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Abstract: In this paper, the quasi-projective synchronization of distributed-order recurrent neural
networks is investigated. Firstly, based on the definition of the distributed-order derivative and metric
space theory, two distributed-order differential inequalities are obtained. Then, by employing the
Lyapunov method, Laplace transform, Laplace final value theorem, and some inequality techniques,
the quasi-projective synchronization sufficient conditions for distributed-order recurrent neural
networks are established in cases of feedback control and hybrid control schemes, respectively.
Finally, two numerical examples are given to verify the effectiveness of the theoretical results.

Keywords: distributed-order derivative; neural network; quasi-projective synchronization; Laplace
final value theorem

1. Introduction

Fractional calculus has more merits than classical integer-order calculus in the descrip-
tion of memory and hereditary properties for a variety of materials and processes, and
has therefore been of great interest to scholars [1,2]. Many researchers have realized that
fractional calculus could be fit for theoretical research and practical application of science
and engineering, such as fractal geometry, signal processing, pattern recognition, dynamics
of complex dielectric, viscoelastic materials, and automatic control systems [3–8]. As a gen-
eral rule of fractional calculus, the distributed-order derivative was proposed by Caputo [9].
It is worth noting that a distributed-order derivative is more accurate in describing and
explaining some physical phenomena, such as networked structures, the complexity of
nonlinear systems, non-homogeneous, multi-scale, and multi-spectral phenomena [10–13].
Therefore, an increasing number of scholars have set out to study distributed-order deriva-
tives. In [14], the authors studied some properties of the viscoelastic rod with a fractional
distributed-order derivative and exhibited its potential applications. Moreover, differential
equations need to be solved in some cases. In [15,16], the authors presented a numerical
method for solving differential equations of distributed-order.

In the past decades, with the development of modern technology, neural networks
have been widely applied in various fields, such as signal processing, image recognition,
control theory, associative memory, and optimization [17–22]. Nowadays, fractional calcu-
lus has been introduced into neural network modelling because it improves the ability of
neurons to process information [23]. Fractional order recurrent neural networks, by using
sequential information, can enable it to reveal time correlations between nodes that are far
away from each other in the data. Thus, the characteristics of memory are endowed to the
neural networks. Therefore, it is of great significance to study the dynamic behavior of
fractional order recurrent neural networks. In [24], the authors investigated the multistabil-
ity of fractional-order recurrent neural networks with nonmonotonic activation functions.
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In [25], through the Lyapunov method, some conditions for the global Mittag–Leffler sta-
bility and synchronization were presented. In [26], several Hopf bifurcation conditions for
fractional order recurrent neural networks were presented. The authors pointed out that
a fractional-order equation can simulate the activity of neuron oscillation and proposed
stability theory of incommensurate fractional-order models. In [27], the authors proposed
a fractional-order recurrent neural network sliding mode control scheme for a class of
dynamic systems. The proposed RNNFSMC scheme is used for a dynamic model of an
active power filter to realize the current harmonic compensation control.

Moreover, synchronization, which has been given full attention by scholars, has a
number of potential applications in practice, including cryptography, secure communi-
cation, optimization of nonlinear systems performance, etc. [28–35]. Since the two state
variables of projection synchronization can synchronize to a scaling factor, this feature has a
great application prospect in improving transmission speed by extending binary to M base
system in secure communication. In [36], the authors proposed a necessary and sufficient
condition for projective synchronization of the chaotic systems in arbitrary dimensions and
provided an algorithm to obtain all the solutions of the projective synchronization problem.
In [37,38], the authors respectively studied the problem of projective synchronization for
fractional order chaotic systems and fractional order delayed neural networks. Authors ex-
tend the conclusion of quasi-projection synchronization over real number fields to complex
number fields, and give the error bound of quasi-projection synchronization for fractional
order recurrent neural networks in [39].

