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1. Introduction

Numerous processes in Physics, Engineering or Biology [11, 12] are modelled by an ordinary
differential equation type

x′(t) = f(t, x(t), max
t−h≤s≤t

x(s)) , t ∈ [0, T ].

These class of delay functional equations are known as equation with maxima, and on it the
behavior of a solution in a time t depends on the maximum value reached by this solution in a
previous interval [t− h, t], where h > 0 is a delay parameter.

In practical situations to find the solution of the equation is very difficult, so we consider
the analogous discrete of the differential equation that is used as model. This leads to the
difference equations.

In particular, we study the following first order difference implicit equation with maxima

∆uk = f

(
k, uk+1, max

l∈{k−h+1,...,k+1}
ul

)
, k ∈ I,(1.1)

uk = ϕ(k, u), k ∈ Ih,(1.2)

where ∆uk = uk+1−uk, I = {0, 1, . . . , T − 1}, Ih = {−h+ 1, . . . ,−1}, f ∈ C(I ×R×R,R) and
ϕ ∈ C(I × RT+h,R).

A solution of this equation will be an element u = (u−h+1, . . . , u0, . . . , uT ) of RT+h, satisfying
(1.1) and (1.2).

We look for solutions that satisfy nonlinear functional boundary conditions type

B(u0, u) = 0,

with B : R× RT+h → R a continuous function.
1
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To be concise, the considered problem is the following.

∆uk = f (k, uk+1, (φu)k+1) , k ∈ I,(1.3)

uk = ϕ(k, u), k ∈ Ih,(1.4)

B(u0, u) = 0,(1.5)

where function φ : RT+h −→ R is defined by

(1.6) (φu)k := max
l∈{k−h,...,k}

ul, for all k ∈ {0, . . . , T}.

Throughout this paper we denote by J = {−h+1, . . . , T}. Moreover we say that two functions
x and y defined on a discrete interval K satisfy that x ≤ y on K if and only if xk ≤ yk for all
k ∈ K and we will denote

[x, y] = {z : K → R; xk ≤ zk ≤ yk, for all k ∈ K}.
To deduce the existence results, we assume that there is a pair of related lower and upper
solutions, that are given by the following definition.

Definition 1.1. We define the concept of related lower and upper solutions of problem (1.3) –
(1.5) as a pair α = {α−h+1, . . . , α0, . . . , αT} and β = {β−h+1, . . . , β0, . . . , βT} of real sequences
such that αk ≤ βk for all k ∈ J ,

∆αk ≤ f(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1), k ∈ I,

∆βk ≥ f(k, βk+1, (φβ)k+1), k ∈ I,

αk ≤ ϕ(k, α) ≤ ϕ(k, β) ≤ βk, k ∈ Ih

and

(1.7) B(α0, u) ≤ 0 ≤ B(β0, u), for all u ∈ [α, β].

It is clear that when B(α0, ·) and B(β0, ·) are nonincreasing then the equation (1.7) becomes

B(α0, α) ≤ 0 ≤ B(β0, β).

This is the case, for instance, of the periodic problem (u0 = uT )

B(x, y) = x− yT

that we will refer as (PP ), or the multi-point boundary conditions (u0 =
l∑

k=0

ak u(jk))

B(x, y) = x−
l∑

k=0

ak y(jk),

with ak ≥ 0 and {jk}n
k=0 ⊂ J .

It is important to note that in this case the dependence of function u on the values of negative
integers is also considered.

Note that initial condition u0 = c0 is also covered. In this case we must define B(x, y) = x−c0

and, as a consequence, α0 ≤ c0 ≤ β0.
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It is clear that in the above situations the definition of a lower solution and an upper
solution has no relationship so, in fact, they are not “related”. This term has only sense when
the nonincreasing character of B(α0, ·) or B(β0, ·) does not hold.

If B(α0, ·) and B(β0, ·) are nondecreasing, then equation (1.7) can be rewritten as

B(α0, β) ≤ 0 ≤ B(β0, α).

