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1 Introduction

In the past few decades, neural networks (NNs) have received considerable attention ow-
ing to their potential applications in a variety of areas such as signal processing [1], pat-
tern recognition [2], static image processing [3], associative memory [4], combinatorial
optimization [5] and so on. In recent years, the stability problem of time-delay NNs has
become a topic of great theoretic and practical use importance due to the fact that in-
herent time delays and unavoidable parameter uncertainties are all well known to many
biological and artificial NNs because of the finite speed of information processing as well
as the NNs parameter fluctuations of the hardware implementation. Various efforts have
been achieved in the stability analysis of NNs with time-varying delays and parameter
uncertainties, please refer to [6—15] and some following references.

The majority of the existing research results have been limited in continuous-time and
deterministic NNs. On the one hand, in implementation and application of the NNs,
discrete-time neural networks (DNNSs) play a more important role than their continuous-
time counter-parts in today’s digital world. To be more specific, DNNs can ideally keep the
dynamical characteristics, functional similarity, and even the physical of biological reality
of the continuous-time NNs under mild restriction. On the other hand, when modeling

real NNs systems, stochastic disturbance is probably the main resource of the performance
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degradation of the implemented NN. Thus, the research on the dynamical behavior of
discrete-time stochastic neural networks (DSNNs) with time-varying delays and param-
eter uncertainties is necessary. Recently, stability analysis for DSNNs with time-varying
delays and parameter uncertainties has received more and more interest. Some stability
criteria have been proposed in [16—20]. In [16], Liu with his coauthor have researched a
class of DSNNs with time-varying delays and parameter uncertainties and have proposed
some delay-dependent sufficient conditions guaranteeing the global robust exponential
stability by using the Lyapunov method and the linear matrix inequality technology. Em-
ploying the similar technique to that in [16], the result obtained in [16] has been improved
by Zhang et al. in [17] and Luo with his coauthor in [18].

In practice, the time-varying delay in some NNs often exists in a stochastic fashion [21-
26]. That is, the time-varying delay in some NNs may be subject to probabilistic measure-
ment delays. In some NNs, the output signal of the node is transferred to another node
by multi-branches with arbitrary time delays, which are random, and its probabilities can
often be measured by the statistical methods such as normal distribution, uniform distri-
bution, Poisson distribution, Bernoulli random binary distribution. In most of the existing
references for DSNNS, the deterministic time delay case was concerned, and the stability
criteria were derived based on the information of variation range of the time delay, [16—
20], or the information of variation range of the time delay and time delays themselves [17]
and [27]. However, it often occurs in the real systems, where the max value of the delay
is very large, but the probability of it to take such a large value is very small. It may lead
to a more conservative result if only the information of variation range of time delay is
considered. Yet, as far as we know, little attention has been paid to the study of stability of
DSNNs with stochastic time delay, when considering the variation range and the proba-
bility distribution of the time delay. More recently, in [28], some sufficient conditions on
robust globally exponential stability for a class of SDNNs, which is an involved parameter,
uncertainties and stochastic delay were derived. What is more, the robust globally expo-
nential stability analysis problem for uncertain DSNNs with random delay has not been
adequately investigated and still needs challenge.

In this paper, some new improved delay-probability-distribution-dependent stability
criteria, which guarantee the robust global exponential stability for discrete-time stochas-
tic neural networks with time-varying delay are obtained via constructing a novel aug-
mented Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional. These new conditions are less conservative than
those obtained in [16-18] and [28]. The numerical example is also provided to illuminate
the improvement of the proposed criteria.

The notations are quite standard. Throughout this paper, N* stands for the set of non-
negative integers, R” and R denote, respectively, the n-dimensioned Euclidean space
and the set of all # x m real matrices. The superscript ‘T’ denotes the transpose and the
notation X > Y (respective X > Y) means that X and Y are symmetric matrices, and that
X - Y is positive semi-definitive (respective positive definite). || - || is the Euclidean norm
in R". I is the identity matrix with appropriate dimensions. If A is a matrix, denote by ||A||
its own operator norm, i.e., ||A| = sup{||Ax]| : ||x]| =1} = m, where Amax(A4) (re-
spectively, Amin(A)) means the largest (respectively, smallest) eigenvalue of A. Moreover, let
(2, F,{F;}t=0, P) be a complete probability space with a filtration {F;}>¢ to satisfy the usual
conditions (i.e., the filtration contains all P-null sets and is right continuous). E{-} stands
for the mathematical expectation operator with respect to the given probability measure P.
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The asterisk * in a matrix is used to denote term that is induced by symmetry. Matrices, if
not explicitly, are assumed to have compatible dimensions. N[a, b] = {a,a+1,...,b}. Some-
times, the arguments of function will be omitted in the analysis when no confusion can

arise.

