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RELATIVE CONTROLLABILITY RESULTS FOR NONLINEAR
HIGHER ORDER FRACTIONAL DELAY
INTEGRODIFFERENTIAL SYSTEMS WITH TIME VARYING
DELAY IN CONTROL

M. SIVABALAN AND K. SATHIYANATHAN

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with the controllability of nonlinear higher
order fractional delay integrodifferential equations with time varying delay in
control, which involved Caputo derivatives of any different orders. A formula
for the solution expression of the system is derived by using Laplace trans-
form. A necessary and sufficient condition for the relative controllability of
linear fractional delay dynamical systems with time varying delays in control
is proved, and a sufficient condition for the corresponding nonlinear integrod-
ifferential equation has obtained. Examples has given to verify the results.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we investigate the relative controllability results for following
higher order fractional delay integrodifferential equation:

CDx(t) = Ax(t) + Bx(t — h) + % Ciu(p;(¢))

1=

0
+ f (Lao), CD%a(e), i g(t,s,a(9)ds, w(t)), tET=[0.T],

a(t) = o(t), '(t)=¢(t),..aP(t) =P (t), ~h<t<0,

where p—1<a<p, g—-1<p<¢q, ¢g<p—1,z€ R", ue R" and A, B are
n X n matrices and C; are n X m matrices for ¢ = 0,1,2,--- , M and f is continuous
function. To solve this problem by using the main tools such as Mittag-Leffler
matrix function, Grammain matrix and Schaefer’s fixed point theorem.
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The controllability of dynamical system plays a vital role in the mathematical
control theory. Now a days various controllability problems for different types of
fractional dynamical systems has been studied by several authors[6, 15, [I7, 25, 26
277]. Fractional order models express the behavior of many real life process more
precisely than integer order ones. The various types of fractional differential equa-
tions has gained importance and popularity due to its vast applications in different
fields including bioengineering[19, [21], signal processing [22], frequency dependent
damping behavior of many visco-elastic materials[I] 2], filter design, circuit theory
[28],dynamics of interfaces between nanoparticles and substrates [7], [10], contin-
uum and statistical mechanics [20], the nonlinear oscillation of earthquakes[d] and
robotics [28§] .

Moreover, the models which representing the control processes frequently involve
delays in state or control variables[I1]. Delay is one of the general phenomenon in
practical system, which has an crucial effect on the stability and performance of
system. Theory of dynamical systems with delays in control is a necessary to
distinguish between the relative controllability (relative approximate controllabil-
ity) and controllability (approximate controllability). The relative controllability
of fractional dynamical systems with delays in control was investigated by many
researchers[3] [ [5] 18] .

However, so far, little attention reports on the relative controllability of fractional
delay dynamical systems [12] [13 4] but no relevant work has been reported on the
higher oder dynamical systems. Inspired by this fact, the objective of this paper
is to study the relative controllability of nonlinear higher order fractional delay
integrodifferential equation with time varying delay in control via the Schaefer’s
fixed point theorem.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, the background, motivations
and objective of this paper has been discussed. Some preliminary facts, formula
and notations are recalled in the Section 2. In Section 3, definition for relative
controllability, solution representation of linear delay systems and established nec-
essary and sufficient conditions for the relative controllability of fractional delay
dynamical system with time varying delay in control are provided. In Section 4,
relative controllability was established for corresponding nonlinear fractional delay
integrodifferential equation. Finally, in Section 5, numerical examples are provided
to illustrate the effectiveness of our results.

2. PRELIMINARIES
In this section we shall provide some basic definitions.

Definition 1. [24] Let f be a real-or complez-valued function of the variable t > 0
and let s be a real or complex parameter. The Laplace transform of f is defined as

F(s) = /000 e *'f(t)dt for Re(s)>0
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Definition 2. [16] The Caputo fractional derivative of order o > 0, n—1 < a < n,
is defined as

DRI = ey | (= o s

where f™(s) = % and the function f(t) has absolutely continuous derivative up
to order n—1. For the brevity, Caputo fractional derivative CD& is taken as € D™.

