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Abstract

In this paper, by variational methods, some Lyapunov-type inequalities are established for fractional quasilinear problems
involving left and right Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative operators. To the authors’ knowledge, this is the first work,
where Lyapunov-type inequalities for fractional boundary value problems are investigated by using variational methods. As an
application of the obtained inequalities, we extend the notion of generalized eigenvalues to a fractional quasilinear system, and
we derive some geometric properties of the fractional generalized spectrum. (©2017 All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

In order to study the stability of solutions of second order differential equations, Liapounoff [14]
established the following result, which provides a necessary condition for the existence of a nontrivial
solution of Hill’s equation under Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Theorem 1.1. If the boundary value problem

uw(t)+qt)u(t) =0, a<t<b,
u(a) =u(b) =0,

has a nontrivial solution, where q : [a,b] — R is a continuous function, then

b 4
J lq(s)| ds > o (1.1)
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Inequality (1.1) is known as “Lyapunov inequality”. Such inequality has several applications in various
problems in connection with differential equations, including oscillation theory, asymptotic theory, eigen-
value problems, disconjugacy, etc. For more details on Lyapunov-type inequalities and their applications,
we refer the reader to the monographs [4, 16].

In [9], Elbert extended inequality (1.1) to the one-dimensional p-Laplacian equation. More precisely,
he proved that, if u is a nontrivial solution of the problem

(W P2u) +q)uP2u=0, a<t<b, 12
u(a) =u(b) =0, '
where 1 < p < co and q € L'(a,b), then
’ d 2" 1.3
L|q(t)| t>m- (1.3)
Observe that for p = 2, (1.3) reduces to (1.1).
In [8], Napoli and Pinasco considered the quasilinear system of resonant type
— (W (P2 (1) = FO)Iu(t)* ()M ult), 14)
— (M (OIT72V/ (1) = gt (t)Mv(E)[¥ v (1), '
on the interval (a, b), with Dirichlet boundary conditions
u(a) =u(b) =v(a) =v(b) =0. (1.5)
Under the assumptions p,q > 1, f,g € LY(a,b), f,g>0,«p >0, and
Ry
P 4

it was proved (see [8, Theorem 1.5]) that, if (1.4)-(1.5) has a nontrivial solution, then

b v /b ]
MY < (b—a)v T (J f(s)ds) (J g(s)ds> . (1.6)

Some nice applications to generalized eigenvalues are also presented in [8]. Inequality (1.6) was extended
to more general problems by different authors (see [1, 5, 6, 20, 22] and references therein).

On the other hand, due to the positive impact of fractional calculus on several applied sciences, sev-
eral authors investigated Lyapunov type inequalities for various classes of fractional boundary value
problems. The first work in this direction is due to Ferreira [10], where he generalized Theorem 1.1 for
boundary value problems in which the classical derivative u” is replaced by a Riemann-Liouville frac-
tional derivative. The same author [11] obtained another generalization of Theorem 1.1 for fractional
boundary value problems involving Caputo fractional derivative. The basic idea used in both cited works
consists in transforming the fractional boundary value problem into an equivalent integral form and then
find the maximum of the modulus of its Green’s function. Following Ferreira, many other Lyapunov-type
inequalities were established for different fractional boundary value problems. In this direction, we refer
the reader to [2, 7, 13, 15, 18, 21] and references therein.

The main drawback of the Green’s function method is that the Green’s function might be very difficult
to study. Moreover, in some situations, it is not easy to compute such function. In order to avoid such
problems, we suggest in this paper a variational technique for fractional boundary value problems.

In this work, we deal with fractional quasilinear problems involving left and right Riemann-Liouville
fractional derivative operators. More precisely, we consider the fractional boundary value problem

DY (laDFuP2,D¢u) + o DY (kDFulP~2¢Dgu)

: — g2, (1.7)
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for a.e. t € [a, b], under Dirichlet boundary conditions
u(a) =u(b) =0. (1.8)

Here, D{ denotes the left Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order « € (0,1), and Dy denotes
the right Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order «. Note that for « = 1, problem (1.7)-(1.8)
reduces to the p-Laplacian problem (1.2). Using variational techniques, after introducing the adequate
functional spaces, Lyapunov-type inequalities are established for the fractional boundary value problem
(1.7)-(1.8).

