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Abstract. A new oscillation criterion is proved for second-order linear
ordinary differential equations with locally integrable coefficients. It is also
shown that a certain generalization of the Hartman—Wintner theorem can
be derived from the result obtained.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the present paper we consider the second-order linear differential equa-
tion

u” = —p(t)u+g(t)u', (1.1)
where p,g: Ry — R are locally integrable functions such that

—+o0 s

/ exp (/g(f) dg) ds = +oc. (1.2)
0

0

As usual, in the Carathéodory case, a function u: Ry — R is said to be
a solution to equation (1.1) if it is absolutely continuous together with the
first derivative on every compact interval contained in R, and satisfies

u”(t) = —p(t)u(t) + g(t)u'(t) for a.e. t > 0.

Equation (1.1) is said to be oscillatory if every solution of this equation has
a sequence of zeros tending to infinity.
In [7], the following oscillation criterion is proved for the equation

Theorem 1.1 ([7]). Let the condition
t

lim sup tia /(t —5)%p(s)ds = +o0 (1.4)

t——+oo

hold for some a > 1. Then equation (1.3) is oscillatory.

It is also mentioned therein that the well-known Wintner criterion (see
[10])

S

tiiinooi/t (/p(ﬁ) dé) ds = +o0 (1.5)

0 0

follows from this result, because equality (1.5) guarantees the validity of
relation (1.4) with @ = 2. Theorem 1.1 has been then generalized for
the second-order equations, e.g., in [8,9] (see also references therein). For
higher-order equations, the integral oscillation criteria have been proved in
[2-4].

The aim of the present paper is to establish a new oscillation criterion,
which is applicable to the case where the "Kamenev-type” upper limit (1.4)
is finite. The main result (namely, Theorem 2.1) and some further remarks
are given in Section 2, and the proofs are given in Section 3. Moreover,
a certain generalization of the Hartman—Wintner theorem (namely, Corol-
lary 2.1) is derived in Section 2.
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2. MAIN RESULTS
Let

t

dm@wzmp(/Mﬁw),f@r=/EQX$® for t>0. (21)
0 0

For any a > 1, >0, and A < 1, we put

/ As)p(s
k(t; o, B, N) = fa;(t)/(fﬁ(t) —fﬁ(s))a‘]wds for t>0 (2.2)
0

and

e LA [0@E ([ LONO ) e g
C(t: \) = fH(t)o/ o <0/ e d§>d for t>0. (2.3)

We are now in a position to formulate our main result.

Theorem 2.1. Leta > 1, 8> 0, A < 1, condition (1.2) hold, and either

limsup k(¢; o, B, ) = 400 (2.4)
t——+oo
or
—oo < limsup k(t; a, B, \) < 400, (2.5)
t——+oo
the function c(-; \) does not possess a finite limit as t — +oo.  (2.6)

Then equation (1.1) is oscillatory.

Observe that condition (2.4) with 8 = 1, A = 0, and g = 0 reduces to
the Kamenev condition (1.4). Therefore, Theorem 2.1 can be regarded as
an extension of Theorem 1.1 to the case where condition (1.4) is violated.

It is well-known that oscillatory properties of equation (1.1) can be also
described in terms of lower and upper limits of the function ¢. We mention,
in particular, the following Hartman—Wintner theorem (see A. Wintner [10]
and P. Hartman [5,6] for A =0 and g = 0).

Theorem 2.2 (Hartman-Wintner). Let A < 1, condition (1.2) hold, and
either
lim c¢(t; A) = +o0,
t—+o0

or
—oo < liminf e(t; A) < limsup c(¢; \)

t—+00 t—+o0

be satisfied. Then equation (1.1) is oscillatory.

It is clear that for the given A < 1, the following two cases remain un-
covered in the previous theorem:

there exists a finite limit . 119_[1 c(t; A) (2.7)
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and
liminf ¢(t; \) = —oc. (2.8)

t——+o0
The case, where (2.7) holds, is already studied in literature (see, e.g., [1]
and references therein), but the authors know that there is still a broad field
for further investigation if (2.8) is satisfied. Corollary 2.1 below gives a new
oscillation criterion which is applicable also to the case where (2.8) holds.
For any A < 1, we put

h(t; A) == m /a(g)(s)flfn(s)c(s;)\) ds for t > 0.
0

Theorem 2.1 yields

Corollary 2.1. Let A < 1, condition (1.2) hold, and either
lim sup h(t; A) = +00
t——+oo
or
—oo < limsup h(t; \) < 400,
t——+4o0

the function c(-; \) does not possess a finite limit as t — +00.
Then equation (1.1) is oscillatory.

