arXiv:1910.08369v1 [math.GM] 14 Oct 2019

SOME EXISTENCE AND STABILITY RESULTS OF HILFER-HADMARD FRACTIONAL IMPLICIT DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION IN A WEIGHTED SPACE

LAXMAN. A. PALVE^{1∗}, MOHAMMED S. ABDO^{1,2}, SATISH K. PANCHAL^1

1Department of Mathematics, Dr.Babasaheb Ambedkar Marathwada University, Aurangabad, (M.S),431001, India. 2Department of Mathematics, Hodeidah University, Al-Hodeidah,3114, Yemen. ∗Email: laxmanpalve11@gmail.com Email: msabdo1977@gmail.com Email:drpanchalskk@gmail.com

Abstract.

This paper studies a nonlinear fractional implicit differential equation (FIDE) with boundary conditions involving a Hilfer- Hadamard type fractional derivative. We establish the equivalence between the Cauchy-type problem (FIDE) and its mixed type integral equation through a variety of tools of some properties of fractional calculus and weighted spaces of continuous functions. The existence and uniqueness of solutions are obtained. Further, the Ulam-Hyers and Ulam-Hyers-Rassias stability are discussed. The arguments in the analysis rely on Schaefer fixed point theorem, Banach contraction principle and generalized Gronwall inequality. At the end, an illustrative example will be introduced to justify our results. Keywords. Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equation; Boundary conditions; Fixed point theorem; Stability. 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 34A08; 34B15; 34A12; 47H10.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fractional order differentiation is the generalization of classical integer order differentiation. Derivatives and integrals of fractional orders play a significant role to describe the irregular behavior and anomalous flow of dynamical systems in physics, viscoelasticity, biology, electrochemistry, diffusion process, and chaotic systems, and they are increasingly used to model problems in fluid dynamics, control theory, finance, unsteady aerodynamics and aeroelastic phenomena, viscoelasticity, electrodynamics of complex medium, theory of population dynamics, and other areas of application. There are various definitions of fractional derivatives, among these definitions, Riemann-Liouville (1832), Riemann (1849), GrunwaldLetnikov (1867), Caputo (1997), Hilfer (2000, [14]), as well as Hadamard (1891, [13]) which are the most used.

In recent years, fractional differential equations have become invaluable instrument occurs in many areas of mathematics, physics, chemistry, engineering, bio-engineering and so on. A systematic presentation of the applications of fractional differential equations in physics and engineering can be found in the book of Oldham and Spanier [24], Sabatier et al. [27], Hilfer [14]. The fundamental results in the theory of fractional differential equations are gaining much importance and attention. For more details, see the monographs of Kilbas [20], Samko [28], Podlubny [23]. In consequence, there has also been a surge in the study of the theory of fractional differential equations [5, 9, 10, 21] and references therein. Over the last thirty years, the advancement of stability for the functional equations was studied by Ulam [31],

∗Corresponding author.

E-mail addresses: laxmanpalve11@gmail.com ( Laxman. A. Palve). 1

Hyers [15] and this type of stability called Ulam-Hyers stability. Thereafter improvement of Ulam-Hyers stability provided by Rassias [25] in 1978. For some recent results of stability analysis by different types of fractional derivative operator, we refer the reader to a series of papers [6, 11, 4, 16, 17, 22, 26, 33]. Recently, remarkable attention has been given to the existence of solutions of initial value problem for differential equations of fractional order with Hilfer-Hadamard derivative, one can see, [7, 8, 18, 34, 35]. Howover, the studies about fractional boundary value problem with Hilfer-Hadamard derivative are just a few, among these works [3, 6, 12, 30]. In year 2018, Abbas et al. [2] investigated some existence of weak solutions of Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equation

H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t) = f (t,u(t)), 0 < α < 1, 0 ≤ β ≤ 1, t ∈ I = [1,T ] (1.1)

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(1^+) = ϕ , ,γ = α + β(1 − α). (1.2)

Using Mönch’s fixed point theorem associated with the technique of measure of weak noncompactness.

In the sam year, Vivek et al. [34], discussed the existence and different types of Ulam stability results to Hilfer–Hadamard fractional implicit differential equation with nonlocal condition

H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t) = f (t,u(t),_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t)), 0 < α < 1, 0 ≤ β ≤ 1, t ∈ I = [1,b] (1.3)

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(1^+) = m ∑_{k=0}^ci^{u(τ} i^{), ,τ}i^{∈ [1,b], α ≤ γ = α + β(1 − α). (1.4)}

Using Schaefer’s fixed point theorem and generalized Gronwall inequality.

However, to the best of our knowledge, there is no work on boundary value problems with Hilfer- Hadamard fractional derivatives in the literature. The aim of the present work is to study a new class of boundary value problems of Hilfer-Hadamard-type fractional implicit differential equations with boundary conditions and develop the existence, uniqueness, and stability analysis for the solutions of such problems. In precise terms, we consider the fractional implicit differential equation with boundary condition of the form

H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t) = f (t,u(t),_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t)), 0 < α < 1, 0 ≤ β ≤ 1, t ∈ I = [1,b], (1.5)

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} c_1u(1^+) + c_2u(b^−) = ϕ , α ≤ γ = α + β(1 − α), (1.6)

where_H D^{α,β}_{1+} is the Hilfer-Hadamard type fractional derivative of order α and type β ,_H I^{1−γ}_{1+} is the left-sided mixed Hadamard fraction integral of order 1 − γ, c_1,c_2,ϕ ∈ R with c_1 + c_2 ≠ 0, c_2 ≠ 0, and f : I × E × E −→ E is a function satisfied some conditions that will state later.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we recall some preliminaries and fundamental concepts of Hilfer-Hadamard type. Section 3, contains the main results and is divided into two parts. Part one dealt with the equivalence between the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6) and the mixed type integral equation. Part two, we investigate the existence and uniqueness results to problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6). In Section 4, we discuss different types of stability analysis via generalized Gronwall inequality for Hadamard type. Section 5, contains supporting an example. The last section of this paper displays the conclusions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce some notations, lemmas, definitions and weighted spaces which are important in developing some theories throughout this paper. By C[I,E] we denote the Banach space of continuous functions φ : I →E, with the norm ‖φ‖_C = sup{|φ(t)| ;t ∈ I}. Let L^1[I,E] be the Banach space of Lebesgue integrable functions φ : I →E, with the norm ‖φ‖_L1 = ∫ I |φ(t)| dt. We introduce the weighted space C_{μ,log}[I,E] of continuous functions φ on I as follows

C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] = {φ : (1,b] → E : [log(t)]^{1−γ} φ(t) ∈ C[I,E]}, 0 ≤ γ < 1,

with the norm ‖φ‖_{C1−γ,log} = ‖ ‖[log(t)]^{1−γ} φ(t) ‖ ‖_C = sup{ | |[log(t)]^{1−γ} φ(t) | |; t ∈ I}. Obviously, C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is Banach space with the norm ‖ · ‖_{C1−γ,log} . Meanwhile,

C^1_{−γ,log}[I,E] := {φ ∈ C[I,E] : φ^{(1)} ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E]}

is the Banach space with the norm

‖φ‖_C1_{−γ,log} = ‖φ‖_C + ‖φ^{(1)}‖_{C1−γ,log} .

