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Uniqueness of entire functions concerning their linear
differential polynomials in shift

Jeet Sarkar™ and Debabrata Pramanik

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, 31]). By S(r, f) we denote any quantity that satisfies the condition
S(r, f) =o(T(r, f)) as r — oo 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
p(f) and pi(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, )(a1) the set of those points z € C such
that z is an a;-point of f of order m and an a;-point of g of order n. The set S, »)(az)
can be defined similarly. Let W(mm)(r, a;; f) denote the reduced counting function of f with
respect to the set S, ,)(a;) 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\{0} and
a,b € C be distinct. If f(z) and f(z + ¢) share a and b CM, then f(z) = f(z +¢).

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\{0} and
a,b € C be distinct. If f(z) and f(z + ¢) share a and b IM, then f(z) = f(z + ¢).

The the time-delay differential equation
fl(x) = f(z — 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 [I41] studied the complex
differential-difference equation f’(z) = f(z + ¢), where ¢ € 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],

[Li-[rd], [15], [16), [17], 18], {19, [20], [21], [22], [23], [24], [25], [28]-[30];

We now introduce a linear differential polynomial as follows
gk(f) =byf + blf/ + ...+ bkf(k),
where ¢ € C and b; € S(f) such that (bo, b1,...,bx) # (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 Zk(f(z+¢)) in Theorem D.
(2) We consider a and b as the small functions of f in Theorem D.
(3) We replace p(f) < 400 by p1(f) < 1 in Theorem D.

Now we state our results.

Theorem 1.1. Let f be a non-constant entire function with pi(f) < 1, ¢ € C\{0} and

ay,az € S(f) be distinct such that either a; and ag are c-periodic or a’l — a’2 18 non-constant.
Let

((a) = ay)(f — a1) — (a1 — a9)(f' — a))) (f = Z(f(z + ¢)))

(f —a)(f — a2) '
z+c¢)) share ay, ay IM, then either f(2) = Z(f(z+¢)) or % biab; = —bo,
(z+c)—ay(z+c) = d(z+c))/(a1(z4c) —az(z+c)) and Pip1 = Pit+iriyi, i =

6= (1.1)

If f(2) and Z3(f(
where Y1 (z) = (a
1,2, k—1.

When a1, as and bg, by, ..., b, are constant, we have the following.

Corollary 1.1. Let f be a non-constant entire function with p1(f) < 1, ¢ € C\{0} and
ay,az € C be distinct. Let by, b1, ..., b, € C such that (by,b1,...,b;) # (0,0,...,0) and ¢ be
defined as in (1.1). If f(z) and L (f(z+c)) share a1, as IM, then either f(z) = £ (f(z+c¢))
or Zle bithi = —by, where 1(z) = —p(z+c)/(a1—az) is a constant and ;11 = Yi+1¢;, i =
1,2, k—1.

When (bg, b1, b2, ...,br) = (1,0,0,...,0), we have the following.

Corollary 1.2. Let f be a non-constant entire function with p1(f) < 1, ¢ € C\{0} and
ai,az € S(f) be distinct such that either a1 and ay are c-periodic or a} — al, is non-constant.

If f(z) and f(z + c) share a1,a2 IM, then f(z) = f(z+c).
When (bg, b1, ba,...,bx) = (0,0,0,...,1), we have the following.

Corollary 1.3. Let f be a non-constant entire function with p1(f) < 1, ¢ € C\{0} and
ai,as € S(f) be distinct such that either a1 and ay are c-periodic or a} — a’2 18 non-constant.
If f(2) and f*) (2 + ¢) share ai,ay IM, then f(z) = f*) (2 +¢).

Following examples show that the condition “p;(f) < 1” in Theorem 1.1 is necessary.
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Example 1.1. Let f(z) = 5", ¢ = m, ai1(2) = 1, as(2) = —1, bp(2) = § and bi(z) =
— 12— Clearly pi(f) =1 and L (f(z+¢)) =bo(2) f(z +¢) + bi1(2) f'(z + ¢) = e "%, Now
from (1.1), we see that ¢(z) = —2cos z and so Y1(z) = (a)(z+c)—al(z+c)—Pp(z+c¢)) /(a1 (z+
¢) — az(z + ¢)) = cos z, but bi(2)Y1(z) = =3 # —by(2). Clearly f(2) and L (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) = e, ¢ = mi, a; = 1 and az(z) = —€*. Note that p1(f) = 1. Clearly
f(z) and f'(z + ¢) share ay,as IM, but f(z) #Z f'(z + ¢).

Following example asserts that condition “aj,as(# 00)” is sharp in Theorem 1.1.

Example 1.3. Let f(z) =sinz, ¢ = 7, a1(z) = 0 and az(z) = co. Clearly p1(f) =0 < 1
and f(z) and f(z + c) share a1 and az, but f(z) # f(z +¢).

