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NEW FINDINGS ON THE PERIODICITY OF ENTIRE FUNCTIONS AND THEIR
DIFFERENTIAL POLYNOMIALS

M. A. ZEMIRNIL, I. LAINE AND Z. LATREUCH

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we seek to explore under what conditions the periodicity of an entire
function f(z) follows from the periodicity of a differential polynomial in f(z). We improve

and generalize some earlier results and we give other new findings.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recently, there has been renewed interest in the periodicity of entire functions and differen-
tial polynomials. This can be attributed to the development on the application of Nevanlinna
theory into the theory of complex differential and difference equations. Here we assume that
the reader is familiar with the fundamental results and standard notations of Nevanlinna the-
ory [6,7,17], including the notions of order, hyper-order and convergence exponent of zeros.
For instance, a meromorphic function ¢(z) is said to be a small function of a meromorphic
function f(z) if the Nevanlinna characteristic T'(r, ) of ¢(z) satisfies T'(r,p) = S(r, f),
where the notation S(r, f) stands for any quantity satisfying S(r, f) = o(T'(r, f)) asr — oo
possibly outside an exceptional set of finite linear, resp. logarithmic, measure. In addition, a
periodic function f(z) with fundamental period c or mc, for some integer m € N, is said to be
c-periodic.

Our starting point is the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1 (Generalized Yang’s conjecture). Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function
and n, k be positive integers. If f(2)" f*)(2) is a periodic function, then f(z) is also a periodic

function.

This conjecture originally appeared in [10, 15] for n = 1, known as Yang’s Conjecture.
The present form of Conjecture 1 has been stated in [8]. It has been verified in the case
k = 1in [8, 15]. Furthermore, Conjecture 1 remains true for entire functions having a Picard
exceptional value with some restrictions on the growth [8, 11].

The origin of this conjecture goes back to 1939, when Titchmarsh [14, p. 267] showed that
the differential equation

F(2)f"(z) = —sin’(z)
has no real entire solutions of finite order other than f(z) = £sin(z). After that, Li, Lii and
Yang [10, Theorem 1] removed the assumption of f(z) being real entire function in Titch-
marsh’s result. This, in fact, leads to the above conjecture after seeing that the differential
polynomial — sin?(z) and the solutions f(z) = #sin(z) are both periodic functions. This
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property of the periodicity appears in certain general non-linear differential equations. For
example, the periodic function f(z) = e*/* + e~*/ satisfies the differential equation

f(2)' = 64f(2)f"(2) +2 =€+ e

Also, we see that the periodicity phenomenon occurs for meromorphic functions as well. For
example, the periodic function f(z) = €2/ (e* — 1) satisfies the differential equation

)2+ f(2) = 8f(2) = .

These observations lead to the question of whether the above conjecture is still valid if f(z)™f*)(2)
is replaced by a general differential polynomial P(z, f) with small coefficients. As shown by
the following example, the answer to this question is not always affirmative.

Example 1.1. (1) The function f(z) = exp(e?™* — z) is not periodic whereas the polynomial
P(z, f) := e* f(2)? + € f(z) is periodic.

(2) The function f(z) = ze* + d, where d is a constant, is not periodic whereas the differential
polynomial P(z, f) := (f'(2))? — f(2)f"(2) + df (z) = (e* — d)* is periodic.

Therefore, the natural way to deal with the aforementioned question is to consider the fol-
lowing problem, instead.

Problem 1. Under what conditions the periodicity of a differential polynomial P(z, f) implies

that of f(2)?

This problem has been considered, for example in [8,9, 11, 12, 16], for P(z, f) having the
following specific forms:

FREQU ), QUENY,  f2)" + L(f(2)),

where ((z) is a polynomial, L(f) is a linear differential polynomial. In contrast to the above,
our approach in treating Problem 1 allows us to consider a more general form of P(z, f).
Consequently, we give generalizations to the earlier results as well as new findings.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give our main results discussing the
Problem 1 in cases when P(z, f) is a differential monomial and a differential polynomial with
at least two non-zero terms and with constant coefficients. Some further results are given
in Section 3, where we discuss the periodicity of some meromorphic functions and the pe-
riodicity of polynomials in an entire function with non-constant coefficients. The results of
Section 3 will be used to prove the results of Section 2. Results in Section 3 can also be seen
of independent interest. Finally, the proofs of the results of Section 2 are given in Section 4.