To the best of our knowledge, there are few results on the synchronization of distributed-
order recurrent neural networks. Therefore, motivated by the above discussions, in this
paper, we investigate the quasi-projective synchronization of distributed-order recurrent
neural networks. First, we extend some lemmas that are true at fractional order systems to
distributed-order systems. Then, by applying the feedback control, the quasi-projective
synchronization of distributed-order recurrent neural networks are obtained. Finally,
the quasi-projective synchronization of distributed-order recurrent neural networks are
investigated in the case of a hybrid control scheme.

The main contribution of this paper can be summarized in brief as follows. (1) The quasi-
projective synchronization of distributed-order recurrent neural networks is investigated for
the first time. (2) Based on the definition of distributed-order derivative and metric space
theory, two distributed-order differential inequalities are obtained. (3) Several sufficient
criteria for quasi-projective synchronization of distributed-order recurrent neural networks
are established. (4) The error bound of the model is obtained.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, the distributed-order
recurrent neural networks model and relevant definitions are presented. And we deduced
some necessary lemmas and some results that conduce to establish sufficient conditions
for the quasi-projective synchronization of distributed-order recurrent neural networks.
Then, in Section 3, several sufficient conditions are proposed to ensure the quasi-projective
synchronization of such neural network models. Two numerical examples in Section 4 are
given to illustrate the effectiveness of the theoretical results. Finally, the paper concludes in
Section 5.

Notations: In this paper, Dω(α) denotes ω(α)-order distributed-order fractional deriva-
tive operator. R, Rn, and Z+ respectively indicate the set of real numbers, the n-dimensional
Euclidean space, and the set of positive integer.

2. Model Description and Preliminaries

In this paper, we consider the following distributed-order recurrent neural networks

Dω(α)xi(t) = −pixi(t) +
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijk f j(xj(t)) + qi, i = 1, 2, · · · , n, (1)
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where ω(α) > 0, α ∈ (0, 1); i, k ∈ Z+ = {1, 2, · · · , n}, j ∈ Z+ = {1, 2, · · · , m}; xi(t) denotes
the state vector; f j(xj(t)): Rn → Rn is the activation functions of the ith neuron; pi > 0
denotes the decay rate; dijk represents the interconnection weight of the ith neuron and jth
neuron; qi is the constant control input vector.

In order to investigate the synchronization, the response system is depicted as

Dω(α)yi(t) = −piyi(t) +
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijk f j(yj(t)) + qi + ui(t), i = 1, 2, · · · , n, (2)

where yi(t) denotes the state vector of response system; the rest notations are same as in
drive system (1). Through feedback control, the controller ui(t) can be described as

ui(t) = −gi(yi(t)− βixi(t)). (3)

Let ei(t) = yi(t)− βixi(t), then the error system between the drive system (1) and the
response system (2) can be written as

Dω(α)ei(t) = −(pi + gi)ei(t)+
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijk f j(yj(t))−
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijkβi f j(xj(t))+ (1− βi)qi. (4)

Hypothesis 1 (H1). The function f j(x) is Lipschitz continuous, i.e., for any x, y ∈ R, there exists
positive constant Fj such that∣∣ f j(x)− f j(y)

∣∣ ≤ Fj|x− y|, j = 1, 2, · · · , n. (5)

Hypothesis 2 (H2). For any j ∈ Z+, there exist positive numbers Hj such that

| f j| ≤ Hj. (6)

Definition 1 ([40]). The Caputo fractional derivative of order α ∈ R+ is defined as

Dαx(t) =
1

Γ(m− α)

∫ t

0
(t− τ)m−α−1x(m)(τ)dτ, (7)

where m− 1 < α < m, m ∈ Z+.

Definition 2 ([41]). The distributed-order derivative in the Caputo sense with respect to ω(α) > 0
is defined as

Dω(α)x(t) =
∫ m

m−1
ω(α)Dαx(t)dα, (8)

where m − 1 < α < m, m ∈ Z+. In particular, when α ∈ (0, 1), it holds that Dω(α)x(t) =∫ 1
0 ω(α)Dαx(t)dα.

