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Abstract: Fractional-order boundary value problems are used to model certain phenomena in
chemistry, physics, biology, and engineering. However, some of these models do not meet the
existence and uniqueness required in the mainstream of mathematical processes. Therefore, in
this paper, the existence, stability, and uniqueness for the solution of the coupled system of the
Caputo-type sequential fractional differential equation, involving integral boundary conditions,
was discussed, and investigated. Leray—Schauder’s alternative was applied to derive the existence
of the solution, while Banach’s contraction principle was used to examine the uniqueness of the
solution. Moreover, Ulam—-Hyers stability of the presented system was investigated. It was found
that the theoretical-related aspects (existence, uniqueness, and stability) that were examined for the
governing system were satisfactory. Finally, an example was given to illustrate and examine certain
related aspects.

Keywords: sequential fractional differential equation; fixed-point theorem; Ulam-Hyers stability;
fractional differential equation

1. Introduction

In recent decades, the field of fractional-order boundary value problems has been dis-
cussed by several scientific researchers across the world. This is evident from the number
of significant studies of fractional-order boundary value problems that mainly focus on
extending and transforming such problems from the theoretical to the application aspect,
in order to make them applicable for certain real-life phenomena. The fractional calculus es-
sentially involves differentiation and integration to an arbitrary order, which is considered
as an important tools that have facilitated many real-life phenomena in considerable fields
such as physics, biology, and chemistry (see [1-4]). In addition, engineering is considered
to be one of the main fields that benefits from fractional calculus, due to providing a full
and comprehensive description of some complex engineering models.

Moreover, the significance of fractional calculus stretches further than scientific areas,
to several other areas that influence human civilization in general. As an outcome of
these efforts, many practical mathematical models that are expressed based on fractional
differential equations have been developed, providing infinite description support of
such mathematical models and developing a novel strategy for use in other practical
fields. This leads to a new path of research that aims to have more collaboration between
mathematicians and other researchers. In addition, actual practicality is considered to be
one of the essential advantages of fractional-order models, such as those mentioned in the
following articles [5-18]. Recently, Boutiara et al. [19] discussed the solution of a nonlinear
sequential g-difference equation based on the Caputo fractional quantum derivatives, with
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nonlocal boundary value conditions containing Riemann-Liouville fractional quantum
integrals at four points. The criteria and conditions of the existence and uniqueness of the
solutions to the given Caputo fractional g-difference boundary value problem have been
derived in this study. The stability of the proposed equation was investigated based on
Ulam-Hyers stability, and the results obtained were examined by providing two examples.

The coupled system of the Caputo-type sequential fractional differential is considered
as one of the most important tools available to model and simulate certain real-life phenom-
ena. Therefore, there is a need to investigate the related theoretical aspects. Motivated by
the above discussion and our review of the literature, this paper aims to discuss and analyze
the following coupled system of Caputo-type sequential fractional differential equations.
In particular, we aimed to investigate the existence, stability, and uniqueness of the solution
to the coupled system of Caputo-type sequential fractional differential equations:

‘D* 1D +k)x(t) = f(t,x(t),y(t), t€[0,T), 1 <a <2, k>0, O

‘DE-L (D +k)y(t) = g(t, x(t),y(t), t€[0,T], 1 < B <2, k<0,
supplemented with integral boundary conditions of the form:

T T, .
| xs)ds = oaw(@a), [ (5)ds = pav' (),
. . @
/0 y(s)ds = px(m), /0 Y (s)ds = p2x'(12), m, 12,61,82 € [0, T],

where °D¥ denote the Caputo fractional derivatives of order k, k = a,B, and

f,8:[0,T] x R?2 » R, are given continuous functions, and py, p2, }#1, 42 are real constants.

2. Preliminaries

Firstly, we recall the definitions of fractional derivatives and integrals [1,2].

Definition 1. The Caputo derivative of fractional order <y for(k — 1) — times absolutely continuous
function g : [0, 00) — R is defined as:

"DYs(s) = 7 1 /OS(S — 1 e (dt, k—1 <y <k k=[]+1,

k=)
where|y| is the integer part of the real number vy.

