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Abstract

In the present paper, we investigate both the global exponential stability and the

existence of a periodic solution of a general differential equation with unbounded

distributed delays. The main stability criterion depends on the dominance of the

non-delay terms over the delay terms. The criterion for the existence of a periodic

solution is obtained with the application of the coincide degree theorem. We use

the main results to get criteria for the existence and global exponential stability

of periodic solutions of a generalized higher-order periodic Cohen-Grossberg neural

network model with discrete-time varying delays and infinite distributed delays.

Additionally, we provide a comparison with the results in the literature and a

numerical simulation to illustrate the effectiveness of some of our results.
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1 Introduction

In the past decades, due to application in various sciences, delayed functional differential
equations have attracted the attention of an increasing number of researchers. In many
fields, such as population dynamics, ecology, epidemiology, disease evolution, and neural
networks, differential equations with delay have served as models.
As a result of their widespread use in several fields including image and signal pro-
cessing [20], pattern recognition [35], optimization [30], and content-addressable mem-
ory [34], delayed neural networks have had their dynamical behaviours extensively stud-
ied [39], [33], [14].
Obtaining results about the convergence characteristics of neural networks is crucial in
these applications. To keep the entire network from acting chaotically, convergent dynam-
ics are required. Significantly, the global convergent dynamics imply that every trajectory
of the network can converge to some equilibrium state or invariable sets so that, when
used as an associative memory, every state in the underlying space can serve as a key
to recover certain stored memory. As an outcome, the state space is entirely covered by
different basins of the stored memories. Furthermore, the globally convergent dynamics
indicate that the neural network algorithm will ensure convergence to an optimal solution
from each initial guess when used as an optimization solver [7].
The fact that the connectivity weights, the neuron charging time, and the external in-
puts change throughout time is another important consideration. Thus, it is relevant to
introduce and investigate neural network models that incorporate the temporal structure
of neural activities.
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Among the various neural network models that have been extensively investigated and
applied, Cohen-Grossberg which was first introduced and investigated by Cohen and
Grossberg [5] by the following system of ordinary differential equations,

dxi(t)

dt
= −ai(xi(t))

[
bi(xi(t)) −

n∑

j=1

cijfj(xj(t)) + Ii(t)
]
, t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n (1.1)

where n is a natural number indicates the number of neurons, xi(t) is the ith neuron state
at time t, ai(u) denote the amplification functions, bi(u) are the self-signal functions, fj(u)
are the activation functions, cij represent the strengths of connectivity between neurons
i and j, Ii denote the inputs from outside of the system.
Differential equations modelling neural networks should include time delays due to synap-
tic transmission time across neurons or, in artificial neural networks, communication time
among amplifiers in order to be more realistic.

Since Cohen and Grossberg first proposed the CGNN model [5], the dynamical proper-
ties of CGNNs such as stability, instability, and periodic oscillation have been extensively
studied for theoretical and application considerations. Some studies have already ac-
complished several positive results such as [1], [4], [19], [17], [6] and etc., most of the
results in the literature require either the boundedness of the activation functions or the
boundedness of delays. For example, [3] investigated the global exponential stability of
the periodic solutions of delayed CGNNs but in the case of discontinuous activation func-
tions. Besides that the existence, uniqueness and stability of almost periodic solutions for
a class of NNs have been studied in [31]. Meanwhile, [24], [38], and [23] started studying
the existence and exponential stability of high-order CGNNs depending on many tech-
niques. For example, [24] and [38] used some differential inequality techniques, and [23]
depended on using a proper Lyapunov function and the properties of M-matrix. There-
fore, the present work is meaningful and the conclusion is novel.

Since as far as we know, there are few results on high-order CGNNs without using the Lya-
punov technique, neither assuming the boundedness nor the discontinuity of the activa-
tion functions. Motivated by the proceeding studies, we consider a generalized high-order
CGNN model with discrete time-varying and distributed delays to study the existence of
periodic solutions and global exponential stability without using the Lyapunov technique
nor the boundedness of the activation functions.

In this paper, we use the continuation theorem of coincidence degree theory to show
the existence of a periodic solution of a generalized system of high-order CGNNs, and
then we present sufficient conditions to guarantee the global exponential stability of that
system. The remainder of this work is organized as follows. Section 2 is a preliminary
section where we introduce our notations and our hypotheses. Section 4 introduces the
global exponential stability of general neural network models. In Section 3, we investigate
the existence and global exponential stability of the periodic solution of that generalized
high-order CGNNs system under certain assumptions. In section 5, We show numerical
simulations to demonstrate the efficacy of the results we have obtained.
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2 Preliminaries and model description

In the present paper, for n ∈ N, we consider the n-dimensional vector space R
n equipped

with the norm |x| = max{|xi|, i = 1, . . . , n}.

For a positive real number ǫ, we consider the Banach space

UCn
ǫ =

{
φ ∈ C((−∞, 0];Rn) : sup

s≤0

|φ(s)|

e−ǫs
< +∞,

φ(s)

e−ǫs
is uniformly continuous on (−∞, 0]

}
,

equipped with the norm ‖φ‖ǫ = sup
s≤0

|φ(s)|

e−ǫs
.

In [16], a basic theory about the existence, uniqueness, and continuation solutions is
established for the general functional differential equation in the phase space UCn

ǫ

x′(t) = f(t, xt), t ≥ 0, (2.1)

where, for an open set D ⊆ UCn
ǫ , the function f : [0,+∞) ×D → R

n is continuous and
xt denotes the function xt : (−∞, 0] → R

n defined by xt(s) = x(t+ s) for s ≤ 0.

We denote by x(t, t0, φ) a solution of (2.1) with initial condition xt0
= φ for t0 ≥

0 and φ ∈ D.

For x ∈ R
n, we also use x to denote the constant function φ(s) = x in UCn

ǫ . A vector
x ∈ R

n is said to be positive if xi > 0 for all i = 1, . . . , n and we denote it by x > 0.

Now, we introduce the Banach spaceBC of all continuous bounded functions φ : (−∞, 0] →
R

n equipped with the norm ‖φ‖ = sup
s≤0

|φ(s)|. It is clear that BC ⊆ UCn
ǫ and we have

‖φ‖ǫ ≤ ‖φ‖ for all φ ∈ BC.

In the phase space UCn
ǫ , for n ∈ N and ǫ > 0, we consider the following general nonau-

tonomous differential system with infinite delays,

x′
i(t) = ai(t, xi(t))

[
− bi(t, xi(t)) + fi(t, xt)

]
, t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (2.2)

where ai : [0,+∞) × R → (0,∞), bi : [0,+∞) × R → R, and fi : [0,+∞) × UCn
ǫ → R

are continuous functions.

The goal is to apply the results to Cohen-Grossberg neural network-type models, thus
we only consider bounded initial conditions. i.e.

xt0
= φ, for φ ∈ BC and t0 ≥ 0. (2.3)

The continuity of ai, bi, and fi functions assures that the initial value problem (2.2)-(2.3)
has a solution (see [12, Theorem 2.1]).

As we always consider bounded initial conditions, in this paper we consider the following
definition of global exponential stability.

Definition 2.1. The system (2.2) is said to be globally exponentially stable if there are
δ > 0 and C ≥ 1 such that

|x(t, t0, φ) − x(t, t0, ψ)| ≤ Ce−δ(t−t0)‖φ− ψ‖, ∀t0 ≥ 0, ∀t ≥ t0, ∀φ, ψ ∈ BC.
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It should be emphasized that the preceding definition of global exponential stability is
the usually used one in the literature on neural networks ( [40], [37], [37]).

3 Global exponential stability

In this section, we obtain sufficient conditions for the global exponential stability of (2.2).
To do that in this section we assume the following hypotheses.

For each i = 1, . . . , n:

(H1) there are ai, ai > 0 such that

ai < ai(t, u) < ai, ∀t ≥ 0, ∀u ∈ R;

(H2) there exists a continuous function Di : [0,+∞) → R such that

Di(t)a
2
i (t, u) ≤

∂ai

∂t
(t, u), ∀t > 0, ∀u ∈ R;

(H3) there exists a function βi : [0,+∞) → (0,+∞) such that

bi(t, u) − bi(t, v)

u− v
≥ βi(t), ∀t ≥ 0, ∀u, v ∈ R, u 6= v;

(H4) the function fi : [0,+∞) × UCn
ǫ → R is Lipschitz on its second variable i.e., there

is a continuous function Li : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) such that

|fi(t, φ) − fi(t, ψ)| ≤ Li(t)||φ− ψ||ǫ, ∀t ≥ 0, ∀φ, ψ ∈ UCn
ǫ ;

(H5) for all t ≥ 0,

ai

(
βi(t) +Di(t)

)
− aiLi(t) > ǫ. (3.1)

By the generalized Gronwall’s inequality [13, Lemma 6.2] and the Continuation Theorem
[12, Theorem 2.4], we can assure that the solutions of the initial value problem (2.2)-(2.3)
are defined on R.