Moreover, C^0_{1−γ,log}[I,E] := C_{1−γ,log}[I,E].

Definition 2.1. [2] The Hadamard fraction integral of order α > 0 of a function φ ∈L^1[I,E] is defined by ( H I^α_1+ φ ) (t) = 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} φ(s) ds s , provided the integral exits.

Definition 2.2. [35] Let n − 1 < α < n and φ : [1,∞] → E is a continuous function. The Hadamard fractional derivative of order α of φ is defined by ( H D^α_1+ φ ) (t) = 1 Γ(n − α) ( t d dt )_n ∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{n−α−1} φ(s) ds s , where n = ⌈α⌉ + 1, ⌈α⌉ denotes the integer part of real number α, and log(.) = log_e(.).

Definition 2.3. [18] Let n − 1 < α < n and 0 ≤ β ≤ 1. The Hilfer-Hadamard fractional derivative of order α of a continuous function φ : [1,∞] → E is defined by ( H D^{α,β}_{1+} φ ) (t) = ( H I^{β (n−α)}

1^+ D n( H I^{(1−β )(n−α)}

1^+ φ )) (t), (2.1)

where D^n :=

(_d dt )_n

. One has ( H D^{α,β}_{1+} φ ) (t) = ( H I^{β (n−α)}

1^+

(_H D^γ_{1+} φ )) (t), γ = α + nβ − αβ ,

here_H D^γ_{1+} =

(_d dt )_{n H}

I^{(1−β )(n−α)}

1^+ = D n H I^{n−γ}_{1+} .

Remark 2.1. Let 0 < α < 1, 0 ≤ β ≤ 1, and γ = α + β − αβ .

(1) The operator_H D^{α,β}_{1+} given by (2.1) can be rewritten as

H D^{α,β}_{1+} =_H I^{β (1−α)}_{1+} D_H I^{(1−β )(1−α)}

1^+ = H I β (1−α) 1^+ H D γ 1^+ ,

where_H D^γ_{1+} =^d_{dt H} I^{(1−β )(1−α)}

1^+ = D H I 1−γ 1^+ .

(2) The generalization (2.1) for β = 0 coincides with the Hadamard Riemann-Liouville derivative and for β = 1 with the Hadamard-Caputo derivative, i.e._H D^{α,0}_{1+} = D_H I^{1−α}_{1+} =_H D^α_{1+} and_H D^{α,1}_{1+} = H I^{1−α}_{1+} D =^C_H D^α_{1+} .

Lemma 2.1. [18] If α,β > 0 and 1 < t < ∞, then ( H I^α_1+ (logt)^{β −1} ) (t) =

Γ(β ) Γ(β + α) ( log(t)

)_{β +α−1} , and ( H D^α_1+ (logt)^{β −1} ) (t) =

Γ(β ) Γ(β − α) ( log(t) )_{β −α−1} . In particular, if β = 1 and 0 < α < 1, then the Hadamard fractional derivative of a constant is not equal to zero: ( H D^α_1+ 1 ) (t) = 1 Γ(1 − α)

(logt)^{−α} , 0 < α < 1.

Lemma 2.2. [20] If α,β > 0 and φ ∈ L^1[I,E] for t ∈ [1,b] there exist the following properties: ( H I^α_1+_H I^β_{1+} φ ) (t) = ( H I^{α+β}_{1+} φ ) (t), and ( H D^α_1+_H I^α_1+ φ ) (t) = φ(t).

In particular, if φ ∈ C_{γ,log}[I,E] or φ ∈ C[I,E], then these equalities hold at t ∈ (1,b] or t ∈ [1,b], respectively.

Now, we introduce spaces that helps us to solve and reduce problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6) to an equivalent the mixed type integral equation:

C^{α,β}_{1−γ,log}[I,E] = { f ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E],_H D^{α,β}_{1+} f ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E]}, 0 ≤ γ < 1, and C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] = { f ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E],_H D^γ_{1+} f ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E]}, 0 ≤ γ < 1.

It is obvious that C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] ⊂ C^{α,β}_{1−γ,log}[I,E].

Lemma 2.3. [2] Let 0 < α < 1, 0 ≤ γ < 1. If f ∈ C_{γ,log}[I,E] and_H I^{1−α}_{1+} φ ∈ C^1_{γ,log}[I,E], then ( H I^α_1+_H D^α_1+ φ ) (t) = φ(t) −

(_H I^{1−α}_{1+} φ)(1) Γ(α)

(logt)^{α−1}, ∀t ∈ (1,b].

Lemma 2.4. [34] If 0 ≤ γ < 1 and φ ∈ C_{γ,log}[I,E], then ( H I^α_1+ φ ) (1) := lim_{t→1+ H} I^α_1+ φ(t) = 0, 0 ≤ γ < α.

Lemma 2.5. [34] Let α,β > 0 and γ = α + β − αβ . If φ ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E], then

H I^γ_{1+ H} D^γ_{1+} φ =_H I^α_1+_H D^{α,β}_{1+} φ,_H D^γ_{1+ H} I^α_1+ φ =_H D^{β (1−α)}_{1+} φ.

Lemma 2.6. [34] Let φ ∈ L^1[I,E] and_H D^{β (1−α)}_{1+} φ ∈ L^1[I,E] exists, then

H D^{α,β}_{1+ H} I^α_1+ φ =_H D^{β (1−α)}_{1+} φ.

