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THE EXISTENCE AND CONTROLLABILITY OF NONAUTONOMOUS

SYSTEM INFLUENCED BY IMPULSES ON BOTH STATE AND

CONTROL.

GARIMA GUPTA1 AND JAYDEV DABAS2*

Abstract. This paper examines impulsive controls related to nonautonomous impulsive
integro-differential equations in Hilbert space, highlighting their significance. We establish
the existence of the mild solution by using fixed point approach and present conditions for
approximate controllability using impulsive resolvent operators and the adjoint problem,
supported by an illustrative example.

1. Introduction

Controllability is a fundamental concept in mathematical control theory, crucial for ad-
dressing numerous control issues, including stabilizing unstable systems via feedback control[5],
ensuring the irreducibility of transition semigroups[7], and solving optimal control problems[4].
A system is considered controllable if every state within the system can be guided to a de-
sired outcome within a specified time frame using appropriate control inputs. Various forms
of controllability have been developed, such as exact, null, approximate, interior, boundary,
and finite-approximate controllability [22]. In the context of infinite-dimensional control sys-
tems, approximate controllability plays a significant role due to its wide range of applications,
see[19].

The theory of impulsive differential equations offers a significantly broader scope com-
pared to the theory of differential equations without impulse effects. Even a basic impulsive
differential equation can give rise to unique behaviors, such as rhythmic oscillations, solution
merging, and the noncontinuability of solutions. Several articles has been published consider-
ing impusive systems. Recently in 2024, Mahmudov studied the approximate controllability
of the following impulsive system in a Hilbert space H [15]

x′(t) = Ax(t) + Bu(t), t ∈ J = [0, b]\{t1, . . . , tm},

∆x(tk) = Dkx(tk) + Ekvk, k = 1, . . . , m,

x(0) = x0.

(1.1)
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Here, x(.) ∈ H with norm ‖x‖ =
√

〈x, x〉 and control function u(.) ∈ L2([0, b],U), where
U is another Hilbert space, and vk ∈ U for k = 1, 2, . . .m. The study of these type of
impulsive systems has been done in finite dimensional cases before (for reference one can
read [12, 9, 21, 10, 18]). The work by Mahmudov described by equation1.1 is the first work
with these type of impulse structure in infinite dimensional space. In that study, Mahmudov
developed the solution by employing semigroups and impulsive operators, and he derived
both the necessary and sufficient conditions for the approximate controllability of linear
impulsive evolution equations using the concept of the impulsive resolvent operator.
From a mathematical perspective, the impulsive effect ∆x(tk+1) = Dk+1x(tk+1) + Ek+1vk+1

signifies that at each impulsive time tk+1 the state x(tk+1) undergoes an immediate change
due to a linear transformation Dk+1 combined with an additional input Ek+1vk+1. This
method is especially useful for capturing scenarios where the state experiences abrupt shifts
caused by external forces or internal dynamics.

In classical impulsive systems, the impulsive effects are generally characterized by abrupt
changes in the system’s state at specified time instances, typically represented by a jump
condition of the form:

∆x(x(tk)) = Ik
(
x
(
t−k
))
,

where Ik is the impulse function, and x
(
t−k
)

indicates the system’s state just before the
impulse occurs at time tk.

These conventional impulsive mechanisms are suitable for describing systems influenced by
regular or expected disturbances. However, they might not accurately depict the complexities
of systems that are subject to both foreseeable and unforeseeable impulses. The impulse
function Ik usually represents a predetermined modification to the state, which can be overly
restrictive when dealing with scenarios involving intricate or unpredictable changes.

As a result, while the traditional impulse model works ∆x(x(tk)) = Ik
(
x
(
t−k
))

works well
for simpler or more predictable systems, the alternative approach ∆x(tk+1) = Dk+1x(tk+1) +
Ek+1vk+1 offers a more sophisticated and flexible framework for representing frequent and
intricate abrupt shifts in a system’s state.

The next work in this direction is being done by Javed A Asadzade and Mahmudov. They
have studied the existence, optimal control of impulsive sctochastic evolution systems[3].
They have also studied the approximate controllability of semilinear systems[2].

The study of approximate controllability in nonautonomous systems is vital for managing
time-dependent dynamics in real-world applications. It enables systems to follow desired
behaviors despite uncertainties, using adaptive and flexible controls. This is crucial in fields
like robotics (following time-varying paths), climate science (modeling seasonal changes),
economics (managing market fluctuations), and biomedical engineering (targeted therapies).
For the detailed study of nonautonomous systems we refer a book by Kloeden et al.[11].
The articles by Arora et al.[1] and Ravikumar et.al are really appreciable for the study of
approximate controllability in nonautonomous systems.

From the above literature it is clear that the study of approximate controllability of semi-
linear deterministic system with the specified impulse as in system (1.1) has not been studied
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yet and motivate us to consider the nonautonomous integro impulsive systems within a sep-
arable Hilbert space as follows:

x′(t) = A(t)x(t) + Bu(t) + f(t, x(t)) +

∫ t

0

q(t− s)ξ(s, x(s))ds, t ∈ J = [0, b]\{t1, . . . , tm},

∆x(tk) = Dkx(tk) + Ekvk, k = 1, . . . , m,

x(0) = x0,

(1.2)

where {A(t) : t ∈ J} is a family of linear operators (not necessarily bounded) on H. Control
u : J → U, where U is Hilbert space identified with its own dual is given in L2([0, b],U),
vk ∈ U, k = 1, . . . , m. B : U → H, Dk : H → H, Ek : U → H are bounded linear operators
and ‖B‖L = MB. The functions f, ξ : J ×H → H are satisfying some suitable assumptions.
q : [0, b] → H is continuous and q ∈ L1([0, b],R+).

At the points of discontinuance tk (where k = 1, . . . , m and 0 = t0 < t1 < t2 < · · · <
tm < tn+1 = b), the state variable’s abrupt change is determined by ∆x(tk) = x(t+k )− x(t−k ),
with x(t±k ) = limh→0± x(tk + h) and the supposition that x(t−k ) = x(tk).∏k

j=1Aj denotes the operator composition A1A2 . . . Ak. For j = k + 1 to k,
∏k+1

j=k Aj = 1.

