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EXISTENCE AND APPROXIMATE CONTROLLABILITY FOR A CLASS

OF FRACTIONAL ORDER HEMIVARIATIONAL INEQUALITIES.

GARIMA GUPTA1 AND JAYDEV DABAS2*

Abstract. This paper discusses the approximate controllability of a fractional differential
control problem driven by a nonlinear hemivariational inequality in a Hilbert space. First,
we prove the existence of a mild solution for a fractional control inclusion problem which is
equivalent to a hemivariational inequality by using the nonsmooth analysis and fixed point
technique. Further, we established sufficient conditions for the approximate controllability of
our inclusion problem by taking corresponding linear system is approximately controllable.
The existence and controllability results obtained for the inclusion problem are valid for
considered nonlinear hemivariational problem. Finally, we provide an example to illustrate
the efficiency of the developed results.

1. Introduction

Hemivariational inequalities are a generalization of variational inequalities that arise in the
study of nonconvex and nonsmooth energy functions. They have various applications across
different fields due to their ability to model complex phenomena involving nonconvex and
nonsmooth potentials. Panagiotopoulos initially introduced the concept of hemivariational
inequality in 1981(cf. [24]). He utilized hemivariational inequalities to address mechani-
cal problems characterized by nonconvex and nonsmooth superpotentials, see for example,
[25, 26]. Over time, an increasing number of scholars have made significant contributions
to the exploration of solution existence in hemivariational inequalities and various authors
have proven the existence of solutions for hemivariational inequalities under different as-
sumptions and hypotheses. For detailed information of existence of solution and its nature
we refer Kavitha, Vijayakumar, Shukla, Nisar, Kottakkaran and Udhayakumar[13], Mohan
Raja, Vijayakumar, Udhayakumar, Nisar and Kottakkaran [22], Jiang, Wei, Zhouchao, Guoji
and Irene[10], Zeng, Liu and Migorski[31], Ma, Dineshkumar, Vijayakumar, Udhayakumar,
Shukla, Anurag and Kottakkaran [19] and the references given in these articles. The notion
of noninteger derivatives and integrals represents an extension of the conventional calculus
based on integer orders. This extension is motivated by the distinctive memory-like charac-
teristics inherent in fractional derivatives, rendering them more suitable for describing the
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properties of diverse real materials compared to their integer-order counterparts. Over the
past two decades, fractional calculus has drawn the interest of physicists, mathematicians,
and engineers, leading to notable contributions in both theoretical advancements and prac-
tical applications of fractional differential equations. For more comprehensive insights into
fractional calculus and fractional differential equations, readers are directed to the mono-
graph authored by Kilbas[14]. Hemivariational inequalities with fractional derivatives are
essential in modeling anomalous diffusion processes where the standard diffusion equations
fail, such as in porous media or heterogeneous materials. The specifications of initial con-
ditions for Riemann–Liouville fractional derivatives or integrals are pivotal in addressing
certain practical challenges. Heymans and Podlubny[9, 27] have illustrated that it is feasible
to assign a physical significance to initial conditions formulated using Riemann–Liouville
fractional derivatives or integrals, particularly in the realm of viscoelasticity. Such initial
conditions are deemed more suitable than those that are physically interpretable.

The nonlocal initial condition proves to be more effective in physics compared to the
classical initial condition u(0) = u0. To illustrate, in 1993, Deng [7] utilized the nonlocal
condition to characterize the diffusion phenomenon of a small amount of gas within a trans-
parent tube. In this context, condition (1.2) facilitates additional measurements at tk, where
k = 1, 2, . . . , m, offering greater precision than measurements solely at t = 0. Furthermore,
in 1999, Byszewski[2] highlighted that if ck 6= 0, where k = 1, 2, . . . , m, the outcomes can be
employed in kinematics to ascertain the evolutionary path t→ u(t) of a physical object. This
is particularly useful when the positions u(0), u(t1), . . . , u(tm) are unknown, but the nonlo-
cal condition (1.2) is confirmed to hold. Few more articles by Mahmudov[21], Wang[30] and
Chen[3, 4] considered semilinear systems with non-local conditions and proved the exixtence
of solution.

The introduction of controllability by Kalman in 1963[11] marked the inception of an ac-
tive research area, owing to its significant applications in physics. There are various works on
approximate controllability of systems represented by fractional differential equations, inte-
grodifferential equations, differential inclusions, neutral functional differential equations, and
impulsive differential equations in Banach spaces; see[1, 17, 21] and their references. In recent
years, the exploration of control systems governed by Caputo fractional evolution equations
has seen considerable attention (see[4, 30, 22, 29, 32]). Despite this, the topic of approx-
imate controllability for fractional evolution differential equations with Riemann–Liouville
fractional derivative with local and nonlocal initial conditions under different hypothesis has
been studied by many authors. For reference see the literature[8, 15, 16, 17, 18, 28]. This
gap in knowledge serves as the motivation for the present work. The objective of this paper
is to present suitable sufficient conditions for the existence and approximate controllability
of fractional differential Hemivariational inequalities involving Riemann–Liouville fractional
derivatives.

Let H be a seperable Hilbert space and U be a Hilbert space. In this work, we investigate
the existence of a mild solution and the approximate controllability of the following semilinear
fractional differential hemivariational inequality:

{

〈−RDα
0,tx(t) + Ax(t) + Bu(t), v〉H + F 0(t, x(t); v) ≥ 0, t ∈ J = [0, b], ∀v ∈ H,

I0,t
1−αx(t)|t=0 =

∑m
k=1 ckxk.