Next, we extend the above study to the case of a fractional quasilinear system. More precisely, we
investigate the quasilinear system

Dy (|aD§‘ulp_2ang‘u) + DY (|tD%u|p_2tD{;‘u)
2

D (1aDPv19-2,DBv) + oDf (IDfvII2DEv)
2

for a.e. t € (a,b), under Dirichlet boundary conditions (1.5). Via variational methods, Lyapunov-type
inequalities are established for (1.9)-(1.5). The obtained inequalities are applied to fractional generalized
eigenvalue problems, and some Protter’s type results are obtained for the generalized fractional spectrum.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we recall some basic concepts on fractional calculus.
The main references used in this section are [3, 12, 19]. In order to prove Lyapunov-type inequalities for
the considered problems using a variational method, we need the introduction of an appropriate space
of functions. In Section 3, such a space is introduced and some preliminaries results are proved. In
Section 4, Lyapunov-type inequalities are established for the fractional quasilinear problem (1.7)-(1.8). In
Section 5, we are concerned with the fractional quasilinear system (1.9)-(1.5). Via a variational technique,
Lyapunov-type inequalities are established for the considered system. As an application of the obtained
inequalities, we extend in Section 6 the notion of generalized eigenvalues introduced by Protter [17] to
the fractional case, and we derive some geometric properties of the generalized spectrum.

= f(t)u(t)* 2w (t)Vult),
(1.9)

= g(t)u(t) V()Y (1),

2. Reminder about fractional calculus

In this section, we recall some basic definitions and properties of fractional calculus which are used
further in this paper. For more details on fractional calculus, we refer the reader to [3, 19, 23], and
references therein.

Let (a,b) € R?> with a < b.

2.1. Some functional spaces

Forany 1 < p < oo, LP(a, b) denotes the classical Lebesgue space of p-integrable real-valued functions,
endowed with its usual norm

b 3
Ifllp = (J [f(1)[P dt) , felP(ab).

By Cla, b], we denote the set of real-valued and continuous functions on [a, b], endowed with its usual
norm
[f]lo = max{[f(t)|: a <t< b}, feCla,bl

We denote by ACla, b] the space of real-valued and absolutely continuous functions on [a, b]. It is known
that f € ACla, b] if and only if there exist constant ¢ € R and a function ¢ € L!(q,b) such that

t
f(t) = c—i—J @(s)ds, tela,b]

a
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Consequently, if f € AC[a, b], then

{ f(a) =c,
df
a(t) =¢(t), ae telabl

Let « € (0,1] be fixed. By ACZ[a,b], we denote the set of all functions f : [a,b] — R having the
representation

f(t) =c(t—a)* '+ ds, a.e.telabl,

1 J tools)
Mo Jo (t—s)t7e
with ¢ € R and ¢ € L!(a,b). Here, I' denotes Euler’s Gamma function. It can be easily seen that
ACa[a, b] = ACla, b]. Similarly, we define the space AC{[a, b] as the set of functions f : [a, b] — R having
the representation

f(t) =d(b—t)* 1+ ds, a.e.telab],

1 Jb P(s)
Mo J¢ (s—t)t-«
withd € Rand } € L'(qa,b).

Lemma 2.1 ([3]). We have
ACla, bl € ACg[a, blNACyla,bl.

2.2. Fractional operators

Definition 2.2 ([19]). The left and right fractional integral, in the sense of Riamann-Liouville, of order
a>0of uellab), are given by

o 1 (v u(s)
alfu(t) = Mo L s ds, a.e.teca,b],
and .
« 1 u(s)
lpu(t) = Mo L o= ds, a.e.téca,b],
respectively.

