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Abstract. This paper is about the study of a new class of fractional-order projection neural networks
with impulses which capture the desired features of both the variational inequality and the fractional-order
impulsive dynamical systems within the same framework. We obtain the existence and boundedness of
solutions for such fractional-order projection neural networks under mild conditions. Moreover, we give
some sufficient conditions for ensuring the global Mittag-Leffler stability of the equilibrium point for such
fractional-order projection neural networks by utilizing a general quadratic Lyapunov function. Finally,

we provide two numerical examples to illustrate the validity and feasibility of the main results.
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1 Introduction

As an important generalization of integral calculus, fractional calculus deals with the study of so-called
fractional order integral and derivative operators over real or complex domains, which has been exten-
sively used to model many practical problems arising in physics and mechanics, biology and chemistry,
economy and finance, science and engineering and so on [1-9]. On the other hand, neural networks have
attracted wide attention owing to their applications in various fields such as robot, aerospace joint mem-
ory, pattern recognition, signal processing, and automatic control engineering. The practical application
of neural networks depends on the development of related theories of neural networks, such as the study
of the existence and uniqueness of solutions and the stability of neural networks. Recently, the stabil-
ity of fractional-order neural networks has drawn much attention such as Mittag-leffler stability [10-13],
asymptotic stability [14-16], and finite-time stability [17-20].

*This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (11901273, 11471230, 11671282) and
Application Fundamentals Foundation of Science and Technology Department of Sichuan (No. 2020YJ0366) and the Key

Project in Universities of Henan Province (No. 19A110025).
fCorresponding author. E-mail addresses: nanjinghuang@hotmail.com; njhuang@scu.edu.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.02189v1

It is well known that, the projection neural network (dynamical system), captured the desired features
of both the variational inequality and the dynamical systems within the same framework, can be used to
solve many constrained optimization problems, variational inequality problems, equilibrium point problems,
dynamic traffic networks and so on (see, for example, [21-35] and the references therein). Taking into
account of the advantages of fractional calculus, Wu and Zou [24], for the first time, proposed a class of
fractional order projective dynamical systems. Wu et al. [25] proposed a new system of global fractional-
order interval implicit projection neural networks and showed Mittag-Leffler stability of the equilibrium
point for such fractional-order projection neural networks under suitable conditions. On the basic of
the linear matrix inequality technique, Li et al. [29] obtained some sufficient conditions to ensure the
asymptotical stability of the equilibrium point of the addressed projection neural networks. Wu et al. [35]
investigated a new class of global fractional-order projection dynamical system with delay and obtained
existence and uniqueness of solutions for considered dynamical system by using the Krasnoselskii fixed

point theorem.

It is worth mentioning that, in the real world, many systems are often disturbed suddenly, and systems
changes suddenly in a short time. This phenomenon is called as impulse. Recently, various theoretical
results, numerical algorithms with applications have been studied extensively for the fractional-order neural
networks with impulses under different conditions in the literature; for instance, we refer the reader to
[36-39] and the references therein. Very recently, Li and Kao [40] investigated the Mittag-Leffler stability
for a new coupled system of fractional-order differential equations with impulses by utilizing the direct
graph theory. Ali et al. [41] studied the impulsive effects on the stability equilibrium solution for Riemann-
Liouville fractional-order fuzzy BAM neural networks with time delay under mild conditions. Pratap et
al. [42] introduced a class of delayed fractional-order competitive neural networks with impulsive effects
and established the stability and synchronization criteria of the considered networks. Popa [43] studied the
global p-stability of neutral-type impulsive complex-valued BAM neural networks with leakage delay and
unbounded time-varying delays. Nevertheless, in some practical situations, it is necessary to consider the
fractional-order projection neural networks with impulsive effects. However, to the best of our knowledge,
the discipline of the fractional-order projection neural networks with impulsive effects is still not explored

and much is desired to be done. The present work is to make an attempt in this new direction.

We now briefly sketch the contents of the paper. In the next section we present some necessary
definitions, lemmas and model description. After that Section 3 characterizes the solution of fractional-
order projection neural networks with impulses. In Section 4, we investigate the Mittag-leffler stability
of fractional-order projection neural networks with impulses under under some mild conditions. Two
numerical examples are given in Section 5 to confirm the validity of our main results, before we summarize

the results in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

Let R = (—o0,+00), ZT = {1,2,---}, and C be the set of all complex numbers. Let R™ be the n-
dimensional Euclidean space, R™*™ the set of all m x n real matrices, and I the identity matrix with
appropriate dimension. Let AT and A~! denote the transpose and the inverse of matrix A, respectively.
Assume that ||z|| = V272 stands for the Euclidean norm of a real vector z. For a real matrix A, Amax(A)

and Apin (A) denote, respectively, the maximal and minimal eigenvalues of A, and A > 0 (A < 0) means the



matrix A is symmetric and positive definite (or negative definite). The norm of a real matrix A is defined by
Al = v/ Amax(AT A). In addition, let J = [0, 7] and C(J, X) be the Banach space of all continuous func-
tions from J into Banach space X with a norm ||ul|c = sup{||u(t)| : t € J} for u(t) € C(J, X ). Moreover, let
PC(J,X)={u:J = X :u € C((th,tp+1], X),k = 0,1,--- ,m, there exist u(t; ) and u(t;) with u(t;) =
u(t)} with norm |Ju||pc = sup{||u(®)|| : t € J}.

