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Abstract

This paper is devoted to the construction and analysis of solution operators for a broad
class of fractional-order systems. Both coupled systems with a memory-decoupled struc-
ture and fully coupled systems are considered. Using Laplace transform techniques and
matrix-valued operator methods, explicit representations of the associated operator families
are derived. The developed framework extends classical fractional resolvent theory to
distributed-order and fully coupled systems, highlighting the role of coupling in shaping
the structure of solution operators. These operators provide a natural setting for the frac-
tional Duhamel principle and thus play a central role in the analysis of nonhomogeneous
problems. Finally, several examples are presented to illustrate the theory and demon-
strate the construction of solution operators for representative distributed-order and fully
coupled systems.

Keywords: fractional differential equations; Cauchy problem; solution operators; fully
coupled systems; existence and uniqueness; fractional Duhamel principle

1. Introduction
Fractional-order systems have attracted considerable attention due to their ability to

incorporate memory and hereditary effects that are often observed in real-world phenom-
ena. Unlike classical integer-order models, fractional differential equations account for the
influence of the entire past history of a process, providing a more realistic description of
dynamics in complex media. Such memory-coupled models arise naturally in anomalous
diffusion [1–3], viscoelasticity [4,5], heat conduction with memory [6,7], and biological
and ecological systems [8–10], finance [11,12], and control theory [13,14]. The nonlocal
nature of fractional operators allows one to capture long-range temporal correlations and
multiscale relaxation mechanisms, making fractional-order systems a powerful framework
for modeling processes whose evolution depends not only on their current state but also
on their accumulated history. In addition, fractional-order systems have found increasing
use in computational and engineering applications, including adaptive control, parameter
estimation, signal processing, and neural-network-based dynamic systems, where their
enhanced modeling capabilities provide improved accuracy and flexibility. For example,
in [15], fractional-order modeling is employed in adaptive control design for nonlinear
systems; in [16], it is used for state estimation and parameter identification in nonlinear
fractional-order dynamics; and in [17], fractional-order neural networks are studied for
control and stability analysis under uncertainty.

In the study of linear systems of evolution equations, solution operators play a central
role by mapping initial data and forcing terms to the corresponding solution at later times.
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For a classical linear evolution equation, such as ut = Au in a Banach space, the solution
can be expressed formally as u(t) = S(t)u0, where S(t) is a strongly continuous semigroup
generated by the operator A [18,19]. These operators encapsulate the temporal dynamics of
the system, allowing one to analyze stability, long-time behavior, and regularity properties
of solutions through the properties of the semigroup itself. In particular, semigroup theory
provides powerful tools for the characterization of solutions in both abstract and concrete
settings, ranging from the heat equation to wave propagation problems.

In the fractional setting, however, a direct extension of the classical semigroup frame-
work is generally not available due to the nonlocal nature of fractional derivatives. Conse-
quently, the traditional treatment of fractional evolution equations relies on two distinct
solution operators: one governing the homogeneous problem and another describing the
contribution of the inhomogeneous forcing term; see, e.g., [20–25] and the references therein.
The fractional Duhamel principle overcomes this difficulty by restoring a unified represen-
tation of solutions, allowing both the initial data and the forcing term to be incorporated
through a single solution operator; see [26–28].

More precisely, the fractional Duhamel principle represents solutions to inhomoge-
neous problems in terms of homogeneous solution operators and fractional impulse terms.
Within this framework, the influence of past states is transmitted through the convolution
of the forcing term with suitable fractional kernels, thereby capturing the memory effects
inherent in the system. As a result, the associated solution operators can be viewed as
natural extensions of classical semigroups, with the standard composition law replaced by
convolution structures reflecting the accumulated influence of the system’s history. The
construction of such operators is therefore fundamental to the representation and analysis
of both linear and nonlinear fractional evolution systems. Furthermore, this framework
reveals intricate couplings among different fractional derivatives in multiterm and coupled
systems, providing a natural mechanism for describing memory effects, interactions, and
the temporal evolution of fractional dynamics.

In this paper, we construct and analyze solution operators for a broad class of fractional-
order systems. The considered models include uniformly and heterogeneously distributed-
order differential equation (DODE) systems, memory-decoupled systems, as well as fully
coupled systems. Such models arise naturally in the study of diffusion processes exhibiting
multiple dynamical regimes, as well as in systems whose components interact through both
differential operators and memory effects. Section 2 presents the preliminary material used
throughout this paper. In Sections 3–5, we derive representations of solution operators for
uniformly and heterogeneously distributed-order systems, memory-decoupled systems,
and fully coupled systems, and we investigate their properties. Illustrative examples are
also provided.

2. Preliminaries
In this section, we briefly recall some basic notions and results from fractional calculus

that will be used throughout this paper. The details can be found, e.g., in [29,30]. Let
f : [0, ∞) → R be a locally integrable function, and let α > 0. The Riemann–Liouville
fractional integral of order α is defined by

Iα f (t) =
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0
(t − τ)α−1 f (τ) dτ, t > 0,

where Γ(·) denotes the Euler gamma function. For convenience, we set I0 f = f . The family
{Iα}α≥0 satisfies the semigroup property

Iα Iβ f = Iα+β f , α, β ≥ 0.
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Let α ∈ (0, 1). The Riemann–Liouville fractional derivative of order α is defined by

Dα
+ f (t) =

d
dt
(I1−α f )(t) =

1
Γ(1 − α)

d
dt

∫ t

0
(t − τ)−α f (τ) dτ.

The Caputo–Djrbashian fractional derivative of order α is given by

Dα
∗ f (t) = I1−α

(
d f
dt

)
(t) =

1
Γ(1 − α)

∫ t

0
(t − τ)−α f ′(τ) dτ.

More generally, if n − 1 < α < n with n ∈ N, then

Dα
+ f (t) =

dn

dtn I n−α f (t),

and
Dα
∗ f (t) = I n−α dn f

dtn (t).

Both operators are assumed to coincide with the classical derivative dn

dtn when the
order α is an integer, i.e., α = n. The Caputo–Djrbashian derivative is particularly con-
venient in applications because it allows the use of classical initial conditions involving
integer-order derivatives.

Let µ be a finite positive Borel measure supported on [0, 1]. The corresponding
distributed-order Caputo differential operator is defined by

Dµ f (t) =
∫ 1

0
Dα
∗ f (t) µ(dα),

provided the integral exists. If the measure µ is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, namely, µ(dα) = w(α) dα, where w ∈ L1([0, 1]) and w(α) ≥ 0, then

Dµ f (t) =
∫ 1

0
w(α) Dα

∗ f (t) dα.

Distributed-order operators naturally arise in models exhibiting a continuum of mem-
ory scales and are widely used in anomalous diffusion and relaxation phenomena. Associ-
ated with µ, we introduce the function

ψ(s) =
∫ 1

0
sα µ(dα), s > 0, (1)

which plays the role of the symbol of the distributed-order operator.
For a suitable function f , its Laplace transform is defined by

f̂ (s) = L{ f }(s) =
∫ ∞

0
e−st f (t) dt, s > 0.