2. PERIODICITY OF DIFFERENTIAL POLYNOMIALS

This section is devoted to stating our main results regarding Problem 1. In fact, we mainly
focus on the case when f(z) is a transcendental entire function. The case of meromorphic
functions is still open for further research.

Here, we give some conditions on f(z) so that the implication in Problem 1 holds. Besides,
when P(z, f) reduces to a differential monomial, we find that no condition concerning the
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form of P(z, f) is needed. However, for differential polynomials with at least two terms,
some conditions on P(z, f) are required.

2.1. Differential monomials. We recall the following result.

Theorem A ( [11, Theorem 3.1]). Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function and n, k be
positive integers. Suppose that f(z)" f*)(2) is a periodic function with period c, and one of
the following holds:

(i) f(2) has the value 0 as a Picard exceptional value, and ps(f) < oc.
(ii) f(2) has a nonzero Picard exceptional value.

Then f(z) is periodic of period c or (n + 1)c.

As for the case when f(z) has, in particular, a finite Borel exceptional value, we mention
the following result.

Theorem B ([12, Theorem 1.1]). Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function with ps(f) < 1
and n, k be positive integers. If there is a constant d such that \(f — d) < p(f) < oo and
f(2)"f®)(2) is a periodic function, then f(z) is a periodic function as well.

The main objective of this subsection is to improve and generalize Theorems A and B by
replacing f(z)" f*)(z) with an arbitrary differential monomial.

A differential monomial M (z, f) generated by f(z) is a finite product of f(z) and its deriva-
tives, that is,

1 n An
Mz, f) = F()* (f' () (f ()™ @1
where )\, . .., A\, are non-negative integers. The quantities

are called the degree and the weight of M (z, f), respectively.
Our first result deals with the case when f(z) has, in particular, the value 0 as a Borel
exceptional value.

Theorem 2.1. Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function with A\(f) < p(f) < oo, and
suppose that M (z, f) is a periodic function with period c. Then the following holds:

(D) If po(f) < 1, then f(z) = e**T°, where a, b are non-zero constants and "% = 1.
(2) If 1 < po(f) < ocoand A(f) < p2(f), then f(z) is c-periodic.

Clearly, if an entire function f(z) is periodic, then f*)(z) must be periodic. The converse is
not always true, as shown by the function f(z) = e* + z. However, the following consequence
of Theorem 2.1 shows, under certain condition, that the converse holds.

Corollary 2.2. Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function, and suppose there exists a con-
stant d # 0 such that \(f — d) < p(f) < oo. If f®)(2) is a periodic function with period c,
where k € N, then the conclusions of Theorem 2.1 hold.
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This can be proved by taking g(z) = f(2) — d and M(z,g) = g*)(z). The rest follows
immediately.

In contrast to Theorem 2.1, the next result shows that when f(z) has, in particular, a nonzero
Borel exceptional value, the condition “A(f) < pa(f)” is not needed, and there is no restriction
on the growth of f(z).

Theorem 2.3. Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function, and suppose there exists a constant
d # 0 such that \(f — d) < p(f) < oo. If M(z, f) is a periodic function with period ¢ and
Ao > 0, then f(z) is c-periodic.

The conclusion in Theorem 2.1(1) means clearly that f(z) is periodic of period ¢ or yy;c.
Furthermore, from the proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, the conclusion of f(z) being c-periodic
also means that f(z) is periodic of period c or y,,c.

2.2. Differential polynomials with at least two non-zero terms. Define the differential
polynomial P(z, f) by

P(z, f) = a;M;(z, f). (2.3)
j=1
Here o are non-zero constants and M;(z, f) are differential monomials given by
i 15 n Anj
My(z, f) = f& (f ()M (F7(2) (2.4)

where \oj, . . ., \,; are non-negative integers.

Let 71,72, - - -, Ym be the degrees of M(z, f), Ma(z, f), ..., My (z, f), respectively. Sim-
ilarly, let I'y, s, ..., T, be the weights of M (z, f), Ms(z, f),..., M, (z, f), respectively.
Both degree and weight of differential monomials are given in (2.2). The total degree vp and
total weight I'p of P(z, f) are defined, respectively, by

vp = 121%}571 v; and I'p= 121%}571 r;.
Since the differential polynomial P(z, f) is supposed to be periodic, we may assume, without
loss of generality, that y; > 0, forall j € {1,...,m}.

