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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:

(
∂f1(z1,z2,...,zm)

∂z1

)n1

+ fm1
2 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2, . . . , zm + cm) = 1,(

∂f2(z1,z2,...,zm)
∂z1

)n2

+ fm2
1 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2, . . . , zm + cm) = 1

for various combinations of the positive integers n1, n2, m1 and m2. 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 C2 to Cm. 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

fn(z) + gn(z) = 1, (1.1)

where n is a positive integer can be regarded as the Fermat diophantine equations xn+yn = 1
over function fields. In 1927, Montel [27] proved that the equation (1.1) has no transcendental
entire solutions for n ≥ 3. Gross [11, Theorem 4] proved that equation (1.1) has no non-
constant entire solutions when n > 2. The equation (1.1) has no non-constant meromorphic
solutions when n > 3 (see [10, Theorem 3]). For n = 2, Gross [11, Theorem 4] found that the
equation (1.1) 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) + g2(z) = 1 are the form

f(z) =
1− α2(z)

1 + α2(z)
and g(z) =

2α(z)

1 + α2(z)
,
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where α(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

f =
1

2

{
1 +

℘(1)(u)√
3

}
/℘(u) and g =

η

2

{
1− ℘(1)(u)√

3

}
/℘(u)

for a non-constant entire function u and a cubic root η of unity, where the Weierstrass ℘-
function with periods ω1 and ω2 defined as

℘(z;ω1, ω2) =
1

z2
+

∑
α,β:α2+β2=1

{
1

(z + αω1 + βω2)2
− 1

(αω1 + βω2)2

}
and it satisfies (℘(1))2 = 4℘3 − 1.

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

fm1(z) + gm2(z) = 1 (1.2)

and obtained that equation (1.2) has no non-constant entire solutions when 1
m1

+ 1
m2

< 1 (see

the proof of Theorem 1). Therefore it is clear that the equation (1.2) has no non-constant
entire solutions when m1 > 2 and m2 > 2. However, for the case when m1 = m2 = 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
[8, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 39]).

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

(f (1)(z))m1 + fm2(z + c) = 1 (1.3)

and demonstrated that the equation (1.3) has no finite order transcendental entire solutions
whenm1 ̸= m2, wherem1 andm2 are positive integers, and c(̸= 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

(f (1)(z))2 + f2(z + c) = 1 (1.4)

must satisfy f(z) = sin(z±Bι), where B is a constant and c = 2kπ or c = (2k+1)π, 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 {

fn1(z) + gm1(z) = 1
fn2(z) + gm2(z) = 1

if f(z) and g(z) are transcendental entire functions and ρ = max{ρ(f), ρ(g)} < ∞.

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

(
f
(1)
1 (z)

)2
+ f2

2(z + c)2 = 1(
f
(1)
2 (z)

)2
+ f1

2(z + c) = 1
(1.5)

and derived the following result:

Theorem 1.1.B. [8, Theorem 1.1] Suppose that (f1(z), f2(z)) is a pair of finite order tran-
scendental entire solutions for the system of differential-difference equations (1.5). Then
(f1(z), f2(z)) satisfies one of the following
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(i) (f1(z), f2(z)) = (sin(z − bι), sin(z − b1ι)),
(ii) (f1(z), f2(z)) = (sin(z + bι), sin(z + b1ι)),

where b, b1 are constants, and c = kπ, k is an integer.

Remark 1.1.A. When f1(z) ≡ f2(z) ≡ f(z), it is easy to verify that the system of equations
(1.5) reduces to the equation (1.4). Now, from the conclusion of Theorem 1.1.B, it is easy to
get: f(z) = sin(z ± bι), where b is a constant, and c = kπ, 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 Cm. The following theorem describes the entire
and meromorphic solutions in Cm of the Fermat-type Eq.

fn + gn = 1, n > 1. (1.6)

Theorem 1.2.A. [30, Theorem 1.3] For h : Cm → 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 = 1−β2

1+β2 and g = 2β
1+β2 , with β

being meromorphic on Cm;
(d) for n = 3, the meromorphic solutions are of the form

f =
1

2℘(h)

(
1 +

℘(1)(h)√
3

)
and g =

1

2℘(h)

(
1− ℘(1)(h)√

3

)
;

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

We define Z+ = Z[0,+∞) = {n ∈ Z : 0 ≤ n < +∞} and Z+ = Z(0,+∞) = {n ∈ Z : 0 <
n < +∞}. We define

∂zi(f(z)) =
∂f(z)

∂zi
, . . . , ∂li

zi(f(z)) =
∂lif(z)

∂zlii
, ∂I(f(z)) =

∂|I|f(z)

∂zi11 · · · ∂zimm
where li ∈ Z+, i = 1, 2, . . . ,m and I = (i1, i2, . . . , im) ∈ Zm

+ such that |I| =
∑m

j=1 ij .

In 2008, Li [20, Theorem 1] proved that meromorphic solutions of the Fermat-type func-
tional equation f2+g2 = 1 in C2 must be constant if and only if ∂z2(f(z1, z2)) and ∂z1(g(z1, z2))
share 0 CM. Moreover if f(z1, z2) = ∂z1(u(z1, z2)) and g(z1, z2) = ∂z2(u(z1, z2)), then any en-
tire solutions of the partial differential equations:

(∂z1(u(z1, z2)))
2 + (∂z2(u(z1, z2)))

2 = 1

in C2 are necessarily linear (see [17]). From the fact that the surface zn1 + zn2 = 1 in C2

is a Kobayashi hyperbolic manifold and thus there are no non-constant holomorphic curves
(f1, f2) from the complex plane C (and thus Cm) to the surface (see [31, page 360]), one can
easily prove that any entire solutions of the partial differential equations

(∂z1(u(z1, z2)))
n + (∂z2(u(z1, z2)))

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.



4 J. F. Xu, S. Majumder and D. Pramanik

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 c = (c1, c2) ∈ C2. Then the Fermat-type partial
differential-difference equation

(∂z1(f(z1, z2)))
m1 + fm2(z1 + c1, z2 + c2) = 1 (1.7)

doesn’t have any transcendental entire solution with finite order, where m1 and m2 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 m1 = m2. For finite order transcendental entire solutions of the
following Fermat-type partial differential-difference equation

(∂z1(f(z1, z2)))
2 + f2(z1 + c1, z2 + c2) = 1 (1.8)

Xu and Cao [34] obtained the following result.

Theorem 1.2.C. [34, Theorem 1.1] Let c = (c1, c2) 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, z2) = sin(Az1 + Bz2 +H(z2)), where A and B are constants on

C satisfying A2 = 1 and Aei(Ac1+Bc2) = 1 and H(z2) is a polynomial in one variable z2
such that H(z2) = H(z2 + c2). In the special case whenever c2 = 0, we have f(z1, z2) =
sin(Az1 +Bz2 + Constant).

If c = (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

(∂z1(f(z1, z2)))
2 + f2(z1, z2) = 1

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

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 c1 and

c2 satisfy eιc1 = 1 and c2 = 0. Then Aeι(Ac1+Bc2) = 1. The entire function f(z) =
sin
(
z1 + 2z2 + z32 + 1

)
satisfies the following Fermat-type partial differential-difference equa-

tion

(∂z1(f(z1, z2)))
2 + f2(z1 + c1, z2 + c2) = 1 in C2, where c = (c1, c2).

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 c2 = 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 m1 ̸= m2. Actually Xu and Wang
[36, Remark 1.7] proved that: If one of the following conditions holds:

(i) m2 > m1,
(ii) m1 > m2 ≥ 2,

then Eq. (1.7) does not have any finite order transcendental entire solutions.

When m1 = 2 and m2 = 1, Xu and Wang [36] obtained the following result regarding the
finite order transcendental entire solutions of Eq. (1.7).



On the existence of entire solutions to a system of nonlinear...... 5

Theorem 1.2.D. [36, see pp.8] Let c = (c1, c2) ∈ C2. If f(z1, z2) is a finite order transcen-
dental entire solution of the following Eq.

