 1)
s=|’#—u+l'|
3wtb)
> L AZHJG bri, Fi(s+v—1Dy(s+v—1)
= 7’]3 2 V, S 1S v V(s V
s=|’#—u+l'|
L%(v+b) —u1]

b
nbl Y 76 (|2 [+vs)Acv-nzpl a0

=20y 417

So, from (7.105) we conclude that |7y > |yl whenever y € K N Q.
Consequently, we deduce that T has a fixed point in the set (K N €5) \ €. Since
this fixed point is a positive solution to (7.58), the claim follows. O

Remark 7.50. Observe that in case v = 2, both Theorems 7.47 and 7.49 provide
results for the existence of a positive solution to the integer-order nonlocal BVP
given by (7.58).

We conclude this section by providing two examples of certain of the theorems
presented in this section. We begin with an example illustrating Theorem 7.39
followed by an example illustrating Theorem 7.40.

Example 7.51. Suppose that v = % and b = 10. In addition, let us suppose that

f(t,y) = 3?)’22 and that g(y) := 50 [y(v + 1) + y(v + 2)]. We consider the FBVP
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iy - S0+ )
30+ (t+ 15)

Y =2) = 5 b+ 1)+ 30 +2)]
Y +b) = 0. (7.106)

Now, in this case inequality (7.67) is

b .
2a ] (”_J”) +B <2685la+B < 1. (7.107)
. J
j=1

But it is not difficult to prove that each of f and g is Lipschitz with Lipschitz

constants @ = = and B = 21—5, respectively. So, for these choices of o and

30
B, inequality (7.107) is satisfied. Therefore, we deduce from Theorem 7.39 that

problem (7.106) has a unique solution.

Example 7.52. Suppose that v = %, b = 10, and M = 1000. Also suppose that
f(t,y) = %te—ﬁﬂyl and that g(y) := Y, ciy (t;), where {t;}/_, C [v —2,v +
b]y,_, is a strictly increasing sequence satisfyingv—2 <t <t <--- <t, <v+b
with #; € N, for each i. (Clearly, we must take n < b + 3 here.) Thus, in this case
problem (7.58) becomes

“Ahy() = 1‘_0 (t + %) o (+ Db+ ))

Y =2)=> cy(t)
i=1
y(v+b) =0. (7.108)
Furthermore, note that in this setting the Banach space B assumes the form B :=
{y e R : |y < 1000}.

We claim that (7.108) has at least one solution. So, to check that the hypotheses
of Theorem 7.40 hold, we note that

M _ 1000 11.614
I I STy ST S) B
T+ DT (G+1) “r(3ran +1

It is evident that |f(z, y)| < % < 11.614 whenever y € [—1000, 1000]. On the other

hand, if we require, say, the condition

. 1
Dl = 155 (7.109)
i=1
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then (7.109) implies that for each y € C([v — 2, v + b], R) satisfying the condition
Iyl < 1000 it holds that

n n
gl <D leil by (#)] <1000y fei] < 10 < 11.350

i=1 i=1

so that g satisfies condition (7.73). Thus, given restriction (7.109), we conclude from
Theorem 7.40 that (7.108) has at least one solution. In particular, by the conclusion
of Theorem 7.40 we deduce that this solution, say yy, satisfies

123
1)| <1000, fort € | —=, —
S

o=

7.6 Discrete Sequential Fractional Boundary Value Problems

In this section we emphasize a different property of the discrete fractional difference
and see how it can give rise to a suitably nonlocal problem. In particular, we consider
the concept of a so-called sequential fractional boundary value problem. Recall
that for fractional differences it does not necessarily hold that A}, ,, " ALF(r) =

ALHE f(1), as was discussed in Chap. 2. Consequently, we may consider a so-called
discrete sequential FBVP. In this case, we consider the discrete fractional boundary
value problem

—APTAFR A1) = f (t+ o+ o + 3 — Ly (4 o + o + pz — 1))
y(0)=0

y(b+2)=0,
(7.110)
for

te2— i —po—p3.b+2—pr—pr—pslz,

and where throughout we make the assumptions that u; € (0, 1), foreachi = 1,2, 3,
and that each of 1 < puy + 3 < 2and 1 < pu; + pr + 3 < 2 holds. The
potential interest in problem (7.110) is that the sequence of fractional difference
AMTAF2AM3y(F) is not necessarily equivalent to the non-sequential difference
Amti2tisy(F) - Consequently, we have in the fractional setting a situation that
cannot occur in the integer-order setting since AK A*2y(f) = ARtk (1), for each ky,
k> € N. Moreover, this dissimilarity is a direct consequence of the implicit nonlocal
structure of the fractional difference. We note that the results of this section can be
found in Goodrich [99].
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We begin by proving a simple proposition. This realization will be important later
in this section.

Proposition 7.53. Lety : Ny — R with u € (0, 1]. Then we find that
AFly(1 = ) = y(0).

Proof. To see that this is true, observe that u—1 < 0 since i € (0, 1]. By definition,
then, it follows that

1 t+pu—1
Ay (1= ) = [m Y s y(s>}
t=1—pu

1 0
= m Z(—M — $)=Ey(s)
s=0

1
“Ta—n (1= w)y(0)

= ¥(0),

as claimed. O
We now provide an analysis of problem (7.110). We begin by repeatedly applying
the composition rules for fractional differences to derive a representation of a
solution to (7.110) as the fixed point of an appropriate operator. In the sequel, the
Banach space B is the set of (continuous) real-valued maps from [0, b + 2]y, when
equipped with the usual maximum norm, || - ||. Moreover, henceforth we also put

=y + o+ us,
for notational convenience. Recall that in what follows we assume both that @, +

W2 € (1,2) and that i € (1,2). Finally, we give the following notation, which will
also be useful in the sequel.

T, :={(t,s) €[0,b+ 2y x 2= i b +2— il
0§s<z—ﬂ+1§b+2}

7 ;:{(z, $) €[0.b+ 2wy X [2— i b +2 — i, _,

ogt—ﬂ+1§s§b+2}
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Theorem 7.54. Let the operator T : B — B be defined by

b+2—fi
B0 =a@yD)+ Y G.s)f (s+i—1y@s+a—1), (7.111)
s=—{+2

where o : [0,b + 2]y, — R is defined by

(1 =24 po + )" 2970 (b iy + pa)2 =l

. -2yt
T (12 + p13) w+ﬂﬂiTUn+uﬂO+M :

(7.112)

and G : [0,b+ 2]y, x [t +2,—A + b+ 2]n, ; — Risthe Green’s function for
the non-sequential conjugate problem given by

at) =

=)Lt 1! P
e 2()b+,1()%;11 S— —(-s— DL (s eT
G(t,s) = (2= 1)L . (7.113)
(b+ﬁ,)ﬁ;1 ’ (t» S) € T2

Then whenever y € B is a fixed point of T, it follows that y is a solution of
problem (7.110).

