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G o W N

Abstract: This paper investigates the bipartite synchronization of memristor-based fractional-order
coupled delayed neural networks with structurally balanced and unbalanced concepts. The main
result is established for the proposed model using pinning control, fractional-order Jensen’s inequality,
and the linear matrix inequality. Further, new sufficient conditions are derived using the Lyapunov-
Krasovskii functional with delay-dependent criteria. Finally, numerical simulations are provided
including two numerical examples to show the effectiveness of the theoretical results.

Keywords: bipartite synchronization; Filippov sense; memristor; structurally balanced; Caputo
derivative; pinning control
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1. Introduction

Fractional differential calculus (FDC) has a vital mechanism compared to ordinary
differential calculus. Thus, it is practically used to model several problems in engineering
and sciences. The main reason for the success of FDC applications is that they produce
fractional-order models that are often more accurate than the integer-order ones. Indeed, it
has been witnessed that all fractional operators consider the entire history of the process,
thus helping to model the non-local and distributed effects often encountered in the natural
and technical phenomena. Fractional calculus is therefore an excellent tool for describing
the memory and hereditary properties of various materials and processes, including various
applications of real-life engineering problems, such as the diffusion process, heat transfer,
mechanics, electric circuits, medicine and a wide range of fields. For more applications, we
refer the reader to [1-4] and their references therein.

Synchronization signifies multiple engaging collective behaviors obtained in natural
and artificial systems. It is successfully used in pattern recognition, object detection,
image processing, etc. [5,6]. There are many examples, such as local synchronization [7],
global synchronization [8], multi-quasi synchronization, projective synchronization [9], and
bipartite synchronization [10-12]. All nodes which converge to the value and are equal in
every modulus, but not in sign, are called bipartite consensus [13]. This consensus which
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is applied to the synchronization is said to be bipartite synchronization, and this type of
synchronization has attracted the attention of more researchers [10,11,14-16].

In 1971, Leon O. Chua postulated that the memristor is a new circuit element. In-
deed, it offers non-volatile memory potential applications stored in a simple device struc-
ture. In 2008, Chua received great attention for the experimental observation in (Hewlett—
Packard) HP labs. The two-terminal variable resistance of the memristor is known as
memristance [17,18]. A neural network emulates the human brain by placing the mem-
ristor instead of the resistor. It is known as a memristor neural network (MNN). The
memristor holds many advantages, such as lower power, high density, and good scala-
bility. It finds the key to engineering problems, such as power circuits, static function,
and impacting machines. Moreover, several types of neural network have been studied
in the past, a few among them being the Hopfield neural network [19], biological neural
network [6], cellular neural network [20], stochastic neural network [21], complex-valued
neural network [22], Chebyshev neural network [23], BAM neural network [24,25], delayed
neural network [26-29] and coupled delayed neural network [2,11]. Nowadays, many
authors are studying the fractional-order memristor-based neural network (FMNN), but
their solutions are still unveiled. The fractional-order memristor coupled delayed neural
network was studied in [2,30], while the complex-valued memristor-based neural network
was discussed in [9,14,17,31]. The network models are efficiently employed to solve several
problems in image processing, cryptography and secure communication [14,18,32]. Differ-
ent kind of controllers are used within the ordinary and fractional order control systems,
for example, pinning control [11,31,33], adaptive control [31], event-triggered control [34],
and impulsive control [20,24,35,36]. However, the pinning control strategy is mostly used
to reduce large-scale network costs. Moreover, the Laplace transform has been used as a
tool to study the qualitative behavior of the fractional-order differential system. Recently,
the linear matrix inequality (LMI) was used to study the stability behavior of linear and
non-linear fractional differential systems [37].

Motivated by the foregoing results, a fractional-order coupled delayed neural network
(FCDNN) with delay-dependent criteria is considered in this paper, with the pinning
control, fractional-order Jensen’s inequality, and the linear matrix inequality. Furthermore,
new sufficient conditions are derived using the Lyapunov—Krasovskii functional (LKF).
The main contributions of this paper are described as follows:

(@) Constructing a new LKF and examining effects on the stability by considering time
delay information which effectively improves the stability condition.

(b) Deducing delay-dependent synchronization criteria for the FCDNN under both struc-
turally balanced and unbalanced networks.

(¢) The pinning controller is used, which is cost efficient, and is found effective compared
to the other controllers.

(d) Obtaining the boundedness of LKF via fractional-order Jensen’s inequality.

