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A study on K- paracontact and (k, u)- paracontact manifold
admitting vanishing Cotton tensor and Bach tensor

V. VENKATESHA, N. BHANUMATHI, AND C. SHRUTHI

ABSTRACT. The object of the present paper is to study K-paracontact manifold admitting
parallel Cotton tensor, vanishing Cotton tensor and to study Bach flatness on K-paracontact
manifold. In that we prove for a K-paracontact metric manifold M2"*1 has parallel Cotton
tensor if and only if M2"*1 is an n-Einstein manifold and r = —2n(2n + 1). Further we show
that if g is an n-Einstein K-paracontact metric and if g is Bach flat then g is an Einstein.
Also we study vanishing Cotton tensor on (k, p)-paracontact manifold for both x > —1 and
k < —1. Finally, we prove that if M27*1 is a (k, u)-paracontact manifold for k # —1 and if
M?7+1 has vanishing Cotton tensor for p # s, then M?"t! is an 7-Einstein manifold.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53C15; 53C20; 53C25.
Key words and phrases. Bach tensor, Cotton tensor, n-Einstein manifold, K-paracontact
and (k, p)-paracontact manifold.

1. Introduction

In 1921, the notion of Bach tensor was introduced by R. Bach [1] to study conformal
relativity. This is a symmetric traceless (0,2)-type tensor B on an n-dimensional
Riemannian manifold (M, g), defined by

1 n
B(X,Y) =— Z ((Ve,Ve,W) (X, e1,€;,Y))
ij=1
1 n
+ —3 Z Ric(e;, ;)W (X, e5,€5,Y), (1)
ij=1

where (e;),% =1, ...,m, is a local orthonormal frame on (M;g), Ric is the Ricci tensor
of type (0,2) and C is the (0, 3)-type Cotton tensor defined by|[9]

C(X,Y)Z =(VxRic)(Y, Z) — (VyRic)(X, Z)

5 Y 2)X) (X 2)()) 2)

and W denotes the Weyl tensor of type (0,3) defined by[9]
W(X,Y)Z =R(X,Y)Z —g(Y, Z)QX — g(X, 2)QY +g(QY, Z) X
T
QX 2)Y ~ L(a¥.2)X — (X, 2)Y). Q

Received March 4, 2020. Revised November 15, 2020.
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After Bach[l], many people worked on Bach tensor; In 1993 Pedersen and Swann[13]
studied Einstein-Weyl geometry, the Bach tensor and conformal scalar curvature. In
2013-14 H.D. Cao and others ([6] and [7]) studied Bach tensor on gradient shrinking
and steady Ricci soliton. In 2017 Ghosh and Sharma [10] studied Sasakian manifolds
with purely transversal Bach tensor. In that article they shows a (2n+1)-dimensional
Sasakian manifold (M, g) with a purely transversal Bach tensor has constant scalar
curvature > 2n(2n + 1), equality holding if and only if (M, g) is Einstein. For dimen-
sion 3, M is locally isometric to the unit sphere S3. For dimension 5, if in addition
(M, g) is complete, then it has positive Ricci curvature and is compact with finite
fundamental group m1(M). Recently in 2019 Ghosh and Sharma [9] studied classi-
fication of (k, pt)-contact manifold with divergence free Cotton tensor and vanishing
Bach tensor.

The study of paracontact geometry was introduced by Kaneyuki and Williams in
[11]. A systematic study of paracontact metric manifolds started with the paper [16],
were the Levi-Civita connection, the curvature and a canonical connection (analogue
to the Tanaka Webster connection of the contact metric case) of a paracontact metric
manifold have been described.

There are differences between a contact metric (k, u)- space (M2t ¢, €, 1, g) and
a paracontact metric (k, p)-space (M2"*1 ¢ €,m,g). Namely, unlike in the contact
Riemannian case, a paracontact (k,u)-manifold such that x = —1 in general is not
para-Sasakian. In fact, there are paracontact (k,u)-manifolds such that h? = 0
(which is equivalent to take Kk = —1) but with h # 0. For 5-dimensional, Cappelletti
Montano and Di Terlizzi gave the first example of paracontact metric (—1,2)-space
(M?"+1 ¢, € n, g) with h? = 0 but h # 0 in [5] and then Cappelletti Montano et. al.,
gave the first paracontact metric structures defined on the tangent sphere bundle and
constructed an example with arbitrary n in [2]. Later, for 3-dimensional, the first
numerical example was given in [8]. Another important difference with the contact
Riemannian case, due to the non-positive definiteness of the metric, is that while for
contact metric (k, u)-spaces the constant x can not be greater than 1, paracontact
metric (k, u)-space has no restriction for the constants £ and p.