Proof. To begin the proof notice that by the operational properties deduced in
Chap. 2 we may write

AILI AHZ Aﬂ%y(t)

= AM |:All2+ll3y(t) _ F'zgoliz) (t— 1 + “3)—[12—1]
= AW [ARFy(p)] — r)(’iol)h) Al [(t— - m)_m—l]
y(0) I' (—p2)

= Ay (t) — (1 — 1 + pz)te=ii=l]

T (—i2) T (—pa— 1)

[N‘“’*”’“y (2 —pa—3)
; C(—m—=24+j+1)

I
(t=2+po2 + M3)_m_2+j]
j=

A2y (2 — 1y — p3)

= Aly(n) - T D) (t =2+ po + pa) =2
Atetus=ly, o _
_ Y (2= 2 = 1h3) (=24 iy + iy~
[ (—p1)
0
Y(0) (t— 1 + pz)=te=m=l (7.114)

T (—pa — 1)
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Now, the same argument as in Proposition 7.53 shows that
ATy (2 — py — i) = ¥(0). (7.115)

On the other hand, note that by the definition of the fractional sum, keeping in mind
that wy, + p3 — 2 < 0, we obtain that

A“2+“3_1y(t) — AAM2+M3—2y(t)

1 =24 pr+p3
A| —m—mM— (r—s — 1)IZr2miay(g)
[|:F(2—M2—M3) ;

1 t—=1+po+p3
= Y (=)
FQ-pr—ps) =
1 1=24p2+ 13
o Y (t—s— DIy,
FQ-pr—ps) = o116
So, from (7.116), we obtain
ARy (2 g1y — )
| 1
== 2y — s — §) T
F(Z—Mz—m);( j2 — i3 — ) ¥(s)
| 0
Y (U - 9) T ()
Q2= p2— ) =
1 o o
= mﬂo) [(2 — g — pa) T — (1 = gy — pa) TS ‘”]
1 e
1— _ H2—H3 1).
+ F(2—M2—M3)( pa — p3)—2==y(1) -
Putting (7.115) and (7.117) into (7.114), we deduce that
AI"I AI‘«Z Alﬂy(z‘)
; D+ (1—pn — 0 o
= Afy(t) — (@) (F(fil) w3) y(0)] (t—2 + o + ps)= 1
y(0) 2
A CA— 11
F(—m—l)( + 12 + p3)
0
. (t— 1+ py)—a=m=t, (7.118)

T (—p2 — 1)
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where we have made some routine simplifications. Now, by the boundary conditions
in (7.110) we find that (7.118) reduces to

(t =2+ s + pa) !
[ (—p1)

Inverting the problem (7.110), we find by means of (7.119) that

— l_l
W) = — AT [_ (=24 po + p3)~=— y(l)j|

AFTAR2 ARy (1) = APy (r) — y(1). (7.119)

[ (—uy)
— AT+ =1y (4 - 1)
+a(t+a—2 2 oyt + i —2)~2 (7.120)

holds.

Now, continuing from (7.120), it is clear that the boundary condition y(0) = 0
implies that ¢c; = 0. On the other hand, the boundary condition y(b + 2) =
implies that

o jim y(1) e
O=ci(b+ W)t + — 2 (b4 py + pa)tatis=t
1(b+ ) T Gia + 722) (b + p2 + p3)
bt2—fi (7.121)
e Y 1B (s i Ly G A1)
rw =, |

From (7.121), we deduce that

(b+M2 +H3)M2+m 1
1= p y(1)
(b + W)=—T (12 + p3)

b+2—1 1
(b+1—s)i=L
I — —1 —1
F(l’l’)s_ Iu+2 (b+,U«)'u1 f( +/‘l’ y(S—i-/J/ ))

At last, substituting the values of ¢; and ¢; into (7.120), we conclude that

b+2—ji

YO =a@y)+ > GEOf s+ i—Lys+a—1), (7.122)
s=—[i+2

where « is as defined in (7.112) above and the map (¢, s) — G(t,s) is as defined
in (7.113) above. Now, if (Ty)(¢) is defined by the right-hand side of (7.122), i.e.,
we define T : B — B as in the statement of this theorem, then it is clear that T
satisfies the boundary value problem (7.110). And this completes the proof. O



7.6 Discrete Sequential Fractional Boundary Value Problems 511

We next state an easy proposition regarding the Green’s function, (¢, s) — G(t, ),
appearing in the operator T, as defined above.

Proposition 7.55. The Green’s function (t,s) — G(t,s) given in Theorem 7.54
satisfies:

(i) G(t,5) = 0 for each (t,s) € [0,b + 2]y, X 2 — 1,6+ 2 — fi]n,_;;
(i) maxeep p+2)y, G(t,5) = G(s + L — 1,5) foreach s € [2 — i, b+ 2 — fi]n,_;;
and
(iii) there exists a numbery € (0, 1) such that

min G(t,s) >y max G(t,s) =yG(s+ p—1,s),

b 3b
(%32, 1€[0,6+2]n,

fors€2—fi,b+2— N, ;.

Proof. Omitted—see [99] for details. O
We next require a preliminary lemma regarding the behavior of o appearing
in (7.112) above.

Lemma 7.56. Let « be defined as in (7.112). Then a(0) = a(b+2) = 0. Moreover,
lleell € (0. 1).

Proof. That «(0) = «(b + 2) = 0 is obvious. On the other hand, to show that
0 < ||a|| < 1, we argue as follows.

We show first that () > 0, for all 7 € [1,b + 1]n. To this end, let us first note
that

a(t)
=24 pa )BT (b g A )ttt (t+ ji — 2)i=t
T (ua2 + p3) b+ DELT (1n + u3)
_lPG+pe+ps—1) TO+pmp+u+DHIE+a-—1)
COT (n2 + p3) FO+a+D)T (2 +p3) L)

Ft+p+mp—DIro+p+)-Te+p—-DIG+p+ps+1)
FOT (2 +pua) T+ 4+ 1) '

(7.123)
Therefore, a(f) > 0, for each ¢ € [1,b + 1]y, if and only if

Fe+mptm—DrO+a+D>T+ap-DI G+ +pus+1)
(7.124)

foreacht € [1,b + 1]y. Now, (7.124) is equivalent to

Frt+mu+us—HDIrB+a+1)
FE+p—DC G+ p+uz+1)
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But since
Fe+mp+mp-—Hro+o+1) b+p)---@+p—1)
Fe+p-DTrG+p+pus+1)  G+pe+ps)--C+pu+ps—1)

(7.125)
and the right-hand side of (7.125) is clearly greater than unity, it follows that (7.124)
holds, and so, we conclude from (7.123)—(7.125) that a(¢t) > 0, for ¢ € [1,b + 1]y,
as claimed.
On the other hand, to argue that «(r) < 1, for r € [0,b + 2]y,, we begin by
recasting «(¢) in a different form. In particular, define g € (1, 2) by

Ho 1= K2 + U3, (7.126)
Then it follows that
= o+ 1. (7.127)

Therefore, putting (7.126)—(7.127) into the definition of « provided in (7.112) we
conclude that

(1 =2+ o) =L (b4 po) ™= (t + po + py —2)H0H=L

at) = — (7.128)
" (o) (b + o + )7L ()
Now, consider the map
t ) Hot+p1—1
s U Mot )+ — (7.129)
(b + po + pa) =
appearing in the second addend on the right-hand side of (7.128). Since
PP g g
(t+ po + py — 2ozl
(b + po + ptota=l

bG+1D---@+ 1) (7.130)

b po )t o+ )+ po+p— 1)

we see from (7.130) that for each fixed but arbitrary b, ¢, and i, the map defined
in (7.129) decreases as . increases. Consequently, for fixed but arbitrary b, ¢, and
o we conclude that

a(t) < (t—2 + po)=t B |:(b + o) = (¢ + o + w1 _2)M0+M1—1:|
nr=1

T (1o) (b + o + p) LT ()