2 Problem formulation and preliminaries
Consider the following n-neurons parameter uncertainties DSNN with time-varying de-
lays:
x(k+1) = (A + AA(k))x(k) + (B + AB(k))f(x(k))
+ (D + AD(k))g(x(k - r(k))) +0 (k,x(k),x(k - r(k)))w(k), 1)
where x(k) = [x1(k), x2(k), ..., x%,(k)]T € R” denotes the state vector associated with the n-
neurons, the positive integer t (k) denotes the time-varying delay, satisfying 7, < 7(k) <

T, k € N7, the 1, and 1)1 are known positive integers. The initial condition associated
with model (1) is given by

x(k) = p(k), k€ [-Ta,0]. ()

The diagonal matrix A = diag(as,as,...,a,) with |a;| < 1 is the state feedback coeffi-
cient matrix, B = (b;),x» and D = (djj),x» are the connection weight matrix and the de-
layed connection weight matrix, respectively, f(x(k)) = [f (x1(k)),fo(x2(K)), ..., fu (%, (k)]
and g(x(k)) = [g1(x1(k)), @2(x2(k)),...,gu(x,(k))]T denote the neuron activation functions,
o (k,x(k),x(k — ©(k))) is the noise intensity function vector, AA(k), AB(k) and AD(k) de-
note the parameter uncertainties which satisfy the following condition:

[AA(k)AB(k) AD(k)] = MF(k)[E.EpEq), 3)

where M, E,, Ej,, E; are known real constant matrices with appropriate dimensions, and
F(k) is an unknown time-varying matrix which satisfies

FT(k)F(k)<I, keN". (4)
w(k) is a scalar Wiener process (Brownian motion) on (2, F, {F;};>0, P) with
E(w(k)=0, E(0*(k)=1  E(o(dw())=0, i#j. (5)

Assumption 1 For each neuron, activation function in system (1), fi(-) and g(-) i =
1,2,...,n are bounded and satisfy the following conditions: V&;,&; € R, & # &,

) -f®) _

ne= &-& T viv
_ gi(&) -gi(&) . (6)
% = &1-& =

f(0)=g(0)=0, i=12,...,n

where y;7, ", 0; and o/ are known constants.
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Remark 1 The constants y;7, y;*, 0, 0] in Assumption 1 are allowed to be positive, neg-
ative, or zero. Hence, the functions f(x(k)) and g(x(k)) could be non-monotonic, and are
more general than the usual sigmoid functions and the commonly used Lipschitz condi-
tions recently.

Assumption 2 o (k,x(k),x(k — 7(k))) : R x R" x R" — R" is the continuous function, and
is assumed to satisfy

oclo < x(k) ) G x(k) (7)
= \x(k - 7(k)) x(k —t(k)]’

where

G
G= ( ! G2> .
* Gg
Remark 2 Choose G = p11, G, =0, G3 = p»1, we can find that (7) is reduced to

olo <p Hx(k)H2 + 02 ||x(k - r(k)) HZ, ®)

where p; > 0, py > 0 are known constant scalars. Thus, the assumption condition (8) is
a special case of the assumption condition (7). It should be pointed out that the robust
delay-distribution-dependent stability criteria for DSNNs with time-varying delay by (7)

is generally less conservative than by (8).

Assumption 3 For any 7, < 79 < 71, assume that 7 (k) takes values in [, 70] or (7o, Tas],
considering the information of probability distribution of the time-varying delay, two sets

and two mapping functions are defined

Q = {klt(k) € [tm 0]}, Q2 = {klz(k) € (20, (]}, 9)
)~ { W, ke@, o [0, ke )
T  else, 70, else.

It is obvious that Q; U Q; = N*, Q1 N 2, = ® (empty set). It is easy to check that k € ©;
implies that the event t(k) € [1,, To] takes place, and k € ©2; means that (k) € (9, Ti]
happens.