Before stating our main results, we need to fix some notations. Define the sequence of

positive integers d1, do, . . ., d; as follows:

01 = miny;,

j
0o = min{~; : v; # 01},

’ (2.5)
5l:n’l]1n{fy]7j3£5272: 177l_1}:7P

Clearly 1 <! < m and the sequence {J;} is strictly increasing. We denote by A(J;) the set that
contains the indices of the terms in (2.3) with the highest weights among those of degree J;.
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Now, we define the subset Ap C {d1,02,...,0;} by

Ap=10i: Y ap#0

keA(d;)

The set Ap is illustrated by the following differential polynomial

P(z,f) = f"(2)f(2)* =2(f'(2))*f(2) = f'(2) f(2)* + [(2) f(2) = (F/(2))* + £ (=) + [ (2),

where §; = 1, 0o = 2 and 63 = yp = 3. Here, we have Ap = {1, 3}, since

> ap=1 Y a=1-1=0 and Y aq=1-2=-1
)

keA(1 kEA(2) kEA(3)

In this subsection, we discuss the periodicity of f(z) according to its hyper-order. To start
with, we assume that the hyper-order of f(z) is < 1.

Theorem 2.4. Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function with ps(f) < 1, and suppose that
there exists d € C such that \(f —d) < p(f) < oco. Suppose that P(z, f) # 0 is periodic with
period ¢, \o; > 0 for every j € {1,...,m} and one of the following holds
(i) d =0,
(i) d £ 0and A1 = - = Aom = A > 0,
(iii) d # 0 and vp € Ap.

Then f(z) is c-periodic.

The conclusion of Theorem 2.4 may not hold if P(z, f) = 0. For example, the function
f(z) = e* is not periodic and

P(z, f) = ['(2)’f(2) = f"(2) f(2)* + 2f(2)* = 0

Example 1.1(2) shows that the conclusion of Theorem 2.4 may not hold if the function f(z)
does not appear in each term of P(z, f), i.e., Ao; = 0 for some j.

Theorem 2.4 improves [2, Theorem 1] in the sense that in our result, the differential poly-
nomial does not need to have one term only with the highest degree.

From the proof of Theorem 2.4, we see that no condition on )\, and vp is needed when d is
a Picard exceptional value of f(z). We state this without proof as follows.

Corollary 2.5. Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function with a finite Picard exceptional
value d and ps(f) < 1. Suppose that P(z, f) % 0 is a periodic function with period c. Then
f(z) is c-periodic.

From Corollary 3.2 below and from the proof of Theorem 2.4 we see that f(z) in the conclu-
sion of Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 2.5 has the form f(z) = e®**® + d, where a, b are non-zero
constants and a satisfies ¢°® = 1, where § is an integer not exceeding 7p.

Next, we present some sufficient conditions that ensure the periodicity of f(z) when its
hyper-order is > 1.
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Theorem 2.6. Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function with 1 < ps(f) < oo, and suppose
that there exists d € C such that \(f —d) < pa(f). Suppose that P(z, f) is a periodic function
with period ¢, Ap # () and one of the following holds:
(i) d = 0;
(i1) d # 0 and vp € Ap.
Then f(z) is c-periodic.
From the proof of Theorem 2.6, one may see that the condition “yp € Ap” is not needed if
Aoj =O0forall j € {1,...,m}.
The condition Ap # 0 is a sufficient, but not a necessary condition for the periodic-

ity of f(z). The following example illustrates this point. For example, the function f(z) =
esin# satisfies A(f) = 0 < 1 = py(f) and solves the differential equation

P(z, f) = (f'(2))* = ["(2)f(2) = e**"*sin 2.
Here, P(z, f) and f(z) are both periodic while Ap = (.

3. FURTHER RESULTS

In this section, we give some observations on the periodicity of meromorphic functions as
well as on the periodicity of polynomials in an entire function f(z) with non-constant coeffi-
cients. The results presented here will be used later to prove the main theorems of Section 2,
and are also of independent interest.

