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We investigate some stability problems in terms of two measures for nonlinear dynamic systems on time scales with fixed moments
of impulsive effects. Sufficient conditions for (uniform) stability, (uniform) asymptotic stability, and instability in terms of two
measures are derived by using the method of Lyapunov functions. Our results include the existing results as special cases when
the time scale reduces to the set of real numbers. Particularly, our results provide stability criteria for impulsive discrete systems in
terms of two measures, which have not been investigated extensively. Two examples are presented to illustrate the efficiency of the

proposed results.

1. Introduction

It is well known that the theory of impulsive differential
equations provides a general framework for mathematical
modeling of many real world phenomena [1, 2]. In particular,
it serves as an adequate mathematical tool for studying
evolution processes that are subjected to abrupt changes in
their states. At the present time, the qualitative theory of
such equations has been extensively studied. Many results on
the stability and boundedness of their solutions are obtained
[1-4]. Due to the needs of applications, the concepts of
Lyapunov stability have given rise to many new notions,
for example, partial stability, conditional stability, eventual
stability, practical stability, and so on. A notion which unifies
and includes the above concepts of stability is the notion of
stability in terms of two measures which was initialed by
Movchan [5]. Since the publication of Salvadori’s paper [6],
this unified theory in terms of two measures became popular.
For a systematic introduction to the theory of stability in
terms of two measures, refer to [7].

On the other hand, a theory of time scales or calculus
on measure chains was introduced by Hilger in his Ph.D.
thesis [8] in 1988, with the purpose of incorporating both the

existing theory of dynamic systems on continuous and
discrete time scales, namely, time scale as arbitrary closed
subset of real numbers, and extending the existing the-
ory to dynamic systems on generalized hybrid (continu-
ous/discrete) time scales. The theory of time scales recently
has gained much attention and is undergoing rapid develop-
ment. Recently, various work has been done on the stability
problem of dynamic systems on time scales [9-14]. For more
details about the theory of time scales, refer to [15-17].
Motivated by the above discussion, in this paper, we will
consider the stability problems in terms of two measures
for impulsive systems on time scales. Several new stability
criteria and instability criteria are obtained by using the
method of Lyapunov functions. As far as we know, there are
very few studies on stability analysis of impulsive discrete
systems in terms of two measures. Moreover, our results
can be applied to impulsive systems on other time scales in
addition to the set of integers and the set of real numbers.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section 2, we introduce some basic knowledge of dynamic
systems on time scales. In Section 3, we formulate the
problem and present several definitions of stability and
instability in terms of two measures. In Section 4, several
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(hy, h)-stability and instability criteria are established by
employing the Lyapunov function approach. For illustration
of our results, two examples are shown in Section 5. Finally,
some conclusions are drawn in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we briefly introduce some basic definitions
and results concerning time scales for later use.

Let R be the set of real numbers, R™ be the set of
nonnegative real numbers, Z be the set of integers, Z* be
the set of nonnegative integers, N = {1,2,...}, and T be an
arbitrary nonempty closed subset of R. We assume that T is
a topological space with relative topology induced from R.
Then, T is called a time scale.

Definition 1. The mappings 0,0 : T — T defined as

o(t)=inf{s € T:s>t},

1)
O()=sup{seT:s<t}

are called forward and backward jump operators, respec-
tively.

A nonmaximal element ¢ € T is called right-scattered (rs)
if o(t) > t and right-dense (rd) if o(t) = t. A nonminimal
element t € T is called left-scattered (Is) if O(t) < t and left-
dense (1d) if 8(t) = t. If T has a Is maximum m, then we define
TF = T\ {m}, otherwise, T* = T.

Definition 2. The graininess function y: T — R is defined
by

u(t)=ot)-t. )

Definition3. Fory : T — Randt € T*, one defines the delta
derivative yA(t) of y(t), to be the number (when it exists) with

the property that for any € > 0, there is a neighborhood U of
t (le,U=(-0,t+0)T for some d > 0) such that

[y (@®) = y(s)-y* ) (o (t)-5)|
Vs eU.

(3)

<elo(t)-s|,

Afunction f: T — Risrd-continuous if it is continuous
at rd points in T and its left-side limits exist at Id points in
T. The set of rd-continuous functions f : T — R will be
denoted by C,y = C.4(T,R). If f is continuous at each rd
point and each 1d point, f is said to be continuous function
on T.If a,b € T, then one defines the interval [a,b] on T by
[a,b] :={t € T :a <t < b}. Open intervals and half-open
intervals can be defined similarly.

Definition 4. Let f € C 4. Afunctiong : T — Riscalled the
antiderivative of f on T ifit is differentiable on T and satisfies
g"(t) = f(t) forall t € T. In this case, one defines

Jf(s)As=g(t)—g(a), a,t €T. (4)
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One says that a function p : T — R is regressive if
1+ u(t)p(t)#0 for all t € T. The set of all regressive and
rd-continuous functions f : T — R is denoted by C,y % =
C.4#(T,R), and the set of all positively regressive elements
of Cy R is denoted by C 4 B" = Cu R (T,R) = {p € C,4 & :
1+u(t)p(t) >0forallt € T}

Definition 5. If p € C,4R, then one defines the exponential
function on time scale T by

e, (t,s) = exp (thﬂ(r) (p() AT) , fort,seT, (5)

N

where the cylinder transformation

Log (1 + hz)

———, h#0,
& (2) = h

z, h=0,

where Log is the principal logarithm function.

It is known that x(t) = ep(t, t,) is the unique solution of
the initial value problem x2(t) = p)x(t), x(ty) = 1.