(1.1)

where, 〈., .〉H denotes the scalar product of the separable Hilbert space H and the norm in
H is denoted by ‖.‖H , RDα

0,t denotes the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order
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α ∈ (0, 1) with the lower limit zero and I1−α
0,t denotes the Riemann-Liouville fractional

integral of order 1 − α with lower limit zero, A : D(A) ⊆ H → H is the infinitesimal
generator of a C0−semigroup T (t)(t ≥ 0) on H. For α > 1

2
the control function u takes value

in L2(J,U) of admissible control functions for a hilbert space U , B : U → H is a bounded
linear operator, F 0(t, .; .) stands for the generalized Clarke directional derivative of a locally
Lipschitz function F (t, .) : H → R, 0 < t1 < t2 < ...... < tm < b,m ∈ N, ck are real constant,
ck 6= 0, k = 1, 2, ...., m and xk = x(tk) for k = 1, 2, ...., m.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some fundamental definitions, notations, which will help us to
establish existence and controllability result for the system (1.1).

The norm of a Banach space X will be denoted by ‖ · ‖X · Lb(X,Y) denotes the space of
bounded linear operators from a Banach space X to Banach space Y. For the uniformly
bounded C0-semigroup T (t)(t ≥ 0), we set M := supt≥0 ‖T (t)‖Lb(X) < ∞. Let C(J,X)
denote the Banach space of all X value continuous functions from J = [0, b] to X with the
norm ‖x‖C = supt∈J ‖x(t)‖X. Let C1−α(J,X) = {x : t1−αx(t) ∈ C(J,X)} with the norm

‖x‖C1−α
= sup

{

t1−α‖x(t)‖X : t ∈ J
}

.

Obviously, the space C1−α(J,X) is a Banach space. Some definitions related to fractional
integral and derivatives are as follows:

Definition 2.1. [14] The fractional integral of a function z : [a, b] → R, a, b ∈ R with a < b,
of order α > 0 is defined as

Iαa,tz(t) :=
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

a

z(s)

(t− s)1−α
ds, for a.e. t ∈ [a, b],

where z ∈ L1([a, b];R) and Γ(α) =
∫∞

0
tα−1e−tdt is the Euler gamma function.

Definition 2.2. [14] The Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of a function z : [a, b] → R
of order α > 0 is given as

RDα
a,tz(t) :=

1

Γ(n− α)

dn

dtn

∫ t

a

(t− s)n−α−1z(s)ds, for a.e. t ∈ [a, b],

with n− 1 < α < n.

If z is an abstract function with values in X, then the integrals which appear in 2.1 and
2.2 are taken in Bochner’s sense, that is: a measurable function z maps from [0,+∞) to X
is Bochner integrable if ‖z‖ is Lebesgue integrable. Furthermore, given a Banach space X,
we will use the following notations.

Pcl,cv(X) := {Ω ⊆ X : Ω is nonempty, closed (convex)},

P(w)cp(cv)(X) := {Ω ⊆ X : Ω is nonempty, (weakly) compact (convex)}.

Now, we introduce some basic definitions and results from multivalued analysis. For more
details on multivalued maps, please see the book[6].

(i) For a given Banach space X, a multivalued map F : X → 2X\{∅} := P(X) is convex
(closed) valued, if F (x) is convex (closed) for all x ∈ X.
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(ii) F is called upper semicontinuous (u.s.c. for short) on X, if for each x ∈ X, the set
F (x) is a nonempty, closed subset of X, and if for each open set V of X containing
F (x), there exists an open neighborhood N of x such that F (N) ⊆ V .

(iii) F is said to be completely continuous if F (V ) is relatively compact, for every bounded
subset V ⊆ X.

(iv) Let Σ is the σ- algebra of subsets of the set Ω, (Ω,Σ) be a measurable space and (X, d)
a separable metric space. A multivalued map F : Ω → P(X) is said to be measurable,
if for every closed set C ⊆ X, we have F−1(C) = {t ∈ Ω : F (t) ∩ C 6= ∅} ∈ Σ.

Now we recall the few elements of nonsmooth analysis(see [5] for detailed information).

Definition 2.3. Let h : X −→ R be a locally Lipschitx function on a Banach space X. The
generalized directional derivative of h at y ∈ X in the direction z ∈ X is defined by

h0(y; z) := lim
λ→0+

sup
η→y

h(η + λz)− h(η)

λ
.

The generalized gradient of h at y ∈ X is the subset of X∗ which is the dual space of X,
is given by

∂h(y) := {y∗ ∈ X∗ : h0(y; z) ≥ 〈y∗, z〉∀z ∈ X},

Now we Consider the following semilinear inclusion
{

RDα
0,tx(t) ∈ Ax(t) + Bu(t) + ∂F (t, x(t)), t ∈ J = [0, b],

I1−α
0,t x(t)|t=0 =

∑m
k=1 ckxk,

(2.1)

where, ∂F is the generalized Clarke subdifferential of a locally Lipschitz function F (t, .) :
H → R. If x ∈ C1−α(J,H) is a solution of (2.1), then there exists f(t) ∈ ∂F (t, x(t)) such
that f(t) ∈ L1(J,H) and

{

RDα
0,tx(t) = Ax(t) + Bu(t) + f(t), t ∈ J = [0, b],

I1−α
0,t x(t)|t=0 =

∑m
k=1 ckxk,

which implies
{

〈−RDα
0,tx(t) + Ax(t) + Bu(t), v〉H + 〈f(t), v〉H = 0, t ∈ J = [0, b], ∀v ∈ H

I1−α
0,t x(t)|t=0 =

∑m
k=1 ckxk.

since f ∈ ∂F (t, x(t)) and 〈f(t), v〉H ≤ F 0(t, x(t); v), we obtain
{

〈−RDα
0,tx(t) + Ax(t) + Bu(t), v〉H + F 0(t, x(t); v) ≥ 0, t ∈ J = [0, b], ∀v ∈ H

I1−α
0,t x(t)|t=0 =

∑m
k=1 ckxk.

Therefore, in order to study the hemivariational inequality (1.1), we only need to deal with
the semilinear inclusion (2.1).
Further, we define the operator

Tα(t) = α

∫ ∞

0

θξα(θ)T (tαθ)dθ,

ξα(θ) =
1

α
θ−1−(1/α)ωα(θ

−1/α),
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ωα(θ) =
1

π

∞
∑

n=1

(−1)n−1θ−nα−1Γ(nα + 1)

n!
sin(πnα), θ ∈ (0,∞).

