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Abstract

In this paper we obtain an explicit formula of the parameter dependence of the par-
tial derivatives of the Green’s functions related to two-point boundary conditions. Such
expression follows as an integral of both kernels times the difference of the corresponding
parameters of each Green’s function. As a direct consequence, we deduce a simpler proof
of the monotony of the constant sign of the partial derivative of a Green’s function with
respect to a real parameter. As a consequence, we improve the results obtained in [1],
where the monotone dependence was proved for the constant sign Green’s function (not
for any ot its partial derivatives) and under weaker assumptions on the Green’s function.
The arguments are valid for any other types of Ordinary Differential Equations coupled
to Nonlocal Conditions. Moreover, analogous ideas could be developed for Partial and
Fractional Differential Equations.

1 Introduction

Let M ∈ R and k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} be given, and consider the following n-th order linear
two-point boundary value problem:

Tn,k [M ] u (t) = σ (t) , t ∈ I := [a, b] , Bi (u) = 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (PM
n,k)

where,
Tn,k [M ] u (t) := Lnu (t) +M u(k)(t), t ∈ I,

with
Lnu (t) = u(n) (t) + a1 (t)u

(n−1) (t) + · · ·+ an (t)u (t) , t ∈ I,
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and

Bi (u) =
n−1
∑

j=0

(

αi
ju

(j) (a) + βi
ju

(j) (b)
)

, i = 1, . . . , n,

being αi
j , β

i
j real constants for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and j ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, σ, aj ∈ C(I) for all

j ∈ {0, . . . , n}.
We are looking for solutions that belongs to the space Cn(I).
Despite we consider the previous ODE coupled to the general two-point boundary con-

ditions, as we will see along the proofs of the paper, the arguments could be adapted for a
wider set of situations that cover, among others, ODEs with Nonlocal condtions, as Difference,
Fractional or Partial Differential Equations.

First, we introduce the concept of Green’s function related to Problem (PM
n,k), see [1,

Definition 1.4.1] for details.

Definition 1.1. We say that gn,k[M ] ∈ Cn−2(I× I)∩Cn((I× I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I}) is the Green’s
function related to Problem (PM

n,k) if and only if it is the unique solution of problem

Tn,k [M ] (gn,k[M ](t, s)) = 0, t ∈ I\{s}, Bi (gn,k[M ](·, s)) = 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (1.1)

for any s ∈ (a, b) fixed.
Moreover, it satisfies the following jump condition at the diagonal of the square of definition:
For each t ∈ (a, b) there exist and are finite, the lateral limits

∂n−1

∂tn−1
gn,k[M ](t−, t) =

∂n−1

∂tn−1
gn,k[M ](t, t+) and

∂n−1

∂tn−1
gn,k[M ](t, t−) =

∂n−1

∂tn−1
gn,k[M ](t+, t)

(1.2)
and, moreover,

∂n−1

∂tn−1
gn,k[M ](t+, t)−

∂n−1

∂tn−1
gn,k[M ](t−, t) =

∂n−1

∂tn−1
gn,k[M ](t, t−)−

∂n−1

∂tn−1
gn,k[M ](t, t+) = 1.

(1.3)

Notice that, as a direct consequence of the regularity assumptions of the Green’s function
coupled to the jump condition (1.3) in previous definition, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 1.2. Let M ∈ R, k, l ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} be given. Then, for any s ∈ (a, b) fixed, the
following properties are fulfilled:

(i) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M ] (·, s) vanishes on [a, s) then it cannot be identically zero on (s, b].

(ii) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M ] (·, s) vanishes on (s, b] then it cannot be identically zero on [a, s).

In order to deduce some comparison results for the constant sign of the partial derivatives
of the Green’s functions, we prove the following preliminary technical results.
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Lemma 1.3. Let k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, l ∈ N and M ∈ R be fixed. Suppose that aj ∈ C l(I) for
all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then gn,k[M ] ∈ Cn−2(I × I) ∩ Cn+l((I × I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I}).

Moreover, for each t ∈ (a, b) and m ∈ {n − 1, . . . , n + l}, there exist and are finite, the
lateral limits

∂m

∂tm
gn,k[M ](t−, t) =

∂m

∂tm
gn,k[M ](t, t+) and

∂m

∂tm
gn,k[M ](t, t−) =

∂m

∂tm
gn,k[M ](t+, t). (1.4)

Proof. From equation (1.1), since aj ∈ C l(I) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and gn,k[M ] ∈ Cn((I ×
I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I}), by defining p(j) := min {j, l}, we deduce that each term on (1.1) satisfies

aj(t)
∂n−j

∂tn−j
gn,k[M ](t, s) ∈ Cp(j)((I × I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I}), j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Thus, we have that, provided l ≥ 1, gn,k[M ] ∈ Cn+1((I × I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I}).
But this property implies that

aj(t)
∂n−j

∂tn−j
gn,k[M ](t, s) ∈ Cp(j+1)((I × I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I}), j ∈ {1, . . . , n}

and, in consequence, gn,k[M ] ∈ Cn+2((I × I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I}), whenever l ≥ 2.
By recurrence, using that p(m) = l for all m ≥ l, we arrive at

gn,k[M ] ∈ Cn+l((I × I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I}).