In the same way,
∏1

j=k Aj represents the composition AkAk−1 . . . A1 and
∏k

j=k+1Aj = 1.

2. Preliminaries and Assumptions

This section contains some essential definitions and specified assumptions which are re-
quired to derive the sufficient conditions for ensuring the approximate controllability of
system (1.2).

Let us introduce

PC(J ;H) := {ψ : J → H : ψ(·) is piecewise continuous with jump

discontinuity at tk satisfying x(t−k ) = x(tk)}.

For x ∈ PC(J ;H), we define ‖x‖PC = supt∈J ‖x(t)‖.

2.1. Evolution family. An evolution family is an essential concept in the study of non-
autonomous systems, particularly when dealing with time-dependent differential equations.
Here is a formal definition:

Definition 2.1 ([16]). Let X be a Banach space, and let J = [0, b], be an interval of the real
line. An evolution family {U(t, s)}(t,s)∈J×J, t≥s is a two-parameter family of bounded linear
operators on X with the following properties:

(1) Initial Condition:

U(s, s) = I for all s ∈ J,

where I is the identity operator on X.
(2) Semigroup Property (also called the cocycle condition):

U(t, s) = U(t, r)U(r, s) for all s ≤ r ≤ t in J.

(3) Strong Continuity: The mapping (t, s) 7→ U(t, s)x is continuous for each fixed x ∈ X.

To construct an evolution family, let us impose the following assumptions on the family
of linear operators {A(t) : t ∈ J} (see, chapter 5,[16]).
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Assumption 2.1. (R1) The linear operator A(t) is closed for each t ∈ J and the domain
D(A(t)) = D(A) is dense in X and independent of t.

(R2) The resolvent operator R(λ,A(t)) for t ∈ J exists for all λ with Reλ ≤ 0 and there
exists K > 0 such that

‖R(λ,A(t))‖L(X) ≤
K

|λ| + 1

(R3) There exist constants N > 0 and 0 < δ ≤ 1 such that
∥∥(A(t) − A(s))A−1(τ)

∥∥
L(X)

≤ N |t− s|δ, for all t, s, τ ∈ J.

(R4) The operator R(λ,A(t)), t ∈ J is compact for some λ ∈ ρ(A(t)), where ρ(A(t)) is the
resolvent set of A(t).

Lemma 2.1 (Theorem 6.1, Chapter 5, [16]). Suppose that (R1)-(R3) hold true. Then there
esists a unique evolution family U(t, s) on 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b satisfying the following:

(1) For 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b, we have ‖U(t, s)‖L(X) ≤ M .

(2) The operator U(t, s) : X 7→ D(A) for 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b and the mapping t 7→ U(t, s)
is strongly differentiable in X. The derivative ∂

∂t
U(t, s) ∈ L(X) and it is strongly

continuous on 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b. Moreover,

∂

∂t
U(t, s) − A(t)U(t, s) = 0, for 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b,

∥∥∥∥
∂

∂t
U(t, s)

∥∥∥∥
L(X)

= ‖A(t)U(t, s)‖L(X) ≤
M

t− s
,

and
∥∥A(t)U(t, s)A(s)−1

∥∥
L(X)

≤M, for 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b.

(3) For each t ∈ J and every v ∈ D(A), U(t, s)v is differentiable with respect to s on
0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b and

∂

∂t
U(t, s)v = −U(t, s)A(s)v.

Lemma 2.2 (Proposition 2.1,[8]). Supose {A(t) : t ∈ J} satisfies the assumptions (R1)-
(R4). Let {U(t, s) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b} be the linear evolution family generated by {A(t) : t ∈ J},
then {U(t, s) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ b} is a compact operator, whenever t− s > 0.

Definition 2.2. A mild solution x : J → H of the system (1.2) satisfying x(0) = x0 and
∆x(tk) = Dkx(tk) + Ekvk, k = 1, . . . , m on the intervals tk−1 < t ≤ tk is continuous, which
is given by

x(t) =





U(t, 0)x(0) +
∫ t

0
U(t, s)[Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ ]ds, 0 ≤ t ≤ t1

U(t, tk)x
(
t+k
)

+
∫ t

tk
U(t, s)[Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ ]ds,

tk < t ≤ tk+1, k = 1, . . . , m,

(2.1)
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with

x
(
t+k
)

=

1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)x0 +

k∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

×

(∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)[Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ ]ds

)

+

k∑

i=2

i∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)Ei−1vi−1 + Ekvk.

Definition 2.3. [14] The system (1.2) is considered approximately controllable on the in-
terval J if the closure of the reachable set equals the entire space H. The reachable set is
defined by

Rt = {x ∈ H | x = x(t, 0, u), u(·) ∈ L2(J ;U)}.

Lemma 2.3 (Theorem 1, [6]). (Krasnoselskii’s Fixed Point Theorem) Let E be a closed,
bounded and convex subset of a Banach space X and let G1 and G2 be two mappings of E
into X such that G1(w) + G2(x) ∈ E , whenever w, x ∈ E . If G1 is continuous and G1(E) is
relatively compact subset of E . Also G2 is a contraction map. Then there exists z ∈ E such
that z = G1(z) + G2(z).

2.2. Linear non-autonomous system. The linear nonautonomous impulsive system cor-
responding to system(1.2) in H is given by:

x′(t) = A(t)x(t) + Bu(t), t ∈ J = [0, b]\{t1, . . . , tm},

∆x(tk) = Dkx(tk) + Ekvk, k = 1, . . . , m,

x(0) = x0.

(2.2)

The mild solution of the above linear system is given by the following expression

x(t) =





U(t, 0)x(0) +
∫ t

0
U(t, s)Bu(s)ds, 0 ≤ t ≤ t1

U(t, tk)x
(
t+k
)

+
∫ t

tk
U(t, s)Bu(s)ds,

tk < t ≤ tk+1, k = 1, . . . , m,

(2.3)

with

x
(
t+k
)

=

1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)x0 +

k∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)Bu(s)

+
k∑

i=2

i∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)Ei−1vi−1 + Ekvk.

