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Abstract. In the paper, we investigate the uniqueness problem of entire functions con-
cerning their linear differential polynomial in shift and obtain three results which improve
and generalize the recent result due to Qi (Ann. Polon. Math., 102 (2011), 129-142.) in a
large extend.

1. Introduction and main results

We assume that the reader is familiar with standard notation and main results of Nevan-
linna Theory (see [10, 34]). By S(r, f) we denote any quantity that satisfies the condition
S(r, f) = o(T (r, f)) as r → ∞ possibly outside of an exceptional set of finite linear measure.
A meromorphic function a is said to be a small function of f if T (r, a) = S(r, f) and we de-
note by S(f) the set of functions which are small compared to f . Moreover, we use notations
ρ(f) and ρ1(f) for the order and the hyper-order of a meromorphic function f respectively.
As usual, the abbreviation CM means “counting multiplicities”, while IM means “ignoring
multiplicities”.

Let k,m, n ∈ N and a1, a2 ∈ S(f). Denote by S(m,n)(a1) the set of those points z ∈ C such
that z is an a1-point of f of order m and an a1-point of g of order n. The set S(m,n)(a2)

can be defined similarly. Let N (m,n)(r, ai; f) denote the reduced counting function of f with
respect to the set S(m,n)(ai) for i = 1, 2.

The research on the uniqueness problem of meromorphic function sharing values or small
functions with its derivatives is an active field and the study is based on the Nevanlinna value
distribution theory. The research on this topic was started by Rubel and Yang [31]. Now we
state their result.

Theorem A. [31] Let f be a non-constant entire function and a, b ∈ C such that b ̸= a. If
f and f ′ share a and b CM, then f ≡ f ′.

Mues and Steinmetz [27] further generalized Theorem A from sharing values CM to IM
and obtained the following result.

Theorem B. [27] Let f be a non-constant entire function and a, b ∈ C such that b ̸= a. If
f and f ′ share a and b IM, then f ≡ f ′.

Recently the uniqueness of meromorphic functions sharing values with their shifts or dif-
ference operators has become a subject of great interest. Now, we recall the following result
due to Heittokangas et al. [12], which is shift analogue of Theorem A.

Theorem C. [12] Let f be a non-constant entire function of finite order, c ∈ C\{0} and
a, b ∈ C be distinct. If f(z) and f(z + c) share a and b CM, then f(z) ≡ f(z + c).

In 2011, Qi [28] further improved Theorem C and obtained the following result.
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Theorem D. [28] Let f be a non-constant entire function of finite order, c ∈ C\{0} and
a, b ∈ C be distinct. If f(z) and f(z + c) share a and b IM, then f(z) ≡ f(z + c).

The the time-delay differential equation

f ′(x) = f(x− k),

k > 0 is well known and extensively studied in real analysis, which have numerous applications
ranging from cell growth models to current collection systems for an electric locomotive
to wavelets. For a complex variable counterpart, Liu and Dong [14] studied the complex
differential-difference equation f ′(z) = f(z + c), where c ∈ C\{0}. Recently, many authors
have started to consider the sharing values problems of meromorphic functions with their
difference operators or shifts. Some results were considered in [1], [2], [3], [4], [7], [8], [9],
[11]-[14], [15], [16], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21], [22], [23], [24], [25], [28]-[30], [32].

We now introduce a linear differential polynomial as follows

Lk(f) = b0f + b1f
′ + . . .+ bkf

(k),

where c ∈ C and bj ∈ S(f) such that (b0, b1, . . . , bk) ̸≡ (0, 0, . . . , 0).
In the paper, we have extended and improved Theorem D in the following three directions:

(1) We replace f(z + c) by Lk(f(z + c)) in Theorem D.
(2) We consider a and b as the small functions of f in Theorem D.
(3) We replace ρ(f) < +∞ by ρ1(f) < 1 in Theorem D.

Now we state our results.

Theorem 1.1. Let f be a non-constant entire function with ρ1(f) < 1, c ∈ C\{0} and
a1, a2 ∈ S(f) be distinct such that either a1 and a2 are c-periodic or a′1 − a′2 is non-constant.
Let

ϕ =
((a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)− (a1 − a2)(f

′ − a′1)) (f − Lk(f(z + c)))

(f − a1)(f − a2)
. (1.1)

If f(z) and Lk(f(z+c)) share a1, a2 IM, then either f(z) ≡ Lk(f(z+c)) or
∑k

i=1 biψi = −b0,
where ψ1(z) = (a′1(z+c)−a′2(z+c)−ϕ(z+c))/(a1(z+c)−a2(z+c)) and ψi+1 = ψ′

i+ψ1ψi, i =
1, 2, . . . , k − 1.

When a1, a2 and b0, b1, . . . , bk are constant, we have the following.

Corollary 1.1. Let f be a non-constant entire function with ρ1(f) < 1, c ∈ C\{0} and
a1, a2 ∈ C be distinct. Let b0, b1, . . . , bk ∈ C such that (b0, b1, . . . , bk) ̸= (0, 0, . . . , 0) and ϕ be
defined as in (1.1). If f(z) and Lk(f(z+c)) share a1, a2 IM, then either f(z) ≡ Lk(f(z+c))

or
∑k

i=1 biψi = −b0, where ψ1(z) = −ϕ(z+c)/(a1−a2) is a constant and ψi+1 = ψ′
i+ψ1ψi, i =

1, 2, . . . , k − 1.

When (b0, b1, b2, . . . , bk) = (1, 0, 0, . . . , 0), we have the following.

Corollary 1.2. Let f be a non-constant entire function with ρ1(f) < 1, c ∈ C\{0} and
a1, a2 ∈ S(f) be distinct such that either a1 and a2 are c-periodic or a′1 − a′2 is non-constant.
If f(z) and f(z + c) share a1, a2 IM, then f(z) ≡ f(z + c).

When (b0, b1, b2, . . . , bk) = (0, 0, 0, . . . , 1), we have the following.

Corollary 1.3. Let f be a non-constant entire function with ρ1(f) < 1, c ∈ C\{0} and
a1, a2 ∈ S(f) be distinct such that either a1 and a2 are c-periodic or a′1 − a′2 is non-constant.

If f(z) and f (k)(z + c) share a1, a2 IM, then f(z) ≡ f (k)(z + c).