Lemma 2.7. ([35] generalized Gronwall inequality) Let v,w : I → [1,+∞) be continuous functions. If w is nondecreasing and there are constants k > 0 and 0 < α < 1 such that

v(t) ≤ w(t) + k

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} v(t) ds s , t ∈ I, then

v(t) ≤ w(t) +

∫_t 1 (_∞

∑_{n=1}^{(kΓ(α))n}

Γ(nα) ( log t s )_{nα−1} w(t) ) ds s , t ∈ I. Remark 2.2. In particular, if w(t) be a nondecreasing function on I. then we have

v(t) ≤ w(t)E_α (kΓ(α)(logt)^α ),

where E_α is the Mittag-Leffler function defined by

E_α (z) = ∞ ∑_{k=0}^{zk}_{Γ(kα + 1)}^{, z ∈ C .}

3. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS RESULTS

In this section, we prove the existence and uniqueness of solution of the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6).

Lemma 3.1. Let f : I × E × E → E be a function such that f (.,u(.),_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(.)) ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] for any u ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E]. A function u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is a solution of the following Hilfer-Hadmard FIDE

H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t) = f (t,u(t),_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t)) 0 < α < 1,0 ≤ β ≤ 1, t ∈ I,

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(1) = u_0, γ = α + β − αβ ,

if and only if u satisfies the following integral equation:

u(t) =

(logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) u_0 + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} f (s,u(s),_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(s)) ds s . Lemma 3.2. Let f : I × E × E → E be a function such that f (.,u(.),_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(.)) ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] for any u ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E]. A function u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is a solution of the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6) if and only if u satisfies the mixed-type integral equation

u(t) = ϕ c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) − c_2 c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s ) + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_u(s) ds s . (3.1)

where F_u(t) := f (t,u(t),F_u(t)) =_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t).

Proof. According to Lemma 3.1, a solution of Eq.(1.5) can be expressed by

u(t) =^H

I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(1^+)

Γ(γ)

(logt)^{γ−1} + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_u(s) ds s . (3.2)

Applying_H I^{1−γ}_{1+} on both sides of Eq.(3.2) and using Lemma 2.1, it follows that

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(t) =_H I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(1^+) + 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s . (3.3)

Taking the limit as t → b̄ on both sides of Eq.(3.3), we get

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(b^−) =_H I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(1^+) + 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s . (3.4)

From the boundary condition and Eq.(3.4), we have

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(1^+) = ϕ c_1 + c_2 − c_2 c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s . (3.5)

Substitute Eq.(3.5) into Eq.(3.2), it follows that

u(t) = ϕ c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) − c_2 c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_u(s) ds s . (3.6)

Thus, u is a solution of the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6).

Next, we are ready to prove that u is also a solution of the mixed type integral equation Eq.(3.1). To this end, by applying the Hadamard fractional integral_H I^{1−γ}_{1+} to both sides of Eq.(3.1), we can obtain

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} u(t) = ϕ c_1 + c_2 − c_2 c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) × ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s + 1 Γ(1 − β (1 − α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s , (3.7)

by multiplying c_1 and taking the limit as t −→ 1^+ into the above equation, it follows from Lemma 2.4 with 1 − γ ≤ 1 − β(1 − α), that

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} c_1u(1^+) = c_1ϕ c_1 + c_2 − c_2c_1 c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) × ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s ) . (3.8)

Now, by multiplying c_2 and taking the limit as t −→ b^− to both sides of Eq.(3.7), we conclude that

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} c_2u(b^−) = c_2ϕ c_1 + c_2 − c^2 c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) × ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s )

+ c_2 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s . (3.9)

By compiling Eq.(3.8) and Eq.(3.9), we find that

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} c_1u(1^+) +_H I^{1−γ}_{1+} c_2u(b^−) = c_1ϕ c_1 + c_2 − c_2c_1 c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s

+ c_2ϕ c_1 + c_2 − c^2 c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s + c_2 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s = c_1ϕ c_1 + c_2 + c_2ϕ c_1 + c_2 − ( c_2c_1 c_1 + c_2 + c^2 c_1 + c_2

− c_2 ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) × ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s = ϕ.

which means that the boundary condition Eq.(1.6) is satisfied.

Now, we multiply_H D^γ_{1+} on both sides of Eq.(3.1), it follows from Lemmas 2.1 and 2.5 that

H D^γ_{1+} u(t) =_H D^{β (1−α)}_{1+} F_u(t) =_H D^{β (1−α)}_{1+} f (t,u(t),_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t)). (3.10)

Since u ∈C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] and by the definition of C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E], we have_H D^γ_{1+} u ∈C_{1−γ,log}[I,E], and_H D^{β (1−α)}_{1+} f = D_H I^{1−β (1−α)}

1^+ f ∈ C1−γ,log[I,E]. For f ∈ C1−γ,log[I,E] it is obvious that H I

1−β (1−α) 1^+ f ∈ C1−γ,log[I,E], con-

sequently,_H I^{1−β (1−α)}

1^+ f ∈ C 1 1−γ,log[I,E]. Thus, f and H I

1−β (1−α) 1^+ f satisfy the conditions of Lemma 2.3.

Next, by applying_H I^{β (1−α)}_{1+} to both sides of Eq.(3.10), we have from Lemma 2.3, and Definition 2.3 that

H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t) =_H I^{β (1−α)}_{1+ H} D^{β (1−α)}_{1+} F_u(t),

= F_u(t) −

(_H I^{1−β (1−α)}

1^+ Fu)(1)

Γ(β (1 − α)

(logt)^{β (1−α)−1},

where (_H I^{1−β (1−α)}

1^+ Fu)(1) = 0 is implied by Lemma 2.4. Hence, it reduces to H D α,β 1^+ u(t) = Fu(t) =

f (t,u(t),_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t)). This completes the proof. □

Now we use Lemma 3.2 to study the existence and uniqueness of solution to problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6). First, we list the following hypotheses:

(H1) The function f : I × E × E → E is Carathéodory.

(H2) There exist δ ,σ,ρ ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] with δ^∗ = sup_{t∈I} δ (t) < 1 such that

| f (t,u,v)| ≤ δ (t) + σ(t)|u| + ρ(t)|v|, t ∈ I, u,v ∈ E.

(H3) There exist two positive constants K_f ,L_f > 0 such that

| f (t,u,v) − f (t,ū,v̄)| ≤ K_f |u − ū| + L_f |v − v̄|, u,v,ū,v̄ ∈ E, t ∈ I.