Under this formulation, in which both functions appear simultaneously, can be treated the anti
- periodic boundary value conditions (u0 = −uT )

B(x, y) = x + yT .

It is important to note that this type of boundary conditions covers nonlinear situations as

u0 = max
k∈J0

uk, with J0 ⊂ J,

or

u0 = min
k∈J1

uk, with J1 ⊂ J,

or

u0 =
∑

k∈J2

gk(uk), J2 ⊂ J,

for suitable choices of functions gk.

We remark that, as in the case of multipoint boundary value conditions, the dependence of
function u on the values of negative integers is considered.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove the existence of at least one
solution of problem (1.3) – (1.5) lying between α and β. In Section 3, by assuming some
suitable monotonicity properties on function B, we prove the existence of extremal solutions
of the considered problem. Moreover we present a monotone iterative technique that allows
us to approximate the extremal solutions. Finally, in Section 4, we present some examples to
illustrate the obtained results.

2. Existence of solutions

This section is devoted to prove the existence of solutions of a nonlinear first order boundary
value problem in which functional dependence on the boundary conditions is allowed. We
generalize the results given in [5] for the implicit non delayed case and nonfunctional boundary
value conditions, in [3] for non delayed case and in [2] for periodic boundary value problems.

The obtained result is the following.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that there exist α and β a pair of related lower and upper solutions of
problem (1.3) – (1.5). Assume also that B ∈ C(R×RT+h,R), f(k, ·, ·) is a continuous function
in [αk+1, βk+1]× [(φα)k+1, (φβ)k+1] for all k ∈ I, and ϕ(k, ·) is a continuous function in [α, β]
for every k ∈ Ih.

If f(k, x, ·) is nondecreasing for every (k, x) ∈ I× [αk+1, βk+1] and ϕ(k, ·) is also nondecreas-
ing for every k ∈ Ih, then problem (1.3) – (1.5) has at least one solution u ∈ [α, β].
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Proof. Consider the following modified problem:

∆uk = f(k, p(k + 1, u(k + 1)), (φ̄u)k+1), k ∈ I,(2.1)

uk = ϕ(k, ū), k ∈ Ih,(2.2)

u0 = p(0, u0 −B(u0, u)),(2.3)

where p(k, r) = max {αk, min {r, βk}} for all k ∈ J and r ∈ R, and ū, φ̄ u : RT+h → R are
defined as ū(k) = p(k, u(k)) and φ̄u(k) = φ ◦ ū(k) for all k ∈ J .

First we see that Problem (2.1) – (2.3) has a solution. Clearly u is a solution of (2.1) – (2.3)
if and only if u = col(u−h+1, . . . , u0, . . . , uT ) is a solution of the matrix equation

(2.4) Au = F (u),

where A = (aij) is defined by

aij =





1, i = j,
−1, h + 1 ≤ i = j + 1,

0, otherwise,

and F (u) is the transpose of the vector(
ϕ(−h + 1, ū), . . . , ϕ(−1, ū), p(0, u0 −B(u0, u)), f(0, p(1, u1), (φ̄u)1), . . . , f(T − 1, p(T, uT ), (φ̄u)T )

)
.

Then, we rewrite (2.4) as the fixed point equation u = A−1F (u) ≡ H u. Obviously, H
is a continuous map from RT+h to RT+h. By definition of p there exists K > 0 such that
‖Hu‖∞ ≤ K. Thus, Brower fixed point Theorem implies the existence of a fixed point of H
and, in consequence, the existence of a solution of problem (2.1) – (2.3).

Let u be one of such solutions. Suppose that u 6≥ α in J .

From the definition of p, we have that ū ∈ [α, β]. Now the nondecreasing character of ϕ(k, ·)
implies that αk ≤ uk ≤ βk for all k ∈ Ih.

Let j0 = min {j ∈ I such that αj > uj} ≥ 1. Obviously αj0−1 ≤ uj0−1, in consequence, since
p(k, u(k)) ≥ αk for all k ∈ J and f is nondecreasing in the third variable, from the definition
of φ and φ̄ we have that

∆uj0−1 = f(j0 − 1, αj0 , (φ̄u)j0) ≥ f(j0 − 1, αj0 , (φα)j0) ≥ ∆αj0−1.

