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Abstract. The proportional derivative (PD) controller of a differential operator is
commonly referred to as the conformable derivative. In this paper, we derive a nonoscil-
lation theorem for damped linear differential equations with a differential operator
using the conformable derivative of control theory. The proof of the nonoscillation
theorem utilizes the Riccati inequality corresponding to the equation considered. The
provided nonoscillation theorem gives the nonoscillatory condition for a damped
Euler-type differential equation with a PD controller. Moreover, the nonoscillation of
the equation with a PD controller that can generalize Whittaker–Hill-type equations
is also considered in this paper. The Whittaker–Hill-type equation considered in this
study also includes the Mathieu-type equation. As a subtopic of this work, we consider
the nonoscillation of Mathieu-type equations with a PD controller while making full
use of numerical simulations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, formulations of operators that can be interpreted as generalizations
of derivatives and integrals have been actively introduced. For example, the fractional
derivative may be a recent theme (see [1,8,12,13,15,19]). More recently, a generalized
derivative independent of the theory of fractional derivatives has been defined by
Anderson and Ulness [6]. The definition is given below.
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Definition 1.1. Let α ∈ [0, 1] and functions κ0, κ1 : [0, 1] ×R → [0, ∞) be continuous
such that 




κ0(0, t) = 0, κ1(0, t) = 1,

κ0(1, t) = 1, κ1(1, t) = 0,

κ0(α, t) ̸= 0, α ∈ (0, 1], κ1(α, t) ̸= 0, α ∈ [0, 1).
(1.1)

Define the differential operator Dα via

Dαf(t) = κ1(α, t)f(t) + κ0(α, t) d

dt
f(t). (1.2)

Remark 1.2. From (1.1), we see that

D0f(t) = f(t) and D1f(t) = f ′(t).

According to Anderson and Ulness [6], the impetus for the introduction of (1.2)
was the proportional derivative (PD) controller formula used in control theory. For
a controller output Y at time t, a PD controller with two tuning parameters follows
the below algorithm:

Y (t) = κpE(t) + κd
d

dt
E(t). (1.3)

Here, κp is the proportional gain, κd is the derivative gain, and E is the input deviation.
Note that (1.3), used in PD control systems, is applied to analyze robotics [2, 10].
Thus, (1.2) is called the proportional derivative or conformable derivative in control
theory.

This study deals with the nonoscillation of the damped linear differential equation
with a PD controller, as given below:

DαDαu + a(t)Dαu + b(t)u = 0, (1.4)

where α ∈ (0, 1]; a, b : [0, ∞) → R are continuous on R.
Eq. (1.4) is equivalent to the Sturm–Liouville type equation:

Dα[r(t)Dαu] + c(t)u = 0, (1.5)

where r(t) = ea+κ1(t, t0) > 0 for t ≥ t0 ≥ 0 and c(t) = r(t)b(t). Here, ea+κ1(t, t0)
is an exponential function used in the proportional derivative (see Theorem 4.2 of
Appendix for details). Anderson’s result can be referred for the equivalence transfor-
mation [3, Theorem 3.1]. Recently, with respect to these fundamentals, a qualitative
theory for Eq. (1.5) and Eq. (1.5) on the time scale has been developed [3–5,9].

The nontrivial oscillatory and nonoscillatory solutions are defined as (1.4) and
(1.5), respectively. For sufficiently large t ≥ t0 ≥ 0, a nontrivial solution u of (1.4)
(or (1.5)) is said to be nonoscillatory on [t0, ∞) if it is eventually either positive
or negative. Conversely, the nontrivial solution u of (1.4) (or (1.5)) is said to be
oscillatory. Sturm’s comparison theorem has already been developed for (1.5) (see
Anderson’s result [3, Theorem 7.4]). Additionally, Sturm’s separation theorem for
linear dynamic equations on the time scale involving (1.5) has been established
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[4, Theorem 8.3.6]. Accordingly, if a nontrivial solution of (1.4) (or (1.5)) is oscillatory
or nonoscillatory, then all nontrivial solutions of (1.4) (or (1.5)) are oscillatory or
nonoscillatory, respectively.