Arguing in an analogous way on the limit identities (1.2), we deduce the equalities in (1.4)
from (1.1).

Remark 1.4. Notice that, under the hypotheses of Lemma 1.3, we have that for any m ∈
{n − 1, . . . , n + l}, the partial derivatives ∂m

∂tm
gn,k[M ] can be continuously extended to the

closed triangles {(t, s), a ≤ t ≤ s ≤ b} and {(t, s), a ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b}. In particular, by considering

such continuous extensions, the partial derivatives ∂j

∂tj
gn,k[M ] are bounded in I × I for all

j ∈ {0, . . . , n+ l}.

Remark 1.5. It is very well know that any nontrivial solution of the homogeneous linear
equation Tn[M ](u(t)) = 0, t ∈ I, has (if any) a finite number of zeros on the bounded interval
I. Despite this, provided that aj ∈ C l(I) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, any of its derivatives u(i),
i ∈ {1, . . . , n + l}, may be non trivial and have infinitely many zeros on the bounded interval
I. To see this, it is enough to consider the following first order homogeneous linear problem:

u′(t) = pl(t)u(t), t ∈ [−1, 1], u(0) = 1, (1.5)

where, for any l ∈ N, function pl is defined as

pl(t) :=

{

t2 l+1 sin
(

1
t

)

, if t 6= 0

0, if t = 0.
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Since pl ∈ C l([−1, 1]), we have that the unique solution of Problem (1.5), which is given
by the expression

u(t) = e
∫ t

0
pl(s) ds, t ∈ [−1, 1],

belongs to C l+1([−1, 1]) and is strictly positive on [−1, 1].
Moreover, since function pl vanishes at infinitely many points in any neighborhood of

t = 0, we conclude, from (1.5), that u′ do too. So, as a direct consequence, any derivative u(i),
i ∈ {1, . . . , l + 1}, is a non trivial function and has infinitely many zeros on [−1, 1].

Tacking into account previous remark, we introduce the following result that ensures that
the corresponding derivatives with respect to t of the considered Green’s function are the
solutions of a homogeneous linear Ordinary Differential Equation and, in particular, if they
are nontrivial, have a finite number of zeros on any bounded interval.

Lemma 1.6. Let k, l ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} and M ∈ R be fixed. Suppose that aj ∈ C l(I) for all
j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and consider the following functions given by recurrence:

(i) a0(t) = 1 for all t ∈ I.

(ii) bj,0(t) = aj(t) for all t ∈ I and j ∈ {0, . . . , n}\{k}.

(iii) bk,0(t) = ak(t) +M for all t ∈ I.

(iv) b0,r(t) = 1 for all t ∈ I and r ∈ {1, . . . , l}.

(v) If bn,r−1(t) = 0 for all t ∈ I, then bj,r(t) = bj,r−1(t)+b′j−1,r−1(t), for all t ∈ I, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}
and r ∈ {1, . . . , l}.

(vi) If bn,r−1(t) 6= 0 for all t ∈ I, then bj,r(t) = bj,r−1(t)+bn,r−1(t)
(

bj−1,r−1

bn,r−1

)′
(t), for all t ∈ I,

j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and r ∈ {1, . . . , l}.

Thus, if either l = 0; or l ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and, for any r ∈ {1, . . . , l} given, one of the two
following properties holds:

1. bn,r−1 (t) = 0 for all t ∈ I,

2. bn,r−1 (t) 6= 0 for all t ∈ I and, either
(

bn−1,r−1

bn,r−1

)′
(t) 6= −1 for all t ∈ I or

(

bn−1,r−1

bn,r−1

)′
(t) =

−1 for all t ∈ I,

then, for any s ∈ (a, b) fixed, it is satisfied that

Hl

(

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M ](t, s)

)

= 0, t ∈ I\{s}, (1.6)

where
Hl (u(t)) := u(n) (t) + b1,l (t) u

(n−1) (t) + · · · + bn,l (t)u (t) , t ∈ I.
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Proof. To avoid tedious notation, the proof will be done for operator Ln, i.e., the case M = 0.
The general situation, for any M ∈ R, holds by using the notation ak(t) ≡ ak(t) +M .

First, note that, from Lemma 1.3, we know that gn,k[0] ∈ Cn+l((I × I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I} and,
as a consequence, the left side in equation (1.6) is well defined.

The case l = 0 is just equation (1.1).
Consider now l = 1. For every s ∈ (a, b) fixed, denoting by vs(t) := gn,k[0](t, s), and

differentiating on equation (1.1) with respect to t, we have that

Ln

(

v′s(t)
)

+ a′1 (t) v
(n−1)
s (t) + · · · + a′n−1 (t) v

′
s (t) + a′n (t) vs (t) = 0, t ∈ I\{s}.

