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ON A BOUNDARY-VALUE PROBLEM OF PERIODIC TYPE
FOR FIRST-ORDER LINEAR FUNCTIONAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

R. Hakl,' A.Lomtatidze,> and J. Sremr? UDC 517.929

We establish unimprovable sufficient conditions for the unique solvability of the boundary-value problem
u'(t) = L(u)(t) +q(t), ula) = u(b) +c

and for the nonnegativity of its solution; here, £: C([a,b]; R) — L([a,b]; R) is a linear bounded opera-
tor, ¢ € L([a,b]; R), XA € R4, and ¢ € R.

Introduction

The following notation is used throughout the paper:

R is the set of all real numbers, R, = [0, +oco[, and R_ =] — o0,0];

C([a, b]; R) is the Banach space of continuous functions u: [a,b] — R with the norm ||u||c = max{|u(t)|:
a<t<b};
C(la,b); Ry) = {u € C([a,b]; R): u(t) > 0 for t € [a,b]};
C(Ja,b]; R) is the set of absolutely continuous functions u: [a,b] — R ;
L([a,b]; R) is the Banach space of Lebesgue integrable functions p: [a,b] — R with the norm ||p||; =
b

[ )as:

L([a,b]; D) = {p € L([a,b]; R): p: [a,b] — D}, where D C R;
My is the set of measurable functions 7: [a,b] — [a, b];
Ly is the set of linear bounded operators ¢: C'([a,b]; R) — L([a,b]; R);

Pap is the set of linear operators ¢ € L, transforming the set C'([a,b]; R4) into the set L([a,b]; Ry);
1 1
el = 2(le +2). [e]- = S| — ).
A solution of the equation
u'(t) = Lu)(t) +4(t), ©0.1)

where ¢ € Lq and ¢ € L([a,b]; R), is understood as a function u € C([a,b]; R) satisfying Eq. (0.1) almost
everywhere in [a, ].
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Consider the problem on the existence and uniqueness of a solution of (0.1) satisfying the boundary condition
u(a) = Au(b) + ¢, 0.2)

where A € R and c € R.

General boundary-value problems for functional differential equations were studied very extensively. Numer-
ous general results were obtained (see, e.g., [1-27]), but only a few efficient criteria for the solvability of special
boundary-value problems for functional differential equations are known even in the linear case. In the present
paper, we try to fill the existing gap to a certain extent. More precisely, in Sec. 1, we give unimprovable efficient
sufficient conditions for the unique solvability of problem (0.1), (0.2) and for the nonnegativity of the solution of
this problem. Sections 2 and 3 are devoted, respectively, to the proofs of the main results and examples verifying
their optimality.

All results are concretized for a differential equation with deviating arguments, i.e., for the case where Eq. (0.1)
has the form

u'(t) = pt)u(r(t)) — g(t)u(u(t)) + q(t), (0.3)
where p,g € L([a,b]; Ry), q € L([a,b]; R), and 7, u € Mgp.

Special cases of the boundary-value problem considered are a Cauchy problem (for A = 0) and a periodic
boundary-value problem (for A = 1). In these cases, the theorems presented below coincide with the results
obtained in [4] and [10].

Along with problem (0.1), (0.2), we consider the corresponding homogeneous problem

u'(t) = (u)(t), (0.1p)
u(a) = Au(b). (0.2¢)

The following result is known from the general theory of linear boundary-value problems for functional dif-
ferential equations (see, e.g., [3, 19, 27]):

Theorem 0.1. Problem (0.1), (0.2) is uniquely solvable if and only if the corresponding homogeneous prob-
lem (0.1p), (0.2¢) has only the trivial solution.

1. Main Results

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that X\ €)0, 1], the operator ¢ admits the representation { = by — {1, where

Eo,gl c Pab; (1.1)
and either
[o(D)]l < 1, (1.2)
(1 1—X
[l <) <14 A+ 2T [z (1.3)

L=l A
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or
()] < A (1.4)

1
—1 < Jlo()lls < 2+ 2¢/A— TG (1.5)

A=)z

Then problem (0.1), (0.2) has a unique solution.

Remark 1.1. For \ = 0, the first inequality in (1.3) becomes unimportant. Consequently, Theorem 1.3 in [3]
can be understood as the limit case of Theorem 1.3 as A tends to zero.

