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On the existence of entire solutions to a system of nonlinear
Fermat-type partial differential-difference equations

Junfeng Xu, Sujoy Majumder® and Debabrata Pramanik

ABSTRACT. The aim of this study is to investigate the precise form of finite-order entire
solutions to the following system of Fermat-type partial differential-difference equations:
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for various combinations of the positive integers ni, n2, m1 and ms. Our results extend
the work of Xu et al. (Entire solutions for several systems of non-linear difference and partial
differential-difference equations of Fermat-type, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 483(2), 2020), gen-
eralizing the setting C? to C™. Several examples are provided to illustrate the applicability
and sharpness of the obtained results.
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1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Fermat type functional equation in C. The following functional equation

fr2) +9"(2) =1, (1.1)
where n is a positive integer can be regarded as the Fermat diophantine equations ™ +y" = 1
over function fields. In 1927, Montel [27] proved that the equation has no transcendental
entire solutions for n > 3. Gross [I1, Theorem 4] proved that equation has no non-
constant entire solutions when n > 2. The equation has no non-constant meromorphic
solutions when n > 3 (see [10, Theorem 3]). For n = 2, Gross [I1, Theorem 4] found that the
equation has entire solutions of the from f(z) = sin(h(z)) and g(z) = cos(h(z)), where
h(z) is an entire function. In Theorem 1, Gross [10] proved that all meromorphic solutions
of the equation f2(z) + ¢g%(2) = 1 are the form
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where a(z) is a non-constant meromorphic function. For n = 3, Baker [4, Theorem 1] proved
that the only non-constant meromorphic solutions of equation (1.1]) are the functions

M) (y M (y
f:i{uﬁ”(>}mw>wdg=3{rﬁ9<)}mw>

V3 V3

for a non-constant entire function u and a cubic root 7 of unity, where the Weierstrass -
function with periods wq and wo defined as

( ) 1 + Z { 1 1 }
PlZw,WwW2) = — —
22 e (z + aw1 + Bw2)?  (aw; + Bws)?

and it satisfies (p(M)? = 4p% — 1.

In 1970, Yang [38] investigated the following Fermat-type equation

" (2) + 9™ (2) =1 (1.2)

and obtained that equation |i has no non-constant entire solutions when mil + %2 < 1 (see
the proof of Theorem 1). Therefore it is clear that the equation ([1.2) has no non-constant
entire solutions when m; > 2 and msy > 2. However, for the case when m; = mo = 2 and
g(z) has a specific relationship with f(z), many authors investigated the existence of solutions
of the equation ([1.2]). As a result, successively several research papers were published (see
I8, 21, 22, 23, 24], 25, 39]).

In 2012, Liu et al. [23] studied the existence of solutions for the differential-difference
equation

(fDE)™ + 2 (z+¢) =1 (1.3)

and demonstrated that the equation (1.3 has no finite order transcendental entire solutions
when my # mg, where m; and mg are positive integers, and ¢(# 0) is a constant. Additionally,
Liu et al. [23] obtained the following result

Theorem 1.1.A. [23] Theorem 1.3] The transcendental entire solutions with finite order of
(FOEP + e+ =1 (1.4)

must satisfy f(z) = sin(z + B), where B is a constant and ¢ = 2k or ¢ = (2k + 1)m, with k
being an integer.

Recall that the pair (f(z),g(z)) is referred to as a set of finite-order transcendental entire

solutions for the system
{fn@ram) =1

f2(z) +9™(2) =1
if f(z) and g(z) are transcendental entire functions and p = max{p(f), p(9)} < occ.

In 2016, Gao [8] addressed the problem of determining the form of solutions for the following
system of Fermat-type differential-difference equations

(1) + Rt o2=1
(H76) + n2 o =1

and derived the following result:

(1.5)

Theorem 1.1.B. [8, Theorem 1.1] Suppose that (fi1(z), f2(z)) is a pair of finite order tran-
scendental entire solutions for the system of differential-difference equations . Then
(f1(2), f2(2)) satisfies one of the following
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(1) (f1(2), fa(2)) = (sin(z — be), sin(z — b1e)),
(ii) (f1(2), f2(2)) = (sin(z + bu),sin(z + b1e)),

where b, by are constants, and ¢ = kw, k is an integer.

Remark 1.1.A. When fi(z) = fa(2) = f(2), it is easy to verify that the system of equations
reduces to the equation . Now, from the conclusion of Theorem 1.1.B, it is easy to
get: f(z) =sin(z £ be), where b is a constant, and ¢ = kn, k is an integer. This shows that
the conclusions of Theorem 1.1.B contain the conclusion of Theorem 1.1.A.

1.2. Fermat type functional equation in C™. The following theorem describes the entire
and meromorphic solutions in C™ of the Fermat-type Eq.

ff+4¢"=1n>1. (1.6)
Theorem 1.2.A. [30, Theorem 1.3] For h : C™ — C entire, the solutions of the Eq. (1.6])

are characterized as follows:

(a) for n =2, the entire solutions are f = cos(h) and g = sin(h);

(b) for n > 2, there are no non-constant entire solutions;

(c) for n =2, the meromorphic solutions are of the form f = };gz and g = 1_2£,Q, with B
being meromorphic on C™;

(d) for n =3, the meromorphic solutions are of the form

1 e (h) 1 CeWh)
1= 20m) (” V3 ) 9= S (1 V3 )

(e) for n > 3, there are no non-constant meromorphic solutions.

We define Z; = Z[0,+00) ={n € Z: 0 <n < 400} and ZT =Z(0,400) ={n € Z:0<
n < +oo}. We define

0f(z) 9" f(2) allf(z)
4 . al(f(z)) = i1 im
azl aziz azl e 8Zm
where [; € Zy,i=1,2,...,m and I = (i1,i2,...,in) € Z7 such that |I| = Z;n:lij.
In 2008, Li [20, Theorem 1] proved that meromorphic solutions of the Fermat-type func-
tional equation f2+g? = 1 in C2 must be constant if and only if 9,, (f (21, 22)) and 9., (g(z1, 22))

share 0 CM. Moreover if f(z1, 22) = 0, (u(21, 22)) and g(z1, 22) = 0, (u(21, 22)), then any en-
tire solutions of the partial differential equations:

(8, (u(z1,22)))? + (82 (u(z1, 22)))? = 1

in C? are necessarily linear (see [I7]). From the fact that the surface z} + z5 = 1 in C?
is a Kobayashi hyperbolic manifold and thus there are no non-constant holomorphic curves
(f1, f2) from the complex plane C (and thus C™) to the surface (see [31, page 360]), one can
easily prove that any entire solutions of the partial differential equations

(821 (u(zla 22)))n + (822 (U(Zl, 22)))n =1,

where n > 3 must also be linear. The solutions of Fermat-type partial differential equation
was originally investigated by Li [19] and Saleeby [29].

Recently, many authors (see [1]-[3], [26], [33], [35], [36], [37]) have paid their attention to
explore the existence of solutions of Fermat-type difference and partial differential-difference
equations using the difference Nevanlinna theory for meromorphic functions (see [5] 6] [7, 18] )
of higher dimension.

821(]0('2)): 7vaii(f(z)) =
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In 2018, Xu and Cao [33] investigated the existence of the finite order transcendental
entire solutions for a specific type of Fermat-type partial differential-difference equations and
obtained the following results.

Theorem 1.2.B. [33, Theorem 1.1] Let ¢ = (c1,¢c2) € C?. Then the Fermat-type partial
differential-difference equation

(02 (f(21,22))™ + [ (21 + 1,220+ 2) = 1 (1.7)

doesn’t have any transcendental entire solution with finite order, where my and mo are two
distinct positive integers.

According to Theorem 1.2.B, the finite order transcendental entire solutions of ((1.7)) exist
only possibly for the case m; = ms. For finite order transcendental entire solutions of the
following Fermat-type partial differential-difference equation

(0= (f(21,22)° + [P (21 + e1, 20 + ) = 1 (1.8)
Xu and Cao [34] obtained the following result.

