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Abstract. We derive Lyapunov-type inequalities for general third order nonlinear equations in-
volving multiple y-Laplacian operators of the form

(w2 (1 ()))) +q(x)f (u) =0,

where Y, and y; are odd, increasing functions, y» is super-multiplicative, Y is sub-multiplicative,
and ﬁ is convex, and f is a continuous function which satisfies a sign condition. Our results

utilize g+ and g_, as opposed to |g| which appears in most results in the literature. Addi-
tionally, these new inequalities generalize previously obtained results, and the proofs utilize a
different technique than most other works in the literature. Furthermore, using the obtained in-
equalities, we obtain a constraint on the location of the maximum of a solution, properties of
oscillatory solutions, and an upper bound for the number of zeroes.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we establish Lyapunov-type inequalities for a generalized third order
nonlinear differential equation in the form

(w2 ((y1 (1)) + q(x)f (u) =0, (1.1
with one of the following two boundary conditions:
u(a) = u(b) = 0,u(x) #0 forx € (a,b), (w1 (")) (§) = 0 for some & € [a,b], (1.2)
and

u(a) =u(b) =u(c) =0,u(x) # 0 forx € (a,b) U (b,c). (1.3)
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Throughout this paper, unless mentioned otherwise, we will assume the following:

(H1) y; and y, are odd and increasing functions.

(H2) w(s) is sub-multiplicative on [0,e) and W%(s) is a convex function for s > 0.

(H3) wn(s) is super-multiplicative on [0, o)
(H4) g € C([a,b],R) and can change sign in [a,b].
(H5) f:R — R is odd continuous function and satisfies sf(s) > 0 for s # 0.

To establish the Lyapunov-type inequalities for a general nonlinear equation (.1,
it is fundamental that y; is sub-multiplicative and y; is super-multiplicative. Below
we provide the definition of a sub and super-multiplicative functions, respectively.

DEFINITION 1.1. A function v:A — [0,09] is sub-multiplicative if v(xy) < v(x)v(y)
Sorall x,y € A. A function w: A — [0,00] is super-multiplicative if w(xy) > w(x)w(y)
forall x,y € A.

In [[L1} 20], the basic properties and some examples of sub-multiplicative func-
tions are given. These class of functions frequently appear in the semi-group theory
[14], interpolation theory [1| [17]] play a significant role in the theory of operators on
Orlicz spaces, see [16] for details. The power function v(x) =x” (x > 0), where p € R
is a common example of the sub-multiplicative class of functions. This gives rise to
the classical p—Laplacian ¢,(x) = |x|P"'x, p > 1 as an important example of a sub-
multiplicative function. Note that Eq. (II)) becomes an equation involving the classical
p-Laplacian operator when Y and y» are replaced by ¢,,’s. A similar discussion can
be made about super-multiplicative functions. In fact, the motivation behind this pa-
per is that the sub-multiplicative and super-multiplicative class of functions allow us to
consider a much greater class of operators and nonlinearities which in turn provides the
most general result in the literature. In particular, our proofs do not require yi, ¥, and
f to be power functions but covers those as special cases.

Now we briefly visit the historical developments of the Lyapunov-type inequali-
ties. In [19], A.M. Lyapunov considered the following second order linear boundary
value problem (BVP)

W'+ qx)u=0, u(a)=u(b)=0, (1.4)

and obtained the following result.

THEOREM 1.1.  Assume (L4) has a nontrivial solution u(x) and u(x) # 0 for
x € (a,b). Then

b 4
[ lat)iax > = (15

The inequality (I.3) is commonly referred to as the Lyapunov inequality. It has
wide reaching applications in many areas of differential equations including eigenvalue
problems, boundary value problems, and oscillation to name a few. As a result, it
has been improved and extended in numerous directions. The first improvement on



Lyapunov’s result was done by Wintner [23], by replacing |g(x)| in (L3) with g4 (x) :=
max,c[,5{¢(x),0}. In particular, under the same assumptions as in Theorem [L.1 he
obtained

b 4
/ 4 (x> . (1.6)