Remark 1.2. Let )\ € [1,+oo[ and ¢ = ly — {1, lo,l1 € Pg,. We define an operator ¢: L([a,b]; R) —
L([a,b]; R) according to the formula

»(w)(t) a w(a+b—t) for te [a,b].

1
Let ¢ be arestriction of 1 to the space C([a,b]; R). We set u = X and

lo(w)(t) L p(lolp(w)) (@), L(w)(t) Ll (p(w))(t) for t € [a,b].

It is clear that if u is a solution of problem (0.1p), (0.2p), then the function v A ©(u) is a solution of the
problem

~

V(t) =0) (1)~ b)),  v(a)=pu(b) (1.6)

and, vice versa, if v is a solution of problem (1.6), then the function u o ©(v) is a solution of problem (0.1p),

(0.29), .
It is also clear that

oWl = bWz, 16 = 1)z

Therefore, Theorem 1.1 immediately yields the following statement:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that A € [1,+0o0[, the operator { admits the representation { = o — {1, where g
and 01 satisfy condition (1.1), and either

()] <1,

(Wl

1
L A< ()L < 1+ 5 +2y/T— 4
e T A< M@l <143 ROIP

or

I6o(1)|lL < T
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1

1
1 —1<la@ll <2+24/ 5 = l[bo(@)llz.

<=l

Then problem (0.1), (0.2) has a unique solution.
Remark 1.3. In Sec. 3, we give examples (see Examples 3.1-3.6) showing that none of the strict inequalities
(1.2)—(1.5) can be replaced by a nonstrict one. According to Remark 1.2 and the above reasoning, the conditions

of Theorem 1.2 are also unimprovable.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that A\ €]0,1], q € L([a,b]; R+), ¢ € Ry, |lqllz + ¢ # 0, and the operator ¢
admits the representation { = ly — {1, where {y and (1 satisfy condition (1.1). Also assume that

(DL <1, 16 (D)l <X (resp.,

(D))l < N) (1.7)

and

[z 1T=A
L=[ltoMllz A

<[l (W) (1.8)

Then problem (0.1), (0.2) has a unique solution, and this solution is positive (resp., nonnegative).

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that A €]0,1], q € L([a,b]; R+), ¢ € Ry, |lqll + ¢ # 0, and the operator ¢
admits the representation { = ly — {1, where {y and {1 satisfy condition (1.1). Also assume that

oMWz <1 (resp., oDl < 1), [z <A (1.9)
and
1
——— — 1 < [[lp(1)||L- 1.10
N\ — ||€1(1)”L H 0( )”L ( )

Then problem (0.1), (0.2) has a unique solution, and this solution is negative (resp., nonpositive).
According to Remark 1.2, Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 yield the following statement:

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that \ € [1,+o00[, ¢ € L([a,b]; Ry), ¢ € Ry, |q|l + ¢ # 0, and the operator ¢
admits the representation £ = oy — (1, where {y and {1 satisfy condition (1.1). If, in addition,

1 1
<1 i<y (e 6l < )

and

12Dl
1—[lex(D)lz

then problem (0.1), (0.2) has a unique solution, and this solution is negative (resp., nonpositive).

+1=A <[,
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Theorem 1.6. Suppose that \ € [1,+o00[, ¢ € L([a,b]; Ry), ¢ € Ry, |q|lz + ¢ # 0, and the operator ¢
admits the representation { = ly — (1, where ly and {1 satisfy condition (1.1). If, in addition,

1
(D)l <1 (resp., [[£1(1)]|L < 1), [6o(1)]lz < X
and
1
T — 1< |a®l,
140(1)]z

S
then problem (0.1), (0.2) has a unique solution, and this solution is positive (resp., nonnegative).

Remark 1.4. In Sec. 3, we give examples (see Examples 3.7 and 3.8) showing that none of the inequalities
(1.7)—(1.10) can be weakened. According to Remark 1.2 and the above reasoning, the conditions of Theorems 1.5
and 1.6 are also unimprovable.

For equations of the type (0.3), Theorems 1.1-1.6 yield the following assertions:

Corollary 1.1. Let ) €]0,1], p,g € L([a,b]; R+), and either

b [ p(s)ds Lo b
/p(s)ds<1, ab Y </g(s)ds<1+)\—l—2
a 1— [p(s)ds a
or
b
1
/g(s)ds <A, .
a A= [g(s)ds

Then problem (0.3), (0.2) has a unique solution.

