
Georgian Mathematical Journal
Volume 13 (2006), Number 2, 383–394

OSCILLATION THEOREMS FOR CERTAIN EVEN ORDER
DELAY DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS INVOLVING GENERAL

MEANS

ZHITING XU AND PEIXUAN WENG

Abstract. By using the general means, we establish some oscillation theo-
rems for the even order delay differential equation

(r(t)|x(n−1)(t)|α−1x(n−1)(t))′ + F (t, x[g(t)]) = 0,

where α > 0 is a constant, r ∈ C1([t0,∞),R+), F ∈ C([t0,∞) × R,R), and
g ∈ C([t0,∞),R). The results obtained extend and improve some results
known in the literature.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification: 34K11, 34C10.
Key words and phrases: Oscillation, delay differential equation, even
order, general means.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the oscillatory behavior of solutions of the even order
delay differential equation

(r(t)|x(n−1)(t)|α−1x(n−1)(t))′ + F (t, x[g(t)]) = 0, n is even. (1.1)

Throughout this paper, we assume that the following conditions hold:
(A1) α > 0 is a constant;
(A2) g ∈ C([t0,∞),R), lim

t→∞
g(t) = ∞;

(A3) for F ∈ C([t0,∞) × R,R), there exist functions q ∈ C([t0,∞),R0),
where q(t) is not identically zero for all large t, σ ∈ C1([t0,∞),R+), and a
constant β > 0 such that

F (t, x) sign x ≥ q(t)|x|β for x 6= 0 and t ≥ t0,

and

σ(t) ≤ min{t, g(t)}, σ′(t) > 0 for t ≥ t0, and lim
t→∞

σ(t) = ∞,

where R0 = [0,∞), R+ = (0,∞);

(A4) r ∈ C1([t0,∞),R+), lim
t→∞

t∫

t0

r−1/α(s)ds = ∞, lim inf
t→∞

r(t) = c > 0. For

any ε > 0, there exists a tε > t0 such that |r′(t)| ≤ εq(t) for all t ≥ tε.

By a solution of equation (1.1), we mean a function x ∈ Cn−1([Tx,∞),R)
for some Tx ≥ t0 which has the property that r(t)|x(n−1)(t)|α−1x(n−1)(t) ∈
C1([Tx,∞),R) and satisfies equation (1.1) on [Tx,∞). A nontrivial solution
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of equation (1.1) is said to be oscillatory if it has arbitrarily large zeros; oth-
erwise it is said to be nonoscillatory. Equation (1.1) is oscillatory if all of its
solutions are oscillatory.

The problem of obtaining sufficient conditions to ensure that all solutions of
certain classes of n-th order delay differential equations are oscillatory has been
studied by many researchers. Some of these results have been obtained for an
equation of the form

(|x(n−1)(t)|α−1x(n−1)(t))′ + F (t, x[g(t)]) = 0, n is even, (1.2)

where the function F satisfies (A3) with α = β. For typical results for equation
(1.2), we refer the reader to the papers [1], [13]. Recently, in [2], Agarwal and
Grace have presented the oscillation criteria for the equation

(x(n−1)(t))α)′ + q(t)xβ[g(t)] = 0, n is even, (1.3)

where α and β are the ratio of positive odd integers, q ∈ C([t0,∞),R0),
g ∈ C1([t0,∞),R) and lim

t→∞
g(t) = ∞, g′(t) ≥ 0 for t ≥ t0. The obtained

theorems extend and improve some well-known oscillation results reported in
the literature. For a general interest in the oscillation of high order differential
equation, see, for example, [1]–[4], [7], [8], [10], [12], [13] and the references
therein.

Motivated by the idea of [1], [9], [11], [13], in this paper, we establish some
oscillation theorems for equation (1.1). In fact, by using general means [9], [11],
we extend the results of [6], [9], [11], [14] to the general equation (1.1), which
improves the main results in [1], [13]. We believe that our approach is simple
and also provides a more unified tool for the study of Kamenev-type oscillation
theorems. To show the importance of our results, two interesting examples are
included.

2. Main Results

First of all, we introduce the general means [9], [11] and present some pro-
perties which will be used in the proof of our main results.