(∂z1(f(z1, z2)))
2 + f(z1 + c1, z2 + c2) = 1, (1.9)

then f(z1, z2) takes the from

f(z1, z2)

= 1− 1

4
c21 −

1

4
z21 +

c1
2c2

z1z2 −
c21
2c2

(z2 − c2) + (z1 − c1)G1(z2)−
[
c1
2c2

(z2 − c2) +G1(z2)

]2
,

where G1(z2) is a finite order transcendental entire period function with period c2.

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: {

(∂z1(f1(z1, z2)))
n1 + fm1

2 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2) = 1,

(∂z1(f2(z1, z2)))
n2 + fm2

1 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2) = 1,
(1.10)

where mi and ni 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 ni and mi for i = 1, 2.

Theorem 1.2.E. [35, Theorem 1.1] Let c = (c1, c2) ∈ C2 and let mi and ni (i = 1, 2) be
positive integers. If the system of Fermat-type partial differential-difference equations (1.10)
satisfies one of the following conditions:

(i) m1m2 > n1n2;
(ii) mj >

nj

nj−1 for nj ≥ 2, j = 1, 2,

then the system of equations (1.10) 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 n1 = n2 = m1 = m2 =
2.

Theorem 1.2.F. [35, Theorem 1.3] Let c = (c1, c2) ∈ C2. Then any pair of finite order
transcendental entire solutions for the following system of Fermat-type partial differential-
difference equations {

(∂z1(f1(z1, z2)))
2 + f2

2 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2) = 1,

(∂z1(f2(z1, z2)))
2 + f2

1 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2) = 1,
(1.11)

have the following forms

(f1(z), f2(z)) =

(
eL(z)+B1 + e−(L(z)+B1)

2
,
A21e

L(z)+B1 +A22e
−(L(z)+B1)

2

)
,

where L(z) = a1z1 + a2z2, B1 ∈ C and a1, c, A21, A22 satisfy one of the following cases

(i) A21 = −ι, A22 = ι, and a1 = ι, L(c) =
(
2k + 1

2

)
πι, or a1 = −ι, L(c) =

(
2k − 1

2

)
πι;

(ii) A21 = ι, A22 = −ι, and a1 = ι, L(c) =
(
2k − 1

2

)
πι, or a1 = −ι, L(c) =

(
2k + 1

2

)
πι;

(iii) A21 = 1, A22 = 1, and a1 = ι, L(c) = 2kπι, or a1 = −ι, L(c) = (2k + 1)πι;
(iv) A21 = −1, A22 = −1, and a1 = ι, L(c) = (2k + 1)πι, or a1 = −ι, L(c) = 2kπι.
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If c = (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{

(∂z1(f1(z1, z2)))
2 + f2

2 (z1, z2) = 1,

(∂z1(f2(z1, z2)))
2 + f2

1 (z1, z2) = 1,

have the following forms

(f1(z), f2(z)) =

(
eL(z)+B1 + e−(L(z)+B1)

2
, η

eL(z)+B1 + e−(L(z)+B1)

2

)
,

where L(z) = a1z1 + a2z2, B1 ∈ C and a1, η satisfy (i) a1 = ι and η = 1; (ii) a1 = −ι and
η = −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 (1.10), 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 (1.11) reduces to the equation (1.8). Therefore from the conclusions
of Theorem 1.2.F, it is easy to get: f(z) = sin(Az1 + Bz2 + B1), where A, B and B1 are

constants in C satisfying A2 = 1 and Aei(Ac1+Bc2) = 1. One may therefore conclude that
the result of Theorem 1.2.F for the case where f1(z) ≡ f2(z) 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 (1.11) than
that are obtained in Theorem 1.2.F.

Example 1.1. Let

(f1(z), f2(z)) = (sin(Az1 +A12z2 +Q1(z2)), sin(Bz1 +B12z2 +Q2(z2)),

where A = A12 = B = B12 = 1, Q1(z2) = z22, Q2(z2) = z22 + π and (c1, c2) = (2π, 0). Note

that Be2ι(Ac1+A12c2) = A and Ae2ι(Bc1+B12c2) = B. It is easy to verify that (f1(z), f2(z))
satisfy the following system of equations{

(∂z1(f1(z1, z2)))
2 + f2

2 (z1 + 2π, z2) = 1,

(∂z1(f2(z1, z2)))
2 + f2

1 (z1 + 2π, z2) = 1.

The conclusion of Theorem 1.2.F shows that the order of the transcendental entire solutions
(f1(z), f2(z)) is 1, i.e, ρ(fi) = 1 for i = 1, 2. However, Example 1.1 demonstrates that the
system of equations (1.11) may have transcendental entire solutions (f1(z), f2(z)) with an
order greater than 1.

Finding the exact form of the finite order transcendental entire solutions (f1(z), f2(z)) of
the system of equations (1.11) 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{

(∂z1(f1(z1, z2, . . . , zm)))n1 + fm1
2 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2, . . . , zm + cm) = 1,

(∂z1(f2(z1, z2, . . . , zm)))n2 + fm2
1 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2, . . . , zm + cm) = 1

(1.12)

in Cm, where n1, n2,m1,m2 are positive integers, and c1, c2, . . . , cm are constants in C.
For n1 = n2 = m1 = m2 = 1, it is easy to verify that (f1(z), f2(z)) = (ez1+z2+...+zm +
1, ez1+z2+...+zm + 1) is a solution of the Eq. (1.12), where ec1+c2+...+cm = −1. Therefore we



On the existence of entire solutions to a system of nonlinear...... 7

consider the Eq. (1.12) for the existence of entire solutions for the case when ni +mi > 2,
where i = 1, 2.

In this paper, our next goal is to investigate all possible finite-order transcendental entire
solutions (f1(z), f2(z)) for the system of equations (1.12) for all different combinations of
n1, n2, m1 and m2. 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 Cm and explore how the solutions behave when multiple variables
are involved. Now we state our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let c ∈ Cm. Then any finite order transcendental entire solutions for the
system of equations (1.12), where m1,m2, n1, n2 ∈ N such that mi + ni > 2, i = 1, 2 are
characterized as follows:

(1) if n1 = m1, then n1 = n2 = m1 = m2 = 2 and

(f1(z), f2(z)) = sin(L1(z) +Q1(z2, . . . , zm)), sin(L2(z) +Q2(z2, . . . , zm))),

where L1(z) = Az1+A11z2 . . .+A1mzm, L2(z) = Bz1+B11z2 . . .+B1mzm, Qi(z2, . . . , zm)
is a polynomial such that Qi(z2 + 2c2, . . . , zm + 2cm) = Qi(z2, . . . , zm) for i = 1, 2,
A1i, B1i ∈ C for i = 2, . . . ,m such that A2 = 1, B2 = 1 and one of the following hold:
(i) Be2ι(Ac1+A12c2+...+A1mcm) = A and Ae2ι(Bc1+B12c2+...+B1mcm) = B;

(ii) ABe2ι(Ac1+A12c2+...+A1mcm) = 1 and ABe2ι(Bc1+B12c2+...+B1mcm) = 1;
(2) if one of the following conditions hold:
(2)(i) m1m2 > n1n2,

(2)(ii) ni = mi and nj > mj for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j,

(2)(iii) ni > mi and n1n2 − ni > 2 for i ∈ {1, 2},
(2)(iv) ni > mi and mj > nj such that ni ≥ 3 and mj > ni

ni−2 , where i ̸= j and

i, j ∈ {1, 2},
then the system of equations (1.12) doesn’t have any finite order transcendental entire
solutions;

(3) if ni > mi, then mi = 1 and ni = 2 for i = 1, 2 and

fi(z) = 1 +
Ki

4
z21 + z1gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm)−K2

i g
2
i (z2, z3, . . . , zm)

where K3
i = −1 and gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) is a finite order transcendental entire function

such that gi(z2 + 2c2, . . . , zm + 2cm)− gi(z2, . . . , zm) = Kic1 for i = 1, 2.

We give two examples to explain the conclusion (1) of Theorem 1.1.

