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Abstract: In this study, the theory of fractional calculus is applied to the electrical circuits. In this
work, we investigated the Langevin-type differential equations under the (k, ¢)-Hilfer proportional
fractional derivative. By utilizing the bivariate Mittag-Leffler function and the y-Laplace transform,
we designed a representation of an explicit analytical solution for the linear system corresponding to
the considered model. We explored Ulam—Hyers stability results with the Mittag-Leffler function and
their generalizations to confirm Ulam stability by applying the extended Gronwall inequality under the
context of the (k, ¢)-proportional fractional operators. Finally, the RLC electrical circuit model was
chosen as the application’s agent to validate the accuracy of our theoretical results. Our results offer
additional analytical choices due to the wider range of parameter values compared to earlier studies.

Keywords: electrical circuit; fractional differential equation; ¢-Laplace transform; fractional RLC
circuit; (k, ¢)-Hilfer proportional derivative
Mathematics Subject Classification: 00A71, 34A05, 34A08, 34B15, 47H10

1. Introduction

Our main goal of this work is to achieve a representation of solutions for the Langevin-type
differential equations under the (k, ¢)-Hilfer proportional fractional derivative operator ((k, ¢)-Hilfer-
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PFDO) as follows:

Zsza’ﬁ’p;¢v(t) - Zkfba’ﬁ’p;¢v(t) =puv(t) +g(v(t)), 0<p<l, a<t<bh,

. ) ) (L.1)
fim  FUPED0900) = o, lim T 08(8, 200, () =

t—at ™ t—at

where !, D% is the (k,)-Hilfer-PFDO of order 1/2 < @ < 1, and type 0 < 8 < 1, k > 0,
g €C([a,b] xR,R),where 0 < a <t <b < oo, and ¢; € R fori = 0, 1. The proposed model (1.1) was
created to fill the gap of research that has never been done and was inspired by the following stories:
Calculus with non-integer-order (Fractional Calculus or FC) is powerful knowledge extended from
classical calculus. It involves the concepts of integration and differentiation of non-integer orders,
in contrast to classical calculus, where the order is always an integer. In the last few decades, FC
has gained a lot of interest from researchers since it offers greater degrees of freedom compared to
the integer order. It can express memory and hereditary features, resulting in more accurate and
practical solutions. Many researchers have contributed to and published extensive literature across
applied sciences, engineering disciplines, and related fields. Fractional derivative operators (FDOs) are
defined differently, each with its own properties and characteristics. The most common FDOs depend
on the Euler-type gamma function, including the Riemann-Liouville (RL) and Caputo operators,
whose foundations are presented in [1, 2]. Other classical developments, such as the Hadamard
and Katugampola operators, can be found in [3,4]. Further systematic treatments are provided by
Diethelm [5], Zhou [6], and Hilfer [7]. In 2012, the k-RL fractional integral operator (FIO) was
introduced in [8] by helping the Euler-type k-gamma function, while the k-RL-FDO was studied by
the researchers in [9] in 2015. Moreover, the ¢-RL fractional integral and derivative operators [2] were
studied by several researchers. Next, the (k, ¢)—RL fractional integral and derivative operators were
initiated by the researchers in [9, 10]. The Hilfer-type fractional derivative operator was constructed
in [7], which is the generalized the sense for RL and Caputo fraction derivative operators. In 2018,
the ¢-Hilfer-FDO was constructed in [11]. The ¢-proportional-FDO and the ¢-proportional-FIO were
introduced in [12, 13]. In 2012, the (k, ¢)-Hilfer-FDO was investigated by the researchers in [14]. The
(k, ¢)-Hilfer-PFDO was formed by combining two operators of the (k, ¢)-RL proportional and (k, ¢)-
Caputo proportional derivative operators. The (k, ¢)-Hilfer-PFDO is an example of a broad fractional
derivative framework, separated by the parameter values S, p, k, and another function ¢( t) (see [15,16]
for more details). Of all the operators mentioned above, we can call them the generalized operators
of fractional operators or generalized fractional operators. The first benefit of fractional derivatives is
that they take memory into account. The memory effect is an essential characteristic of a differential
equation. Another advantage is that fractional derivatives created a large number of diffusion processes.
For some applications of fractional derivative operators, see [17—-19] and references therein.

Merging differential equations with fractional order, so-called fractional differential equations
(FDEs), can be encountered in many great works designed to understand the interplay of FDEs dealing
with initial/boundary value problems in the context of various FDOs. Researchers can practically apply
fixed-point theorems and numerical methods to analyze and solve these equations, which have been
increasingly studied for their qualitative properties, like the existence and stability results. A Langevin
equation, introduced by Paul Langevin, is the well-known differential equation that finds practical
application in describing Brownian motion. This motion, the random movement of a small particle in
a fluid, is a key concept in physics and scientific phenomena [20]. The classical Langevin equation is
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defined by
d*x dx

1
_ — = 2

where m denotes the particle mass, y denotes the friction coefficient, k;, denotes the Boltzmann
constant, 7' denotes the temperature, £(¢) denotes the Gaussian white noise with (u, o?) = (0,1), and
x() denotes the position of a particle. Moreover, a fractional Langevin equation extends the classical
Langevin equation by using a FDO to account for a stochastic differential equation that describes
the motion of a particle undergoing random fluctuations incorporated with memory impacts. Due to
the complexity of this equation and the difficulty in obtaining analytical solutions, several powerful
numerical methods have been developed and are commonly used for their simulation and analysis. For
example, in 2017, Li et al. [21] used the fixed-point theory of Leray-Schauder’s types to analyze a class
of two fractional-orders Langevin equations. In 2019, Baghani and Nieto [22] established sufficient
conditions for the existence and uniqueness of the results of a two fractional-order Langevin equation.
In [23], Aydin and Mahmudov studied and analyzed the sequential conformable derivative of the
Langevin-type differential equation. They presented a representation of a solution by the conformable
Laplace transform techniques. The existence and uniqueness of solutions are investigated. For more
modern works, we offer [24-26] and references therein.

Research trends on the existence results of the fractional differential system are focusing
increasingly on practical applications to achieve effective results for real-world problems in various
fields, including engineering, mathematics, physics, electrical, finance, and medicine. Numerous
pieces of research employ applications for real-life data in many types of issues, such as disease
transmission, financial crisis, blood ethanol concentration, drug concentration levels in the blood,
and RLC electric circuits. For example, Aydin and Mahmudov [23] studied the Langevin-type
differential equation under conformable derivatives and used LRC circuits as an application. Norouzi
and N’ Guérékata [27] applied the financial crisis model for the ¢-Hilfer fractional differential equation.
Prakash et al. [28] analyzed the model of blood alcohol concentration corresponding to the fractional
system under singular and non-singular derivatives. Hatime et al. [29] utilized pharmacokinetics in
the case of drug concentration prediction in plasma clinical trials as an application example of their
analysis for the generalized fractional form of Newton’s Cooling Law. The solutions of fractional
nonlinear electrical transmission lines and the perturbed nonlinear Schroedinger equation with the
Kerr law nonlinearity term were determined by Fendzi-DonfackWe et al. [30]. Later, they [31]
studied the soliton solutions for an intrinsic fractional discrete nonlinear electrical transmission
lattice. Over the years, Ulam stability has become an effective instrument in stability strategies.
It ensures robustness of solutions to functional equations by assuring that approximate solutions
are close to exact solutions. Several varieties of Ulam stability and their applications have been
studied, each corresponding to a distinct sort of functional equation under various conditions, like
as Ulam-Hyers (UH) stability [32-34], Ulam-Hyers-Rassias (UHR) stability [35, 36], Ulam-Hyers-
Mittag-Leffler (UHML) stability [37], Ulam-Hyers-Rassias-Mittag-Leffler (UHRML) stability [38],
and their generalization. In addition, many researchers employ the Gronwall inequality to analyze
Ulam stability . It is an effective method to provide bounds on functions, especially differential and
integral equations. Some researchers have presented work on the fractional differential equations under
fractional operators and utilize the Gronwall inequality to establish the Ulam stability [39—41].

