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Abstract. This paper studies Langevin equation with nonlocal boundary conditions involving a y—-Caputo
fractional derivatives operator. By the aide of fixed point techniques of Krasnoselskii and Banach, we derive
new results on existence and uniqueness of the problem at hand. Further, the ¢-fractional Gronwall inequal-
ity and yp—fractional integration by parts are employed to prove Ulam-Hyers and Ulam-Hyers—Rassias sta-
bility for the solutions. Examples are gifted to demonstrate the advantage of our major results. The proposed
results here are more general than the existing results in the literature and obtain them as particular cases.

1 Introduction

Lately, fractional calculus has played a very significant role in various scientific fields; see for
instance [1,2] and the references cited therein. As a result of this, fractional differential equations
have caught the attention of many investigators working in different desciplines [3,4]. However,
most of researchers works have been conducted by using fractional derivatives that mainly rely
on Riemann-Liouville, Hadamard, Katugampola, Grunwald Letnikov and Caputo approaches.

Fractional derivatives of a function with respect to another function have been considered in
the classical monographs [1,5] as a generalization of Riemann-Liouville derivative. This frac-
tional derivative is different from the other classical fractional derivative as the kernel appears in
terms of another function . We will call this derivative as {p—fractional derivative. Recently, this
derivative has been reconsidered by Almeida in [7] where the Caputo—-type regularization of the
existing definition and some interesting properties are provided. Several properties of this opera-
tor could be found in [1,5,6,8,9]. For some particular cases of ¢, one can realize that {—fractional
derivative can be reduced to the Caputo fractional derivative [1], the Caputo-Hadamard frac-
tional derivative [10] and the Caputo-Erdélyi-Kober fractional derivative [11].

On the other hand, the investigation of qualitative properties of solutions for different frac-
tional differential (and integral ) equations is the key theme of applied mathematics research.
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Numerous interesting results concerning the existence, uniqueness, multiplicity, and stability
of solutions or positive solutions by applying some fixed point techniques. However, most of
the proposed problems have been handled concerning the classical fractional derivatives of the
Riemann-Liouville and Caputo [17-27].

In parallel with the intense investigation of fractional derivative, a normal generalization of
the Langevin differential equation appears to be replacing the classical derivative by a fractional
derivative to produce fractional Langevin equation (FLE). FLE was first introduced in [31] and
then different types of FLE were the object of many scholars [33-39]. In [40], the authors studied
a nonlinear FLE involving two fractional orders at various intervals with three-point boundary
conditions. FLE involving a Hadamard derivative type was considered in [34, 35].

Alternatively, the stability problem of differential equations was discussed by Ulam in [44]).
Thereafter, Hyers in [45] developed the concept of Ulam stability in the case of Banach spaces.
Rassias provided a fabulous generalization of the Ulam-Hyers (U-H) stability of mappings by
taking into account variables. His approach was refered to as Ulam-Hyers—Rassias (U-H-R)
stability [47]. Recently, the Ulam stability problem of implicit differential equations was extended
into fractional implicit differential equations by some authors [48-51]. A series of papers was
devoted to the investigation of existence, uniqueness and U-H stability of solutions of the FLE
within different kinds of fractional derivatives.

Motivated by the recent developments in ¢—fractional calculus, in the present work, we in-
vestigate the existence, uniqueness and stability in the sense U-H-R of solutions for the following
FLE within ¢—Caputo fractional derivatives involving nonlocal boundary conditions

(°D32) (D5 s+ A) 1] = f(tu(t), DY (), € (a,T),
u(a) =0, u(n) =0, u(T) = p (i ;) [ul, A >0,

where (]jibf C) and (CDg’ff ;
of order 6 € {o,6,0} respectively, 0 <a <y << T <o0,1<0<20<d<¢<1land

f:[a,T) x Rx R — R is a continuous function. It is worth mentioning here that the proposed

1.1)

) are y-fractional integral of order 9, -Caputo fractional derivative

results in this paper which rely on y-fractional integrals and -Caputo fractional derivatives can
generalize the existing results in the literature and obtain them as particular cases.

The major contributions of the work are as follows: Some lemmas and definitions on -
fractional calculus theory are recalled in Section 2. In Section 3, we prove the existence and
uniqueness of solutions for problem (1.1) via applying fixed point theorems. Section 4 devotes
to discuss different types of stability results for the problem (1.1) by the aid of y-Gronwall’s
inequality and ¢p—fractional integration by parts. Examples are given in Section 5 to check the
applicability of the theoretical findings. We end the paper by a conclusion in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries and essential Lemmas

The standard Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order Re(¢) > 0, namely

( ]§+,t) U] = ﬁ /a -0 u(r)dr, t> 2.1)
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The left-sided factional integrals and fractional derivatives of a fuction u with respect to an-
other function 1 in the sense of Riemann-Liouville are defined as follows [6,7]

(28 1l = 537 [ ¥ O 00 =g () (e 22)

(D2t 1 = (ﬁ%) (1) b, 23)

respectively, where n = [o] +1

and

Analogous formulas can be offered for the right fractional (integral and derivative) as follows:

() / ¥ ( — 9 (1) u(r)dr, (2.4)
and N
(Dg'bl/’_) [u] = (_WE> ( ]th_@w) [u]. (2.5)
The left (right) ¢-Caputo fractional derivatives of u of order ¢ are given by
n—o, 1 d\"
(o) b= (18") () ™ 26)
and Lo
respectively. In particular, when ¢ € (0,1), we have
R Aoy 1 d
( DSth) [ } - (]a+£; ) (l//( ) > [1’4 (2~8)
and L
ey _ 1-o ¥
( Df,b—) [u] = — (]tb—g ) (lpl( 1) dt ) [u], (2.9)

where u, € C"[a, b] two functions such that ¢ is increasing and ¢/ (¢) # 0, for all t € [a, b].

We propose the remarkable paper [9] in which some generalizations using y-fractional inte-
grals and derivatives are described. In particular, we have

if ¥(t) —t, then ]a+t—>]a+t'

(
if p(t) — Int, then J%¥ p — HI2
if Y(t) — 0, then, J&V, — ¢, p >0,

where ] at, t,H ] Y P g . are classical Riemann-Liouville, Hadamard, and Katugampola fractional
operators.