Define a stochastic variable as

1, ke Ql,
k) = 11
a(() {0, ke Qz. ( )

Assumption 4 «(k) is a Bernoulli distributed sequence with
Prob{a(k) =1} = ag, Prob{a(k) =0} = a0 =1 -y, (12)

where oy is a constant.


http://www.advancesindifferenceequations.com/content/2013/1/314

Zhou et al. Advances in Difference Equations 2013, 2013:314
http://www.advancesindifferenceequations.com/content/2013/1/314

Remark 3 From Assumption 4, it is easy to see that

E{a(k)} =00,  E{ak)a(k)} =0,  Efa(k)-ao}=0,

2 ) (13)
E{(a(k) - a0)’} =aodo,  E{(@(k)’} = a0.

By Assumptions 3 and 4, system (1) can be rewritten as

x(k +1) = (A + AAK))x(k) + (B + AB(K))f (x(k))
+a(k)(D + AD(K))g(x(k - 71(k)))
+(1-a(k)) (D + AD(K))g(x(k — 72(k)))
+a(k)o (k,x(k), x(k — 71 (k)) ) (k)
+ (1 - a(k)o (kx(k), x(k - 72(k)) ) w (k). (14)

Assumption 5 Assume that for any k € N*, a(k) is independent of w(k).

Remark 4 It is noted that the introduction of binary stochastic variable was first intro-
duced in [23] and then successfully used in [25, 26, 28]. By introducing the new functions
71(k) and 1, (k), the stochastic variable sequence «(k), system (1) is transformed into (14).
In (14), the probabilistic effects of the time delay have been translated into the parameter
matrices of the transformed system. Then, the stochastic stability criteria based on the
new model (14) can be derived, which show the relationship between the stability of the
system and the variation range of the time delay and the probability distribution parame-
ter.

For brevity of the following analysis, we denote A + AA(k), B+ AB(k), D + AD(k) and
1— (k) by Ak, Bk, Dy, and @(k), respectively. Then (14) can be rearranged as

x(k +1) = Agx(k) + ka(x(k)) + a(k)Dkg(x(k - rl(k)))
+ &(k)Dkg(x(k -7 (k))) + a(k)o (k,x(k),x(k - rl(k)))a)(k)
+a(k)o (k,x(k),x(k - tz(k)))a)(k). (15)

It is obvious that x(k) = 0 is a trivial solution of DSNN (15).
The following definition and lemmas are needed to conclude our main results.

Definition 2.1 [16] The DSNN (1) is said to be robustly exponentially stable in the mean
square if there exist constants « > 0 and u € (0,1) such that every solution of the DSNN
(1) satisfies that

E{ ||x(k) || 2} <apk _Ir£§3(<OE{ ||x(i) || 2 }, Vk e N* (16)

for all parameter uncertainties satisfying the admissible condition.

Page 5 of 18
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Lemma 2.1 [28] Given the constant matrices 21, 2y and Q3 with appropriate dimensions,
where Q1 = QlT and Q0 = QZT >0, then Q1 + Qgﬂilﬂg <0 if and only if

(Ql Q3T ) <0 or <_Qz Qs) <0.
*  —Q2 *
Lemma 2.2 [28] Letx,y € R" and ¢ > 0. Then we have
Ty +yTe<eaTu+eyTy.
3 Robustly globally square exponentially stable of DSNNs

In this section, we shall establish our main criteria based on the LMI approach. For pre-

sentation convenience, in the following, we define

Ty =diag{yy "> vs oo ’yVl_yV:-}’ FB:diag{Ql—’Qg""’Q;}’

I = diag

{n
+y1 7/2 +7/2 Yu Vi
RS 2 ’
{

Iy = diag{o],05,.. ,Qn} I's = diag{gfgf,gggg,...,Q;Q;},

- + — + - +
Fézdiag{gl ;QI’QZ ;QZM’QM ;’Qn }

Theorem 3.1 For given positive integers T, Tor, T < To < Tar, under Assumptions 1-5, the
DSNN (15) is globally exponentially stable in the mean square, if there exist symmetric
positive-definite matrices P, Q1, Q, Z1, Z, with appropriate dimensional, positive-definite
diagonal matrices H, R, S, T, A1, Ao, Az, Ay and two positive constants €, \* such that the

following two matrix inequalities hold:

P <A, (17)
Bu aor*Gy aoA*Gs B Eis B By
* Ea 0 0 0 Exp O
* * Egg 0 0 0 E37
== * * * B4q 0 B Eg47 | =<0, (18)
* * * * Hss 0 0
* * * Eee O
* * * * * * Eo7

where

En = Af PAx — P+ apA* Gy + @gh* Gy — 2(ty — 7o + )3 H
+2(tm— o+ D4R + (70 — T + 1) Q1 + (Tar — 70 + 1) Q2
—2(tg =T + D38+ 2(t9 — Ty + D)4 T —T1 A1 - T5A,,