Definition 3 ([42]). The Laplace transform of distributed-order derivative of a function is

Lt→s{Dω(α)x(t)} = (Lt→s{x(t)} − x(0)/s)
∫ 1

0
ω(α)sαdα, (9)

where Lt→s{·} represents the Laplace transform operator.

Definition 4 ([39]). Systems (1) and (2) can be said to be quasi-projectively synchronized, if there
exists a small error bound ε > 0 such that

lim
t→∞
|yi(t)− βixi(t)| ≤ ε, (10)

where βi ∈ R is the projective coefficient and βi 6= 0.
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Lemma 1. Suppose function h(t) ∈ R is continuous and differentiable on t ∈ [t0, ∞), it has

Dω(α)h(t)2 ≤ 2h(t)Dω(α)h(t), (11)

where ω(α) > 0, α ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. From Definitions 1 and 2, we have

Dω(α)h(t)2 =
∫ t

t0

ω(α)
1

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

t0

2(h(τ)h
′
(τ)

(t− τ)α
dτdα

=
∫ t

t0

ω(α)
2

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

t0

(h(τ)− h(t) + h(t))h
′
(τ)

(t− τ)α
dτdα

=
∫ t

t0

ω(α)

[
2

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

t0

(h(τ)− h(t))h
′
(τ)

(t− τ)α
dτ + 2h(t)Dαh(t)

]
dα

=
∫ t

t0

ω(α)

[
2

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

t0

φ(τ)φ
′
(τ)

(t− τ)α
dτ + 2h(t)Dαh(t)

]
dα,

(12)

where

∫ t

t0

φ(τ)φ
′
(τ)

(t− τ)α
dτ =

φ2(τ)

(t− τ)α

∣∣∣∣t
t0

−
∫ t

t0

φ(τ)d
φ(τ)

(t− τ)α

= lim
τ→t

φ2(τ)

(t− τ)α
− φ2(t0)

(t− t0)α
−
∫ t

t0

φ(τ)φ
′
(τ)

(t− τ)α
dτ − α

∫ t

t0

φ2(τ)

(t− τ)α+1 dτ.

(13)

By transposing, it can obtain

2
∫ t

t0

φ(τ)φ
′
(τ)

(t− τ)α
dτ = lim

τ→t

φ2(τ)

(t− τ)α
− φ2(t0)

(t− t0)α
− α

∫ t

t0

φ2(τ)

(t− τ)α+1 dτ, (14)

then, we have

∫ t

t0

φ(τ)φ
′
(τ)

(t− τ)α
dτ =

1
2

[
lim
τ→t

φ2(τ)

(t− τ)α
− φ2(t0)

(t− t0)α
− α

∫ t

t0

φ2(τ)

(t− τ)α+1 dτ

]
=

1
2

[
lim
τ→t

2φ(τ)φ
′
(τ)(t− τ)1−α

α
− φ2(t0)

(t− t0)α
− α

∫ t

t0

φ2(τ)

(t− τ)α+1 dτ

]
≤0.

(15)

Submitting (15) into (12), we have

Dω(α)h(t)2 ≤ 2h(t)Dω(α)h(t). (16)

For more details of the proof process, one can refer to the proof of Theorem 2 in [43].

Lemma 2. If x(t) ∈ C1([0,+∞], R) is a continuously differentiable function, for any ω(α) > 0
and α ∈ (0, 1), the following inequality holds almost everywhere

Dω(α)|x(t)| ≤ sgn(x(t))Dω(α)x(t). (17)

Proof. It is easy to obtain that |x(t)| is differentiable except several points,which belong to
the set Ω = {t |x(t) = 0, x′(t) 6= 0}. In addition, according to measure theory, we assert
that Ω is a countable set and its measure is 0.

