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ON CONJUGACY OF SECOND-ORDER HALF-LINEAR
DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS ON THE REAL AXIS

JIRI SREMR

ABSTRACT. Some conjugacy criteria are given for the equation
(Ju'| sgnw’) + p(t) ul” sgnu = 0,

where p: R — R is a locally integrable function and a > 0, which generalise
and supplement results known in the existing literature. Illustrative examples
justifying applicability of the main results are given, as well. The results
obtained are new even for linear differential equations, i.e., if @ = 1.

1. INTRODUCTION
On the real axis, we consider the equation
(|u’|°‘sgnu’)/—i—]r)(t)|u|o“sgnu=O7 (1.1)

where p: R — R is a locally integrable function and a > 0.

A function u: I — R is said to be a solution to equation (1.1) on the interval
I C R, if it is continuously differentiable on I, |u'|*sgnu’ is absolutely continuous
on every compact subinterval of I, and v satisfies equality (1.1) almost everywhere
on I. In [8, Lemma 2.1], Mirzov proved that every solution to equation (1.1) is
extendable to the whole real axis. Therefore, speaking about a solution to equation
(1.1), we assume that it is defined on R. Moreover, for any a € R, the initial value
problem

(Ju'|* sgnu')/ +p(®)|u|*sgnu =0; wu(a)=0, v'(a) =0

has only the solution u = 0 (see [8, Lemma 1.1]). Hence, a solution u to equation
(1.1) is said to be non-trivial, if uw # 0 on R.

Definition 1.1. We say that equation (1.1) is conjugate on R if it has a non-trivial
solution with at least two zeros, and disconjugate on R otherwise.

It is clear that in the case a = 1, equation (1.1) reduces to the linear equation
v’ + p(t)u = 0. (1.2)

As it is mentioned in [6], a history of the problem of conjugacy of (1.2) began in
the paper by Hawking and Penrose [5]. In [10], Tipler presented an interesting
relevance of the study of conjugacy of (1.2) to the general relativity and improved
Hawking-Penrose’s criterion, showing that (1.2) is conjugate on R if the inequality
t
liminf | p(s)ds >0 (1.3)
T
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holds. Later, Pena [9] proved that the same condition is sufficient also for the
conjugacy of half-linear equation (1.1).

The study of conjugacy of (1.1) on R is closely related to the question of oscil-
lation of (1.1) on the whole real axis. It is known that Sturm’s separation theorem
holds for equation (1.1) (see [8, Theorem 1.1]). Therefore, if equation (1.1) pos-
sesses a non-trivial solution with a sequence of zeros tending to 400 (resp. —o0),
then any other its non-trivial solution has also a sequence of zeros tending to +oo
(resp. —o0).

Definition 1.2. Equation (1.1) is said to be oscillatory in the neighbourhood of +00
(resp. in the neighbourhood of —o0) if every its non-trivial solution has a sequence
of zeros tending to +oco (resp. to —oo). We say that equation (1.1) is oscillatory on
R if it is oscillatory in the neighbourhood of either +o00 or —oo, and non-oscillatory
on R otherwise.

Clearly, if equation (1.1) is oscillatory on R, then it is conjugate on R, as well.
It is well known that oscillations of (1.1) in the neighbourhood of +oco (resp. —o0)
can be described by means of behaviour of the Hartman-Wintner type expression

il t ( / Sp(s)dg) as (1.4)

in the neighbourhood of 400 (resp. —o0), see [7, Theorem 12.3]. However, expres-
sion (1.4) is very useful also in the study of conjugacy of (1.1) on R. In particular,
efficient conjugacy and disconjugacy criteria for linear equation (1.2) formulated by
means of expression (1.4) are given in [6]. Abd-Alla and Abu-Risha [1] observed
that for the study of conjugacy on whole real axis, it is more convenient to consider
a Hartman-Wintner type expression in a certain symmetric form, where all values
of the function p are involved simultaneously. They proved in [1], among other
things, that equation (1.1) with a continuous p is conjugate on R provided that
p # 0 and
1 t s
lim inf — (/ p({)dﬁ) ds > 0, (1.5)

t—+oo t J s
which obviously improves Pena’s criterion (1.3). In the present paper, we generalise
and supplement criterion (1.5) (see Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 below), and we establish
further statements, which can be applied in the cases not covered by Theorems 2.1
and 2.3 (see Subsections 2.1 and 2.2). Moreover, we give illustrative examples
justifying the meaningfulness of the results obtained (see Section 3). In Sections 4
and 5, we establish auxiliary statements and prove the main results in detail.

2. MAIN RESULTS

For any v < 1, we put
1—v | s
c(t;v) = T /0 59 (/Sp(g)df) ds fort>0. (2.1)

We start with a Hartman-Wintner type result, which guarantees that equation (1.1)
is oscillatory on R (not only conjugate).

Theorem 2.1. Let v < 1 be such that either
lim ¢(t;v) = o0, (2.2)

t——+oo
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or

—o0 < liminf ¢(t; v) < limsup c(t; v). (2.3)
t—=+oo t—+oo

Then equation (1.1) is oscillatory on R and consequently, conjugate on R.

Remark 2.2. Using integration by parts, it is easy to verify that for any vq,v5 < 1,
we have

1-— 1%
1-— 11
t
vp—v1  l—w 1
jv1)ds  for t >0,

+ 1—v (14t)t— /0 (14 s)v c(s;vr)ds  for ¢t >

whence we get the following assertions:

C(t; VQ) =

c(t;v)

(i) There exists a finite limit lim;_, 1 o ¢(t; o) if and only if there exists a finite
limit lim;_ 4o ¢(¢; v1), in which case both limits are equal.
(ii) If v > 14, then

lim inf ¢(¢; > liminf c(t; 1), 1 t; <l t;v).
lim inf e(t; v) 2 liminf e(t; 1) gfl:opd v2) < gfgopd 1)

In view of Remark 2.2(i), Theorem 2.1 cannot be applied, in particular, if the
function ¢(-;1 — «) has a finite limit as ¢ — +00. A conjugacy criterion covering
this case is given in the following statement.

Theorem 2.3. Let p #0 and
0< lim e(t;1—a) < +oo. (2.4)

t—+4oo
Then equation (1.1) is conjugate on R.

Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 yield
Corollary 2.4. Let p £ 0 and v < 1 be such that

1tlg1+1£1§ c(t;v) > —o0 (2.5)
and
lim sup ¢(¢; v) > 0. (2.6)
t——+o0

Then equation (1.1) is conjugate on R.

Corollary 2.4 generalises several conjugacy criteria known in the existing litera-
ture. In particular, [3, Theorem 2.2] can be derived from Corollary 2.4. Moreover,
conjugacy criterion (1.5) given in [1, Theorem 2.2] follows immediately from Corol-
lary 2.4 with v := 0. Corollary 2.4 also yields the following half-linear extension of
[6, Theorem 1].