Assumption 2.1.
∑m

k=1

∣

∣ckt
α−1
k

∣

∣ < Γα
M
.

From assumption 2.1 , we have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

k=1

ckt
α−1
k Tα(tk)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

< 1. (2.2)

By equation(2.2) and operator spectrum theorem, we know that

O =
(

I −
m
∑

k=1

ckt
α−1
k Tα(tk)

)−1
, (2.3)

exists and is a bounded operator with D(O) = H. Furthermore, by Neumann expression, O
can be expressed by

O =
∞
∑

n=0

(

m
∑

k=1

ckt
α−1
k Tα(tk)

)n
.

Therefore,

‖O‖ ≤
∞
∑

n=0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

k=1

ckt
α−1
k Tα(tk)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n

,

≤
1

1− M
Γα

∑m
k=1

∣

∣ckt
α−1
k

∣

∣

.

By the above discussion, [18] and [16] We know that the mild solution for the fractional
inclusion problem(2.1) can be written as

x(t) = tα−1Tα(t)
(

I0,t
1−αx(t)|t=0

)

+

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1Tα(t− s)[Bu(s) + f(s)]ds, (2.4)

From (2.4) we have for each tk

x(tk) = tk
α−1Tα(tk)

(

I0,t
1−αx(t)|t=0

)

+

∫ tk

0

(tk − s)α−1Tα(tk − s)[Bu(s) + f(s)]ds. (2.5)

Using Assumption 2.1 and the estimates(2.3), (2.4) and (2.5), we get

I0,t
1−αx(t)|t=0 =

m
∑

k=1

ckO

∫ tk

0

(tk − s)α−1Tα(tk − s)[Bu(s) + f(s)]ds. (2.6)

By (2.4) and (2.6), we can write

x(t) =
m
∑

k=1

ckt
α−1TαO

∫ tk

0

(tk − s)α−1Tα(tk − s)[Bu(s) + f(s)]ds

+

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1Tα(t− s)[Bu(s) + f(s)]ds. (2.7)
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For convenience, we introduce the function G(t, s) as follows:

G(t, s) =

m
∑

k=1

χtkt
α−1Tα(t)(tk − s)α−1OTα(tk − s) + χt(s)(t− s)α−1Tα(t− s), (2.8)

with

χtk(s) =

{

ck, s ∈ [0, tk)

0, s ∈ [tk, b],

χt(s) =

{

1, s ∈ [0, t)

0, s ∈ [t, b].

Therefore, by (2.7) and (2.8) we know that the solution of fractional inclusion(2.1) can also
be expressed as

x(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[Bu(s) + f(s)]ds. (2.9)

Now we may define a mild solution of problem (2.1) as follows:

Definition 2.4. For each u ∈ L2(J,U), a function x ∈ C1−α(J,H) is called a mild solution
of the control system (1.1) if I1−α

t x(t)|t=0 =
∑m

k=1 ckxk and there exists f ∈ L1(J,H) such
that f(t) ∈ ∂F (t, x(t)) a.e. on t ∈ J and

x(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[Bu(s) + f(s)]ds. (2.10)

Lemma 2.1. [18] The operator Tα(t) has the following properties:

(1) For any fixed t > 0, Tα(t) is linear and bounded operator, that is for any x ∈ H,

‖Tα(t)x‖ ≤
M

Γα
‖x‖, (2.11)

(2) Tα(t)(t ≥ 0) is strongly continuous.

Definition 2.5. Let x be a mild solution of system (2.1) corresponding to the control u ∈
L2(J,U). Fractional evolution inclusion(2.1) is said to be approximately controllable on the

interval J if the set Rf (b) = H, where the set

Rf (b) = {x(b) ∈ H : u ∈ L2(J,U)},

is called the reachable set of (2.1).

3. Existence of Mild Solution

In this section we will prove the existence of mild solution of system (2.1) by assuming
some sufficient conditions and fixed point theorem. We start this section by defining the
following operators

Γb
0 =

∫ b

0

G(b, s)BB∗G∗(b, s)ds,
1

2
< α ≤ 1,

and

R
(

a,Γb
0

)

=
(

aI + Γb
0

)−1
, a > 0,
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where B∗,O∗ and Tα
∗ is the adjoint of B, O and Tα respectively, and G∗ is the adjoint of G

defines as:

G∗(b, s) =
m
∑

k=1

χtk(s)t
α−1T ∗

α (t)O
∗(tk − s)α−1Tα

∗(tk − s) + χt(s)(t− s)α−1Tα
∗(t− s).

We consider the linear fractional differential control system:
{

RDα
0,tx(t) = Ax(t) + Bu(t), t ∈ J = [0, b], 1

2
< α ≤ 1,

I1−α
0,t x(t)|t=0 =

∑m
k=1 ckxk.

(3.12)

Lemma 3.1. [20] The linear fractional differential system (3.12) is approximately control-
lable on J if and only if aR

(

a,Γb
0

)

→ 0 as a→ 0+in the strong operator topology.

Lemma 3.2. [12] Let X be a Banach space. Let F : J × X −→ Pcp,cv(X) be an L1−
Caratheodory multivalued map with SF (y) = {g ∈ L1(J,X) : g(t) ∈ F (t, y(t)), for a.e.t ∈ J}
being nonempty and let Γ be a linear continuous mapping from L1(J,X) to C(J,X), then the
operator .

ΓoSF : C(J,X) −→ Pcp,c(C(J,X)),

y −→ (ΓoSF )(y) := Γ(SF (y)),

is a closed graph operator in C(J,X)× C(J,X).

Theorem 3.1. [6] Let D be a bounded, convex, and closed subset in the Banach space X
and let V : D → 2X\{∅} be a u.s.c. condensing multivalued map. If, for every x ∈ D, V (x)
is a closed and convex set in D, then V has a fixed point.