Following examples show that the condition “ρ1(f) < 1” in Theorem 1.1 is necessary.
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Example 1.1. Let f(z) = esin z, c = π, a1(z) = 1, a2(z) = −1, b0(z) = 1
4 and b1(z) =

− 3
4 cos z . Clearly ρ1(f) = 1 and L1(f(z + c)) = b0(z)f(z + c) + b1(z)f

′(z + c) = e− sin z. Now
from (1.1), we see that ϕ(z) = −2 cos z and so ψ1(z) = (a′1(z+c)−a′2(z+c)−ϕ(z+c))/(a1(z+
c)− a2(z + c)) = cos z, but b1(z)ψ1(z) = −3

4 ̸= −b0(z). Clearly f(z) and L1(f(z + c)) share
1 and −1 CM, but f does not satisfy any case of Theorem 1.1.

Example 1.2. Let f(z) = ee
z
, c = πi, a1 = 1 and a2(z) = −ez. Note that ρ1(f) = 1. Clearly

f(z) and f ′(z + c) share a1, a2 IM, but f(z) ̸≡ f ′(z + c).

Following example asserts that condition “a1, a2(̸≡ ∞)” is sharp in Theorem 1.1.

Example 1.3. Let f(z) = sin z, c = π, a1(z) = 0 and a2(z) = ∞. Clearly ρ1(f) = 0 < 1
and f(z) and f(z + c) share a1 and a2, but f(z) ̸≡ f(z + c).

Following example shows that Theorem 1.1 does not hold for non-constant meromorphic
function f with N(r, f) ̸= S(r, f).

Example 1.4. Let f(z) = ez+1
ez−1 , e

c = −1, a1 = 1 and a2 = −1. Note that ρ1(f) = 0 < 1 and

N(r, f) ̸= S(r, f). Clearly f(z) and f(z + c) share a1 and a2 CM, but f(z) ̸≡ f(z + c).

2. Auxiliary lemmas

In the proof of Lemma 2.4 below, we make use of three key lemmas. For the convenience
of the reader, we recall these lemmas here.

Lemma 2.1. [35] If f and g are non-constant meromorphic functions, then

N
(
r, f/g

)
−N

(
r, g/f

)
= N(r, f) +N(r, 0; g)−N(r, g)−N(r, 0; f).

Lemma 2.2. [9] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function with ρ1(f) < 1 and c ∈
C\{0}. Then

m

(
r,
f(z + c)

f(z)

)
+m

(
r,

f(z)

f(z + c)

)
= S(r, f)

for all r outside of a possible exceptional set E with finite logarithmic measure.

Combining the lemma of logarithmic derivatives with Lemma 2.2, the key result for mero-
morphic function f with ρ1(f) < 1 is easily obtained

m

(
r,
f (k)(z + c)

f(z)

)
≤ m

(
r,
f (k)(z + c)

f(z + c)

)
+m

(
r,
f(z + c)

f(z)

)
= S(r, f) (2.1)

for all r outside of a possible exceptional set E with finite logarithmic measure, where k ∈ N.

Lemma 2.3. [32] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function with ρ1(f) < 1 and c ∈
C\{0}. Then T (r, f(z + c)) = T (r, f) + S(r, f) and N(r, f(z + c)) = N(r, f) + S(r, f).

We define g(z) = Lk(f(z + c)) and the following auxiliary functions

ψ =
δ(g)(f − g)

(g − a1)(g − a2)
, (2.2)

where δ(g) = (a′1 − a′2)(g − a1)− (a1 − a2)(g
′ − a′1) = (a′1 − a′2)(g − a2)− (a1 − a2)(g

′ − a′2),

Hnm = nϕ−mψ and H =
δ(f)

(f − a1)(f − a2)
− δ(g)

(g − a1)(g − a2)
, where m,n ∈ N.

Lemma 2.4. Let f be a non-constant entire function with ρ1(f) < 1, c ∈ C\{0} and a1, a2 ∈
S(f) be distinct. If f and g share a1, a2 IM and T (r, f) = T (r, g) + S(r, f), then f ≡ g.
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Proof. If f ≡ g, then the proof is trivial. In the following, we assume that f ̸≡ g. Using
second fundamental theorem for small functions (see [33]), we get T (r, f) ≤ N(r, a1; f) +

N(r, a2; f) + S(r, f). Note that
∑2

i=1N(r, ai; f) ≤ N(r, 0; f − g) and so from (2.1), we get∑2

i=1
N(r, ai; f) ≤ T (r, f − g) + S(r, f) ≤ m(r, f − g) + S(r, f) ≤ T (r, f) + S(r, f). (2.3)

Therefore

T (r, f) = N(r, a1; f) +N(r, a2; f) + S(r, f). (2.4)

If possible, suppose δ (g) ≡ 0. Then
g′−a′1
g−a1

≡ a′1−a′2
a1−a2

and so g ≡ a1 + c0(a1 − a2), where c0 ∈
C\{0}. Since T (r, f) = T (r, g) + S(r, f), we have T (r, f) = S(r, f), which is a contradiction.
Therefore δ (g) ̸≡ 0. Similarly δ(f) ̸≡ 0. Consequently ϕ ̸≡ 0 and ψ ̸≡ 0. Also by the given
condition, it is easy to get N(r, ϕ) = S(r, f). Note that

m

(
r,

δ(f)

(f − a1)(f − a2)

)
= m

(
r,

1

a1 − a2

(
δ(f)

f − a1
− δ(f)

f − a2

))
≤ S(r, f).

On the other hand, we have

δ(f)f

(f − a1)(f − a2)
=

δ(f)

f − a1
+

a2δ(f)

(f − a1)(f − a2)
and so m

(
r,

δ(f)f

(f − a1)(f − a2)

)
= S(r, f).

Clearly

ϕ =
δ(f)f

(f − a1)(f − a2)

(
1− g

f

)
(2.5)

and so from (2.1), we get m(r, ϕ) = S(r, f). Therefore T (r, ϕ) = S(r, f). Again from (2.5),
we get m(r, 0; f) = S(r, f). Let a3 = a1 + l(a1 − a2), where l ∈ N. Then in view of (2.4) and
using second fundamental theorem for small functions (see [33]), we get

2T (r, f) ≤ N(r, a1; f) +N(r, a2; f) +N(r, a3; f) + S(r, f) ≤ 2T (r, f)−m(r, a3; f) + S(r, f),

i.e., m(r, a3; f) = S(r, f). Therefore

m(r, 0; f) +m(r, a3; f) = S(r, f). (2.6)

Also in view of (2.4) and using second fundamental theorem for small functions (see [33]),
we get

2T (r, g) ≤ N(r, a1; g) +N(r, a2; g) +N(r, a3; g) + S(r, f)