Corollary 2.5. Let p £ 0 and the function

t s
M:tH|—1| ; (/0 p(§)d§)ds

have finite limits as t — +oo. If
lim M(t) + , lim M(t) >0, (2.7
——o00

t——+o0

then equation (1.1) is conjugate on R.
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According to the above said, we conclude that neither of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3
can be applied in the following two cases:

tl}I-Eloo c(t;1 — a) =: ¢(+00) €] — 00,0[ (2.8)
and
ltlglﬁglof c(t;v) = —oo  for every v < 1. (2.9)

In Subsections 2.1 and 2.2 below, we give some conjugacy criteria in both cases
(2.8) and (2.9). It is worthwhile mentioning here that the results obtained therein
are new even for linear equation (1.2), i.e., if @ = 1.

2.1. The case (2.8). In the first statement, we require that the function ¢(- ;1 — )
is at some point far enough from its limit ¢(400).
Theorem 2.6. Let (2.8) hold and

sup {m [c(+00) —c(t;1— )] : t > 0} > 2 (1 ia>l+a. (2.10)

Then equation (1.1) is conjugate on R.

Remark 2.7. Tt follows from the proof of Theorem 2.6, Proposition 4.8, and Lemma 4.12
that if (2.10) is replaced by

. (1+1)*
limsup ———
t— o0 111(1 + t)

1+«
[e(+00) — et 1 — )] > 2 <1 Jar a) , (2.11)

then we can claim in Theorem 2.6 that equation (1.1) is even oscillatory on R.

Now we put

1+« t
Qult) = % [c(+oo) - [ t p(s)ds} for t >0 (2.12)
and
Ha(t) = 1/t (14 [s])*+2p(s)ds for ¢ > 0. (2.13)

Theorem 2.8. Let (2.8) hold and
sup {Qa(t) +Ho(t) it > 0} > 2. (2.14)
Then equation (1.1) is conjugate on R.

Remark 2.9. Tt follows from the proof of Theorem 2.8, Proposition 4.8, and Lemma 4.13
that if

Tim sup (Qa(t) n Ha(t)) > 92

t—+oo

then we can claim in Theorem 2.8 that equation (1.1) is even oscillatory on R.
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2.2. The case (2.9). First observe that, in condition (2.9), the assumption that
liminf; 4. c(t;v) = —oo for every v < 1 is, in fact, not too restrictive. Indeed,
let liminf;_, o c(t; 1) = —oo for some 7 < 1. Then Remark 2.2(i) yields that for
any v < 1, the function ¢(-;v) does not possesses any finite limit. Consequently,
if there exists vo < 1 such that liminf;, o c¢(t;2) > —oo, then equation (1.1) is
oscillatory on R as follows from Theorem 2.1.

Proposition 2.10. Let condition (2.9) hold and there exist a number k > o such
that

t
lim sup iﬁ/ (t —|s])"p(s)ds > —o0. (2.15)

t—+oc0 t —t
Then equation (1.1) is oscillatory on R and consequently, conjugate on R.
Finally, we give a statement which can be applied in the case, when condition

(2.9) holds, but (2.15) is violated for every x > «, i.e.,

1 t
lim —/ (t—|s])"p(s)ds = —oo for every Kk > «
—t

t—+oo tR
(it may happen as it is shown in Example 3.6).

Theorem 2.11. Let there exist a number k > « such that

1 t 4 2 PR
t— K ot . 2.1
sup{tﬁ_a/_; s)"p(s)ds >o}>ﬁ_a(1+a) (2.16)

Then equation (1.1) is conjugate on R.

Remark 2.12. Observe that Theorem 2.11 does not require assumption (2.9), it is
a general statement applicable without regard to behaviour of the function ¢(-;v).

3. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES

In this section, we give three illustrative examples justifying meaningfulness of
Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, as well as results presented in Subsections 2.1 and 2.2. In Ex-
ample 3.1, Theorem 2.1 is applied (see Proposition 3.2) to get oscillation of a given
equation. For an equation constructed in Example 3.3 with m := 0, Theorem 2.1
cannot be applied but Theorem 2.3 yields its conjugacy (see Proposition 3.4). Fur-
ther, Example 3.3 with m := 1 and Example 3.6 justify meaningfulness of results
stated in Subsections 2.1 and 2.2. Namely, in Example 3.3 with m := 1, The-
orem 2.6 is applied (see Proposition 3.5) and Example 3.6 gives an example of
equation (1.1) for which Proposition 2.10 (resp. Theorem 2.11) can be used (see
Proposition 3.7, resp. Proposition 3.8) in the case, when a@ < 1 (resp. a > 1).

Example 3.1. Let p: R — R be a locally integrable function such that
p(t) + p(—t) = 2sin(2t) + 2(1 + t) cos(2t) for a.e. t > 0, (3.1)
e.g.,
p(t) :=sin(2|t]) + (1 + [t]) cos(2t) for t € R.
Then it is clear that
/t p(s)ds = sin?t + (1 +t)sin(2t) for t >0

—t
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/t </S p(ﬁ)d§> ds = (1 +t)sin?t for ¢t > 0.
0 —s

Therefore, we have c(t; 0) = sint for ¢ > 0, which leads to

and

ltl§+lgof c(t;0) =0, limsup ¢(¢;0) = 1.

t——+o0

Consequently, Theorem 2.1 with v := 0 yields the following statement.

Proposition 3.2. Equation (1.1) with p satisfying (3.1) is oscillatory on R and
consequently, conjugate on R.

Ezxample 3.3. Put

2t2 for t € [0, 1],
f(t) == Q613 —29t2 + 44t — 19 for t € [1,2[,
1 for ¢t € [2,4+00].

Let m € {0,1} and p: R — R be a locally integrable function such that

p(t) + p(—t) = (=1)™ [2 FO)+A+0f" ()] forace t>0, (3.2)

6]t| + 2 forte]—1,1],
p(t) == (=1)™ < 36t2 —69|t| + 15 for t €] —2,—-1]U[1,2][,

o 1+a ggn
(m) Mgl_,_i for t €] — oo, =2] U [2, 4+00].

Then it is clear that

/_ (s)ds = (<710 + 1+ 07/0)] = ()" SA0F) fort >0,

whence we get

_ala—1)

aToe /0 (14s)* " f(s)ds| fort>0. (3.3)

(61~ 0) = (-1)" [ af(0)

Consequently, we have
lim c(t;1—a)=(-1)" (3.4)

t——+o00
and thus, Theorem 2.1 cannot be applied.
However, if m = 0, Theorem 2.3 yields the following statement.

Proposition 3.4. Let m = 0. Then equation (1.1) with p satisfying relation (3.2)
is conjugate on R.

Now we assume that m = 1. It follows from (3.4) that neither of Theorems 2.1
and 2.3 can be applied. Put

(1+1¢)>
In(1+1¢)
Observe that

0ot) =

ala—1)

) = {— 1+ af(t)— T /0 1+ s)o‘_lf(s)ds} for ¢t > 0.

a1 & ? a—1
1n(1+t)[3 *O‘/OUJFS) f(S)ds] for t > 2
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and thus, we have

(1+1t)>

g&m[—l—cm—“ﬂ =9

i.e., condition (2.11) is violated. On the other hand, we have

2% [ afa—1) ' a—1_2
20 r 1 )
> 2 | - _ _
Z 2| 14 20— a(a 1)/O sds}
2« [ a7 — o)
=—| -1+ ——"|.
In2| + 3 ]
Therefore, if @ < 7 and
3 In2 @ e
1 1 3.5
a7 — ) {20‘1 <1—|—a> + } < (3:5)

(for example, if a € [%, %2}), then

sup{M[—l—c(t;l—a)} :t>0}>2(1ia>l+a.