To prove the existence of mild solution we need the following assumptions:

Assumption 3.1. (H1) Tα(t) is compact,
(H2) the function t 7→ F (t, x) is measurable for all x ∈ H,
(H3) the function x 7→ F (t, x) is locally Lipschitz continuous for a.e. t ∈ J ,

(H4) for each fixed x ∈ C1−α(J,H) the set

S∂F,x = {f ∈ L1(J,H) : f(t) ∈ ∂F (t, x(t))},

is nonempty,

(H5) there exist a function P (t) ∈ L
1

γ (J,R+) with 0 ≤ γ < α and a nondecreasing function
ψ : R −→ R+, such that

‖∂F (t, x)‖H = sup{‖f(t)‖H : f(t) ∈ ∂F (t, x)} ≤ P (t)ψ(‖x‖D),

for any t ∈ J for all x ∈ H and for each r > 0, there exists 0 < ρ < 1, such that

lim
r→∞

inf
ψ(r)

r
‖P‖L2 = ρ < 1.

Theorem 3.2. If the assumption 2.1 and all the conditions (H1)-(H5) of assumption3.1 are
satisfied, then the system (2.1) has a mild solution.
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Proof: We consider a set

Br = {x ∈ C1−α(J,H) : ‖x‖ ≤ r, r > 0}.

on the space C1−α(J,H), We easily know that Br is a bounded, closed, and convex set in
C1−α(J,H). For a > 0, for all x(·) ∈ C1−α(J,H), x1 ∈ H, we take the control function as

u(t) = B∗G∗(b, t)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

P (x(·)),

where

P (x(·)) = x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, s)f(s)ds, f ∈ S∂F,x.

By this control, we define the operator Φa : C1−α(J,H) → P(C1−α(J,H)) as follows:

Φa(x) = {τ ∈ C1−α(J,H) : τ(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds, f ∈ S∂F,x, t ∈ (0, b].

To prove that the operator Φa : C1−α(J,H) → P(C1−α(J,H)) has a fixed point, we subdi-
vided the proof into following steps:

Step1: Φa is convex for each x ∈ C1−α(J,H).
if τ1, τ2 ∈ Φa(x), then for each t ∈ J , f1, f2 ∈ S∂F,x s.t.

τi(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[fi(s) + BB∗G∗(b, t)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, µ)fi(s) dµ}]ds.

Let 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, then for each t ∈ J , we have

λτ1(t) + (1− λ)τ2(t)

=

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[λf1(s) + (1− λ)f2(s)]ds+

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(b, t)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

[

x1

−

∫ b

0

G(b, µ)
(

λf1(µ) + (1− λ)f2(µ)
)

dµ

]

ds.

Since S∂F,x is convex (as∂Fhas convex values), λf1 + (1 − λ)f2 ∈ S∂F,x, thus λτ1(t) + (1 −
λ)τ2(t) ∈ Φa(x).

Step2: For each a > 0, there is a positive constant r0 = r(a), such that Φa(Br0) j Br0 .

If this is not true, there ∃a > 0 such that ∀r > 0 there exixts a
−
x such that Φa(

−
x) *, that

is

‖Φa(
−
x)‖ = sup{‖τ‖C1−α(J,H) : τ ∈ Φa(

−
x) > r}.

Since

τ(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds,

τ(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)f(s) ds+

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, µ)f(µ)dµ}ds,

for some f ∈ S
∂F,

−

x
.

By using Holder’s inequality and (H5 ), we get

‖τ(t)‖ ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

G(t, s)f(s) ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

G(t, s)Bu(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

.
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Let us consider

MB = ‖B‖, β =

(

1− γ

α− γ
b(α−γ)/(1−γ)

)1−γ

, Λ0 =

∑m
k=1 ck

1− M
Γ(α)

∑m
k=1|cktk

α−1|
,

Λ1 =
M

Γ(α)
β
(

bα−1MΛ0 + 1
)

, Λ2 =

(

Λ0b
α−1 M

Γ(α) + 1

)

.

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

G(t, s)f(s) ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ bα−1 M

Γ(α)
‖O‖

∫ tk

0

m
∑

k=1

χtk(s)(tk − s)α−1‖Tα(tk − s)‖‖f(s)‖ds

+

∫ t

0

m
∑

k=1

|χt(s)|(t− s)α−1‖Tα(t− s)‖‖f(s)‖ds,

≤
bα−1M2

Γ(α)
Λ0

∫ tk

0

(tk − s)α−1
P (s)ψ(r)ds

+
M

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1
P (s)ψ(r)ds,

≤
M

Γ(α)
ψ(r)‖P‖L 1

γ

(

1− γ

α− γ
b

α−γ

1−γ

)1−γ
(

bα−1MΛ0 + 1
)

,

=
M

Γ(α)
ψ(r)‖P‖L 1

γ

β
(

bα−1MΛ0 + 1
)

,

= ψ(r)‖P‖L 1
γ

Λ1.

We have the norm of G as

‖G(t, s)‖ =
M

Γ(α)
(b− s)Λ2,

and of u as

‖u(s)‖ =
MBM

aΓ(α)
Λ2

(

‖x1‖+ ψ(r) + ‖P‖L 1
γ

Λ1

)

,

and
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

G(t, s)Bu(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
MB

2M2Λ1Λ2

aΓ(α)2

(

‖x1+‖ψ(r)‖P‖L 1
γ

Λ1

)
∫ t

0

(t− s)2α−2ds,

≤
MB

2M2b2α−1Λ1Λ2

aΓ(α)2(2α− 1)

(

‖x1+‖ψ(r)‖P‖L 1
γ

Λ1

)

.

