Cheng Boundary Value Problems (2015) 2015:135 0 Boundary Value PrOblemS

DOI 10.1186/513661-015-0400-y

a SpringerOpen Journal

RESEARCH Open Access

CrossMark

Nagumo theorems of third-order singular
nonlinear boundary value problems

Ming Cheng’

“Correspondence:
jlumcheng@hotmail.com
Institute of Applied Physics and
Computational Mathematics,
Beijing, 100088, PR. China
College of Mathematics, Jilin
University, Changchun, 130012,
PR. China

@ Springer

Abstract

In this paper, we establish the Nagumo theorems for boundary value problems
associated with a class of third-order singular nonlinear equations:

(p(OX)" =1f(t,x,p)X, (p(t)x’)), ¥Vt € (0, 1) by the method of upper and lower solutions
and the Schauder fixed point theorem. We also consider the multiplicity of the
solutions by using topological degree theory. There are some examples to illustrate
how the results of this paper can be applied.
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1 Introduction

The singular differential equations arise in the fields of fluid mechanics, gas dynamics and
so on. In recent years, several authors investigated the existence problems of solutions for
third-order nonlinear differential equations [1-4]. The method of upper and lower solu-
tions has become a standard tool in studying the solvability of boundary value problems
associated with the differential equations [5-7]. Specially, the existence of a solution for
the boundary value problem

y" =gxyy.y"), xe(ao),

/

ya)=a, Y@=d, Y=y, a<c

is investigated in article [8]. For two-point BVPs, Yao and Feng employed the upper and
lower solution method to prove the existence of solutions for a kind of third-order non-
linear differential equations [9]. For a class of third-order nonlinear boundary value prob-
lems, Du et al. used an a priori estimate, Nagumo condition, upper and lower solutions,
and the Leray-Schauder degree to obtain the existence of solutions [10]. In this paper, we
establish several general existence theorems for boundary value problems associated with
the following singular nonlinear differential equation:

(p@)x)" =f(t.xpt)x, (pt)x')), V¥te(0,1) 1.1)

by applying the method of lower and upper solutions, where the singularity of p(¢) is at
t = 0. We only consider the case of p(£)|;-o = 0 and p(£) > 0 on (0,1]. To overcome the
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difficulty of a singularity, we give some suitable hypotheses and obtain the main result by
the Schauder fixed point theorem.

Basically, the functions ¥ (¢), ¢(¢) € C[0,1] are called upper and lower solutions of (1.1)
on [0,1], if ¥'(¢), ¢’ () € C(0,1), p(t)¥', p(t)¢’ € C*[0,1], and

(p®)¢)" =f(t. 60O, (p)D)),
()" <f(tv,pOV, (p@)¥')), on(0,1),
o)<y,  p)d' ) <p®)y'(t), onl[0,1].

For (1.1), we adopt the following hypotheses on p and f.

Hypothesis 1.1 Q = {x € R;there exists ¢ € [0,1],such that ¢(¢) < x < ¥ (¢)}, Qo = {(t,x,
%20 <t <Lp(t) <x < yY(t),p)g'(t) <y < p®)¥'(t),z € R}, p(¢) € C([0,1]; [0, +00))
and folp’l(t) dt < 00.

Hypothesis 1.2 f € C([0,1] x 2 x R%R), f(¢,%,9,z) are nondecreasing in x. There exist
continuous positive-valued functions A; € C([0,1] x &;R), K; € C(2,R) (i = 1,2) and
h € C([0, +00); (0, +00)), such that
1) Iftxy,2)] <A1t 2)Ki(t,x,y,2) + Ax (8, %) Ky (8, %, 9, 2), V(t, %, 9, 2) € Qo,
(i) r=sup{Ai(t x); (t,x) € [0,1] x Q} < +o0,
(iii) there exist positive numbers # and N satisfying Ki(t,x,y,z) < |z|h(|z|),
Ky(t,x,9,2) < Nh(|z|), for |z| > n and (¢, %, ¥, 2) € Qo,
(iv) f0+°° h\(t) dt = oo.