Example 1.2. Suppose that

(f1(z), f2(z)) = (sin(Az1+A12z2+A13z3+Q1(z2, z3)), sin(Bz1+B12z2+B13z3+Q2(z2, z3)),

where A = A12 = A13 = B = B12 = B13 = 1, Q1(z2, z3) = (z2−z3)
2, Q2(z2, z3) = (z2−z3)

2+

π and (c1, c2, c3) = (0, π2 ,
π
2 ). Note that Be2ι(Ac1+A12c2+A13c3) = A and Ae2ι(Bc1+B12c2+B13c3) =

B. It is easy to verify that (f1(z), f2(z)) satisfy the following system of equations{
(∂z1(f1(z1, z2, z3)))

2 + f2
2 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2, z3 + c3) = 1,

(∂z1(f2(z1, z2, z3)))
2 + f2

1 (z1 + c1, z2 + c2, z3 + c3) = 1.
(1.13)

Example 1.3. Suppose that

(f1(z), f2(z)) = (sin(Az1+A12z2+A13z3+Q1(z2, z3)), sin(Bz1+B12z2+B13z3+Q2(z2, z3))),
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where A = A12 = 1, A13 = −1, B = B12 = 1, B13 = −1, Q1(z2, z3) = Q2(z2, z3) = (z2 − z3)
3

and (c1, c2, c3) = (0, π, π). Note that ABeι(Ac1+A12c2+A13c3) = 1 and ABe2ι(Bc1+B12c2+B13c3) =
1. It is easy to verify that (f1(z), f2(z)) satisfy the system of equations (1.13).

Following example is provided to illustrate our conclusion (3) of Theorem 1.1.

Example 1.4. Suppose that

fi(z1, z2, z3) = 1− 1

4
z21 + gi(z2, z3)z1 − g2i (z2, z3),

where gi(z2, z3) = sin(z2 + z3) and c = (0, π, π). We take Ki = −1. Note that gi(z2, z3) is
a transcendental entire function of finite order such that gi(z2 + 2c2, z3 + 2c3) − gi(z2, z3) =
0 = Kic1. It is easy to verify that (f1(z), f2(z)) satisfy the following system of equations{

(∂z1(f1(z1, z2, z3)))
2 + f2(z1 + c1, z2 + c2, z3 + c3) = 1,

(∂z1(f2(z1, z2, z3)))
2 + f1(z1 + c1, z2 + c2, z3 + c3) = 1.

(1.14)

When f1(z) ≡ f2(z) ≡ f(z), n2 = n1 and m2 = m1, it is easy to see that system (1.12)
can be reduced as the following equation

(∂z1(f(z1, z2, . . . , zm)))n1 + fm1(z1 + c1, z2 + c2, . . . , zm + cm) = 1 (1.15)

and so by Theorem 1.1, we get the following corollary:

Corollary 1.1. Let c ∈ Cm. Then any finite order transcendental finite order entire solutions
of the equation (1.15), where m1, n1 ∈ N such that m1 + n1 > 2 are characterized as follows:

(i) if n1 = m1, then n1 = m1 = 2 and

f(z) = sin(Az1 + . . .+Amzm + P (z2, . . . , zm)),

where A, A2, . . ., Am ∈ C such that A2 = 1 and Aeι(Ac1+...+Amcm) = 1 and P (z2, . . . , zm)
is a polynomial such that P (z2+ c2, . . . , zm+ cm) ≡ P (z2, . . . , zm). In the special case
whenever m = 2 and c2 ̸= 0, we get f(z1, z2) = sin(A1z1 +A2z2 + Constant),

(ii) if n1 ̸= m1, then n1 = 2, m1 = 1 and

f(z) = 1 +
Ki

4
z21 + z1g(z2, . . . , zm)−K2

i g
2(z2, . . . , zm),

where g(z2, . . . , zm) is a transcendental entire function of finite order such that g(z2+
c2, . . . , zm + cm)− g(z2, . . . , zm) = 1

2c1.

Remark 1.1. It is evident that Corollary 1.1 extends Theorem 1.2.C from C2 to Cm.

If c = (0, 0, . . . , 0), then Theorem 1.1 implies the following corollary.

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

(∂z1(f1(z1, z2, . . . , zm)))n1 + fm1
2 (z1, z2, . . . , zm) = 1,

(∂z1(f2(z1, z2, . . . , zm)))n2 + fm2
1 (z1, z2, . . . , zm) = 1,

(1.16)

where m1,m2, n1, n2 ∈ N such that mi + ni > 2, i = 1, 2 are characterized as follows:

(1) if n1 = m1, then n1 = n2 = m1 = m2 = 2 and

(f1(z), f2(z)) = (sin(L1(z) +Q1(z2, . . . , zm)), sin(L2(z) +Q2(z2, . . . , zm))),

where L1(z) = Az1+A11z2 . . .+A1mzm, L2(z) = Bz1+B11z2 . . .+B1mzm, Qi(z2, . . . , zm)
is a polynomial for i = 1, 2, A1i, B1i ∈ C for i = 2, . . . ,m such that either A2 = B2 = 1
or AB = 1;

(2) if one of the following conditions hold:
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(2)(i) m1m2 > n1n2,

(2)(ii) ni = mi and nj > mj for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j,

(2)(iii) ni > mi and n1n2 − ni > 2 for i ∈ {1, 2},
(2)(iv) ni > mi and mj > nj such that ni ≥ 3 and mj > ni

ni−2 , where i ̸= j and

i, j ∈ {1, 2},
then the system of equations (1.16) doesn’t have any finite order transcendental entire
solutions;

(3) if ni > mi, then mi = 1 and ni = 2 for i = 1, 2 and

fi(z) = 1 +
Ki

4
z21 + z1gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm)−K2

i g
2
i (z2, z3, . . . , zm)

where K3
i = −1 and gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) is a transcendental entire functions for i = 1, 2.

We now make the following observations on Theorem 1.1.

Remark 1.2. We have explored as many scenarios as possible for all values of ni and mi,
where i = 1, 2. Theorems 1.2.E and 1.2.F did not address the following cases, which we have
covered in Theorem 1.1 as follows:

(i) For (n1,m1, n2,m2) = (2, 2, 2, 1), (n1,m1, n2,m2) = (2, 1, 2, 2) and (n1,m1, n2,m2) =
(3, 1, 2, 1), we observed from part-(2) of Theorem 1.1 that the system of equations
(1.12) does not admit any finite order transcendental entire solutions. Moreover, for
ni > mi and mj > nj such that ni ≥ 3 and mj >

ni
ni−2 , where i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that

i ̸= j, we demonstrated that the system of equations (1.12) does not admit any finite
order transcendental entire solutions.

(ii) For ni > mi (i = 1, 2), we established that the system of Fermat-type partial differential-
difference equations (1.12) have finite order transcendental entire solutions of the form

fi(z) = 1 +
Ki

4
z21 + z1gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm)−K2

i g
2
i (z2, z3, . . . , zm),

where K3
i = −1 and gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) is a finite order transcendental entire function

satisfying gi(z2 + 2c2, . . . , zm + 2cm)− gi(z2, . . . , zm) = Kic1 for i = 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 1.1, 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 (1.12) without the
hypothesis “ni > mi and mj > nj such that ni ≥ 3 and mj > ni

ni−2 , i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that
i ̸= j”?

1.3. Basic Notations in several complex variables. As on Cm, the exterior derivative
d splits d = ∂ + ∂̄ and twists to dc = i

4π

(
∂̄ − ∂

)
(see [15, 32]). Clearly ddc = i

2π∂∂̄. An

exhaustion τm of Cm is defined by τm(z) = ||z||2. The standard Kaehler metric on Cm is given
by υm = ddcτm > 0. On Cm\{0}, we define ωm = ddc log τm ≥ 0 and σm = dc log τm ∧ ωm−1

m .
For any S ⊆ Cm, 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 r > 0 centered at 0 ∈ Cm.