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) = &1 e = —1, ay = 1 and ag = —1. Note that p1(f) =0 < 1 and

e?—1’

N(r, f) # S(r, f). Clearly f(z) and f(z + ¢) share a1 and ay CM, but f(z) # f(z + ¢).

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(T’,f) +N(T70;g) —N(T’,g) —N(T,O;f)-
Lemma 2.2. [9] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function with pi1(f) < 1 and ¢ €
C\{0}. Then

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 p;(f) < 1 is easily obtained

f®(z+¢) f®)(z+¢) < f(z+c)>
ml|r,————— | <m|r,—|4+m|r,———— ) =5, f 2.1
( 7@ et i )eeh B
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 pi(f) < 1 and ¢ €
C\{0}. Then T(r, f(z+¢)) =T(r, f) + S(r, f) and N(r, f(z +¢c)) = N(r, f) + 5(r, f).
We define g(z) = Z(f(z + ¢)) and the following auxiliary functions
3(9)(f —9)
(g —a1)(g — a2)’
where §(g) = (a7 — a5)(g — a1) — (a1 — a2)(¢' — ay) = (a1 — a3)(g — az) — (a1 — a2) (9’ — a3),
S _ 6(f) B é(9)
Hyp =n¢ —myp and H = Foa)(f =)  (g—a)lg—a)’ where m,n € N.

Lemma 2.4. Let f be a non-constant entire function with p1(f) <1, ¢ € C\{0} and a1, a2 €
S(f) be distinct. If f and g share ay,azs IM and T(r, f) =T(r,g) + S(r, f), then f = g.

=

(2.2)
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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,az; f) + S(r, f). Note that 32 N(r,a; f) < N(r,0; f — g) and so from (2.1), we get

S N(rai f) T f = 9)+ 50, f) < mlr, f = g) + S0, f) < T(r, f) + 50, f). (23)

Therefore

T(r,f) = N(r,a1; f) + N(r,az; f) + S(r, f). (2.4)
If possible, suppose 0 (g) = 0. Then g ;1 = Zi Z and so g = a1 + co(a1 — ag), where ¢ €

C\{0}. Since T'(r, f) =T(r,g9) + S(r, f), we have T'(r, f) = S(r, f), which is a contradiction.
Therefore § (g) # 0. Similarly 6(f) # 0. Consequently ¢ # 0 and ¢ # 0. Also by the given
condition, it is easy to get N(r,¢) = S(r, f). Note that

" (T’ (f = afg{,l)” — GQ)) - m <T’ a1 i s <f5(_f311 - f(s(_f;2>> < S(r, f).

On the other hand, we have

S(f)f ~O(f) azd(f) nd o m (o S(F)f .
(f_al)(f_CLZ)_f—a1+(f—a1)(f—a2) d <’(f—a1)(f—a2)> S(r, f).
Clearly
_ 5(f)f g
= (f —a)(f — a2) <1 f) (2:5)

and so from (2.1), we get m(r,¢) = S(r, f). Therefore T'(r,¢) = S(r, f). Again from (2.5),
we get m(r,0; f) = S(r, f). Let a3 = a1 + (a1 — a2), where [ € N. Then in view of (2.4) and
using second fundamental theorem for small functions (see [33]), we get

2T(T‘,f) gﬁ(r,al;f)+N(r,a2;f)+N(r,a3;f)+5(r,f) §2T(T‘,f)—m(T,(Ig;f)+S(T,f),
ie,, m(r,as; f) = S(r, f). Therefore

m(r, 0; f) +m(r, as; 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;9) + N(r,a3;9) + S(r, f)

N
N(r,a1; f) + N(r,a9; f) + T(r,g) — m(r,as; g) + S(r, f)
( ) ( g) (7" CL3;9)+S(T‘,f) :2T(r,g)—m(r,ag;g)—l—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—as) <m<r Zi(f(z+c) —az(z +¢))
“f—as ’ f—as

> +m(r,as; f) + S(r, f) = S(r, ),

i.e.,

m <r, 9= 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> _ T(r,f_a3>—N T’f—a:s)
g —as g —as g —as

= () e (n o) v (T o
S G e G A
= N(r,a3; f) — N(r,a3;9) +S(r, f) =T(r, f) = T(r,9) + S(r, f) = S(r, f),
m(r ;:Zg)—sm ) (2.9)
Note that
6(g)lg—a)  4(g) N (az — a)d(g)

(g—a)(g—a2) g—a1  (9—a1)(g—a2)’

where « is an arbitrary small function of f and so

09— \_ gy
m <T, © ) =S(r, f). (2.10)

—a1)(g — az)
Then from (2.9) and (2.10), we have

mr ) < m<r, (95(9)(9—%) )) +m(ﬁf—a3>+0(l)§8(nf),

—a1)(g — a2 g —as

i.e., m(r,¢) = S(r, f). Since f and g share a; and ay IM, we get N(r,¢) = S(r, f) and so
T(r,¢) = S(r, f). We now consider following two cases.