3.1. Periodicity of some meromorphic functions. We start with following basic result.

Proposition 3.1. Ler v(z) # 0 be a meromorphic function of order p(v) < oo, and g(z) be a
non-constant entire function. If F(z) = v(2)e?%?) is a periodic function of period T, then either
p(g) > 1, or g(z) is polynomial. In the case when g(z) is polynomial, we have

p(v) = deg(g), if deg(g) > 2;
v(z + 7)/v(z) is constant, if deg(g) = 1.

Proof. Denote q(z) := g(z) — g(z + 7). Then, by periodicity of F'(z),
v(z+7) = et®y(2). 3.1)

This implies that ¢(z) must be polynomial since p(v) < oo. If deg(q) = m, then g™+ (2) is
periodic, and according to [17, Lemma 5.1] we have either g(™+") (z) is a constant, i.e., g(z) is
polynomial with deg(g) = m + 1, or p(g) > 1. Now, in the case when g(z) is polynomial and
deg(g) > 2, we obtain from (3.1) and [3, Theorem 9.2] that

p(v) = m+1 = deg(g).
If deg(g) = 1, then again from (3.1) we get that v(z + 7)/v(2) is constant. O

Remark 3.1. If p(v) < 1 in Proposition 3.1, then v(z) must be constant. Indeed, If ¢(z) in
(3.1) is not constant, then we get a contradiction with p(v) < 1. Thus, ¢(z) must be a constant,
and then from [1, Lemma 3.3] and [17, Lemma 5.1], v(z) is constant.
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As a consequence of Proposition 3.1, we have the following improvement of [4, Corol-
lary 2].

Corollary 3.2. Let f(z) be a non-constant periodic entire function with ps(f) < 1. Then, for
any d € C, we have either f(z) = e**™ +d, for some a,b € C, or

Af—d)=X(f®) =p(f), forall keN.

Proof. Let d € C be arbitrary. Assume that f(z) is not of the form ¢**** + d. Therefore, if
A(f —d) < p(f), then we can write

f(2) = d = w(2)e®,

where v(z) and g(z) are entire functions such that p(v) = A(f — d) < oo. Obviously, g(z)
is a polynomial, otherwise it follows from Proposition 3.1 that po(f) = p(g) > 1, which
contradicts our assumption. Now, if deg(g) > 2, we may use Proposition 3.1 again to obtain

p(v) < p(f) = deg(g) < p(v),

which is a contradiction, and thus, p(v) < deg(g) = 1. From this and Remark 3.1 we con-
clude that v(z) must be constant, that is, f(z) is of the form e?**® + d, which contradicts the
assumption.

Now, let k& € N be arbitrary. Clearly, the periodicity of f*)(z) follows from that of f(z).
Hence, it follows from the previous reasoning, with d = 0, that either

M) =p (F7) = p(f).
or f*)(2) has the form f*)(2) = e%**? ie., f(2) is of the form
f(Z) — eaerc +p(2),

where c is a constant (depending on a, b and k) and p(z) is a polynomial of degree less than k.
Since f(z) is periodic, we conclude that p(z) must be constant, which is not possible by the
assumption. Thus, we have the conclusion of Corollary 3.2. U

Next, we present the following improvement of [5, Theorem 1].

Proposition 3.3. Let g1(2), g2(2), . . ., gn(2) be non-constant entire functions such that g;(z) —
gr(z) are non-constant whenever j # k, and let vy(z),v1(2), . . ., vn(2) be non-zero meromor-

phic functions with max p(v;) < 1. If
0<j<n

F(z) := ka(z)egk(z) + vp(2), (3.2)
k=1
is periodic of period T, then each v;(z) (j = 0,...,n) must be constant, and for every k =
L,...,n, gr(2) = pr(2) + axz, where ay, is a constant and py(z) is periodic of period T.

Proof. Notice that F'(z) must be non-constant, otherwise v;(z) = 0 (j = 0,...,n) by Borel’s
lemma. We follow the idea of the proof of [5, Theorem 1]. Since F'(z) = F(z + 7), it follows
from Borel’s lemma that, and for any k& € {1,...,n}, there exists a fixed integer my, such that

vk(z)eg’“(z) =u(z+ ka)eg’“(”m”).
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From Proposition 3.1 and Remark 3.1, we get that v,(z) (k = 1,...,n) are constants. Simi-
larly, Borel’s lemma implies that vy(z) is periodic. Hence, it is constant as p(vg) < 1. O

3.2. Periodicity of polynomials with non-constant coefficients. The following theorem was
the key in proving several new results concerning Conjecture 1 and some of its general forms
in [11]. It is an extension of the classical result of C. and A. Rényi [13, Theorem 2].

