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ABSTRACT. Monotone and oscillatory behavior of solutions of the fourth order dynamic equation

(a(@®2)) 22 () +q(t)(27)? () = 0

. t .
with the property that T ai(/z(T)ATAS — 0 as t — oo are established.

Keywords and Phrases: Oscillation, nonoscillation, dynamic equation

AMS Subject Classification: 34K11, 34C10, 39A11

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the fourth order nonlinear dynamic equation
(1.1) (a(@®2)*)22(t) + q(t)(27)7 () = 0,

where o and (3 are ratios of positive odd integers, a and q are real-valued, positive and
rd-continuous functions on a time scale T C R with sup T = oo, and [, a™!/*(s)As =

Q.

For completeness, we recall the following concepts related to the notion of time
scales. A time scale T is an arbitrary nonempty closed subset of the real numbers
R, and since oscillation of solutions is our primary concern, we make the assumption
that sup T = oo. We assume throughout that T has the topology that it inherits from
the standard topology on the real numbers R. The forward and the backward jump
operators are defined by

ot)=inf{s € T:s>t} and p(t)=sup{seT:s<t},
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where inf ) = sup T and sup() = inf T and () denotes the empty set. A point t € T,
t > inf T is said to be left-dense if p(t) = t, right-dense if ¢ < sup T and o(t) = t,
left-scattered if p(t) < t and right-scattered if o(t) > ¢t. A function g : T — R is said
to be rd-continuous provided ¢ is continuous at right-dense points and at left-dense
points in T, left-hand limits exist and are finite. The graininess function p for a time
scale T is defined by u(t) = o(t) — t, and for every function f: T — R, the notation
f7 denotes foo.

We recall that a solution of equation (1.1) is said to be oscillatory on [ty, 00) in
case it is neither eventually positive nor eventually negative. Otherwise, the solution
is said to be nonoscillatory. Equation (1.1) is said to be oscillatory in case all its

solutions are oscillatory.

Oscillatory and nonoscillatory behavior of second order nonlinear dynamic equa-

tions of the form
(a(z®)")2(t) + q(t)2"(t) = 0,

where «, 3, a and ¢ are as in equation (1.1), @« = 1 or a # 1, have been studied
by a number of authors [7-9] and the references cited therein. To the best of our
knowledge, very little is known regarding the qualitative properties of higher order
dynamic equations [5, 6].

It is our aim to obtain some new criteria for the monotone and oscillatory behavior

of solutions of equation (1.1) satisfying

x(t)
fti ft‘; a1V (T)ATAs

(1.2)

— 0 ast— oo.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

For a function f : T — R, the (delta) derivative f2(¢) at t € T is defined to be
the number (if exists) such that for all € > 0 there is a neighborhood U of ¢ with

|f(a(t)) — f(5) — fA(t)(o(t) — 5)| < €|o(t) —s| forall s € U.
If the (delta) derivative f2(t) exists for all ¢ € T, then we say that f is (delta)

differentiable on T.

We shall employ the product and quotient rules [5, Theorem 1.20] for the deriva-
tives of the product fg and the quotient f/g (where gg? # 0) of two (delta) differn-

tiable functions f and g
(fg)® = f2g+[f79%=fg®+ [,

99°
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as well as the chain rule [5, Theorem 1.90] for the derivative of the composite function
f o g for a continuously differentiable function f : R — R and a (delta) differentiable
function g : T — R

1
(2.2 (Fon*={ [ o+ mg>yan} o>

0
For b,c € T and a differentiable function f, the Cauchy integral of f2 is defined by

/b CFAAL = f(e) — (b)

and infinite integrals are defined as

/OO f()At = lim Cf(t)At.
b b

CcC— 00

Note that in the case T = R, we have

B B B A B , C B C
o) =pt) =t () =0, F3(t)=/(t). / F(H)AL = / F(tydt,
and in the case T = Z, we have
S =t 41, pt)=t—1, pu(t) =1, ) = AF(E) = F(E+ 1) — £(2)

and (if b < ¢)

[ s0a=Y s
t=b

For more discussion on time scales, we refer the reader to [5, 6, 10].

3. MAIN RESULTS

We shall prove the following interesting result.