_ (=24 po)" = (b o)™ (4 po — DR
" (o) (b + po + DET (1o)
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=24 p) = TG4+ DI+ p) B +2)
B " (1o) LG +2)LOT (no) T'(b+ po +2)
(=24 po)t I (1 + o)

T To  (b+ue+DTOT (o)

(7.131)

Now, from (7.131), we see that «(f) < 1 if and only if

T+po—1) Tt + po) <1
I (po) T'(2) b+ o+ DTOT (o) ~

(7.132)

which is itself equivalent to

b+ pmo+ DI+ puo—DT@OT (o) <1 (7.133)
T (o) T+ po+ DT (o) T@) + T (1 + po)] — '

Inequality (7.133) is equivalent to

b4+puy+ DT+ pug—1) <1
b+ o+ DT (o) T +T (4 o) —

(7.134)

We claim that (7.134) holds for each triple (b, t, ;o) € N x [1, b + 1]y, % (1,2).
To prove this latter claim, we rewrite left-hand side of inequality (7.134) in the
following way:

bG+po+ )T (t+po—1) _ Fe+po—1)
(b+ o+ DT (o) T(1) + T (¢ + f20) F(MO)F(;)JF{SI—O#;}

1

T (10)T (1) + t4puo—1 "
(t+po—1) b+po+1

Then inequality (7.134) is equivalent to

" (no) T'(1) ttmo—1
Fre+uo—1) b+pue+17—

(7.135)

Now, each of the addends on the left-hand side of (7.135) is nonnegative. In addition,
we observe that

r r
Tl (7.136)
Ft+po—1)
for each admissible 7 and pg since r > ¢ + o — 1, noting that in the case where
Mo = 1 we get equality in (7.136). But then (7.136) implies (7.135), which in turn
implies that (7.132) holds.
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In summary, for each admissible triple (b, 1, tp), we conclude that «(r) < 1.
Moreover, based on the discussion regarding p given in (7.129)—(7.130), we have
actually shown something stronger—namely, that for each fixed but arbitrary b, t,
and [, it holds that

sup o (t; b, no) < 1. (7.137)
H1€(0,1)

Thus, (7.137) implies that a(f) < 1, for each fixed but arbitrary 4-tuple
(b,t, po, 1) € N x [1,b 4+ 2]y x (1,2) x (0,1). Since we earlier showed that
a(t) > 0 whenever ¢ # 0, b + 2, we conclude that

el <1,

as desired. And this completes the proof. O

Remark 7.57. As we mentioned in the introduction to this section, note that
Theorem 7.54 shows that problem (7.110) is not necessarily the same as the
conjugate problem studied in [31]. In fact, there is a de facto nonlocal nature to
problem (7.110) as evidenced by the explicit appearance of y(1) in the operator 7,
as defined above. As remarked above, this is an interesting complication that cannot
occur in the integer-order setting.

As an application of the preceding analysis, we now provide a typical existence
theorem for problem (7.110). The basic argument is similar to those presented
elsewhere in this book—e.g., Sect. 7.7. However, the appearance of the term y(1) in
the operator T does add some interest.

So, let us next provide some standard assumptions on the nonlinearity. For
simplicity’s sake, we assume that f(¢,y) := a(t)g(y); here, it is assumed that a is
continuous and not zero identically on [0, b + 2]y,. We also assume (H1) and (H2)
below. These assumptions are standard superlinear growth assumptions on g at both
0 and +-o0.

HI1: We find that lim, ,+ £ = 0.

H2:  We find that lim, .0 £ = oo,

We also need to define a suitable cone in which to look for fixed points of 7. In
particular, we consider the cone /C C B, defined by

Ki=qyeB:y=0 min y@© =y |yly. (7.138)

S el
where y* € (0,1) is a constant to be determined later. Note that in (7.138) the
constant y* is not the same as the constant y appearing in part 3 of Proposition 7.55.
However, it does satisfy 0 < y* < 1, as will be demonstrated in the proof of
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Lemma 7.58 below. We first show that the cone K is invariant under the operator
T. We then argue that conditions (H1)—(H2) imply, as is well known in the integer-
order case (e.g., [77]), that problem (7.110) has at least one positive solution.

Lemma 7.58. Let T be the operator defined in (7.111) and KC the cone defined
in (7.138). Then T(K) C K.

Proof. Evidently when y € K, it follows that (7y)(f) > 0, for each . On the other
hand, we observe that

min_ (7y)(t)

4.2,
b+2—ji

ZyyWlel+y Y GGe+a-Lof+a—Lyls+ia-1)
s=—[+2
b+2—ji

=y [yDllel+ Y GG+a—Ls)f(s+ia—Ly@s+ia—1)
s=—n+2

> y* 1y,

(7.139)

where the number y appearing in (7.139) is the same number y as in part 3 of
Proposition 7.55. Furthermore, the number y; > 0 appearing in (7.139) is defined by

minie[; 31, *®
Yo =
ol

We may then define y* by

y* 1= min{yp, y},

where 0 < y* < 1. Thus, whenever y € K, it follows that Ty € K, as desired. And
this completes the proof. O

Theorem 7.59. Assume that f satisfies conditions (HI)—(H2). Then prob-
lem (7.110) has at least one positive solution.

Proof. First of all, note that T is trivially completely continuous in this setting.
Second of all, recall from Lemma 7.56 that a(f) < 1, for all ¢+ € [0, + 2]y,.
Therefore, we may select ¢ > 0 so that «(f) < ¢ < 1 holds for all admissible z.
Given this &, we may, by way of condition (H1), select ; > 0 sufficiently small so
that both

gy) = my (7.140)
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and

b+2—]i
m Y. GG+ia-1lsas) <l-e¢ (7.141)
s=—1+2

hold for all 0 < y < ry, where r| := ry (7). Next put
Qui={yeB: |yl <n}.

Lety € 02, N K be arbitrary but fixed. Then upon combining (7.140)—(7.141) we
estimate

b+2—i
17y]l < y(l)te[orr;fjg;]N a)+ max Y G(t.s)a(s)g (v (s + i — 1)
’ 0

1€[0,b+2]n, —r2

b+2—ji
< ey(l) + Z G(s+ia—1,9)a()my(s)
s=—[+2
b+2—ji

<ebl+Dl-m Y G+ i-1Ls)a)
s=—[+2

= IIvl;
(7.142)

whence (7.142) implies that 7 is a cone contraction on d2; N XC.
On the other hand, from condition (H2) we may select a number 1, > 0 such that
both

b+2—ji
2 Z y*G(s+a—1,5)a(s) > 1
s=—[p+2
and
8(y) > my
hold whenever y > r, > 0, for some sufficiently large number r, := r, (172) > O.

Define the number 75 > 0 by
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and put
Q={yeB: |yl<r}.

Recall that for y € K, we must have y(1) > 0, and that from Lemma 7.56 we know
also that a(r) > 0, for all ¢ € [0, b + 2]n,. Then it is not difficult to show (see, for
example, a similar argument in [94]) that

1731l = IIyll.

whenever y € 92, N IC, so that T is a cone expansion on 9€2; N K.

