Langevin Delay of Singular Control Systems-
Reachability and Controllability Interpretation

G.Jothilakshmi '* B.Sundara Vadivoo 2 T X.Li 3 ¥ J.Cao * §

1 Department of Mathematics, Alagappa University, Karaikudi-630 004, India.
2 Department of Mathematics, Alagappa University, Karaikudi-630 004, India.
3 School of Mathematics and Statistics, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250014, China.
4 School of Mathematics, Southeast University, Nanjing 211189, China.

Abstract

The main prospect of this proposed work is to confer an algebraic theory for analyzing frac-
tional singular systems. A modern class of linear fractional singular delay systems with two orders
are proposed. The key notion used in the enlargement is the decomposition form for matrix reg-
ular pencils. As crucial issue, a procedure for computation of reachable set, and control input of
addressed system is acquainted. The considerations are illustrated by suitable examples.
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1 Introduction

Many social, physical, organic and engineering issues are defined with the aid of fractional differ-
ential equations. Literally, fractional differential equations are taken into consideration in the act of
an important tool to model nonlinear differential equations. Many researchers studied and developed
more important results on fractional differential equations and its real applications.

Singular systems are endow in many fields like social systems, economic systems, network analysis
and engineering systems (such as electrical circuit network, power system, aerospace engineering and
chemical processing).Singular systems are classified into descriptor systems, generalized steady-state
system, differential algebraic systems,etc. Moreover, In the studies of singular systems deals with
significant avenues such as geometric and algebraic. In 1989, L.Dai introduced techniques to solve
the singular problem via algebraic analysis and also main contribution of this work indicates the
mathematical approach of singular system from system point of view for more details see [4].

Controllability play on important role in engineering, physics and control theory. In last few
decades, many researchers works on this area [7, 16, 19, 20]. Since the series of works [4, 18]. In
particular L.Dai[4] works gives a valuable notes to study the singular dynamical system through
mathematical approach. Since the series of the paper [6, 9, 10, 17, 18] authors provides a techniques
to solve the fractional differential equations with singular co-efficient. Recently, Jinde Cao [18], con-
sidered a singular fractional differential equation with delay in control and also techniques are derived
for controllability.
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Let us consider the singular neutral fractional linear system with control delay is of the form,

E °DP(“Dx(t) — g(t,2(t))) = Ax(t) + Bu(t) + Hu(t — 1), t € J

CD%(t)] =0 = po (1)

Where ae+ 3 > 1, ©D? is o order caputo derivative , ©D? is 8 order caputo derivative; z € R™ is the
state variable; E is a singular real matrix defined on R™"*" A is a non-singular real matrix defined on
R™™ and B, H is a real matrix with n > m defined on R™*™; () is an initial function defined on
[-7,0] and ¢ € C([—7,0],R™), where C([—7,0],R™) denotes set of continuous functions from [—7, 0]
into R™, 7 > 0; u(¢) is a control function; J = [0,T]; po, o € R™ and ¢ : [0,7] x R®™ — R™ be a
continuous function.

The key intent of this performance is to express reachability and controllability of described sys-
tem (1) via algebraic way. According to the results in Yip and Sincovec work [17] and L. Dai [4], we
splitting system (1) within two subsystem by the first equivalent form (FE1) so-called slow and fast
subsystems. Which is more comfortable to discuss the reachable and controllable for proposed criteria
also, this work extended the facts in [4, 18] to the next level.

This manuscript is scheduled as pursues: the following section discussed about few well-known
basic results for further discussion. Section 3, describes our proposed model in detail and represented
structure of the admissible initial data of observed system. Next section analyzes the structure of the
solution of corresponding subsystems and reachability conditions are derived. In section 5, necessary
and sufficient conditions for controllability of systems given through theorems and lemma. In section
6, numerical illustrations are provided to get a close glimpse of how the state vector behaves with
time varied. Finally, we spent this paper with a conclusion.

2 Preliminaries:

This section recalls few well-known basic definitions, properties, theorems and lemma for proving
required results of following sections. For more information one can see [4],[8],[11] and [13].

Definition 2.1 [13]: The Euler gamma function I'(z) on the half-plane Re(z)> 0 is defined by Euler
integral of second kind

I'(2) :/ t*"le7t dt, Re(z) >0
0
For all z € C (Re(z) > 0), the above integral is convergent.