One explanation is because a fractional order permits the system to display appropriate degrees of
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freedom, which contributes to the memory effect seen in physical systems. Furthermore, the fractional-
order derivative demonstrates superior accuracy and efficiency in simulating real-world problems. This
is especially true in models where memory or the features of genetic qualities play a significant role
or are stressed. In this regard, it has been demonstrated that fractional calculus offers the benefit of
assisting in accurately modeling natural processes. Revisiting the motivation, the main contribution of
this novelty may be summarized as follows:

(1) We apply the bivariate Mittag-Lefller function to bring novel properties to the ¢-Laplace
transform.

(2) A description of the solutions for the linear problem in relation to the nonlinear problem is offered.

(3) The fixed-point theorem has established the existence, uniqueness, and stability of the solution of
the (k, ¢)-Hilfer proportional differential equation for the Langevin-type model.

(4) RLC circuit models are redesigned as an application to customize our problem.

This work is structured as follows: We provide some definitions and some materials of the (k, ¢)-
PFOs in Section 2. We give the necessary lemmas used throughout this work and analyze an
generalized Gronwall inequality under the mentioned operator. In addition, the definition of ¢-Laplace
transform and their properties, as well as the Mittag-Leffler functions, are also expressed in this section.
In Section 3, we investigate a representation of solutions of the linear system associated with the
nonlinear one using the ¢-Laplace transform. In Section 4, we establish the major theories, separated
into two subsections. First, we analyze the uniqueness result by utilizing the Banach’s contraction
mapping principle. Second, we examine the UHRML stability and its generalization of solutions.
In Section 5, we look into the numerical applications to confirm the precision of our findings. One
example illustrates the representation of the proposed system (1.1). The other one is provided by
modifying the proposed system (1.1), also known as RLC circuits, to customize our system. The
overall results of our discussion are concluded in the last section.

2. Preliminaries

Assume C([a,b],R) and C?([a,b],IR) are Banach spaces of all continuous function v on |[a, b]
equipped with the norm |vl| = sup;1, ) {Iv(2)]}. The space AC" is the n-times absolutely continuous
function v on [a, b], which is provided by AC" := AC"([a,b],R) = {v : [a,b] — R;v"" €
AC([a,b],R)}, and LI([a,b],R) is a Banach space of all Lebesgue measurable f : [a,b] — R
equipped with ||f]lr¢ < +oo. Let ¢ : [a,b] — R be a strictly increasing continuous function via
¢’ () # 0. To facilitate calculations in this work, we have provided the following symbol for your
convenience:

pwk
i Ty

a —1
(t,5) = (9(r) — p(s)) F~" e P00, 2.1)
Now, we present some definitions and materials corresponding to the (k, ¢)-proportional fractional
derivative and integral operators ((k, ¢)-PFDO/(k, ¢)-PFIO), which will be employed throughout this
study.
Definition 2.1 ( [15]). Assume a >0, k> 0,0 <p <1, and g € L' ([a,b],R). The (k,$)-RL-PFIO of
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order a of g is given by

1

T9%%(1) 1= ——
ok 2 prkT ()

! a@_ -~
fi‘}’g {(1.5)g()¢'(s)ds,  Tu(a) ::fo @ 1em kqs,

where T (z) = limg_; Tx(z), Ti(k) = 1, Ti(z 4+ k) = zTk(2) and T (z) = (k)¥/*7'T (z/k).

Definition 2.2 ( [15]). Assume @ > 0,k > 0,0 < p < 1, g € C([a,b],R), ¢(t) € C"(|a,b],R) via
¢’ (1) # 0, and n € N so that n = |a@/k] + 1. The (k,$)-RL-PFDO of « of g is given by,

. . o PP N =T ,
Hafg“i)“’p"’jg(t) = ki)”’p’¢(a,kf"k “’p’¢g(t)) = nk__ak f §T¢k (t,5)g(s)¢’ (r)ds,
o F k['y(nk—a) Ja
where (D0 1= D D0 D and ( DI9g(1) = DPg (1) := (1—p)g(t) + kpg' (1) /¢’ (1).
n time

Definition 2.3 ( [15]). Assume @ > 0, k > 0,0 < p < 1, g € C"([a,b],R), ¢(t) € C"([a,b],R) with
¢’ (1) # 0, and n € N so that n = |@/k] + 1. The (k, ¢)-Caputo-PFDO of « of g is given by

,pP, nK—Qa,pP, n,p, 1 ' m{;a_l n,p,; /

DM g(1) 1= (IO, D g (1)) 1= — f PE,T T (65) (kD8 (s))¢ (s)ds.
p F kI'x(nk—a) Ya

Definition 2.4 ( [15]). Assume @ > 0, k > 0,0 < p < 1,0 <B <1, g € C'([a,b],R), ¢(1) €

C"([a,b],R) with ¢’ (t) # 0, and n € IN so that n = |a/k] + 1. The (k, ¢)-Hilfer-PFDO of a and 8 of

g is given by
Zkbafﬁa/);(ﬁg(t) p— a’k_z'ﬁ(nk—a),ﬂ(ﬁ(kDrl,p;(b(a’k]'(1—/3) (nk—a),p;q&g(t) ))

Next, we list some key properties used in this work.
Lemma 2.5 ( [15]). Assume @« > 0,6 >0,k >0,7>0,0<p <1, weR wk>-1, and
n=|w/k]+ 1. We have

H(t,a)] = Py T (1 a),

(i) asTPOY S

I (w-a)
obtain aH,kD“’ﬁ’p;‘ﬁ[i‘YZ t, a)] =
(ili) o [mp;qﬁ(a,k jé,p;abg(t)) = Totapde(s) = ok j&p;¢(a’k [a,p;qbg(t)).
(iv) 5k®‘“’ﬁ’p;¢(a,kf’7’p;¢g(t)) = 44 LT g(t), wheren = |w/k] + 1, n > nk.

(ii) Zki)“’ﬁ’p;“’[iq’f_l(t,a)] = £ uw) ’;‘I’%_l(t,a). In particular, for anym = 0,1,...,n—1, we
(

n_.
PYE (1a) o .
00| gk ntg(a )]y =t
pT Fk(n—i-k—ki)
B(nk —a).
A generalized Gronwall inequality under the (k, ¢)-PFDO and the (k, ¢)-PFIO and its properties
are provided.