These papers leads interest and gives motivation to us to study Bach and Cotton
tensor on K-paracontact and (k, u1)-paracontact manifold.

After the introduction, we discuss preliminary part, it includes some basic defini-
tions and some important properties of K-paracontact and (k, p)-paracontact mani-
fold which are related to our paper and in the third section we study vanishing Cotton
tensor on K-paracontact manifold, in the next section we study parallel Cotton tensor
on K-paracontact manifold. In section five, we study Bach tensor on 7n-Einstein K-
paracontact manifold (n > 1). Finally in the last two sections, we discuss vanishing
Cotton tensor on (k, u)-paracontact manifold for both k > —1 and k < —1.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic definitions, which are helpful for our future studies.
For more information we refer [3],[12],[15]. A (2n + 1)-dimensional smooth manifold
M?"*+1 has a almost paracontact structure (i, £, n) if it admits a (1, 1)-tensor field ¢,
a vector field £ and a 1-form 7 such that

P =I-n-& @€ =0 ne=0, n& =1, (4)
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for all X,Y € TM?"*! and the eigen distributions Dt and D~ of ¢ corresponding to
the respective eigenvalues 1 and —1 have equal dimension n. If an almost paracontact
manifold is endowed with a semi-Riemannian metric g such that

9(pX,0Y) = —g(X,Y) + n(X)n(Y), (5)
where signature of g is necessarily (n+1,n) for all X, Y € TM?"+1 then (M?"*1 ., &1, g)
is called an almost paracontact metric manifold. The curvature tensor R is taken with
the sign convention R(X,Y) = [Vx, Vy] — V[x y] (note that an opposite convention
is used in [[3],[4],[14]]. By @ and r, we shall denote the Ricci operator determined
by S(X,Y) = g(QX,Y) and the scalar curvature of the metric g, respectively. The
fundamental 2-form of an almost paracontact metric manifold (M?2"+1 o € n,g) is
defined by ®(X,Y) = g(X,¢Y). If dyp = ®, then the manifold (M?"T1 . & n,g) is
said to be paracontact metric manifold and g the associated metric. In such case 7 is
a contact form (that is, n A (dn)™ # 0), € is its Reeb vector field and M?"*1 is a con-
tact manifold. If, in addition, £ is a Killing vector field (equivalently, h = %.fg(p =0,
where £ is the usual Lie derivative), then M?"*! is said to be a paracontact metric
manifold. In a K-paracontact manifold, we can easily get the following formulas

Vx&é = —pX+ phX, (6)
Veh = —p+ph? — ¢l (7)
Ric(&,€) = g(QE,€) = Trl = Tr(h?) — 2n, (8)

for all vector fields X,Y on M, where V is the operator of covariant differentia-
tion of g and @ denotes the Ricci operator associated with the Ricci tensor given
by Ric(X,Y) = g(QX,Y) for all vector fields X,Y on M. If the vector field £ is
Killing (equivalently, h = 0) then M is said to be a K-paracontact manifold. On
K-paracontact manifold, the following formulas hold:

Vx§ = —pX 9)
R(X,§)¢ = —X+n(X)§ (10)
QS = —2n¢ (11)

Proposition 2.1. On a K-paracontact manifold M?*"*1(p, & 1, g), we have (from

[12])
(i) (VxQ)§ = QpX +2npX, (12)
(11)  (VeQ)X = QuX — pQX, (13)
for any vector field X on M?"+1.

