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Abstract

In this research paper, we examine an optimal control problem involving a dynamical system governed by
a nonlinear Caputo fractional time-delay state equation. The primary objective of this study is to obtain
the necessary conditions for optimality, both the first and second order, for the Caputo fractional time-delay
optimal control problem. We derive the first-order necessary condition for optimality for the given fractional
time-delay optimal control problem. Moreover, we focus on a case where the Pontryagin maximum principle
degenerates, meaning that it is satisfied in a tivial manner. Consequently, we proceed to derive the second
order optimality conditions specific to the problem under investigation. At the end illustrative examples are
provided.
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1. Introduction

Fractional differential equations have attracted significant attention in the last 30 years |2, |3, 4, 15, |6, 7,
16,122,124, 129, 135,136,137). This increased interest can be attributed to the advancements in fractional calculus
theory and its diverse applications. One area of active research involves studying optimal control problems
for systems incorporating fractional Riemann-Liouville and Caputo derivatives. These problems have wide-
ranging applications in various fields such as biology [32], chemistry [9], economics [14], electrical engineering
[17], and medicine [18]. It is worth noting that fractional optimal control problems, which are described by
ordinary fractional differential equations, can be considered as an extension of traditional optimal control
problems.

Fractional optimal control problems, which can be represented by ordinary fractional differential equa-
tions, can be considered as an advancement or an expansion of conventional optimal control problems.

The Pontryagin maximum principle is a key outcome in the theory of essential optimality conditions
at the first order. It was originally demonstrated in [21] for optimal control problems involving ordinary
differential equations. Subsequently, different essential optimality conditions have been derived for a range
of systems, encompassing both first and higher order conditions [10, 21, 20, 33, 34].

An admissible control is referred to as a Pontryagin extremal if it satisfies the Pontryagin maximum
condition. The maximum principle implies that any optimal control is a Pontryagin extremal. Thus, the
problem of finding the optimal control is essentially reduced to selecting the best control among the Pontrya-
gin extremals. If there exists an optimal control in the optimization problem and the Pontryagin extremal is
unique, then it is the optimal control. However, it is important to note that even in simple cases, non-optimal
controls can satisfy the Pontryagin maximum principle. In such situations, the maximum principle cannot
effectively eliminate all non-optimal controls.

The process of narrowing down a subset of Pontryagin extremals that can be deemed optimal is a crucial
and challenging task. Its complexity stems from the fact that the maximum principle itself serves as a very
strong necessary condition for optimality.
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Consequently, investigating scenarios where the Pontryagin maximum principle fails to provide a unique
determination of the optimal control has become a key focus in the advancement of optimal systems theory.
Therefore, the need arises to develop new necessary conditions for optimality that can narrow down the set
of controls that satisfy the Pontryagin maximum principle.

The paper [38] addresses the minimization problem of an integral functional with a non-convex control-
dependent integrand. The focus is on solutions of a Riemann-Liouville fractional differential control system
with mixed non-convex feedback constraints on the control. In [39], optimal control problems of frac-
tional order are examined, where the dynamic control system involves derivatives of both integer and frac-
tional orders, and the final time is not fixed. Necessary optimality conditions are derived for the triplet of
state/control/terminal time. The cases with finite time constraints are also considered. It is demonstrated
that, under suitable assumptions, the derived necessary optimality conditions become sufficient. In the paper
[35], a necessary first-order optimality condition is obtained in the form of the Pontryagin maximum princi-
ple. Additionally, in the case of degenerate maximum principle, a necessary optimality condition is derived
for singular controls according to the Pontryagin maximum principle. It should be noted that these results
are obtained using the fundamental matrix. If the Pontryagin maximum principle holds along the control
trajectory without degeneracy, then the findings of [8, 35] consider this control as a potential candidate for
optimality. Hence, there is a need for new necessary optimality conditions that can effectively single out this
control from the set of candidates for optimality.

This paper presents one of the potential approaches for establishing higher-order necessary optimality
conditions for fractional optimal control problems based on the Caputo sense.

We investigate an optimal control problem for a dynamic system governed by a nonlinear differential
equation, incorporating the Caputo fractional derivative of order a € (0,1).The control process occurs
within a fixed and finite time interval. The objective is to minimize a Bolza-type cost functional consisting
of two components. The first component assesses the state vector of the system at a predetermined terminal
time T, while the second component involves the integral evaluation of a control over the entire time interval
[0, T]. Notably, the second term corresponds to the Riemann-Liouville integral of order 5 > «. The set of
control functions assumes nonempty and compact values.

The presented optimal control problem is investigated using a novel variation of the increment method,
which extensively employs the concept of an adjoint integral equation. It is worth noting that the solution
of this integral equation does not exhibit any singularity.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we will begin by providing concise explanations of key terms derived from fractional
calculus that hold significance in this research.