For the following lemma, we refer to [19] for property (2.1), and [12] for property (2.2).
Lemma 2.3. If x > 0and 1 < p < oo, then
odfuelP(a,b) forallue LP(a,b). (2.1)
Ifx>0,1<p < oo, and ap > 1, then
oIfu e Cla,b]  forallu e LP(a,b). (2.2)
Remark 2.4. Analogous properties hold true for the right-sided integral.

Lemma 2.5 ([19]). The left and right Riemann-Liouville fractional integral operators have the properties of a
semigroup, i.e., for all o, >0,

oI¥ (alfu(t) = oIF Pult) and ¥ (dgu(t) =y Pu(t)
in any point t € [a,b] for u € Cla, b, and for almost every point t € [a,b] if u € L!(q,b).

Definition 2.6 ([3]). We say that u € L!(a, b) possesses a left-sided Riemann-Liouville derivative oD &u of
order a € (0,1) if the function 41!~ *u has an absolutely continuous representative. In this case, I}~ *u
is identified to its absolutely continuous representative and oD{u is defined by

d
aDfu(t) = I (ali *u(t)), ae. téelabl
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Definition 2.7 ([3]). We say that u € L!(a,b) possesses a right-sided Riemann-Liouville derivative {D%u
of order o € (0,1) if the function tI%,_ “u has an absolutely continuous representative. In this case, tI%,_ *u
is identified to its absolutely continuous representative and {D{u is defined by

d
Dpu(t) = T (tlk“u(t)) , a.e.tela bl

From [19], if u € ACla,b], then (Dfu(t) and {Dgu(t) are defined for almost every point in [a, b].
However, Bourdin and Idczak [3] obtained recently a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence
of Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives of order o € (0,1). More precisely, they proved the following
results.

Lemma 2.8. Let & € (0,1) and u € L'(a,b). Then (D¥u(t) exists almost everywhere on [a,b] if and only if
u € ACZ[a, b], that is, u has the following representation:

ut) =c(t—a)* 1+ ,I%@(t), ae telabl,
where ¢ € Rand ¢ € L'(a,b). In this case, we have
aDfu(t) = @(t), ae tela, bl

Lemma 2.9. Let o € (0,1) and w € L'(a,b). Then tDyu(t) exists almost everywhere on [a,b] if and only if
u € ACyla, bl, that is, w has the following representation:

ut) =d(b—t)* 1+ (IXP(t), ae telabl,
where d € R and P € L'(a,b). In this case, we have
tDpu(t) =YP(t), ae tela,bl
Lemma 2.10 ([19]). Let « € (0,1). Then the following equality holds:
oD (I%u) =u, uell(ab).

Now, we recall the formula of integration by parts involving Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives.
At first, we need to introduce some functional spaces.

Definition 2.11. For every « € (0,1) and every 1 < p < oo, we denote by AC oPla, b] the functional space
defined by
AC%Pla,b] ={u e Ll(a,b): Dfuc LP(a,b)h.

Definition 2.12. For every « € (0,1) and every 1 < p < oo, we denote by ACE"p [a, b] the functional space
defined by
ACYEPla, bl ={uell(ab): DFucLP(ab)}

From [3], we have the following formula of integration by parts.
Lemma 2.13. If0 < % <o<land0 < % < o<1, then

b b
J (aD%W)(t) - (1) dt = J () - ((DEV)() dt 4+ u(b) ({I*v)(b) — v(a) (1w (b),

a a

forallu e ACgla,bland v € ACy"[a, bl.

3. Preliminaries results
In this section, we prove some preliminaries results which are used further in this paper.
Lemma 3.1. Suppose that 0 < % < o< 1. Then
alf (aDfu(t)) =u(t), t € la,b], ufa) =0,
for any u € ACq'*la, bl N Cla, bl.
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Proof. Let u € ACqPla, bl N Cla, b]. From Lemma 2.8, we have
J¥(oDSU(t)) —u(t) =c(t—a)* !, ae. telab],

where ¢ € R. On the other hand, by Lemma 2.3, since  Dfu € LP(a,b) and u € C[a, b], then (IF(Dgu) —
u € Cla, b]. Therefore, we have ¢ = 0, and

aIf(aDfu(t)) =u(t), t € [a,bl.
Since u € Cla, b], we have

. ) 1
wla) = t1—1>r(111+ u(t) = t1—1>r(111+ M) J

b DXu(s)

ds.
a (t_s)l—oc )

