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Abstract

In this paper, the controllability problem for a class of fractional impulsive neutral stochastic functional differential equations
is considered in infinite dimensional space. By using Kuratowski measure of noncompactness and Monch fixed point theorem,
the sufficient conditions of controllability of the equations are obtained under the assumption that the semigroup generated by
the linear part of the equations is not compact. At the end, an example is provided to illustrate the proposed result. (©2017 All
rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, various models of fractional differential equations in the fields of physics, chemistry,
engineering, biology and economics have been proposed and examined. As a consequence, the theory
of fractional differential equations has been studied by many authors, see [13, 18, 21] and the references
therein. A survey on existence results for boundary value problems of nonlinear fractional differential
equations and inclusions was covered in Agarwal et al. [1]. The existence of mild solutions of a class of
fractional neutral evolution equations was treated in Zhou and Jiao [32], and the controllability of a class
of fractional-order neutral evolution control systems could be found in Sakthivel et al. [24].

On the other hand, many real models often fluctuate due to external stochastic perturbations [17]. The
existence and uniqueness of solutions of neutral stochastic functional differential equations with infinite
delay was discussed in Bao and Cao [4]. The p-th moment exponential stability and almost exponen-
tial stability of stochastic functional differential equations by using stochastic Razumikhin theorems were
obtained in Mao [16]. The stability of neural stochastic functional differential equations was further ex-
tended in Huang and Deng [11]. The controllability conditions of semilinear stochastic delay evolution
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equations in Hilbert spaces were established in Balasubramaniam and Dauer [2], and the approximate
controllability of neutral stochastic functional differential systems with infinite delay was proved by Bala-
subramaniam et al. [3]. To state dependent delay, the existence of solution and approximate controllability
of a second-order neutral stochastic differential equation were investigated by Das et al. [5]. Recently,
the controllability of fractional stochastic differential systems have received a lot of attention. The con-
trollability conditions of fractional neutral stochastic functional differential systems were derived in Li
and Peng [15]. Approximate controllability of fractional neutral stochastic system with infinite delay and
fractional stochastic evolution equations were found in [23, 25].

Besides stochastic perturbations, the impulsive effects may happen in the evolution systems which
change abruptly at certain moments of time [14, 29]. The impulsive stabilization of impulsive delay
differential system via the Lyapunov-Razumikhin method was studied in Wang and Liu [28]. The expo-
nential stability and instability of impulsive stochastic functional differential equations with Markovian
switching were given in Kao et al. [12]. The existence and controllability of fractional-order impulsive
stochastic system with infinite delay were considered in [8]. The approximate controllability of fractional
impulsive neutral stochastic differential equations with nonlocal conditions was explored in [31].

However, to the best of the authors” knowledge, the assumption of compactness of the semigroup
generated by the linear part and the invertibility of the controllability operator of fractional impulsive
stochastic evolution systems was imposed [8, 31]. It turns out that in practice it is rather difficult to
verify these conditions directly, and it fails in infinite dimensional space when the semigroup is compact,
see [26, 27]. Therefore, the exact controllability of nonlinear stochastic impulsive evolution differential
inclustions with infinite delay in Hilbert spaces by using Kuratowski measure of noncompactness was
investigated in Duan et al. [7]. Inspired by the previous work [7], in this paper, the controllability problem
for a class of fractional impulsive neutral stochastic functional differential equations is considered in
infinite dimensional space. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some preliminaries
such as some basic definitions, notation and lemmas are given. In Section 3, the sufficient conditions of
controllability of the equations by using Kuratowski measure of noncompactness and Monch fixed point
theorem are obtained. Finally, in Section 4, an example is provided to illustrate the proposed result.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce definitions, notation, preliminary results needed to establish our main
results. Let (U, (-,-)) and (H, (-, -)) denote two real separable Hilbert spaces, and £(U, H) be the set of all
linear bounded operators for U to H. For convenience, we will use the same notation || - || to denote the
norms in U, H and £ (U, H). We assume that (Ls(H), || - |[1s) is the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators
from H to H. Let (Q, F,{F¢}1>0,IP) be a complete probability space with a filtration {F }+>¢ satisfying the
usual conditions (i.e., it is increasing and right continuous, while Jj contains all IP-null sets). Suppose
that W(t)>o is a cylindrical H-valued Wiener process with finite trace nuclear covariance operator Q > 0
defined on (Q,F,{Fi}¢>0,IP). We consider the space D([—7,0];H) = {C: [-1,0] — H : {(t) is continuous
except finite time t = t;, {(t;") and {(t;) exist, and ((t;) = ¢(t; )} with the norm ||| = SUP_cp<o I1C(0)]]-