Theorem 1.2.C. [34, Theorem 1.1] Let ¢ = (c1,c) be a constant in C2. Then any finite
order transcendental entire solutions of the Fermat-type partial difference-differential equation
(1-8) has the form of f(z1,22) = sin(Az + B2y + H(22)), where A and B are constants on
C satisfying A2 = 1 and AelAatBe2) — 1 gpd H(z) is a polynomial in one variable zo
such that H(zy) = H(z2 4+ c2). In the special case whenever co = 0, we have f(z1,22) =
sin(Az; + Bz + Constant).

If ¢ = (0,0), then Theorem 1.2.C implies the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2.A. [34, Corollary 1.4] Any transcendental entire solution with finite order of
the partial differential equation of the Fermat-type

(621(f(317 32)))2 + fz(zl, 22) =1

has the form of f(z1,22) = sin(z1 + g(22)), where g(z2) is a polynomial in one variable z;.

Also in the same paper, Xu and Cao [34] exhibited the following example to explain the
conclusion of Theorem 1.2.C.

Example 1.2.A. [34, Example 1.2.] Let A = 1, B = 2, and let two constants ¢ and
co satisfy €' = 1 and ¢ = 0. Then AetAatBe2) — 1 The entire function f(z) =
sin (zl + 229 + 25 + 1) satisfies the following Fermat-type partial differential-difference equa-
tion

(82, (f (21, 22)))° + f2(z1 + 1, 22 + ¢2) = 1 in C2, where c = (¢1, ¢2).

Example 1.2.A shows that the function H(z2) in the conclusion of Theorem 1.2.C may be
a non-constant polynomial whenever ¢, = 0.

In 2020, Xu and Wang [36] again considered Eq. (1.7) to discuss the existence of finite
order transcendental entire solutions for the case when mj; # ms. Actually Xu and Wang
[36, Remark 1.7] proved that: If one of the following conditions holds:

(i) ma > my,
(ii) my > mg > 2,
then Eq. (1.7) does not have any finite order transcendental entire solutions.

When my = 2 and my = 1, Xu and Wang [36] obtained the following result regarding the
finite order transcendental entire solutions of Eq. ((1.7)).
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Theorem 1.2.D. [36, see pp.8] Let ¢ = (c1,c2) € C?. If f(21,22) is a finite order transcen-
dental entire solution of the following Eq.

(01 (f(21,22))° + f(z1 +er, 22+ e2) = 1, (1.9)
then f(z1,z2) takes the from
f(zleQ)
= 1—102—122—%6—122 —C—%(z —c2)+ (21 — c1)Gi(z2) — i(z —c2) + G1(22) 2
= T At g g (e 1—c1)Gi(22 9, 2 T 2 1(22)]

where G1(z2) is a finite order transcendental entire period function with period cs.

Recently Xu et al. [35] studied the existence and the forms of the finite order transcen-
dental entire solutions to the following system of Fermat-type partial differential-difference
equations:

{(azl(fl(zlaz2)))nl T ezt o) _ i’ (1.10)

(02 (fa(z1,22)))"™ + f1"* (21 + c1, 22 + c2)
where m; and n; are positive integers for i = 1, 2.

Firstly, in the following result, Xu et al. [35] proved that the system of Fermat-type partial
differential-difference equations ([1.10)) does not have any pair of finite order transcendental
entire solutions under some restrictions on n; and m; for ¢ = 1, 2.

Theorem 1.2.E. [35, Theorem 1.1] Let ¢ = (c1,c2) € C? and let m; and n; (i = 1,2) be
positive integers. If the system of Fermat-type partial differential-difference equations
satisfies one of the following conditions:

(i) mymg > ning;

.. n; .
(ii) m; > njil forn; >2,5=1,2,
then the system of equations does not have any pair of finite order transcendental entire
solutions.

Secondly, in the following result, Xu et al. [35] derived the solutions of the system of
Fermat-type differential-difference equations ([1.10]) for the case when ny = ng = m; = mg =
2.

Theorem 1.2.F. [35, Theorem 1.3] Let ¢ = (c1,ca) € C2. Then any pair of finite order
transcendental entire solutions for the following system of Fermat-type partial differential-
difference equations

{<aZ1<f1<zl,Z2>>>2 + B +enmte) =1, (1.11)

(0: (fa(21,22))) 2 + fR(z1 e, 22+ e2) = 1,

have the following forms

(f (Z) f (Z)) <6L(Z)+Bl —|—6_(L(Z)+Bl) A21€L(Z)+Bl +A226_(L(Z)+Bl)>
1 3 J2 = ’

2 ’ 2
where L(z) = a12z1 + agz2, By € C and a1, ¢, A1, Aga satisfy one of the following cases
(i) Aoy = —1,Aga =1, and a; = ¢, L(c) = (2k: + %) 7L, or ay = —t, L(c) = (2k — %) T
(ii) Aoy =1, Agp = —t, and ay = 1, L(c) = (2k — §) m¢, or a; = —1, L(c) = (2k + §) m¢;
(iii) A1 = 1,A90 =1, and a1 = 1, L(c) = 2k, or a1 = —t, L(c) = (2k + 1)7e;
(iv) A9y = —1, Ay = —1, and a; = ¢, L(c) = (2k + 1)me, or a; = —t, L(c) = 2kme.
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If ¢ = (0,0), then Theorem 1.2.F implies the following corollary:

Corollary 1.2.B. [35, Corollary 1.1] Any pair of finite order transcendental entire solutions
for the following system of Fermat-type partial differential equations

(0= (fi(z1,22)))° + f3(21,22) = 1,
(0= (falz1,22)))° + fR(21,20) = 1,

have the following forms

el(2)+B1 4 o=(L(z)+B1)  oL(2)+B1 e(L(z)+Bl)>

(f1(2), f2(2)) = ( 2 i >

where L(z) = a1z1 + agz2, B1 € C and a1,n satisfy (i) a1 = ¢ and n = 1; (ii) a; = —t and
n=-—1.

In the study of existence and the forms of the finite order transcendental entire solutions to
the system of the Fermat-type partial differential-difference equations , Theorems 1.2.E
and 1.2.F unquestionably play a significant role. But, if we take f1(z) = f2(z) = f(z), then
the system of equations reduces to the equation . Therefore from the conclusions
of Theorem 1.2.F, it is easy to get: f(z) = sin(Az; + Bza + B1), where A, B and B; are
constants in C satisfying A2 = 1 and Ae!Ac1+5¢2) — 1 One may therefore conclude that
the result of Theorem 1.2.F for the case where fi(z) = f2(2) is not complete by looking at
Example 1.2.A.

Next, by considering the following example something more can be said about the precise
form of the finite order transcendental entire solutions for the system of equations than
that are obtained in Theorem 1.2.F.

Example 1.1. Let
(f1(2), fa(2)) = (sin(Az1 + A1229 + Q1(22)),sin(Bz1 + Bi2ze + Q2(22)),

where A = Ajg = B = Bia = 1, Q1(22) = 23, Qa(22) = 22 + 7 and (c1,c2) = (27,0). Note
that Be*(AcitAe) — A gnd Ae?BertBie) — B It is easy to verify that (fi(z), fa(2))
satisfy the following system of equations

(021 (f1(21,22)))% + f3(z1 +2m, 29) = 1,
(0 (fa(21, 22)))2 + f2(z1 +2m,20) = 1.

The conclusion of Theorem 1.2.F shows that the order of the transcendental entire solutions
(f1(2), fa(2)) is 1, i.e, p(fi) = 1 for i = 1,2. However, Example demonstrates that the
system of equations may have transcendental entire solutions (f1(2), f2(z)) with an
order greater than 1.

Finding the exact form of the finite order transcendental entire solutions (f1(2), f2(z)) of
the system of equations would therefore be intriguing. We also want to generalize
Theorem 1.2.F in this study by taking into account the following system of Fermat-type
partial differential-difference equations

(82:1 (fl(zh 22y ey Zm)))nl + f27n1 (Zl + C1, %2 + C2y ...y %m + Cm) == 17 112
(821(f2(z17z27'"7Zm)))n2+f{n2(21+01722+027"‘7zm+Cm):1 ( : )
in C™, where ni,no, mi, mo are positive integers, and cy,cs,...,c, are constants in C.

