
ar
X

iv
:2

30
1.

09
97

5v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

C
A

] 
 2

 F
eb

 2
02

3

MSC 34C10

Kamenev type conditions for oscillation of third order
linear ordinary differential equations

G. A. Grigorian

0019 Armenia c. Yerevan, str. M. Bagramian 24/5
Institute of Mathematics of NAS of Armenia

E - mail: mathphys2@instmath.sci.am, phone: 098 62 03 05, 010 35 48 61

Abstract. The Riccati equation method is used to establish Kamenev-type conditions for
the existence of oscillatory solutions to third order linear ordinary differential equations.
Three oscillatory theorems are proved, which generalize the Lazer’s oscillation criterion.
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1. Introduction. Let p(t), q(t) and r(t) be real-valued continuous functions on
[t0,+∞). Consider the third order linear ordinary differential equation

φ′′′ + p(t)φ′′ + q(t)φ′ + r(t)φ = 0, t ≥ t0.

Throughout this paper we will assume that p(t) is continuously differentiable on [t0,+∞).

Definition 1.1. A solution of Eq. (1.1) is called oscillatory if it has arbitrarily large
zeroes on [t0,+∞).

The study of the oscillatory behavior of solutions to linear third-order ordinary
differential equations is an important problem in the qualitative theory of differential
equations, and many works are devoted to it (see [1,2,4] and the works cited therein).
Among them notice the following result due to Lazer.

Theorem 1.1([4, Theorem 1.3]). If p(t) ≡ 0, q(t) ≤ 0, r(t) > 0, t ≥ t0 and

+∞
∫

t0

[

r(t)− 2

3
√
3
(−q(t))3/2

]

dt = +∞,

then Eq. (1.1) has oscillatory solutions. �
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In this paper, we use the Riccati equation method to establish Kamenev-type conditions
for the existence of oscillatory solutions to the equation. (1.1). Three oscillatory theorems
generalizing Theorem 1.1 are proved.

Auxiliary propositions. The following two lemmas are of fundamental importance
for the proof of the main results.

Lemma 2.1.([1, Lemma 2.2]) If q(t) ≤ 0, r(t) > 0, t ≥ t0 and φ(t) 6≡ 0 is a
solution of Eq. (1.1) with φ(t) ≥ 0 or φ(t) ≤ 0 eventually, then there exists T ∈ [t0,+∞)
such that either

φ(t)φ′(t) ≤ 0, t ≥ T (2.1)

or
φ(t)φ′(t) ≥ 0, t ≥ T and φ(t) > 0 for t ≥ T.

Furthermore if (2.1) holds, then

φ(t)φ′(t)φ′′(t) 6= 0, sgn φ(t) = sgn φ′′(t) 6= sgn φ′(t), t ≥ t0 (2.2)

and
lim

t→+∞

φ′(t) = lim
t→+∞

φ′′(t) = 0, lim
t→+∞

φ(t) = k 6= ±∞. (2.3)

�

Lemma 2.2([1. Lemma 2.3]). Let q(t) ≤ 0, r(t) > 0, t ≥ t0. A necessary and
sufficient condition for Eq. (1.1) to have oscillatory solutions is that for any nontrivial
solution (2.2) and (2.3) hold.

�

Let fk(t), gk(t), hk(t), k = 1, 2, be real-valued continuous functions on [t0,+∞).
Consider the Riccati equations

y′ + fk(t)y
2 + gk(t)y + hk(t) = 0, t ≥ t0, (2.4k)

k = 1, 2 and the differential inequalities

η′ + fk(t)η
2 + gk(t)η + hk(t) ≥ 0, t ≥ t0, (2.5k)

k = 1, 2.
Remark 2.1. Every solution of Eq. (2.42) on [t0, t1) is also a solution of the inequality

(2.52) on [t0, t1).
Remark 2.2. If f1(t) ≥ 0, t ∈ [t0, t1), then every solution of the linear equation

ζ ′ + g1(t)ζ + h1(t) = 0, t ∈ [t0, t1)
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is also a solution of the inequality (2.51) on [t0, t1).
Theorem 2.1 [3, Theorem 3.1]. Let y2(t) be a solution of Eq. (2.42) on [t0, τ0)