Definition 2.2 [13]: The Caputo fractional derivative of order « € C withn—1 < a <n,n € N for
a function f have continuous derivative upto order n such that f™ is absolutely continuous is defined

CORNO = Frrmy | =97 0) s

Where the function f"(s) is ZZ}{ . In particular, if 0 < o < 1, then the above equation becomes

/

CORN0O = e | G b

For our convenience the Caputo fractional derivative ©Dfj, is written as ©D.



Definition 2.3 [11]: The basic definition of the Laplace transformation of a function f(t) of a real
variable ¢ € R given by

L) = [ e i) a
= F(s)
Some important properties of Laplace transform:
o LI“f(t)] = s *F(s), seC

e The convolution formula of functions f(¢) and g(¢) given on RT is defined for x € RT as

[ st 990t6) ds= (5 )0
The Laplace transform of a convolution is given by

L[f(t)*g(t)] LIF®)]LIg(®)]

The inverse Laplace transform

LT F(s)G(s)] = LTHF(s)] « LHG(s)]

Laplace transformation of Caputo derivative is given below

LD f(1))(s) = s°F(s) — 3 FH (0% )se 1"

Laplace transform of Mittag-Leffler function as,

L[Eo(£A2%)] =

e Inverse Laplace transform for RR(s) >| A |2

— 8a76 - @ z
L ILI_/J =17 By p(ALY), R(s) > A2

-B
L Li’A} = 1" B, g(AtY), R(s) >| A2

Definition 2.4 [13]: A The Mittag-Leffler function is a complex function which depends on two
complex parameters o and 3. It can be defined by,

ZFak—Fﬁ @f >0

k=0
and z € C, here C-complex plane. The generalized Mittag-Leffler function satisfies

e 1
/ e HPTIE, p(2tY) dt = ——  for |z < 1
0 1-2

Some important properties of Mittag-Leffler function:



e For =1

o k
z

Boa(2) =2 T(ak +1)

k=0

e For \,ze€C

o Zak/\k
Ea(\2%) =
a(A2%) kZ:OF(ak—kl)

e Caputo derivative of Mittag-Leffler functions as,

CDYEq(EX)] = £ AEq(£X)

Definition 2.5 [4]: For any given two matrices F, A € R™*" the pencil (F, A) is called regular if
there exist a constant scalar a € C such that |AE + A| # 0 or the polynomial |[sE + A| # 0.

Lemma 2.6 [4] : (E,A) is regular if and only if two non-singular matrices @, P may be choosen
such that
QEP = diag(I,,, M); QAP = diag(As,1,,)

where ny + no =n, Ay € R™m>™M M € R™2*"2 ig nilpotent matrix.

3 Linear Fractional Singular System:

This section describes our proposed model in particular and also establishes the corresponding sub-
systems using Weierstrass decomposition of matrix pencil principle based on the proficiencies in [4].

Assume that (E,A) is a regular pencil all over of this work. According to the result in [17], there
exists a two non-singular matrix P,@Q € R"*" t € J such that

PEQQ ' “DP(UD%x(t) — g(t,x(t))) = PAQQ ‘xz(t)+ PBu(t) + PHu(t — )
satisfying
PEQ :diag(-[nlv M)a PAQ = diag(Alv Inz)

po=lg) ra=li]s @rao=L]

where 21 € R™ and 29 € R™2; ny +ny = n; M is a nilpotent matrix with index p > 0 ( that is a least
positive integer p such that M* =0, M" #0, r € {1,2,...,u— 1}); A; € Rm*™; By H; € R™M*™
and Ba, Hy € R™2*™2_ Then the equivalent canonical form of system (1) can be written as

(1))
()
(

u(t

Arz1(t) + Bru(t) + Hiu(t — 1)
x2(t) + Bau(t) + Hau(t — 1)
o(t), —7<t<0
r1(0) = wo1;  22(0) = 02
“Dx(t)|i=0 = po (2)

CDP(CDxy(t) — gi(t,x
ga2(t

M CDP(CDYy(t) — got,x

)
)
)

where xo1,202 € R. Let h = [(a + 8)u] + 1, here [(a + B)u] is integral part of (a + B)u. Where
(C;;[[O7 00), R™] be the collection of all h times differential piecewise continuous function defined on
[0, 00), C*[[~7,0],R™] denotes h times continuously differentiable function defined on [—7,0].