Definition 2. The Riemann—Liouville fractional integral of order -y for a continuous function g is
given by:

1 t
P8(t) = 55 / (tfis)>1_7dt, ¥ >0,

provided that the right-hand side is point-wise defined on [0, 00).

Definition 3. Due to Miller—Ross [3], the sequential fractional derivative for a sufficiently smooth
function g(t) is defined as:
D"g(t) = D™D™ .. .D"Mg(t),

where m = (my,my, ..., my) is a multi-index.

We prove the following auxiliary lemma to find the solution for the problems (1) and (2).
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Lemma 1. Let, ¢ € C([0, T|,R). Then the unique solution of the problem:
DY YD+ k)x(t) = p(t),1 <a <2,

DD+ K)y(t) = p(),1 < p <2,

[ x5y =puy @), [ <535 = pay/ (2 9

T T
/0 y(s)ds = px(m), /0 y'(s)ds = pox'(2),k > 0,t € [0, T],

is:

x(t) — Aefkt []42 (Itxfllp) (172) _ kﬂz/oﬂz e*k(V]Z*S) (Itxfllp) (S)dS

y(t) = Be

_./OT (1P19) (s)ds + k_/OT /Ox e kx=9) (1P-1¢) (s)dsdx}

Iy TSRy

T rx
+k/0 /Oe_k(x_s)(l“_llp)(s)dsdx}

| R ) ) A [ K (1) 5 @
—% OT(II3 Lg) (s)ds + (A — pr / / K(x=s) (18-1p) (s)dsdx

+ 22 (15-1) 22) ~ Bps / e HE) (191g) (5)ds— /O (1 1) (5)ds

F(B-T) / / ) (17 Lp) (s)dsdx+Tpy /Ogle*k@fs)(zﬁ*lq))(s)ds
sapy [ e (181 s)as] ¢ /Ote*k“*”a“*lw) ()5,
and:

—kt |:}12 (I’X*li’b) (T]z)—k‘l/lz/om e*k(UZ*S) (Iﬂcfllp) (s)ds

—/OT (1P~ 1) (s)ds + k/OT /Oxe_k(x_s) (1PF~1¢) (s)dsdx}
&) T
e M pa(1P1) (@) koo [ e M@ (1 ) sy [ (1) (o)
+k/OT /Ox e ka=s) (12 —1yp) (s)dsdx}
o | R ) ) - /'” K (1) (s = T [ (1P9) () Q
H(C-T) / / 1/5 L) (s)dsdx + lf (IF19) (22)
—Dpz/ e*k( 2— )(113*14)) (s)ds — %/OT ([’X*l,’b) (s)dS
+(D —m / / (=) (1% 1) (s)dsdx + ,ulpl/ogl e KE=s) (1F1p) (s)ds

—Q—Tyl/'7 e~ klm— )(I"‘ 1 )(s)ds] /Ote*k(tfs)(lﬁfl(p) (s)ds,
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where:

w=T*—p1 #0, A= 7kp§ve[k§2, A=t571 o= Akppe 12 — 1
2
M= (e_kT — 1) — kzyzpze_k(§2+’72) 40,6

A= [6kTp1e’k€1 + kyyp1 Ae R + (e*kT 1) (AT + Gpl)],
B = [TkTplfkgl + kprpihe M ( T 1) (AT + TPl)]/

= [AkT e 4 gy py0e 41 4 (7T — 1) (0T + Apn)],
D= [)\kTyle_k’ﬁ + kpyprte ko 4 (e 1)

Proof. The general solutions of the sequential fractional differential equations [20-23] in (3)
are known as:

t
x(t) = age ™ + a4 +/O g~k(t=s) (I"‘_ltp) (s)ds, (6)
¢
y(t) = boe ¥ + by —l—/ ek(t=s) ([ﬁ*l(p) (s)ds, (7)
0
observe:
Ix'(t) = —kage ™ + (I* 1y k/ (1Y) (s)ds,
v/ (£) = —kboe ™ + (1P k/ K=9) (18-19) (s)ds,

where a;,b; € R,i = 0,1 are arbitrary constants.
Applying the conditions:

T, / T s /
| ¥ s = pay' (@), [y s = pax' ).
Then we obtain:
2
=A {VZ(V‘*]IP) (n2) — kﬂz/ e M=S) (1) (s)ds

T
—/ (Iﬁ_1 ds+k/ / —k(x—s) Iﬁ 1 dsdx}
0

T
A [pz(lﬁ‘lqb)(cz)kpz [P gy [ (<

+k/ / (1%~ 11/))(s)dsdx},

and:
by =6 {‘u2 (I“illp) (112) — kyz/ﬂz e k(n2—s) (I'X*llp) (s)ds
—/OT (IF1¢ ds+k/ / k=) (1F-1p) (s)dsdx}
T
p-1 _ —k(Z2—s) (1B— l n— 1
+T[pz(1 9)(22) — koo /0 e (1 as— [ (1

+k/ / (1%~ 1tp)(s)dsdx}
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In view of the conditions fo s)ds = p1y(1) fo = u1x(m ), we get:
= |12 () ) = A [ K (1) 91— [ #19)s)as
HA=p) [ [ e (1871 g) opasar ,f (1719) (22)
_sz/g Gas) (P14 s_f/ (1 1y
+(B— T/ / kx=s) (o1 )(s)dsdx+Tp1/0 e KE1=3) (1P~19) (5)ds
+V1P1/O e Hm=s) (1~ 1y) (S)dS},

and:

b :é [Ckm (I M) (172) — C#z/nz e KUn=3) (12~ 1y) (s)ds—%/oT (1F19) (s)ds

HC=T) [ [t (187 g) s 22 (1871 g) ()
,Dpz/ e—k(Cz—S)(15—1¢) (s)dsf%/OT (1«—1#)) (s)ds
+(D — yl/ / )12t )(s)clsclx—l—]/tuol/Oé1 e KEe=s) (1F1p) (s)ds

+Ty1/0 e (’71_5>(I"‘_11,IJ) (s)ds}

Substituting the values of ag, a1, by, by in (6), (7) we obtain (4) and (5), which com-
pletes the proof. [J

3. Existence Results

Let the space Q = {x(t)|x(t) € C[0, T] }, endowed with the norm ||x|| = max{|x(t)|,
t € [0, T]}. Itis clear that (Q, |.||) is a Banach space. Moreover, let S = {y(t)|y(t) € C[0,T] },

endowed with the norm ||y|| = max{|y(t)|,t € [0, T]}. The product space (Q x S, ||(x,y)]|)
is also a Banach space with the norm ||(x,y)|| = ||x]| + [|v/-

In view of Lemma 1 we define the operator Z: Q x S — Q x S by:

Z(x,y)(t) = (Z1(x,y)(8), Za(x,y) (1)),
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where:
_ _ 2 i, — _
22(,) (1) =™ a1 1) ) — b [ M) (11 ) 51
—/OT (IP~1g) (s)ds + k/OT /Oxe_k(x_s) (IP~1g) (s)dsdx}
+ae Kkt [pz (Iﬁ—lg) (Z2) — sz/ng e k(G2—s) (Iﬁ—lg) (s)ds—/OT (Ia—lf) (s)ds
+k/ / V(11 (s )dsdx}
+; {Ayz (I“ilf) (1) — A‘uZ/Wz e k(12—s) (I"‘*lf) (s)ds _%/OT (Iﬁflg) (s)ds (8)
HA—p) [ [t (1971g) (oyasart B2 (191 ()
_BPZ/ e—k(Cz—S) (Iﬁ—lg) (s)ds—%/OT (Ia—lf) (S)dS
+(B-T) / / J(1*71f) (s )dsdx—}—Tpl/gl e KG=s) (1F1g) (5)ds
Fiapn /O M=) (11 £) (5)ds | + / ) (1% f) (s)ds,
and:
2
2ol ) (1) =0e ¥ [uz(f"“lf)(nz) ~ / K (101 £) (5)ds
T
—/O (1F-1g ds+k/ / ) (1P1g) (s)dsd
&2 T
e M [pz(lﬁlg)(éz) - kpz/o e He=) (1P g) (S)ds—/0 (I*71f) (s)ds
+k/ / N1 (s )dsdx}
+= [Ckyz(l”‘lf) (n2) — C‘uz/oi72 e K(1=s) (I"71f)(s)ds —%/OT (1F~1g) (s)ds 9