For ny = mg = my = my = 1, it is easy to verify that (f1(z), fa(z)) = (eFrt?2tF2m 4
1,e#1t#2t+2m 4 1) is a solution of the Eq. (1.12), where et T¢2t+¢m — _1_ Therefore we
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consider the Eq. (1.12)) for the existence of entire solutions for the case when n; + m; > 2,
where i = 1, 2.

In this paper, our next goal is to investigate all possible finite-order transcendental entire
solutions (f1(z), f2(2)) for the system of equations for all different combinations of
ni, ng, my1 and me. Specifically, we focus on understanding the conditions under which such
solutions exist and determining their explicit forms. Furthermore, we extend these findings to
higher-dimensional settings C™ and explore how the solutions behave when multiple variables
are involved. Now we state our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ € C™. Then any finite order transcendental entire solutions for the
system of equations , where m1, ma,n1,ne € N such that m; +n; > 2, i = 1,2 are
characterized as follows:

(1) if ny = my, then ny = ny =my =mg =2 and
(f1(2), fa(2)) = sin(L1(z) + Q1(22, - - -, 2m)),sin(La(2) + Q2(z2, .. ., 2m))),

where L1(z) = Az1+A1122 .. .+ Aimzm, L2(2) = Bz1+B1122 .. .+Bimzm, Qi(22, ..., 2m)
is a polynomial such that Q;(z2 + 2¢a, ..., 2m + 2¢m) = Qi(22,...,2m) fori = 1,2,

Ay, B1; € C fori=2,...,m such that A2 =1, B> =1 and one of the following hold
(i) Be2t(Aa+Aracat.. +A1mcm) — A and A62L(B01+B1202+ +Bimem) — B

(i1) ABe2(Acit+Arzcat. .+ Aimem) — 1 gnd ABe2{Beit+Bizcat ..+ Bimem) — 1;
(2) if one of the following conditions hold:
(2)(@) mimso > ning,
(2)(ii) ni =m; and nj > m; fori,j € {1,2} such that i # j,
(2)(iii) n; > m; and ning —n; > 2 fori € {1,2},
(2)(iv) n; > m; and m; > n; such that n; > 3 and m; > ™5, where i # j and

6,7 €{1,2},
then the system of equations doesn’t have any finite order transcendental entire
solutions;

(3) if ny > m;, then m; =1 and n; =2 fori=1,2 and

K.
filz) =1+ ZZZ% + 210i(22, 23, -, 2m) — K292 (29,23, -+, 2m)

where K3 = —1 and g;(22, 23, ..., 2m) is a finite order transcendental entire function
such that g;(z2 + 2¢o, ..., 2m + 2¢m) — gi(22, - .., 2m) = Kjcq fori=1,2.

We give two examples to explain the conclusion (1) of Theorem
Example 1.2. Suppose that
(f1(2), fa(2)) = (sin(Az1 + A1222 + A1323 + Q1(22, 23)), sin(Bz1 + Bi2ze + Bi32s + Q2(22, 23)),
where A = Ajs = A13 = B = Bio = Bi3 = 1, Q1(29,23) = (20— 23)?, Qa2(22, 23) = (22— 23)*+

7 and (c1,c2,c3) = (0,5, 5). Note that Be2(AcrtAizeatAises) — A gpd Ae2(BertBizeatBiscs) —

B. It is easy to verify that (f1(z), f2(z)) satisfy the following system of equations

{<an<f1<zl,;:2,z?,>>>2 I3 (a1t er 2t ez +oa) = (1.13)

1
(02 (fa(21, 22, 23)))° + f2(21 + €1, 20 + 2, 23 + ¢3) = L.

Example 1.3. Suppose that
(f1(2), f2(2)) = (sin(Azy + A1220 4+ A1323 + Q1 (22, 23)), sin(Bz + B2z + Bi3z3 + Q2(22, 23))),
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where A= A1y =1, Ai3 = —1, B= By =1, Biz = —1, Q1(22,23) = Qa(22,23) = (22 — 23)°
and (c1,ca,c3) = (0,7, 7). Note that ABetActAizcatAises) — 1 gpd ABe2!(BeitBizca+Biscs) —
1. It is easy to verify that (f1(2), f2(2)) satisfy the system of equations .

Following example is provided to illustrate our conclusion (3) of Theorem
Example 1.4. Suppose that

1
fi(z1,20,23) = 1 — ZZ% + gi(22, 23)21 — g7 (22, 23),
where g;(z2,23) = sin(za + 23) and ¢ = (0,7, 7). We take K; = —1. Note that g;(z2,z23) is
a transcendental entire function of finite order such that g;(ze + 2co, 23 + 2¢3) — gi(22, 23) =
0 = Kjcy. It is easy to verify that (f1(2), f2(2)) satisfy the following system of equations

{<621<f1<zl,zQ,z3>>>2 + oz ezt en ) = 1, (1.14)

(0= (fa(21, 22, 23)))° + fi(z1 + c1, 22 + 2, 23 + ¢3) = 1.
When fi(z) = fa2(2) = f(2), ne = n1 and ma = my, it is easy to see that system (|1.12))
can be reduced as the following equation
(02 (f(21,22, -y zm))™ + M (21 4+ 1,22+ Coy ooy 2m +0m) = 1 (1.15)
and so by Theorem [1.1], we get the following corollary:
Corollary 1.1. Let c € C™. Then any finite order transcendental finite order entire solutions
of the equation , where my,n1 € N such that m1 +ni > 2 are characterized as follows:
(i) if ny = my, then ny =m; =2 and
f(z) =sin(Az1 + ...+ Apzm + P22, ..., 2m)),
where A, As, ..., Ay € C such that A2 = 1 and Aet(Acrt+Amem) — 1 and P(zy, ..., 2)
is a polynomial such that P(za+ca, ..., 2m+cm) = P(z2,...,2m). In the special case
whenever m = 2 and co # 0, we get f(z1,22) = sin(A1z1 + Asz + Constant),
(ii) if ny # ma, thenny =2, my =1 and

K
flz)=1+ Tzz% +z19(22, ...y 2m) — K392(227 ey Zm),

where g(za, ..., zm) s a transcendental entire function of finite order such that g(zo+
€2y ey Zmtom) —g(22, ..y 2m) = %cl.

Remark 1.1. [t is evident that Corollary extends Theorem 1.2.C from C? to C™.
If c=(0,0,...,0), then Theorem implies the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2. The transcendental entire solutions for the following system of Fermat-type
partial differential equations

{(621(f1(211227'-'7zm)))n1 + 13" (22,0 2m) = 1, (1.16)

(821 (fZ(Zla 225y Zm)))n2 + fimz(zlv 225y Zm) = ]'7
where m1, ma,n1,no € N such that m; +n; > 2, i = 1,2 are characterized as follows:
(1) if ny = my, then ny = ny =my =mg =2 and
(fl (Z), fg(z)) = (sin(L1 (Z) + Ql(ZQ, ce Zm)), SiH(LQ(Z) + QQ(ZQ, ... ,Zm))),
where L1(z) = Az1+A1122 .. .+ A1mzm, La(2) = Bz1+Bi122 .. .+ Bimzm, Qi(22, .-, 2m)
is a polynomial fori = 1,2, Ay;, B1; € C fori =2,...,m such that either A> = B?> =1
or AB=1;
(2) if one of the following conditions hold:
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(2)(i) mima > nina,
(2)(it) n; = m; and nj > m; fori,j € {1,2} such that i # j,
(2)(iii) n; > m; and ning —n; > 2 fori € {1,2},

(2)(iv) n; > m; and m; > n; such that n; > 3 and m; > ™5, where i # j and
i,j € {1,2}, ,
then the system of equations doesn’t have any finite order transcendental entire
solutions;

(3) if n; > m;, then m; =1 and n; =2 fori=1,2 and
K.
fl(z) =1+ ZZZ% + 2191(22, 23y Zm) - K12912(Z2a 3y zm)
where Kf’ = —1 and gi(22, 23, . . -, 2m) 18 a transcendental entire functions fori = 1,2.