In this paper, we study the following four kinds of boundary value problems:

X)) =f(t,x,p)x, (p()x')), te(0,1), (1.2)
20)=a,  pOXOl=o=0',  pOK(O)|=1=p, ’
(@) =f(t,xpt)x,(pt)x)), te(0,1), 13)
20)=a,  g(p() »(10 ) Nez0=0,  p(Ox (O)l=1 =B, ‘
(p@)x) =f(t,xpt)x,(p)x)), te(0,1), (1.4)
x0)=a,  p(Ox' ()]0 =, h(p@®)x', (p(6)x))]i=1 = 0, '
p®)x')" =f(t,x,p)x', (p(t)x')), te(0,1), (15)
x0)=a,  glp@®)x,(P@E)x))|~o =0, h(p@)x', (p(£)x))]1=1 = 0. '

Here,

P10 = lim p(0)a, (p)x') |=0 = Jim (p(t)x'),

PO =1 = lim p(e), (p)x) |z = Jlim (p(t)x')',

g(%,9), h(x,y) are nondecreasing in y for the fixed x, respectively.

A function x(¢) is said to be a solution of (1.1), if x(¢) is continuous on [0, 1] satisfying (1.1)
and its corresponding boundary value conditions, and «’ is continuous on (0,1), p(t)x is
twice continuously differentiable on [0,1].
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The paper is organized as follows. We give some necessary lemmas in Section 2 which
are main tools to prove the theorems. Then we establish the main results. In Section 3, the
multiplicity of the solutions is concerned by using topological degree theory. Also, there

are some examples to illustrate how the results of this paper can be applied.

2 Nagumo theorem

Lemma 2.1 Let v, ¢ be the upper and lower solutions of (1.1), respectively, and suppose
that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold. Then for any solution x(t) of boundary value problem (1.1)
with p(t)¢’ < p(t)x’ < p(t)¥’, Vt € [0,1], there always exists L > 0, such that |(p(t)x')'| < L,
vt e [0,1].

Proof Let

1
Mo = / Ay(t,x) dt, o =max{p)y'(t) — p(s)¢'(s); t,s € [0,1]}.
0

There exists £y € [0,1], such that |(p(£)x'(¢))'|;=¢, < o + 1 by the mean value theorem. Sup-

pose not. Then we have o7 and N; satisfying

Ny
o, Ni>n+ (o +1), / hs)ds > (o + 1)r + N,

1

such that (p(£)x’)’ keeps the same sign on [¢,£] C [0,1] and (p(£)x') |, = o1, (P(E)X') |5, =
Ni, or inversely. Let the former hold and (p(£)x)’ be positive on [£, ;] C [0,1]. Therefore

Ny
(c+1)r+Npug < / h(s)ds

o1

[ o) oY

5]

< / i Ait,x) (p(Ox) + Ax(t,x)N dt

i

< (o +1)r + Nuo,

which is a contradiction. The result is concluded. O

Next, we consider the auxiliary problem as follows:

f(t,x,p)x, L), (p@®)x') > L,
filtap)x, (%)) = { £t 2, p0¥, pE)X)), (o)X <L,
f(t,x,p(t)x',-L), (p@t)x') <L,

Ey (6,2 p(0), (p(0x))

Sl pOY, (po')) + ZELD - pe)’ > ple)y,
S flbnp@x, (e)),  po < p0x <pOY
filt,x,p0O¢, (ple)x')) - LA p(e)’ < ple)g,
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FL(t: l/fyl’(t)x/» (P(t)x/)/): X > I/fr
F(t,%,p(0)x, (p0)x')) = { Fi(t,%,p(0x, (p(0)x)), d<x<7,
Fi(t, ¢, p(0O)x', (p()x)), ¢ >x,

(p®)x)" = F(t,x,p(t)x', (p(0)x)), ¢ €(0,1),

(2.1)
x(0) =, pO)x ()]0 = ', pO)x )|z =B

Lemma 2.2 Let v, ¢ be the upper and lower solutions of (1.1), respectively, and sup-
pose that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold, $(0) < o < ¥ (0), p(£)¢'(£)|t=0 < &’ < p(&)Y'(¢)¢=0,
PP (8)=1 < B < p(&)Y'(t)|4=1. Then for any solution x(t) of problem (2.1), we have ¢ <
x <y, p(6)¢" < p(O)x" < p)y on [0,1].