The objective of this paper is to provide a different approach that will yield less restrictive
and more efficient delay dependent stability conditions. Based on the above discussion, this
paper’s main outline is derived as follows: In Section 2, we discuss essential preliminaries,
definitions and lemmas, and Section 3 explains the problem formulation of memristor based
FCDNN. Sections 4 and 5 study memristor-based FCDNN with the bipartite leader and leader-
less synchronization through structurally balanced and unbalanced concepts. In Section 6, the
applications of the theory are proved by numerical examples.

Notations: The sign(-) represents the signum or sign function. w, denotes gauge
transformation, ® denotes the Kronecker product [38], pi denotes the Laplacian matrix,
L? and L" are the Laplacian of signed and unsigned matrices, respectively, and ¢co means

. . . . a b
convexity closure. A symmetric matrix I1 is denoted as Il = <* >, * represents the

d
transpose of b and I'(x) is the gamma function defined by I'(q) = [~ e '#7~'dt, where the
real part of g is positive.
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2. Preliminaries

This part provides some essential preliminaries that are necessary to address the
important results.

Lemma 1 ([39]). The matrix A is known as M—matrix if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i)  All eigenvalues of A are non-negative.
(ii)  All off-diagonal elements of A are non-positive.

Definition 1 ([11,13]). The signed network GV is structurally balanced if the bipartition of the
vertices v1,v, v1 Uvy = V,v1 Nvg = @, V is the set of nodes of G SN the adjacency matrix a; is
positive if for all vy, Vj € 05,8 € {1,2}, and ap; is negative if for all v, € vs, Vi €0y, S # t, where
s, t € {1,2}. Otherwise it is said to be structurally unbalanced.

Definition 2 ([13]). If a memristor-based FCDNN of G5N is structurally balanced with gauge
transformation then, Way, W = a3, = |aj, |, where W = diag (w1, wy...wy), wp = {—1,1}, and
a;]-, aZj represent the adjacency matrices of signed and unsigned graphs.

Lemma 2 ([11,12]). If D = diag(dy...dn),dp € {-1,1},p € {1,2,..N} is pinning feedback
gains, the Laplacian L° = D — A® and L* = D — A" of the signed network GN such that
et = Wl;jw = —|a;j|f¢?r p # jand Iy, :‘lec\lzl,k#P |a;].], where' AS anfl A" are adjacency
matrices of signed and unsigned graphs, respectively, then the H-matrix is defined as

H = (hy;) = L* + D. )

pi

Lemma 3 ([40]). (Jensen’s inequality) Let o(t) € R" be an integral function, ¢ € (0,1], R be
positive definite n X n matrix, then the fractional-order integral inequality is defined as follows:

I'(g+1
oI} (e (ORe() = [ Tl R o), @
Lemma 4 ([41]). If the following LMI (TQT 5 > > 0 holds, then either one of the following
1

conditions will exist,
i Q>0Q —TQ'T>0,
(i) Q1 >0,Q-TQ'T" >0.

Definition 3 ([1]). The fractional-order integration of the function f(t) is defined as follows:

1 t dt
oIl = 1o L ®

where g € (0,1).

Definition 4 ([1]). Caputo’s fractional-order derivative of f (t) is defined as

U )
%D?f(t) T(n—q) /to (t —s)d-n+1 ds,

where g > 0,n € Z" satisfying (n — 1) < q < n. Particularly, if 0 < q < 1, then

W0l = =gy f, A= @
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3. Problem Formulation

Consider the memristor-based FCDNN of signed network G°N expressed by the
following conditions:

BDI(xp(1)) = —Cxp(t) + Axp () f (xp(t)) + Blxp(1)) g (xp(t = T(1))) ®)

N
—0 21 |yl Cep(£) — sign(ay;)x;(t)) + up,
j=

where x,(t),(t > 0) denote the state variable of p!" neuron (capacitor’s voltage),
p = {1,2,..N}, C = diag(cy,cy, ..cy) is a diagonal matrix of the neurons,
A(xp(t)) = [agj(xpj(t))]nxn and B(xp(t)) = [bgj(xp;j(t))]nxn represent the connective
weighted memristor matrices, f(x,(t)) = (fi(xp1(£)), - fu(xpn(t)))T and g (x, (t — T(t))) =
(81(xp1(t = T())), g (xpn(t — 7(t))))T are bounded feedback functions without and with
delay, respectively, the coupling strength of the node is denoted as o, 7(t) is called bounded and
differentiable node delay 0 < 7(t) < 7,0 < gD? 7(t) < p < 1. Using the concept of a signed
network, some justification for the coupling terms is needed to be given. A coupling adjacency
matrix is symmetric if a,,; = a;,. However, the coupling term is not necessarily symmetric. The
signed network G°N (5) is strongly connected if ap; > 0is positive. Further, it has a direct
link between j to p. Then a coupling term is a;]-(xp(t) — xj(t)); otherwise —a;j(xp(t) +x;(t))-
The initial condition of G°V is represented as x,(t) = ¢, (t),t € [—7,0], where r = Stlil(]) T(f).
¢p(t) belongs to the bounded feedback functions on [, 0]. The network of leader node (5) is
defined as