Let R™ and R™ ™ denote the spaces of n-dimensional vectors and n x n matrices, respectively, and let
E € R™" be the identity matrix. A norm is defined in R™ by || - ||, and in R"*™ by an appropriate norm for
matrices. Consider the intervals [0,7] C R and [—h,T] C R, where T'> 0 and h > 0, and Let Y be either
R™ or R™*™.

In the space L>=([0,T],Y), we have a set of Lebesgue measurable functions ¢ : [0,7] — Y such that
llo()llfo,7) < oo. Here, |l¢(-)||[o,7) is defined as the essential supremum of the norm of ¢(t) over all ¢ € [0,T7].
Essentially, it measures the largest possible norm value attained by ¢(t) in that interval.

Furthermore, in the space C([0,T],Y), we have a set of functions ¢ : [0,7] — Y such that ||¢()|| =
maxyefo, 7] |#(t)]|. In other words, it represents the maximum norm value achieved by ¢(t) over the interval
[0,T7].

We also have the space of summable functions denoted as L([0,T],Y), which encompasses functions
that are integrable over the interval [0,T] with respect to the appropriate norm in Y.

Definition 2.1. (]|29]) The frectional integral of order a > 0 for a function ¢ : [0,7] — Y is defined by

(I&so)(t):% / (t— 1) Yp(r)dr, >0,

(0%

where I'(+) is the well-known Euler’s gamma function.



Definition 2.2. ([29]) The Riemann-Liouville frectional derivative of order 0 < « < 1 for a function
() € L*>([0,T],Y) is defined by

(RLD8+SD)(t) = ﬁ%/o (t—71)"%p(r)dr, t>0,

Definition 2.3. ([29]) The Caputo frectional derivative of order 0 < a < 1 for a function ¢(-) € L*°([0,T],Y)
is defined by

(CD3+¢)(t) = ﬁ/@ (t— T)ia%([?(T)dT, t >0,

The relationship between the Caputo and Riemann-Liouville fractional differentiation operators for the
function ¢(-) € L*°([0,T],Y) can be described as follows:

“Dg,o(t) =" Dg, (o(t) — 9(0)), a€(0,1].

We denote
ACL([0,T],Y) = {y()ly - [0, T] = Y, y(t) = y(0) + (Ig 9)(t), te[0,T]}

Lemma 2.1. (29]) For any y(t) € AC%([0,T),Y), the value (°D§, y)(t) is correctly defined for a.e. t €
[0,T). Furthermore, the inclusion (“Dg, y)(-) € L>([0,T],Y) holds (i.e., there exists ¢(-) € L>=([0,T],Y)
such that p(t) = (°D§, y)(t) for a.e. t €[0,T]) and

(154 (“Dgy)()(t) = y(t) —y(0), ¢t € [0,T].
Lemma 2.2. (/29]) If a € (0,1) and o(-) € L*([0,T],Y), then (Dg (I, y)())(t) = ¢(t), a.e. t €[0,T].

Lemma 2.3. ([34]) Let Y be Banach space and suppose x € C([—h,T],Y) satisfies the following inequality
t ¢
s <a®) +5 [ (=9 Ds)lds +e [ (=9 Dulleds 0<e<Th>0
0 0

y(t)=v@t) —h<t<0

P € C,0 < 8 < landconstants,a,b,c > 0. Then there exists constant M > 0 (indepent on a and ) such
that
ly@®Il < M(a(t) + |[Yllc) 0<t<T.

Note: [ynllc = supo<p<n ly(t — O)I-
Lemma 2.4. ([37]) For an arbitrary function a(-) € L*(0,T), any of its Lebesgue points 0 € (0,T), and
any numbers a,e, 0<a<l, 0<e<T —c¢, the equality

(T — 0)*""a(6)

s - Eonrl 4 O(EaJrl),

O0+e
/ (T — )71t — 0)%a(t)dt =
0

holds, where limc_, 0(5%:11) =0.

Lemma 2.5. ([37]) For an arbitrary function a(-) € L>°(0,T), any of its Lebesque point 0 € (0,T) of this
function, the equality

1 t
li — [ =7t =) —a(0)|d <1
t—>9;1}161%0,T) (t—6)~ /9 (t=7)" )" la(r) —a(@)|dr0, 0<a<1,

holds.



3. Representation formula

Let us examine the subsequent nonhomogeneous Cauchy problem, which involves a linear delayed differ-
ential equation with variable coefficients and incorporates the Caputo fractional derivatives.

D, y(t) = a(t)y(t) +o(t)y(t —7)+ f(t), a.et€0,T]
y(0) = yo, (3.1)
yt) =p(t); —h<t<0, h>0.

where a(-),b(-) € L™ ([O,T],R"X">,f(-) € L™ ([O,T],R"), O<a<l.

This problem has a unique solution y(-) € AC% ([07 T], R”).