Afterwards, we prove that inequation (17) holds except at the set Ω. Without loss of
generality, the trajectory of |x(t)| can be depicted as Figure 1. The solid line indicating
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|x(t)| is divided into two parts by S3 ∈ Ω. Suppose that there exists only one extreme point
as point S2 and every part is divided into two pieces like R1, R2 in part A. The dash line
is the trajectory of −|x(t)| which may be the one of x(t) in any part. (xs, ys)denotes the
coordinate of point S in Figure 1. When t /∈ Ω, we have

Dω(α)|x(t)| =
∫ 1

0
ω(α)

1
Γ(1− α)

∫ t

0

|x(t)|′
(t− τ)α

dτdα

=
∫ 1

0
ω(α)

1
Γ(1− α)

(∫ xS3

0
+
∫ t

xS3

|x(τ)|′
(t− τ)α

dτ

)
dα,

(18)

and

sgn(x(t))Dω(α)x(t) = sgn(x(t))
∫ 1

0
ω(α)

1
Γ(1− α)

(∫ xS3

0
+
∫ t

xS3

x(τ)′

(t− τ)α
dτ

)
dα. (19)

In Part A, if sgn(x(t))x(τ) = |x(τ)|, then
∫ xS3

0
|x(t)|′
(t−τ)α dτ =

∫ xS3
0

sgn(x(t))x(τ)′

(t−τ)α dτ; lif sgn(x(t))
x(τ) = −|x(τ)|, according to the properties of integrals and derivatives, we have∫ xS3

0

|x(t)|′
(t− τ)α

dτ =
∫ xS2

0

|x(t)|′
(t− τ)α

dτ +
∫ xS3

xS2

|x(t)|′
(t− τ)α

dτ

<
1

(t− xS2)
α

∫ xS2

0
|x(t)|′dτ +

1
(t− xS2)

α

∫ xS3

xS2

|x(t)|′dτ

=
−yS1

(t− xS2)
α
≤ 0.

(20)

Due to sgn(x(t))x(τ) = −|x(τ)|, then we have∫ xS3

0

|x(t)|′
(t− τ)α

dτ <
∫ xS3

0

sgn(x(t))x(τ)′

(t− τ)α
dτ. (21)

In Part B, whether x(t) > 0 or x(t) < 0, sgn(x(t))x(τ) = |x(τ)| holds, thus∫ t

xS5

|x(t)|′
(t− τ)α

dτ =
∫ t

xS5

sgn(x(t))x(τ)′

(t− τ)α
dτ. (22)

To sum up, inequation (17) holds almost everywhere. For the case where multiple extreme
points exist, in [44] the authors prove that the inequation (17) is still valid.

Remark 1. It is noted that a distributed-order derivative is a generalization of a fractional derivative.
In Lemmas 1 and 2, if the order of the distributed-order derivative changes from ω(α) to α, the
above two distributed-order inequalities become fractional inequalities, and their conclusions are
proved in references [43,44].

Lemma 3 ([45]). Let λ1 > 0, λ2 > 0, λ3 > 1, λ4 > 1 and 1
λ3

+ 1
λ4

= 1. Then, for any $ > 0, it
holds that

λ1λ2 ≤
1

λ3
(λ1$)λ3 +

1
λ4

(
λ2

1
$

)λ4

. (23)
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Figure 1. The |x(t)|’s trajectory.

3. Main Results

Theorem 1. Under assumptions (H1) and (H2), if the following inequalities hold

λ1 =
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

[
2(pi + gi)− 2d2

ijk −
ξ j

ξi
F2

i − 1
]
> 0, (24)

λ2 =
n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

H2
j (1 + β2

i − 2βi) + (1− βi)
2q2

i

]
> 0, (25)

L−1

{
1∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1

}
≥ 0, (26)

and the roots of
∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1 are in the open left-half complex plane, then systems (1) and (2)
can achieve quasi-projectively synchronized under the controller (3).