The Laplace transform of the Riemann–Liouville fractional integral is

L{Iα f }(s) = s−α f̂ (s), α > 0.

For α ∈ (0, 1), the Laplace transform of the Caputo–Djrbashian derivative is

L{Dα
∗ f }(s) = sα f̂ (s)− sα−1 f (0). (2)
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Similarly, the Riemann–Liouville derivative satisfies

L{Dα
+ f }(s) = sα f̂ (s)−

(
I1−α f

)
(0+).

For the distributed-order operator, Fubini’s theorem yields

L{Dµ f }(s) = ψ(s) f̂ (s)− ψ(s)
s

f (0),

where ψ(s) is defined in (1).
The Mittag–Leffler function plays a fundamental role in the theory of fractional differ-

ential equations. For α > 0, it is defined by

Eα(z) =
∞

∑
k=0

zk

Γ(αk + 1)
, z ∈ C.

More generally, for α > 0 and β ∈ R, the two-parameter Mittag–Leffler function is
given by

Eα,β(z) =
∞

∑
k=0

zk

Γ(αk + β)
, z ∈ C.

Both series define entire functions on the complex plane. In the special case α = 1, one
has E1(z) = ez. The Mittag–Leffler functions satisfy the Laplace transform formulas

L
{

tβ−1Eα,β(λtα)
}
(s) =

sα−β

sα − λ
, ℜ(s) > |λ|1/α,

and, in particular,

L{Eα(λtα)}(s) = sα−1

sα − λ
.

Furthermore, for λ > 0 and 0 < α < 1, the function t 7→ Eα(−λtα) is completely
monotone on (0, ∞) and satisfies the asymptotic relation

Eα(−λtα) ∼ 1
λ Γ(1 − α)

t−α, t → ∞.

We will use the following lemmas in the proofs of the main results.

Lemma 1 ([30–32]). Let 0 < α < 1 and λ < 0. Then,

Eα(λtα) =
∫ ∞

0
e−rtKα(r; λ) dr, t > 0,

where

Kα(r; λ) = −λ sin(πα)

π

rα−1

r2α − 2λrα cos(πα) + λ2 , r > 0.

Moreover,

Kα(r; λ) ≥ 0,
∫ ∞

0
Kα(r; λ) dr = 1.

Consequently, the function t 7→ Eα(λtα) is completely monotone on (0, ∞).

Lemma 2 ([19,33]). Let T > 0 and let K be the Volterra operator defined by

(Ku)(t) =
∫ t

0
K(t, s)u(s) ds, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,
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acting on C([0, T]). Assume that |K(t, s)| ≤ M, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, for some constant M > 0. Let
f ∈ C([0, T]). Then, the integral equation u = f + Ku has a unique solution u ∈ C([0, T]), given
by the Neumann series

u =
∞

∑
n=0

Kn f ,

where the series converges uniformly on [0, T]. Moreover, for every n ∈ N, we have

|(Kn f )(t)| ≤ ∥ f ∥∞(Mt)n/n!, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

and consequently ∥u∥∞ ≤ eMT∥ f ∥∞.

Lemma 3 ([34,35]). Let f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) be a locally integrable function such that f (t) =
tρ−1L(t), where ρ ≥ 0, and L(t) is a slowly varying function at infinity in the sense of Karamata.
Then, as s → 0+, the Laplace transform of f (t) satisfies

f̂ (s) ∼ Γ(ρ) s−ρL
(

1
s

)
.

Conversely, if f̂ (s) has this asymptotic form at s → 0+, then f (t) satisfies

f (t) ∼ tρ−1

Γ(ρ)
L(t), t → ∞.

3. Solution Operators Associated with DODE Systems
Fractional derivatives of multiple orders arise naturally in the modeling of vari-

ous dynamical processes. In this section, we study solution operators for systems with
distributed-order time-fractional derivatives in an abstract setting. In general, such systems
take the form

DµU(t) :=
∫ 1

0
Dβ
∗U(t) dµ(β) = F (A)U(t) + H(t), t > 0, (3)

subject to the initial condition
U(0) = Φ, (4)

where µ = (µ1, . . . , µm) is a family of bounded Borel measures on [0, 1], A : X → X is a
closed operator with domain D(A) in a Banach space X, F (A) : Xm → Xm is an operator
matrix, Φ ∈ Xm, and H : [0, ∞) → Xm. Throughout this section, we assume that the initial
data Φ and the forcing term H possess sufficient regularity to ensure that all expressions
appearing below are well-defined. We associate the matrix-valued operator F (A) with
the matrix-valued function F (z), z ∈ C, which serves as a symbol of the operator. In
componentwise form, system (3) can be written as

∫ 1

0
Dβ
∗ui(t) dµi(β) =

m

∑
j=1

fij(A)uj(t) + hi(t), t > 0, i = 1, . . . , m.

In the particular case µj = δβ j , where δa denotes the Dirac measure concentrated
at a, the system reduces to the incommensurate fractional system with vector order
B = (β1, . . . , βm).

Throughout this paper, our objective is to derive formal representations of the solution
operators. We do not address the general questions of the existence and uniqueness of
solutions. Instead, we assume that the initial datum Φ and the forcing term H belong to
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a class of admissible data for which the Laplace transform method is applicable and all
operator expressions arising below are well defined. In particular, whenever resolvent-type
expressions of the form (ψ(s)I −F (z))−1Φ occur, it is assumed that Φ belongs to the corre-
sponding admissible subspace so that these expressions exist and depend analytically on s
in the domain under consideration. Under these assumptions, the formal manipulations
involving Laplace transforms, contour deformations, and inverse transforms are justified,
and the resulting formulas provide representations of the associated solution operator.

We first consider the uniformly distributed-order case, meaning that all the compo-
nents of the measure µ are equal, that is, µ1 = · · · = µm = µ. We note that for convenience
ψ(re±iπ), which we write as

ψ(re±iπ) =
∫ 1

0
rβe±iπβ dµ(β) = A(r)± iB(r)

where

A(r) =
∫ 1

0
rβ cos(πβ)dµ(β) and B(r) =

∫ 1

0
rβ sin(πβ) dµ(β).

Theorem 1. Let µ = (µ, . . . , µ), with µ as a bounded Borel measure on [0, 1]. Then, the solution
operator S(t, A) : Xm → Xm corresponding to problem (3)–(4) admits the series representation

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

[F (A)]k Ψk(t), (5)

where

Ψk(t) = L−1
{

1
s ψ(s)k

}
(t).