The existence result for the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6) will be proved by using the Schaefer’s fixed-point theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (H1) and (H2) are satisfied. Then the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6) has at least one solution in C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] ⊂ C^{α,β}_{1−γ,log}[I,E] provided that

Ω := 1 1 − ρ^∗ (| | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ) + 1 ) σ^∗ B(γ,α) Γ(α)

(log b)^α < 1, (3.11)

where σ^∗ = sup_{t∈I} σ(t) and ρ^∗ = sup_{t∈I} ρ(t) < 1 and B(·,·) is a beta function.

Proof. Consider the operator Q : C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] → C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] defined by

Qu(t) = ϕ c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) − c_2 c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) × ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_u(s) ds s . (3.12)

It is obvious that the operator Q is well defined. The proof will be divided into several steps:

Step 1. We show that Q is continuous.

Let {u_n}_{n∈N} be a sequence such that u_n → u in C_{1−γ,log}[I,E]. Then for each t ∈ I, | | |(logt)^{1−γ} ( (Qu_n)(t) − (Qu)(t) )| | | ≤ | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) × ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} (log s)^{γ−1}(log s)^{1−γ} |F_{un} (s) − F_u(s)| ds s + (logt)^{1−γ} Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} (log s)^{γ−1}(log s)^{1−γ} |F_{un} (s) − F_u(s)| ds s ≤ | | | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | | (log b)^α Γ(α + 1)

‖F_{un} (.) − F_u(.)‖_{C1−γ,log} +

Γ(γ)(logt)^α Γ(γ + α)

‖F_{un} (.) − F_u(.)‖_{C1−γ ,log} ≤ (| | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(α + 1) + B(γ,α) Γ(α) ) (log b)^α ‖F_{un} (.) − F_u(.)‖_{C1−γ ,log} .

Since F_u is continuous (i.e., f is Carathéodory), we conclude that

‖Qu_n − Qu‖|_{C1−γ,log} → 0 as n → ∞.

Step 2. We show that Q maps bounded sets into bounded sets in C_{1−γ,log}[I,E]. Consider the ball B_λ = {u ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E];‖u‖_{C1−γ,log} ≤ λ }, with λ ≥^Λ_{1−Ω} , where Ω < 1 and

Λ := ϕ c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(γ) + 1 1 − ρ^∗ (| | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(γ) 1 Γ(2 − γ + α) + 1 Γ(α + 1) ) (log b)^{1−γ+α} .

For any u ∈ B_λ and for each t ∈ I, we have | (logt)^{1−γ} (Qu)(t) | ≤ ϕ c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(γ) + | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ) × 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} |F_u(s)| ds s + (logt)^{1−γ} Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} |F_u(s)| ds s . (3.13)

By hypothesis (H2), we can see that

|F_u(t)| = | f (t,u(t),F_u(t)| ≤ δ (t) + σ(t)|u(t)| + ρ(t)|F_u(t)| ≤ δ^∗ + σ^∗|u(t)| + ρ^∗|F_u(t)|,

which implies |F_u(t)| ≤ δ^∗ + σ^∗|u(t)|

1 − ρ^∗

. (3.14)

By submitting Eq.(3.14) into Eq.(3.13), we deduce that | (logt)^{1−γ} (Qu)(t) |

≤ ϕ c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(γ) + | | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(γ)(1 − ρ^∗) × 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} ( δ^∗ + σ^∗|u(s)| ) ds s + (logt)^{1−γ} (1 − ρ^∗) Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1}( δ^∗ + σ^∗|u(s)| ) ds s = ϕ c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(γ)

+ I_1 + I_2, (3.15)

where

I_1 : = | | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(γ)(1 − ρ^∗) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) × ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} (

δ^∗ + σ^∗|u(s)| ) ds s , and I_2 :=

(logt)^{1−γ} (1 − ρ^∗) Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1}( δ^∗ + σ^∗|u(s)| ) ds s . Now, we estimate I_1 and I_2 each item is separate as follows:

I_1 ≤ | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ) 1 (1 − ρ^∗) Γ(1 − γ + α) × ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} (

δ^∗ + σ^∗(log s)^{γ−1}‖u‖_{C1−γ ,log} ) ds s ≤ | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ)(1 − ρ^∗) ( (log b)^{1−γ+α} Γ(2 − γ + α)

+ σ^∗

Γ(γ) Γ(α + γ)

(log b)^α ‖u‖_{C1−γ ,log} )

≤ | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ)(1 − ρ^∗) ( (log b)^{1−γ+α} Γ(2 − γ + α)

+ σ^∗ B(γ,α) Γ(α)

(log b)^α λ ) . (3.16) and I_2 ≤

(logt)^{1−γ} (1 − ρ^∗)Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1}( δ^∗ + σ^∗(log s)^{γ−1}‖u‖_{C1−γ ,log} ) ds s ≤ 1 1 − ρ^∗ ( (logt)^{1−γ+α} Γ(α + 1)

+ σ^∗

Γ(γ) Γ(α + γ)

(logt)^α ‖u‖_{C1−γ ,log} )

≤ 1 1 − ρ^∗ ( (log b)^{1−γ+α} Γ(α + 1)

+ σ^∗ B(γ,α) Γ(α)

(log b)^α λ ) . (3.17)

The Eqs.(3.16) and (3.17), gives

I_1 + I_2 ≤ 1 1 − ρ^∗ (| | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ) 1 Γ(2 − γ + α) + 1 Γ(α + 1) ) (log b)^{1−γ+α} + 1 1 − ρ^∗ (| | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(γ) + 1 ) σ^∗ B(γ,α) Γ(α)

(log b)^α λ .

The last equality with Eq.(3.15) and definitions of Ω, λ and Λ, implies | |(logt)^{1−γ} (Qu)(t) | | ≤ ϕ c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(γ)

+ I_1 + I_2 ≤ Λ + Ωλ ≤ (1 − Ω)λ + Ωλ = λ .

Therefore, ‖Qu‖_{C1−γ ,log} ≤ λ . This means that (QB_λ ) is uniformly bounded in B_λ . Step 3. Q maps bounded sets into equicontinuous set of C_{1−γ,log}[I,E]. Let u ∈ B_λ , where B_λ is bounded set defined as in Step 2, and t_1,t_2 ∈ I, with t_1 ≤ t_2. Then

|(logt_2)^{1−γ} (Qu)(t_2) − (Qu)(t_1)(logt_1)^{1−γ} | = | | | (logt_2)^{1−γ} Γ(α)

∫_{t2} 1 ( log t_2 s )_{α−1} F_u(s) ds s − (logt_1)^{1−γ} Γ(α)

∫_{t1} 1 ( log t_1 s )_{α−1} F_u(s) ds s | | | ≤ | | | (logt_2)^{1−γ} Γ(α)

∫_{t2} 1 ( log t_2 s )_{α−1} (log s)^{γ−1} max_{s∈I,u∈B λ} | (log s)^{1−γ} F_u(s) | ds s − (logt_1)^{1−γ} Γ(α)

∫_{t1} 1 ( log t_1 s )_{α−1} (log s)^{γ−1} max_{s∈I,u∈B λ} | |(log s)^{1−γ} F_u(s) | | ds s | | | | ≤ B(γ,α) Γ(α)

‖F_u‖_{C1−γ,log} |(logt_2)^α − (logt_1)^α |.