Now, we are in a position the obtain the main stability criterion for system (2.2).

Theorem 3.1. If (H1)-(H5) hold, then the system (2.2) is globally exponentially stable.

Proof. Let t0 > 0, φ = (φ1, . . . , φn) ∈ BC, ψ = (ψ1, . . . , ψn) ∈ BC, and consider two
solutions, x(t) = x(t, t0, φ) and y(t) = x(t, t0, ψ), of (2.2).

For each t ≥ t0, define V (t) = V (t, t0, x(·), y(·)) = (Vi(t), . . . , Vn(t)) ∈ R
n by

Vi(t) := eǫ(t−t0)sign
(
xi(t) − yi(t)

) ∫ xi(t)

yi(t)

1

ai(t, u)
du, i = 1, . . . , n. (3.2)
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From (H1), we conclude that

e−ǫ(t−t0)aiVi(t) ≤ |xi(t) − yi(t)| ≤ e−ǫ(t−t0)aiVi(t), ∀t ≥ t0, i = 1, . . . , n. (3.3)

Firstly, we show that

|V (t)| ≤ max
i

{a−1
i }‖φ− ψ‖, ∀t ≥ t0. (3.4)

Obviously, from (3.3), we have

|V (t0)| ≤ max
i

{
a−1

i |xi(t0) − yi(t0)|
}

≤ max
i

{a−1
i }‖φ− ψ‖.

Now, to obtain a contradiction, we assume that inequality (3.4) is false. Consequently,
there exists t1 > t0 such that

|V (t1)| > max
i

{a−1
i }‖φ− ψ‖.

Define

T := min

{
t ∈ [t0, t1] : V (t) = max

s∈[t0,t1]
|V (s)|

}
.

Choosing i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that Vi(T ) = |V (T )|, we have

Vi(T ) > 0, V ′
i (T ) ≥ 0, and Vi(T ) > |V (t)|, ∀t < T. (3.5)

From (2.2), and (H2), (H3), and (H4), we obtain

V ′
i (T ) = ǫVi(T ) + eǫ(T −t0)sign

(
xi(T ) − yi(T )

) [ 1

ai(T, xi(T ))
x′

i(T )

−
1

ai(T, yi(T ))
y′

i(T ) +
∫ xi(T )

yi(T )
−

∂ai

∂t
(T, u)

a2
i (T, u)

du

]

= ǫVi(T ) + eǫ(T −t0)sign
(
xi(T ) − yi(T )

)[
bi(T, yi(T )) − bi(T, xi(T ))

+fi(T, xT ) − fi(T, yT ) +
∫ xi(T )

yi(T )
−
∂tai(T, u)

a2
i (T, u)

du

]

≤ ǫVi(T ) + eǫ(T −t0)
[

− βi(T )|xi(T ) − yi(T ))| + Li(T )||xT − yT ||ǫ

−Di(T )|xi(T ) − yi(T )|
]
.

Hypothesis (H5) implies βi(T ) +Di(T ) > 0, and from (3.3), we obtain

V ′
i (T ) ≤ ǫVi(T ) − ai

[
βi(T ) +Di(T )

]
Vi(T )

+eǫ(T −t0)Li(T ) max

{
sup

s≤t0−T

|x(T + s) − y(T + s)|eǫs, sup
t0−T <s≤0

|x(T + s) − y(T + s)|eǫs

}

≤ ǫVi(T ) − ai

[
βi(T ) +Di(T )

]
Vi(T )

+eǫ(T −t0)Li(T ) max
{
‖φ− ψ‖eǫ(t0−T ), sup

t0−T <s≤0
|x(T + s) − y(T + s)|eǫs

}
.
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By (3.3), we obtain

V ′
i (T ) ≤ ǫVi(T ) − ai

[
βi(T ) +Di(T )

]
Vi(T )

+eǫ(T −t0)Li(T ) max
{
‖φ− ψ‖eǫ(t0−T ), sup

t0−T <s≤0
e−ǫ(T +s−t0)+ǫsaiVi(T + s)

}

= ǫVi(T ) − ai

[
βi(T ) +Di(T )

]
Vi(T ) + aiLi(T ) max

{
‖φ− ψ‖

ai

, sup
t0−T <s≤0

Vi(T + s)

}
.

By (H1), the definition of T , and (3.5), we have

V ′
i (T ) ≤ ǫVi(T ) − ai

[
βi(T ) +Di(T )

]
Vi(T ) + aiLi(T )Vi(T ).

From (3.5) and (H5), we conclude that

V ′
i (T ) ≤

[
ǫ− ai

(
βi(T ) +Di(T )

)
+ aiLi(T )

]
Vi(T ) < 0,

which contradicts (3.5) and hence (3.4) holds.

From (3.3) and (3.4), we obtain

|x(t) − y(t)|eǫ(t−t0) min
{
a−1

i

}
≤ |V (t)| ≤ max

i
{a−1

i }‖φ− ψ‖,

thus
|x(t) − y(t)| ≤ Ce−ǫ(t−t0)‖φ− ψ‖, ∀t ≥ t0,

with C =
maxi{a−1

i
}

mini{a−1

i
}

= maxi{ai}
mini{ai}

≥ 1, which shows that the system (2.2) is globally expo-

nentially stable.

We remark that hypothesis (H2) trivially holds (with Di(t) = 0 for all t > 0) in case of
all functions ai do not explicitly depend on time t, i.e. ai(t, u) = ai(u) for all i = 1, . . . , n
and u ∈ R. Thus, under the assumption

(h5) For all t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , n, we have aiβi(t) − aiLi(t) > ǫ,

we have the following result for system

x′
i(t) = ai(xi(t))

[
− bi(t, xi(t)) + fi(t, xt)

]
, t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n. (3.6)

Corollary 3.2. Assume (H1), (H3), (H4), and (h5) hold. Then, system (3.6) is globally
exponentially stable.

Proof. Hypothesis (H2) holds with D(t) = 0, thus the result comes from Theorem 3.1.

Now consider the model studied in [29]

x′(t) = ai(t, xi(t))


−bi(t, xi(t)) +

K∑

k=1

n∑

j=1

fijk(t, xj t
)


 , t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (3.7)

where n,K ∈ N, ai and bi are functions as in system (2.2) and fijk : [0,+∞) ×UC1
ǫ → R

are continuous functions for i, j = 1, . . . , n and k = 1, . . . , K.

We will also assume the following conditions:
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(h4) for each i, j = 1, . . . , n and k = 1, . . . , K, there exists a continuous function Fijk :
[0,+∞) → [0,+∞) such that

|fijk(t, ϕ) − fijk(t, ψ)| ≤ Fijk(t)‖ϕ− ψ‖ǫ, ∀t ≥ 0, ϕ, φ ∈ UC1
ǫ .

(h5’) for all t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , n, we have

ai

(
βi(t) +Di(t)

)
− ai

K∑

k=1

n∑

j=1

Fijk(t) > ǫ.

As system (3.7) is a particular situation of (2.2), the following stability criterion holds.

Corollary 3.3. Assume that (H1), (H2), (H3), (h4) and (h5’) hold. Then system (3.7)
is globally exponentially stable.

Proof. System (3.7) is a particular situation of (2.2) with

fi(t, ϕ) =
K∑

k=1

n∑

j=1

fijk(t, ϕj), ∀t ≥ 0, ϕ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) ∈ UCn
ǫ .

From (h4), we know that (H4) holds with

Li(t) =
K∑

k=1

n∑

j=1

Fijk(t), ∀t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n.

Moreover, (H5) reads as (h5’). Thus the results comes from Theorem 3.1.

Remark 3.4. We remark that the exponential stability of (3.7) was proved in [29] under
the assumptions (H1), (H2), (H3), (h4), and a condition equivalent to

(h5”) for all t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , n, we have

ai

(
βi(t) +Di(t)

)
−

K∑

k=1

n∑

j=1

ajFijk(t) > ǫ. (3.8)

We emphasize that conditions (h5’) and (3.8) are different, thus Corollary 3.3 presents a
new exponential stability criterion for the system (3.7).

4 Existence of periodic solution

In this section, we assume that (2.2) is a periodic system and we establish sufficient
conditions for the existence of a periodic solutions.

The existence of a periodic solutions will be proved through Mawhin’s Continuation
Theorem. Before stating the referred theorem, we need to recall some definitions and
facts.
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Definition 4.1. Let X and Z two Banach spaces.
A linear mapping L : Dom L ⊆ X → Z is called a Fredholm mapping of index zero if
dim KerL = codim ImL < ∞ and ImL is closed in Z.

Given a Fredholm mapping of index zero, L : Dom L ⊆ X → Z , it is well known
that there are continuous projectors P : X → X and Q : Z → Z such that ImP =
KerL, KerQ = ImL = ImI−Q, X = KerL ⊕ KerP and Z = ImL ⊕ ImQ. It follows that
L|Dom L ∩ kerP

: Dom L ∩ kerP → ImL is invertible. We denote the inverse of that map by
KP .