D] (sp(1)) = —Csp(t) + A(sp (1)) f(sp(1)) + B(sp(£))g(sp(t — T(1))), ©

where a4;(sp;(t)) and bg;(s,;(t)) represent the connective weights of memristor matrices.

Remark 1. In memristor-based FCDNN (6), the memristor connective weights of ag;(spi(t)),
byi(spj(t)) are discontinuous, and the solution for differential Equation (6) cannot be found directly.
Filippov developed a solution of the discontinuous right-hand side of an integer-order differential
equation. Based on the definition, the discontinuous right-hand side of a differential equation has the
same values as a certain inclusion.

Definition 5 ([17]). The set-valued map F : R x R" — R" is defined as
F(t,x) = Ns>o my(M):O C_O[f(t,B(X, 3))/ M|,

where B(x, ) is a ball with x as the center and radius 6, co is the convex closure, and (M)
denotes the Lebesque measure. x(t), a vector valued function defined on I C R, forms a solution
of the Filippov system if it is absolutely continuous on [t1, t] of I and also satisfies the differential
inclusion % € F(t,x), t € I. Let A(xp(t)) and B(x,(t)) be memristor connection weights of a
signed network, which are defined as

Agi, |x,i(t)| > T, bei, |x,i(t)| > T;,
aqi(xi(t)) :{vgl pi bei(x,:(1)) = {Vgl pi
ST dgj,s |xp]~(t)| <T, SN bgj/ |Xp]‘(i’)| <T,

A(sp(t)) and B(s,(t)) are memristor connection weights of the leader node of the network,
which are defined as
gi, |8,i(H)] > T, boi, spi(t)| > Tj,
gt 0) ={ stentt) = {5 £
dgj, Ispi ()| < Tj;, bgji lspj ()] < Tj,
{l(ivT]) = dgj (or) dgj, B(£Tj) = bgj (0r) b
bgi, bgj, for g,j = {1,2,...n}, are constant.

oj, Where switching jumps T; > 0 and weights dg;, iy,
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Assumption 1. (Ay) The neuron activation functions f;, and g; are odd and bounded, f;(£T;) = 0.
Let F and G be Lipschitz constants and the neuron activation functions satisfy the Lipschitz condition
as follows:

Ifi(x) = fi(v)]
gj(x) — gi(y)]

Filx—yl,
Gilx —yl, 7)

IN A

where F; > 0,G; >0, j = {1,2,..n},x,y € R.

Lemma 5 ([27]). Under the assumption f(+T,) = g(£Ty,) = 0, then the following holds:
|colagjxyi ()] f (xp(t)) — colagisp;(t)]f (sp(£))| < AFplxp(t) —sp(t)],
|co[bgjxp;(t)]g (xp(£)) — colbgjsy; ()18 (sp(t))] < BGplap(t) —sp(t)l,

where Fy > 0,Gp >0, p = {1,2,..N}, A = max{|ay;|, |[dgi|}, B = max{|Eg]-|, |Eg]-|}.

Remark 2. Let us consider the memristor of FCDNN of leader node (6). The set valued map is
defined as follows:

ﬁg]‘, ‘Sp]‘(t)| > T,
co[(agj(spi(t)))] = { co{agj, dp;}, [spi(t)] = Tj,
ﬁg]'|sp]'(t>| < T]

If the network of leader node s, (t) is absolutely continuous on [0,T), then the Filippov
solution of (6) on [0, T) is defined as

i5D1 (sp()) € =Csp(t) + colag;(sp;(1))]f (sp(£)) + colbg;(sy; (£))]g(sp(t = T(t))),

fort >0, where 0 < q <1, or there exist A € colag;(sy;(t))], B € colbg;(sp;(t))] such that

CD(sp(t)) = —Csp(t) + Af (sp(t)) + Bg(sp(t — T(1))). @®)

Applying the theories of the set valued map and fractional-order differential inclusion in (6),
the Filippov sense of fractional order differential inclusion is written as (8). Additionally, the
Filippov sense in the memristor-based FCDNN (5) of the signed network is written as

N
D] (xp (1)) = —=Cap(t) + Af (xp(1)) + Bg(xp(t = 7(1))) — & Z% Lyixj(t) +up, ©
fan

where A € colagj(x,;(t))], B € colbg;(xy;(t))].

