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Abstract

In this paper, we consider oscillation criteria for certain third-order delay and
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1 Introduction
In this paper, we are concerned with oscillation criteria for solutions of the third-order
delay and advanced dynamic equations

1 AA
(@ (xA(t))a) +q(f (x[g®)]) =0 (L1)
and
1 AA
(% (xA(t))“) = q(t)f(x[g(t)]) +P(t)h(x[k(t)]) 12

on [ty,00)  such that £y € T and £, > 0, where « is the ratio of two positive odd integers,
a,p,q € Crd( [tO’ OO) T» (O’ OO)) Wlth

/Oo as (s)As = o0, (1.3)

and g, k € C,4(T, T) are nondecreasing functions such that g(¢) < ¢ < k(¢) and lim;_, o, g(¢) =
0o. We also assume that f,# € C(R,R) such that xf(x) > 0, xh(x) > 0, f(x) and h(x) are
nondecreasing for x # 0 satisfying

—f(=xy) = flxy) = fx)f (y) ifxy>0 (1.4)
and

—h(-xy) = h(xy) > h(x)h(y) ifxy>O0. (1.5)
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By a solution of (1.1) (or (1.2)) we mean a function x € C~ ([T}, 00) 1, R), Ty > £, which
has the property that (1/a)(x2)* € Cfd( [T, 00) 1, R) and satisfies (1.1) (or (1.2)) for all large
t > T,. A nontrivial solution is said to be nonoscillatory if it is eventually positive or even-
tually negative and it is oscillatory otherwise. A dynamic equation is said to be oscillatory
if all its solutions are oscillatory.

Since we are interested in the oscillatory behavior of solutions of (1.1) and (1.2) near
infinity, we assume throughout this paper that our time scale is unbounded above. An
excellent introduction of time scales calculus can be found in the books by Bohner and
Peterson [1] and [2].

The purpose of this paper is to extend the oscillation results given in [3] and [4]. Os-
cillation criteria for third-order dynamic equations have recently been studied in [5-8].
Other papers related with oscillation of higher-order dynamic equations can be found in
[9, 10]. Well-known books concerning the oscillation theory are [11, 12].

For simplification, we define the following operators:

Lox(t) = x(t), Lix(t) = %(L@x(t))a, Lox(t) = Lle(t), L3x(t) = LZAx(t).

Thus (1.1) and (1.2) can be written as
Lax(t) + q(0)f (x[g(®)]) = 0

and
Lsx(t) = q(e)f (x[g()]) + O (+[K(2)]),

respectively. In what follows we use the following notation. For (¢,5,7) € [s,00) X
[T,OO)']I‘ X [tO’OO)T

A(t,s):/taé(u)(u—s)éAu (1.6)
and
B(t,s) = / taé(u)(t-u)ém. (1.7)

2 Oscillation criteria for (1.1)
In this section, we investigate some oscillation criteria for solutions of the third-order
delay equation (1.1).

Theorem 2.1 Let (1.3) and (1.4) hold and assume that

@Zc>0 (2.1)
u

foru+#0 and a constant c. If for t € [ty,00) 1

lim sup/ q(s)f (A(g(s), to))As > % (2.2)
4

t—00 ()
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and

limsup/ q(s)f (B(g(2),g(s))) As > 1, (2.3)
¢

t—00 6 [
where A and B are defined as in (1.6) and (1.7), respectively, then (1.1) is oscillatory.

Proof Let x be a nonoscillatory solution of (1.1) and assume that without loss of generality
x(£) > 0 for t € [tg,00)r and so Lzx(t) < 0 eventually for ¢ € [ty, 00) . Therefore, there
exists a t; € [£p,00) 7 such that Ljx(¢) and Lyx(f) are of one sign for all ¢ € [t;,00) . We
now distinguish the following two cases:
(I) L1x(£) > 0 and Lyx(t) > 0 eventually;

(I) Lix(t) < 0 and Lox(t) > 0 eventually.
We now start with the first case.