Thus, 0 > uj0 − αj0 ≥ uj0−1 − αj0−1 ≥ 0 and we attain a contradiction.

Reasoning similarly with β, we conclude that u ∈ [α, β].

If u0 − B(u0, u) < α0, by definition of function p, we have that u0 = α0, and then, since
u ∈ [α, β], from condition (1.7), we arrive at

α0 > α0 −B(α0, u) ≥ α0,

which is a contradiction.

The other inequality u0 −B(u0, u) ≤ β0 holds similarly.
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Thus, every solution u of (2.1) – (2.3) is a solution of (1.3) – (1.5) and it belongs to [α, β]. ¤
As a direct consequence of this result we can prove the following ones

Corollary 2.1. Suppose that there exist α ≤ β on J satisfying the following inequalities

∆αk − f(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1) ≤ 0 ≤ ∆βk − f(k, βk+1, (φβ)k+1), k ∈ I

and

αk ≤ ck ≤ βk, k ∈ {−h + 1, . . . , 0}.

If f(k, ·, ·) is a continuous function in [αk+1, βk+1]× [(φα)k+1, (φβ)k+1] such that f(k, x, ·) is
nondecreasing for every (k, x) ∈ I × [αk+1, βk+1], then the initial value problem

∆uk = f(k, uk+1, (φu)k+1), k ∈ I,

uk = ck, k ∈ {−h + 1, . . . , 0},
has at least one solution u ∈ [α, β].

Corollary 2.2. Suppose that there exist α ≤ β on J satisfying the following inequalities

∆αk − f(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1) ≤ 0 ≤ ∆βk − f(k, βk+1, (φβ)k+1), k ∈ I,

αk ≤ ϕ(k, α) ≤ ϕ(k, β) ≤ βk, k ∈ Ih,

α0 ≤ αT and β0 ≥ βT .

If f(k, ·, ·) is a continuous function in [αk+1, βk+1]× [(φα)k+1, (φβ)k+1] such that f(k, x, ·) is
nondecreasing for every (k, x) ∈ I × [αk+1, βk+1] and ϕ(k, ·) is a continuous function in [α, β]
such that ϕ(k, ·) is nondecreasing for every k ∈ I, then the periodic problem

∆uk = f(k, uk+1, (φu)k+1), k ∈ I,

uk = ϕ(k, u), k ∈ Ih,

u0 = uT ,

has at least one solution u ∈ [α, β].

This result gives us an alternative existence result to the one given in [2, Theorem 3.3], where
the existence of solutions is ensured whenever ϕ(k, u) = u0 and f satisfies the inequalities

f(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1) + Mαk+1 + N(φα)k+1 ≤ f(k, xk+1, (φx)k+1) + Mxk+1 + N(φx)k+1

≤ f(k, βk+1, (φβ)k+1) + Mβk+1 + N(φβ)k+1,

for some N < M such that either (N + M) T < 1 or N T (1 + M)−1−h < 1.

Corollary 2.3. Suppose that there exist α ≤ β on J satisfying the following inequalities

∆αk − f(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1) ≤ 0 ≤ ∆βk − f(k, βk+1, (φβ)k+1), k ∈ I,

αk ≤ ϕ(k, α) ≤ ϕ(k, β) ≤ βk, k ∈ Ih,

α0 ≤ −βT and β0 ≥ −αT .
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If f(k, ·, ·) is a continuous function in [αk+1, βk+1]× [(φα)k+1, (φβ)k+1] such that f(k, x, ·) is
nondecreasing for every (k, x) ∈ I × [αk+1, βk+1] and ϕ(k, ·) is a continuous function in [α, β]
such that ϕ(k, ·) is nondecreasing for every k ∈ Ih, then the anti – periodic problem

∆uk = f(k, uk+1, (φu)k+1), k ∈ I,

uk = ϕ(k, u), k ∈ Ih,

u0 = −uT ,

has at least one solution u ∈ [α, β].