The Laplace transform of Caputo derivative is
n—1
L[°D%xz(t)](s) = s*L]z(t)](s) — Z 2F(0)s2 1k n—1l<a<n.
k=0

Definition 3. [23] The Mittag-Leffler functions of various types are defined as

o k
z
E = E = _—
o (2) 0,1(2) kZ:O Tlak + D)’ z€C, Re(a)>0,
o k
z
EOt = T/ 7 . o\ ) ) )
8(2) kZ:OF(aHﬁ) z,8€C, Re(a)>0
E’Y 7>\ta — (V)k( tak:
s ) kzzo KT (ak + B)
where (), is a Pochhamer symbol which is defined as y(y+ 1)...(y + n — 1) and
(V)n = % The Laplace transforms of Mittag—Leffler functions are defined as

Sa—l

L{E 1 (Xt = —

Pos (ENN(0) = gy Rela) >0

a—p

LA~ B p(£M9)](5) = ———

[ By (N (0) = oy Rele) > 0. Re(d) >0,
ay—f
B—1 a _ s —«

Lemma 1. [8] The Mittag-leffler matriz function derivative of order p(p € N) is
defined as

()
d — a— a—p— oa—
() O Bt ) =7 B (2057, e )

3. LINEAR DELAY SYSTEMS

Consider the linear fractional delay dynamical system with time varying delay
in control of the form
M
CDx(t) =Ax(t) + Bx(t — h) + Zciu(pi(t)), teJ=10,T],
i=0
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() =g(t), @'(t) =¢'(t),...a" (1) = 6@ (1), —h<t<0, (1)
where p — 1 < a < p, A, B are n X n matrices and C; are n X m matrices for
1=0,1,2,--- , M. Assume the following conditions:

(H1) The functions p,(t) : J — R, i=0,1,2,..., M, are twice continuously differ-
entiable and strictly increasing in J . Moreover

p;(t) <t,i=0,1,2,--- M, fort e J.

(H2) Introduce the time lead functions r;(t) : [p,;(0), p;(T)] — [0,T],%=0,1,2,...,
M, such that ;(p,;(t)) =t for t € J. Further py(t) =t and for ¢ = T. The following
inequalities holds

Pu(T) < pproa(T) < i (T) 0=, (T) < 1 (T) = -+ = p1(T) = po(T) = T)
2
t

(
Definition 4. The set y(t) = {x(t), ¥ (¢, s)} where ¥(t,s) = u(s) for s € [min h;(t),t)

is said to be the complete state of the system at time t .

Definition 5. System is said to be relatively controllable on [0,T] if for every
complete state y(t) and every x1 € R™, there exists a control u(t) defined on [0,T],
such that the solution of system satisfies ©(T) = x1.

The solution of system (1)) can be written as [26] [27]

:iwkm)tk@a,w(t) +B /0 (t—s5—h)*"1®, o(t — 5 — h)p(s)ds
k=0 —h
t M
4 [ =9 0alt=5) Y Crulp(s))ds )
° k=0

Using the time lead function r;(¢), the solution is of the form

:ix’@(())t%a,w(t) + B /O (t—s5—h)*"1P, o(t — 5 —h)p(s)ds
k=0 —h
S [ ) e~ N C ol 7
+ t— (s 1D, o (¢t — () Ciri(s)u ;(8))ds
2/ ) : (s)u(p;( )

The solution is expressed as
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Now using the inequality the above equation we get

m .0
z(t) =z(¢; — i () Py o (t — 7 (8))Cir (8)(s)ds
O=r(:0)+ 3 [ Bt ()10
[ —ri(s))* 7t —1i(s))Ciri(s)u(s)ds
+§_j/ (= 13())* Doyt — 11(5))Cirs(s)u(s)d

M Pi(t) a_l(b C . d
l;ﬂ/m) (1 = i)™ Rt = rils)) Oifi(s) 9 (s)ds

Further simplify we get

The controllability Grammian matrix and the control function are defined by as
follows

W) = Y /0 (T = 1i()) ™ B (T = 14(5))Cifa(s)
=0

X (T —7i(8)* ' ®g.0(T — r:i(s))Citi(s)]*ds
and
u(t) = [(T = ri(8)*  ®aa(T = (1) Cirs (O] WHar — 2(T;¢) — o(T)]  (6)
where the * indicates the matrix transpose.