Definition 4.2. Let U be an open bounded subset of X. We say that a continuous
mapping N : U ⊆ X → Z is L-compact on U if the set QN(U ) is bounded and the
mapping KP (I −Q)N : U ⊆ X → X is compact.

Theorem 4.1 (Mawhin’s Continuation Theorem). Let X be a Banach space and Ω ⊆ X

an open bounded set. Suppose L : Dom L ⊂ X → X is a Fredholm operator with zero
index and that N : Ω → X is L-compact on Ω . Moreover, assume that all the following
conditions are satisfied:

1. Lx 6= λNx, ∀x ∈ ∂Ω ∩ Dom L, λ ∈ (0, 1);

2. QNx 6= 0, ∀x ∈ ∂Ω ∩ Ker L;

3. degB{QN,Ω ∩ Ker L, 0} 6= 0, where degB denotes the Brouwer degree.

Then, the equation Lx = Nx has at least one solution in Ω.

For studying the system (2.2) in case of being periodic, the following hypotheses will be
considered:

(H1*) For each i = 1, . . . , n, there exist ai , ai > 0 such that

ai < ai(t, u) < ai for all t ≥ 0, u ∈ R;

(H2*) There is ω > 0 such that, for each i = 1, . . . , n,

ai(t, u) = ai(t+ ω, u), bi(t, u) = bi(t+ ω, u), fi(t, φ) = fi(t+ ω, φ)

for all t ≥ 0, u ∈ R, and φ ∈ BC;

(H3*) For each i = 1, . . . , n, there exist ω−periodic continuous functions βi, β
∗
i : [0,+∞) →

(0,+∞) such that

βi(t) ≤
bi(t, u) − bi(t, v)

u− v
≤ β∗

i (t), ∀t ∈ [0, ω], ∀u, v ∈ R, u 6= v;

(H4*) For each i = 1, . . . , n, there exists a ω−periodic continuous function Li : [0,+∞) →
[0,+∞) such that

|fi(t, φ) − fi(t, ψ)| ≤ Li(t)‖φ− ψ‖, ∀t ∈ [0, ω], ∀φ, ψ ∈ BC;

(H5*) For each i = 1, . . . , n,

βi(t) > Li(t), ∀t ∈ [0, ω].

8



From (H2*), we conclude that the continuous functions t 7→ bi(t, 0) and t 7→ fi(t, 0) are
ω-periodic and therefore bounded. From (H3*), we also conclude that βi are bounded
away from zero and β∗

i are bounded.

Defining

β
i

:= min
t∈[0,ω]

βi(t), β
∗

i := max
t∈[0,ω]

β∗
i (t), bi := max

t∈[0,ω]
|bi(t, 0)|, and f i := max

t∈[0,ω]
|fi(t, 0)|, (4.1)

so that we have 0 < β
i
, β

∗

i , and 0 ≤ bi, f i.

We denote by X the Banach space

X =
{
φ ∈ C(R : Rn) : φ is ω − periodic},

with the norm ‖φ‖ = sup
t∈[0,ω]

|φ(t)|, for φ ∈ X.

For DomL = {φ ∈ X : φ′ ∈ X} ⊆ X, define the linear operator L : DomL → X by

Lφ = φ′ (4.2)

i.e., for all t ∈ R and φ(t) = (φ1(t), . . . , φn(t)) ∈ DomL, we have
(
Lφ
)
(t) = (φ′

1(t), . . . , φ
′
n(t)).

It is not difficult to show that KerL
∼= R

n and

ImL =
{
φ = (φ1, . . . , φn) ∈ X :

∫ ω

0
φ1(t)dt = · · · =

∫ ω

0
φn(t)dt = 0

}
, (4.3)

with ImL closed in X and dim KerL = codim ImL = n, thus L is a Fredhom operator
with zero index.

Now, we consider the projection P : X → X defined by

Pφ =
1

ω

∫ ω

0
φ(t)dt =

1

ω

(∫ ω

0
φ1(t)dt, . . . ,

∫ ω

0
φn(t)dt

)
, ∀φ = (φ1, . . . , φn) ∈ X. (4.4)

The projection P is continuous and, considering Qφ = Pφ, we have ImP = KerL, KerQ =
ImL, and the operator L|DomL ∩ KerP

: DomL ∩ KerP → ImL is invertible and we denote the

inverse by KP . By (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain that Kpφ =
(
(KPφ)1, · · · , (KPφ)n

)
with

(KPφ)i(t) =
∫ t

0
φi(u)du−

1

ω

∫ ω

0

∫ u

0
φi(s)dsdu, ∀φ = (φ1, . . . , φn) ∈ ImL, (4.5)

for i = 1, . . . , n.

For a convenient bounded open set Ω ⊆ X, define the function N : Ω → X by Nφ =(
(Nφ)1, . . . , (Nφ)n

)
, where

(Nφ)i(t) = ai(t, φi(t))

[
− bi(t, φi(t)) + fi(t, φt)

]
, (4.6)

for all t ∈ R, φ = (φ1, . . . , φn) ∈ X, and i = 1, . . . , n.
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We claim that, from the continuity of ai, bi, and fi, (4.5) and (4.6), we can conclude that,
for any α > 0, the mapping N is L-compact in the set Ω = {φ ∈ X : ‖φ‖ < α}.

In fact, for any t ∈ R and any x ∈ X, we have ‖QNx‖ ≤ max
i
ai[2β

∗

iα+ bi + f i], and we

conclude that QN(X) is bounded, implying that QN(Ω) is bounded.

Additionally, we also need to show that the mapping KP (I−Q)N is compact. To achieve
this, we show that for any bounded V ⊆ Ω, the set KP (I −Q)N(V ) is compact. It is
easy to verify that, for any sequence, (φn), with φn ∈ V , n ∈ N, such that φn → φ, we
have, for any t, t0 ∈ R,

lim
n→+∞

|KP (I −Q)N(φn)(t) −KP (I −Q)N(φn)(t0)|

≤ 3 max
i

[ai(2β
∗

iα + bi + f i)] (t− t0).
(4.7)

and
lim

n→+∞
‖KP (I −Q)N(φn)‖ ≤ 3ωmax

i
[ai(2β

∗

iα + bi + f i)]. (4.8)

Inequality (4.7) shows that the family of functions KP (I −Q)N(V ) is equicontinuous
and inequality (4.8) shows that the norms of all the functions in the referred family of
functions are bounded by the same constant. Ascoli-Arzela theorem allows us to conclude
that the set KP (I −Q)N(V ) is compact. Thus the mapping KP (I − Q)N is compact
and the claim is proved.

Notice that equation (4.8) only allows us to conclude that

lim
n→+∞

|KP (I −Q)N(φn)(t)| ≤ 3ωmax
i

[ai(bi + f i)], for any t ∈ [0, ω].

Thus we are not able to apply directly Ascoli-Arzela’s theorem to functions in

KP (I −Q)N(Ω).

Instead, we must consider the space Ω̃ = {φ ∈ C([0, ω] : Rn) : ‖φ‖ < α} instead of Ω,
with the norm defined in the same way. This is not a problem since once we show the
compactness property for Ω̃, the same property holds for Ω, because the functions on Ω
are ω−periodic.

In view of (4.6) and (4.2), for λ ∈ (0, 1) and x(t) = (x1(t), . . . , xn(t)) ∈ X, the operator
equation Lx = λNx is equivalent to the following equation:

x′
i(t) = λai(t, xi(t))

[
− bi(t, xi(t)) + fi(t, xt)

]
, ∀λ ∈ (0, 1), i = 1, . . . , n. (4.9)

Now we are in a position to prove the existence of a periodic solution of the general
differential system (2.2).

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that (H1*), (H2*), (H3*), (H4*), and (H5*) hold. Then, system
(2.2) has at least one ω−periodic solution.
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Proof. Our objective is to apply Theorem 4.1. To accomplish this, it is needed to define
a bounded open set Ω ⊆ X for which the conditions 1., 2., and 3. in Theorem 4.1 hold.

Let x = x(t) = (x1(t), . . . , xn(t))T be an arbitrary ω−periodic solution of equation (4.9).
The components xi(t) of x(t) are all continuously differentiable, thus, for each i = 1, . . . , n,
there is ti ∈ [0, ω] such that

|xi(ti)| = max
t∈[0,ω]

|xi(t)|.

Hence x′
i(ti) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , n.

Choose i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that |xi(ti)| = max
t∈[0,ω]

|x(t)|. Consequently, from (4.9), we have

bi(ti, xi(ti)) = fi(ti, xti
), (4.10)

thus

bi(ti, xi(ti)) − bi(ti, 0) + bi(ti, 0) = fi(ti, xti
) − fi(ti, 0) + fi(ti, 0).

