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Abstract

In this paper, we establish some existence and uniqueness results for
an initial value problem with a Caputo fractional derivative. Also, the
convergence of successive approximations is exhibited. Our methods
are based on the equivalent norm techniques and fixed point theorem.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we establish the existence and uniqueness results for the initial value
problems with a Caputo fractional derivative

(1.1) Diz(t) = f(t,z(t)),z(to) = zo,to >0, t € [to,to + a] :=J,

where ¢ € (0,1), f € C(J x R, R).
Recently, some Krasnoselskii-Krein-type uniqueness results for the fractional differ-
ential equations were presented by Bhaskar, Lakshmikantham and Leela et al, see for
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examples [5, 6, 7]. These results are established involving the following Krasnoselskii-
Krein-type condition:

() 1(ta) = f(t.9)] < G =2 ¢ # to, where Gr < 0,6 > 1
— o
(B)  |f(t,z) = f(t,y)| < Clo —yl%,
where C is constant ,« € (0,1) and G(1 — o) < 1.

Also, some special fractional differential equations are investigated by many authors,
see for examples [1, 2, 3, 4, 8]. Inspired by the above excellent works, in this paper,
we follows from this direction to establish some new uniqueness results for fractional
differential equations. Our methods are based on the equivalent norm techniques and
Banach fixed point theorem.

Let I be a bounded interval and C(I) denote the Banach space consisting of all
bounded continuous mappings from I into R with norm |lu|| = max{|u(t)| : t € I} for
uw € C(I). Similarly, C?(I) is a Banach space equipped with norm

u(t1) — u(te)

|t th |:t1,t2617t17ét2}.
2 — U1

[ullg = [lufl + sup{]

2. Main results

At this section, we should state main results in this paper as follows.

2.1. Theorem. Assume the function f in IVP (1.1) satisfies the following conditions:

(Fy) |ﬂam4fawnsxéi%%,t¢m,mMeK>m
—to
(F»)  |f(t,z) — f(t,y)| < llz —y|®, wherel is constant and « € (0,1);
(F3) Kar(lciq“) <1
3 .
(%)

Then there exists a unique solution p(t) of IVP (1.1) on J and the successive approxi-
mations {pn(t)} defined by

(21) SOO(t) = To,

apm_l(t):onrﬁ/(tfs)qflf(s,npn(s))ds, n=0,1,---

to
converge uniformly to the unique solution ¢(t) on J , that is,
(2.2) lim (o — ol = 0.
n—oo

2.2. Remark. It follows the Krasnoselskii-Krein-type condition (A) that GrI'(g) <
qgI'(q) =T(1+¢q) <1 for g € (0,1). The assumption (Fi) in Theorem 1 removes this
restriction.

2.3. Theorem. If there exist two positive constants a > 1 and [ satisfying condition:
|f(t7 33) - f(tvy)| < l|33 - y‘av (t7$)7 (t7 y) € [to,to + CL] x R.

Then there exists a unique solution ¢(t) of IVP (1.1) on J and (2.2) also holds.

2.4. Theorem. If there exist constants K > 0 and p € (0, q) such that the function f

in (1.1) satisfies following condition:

f(t2) = 1(t9)| < K2, (), () € (orto +a] x B

Then there exists a unique solution ¢(t) of IVP (1.1) on J and (2.2) also holds.
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3. The proofs of main results
We transform the existence of the IVP (1.1) into a fixed point problem. Consider the
map F : C(J) — C(J), defined by,

t

/ (t — )7 " f(s,u(s))ds.

to

Fu(t) :xo—l—ﬁ

It is known that the fixed points of F' are solutions to the problem (1.1) .

Proof. (The proof of Theorem 2.1 ) First, we choose a ko € N such that # <

k
— 2 where Mo = max{|f(¢,0)] +1: ¢ € J}. Define the norm || - ||o in C(J)
(lzol+ rotis +2)=
by
ullo = max{e ¥t |y(t)| : t € J} for ue C(J).
Then the norms || - || and | - o are equivalent with [Jullo < ||u|| for all u € C(J).

Let Q = ||zo|| + F(q+1) +2and Bg = {u € C(J) : |Jullo < Q}. Then, for u € Bg, by
the assumption (F3), we have

t

Fu(t)] < ||xo|\+ﬁ / (t— )7 | f(s,u(s)) — £(£,0) + £(t,0)|ds

t

t
Mo —1 l —1 [e%
< ool + s [ =9 tas s [ -9 (o) ds
I'(q) J,, I(q) J,,
t
Mo l / —1_ko(s—tq) a
< Nao|| + =—— + =— t—s)I e dsl|y
” OH F(q-l—l) F(q) ,,0( ) ” ”0
M, ! _ N
< ol + gy + g ls
Thus
Mo

l o
[ Fullo < [lzoll + + WHUHO <Q.