Corollary 1.2. Let )\ € [1,+00[, p,g € L(|a,b]; Ry), and either

or
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Then problem (0.3), (0.2) has a unique solution.

Corollary 1.3. Let )\ €]0,1], p,g,q € L([a,b]; Ry), c€ Ry, ||q|l + ¢ #0,

b b b
/p(s)ds <1, /g(s)ds <A resp., /g(s)ds <A,

and

Then problem (0.3), (0.2) has a unique solution, and this solution is positive (resp., nonnegative).

Corollary 1.4. Let ) €)0,1], p,g,q € L([a,b]; R+), c€ Ry, |lqllr +¢#0,

b b b
/p(s)ds <1 resp., /p(s)ds <1}, /g(s)ds <A,

and

Then problem (0.3), (0.2) has a unique solution, and this solution is negative (resp., nonpositive).

Corollary 1.5. Let )\ € [1,+], p,g,q € L([a,b]; Ry), ¢ € Ry, |q|lL + ¢ #0,

b b b

/p(s)ds < % resp., /p(s)ds < % , /g(s)ds <1,

a a a

and

p(s)ds.

+
—
|
>
A\
Se—_

Then problem (0.3), (0.2) has a unique solution, and this solution is negative (resp., nonpositive).

413
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Corollary 1.6. Let )\ € [1,+], p,g,q € L([a,b]; Ry), ¢ € Ry, |qllL + ¢ #0,
b

b b
1
/p(s)ds < v /g(s)ds <1 resp., /g(s)ds <1/,

and

Then problem (0.3), (0.2) has a unique solution, and this solution is positive (resp., nonnegative).
2. Proofs
To prove Theorems 1.1, 1.3, and 1.4, we need the following lemmas:

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that X €]0,1], q € L([a,b]; R-), ¢ € R_, the operator { admits the representation
0 =1Vty— 1, where £y and {1 satisfy condition (1.1), and

lo(1 1—A
oMl <1, 7 ! ﬁéoz!)LllL - <laMle. 2.1)

Then problem (0.1), (0.2) does not have a nontrivial solution u satisfying the inequality
u(t) >0 for t € la,b)]. (2.2)

Proof. Assume the contrary, i.e., assume that problem (0.1), (0.2) has a nontrivial solution u satisfying
condition (2.2). We set

M = max{u(t): t € [a,b]}, m = min{u(t): t € [a,b]} (2.3)
and choose tyr,t,, € [a,b] such that
u(ty) = M, u(ty,) = m. (2.4)

Obviously, M > 0, m > 0, and either
tar > tm, (2.5
or

tyr <t (2.6)
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First assume that (2.5) holds. The integration of (0.1) from ¢,, to t;; with regard for relations (1.1), (2.3), and
(2.4) and the assumption that ¢ € L([a,b]; R_) yields

tar tas

M—m = / (o) (s) — 1 (u)(s) + g(s))ds < M / to(1)(s)ds < M|1to(1) |-

t'm

Now assume that (2.6) is satisfied. The integration of (0.1) from a to tj; and from ¢,, to b with regard for
relations (1.1), (2.3), and (2.4) and the assumption that ¢ € L([a,b]; R_) yields

tar

b
M —u(a) < M/fo(l)(s)ds, u(b) —m < M/fo(l)(s)ds.

Summing up the last two inequalities and taking into account the condition
u(b) —u(a) > Au(b) —u(a) = —¢ > 0,

we obtain
M1 —lo(1)| ) <m. 2.7)

Therefore, in both cases (2.5) and (2.6), inequality (2.7) is valid.
On the other hand, the integration of (0.1) from « to b with regard for relations (1.1) and (2.3) and the
assumption that ¢ € L([a,b]; R_) yields

b
u(b) —ufa) = /[KO(U)(S) — li(u)(s) + q(s)lds < M|[lo(1)|[ = ml€2(D)]| -

a

Hence, by virtue of relations (2.3) and (0.2) and the conditions A €]0,1] and ¢ € R_, we get

m|[6 (D[ < M[eo(1)]L + u(a) <1 — %) + %c < M|bo(D)|| +m (1 _ %) ,

Thus,

w (Il + 152 < 2ol

This inequality, together with (2.7), yields

[o(Mllz  1-=A
— oWz A7

el < £

which contradicts the second inequality in (2.1).