In this paper, we are concerned with the controllability of the following fractional impulsive neutral
stochastic functional differential equation

DEX(t) — AL, x¢)] = Ax(t) + Bu(t) + f(t, x¢) + g(t,xt)dLm te]:=10,b],

d 7
ZSX|’£:’£-l = Il(x(tl_ )/ i= 1/ 2/ e Igl (21)
xo = &(t) € D([—r,0],H),

where “D{ is the Caputo fractional derivative of order % <a<1 A:D(A) C H— H is the infinitesimal
generator of a strongly continuous semigroup of a bounded linear operator {T(t),t > 0} in the Hilbert
space H. The control function u(-) takes values in L2(J,U) of admissible control functions for a separable
Hilbert space U, B is a bounded linear operator from U into H. f,A : ] x D([-7,0;H) — H and g :
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] X D([—,0l;H) — Lps(H) are Borel measurable functions. 0 < t; < tp < -+ < tg < tg41 = b are
impulsive times, Ax|i—, = x(t+) x(t_) (t+) and x( . ) represent the right and left limits of x(t) at
t = ty, respectively. PC([—7,b;H) = {x : [-7,b] : x(t) is continuous except finite time t = t;,
x(tf) and x(t; ) exist, and x(tl) =x(ty), i= 1 2,- s} with the norm ||x|| = suprgegb [[x(0)]]. In the
following, CPG = PC([—71,bJ;H), and ]0 0,t1],]i :== (tut1+1 -, Js = (ts, b]

Definition 2.1. The fractional integral of order o of a function h with the lower limit 0 is defined by

o 1 (Y hs)
I*h(t) = ) Jo (t_s)liads, t>0, a>0,

where I'(-) is the gamma function.

Definition 2.2. The Caputo derivative of order « of a function h with the lower limit 0 is defined by

‘Dh(t) = ! Jt h™(s) ds=I""*h"(t), t>0, n—1l<a<n
t Fn—o) Jo (t—s)otl-m ! ! '

Definition 2.3. An J- adapted stochastic process {x(t) : t € J} is said to be a mild solution of system (2.1),
if for all t € [0,b], P{w : [ [|x(s)||?ds < oo} = 1, and

t

x(t) = N(0E(0) + At xt) +J (t— )% 1Bt — s)Bu(s)ds

0

t
+J (t—s)* 1R (t—s)f(s,xs)ds
0

t
" Jo (t—3)* 1Bt —s)g(s, xs)dW(s)

+ ) nt—t)Lix(t)), as. te],

O<ti<t
where
n(t)zj 0(0)T(t%0)do, B(t)zocj 0p(0)T(t%0)do,
0 0
(0)= 20 (0 ) >0, @(0)= =) (-1 to e T g
Ttn:l n!

and p is a probability density function defined on (0, co).

Definition 2.4. The system (2.1) is said to be controllable on J, if for every initial value &(t), there exists
a stochastic control u € L?(]J,U) such that the solution x(-) of (2.1) satisfies x(b) = X, where X € H is
preassigned terminal state.

Lemma 2.5 ([32]). The operators 1, 3 have the following properties:

(i) For any t > 0, the operators n(t), (t) are linear and bounded, that is, there exists L > 0, for any
x € H,

x| < L, 1B < w1

(ii) The operators n(t), B(t) are strongly continuous, that is, forany x € H,0 < t' < t”,and t' — t”

1+oc

In()x—n(t)x] =0, [IBE")x—pB(t)x] — 0.
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Remark 2.6. In Zang and Li [31], if T(t) is compact for every t > 0, n(t), B(t) are also compact operators.
However, in this paper, the compactness of the operators 1 and (3 are not considered for controllability of
system (2.1).