Let α = 1. Then, Eq. (1.4) becomes the second-order linear differential equation

u′′ + a(t)u′ + b(t)u = 0. (1.6)

There have been a large number of results on oscillation problems for (1.6). Among
them, an excellent nonoscillation theorem for Eq. (1.6) is given by Zafer [24].

Theorem 1.3 ([24]). Suppose there exists a differentiable function B such that
B′(t) = b(t). If

(B(t) − a(t))B(t) ≤ 0 (1.7)

for large t, then all nontrivial solutions of (1.6) are nonoscillatory.

The pioneering work on Theorem 1.3 was undertaken by Kwong and Wong [16, The-
orem 2]. They assumed periodic functions for the coefficients a and b in Eq. (1.6).
The results of Kwong and Wong [16, Theorem 2] corresponding to linear differen-
tial equations have been generalized by many subsequent researchers. In particular,
Zafer [24] established a nonoscillation theorem for linear dynamic equations on time
scales that removed the periodicity of the coefficient functions a and b. Theorem 1.3 is
an excerpt from a small part of the results of Zafer’s nonoscillation theorem. Several
other researchers have extended the results of Kwong and Wong [16] for application to
half-linear differential equations and impulsive differential equations [7, 11,20–22].

The purpose of this study is to establish Theorem 1.3 corresponding to (1.4).
The Riccati inequality corresponding to (1.4) is necessary to achieve the objective
of this study. However, the Riccati inequality corresponding to (1.4) has not yet
been published, and will be established in this paper. As an example of the new
nonoscillation theorem obtained in this study, we consider an equation that generalizes
the damped Euler-type differential equation

u′′ + a(t)u′ + 1
t2 u = 0. (1.8)

From Theorem 1.3, if a ≤ −1/t, then all nontrivial solutions of (1.8) are nonoscillatory.
We generalize this to correspond to (1.4).

As another example, consider the following linear differential equation

u′′ +
(

−1
8 + 1

2 cos t + 1
8 cos(2t)

)
u = 0. (1.9)

Equation (1.9) is a special case of the Whittaker–Hill-type equation [17, 23]. In partic-
ular, the solution u of (1.9) is e

1
2 cos t. This can be easily verified and the solution of

(1.9) is clear. Hence, the solution u of (1.9) is nonoscillatory. In this study, we discuss
the nonoscillation of the generalized equation (1.9) with a PD controller.
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In Section 2, this paper introduces the nonoscillation theorem corresponding to
(1.4), which extends Theorem 1.3. To prove the nonoscillation theorem, we introduce the
Riccati inequality corresponding to (1.4). Moreover, we give the nonoscillation condition
for a damped Euler-type equation with a PD controller that generalizes Eq. (1.8). In Sec-
tion 3, we discuss the nonoscillation of a generalized Whittaker–Hill-type equation using
a new nonoscillation theorem. As a reminder, the Whittaker–Hill-type equation (1.8)
has no damping coefficient a. In order to change the result of (1.4) to the undamped
equation (1.4), we clarify the equivalence of (1.4) and the undamped equation (1.4).
From the equivalence, we discuss the nonoscillation of the Whittaker–Hill-type equation
with a PD controller. In particular, the Whittaker–Hill-type equation includes the
Mathieu-type equation. The Mathieu equation is a well-known mathematical model
that appears in the fields of science and engineering. In Section 3, we consider the
nonoscillation of the Mathieu-type equation with a PD controller, especially using
numerical simulation. Section 4 contains a brief conclusion of this paper and a future
open question. As an appendix to this paper, the last section of this paper summarizes
the arithmetic formulas for the proportional derivatives used in this paper.

2. RICCATI TYPE PROPORTIONAL DERIVATIVE INEQUALITY
AND NONOSCILLATION THEOREM

Consider the Riccati type proportional derivative inequality

Dαz ≥ b(t) − a(t)z + z(z + κ1(α, t)). (2.1)

We have the following result:

Theorem 2.1. The following conditions are equivalent.

(i) All nontrivial solutions to (1.4) are nonoscillatory.
(ii) There exists a differentiable function z that satisfies (2.1) for large t.