(t0 < τ0 ≤ +∞) and let η1(t) and η2(t) be solutions of the inequalities (2.51) and
(2.52) respectively on [t0, τ0) such that y2(t0) ≤ ηk(t0) k = 1, 2. In addition let the

following conditions be satisfied: f1(t) ≥ 0, γ − y2(t0) +
t
∫

t0

exp

{

τ
∫

t0

[f1(s)(η1(s) + η2(s)) +

g1(s)]ds

}[

(f2(τ)−f1(τ))
2y22(τ)+(g2(τ)−g1(τ))y2(τ)+h2(τ)−h1(τ)

]

dτ ≥ 0, t ∈ [t0, τ0)

for some γ ∈ [y2(t0), η1(t0)]. Then Eq. (2.41) has a solution y1(t) on [t0, τ0) with y1(t0) ≥ γ

and y1(t) ≥ y2(t), t ∈ [t0, τ0).
�

3. Oscillation criteria. We set:

p−(t) ≡ min{p(t), 0}, t ≥ t0, F (t, u) ≡ p(t)u2 + (q(t)− p′(t))u+ r(t), t ≥ t0, u ≥ 0

One can easily verify that for every fixed t ≥ t0 the minimum of the function F is

D(t) ≡







r(t), if p2(t) + 3(p′(t)− q(t)) < 0,

Fmin(t), if p2(t) + 3(p′(t)− q(t)) ≥ 0, t ≥ t0,

where Fmin(t) ≡ min
{

r(t),
[

√
p2(t)+3(p′(t)−q(t))−p(t)

3

]3

+ p(t)
[

√
p2(t)+3(p′(t)−q(t))−p(t)

3

]2

+

+(q(t)− p′(t))

√
p2(t)+3(p′(t)−q(t))−p(t)

3
+ r(t)

}

, t ≥ t0.

In the case p(t) ≡ 0, q(t) ≤ 0, r(t) > 0 we have

D(t) = r(t)− 2

3
√
3
(−q(t))3/2, t ≥ t0. (3.1)

Theorem 3.1. Let the following conditions be satisfied.
(a) r(t) > 0, q(t) ≤ 0, t ≥ t0.

(b) lim sup
t→+∞

1

tα+1

t
∫

t0

(t−τ)α
[

(t−τ)D(τ)−α + 1

9
p2
−
(τ)

]

dτ = +∞, for some α > 0.

Then Eq. (1.1) has oscillatory solutions.
Proof. By Lemma 2.1 it follows from the conditions (a) that for every nontrivial

solution φ(t) of Eq. (1.1) with φ(t) ≥ 0 or φ(t) ≤ 0 eventually there exists T ≥ t0 such
that either

φ′(t)φ(t) ≤ 0, t ≥ T

3



or
φ′(t)φ(t) ≥ 0, t ≥ T and φ(t) > 0 for t ≥ T. (3.2)

By virtue of Lemma 2.2 to prove the theorem it is enough to show that the relations (3.2)

are impossible. Suppose, at contrary, that (3.2) is valid. Then y(t) ≡ φ′(t)
φ(t)

, t ≥ T is a
solution to the second order Riccati equation

y′′ + 3y[p(t) + y]y′ + y3 + p(t)y2 + q(t)y + r(t) = 0, t ≥ T.

Therefore, for y(t) the following equality holds.

y′(t)+
3

2
y2(t)+p(t)y(t)+

t
∫

T

[y3(τ)+p(τ)y2(τ)+(q(τ)−p′(τ))y(τ)+ r(τ)]dτ = cT , t ≥ T,

where cT ≡ y′(T ) + 3
2
y2(T ) + p(t)y(T ). Since y(t) ≥ 0, t ≥ T from the last equality we

obtain

y′(t) +
3

2
y2(t) + p−(t)y(t) ≤ −

t
∫

T

D(τ)dτ + cT , t ≥ T. (3.3).

This inequality we can rewrite in the form

y′(t) +
3

2

(

y(t) +
p−(t)

3

)2

≤ −
t

∫

T

D(τ)dτ +
p2
−
(t)

9
+ cT , t ≥ T.

Therefore,

y(t) ≤ −
t

∫

T

dτ

τ
∫

T

D(ξ)dξ +
1

9

t
∫

T

p2
−
(τ)dτ + cT (t− T ), t ≥ T. (3.4)

Without loss of generality we can take that T > 0. For any α > 0 and M > 0 consider
the integral operator

KM,αφ(t) ≡
α(α+ 1)

tα+1

t
∫

T

(t− τ)α−1φ(τ)dτ, t ≥ M φ ∈ C([M,+∞)).