Using Holder’s inequality, we have
p-1 p-1

1
b P t (x—1) P _1
< (J laDu(s)P ds) <J (t—s) v ds> = [la DUl < p ) T t—a)*
a a (Xp—]_

Passing to the limit as t — a™*, we obtain

t D(x
lim J asiu(s)ds =0,

t—at Jq (t — 8)1_“

ds

Jt aDgu(s)
a (t - S)l_a

which yields u(a) = 0. O
Similarly, using Lemma 2.9 and Remark 2.4, we obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that 0 < & < a < 1. Then
g (¢Dgu(t)) =u(t), t €[a,bl, u(b) =0,
for any uw € AC;P[a, bl N Cla, bl.

Suppose that 0 < % < « < 1, and consider the functional space x*P[a, b] defined by
x*Pla,b] = ACYPla,b]NACyPla, bl N Cla, bl.

For u € x*P[a, b], we denote
[ul[&p = [laDEul[f + [ Dpul3.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that 0 < % < o< 1. Then, (x*Pla,bl,| - ||«p) is a Banach space.

Proof. At first, observe that || - || «,p is @ norm in x*P[a, b]. Indeed, if ||u|p, = 0 for some u € x*P[a, b],
then [[(Du||, = 0. Therefore, by Lemma 3.1, we obtain |[u||, = 0. The other properties of a norm can be
easily checked. Now, let {u } be a Cauchy sequence in x*P[a, b]. Then {D{un}and {{D{u,} are Cauchy
sequences in LP(a, b). Therefore, there exists (f,g) € LP(a,b) x LP(a, b) such that

Tim [|aDfun — flp = lim [{Dgup — gllp = 0.

Since (I, ¢If : LP(a,b) — LP(a,b) are bounded operators (see [19]), it follows from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2
that

T}gr;o un — oI fllp = T}gréo [un —+Iggllp =0.
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Therefore, by the uniqueness of the limit, we can put
u = oIff =Igg € LP(a,b).

Moreover, by property (2.2), since f € LP(a, b), we have u € Cla, b]. Using Lemma 2.10, we have (Dfu =
feLP(a,b)and {Dju=g € LP(a,b). Hence u € x*P[a, b] and

lim [un —ulop = 0.
Consequently, (x*P[a,bl,| - ||«,p) is @ Banach space. O
Remark 3.4. Note that from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, we have

ula) =u(b) =0, uex“Pla,bl.

4. Lyapunov type inequalities for problem (1.7)-(1.8)
In this section, Lyapunov-type inequalities are established for the fractional boundary value problem
(1.7)-(1.8) under the assumptions
0<¥1)<cx<1 and q¢cLl(a,b). 4.1)

We define two kinds of solutions for problem (1.7)-(1.8).
Definition 4.1 (Strong solution). A function u : [a, b] — R is said to be a strong solution of (1.7)-(1.8) if
(i) uwex*Pla,bl;
(ii) +D¥ (laDFuP2,D&u) € LP(a,b);
(iii) «DY (|(DZu[P~2D%u) € LP(a,b);
(iv) u satisfies (1.7) for a.e. t € [a, b].
Definition 4.2 (Weak solution). A function u € x*P[a, b] is said to be a weak solution of (1.7)-(1.8) if

b b
j |aDEU(D)P2D8u(t) DEV(E) dt +j [ DEw(t)P 2 DEu(t) (Dv(t) dt
a a
(4.2)

b
— 2J q(OR(OP2u(tv(t) dt,

a

for every v € x*P[a, b].

Proposition 4.3. If u: [a,b] — R is a strong solution of (1.7)-(1.8), then w is a weak solution of (1.7)-(1.8).

Proof. Let u: [a,b] — R be a strong solution of (1.7)-(1.8). Multiplying (1.7) by v € x*P[a, b], we obtain
b

J +Dp (|an["u|p_2an[" t) dt +J S ([t DRuP~ 2tDbu) (t) dt

2J a(Ohu(O)P~2u(tv(t) dt.