Lemma 3.1. The solution of (31l) has the following representation:

y(t) = ﬁ /O (t — P01 B2, 7) f(1)dr + Fi (D)o,
where
(t—71)l—@

o) /7- (t—s)" (s —=T1)* " F(t,s)a(s)ds

t— l—a t
+¢ / (t —8)*" s — 1 — h)* LE(t, s)b(s)ds.
Proof. By performing the operation of multiplying both sides of equation [B.II) by ﬁ(t —7)*"L1F(7) and

F' separately, and subsequently combining the resulting equations, we can readily deduce the following
outcome.

& [ =10 B | D)~ alrutr) — b = 1) dr + Fiaf0)
:ﬁ/o (t — 1) F(7) f(1)dr + Fiyo (32)

Here, F(t) remains an arbitrary n x n matrix-valued function that is integrable over the interval [0, T, while
F} is an arbitrary constant n X n matrix, ¢t € (0,7 is a fixed point.
For a given representation

y(t) = y(0) + 1)/0 (t = 7)* 7 (*DGyy)(7)dr, (3-3)

N
We modify the left-hand side of equation ([B.2) using the following transformation.

L ' _Ta—l T cnHo ) —alr 1 TT_Soz—lcoz s)ds
F(a>/0(t )*HE() | (“Dgy)(r) — al )(y(o)+r(a)/0 (r—8)* 1 (“Dgy)( )d)
1 T a— c (e
) (g [ DR + () a7 + Fisfo)
- L t -t 7_7@_7)1—& t —5)* s —7)* L F(s)a(s)ds
" T(a) /0 (t=m)* | F() ) /T(t ) (s = 7)* F(s)a(s)d (3.4)

(t _ T)lfa t ot - .
_W /7- (t—s)*"(s—7—h) F(s)b(s)ds‘| (°D§ y)(r)dr

+h

1

1 t — D R (alr T = — t — N R f(Ddr
[ =t E ) 60|00 = s [ €= e P+ F

ot



In order to simplify this equation, it is necessary for the matrix-valued function F'(t) to satisfy the given
equation

— T 11— t
F(r)y=FE+ (tl—‘T)) / (t —5)* s — 1) F(s)a(s)ds
(t_T)lia ! — s a—1 s— T — a—1 s)b(s)ds
S v mell IR A R R O OY (35)

and the matrix F} has a representation

Fr=FE+ %a) /0 (t — 1) rF(r)(a(T) 4 b())dT (3.6)

where £ € R™*"™ is a unit matrix.
Considering the representation ([B.3)), equation (34 can be expressed in the following form.

«Q

1 -

W) = e [ (¢ =) P () + Fiy(0) @)
0

It is crucial to acknowledge that the matrix-function F(7) and the matrix F} are dependent on the variable

t as well. Hence, we express them as F(¢,7) and F}(t), respectively, with ¢ belonging to the interval [0, T].

Consequently, equations (33 and (3.0) can be rewritten as follows

F(t,7)=E+ % / (t—8)*" s — 1) F(t,5)a(s)ds
(t—T)l_a ! B O 3)b(s)ds
o o A AR A OB OY
and
Rt)=FE+ ﬁ /0 (t — 1) F(t,7)[a(T) + b(T)]dT

and representations ([B.17) can be written as

Mﬂ=§54@—ﬂ”W%ﬂﬂﬂﬁ+ﬂ®m

4. Statement of main result

In this section, we address an optimal control problem where the dynamical system is governed by nonlin-
ear delayed equations featuring fractional Caputo derivatives. The system is subject to Cauchy conditions.

°Dg y(t) = f(t,y(t),y(t —h),u(t)), a.etecl0,T]
y(0) = o, (4.1)
yt) =p(t); —h<t<0, h>0.

Consider the optimal control problem, where y(t) represents an n-dimensional vector of phase variables, u(t)
is a measurable and bounded control function on the interval [0, 7] with u(t) € U(t) C R", yo € R™ is a fixed
initial condition, and 0 < o < 1.

In this problem, the objective is to minimize the expected cost functional defined as follows.



T
J(u) =d(y(T)) + L j /0 (T - T)ﬁflfo(t,y(t), y(t — h),u(t))dt — min. (4.2)

(5)

An admissible pair is referred to as the pair (y(t),u(t)) that satisfies the constraints ([@Il). On the other
hand, an optimal pair denotes the pair (y(t),u(t)) that serves as a solution to the problem (£I])-(Z2).