Lemma 2.1. [7]Given u € C([a,b]) and v € C"([a, b)), we have that for all ¢ > 0

[om (o) war = [uw (%) [5] Ly ar

() @ gl ]

where

k
Moy (L d
B o= () o
Lemma 2.2. Let ¢ > 0and u, P € C([a,b]. Then

1
= _ Q
] < Kellwlle, Ko = gy (0 (0) =9 (@)
Foralln —1<o9o<mn,
c QlIJ _ 1 . n—o
DYEy ] < Ko Il Ky = =gy (9 (B) — (@)

Lemma 2.3. Let 9,¢ > 0, consider the functions [7]

(92) [ (0) = 9 @) ] = == (g 1) - p e,

(2 1 = Frgy WO - v (@)

and c c—1 r(g) ¢—o—1
(‘D) @ @) = @) = f S 0 -y @)
. 1 -
(‘D) 1 = p =gy WO =9 (@) >0
Note that

(Dgt) [0 (0 =9 @)] =0, k=0,.,n-

The subsequent properties are valid: if g, ¢ > 0, then

(8,) (s) ] = (J5257) ) andt (DYY,) (DEY,) ful = (“DEESY) 1],
(sD22) () bl = (JE257) .

Lemma 2.4. Given a function u € C"[a, b] and ¢ > 0, we have

n—1 i )
CACEAITRIIORYS [} (ﬁ%)]ul @0~ @).
L

In particular, given ¢ € (0, 1), we have
120 (D& ) ) = () — u (a).
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Lemma 2.5. Given a function u € C"[a,b] and 1 > ¢ > 0, we have

(2 = (128 ] < 2 (g ) =y .

Proof.
(88,) ) = () | = ﬁ [0 @ [0 )~ 9 @) = ()~ 9 () u(r) de
|V O ) = () e
< s [0 () = (1)) (0 (1) = 0)7 = (9 (1)~ 9 (0)))
e (p (1)~ p ()°
< Pl (y ) -y o).

O

Theorem 2.6. [41] Let B, be the closed ball of radius r > 0, centred at zero, in a Banach space X with
Y : B, — X a contraction and Y (0 B;) C B,. Then, Y has a unique fixed point in B,.

Theorem 2.7. [41] (Let M be a closed, convex, non-empty subset of a Banach space X x X. Suppose that
E and F map M into X and that

(i) Eu+Fv € M forallu,v € M;
(ii) IE is compact and continuous;
(iii) IF is a contraction mapping.

Then the operator equation IEw + IFw = w has at least one solution on M.

Definition 2.8. The problem (1.1) is U-H stable if there exists a real number ¢y > 0 such that for
each € > 0 and for each solution i € C [a, T] of the inequality

. , . 5 1~
(D) (D5 s+ ) ] =t u(t) S DY ()| < e, b€ [o,T), (2.12)
there exists a solution u € C [a, T| of the problem (1.1) with
() —u(t)| < ecy.

Definition 2.9. The problem (1.1) is generalized U-H stable if there exists ® (t) € C (R*,R"),
® (0) = 0 such that for each € > 0 and for each solution 7 € C [a, T] of inequality (2.12), there
exists a solution u € C [a, T] of problem (1.1) with

(t) — u(t)| < @ (e), t € [a,T],

where @ (¢€) is only dependent on €.




Definition 2.10. The problem (1.1) is U-H-R stable if there exists a real number c¢; > 0 such that
for each € > 0 and for each solution 7 € C [a, T| of the inequality

(cDft) (“DEE 4 A) (] - ftu() DY ()| <e@(t), te[aT),  (213)

there exists a solution u € C [a, T|] of the problem (1.1) with
[a(t) —u(t)| < ecy®(t).

Definition 2.11. The problem (1.1) is generalized U-H-R stable with respect to @ if there exists
c¢ > 0 such that for each solution # € C [a, T] of the inequality

Dty (‘DI + ) [u] = f(t,u(t) DY [u)) | <@ (1), t € [a, T, (2.14)

there exists a solution u € C [a, T|] of the problem (1.1) with
[(t) —u(t)] <cp@ ().
Below, we generalize Gronwall’s inequality for y-fractional derivative proved by Shi-you Lin
in [43].

Lemma 2.12. Let u, v be two integrable functions, with domain [a,b) . Let € C'|[a,b] an increasing
function such that ¢’ (t) # 0, Vt € [a, b]. Assume that

(i) u and v are nonnegative;

(ii) The functions (g;) are the bounded and monotonic increasing functions on [a, b]

i=1,.n

(iii) The constants ¢; >0 (i =1,2,..,n).If

W@ <o+ Lal) [ ¥ @00 - pE) T umdr
then

k
n ;
=1

N (g ()T (05))
u(t) <o l
(t) < (t)Jrk:Z1 1,,2/,3;.,(,:1 r(zﬁ-‘:1 Qz")

[y @ we - o da

Remark 2.13. For n = 2 in the hypotheses of Lemma 2.12. Let v(t) be a nondecreasing function
ona <t < T. Then we have

u(t) <o (t) [Egyp (81 (T (01) (¥ (1)™) + Eqap (82 ()T (02) (9 (£))%)],

where E,, 4 is the Mittag-Leffler function defined below.



Definition 2.14. [52] The Mittag-Leffler function is given by the series

k

E()=Y — % 215

where Re (¢) > 0 and I' (z) is a gamma function. In particular, if ¢ = 1/2 in (2.15) we have
Eij (2) = exp () [L+erf (2)],
where erf (z) error function.
The remaining portion of the paper, we make use of the next suppositions:
(A1) Foreacht € [a, T], there exist a constant L; > 0 (i = 1,2) such that
|f(t,u1,01) — f(t,up,02)| < Ly [ug —va| + Lo [ug — 02|, forall u;,v; € R.
(A2) There exists an increasing function x (t) € (C[a,T],R"), forany t € [a,T],
If(fu,0)| <x(t), u,veR.
(A3) There exist a constant L > 0 such that
|f(t,u,v)| <L, forany t € [a,T], u,v € R.