Definition 2.7. Let (A, p) be a partially ordered set. D is a bounded subset of H. A function u: H — A is
called a Kuratowski measure of noncompactness in H, if

m
u(D) :inf{e >0:DcC U Di, diam(D;) < e}.
i=1
Lemma 2.8 ([10]). Let V = {f,} C L!(]J, H). If there exists h € L'(J,R"), such that for t € J, ||fn(t)| < h(t),

then

t t

1 + .
w(vi) e LR, (] L fa(s)dsin e N}) < ZL w(V(s))ds, tel,
where V(t) = {x(t) : x € V} C H.

Lemma 2.9 ([30]). If V C PC is bounded and piecewise equicontinuous, then p(V(t)) is also piecewise
equicontinuous on ], and

w(V) =sup{p(V(t)) : t €]},
where V(t) = {x(t) : x € V} C H.
Lemma 2.10 ([9]). If V C PC is bounded, and equicontinuous on J;,0 =1,2,---,5, then
u(v) = Jnax (V(Ji)) = Jnax sup{p(V(t)) : t € Ji}

Lemma 2.11 ([19]). Let D be a bounded closed and convex subset of H, 0 € D. F: D — H is continuous,
such that for any countable set M C D, M C conv({0} U F(M)), M is relatively compact. Then F has a
fixed point in D.

3. Main results

To get the controllability, we need the following assumptions.
(H1) The function f satisfies that
(1) for any x € D([—7,0];H), the function t — f(t,x) is strong measurable, for any t € J;, the

function x — f(t,x) is continuous;
(2) there exist a bounded function p(t) : ] - R¥, and a continuous nondecreasing function ¢ :
[0,00) — [0, 00) such that
¢n)

If(t,x)|* < pt)e(x]|?),  liminf-—— =0;
n—oo n

(3) there exists K¢ € L!(J;R"), for any bounded set D C PC,

r(f(t, De)) < Ke(t)u(De),

where Dy :={x¢ : x € D} C D([—7,0]; H).
(H2) The function g satisfies that
(1) for any x € D([—7,0];H), the function t — g(t,x) is strong measurable, for any t € J;, the

function x — ¢(t, x) is continuous;
(2) there exists P, € L}(J;R"), such that

sup [g(t,x)||> < nl(t), ae.,

[x[l<mn

and
b

(b —5)** P (s)ds

lim inf =9 =0;
n—oo n
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(3) there exists K, € L1(J;R™), for any bounded set D C P€,
g y

n(g(t, D)) < Kg(t)u(Dy),

where Dy :={x¢ : x € D} C D([—7,0; H).
(H3) The neutral function A satisfies that
(1) for any x € D([—7,0]; H), the function t — A(t,x) is piecewise continuous, for any t € J;, the
function x — A(t, x) is continuous;
(2) there exist a bounded function q(t) : ] -+ R*, and a continuous nondecreasing ¢ : [0, 00) —
[0, o0) such that

NP < a0, timing P <o,

(3) there exists Ky € L'(J;IRT), for any bounded D C PC,
1(A(t, D¢)) < Ka(t)u(Dy),

where D¢ :={x¢ : x € D} C D([—7,0; H).
(H4) The impulsive function I; : H — H,i=1,2,---,5 is continuous such that
(1) there exist nondecreasing functions L; : Rt — R,

)2 < Li(lx|?), xeH,  liminf Li(n)

n—o0 n

=0, i=12,---,5;
(2) there exist K; > 0, for any bounded set D C PC,
H(II(D)) gKlu(D)/ “L:]~/2/ /g'

(H5) B:U — H is a bounded linear operator, © : L(J,U) — H is linear operator defined by

b
Ou = J (b—3s)*1B(b—s)Bu(s)ds,
0

and

(1) the operator © has an invertible operator ©~! which takes values in L(],U) \ Ker © (see [22,
26]), and there exist positive constants Lg and Lg, such that

B <L, 07| <Le;
(2) there exist Kg(t) € L'(J,IR*), Kg > 0, for any bounded sets D1 C H, D, C U,
w((©@'D1)(t)) < Ke(t)u(D1(t)),  w(B(D2)) < Kgpu(Da).