T
-1 /Oxe—k@f—S)(Iﬁ—l ) (s)dsdx+ P2 (1815 (22)
¢ T
7Dp2/ ze_k(gz—s) (I,B—l S ds*%/o (Io(—lf) (S ds
4
D m / / k(x—s) sz 1 )( )deer,MlPl/ 1e—k(Cl—S)(Iﬁ—18)(s)dS

+Tpt1/0 e km=s) (-1 ds +/ ) (1P71g) (s)ds.

Theorem 1. Assume f,g : C([0, T] x R?> — R are jointly continuous functions, and there exists

constants hy, hy € R, such that ¥V x1,x2,y1,y2 € R,Vt € [0, T| we have:

|f(t x1,x2) = f(ty1,y2)| < h(|x2 — xa] + |y2 — y1l),
1g(t, x1,%2) — f(t,y1,y2)| < ha(lx2 — x1| + [y2 — y1])-
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If:
hq (M] + Mg) + hz(Mz + M4) <1,

then the boundary value problems (1) and (2) have a unique solution on [0, T, where:

| (@t D)|Apgle ¥ Tyo® (app 14k ) | Ale KT T (a+1+kT) Ta
M = { T(a+2) + F(oc+1)+
|Apa 2" (a+1) (a2 ' +k) +T%(|B| (w+1)+KT|B—T|)+k(a+1) 101
kI (a+2) | T2 —p1 1 | ’
_ | (B TP([Ae™ T +KT ) +|Apale T 5P (B+1) (B2 ' +k)
M, = T2 +

TP (JA|(B24B) +k| A—p1|T?)+(B+1)|Bp2|2P (BTo 1 +k) +k| Tp1[51P
kT (B+2)| T2 —py 1| ’

Ma — (a+1)[0pale T ipp® (a1 k) +||e *TT* (a+1+kT)
3= T (a+2)

{|CH2|772“(0¢+1)(“7721+k)+T“(|D|(“+1)+kT|D—ﬂ1|)+k(“+1)|ﬂ1T|’71“]

kF(lX+2)|T2—}l1‘01|
_ | (B TP(I8le T +kT) +|tpale TP (B+1)(BG2 ' +k) TP
My = T(B+2) T T

TP=1(|C|(B*+B)+k|C—T|T?)+(B+1)|Dp2|2P (BZ2 ' +k)+k|u1p111P
kT (B+2)| T2 —py 1| '

sup

. _ sup B
Proof. Define OStSTf(t’O’O) = fo < oo, OStSTg(t'O’O) = g0 < oo and

Q. ={(x,y) € QxS:(x,y) <e}and e > 0such that:

e > (M1 + Mg)fo + (M2 + M4)go
T 1— [l (My + M3) + ha (M + My)]

Firstly, show that ZQ), C Q).
By our assumption, for (x,y) € Q, t € [0,T] , we have:

LF(&x(8), y(0)] < |f (£ x(8),y(8)) = f(£,0,0)] + |f(£,0,0)],

< ([x()] +y(B)]) + fo < m(x+y) + fo,
< hye + fo, (10)

and:
lg(t,x(t),y(1))] < ha([x()[ + |y(t)]) + g0 < ha2(x +y) + 8o,
< hpe + go, (11)
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1Z1(x,y)(

|21, y) (£)|<

which leads to:
1< AT [l (19 £ (r2) + Kl [ 75029 (1272 ) 5)
+/ (1P1)g]) (s ds+k// Kx=s) (181 |g|) (s dsdx]