Whenever ϕ(k, u0) = u0, this last result is [1, Corollary 2.1], for the non delayed case in
which f does no depend on the third variable.

3. Extremal solutions

In this section we improve the existence result given in the previous section in the particular
case of B(x, ·) was a nonincreasing function for each x ∈ [α0, β0]. To be concise, we prove that,
if such monotonicity property holds and function ϕ is defined in I×R, under the hypotheses of
Theorem 2.1, problem (1.3) – (1.5) has the maximal and the minimal solutions lying between
α and β. Here, we say that x∗ is the maximal solution in [α, β] if any other solution y ∈ [α, β]
satisfies that y ≤ x∗. The concept of minimal solution is analogous by reversing the inequality.
We refer to the maximal and minimal solutions as extremal solutions.

As we have noted before, this result is applicable to initial, periodic and multi-point boundary
value problems.

The monotonicity condition imposed in B cannot be relaxed. To see this, it is enough to
think about the following anti - periodic boundary value problem

(3.1) ∆uk = g(uk+1), k ∈ I, uk = u0 = −uT , k ∈ Ih, T odd,

with g : R→ R defined as

g(x) =





4− 2x, if x > 1
2 x, if |x| ≤ 1
−2x− 4, if x < −1.

It is obvious that α ≡ −2 and β ≡ 2 are a pair of related lower and upper solutions of (3.1).
So, Theorem 2.1 ensures the existence of at least one solution u ∈ [−2, 2].

Let u be a solution of the equation

∆uk = g(uk+1), k ∈ I.

From the fact that function f(x) ≡ x− g(x) satisfies the following conditions:

• f is strictly increasing in (−∞,−1] ∪ [1, +∞),
• f(x) = −x for all x ∈ [−1, 1],
• f is one to one in (−∞,−5/3) ∪ (5/3, +∞),
• f [−5/3, 5/3] = [−1, 1].
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We conclude that the equation u0 = f(x), with u0 ∈ (−1, 1) has exactly three solutions, but
only one belongs to (−1, 1) which is equals to −u0. The other ones are x1 = (u0 + 4)/3 > 1
and x2 = (u0 − 4)/3 < −1. It is not difficult to verify that the solutions that start at x1 and
x2 are strictly monotone.

On the other hand we have that f(x) = ±1 if and only if u1 = ∓1 and v1 = ∓5/3 and the
solution that start at v1 is strictly monotone.

If u0 ∈ (1, 2] then u1 = (u0 + 4)/3 > 1 and, by recurrence we conclude that uk > 1 for all
k ∈ J , that is, u cannot be a solution of (3.1).

In an analogous way one can verify that if u0 ∈ [−2,−1) then the solutions are strictly
decreasing.

As a consequence the unique solutions of problem (3.1) in [−2, 2] satisfy that u0 ∈ [−1, 1].
In this case, one can verify that uk = (−1)k u0 are the unique solutions of problem (3.1), so we
deduce that this problem has no extremal solutions in [α, β].

One can see sufficient conditions that ensure the uniqueness of solutions of non delayed
equations and develop iterative methods of approximate it in [1, 3]. Existence results under
different definitions of lower and upper solutions for this type of equations are given in [8].

Now, we prove the existence of extremal solutions.

Theorem 3.1. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 2.1, if B(u0, ·) is a nonincreasing function
for each u0 ∈ [α0, β0] and ϕ(k, u) ≡ ϕ(k, u0) then problem (1.3) – (1.5) has extremal solutions
lying between α and β.

Proof. From Theorem 2.1 we know that problem (1.3) – (1.5) has at least one solution in [α, β].

Let x1, x2 be two solutions of problem (1.3) – (1.5) in [α, β] and define, for each k ∈ J ,
functions γ(k) = max {x1(k), x2(k)} and δ(k) = min {x1(k), x2(k)}.