I'(g+1)

This implies F(Bg) C Bg.
On the other hand, for u € Bg and t1,t2 € J(t1 < t2), we deduce that

|Fu(tz) — Fu(t)|

- 7 / o= ) (su(e)ds = [ (0= 9)" " flsus))ds

to

1 ! a1 g—1
= F(q ‘/ (t2 —s) ( su(s))ds + /t0 [(t1 — 9) — (ta — )" £ (s, u(s))ds|
< W[Q(tz )T+ (1 — t0)? — (t2 — t0)"]
o
NCES RO

where M = max{|f(t,z)| : t € J,x € Bg}. This means F(Bg) is an equicontinuous
set. By Ascoli-Arzela theorem, we easily deduce that F(Bg) is relatively compact set.
It follows from the continuousness of f that F' is complete continuous. By the Leray-
Schauder theorem, F' has a fixed point ¢ € Bqg.
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Next, we prove the uniqueness of the solution of IVP (1.1). Let ¢(t) and ¥(t) be two
solutions of IVP (1.1), then, by the assumption (F1), we obtain

o) —b(t)] = |Fe(t) — F(1)|
< ﬁ / (t— )71 f (s, 0(5)) — F(s,%(s))lds
(3.1) < Fi(q)/to(t—s)q—l(s—to)—qw(s)—w(s)ds.

Also, by assumption (F3), we have

t

(3.2) o) —v(t)| < ﬁ / (t — 5)7 " ip(s) — (s)[*ds.
Let M1 = maxtes{|f(t,0(t)) — f(t,1(¢))|}, then, for t € J, we obtain
[o(t) = ¥ < s / Y £ (s, 0(5)) — £ (s, <>>|ds_F(M+1 (=)

Substituting it into (3.2), we have

lo(t) — (1)) < — T

Tla+ 1=
Using (3.2) and charging by induction, for any n € N, we have

)q+qa.

n—1 i

1Zi=o @' M 0o
lp(t) = ()] € — Tt (£ — to)? =0
I'(q+ 1)>i=o
Thus
l 1 _a_
. — < (———— )1« — T—a f R
(3.3) lo(t) — ()] < (F(q—i— 1)) (t = to) orteJ.
On the other hand, by (3.1), for any n € N, we have

lp(t) = ()]

< (i) [ e [ ) elr) — s

0 0

Substituting (3.3) into the above inequality and using the formulation

/<t—s>“<s—to>*‘1<s—to>ﬁds— Blg, 1+ 1)t — to) ==

to

( B(+,-) is Beta function B(z,y) = fol(l —5)""1s¥"1ds) we have

(o) =60 < gy Bl 1+ T g T = 0T
(34) < g B+ 2L [ e
By assumption (F3), we see that
K o | K T@P(+£%) ()
R N (e b R

Letting n go to infinity in (3.4), we conclude that ¢(t) = ¥(t) for ¢t € J.
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Furthermore, let {¢©n(t)} be a sequence defined by (2.1) and ¢(¢) be a solution of

IVP (L1). Setting $n(t) = pasi(t) — 9(6), kn(t) = (L, pu(t)) — F(to(8)), for any
t1,t2 € (to, to + a] and ¢1 < t2, we have

[Wnltz) —n(t)] = F(lq|/ tzfs“kudsf/ (11— )" "k (5)ds|

= 1 |/ (t2 —s)1™ Y (s )ds—|—/ [(t1 —s)q_1 —(tg—s)q_l]kn(s)ds|

T(q) .
l
< 2t —t)T + (1 — t0)? — (t2 — £0)]||pn — ¢||®
< la(qH)[(z D)+ (t1 —to)? = (t2 — to)]llon — ¢
< (=) len — el
This means
Un U (t2 21 o
Sup{‘%l:tl,tQGJ,tl;étz}gmnwn—(pu .
Thus
21
n - < n - N n— a'
lon —@lla < llon —@ll + (+1)||90 1— ¢l

This implies that
lim |[on — ¢llq = 0.
n— o0

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

For u,v € C(J), we have, for ¢t € J,

t

Fu(t) — Fu(t)] < ﬁ / (t = )Y f(s,u(s)) — F(s,v(5))lds

0

A

t

/ (t —5) " u(s)) — v(s)|*ds.

to

b
I'(q)

Define an operator T : C(J,R") — C(J,R") by

<

t

Ta(t) = ﬁ/ (t — 5)9 12 (s)ds.