In summary, by once again appealing to Krasnosel’skii’s fixed point theorem we
obtain the existence of a function yp € X N (52_2\ Ql) such that Tyy = yo, where yg
is a positive solution to problem (7.110). And this completes the proof. O

We now briefly comment on a couple of extensions of the preceding results. In
particular, let us consider the following sequential fractional difference

A/‘Ln - A/‘Lly(t)’

where p; € (0,1) for each j = 1, ..., n, under a couple of different additional
assumptions on the collection {,LLJ-};;I. For notational simplicity in the sequel, we
define '

J

ﬁf = Zﬂk

k=1
and

n—1

Ry o= Z M-

k=n—j

We continue to use the symbol /i to denote the sum Z?:] M.

Proposition 7.60. Assume that 0 < Z;l:_ll W <landl < Z;l:l Wi < 2. Then it
follows that

Aan e Aﬂly(t)

= AT y()

—_1 . _ n—]
(r—1+ﬂ+_])Lz—l n—2 (t—1+/1j+)M
- F(_Mn) _Z

j=1 r (_ﬁ;—j+1 - :“n)

¥(0).
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Proof. We note first that

Al AM [AM A’“y(t)]

ARy (1= py)

—ur—1
Ty T 1Hm= }

— Al’tn e A/'LS [Aﬁ;—y(t) —
= A/’L” . AM4 |:A/1;ry(t)

A=y 1 — _ o
B y (1= — p2) (14 oy + gy

I (—ps)
AR~y (1 — ) —a—pi3—1
el L) T |
[ (—p2 — p13)

Now, inductively repeating this process results in the following equality:

AFr=1 o AFy(f)

=2 | AN TN (1= gt e
- Aﬂj_ly(,)_z ' y( K ) (t_lJrﬂjf)m;fl1
J=1 r (_/1;—]—1)

So, it follows that
AP APy (1)
[0 5)

~ —jl,_i_—1
— Al”n Al’v,—,tly(t) _ Z — (t_ 1 + /:‘Lj"r)él
j=1 r (_lu’n—j—l)

_ ARy (1= 3t ) .
+ y My -+ Hn—1
= A" y(1) — r—1+ [,
T (=) ( )
n—2 Aﬁ‘*_l ™ 0
Ty (1 — M ) r (_I’Ln—j—l) o T .
s . SN (=14 i)
=1 r <—IL;7,;1) r (_M;jq - “n>
o _ _/1,1__~+1_l/~71_1
Y TR s

y(0),

- T (—t) -2

j=1 r (‘ﬂ;—j+1 - ,un)

as claimed, which completes the proof. O
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Our next proposition provides for a more direct generalization of problem (7.110)
considered earlier.

Proposition 7.61. Suppose that 0 < Z]":_lz wi <1, 1< ;12—11 Wi <2 and 1 <
Z;l:l W < 2. Then we find that

Aﬂn e Auly(t)
—pun—1
~ (I —24+ ﬂJr_l)L
= Al'y(r) — - y(1)
r (_Mn)
2 1 ~ 4 7&;—1'_1711':*1
- (z— iy )7 Y(0)

=1 | T <_/:L;—j—1 — Mn)

(-2 BB 2
_[ Fow Ao, mn PO

Proof. We first write
AHn ---A’”y(l‘)
n—2 Aﬂ'/—‘r_ly (1 — ,[1}+

= AR ) ARy () —
= AP L Afiy(r) ; F(—[L;_j_l)

) (t— 1+ ””)7_‘1"__]'_1_l

i

= Aln A’N‘:r—'y(t)

w2 | Ay (1 i)

_ Z r (_ﬁ;_j_l) A [(r— 1+ ﬂjr)‘ﬁn_fl—l]

J=1

i L A2y (2= 3t ) 24
— AR _ n—1 _ ~+ n—2+j
Alty(r) ; Fa i1y T2 mL) T
g2 )
T (=)

r (_[L;—‘—l) — e —Ha—1
X ! ) (t—l+~j+)4n I :|

r (_ﬁ;—j—l — Mn

j=1

Now notice both that

—n=2 _ (t—2+ 11:—1)_“"_2

r (_/'Ln - 1)

Ay (2 )
r (_/*Ln - 1)

(t—2+ﬁ:—1) y(0)
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and that
Ay (2 i)
F(_an) ( 2+/,L” 1)
-1
t_ 2 + Mn_ —Hn ~
R 1 g ) o +50].
So, we conclude that
N A’”y(l)
N t—24 )T
~ &y - re/g y(1)
n—2

ﬁ-,,_fj;]_l’«n_l

=1+ i) ¥(0)

Jj=1 F( /'Ln—J 1 I’Ln)

/’Ln_l l‘vn_2

T~ o T E—Y

And this completes the proof. O

Propositions 7.60 and 7.61 again demonstrate that the sequential problems are
(potentially) different than the non-sequential problems and, in particular, isolate
these differences. Furthermore, with Propositions 7.60 and 7.61 in hand, we can
write down a number of existence results for sequential discrete FBVPs. But we
omit their statements here.

7.7 Systems of FBVPs with Nonlinear, Nonlocal Boundary
Conditions

In this section we shall demonstrate how we can apply our analysis of nonlocal dis-
crete fractional boundary value problems to systems of such problems. Essentially,
other than modifying the Banach space and associated cone in which we work, the
analysis is very similar. In particular, we are interested in the system

A"y = a (t+vi = DAL E+vi =D, @ +v2—1)

Ay () =ha(t+v =D (t+vi=1), »(E+v2—1)), (7.143)

for t € [0, b],, subject to the boundary conditions
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yi(wi=2)=Y1 1),y (v2=2) = V2 (y2)
yi(i+b)=¢1 (1), 2 (v2+b) =2 (y2), (7.144)

where A; > 0,a; : R — [0,+00), v; € (1,2] foreach 1 < i < 2, and for each i
we have that ¥, ¢; : R’"3 — R are given functionals. We shall also assume that
fi + [0, +00) x [0, +00) — [0, +00) is continuous for each admissible i. One point
of interest to which we wish to draw the reader’s attention is the fact that because it
may well occur that vy # v, it follows, due to the inherent domain shifting of the
operator A}, that the two functions y; and y, appearing in (7.143) may be defined on
different domains. Evidently, this cannot occur in the integer-order problem—i.e.,
when vy, v, € N. Problem (7.143)—(7.144) was originally studied by Goodrich [94],
and the results of this section may be found in that paper.

We now wish to fix our framework for the study of problem (7.143)—(7.144). First

of all, we let B; represent the Banach space of all maps from [v; —2,...,v; + by, _,
into R when equipped with the usual maximum norm, || - ||. We shall then put
X = Bl X Bz.

By equipping X with the norm

I G y2) I = Ayl + [yl

it follows that (X, | - ||) is a Banach space, too—see, for example, [74].

Next we wish to develop a representation for a solution of (7.143)—(7.144) as the
fixed point of an appropriate operator on X. To accomplish this we present some
adaptations of results from [31] that will be of use here. Because the proofs of these
lemmas are straightforward, we omit them.