Moreover, S(t, A) admits the integral representation

S(t, A) =
∫ ∞

0
e−rt K(r,F (A)) dr, (6)

where
K(r,F (A)) =

1
πr

Im
[
ψ(reiπ)

(
ψ(reiπ)I −F (A)

)−1
]
. (7)

Proof. To construct the solution operator, we consider the homogeneous problem H(t) = 0.
Applying the Laplace transform L{U(t)} = U(s), formally replacing A with a parameter
z ∈ G, and using the Laplace transform formula, we obtain

∫ 1

0

(
sαU(s)− sα−1Φ

)
dµ(α) = F (z)U(s),

where F (z) is the symbol of the matrix-valued operator F (A). Since µ is a bounded
measure, we may interchange integration and the Laplace transform, yielding

ψ(s)U(s)− s−1ψ(s)Φ = F (z)U(s),

where ψ(s) is defined in (1). Rearranging gives

(ψ(s)I −F (z))U(s) = s−1ψ(s)Φ,

and hence

U(s) = Ŝ(s, z)Φ, Ŝ(s, z) =
ψ(s)

s
(ψ(s)I −F (z))−1. (8)
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To derive the series representation, we write

(ψ(s)I −F (z))−1 =
1

ψ(s)

(
I − F (z)

ψ(s)

)−1

.

For s with sufficiently large real part ℜ(s), the Neumann series converges yielding(
I − F (z)

ψ(s)

)−1

=
∞

∑
k=0

(
F (z)
ψ(s)

)k
.

Substituting this into Ŝ(s) in (8) gives

Ŝ(s, z) =
1
s

∞

∑
k=0

[F (z)]k

ψ(s)k , ℜ(s) > σ,

where σ > 0 is sufficiently large. Taking the inverse Laplace transform term-wise, we
obtain

S(t, z) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

[F (z)]kΨk(t), t ≥ 0, z ∈ C,

where

Ψk(t) = L−1
{

1
s ψ(s)k

}
(t).

Replacing the symbol F (z) by the operator F (A) yields representation (5).
To derive the integral representation of the solution operator, we compute the inverse

Laplace transform of the symbol Ŝ(s, z) defined in (8). Thus,

S(t, z) =
1

2πi

∫
Γ

est ψ(s)
s
(
ψ(s)I −F (z)

)−1 ds,

where Γ = {s ∈ C : ℜ(s) = σ} is the Bromwich contour. Since ψ(s) contains fractional
powers, it is analytic in C \ (−∞, 0] and has a branch point at s = 0. For admissible
data, we assume that the resolvent expression (ψ(s)I −F (z))−1 is analytic in C \ (−∞, 0].
Consequently, the integrand

est ψ(s)
s
(
ψ(s)I −F (z)

)−1

is analytic in the slit plane C \ (−∞, 0]. Hence, by Cauchy’s theorem, the Bromwich contour
may be deformed to the sectorial Hankel contour.

ΓR,ε,θ = {re−iθ : ε ≤ r ≤ R} ∪ CR ∪ {reiθ : ε ≤ r ≤ R} ∪ Cε,

where
CR = {Reiφ : θ ≤ |φ| ≤ π}, Cε = {εeiφ : −π ≤ φ ≤ π}.

Since ℜ(s) ≤ R cos θ < 0 on CR, we have

|est| ≤ e−cRt, c = − cos θ > 0.

Using the resolvent estimate

∥(ψ(s)I −F (z))−1∥ ≤ C
|ψ(s)| ,
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it follows that ∥∥∥∥estψ(s)(ψ(s)I −F (z))−1 1
s

∥∥∥∥ ≤ Ce−cRt

R
, s ∈ CR.

Hence, ∥∥∥∥∫CR

estψ(s)(ψ(s)I −F (z))−1 ds
s

∥∥∥∥ ≤ πCe−cRt → 0, R → ∞.

Therefore the contribution from the large arc vanishes. Letting ε → 0 and subsequently
θ → π−, Cauchy’s theorem yields the contour integral reducing to the jump across the
branch cut (−∞, 0]. Parameterizing the contour by s = re±iπ , r > 0, we obtain

S(t, z) =
1

2πi

∫ ∞

0
e−rt

[
ψ(reiπ)

(
ψ(reiπ)I −F (z)

)−1

− ψ(re−iπ)
(
ψ(re−iπ)I −F (z)

)−1
]dr

r
.

Since ψ(re−iπ) = ψ(reiπ) and the corresponding matrix-valued resolvents are conju-
gate, we may use the identity Z − Z = 2i Im(Z) to obtain

S(t, z) =
∫ ∞

0
e−rt

[
1

πr
Im
(

ψ(reiπ)
(
ψ(reiπ)I −F (z)

)−1
)]

dr.

Replacing the symbol F (z) by the operator F (A) yields the representation (6) with
kernel

K(r,F (A)) =
1

πr
Im
(

ψ(reiπ)
(
ψ(reiπ)I −F (A)

)−1
)

.

This completes the proof.

Corollary 1. Let the measure be concentrated at a single order β ∈ (0, 1), i.e., µ = δβ. Then, the
solution operator has the representation

S(t, A) = Eβ(F (A)tβ).

Proof. In this particular case, the system reduces to the commensurate fractional system

Dβ
∗U(t) = F (A)U(t).

It is easy to see that, in this case, ψ(s) = sβ, and the solution operator admits the
integral representation

S(t, A) =
∫ ∞

0
e−rtK(r,F (A)) dr.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that the symbol F (z) is diagonalizable, i.e.,

F (z) = PΛP−1, Λ = diag(λ1(z), . . . , λm(z)),

where Pj(z) are the spectral projectors of F (z). Then,

S(t, z) = P(z)diag
(∫ ∞

0
e−rtK(r, λj(z)) dr

)
P−1(z),

where

K(r, λj(z)) =
1

πr
Im

(
rβeiπβ

rβeiπβ − λj

)
=

1
π

−λj(z)rβ−1 sin(πβ)

r2β − 2λj(z)rβ cos(πβ) + λ2
j (z)

.
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In accordance with the integral representation of the Mittag–Leffler function (Lemma 1),
the latter yields ∫ ∞

0
e−rtK(r, λj(z)) dr = Eβ(λj(z)tβ),

and therefore
S(t, z) = P(z)diag(Eβ(λj(z)tβ)) P−1(z).

Since Eβ(0) = 1, it follows that S(0, z) = I. Moreover, by spectral calculus,

S(t, z) =
m

∑
j=1

P(z)Eβ(λj(z)tβ)Pj(z) = Eβ(F (z)tβ),

implying that the solution operator is S(t, A) = Eβ(F (A)tβ). This confirms that the solution
operator reduces to the well-known representation via the classical Mittag–Leffler function
valid for commensurate systems.

Corollary 2. Let the measure consist of two discrete components,

µ = δβ + a δγ, 0 < γ < β < 1, a > 0.

Then, the solution operator admits the integral representation

S(t, A) =
∞

∑
k=0

[
tkβE k

β−γ, kβ+1

(
−atβ−γ

)]
[F (A)]k. (9)

Proof. Notice that in this particular case, ψ(s) = sβ + asγ. Again for simplicity, assume
that the symbol F (z) is diagonalizable,

F (z) = P(z)Λ(z)P−1(z), Λ(z) = diag(λ1(z), . . . , λm(z)).

Then,
S(t, z) = P(z)diag(s(λj(z), t)) P−1(z),

where each scalar component admits the series representation

s(λ(z), t) =
∞

∑
k=0

[λ(z)]k tkβE k
β−γ, kβ+1

(
−a tβ−γ

)
. (10)

Indeed, this representation follows from the Laplace transform formula

Ŝ(s, z) =
1
s

(
I − ψ(s)−1F (z)

)−1
=

∞

∑
k=0

[F (z)]k
1

s ψ(s)k .