Problem.
Minimize (£2) over U(t). Any u(-) € U(t) satisfying

is called an optimal control.
o(C1) Let d := f, fo. There exists a constant L > 0 such that

1t y1, 915 wa) = d(t y2, v, u2) | < Lllyr = yal + [lvh — w2l + . = ual),

Hd(t,0,0,0)H SL) te [OaT]v ylvaayllvy; ERna ulv’UJQERT;
¢(C2) Let d := f, fo be continuously differentiable with respect to z, y, u, and be measureable with respect
to t. Morover, there exists a constant L; > 0 such that

”dy(taylu yllvul) - dy(tu y%y;u u2)||

Vldy (t,y1, 95, u1) = dy (t, Y2, ya, ua)||
Vldu(t, y1,y1, ur) — dy(t, y2, ya, uz) ||
< Li(llyr — w2l + llyg — vall + llur — uzl]),
lldy(£,0,0,0)| V [|dy(t,0,0,0)|| V [|du(t,0,0,0)|| < Ly, te€[0,T], y1,Y2,Y1.Y5 € R, w1, us € R";

e (C3) @ is continuously differentiable and uniformly bounded;
o (C4) The set U(t) : t € [0,T] is compact.

Definition 4.1. The conjugate problem of the (4.1) — (4.2) is said the following integral equation:

_ _6(1)(y(T)) (T_t)l_a ’ _ o \a—1l/_ _ pa—1 8H(Tvy(7-)7y(7__h)vu(7_)7\11)
WO = =S ), T ou(7) o
(T_t)lia r —r a—1 F—t— aflaH(Tvy(T)vy(T_h’)au(T)a\I/) e
i [ @t e dr, te(0.7]

U(t) =0, te(T,T+h]



Lemma 4.1. Let (u(t),y(t)) be optimal pair for the problem (&) — @2)). Then, itcrement of trajectory and
functional is as follows:

LT
AJ(u) = “Ta) /0 (T — ) A H(t,y(t), y(t — h), u(t), ¥)dt
ﬁ/ jo-198a Hty(t gé((tt)—) h),U(t)a\I’))Ay()
ﬁ/ L ONGHL(L, yé()y(yt(t_—h)f;),U(t),‘P))Ay(t_ hdt
FL/ { Ayt )5 H(t,y(t) +usz(t),y((;y;(g) + p2Ay(t — h)’“(t)"l’)Ay(t)
+;Ay (t—h) OPH(t,y(t) + usz(t)byy(;(t—_h)h;L p2Ay(t = h), u(t), \I’)Ay(t )
%Ay P H )+u2Ay(g)y,z,gg;(?)_+ )usz(t — 1w Y) p h)]dt
‘%@/OT(T_W . {2@, ’ )am SH(t,y(t )+u2Ay(t),g§;(—t)h) + peAy(t — h),u(t%\P)Ay(t)
+%Ay,(t _w 2AGH (t,y(t) + usz(tgézg - Z; + 2yt —h), u(t), V) Ay(t — h)
+%Ay,(t) O*AgH (t,y(t) + MAya(Z;t%Z(_t ﬁ)hﬂ; poly(t—h) ), 9) 5\ h)} &t
+%Ay’(T) a?cp(y(g;:(,;; 2u(T) Ay(T).

Proof. To establish the necessary conditions for optimal pairs, we must introduce specific perturbations to
the control variable and ascertain the resulting variations in both the state and the cost functional. This
process is analogous to determining the Taylor expansion of the state and cost in relation to the control
perturbation.

Let y(t), u(t) and a(t) + Au(t),§(t) + Ay(t) be two admissible process. It is clear that the increment Ay(t)
satisfies the problem

°Dg, Ay(t) = Af(t,y(t),y(t — h),u(t)), a.etel0,T],
Ay(0) =0, (4.3)
Ay(t)=0; —-h<t<0, h>0.

where Af(t,y(t),yt — h),u(t)) = f(&5(), 5@ — h),a(t)) — f(&y(),y(t — h),u(t)). We can write
increment of functional in the form

T
AJ(u) = J(@) — T(u) = AB(y(T)) + — ) / (T — 0P A fo(ty(t), y(t — h), u(t))dt.

()
;LV)hGI'(e )?(I)(y) = @(g) - q)(y)v and AfO(tvy(t)v y(t - h)? u(t)) = fO(tvg(t)v g(t - h),’&,(t)) - fO(tv y(t)vy(t -
,u(t)).

We introduce a nontrivial vector-function W(¢) € R™. By utilizing the Taylor formula, we can express the



increment of the functional as follows

T
AJ(u) = AB(y(T)) + ﬁ / (T — )P A folt, y(t), y(t — h), u(t))

s | Cr— et [(CD“ Ay)() — AF(ty(0),y(t — ) u<t>>] i
@) Jo o+ Byt =),
T
—AD(y(T)) - ﬁ / (T — 0" L AH (1, y(t), y(t — ), u(t), ©)dt

+ﬁ /O T(T — ) 10(t) ((CD&A?/)@)) dt

T
O8O sy 1) 4 Lovg ) PRI BT iy L [ et (0, B0 )