On the other hand, from (ii), we have
(laD{uP~2,Dfu) € ACpP[a, bl.

Similarly, from (iii), we have
(kD§uP~2%Dgu) € AC¥P[a,bl.

Therefore, by Remark 3.4, and using the formula of integration by parts given by Lemma 2.13, we obtain
(4.2), which means that u € x*P[a, b] is a weak solution of (1.7)-(1.8). O]
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The main result in this section is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. Under assumptions (4.1), if (1.7)-(1.8) admits a nontrivial weak solution w € x*P[a,b] such that
lu(c)l = U], ¢ € (a,b), then

b -1
J q*(s)ds > (2(?__11)>p (e)l? 4.3)
((c=a)¥ + (-7

where 7 (t) = max{q(t), 0}, for t € [a, bl.

Proof. Let u € x*P[a, b] be a nontrivial weak solution of (1.7)-(1.8). By Lemma 3.1, we have

u(c) = alg(aDgu(c))/

that is, . (
1 aDJu(s)
= d
e = g |, 2w &
hen 1€ laDgu(s)
< a=s L ds. 44
) < g |, e e
Similarly, by Lemma 3.2, we have
u(c) = cIg(cDpulc)),
that is,
J s—01 x 45
Then
s D“
[ LDgu) w5
Next, adding (4.4) to (4.5), we obtain
1 ¢ [aDgu(s)| Jb sDgu(s)| 1 Jb max {|oDgu(s)], [sDyu(s)l}
< S w—— < ds.
IS T (J c—s = P g« ®) S Tagl, s— = S
Using Holder’s inequality, we obtain
1 1
1 b 1 p’ b N o N b p
2iue) < s | emaprrmrds) (] maxlaDgusI” LDgusPy as) L @
where p’ = %. On the other hand, taking v = u in (4.2), we obtain
b b b
J laDJu(s)P ds+J |sDpu(s)P dSZZJ q(s)hu(s)P ds,
a a a
which yields
b b
|| maxlluDzulsIP, LDgu(s)P} ds < | (1DTU(s) + LDFu(sIP) s
a
4.7)

b
ZJ +(s)lu(s)P ds.

a
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Combining (4.6) with (4.7), we obtain

1 b 1 P b %
2hu(c)| < Mo (L Py ds) <2L q " (s)hu(s)? ds> ,

which implies that

2% b 1 # b b
2|‘LL(C)| < m (Ja m dS) (Ja q+(s) dS) |U.(C)|

Next, we divide the above inequality by [u(c)| (since u is nontrivial) to get

: e 1
2v b 1 P b P
2 g N T RN Y d -+ d ,
M(«) (Ja |s — c|p’(1=e) S) (L q-(s) s)

which yields
0 _1
(Jb q*(s) ds> ' 27T ()
= 1
b Y
: (Ia \sfc|1}’(1ﬂx) ds) ’
Note that
b 1 ¢ 1 b 1 p — 1 ap—1 ap—1
L 5P ds :L [CESELET] ds +L 5o ds = ap 1 ((c— a)p T +(b—c)PT ) .
Therefore, we have
" (e as > (2P =D\ M(o))?
a q = P— 1 ap—1 ap—1\ pP—1’
(=¥ +—c)¥7)
which yields the desired result. O

Observe that the function

ap—1 ap—1

e(s)=(s—a)PpT +(b—s)»T, sclab]

a+b

has a maximum at the point s* = “5=>. Therefore,

which yields

> . (4.8)
ap— ap—1\ P—1 (1—) _ —1
<(c @)% 4 (b—c) ppfll) 2vii=eo)(b —a)*p

Therefore, from (4.3) we deduce the following result.