Definition 2.1. [1,3] The Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order ¢ for a function z(¢) is defined

as

oDy x(t) = ﬁ /to (t — )7 ta(s)ds, (2.1)

where ¢ > 0 and ¢t > tp. The Gamma function I'(¢) is defined by the integral

+oo
I'(q) = / 517 le™%ds.
0

Definition 2.2. [1,3] The Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order ¢ for a function z(t) is defined

as
1 ar

o Diz(t) = T(n—q) din /t0 (t — )" " La(s)ds, (2.2)

wheren —1<g<mnandnc Z™ .
Definition 2.3. [1,3] The Caputo fractional derivative of order ¢ for a function z(t) is defined as

1

C na _
Dix(t) = ——
o™t (*) Mn—q—1)

t

/ (t —s)" 1™ (s)ds, t > to, (2.3)
to

wheren —1 < g<mnandn¢c Z™ .

Moreover, the Mittag-Leffler function with two parameters o« > 0 and 5 > 0 is defined by

0 k
z
Ea,ﬁ(z)*kz:om, a>0,3>0,zeC.

For 8 = 1, the one-parameter Mittag-Leffler function is given by

oo k
z
E.(z) = E, = _, 0, C.
(2) 1(2) ZF(akJ—i—l) a>0,z¢
In particular, F1(z) = e*.
Lemma 2.1. [14] Let x(t) € R™ be a vector of differentiable function. Then, for any time instant ¢ > to,
the following relationship holds:

lo c
§t0Df (zT(t)Q:c(t)) <zT(1)Q (tODfsc(t)) , q€(0,1),
where ) € R™*"™ is a constant, square, symmetric and positive definite matrix.

Lemma 2.2. [44] For the given positive scalar p > 0,%,v € R™ and matrix @, then

-1
9T Qu < %N@QW + ng.

Definition 2.4. [23] If K is a nonempty closed convex subset of R™, then the projection operator
Pr : R* — K is defined as follows

P (y) = in ||y — n
7 (y) arggggl\y zll, VyeR



Lemma 2.3. [45] If K is a convex closed subset of R™, then the projection Pk is non-expansive, i.e.,
[1Pr(u) = P (v)[| < flu—wvll, Vu,veR"

Lemma 2.4. [46] For a a > 0, suppose a(t) is a nonnegative, nondecreasing function locally integrable
on 0 <t < T some (T <+00), and b(t) < M is a nonnegative, nondecreasing continuous function defined

on 0 <t < T, where M is a constant. If 2:(¢) is nonnegative and locally integrable on 0 < t < T satisfying
x(t) = a(t) + b(t) /t(t —5)*La(s)ds,
0
then x(t) < a(t)Eq (b()T(a)t®).
Let J =[0,T] and J" = J\ {t1,t2, -+ ,t,;n}. This paper is addressed to study the following fractional-
order projection neural networks with impulses (FPNNI):
S Deai(t) = —ai(t) + Pr (ml(t) —p il a;jz;(t) — pbi> ,telJ,
j=

Axi(ty) = zi(t)) — zi(ty ) = Urizi(ty)),
$i(0):$i0, 1=1,2,--- ,n; k=1,2,---,m,

(2.4)

or in the matrix-vector notation

6 Dpa(t) = —a(t) + P (x(t) — pAx(t) — pb), t € J',

Aalt) = a(t}) - o(t) = Urlo(t): (2.5)

z(0) =z, k=1,2,-- ,m,
where § D¢z(t) denotes an a order Caputo fractional derivative of z(t) with 0 < a < 1, n is the number of
neurons in the indicated neural networks, x(t) = (1 (t), z2(t), - -+ , 2, (t))T is the state vector of the networks
at time ¢, K is a closed and convex subset of R™, Pk is the projection operator, A = (aij)nxn € R™*",
Uy : R — R™ stands for the jump operator of impulsive, and impulsive moments {ty,k = 1,2,3,---}
satisfy 0 = tg < t1 < to < o+ <t < tpy1 < 0 < by <ty = T a(tf) = lim,_,,+ x(ty) and

z(t,) = lim,_,, - x(ty) express the right and left limits of x(t) at t = 3, moreover, z(t, ) = x(t).
Definition 2.5. A function z(t) : J — R" is said to be a solution of system (2.5) on J with the initial
condition z(0) = x¢ if
(i) «(t) is absolutely continuous on each interval (¢, tgy1] with k=1,2,--- 'm;
(i) x(t) satisfies the system (2.5) for almost all ¢ € .J;
(iii) For any ¢; € (0,00), z(t;, ) and x(t]) exist such that z(t; ) = z(t) for k =1,2,--- ,m.

Definition 2.6. A constant vector * € R" is said to be an equilibrium point of system (2.5) if z* satisfies
the following equation
—a" + Py (z" — pAx™ — pb) =0

and Ug(x}) = 0.

Definition 2.7. An equilibrium point z* of system (2.5) is said to be globally Mittag-Leffler stable if there
exist two constants A > 0 and b > 0 such that

() = 2*|| < [m (w0 — %) Ea (=2)")]",



where m(z) : R" — R is local Lipschitz continuous with m(0) = 0, m(z) > 0 for all x € R", and E,
is a one-parameter Mittag-Leffler function. The system (2.5) is said to be globally Mittag-Leffler stable
providing its equilibrium point is globally Mittag-Leffler stable.

Definition 2.8. [47] A function V : [0, +00) X R™ — [0,400) is said to belong to class Vj if

(1) V(t,u) is continuous in (tx—1,t;) X R™, for each u € R ) V(t,v) = V() ,u) exits, and
V(tgau) = V(tkau)v k= 15 27 e, MMy

(2) V(t,u) is locally Lipschitz continuous with respect to u.