= N(r, a1; f) +N(r, a2; f) + T (r, g)−m(r, a3; g) + S(r, f)

= T (r, f) + T (r, g)−m(r, a3; g) + S(r, f) = 2T (r, g)−m(r, a3; g) + S(r, f),

from which we get

m(r, a3; g) = S(r, f). (2.7)

Now from (2.1) and (2.6), we get

m

(
r,
g − a3
f − a3

)
≤ m

(
r,

Lk(f(z + c)− a3(z + c))

f − a3

)
+m(r, a3; f) + S(r, f) = S(r, f),

i.e.,

m

(
r,
g − a3
f − a3

)
= S(r, f). (2.8)
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Noting that T (r, f) = T (r, g) + S(r, f) and so using Lemma 2.1, (2.6)-(2.8), we get

m

(
r,
f − a3
g − a3

)
= T

(
r,
f − a3
g − a3

)
−N

(
r,
f − a3
g − a3

)
= T

(
r,
g − a3
f − a3

)
−N

(
r,
f − a3
g − a3

)
+O(1)

= N

(
r,
g − a3
f − a3

)
+m

(
r,
g − a3
f − a3

)
−N

(
r,
f − a3
g − a3

)
+O(1)

= N

(
r,
g − a3
f − a3

)
−N

(
r,
f − a3
g − a3

)
+ S(r, f)

= N(r, a3; f)−N(r, a3; g) + S(r, f) = T (r, f)− T (r, g) + S(r, f) = S(r, f),

i.e.,

m
(
r,
f − a3
g − a3

)
= S(r, f). (2.9)

Note that

δ(g)(g − α)

(g − a1)(g − a2)
=

δ(g)

g − a1
+

(a2 − α)δ(g)

(g − a1)(g − a2)
,

where α is an arbitrary small function of f and so

m

(
r,

δ(g)(g − α)

(g − a1)(g − a2)

)
= S(r, f). (2.10)

Then from (2.9) and (2.10), we have

m(r, ψ) ≤ m

(
r,

δ(g)(g − a3)

(g − a1)(g − a2)

)
+m

(
r,
f − a3
g − a3

)
+O(1) ≤ S(r, f),

i.e., m(r, ψ) = S(r, f). Since f and g share a1 and a2 IM, we get N(r, ψ) = S(r, f) and so
T (r, ψ) = S(r, f). We now consider following two cases.

Case 1. Let Hnm ≡ 0. Then (1.1) and (2.2) give n
(f ′−a′1
f−a1

− f−a′2
f−a2

)
≡ m

(g′−a′1
g−a1

− g′−a′2
g−a2

)
. On

integration, we get
(f−a1
f−a2

)n ≡ c1
(g−a1
g−a2

)m
, c1 ∈ C\{0}. If n ̸= m, then by Mohon’ko lemma

[26], we get n T (r, f) = m T (r, g)+S(r, f), which is impossible as T (r, f) = T (r, g)+S(r, f).

Hence n = m and so f−a1
f−a2

≡ c2
g−a1
g−a2

, where c2 ∈ C\{0}. Since f ̸≡ g, we have c2 ̸= 1 and so
1−c2
c2

f−a4
f−a2

≡ a2−a1
g−a2

, where a4 =
a1−a2c2
1−c2

such that a4 ̸≡ a1, a2. Since f is a non-constant entire

function and f , g share a2 IM, we get N(r, a4; f) = S(r, f). Also we have F + c2
1−c2

= f−a4
a2−a1

,

where F = f−a1
a2−a1

. Then in view of the second fundamental theorem and using (2.4), we get

2T (r, f) ≤ N(r,∞, F ) +N(r, 0, F ) +N(r, 1;F ) +N

(
r,− c2

1− c2
;F

)
+ S(r, f)

= N(r, a1; f) +N(r, a2; f) + S(r, f) = T (r, f) + S(r, f),

which is impossible.
Case 2. Let Hnm ̸≡ 0 for all m,n ∈ N. Let zm,n ∈ S(m,n)(a1) ∪ S(m,n)(a2) such that

a1(zm,n), a2(zm,n) ̸= 0,∞ and a1(zm,n)− a2(zm,n) ̸= 0. Now from (1.1) and (2.2), we get

Hnm = (f − g)

[(
n
f ′ − a′2
f − a2

−m
g′ − a′2
g − a2

)
−
(
n
f ′ − a′1
f − a1

−m
g′ − a′1
g − a1

)]
. (2.11)
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Then from (2.11), we get Hnm(zm,n) = 0. Therefore

N (m,n)(r, a1; f) +N (m,n)(r, a2; f) ≤ N(r, 0;Hnm) + S(r, f)

≤ T (r, ϕ) + T (r, ψ) + S(r, f) = S(r, f)

and so from (2.4), we get

T (r, f) = N(r, a1; f) +N(r, a2; f) + S(r, f)

=
∑

m,n

(
N (m,n)(r, a1; f) +N (m,n)(r, a2; f)

)
+ S(r, f)

=
∑

m+n≥5

(
N (m,n)(r, a1; f) +N (m,n)(r, a2; f)

)
+ S(r, f)

≤ 1

5

(
N(r, a1; f) +N (r, a1; g) +N(r, a2; f) +N (r, a2; g)

)
+ S(r, f)

≤ 2

5
(T (r, f) + T (r, g)) + S(r, f) =

4

5
T (r, f) + S(r, f),

which is impossible. □

3. Proofs of the main results

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We know that f and g share a1 and a2 IM, where a1, a2 ∈ S(f)
are distinct such that either a1 and a2 are c-periodic or a′1 − a′2 is non-constant.

Now we divide the following two cases.
Case 1. Let ϕ ̸≡ 0, where ϕ be defined by (1.1). Clearly f ̸≡ g. Now from the proof of

Lemma 2.4, we have δ(f) ̸≡ 0 and T (r, ϕ) = S(r, f). Consequently ψ ̸≡ 0, where ψ is defined
by (2.2).

Denote by N (r, a1; f, g |≥ 2) the reduced counting function of multiple 0-points of f − a1
and g − a1.

Let zp,q ∈ S(p,q)(a1) (or S(p,q)(a2)) such that p ≥ 2 and q ≥ 2. Then from (1.1), one
can easily conclude that zp,q is a zero of ϕ. Also from the proof of Lemma 2.4, we have
T (r, ϕ) = S(r, f) and so

N(r, a1; f, g |≥ 2) +N(r, a2; f, g |≥ 2) = S(r, f). (3.1)

Denote by N(r, 0; f − g | f ̸= a1, a2) the counting function of those 0-points of f − g
which are neither the 0-points of f − a1 nor the 0-points of f − a2. Also we denote by
N (l+1(r, 0; f − g | f = a1, a2) the reduced counting function of those 0-points of f − g with
multiplicity greater than l which are the 0-points of both f − a1 and f − a2.