Case 1. Let Hy,;, = 0. Then (1.1) and (2.2) give n(J;/:slll — ;:—Zg) = m(%l:—slll - %). On
integration, we get (}C:Z;)n = cl(gi—Z;)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, ), which is impossible as T'(r, f) = T'(r, g) + S(r, ).

Hence n = m and so ;:Z; = CQZ:Z;, where co € C\{0}. Since f # g, we have co # 1 and so

l—co f—a4 _ as—a __ ai1—asc . : :
. f_a; = ;_a;, where a4 = By such that a4 # a1, as. Since f is a non-constant entire
function and f, g share ag IM, we get N(r,aq; f) = S(r, f). Also we have F' + 132@ = [52*_‘241,

where F' = afz :‘211. Then in view of the second fundamental theorem and using (2.4), we get

QT(’I“,f) S N(T,OO,F)+N(T,0,F>+N(T,1;F)+N<T,—IC2C;F)—i—S(?”,f)
— €2

= N(T,al;f)+N(T,a2;f)+S(T,f):T(T,f)—i-S(T,f),

which is impossible.
Case 2. Let Hypy # 0 for all m,n € N. Let 2mpn € Sgppn)(a1) U Sy, n)(az) such that
a1(2mn), a2(2mn) # 0,00 and a1(zmn) — a2(zmn) # 0. Now from (1.1) and (2.2), we get

B f —a g —d —d g —d
Hnm—(f—g)[<nf_a22—mg_a22>—<nf_a11 _mg—all)} (2.11)
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Then from (2.11), we get Hypm(2m,n) = 0. Therefore
Ny (1,015 f) + Ny (rya; f) < N(r,0; Hy) + S(r, f)
< T(r o) +T(r9) + 50, f) = S(r, f)
and so from (2.4), we get
T(r.f) = N, a1;f)+N(7’ az; f) +5(r, f)
Z 7"al,f)+N(m,n)(7",a2;f))+5(7“,f)
2

(7" at; f) +W(m,n)(r7 az; f)) + S(T, f)

m+n>5

< S(N(r ai; f)+ N (r,a1;9 )+N(T,a2;f)+N(r,a2;g))+S(r,f)
< 5 (T )+ T(r9) + 50 ) = £ Tl )+ 50,
which is impossible. O

3. Proofs of the main results

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We know that f and g share a; and ag IM, where aj,as € S(f)
are distinct such that either a; and ag are c-periodic or a) — @), is non-constant.

Now we divide the following two cases.

Case 1. Let ¢ # 0, where ¢ be defined by (1.1). Clearly f # g. Now from the proof of
Lemma 2.4, we have 6(f) # 0 and T'(r, ¢) = S(r, f). Consequently 1 # 0, where v is defined
by (2.2).

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

Let 2pq € Sgpq(a1) (or S g (az)) such that p > 2 and ¢ > 2. Then from (1.1), one
can easily conclude that z,, is a zero of ¢. Also from the proof of Lemma 2.4, we have

T(r,¢) = S(r, f) and so
N(r,a1; f,9|>2)+ N(r,az; f,9 > 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 — a; nor the O-points of f — as. Also we denote by
W(ZH(T, 0;f —g | f = ai,a2) the reduced counting function of those 0-points of f — g with
multiplicity greater than [ which are the O-points of both f —a; and f — as.

Now from (1.1), we can easily deduce that

Ne(r0:f —g | f=a1,a2) + N(r,0;0(f)(f = 9) | f # a1,a2) = S(r, f). (3.2)
Rewriting (1.1), we get

Biaft+ Biaf+ Bio+ P

I= f=g ’
+ r_
where fr2 = SEC2, Bu = af — G+ CRERS, fuo = — {3 and = -5 g -
(af — a1 2 s )g Note that

/ Conpff(zt o) +aif(z4e) + oo+ Q1
flete= et —geta

where a1 j(2) = f1,j(2+¢), 7 =0,1,2 and Q1(z) = Pi(z + ¢).
We now divide following two sub-cases.