(I) Assume that L1x(¢) > 0 and Lyx(£) > 0 for ¢ € [£1,00) 7. Then we have

/thx(s)As = le(t) - le(tl) < le(t), te [tl, OO) T -

5]

Since Lyx is nonincreasing, we have
(t — ) Lox(t) < Lix(¢), te€ [t1,00) .
This implies that
¥ (0) > ab (O - 1) LE x(), ¢ € [6,00) 7.

Integrating the above inequality from #; to ¢, we have
1 ¢ 1 1 1
502 L) [ ab0)ls -0t As=AGILERD, te 0,000,
ol

where A is defined as in (1.6). Hence there exists ¢, € [£;,00) 1 such that

1

x[g(0] = A(g(®), 1)Ly x[g(®)], te€ [t2,00) 7. (2.4)
From (2.4) and (1.4) in (1.1) we obtain
—Lsx(t) > q(£)f (A(g(®), tl))f(Lzéx[g(t)]), t € [t,00) .

Integrating the above inequality from g(¢) to ¢, we obtain

sz[g(t)] Z/ )q(s)f(A(g(s), tl))f(Lzéx[g(S)])As, t€ [ty,00) 1

8

or

Lyx[g(9)] Zf(Lzéx[g(t)])/ q(s)f (A(g(s), 1)) As, t€ [1,00)7.
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1
Dividing both sides of the above inequality by f(L$ x[g(¢)]), taking the lim sup of both sides
as t — oo and using (2.2), we obtain a contradiction to (2.1).

(I1) Assume that Lix(¢) < 0, Lyx(t) > 0 for t € [t,00) 7. Then we have

t
/ Lox(u)Au = Lix(t) — Lix(s) < —=Lyx(s), (¢,5) € [s,00) X [t,00) .
S

Since Lyx is nonincreasing, we have

—L1x(s) = (£ = $)L2x(2),  (£,5) € [5,00) 1 X [£1,00) 7
or

1

—x2(s) > aw (s)(t - )« LI x(t), (£,5) € [5,00) 1 X [11,00) .

Integrating the above inequality from s to ¢ we obtain

() = Bl)LI (), (6,8) € [5,00)7 X [61,00) 2, (2.5)

where B is defined as in (1.7). Then there exists ¢, € [, 00)  such that

x[g(s)] = B(g(t),g(s))Lzéx[g(t)], (g(2),g(s)) € [g(s),00) X [t2,00) . (2.6)

Integrating (1.1) from g(¢) to ¢ and using (1.4) along with the above inequality we have

t t

a6 (<[e©)]) As = £ (L5 x[e(®)]) / 4/ (B(e(0).g(5))) As.

g(®)

Loalg(®)] = f

g(®)

1
Dividing the above inequality by f (L5 x[g(¢)]), taking the lim sup of both sides of the above
inequality as ¢ — 0o and using (2.3), we obtain a contradiction to (2.1). O

For the bounded solutions of (1.1) we have the following, which is immediate from The-

orem 2.1.

Corollary 2.2 [n addition to (1.3) and (1.4), assume that (2.1) and (2.3) hold. Then all
bounded solutions of (1.1) are oscillatory.

Now we prove the following result.

Theorem 2.3 Let (1.3) and (1.4) hold and assume that

lim
u—0

u
—=0.
Suw)
If

lim sup /( ) q(s)f(B(g(t),g(s)))As >0,
gt

t—00

where B is defined as in (1.7), then all bounded solutions of (1.1) are oscillatory.
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Proof Let x be a nonoscillatory bounded solution of (1.1). Without loss of generality as-
sume that x is positive. Since x satisfies Case (II) in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have
(2.6). Integrating (1.1) from g(#) to ¢ and using (1.4) along with (2.6) yields

t

A (feto]) s > £(L§ +[2(®)]) / A (Be0.09)As

&

Lox[g(6)] = /

4

1
By dividing the above inequality by f(L3 x[g(¢)]) and taking the limsup of both sides of
the resulting inequality as t — 0o, we obtain a contradiction. The proof is now complete.