(H6) Assume the following inequality holds:

S
Kl + D LK+ [[Kx I

i=1

LKBHK@H]_lb“) % ( 2L b*
M1+ «) M1+ «)
olb>—1/2
a—1Ir(1+«

T:(1+

gl ) <1

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the conditions (H1)-(H6) are satisfied, then the system (2.1) is controllable on
J.
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Proof. By assumption (H2) (1), for any x € PC, we define the control

b

T (t) = O [R—n(b)E(0) — A(b, o) —JO (b—5)* B (b —s)f(s, xs)ds

M.

b
J (b—s) 1B(b— s)g(s, xs)AW/(s) —

n(b — )L (x(6)] (1),
0

i=1

And using the control function 1, (t), define the operator F;:

(), t € [—1,0],
n(t)a(O)H(t,xt)+Lt(t—s)°‘1B(t—s)8ux(s)ds
(Fix)(t) = * L (t=5)*7Bt—s)fls, xs)ds
+L(t—s)“—lﬁ(t—s)g(s,xs)dW(s)
+ ) mlt—t)Lx(t)), as. tel.
0<ti<b

We shall show that F; has a fixed point, which is a mild solution of system (2.1). Clearly, x(b) = (F;x)(b) =
X, that is, the system (2.1) is controllable on J.
For any & € D([—7,0], H), define

T o E(t)/ te [_T/ 0]/
&(t) —{ N)E0), as. te].

Set x(t) =y(t) —|—§(t). Let PCy = {y € PC:yp = 0}. Consider G; : PCy — PCy defined by

0, te[-7,0l],
N t
?\(t,yt+£t)+L(t—s)°‘1B(t—s)Buy(s)ds
t
a—1 T
Guu(t) +J0t(t_s) Bt — 5)f(s,ys + £)ds
+j0(t—s)“1ﬁ(t—s)g(s,ys+€s)dW(s)
+ Y nt—t)Lly(t) + &), as. te],
o<ti<t

where

~ b ~
Ty (1) = 0 [Rn(BIE(0) = A(b, Yo+ Eu) = | (0—5)"1Blb— (s, s + E)ds

~

n(b— t)L(y(E) +£(t7))] ().

M.

b
—L (b— )% 1B(b—s)g(s, ys + £)dW(s) —

i=1

Then, it is clear that F; has a fixed point if and only if G; has a fixed point. Therefore, we divide the proof
into four steps.

Step 1. By contradiction, we will show that there exists ng > 1, such that G;(Bn,) C Bn,, where B, =
{y € PCo, [lyl < mo}-
If it is not true, for any n > 1, there exists y*(-) € By, such that G;y* ¢ B,,.
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In fact, we have from (H1)-(H4) that

n* <E[Gy” (1) < (5 +4E|A( yi + &)
b
+(5+4)E (b—s)o‘_lfi(b—s)Bﬁy*(s)dst
JO
rb N 2
S+4)E| | (b—s)* 'B(b—s)f(s,yi+E&)d
HEHAE] | (=9 Bb—s)f(s,y} + Ea)ds o)
rb N 2
+(5+4)E O(b—s)"‘_lﬁ( —5)g(s, Y%+ E)AW(s)|

s+4ZHn —t)L(y* () + &t )

By Hoélder’s inequality, and Lemma 2.5, we have

E|[ty-|* = (5+5)L% [||XH2+L2||E,||2+sup qa(t)d(n’?)
te]

b2cx+1 oL 2 »

b (3.2)

+ <r(10ioc)>2L (b — $)2% 2,0 (s)ds

+Z|m —tLmIP,

where n’ =n+ (L+1)[/&].
Substituting (3.2) into (3.1) yields that

b2cx+1
W < (s 5+ SIS () IR+ L2l

!
2c+1
o () s atem®) + )
(3.3)

- B ploet2 ol N4 2061, o] N2 ,
—|—_(s—|—4)(8+5)1—é)]—%3 ok (F(l—i—oc)) +(5+4) «?2 (F(l—i—oc))}stlé}])p(t)(p(nz)

o R A a2 [P _
R [RER FAT L <F(1—i—oc)> +(s+4)(r(1+“))HO(b—s)2 2p,0s(s)ds.