This statement can be regarded as a generalization of Theorem 2.2. In-
deed, it is not difficult to verify that if there exists a (finite or infinite) limit
lims—, 1 o0 ¢(t; A), then there exists also a limit lim;— o h(t;A) and both
limits coincide. Moreover, if

liminf ¢(t; \) > —o0 (2.9)

t——+oo
then

liminf A(t; A) > —oc.

t——+oo
Therefore, if the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 are satisfied then the assump-
tions of Corollary 2.1 hold, as well. Note also that the assumptions of
Theorem 2.2 require necessarily the validity of inequality (2.9). The follow-

ing example shows that in some cases can be applied Corollary 2.1, while
condition (2.9) is violated (i.e., (2.8) holds).

Example 2.1. Let g = 0 and p(t) = (2 — t?) cos(t) — 4t sin(t) for t > 0.
Then
: 4 4
c(t;0) = tcos(t), h(t;0) =2sin(t) + 7 cos(t) — 2 sin(¢) for t >0,
and thus
liminf ¢(¢;0) = —oo, limsup ¢(t;0) = 400,
t—+o0 t——+oo

liminf h(¢;0) = —2,  limsuph(t;0) = 2.

t—+oo t—+o00
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Consequently, Theorem 2.2 with A = 0 cannot be applied in this case.
However, Corollary 2.1 yields that equation (1.1) is oscillatory.

3. PROOFS
In order to prove Theorem 2.1, we need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let « > 1, 8 > 0, A < 1, condition (1.2) hold, and u be
a solution to equation (1.1) satisfying the relation

u(t) #0  for t >tg (3.1)
with tg > 0. Then
lim sup k(¢; o, B, A) < +o00. (3.2)
t—+o0
If, in addition, the inequality
limsup k(¢; o, B, A) > —o0 (3.3)
t——+oo
is satisfied, then
T o)) A]?
o(g)(s
_Z 4
| 7255 [f(s)g(s) 2} ds < +oc (3.4)
to

where (t)
= Beo®

Proof. In view of (1.1), relation (3.5) yields that

for t > to. (3.5)

o) = —Ufg()tzt) —o(g)(t)e3(t) for a.e. t >t (3.6)

whence we get
t

[0 - 126" P ) s =

to
t

/ )0‘ i Es)p(s) ds—

- / (F2(t) — £9(5)" fN8)o(9)(s)e(s) s for t > o,

Integration by parts on the left-hand side of the latter equality results in
— (1) - fﬁ(to))a P (to)o(to)+

*aﬂf (70 = 1°)" 17 ) o (a) (s)(s) ds—
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- / (£~ 17(9))" }’fgi((?) ofs)ds =
= [ (- ) L g,

to
t

75

*/(fﬁ(t) = 17(5)" S (s)o(9)(s)@*(s) ds for ¢ >t0. (3.7)

to
We now point out that

t

-5 [ (PO - )" Pelolo)s)e(s) s

sy gy 2@
A [ (0= 6" FED et

BN e D)
=3 [ (0= )" BR U s)els) ~ NP st

to

X o o(g)(s)
+? (fﬁ(t) 7f/8(s)) fQ_)‘(S)

to

ds for t >ty

and

t

5 [ (PO ) Polo) e ds-

to

—af / (P2 = £2(s) ™ 57U (s) P ()0 (g)(5)a(s) ds =

=5 [ PO PO - £6)" 7

x a(g)(s) [(F2(t) = £7(s)) o(t) + aBf? (s)]" ds+

a2

M

& /f’\(s) (fﬁ(t) - fﬁ(s))a_2 2P (s)o(g)(s)ds for t > to.
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Therefore relation (3.7) yields

1 ; s A ua S 2
ki) < - 5 (1— K ) I 11 (s)ols) = A st

X 117\ ol9)(s)
+ ? <1 — |: :| > f27)‘(s) d5+

to

+ gy [ PO=1@)" PO ho(g) o) des

to ! 5 8\ @ 5 5
o (-1 St

)]\
+ (1— {f(f)] ) A (to)o(te) for t > tq. (3.8)

Since assumption (1.2) and notation (2.1) guarantee that

lim f(t) = +oo, (3.9)

t——+oo

it is easy to get

P TEN Pee) P )
A (1 Kl ) o5 / e o B

and

e\ T

On the other hand, we have
C 171\ e
/ (1 kil ) ) P

< / a(9)(s) ds < 1 for t >ty (3.12)

ﬂ [0
lim (1—[f “O)} ) Plio)elte) = Plto)elte).  (3.11)

and
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1 / -1 a—2
< fﬁ(o‘_l)(t)fl_’\(to)t/fﬁ () (f7(t) = f7(s))" “o(g)(s)ds =

_ 1 [ f(o) A
Ma—lv**m»<l ) ) =
1

= Bla— D)/ %(to)

for t>ty. (3.13)

, relation (3.8) implies that

3.13)
( a—l) fl’i(tO)+
A

1

=5

p (s)p(s) . A\
!‘ o s+ Pltelt).