Proof. To prove that (i) implies (ii), we need to find a solution z that satisfies (2.1).
Assuming that a solution u of Eq. (1.4) is nonoscillatory, define

z(t) = −Dαu(t)
u(t) ,

then, by using

z(t)+κ1(α, t) = −Dαu(t)
u(t) +κ1(α, t) = − 1

u(t) (Dαu(t)−κ1(α, t)u(t)) = −κ0(α, t)u′(t)
u(t)

and

u′(t) = − (z(t) + κ1(α, t))u(t)
κ0(α, t) ,
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we obtain

DαDαu(t) + a(t)Dαu(t) + b(t)u(t)
= Dα[−z(t)u(t)] − a(t)z(t)u(t) + b(t)u(t)
= −Dαz(t)u(t) − z(t)

(
κ1(α, t)u(t) + κ0(α, t)u′(t)

)

+ κ1(α, t)z(t)u(t) − a(t)z(t)u(t) + b(t)u(t)

=
(

− Dαz(t) + b(t) − a(t)z(t) + z(t)
(
z(t) + κ1(α, t)

))
u(t) = 0.

Hence, z is a solution of the inequality (2.1).
To prove that (ii) implies (i), we show that a nontrivial solution to Eq. (1.4) is

nonoscillatory. Let z be a solution of (2.1). Define

d(t) := Dαz(t) + a(t)z(t) − b(t) − z(t)(z(t) + κ1(α, t)) ≥ 0.

We consider the equation

DαDαu + a(t)Dαu + (b(t) + d(t))u = 0. (2.2)

Using formulas for the proportional derivatives, we observe that Eq. (2.2) has the
nonoscillatory solution u(t) = e−z(t, t0). Now (2.2) may be written as follows:

Dα[ea+κ1(t, t0)Dαu] + ea+κ1(t, t0)(b(t) + d(t))u = 0, (2.3)

(see Anderson’s result [3, Theorem 3.1]). For (2.3), upon comparing the Strum–Liouville
type equation (1.5) by Sturm’s comparison theorem [3, Corollary 7.5], Eq. (1.5) must
be nonoscillatory. In other words, we find that all nontrivial solutions to (1.4) are
nonoscillatory.

From Theorem 2.1, we obtain the following nonoscillation theorem for (1.4).
Theorem 2.2. Assuming there exists a differentiable function B such that DαB(t)=b(t).
If

(B(t) − a(t) + κ1(α, t))B(t) ≤ 0 (2.4)

for large t, then all nontrivial solutions of (1.4) are nonoscillatory.

Proof. If DαB(t) is added to both sides of (2.4), then

DαB(t) ≥ b(t) − a(t)B(t) + B(t)(B(t) + κ1(α, t))

is obtained. Hence, B(t) satisfies (2.1). From Theorem 2.1, the proof of Theorem 2.2
is complete.

Remark 2.3. For α = 1, Theorem 2.2 satisfies Theorem 1.3. Hence, Theorem 2.2 is
a generalization of Theorem 1.3.
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Example 2.4. As an example of Theorem 2.2, consider a damped Euler-type equation
with a PD controller

DαDαu + a(t)Dαu + κ0(α, t)e0(t, t0)
t2 u = 0, t ≥ t0 > 0, (2.5)

where
e0(t, t0) = e

−
∫ t

t0

k1(α,τ)
k0(α,τ) dτ

.

Note that if α = 1, then Eq. (2.5) becomes Eq. (1.8). For (2.5), the following results
can be obtained using Theorem 2.2.

If
a(t) ≤ −e0(t, t0)

t
+ κ1(α, t), (2.6)

then all nontrivial solutions of (2.5) are nonoscillatory.

Let B(t) = −e0(t, t0)/t. Then, using Dαe0(t, t0) = 0 and the product rule of
proportional derivative (see Theorem 5.1 of Appendix for details), we see that

DαB(t) = κ0(α, t)e0(t, t0)
t2 .

From (2.6), we have

(B(t) − a(t) + κ1(α, t))B(t) = e2
0(t, t0)

t2 − κ1(α, t)e0(t, t0)
t

+ a(t)e0(t, t0)
t

≤ e2
0(t, t0)

t2 − κ1(α, t)e0(t, t0)
t

− e2
0(t, t0)

t2 + κ1(α, t)e0(t, t0)
t

= 0.