We now make the following observations on Theorem

Remark 1.2. We have explored as many scenarios as possible for all values of n; and m;,
where 1 = 1,2. Theorems 1.2.E and 1.2.F did not address the following cases, which we have
covered in Theorem as follows:

(i) For (n1,m1,n2,mz2) = (2,2,2,1), (n1,m1,n2,mz) = (2,1,2,2) and (n1,m1,n2,mz) =
(3,1,2,1), we observed from part-(2) of Theorem that the system of equations
does not admit any finite order transcendental entire solutions. Moreover, for
n; > m; and mj > n; such that n; > 3 and m; > %, where i,j € {1,2} such that
1 # j, we demonstrated that the system of equations does not admit any finite
order transcendental entire solutions.

(ii) Forn; > m; (i = 1,2), we established that the system of Fermat-type partial differential-
difference equations have finite order transcendental entire solutions of the form

K,
filz) =1+ Zzz% + 219i(22, 23, -+, Zm) — ngf(zg, 235y Zm)s

where Kf’ = —1 and g;(z2, 23,...,2m) is a finite order transcendental entire function
satisfying gi(z2 + 2¢2, ..., zm + 2¢m) — gi(22, ..., 2m) = Kjcq fori=1,2.
This demonstrates unequivocally that by offering a thorough analysis of every additional
scenario that could arise, our findings significantly outperform those of Xu et al. [35].

Now based on Theorem we ask the following question:

Question 1.1. What can be inferred about the existence of finite order transcendental en-
tire solutions for the system of Fermat-type partial differential equations without the
hypothesis “n; > m; and mj > nj such that n; > 3 and m; > i,7 € {1,2} such that
1#£ 777

1.3. Basic Notations in several complex variables. As on C™, the exterior derivative
d splits d = 9 + 0 and twists to d° = ;£ (0 — 9) (see [15, B32]). Clearly dd® = 5-99. An
exhaustion 7, of C™ is defined by 7,,,(z) = ||2||?>. The standard Kaehler metric on C™ is given
by Uy, = dd°7, > 0. On C™\{0}, we define w,, = dd°log 7, > 0 and o, = d°log Ty A w™ L.
For any S C C™, let S[r], S(r) and S(r) be the intersection of S with respectively the closed
ball, the open ball, the sphere of radius » > 0 centered at 0 € C™.

The zero multiplicity u(}(a) of an entire function f in C™ at a point a € C™ is defined
to be the order of vanishing of f at a. If a = (ai,...,an), then 9'(f(a)) = 0, where
|1l < u?(a) — 1. In other words, we can write f(z) = > ;2 Pi(z — a), where the term
P;i(z — a) is either identically zero or a homogeneous polynomial of degree i. Certainly
,u?c(a) = min{i : Pi(z — a) # 0}.

ng
n;—2’
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Let f be a meromorphic function in C™. Then there exist holomorphic functions g and h
such that hf = g on C™ and dim, h=1({0}) Ng~1({0}) < m — 2. Therefore the c-multiplicity
of f is just u$ = Ng—ch if c € Cand pf = ,u% if ¢ = co. The function p§ : C" — Z
is nonnegative and is called the c-divisor of f. If f # 0 on each component of C™, then
V== ,u(} — p is called the divisor of f. For ¢ > 0, the counting function n, is defined by

n,,(t) — tQ(ml)/ I/’U%il,

Alt]

where A = supp v = {z € G : v¢(2) # 0}. The valence function of v is defined by

Ny(r) = Ny (1, ro) = / ny () 22

(r > o).
0 t

We write NM?(T) = N(r,a; f) if a € C and NM?(’F) = N(r,f) if a = oo. For k € N, define
the truncated multiplicity functions on C™ by u$ ,(z) = min{u$(z2), k}, 1 (2) = p§(z) if
p(z) > k and ,u?c(k(z) = 0 if p$(z) < k. Also we define the truncated valence functions
Ny(t) = N(t,a; f) if v =p$; and Ny(t) = Ny (L, a; f), if v = 1 (-

An algebraic subset X of C™ is defined as a subset

X={2zeC":Pj(z)=0,1<j<I}

with finitely many polynomials Pj(z),..., P/(z). A divisor v on C™ is said to be algebraic if
v is the zero divisor of a polynomial. In this case the counting function n, is bounded (see
9, 32]).

With the help of the positive logarithm function, we define the proximity function of f by

m(r, f) = / log™ ] o > 0.
Cm(r)

The characteristic function of f is defined by T'(r, f) = m(r, f) + N(r, f). We define
m(r,a; f) = m(r, f) if @ = oo and m(r,a; f) = m(r,1/(f —a)) if a € C. Now if a € C, then
the first main theorem becomes m(r,a; f) + N(r,a; f) = T(r, f) + O(1), where O(1) denotes
a bounded function when r is sufficiently large. We define the order of f by

logT
o(f) = lim sup 28T S).
r—00 log r

dt

We define the linear measure m(E) := [ dt, the logarithmic measure [(E) := fEﬂ[l o) T

and the upper density measure

Joms E = lim ~ dt
=0 T JEN[1,r]
for a set E C [0,00). Moreover, if [(E) < 400, resp., m(E) < 400, then E is of zero upper
density. Let S(f) = {g : C™ — P! meromorphic :|| T(r,g) = o(T(r, f))}, where || indicates
that the equality holds only outside a set E¥ with zero upper density measure and the element
in S(f) is called the small function of f.

2. Key lemmas

Lemma 2.1. [I5, Lemma 1.37] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function in C™ and
I=(o1,...,q,) € ZY be a multi-index. Then for any ¢ > 0, we have

m ( aljﬁf >) < [I]og™ T(r, f) + |1|(1 + &) log* log T(r, f) + O(1)
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for allr & E, where [(E) < +o0.

Lemma 2.2. [I4, Lemma 1.2] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function in C™ and let
ai,az,...,aq be different points in CU {oco}. Then

q _—
I (g =2)T(r f) < Zj:l N(r,ag; f) + O(log(rT'(r, f)))-
Lemma 2.3. [15, Theorem 1.26] Let f be non-constant meromorphic function in C™. As-
sume that R(z,w) = %. Then

T (r,Ry) = max{p,q}T(r, f) + O(ijo T(r,a;) + ijo T(r, bj)),

where R¢(z) = R(z, f(2)) and two coprime polynomials A(z,w) and B(z,w) are given re-
spectively as follows:

w) = Zaj(z)wj and B(z,w) = ij(z)wj.
j=0

3) be meromorphic functions
fn=1.1If
+

O(log™(T'(r, f;))

Lemma 2.4. [I5, Lemma 3.2] Let f; #0 (j =1,2,...,m;n
in C™ such that f1,..., fn_1 are non-constants and f1 + -

I > ANa (0 ) + (= DN £)} < AT(r £y)
holds for j =1,2,...,n—1, where A < 1, then f, = 1.

+|\/ &

Lemma 2.5. [I3, Proposition 3.2] Let P be a non-constant entire function in C™. Then

p deg(P) if P is a polynomial,
ple) = .
+00. otherwise

Lemma 2.6. [7, Theorem 2.1] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function in C™ and let
ceC™. If

. log T'(r, f)
lim sup
r—00 r

Lemma 2.7. [7, Theorem 2.2] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function on C™ with

log T'(r, f)
== 0l

— O,
then

lim sup
T—00

=0,

then
| T(r, f(z+¢)) =T(r, f) + o(T(r, [))
holds for any constant c € C™.

Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function in C". Define complex differential-difference
polynomials as follows:

= ap()f(2) (0" (f(2)" -+ (D F ) Pz 4 Gin) -+ P (2 + Grgs)(2.1)

pel

P= (pﬂa v 7pl+8) € Zl+s+1

ZC )£ (2) (D (f(2))) ™ -+ (M (F(2)) " FU (2 + Gugn) -+ LI (2 + Giae)o(2.2)

qeJ
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q=(q,---, @) € Z"" and

n
Bf(2) = 3 bl (), (23)
where I, J are finite sets of distinct elements, ap, by, cq € S(f) such that b, # 0 and §;,q; €
cm.

For the case, when P(f(z)) and Q(f(z)) are complex differential polynomials, Hu and
Yang [16, Lemma 2.1] generalised Clunie-lemma to high dimension. In 2020, Cao and Xu [7,
Theorem 3.6] improved and extended Laine-Yang’s difference analogue of Clunie theorem in
one variable [24] Theorem 2.3] to high dimension by using Lemma Now by using Lemmas
and and proceeding in the same way as done in the proofs of Lemma 2.1 [16] and
Theorem 2.3 [24] we get the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function in C™ such that

log T'(r, f)
T

lim sup =0.

r—00

Assume that f satisfies the complex differential-difference equation

B(HQ(f) = P(f),
where P(f), Q(f) and B(f) are defined as in (2.1)), and respectively. If deg(P(f)) <

n = deg(B(f)), then
I m(r,Q(f)) = o(T(r, f))-

Lemma 2.9. [I5, Lemma 1.68] Let f : C™ — P! and fo : C™ — P! be two non-constant
meromorphic functions. Then for r > 0 we have

N(Tao;flf2) _N(valfQ) :N(T’O;f1)+N(Ta0;f2) _N(val) _N(vaQ)'

3. Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Proof. Let (f1(2), f2(2)) be a pair of finite order non-constant entire solution of the system

of equations (1.12)). Set

- 8f1(2) - 8f2(z)
Fi(z2) = 9o and Fy(z) = 9or (3.1)
Since f;(z) are entire functions for 7 = 1,2, applying Lemma to , we have
T(Tv Fz) - m(ra E) <m (7’, ?) + 'm(r, f’t) < T(T, fl) —+ O<T(T7 fl)) (32)

and so o(T(r, F;)) can be replaced by o(T(r, f;)), where ¢ = 1,2. Now using Lemma to
the system of equations ((1.12f), we get

| nT(r, F;) + o(T(r, F;)) = miT(r, fj(z+¢)) + o(T(r, f;(z + ¢))), (3.3)
where 7,5 € {1,2} such that i # j. Since p(f;) < 400, we have

i sup 28T F) _ g
r—00 r
for i = 1,2 and so by Lemma we have
I T(r, fi(z+¢)) = T(r, fi) + o(T(r, f)), (3.4)

where ¢ € {1,2}. Now from (3.3) and (3.4]), we get
| nT(r, F5) + o(T'(r, Fy)) = miT (v, f;) + o(T(r, f3)), (3.5)
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where 4,7 € {1,2} such that i # j. Clearly from (3.2)) and (3.5, we obtain

T(r, f3) +o(T(r, f)) < niT(r, fz‘) +o(T(r, fi)), (3.6)
where i, j € {1,2} such that i # j. Consequently (3.6]) shows that o(T'(r, f;)) can be replaced
by 0( (r, f)), Where 7 j € {1, 2} such that i # j. On the other hand, using Lemmasu -,

and (| - ) to , we obtain
I miT(r ,fj)) = miT(r, fj(z +¢)) + o(T(r, f;)) (3.7)
- T(r, [z 4 ¢)) + o(T(r, f3))
T (r,1=F")+o(T(r, f;))
= niT(r, Fy) + o(T(r, F;)) + o(T(r, f))
= nim(r, F;) + o(T'(r, F3)) + o(T(r, f}))

< n( ()l ) + 0T ED) + o(T (1. )

= N (r7f1)+0( (Tmfj))?
where i, j € {1,2} such that ¢ # j.
First we suppose that mimg — ning > 0. Then from (3.7)), one can easily deduce that

| (mima —nan2)T(r, f;) < o(T'(r, f;)),

which is impossible, where j € {1,2}. Therefore in this case, the system of Fermat-type
partial differential-difference equations ([1.12]) does not have any finite order transcendental
entire solutions.

Next we suppose that mime — ning < 0. Let

hi(z) = FF(iz_)l (3.8)

where i € {1, 2} Clearly hi(z) is a non-constant meromorphic function in C™. Again using

Lemma - to , we get
|7 (r, h‘) ( (r, h')) = niT(r, Fy) + o(T(r, Fy)), (3.9)
where i € {1,2}. Now using ) to (3.8), one can easily deduce that
| N(r, h-) < N(r 0 F-"’) = N(r,0, F;) + o(T(r, F})),
| N(r,0,h;) = N(r,1,F") < N(r,0, [z +e) = N(r,0, fi(z+¢)) +o(T(r, fj(z+¢)))

and || N(r,1,h;) = 0, where i,j € {1,2} such that i # j. Therefore in view of the first main
theorem and using Lemma and (3.9), we get

| nT(r, F;) T(r,hi) + o(T(r,h;)) (3.10)
N(r,h;) + N(r,0,h;) + N(r,1, h;) + o(T(r, hy))

N(r,0, F) + N(r,0, £5(z + €)) + o(T(r, Fy)) + o(T(r, f;(= + ©)))
T(r,F5) +T(r, f(z+¢)) + o(T(r, Fi)) + o(T(r, fj(z + ¢))),

where 7,5 € {1,2} such that ¢ # j. Using (3.5) to , we get

I (= 1= 2 ) 0 ) < o7 )

)

(VANVANVAN

where ¢ € {1,2} and so we have

11
— >, (3.11)
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where ¢ € {1,2}. We consider the following three cases.

Case 1. Let n; = my. Note that ny +mq > 2 and so (3.11)) gives n; = m; = 2. Since
mimg — nine < 0, it follows that my < no. Now we consider following two sub-cases.

Sub-case 1.1. Let mgs < mgy. In this case from (3.11)), we obtain mo = 1 and no > 1.
Since m; = ny = 2, from ([1.12)), we get

FR(z)+ f3(z+c) =1 (3.12)
and
F*(z2)+ fi(z+¢) = 1. (3.13)
Clearly ([3.13) gives
OF:
mF 0228 | B =0
1
and so from (3.12)), we get
r 2
<n2F;2‘1(z)a 2(2)) + f2(z 4+ 2¢) = 1. (3.14)
821
Now using Theorem 1.2.A to (3.14)), one has
F
n2F§2-1(z)8822(2) = cos(h(z)) (3.15)
1
and
fa(z + 2¢) = sin(h(z)), (3.16)

where h : C"™ — C is a non-constant entire function. Since p(f;) < +oo for i = 1,2, using
Lemmas and (3.4]) to (3.16]), we conclude that h(z) is a non-constant polynomial in
C™. Clearly from (3.16f), we obtain

Fy(z + 2¢) = 2 cos(h(2)),
OFy(242c) _ 0%h(z2) cos(h(z)) — <6h(Z)>25m<h(z)).

021 az%

Therefore from and (3:17), we have
ah(Z) ng—1 62}1(2) ah(z) no+1 ' -
N9 (< 21 > 922 cos(h(z)) — 92 sin(h(z)) | cos™ " (h(2))3.18)

= cos(h(z + 2¢)).

(3.17)

Clearly aggf) # 0. Note that the sets of multiple zeros of both cos(h(z)) and cos(h(z + 2c))

are algebraic. But if ng > 3, then the set of multiple zeros of cos™~1(h(z)) is not algebraic
and so from (3.18)), we get a contradiction. Hence ng = 2 and so (3.18]) yields

z 2 z P 3
5 (8(;;)88};% ) cos(h(z)) - (ag;)) Sm(h(z))) cos(h(2)) = cos(h(z + 2¢)),
Oh(z) 0%h(z) Oh(z)\* | -
2 - COSQ(h(Z))—< 21 ) sin(2h(z)) = cos(h(z + 2¢)). (3.19)
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First we suppose that 328’:22) = 0. Clearly aah—éf) =d(29,23," " ,Zm), a polynomial in C™~!.
1
Then from (3.19)), we get
Ld3eL(2h(z)+h(z+20)) B LdSeL(—Qh(z)—I—h(z-i-Qc)) _ eQLh(z+2c) - 1. (3'20)

Since both 2h(z) 4+ h(z 4+ 2¢) and —2h(z) + h(z + 2¢) are non-constants, applying Lemma
to (3.20)), we get a contradiction.