Definition 2.1. (See [2]) A paracontact metric (k, u)-manifold M?" ! is a paracon-
tact metric manifold for which the curvature tensor field satisfies

R(X,Y)§ = k(n(Y)X —n(X)Y) + u(n(Y)hX — n(X)hY), (14)
for all vector fields X,Y on M?"*! and for some real constants x and p .
Further, a paracontact metric manifold M satisfies the following properties
R? = (14 k)¢, (15)

Q¢ = 2nké, (16)
(Vxp)Y = —g(X —hX,Y)E+n(Y)(X — hX), for k = —1, (17)
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(Vxh)Y = (Vyh)X = — (14 £)29(X, Y)E +n(X)pY —n(Y)eX

+ (1= p)n(X)phY —n(Y)phX, (18)
Q=21 —n)+nu)I+(2n—-1)+ph

+@2n—-1)+n2c—p))n®E,  for k> —1, (19)
Q=21 -n)+nuw) I+ 2Mn+1)+ph

+2n—-1)+n2k—p))neE for k< -1, (20)

for any vector fields X,Y on M, where @ denotes the Ricci operator of (M?"+1 g).

Definition 2.2. A Riemannian manifold is called an 7n-Einstein manifold, if it has
Ricci tensor (Q such that

QY =aY +bn(Y)§ (21)
where a,b € C*°(M?"+1) and if the function b = 0 then it is called Einstein.

3. Vanishing Cotton tensor on K-paracontact manifold

Proposition 3.1. Let M?"*! be a K-paracontact manifold. Then M?***! has con-
stant scalar curvature if and only if C(X,£)§ =0

Proof. Setting Z = £ in (2) we get.

C(X,Y)§=9((VxQ)EY) —g((VyQ)E, X) — ﬁ[(XT)n(Y) - Yrn(X)]  (22)
Using equation (12) from Proposition [2.1] in the above equation, we get
(X, Y)E = ~Ang(oX,Y) + (QpX,Y) ~ g(QeY, X) — L [(Xr)n(¥) — (¥r)(X)]. (23)
Replacing X by ¢X and Y by ¢V in (23) we obtain,
ClpX, Y )E = dng(pX,Y) + 9(Qp* X, ¢Y) — g(Q¥*Y, pX) = 0, (24)
which gives
—dng(pX,Y) — g(X, QpY) + g(QpX,Y) = 0. (25)
Admitting (25) in (23), we get,
(Xr)n(Y) = (Yr)n(X) =0. (26)
Putting Y = £ and taking X orthogonal to £ in the above equation gives
Xr = 0. (27)

As M is paracontact manifold and X € kern which implies Xr = 0, VX € TM?"+1,
So r is constant.

Conversely, if r is constant then substituting ¥ = ¢ in the equation (23) gives
C(X,€)¢ = 0.
Hence the proof. O
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4. Parallel Cotton tensor on K-paracontact manifold )27 !

Definition 4.1. In a Riemannian manifold M?"*!  if there is a Cotton tensor C such
that its covariant differentiation i.e., (Vi) = 0 then the manifold is said to have
parallel Cotton tensor.

Theorem 4.1. Let M?"*! be a K -paracontact metric manifold. Then M has parallel
Cotton tensor if and only if M*"*1 is an n-Einstein manifold and r = —2n(2n + 1).

Proof. For a K-paracontact manifold M?" 1 the equation (2) for Y =¢ and Z =Y
is gives

1
C(X, )Y = 2ng(¢X,Y) + g(QpX,Y) — —{(Xr)n(Y)}. (28)
Taking Y = ¢ in the above equation, we get
1
(X, 6 = - ((X7). (29)
Using (29) in (22) we calculate the following relations
ViwC(X,8)¢ = —E{9(VwX, Dr) + g(X,VwDr)}, (30

C(VwX,€)¢ = —{g(VwX, Dr)}, 31

(
C(X, W) = dng(eX, W) + g(QeX, W) — g(Q*W, X) — £={—(eWr)n(X)¥32
C(X,§)pW = 2ng(pX, oW) + g(Qp X, pW). (33

Making use of above group of equations we obtain

(Vi C)(X, )€ =~ {g(X, Vi Dr)} + dng(oX, oW) + g(QuX, oWV

O — ~— —

1
—9(Qe*W, X) = —{(eWr)n(X)} + 2ng(p X, oW) + g(pQX, oW).  (34)
Putting W = £ in the above equation, the parallel Cotton tensor becomes
1
(VeC)(X, €)6 = — ¢ {9(X, VeDr)} =0. (3)
As £er = 0,VeDr = Vp,& = —pDr, which implies ¢g(X,Dr) = 0, which gives

Dr =0 and so r is constant. Then the relation (34) becomes
6ng(pX, oW) + g(QpX, W) — (X, QW) — 2nn(X)n(W)
—9(X, QW) — 2nn(X)n(W) = 0. (36)
Replacing X by X and W by oW in (36) and simplifying we get