Remark 6. Let « € C4R be a constant. If T = Z, then
e (t,ty) = (1 + ) forallt € T.IfT = R, then e, (t,ty) =
e7) forall t € T.

Definition 7. One says that a function m : T — R is right-
nondecreasing at a point ¢ € T provided

(i) if t is rs, then m(o(t)) = m(t);
(ii) if ¢ is rd, then there is a neighborhood U of t such that

m(s)=m(t), VseU withs>t. (7)

Similarly, one says that m is right-nonincreasing if above
in (i) m(o(t)) < m(t) and in (ii) m(s) < m(t). If m is right-
nondecreasing (right-nonincreasing) at every ¢ € T, one says
that m is right-nondecreasing (right-nonincreasing) on T.

Lemma 8. Let m € C(T, R). Then m(t) is right-nondecreasing
(right-nonincreasing) on T if and only if D'm"(t) =
0(D*m"(t) < 0) for every t € T, where

mo@) -m@

p(t)
_ (8)
lim supw, o(t) =t

D'm" (t) =
s—tt

Proof. The condition is obviously necessary. Let us prove that
it is sufficient. We only assume D*m"(t) > 0 for t € T as the
second statement can be shown similarly.

If t is rs, then

mio () - m ()
T ©

D'm” (t) =
and hence m(o(t)) > m(t).

Letnowt to be rd, and N be a neighborhood of t. We need
to show that m(s) > m(t) for s > t with s € N. This follows
directly from Lemma 1.1.1in [7].

Thus the proof of the lemma is complete. O
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3. Problem Formulation

Consider the following nonlinear impulsive system on time
scale T:

() = f(t,x), t#t, teT,
Ax() = I (x (), t=t, keN, (10)
x(tg) =X

under the following assumptions.

(a) T is a time scale with ¢, > 0 as minimal element and
no maximal element.

b){t} e Tty <t <t < -+
lim; _, t; = 00.

(c) x € R"and Ax(t) = x(t{) — x(t;). If t; is rd point,
x(t}) denotes the right limit of x at f,; if ;. is rs point,
x(t;) denotes the state of x at ¢, with the impulse. If t;
is 1d point, x(¢; ) denotes the left limit of x at ¢, with
x(ty) = x(t;) if t; is Is point. Here, we assume that
x(t) = x(tp).

(d f: TxR" - R"is continuous in (t;_;,t;] x R”
fork € N, f(t,0) = 0, and for each x € R", k € N,
lim ) 0 f(6 7)) = f(t5, )

(e) I : R" - R"and I,(0) = 0.

< tp < ---and

Throughout this paper, we denote by x(t) = x(t;t,, x,) the
solution of system (10) satisfying initial condition x(t;) = x,.
Obviously, system (10) admits the trivial solution. Moreover,
f is assumed to satisfy necessary assumptions so that the
following initial value problems:

= ftx), te[tet],
x (to) = xo»
(11)
xA = f(t)x)) te (tk’tkﬂ] g

x (1) = x (t) + I (x (8)) »

have unique solutions x,(t), t € [ty,t;], and x.(f), t €
(tistr1)> k€ N, respectively (e.g., see [17] for existence and

uniqueness results for dynamical systems on time scales.).
Thus, if we define

(x, (1), te€[tyty]
x;(t), te(t,t,]

1]
A

x (ttg, Xg) (12)

xp (), te(tti]

then it is easy to see that x(t; ¢, x,) is the unique solution of
system (10).

Let us list the classes of functions and definitions for
convenience.

PC = {6 : T — R, continuous on (f;_,,#] and
lim, _, ., 8(t) = 8(ty) exists for k € N}j;

FK = {6 € C(R*,R"), strictly increasing and §(0) =
0}

PCH =1{6: TxR" — R"8(,u) € PC for each
ueR " and 8(t,-) € H foreacht € T};

I ={h: TxR" - RY Ah(,x) € PC for each x ¢
R" h(t,-) € C(R",R") foreach t € T and inf h(t, x) =
0}

vy = {V: TxR" - R, continuous on (t;_;,t;] X
R", k € N, and for all x € R" and k € N,
limg ) e 0 V(s ) = u(ty, x) exists}.

For V € v, (t,x) € (t;_1, t;] X R", k € N, we define the
upper right-hand Dini delta derivative of V (¢, x) relative to
(10) as follows:

D'V2(t, x)

V(o (), x(o(t) -V (x(t))
u(t) '

o(t)>t,

= . SupV(s,x(t) +(s— t)f(t,tx (1)) —V(t,x(t))’

st S —
o(t) =t
(13)

Definition 9. Let hy, h € T. Then one says that

(i) hy is finer than h if there exists a constant p > 0 and
a function ¢ € F such that hy(t,x) < p implies
h(ta x) S (P(ho(ts x)))

(ii) hy is weakly finer than h if there exists a constant p >
0 and a function ¢ € PCH such that hy(t,x) < p
implies h(t, x) < (¢, hy(t, x)).

Definition 10. Let V € v, and hy, h € I'. Then V (¢, x) is said
to be

(i) h-positive definite if there exist a p > 0 and a function
b e % such that h(t,x) < p implies b(h(t,x)) <
V(t, x);

(ii) hy-decrescent if there exist a p > 0 and a functiona €
J such that h(t, x) < p implies V (£, x) < a(hy(t, x));

(iil) hy-weakly decrescent if there exist a p > 0 and a
function a € PCH such that hy(t,x) < p implies
V(t, x) < alt, hy(t, x)).