Corollary 4.5. Under assumptions (4.1), if (1.7)-(1.8) admits a nontrivial weak solution u € x*P[a,b], then

b ap—1 . p—1
Jq*(s)dw(bfa) (";‘”_f) P(a)P. (4.9)
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Remark 4.6. Observe that for « = 1, problem (1.7)-(1.8) reduces to the p-Laplacian problem (1.2). Let us
suppose that ¢ is a non-negative function. In such case, if (1.2) admits a nontrivial solution, from (1.3) we

have
b 5 \P-!
L q(s)ds =2 <b—a) . (4.10)
However, if we take o = 1 in (4.9), we obtain
b 5 \P-!
L q(s)ds > <b — a) . (4.11)

It is clear that (4.10) is ”better” than (4.11). So, we address the following question to the readers: is it
possible to improve inequality (4.9) for 0 < % <a<1?
5. Lyapunov type inequalities for problem (1.9)-(1.5)

In this section, we are concerned with the fractional quasilinear system (1.9) under Dirichlet boundary
conditions (1.5). System (1.9) is investigated under the assumptions:

u}O,V>0,0<11)<(X<1,0<(1]<f5<1 (5.1)
and Loy
—+—-=1 (5.2)
P q
We suppose also that
(f,g) € L'(a,b) x L'(a,b). (5.3)

As in the case of a single equation, we define two kinds of solutions for (1.9)-(1.5).

Definition 5.1 (Strong solution). A pair of functions (u,v) : [a,b] — RR? is said to be a strong solution of
(1.9)-(1.5) if

(1) u e x*Pla,bl;

(ii) +D¥ (laDFuP2,D¢u) € LP(a,b);
(iii) oD{ (|¢Dgu[P~%D&u) € LP(a,b),
and

(i") v exPia,bj;
(ii") (DP (|aDEv\HaDEv) € L9(a,b);
(iii) oDP (1DEVIT 2DEv) € L9(a,b);

(iv) (u,v) satisfies (1.9) for a.e. t € [a, b].

Definition 5.2 (Weak solution). A pair of functions (u,v) € x*Pla, b] x xP9[a,b] is said to be a weak
solution of (1.9)-(1.5) if
b b
| laDfu(or 2uDguty (DEwi 0 e+ | LDFU(OP ADgul) DFwi(0) dt
a a
b (5.4)
:2[ FO) ()2 ()Y u(t)wi () dt,

a
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and

b b

j laDPv(1)|972,DPy(t) «DPwy(t) dt+J DEv(t)[972,DEv(t) (DEwy(t) dt

a a (5.5)
b

=2J g (DO V(O] 2v(Ewa(t) dt,

a
for any (w1, w;) € x*P[a, b] x xP9[a, b].
As in the case of a single equation, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3. If the pair of functions (w,v) : [a,b] — R? is a strong solution of (1.9)-(1.5), then (u,v) is a
weak solution of (1.9)-(1.5).

The following Lyapunov-type inequality for (1.9)-(1.5) holds.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that assumptions (5.1), (5.2), and (5.3) are satisfied. If (1.9)-(1.5) admits a nontrivial weak
solution (u,v) € X*Pla,b] x xP9[a, b] such that (u(c),v(d)) = (||ullco, [[Vlleo), (¢, d) € (a,b) x (a,b), then

(Jb (s) ds)g <Jb g* (s) ds>z > 20V ()] (R)]Y (%>(%1)u (%tll>(ﬂ?l)v
a (le—a)¥= +(b—c)"ia"_1])(p)u ((d—a)%qT+(b_d)quT)( i

a

Proof. From (4.6), we have

b P b %
2u(c)] < 1 (J 1 )ds> (J max{IaDg‘u(s)Ip,ISD‘f,‘u(s)Ip}ds) , (5.6)

F(oc) a |S_C|p/(17(x

where p’ = %. Similarly, we have

a1
7

1 b 1 q b %
2|V(d)| < m (Ja m dS) (J maX{|QDEV(S)|q,|SDSV(S)|q} dS> , (57)

a

where q’ = %. Taking wy = u in (5.4), we obtain

b b b
j laDFu(s) P ds+J [ DEu(s)” ds =2 J f(s)u(s) H(s) ds,

a a a

which yields
b b
J ([aDgu(s)|P +1[sDpu(s)|P) ds < 2J f(s)lu(s)Hv(s)¥ ds,
a a
and
b b
J max {lD%u(s)P, |;DEu(s)P} ds < 2|u(c)|“|v(d)wj £+(s) ds. (5.9)
a a
Similarly, taking wy, = v in (5.5), we obtain
b b
||/ max {laDBv(s)9, 1.DEv(s)19} as < 2l vl | g*(s) ds. 59
a a