Theorem 3.1. If x is nontrivial solution of equation (1.1) such that x(t) > 0 for
t >ty € T and satisfying (1.2), then

(3.1)  z(t) >0, z2(t) >0, a(z®?)*(t) <0, (a(z®2)*)2 >0, fort >t

and

a(z2)(t), (a(z®2)*)® — 0 monotonically as t — oo.

Proof. Let x be an eventually positive solution of equation (1.1), say z(¢) > 0 for
t >ty € T. We claim that (a(z22)*)?(t) > 0 for t > t,. To this end assume that
(a(x®2)*)2(ty) < 0. Then

(a(@2)")2(8) = (a(@™2)*)>(to) — / q(s)(a7)"(s)As

to

< (a(x®))2(ty) == —c¢1, ¢ is a positive constant.
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Integrating this inequality from ¢, to ¢, one can easily see that there exist a constant
¢y > 0 and a t; >ty such that

2281 < =/ (ta )V for t > t.
Thus,
t S
£(t) < —c / / (ra~! (r))/* AT As.
to Jt1

where ¢ is a positive constant and for some t5 > ;.

Now,

lim x(t) <
= [1 [N (ra~l(7)) /o ATAs ~

which contradicts (1.2). This contradiction proves (a(z®?)%)*(ty) > 0. Since t, is

arbitrary, we conclude that (a(z22)%)2(t) > 0 for t > t,. It is now easy to see that

—c <0

(a(x2))2(t) — 0 as t — oo. If this were not the case, there would exist a constant
ki > 0 and t; > t;. However, this implies that z(t) > k:ftz J (ra=} (1)) drds for
some constant k& > 0 and ¢y > t;, contradicting the assumption (1.2).

Next, we shall prove that a(z22)%(t) > 0 for t > to. Evidently, a(x®2)%(t) is a
monotonically increasing function. If a(x®2)*(ty) > 0, then a(x®2)*(t) > 0 for t > t,
and there would exist constants C' > 0 and t; > t, such that a(z®2)2(t) > O for
t > t;. However, this again leads to a contradiction z(t) > C f; [ a7V (1) AT As for
some constant C' > 0 and some ty > t;. Thus a(z22)*(ty) < 0 and a(z22)%(t) < 0
since t( is arbitrary. Moreover, we must have a(z2%)%(t) — 0 as t — oo, for otherwise

we would again be led to a contradiction to (1.2).

Now, when z244(¢) < 0 and z(t) > 0, we can easily see that z(t) > 0 for t > t,.
This completes the proof. |
In order to characterize the behavior of solutions of equation (1.1), we may re-

formulate Theorem 3.1 as follows:

Corollary 3.1. Let x(t) be a nontrivial solution of equation (1.1) such that (1.2)
hold. Then either

(i) x is oscillatory on [tg, 00), or else

(ii) z satisfies the inequalities (3.1).

If = is a nontrivial solution of equation (1.1) such that z(t) — 0 as t — oo,
it cannot satisfy the inequalities in (3.1) of Theorem 3.1. Thus, we conclude by

Corollary 3.1 that x is oscillatory.

o= (o5 [ [ atmaras) "

Now, we establish the following result when § > a.

Next, we let
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Theorem 3.2. If § > « and

(3.2) /:O /:O Q(T)ArAs = 0o

then every nontrivial solution z of equation (1.1) such that (1.2) holds is oscillatory.

Proof. Let x(t) be a nonoscillatory solution of equation (1.1) such that (1.2) holds.
Assume that z(t) > 0 for t > ¢, € T, then (3.1) holds for ¢ > t,. Integrating equation

(1.1) from t to u >t >ty and letting u — oo we have

(@323 ) = (ale®))2 (0 = - [ ar)@)(r)ar
(a(@®2)")2(t) = /too q()(27)7 (1) Ar.

Integrating this inequality from ¢ to u >t >ty and letting u — oo we get

/ / NATAS
b >( / / ATAS) e

= Q(t)(z%)?(t) for t > t,.

or,

Once again, we integrate this inequality to find
(3.3) (z7) B/ () 2™ (t) > / Q(T)AT fort >t; > 1.
t

From (2.2), since = > 1, we have

((x(t))l_ﬁ/a)A = (1 — E) /Ol[hx” + (1 = h)z] %222 (t)dh

«

< (1 - g) (27 (1))~ (b),

«

T2 (1) 1
()7 = (- 2)
Using (3.4) in (3.3) we have

// Q(r ATA5< 6[ Bty — P (ty)]

< Lxl_ﬁ/a(tl) < 00.