The right-hand side of the above inequality is likely to be zero as t_1 → t_2. As an outcome of Steps 1-3 in concert with Arzela-Ascoli lemma, it proves that Q : C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] → C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is continuous and completely continuous. Step 4. A priori bounds.

We show that the set S is bounded, where

S = {u ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] : u = κQu, for some 0 < κ < 1}.

Indeed, let u ∈ S , such that u = κQu for some 0 < κ < 1, we have

Qu(t) = κQu(t) = κ ( ϕ c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) − c_2 c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s ) + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_u(s) ds s ) . Then by step 2, for each t ∈ I,

‖Qu‖_{C1−γ ,log} ≤ ϕ c_1 + c_2 1 Γ(γ) + 1 1 − ρ^∗ × (| | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(γ) 1 Γ(2 − γ + α) + 1 Γ(α + 1) ) (log b)^{1−γ+α} + 1 1 − ρ^∗ (| | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(γ) + 1 ) σ^∗ B(γ,α) Γ(α)

(log b)^α ‖Qu‖_{C1−γ ,log}

≤ Λ + Ω‖Qu‖_{C1−γ,log} .

Since 0 < κ < 1, then u < Qu, it follows by (H2) that

‖u‖_{C1−γ ,log} < ‖Qu‖_{C1−γ ,log} ≤ Λ 1 − Ω ≤ λ . This shows that the set S is bounded. As a consequence of Schaefer’s fixed point theorem, we conclude that Q has a fixed point, which is a solution of the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6). The proof is completed. □

The uniqueness result for the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6) will be proved by using the Banach contraction principle.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (H1) and (H3) are satisfied. If

A := [ | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(α + 1) + B(γ,α) Γ(α) ] (log b)^α

K_f 1 − L_f

< 1, (3.18)

then problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6) has a unique solution.

Proof. Let the operator Q : C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] → C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is defined by Eq.(3.12). It is clear that the fixed points of Q are solutions of the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6). By using the Banach contraction principle, we shall show that Q has a fixed point which is the unique solution of the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6). Let u,v ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] and t ∈ I. Then we have | |(logt)^{1−γ} ( (Qu)(t) − (Qv)(t) )| | ≤ | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α) × ∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} |F_u(s) − F_v(s)| ds s + (logt)^{1−γ}

Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} |F_u(s) − F_v(s)| ds s . (3.19)

Since

|F_u(s) − F_v(s)| = | f (s,u(s),F_u(s)) − f (s,v(s),F_v (s))| ≤ K_f |u(s) − v(s)| + L_f |F_u(s)) − F_v(s))| ,

which gives |F_u(s) − F_v(s)| ≤

K_f 1 − L_f

|u(s) − v(s)| . (3.20)

It follows, | |(logt)^{1−γ} ( (Qu)(t) − (Qv)(t) )| |

≤ | | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} K_f 1 − L_f

|u(s) − v(s)| ds s )

+ (logt)^{1−γ}

Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} K_f 1 − L_f

|u(s) − v(s)| ds s )

≤ | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ)

K_f 1 − L_f 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} (log s)^{γ−1}‖u − v‖_{C1−γ,log}

+ K_f 1 − L_f

(logt)^{1−γ} Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} (log s)^{γ−1}‖u − v‖_{C1−γ,log} ≤ (| | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(α + 1) + B(γ,α) Γ(α) ) K_f 1 − L_f

(log b)^α ‖u − v‖_{C1−γ ,log} . (3.21)

This implies, ‖Qu − Qv‖_{C1−γ,log} ≤ A ‖u − v‖_{C1−γ,log} . □ Since A < 1, the operator Q is a contraction mapping. Hence, by the conclusion of Banach contraction principle the operator Q has a unique fixed point, which is solution of the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6). The proof is completed.

4. ULAM-HYERS-RASSIAS STABILITY

In this section, we discuss our results concerning Hyers–Ulam stablity and Hyers–Ulam–Rassias stablity of Hilfer-Hadamard-type problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.6). The following observations are taken from [?, 26].

Definition 4.1. The problem (1.5)-(1.6) is Ulam-Hyers stable if there exists a real number C_f > 0 such that for each ε > 0 and for each solution ~u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] of the inequality

|_H D^{α,β}_{1+} ~u(t) − F_{~u}(t)| ≤ ε, t ∈ I, (4.1)

there exists a solution u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] of the problem (1.5)-(1.6) such that

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ C_f ε ε, t ∈ I,

where F_{~u}(t) = f (t, ~u(t),_H D^{α,β}_{1+} ~u(t)).

Definition 4.2. The problem (1.5)-(1.6) is generalized Ulam-Hyers stable if there exists ϕ_f ∈C([1,∞),[1;∞)) with ϕ_f (1) = 0 such that for each solution ~u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] of the inequality

|_H D^{α,β}_{1+} ~u(t) − F_{~u}(t)| ≤ ε, t ∈ I, (4.2)

there exists a solution u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] of the problem (1.5)-(1.6) such that

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ ϕ_f (ε), t ∈ I.

Definition 4.3. The problem (1.5)-(1.6) is Ulam-Hyers-Rassias stable if there exists φ ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E], and there exists a real number C_{f ,φ} > 0 such that for each ε > 0 and for each solution ~u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] of the inequality |_H D^{α,β}_{1+} ~u(t) − F_{~u}(t)| ≤ εφ(t), t ∈ I, (4.3)

there exists a solution u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] of the problem (1.5)-(1.6) such that

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ C_{f ,φ} εφ(t), t ∈ I.

Definition 4.4. The problem (1.5)-(1.6) is generalized Ulam-Hyers-Rassias stable if there exists φ ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E], and there exists a real number C_{f ,φ} > 0 such that for each solution ~u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] of the inequality |_H D^{α,β}_{1+} ~u(t) − F_{~u}(t)| ≤ φ(t), t ∈ I, (4.4) there exists a solution u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] of the problem (1.5)-(1.6) such that

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ C_{f ,φ} φ(t), t ∈ I.