; (3.3)
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Sub-case 1.1. Let ¢ # a} — a5. Certainly ag2 # 0. Now by induction and using (3.3)
repeatedly, we obtain the following

Zjizo aijfl (2 +c) + Qi .
(Fe+e) —glz et

fD(z+¢) = =1,2,...,k, (3.4)

where
Qi=Qi(f.9.9 - ’9(171)) = Z Bijrgorgi FH9)Y (g2 . (g DY (3.5)
z+j1+j2lJ<r.2.Z:+jkgzi
Here ag j, B, jo,....is € S(f) and ¥y, := oy o), satisfies the recurrence formula
1= ar, Ypr1 =V, + U1y, p=1,2,... k- L. (3.6)

Now using (3.4), we get
2k

DA+ +Qk+0)

e { e (CEr) S &0
where v; € S(f), 7 =1,2,...,k such that
vor(z+¢) = bo(z+c)+ Zle bi(z + c)yi(z + ¢) and
Q = > g (@Y ()2 (g D), (3.8)

1<2i
l+j1+jo+.. . +iu<2k
Clearly ¢ j, jo,....5x € S(f)- If v21, = 0, then the proof is done. Next suppose 725, Z 0. Then
from (3.7), we get

S e = g(a) (= 6) — (e + )P - Qe+ ). (3.9
Using (2.1), (2.6), (3.8) and the lemma of the logarithmic derivative, we deduce that
Qlz+¢ \_

Now from (2.1), (3.9) and (3.10), we get
2T (r, f(z +¢))

=T (r, Zjio vif (= + c)> +S(r, f)

9zt 2 . Qz+o) 2k—1

=" (7’7 <1 f(z+6)> f2k1(z+c)g> +m(r,f (Z+C)g) + 5 1)
< m(r, f2 N2+ e)g) + S0, ) < (2k = DT(r, f(z + ) + T(r,g(2)) + S(r, f),

e, T(

,f(z4¢) <T(r,g)+S(r, f) and so by Lemma 2.2, we get T'(r, f) < T(r,g9)+S(r, f).
1) yields

T(T7g) = m(’r, g) < m(?“, f) + S(Tv f) = T(T7 f) + S(T, 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 ¢ = a} —d). If a} — df, is not constant, then af # afj. Next we suppose
a; and ay are c-periodic. We claim that af # af. If not, suppose af = af. On integration,

we get a; — ag = cpz + ¢1, where ¢y, c; € C such that (cg,c1) # (0,0). Since a1 and ag are

r
Again (
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c-periodic, a; — as is also c-periodic. As a; — a2 is a polynomial, we see that a; — a9 is a
constant. Then ¢ = 0, which is absurd. Hence af # af. Differentiating (1.1) once, we get

((af = a3)(f — a1) = (a1 — a2)(f" — a]))(f — 9) (3.12)
+((ay — ay)(f — a1) — (a1 — a2)(f' — a1))(f — ¢)
= ¢ (f —a)(f —a2) + ¢(f' = a))(f — a2) + &(f — ar)(f' — ay), e,

(af — )(f—@l)2 (af —a5)(f —a1)(g —a1) — (a1 — a2)(f —a1)(¢" —af)  (3.13)
+(a1 — a2)(g" — af)(g — a1) + (¢} — a3)(f — a1)(f' — a})
—(ay — ay)(f —a1)((g' — a}) — (a1 — a2)(f' — a})? + (a1 — a)(f' — a})((¢' — @)
= (af —ay)(f —a1)(f — a2) + (a7 — ad)(f" — a})(f — a2) + (a] — a3)(f — ar)(f" — ay).

Let zp1 € S(p1y(a1)(p > 2) such that ay(2p,1) — az(zp1) # 0,00 and al(zp1) —ay(zp1) # 0.
Then in some neighbourhood of z, 1, we get by Taylor’s expansion

f(z) —ai(z) = Ep(z — zp1)7 + Eerl(Z —zp )P (Z’p # 0),
g9(z) —ai(z) = c1(z —2p1) +ca(z — 2p1)% + ... (a1 #0), (3.14)

gb(z) d(]+d1(Z_Zp71)+d2(Z—Zp,1)2+... (do 750)
Clearly
f(2) —di(2) = p~(z — 2P+ (p+ 1)bp+1(z —2p1)P +.
FIE) () = plo— Dbyl — s 4 plp+ by a(= = 50" T
J(2) —aj(z) = c1+26(2 = 2p1) + - (3.15)
J"(z) —dl(z) = 2c9 + 6c3(z — 2p1) + - . -,
@' (2) = dy + 2da(z — 2p1) + 3da(z — 2p1)% ...,
\ ¢"(2) = 2dy + 6da(z — Zp’l) R
Now from (3.12), (3.14) and (3.15), we get
/ o
do = per, e, ¢'(zp1) —ai(zp1) =c1= 1) _ () GQ(ZP’I)- (3.16)

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

+Bp+1(p + )2(a1(zp 1) — a2 (2p,1)) (@} (2p,1) — a5(2p,1)
—pbp (a7 (2p,1) — a5 (zp,1)) (a1 (2p,1) — a2(2p,1)) + (@1 (2p1) — @(2p1))?)
~bp1p(p + 1)(a1(2p1) — az(2p,1))(ad (2p1) — a(2p1)
+0((z = zp1) p+1) =0
which shows that