In an analogous way to [5, Theorem 2.2], it is not difficult to verify that (γ, β) and (α, δ) are
two pairs of related lower and upper solutions of problem (1.3) – (1.5). As a consequence, by
using Theorem 2.1 again, we have that there exist u1 ∈ [γ, β] and u2 ∈ [α, δ] two solutions of
this problem. So the set of solutions in [α, β] is directed and, see [7] for details, it has extremal
solutions in [α, β]. ¤

Now, we are in a position to approximate the extremal solutions of problem (1.3) – (1.5), as
follows.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied and also that there
exists a constant m > 0 such that

(H) f(k, y, z) + m y ≤ f(k, x, z) + m x, k ∈ I, αk+1 ≤ y ≤ x ≤ βk+1, z ∈ [(φα)k+1, (φβ)k+1].

Then there exist two monotone sequences in RT+h, {γn} and {δn} such that α = γ0 ≤ γn ≤
δn ≤ δ0 = β for every n ∈ N, which converge (componentwise) to the minimal and the maximal
solutions of (1.3) – (1.5) in [α, β], respectively.



8 ATICI, CABADA, AND FERREIRO

Proof. Let η ∈ [α, β]. Define Gη(k, x, y) = f(k, ηk+1, (φη)k+1) + m(ηk+1 − x), ϕη(k, x) =
ϕ(k, η0) and Bη(x, y) = B(x, η).

We consider the following problem:

(Pη)





∆uk = Gη(k, uk+1, (φu)k+1); k ∈ I,
uk = ϕη(k, u0), k ∈ Ih,
0 = Bη(u0, u).

We have that for each η ∈ [α, β] and k ∈ I function Gη(k, ·, ·) is continuous and Gη(k, x, ·)
is nondecreasing. Furthermore

Gη(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1)− f(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1) = f(k, ηk+1, (φη)k+1) + m(ηk+1 − αk+1)−
f(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1) ≥ f(k, ηk+1, (φα)k+1) + m(ηk+1 − αk+1)− f(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1) ≥ 0.

In consequence

∆αk ≤ Gη(k, αk+1, (φα)k+1) k ∈ I.

In the same way, we deduce that

∆βk ≥ Gη(k, βk+1, (φβ)k+1) k ∈ I.

Furthermore

αk ≤ ϕ(k, α0) ≤ ϕη(k, α) = ϕ(k, η0) = ϕη(k, β) ≤ ϕ(k, β0) ≤ βk, k ∈ Ih,

and

Bη(α0, α) = B(α0, η) ≤ B(α0, α) ≤ 0 ≤ B(β0, β) ≤ B(β0, η) = Bη(β0, β).

Let ξ be the minimal solution of problem (1.3) – (1.5) in [α, β]. Such a solution exists by
Theorem 3.1. Clearly ξ is a solution of (Pξ).

Furthermore, for all η ≤ ξ, it is satisfied that

∆ξk ≥ Gη(k, ξk+1, (φξ)k+1), k ∈ I; ξk ≥ ϕη(k, ξ), k ∈ Ih; Bη(ξ0, ξ) ≥ 0.

Thus, from Theorem 3.1 we have that for each η ∈ [α, ξ], problem (Pη) has extremal solutions
on [α, ξ].

Now, we define γ1 as the minimal solution in [α, β] of problem (Pα).

By recurrence, we define γn+1 as the minimal solution in [γn, β] of problem (Pγn). By
construction this sequence is nondecreasing in J , in consequence there exists ψ ∈ RT+1 such
that

ψ(k) = lim
n→∞

γn(k) k ∈ J .

Clearly

∆ψk = f(k, ψk+1, (φψ)k+1) k ∈ J .

The continuity of B and ϕ implies that ψ is a solution of (1.3) – (1.5).



FIRST ORDER DIFFERENCE EQUATIONS WITH MAXIMA 9

Now, using that ψ ∈ [γn, ξ] for all n ∈ N, we deduce that ψ is the minimal solution of
problem (1.3) – (1.5) in [α, β] .

Defining δn+1 as the maximal solution in [α, δn] of problem (Pδn) we approximate the maximal
solution in [α, β] of problem (1.3) – (1.5). ¤

As we have seen in the proof, the nondecreasing assumption on function f is fundamental
to ensure the validity of the result, in fact such a condition cannot be dropped as we can see
in the following example in which function f is decreasing in the third variable and, despite it
satisfies condition (H) for all m > 0, there is no solution lying between a pair of given lower
and upper solutions.