Yang [26] extended (L.6) in the direction of a second order quasilinear BVP

(9a () +q(x)9a(u) =0, u(a)=u(b)=0,
where ¢q (1) = |u|* 'u, o > 0, and obtained

b 2o+l

dx > ———. 1.7
/a q+(x) X (b—a)o‘ ( )
It is clear that (I.7) reduces to (I.6) when o = 1. Further improvements and gener-
alizations of Lyapunov-type inequalities have been made by a number of researchers
and we refer the interested reader to [2, 3} 9} 12} [13} [18} 21} 23| 24]. Among those, a
particularly interesting result was formulated by Sanchez and Vergara [24], where the

authors considered a general nonlinear second order equation

(W) +q(x)f(u) =0. (1.8)

Here y(u) is a sub-multiplicative operator. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem
[L1] the authors obtained

/abq+(x) 5/(”) dx > (1.9)

2
(u) y(5e)

Inequality (1.9) is the most general for the second order case as it includes (1.7) and
(I.6) for some specific choices of the operator y. Although, the Lyapunov-type in-
equalities are well developed for the even order equations, there were no results existed
for the odd order equations until late 1990. It was Parhi and Panigrahi [22], who first
developed the Lyapunov-type inequalities in 1999 for the third order linear equation

u" +q(x)u=0, (1.10)
with each of the following two boundary conditions.
u(a) = u(b) =0 and u” (&) = 0 for some & € [a,b], (1.11)

and
u(a) =u(b) =u(c)=0. (1.12)

We summarize their results in the following theorem.

THEOREM 1.2. (a) Assume Eq. (L1Q) has a nontrivial solution u(x) satisfying

(T I0). Then ,
4
/a gldx> = (1.13)




(b) Assume Eq. (L10) has a nontrivial solution u(x) satisfying (L12). Then

e 4
/a gl > o (1.14)

The work of Parhi and Panigrahi inspired researchers to establish Lyapunov-type
inequalities for odd order cases, as seen in [4} 15, |6} [7, 18} [10} (15} 27, 28]]. The third
order quasilinear equation was studied by Dhar and Kong in 2014. In [3], the authors
considered

(¢a, ((0ay (1)) + q(x) Pt 0, () = 0, (1.15)

where ¢,(x) = [x|?"'x, p >0 and p = 0y, a with each of the following two boundary
conditions.

u(a) =u(b) = 0,u(x) # 0 forx € (a,b), (9o, ('))'(§) = 0 for some & € [a,b], (1.16)

u(a) =u(b) =u(c) =0,u(x) # 0 forx € (a,b) U (b,c). (1.17)

We summarize their results in the following theorem.

THEOREM 1.3. (a) Assume Eq. (L13) has a nontrivial solution u(x) satisfying

(16). Then
£ b 2 (i +1)a
/a q,(x)dx—i—/é q+(x)dx > (b—a) . (1.18)

(b) Assume Eq. (L13) has a nontrivial solution u(x) satisfying (LT1). Then

& b 7\ (athen
max _(x dx+/ X dx} > ( ) . (1.19)
mox { ["a-wavs [ a0 —

Their result is also an improvement of Theorem[I.2] even for the linear case, using
the positive (g (x)) and negative (g—(x) := max,c(,5{—q(x),0}) parts of g(x), as
opposed to |g(x)]|.

In this article, we obtain the Lyapunov-type inequalities for the third order non-
linear equations in the form (LI). Our work is an extension of Sanchez and Vergara’s
work [24]] from the second order case to the third order case. Moreover, our results
cover the results obtained by Dhar and Kong [5] as a special case and provides the
most general result for the third order nonlinear equations. In addition to that, we em-
ploy new techniques to prove our main results which does not require the use of the
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality as is seen in the majority of the works in the literature. As
applications of our obtained results, we discuss the upper bound on the number of zeros
of a nontrivial solution, criterion for oscillatory solutions, and comment on the location
of the maximum of a nontrivial solution.




2. Main Results

We first recall some well known results from the literature which will be useful to
prove our main theorems and subsequent results.