416 R. HAKL, A. LOMTATIDZE, AND J. SREMR

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that A €]0,1], q € L([a,b]; Ry), ¢ € Ry, the operator { admits the representation
0 =1Vty— 1, where £y and {1 satisfy condition (1.1), and

1

(D)l < A, STV AZENIS
A= (D)l

— 1< [Vl (2.8)

Then problem (0.1), (0.2) does not have a nontrivial solution u satisfying inequality (2.2).

Proof. Assume the contrary, i.e., assume that problem (0.1), (0.2) has a nontrivial solution u satisfying
condition (2.2). We define numbers M and m by (2.3) and choose ts,t,, € [a,b] such that (2.4) is satisfied.
Obviously, M > 0, m > 0, and either (2.5) or (2.6) is valid.

First assume that (2.6) holds. The integration of (0.1) from t,; to t,, with regard for relations (1.1), (2.3),
and (2.4) and the conditions A €]0, 1] and ¢ € L([a, b]; R1) yields

XM—m<M—m:/MmW%%wM@—ﬂﬂﬁ<M/ﬂﬂmeUWMmm.

tyv tyv

Now assume that (2.5) is satisfied. The integration of (0.1) from a to t,, and from ¢,; to b with regard for
relations (1.1), (2.3), and (2.4) and the conditions A €]0,1] and g € L([a,b]; R4) yields

tm b
u@—mSM/&@@%, MM—mmgMzmmgM/am@@

Summing up the last two inequalities and taking into account the condition
u(a) — Au(b) =c¢ >0,
we obtain

M= |1t:(1)||z) < m. (2.9)

Therefore, in both cases (2.5) and (2.6), inequality (2.9) is valid.
On the other hand, the integration of (0.1) from a to b with regard for relations (1.1) and (2.3) and the
assumption that ¢ € L([a, b]; R4) yields

b

u(a) — u(b) = /[MU)(S) — lo(u)(s) — q(s)]ds < MI|ex (1|2 — mlo(1)]|

a

Hence, by virtue of relations (2.3) and (0.2) and the conditions A €]0, 1] and ¢ € R, we get
m|[lo(L)|[z < M6z +u(b) (1 =A) —c < M[[&(1)[[z +M(1—=X).

Thus,

mllto(Dll < M (Ja(M)]z —A+1).
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This inequality, together with (2.9), yields

1

||€0(1)HL < W -

1,
Iz

which contradicts the second inequality in (2.8).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. According to Theorem 0.1, it is sufficient to show that the homogeneous problem
(0.1p), (0.29) does not have a nontrivial solution.

First assume that (1.2) and (1.3) hold. Assume the contrary, i.e., let problem (0.1p), (0.2p) have a nontrivial
solution u. According to Lemma 2.1, » must change its sign. We set

M = max{u(t) : t € [a,b]}, m = —min{u(t) : t € [a,b]} (2.10)
and choose tyr, t,, € [a,b] such that
u(ty) = M, u(ty) = —m. (2.11)

It is obvious that M > 0 and m > 0. Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢,, < t;;. The integration
of (0.1p) from a to t,,, from t,, to tps, and from ¢y, to b with regard for (2.10), (2.11), and (1.1) yields

)+m = /51 s) —Lo(u S<M/f1 dS-i-m/fo (2.12)
tm tar tar
M+ m = /fo —[1 )( )]ds < M/EO ds—{—m/fl (2.13)
b
M — u(b) :/[ﬁl(u)(s)—ﬁo( ds < M/e1 ds—l—m/EO (2.14)
tar

Multiplying both sides of (2.14) by A and taking into account (2.10) and the assumption that A €]0, 1], we get
/\M—)\u M/€1 ds—l—m/ﬁ()

Summing up the last inequality and (2.13), by virtue of (0.25) we obtain

)\M+m<M/€1 ds+m/€0 (2.15)
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where J = [a, t;,] U [tar, b]. It follows from (2.13) and (2.15) that
MA-D)<m(B-1), m{1-C)<M(A-)\), (2.16)

where

tar

A= [ £1(1)(s)ds, B = [ t1(1)(s)ds,
/ j

tm

2.17)
tar
C= /60(1)(s)d3, D = /60(1)(s)d3.
J tm
Due to (1.2), we have C' < 1 and D < 1. Consequently, relation (2.16) yields A > A\, B > 1, and
0<(1-C)1-D)<(A-XN)(B-1). (2.18)