Now we have,

t1−α‖τ(t)‖ = t1−α

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

,

≤ t1−α

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

G(t, s)f(s) ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ t1−α

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

G(t, s)Bu(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

,

≤ b1−α M

Γ(α)
ψ(r)‖P‖L 1

γ

β
(

bα−1MΛ0 + 1
)
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+
MB

2M2b2α−1Λ1Λ2

aΓ(α)2(2α− 1)

(

‖x1+‖ψ(r)‖P‖L 1
γ

Λ1

)

.

Thus,

r ≤ b1−α M

Γ(α)
ψ(r)‖P‖L 1

γ

β
(

bα−1MΛ0 + 1
)

+
MB

2M2bαΛ1Λ2

aΓ(α)2(2α− 1)

(

‖x1‖+ ψ(r)‖P‖L 1
γ

Λ1

)

,

r ≤

{

M

Γ(α)
β
(

MΛ0 + b1−α
)

+
MB

2M2bαΛ1Λ2

aΓ(α)2(2α− 1)

}

ψ(r)‖P‖L 1
γ

+
MB

2M2bαΛ1Λ2

aΓ(α)2(2α− 1)
‖x1‖.

Dividing both sides by r and taking the low limit as r  ∞, we get

1 ≤ lim
r→∞

inf
ψ(r)

r
‖P‖L 1

γ

,

which is a contradiction to (H6).
Step3: Φa(x) is closed for each x ∈ C1−α(J,H).
For each given x ∈ C1−α(J,H), let {τn}n≥0 ⊂ Φa(x) such that τn → τ in C1−α(J,H). Then

there exists fn ∈ S∂F,x such that for all t ∈ J

τn(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[fn(s) + Bun(s)]ds,

where un(t) = B∗G∗(b, t)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, µ)fn(µ)ddµ}.

From [23], Propositions 3.1, S∂F,x is weakly compact in L1(J,H) which implies that fn
converges weakly to some f ∈ S∂F,x in L1(J,H). Thus, un ⇀ u and

un(t) = B∗G∗(b, t)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, µ)fn(µ)dµ}.

Then for each t ∈ J, τn → τ(t)

τ(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)f(s) ds+

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, µ)f(µ)dµ}ds.

Thus we showed the closedness of Φa(x)∀x ∈ C1−α(J,H).
Step4:Φa is upper semicontinuous and condensing.
We have

Φa(x) = {τ ∈ C1−α(J,H) : τ(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[f(s) +Bu(s)]ds, f ∈ S∂F,x, t ∈ (0, b].

Now we prove Φa(x) is upper semicontinuous and completely continuous. We subdivide the
proof into several claims.

Claim 1: There exists a r > 0 such that Φa(Br) ⊆ Br.
By utilizing the method employed in step 2, it becomes straightforward to demonstrate

the existence of r > 0 such that Φa(Br) ⊆ Br.
Claim 2: Φa(Br) is a family of equicontinuous function
Let 0 ≤ s ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ b. For each x ∈ Br, φ ∈ Φa(x), ∃f ∈ S∂F,x such that

τ(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds,
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then we have

τ2 − τ1 =

∫ b

0

[G(t2, s)−G(t1, s)][f(s) + Bu(s)]ds,

=

∫ b

0

[ m
∑

k=1

χtkt2
α−1Tα(t2)O(tk − s)α−1

Tα(tk − s)

+ χt2(s)(t2 − s)α−1
Tα(t2 − s)

]

[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

−

∫ b

0

[ m
∑

k=1

χtkt1
α−1Tα(t1)O(tk − s)α−1

Tα(tk − s)

+ χt1(s)(t1 − s)α−1
Tα(t1 − s)

]

[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds.

Now,

‖τ2 − τ1‖

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

[t2
α−1Tα(t2)− t1

α−1Tα(t1)]

∫ b

0

m
∑

k=1

χtk(s)O(tk − s)α−1
Tα(tk − s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

χt1(s)[(t2 − s)α−1
Tα(t2 − s)− (t1 − s)α−1

Tα(t1 − s)][f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

[χt2 − χt1(s)](t2 − s)α−1
Tα(t2 − s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

,

≤ ‖
[

t2
α−1Tα(t2)− t1

α−1Tα(t1)
]

∫ b

0

m
∑

k=1

χtkO(tk − s)α−1
Tα(tk − s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

+

∫ t1

0

∥

∥

[

(t2 − s)α−1
Tα(t2 − s)− (t1 − s)α−1

Tα(t1 − s)
]

[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds
∥

∥

+

∫ t2

t1

∥

∥(t2 − s)α−1
Tα(t2 − s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

∥

∥,

=

∫ b

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

[

t2
α−1{Tα(t2)− Tα(t1)}+

(

t2
α−1 − t1

α−1Tα(t1)
)]

m
∑

k=1

χtkO(tk − s)α−1
Tα(tk − s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∫ t1

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

[

(t2 − s)α−1{Tα(t2 − s)− Tα(t1 − s)}+
{

(t2 − s)α−1 − (t1 − s)α−1}
Tα(t1 − s)

]

[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∫ t2

t1

∥

∥(t2 − s)α−1
Tα(t2 − s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

∥

∥,

≤ Λ0 max
t1,t2∈[0,b]

{Tα(t2)− Tα(t1)}b
α−1M

Γα

[
∫ tk

0

(tk − s)α−1‖BB‖‖u(s)‖ ds
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+

∫ tk

0

(tk − s)α−1‖f(s)‖ds

]

+ max
s∈[0,t1]

‖Tα(t2 − s)− Tα(t1 − s)‖

∫ t1

0

(t2 − s)α−1‖[f(s) + Bu(s)]‖ds

+
M

Γα

∫ t1

0

{(t2 − s)α−1 − (t1 − s)α−1}‖[f(s) + Bu(s)]‖ ds

+
M

Γα

∫ t2

t1

(t2 − s)α−1‖[f(s) + Bu(s)]‖ds,

≤ Λ0 max
t1,t2∈[0,b]

{Tα(t2)− Tα(t1)}b
α−1MMB

Γα

∫ tk

0

(tk − s)α−1‖u(s)‖ds

+ Λ0 max
t1,t2∈[0,b]