By (H3*), (H4*), and (4.1) we obtain

βi(ti)|xi(ti)| − bi ≤ Li(ti)‖xti
‖ + f i,

and, as ‖xti
‖ = |x(ti)| = |xi(ti)|, we get

|xi(ti)|

(
1 −

Li(ti)

βi(ti)

)
≤
f i + bi

βi(ti)
,

From (H2*), (H5*), and (4.1), we can define

ξ = max
j,t






(
1 −

Lj(t)

βj(t)

)−1
f + b

β




+ 1 > 0, (4.11)

where b = max
i
bi, f = max

i
f i, and β = min

i
β

i
, thus we conclude that

|xi(ti)| < ξ. (4.12)

Consequently, ‖x‖ < ξ, and taking

Ω =
{
φ ∈ X : ‖φ‖ < ξ

}
, (4.13)

we conclude that the first condition of Theorem 4.1 is satisfied.

Now, we prove that the second condition of Theorem 4.1 holds.

Let x = x(t) = (x1(t), . . . , xn(t))T ∈ ∂Ω ∩ KerL. As KerL
∼= R

n, then x(t) is a constant
vector in R

n, i.e. x(t) = (x1, . . . , xn), and by (4.13), we conclude that there is i ∈
{1, . . . , n} such that |xi| = ξ. By (4.4) and (4.6), we have

(QNx)i(t) = (QNx)i =
1

ω

∫ ω

0
ai(u, xi) [−bi(u, xi) + fi(u, x)] du.

11



We claim that

|(QNx)i| > 0. (4.14)

By contradiction, we assume that |(QNx)i| = 0. Then there is t∗i ∈ [0, ω] such that

bi(t
∗
i , xi) = fi(t

∗
i , x).

Reproducing the same computations above (see how (4.10) implies (4.12)), we conclude
that

ξ = |xi| < ξ,

which is a contradiction. Consequently, (4.14) holds and the second condition of Theorem
4.1 is proved.

In order to prove the last condition of Theorem 4.1, we consider the continuous function
Ψ : (Ω ∩ KerL) × [0, 1] → X defined by Ψ(x, µ) = (Ψ(x, µ)1, . . . ,Ψ(x, µ)n) with

Ψ(x, µ)i = −µaiβ
∗

ixi + (1 − µ)(QNx)i,

for all x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Ω ∩ KerL
∼= Ω ∩ R

n, µ ∈ (0, 1), and i = 1, . . . , n. We claim that

|Ψ(x, µ)| 6= 0, ∀x ∈ (∂Ω) ∩ KerL, µ ∈ [0, 1]. (4.15)

Consequently, defining Φ : Rn → R
n by

Φx =
(
−a1β

∗

1x1, . . . ,−anβ
∗

nxn

)
, ∀x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R

n,

the homotopy invariance theorem [26] implies that

degB {QN,Ω ∩ KerL, 0} = degB {Φ,Ω ∩ KerL, 0} 6= 0.

Now, it remains to prove that (4.15) holds to conclude the proof.

Let x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ (∂Ω) ∩ KerL and µ ∈ [0, 1]. The function x is constant because
Ker ∼= R

n and, by (4.13), we conclude that there is i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that |x| = |xi| = ξ.
We claim that

|Ψ(x, µ)i| 6= 0.

By contradiction assume that

|Ψ(x, µ)i| = 0. (4.16)

From (4.4), (4.6), and (4.16), we have

−µaiβ
∗

ixi +
1 − µ

ω

∫ ω

0
ai(t, xi)

[
− bi(t, xi) + fi(t, x)

]
dt = 0,

thus there exists t∗∗
i ∈ [0, ω] such that

−µaiβ
∗

ixi + (1 − µ)ai(t
∗∗
i , xi)

[
− bi(t

∗∗
i , xi) + fi(t

∗∗
i , x)

]
= 0. (4.17)

Now, we assume that |x| = xi = ξ > 0 (the situation |x| = −xi = ξ is analogous).

12



By condition (H1*) and (H3*), we have

ai(t
∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , xi) = ai(t

∗∗
i , xi)

[
bi(t

∗∗
i , xi) − bi(t

∗∗
i , 0)

]
+ ai(t

∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , 0)

≤ aiβ
∗

ixi + ai(t
∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , 0),

then
ai(t

∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , xi) − aiβ

∗

ixi − ai(t
∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , 0) ≤ 0.

Consequently, from (4.17), we have

−ai(t
∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , xi) + (1 − µ)ai(t

∗∗
i , xi)fi(t

∗∗
i , x)

≥µ
[
ai(t

∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , xi) − aiβ

∗

ixi − ai(t
∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , 0)

]
− ai(t

∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , xi)

+ (1 − µ)ai(t
∗∗
i , xi)fi(t

∗∗
i , x)

= − µaiβ
∗

ixi + (1 − µ)ai(t
∗∗
i , xi) [−bi(t

∗∗
i , xi) + fi(t

∗∗
i , x)] − µai(t

∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , 0)

= − µai(t
∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , 0)

≥ai(t
∗∗
i , xi) min

{
0,−bi(t

∗∗
i , 0)

}

and by (H1*), we obtain

−bi(t
∗∗
i , xi) + (1 − µ)fi(t

∗∗
i , x) ≥ min

{
0,−bi(t

∗∗
i , 0)

}
.

Consequently,

bi(t
∗∗
i , xi) − bi(t

∗∗
i , 0) ≤ |fi(t

∗∗
i , x) − fi(t

∗∗
i , 0)| + bi + f i,

recalling that xi > 0, and ‖x‖ = |x|, from (H3*), (H4*), and (4.1) we have

xi ≤
Li(t

∗∗
i )

βi(t
∗∗
i )

|x| +
bi + f i

β
i

.

As |x| = xi = ξ > 0, we obtain

ξ = xi ≤

(
1 −

Li(t
∗∗
i )

βi(t
∗∗
i )

)−1
bi + f i

β
i

,

and by (4.11) we conclude that

ξ = xi ≤

(
1 −

Li(t
∗∗
i )

βi(t
∗∗
i )

)−1
bi + f i

β
i

< ξ,

which is a contradiction.

The case when xi < 0 is very similar to the previous one and we present it briefly. From
(H1*), (H3*), and (4.1), we obtain

ai(t
∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , xi) − aiβ

∗

ixi − ai(t
∗∗
i , xi)bi(t

∗∗
i , 0) ≥ 0

13



and, from (H1*), (H5*), and (4.11), we obtain

−bi(t
∗∗
i , xi) + (1 − µ)fi(t

∗∗
i , x) ≤ max

{
0,−bi(t

∗∗
i , 0)

}
.

Therefore,
bi(t

∗∗
i , xi) − bi(t

∗∗
i , 0) ≥ −|fi(t

∗∗
i , x) − fi(t

∗∗
i , 0)| − bi − f i.

Since xi < 0 and ‖x‖ǫ = |x|, from (H3*), (H4*), (4.1) and taking into account that
|x| = −xi = −ξ < 0, we obtain

xi ≥
Li(t

∗∗
i )

βi(t
∗∗
i )

xi −
bi + f i

β
i

.

Using this last equation and (4.11), we conclude that

−ξ = xi ≥ −

(
1 −

Li(t
∗∗
i )

βi(t∗∗
i )

)−1
bi + f i

β
i

> −ξ,

and we obtain again a contradiction.

By the stability criteria established in the previous Section, now we are in a position to
present the following results.

From Theorems 3.1 and 4.2, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Assume (H1*), (H2*), (H2), (H3*), (H4) with Li ω−periodic continuous
functions, (H5*), and (H5). Then the system (2.2) has an ω−periodic solution which is
globally exponentially stable.

In the case of Di(t) ≤ 0, for all t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , n, hypothesis (H5) implies (H5*),
thus the following result is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.3.

Corollary 4.4. If (H1*), (H2*), (H2) with Di(t) ≤ 0, for all t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , n,
(H3*), (H4) with Li ω−periodic continuous functions, and (H5) hold, then the system
(2.2) has an ω−periodic solution which is globally exponentially stable.

In the particular case of functions ai that do not explicitly depend on time t, from the
Corollary 4.4, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.5. If (H1*), (H3*), (H4) with Li ω−periodic continuous functions, and
(H5) hold, then system (3.6) has an ω−periodic solution which is globally exponentially
stable.

Now, we assume that the system (3.7) is ω−periodic, i.e. the following hypothesis holds:

(h1*) There is ω > 0 such that, for each i, j = 1, . . . , n and k = 1, . . . , K,

ai(t, u) = ai(t+ ω, u), bi(t, u) = bi(t+ ω, u), fijk(t, φ) = fijk(t+ ω, φ),

for all t ≥ 0, u ∈ R, and φ ∈ BC.

From Corollary 3.3, Remark 3.4, and Theorem 4.2, we obtain the next result.
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Theorem 4.6. Assume (h1*), (H1*), (H2), (H3*), (h4) with Fijk ω−periodic continuous
functions, and

βi(t) >
K∑

k=1

n∑

j=1

Fijk(t), ∀t ∈ [0, ω], i = 1, . . . , n.