Definition 6 ([11,12]). Memristor-based FCDNN is said to be a bipartite leader synchroniza-
tion if limy e0(xp(t) — wpsp(t)) = 0 and is said to be bipartite leaderless synchronization if
lim; 0 (X (t) — wpx;(t)) = 0.

Now, we are defining the pinning controller u,(t) = —od,(x,(t) — wpsp(t)), where d,,
is known as the pinning feedback gain. If the vertices are pinned, then d,, is positive, other-
wise dy is zero. If w, =1, p € v; and if w, = —1, p € vy. Further, if we consider w, = Iy,
the bipartite synchronization changes to the standard leader-following synchronization.

Remark 3. If the network of leader node is rooted, then it contains a spanning tree. Hence the
network of leader node (8) has a directed path to each node of the signed network (9). Moreover, if
the Laplacian matrix of a leaderless node has all its eigenvalues to be positive, except at least one
zero value, then the signed graph has a spanning tree [11-13,42].
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4. Bipartite Leader Synchronization of Memristor-Based FCDNN

In this section, we discuss the bipartite leader synchronization of the memristor-based
FCDNN of leader node (8) and signed network (9). The error system is described as
ep(t) = Xp(t) —sp(t), where X, (t) = wpxp(t), w% =1,

%D?(ep(t)) = —Cey(t) + AFye,(t) + BGpep(t — T(t UZZW (1) — odpep(t).

If Zli\]:l,k £ l;k # 0 when ay < 0 holds, then the row sum of the matrix, denoted by L?,
may or may not be zero. It is different from the unsigned Laplacian matrix; by the Lemma 2,
we obtain

%D?(ep(t)) = —Cey(t) + AFpe,(t) + BGpep(t — T(t (Tth]e] (10)

Theorem 1. Assume the hypothesis (A1), and consider the positive definite matrices P, P, P, € R"*",
a positive real number y < 1, and a symmetric matrix Qy, if the following LMI condition holds:

i PBG 0 0
« —(1—p)P 0 0

I1= 71 <0; 11
* * _r(,;+1) (QlPZ) 0 - (1
* * * —*r(qf;rl)Pz

where & = —PC — CTP + Py 4+ 2PAF — 2¥P satisfies 0 < ¥ < ominj<,<n Re(Ay), Ay is an
eigenvalue of matrix H, and ¥ > 0 is a positive number, then the memristor-based FCDNN of the
error system (10) is the bipartite leader, synchronized.

Proof. Take the Lyapunov-Krasovskii candidate:

3
V(i) = ) V),
k=1
N
Vi(t) = Zlgpep(t)Pep(t),
p=
N t
V(t) = p;lf;p /t_T(t)ep(s)Plep(s)ds,
V() = L [ (00 [ (€ Dley(s)TBa(E (Dley(s))dsds
p=1 7%

Now, using the Caputo fractional-order derivative,
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oDivi(t)

IN

2 Z &pey (1) P{—Cey(t) + AFpep(t) + BGpep(t —T(t)) — 0 Z hyiej(t)

COIVA() = Y. Eplel(OPiep(t) — (1— SDIT())el ¢ — (1)) Prey (t — (1))}

p=1
c N
D]vs(t) < Z

fo

q+1> (£-eDep(t)) " Pa(E_e Dey (1))

1 0 _
_ﬁli)/? (_9)11 1()SC+67TD?+96P(t+9))TP2(15C+97TD?+9€PU+9))/

N
= Z { q+1) (— quep( ))TPZ(E—TD?eP(t))}

p=1
= e gy Db )P Dl ).
Now, consider
./t.—f M(nggep (9))TP2(54DZeP(9))d9
D (s [ (0= 001716 Dy 00
() ot~ O G eDlep 00
- F(qul)( I'(q) / (t = 0)7"1(§_<Djep(8) — yp(6)d0)"P:
t
X(r(lq) tiT(t—g)q Y(§_.Dfey(8) —y,(0))d6)
- r(qf—: . (ep(t) —ep(t = 7) = 1< Ilyy ()" P2

