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1. Introduction

The theory of impulsive dynamical systems was initiated by V.D.
Mil’man and A. Mishkis in 1960 [19]. Afterwards, it has become an im-
portant field of investigation in several areas. They can be found in ap-
plications ranging from neural networks, ecology, chemistery, biotech-
nology, radiophysics, theoretical physics, mathematical economy and
engineering. The interest of this article is the non-instantaneous im-
pulsive semi-linear system involving memory and state-delay, which
is motivated by applications, such as species population, nanoscale
electronic circuits consisting of single-electron tunneling junctions, and
mechanical systems with impacts [13, 23, 24]. In general, impulses
represent sudden deviations of the states at specific times, by either
instantaneous jumps or continuous intervals.

In real life problems, the impulse starts abruptly at a certain moment
of time and remains active on a finite time interval. However, the time
of the action is little. Such an impulse is known as non-instantaneous
impulse. This notion appears for the first time in 2012. After that,
it has become an area of interest for many researchers. For more, we
refer to our readers [1, 11, 3, 14, 12].

The phenomenon of impulses implies instantaneous and discontinu-
ous changes at different instants of time, which influence the solutions
and can lead to the instability (respectively uncontrollability) of the
differential equation or conversely to its stability (respectively control-
lability), which explains the evolution of this theory has been rather
slow due to the complexity of handling such equations (see [17], [18] ).
Afterwards, many scientists contributed in the enrichment of this the-
ory, they launched different studies on this subject and large number
of results were established .

Controllability is a mathematical problem, which consists of finding
a controls steering the system from an arbitrary initial state to a final
state in a finite interval of time, the controllability of instantaneous
impulsive systems have been extensively studied in the literature, see
[20, 21, 9, 4, 16, 6]. To the best of authors’s knowledge, there is no paper
which deals with semilinear heat equation with memory and delay in
the presence of non instantaneous impulsive. Motivated by the above
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facts, we study the approximate controllability for the following system

∂ω

∂t
+Aω = 1θu(t, x) +

∫ t

0

M(t, s) in

N⋃
i=0

(si, ti+1]× [0, π],

g(ω(s− r, x)) ds+ f(t, ω(t− r, x), u(t, x)),

ω(t, 0) = ω(t, π) = 0, on (0, T ),

ω(s, x) = h(s, x), in [−r, 0]× [0, π],

ω(t, x) = Gi(t, ω(t, x), u(t, x)), in

N⋃
i=0

(ti, si]× [0, π],

(1.1)

where 0 = s0 = t0 < t1 ≤ s1 < ... < tN ≤ sN < tN+1 = T are fixed real
numbers, h : [−r, 0] × [0, π] −→ R is a piecewise continuous function
in s, f : [0, T ] × R × R −→ R represents the non-linear perturbation
of the differential equation in the system and the non-instantaneous
impulses are represented by Gi : (ti, si] × R × R −→ R. A : D(A) ⊂
X −→ X is the operator Aψ = −ψxx with domain D(A) := {ψ ∈ X :
ψ, ψx absolutely continuous, ψxx ∈ X , ψ(0) = ψ(π) = 0}, such that
X = L2[0, π] and (D(A))1/2 = X 1/2, θ is an open nonempty subset of
[0, π], 1θ denotes the characteristic function of the set θ.

In general, the effect of such pulses in the behaviour of solutions is
presented as follows

Example of the effect of non-instantaneous pulses (NII).

where the green part of the figure represents the impulsive behavior, it
starts at instant sk and remains active until the instant tk.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we briefly present
the problem formulation and related definition. In section 3 and 4, we
discuss the approximation controlability for the linear and the semilin-
ear system. The last section is devoted to some related open problems
and application.
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2. Abstract Formulation of the Problem

In this section, we recall some results that will be useful in the sequel.
It is well known that −A : D(A) ⊂ X −→ X , is the generator of a
strongly continuous analytic semigroup (S(t))t≥0 on X . Moreover, the
operator A and the semigroup (S(t))t≥0 can be represented as follows.

Ax =
∞∑
n=1

λn〈x, φn〉φn, x ∈ X ,

where λn = n2, φn(ξ) = sin(nξ) and 〈·, ·〉 is the inner product in X .
Also, the strongly continuous semigroup (S(t))t≥0 generated by A is
compact and presented by

S(t)x =
∞∑
n=1

e−n
2t〈x, φn〉φn, x ∈ X .

Then, we have the following estimation.