9y(T)
T
_%a)/o ALH(t,y(t),y(t — h),u(t), ¥)dt
T [ —h),u —h),u
P [ g [PHOSO D0 | A 0)
1 ’ a— -aAﬁH(tu y(t)vy(t — h)v u(t)7 \I}) Ay H(t y( ) y(t — h)v u(t)7 \I})
“wap ), -0 oyt Al * Oy(t 1) Ayt
T r 2 _ _
_ﬁ ‘/O (T . t)a—l %Ay/(t)a H(tvy(t) + 2 Ay(t), ygyz(?)) + M?Ay(t h),u (t)7 \Ij)Ay(t)
2 — —h),u
—l—%Ayl(t _ h)a H(tvy(t) + M2Ay(t):9yy(2t(t _h)h;' M2Ay(t h)7 (t)7 \Ij)Ay(t _ h)
1, OPH(E y() + e Ay(),y(t — h) + pely(t — h)u(), W)
+2Ay (t) Dy —h) Ayt h)] dt
1 [T L PN H (t 2 Ay(t), y(t — h SAy(t — h),u(t), ¥
_m/o (T — 1o {2Ay ) (ty(t) + p2Ay(t) g;%) ) + p2Ay(t — h), u(t) )Ay(t)
2Ag — —h),u
+%Ay,(t_ h)a AgH(t,y(t) +u2Ay(t£;ZEt Zi + poAy(t — h), (t),\I/)Ay(t_ n
—I—%Ay’(t) O?AgH (t,y(t) + peAy(t )ty(; h)h—l— poAy(t — h),u(t), ¥) Ayt — h)} gt
Ay(t)0y(t — h)
Note that r
H(tvya Yn, U, \Ij)) = \IJ/f(tvya Yh, u) - %(T - t)ﬂ_af()(ta .%yhvu)-
Using relations
/ ) 1 CD0+Ay)( T)dr
and
Ay(t—h :%/ (L~ h = 7)* " (“D§, Ay)(r)dr



we obtain that
LT e [02(T) |
A = r<a>/o< g { oy
)1 o T a1 OH (T, y(7),y(T — h),u(7), V)
/ —7) y(r dr

)
—a T T, T — u(T
/t —r— h)aflaH( y( gyy(g— — hf;)a ( )a \I/) dr (cDngrAy)(t)dt

Oé

1
)

/ T — ) YAGH(t,y(t),y(t — h),u(t), ¥)dt
1 / —t a—1 |:6A H(t y( ) y(t — h)vu(t)vq})Ay(t) + aAﬁH(tvy(t)ay(t — h)vu(t)vq})Ay(t _ h) dt

" T(a) dy(t) dy(t —h)

2 - —h),u
rl T — )o- 1{ Ayt )5 H(t,y(t) +M2Ay(f),ygy2(g) + p2Ay(t — h), (t),\I’)Ay(t)
1

2 — —h),u
—|—2Ay (t _ h)a H(tvy( ) + M2Ay(t):9yy(2t(t _h)h;' M2Ay(t h)7 (t)7 \Ij)Ay(t _ h) (44)

Lny/ oy P E Gy () + u2By(0), y(t = h) + padhat = b)), 9) ) h)] dt

TRAv ) Dyt — )

1 (T L PN H (t 2 Ay(t), y(t — h S Ay(t — h),u(t), ¥
_m/o (T — 1) {2Ay() (ty(t) +p y()g;%) ) + p2Ay(t — h), u(t) )Ay(t)
—I—%Ay/(t B h)a AgH(t,y(t) —I—/LQAy(t(;;yEt:Zi + uaAy(t — h),u(t), ¥) Ayt — h)

L, 32AaH(t,y()+u2Ay()y( —h) + paAy(t — h), u(t), ¥)
+5 89/ (1) Py (D0 =) Ay(t—h)}dt

Loy @PRW(T) + mAy(T)) L
+§Ay (T) 972 (T) Ay(T), where 0<p, <1, =12

Next, we impose the condition that the vector-function ¥ : [0,7] — R", satisfies the following integral
equation

_6(1)(y(T)) (T_t)l_a g _ o Na—=1l¢_ a—laH(Tvy(T)vy(T — h),u(T),\I/)

U(t) By(T) + Ta) /t (T —7)""(r—1%) e dr (4.5)
(T_t)lia r T a—1 F—t— aflaH(Tay(T)ay(T_h)vu(T)vqj) e

o [ @t —i-n) e ar, te[0.T)

U(t) =0, te(T,T+h)]

The problem stated in equation ([H]) is referred to as a conjugated problem. The integral equation ()
possesses a single continuous solution. By considering the equalities expressed in (£3]) within (£4), we obtain



an auxiliary formula for determining the increment of the functional.