(Ay) There exists an increasing function @ (t) € (C [4, T], R") and there exists I > 0 such
that for any t € [a, T],

(124) [@] <162 (), @ > 0.
We adopt the following conventions:
fult) = £t u(t)F DY, [u]) and K (5:2) = (1) — ¢ (a). (2.16)

o = (Jiy) 1] and o1z = (J§2, ) (K (v;)], (2.17)
and
021 = (]EffT) 1w (fgféw) [1] and 05, = ((LfffT) K (t;a)] — (]E:‘é’*") K (T;a)]) . (2.18)

Further, we assume
011022 — 0210712| # 0. (2.19)

where 0jj are constants.

3 Existence and uniqueness of solution

In order to study the nonlinear FLE (1.1), We first consider the linear associated FLE and conclude
solving it.



3.1 Linear boundary problem

The following Lemma regards a linear variant of problem
(‘D) (“DEL +A) ] = E(t), t€ (a,T),
— — — oY
u(@) =0, u(y) =0, w(T) = (Jot ) W, a<n<g<T,

where F € C([a, T], R).

(3.1)

Lemma 3.1. The unique solution of the -Caputo linear problem (3.1) is given by the integral equation

u(t) = ~A (Jid,) [l + (JELEY) [F) (32)
A QI (1) IR = A (152 ) bl =g (JR2570) (7 g (1527 1)
K »@((( @)S(K(T3t)) _ p(K @mnﬁ%@+ﬁxnww»—ﬂmum»0
MR\ Tc+2) Tc+o+2)(c+1)
<A U5 (1= (12 ) -

where

KTk (T (K (&) (c + DK En) — 6 K(g;a)]
A‘[ 12 M+ 2)(c+ 1) ]#“ 3.3)

Proof. Applying (]a i t) on both sides of (3.1-a) , we have

(DEP,+2) 1] = (JE0,) IF] + 1 + ea(9(t) — p(a)), 64)

forcy, cp € R.

Now applying ( oy t) to both sides of (3.4) , we get

u(t) = =2 (J20) ) + (087 1l e (S5l ) 0l + ez (52, K (o) +e3, (35)

where c3 € R.

Using the boundary conditions in (3.1-b), we obtain c3 := c3 (F) = 0 and

Tk ) = =2 (JEE) 1+ (L) (P + e (530 M+ e (JE15Y) (K ()] 3:6)

Then we also get a system of linear equations with respect to ¢y, ¢, as follows
o1 02 ¢ by
- ) 3.7
(Uzl Uzz)(Q) (bz> G2

= A (7)) = (J8757) [F) (3.8)

where
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and
, +9, +¢, +6+9,
by = A((507) b= (U2 ) 1)) = (82 F = (E2E°N) 1F) . 39
We note
A = det (0’) = ‘0’110’22 - 0’210’12| . (310)
Because the determinant of coefficient for A % 0. Thus, we have
c1:=c1(F) = M and ¢y :=c; (F) = @. (3.11)
Substituting these values of ¢y and ¢ in (3.6), we finally obtain (3.2) as
+ b b b b
u(t) = (]a+t) [u] + (]s+%¢) [F] + 22z (]a+t) [1] + gL (]a+t) [K(T;a)],
(3.12)

i.e., the integral equation (3.12) can be written as (3.2) and
5, '3 b b s, by—01b s,
(]a+t) [ ] Y (]gi,tll’) [u} + (LSIT- llJ) [P] +M (]€+ l!’) [ }—i—% ( gi,tll’) UC (T;a)].
(3.13)

Differentiating the above relations one time we obtain (3.1-a), also it is easy to get that the condi-
O

tion (3.1-b) is satisfied. The proof is complete.

For convenience, we define the following functions

dn (1) = =% (022 (J5,) W = (JE2,) K (mia)]) dor (1) = —dn (1) (3:14)
and
dia (1) = & (012 (J&2,) (1] = omn (JE2,) (€ () doa (1) = dha (1) (3.15)
3.2 Nonlinear problem
Thanks to Lemma 3.1, the following result is an immediate consequence
Lemma 3.2. Let A > 0. Then the problem (1.1) is equivalent to the integral equation
u(t) = =2 (J2) )+ (JE5EY) [l + u (), (3.16)
where
() = () (85 Ul +dn ) (UEF) A -w (FE°7) 1) Gan)

(1) (168 ) ) = Adoe (1) () = (JE72Y) ()

and d;; are defined in (3.14) and (3.15).

From the expression of (1.1-a) and (3.16), we can see that if all the conditions in Lemmas 3.1
and 3.2 are satisfied, the solution is a C [a, T] solution of the y-Caputo fractional boundary value

problem (1.1).



In order to lighten the statement of our result, we adopt the following notation.

R+ Q) 0+ 2 ((20F7) 10+ p12) (3.18)
cra = Lacra where cia = sup [(Ji7F7) 1]+ prz (3.19)
tela,T]
n = sup A (Ed®) 0+ o+ Ly ((J5257°%) 1]+ 22 | (3.20)
G2 = Lagz where ¢z = sup [(Ji5*") (1] + 2 (3.21)
te(a, T

with

pr=A sup (Ida (0] (Ji2y) [+ 1 (0] (%) 01— (E52Y) 00)), @22)

te(a,T)

prz= sup (I ()] (J&75") W+l O ((12757) W = (121E70) 10)), - @23)

te(a,T|

P21 = )\tzl[lf;] ( (C ay, t) [dzﬂ‘ (]a+ 17) [1] + (CDiip,t) [dzz}‘ (fsz) (1] —n (Iﬁf(éw) [1]) , (3.24)
and
o2z = sup (|(“Dgt,) lanl| (JE57) M+ | (Do) leaal| (JE157) )= (JEE7°) 1)),

te(a,T|
(3.25)

We are now in a position to establish the existence and uniqueness results. Fixed point
theorems are the main tool to prove this.

Let C = C([a, T],R) be a Banach space of all continuous functions defined on [a, T| endowed
with the usual supremum norm. Define the space

E={u:uec(aT,R), (‘D)) [ €c), (3.26)
equipped with the norm

Jull = max { ],

(cDt) |} (3.27)

Then, we may conclude that (E, ||.|| ;) is a Banach space.