Definition 11. The impulsive system (10) is said to be

(S;) (hy, h)-stable, if for each € > 0, t, € T, there exists
ad = O(ty,e) > 0 such that hy(ty, x,) < & implies
h(t, x(t)) < &t > t, for any solution x(t) = x(t; ¢, x,)
of (10);

(S;) (hy, h)-uniformly stable, if the § in (S, ) is independent
of ty;

(S3) (hy, h)-attractive, if for each & > 0, t, € T, there exist
two positive constants § = 8(ty,¢) and T = T(t, €)
such that hy(ty, x,) < & implies h(t, x(t)) < &t =
ty+T;



(S4) (hy, h)-uniformly attractive, if (S;) holds with § and T
being independent of £;

(Ss) (hy, h)-asymptotically stable, if (S;) and (S;) hold
simultaneously;

(Sg) (hy, h)-uniformly asymptotically stable, if (S,) and
(S4) hold together;

(S;) (hy, h)-unstable, if (S,) fails to hold.

4. Main Results

Let us establish, in this section, sufficient conditions for
(hy, h)-(uniform) stability, (h, h)-(uniform) asymptotic sta-
bility, and (h,, h)-instability properties of impulsive systems
(10) in the following subsections, respectively. Let

S(h,p) ={(t,x) e TxR" : h(t,x) < p}. (14)

4.1. (hy,h)-(Uniform) Stability
Theorem 12. Assume that

(i) h, hy € T, and hy is weakly finer than h;

(ii) V' € wv,, V(t,x) is h-positive definite on S(h, p), hy-
weakly decrescent, locally Lipschtiz in x fort € T which
is rd, and

D'V* (t,x) < ¢V (1, %),

(15)
te(ttin), (tx)eS(hp),
whereg, >0,k € Z%;
(iii) there exists ¢ > ¢, > 0, such that
V (e X + I (%)) < 6V (B x5) 5 (16)

(tio xi) € S(h,p),

where x;, = x(t;), k € N;

. k
(iv) suprez+ [ [imoGie, (ti1- 1)} = M < 00 where gy = 1;

(v) there exists a constant p;, 0 < p; < p, such that
h(t, x) < p, implies h(o(t), x(o(t))) < p;

(vi) there exists a constant py, 0 < p, < p;, such that
h(ty xi) < py implies h(t], x; + Li(x;)) < py.

Then system (10) is (hy, h)-stable.

Proof. Since V(t,x) is hy-weakly decrescent, there exist a
constant §, > 0 and a function a € PC% such that

V(t,x) <a(thy(t,x)), if hy(t,x) < 8. 17)
There exists, in view of (ii), a function b € % such that

bh(t,x))<V(t,x), ifh(tx)<p. (18)
By (i), there exist §, > 0 and ¢ € PCK such that

hit,x) <@ (t hy(t,x)), ifhy(tx)<3,. (19)
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Let e € (0,p,) and t, € T be given. There exists §, =
8, (ty, €) such that

¢ (ty,0,) < ppy max{l,M}a(t,d,) <b(e).  (20)

Choose § = min{d,, 8;,8,}. Let (ty, x,) € T x R" such that
hy(ty, xo) < 8 and x(t) = x(t;¢t,, x,) be any solution of (10).
Then, from (17) to (20), we get

b(h(tyxg)) <V (tg,x) < alte hy(tyx)) <b(e), (21)

which implies h(t,, x,) < .
We now claim that, for every solution x(¢) = x(t;t,, x,)
of (10), hy(t,, x,) < & implies

htx(t) <e t>t, (22)

If this is not true, then there exist a solution x(t) with
ho(ty, xo) < 8 and at® > t,such thatt, < t* < 4,4, for
some k, satisfying

h(t, x(t")) > ¢, h(t,x(t)) <e forte [ty t;]. (23)

Since 0 < € < py, it follows form condition (vi) that
h(texi) = h(toxe + I (%)) < pos (24)

where x; = x(t{) and h(t;, x;) < e. Next, we will show that
there exists a t°, t, < t° < t*, such that

€< h(to,x(to)) <p, ht,x@)<p forte [to,to] .
(25)

To do this, we consider the following two cases:

(1) there exists a t,, t;, < t, <t", such that h(t,, x(¢,)) =
p;
(2) h(t,x(t)) < pforallt € (t;,t"].

Case 1. Let t = inf{t € (t;,t"],h(t, x(t)) > p}. As h(t],x]) <
pr < p, we know that t, < t < t*. If t is left-dense,
from the selection of £, we know that there exists a left-hand
neighborhood U, = (t — €,f) C (t;,t"] for some € > 0, such
that p; < h(t,x(t)) < pforallt € U,. Then, we can choose
' eU..

If £ is left-scattered, from the selection of  and h(t, ;) <
p1» we know that £, < 6(f) < t* and h(6(t), x(6(t))) < p. Here,
we claim that h(6(t), x(6(t))) > p,. If this is not true, that is,
h(0(t), x(0(1))) < p,, form condition (v), we know that

hEx (@) =heO@).x(@OD)) <p @6

which is a contradiction. Thus, p; < h(6(t), x(6(£))) < p.
Then, we can choose t° = 6(F).

Case 2. 1f h(t, x(t)) < pforallt € (t;,t"], then we can choose
0 =t*.
Hence, we can find a t°, t < % < t*, such that (25) holds.
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For t, < t < t° and by conditions (ii) and (iii), we obtain

D'VA(t,x) <6V (tx), te(tpt,,), t<t’ (27)

V(tx+1(x;) <V (thx;), ty<t < {0, (28)

By (27), we will show that

V(t,x) <e, (tt) Vit %), teltpt]. (29

To do this, we apply the induction principle ([17], Theorem
1.7) on [t,, t,] to the statement

A@):V(tx)<e, (ttg)V (tg %) - (30)

(1) The statement A(t,) is true since e, (to, to)V(ty, x) =
V(s x0)-

(2) Let t be rs and A(f) be true. We have to prove that
A(o(t)) is true.