Now from (1.1), we can easily deduce that

N (2(r, 0; f − g | f = a1, a2) +N(r, 0; δ(f)(f − g) | f ̸= a1, a2) = S(r, f). (3.2)

Rewriting (1.1), we get

f ′ =
β1,2f

2 + β1,1f + β1,0 + P1

f − g
,

where β1,2 =
a′1−a′2−ϕ
a1−a2

, β1,1 = a′1 − a1
a′1−a′2
a1−a2

+ (a1+a2)ϕ
a1−a2

, β1,0 = − ϕa1a2
a1−a2

and P1 = −a′1−a′2
a1−a2

fg −(
a′1 − a1

a′1−a′2
a1−a2

)
g. Note that

f ′(z + c) =
α1,2f

2(z + c) + α1,1f(z + c) + α1,0 +Q1

f(z + c)− g(z + c)
, (3.3)

where α1,j(z) = β1,j(z + c), j = 0, 1, 2 and Q1(z) = P1(z + c).
We now divide following two sub-cases.
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Sub-case 1.1. Let ϕ ̸≡ a′1 − a′2. Certainly α1,2 ̸≡ 0. Now by induction and using (3.3)
repeatedly, we obtain the following

f (i)(z + c) =

∑2i

j=0
αi,jf

j(z + c) +Qi

(f(z + c)− g(z + c))2i−1
, i = 1, 2, . . . , k, (3.4)

where

Qi = Qi

(
f, g, g′, . . . , g(i−1)

)
=

∑
l<2i

l+j1+j2+...+jk≤2i

βl,j1,j2,...,jif
l(g)j1(g′)j2 . . . (g(2i−1))ji . (3.5)

Here αk,j , βl,j1,j2,...,jl ∈ S(f) and ψp := αp,2p satisfies the recurrence formula

ψ1 = α1,2, ψp+1 = ψ′
p + ψ1ψp, p = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1. (3.6)

Now using (3.4), we get

g(z) =

∑2k

j=0
γj(z + c)f j(z + c) +Q(z + c)

(f(z + c)− g(z + c))2k−1
, (3.7)

where γj ∈ S(f), j = 1, 2, . . . , k such that

γ2k(z + c) = b0(z + c) +
∑k

i=1
bi(z + c)ψi(z + c) and

Q =
∑
l<2i

l+j1+j2+...+jk≤2k

ζl,j1,j2,...,jkf
l(g)j1(g′)j2 . . . (g(i−1))jk . (3.8)

Clearly ζl,j1,j2,...,jk ∈ S(f). If γ2k ≡ 0, then the proof is done. Next suppose γ2k ̸≡ 0. Then
from (3.7), we get∑2k

j=0
γjf

j(z + c) = g(z) (f(z + c)− g(z + c))2k−1 −Q(z + c). (3.9)

Using (2.1), (2.6), (3.8) and the lemma of the logarithmic derivative, we deduce that

m

(
r,

Q(z + c)

f2k−1(z + c)g

)
= S(r, f). (3.10)

Now from (2.1), (3.9) and (3.10), we get

2kT (r, f(z + c))

= T

(
r,
∑2k

j=0
γjf

j(z + c)

)
+ S(r, f)

≤ m

(
r,

(
1− g(z + c)

f(z + c)

)2k−1

− Q(z + c)

f2k−1(z + c)g

)
+m

(
r, f2k−1(z + c)g

)
+ S(r, f)

≤ m
(
r, f2k−1(z + c)g

)
+ S(r, f) ≤ (2k − 1)T (r, f(z + c)) + T (r, g(z)) + S(r, f),

i.e., T (r, f(z+c)) ≤ T (r, g)+S(r, f) and so by Lemma 2.2, we get T (r, f) ≤ T (r, g)+S(r, f).
Again (2.1) yields

T (r, g) = m(r, g) ≤ m(r, f) + S(r, f) = T (r, f) + S(r, f). (3.11)

Hence T (r, f) = T (r, g) + S(r, f) and so from Lemma 2.4, we get f ≡ g, which is absurd.
Sub-case 1.2. Let ϕ ≡ a′1−a′2. If a′1−a′2 is not constant, then a′′1 ̸≡ a′′2. Next we suppose

a1 and a2 are c-periodic. We claim that a′′1 ̸≡ a′′2. If not, suppose a′′1 ≡ a′′2. On integration,
we get a1 − a2 = c0z + c1, where c0, c1 ∈ C such that (c0, c1) ̸= (0, 0). Since a1 and a2 are
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c-periodic, a1 − a2 is also c-periodic. As a1 − a2 is a polynomial, we see that a1 − a2 is a
constant. Then ϕ ≡ 0, which is absurd. Hence a′′1 ̸≡ a′′2. Differentiating (1.1) once, we get

((a′′1 − a′′2)(f − a1)− (a1 − a2)(f
′′ − a′′1))(f − g) (3.12)

+((a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)− (a1 − a2)(f
′ − a′1))(f

′ − g′)

= ϕ′(f − a1)(f − a2) + ϕ(f ′ − a′1)(f − a2) + ϕ(f − a1)(f
′ − a′2), i.e.,

(a′′1 − a′′2)(f − a1)
2 − (a′′1 − a′′2)(f − a1)(g − a1)− (a1 − a2)(f − a1)(g

′′ − a′′1) (3.13)

+(a1 − a2)(g
′′ − a′′1)(g − a1) + (a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)(f

′ − a′1)

−(a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)((g
′ − a′1)− (a1 − a2)(f

′ − a′1)
2 + (a1 − a2)(f

′ − a′1)((g
′ − a′1)

= (a′′1 − a′′2)(f − a1)(f − a2) + (a′1 − a′2)(f
′ − a′1)(f − a2) + (a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)(f

′ − a′2).

Let zp,1 ∈ S(p,1)(a1)(p ≥ 2) such that a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1) ̸= 0,∞ and a′1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1) ̸= 0.
Then in some neighbourhood of zp,1, we get by Taylor’s expansion f(z)− a1(z) = b̃p(z − zp,1)

p + b̃p+1(z − zp,1)
p+1 + . . . (b̃p ̸= 0),

g(z)− a1(z) = c1(z − zp,1) + c2(z − zp,1)
2 + . . . (c1 ̸= 0),

ϕ(z) = d0 + d1(z − zp,1) + d2(z − zp,1)
2 + . . . (d0 ̸= 0).