Theorem 1. The linear control system is relatively controllable on [0,T] if and
only if the controllability Grammian matrix

m T
W(,T) = Z/O (T = 7i(5)* 2.0 (T — ri(5))Cirs(s)
=0

X[(T = 1i(8))* 1@y o (T — r:(5))Citi(s)]*ds

is positive definite, for some T > 0.
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Proof. We first prove that the necessity. Suppose that the Grammian matrix W is
not positive definite. Then W is singular and so its inverse is does not exist, and
there exists a nonzero y such that

0 = y"Wy=y* Z/ (T —7:(8)* 1@y o (T — 7:(5))Citi(s)
i=0 "0

X[(T = 7i(8)* '@, (T — ri(s)Citi(s)] yds

and so, for s € [0, 7]
m T
v 3 [0 = () (T = () Citi(5)ds = 0 7)
i=0 70

Now choose y = z(T;0) and take ¥(s) = 0. Since system is relatively con-
trollable, there exists a control u € R™ such taht if steers the complete state
y(0) = {(0),¢/(0), , ..., P)(0),(0)} to the origin in the interval J, it follow that

m T
oT) =a(Ti0) +0(T) + Y [ (0 = ()" P olT = ri(s))Cis(5u(s) s
1=0

=Y+ Z /0 (T —1i(5))* a0 (T — 1i(s))Citi(s)u(s)ds
=0

for which we get,
m_ T
0=y*y+ Z/ Y (T —1ri(8)* 1 @4 o (T — 14(5))Ciri (s)u(s)ds (8)
i=0"0

It follows from and that y*y = 0. This is a contradiction to y # 0. Thus W
is non singular.

Next, we show that the sufficiency. Suppose that W is positive definite, that
is, it is nonsingular and so its inverse is well-defined. Where the complete state
y(0) = {¢(0),¢(0), , ..., »P)(0),(0)} and the vector z; € R™ are choosen arbitrar-
ily. Substituting the control function @ in we have

m T
o(T) =x(T;¢) +o(t) + Z/O (T = 7i(8)* 1 @q,a(T — 7i(s))Ciri(s)
=0
X [(T —7;(1)* ' ®p.o(T — r:())Citi(O)]*W 2y — 2(T; ¢) — o(T))ds

This means that control u(t) transfer the initial state y(0) to the desired vector
x1 € R™ at time T'. Hence the system is relatively controllable. O
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4. INTEGRODIFFERENTIAL SYSTEMS

Consider the nonlinear fractional delay Integrodifferential systems with time
varying delays in control of the form

M
“Dx(t) = Az(t) + Ba(t — h) + Y _ Ciu(p,(t))
1=0

+f(ta(t),C DPa(t), tg(t,s,:c(s»ds,u(t) , teJ=10,T],
0

2(t) = ¢(t), 2 (t) = ¢ (1), ., P (t) = 9P(1), —h <t <0, (9)
where p—1 < a<p ¢g—-1<p<q q¢q<p—-1,x€ R" ue R and A B
are n X n matrices and C; are n X m matrices for ¢ = 0,1,2,--- /M and f :

J X R"x R" x R™ x R™ — R™ is continuous function. The solution of @D is given
as

x(t) =x(t; 0) + o(t) + Z/ (t — Ti(S))a71(I)O(7a(t —1;(8))Ci7i(s)u(s)ds
i=0”0

+/0t(t 1 (1 — 5)f (S,x(s),c Dﬁz(s),/otg(t,s,m(s)) ds, u(s))ds

Further we assume the following hypotheses
(H3) For each t € J, the function f(¢,-,+,+:) : J X R* x R" x R" x R™ —
R™ is continuous and the function f (-, z(:),y(-), 2(-),u(:)) : J — R™ is strongly
measurable for each z,y,z € R",u € R™.
(H4)

¢
Hf(t,x(t),c Dﬁx(t),/ g(t,s,x(s))ds,u(t))H <K

0

wheret € J, x € R", ue R™, K € R.