(bpc2p p+1)(a1(zp1) — az2(zp1)) — Bp(all(zpyl) — ay(2p, 1))

Hhp1 (p+ 1) (a1 (zp,1) — a2(zp1)) (a1 (zp,1) — a5 (zp,1))

—pbp ((al(zp 1) — a2(zp 1))(a1(zp,1) - a2(zp,1)) + (all(zp,l) ,2(210 1))2)
~bp1p(p + 1)(a1(2p1) — a2(2p,1))(ai (1) — ab(2p,1)) = 0. (3.17)
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Differentiating (3.12), once we get

((a1" = a3 )(f —a1) + (af — a3)(f' —a}) — (a] — a3)(¢" — af) — (a1 — a2)(¢g" — af’)) x
(f —9) +2((af —az)(f —a1) — (a1 —a)(g" —a)))(f' — ¢)
+((a) = ay)(f —a1) = (a1 — a2)(f' — a1))(f" = ¢")
= ¢"(f —a)(f —a2) + 26/ (f' — a))(f —a2) 20'(f — a1)(f' — a3)
+o(f" = al)(f — a2) +20(f" — at)(f' — a3) + (f — ar)(f" — a3)
and so
(aff —a)(] —m)* (@’ — o)~ ar)g — ar) + (af —aB)(/ —a)(f’ —ah)
—(ay —a3)(f" —a1)(g — a1) — (a1 — a3)(f — a1)(g” — af) + (a1 — a3)(g” — af)(g — a1)
—(a1 - a2)(f —a1)(g" —ai') + (a1 — a2) (9" — a{")(g — a1) + 2(af — a3)(f — a1)(f' —a})
~2(a — a)(f — ) (g’ a}) —2Aax — ) (/' — a))(g” —af) + (0} — ab)(f — ar)(" ~ af)
+2(a1 — a2)(¢g” — af)((¢" — al) — (a1 — a3)(f —a1)((¢" — a})
—(a1 —a2)(f" —a})(¢" — af) + (a1 — a2)(f" — a})((g" — af)
= (af" = ay")(f —a))(f —a2) +2(af — ay)(f" — a})(f — a2) +2(af — ay)(f —a1)(f' —aj)
+(ay —a3)(g" — af)(f — az) +2(a) — ad)(f = a})(f' — a5) + (a} — a5)(f — a1)(¢” — afB.18)
It is easy to calculate, from (3.14)-(3.16) and (3.18) that

(Bocap® (0 + 1) (@1 (2,1) = a2(290)) + byp(p — 1)(@h (291) — ah(2,1))?
+hpi1(p 4+ 1)%(a1(2p,1) — a2(2p,1)) (@1 (2p1) — a5(2p1))
—2pby ((af (2p,1) — a5 (2p1))(a1(zp,1) = a2(2p,1)) + (@ (2p1) — a5 (2p1))?)
—bp1p(p + 1)(a1(2p1) — a2(2p1)) (@1 (2p1) — ab(zp, 1))) (z = 2!
+0 ((z — zp1)?) =0,

which shows that
bpcap®(p+ 1)(a1(2p,1) = a2(2p,1)) + bp(p — 1) (@ (2p,1) — a5(2p1))°
+bp1(p+1)*(a1(2p,1) — a2(2p1)) (@) (2p1) — ah(zp,

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

bpp(a1(2p,1) — az(zp1)) (a1 (zp1) — ag(zp,1)) = 0. (3.20)

Since b, # 0 and ay(2p,1) — az(zp1) # 0, 00, from (3.20), we get a?(zp1) — a(zp1) = 0. As
al # af, we deduce that

szz W(p,l)(ra ai; f) S N(T, 0; alll - a2> < S( f) (321)

Let 2p1 € S(p1)(az)(p > 2) such that ¢(Z,1) # 0,00 and a1(2p1) — a2(2p1) # 0,00. Then
in some neighbourhood of 2,1, we get by Taylor’s expansion

f(z) = as(z) Bp(z — Zp1)f + Bp-f—l('z — % 1)p+1 t (Bp #0),
cl(z—zpl)q+02(z—zp1) ...(é1 #0), (3.22)

do+di(2 = 2pq) +do(z — 2pg)? + ... (do#0).