Consequently, Theorem 2.6 yields the following statement.

Proposition 3.5. Let m =1 and o < 7 be such that condition (3.5) holds. Then
equation (1.1) with p satisfying (3.2) is conjugate on R.

We conclude this example by the following remark. As we have mentioned above,
condition (2.11) is not fulfilled. Therefore, we cannot claim in Proposition 3.5 that
equation (1.1) with p satisfying (3.2) is oscillatory on R (see Remark 2.7).

FEzample 3.6. Let p: R — R be a locally integrable function such that
p(t) + p(—t) = —12(t — ) sin’t (3.6)
—12(t — m)%sin(2t) — 4(t — )3 cos(2t) for a.e. t > 0, '
e.g.,
p(t) := —6(|t| — 7) sin®t — 6(|t| — )2 sin(2]t|) — 2(|t| — 7)® cos(2t) for t € R.
Then it is clear that

¢
/ p(s)ds = —6(t — m)%sint — 2(t — 7)3sin(2t) for t >0

—t

/1t </S p(g)d§> ds = —2(t — 7)®sint for t > 0.
0 —s

Therefore, for any v < 1 we get

and

/ot (1+15)y (/Ssp(ﬁ)dé‘) ds = /ot(1+15)» UO (/1p(£)d§> dn},ds

20t —m)3 |, /Tr (m—s)* .
= ——— 7 sin“t + 2v ———— sin“sds
1+ o (1t s+
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t 3
_QV/ m_sinzsds for t >,
T S v

which yields that

c(t;v) = —w sin? ¢+ 2v(1 - v) /0” ((ﬂ- —s) sin?s ds

1+t i Q-0 J, A+s)ttv

. t - 3
_2V(1 V)/ (s —m) sin®sds for t > 7.

(I+t)t—v (14 s)ttv
We first show that
liminf ¢(t;v) = —o0  for v < 1. (3.7
t—+o0

(i) Let v € [0,1]. Then

lim inf ¢(t; v)

t—+oo
2(1 —v)(t —7)3 2u(1 — T —5)3
< liminf —M sin®t + v v) / (m —5) sin’s ds
t—+o00 1+t T4+t Jy QA+t
21 —v)(t — )3
= —limsupM sin®t = —oo.
t—4o0 1+t

(ii) Let v < 0. Then it follows from Remark 2.2(ii) that
lim inf ¢(t; v) < liminf ¢(¢;0) = —oc0.
t——+o0 t——+o0
Consequently, condition (3.7) holds and thus, neither of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3

can be applied. For any x > « we put

t
Lt k) = ti“/ (t —|s])"p(s)ds for ¢t > 0.

—t
Observe that

0t:1) = 1/;(1:—8) (/ p(§)d§)/dsz 1?%@;0) for ¢ > 0

—s
whence we get
2(t — )3
limsup £(¢; 1) = lim sup (—(ﬂ-) sin? t) =0.
t—+o00 t—+00 t
Therefore, Proposition 2.10 with « := 1 yields

Proposition 3.7. Let a €]0,1[. Then equation (1.1) with p satisfying relation
(3.6) is oscillatory on R and consequently, conjugate on R.

Now we show that

lim {(t;k) = —oco for k > 1. (3.8)

t——+oo

(a) Let k €]1,2]. Then
)= [ sy ([ o) as

e 0 —s

20 [ [ ([ o)
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26(k— 1) [* 2k
< —% / (s — 77)3 sin®sds + o for t > 7.
However, by direct calculation, one can verify that
t t— ) t— )3
/ (s — )3 sin®sds > (t=m’ (= fort >
” 8 2
and thus, we have
—1) (t—m)? 2km3
K(t;n)g—ﬂ(z ) tzﬂ-) (t—m—4)+ il for t > 7.
Consequently,
tllgrnoof(t; k) =—o0o fork €]l1,2]. (3.9

Observe that

0(t2) = ;/Ot [/O (/_:p(g)dg> dn} ds for t > 0.

Let M > 0 be arbitrary. In view of (3.9), there exists to > 7 such that
0t;2) < —M  for t > to. (3.10)
(b) Let k €]2,3]. Then, using previous calculations and (3.10), one gets

!

Lt k) = w /Ot(t — )2 <S22 8(5;2)> ds

N W /Ot(t —5)" 5% (s;2)ds
o Ml —2t12(n —2) /t:(t _ ots2ds
i W (t—t)"* /Oto $2[0(s;2)|ds
< _ M&(s —31!)@ —2) | M —31!)(5 9 @)3

to
+ / s2|0(s;2)|ds  for t > to,
0

2t — t)?
which yields that
—1 —2
limsup {(t; k) < —M = D(r=2) .
t—+o00 3!
Since M > 0 was arbitrary, from the latter inequality we get

lim {(t;k) = —c0 for k €]2,3]. (3.11)

t——+oo

(¢) Let k €n — 1,n], where n € {4,5,...}. Then, using previous calculations
and (3.10), one gets

Lt k) < — Mr(x _2;3(% —2) /tol(t — 5)"35%ds
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k(k—1)(k —2)
2t3

If we integrate by parts the first term on the right-hand side of the latter

inequality, for any t > ¢y we obtain

Utik) < —M (“) t% /t(t _ s)rmgnlds

to
+ / s2|0(s;2)|ds  for t > tq.
0

n to
n—1 m t
K\ (to /@(/1—1)(/@—2)/0 9
MY o PRz k=) .2
! m=3 (m) <t) " 2t3 0 =1e(e: 2)1ds
K\ n [
< -M —/ s"tds
n/t" Jy,
n—1 m t
K\ (to H(K—l)(lﬁ—2)/o 20 .
+ Mm:3 (m < ; ) + e — s°1€(s;2)|ds
K (kN (to\" K(H—l)(/ﬁ—?)/to 9
- M M o i | .2
(5)+ > (5) (%) + == [ letszas

whence we get
limsup 4(t; k) < —M (H>
n

t—+oo
Since M > 0 was arbitrary, from the latter inequality we get
lim £(t;k) = —oo0 for k > 3. (3.12)
t—+oo

Therefore, it follows from (3.9), (3.11), and (3.12) that condition (3.8) holds and
thus, Proposition 2.10 cannot be applied if o > 1.
On the other hand, we have

st o) = S [Tt | [T [ pigac ) an as

2 1) [
= a(ai-:) / (1 — 5)*T% sin?sds.
T 0

Assuming « > 1, the latter integral can be estimated from below as follows
2/ (mr —5)* 2 sinsds = / (m —8)*T?(1 — cos(2s))ds
0 0

7ot (a+2)rott

T a+3 4
1 2 g
+ w/ (1 — s)*~Lsin(2s)ds
8 0
- 7Ta+3 B (Oé+2)7Ta+1
a—+3 4
1 2 g
RIS,
0

7 [87% — 2(a + 2) (o + 3)m — (o + 1) (v + 2) (v + 3)]
8(a+3)
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Hence, for any o > 1, we have

t
sup{i/ (t—Is)) " " p(s)ds - ¢ > 0} > 7l 1+ a)

—t

M[w —2(a+2)(a+3)m — (a+ 1)(a+2)(a+3)|.
Therefore, if & > 1 and
m +2AatD(atyr+ (@t (et atd) <sr®  (3.13)

(for example, if o € [1, g]), then

sup {1 /t (t —|sPTop(s)ds : t > 0} > 2.