To demonstrate the approximate controllability of the linear system mentioned above, we
introduce a bounded linear operator M : L2(J,U) × U

m → H as follows:

M(u(·), {vk}
m

k=1)

= U(b, tm)

m∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)Bu(s)ds
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+

∫ b

tm

T(b− s)Bu(s)ds+ U(b, tm)
m∑

i=2

i∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)Ei−1vi−1 + U(b, tm)Emvm.

Remark 2.1. We can verify Lemma 7 and Lemma 9 in [15] for the linear system 2.2 in
similar way.

The operator M∗ is the adjoint of M and has the following form (it can be verified in the
similar way as in Lemma 9,[15])

M∗ϕ =
(
B∗ψ(·),

{
D∗

kψ
(
t+k
)}m

k=1

)
,

B∗ψ(t) =

{
B∗U∗(b, t)ϕ, tm < t ≤ b,

B∗U∗(tk, t)(I + D∗
k)
∏m

i=k+1 U∗(ti, ti−1)(I + D∗
i )U

∗(b, tm)ϕ, tk−1 < t ≤ tk,

E∗
kψ
(
t+k
)

=

{
E∗
mU∗(b, tm)ϕ, k = m,

E∗
k

∏m

i=k+1 U∗(ti, ti−1)(I + D∗
i )U

∗(b, tm)ϕ, k = m− 1, . . . , 1,

where the operators U∗, B∗, D∗
k, E∗

m are the adjoint operators of U, B, Dk and Ek respectively
and ψ(.) is the solution of the adjoint problem associated with system 2.2. The operator
MM∗ : H → H has the following form:

MM∗ = Θtm
0 + Γb

tm
+ Θ̃tm

0 + Γ̃b
tm
,

where Γb
tm
, Γ̃b

tm
,Θtm

0 , Θ̃
tm
0 : H → H are non-negative operators and defined as follows:

Γb
tm

:=

∫ b

tm

U(b, s)BB∗U(b, s)ds, Γ̃b
tm

:= U(b, tm)EmE∗
mU∗(b, tm),

Θtm
0 :=U(b, tm)

×
m∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)BB∗U∗(tk, s)ds

× (I + D∗
i )

m∏

k=i+1

U∗(tk, tk−1)(I + D∗
k)U

∗(b, tm),

Θ̃tm
0 :=U(b, tm)

m∑

i=2

i∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)Ei−1E
∗
i−1

×
m∏

k=i

U∗(tk, tk−1)(I + D∗
k)U

∗(b, tm).

Remark 2.2. The linear system 2.2 is said to be approximately controllable on [0, b] if
Im M = H

Now we will prove the approximate controllability of linear non-autonomous system2.2.

Theorem 2.1. For the system 2.2, the following statements are equivalent:

(a) System 2.2 is approximately controllable on [0, b].
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(b) M∗ϕ = 0 implies that ϕ = 0.

(c) Θtm
0 + Γb

tm
+ Θ̃tm

0 + Γ̃b
tm

is strictly positive.

(d) λ
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

converges to zero operator as λ → 0+ in strong

operator topology.

(e) λ
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

converges to zero operator as λ → 0+ in weak

operator topology.

Proof. The proof of the equivalence (a) ⇐⇒ (b) is standard. Approximately controllability
of system (1) on [0, b] is equivalent to Im M is dense in H. That means, the kernel of M∗ is
trivial in H. Equivalently,

M∗ϕ =
(
B∗ψ(·),

{
E∗
kψ
(
t+k
)}m

k=1

)
= 0,

implies that ϕ = 0. For the equivalence (a) ⇐⇒ (c) is clear from [15]. The equivalence
(d) ⇐⇒ (e) is a consequence of positivity of

λ
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

.

We prove only (a) ⇐⇒ (d). To do so, consider the functional

Jλ(ϕ) =
1

2
‖M∗ϕ‖2 +

λ

2
‖ϕ‖2 −

〈
ϕ, h− U(b, tm)

1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)x0

〉
.

The map ϕ → Jλ(ϕ) is continuous and strictly convex. The functional Jλ(·) admits a
unique minimum ϕ̂λ that defines a map Φ : H → H. Since Jλ(ϕ) is Frechet differentiable at
ϕ̂λ, by the optimality of ϕ̂λ, we must have

d

dϕ
Jλ(ϕ) =Θtm

0 ϕ̂λ + Γb
tm
ϕ̂λ + Θ̃tm

0 ϕ̂λ + Γ̃b
tm
ϕ̂λ + λϕ̂λ − h

+ U(b, tm)
1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj, tj−1)x0 = 0. (2.4)

By solving above equation 2.4 for ϕ̂λ, we get

ϕ̂λ =
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1
(
h− U(b, tm)

1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)x0

)
. (2.5)
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Now we define control u(s) as following

u(s) =

( m∑

k=1

B∗U(tk, s)
∗

m∏

i=k+1

U(ti, ti−1)
∗U(b, tm)∗χ(tk−1, tk)

+B∗U(b, s)∗χ(tm, b)

)
ϕ̂λ,

vm = E∗
mU(b, tm)∗ϕ̂λ, vk = E∗

k

m∏

i=k

U(ti, ti−1)
∗(I + D∗

i )U(b, tm)∗ϕ̂λ.

(2.6)

Let xλ(b) be the solution at the final point b corresponding to the above defined control, can
be expressed as:

xλ(b) = U(b, tm)
1∏

j=p

(I + Dj)(U(tj − tj−1))x0 + Θtm
0 ϕ̂λ + Γb

tp
ϕ̂λ + Θ̃

tp
0 ϕ̂λ + Γ̃b

tp
ϕ̂λ + λϕ̂λ.