Lemma 2.5. [11] Consider the following impulsive fractional-order differential equation system

6 Ditu(t) = g(t,u(t)), t € J',
Aultr) = ulty) —u(ty) = Tr(ulty)), (2.6)
u(0) =ug, k=1,2,--- ,m.

Suppose that g(¢,0) = 0,¢ > 0,T1(0) = 0 and p(u) = u+ Y(u) > 0 are nondecreasing with respect to w,
k=1,2,---,m, and there exists V(t) € Vp with V(¢,0) = 0 such that

o yillu@®)|P < V(t,u(t)) < vollu(t)|P?, (t,u(t)) € J x R™;
o § DV (tult) < =3V (tult)), (tu(t) € (th-1,te) X R k=1,2,-- m;

o V(T u(t) + Te(u(t))) <vaV(t,u(t)),u € Rt =t k=1,2,--- m.

Here 74 € (0,1],71,72,73,p and ¢ are arbitrary positive constants. Then the zero solution of (2.6) is
globally Mittag-Leffler stable.

Definition 2.9. [48] Let A be a bounded subset in a metric space (X,d). Then Kuratowskii noncom-

pactness measure p(A) is defined as follows:

M(A):inf{5>0:AC UQi’ Q; C E, diam(Q;) <€(i:1,...,n),n€Z+},

i=1
where diam(Q;) = sup {d(z,y) : z,y € Q;}.

Definition 2.10. [48] Let N : X — X be a bounded and continuous operator on a Banach space X. We
say that N is condensing if (N (B)) < u(B) for all bounded set B C D(N), where p is the Kuratowskii

noncompactness measure.

Lemma 2.6. [49] Let F'= F; + F» : X — X. Assume that
(i) Fy is k-contraction with 0 < k < 1, that is || F1(z) — Fi(y)|| < k|lx — y]l;
(ii) Fy is compact.

Then F' is condensing.

Lemma 2.7. (Sadovskii fixed point theorem) [50] Let @ be a convex, bounded, and closed subset of a
Banach space X and let N : Q — @ be a condensing map. Then, N has a fixed point in Q.



3 The existence and boundedness of solution

In this section, we shall deal with the existence of solution of (2.5) by using the Sadvoskii fixed point
theorem and the Banach fixed point theorem. We will show boundedness of solution of (2.5) by employing

the inequality techniques.

Note that . . ) .
u(t) =uo — Tla) /o (a—s)*""h(s)ds + () /O (t —s)*'h(s)ds,

solves the Cauchy problems

{ §Dgu(t) = h(t), t € J,
u(0) = up — ﬁ foa(a —5)*"th(s)ds.

One can obtain the following result immediately.

Lemma 3.1. [36] Let 0 < a < 1 and h: J — R be continuous. A function u € C(J, R) is a solution of

the fractional integral equation

u(t) =uo — ﬁ /Oa(a —5)* 'h(s)ds + ﬁ /O (t —s)*'h(s)ds,

if and only if w is a solution of the following fractional Cauchy problems

6 Diu(t) = h(t), t € J,
u(a) = up, a > 0.

By using Lemma 3.1, we can obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.1. z(t) is a solution of the neural networks (2.5) with initial value x(0) = xo, if and only if

x(t) is a solution of the following fractional integral equation:

70 = iy Jo (£ = )% a(s)ds + iy Jy (¢ = )7 Prc(a(s) — pAa(s) — pb)ds, € (0,11
w0+ Ur(a(tr)) = 1y Jo(t = )° " (s)ds

+ ey Jo (t = )% Prc(a(s) — pA(s) — pb)ds, t € (b, ta],
w0+ Ur((t7)) + Ua(a(t)) = iy Jo (¢ = ) "a(s)ds

+ ey Jo (6 = )" 7 Prc(a(s) = pAa(s) = ph)ds, t € (t2,ts],

To + Ek: Uj(x(t;)) — ﬁ fot(t —5)* La(s)ds

j=1
+ ﬁ fot(t —8)* 1P (x(s) — pAx(s) — pb)ds, t € (ty,trs1],

o + g:l Uj(z(t;)) - ﬁ fot(t —38)2 La(s)ds

ey Jo (t = )7 P (a(s) — pAa(s) — pb)ds, t € (b, T):

Proof. Necessity: Let z(t) is a solution of the neural networks (2.5) with initial value z(0) = z¢. For
t € 10,1, it follows that

ODXax(t) = —a(t) + P (z(t) — pAz(t) — pb), t € [0,1]. (3.2)



Integrating (3.2) from 0 to ¢t by virtue of Definition 2.1, one can have

I o I ol B s
x(t) = xp — m/o (t—s)* a(s)ds + m/o (t — 8)* " Pr(x(s) — pAx(s) — pb)ds.

Ift € (tl, tg], then
ODXa(t) = —a(t) + P ((t) — pAx(t) — pb), t € (t1,ta] with z(t]) = z(t7) + Ui (z(t])).