The above equation (2) is known as first equivalent form(EF1) of the system (1), also we call the
first and second equation in (2) as slow and fast subsystem respectively. Now we obtain the admissible
initial state set I(¢) for observed system (2) with ¢ € C"([—7,0],R™) as follows,

I((p) = {JS e R"™ | T = {ij , r1 € R™,
v2 = 3 [Balp(0) + M €D 5(0)) + (=) + M R O
n=0

Thus, the admissible initial set is denoted as
B := {(z0,¢) | ¢ € C"(|~7,0, R™) and zo € I(y) | (4)

Remark 3.1 : To construct the admissible initial set by using the results in [17], In the case of
slow subsystem every vector in vector space is an initial condition but its not true for descriptor
system. Then the initial conditions for described system is x1(0) = 21 and z2(0) = Eg;é[Bg(cp(O) +
M™ € DMetBp(0)) + Ho(o(—7) + M™ € D™+8) p(—7))]. Hence by [17] the result in (3) is true.
4 State vector expression and state Rechability conditions:

In this section, we discussed about the state vector of the systems in (2) and the Rechability conditions
are given by the following theorems.

Theorem 4.1: For any initial condition (z¢, ) € B and the control function u(t) € Cp([0, 00),R™),
the exact form of state vector for system (2) can be written us,

t
21(t) = Eagpa (At ) zo1 — t*Ear 140 (A1t7)g(0,2(0)) +/ (t—8)* ' Earpa(Ar(t —5)*TF)
0

xgi(s,z(s)) ds+ /0 Eoal(Ai(t— s)‘”’g)(Blu(t) + Hyu(t — 7))

0
+/ Eoa(Ai(t —h — ) ) Hip(s) ds (5)
—h
za(t) = Z M*{Py.(t)z02 + Qk(t) + Ri(1)g(0,2(0)) + Sk (t)[B2p(0) + Hap(—7)}
k=1
+n2i: MF*[By € DFC+B)y(t) + Hy CDF+By(t — 1)) (6)
k=1

where F, 5(.) is a Mittag-Leffler function. @ D*(@+%q(.) is the sequential fractional derivative.

Proof. Let us take first equation from (2) as,
CDP(C D% (t) — gi(t, (1)) = Ayz(t) + Bru(t) + Hyu(t — 1) (7)

Now employing Laplace transform of above equation (7), we have

Xi(s)(s*T7 = Ay) = s mgy — 57 Ligi (8, 2 (t)] — 5”7 19(0,2(0)) + BaU(s) + HiL[u(t — 7)]
8a+5—1 86 35—1
Xi(s) = (5o18 — Ay 01 T (gath = Al)g(oﬂf(o)) - mﬁ[m(tx(t))]
“1‘@{31[](8) + Hlﬁ[u(t — T)]}



Taking inverse Laplace transform of both sides of above equation, we get

gatp—1 B b1
zi(t) = L7 {m}zm -L7! [m} * L7 L[gi(t,z())) - L£71 (so+B — Al)}
xg(0,2(0)) + BiLT[(s°77 = AT % LT U(s)]
FH L7 — AT L7 L [u(t — 7)) (8)

From definitions and properties in preliminaries of section 2, we define the following

a+pB—1
—1 S — a+
£ [(sa+ﬂ _Al)} Eop (4rt™77)
B
—1 S _ a—1 _ o\ats
M) = T Barsa(il = 9)™)
-1
-1 S _ « a+f3
£ [(so%ﬁfAl)} = 1"Eaipipa(Art™)
L7 =A™ = EBaa(Ail(t—h—s)*")

By applying the above results in (8) we have,

21(t) = Earpa(Ait**)zo1 — 1" Eayp14a(A1t*7)g(0,2(0)) +/0 (t—s)"
X EatpalAL(t — ) )gu(s, 2(s)) ds +/0 Eoa(A1(t = 8)*7)(Buu(t))
0
+Hyu(t — 7)) ds + /_h Eoo(Ai(t —h —8)*PYH p(s) ds (9)

Moreover, let us consider the second equation in (2) and apply Laplace transform yields,