Next we suppose that % # 0. By simple calculations on (3.19)), we get
1

1 th(z+2c) 1 —th(z+2c) 1 2uh(z) 1 —2th(z) _
— T TR — P TR + §G1(2’)€ + iGg(z)e =1, (3.21)
0z1 922 0z1 922
where
(%) (%)
_ z1 _ Z1
Gi(z)=1—-2 222 and Ga(z) =1+2 ()
6z% Bz%
If G1(z) =0, then from (3.21)), we get
1 th(z+2c¢) 1 —th(z+2c) —2th(z) _
T Oh(2) 02h(z) © T Bh(z) 2h(z) © e =1
021 (9,2% 0z1 az%

and so using Lemma we get a contradiction. Hence G1(z) # 0. Similarly we can prove
that G2(z) #Z 0. Finally using Lemma to (3.21)), we get a contradiction.

Sub-case 1.2. Let ny = ma. Since ny + mo > 2, from (3.11), we get no = my = 2.
Consequently from (1.12), we obtain F2(z) + f2(z +¢) = 1 and F§(z) + f2(z +¢) = 1, i.e.,

(F1(2) + ufo(z + ¢))(F1(2) — tfa(z +¢)) =1 (3.22)
and
(Fa(z) + tfi(z + ) (Fa(z) —tfi(z+¢)) = 1. (3.23)

Clearly from ([3.22]) and (3.23)), we see that the functions both Fy(2) + ¢fa(z + ¢), Fi(z) —
tfa(z+c¢), Fa(z) + ofi(z + ¢) and Fa(z) — ¢fi(z + ¢) have no zeros. So we may assume that

Fi1(2) + tfa(z + ¢) = e13), (3.24)
Fi(2) — ufo(z +¢) = e 112) (3.25)
Fy(2) 4 ofi(z 4 ¢) = e72(?) (3.26)
and
Fy(2) — ufi(z 4 ¢) = e 23 (3.27)

where Pj(z) and P»(z) are polynomials in C™. Solving (3.24]) and (3.25)), we get

o LP1(Z)+ —LP1(2)
_ glz(f) - — cos(Pi(2)) (3.28)

Fl(z)

and
LP1(z) _ ,—uPi(2)
folz+e¢) == 5 Le

Again solving (3.26)) and (3.27), we obtain

P (2) —1Pa(2)
Fy(z) = agi(z) - — cos(Py(2)) (3.30)
1

= sin(P1(2)). (3.29)
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and
P (z) _ e—LPQ (2)

2t

filz+¢) =
Clearly from (3.29)) and (3.30]), we have

= sin(Py(2)). (3.31)

OP(2) @ +raro) | PPG) —pi)-Paere) _ upaere) g (3.32)
0z 0z
which implies that apl(z Z 0. Again from (3.28) and (3.31]), we get
aPQ(Z) eL(Pg(z)+P1(z+c)) + 8P2(Z) e*L(PQ(Z)*Pl(ZJrC)) o 62LP1(Z+C) -1 (333)

821 8,21 ’

which shows that BPQ Z) # 0. Thus, using Lemma [2.4| to (3.32) and (3.33|), we have respec-
tively

OP(2) P +Pr(40) _ 1 op OP1E) —upi)-Paete)) _ 4
0z 0z1

either

and

IPs(2) ((Pa)+Pie+0) 1 o O2(2) —upa()-Pi(40) _
071 0z1

Next, we consider the following four sub-cases.
Sub-case 1.2.1. Let

either

{Bpl (2) eL(Pl (2)+P2(z+c)) — 1 (3 34)

0z
a%ﬂ’z) o (Pa(2)+Pi(z+e) _ 1.
Z1

It follows from (3.34) that Pi(z + ¢) + P2(2) and Pa(z + ¢) + Pi(z) are both constants.
Consequently both Pj(z + 2¢) — Pi(z) and Pa(z + 2¢) — P»(z) are constants. Assume that

e~ UP@FP(a4e) — 4 apd emHP2()FP(EHe) — B (3.35)
Then from (3.34)), we have
8P1(Z) — A and 8P2(Z) _ B,
071 21

where A% =1 and B2~: 1. Obviously P~1(z) = Az + Ql(zg,...,zm) and P»(z) = Bz +
Q2(z2, ..., 2m), where Q1(22, . .., zm) and Qa(22, . . ., 2y, ) are polynomials in C™= 1. Since both
Pi(z+ 20) Py(z) and Pa(z+ 2¢) — P2(z) are constants, it follows that Q;(z2 + 2¢2, ..., 2m +
2¢m) — QZ(ZQ, ..., 2m) is also a constant for ¢ = 1,2. Therefore we may assume that

{Pl(z) =Az1 + Ao+ ..o+ Az + Q1(22, s Zm), (3.36)

Pg(z) =Bz + Biaza+ ...+ Bimzm + QQ(Z’Q, .. ,Zm),

where Ay;,By; € C for ¢ = 2,...,m and Qi(ZQ, ...,2m) is a polynomial in C™= ! such that
Q,(zg +2¢9, ...y 2m + 2e0y) = QZ(ZQ, ...y 2m) for i =1,2. On the other hand, 1' gives

B upiet20-Pi(2) _ | and AetPre20-Pa(2) _ 1

Clearly from (3.36)), we have respectively

EeQL(Aq+A1202+---+A1mcm) —1 and éeQL(Bcl+Bl2C2+---+Blmcm) -1
A B

Finally, from (3.29) and (3.31]), we may assume that
(fl(z)) fQ(Z)) = Sil’l(Ll(Z) + Ql(227 23y 7zm))7 Sin(LZ(z) + QZ(ZQ; A P Zm)))v
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where Li(z) = Az1+A12z0+. ..+ A1mzm, L2(z) = Bz1+Bi2za+. . .+ Bimzm, A1, B1; € C for
i=2,...,msuchthat A2 =1, B> =1, %62‘(’461+A1262+'“+A1mc’”) = land %em(Bcl+Bl202+“'+31m‘3m) =

1 and Q;(z2, ..., 2n) is a polynomial such that for i = 1,2

Qi(z2 +2ca, ..., 2m + 2cm) = Qi(22, ..., 2m).
Sub-case 1.2.2. Let

OPs(2) —u(Pa(a)-Pi(+)) — 1
0z1 ’

Clearly from (3.37)), it follows that P;(z+c¢)+P5(z) and P»(z+c¢)—P;(z) are both constants.
This means Py(z + 2¢) + P»(z) is also a constant, which contradicts the fact that Py(z) is a
non-constant polynomial.

Sub-case 1.2.3. Let

{azgl(z)eb(Pl(zHPz(erC)) =1 (3.37)

P, (2) GUPa(2)+PL(40)) _ | (3.38)

{ OPA(E) o~ Po(2)=Pa(>+9) = |

0z1
We deduce from (3.38) that Pi(z) — Pa(z + ¢) and P»(z) + Pi(z + ¢) are both constants.
This means P;(z + 2¢) + Pi(z) is also a constant, which is a contradiction.