To introduce a fixed point problem associated with (3.16) we consider an integral operator
Y : E — E defined by

() () = <A (750, ) 1)+ (JE157) [l + 9 () (3.28)

Theorem 3.3. Assume that f : [a,T] x R x R — R is a continuous function that satisfies (Aq). If
we suppose that

0 <¢=max{c11,612,621,622} < 1, (3.29)
holds. Then the problem (1.1) has a unique solution on E.

10



Proof. The proof will be given in two steps.
Step 1. The operator ¥ maps bounded sets into bounded sets in E.

For our purpose, consider a function u € E Itis clear that Yu € E. Also by (2.11), (3.17) and (
3.28), we have

-, +¢—9,
(“D32) ¥y = =2 (JP) )+ (55 Y) U + (D) [ (£ (3:30)
Indeed, it is sufficient to prove that for any r > 0, foreach u € B, = {u € E : |ju||z < r}, we have
[Yullp <r.
Denoting

Lo = sup {|f(+0,0|:t€ [a,T]} <ooand Lg =Ly sup |u(t)|+ Ly sup
te(a, T te(a,T) tela,T]

( zft) [u]‘ + Lo.

(3.31)
By (A1) we have for each t € [a, T]

[fu()| = [fu(t) = fo(t) + fo(H)] < [fu(t) — fo(H)] + [fo(£)] < L, (3.32)

Firstly, we estimate |¢,, (f)| as follows

90 ()

= |Adan (1) (720 ) 1] + iz ) (2257 U= fol + fol = (FE2ET ) U = fol + fo])|

+ A (6) (1) ) = (JI ) ) [+ [ () (257 ) Ufu = fol + |- 3:39)
Then

9u (N1 = e (6) (8557 (]| + [eta (8) (8157 () = (2177 (L))

P 0 E82) ] (55 - G220 )] 030

Taking the maximum over [a, T], we get

( ;fi’t) [u}‘+Lo>, (3.35)

where ¢y, d;; (t) and p;; defined by (3.17), (3.14-3.15) and (3.22-3.25) respectively.
Using (3.28) and (3.35), we obtain

sup |¢u (f)| < p11 sup |u(t)|+p12 <L1 sup |u(t)|+ Ly sup
tela,T] tela,T] tela,T] te(a, T

|(¥u)lloo < 11 sup [ (8)] + 612 sup |(“DyY, ) [u]| +¢uslo, (3:36)
te(a,T) te(a,T|

where ¢;; defined by (3.18-3.19). On the other hand

(cD3Y,) 19 ()]
= (Do) ) (JE557) [fa] + (“DEL) leial ((JE5Y) Ul = (JETET) 1))
+A (Do) ] (JE%y ) [ = A (D) laza) (1527 ] = e (J5127) ) 337)

11




Taking the maximum over [a, T], we get

(-D32,) 19 ()]

sup
te(a,T)

< p21 sup |u(t)|+ p2 (Ll sup |u(t)| + Ly sup ( 3ft) [u}‘ +L0>. (3.38)

te(a,T) te(a, T tela,T]

Using (3.30) and (3.38), we obtain

(CDi’ff,t) (T“)Hm <¢n tZEfT] u(t)] +€22t21[;Pﬂ ( ﬁt) [“]‘ + 6a3Lo, (3.39)
Consequently, by (3.36) and (3.39), we have
[(FYu)l[g < ¢llullg + Lomax {13,623} <gr+(1—¢)r=r, (3.40)
where ¢ is defined by (3.29) and choose
Lo m?’l‘ E"S 5} o<1 (3.41)
The continuity of the functional f, would imply the continuity of (¥u) and (c D ajft) (Yu) Hence,

Y maps bounded sets into bounded sets in E.

Step 2. Now we show that ¥ is a contraction. By (A1) and (3.28), for u,v € Eand t € [a,T],
we have

() (1) = (F0) ()] < A (J52) = ol | + | (1757 [ = )

where

+pu (f) — o (f)l,  (342)

|(E75%) U= £

< ‘( ﬁf’lp) [1}‘ (Ll u—o[+ L,

(CDi’ffJ) [t — o] D (3.43)

and

= dll (t) (]gr/%,w) qu _fv} +d12 (t) (( sj%lp) [f fv] - ( sjg+z),lp) qu _fv})
+Adar () (J0y ) T — o) = Adaa (1) ((J57) (= o) = (JE' 27 ) [u = 2], (3.4)

forall t € [a, T|, which implies

94 () = 9o (F)] < (pr1 + Liprz) sup [ (t) = v ()] +przLa sup |(DpYy) w—ol].  (3.45)

te(a,T) te(a,T|

Hence, we get
|(Fu) (1) = (Yo) ()]
sup (J&%) 1]

tela,T)

<A sup |u(t)—o(t)|+ sup ‘(fgjflp) 1 }‘

tefa,T) tela,T]

(cpit)) [u—v]\) + sup [gu () — o ()] (346)

<L1 sup |u(t) —v(t)|+ Ly sup
te(a,T]

tela,T] te(a, T

12



Consequently,

() = (¥0) | < 61 sup [u(t) =0 (O] + 61 sup |(Dyf ) fu—ol].  G47)

te(a,T) tefa,T]
A similar argument shows that

(cD32,) 10¢u) — (%))

= A |5 =l + | (8557°%) 1 — £

(D) [ (F) — 9o (P))], 349)

where

sup
te(a,T|

( a+t) [‘Pu(f)_gl)v(f)]’

< (p21 + L1p22) sup |u(t) — v (t)[ +p22Lly sup
tela,T) t€a,T]

( ii}t) [ — U]’ + p22Lo. (3.49)

Combining (3.48) and (3.49), we obtain

(D5 (¥u) = (‘DY) (¥0) | < 61 sup |u()) =0 (t)] + 620 sup | (DY, ) [u—v]|.
e te(a, T te(a,T)
(3.50)
Consequently, by (3.47) and (3.50), we have
[(Yu) = (Yo)llp < gllu—oll (3.51)

and choose ¢ = max {611,612,621,622} < 1. Hence, the operator ¥ is a contraction, therefore ¥
maps bounded sets into bounded sets in E. Thus, the conclusion of the theorem follows by the
contraction mapping principle. O