4



Obviously this operator is monotone in the sense that if φj(t) ∈ C([M,+∞)), j = 1, 2,
φ1(t) ≥ φ2(t), t ≥ M , then (KM,αφ1)(t) ≥ (KM,αφ2)(t), t ≥ M. Due to this, acting on
both sides of (3.4) by operator KT,α and making some simplifications we obtain

α(α + 1)

tα+1

t
∫

T

(t− τ)α−1y(τ)dτ ≤ − 1

tα+1

t
∫

T

(t− τ)α+1D(τ)dτ +
(α+ 1)

9tα+1

t
∫

T

(t− τ)αp2
−
(τ)dτ+

+
α(α+ 1)cT

tα+1

t
∫

T

(t− τ)α−1(τ − T )dτ +
α(α + 1)

tα+1
y(T )

t
∫

T

(t− τ)α−1dτ, t ≥ T. (3.5)

Consider the function

∆(t) ≡ 1

tα+1

T
∫

t0

(t− τ)α+1D(τ)dτ − α + 1

9tα+1

T
∫

t0

(t− τ)αp2
−
(τ)dτ+

+
α(α + 1)cT

tα+1

t
∫

T

(t− τ)α−1(τ − T )dτ +
α(α+ 1)

tα+1
y(T )

t
∫

T

(t− τ)αdτ t ≥ T.

We have

|∆(t)| ≤ (t− T )α+1

tα+1

T
∫

t0

|D(τ)|dτ+ (α + 1)(t− t0)
α

9tα+1

T
∫

t0

p2
−
(τ)dτ+

+α(α+ 1)cT
(t− T )α−1

tα+1

(t− T )2

2
+

α(α+ 1)y(T )(t− T )α+1

tα+1
, t ≥ T. (3.6)

Rewrite (3.5) in the form

α(α + 1)

tα+1

t
∫

t0

(t−τ)α−1y(τ)dτ ≤ − 1

tα+1

t
∫

t0

(t−τ)α
[

(t−τ)D(τ)−(α + 1)

9
p2
−
(τ)

]

dτ+

+∆(t), t ≥ T. (3.7)

It follows from (3.5) that ∆(t) is a bounded function. Then from the condition (b) of the
theorem it follows that the right part of (3.7) takes negative values in some points t ≥ T ,
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whereas the hypothesis (3,2) implies that the left part of (3.2) is nonnegative for all t ≥ T.

We have obtained a contradiction, completing the proof of the theorem.
Due to (3.1) from Theorem 3.1 we obtain immediately
Corollary 3.1. If p(t) ≡ 0, q(t) ≤ 0, r(t) > 0, t ≥ t0 and for some α > 1

lim sup
t→+∞

1

tα

t
∫

t0

(t− τ)α
[

r(τ)− 2

3
√
3
(−q(τ))3/2

]

dτ = +∞,

then Eq. (1.1) has oscillatory solutions.
Theorem 3.2. Let the condition (a) of Theorem 3.1 and the following conditions be

satisfied

(c)
+∞
∫

t0

D(τ)dτ = +∞,

(d) there exists α > 0 such that

lim sup
t→+∞

1

tα+1

t
∫

t0

(t− τ)α
[

(t− τ)D(τ)− (α + 1)p−(τ)
]

dτ = +∞.

Then Eq. (1.1) has oscillatory solutions.
Proof. Let the condition (a) of Theorem 3.1 holds. To prove the theorem it is enough,

as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, to show that (3.2) cannot be satisfied. Assume the contrary,
that (3.2) is true. Then (3.3) holds. We set

λ(t) ≡ −
t

∫

T

D(τ)dτ + cT − y′(t)− 3

2
y2(t)− p−(t)y(t), t ≥ T.

It follows from (3.3) that
λ(t) ≥ 0, t ≥ T. (3.8)

Consider the Riccati equations

y′ +
3

2
y2 + p−(t)y + λ(t) = −

t
∫

T

D(τ)dτ + cT , t ≥ T, (3.9)

u′ +
3

2
u2 + p−(t)u = 0, t ≥ T. (3.10)

6



It follows from the condition (c) that there exists T1 ≥ T such that

t
∫

T

D(τ)dτ ≥ cT , t ≥ T1. (3.11)

Obviously y(t) is a solution of Eq. (3.9) on [T1,+∞). Then applying Theorem 2.1 to the
pair of equations (3.9) and (3.10) and taking into account (3.8) and (3.11) we conclude
that the solution u(t) of Eq. (3.10) with u(T1) > y(T1) exists on [T1,+∞) and

u(t) ≥ y(t), t ≥ T1. (3.12)

It is well known that u(t) can be represent in the following explicit form (as a solution of
a Bernoully equation)

u(t) =

u(T1) exp

{

−
t
∫

T1

p−(τ)dτ

}

1 + 3
2
u(T1)

t
∫

T1

exp

{

−
τ
∫

T1

p−(s)ds

}

dτ

, t ≥ T1.