Es=(tm-to+1)H-(tsr —t0 + )R+ (0 — T, + 1)S

—(t0 =T +1)T + T Ao,
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B = dgA*Gs + 2138 — 20y T — Q; — T'5A3,
B33 = GoA*Ge + 2I'3H — 23R — Q; — 5 Ay,
Es5=(to — T + 1)Z1 + (tar — T0 + 1)Z2 — Ay,
Ei6 = A} PDy, Eu = Al PBi + Ty Ay,
By = doA] PDy, B = =S+ T +T6As,
B37=—H + R+ Ay, E4a = B{PB; — Ay,
E46 = a9 B} PDy, E47 = doB} PDy,

Ees = €gD{ PDy — Z; — A3, E77 = @D} PDy — Z5 — A4,

Proof We construct the following Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional candidate for system
(15):

7
V(k,x(k)) = Vi(k,x( (19)
i=1

where

Vi (K, x(k)) = x7 (k) Px(k),

-T0+1

Va(kox(k)) =2 ) Z ¢(x() - Tsx()]" Hx(j) + [Tax(i) — g(x())]" Rx()},

i=—Tpr+1j=k+i-1

—Tp+l
Va(ka(k) =2 > Z ) = T3] Sx() + [Tax(i) - g ()] T},
i=—t0+1j=k+i-1
k-1 -tm k-1
Valkx(k) = > aT Q@+ Y Y & (HQux(),
i=k—711 (k) i=—1o+1 j=k+i
k-1 -70
Vs(kx(k) = D & ()Qux())+ Y ZxT(z)sz(l
i=k—T19(k) i=—tpr+1 j=k+i
k-1 T0-1 k-1
Vs(kx®) = D " () Zig(x@) + Y > ¢" (x()) Zig(x(),
i=k-11 (k) i=Tyy j=k—i
k-1 -1 k-1
Vi(kox(k) = D &' (x()Zog(x@) + Y D & (x()) Zog (x())).
i=k-7o (k) i=tg j=k—i

Denote X = {x(k),x(k —1),...,x2(k — T (k))}. Calculating the difference of V(k,x(k)) and tak-

ing the mathematical expectation, by (5), and Assumption 4 and Remark 3, we have

E{AVi(k x(k))} = E{E{ Vi (k + 1,x(k + 1))1X} - Vi (k,x(k))}
= E{x" (k) (A{ PAy - P)x(k) + 21" (k)A{ PByf (x(k))

+200x” (k)A{ PDyg (x(k - 11(k)))
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+2a0x” (k)A{ PDyg (x(k — 72(k)))
+ 7 (x(k))BY PBif (x(k))
+ 2aof " (%(K)) B PDig (x(k — i (K)))
+2a0f " (%(K)) By PDig (x(k — i (K))
+ arog” (x(k — 71 (K))) DI PDyg (x(k - 71(K)))
+aog” (x(k - 72(k))) Df PDig(x(k — ©2(K)))
+ a0 (k,x(k), x(k — 71 (k))) Po (k, x(k), x(k — 11 (k)))
T (k, x(k), x(k = 2 (k) ) Po (k, x(k), x(k — 2(K))) }. (20)

+ 6{00‘
It is very easy to check from Assumption 2 and (17) that

w00 T (k,x(K), x(k - 71(k))) Por (K, x(k), 2 (k — 71 (K)))

T
g < x(k) (G1 Gg) ( x(k) ) o
x(k — 71(k)) * Gz \alk—7(k))
aoo T (k,2(k), x(k — 72(K))) Por (k, x(K),  (k - T2(K)))
T
- < x(k) ) <G4 Gs) ( x(k) ) 22
x(k — 75 (k)) *  Gg ) \x(k — 1a(k))

E{AV,(k)} = E{E{ V> (k + Lx(k + 1))|X} = V2 (k, x(k))}

-To+1
= 25[ 3 {[g(xk) - Tax(k)] " Ha(k) + [Tax(k) - g (x(k))]" Rx(k)}

i=—1pr+1

/(—'L’()