By the means of Lemma 3.1, one obtain

a(t) = a(tf) - ﬁ/o 1(151 —8)* H—a(s) + Pg (z(s) — pAz(s) — pb)] ds
! t a=l— — pAx(s) — s
e | (=97 ) + Pc(ats) = pa(s) = pbd
7) + Uila(t7) = g [ (6= 9" [a(s) + Prlals) = pa(s) = pb)ds

+ L)/O (t — 5)‘)‘_1[*1'(5) + PK(SC(S) — pA:c(s) _ pb)]ds

— 20+ Un(a(t7)) + ﬁ / (t — 5)° [a(s) + Prc(a(s) — pA(s) — pb)]ds

=xo+ Ui(z(t])) — ﬁ /0 (t—8)* ta(s)ds + ﬁ /0 (t — 5)* 1 Py (2(s) — pAz(s) — pb)ds.
If t € (t2,ts], then using again Lemma 3.1, we get
o) = a(t5) = g7 [ (02 = 9" [2a(s) + Prlals) = pAats) = pb)ds
! t - — pAx(s) — s
e | =97 () + Pc(a(s) = pa() - pbd

= a(ty) + Un(a(ty) - ﬁ / (ts — )77 1(5)[—2(5) + Prc(x(s) — pAx(s) — pb)]ds

e | (= 97 ale) + Pclals) = pa(e) — pb)ds
= a0+ Usla(t) + Uala(t) + s | (= 97 [0l + Prca(s) = pda(s) — ph)lds
— — 1 ! a—1
= a0+ U1 (a7) + Vaalty ) = oy [ (4= alo)ds
+ ﬁ /0 (t — 5)* 1 Py (2(s) — pAx(s) — pb)ds.
If t € (tw, thy1], k = 3,4, - ,m, then again from Lemma 3.1, we get
& - 1 ! a—1 1 ! a—1
x(t) = xo + ; Uj(z(t;)) — m/o (t—s)* " a(s)ds + (o) /0 (t —s)*7 " Pg(x(s) — pAx(s) — pb)ds.

Sufficiency: Assume that x(t) satisfies (3.1). If ¢ € [0,#1] then 2:(0) = zo and using that § D¢ is the left
inverse of ¢D; “, we get (3.2). If t € (tg,tr41], K =1,2,--- ,m and using the fact of the Caputo fractional

derivative of a constant is equal to zero, we obtain
6 Dfa(t) = —(t) + Pc[a(t) — pAx(t) — pbl, t € (tk, tt]

and z(t;) — x(t;) = Ug(x(t)). This completes the proof. O

7



Next, we will show the existence result concerned with the solution of (2.5) by employing the Sadovskii

fixed point theorem. To this end, we need the following hypotheses:
[H]: Uy : R — R™ and there exist [, ls > 0 such that

[Uk(@)]| <l and |[Uk(x) = Ur(y)|| < lallz —yl|, for all z,y € PC(J, R").

Theorem 3.2. Under the assumption [H], the neural networks (2.5) has at least one solution z €

PC(J, R™), provided that 2H=pAlpa <1 and mi, 4 ey

FlatD) y < L.

a+1

Proof. Consider an operator ® : PC(J, R") — PC(J, R") defined by

k 1 t
(Pz)(t) =z + Z Uj(z(t;)) — m /o (t —s)* ta(s)ds

1 t

T / (t — )27 Prc((s) — pAa(s) — pb)ds,t € (b tipil k= 1,2, m. (3.3)
@) Jo

We define two operators as follows:

F:PC(J,R") — PC(J,R") given by

k t
(Fx)(t) = zo + Z Uj(x(t;)) — ﬁ /0 (t —s)* La(s)ds, t € (tp,tps1],k=1,2,---,m
G: PC(J,R") — PC(J,R") given by
(Gx)(t) = ﬁ /0 (t — 5)* ' Py (x(s) — pAx(s) — pb)ds.

Clearly, ® = F + G.
Let Bs be a bounded closed and convex subset of PC(.J, R™) and is defined as Bs = {z : ||| < §},

where

 Jlwoll +ml + lgtél

- 4[| 1=pA|
1-— T(at1) T>

Next, we prove that ® has at least one fixed point. The proof is divided into three steps.

e K. (3.4)

Step 1. @ is self mapping. Now we show that ®(Bs) C Bs.
For any x € Bs. If t € [0, 1], we get

1 ! a—1 1 ! a—1
[(@2)(®)]| < ||fvoll+m/0 (t—s) |x(s)|ds+m/0 (t = )" || P (2(s) — pAx(s) — pb)||ds. (3.5)

According to the definition of projection operator, since K is not empty, we can choose a point ¢ € K,

which makes the following inequality hold:

[Pk (O)]] < [l
By Lemma 2.3, we have
(| Pre (x(s) — pAa(s) — pb)|| = || P (x(s) — pAx(s) — pb) — P (0) + Pr (0)||
< || Prc(a(s) —pr( ) = pb) = P (0)]| + || Prc 0)
< |z (s) — pAx(s) — pb|| + (|4
= |[(I = pA)a( *pb|| + [l
< = pAllllz(s)Il + llpbl| + [l42]], (3.6)



where I stands for the identity matrix with appropriate dimension.

It follows from (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) that
1@2)(1)] < ol + ﬁ / (t — )2 |x(s)l|ds

1 ! a—1
*@/ (t =) (1T = pAlllz(s) | + llpbll + 1) ds

”IM o pww o
— ||zo| + || H/ — 5)o 1 (s) | ds 4 llebll + ol H I II/ ey
1+ I PAINS + bl + 1]l e
§||z0||+( H r(!é)ﬂ)' I+ 120 o 5,

If t € (t1,t2], by (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6), we have

— 1 i a—1
[(@2)(B)[| < llwoll + U1 (x(t )| + @/0 (t =) z(s)||ds

1 ' a—1 o B <
+W%WﬂmepM@MW

1 t
< Uy (z(ty — [ (t—s)! d
< [lwol| + [[Ux (2 1))|+F(a)/0( s)* " ||z(s)ds
I L
— —8)*H(|(I — pA
* T / (= s)* (I = pA)llz(s)] + llpbll + l[])ds
L+ || — pA] o ||Pb|\ + Wll yo-
= [lzoll + 1 + (o) —8)*Hla(s)|ds + T — )% lds
(L+ |1 — pA[) 5+ llpbll + 11|l
< T < 6.
<|lwoll + 11 + o1 1) <$
If t € (tg,tor1],k = 3,4, -+ ,m, using the same argument, we get
I L
[(@2)(®)]| < [laoll +Z 1U; (2 () + () )/0 (t — )" [lz(s)lds