Theorem 2.6 ( [16]). Assume a >0, k> 0,0 < p < 1, and ¢ € C'(|a, b],R) is an increasing function
so that ¢'(t) # 0 for any t € [a,b]. Let the following assumptions true:
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(H1) The two non-negative functions x(t) and y(t) are locally integrable on [a,b);
(H,) A function z(t) is the non-negative, non-decreasing, and continuous functions provided on [a, b]
so that 7(t) < 7*, where 7* is a real number.

If
x(1) < y(r) + @z(t)a,kfa’p“ﬁx(t), (2.2)
then,
"I [Tel@)z(1)]" po e ,
x(I)S)’(I)—i—L Zp,£a£n+lrk(ia)’,j‘i’¢ Lt 5)y(s) | ¢ (5)ds. 2.3)

Corollary 2.7 ( [16]). Under the assumptions in Theorem 2.6, assume that y(t) is a non-decreasing
function on t € [a,b]. Then,

x(£) < (1) Brak ((050) ' Ti(@)2(r) (#(r) - ¢(5)F), (2.4)
where -
Frap(z) = Z:;) m @.€C, Rela), k> 0. (2.5)

Next, we recall some details the ¢-Laplace transform and its materials that will be used in this work.

Definition 2.8 ( [42]). Assume [ : [a,0) — R and ¢ € C([a,»),R) under ¢'(t) > 0. Then, the
¢-Laplace transform of f is provided as

Llf (1) = f " s (0(5)-6(@) f(O)¢ (t)dr, VYs<t, (2.6)

where the right-sided of (2.6) is valid.

Definition 2.9 ( [42]). A function f : [0,00) — R is said to be the ¢-exponential-order if there are
three constants p > 0, M > 0, b > 0 such that |f(t)] < M exp (pp(t)) for all t > b.

The basic properties of Definition 2.8 were given as in Lemma 2.10.

Lemma 2.10 ( [42]). Leta > 0, 8 > 0 and |1/ s*| < 1. Then,

(it) Ls{(#(r) - (a) P} = "D s > 0.

if) s> A

(iv) Lo {et@0=0@D)g(r)] = Lytg(t)}(s = A). |
(v) Lo{(s(2) —<z>( ))ﬁ Eap (A9(1) = $(a)")} = £ where Eqp(2) = %20 mog-

The ¢—convolution integral operator of two functions is provided as in Definition 2.11:

L
-

Definition 2.11. ( [42]). Assume that f and g are two piece-wise continuous functions on [a, b] and of
¢-exponential-order. Then, the p—convolution of f and g is provided by

(F08) () = [ F(9)6(6™ (6(0)+6(a) = () () @)
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The Eq (2.7) has a property (f *¢ 8)(t) = (g *¢ f) (). In addition, we obtain

Lo{f(1) x4 8(1)} = Lol f (1)} Lyl (1))
Now, we prove the ¢—Laplace transform of the (k, ¢)-Hilfer-PFDO in Lemma 2.12.

Lemma 2.12. Assume 0 <@ <1, k>0 0<p<1,0<p<LneN, feAC ,([a.b].R),
¢ € C"([a, b],R) such that ¢’ (t) > 0 and 41 TP/ =)L £ i of $-exponential-order. Then

n—1
Lol 0} = a1 Lo =k 3 lalo))F
[akj( -B) (k-a )P¢( paln-1- ﬁ,p;tﬁf(aJr))]’ (2.8)

where q(s) = 1 — p + kps. Particularly, if n = 2, we achieve the following result

L {22800 f (1)) = [g()]F Lotf (1))~ kpla(s)) FFapr 1D eoio(H pabod pq))]
_kp[q(s)]a(ﬁljl) [a,kj(l_ﬁ) (k—a) ’p;¢f(a+)]. (2.9)

Proof. We are going to prove this lemma by utilizing mathematical induction technique. Assume that
an Eq (2.8) holds for n = 1, it follows that

L {H 0709 (1)) = [q(5)]F Lolf (1))~ kplg(s)] F P [aa (AE22 p(a)]. (2.10)

Assume that an Eq (2.8) holds for m € IN, we have

._

m—

. ma a(ﬁ-‘rt
Lyt ombetp(n)) = [q(s))* —kp
120
[akf( -B) (k- a)P¢( D(Y(m 1-i ﬂp¢f( ))] 2.11)
Then,
Ly {Zkb(”’“)”’ﬁ’p;"’f(t)} £¢{ DB ¢( DIBLR £ (1 ))} 2.12)
Using (2.10) and (2.11), the relation (2.12) can be obtained
Ly plmtNebod f(i)h = [q(s)]F Ly {H Dm0 00 £ (r))
—kplg(s)) T [ auZ 1P (H pmabosd p(q )]
("H-l m-] a(Br1+i)
= (g T Lolf)—ko ) la(s)] 7 F

i=0
X[a’k 70-p) (k—a),p;¢(5kga(m—1—i),ﬁ,p;¢ f(a+))]

—kolg(s )]@—ﬁ[ (T1B) (ke )p¢( DB £ (g ))]
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(m+ e m HW,
= )T L 01k ) lals
i=
[ k](l -B) (k= “)PQ’( pa(m=i)Bp; ?f(a ))] (2.13)
Hence, by mathematical induction, Eq (2.8) holds. The proof is completed. O

Now, some important properties are analyzed in Lemma 2.13 that will be utilized in this work.

Lemma 2.13. Let . € R, d > 0, [q(s)]*/* > 0, | ;/_k <1, and' ]Ly/kﬂ/l[kpr( | < 1.
Then,
1 — (n+m A"
2a a\n+1 — Z ( m ) a(2(n+1)+m) ° (214)
([g()]F = A[g(s)]%) m=0 kor(s)] "2

da e (o)
N }’lﬂm
Za[q(S)] 13 - Z Z (n —in;m) £ a(2n+m+2-d) (215)
[q(s)] % = a[g(s)]* —u 7=0m=0 [kor(s)] ™ %
where
-1 1—
r(s) =s-— (pkp ) = q]i;) = kpp +s and q(s)=1-p—+kps. (2.16)
Proof. First, we prove the relation (2.14). By using binomial theorem and ‘W < 1, we have
1 B 1
2 a\ntl 2 a\n+1
(la()]F = Ala(s)]%) ([kor(s)] ¥ = Alkor(s)]%)
_ 1 1
o n+1)a ) +1
lkpr(s)] 25 (1 _ #)ﬂ
[kor(s)] ¥
B i (n + m) Am
w2\ M [or(s)] T
The relation (2.14) is achieved. Next we prove the relation (2.15). By using geometric series with

7

<1and‘

< 1, which implies that

[kor(s) 7%= lkor(s)]7F T TE
[CI(S)]% _ [kpr(s)]% 1
()] % = ala(s)]F - p [kopr(s)] % — Alkpr(s)]% 1- i

= — (n+m A"
= kor(s)| &
HZ;)[ pr(s)]*u mZ_:O( m )[kpr(s)]wﬂ(wlem)
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DN e

[kor(s)]=

The proof is completed.