Obviously,
(1-C)(1-D)>1—(C+D)=1—|t(1)|| >0,
AA-NB-1)<[A+B—- 1+ NP =[]z — (1+ N
By virtue of the last inequalities, relation (2.18) yields
0 <4(1 = [llo()llz) < [lex(MlL = (1 + 1),

which contradicts the second inequality in (1.3).

Now assume that (1.4) and (1.5) are satisfied. Assume the contrary, i.e., let problem (0.1p), (0.29) have a
nontrivial solution u. According to Lemma 2.2, u must change its sign. We define M and m by (2.10) and
choose tr,tm € [a,b] such that (2.11) is satisfied. Without loss of generality, we can assume that t,,, < tp;. As
above, one can show that inequalities (2.12) —(2.15), where J = [a, t,,] U [tar, b], are true. It follows from (2.13)
and (2.15) that

m(l—B)<M(D—-1), MO\—A)<m(C—1), (2.19)

where A, B, C, and D are defined by (2.17). According to (1.4), A < XA and B < A < 1. Consequently,
relation (2.19) yields C' > 1, D > 1, and

0<(A—A)1-B)<(C—1)(D-1). (2.20)
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Obviously,

A-A)(A-B)=2A-(A+B)=A— |6z >0,

4C-1)(D-1) < (C+D—2)* = (|[bo(1)]lz —2)*
By virtue of the last inequalities, relation (2.20) yields
0 <4\ = [a()llz) < (oD - 2)%,

which contradicts the second inequality in (1.5).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. According to Theorem 1.1 and conditions (1.7) and (1.8), problem (0.1), (0.2) has a
unique solution .

Let us show that » has no zero (resp., does not change its sign). Assume the contrary, i.e., assume that there
exists ¢1 € [a,b] (resp., t2,t3 € [a,b]) such that

u(ty) =0 (resp., u(tz)u(ts) <0). 2.21)
We define numbers M and m by (2.10) and choose ¢y, t,, € [a,b] such that (2.11) is satisfied. Obviously,

M>0, m>0, M+m>0 (2.22)

(resp., M >0, m>0), (2.23)

and either (2.5) or (2.6) is valid.
First assume that (2.5) holds. The integration of (0.1) from a to ¢,, and from t¢,; to b with regard for
relations (1.1), (2.10), and (2.11) and the conditions A €]0, 1] and g € L([a, b]; R1) yields

m+u(a) < M/Zl(l)(s)ds + m/ﬁo(l)(s)ds, (2.24)
b b
AM —u(b)) £ M —u(b) < M/Zl(l)(s)ds +m/€0(1)(s)ds. (2.25)

Summing up the last two inequalities and taking into account the condition
u(a) — Au(b) = ¢ >0,

we obtain

AM +m < M||61(1)||z + m|[fo(1)]|L, (2.26)
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whence, by virtue of (1.7), we arrive at a contradiction: AM + m < AM + m (resp., m < m).
Now assume that (2.6) is satisfied. The integration of (0.1) from t¢,; to t,, with regard for relations (1.1),
(2.10), and (2.11) and the assumption that ¢ € L([a, b]; R1) yields

M= [16)(s)  fo(u)(s) — a(s)lds < M (V)] + mllo(1)] . (2.27)

ty

Hence, by virtue of (1.7) and the assumption that A €]0, 1], we arrive at a contradiction (M + m < M + m).
Thus, u has no zero (resp., does not change its sign). Therefore, according to Lemma 2.1, u is positive (resp.,
nonnegative).

Proof of Theorem 1.4. According to Theorem 1.1 and conditions (1.9) and (1.10), problem (0.1), (0.2) has a
unique solution wu.

Let us show that u has no zero (resp., does not change its sign). Assume the contrary, i.e., assume that there
exists t1 € [a,b] (resp., to,t3 € |a, b]) such that (2.21) is satisfied. We define numbers M and m by (2.10) and
choose tpr,ty, € [a,b] such that (2.11) is satisfied. It is obvious that (2.22) [resp., (2.23)] is satisfied and either
(2.5) or (2.6) is valid.