9(QpX, $T) = ~3ng(o X, 6W) + Lg(QX, W) + my(X)n(IV). (31)
Feeding (37) in (36) we obtain

6ng (X, W) + 60n(X)n(IV) = 3ng(X, W) + 3 (X)n(WW) + Sg(X, 6I7)

+nn(X)n(W) — dnn(X)n(W) — 29(X, QW) = 0. (38)

Contracting the equation (38) over X and W we have r = —2n(2n + 1) and M is an
n-Einstein manifold.
Conversely, suppose M is an n-Einstein manifold and r = —2n(2n+ 1), which implies
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QY = —2nY. And so this gives C(X,Y)Z = 0.
Hence the proof. O

Lemma 4.2. Let M?"*1(n > 1) be a K-paracontact manifold. If M*"*1 satisfies
(21), then a and b are constant functions

Proof. From the condition (21) we have,

(VxQ)Y = (Xa)Y + (Xb)n(Y)§ +b{g(X, pY)§ +n(Y)VxE} . (39)
From n-Einstein condition, —2n = a 4+ b, so (Xa) = —(Xb).
Therefore

(VxQ)Y = (Xa)Y — (Xa)n(Y)§ +{—2n —a} {g(X,pY)E —n(Y)pX}.  (40)

Contracting the above equation over X with respect to the orthonormal frame field
we get

2n+1 2n+1
Y al(VaQ)Y,e) = Y alea)g(Y,e) + (€a) (41)

=1 =1

where £ = g(e;, €;), as {r = 0 gives £a = 0. But we know that Zfﬁfl (Ve,Q)Y, ;) =
1(Y'r) which gives

%(YT) = g(Y, Da) (42)

as Yr=2,s0 (n—1)Ya =0 for n > 1 becomes Ya = 0, therefore a is constant.
This completes the proof. O

5. Bach tensor on 7-Einstein K-paracontact manifolds for (n > 1)

Bach tensor for 2n 4 1-dimensional manifold is given by

2n+1 2n+1
1
B(X.Y) = 5 D Ve, O)en X,Y) + Y eig(Qeire))W (X, ei,€5,Y) 3 (43)
i=1 i,j=1

By lemma (4.2) we know that a and b are constants then equation (39) becomes
(VxQ)Y =b{g(X,pY)E —n(Y)pX}. (44)

We know that from the lemma (4.2) r is constant and simplifying the cotton tensor
using (44)

CX,Y)Z = bg(X,eY)n(Z) = bn(Y)g(eX, Z) = bg(Y,pX)n(Z) + by (Y, Z)n(X).
Applying Vy on both side of the above equation gives

(VwC)(X,Y)Z =bVw {29(X, oY )n(Z) + n(X)g(¢Y, Z) + n(Y)g(X,pZ)}
=029(X, (Vwe)Y)n(Z) + bg(X, Y)g(W, 0Z) + bg((Vw )Y, Z)n(X)
+bg(pY, Z)g(W, 0 X) 4+ bg(X, (Vwe) Z)n(Y) + bg(X, 0Z)g(W, 9Y).  (45)
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On contracting above equation over X and W gives

2n+1 2n+1
Z Ei(v@ic)(eiv Y)Z =b { Z 61'9(61', (v%@)y)n(z + g(eiv (vﬁi @)Z)W(Y)} + ng((pY, @Z)

i=1 i=1

=1

=b{-S(Y,En(Z) — S(Z,&)n(Y)} + 2bg(¢Y, 0 Z)
=b0{4nn(Y)n(Z) + 29(pY,0Z)} .
Now we calculate the right hand side of the Bach tensor that is

2n+1
= b{ Y (R e)Y,e)n(Z) + g(R(E e)Z, ei)n(Y)} + 2bg(pY, 02)

2n+1 2n+1
Z €i9(Qei ej)g(W(X,e)e;,Y) = — Z €:.9(Qe;, W(X,e;)Y).
i,j=1 1,5=1

By n-Einstein condition Qe; = ae; + bn(e; )€, which gives

2n+1 2n+1
Z €i9(Qeiej)gW(X,e)e;,Y) = — Z eig(ei +bn(e), W (X, e;)Y)
e ig=1
! 2n+]1
= Z eig(W (X, ei)e;, Y) +bg(W(X,§E,Y).
i=1