By the definition of upper right-hand derivative, we see
that

V(o (t),x (o) -V (tx()

D'VA(t,x) =
p (1) (31)

<qV(tx),
then
Vo (t),x(0®) < (1+cqu@)V(tx)
=e, (0(t),)V(t x)
(32)
<e, (0(t),t)e, (t.tg) V (£ %)
= e, (0(t),t0) V (to xo)

which implies that A(o(t)) is true.

(3) Let t be rd, A(t) be true and N be a neighborhood of
t. We need to show that A(s) is true for s > £, s € N. By (27)
and Remark 6, we get

V(s,x(s)) < eV (¢, %)
< ec"(s_t)ec0 (t.to) V (o> xo)
(33)
=e, (s,t) e, (t:t)) V (tg> %)
= e, (1) V (to, Xo)
which implies that A(s) is true.
(4) Let t be 1d and A(s) be true for all s < ¢. We need to

show that A(t) is true. By the continuous property of function
V and the exponential function, it follows that

V (t,x) = lim V (s, x (s))
s—t
< lin}ie (s,t9) V (tg, x0) (34)

=€ (t’ to) 14 (to’xo)

which implies that A(t) is true.

5
Hence, we conclude that (29) is true.
Similarly, we can prove that
V(t,x)<e, (L) V(I x(t))), forte(tty,], t<t’
(35)
Then, by (28), (35), and (20), we obtain
V(% x (%) < e (% 1) V (11, x (1))
< eck(to’ tk) 6V (te x (i)
0 + +
< eck(t ’tk) Gkeo,, (totie) V (t_px (5)))
<
< eck(to’tk) Gree, (tioteor) Gy - (o)
T (t1£0) V (tg> xo)
k
< Hcieq(ti+1’ti) V (tg, x0) < MV (tg, x,)
i=0
< Ma (ty, hy (o> x0)) < Ma(ty,8) < b(e)
(36)

that is, V(t° x(t°)) < b(e). Thus, by (18) and (25),
b(e)<b(h(x()) <V (£ x(£)) <ble)  (37)

which is a contradiction. Therefore (22) is true and system
(10) is (hy, h)-stable. O

Theorem 13. Assume that all conditions of Theorem 12 hold
with the following changes:

()" hy is finer than h;
(i))* V(t,x) is hy-decrescent.
Then, system (10) is (h, h)-uniformly stable.

Proof. From conditions (i)* and (ii)*, the number § in the
proof of Theorem 12 can be chosen independent of ¢,. Then
following the same reasoning of Theorem 12, we can get
the (hy, h)-uniform stability of system (10). The details are
omitted. O

If ¢, = 0 in condition (ii) of the previous theorems, then
the Lyapunov function V' is monotone along the solutions of
system (10) in each impulsive intervals. In this case, we have
the following conservative result.

Corollary 14. Assume that
(i) hg,h € T,V € v, V(t x) is h-positive definite on
S(h, p), locally Lipschtiz in x for each t € T which is
rd, and DYV2(t, x) < 0 fort #t, and (t, x) € S(h, p);
(11) V(t,:,xk + Ik(xk)) - V(tk,xk) < de(tk,xk) fOT
(ty> i) € S(h, p), whered,. > 0 and Y0, d; < oo,



and conditions (v), (vi) of Theorem 12 hold. Then

(A) if, in addition, hy, is weakly finer than h, and V (¢, x) is
hy-weakly decrescent, then system (10) is (hy, h)-stable;

(B) if, in addition, hy is finer than h, and V(t,x) is hy-
decrescent, then system (10) is (hy, h)-uniformly stable.

Proof. Notice

sup {Hcl c 1+1’ }
kez*

k =
= sup (1+d,) H1+d < 00,
kez* 0 i=1

i=

(38)

where d, = 0. Then, by Theorems 12 and 13, the result holds.

O

Remark 15. The continuous version of Corollary 14 with d; =
0, k € N, can be found in [7], while the discrete one for
impulsive discrete systems is brand new, and the discrete
version of Corollary 14 with V(t/, x; + L.(x;.)) = V (¢, x(£,)),
k € N, reduces to Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 in [18] for discrete
systems with no impulses.

4.2. (hy,h)-(Uniform) Asymptotic Stability

Theorem 16. Assume that conditions (v), (vi) of Theorem 12
and condition (i) of Corollary 14 hold and the following
conditions are satisfied:

(i) hy is weakly finer than h, and V(t,x) is hy-weakly
decrescent;

(11) V(t;, xk + Ik(xk)) - V(tk, .xk) < —AkI//(V(tk, xk))for
(tio xi) € S(h,p), where A, > 0, Y22, A = 00, ¥ ¢
R* — R, y(0) = 0and y(s) > 0ifs > 0.

Then system (10) is (hy, h)-asymptotically stable.

Proof. By Theorem 12, system (10) is (h,, h)-stable. Thus, for
p > 0, there exists 8 = 8(ty, p) > 0 such that h(ty, x,) < &
implies h(t, x) < p,t > t,. To prove the theorem, it remains
to show that lim, _, ., Jh(t, x(t)) =0

Let m(t) = V(t, x(t)). Then it follows from assumptions
that m(t) is right-nonincreasing and bounded from below,
and consequently lim, , m(t) = w > 0 exists. f w > 0
for some solution x(t) = x(t;ty,x,) of (10), we let y =

Min s, ¥(5)- Then, by condition (ii), we have

m(ty) —m(t) <~y (m(t)) < —Agy- (39)
Thus we obtain from (39) that

m(ty) < m(ty) = Ay <m(t)) = Ay

< m(ty) = Aoy ¥ = Ay
< (40)

k
<m(t)) - yZAj,
=1
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which implies, in view of the assumption Z';:I A; = oo, that
limy _, (,m(t}) = —oo. This is a contradiction. Thus we must
have w = 0 and consequently lim, _, . A(t, x(t)) = 0. Hence
system (10) is (h,, h)-attractive and the proof is complete. [J

In the following theorems, two auxiliary functions of
class v, are used to investigate the (h,, h)-asymptotic stability
property of system (10).