(Ms“TF — D) Xo(s) = Ms* P ooy + MsPLga(t,2(t))] — Ms""1g2(0,2(0))
+BoU(s) + HaL[u(t — 7)]
Xo(s) = Ms“PYMstP — 1) lagg + MsP(Ms®HP — )71 L[ga(t, 2(1))]
xg2(0,2(0)) = MsP~H(Ms*TF — )7t + (Ms*+P — )71 B,U(s)
+ (M58 — 1) Hy Llu(t — 7)] (10)

Employing inverse Laplace transform of above equation, we get

za(t) = LT MsTPN (M — I) " woo + L7 [M P (M — 1)1 % L7 [L]ga (2, 2(t))]]
—L7HMPTH M s — 1) go(0,2(0)) + L7H[(Ms*F — )7 x BoL7HU(s)]
—&—L'_I[(Mso”rﬁ —I)" Y Hy * L7 Lu(t — 7)]] (11)

For our convenience we consider the following notations

L:il[MSOHFﬁil(MsaJrﬁ —1)71]1‘02 = Z MkPk(t)xm
Eil[Msﬁ(MsaJrﬁ = D)7 'Lga(t,2(t))] = Z M*Qp(t)

L7 [MsP TN (M P = 1) ga(0,2(0) = > MFRi(t)g2(0,2(0))



where

-1 {s(a-&-ﬂ)n—l; t}

c
Qnlt) = ﬁ*l[sn<a+ﬂ>*ac(gg(t,x(t))); t]
£t [s"(wrﬁ)*”‘*l; t}

The following facts are used to prove the theorem:
Fact 1:

Bo(Ms®tP — )7 (s)) = Bo(Ms“tP —1)7! / h e Stu(t) dt
0

N S

k=0
na—1 n2—1
— Bz{ Z MEsEE+O=1y(0) 4 Z Mksk(aer_lLul(t)}
P k=0
Apply inverse Laplace transform, we get
na—1 —k(a+8)
t
1B (Ms®t8 — )1 = B MF
L7V [By(Ms )"HU(s))] 2{ kzzo r(1—k(a+ﬁ))u(0)
ng—1 0o —k(a+pB)
t
MF [ e————=/(s) d
’ ;;o /0 M- kat )" s}
. 7L2_1]wlC t—k(a+B) 0 nQ_le C pk(a+p)
2; F(1—k(a+6))u() kZ:O o
no—1 n2—1
_ B, Z MkSk(t)u(O) I Z ME ch(a+5)u(t)
k=0 k=0
, 5 t—k(a-‘-ﬁ)
where k() = T(1—k(a+B)
Fact 2
Ha(M a+B Y L(u(t—7)) = Hy(M sOtB 1/ e Stu(t — ) dt
0
- 0
= (M D7 e [ e () dh+ / e~ p(h) dh]
0 T

_ Hg( sOtB _ 1[90 7') +/OOQ —st /( _7_) dt}

Apply inverse Laplace transform, we get

—1 a —1 _ = L il /
L [y (M - D7 Ll 7)) = ] ;;) Mk/O e v TR SR
n2—1 t—k(0/+/3)
+Z Hat ) "}



n2_1 f—k(a+B)

_ k pa
= ) My )

no—1
+ ) MF ODREt Dyt — 1)
k=0
ng—1 ng—1
= Hy Y M'Ti(t)e(-7)+ Y M* CDFHFPy(t — 1)
k=0 k=0
t—k(a+B)

where  Si(t) = I'(1—k(a+p)

Using the above results and facts equation (11) yields,

ng—1 no—1 no—1
l‘g(t Z Mk CDk(a—i-ﬁ) Z Mk CDk(oH-ﬁ) t _ 7. Z Mk
k=1 k=1

X{ Py (t)oz2 + Qi (t) + Ri(t)g(0,2(0)) + Sk (t)[B2p(0) + sz(— )}

Thus the equations (5) and (6) holds. Hence the theorem.

Remark 4.2 : The existence and uniqueness of system (2) is drawn from the result in [17]. When-
ever (AE) is regular matrix then the system corresponding to (A,E) is solvable. So, by this result
system (2) has a unique solution.