<3 a

(3.4) (P> fort > ty.

This contradicts condition (3.3) and completes the proof. n

The following criterion is concerned with the oscillation of all bounded solutions

of equation (1.1).
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Theorem 3.3. If condition (3.2) holds, then all bounded solutions of equation (1.1)
are oscillatory.

Proof. Let z(t) be a bounded nonoscillatory solution of equation (1.1), say x(t) > 0
for t >ty € T. There exist a constant C' > 0 and a t; > ¢y such that (3.1) holds and

(3.5) (27)P(t) > O fort > t,.
As in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we obtain (3.3). Using (3.5) in (3.3) we have

>C’/Q

Integrating this inequality from ¢; to ¢ we get
x(t) > x(ty) —|—C'// T)ATAs — 00 as t — o0.

A contradiction to the fact that z(t) is bounded on [tg,00). This completes the
proof. |

Remark 3.1. In Theorem 3.3, if z(¢) is not bounded and satisfies (1.2), then condi-
tion (3.2) is replaced by:

1 t t
3.6 lim su // T)ATAs > 0.
(36) o [T am Vo (r)ArAs iy s @)

From (3.1), there exist a constant 6, 0 < # < 1 and a t; > ¢, so that

(3.7) z(t) > Ota™(t) for t > t.
Using (3.5) and (3.7) in (3.3) we see that

z(t) > Ota™(t) > 0Ct / N Q(1)AT

In the case condition (3.2) is replaced by

(3.8) im sup <t /t N Q(T)AT) ~

This condition ensures the oscillation of all bounded solutions of equation (1.1).
When ( < «, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.4. If § < « and

(3.9) / s7°Q(s)As = oo

to

then every nontrivial solution = of equation (1.1) such that (1.2) holds is oscillatory.

Proof. Let x(t) be a nonoscillatory solution of equation (1.1) such that (1.2) holds.
Assume that z(t) > 0 for ¢ >ty € T. Then as in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we obtain
(3.3) which takes the form

(3.10) / Q(s)(x)%(s)As  for t >t > t,.
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Set

/ Q(s)(x7)*(s)As.
Then
(3.11) ut(t) = —Q(t)(z)P/(t) fort >t,.

Using (3.7) in (3.10), we see that
o) 2 00030 2 01 [ Qo)(a) " (5) s
(3.12) = Qtut(t) for t > t,.
Using (3.12) in (3.11) we obtain
(3.13) uB(t) < =Qt) (@) (t) < =Ct"*Q(t)(u)(t) for t >t
where C' = °/%. Thus
(w2 (ur(t) < —CtP/2Q(t) fort > ty.

Integrating this inequality, we find

(3.14) —/ (u?)P/*(s)u(s)As > C’/ s9°Q(s)As

t1 t1

From (2.2) and g < 1, we have

(ut=Ple))A = (1 — é) /Ol[hu" + (1 — h)u]"#*u”dh

«

(3.15)

v

(1 — é) (u) Pt (t) for t > t.

a
Using (3.15) in (3.14) we obtain a contradiction to (3.9). This completes the proof. &
For illustration we consider the following example

Example 3.1. Here, we shall reformulate results which are sufficient conditions for

the oscillation of equation (1.1).

If T =R, then conditions (3.2) and (3.8), respectively become,
(3.3) / / Q(7)drds =
and
(3.9) /OO s7°Q(s)ds = oo
where

0= (o)

We note that conditions (3.3)" and (3.9)" are new.
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If T = Z, then conditions (3.2) and (3.8), respectively, become

(3.3)" > ) QU=

n=ng j=n+1

and

(3.9)" > 37QU) = 00
J=no

where

0o 0o 1/a
1
Q(n) = a(n) Z Z q(s)
j=n+1s=5+1
We note that condition (3.3)” and (3.9)” are new.

We may employ other types of time scales e.g. T = hZ with h > 0, T = ¢"° with
q>1,T=N2 ... etc, see [5, 6]. The details are left to the reader.
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