T ﬁ/ (t = )° 7| Pic(a(s) — pAa(s) — pb) [ds

1 t
< ||zo|| + ml Jr—/ t—s) Hz(s)||ds
[[2ol| ' ) 0( ) lz(s)]

a7 | €= 97 T = pAllas)] + bl + [l

I(o)
141 —pA - bl + o

= Jlzo|| +miy + % L L ] lel/ ety
(L 2= pAIDS + Lpbl + o]

S ||ZL'0|| + mll +

T <§
MNa+1) -

which implies that ®(Bj) C Bs.
Step 2 F is ky-contraction. If ¢ € [0,¢4], for x,y € PC(J, R"), we have

I(F2)(t) - (Fy) ()] < ﬁ / (t — 5)* " a(s) — y(s)ds
1 ! a—1 _
< / (t - 5)* Lds|a — o]
< ey
“T(a+1) '



If t € (t1,t2], for x,y € PC(J, R™), we have

I(F)(®) = (Fy) (O < U (x(t7)) = Ur(y(E)]] + ﬁ/o (t =) la(s) —y(s)lds

< (2t =z —y]
—_— T — .
R T(a+1) )

If t € (t, thy1), k= 3,4,--- ,m, for x,y € PC(J, R"), using the same argument, we get,

I(Fa)(6) = (Po)OI < 310 (e ) = Uyt DI+ g [ (= 90 s) = (o) s

< (mht =) eyl
= | M2 T(a+1) r—y

= kiflz =y,

where
TOt

ki1 =ml _
L MNa+1)
Thus, for t € [0,7T], z,y € PC(J, R"), one has

|Fz — Fyllpe = sup ||(F)(t) — (Fy)@)]| < kllz —yllre,

and so F' is a contraction operator on PC(J, R™) due to 0 < k1 < 1.
Step 3 G is compact.
Claim 1. G(Bjs) is bounded.
For any t € [0, T}, for « € By, by (3.6),we get

I(Ga) @) < ﬁ / (t — )2 [ Prc (sn(s) — pAn(s) — pb)ds

/0 (t =) (I = pAllllzn(s)Il + llpb]l + [[¢])ds.

Thus, one has
Gz T 0 pA|| ||| + || pb|| +

= m(llf — pA||& + || pbll + [|¥])

and so G(By) is bounded.
Claim 2. Gz is equicontinuous.

For 0 <7 <7 <T,z € Bs, based on (3.6), we get

I(Ga)(71) — (Ga)(m2) | = I|ﬁ / (1 = 8)* 7' Pre(@(s) — pAa(s) - pb)ds
B ﬁ /072 (12 — 5)° " Py (a(s) — pAx(s) — pb)ds||
< ﬁ Oﬁm — )27 (12 — 5)* V)| Pc(a(s) — pAa(s) — pb)||ds
. ﬁ /:(72 — $)* 7| Pic (2(s) — pAx(s) — pb)||ds
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= T(a) /oﬁ“ﬁ — )" = (12— )" (I = pAlll@a(s) | + bl + [0 ds

1 " a—1
+m/ﬁ (2 = 8)* (L = pAllllzn ()| + [l + [[¥]])ds

M= pAl I+l (727 () (e m)®
- I'a) o o o o
2(l1 = pAlln + [lpbll + [191) (2 = 71)*
al'(@)

As 79 — 71, the right-hand side of the above inequality tends to zero. Therefore, Gz is equicontinuous. Thus

using Arzela-Ascoli theorem for equicontinuous functions, we conclude that G(Bs) is relatively compact.

As & = F + G, F is continuous and kj-contraction, GG is compact, so by using Lemma 2.6, ¢ is
condensing map. Therefore, we show that mapping ® satisfy all the conditions of sadvoskii fixed point
theorem. Consequently, by Lemma 2.7 we deduce that ® has at least one fixed point. This completes the
proof. O

Theorem 3.3. Under the assumption [H], the neural networks (2.5) has a unique solution = € PC(J, R"),

. 1+ I=pAl o
provided that mly + r(7+p1)T < 1.

Proof. Consider an operator ® : PC(J,R"™) — PC(J,R"™) defined by (3.3). Next, we will show the
uniqueness result concerned with the solution of (2.5) by employing the Banach fixed point theorem. The
proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. ®x € PC(J, R") for every x € PC(J,R").