Let D = {(t, s) : t ≥ s ≥ t0} and D0 = {(t, s) : t > s ≥ t0}. We say that a
function H ∈ C(D,R) belongs to a function class =, written as H ∈ =, if

(H1) H(t, t) = 0 for t ≥ t0, H(t, s) > 0 on D0;

(H2) H has a continuous and nonpositive partial derivative in D0 with re-
spect to the second variable;

(H3) There exist functions ρ ∈ C1([t0,∞),R+ ) and h ∈ C(D,R) such that

∂

∂s
[H(t, s)ρ(s)] = −H(t, s)h(t, s), (t,s) ∈ D0.
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Let ρ ∈ C1([t0,∞),R+ ) and H ∈ =, we take the integral operator A, which
is defined in [11], in terms of H(t, s) and ρ(s) as

AT (φ; t) :=

t∫

T

H(t, s)φ(s)ρ(s)ds for t ≥ T ≥ t0, (2.1)

where φ ∈ C([t0,∞),R). It is easily seen that the integral operator A satisfies
the following properties:

AT (α1h1 + α2h2; t) = α1AT (h1, t) + α2AT (h2; t); (2.2)

AT (h3; t) ≥ 0 whenever h3 ≥ 0; (2.3)

AT (h′4; t) = −H(t, T )h4(T )ρ(T ) + AT (ρ−1 h4 h; t). (2.4)

Here h1, h2, h3 ∈ C([t0,∞),R), h4 ∈ C1([t0,∞),R), and α1, α2 ∈ R.

The following two lemmas will be needed in proving our results. The first is
the well-known Kiguradze’s Lemma [7]. The second can be easily obtained by
Kiguradze and Koplatadze’s lemmas (see [8], Ch. 1).

Lemma 2.1 ([7]). Let u ∈ C n([t0,∞),R+). If u(n)(t) is of constant sign
and not identically zero on any interval of the form [ t∗,∞ ), then there exist a
tu ≥ t0 and an integer l, 0 ≤ l ≤ n, with n + l even for u(n)(t) ≥ 0, or n + l odd
for u(n)(t) ≤ 0 such that

l > 0 implies that u(k)(t) > 0 for t ≥ tu, k = 0, 1, · · · , l − 1,

and

l ≤ n−1 implies that (−1)l+ku(k)(t) > 0 for t ≥ t4, k = l, l+1, . . . , n−1.

Lemma 2.2 ([8]). If the function u(t) is as in Lemma 2.1 and u(n−1)(t) ×
u(n)(t) ≤ 0 for any t ≥ tu, then

u(
1

2
t) ≥ 21−n

(n− 1)!
tn−1|u(n−1)(t)| for all large t.

We are now able to state and prove the main results.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that there exist functions ρ ∈ C1([t0,∞),R+), H, h ∈
C(D,R) with H ∈ =, and for any k1, k2 > 0 such that

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, t0)
At0

(
q − θκ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; t

)
= ∞, (2.5)

where

θ = (α + 1)−(α+1),
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and

κ(t) =





β

α

21−n

(n− 2)!
k

(β/α)−1
1 r−1/α(t)σn−2(t)σ′(t), when β > α;

β

α

21−n

(n− 2)!
r−1/α(t)σn−2(t)σ′(t), when β = α;

β

α

21−n

(n− 2)!
k

(β/α)−1
2 r−1/α(t)σ(n−1)(β/α)−1(t)σ′(t), when β < α.

Then equation (1.1) is oscillatory.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that equation (1.1) has a nonoscillatory solution
x(t). Without loss of generality, we may assume that x(t) > 0 for t ≥ t1 ≥ t0 ≥
0. Since

(r(t)|x(n−1)(t)|α−1x(n−1)(t))′ = −F (t, x[g(t)]) ≤ 0,

the function r(t)|x(n−1)(t)|α−1x(n−1)(t) is decreasing and x(n−1)(t) is eventually
of one sign. If x(n−1)(t) < 0 eventually, then there exists a constant δ > 0 such
that

−r(t)(−x(n−1)(t))α ≤ −δα < 0.

Integrating the above inequality from t1 to t, we get

x(n−2)(t) ≤ x(n−2)(t1)− δ

t∫

t1

(
1

r(s)

)1/α

ds.