By analogy with the proof of Theorem 1.3, one can show that assumption (2.5) leads to the contradiction
AM +m < AM + m (resp., M < M), and assumption (2.6) leads to the contradiction M + m < M + m.
Thus, u has no zero (resp., does not change its sign) and, therefore, according to Lemma 2.2, u is negative (resp.,
nonpositive).

3. On Remarks 1.3 and 1.4

On Remark 1.3. Let )\ €]0, 1] (the cases A = 0 and A\ = 1 were studied in [4] and [10], respectively; there
one can also find examples that verify the optimality of the results obtained). Denote by H™ and H ™ the sets of
pairs (z,y) € R+ x R4 such that

1—-2
lfx—T<y<1+A+2\/1—:c,

<1,

and
1
y <A — 1< <242V —y,
- Y

respectively. According to Theorem 1.1, if (|[€o(1)||z,[|¢1(1)]|z) € Ht U H~, then problem (0.1), (0.2) has a
unique solution. (Also note that, for \ < 7 we have H™ = @.)

Below, we give examples that show that, for any pair (zg,y0) € H™ UH ™, xo > 0, yo > 0, there exist
functions h € L([a,b]; R) and 7 € M,; such that

b b
/[h(s)]+ds — 0, /[h(s)]_ds _—— 3.1

and the problem

u'(t) = h(t)u(r(t)), u(a) = Au(b) (3.2)
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has a nontrivial solution. Then, by virtue of Theorem 0.1, there exist ¢ € L([a,b]; R) and ¢ € R such that
problem (0.1), (0.2), where ¢ = ¢g — {1,

df

lo(w)(t) = [p(t)]+w(r(t),  G(w)(t) = [h(t)]-w(T(t)), 3.3)

either does not have a solution or has an infinite set of solutions.

Itis clear that if xg,yo € Ry and (z0,y0) € HTUH ™, then (zo,yo) belongs to at least one of the following
sets:

Hy={(z,y) e Rx R: 1 <z, A<y},

ng{(x,y)ERxR:0§x<1,1+)\+2\/1—:L'§y},

ng{(x,y)ERxR:O§y<)\, 2+2\/)\—y§$},

1—A
H4:{(x,y)€R><R:O§y<)\,y—l—l—/\ngL},

A=y
x 1 r+A—-1
Hs = RxR:1-)\ L S+1-——<y<
5 {(x,y)e X <z <l o+ /\_y_)\(l—x)}’

1
HG:{(.%’,y)ERXR:1—)\<$<1,$—1+)\§y§§+1_x}.

Example 3.1. Let (z9,yo) € Hi. Weset a =0, b=4, and

-2 for ¢t € [0,1],

rg—1 for tell,2] 4  for t € (0,1|U[3,4],
oy = 470 L2 01003, 4

A—yo for te23], 1 for te[1,3[

1 for t € [3,4]

Then relations (3.1) hold and problem (3.2) has the nontrivial solution

A1 —1t) for te|0,1],
u(t) =40 for ¢t € [1,3],
t—3 for ¢ € [3,4].
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Example 3.2. Let (zg,yo) € Hy. Weset a =0, b=6, a =+/1—xz9, B=9y0—1— X — 2, and

-\ for t €]0,1],

—p  for t €[l1,2], 6 for ¢t € [0,1[U[2,3[U[5,6],
h(t) = —a for t € [2,4], T(t) =41 for te[l,2],

-1 for t € [4,5], 3 for t €[3,5].

(7o for ¢ € [5,0],

Then relations (3.1) hold and problem (3.2) has the nontrivial solution

(A1 —1t) for ¢ € [0,1],

0 for t € [1,2],

a2 —1t) for t € [2,3],
u(ty = { )

a®(t—3)—a for t e [3,4],

a(t —5)+a? for t € [4,5],

(2o(t —6)+1 for t € [5,6].

e for ¢t € [0,1],
—yo for t e |1,2],

1.2 4 for t €0,1[U[3,4],
g for t € [2,3],

h(t) = T(t) =<6 for t € [1,2[U4,6],
1 for ¢ € [3,4],

2 for t€[2,3].