Lemma 2.14. Let A,y € R, d > 0 and (1 - p + kps)®/*¥ > 0. Then,

where q(s) and r(s) are given in (2.16), and

(o] (o] n..m
algyuv ZZ(n+m) il , a>0,6>0,y>0, u,velk

F(na+ mp +7)

Proof. Applying the relation (2.15), (2.19), and Lemma 2.10 yields that

AIMS Mathematics

£ { HCO) }
[g(s)] % = a[q(s)]* —u

) (kp) @bt 2= 0 () §(2ntm2od)

Pk_l Z n+m wra" o 1
%2n+m+2 d) 7P | F2ntmt2-d)

n=0m=0

(kp)t =) =4 A\ m [(Fn+gm+§(2-4d))

a(Zk—d)_l e .
AR GO (u(¢(t) ~¢(a) T (1) - ¢(a))%)

(kp)%(Z—d) T (2-d) (kp)%’ kp)%

(2.19)
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The relation (2.17) is obtained. Next, by taking d = 0 in the relation (2.17), we obtain

l:‘gl { 2a 1 a } B in_l(t,a)]Ez
[g(s)] % = Alg(s)]¥ —u

(u(sb(t) ~p(a) ¥ A(() - ¢<a>>%).

(ko)¥ — FEE (kp) oL
(2.20)
Applying the relation (2.20), which yields that
-1 1
2a a ‘£¢ {f(S)}}
{ [q(s)]% = alq(s)]¥ —u
%_1 2a a
_ Yy o [ﬂ(¢(f) ~8(a)* A1) - d(a) ] e

(ko)®FEEL (o) (o)t

The relation (2.18) is achieved. m|

3. Major results

3.1. Essential results

Lemma 3.1. Assume that L;I{Z{kilza’ﬁ’p;‘ﬁv(t)}, L;I{Z{kﬁa’ﬂ’p;‘f’v(t)}, L;l{v(t)}, and L;l{h(t)} exist,
1/2<a<1,0<B8<1,0<p<1,andk > 0. Then, the following linear initial value Langevin-type
problem via the (k, $)-Hilfer-PFDO as follows:

B D200y (1) = A DP0Py(1) = (1) + h(1),

, s , ks (H (3.1)
tl_l)rtg a’kI(l B)(k )’p’¢v(t) = ¢p, ,llﬂfl a’kj(l B) (k )w@(fl{k@ ﬁ,p,¢v(t)) = ¢y,
where ¢; € R fori = 0, 1, has the solution
Q_%+ﬁ_l a a
_ Y T ) u(@(1) - #(a)* Ap(r) —9(a))F
V(t) = o B Ey 4 a_9B g 2a > a €0
(ko)=L (kp) 7 (kp)*
2_a_%3+ﬂ_] a a
LYy T (na) () = (@) T A1) - ¢(a))
B 20 _aB E o 2_0ofyg o , @ Co
(kpy¥—ss  TEE (ko) ¥ (ko)
g FEE () 5 ;
kg ’ 1(8(t) —¢(a))® Ag(r) - ¢(a))*
+ 2a_aB 2 a2 08,4 o s 7 cl
(o) Fw  EREES(T % (ko)?
2a
p‘I’T_l t,a _ _ ¢
e A [u(¢(t) oa)¥ 200 ~6(a))" ) o )
(ko)%  FTFF (ko) * (ko) %
Proof. By taking L to the first equation of (3.1), which implies that
Ly (D2 P(0)) = ALy {20 (0)) = Ly {v(1)) + Ly R (1)) (3.3)
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Applying Lemma 2.12, we have

L {12280y} = [q(s)]F Ly (1)} —kola(s)] T Peo —kolg(s)] FFer,  (B4)
L {H 2 00(0)) = [q(s)]F Ly (v(1))

B _
~kpla(s)] * Peo,
where lim I( B k=0)pby () = ¢y and lim

—B) (k- H _
lim lim ’k]( B)( a)przﬁ( DEBLby (1 )) ¢
Substituting (3.4)-(3.5) in (3.3), it follows form

() = Ala(5)] - 12) Lo (1)

(3.5)

Then,

1 & [q(s)]F = A[q(5)]% —p

—— Ly {h(1)}. (3.6)
()] % = ala(s)]f -
Taking [j;l into the Eq (3.6), we get

V() = .E‘l{ ()] FPH7 }kpco—L'l{ ()] }ﬂkpco
? la()]F = Ala(s)]f - * Vg E - Alg(s)]f - s
F6-%)
+L”{ %9” . }kc-+L*{ _ ! — MUH}
P Ve F —alaeE—n) T gl ® ¢

e —Ag(s)]x —p
Using the relations (2.17) and (2.18) in Lemma 2.14, the required result (3.2) is obtained

_|_

In light of Lemma 3.1, we give the operator Q : C?([a, b], R) — C?([a,b],R) as follows

(Q)(1) = ¢ PR t’a)lEz’ %ﬁw(”("j(t()k;)‘ﬁ%"))%’/1(¢(f()k/—o)¢;(a))z]c0

AIMS Mathematics

Volume 10, Issue 9, 22531-22560.



22542

xf (07" (p(t) + ¢(a) = 6(s)) , v(s)) &' (5)ds. (3.7)

For the ease of computation, we give some symbols

Eun = e U wh (3.8)
_ P pl
N o GO e)TE N
(kp) ™%
20
NECORO .
L (ko) ®

Next, we show some estimation functions that were applied in this work.

Lemma 3.2. Assume 1/2<a<1,0<B<1,0<p<1,k>0,andn meNU{O} If
k
d<2n+m+2-—(n+m+1), (3.11)
a

then an estimation of the function is as follows:

e Wk () ¥ . (3.12)

Proof. Using the properties of the Euler-type gamma function with the inequality (3.11), we get

W%@n+m+2—@)>nn+m+1) (3.13)
Then,
Q(Z_d)_] 14 a
AT GO (1) - (@) * A1) - 9(a))

(kp)%(Z—d) Ta % %(2_d) (kp)zTa ’ (kp)%

@ (2—q)-1 . N
LS 4) S5 (n+m) A" (8 (1) = ¢ (a)) )
T k)t S\ m Jep) R (2 (2n 4 m + 2 - a))

g(Z—d)—l o oo @

_ it (a) $0 S bt m)t PR — ola) EE)
S (k) e nlml (ko) 1™ (n 4 m)!

P ) &1 (o) — (@) E Y S 1 (1(0(0) - 0(a))F )"
- >l D
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P
W ¥

=R

201
(2-d)-1 (1,q) HEO-NE | We0)-o(a)

3
¢ _ e (kp)ZTQ (ko) &
( )F (2—-d)

This completes the proof.

3.2. Existence and uniqueness property

Theorem 3.3. Assume0<a<1,0<B8<1,0<p<1,k>0, and f € C(la,b] xR, R). Let

(H1) There exists a constant L > 0 such that

|f(t, u) —f(t,v)| < £|u(t) —v(1)

, t€lab], uvekR.

If A3E 2L < 1, then there is a unique solution for the proposed model (1.1).