. Now from 2.3, 2.5 and 2.6 we get

xλ(b) − h = −λ
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1
(
h− U(b, tm)

1∏

j=m

(I +Dj)T (tj − tj−1)x0

)
,

(2.7)

The above expression shows that the linear system 2.2 is approximately controllable iff

−λ
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

converges to zero operator as λ 7→ 0+ in strong operator

topology. Therefore, (a) ⇐⇒ (d).
In order to establish the existence results for the system (1.2), we require the following

assumptions:

Assumption 2.2. (A1) For every x ∈ H, λ
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

converges to

zero operator as λ→ 0+ in strong operator topology.
(A2) (i) The function f : [0, b] × H → H is continuous and there is a constant Lf such

that for every t ∈ [0, b] and x, y ∈ H,

‖f(t, x) − f(t, y)‖ ≤ Lf‖x− y‖,

(ii) there exists Cf such that ‖f(t, x(t))‖ ≤ Cf for t ∈ [0, b].

(A3) (i) The function ξ : [0, b] × H → H is continuous and there is a constant L̃ξ such
that for every t ∈ [0, b] and x, y ∈ H,

‖ξ(t, x) − ξ(t, y)‖ ≤ Lξ‖x− y‖,

(ii) there exists Cξ such that ‖ξ(t, x(t))‖ ≤ Cξ for t ∈ [0, b].

Remark 2.3. Note that assumptions on f and ξ can be relaxed according to fixed point
theorem which we are appying.

3. Existence and Approximate Controllability of Semilinear System

The primary goal of this section is to identify sufficient conditions for the solvability of
system 1.2. To achieve this, we will first demonstrate that, for each λ and a fixed h ∈ H,



9

system 1.2 possesses at least one mild solution. We prove the existence of a mild solution of
the system (1.2) with the control

u(s) =

( m∑

k=1

B∗U(tk, s)
∗

m∏

i=k+1

U(ti, ti−1)
∗U(b, tm)∗χ(tk−1, tk)

+B∗U(b, s)∗χ(tm, b)

)
ϕ̂λ,

vm = E∗
mU(b, tm)∗ϕ̂λ, vk = E∗

k

m∏

i=k

U(ti, ti−1)
∗(I + D∗

i )U(b, tm)∗ϕ̂λ,

(3.8)

with

ϕ̂λ =

(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

× g(x(·)),

where

g(x(·)) =

(
h− U(b, tm)

1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)x0

−

∫ b

tm

U(b, s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

− U(b, tm)

m∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

×

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

)
.

With these assumptions established, we are now ready to prove the existence and unique-
ness of the mild solution for (1.2) using the fixed point theorem 2.3.

Theorem 3.1. If the assumptions (R1)-(R4) and (A2)-(A3) are satisfied. Then for every
λ > 0 and for fixed h ∈ H, the system (1.2) has at least one mild solution in PC([0, b],H)
provided that

max{N ,K1} < 1, (3.9)

and

max{M ; L } < 1, (3.10)

where N and K1 are given by:




N = M +
M3M2

B
b

λ
,

K1 = Mk+1
∏k

j=i(1 + ‖Dj‖)

(
1 +

M2M2

B
b

λ

(
mMm−k + 1

)
(MN + 1)

+K0 + M2

λ
‖Ek‖‖E∗

k

∏m

i=k‖T∗(ti − ti−1)‖(I + D∗
i )‖

)
,

K0 = M2

λ

∑k

i=2

∏k

j=i(1 + ‖Dj‖)‖T(tj − tj−1)‖‖Ei−1‖
∥∥E∗

i−1

∏m

l=i−1‖U(tl, tl−1)
∗‖(I + D∗

l )
∥∥,

Ci =
∏i+1

j=k(1 + ‖Dj‖)‖T (tj − tj−1)‖(1 + ‖Di‖), N =
∑k

i=1Ci,

L = Mk+1
∏k

j=1(1 + ‖Dj‖) +M2Nb(Lf + q∗Lξ) and q∗ =
∫ t

0
|q(t− s)|ds.
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Proof. For each constant r0 > 0, let

Br0 = {x ∈ PC([0, b],H) : ‖x‖PC ≤ r0}.

It is easy to see that Br0 is a bounded closed convex set. Define operators F1 and F2 on
Br0 as follows:

(F1x)(t) =





U(t, 0)x0, for t0 < t ≤ t1
U(t, tk)

∏1
j=k(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)x0

+U(t, tk)
∑k

i=1

∏i+1
j=k(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)Bu(s)ds

+U(t, tk)
∑k

i=1

∏i+1
j=k(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

×
∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)
[
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds

+U(t, tk)
∑k

i=2

∏i

j=k(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)Ei−1vi−1 + U(t, tk)Ekvk,

for tk < t ≤ tk+1, k ≥ 1,

(F2x)(t) =

{ ∫ t

0
U(t, s)

[
Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds, for t0 < t ≤ t1∫ t

tk
U(t, s)

[
Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds, for tk < t ≤ tk+1, k ≥ 1.

Clearly, x is a mild solution of (2) if and only if the operator equation x = F1x + F2x has a
solution. To establish this, we will demonstrate that the operator F1 + F2 has
a fixed point by applying Theorem 2.3 . For this, we proceed in several steps.

Step 1:To prove that there exists a positive number r0 such that F1x+F2y ∈ Br0 whenever
x, y ∈ Br0 , we proceed as follows:

Choose

r0 ≥ max




(
M2M2

B
b

λ
‖h‖ +

M2M2

B
b

λ
(MbCf +MbCξq

∗) +MbCf +MbCξq
∗

)

1 −N
,

K2

1 −K1


,

where

K2 =

(
M2M2

Bb

λ
(MN + 1)

(
mMm−k + 1

)
+ K0

M2

λ
‖Ek‖

∥∥∥∥∥E∗
k

m∏

i=k

‖U(ti, ti−1)
∗‖(I + D∗

i )

∥∥∥∥∥

)

×
(
‖h‖ +M(Cf + q∗Cξ)b+M2NCb

)
+Mb(Cf + q∗Cξ)(MN + 1).