(3.14)

Clearly 

f ′(z)− a′1(z) = pb̃p(z − zp,1)
p−1 + (p+ 1)b̃p+1(z − zp,1)

p + . . . ,

f ′′(z)− a′′1(z) = p(p− 1)b̃p(z − zp,1)
p−2 + p(p+ 1)b̃p+1(z − zp,1)

p−1 + . . . ,
g′(z)− a′1(z) = c1 + 2c2(z − zp,1) + . . . ,
g′′(z)− a′′1(z) = 2c2 + 6c3(z − zp,1) + . . . ,

ϕ′(z) = d1 + 2d2(z − zp,1) + 3d2(z − zp,1)
2 . . . ,

ϕ′′(z) = 2d2 + 6d2(z − zp,1) . . . .

(3.15)

Now from (3.12), (3.14) and (3.15), we get

d0 = pc1, i.e., g′(zp,1)− a′1(zp,1) = c1 =
ϕ(zp,1)

p
=
a′1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1)

p
. (3.16)

It is easy to calculate, from (3.13)-(3.16) that(
b̃pc2p

2(p+ 1)(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))− b̃p(a
′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

2

+b̃p+1(p+ 1)2(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))(a
′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

−pb̃p
(
(a′′1(zp,1)− a′′2(zp,1))(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1)) + (a′1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

2
)

−b̃p+1p(p+ 1)(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))(a
′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

)
(z − zp,1)

p

+O
(
(z − zp,1)

p+1
)
≡ 0,

which shows that

(b̃pc2p
2(p+ 1)(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))− b̃p(a

′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

2

+b̃p+1(p+ 1)2(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))(a
′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

−pb̃p
(
(a′′1(zp,1)− a′′2(zp,1))(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1)) + (a′1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

2
)

−b̃p+1p(p+ 1)(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))(a
′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1)) = 0. (3.17)
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Differentiating (3.12), once we get(
(a′′′1 − a′′′2 )(f − a1) + (a′′1 − a′′2)(f

′ − a′1)− (a′1 − a′2)(g
′′ − a′′1)− (a1 − a2)(g

′′′ − a′′′1 )
)
×

(f − g) + 2((a′′1 − a′′2)(f − a1)− (a1 − a2)(g
′′ − a′′1))(f

′ − g′)

+((a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)− (a1 − a2)(f
′ − a′1))(f

′′ − g′′)

= ϕ′′(f − a1)(f − a2) + 2ϕ′(f ′ − a′1)(f − a2) + 2ϕ′(f − a1)(f
′ − a′2)

+ϕ(f ′′ − a′′1)(f − a2) + 2ϕ(f ′ − a′1)(f
′ − a′2) + ϕ(f − a1)(f

′′ − a′′2)

and so

(a′′′1 − a′′′2 )(f − a1)
2 − (a′′′1 − a′′′2 )(f − a1)(g − a1) + (a′′1 − a′′2)(f − a1)(f

′ − a′1)

−(a′′1 − a′′2)(f
′ − a′1)(g − a1)− (a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)(g

′′ − a′′1) + (a′1 − a′2)(g
′′ − a′′1)(g − a1)

−(a1 − a2)(f − a1)(g
′′′ − a′′′1 ) + (a1 − a2)(g

′′′ − a′′′1 )(g − a1) + 2(a′′1 − a′′2)(f − a1)(f
′ − a′1)

−2(a′′1 − a′′2)(f − a1)((g
′ − a′1)− 2(a1 − a2)(f

′ − a′1)(g
′′ − a′′1) + (a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)(g

′′ − a′′1)

+2(a1 − a2)(g
′′ − a′′1)((g

′ − a′1)− (a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)((g
′′ − a′′1)

−(a1 − a2)(f
′ − a′1)(g

′′ − a′′1) + (a1 − a2)(f
′ − a′1)((g

′′ − a′′1)

= (a′′′1 − a′′′2 )(f − a1)(f − a2) + 2(a′′1 − a′′2)(f
′ − a′1)(f − a2) + 2(a′′1 − a′′2)(f − a1)(f

′ − a′2)

+(a′1 − a′2)(g
′′ − a′′1)(f − a2) + 2(a′1 − a′2)(f

′ − a′1)(f
′ − a′2) + (a′1 − a′2)(f − a1)(g

′′ − a′′2).(3.18)

It is easy to calculate, from (3.14)-(3.16) and (3.18) that(
b̃pc2p

2(p+ 1)(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1)) + b̃p(p− 1)(a′1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))
2

+b̃p+1(p+ 1)2(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))(a
′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

−2pb̃p
(
(a′′1(zp,1)− a′′2(zp,1))(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1)) + (a′1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

2
)

−b̃p+1p(p+ 1)(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))(a
′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

)
(z − zp,1)

p−1

+O ((z − zp,1)
p) ≡ 0,

which shows that

b̃pc2p
2(p+ 1)(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1)) + b̃p(p− 1)(a′1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

2

+b̃p+1(p+ 1)2(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))(a
′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

−2pb̃p
(
(a′′1(zp,1)− a′′2(zp,1))(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1)) + (a′1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1))

2
)

−b̃p+1p(p+ 1)(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))(a
′
1(zp,1)− a′2(zp,1)) = 0. (3.19)

Now from (3.17) and (3.19), we have

b̃pp(a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1))(a
′′
1(zp,1)− a′′2(zp,1)) = 0. (3.20)

Since b̃p ̸= 0 and a1(zp,1)− a2(zp,1) ̸= 0,∞, from (3.20), we get a′′1(zp,1)− a′′2(zp,1) = 0. As
a′′1 ̸≡ a′′2, we deduce that∑

p≥2
N (p,1)(r, a1; f) ≤ N(r, 0; a′′1 − a′′2) ≤ S(r, f). (3.21)

Let ẑp,1 ∈ S(p,1)(a2)(p ≥ 2) such that ϕ(ẑp,1) ̸= 0,∞ and a1(ẑp,1)− a2(ẑp,1) ̸= 0,∞. Then
in some neighbourhood of ẑp,1, we get by Taylor’s expansion f(z)− a2(z) = b̂p(z − ẑp,1)

p + b̂p+1(z − ẑp,1)
p+1 + . . . (b̂p ̸= 0),

g(z)− a2(z) = ĉ1(z − ẑp,1)
q + ĉ2(z − ẑp,1)

2 + . . . (ĉ1 ̸= 0),

ϕ(z) = d̂0 + d̂1(z − ẑp,q) + d̂2(z − ẑp,q)
2 + . . . (d̂0 ̸= 0).