Lemma 7.62 ([31]). Let1 <v <2andh : [v—1,v+b—1]n,_, = R be given.
The unique solution of the FBVP —AVy(t) = h(t+v—1), y(v—2) = 0 = y(v+b) is
given by y(t) = Zf:o G(t, s)h(s+v—1), where G : [v—2,v+D]y,_, %[0, b]y, = R
is defined by

2=L(v4b—s—1)r=L y—1 _
Gltos) = T —(t—-s—1D= O0<s<t—v+1<b
22T ) = o4 b—s— =t

e, 0<t—v+1<s<b

Lemma 7.63 ([31]). The Green’s function G given in Lemma 7.62 satisfies:

(i) G(t,s) > Oforeach (t,s) € [v—2,v + b]n,_, X [0, b]n,
(i) maxiep—2v+ily, , G(t,s) = G(s +v —1,s) for each s € [0, b]n,,; and
(iii) there exists a number y € (0, 1) such that

min G(t,s) >y max G(t,s) = yG(s+v—1,s),

by < 30) 1€v=2.v+b],_,

fors € [0, b]n,.
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Now consider the operator S : X — X defined by

S1.y2) (1, 12) := (S1 01 y2) (1), S2 (1. y2) (22)) (7.145)

where we define §; : X — B by

S1 (1, y2) (1)
=y (1) Y1 (1) + Bi (1) d1 (1)

b
+h ) G a+vi—DAG+vi—1,0(+n—1)
s=0

and S, : X — By by
S (1, y2) (2)
=y (02) Y2 (v2) + B2 (12) 2 (v2)

b
+hY Gt ar(s+v— DA +vi—1), (s +v—1);
s=0

note that, for j = 1, 2, we define the maps «;, §; : [vj —-2,v+ b]Z , = R by
vj—

1 vi—2 1 vi—1
(t) = ——— | = — ——
) F(vj—l)[ b+2 ]

vi—1

[ A

Bi(t) == m

which occur in the definitions of S; and S, above. Moreover, the map (,s)
G;(t, s) is precisely the map (¢, s) = G(t, 5) as given in Lemma 7.62 with v replaced
by v;. We claim that whenever (y;,y2) € A& is a fixed point of the operator S, it
follows that the pair of functions y; and y; is a solution to problem (7.143)—(7.144).

Theorem 7.64. Letf; : R* — [0, +00) and

I/Ij, ¢j cC ([Vj — 2, Uj + b]ij72 s R)

be given, forj = 1, 2. If (y1,y2) € X is a fixed point of S, then the pair of functions
y1 and y; is a solution to problem (7.143)—(7.144).

Proof. Omitted—see [94]. O
The following lemma and its associated corollary are of particular importance in
the sequel. Because the proofs of each of these are straightforward, we omit them.
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Lemma 7.65. For each j = 1,2, the function t; — «; (tj) is decreasing in t;, for
1€ [vj —-2,v+ b]N ) Also, it holds both that
V=

min Qj (tj) =0
tjé[Vj—2,vj+b]ij_z

and

max Q; (tj) =1.

L€ ["f_z’”f"'b]Nu,fz

On the other hand, for each j = 1,2, the function t; — B; (tj) is strictly increasing
int, fort; € [vj —-2,v+ b]N ) In addition, it holds that
vj=

min ﬁj (lj) =0

tje[vj'—Z.v,'-i-b]NUj_z

and that

max B (n) =1.

f.fe[vj—Z-V.erb]N“j,z

Corollary 7.66. Letj = 1,2 be given. Put I; := [”Ta oty

constants My, Mg, € (0, 1) such that

]. Then there exist

glel}} j (5j) = My lloy|

and
inB; (1) = Mg ||B:|.
min f; (5) = Mg 161

Let us conclude this section with a remark.

Remark 7.67. Observe that unlike in the case of the integer-order problem (i.e.,
when v; = v, = 2), in the fractional-order problem we encounter a significant
problem with respect to the domains of the various operators insofar as it may occur
that Z,,—» # Z,,—. As has been noted with different problems in previous sections,
this complication arises in the discrete fractional calculus due to the domain shifting
of the fractional forward difference and sum operators.

We now present the first of two theorems for the existence of at least one positive
solution to problem (7.143)—(7.144). Note that for this first existence result we shall
not assume that either ¥; (y;) or ¢; (y;), with i = 1,2, is nonnegative for all y; > 0.
Rather, we shall make some other assumptions about these functionals.
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So, let us now present the conditions that we shall assume henceforth. We note
that conditions (F1) and (F2) are essentially the same conditions given by Henderson
et al. [121]. Moreover, condition (L1) is essentially the same condition (up to a
constant multiple) as given in [121, Theorem 3.1].

F1: There exist numbers f;* and £, with f*, £, € (0, +00), such that

lim fi 01, y2) —f*and  lim f2 (y1,y2) _ g
yn—ot Yy ! V-0t Yy 7

F2: There exist numbers f** and £;*, with f{**, £;"* € (0, +00), such that

fl (yl,YZ) — 1** and lim
yit+y2—>+oo y1 + y2

fz (ylvyZ) k%

lim =f .

yi+ypn—+oo y; +

G1: For each j = 1,2, the functionals v; and ¢; are linear. In particular, we
assume both that

vi+b
14 (yj) = Z Cé—uj+2yj(i)
i=v;—2
and that

vj+b
¢ () = D dimyyai0),
k=l)j—2
for constants ¢;_, », di_, ,, € R.
G2: Foreachj = 1,2, we have both that

vi+b

Y doyaGiliss) 20

i=v;—2

and that

vi+b
Z d_, 12 Gk, 5) > 0,

](=Vj—2
for each s € [0, b]n,, and in addition that
vj+b vj+b

Z C]ifvj+2 + Z d;<7Vj+2 = Z

i=v;—2 k=v;—2
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G3: We have that each of v; («;), ¥; (8:), ¢ («;), and ¢; (B;) is nonnegative for
each admissible i—thatis, i = 1, 2.
L1: The constants A and A, satisfy
Al < )t,' < Az,

for each i, where

» -1
1 b+1
A= max%z |:SE=O yG ({TJ —i—vl,s) a (s+v1—1)fl**:| !

b b+1 -
|:Z G ({TJ + vz,S) a(s+ v, — 1)f2**j| §
0

s=

+

N =
+

and

. -1
|:ZG1(S+U|—1,S)Q1(S+U1—1)f1*j| s

A, := min %
s=0

Fgp-

, -1
%|:ZG2(s+vz—1,s)a2(s+v2—l)fz*:| }

s=0
where y € (0, 1) is a constant defined by
y := min {Mal,Maz,Mﬁl,Mﬂz, Y1 )/2} )

where M, , My,, Mg,, and Mg, each comes from Corollary 7.66 and y, and y»
are associated by Lemma 7.63 with G; and G», respectively. Recall that these are
defined on possibly different time scales.

In what follows we shall also make use of the cone

K :Z{(VI»YZ) €EX : y.y220,

min 1 (7)) +y2 ()] = v 1. y2) I,

b+4vy 3(b b+vy 3(b
(,1,,2)5[%,@}{ iy (’T“ﬂ

v (3,) = 0., (y) = 0, for each j = 1, 2},
(7.146)

where y is defined exactly as in the statement of condition (L.1) above. This cone is
essentially a modification of the type of cone introduced by Infante and Webb [159].
Clearly, we have that K C &. In order to show that S has a fixed point in /C, we must
first demonstrate that /C is invariant under S—that is, S(K) € K. This we now show.
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Lemma 7.68. Let S : X — X be the operator defined as in (7.145). Then S
K— K.