The zero multiplicity µ0
f (a) of an entire function f in Cm at a point a ∈ Cm is defined

to be the order of vanishing of f at a. If a = (a1, . . . , am), then ∂I(f(a)) = 0, where
|I| ≤ µ0

f (a) − 1. In other words, we can write f(z) =
∑∞

i=0 Pi(z − a), where the term

Pi(z − a) is either identically zero or a homogeneous polynomial of degree i. Certainly
µ0
f (a) = min{i : Pi(z − a) ̸≡ 0}.
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Let f be a meromorphic function in Cm. Then there exist holomorphic functions g and h
such that hf = g on Cm and dimz h

−1({0})∩ g−1({0}) ≤ m− 2. Therefore the c-multiplicity
of f is just µc

f = µ0
g−ch if c ∈ C and µc

f = µ0
h if c = ∞. The function µc

f : Cm → Z
is nonnegative and is called the c-divisor of f . If f ̸≡ 0 on each component of Cm, then
ν = µf = µ0

f −µ∞
f is called the divisor of f . For t > 0, the counting function nν is defined by

nν(t) = t−2(m−1)

∫
A[t]

νυm−1
m ,

where A = supp ν = {z ∈ G : νf (z) ̸= 0}. The valence function of ν is defined by

Nν(r) = Nν(r, r0) =

∫ r

r0

nν(t)
dt

t
(r ≥ r0).

We write Nµa
f
(r) = N(r, a; f) if a ∈ C and Nµa

f
(r) = N(r, f) if a = ∞. For k ∈ N, define

the truncated multiplicity functions on Cm by µa
f,k(z) = min{µa

f (z), k}, µa
f(k(z) = µa

f (z) if

µa
f (z) ≥ k and µa

f(k(z) = 0 if µa
f (z) < k. Also we define the truncated valence functions

Nν(t) = N(t, a; f) if ν = µa
f,1 and Nν(t) = N(k(t, a; f), if ν = µa

f(k.

An algebraic subset X of Cm is defined as a subset

X = {z ∈ Cm : Pj(z) = 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ l}
with finitely many polynomials P1(z), . . . , Pl(z). A divisor ν on Cm is said to be algebraic if
ν is the zero divisor of a polynomial. In this case the counting function nν is bounded (see
[9, 32]).

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

m(r, f) =

∫
Cm⟨r⟩

log+ |f | σm ≥ 0.

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 a = ∞ 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

ρ(f) := lim sup
r→∞

log T (r, f)

log r
.

We define the linear measure m(E) :=
∫
E dt, the logarithmic measure l(E) :=

∫
E∩[1,∞)

dt
t

and the upper density measure

dens E = lim
r→∞

1

r

∫
E∩[1,r]

dt

for a set E ⊂ [0,∞). Moreover, if l(E) < +∞, resp., m(E) < +∞, then E is of zero upper
density. Let S(f) = {g : Cm → P1 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. [15, Lemma 1.37] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function in Cm and
I = (α1, . . . , αm) ∈ Zm

+ be a multi-index. Then for any ε > 0, we have

m

(
r,
∂I(f)

f

)
≤ |I| log+ T (r, f) + |I|(1 + ε) log+ log T (r, f) +O(1)
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for all r ̸∈ E, where l(E) < +∞.

Lemma 2.2. [14, Lemma 1.2] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function in Cm and let
a1, a2, . . . , aq be different points in C ∪ {∞}. Then

∥ (q − 2)T (r, f) ≤
∑q

j=1
N(r, aj ; f) +O(log(rT (r, f))).

Lemma 2.3. [15, Theorem 1.26] Let f be non-constant meromorphic function in Cm. As-

sume that R(z, w) = A(z,w)
B(z,w) . Then

T (r,Rf ) = max{p, q}T (r, f) +O
(∑p

j=0
T (r, aj) +

∑q

j=0
T (r, bj)

)
,

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

A(z, w) =

p∑
j=0

aj(z)w
j and B(z, w) =

q∑
j=0

bj(z)w
j .

Lemma 2.4. [15, Lemma 3.2] Let fj ̸≡ 0 (j = 1, 2, . . . , n;n ≥ 3) be meromorphic functions
in Cm such that f1, . . . , fn−1 are non-constants and f1 + · · ·+ fn = 1. If

∥
∑n

j=1

{
Nn−1(r, 0; fj) + (n− 1)N(r, fj)

}
< λT (r, fj) +O(log+(T (r, fj))

holds for j = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1, where λ < 1, then fn ≡ 1.

Lemma 2.5. [13, Proposition 3.2] Let P be a non-constant entire function in Cm. Then

ρ(eP ) =

{
deg(P ) if P is a polynomial,

+∞. otherwise

Lemma 2.6. [7, Theorem 2.1] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function in Cm and let
c ∈ Cm. If

lim sup
r→∞

log T (r, f)

r
= 0,

then

∥ m

(
r,
f(z + c)

f(z)

)
+m

(
r,

f(z)

f(z + c)

)
= o(T (r, f)).

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

lim sup
r→∞

log T (r, f)

r
= 0,

then
∥ T (r, f(z + c)) = T (r, f) + o(T (r, f))

holds for any constant c ∈ Cm.

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

P (f(z)) =
∑
p∈I

ap(z)f
p0(z)

(
∂i1(f(z))

)p1 · · · (∂il(f(z))
)plfpl+1(z + q̂l+1) · · · fpl+s(z + q̂l+s),(2.1)

p = (p0, . . . , pl+s) ∈ Zl+s+1
+ ,

Q(f(z)) =
∑
q∈J

cq(z)f
q0(z)

(
∂j1(f(z))

)q1 · · · (∂jl(f(z))
)qlf ql+1(z + q̃l+1) · · · f ql+t(z + q̃l+t),(2.2)
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q = (q0, . . . , ql+t) ∈ Zl+t+1
+ and

B(f(z)) =
∑n

k=0
bk(z)f

k(z), (2.3)

where I, J are finite sets of distinct elements, ap, bk, cq ∈ S(f) such that bn ̸≡ 0 and q̂i, q̃j ∈
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 2.9. Now by using Lemmas
2.1 and 2.9 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 Cm such that

lim sup
r→∞

log T (r, f)

r
= 0.

Assume that f satisfies the complex differential-difference equation

B(f)Q(f) = P (f),

where P (f), Q(f) and B(f) are defined as in (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3) respectively. If deg(P (f)) ≤
n = deg(B(f)), then

∥ m(r,Q(f)) = o(T (r, f)).

Lemma 2.9. [15, Lemma 1.68] Let f1 : Cm → P1 and f2 : Cm → P1 be two non-constant
meromorphic functions. Then for r > 0 we have

N(r, 0; f1f2)−N(r, f1f2) = N(r, 0; f1) +N(r, 0; f2)−N(r, f1)−N(r, f2).

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof. Let (f1(z), f2(z)) be a pair of finite order non-constant entire solution of the system
of equations (1.12). Set

F1(z) =
∂f1(z)

∂z1
and F2(z) =

∂f2(z)

∂z1
. (3.1)

Since fi(z) are entire functions for i = 1, 2, applying Lemma 2.1 to (3.1), we have

T (r, Fi) = m(r, Fi) ≤ m

(
r,
Fi

fi

)
+m(r, fi) ≤ T (r, fi) + o(T (r, fi)) (3.2)

and so o(T (r, Fi)) can be replaced by o(T (r, fi)), where i = 1, 2. Now using Lemma 2.3 to
the system of equations (1.12), we get

∥ niT (r, Fi) + o(T (r, Fi)) = miT (r, fj(z + c)) + o(T (r, fj(z + c))), (3.3)

where i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Since ρ(fi) < +∞, we have

lim sup
r→∞

log T (r, fi)

r
= 0

for i = 1, 2 and so by Lemma 2.7, we have

∥ T (r, fi(z + c)) = T (r, fi) + o(T (r, fi)), (3.4)

where i ∈ {1, 2}. Now from (3.3) and (3.4), we get

∥ niT (r, Fi) + o(T (r, Fi)) = miT (r, fj) + o(T (r, fj)), (3.5)
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where i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Clearly from (3.2) and (3.5), we obtain

miT (r, fj) + o(T (r, fj)) ≤ niT (r, fi) + o(T (r, fi)), (3.6)

where i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Consequently (3.6) shows that o(T (r, fi)) can be replaced
by o(T (r, fj)), where i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. On the other hand, using Lemmas 2.1, 2.3,
(3.4) and (3.5) to (1.12), we obtain

∥ miT (r, fj)) = miT (r, fj(z + c)) + o(T (r, fj)) (3.7)

= T
(
r, fmi

j (z + c)
)
+ o(T (r, fj))

= T (r, 1− Fni
i ) + o(T (r, fj))

= niT (r, Fi) + o(T (r, Fi)) + o(T (r, fj))

= nim(r, Fi) + o(T (r, Fi)) + o(T (r, fj))

≤ ni

(
m

(
r,
Fi

fi

)
+m(r, fi)

)
+ o(T (r, Fi)) + o(T (r, fj))

= niT (r, fi) + o(T (r, fj)),

where i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j.