{Tα(t2)− Tα(t1)}b
α−1MMB

Γα

∫ tk

0

(tk − s)α−1‖f(s)‖ds

+MB max
s∈[0,t1]

‖Tα(t2 − s)− Tα(t1 − s)‖

∫ t1

0

(t2 − s)α−1‖u(s)‖ds

+ max
s∈[0,t1]

‖Tα(t2 − s)− Tα(t1 − s)‖

∫ t1

0

(t2 − s)α−1‖f(s)‖ds

+
MMB

Γα

∫ t1

0

{(t2 − s)α−1 − (t1 − s)α−1}‖u(s)‖ds

+
M

Γα

∫ t1

0

{(t2 − s)α−1 − (t1 − s)α−1}‖f(s)‖ds

+
MMB

Γα

∫ t2

t1

(t2 − s)α−1‖u(s)‖ ds+
M

Γα

∫ t2

t1

(t2 − s)α−1‖f(s)‖ds,

≤ I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6 + I7 + I8, (3.13)

where

I1 := Λ0 max
t1,t2∈[0,b]

{Tα(t2)− Tα(t1)}b
α−1MMB

Γα

∫ tk

0

(tk − s)α−1‖u(s)‖ds,

I2 := Λ0 max
t1,t2∈[0,b]

{Tα(t2)− Tα(t1)}b
α−1M

Γα
‖P‖ 1

γ
ψ(r)

1− γ

α− γ
tk

α−γ

1−γ ,

I3 :=MB max
s∈[0,t1]

‖Tα(t2 − s)− Tα(t1 − s)‖

∫ t1

0

(t2 − s)α−1‖u(s)‖ds,

I4 :=MB max
s∈[0,t1]

‖Tα(t2 − s)− Tα(t1 − s)‖‖P‖ 1

γ
ψ(r)

[(

1− γ

α− γ

){

t2
{α− γ

1− γ
− t2 − t1

α−γ

1−γ

}]

,

I5 :=
M

Γα
‖P‖ 1

γ
ψ(r)

(

1− γ

α− γ

)

[

−(t2 − t1)
α−γ
1−γ + t2

α−γ
1−γ − t1

α−γ
1−γ

]

,

I6 :=
MMB

Γα

∫ t2

t1

(t2 − s)α−1‖u(s)‖ds,
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I7 :=
M

Γα

‖P‖ 1

γ
ψ(r)

(

1− γ

α− γ

)

(t2 − t1)
α−γ

1−γ ,

I8 :=
MMB

Γα

∫ t2

t1

(t2 − s)α−1‖u(s)‖ds.

From lemma 2.1 Tα(t) is continuous in the uniform operator topology for t > 0. From this
property of Tα we directly obtain I1, I2, I3, I4 tends to 0 independently of x ∈ Br as t2 → t1.
I5 also tends to 0 independently of x ∈ Br as t2 → t1. Using the absolute continuity of
Lebesgue integral, we have I6, I7, I8 tending to 0 independently of x ∈ Br as t2 → t1.

Therefore, Φa(Br) ⊂ C1−α(J,H) is a family of equicontinuous function.
Claim 3: The set Π(t) = {τ(t) : τ ∈ Φa(Br)} ⊂ H is relatively compact for each t ∈ J .
Let 0 < t ≤ b be fixed. For x ∈ Br and τ ∈ Φa(x), f ∈ S∂F,x such that for each t ∈ J ,

τ(t) =
m
∑

k=1

∫ tk

0

ckt
α−1Tα(t)O(tk − s)α−1

Tα(tk − s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds

+

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1
Tα(t− s)[f(s) + Bu(s)]ds,

where

u(t) = B∗

( m
∑

k=1

χtk(s)t
α−1T ∗

α(t)o
∗(tk − s)α−1

T ∗
α(tk − s) + χt(s)(t− s)α−1

T ∗
α(t− s)

)

R(a,Γb
0)

(

x1 −
m
∑

k=1

∫ tk

0

ckt
α−1Tα(b)o(tk − s)α−1

T ∗
α(tk − s)f(s)ds

−

∫ b

0

(b− s)α−1
Tα(b− s)f(s)ds

)

.

For all ǫ ∈ (0, t) and for all δ > 0, define

τ ǫ,δ(t)

= αtα−1Tα(t)T (ǫαδ)

m
∑

k=1

cko

∫ tk−ǫ

0

∫ ∞

δ

θ(tk − s)α−1
ξα(θ)T ((tk − s)αθ − ǫαδ)f(s)dθds

+ αtα−1T (t)T (ǫαδ)

m
∑

k=1

cko

∫ tk−ǫ

0

∫ ∞

δ

θ(tk − s)α−1
ξα(θ)T ((tk − s)αθ − ǫαδ)BB∗u(t)dθds

+ αT (ǫαδ)

∫ t−ǫ

0

∫ ∞

δ

θ(t− s)α−1
ξα(θ)T ((t− s)αθ − ǫαδ)f(s)dθds

+ αT (ǫαδ)

∫ t−ǫ

0

∫ ∞

δ

θ(t− s)α−1
ξα(θ)T ((t− s)αθ − ǫαδ)BB∗u(t)dθds.