‖ S(t) ‖≤ e−t, t ≥ 0.

On the other hand, we rewrite system (1.1) as an abstract differential
equations with memory as follows.

∂ω

∂t
+ Aω = Bθu+

∫ t

0

M(t, s) in
N⋃
i=0

(si, ti+1] ,

g1(ωs(−r))ds + f 1(t, ωt(−r), u(t)),

ω(s) = h(s), in [−r, 0],

ω(t, x) = G1
i (t, ω(t), u(t)), in

N⋃
i=0

(ti, si] ,

(2.1)

where u ∈ L2([0, T ];U), such that U = X , Bθ : U −→ X is a bounded
linear operator defined by Bθu = 1θu, ωt stands for the translated
function of ω defined by ωt(s) = ω(t + s), with s ∈ [−r, 0] and the
functions g1 : L2[0, π] −→ L2[0, π], G1

i : (ti, si] × X × U −→ L2[0, π]
and f 1 : [0, T ]× PW × U −→ L2[0, π], are defined by

g1(ωt(−r))(x) = g(ω(t− r, x)),

f 1(t, ωt(−r), u)(x) = f(t, ω(t− r), u(t, x)),

G1
i (t, ω(t), u(t))(x) = Gk(t, ω(t, x), u(t, x)) for i = 0, ..., N,

where PW is the space of piecewise continuous functions given by

PW =
{
h : [−r, 0] −→ X 1/2 : h is piecewise continuous

}
,
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endowed with the norm

‖h‖ = max{‖h(t)‖X : −r ≤ t ≤ 0}.
Next, we introduce the following function

f 2 : [0, T ]× PW × U −→ X ,
given by

f 2(t, ω, u) =

∫ t

0

M(t, s)g1(ωs(−r)) ds + f 1(t, ωt(−r), u(t)).

Then, from system (2.1), we obtain the following non-autonomous dif-
ferential equation with non-instantaneous impulses

∂ω

∂t
+ Aω = Bθu+ f 2(t, ω, u) in

N⋃
i=0

(si, ti+1] ,

ω(s) = h(s), in [−r, 0],

ω(t, x) = G1
i (t, ω(t), u(t)), in

N⋃
i=0

(ti, si] .

(2.2)

We consider the space PC(X ) of all functions ϕ : [−r, T ] −→ X such
that ϕ(·) is piecewise continuous on [−r, 0] and continuous on [0, T ]
except at points ti where the side limits ϕ(t−i ) and ϕ(t+i ) exist, and
ϕ(t−i ) = ϕ(ti) for all i = 1, 2, ..., N, endowed with the uniform norm
denoted by ‖ · ‖PC(X ).

Definition 2.1. A function ω(·) ∈ PC(X ) is called a mild solution for
the system (2.2) if it satisfies the following integral-algebraic equation

ω(t) =



h(t), t ∈ [−r, 0],

S(t)h(0) +

∫ t

0

S(t− s)
(
Bθu(s) + f 2(s, ω, u(s))

)
ds, t ∈ [0, t1],

G1
i (t, ω(t), u(t)), t ∈ (ti, si], i ∈ IN ,

S(t− si)G1
i (si, ω(si), u(si)) +

∫ t

si

S(t− s)Bθu(s) ds t ∈ (si, ti+1] , i ∈ IN ,

+

∫ t

si

S(t− s)f 2(s, ω, u(s)) ds.

(2.3)
where IN denote the set {1, · · · , N}.

The problem of the existence of a solution for semi-linear differen-
tial system under non-instantaneous impulses and delays has attracted
many researchers. For instant, In finite dimensional Banach space the
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existence and uniqueness of solutions for semi-linear differential system
under non-instantaneous impulses and delays are obtained by applying
Karakostas’ fixed point theorem, see [12], and for infinite dimension
space we invite interested readers to see [14, 22, 2, 10].

In this paper, we are interested in proving that the semilinear heat
equation with non instantaneous impulses, memory and delay (1.1) is
approximately controllable on [0, T ]. In this regard, we assume for
the rest of this paper that M ∈ L∞

(
[0, T ] × [0, π]

)
, and the nonlinear

functions f 2, g1 and G1
i are smooth enough so that, for all h ∈ PW

and u ∈ L2 ([0, T ];U) the problem (2.2) admit only one mild solution
on [−r, T ].