First we suppose that m1m2 − n1n2 > 0. Then from (3.7), one can easily deduce that

∥ (m1m2 − n1n2)T (r, fj) ≤ o(T (r, fj)),

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 m1m2 − n1n2 ≤ 0. Let

hi(z) =
Fni
i (z)− 1

Fni
i (z)

, (3.8)

where i ∈ {1, 2}. Clearly hi(z) is a non-constant meromorphic function in Cm. Again using
Lemma 2.3 to (3.8), we get

∥ T (r, hi) + o(T (r, hi)) = niT (r, Fi) + o(T (r, Fi)), (3.9)

where i ∈ {1, 2}. Now using (1.12) to (3.8), one can easily deduce that

∥ N(r, hi) ≤ N(r, 0, Fni
i ) = N(r, 0, Fi) + o(T (r, Fi)),

∥ N(r, 0, hi) = N(r, 1, Fni
i ) ≤ N(r, 0, fmi

j (z + c)) = N(r, 0, fj(z + c)) + o(T (r, fj(z + c)))

and ∥ N(r, 1, hi) = 0, where i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Therefore in view of the first main
theorem and using Lemma 2.2 and (3.9), we get

∥ niT (r, Fi) = T (r, hi) + o(T (r, hi)) (3.10)

≤ N(r, hi) +N(r, 0, hi) +N(r, 1, hi) + o(T (r, hi))

≤ N(r, 0, Fi) +N(r, 0, fj(z + c)) + o(T (r, Fi)) + o(T (r, fj(z + c)))

≤ T (r, Fi) + T (r, fj(z + c)) + o(T (r, Fi)) + o(T (r, fj(z + c))),

where i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Using (3.5) to (3.10), we get

∥
(
ni − 1− ni

mi

)
T (r, Fi) ≤ o(T (r, Fi)),

where i ∈ {1, 2} and so we have

1

ni
+

1

mi
≥ 1, (3.11)
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where i ∈ {1, 2}. We consider the following three cases.

Case 1. Let n1 = m1. Note that n1 + m1 > 2 and so (3.11) gives n1 = m1 = 2. Since
m1m2 − n1n2 ≤ 0, it follows that m2 ≤ n2. Now we consider following two sub-cases.

Sub-case 1.1. Let m2 < n2. In this case from (3.11), we obtain m2 = 1 and n2 > 1.
Since m1 = n1 = 2, from (1.12), we get

F 2
1 (z) + f2

2 (z + c) = 1 (3.12)

and

Fn2
2 (z) + f1(z + c) = 1. (3.13)

Clearly (3.13) gives

n2F
n2−1
2 (z)

∂F2(z)

∂z1
+ F1(z + c) = 0

and so from (3.12), we get(
n2F

n2−1
2 (z)

∂F2(z)

∂z1

)2

+ f2
2 (z + 2c) = 1. (3.14)

Now using Theorem 1.2.A to (3.14), one has

n2F
n2−1
2 (z)

∂F2(z)

∂z1
= cos(h(z)) (3.15)

and

f2(z + 2c) = sin(h(z)), (3.16)

where h : Cm → C is a non-constant entire function. Since ρ(fi) < +∞ for i = 1, 2, using
Lemmas 2.3, 2.5 and (3.4) to (3.16), we conclude that h(z) is a non-constant polynomial in
Cm. Clearly from (3.16), we obtainF2(z + 2c) = ∂h(z)

∂z1
cos(h(z)),

∂F2(z+2c)
∂z1

= ∂2h(z)
∂z21

cos(h(z))−
(
∂h(z)
∂z1

)2
sin(h(z)).

(3.17)

Therefore from (3.15) and (3.17), we have

n2

((
∂h(z)

∂z1

)n2−1 ∂2h(z)

∂z21
cos(h(z))−

(
∂h(z)

∂z1

)n2+1

sin(h(z))

)
cosn2−1(h(z))(3.18)

= cos(h(z + 2c)).

Clearly ∂h(z)
∂z1

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

are algebraic. But if n2 ≥ 3, then the set of multiple zeros of cosn2−1(h(z)) is not algebraic
and so from (3.18), we get a contradiction. Hence n2 = 2 and so (3.18) yields

2

(
∂h(z)

∂z1

∂2h(z)

∂z21
cos(h(z))−

(
∂h(z)

∂z1

)3

sin(h(z))

)
cos(h(z)) = cos(h(z + 2c)),

i.e.,

2
∂h(z)

∂z1

∂2h(z)

∂z21
cos2(h(z))−

(
∂h(z)

∂z1

)3

sin(2h(z)) = cos(h(z + 2c)). (3.19)
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First we suppose that ∂2h(z)
∂z21

≡ 0. Clearly ∂h(z)
∂z1

= d(z2, z3, · · · , zm), a polynomial in Cm−1.

Then from (3.19), we get

ιd3eι(2h(z)+h(z+2c)) − ιd3eι(−2h(z)+h(z+2c)) − e2ιh(z+2c) = 1. (3.20)

Since both 2h(z) + h(z + 2c) and −2h(z) + h(z + 2c) are non-constants, applying Lemma
2.4 to (3.20), we get a contradiction.

Next we suppose that ∂2h(z)
∂z21

̸≡ 0. By simple calculations on (3.19), we get

− 1
∂h(z)
∂z1

∂2h(z)
∂z21

eιh(z+2c) − 1
∂h(z)
∂z1

∂2h(z)
∂z21

e−ιh(z+2c) +
1

2
G1(z)e

2ιh(z) +
1

2
G2(z)e

−2ιh(z) = 1, (3.21)

where

G1(z) = 1− 2ι

(∂h(z)
∂z1

)2
∂2h(z)
∂z21

and G2(z) = 1 + 2ι

(∂h(z)
∂z1

)2
∂2h(z)
∂z21

.

If G1(z) ≡ 0, then from (3.21), we get

− 1
∂h(z)
∂z1

∂2h(z)
∂z21

eιh(z+2c) − 1
∂h(z)
∂z1

∂2h(z)
∂z21

e−ιh(z+2c) + e−2ιh(z) = 1

and so using Lemma 2.4, we get a contradiction. Hence G1(z) ̸≡ 0. Similarly we can prove
that G2(z) ̸≡ 0. Finally using Lemma 2.4 to (3.21), we get a contradiction.