For simplicity of presentation, we let

A= (1) W+ (1570) )+ (dn (1) + (D20) ) (1655 ) 0, 652)

Av = (e (1) + (D) (el ) (2757) 0= e (J2257) ). (3.59)

Mor = (J§E7) 1]+ don (1) (JE2 ) (1) 4+ oo (T) (U570 ) = (U527 ) 10), 359)
Az = (]ng,lp) 1]+ ( o+, T) [d1] (]E’fn) [1] + (CDiip,T) [d22] ((]a+ T) 1] - (Iﬂglp) 1 }) :

(3.55)

We consider the space defined by (3.26) equipped with the norm

(ot ], 530

It is easy to know that (E, ||.||¢) is a Banach space with norm (3.56). On this space, by virtue of

lulle = [l

Lemma 3.2, we may define the operator ¥ : E — E by
(1) (1) = (F10) (1) + (F20) (1) = (=A (J51) [+ (JE5EY) Ul +9u (), 357)
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where ¥ and ¥, the two operators defined on B, by

(F1) (8) = (JELSY) [l + dua (8) (8057 ) () + e () (IE57) Ul = (JE2EY) 1£)
(3.58)
and

(Fau) (1) = =2 (JEb, ) () + Adar (8) (JE2 ) () = Adoa (8) (J5%7) () = e (JE27) () 3.59)
where d;; (t) defined by (3.14) and (3.15).
Applying (CDajft) on both sides of (3.58) and (3.59), we have

(D) o] = (B L+ (D5 ] (JE757) 1]
+ (Dot ) o) (57 Ul = (JET70) 1R) - G60)
and
(‘Dats) Maul = A (Jire?) 1 +A (DY) ] (JE2 ) [
A (D) ] ((50) = (U720 W), @)

Thus, ¥ is well-defined because Y1 and ¥, are well-defined. The continuity of the functional f;

confirms the continuity of (¥u) (¢) and (CDjft) [Yu] (t), for each t € [a, T]. Hence the operator
Y maps E into itself.

In what follows, we utilize fixed point techniques to demonstrate the key results of this paper.
In light of Lemma 3.2, we turn problem (3.16) as

u=Yu, uectE. (3.62)

Notice that problem (3.16) has solutions if the operator ¥ in (3.62) has fixed points. Doubtless that
the fixed points of ¥ are solutions of (1.1). Consider the operator ¥ : E — E. For u,v € B;, we
find that

[Yullg = [Yaullg + [Faug- (3.63)

Theorem 3.4. Assume that f : [a,T] x R x R — R is a continuous function and the assumption
(As) holds. If
0<A(A+Ap) <1, (3.64)

then, the problem (1.1) has at least one fixed point on [a, T).

Proof. The proof will be specified in sundry steps:
Step 1. Firstly, we prove that, for any u,v € B,, ¥1u + ¥,v € B, it follows that

|(F20) 1 = 1l (F1) + || (D5 ) ()|

< [(257) 0+ (1) (1855%) 0+ i (1) ((12757) 00 = (J2767) 00)] s
+ {85 W+ (Dt ] (8757) W] £l
+ (Do) ) (2757 ) 0= (JEEE) 1) ] W o
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(3.65)

we obtain

ICFr) g I ful
= (2 - (25 W+ (dn (1) + (D3 [ ) (JE557) 1]
+ (2 (1) + (DY) Wl ) ((8%) 0= (J677) ) (3.66)

Then, we have
[(F1u)[|g < (A1 + Ar2) X [ fullw, D11+ A1z < 0, (3.67)

which yields that ¥; is bounded. On the opposite side

(| (E20)lg % ol

(5t 1) +dan (1) (Jiby ) () + o (1) ((J%7) 10 = e (JE727) 1)

+ (155 0+ (D) T (6 ) 1+ (D52 ) o] (15 ) 10 = e (JSF2*) 10]),

AN

(3.68)
which implies
[(¥20) [ < A (A1 + Ax2) X ||of|E- (3.69)
Then, from (3.67) and (3.69), it follows that
Y (1w, 0)|[g < (A1 + A12) X [[fullo + A (A21 + An2) X [[0]|E (3.70)

By (A3) and (3.70), we have that
(A11+ A1) X [ fulloo +A (A21 + A2) X [[o]|lp < (A11+ A1z) X L+ A (A1 4+ Agg) X7 < 7. (3.71)

Then
(A1 +App) X L

1—A (A +Ap)’
which concludes that Y u + ¥Y,v € B,.forall u,v € B,.

r>

0<A(Ay+Ap) <1, (3.72)

Step 2. Next, for u,v € B;, ¥» is a contraction. From (3.59) and (3.61), we have

|(20) = (¥20) [ = I|(¥20) = (¥20) oo + | (“DIL) (¥aw) = (D) (¥20)]| . 373)

where
[(F2u) — (¥20) o < (3.74)
A2 ) )+ dan (T) (J62 ) 1)+ doa (T) (U577 1) = (JE527) 111) ) N = 0l -
From (3.74), we can write

[(¥2u) = (F20)[l < AA21 X [Ju = 0| (3.75)

oo
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On the other hand

(“D3) (o) - (CDiﬁ’t) (¥20) | x lu—oll! <
AE) 0+ (Dt r) ) (6t ) 0+ (Dt r) el ((J6%7) 0= w (J52%) 111)).
which yields
( Dafft) (¥au) — ( Dafft) (‘fzz;)Hw < Ay x |Ju— |, - (3.76)

So, using (3.75) and (3.76), it follows that
||(‘I’2u) + (TZD)HE <A (A21 + Azz) X ||u - UHE . (3.77)

and choose 0 < A (A1 + Ag2) < 1. Hence, the operator ¥ is a contraction.