First, we calculate for t0 < t ≤ t1 and s ∈ [0, b],

u(s) = B∗Ux(t1, s)
∗
(
λI + Γt1

0

)−1
[
h− U(t, 0)x0 −

∫ t1

0

U(t1, s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

]
.

Using the triangle inequality, Lipschitz conditions, and the boundedness of the evolution
family U(t, s), the norm ‖u(s)‖U can be calculated as:

‖u(s)‖U =

∥∥∥∥B∗U(t1, s)
∗
(
λI + Γt1

0

)−1

×

[
h− U(t, 0)x0 −

∫ t1

0

U(t1, s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

]∥∥∥∥,

≤ ‖B∗‖
L
‖U(t1 − s)∗‖

H

∥∥∥
(
λI + Γt1

0

)−1
∥∥∥
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×

∥∥∥∥h− U(t, 0)x0 −

∫ t1

0

U(t1, s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

∥∥∥∥,

≤
MMB

λ

(
‖h‖ + ‖U(t1, 0)‖

H
‖x0‖

+ ‖U(t1, s)‖H

∫ t1

0

∥∥∥∥
(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)∥∥∥∥ds
)
,

≤
MMB

λ
(‖h‖ +Mr0 +MCfb+MCξq

∗).

To calculate the norm of u for tk < t ≤ tk+1, k ≥ 1 and s ∈ [0, b] , first we find the norm of
ϕ̂λ as follows:

‖ϕ̂λ‖ ≤

∥∥∥∥∥

(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

×

(
‖h‖ +

∥∥U(b, tm)

1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)x0
∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ b

tm

U(b, s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥U(b, tm)

m∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj − tj−1)(I + Di)

×

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti − s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

∥∥∥∥

)
,

≤
1

λ

(
‖h‖ +Mk+1

k∏

j=1

(1 + ‖Dj‖)‖x0‖ +Mb(Cf + q∗Cξ)

+M2
m∑

i=1

Ci

∫ ti

ti−1

∥∥∥∥
(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)∥∥∥∥ds
)
,

≤
1

λ

(
‖h‖ +Mk+1

k∏

j=1

(1 + ‖Dj‖)‖x0‖ +Mb(Cf + q∗Cξ) +M2Nb(Cf + q∗Cξ)

)
.

With the above help we can find the norm of u as follows:

‖u(s)‖
U
≤
∥∥∥∥∥

( m∑

k=1

B∗U(tk, s)
∗

m∏

i=k+1

U∗(ti, ti−1)U
∗(b, tm)χ(tk−1, tk) + B∗U(b, s)∗χ(tm, b)

)∥∥∥∥∥‖ϕ̂λ‖,

≤
1

λ

(
mMBM

m+1−k +MBM
)
×

(
‖h‖ +Mk+1

k∏

j=1

(1 + ‖Dj‖)r0 +Mb(Cf + q∗Cξ) +M2N(Cf + q∗Cξ)

)
.



12 GARIMA GUPTA AND JAYDEV DABAS

Now, for 0 ≤ t ≤ t1

‖(F1x)(t) + (F2x)(t)‖ ≤ ‖U(t, 0)x(0)‖H +

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

U(t, s)Bu(s)ds

∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

U(t, s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

∥∥∥∥,

≤ M‖x0‖ +M‖B‖L

∫ t

0

u(s)ds+MbCf +MbCξq
∗,

≤ Mr0 +
M2M2

Bb

λ
(‖h‖ +Mr0 +MbCf +MbCξq

∗) +MbCf + MbCξq
∗,

= N r0 +

(
M2M2

Bb

λ
‖h‖ +

(
M2M2

Bb

λ
+ 1

)
(MbCf + MbCξq

∗)

)
,

≤ r0.

For tk < t ≤ tk+1 for k ≥ 1, we have,

‖(F1x)(t) + (F2x)(t)‖ ≤

∥∥∥∥∥U(t, tk)
1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)T (tj − tj−1)x0

∥∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥∥U(t, tk)

k∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj, tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)Bu(s)ds

∥∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥U(t, tk)

k∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj, tj−1)(I + Di)

×

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥∥U(t, tk)

k∑

i=2

i∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj, tj−1)Ei−1vi−1

∥∥∥∥∥

+ ‖U(t, tk)Ekvk‖ +

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

tk

U(t, s)Bu(s)ds

∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

tk

U(t, s)

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
ds

∥∥∥∥,

≤ Mk+1
k∏

j=1

(1 + ‖Dj‖)r0 +M2‖B‖L

k∑

i=1

Ci

∫ ti

ti−1

‖u(s)‖ ds

+M2

k∑

i=1

Ci

∫ ti

ti−1

‖

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
‖ds

+M

k∑

i=2

k∏

j=i

(1 + ‖Dj‖)‖U(tj , tj−1)‖‖Ei−1‖‖vi−1‖ +M‖Ek‖‖vk‖



13

+M‖B‖L

∫ t

tk

u(s)ds+M

∫ t

tk

‖

(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)
‖ds,

≤ K1r0 + K2,

≤ r0.

Consequently, F1 + F2 maps Br0 to Br0 .
Step 2: The next step is to prove that F1 is a contraction.
To demonstrate that F1 is a contraction mapping on the set Br, it is necessary to show

that there exists a constant 0 < L < 1 such that for all x, y ∈ Br,

‖F1x− F1y‖PC ≤ L ‖x− y‖PC.

Let x, y ∈ Br. We will estimate ‖F1x− F1y‖PC for t0 < t ≤ t1 and tk < t ≤ tk+1.
For t0 < t ≤ t1 :

‖(F1x)(t) − (F1y)(t)‖ = ‖U(t, 0)(x(0) − y(0))‖H.

Using the properties of the evolution operator U(t, s) :

‖U(t, 0)(x(0) − y(0))‖ ≤M‖x(0) − y(0)‖,

for M < 1, F1 is a contraction map.
For tk < t ≤ tk+1, k ≥ 1 :

‖(F1x)(t) − (F1y)(t)‖≤
∥∥∥∥∥U(t, tk)

1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(x0 − y0)

∥∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥U(t, tk)

k∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj, tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)

×

[
(f(s, x(s)) − f(s, y(s))) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)(ξ(τ, x(τ)) − ξ(τ, y(τ)))dτ

]
ds

∥∥∥∥.