—t

Consequently, Theorem 2.11 with x := 1 + « yields the following statement.
Proposition 3.8. Let a > 1 be such that condition (3.13) holds. Then equation
(1.1) with p satisfying (3.6) is conjugate on R.

4. AUXILIARY STATEMENTS

Lemma 4.1 ([4, Theorem 16]). If r > 1 then

b r r br
<a42r ) ga ; fora,b>0.

Lemma 4.2 ([2, Lemma 3.1)). Let & > 0 and w > 0. Then

w
14+«

1+«
14«
wlz| —alz| = < ( > for z e R.

Lemma 4.3. Let a € R, 7 > a, and uy, us be solutions to equation (1.1) satisfying
the inequalities

ur(t) >0, wuz(t)>0 forté€la,7| (4.1)
and
ui(a) = uz(a),  vi(a) = uy(a). (4.2)
Then
u1(t) > ua(t) fort € la,7]. (4.3)

Proof. Assume on the contrary that inequality (4.3) is violated. Then there exist
ap € [a,7[ and a; €]ag, 7[ such that

up(t) <wug(t) fort €lag,aq| (4.4)
and
u1(ag) = ua(agp). (4.5)
It is clear that
) (ao) < uh(a). (4.6)

Put

_ [ui (D] sgnug ()

or(t) == 1) for t € [a,7[, k € {1,2}.
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Then the functions o7, o2 are absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval
of [a, 7| and it follows from (1.1) that

oh(t) = —p(t) — alop(t)| = fora.e. t € [a,7[, k=1,2. (4.7)
Let
w(t) :=o1(t) — oa(t) fort € [a, 7]
and
o(t) := fo1(t),02(t)) for t € [a, 7],
where

14a 14a
——2(|z|] = —|y| = ) forz,yeR, x ,
{ 225 (|| lyl =) y #y (48)

—(1+4a)|z|= sgnz forx,y e R, x=y.

It is not difficult to verify that f: R? — R is a continuous function and thus, the
function ¢ is continuous on [a,7[. It follows from (4.7) that

w'(t) = p(t)w(t) for a.e. t € [a,7]. (4.9)
Moreover, in view of (4.2), (4.5), and (4.6), we get
w(a) >0, w(ap) < 0. (4.10)

Therefore, conditions (4.9) and (4.10) yields that w(¢) = 0 for ¢ € [a,7[. Conse-
quently, we have o1 (t) = 02(t) for ¢t € [a, 7[ which yields that

ui(t) _ us(t)
up(t)  ua(t)
Since uy(a) = uz(a), the integration of the latter equality over the interval [a,t]
leads to the relation wu;(t) = ug(t) for ¢ € [a, 7] that contradicts (4.4). O

for ¢t € [a,T][.

Analysis similar to that in the proof of Lemma 4.3 shows that the following
statement holds.

Lemma 4.4. Let a € R, 7 < a, and u1, us be solutions to equation (1.1) satisfying
the inequalities
ur(t) >0, wua(t)>0 forte]r,a
and
ui(a) =up(a),  ui(a) < us(a).
Then
ui(t) > us(t) fort e[, al.

Lemma 4.5. Let equation (1.1) be disconjugate on R. Then for any a € R and
b > a, there exists a solution u to equation (1.1) such that
u(t)sgn(t —a) >0 forteR\{a}, wu(a)=0, wubd) =1
(4.11)
(resp. u(t)sgn(t —b) <0 forte R\ {b}, u(a)=1, wu(b)= 0).

Proof. Let a € R and b > a be arbitrary and w be a solution to equation (1.1)
satisfying the initial conditions

w(a) =0, w'(a)=1 (resp. w(b) =0, w'(b)= —1).
Since equation (1.1) is disconjugate on R, we have

w(t)sgn(t —a) >0 forte R\ {a}
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(resp. w(t)sgn(t —b) <0 forteR\ {b})

Therefore, the function u defined by the formula

_ w() _ w(®)
u(t) :== w(b) forte R (resp. u(t) := w(a) fort € ]R)

is a solution to equation (1.1) satisfying desired conditions (4.11). O

Proposition 4.6. If equation (1.1) is disconjugate on R, then it has a solution u
such that

u(t) >0 forteR. (4.12)

Proof. Assume that equation (1.1) is disconjugate on R. By virtue of Lemma 4.5,
for any n € N, there are solutions u,, z, to equation (1.1) such that

un(—n) =0, u,(0)=1, 2,(0)=1, z,(n)=0, (4.13)
unp(t)sgn(t+n) >0 forte R\ {—n}, (4.14)
zn(t)sgn(t —n) <0 fort € R\ {n}. (4.15)

We first show that
un,(0) > 2;.(0)  for n,k € N. (4.16)
Indeed, assuming u,,(0) < z,(0) for some n,k € N, it follows from Lemma 4.3
that u,(t) < zk(t) for t € [0,k]. Consequently, we get u,(k) < zi(k) = 0, which
contradicts (4.14). Similarly, using Lemma 4.4, one can show that

u, (0) < up(0) forn,keN, n>k. (4.17)
Inequalities (4.16) and (4.17) immediately yield that
lul, (0)] <c¢o for m €N, (4.18)

where ¢ := |uf(0)] + |21(0)]. Moreover, taking inequalities (4.16) and (4.17) into
account, it follows from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 that

Un(t) > up(t) forte[—k,0], n,keN, n>k, (4.19)
Un(t) <up(t) fort>0, n,keN, n>k, (4.20)
n(t) > 2zx(t) fort e [0,k], n,k €N, (4.21)
un( ) < zi(t) forte[-n,0], n,keN. (4.22)

In particular, we have
0 <u,(t) <w() fort>-n, neN, (4.23)

where

fi >
w(t) = ui(t) fort >0,
z1(t) fort <O.

Now we put
ho(t) == |ul, ()|“sgnu, (t) forteR, neN. (4.24)
In view of (4.18) and (4.23), from (1.1) we get

()~ (o)1 < [ |p<§>|wa<s>df] for s,t € [-n,too[, neN  (4.25)
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and
t
| (t)] < |hn (0)] + ‘/ [p(s)|w(s)ds| < @(t) fort>—-n, n €N, (4.26)
0

where

fort > —n, neN.

t
o(t) == c§ + ’/ Ip(s)|w(s)ds

0
Moreover, by virtue of (4.26) equality (4.24) yields that

n(t) = 0 (9)] = | [ 1] 50 hn@ds‘

. (4.27)
< / <p(§)|c1xd§‘ for s,t € [-n,+oo[, n € N.