Proof First, we prove p(£)x'(t) < p(£)y¥'(¢) on [0,1]. Assume that our conclusion is not true.
Then there exists ¢ € (0,1), such that p(£)x'(£) > p(£)¥' (). Hence, p(t)x’ — p(t)y' has a pos-
itive maximum at ¢y € (0,1). We have

(P(t)x,)/h:to = (P(t)l/f,)/h:toy (P(t)x/)”h:to = (P(t)l/f,)/,h:t(y
But

Sul&. v p@, (p(0)x)) + 1,,7“1” w %>V,
(P(t)x,)”h:to =1 /1% p@OY, (pB)x')) + W't tor P=<x=VY,
St g POV, (p(O)x')) + L ity %= .

By the definition of ¢ and the monotonicity of f, we have

(p(t)x,)”|t=t0 > (P(t)l/f,)”h:to,

which is a contradiction. Then p(£)x'(¢) < p(£)¥'(¢t), Vt € [0,1]. The case of p(¢)x’ >
p)@’' (), Vt € [0,1] is similar. We get ¢’ <x’ <y, Vt € (0,1). Notice that x, ¥, ¢ are con-
tinuous on [0,1] and ¢(0) < @ < ¥(0), we can conclude that ¢(¢) < x(¢t) < ¥ (¢), Vt € [0,1].

O

Lemma 2.3 [ff of the boundary value problem (1.1) is continuous and bounded on [0,1] x
Q x R?, problem (1.1) has a solution.

Proof Let

Y = {x € C[0,1];4" € C(0,1), p(t)x" € C'[0,1]}.

We define a norm on Y:

el = max {|=(5)]} + max {[p(e)x' ()]} + tgl[g}f]{}(p(t)x/(t))/ L oxev.

Under this norm, Y is a Banach space.
Let
X ={x € C[0,1];2 € C(0,1), p(t)x" € C*[0,1],%(0) = o, ()& (£) =0 = ',

pOF ()] = B}

We see that X is a convex subset of Y.



Cheng Boundary Value Problems (2015) 2015:135 Page 5 of 11

Define a mapping T': X — X by
[Tx](2) = / / / Ys)f (o, % px, (px')') do d ds

t
+5+A/ (s)ds+wf pi(s)sds,
0 0

S=a, A =p)x (t)]i=0,
1 T
=p@O)x ()1 — A — /0 /0 f(o,%,p(0)x, (p(a)x’)’) dodr.

Then T(X) C X.
Now, for any £, £, € [0,1], we have

|[Tx](t1) - [Tx](2,)|

4

T 5]
p () (o, %,px, (px/)/) dodtds+ A/ pi(s)ds + a)/ pL(s)sds
9]

12}

’

)

[P T2) (6) - p(e) [T (1) = ‘w(n )+ / ' /0 F(02%p(0), (plo)') ) do de

() TH] (1) — (P& T] (1)) | =

/ flo,x,p0)x, (plo)x')) do

ty

The function f is bounded. We see that T'(X) is bounded and equicontinuous and hence
relatively compact in X. Let xx be a sequence which converges in X uniformly to z € X.
Then f(t, xx, px, (px})') — f(t,z,pZ, (pz')’) in [0,1] because f is uniformly continuous in
bounded subsets of [0,1] x © x R2. Therefore, Tx; — Tz, k — 0o, which shows that T is
continuous. By the Schauder fixed point theorem, T has at least one fixed point x(¢) on X.
Then x(¢) is the desired solution. O

Now, we prove our main results.