By (A4) we find that x(n−2)(t) < 0 eventually. But then Lemma 2.1 (note that n
is even) implies that x(t) < 0 eventually, which is a contradiction. So x(n−1)(t) >
0 eventually, then again from Lemma 2.1 we have x′(t) > 0 eventually. Thus
there exists a t2 ≥ t1 such that

x′(t) > 0 and x(n−1)(t) > 0 for t ≥ t2. (2.6)

Observing that the function r(t)(xn−1)(t))α is decreasing for t ≥ t2, by (A4),
there exists a t3 ≥ t2 such that

(x(n−1)(t))α ≤ r(t3)

r(t)
(x(n−1)(t3))

α ≤ r(t3)

c
(x(n−1)(t3))

α for t ≥ t3. (2.7)

Equation (1.1) implies that
(
r(t)(x(n−1)(t)

)α
)′ = r′(t)(x(n−1)(t))α + αr(t)(x(n−1)(t))α−1x(n)(t)

= −F (t, x(g(t)) ≤ −q(t)xβ[σ(t)]. (2.8)

Now, in view of (A4), let ε =
c

2r(t3)

xβ[σ(t3)]

(x(n−1)(t3))α
, then there exists a t4 ≥ t3

such that, taking into account (2.7) and (2.8), for t ≥ t4,

αr(t)(x(n−1)(t))α−1x(n)(t) ≤ |r′(t)|(x(n−1)(t))α − q(t)xβ[σ(t)]
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≤ ε q(t)
r(t3)

c
(x(n−1)(t3))

α − q(t)xβ[σ(t3)]

≤ q(t)

(
1

2
xβ[σ(t3)]− xβ[σ(t3)]

)

= −1

2
q(t)xβ[σ(t3)] ≤ 0.

Thus x(n)(t) ≤ 0 for t ≥ t4. It is easy to check that we can apply Lemma 2.2
for x′ = u and conclude that there exists a t5 ≥ t4 such that

x′
[
σ(t)

2

]
≥ 22−n

(n− 2)!
σn−2(t)x(n−1)(t) for t ≥ t5, (2.9)

since x(n−1)[σ(t)] ≥ x(n−1)(t) for t ≥ t5. Put

W (t) =
r(t)(x(n−1)(t))α

xβ[σ(t)/2]
.

Taking into account (1.1) and (2.9), for t ≥ t5, we have

W ′(t) ≤ −q(t)− β 21−n

(n− 2)!
r−1/α(t)σn−2(t)σ′(t)x(β/α)−1

[
σ(t)

2

]
W 1+1/α(t). (2.10)

Next we consider (2.10) in the following three cases.

Case 1. β > α. In view of x′(t) > 0, for t ≥ t5 there exist constants k1 > 0
and T1 ≥ t5 such that

x

[
σ(t)

2

]
≥ k1 for t ≥ T1.

Thus (2.10) takes the following form

W ′(t) ≤ −q(t)− β 21−n

(n− 2)!
k

(β/α)−1
1 r−1/α(t)σn−2(t)σ′(t)W 1+1/α(t)

= −q(t)− ακ(t)W 1+1/α(t). (2.11)

Applying the operator AT , t > T ≥ T0, to (2.11), and using (2.4), we have

AT (q; t) ≤ H(t, T )ρ(T )W (T ) + AT (ρ−1|h|W ; t)− αAT (κW 1+1/α; t). (2.12)

The Young inequality [5, Theorem 61] gives

ρ−1|h|W ≤ ακW 1+1/α + θ κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1.

Substituting the above inequality into (2.12), we get

AT (q; t) ≤ H(t, T )ρ(T )W (T ) + θAT (κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; t). (2.13)

Furthermore, we may rewrite (2.13) as follows:

AT1(q − θ κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; t) ≤ H(t, T1)ρ(T1)W (T1) ≤ H(t, t0)ρ(T1)|W (T1)|.
Now it is easy to see that for all t ≥ T1

At0(q − θ κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; t)

= At0(q − θ κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; T1) + AT1(q − θ κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; t)
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≤ H(t, t0)




T1∫

t0

q(s)ρ(s)ds + ρ(T1)|W (T1)|

 .

This gives

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, t0)
At0(q − θ κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; t) ≤

T1∫

t0

q(s)ρ(s)ds + ρ(T1)W (T1).

which contradicts (2.5).