(3.22)
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Similarly, we get

g′(ẑp,1)− a′2(ẑp,1) = ĉ1 = −ϕ(ẑp,1)
p

= −a
′
1(ẑp,1)− a′2(ẑp,1)

p
.

Now proceeding in the same way as done above and using (3.22) instead of (3.14), we can
conclude that a′′1(ẑp,1)− a′′2(ẑp,1) = 0 and so∑

p≥2
N (p,1)(r, a2; f) ≤ N(r, 0; a′′1 − a′′2) ≤ S(r, f). (3.23)

Therefore from (3.1), (3.21) and (3.23), we get

N (2(r, a1; f) +N (2(r, a2; f) ≤
∑

p≥2
(N (p,1)(r, a1; f) +N (p,1)(r, a2; f)) = S(r, f). (3.24)

On the other hand from (1.1), we get f − g =
(a′1−a′2)(f−a1)(f−a2)

δ(f) and so

g − a1 =
−(a1 − a2)(f − a1)(f

′ − a′2)

δ(f)
and g − a2 =

−(a1 − a2)(f − a2)(f
′ − a′1)

δ(f)
. (3.25)

Let

φ1 =
f − g

(f − a1)(f − a2)
. (3.26)

Clearly φ1 ̸≡ 0. Since ϕ = a′1 − a′2, from (1.1) and (3.26), we get

(a′1 − a′2)

(
f − a1 −

1

φ1

)
= (a1 − a2)(f

′ − a′1). (3.27)

We claim that φ1 is non-constant. If not, suppose φ1 = d ∈ C\{0}. Then from (3.27), we
have

f ′ − a′1 −
a′1 − a′2
a1 − a2

(f − a1) = −da
′
1 − a′2
a1 − a2

.

Performing integration, we conclude that f−a1 is a small function of f , which is impossible.

Let ϕ1 =
φ′
1

φ1
. Clearly ϕ1 ̸≡ 0. Let z1,q ∈ S(1,q)(a1) such that a1(z1,q) − a2(z1,q) ̸=

0,∞. Then z1,q is a zero of f − g and so φ1(z1,q) ̸= ∞. Similarly if ẑ1,q ∈ S(1,q)(a2)
such that a1(ẑ1,q) − a2(ẑ1,q) ̸= 0,∞, then φ1(ẑ1,q) ̸= ∞. Now (3.1), (3.2) and (3.24) give

N(r, 0;φ1) +N(r, φ1) = S(r, f) and so T (r, ϕ1) = S(r, f). Taking logarithmic differentiation
on (3.26), we get

ϕ1 =
f ′ − g′

f − g
− f ′ − a′1
f − a1

− f ′ − a′2
f − a2

, i.e.,

ϕ1(f − a1)
2(f − a2)− ϕ1(f − a1)(f − a2)(g − a1) (3.28)

= −(f − a1)(f − a2)((g
′ − a′1) + (f ′ − a′1)(f − a2)(g − a1)

+(f − a1)(f
′ − a′2)(g − a1)− (f − a1)

2(f ′ − a′2)

or

ϕ1(f − a1)(f − a2)
2 − ϕ1(f − a1)(f − a2)(g − a2) (3.29)

= −(f − a1)(f − a2)((g
′ − a′2) + (f ′ − a′1)(f − a2)(g − a2)

+(f − a1)(f
′ − a′2)(g − a2)− (f ′ − a′1)(f − a2)

2.

We use N(l+1(r, a; f) to denote the counting function of a-points of f with multiplicity

greater than l ∈ N. Also N (l+1(r, a; f) is the reduced counting function.
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Let z1,q ∈ S(1,q)(a1) (q ≥ 3) such that a1(z1,q)−a2(z1,q) ̸= 0,∞ and a′1(z1,q)−a′2(z1,q) ̸= 0.
Clearly δ(f(z1,q)) ̸= 0 and so from (3.25), we see that z1,q is a zero of f ′ − a′2 of multiplicity
q − 1. Then from (3.28), we calculate that ϕ1(z1,q) = 0. Since ϕ1 ̸≡ 0, we have∑

q≥3
N (1,q)(r, a1; f) ≤ N(r, 0;ϕ1) ≤ S(r, f)

and so from (3.1), we get N (3(r, a1; g) = S(r, f). Similarly if ẑ1,q ∈ S(1,q)(a2) (q ≥ 3) such
that a1(ẑ1,q) − a2(ẑ1,q) ̸= 0,∞ and a′1(ẑ1,q) − a′2(ẑ1,q) ̸= 0, then δ(f(ẑ1,q)) ̸= 0 and ẑ1,q is a
zero of f ′ − a′1 of multiplicity q − 1 by (3.25). Also from (3.29), we get ϕ1(ẑ1,q) = 0 and so∑

q≥3N (1,q)(r, a2; f) ≤ S(r, f). Again from (3.1), we have N (3(r, a2; g) = S(r, f). Therefore

N (3(r, a1; g) +N (3(r, a2; g) = S(r, f). (3.30)

Let α be an arbitrary small function of f . Then from (2.1), we get

m

(
r,
g − α

f − α

)
= m

(
r,

Lk(f(z + c)− α(z + c)) + Lk(α(z + c))− α

f − α

)
≤ m

(
r,

1

f − α

)
+ S(r, f).(3.31)

Now using Lemma 2.1, we get from (2.2), (2.10) and (3.31) that

m(r, ψ) = m

(
r,

δ(g)(g − α)

(g − a1)(g − a2)

(
f − α

g − α
− 1

))
≤ m

(
r,

δ(g)(g − α)

(g − a1)(g − a2)

)
+m

(
r,
f − α

g − α
− 1

)
≤ m

(
r,
f − α

g − α

)
+ S(r, f) = T

(
r,
g − α

f − α

)
−N

(
r,
f − α

g − α

)
+ S(r, f)

= m

(
r,
g − α

f − α

)
+N

(
r,
g − α

f − α

)
−N

(
r,
f − α

g − α

)
+ S(r, f)

≤ m

(
r,

1

f − α

)
+N(r, 0; f − α)−N(r, 0; g − α) + S(r, f)

= T (r, f)−N(r, α; g) + S(r, f).

Since N(r, ψ) = S(r, f), we have

T (r, ψ) ≤ T (r, f)−N(r, α; g) + S(r, f). (3.32)

We use N(r, a; f |= l) to denote the counting function of a-points of f with multiplicity
exactly l ∈ N. Also N(r, a; f |= l) is the reduced counting function.