Theorem 2.1 Let v, ¢ be the upper and lower solutions of (1.1) on [0, 1], respectively, and
suppose that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold. Then, for any o, &', B’ with $(0) < a < ¥(0),
p)P' ()= < o’ < p(OOY(O)le=0, p()P'(E)lez1 < B < POV (t)|i=1, the boundary value
problem (1.2) has a solution x(t) with ¢ <x <, p(t)¢’ < p(£)x’ < p(t)y’ on [0,1].

Proof By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, the solution of problem (1.2) is also the solution of problem
(2.1). Furthermore, F of problem (2.1) is bounded and continuous. There exists a solu-
tion x(¢) of problem (2.1) by Lemma 2.3. x(¢) is also the solution of problem (1.2). This
completes the proof. O

Theorem 2.2 Let V, ¢ be the upper and lower solutions of (1.1) on [0, 1], respectively, and
suppose that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold. Then for any o, B, g with ¢$(0) < o < ¥(0),

PO Dl = B = p(OY' (O)le=1, g@)F, (P)¢'))e=0 = 0 = glp(OY', (PO)Y'))]i=0, the
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boundary value problem (1.3) has a solution x(t) with ¢ <x <y, p(t)p' < p(t)x’ < p(e)y’
on [0,1].

Proof If we can prove that for any € > 0, $(0) < a < ¥(0), p(£)@'(E)|<1 < B < p(O)Y' (£)]s-1,
problem (1.3) has a solution x(¢,€) on [0,1] satisfying x(0,€) = «, p()x'(t,€)|=1 = B/,
lg(p()x'(2,€), (p(0)x (£, €)))e=0 < €, and ¢ < x(t,€) < Y, p(t)¢" < p(£)x(t,€)’ < p(t)y’ on
[0,1], the result is concluded.

We shall prove the modified theorem. For the fixed «, 8’ with ¢(0) < « < ¥(0),

PO (D)1 = B < p(O)Y'(8)]s-1, let

(o) = {x € C([0,11;); (p(t)x)" = f (£, pO)x, (p(t)x) ), p(t)x" € C*[0,1],
%(0) = a, p()x'(t) =0 = &', p(O)x (t) =1 = B',4" € C(0,1), ¢ <x < 9,

)¢ < p(x' < p)y',Vt € [0,1]}.

By Theorem 2.1, I(’) is not empty for all p(£)¢’(£)|1=0 < &’ < p(E)Y'(£)|;=0. Assume that
the modified theorem is not true. There exists €y > 0, such that

g(pO (&, €0), (p(x (£, €0)) )|,y = €0,
for all p() (D]ico < &' < POV O)li-0(2) € ().

It is easy to prove that

()« lizo < (P@OY') l10,  for all x(¢) € TI(p(O)Y'(£)]1=0)-

By the monotonicity of g, we have

2@« (p0)x) )0 < 2OV, (POV') )10 < —€0.

The case of g(p(£)d’, (p(£)9") )| =0 > €o for x(t) € T1(p(£)¢’(¢)|s=0) is similar.
Let

= {x(®) e I(«); p() (D)o < &' < pOYY'(D]1-0,g(P()D', (P(OP) )10 = €0}
ag = sup{p(e)x/ (£)l1-0;2(2) € C}.
Obviously, we have g < p(t)'(£)|,=0. Assume that x(¢) is the solution of (1.1) satisfying
gp@®)xy, P(E)x5) ) i=0 = €0, %0(0) = &, p(£)xy(£)]1=0 = g, p(E)x(£)|s=1 = B'. There exists N >
1, such that ag+1/N < p(t)y'(£)];=0. Choose x,, € T1(ey +1/n) satisfying p(t)x,,(£) > p(£)x;(¢)

on [0,1], Vn > N. Then x, — & € I1(p) and p(£)x’ > p(t)x, on [0,1]. By the definition of
o, we have g(p(t)x),, (p(t)x,,))|:=0 < —€o. Hence,

gp®F, (p(OF))li=0 < —€o.