1 T
AJ(u) = _W/o (T — =T NG H(t, y(t), y(t — h), u(t), ©)dt
1 0AGH (t, y(t), y(t —
a(y(t))
(t—

ﬁ/ LICOIL Iy
1 o OAGH (t,y(t),y
W/ 1 t
L/

B0
a(y( ) Ay(t = h)dt

{ Ay,(t) H(t, y(t) + p2Ay(t), ygfy;(g) + p2Ay(t — h), u(t), V) Ay(t)
i P H(y(t) + p2Ay (1), ( —h) + p2eAy(t — h),u

1, OPH(ty(t) + paAy(t),y(t — h) + peAy(t — h),u

Ay () Dy(1)(t — )

I 1 O*AGH (t,y(t) + paAy(t), y(t — h) + paAy(t — h), u(t), V)

w0 3ave e M)

+%Ay’(t _ h) 82AﬂH(ta y(t) + /LQAy(t(;;yEt : h§ + ,LLZAy(t - h)v ’U,(t), \I/) Ay(t _ h)

+3Ay'(t) 62AﬁH(tu y( ) + N2Ay( )(;;J(;y( h) ";M?Ay( ) u(t)v \I]) Ay(t _ h):| dt

2
Ay(T).

%) Ayt — 1) (4.6)

%) it — h)] dt

Ay 524)@(?2;(/;;%( )

2

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma [{-1] and (C1) — (C4), the following estimate holds for
trajectory increment on the spike variation:

1Ay (t)]| < Be,

where B_M<f;g§§f)>(t— (0 +e)°t + freide” 1).

Proof. In order to obtain effectively verifiable necessary optimal conditions, consider the following variation

of u(t) :
o, t¢0,0+¢)
Avult) = {U —u(t), teld,0+e) (4.7)

where v € U,e > 0 is a sufficiently small parameter, § € [0,T), 6+ ¢ < T, is the Lebesgue point of the
functions ¢ — f(¢,y(t),y(t — h),u(t)), fu(t, y(t),y(t — h),u(t)). For all values of e > 0 that are sufficiently
small, the control u.(t) defined as wu.(t) = u(t) + A.u(t) is considered to be an admissible control. This
control, obtained by perturbing the original control u(t), is valid for all v € U.

{CD&Ay(t) = F(ty(6) + Ay(t), y(t — h) + Dy(t — h),u(t) = F(t.y(0),y(t — h),u(?)) 48)

Ay(t)=0, —h<t<0,0+c<T.
As a consequence of Ay(t) =0, it can be deduced from equation (L8] that the function

Ayt)=0 0<t<4
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serves as the only solution to equation (8] within the interval [0, 6].
DR, Ay(t) = F(t,y(6) + Aylt),y(t — ) + Ay(t — ),0) — [t y(t), 5t — ),u(t), 0<t<0+e (49)

Hence, the initial condition for equation ([@9) takes the form Ay(f) = 0. Consequently, equation (@) can
be expressed in integral form.

: ] /0 (t =) HF(ry(r) + Ay(r),y(m = h) + Ay(r = h),v) = f(r,y(), y(7 = h), u(7))]dr.

Ay(t) = T(a)
(4.10)

According to the assumption C1, there exists a constant L > 0 such that

18y (@) + Ay (), y(t — h) + Ay(t = h),v) = f(t,y(1), y(t = h),u@®)]] < L{[Ay@)] + [[Ay(E = A)[]. (4.11)

from equation (L.I0) we obtain

[Ay(®)] < L / (t =) M y(r) + Ay(r), y(1 = h) + Ay(r = h),v) = f(1,y(7),y(r — h), u(7))|dr
L(a) Jo

L [t o L [ o
< F7 ) =D AVl + 18u(r = Wleldr + 75 [ = A ((r). (= 1) ()
(4.12)
ghere Avf(Tv y(T)v y(T - h)a U(T)) = f(Ta y(T)a y(T - h)v ’U) - f(Ta y(T)a y(T - h)v u)
enoting
esssup [|Ay (7, y(7), y(T — h), u(7))|| = K (v),
t€[0,T]
the inequality (4.12) can be expressed in the following form.
1800 < s €= 0+ gy [ =AY+ 18y(r = Wllclar. (413)
Ay(0) =0

By applying Lemma [2Z3] (Gronwall’s inequality) to equation ([@I3]), we can conclude that for all 0 < & < &
and 0 <t < 6+ ¢, the following inequality holds.

MK (v)
Ay(d)|| < =——=(t - 6)* 4.14
1800 < - 0) (1.14)
holds.