(46)
From the expression of Weyl tensor W we deduce the following relation
2n+1 2n+1

Y@ (WX e)ei,Y) = &((R(X,e)e;,Y) !

i=1 i=1 Zn—1

—9(QX, ei)g(eivy) + g(ei’ ei>g<QXa Y) —9(X, ei)g(Qei’ Y)]

[9(Qei,ei)g(X,Y)

+ e =19 g Y) = g(Xeglen )
=S(X,Y) — T [rg(X,Y) = S(X,Y)+ (2n+1)S(X,Y)
- S(X,Y)] + m[@n +1)g(X,Y) — g(X,Y)]
=0. (47)

Taking inner product of W (X, £)¢ with Y we get,

51 (20 (X.Y) 4+ 20 (X)n(Y) + (QX.Y)

(X)) + ot (XY) = n(Xn(v)
= (PVXEY) + 5 () = (X)) + gt (X.Y)
- SO - G SKY)

But (pX, YY) = — (X, Y) +n(X)n(Y), so we get

2n1—1 (1+5-) XV — (1+2n+

S ) (Xm0}~ 5 S(XY) (48)

W(X,8)¢8,Y) =
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Using the value of S(X,Y) = (14 2=) (X,Y)— (1 +2n + 5=) n(X)n(Y) in (48) gives

(W(X,£)¢,Y) =0. (49)
Therefore if g is Bach flat,

B(Y,Z) = 0= 5— {4m(Y)n(2) + 29(oY, p2)} . (50)

For Y = Z = £ we obtain b = 0. Hence we can state this result

Theorem 5.1. Let M?"*! be an n-Einstein K-paracontact manifold. If it has Bach
flat then M?"*1 is an Einstein manifold.

6. (k,u)-paracontact manifold, for x # —1

In this section we deal with paracontact (k,p)-manifolds such that £ > —1 and
K< -1
First for k > —1, using (19) we calculate,
(VxQ)Y =g(2(n = 1) + p)(Vxh)Y
20— 1)+ s~ {(Txn)YE+n(V)TxE} (51)

Now considering the Cotton tensor on (x, pt)-paracontact manifold as from (19), r is
constant, which implies

C(X,Y)Z =g((VxQ)Y,Z) + 9((VyQ)X, Z). (52)
Using equation (51) we obtain
CX,Y)Z =(2(n = 1) + p{—(1+ £)(29(X, oY )1n(Z) + n(X)g(#Y, X)
—n(Y)g(eX, Z)) + (1 + ) (n(X)g(phY, Z) = n(Y)g(phX, Z))}
+22(n = 1) +n(265 — p)g(X, Y )(Z) + (2(n — 1) + n(26 — p))
X An(Y)g(=pX + ¢hX, Z) —n(X)g(=¢Y + @hY, Z)}. (53)
Replacing XY, Z by ¢ X, pY, pZ respectively in the above equation then we get
C(pX,oY)pZ = 0.
Similarly for x < —1 we have from (20)
(VXQY = g(2(n — 1)+ p)(Vxh)Y + (2 +1) + 02 — ) {(Vxm)VE +n(Y)Vx€)

Now consider the Cotton tensor with r is constant and substitute (Vx@Q)Y and
(Vy Q)X values in Cotton tensor then we get

CX,Y)Z =9((VxQ)Y, Z) + g(Vy Q) X, Z)
=2(n+1) + u{-(1+r)(29(X, Y )n(Z) + n(X)g(¢Y, X)
—n(Y)g(eX, 2)) + (1 + W) (n(X)g(phY, Z) = n(Y)g(phX, Z))}
+22(n+1)+n2c — 1)g(X, oY )IN(Z)+ 2(n+1) + n(2k — p))
xAAn(Y)g(=X + ¢hX, Z) = n(X)g(—¢Y + phY, Z)} (54)
Replacing X, Y and Z by ¢ X, ¢Y and pZ respectively in the above equation,

then C(pX, pY)pZ = 0.
Form the above two cases, when k # —1 we obtain the following result;
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Proposition 6.1. On a (k, u)-paracontact metric manifold for k # —1 the projection
of the image of Cotton tensor C/ p, (v2nt1)xoTp(M2nt1y i OT,(M? 1) is zero, i.e.,
ClpX,0Y)pZ =0,VX,Y,Z € Tp(M?*"+1)