We have

(p®OF) 110 < (P()x}) =0,
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which contradicts p(£)&'(t) > p(t)x,(¢), YVt € [0,1], p(£)x'(£)]1=0 = p(£)xy()|s=0 = . This
completes the proof. d

In the same way, we can get Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2.3 Let V, ¢ be the upper and lower solutions of (1.1) on [0, 1], respectively, and
suppose that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold. Then, for any «, o', h with ¢$(0) < « < ¥(0),

PP B0 < o' < pO)Y'(Dle=0, hp(O)@', (P(E)'))ez1 < 0 < Bp@OY', (@)Y'))e=1, the
boundary value problem (1.4) has a solution x(t) with ¢ <x <, p(t)¢’ < p(t)x’ < p(£)y’
on [0,1].

In the following, we prove our main theorem.

Theorem 2.4 Let v, ¢ be the upper and lower solutions of (1.1), respectively, and sup-
pose that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold. Then, for any g(x,y), h(x,y), a with ¢(0) <

a < ¥(0), gp(O)¢", (p()¢))li=0 = 0 = )Y, P(O)Y"))e=0, hp(B)', (P()$') )]zt <0 <
h(p@)¥', (p(&)Y'))|i=1, the boundary value problem (1.5) has a solution x(t) with ¢ <x <,

p()¢" = p()x" < p)y' on [0,1].
Proof For any B with p(t)¢'(£)|1 < B' < p() Y/ (¢)]-1, let

(B) = {x € Cl0,1];%" € CO, 1), (p(t)x')" = (&%, p(0)x', (p(D)x') ), p(£)" € C*[0,1],
g0, (p(0)x') )10 = 0,2(0) = &, p(E)x' (£) 11 = B/, $(0) < o < ¥ (0),
¢ <x<v,p(t)¢' < p(t)x' <p()Y',Vt € [0,1]}.

Suppose not, there exists h(p(t)x’, (p(t)x') )21 # 0, Vx € TI(B'). We easily get
h(p(t)x, (p(Ox) )1 < 0, Va € T(p(H¢ (t)]11),
h(p(t)x, (p(Ox') Y1 >0, Vx € H(p@OY (O)]=1).-
Let
By = sup{p()x' ()] i=1;%(2) € TI(B'), PO (B) =1 < B < pOYY' ()] =1,
h(p(t ( t)x) i1 <0}

Then By < p(H)Y'(£)|tz1. By Theorem 2.2, there exists a solution xy(¢) of the func-
tion (1.1) satisfying ¢(£) < xo(t) < ¥ (2), p(t)¢'(£) < p()xy(¢) < p(£)¥'(¢) on [0,1], and
&(p@)x, (p()x0) =0 = 0, h(p(t)xq, (p(£)x5) ) e=1 < 0, p()x;(B)]e=1 = By %0(0) = . We re-
place ¢(£) by x¢(¢) in Theorem 2.2. Then

D = {x(t);x(2) e I(B'), By < B’ < p(O)Y' (1) |s-1,%0 <x <V,

p(6)xy < p()x' < pt)y',t € [0,1]},

is not empty. For x(¢) € D, we have

h(p(t)x/, (p(t)x/)/)|t:1 >0, x(itr)lefD{p(t)x/(t)hzl} = By-
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There exists N; > 1, such that 8; + 1/N; < p(t)¥'(¢)|¢z1. Now, choose x, € TI(8; + 1/n)
satisfying p(t)x, > p(t)xy, Yn > Ni. Then x, — & € I1(B)), p(£)x’ > p(t)x; on [0,1] and
h(p(t)x,, (p(t)x,,))]¢=1 > 0. Hence,

h(p®)F, (p(t)Z')') =1 > 0.

By the monotonicity of /7 and h(p(t)xg, (p(£)x;) )|e=1 < 0, we have

(P(0)x)) 111 < (PBF) |11,

which contradicts p(£)x’ > p(£)x;, Vet € [0,1], p(£)&'(£)|:1 = p(£)xy(£)e=1 = By This com-
pletes the proof. O

Here, we give an example to show how the results are applied.
Consider the following boundary value problem:

{ (PO)X)" =f(t,x,p(0)%, (p(O)XY), te(0,1), 0

x(0)=0,  gp®x, @Ox))l0=0,  h(p®)x, (pE)x))]-1 =0,

where g(x,y) =x, h(x,y) =x +y, p(t) = t%,f(t,x,y,z) =x+siny+z.
Let ¢r(£) = 1, ¢(£) = —2¢3. Then

(£2(1))" =0<1, Vre(0,1).

