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Abstract

We establish the boundedness character of solutions otensyd rational difference equations with a
variable coefficient.

1 Introduction

Consider the system of difference equations

Tpil = I and Ynil = Tp + Ynln, n=0,1,... (1.1)

where{,}>>, is an arbitrary sequence of positive real numbers and the
Initial conditionsz andy, are positive real numbers.

When~,, = v > 1, the solution{z,,, y, }.-, converges td0, co) and so it

is unbounded. When = 1, the solutior{ z,,, y,, } ., satisfies the identity

x 1 x 1
Tot Yot —+— =0+t —+—=A>2

Yn Yn Yo Yo
and it is easy to see that it converges to
(0 A4 VA% — 4>
’ 2

and so is bounded. Finally, whén< ~ < 1, it was established in [1] that
both components of every solutidm,, y,, } -, are bounded from above
by a positive constant. The proof that was presented in [¥]esed on

the properties of the double sequence of finite sums

n

¢(i7ln’):zﬁykxk+i+lv i:0717"'7 n:O,l,...,
k=0
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for which, as it was shown in [1], it holds that

lim ¢(i,n) = 22 i—0.1,... .

In this paper we extend the ideas of the proof presented ito[g&ktab-
lish that when{~,,}>°, is bounded from below and from above by two
positive constants’ and~, and more precisely,

0<v <y, <vy<1,

both components of every solution of Systdm |(1.1) are bodirican
above by a positive constant. It was also shownlin [1] thatrwhe= + €
(0, 1) and the initial conditions are positive real numbers, theeayics of
System([(1.1), in terms of boundedness, are equivalent htllynamics
of the system

Yn
and v, = ,
.93n+'7 Intl .an‘}_"}/

More precisely, as it was shown in/[1], given a solutip),, y,, } -, of
System([(1.11) withy,, = v > 0, the sequencézx,,, w, }.-,, for which,

n=0,1,.... (1.2)

Tp+1 =

wn:7+x", n=0,1,...,
Un
satisfies
ot = 20 and wyg = — o =0,1,... . (1.3)
Tp+ 7y Tp+ 7y

This is also true for Systern (1.1) with the variable coeffitig,. That is,
given a solution{x,,, y,, } ., of SystemI[(1.11), the sequente,, w, } ",
where

n = 7%_14—%’ n=02,...,
Un
with v_; = o, satisfies the system
W w
Tpy1 = ——— and w4y = ——, n=0,1,.... (1.4
Tp + Yn—1 Tp + Yn—1
Furthermore,

1
wyy1 = —, forall n>0. (1.5)

n
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The following definitions and theorems for double sequenaéde
useful in the sequel. Assume thai(k, n)};",_;, is a double sequence of
positive real numbers. Then we say thék, n) converges td. € [0, co),
if for every e > 0, there existsV(e) such that

|¢(k,n) — L| <e, forall k,n> N.

We write
lim ¢(k,n) =1L,

k,n—o00
andL is called the double limit of the sequence. The two limits
lim lim ¢(k,n) and lim lim ¢(k,n)

k—00 n—00 n—00 k—00

are called iterated limits.
Assume thaf{¢(k,n)} is a double sequence of positive real numbers and

(]{1,77/1> < (kQ,nQ) < ... < (]CS,TLS> < ...

is a strictly increasing sequence of pairs of positive iategTher{ ¢ (&, n;) }
is a double subsequence{af(k,n)}.

The following three theorems will be useful in the sequel.r #e
proof seel[2].

Theorem 1.1.Assume tha{é(k, n)};7,—, is a double sequence of pos-
itive real numbers which is bounded from above by a positorestant.
Also, assume that for eaéh> 1

lim ¢(k,n) = w; exists
n—oo
Then for any subsequen¢e(k,, n;)} of {p(k,n)},
tlim o(ks,ny) = wy, exists for all s.
— 00
Furthermore, if
lim lim ¢(k,n) = L exists
k—00 n—00

then for any subsequenée(k,, n;)} of {¢(k,n)},
lim lim ¢(ks,n;) = L.

s—00 t—00
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Theorem 1.2.Assume thafé(k, n) };7,—, is a double sequence of posi-
tive real numbers, which is bounded from above by a positvestant.
Also, assume thdt(k,, n;) } is a double subsequence{af(k, n) } which
strictly decreases (resp. increases) to a nonnegativeavaland also

O(ks,ne) < @(i, ), (respe(ks,ne) > o(i, 7)) forall (4, 5) < (ks, ne)
and for all (k4, n;). Then

lim ¢(kg,ne) = lim lim ¢(ks,ny) = lim lim ¢(ks,n) = L € [0, 00).

s,t—00 §—00 t—00 t—00 s—00

Theorem 1.3.Assume thaf¢(k, n) };7,— is a double sequence of posi-
tive real numbers such that

lim ¢(k,n) exists uniformly ink
n—oo

and that
lim lim ¢(k,n) = L.

k—00 n—00

Then the double limit of the sequenieg k, n) } exists and
lim ¢(k,n) = L.

k,n—o0

2 Boundedness
In this section we establish that both components of evelytisa of
System([(1.1) are bounded from above by a positive constant.