For ψ(s) = sβ + asγ, we rewrite

1
s ψ(s)k = s−(kβ+1)

(
1 + as−(β−γ)

)−k
.

Applying the inverse Laplace transform formula

L−1
{

s−ρ(1 − ws−α)−δ
}
= tρ−1Eδ

α,ρ(wtα),

we obtain
Ψk(t) = tkβE k

β−γ, kβ+1

(
−atβ−γ

)
,
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https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10070470


Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 470 10 of 22

which yields (10). Thus, the solution operator admits the representation (9).

Remark 1.

1. In Corollaries 1 and 2, the order β may also attain the value β = 1. In particular, for β = 1,
the solution operator in Corollary 1 reduces to the classical semigroup representation. Note
that the representation of the kernel K(r, λ) is valid for 0 < β < 1. In the limiting case β → 1,
the integral representation degenerates due to the factor sin(πβ), and the spectral density
formulation is no longer applicable. However, one may instead use the series representation
(5), which yields

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

[F (A)]kΨk(t),

where

Ψk(t) = L−1
{

1
sβk+1

}
(t) =

tβk

Γ(βk + 1)
.

In particular, when β = 1, this reduces to Ψk(t) = tk/k!, and the classical semigroup
expansion is recovered:

S(t, A) =
∞

∑
k=0

[tF (A)]k

k!
= exp

(
tF (A)

)
.

Thus, the corresponding fractional evolution equation recovers the classical first-order frame-
work as a special case.

2. It follows from Theorem 1 that the integral representation of the solution operator under the
condition of Corollary 2 takes the form

S(t, A) =
∫ ∞

0
e−rtK(r,F (A)) dr,

where
K(r,F (A)) =

1
πr

Im
[(

rβeiπβ + arγeiπγ
)(

ψ(reiπ)I −F (A)
)−1
]
. (11)

Example 1. Consider an example of the uniformly distributed-order case µ(dβ) = dβ on [0, 1]. The
choice of a uniform measure corresponds to a system in which no single fractional order dominates the
dynamics. Instead, all fractional exponents contribute equally, leading to a model with a continuous
spectrum of memory effects. In contrast to single-order fractional models, this setting captures a
broad range of relaxation mechanisms that arise in highly disordered media. The distributed-order
operator in this case takes the form

DµU(t) =
∫ 1

0
Dβ
∗U(t) dβ. (12)

It admits the convolution representation

DµU(t) =
∫ t

0
ϕ(t − τ)U′

i (τ) dτ, ϕ(t) =
∫ 1

0

t−β

Γ(1 − β)
dβ. (13)

The memory kernel satisfies the asymptotic behavior

ϕ(t) ∼ 1
t(ln t)2 , t → ∞. (14)
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The corresponding symbol function ψ(s) is given by

ψ(s) =
∫ 1

0
sβ dβ =

s − 1
ln s

, ℜ(s) > 0, ψ(1) = 1. (15)

Then, the associated auxiliary functions A(r) and B(r) are defined by

A(r) =
−(r + 1) ln r
(ln r)2 + π2 , B(r) =

(r + 1)π
(ln r)2 + π2 . (16)

Indeed, setting s = re±iπ and ln(re±iπ) = ln r ± iπ, one obtains

ψ(re±iπ) = − (r + 1)(ln r ∓ iπ)

(ln r)2 + π2 , (17)

which yields (16). Applying Theorem 1, the solution operator admits the representation

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

[F (A)]kΨk(t), Ψk(t) = L−1

{
(ln s)k

s(s − 1)k

}
(t), (18)

or, equivalently,

S(t, A) =
∫ ∞

0
e−rtK(r,F (A)) dr, (19)

with
K(r,F (A)) =

1
πr

Im
(

ψ(reiπ)
(
ψ(reiπ)I −F (A)

)−1
)

. (20)

The integral representation (19) shows that the long-time behavior of the solution operator is
determined by the behavior of K(r,F (A)) as r → 0+. Indeed, it follows from (1) that

ψ(reiπ) = − ln r − iπ
(ln r)2 + π2 = O

(
1

| ln r|

)
, r → 0 + .

Since ψ(r) → 0 and assuming 0 /∈ σ(F (A)), in terms of symbols F (z), we have

(ψ(r)I −F (z))−1 → (−F (z))−1, z ∈ σ(F (A)).

Therefore,

K(r,F (z)) =
1

πr
Im
(

ψ(reiπ)(ψ(reiπ)I −F (z))−1
)
∼ 1

πr
ψ(reiπ)(−F (z))−1.

Consequently, the kernel admits the representation

K(r,F (z)) =
1

r| ln r| R(r, z),

where R(r, z) remains bounded as r → 0+ for each fixed z. As a consequence, by Karamata-type
Tauberian arguments for Laplace transforms (Lemma 3) with slowly varying corrections, the solution
operator satisfies the logarithmic decay asymptote

∥S(t, z)∥ = O
(

1
ln t

)
, t → ∞.

This establishes that the evolution generated by S(t, A) exhibits ultra-slow relaxation in the
sense that its decay is slower than any algebraic rate t−β, β ∈ (0, 1) and is governed entirely by
logarithmic corrections arising from the distributed-order structure with measure µ(dβ) = dβ. In
particular, the absence of a dominant fractional exponent leads to a cumulative memory effect across
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all orders in [0, 1], which manifests in a logarithmically moderated long-time decay characteristic of
ultra-slow diffusion.

Corollary 2 illustrates a specific case of multiterm systems where the equations share a
uniform memory structure (the same two fractional derivatives). In the following section,
we extend this result to the general multiterm case, where each equation is governed by its
own distinct multiterm fractional operator.

4. Solution Operators Associated with Heterogeneous Multiterm Systems
In the previous section, we examined the uniform distributed order case, where every

equation in the system shared the identical memory measure µ. This homogeneity allowed
the memory operator to commute with the coupling matrix F , resulting in a solution
operator S(t, A) that could be expressed as a simple matrix function of the form

I + ∑ Ψk(t)F k(A).

In that setting, the spatial coupling and the temporal relaxation were perfectly decou-
pled, meaning the system’s memory was a global property shared by all components.

In contrast, the system considered in this section represents a heterogeneous multiterm
case. Here, each equation i is governed by its own distinct set of fractional orders βi and
coefficients aij, resulting in unique memory profiles Pi(s) for each component. Because the
left-hand side operators now vary from one equation to another, they no longer commute
with the coupling operators fij(A). This structural change implies that the evolution of any
single component ui(t) is filtered through a unique “path” of differing memory structures
as it interacts with other components, leading to a path-dependent representation of the
solution operator.

The memory-decoupled heterogeneous multi-term fractional system has the form

Dβi ui(t) + ∑
j ̸=i

aijD
βij ui(t) =

m

∑
j=1

fij(A)uj(t), ui(0) = φi ∈ X, (21)

where 0 < βij ≤ βi ≤ 1, i, j = 1, . . . , m, and coefficients ai,j, i ̸= j, are arbitrary numbers.