9(2) — a2(2)
¢(2)
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Similarly, we get

R R R qbé’l CL,271 *CL,ZA’J
g/(zp,l)faé(sz):Cl:* (]:I)J ):7 1(;0 )p 2(]9 )

Now proceeding in the same way as done above and using (3.22) instead of (3.14), we can
conclude that a/f(Z,1) — a5 (Zp,1) = 0 and so

o No(razi £) < N, 05l — ) < S, f). (3.23)

Therefore from (3.1), (3.21) and (3.23), we get
N(rya1; ) + No(r,az; f) < Z (Npay(ra; f) + Ny (rag; f) = S(r, f). (3.24)

p>2
On the other hand from (1.1), we get f —g = (all_aé)(g&‘;l)(f_az) and so
—(a1 — ag)(f — a1)(f' — a3) —(a1 — a2)(f — a2)(f' — a})
—a; = and g —ag = . (3.25
g 1 5(f) g 2 5(f) ( )
Let
f—yg
_ ‘ 3.26
AT —a)(f—a) (3:20)
Clearly ¢1 # 0. Since ¢ = a} — ab, from (1.1) and (3.26), we get
1
@ =) (F-ar= ) = (- a)(f - ). (3.27)

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

have
!

/ / !
a; — a a; — ap

o
Performing integration, we conclude that f—a; is a small function of f, which is impossible.
Let ¢1 = % Clearly ¢1 # 0. Let 21,9 € S(Lq)(al) such that al(qu) — ag(zl,q) %

0,00. Then z1, is a zero of f — g and so ¢i1(21,4) # oo. Similarly if 21, € S 4)(a2)

such that a;(214) — a2(21,4) # 0,00, then ¢1(21,4) # oo. Now (3.1), (3.2) and (3.24) give

N(r,0;01) + N(r, 1) = S(r, f) and so T(r, 1) = S(r, f). Taking logarithmic differentiation

on (3.26), we get

(f—a1)=—d

a; — as a; —ay’

:f’—g’_f'—a’l_f’—aé
f—9 f—-a [f—a2’

G1(f —a1)*(f — az) — ¢1(f — ar)(f — a2)(g — a1) (3.28)
= —(f—a)(f —a2)((¢' —a}) + (f = a))(f — a2)(g — a1)
+(f = a)(f' —ay)(g —a1) — (f —a1)?(f — ab)

b1

i.e.,

or

$1(f —ar)(f —ag)?® — d1(f — ar)(f — a2)(g — az) (3.29)
= —(f—a)(f —a2)((¢' — a3) + (f' = al)(f — a2)(g — a2)
+H(f —a)(f' = ay)(g — az) = (f' — a})(f — a2)*.
We use N(q1(r,a; f) to denote the counting function of a-points of f with multiplicity
greater than [ € N. Also N(Hl(r, a; f) is the reduced counting function.
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Let 21,4 € S(1,9)(a1) (¢ > 3) such that a1(21,4) —a2(z14) # 0,00 and a(z1,4) —a5(z1,4) # 0.
Clearly §(f(z1,4)) # 0 and so from (3.25), we see that z1 4 is a zero of ' — a), of multiplicity
g — 1. Then from (3.28), we calculate that ¢1(z1,4) = 0. Since ¢; # 0, we have

N 1,9) (T’ ai; ) < N(T’,O;¢1) < S(Taf)
q=3 ’
and so from (3.1), we get N(3(r,a1;g) = S(r, f). Similarly if 214 € S(1 )(a2) (¢ > 3) such
that a1(21,4) — a2(21,4) # 0,00 and @} (21,4) — ab(21,4) # 0, then §(f(21,4)) # 0 and 21 4 is a
zero of ' — a) of multiplicity ¢ — 1 by (3.25). Also from (3.29), we get ¢1(£1,4) = 0 and so

Zngﬁ(lm(r, ag; f) < S(r, f). Again from (3.1), we have N(g(r, az;g) = S(r, ). Therefore
N(r,a1;9) + Ns(r,az; 9) = S(r, f). (3.30)

Let o be an arbitrary small function of f. Then from (2.1), we get
< — a) - (T7 Z(f(z+c¢)—a(z+¢) + Lr(alz+c¢)) — a> <m (r, 1

- f—a f
Now using Lemma 2.1, we get from (2.2), (2.10) and (3.31) that

mrny) = m (r’ (g(i(gcjl()g(g_—aim) <§ :Z - 1>)
- (g9)(g — a) )+m<nf_a—q

(9 —a1)(g — a2 g—a

( >

A IR RAE
( g
(

A
3

— -« f—a

T, —l—N( ) N(r,)—i—Sr,f

e a) e g—a) 0D
f—Oé) +N(’I“,0,f—0[) —N(r,();g—oz) +S(T7f)

= T(va) - N(’F,Oé;g) +S(T7f)
Since N (r,y) = S(r, f), we have
T(Tv ¢) < T(r7 f) - N(n a; g) + S(Tv f) (332)

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

exactly [ € N. Also N(r,a; f |=1) is the reduced counting function.