x(ep(t) —ep(t = T) — -2 Llyp (1)),

where y, (6) = oy J{ (1 — 0)79e, (w)du, e(t) = (e1(1), ea(t), en ()T, elt — (1)) =
(ex(t = T(8)), ealt — (1)), wen (t — (D).
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cDlv(t) < 2 Z &pey (H)P{—Cep(t) + AFpep(t) + BGpey(t — T(t Uthe]
+ Z Eplep (O)Prep(t) — (1= D] T(t))ey (t— T(£))Prep(t — T(t))}
r=
t % bl (Do) P <Dy 1)
|
Tlg+1)

zr (ep(t) —ep(t—17) = b~ Ifyp(5) Palep(t) —ep(t = 7) — - Ilyp (1))
< 2T (t)(E@ PC)e(t) + 2¢T(t)(E @ PAF)e(t) 4 2¢T (t)(E @ PBG)e(t — t(t))

2¢7 (t)[c(EH) @ Ple(t) +2¥e’ (t)(E @ P)e(t) — 2%e! (t)(E ® P)e(t)
+ e (H(E@P)e(t) -

@ Pr)e(t) — €T (t = 7(1))(1 - p)(E @ P)e(t — T(1))
o OISO HOTCENARAD
< z%(t)nzp(ﬂ—2eT(t>([E(aH—‘HN)J®P>e<t>—%fﬂ<)(E @ (TTQ™'T)P) i (1), (12)
here z,(t) = col (ey(t),ep(t — T(1), (1), (1), 4(6) = (11(0),y2(6), .y (0))",

O (t) = & ;Dley(t), M(t) = ep(t) —ep(t — T) — i—z1ly,(t), by Lemmas 2 and 4, H ma-
trix is a non-singular M-matrix, also cH — Yy is a non-singular M-matrix such that
[E(cH —¥Iy)] > 0, where E = diag(&1, &2, ...¢N ). Hence, by using the LMI (11), the error
system is globally asymptotically stable. Therefore, the desired result is achieved. [J

5. Bipartite Leaderless Synchronization of Memristor Based FCDNN

In this section, we discuss the bipartite leaderless synchronization (self-synchronization)
of the memristor-based FCDNN of signed networks (9). Here, the external force is not
required for leaderless consensus. Hence, the pinning value is zero. Let X, (t) = wpxp(t),
which also gives x, = w,X,(t). Then, from (9), it follows that

E}D;’(fp(t)) —Cxy(t) + Awp f (wpx;(t)) + Bwpg(wpXp(t — T(t))) — o Z lp] i(t
CD(5p(1) = —Cxp(t) + Af(£p(1)) + Bg(5y(t —T(1)) — ; 15 (). (13)
=

Here, e (1) = %p(t) — %:(t), Li; = %, — I!". Recall that L)', I, = 0.

gD;’(ep(t)) = —Cep(t) + AFpep(t) + BGpey(t — T(t (TZLPJ J (14)

Theorem 2. Under Assumption (Ay), if u < 1is a positive real number, P, P, P, € R"™" >0
are positive definite matrices, Q1 is a symmetric matrix, and the following LMI condition holds:

a1 PBG 0 0
x« —(1—pu)h 0 0
= T <0;
I * & _F(qTqul) (lez) 0 <0 (15)
* * * —%Pz

where @y = —PC — CTP + Py + 2P.AF, then the memristor-based FCDNN of error system (14)
is bipartite leaderless, synchronized.

The proof is similar to Theorem 1.
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6. Numerical Examples

For the sake of confirmation and validation, two numerical examples are discussed in
this section.

Example 1. Consider the leader node of the network (8) with the memristor values as

—-040 -0.32 -0.82 —-0.50 10
A= <1.30 0.70 >'B - <1.35 0.64 > and C = (o 1);
and f(xp(t)) = g(xp(t —T(t))) = (tanh(xpl(t)),tanh(xpz(t)))T, p ={1,2,3..8}. The arbi-

trary trajectories of the leader node of network (8) are shown in Figure 1. Consider the memristor of
FCDNN with the following parameters. The memristor connective weights are taken from [27] as

o1 (x1) _{2_""1( <y ) _{1, SICIES _{0.5, (D) < 1,

2, lx(t)] > 1, 1) > 1, 05, |11 (8)] > 1,
15, (1) <1, 1| (8)] < 1, 2, 0] < 1,

a X == a = a X =

2(x2) {—1.5,|x2(t)| >1, (x2) —1, [x(t)] > 1, 2(x2) —2,yx2(t)\ > 1,
15, |x3(1)] < 1, 2, |x3(1)] <1, 1, |x3(t)|