Theorem 17. Let conditions (v), (vi) of Theorem 12 hold and
assume that

(i) hy, h € T and hy is weakly finer than h;

(ii) there exists a function V' € v, such that V (t, x) is locally
Lipschtiz in x for each t € T which is rd, h-positive
definite on S(h, p), hy-weakly decrescent and

D'V (t,x) < —c(W (t, %)),
(41)
t#te, (t,x) €S(hp),

wherec € H, W € v;

(111) V(t]:, Xp t Ik(xk)) - V(tk, .xk) < de(tk, xk), (tk’ .xk) €
S(h, p), where d;, > 0 and Y2, d; < 00;

(iv) W(t, x) is h-positive definite on S(h, p), locally Lipschtiz
in x for everyt € T which is rd and

D'W* (t,x) <0, t#t;, (t,x)€S(hp),

W (e i + I (%)) = W (£ ) (42)

<dW (tx),  (toxi) €S(hp),

where dy > 0 and ¥, d; < oo.
Then system (10) is (hy, h)-asymptotically stable.

Proof. From Corollary 14, it follows that system (10) is (h, h)-
stable. Thus, for p > 0, there exists § = (¢, p) > 0 such
that h,(ty, x,) < & implies h(t, x) < p,t > t,. To prove the
theorem, it remains to show that for every solution x(¢) of
(10) with hy(ty, x,) < 6, lim, _, Jh(t,x) =0

Suppose that this is not true. Then there exists a sequence
{&}2) diverging to co asi — oo and such that h(&;, x(;)) >
r (i € N) for some positive number r. From condition (iv), we
know that there exists a function b € % such that b(h(t, x)) <
W(t, x), if h(t, x) < p. Then

W (& x(§) >b(r), ieN. (43)

For any given t € T, there exists ai > 0 such thatt €
(&:,&;41]. Then for &4, there exists a k > 0 such that §;,; €
(o tis ] If 8 < t < ty,y, from (43) and condition (iv), we
have

W) 2 W (Epx (E0) > b0 2 20 (4a)
0
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where M, = H(;Zl(l +Ej) <oo. Ift,_; <t <t wehave

w (t, x) > w (tk’ xk)

N b(r) (45)
> — W (t;,x(t;.)) > ——b(r)> —
1+dk (tox (1)) 1+d, M,
Following this procedure, we conclude that
W (t, )>Q, teT. (46)
M,
Let
t
L(t,x)=V (t,x)+ J c(W (s, x(s))) As,
i (47)
t € (tptiy], keZ'.
Then, by condition (ii),
D'L® (t,x) = D'V* (t,x) + ¢ (W (£, x)) < 0,
(48)
t#t,,
which implies
t
V(t,x)<V(t,x(t;)) - J c(W (s, x(s))) As,
t (49)

te(titinl
fork e Z*.
Hence, for&; ; € (t;, t;,,], we obtain, form (46), (49), and
condition (iii),

14 (€i+1’ X (£i+1))

Ei‘#l
<V(tLx () - L c (W (s,x(s)) As
Ei+1
<(1+d)V (tox(t)) - L c(W (s, x(s)) As

2%
< (ra) (VL) - [ eovex@nas)

&in
- J c(W(s,x(s))) As
<(V+d) (T+de )V (B x (Bh))

£i+l
- J c(W(s,x(s))) As

IA

£i+1
(1 +d; )V(to’xo) J c(W(s,x(s)))As
1 o
be)
M,

:a-

-.
Il

sMV(tO,xO)—c< )(ﬁm 1) - —oo,

fori — oo,
(50)

where M = H;fl(l +d j) < 00. This is a contradiction, hence

lim, _, . h(t, x) = 0. Theorem 17 is proved. O

In Theorem 17, the function may have a special form. In
the case when W(t,x) = V(t,x) and d, = di, k € N, we
deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 18. Let conditions (v), (vi) of Theorem 12 hold and
assume that

(i) hy, h € T and hy, is weakly finer than h;

(ii) there exist ¢ € K, and function V. € v, such that
V(t, x) is locally Lipschtiz in x for each t € T which is
rd, h-positive definite on S(h, p), hy-weakly decrescent
and

D'V2 (t,x) < —c (V (£, X)),
(51)
t#t, (tx)eS(hp);

(111) V(t;, xk + Ik(xk)) - V(tk, Xk) < de(tk’ xk), (tk’ xk) €
S(h, p), where d. > 0 and ¥ ;2| d; < co.

Then system (10) is (hy, h)-asymptotically stable.

Theorem 19. Assume that all conditions of Theorem 13 hold.
Suppose further, that there exists a function W € v, such that
W (t, x) is locally Lipschtiz in x for each t € T which is rd, and
the following conditions hold:

(i) D*'WA(t,x) < —p(t)c(hy(t, x)) + q(t), t #1t;, (t,x) €
S(h, p), wherec € #, p,q € C,4(T,R"), LOO p(r)AT =
0o, and LOO q(T)AT < 00;

(ii) W(tk,xk+1k(xk)) W(ty, x;) _H to Xi)s (t X) €
S(h, p), where d,, > 0 and Y2, d; < co.