Given matrices A; € R™>*™ By, H; € R™*™1_ For any polynomial f(s) # 0, we define W (f,¢) :
R™ — R™ such that

W(f.t) = /OtT F($){BaalAL(t = 5)*TPIB1B} B o[Af(t — 8)* 7] + EgalAi(t — 7 — 5)* TP H HY
EoolAi(t -1 - 3)a+ﬂ]}f(3) ds + - f(8)Ea,alA1(t — S)Q—Hg]BlBik
Eo,olA7(t = 5)**7)f(s) ds (12)

where * denotes the matrix transpose.
Some notations are introduced for solving the following lemma as, the range of f denote Im(f), that is

m(f) ={y | f(z) =y, Vo € R"}
Here (A|B, H) denote as,
(AIB,H) = Im(B)+Im(AB)+ ...+ Im(A" 'B) + Im(H) + Im(AH) + ... + Im(A" "' H)
Then the space (A|B, H) is spanned by the column vectors

[B,AB,..A""'B,H, AH, ...A" "' H]

Lemma 4.3 Given matrices A; € R™*" By, Hy € R™">*™ then

ImW(f,t) = <A1|B1,H1> (13)



Proof. The equation (13) holds if and only if

’I‘Llfl 11171
kerW(f,t) = (1] kerBi(A})" () kerHj (A7)
i=0 i=0
suppose take x € kerW (f,t) then
' W(f,t)x=0 (14)

Insert (12) in (14), we get
t—7
/ 2 () { B (Ar(t — 8)" ) ByB} B (A1 (E — 5)°P) + B a(Ay(t — 7 — )™)Y Hy H
0
t
K B (AL(E =7 — 5)*0)} f(s)a ds / 2 (5) Ea oA (t — 5)°%) B, B
t—T1

X Eo o A5 (t — 8)* TP f(s)z ds =0 (15)

Put |z||2 = (z*z)'/? in equation (15), then

/tT
0
2

+f B} B (A3 — ) ) f(s)a =0 (16)

(B Bual A1t — 5] 4 B} B[ A1~ 7 — )]} f(s)a|

since ||z]|2 = 0 < x = 0. From the above equation (16) we have the following results

BBy o(A5(t — 5)*P) f(s)x = 0, for s € [t — 7, 1] (17)
{BiEao[Aj(t — 8)*TP) + Hi Bo o[Aj(t — 7 — 5)* TP} f(s)z =0, for s € [0,t — 7] (18)

since the non-zero polynomial f(s) has finite number of zeroes on s € [0,t — 7] and s € [t — 7, ], then
for t — 7 < s <t equation (17) becomes

BiEqo(A5(t—s)* )z =0 (19)
For s € [0,t — 7] equation (18) becomes
{B{EaalAf(t — 8)*P| + HiEq o[Af(t — 7 —8)* ]}z =0 (20)
For 0 < s <t — 7, taking caputo derivative simultaneously along with (19) as follows,
BiEoo(Af(t —s)*™P) (A e =0,i=1,2,..ny — 1 (21)
stick t = s on equation (21) yields
B (A}) 'z =0,i=1,2,..n; — 1

Therefore, which implies that = € kerBj(A})%,i=1,2,..n; — 1
From the Cayley-Hamilton theorem

Boo(Af(t—5)""7) =" Tata) A



For s € [0,t — 7] insert (22) in (19) we get,

nlfl

Y Bini(t —)(4])e =0 (23)

1=0
For s € [0,¢t — 7] put (23) into (20) we get,
HiEyolAj(t—7—5)*Plz =0 (24)
Continuously taking the Caputo fractional derivative on equation (24) and stick s =t¢ — 7
Hi (A2 =0, i=1,2,.n—1 (25)
which implies that z € ker Hy (A})%,i = 1,2,...n; — 1. Hence,

ny—1 niz 1

KerW(f,t) ﬂ ker B} (AY)* ﬂ kerH; (A} (26)
=0 =0
ny—1 ny—1

On the other hand, let us take z € ﬂ ker By (A7) ﬂ kerHj(A3)" with 2 # 0. Thus, x €
kerBi(A3)" and x € kerHy (A3)!, fori= 1 2,..np — 1, that is

By (A})'w = Hy (A7)'w =0 (27)
For s € [t — 7,t] from equation (17), we get
nlfl
N Bim(t - s)(AD)le =0, i=12.nm—1
1=0

For s € [0, — 7], apply the same argument in equation (18) yields

np—1 ny—1

> Bim(t—s)(AD'w+ Y Him(t—7—s)(AD'w =0, i=1,2,..ny — 1
= =0

Hence x € KerW (f,t).
Therefore, we get

ni—1 1= 1

ﬂ ker By (A7)" ﬂ kerH;(AY)' C KerW (f,t) (28)
=0 =0

From the results in the equations (26) and (28) we conclude that

ni—1 n11

kerW (f,t) ﬂ kerBy(A})’ ﬂ kerH; (A} (29)

=0 =0

Hence the theorem.