Remark 4.1. A function ~u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is a solution of the inequality (4.1) if and only if there exist a function h ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] (where h depends on solution ~u) such that

(i): |h(t)| ≤ ε for all t ∈ I, (ii):_H D^{α,β}_{1+} ~u(t) = F_{~u}(t) + h(t), t ∈ I.

Remark 4.2. It is clear that

(1) Definition 4.1 =⇒ Definition 4.2. (2) Definition 4.3 =⇒ Definition 4.4.

(3) Definition 4.3 with φ(t)= 1 =⇒ Definition 4.1.

Lemma 4.1. Let ~u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is a solution of the inequality (4.1). Then u is a solution of the following integral inequality: | | |~u(t) − Z_{~u} − 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s | | | ≤ [| | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ)

(log b)^α Γ(2 − γ + α) + (log b)^α Γ(α + 1) ] ε. where

Z_{~u} = ϕ c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) − c_2 c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) × 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_{~u}(s) ds s . (4.5)

Proof. In view of Remark 4.2, and Lemma, we have

H D^{α,β}_{1+} ~u(t) = F_{~u}(t) + h(t),

then by utilize Lemma 3.2, we get

~u(t) = ϕ c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) − c_2 c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) × 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_{~u}(s) ds s − c_2 c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} h(s) ds s + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} h(s) ds s . (4.6)

From this it follows that | | | ~u(t) − Z_{~u} − 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s | | | ≤ | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | (logt)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} |h(s)| ds s + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} |h(s)| ds s | | | ≤ (| | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | 1 Γ(γ)

(log b)^α Γ(2 − γ + α) + (log b)^α Γ(α + 1) ) ε. The same arguments one can deal with the solutions of inequalities (4.3) and (4.4). □

Now we give the Ulam-Hyers and Ulam-Hyers-Rassias results in this sequel.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied. Then the problem FIDE (1.5)- (1.6) is Ulam-Hyers stable.

Proof. Let ε > 0, and let ~u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] be a function, which satisfies the inequality (4.1), and let u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is a unique solution of the following Hilfer-Hadamard-type

H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t) = F_u(t), t ∈ J = [1,b], (4.7)

H I^{1−γ}_{1+} [ c_1u(1^+) + c_2u(b^−) ] =_H I^{1−γ}_{1+} [ c_1 ~u(1^+) + c_2 ~u(b^−) ] = ϕ, (4.8) where 0 < α < 1, 0 ≤ β ≤ 1, γ = α + β − αβ , and c_1 + c_2 ≠ 0 ( c_2 ≠ 0). Using Lemma 3.2, we obtain

u(t) = Z_u + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_u(s) ds s , where

Z_u = ϕ c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) − c_2 c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) × 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} F_u(s) ds s . (4.9)

By integration of the inequality (4.1) and applying Lemma 4.1, we obtain | | | ~u(t) − Z_{~u} − 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s | | | ≤ Bε, (4.10)

where B = | |_{c2c}

1+c_2 | |_{1Γ(γ)} (log b)^α

Γ(2−γ+α) +

(log b)^α Γ(α+1) . If the condition (4.8) holds, it follows that

c_{1 H} I^{1−γ}_{1+} [ u(1^+) − ~u(1^+) ] = c_{2 H} I^{1−γ}_{1+} [ ~u(b^−) − u(b^−) ] , and Z_{~u} = Z_u. Indeed,

|Z_{~u} − Z_u| ≤ | | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | (logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} |F_{~u}(s) − F_u(s)| ds s ≤ | | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | (logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ)^H

I^{1−γ+α}

1^+ |F~u(b) − Fu(b)|

≤ | | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | (logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ)

K_f 1 − L_f^H

I^α_1+_H I^{1−γ}_{1+} |~u(b) − u(b)| = | | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | (logt)^{γ−1} Γ(γ)

K_f 1 − L_f^H

I^α_1+ c_1 c_2^H

I^{1−γ}_{1+} |u(1) − ~u(1)|

= 0.

Thus, Z_{~u} = Z_u. From Eq.(4.10) and Eq.(3.20), we have for any t ∈ I

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ | | | ~u(t) − Z_{~u} − 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s | | | + |Z_{~u} − Z_u| + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} |F_{~u}(s) − F_u(s)| ds s ≤ | | |~u(t) − Z_{~u} − 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s | | | + K_f 1 − L_f 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} |~u(s) − u(s)| ds

≤ Bε +

K_f (1 − L_f )Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} |~u(s) − u(s)| ds s , and to apply Lemma 2.7 with Remark 2.2, we obtain

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ BE_{α,1} ( K_f 1 − L_f

(logt)^α ) ε, Take C_f = BE_{α,1}(^{Kf}_{1−L f} (logt)^α ), we get

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ C_f ε.

Thus, the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.5) is Ulam-Hyers stable. □

Theorem 4.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 hold. Then the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.5) is generalized Ulam-Hyers stable.

Proof. In a manner similar to above Theorem 4.1, with putting ϕ_f (ε) = C_F ε and ϕ_f (1) = 0, we get |~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ ϕ_f (ε). □

Remark 4.3. A function ~u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is a solution of the inequality (4.3) if and only if there exist a function h ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] (where h depends on solution ~u) such that

(i): |h(t)| ≤ εφ(t) for all t ∈ I, (ii):_H D^{α,β}_{1+} ~u(t) = F_{~u}(t) + h(t), t ∈ I.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied. Let φ ∈ C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] an increasing function and there exists λ_φ > 0 such that for any t ∈ I,

H I^α_1+ φ(t) ≤ λ_φ φ(t).

Then the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.5) is Ulam-Hyers-Rassias stable.