= > {[g(x)) - T3x()] " Hixti)

i=k-tp1
+ [Pax(i) - g(x(0) ] Ra(0)}

< E{2(ta - 10 + D[g(x(k)) - Tsx(k)]" Hax(k)
+ 2ty — 7o + D[ Tax(k) - g (x(K)) ] Rx(k)
—2[g(x(k - 1K) = Tax(k — 7(K))]" Hax(k - 72(k))
—2[Tax(k - 1K) - g(x(k — (K))) ] Re(k - (k) }, (23)
E{AV3(k)} = E{E{V3(k + Lx(k +1))|X} = V3 (k,x(k))}
< E{2(t0 — 10 + D[g(x(k)) - T3x(k)]" Sx(k)
+2(T0 — Ty + D[ Tax(k) — g (x(K)) ] T(k)
—2[g(x(k - (k) - Tsx(k — 1a(k))]" Sx(k — 7 (K))

= 2[Tyx(k - 1 (k) — g(x(k - rl(k)))]TTx(k -n(k)} (24)
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E{AV4(0)} = E{E{Va(k + 1 x(k + 1)) X} - Va(k,2(K)) )

{5 o

i=k+1-11(k+1)  i=k—11(k)

. (Z —Z_j)mele(i)}

i=—t0+1 \j=k+i+l j=k+i,

= E:xT(k)le(k) - " (k= 1K) Qux(k — (k)

k-1

k-1
. ( - )xT(i)lem

i=k+1-11(k+1)  i=k-11(k)+1

—Tm

+ Y (T RQuti) - &k + D) Qusl + 1)) }

i=—10+1

k=t

<E { (to = T + D" ()Qur(k) = >~ &7 ())Qu(i)

i=k-t9+1

(Z Z) ()Qux(i)

i=k+1-t9  i=k-1p+1

—x” (k- 71 (k) Qus(k — 71 (k)) }

= E{(to = T + D" () Qix(k)
- 2" (k-1 (k)Qux(k - 1(k))}, (25)
E{AVs(k)} = E{E{ V5 (k + 1, x(k + 1))|X} - V5 (k,x(k)) }
< E{(tar — 70 + D" (k) Qo (k)
—x” (k= 12(k)) Qo (k - 2 (K)) }, (26)

E{AVs(k)} = E{E{ Vs (k + 1,x(k + 1))|X} - Vi (k,x(k)) }

:Ei( Z Z) (x(0)) Z1g (x()

i=k+1-11(k+1)  i=k—11(k)

+TOZI<Z Z) (x()) Zlgx(j))}

=ty \j=k—i+l j=k—

= E{ T (x(k)) Z1g (x(k)) — g7 (x(k — 71(k))) Zag (x(k — 71 (K)))

k-1 k-1
+< Z ) (x(0)) Z1g (x(0))

i=k+1-11(k+1)  i=k—11(k)+1

T0-1

+ ) (g7 (k) Z1g (w(k)) — g (w(k — 1)) Zug (K — i)))}

=T
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{(To = T + 1)g7 (2(K)) Z1g (x(K))

k=t

- > &N (%)) Zig(x()

i=k-t9+1

<Z Z ) x(i)) 218 (%()

i=k+1-t9  i=k—Tp+1

_gT(x(k - Tl(k)))zlg(x(k - Tl(k))) }

= E{(to — T + 1)g" (x(k)) Z1g (x(K))
- g" (x(k - 1 (K))) Zig (x(k - 7 (K))) }. (27)
E{AV;(k)} = E{E{ V7 (k + L x(k + 1))|X} — V7 (k, x(k)) }
< E{(tar — 10 + Dg” (x(k)) Zog (x(k))

- g" (x(k - 12(k))) Zog (x(k - 12(K))) }. (28)
From (6), it follows that
(i (x(K)) — v 2:0)) (fi(x(K) — 37 %K) <0, i=1,2,...,m,

which are equivalent to

x(k) ! vy el —y‘f;y’}eieiT x(k) <0 (29)
(x(k)) * ee] (k)] =

where e; denotes the unit column vector having one element on its ith row, zeros else-
where.

Then from (6) and (19), for any matrices A; = diag{A11, A2, ..., A1} > 0, it follows that

w0\ (-raan T (a0 \ (30)
(x(k)) * =A1 ) \f(x(k))

Similarly, for any matrices A; = diag{Aa, Ai2,..., Ain} > 0, i = 2,3,4, we get the following

inequalities:
T
x(k) —F5A2 F6A2 x(k) >0 (31)
@)\« —n ) e =
sk-n() | (~Tshs Teas) (ale-nt) \ )
eetk—n@y) \ « - ) \ettk-un) =

*k-n®) ' (Tshs Tons) [ atk-nl) | _ )
ctk-n@)) \ x Ay ) \ek-ni))