Definition 4.4 : Any vector v € R" in n-dimensional vector space is said to be reachable, there
exists an admissible initial data (zo, ¢, (0, 2(0))) € £, admissible control input u(t) € C([0, 00), R™)
and t,, > 0 such that the solution of system (1) or (2) satisfies x (., o, ¢, g(0,2(0))) = v

Let $R(zo, ¢, g(0,2(0))) be the reachable set from any initial data (xo, ¢,
9(0,2(0))) € A, then we have

R(ao, 0, 9(0,(0) ={v € R" | (20, ,9(0,2(0)) € 2, u(t) € C([0, 50), R™),
b > 0,(tu, 70, 9, 9(0,2(0))) = v} (30)

Fixing the reachable set from the initial state zo = 0, g(0,2(0)) = 0 and ¢ = 0,t € [—7,0], we derive
the following theorem for reachable set.

10



Theorem 4.5 : For the system (2) the reachable set 923(0,0,0) with zero initial state (xg = 0,
g(0,2(0)) = 0 and ¢ = 0) can be represented as

9:1(0,0,0) = (A1|By, Hy) ® (M|Bs, Hy)

where @- direct sum of vector space.

Proof. Let v = {Zlgﬂ € 927(0,0,0). From equations (9), (12) and (30) there exists t,, > 0 and
2
u(t) € C}([0,00),R™) such that
tw tw—T
vy = Eoo(Ai(t — )P Biu(s) ds + / Eoo(Ai(t — 7 —8)*PYHyu(t) ds
0 0
By using the Cayley-Hamilton theorem for above equation yields

nmi—1 o, ni—1 tw—T

vy = Z / s)AYByu(s) ds + Z / — 7 —8)AVHyu(s) ds

which implies v1 € (Ay | By, Hy), similarly from (12) and (22), we have

’ngfl

> M¥[B, CDMtPuft,) + HyY DMt Puft, — 7))

which implies vo € (M | By, Hs). Hence,

m(oaoao) g <A1‘BI7H1> D <M‘BQ7H2>

Conversly, suppose that v = {Zlgg] € (A1|By, Hy) @ (M|Bg, Hy). Here vy € (A1 | By, Hy), va €
2

<M | B27H2> with v 7é 0,vo 75 0.

For initial condition x1(0) = 0; () = 0 for all t € [—7,0]; g1(¢,z(t)) = 0 for all ¢t € [0,¢] and take

u(s) = u1(s) + ua(s), then from equations (9) and (12) as,

zi(t) = o oo (ALt — 8)TP) By [ug(s) 4 ua(s)] ds o (ALt — T — 5)tFP
0 = [ Faalit =9 Bl + @] dst [ Baalhilt=r -9
X Hi[up(s) + ua(s)] ds—l—/ Eoo(Ar(t — 5)*P)By[uy(s) + ua(s)] ds (31)
za(t) = Z_: MF{ By DB [ (s) + ug(s)] + HoO DFOFPuy (s — 7) +ug(s — 7)) (32)
k=0

By using method in [4], we choose u; = f(s)y(s) to satisty

tw

Foo(Ai (tu — 8)+P) By £(s)g(s) ds + / T B (At — 7 — )Y HL £ (s — 7)g(s — 7) ds
0 0

tw tow—T
= — / Eoa(Ai(tew — 5)a+6)B1U2 ds + / Eoa(Ai(ty — 7 — s)aJrﬁ)HluQ(s —7) ds
0 0

~

1 (33)

CDRe+B)yy (1) = CDFOHBly (t —7) =0, for k=0,1,2,..n; — 1. Thus u(s) does not affect (1)
at s=t and s =t — 7. Here 0 € (A1|B1, Hy) from lemma (4.3), there exist a z € R" such that