So, if an (t) (= bn,0(t)) = 0 for all t ∈ I, from (i)− (vi) we deduce that (1.6) holds.
In the second case, that is, an (t) (= bn,0(t)) 6= 0 for all t ∈ I, by substituting in (1.1), we

have that

vs (t) =
(

−v(n)s (t)− a1 (t) v
(n−1)
s (t)− · · · − an−1 (t) v

′
s (t)

)

/an(t), t ∈ I\{s}.

In consequence, it is not difficult to verify that

H1

(

v′s(t)
)

:= v(n+1)
s (t) + b1,1 (t) v

(n)
s (t) + · · · + bn,1 (t) v

′
s (t) = 0, t ∈ I\{s},

where the coefficients are given in (i)− (vi).
To study the case l = 2, it is enough to change in previous argument aj by bj,1 for all

j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n}.
The rest of the situations, for l ≤ n− 1, are proven analogously.
We point out that, to apply the recurrence method, we must take into account that the

inequality
(

bn−1,r−1

bn,r−1

)′
(t) 6= −1 for all t ∈ I implies that bn,r(t) 6= 0 for all t ∈ I, while

(

bn−1,r−1

bn,r−1

)′
(t) = −1 for all t ∈ I says us that bn,r(t) = 0 for all t ∈ I.

Remark 1.7. Notice that, if l ≥ 1, from (i)− (vi) in previous lemma, it is immediate to verify
that bj,r ∈ C l−r(I), for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and r ∈ {1, . . . , l}. In particular, all the coefficients
of Hl are continuous in I.

Remark 1.8. If the coefficients of operator Ln are constant, then it is immediate to verify
that Lemma 1.6 hols. Moreover, bj,r = aj for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and r ∈ {1, . . . , l} and, as a
direct consequence, Hl = Tn,k[M ] for all l ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.

Thus, as a direct consequence of Lemma 1.6 and Remark 1.7, we arrive at the following
result.

Corollary 1.9. Let M ∈ R and l, k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} be given. Assume that the hypotheses in
Lemma 1.6 are satisfied. Then, for any s ∈ (a, b) fixed, the following properties are fulfilled:

(I)
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M ] (·, s) either vanishes in [a, s) or has (if any) a finite number of zeros in [a, s).

5



(II)
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M ] (·, s) either vanishes on (s, b] or has (if any) a finite number of zeros in (s, b].

(III) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M ] (·, s) vanishes on [a, s) then has (if any) a finite number of zeros in (s, b].

(IV ) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M ] (·, s) vanishes on (s, b] then has (if any) a finite number of zeros in [a, s).

Proof. The properties (I) and (II) hold from the fact, proven in Lemma 1.6, that
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M ] (t, s)

is the solution of a homogeneous linear ordinary differential equation on I\{s} with continuous
coefficients.

Assertions (III) and (IV ) hold from condition (1.3) and items (I) and (II).

Now, we enunciate the following consequence of Fredholm’s Alternative that ensures the
existence and uniqueness of the solution of problem (PM

n,k).

Theorem 1.10. Problem (PM
n,k) has a unique solution if and only if the homogeneous problem

Tn,k [M ] u (t) = 0, t ∈ I, Bi (u) = 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (1.7)

has only the trivial solution.
In such a case, the unique solution un,k[M ] of (PM

n,k) is given by the expression

un,k[M ] (t) =

∫ b

a

gn,k[M ] (t, s) σ (s) ds, t ∈ I,

with gn,k[M ] the Green’s function introduced in Definition 1.1.

2 A linking formula

In this section we obtain a formula that links the expression of ∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M ], l ∈ {0, . . . , n},

for two different values of the real parameter M . Such expression will allow us to prove
the monotone behavior of such derivatives with respect to the parameter M , under suitable
assumptions on the constant sign of such derivative at one value of the parameter and the one
of ∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M ] at the other.

Before present the obtained formula, we enunciate the following result, proved by the author
in [1, Theorems 1.8.1, 1.8.5, 1.8.6 and 1.8.9], in which is proved, for k = 0, that the interval
where the Green’s functions have constant sign is, if not empty, and interval. Moreover, the
Green’s function is monotone nonincreasing with respect to the parameter M in such interval.
The proof in such reference is completely different to the one that is proved here. The proof
given there follows from monotone iterative techniques and lower and upper solutions methods.
The result is the following:
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Theorem 2.1. Let k = 0 and M1, M2 ∈ R be given. Suppose that Problem (P
Mj

n,0 ) has a
unique solution for any continuous function σ and j = 1, 2. Suppose that the two related
Green’s functions, gn,0[Mj ], have the same constant sign on I × I for j = 1, 2. Then, if
M1 < M2 it is satisfied that gn,0[M2] ≤ gn,0[M1] on I × I.