(3.14)

Proof. Inview of Lemma 3.1, v € C([a, b], R) is a solution to the proposed model (1.1) if v corresponds

the Eq (3.2). Setting 7 = sup;e[ ) |£(2,0)] < +oo, we provide B, := {v € C([a,b],

where

[A100 + A2(/16‘() =+ Cl) + A3F* ]
1- A38” 1L

R) : vl < rl,

Next, we prove that the set B, is an invariant with respect to @, which is, @B, C B,. Forany v € 8,

-1
with the result of 0 < ¢ (#(1)=4(@)) <lforany0<a<s<t<b< +oo, we have

a_ap
PIPF_T_"ﬁ_lt _ 270 _ %
@il — sup {k (, (“)Ez_a“_a_ﬁw["‘(q’(’) #(a)F () - 4(@) ]CO
can || ()t Ers EREES T ) F (ko)

2]? aﬁ'i'ﬁl 2a @
+ﬂi‘f’ (#,a) e (u(<f>(t)—¢(a))T ﬂ(¢(t)—¢(a))F]CO
(kp) = F+5 TeT T (kp) * ’ ko)
ZTa_a_kﬁJﬁB_l 2a a
e () p(() —9(@) T A(o(1) - #(a)¥ )

2—”—%—1—[{ 2]? a 2(y (Yﬁ+ﬁ 2a 5 L )% 1
kp) ¥ (ko) % (ko
E_l a
+f"/§‘¥¢k (S’“)]Em ) 2a(#(cb(S)—cb(a))T /1(¢(S)—¢(a))?)
« (k)T TEEL (k) ¥ (ko)

a_aop _ 20 _af
((b) =g(a)) s 1 (g(b) —p(a) T E P
< ( T co+ ( TR Aco
kp) ¥k kp)®x "%
2a
2a B lul(¢(b)-¢(a)) k| AI(4(b)-¢(a))
+ (¢(b) - ¢(a))ﬁk +ﬁcl e (kp)zTa * (kp)%
20
(ko) * =7
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b - L3 2 [
+ (LIl +7’*)f (9(s) ¢(Z)) e (o)F W g (5)ds
a (kp) *
a_af 20 af 2e aB
< | _¢(a22 L (0 _¢2(a)[,)ﬁ e 4 O —¢2(a)3ﬁ "
(kp) =% +F (kp) &%+ (kp) 2 —F+5

D" o+ 7 le

= [A]C() + Az(/lC() —|'C1) +A3(-£||V|| +7:*) A <7

which yields that @B, C B,. Next, we prove that Q is a contraction. Suppose that v, v, € C([a,b],R).
Thus,

(@) (6) - (@u2)(1)
< s { f@ [u<¢<s> ~s(@) ¥ A6 —¢<a>>%]

telab) (kp)® K

x| £ (671 (6(0) + (@) = 9(5)) w1 (s)) = £ (67 (8(0) + $(a) = 6(5)) ,vz(s))\ds}

2a

(¢(b) —¢(a))®

EpaLlvi —vall
2a M
2 (kp) ©
= A3EaLlvi —v2ll.

Since A3E, 2L < 1, we can conclude that Q is a contraction. Therefore, by Banach’s contraction
mapping principle, Q has a fixed-point that corresponds to the unique solution of the model (1.1). O

3.3. Ulam-Hyers-Mittag-Leffler stability properties

Ulam-Hyers-Mittag-Leffler stability results provide important insights into the robustness of
solutions under perturbations, revealing the tolerance of the system to external effects. These stability-
accurate analysis results give quantitative insight into the stability properties of solutions, giving
insights on their long-term behavior. Now, we provide a variety of UHML stability results for the
model (1.1). Moreover, let g € C([a,b] X R,R) and ¢ € C([a,b],IR"). For the ease of computation,
we provide some inequalities

|Zk1)2“’ﬁ’p;¢ (1) = A LD P00(t) —pw(t) —g(t.w(0))| < € telab] (3.15)
| D20 (1) = AT DO (1) —pw(t) —g(t.w(r)] < Go(t)., telab],  (3.16)
|2 D2y 1) - AH D) —uw(t) —g(tw(r)| < e@(r), telad], (3.17)
|[Z D20 PP w (1) - /IH DLW (1) —pw(t) —g(tw(t))| < (1), teab]. (3.18)

Definition 3.4. The model (1.1) is said to be UHML stable, if there exists a constant €4 > 0 such that
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for every € > 0 and w € C([a, b], RT) of (3.15), there is v € C([a, b],R™") of the model (1.1) via

Iv(r) = w(1)| < CoeBr2an (Kg (6(1) - ¢(a))27“), ke >0, 1€ [ab]. (3.19)

Definition 3.5. The model (1.1) is said to be generalized UHML stable, if there exists a function
G, € C(RT,RT) via G4(0) = 0, such that for every € > 0 and w € C([a,b],R™) of (3.16), there is
v € C([a,b],RT") of the model (1.1) via

|V | < Gele EkZak(Kg (p(1) —¢(a))27&), kg >0, te€lab]. (3.20)

Definition 3.6. The model (1.1) is said to be UHRML stable with respect to another function ®(t), if
there exists a constant €, > 0 such that for every € > 0 and w € C([a,b],R") of (3.17), there is
w € C([a, b],R") of the model (1.1) via

2a

(1) = w(£)] < Coq €D () Ex 20k (Kgqp (6(1) - p(a)) ¥ ) Koo >0, 1€ [a,b]. 3.21)

Definition 3.7. The model (1.1) is said to be generalized UHRML stable with respect to another
function ®(t) such that for every € > 0 and w € C([a,b],R") of (3.18), there is v € C([a, b], RT) of
the model (1.1) via

[v(e) = w(1)] < €, @ (1) Er 20 (Kgq) (6(1) - ¢(a))27"), keo 20, 1€fabl.  (3.22)

Remark 3.8. Suppose that w € C([a,b],R) is a solution of the model (3.15) if and only if there exits
xw € C([a,b],R), that is depends on w, such that (Ry). |xw(t)| <€ t€(ab]; (R). fkbza’ﬁ’p;‘ﬁw(t) -
Pl gki)"’ﬁ’p;“’w(t) = uw(t)+ g(t,w(r)) + x, (), t € [a,b].

Remark 3.9. Suppose that w € C([a,b],R) is a solution of the model (3.17) if and only if there

exits y,, € C([a,b],R), that is depends on w, such that (Ry). |yw(f)] < €®(t), t € [a,b]; (Ry).
1 D2B00w (1) = A J D 0w(r) = pw(r) + g(,w(1)) +yw(t), 1 € [a,b].

Theorem 3.10. Assume that g € C([a,b] xR, R), (H1), and A3E, 2L < 1 hold. Then, the proposed
model (1.1) is UHML stable and consequently generalized UHML stable on [a, b).

