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§ 1. Introduction.

The oscillatory and asymptotic behaviour of solutions of delay differential equa-
tions has been the subject of many recent investigations. Of particular importance
however has been the study of oscillations which are caused by the retarded argument
and which do not appear in the corresponding ordinary differential equation. For
some contributions in this area the reader is referred to Kamenskii [1], Kusano and
Onose [2], Ladas, Lakshmikantham and Papadakis [3], Ladas [4], Naito [5], Skubat-
sevskii [6] and Staikos and Stavroulakis [7].

In this paper we consider the first order delay differential inequalities

(1) V(@) +alt)p(t)+p)y(t—)<0,
(2) Y'(@)+a(@)y(t)+p)(t—2)=0
and the delay differential equation

(3) Y'(#)+a()y(t)+p()y(t—7)=0

where a(t)=0 and continuous, p(¢z) >0 and continuous, z>>0 and constant. We
give sufficient conditions under which

(1) has no eventually positive solutions,

(2) has no eventually negative solutions, and

(3) has oscillatory solutions only.
We emphasize the fact that our conditions are the “best possible” in the sense that
when p>0 and a>0 are constants the conditions reduce to pre®>1/e which is a
necessary and sufficient condition. The above results are caused by the retarded
argument and are not valid when t=0. For example

Y(@)+y()<0

has the positive solution y(#)=e~* while

* This work was done during the author’s appointment at the University of Crete, Iraklion-
Crete, Greece.
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y(@)+y()=0

has the negative solution y(#)= —e~*.

Finally we apply the above mentioned results to obtain conditions for the ex-
istence of bounded oscillatory solutions of second order delay differential equations.
As it is customary, a solution is said to be oscillatory if it has arbitrarily large

Zeros.

§2. Main results.
Theorem 1. Consider the delay differential inequality
(1) Y (@) +a)y()+p@)y(t—o)<0

where t is a positive constant and a(t)=0, p(t) >0 are continuous functions fort e R*.

Assume that

(4) lim inf p(s)ds>—_exp (—lim inf [ a(s)ds)
t— o0 t— o t—7

and

(5) iminf [ p(s)ds>O0.

f—oo t—1/2
Then (1) has no eventually positive solutions.

Proof. We will prove that the existence of an eventually positive solution leads
to a contradiction. To this end suppose that y(¢) is a solution of (1) such that for
t, sufficiently large

¥(t)>0, t>1,.

Then y(t—7)>0 for t>t,+ and, from (1), y'(#)<0 for t>z‘0—|—z- Hence y(z)<
y(t—7) for t>1,+2¢. Set

(6) w(z)z% for t>1,+2z.

Then w(¢)>1 and dividing both sides of (1) by y(¢), for ¢ >>¢,+ 2¢, we obtain

(7) (()) FaO)FpOWD=0,  1>1,42r.

Integrating both sides of (7) from #—z to ¢, for t >¢,+ 3z, we have

log y(t)—1log y(t—f)+ﬁ_ a(s)ds+£_ PW(s)ds<0,  t>t,4+3c
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which, in view of (6), yields
(8) log w(t)= f t a(s)ds—i—f pEW(ds, >0+ 30
t—t t—7

Now, integrating (1) from #—z/2 to ¢t and using the fact that y(z) is decreasing, we
find

1 11
y—3(1=2) 0 [ aws = [ ps=0,  >n+ I
2 t—t/2 t~2/2 2
Dividing the last inequality first by y(¢) and then by y(#—z/2) we obtain respectively:

=) [ W—o) [
(9) 12 +L als)ds+ 070 j P(s)ds<0

—z/2 —z/2

and

y@e) O yi—1o) [*
(10) D) 14 S e a(s)ds+ e/ d i p(s)ds<0.
Let

lim inf w(¢)=1.

t—co

Then />>1 and is finite or infinite. We consider the following two possible cases:

Case 1. [is finite. Taking limit inferiors on both sides of (8), we obtain

log / >=1lim inf t a(s)ds+1—e lim inf t p(s)ds
(4 t—7

{—o0 t— t—oco

where ¢ sufficiently small, and so

log I— I lim infr ps)ds=liminf | a(s)ds.
t—7 T

t—co t— oo t—

Using the fact that

max {log I— [liminf [ p(s)ds}: _log (lim inf [ p(s)ds)—l
-z t—7

=1 t—co

[—o0

the last inequality implies

log (Iim inf p(s)ds>§—1_1im inf [ a(s)ds

f—o0 t—7 t—o0 t—

or
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¢ .
lim inf p(s)ds< 1 exp (— lim inf t a(s)ds)
T e 7

t—oo t— t— oo t—

which contradicts hypothesis (4).

Case 2. [is infinite. That is,

tmee Y(E)

In view of (5) and the fact that a(¢) =0, inequality (9) implies
im 2= _ 4 o
- (1)

and therefore

yi—2) _
et =)

which contradicts (10).

Since in both cases we are led to a contradiction the proof of the theorem is

complete.
Theorem 2. Consider the delay differential inequality
(2) V' () +a@)y(t)+p())(t—1)=0
subject to the hypotheses of Theorem 1. Then (2) has no eventually negative solutions.

Proof. The result follows immediately from the observation that if y(¢) is a
solution of (2) then — y(¢) is a solution of (1).

From Theorems 1 and 2 if follows that the delay differential equation (3) has no
eventually positive or eventually negative solutions and therefore we are led to the

following conclusion.
Corollary 1. Consider the delay differential equation
(3) V() +a()¥(6) +pOy(t—) =0
subject to the hypotheses of Theorem 1. Then every solution of (3) oscillates.

Note that when a(z) is a constant a>>0 and p(¢) is a positive constant p that is,
in the case of the delay differential inequalities

(ry Y (@)+ay(t)+py(t—1)<0,
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2y Y'(#)+ay(t)+py(t—7) =0,
and the delay differential equation
(3 V' (@) +ay(t)+py(t—7)=0

the conditions (4) and (5) reduce to
(11) pT >ie““, a=0.
e

Furthermore, (11) is a sharp condition. More precisely, the following result is true.

" Theorem 3. Assume that

(12) pr<ltee  g>o0.
e

Then
(1Y  has eventually positive solutions,

(2Y  has eventually negative solutions,
and

(3Y  has nonoscillatory solutions.

Proof. First we prove that (1) has eventually positive solutions. Looking for
a solution of (1) of the form y(z)=e¢* it follows that

FQ)=A+a+pe *<0.
But in view of (12)

F(—L —a> S —a—+ a-+petTro L 1_1 =0.
T T T T
Hence there exists a 4, namely, 2= — 1/z—a such that e* is a positive solution of (1)
Following a similar procedure it follows that —e* with 2=—1/c—a is a

negative solution of (2)'.

Finally since F(0)>>0 and F(— 1/c—a)<0, there exists a 1 in the interval [—1/z
—a, 0) such that e* is a nonoscillatory solution of (3).

The proof is complete.

In view of Theorems 1, 2 and 3 and Corollary 1 we conclude that the following
holds: '

Corollary 2. The condition

(11) pr> e g0

e
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is necessary and sufficient so that:
(1Y has no eventually positive solutions,
(2Y  has no eventually negative solutions,
and
(3Y  has oscillatory solutions only.

Example 1. The delay differential equation
y+y(1- %) =0

has the oscillatory solutions y,(¢)=sin ¢ and y,(f)=cos ¢. Furthermore, condition
(11) is satisfied and therefore all solutions of this equation are oscillatory.
The delay differential equation

YO+ y—0)=0, >0
Te
has the nonoscillatory solution yp(t)=e~ 7!, As expected condition (11) is not
satisfied for this equation.
Example 2. The delay differential inequality
Y(@©)+e (1) +e ' y(t—7)<0

has for sufficiently large ¢ the positive solution y(f)=e-* and the delay differential
inequality

V(@) +e y(t)+e *y(t—r)=0

has for sufficiently large ¢ the negative solution y(¢)= —e~*. As expected condition
(4) or (5) (or both) of Theorems 1 and 2 should be violated. In this case both are.