Proof. Consider the Lyapunov function candidate as follows

V(t) =
n

∑
i=1

ξie2
i (t), (27)

where ξi is positive constant.
According to Lemma 1 , it shows that

Dω(α)V(t) ≤
n

∑
i=1

2ξiei(t)Dω(α)ei(t)

= 2
n

∑
i=1

ξiei(t)

[
− (pi + gi)ei(t) +

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijk

(
f j(yj(t))− f j(β jxj(t))

)

+
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijk

(
f j(β jxj(t))− βi f j(xj(t))

)
+ (1− βi)qi

]

=
n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
− 2(pi + gi)e2

i (t)

]
+

n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

2ei(t)dijk

(
f j(yj(t))− f j(β jxj(t))

)
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+
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

2ei(t)dijk

(
f j(β jxj(t))− βi f j(xj(t))

)]
+

n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
2ei(t)(1− βi)qi

]

≤
n

∑
i=1

ξie2
i (t)

[
− 2(pi + gi)

]
+

n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
d2

ijke2
i (t) +

(
f j(yj(t))− f j(β jxj(t))

)2
]

+
n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
d2

ijke2
i (t) +

(
f j(β jxj(t))− βi f j(xj(t))

)2
]
+

n

∑
i=1

[
ξie2

i (t) + ξi(1− βi)
2q2

i

]

≤
n

∑
i=1

ξie2
i (t)

[
− 2(pi + gi)

]
+

n

∑
i=1

ξie2
i (t)

[
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

(
d2

ijk +
ξ j

ξi
F2

i

)]

+
n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

d2
ijke2

i (t) + H2
j (1 + β2

i − 2βi)

]
+

n

∑
i=1

[
ξie2

i (t) + ξi(1− βi)
2q2

i

]

= −
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

ξie2
i (t)

[
2(pi + gi)− 2d2

ijk −
ξ j

ξi
F2

i − 1

]

+
n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

H2
j (1 + β2

i − 2βi) + (1− βi)
2q2

i

]
≤ −λ1V(t) + λ2,

(28)

where

λ1 =
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

[
2(pi + gi)− 2d2

ijk −
ξ j

ξi
F2

i − 1

]
and

λ2 =
n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

H2
j (1 + β2

i − 2βi) + (1− βi)
2q2

i

]
.

Since λ1 > 0, λ2 > 0, hence, we can find n(t) ≥ such that

Dω(α)V(t) = −λ1V(t) + λ2 − n(t). (29)

Taking the Laplace transform from both sides of (29), one has(
V(s)− V(0)

s

) ∫ 1

0
ω(α)sαdα + N(s) = −λ1V(s) +

λ2

s
. (30)

It follows from (30) that

V(s) =
λ2+V(0)

∫ 1
0 ω(α)sαdα
s − N(s)∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1
, (31)

then

V(t) =L−1

λ2 + V(0)
∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα

s
(∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1

)
−L−1

{
N(s)∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1

}

=L−1

λ2 + V(0)
∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα

s
(∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1

)
− N(t) ∗ g(t)

=L−1

λ2 + V(0)
∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα

s
(∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1

)
−

∫ t

0
N(η)g(t− η)dη,

(32)
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where g(t) = L−1

{
λ2+V(0)

∫ 1
0 ω(α)sαdα

s
(∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα+λ1

)
}

. Since g(t) ≥ 0, N(t) ≥ 0, then

V(t) ≤ L−1

λ2 + V(0)
∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα

s
(∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1

)
. (33)

In light of Laplace final value theorem, we have

lim
t→+∞

V(t) ≤ lim
t→+∞

L−1

λ2 + V(0)
∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα

s
(∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1

)


= lim
s→0

λ2 + V(0)
∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα∫ 1
0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1

=
λ2

λ1
.

(34)

Furthermore, one has

min
1≤i≤n

ξi lim
t→+∞

n

∑
i=1

e2
i (t) ≤ lim

t→+∞

n

∑
i=1

ξie2
i (t), (35)

which means that

lim
t→+∞

‖e(t)‖2 ≤
√

λ2

λ1 min1≤i≤n ξi
. (36)

Thus, in accordance with Definition 4, system (1) and system (2) can be said to be quasi-
projectively synchronized.