Sub-case 1.2. Let n2 = m2. Since n2 + m2 > 2, from (3.11), we get n2 = m2 = 2.
Consequently from (1.12), we obtain F 2

1 (z) + f2
2 (z + c) = 1 and F 2

2 (z) + f2
1 (z + c) = 1, i.e.,

(F1(z) + ιf2(z + c))(F1(z)− ιf2(z + c)) = 1 (3.22)

and

(F2(z) + ιf1(z + c))(F2(z)− ιf1(z + c)) = 1. (3.23)

Clearly from (3.22) and (3.23), we see that the functions both F1(z) + ιf2(z + c), F1(z)−
ιf2(z + c), F2(z) + ιf1(z + c) and F2(z)− ιf1(z + c) have no zeros. So we may assume that

F1(z) + ιf2(z + c) = eιP1(z), (3.24)

F1(z)− ιf2(z + c) = e−ιP1(z), (3.25)

F2(z) + ιf1(z + c) = eιP2(z) (3.26)

and

F2(z)− ιf1(z + c) = e−ιP2(z), (3.27)

where P1(z) and P2(z) are polynomials in Cm. Solving (3.24) and (3.25), we get

F1(z) =
∂f1(z)

∂z1
=

eιP1(z) + e−ιP1(z)

2
= cos(P1(z)) (3.28)

and

f2(z + c) =
eιP1(z) − e−ιP1(z)

2ι
= sin(P1(z)). (3.29)

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

F2(z) =
∂f2(z)

∂z1
=

eιP2(z) + e−ιP2(z)

2
= cos(P2(z)) (3.30)
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and

f1(z + c) =
eιP2(z) − e−ιP2(z)

2ι
= sin(P2(z)). (3.31)

Clearly from (3.29) and (3.30), we have

∂P1(z)

∂z1
eι(P1(z)+P2(z+c)) +

∂P1(z)

∂z1
e−ι(P1(z)−P2(z+c)) − e2ιP2(z+c) = 1, (3.32)

which implies that ∂P1(z)
∂z1

̸≡ 0. Again from (3.28) and (3.31), we get

∂P2(z)

∂z1
eι(P2(z)+P1(z+c)) +

∂P2(z)

∂z1
e−ι(P2(z)−P1(z+c)) − e2ιP1(z+c) = 1, (3.33)

which shows that ∂P2(z)
∂z1

̸≡ 0. Thus, using Lemma 2.4 to (3.32) and (3.33), we have respec-
tively

either
∂P1(z)

∂z1
eι(P1(z)+P2(z+c)) = 1 or

∂P1(z)

∂z1
e−ι(P1(z)−P2(z+c)) = 1

and

either
∂P2(z)

∂z1
eι(P2(z)+P1(z+c)) = 1 or

∂P2(z)

∂z1
e−ι(P2(z)−P1(z+c)) = 1.

Next, we consider the following four sub-cases.

Sub-case 1.2.1. Let {
∂P1(z)
∂z1

eι(P1(z)+P2(z+c)) = 1
∂P2(z)
∂z1

eι(P2(z)+P1(z+c)) = 1.
(3.34)

It follows from (3.34) that P1(z + c) + P2(z) and P2(z + c) + P1(z) are both constants.
Consequently both P1(z + 2c)− P1(z) and P2(z + 2c)− P2(z) are constants. Assume that

e−ι(P1(z)+P2(z+c)) = A and e−ι(P2(z)+P1(z+c)) = B. (3.35)

Then from (3.34), we have

∂P1(z)

∂z1
= A and

∂P2(z)

∂z1
= B,

where A2 = 1 and B2 = 1. Obviously P1(z) = Az1 + Q̃1(z2, . . . , zm) and P2(z) = Bz1 +

Q̃2(z2, . . . , zm), where Q̃1(z2, . . . , zm) and Q̃2(z2, . . . , zm) are polynomials in Cm−1. Since both

P1(z+2c)−P1(z) and P2(z+2c)−P2(z) are constants, it follows that Q̃i(z2 +2c2, . . . , zm +

2cm)−Qi(̃z2, . . . , zm) is also a constant for i = 1, 2. Therefore we may assume that{
P1(z) = Az1 +A12z2 + . . .+A1mzm + Q̂1(z2, . . . , zm),

P2(z) = Bz1 +B12z2 + . . .+B1mzm + Q̂2(z2, . . . , zm),
(3.36)

where A1i, B1i ∈ C for i = 2, . . . ,m and Q̂i(z2, . . . , zm) is a polynomial in Cm−1 such that

Q̂i(z2 + 2c2, . . . , zm + 2cm) = Q̂i(z2, . . . , zm) for i = 1, 2. On the other hand, (3.35) gives

B

A
eι(P1(z+2c)−P1(z)) = 1 and

A

B
eι(P2(z+2c)−P2(z)) = 1.

Clearly from (3.36), we have respectively

B

A
e2ι(Ac1+A12c2+...+A1mcm) = 1 and

A

B
e2ι(Bc1+B12c2+...+B1mcm) = 1.

Finally, from (3.29) and (3.31), we may assume that

(f1(z), f2(z)) = sin(L1(z) +Q1(z2, z3, . . . , zm)), sin(L2(z) +Q2(z2, z3, . . . , zm))),
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where L1(z) = Az1+A12z2+. . .+A1mzm, L2(z) = Bz1+B12z2+. . .+B1mzm, A1i, B1i ∈ C for

i = 2, . . . ,m such thatA2 = 1, B2 = 1, B
Ae

2ι(Ac1+A12c2+...+A1mcm) = 1 and A
B e2ι(Bc1+B12c2+...+B1mcm) =

1 and Qi(z2, . . . , zm) is a polynomial such that for i = 1, 2

Qi(z2 + 2c2, . . . , zm + 2cm) = Qi(z2, . . . , zm).

Sub-case 1.2.2. Let {
∂P1(z)
∂z1

eι(P1(z)+P2(z+c)) = 1
∂P2(z)
∂z1

e−ι(P2(z)−P1(z+c)) = 1.
(3.37)

Clearly from (3.37), it follows that P1(z+c)+P2(z) and P2(z+c)−P1(z) are both constants.
This means P2(z + 2c) + P2(z) is also a constant, which contradicts the fact that P2(z) is a
non-constant polynomial.

Sub-case 1.2.3. Let {
∂P1(z)
∂z1

e−ι(P1(z)−P2(z+c)) = 1
∂P2(z)
∂z1

eι(P2(z)+P1(z+c)) = 1.
(3.38)

We deduce from (3.38) that P1(z) − P2(z + c) and P2(z) + P1(z + c) are both constants.
This means P1(z + 2c) + P1(z) is also a constant, which is a contradiction.

Sub-case 1.2.4. Let {
∂P1(z)
∂z1

e−ι(P1(z)−P2(z+c)) = 1
∂P2(z)
∂z1

e−ι(P2(z)−P1(z+c)) = 1.
(3.39)

Clearly from (3.39), it follows that P1(z+c)−P2(z) and P2(z+c)−P1(z) are both constants.
Consequently P1(z + 2c)− P1(z) and P2(z + 2c)− P2(z) are also constants. Assume that

eι(P1(z)−P2(z+c)) = Ã and eι(P2(z)−P1(z+c)) = B̃. (3.40)

Then from (3.39), we have

∂P1(z)

∂z1
= Ã and

∂P2(z)

∂z1
= B̃,

where Ã2 = 1 and B̃2 = 1. Clearly from (3.40), we have ÃB̃eι(Pi(z+2c)−Pi(z)) = 1 for i = 1, 2.
Now proceeding in the same way as done in the proof of Sub-case 1.3.1, we can conclude that

(f1(z), f2(z)) = sin(L̃1(z) +R1(z2, z3, . . . , zm)), sin(L̃2(z) +R2(z2, z3, . . . , zm))),

where L̃1(z) = Ãz1+Ã12z2+. . .+Ã1mzm, L̃2(z) = B̃z1+B̃12z2+. . .+B̃1mzm, Ã1i, B̃1i ∈ C, i =
2, . . . ,m such that Ã2 = 1, B̃2 = 1, ÃB̃e2ι(Ãc1+Ã12c2+...+Ã1mcm) = 1, ÃB̃e2ι(B̃c1+B̃12c2+...+B̃1mcm) =
1 and Ri(z2, . . . , zm) is a polynomial such that for i = 1, 2

Ri(z2 + 2c2, . . . , zm + 2cm) = Ri(z2, . . . , zm).

Case 2. Let m1 > n1. In this case from (3.11), we obtain m1 > 1 and n1 = 1. Since
m1m2 − n1n2 ≤ 0, it follows that m1m2 − n2 ≤ 0. We now consider following sub-cases.

Sub-case 2.1. Let m2 > n2. Then (3.11) implies m2 > 1 and n2 = 1. Therefore
m1m2 − 1 ≤ 0, i.e., m1m2 ≤ 1. Since m1 + n1 > 2 and m2 + n2 > 2, we get a contradiction.