O
We now consider a special case of (1.1) of the form
1 AA
—(x*®)" t)x?[g(t)] = 0, 2.7
<a(t)(x ) ) +q(x" [g(8)] 2.7)
where g is a ratio of two odd positive integers, and we obtain some oscillatory criteria.
Theorem 2.4 Let o > B and assume that
oo
[ a0 g m)as- oo 28)
and
oo
/ q(s)B? (g(s), to) As = 00, (2.9)

where A and B are defined as in (1.6) and (1.7), respectively. Then (2.7) is oscillatory.

Proof Let x be a nonoscillatory solution of (2.7). Without loss of generality, assume that x
is positive. We consider two cases as we did in the proof of Theorem 2.1.
(I) Assume that Lyx(¢) > 0 and Lyx(t) > 0 for ¢ > ¢;. Using (2.4) in (2.7), we have

~Lyx(t) = q(t)x"[g(8)] = q()AP (g(2), tl)ng x[g@®)], g(®) € [t2,00) 1.

Integrating the above inequality from g(¢) to u and letting u# — 0o, we obtain

[o.¢]

x[g(t)] 2/ q(s)Aﬁ (g(s),tl)As.

£()

_B
Ly*
Since « > B and the right hand side of the above inequality is infinity by (2.8), we obtain a
contradiction to the facts that Lx is positive and nondecreasing.

(I) Assume that Lyx(¢) < 0, Lox(¢) > 0 for £ > ;. Then we have (2.6). Using (2.6) in (2.7),
for (g(t),g(s)) € [g(s),00) 1 x [t1,00) T, we have

~L2x[e(0)] = 40+ [¢(0)] = a(OB” (g(0), ¢()) L x[g(0)].
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Integrating the above inequality from g(¢) to u and letting u — oo, we obtain

>

L, “x[g()] Z/ q(s)B? (g(s), 11) As.

2()

Since o > B and the right hand side of the above inequality is infinity by (2.9), we obtain a
contradiction to the facts that L,x is positive and nondecreasing. d

3 Oscillation criteria for (1.2)
In this section, we investigate some oscillation criteria for solutions of the third-order
delay equation (1.2).

Theorem 3.1 Let (1.3)-(1.5) and (2.1) hold. Also assume that

h(u®)

u

>b>0 (3.1)

foru+#0 and a constant b. If for t € [ty,00)

k(t) 1
lim sup/ q(s)h(A(k(s),k(t)))As > 3’ (3.2)
and
lim sup /( ) q(s)f(B(g(t), to))As > %, (3.3)
t—00 gl t

where A and B are defined as in (1.6) and (1.7), respectively, then (1.2) is oscillatory.

Proof Let x be an eventually positive solution of (1.2). Then Lsx(t) > 0 eventually and so
Lix(¢) and Lyx(¢) are eventually of one sign. We now distinguish the following two cases:
(I) Lix(t) > 0 and Lyx(t) > 0 eventually;
(I) Lix(t) > 0 and Lyx(t) < 0 eventually.
(I) Assume that L1x(£) > 0 and Lyx(£) > 0 for ¢ € [£1,00) 1. Then we have

/thx(T)AT = Lix(t) — Lix(s) < Lix(t), (t,s) € [s,00) 1 X [t1,00) 7.
Since Lyx is nondecreasing, we have

Lix(t) > (t —s)Lax(s), (t,s) € [s,00)1 X [t1,00) .
This implies that

W) > at (O - LExE),  (65) € [5,00)x x [1,00) 7.

Integrating both sides of the above inequality from s to ¢, we have

x(t) > / ta%(u)(u-s)éfo(s)Au, (t,5) € [s,00) 7 X [t1,00)
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or
x(t) > A(t, s)LQéx(s), (t,s) € [s,00) X [t1,00) T,

where A is defined as in (1.6). Then

1

x[k(r)] ZA(k(t),k(t))LZEx[k(t)], (k(t),r,t) € [t,00)1 X [t,00) T X [t1,00) .
Using the above inequality and (1.5) in (1.2), we have

L3x(t) zp(r)h(x[k(r)]) Zp(t)h(A(k(t),k(t)))h(léx[k(t)]).