+ 14+ Gr4GE+5IAL

Dividing both sides by n?, we obtain from (3.3) that

b2cx+ L 2
1< (5+4)6+5) L (r("‘ ) [IR12 + 122

1+a
- b20c+1 L 2 72 S I—i
+ G4+ B+ (r(“ ))Hsupq(t)cb(nnz)—l—;l_z (T‘l‘z ]

14+«

- b4<x+2 oL 4
_ _ 212 _
L 4
+_(S+4)(S+5)L® B o4 (F(l—i—oc)) +(s+4) o2 (F(1+oc

M _ [PEC -1 A ol \2 b o
+ |+ 4G+ <F(1—|—oc)) +(s+4)(r(1+“)) }n J (b — $)2% 2,0, (s)ds.
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Taking the limit as n — oo, this contradicts with our assumptions. Thus, there exists ng > 1, such that
Gl(BTL()) g BTL(]

Step 2. we show that the operator Gy : By,, — By, is continuous. Let ym(t) > _1 € Bn,y, and ym —
y € By,. By Holder’s inequality, we have

E|[(G1y ™ (t) — (Gry) ()|
< S+HDEAG Y™ +T) = Aty + &)
t
+ (5—1—4)J

0
t

2 t
(t—5)* Bl —s)[ asE L 1By im () — By (s)]Adis

+(s+4)J

2 t ~ ~
(6= 5)* Bt~ ) ASE | (s, yl™ +E) tls,y, + £
0 0

+EHAE JH 5Bt~ s){gls,y™ +E) — g5,y + £))|[ ds

+(§+4);Hﬂ(t_ti)(li(y(m)(t:)+/E\'(ti_))_Ii(y( D FEEDI? (3.4)

< B+HEAL Y™ +E) = Aty + &)

. WE L 1£(s,yi™) + E4) — (s, ys + ) |2ds
¢

+(s+4)IEJ

0

(t—s)“*mt—s)(g(s,yﬁm+Es)—g(s,ys+Zs,r(s)))szs
s+4LZZH O EE) Lyt +E D)

For the control function, by (H5), one can derive that

E|[T, m — Ty |2 < (5+3)LBEJAD, yy™ + &p) —A(b, yp + &)

+3)L3, b"‘LZ ~ R
(S(r‘(l)_l_o()) J ”f Iys +Es)—f(5,ys+£s)||2ds

b - ~ 2
+(s+3)L2@]EJ H(b—s)“—lﬁ(b—s)(g(s,ygm)+as)—g(s,ys+£s))H ds
+(s+3)1°14 ZH + &)~ Lly(ty) + &)

Substituting this into (3.4), by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and (H1)-(H4), we see that
E||Giy™ —Gry|? = 0asy™ —y.

Step 3. The operator G; is equicontinuous on J;,1=1,2,---,5. Forany t;,t; € J;, and t; < t2, y € By,
E[(G1y)(t2) — (Gry) (t1)]?
< 1E|A(t2, yy, +Et2) —At1,y, +Et1)HZ

N 11]EH El(tl _ gyl [B(tz —s)— Bt — s)} Bﬁy(S)dSHZ
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"tl 2
+11E [(tz—s)“*l—(t1—s)“*l]ﬁ(tz—s)sﬁy(s)dsu
JO
rto
+11E (tz—s)“*lfs(tZ—s)Bay(s)dsHZ
Jty
. o
FIE| | (01 =51 [Blt2 —5)— Bt — )] fls,ys + E)ds|
rtq —~ 2
H1E| | [t =)~ (=)' Blta — (s, ys + E)ds|
to R
+11E (tz—s)"‘_lﬁ(tz—s)f(s,ys+Es)dsH2
Jtq
rt1 ~
+11E Jo (t1—S)“il[ﬁ(tZ_S)_B(tl_s)}g(srys+£s)dW(S)H2
rty ~ 2
FIIE] | [t =517 = (= )% | Blt2 — $)gls, ys + E5)AW(s)|
rto N
FIE| [ (12— 51 1Bt~ 9)g(s,ys + E)AW(s) |
151
S . 2
+ 11| Y (n(tz — t) = nlt — t)L(y() + 2|
i=1