Page 10 of 18
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Then from (19) to (33), we have
E{AV ()} < E{tT(0EC(K)}, (34)

where

eT(k) =[x (k),x" (k = 11(K)), x" (k = 72 (K)), £ T (x(K)), g" (x(K)),
g (x(k -1 (K))), g" (x(k - ©2(K)))]-

Since E < 0, from (34), we can conclude that
E{AV(K)} < Amax(E)E{||%(K)|*}. (35)

It is easy to derive that

k-1

E{V()} < mE{ x|} + 2 > E{|x0)]}, (36)

i=k—tp1
where
M1 = )\max(P):
M2 = (TM — T+ 1)[2y*()\max(H) + )\max(R)) + Q*)‘-max(ZZ)]

+ (tO —Tmt+ 1) [ZV*()\mdx(s) + Amax(T)) + Q*)”max(zl)]

+ (TO Tt 1))Lmax(Ql) + (TM =T+ l)kmax(QZ)

with

y'=maxfly Ly [}, o= max{ler].lef|}-

For any 6 > 1, it follows from (35) and (36) that

E{0*'V(k +1) - 0"V (k)} = 0" 'E{AV(K)} + 650 - DE{V (K)}

< OK[(0 - Dy + Orman (B)]E{ 20| *)
k-1

+O-Du2 > E{[x@)]*}. (37)

i=k—tp1

Furthermore, for any integer N > 757 + 1, summing up both sides of (37) from 0 to N — 1

with respect to k, we have

N-1

ONE{V(N)} - E{V(0)} < (6 ~ D1 + Ohmin(B)) Y OE{ 20|}
k=0
N-1 k-1
+pa(6 -1) 0% E{|x()]*}. (38)

k=0 i=k-tp1

Page 11 0of 18
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Note that for 7y > 1, it is easy to compute that

N-1 k-1 -1 i+tyr N-l-tyr ity N-1
3pSLLRUTEI 03530 349 3 3 ) IRy
k=0 i=k— i=—1p1 k=0 i=0  k=i+1 i=N-tp1 k=i+1
N-1
<tu0™ sup E{Hx(z)” }+1M0TMZQ‘E x(l)” } (39)
-1 <i<0 i=0

Then from (38) and (39), one has

OVE[V(N)} < E(V(0)} + 6™ (6 - Do sup E{|x(9)]’)

T <i<0
N-1
+[0 = D1 + Ohman (B) + i (0 D] Y O°E{ |x0)|*}.  (40)
k=0
Let u* = max{u, uo}. From (36), it is obvious that
E{VO)} <p* sup 0E{||x(i)H2}. (41)
In addition, by (19), we can get
E{VN)} > Amin(P)E{ | 5(N) |*}. (42)

In addition, it can be verified that there exists a scalar 0y > 1 such that
(0 = D1 + OAmax (E) + Tat0™ (0 = 1)pep = 0. (43)

Substituting (41)-(43) into (40), we obtain

N
Fanin(P) _) sup E{[}+()[). (44)

W+ TpbM (O — Dy (1
E{||x(N)||2} = 2 ( S ) 2(90
—tm=i=0

By Definition 2.1, the DSNN (15) is globally exponentially stable in the mean square. This
completes the proof. O

Remark 5 In Theorem 3.1, free-weighting matrices R, H, S, T are introduced by con-
structing a new Lyapunov functional (19). On the one hand, in (19), the useful informa-
tion of the time delays is considered sufficiently. On the other hand, the terms V3 (k, x(k)),
V3(k,x(k)) are introduced and make full use of the information of the activation function
g(x(k)). Which make this stability criterion generally less conservative than those obtained
in [16-18, 28]. However, because of the parameter uncertainties contained in (18), it is dif-
ficult to use Theorem 3.1 directly to determine the stability of the DSNN (15). Thus, it is
necessary for us to give another criterion as follows.