Moreover, for any M̄ ∈ (M1,M2), Problem (P M̄
n,0) has a unique solution for any continuous

function σ, and the related Green’s function gn,0[M̄ ] satisfies gn,0[M2] ≤ gn,0[M̄ ] ≤ gn,0[M1] on
I × I.

In the sequel, we deduce two explicit formulas that links the values of two Green’s functions
related to two different parameters.

Theorem 2.2. Let M0,M1 ∈ R and k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} be fixed. Suppose that problem (P
Mj

n,k ),
j = 0, 1, has a unique solution. Let gn,k[Mj ], j = 0, 1, be the Green’s functions related to

problem (P
Mj

n,k ), j = 0, 1, respectively. Then, the two following identities are fulfilled for all
t, s ∈ I:

gn,k[M1] (t, s) = gn,k[M0] (t, s) + (M0 −M1)

∫ b

a

gn,k[M0] (t, r)
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr. (2.1)

gn,k[M1] (t, s) = gn,k[M0] (t, s) + (M0 −M1)

∫ b

a

gn,k[M1] (t, r)
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] (r, s) dr. (2.2)

Proof. For any j = 0, 1, let un,k[Mj ] be the unique solution of problem (P
Mj

n,k ), j = 0, 1. From
Theorem 1.10, they are given by the expression

un,k[Mj ] (t) =

∫ b

a

gn,k[Mj ] (t, s)σ (s) ds, t ∈ I, j = 0, 1. (2.3)

To prove equality (2.1), we use that problem (PM1

n,k ) can be rewritten as:

Tk [M0] un,k[M1] (t) = (M0 −M1)u
(k)
n,k[M1] (t) + σ (t) , Bi (un,k[M1]) = 0, i = 1, . . . , n.

Then, we know that the unique solution of the previous problem satisfies

un,k[M1] (t) =

∫ b

a

gn,k[M0] (t, s) (M0 −M1)

(
∫ b

a

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (s, r)σ (r) dr

)

ds

+

∫ b

a

gn,k[M0] (t, s)σ (s) ds

=(M0 −M1)

∫ b

a

[
∫ b

a

gn,k[M0] (t, s)
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (s, r) ds

]

σ (r) dr

+

∫ b

a

gn,k[M0] (t, s)σ (s) ds.

Since previous equality is valid for all σ in C(I), using (2.3), we conclude that equality
(2.1) holds.
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We point out that the identity

u
(k)
n,k[M1](t) =

∫ b

a

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (t, s)σ (s) ds

follows directly from the fact that gn,k[M1] ∈ Cn−2(I × I) provided that k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 2}.
When k = n− 1 it holds from the fact that gn,k[M1] ∈ Cn((I × I)\{(t, t), t ∈ I}) together the
jump conditions (1.2) and (1.3).

Identity (2.2) is proven in an analogous way.

Now, from Definition 1.1, by a direct derivation on identities (2.1) and (2.2), we arrive at
the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let l, k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} be given. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 2.2, the
following identities hold for all t, s ∈ I whenever l < n− 1. Otherwise, if l = n − 1, they are
fulfilled for all t, s ∈ I such that t 6= s:

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) + (M0 −M1)

∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr.

(2.4)
and

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) + (M0 −M1)

∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] (r, s) dr.

(2.5)
Moreover, for all k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} fixed, we have the following identity for all t, s ∈ I

such that t 6= s:

∂n

∂tn
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂n

∂tn
gn,k[M0] (t, s) + (M0 −M1)

∫ b

a

∂n

∂tn
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr

+(M0 −M1)
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (t, s) . (2.6)

and

∂n

∂tn
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂n

∂tn
gn,k[M0] (t, s) + (M0 −M1)

∫ b

a

∂n

∂tn
gn,k[M1] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] (r, s) dr

+(M0 −M1)
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] (t, s) . (2.7)

Thus, by identifying the equalities (2.4) and (2.5), together (2.6) and (2.7), we deduce the
following corollary:

Corollary 2.4. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 2.2, the following identity holds for all
k, l ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} and all t, s ∈ I (for l = n− 1 the identity holds by subtracting the lateral
limits on the diagonal of I × I):
∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr =

∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] (r, s) dr. (2.8)

8



Moreover, for all t, s ∈ I, t 6= s, the following equality is fulfilled:

∫ b

a

∂n

∂tn
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr +

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (t, s) (2.9)

=

∫ b

a

∂n

∂tn
gn,k[M1] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] (r, s) dr +

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] (t, s) .

As a direct consequence of Theorem 2.3 we deduce the following monotony property with
respect to the parameter M of the l-th derivative of the Green’s function related to problem
(PM

n,k).

Corollary 2.5. On the conditions of Theorem 2.2, given k, l ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} and t, s ∈ I
(t 6= s if l = n− 1), if M0 6= M1 we have that the following assertions are equivalent:

1.
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) >

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s).

2. (M0 −M1)

∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr > 0.