Proof. Suppose that (y, y;) € K. We show first that

min [S1 (1. y2) (1) + S2 (1, y2) (12)]
(thtz)E[HTv]qW}x[HTvz~W]

> IS . y2) I,

whenever (y1,y;) € K.
So note that

min S1 (1, y2) (1)
" E|:b+v1 3(b+v1)
& T 4

> My, llaill¢r (1) + Mg, || BillY1 (1)

b
+h ) G as+vi—DAGI+vi—1),y(s+v—1)

s=0

>y max ][m (t1) ¢1 (1) + B1 (1) ¥1 (1)

116[\)1—2.1)1-‘1-17

b
+A12G| (I],S)al (S+V1 —l)fl (yl (S+V1 —1),y2(s+v1 —1)):|

s=0
= yillSt 0. y2) Il
(7.147)
where ¥ := min {MO[1 ,Mag,, yl}, whence
min Sy (e y2) (1) = 7illS1 O y2) |l (7.148)
tle[ﬂ 3(b+v;)
4 4
as desired. In an entirely similar manner to (7.147), we deduce that
min S (1, y2) (12) = 72152 (1. y2) | (7.149)

tzel:b-:uz ’ 3(}7-2-\;2)

where 7, := min {M,,, Mg,, y>}.
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Now, put ¥ := min {yy, y»}. Consequently, from (7.148)—(7.149) it follows that

min [S1 (1. y2) (1) + S2 (1, y2) (22)]
btuy 3(h+v|) btvy 3(b+v)
(t1 tz)€|: Fun

> min Sl (y1,y2) ([1)
(n ’ZZ)G[HTUI~3(}]T‘)}X[HT”Z,W"L‘%)}

+ min S> (v1,y2) (12)
A t2)€|:b+v1 3(;;-:,1-1;1)}[174-%.3(;;-1-1;2)

= (71llIS1 G y2) |+ 720152 Grr. y2) D

= 1S Gy |+ vI1S2 O y2) D

=711 (01,52) .82 01, 32) |l

= IS G y2) |- (7.150)

So, from (7.150) we conclude that whenever (y;,y;) € X, we find that

min [S1 (1. y2) (1) + S2 (1, y2) (12)]
e[ 2o [ st
iy

> yIS . y2) I,

as desired.
We next show that for each j = 1,2 we have ¥; (S; (y1,y2)) > 0 whenever
(1, ¥2) € K. Indeed, first note that

Vi (S (1. 32))
b vitb

=AZZ H_ZG(zs)aj(s—l—v]—l)

§=0 i=v;—

Xfin (s +vi—=1) .y (s +v2 = 1) + ¥ () ¥ () + 95 (8) 85 ()

(7.151)

But by assumptions (G2) and (G3) together with the nonnegativity of f; (y1, y») and
the fact that (yq, ;) € K, we find from (7.151) that

Vi (S; (v1,y2)) = 0

for each j = 1, 2. An entirely dual argument, which we omit, shows that

#; (S (y1.y2)) = 0

too, whenever (y1,y,) € Kandj=1,2.
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Finally, it is clear from the definitions of both S| and S, that

S1 1,y2) (71) = 0and S, (y1.y2) (12) = 0,

for each #; and t,, whenever (y;,y;) € K. Therefore, we conclude that whenever
(r1,y2) € K, it follows that S (y;,y;) € K. Thus, S : K — K, as desired. And this
completes the proof. O

We now prove the first of our two main existence theorems, which we label
Theorem 7.69.

Theorem 7.69. Suppose that conditions (F1)—(F2), (G1)-(G3), and (LI) hold.
Then problem (7.143)—(7.144) has at least one positive solution.

Proof. We have already shown in Lemma 7.68 that § : K — K. Furthermore, it is
evident that § is completely continuous.

We begin by observing that by condition (L1) there exists a number ¢ > 0 such
that each of

maxg [ZyGl({ s - - )r,
%[ZVGZ(L 1J+v2,s)a2(s+vz—1)(f )}_l}fkl,kz

(7.152)
and

PN

b -1
|:ZG1(s+v1—1 s)al(s—l—vl—l)(fl +£):| ,

A1, A2 < min {
s=0

b -1
%|:ZG2(S+U2—1,S)612(S+V2—1)(fz*+8):| }
= (7.153)

holds. Now, given this number &, by condition (F1) it follows that there exists some
number r{ > 0 such that

fO0y) < (fF+¢) 01 +y2). (7.154)

whenever || (y1,y2) || < r;. Similarly, by condition (F2) and for the same number &,
there exists a number r* > 0 such that

HOLy) = (5 +e) i +y2). (7.155)
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whenever || (y1,y2) || < r>. Then by putting r; := min {r, r}*}, we find that each
of (7.154) and (7.155) is true whenever || (y1,y2) || < r1. This suggests defining the
set 2 € X by

Qr:={0y)eX : Oyl <r}, (7.156)

which we shall use momentarily.
Now, let 2 be as in (7.156) above. Then for (y;,y,) € K N 02 we find that

ST G, v2) |l

= max oy (1) ¢ (1) + B (1) ¥ On)

t1€[v1—2,\)]+b]Nvl_2

b
+ M) Gi(t.s)ar (s +vi— D) fi (5 (S+V1—1)»y2(S+V2—1))‘

s=0
vi+b vi+b
1 1
<r| D Conat D dicy
i=v—2 k=v;—2

b
+0Y Gis+vi—L)a+vi—DFE +e) | oyl
s=0

b

1

<1 0onLy2) | |:4_1 + A ZGI (s+vi—Ls)a (s+vi—1)(f +£):| ,
s=0

(7.157)

where we use the fact that S; (y;,y,) is nonnegative whenever (y;,y,) € K.
However, by the choice of A; as given in (7.152)—(7.153), we deduce from (7.157)
that

1
151 G y2) I = SO y2) I (7.158)

We note that by an entirely dual argument we may estimate

1
[1S2 01, y2) I < 5” Oy Il (7.159)

Thus, by combining estimates (7.152)—(7.159) we deduce that for (y;, y2) € XN,
we have

1 1
SOy I < §|| OnLy2) I+ 5” oLy =10y .
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Now, let ¢ > 0 be the same number selected at the beginning of this proof. Then
by means of condition (F2) we can find a number 7, > 0 such that

fiy2) = (7 —¢) 5 +y2) (7.160)
and
HOLy) = (6" —¢) (1 +32), (7.161)

whenever y; + y, > 7,. Put

ry = maX%Zrl,Q} , (7.162)
y

where, as before, we take
y ;= min{yy, »} .
Moreover, define the set 2, € X by

Qo :={0n.y2) €X : |G, 32) | <ra}. (7.163)

Note that if (y1,y;) € K N 925, then it follows that

yi(t) +y2 () > min D1 (1) + 92 ()]
>yl 31,32 ||
=" (7.164)