Let @y, = max ||z(t)|,t € (tk,tpt1],k =0,1,2,--- ,m. If t € [0,¢1], for every 2 € C([0,t1], R™) and any
€ > 0 satisfy t < t+ e < ty1, we get

H (Px)(t+e€) — (@x)(t)”
t+€ a—1 1 a—1
H o) (t+e—s)* "x(s)ds + () /0 (t+e—8)* " Pr(x(s) — pAx(s) — pb)ds

1 a—1 7L ' 78(171 2(s) — (s) — <
+@/O(ts) x(s)ds F(a)/o(t )= Py (2(s) — pAz(s) — pb)d

t el (¢ —s)* Ya(s)||ds 1 o e—s)21|z(s)|ds
g [ om0 == e lds g [+ e= 9 a(o)la
(1a/ [(t+€—5)" 1—(t—s)a_l]HPK(z(s)prz(s)—pb)Hds
Fla / (t+e—28)"" 1HPK )—pr(s)—pb)Hds. (3.10)

It follows from (3.6) and (3.10) that

[(@2)(t + ) — (P2)(t)]| < ﬁ/o —[(t+e—s)*7 = (t =)L+ |1 = pAlD ]|z (s) ]| ds

1 t+e .
+@/t (t+e—8)" L+ = pAlDlz(s)llds
p||b|+||w|\/ e 9ot (1 s s

AL / yeias
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(1 + ||I_pAH)w0 t_ €—s a—1 _ — s a—1 s
< B EAZ [ e— et = (=9

14| —pA e
L] L H)wO/ (e 5)tds
t

+ p”bﬂ‘(j;)”rlm /0 7[(154’67 S)a—l o (t* S)a—l]ds

b + t+e
L elel ||¢H/
t

(t+e—5)>"tds

_ (41 = pAl)wo + [lpbll + [[¥]] <§ _ e ﬁ)
(0%

I'(a) « a
4 (1T = pAlwo + flobll + [1¥1] o
INa+1)
(1 + [T = pAl)zo + llpbll + (1]l
<2 o 11
= T(a+1) : (3:11)

It is easy to see that the right-hand of the above inequality tends to zero as e — 0. Thus, ®x € C([0,t1], R").

If t € (t1,t2], for every x € C((t1,t2], R™) and any € > 0 satisfy t; < ¢t + € < to, repeating the same

procedures, we get

(14 ||I — pA|))w1 + pl|b]| + e t4+¢e)* t¢
@)t 10— oo < CEL=pADD: +olbl + vl (= (trg oo
() « « a
(1 + 11 = pAlhw: + pllbll + 41| _a
Ia+1)
It is easy to see that the right-hand of the above inequality tends to zero as ¢ — 0. Thus, ¢z €
C((t1,t2], R™).

+haflz((t+ o)1) — ()l +

If t € (¢, tiy1], k=1,2,--- ,m, for every & € C((tg, tr+1], R") and any € > 0 satisfy ¢, <t +€ < tp11,
using the same process again, we get ®x € C((tg,tgs1], R").

Step 2. ® is a contraction operator on PC(J, R").
If t € [0, 4], for z,y € PC(J, R"), by Lemma 2.3,we have

t

(@2)(t) — (@y)(0)]| < (t — )| P (a(s) — pAx(s) — pb) — Pic(y(s) — pAy(s) — pb)||ds

—
5~
o\..

‘ -

)/<t—s>a (o) — y(s)ds

\w

’1

7 | =9 o) = pAls) = pb) — (yls) — pAy(s) ~ o) [ds
1 ¢ a—1
o )/(ts) lz(s) — y(s)||ds
1+||1 pAH/ ot
_ |2(s) — y(s)l|ds

1+ III*pAH /t -1
S | Y okl | TPV t—g)"1g
F(a) lz=ylllpo | (t=s)"" ds

< | —- .

If t € (t1,t2], for x,y € PC(J, R"), we have

[(@2)(0) = @(0)] < g5 | (6= 97| Piclats) = pats) = pb) = Prculs) = pAu(s) = pb)ds

12



+ Ui (2(t1)) — Un(y (@)1 + ﬁ /0 (t =) Ha(s) —y(s)lds

< g [ (€= 9 (w(s) = pAe(s) = pb) = (u(s) = pu() = ) s
+ U @) = Ua(w(t7 )+ (1)/<t—sa-1|\x< ~ () ds

< tllter) — el + LA Ly tats) — y(oas

ale pAHx ey
| >|\pc/0<t )*td

1 HI pAH
<llb+——" .

< bofle —yllpe +

If t € (t, tit1], k = 3,4, -+ ,m, using the same argument, we have

(@20~ @) < 775 / (t — 5[ Pre(a(s) — p(s) — pb) — Prc(y(s) — pAy(s) — pb)|ds

+ D I~ G + ) e A EOROI

< ﬁ / (t — 5)°|| (2(s) — pAa(s) — pb) — (y(s) — pAy(s) — pb) ||ds

# D el ) St )l + = / (t — 51 la(s) — y(s)|lds

<122H$ " >||+””I ”A”/ 9 a(s) — ()] ds
1| — A

r e = ulee / (1 — ) ds

< l
(m2 + ( 1) H-T yHPC

< rzllz —ylpe, (3.12)

< mlsllz — y|lpc +

where

L+ (|1 = pA|

T,
Ia+1)

Ko =mly +
Thus, for t € [0,T], z,y € PC(J,R"), one has

[Pz — Dyl pc = sup [(@2)(t) = (@y)(®)|| < K2llz — yllpc
S

and so @ is a contraction operator on PC(J, R"™) due to 0 < k2 < 1. Now the Banach fixed point theorem
shows that the operation ® has a unique fixed point on PC(J, R™). This means that system (2.5) has a

unique solution. O

Theorem 3.4. Under the assumption [H], the set of all solutions of fractional-order neural networks (2.5)

is bounded.
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Proof. If t € [0, 1], it follows from (3.1), (3.6) that

0= pAD) [y B [ e
o)1 < ol + S5 [ = 9 atas + S [ —seta
e T | Y
e il A et A E Ol

< lwoll +

If t € (t1,t2], then we have

o)) < ol + 103 etV + =2 [ e ot atoytas + AL [ yetas

()
(plIbll+ [t (A + |[n — pAl) /t 1
< lzo|| + 11 + + t— ) ||z(s)|ds.
< ool + 11+ LI ot [ ato)]
If t € (t, tir1], k = 3,4, -+ ,m, arguing as the above, we have