Namely, ¥ (¢), ¢(¢) are the upper and lower solutions of problem (2.2).

Obviously, the function f of problem (2.2) is continuous on [0,1] x Q x R? satisfying
Ifl < ALK + A K, where A1 (8, x) = 1, Ao (8, %) = 1, Ky (8, %, 9, 2) = 2, Ko (8, %, 9,2) = x +siny. Let
r=sup{A;(¢t,%)} =1, h(t) = t + 1. Therefore, Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold. Moreover, g(x, y),
h(x,y) are nondecreasing in y for the fixed x and

2(p®)d' @), (PP’ ®) )zo = 0 = g(p@OV' (@), (POV'(®)) ) l1=0

and

h(p@)¢' (1), (P& (1)) ) =1 < 0 < h(p(E)Y' ®), (PE)Y'(®)) ) i1
hold. There exists a solution for the boundary value problem (2.2) by Theorem 2.4.

3 Multiplicity of the solutions
In this section, we study the multiplicity of the solutions by using topological degree the-
ory. First, assume that v/, ¢ are strict upper and lower solutions of (1.1) with

()" > (66,00, (p()F) ),
(@) <f (6 9,pOV", (p@V')),  on (0,1),
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PO <V®), p®F®<p@V' (), fort=0 and
PO @) <pO)¥' (), fort=1

Similar to (2.1), we consider the auxiliary problem

(p()x)" = F(t,2,p(0)%, (p()x')), te(0,1),
#0)=a,  pOFOlo=0a's  pO)F )l =p,

where F is defined associated to the pairs of strict upper and lower solutions (¥, ¢).

Lemma 3.1 Let Y, ¢ be the strict upper and lower solutions of (1.1), respectively, and sup-
pose that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold, $(0) < a < ¥ (0), p(t)@' (t)]s=0 < &’ < p(t) Y (£)|1=0,
PO ()| 1=1 < B’ < p(O)V' (t)|1=1. Then for any solution x(t) of problem (3.1), we have ¢ < x <
¥, p(O¢ < p(t)x < p(O)y’ on [0,1].

Proof From Lemma 2.2, the solution x(£) of problem (3.1) satisfies ¢ < x < ¥/, p(t)¢’ <
p(t)x’ < p(t)y’ on [0,1]. We will obtain the result by contradiction.
If there is £y € (0,1) such that (p(£)x’ —p(t)(f;/)h:to = mingejo11{p(£)x’ —p(t)¢'} = 0. Then

(p)x = p(OF) 1=ty = O,
(&)« = p©)p')" 1=ty = O

On the other hand, by the definition of d_), we have

(p®X) lizty < (POF) lito»

which is a contradiction. Then p(£)¢’ < p(t)x, ¥t € [0,1]. The case of p(t)x' < p(t)y,
vt € [0,1] is similar. Note that ¢(0) < x(0) < ¥ (0). Therefore, ¢ < x < ¥ on [0,1], which
completes the proof. d

Next, we only focus on the existence of at least three solutions to the boundary value
problem (1.2).

Theorem 3.1 Assume that ¢;, V;, i =1,2 are lower and upper solutions to (1.1), respectively.
¢y and ry are strict lower and upper solutions. For all t € [0,1], we have ¢1 < ¢y < Yy, 1 <