3. Approximate Controllability of the Linear Equation

In this section, we shall present some characterization of the approx-
imate controllability for a general linear system in Hilbert spaces, then
we prove for the better understanding of the readers the approximate
controllability of the linear heat equation in any interval [T − l, T ],
l > 0 using the representation of the semigroup (S(t))t≥0 generated by
A, and the fact that φn(ξ) = sinnξ are analytic functions. To this end,
we note that, for all ω0 ∈ X , 0 ≤ t0 ≤ T and u ∈ L2(0, T ;U) the initial
value problem 

∂ω

∂t
= −Aω + Bθu, ω ∈ X ,

ω(t0) = ω0,

(3.1)

admits only one mild solution given by

ω(t) = S (t− t0)ω0 +

∫ t

t0

S(t− s)Bθu(s) ds, t ∈ [t0, T ] .

Definition 3.1. For l ∈ [0, T ) we define the controllability map for the
system (3.1) as follows

GT l : L2(T − l, T ;U) −→ X

GT l(v) =

∫ T

T−l
S(T − s)Bθv(s) ds.

It’s adjoint operator

G∗T l : X −→ L2(T − l, T ;U)

G∗T l(x) = B∗θS
∗(T − t)x, t ∈ [T − l, T ].
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Therefore, the Grammian operator QT l : X −→ X is defined by

QT l = GT lG
∗
T l =

∫ T

T−l
S(T − t)BθB

∗
θS
∗(T − t) dt.

The following lemma holds in general for a linear bounded operator
G : W −→ Z between Hilbert spaces W and Z.

Lemma 3.1. (see [7, 8, 15]) The equation (3.1) is approximately con-
trollable on [T − l, T ] if, and only if, one of the following statements
holds:

a. Rang (GT l) = X ,
b. B∗θS

∗(T − t)x = 0, t ∈ [T − l, T ] −→ x = 0,

c. 〈QT lx, x〉 > 0, x 6= 0 in X ,
d. limα−→0+ α (αI +QT l)

−1 x = 0, ∀ x ∈ X .

Remark 3.1. The Lemma 3.1 implies that for all x ∈ X we have
GT luα = x− α (αI +QT l)

−1 x, where

uα = G∗T l (αI +QT l)
−1 x, α ∈ (0, 1].

So, limα−→0GT luα = x, and the error ET lx of this approximation is
given by

ET lx = α (αI +QT l)
−1 x, α ∈ (0, 1],

and the family of linear operators
ΓαT l : X −→ L2(T − l, T ;U), defined for 0 < α ≤ 1 by

ΓαT lx = G∗T l (αI +QT l)
−1 x,

satisfies the following limit

lim
α−→0

GT lΓαT l = I,

in the strong topology.

Lemma 3.2. The linear heat equation (3.1) is approximately control-
lable on [T − l, T ]. Moreover, a sequence of controls steering the system
(3.1) from an initial state y0 to an ε neighborhood of the final state ω1

at time T > 0, is given by
{
ulα
}
0<α≤1 ⊂ L2(T − l, T ;U), where

ulα = G∗T l (αI +QT l)
−1 (w1 − S(l)y0

)
, α ∈ (0, 1],

and the error of this approximation Eα is given by

Eα = α (αI +QT l)
−1 (w1 − S(l)y0),
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such that the solution y(t) = y
(
t, T − l, y0, ulα

)
of the initial value

problem {
y′ = −Ay +Bθu

l
α(t), y ∈ X , t > 0,

y(T − l) = y0,
(3.2)

satisfies

lim
α−→0+

ylα
(
T, T − l, y0, ulα

)
= ω1,

that is

lim
α−→0+

ylα(T ) = lim
α−→0+

{
S(l)y0 +

∫ T

T−l
S(T − s)Bθu

l
α(s)ds

}
= ω1.

Proof. We shall apply condition (b) from the foregoing Lemma. In fact,
It is clear that S∗(t) = S(t), B∗θ = Bθ. We suppose that B∗θS

∗(τ−t)ξ =
0, t ∈ [T − l, T ], which means,

∞∑
n=1

e−n
2(T−t) < ξ, φn > Bθφn = 0, t ∈ [T − l, T ],

then,
∞∑
n=1

e−n
2(T−t) < ξ, φn > 1θφn = 0, t ∈ [T − l, T ].

hence,

∞∑
n=1

e−n
2(T−t) < ξ, φn > φn(x) = 0, t ∈ [T − l, T ], x ∈ θ.

then,
∞∑
n=1

e−n
2t < ξ, φn > φn(x) = 0, t ∈ [0, l], x ∈ θ.