Then system (10) is (hy, h)-attractive.

Proof. By Theorem 13, system (10) is (h,, h)-uniformly stable.
Thus, for p > 0, there exists a §, = §y(p) > 0 such that
hy(ty, x,) < &, implies that h(t,x) < p,t > t; where
x(t) = x(t; ty, x,) is any solution of (10).

Lete € (0, p) be given, § = &(¢) > 0be the same as defined
in the definition of (h, h)-uniform stability, and h,(t,, x,) <
8- We claim that there exists a t* > t,, such that

hy (£, % (1)) < 0. (52)

If this is not true, then h,(t, x) > § for all t > ¢,,.
Let

¢
L(t,x)=W(t,x) + L p () c(hy (1, x (1)) AT

, (53)
- j q(0) AT, te (totea]
2
for k € Z*. By condition (i), we obtain
D'L (t,x) = D'W™ (t,x) + p (t) hy (t, x) — q (£) 50
54

<0, t#t,



which implies that, for ¢ € (t;,t,,,], k € Z*,
L(t,x) < L(t;,x(t;))- (55)

Then, it follows from (55) and condition (ii) that, for t €
(ti> b )

t
W (t,x) < W(t,x(t)) - Jt p () c(hy (1, x (1)) AT

+ J: q (1) AT

k

(1+d )W (tex (t))

IN

t t
[ p@etn@x@)act [ amar

IN

(1 +Ek)

« (W (4 x(t)

- L ‘ p (@) c(hy (1, x (1)) At

k-1

+ J::_l q (1) AT)

- J p (@) c(hy(1,x (1)) AT + J q(r) At

2% 28

IN

(1 +Hk) (1 +Hk—1)W(tk—1’x(tk—1))

t
—L p@ ey (5, x (1)) A

+(14dy) [

e

t

q (1) AT

IN

IN

k
-1

H (1"’31‘) W (to, xo)—J-t p (@) c(hy (1, x (1)) AT

t

k
+H(1+Ei)-[ q (1) At

i=2 t

t

< M, (W (tgr x0) + L q(1) AT> -c(0) L p (1) A,
(56)

where M, = [[X,(1 +d;) < oo. Then, (56) implies that
W(t,x) — —00, fort — o©0. This contradiction shows that
(52) is true, and hence,

*

h(t,x)<e, t>t. (57)

Thus we conclude that system (10) is (h,, h)-attractive. O
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Remark 20. When T = Z,and d, = d, = 0,k € N,
Theorem 19 contains Theorem 3.4 in [18] for discrete systems
without impulse effects.

Next, we will give two results on uniform asymptotic
stability in terms of two measures.

Theorem 21. Let all the conditions of Theorem 19 and the
following additional conditions hold:

(i) W(t, x) is hy-decrescent, and p(t) = p (p is a positive
constant), fort € T;

(ii) there exists a constant T > 0 such that

{t+kt:teT,keN}CT. (58)

Then system (10) is uniformly asymptotically stable.

Proof. Since W (t, x) is hy-decrescent, there exist §; > 0O and a
function b € # such that
W (t,x) <b(hy(t,x)), if hy(t,x) <& (59)

By Theorem 19, system (10) is (h,, h)-uniformly stable. Thus,
there exists a §, = §,(p) € (0,8;) such that hy(t,, x,) < &,
implies h(t, x) < p,t > t,, for any solution x(t) = x(t;t,, x,)
of (10).

Let ¢ € (0, p) be given and § = 8(¢) > 0 be the same
as defined in the definition of (hy, h)-uniformly stability. Let
m > 0 be the smallest integer such that

s Mo(b(3) + N) (60)
prc(9)
where M, =[]0, (1 + Ek) <ooand N = L:O q(s)As < co.

Choose T' = mt and let x(t) = x(; t,, x,) be any solution
of (10) with hy(ty, x,) < 8,. We claim that there exists at” €
[to,to + T] such that hy(t", x(t*)) < &. If this is not true, then
hy(t,x) = S forallt™ € [ty,t,+T]. By (56), (60), and condition
(ii), we have

W (ty+T,x(ty+T))
to+T
< MyW (£, %5) - pe () T + M, I q(s)As  (6])
to

< Myb (8,) — mc (8) pt + MyN < 0

which is a contradiction. Thus, our claim is true and by the
uniform stability we have
h(t,x) < e, t>t,+T>t". (62)

Hence, system (10) is (h,, h)-uniformly attractive. This com-
pletes the proof. O

Theorem 22. Let conditions (v), (vi) of Theorem 12 hold and
assume that

(i) hy, h € T and hy is finer than h;
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(ii) there exist a ¢ € K, and function V € v, such that
V(t, x) is locally Lipschtiz in x for each t € T which is
rd, h-positive definite on S(h, p), hy-decrescent and

D'V (t,x) < —c(hy (t, %)),
(t,x) € S(hp);

(63)
t# b

(iii) V(tk,xk + I () = V(g x1) < dilV(ts xp)s (B %) €
S(h, p), where d. > 0 and ¥ ;2| d; < co.
Then system (10) is (hy, h)-uniformly asymptotically stable.

Proof. Since V(t, x) is hy-decrescent, there exist a constant &,
and a function a € % such that

V(t,x) <a(hy(t,x)), if hy(t,x) < 8. (64)
The fact that V (¢, x) is h-positive definite on S(h, p) implies
that there exists a function b € % such that
bh(t,x)) <V (t,x), ifh(tx)<p. (65)
It follows from Corollary 14 that system (10) is (h, h)-
uniformly stable. Thus for p > 0, there exista §; = &,(p) €
(0,6,) such that hy(ty, x,) < &, implies

h(t,x)<p, t=t,. (66)
By the choice of §,, we get
V (te, xo) < a(hy (tg:x,)) <a(d;). (67)

To prove the theorem, it is enough to show that system
(10) is (hy, h)-uniformly attractive.