Theorem 2. Under assumptions (H1) and (H2), if the following inequalities hold

λ3 =
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

[
2(pi + gi)− dijk − djikF2

i − dijkµ− 1

]
> 0, (37)

λ4 =
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

[
ξidijk

2
µ

H2
j (1 + β2

i ) + ξi(1− βi)
2q2

i

]
> 0, (38)

L−1

{
1∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ3

}
≥ 0, (39)

and the roots of
∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ3 are in the open left-half complex plane, then systems (1) and (2)
can achieve quasi-projectively synchronization under the controller (3).

Proof. Consider the Lyapunov function candidate as follows

V(t) =
n

∑
i=1

ξie2
i (t), (40)

where ξi is positive constant.
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According to Lemmas 1 and 3, for any positive constant µ, it shows that

Dω(α)V(t) ≤ ξiei(t)Dω(α)ei(t)

= 2
n

∑
i=1

ξiei(t)

[
− (pi + gi)ei(t) +

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijk

(
f j(yj(t))− f j(β jxj(t))

)

+
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijk

(
f j(β jxj(t))− βi f j(xj(t))

)
+ (1− βi)qi

]

=
n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
− 2(pi + gi)e2

i (t)

]
+

n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

2ei(t)dijk

(
f j(yj(t))− f j(β jxj(t))

)

+
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

2ei(t)dijk

(
f j(β jxj(t))− βi f j(xj(t))

)]
+

n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
2ei(t)(1− βi)qi

]

≤
n

∑
i=1

ξie2
i (t)

[
− 2(pi + gi)

]
+

n

∑
i=1

ξi

[
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

2dijkei(t)ej(t)Fj

]

+
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

ξidijk

[
µe2

i (t) +
1
µ

(
f j(β jxj(t))− βi f j(xj(t))

)2
]

+
n

∑
i=1

[
ξie2

i (t) + ξi(1− βi)
2q2

i

]

≤
n

∑
i=1

ξie2
i (t)

[
− 2(pi + gi)

]
+

n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

ξie2
i (t)

[
dijk + djikF2

i

]

+
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

ξidijk

[
µe2

i +
2
µ

(
f j(β jxj(t))2 + β2

i f j(xj(t))2
)]

+
n

∑
i=1

[
ξie2

i (t)

+ ξi(1− βi)
2q2

i

]

≤
n

∑
i=1

ξie2
i (t)

[
− 2(pi + gi)

]
+

n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

ξie2
i (t)

[
dijk + djikF2

i + dijkµ

]

+
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

ξidijk

[
2
µ

H2
j (1 + β2

i )

]
+

n

∑
i=1

[
ξie2

i (t) + ξi(1− βi)
2q2

i

]
= −λ3V(t) + λ4,

(41)

where λ3 = ∑n
i=1 ∑m

j=1 ∑n
k=1

[
2(pi + gi) − dijk − djikF2

i − dijkµ − 1

]
and λ4 = ∑n

i=1 ∑m
j=1

∑n
k=1

[
ξidijk

2
µ H2

j (1 + β2
i ) + ξi(1− βi)

2q2
i

]
.

Same as the proof of Theorem 1, by applying the Laplace transform and final value
theorem, one has

lim
t→+∞

‖e(t)‖2 ≤
√

λ4

λ3 min1≤i≤n ξi
. (42)

Thus, in accordance with Definition 4, systems (1) and (2) can be said to be quasi-
projectively synchronized.

Depending on different proof methods, we obtain Theorems 1 and 2, which have
different conditions. However, they both guarantee that systems (1) and (2) can achieve
quasi-projectively synchronization.
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Next, we consider the following hybrid control scheme, the controller ûi(t) can be
described as

ûi(t) = −gi(yi(t)− βixi(t))−
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijk f j(β jxj(t)) +
m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijkβi f j(xj(t))− (1− βi)qi. (43)

Theorem 3. Under assumptions (H1) and (H2), if the following inequality holds

λ5 =
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

[
2(pi + gi)− µdijkFj −

1
µ

djikFi

]
> 0, (44)

L−1

{
1∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ5

}
≥ 0, (45)

and the roots of
∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ5 are in the open left-half complex plane, then systems (1) and (2)
can achieve quasi-projectively synchronization under the controller (43).