Now we divide following two sub-cases.
Sub-case 1.2.1. Let N(r,a1;9 |=2) = S(r, f). Then from (3.1) and (3.30), we get

> s Nag(ras ) = S, f)
and so from (3.24) we get

N T‘ ala Z N(pq r,a1; f) = N(l,l) (Ta ai; f) + ZpZQ N(p,l) (7", at; f) (333)

+ >2 Ng(rar; f) = Ny (r,ai; f) + S(r, f).

First suppose H = 0. On integration, we get }t Z; = 029 Zl, where co € 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) = N3 9)(r, ag; f). Therefore
T(T7 H) = m(r, H) + N(T’ H) = N(1,2) (Ta a2; f) + S(Ty f) (334)

a>+5@jwsn
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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

0 f) = m (r, H) + S0 f) = m <7’, ¢‘H¢> + S0, f)

_— (r, (bip) +8(r, f) < T(r, ) + T(r, H) + S(r, f)
< T(r, f) 4+ N (r,az; f) = N(r,a;9) + S(r, f)
and so
N(r,a;9) < N(LQ) (ryag; f) 4+ S(r, f). (3.35)
Suppose o = ag. Then from (3.35),
N(r,a;9) < N19)(r,a2; f) + S(r, f). (3.36)
1), (3.24) and (3.30), we get

we get

Since f and g share ag IM, from (3.
_ _ 2
N(T,ag;g)+8(7‘,f) :N(TaQZ;f)+S(T7f) = Zile(l,i)(Taa%f)+S(r7f)
and so from (3.36), we get N(Ll)(r, ag; f) = S(r, f). Let

/ / / / !/ /
G—g _al_f e T

. 3.37

g—a f—a a1 —a ( )

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 212 € S(1,2)(a2) such that ai(212) — a2(212) # 0,00, aj(21,2) —

ay(212) # 0 and ¢(212) # 0,00. Then g(212) = az2(212) and ¢'(212) = a4(Z1,2). Also from

Z
(3.25), we see that 21 2 is a simple zero of f' —daf, i.e., f'(212) = d{(%12). Then from (3.37),
we get G(212) = 0 and so N(Lg)(r ag; f) < N(r,0;G) —I—S(r HL<Tr,G)+S(r, f)=S(rf).
Therefore from (3.30), we get

N(l,q) (’I", az; f) = S(T’ f)

q>2

and so from (3.24), we get

N(r,a2; f) = Nau(raz;f)+ ZPZQW(p,l)(T, ag; f) + ZqZQN(l,q)(Ta az; f) (3.38)
= Nayy(r,az; f)+ S, 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) = N1,1)(r, a15 f) + N1y (r, a2; f) + S(r, £)3.39)

First suppose H1; = 0. On integration, we get }c:g; = clg —ars Where ¢; € 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 Hy; # 0. Let 21 € 5(171)(01) U S(Ll)(aQ). Clearly Hq1(21,1) = 0 and so

S N f) < N0 Hiy) + S0, f) < Tr, Hia) + S(r, ) < T(r, %) + S(r, f13.40)

and so from (3.32) and (3.39), we get T'(r, f) < T'(r,¥))+S(r, ) < T(r, f)=N(r,a; g)+5(r, f),
ie., N(r,a;9) = S(r,f). In particular, we have N(r,a1;9) + N(r,a2;9) = S(r, f), i.e
N(r,a1; f) + N(r,a; 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,ai;;g |= 2) # S(r,f). If N(r,a2;9 |= 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,az;9 |=2) # S(r, f). In this case, from (2.4), (3.24) and (3.30), we get

T f)= 3. (N f)+ Naora f) + S0 f). (3.41)

Clearly Hy; # 0, otherwise we get T'(r,g) = T'(r, f) 4+ S(r, f) and so by Lemma 2.4, we get
a contradiction. Let 211 € Sy,1)(a1) U S(1,1)(az). Then from (3.32) and (3.40), we see that

S Naw(ras f) <TG f) = N, ;) + (0, f)
and so from (3.41), we get
N(r,a;9) < N(r,a;9) < Z N12)ral,f)—|—5(r,f). (3.42)

Suppose a = aj. Now from (3.24) and (3.30), we have N(r,a1;9) = N(r,a1; f)
W(LI) (rya1; f) + W(m)(r, a; f) + S(r, f). Therefore from (3.42), we get N(Ll)(r, ay; f)
N 2y(r,a2; f) + S(r, f). Again if we take o = ag, then from (3.42), we get Ny 1)(r, ag; f)
Nq2)(r,a1; f) + S(r, f). Consequently from (3.41), we have