If one of the conditions (h5’) or (h5”) holds, then the system (3.7) has an ω−periodic
solution which is globally exponentially stable.

5 Applications to Cohen-Grossberg neural network

models

In this section, we apply the results in Sections 3 and 4 to Cohen-Grossberg type models.
As we want to apply it to low-order and high-order models, we consider the following
general Cohen-Grossberg model with discrete-time varying and distributed delays.

x′
i(t) = ai(t, xi(t))

[
− bi(t, xi(t)) + Fi

(
P∑

p=1

n∑

j,l=1

cijlp(t)hijlp

(
xj(t− τijp(t)), xl(t− τ̃ilp(t)

))

+Gi

(
Q∑

q=1

n∑

j,l=1

dijlq(t)fijlq

(∫ 0

−∞
gijq(xj(t+ s))dηijq(s),

∫ 0

−∞
g̃ilq(xl(t+ s))dη̃ilq(s)

))

+Ii(t)

]
, t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (5.1)

where n, P,Q ∈ N and ai : [0,+∞) × R → (0,+∞), bi : [0,+∞) × R → R, cijlp , dijlq, Ii :
[0,+∞) → R, τijp, τ̃ilp : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞), hijlp , fijlq : R2 → R, Fi, Gi, gijq, g̃ilq : R →
R are continuous functions, and ηijq, η̃ilq : (−∞, 0] → R are non-decreasing bounded
functions such that ηijq(0) − ηijq(−∞) = 1 and η̃ilq(0) − η̃ilq(−∞) = 1, for each i, j, l =
1, . . . , n, p = 1, . . . , P , and q = 1, . . . , Q.

Here, we assume the next Lipschitz conditions:

(H4**) For each i, j, l = 1, . . . , n, p = 1, . . . , P , and q = 1, . . . , Q, there are positive

numbers γ
(1)
ijlp, γ

(2)
ijlp, µ

(1)
ijlq, µ

(2)
ijlq, ξijq, ξ̃ilq, ζi, and ςi such that

|hijlp(u1, u2) − hijlp(v1, v2)| ≤ γ
(1)
ijlp|u1 − v1| + γ

(2)
ijlp|u2 − v2|

|fijlq(u1, u2) − fijlq(v1, v2)| ≤ µ
(1)
ijlq|u1 − v1| + µ

(2)
ijlq|u2 − v2|

for all u1, u2, v1, v2 ∈ R, and

|gijq(u) − gijq(v)| ≤ ξijq|u− v|, |g̃ilq(u) − g̃ilq(v)| ≤ ξ̃ilq|u− v|,
|Fi(u) − Fi(v)| ≤ ζi|u− v|, |Gi(u) −Gi(v)| ≤ ςi|u− v|,

for all u, v ∈ R.

Now, we state our main stability criterion for model (5.1).
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Theorem 5.1. Assume that (H1)-(H3), (H4**), the functions τijp, τ̃ijp are bounded, and
there exists ϑ > 0 such that

∫ 0

−∞
e−ϑsdηijq(s) < +∞,

∫ 0

−∞
e−ϑsdη̃ilq(s) < +∞. (5.2)

If there exist ε > 0 and w = (w1, . . . , wn) > 0 such that for all t ≥ 0, and i = 1, . . . , n,

ai

(
βi(t) +Di(t)

)
− ai

n∑

j,l=1




P∑

p=1

ζi|cijlp(t)|
(
wj

wi

γ
(1)
ijlp +

wl

wi

γ
(2)
ijlp

)

+
Q∑

q=1

ςi|dijlq(t)|
(
wj

wi

µ
(1)
ijlqξijq +

wl

wi

µ
(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

)

 > ε, (5.3)

then the model (5.1) is globally exponentially stable.

Proof. With the change of variables yi(t) = w−1
i xi(t), model (5.1) is transformed into

y′
i(t) = ai(t, wiyi(t))w

−1
i

[
− bi(t, wiyi(t)) + Ii(t)

+Fi

(
P∑

p=1

n∑

j,l=1

cijlp(t)hijlp

(
wjyj(t− τijp(t)), wlyl(t− τ̃ilp(t)

))
+Gi

(
Q∑

q=1

n∑

j,l=1

dijlq(t)

·fijlq

(∫ 0

−∞
gijq(wjyj(t+ s))dηijq(s),

∫ 0

−∞
g̃ilq(wlyl(t+ s))dη̃ilq(s)

))]
, (5.4)

for t ≥ 0, and i = 1, . . . , n.

From (5.3), there exists ν > 0 such that

ai

(
βi(t) +Di(t)

)
− ai

n∑

j,l=1




P∑

p=1

ζi|cijlp(t)|
(
wj

wi

γ
(1)
ijlp +

wl

wi

γ
(2)
ijlp

)

+
Q∑

q=1

ςi|dijlq(t)|
(
wj

wi

µ
(1)
ijlqξijq +

wl

wi

µ
(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

)

 (1 + ν) > ν, (5.5)

for all t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , n.

As τijp and τ̃ilp are bounded functions, it is possible to define the non-negative real number

τ := max
i,j,p

(
sup
t≥0

{τijp(t), τ̃ijp(t)}

)
.

As in the proof of [8, Theorem 4.3], from (5.2), we can conclude that there exists α ∈ (0, ϑ)
such that

∫ 0

−∞
e−αsdηijq(s) < 1 + ν and

∫ 0

−∞
e−αsdη̃ijq(s) < 1 + ν, (5.6)

for all i, j = 1, . . . , n and q = 1, . . . , Q.
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Let ǫ := min{ν, α, log(1+ν)
τ+1

} and consider the system (5.4) in the phase space UCn
ǫ .

Defining, for each i = 1, . . . , n, ãi(t, u) := ai(t, wiu), b̃i(t, u) = w−1
i bi(t, wiu), and

f̃i(t, φ) := w−1
i Fi

(
P∑

p=1

n∑

j,l=1

cijlp(t)hijlp

(
wjφj(−τijp(t)), wlφl(−τ̃ilp(t))

))
+ w−1

i Ii(t)

+ w−1
i Gi




Q∑

q=1

n∑

j,l=1

dijlq(t)fijlq

(∫ 0

−∞
gijq(wjφj(s))dηijq(s),

∫ 0

−∞
g̃ilq(wlφl(s))dη̃ilq(s)

)



for all u ∈ R and φ = (φ1, . . . , φn) ∈ UCn
ǫ , model (5.4) has the form

y′
i(t) = ãi(t, yi(t))

[
− b̃i(t, yi(t)) + f̃i(t, yt)

]
, t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n. (5.7)

For model (5.7), the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3) hold with same constants ai, ai and
same functions Di(t), βi(t).

From Theorem 3.1, the proof is concluded if hypotheses (H4) and (H5) hold.

For φ = (φ1, . . . , φn), ψ = (ψ1, . . . , ψn) ∈ UCn
ǫ , t ≥ 0, and i = 1, . . . , n, from (H4**) we

have

|f̃i(t, φ) − f̃i(t, ψ)| ≤ w−1
i

n∑

j,l=1


ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|

·
∣∣∣hijlp

(
wjφj(−τijp(t)), wlφl(−τ̃ilp(t))

)
− hijlp

(
wjψj(−τijp(t)), wlψl(−τ̃ilp(t))

)∣∣∣

+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

∣∣∣∣∣fijlq

(∫ 0

−∞
gijq(wjφj(s))dηijq(s),

∫ 0

−∞
g̃ilq(wlφl(s))dη̃ilq(s)

)

− fijlq

( ∫ 0

−∞
gijq(wjψj(s))dηijq(s),

∫ 0

−∞
g̃ilq(wlψl(s))dη̃ilq(s)

)∣∣∣∣∣

]

≤w−1
i

n∑

j,l=1



ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|

·

(
γ

(1)
ijlpwj

∣∣∣φj(−τijp(t)) − ψj(−τijp(t))
∣∣∣+ γ

(2)
ijlpwl

∣∣∣φl(−τ̃ilp(t)) − ψl(−τ̃ilp(t))
∣∣∣
)

+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

(
µ

(1)
ijlq

∣∣∣∣
∫ 0

−∞
gijq(wjφj(s)) − gijq(wjψj(s))dηijq(s)

∣∣∣∣

+ µ
(2)
ijlq

∣∣∣∣
∫ 0

−∞
g̃ilq(wlφl(s)) − g̃ilq(wlψl(s))dη̃ilq(s)

∣∣∣∣

)]
.
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Again from (H4**) and by the monotony of ηijq and η̃ijq we obtain,

|f̃i(t, φ) − f̃i(t, ψ)| ≤
n∑

j,l=1


ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|

(
γ

(1)
ijlp

wj

wi

∣∣∣φj(−τijp(t)) − ψj(−τijp(t))
∣∣∣

+ γ
(2)
ijlp

wl

wi

∣∣∣φl(−τ̃ilp(t)) − ψl(−τ̃ilp(t))
∣∣∣
)