By the compactness of T (ǫαδ)(ǫαδ > 0), we obtain the set Πǫ,δ(t) = {φǫ,δ(t); τ ∈ Φa(Br)}
which is relatively compact in H∀ǫ ∈ (0, t) and δ > 0, moreover we have

‖τ(t)− τ ǫ,δ‖

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

αTα(t)t
α−1

m
∑

k=1

∫ tk

0

∫ ∞

0

cko(tk − s)α−1T ((tk − s)αθ)ξα(θ)θ[f(s) + Bu(s)]dθds
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+ α

∫ t

0

∫ ∞

0

θ(t− s)α−1
ξα(θ)T ((t− s)αθ))[f(s) + Bu(s)]dθds

+ αTα(t)t
α−1T (ǫαδ)

m
∑

k=1

∫ tk−ǫ

0

∫ ∞

δ

cko(tk − s)α−1T ((tk − s)αθ − ǫαδ)ξα(θ)θ

[f(s) + Bu(s)]dθds

+ αT (ǫαδ)

∫ t−ǫ

0

∫ ∞

δ

θ(t− s)α−1
ξα(θ)T ((t− s)αθ − ǫαδ)[f(s) + Bu(s)]dθds

∥

∥

∥

∥

,

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

αTα(t)t
α−1

[ m
∑

k=1

∫ tk

0

∫ ∞

0

cko(tk − s)α−1T ((tk − s)αθ)ξα(θ)θ[f(s) + Bu(s)]dθds

−
m
∑

k=1

∫ tk−ǫ

0

∫ ∞

δ

cko(tk − s)α−1T ((tk − s)αθ)ξα(θ)θ[f(s) + Bu(s)]dθds

]

+ α

[
∫ t

0

∫ ∞

0

θ(t− s)α−1
ξα(θ)T ((t− s)αθ)[f(s) + Bu(s)]dθds

−

∫ t−ǫ

0

∫ ∞

δ

θ(t− s)α−1
ξα(θ)T ((t− s)αθ)[f(s) + Bu(s)]dθds

]
∥

∥

∥

∥

,

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

αTαt
α−1

[

m
∑

k=1

∫ tk

tk−ǫ

∫ δ

0

ckoθ(tk − s)α−1T ((tk − s)α−1
θ)ξα(θ){f(s) + Bu(s)}dθds

]
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

α

[
∫ t

t−ǫ

∫ δ

0

θ(t− s)α−1
ξα(θ)T ((t− s)αθ){Bu(s) + f(s)}dθds

]
∥

∥

∥

∥

,

≤ α
M2

Γα

bα−1Λ0MB

∫ tk

tk−ǫ

(tk − s)α−1‖u(s)‖ds

∫ δ

0

θξα(θ)dθ

+ α
M2

Γα
bα−1Λ0‖P‖ 1

γ
ψ(r)

∫ tk

tk−ǫ

(tk − s)α−1ds

∫ δ

0

ξαdθ

+ αM‖P‖ 1

γ
ψ(r)

∫ t

t−ǫ

(t− s)α−1ds

∫ δ

0

θξα(θ)dθ

+ αMMB

∫ t

t−ǫ

(t− s)α−1‖u(s)‖ds

∫ δ

0

θξα(θ)dθ.

In the above inequality, as ǫ approaches zero, the right-hand side of the inequality approaches
zero as well. This implies that there exist relatively compact sets that are arbitrarily close
to the set Π(t) for t > 0. Consequently, the set Π(t), t > 0 is also relatively compact in
H. Combining Claims 1–3 with the Arzola-Ascoli theorem, we can deduce that Φa is a
completely continuous function.

Claim 4: Φa has a closed graph.
Let xn → x∗(n → ∞), τn ∈ Φa(xn), τn → τ ∗(n → ∞). Our aim is to prove τ ∗ ∈ Φa(x

∗).
Since τn ∈ Φa(xn), ∃fn ∈ S∂F,xn

such that for each t ∈ J we have

τn(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)fn(s)ds+

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{

x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, µ)fn(µ)dµ

}

ds,
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=
m
∑

k=1

ck

∫ tk

0

tα−1Tα(t)O(tk − s)α−1Tα(tk − s)fn(s)ds+

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1Tα(t− s)fn(s)ds

+

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{

x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, s)fn(µ)dµ

}

ds.

we must prove that ∃ f ∗(s) ∈ S∂F,x∗, such that ∀t ∈ J ,

τ ∗(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)f ∗(s)ds+

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{

x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, s)f ∗(µ)dµ

}

ds.

Since τn → τ ∗(n→ ∞), we can obtain

‖

∫ b

0

G(t, s)fn(s)ds+

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{

x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, s)fn(µ)dµ

}

ds

−

∫ b

0

G(t, s)f ∗(s)ds+

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{

x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, s)f ∗(µ)dµ

}

ds‖ → 0 as n→ ∞.

Consider the linear continuous operator Γ : L
1

γ (J,H) → C1−α(J,H)

(Γf)(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)f(s)ds−

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

(
∫ b

0

G(t, µ)f(µ)dµ

)

ds.

Clearly it follows from lemma3.2 that ΓoS∂F is a closed graph operator. Moreover, we have

τn(t)−

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

x1ds ∈ Γ(S∂f,xn
).

Since xn −→ x∗, it follows from lemma3.2 that

τ∗(t)−

∫ b

0

G(t, s)BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

x1ds ∈ Γ(S∂f,x∗
).

Therefore Φa has a closed graph from lemma3.2. Since Φa is completely continuous multi-
valued map with compact value, we have that Φa is upper semi continuous.

Thus Φa is upper semicontinuous and condensing. Therefore by theorem3.1, we conclude
that Φa has a fixed point x(.) on Br0. Thus, the fractional control system(1.1) has a mild
solution.

4. Approximate Controllability Results

In this section we obtain sufficient conditions of approximate controllability of the system
(2.1). Motivation is from the case of linear system. Here we additonally assume

Assumption 4.1. (H5′) There exists a positive constant L such that ‖∂F (t, x(t))‖ ≤ L

for all (t, x) ∈ J ×H.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that assumptions (H1)-(H5) and (H5′) are satisfied and the lin-
ear system (3.12) is approximately controllable on J . Then system (2.1) is approximately
controllable on J .
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Proof: Let xa be a fixed point of Φa in Br0 , this means that ∃fa ∈ S∂F,xa such that ∀t ∈ J ,

xa(t) =

∫ b

0

G(t, s)[fa(s) + BB∗G∗(t, s)R
(

a,Γb
0

)

{x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, µ)fa(µ)dµ}]ds.