Now, define the numbers 0 < 01 < 03 by

b b
ol :=max%’rv1:— —V1+1—‘,’7‘)2: —v2+1—‘

02:=min§\‘w-vl+lJ,\\w—vz+lJ

we assume in the sequel that b is sufficiently large so that [o7, 02] N Ny # @. Then
for each (y1,y2) € K N 0, we estimate

and

’




7.7 Systems of FBVPs with Nonlinear, Nonlocal Boundary Conditions 531

St (v1,y2) ({%J + Vl)

vi+b vi+b
= > @+ > di, k)
i=v;—2 k=v1—2

g7 )

Xal(s—l—vl—l)fl(yl(s+v1—1),y2(s+v2—1))]

N b+1 -
=01 Y61 (|5 [+ vs) a6 =0 6 =il + e

1
> §|| 0Ly |,
(7.165)

where to arrive at the first inequality in (7.165) we have used the positivity
assumption imposed on each of i, and ¢; whenever (y;,y;) € K. Thus, we
conclude from (7.165) that

1
[1S1 01, y2) | = 5|| Oy Il (7.166)

In a completely similar way, it can be shown that

1
152 i, y2) | = §|| O y2) I (7.167)
Consequently, (7.160)—(7.167) imply that

IS Gy | = T Grsy2) |l (7.168)

whenever (y1,y;) € KX N 0Qy.

Finally, notice that (7.160) implies that the operator S is a cone compression
on I N 90€2;, whereas (7.168) implies that S is a cone expansion on C N 9€2,.
Consequently we conclude that S has a fixed point, say (y{,y5) € K. As (y§,y5) is
a positive solution of (7.143)—(7.144), the theorem is proved. O

Remark 7.70. Note that in the preceding arguments it is important that each of y;
and y, (and thus ) is a constant. That y is constant here is a reflection of the fact
that the Green’s function G satisfies a sort of Harnack-like inequality. Interestingly,
however, in the continuous fractional setting, this may (see [90]) or may not (see
[46]) be true. This is one of the differences one may observe between the discrete
and continuous fractional calculus.
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Remark 7.71. Tt is clear that Theorem 7.69 could be readily extended to the case of
n equations and 2n boundary conditions.

We now wish to present an alternative method for deducing the existence of at
least one positive solution to problem (7.143)—(7.144). In particular, instead of using
the cone given in (7.146), we shall now revert to a more traditional cone, whose use
can be found in innumerable papers. An advantage of this approach is that it shall
allow us to weaken hypothesis (G1). However, we achieve this increased generality
at the expense of having to assume a priori the positivity of each of these functionals
for all y > 0. In particular, for the second existence result we make the following
hypotheses.

G4: Fori =1, 2 we have that

Vi (i)

lyil—0+ [yl
G5: Foreachi = 1, 2 we have that

i (i) ~0

1
lyill—=o0+ [yl

G6: For each i = 1, 2 we have that v; (y;) and ¢; (y;) are nonnegative for all
yi = 0.

L2: The constants A; and A, satisfy
Al < )&,’ < A2,

foreach i = 1, 2, where

b
A := max ; % |:Z yGy ({#J + Vl,S) ap(s+vy — 1)f1**] ’

s=0

b
% |:Z G, (L%J + vz,s) ar (s + vy — l)fz**:| }
s=0

and

, -1
{1
Az::mm{§|:ZG1(S+V1—I»S)al(s+vl_1)fl*:| ’

s=0

. i
! |:ZG2(S+U2—1,3)02(S+V2—1)f2*i| §

3 s=0
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where f;* and f** retain their earlier meaning from conditions (F1)—~(F2), for each
i = 1,2. Moreover, y is defined just as it was earlier in this section.

Remark 7.72. Observe that there do exist nontrivial functionals satisfying condi-
tions (G4) and (G5). For example, consider the functional given by

¢0) = [y (0)]°,

where £y is some number in the domain of y. Then it is clear that

SEC0) N 1)

T li=ot vl T vl—sot Yy (to) ||v||—>o+

b ()’ =0,

from which it follows that ¢ satisfies conditions (G4)—(GS5); this specifically relies
upon the fact that ¢ (y) is nonnegative for all y > 0.

We now present our second existence theorem of this section.

Theorem 7.73. Suppose that conditions (FI)—(F2), (G4)-(G6), and (L2) hold.
Then problem (7.143)—(7.144) has at least one positive solution.

Proof. Begin by noting that by condition (L2) that there is ¢ > 0 such that

max{ |:ZG1 (L J-l—vl,s)al (s+vi—1) (™ )}_l,

%[ZGZQ J+vz,s)a2(s+v2—l)(f )}_1§ <AL A

(7.169)
and

W | =

A1, A2 < min {

-1
|:ZG1(S+V1—1 v)a](s+v1—l)(fl +8)i| .
s=0

1 -
5|:ZG2(s+vz—1,s)a2(s+v2—1)(fz*+8):| §

s=0
(7.170)

Now, for the number ¢ determined by (7.169)—(7.170), it follows from conditions
(G4)—(GS) there exists a number 7; > 0 such that

d1 1) < gl (7.171)
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whenever ||y;|| < 1, and there exists a number 7, > 0 such that

Y1 (2) < el (7.172)

whenever ||y || < 1,. Put
" = min{ny, 2},

We conclude that whenever || (v, y2) || < 1%, each of (7.171) and (7.172) holds.
Now, for the same ¢ > 0 given in the first paragraph of this proof, we find that
there exists a number 73 such that

A0y < (fF +e€) 0n +y2), (7.173)

whenever || (y1,y2) || < n3. Thus, by putting
™" = min {n*, 03},

we get that (7.171), (7.172), and (7.173) are collectively true.
So, define the set Q2; € X by

Q:i={0nLy) X : [yl <n™}.

Then whenever (y, y2) € K N d2; we have, for any #; € [v; —2,v; + b]NUl

-2

S1 (1. y2) (1)
< ellyill + elly1ll

b
+MZGl t)a+vi—Dfii+vi—1),y2(s +v,—1))
s=0

b

<2yl + A1 Y GiGs+vi—Ls)a(s+vi—1(F +¢) [ 6132 |
s=0

1
< [28 + 3} I Grsy2) [,
(7.174)

where we have used condition (L2) together with (7.170). An entirely dual argument
reveals that

S2 (1, y2) () < [28 + %] | 01, y2) |l (7.175)
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Therefore, putting (7.174)—(7.175) together we conclude that

1Sy2) I <1 Gry2) |l

whenever (y1,y;) € K N 3R and ¢ is chosen sufficiently small, which may be
assumed without loss of generality.

To complete the proof, we may give an argument essentially identical to the
second half of the proof of Theorem 7.69. We omit this, and so, the proof is
complete. O

Remark 7.74. As with Theorem 7.69, it is clear how the results of this section can
be extended to the case in which (7.143) is replaced with n equations and boundary
conditions (7.144) are extended to 2n boundary conditions in the obvious way.
As with the corresponding generalization of Theorem 7.69, however, we omit the
details of this extension.

We conclude by providing an explicit numerical example in order to illustrate the
application of Theorem 7.69. This is the same example as the one presented in [94].