+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

(
µ

(1)
ijlq

∫ 0

−∞
ξijq

wj

wi

|φj(s) − ψj(s)|dηijq(s)

+ µ
(2)
ijlq

∫ 0

−∞
ξ̃ilq

wl

wi

|φl(s) − ψl(s)|dη̃ilq(s)

)]
(5.8)

and consequently

|f̃i(t, φ) − f̃i(t, ψ)| ≤
n∑

j,l=1



ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|

(
γ

(1)
ijlp

wj

wi

∣∣∣(φj − ψj)(−τijp(t))
∣∣∣

e−ǫ(−τijp(t))
eǫτijp(t)

+ γ
(2)
ijlp

wl

wi

∣∣∣(φl − ψl)(−τ̃ilp(t))
∣∣∣

e−ǫ(−τ̃ilp(t))
eǫτ̃ilp(t)





+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

(
µ

(1)
ijlq

∫ 0

−∞
ξijq

wj

wi

|(φj − ψj)(s)|

e−ǫs
e−ǫsdηijq(s)

+ µ
(2)
ijlq

∫ 0

−∞
ξ̃ilq

wl

wi

|(φl − ψl)(s)|

e−ǫs
e−ǫsdη̃ilq(s)

)]

≤
n∑

j,l=1



ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|
(
γ

(1)
ijlp

wj

wi

‖φ− ψ‖ǫe
ǫτijp(t) + γ

(2)
ijlp

wl

wi

‖φ− ψ‖ǫe
ǫτ̃ilp(t)

)

+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

(
µ

(1)
ijlq

∫ 0

−∞
ξijq

wj

wi

‖φ− ψ‖ǫe
−ǫsdηijq(s)

+ µ
(2)
ijlq

∫ 0

−∞
ξ̃ilq

wl

wi

‖φ− ψ‖ǫe
−ǫsdη̃ilq(s)

)]

≤‖φ− ψ‖ǫ

n∑

j,l=1



ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|
(
γ

(1)
ijlp

wj

wi

+ γ
(2)
ijlp

wl

wi

)
eǫτ

+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

(
µ

(1)
ijlqξijq

wj

wi

∫ 0

−∞
e−ǫsdηijq(s) + µ

(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

wl

wi

∫ 0

−∞
e−ǫsdη̃ilq(s)

)

 .

As ǫ ≤ α from (5.6) we have

∫ 0

−∞
e−ǫsdηijq(s) < 1 + ν and

∫ 0

−∞
e−ǫsdη̃ijq(s) < 1 + ν,

for all i, j = 1, . . . , n. As ǫ ≤
log(1 + ν)

τ + 1
, then we also have

eǫτ < eǫ(τ+1) ≤ 1 + ν.
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Consequently

|f̃i(t, φ) − f̃i(t, ψ)| ≤




n∑

j,l=1


ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|
(
γ

(1)
ijlp

wj

wi

+ γ
(2)
ijlp

wl

wi

)

+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

(
µ

(1)
ijlqξijq

wj

wi

+ µ
(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

wl

wi

)
 (1 + ν)


 ‖φ− ψ‖ǫ,

and hypothesis (H4) holds with

Li(t) =
n∑

j,l=1


ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|
(
γ

(1)
ijlp

wj

wi

+ γ
(2)
ijlp

wl

wi

)
+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

(
µ

(1)
ijlqξijq

wj

wi

+ µ
(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

wl

wi

)
 (1+ν)

for all i = 1, . . . , n.

As ǫ ≤ ν and from (5.5), the hypothesis (H5) also holds and the proof is concluded.

Now, we assume that the model (5.1) is periodic, i.e. there is ω > 0 such that

(H2**) There is ω > 0 such that, for each i, j, l = 1, . . . , n, p = 1, . . . , P , and q = 1, . . . , Q,

ai(t, u) = ai(t+ ω, u), cijlp(t) = cijlp(t+ ω), τijp(t) = τijp(t+ ω),
bi(t, u) = bi(t+ ω, u), dijlq(t) = dijlq(t+ ω), τ̃ijp(t) = τ̃ijp(t+ ω), and
Ii(t) = Ii(t+ ω)

for all t ≥ 0 and u ∈ R.

Theorem 5.2. Assume the hypotheses (H2**), (H1), (H3*), and (H4**).

If there exists w = (w1, . . . , wn) > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, ω], and i = 1, . . . , n,

βi(t) >
n∑

j,l=1




P∑

p=1

ζi|cijlp(t)|
(
wj

wi

γ
(1)
ijlp +

wl

wi

γ
(2)
ijlp

)

+
Q∑

q=1

ςi|dijlq(t)|
(
wj

wi

µ
(1)
ijlqξijq +

wl

wi

µ
(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

)

 , (5.9)

then the model (5.1) has an ω−periodic solution.

Proof. As in previous proof, the change of variables yi(t) = w−1
i xi(t) transforms model

(5.1) into (5.4).

Considering model (5.4) in the phase space UCn
ǫ , for some ǫ > 0, it has the form (5.7).

Proceeding as in the previous proof, functions f̃i verify (5.8) for all φ = (φ1, . . . , φn), ψ =
(ψ1, . . . , ψn) ∈ BC and t ≥ 0. Consequently

|f̃i(t, φ) − f̃i(t, ψ)| ≤‖φ− ψ‖
n∑

j,l=1


ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|

(
γ

(1)
ijlp

wj

wi

+ γ
(2)
ijlp

wl

wi

)

+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

(
µ

(1)
ijlqξijq

wj

wi

∫ 0

−∞
dηijq(s) + µ

(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

wl

wi

∫ 0

−∞
dη̃ilq(s)

)
 ,

19



and from the properties of ηijq and η̃ijq we obtain

|f̃i(t, φ) − f̃i(t, ψ)| ≤ Li(t)‖φ− ψ‖,

with

Li(t) =
n∑

j,l=1



ζi

P∑

p=1

|cijlp(t)|

(
γ

(1)
ijlp

wj

wi

+ γ
(2)
ijlp

wl

wi

)
+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

|dijlq(t)|

(
µ

(1)
ijlqξijq

wj

wi

+ µ
(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

wl

wi

)

 ,

thus (H4*) holds for model (5.7).

By hypothesis (5.9), (H5*) also holds and the conclusion follows from Theorem 4.2.

Immediately from Theorems 5.1 and 5.2, we have the following result.

Corollary 5.3. Assume (H1), (H2) with Di an ω−periodic continuous function, (H2**),
(H3*), (H4**), and (5.2).

If there exists w = (w1, . . . , wn) > 0 such that, for all t ∈ [0, ω] and i = 1, . . . , n inequality
(5.9) holds and

ai

(
βi(t) +Di(t)

)
> ai

n∑

j,l=1




P∑

p=1

ζi|cijlp(t)|
(
wj

wi

γ
(1)
ijlp +

wl

wi

γ
(2)
ijlp

)

+
Q∑

q=1

ςi|dijlq(t)|
(
wj

wi

µ
(1)
ijlqξijq +

wl

wi

µ
(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

)

 , (5.10)

then the model (5.1) has an ω−periodic solution which is globally exponentially stable.

Proof. From (H2**) functions τijp, τ̃ijp are bounded.

Moreover, from (H2**) and (H3*) we know that βi, cijlp, and dijlq are ω−periodic func-
tions. As Di are also ω−periodic, then there is ε > 0 such that inequality (5.3) holds and
the conclusion comes from Theorems 5.1 and 5.2.

Now, we consider model (5.1) with amplifications functions, ai, do not explicitly depend
on time t, i.e.

x′
i(t) = ai(xi(t))

[
− bi(t, xi(t)) + Fi

(
P∑

p=1

n∑

j,l=1

cijlp(t)hijlp

(
xj(t− τijp(t)), xl(t− τ̃ilp(t)

))

+Gi

(
Q∑

q=1

n∑

j,l=1

dijlq(t)fijlq

(∫ 0

−∞
gijq(xj(t+ s))dηijq(s),

∫ 0

−∞
g̃ilq(xl(t+ s))dη̃ilq(s)

))

+Ii(t)

]
, t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (5.11)

From Corollary 5.3 we have the following result.
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Corollary 5.4. Assume (H1), (H2**), (H3*), (H4**), and (5.2).

If there exists w = (w1, . . . , wn) > 0 such that, for all t ∈ [0, ω] and i = 1, . . . , n,

aiβi(t) > ai

n∑

j,l=1




P∑

p=1

ζi|cijlp(t)|
(
wj

wi

γ
(1)
ijlp +

wl

wi

γ
(2)
ijlp

)

+
Q∑

q=1

ςi|dijlq(t)|
(
wj

wi

µ
(1)
ijlqξijq +

wl

wi

µ
(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

)
 , (5.12)

then the model (5.11) has an ω−periodic solution which is globally exponentially stable.