a X == a X = a X =

a1(%3) {—1.5,|x3(t)| g, 2 =00, lxs(t)] > 1, a(x) =1 _ yx3(t)| > 1

by VROI<L L fosaml<n, 0 15 a0l <1
1, ()] > 1, 05, [x1(t)] > 1, 15, 0 (8)] > 1,
2, l0(8)] < 1, 15, |x(1)] < 1, 1o <1,

by1(xp) = by (xp) = bys(xp) =

2(%2) {—2, X ()] >1, 2(2) = 5 |x2(t |>1, 2(x2) =y 0o (t)] > 1,
2, |xs(t)| < 1, y \<1 15, |x3()] < 1,

by (x3) = by (x3) = b -

a1(%2) {—2, o) >1, 2 1, B T s ) > 1

——s,)
s,l)

Figure 1. Orbit trajectory of leader node.

Further, consider the coupling strength o = 30 and q = 0.9, by the bipartite consensus
v1 ={1,2,3,5}, v, = {4,6,7,8}, w={1,1,1,-1,1,-1,—1, -1}, dy = 30, with the activa-
tion function f(x,(t)) = g(xp(t —T(t))) = tanh(x,;(t)) which satisfies F = G = 1. Hence from
Lemma2, we obtain A, =  0.5134. Let t(t) = log(l + e'), then

. oo I(g+1)log(1+e! "
%D?T(l‘) = il%%zrzo(—l)r%§ u = 0.5 < 1. Hence all the hypotheses

of Theorem 1 are satisfied and with the support of the MATLAB LMI toolbox, Inequality (11) is val-
0.1386  —0.0033 0.0048

idated with feasible positive definite matrices of the form, P = (0.0033 0.1186 0.0081)
0.0048  0.0081 0.1105
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1.3577  —0.0550 —0.0668 1.1279 0 0

P = (—0.0550 1.2878 —0.1290) ;P = ( 0 1.1279 0 ) . Figure 2 repre-
—0.0668 —0.1290 1.2170 0 0 1.1279

sents directed signed graph with eight vertices, and Figure 3 shows the bipartite leader synchroniza-

tion of equation (10). Further, using inequality (11), we obtain 0 < T < 1.1057.

&t

03— &5t
&4t
02— y -

Figure 3. Bipartite leader synchronization of signed graph with eight vertices.

10 0 O
Example 2. Consider equation (14) with C = ( 0 15 0 ) , and the memristor values, activa-
0 0 20

tion functions and p are taken as same as in example 1. By the bipartite consensus v1 = {1,2,3,5},
v, = {4,6,7,8}, w = {1,1,1,—-1,1,—1,—1, -1}, Hence all the hypotheses of Theorem 2 are
satisfied, and with the support of MATLAB LMI toolbox, inequality (15) is validated with feasible
positive definite matrices as follows:
0.1568 0.0076 0.0146 12781  0.0566 —0.0490
P= (0.0076 0.1135 0.0062) p = ( 0.0566  1.0928 —0.1944) ;
0.0146 0.0062 0.0992 —0.0490 —0.1944 0.8368

0 0 0.8435
nization as shown in Figure 4. Further using inequality (15), we obtain 0 < T < 0.7724.

0.8435 0 0
P, = 0 0.8435 0 . Error system (14) achieves the bipartite leaderless synchro-

Remark 4. The memristor-based FCDNN of signed network equation (5) shows that signed graph
of eight vertices is structurally balanced. If the signed network has at least one negative cycle, it
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is structurally unbalanced. For Equation (10), the matrix values are the same as in Example 1
with Ap = 0.6048. Hence by Theorem 1, we derive the structurally unbalanced bipartite leader
synchronization. Figures 5 and 6 show the structurally unbalanced directed signed graph with eight
vertices and its bipartite leader synchronization, respectively.

T
031 ] e,
ey

&,

20

&t

——e,ll}

o[

Figure 6. Structurally unbalanced bipartite leader synchronization.
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7. Conclusions

In this paper, we studied the memristor-based FCDNN under pinning control. The
main results are proved under less restrictive conditions on the bipartite leader and leader-
less synchronization of the signed network through structurally balanced and unbalanced
concepts. In future, the FCDNN of Equation (10) with non-differentiable delay could be
discussed within the fractional settings.
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