LEMMA 2.1. (Jensen’s Inequality) Let g be a convex function and t € [0,1]. Then

gtxy + (1 —1)xp) <tg(xy) + (1 —1)g(x2). (2.1)
Furthermore,
1 Y 1 Y
g <N k;x;c> < Nk;g(XkL NeN., (2.2)

We are now prepared to present our first result on Lyapunov-type Inequalities.
THEOREM 2.1. Assume (H1)— (H5) holds and Eq. (L)) has a nontrivial solu-
tion u(x) satisfying (L2). Then

13 2
/ ¢ (O dxt [ g2 (D) dr > s (b—) (2.3)
a g Vi )

where ®(u) = wz{u(f%)'

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume u(x) > 0 on (a,b). Since u(x) satis-
fies (L2), there exists ¢ € (a,b) such that u(c) = max,c|, 5 u(x). By the Mean Value
Theorem, there exist 7; € (a,c) and 7, € (¢,b) such that

ulb)—u(c) —u(c)

oo ule)—u(a) _ u(c) oy _
W' (1) = — _C_aandu(‘cg)— e o (2.4)
Recall that ﬁ is convex. Hence using 2.I)) with 7 = %, x1=c—a,and x, =b—c,
we have
2 v .t 1 [ll/l (u(c)) L (u(C))} .
(59 = wile—a)  wb-0 W) [yic—a  yib-c
It follows that
() _ ¥ (C-9E) v (G-05)
vi(54) © wile—a) vi(b—c)

Since y; is sub-multiplicative, we obtain

% < (C”(_LD w (ZEC)L)

Using (2.4), we have

M <y (n)) - () = /Tz —(y1 () dx. 2.5)
vi (%) "




Recall that (w7 (u'))'(£) =0 and y, is 0dd, we have y,((y1(«'))")(€) =0. Integrating
(L) from & to ¢ and using this fact, we have

va((y1 ())) = — /é " () f(w) ds.

Since y» is odd, it follows that

)y = s (- [ o)) as) =ws' / ) ds).

Replacing (y;(«'))" in 2.3), we obtain

Dividing both sides by b — a, we have

= vi(u(c))  &-—
wi(e) 0

We discuss two cases based on the nature of .
Case 1: Assume Y, is convex. Applying v, to (2.6), we have

v (%) <we (=t ([ osar) + =2y ([ aswar) ).

Using @2.I) with 7 = ? , we have

—a

ot ([Fa- o)+ =2 ([erwas).
(2.6)




Case 2: Assume Y, is concave. Then for xj,x; € [0,00), we have
va(x1 +x2) < Yo (xr) + ya(x).

Recall that %, % <1, so from (2.6) we have

Applying v, and using (2.7), we have

2y (u(c)) : ’
" (W) < [fe-wrwart [ ewrwan

In each case, we have

2
7 Vi (u(c)) ¢
1) Mib_a / q- u)dx+ / g+ (x
i (%)
Using the fact that y; is super-multiplicative, we have

2

2 :
‘lfz(‘lfl(u(c)))ll&(%?_a)) /q dx+/ g+ (x

2

Therefore because y; and y» are increasing, we obtain

2

Wz(wl”(_%)) /jq dX+/ q+(x

where ®(u) = v (’:,(/I zu)) The proof is now complete.

fp"’( (/ a-0rwas) s ([ ao)rwas).

2.7)

O

In the next theorem, we present a Lyapunov-type Inequality for Eq. (ILI) with a

three point boundary condition (L.3).

THEOREM 2.2. Assume (H1)— (H5) holds and Eq. (L) has a nontrivial solu-

tion u(x) satisfying (L3). Then either

E€lab

¢ b =
max] {/a q—(x)D(u)dx+ : q+(x)<l>(u)dx} >y (m) ;

or

Jmax {/ q- (u)dX+[§Cq+(X)¢(u)dX} > ¥ <wlc(%bb)) :

(2.9)



As a result,

G€lad]

max {/f q—(x)®(u) dx-i—/;6]+(X)CI>(”) dx} > V2 (r

where ®(u) = %

Proof. By Rolle’s Theorem, there exist x; € [a,b] and x; € [b,¢] such that u(x;) =
' (xp) = 0. Further application of the Mean Value Theorem shows that there exists
some & € (x1,x2) such that

(V/l (u/((g))), _ Y1 ("‘/(x2)) -V ("‘/(x2)) _ v1(0) — 1 (0) 0.