Combining (5.6) with (5.8), we get

b Pl
2P Ly ()P < 1 (J ;) ds) (J f(s) ds) [w(e)Mv(d)]™. (5.10)

M) \Jq s —cfp' (-
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Similarly combining (5.7) with (5.9), we get

2q*1|V(d)|q < # (Jb ; ds> q-1 (Jb +(S) dS) ‘U(C)|u|\}(d)|v (5 11)
SR\ g s —dja’(=5) L9 . .

Raising inequality (5.10) to a power e; > 0, inequality (5.11) to a power e; > 0, and multiplying the
resulting inequalities, we obtain

1 b g e oo 1 e
2(p*1Jel+(q*1)ez<[ Tpen ] (1 )dS —“B)ds
S Flagper)ae: \Jq Js—cpm-a Is — dj+"ti=
a a (5.12)

b el b €2
XQ ms)ds) (J 9+(s)d5> [u(e)|(kPIer ez (q)rertvoaler,

a a

Next, we take (ej, e2) any solution of the homogeneous linear system

(n—pler +uex =0,
ver+ (v—qlex =0.

From (5.2), the above system is equivalent to
pver = ques.

Therefore, we may take (eq, e2) = (qu, pv). Hence, from (5.12), we obtain

p—1 ﬂ;l)v

whv—1 1 b 1 (55 /v 1 (43
2 i o e J. g s

X (J: f(s) ds> ' <J: gt (s) ds) ‘ :

Now, using the equalities

° 1 p—1 ap—1 ap—1
- — — — —1 — —1
L |s —c[p/(1—e) ds ap —1 ((C a)jpt +(b—c)v )
and .
1 -1 Bq—1 Bq—1
J saer =gy (0@ s o-0¥),
a
we get
p1 a1
b v /b a 20V () JH T (B)]Y (ocp1>( s (Bql>( v
J f(s)ds J gt(s)ds| > — Pl a1 ——,
a a ap—1 ap—1\ (%5 )m Ba—1 pa-1\ (45 )v
(c=a)¥7 +(0-0)¥7) (=87 +(p-a)¥T)
which yields the desired result. O
From (4.8), we have
1 S 1
(c—a¥ +p—gir) = 2Tl -am
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and
1 1

> — — .
%‘911+(b—d)%51)q_1 200-F) (b —a)Pa~t

((a-a)
Therefore, from Theorem 5.4, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 5.5. Suppose that assumptions (5.1), (5.2), and (5.3) are satisfied. If (1.9)-(1.5) admits a nontrivial weak
solution (u,v) € x*P[a,b] x xP9[a, b], then

b b /b a
(J f(s) ds) (J gt (s) ds)
¢ ¢ (5.13)

2\ o -1\ rpg 1y ()

2 K v
> <b—a> <p_1) < q_1> [T(e) I[N (B)]
Remark 5.6. Taking (u,v) = (p,0) and u =v in (1.9)-(1.5), inequality (5.13) reduces to inequality (4.9).

Remark 5.7. Observe that for («, 3) = (1,1), (1.9)-(1.5) reduces to the quasilinear system (1.4)-(1.5). Let us
suppose that f and g are non-negative functions. From (1.6), if (1.4)-(1.5) has a nontrivial solution, then

b % b % 2 pt+v—1
(J f(s)ds) (J g(s)ds) >2 (b—a) . (5.14)

On the other hand, taking («, 3) = (1,1) in (5.13), we obtain

b % b q 2 pt+v—1
(J f(s)ds) (J g(s)ds> > <b—a) . (5.15)

It is clear that inequality (5.14) is “better” than inequality (5.15). So, we address the following question to
readers: is it possible to improve inequality (5.13) for 0 < % <a<land0< % <p<1?