+[A[e” kT[|Pz|(15 gD () +k|pz!/ KEs) (181 g])( ds+/ (1 £]) (s

+k/ / e K= (12 £ 1) (s) dsdx}

_|_||[|Ali2|(11x 1‘f’ ) (172) |A,u2|/ k(2= I”‘ 1|f|) ds+| ‘/ 18— 1’ ‘

Fla—pl [ [ et (191 g (spasax + 1221 pz‘(’“l |) &)

+ B [t (181 gl o) + B [T (171 ) )

+\B—T]/ / ~k(x=3) (%=1 £|) (s)dsdx

o] [ O @ gl s+ [ K0 (121 ) )|
L0<t< T/O e k(=) (11| £ (5)ds

Using (10) and (11) to get:

e T () e o

+ [A[e7*T (/OT (1*711) (s)ds + k/T /xe—"<x—5> (1“—11)(s)dsdx>
+|(‘]|(|A£2|(I“ 1) (2) +}Ay2|/ K(2=s) (1711 (s)ds + ‘B|/ *711)(s)ds
FB| [ [t () (s + | [ e““s“w1n@mﬁ

[ ey @ 7]

+[|Ale*T (/OT (IF711) (s)ds + k/OT /Ox e ka=s) (117 (s)dsdx)

+ [A[e7*T <|pz| (IF11)(22) +k]p2\/€2 e—k(Z2—s) (Iﬁ_ll)(s)ds>

|w|<|A|/ (1F~11)(s)ds + | A — p1|/ / KCe=s) (1611 (s) dsdx + 122! £2|(1ﬁ 1) (%)

lave [ o) g
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(0 +1)|Apz|e T (aipp ™t + k) + [A|e T T*(a + 14 kT) N ™
I'a+2) I'(a+1)

LAt 1) (e 4 K) +T“<!B!<w+1>+kTIB—Tl>+k<“+1>‘“1f”|’““] A1l

kT (a +2)|w]
(B+1)TF(|Ale™*T +kT) + |Ap2|e T3P (B+1)(BG2 ! + k)
r'(B+2)

N TP (|A|(B* + B) + k| A — p1|T?) + (B +1)|Bo2|02P (BZ2 ! + k) + k| Tp1| 24P el
kT (& + 2) |w] 8

+

Hence, by (8) we have:
€
1Z1(x, Il < ( My + haMp)e + (Mi fo + Mago) < 5. (12)
In similar way, we get:

|Z2(x,y)|| < (M3 +haMy)r + (Msfo + Mago) < (13)

N[ ™

From (12) and (13), we obtain:
1ZCey)ll < e.

Now, show that Z is a contraction.
Let (x1,y1), (x2,42) € Q x S,Vt € [0, T}, then we get:
1Z1(x1,y1) — Z1(x2,y2) | < maMa([[x1 — x| + [ly1 — y2ll) +haMa([lx1 — x2| + [[y1 — v2l]), (14)
1Z2(x1,y1) — Za(x2,y2)[| < laMs([[x1 — x2| + [lyr — y2ll) + haMa([[x1 — 22| + [[y1 — y2[)- (15)
From (14) and (15), we deduced that:

1Z(x1,y1) = Z(x2,y2) | < (I (M1 + M3) + ha(Mz + Ma))([lx1 = %2l + [[y2 = yal)-

Since hi (M1 + M3) + ha (M, + My) < 1, therefore, Z is a contraction operator. Thus,
by Banach’s fixed point theorem, the operator Z has a unique fixed point on [0, T], which is
the unique solution of the problem (1) and (2), and completes the proof. U

The second result is based on the Leray—Schauder alternative.

Lemma 2 (Leray-Schauder alternative [18], p. 4). Let F:E — E be a completely con-
tinuous operator (i.e., a map restricted to any bounded set in E is compact). Let E(F) =
{x € E:x = AF(x) forsome0 < A < 1}. Then, either the set E(F) is unbounded, or F has
at least one fixed point.