(H5) Let
my = sup{||z(¢; ¢)| .t € J}, ma = sup {H(t —5)271®, ,(t — S)H JtseJ},
ms = sup{|’(t—s)a7p71<1>%a_p(t—3)||,t,s e J},
my = sup{llo(®)l[}, ms =sup{[lo1(t)]}
me = a;b; ||C'74||7 my = M +m5+L2HW_1|| [||;1c1||—|—m1 +m4+m2K]
a; = SU.pH(T—Ti(S))a_lq)a,a(T_Ti(s>)| ; bl:SHPHTl(S)H7Z:0,1,2, 7M

m T
G = sup (T = ()™ B y(T — )]s Lo = Z/ 2B |Gy 1C2 | ds
i=0 Y0

m

T
e Y A A AT
0

=0
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Theorem 2. Assume that hypotheses (H3) —(Hb5) hold and the linear system (1)) is
relatively controllable on J, then the nonlinear system @D is relatively controllable
on J.

Proof. Consider the space X = {z : 2®) € C(J,R"),® D’z € C(J,R") and u(t) €
R™} be a Banach space endowed with norm ||z||” = maxes {||z[|,||“D?||, ul }-
Define the control for an arbitrary function z(-) by using the hypotheses

u(t) =[(T = 7:(t)* @ a(T — r:(t)Ciri(t)] W1 [xl —2(T; ¢) — o(T)

T T
—/ (T — 5)* 0 o(T — 5)f (s,x(s),c Dﬁx(s),/ g(T,s,x(s))ds,u(s)) ds}
0 0

Now we shall show that the nonlinear operator F' : X — X has a fixed point. By
using the control function, the nonlinear operator F' is defined as

(Fz)(t) =z(t;¢) + o(t) + Z/O (t = 1i(5))* 7 Raa(t — ri(s))Ciri(s)u(s)ds
=0

- (- ) ( o(5)C Da(e). [ gltys,2(9)ds, u<s>) ds

This fixed point is then a solution of (9). Substituting the control u(t) in the above
equation we get

(Fz)(T) =x(t; ¢) + o (t)

b [ =9 (50060 D000, [ s, u(s) ) s

+ ;A (t—71i(8)* Py a(t —ri(s)Ciri(s)
X [(T — Ti(t))a71(I)a7a(T — rl(t))czrl(t)] *

T
x Wt [:m —2(T; ¢) — o(T) — /0 (T — €)1y o(T - £)

T
x f (Ew(ﬁ),c D'%(f),/0 g(T,va(E))df,u(§)> df} ds

Clearly, (Fz)(T) = x; this implies that at the time T, control u steers the system
from the initial state xo to x7, if we can obtain a fixed point of the nonlinear
operator F.
The first step is to obtain a priori bound of the set ((F) = {x € X : . = AFx, A€ (0,1)}.
Let z € {(F), then z = AFz for some 0 < A < 1. Then for each ¢ € J, we have

2(t) =\t 8) + Ao(t) + )\/0 (t— ) 1D ot — 5
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X f <s,x(s),c D’Bx(s)7/0 g(t,s,x(s))ds,u(s)) ds
+>\Z/ b= 1i(5)* et — 7)) Citi(5)
X [(T — Tz(t))a 1(I)O[’O((,I’ — Tz(t))Cﬂ‘Z(t)] *
T
W oy = alTi6) = oT) - [ (- 00T -0
0

T
i (m(&)? Da(), /0 g(ﬂ&x(é))d&u(&)) df} ds

T
lz(@®)|| <mq + my +m2/ Kds

+Z/ ate? [Cl s ||

<mi+my+meKT + Ly HW_lu (lz1]| +m1 + myg + ma KT

T
llz1]] +ma —|—m4—|—m2/ Kdg} ds
0

and then

Jut)| s‘ \ (T = (£ B (T — 14(0)) Cis ()] W [ — (T3 ) — o(T)
T
— /0 (T — 5)* '@y o(T — 5)
T
X f (s,m(s),c Dﬁx(s),A 9(T, s,x(s))ds,u(s)) ds}

<aib; ||CH |[W = [zl + mq + ma + mo KT
<mg HW‘1|| [zl +m1 +my + maKT]
by Lemma (|1f), we have