a for t € [4,5],
1 for ¢ € [5,6],

Then relations (3.1) hold and problem (3.2) has the nontrivial solution

—a?t+ X for te[0,1]
yo(2—1t) for t €[1,2]
0 for ¢t € [2,3]
a(3—t)  for t e [3,4],
a(t—5)  for te€[4,5]
(t—5 for ¢ € [5, 6]

1 1
Example 3.4. Let (xo,y0) € Hy. Weset a=0, b=2, a=1—A+1yp, tp=— — — +2, and
i) o

— for t € (0,1, 2  for te|0,1],
=1 " R o
T for t € [1,2], to for t e[1,2].
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Then relations (3.1) hold and problem (3.2) has the nontrivial solution

—yot + A for ¢t € [0,1],
u(t) =
alt—2)+1 for te€l,2].
A -1 A
Example 3.5. Let (x9,y0) € Hs. Weset a = 0, b = 2, a = L, 8 = 0 , to =
1—220 1—.%’0
« 1
— —A) =, and
<y0 >ﬂ
T for t € |0,1], 1 for t€]0,1],
= 1" I o
—yo for t€[l1,2], to for te[1,2].

Then relations (3.1) hold and problem (3.2) has the nontrivial solution

Bt + A for ¢t € [0, 1],
u(t) =
al2—t)+1 for tel,2]
Example 3.6. Let (zg,yo) € Hg. Weset a =0, b=2, a=A+x9—1, tp= ez + 2, and
ZoYo
— for t € (0,1, tg for te|0,1],
iy =1 " m =" o
xo for t € [1,2], 2 for tel,2].

Then relations (3.1) hold and problem (3.2) has the nontrivial solution

. —at + A for t € [0,1],
u =
zo(t—2)+1 for te€l,2].

On Remark 1.4. Let )\ €]0,1] (the case A = 0 was studied in [4]). Denote by G and G~ the sets of
pairs (x,y) € Ry x R4 such that

and

Yy <A ——1l<ax <l

1
respectively. It is clear that G™ C H* and G~ C H~. (Also note that, for \ < 37 we have G~ =(.)
By virtue of Theorem 1.3 (resp., Theorem 1.4), if

(oMl laWll) € GT (resp., (o)L, [6(D)]) € G7),
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then problem (0.1), (0.2), where ¢ € L([a,b]; R+), ¢ € R4, and ||¢||z + ¢ # 0, has a unique solution, and this
solution is positive (resp., negative).

Below, we give examples that show that, for any pair (zo,y0) € HT\G" (resp., (zo,y0) € H\G~), there
exist functions h € L([a,b]; R), q € L([a,b]; R+), and T € My, such that ¢ Z 0, relations (3.1) are satisfied,
and the problem

u'(t) = h(t)u(T(t)) + q(t), u(a) = Au(b), (3.4)

or, equivalently, problem (0.1), (0.29), where ¢ = ¢y — ¢1 and ¢y and ¢; are defined by (3.3), has a solution
that is not positive (resp., negative).

It also follows from Example 3.7 (resp., Example 3.8) that, in Theorem 1.3 (resp., Theorem 1.4), the inequal-
ity [|2(1)]lz < A (resp., [[€o(1)[|r < 1) in condition (1.7) [resp., (1.9)] cannot be replaced by the inequality
161(1)]|r < XA +e (resp., |[lo(1)]|z < 1+ €) for arbitrarily small & > 0.

Example 3.7. Let (xg,y0) € HT\Gt. Weset a =0, b=2, a=yo—20—A+1, B=1+yo— A\
T =2, and

—yo for t €0,1], {0 for t € [0, 1],

"= {:co for t € [1,2], 1= o for t€1,2]

Then relations (3.1) hold and problem (3.4) has the solution

{—yot + A for ¢t € [0, 1],
u(t) =
Bt—2)+1 for tel,2]

with u(1) =X —yo < 0.

Example 3.8. Let (xo,y0) € H-\G . Weset a =0, b=2, a=x0—yo+A—1, =20+ -1,
T =2, and

—yo for t €0,1], a for t €]0,1],
h(t) = q(t) =
xo for ¢t € [1,2], 0 for te(l,2].

Then relations (3.1) hold and problem (3.4) has the solution

(t) = Bt — A for t €0, 1],
T 2 -1 for te[1,2]

with u(1) =29 —1> 0.
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