Therefore, it follows from estimates (4.23), (4.25), (4.26), and (4.27) that the se-
quences {u,} > and {h, },'>3 are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous on every
compact subinterval of R. Consequently, by virtue of the Arzela-Ascoli lemma, we
can assume without loss of generality that

. _ . _ . 1
nll}r_sr_loo un(t) = u(t), nll)riloo hp(t) = h(t) uniformly in" R, (4.28)

where u, h: R — R are continuous functions.
Now we show that u is a solution to equation (1.1). Indeed, (1.1) yields that

hn(t) = hp(0) — /0 p(8)|un(s)|*sgnuy(s)ds fort € R, n e N.

Letting n — 400 in the latter equality and taking (4.28) into account, one gets

h(t) = h(0) — /0 p(s)u(s)|“sgnu(s)ds for ¢t € R.

Consequently, the function h is absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval
of R and
B (t) = —p(t)|u(t)|* sgnu(t) for a.e. t €R. (4.29)
On the other hand, it follows from (4.24) that

un(t) = un(0) + /t |hn(s)|% sgnh,(s)ds forteR, neN.
0
Letting n — 400 in the latter equality and taking (4.28) into account, one gets
u(t) = u(0) + / t |h(s)|= sgnh(s)ds for t € R.
Therefore, the function v is contiiluously differentiable on R and

W' (t) = |h(t)|* sgn h(t) for t € R,
which yields that

h(t) = |u'(¢)|* sgnu/(t) fort € R. (4.30)
However, it means that the function |u’|*sgnw’ is absolutely continuous on every

compact subinterval of R (because h has this property) and, in view of (4.29) and
(4.30), u is a solution to equation (1.1).

11t means uniformly on every compact subinterval of R.
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It remains to show that the function u is positive. Letting n — 400 in inequali-

ties (4.19), (4.21) and taking (4.28) into account, we get
u(t) > uk(t) forte [k, 0], keN, 131
u(t) > zx(t) fort €[0,k], k€ N. (4.31)

Since the functions uy and zj, satisfy (4.14) and (4.15), inequalities (4.31) guarantee
that desired condition (4.12) is fulfilled. O

Proposition 4.7. Let p # 0 and equation (1.1) be disconjugate on R. Then the
equation

(Jv'|* sgn v’)/ + %(p(t) + p(—t))[v|*sgnv =0 (4.32)
possesses a solution v such that
v(0) =1, v'(0) =0, (4.33)
v(t) >0 fort>0, (4.34)
v'(to) #0  for some ty > 0. (4.35)

Proof. Let u be a positive solution to equation (1.1) whose existence follows from
Proposition 4.6. Put
1 {IU’(t)Ia sgnu/(t)  |u'(—t)[* sgnu'(—t)

. R T } for t € R. (4.36)

o(t) =

It is clear that the function p is absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval
of R. Hence, in view of (1.1), we get

1+«

’ U/ o 1+«
gﬁr—;%mw—azg ~ ()= ]
1+a 1ta (437)
@ (e

=—§@m+me@)—§[(

o-tooswco-[(ET
< —%(p(t) +p(—t)) — a\g(t)|% for a.e. t € R.

On the other hand, problem (4.32), (4.33) has a solution v on the interval

[0, +o0]. Put
v(t) :==v(—t) fort <DO. (4.39)

Then it is clear that the function v is a solution to equation (4.32) on R satisfying
conditions (4.33).

Now we show that v satisfies also inequality (4.34). Indeed, assume on the
contrary that (4.34) is violated. Then, by virtue of (4.33) and (4.39), there exists
to > 0 such that

v(t) >0 forte]—to,to], v(—to)=0, wv(tp)=0. (4.40)
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Since for any t* € R, the problem

(Jv']* sgnv')/ + 1(p(t) +p(—t))|v|*sgnv=0; w(t*) =0, V'(t*)=0 (4.41)

2
has only the trivial solution (see [8, Lemma 1.1]), we have
v'(—tg) > 0, v'(tg) < 0. (4.42)
Let , ,
o(t) = [ OI* senv'(t) for t €] — to, o[-

v (t)
It is clear that the function o is absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval
of | —to,to[. Hence, in view of (4.32), we get

1 a
o' (t) = —5 (p(t) + p(=1)) — alo () Y forace. t € [—tg, to). (4.43)
Moreover, (4.40) and (4.42) imply
t4%+0(t) = 400, tilglia(t) = —00. (4.44)

Therefore, there exists t; €] — to, to[ such that
o(t) > o(t) fort €ltr,tol, o(t1) = o(t1) (4.45)
Put
w(t) == o(t) —o(t) fort € [ty,to]
and
o(t) := flo(t),o(t)) fort € [t1,tof,
where the function f is defined by formula (4.8). It is not difficult to verify that

f: R? = R is a continuous function and thus, the function ¢ is continuous on
[t1,t0]. In view of (4.45), it follows from (4.38) and (4.43) that

w'(t) < p(t)w(t) for a.e. t € [t1, o], w(ty) = 0.

Consequently, we get w(t) < 0 for ¢ € [t1,to[, which is in a contradiction with
(4.45).

It remains to show that the solution v satisfies condition (4.35). Assume on the
contrary that v/(¢t) = 0 for ¢ > 0. Then equation (4.32) immediately yields that

p(t) +p(—t) =0 fora.e.teR (4.46)
and thus, from inequality (4.38) we get
o (t) < —alo(t) for a.e. t € R. (4.47)

It is clear that o # 0 because otherwise it follows from (4.37) and (4.46) that
v’ = 0 on R, which together with (4.12) leads to the contradiction p = 0. Since
o(t) = —o(—t) for t € R, inequality (4.47) yields that there exists ¢t < 0 such that

o(t) >0 fort < ts. (4.48)

14+
| a

Integrating inequality (4.47) over the interval [t, t3] and taking (4.48) into account,
one gets

0

Q=

() > 0 w(ta) — o = (t) >ty —t fort <t

i.e.,

Q=

for t < to.

1
ty) <
(t2) -

0
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Passing to the limit + — —oo in the latter inequality, we obtain o/ (ty) < 0 which
is in a contradiction with inequality (4.48). O

Proposition 4.8. If equation (1.1) is non-oscillatory on R, then equation (4.32)
is mot oscillatory in the neighbourhood of +oo.