Using the properties of U(t, s), the boundedness of operators Dj, and assumptions on f :

∥∥∥∥∥U(t, tk)

1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(x0 − y0)

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤Mk+1

k∏

j=1

(1 + ‖Dj‖)‖x0 − y0‖.

Since x, y ∈ Br :

‖x0 − y0‖ ≤ ‖x− y‖PC.

Thus,
∥∥∥∥∥U(t, tk)

1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(x0 − y0)

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤Mk+1
k∏

j=1

(1 + ‖Dj‖)‖x− y‖PC.

For the second term, using the properties of U(t, s) and Dj, and assumption (A2) of f :
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∥∥∥∥U(t, tk)

k∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)

×

[
(f(s, x(s)) − f(s, y(s))) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)(ξ(τ, x(τ)) − ξ(τ, y(τ)))dτ

]
ds

∥∥∥∥,

≤M2

(
k∑

i=1

k∏

j=i+1

(1 + ‖Dj‖)‖U(tj , tj−1)‖H(1 + ‖Di‖)

×

∫ ti

ti−1

∥∥(f(s, x(s)) − f(s, y(s))) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)(ξ(τ, x(τ)) − ξ(τ, y(τ)))dτ
∥∥ds
)
,

≤M2

( k∑

i=1

Ci

∫ ti

ti−1

[
‖(f(s, x(s)) − f(s, y(s)))‖ +

∫ s

0

‖q(s− τ)‖‖ξ(τ, x(τ)) − ξ(τ, y(τ))‖dτ

]
ds

)
,

≤M2Nb(Lf + q∗Lξ)‖x− y‖PC.

Combining all terms, we get:

‖(F1x)(t) − (F1y)(t)‖ ≤
(
Mk+1

∏k

j=1(1 + ‖Dj‖) +M2Nb(Lf + q∗Lξ)
)
‖x− y‖PC.

To show that F1 is a contraction, we need the right-hand side to be less than ‖x − y‖PC.
Hence, we need

Mk+1

k∏

j=1

(1 + ‖Dj‖) +M2Nb(Lf + q∗Lξ) < 1.

Therefore, there exists a constant L ∈ (0, 1) such that:

‖F1x− F1y‖PC ≤ L ‖x− y‖PC.

This shows that on Br0 , F1 is a contraction map .
Step 3: Now we will show that F2 is continuous and F2(Br0) is relatively compact subset

of Br0 .
First, we need to prove that the mapping F2 is continuous on Br0 . To do this, let xn → x

in Br0 . Then, we have:

f(t, xn(t)) → f(t, x(t)), and ξ(t, xn(t)) → ξ(t, x(t)) as n→ ∞.

Moreover, for t0 ≤ t ≤ t1, by Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we can get

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

U(t, s)

[
f(t, xn(t)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, xn(τ))dτ − f(t, x(t)) −

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds

∥∥∥∥

≤M

∫ t

0

[
‖f(t, xn(t)) − f(t, x(t))‖ +

∫ s

0

‖q(s− τ)‖‖ξ(τ, xn(τ)) − ξ(τ, x(τ))‖

]
ds→ 0,

as n→ ∞.

‖F2(xn) − F2(x)‖ ≤

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

U(t, s)
[
f(t, xn(t)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, xn(τ))dτ
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− f(t, x(t)) −

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ
]
ds

∥∥∥∥
→ 0 as n→ ∞.

For tk < t ≤ tk+1 with k ≥ 1, the argument is similar to that for t0 < t ≤ t1. Hence, it
follows that F2 is continuous on Br0 .

Next, we demonstrate that for any t ∈ [0, b], the set V (t) = {F2(x)(t) | x ∈ Br0} is
relatively compact in H. To establish this, we will utilize the extended version of the Ascoli-
Arzelà theorem (Theorem 2.1, [20]). For t = 0, it is evident that V (0) is relatively compact
in H. Now, for 0 < t ≤ b, let ǫ ∈ (0, t). By applying Lemma 2.2, we find that the operator
U(t, t− ǫ) is compact. We define an operator F ǫ on Br0 by:

(F ǫx)(t) =





∫ t−ǫ

0
U(t, s)

[
Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds

= U(t, t− ǫ)
∫ t−ǫ

0
U(t− ǫ, s)

×
[
Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds if t0 < t ≤ t1,∫ t−ǫ

tk
U(t, s)

[
Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds

= U(t, t− ǫ)
∫ t−ǫ

tk
U(t− ǫ, s)

×
[
Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds if tk < t ≤ tk+1, k ≥ 1.

Then the set {(F ǫ)(t) : x ∈ Br0} is relatively compact in H because U(t, t− ǫ) is compact.
This compactness helps us establish the desired continuity properties. Now, let’s consider
the case for t0 < t ≤ t1 :

‖(F2x)(t) − (F ǫx)(t)‖ ≤

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t−ǫ

U(t, s)Bu(s)ds

∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t−ǫ

U(t, s)

[
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds

∥∥∥∥.

To estimate the component involving Buλ(s), we apply the triangle inequality followed by
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. This yields:

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t−ǫ

U(t, s)Bu(s)ds

∥∥∥∥ ≤MMBǫ
1

2

(∫ t

t−ǫ

‖u(s)‖2ds

) 1

2

Using assumptions (A2) and (A3), we have

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t−ǫ

U(t, s)

[
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds

∥∥∥∥

≤

(∫ t

t−ǫ

∥∥∥∥U(t, s)

[
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]∥∥∥∥ds
)
,

≤M

∫ t

t−ǫ

∥∥∥∥
(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)∥∥∥∥ds

≤M(Cf − q∗Cξ)ǫ.

Combining all terms, we get:

‖(F2x)(t) − (F ǫx)(t)‖ ≤ M(Cf − q∗Cξ)ǫ +MMBǫ
1

2

(∫ t

t−ǫ
‖u(s)‖2ds

) 1

2

.