Theorem 2. The formal solution operator S(t, A) for system (21) admits the series representation

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

Mk(t, A), (22)

where the entries of the k-th-order interaction operator Mk(t, A) are

[Mk(t, A)]ij =
m

∑
i1,...,ik−1=1

(
fii1(A) ◦ fi1i2(A) ◦ · · · ◦ fik−1 j(A)

)
ψ(i,i1,...,ik−1,j)(t), (23)

with the scalar weights ψ(i,i1,...,ik−1,j)(t) defined by

ψ(i,i1,...,j)(t) = L−1

{
1

sPi(s)Pi1(s) . . . Pj(s)

}
(t), (24)

and
Pn(s) = sβn + ∑

ℓ ̸=n
anℓsβnℓ .
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The series (22) converges in the topology of X for each t ≥ 0 and admissible datum Φ ∈⋂∞
k=1 D(F k(A)), provided that all operator compositions are well-defined.

Proof. Applying the Laplace transform to the i-th equation in (21), we obtain

L{Dβi ui(t)}+ ∑
j ̸=i

aijL{Dβij ui(t)} =
m

∑
j=1

fij(A)Ûj(s).

Using Formula (2) and defining

Pi(s) = sβi + ∑
j ̸=i

aijs
βij ,

we obtain

Pi(s)Ûi(s)− s−1Pi(s)φi =
m

∑
j=1

fij(A)Ûj(s).

Further, let P(s) = diag(P1(s), . . . , Pm(s)), and F (z) is the symbol of the operator
F (A). Then,

(P(s)I −F (z))Û(s) = s−1P(s)Φ.

Thus,
Û(s) = s−1 I − P(s)−1F (z))−1Φ.

For s with ℜ(s) sufficiently large, P(s)−1 is well-defined, and ∥P(s)−1F (z)∥ is suffi-
ciently small, so the Neumann series converges

Ŝ(s, z) =
1
s

∞

∑
k=0

(P(s)−1F (z))k.

Since Φ ∈ ⋂∞
k=1 D(F k), all compositions are well-defined. The (i, j) entry of the k-th

term is
[Ŝk(s, z)]ij = ∑

i1,...,ik−1

1
sPi(s)Pi1(s) · · · Pj(s)

( fii1(z) ◦ · · · ◦ fik−1 j(z)). (25)

The inverse Laplace transform defines the symbol of the solution operator S(t, z) =
L−1{Ŝ(s, z)}. Termwise inversion is justified by uniform convergence for sufficiently large
ℜ(s), yielding

S(t, z) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

Mk(t, z).

Finally, for large |s|, one has Pn(s) ∼ sβn , and therefore we obtain the following
asymptotic relation:

1
sPi(s) · · · Pj(s)

∼ s−(1+∑ βin ).

Hence,

ψ(i,...,j)(t) ∼
t∑ βin

Γ(∑ βin + 1)
.

This decay ensures convergence of the series (25) by the dominating convergent
multivariate Mittag–Leffler series for each fixed t and admissible Φ. This completes the
proof.
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Example 2. To better feel the construction of the solution operator, consider a 2 × 2 system with
distinct memory polynomials P1(s) and P2(s) and coupling operators fij(A). The solution operator
in this case has the form

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

Mk(t, A)

and exhibits a path-dependent weighting structure. To illustrate this, we examine the first two
interaction terms. The first-order term is

M1(t, A) =

(
ψ(1)(t) 0

0 ψ(2)(t)

)
F (A), ψ(i)(t) = L−1

{
1

sPi(s)

}
. (26)

The second-order term involves compositions of operators and mixed memory effects. For
example, the (1, 2) entry is

[M2(t, A)]12 = f11(A) f12(A)L−1
{

1
sP1(s)2

}
+ f12(A) f22(A)L−1

{
1

sP1(s)P2(s)

}
. (27)

The full solution operator S(t, A) = (Sij(t, A))2
i,j=1 can be expressed entrywise. The diagonal

term S11(t), representing internal dynamics and feedback loops, has the expansion

S11(t, A) = I + f11(A)ψ(1,1)(t) +
(

f 2
11(A)ψ(1,1,1)(t) + f12(A) f21(A)ψ(1,2,1)(t)

)
+ · · · , (28)

where

ψ(1,2,1)(t) = L−1
{

1
sP1(s)2P2(s)

}
.

Similarly, the off-diagonal term S12(t, A), describing the influence of φ2 on u1, is

S12(t, A) = f12(A)ψ(1,2)(t) +
(

f11(A) f12(A)ψ(1,1,2)(t) + f12(A) f22(A)ψ(1,2,2)(t)
)
+ · · · , (29)

with

ψ(1,2)(t) = L−1
{

1
sP1(s)P2(s)

}
, ψ(1,1,2)(t) = L−1

{
1

sP1(s)2P2(s)

}
,

ψ(1,2,2)(t) = L−1
{

1
sP1(s)P2(s)2

}
.

In general, each entry admits a path expansion of the form

Sij(t, A) = δij I +
∞

∑
k=1

∑
i1,...,ik−1∈{1,2}

( fii1(A) · · · fik−1 j(A))ψ(i,i1,...,j)(t), (30)

where

ψ(n1,...,nk)
(t) = L−1

{
1

s ∏k
j=1 Pnj(s)

}
, (31)

with indices nj ∈ {1, 2}, so that each factor Pnj(s) is either P1(s) or P2(s).
This example shows that in heterogeneous systems, the temporal evolution is not governed by a

single global memory kernel but is determined by the sequence of memory scales encountered along
each interaction path.

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10070470

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10070470


Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 470 15 of 22

Example 3. If the memory structures become uniform, so that P1(s) = P2(s) = P(s), the
heterogeneous solution operator S(t) reduces to a homogeneous representation. In this case, the
path-dependent weights no longer depend on the specific index sequence and simplify to

ψ(i1,i2,...,ik)(t) = Ψk(t) = L−1
{

1
s[P(s)]k

}
, (32)

which is a scalar function depending only on the path length k. Under this condition, the (1, 2)
entry of the solution operator becomes

S12(t, A) =
∞

∑
k=1

 ∑
i1,...,ik−1∈{1,2}

f1i1(A) ◦ fi1i2(A) ◦ · · · ◦ fik−12(A)

Ψk(t). (33)

The inner sum represents all length-k paths from index 1 to 2 and coincides with the (1, 2)
entry of the k-th power of the operator matrix F (A) = [ fij(A)]. Hence,

S12(t, A) =
∞

∑
k=1

[F (A)k]12 Ψk(t). (34)

Similarly, the diagonal entries satisfy

Sii(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

[F (A)k]ii Ψk(t), i = 1, 2. (35)

Therefore, the full solution operator factorizes as

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

F (A)k Ψk(t), (36)

recovering the homogeneous matrix-valued expansion in which the temporal evolution is governed
by a single family of scalar kernels {Ψk(t)}k≥1.