6. Fractional generalized eigenvalues

The concept of generalized eigenvalues was introduced by Protter [17] for a system of linear elliptic
operators. The first work dealing with generalized eigenvalues for p-Laplacian systems is due to Napoli
and Pinasco [8]. Inspired by that work, we present in this section some applications to fractional general-
ized eigenvalues related to problem (1.9)-(1.5).

Let us consider the fractional generalized eigenvalue problem

DY (|aDEj‘ulp_2anj‘u) +aDg (|tD{;‘u|p_2tD{;‘u)
2

thS (|anv|q*2anv> + QDE <|tD£’v\q*2tDE\))
2

fora.e. t € (a,b), under Dirichlet boundary conditions (1.5). If (6.1)-(1.5) admits a nontrivial weak solution
(u,v), we say that (A,7y) is a generalized eigenvalue of (6.1)-(1.5). The set of generalized eigenvalues is
called generalized spectrum, and it is denoted by 0. We assume that

= Apw(t)u(t)[* 2V u(t),

(6.1)

— yvw(t)u(t)[H ()Y 2v(t)

1 1
0<5<oc<1,O<a<[5<1,w20,wel_1(a,b),w;éO,

and the non-negative parameters p, v satisfy (5.2).
In this section, some Protter’s type results for the generalized spectrum o are obtained.
The following result provides lower bounds of the generalized eigenvalues of (6.1)-(1.5).
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Theorem 6.1. Let (A,v) be a generalized eigenvalue of (6.1)-(1.5). Then
Y = h(A), (6.2)

where h : (0, 00) — (0, 00) is the function defined by

1 C v
hr) =7 / 0 6.3
) v <(W‘)'le T2 w(s) ds) T (6.3)
with - -
B 2 apt+pv—1 oap —1 B )u Bq—1 qul v y
€= <b—a> < p—1 ) < q—1 ) [P(a)*T(B)]Y. (6.4)

Proof. Let (A,y) € o. Then (6.1)-(1.5) admits a nontrivial weak solution (u,v) € x*P[a,b] x xP9[a,b].
Applying Corollary 5.5 with f = Auw and g = yvw, and using condition (5.2), we obtain

wﬁ(wﬂj w(s)ds > C,

where C is given by (6.4). Therefore, we have

v C
Yi 2 — ,
va(Ap)p fz w(s) ds
which yields
9
Y 2 1 I S =h(A),

V\Aw?r [, w(s)ds

where h is the function defined by (6.3). O

Now, we deduce from Theorem 6.1 the following Protter’s type results for the generalized spectrum.

Corollary 6.2. There exists a constant cqp > 0 that depends on a and b such that no point of the generalized
spectrum o is contained in the ball B(0, cq ), where

B(O, Ca,b) = {X = (xl/XZ) € IRZ : ”XHOO < Ca,b} ’
and || - ||« is the Chebyshev norm in IR2.
Proof. Let (A, 1) € 0. From (6.2), we have

v C
ANV > : (65)
wrva [ w(s)ds
On the other hand, using condition (5.2), we have
By E+2
Ays < [[A W& = 1) o

Therefore, we obtain

H ()\/ H’) HOO > Ca,bs
where

Cab =

E1

C
p.%v fz w(s)ds
The proof is finished. O
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Corollary 6.3. Let (A,v) be fixed. There exists an interval | of sufficiently small measure, such that, if I = [a, b] C
], then there are no nontrivial solutions of (6.1)-(1.5).

Proof. Suppose that (6.1)-(1.5) admits a nontrivial solution. Since

———— — tooasb—a— 07,
Jow(s)ds

a

where C is the constant defined by (6.4), there exists 0 > 0 such that

w(x) dx

Let ] = [a, a + 0]. Hence, if I C ], we have

C

u%v% fz w(s)ds

v
> Apyd,

which is a contradiction with (6.5). Therefore, if I C ], there are no nontrivial solutions of (6.1)-(1.5). O
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