Thus, the condition (2.3) of Theorem 2.2 is satisfied.

Remark 2.5. In the case that α = 1, condition (2.6) becomes a ≤ −1/t. Hence,
we have generalized the nonoscillatory condition in Eq. (1.8).

3. WHITTAKER–HILL-TYPE AND MATHIEU-TYPE EQUATIONS
WITH A PD CONTROLLER

Consider the undamped linear differential equation with a PD controller

DαDαv + c(t)v = 0 (3.1)

more general than (1.8). Here, c : [0, ∞) → R is continuous on R.
Eq. (3.1) and Eq. (1.4) have the following equivalence relation.
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Theorem 3.1. The following conditions are equivalent.

(i) Let a be a continuously differentiable function. All nontrivial solutions of (1.4)
are nonoscillatory.

(ii) All nontrivial solutions of the undamped equation (3.1) are nonoscillatory, where

c(t) = b(t) − 1
2Dαa(t) − 1

4a2(t) + 1
2a(t)κ1(α, t)

= b(t) − κ0(α, t)
2 a′(t) − 1

4a2(t).
(3.2)

Proof. To prove that (i) implies (ii), let

u(t) = v(t)e− a
2 +κ1(t, t0).

Then, from
Dαu(t) =

(
Dαv(t) − a(t)v(t)

2

)
e− a

2 +κ1(t, t0)

and

DαDαu(t) = (DαDαv(t) − a(t)Dαv(t)) e− a
2 +κ1(t, t0)

+
(

1
2a(t)κ1(α, t) − 1

2Dαa(t) + 1
4a2(t)

)
v(t)e− a

2 +κ1(t, t0),

we see that Eq. (1.4) becomes Eq. (3.1) with (3.2). Therefore, if a nontrivial solution
of (1.4) is nonoscillatory, then a nontrivial solution of (3.1) with (3.2) is nonoscillatory.
Here, from Sturm’s separation theorem, if a nontrivial solution of (3.1) with (3.2) is
nonoscillatory, then all nontrivial solutions of (3.1) with (3.2) are nonoscillatory.

For the proof of (ii) through (i), we put v(t) = u(t)e a
2 +κ1(t, t0). From

Dαv(t) =
(

Dαu(t) + a(t)u(t)
2

)
e a

2 +κ1(t, t0)

and

DαDαv(t) = (DαDαu(t) + a(t)Dαu(t)) e a
2 +κ1(t, t0)

+
(

κ0(α, t)
2 a′(t) + 1

4a2(t)
)

u(t)e a
2 +κ1(t, t0),

we see that Eq. (3.1) with (3.2) becomes Eq. (1.4). Therefore, if a nontrivial solution of
(3.1) with (3.2) is nonoscillatory, then all nontrivial solutions of (1.4) are nonoscillatory.

Now consider a Whittaker–Hill-type equation with a PD controller

DαDαv +
(

−δ(t) +
(

γ − 1
2

)
e0(t, t0)κ0(α, t) cos t + e2

0(t, t0)
8 cos(2t)

)
v = 0, (3.3)
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which is a generalization of (1.9). Here, γ is a real number; the function δ is

δ(t) = e2
0(t, t0)

8 + κ2
1(α, t)

4 + κ0(α, t)κ′
1(α, t)

2 .

Note that Eq. (3.3) becomes Eq. (1.9) if α = 1 and γ = 1. Moreover, in the case that
γ = 1/2, Eq. (3.3) becomes the Mathieu-type equation with a PD controller

DαDαv +
(

−δ(t) + e2
0(t, t0)

8 cos(2t)
)

v = 0. (3.4)

Note that Mathieu’s equation is one of the most famous equations applied in the fields
of mechanics and electrical engineering [18].