2
T(Ta f) <2 Zi:l N(1,2) (’I", Qg f) + S(Tv f) (343)

INIA I

g—az’
Using Mohon’ko lemma [26], we get 2T(r, f) = T'(r,g) + S(r, f). Then from (3.11), we have
20(r, f) < T(r, f) + S(r, f), which is impossible.
Next suppose Ha1 # 0. Let 212 € 51 9 (a1)U S(Lg)(ag). Clearly H21(z12) = 0 and so
2
Zi:l N(1,2)(T) Qg f) < N(Tv 07 HQI) + S(Ta f) < T(Ta H21) + S(Ta f) < T(T7 1/]) + S(Ta fX344)

Now from (3.32) and (3.44), we get

S Nag(rai f) ST ) = Nr,aig) + 80, ) (3.45)

Then from (3.45), we have
2

2
First suppose Hs; = 0. On integration, we have (;:Z;) = 1 =% where ¢; € C\{0}.

i=1 N(1,2) (Ta Qg f) S T(T7 f) - N('I“, ai; g) + S(/n f) (346)
2
and Zi:l N(LZ) (Ta aj; f) < T(T’, f) - N(r’ az; g) + S(T> f) (347)
Adding (3.46) and (3.47), we get
2
2) . Naa(raif) <27(r, f) = N(r,ai59) = N(r,az:.9) + S(r, f). (3.48)
Now using (3.43), from (3.48), we get
N(T,al,g)—i-N(T',a%g) ST(T,f)—i-S(T,f) (349)
Again from (3.43) and (3.49), we conclude that
N(r,a1; ) + N(r,a2; ) <2Z Ng)(ryai f) +S(r, f). (3.50)

Note that 37, (Na 1)(7“7 ai; f) + 2N(1,2)(T7ai§f)) < N(r,a1;9) + N(r,a2;9)+S(r, f) and
so from (3.50) we get 21:1 N 1y(r,ai; f) = S(r, f). Then from (3.41), we get
T(r,f) = N(m)(ﬁ ai; f) +N(1,2)(7’7 az; f) + S(r, f)
N(Q(Ta al;g) +N(2(T, a?;g) + S(Tv f) < T(T, g) + S(Ta f)

IN
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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 ¢ = 0. Since 6(f) # 0, we get f =g, i.e., f(z) = Z(f(z + ¢)). O

Proof of Corollary 1.1. If a; and ag are constants, then a}j — a, = 0. Now if ¢ = o} — d,
then immediately ¢ = 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 9, = 0. Clearly 9 = 0 gives

Zle bivyi = —bo. (3.51)
Now from the recurrence formula (3.6) for 1;, we derive the expression
Vi = ¥} + Ri1(yn), (3.52)
where R;_1(11) is a differential polynomial. Then using (3.52), we get from (3.51) that
bt} = Ry—1(¢h1), (3.53)

where Rj,_1(11) is a differential polynomial in t1. Clearly ¢ is an entire function and so is
(P

First suppose 1; is transcendental. Then using Clunie lemma (see [0]) to (3.53), we
get m(r, 1) = S(r,¢1). Since N(r,¢1) = 0, it follows that T'(r,¢1) = S(r,41), which is
impossible.

Next suppose 7 is a polynomial. If 9; is non-constant, then from (3.53), we get a contra-
diction. Hence v is a constant. O

Proof of Corollary 1.2. From the proof of Theorem 1.1, we need only to consider the case
when ¢ # a} — dafy. Now from (3.4), we get

Zj.io ag; f(z +¢) + Qx

(k) +c) = 3.54
9= G g rap 354

where

Qk‘ - Z 5l,j1,j2,...,j¢fl(g)jl (g/)]2 A (g(Zk_l))]k
1<2k
I+71+g2+.. .+ <2k

Here ai j, B1j1 jo,...y € S(f) and v, := a2, satisfies the recurrence formula defined by

(3.6).

Now we divide the following two cases.

Case 1. Let ¢, = agor Z0 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 ¢, = ag2r = 0. Now from (3.6), we get ¢;,_; + ¢1¢;—1 = 0. On integration,
we have 1_1(z) = coef®), where £(z) = — Jy ¥1(2) dz is a non-constant meromorphic
function and ¢y € C\{0}. We know that if {(z) has a pole at the point zg, then zy is an
essential singularity of e$(*). Since vy,_; is a non-constant meromorphic function, we deduce
that £ is a non-constant entire function and so v is also non-constant entire function. Now
if 41 is a polynomial, then ;41 is also a polynomial for ¢ = 1,2,...,k — 1. Therefore we
immediately get a contradiction. Hence v is a transcendental entire function. Now from
(3.52), we get bpy¥ = Ry_1(11). By Clunie lemma (see [0]), we get m(r,v1) = S(r,41).
Since N (r,1) = 0, we have T'(r,v1) = S(r,11), which is impossible. O

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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