16 GARIMA GUPTA AND JAYDEV DABAS

As ǫ→ 0 :

‖(F2x)(t) − (F ǫx)(t)‖ → 0.

For tk < t ≤ tk+1, with k ≥ 1, the definitions of F2 and F ǫ allow us to derive similar
results as previously discussed.

Therefore, since F2x can be approximated arbitrarily closely by F ǫx, and F ǫx is relatively
compact in H, it follows that V (t) = {F2(x)(t) | x ∈ Br0} is relatively compact in H.

Finally, we show that F2(Br0) is equicontinuous on [0, b].
Let 0 ≤ s1 ≤ s2 ≤ t1 for any x ∈ Br0 , we consider the following estimate
∥∥F2x(s2) − F2x(s1)

∥∥

≤

∥∥∥∥
∫ s1

0

[U(s2, s) − U(s1, s)]

[
Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds

∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ s2

s1

U(s2, s)

[
Bu(s) + f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

]
ds

∥∥∥∥,

≤

∫ s2

s1

‖U(s2, s)‖L(H)‖B‖L‖u(s)‖Uds

+

∫ s2

s1

‖U(s2, s)‖L(H)

∥∥∥∥
(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)∥∥∥∥

+

∫ s1

0

‖U(s2, s) − U(s1, s)‖L(H)‖B‖L‖u(s)‖Uds

+

∫ s1

0

‖U(s2, s) − U(s1, s)‖L(H)

∥∥∥∥
(
f(s, x(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, x(τ))dτ

)∥∥∥∥ds

≤MMB‖u(t)‖L2(J ;U)(s2 − s1)
1

2 +MB‖u(t)‖L2(J ;U)

∫ s1

0

‖U(s2, s) − U(s1, s)‖L(H)ds

+M(Cf + q∗Cξ)(s2 − s1) + (Cf + q∗Cξ)

∫ s1

0

‖U(s2, s) − U(s1, s)‖L(H)ds. (3.11)

The right hand side of the inequality ((3.11)) converges to zero uniformly for x ∈ Br0 as
|s2 − s1| → 0, since the operator U(t, s) is continuous in operator topology for t ≥ 0. For
tk < t ≤ tk+1, k ≥ 1, we can show the equicontinuity of F2 for any x ∈ Brin the same way as
above. Therefore, the image of Br0 under F2 is equicontinuous. This suggests that F2(Br0) is
equicontinuous.As a result, by applying the extended version of the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem,
we conclude that, F2(Br0) is relatively compact set. Hence, by Lemma2.3, the operator
F1 + F2 possesses at least one fixed point x ∈ Br0 , which coincides with the mild solution of
system (1.2).

Remark 3.1. We can also show the uniqueness of the mild solution by using the contraction
mapping principle with the constant k = max{k1, k2} < 1, where k1 and k2 are defined as

k1 = Mb(Lf + q∗Lξ), k2 =
(
M2Nb+Mb

)
(Lf + q∗Lξ).

.

Our next target is to prove the approximate controllability of semilinear system(1.2).
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Theorem 3.2. Let the assumptions (R1)-(R4), (A1)-(A3) and the conditions of theorem
3.1 are true. Then, the system (1.2) is approximately controllable.

Proof: From theorem3.1, we know that for every λ > 0 and h ∈ H, there exists a mild
solution xλ ∈ PC([0, b],H) such that

xλ(t) =





U(t, 0)x(0) +
∫ t

0
U(t, s)

[
Bu(s) + f(s, xλ(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, xλ(τ))dτ

]
ds, 0 ≤ t ≤ t1

U(t, tk)x
(
t+k
)

+
∫ t

tk
U(t, s)

[
Bu(s) + f(s, xλ(s)) +

∫ s

0
q(s− τ)ξ(τ, xλ(τ))dτ

]
ds,

tk < t ≤ tk+1, k = 1, . . . , m,
(3.12)

where

x
(
t+k
)

=

1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)x0 +

k∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=k

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

×

∫ ti

ti−1

T(ti − s)
[
Bu(s) + f(s, xλ(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, xλ(τ))dτ
]
ds

+
k∑

i=2

i∏

j=k

(I + Dj)T(tj − tj−1)Ei−1vi−1 + Ekvk.

The control u(s) is defined as

u(s) =

( m∑

k=1

B∗U∗(tk, s)
m∏

i=k+1

U(ti, ti−1)
∗U(b, tm)∗χ(tk−1, tk)

+B∗U(b, s)∗χ(tm, b)

)
ϕ̂λ,

vm = E∗
mU(b, tm)∗ϕ̂λ, vk = E∗

k

m∏

i=k

U(ti, ti−1)
∗(I + D∗

i )U(b, tm)∗ϕ̂λ,

(3.13)

with

ϕ̂λ =

(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

g(xλ(.)),

and

g(xλ(.)) =

(
h− U(b, tm)

1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj, tj−1)x0

−

∫ b

tm

U(b, s)
[
f(s, xλ(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, xλ(τ))dτ
]
ds

− U(b, tm)
m∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj, tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)

[
f(s, xλ(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ, xλ(τ))dτ
]
ds

)
.
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Using (3.12) and (3.13) we can easily obtain that

xλ(b) − h =λϕ̂λ = λ

(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

g(xλ(.)).