Sub-case 2.2. Let n2 > m2 such that n2 > 2 and m1 > n2
n2−2 . Clearly (3.11) implies

n2 > 1 and m2 = 1. In this case, from (1.12), we get

F1(z) + fm1
2 (z + c) = 1 (3.41)
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and

Fn2
2 (z) + f1(z + c) = 1. (3.42)

By a simple calculation, (3.41) and (3.42) give

−n2F
n2−1
2 (z)

∂F2(z)

∂z1
+ fm1

2 (z + 2c) = 1. (3.43)

Let ϕ(z) = −n2F
n2−1
2 (z)∂F2(z)

∂z1
. Now using Lemmas 2.1, 2.3 and 2.9, we have

T (r, Fn2
2 (z)) = m(r, Fn2

2 (z)) = m

(
r, ϕ(z)

F2(z)
∂F2(z)
∂z1

)

≤ m(r, ϕ(z)) +m

(
r,

F2(z)
∂F2(z)
∂z1

)

≤ T (r, ϕ(z)) + T

(
r,

F2(z)
∂F2(z)
∂z1

)
−N

(
r,

F2(z)
∂F2(z)
∂z1

)
+O(1)

≤ T (r, ϕ(z)) + T

(
r,

∂F2(z)
∂z1

F2(z)

)
−N

(
r,

F2(z)
∂F2(z)
∂z1

)
+O(1)

≤ T (r, ϕ) +N

(
r,

∂F2(z)
∂z1

F2(z)

)
−N

(
r,

F2(z)
∂F2(z)
∂z1

)
+ o(T (r, F2))

≤ T (r, ϕ) +N(r, 0;F2)−N

(
r, 0;

∂F2(z)

∂z1

)
+ o(T (r, F2)),

i.e.,

(n2 − 1)T (r, F2) ≤ T (r, ϕ)−N

(
r, 0;

∂F2(z)

∂z1

)
+ o(T (r, F2)). (3.44)

Therefore using Lemma 2.2, (3.43) to (3.44), we obtain

(n2 − 1)T (r, F2) ≤ N(r, 0;ϕ) +N(r, 1;ϕ)−N

(
r, 0;

∂F2(z)

∂z1

)
+ o(T (r, F2)) (3.45)

≤ N(r, 0;F2) +N(r, 0; f2(z + 2c)) + o(T (r, F2))

≤ T (r, F2) + T (r, f2(z + 2c)) + o(T (r, F2)).

On the other hand, applying Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3 to (3.43), we get

m1T (r, f2(z + 2c)) = T (r, ϕ) = m(r, ϕ) ≤ n2m(r, F2) + o(T (r, F2)) (3.46)

= n2T (r, F2) + o(T (r, F2)).

Consequently (3.45) and (3.46) yield(
n2 − 2− n2

m1

)
T (r, F2) ≤ o(T (r, F2)),

which contradicts the fact that m1 >
n2

n2−2 .

Sub-case 2.3. Let n2 = m2. Then (3.11) gives n2 = m2 = 2 and so from (1.12), we get

F 2
2 (z) + f2

1 (z + c) = 1. (3.47)

Now using Theorem 1.2.A to (3.47), one has

F2(z) = cos(h(z)) (3.48)
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and

f1(z + c) = sin(h(z)), (3.49)

where h : Cm → C is a non-constant polynomial. Clearly from (3.48) and (3.49), we obtain{
F1(z + c) = ∂h(z)

∂z1
cos(h(z)) = ∂h(z)

∂z1
F2(z),

∂F1(z+c)
∂z1

= ∂2h(z)
∂z21

F2(z) +
∂h(z)
∂z1

∂F2(z)
∂z1

.
(3.50)

Clearly ∂h(z)
∂z1

̸≡ 0. On the other hand, (3.41) yields

∂F1(z)

∂z1
+m1f

m1−1
2 (z + c)F2(z + c) = 0,

i.e., (
∂F1(z)

∂z1

)m1

= (−m1)
m1(F1(z)− 1)m1−1Fm1

2 (z + c). (3.51)

Now using (3.50) to (3.51), we get(
∂2h(z)

∂z21
F2(z) +

∂h(z)

∂z1

∂F2(z)

∂z1

)m1

= (−m1)
m1

(
∂h(z)

∂z1
F2(z)− 1

)m1−1

Fm1
2 (z + 2c). (3.52)

Applying Lemma 2.8 to (3.52), we deduce that

m

(
r,

(
∂h(z)

∂z1
F2(z)− 1

)m1−1
)

= o(T (r, F2))

and so by Lemma 2.3, we get (m1 − 1)T (r, F2) = o(T (r, F2)), which is impossible.

Case 3. Let n1 > m1. In this case from (3.11), we obtain m1 = 1 and n1 > 1. Since
m1m2 − n1n2 ≤ 0, it follows that m2 − n1n2 ≤ 0. We now consider following sub-cases.

Sub-case 3.1. Let m2 > n2 such that n1 ≥ 3 and m2 > n1
n1−2 . Therefore (3.11) implies

that m2 > 1 and n2 = 1. In this case, from (1.12), we get

Fn1
1 (z) + f2(z + c) = 1 (3.53)

and

F2(z) + fm2
1 (z + c) = 1. (3.54)

By simple calculations on (3.53) and (3.54) give

−n1F
n1−1
1 (z)

∂F1(z)

∂z1
+ fm2

1 (z + 2c) = 1.

Since m2 >
n1

n1−2 , proceeding in the same way as done in the proof of Sub-case 2.2, we get
a contradiction.

Sub-case 3.2. Let m2 < n2. In this case, (3.11) implies that m2 = 1 and n2 > 1. Since
m2 − n1n2 ≤ 0, it follows that n1n1 ≥ 1. Therefore (1.12) gives

Fni
i (z) + fj(z + c) = 1 (3.55)

for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Differentiating (3.55) partially with respect to z1, we get

niF
ni−1
i (z)

∂Fi(z)

∂z1
+ Fj(z + c) = 0. (3.56)

for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Clearly (3.55) and (3.56), we obtain(
−niF

ni−1
i (z)

∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)nj

+ fi(z + 2c) = 1. (3.57)
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for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Differentiating (3.57) partially with respect to z1, we get

F
n1n2−nj−1
i (z)αi(z) = −Fi(z + 2c), (3.58)

where

αi(z) = (−ni)
njnj

(
∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)nj−1
[
(ni − 1)

(
∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)2

+ Fi(z)
∂2Fi(z)

∂z21

]
. (3.59)

for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Clearly αi ̸≡ 0, otherwise from (3.59), we get Fi(z+2c) ≡ 0,
i.e., Fi(z) ≡ 0, which is impossible for i = 1, 2. Since ni > 1, we have n1n2 − ni ≥ 2 for
i = 1, 2. Therefore applying Lemma 2.8 to (3.58), we get ∥ m(r, αi) = o(T (r, Fi)) and so
∥ T (r, αi) = o(T (r, Fi)) for i = 1, 2. Now we have to consider following sub-cases.

Sub-case 3.2.1. Let n1n2 − ni > 2 for i = 1, 2. Now using Lemma 2.8 to (3.58), we get
∥ m(r, Fiα) = o(T (r, Fi)) and so ∥ T (r, Fiα) = o(T (r, Fi)) for i = 1, 2. Since ∥ T (r, αi) =
o(T (r, Fi)), it follows that

∥ T (r, Fi) ≤ T (r, Fiαi) + T

(
r,

1

αi

)
= T (r, Fiαi) + T (r, αi) = o(T (r, Fi)),

which is impossible for i = 1, 2.