Theorem 3.2 For given positive integers Ty, Tar, Tm < To < Ty, Under Assumptions 1-5, the
DSNN (15) is robustly globally exponentially stable in the mean square if there exist sym-
metric positive-definite matrices P, Qy, Qy, Z1, Z, with appropriate dimensional, positive-
definite diagonal matrices H, R, S, T, A1, Az, As, Ay and positive constants &, \* such that
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the following two LMIs hold:

P <A*,
éu Olo)u*Gz &O)L*GS
* égz
* *
* *
E=| = *
* *
* *
* *
* *
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o
(oK

—
S

0 0 0
83 0 0
* é44 0
* * és
* * *
* * *
* * *
* * *

5 B By ATP 0
B O 0 0
0 Zy 0 0
Ew Eo& BP0

5 0 0 0 0
B O aD'™P 0
x Sy aDTP 0
* * -P PM
* * * —el

En =€EFE, — P+ aph*Gy + aor* Gy — 2(ty — 7o + 1)[3H

+2(tar—To + D4R+ (to — T + 1)Q1 + (tar — 70 + 1) Q2

- 2('[0 — T + l)FgS + 2(‘[0 — Ty + 1)F4T - FlAl - F5A2,

éls=('L'M—‘L'0+1)H—(TM—T0+1)R+(T0—Tm+1)5

—(t0 =T +1)T + T Ao,

o el o

el

14 =eElE, + Ty Ay,

o

37 = -H+R+ F6A4,

el

44 =eE[Ey— Ay,

o

66 = @0eENEy—Zy — A3,

E16 = Ol()SEZEd,

~ = T
Sy = Ol()é‘Ea Ed,

~ T
a6 = Ol()SEb Ed,

22 = Ol())L*Gg + 2F35 — 2F4T — Ql — F5A3,
33 = O_t())»*G6 + 2F3H - 2F4R - Q2 — F5A4,

55 =(To = T + D) Z1 + (tyr — 10 + 1)Zy — A,

~ ~ T
o7 = Ol()SEa Ed,
326 =-S+T+ F6A3,

~ = T
g7 = Ol()EEb Ed,

E77 = AoeEXEg— Zy — A4

Proof We show that E < 0 in (18) implies that E* + n7 P~y < 0, where

Eikl C\{())L*Gz &o)n*G5 FzAl
* 322 0 0
* % E33 0
E*=] % * * A
* % * %
* * k *
* * * %

E1s 0 0

0 E6 0

0 0 g3,

0 0 0
Ess 0 0

¥  —=Z1— A3 0

* * —Zr — Ay

Eikl =-P+ ao)\*Gl + &OA,*G4 - 2('[M - Ty + l)l—‘gH

+2(tp — To + I)FZR +(tg =T +1)Q1 + (tasr — 10 + 1)Qo,

n= [PAk, 0, O,PBk, 0, OlkPDk, &/(PD/(].
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According to Lemma 2.1, E* + n” P71y < 0 is equivalent to
% T =k T T
8 o) 0
T - n g 2 o (47)
n -P m =P m 0

m= [PA’ 0,0,PB,0,a¢PD, &()PD],

with

n2 = [PAA(K),0,0, PAB(k),0,toPAD(K), &oPAD(K)].

From Lemma 2.2, we can get

0 T
( "5) = oMF(K)wy + ol FL (M o
12

<elo MM ol + e oy, (48)
where

@1 = [0,0,0,0,0,0,0,P],

Wy = [Em 0, O,Eb, O, Ol()Ed,&oEd, O].

Combining (47) with (48), we have

o nT T
( . 7})) +ewmy M <0,
* —el
which implies that (46) holds. This completes the proof. d

Remark 6 When o = 1, the DSNN (15) reduce to (1), which has been well investigated
in [16-18]. By setting G; = p;[, i =1,3,4,6 and G, = G5 = 0 in Theorem 3.2 and deleting
the fifth rows and the corresponding fifth columns of (46), we can obtain the stability
condition for system (1), which can be easily seen to be equivalent to Theorem 3.2 in [28].

If the stochastic term and parameter uncertainties are removed in (15), then (15) reduces

to

x(k +1) = Ax(k) + Bf (x(k)) + a(k)Dg(x(k — 11(k))) + a(k)Dg(x(k — 72(k))), (49)
then we get the following results.
Corollary 3.1 For given positive integers Ty, Ty, Tm < To < Ty, under Assumptions 1-5,
the DSNN (15) is globally exponentially stable in the mean square if there exist symmetric

positive-definite matrices P, Q1, Qq, Z1, Zy with appropriate dimensional, positive-definite
diagonal matrices H, R, S, T, A1, Az, Az, Ay and a positive constant & such that the fol-
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lowing LMI holds:
En O 0 EBu & & &y
* Ezz 0 0 0 E26 0
* * 333 0 0 0 Eg7
8= * * * E44 0 846 347 < 0,

* * * * Hss 0 0
* * * * Es6 0
* * * * * * B77

where

B =ATPA—P-2(ty1 — T + DT3H + 2(tar — 7o + TR

+(0 - T+ D+ (T — 10 + 1)Q2 —T1A; - T'5A,

— 2t =T + D)I'3S + 2(19 — T + 1)L T,
Bgp = 2T38 — 2T, T — Q; - T5As3, Eee = 0oDTPD—Z; — A3,
Ba3 = 2I3H — 2I4R — Q; — T5 A4, Es7 =aoDTPD — Zy — Ay,
Z14 = ATPB + Ty A, E16 = agATPD, B17 = @A’ PD,

Ba=BTPB- A, Bu6 = aoBTPD, B4, = agBTPD.