Consequently, in view of (3.10)—(

lim sup k(t; o, 8, \)

t——+oo

and thus inequality (3.2) is satisfied.
Assume now that, in addition, relation (3.3) holds. We will show that
inequality (3.4) is satisfied. It is obvious that either

9)(s) S
1273(s) —A]"ds = +o0, (3.14)
or
T ol)(s) :
/ 2 (s) [f(s)o(s) — A]"ds < 4oo0. (3.15)

Suppose that (3.14) holds. For any 7 > a we have

t il ) PG
[ T e o o
:1/<1 {ﬂﬂ}> Fra(e) /(e Z AT o vz
and thus
017\ el )
= G bw}>ﬁ4@V@W)”d”’
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The last relation, by virtue of equality (3.14), guarantees that

t 8 @
lim (1_{f(5>] ) TG 1 £09) o) — AP ds = +oc.

= )

Therefore inequality (3.8), together with (3.10)—(3.13), yields

limsup k(t; \) = —o0,
t—-4o0

which contradicts assumption (3.3). The obtained contradiction proves that

inequality (3.15) holds. Since the function ,/;2(91((:)) is quadratically inte-

grable on [tg, +00, relation (3.4) is fulfilled, as well. O

The next lemma belongs to P. Hartman in the case where A = 0 and
g =0 (see, e.g., [5,6]).

Lemma 3.2. Let A < 1, condition (1.2) hold, and u be a solution to
equation (1.1) satisfying relation (3.1) with tg > 0. Moreover, let condition
(3.4) be fulfilled, where the function o is defined by formula (3.5). Then
there exists a finite limit

tilgrnoo c(t; N). (3.16)
Proof. In view of (1.1), from relation (3.5) we easily obtain equality (3.6).
Multiplying both sides of (3.6) by the expression f(¢) and integrating it
by parts from tg to t, we arrive at

/ A S S /
_ fUI(D()ds_/fA(S)U(g)(S)QQ(S) ds for t > t,

Y CE R N PO O
/000 =3 == 8 7 !‘dm@ o

+oo
a(g)(s) A1
+ t/ F22(s) {f(s)g(s) - 2} ds for t>to, (3.17)
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where
)\2
4(1 = M) f1=*(to)

*7 D .- 70;2(91(5) 103 s
0 to

+

o1 := fA(to)e(to) +

a(9)(s) (s) 2

We now multiply both sides of equality (3.17) by the expression
2 (t)o(g)(t), integrate them by parts from to to ¢ and thus we get

5 oo Jae=— [ ([ o)
* / Uﬁzs) ( 70;55’1(8 [f(&)@(f) - ;} 2 dg) dot

A2 0
TEESVRSTEN S

. to g(g)(s) s f’\(f)p(ﬁ) N o
: ._b/ 2(s) (0/ a(g)(§) d§) 1—\ [ (o).

Since assumption (1.2) and notation (1.3) guarantee that relation (3.9)
holds, by using the ’'Hospital rule, it is easy to get

I 19_71/\f1—>\(t) . for t > 1y, (3.18)

where

~ 1 f@ o
tl}?oo fl_/\(t) In f(to) ds =0 (3-19)
and
t +o00
- 1 a(g)(s) a(g)(€) A .
i flA(t)t/ (s) < r(¢) [f(f)@(f) 2} d§>d 0. (3.20)

On the other hand, by using the Holder inequality, we obtain

</t Ug”gJ(L()s) [f(S)Q(s) - ;} ds>2 <

< oo | 8 -]

1—-X p o s 2
= f1,(;) /fz(gl((s)) [f(S)Q(S) — ;‘] ds for t > tg

to
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and thus, by virtue of relations (3.4) and (3.9), we have

L [ A
tl}_g_oo fl )\( )/ f(s) |:f(3)9(3) 2:| ds =0. (321)

0
Consequently, in view of relations (3.9) and (3.19)—(3.21), it follows from
equality (3.18) that

t_l}in c(t; N) = 1.

O

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Assume, to the contrary, that there exists a solution
u to equation (1.1) fulfilling relation (3.1) with ¢y > 0.

Then, according to Lemma 3.1, assumption (2.4) of Theorem 2.1 cannot
be satisfied and thus assumptions (2.5) and (2.6) hold. By using Lemma 3.1,
we obtain the validity of inequality (3.4) in which the function g is defined
by formula (3.5). However, Lemma 3.2 then guarantees that there exists
a finite limit (3.16) which contradicts assumption (2.6). O

Proof of Corollary 2.1. By direct calculation we can check that

t

A S S
0

) — 13 ) 290 ([ @) 1) o
P /f IR </ e 1) 4

0
- /fA U e (/]MZ; d”)‘qu_ e

for ¢ > 0 and thus the validity of the corollary follows immediately from
Theorem 2.1 with « =2 and S =1 — A. ([l
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