T pAD) R [
(0 < oo+ 3210 + S = et as + ZEESE [ —9ta

AL+ 19D 0+ = pAD [ oy
F A [ (s s

S HSC()H + ml1 +

Thus, for t € [0,T7], one has

(Bl 1910 | (= pAD [y ey
Rl AR A EOIE

(plloll + [l ]t _ (A4 [l1n = pAl])
Ma+1) b = ['(a) '

Obviously, a(t) is a nonnegative and nondecreasing function. It follows from Lemma 2.5 that

()] < [lzoll + miy +

Let
a(t) = [lzoll + mly +

()] < at)Ea (b(H)()t")

(plIoll + [[lDe*
Ia+1)

Thus, the set of all solutions of system (2.5) is bounded. This completed the proof. O

< <||z0|| +mly + ) Eo (b(t)I(a)t®).

4 The Mittage-Leffler Stability of the equilibrium point

In this section, we will show that the equilibrium point of the neural networks (2.5) is globally Mittag-

Leffler stable under some mild conditions.
Theorem 4.1. Assume that the impulse operator Uy (x(tx)) satisfies
Up(x(ty)) = —o(x(ty) — %), k=1,2,--- ,m.

Moreover, suppose that there exist a symmetric and positive definite matrix ¢ > 0 and positive scalars

p1 > 0,0 < n <1 such that
Amin (_Q_% (_2Q + p;1Q2 + Pl(I - pA)T(I - pA)) Q_%) >0 (41)
and
Q:I-0)"QU-0)Q % —mI<0. (4.2)
Then the neural networks (2.5) is globally Mittag-Leffler stable.
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Proof. Assume that z* be the equilibrium point of the neural networks (2.5) with initial value z(0) = xo.

Let y(t) = x(t) — ™. Then the neural networks (2.5) is transformed into the follwing system:

CD?‘y( —y(t) + Px(y(t), t €,
Ay(te) = y(ty) —ylty,) = —o(y(te)), (4.3)
y(0) =yo,k=1,2,---,m,

where
P (y(t)) = Pxly(t) — pAy(t) + z* — pAx™ — pb] — Pxlx™ — pAx™ — pb],y(0) = z¢ — x™.

Clearly, the equilibrium point z* of (2.5) is globally Mittag-Leffler stable if and only if the zero solution
of system (4.3) is globally Mittag-Leffler stable.

Consider a Lyapunov function candidate:
V(t) =y (t)Qy(t).

When ¢ # tj, by calculating the a-order Caputo derivatives of V(¢) along the trajectories of system

(4.3), we can obtain from Lemmas 2.1, Lemmas 2.2 and Lemmas 2.3 that

6 DyV (1) =5 Df (y" (H)Qy(1))
2

<2y (1)Q (§ Diy(1))

=27 ()Q (—y(t) + Px(y(®)))

=y"()(=2Q)y(t) + 24" ()QPxk (y(t))

<y"(O)(=2Q)y(t) + p1 'y ()Q%y(t) + 1 Pr (y(1)) Pie (y(t))

=y (O)(=2Q)y(t) + pi YT ()QY(t) + prll Pre (y(1))]|?

<y"(1)(=2Q)y(t) + p1 'y (1)Q%y(t) + pilly(t) — pAy (1)

=" (O)(=2Q)y(t) + pi 'y (Q7y(t) + p1 (y(t) — pAy()" (y(t) — pAy(1))
=y"()(=2Q)y(t) + p1 'y (OQ%y(t) + pry” (t)(I — pA)T (I — pA)y(t)
=y () (—2Q + p1'Q* + p1(I — pA) (I — pA)) y(1)

=y (1)Q* (QFIQ™H) QHy()

=~y (1)Q* (-Q7HNQ ) @y, (4.4)

where
= —2Q+ p; 'Q* + pi(I — pA) (I — pA).

1

Let &1 = Amin (_Q_EHQ_%) . By using )‘mm(Q)Hy(t)HQ < yT(t)Qy(t) < )‘maz(Q)Hy(t)HQ and (4~1)a

we can obtain

N

§OPV () < =" (0@ (-Q7IIQ™H) QFy(t) < —Anin (~Q7IIQTE) T (OQy(H) = 6V ().
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When ¢ = ty, it follows from ( 4.2 ) that

V(ty) =

=" () (I = 0)" QUL — o)y(tr)

=T (1)Q* (Q7H(I - 0)TQU — )Q ™) QFy(t)
<my” (te)Qutr)

=mV(tr).

Thus, by applying Lemma 2.5, we can deduce that the impulsive system (2.5) is globally Mittag-Leffler
stable. O

Theorem 4.2. Assume that the impulsive operator Uy (x(t;)) satisfies
Up(z(ty)) = —o(z(ty) —2*),k=1,2,--- ,m.

If there exist symmetric and positive definite matrix @@ > 0, and positive scalars ps > 0,2 > 0 and

0 < m2 < 1, such that the matrix @ > 0 and the impulse matrix o satisfy the following inequalities

—9Q+ 951 Q 4 pall — pAY (1 — pA) + 112Q <0, (45)
and
(I - U)TQ(I —0)—1n20Q <0, (4.6)

then the neural networks (2.5) is globally Mittag-Leffler stable.

Proof. Consider a Lyapunov function candidate:
V() =y" ()Qy(t).