Theorem 2.1.Let{x,, y,} -, be a solution of System (1.1) with positive
initial conditionsx, andy, and such that

0<~ <y, <vy<1, foral n>0

and+’,~ € (0,1). Then both components of the solutian,, v, }°° , are
bounded from above by a positive constant.

The proof of the theorem will be presented at the end of this@e
Sety_; = 7. Consider the double sequence of finite sums

d(1,n) = Tix1 + YVic1Tiv2 + Vic1ViTies + oo+ Vie1 * Vikn—3Titn,



with
1=0,1,... andn=1,2,...,
or equivalently,

n—1
¢(2? TL) - ZM(% k)xi—i—k-i-la 1= 07 17 sy M= 17 27 RS (21)
k=0

where for each > 0,

k+i—3

pi k)= 1] v k=23, ...

j=i—1
and
p(i, 1) = 1.
The following lemmas will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 2.2.1t holds that

lim lim pu(i, k) = lim p(i, k) =0.

1—00 k—00 i,k—00

Proof. In view of Theorem 1.3, it suffices to show that
lim p(i, k) =0
k—o00
uniformly for eachi. Indeed, for a given positive numbeand: arbitrary
. 1 .
but fixed, we choosg > 1n—€ + 1, or equivalentlyy” ™! < €. Then
nry

p(i, k) <"1 <e
from which the result follows. (]

Lemma 2.3.Let{z,, y,} -, be asolution of Systerin (1.1). Then for each

1> 0,
Yi+n

Proof. From the first equation of System (1..1) we see that

Yitn+1 _ Litn I Yi+n n=0.1
p(i,n+3)  p(i,n+3)  p(i,n+2)




Yi+n
(i, n +2)
sume for the sake of contradlctlon that

o0
and so the sequen } Is strictly increasing. Now as-

. yi—i—n
lim —"— =L € (0, 00).
) (0, 00)

Then, there exists a positive numbearbitrarily small and a positive
integerN sufficiently large such that

Ynri < (L+€)p(i,n+2), forall n> N.
From Lemma 2.2, the sequenge(i, n+2)} -, converges to zero. Thus,
the sequencéy;. .}~ , goes to zero as well. Furthermore,

n+i—1
p(i,n+ 2) nyj<fy 1 forall n>0
j=i—1

implies that
Yizn < (L +€)y™™, forall n > N
and so
Litn 1
Titntl = > - Tjyn, forall n> N
T s T (L eyt T

from which it follows that

lim x;y,11 = 00.
n—oo

However, from the second equation
Yitnt1 > Titn, forall n >0

which contradicts the fact that the sequefige ..}, , converges to 0.
[

Lemma 2.4.Let{x,,y,} -, be a solution of[(1]1). Then for all> 0,
i+ Yi-1

=w; = ¢(i,n) + pli,n + Dwiry, n=12,.... (2.2)
Yi



Proof. Let: > 0 be given. Clearly, in view of(114),
Wi = Ti+1 T Yi—1Wit1
and so the result is true when= 1. Assume that: > 1 and that
Wi = Tig1 T Yi1Tit2 + oo+ Yie1 " Vitk-3Titk T Vi1 Vitk—2Witk

= ¢(i, k) + p(i, k + Dwiy.
Then
w; = @i, k) + p(t, b+ )Tkt + Virh-1Witk+1)
= @i, k) + p(i, b+ 1)xippyr + p(i, b+ 1) Yipp-1Wigrs
=i, k+ 1)+ p(i, k4 2)wii g1

The proof is complete.
[]

Lemma 2.5.Let{x,, y,}, -, be a solution of[(1]1). Then for all> 0,

oo

lim ¢(i,n) Z/L (4, k)Titpr1 = Tit il wj. (2.3)
n—oo y

Proof. The result follows from[(2]2) together with the fact, in viex
(1.5) and Lemma 2.3, that

) 1
lim pu(i,n + 1wy, = lim plin+1) = 0.

L]

Lemma 2.6.Let{z,,y,} -, be a solution of[(1]1) and assume that for
an infinite sequence of positive integgfs}:°,, {zx,} is a bounded sub-
sequence ofzx,} and

_limw— lim wy, = M € (0,00).
1— 00 yk1 1—00
Then the following statements are true:
1.
lim lim ¢(k;,n) = M.

1—00 N—00
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2. For any subsequende(k;_, n;)} of {¢(k;,n)}, it holds
lim lim ¢(k;,,n;) = M.

$§—00 j—00

3.
lim sup ¢(k;, n) < M.
1,N—00
4.
liminf ¢(k;, n) > 0.
1,n—00
5.

liminf zy, 41 > 0.
1—00

Proof. 1. The proof follows from Lemma 2.5 and the hypothesis.