Using Theorems 2.2 and 3.1, the following result can be obtained.
Theorem 3.2. Assume that κ1 is differentiable for t ≥ 0. If 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, then all
nontrivial solutions of (3.3) are nonoscillatory.
Proof. Let us compare Eq. (3.3) with the damped differential equation with a PD
controller:

DαDαu + (e0(t, t0) sin t + κ1(α, t))Dαu + γe0(t, t0)κ0(α, t) cos t u = 0. (3.5)

If we compare the coefficient functions of (1.4) and (3.5), they are

a(t) = e0(t, t0) sin t + κ1(α, t) and b(t) = γe0(t, t0)κ0(α, t) cos t.

Then, Eqs. (3.5) and (3.3) are equivalent. Indeed, from

a′(t) = −κ1(α, t)e0(t, t0)
κ0(α, t) sin t + e0(t, t0) cos t + κ′

1(α, t)

and
a2(t) = e2

0(t, t0) sin2 t + 2κ1(α, t)e0(t, t0) sin t + κ2
1(α, t),

we see that

b(t) − κ0(α, t)
2 a′(t) − 1

4a2(t) = γe0(t, t0)κ0(α, t) cos t + e0(t, t0)κ1(α, t)
2 sin t

− κ0(α, t)e0(t, t0)
2 cos t − κ0(α, t)κ′

1(α, t)
2

− e2
0(t, t0)

4 sin2 t − e0(t, t0)κ1(α, t)
2 sin t − κ2

1(α, t)
4

= −
(

e2
0(t, t0)

8 + κ2
1(α, t)

4 + κ0(α, t)κ′
1(α, t)

2

)

+
(

γ − 1
2

)
e0(t, t0)κ0(α, t) cos t + e2

0(α, t)
8 cos 2t

= −δ(t) +
(

γ − 1
2

)
e0(t, t0)κ0(α, t) cos t

+ e2
0(α, t)

8 cos 2t.
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Hence, the relation (3.2) is satisfied. If all nontrivial solutions of (3.5) are nonoscillatory,
then all nontrivial solutions of (3.3) are also nonoscillatory. We use Theorem 2.2 to
show that all nontrivial solutions of (3.5) are nonoscillatory.

If B(t) = γe0(t, t0) sin t for t > 0, then we can find that

DαB(t) = γ(κ1(α, t) sin t + κ0 cos t)e0(t, t0) − γκ1(α, t)e0(t, t0) sin t

= γκ0(α, t)e0(t, t0) cos t.

Furthermore, from 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, we obtain

(B(t) − a(t) + κ1(α, t))B(t) =
(

γe0(t, t0) sin t −
(
e0(t, t0) sin t + κ1(α, t)

)

+ κ1(α, t)
)

γe0(t, t0) sin t

= (γ − 1) γ e2
0(t, t0) sin2 t ≤ 0

Then, the above inequality satisfies (2.1). Hence, all nontrivial solutions of (3.5) are
nonoscillatory. In other words, all nontrivial solutions of (3.3) are nonoscillatory.

Remark 3.3. In the case that γ = 1 and α = 1, from Theorem 3.2, we
see that all nontrivial solutions of (1.9) are nonoscillatory. In another case that
γ = 1/2, all nontrivial solutions of (3.4) are nonoscillatory.

Now, for the special case of (3.4), if we change the parameter α, the nonoscillatory
solution of the special case of (3.4) may have bifurcated results. Using numerical
simulations, we will discuss the nonoscillatory solutions to (3.4) when γ = 1/2. Here,
let w = Dαv,

κ0(α, t) = sin
(απ

2

)
and κ1(α, t) = cos

(απ

2

)
.

Then, Eq. (3.4) becomes

Dαv = w,

Dαw =
(

δ(t) − e2
0(t, t0)

8 cos(2t)
)

v.
(3.6)

In Figure 1, we draw the positive orbits of (3.6) starting at point (1, 1). In the
cases where α = 1, 0.9, 0.8, the positive orbits of (3.6) are divergent. Meanwhile,
when α = 0.7, 0.6, 0.5, the positive orbits of (3.6) are asymptotic to the origin.
In Figure 2, similarly, the solution curves of (3.4) are divergent if α = 1, 0.9, 0.8.
Furthermore, the solution curves of (3.4) are asymptotic to the origin if α = 0.7, 0.6, 0.5.
From Figures 1 and 2, it can be confirmed that the solutions of (3.4) and (3.6) are
nonoscillatory.
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Fig. 1. The positive orbits of (3.6)
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Fig. 2. The solution curves of (3.4)