By Holder’s inequality, we derive that

E[|(G1y)(t2) — (Gry) (1)
< 221E||7\(t2/9t2 + atz) - )\(tllytz + Etz)Hz
+22F|[A(ty, Yo, + &1,) — Alty, i, + &1,)|

rty 2 b
£ (tg — )% 1 [ﬁ(tz—s)—ﬁ(tl—s)” ds]EJO B, (s)|Ads
dr‘t1 2 b
1| [t =0t =0 Bt — )| A | By (s) P
dr‘qtz 2 t2 O
+11 (tz—s)“*lfs(tz—s)] dsIEJ B, (s)|Ads
Jtq t
rtq 2 b .
+11 . (’cl—s)"‘*1 [B(tz—s)—ﬁ(tl—s)” ds]EJ'0 ||f(s,y5+ﬁs)||2ds
dr*tl 2 b .
+11 [(tz—s)“*l—(t1—s)°‘*1}[3(t2—s)’ dsIEJ ||f(s,ys+&s)H2ds
JO 0
rto 2 ts N
+11 (tz—s)“*lﬁ(tQ—s)’ ds]EJ ||f(s,ys+ﬁs)\|2ds
dtl tl
rty ~ 2
FIE] (6= 9% Bt )~ Bltr — ) gls,ys + ) ds
b o
F1E | ||t — )7 = (t1 =)%Y Blt2 — 5)g(s,ys + &)|| ds
JO
rto N 2
+1E | |[(t2—s)* 'B(ta—s)g(s,ys + &)|| ds
Jty
s 2 . 2
+115 ) [nts —t) —n(t — )| B[ Lyt + 20|
i=1
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The right hand of the inequality above tends to 0 as t; — t; by using Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem and (H1)-(H4) when ||y|| < no. If t; — t;, then the right hand of the inequality above also tends
to 0. Therefore, the operator G is equicontinuous on J;.

Step 4. The conditions of Monch hold. Assume that for any countable set M C B,,, M C conv({0} U
G1(M)), we show that the set M is relatively compact. In fact, we only need to show that the Kuratowski
measure of noncompactness of the set M is 0, that is, u(M) = 0.

Suppose that M = {y(m)}iﬁzl, G1(M) is equicontinuous on Ji(i = 1,2,---,5) because G(By,) is
equicontinuous on Ji(i=1,2,---,5).

By (H5), we have

u ({Ty ) (D17 =1)

N b
= u({e [F—nib)e0) =Ab, ™ +E) = | (b= 1Bb— )5, y{™ +Eolas

b
—JO (b— )= 1B(b —s)g(s, yi™ + Es)dW/(s)

- in(b —t) Ly ™) +E(t;))} (t)}:=1)
im1

0 ) (3.5)

m=1

< Ko(®Kx(tu({y™}

+ K@(t)“({ Jb( —5) 1B (b —s)f(s,ys™ +25)ds}::1)

0

+K@(t)u({ E(b—s)“lﬁ(b—S) (s,ys™ + E)dW (s )}:=1)

m=1

+ i Ke®Lu({Lly™ ) +Ee 0} ).
i=1

By Lemma 2.5, Lemma 2.8 and (H1) (3), we obtain that
b

w({] s B —srts,um + Eash )
rb

ox—1 (m) | 7 oo
<2| -9 B —su({rs v +E0 ) )ds
b 00
<2| (b=s)*Bb—s)Ke(s) sup w({y™(s+0)+Es+0)}  )ds
Jo I m=1 (3.6)
b ’
o _ (m) ()L
e X (UL R
rb 0
a1 _ (m)
<2 (o—5)*B( sJKf(sJozgzsu({y (51}, )ds

< r(zlLTH f||L1H({9(m)}::1)'