Theorem 2. Assume f,g: C([0, T] x R? — R are continuous functions and there exists positive
real constants 0;, 9;(i = 0,1,2) such that Vx; € R, (i = 1,2) we have:
|f(t, x1,x2)] < 60+ 01]x1| + 02| x2,
|g(t, x1,x2)| < B+ Oy |x1| + 2|x2].
If:
(My + M3)61 + (My+ My)t < 1,

and:
(My+ M3)6y + (My + My)tp < 1.
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|Z1(x, y) (t2) =

Then the problems (1) and (2) have at least one solution.

Proof. The proof will be divided into several steps [24-26].

Step 1. Show that Z is completely continuous. The continuity of the operator holds
true because of the continuity of the function f, g.

Let R be a bounded set in Q, = {(x,y) € QxS:||(x,y)| < e}. Then, there exists
positive constants ny, ny such that:

(b8, ()] < my, [0t x(5), y(8)] < na, ¥t € [0,T],
then, for any (x,y) € R we have |Z1(x,y)(t)| < Miny + Mpny, which implies that:
1Z1(x, y)|| < Miny + Many.

Similarly, we get HZz(x, y) || < Msznq + Myn,.
Thus, it follows from the above inequalities that the operator Z is uniformly bounded, since:

1Z(x,y)|| < (My+ Mz)ny + (M + My)ny

Next, we show that the operator is equicontinuous.
Let ty,tp € [0, T] with t; < t;. Then we have:

Zi(xy)(t)
<110l (11 1£1) () + Klal 0 (11 1) o)

w [ @k [ [ (18 gl ()]

HAeHE i (1]} (@) + K / G (10 g s)s + [ (171 1) ()
[ /Oe—’“H)(1“-1|f|><s>dsdx}+ [ et 1 ) (o)

[ e 1 ) (o)

< [AfeKE) [wzm(I“-H) (12) + Kl | [ 709 (19711) s)ds

+n2/ (1F-11)( ds—i—knz/ / (15 11)(s)dsdx}
M) [|pznz|(1ﬁ 1) (G2) + Klpana| / KT (1971) (s)ds
+n1/0 (111 ds+kn1/ / ) (14 11)(s)dsdx}
- [( / S ek<ns>) (1711 (s)ds +

Hence, we have [|Z1(x,y)(t2) — Z1(x,y)(t1)|| = 0 independent of x and y as t; — t;.
Similarly, ||Zy(x,y)(t2) — Z2(x,y)(t1)|| = 0 independent of xand y as t, — t; .

Therefore, the operator Z(x,y) is equicontinuous, and thus the operator Z(x,y) is
completely continuous.

Step 2. Boundedness of operator.

Finally, show thatr = {(x,y) € Q x S: (x,y) = MZ(x,y),N € [0,1]} is bounded.

Let:

? e klta=s) (2= l1)(5)515}

t

x(t) = MZy(x,y)(t), y(t) = MZy(x,y)(t).
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Then:
[x(t)] < My (6 + 01|x| + 02y|) + Na(8o + O1[x| + B2y]),
and:
ly(t)| < M3(6p + 01x| + 62]y[) + Na(o + 1 x| + O2|y]).
So, we get:
[[x]| < My (60 + 01]x| + 62]y[) + Ma (8 + 1 x| + G2|y]), (16)
and:
[yl < Ms(60 + 61]x[ + 02]y|) + Ma(8o + S1[x| + d2y|). (17)

From (16) and (17), we obtain:

[lx]| + [yl < (My 4 M3)6p + (Ma + My) 8y + (M1 + M3)6; + (M2 + My) )| x||
+((My + M3)02 + (M + My)82) |ly]|-

Therefore:
”(x )H < (M1 + M3)90 + (Mz -+ M4)l90
YN Mo ’

where My = min{l — (Ml + M3)91 — (Mz + M4)l91,1 — (Ml + M3)92 — (M2 + M4)l92}
that is r bounded. By the Leray-Schauder theorem, the existence of a solution to the
boundary value problem holds true on [0, T]. O