Let us examine the behavior of the function Ay(t) on the interval [# 4+ ¢, T]. This can be described by the
integral equation

O+e
Amw=féll (t = )2 [F(5,5(5) + Ay(s),y(s — h) + Ay(s — h),v) — F(s,5(s), y(s — h), u(s))]ds
4~i—/ (£ — )21 [F (s, y(s) + Ay(s),y(s — k) + Ag(s — h),uls)) — £(s,5(s), y(s — ), u(s))]ds.
F(a) O+e

11



To simplify the analysis, assuming the Lipschitz constant remains constant, we obtain the following result

M " —5)* lds L " —s)o! s)||ds
e A g A R VO

(@) o)
b [ = s~ s+ s [ -9 syl
b [ o iyts — mleds < 2O [0 gras
+%7j\g{f3) /0+E(t — )" (s = 0)"ds + %@% /:ﬂ(t —8)* (s — 0 —h)%ds

t

L t —g)ot s)||ds L —g) ! s — s
ey O A+ s [ G - led

+e

Substituting ([@I4]) into the above expression, we obtain

ST ) s [ =9 s

18] < T ol

—L t — )t s — s
ey =0 A = e
IS Far)®

(0}

Ay (6 +¢)
Hence , by Lemma 23] we have

[Ay(@)] < M(Kl(a=€)6

a— MK() e ) =
Tla 1y O e >_B€

Tla+1)
(]

Lemma 4.3. Under assumptions of the Lemma increment of functional on the spike variation is as
follows:

AJ(u) = — L )/90+8(T—t)a‘1AvH(t)dt

NG
Ea-i—l
" T()T(a+1)
Proof. By utilizing the integral representation

1

Ay(t) = (o) /9 (t— 1) Mf(r,y(r) + Ay(r),, y(T — h) + Ay(r — h),v) = f(7,y(7), y(T — h),u(r))]d,

(7= 0 A H, ()8, £0) + (T =0 = 1) 8,y (). F0)] +0(+)

and (lemma [23]), the increment of the trajectory on the interval [0, 6 + €], can be

Bylt) = Tyt = O A 0) + ol(t = )%, (4.15)

By considering equations (£1H) and ({1 and incorporating them into equation (£L8]), we derive the following
result.

1 O+e
AJ(u) = _@/e (T —t)* LALH(t, y(t), y(t — h),u(t), ¥)dt
1 bte a—1 _ aaA'UH(tvy(t)ay(t_ h),u(t),\IJ)
B 1 ety e OAGH(E+ hy(t 4 h),y(t), u(t + h), U (¢ + )
e RCETELERI ) o AufO)dt +¢
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where

fo_ 2F1(a) /:“(T et [Ay,(t) OPH(t, y(t) + paAy(t), ygy;(g) + paAy(t = h), u(t), ¥) Ay(t)
- ZEO) U W)
LAY O?H (t,y(t) + MAy(;Z(ytgg;(?—%Lsz(t — h),u(t), ¥) Ayt - h)] i@t
B 2Fta) /;(T _pet {Ay,(t) PH(t,y(t) + p2Ay(t), ygy;(g) + p2Ay(t = h), u(t), V) Ay(t)
A (- ) O*H(t,y(t) + usz(t)byy(Qt(t—_h)h;L p2Ay(t — h),u(t), ¥) Ayt — h)

OPH (t,y(t) + paly(t), y(t — h) + pAy(t — h), u(t), ¥)

Ay Dy(Fy(t — F)

Ay(t — h)] dt

1 ote a—1 l / 82A71H(t7 y(t) + ,UQAy(t)a y(t B h) + /LQAy(t - h)a u(t)v \IJ)
S AT ENT o Ay()
—I—Ay/(t _ h) 82AﬂH(ta y(t) + ﬂ2Ay(t{;;ZEi : Zi + ,UZAy(t - h)v ’U,(t), \I/) Ay(t _ h)
2 A - — — U
LAY (1) A H (t,y(t) + ugAya(;)(;f;/(;Z(t ﬁ)h—i)— Ayt — h),u(t), \Ij)Ay(t B h)} i@t
2
+%Ay’(T)a q’(y(if(;)y;r(;;Ay(T))Ay(T)'
by the same way in [37], it follows
€] < Ke'™, v>o. (4.17)
it implies
- 1 e ety e OAGH(ty(1), y(t — h), u(t), )
eI, oo e AL SOt
1 O+e o o OAGH (t,y(t), y(t — ), u(t), V)
—m/e (T — 1 — h)*=1(t - 0) S A, f(0)dt (4.18)

Eochl
= (T - 0)*'AH, () A, f(0 T—0—h)*" A,H, (0 +h)A,f(0 ey,
T (T O AL 0, £(6) + AL 0+ ALFO)] + o)
After substituting the estimates (AI7) and (@I8) into the expression (AI6) representing the increment of
the functional, we obtain the following result

O+e
AJ(u) = —ﬁ/e (T —t)* 1A, H(t)dt
€a+1 a—1 a—1 1+«
B CNCEe] {(T — )AL H (0)A f(0) + (T — 0 — h)* A Hy, (6 + h)Avf(o)} +o(ett).  (4.19)