W)z =6

11



Now, to prove the equation (33) holds. Let us consider

y(s) = {f(s> [Bi Ea.o (A5 (t
f(8)[Bi EBa,a [Af(t

5)*+P)]z; t—7<s<t
S)Q—m] +HiE, o [A’{(t . — 8)"‘*5}2; 0<s<t—r1

then
[ HO Buala(t = BB B 43— 947] 4 Buala(¢ 7 — 9]
0
X Bo olAL(t — 7 — 5)* TP} f(s)2 ds + /t F(8)Ea.alA1(t — 8)* PIB1 By Eo o A5 (t — )P f(5)z ds
t—7

= W(f,t)z=10; (34)

Therefore, the equation (33) is true. On the other hand, for vo € (M|Bs, Hy), there exists ay, b, such
that

’I’LQ*]. 77,271
va= Y MFByay+ Y M"Hyb, (35)
k=0 k=0

Then there exists a function h(s) such that ¢ DF(+A)p(0) = 0; € D*@+BAh(s) = ay and
CDFetBI(s — 1) = by. Let

;=7 <s5<0
Therefore,
7’7,271
xo(t) = Z MF{By ©DF+B)yy(s) + Hy € DFOFPyy(s — 7)) (36)
k=0

and all initial conditions are zero. From equations (33) and (36) that v € 22(0,0,0). Hence the
theorem.

5 Controllability criteria

The following theorems and definitions establishes the controllability results for our determined system.

Definition 5.1 : System (1) or (2) is said to be controllable if for any t,, > 0, one can reach any
admissible initial data (zo, ¢, g(0,(0)) € B, any v € R", there exist u € C}!([0,00),R™) such that
z(ty) = v.

Theorem 5.2 : Canonical form of (2) is controllable if and only if

rank[Bl,AlBl,AfBl, ...,A?l_lBl,Hl,AlHl, ...,A?l_lHl] = N1 and (37)
rank[By, M By, M? By, ..., M"> ' By, Hy, MHy, ... M™ " Hy] = ny (38)

Proof. We first prove necessary part of this theorem. If the system (2) is controllable. For any

w = {Zl} € R™, initial state xg = 0 and the initial function ¢(t) = 0, 3 t,, > 0 and control
2

u(t) € CI([0,00),R™) such that wy, wy can be written as wy € (Ay|By, Hy) and wy € (M|By, H)

(ie)

w € (Ay|By, Hi) ® (M|Ba, Ha)

12



is true V w € R”

= R" C (A,|By, H)) @ (M|Bsy, Hy)

We know that
R™ 2 (A1]B1, H1) & (M|Bs, Ha)
Therefore, we have
R™ = (A1|B1, H1) @ (M|Bs, Hs) (39)

Hence (A1|By, H1) = R™ and (M|Bs, Hy) = R™2. Since (A;|Bi, Hy) is generated by column vectors
[Bl, AlBl, A%Bh vy A?171317 Hl, 141}117 caey ArfzilHl] such that

rcmk:[Bl, A]_B]_, A%Bl, ...,14717'17131,1'?[]_7 AlH]_, ...,A;LlilH]_] = N1

similarly,
rank|[By, M By, M?Bs, ..., M™* ™' By, Hy, MHy, ..., M™ "' Hy] = ny

Thus the results (37) and (38) is true.
Conversely, if results in (37) and (38) is true. We have to prove (1) is controllable. For any v € R"
with any initial state xy and initial control function ¢(t). Let us consider,

t
M1 = on = Eappr (A2 P)aor + 9 Earp1pa(ArtHP)g(0, 2(0)) — / (t — 5)o-!
0
t
XEapn(Ar(t = )" P)a(s,0(9) ds = [ Eua(da(t = 5)"*7)
0

t—T
% B1o(0) ds — / Eoa(Ay(t — 7 — 8)°) Hyp(0) ds
0

[ Eoo(Ai(t —h—8)*PYH p(s) ds (40)
my = e 3 MM{Prer + Qult) + Ri(0)g(0,2(0)) + Su() B2 (0)
k=1
+Hyp(—7))} — Baw(0) — Ha(0) (41)

For m = [21] € R™ = (A;|B1, H1) ® (M|B2, Hy) and we have m € %(0,0,0), then there exists a
2

control %(s) such that

t
mp = / Eoo(AL(t — )P Byii(s) ds
0
t—T1
+ / B (Ay(t— 7 — 8)*F) Hyi(s) ds (42)
0
TL271
my = Y MFBDMa(s) + HyC DMt (s — 7)) (43)
k=0