Proof. Let ε > 0, and let ~u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] be a function, which satisfies the inequality (4.3), and let u ∈ C^γ_{1−γ,log}[I,E] is the unique solution of Hilfer-Hadamard FIDE (4.7)-(4.8), that is

u(t) = Z_u + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_u(s) ds s , where Z_u is defined by Eq.(4.9). On the other hand, in view of Remark 4.3 with using Lemma 3.2, and Eq.(4.6), we get

~u(t) = Z_{~u} − c_2 c_1 + c_2

(logt)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) 1 Γ(1 − γ + α)

∫_b 1 ( log b s )_{α−γ} h(s) ds s + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} h(s) ds s . By integration of the inequality (4.3) with Remark 4.3, it follows that | | | ~u(t) − Z_{~u} − 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s | | | ≤ (| | | c_2 c_1 + c_2 | | | (log b)^{γ−1} Γ(γ) + 1 ) ελ_φ φ(t). □ For sake of brevity, we take ~B = (| |^{c2}_{c1+c2} | | (log b)^{γ−1}

Γ(γ) + 1 ) . Consequently, we have

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ | | | ~u(t) − Z_{~u} − 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s | | | + |Z_{~u} − Z_u| + 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} |F_{~u}(s) − F_u(s)| ds s ≤ | | |~u(t) − Z_{~u} − 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} F_{~u}(s) ds s | | | + K_f 1 − L_f 1 Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} |~u(s) − u(s)| ds

≤ ~Bελ_φ φ(t) +

K_f (1 − L_f ) Γ(α)

∫_t 1 ( log t s )_{α−1} |~u(s) − u(s)| ds s , and to apply Lemma 2.7 with Remark 2.2, we get

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ ~Bλ_φ E_{α,1} ( K_f 1 − L_f

(logt)^α ) ελ_φ φ(t) t ∈ [1,b].

Take C_{f ,φ} = ~Bλ_φ E_{α,1}

(_{Kf}

1−L_f (logt) α ) λ_φ , we can write

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ C_{f ,φ} εφ(t), t ∈ I.

This proves that the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.5) is Ulam-Hyers-Rassias stable.

Theorem 4.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem 4.3 hold. Then the problem FIDE (1.5)-(1.5) is generalized Ulam-Hyers-Rassias stable.

Proof. Set ε = 1 in the proof of Theorem 4.3, we obtain

|~u(t) − u(t)| ≤ C_{f ,φ} φ(t), t ∈ I. □ 5. AN EXAMPLE

In this section, we consider some particular cases of Hilfer-Hadamard type of the nonlinear implicit fractional differential equations to apply our results. We believe that the best way to understand the results obtained here is through present an example. Then, we use similar ideas to those used by several researchers in recent studies, involving the existence and uniqueness of solutions of implicit fractional differential equations,. Furthermore, for other examples of implicit fractional differential equations, we suggest [1, 2, 6, 19, 29]. Consider the following Hilfer-Hadamard FIDE of the form:

H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t) = e^{−(logt)} 2 + e^{logt} [ 1 + |u(t)| 1 + |u(t)| + |_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t)| 1 + |_H D^{α,β}_{1+} u(t)| ] , t ∈ [1,e], (5.1)

with the boundary condition H I^{1−γ}_{1+} 2u(1) + u(e) = ϕ . (5.2) Here, α =^1_3 ,β =^2_3 , γ =^7_9 , c_1 = 2,c_2 = 1, and

f (t,u,v) = e^{−(logt)} 2 + e^{logt} [ 1 + u 1 + u + v 1 + v ] . Clearly, the function f satisfies the hypothesis (H1). Let E = R^+ . Then for any u,v,ū,v̄ ∈ R^+ and t ∈ [1,e], we find that | f (t,u,v) − f (t,ū,v̄)| ≤ 1 3 |u − ū| + 1 3 |v − v̄|. Hence, the hypothesis (H3) is satisfied with K_f = L_f =^1_3 . In addition, the inequality (3.18) holds too. Indeed, by some simple computations, we obtain A = (| | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(α + 1) + B(γ,α) Γ(α) ) (log b)^α

K_f 1 − L_f = ( 1 3 1 Γ(^4_3 ) + Γ(^7_9 ) Γ(^{10}_9 ) ) (log e)^{13} 1 2 ≃ 0.82 < 1. Simple computations show that all conditions of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied. It follows that the problem (5.1)-(5.2) has a unique solution in C^{79}_{29 ,log}([1,e],R^+ ).

On the other hand, let u,v ∈ R^+ and t ∈ [1,e], it is easy to see that | f (t,u,v)| ≤ e^{−(logt)} 2 + e^{logt}

(1 + |u| + |v|).

Hence, the hypothesis (H2) is satisfied with δ (t) = σ (t) = ρ(t) =^{e−(logt)}_{2+elogt} . Moreover, δ^∗ = ρ^∗ = sup_{t∈[1,e]} | |_e−(logt)

2+e^{logt} | | = 1 3 < 1. Thus, the condition (3.11) is satisfied. Indeed, Ω = 1 1 − ρ^∗ (| | c^2 c_1 + c_2 | | 1 Γ(γ) + 1 ) σ^∗ B(γ,α) Γ(α)

(log b)^α

= 3 2 ( 1 3 Γ( 7 9 ) + 1 ) Γ(^7_9 )Γ(^1_3 ) Γ(^1_3 )Γ(^{10}_9 ) 1 3 (log e)^{13} ≃ 0.88 < 1.

It follows from Theorem 3.1, that problem (5.1)-(5.2) has a solution in C^{79}_{29 ,log}[I,R^+ ].

From the above example the Ulam-Hyers and Ulam-Hyers-Rassias stability of Hilfer-Hadamardtype FIDE with boundary condition are verified by Theorems 4.1 and 4.3.

6. CONCLUSIONS

We can conclude that the main results of this article have been successfully achieved, that is, through of Schaefer fixed point theorem, Banach contraction principle, Arzela-Ascoli, and some fundamental results in nonlinear analysis. In the first part of this paper, we established the equivalence between the Cauchy boundary condition and its mixed type integral equation through a variety of tools of some properties of fractional calculus and weighted spaces of continuous functions. In the second part, we investigated the existence and uniqueness of solutions of FIDE involving boundary condition and Hilfer-Hadamard fractional derivative. In the third part, we discussed the stabilities of Ulam-Hyers, generalized Ulam Hyers, Ulam-Hyers-Rassias, and generalized Ulam-Hyers-Rassias via generalized Gronwall inequality. In addition, an illustrative example introduced to justify our results.

There are some articles that carried out a brief study on existence, uniqueness, and stability of solutions of fractional differential equations on different types operators, however on Hilfer-Hadamard type operator are just a few. Also, it should be noted that the results obtained in the weighted functions space C_{1−γ,log}[I,E] are contributions to the growth of the fractional analysis.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The authors would like to thank the referees for their careful reading of the manuscript and insightful comments, which helped improve the quality of the paper. The first author is grateful to the UGC, New Delhi for the award of National Fellowship for Persons with Disabilities No.F./2014-15/RGNF-2014- 15D-OBC-MAH-84864.