Proof. Consider the Lyapunov function candidate as follows

V(t) =
n

∑
i=1

1
2
|ei(t)|2, (46)

where ξi is positive constant.

According to Lemmas 1 and 2, for any positive constant µ, it shows that

Dω(α)V(t) =
n

∑
i=1

1
2

Dω(α)|ei(t)|2

≤
n

∑
i=1
|ei(t)|Dω(α)|ei(t)|

≤
n

∑
i=1
|ei(t)|sgn(ei(t))Dω(α)ei(t)

=
n

∑
i=1
|ei(t)|sgn(ei(t))

[
− (pi + gi)ei(t) +

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijk

(
f j(yj(t))− f j(β jxj(t))

)]

≤
n

∑
i=1
|ei(t)|

[
− (pi + gi)|ei(t)|+

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijkFj|ej(t)|
]

=
n

∑
i=1

[
− (pi + gi)|ei(t)|2 +

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijkFj|ej(t)||ei(t)|
]

.

(47)

By applying Lemma 3, we can obtain that

Dω(α)V(t) ≤
n

∑
i=1

[
− (pi + gi)|ei(t)|2 +

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijkFj

(
µ

2
|ei(t)|2 +

1
2µ
|ej(t)|2

)]

=
n

∑
i=1

[
− (pi + gi)|ei(t)|2 +

µ

2

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

dijkFj|ei(t)|2 +
1

2µ

m

∑
j=1

n

∑
k=1

djikFi|ei(t)|2
]

= −λ5V(t),

(48)

where λ5 = ∑n
i=1 ∑m

j=1 ∑n
k=1

[
2(pi + gi)− µdijkFj − 1

µ djikFi

]
.
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Same as the proof of Theorem (1), by applying the Laplace transform and final value
theorem, one has

lim
t→+∞

‖e(t)‖2 ≤
√

1
λ5 min1≤i≤n ξi

. (49)

Thus, in accordance with Definition 4, system (1) and system (2) can be said to be quasi-
projectively synchronized.

4. Numerical Simulation Examples

By applying the predictor−corrector scheme [46], two numerical examples are given
to demonstrate the theoretical results in this section.

Example 1. Consider the following distributed-order system
Dω(α)x1(t) = −p1x1(t) +

2

∑
j=1

2

∑
k=1

d1jk f j(xj(t)) + q1,

Dω(α)x2(t) = −p2x2(t) +
2

∑
j=1

2

∑
k=1

d2jk f j(xj(t)) + q2,

(50)

where ω(α) = τ1δ(α − α1) + τ2δ(α − α2), α1 = 2
3 , α2 = 1

3 , δ(·) denotes Dirac function;
f j(xj(x)) = tanh(x), j = 1, 2; qi = 1, i = 1, 2 and

P = diag(p1, p2) =

(
1.03125 0

0 1

)
,

D1 = (dij1)2×2 =

(
1 0
0 1

)
,

D2 = (dij2)2×2 =

(
1 0
1 0

)
,

The response system is depicted as
Dω(α)y1(t) = −p1y1(t) +

2

∑
j=1

2

∑
k=1

d1jk f j(yj(t)) + q1 + u1(t),

Dω(α)y2(t) = −p2y2(t) +
2

∑
j=1

2

∑
k=1

d2jk f j(yj(t)) + q2 + u2(t),

(51)

where f j(yj(x)) = tanh(y), j = 1, 2 and ω(α), P, Di, qi, i = 1, 2 are the same as the drive
system (50).