Example 3.1. Let h = 2 be fixed. Consider problem

∆uk = −2(φu)k+1, k ∈ {0, 1}, u−1 = u0 = u2.

It is not difficult to verify that it has a unique solution, given by the constant function zero.
Now, defining α = {−1,−1,−1,−1} and β = {1, 1,−1, 0}, we have a lower and an upper
solution of this problem respectively, such that α ≤ β on J and for which there is no solution
in [α, β]. ¤
Remark 3.1. As we have noted previously, the obtained results for problem (1.3) – (1.5) are
still valid for the periodic problem (PP ). In fact, we deduce, by using Theorem 3.2, existence
and approximation results for the periodic problem (PP ) under the assumption (H) and the
nondecreasing character of function f in the third variable. If we consider the periodic problem
(PP ) in the case of ϕ(k, u0) = u0 for all k ∈ Ih, analogous results are obtained in [2, Theorem
3.1] by assuming in this case condition

f(k, xk+1, (φx)k+1) + Mxk+1 + N(φx)k+1 ≤ f(k, yk+1, (φy)k+1) + Myk+1 + N(φy)k+1.

for some N < M such that either (N + M) T < 1 or N T (1 + M)−1−h < 1, whenever x ≤ y.

When f does not depend on the third variable, Theorem 3.2 applied to the periodic problem
(PP ) with ϕ(k, u0) = u0 for all k ∈ Ih has been proven in [6].

To finish this section, we give an existence result for the periodic problem (PP ), in which
condition (H) is replaced by a stronger one, in this case without assuming the existence of a
pair of lower and upper solutions. The existence result is the following.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that ϕ(k, ·) is a continuous function in R for all k ∈ Ih that is nonde-
creasing. Assume also that f(k, ·, ·) is a continuous function in R × R for all k ∈ I and that
there exists M > 0 such that f(k, ξ, τ)+M ξ is nonincreasing in ξ, nondecreasing in τ and that

inf
x≤0

f(k, 0, x) > −∞ and sup
x≥0

f(k, 0, x) < ∞, for all k ∈ I.

Then the periodic boundary value problem (with ϕ(k, u) ≡ ϕ(k, u0)) has at least one solution.

Proof. Choose L ≥ 0 such that L ≥ sup{f(k, 0, x) : k ∈ I, x ≥ 0}.
Let u be a solution of

∆uk + Muk+1 = L, k ∈ I, uk = ϕ(k, u0), k ∈ Ih, u0 = uT .
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By using the fact that the Green’s function related with operator ∆uk +Muk+1 on the space
{u : {0, . . . , T} → R; u0 = uT} exists and is nonnegative (see [6]), this problem has a unique
solution β that is nonnegative on {0, . . . , T}.

From the fact that f(k, ξ, τ) + Mξ is nonincreasing in ξ, we have

4βk + Mβk+1 = L ≥ f(k, 0, (φβ)k+1) ≥ f(k, βk+1, (φβ)k+1) + Mβk+1, k ∈ I.

In consequence β is an upper solution of (PP).

To find the lower solution, we consider the following unique solution α (which is nonpositive
on {0, . . . , T}) of the periodic boundary value problem,

∆uk + Muk+1 = R, k ∈ I, uk = ϕ(k, u0), k ∈ Ih, u0 = uT .

Where R ≤ 0 is such that R ≤ inf{f(k, 0, x) : k ∈ I, x ≤ 0}.
As in the previous case, we verify that α is a lower solution of (PP).

Hence αk ≤ 0 ≤ βk for k in I and βk = ϕ(k, β0) ≥ ϕ(k, α0) = αk on Ih. So, by Theorem 2.1,
we deduce the existence of at least one solution in [α, β]. ¤

4. Examples

Example 4.1. Let J1 = {0, 1} ⊂ I = {0, 1, 2}, m, n, l ∈ N odds and ϕk ≤ 0 for all k ∈ Ih.
Consider the following problem

∆uk = 1−(−1)k+1

2
− uk+1 + ((φu)k+1)

1/n, k ∈ I,

uk = u0 + ϕk, k ∈ Ih, u0 = (min
k∈J1

{ul
k})m.