Case 2. β = α. In this case, inequality (2.10) takes the form

W ′(t) ≤ −q(t)− β 21−n

(n− 2)!
r−1/α(t)σn−2(t)σ′(t)W 1+1/α(t)

= −q(t)− ακ(t)W 1+1/α(t). (2.14)

Once again, we can complete the proof by proceeding as in the proof of case 1.

Case 3. β < α. Note that x(n)(t) ≤ 0 for t ≥ t4, then there exist a t6 ≥ t4
and a constant b > 0 such that

x(n−1)(t) ≤ b for t ≥ t6.

Integrating the above inequality (n − 1) times, there exist a T2 ≥ t6 and a
positive constant k2 > 0 such that

x

[
σ(t)

2

]
≤ k2σ

n−1(t) for t ≥ T2.

Thus inequality (2.10) takes the form

W ′(t) ≤ −q(t)− β 21−n

(n−2)!
k

(β/α)−1
2 r−1/α(t)σn−2(t)σ′(t)σ(n−1)[(β/α)−1](t)W 1+1/α(t)

= −q(t)− ακ(t)W 1+1/α(t). (2.15)

The rest of the proof is similar to that of Case 1 and hence is omitted. ¤
Remark 2.1. For equation (1.2), Theorem 2.1 improves Theorem 2.1 in [1],

and also improves Theorem 2.1 dropping the restriction “ρ(t) ≥ 0” in [13].

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.1 we get the following corollary.

Corollary 2.1. Let condition (2.5) in Theorem 2.1 be replaced by

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, t0)
At0(q ; t) = ∞, (2.16)

and

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, t0)
At0(κ

−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1 ; t) < ∞. (2.17)

Then the conclusion of Theorem 2.1 holds.

It is clear that (2.16) is the necessary condition for (2.5) to hold. In case
(2.16) fails, then the following theorem may be applicable.
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Theorem 2.2. Let ρ, H and h be as in Theorem 2.1. Suppose that there
exist functions φ1, φ2 ∈ C([t0,∞),R) and for any k1, k2 > 0, T ≥ t0 such that

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, T )
AT (q ; t) ≥ φ1(T ), (2.18)

and

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, T )
AT (κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1 ; t) ≤ φ2(T ), (2.19)

where φ1 and φ2 satisfy

lim inf
t→∞

1

H(t, T )
AT (κ ρ−(1+1/α)(φ1 − θφ2)

1+1/α
+ ; t) = ∞, (2.20)

where θ and κ are as in Theorem 2.1, and φ+(s) = max{φ(s), 0}. Then equation
(1.1) is oscillatory.

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we get that (2.10) holds for
t ≥ t5. Next, like in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we consider the following three
cases.

Case 1. β > α. In view of Case 1 of Theorem 2.1, we get that (2.12) and
(2.13) hold for t > T ≥ T1. Then, by (2.13), we have

1

H(t, T )
AT (q ; t)− θ

H(t, T )
AT (κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; t) ≤ ρ(T )W (T ), t > T ≥ T1.

Taking limsup in the above inequality as t →∞ and applying (2.18) and (2.19),
we obtain

φ1(T )− θφ2(T ) ≤ ρ(T )W (T ),

from which it follows that
1

H(t, T )
AT

(
κ ρ−(1+1/α)(φ1 − θφ2)

1+1/α
+ ; t

)
≤ 1

H(t, T )
AT

(
κW 1+1/α; t

)
. (2.21)

On the other hand, by (2.12), we have

α

H(t, T )
AT

(
κW 1+1/α; t

)− 1

H(t, T )
AT

(
ρ−1|h|W ; t

)

≤ ρ(T )W (T )− 1

H(t, T )
AT (q ; t) .