Given 0 < € < p,let § = §(¢) > 0 be the same as defined
in the definition of (h,, h)-uniformly stability. Then for any
solution x(t) = x(t; ty, x,) of system (10) with h(t,, x,) < &},
we claim that there exists a T = T(e) > Ma(6,)/c(d) such
that, for some t* € [ty, t, + T1,

ho (%, x(t7)) < 6, (68)
where M = [[;2,(1 +d;) < oo. Suppose that this is false.
Then for any T' > Ma(§,)/c(8) there exists a solution x(t) =
x(t;t, x,) of (10) satistying h,(t,, x,) < &;, such that

hy(t,x(£) =8, te€[tyty+T]. (69)

By setting

L(t,x) =V (t,x) + jt ¢ (ho (s,x () As,

(70)
te(totia] ke,
and condition (ii), we have
D'L? (t,x) = D'V* (t,x) + ¢ (hy (t,x)) < 0, o
71

t#t,

which implies L(t, x) < L(t;, x(t})), for t € (f;,tj,,]. Then,
fort € (ty, ty,,], we get

Vtx)<V(t,x(t)) - J; ¢ (s) As
< (1+d)V (tox () - L ¢ () As
< () (V) - [ aas)

t
- J ¢ (s) As
B (72)

< (L+d) W+ di) V(1o x (t4))

- J:k 1 ¢ (s) As

k t
V (tg, %) H (1+d,) J ¢ (s) As
i=1

0

¢
< MV (ty, xo) = J ¢ (5) As,
to

where ¢,(t) := c(hy(t, x)). Hence, for t = t, + T, we obtain

to+T
V(t, ()l izyur < MV (t0, %) — L c(hy (s, x () As
<Ma(8,)-c(®T<0
(73)

which is a contradiction. Hence there exists a number t* €
(ty,to + T1 such that hy(t*, x(t*)) < 8. Then for ¢t > t*, thus
fort > t, + T as well, we have

h(t x) <&, (74)
thatis, h(t, x) < eholds fort > t,+T which means that system
(10) is uniformly attractive. Theorem 22 is proved. O
4.3. (hy,h)-Instability
Theorem 23. Assume that

(i) hg,h € I,V € vy, V(t, x) is locally Lipschtiz in x for

each t € T which is rd, h-positive definite on S(h, p),
and

D'VA(t,x) =0, t#t, (tx)eS(hp),  (75)

and for any s > ty and o > 0, there is 3 > 0 such that
V(t,x) > a fort > s implies h(t,x) > B fort > s;

(ii) for (t, x;) € S(h, p), k € N,
V (tex (8)) =V (to i)

2 Ly (V (te xi)) »

(76)
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where A > 0 with Y2, A, = oo, ¥ : RT — R'is
nondecreasing and y(0) = 0, w(s) > 0 for s > 0.

Then system (10) is (hy, h)-unstable.

Proof. Let us assume on the contrary that system (10) is
(hy, h)-stable. Then for 0 < & < p, there exists a § = 6(¢,, ) >
0 such that h(ty, x,) < 6 implies that h(f, x) < e for t > ¢,,.
By setting L(t) = V (¢, x), we know from condition (i) and
(ii) that L(t) is right-nondecreasing for ¢ > t,. Then, L(¢) >
L(t,), if t > t,. Thus, it follows from condition (i) that there
exists a 8, = B, (L(ty)) > 0 such that h(t,x) > B, fort > t,.
Since V (¢, x) is h-positive definite on S(h, p), there exists b €
F such that b(h(t, x)) < V(t, x), if h(t, x) < p. Then, we have

L(ty) 2b(h(tx) =2b(By), keN. (77)
From condition (ii) and (77), we have
L(te) = L(ti_y) = L(t) - L(ti)
(78)

> Ly (L(6)) 2 My (0(Bo))
and so
L(te) = L(t_y) + Ay (0(Bo))
> L(t;_y) + (Liey + ) w (2 (Bo))

[\

k
> L)+ (b (R) YA — oo, ask — oo,
i=1
(79)
which implies that, for a given number M > 0, there exists
as > t, such that L(t) > M for t > s. Thus by condition (i),
thereisa § = B(M) > Osuch that h(t, x) > Bfort > swhichis

a contradiction to the (h, h)-stability. Therefore, system (10)
is (hy, h)-unstable. L]

Theorem 24. Assume that

(i) hg,h € T, V € vy, V(t, x) is locally Lipschtiz in x for
each t € T which is rd, h-decrescent on S(h, p), and

—g(t)c(V (t,x)) < D'V (t,x) <0,
(80)
t#te, (t,x) €S(hp),

where g € C,;(T,R") and c € #;
(ii) there exist v : R* — R", k € N, such that y;(s) > s,
Yi(s) —s =y (t) —tfort > s >0, and
V (ts X+ I () 2 e (V (t %)) »

(tk,xk) € S(h,p), ke N,

(81)
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(iii) for any u > 0,

V/k(u)—u>

e keN @)

235
- J g AT +
28

wherer, > 0 and Y ;2| 1. = 00.

Then system (10) is (hy, h)-unstable.