REFERENCES

[1] Abbas, S., Benchohra, M. and Sivasundaram, S. (2016), Dynamics and Ulam stability for Hilfer type fractional differential equations, Nonlinear Studies, 23 ,627-637.

[2] Abbas, S., Agarwal, R.P., Benchohra, M. and Benkhettou, N. (2018), Hilfer-Hadamard Fractional Differential Equations and Inclusions Under Weak Topologies, Progress in Fractional Differentiation and Applications, 4(4), 247-261.

[3] Abdo, M.S., Panchal, S.K. and Sandeep, P.B. (2019), Existence of solution for Hilfer fractional differential equations with boundary value conditions, preprint: arXiv:1909.13680, in press.

[4] Andras, S. and Kolumban, J.J. (2013), On the Ulam- Hyers stability of first order differential systems with nonlocal initial conditions, Nonlinear Analysis: Theory, Methods & Applications, 82, 1-11.

[5] Balachandran, K. and Trujillo, J.J. (2010), The nonlocal Cauchy problem for nonlinear fractional integrodifferential equations in Banach spaces, Nonlinear Analysis, 72, 4587–4593.

[6] Benchohra, M. and Bouriah, S. (2015), Existence and stability results for nonlinear boundary value problem for implicit differential equations of fractional order, Moroccan Journal of Pure and Applied Analysis, 1, 22-37.

[7] Butzer, P.L., Kilbas, A.A. and Trujillo J.J. (2002), Compositions of Hadamard-type fractional integration operators and the semigroup property, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 269, 1-27.

[8] Butzer, P.L., Kilbas, A.A. and Trujillo, J.J., (2002), Mellin transform analysis and integration by parts for Hadamard-type fractional integrals, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 270, 1-15.

[9] Delbosco, D. and Rodino, L. (1996), Existence and uniqueness for a nonlinear fractional differential equation, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 204(2), 609-625.

[10] Diethelem, K. and Ford, N.J. (2002), Analysis of fractional differential equations, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 265(2), 229-248.

[11] Furati, K.M., Kassim, M.D. and Tatar, N.E. (2012), Existence and uniqueness for a problem involving Hilfer fractional derivative, Computers & Mathematics with Applications, 64, 1616-1626.

[12] Hanan, A.W., M.S. Abdo, Panchal, S.K. and Sandeep, P.B. (2019), Existence of solution for Hilfer fractional differential problem with nonlocal boundary condition, preprint: arXiv:1909.13679, in press.

[13] Hadamard, J. (1892), Essai sur l’étude des fonctions données par leur développement de Taylor, Journal de Mathematiques Pures et Appliquées. Neuviéeme Séerie, 4(8), 101–186.

[14] Hilfer, R. (1999), Application of Fractional Calculus in Physics, World Scientific, Singapore. [15] Hyers, D.H., Isac, G. and Rassias, Th.M. (1998), Stability of Functional Equations in Several Variables, 34, Springer Science & Business Media.

[16] Ibrahim, R.W. (2012), Generalized Ulam-Hyers stability for fractional differential equations, International Journal of mathematics, 23, 1-9.

[17] Jung, S.M. (2004), Hyers-Ulam stability of linear differential equations of first order, Applied Mathematics Letters, 17, 1135–1140.

[18] Kassim, M.D. and Tatar, N.E. (2013), Well-posedness and stability for a differential problem with Hilfer-Hadamard fractional derivative, Abstract and Applied Analysis, 1, 1-12.

[19] Karthikeyanl, P. and Arul, R. (2017), Stability for impulsive implicit Hadamard fractional differential equations, Malaya Journal of Matematik, 6, 28-33.

[20] Kilbas, A.A., Srivastava, H.M. and Trujillo, J.J. (2006), Theory and Applications of Fractional Differential Equations, North-Holland Math. Stud., 204, Elsevier, Amsterdam.

[21] Lakshmikantham, V. and Vatsala, A.S. (2008), Basic theory of fractional differential equations, Nonlinear Analysis: Theory, Methods & Applications, 69(8), 2677-2682.

[22] Muniyappan, P. and Rajan, S. (2015), Hyers–Ulam–Rassias stability of fractional differential equation, International Journal of Pure and Applied Mathematics, 102, 631–642 [23] Podlubny, I. , (1999), Fractional Differential Equations, Academic Press, San Diego. [24] Oldham, K. and Spanier, J. (1974), The fractional calculus. New York: Academic.

[25] Rassias, Th.M. (1978), On the stability of the linear mapping in Banach spaces, Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 72(2), 297–300.

[26] Rus, I.A. (2010), Ulam stabilities of ordinary differential equations in a Banach space, Carpathian Journal of Mathematics, 26, 103–107.

[27] Sabatier, J., Agarwal, O.P. and Machado, J.A.T. (2007), Advances in fractional calculus: theoretical developments and applications in physics and engineering, Springer-Verlag.

[28] Samko, S.G., Kilbas, A.A. and Marichev, O.I. (1987), Fractional Integrals and Derivatives: Theory and Applications, Gordon and Breach, Yverdon.

[29] Sutar, S.T. and Kucche, K.D. (2015), Global existence and uniqueness for implicit differential equation of arbitrary order.

Fractional Differential Calculus 5, 199-208.

[30] Thabet, S.T.M., Ahmad, B. and Agarwal, R.P. (2019), On abstract Hilfer fractional integrodifferential equations with boundary conditions, Arab Journal of Mathematical Sciences, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajmsc.2019.03.001.

[31] Ulam, S.M. (1960), A Collection of Mathematical Problems, Interscience Tracts in Pure and Applied Mathematics, 8, Inter-science, New York-London.

[32] Vivek, D., Kanagarajan, K. and Sivasundaram, S. (2016), Dynamics and stability of pantograph equations via Hilfer fractional derivative, Nonlinear Studies, 23, 685-698.

[33] Vivek, D., Kanagarajan, K. and Elsayed, E.M. (2018), Some existence and stability results for Hilfer-fractional implicit differential equations with nonlocal conditions, Mediterranean Journal of Mathematics, 15(1), 1-15.

[34] Vivek, D., Kanagarajan, K. and Elsayed, E. M. (2018), Nonlocal initial value problems for implicit differential equations with Hilfer-Hadamard fractional derivative, Nonlinear Analysis Modelling and Control, 23(3), 341-360.

[35] Wang, J., Zhou, Y. and Medved, M. (2013), Existence and stability of fractional differential equations with Hadamard derivative, Topological Methods in Nonlinear Analysis, 41, 113-133.