Now we divide following two sub-cases.
Sub-case 1.2.1. Let N(r, a1; g |= 2) = S(r, f). Then from (3.1) and (3.30), we get∑

q≥2
N (1,q)(r, a1; f) = S(r, f)

and so from (3.24), we get

N(r, a1; f) =
∑

p,q
N (p,q)(r, a1; f) = N (1,1)(r, a1; f) +

∑
p≥2

N (p,1)(r, a1; f) (3.33)

+
∑

q≥2
N (1,q)(r, a1; f) = N (1,1)(r, a1; f) + S(r, f).

First suppose H ≡ 0. On integration, we get f−a1
f−a2

≡ c2
g−a1
g−a2

, where c2 ∈ C\{0}. Using

Mohon’ko lemma [26] we get T (r, f) = T (r, g)+S(r, f) and so Lemma 2.4 gives f ≡ g, which
is impossible.

Next suppose H ̸≡ 0. Clearly m(r,H) = S(r, f) and N(r,H) = N (1,2)(r, a2; f). Therefore

T (r,H) = m(r,H) +N(r,H) = N (1,2)(r, a2; f) + S(r, f). (3.34)
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Now from (2.3) and (2.4), we get T (r, f) = m(r, f − g) + S(r, f). Therefore from (1.1),
(2.2), (3.32) and (3.34), we have

T (r, f) = m

(
r,
H(f − g)

H

)
+ S(r, f) = m

(
r,
ϕ− ψ

H

)
+ S(r, f)

= T

(
r,

H

ϕ− ψ

)
+ S(r, f) ≤ T (r, ψ) + T (r,H) + S(r, f)

≤ T (r, f) +N (1,2)(r, a2; f)−N(r, α; g) + S(r, f)

and so

N(r, α; g) ≤ N (1,2)(r, a2; f) + S(r, f). (3.35)

Suppose α = a2. Then from (3.35), we get

N(r, a2; g) ≤ N (1,2)(r, a2; f) + S(r, f). (3.36)

Since f and g share a2 IM, from (3.1), (3.24) and (3.30), we get

N(r, a2; g) + S(r, f) = N(r, a2; f) + S(r, f) =
∑2

i=1
N (1,i)(r, a2; f) + S(r, f)

and so from (3.36), we get N (1,1)(r, a2; f) = S(r, f). Let

G =
g′ − a′1
g − a1

− f ′ − a′1
f − a1

− a′1 − a′2
a1 − a2

. (3.37)

Clearly G ̸≡ 0. Also from (3.33), we get N(r,G) = S(r, f). Since m(r,G) = S(r, f), we
have T (r,G) = S(r, f). Let ẑ1,2 ∈ S(1,2)(a2) such that a1(ẑ1,2) − a2(ẑ1,2) ̸= 0,∞, a′1(ẑ1,2) −
a′2(ẑ1,2) ̸= 0 and ϕ(ẑ1,2) ̸= 0,∞. Then g(ẑ1,2) = a2(ẑ1,2) and g′(ẑ1,2) = a′2(ẑ1,2). Also from
(3.25), we see that ẑ1,2 is a simple zero of f ′ − a′1, i.e., f

′(ẑ1,2) = a′1(ẑ1,2). Then from (3.37),

we get G(ẑ1,2) = 0 and so N (1,2)(r, a2; f) ≤ N(r, 0;G)+S(r, f) ≤ T (r,G)+S(r, f) = S(r, f).
Therefore from (3.30), we get∑

q≥2
N (1,q)(r, a2; f) = S(r, f)

and so from (3.24), we get

N(r, a2; f) = N (1,1)(r, a2; f) +
∑

p≥2
N (p,1)(r, a2; f) +

∑
q≥2

N (1,q)(r, a2; f) (3.38)

= N (1,1)(r, a2; f) + S(r, f).

Then from (2.4), (3.33) and (3.38), we get

T (r, f) = N(r, a1; f) +N(r, a2; f) + S(r, f) = N (1,1)(r, a1; f) +N (1,1)(r, a2; f) + S(r, f).(3.39)

First suppose H11 ≡ 0. On integration, we get f−a1
f−a2

≡ c1
g−a1
g−a2

, where c1 ∈ C\{0}. Using

Mohon’ko lemma [26] we get T (r, f) = T (r, g)+S(r, f) and so Lemma 2.4 gives f ≡ g, which
is impossible.

Next suppose H11 ̸≡ 0. Let z1,1 ∈ S(1,1)(a1) ∪ S(1,1)(a2). Clearly H11(z1,1) = 0 and so∑2

i=1
N (1,1)(r, ai; f) ≤ N(r, 0;H11) + S(r, f) ≤ T (r,H11) + S(r, f) ≤ T (r, ψ) + S(r, f)(3.40)

and so from (3.32) and (3.39), we get T (r, f) ≤ T (r, ψ)+S(r, f) ≤ T (r, f)−N(r, α; g)+S(r, f),
i.e., N(r, α; g) = S(r, f). In particular, we have N(r, a1; g) + N(r, a2; g) = S(r, f), i.e.,
N(r, a1; f) +N(r, a2; f) = S(r, f) and so from (2.4), we get a contradiction.
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Sub-case 1.2.2. Let N(r, a1; g |= 2) ̸= S(r, f). If N(r, a2; g |= 2) = S(r, f), then
proceeding in the way as done in Sub-case 1.2.1, we get a contradiction. Hence we assume
N(r, a2; g |= 2) ̸= S(r, f). In this case, from (2.4), (3.24) and (3.30), we get

T (r, f) =
∑2

i=1

(
N (1,1)(r, ai; f) +N (1,2)(r, ai; f)

)
+ S(r, f). (3.41)

Clearly H11 ̸≡ 0, otherwise we get T (r, g) = T (r, f)+S(r, f) and so by Lemma 2.4, we get
a contradiction. Let z1,1 ∈ S(1,1)(a1) ∪ S(1,1)(a2). Then from (3.32) and (3.40), we see that∑2

i=1
N (1,1)(r, ai; f) ≤ T (r, f)−N(r, α; g) + S(r, f)

and so from (3.41), we get

N(r, α; g) ≤ N(r, α; g) ≤
∑2

i=1
N (1,2)(r, ai; f) + S(r, f). (3.42)

Suppose α = a1. Now from (3.24) and (3.30), we have N(r, a1; g) = N(r, a1; f) =
N (1,1)(r, a1; f) + N (1,2)(r, a1; f) + S(r, f). Therefore from (3.42), we get N (1,1)(r, a1; f) ≤
N(1,2)(r, a2; f) + S(r, f). Again if we take α = a2, then from (3.42), we get N (1,1)(r, a2; f) ≤
N(1,2)(r, a1; f) + S(r, f). Consequently from (3.41), we have

T (r, f) ≤ 2
∑2

i=1
N (1,2)(r, ai; f) + S(r, f). (3.43)

First suppose H21 ≡ 0. On integration, we have
(
f−a1
f−a2

)2
= c1

g−a1
g−a2

, where c1 ∈ C\{0}.
Using Mohon’ko lemma [26], we get 2T (r, f) = T (r, g) + S(r, f). Then from (3.11), we have
2T (r, f) ≤ T (r, f) + S(r, f), which is impossible.