7. Vanishing Cotton tensor on (k, u)-paracontact manifold, for xk # —1

In this section we deal with paracontact (k, )-manifolds such that k < —1 and kK > —1
then we have the Cotton tensor C(X,Y)Z = 0.
For k > —1, replacing Z by ¢ in equation (54) then we get

CX,Y)E=0=(2(n—1) +w{-(1+r)29(X,Y))} +2(2(n — 1) + n(n(2r — p))g(X, ¢Y)

Cn-—1D)+pd+r)+2n—-1)+n2n—un)=0 (55)
Similarly, admitting ¢ in the place of X in equation (54) gives,
CEY)Z=0 = (2mn-1)+p{-1+r)g(eY,Z)+ (1+pn)g(phY,Z)}
+(2(n = Dn(2k — n)){g(Y, Z) — g(phY, Z)} (56)

Symmetrizing the above equation and replacing Y by hY we obtain
(14 {20 — 1) + @) (1 + ) — (20— 1) +n(26 — )} =0
From equation (55) it gives,
A+r{Cr -1 +w)d+p) - 2n-1)+p)l+kr)}=0
— (L4 R (= K)2(n—1) +p) = 0
The above calculations leads this result.
Case(i) If p # & then (2(n — 1) 4+ p) = 0. Therefore M?"*+1 is -Einstein.

Case(il) If 4 = k then from equation (55) p =k =0 or 4 = kK = 0. Therefore the we
have the following result.

Lemma 7.1. Let M?"*! be a (k, p)-paracontact manifold, admitting vanishing Cot-
ton tensor for k > —1 then we have

i). If p # K then M*"*L is an n-Einstein manifold,

ii). If (2(n — 1) +p) # 0 then p =k = 0.

Next for x < —1, Cotton tensor is
CX,Y)Z =2(n+1) +w{(Vxn)Y = (Vyn) X} + 2(n + 1) + n(s — p) {(Vxn)Yn(2)
— (Vxn)Xn(Z2)} + (2(n — 1) + n(2k — ) {n(Y)Vx§ = n(X)Vy &}
=2(n+1) + uW{-(1+r)29(X, 0Y)0(Z) + n(X)g(Y, Z) —n(Y)g(¢X, Z)}
+ (L+p)((X)g(phX, Z) —n(Y)g(phX, Z))
+22(n—1)+n2c — 1)g(X, oY )(Z) + 2(n—1) + n(2k — )

x n(Y)g(—pX + ohX, Z) —n(X)g(—¢Y + phY, Z)} (57)
Substitute Z by ¢ in the above equation become
CX,Y)=0={2n+1)+w)(1+x)—2n—-1)+n2k—p)} (58)

Replace X by ¢ in the equation (57) gives
C(§,Y)Z =0=(=2(n—1) + p)(1+ r)g(¢Y, Z) + (2(n — 1) + p)(1 + p)g(phY, Z)
+ (2(n = 1) +n(26 + p)){9(¢Y, Z) — g(phY, Z)}. (59)
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On symmetrizing the above equation we have
1+r)2n+1)+p)(p—r)=0. (60)
Therefore we can state the following lemma

Lemma 7.2. Let M?"*! be a (k,p) paracontact metric manifold for k < —1, if
M?"+L has vanishing Cotton tensor for u # r then M*"+1 is an n- Einstein manifold.

From case (i) of lemma (7.1) and lemma (7.2) we get the following result.

Theorem 7.3. Let M*"*1 be a (k,p)-paracontact manifold for x # —1. If M?*"+1
has vanishing Cotton tensor for 11 # K, then M?*t1! s an n-FEinstein manifold.
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ABSTRACT. Using generalized Taylor’s formula, this work investigate the superstability for a
class of fractional differential equations with Caputo derivative. In this way, some interesting
results are generalized.
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1. Introduction and preliminaries

One of the important main research area in the theory of Functional Equations (FE)
is the Hyers-Ulam stability (HUS). In the past, in 1940, the researcher Ulam proposed
a problem regarding the stability of FE to give conditions for a linear mapping near
an approximately linear mapping be in the talk at the University of Wisconsin. In
1941, author in [7] solved it. Recently, by replacing FE with Differential Equations
(DE), a generalization of Ulam’s Problem (UP) has been made and many studies
obtained the HUS of DE [17, 18].