Systems involving multiterm fractional derivatives can be further generalized to the
heterogeneous case in which each component is governed by a distributed-order operator.
In this setting, the j-th component is associated with a finite Borel measure µj on [0, 1], and
the system takes the form

∫ 1

0
Dβ
∗uj(t) µj(dβ) =

m

∑
k=1

f jk(A) uk(t), j = 1, . . . , m, (37)

with initial conditions uj(0) = φj ∈ X. This formulation provides a unified framework
encompassing:

1. Single-order models (µj = δβ);
2. Multiterm models (µj = ∑k ajkδβk );
3. Continuous-order models (dµj = ωj(β) dβ);
4. The homogeneous case (µj = µ for all j).

Applying the Laplace transform to the system and taking into account the initial data,
we obtain

ψj(s)Ûj(s) =
m

∑
k=1

f jk(A)Ûk(s) + Gj(s),
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where Gj(s) collects the contributions of the initial conditions, and

ψj(s) =
∫ 1

0
sβµj(dβ).

The obtained system can be written in matrix form as

Q(s, A)Û(s) = G(s), Q(s, A) = diag(ψ1(s), . . . , ψm(s))−F (A).

Whenever the resolvent exists and satisfies a suitable smallness condition, assum-
ing that

∥F (A)ψ(s)−1∥ < 1, ψ(s)−1 = diag(ψ1(s), . . . , ψm(s))

we obtain the Neumann series expansion

Q(s, A)−1 = (ψ(s)−F (A))−1 = ψ(s)−1
∞

∑
k=0

(
F (A)ψ(s)−1)k.

The Laplace symbol of the solution operator is therefore given by

Ŝ(s, A) =
1
s

Q(s, A)−1 =
1
s

ψ(s)−1
∞

∑
k=0

(
F (A)ψ(s)−1)k.

Now applying the inverse Laplace transform, we obtain

S(t, A) =
∞

∑
k=0

Kk(t, A),

where the operators Kk(t, A) are defined as the inverse Laplace transforms of

K̂k(s, A) =
1
s

ψ(s)−1(F (A)ψ(s)−1)k.

Each operator Kk(t, A) admits a spectral representation of the form

Kk(t, A) =
∫ ∞

0
e−rt Ψk(r, A) dr, (38)

where Ψk(r, A) is the matrix-valued spectral density associated with the boundary values
of the resolvent. Writing

ψj(re±iπ) = Aj(r)± iBj(r),

where

Aj(r) =
∫ 1

0
rβ cos(πβ) µj(dβ), Bj(r) =

∫ 1

0
rβ sin(πβ) µj(dβ),

the spectral density is obtained from the jump across the branch cut and has the form

Ψk(r, A) =
1

πr
Im
[
(ψ(reiπ))−1(F (A)ψ(reiπ)−1)k

]
. (39)

Thus, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 3. Let µj, j = 1, . . . , m, be bounded Borel measures supported on (0, 1]. Then, the formal
solution operator associated with system (37) admits the representation

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

Kk(t, A), (40)
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where operators Kk(t, A), k = 0, . . . , are defined in (38), with kernel operators Ψk(r, A) determined
in (39).

5. Solution Operators for Fully Coupled Systems
In the preceding sections, we investigated systems where each equation was gov-

erned by its own distinct multiterm fractional operator. While those cases allowed for
heterogeneous memory across different components, the fractional differentiation was still
applied row-wise, meaning the memory of each variable ui was essentially an internal
property of that specific equation. The coupling between components occurred exclusively
on the right-hand side through the operator matrix F. This structure preserved a diagonal
dominance in the Laplace domain, which allowed the solution operator to be represented
as a sum of path-dependent compositions weighted by scalar-valued memory scales.

The system considered in this section represents a further level of complexity, referred
to as the fully coupled matrix-order case. In this setting, fractional differentiation is
defined via a Hadamard product A ◦DA , where each interaction between components
uj and uk is assigned its own fractional order αjk and weight ajk. This structure implies
that the memory of the system is no longer localized within individual equations but is
instead globally entangled across components through the left-hand side. We refer to this
phenomenon as memory coupling. At the symbolic level, this leads to a matrix-valued
fractional symbol B(s) = (ajksαjk )m

j,k=1, which is no longer diagonal. As a result, the analysis
requires the inversion of a fully coupled matrix-valued symbol, in contrast to the diagonal
(componentwise) cases considered previously.

Consider the system

A ◦DA
∗ U(t) = F (A)U(t), U(0) = Φ ∈ Xm, (41)

where A = (ajk) is a constant matrix, A = (αjk) with 0 < αjk ≤ 1, and F = ( f jk) is an
m × m matrix of closed, densely defined linear operators on X. In system (41), the A ◦DA

is the Hadamard entrywise matrix product of matrices A = {aij} and DA = {D
αij
∗ }. The

componentwise form of system (41) is

m

∑
j=1

aijD
αij
∗ uj(t) =

m

∑
j=1

fij(A)uj(t), t > 0, i = 1, . . . , m.

with initial conditions ui(0) = φi, i = 1, . . . , m.

Theorem 4. Assume that det(A) ̸= 0. Then, the formal solution operator S(t, A) corresponding
to system (41) admits the operator-valued series representation

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

Mk(t, A), (42)

where

Mk(t, A) = L−1
{

1
s

(
B(s)−1F (A)

)k
}

, B(s) = (ajksαjk )m
j,k=1. (43)

Proof. Applying the Laplace transform L{U(t)} = Û(s) to (41) and using the Laplace
transform Formula (2) for the Caputo–Djrbashian fractional derivative of order 0 < α < 1,
we obtain, for each j = 1, . . . , m,

m

∑
k=1

ajk

(
sαjk ûk(s)− sαjk−1 φk

)
=

m

∑
k=1

f jk(A)ûk(s).
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Introducing the matrix-valued Laplace symbol

B(s) = (ajksαjk )m
j,k=1,

the system can be written in vector form on Xm as

B(s)Û(s)− s−1B(s)Φ = F (A)Û(s),

that is,
(B(s)−F (A))Û(s) = s−1B(s)Φ.

We now analyze the invertibility of B(s). From the Leibniz formula, we have

det(B(s)) = ∑
σ∈Sm

sgn(σ)
m

∏
j=1

aj,σ(j)s
αj,σ(j) = ∑

σ∈Sm

cσsEσ ,

where Sm denotes the symmetric group of all permutations of {1, . . . , m}, and

Eσ =
m

∑
j=1

αj,σ(j).

Since det(A) ̸= 0, there exists at least one permutation σ ∈ Sm, such that cσ ̸= 0. Let

Emax = max
σ∈Sm

Eσ.

Then, as |s| → ∞ in a sector avoiding the negative real axis, the terms corresponding
to Emax dominate asymptotically. Consequently, det(B(s)) ̸= 0 for sufficiently large ℜ(s),
and therefore B(s) is invertible for ℜ(s) > s0, with sufficiently large s0 > 0. For such s,
we rewrite

Û(s) = s−1(B(s)−F (A))−1B(s)Φ = s−1(I − B(s)−1F (A))−1Φ.