Thus, by (2.18), we have

lim inf
t→∞

{
α

H(t, T1)
AT1

(
κW 1+1/α; t

)− 1

H(t, T1)
AT1

(
ρ−1|h|W ; t

)}

≤ ρ(T1)W (T1)− φ1(T1) ≤ C0. (2.22)

where C0 is a constant. According to (2.22), there exists a sequence {tj}∞j=1 ∈
[t0,∞) with limj→∞ tj = ∞ such that for j large enough, we have

α

H(tj, T1)
AT1

(
κW 1+1/α; tj

)− 1

H(tj, T1)
AT1

(
ρ−1|h|W ; tj

) ≤ C0 + 1. (2.23)
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Now we claim that

lim inf
t→∞

1

H(t, T1)
AT1

(
κW 1+1/α; t

)
< ∞. (2.24)

If (2.24) does not hold, then

lim
j→∞

1

H(tj, T1)
AT1

(
κW 1+1/α; tj

)
= ∞. (2.25)

So, (2.23) and (2.25) give

AT1(ρ
−1|h|W ; tj)

AT1 (κW (1+1/α); tj)
− α ≥ −α

2
for j large enough,

that is,

AT1(ρ
−1|h|W ; tj) ≥ α

2
AT1

(
κW 1+1/α; tj

)
for all large j. (2.26)

By the Hölder inequality [5, Theorem 189], we have

AT1(ρ
−1|h|W ; tj) ≤

[
AT1

(
κW 1+1/α; tj

)]α/(α+1)

× [
AT1

(
κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; tj

)]1/(α+1)
. (2.27)

From (2.26) and (2.27), we obtain

1

H(tj, T1)
AT1

(
κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; tj

)

≥
(α

2

)α+1 1

H(tj, T1)
AT1

(
κW 1+1/α; tj

)
. (2.28)

By (2.19), the left-hand side of (2.28) is bounded, which contradicts (2.25).
Therefore (2.24) holds. Hence, by (2.21),

lim inf
t→∞

1

H(t, T1)
AT1

(
κ ρ−(1+1/α)(φ1 − θφ2)

1+1/α
+ ; t

)

≤ lim inf
t→∞

1

H(t, T1)
AT1

(
κW 1+1/α; t

)
< ∞,

which contradicts (2.20).

Case 2. β = α. Then (2.14) holds for t ≥ t5. Once again, we can complete
the proof by proceeding as in the proof of Case 1.

Case. 3. β < α. Then (2.15) holds for t ≥ T2, the rest of the proof is the
same as in Case 1. ¤

Remark 2.2. For equation (1.2), Theorem 2.2 extends and improves Theorems
2.2–2.4 in [13].

Remark 2.3. Our results are presented in the form which is essentially new.
Note that we do not assume that the function q(t) satisfies the condition

“
∞∫
t

q(s)ds < ∞” in [2].
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3. Examples and Some Remarks

This final section presents two examples that illustrate the results obtained
in Section 2. It is easy to see that the results in [1]–[4], [7], [8], [10], [12], [13]
are not applicable in these examples.

Example 3.1. Consider the delay differential equation

(r(t)|x(n−1)(t)|α−1x(n−1)(t))′ + γ1 tλ−1

∣∣∣∣x
(

t

2

)∣∣∣∣
β−1

x

(
t

2

)
= 0, n is even,

(3.1)
where t ≥ 1, β > α > 0, γ1 > 0, and r(t) = t−(α+1) + c, c > 0.

For Corollary 2.1, let

σ(t) =
t

2
, ρ(t) = t−λ, H(t, s) = (t− s)λ, and

α(n− 1)

2α + 1
> λ > α + 1.

Then

h(t, s) =
λ sλ−1t

t− s
,

κ(t) =
β

α

2 2(1−n)

(n− 2)!
k

β/α−1
1 (t−(α+1) + c)−1/αtn−2

≥ β

α

2 2(1−n)

(n− 2)!
k

β/α−1
1 (1 + c)−1/αtn−2 = C1t

n−2,

where

C1 :=
β

α

2 2(1−n)

(n− 2)!
kβ/α−1(1 + c)−1/α.

It follows from Theorem 41 in [5] that

(t− s)λ ≥ tλ − λs tλ−1 for t ≥ s ≥ 1.

By the above inequality, we obtain that

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, 1)
A1(q; t) = lim

t→∞
γ1

(t− 1)λ

t∫

1

(t− s)λ 1

s
ds

≥ lim
t→∞

γ1

(t− 1)λ

t∫

1

tλ − λ stλ−1

s
ds = γ1 lim sup

t→∞
(ln t− λ) = ∞,

and

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, 1)
A1(κ

−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; t)

≤ C−α
1 λα+1 lim sup

t→∞

tα+1

(t− 1)λ

t∫

1

(t− s)λ−α−1s−α(n−1)+λ(2α+1)−1ds
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≤ C−α
1 λα+1 lim sup

t→∞

t∫

1

s−α(n−1)+λ(2α+1)−1ds < ∞.