Sub-case 3.2.2. Let n1n2 − ni = 2 for i = 1, 2. In this case, we must have n1 = n2 = 2.
Then from (3.58) and (3.59), we have respectively

−Fi(z)αi(z) = Fi(z + 2c) (3.60)

for i = 1, 2 and

αi(z) = 8
∂Fi(z)

∂z1

[(
∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)2

+ Fi(z)
∂2Fi(z)

∂z21

]
= 8

∂Fi(z)

∂z1

∂
(
Fi(z)

∂Fi(z)
∂z1

)
∂z1

, (3.61)

i.e.,

αi(z)Fi(z) = 8Fi(z)
∂Fi(z)

∂z1

[(
∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)2

+ Fi(z)
∂2Fi(z)

∂z21

]
= 4

∂
(
Fi(z)

∂Fi(z)
∂z1

)2
∂z1

(3.62)

for i = 1, 2. Differentiating (3.60) partially with respect to z1, we get

∂Fi(z + 2c)

∂z1
= −

(
∂Fi(z)

∂z1
αi(z) +

∂αi(z)

∂z1
Fi(z)

)
(3.63)

for i = 1, 2. On the other hand, from (3.56) and (3.62), we obtain

Fi(z) =
2

αi(z)
Fj(z + c)

∂Fj(z + c)

∂z1

and so (3.56) yields

Fi(z)
∂Fi(z)

∂z1
+

1

αj(z + c)
Fi(z + 2c)

∂Fi(z + 2c)

∂z1
= 0 (3.64)

for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Consequently from (3.60), (3.63) and (3.64), we get

Fi(z)
∂Fi(z)

∂z1
+

αi(z)

αj(z + c)
Fi(z)

(
∂Fi(z)

∂z1
αi(z) +

∂αi(z)

∂z1
Fi(z)

)
= 0,

i.e., (
1 +

α2
i (z)

αj(z + c)

)
∂Fi(z)

∂z1
+

αi(z)

αj(z + c)

∂αi(z)

∂z1
Fi(z) = 0 (3.65)
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for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. We divide following sub-cases.

Sub-case 3.2.2.1. Let ∂αi(z)
∂z1

̸≡ 0 for i = 1, 2. Note that ∥ T (r, αi) = o(T (r, Fi)) for

i = 1, 2. Therefore from (3.62), it is easy to verify that

∥ N

(
r, 0;

∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)
≤ N(r, 0;αi) ≤ T (r, αi) = o(T (r, Fi)) (3.66)

for i = 1, 2. Consequently from (3.65) and (3.66), we conclude that

∥ N(r, 0;Fi) = o(T (r, Fi)) (3.67)

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

αi(z)

F 3
i (z)

= 8

(
∂Fi(z)
∂z1

Fi(z)

)3

+ 8

∂Fi(z)
∂z1

Fi(z)
×

∂2Fi(z)
∂z21

Fi(z)

and so by Lemma 2.1, we get

∥ m (r, 0;Fi(z)) = o(T (r, Fi)) (3.68)

for i = 1, 2. Now in view of the first main theorem and using (3.67) and (3.68), we obtain
∥ T (r, Fi) = o(T (r, Fi)) for i = 1, 2, which is impossible.

Sub-case 3.2.2.2. Let ∂αi(z)
∂z1

≡ 0 for i = 1, 2. Now from (3.65), we get α2
i (z) = −αj(z+c)

for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j and so

α4
i (z) = −αi(z + 2c) (3.69)

for i ∈ {1, 2}. If αi(z) is transcendental, then using Lemma 2.8 to (3.69), we get ∥ m(r, αi) =
o(T (r, αi)) for i = 1, 2. Since αi(z) are entire for i = 1, 2, we have ∥ T (r, αi) = o(T (r, αi)),
leading to a contradiction. Hence αi(z) is a polynomial in Cm for i = 1, 2. It is easy to deduce
from (3.69) that αi(z) must be a constant, say ki(̸= 0) for i = 1, 2. Then from (3.69), we have
k4i = −ki, which implies that k3i = −1 for i = 1, 2. Since α2

i (z) = −αj(z + c) for i, j ∈ {1, 2}
such that i ̸= j, we get k2i = −kj for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Now differentiating (3.61)
partially with respect to z1, we get

4

(
∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)2 ∂2Fi(z)

∂z21
+ Fi(z)

((
∂2Fi(z)

∂z21

)2

+
∂Fi(z)

∂z1

∂3Fi(z)

∂z31

)
= 0 (3.70)

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

Sub-case 3.2.2.2.1. Let ∂2Fi(z)
∂z21

̸≡ 0 for i = 1, 2. Now in view of the first main theorem

and using Lemma 2.1, we get

∥ N

(
r, 0;

∂2Fi(z)

∂z21

)
≤ N

r, 0;

∂2Fi(z)
∂z21

∂Fi(z)
∂z1

+N

(
r, 0;

∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)

≤ T

r,

∂2Fi(z)
∂z21

∂Fi(z)
∂z1

+N

(
r, 0;

∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)
+O(1)

≤ N

(
r,
∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)
+ 2N

(
r, 0;

∂Fi(z)

∂z1

)
+ o(T (r, Fi)) (3.71)

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

∥ N

(
r, 0;

∂2Fi(z)

∂z21

)
= o(T (r, Fi)) (3.72)
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for i = 1, 2. Therefore using (3.66) and (3.72) to (3.70), we deduce that ∥ N(r, 0;Fi) =
o(T (r, Fi)) for i = 1, 2. Now proceeding 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 ∂2Fi(z)
∂z21

≡ 0 for i = 1, 2. We know that αi(z) = ki, where k
3
i = −1

and k2i = −kj for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j. Then from (3.61), we obtain

∂Fi(z)

∂z1
=

Ki

2
, (3.73)

where K3
i = ki for i = 1, 2. Clearly (3.73) implies

∂fi(z)

∂z1
= Fi(z) =

Ki

2
z1 + gi(z2, . . . , zm), (3.74)

where gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) is a finite order transcendental entire function for i = 1, 2. On the
other hand, from (3.60), we have Fi(z + 2c) = −kiFi(z). Therefore (3.74) gives

Ki

2
(z1 + 2c1) + gi(z2 + 2c2, . . . , zm + 2cm) = −ki

(
Ki

2
z1 + gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm)

)
,

which implies ki = −1 and so

gi(z2 + 2c2, . . . , zm + 2cm)− gi(z2, . . . , zm) = Kic1 (3.75)

for i = 1, 2. Again from (3.74), we have

fi(z) =
Ki

4
z21 + z1gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) +Gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm), (3.76)

where Gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) is a finite order transcendental entire function for i = 1, 2. Since

Fi(z + 2c) = Fi(z), from (3.55), we get fj(z + 3c) = 1− Fi(z + 2c)2 = 1− F 2
i (z) = fj(z + c)

for i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that i ̸= j, which shows that fi(z) is 2c-periodic for i = 1, 2. Then from
(3.76), we get

fi(z) = fi(z + 2c) =
Ki

4
z21 + z1gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) +Gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) (3.77)

for i = 1, 2. Using (3.74) and (3.77) to (3.57), we get

K2
i

(
K2

i

4
z21 +Kiz1gi(z2, . . . , zm) + g2i (z2, . . . , zm)

)
+
Ki

4
z21 + z1gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) +Gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) = 1,

i.e., Gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) = 1−K2
i (gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm))2 for i = 1, 2 and so from (3.77), we have

fi(z) = 1 +
Ki

4
z21 + z1gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm)−K2

i g
2
i (z2, z3, . . . , zm),

where K3
i = −1 and gi(z2, z3, . . . , zm) is a finite order transcendental entire function such

that (3.75) holds.

Sub-case 3.3. Let m2 = n2. Then (3.11) gives n2 = m2 = 2 and so from (1.12), we get

F 2
2 (z) + f2

1 (z + c) = 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

n1F
n1−1
1 (z + c)

∂F1(z + c)

∂z1
+ F2(z + 2c) = 0. (3.79)
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Now using (3.48) to (3.79), we get

Fn1−1
2 (z)n1

(
∂h(z)

∂z1

)n1−1(∂2h(z)

∂z21
F2(z) +

∂h(z)

∂z1

∂F2(z)

∂z1

)
= −F2(z + 2c). (3.80)

We know that the set of multiple zeros of F2(z) is algebraic. Therefore from (3.48) and
(3.80), we can easily conclude that n1 = 2 and so

2
∂h(z)

∂z1

(
∂2h(z)

∂z21
cos2(h(z))− 1

2

(
∂h(z)

∂z1

)2

sin(2h(z))

)
= − cosh((z + 2c)).

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. □
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