0

In order to prove the Theorem 2.2, we establish two key lemmas.

3.1. Lemma. If the assumptions in Theorem 2.2 hold, then there exists a function
y € C(J,RT) such that

Ty(t) < yu(t) and € 0, minf1, (FED) ),
where Mo = min{|f(¢,zo)| +1:t € J}.
Proof. Let n € (to,to + a] be a constant satisfying
U —to)"  la% (n—to)" %  1B(q,1 = §)a* o (n—to) % _ mingr, (DAF D) ezt
I'(1+4q) I'(1+4q) INC) " Moas '
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br ] -3 a‘g+% — ﬂ_%
Take v = l%’i;ioq))q 4 laZa g&f;; e 1Bz 1-F)a’ F(Qq) (1=%0)% 2 .nd define the function
y from J into R by
® 1, if t € [to, ),
= g\ — L .
Y (toy-ak, if te(n,to+al.
We prove that Ty(t) < yy(t) for ¢ € [to, to + a].
For t € [to,n], we have
Ty(t) - / t (t— )" "ds = ——(t — to)"
= - = —to
I'g) J,, al'(q)
I(n — to)*
- < t).
< Titg 7y(t)

For t € (n,to + a], recalling that B(z,y) = fol(l —5)*"'s¥"!ds, we have

t

l -1
Ty(t) = —/ t—s) " (y(s))ds
(t) () to( )" (y(s))
t
l /U 1 ! / 1 S*to _a
= — t—s5)"ds+ —— t—s)T (———) 2ds
I'(q) to( ) I'(q) n( ) (n—to)
t
t—to a ] / q—1 S—to _g t—to -
< 2a t— 2d 2a
S i ol R A STy
l /"
+—— | (n—1s)"""ds
L(q) J,,
q a_4q ! t—1o q
— (t—to)it2a(n—ty)? 2a 1—2)7 1 %g ~&
(¢~ to) 45 (n — 10) F<q>/;750( a0
=
+L/n(n—s)q71ds
I'(g) J,,
l(n—to)? a4 a a_alB(g,1—2) t—to,_a
74_ 2 2a _t 2 2a
r(i+q ° (1= to) I'(q) (n—to)
la%(n—to)“% e, IB(g,1—-1) a_a .  t—ty,_a
—+a2 2a _t 2 2a
= T gy R IG=)
< y().
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. O
Define the norm || - ||y in C(J) by
]y = max{ﬁh(tﬂ cte J} for ueC(J),
where y(t) is given in Lemma 1. Then the norms || - || and || - ||y are equivalent.

3.2. Lemma. Assume the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 hold, then ||Fu— Fu|ly < v|lu—
vlly-
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Proof. Noting |u(t)| < y(t)||ully, we have

l / —1 a a
mr [ E=9)" (y(s) ds|lu — o]
I'(a) /J,, !
Ty®)llu —vlly < yy®)llu—olly,
for t € [to, to + a]. By the definition of the norm || - ||, we see that

[Fu— Folly < 7llu—vlly.

t

[Fu(t) — Po(t)

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

Proof. (The proof of Theorem 2.2 )
CASE 1: a=1.

By Lemma 3.2, we see that F' is a contractive mapping for the norm || - ||, . It is easy
to prove that there exists a unique function p € C(J) satisfying

t

1 _
P(t) = Fe(t) = o+ 15 [ (6= 9" F(s 0(9)ds
I(q) J,,
Thus the IVP (1.1) has a unique solution ¢(t).
Furthermore, noting that ¢n4+1(t) = Fon(t) for n =1,2,---, we have
lent1—lly = [[Feon—Feolly <vllen —elly
Mzaq
< < n+1 0 — <7n+1’
< <" lwo —elly < i+’
where My = sup,; |f(t,¢(t))]. This implies that the successive sequence {¢,(t)} con-
verge uniformly to the unique solution ¢(t) on J with lim,_,« ||[¢n — @] = 0.

Similar as the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have
Jim lon —ollq = 0.

Thus the Theorem 2.2 holds for the case v = 1.