From Lemma 3.14 from [7], we get that

< ξ, φn > φn(x) = 0, x ∈ θ.

Now, since φn(x) = sin(nx) are analytic functions , we get that <
ξ, φn > φn(x) = 0, ∀x ∈ [0, π], n = 1, 2, . . . ;. This implies that

< ξ, φn >= 0, n = 1, 2, . . . .

Since {φn} is a complete orthonormal set on X , we conclude that ξ =
0. This completes the proof of the approximate controllability of the
linear system (3.1). The remaind of the prove follows from the above
characterization of dense range operators. �
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4. Approximate Controllability of the Semilinear System

In this section, we shall prove the main result of this paper, the
interior approximate controllability of the non instantaneous impulsive
semi-linear heat equation with memory and delay (1.1).

For all h ∈ PW and u ∈ L2([0, T ];U), the initial value problem (2.2)
admit only one mild solution given by (2.3), and its evaluation in T
leads us to the following expression

ω(T ) = S(T − sN)G1
N(sN , ω(sN), u(sN)) +

∫ T

sN

S(T − s)
(

Bθu(s) + f 2(s, ω, u(s))

)
ds

= S(T − sN)G1
N(sN , ω(sN), u(sN)) +

∫ T

sN

S(T − s)Bθu(s)ds

+

∫ T

sN

S(T − s)
(∫ s

0

M(s,m)g1(ωm(−r))dm+ f 1(s, ωs(−r), u(s))

)
ds.

Now, we are ready to present and prove the main result of this paper.

Theorem 4.1. Assume the existence of a function ρ ∈ C (R+,R+)
which for all (t,Φ, u) ∈ [0, T ] × PW(−r, 0;X ) × L2([0, T ];U), the fol-
lowing inequality holds∥∥f 1(t,Φ, u)

∥∥
X ≤ ρ(‖Φ‖X ). (4.1)

Then, the non instantaneous impulsive semilinear heat eqution (1.1)
with memory and delay is approximately controllable on [0, T ].

Proof. Given ε > 0, h ∈ PW and a final state w1 ∈ X , we want to find
a control ulα ∈ L2(0, T ;U) such that∥∥ωα,l(T )− ω1

∥∥
X < ε.

We start by considering u ∈ L2(0, T ;U) and its corresponding mild
solution ω(t) = ω(t, 0, h, u), of the initial value problem (2.2). For
0 < α < 1 and 0 < l < min{T − sN , r} small enough. We define the
control sequence ulα ∈ L2(0, T ;U) as follows

ulα(t) =

{
u(t), if 0 ≤ t ≤ T − l,
uα(t), if T − l < t ≤ T,

(4.2)

where

uα(t) = B∗θS
∗(T−t) (αI +QT l)

−1 (ω1 − S(l)ω(T − l)
)
, T−l < t ≤ T.

(4.3)
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The corresponding solution ωα,l = ω(t, sN , G
1
N , u

l
α) of the initial value

problem (2.2) at time T can be written as follows.

ωα,l(T ) = S(T − sN)G1
N(sN , ω

α,l(sN), ulα(sN)) +

∫ T

sN

S(T − s)
[
Bθu

l
α(s)

+

∫ s

0

M(s,m)g1(ωα,lm (−r))dm+ f 1(s, ωα,ls (−r), ulα(s))

]
ds

= S(l)

{
S(T − sN − l) G1

N(sN , ω
α,l(sN), ulα(sN)) +

∫ T−l

sN

S(T − s− l)

+

[
Bθu

l
α(s)

∫ s

0

M(s,m)g1(ωα,lm (−r))dm + f 1(s, ωα,ls (−r), ulα(s))

]
ds

}
+

∫ T

T−l
S(T − s)

[
Bθuα(s) +

∫ s

0

M(s,m)g1(ωα,lm (−r))dm

+ f 1(s, ωα,ls (−r), uα(s))

]
ds,

then

ωα,l(T ) = S(l)ω(T − l) +

∫ T

T−l
S(T − s)

[
Bωuα +

∫ s

0

M(s,m)g1(ωα,lm (−r))dm

+ f 1(s, ωα,ls (−r), uα(s))

]
ds.