Proof. Assume that equation (1.1) is non-oscillatory on R. Then there exists a so-
lution u to equation (1.1) such that w(¢t) # 0 for |¢| > ¢, with ¢, > 0. Put

)= L [u'(t)[*sgnu'(t)  |u'(=t)|* sgnv/(—t)
=3 we (t) u(—t)

It is clear that the function g is absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval
of [ty,+oo[. Steps analogous to those in the proof of Proposition 4.7 shows that

0(1) < —3 (1) + p(~1)) — alol)

Assume on the contrary that equation (4.32) is oscillatory in the neighbourhood
of +00. Then there exist a solution v to equation (4.32), a > t,, and ¢y > a such
that

for t > t,.

e for a.e. t > t,. (4.49)

v(t) >0 fort€la,to], wv(a)=0, ov(ty)=0. (4.50)

Since for any t* € R, problem (4.41) has only the trivial solution (see [8, Lemma 1.1]),
we have

v'(a) >0, v'(tg) < 0. (4.51)

Let

_ (@) sgn'(t)
o(t) := o 1)

It is clear that the function o is absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval
of ]a,tg[ and, in view of (4.32), we get

for ¢t €]a, to].

1 lta
o' (t) = —§(p(t) +p(—t)) —alo(t)| = for a.e. t € [a,to). (4.52)
Moreover, (4.50) and (4.51) imply
tggl+0(t) = +o00, tkm o(t) = —o0. (4.53)

Therefore, there exists t1 €]a,to[ such that (4.45) holds. However, analogously to
the proof of Proposition 4.7 we show that o(t) — o(t) < 0 for t € [t1,t0], which is
in a contradiction with (4.45). O

Lemma 4.9. Let 8 >0, k > a, and v be a solution to equation (4.32) such that
v(t) #£0  fort>t, (4.54)
with t, > 0. If

t——+o0

then

lim sup / [(1 +1)P — (1 +]s]) ] p(s)ds > —o0, (4.55)
/ | = ds < 400, (4.56)

where

sgn 1;((;)) fort >t,. (4.57)
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Proof. The function p is absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval of
[ty, +00] and, in view of (4.32), relation (4.57) yields that

1 14a
J(t) = fi(p(t) +p(=t)) —alo(t)| = fora.e. t>t,. (4.58)
Put
ft,s) =1+t —(1+s) fort>s>t,. (4.59)
Then it follows from equality (4.58) that
/ o(t,5)d (s)ds = —7/ (8, 9)(p(s) + p(—5))ds
b (4.60)

foz/ f”(t,s)|g(s)|l+Tads for t > t,.
ty

Observe that for any ¢ > t, and ¢ > 0,
the function s — f¢(t,s) is absolutely continuous on [t,,, ]

and thus, we obtain

/t o (. 5) (s)ds = — (. to)o(ts) + 1B / FN L 8) (1L + )P Tg(s)ds

for ¢ > t,. Therefore, from equality (4.60) we get
t
[ 705 (0(s) (=) ds =27 (1 t)elt) a/ £(t,5)lefs) £ ds
ty

t
+ [ e st
ty

1-{-70{
X [—2/@6( 14 5)*0=P) ra(t, s)of —a| (1+ s)20=D fet s) ‘ }

for t > t,, which, by virtue of Lemma 4.2, yields that

/ Fe(t sDp(s)ds < 275t t)olty) + [ FR(E |sDp(s)ds

t
14«
—a [ 1l s @61)
t'U
1+« +
ty
for t > t,. Now observe that
1
Wf”(m)@(tv) < lo(to)| for ¢ >1t,, (4.62)
1 ty to
- 5 (¢, ds < ds fort>t,, 4.63
g [ i [ bl oz, o)
and
1 ! 1 (1+1¢,)"«
- k—l—c(y 1 (1+a)(5—1)d < X v for t > tv 4.64
(1+t)nﬂ/t,,f (75)( +5) S (H—O[)ﬁ ortv -~ , ( )

because:
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o If 3 <1, then

1 L 1
Kr—1l—« 1 B—1
(1 + t)K'B \/t“ f (t’ 8)( + 8) (1 + S)a(l—ﬂ) ds

1 ‘ -1 K—Q
S AT 0P+ 6)0 P /t d; (W[(1+t)ﬁ(1+s)ﬁ} )

< 1 1
T (k—a)f (1+1t,)™
o If 5> 1, then

1 t
1+ t)s / FE ) (1 + 8)P (1 + 5)*PDds
t

for t > t,.

’ a(pf—1) t _ a
S(l(—f«?t)“ﬁ /tds((ﬁlm[(lﬂ)ﬁ—(us)ﬁ]” )

1 1
N (H - O‘)ﬂ (1 + tv)a

e == (123) ]

Then, by using relations (4.62),(4.63), and (4.64), from inequality (4.61) we get

for t > t,.

Put

for t > s > t,.

A0 +1t)“ﬁ [ t fr(t1s)p(s)ds < —a /t F(t,s)|o(s)| =" ds + 8(t,) (4.65)

for t > t,, where

5(ts) = 2lo(t,)] + /

—ty

ty

2/{5 14+ 1 1
p(s)|ds + (1+a) (k—a)B (1+t,)>"

Assume on the contrary that inequality (4.56) is violated, i.e.,

+OO 14+
/ lo(s)| ™= ds = +oo. (4.66)
¢

v

It is clear that for any 7 > t,, we have

t T
/ F(t,s)|o(s)| = ds > F(t,7) | |o(s)| = ds fort>r
t

v ty

and thus,

t T
liminf/ F(t,s)|g(s)|%ds > / |g(s)|1%¥ds for 7 > t,.
ty ty

t—+oo

Since we suppose that equality (4.66) is satisfied, the last relation guarantees that

t
lim F(t, s)|g(s)\%ds = 4o0.

t——+o0 t
v

Consequently, inequality (4.65) yields

. 1 -
tgglmm[tf (t,]s])p(s)ds = —o0
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which, in view of notation (4.59), contradicts assumption (4.55). O

Lemma 4.10. Let v be a solution to equation (4.32) fulfilling relation (4.54) with
t, > 0 and inequality (4.56) hold, where the function o is defined by formula (4.57).
Then the function c(-;1 — «) has a finite limit

c(+00) := t_l}gloo e(t; 1 — a). (4.67)
Moreover, the equalities
1/ oo Lia
o(t) = C<+200) - 5/ p(s)ds + a/ |Q(S)|%ds fort>t, (4.68)
—t ¢
and
to too 1+a
c(400) = 20(t,) + / p(s)ds — 2a/ lo(s)] = ds (4.69)
—ty ty

are satisfied.