Proof. Givene >0,1/2<a<1,0<8<1,0<p <1,k >0,and w € C([a,b],R) is a solution of
the model (3.15). From the assumption (R;) in Remark 3.8, we obtain that

H 20600y (1) - L H DBy (1) = pv(r) + g(1,0(1)) + xulr), 1€ [ab],

lim ak'[( _ﬁ)(k (1'),0(]5 () = ¢y, lim akI( _ﬁ)(k_ )P¢( tDa',Bp¢ ()) —_—

t—at t—at

(3.23)

Using Lemma 3.1, the model (3.23) has the solution
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vy~ T [M(fﬁ(t)—cb(a))T A(¢<r>—¢(a>>%]co
(kp)t-F+p  TEETE P (ko) ¥ (kp) ¥
20_0B 45
R I COM [m«»(r)—as(a))%” a<¢<t>—¢<a>)%]co
(p) s HEETEAL (k) ¥ (ko)
Py, ) 2 :
AL L (ﬂ(ab(t)— <a>>k,a<¢(r>—¢y<a>>k]cl
(ko) E-F+8  ERETEL (¥ (ko) %
.\ ffi‘lﬂz (S’“)]EZQMa[ﬂ(¢(~v)—¢(d))% a<¢<s>—¢(a>>%]
« (ko) EET (kp) ¥ (ko)

XXy ((;5_1 (¢(1) + ¢(a) - ¢(s)))¢’(s)ds. (3.24)

p” 2e¢ @ 2a_aB a > a
(hpye—s  EEE k“{ (ko) ¥ (ko)*

xg (67 (9(1) + #(a) = #(s)) . v(s)) & (s)ds. (3.25)
Utilizing |a — b| < |a| + |b| with (3.24)-(3.25), we get
() = w(t)]

2a
ftg‘l’(; (s,a)
2a ]EZ_a

a (kp)x *
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xx (67 (6(1) + ¢(a) — 6(5))) ¢ (s)ds]. (3.26)

-1
By using the property 0 < e'r (P00 < for any 0 < a < s <t <b< +co, (Hy), and the
assumption (R;) in Remark 3.8, the result (3.26) can be provided

L BudnOw) (¥ 010) ot
(1) = w(o) el i e ORI i

kk% 2
[v(2a) EuaL
k k%‘l—Z ak

IA

N3Ey € + 7009 |v(t) —w(t)l.

Utilizing Theorem 2.6 and Corollary 2.7, yields
_a 2
|V(t) - W(l‘)| < A38,0€Br o0k ((kp) kT (2a)Eua L (p(t) —p(a)) * )
By taking €/ := A3E,1 and k; := (kp) & kT (20)E,.1.L, implies that

[v(e) = w(t)| < €reBrams (Kf (6(1) - ¢(a))27“) . (3.27)

Therefore, the model (1.1) is UHML stable. Additionally, by taking G((€) = €re via G£(0) = 0, we
have

20
V(1) = w(0)] < G (VB an (k7 (8(2) - 9(@) ¥).
Then, a solution of the model (1.1) is generalized UHML stable. O
We now provide the necessary assumption used in Theorem 3.11.

(Hy) Let ® € C([a, D], R) be a non-decreasing function. There is yo > 0 so that

~J

I ALICII [u(¢(S) ~¢(a)¥ A6(s) 0@}
a (kp)E  FF ko) (ko)E
|

Theorem 3.11. Assume that g € C([a,b] xR, R), (H1), and A3E, 2L < 1 hold. Then, the model (1.1)
is UHRML stable and consequently generalized UHRML stable on |a, b].

}D(s)gb’(s)ds < xo®(1), 1€ [a,b].

Proof. Assume that € > 0 and w € C([a, b], R) is a solution of the model (3.15). From the assumption
(R2) in Remark 3.9, we obtain that

H D200y (1) - 2 H 0600u(1) = pv(r) + g(1,v(1) + v (1), 1€ (arb],
—B) (k—a).p; _ . —B) (k- _
lim I( ) k=a) iy (1) = ¢, tgrﬁa’kj( B)( a)p¢( DB, ())—Cl-

t—at?

(3.28)
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Using Lemma 3.1, a solution of (3.28) is

¢ o - 2a a
vy~ T [M(fﬁ(t)—fﬁ(a))T z<¢<r>—¢<a>>z]co
(ko) i-F+8  EREERL gy T (kp)E
e ) (#(¢(I)—¢(a))k A(¢<r>—¢<a>>k)ﬂco
(ko) E-E+8 TR () ¥ ko)t
PI{J%“%"‘ﬁI 2o a
AL e (u(aﬁ(t)—cb(a))k A<¢(r>—¢<a>>k]cl
(kp)B-F+8 TR (kp) ¥ (kp)®
e ) M(u«»m ~o(@)* A9(s) —¢<a>>%]
o (k)® T (k)¥ (ko)¥

xyw (¢7 (8(1) + ¢(a) = ¢(s))) ¢’ (s)ds. (3.29)

xg (67" ((1) + p(a) — ¢(s)) . v(s)) ¢ (s)ds. (3.30)

Utilizing |a — b| < |a| 4 |b| with (3.29)-(3.30), we achieve

[v(r) = w(n)|
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(3.31)

-1
By using the property 0 < '@ (P0=0@) < | o any0 <a<s<t<b<+co,(H;), (H2),and (R)
in Remark 3.9, the result (3.31) can be provided

[v(2a) EuaL
k k%—Z ak

v(t) - w(t)| < exo®(r) + 77 v () = w(t)|. (3.32)

Utilizing Theorem 2.6 and Corollary 2.7, it follows that
[v() = ()] < exo® (1) Ex 20 ((kp)_%krk(Za)SﬂJl: (6(1) - #(a)) 2?) .
Taking €, := yo and k7, := (kp)~ ¥ kT (22)E,.1.L, yields that
(1) = w(1)] < g e@(1) Bt (75 (6(1) — 9(a)) ¥ ). (3.33)
Therefore, the model (1.1) is UHRML stable. Additionally, by taking € = 1, we have
(1) = (1) < € P Erzas (x (8(0) = 4(5)) ).
Hence, the solution of the model (1.1) is generalized UHRML stable. O

4. Some applications

We show two numerical examples to demonstrate the accuracy and validity of our major theoretical
results in this section.

4.1. An example
Example 4.1. Consider the Langevin-type differential equations with (k, ¢)-Hilfer-PFDO of the form:

=5t
H o341 H o3ty _ de ( v(7)l )
D205y (1) =2 H D321 (1) = 3v(r) + , 1€(0,1],
0.1 (1) =24, (1) (1) (t42)24+6\|v(r)| + 1 (0,1] @.1)
. L _ . LLp(H w351 _
lim o, T (1) = 1, lim 7% o D310y (1)) = 2.
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Here,« = 3/4,8=1/2,p =1,k = 1,and ¢(t) = (1-e?)/3withAd =2, u = 3,a = 0,
b =1,co =1, and c; = 2. Using all parameters, we get the results &, 4 ~ 3.49359, A ~ 1.16825,
Ay ~ 0.45954, and A3 = 0.10315. Consider the function

R v(2)]
g(tv(r)) = (t+2)2+6(|v(t)|+ 1)‘ (4.2)

Forany v; € R,i = 1,2 and 7 € [0, 1], then

2
lg(t.v1) —g(t.v2)] < 3 vi —wval.