4. CONCLUSION

In this study, we established the Riccati inequality corresponding to (1.4), which is
necessary to derive the nonoscillation theorem. Moreover, the nonoscillatory solutions
of Mathieu-type and Whittaker–Hill-type equations with a PD controller are discussed
(see Section 3). According to Figures 1 and 2, the solution that does not oscillate
is divided into divergent solutions and the solutions that converge to the origin.
Depending on the value of parameter α, one question arises: what is the parameter
condition for α that classifies diverging and converging nonoscillatory solutions? For
example, we consider α = 0.705 and α = 0.704. In Figure 3, we draw the two positive
orbits of (3.6) starting at point (1, 1). In the case that α = 0.705, a positive orbit of
(3.6) is divergent. Meanwhile, in the case that α = 0.704, a positive orbit of (3.6) is
asymptotic to the origin. Thus, the following results can be predicted.

Conjecture 4.1. Suppose there exists α∗ such that 0.704 < α∗ < 0.705. If α < α∗,
then all nontrivial solutions of (3.4) are asymptotic to the origin. If α > α∗, then all
nontrivial solutions of (3.4) are divergent. Here,

κ0(α, t) = sin
(απ

2

)
and κ1(α, t) = cos

(απ

2

)
.
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Fig. 3. The positive orbits of (3.6) for α = 0.705 and α = 0.704

In the future, the classification of nonoscillatory solutions of (3.4) may also be
an interesting study.

5. APPENDIX

The fundamentals of the proportional derivative (1.2) defined by Anderson and
Ulness [6] using (1.1) are summarized below.

Theorem 5.1 ([6]). Let α ∈ (0, 1], the points s, t ∈ R with s ≤ t, and let the function
ϕ : [s, t] → R be continuous. Let κ0, κ1 : [0, 1] × R → [0, ∞) be continuous and satisfy
(1.1), with ϕ/κ0 and κ1/κ0 being Riemann integrable on [s, t]. Then, the exponential
function with respect to Dα in (1.2) is defined as

eϕ(t, s) := e

∫ t

s

ϕ(τ)−κ1(α,τ)
κ0(α,τ) dτ

, e0(t, s) = e
−

∫ t

s

κ1(α,τ)
κ0(α,τ) dτ

and
Dαeϕ(t, s) = ϕ(t)eϕ(t, s), Dαe0(t, s) = 0.

Theorem 5.2 ([6]). Let the proportional derivative Dα be given as (1.2), where
α ∈ [0, 1]. Let the function ϕ : [s, t] → R be continuous. Let κ0, κ1 : [0, 1] × R → [0, ∞)
be continuous and satisfy (1.1). Assume the functions f and g are differentiable as
needed. Then:

(i) Dα[kf(t) + lg(t)] = kDαf(t) + lDαg(t) for all k, l ∈ R,
(ii) Dα[f(t)g(t)] = f(t)Dαg(t) + g(t)Dαf(t) − f(t)g(t)κ1(α, t),

(iii) Dα[f(t)/g(t)] = g(t)Dαf(t) − f(t)Dαg(t)
g2(t) + f(t)

g(t) κ1(α, t).

Acknowledgements
I would like to thank Editage (www.editage.com) for English language editing. This
work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant-in-Aid for Early-Career Scientists
(Grant Number JP22K13933 ).



78 Kazuki Ishibashi

REFERENCES

[1] T. Abdeljawad, On conformable fractional calculus, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 279 (2015),
57–66.

[2] N. Aliman, R. Ramli, S.M. Haris, M.S. Amiri, A robust adaptive-fuzzy-proportional-
-derivative controller for a rehabilitation lower limb exoskeleton, Eng. Sci. Technol. Int. J.
35 (2022), 101097.

[3] D.R. Anderson, Second-order self-adjoint differential equations using a proportional-
-derivative controller, Commun. Appl. Nonlinear Anal. 24 (2017), no. 1, 17–48.