Next suppose H21 ̸≡ 0. Let z1,2 ∈ S(1,2)(a1) ∪ S(1,2)(a2). Clearly H21(z1,2) = 0 and so∑2

i=1
N (1,2)(r, ai; f) ≤ N(r, 0;H21) + S(r, f) ≤ T (r,H21) + S(r, f) ≤ T (r, ψ) + S(r, f).(3.44)

Now from (3.32) and (3.44), we get∑2

i=1
N (1,2)(r, ai; f) ≤ T (r, f)−N(r, α; g) + S(r, f). (3.45)

Then from (3.45), we have∑2

i=1
N (1,2)(r, ai; f) ≤ T (r, f)−N(r, a1; g) + S(r, f) (3.46)

and
∑2

i=1
N (1,2)(r, ai; f) ≤ T (r, f)−N(r, a2; g) + S(r, f). (3.47)

Adding (3.46) and (3.47), we get

2
∑2

i=1
N (1,2)(r, ai; f) ≤ 2T (r, f)−N(r, a1; g)−N(r, a2; g) + S(r, f). (3.48)

Now using (3.43), from (3.48), we get

N(r, a1; g) +N(r, a2; g) ≤ T (r, f) + S(r, f). (3.49)

Again from (3.43) and (3.49), we conclude that

N(r, a1; g) +N(r, a2; g) ≤ 2
∑2

i=1
N (1,2)(r, ai; f) + S(r, f). (3.50)

Note that
∑2

1=1

(
N (1,1)(r, ai; f) + 2N (1,2)(r, ai; f)

)
≤ N(r, a1; g)+N(r, a2; g)+S(r, f) and

so from (3.50) we get
∑2

1=1N (1,1)(r, ai; f) = S(r, f). Then from (3.41), we get

T (r, f) = N (1,2)(r, a1; f) +N (1,2)(r, a2; f) + S(r, f)

≤ N (2(r, a1; g) +N (2(r, a2; g) + S(r, f) ≤ T (r, g) + S(r, f).
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Therefore from (3.11), we get T (r, f) = T (r, g) + S(r, f), which is absurd by Lemma 2.4.
Case 2. Suppose ϕ ≡ 0. Since δ(f) ̸≡ 0, we get f ≡ g, i.e., f(z) ≡ Lk(f(z + c)). □

Proof of Corollary 1.1. If a1 and a2 are constants, then a′1 − a′2 ≡ 0. Now if ϕ ≡ a′1 − a′2,
then immediately ϕ ≡ 0. Therefore if we follow the proof of Theorem 1.1, then Sub-case 1.2
does not occur in the proof of Corollary 1.1. Now from the proof of Theorem 1.1, we need
only to consider the case when γ2k ≡ 0. Clearly γ2k ≡ 0 gives∑k

i=1
biψi = −b0. (3.51)

Now from the recurrence formula (3.6) for ψi, we derive the expression

ψi = ψi
1 +Ri−1(ψ1), (3.52)

where Ri−1(ψ1) is a differential polynomial. Then using (3.52), we get from (3.51) that

bkψ
k
1 = R̃k−1(ψ1), (3.53)

where R̃k−1(ψ1) is a differential polynomial in ψ1. Clearly ϕ is an entire function and so is
ψ1.

First suppose ψ1 is transcendental. Then using Clunie lemma (see [6]) to (3.53), we
get m(r, ψ1) = S(r, ψ1). Since N(r, ψ1) = 0, it follows that T (r, ψ1) = S(r, ψ1), which is
impossible.

Next suppose ψ1 is a polynomial. If ψ1 is non-constant, then from (3.53), we get a contra-
diction. Hence ψ1 is a constant. □

Proof of Corollary 1.2. From the proof of Theorem 1.1, we need only to consider the case
when ϕ ̸≡ a′1 − a′2. Now from (3.4), we get

f (k)(z + c) =

∑2k

j=0
αk,jf

j(z + c) +Qk

(f(z + c)− g(z + c))2k−1
, (3.54)

where

Qk =
∑
l<2k

l+j1+j2+...+jk≤2k

βl,j1,j2,...,jif
l(g)j1(g′)j2 . . . (g(2k−1))jk .

Here αk,j , βl,j1,j2,...,jl ∈ S(f) and ψp := αp,2p satisfies the recurrence formula defined by
(3.6).

Now we divide the following two cases.
Case 1. Let ψk = αk,2k ̸≡ 0 for p = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1. Now following the same procedure as

done in Sub-case 1.1 in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we get a contradiction.
Case 2. Let ψk = αk,2k ≡ 0. Now from (3.6), we get ψ′

k−1 + ψ1ψk−1 ≡ 0. On integration,

we have ψk−1(z) = c0e
ξ(z), where ξ(z) = −

∫ z
0 ψ1(z) dz is a non-constant meromorphic

function and c0 ∈ C\{0}. We know that if ξ(z) has a pole at the point z0, then z0 is an

essential singularity of eξ(z). Since ψk−1 is a non-constant meromorphic function, we deduce
that ξ is a non-constant entire function and so ψ1 is also non-constant entire function. Now
if ψ1 is a polynomial, then ψi+1 is also a polynomial for i = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1. Therefore we
immediately get a contradiction. Hence ψ1 is a transcendental entire function. Now from
(3.52), we get bkψ

k
1 = R̃k−1(ψ1). By Clunie lemma (see [6]), we get m(r, ψ1) = S(r, ψ1).

Since N(r, ψ1) = 0, we have T (r, ψ1) = S(r, ψ1), which is impossible. □

Remark 3.1. We can easily conclude that Theorem 1.1 and Corollaries 1.1-1.3 are still valid
for non-constant meromorphic function satisfying N(r, f) = S(r, f).
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