Moreover, for sufficiently large ℜ(s), the operator B(s)−1F is sufficiently small in
the operator topology on Xm. Hence, on admissible initial datum Φ, the Neumann series
expansion converges, and we obtain

Ŝ(s, A)Φ =

(
s−1 I +

∞

∑
k=1

s−1(B(s)−1F (A))k

)
Φ.

The solution operator S(t, A) is defined as the inverse Laplace transform of Ŝ(s, A).
Using the Neumann series representation of Ŝ(s, A), we perform the inverse Laplace
transform termwise and obtain

S(t, A) = L−1{s−1 I}+
∞

∑
k=1

L−1
{

1
s
(B(s)−1F (A))k

}
.

Since L−1{s−1 I} = I, it follows that

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

Mk(t, A).

Each term Mk(t, A) defines a well-defined operator on Xm. The convergence of the
resulting series in the topology of Xm follows from the convergence of the Neumann series
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in the Laplace domain, which permits term-by-term inversion of the Laplace transform.
The proof is complete.

The two examples below illustrate that the results obtained for the memory-decoupled
systems considered in the previous sections can be obtained from Theorem 4.

Example 4. The heterogeneous m-term system, where each component ui is governed by an m-term

fractional operator Pi(D) = Dβi,i + ∑m−1
p=1 a(p)

i Dα
(p)
i , can be recovered by expressing the memory

operator as a sum of diagonal Hadamard products.
Consider the system defined by the sum of m entrywise products(

m

∑
p=1

A(p) ◦DA (p)

)
U(t) = FU(t), (44)

where A(p) and A (p) are diagonal matrices. To match the heterogeneous m-term case, we let

A(m) = I, A (m) = diag(β1,1, . . . , βm,m)

A(p) = diag(a(p)
1 , . . . , a(p)

m ), A (p) = diag(α(p)
1 , . . . , α

(p)
m )

for p = 1, . . . , m − 1. Assume that βi,i is the dominating order for each i (i.e., βi,i > α
(p)
i ). The

resulting matrix-valued symbol B(s) is diagonal, that is,

B(s) = diag

(
sβ1,1 +

m−1

∑
p=1

a(p)
1 sα

(p)
1 , . . . , sβm,m +

m−1

∑
p=1

a(p)
m sα

(p)
m

)
. (45)

Identifying Pi(s) = sβi,i + ∑m−1
p=1 a(p)

i sα
(p)
i , we obtain B(s) = diag(Pi(s)). Since the lead-

ing term sβi,i dominates as Re(s) → ∞, the symbol B(s) is invertible for large s. The inverse
symbol is B(s)−1 = diag(P1(s)−1, . . . , Pm(s)−1), and the solution operator S(t) recovers the
path-dependent series

S(t, A) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

L−1
{

1
s
(P(s)−1F (A))k

}
. (46)

This demonstrates that the m-term system is a diagonal restriction of a fully coupled framework
where the dominating orders ensure well-posedness.

Example 5. Let A = I, and let the matrix of fractional orders be diagonal, A = diag(β1, . . . , βm),
0 < β j ≤ 1. Then, the symbol matrix reduces to B(s) = diag(sβ1 , . . . , sβm), and the system

B(s)Û(s)− s−1B(s)Φ = F (A)Û(s)

becomes
diag(sβ1 , . . . , sβm)Û(s)− s−1diag(sβ1 , . . . , sβm)Φ = FÛ(s).

In particular, the resolvent structure simplifies to

Û(s) = s−1
(

I − diag(sβ1 , . . . , sβm)−1F (A)
)−1

Φ.
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Since diag(sβ1 , . . . , sβm)−1 = diag(s−β1 , . . . , s−βm), each component carries an indepen-
dent fractional scaling in the Laplace domain. Expanding the resolvent yields the Neumann
series representation

Ŝ(s, A) = s−1
∞

∑
k=0

(
diag(s−β1 , . . . , s−βm)F (A)

)k
.

In the time domain, this leads to a decoupled family of convolution kernels. In particular, each
entry of the solution operator takes the form

Sij(t, A) =
∞

∑
k=0

m

∑
i1,...,ik−1=1

fii1(A) · · · fik−1 j(A)ψ(i,i1,...,ik−1,j)(t),

where

ψ(i,i1,...,ik−1,j)(t) = L−1

{
1

s ∏k−1
r=1 sβir

}
(t) =

tβi1
+···+βik−1

Γ
(

1 + βi1 + · · ·+ βik−1

) .

Thus, in this diagonal fractional-order case, the memory structure is fully encoded by additive
fractional exponents along interaction paths, and the solution operator reduces to a weighted operator
series with explicit power-law kernels.

In the homogeneous case, where βi = β for all i = 1, . . . , m, the memory structure becomes
uniform, and the path-dependent exponents simplify. In this situation, each step contributes the
same fractional scaling, and the scalar weights reduce to

ψ(k)(t) = L−1
{

1
s1+kβ

}
(t) =

tkβ

Γ(1 + kβ)
.

Consequently, the solution operator simplifies to a standard matrix Mittag–Leffler representation:

S(t, A) =
∞

∑
k=0

[F k(A)]ij
tkβ

Γ(1 + kβ)
,

or, equivalently in operator form, S(t, A) = Eβ(F (A)tβ). If F (A) is diagonalizable, that is,
F (A) = PΛ(A)P−1; then, the spectral representation reads S(t, A) = P diag

(
Eβ(λj(A)tβ

)
P−1.

If F (A) is not diagonalizable, we can use its Jordan canonical decomposition F (A) =

P(Λ(A) + N)P−1, where Λ(A) is diagonal, and N is nilpotent. In this case, the solution operator
admits the representation S(t, A) = P Eβ

(
(Λ(A) + N)tβ

)
P−1. Since N is nilpotent, this expan-

sion is finite in the nilpotent part and reduces to a finite polynomial perturbation of the diagonal
Mittag–Leffler dynamics.

6. Conclusions
In this paper, we developed a unified operator–theoretic framework for a broad class

of fractional-order evolution systems. The main contribution consists of the construction
and analysis of solution operators associated with distributed-order, memory-decoupled,
and fully coupled fractional dynamics. The series and integral representations of solution
operators were obtained and shown to provide the basis for a fractional Duhamel principle,
yielding a systematic treatment of both initial-value and inhomogeneous problems. The
results demonstrate that these seemingly distinct classes of fractional evolution equations
can be studied within a common analytical framework. In particular, the derived solu-
tion operators reveal the role of memory effects and their interaction with the underlying
evolution process, while clarifying the structural similarities and differences among the con-
sidered models. The developed approach generalizes classical semigroup-based methods
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to a broader fractional setting, although the resulting solution operators do not, in general,
satisfy the semigroup property. Consequently, the obtained framework provides a unified
perspective on the analysis of fractional evolution systems and establishes a foundation for
the study of a wide range of fractional evolution equations.

Funding: This research received no external funding

Data Availability Statement: The original contributions presented in this study are included in the
article. Further inquiries can be directed to the corresponding author.

Conflicts of Interest: The author declares no conflicts of interest.