Now, let us take u(s) = u(s) + ¢(0). From equations (40),(41),(42) and (43) as follows

13



¢
v = Earpi(Ait*™)agr — t*Faygira(A1t*)g(0,2(0)) +/ (t—s)* "
0

“EasialAr(t =)™ ) (5.0(0) ds+ [ Boa(Aie=977)

x(Byu(t)) + Hyu(t — 7)) ds + ’ Eoo(Ai(t—h— ) PYH p(s) ds

—T

no—1
va(t) = D MM{Py(t)zoz + Qk(t) + Ri(1)g(0,2(0)) + Sk (t)[Bap(0)
no—1 no—1
+H2<,0( }+ Z Mk: CDk(Oé+['3 Z Mk‘ CDk(a+B) (t _ T)
k=1 k=1

Therefore by the definition (5.1), our system (2) is controllable. Hence the theorem.

Theorem 5.3 : The Canonical form of equations (2) is controllable if and only if rank[s] —
A1, By, Hi] = n1, Vs € C, s is finite and rank[M, B, Ha] = na.

Proof. According to Cayley-Hamilton theorem

= (t— s)etA)l
Eo oAt —5)*TP) = (Ap)!
(ALt —5)"7) ;Fla—ka 1)
ni—1
=Y - Ay (44)
=0
Let
X = Basa(iw o+ [ w90 Bl = o) o, a(s) d
0

0
" / Baa(Ai(w — 7 — $)°7) —w® Eoyg.1sa(A1w®)g(0,2(0)) Hyu(s) s (45)

The following results from equations (9) ,(44) and (45) as,

ni—1 ni—1

x1(w) Z/ nk(w — s)AYBiu(s) ds + Z/ (w— 7 — s)AYHyu(s) ds  (46)

For any g1 € R™ and z(w) € R™ the necessary and sufficient condition to have a control input w(t)
satisfies (46) is that
rank|[By| A1 By |..|A7 T By [ Hy | |AT T H, ) =

On the other hand, apply similar arguments we get
rank[Bg|M By|...|M™ By |Hy|...|M™ ' Hy] = ny

Hence the proof.

Corollary 5.4 : System (1) is controllable if and only if rank[sE — A, B,C] = n, Vs € C is finite
and rank|E, B, C] = n.
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6 Examples

Example 6.1 : Let us consider the linear fractional singular system

0 1 0
1 0 1|9DY5(CD*ox(t) — ta®(t))
03 0
11 0 10 0 0 3
=0 0 1 |z(t)+ |1 —1|ul)+ |0 =3 u(tf?) (47)
2 3 -1 0 2 1 2

For t € [0,2] and u(t) = 0; =2 < t < 0 and the inital conditions are z1(0) = 0; z2(0) = 0;
D (t)|4=0 = 0
According to the results in theorem (5.4) to show that the system (47) is controllable. Let us take

010 11 0 10
a=% B=% E=|1 0 1|; A=|0 0 1|; B=|1 —1|;
030 2 3 -1 0 2
0 0
and H = |0 -3
1 2
If we take A = 2 then
010 11 0 13 0
AME+A = 2(1 0 1/ +]0 0 1|=[2 0 3|=-3#0
030 2 3 -1 2 9 -1

Therefore we conclude from definition (5.1) is that (E, A) is regular pencil. By using elementary
operation in matrix, we get that results as follows

1 0 0 * x x
rank[sE — A,B,C] = rank |0 0 —1 % * x| =3
0 1 2 * *x x
10 1 % x =
rank[E,B,C] = rank |0 1 0 * % x| =3
0 0 1 x * x

Therefore from the theorem (5.4), system (47) is controllable. Hence the proof.

7 Conclusion

The first contribution of this work is to introduced class of equations of fractional singular systems
with two orders. The second contribution of this paper is to establish the rechability and control-
lability analysis of our considered model. Necessary and sufficient conditions for reachability and
controllability of addressed systems are exposed The proposed model allows us to analyze the behav-
ior of the subsystems given in section 3. This extended can be easily adopted to real world problems
whereas the variance of dynamical systems.
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