) =z(t; ¢) +Z/ (t—1i(8) P 1Dy o p(t — 7i(5))Ciri(s)1b(s)ds

£(0)

pi(t)
+ Z/ (t—7i(s) P 1Dy o p(t — 74(s))Citi(s)1b(s)ds

i=m+1
+ Z/o (t— ri(s))“_p_lfba,a,p(t —13(8))Ci7i(s)u(s)ds

+ / (t—8)* P71, o p(t — ) f(s,2(s),¢ D’Ba:(s),/ g(t, s, z(s))ds, u(s))ds

0 0
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t
2P (1) =e(t; 6) + 01 (1) + / (= 8)0 7100 o (t — 5)
0
t
X f (s,x(s),c Dﬁx(s),/ g(t,s,x(s))ds,u(s)) ds
m t 0
#3° [ =) Byt = () Cii(s)
0

=0

X [(T = i) ' @0 (T — i () Citi(t )]

T
x Wt |:.’I,‘1 —.’L‘( / T € a 1(I)a oc(T g)
0
T
><f<£, 2©), [ ol 6 d&u(ﬁ)ﬂﬁ)]ds
0
where
i ' (t —7ri(8) P Dy 0 p(t — 7i(5))Citi(s)(s)ds
i—0 Pl(o)
M pi(t)
E 3 ) T P () s)ds
i=m-+1 pl(O)
So

Hib(p)(t)H < mi+ms+msKT + Lo HW_1H [”le +mi1 +my + mgKT]
= M.
Thus,

1€D%(1)|| < HF(ll—B) /0 (t — 5)~P2® (s)ds

i Lo

Hence it follows that there exist a constant Ky, such that

w0 Jull} < Ko

lx]* =

and the set ((F') is bounded.

Next we show that F' is completely continuous operator.

Let B, = {z € X;||z||" < v}, then we first prove that F' maps bounded sets B,
into equicontinuous family. Let x € B, and t1,t3 € J, 0 <t <ty < T,

[(Fz)(t2) — (Fa)(t1)]| < [|2(t2; ) — x(ti; )l + [lo(t2) — o (t1)]]

ta
-|-/ [|(t2 = )% @a o (ta — s)|| Kds

t1
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ty

+ H(tz — s)”‘_ch)a’a(tg —s)—(t1 — s)o‘_léa’a(tl — S)H Kds

0
+Zo/t'12 ||(t2 - Ti(S))a—l(I)a,a(tQ - 7’1(8))H HCZ” HC:‘” ||7n7,(3)|| ||7’:<(S)||
| (@ = i) (1 = )] 9

T
X[Ilw1||+m1+m4+m2/ (T — €)' Kd¢]ds
0

+Z/ [(t2 = 73(5))° @ alts — 13(5)) — (t1 — 13(8))* @ alts — 14())||
< ACHICE I 173 175 )| [T = 73())° 7 @ ol = 73(5)]|
T
oW Tl ma g ma [ = K de]ds (10)
0
So,
|(FPu)(t2) = (Fu)(t)l] < || (T = ri(t))* 0% (T = rilt2))
(T = ri(0))* O (T = ri(t)) |
NG (t2) = 3 I [V [+ mma s [ (7= )~ K]

(11)

and
t
H(F:c)(p)(t)H <mq + ms + mg/ Kds+ Lo HW_IH [z ]| + m1 + my + maKT)|
0
t
<mry —|—m3/ Kds
0
Hence, it follows that

| DP (Fa)(ta) =€ DP(Fa) (1) = |} /2(t275)76(m)<m(5)d$

1t ! — 5) A (Fz)P)(s)ds
m,ﬁ)/oul )8 (Fa)'®) (s)ds |

PR RORS v / (ta=s) (/0 Kd€> o

+F m_d Atl((tQ - 5)17B —(t2 — tl)liﬁ —(ti — S)liﬁ)KdS (12)
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Clearly (10)),(11) and tend to zero when to — ¢;. Then F maps B, into an
equicontinuous family of functions and hence the family F'B,, is uniformly bounded.