Proof. Noting that ai(t, u) = ai(u) for all t, u ∈ R and i = 1, . . . , n, the hypothesis (H2)
trivially holds with Di(t) = 0. Consequently inequality (5.12) implies (5.9) and the result
comes from Corollary 5.3.

For model (5.11) under the hypotheses (H2**), (H1), (H3*), and (H4**), consider the
constants

β
i

:= min
t∈[0,ω]

βi(t), cijlp := max
t∈[0,ω]

cijlp(t), and dijlq := max
t∈[0,ω]

dijlq(t), (5.13)

for each i, j = 1, . . . , n, p = 1, . . . , P , q = 1, . . . , Q, and the square real matrix M defined
by

M := diag
(
a1β1

, . . . , anβn

)
−
[
mij

]n
i,j=1

, (5.14)

where, for each i, j = 1, . . . , n,

mij := ai

n∑

l=1



ζi

P∑

p=1

(
cijlpγ

(1)
ijlp + ciljpγ

(2)
iljp

)
+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

(
dijlqµ

(1)
ijlqξijq + diljqµ

(2)
iljqξ̃ijq

)


 .

Corollary 5.5. Assume (H1), (H2**), (H3*), (H4**), and (5.2).

If M is a non-singular M-matrix, then the model (5.11) has an ω−periodic solution which
is globally exponentially stable.

Proof. As M is a non-singular M-matrix, then (see [9]) there exists w = (w1, . . . , wn) > 0
such that MwT > 0, i.e.,

aiβi
wi >

n∑

j=1

wj


ai

n∑

l=1


ζi

P∑

p=1

(
cijlpγ

(1)
ijlp + ciljpγ

(2)
iljp

)
+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

(
dijlqµ

(1)
ijlqξijq + diljqµ

(2)
iljqξ̃ijq

)



 ,

for all i = 1, . . . , n, which is equivalent to

aiβi
> ai

n∑

j,l=1


ζi

P∑

p=1

(
cijlp

wj

wi

γ
(1)
ijlp + ciljpγ

(2)
iljp

wj

wi

)

+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

(
dijlq

wj

wi

µ
(1)
ijlqξijq + diljqµ

(2)
iljqξ̃ijq

wj

wi

)
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and consequently

aiβi
> ai

n∑

j,l=1


ζi

P∑

p=1

(
cijlp

wj

wi

γ
(1)
ijlp + cijlpγ

(2)
ijlp

wl

wi

)

+ ςi

Q∑

q=1

(
dijlq

wj

wi

µ
(1)
ijlqξijq + dijlqµ

(2)
ijlqξ̃ilq

wl

wi

)
 . (5.15)

From (5.13) and (5.15) we obtain (5.12). Now the result follows from Corollary 5.4.

Example 5.1. Consider the following low-order Cohen-Grossberg neural network model

x′(t) = ai(xi(t))


−bi(t, xi(t)) +Gi




n∑

j=1

cij(t)
∫ +∞

0
xj(t− u)Kij(u)du




 , (5.16)

for t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , n, where ai : R → (0,+∞), bi : [0,+∞)×R → R, cij : [0,+∞) →
R, Gi : R → R, and Kij : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) are continuous functions such that

∫ +∞

0
Kij(u)du = 1, (5.17)

for all i, j = 1, . . . , n.

The model (5.16) is a generalization of the following autonomous static neural network
model

x′(t) = −xi(t) +Gi




n∑

j=1

cij

∫ +∞

0
xj(t− u)Kij(u)du


 , t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (5.18)

whose the existence and global asymptotic stability of an equilibrium point was studied
in [27].

Defining, for each i, j = 1, . . . , n, ηij : (−∞, 0] → R by

ηij(s) =
∫ s

−∞
Kij(−v)dv, s ∈ (−∞, 0] (5.19)

we have ηij non-decreasing and, from (5.17), ηij(0) − ηij(−∞) = 1. Consequently, the
model (5.16) can be written in the form

x′(t) = ai(xi(t))



−bi(t, xi(t)) +Gi




n∑

j=1

cij(t)
∫ 0

−∞
xj(t+ s)dηij(s)







 , t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n,

which is a particular situation of (5.11). Consequently, from Corollary 5.4, we obtain the
following result.

Corollary 5.6. Assume (H1), (H3*) and, for each i, j = 1, . . . , n, the functions t 7→ bi(t, u)
and cij is ω−periodic, the function Gi is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant ςi > 0, and
there is α > 0 such that

∫ +∞

0
Kij(u)eαudu < +∞. (5.20)
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If there exists w = (w1, . . . , wn) > 0 such that, for all t ∈ [0, ω] and i = 1, . . . , n,

aiβi(t)wi > ai

n∑

j=1

ςi|cij(t)|wj, t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (5.21)

then the model (5.16) has an ω−periodic solution which is globally exponentially stable.

For model (5.18), condition (5.21) reads as

wi >
n∑

j=1

ςi|cij|wj, t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n,

which is equivalent to matrix

N = In −
[
ςi|cij|

]n
i,j=1

,

where In denotes the identity matrix of n-dimension, being a non-singular M-matrix (see
[Fidler]). Consequently, we also have the following result.

Corollary 5.7. For each i, j = 1, . . . , n assume that the function Gi is Lipschitz with
Lipschitz constant ςi > 0 and (5.20).

If N is a non-singular M-matrix, then the model (5.18) has an equilibrium point which
is globally exponentially stable.

Remark 5.8. We remark that in [27] the existence and global asymptotic stability of an
equilibrium point of (5.18) was obtained assuming stronger conditions over Gi than being
Lipschitz, N be a non-singular M-matrix, and

∫ +∞

0
uKij(u)du < +∞.

instead of (5.20).

Example 5.2. Consider the following low-order Cohen-Grossberg neural network model,

x′(t)= ai(t, xi(t))

[
− bi(t, xi(t)) +

n∑

j=1

cij1(t)hij1(xj(t)) +
n∑

j=1

cij2(t)hij2(xj(t− τij(t)))

+
n∑

j=1

dij(t)
∫ +∞

0
gij(xj(t− u))Kij(u)du+ Ii(t)



 , t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (5.22)

where, for each i, j = 1, . . . , n, ai : [0,+∞) × R → (0,+∞), bi : [0,+∞) × R → R,
cij1, cij2, dij, Ii : [0,+∞) → R, τij : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞), hij1, hij2, gij : R → R, and
Kij : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) are continuous functions such that Kij verifies (5.17).

Sufficient conditions for the exponential stability of (5.22) were obtained in [22, 29].

The existence and global asymptotic stability of a periodic solution of (5.22), with finite
delays, were studied in [15].
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The following particular situation of (5.22)

x′(t)= ai(xi(t))

[
− bi(xi(t)) +

n∑

j=1

cij1(t)hj1(xj(t)) +
n∑

j=1

cij2(t)hj2(xj(t− τij(t)))

+
n∑

j=1

dij(t)
∫ +∞

0
gj(xj(t− u))Kij(u)du+ Ii(t)



 , t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n, (5.23)

was studied in [36], where conditions for the existence and global exponential stability of
a pseudo almost automorphic solution were established.

Considering the definition of the bounded variation function ηij as in (5.19), model (5.22)
is a particular situation of (5.1), thus from Theorem 5.1 we obtain the following stability
criterion

Corollary 5.9. Assume that (H1)-(H3), and, for each i, j = 1, . . . , n, τij is bounded,
Kij verifies (5.17) and (5.20), and hij1, hij2, gij are Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz
constants γij1, γij2, ξij > 0 respectively.

If there exist ε > 0 and w = (w1, . . . , wn) > 0 such that, for all t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , n,

ai

(
βi(t) +Di(t)

)
wi − ai

n∑

j=1

[(
|cij1(t)|γij1 + |cij2(t)|γij2 + |dij(t)|ξij

)
wj

]
> ε, (5.24)

then the model (5.22) is globally exponentially stable.

Remark 5.10. In [29] the exponential stability of (5.22) was established assuming hy-
potheses in Corollary 5.9 with the condition

ai

(
βi(t) +Di(t)

)
−

n∑

j=1

aj

[(
|cij1(t)|γij1 + |cij2(t)|γij2 + |dij(t)|ξij

)wj

wi

]
> ε, (5.25)

instead of (5.24).

Model (5.23) is a particular situation of (5.11), from Corollaries 5.4 and 5.9 and Remark
5.10 we obtain the following result

Corollary 5.11. Assume (H1), (H3*) with βi(t) ≡ βi, and, for each i, j = 1, . . . , n,
cij1, cij2, τij , dij, Ii are ω−periodic for some ω > 0, Kij verifies (5.17) and (5.20), and
hj1, hj2, gj are Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz constants γj1, γj2, ξj > 0 respectively.