Integrating both sides of the above inequality from ¢ to k(t), we get

k(t)
M > / p(O)h(A(k(2),k(2))) At.
h(Ly x[k(®)])

Taking the lim sup of both sides of the above inequality as ¢ — oo, we obtain a contradic-
tion to (3.1).
(IT) Assume that Lyx(f) > 0 and Lyx(t) < O for £ € [£5,00) p. Then we have

/thx(u)Au = Lix(t) — Lix(s), (¢,5) € [s,00)1 X [t1,00)T.
Since Lyx is nondecreasing, we have
x(8) > —at (5)(t - )FLIx(D), () € [5,00)7 x [0,00) 1.
Integrating both sides of the above inequality from # to ¢, we have
x(6) > ~Blt, 1)L x(0), te€ [6,00)7,
where B is defined as in (1.7). This implies that there exists a £, € [£;, 00) 1 such that
*[e0)] = -Ble®), 6)Li e @], g) < [1,00) . (34)
Using the above inequality and (1.4) in (1.2), we have

Lyx(t) > q(0)f (x[g(®)]) = q(8)f (B(g(®), L‘l))f(—Lzéx[g(t)]).

Integrating both sides of the above inequality from g(¢) to ¢, we find

horle®l / a(5)f (B(g(s), 1)) As.
f-Lixlg®) e0

Taking the lim sup of both sides of the above inequality as ¢ — oo, we obtain a contradic-
tion to (2.1). The proof is complete. d
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Theorem 3.2 Assume that

1
@)y o, (3.5)
and
1
2w o, (3.6)
u

for u#0 and constants by and c,. If

k() s pru é 1
lim sup/ <a(s)/ / p(r)ArAu) As> — (3.7)
t—oo Jt t Jt by
and
lim sup B(g(t), to) (/ q(s)As) >—, (3.8)
t—o0 t a

where B is defined as in (1.7), respectively, then (1.2) is oscillatory.

Proof Let x be an eventually positive solution of (1.2). As in the proof of Theorem 3.1 we
have two cases to consider.

(I) Assume that L1x(t) > 0 and Lyx(¢) > 0 for ¢ € [£1,00) r. Integrating (1.2) from £ to s
yields

Lox(s) > h(x[k(t)]) /Slp(s)As.

Integrating the above inequality from ¢ to s, € [s1,00) 1 gives

#(52) = It (x[k(®)]) [als)]* ( [ ? / § p(smsml) "

Again integrating the above inequality from ¢ to k(t) we find

L k(t) 2 rs1 (lx
x(k(t))zh&(x[k(t)])/ <a(sz)/ / p(s)AsAsl) As,.

Finally, dividing the above inequality by h (x(k(2))) and taking the lim sup of both sides of
the above inequality as ¢ — 00, we obtain a contradiction to (3.5).
(1) Assume that Lyx(t) > 0 and Lyx(£) < O for t € [¢£1,00) . Integrating

Lyx(t) = q(0)f (x[g(®)])

from t to oo we have

~Lax(0) £ (a[e(0]) [ a1
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Using (3.4) along with the above inequality, we have

x[g(®0)] = B(g(0), 1) (f (x[g®]) /t N q(s)As) §

Dividing the above inequality by f a (x[g(#)]) and taking the limsup of both sides of the

resulting inequality as t — oo, we obtain a contradiction to (3.6). The proof is complete.
O

4 Examples
In this section we give examples to illustrate two of our main results. Recall

Theorem 4.1 ([1, Theorem 1.75]) Iff € C.q and t € T*, then

o(t)
/ S(@AT = pu@)f (2.
And

Theorem 4.2 ([1, Theorem 1.79 (ii)]) If [a, D] consists of only isolated points and a < b,
then

b
[ roae= 3w

tela,b)
Our first example illustrates Theorem 2.1.

Example 4.3 Consider the third-order delay dynamic equation

1At“M t"’t—O 4.1
(M(x())) +q()x(§)—, (4.1)

where t € T = 3N, Here « = %, q(t) =3+ (_1)%, gt) = %, and a(u) = f(u) = u®. Observe
that if t € T, then

Y 2, nodd,
q(t) =3+ (-1)"=
4, neven.