Now we define a function

P (fa) = x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, s)fa(s)ds, for some fa ∈ S∂F,xa.

Note that I − Γb
0R

(

a,Γb
0

)

= aR
(

a,Γb
0

)

, we get

xa(b) = X1 − aR
(

a,Γb
0

)

P (fa).

By assumption (H5′),

∫ b

0

‖fa(s)‖2ds ≤ L2b.

This implies that the sequence {fa}, that converges weakly to say, f in L
1

γ (J,H). Let us
denote

h = x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, s)f(s)ds,

we see that

‖P (fa)− h‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

x1 −

∫ b

0

G(b, s)fa(s)ds− x1 +

∫ b

0

G(b, s)f(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

,

≤ sup
t∈J

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ b

0

G(b, s)[fa(s)− f(s)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

. (4.14)

By (H6′) and Ascoli- Arzela theorem we can show that the linear operator g −→
∫ .

0
G(., s)g(s)ds :

L
1

γ
(J,H) −→ C1−α(J,H) is compact, consequently the right hand side of (4.14) tends to zero

as a −→ 0+. Now

‖xa(b)− x1‖ =
∥

∥aR
(

a,Γb
0

)

P (fa)
∥

∥,

≤
∥

∥aR
(

a,Γb
0

)

(h)
∥

∥+
∥

∥aR
(

a,Γb
0

)

(P (fa)− h)
∥

∥,

≤
∥

∥aR
(

a,Γb
0

)

(h)
∥

∥+ ‖(P (fa)− h)‖ −→ 0,

as a −→ 0+. Thid proves the approximate controllability of system (1.1).

5. Application

In this section, we provide a examples to validate the results obtained in the previous
sections.

Example 5.1. Let us consider the following heat conduction system:
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RD
3

4

0,tx(t, y)−
∂2

∂y2
x(t, y) = b(y)u(t) +Q(t, y), 0 < y < π, t ∈ J = [0, b],

x(t, 0) = x(t, π) = 0, t ∈ J,

I0,t
1−α
0+ x(t)|t=0 =

m
∑

k=1

ckx(tk, y), y ∈ [0, π].

(5.1)

where x(t, y) represents the temperature at point y ∈ [0, π] and time t ∈ J . RD
3

4

0,t is the R-L

fractional derivative of order 3
4
, J = [0, b]. It is supposed that Q = Q̄ + ¯̄Q, where ¯̄Q is a

continuous function and Q̄ is a known function of the temperature of the form

−
−

Q∈ ∂F (t, x(t, y)) (t, y) ∈ J × (0, π),

with a measurable function F provided F (t, .) is locally Lipschitz on R, so its generalized
gradient ∂F is well defined. For k = 1, 2, ..., m all ck ∈ R and satisfy 2.1.

Let us take H = L2([0, π];R), and the family of operators A as

Ax =
∂2

∂y2
x(t, y),

with the domain D(A) = {x ∈ H; x, x′are absolutely continuous, x′′ ∈ H, x(0) = x(π) = 0}.
Then

Ax = −
∞
∑

n=1

n2〈x, en〉en, x ∈ D(A),

where

en(y) =

√

2

π
sinny, y ∈ [0, π], n = 1, 2, .....,

is orthogonal set of eigenvectors of A. It is well known that the operator A generates a
strongly continuous semigroup T (t)(t ≥ 0) on H, which are compact and is given by

T (t)x =
∞
∑

n=1

e−n2t〈x, en〉en, x ∈ H

and

T 3

4

(t) =
3

4

∫ ∞

0

θξ 3

4

(θ)T (t
3

4 θ)dθ,

T 3

4

(t) =
3

4

∞
∑

n=1

∫ ∞

0

θξ 3

4

(θ) exp(−n2t
3

4 θ)dθ〈x, en〉.

T 3

4

and F (t, y) satisfy (H2)-(H5).

Let B ∈ L(R,H) be defined as,

(Bu)(y) = b(y)u, B∗v =

∞
∑

n=1

〈b, en〉〈v, en〉,

where y ∈ [0, π], u ∈ R and b(y) ∈ L2[0, π].



18 GARIMA GUPTA AND JAYDEV DABAS

In order to show that associated linear system is approximate controllable on [0, b], we need
to show that (b− s)α−1B∗Tα(b− s)x = 0 =⇒ x = 0. We observe that for 1

2
< µ ≤ 1

(b− s)µ−1B∗Tα(b− s)x = (b− s)µ−1

∞
∑

n=1

〈b, en〉
3

4

∫ ∞

0

θξ 3

4

(θ) exp(−n2t
3

4θ)dθ〈x, en〉, (5.2)

= (b− s)µ−1 3

4

∞
∑

n=1

∫ ∞

0

θξ 3

4

(θ) exp(−n2t
3

4θ)dθ〈b, en〉〈x, en〉 = 0.

(5.3)

This gives 〈x, en〉 = 0 =⇒ x = 0 provided that 〈b, en〉 =
∫ π

0
b(θ)enθdθ 6= 0 for n = 1, 2, ....

Therefore, the associated linear system is approximate controllable provided that
∫ π

0
b(θ)en(θ)dθ 6=

0 for n = 1, 2, 3, ..... Because of the compactness of the semigroup T generated by A, the
associated linear system is not exactly controllable but it is approximate controllable. Hence
from theorem3.2 there exists a mild solution of problem(5.1) and by theorem4.1 the given
system(5.1) is approximate controllable.

6. Conclusion

This paper explores the existence of mild solutions and approximate controllability for
Riemann-Liouville fractional differential Hemivariational inequalities within a separable Hilbert
space. Employing nonsmooth analysis and multivalued theory, we utilize fixed-point tech-
niques and ideas from semigroup theory to derive our results. Additionally, we provide an
illustrative example to demonstrate the efficacy of our findings. Our future aims include
delving into the existence and controllability of Hemivariational Inequality problems within
separable reflexive Banach spaces, while also addressing the impulse effect within this frame-
work.
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