Abbreviation
The following abbreviation is used in this manuscript:

DODE Distributed order differential equation

References
1. Lim, C.; Jeon, J.H. Anomalous diffusion in coupled viscoelastic media: A fractional Langevin approach. Phys. Rev. Res. 2025, 7,

043356.
2. Tamm, M.V.; Nazarov, L.I.; Gavrilov, A.A.; Chertovich, A.V. Anomalous diffusion in fractal globules. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2015, 114,

178102.
3. Wang, W., Barkai, E. Fractional Advection-Diffusion-Asymmetry Equation. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2020, 125, 240606. http://doi.org/10.1

103/physrevlett.125.240606.
4. Mainardi, F. Fractional Calculus and Waves in Linear Viscoelasticity: An Introduction to Mathematical Models; Imperial College Press:

London, UK, 2010.
5. Mainardi, F. An historical perspective on fractional calculus in linear viscoelasticity. Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal. 2012, 15, 712–717.
6. Harris, P.A.; Garra, R. Nonlinear heat conduction equations with memory: Physical meaning and analytical results. J. Math. Phys.

2017, 58, 063501.
7. Sun, W.; Wang, J. Reconstruct the heat conduction model with memory dependent derivative. Appl. Math. 2018, 9, 1072–1080.
8. Ghosh, B. Fractional order modeling of ecological and epidemiological systems: Ambiguities and challenges. J. Anal. 2025, 33,

341–366. https://doi.org/10.1007/s41478-024-00836-y
9. Jain, S.; Owolabi, K.M.; Pindza, E.; Mare, E. Dynamic complexity in fractional multispecies ecological systems: A Caputo

derivative approach. Partial. Differ. Equ. Appl. Math. 2025, 16, 101293.
10. Magin, R.L. Fractional Calculus in Bioengineering; Begell House Publishers: Redding, CT, USA, 2006.
11. Cartea, Á.; del-Castillo-Negrete, D. Fractional diffusion models of option prices in markets with jumps. Phys. A Stat. Mech. Its

Appl. 2007, 374, 749–763.
12. Scalas, E.; Gorenflo, R.; Mainardi, F. Fractional calculus and continuous-time finance. Phys. A Stat. Mech. Its Appl. 2000, 284,

376–384.
13. Monje, C.A.; Chen, Y.-Q.; Vinagre, B.M.; Xue, D.; Feliu, V. Fractional-Order Systems and Controls: Fundamentals and Applications;

Advances in Industrial Control; Springer: London, UK, 2010.
14. Podlubny, I. Fractional-order systems and PIλDµ-controllers. IEEE Trans. Autom. Control 1999, 44, 208–214.
15. Aburakhis, M.; Ordóñez, R. Generalization of Direct Adaptive Control Using Fractional Calculus Applied to Nonlinear Systems.

J. Control. Autom. Electr. Syst. 2024, 35, 428–439.
16. Oliva-Gonzalez, L.J.; Martínez-Guerra, R. State Estimation-Based Parameter Identification for a Class of Nonlinear Fractional-

Order Systems. Nonlinear Dyn. 2024, 112, 6379–6402.
17. Huyen, N.T.T.; T.; Tuan, N.; Thuan, M.V.; Thanh, N.T. Event-Triggered Finite-Time Dissipative Control for Fractional-Order

Neural Networks with Uncertainties. Neural Process. Lett. 2024 56, 22.
18. Engel, K.-J., Nagel, R. One-Parameter Semigroups for Linear Evolution Equations; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2000.
19. Krein, S.G. Linear Equations in Banach Spaces; Birkhäuser: Boston, MA, USA, 1982.
20. Bazhlekova, E. Duhamel-type representation of the solutions of nonlocal boundary value problems for the fractional diffusion-

wave equation. In Proceedings of the 2nd International Workshop TMSF; Bulgarian Academy of Sciences: Sofia, Bulgaria, 1998;
pp. 32–40.

21. Bazhlekova, E. Fractional Evolution Equations in Banach Spaces. Ph.D. Thesis, Technische Universiteit Eindhoven, Eindhoven,
The Netherlands, 2001. https://doi.org/10.6100/IR549476.

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10070470

http://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.125.240606
http://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.125.240606
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41478-024-00836-y
https://doi.org/10.6100/IR549476
https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10070470


Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 470 22 of 22

22. Bazhlekova, E., Bazhlekova, I. Viscoelastic flows with fractional derivative models: Computational approach by convolutional
calculus of Dimovski. Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal. 2014, 17, 954–976. https://doi.org/10.2478/s13540-014-0209-x.

23. Kochubei, A.N. Distributed order calculus and equations of ultraslow diffusion. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 2008, 340, 252–281.
24. Li, X.; Yang, X. Error estimates of finite element methods for stochastic fractional differential equations. J. Comp. Math. 2017, 35,

346–362.
25. Luchko, Yu. Operational method in fractional calculus. Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal. 1999, 2, 463–489.
26. Umarov, S. Fractional Duhamel principle. In Handbook of Fractional Calculus with Applications; Kochubei, A., Luchko, Y., Eds.;

Volume 2: Fractional Differential Equations; De Gruyter: Berlin, Germany; Boston, MA, USA, 2019; pp. 383–410.
27. Umarov, S. The fractional Duhamel principle for systems of fractional multi-term differential-operator equations. Fract. Calc.

Appl. Anal. 2026, 29. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13540-026-00554-1.
28. Umarov, S. The generalized Duhamel principle for fully coupled systems of fractional order. Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal. 2026, 29.

http://doi.org/10.1007/s13540-026-00555-0.
29. Samko, S.G.; Kilbas, A.A.; Marichev O.I. Fractional Integrals and Derivatives: Theory and Applications; Gordon and Breach Science

Publishers: New York, NY, USA; London, UK, 1993.
30. Umarov, S. Introduction to Fractional and Pseudo-Differential Equations with Singular Symbols; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany,

2015.
31. Gorenflo, R.; Kilbas, A.A.; Mainardi, F.; Rogosin, S.V. Mittag-Leffler Functions, Related Topics and Applications; Springer Monographs

in Mathematics; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2014.
32. Mathai, A.M.; Haubold, H.J. Mittag-Leffler Functions and Fractional Calculus. In Special Functions for Applied Scientists; Springer:

New York, NY, USA; 2008; pp. 79–134. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-75894-7_2.
33. Gripenberg, G.; Londen, S.O.; Staffans, O. Volterra Integral and Functional Equations; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK,

1990.
34. Bingham, N.H.; Goldie, C.M.; Teugels, J.L. Regular Variation; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 1989.
35. Feller, W. An Introduction to Probability Theory and Its Applications, Volume II, 2nd ed.; Wiley: New York, NY, USA, 1971.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10070470

https://doi.org/10.2478/s13540-014-0209-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13540-026-00554-1
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13540-026-00555-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-75894-7_2
https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10070470

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Solution Operators Associated with DODE Systems
	Solution Operators Associated with Heterogeneous Multiterm Systems
	Solution Operators for Fully Coupled Systems
	Conclusions
	References