4 Example

In this section, a numerical example will be presented to show the effectiveness of the
main results derived in Section 3. For the convenience of comparison, let us consider the

DSNN (15) with the following parameters:

Ao -01 O , B 01 -0.2 , D= 0 02 ,
0 04 0 -01 02 -01

-0.02 0 01 O -0.01 0.1
M = ) Ea = ) Eb =
01 0.01 0 0.01 0.02

01 0 016 0
E;= , Gi=G3=Gs=Gg = ,
¢ (0.01 —0.05) LT T T e (0 0.16)

Gy = G5 = 0242,
fi(s) = sin(0.2s) — 0.6 cos(s), fo(s) = tanh(—0.4s),

g1(s) = tanh(0.83s) + 0.6 cos(s), 2>(s) = tanh(0.2s).

It is easy to verify that

-0.64
r - 0.6 O,
0 0
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Table 1 For given 1, =1, 79 = 2, allowable upper bounds t with different probability
distribution of time delay

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.72 0.8 0.89 0.95 0.99 1
By [28] 3 3 3 4 5 8 16 22 +00
By Theorem 3.2 5 5 6 6 7 12 24 17 +00

For 1y =1, 79 = 2, Ty = 12 and «¢ = 0.89, by using Matlab LMI toolbox, we can solve a set
of feasible solutions for the LMIs (45) and (4:6) in Theorem 3.2, which are listed as follows:

p_ (1618985 ~05616 , _ (85888 -23625
“\-05616 161.5996)’ '\ 23625 14.7045)°

4. _ (06886 03231 o (98745 00872
"\ 03231 3.0148)° " \_0.0872 13.4307)’

Oy = 1.2293  -0.0546 o (06389 0
" \-0.0546 1.0868 |’ B 0 4.4731)’
2o (10193 0 s 7.2292 0
“\ o 5.0362)’ - 0 25.9788 )’

6.6790 0 5.9270 0
T = ) A1 = ’
0 25.6866 0 71.5861

27.6014 0 11.6106 0
AZ = ’ A3 = ’
0 78.8797 0 28.3651

B <0.9885 0

4= ) € =65.4665, A* =162.6924.
0 7.1557

Therefore, for all admissible parameter uncertainties and external perturbations, the
DSNN (15) is globally exponentially stable in the mean square sense. For 7; =1, 79 = 2 and
ap = 0.89, by [28], the upper bound of the time-varying delay is 8, and by Theorem 3.2 in
this paper, we obtain 7, = 12. What is more, when 71 = 1, 7o = 2, and «p = 0.1, o9 = 0.2,
ap = 0.3, ap = 0.4, and by Theorem 3.2 in this paper, we can get that the upper bound
of the time-varying delay 7 is 4, 4, 4, 4, respectively. While the LMIs (31), (32) in [28]
have no feasible solutions. The further comparison is listed in Table 1, from which one can
see that the criterion proposed in Theorem 3.2 is less conservative than those obtained
in [28]. One can see that the criterion proposed in Theorem 3.2 is less conservative than
those obtained in [16—18] when the probability distribution of the time delay is ignored.

Remark 7 From this example, we can see that stability conditions in this paper are de-
pendent on time delays themselves, the variation interval and the distribution probability
of the delay, that is, not only dependent on the time-delay interval, which distinguishes
them from the traditional delay-dependent stability conditions.

5 Conclusions
In this paper, the robust delay-probability-distribution-dependent stochastic stability
problem for a class of DSNNs with parameter uncertainties has been studied. In terms of
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LMIs technique, and combined with Lyapunov stable theory, a new augmented Lyapunov-
Krasovskii functional has been constructed, and some novel sufficient conditions ensuring
robustly globally exponentially stable in the mean square sense have been derived. Com-
pared with some previous works established in the literature cited therein, the new criteria
derived in this paper are less conservative. The numerical example has been demonstrated
to show the validity of these new sufficient conditions.
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