Step 3. The continuity of ¥ follows from that of f,,. Let {u, } be a sequence such that u,, — u
in E. Then for each t € [a, T]

[(Frn) (1) = (Fu) ()] = (JEL5") [ — ful i () (JE57) Ui — fil
iz () ((J55) U — ful = 1 (JEEE) Ui = £) -
By last equality with equation (3.58), we can write

(Y1) (£) = (Y1) (£)] <
(U557 ) 4 e (1) (JE257) )+ iz () (557) [0 = (JEEETY) 1)) ] sup [, = ful.

tefa,T]
It follows from (3.65) that
I (F1t0) = (F210) | = 11(Fa1en) = (F210) o + | (DL ) ((Frma) = (Fam))| <
Klﬁgﬁ) 1 (T) (]5+ 211)) +di (T (( Zz’f%"’) ( Sj?w))} [ fun = fulloo
+{02) + (o) ) (12757)
+ (DY) lanad (8557 =1 L) | = Fuleo- (3.78)
By (3.78), we have

I(F10n) = (F1) [ | fun = fulla' <

(57 1) + (655 110) + (da (7 + (DL, ) [an]) (8757 1)

+ (dia (T) + (Dt ) [anal ) (2557 100) = (JESE70 1)) (3.79)
Consequently, by (3.79), we have

[(¥1un) = (F11)[loo < (Arr+ A12) X [ fu, = fulloo, Arr+ Arz < 0o, (3.80)

Since f, is a continuous function, then by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem which
implies

|(¥1un) — (Yqu)||p — Oasn — oo. (3.81)
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Furthermore, ¥ is uniformly bounded on B, as ||(¥1u) ||y < (A11 + A12) X || full« , due to (3.67).

Step 4. Finally, we establish the compactness of ¥1. Let u,v € By, for ty,t, € [a,T|, t1 < tp,
we have

1(F11) (12) = (¥210) (1)
<[5 1)+ dua (82) (JEE5Y) [0 4 dva () ((J855Y) 1= (J2257°%) 100) ] Wl
—[O8ES) )+ d (1) (J855%) 10+ iz (00) ((8257) 0= (F27577)) ] Ml
< [(Oers) n1= (g5 ) n1) +aa (8257 11
+an () 1= (U757 )] 1 fulo- (3:82)
On the other hand
(mﬂyﬂw<>(DHwa> .
< [(85 ") + (ot L) (J8257) + (Dt ) el (15557) = (EEE7°7)) ] Wl
= |O05) + (o) ] (12057) + (2at, ) W] ((275°) = (2757))| WAl
L(O5E) = (RE57)) + ass (557) + Aaa (U5257) = (2557 [ 1l - 3:83)
Using (3.82) and ( 3.83), we get
[(¥1u) (t2) — (Fau) (t1)]lg
< [(Ossdy = (azsr) ) + ((625°) = (25,
+ (A + As) (JEE57) 1+ (Ao + Aaa) ((I2757) 10 = w (FSE77) ) ] D fuleo

where
Ag1 = diq (tp) —dq1 (h) and Ay = dyp (t2) — di (t)
and
A43 = (CDLI+ t21) [dll} ( sz/tl) [dll] and A44 - ( Dﬂ+ tz) [dlz] ( IZ+ tl) [dlﬂ
Consequently, we have
1(F1) (t2) — (F1u) (80)]] % 1full 7 — Oasty = ta. (3.84)

Thus, ¥, is relatively compact on B,. Hence, by the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, ¥y is completely
continuous on B,. Therefore, according to Theorem 2.7, the problem (1.1) has at least one solution
on B,. This completes the proof.

O

4 Stability of solutions

Hereafter, we discuss the U-H and U-H-R stability of solutions of the FLE (1.1). In the proofs
of Theorems 4.4 and 4.9, we use integration by parts in the settings of y-fractional operators.
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Denoting
p1(t) = (J6%) 1] and g (1) = (J5%,) K ()] (1)

Remark 4.1. For every € > 0, a function i € C is a solution of of the inequality

(DL, (“DEL +A) (@) = f(ta(), DY ()| < e@ (1), t € [a,T], 4.2)
where @ (t) > 0if and only if there exists a function g € C, (which depends on i7) such that

) g (D] < e (1), Vi € [o,T].

i) (D) (DY +A) ) = f(ta(t), DY, (7)) + g (1),

Lemma 4.2. If ii € C is a solution of the inequation (4.2) then ii is a solution of the following integral
inequation

a() = (=2 (J50) [+ (8157 fal + 92 ()] < Co (1), (43)
where
Co (1) =€ (JiT57) [@] +c1 (@) g1 (1) + 2 (e®) 92 (1) + 3 (e®), (4.4)

where c1 (e®), c; (eD), c3 (eD) are real constants with f; = O and Cg is independent of i (t) and f.

Proof. Letii € C be a solution of the inequality (4.2). Then by Remark 4.1-ii, we have that

a() = =1 (J0) [+ (J81FY) o+ &)+ 9 (fa+2), (45)
where
pa(fatg)=c(fat+tger(t)+ea(fatg)e2(t) tes(fatg), (4.6)
with
¢j(fa+8) =cj(fa) +cj(g),j=123. 4.7)

In view of (A1) and (4.3), we obtain

a.(t) = (=2 (152 11+ (8057 ) Ul + 0 ()

=(857) )+ 1 () 91 () + 2 (8) 92 (1) + 3 (8)|
< (gj%lp) [€D] + 1 (eP) @1 (t) + c2 (€P) @2 (t) + ¢35 (eD ‘ =Co(t). (4.8)

O

As an outcome of Lemma 4.2 we have the following result:

Corollary 4.3. Assume that f is a continuous function that satisfies (A1). If ii € C is a solution of the
inequality

DY, (DL A) ult) = f(tu() DY ] ()| < et [a,T], (4.9)

then ii is a solution of the following integral inequality
1t = (=2 (552 1+ (JE157) Ufal + ¢a ()| < e, (4.10)
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with
i(a) =0, a(n) =0, a(T) = (Jy¥ ) (1), a<n<&<T, 0<p, (@11)
where
Ce = €613, (4.12)

where ¢13 is given by (3.19).
Proof. By Remark 4.1-ii, (4.5), and by using (3.17) with the conditions (4.11), we have
$a(f+8) = du(t) (Igf,%'w) [fa] +d12 (t) ((Iff%w) [fa] — ( Jerer ¢) qu])
Ay (1) (Jiy ) [ = Adoo (1) (1527 ) 1] = e (J527) 100)
(1) (8557 ) (g + iz (8) (5757) 8 = (JETE7°Y) 91) . @13)
The solution of the problem (4.5) is given by
a ()= (=2 (J20) [+ (JE55%) el + 6 ()|
<
|