3. (M0 −M1)

∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] (r, s) dr > 0.

Thus, assuming the same constant sign property of the l-th partial derivative with respect
to t of the Green’s function for one parameter and the k-th partial derivative with respect to
t for the other one, we are in conditions to prove the following monotony decreasing property
with respect to the parameter M .

Theorem 2.6. Assume that we are under the conditions of Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 1.6. Let
k, l ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} and (t, s) ∈ (a, b)× (a, b) be fixed. Suppose that M0 < M1 and that one of
the two following properties is fulfilled:

(i) Both
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] and

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] are either non negative or non positive on I × I.

(ii) Both
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] and

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] are either non negative or non positive on I × I.

Then one of the three following properties holds:

1.
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = 0 if t ∈ [a, s).

2.
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = 0 if t ∈ (s, b].

3.
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) <

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s).

9



Proof. We will make the proof for case (i). Case (ii) holds in an analogous way. Moreover, we
will assume that both functions are non negative on I × I. The arguments when they are non
positive are the same.

To prove the result we divide the proof in several steps. All the possibilities are deduced
from Corollary 1.9.

(a) First we assume that
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (·, s) > 0 on I\{As}, with As ⊂ I a finite set.

(a1) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, ·) > 0 on I\{Bt}, with Bt ⊂ I a finite set, the strict inequality

follows immediately from (2.4).

(a2) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, ·) > 0 on [a, t)\{Bt}, with Bt ⊂ I a finite set and vanishes on (t, b].

We have that (2.4) is written as

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s)−

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = (M0 −M1)

∫ t

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr < 0.

(a3) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, ·) > 0 on (t, b]\{Bt}, with Bt ⊂ I a finite set and vanishes on [a, t).

We have that (2.4) is written as

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s)−

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = (M0 −M1)

∫ b

t

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr < 0.

(b) Now we assume that
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (·, s) > 0 on [a, s)\{As}, with As ⊂ I a finite set and

vanishes on (s, b].

(b1) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, ·) > 0 on I\{Bt}, with Bt ⊂ I a finite set, then (2.4) gives us

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s)−

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = (M0 −M1)

∫ s

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr < 0.

(b2) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, ·) > 0 on [a, t)\{Bt}, with Bt ⊂ I a finite set and vanishes on (t, b].

We have that

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s)−

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = (M0 −M1)

∫ min {t,s}

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr < 0,

(b3) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, ·) > 0 on (t, b]\{Bt}, with Bt ⊂ I a finite set and vanishes on [a, t).

We have that if t ∈ (a, s) then

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s)−

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = (M0 −M1)

∫ s

t

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr < 0.
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On the contrary, if t ∈ (s, b), we conclude that

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = 0.

Thus, we are in the situation 2. of the enunciate.

(c) Now we assume that
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (·, s) > 0 on (s, b]\{As}, with As ⊂ I a finite set and

vanishes on [a, s).

(c1) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, ·) > 0 on I\{Bt}, with Bt ⊂ I a finite set, then (2.4) gives us

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s)−

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = (M0 −M1)

∫ b

s

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr < 0.

(c2) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, ·) > 0 on [a, t)\{Bt}, with Bt ⊂ I a finite set and vanishes on (t, b].

So, if t ∈ (s, b), we have that

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s)−

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = (M0 −M1)

∫ t

s

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr < 0.

Now, if t ∈ (a, s), we conclude that

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = 0,

and we are in the situation 1. of the enunciate.

(c3) If
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, ·) > 0 on (t, b]\{Bt}, with Bt ⊂ I a finite set and vanishes on [a, t).

We deduce that

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s)−

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = (M0 −M1)

∫ b

max {s,t}

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, r)

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (r, s) dr < 0.

Remark 2.7. Notice that in previous proof, case (b) can be only true if k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 2}.
The case k = n− 1 is not possible because of the jump condition (1.3).

Remark 2.8. We point out that the situations (a2) and (a3) can be true only if k 6= l. We
prove the case (a2). The other case is deduced in a similar way.

Thus, considering the case (a2) for k = l, we arrive at the following contradiction:

0 <
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] (t, s) <

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = 0, for all s ∈ (t, b].

Similar arguments show us that the situation k = l is not possible for the cases (b2) whenever
t ∈ (a, s) and (c3) if t ∈ (s, b)
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Remark 2.9. We point out that the particular case of l = k = 0 and constant sign Green’s
functions has been proved in [1, Theorems 1.8.1 and 1.8.6] but, in such proofs, the obtained
inequalities are non strict.

Furthermore, the proof of the theorem 2.6 is simpler than the one given in that reference
and provides much more additional information. It obviously covers a huge set of different
situations.

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 2.6 we can prove the following result for different
constant sign derivatives of the Green’s functions.

Theorem 2.10. Assume that we are under the conditions of Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 1.6.
Let k, l ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} and (t, s) ∈ (a, b) × (a, b) be fixed. Suppose that M0 < M1 and that
one of the two following properties is fulfilled:

(i) Both
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] and

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] have constant sign on I × I. Moreover, one is non

negative and the other one is non positive on I × I.