CASE 2: a > 1.
In this case, by Lemma 3.1, we see that v < (FA(;O"‘;?I) )an1 This means that
_a Moaq

a1 00 .
7T

By Lemma 3.2, we have

on+1 = @nlly [Fen — Fon-illy < llen — on-1lly

< B o — golly
< AEE Y lpr — o
__1_, _a Mya?  ,n
< a—1 a—1T —— .
S v ey
It follows from 'y,f;fl % < 1 that {¢n(t)} is a Cauchy sequence for the norm || - |-

Thus {¢n(t)} also is a Cauchy sequence for the norm || - ||.
Setting ¢(t) = limp— oo ¢n(t), then, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,

we obtain )

/ (t— )17 £ (5, 0(5))ds.

to

1

t) =20+ =~
Pl = I'(q)
Thus the IVP (1.1) has a solution ¢(t).
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Following the above arguments and Lemma 3.2, the uniqueness and convergence are
obvious. The proofs are omitted.

For all, the results of Theorem 2.2 hold for « > 1. This completes the proof of
Theorem 2.2. O

With the similar arguments in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we should establish the
following two lemmas under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3.

3.3. Lemma. If the assumptions in Theorem 2.3 hold, then there exist an increasing
function b € C(J,RY) and a constant § € (0,1) such that

Hb(t) = % /l(t — 8)T (s — t) Pb(s)ds < db(t).

Proof. Similarly, we choose a positive number 7 € J such that
K(n—1t0)"""B(g,1 —p)

+ K(n—t)" P <1

I'(q)
Also, let § = K("7t0>;7(:>3<q’17p) + K(n—1t0)?"? and define an increasing function b from
J into R by
1, if t€ [to,n],
(1) = - [to, n]
en—to, if te(n,to+al

We prove that Hb(t) < §b(t) for ¢ € [to, to + a].
For t € [to,n], recalling B(z,y) = fol(l —5)"1s¥!ds, we have

t 1

Hb(t) = I,[((q)/to(t—s)q_l(s—to)_pds:If((q)(t—to)q_p/o (1—2)1 17y
_ KB(lgiql)— p) (t—to)P < K(n—to);*(’;?(qﬂ =P < su(e).

For t € (3, to + al, we have

Hb(t) = Fl({q)/t:(ts)ql(sto)pb(s)ds
- lfw/t:(ts)ql(sto)pds+1{{®/nt(ts)ql(sto)pe;%ds
< FI({q)/t:(ns)ql(sto)pderFI((q)/nt(ts)ql(sto)pe"lstn()ds
< K(nfto)qri(];f(q’l*p) +%/ﬁ (t— )" (s — to) Pe 0 dsen 0
- [Kmfto);-(zf(q,l—p) +K(nr—(;;)q-p / gD
< (HO P PG LRy ey gy

I'(q)
= 5b(¢).

Thus there exist a positive function b(t) and a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that
Hb(t) < 0b(t).
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3.4. Lemma. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, the operator F is contraction
mapping in the sense of equivalent norm.

Proof. Define norm || - ||» in C(J) by
1
lulls = max{w|u(t)| :te J} for uwe C(J),
where b(t) is given in Lemma 3.3. Then the two norms || - || and || - || are equivalent.

For u,v € C(J), by Lemma 3.3, we have, for ¢t € J,

t

1 -
|[Fu(t) — Fo(t)] < @/ (t = 5)" 1 F (s,u(s) — f(s,0(s))lds
to
t
< g [ 9T ) Tu(e) - ul)lds
I'g) J,,
t
K / -1 —
Q— t—3s)" (s —to) Pb(s)dsl|lu — v|p
() to( ) ) "b(s)ds|| I
= 0b(t)[lu —vlls.
Thus
|Pu = Folls < dllu - oll.
This implies that the operator F' is contractive in the sense of equivalent norm || - ||,. O

Proof. (Proof of Theorem 2.3) By Lemma 3.4 and the similar arguments in the proof
Theorem 2.2, we claim that there exists a unique solution ¢(t) of IVP (1.1) on J. Also,

It is easy to prove that (¢n(t) = pnt1(t) — p(t))

Yn (1) — Pn(t2) 21

Uil = n )t € Tt At} < — s ton(t)) — F(t, o(t))].
(2 — 1)1 |21t 1 # ta} T +1) sup|f(t, on (1)) — (L £())]

Noting that ¢n(t) converge uniformly to ¢(t) on J, we conclude that

sup{]|

lim ||¢n — ¢|lq = 0 uniformly on J.
n—oo

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.3.
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