Y1 < V2, p(O91 < p(O)p; < p(O) V3, (O] < p(O) Y] < p(O)Vr3, and {t|ps = Y} U {tlp(t)p >
Py} is not empty. Suppose that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 associated to ¢;, Vi, i = 1,2 hold.
Then, for any «, o', B’ with max;-12{¢;(0)} < & <min;15{1;(0)}, max;_12{p()p;(t)|;-0} <
o' < ming o {p(OY](£)|1=0}, max_12{p()P;(E)]i=1} < B’ < mingy o {p(E)Y](£)s=1}, there exist
at least three solutions x,(t), x2(t), x3(¢) to the boundary value problem (1.2) such that

i <x <y1, pl)p; <pt)x <pE)y;,
P2 <% <V,  p(O)gy <p)x <pt)V,,
¢1<x3 <V and

{t€l0,1]]y1 <x3 <o} U {t € [0,1]Ip() V] < p(6)x < p(t)gy } is not empty.
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Proof Similar to (2.1), we consider the auxiliary problem

(p®)x)" = Fi(t,x,p(O)x, (p(6)x)),  t€(0,1),

(3.2)
x(0) = a, p)x ()]0 =/, p)x )|z =B,

where Fj is defined associated to (¢, ¥»). Therefore, the solution x to problem (3.2) is the
fixed point of some operator Ty, i.e., (I - T1)x = 0.

With a similar argument in Lemmas 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3, there exist a constant M > 0 and
Q = {x|[|lx|| < M} such that T1(R2) C Q. By the Schauder fixed point theorem, we have

deg(I - T1,9,0) =1.
Let

Qy, = {x € Qx> ¢, p(t)x' > p(£) 5 }
and

Qy, = {x € Qlx < Yy, p()x’ <p(t)wl/}.

By assumption, we have Q4, N Qy, = @. Therefore, 2 \ (R, U Qy,) is not empty. From
Lemma 3.1, there is no solution in 94, U L2y, .
Hence,

deg(I — Th, 2,0) = deg(I — T1, Qg,,0) + deg( — T1,2y,,6)
+ deg([ - Tl, Q \ (§¢2 U §¢1),9).
Ifdeg(I — T1, Q,,0) = deg(I - T1,Ry,,0) = 1, then deg(I — T1, 2\ (g, U 2y, ),0) = 1. The

result is obtained by using topological degree theory.
Indeed, similar to (2.1), we consider the auxiliary problem

(p)x)" = Fa(t, %, p(0)x’, (p(£)x')'), £ €(0,1),

(3.3)
x(0) = a, )% ()0 =/, pO)x )|z =B,

where F, is defined associated to (¢, ¥3). Therefore, the solution x to problem (3.3) is the
fixed point of some operator Ty, i.e., (I — T2)x = 0.

From Lemma 3.1, we have x > ¢, p(t)x’ > p(t)¢;. Hence, x € Q4,. Note that F; = F,
in Q4,. We have

1=deg( — Ty, 2,0) = deg(l — T, 4,,0) = deg(I — T1, R4,,0).
Similarly, we get deg(I — T3, Q2y,,6) = 1, which completes the proof. d

Here, we give an example to show how the above theorem is applied. Note that the
boundary point ¢ =1 is not essential. Then one can consider the following problem:

p(0)x)" =-p@)x’, te(0,1),

(3.4)
x(0) =0, pt)x' =0 =0, p()x |iz2x =0,

where p(t) = t3.A straightforward calculation shows Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold.
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On the one hand, we can see this problem has solutions
t 1
x(t) = C/ s~ 2 sinsds,
0

for any constant C.

On the other hand, ¢; = M, ¥, = —M are upper and lower solutions for M > 0 large
enough.

Define

t
1/fl(t)=/ s’%(kcosks—kk)ds+C/,
0

where C'>0,0<A<1,1-A%<cos2mAr<1l,and1 - A%<k <cos2mwA<1.
We check v (¢) is a strict upper solution:

¥1(0)=C' >0,

PV li-0 = (L cos At — 1k)|;—0 > O,

POV lt=2n = (A cOS AL = AK)|t=07 > O,

(p(t)lpl’)// +p(t)Y] = A3 cos At + Acosht — Ak < A(1-2%) - Ak <O0.

Define
¢ 1
Py (t) = —/ s72(Acosis —Ak)ds—C'.
0

With a similar calculation, ¢,(¢) is a strict lower solution and {¢|p(¢£)¢, > p(£)¥,} is not
empty.
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