Then from (3.12) it follows

p−(t)y(t)−
p−(t)u(T1) exp

{

−
t
∫

T1

p−(τ)dτ

}

1 + 3
2
u(T1)

t
∫

T1

exp

{

−
τ
∫

T1

p−(s)ds

}

dτ

≥ 0, t ≥ T1.

This together with (3.3) implies

y′(t) ≤ −
t

∫

T

D(τ)dτ + cT −
p−(t)u(T1) exp

{

−
t
∫

T1

p−(τ)dτ

}

1 + 3
2
u(T1)

t
∫

T1

exp

{

−
τ
∫

T1

p−(s)ds

}

dτ

.

Integrating this inequality from T1 to t we obtain

y(t) ≤ −
t

∫

T1

dτ

τ
∫

T

D(s)ds+ ln

[

1 +
3

2
u(T1)

t
∫

T1

exp

{

−
τ

∫

T1

p−(s)ds

}

dτ

]

+ y(T1) + cT (t− T ),

7



t ≥ T1. From here it follows (since p−(t) ≤ 0, t ≥ t0)

y(t) ≤ −
t

∫

T1

dτ

τ
∫

T

D(s)ds+ln

[

1+
3

2
u(T1)(t−T1) exp

{

−
t

∫

T1

p−(s)ds

}]

+y(T1)+ cT (t−T ),

t ≥ T1. For any T2 > T1 from here we obtain

y(t) ≤ −
t

∫

T1

dτ

τ
∫

T

D(s)ds+

t
∫

T1

p−(s)ds+ L(t) + ln(t− T1) = cT (t− T ), t ≥ T2, (3.13)

where L(t) ≡ ln

[

1+ 3
2
u(T1)(t− T1) exp

{

−
t
∫

T1

p−(s)ds

}]

−
t
∫

T1

p−(s)ds− ln(t− T1) + y(T1),

t ≥ T2. We claim that L(t) is bounded on [T2,+∞). Indeed, we have

|L(t)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ln

[

1 +
3

2
u(T1)(t− T1) exp

{

−
t

∫

T1

p−(s)ds

}]

−

− ln

[

3

2
u(T1)(t− T1) exp

{

−
t

∫

T1

p−(s)ds

}]

+ ln
[3

2
u(T1)

]

+ y(T1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ln
[3

2
u(T1)

]

+ y(T1) + ln

[

1 +
2

3u(T1) exp

{

−
t
∫

T1

p−(s)ds

}

(t− T1)

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

ln

[

3

2
u(T1)

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

+ y(T1) + ln

[

1 +
2

3u(T1)(T2 − T1)

]

, t ≥ T2.

Therefore L(t) is bounded on [T2,+∞). From (3.13) we get

y(t) ≤ −
t

∫

T2

dτ

τ
∫

T

D(s)ds−
t

∫

T2

p−(s)ds+ J(t), t ≥ T2, (3.14)

where

J(t) ≡ L(t)−
T2
∫

T1

dτ

τ
∫

T

D(s)ds−
T2
∫

T1

p−(s)ds+ln(t−T1)−(t−T2)

T2
∫

T

D(s)ds+cT (t−T ), t ≥ T2.

8



Since L(t) is bounded on [T2,+∞) we have

J(t) = O(t), t → +∞. (3.15)

Acting on both sides of (3.14) by the operator KT2.α we obtain

α(α + 1)

tα+1

t
∫

T2

(t−τ)α−1y(τ)dτ ≤ − 1

tα+1

t
∫

T2

(t−τ)α+1D(τ)dτ+

+
α + 1

tα+1

t
∫

T2

(t− τ)αp−(τ)dτ +
α(α + 1)

tα+1

t
∫

T2

(t− τ)α−1J(τ)dτ, t ≥ T2.