First we show that (1.3) holds. If s = 3" and ¢ = 3", m, n € Ny, we have
,0(3”) 3n—1

g . Ly . . 2
/1 aa(s)AS:tlinolo/l aa(s)As:nlirI;O;:s(3s—s):HILI&XI:ZS = o0.
5= s=

It is clear that f belongs to C(R, R), is nondecreasing for x # 0, and satisfies xf(x) > 0 for
x #0 and (1.4). Also, (2.1) holds since

fo(u) u

u u

=1=¢>0, u#0.


http://www.journalofinequalitiesandapplications.com/content/2014/1/95

Adivar et al. Journal of Inequalities and Applications 2014, 2014:95
http://www.journalofinequalitiesandapplications.com/content/2014/1/95

Observe that if # = 3* and s = 3" for k, m € Ny, then

,0(3’”_1) m-2 m-2
Ags)1) =2 > wPw-1°=2) 3%(3 -1)° =2 3%*(3"-1)’.
u=1 k=0 k=1
Note 3 —1 > 1 for k € N. Hence
m-2
A(g(s),1) >2) 3% 523202,
k=1

and since f is nondecreasing and g(¢) > 2 on T, we obtain

3330m-2),

q(s)f ((A(g(s),1))) = 2

It follows that if £ € [1,00) 1

¢ 3n—1
lim sup / q(s)f(A (g(s), to)) As > limsup Z 23331290
t—o0  Jg(t) n—00 +
5=3
7 1 2
= 23 limsup Z 33(1-2)g3m
Hn— 00 m=n—1
> 1,

and so (2.2) holds. It remains to show that (2.3) holds for ¢ € [1,00) . This requires that
we determine B(g(£), g(s)). Using the above representations of i, s, £, we have

n-2
B(g(t)g(9)) =2 Y 3%*(3"1-34)° > 2. 32D (301 _3n-2)°,

k=m-1

The monotonicity of f and the fact that g(£) > 2 on T yield

() (B(g(£),g(s))) > 25 - 330D (371 _372) = 25 . 3302,

Therefore
¢ 7 5 3n_1
limsup/ q(s)f (B(g(t),g(s))) As > limsup23 - 3302 Z w(s)
t—00 % n—00 oozl

n-1
10 5
= limsup23 - 33012 3"

> 1,

which shows that (2.3) holds. By Theorem 2.1, (4.1) is oscillatory.

Our second example illustrates Theorem 3.2.

Page 10 of 16
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Example 4.4 Consider the third-order advanced dynamic equation

1 08 t
(E(xA(t)) ) = q(t)x“(g) +p(0)x* (1), (4.2)

where « is the ratio of two positive odd integersand ¢t € T = g™, g > 1. Here a(t) = ((q—l)t )%,

Int
il+1+(—l) Ing

q(t) = =5 p(t) = m, gt) =2, k(t) = q*t, and h(u) = f(u) = u®. Then

= =E=1=b1=cl>0, u#0,
u

and so (3.5) and (3.6) hold. Next we show that (3.7) holds. For ¢ € [1, 00) 1, we have

imsun [ (a0 [ [ rars)” o
imssn] [ (a0 [ [ saran)as
e [ [ ) s
[ o] [ o]
“timsup| a0 | [ ”“MY
<o) (o) [ /"W)A,Auf
+ lo*0) (a(a") / [ r)mu”

= lim sup |:,u(o(t)) (a(o(t))u(t)/ p(r)Ar) ;

t—00

(Z(t)( z(t/ / r)ArAu>:|

¢ o(t) i
=limsup[u(az(t))(a(az(t))) (M(t)/p(l”)AV+pL(O’(t))/ p(r)Ar) ]

- timsup[1a (02(9)) (a(0(©))* ({0 () (0p(1)) "]

I

t—>00
. 1 q 1
- limsup| (g - V(g - 1)¢ g }
t—00 ( ) (a-1)q%t t%q(q—l)%
= limsup[qé]
t—00

1
=q« >1.