O
First ans second order necessary conditions.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the admissible process (u(t), y(t)) is optimal for the problem ({{-1))-(4.3), and let
U be a solution to the conjugate problem (4.9) on the optimal process. Assuming that assumptions (C1)-(C4)
are satisfied, then for almost every t € [0,T), the following equality is satisfied:

max H (t,y(t), y(t — h), v, ¥(t) = H(t,y(t), y(t = h), u(t), ¥(2)). (4.20)
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Proof. When we divide the right side of (£19]) by ¢ and let € approach zero from the positive side, we obtain

E20). O

Definition 4.2. An admissible control u(t) is considered to be singular according to the Pontryagin maxi-
mum principle if, within the process u(t), y(t), the maximum condition (3] is trivially satisfied on a subset
To C [0,T]. In other words, it implies that

A H(t) =0 for almost every t €Ty and v € Up. (4.21)
where Uy # {u(t)}, t € Ty is a subset of U.
For simplicity of presentation, we assume that Uy = U and Ty = [0, 7.

Theorem 4.2. In order for a control u(t) to be optimal according to the Pontryagin mazimum principle, in
the context of the problem ([[-1))-(4-2), it is necessary that the following inequality holds:

(T — )" " AHy () Ay f(t) + (T — t — h)* T AyHy, (t 4+ h)Ay f(t) <0, (4.22)
holds for allv € U and a.e. t€[0,T).

Proof. Now, considering A, H (t) = 0 in expression ([@I9), we get
AJ(u) =
Ea+1
——————— (T = )* " A H (0) A f(0) + (T — 6 — h)* Ay Hy, (0 + h) A, f (6 ey (4.2
T |~ 0 A O 0) + ) A H, (04 MASE)| +0(c ). (4.23)

dividing the right side of [#23) by e*™! and let ¢ approach zero from the positive side, we get [@22). O

Ezxample 4.1. Consider the problem

(“Dg4y)(t) = Ay(t — h) + Bu(t), te€[0,1],
y(t) =0, —h<t<O0, h:%,
lu(®)] <1, J(u) = y1(1) — min,

where
0 1 1
1o o] o-[l

We analyze the optimality of the control input u(t) = 0. This particular control choice corresponds to the
solution y(t) = 0 of the equation and Hamiltonian of the problem is as follows

H(t,y(t),y(t = h),u(t), ) = (@, f(ty(t), y(t = h),u(®)) = Y1y (t = h) + u(t)) + P2ul(?),
where ¢ = (Y1,¢2) and y(t —h) = (y1(t — h),y2(t — h)).
During the progression denoted by (0.0), we obtain the following outcome

I'(a)
I'(2«)

P1(t) = =1, o(t) = —

@i e, vefol]

According to the theorem [} we have

_(1 + IF((ZO;)) (1—t)' o1 —t— h)2“‘1>v <0, wvel[-1,1],

that is not possible for all v € [—1,0). Therefore, u(t) = 0 is not optimal control.

14



Ezxample 4.2. Consider the problem
(“DGy)(t) = [A+ Byr(t — h)Ju(t), te€[0,1],
1

where

We are examining the effectiveness of the control input u(¢) = 0 and assessing its optimality. This specific
choice of control corresponds to the solution y(t) = 0 of the equation. The Hamiltonian of the problem can
be expressed as follows.

H(ty(8), y(t — h)u(t), ) = (W, F(t,y(),y(t — h),ult))) = dra(t) — dou(t)ys(t — ),
where = (b1,02) and y(t—h) = (yi(t — h), ya(t — b).

Along the process (0.0), we observe the following result.
’lﬁl(t):(), ’lﬂg(t):—l, and H =0.

Hence, the control u(t) = 0 is categorized as a singular control. We will now verify the satisfaction of the
condition in equation (£22). By examining equation [#22)), we can deduce that v? < 0 for all v € [—1,1],
which is not feasible for any v # 0. Consequently, the control u(t) = 0 is not considered optimal.

Clearly, when applying the control u(t) = 0, the value of the performance measure is J(t) = y2(1) = 0.
Now, let’s examine whether there exists another control function that results in objective functional values

less than zero. We will calculate the value of J for the admissible control u(t) = —%. For this function
t(l
)= ————
1) =~y
(f _ h)2o¢
)= —————.
) =~ Feat D)

Then we have

1 1
‘(_§>__?ﬁﬁﬁiiﬁ<o_ﬂm

This demonstrates that the choice of control u(t) = 0 for ¢ € [0, 1], is not optimal.

5. Conclusion

By employing an updated iteration technique, we successfully derive a first-order condition for optimality,
represented through the Pontryagin maximum principle, for the given fractional time-delay optimal control
problem. Furthermore, in situations where the Pontryagin maximum principle degenerates, we also obtain a
second-order necessary condition for optimality. As a result, we anticipate that this approach can be extended
and generalized to address fractional optimal control problems involving neutral fractional equations, partial
fractional differential equations, along with their respective boundary conditions, in future research.
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