One can easily verify that α = {ϕ−h+1, . . . , ϕ−1, 0, 1,−1, 0} and β = {ϕ−h+1, . . . , ϕ−1, 0, 2, 3, 4}
are lower and upper solutions of the given problem, respectively. Theorem 2.1 guarantees that
there exists at least one solution of the problem between α and β. ¤

For the next example, let f be a real valued continuous and nondecreasing function such
that f(0) = 0.

Example 4.2. Let m ∈ N odd, n ∈ N, l ∈ {1, · · · , T}, h = 1 and C > 2. Consider the
following problem

∆uk = 1 + f(((φu)k+1)
m − un

k+1), k ∈ I,

u0 = ul/C.

For any given real number a such that a > 2 l/(C − 2), we see that α = {0, 0, ..., 0} is a lower
solution and β = {a, 2a, 2(a + 1), ..., 2(a + T )} is an upper solution of the given two – point
boundary value problem. Then from Theorem 2.1 we can ensure the existence of at least one
solution of the problem between α and β. ¤
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As we have seen in section 3, the monotonicity assumptions in third variable of function f
are sufficient conditions that cannot be avoided in general. However, in the following example
we present a problem in which it is exposed that such hypotheses are not necessary.

Example 4.3. Let n ∈ N be odd, n ≥ 3, ϕk ∈ R such that ϕk ≤ 0. Consider the following
problem

∆uk = uk+1 − ((φu)k+1)
n, k ∈ I,

uk = u0 + ϕk, k ∈ Ih,

u0 = uT .

If we choose α = {−2 + ϕ−h+1, . . . ,−2 + ϕ−1,−1, ...,−1} and β = {2, 2, ..., 2} are a pair of
related lower and upper solutions for the problem, and it is easy to verify that f does not
satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 2.1, however u = {ϕ−h+1, . . . , ϕ−1, 0, ..., 0} is a solution for
that problem lying between α and β. ¤

Note that the previous example give us a solvable problem for which the conditions of
Theorem 3.3 do not hold. So the conditions imposed in such a result are not necessary.

Due to the Theorem 2.1, we have existence of solution of problem (1.3) – (1.5) if there exists
a pair of related lower and upper solutions for that problem. And it is not always easy to find
them. In next example, we want to point out that the given additional sufficient conditions on
f guarantee that the corresponding solutions of the explicit equations serve as upper and lower
solutions.

Example 4.4. Consider the problem

∆uk = f(k, uk+1, ((φu)k+1), k ∈ I,(4.1)

uk = u0 = 0 k ∈ Ih.(4.2)

Suppose that f satisfies the following inequalities

f(k, x, y) ≤ (x + y)/2 + A ∀x, y > 0,(4.3)

f(k, x, y) ≥ −(x + y)/2−B ∀x, y < 0,(4.4)

for some A,B > 0.

Consider now the following problem:

∆uk = (uk+1 + (φu)k+1)/2 + A, k ∈ I,

uk = u0 = 0, k ∈ Ih.

It is easy to verify that the unique solution of this problem is strictly increasing. In consequence
it is strictly positive on {0, . . . , T}. So, the inequality (4.3) implies that such a solution is an
upper solution of problem (4.1) – (4.2).

By using the inequality (4.4), we have that the unique solution of problem

∆uk = −(uk+1 + (φu)k+1)/2−B, k ∈ I,

uk = u0 = 0, k ∈ Ih,

gives us a lower solution. Moreover it is strictly decreasing and negative on {0, . . . , T}.
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As a consequence, we have constructed a pair of lower and upper solutions of problem (4.1)
– (4.2), that are well ordered in J . The existence of solution of the problem (4.1)− (4.2) follows
from Theorem 2.1.
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