X2 — X X-x

Since y» is odd, we have

2 ((V’l (1/(5)))/) =0.

Clearly, either £ € (a,b] or & € [b,c). If & € (a,b], then applying Theorem 2.1, we
have

= </€ (x)®(u)d +/b () ®(u)d @.11)
v (54) B x u x x u x7 .
V2 v (%a) ; q : q+
hence (Z8) holds. Similarly, if & € [b,c) then we have
2 : .
17 <W§b)) </b Q—(x)fb(u)dx—k/é g+ (x)P(u)dx. (2.12)

Hence [2.9) holds. It is trivial to see that both 2.8) and 2.9) lead to (2.10). This
concludes the proof. |

Since g_(x),q+(x) < |g(x)|, the following results follow directly from Theorems

2.1 and 2.2.

COROLLARY 2.1. (a)Assume (H1)— (HS5) holds and Eq. (1) has a nontrivial
solution u(x) satisfying (L2). Then

: 2
[ g dr > v, (W)

(b) Assume (H1) — (H5) holds and Eq. (1) has a nontrivial solution u(x) satisfying
(@3). Then

and



As a result,

c =
| i x> vo (@)

It is clear that the results provided in Corollary 2.1]is simpler that those given in
Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. However, these are much weaker as well. For example, if £ =a
then Theorem 2.1 lead to

e )]

and if £ = b then Theorem 2.1 lead to

/6]+ dx>1//2< b(%)>

These can not be observed from Corollary 2.1

REMARK 2.1. Let yp, y», and f be signed power functions of the form y; (x) =
x|~ x, yo(x) = |x|% 1x, and f(x) = |x|%% ~!x for oy, ap > 0. Hence, (LI) reduces
to the quasilinear equation (I.I3) which was studied by Dhar and Kong in [22]]. In this

case, ®(u) =1 and
v, ﬁ _ ( 2 )OCQ(OC1+1)
v (55) b—a

Thus we have by Theorem 2.1

13 b 9\ Celatl)
/a q—(X)der/é q+(x)dx > (b_a> ;

which is consistent with the results obtained by the authors in [3]. A same argument
holds true for & = o = 1, i.e., the linear case. We leave the details for the interested
reader.

Let us now suppose that the nonlinearity of f lies between power functions. In
particular, we suppose there exist positive constants p,c;, and ¢, such that

c1]s|? < |f(s)] < cals|? forall s € R. (2.13)

We are concerned with the location of the point where a solution of Eq. (I.I)) attains
a maximum, specifically with the case when y; and y, are power functions. For the
following propositions, we will assume y(s) = |s|® s and y;(s) = |s|® s, and the
inequality in (Z.13) holds.

PROPOSITION 2.1.  Assume (H1)— (H4) holds and Eq. (1) has a nontrivial
solution u(x) satisfying (L2). Let M = |u(d)| = ||u|| = max,<.<p|u(x)| > 0, and
suppose p — a0 > 0. Then d cannot be too close to a or b.



Proof. By Corollary 2.1, we have

2 o (og+1)
(b—a) / la(x |°‘1°‘2

<o / 90l dx
a

b
<czM"_“‘“2/ |g(x)| dx.
a

Since [”|g(x)|dx < oo, this shows that d cannot be too close to a or b. O

It is clear from the above proposition that we may obtain a lower bound for ||u||«
easily. A similar result for a three point condition can be formulated the same way. We
present the result below. To avoid redundancy, we omit the proof.

PROPOSITION 2.2. Assume (H1)— (H4) holds and Eq. (L1) has a nontrivial
solution u(x) satisfying (L3). Let M = |u(d)| = ||u||. = max,<y<¢|u(x)] > 0, and
suppose p — a0 > 0. Then d cannot be too close to a,b, or c.