Hence,

α(α + 1)

tα+1

t
∫

T2

(t−τ)α−1y(τ)dτ ≤ − 1

tα+1

t
∫

t0

(t−τ)α+1D(τ)dτ+

+
α + 1

tα+1

t
∫

t0

(t− τ)αp−(τ)dτ +∆1(t), t ≥ T2, (3.16)

where

∆1(t) ≡
1

tα+1

T2
∫

t0

(t−τ)α+1D(τ)dτ−

− α + 1

tα+1

T2
∫

t0

(t− τ)αp−(τ)dτ − α(α+ 1)

tα+1

T2
∫

t0

(t− τ)α−1J(τ)dτ, t ≥ T2.

It follows from (3.15) that ∆1(t) is a bounded function on [T2,+∞). Then it follows from
the condition (d) of the theorem that the right side of (3.16) takes negative values at
some points t of the interval [T2,+∞), while the left side is always nonnegative. We have
obtained a contradiction, which completes the proof of the theorem.

Example 3.1. Let t0 = 1, p(t) = −Mtγ , M > 0, γ ∈ R, q(t) ≡ 0, r(t) =
Ntβ − δ(t), N > 0, β > −1, t ≥ 1, where δ(t) = 0, if Mt2γ − 3γtγ−1 < 0 and δ(t) =

min
{

0,
[

√
M2t2γ−3Mγtγ−1+Mtγ

3

]3

−Mtγ
[

√
M2t2γ−3Mγtγ−1+Mtγ

3

]2

−Mγtγ−1

√
M2t2γ−3Mγtγ−1+Mtγ

3

}

,

9



if Mt2γ − 3γtγ−1 ≥ 0, t ≥ 1. Then, obviously, D(t) = Ntβ , p−(t) = −Mtγ , t ≥ 1.
Therefore, it is easy to check that, for γ−1 < β < 2γ−1 all the conditions of Theorem 3.2
are satisfied, but the condition (b) of Theorem 3.1 is not.

Theorem 3.3 Let the condition (a) of Theorem 3.1 and the following conditions be
satisfied

(e) lim inf
t→+∞

t
∫

t0

D(τ)dτ > −∞,

(f) p−(t) = p−,1(t) + p−,2(t), p−,j(t) ≤ 0, j = 1, 2, t ≥ t0,
+∞
∫

t0

|p−,1(t)|dt < +∞ and

p−,2(t) is bounded,
(g) for some α > 1

lim sup
t→+∞

1

tα

t
∫

t0

(t− τ)αD(τ)dτ = +∞.

Then Eq. (1.1) has oscillatory solutions.
Proof. By the condition (a) to prove the theorem it is enough to show that the relation

(3.2) cannot be satisfied. Assume (3.2) is valid. Then (3.3) holds. Rewrite (3.3) in the form

y′(t) +
3

2

(

y(t) +
p−,2(t)

3

)2

+ p−,1(t)y(t) ≤ −
t

∫

T

D(τ)dτ + cT +
p2
−,2(t)

9
, t ≥ T.

It follows from here that

y′(t) + p−,1(t)y(t) ≤ −
t

∫

T

D(τ)dτ + cT +
p2
−,2(t)

9
, t ≥ T. (3.17)

Since p−,2(t) is bounded it follows from the condition (e) that

t
∫

T

D(τ)dτ − cT − p−,2(t)

9
≥ −eT t ≥ T, (3.18)

for some eT > 0. We set

λ1(t) ≡ −
t

∫

T

D(τ)dτ + cT +
p−,2(t)

9
− y′(t)− p−,1(t)y(t), t ≥ T.

10



It follows from (3.17) that
λ1(t) ≥ 0, t ≥ T. (3.19)

Consider the linear equations

u′ + p−.1(t)u+ λ1(t) +

t
∫

T

D(τ)dτ − cT − p−,2(t)

9
= 0, t ≥ T. (3.20)

v′ + p−.1(t)v − eT = 0, t ≥ T. (3.21)

Obviously y(t) is a solution of Eq. (3.20) on [T,+∞) and

v(t) ≡ exp

{

−
t

∫

T

p−,1(τ)dτ

}[

y(T ) + eT

t
∫

T

exp

{

τ
∫

T

p−,1(s)ds

}

dτ

]

, t ≥ T

is a solution of Eq. (3.21) on [T,+∞) with u(T ) = y(T ). Obviously we can interpret the
equations (3.20) and (3.21) as Riccati equations with ≡ 0 coefficients of u2 and v2. Then
applying Theorem 2.1 to these equations and taking into account (3.18) and (3.19) we
conclude that y(t) ≤ v(t), t ≥ T . Hence,

p−,1(t)y(t) ≥ p−,1(t)v(t), t ≥ T (since y(t) > 0, p−,1(t) ≤ 0, t ≥ T ).