Example 7.75. Consider the boundary value problem

3 3 7
—A1'3y1(t) = Aia; (l + E)fl (yl (t + E) , V2 (t + 1—0))
Al =1 ! 3 7 7.176
=AMy (1) = Aoy (H— E)fz (yl (H— E),yz (t+ E)) (7.176)

subject to the boundary conditions

213 1 1 73
Y1 (W) = %yl ( ) - 1—00)’1 (1—0)
3 1 1 77
2 (—1—0) = 4—0y2 (E) - E)’z (1—0)
217 1 47 1 107
Y2 (1—) = ﬁ}’Z (—0) - %)’2 (E) ) (7.177)

where we take
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fi 01, y2) :=5000e7>2 (y; + y2) + (y1 +y2) , and
o (1, y2) :=7500e™" (y1 +y2) + (1 +2)

with f1, 5 : [0, +00) X [0, +00) — [0, +00). It is clear from the statement of
problem (7.176)—(7.177) that we have made the following declarations.

1 13 1 53
V1 () = 0 (—) — 5N (E)

1 83 1 73
61 (01) = %)’1 (E) - m)’l (E)

1 17 1 77
Yo (2) 1= E)@ (10) - ﬁyz (E)

. 1 47 1 107 7178
¢2(Y2)-—ﬁ)’2( )—%)’ (20) (7.178)

Note, in addition, that y; is defined on the set

7 3 213 w
—— .= c
10° 10 10

whereas y, is defined on the set

3 7 217 217
100107 10
73 217
and we note that Z Ol NZ", = @, as, toward the beginning of this section, we

indicated could occur Tn the study of problem (7.143)—(7.144). In particular, we have
chosen v; = }(3), V) = 10, and b = 20. We shall select A; and A, below.

‘We next check that each of conditions (F1)—(F2), (G1)—(G3), and (L1) holds. It
is easy to check that (F1)—(F2) hold. On the other hand, since (7.178) reveals that
each of the functionals is linear in y; and y,, we conclude at once that (G1) holds.

On the other hand, to see that conditions (G2)—(G3) hold, observe both that

and that

1 n 1 n 1 n 1 421 1
40 150 17 30 3400 ~ 4°
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Furthermore, additional calculations show both that

Vj+}7

> CJZ:—ujJrsz(i’ $)=0

i=\)_]'—2
and that

vi+b

Y diy12Gilhs) 20,

k=v;—2

for each j = 1,2. So, we conclude that condition (G2) holds. Finally, one can
compute the following estimates.

v (@) ~ 0.012

V1 (B1) =~ 0.012

Yo (o) = 0.012

V2 (B2) ~ 0.0012
1 (1) ~ 0.00091
¢1 (B1) ~ 0.018

¢ (a2) ~ 0.015

> (B2) ~ 0.000099

Consequently, condition (G3) is satisfied.

Finally, we check condition (L1) to determine the admissible range of the
parameters, A; for i = 1,2. To this end, recall from [31, Theorem 3.2] that the
constant y in Lemma 7.63 is

1
(b)) | 2L
Abtv)

v=1 _ .
» [(s<b+v>)v-l_ (4 -2) b 1>“} ()=

y = min%

4 (v+b—1)=L T(b 4 v)=Ll”
(7.179)
Thus, using the definition of y provided by (7.179), we estimate that

Ay ~ max {f;{* -3.288 x 1077, £5* - 1.0322 x 1077}
= max {3.288 x 1077, 1.0322 x 1077}
=3.337x1077,
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whereas
Ay ~ min {f* - 1.871 x 107°, £ - 1.363 x 10~°}
= min {5001 - 1.871 x 107, 7501 - 1.363 x 10~°}
= min {9.357 x 107%,1.022 x 107}
= 9.357 x 1075

So, suppose that
A1, Az €[3.337x1077,9.357 x 107°].

Then we conclude from Theorem 7.69 that problem (7.176)—(7.177) has at least one
positive solution. And this completes the example.

Remark 7.76. A similar example could be provided for Theorem 7.73.

Remark 7.77. 'We note that a class of functions satisfying conditions (F1)—(F2) are
given by the functionf : R, — [0, +-00) defined by

f(x) := Cie¥WV - H(x),
where g : R, — [0, 400), C; > Oisaconstant,and H : R, — R, is the vector
field defined by

"1
H(x) := Z Ex,-zei,
i=1

where e; is the i-th vector in the standard ordered basis for R"; note that by the
notation R”, we mean the closure of the open positive cone in R"—i.e., we put

M::{XGR" :x;>0foreach 1 <i<n} CR"

More trivially, we remark that the collection of functions defined L (y, y2) = ay; +
ay,, for a > 0, satisfies (F1)-(F2).

7.8 Concluding Remarks

In this chapter we have demonstrated several ways in which nonlocal elements may
occur in the discrete fractional calculus. Such elements may arise explicitly, as is
the case in the nonlocal BVP setting. On the other hand, the fractional sum and
difference themselves contain nonlocal elements, and this considerably complicates
the analysis and interpretation of fractional operators.
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In closing we wish to draw attention to the fact that due to this implicit nonlocal
structure, there are many open questions regarding the interpretation, particularly
geometric, of the discrete fractional difference. For instance, as alluded to earlier,
only recently has there been any development in our understanding of how the
sign of, say Agy(#) is related, for various ranges of v, to the behavior of y itself.
Yet in spite of these recent developments, it seems that there is likely much to be
discovered in this arc of research.

Moreover, above and beyond pure geometrical implications, the nonlocal struc-
ture embedded within Ajy affects negatively the analysis of boundary and initial
value problems insofar as the attendant analysis is much more complicated and
there still remain some very basic open questions. For example, as we have seen
in this chapter, even the elementary problem of analyzing a particular Green’s
function associated with a given boundary value operator is very nontrivial, often
requiring arguments that while elementary are nonetheless technical. Furthermore,
many fundamental areas of study in the integer-order difference calculus presently
do not possess satisfactory analogues in the fractional-order setting. Among these is
oscillation theory, which has no satisfactory fractional-order analogue. On the one
hand, this is rather remarkable in recognition of the centrality of such results in the
integer-order theory. On the other hand, however, given the tremendous complexity
that the nonlocal structure of Afy creates, perhaps it is unsurprising that such
gaps exist. As with some of the other questions surrounding the discrete fractional
calculus, it is unclear at present whether this gap can ultimately be filled in an at
once satisfactory and elegant manner.

All in all, this section has shown a few of the ways in which nonlocalities may
arise in the setting of boundary value problems. Moreover, we have seen how the
implicit nonlocal structure of the discrete fractional sum and difference complicate
in surprising ways their analysis. Finally, we hope that the reader has gained a
sense of some of the open and unanswered questions in the discrete fractional
calculus, questions whose solutions appear to be at once greatly complicated
and substantively enriched by the nonlocal structure of fractional operators. As a
concluding point, we wish to note that the interested reader may consult any of
the following references for additional information on not only local and nonlocal
boundary value problems, but also on other related topics in the discrete calculus
that we have touched upon in this and other chapters [1, 2, 5, 6, 8-12, 14—
30, 44, 45, 48, 51, 55-61, 68-73, 75, 79-82, 84-86, 97, 98, 100-103, 105-113,
115-118, 120, 122, 126-130, 132, 133, 136, 138, 140-144, 148-151, 154-158, 160—
166, 168-172]:

7.9 Exercises

7.1. Prove the result mentioned in Remark 7.14.
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