(ii) Both
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] and

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] have constant sign on I × I. Moreover, one is non

negative and the other one is non positive on I × I.

Then one of the two following properties holds:

1.
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = 0 if t ∈ [a, s).

2.
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) =

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s) = 0 if t ∈ (s, b].

3.
∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M1] (t, s) >

∂l

∂tl
gn,k[M0] (t, s).

Remark 2.11. We point out that Remark 2.8 and the analogous one to Remark 2.7 are valid
for this situation too.

As a direct consequence of previous result, we arrive at the following one when k = l.

Corollary 2.12. Assume that we are under the conditions of Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 1.6.

Then, if
∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M0] ≥ 0 ≥

∂k

∂tk
gn,k[M1] on I × I, we have that M1 < M0.

3 Parameter Set of Constant Sign Green’s Function

In this section, under suitable additional conditions on the sign of the Green’s function related
to the operator Tn,k [M ], we will study the monotony behavior of their l-th order derivatives
with respect to t, for l ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} and k = 0.

In the line of [1, Section 1.8] we introduce the concepts of strongly positive and strongly
negative Green’s function as follows.

12



Definition 3.1. We say that the Green’s function related to problem (PM
n,k) is strongly positive

in I × I if it satisfies the following property:

(Pg) There is a continuous function φ(t) > 0 for all t ∈ (a, b) and k1, k2 ∈ L1(I), such that
0 < k1(s) < k2(s) for a.e. s ∈ I, satisfying

φ(t) k1(s) ≤ gn,k[M ](t, s) ≤ φ(t) k2(s), for a.e. (t, s) ∈ I × I.

We say that the Green’s function related to problem (PM
n,k) is strongly negative in I × I if it

satisfies the following property:

(Ng) There is a continuous function φ(t) > 0 for all t ∈ (a, b) and k1, k2 ∈ L1(I), such that
k1(s) < k2(s) < 0 for a.e. s ∈ I, satisfying

φ(t) k1(s) ≤ gn,k[M ](t, s) ≤ φ(t) k2(s), for a.e. (t, s) ∈ I × I.

Now, we say that λ is an eigenvalue of problem (PM
n,k), if the following problem has a

nontrivial solution:

Tn,k [M ] u (t) = λu (t) , t ∈ I, Bi (u) = 0, i = 1, . . . , n. (3.1)

Thus, considering k = 0, for any l ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} be given, we study the dependence on
M of the l-th derivative with respect to t of the Green’s function. To do this, we define the
sets of values in which the corresponding partial derivatives have constant sign on I × I as
follows:

Pl = {M ∈ R :
∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M ] (t, s) ≥ 0 ∀ (t, s) ∈ I × I}

and

Nl = {M ∈ R : ∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M ] (t, s) ≤ 0 ∀ (t, s) ∈ I × I}.

On the two following results, the case l = k = 0 is described.

Lemma 3.2. [1, Lemma 1.8.33] Let M̄ be fixed. If problem (P M̄
n,0) has a unique solution for

any σ ∈ C(I) and its related Green’s function gn,0[M̄ ] satisfies condition (Pg). Then, if the
set P0 is bounded from above, it is given as the interval P0 =

(

M̄ − λ1, M̄ − µ̄
]

, with λ1 > 0

the smallest positive eigenvalue of problem (P M̄
n,0), and µ̄ ≤ 0 such that problem (P M̄−µ̄

n,0 ) has a

unique solution for any σ ∈ C(I) and the related nonnegative Green’s function, gn,0[M̄ − µ̄],
vanishes at some points of the square I × I.

Lemma 3.3. [1, Lemma 1.8.25] Let M̄ be fixed. If problem (P M̄
n,0) has a unique solution for

any σ ∈ C(I) and its related Green’s function gn,0[M̄ ] satisfies condition (Ng). Then, if the
set N0 is bounded from below, it is given as the interval N0 =

[

M̄ − µ̄, M̄ − λ1

)

, with λ1 < 0

the biggest negative eigenvalue of problem (P M̄
n,0), and µ̄ ≥ 0 such that problem (P M̄−µ̄

n,0 ) has

a unique solution for any σ ∈ C(I) and the related nonpositive Green’s function gn,0[M̄ − µ̄]
vanishes at some points of the square I × I.
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To finalize this introductory properties, we present the following relation between the ex-
tremes of NT and PT .

Theorem 3.4. [1, Theorem 1.8.36] Let M̄ ∈ R be such that problem (P M̄
n,0) has a unique

solution for any σ ∈ C(I) and its related Green’s function gn,0[M̄ ] satisfies condition (Pg). If
the interval NT is nonempty then sup (N0) = inf (P0).