For any y',y" € By, we have
b ! - " -~ 2
B[ | (05" 18(b—slgls, v} + )~ s,y + ENdWIs

b
<1Ejo(b $)2%2B2(b — )| g(s, ys + £s) — g(s, Y. + Es)[Pds
0(2L2b20c—1

< IE , 4 - . , " ko 2‘
2a— 1)1+ a)? oouF, lg(s,ys +&s) — gls,ys + & )|
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By the properties of the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness of stochastic differential equations [6]
and (H2) (3), we have

b o~ o0
a({] =91 1B - 9195,y + Edawis)} )
0 m (3.7)
O g ({y ™))
Qa—Dr(1+a) 2" m=1/"
And by (H4) (2), we have
M) L EeN V) = OGOV . (m) >
r({nwm™en e} ) =w({ne™en) Y <xkan({y™) ). 68
Substituting (3.6), (3.7), (3.8) into (3.5), we have by Lemma 2.9 and Lemma 2.10 that
mu({uymfn—t) = max. fg? o ({uy om (D)5721)
2Lb* aLbx—1/2
< kel (Fag el + ey ol 9

-3t Ju(f ™))

Again by using the properties of the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness of stochastic differential
equations [6], we have

m({Gry ™ (1)) < u({Mt’yim) +€t)}:21>
or{{ o amm e )

({

* ({Jo(tfs)“‘lﬁ(tfs) (s,98™ + E)awis) )

+ u({ > nb—t)Ly™ () +E(t;))}w: )

i=1
By Lemma 2.9, Lemma 2.10 and (3.9), we obtain that

rt

(t=s)* 1Bt —s)f(s,yi™ +E)ds| )

EANS)

o
+u
v

r((Gry ™))% _1) = max sup p({Gry ™ (1)1_;)

SISS e

<Ialom({u™} )

b
+ | (=907 1B0 = s)Kapau (5 (511 )l

b o~
+ JO (b= 8)% 1B (b — s)Ks(s)u({f(s, yi™ + Eo))22_y)ds

+u({J';(b_s)°‘—1[3(b—s) (s, ys +£s)dW( )}::1)

o3 (™))

LKg[Ke[[1b* 2Lb*
<
< (1 rire ) (Firs |\Kf||L1+ZLK+||KA||U

«—1/2 -,
(zzL—bnr(l e IKoll) “<{9(m)}m21>'
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Thus,
(M) < p(conv({0tU G1(M))) = n(G1(M)) < lu(M).

By (H6), we see that u(M) = 0. So the operator G; has a fixed point y in By,,. Then x=y + & is the fixed
point of the operator F;. That is, the system (2.1) is controllable on J. ]

4. Example

As an application, we consider the following fractional impulsive neutral stochastic functional
differential equation

‘DE(x(t,z) —At, x(t—T,2))) = aix(t, z) +m(z)u(t, z) + f(t, x(t —T,2))
z dW(t)

+9(t/X(t_T/Z)) dt ’

AX|‘[:‘L;L = Il(x(t:))/ i= 1/ 2/ S,
xo = &(t) € D([—, 0], H).

te]:=[0,b], (4.1)

Let U=H =12%([0,7), A : H— H be defined by Ax = x’, whose domain
D(A) ={x € H: x is absolutely continuous, and x’ € H,x(0) = 0}.
A generates the semigroup T(t). For any x € H, T(t)x(s) = x(t+s), T(t) is not a compact semigroup on

H (see [20]). For any bounded set D C H, u(T(t)D) < u(D).
We consider the functions f,A: ] x D([—7,0;H) = Hand g: ] x D([—T1,0];H) — L1s(H) defined by

Alt, x(t—1)) = cos(x(t —T)),
o x(t—1)
ot x(t—)) = 7 s,

and the impulsive function I; : H — H and the control function B : H — H defined by

Ii(x) = cos(x),
(Bu)(z) = m(z)u(t,z), ze€[0,n.

By these above functions, the assumptions (H1)-(H5) are satisfied. Moreover, we choose the appropriate
parameters to make (H6) hold. Therefore, all the conditions in Theorem 3.1 have been satisfied. Thus, the
system (4.1) is controllable on J.
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