Proof. The function p is absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval of
[ty, +0o] and, in view of (4.32), relation (4.57) yields that equality (4.58) holds,
whence we obtain

I i Lia
o(t) = o(ty) — 5/ (p(s) + p(—s))ds — a ‘Q(S)|%d8 for t > t,.
to ty
Therefore,
1 t oo 14+«
oft) = (1) — / p(s)ds + a / lo(s)| 5% ds for t > £, (4.70)
—t t
where
1 ty “+oo 1ta
O(ty) == o(ty) + 5/ p(s)ds — a/ lo(s)| = ds. (4.71)
—ty ty

Now it follows from equality (4.70) that

/tt % </_9 p(f)d£>d3 _ 26(t,) [(14+8)* = (1+£,)°]

1+ s)t-« s @

t20 / T ([ e as )

¢
1
_ 2/ Atsi= o(s)ds for t > t,.
¢

v

Observe that for any 7 > ¢, we have

t 1 400 ita T 1 —+o00 1ta
/ T (/ 0(9)] % dg) dsg/t,, e (/ 0(9)] dg) as
t 1 “+ o0 lta
o g e

< / ﬁ ([m @<£)|”a“d§) s

(1+1¢) /+oo ita

=t
i lo(s)| 5% ds
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for t > 7. Therefore,

(07 t 1 Foo 14+a Foo 1+a
lim su o dé)ds < s)| = ds
U 7 /t A1s)i (/ lo(§)] 5) ,/T lo(s)]

for 7 > t, and thus, we have

. a t 1 Foo 1ta
tl}+mm (1 +t)a /tv (1 4 8)1_0‘ (L ‘Q(£)| < d§> ds = 0. (473)

Furthermore, by using Holder’s inequality, we get

/t @Q(S)ds S/t (14 5)* Ho(s)|ds

v

t , 4 t - e
s(/ (14 9)° d) ( |g<s>ads>
to ty
INEs ke L\
< () (41T (/ |g<s>|lids)
« t

for t > t,, which yields that

. « ¢ 1
tilgloo g /tv At s o(s)ds = 0. (4.74)

Consequently, by virtue of relations (4.73) and (4.74), from equality (4.72) we obtain

A g [ s ([ o) s =t

Therefore, in view of (2.1) and (4.71), the function ¢(-;1 — «) has a finite limit
(4.67) and c(+00) satisfies (4.69). To finish the proof it is sufficient to mention
that desired equality (4.68) now follows from (4.70), (4.71), and the above-proved
equality (4.69). O

Lemma 4.11. Let v < 1. If inequality (2.5) holds, then there exists k > « such
that

EE 1 ! 1—v 1—v]k

Proof. Let n € N be such that n > max{1, a}. Using integration by parts, one gets

[ 007 = st

—t

= g [, [0+ = (14917 606) +l-s)ds

_ mx} [T+t —(1+ 8)1’”}%1@ </ p(f)d§> @

nn—1)(1-v) /t 1- 1—pn—2 c(s;v)
= —" 14+¢)7"—-(1 v —————ds fort>0.
Ao J, (A7 = Q)™ g ds fort20
Assume that inequality (2.5) holds. Then there exist A € R and ¢y > 0 such
that

c(t;v) > A for t > tg.
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Then we have

g [ [ = )T s
L nln =11 —v)
- (14t

to (s:0)— A (4.76)
o A G i e e e L

n(n— 1)(1 B V) K 1—v 1—p1n—2 ds
+A(1+t)n(1y>/o [T+ = (1 +9)"] (Fe

for t > tg. It is clear that

1 fo —v 1—pn—2 C(S; V) - A
‘(14‘75)"(1_)/0 (146 — (145 st’
<

1 /to 1 1+s\'7 "_2|c(s;u)—A\d8
— (14 1)20-0) g 1+t (14 s)2v—1

1 " Je(s;v) — Al
= (1+t)2(1—1/)/ (14 s)2v-1 ds fort >to

and thus,
- D-v) [ Copnacls) —A
t— b0 (1 +¢)n1=») /0 [(1 +1) —(1+5) ] (14 s)2v1 ds=0.
On the other hand,

2 ds

(=1 [ [0+ ="

—m ds
(1 + S)l—m(l—y)

_ (nl)(nm+1)/0 [(1+t)171/7(1+s)1,,j]n

(m—1)!
m—1

Z o 1n)£+1) [(A+6)' = —1""" fort>0, m=2,...,n,
— UV

which yields that

nin—11-v) [t -y 1—pyyn—2 ds
W/O[(Ht) - )

B nn—1)---(n—0+1) 1 nt
=1- 1+t2(1 V)Z (1 + ) (=20-) {1— (1+t)1u}

for t > 0 (note that we set 2522 = 0). Consequently, from inequality (4.76) we get

Pl 1 ! 1—v 1—p]m

and thus, desired condition (4.75) holds with k :=n. O
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Lemma 4.12. Let the function c(-;1 — «) have a finite limit (4.67) and v be
a solution to equation (4.32) fulfilling relation (4.54) with t, > 0. Then

o )Ha 14+t
In

(1+t)*[e(+o0) —c(t;1 —a)] <2 (

N {ta L (4.77)
A 45)° [2 Z(ﬁs:)) e z;éf:)) " /_tv pls)ds = cltui 1 ~a)

fort>t,.

Proof. Define the function ¢ by formula (4.57). It follows from Lemma 4.11 with
v := 1 — « that there exists k > « such that condition (4.55) holds with 8 := «.
Therefore, Lemma 4.9 yields that inequality (4.56) is satisfied and thus, by virtue
of Lemma 4.10, we obtain equalities (4.68) and (4.69).

Multiplying equality (4.68) by (1+¢)*~! and integrating it from ¢, to t, one gets

J oot as = S o0 efti1 - )]
- QAL ;;) [e(+00) — e(toi 1 — a)] (4.78)

v [asar ([ oora)a

v

for t > t,. Observe that

frarorm ([ o sae)as= S0 [ o s

v

Lt)e [ e 1 .
,u/ |Q(S)|%ds+—/ (1+s)a‘9(5)|%ds fortztv.
“ ¢ @ Jt,

v

Therefore, by virtue of (4.69) and Lemma 4.2, from (4.78) we get
(14 1)*[e(+00) — c(t;1 — )]

— (144" |e(ho0) —clti1 ~ ) + 20 | - (o) 5 s

v

14+a

“+oo
~2a(1+ 1) / lo(s) 55 ds

+ 2/; %—i—s [a(l +5)%(s) —a|(1 + s)o‘g(s)|l%u} ds
<(1L+t,)" {2g<tv) +f " plo)ds — cltui1 - a)]

—ty

1+«
« 1+t
2 1 for t > t,
+ <1+a) ", R

and thus, in view of (4.57), inequality (4.77) holds for t > t,. O
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Lemma 4.13. Let the function c(-;1 — «) have a finite limit (4.67) and v be
a solution to equation (4.32) fulfilling relation (4.54) with t, > 0. Then
V(o) | (k)
v(ty) v(ty)

ty
+/ (14 [s])' Tp(s)ds — 2tv} fort>t,,

—ly

Qult) + Halt) < 2 ¢ |21+ £)°

(4.79)

where the functions Qn and H, are defined by formulae (2.12) and (2.13), respec-
tively.

Proof. Define the function ¢ by formula (4.57). It is clear that the function o is
absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval of [t,,+oo[ and, in view of
(4.32), relation (4.57) yields that equality (4.58) holds. It follows from Lemma 4.11
with v := 1—« that there exists k > a such that condition (4.55) holds with 5 := «.
Therefore, Lemma 4.9 yields that inequality (4.56) is satisfied and thus, by virtue
of Lemma 4.10, we obtain equality (4.68).