Page 11 of 16
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Since g(t) > 0 for all £ € T, we have
0 o(t) q e q
/ q(s)As > / q($)As = u()g(t) = —— + 1+ (~1)a > '
t t qg-1 qg-1

This implies

limsup B(g(¢), %) </°° q(s)AS> a

t—00

1 t 1
o q t o
> (L> limsup/qaolt(u)<— —u) Au
q-1 t—oo J1 q
1
q
=| —— ) limsu — - Kg-1)
(q—l) HOOPZ (q- l)q (q q) G

o) ima ()

> 1.

Thus (3.8) holds. By Theorem 3.2, (4.2) is oscillatory.

5 Discussion
While we were able to unify most results for (1.1) given in [3] and [4], the comparison
result

Theorem Let (1.3)-(1.4) hold. If the first-order delay dynamic equations

A0 + qO)f (A(g(e), t0))f (v« [g®)]) = 0 (5.1)

20 var(5( 5% 00) (2 5]) -0 62)

are oscillatory, then (1.1) is oscillatory.
”g ® ¢ T is satisfied for few time scales. While the result holds

forT=Rand T = Z, this condltlon is not satisfied on g, g > 1. Being aware that time scales

and

cannot be extended since

are not generally closed under addition, we were able to prove the following.

Theorem 5.1 Let (1.3)-(1.4) hold. Furthermore, assume the delay functiong: T — T isa
bijection. If the first-order delay dynamic equations

Y20 + q(e)f (A(g(e), 80))f v+ [g(8)]) = 0 (5.3)

ZA(t)+q(t)f< <t+g(),g(t)>)/( [”Tg(t)D:o (5.4)

are oscillatory, where (t + g(t))/2 € T, then (1.1) is oscillatory.

and
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In order to prove Theorem 5.1, it is necessary to define the function F : [f,00) X
[0,00) > [0, 00) to be a nondecreasing function with respect to its second argument and
with the property that F(-,z(-)) € Cq([£y, 00) 1, [0, 00)) for any function z € Cq([£9,00) T,
[0,00)). It is also necessary to assume that 7 : T — T is a bijection with t(t) <t forallt € T
and lim,_, o, 7(£) = 00, and to use the following definition and theorem.

Definition 5.2 Let £; € [£,00) 1. By a solution of the dynamic inequality

y2 @)+ F(ty[r@®)]) <0 (5.5)

on an interval [f;,00)1, we mean a rd-continuous function y defined on the interval
[7(#1), 00) 1, which is rd-continuously differentiable on [¢;,00) 1 and satisfies (5.5) for all
t € [t1,00) 1. A solution y of (5.5) is said to be positive if y(¢) > 0 for every ¢ € [t(f;),00) 1.

Theorem 5.3 Let y be a positive solution on an interval [t;,00)r, ti > to of the delay
dynamic inequality (5.5). Moreover, we assume that F is positive on any set of the form
(£, 77 (®)] 1 x (0,00), € [t1,00) 7. Then there exists a positive solution x on [t7}(t;),00) 1
of the delay dynamic equation

&) + F(6x[t(6)]) =0 (5.6)
such that

A =0
and

x(t) < y(t) foreveryte [t,00)r.

Proof Let y be a positive solution (5.5). From (5.5) we obtain for allZ, t € T with 7>t > t;

7

F(s,y[t(s)])As > / F(s,y(r(s)))As. (5.7)

t

T

20) = 5 + /

t

Hence, letting 7 — 00 we get

y(£) > /OO F(s,y[t(s)])As forevery t € [t1,00) 1. (5.8)

Let X be the set of all nonnegative continuous functions x on the interval (¢, 00) with
x(t) < y(t) for every t > ¢t;. Then by using (5.8) we can easily verify that for any function x
in X the formula

[ F(s,x[t(s)]) As, te [t7™Ht),00) T,
I5 Esalt@DAs+ [ @ Fsylr6)As, te [t ()

1(#)