(ere?) 18+ () (3875 ) 181+ dna () ((12757) 181 - 1 (U855 [91)] 419y
which implies that

76 = (=2 (552 1+ (J557) el + ¢a (1)) | < @ (1), (4.15)

where
e (1) = (JIE*) [e] + 1 (€) g1 (1) + 2 (€) g2 (1) + 3 (e) (4.16)

with
Ce = sup |Pe (t)| = €613, (4.17)

tefa,T)

which is the desired inequality (4.10). O

This corollary is obtained from Lemma 4.2 by setting @ (t) = 1, for all t € [a, T|, with (4.11).

Theorem 4.4. Assume that fj is a continuous function that satisfies (A1) and (A4). The equation (1.1-a)
is H-U-R stable with respect to ® if there exists a real number I > 0 such that for each € > 0 and for each
solution i € C3([a, T],R) of the inequality (4.2), there exists a solution u* € C3([a, T],R) of (1.1-a)
with

|i(t) —u(t)]| < eloP (t). (4.18)

Proof. Using (4.2) and (1.1), we obtain

() = A [+ (JE87) U+ 81+ et (fa+8) o1 (6) +ca (fa+8) 92 () + 3 (fa+8)
Oa (t fat+8)+e1(f+8) o1 (t) +c2(f+8) g2 (t) +c3(f+8) (4.19)

and

w (t) = A5 )+ (JE5EY) Ul e ) @1 () +ch (fur) @2 (1) + 5 (fur)
= O (L) + S () o1 (D +el (fur) @1 () + S5 (fu) 92 (D + ¢ (), (420)
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where
a (¢, f) = =2 (Ji00) () + (JE757) Lfal. (421)
By using (4.18) and (4.19), we have the following inequalities

a(t) —u ()] < |a(t) — (Ous (£ f) + ¢4 (fur) @1 () + 5 (fur) @2 () + 5 (fur))|
< i@ (t) = (8a(t f) + o1 (fa) o1 (t) +c1 (fa) 1 (t) +c2 (fa) @2 (£) +c3 (fa))l
+ 10 (¢, f) — Ou tf|+|(cl fﬁ)_c/1<fu*))§0l<t)‘
+ (2 (fa) = b (fur)) | 92 () + |ea (fa) — &5 (fur)]| - (4.22)
By setting
c33=c3(fa) —cs (fur) =i (a) —u*(a), c11 = c1 (fa) — ¢ (fur) and cop = co (fa) — ch (fur),
(4.23)
and
w(n) =1 (n)—u (1) +0a(nf)—0u (1 f) andw(T) =i (T) —u" (T) + 05 (T, f) — 0w (T, f).
(4.24)

It follows from (4.18) and (4.19), that

(nw ey (@)=(20). .

Applying Lemma 4.2 and from estimation (4.21), it follows

li(t) —u(t)] < Co () + [0a (t, f) — Ous (, f)| + c1191 (£) + coo@o () +c33, (4.26)

where
6 (6 F) = 0w (LA = |2 (520 1)+ (J157) U = (= (%) )+ (02157 1)) |
< A () m—wl+ (J55) Ua — £l (427)
Using Lemma 2.3 and (A1), we have
(ere) [| (D2t )t — || =20 () = (J275°4) [ - w] (428)
and
(ereY o= fuel < L (8 =]+ 2 20 () = (51 ) - )], @29)
where 5 .
(1) = w < (1) [ ) —p @) (430
Set B i}
q()=G(t)+ LZW < (1) [ () = g @)+, (4.31)
where
G (t) = Co (t) +c1191 (f) + c2092 (t) + 3. (4.32)

20



with
Co (1) = € (JET57) [@] +c1 (@) @1 (1) + 2 (€®) g2 (1) + ¢35 (€®).. (4.33)

a+,t

This means that
p()<qO+A (50 [ —w ]+ L (5 ) =)+ L 8 [a—w]. @34

Using Lemma 2.12, the above inequality implies the estimation for p (f) such as

QT [ Ty () (1 (1) - p (1)) g (1) e

+
PO <a)+ ) WHea 11 [y () (p (1) — p (1)) g (1) de . (435
-+

p— k _ .
BRE 1w (0 (e () — 9 ()0 g (1) e
Therefore, with (Ay), the inequality (4.34) can be rewritten as
p(t)=ia(t) —u*(t)| < eleP (t). (4.36)

By Remark 2.13, one can obtain

p(t) < () [Ecy (AT (6) (# (1)) + Equoy (AT (0+6) (9 (1))
+ Eqgrersg (AT (@+¢+06) (9 (1))
Thus, we complete the proof. O

Theorem 4.5. Assume that the assumptions (A1) and (A4). If a continuously differentiable function
i : [a, T] — R satisfies (4.2), where ® : [a, T| — R is a continuous function with (As), then there
exists a unique continuous function u* : [a, T| — R of problem (1.1) such that

i (8) — " ()] < elo® (1), (437)
with

7 (a) — " (a)] = | () — " ()| = | (T) — " (T)| = 0. (4.38)

Proof. Assume that ii € C°([a, T],R) is a solution of the (4.2). In view of proof of Theorem 4.4,
we get
G(t) =Co (t) +c1191 (£) + 292 () + ¢33 = Co (1) (4.39)
with the conditions (4.38), we have
Co(t) =e } (]ﬁf’lp) [®] + (]Sr%lp) (@] dyq () + ((]ﬁ%lp) [®] —p (Iﬁ,g“'lp) [CP]) d1z (t)} :
(4.40)

Set q (t) = Co (t). Using Theorem 4.4 and (A4), we conclude that, the estimation for p (t) =
|u (t) — 1 (t)] such as (4.34). So the inequality (4.34) can be rewritten as

p ()= u(t) — ()] < clo® (1), (4.41)
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By Remark 2.13, one can obtain

p(t) < () [Ecy (AT (6) ( (1)) + Equcy (AT (0+6) (9 (1)°*°)
+ Egrersg (AT (0+¢+0) (9 (1))

This proves that the problem (1.1) is H-U-R stable.