Fractional differential equations (FDE) is an important research field, recent inves-
tigation has been recorded in this area, this includes stability [3, 12, 13, 20], finite-time
stability (FTS) [15], stabilization [14], observer design [9, 141] and fault estimation [10].
Nevertheless, the concept of Fractional Derivative (FD) is not new and is much as
old as DE. First of all, in 1695, L'Hospital proposed the question regarding FD in
a letter written to Leibniz and connected his generalization of DE. In the past few
years, many researchers have investigated on the study of HUS of FDE and published
an important number of works [1, 4, 5, 19].

Authors in [3] have proposed a novel concept named superstability (SS) which is a
special case of HUS, they have studied the stability of the following FE: £(x1 + x2) =
&(x1)&(x2). Tt is important to know that the earliest works related to SS of DE
appeared in [6, 8]. To the best of our knowledge, there is no works in the literature
which treats the same concept for the fractional order systems.

In this work, we will study the SS of the following initial value problem

“DPE(x) + A(z)E(x) = 0, (1)
with initial conditions (IC):

E(r)=°“D)E(r) =°D*E(r) = ... = ° DP~V E(r) = 0, (2)
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where p € N*, D32 E ¢ C’([r,r + u]), for each s € {0,1,...,p}, A € C([r,r + u]),
u>0and D = “D).OD}..“D} (s—times).
Motivated by [0, 8], we introduce the following definition.
Definition 1.1. Suppose that E satisfies:
Y (A,E,°D}E,“D?E, ..., D*E)| < v, Yw € [r,7 +u], (3)
for some v > 0 with IC therefore either
|E(w)| < Yv, Yw € [r,7 + ul,

where ¥ > 0, or
(A, BE,“D}E,“D?'E, ..., DP*E) = 0.
Then, we say that (1) has SS with IC.

Definition 1.2. [11] Given 0 < [ < 1. The Caputo fractional derivative of an
absolutely continuous function f is defined as,
1 8 _
°DLs) = g | 5= (W

Theorem 1.1. [16](Generalized Taylor’s formulat) Let 0 < n < 1. Assume that
“Dih € C([r1,r2]), for each t € {0 1,...,s}, with s € N*, then we have

Ct )™ o (x =)™
DIh(ry) 2 4 CpEnpy (o)
Z T(tn +1) DO T Ty

with ¢ € [r1,x], for each x € (r1,7re].
2. Main theorem

In this section, we present our main result.

T(pA+1)

Theorem 2.1. Assume that sup |A(x)| < o
u

xelrrtu]
C (2).

Proof. Let v > 0, and E € C([r,r + u]) such that “DI*E € C([r,r + u]) for each
t€{0,1,...p}, if

. Then, (1) has the SS with

|“DPAE(z) + A(z)E(x)| < v

and
E(r)=°D}E(r) = “D?E(r) = ...= “ D@ E(r) = 0.
Using Theorem 1.1, we get
A A
Cpti g r) C ypA (x—r)P
Dy DR E(¢) ——
Z t)\+1)+ PO Ty
with ¢ € [r,z], for every x € (r,r 4+ u]. Thus
— r)pA
E _ CD[))\E (:L‘ T)
@) = [ODP B
uP?

< sup |[“DPE(X)|5———
XE[r,r+u] F(p>\ + 1)
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Then,
swp (B < —o [ swp [CDPE) - AER)
XE[r,r+u] - TpA+1) XE[r,r+u] "
+ s AR sw (B
X€E[r,r+u] X€E[r,r+ul
o v GOl s 1BOL (6)
v+ sup X sup X)|-
F(p)\ + 1) P(p)\ + 1) X€E[r,r+u] X€E[r,r+u]
Hence,
126011 - e AW < e
sup X(—i sup X)Sil/.
XE|[r,r+u] F(p)\ + 1) XE[r,r+u] F(p)\ + 1)
Therefore, there exists K > 0 such that
|E(z)| < Kv,
for all z € [r,r + ul.
This complete the proof. O

Remark 2.1. It is important to note that in [8] authors have obtained the SS results
for DE with integer-order derivatives while in our case, the main result is obtained
for fractional-order derivatives. In this sense, our work present a full generalization
of the interesting results in [3].

3. Conclusion

In this paper, the generalized Taylor formula is used to demonstrate the SS of FDE
of higher-order under certain conditions.
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