Next we show that F' is a compact operator. Obviously, the closure of F' B, is
compact. Let 0 < ¢t < T be fixed and € a real number satisfying 0 < € < t. For
r € B, we define

(Fex)(T) = x(t;¢) + o (t)

+f = )t = 5)f (5.2 Dt [ gt 2(s)ds, ) ds

0 0

+ /O' _e(t — Ti(S))a_l(I)a’a(t — ’I”Z(S))CZT'Z(S) [(T — Ti(t))a_léa’a(T — rl(t))Cm(t)] *

E

I
=)

(2

xW1 [331 —2(T; ¢) — o(T) — /0 (T — €)1y o(T — )

% (€, 2(6), DPa(e), /0 g(T,&w(i))dé“,U(f))df]ds

To acquire the bounded and equicontinuous property of F, we can using the previous
method. Hence we have,

S(t) ={(Fex)(t),z € B,}

is relatively compact in X for every 0 < € < t, and hence for every z € B,,

[(Fz)(t) — (Fex) (@)l </ [(t = 8)* 1 @qa(t — s)|| Kds
—l—Z/ (t—ri(s)*~ léa,a(t—ri(s))H

< NCNCE I 7 ()1 175 (s HH = 7i(5)" " P (T = 13(5))]”

T
x [[w| [||x1||+m1 +m4+m2/ de]ds
0

Also,

|F)® ) - (Fa) )| < / i (e )] K

+Z/ t*Tl a pil@a,a—p(tiri(s))n

AN AN TG HH ()" Paa(T = 1i(s)]

T
X ||W71H {Hxl”—i—ml +m4—|—m2/ Kd§]ds
0
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Since [|(Fz)(t) — (Fex)(t)]| — 0 and [|(Fa)®)(t) — (Fa)®)(t)]| — 0 as e — 0,
therefore, in the same way, we have

|9 DF (Fa)(t) =€ D (F.)(t)||

¢
< ﬁ/o (t—s)" H(Fa:)(p)(t) - (Fem)(p)(t)H ds — 0, as € — 0.
Hence, the relatively compact sets S (t) are arbitrary close to the set {(Fz)(t),z € B, }.
By the Arzela-ascoli theorem the set {(Fz)(t),x € B, } is compact in X.

Finally to show that F' is continuous. Let {z,} be a sequence in X such that
|zn, — z]| — 0 and |lu, — ul|| — 0 as n — oo. Then for each n and ¢ € J, there is
an integer k, ||z, || < k, ||[CDPx,|| <k, ||un|| < k. Hence, @] <k, ||“DPz|| <k,
llul| <k and x, “DPz,u € X. By (H3),

f <t,xn(t),c DBz, (t), /Otg(t, s,xn(s))ds,un(t))

— f (t,x(t),c D%(t),/otg(t, s,m(s))ds,u(t)>

for all ¢t € J and since
t
|1 (o2 D20t0). [t san9)s )
0
t
1 (120 D%att). [ atts.a)asuv))| < 25
0
By the Dominated convergence theorem we have

T
I(Fa)0) = (PO < [ =" Balt =9
X [f <5,:cn(s),c Dﬁxn(s),/

0

t

9(t, 5,50 (5))ds, un<s>)

—f <s,x(s),c DP(s), /Otg(t,s,x(s))ds,u(s))] ‘ ds

30 [ =) Pt = )9 (7 = m0) BT = r0)C(0) |
1=0
T
W lx ~a(Ti) = oT) = [ (T =" 100a(T—0)
T
X [JC (f,x”(f),cDﬁxn(f),/o Q(T,€7$7L(f))d§7uyb(f)> dg

T
f (f,x(af‘ Dx(e), / g(ﬂfw(f))%w(é)) de ds
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and

I(Fun)(t) = (Fu)O) < || [ (T = i) @00 = rit))Cit ()]
T
wt [ml —2(T;¢) — o(T) — /0 (T — 5)* 'y o(T — )
T
X |:f <S7‘T'ﬂ(s)7c Dﬂm’n(s)7/; g(T)’S?xn(S))ds’un(s))

T
—f <s,x<s>,0 D), / o(T, s,a:(s))ds,u(s))] ds] |
0

Clearly ||(Fzy,)(t) — (Fx)(t)|| — 0 and || (Fun)(t) — (Fu)(t)|] — 0 as n — oco. Also,

(R ®0) - a0 < [ 0= 9 st )
<1 (5009 Do), ot 500 (6)) 5,1 ())
1 (50060 Dt [ tg(t,s,us))ds,u(s))] s