When t # g, by calculating the a-order Caputo derivatives of V (t) along the trajectories of system
(4.3), it follows from Lemmas 2.1, Lemmas 2.2 and Lemmas 2.3 and (4.5) that

6 DEV(E) = 6D (y" (H)Qu(t))
29" (1)Q (§ Dyy(1))
y"0Q (~y(®) + Pr(y(®)))
YT (0(=2Q)y(t) + 247 (0QPrc(y(1))
y' (1) (—2Q + p3 ' Q% + pa(I — pA)T (I — pA)) y(t)
y"(t) ( 2Q + p3 ' Q% + pa(I — pA) (I — pA) + p12Q) y(t) — pay™ (£)Qy(t)
< —pay” (H)Qu(t) = —p2V (t).

IN

IN

(4.7)
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When ¢ = ty, it follows from ( 4.6 ) that

V() = y" (t)Qy ()

(w(t) = oy(tp)) " Q (u(ty) — ow(t;))

y () (I —0)" QU — o)y(tr)

y" (tr) (I = 0)"QU — o) = m2Q) y(tr) + may” (tx) Qu(ts)
< moy” (tr)Qu(tk)

=2V (tk).

Thus, by applying Lemma 2.5, we can deduce that the impulsive system (2.5) is globally Mittag-Leffler
stable. O

Remark 4.1. In [24,25], authors studied stability of fractional-order projection neural networks without
impulse. Unlike the previous results, we have considered the stability of projection neural networks with
impulsive effects by utilizing the general quadratic Lyapunov function. Moreover, the stability conditions
are established in terms of different kinds of LMIs, which can be applied to check the stability of impulsive

fractional-order projection neural networks with different characteristics.

5 Numerical examples

In this section, two numerical examples for fractional-order projection neural networks with impulses are
given to illustrate the validity and feasibility of our main results.

Example 5.1. Consider a two dimensional FPNNTI as follows:

€ DRa(t) = —a(t) + P (2(t) — pAx(t) — pb), t € T,
Az(ty) = z(t)) — z(ty,) = Ug(z(ty)) = —o(z(ty) — x*), (5.1)
x(0) = zo, k=1,2,--- ,m,

where
K={z|-2<2;<2,i=1,2},aa=0.9,

A(? —3>, b<1>, 0<0.5 0>.
4 2 —1 0 025

Let p=0.1,T=2.5,p; =1, m =1 and Q = diag(1,1). Then we obtain

and

0.75 —0.41

e “12 -~ T(r _ “3) =\ .
Amm( Q77 (-2Q+p1 Q° +p1(I —pA)' (I —pA))Q ) Amin <_0.41 0.27

) =0.0349 >0

and

1 1 —0.75 0
21 -)TQU-0)Q 2 —nI = 0
Q7:(I—-0) QU —-0)Q m ( 0 0'4375> <0,

which yields that conditions (4.1) and (4.2) of Theorem 4.1 are satisfied. Therefore, it follows from Theorem
4.1 that system (5.1) is globally Mittag-Leffler stable. By the iterative method to find the equilibrium point
employed in [51], we can check that the equilibrium point of system (5.1) is (0.5,1.5)". Figure 1 shows the

time responses of the variables x1(t) and z2(t) of system (5.1).
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)
X0

xl(t) and xz(t)

Figure 1: Transient states of the solutions (z1(t),z2(t))" for system (5.1) with the initial values zq =
(5.0,-3.0)7, (2.5,—1.0) T, respectively.

Example 5.2 Consider a two dimensional FPNNI as follows:

€ DRa(t) = —a(t) + P (alt) — pAx(t) — pb), t€ T,
Ax(ty) = 2(t)) — z(ty) = Un(z(t)) = —o(z(ty) — %), (5.2)
x(0) =g, k=1,2,--- ,m,

where

K={z|-1<x;<1,i=1,2},a=0.7,

= 5) ) =)

Let p=0.1, T = 1.5, po = 1 and pue = 0.1. Then, by employing the Matlab LMI Toolbox, we can verify
that LMI (4.5) in Theorem 4.2 is feasible and the feasible solution is given as follows:

0= 0.5911 0.1035
0.1035 0.6515/
Clearly, the condition (4.6) is satisfied with 1, = 1. Thus, it follows from Theorem 4.2 that system (5.2) is
globally Mittag-Leffler stable. By the iterative method to find the equilibrium point used in [51], we can

and

obtain that the equilibrium point of system (5.2) is (—0.3, —0.4) . Figure 2 shows the time responses of
the variables 1 (t) and x2(t) of system (5.2).
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xl(t) and xz(t)

-25

o

0.5 1 15

Figure 2: Transient states of the solutions (z(t),z2(t))" for system (5.2) with the initial values zq =
(2.9,-2.3)T, (1.5,-1.5)7, (0.5,—1.0) T, respectively.

6 Conclusions

This paper focused on the study of a new class of FPNNI under some mild conditions. The main
contributions of this paper are as follows: (i) a new class of FPNNI are introduced which capture the
desired features of both the variational inequality and the fractional-order impulsive dynamical systems
within the same framework; (ii) some properties of the solutions set of FPNNI are obtained under different
conditions; (iii) some sufficient conditions are given for ensuring the global Mittag-Leffler stability of the

equilibrium point of FPNNI by utilizing a general quadratic Lyapunov function.

It is well known that the presence of delay often leads to the instability and oscillation of neural
networks. Therefore, it is significant to study the stability of neural networks with delays. As far as we
know, there are few papers on studying the stability of the fractional-order projection neural networks with
both impulses and delays. Thus, it would be interesting and important to consider the fractional-order

impulsive projective neural networks with delays. We leave this for our future research.
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