(Sx)(£) =

defines an operator S: X — X. If x1,05 € X and x;(¢) < xy(¢) for t € [#,00) T, then we also
have (Sx1)(¢) < (Sx2)(¢) for t € [t1,00) 7 since F is nondecreasing with respect to its second
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argument. Thus, the operator S is monotone. Next, we put
x0=9y and x,=Sx,3, v=L12,...
and observe that {x, },-01, is a decreasing sequence of functions in X. Furthermore, define
x = lim x, pointwise on [t,00) .
V=00

Then by applying the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain x = Sx. That
is

[ Fs,x[t(s)])As ift € [t7'(),00) 1,
S Eaale@DAs + [T W Esyle(s))As ifte [b,77(0) s

1]

x(t) = (5.9)

From (5.9) it follows that
x8) + F(t,x[t(t)]) =0 forallte [r_l(tl), oo) T
and hence x is a solution of (5.6) on the interval ¢ € [t7}(f;), 00) 1. Also (5.9) yields

tlim x(t) = 0.

Moreover, it is clear that x(¢) < y(¢) for ¢ € [£1,00) 7. It remains to prove that x is positive
on the interval [¢;,00) 7. Taking into account that y is positive on the interval [z(), 00)
and the positivity of F on [t;, 771(t;)] 1 x (0, 00) we have

rH(y)
x(t) > / F(s,y[t(s)])As >0

for each t € [t;,771(t)) 1. So, x is positive on an interval [f;, 77(#;)) . Next we will show
that x is also positive on [t71(#;), 00) . Assume that 7 is the first zero of x in [z7!(¢;), 00) 1.
Then x(£) > 0 for t € [t71(t1),7) 1 and x(£) = 0. Then (5.9) yields

Ozdﬂ:AwF@xhprs

and consequently
F(s,2[t(5)]) =0 forallse [500)y.

That is, we can choose a t* € [£, 772(2)) 1 such that
F(¢, 4z (*)]) = 0.

On the other hand, taking into account that x(z) > 0 for t € [t71(t1),?) r and the positivity
of Fon [£,77'(£)] 1 x (0,00) we get

F(t*,x[t (t*)]) > 0.

This leads to a contradiction and the proof is complete. d
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Note that Theorem 5.3 holds for any unbounded time scale T. Now we present the proof
of Theorem 5.1.

Proof Let x be an eventually positive solution of (1.1). We consider two cases as we did in
the proof of Theorem 2.1.

(I) Assume that Lyx(t) > 0 and Lyx() > 0 for ¢ € [£;,00) . Then (2.4) holds. Using this
and (1.4) in (1.1), we obtain

~Lyx(t) = q()f (x[g(®)]) = a®)f (A(g(®). 11))f (Lzé x[g®)]), te lt,oo)r

or

Y20 +q@)f (Ag(®),6)) (¥ [¢)]) <0, te [tr,00)p,

where y(t) := Lyx(t) for t € [£;,00) . Since Lyx(£) > 0 for all £ € [£,,00) and A(g(t), 1) >
0 for all ¢ € [#;,00), by Theorem 5.3, there exists a positive solution z of (5.3) such that
lim;_, » 2z(£) = 0, which contradicts the hypothesis that (5.3) is oscillatory.

(II) Assume that L1x(£) < 0 and Lyx(t) > O for £ > £;. As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we
have (2.5). Then for ¢ € [#,00) 7, we have

x[g(0] = B(t +§(t),g(t))L§” x(—t +§ (t))-

Using this inequality and (1.4) in (1.1) for ¢ € [, 00) 7 yields

—L2Ax(t) _ q(t)f(x[g(t)]) > q(t)f(B(t +2g(t),g(t)>>j<L§x|:t +§(t)i|)

_A0) > q(ty<B(t+§(t),g(t)))f(z% [”Tg(t)])

where z(£) := Lyx(t) for t € [t1,00) 1. Similar to Case (I) above, by Theorem 5.3, there exists

or

a positive solution y of (5.4) such that lim,_, o, y(£) = 0, which contradicts the fact that (5.4)
is oscillatory. O

In [3] and [4], the authors prove a comparison result for (1.2) similar to the one given at
the beginning of this section. That result involved # Again, since time scales are not
generally closed under addition, this result cannot be extended to a general time scale T.
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