This together with (3.17) implies

y′(t) ≤ −
t

∫

T

D(τ)dτ + fT (t), t ≥ T,

where

fT (t) ≡ cT +
p2
−,2(t)

9
− p−,1(t)v(t), t ≥ T.

Integrating the obtained inequality from T to t we obtain

y(t) ≤ y(T )−
t

∫

Y

dτ

τ
∫

T

D(s)ds+

t
∫

T

fT (τ)dτ, t ≥ T. (3.22)

It is not difficult to verify (by integrating by parts) that

t
∫

T

p−,1(τ)v(τ)dτ = exp

{

−
t

∫

T

p−,1(τ)dτ

}[

y(T )+eT

t
∫

T

exp

{

τ
∫

T

p−,1(s)ds

}]

−

11



−y(T )−eT (t−T ), t ≥ T.

Then, obviously,
fT (t) = O(t), as t → +∞. (3.23)

Without loss of generality we can take that T > 0. Then acting on both sides of (3.22)
by the operator KT,α−1 (here α > 1) we obtain

(α− 1)α

tα

t
∫

T

(t−τ)α−1y(τ)dτ ≤ 1

tα

t
∫

T

(t−τ)αD(τ)dτ+
(α− 1)α

tα

t
∫

T

(t−τ)α−2dτ

τ
∫

T

fT (s)ds,

t ≥ T . Hence,

(α− 1)α

tα

t
∫

T

(t− τ)α−1y(τ)dτ ≤ 1

tα

t
∫

t0

(t− τ)αD(τ)dτ + FT (t), t ≥ T, (3.24)

where FT (t) ≡ − 1
tα

T
∫

t0

(t − τ)αD(τ)dτ + (α−1)α
tα

t
∫

T

(t − τ)α−2dτ
τ
∫

T

fT (s)ds, t ≥ T. It follows

from (3,23) that the function FT (t) is bounded on [T,+∞). Obviously the left part of
(3.24) is nonnegative for all t ≥ T . However, it follows from the condition (g) of the
theorem that the right part of (3.24) takes negative values in some points of [T,+∞). We
have obtained a contradiction, completing the proof of the theorem.

Remark 3.1. Theorems 3.1 - 3.3 are generalizations of Theorem 1.1.
Example 3.2. Assume

p(t) = M







−n3 sin2[n5π(t− n)], t ∈ [n, n+ 1
n5 ].

0, t ∈ (n + 1
n5 ),

M = const > 0, n = 1, 2, . . . . Obviously p(t) is continuously differentiable on [1,+∞)
and p−(t) = p(t), t ≥ 1. Let q(t) ≡ 0, r(t) = r0 + δ1(t), t ≥ 1, where r0 > 0, δ1(t) = 0,

if p2(t) + 3p′(t) < 0 and δ1(t) = min
{

0,
[

√
p2(t)+3p′(t)−p(t)

3

]3

+ p(t)
[

√
p2(t)+3p′(t)−p(t)

3

]2

− p−

(t)

√
p2(t)+3p′(t)−p(t)

3

}

, if p2(t) + 3p′(t) ≥ 0, t ≥ 1. Then obviously

D(t) ≡ r0 > 0, t ≥ 1 (3.25)
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and
+∞
∫

t0

|p−,1(t)|dt =
+∞
∫

t0

|p(t)|dt ≤
+∞
∑

n=1

1
n2 < +∞. Therefore all conditions of Theorem 3.3

for this case of coefficients of Eq (1.1) are satisfied. Let us show that for this case the
condition (b) of Theorem 3.1 is not satisfied for all M ≥ 12r0. We have

n+1
∫

n

p2
−
(t)dt = n6

n+ 1

n5
∫

n

sin4(n5π(t− n))dt =
Mn

π

π
∫

0

sin4 τdτ =
3Mn

8
, n = 1, 2, . . . .

It follows from here that

t
∫

1

p2
−
(τ)dτ ≥ 3M(t− 1)t

16
, t ≥ 1.

This together with (3.25) implies

t
∫

1

(t−τ)α[(t−τ)D(τ)− α + 1

9
p2
−
(τ)]dτ ≤

t
∫

1

(t− τ)α

2
[r0τ

2−M(α + 1)

12
(τ−1)τ ]dτ, t ≥ 1.

Therefore, if M ≥ 12r0, then the condition (b) of Theorem 3.1 is not satisfied,
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