[4] D.R. Anderson, Even-order self-adjoint boundary value problems for proportional
derivatives, Electron. J. Differential Equations 2017, Paper no. 210, 18 pp.

[5] D.R. Anderson, S.G. Georgiev, Conformable Dynamic Equations on Time Scales, Boca
Raton, FL, CRC Press, 2020.

[6] D.R. Anderson, D.J. Ulness, Newly defined conformable derivatives, Adv. Dyn. Syst.
Appl. 10 (2015), no. 2, 109–137.

[7] D. Çakmak, A note on M. K. Kwong and J. S. W. Wong’s paper “Oscillation and
nonoscillation of Hill’s equation with periodic damping”, Dynam. Systems Appl. 15
(2016), 409–414.

[8] F. Çetinkaya, A review on the evolution of the conformable derivative, Funct. Differ.
Equ. 29 (2022), no. 1–2, 23–37.

[9] F. Çetinkaya, T. Cuchta, Sturm–Liouville and Riccati conformable dynamic equations,
Adv. Dyn. Syst. Appl. 15 (2020), no. 1, 1–13.

[10] H. Chhabra, V. Mohan, A. Rani, V. Singh, Robust nonlinear fractional order fuzzy PD
plus fuzzy I controller applied to robotic manipulator, Neural Comput. Appl. 32 (2020),
2055–2079.

[11] O. Došlý, A. Özbekler, R.Š. Hilscher, Oscillation criterion for half-linear differential
equations with periodic coefficients, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 393 (2012), no. 2, 360–366.

[12] A. Fleitas, J.E. Nápoles, J.M. Rodriguez, J.M. Sigarreta, Note on the generalized
conformable derivative, Rev. Un. Mat. Argentina 62 (2021), no. 2, 443–457.

[13] A. Harir, S. Melliani, L.S. Chadli, Fuzzy generalized conformable fractional derivative,
Adv. Fuzzy Syst. 2020, Art. ID 1954975, 7 pp.

[14] K. Ishibashi, J. Sugie, Simple conditions for parametrically excited oscillations of
generalized Mathieu equations, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 446 (2017), no. 1, 233–247.

[15] R. Khalil, M.A. Horani, A. Yousef, M. Sababheh, A new definition of fractional derivative,
J. Comput. Appl. Math. 264 (2014), 65–70.

[16] M.K. Kwong, J.S.W. Wong, Oscillation and nonoscillation of Hill’s equation with
periodic damping, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 288 (2003), no. 1, 15–19.

[17] W. Magnus, S. Winkler, Hill’s Equation, Dover, New York, 1979.

[18] N.W. McLachlan, Theory and Application of Mathieu Functions, Dover, New York, 1964.



Nonoscillation of damped linear differential equations. . . 79

[19] M.D. Ortigueira, J.A.T. Machadob, What is a fractional derivative?, J. Comput. Phys.
293 (2015), 4–13.

[20] A. Özbekler, A. Zafer, Nonoscillation and oscillation of second-order impulsive differen-
tial equations with periodic coefficients, Appl. Math. Lett. 25 (2015), no. 3, 294–300.

[21] J. Sugie, K. Ishibashi, Oscillation problems for Hill’s equation with periodic damping,
J. Math. Anal. Appl. 466 (2018), no. 1, 56–70.

[22] J. Sugie, K. Matsumura, A nonoscillation theorem for half-linear differential equations
with periodic coefficients, Appl. Math. Comput. 199 (2008), no. 2, 447–455.

[23] E.T. Whittaker, On a class of differential equations whose solutions satisfy integral
equations, Proc. Edinburgh Math. Soc. 33 (1914), 14–23.

[24] A. Zafer, On oscillation and nonoscillation of second-order dynamic equation, Appl.
Math. Lett. 22 (2009), no. 1, 136–141.

Kazuki Ishibashi
ishibashi_kazuaoi@yahoo.co.jp
 https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1812-9980

Department of Electronic Control Engineering
National Institute of Technology (KOSEN), Hiroshima College
Toyota-gun 725-023, Japan

Received: August 25, 2022.
Revised: October 21, 2022.
Accepted: November 4, 2022.