We now explore the changes in distance between consecutive zeros of an oscilla-
tory solution of Eq. (LI).

THEOREM 2.3.  Assume (H1) — (H5) holds and Eq. (IL1) has a nontrivial solu-
tion u(x). Suppose {t}y_, is an increasing sequence of zeros of u(x) in [0,0). Let
there exists ¢ > 1 such that for any M > 0

i+M
/ lg(s)|° ds — 0 as t — oo. (2.14)
t

Then tyip—1t, —> o0 as n — oo.

Proof. Assume the contrary, that there exists M > 0 and a subsequence {,, };",
of {t,}_, such that #, 5 —1,, <M for large k. By the assumption,

[nk+2 [nk“v’M
/t |q(x)|dx§/ 1g(x)] dx — 0 as k — oo,

g Iy
By Corollary (2.1), since y; is increasing we have

2

ln —In A
/ o g (x)|®(u)dx >y 71'“,“ [_k, >y M . (2.15)
, v ( ny+2 "k)
2

g

By applying Holder’s Inequality
I 1
/|g |dx<(/ l8(x |dx> (/ |h(x)|sdx> : (2.16)
a

10



with g(x) = g(x),h(x) = B(),r = 0,5 = %1

v (vn@)) < ( ab|q(x)|°dx>% (/abqn(u)%dx>%l ~o0.

2
This gives us a contradiction, because Y, (W) >0. O
17

In the following we discuss the zero count of a non-trivial solution of Eq. (I.T) on
a given interval.

THEOREM 2.4. Assume (H1) — (H5) holds and Eq. (L1) has a nontrivial solu-

tion u(x). Suppose {tk},%ilfrl, N € N is an increasing sequence of zeroes of u(x) in a

compact interval [a,b]. Then

=5 {7 awetar [* gwoia
—1 max —(x)®(u)dx x)®(u)dx ¢,
& Y1 b%a) f=1 Sk €l2r—1:1241] le—lq Sk o

where ®(u) = f(w)

Proof. For simplicity, we denote L; = % Applying Theorem 2.2] to the
interval [ty;_1,t4+1] C [a,b], k=1,2,...,N, we have

max { /ﬁk g (x)D(u) dx + t2k+lq+(x)fl>(u)dx}>l//2<

Ek€ltor—1-t2141) \Jiop—y &k

)

and hence

Y max { /5k g (1) (u) dx+ lzk+lq+(x)<l>(u)dx}>Zl/lz(%).

=1 SkElr—1:021 1] \iop—y Sk

Since Y5 is increasing, then

! =
& (Lkllh (Lk)> =V (V/l b%“)) .

Therefore, we have

Hence the proof follows. O

Since g_(x),q+(x) <|q(x)|, the following simpler result directly follows from
Theorem[2.4]

11



COROLLARY 2.2.  Let u(x) be a nontrivial solution of Eq. (LI). Let {t}3¥ 1! N >
1, be an increasing sequence of zeroes of u(x) in a compact interval [a,D]. Also, let
VW, be convex. Then

N < |yn

REMARK 2.2. Let y1, y», and f be signed power functions of the form y; (1) =
lu|®u, yo(u) = |u|® 'u, and f(u) = |[u|*%'u for ay,0p > 0. Then Eq. (LI) be-
comes a third order quasilinear equation and in this case ®(u) = 1. Therefore, by
Theorem 2.4, we have

N § 1 o +1)
Y max {/ ‘ q_(x)dx+/2k+lq+(X)dX} > (L) Nl +D)+1
=1 SkEl2p—1:t2141] iy Sk b—a

This is consistent with [S, Theorem 2.3] for third order quasilinear equations. Further-
more, for & = ap = 1, we have by Theorem 2.4

i {/ﬁk (0)d 12kt 1 (0)d } 4N3
max q—(x)dx+ g+ (x)ax p > —,
=1 SkEltar—1:tn1 1] Loy &k ’ (b—a)?

which is a significant improvement on the results obtained in [22) Theorem 6] where
for arbitrarily large N, their result is trivial and does not provide any additional infor-
mation.
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