Now, by using assumptions (A2) , we find
∫ b

0

‖f(s, xλ(s))‖2
H
ds ≤ C2

fb, and

and the boundedness of the sequence {f(., xλ(.)) : λ > 0} in  L2([0, b];H). Then there is a
subsequence still denoted by {f(., xλ(.))} that weakly converges to, say f(.) in  L2([0, b];H).
Similarly by using (A3), we obtain the weak convergence of {ξ(., xλ(.))} that weakly con-
verges to, say ξ(.) in  L2([0, b];H). Then by Corollary 3.3 (chapter 3) [13], we obtain

‖g(xλ(.)) − ω‖ ≤

∥∥∥∥
∫ b

tm

U(b, s)
[
(f(s, xλ(s)) − f(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)(ξ(τ, xλ(τ)) − ξ(τ))dτ
]
ds

− U(b, tm)

m∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj, tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)

[
(f(s, xλ(s)) − f(s)) +

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)(ξ(τ, xλ(τ)) − ξ(τ))dτ
]
ds

∥∥∥∥
→ 0, (3.14)

where

ω = h− U(b, tm)
1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)x0 −

∫ b

tm

U(b, s)

[
f(s) −

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ)dτ

]
ds

− U(b, tm)
m∑

i=1

i+1∏

j=m

(I + Dj)U(tj , tj−1)(I + Di)

∫ ti

ti−1

U(ti, s)

[
f(s) −

∫ s

0

q(s− τ)ξ(τ)dτ

]
ds,

as λ→ 0+. The first term in the right hand side of the expression 3.14 goes to zero because

of the compactness of the operator (Qf)(.) =
∫ b

0
U(., s)f(s)ds :  L2([0, b];H) → PC([0, b],H)(

see Lemma 4.1 and theorem 4.2 in [17]) and the second term tends to zero by using the
compactness of the operator U(t, s), for t ≥ 0. Finally we compute ‖xλ(b) − h‖

H
as

‖xλ(b) − h‖ =

∥∥∥∥∥λ
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

g(xλ(.))

∥∥∥∥∥,

≤

∥∥∥∥∥λ
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

ω

∥∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥∥λ
(
λI + Θtm

0 + Γb
tm

+ Θ̃tm
0 + Γ̃b

tm

)−1

(g(xλ(.)) − ω)

∥∥∥∥∥.

By estimate (3.14) and assumption (A1), we obtain

‖xλ(b) − h‖
H
→ 0 as λ→ 0+.

which guarantee that the system (1.2) is approximately controllable in H.
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4. Application

We consider the following impulsive semilinear functional heat problem on H = U =
L2([0, π];R):





∂

∂t
z(t, ζ) = a(t)

∂2

∂ζ2
z(t, ζ) + µ(t, ζ) +

e−tz(t, ζ)

(9 + et)(1 + z(t, ζ))
+

∫ t

0

et−s esz(s, ζ)

5 + z(s, ζ)
ds, ζ ∈ [0, π],

t ∈ [0, 1], t 6=

{
1

2

}
,

z(t, 0) = 0 = z(t, π), t ∈ [0, 1],

∆z

(
1

2
, ζ

)
= D1z

(
1

2
, ζ

)
+ Ev1,

∆z(1, ζ) = D2z(1, ζ) + E2v2,

z(0, ζ) = φ(ζ).

(4.15)
where a : [0, 1] 7→ R

+, is Holder continuous function of order 0 < ≤ 1, that is there exists a
positive constant Ca such that

|a(t) − a(s)| ≤ Ca|t− s|, for allt, s ∈ [0, 1].

For H = L2([0, π];R), the operator A(t)g(ζ) = a(t)g′′(ζ), with the domain D(A(t)) = D(A) =
H2([0, π];R)∩W1,2

0 ([0, π];R). We define the operator A(t) as Ag(ζ) = g′′, ζ ∈ [0, π], with the
domain D(A). Moreover, for t ∈ [0, 1] and g ∈ D(A), the operator A(t) can be expressed as

A(t)g =

∞∑

n=1

(−n2a(t))〈g, wn〉wn, g ∈ D(A), for 〈g, wn〉 =

∫ π

0

g(ζ)wn9ζdζ,

where, −n2(n ∈ N) and wn(ζ) =
√

2
π

sin(nζ), are the eigenvalues and the corresponding

normalizes eigenfunctions of the operator A respectively. The operator A(t) satisfies all the
conditions (R1)-(R4) of assumption 2.1(see application section of [17]). Then by applying
Lemma2.1, we obtain the existence of a unique evolution system {U(t, s) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1}.
From Lemma2.2, we observe that the evolution system {U(t, s) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1} is compact
for t− s > 0. The evolution system U(t, s) can be explicitly as

U(t, s)g =

∞∑

n=1

e−n2
∫ t

s
a(τ)dτ 〈g, wn〉wn, for each g ∈ H.

We also have

U(t, s)∗g∗ =

∞∑

n=1

e−n2
∫ t

s
a(τ)dτ 〈g∗, wn〉wn, for each g∗ ∈ H.

Next, we define operator B : L2([0, π];R) → H such that

B(u(t))(ζ) = u(t)(ζ) = µ(t, ζ), t ∈ [0, 1], ζ ∈ [0, π].

We can see, the operator B defined as above is a linear bounded operator. We also define
Dk = Ek = I, for k = 1, 2.
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Let the function x : J → H be given by

x(t)(ζ) = z(t, ζ), ζ ∈ [0, π].

The nonlinear functions f, ξ : [0, 1] ×D → H is defined as

f(t, x(t))(ζ) =
e−tz(t, ζ)

(9 + et)(1 + z(t, ζ))
and ξ(t, x(t))(ζ) =

etz(t, ζ)

5 + z(t, ζ)
, ζ ∈ [0, π].

We can check that for f and ξ, assumptions (A2) and (A3) are satisfied with Lf = 1
10

,
Lξ = e

25
, Cf = 1

10
, Cξ = e

5
. We take v1 = sin(πt), v2 = cos(πt) and q∗ = e− 1. By the above

settings we can transform system(4.15) in the abstract form as system (1.2).
Since all the conditions are satisfied therefore, there exists a mild solution the system

(4.15) and is approximately controllable.

5. Conclusion

In this study, we explored the solution and controllability for a class of nonautonomous
impulsive integro differential systems within a Hilbert space. We first established the ex-
istence of mild solutions for the system by utilizing Krasnoselskii’s fixed point theorem.
Furthermore, we demonstrated the system’s approximate controllability. To substantiate
the theoretical findings, we also provided a comprehensive example. This research advances
the understanding of control methods for impulsive nonlinear systems and can be extended
for second order.
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