§ 3. Applications.

In this section we apply the above results on differential inequalities to establish
sufficient conditions under which all bounded solutions of the second-order delay dif-
ferential equations

(13) Y'(@)—a(t)y()—[p*+q®]y(—27)=0
and
(14) V') —a()y(t)—p*(t)y(t—27)=0

are oscillatory.
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Theorem 4. Assume that a(t)=>0, q(¢)=0 are continuous functions for t € R*, p,
T are positive constants and

(15) pre>1.

Then all bounded solutions of the delay differential equation
(13) Y'(@#)—a(t)y(t)—[p*+q(Oly(t—27)=0
are oscillatory.

Proof. Otherwise there exists a bounded solution y(¢) of (13) such that for ¢,
sufficiently large

y(t)>09 t>t0'

Then y(t—27) >0 for t>¢t,+ 27 and, from (13), y”’(¢) >0 for t >t,+2z. Since y(¢) is
bounded, it follows that y’(¢)<<O0.
Set

(16) x(1)=y'(t)—py(t—r)

which, for sufficiently large 7, is negative. Differentiating both sides of (16), we
obtain

X(@)=y"(t)—py(t—r).
Now we have

X'()+px(t—7)=y"(t)—py'(t—7)+py'(t—7)—p*y(t—27)
=a(t)y(t)+q()y(t—27)=0.

That is
17 xX'(t)+px(t—7)=0.

But pre>1 which implies that every solution x(z) of (17) is eventually positive. This
contradicts (16) and the proof of Theorem 4 is complete.

Theorem 5. Consider the delay differential equation
(14) Y'(t)—a(®)y(t) —p*(t)y(t—27)=0

where a(t)=0, p(t) >0 are continuous functions for t € R* and t is a positive constant.
Assume that the conditions (4) and (5) of Theorem 1 are satisfied and furthermore

(18) pOlp(t) —p(t—o)] =z p'(1) =0.
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Then every bounded solution of (14) is oscillatory.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 4, we assume that there exists a bounded
solution y(¢) of (14) such that for ¢, sufficiently large

and therefore y’(¢)<<O0 for sufficiently large z.
Set

(19) x(1)=y'(t)—p(t)y(t—7)

which for sufficiently large ¢ is negative. Taking derivatives on both sides of (19),
we obtain

X()=y"(t)—p' )yt —7)—p@)y' (t—1).
We have

X' () +p)x(t—7)=y"(t)—p' Oy —1)—p(2)y'(t—7)+p)y'(t—7)
—p()p(t—o)y(t—27)
=a(t)y(t)+p*()y(t—27) —p'(1)y(t— ) —p()p(t — T)¥(t — 27)
=a()y(t)+p)p(t)—p(t—)y(t—27) —p' (Oy(t—17)
= p(Op()—p(t—)]¥(t—27) —p' Oyt — 7).

Since y(¢)>0 and )’(¢) <0 for sufficiently large # we have
0<y(t—7)<y(t—27)
and, in view of (18)
pOp(®) —p(t— )]yt —22) = p'()y(t—7).
Therefore
x'(1)+p(0)x(t—7) =0

which, by virtue of (4) and (5), has eventually positive solutions. This contradicts
(19) and the proof of Theorem 5 is complete.

Note. In the case where a(¢)=0 and p(¢) is a positive constant p all the hypo-
theses of Theorem 5 are reduced to pre>1.

Example 3. The second order delay differential equation

y'(t)—y(t—n)=0
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has the bounded oscillatory solutions y,(#)=sin ¢ and y,(¢)=cos . Furthermore,
condition (15) is satisfied and therefore all bounded solutions of this equation are
oscillatory. "

On the other hand the equation
(=3
"(t)—=—ylt— =)=0
y'(t) =7 3

admits the bounded nonoscillatory solution y(t)=e~*. As expected condition (15)
is not satisfied for this equation.
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