Sub-case 1.2.4. Let

{81(;1(2) e*L(P1(Z)*P2(2,’+C)) -1 (339)

OPsz) i Pa(e)-Pi(s+)) _
0z1 ’

Clearly from (3.39)), it follows that P;(z+c¢)—P5(z) and P5(z+c¢)— P;(z) are both constants.
Consequently P;(z 4+ 2¢) — Pi(z) and P5(z 4 2¢) — P5(z) are also constants. Assume that

eL(Pl(z)—Pg(z-‘rc)) _ A and eL(Pz(z)—Pl(z—l—c)) _ B (340)
Then from (3.39)), we have
8P1(Z) :A and 8P2(Z) :B
821 (92:1 ’

where A2 =1 and B? = 1. Clearly from 1} we have ABe!(Fi(z+26)=Fi(2)) — 1 for = 1,2.
Now proceeding in the same way as done in the proof of Sub-case 1.3.1, we can conclude that
(f1(2), f2(2)) = sin(L1(2) + Ri(22, 23, - - -, 2m)), sin(La(2) + Ra(22, 23, - - ., 2m))),

where f)l(z) = AZ1+A1222+. . .—|—fllmzm, I~L~2(z)~: le—i-BlQZQ—i-. . .—|—B1mzm~, 12111;, Bh‘ S Cj 1=
2,...,msuch that A2 = 1, B2 = 1, ABe2(AcrtAncat .t dimen) — 1 Be2uBertBiacat.4Bimem) —
1 and R;(z2,...,2n) is a polynomial such that for i = 1,2

Ri(zo+2¢o, ..., 2m + 2¢m) = Ri(2z2, ..., 2m).
Case 2. Let m; > nj. In this case from (3.11), we obtain m; > 1 and n; = 1. Since
mime — ning < 0, it follows that mime — ne < 0. We now consider following sub-cases.

Sub-case 2.1. Let ms > ny. Then (3.11) implies ms > 1 and ny = 1. Therefore
mimg — 1 <0, i.e., myms < 1. Since my + nq > 2 and mo + ny > 2, we get a contradiction.

Sub-case 2.2. Let no > mg such that ny > 2 and m; > n:i2. Clearly 1} implies
ng > 1 and mgy = 1. In this case, from ((1.12)), we get

Fi(z)+ f3"(z4+¢) =1 (3.41)
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and
F*(z2)+ fi(z+¢) = 1. (3.42)
By a simple calculation, (3.41]) and (3.42)) give
OF:
—ngFy2 7 (2) 82( ?) + 3" (z+2c) = 1. (3.43)

Let ¢(z) = —n2F2”2_1(z)8%(12). Now using Lemmas and we have

T(r, F32(2)) = m(r, Fj2(2)) = m( ¢<z>§§f()>

0z1

¢ s 582)
le
Fy(2)
< ( ' BFy(2) ) N (T 0F2(z)> +0(1)
0z1 0z1
OF>(2)
0z FQ(Z)
. ( 1 ) N(r ap2<z>>+0(1)
0z1
. 2(2)

OFs(z
T(r, ®) +N( FZZI)) - N (r, BFQ(Z)> +o(T(r, F3))

T(r,¢>+N<r,o;F2>N<, ;

/\

IN
<
o

ie.,
(2 = T, F3) < T(0.0) = N (1,0 220
21
Therefore using Lemma (3.43)) to (3.44]), we obtain
(ng — )T (r,F2) < N(r,0;¢) + N(r,1;¢) — N <7“, 0; 822(2)> +o(T(r,F3)) (3.45)
Z1

< N(r,0; F») + N(r,0; f2(z + 2¢)) + o(T(r, F3))

< T(r,Fy) +T(r, fa(z 4+ 2¢)) + o(T(r, F»)).
On the other hand, applying Lemmas and to , we get
miT(r, fa(z +2¢)) =T(r,¢) =m(r,¢) < nam(r, Fy) + o(T(r, F3)) (3.46)
= TLQT(T’, FQ) + O(T(T, FQ))

) +o(T(r, F)). (3.44)

Consequently (3.45) and (3.46) yield

(nQ oo ”2) T(r, Fy) < o(T(r, Fy)),

m1

Sub-case 2.3. Let ng = mo. Then gives no = mg = 2 and so from , we get
F(z)+ f(z+¢) = 1. (3.47)
Now using Theorem 1.2.A to , one has
Fy(z) = cos(h(z)) (3.48)
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and
fi(z + ¢) = sin(h(z)), (3.49)
where h : C"™ — C is a non-constant polynomial. Clearly from (3.48]) and (3.49)), we obtain

{Fl(z +c) = 3£Z) cos(h(z)) = agf) Fy(2), (3.50)
OF1(z+c 0“h(z 0F5(z ’
o = a( LFy(2) + i 82;(1)'
Clearl 3.41)) yields
O12) | i1 (2 4 )Pl 4+ 0) = 0,
021
ie.,
mi
(Z2LD)™ — o (F1(a) = 0 B o) (3:51)
1

Now using (3.50) to (3.51)), we get

2h(z z 2\ ™ p mi—1
<aa};(§)F2(z)+agil)a?z(1)> = (=ma)™ <a§§1)F2<z>—1) FI (2 + 20). (3.52)

Applying Lemma to (3.52), we deduce that

mi1—1
m (r, (8(2;) Fy(z) — 1) ) = o(T(r, Fy))

and so by Lemma we get (mq — 1)T(r, F») = o(T(r, F3)), which is impossible.

Case 3. Let ny > mj. In this case from (3.11), we obtain m; = 1 and n; > 1. Since
mimg — ning < 0, it follows that my — nine < 0. We now consider following sub-cases.

. Therefore 1)) implies

Sub-case 3.1. Let msy > ng such that n
that mo > 1 and ne = 1. In this case, from , we get

F'(z) + fg(z +c)=1 (3.53)
and
( )+ f1"(z+¢)=1. (3.54)
By simple calculations on and ( - give
F:
—anlnl_l( )831( ?) + f"(z+2¢) = 1.
Since mo

a contradiction.

Sub-case 3.2. Let my < ny. In this case, (3.11]) implies that ms = 1 and ny > 1. Since
mg — ning < 0, it follows that nyn; > 1. Therefore ([1.12]) gives

Fr(z) + fi(z+¢) =1 (3.55)
for 7,7 € {1,2} such that i # j. Differentiating ([3.55) partially with respect to z1, we get
. OF;
nF L (2) a( 2) + Fj(z+¢) =0. (3.56)
2

for 4, j € {1,2} such that i # j. Clearly (3.55) and (3.56), we obtain

(_niFini—l(z)‘ﬁz(lz)>nj + filz+2c) = 1. (3.57)
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for 4,7 € {1,2} such that ¢ # j. Differentiating (3.57)) partially with respect to z1, we get

FP™ 7% () ay(z) = —Fy(z + 2¢), (3.58)
where
)\ L () 2 20 (4
aute) = (-myom; (24 [mi—l) () s ra T )

for i,j € {1,2} such that i # j. Clearly a; # 0, otherwise from (3.59)), we get F;(z + 2¢) =0,
i.e., F;(z) = 0, which is impossible for ¢ = 1,2. Since n; > 1, we have niny — n; > 2 for

i = 1,2. Therefore applying Lemma to (3.58), we get || m(r,a;) = o(T(r, F;)) and so
| T(r, ;) = o(T(r, F})) for i = 1,2. Now we have to consider following sub-cases.

Sub-case 3.2.1. Let niny —n; > 2 for ¢ = 1,2. Now using Lemma to (3.58)), we get
| m(r, ;) = o(T(r, F;)) and so || T'(r, Fia) = o(T(r, F;)) for i = 1,2. Since || T(r, ;) =
o(T(r, F;)), it follows that

1
| T(r,F;) <T(r,Fio;)+T <T, a-> =T(r, Fia;) +T(r,a;) = o(T(r, F})),
(3
which is impossible for ¢ = 1, 2.