2. The proof is an immediate consequence of the result of Partd
Theorem 1.1, which is presented in the Introduction.

3. The proofis an immediate consequence of the fact thagdon > 1,

o(ki,n) < Z,U/(kl‘,n)xk+ki+1 = wy,, forall n>1
k=0
and the hypothesis that,, — M.
4. The proof will be by contradiction. Assume for the sake ofitca-
diction that there exists a decreasing subsequémnce; ,n;)}:_; of
{¢(ki,n)}, for which
lim ¢(l€is, nj) =0

8,j—00
and
o(ki,,n;) < o(p,q), forall (p,q) < (ki,,n;).

We claim that botK %;_} and{n;} must increase to infinity. Otherwise,
for k;, finite and fixed,

lim ¢(k;,,n;) = 0.

J—00
In view of the result of Part 2 and the hypothesis, we see that

lim ¢(l€is, ’ij) = Wg,;, > 0

j—00



which is a contradiction.
On the other hand assume that there exists a positive intégeich that

lim ¢(k; ,j) =0, j=1,2,...,N and liminf¢(k;,, N +1) > 0.
S$—00 S5—00
In view of (2.1), ass — oo, it is easy to see that
xp, +¢ — 0, forall t=1,..., N.

By choosing a further subsequencd bf }:°,, which for economy in no-
tation we still denote it agk;_}, it holds that for eachh = —1,0,..., N —
2, the sequencéy;, +;},—, converges to a positive number. Set

N-2
m = lim H Vis+j € (0,00).

§—00
Jj=-1

Clearly, and in view off{(1)4),
M
Wk, +N — —— > 0.
m

Therefore,
xkis+kai3 +N

L +N+1 =
Vi, +N—1 T Thy +N

and so, in view of((2]1),
lim ¢(k;, N+1) =0
S§—00

which is a contradiction. Therefore, the sequenfigs} and {n;} are
infinite sequences of positive integers and both increasafitoty. By
applying Theorem 1.2, we get

lim ¢(k;,,n;) = lim lim ¢(k;,,n,) = 0.

5,7 —00 §—00 j—00

On the other hand, by applying the result of Part 2, we see that
lim lim gb(kis,nj) =M e (0, OO)

5—00 j—00

which is a contradiction.
5. From Part 4, clearly, there exists a positive numbguch that

¢(ki,m) > I, forall i,n> N.
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In particular,

O(kiy N) = Tt + Ve 1Tha2 + oo F Vhm1 ** Vie—3+NThyn > 1 >0,

(2.4)
forall i > N. Now assume for the sake of contradiction and without loss
of generality that

Lhi+1 — 0.
Note that
Wk Thi+l
Vki—1 V-1

and so there exists a further subsequencg:gf*,, which for economy
in notation we still denote a&k; }, such that

wki — xkl—f—l + Wki—lwki—f—l = wki-i-l —

M
Vi,—1 — m >0 and wg, 1 — —,
m
and so
Ll +1WE; 41
Th 4o = SRHLTRAL .
/Yki + xki-i-l

By induction, we see that
lim 4, ; =0, forall j=1,2,... N.
1— 00

By taking limits in (2.4), ag — oo, we get a contradiction.

We now present the proof of Theorem 2.1

Proof. Let {z,, y,}.-, be a solution of Systemi (1.1). First we establish
that the componenty,, },- , of the solution is bounded from below by a
positive constant. Assume for the sake of contradictionttinere exists
an infinite sequence of indicds; };°, such that

Clearly,

Tn,—+— 0 and y,,_+ — 0, forall t=0,1,....
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In addition, there exists a sequence of indi€ks;, such that

ki <mn;, forall i,

for which
(yr,—1 > 1andy,, < 1)and(y; < 1, forall t € {k; +1,...,n;}),
(2.5)
because otherwise, .
0
Lp, = pr—— > X,
szo Yj

which is a contradiction. From
Yk, = Th—1 + Yh—1Yk—1 and y,_1 > 1, forall i,

it follows that
Yr, > Y1 >+, forall i,

and so
yr, € [/, 1), forall .
Fori sufficiently large, whem € {k; + 1,...,n;},
Ty—
Ly = - > Tr_1
Yr—1

and more precisely,

Therefore,
Tk, < Tn,s

from which it follows thatr;,, — 0. By utilizing the fact that
yr, € 7', 1), forall i,

we may select a further subsequencd kof}, still denoted agk;} such
that
yr, > L e[y,1] and v,_1 — 11 € [7,7].

Therefore,

, _ , [
%%0 andfwki:fykl1——|_xkl_> 1:M€[’)/,l/].
Y

xkl +1 — —
Yk, Yk, L
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By applying Lemma2]6, we get
liminf g1 >0
1—00
which is a contradiction. Hence, the componéni} > , of the solution
Is bounded from below by a positive constantIn view of
T 1 T

€T 1 = — = .
i Yn Yn—-1 Tp + Yn—1

, forall n>1,

we see that .
T < —, forall n>1,
m

and so the componeft, } > , is bounded from above. From the second
equation of the system, clearly

1
Ynt1 < — +yn, forall n>2,
m

and so

1
limsupy, < ————.

The proof of the Theorem is complete.
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