Proof. For the sake of contradiction, we assume that system
(10) is (hy, h)-stable. Then for 0 < & < p, there exists a § =
O(ty,€) > 0 such that hy(t,, x,) < & implies h(t,x) < ¢ for
t > t,. Since V(t, x) is h-decrescent on S(h, p), there exists a

function a € K such that
V(t,x)<a(h(t,x)) <a(p), ifh(tx)<p. (83)

Let m(t) = V(t,x) and L(t) = V(t,x) +
jfk GOV, x(T))AT, for t € (ttey), k € Z'. Then
it follows from condition (i) that

D'L* (1) =D'VA (t,x) + g(t) c (V (£,x)) 20, t#t,
(84)
which implies
L) >L(t), te(tptil- (85)
Since D*V2(t, x) < 0, it follows from (85), that
798
mt) =m() == [ g0eon (@) ar
' t (86)
> —c(m(t})) J N g (1) At.
b
From condition (ii), we have
m (tg) = m(te) = yi (m (1)) —m () )

>y (m () - m ()
which, together with (86) and condition (iii), yields
M (tyr) =m () = m(teyy) —m(t) +m(ty) - m(t;)

>y (m (1)) - m ()
e () f‘” (0 At

> c(m(ty)) re = c(m(ty)) 7y

>c(m(t))r. keN.
(88)

Thus,

k
m(tiy) =m(t) +c(m(ty)) Zri — 00, ask— oo,
i=1

(89)

which contradicts (83). Therefore, system (10) is (hy,h)-
unstable and the proof is complete. O
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5. Examples

In this section, as applications of the above-derived theoreti-
cal criteria, two representative examples are given as follows.

Example 25. Consider the system

y (t)
2(1+x2())

x (t)
2(1+y2(t))

Ax (t;) =

X (t) = —x(t), t#t,

YA (t) = —y (), t#t,

(90)

.x(tk) k € N,

5
Ay(t) = P4 (), keN,
on time scale T.

Let V(x,y) = X2+ yz. Then we have

V2 (x,y)
= (2 +5)
= x%x + 27" +yAy +y[’yA

=x" (2x + yxA) + yA (2y + yyA)

)l )

“‘[(ﬁ_")z*(z(lwz) ]

(1—M)xy(1+y )+ (u/4) £
(1+5%)
< (1/2) (1= ) (2* + 7)) (14 27) + (u/4) (x> + )
(1+x2)?
+(u-2) (2% + %)
LU= (2 +57) (1+97) + (u/4) (£ +5?)
(1+5%)

(u=-2)V(xy), t#t,

NI»—‘

(o1

11
where x°(t) = x(co(t)), and
V(x (1), y (t))
=" (t0) + ¥ ()
3\? 5\?
~(1+5) P+ (1+5) ¥ (w0
1
<V (x(ti),y () + 55V (x(t), v (t), keN,
(92)
that is,
V(x (), y () =V (x (t) v (1) < diV (x (), v (1)) »
(93)
where d;, = 1/257° and []{2,d; < co.
If u(t) < 2, then by (91) we have
V2 (x,y) <0. (94)
Then for h(x, y) = |x| and hy(x, y) = \/x? + y?, we have
W (x,9) <V (t,x) <k (x ). (95)

From Corollary 14, we conclude that system (90) is (h, h)-
uniformly stable. It should be noted that (k,, h)-stability in
this case implies, by the choice of / and h, that the trivial
solution of (90) is partially stable with respect to x.

If, for a given positive constant m < 1, u(t) < 2(1 — m),
then we have

VA (x,y) < -mV (x, y). (96)

Then for h(x, y) = 2|xy| and hy(x, y) = x4+ y2, we have

h(x,y) <V (xy) <h(xy). (97)

By Corollary 18, we conclude that system (90) is (hg, h)-
asymptotically stable. Moreover, since /i, = V, we conclude,
by Theorem 22, that system (90) is (h, h)-uniformly asymp-
totically stable.

Example 26. Consider the following system [14]

2

-t X1%,
x; =—(e +1)x;— , t#t,
! ( )1 1+ x? k
xx
x§=—(e_t+1)x2— 122, t#t,
1+X1 (98)
1
Axlzixl, t=t, keN,
1
szzixz, t=t, keN,

on time scale T such that u(t) > 2/(e" +1),forallt € T.
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Let V(t,x) = xf + x%, then we get

A A o A A o A
Vot x) = x] % + x7X] + X5 %, + X, %,

xpxy + (o ) 2+ X0 + (3 + ) Xy

fox1 + 2x§x2 +u [(xf)2 + (sz)Z] >
(99)

where x{ = x;(0(t)),i = 1, 2. Substituting (98) into (99) yields

VA (t,x) = [y (e_t + 1)2 -2 (e_t + 1)] (xf + xi)

pxixy pxx;
(1+x§)2 (1 +xf)2
2.2 2.2
i xjx5  xix,
+2[,u(e +1)_1]<1+xf+1+x§>
y xx; : xix3 S o,
(1+x2)” (1+x2
(100)
When ¢t = t;, we have
+ + 2 /,+ 2 /,+ 9 2 9 2
V(e x (8)) = x7 () + x5 (1) = e (t) + 5 (t)
=V (tex (t) + Ly (V (8 x (8)))
(101)

where A, = 5/4 and y(s) = s.
For h(t, x) = |x;| + |x,| and h, € T, we have

K (6 x) = (] + |xa])? = X2+ 22 + 2%, = V (8, %).
(102)

Then, for any s > t; and &« > 0, V(t,x) > « implies that
h(t,x) > B = +/a. Hence, all the conditions of Theorem 23
are satisfied, and system (98) is (h,, h)-unstable.

6. Conclusions

We have generalized the concepts of stability in terms of
two measures relative to ordinary impulsive systems to
impulsive systems on time scales. By employing the approach
of Lyapunov function, we have established some criteria
ensuring stability and instability in terms of two measures
for nonlinear impulsive systems on time scales. Two examples
have been worked out to demonstrate the main results.
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