Equality (4.68) yields that

¢ t
20(0) > e(+) = [ pla)ds = s

On the other hand, multiplying equality (4.58) by (1 +¢)!T and integrating it

from ¢, to t, one gets

/t (14 )¢/ (s)ds = — /t (1+ )" (p(s) + p(~5))ds

Qa(t) fort>t,. (4.80)

Consequently, we have

(L4 ) (t) — (1+ 1) 0(t,) — (1 +a) / (1+ 5)o(s)ds

— ,1/ (1 + )+ p(s)ds + % / (1L s ep(s)ds

2 —t —ty

t
—a/(l+s)1+a|g(s)\%ds for t > t,
t'U

which, by virtue of Lemma 4.2, yields that
1/t
Ha®)= 7 [ (413D p(s)ds
—t
2(1 4 t)t+e
% Q(t)

2 1+a

+y /tt [(1 +a)(1+5)%(s) —al(1+ S)QQ(SNT} ds

v

+ % [2(1 + ) o(ty) +/

—ty

ty

(1o p(e)ats]
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S—WQ(t)—i-Q(l—t:)

ty

1
+ 2(1+tv)1+a9(tv)+/

—ty

(1+ |s|)1+°‘p(s)ds} for t > t,.
Therefore, in view of (4.57) and (4.80), inequality (4.79) holds. O

5. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Assume on the contrary that equation (1.1) is non-oscillatory
on R. Then it follows from Proposition 4.8 that there exists a solution v to equa-
tion (4.32) satisfying condition (4.54) with ¢, > 0. Define the function g by formula
(4.57). It is clear that in both cases (2.2) and (2.3), inequality (2.5) holds. There-
fore, Lemma 4.11 yields that there exists k£ > a such that condition (4.55) is fulfilled
with 8 := 1—v and thus, from Lemma 4.9 we get inequality (4.56). Hence, by virtue
of Lemma 4.10, the function ¢(-;1 — «) has a finite limit (4.67). Consequently, it
follows from Remark 2.2(i) that the function ¢(-;v) has a finite limit as t — +o0,
which contradicts both conditions (2.2) and (2.3). O

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Assume on the contrary that equation (1.1) is disconjugate
on R. Then it follows from Proposition 4.7 that there exists a solution v to equation
(4.32) fulfilling conditions (4.33), (4.34), and (4.35). Put ¢, := 0 and define the
function p by formula (4.57). In view of assumption (2.4), Lemma 4.11 with v :=
1 — o yields that there exists x > « such that condition (4.55) holds with 5 := «
and thus, from Lemma 4.9 we get inequality (4.56). Therefore, by virtue of (4.33),
(4.34), and Lemma 4.10, the function ¢(-;1 — «) has a finite limit

lm c(til—a)=—2a [ |o(s)d 5.1
Jim et 1 —a) = —2a | lo(s)| "= ds. (5.1)
Since the solution v satisfies condition (4.35), we have ¢ # 0 on [0,+o0[. Con-
sequently, it follows from (5.1) that lim;— o c(t;1 — @) < 0, which contradicts
assumption (2.4). O

Proof of Corollary 2.4. It is clear that either (2.2) holds, or (2.3) is satisfied, or the
function c¢(-;v) has a finite non-negative limit as ¢t — +o00. Therefore, the assertion
of the corollary follows from Theorems 2.1, 2.3 and Remark 2.2(i). |

Proof of Corollary 2.5. 1t is easy to see that

(:0) = Ot ( / sp(S)d€> ds+ 1 [ i ( / Op(&)dg) as

t t
=—M( ——M(—t) fort .
T MO+ g MED for >0
Therefore,

lim ¢(t;0) = lim M(t)+ lim M(t) >0
t——o0

t——+oo t——+o0

and thus, the assertion of the corollary follows from Corollary 2.4 with v :=0. O

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Assume on the contrary that equation (1.1) is disconjugate
on R. Observe that, in view of assumption (2.8), we have p # 0. It follows from
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Proposition 4.7 that there exists a solution v to equation (4.32) fulfilling conditions
(4.33) and (4.54) with ¢, :== 0. Therefore, in view of (4.33), Lemma 4.12 yields that

«
l+a

14+«
(1+t)*[e(+o0) —c(t; 1 —a)] <2 ( ) In(1+¢) fort >0,

which contradicts assumption (2.10). O

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Assume on the contrary that equation (1.1) is disconjugate
on R. Observe that, in view of assumption (2.8), we have p # 0. It follows from
Proposition 4.7 that there exists a solution v to equation (4.32) fulfilling conditions
(4.33) and (4.54) with ¢, := 0. Therefore, in view of (4.33), Lemma 4.13 yields that

Qu(t) + Hy(t) <2 fort >0,
which contradicts assumption (2.14). O

Proof of Proposition 2.10. Assume on the contrary that equation (1.1) is non-oscillatory
on R. Then it follows from Proposition 4.8 that there exists a solution v to equa-
tion (4.32) fulfilling condition (4.54) with ¢, > 0. Assumption (2.15) yields that
condition (4.55) is satisfied with 8 := 1 and thus, from Lemma 4.9 we get inequality
(4.56), where the function g is defined by formula (4.57). Therefore, Lemma 4.10
guarantees that the function ¢(-; 1 — «) has a finite limit (4.67), which is in a con-
tradiction with assumption (2.9). O

Proof of Theorem 2.11. Assume on the contrary that equation (1.1) is disconjugate
on R. Observe that, in view of assumption (2.16), we have p # 0. It follows from
Proposition 4.7 that there exists a solution v to equation (4.32) fulfilling conditions
(4.33) and (4.34). Put

[v'(£)* sgn v’ (t)
ve(t)

It is clear that the function g is absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval

of [0,+o00[ and, in view of (4.32), we get

o(t) :== for t > 0.

= for a.e. t > 0.

1 1
o'(t) = =5 (p(t) + p(=t)) — alo(t)]
It follows from the latter inequality that

t 1 t
(t—s)"d'(s)ds = —5 [ (t—s])"p(s)ds
/° 2 /‘t (5.2)

¢
- a/ (t— s)”\g(s)|%ds for t > 0.
0
Moreover, in view of (4.33), we have

t —5)"(s)ds =k t — )" Lo(s)ds for )
[y =n [ (= ass fore=o0

Therefore, by virtue of Lemma 4.2, equality (5.2) yields that

1+a

/t (t — [s])"p(s)ds = 2 /Ot(t — )" [kl — )70(s) — al(t = 5)%e(s)] * | ds

—t
P 14+« t
<2 < ) / (t—s)""o"ds
1 + « 0
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9 1+«
- ( il ) t"=* fort >0,
k—a \l+«

which is in a contradiction with assumption (2.16). O

6. CONCLUDING REMARK
All results presented in Section 2 can be easily generalised for the equation
(r(t)]u’|* sgn u/)l + p(t)|u|*sgnu =0

with a positive function r, continuous on R and such that

0 +oo
ds ds
_ R . 6.1
/_OO ri/o(s) +0o0, /o /o (s) +00 (6.1)

However, the case, when condition (6.1) is violated, deserves a further investigation
because it is related to the question of conjugacy of equation (1.1) either on a finite
interval or on a half-line.
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