On the other hand, the corresponding solution ylα(t) = y (t, T − l, ω(T − l), uα)
of the linear value problem (3.2) at time T is given by

ylα(T ) = S(l)ω(T − l) +

∫ T

T−l
S(T − s)Bωuα(s)ds. (4.4)

Therefore,

ωα,l(T )−ylα(T ) =

∫ T

T−l
S(T−s)

[ ∫ s

0

M(s,m)g1(ωα,lm (−r))dm+f 1(s, ωα,ls (−r), uα(s))

]
ds,

by the hypothesis (4.1), we obtain∥∥ωα,l(T )− ylα(T )
∥∥ ≤∫ T

T−l
‖S(T − s)‖

∫ s

0

∥∥M(s,m)g1
(
ωα,lm (−r)

)∥∥ dm ds

+

∫ T

T−l
‖S(T − s)‖ρ

(∥∥ωα,ls (−r)
∥∥) ds,

since 0 ≤ m ≤ s, 0 < l < r, and T − l ≤ s ≤ T, then m− r ≤ s− r ≤
T − r < T − l, then

ωα,l(m− r) = ω(m− r) and ωα,ls (−r) = ω(s− r), (4.5)
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therefore, for a sufficiently small l we obtain

∥∥ωα,l(T )− ylα(T )
∥∥ ≤∫ T

T−l
‖S(T − s)‖

∫ s

0

∥∥M(s,m)g1 (ωm(−r))
∥∥ dm ds

+

∫ T

T−l
‖S(T − s)‖ρ (‖ω(s− r)‖) ds

≤ ε

2
.

Hence, by lemma 3.2 we can choose α > 0 such that

∥∥ωα,l(T )− ω1
∥∥ ≤ ∥∥ωα,l(T )− ylα(T )

∥∥+
∥∥ylα(T )− ω1

∥∥
<
ε

2
+
ε

2
= ε.

�

Remark 4.1. In particular of function ρ from condition (4.1), is ρ(ξ) =
e(ξ)β + η, with β ≥ 1.

4.1. Open Problem. Our first open problem is the semilinear Non-
autonomous differential equations with non instantaneous impulses,
memory and delay


ω

′
(t) = A(t)ω(t) +B(t)u(t) +

∫ t

0

M(t, s)g(ωs)ds+ f(t, ωt, u(t)) ds, in
N⋃
i=0

(si, ti+1] ,

ω(s, x) = h(s, x), in [−r, 0],

ω(t) = Gi(t, ω(t), u(t)), in
N⋃
i=0

(ti, si],

where A(t), B(t) are continuous matrices of dimension n × n and
n×m respectively, the control function u belongs to C(0, T ;Rm), h ∈
PW(−r, 0;Rn), f : [0, T ]×PW(0, T ;Rn)×Rm −→ Rn, g : Rn −→ Rn,
M ∈ C(0, T ;Rn) Gi : (ti, si]× Rn × Rm −→ Rn.

4.2. Open Problem. Second open problem is about Controllability
of non instantaneous semilinear beam equation with memory and delay
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in a bounded domain Ω ⊆ RN ,

z
′′ − 2γ∆z

′
+ ∆2z = u(t, x) + f

(
t, z(t− r), z′

(t− r), u
)

in
N⋃
i=0

(si, ti+1] ,

+

∫ t

0

g(t− s)h(z(s− r, x))ds,

z(t, x) = ∆z(t, x) = 0, on ∂Ω,
z(s, x) = ϕ1(s, x), in [−r, 0],
z
′
(s, x) = ϕ2(s, x),

z
′
= ψi(t, z(t), z

′
(t), u(t)), in

N⋃
i=0

(ti, si] ,

the damping coefficient γ > 1, and the real-valued functions z = z(t, x)
in [0, T ] × Ω represents the beam deflection, u in [0, T ] × Ω is the
distributed control, g acts as convolution kernel with respect to the
time variable.

4.3. Open Problem. Another example where this technique may be
applied is the strongly damped wave equation with Dirichlet boundary
conditions with non instantaneous impulses, memory and delay in

y
′′

+ β(−∆)1/2y
′
+ γ(−∆)y = 1θu+

∫ t

0

h(s, y(s− r), u(s))ds, in
N⋃
i=0

(si, ti+1] ,

y = 0, on ∂Ω,
y(s) = φ1(s), in [−r, 0],
y

′
(s) = φ2(s), in [−r, 0],

y
′
(t) = gi(t, y(t), y

′
(t), u(t)), in

N⋃
i=0

(ti, si].

In the space Z1/2 = D((−∆)1/2)×L2(Ω), where Ω is a bounded domain
in RN , θ is an open nonempty subset of Ω, 1θ denotes the characteristic
function of the set θ, the distributed control u ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). φ1, φ2

are piecewise continuous functions.
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