Theorem 3.5. [1, Theorem 1.8.35] Let M̄ ∈ R be such that problem (P M̄
n,0) has a unique

solution for any σ ∈ C(I) and its related Green’s function gn,0[M̄ ] satisfies condition (Ng). If
the interval PT is nonempty then sup (N0) = inf (P0).

Theorem 3.6. Assume that gn,0[M̄ ] satisfies condition (Pg) for some M̄ ∈ R. By denoting
P0 = (M̄0, M̄1] if it is bounded from above, and P0 = (M̄0,+∞) otherwise, we have that the
two following properties are fulfilled:

(i) Suppose that Pl 6= ∅ for some l ∈ {1, . . . , n−1} fixed and there is M1 ∈ Pl such that M1 >

M̄0. Then inf (Pl) = inf (P0) = M̄0. Moreover, we have that function ∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M ] (t, s)

is nonincreasing with respect to M ∈ (M̄0,min {sup (P0), sup (Pl)}]. If both supreme are
equal to +∞ the previous interval is open on the right extreme.

(ii) Suppose that Nl 6= ∅ for some l ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} fixed and there is M1 ∈ Nl such
that M1 > M̄0. Then inf (Nl) = inf (P0) = M̄0. Moreover, we have that function
∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M ] (t, s) is nondecreasing with respect to M ∈ (M̄0,min {sup (P0), sup (Pl)}]. If

both supreme are equal to +∞ the previous interval is open on the right extreme.

Proof. We will prove the case (i). Case (ii) holds in an analogous way.
We will assume that both sets are bounded from above. Thus, we denote M̃l = sup {Pl} ∈

R. The other situations hold analogously.
So, let M0 ∈ P0 be such that M0 < M1. Thus, as an immediate application of identity

(2.5) for k = 0, we conclude that

0 ≤
∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M1] (t, s) ≤

∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M0] (t, s) for all (t, s) ∈ I × I.

In particular, we have that M0 ∈ Pl, and, as a consequence, P0 ∩ Pl 6= ∅.
Since this argument is valid for all M1 ∈ Pl such that M1 > M̄0 and M0 ∈ (M̄0,M1) ∩ P0,

we conclude that (M̄0,min {M̄1, M̃l}] ⊂ Pl.
Now, taking M̄0 < M̃0 < M̃1 < min {M̄1, M̃l}, using again (2.5) for k = 0, we arrive at

0 ≤
∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M̃1] (t, s) ≤

∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M̃0] (t, s) , for all (t, s) ∈ I × I

and we have that the ∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M ] (t, s) is nonincreasing with respect toM ∈ (M̄0,min {M̄1, M̃l}].

To see that inf (Pl) = inf (P0) = M̄0, assume, on the contrary, that there is M2 ∈ Pl such
that M2 < M̄0.
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First, since gn,0[M̄ ] satisfies condition (Pg) we have, in particular, that gn,0[M̄ ](t, s) > 0 for
a.e. (t, s) ∈ I × I. So, arguing as in the proof of Theorem 2.6, (a), for k = l = 0, and working
with equality (2.5), we deduce that gn,0[M ] is strictly decreasing with respect to M ∈ (M̄0, M̄ ]
and, as a consequence, gn,0[M ](t, s) > 0 for all (t, s) ∈ (a, b) × (a, b) on (M̄0, M̄ ].

In the same way, arguing again as in the proof of Theorem 2.6, (a), for k = 0, we conclude
that

∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M2] (t, s) >

∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M ] (t, s) ≥ 0, for all (t, s) ∈ (a, b)× (a, b) and M ∈ (M̄0, M̄1].

(3.2)
On the other hand, since M̄0 is an eigenvalue of our problem, we have that the Green’s

function gn,0[M̄0] does not exist, see [1, Theorem 1.2.10] for details.
As a consequence, from the fact that gn,0[M ] is nonincreasing on (M̄0, M̄1], we have that

there exists lim
M→M̄+

0

gn,0[M ](t, s) for all (t, s) ∈ I × I, and it is equals to +∞ on a set of

positive Lebesgue measure A ∈ I × I. Indeed, if the limit is real for a.e. (t, s) ∈ I × I, we

have that problem (P M̄0

n,0 ) has at least one solution for any σ ∈ C(I). Now, using [1, Theorem

1.2.10] again, we deduce that the solution is unique and, therefore, M̄0 is not an eigenvalue of
our problem.

Now, integrating in [a, b] with respect to s in (2.5), we have that

−

∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M0] (t, s) ds = −

∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M2] (t, s) ds

+(M0 −M2)

∫ b

a

∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M2] (t, r) gn,0[M0] (r, s) drds

≥ −

∫ b

a

∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M2] (t, s) ds

+(M0 −M1)

∫

A

∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M2] (t, r) gn,0[M0] (r, s) drds.

So, since M2 ∈ Pl is fixed, the strictly positive sign of the considered Green’s functions in
the integral implies that the limit whenM0 → M̄+

0 of the right hand side of previous equation is
equals to +∞. But, such property says us that for M0 > M̄0, close enough to M̄0, the function
∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M0] (t, s) takes strictly negative values at some points in I × I, which contradicts the

first part of the proof.