If there exists w = (w1, . . . , wn) > 0 such that one of the following conditions

aiβiwi − ai

n∑

j=1

[(
|cij1(t)|γj1 + |cij2(t)|γj2 + |dij(t)|ξj

)
wj

]
> 0, (5.26)

or

aiβiwi −
n∑

j=1

aj

[(
|cij1(t)|γj1 + |cij2(t)|γj2 + |dij(t)|ξj

)
wj

]
> 0, (5.27)

holds for all t ∈ [0, ω] and i = 1, . . . , n, then the model (5.23) has an ω−periodic solution
which is globally exponentially stable.
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Remark 5.12. In [36] the existence of a unique pseudo almost automorphic solution of
model (5.23) with cij1, cij2, τij, dij being pseudo almost automorphic functions was obtained
assuming (H1), (H3*) with βi(t) ≡ βi, Kij verifying (5.17), (5.20), and hj1, hj2, gj are
Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz constants γj1, γj2, ξj > 0, and

aiβiwi −
n∑

j=1

aj

[(
cij1γj1 + cij2γj2 + dijξj

)
wj

]
> 0, (5.28)

where cijp = sup |cij1(t)|, dij = sup |dij(t)| for i, j = 1, . . . , n and p = 1, 2.

All periodic functions are pseudo almost automorphic functions. Thus Corollary 5.11 is
not a generalization of [36, Theorem 3.1]. However, in case of (5.23) being a periodic
model, the existence criterium in Corollary 5.11 is better than the corresponding criterium
in [36, Theorem 3.1].

Example 5.3. Consider the following high-order Cohen-Grossberg neural network
model,

x′(t)= ai(xi(t))

[
− bi(xi(t)) +

n∑

j=1

cij(t)fj(ρjxj(t)) +
n∑

j=1

dij11(t)fj

(
ρj

∫ +∞

0
Kij(u)xj(t− u)du

)

+
n∑

j,l=1

dijl2(t)fj

(
ρj

∫ +∞

0
Kij(u)xj(t− u)du

)
fl

(
ρl

∫ +∞

0
Kil(u)xl(t− u)du

)
+ Ii(t)



 ,

(5.29)

for t ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n, where, for each i, j, l = 1, . . . , n and q = 1, 2, ρi > 0, ai : R →
(0,+∞), bi : R → R, cij, dijlq, Ii : [0,+∞) → R, fj : R → R, and Kij : [0,+∞) →
[0,+∞) are continuous functions such that Kij verifies (5.17).

The existence and global exponential stability of a periodic solution of (5.29) were studied
in [23].

Considering the definition of the bounded variation functions ηij as in (5.19), model (5.29)
is a particular situation of (5.11), thus from Corollary 5.4 we obtain the following stability
criterion.

Corollary 5.13. Assume (H1), (H3*) with βi(t) ≡ βi, and, for each i, j, l = 1, . . . , n and
q = 1, 2, cij, dijlq, Ii are ω−periodic for some ω > 0, Kij verifies (5.17) and (5.20), and
there are Mj > 0 and µj > 0 such that

|fj(u) − fj(v)| ≤ µj|u− v| and |fj(u)| ≤ Mj , ∀u, v ∈ R, j = 1, . . . , n.

If there exists w = (w1, . . . , wn) > 0 such that, for all t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , n,

aiβiwi > ai

n∑

j=1

[
|cij(t)|µjρjwj + |dij11(t)|ρjµjwj

+
n∑

l=1

|dijl2(t)|
(
wjMjµjρj + wlMlµlρl

)]
, (5.30)

then the model (5.22) has an ω−periodic solution which is globally exponentially stable.
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Proof. If we take in model (5.11) P = 1, Q = 2, and, for each i, j, l = 1, . . . , n, q = 1, 2, the
functions Fi(u) = Gi(u) = u, τij1(t) = τ̃ij1(t) = 0, hijl1(u1, u2) = fj(ρju1), cij11(t) = cij(t)
cijl1(t) = dijl1(t) = 0 for l 6= 1, fijl1(u1, u2) = fj(ρju1), fijl2(u1, u2) = fj(ρju1)fj(ρju2),
gijq(u) = g̃ijq(u) = u, and η̃ijq(s) = ηijq(s) defined by (5.19) for all u1, u2 ∈ R and s ≤ 0,
then we obtain model (5.29).

For all u1, u2, v1, , v2 ∈ R, we have

|hijl1(u1, u2) − hijl1(v1, v2)| = |fj(ρju1) − fj(ρjv1)| ≤ ρjµj |u1 − v1|,

|fijl1(u1, u2) − fijl1(v1, v2)| = |fj(ρju1) − fj(ρjv1)| ≤ ρjµj |u1 − v1|,

and

|fijl2(u1, u2) − fijl2(v1, v2)| = |fj(ρju1)fj(ρju2) − fj(ρjv1)fj(ρju2)|

≤ Mjρjµj|u1 − v1| +Mjρjµj|u2 − v2|,

for all i, j, l = 1, . . . , n, thus hypothesis (H4**) holds. Condition (5.2) follows from (5.20)
and the inequality (5.12) reads as (5.30). Finally, the result follows from Corollary 5.4.

Remark 5.14. In [23], sufficient conditions for the existence and global exponential
stability of a ω−periodic solution of (5.29) were presented. However, it is important to
mention that the proof of the main result is not correct. Specifically, the way inequality [23,
(3.10)] is obtained is problematic. In fact assuming the uniqueness of solution of (5.29)
with initial condition x0 = ψ for ψ ∈ BC, denoting this solution by x(t, 0, ψ), and defining
P : BC → BC by P (ψ) = xω(·, 0, ψ), we always have

‖PN(ψ1) − PN(ψ2)‖ = ‖xNω(·, 0, ψ1) − xNω(·, 0, ψ2)‖

= sup
s≤0

‖x(Nω + s, 0, ψ1) − x(Nω + s, 0, ψ2)‖

≥ ‖ψ1 − ψ2‖

for all ψ1, ψ2 ∈ BC and N ∈ N, since model (5.29) is ω−periodic.

6 Numerical Example

Here, we present a numerical example to illustrate the applicability of some new results
given in this work.

The system

x′
1(t) =

(
1

48
sin

(
x1(t)

)
+

7

48

) [
− (9 + sin(t))x1(t) + c cos(t) arctan

(
x1(t− sin(t))

)

· arctan
(
x2(t− cos(t))

)
+ d sin(t)

∫ +∞

0
e−ux2(t− u)du+ cos(t)

]

(6.1)

x′
2(t) =

(
2 + cos

(
x2(t)

)) [
− (2 + cos(t))x2(t) + ĉ sin(t) arctan

(
x1(t− cos(t))

)

+ d̂ cos(t) tanh
(∫ +∞

0
e−ux1(t− u)du

)
tanh

(∫ +∞

0
e−ux2(t− u)du

)
+ esin(t)

]
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for t ≥ 0, where c, d, ĉ, d̂ ∈ R, is a 2π−periodic example of a high-order Cohen-Grossberg
neural network model.

Defining ηij1, η̃ij1 : (−∞, 0] → R by

ηij1(s) = η̃ij1(s) =
∫ s

−∞
evdv, s ∈ (−∞, 0],

system (6.1) is a particular situation of (5.11). However, (6.1) is not a particular case of
(5.29), thus the model studied in [23] is not general enough to include (6.1) as a particular
example.

Following the notations in (5.11) and (5.13), we have n = 2, P = Q = 1, a1 = 1
8
,

a1 = 1
6
, a2 = 1, a2 = 3, β

1
= 8, β

2
= 1, ζi = ςi = 1, γ

(1)
1121 = γ

(2)
1121 = π

2
, γ

(1)
2111 = 1,

µ
(2)
1211 = µ

(1)
2121 = µ

(2)
2121 = 1, I1(t) = cos(t), I2(t) = esin(t), γ

(1)
1121 = γ

(2)
1121 = π

2
, γ

(1)
2111 = 1,

µ
(2)
1211 = µ

(1)
2121 = µ

(2)
2121 = 1, c1121(t) = c cos(t), c2111(t) = ĉ sin(t), d1211(t) = d sin(t),

d2121(t) = d̂ cos(t), and all other cijl1(t) = dijl1(t) = 0, for i, j, l = 1, 2.

Consequently, example (6.1) is 2π−periodic and the matrix M, defined in (5.14), has the
form

M =




1 − π
16

|c| −1
2

(
π
2
|c| + |d|

)

−3
(

π
2
|ĉ| + |d̂|

)
1 − 3|d̂|


 .

Condition (5.2) trivially holds with ϑ ∈ (0, 1). Consequently, Corollary 5.5 assures the
existence and exponential stability of a 2π−periodic solution of (6.1) in case M being a

non-singular M-matrix. For example, if we consider c = 1
π
, d = 1

100
, ĉ = 1

30π
, d̂ = 1

30
, we

have

M =




15
16

−101
200

−1
5

9
10


 ,

which is a non-singular M-matrix.
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