Thus all conditions of Corollary 2.1 are satisfied and equation (3.1) is oscillatory.

Example 3.2. Consider the delay differential equation

(r(t)|x(n−1)(t)|α−1x(n−1)(t))′ + γ2 t−5/2|x
(

t

2

)
|β−1x

(
t

2

)
= 0, n is even, (3.2)

where t ≥ 1, α > β > 0, γ2 > 0, 2β(n − 1) ≥ 3(α + 1), and r(t) = t−3/2 + c,
c > 0.

For Theorem 2.2, let

σ(t) =
t

2
, ρ(t) = 1, H(t, s) = (t− s)λ, and λ > α + 1.

Then

h(t, s) =
λ

t− s
,

κ(t) =
β

α

2(1−n)(β/α+1)

(n− 2)!
k

β/α−1
2 (t−(3/2) + c)−1/αt(n−1)β/α−1

≥ β

α

2(1−n)(β/α+1)

(n− 2)!
k

β/α−1
2 (1 + c)−1/αt(n−1)β/α−1 =: C2t

(n−1)β/α−1.

By a direct computation, one has, for all T ≥ 1,

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, T )
AT (q; t) = lim

t→∞
γ2

(t− T )λ

t∫

T

(t− s)λs−5/2ds ≥ 2γ2

3

1

T 3/2
,

and

lim sup
t→∞

1

H(t, T )
AT (κ−αρ−(α+1)|h|α+1; t)

≤ C−α
2 λα+1 lim sup

t→∞

1

(t− T )λ

t∫

T

(t− s)λ−α−1s−β(n−1)+αds

≤ C−α
2 λα+1 lim sup

t→∞

(t− T )λ−α−1

(t− T )λ

t∫

T

s−β(n−1)+αds

≤ C−α
2 λα+1 lim sup

t→∞

1

(t− T )α+1

t∫

T

s−3(α+1)/2+αds = 0.

Now, set

φ1(T ) =
2γ2

3

1

T 3/2
and φ2(T ) = 0,



OSCILLATION THEOREMS 393

then

lim inf
t→∞

1

H(t, T )
AT (κ ρ−(1+1/α)[φ1 − θφ2]

1+1/α
+ ; t)

≥ C2(
2γ2

3
)1+1/α lim inf

t→∞
1

(t− T )λ

t∫

T

(t− s)λ s[2β(n−1)−5α−3]/(2α)ds

≥ C2(
2γ2

3
)1+1/α lim inf

t→∞

t∫

T

s−1ds = ∞.

Thus we can conclude that equation (3.2) is oscillatory by Theorem 2.2.

Remark 3.1. With an appropriate choice of functions H and ρ, it is possible to
derive a number of oscillation criteria for equation (1.1). Defining, for example,
for some integers λ > 1 and γ ∈ R, the functions H(t, s) and ρ(t) by

H(t, s) = (t− s)λ, ρ(t) = tγ, (t, s) ∈ D, (3.3)

as direct consequences of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, we can establish a number of
oscillation criteria.

Of course, we are not limited only to a choice of H defined by (3.3), which has
become standard and goes back to the well known Kamenev-type condition [6].
With a different choice of the function H, it is possible to derive from Theorems
2.1 and 2.2 other sets of oscillation criteria. Indeed, other possibilities are to
choose the function H as follows:

H(t, s) =

( t∫

s

du

ψ(u)

)λ

, t ≥ s ≥ t0,

where λ > 1 and ψ ∈ C[t0,∞),R+) satisfies the condition

lim
t→∞

t∫

t0

du

ψ(u)
= ∞.

Remark 3.2. It is straightforward to formulate and prove an analogue of our
main results for the even order damped delay differential equation

(r(t)|x(n−1)(t)|α−1x(n−1)(t))′ + p(t)|x(n−1)(t)|γ−1x(n−1)(t)

+F (t, x[g01(t)], · · · , x[g0m(t)], · · · , x(n−1)[g01(t)], · · · , x(n−1)[g0m(t)]) = 0, (3.4)

(for its particular cases, we refer to [3],[4], [10], [12]) and to various forms of
differential equations by making appropriate changes in the hypotheses.
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