In an analogous way, one can prove the following result.

Theorem 3.7. Assume that gn,0[M̄ ] satisfies condition (Ng) for some M̄ ∈ R. By denoting
N0 = [M̄1, M̄0) if it is bounded from above, and N0 = (−∞, M̄0) otherwise, we have that the
two following properties are satisfied:

(i) Suppose that Nl 6= ∅ for some l ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} fixed and there is M1 ∈ Nl such
that M1 < M̄0. Then sup (Nl) = sup (N0) = M̄0. Moreover, we have that function
∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M ] (t, s) is nonincreasing with respect to M ∈ [max {inf (N0), inf (Nl)}, M̄0). If

both infimum are equal to −∞ the previous interval is open on the left extreme.
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(ii) Suppose that Pl 6= ∅ for some l ∈ {1, . . . , n−1} fixed and there is M1 ∈ Pl such that M1 <

M̄0. Then sup (Pl) = sup (N0) = M̄0. Moreover, we have that function ∂l

∂tl
gn,0[M ] (t, s)

is nondecreasing with respect to M ∈ [max {inf (N0), inf (Nl)}, M̄0). If both infimum are
equal to −∞ the previous interval is open on the left extreme.

4 Examples

Example 4.1. It is very well known [2] that the second order mixed problem

u′′(t) +M u(t) = σ(t), t ∈ I, u(0) = u′(1) = 0,

has a unique solution for every M 6= (π2 + k π)2, k = 0, 1, . . ..
Moreover, the related Green’s gM,0 function is strictly negative on (0, 1]× (0, 1] if and only

if M < π2

4 and changes its sign on I × I for every M > π2

4 , M 6= (π2 + k π)2, k = 0, 1, . . ..
Moreover it is immediate to verify that g0 satisfies condition (Ng).

As a direct consequence of Theorem 3.7, (i), for the particular case of k = l = 0, we
have that for any (t, s) ∈ (0, 1]× (0, 1] function gM,0(t, s) is strictly decreasing with respect to

M ∈
(

−∞, π
2

4

)

.

Now, from Definition 1.1, we have that

∂2

∂t2
gM,0 (t, s) = −M gM,0 (t, s) , t ∈ I\{s}. (4.1)

Thus, if M ∈
(

0, π
2

4

)

, we have that ∂
∂t
gM,0 (·, s) is strictly increasing on I\{s}. So, from the

fact that ∂
∂t
gM,0 (1, s) = 0, together the jump condition (1.3), we conclude that

∂

∂t
gM,0 (t, s) < 0 for all (t, s) ∈ [0, 1) × [0, 1) and M ∈

(

0, π
2

4

)

.

Using again 3.7, (i), in this case for k = 0 and l = 1, we deduce that ∂
∂t
gM,0 (t, s) is strictly

decreasing with respect to M ∈
(

0, π
2

4

)

.

It is immediate to verify that ifM = 0 then ∂
∂t
g0,0 (t, s) = −1 if t ∈ [0, s) and ∂

∂t
g0,0 (t, s) = 0

if t ∈ (s, 1]. Moreover, from (4.1), we deduce that ∂
∂t
gM,0 is strictly decreasing on I\{s} for all

M < 0. In consequence, the sign of gM,0 coupled to the boundary condition at (1, s), allows
us to ensure that ∂

∂t
gM,0 changes its sign on I × I for all M < 0

Example 4.2. Consider now that the second order mixed problem

u′′(t) +M u′(t) = σ(t), t ∈ I, u(0) = u′(1) = 0,

it is very easy to verify that it has a unique solution for every M ∈ R, and the corresponding
Green’s function is given by the expression

gM,1(t, s) =

{

1−eMs

M
0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1

eMs(e−Mt−1)
M

0 < t < s ≤ 1
, if M 6= 0, and g0,1(t, s) =

{

−s 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1

−t 0 < t < s ≤ 1.
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It is obvious that gM,1 is negative on (0, 1] × (0, 1] for all M ∈ R. Moreover, since

∂

∂t
gM,1(t, s) =

{

0 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1

−eM(s−t) 0 < t < s ≤ 1
.

In this case, the expression of the Green’s function is very easy to manage, and so we can
deduce the monotony behavior with respect to the parameter M .

Anyway, by using Theorem 2.6, for k = 1 and l = 0, we deduce immediately that function
gM,1(t, s) is strictly decreasing with respect to M ∈ R for all (t, s) ∈ (0, 1] × (0, 1].

The same result, applied to the values k = l = 1, says us that ∂
∂t
gM,1 = 0 for all t ∈ (s, 1]

and it is strictly decreasing with respect to M ∈ R for all t ∈ (0, s).
Notice that in this example, Theorem 3.7 is not applicable, because we are considering the

dependence with respect the parameter coefficient of u′ instead of the one of u.
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