4. Ulam-Hyers Stability

The Ulam-Hyers stability for our suggested system (1) will be investigated by consid-
ering the below inequality:

{ ‘DD +k)x(t) — f(t,x(t), y(t)) < e, t €0, T], (18)

‘DPH(D +k)y(t) — gt x(t),y(t)) < &2, t €[0,T],

where €1, €5 are given two positive real numbers.
Define the following nonlinear operators N;, N, € C([0,T],R) x C([0,T],R) —
C([0, T], R):

DD+ k)x(t) — f(t,x(1),y(t) = Nu(t), t € [0, T],
‘DPTH(D +k)y(t) — g(t, x(t),y(t)) = Na(t), t € [0, T].

For some ¢1,&, > 0, we consider the following inequality:

|N1(f)| <eg, |N2(i’)| < e, te [0, T]. (19)

Definition 4 [27,28]. The boundary value problem (1) is Ulam—Hyers stable if there exists
M;,i = 1,2,3,4 such that for the given €1, e, > 0 and for each solution (x,y) € C([0,T] x R?, R)
of inequality (18), there exists a solution (x*,y*) € C([0, T] x R%, R) of problem (1) with:

|x(t) —x*(t)| <Miegg+Mpe, te [O,T],
ly(t) —y* ()] < Mz &1+ My &2, £ € [0, T].

Theorem 3. If the assumptions of Theorem 1 hold, then the BVB (1), (2) is Ulam—Hyers stable.
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Proof. Let (x,y) € C([0,T],R) x C([0, T],R) be the solution of the problem (1) and (2),
satisfying (8) and (9), and let (x*, y*) be any solution satisfying:

{ ‘DD + k)x*(t) = f(t,x*(t),y* (t)) + Ny (t), t € [0,T],
‘DFH(D+k)y*(t) = g(t,x* (1), y*(t)) + Na(t), t € [0, T].

It follows that:
(1) = e a1 1) () — K [ (14 ) o)

—/ (1F-1g) ds+k// eK(=s) (1B-1g) dsdx}
0

—he K [pz(lﬁl )(Z2) — koo / % ke (1P-1g) (5)ds — /OT (I*71f) (s)ds

+k/ / —k(x—s) I“ 1 dsdx}

S S Ve _ " k(p—s) (a1 AT
e (AR ) - e [ (1 05— % [ (1))
+HA=p / / K(x=s) (1B-1g) (s)dsdx + ]f (F19)(22)
&
_sz/ —k(G2—s) [!5 o ds——/ (1~ 1y

+(B— T/ / —kx=s) (a1 dsdx+Tp1/ e MO (1P1g) (s)ds

+1101 /O e Kln=s) (=1 f) (s)ds] - /0 e KE=3) (1% £) (5)ds

< AT [w ("IN ) (1) + Klpal [ 09 (101 N (1)) ()

+/ (1P |No (1) dS+k/ / —k(r=9) (1B=1| Ny (1) dsdx]
(H)(

+/O (11 Ny (¢ ds—l—k/ / e k(=) (=1 Ny (1) dsdx]
+w['A"2'<I“—1|N1< ) () + g K0 (11 s (1)) )
AL @ o) )dstA—pr] [ [ e (187 g0 s
2L (101 N ) G2) + [ e HE) (18 o)) )

H BTl s+ 1B -1 [ [T (1 N )] (s

+Me-”[|p2|(1ﬁ—1|Nz<t>|)<52 )+ ko] [ o469 (181 (e

01 1
—I—T|p1|./0 e—"@l—S)(Iﬁ—1|N2(t)|)(s)ds+|y1p1|/0 e =) (11| Ny (1)) (5)ds

+ [T o)) s,
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< |lafe M () 0m) e—’f("ﬂ)(f“‘ll)(s)ds)
+|A|e”(/0 (s [ [t (1) s
e (Al i) ) g [ e e s+ 2L [T (1) oy
+HB-T / / ) (1 ) s+ ] [ K (1411) () )
b [l e 11)()4
e [|A|e-” (P s sk [ ek () s )

e (ool (B710) @)+ Kipal 77460 (1810 o)