O

Theorem 4.6. Assume that the assumptions (Ay), (A4) and (4.2) hold. Then the equation (1.1-a) is H-U-R

stable.

Proof. By (A;) and (4.21), we have
(86" el = (JE757) 1]

< |y - () |
and
i(t) —u(t)] < Co (t) + [0 (t, f +8) — Ou= (£, )| +c11 [@1 (£)] + c22 |92 (1) ] + c33,

where

‘ (tf+g) u*(tf)|
= [-A () 1+ (28 e g = (<2 (152) 1)+ (1225%) )|
<[t ) = w )+ (B5E) U — furl |+ | (0557 181

Using Lemma 4.2, we have

() <q)+A(JE%) E—u],

1) =6 +| () 11 - (157)

where

7

with
G (t) = Co (t) +cr191 (t) + 292 (t) + c33.

From the above, it follows

By Remark 2.13, one can obtain

p(5) < q(t) Ecy (AT (¢) (9 (1)) -

(4.42)

(4.43)

(4.44)

(4.45)

(4.46)

(4.47)

(4.48)

O

Remark 4.7. If @ (f) is a constant function in the inequalities (4.2), the we say that (1.1-a) is H-U

stable.

Corollary 4.8. Assume that the assumptions (Ay), (A4) and (4.2) hold. Then the equation (1.1-a) with

(4.37) is H-U-R stable.
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Proof. Using Theorem 4.6, we have

() <q)+A(J5%) [ -w), (4.49)
where
p(t)=la(t)—u(b)] andq(t) = Co (t)+ | (1Y) (R - (57 | @50
We conclude that
= (AL e, -
PO <O+ L s, v/ (0 (&) () q(r)dr (4.51)

By Remark 2.13, one can obtain
p(£) <q(t) Ecy (AT (6) (¥ (1))°) -
O

Theorem 4.9. Assume that the assumptions (A1) and (4.2) with (4.38) hold. Then the problem (1.1) is
U-H stable and consequently generalized U-H stable.

Proof. Let u* be a unique solution of the fractional Langevin type problem (1.1), that is, u*(t) =
(Yu*) (t). Assume that 77 € C ([a, T|,R) is a solution of the (4.2) By using the estimation

) (1) = (Fu) ()] < A|(J50,) 17 - (FR5E7) U = a4 81|+ I (F +8) = 9 (1)1,
(4.52)

where
94 (f +8) = ¢ (1, f)]
= dur () (J757) U = furl + o (0) ((08757) U — furl = (2757°%) e — ]
+Adar (8) (J0 ) 11— ) = Adas (1) (150 ) 17— w) = (J51 ) (7 — )
() (J757) (81 + iz () (U757 1s - (JE7677) 181) - (4.59)

Taking the maximum over [a, T], we get

sup |(¥#) (1) = (¥u") (1)] < e sup |1 (1) —u" (1)] +cxz sup |(“DyY,) (7 —uw']| +ecra,

te(a,T| t€a,T| te(a,T)
(4.54)
Using Lemma 2.2 and (4.53), we obtain
sup |(¥#1) (t) — (Yu") (t)| < (611 +G1ak0) sup i (t) —u” ()] + €g1a, (4.55)
tela,T] tela,T]
where 1
_ _ 1-4,
0= g WD @) (4.56)
We conclude that
~ % €613
U—U || < ,0<1— — Ko < 1. 4.57
| | 0 —cn — ciar0) 611 — G12K0 (4.57)

Thus problem (1.1) is U-H stable. Further, using implies that solution of (1.1) is generalized U-H
stable. This completes the proof. O
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Corollary 4.10. Let the conditions of Theorem 4.9 hold. Then the problem (1.1) is generalized U-H-R
stable.

Proof. Set e = 1 in the proof of Theorem 4.9, we get

G13

i—u*| <
| o < (1 =611 — G12k0)

, 0<1—¢11—¢rg < 1. (4.58)

O

Remark 4.11. (i) Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.5, we consider (1.1) and the inequality
(4.2), one can renew the same procedure to confirm that (1.1) is U-H stable.

(ii) Other stability results for the equation (1.1) can be discussed similarly.

5 Applications

Will be provided in the revised submission.

6 Conclusion

The Langevin equation has been introduced to characterize dynamical processes in a fractal
medium in which the fractal and memory features with a dissipative memory kernel are incor-
porated. Therefore, the consideration of Langevin equation in frame of fractional derivatives
settings would be providing better interpretation for real phenomena. Consequently, scholars
have considered different versions of Langevin equation and thus many interesting papers have
been reported in this regard. However, one can notice that most of existing results have been
carried out with respect to the classical fractional derivatives.

In this paper, we have tried to promote the current results and considered the FLE in a general
platform. The boundary value problem of nonlinear FLE involving ¢- fractional operator was in-
vestigated. We employ the the newly accommodated - fractional calculus to prove the following
for the considered problem:

(i.) The existence and uniqueness of solutions: Techniques of fixed point theorems are used to
prove the results. Prior to the main theorems, the forms of solutions are derived for both
linear and nonlinear problems.

(ii.) Stability in sense of Ulam: We adopt the required definitions of U-H stability with respect
to - fractional derivative. The U-H-R and generalized U-H-R stability of the solution are
discussed. Gronwall inequality and integration by parts in frame of ¢- fractional drivative
are also employed to complete the proofs.

(iii.) Applications: Couple of particular examples are addressed at the end of the paper to show
the consistency of the theoretical results.
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We claim that the results of this paper are new and generalize some earlier results. For further
investigation, one can propose to study the properties of the solution of the considered problem
via some numerical computations and simulations. We leave this as promising future work. Re-
sults obtained in the present paper can be considered as a contribution to the developing field of
fractional calculus via generalized fractional derivative operators.
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