(H,) in Theorem 3.3 is satisfied via £ = 2/5, which implies that A3E, 3L ~ 0.14415 < 1. Since all
conditions in Theorem 3.3 are true, the model (4.1) has a unique solution on [0, 1]. Furthermore, from
(3.27), we get € := A3E, 1 =~ 0.36038 > 0 and k7 := (kp)‘zTaka(Za)Sﬂ,,IL ~ 1.23845 > 0. Then,
the model (4.1) is UHML stable on [0, 1]. By taking G¢(€) = €re via G¢(0) = 0, the model (4.1)
is generalized UHML stable on [0, 1]. Moreover, by taking ®(¢) = (¢(t) — ¢(a))? into (P;), we
have yo = 3(¢(1) - ¢(O))%8,M ~ 0.36038. By applying (3.33), we have €, ~ 0.36038 and kyp, ~
1.23845. Therefore, by all conclusions in Theorem 3.11, the model (4.1) is UHRML stable on [O, 1].
Finally, if we set € = 1, the model (4.1) is generalized UHRML stable on [0, 1].

4.2. Applications to an RLC electrical circuit model

In this part, we study an RLC electrical circuit model, which is commonly used in both physics
and engineering disciplines. RLC circuit models are applied in a variety of signal processing and
audio electronics applications, including filter construction. They can be configured as low-pass, high-
pass, band-pass, or band-stop filters, and they are essential for frequency tuning in radio receivers.
Furthermore, they are applied in control systems to efficiently reduce oscillations while retaining
feedback loop stability. Let V() be the voltage source, Q(¢) be the current in the RLC series electrical
circuit at time ¢ in which the oscillating electrical circuit consisting of a resistor (R), an inductance
(L), and a capacitance (C) are connected in the series with a voltage source V (), as seen in the circuit
diagram in Figure 1.

R C

t~

®
v
Figure 1. The RLC electrical circuit diagram.

The RLC electrical circuit diagram is widely utilized in physics and engineering, particularly to
understand how electric currents behave in various systems. For a voltage source V/(¢), which is
measured in volts, Kirchhoff’s voltage law [43] gives the below equation:

V() = Vi(t) + Va(r) + Ve(r) = LO' (1) + RO(r) + é f 0(s)ds, 4.3)
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where V(¢), Vr(t), and V¢ (r) denote the voltage across the inductor, resistor, and capacitor at time 7,
respectively. Differentiating Eq (4.3) with respect to ¢, we obtain

V(1) = LO" (1) + RO (1) + éQ(r). (4.4)

Our goal is to represent the physical problem (4.4) as an initial value problem. Assume that the
constitutive equations related with three compartments, namely resistor (Vg()), inductor (V. (¢)), and
capacitor (V¢(z)), are as follows:

Vi(o) :L‘Z—?, Ve(t) =RO(1),  Vel(n) :é fo ' 0(s)ds.

Using Kirchhoft’s voltage law, the total of the voltage increases on every loop in a circuit model is
equal to the voltage V (¢) absorbed in the system. Then,

Vi(t) + Vr(t) + Ve(t) = V(1)

or
o 1 B
L% 4 RO + & f 0(s)ds = V(1),

where dV/dt = Q and dV?/dt*> = dQ/dt. Thus, the second-order inhomogeneous ordinary
differential equation is given by
d?Q0 do 1
L—+R—+ =0(t) = V(1).
dt2+ dt+CQ() (1)

In the particular example of fractional orders @ € (0,1}, 8 € [0,1], p € (0,1], and k > 0, we
look at an initial value problem for the fractional Langevin-type differential equations. Thus, the main
objective is to create this problem using a model of the RLC series circuit, as shown in the example
below.

Example 4.2. Consider the RLC circuit model that is applied to the (k,$)-Hilfer proportional
fractional Langevin-type differential equations by substituting ordinary derivatives in this model. The
considered model can be specified below:

LID090(1) + RID™90(0) + £ 0() = V(1) e (0,1], 2oe(1,2], .
4.
b TODU9900) 0, 1H1h (2505010 0,
t—at "’ ’

t—at ak
where I(t) = fzkfba’ﬁ’p;‘pQ(t).
Observe that for @« = 8 =k = p = 1 and ¢(¢) = ¢, Eq (4.5) reduces to the classical RLC circuit

0 do 1 _
LW +RE + EQ(Z‘) = V(l‘)’

which shows that the proposed fractional model is a direct generalization of the standard circuit law.
The replacement of the first-order derivative by the (k, ¢)-Hilfer proportional fractional derivative is
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further justified because such operators can describe hereditary effects and non-ideal behaviors of real
circuit elements. In practice, resistors, capacitors, and inductors often deviate from their ideal models
due to phenomena such as dielectric losses, constant-phase element behavior, and the skin effect.
Fractional-order RLC models have therefore been investigated in the literature and applied successfully
to capture such effects. For instance, Ahmadova and Mahmudov analyzed Langevin-type fractional
differential equations in electric circuits [44]. Naveen et al. studied an RLC system under the Hilfer
derivative with a numerical scheme [45]. Murugesan et al. considered Hadamard fractional operators
for non-local RLC models, addressing existence and stability [46]. Thunibat et al. applied a Caputo-
based Adomian decomposition method to nonlinear RLC circuits [47]. Murugesan et al. further
extended the analysis to Hilfer—-Hadamard fractional equations in RLC applications [48]. Shankar
and Bora investigated stability issues of Caputo-type impulsive integro-differential RLC models [49].

To achieve the current Q(r), we use the ¢-Laplace transform and its properties. Applying Ly into
the first equation of (4.5), we have

. ‘ 1
LLMZ@MWWQQH+R1¢&gﬂmwgm}+giwgm}:Lﬂvmy (4.6)

Applying Lemma 2.12, we have

L {1228000(0)) = [q(s)]¥ Ly 10(0)} ~ kpla(s)] T Peo — kplg(s)] T Per,  @7)
LB 200(1)) = [a(s)]F Ls10(1)) - kola(s)] T Pco, (4.8)

where lim k[(l—ﬁ)(k—a')’p;‘PQ(t) = cp and tl_l}gl mkf(l—ﬂ)(k—a),P;¢(ZkDaﬁ,p;¢Q(t)) = cj.

t—at ®

Substituting (4.7)-(4.8) into (4.6), it follows from

(L[CI(S)]ZT& +R[q(s)]t - é)-l:gb {0(n)} = (Lkp[q(s)]a(ﬁ/jw_ﬁ —i—Rkp[q(s)]%_ﬂ) co

+Lkp[g(s)]) e + L4 V(1))

Hence,
Llg(s)]" T + Rlg(s)] £ Llg(s)) ¥+
Ls{0(1)} = ———keco+ o —koci
Lig(s)]* +Rlg(s)]F - & Llg(s)]* +Rlg(s)]x - &
+ 1 —— Ly {V(1)}. (4.9)
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Applying the inverse Laplace transform (2.17) and (2.18) in Lemma 2.14, we achieve the explicit
solution of the model (4.5) as follows:

(1)
=P -1 2 o
A R L (_<¢<r>—¢<a>>k _R<¢<t>—¢<a>>k]QO
(kp)%—%ﬂa Ttk A LC(kp) ¥ ’ L(kp)®
F- sl a 2
BYy *~ Ga [ (#(1) - 9(a))* R<¢<t>—¢<a>>r]QO
L(kp)% L1p TERETE P LC(kp)zTa , L(kp)*
%_%+ﬁ_l 2a a
A L ( (#(1) - $(a)) * R<¢<r>—¢<a>>k)Ql
(kp)%’ Lip TeT Tt LC(kp)%a L(kp)%
P\YZTO/_I t, _ 270 _ e
AL <>1E__( (00) ~9(@) ¥ _R(8(1) ~#(a)) ]%E(I)‘ 4.10)
(ko)®  FEF LC(kp)® L(kp)
Applying the definition of ¢-convolution (Definition 2.11), which implies that
(1)
gt sl 2 o
ity T G (_(¢<r>—¢<a>>k _R<¢<r>—¢<a>>k)Qo
(kp)%—%—kﬁ TerE A LC(kp) ¥ ’ L(kp)¥
- F B 2 a
JRE T e ( (#(1) - $(a)) * R(¢<t>—¢(a>>k)Q0
L(kp)%—“ﬁJrﬁ Tor kB LC(kp)zTa L(kp)%
FoTHA-l 2 ;
A T [ (#(1) - #(a)* R(¢<r)—¢<a>>k]Ql
(ko) E-F+s  EEEEE o)t L{kp)*
L f 0¥ (1, 5) B [ (@) ~9(s))¥ _R(G(1) = ¢(s)) ]E(s)ds.(4.11)
(kp) & Ja ce LC(kp)® L(kp)*

To compare graphical results for various voltage functions V(z) in the exact solution (4.10), we
consider three special cases for Q(t) with R = 20, L = 8, C = 1/200, Qp = 1, and Q1 = 0.5.
All graphical results in Figures 2—6 are plotted directly from the explicit solution (4.11).

Case I: We consider the voltage function V() = 20 and fixed p = 1.00 via varied @ €
{0.96,0.97,0.98,0.99, 1.00}, 8 € {0.20,0.40,0.60,0.80, 1.00}, and k € {0.82,0.84,0.86,0.88}. The
graphical results of Q(¢) is displayed as in Figures 2—4. It can be observed that as the time period
increases, all three graphical simulations exhibit increased oscillations in their solutions. The amplitude
length of current Q(7) increases with increasing values of fractional-order @ (Figure 2) and fractal-
dimension 3 (Figure 3), respectively. Moreover, the amplitude length of the current Q(7) is inversely
proportional to the value of k, as shown in Figure 4. These observations indicate that the fractional
parameters a and S play the role of tuning the memory and damping properties of the RLC circuit.
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Larger values of @ and g correspond to stronger memory effects, resulting in higher oscillation
amplitudes of (), whereas the parameter k acts oppositely by reducing the amplitude. Such
fractional-order behaviors are consistent with experimental evidence that real capacitors and inductors

deviate from their ideal integer-order models due to dielectric losses, skin effect, and constant-phase
element behavior.

The plots of current Q(t) under varying o
T T T T T

Current Q(t)

I
0 0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5
Time ¢

Figure 2. The simulation of current Q(¢) under varying « and fixed 8 = 0.95, p = 1.00, and
k = 0.88 for the proposed model (4.5), obtained from the explicit solution of (4.11).

The plots of current Q(t) under varying 38
4 T T T T T

Current Q(t)

25 3 3.5 4 4.5 5
Time ¢

Figure 3. The simulation of current Q(¢) under varying 3 and fixed @ = 0.99, p = 1.00, and
k = 0.88 for the proposed model (4.5), obtained from the explicit solution of (4.11).
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The plots of current Q(¢) under varying k
5 T T T T T T

Current Q(t)

0 0.5 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 4.5 5
Time t

Figure 4. The simulation of current Q(7) under varying k and fixed @ = 0.99, 8 = 0.95, and
p = 1.00 for the proposed model (4.5), obtained from the explicit solution of (4.11).

Case II: We consider voltage functions V() = Vpsin(;t) and V(1) = Vycos(6;t) for j

1,2,3,4,5, and Vo = 20 with 6, = —— and (L;,C1.61) = (4,0.0625,2), (L3,Ca.60) =
(5,0.008,5), (L3,C3,63) = (2,0.0078125,8), (Ls,Cs,64) = (10,0.001,10), and (Ls,Cs,05) =
(3,0.0015,15). Tt is noticed that the wavelengths of the current value Q(r) decrease as frequency
values 6; increase, as shown in Figures 5 and 6.

The plots of current Q(t) under varying the voltage V/(t)
T T T T T T T

) = 20sin(2¢)
) = 20sin(5¢)
) = 20sin(8¢)
)
)

Current Q(t)

15 I I I I

I I I I I
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Time ¢

Figure 5. The simulation of current Q(¢) under varying V(1) = Vysin(6;t) and fixed @ =

0.99, B = 0.95, p = 1.00, and k£ = 0.88 for the proposed model (4.5), obtained from the
explicit solution of (4.11).
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The plots of current Q(¢) under varying the voltage V (t)
T T T T T T T

TN
5 5

151 |-

(t
o
o
=
b3
/
I

Current Q(t)
/

05+ *, ! SN o

I I I I I
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Time ¢

Figure 6. The simulation of current Q(¢) under varying V(1) = Vpcos(6;) and fixed @ =
0.99, B8 = 0.95, p = 1.00, and k = 0.88 for the proposed model (4.5).

5. Conclusions

In this work, we propose the Langevin-type differential equation in the sense of the (k, ¢)-Hilfer—
PFDO. The ¢—Laplace transform techniques derive an exact analytical solution to the proposed linear
problem by utilizing the bivariate Mittag—Leffler function. Its demonstration is expanded to a global
solution for the proposed nonlinear problem. Next, the uniqueness of the global analytical solution
is proved by applying Banach’s contraction mapping principle. Various of UHML stability results
for the model (1.1) are discussed by helping functional analysis technique. The results indicate that
the solution to the problem exhibits robustness, supported by numerical applications that demonstrate
the accuracy and practical relevance of the theoretical results. These applications are confirmed with
examples, including RLC circuit models, showcasing how fractional calculus can be utilized to real-
life engineering problems like circuit analysis. We provide an exact solution to the proposed model in
the special case and compare the obtained results for the current Q(z) with various functions V(¢) and
parameters, @, 3, p, and k, in the applicability of electric circuit theory. Finally, we give examples to
back up our major results. The work also provides useful techniques for solving nonlinear Langevin-
type fractional differential equations, which are valuable for understanding complex physical and
biological systems. Additionally, we explore novel avenues for using fractional calculus to describe
RLC circuit models and lays the groundwork for applying these results to other engineering systems
and initial/boundary value problems. The primary innovations of our paper are the following:

e We use the bivariate Mittag-Leffler function to bring novel properties to the ¢-Laplace transform.

e We apply a bivariate Mittag-Leffler function with the properties of the ¢-Laplace transform to
achieve exact explicit solutions to the problem (1.1).

e We study the existence, uniqueness, and stability of the solution of the (k, ¢)-Hilfer proportional
differential equation for the Langevin-type model.

e We apply the problem (1.1) to RLC circuit models.
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Our result can be extended to a variety of potential directions by changing fractional order «, fractal
dimension B, proportional constant p, constant k, and another function, ¢(t). We refer the reader
to some works [23,44-49]. In future work, we intend to address the problems of approximation
controllability and asymptotic stability. The Langevin-type differential equation is discussed in various
ways, including stochastic, delay, and variable-coefficient differential equations, among others.
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