Sub-case 3.2.2. Let nino — n; = 2 for ¢ = 1,2. In this case, we must have ny = ny = 2.
Then from (3.58) and (3.59)), we have respectively

—F;(2)ai(z) = Fi(z + 2¢) (3.60)
fori=1,2 and
OF;(2)
OF,(2) | (0Fi(2)\? 02F;(2) OF;(z) 9 (Fz'(z)*azl )
ilz) = F; = , .61
aifz) =8 0z1 < 021 + () 023 8 0z1 0z1 (3:61)
ie.,
i(2)
OFy(z) | (0F(2)\? 0?Fy(2) 9 (FZ(Z) 921 )
i(2)Fy(2) = 8F, Fi(2) 2252 | =4 62
() =3 0 (B ) o T — (3.62)
for ¢ = 1, 2. Differentiating partially with respect to z1, we get
OF;(z + 2¢) OF;(z) Oa;(2)
_— = — i F; .
oo < 5 ai(z) + o1 (2) (3.63)
for i = 1,2. On the other hand, from (3.56|) and (3.62)), we obtain
2 8Fj (Z + C)
Fie) = B+ o= —
and so yields
O0F;i(z) 1 OF;(z + 2c)
F; F; 2c) ————— = .64
(Z) 82’1 (7] (Z + C) (Z + C) 62’1 0 (3 6 )
for 7,7 € {1,2} such that i # j. Consequently from (3.60)), (3.63) and (3.64)), we get
0F;(z) a;i(z) O0F;(z) Oai(z)
F; F; i F; =0,
(Z) 321 + aj(z + C) (Z) 821 @ (Z) + 621 (Z) 0
i.e.,
a?(z) OF;(z) ai(z)  Oay(2)
1 L Fi(z) = .
( + aj(z + c)) 021 * aj(z+c) 0z () =0 (365)
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for 4, j € {1,2} such that ¢ # j. We divide following sub-cases.

Sub-case 3.2.2.1. Let aal () £ 0 for i = 1,2. Note that | T(r,o;) = o(T(r, F;)) for
i = 1,2. Therefore from , 1t is easy to verify that

H N( 0: 81;2( )) < N(r,0;05) < T(r, o) = o(T(r, F})) (3.66)
1
for i = 1,2. Consequently from (3.65) and (3.66]), we conclude that
| N(r,0; F;) = o(T(r, F})) (3.67)

for i = 1,2. Now ([3.62) gives

AF;(2) \ 3 aF(z) OF(2)
al(z) _ 0z1 +8 0z1 % 927
Fi(2) Fi(z)  Fi(2)

and so by Lemma we get
| m(r,0; Fi(2)) = o(T(r, F})) (3.68)

for i = 1,2. Now in view of the first main theorem and using and (| -, we obtain
| T(r, F) = o(T(r, F})) for i = 1,2, which is impossible.

8041(2)

Sub-case 3.2.2.2. Let = 0 for i = 1,2. Now from (3.65)), we get a?(z) = —a;(z+c)
for i,j € {1,2} such that ¢ 75 j and so

a}(z) = —ai(z + 2¢) (3.69)

for i € {1,2}. If a;(2) is transcendental, then using Lemma[2.8|to (3.69)), we get || m(r, o;) =

o(T(r,a;)) for i = 1,2. Since a;(z) are entire for ¢ = 1,2, we have || T'(r, ;) = o(T'(r, o)),

leading to a contradiction. Hence a;(z) is a polynomial in C™ for i = 1,2. It is easy to deduce
from (3.69) that a;(z) must be a constant, say k;(# 0) for ¢ = 1,2. Then from (3.69)), we have

k} = —k;, which implies that k} = —1 for i = 1,2. Since a?(z) = —a;(z +¢) for i,j € (1,2}
such that i # j, we get k? = —k; for i,j € {1,2} such that i # j. Now differentiating (3.61)
partially with respect to z;, we get

8F 282Fi P 82E . 2 aE . 83FZ .
( az(l )) az% )—|—Fi(2’) (( 8z1§ )> + 82(1) az% )) 0 (3.70)

for ¢ = 1,2. We consider following two sub-cases.

Sub-case 3.2.2.2.1. Let % # 0 for ¢ = 1,2. Now in view of the first main theorem
1
and using Lemma we get
02F(=) e OF()
i(Z 022 i(Z
. v < . 1 . 2
| N (7’,0, 922 > < N |r0; F.() +N <r,0, B )
0z1
9%F;(2)
02?3
< T TaW(lz) +N<7 ; >
0z1
OF;
< N<r, 8“”) +2N< Ot ) oT(r, F)) (3.71)
21

for i = 1,2. Since F;(z) is an entire functions, from (3.66|) and (]3.71|), we obtain

2F(z
I N (7",0; a§;1§ )) = o(T(r, F;)) (3.72)
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for i = 1,2. Therefore using and (8.72) to (3.70), we deduce that || N(r,0;F;) =
o(T(r, F)) for i = 1,2. Now proceedmg in the same Way as done in the proof of Sub-case

3.2.2.1, we get a contradiction.

Sub-case 3.2.2.2.2. Let % =0 for i = 1,2. We know that o;(z) = k;, where k3 = —1
1
and k? = —k; for 4,7 € {1,2} such that i # j. Then from (3.61)), we obtain
= 3.73
where K3 = k; for i = 1,2. Clearly (3.73) implies
ofi(z K;
gzz(l) =Fi(z) = ?7’21 +gi(22,. .., 2Zm), (3.74)
where g¢;(22, 23,...,2mn) is a finite order transcendental entire function for i = 1,2. On the

other hand, from ({3.60), we have F;(z + 2c) = —k;F;(z). Therefore (3.74) gives

K; K;
(21 +2¢1) + gi(z2 +2¢0, ooy 2 + 20m) = —k; <221 + gi(22, 23, . .. ,zm)> ,

2 2
which implies k; = —1 and so
gi(za + 2¢co, ...y 2m + 2¢m) — gi(22, ..., 2m) = Kic1 (3.75)
for i = 1,2. Again from , we have
fi(z) = %z% + 219i(22, 23, -y 2m) + Gi(22, 23, -, 2m), (3.76)
where Gi(z2,23,...,2m) is a ﬁnite order transcendental entire function for ¢ = 1,2. Since

Fi(z + 2¢) = Fi(z), from , we get fi(z+3¢) =1— F(z+2¢)? =1- F2(2) = fi(z +¢)
for i,j € {1,2} such that ¢ 7é J, which shows that f;(z) is 2¢-periodic for ¢ = 1,2. Then from

(3.76), we get

K;
fi(z) = fi(z + 2¢) = ZZ% + 219i(22, 23, . - ., 2m) + Gi(22, 23, ..., Zm) (3.77)

for i = 1,2. Using (3.74]) and - to -, we get

K?
KZ2 (412% + KiZlgi(ZQ, R Zm) + 93(227 RN} Zm))

K.
+lef +219i(22, 23, ..y 2m) + Gi(22, 23, . ., 2m) = 1,

ie., Gi(22,23,. .., 2m) = 1 — K2(gi(22,23,...,2m))? for i = 1,2 and so from (3.77)), we have
K.
filz) =1+ le% + 219i(22, 23, - . s 2m) — K292 (20, 23, - . ., Zm),

where Kf’ = —1 and g;(22,23,...,2m) is a finite order transcendental entire function such
that (3.75]) holds.

Sub-case 3.3. Let ma = ng. Then (3.11)) gives no = my = 2 and so from (1.12)), we get

F(z)+ f(z+¢) = 1. (3.78)

Now using Theorem 1.2.A to (3.78), we arrive at (3.48))-(3.50)). Differentiating (3.53|)

partially with respect to z1, we get

OF (2 + c)

ni FM (2 4 ¢) o

+ Fy(z +2¢) = 0. (3.79)
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Now using (338) to (B79), we get

O\ 792K (2 z z
Et(2)m (a(;il)> (8;2(% )F2(z) + 83;)6?;)) = —I5(z + 2¢). (3.80)

We know that the set of multiple zeros of F»(z) is algebraic. Therefore from (3.48) and

(3-80]), we can easily conclude that n; = 2 and so

5 Oh(z) [ 0%h(z)
821 82’%

2
cos2(h(2)) — % (%?) sin(2h(2)) | = — cos h((= + 2¢)).

Now proceeding in the same way as done in the proof of Sub-case 1.2, we get a contradiction.
Hence the proof is complete. O
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