+|w<|A|/O ([ﬂ 11)( ds—|—|A P1|/ / k(x—s) IB 11)( )dsdx—|- |B£2|(15,11)(€2)

+|Bpa| / kea=s) (1P~ 11)(5)615)]— e1M; + &,M,.
By the same method, we can obtain that:

ly(t) —y*(t)] < Mz e1 + My &2,

(20)

(21)

where M;,i = 1,2, 3,4 are mentioned before. By (20) and (21), the nonlinear sequential
coupled system of Caputo fractional differential equations is Ulam—-Hyers stable and

consequently, the system (1) is Ulam—Hyers stable. [J

Example 1. Consider the following system of a fractional differential equation:

cnl/2 1 |x(t)] sin 1
DVA(D+1)x(1) = s (T +sinu()) + 4 te 01

DY3(D+1)y(t) = sin(x(t)) + y(t)) +1, t€0,1]

1(
27(4 4 t)? 1+ |x(t)|
1

1 / /
/0 x(s)ds = y(l/Z),/O x'(s)ds = =2y’ (1/2),
1

/Oly(s)ds = —3x(1/3), / y'(s)ds = x'(1).

Jo
Here:
k=1a= ;ﬁ = %,T =lm=10= %/Pz =-2,0= %/Pll =-3m= %/742 =1 m=1
We found:
M = 4.5398, My = 4.9766, My = 2.7046, My = 5.872,hy — %,hz - %

It’s clear that f, g are jointly continuous functions, where:

t .
fbxy) = srss (Hlfﬁc()t‘n +Smy(t)) X
8(t3) = gt (sin(x(0) + i) +1

(22)
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Now, check that iy (M; + M3) + hp(My + My) < 1.
Hence:

1 1
——(7.2444) + ——(10.8486) = 0.14 1.
567‘[( )+327T( 0.8486) = 0.149 <

Thus, all the conditions of Theorem 1 are satisfied, and problem (22) has a unique
solution on [0, 1].

Example 2. Consider the following system of fractional differential equation:

cpl _ 1 e 'cos(x(t)) ly(t)]
DXD+Dx(0) = G372+ S0 r e T 1800 + 2y | € 01

D3 (D + 1)y(t) = cos? (t) + 7e_tsag(()x(t)) + %, te[0,1]

25 4 t2

1 1 /

/0 x(s)ds = y(l/z),/o x'(s)ds = =2y'(1/2),
1 1

/0 y(s)ds = —3x(1/3),/0 y'(s)ds = x'(1).

(23)

Here:

4

1 1 1
/,B — ng* 1/,0] — 1/61 — EIPZ — _2/€2 — E/;’ll — _3/7]1 - 5/]"2 - 1/ 772 — 1

We found:
M; = 4.5398, M, = 4.9766, M3 = 2.7046, My = 5.872.

It’s clear that f, g are jointly continuous functions and:

F(tx9)] < g5 + 10 l%] + 10 ¥l

Thus: 6) = &, 61 = 1h5, 02 = 125, 0= &, 81 = 735, B2 = 745 -
Note that:
(M1 + M3)91 + (M2 + M4)191 =0.1288 < 1,

and:
(My + M3)0; + (Mp + My)dp = 0.1422 < 1.

Thus, all the conditions of Theorem 2 are satisfied, and problem (23) has at least one
solution on [0, 1].

5. Conclusions

The existence, stability, and uniqueness for the solution of the coupled system of
Caputo-type sequential fractional differential equations that involve integral boundary
conditions were investigated. Leray-Schauder’s alternative was implemented to show
the existence of the proposed system and the Banach’s contraction principle was used to
examine the uniqueness of the solution. The Ulam-Hyers stability of the proposed system
was investigated, and it was found that the presented system was stable and unique; an
example has been given to illustrate certain related aspects. The presented approach may
be extended to obtain numerical solutions for a coupled system of Caputo-type sequential
fractional differential equations, which will be discussed in detail at a later stage.
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