[ — i (s))xp1 —ri(s (s
+§_j/ (t = ra(5))* P Dyt — 1i(5)) Citi(5)
% [ (T = 7i(0)* @ o = i) i) W
x[xl—x@;qﬁ)—o(ff)— /0 (T — )=
T
X(I)a,a(T_f) [f (f,xn(f),cDﬁxn(f),/o g(T,f,xn(f))dS,un(§)>

- (@x(é)? Da(e). [ tg(T,ﬁ,x(E))dE,u(f)ﬂ df] s
— 0, as n — oo.

Thus F' is continuous. Eventually, we proved in the first step, the set ((F) =
{r € X;2=AFz,\ € (0,1)} is bounded. By Schaefer’s theorem, the operator F
has a fixed point in X. This fixed point is then the solution of @D Hence the
system (9 is controllable on [0, 7. O

5. EXAMPLE

In this section we give the numerical examples to illustrate the theoretical results.
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Example 1. Consider the problem of linear higher order fractional delay dynamical
system with time varying delay in control of the form

CD3a(t) = Az(t) + Ba(t — 2) +C0u(t) + Cru(t — 1) (13)
where oo = 5, h =2, p=1, z(t) = ¢(1), =¢'(t) € R?, u(t)=v(@k), A=

x'(
2 0 0 1 0 .
(0 3z3—(0 O) —(1>,C1 ( ) The solution of the
(13}

[\SI[9N)

system (13)) can be written as
1] 3 3
+1 5 +1 pn+1 2
)= 3B B4 ) 3 B, )

(] 0
+B Z B" / (t—s—n—2)3 ”+%nggl(n+l)(A(t —s—n—2)%)¢(s)ds

Njw

+ Z Z B"C; / (t —ri(s) —n)? dn+y EZZI(HH)(A(t —ri(s) —n)2)ri(s)u(s)ds

n=0 i=0
Now consider the controllability on [0,2] where [t] = 0, we have
0

o(t) =E; 1 (At?) + B3 5(At?) + B/ (t—s—2)2E;

-2

3
2

(At — s —2)2)¢(s)ds

Nl

#3BC: [ =) By g (Al = ri(s) (s uls)ds
i=0 0

m\»—A

o(t) =E3 1 (At?) + B3 ,(At?) + Bt2 E; 5 (At?)

35
272

+ZB”C/ t—1:(5)2 Es s (A(t —714(5))%)ii(s)u(s)ds

w\w
Bl

The Grammian matrixz is defined by
2 1 3
W = 2—r; 2Fs 3(A(2—1; 2)Cyi7;
Ej/o (2= rils)) By 5 (A2 = ri(s))Cira(5)|

x[(2 = ri(s) By 4 (AQ = 7i(s)F)Cis)] " ds

where r;(s) is a time lead function which is defined by ro(s) = s and r1(s) = s — 1.
Then the Grammian matric can be written as

W/: [(275)%1337%(/1(275)%)00} [(275)%E%7%(A(275)%)00]*d8

+/02 [(2 — s+ 1)FE; 5 (AQ2 s + 1)%)()1} {(2 — s+ 1)FE; 3 (A2 s+ 1)%)01]*ds
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FEvaluating it, we get

W= 1.2044 x 103 0
- 0 0.2104 x 103 J°

Thus det(W) > 0, which implies it is positive definite for any T > 0. Therefore,
by Theorem the linear system is controllable [0,2].

Example 2. Consider the nonlinear fractional delay integrodifferential equation
with time varying delay in control of the form

CDix(t) = Ax(t)+ Ba(t — 2) + Cou(t) + Cru(t — 1)
X 8 t S, xS S, U

+1 (00,0 D <>/Og<t, alhdsa)  (4)

'(t) € R%, u(t) = (t), A =

Dean(D)ean(h)

0
=f x1(t)sint fot sin(s)e® 5=V ds
22(t)+23(t) 1+ 22(t) +¢ DB (t) + u(t)
It is easy to verify that the nonlinear function f satisfies the condition in Theorem

and hence the fractional delay integrodifferential equation is controllable on
[0,77] .
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