Take β1 = 1.5, β2 = 1, g1 = g2 = 2, τ1 = 4, τ2 = 1, by calculation, we have ∑n
i=1 ∑m

j=1 ∑n
k=1[

2(pi + gi) −2d2
ijk −

ξ j
ξi

F2
i − 1

]
= 0.0625 > 0 and the error bounded

√
λ2

λ1 min1≤i≤n ξi
≈ 2.83.

Moreover, one has ∫ 1

0
ω(α)sαdα + λ1 = 4s

2
3 + s

1
3 +

1
16

= 0, (52)

therefore s = −1
512 , which are located in the open left-half complex plane. In addition,
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L−1

{
1∫ 1

0 ω(α)sαdα + λ1

}
=L−1

{
1

(2s
1
3 + 1

4 )
2

}

=
1
4
L−1

{
1

(s
1
3 + 1

8 )
2

}

=
1
4

∫ t

0
η
−2
3 E 1

3 , 1
3

(
−1
8

η
1
3

)
(t− η)

−2
3 E 1

3 , 1
3

(
−1
8

(t− η)
1
3

)
dη

≥0,

(53)

which means that all conditions in Theorem 1 hold. Hence, it follows from Theorem 1 that systems
(50) and (51) can achieve quasi-projectively synchronization. Figure 2 is shows the numerical
simulation result.
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2
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Figure 2. The state of error system when gi = 2, β1 = 1.5, β2 = 1.

Example 2. Consider the following distributed-order system
Dω(α)x1(t) = −p1x1(t) +

2

∑
j=1

2

∑
k=1

d1jk f j(xj(t)) + q1,

Dω(α)x2(t) = −p2x2(t) +
2

∑
j=1

2

∑
k=1

d2jk f j(xj(t)) + q2,

(54)

where ω(α) = τ1δ(α − α1) + τ2δ(α − α2), α1 = 2
3 , α2 = 1

3 , δ(·) denotes Dirac function;
f j(xj(x)) = tanh(x), j = 1, 2; qi = 1, i = 1, 2.

P = diag(p1, p2) =

(
1.5 0
0 1

)
,

D1 = (dij1)2×2 =

(
1 2
2 1

)
,

D2 = (dij2)2×2 =

(
2 1
1 2

)
,
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The response system is depicted as
Dω(α)y1(t) = −p1y1(t) +

2

∑
j=1

2

∑
k=1

d1jk f j(yj(t)) + q1 + u1(t),

Dω(α)y2(t) = −p2y2(t) +
2

∑
j=1

2

∑
k=1

d2jk f j(yj(t)) + q2 + u2(t),

(55)

where ω(α), P, Di, qi, i = 1, 2 are the same as the drive system (54).
Take β1 = 1.5, β2 = 1, g1 = 2, g2 = 1.5, τ1 = 1, τ2 = 2, by calculation, we have∑n

i=1 ∑m
j=1

∑n
k=1

[
2(pi + gi)− µdijkFj − 1

µ djikFi

]
= 1 > 0 and the error bounded

√
1

λ5 min1≤i≤n ξi
= 1, by

similar with the processes in Example 1, we can obtain that all conditions in Theorem 3 hold. Hence,
it follows from Theorem 3 that systems (54) and (55) can achieve quasi-projectively synchronized.
Figure 3 is figure of numerical simulation result.
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Figure 3. The state of error system when β1 = 1.5, β2 = 1, g1 = 2, g2 = 1.5.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, the problems of quasi-projective synchronization of distributed-order re-
current neural networks have been investigated. Based on the definition of the distributive-
order derivative and the metric space theory, some lemmas that are widely used in frac-
tional order systems have been generalized to distributed-order systems. Afterwards,
according to the Lyapunov method, Laplace transform, Laplace final value theorem, and
some inequality techniques, the quasi-projective synchronization of the aforementioned
neural networks have been investigated. Finally, two numerical examples have been given
to manifest the validity of the theoretical results.

We would like to point out that it is possible to use our method to discuss some
dynamic behavior, such as synchronization, passivity and state estimation of distributed-
order complex-valued neural networks and quaternion-valued neural networks. The
corresponding results will be carried out in the near future.
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