Theorem C ( [11, Theorem 2.1]). Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function such that
N(r,1/f) = S(r, f), A(z) be non-vanishing meromorphic function satisfying T(r, A) =
S(r, f), and let P(z) be a polynomial with at least two non-zero terms. If A(z)P (f(z)) is
periodic of period c, then f(z) is c-periodic.

The aim of this subsection is to extend Theorem C, and give a general study on the period-
icity of polynomials in f(z) with non-constant coefficients. This will be so useful in proving
our main theorems.

Let Q(f) be a polynomial in f(z) with at least two non-zero terms and defined as

= () f(2)", 122, <<, (3.3)

where «,, (z) are non-vanishing meromorphic functions and small with respect to f(z).
The next result gives necessary conditions for the periodicity of Q(f).

Theorem 3.4. Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function with N(r,1/f) = S(r, f) and let
Q(f) be as in (3.3) and be a periodic function of period c. Then for all s € {1,...,l}, the
terms v, (z) f(z)" are periodic of period c. Furthermore, for any distinct m,n € {1,... 1}
for which v,,v,, > 0, the functions

,, (2)"
Fon T 34
w(e) = e (3.4)
are periodic of period c.
Proof. Since Q(f) is periodic of period ¢, it follows that
Za,,s z4co)fl = Zoz,,s ), (3.5)

where f, stands for f(z + ¢). Making use of the Valiron-Mohon’ko theorem [6, Theorem
2.2.5], it follows T'(r, f.) ~ T'(r, f) as r — oo, probably outside an exceptional set of finite
linear measure. Letm € {1,...,[}. Then, dividing both sides of (3.5) by «,, (2) f(z)"™ yields

l Ve !
oy D D TR

s=1 Vm s=1 Qv (Z)
s#m
Clearly, for every s # m,
Oé,,s (’Z + C) fc and aVs (Z) fys—um

Qy,, (2)  frm y,, (2)
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cannot be constants. Then, by using [17, Theorem 1.62] we obtain

%um(2 ) (L) =1. (3.6)
Since m € {1,...,1} is arbitrary, we deduce the first assertion that all the terms are periodic
of period c. The periodicity of the functions (3.4) follows directly from (3.6). U

The conclusions of Theorem 3.4 cannot be a sufficient condition for the periodicity of f(z)
as shown by the following example.

Example 3.1. For the entire function f(z) = ¢ (<=1), the polynomial

Q(f) = 2f(2) + 2°f(2)" + 2 f (2)°

is periodic, the coefficients satisfy (3.4), but f(z) is not periodic.

Remark 3.2. Gross [5, Theorem 2] proved that the function ¢9(*) + g(z) cannot be periodic
if g(z) is not periodic. This result is a special case of Theorem 3.4. Indeed, if f(z) is a
transcendental entire function with N(r,1/f) = S(r, f) and g(z) is a small function of f(z),
then f(z) + g(2) is periodic of period c if and only if f(z) and g(z) are periodic of period c.

In general, the periodicity of f(z) is related to the periodicity of the coefficients of Q(f).
This is shown in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.4, the statements below are equivalent:
(i) One coefficient v, (z) with vs > 0 is c-periodic;
(i1) All the coefficients are c-periodic;
(iii) f(2) is c-periodic.

Proof. Suppose that one of the coefficients v, (z) with v, > 0 is c-periodic. Then, by (3.6),
f(2)"s has the same period as «,,(2). In fact, if o, (2) is of period mc, for some positive
integer m, then f(z) is either of period mc or vyme. This shows that if one of the coefficients
a,,(z) with v; > 0 is c-periodic, then f(z) is c-periodic either. Now, let f(z) be a c-periodic
function. Then, from (3.6) we see that all the coefficients «,, (z) must have the same period as
f(2). Therefore, for all s € {1,...,1}, o, () is c-periodic. O

One can see that Theorem C can be obtained from Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.5. Indeed,
if there exist distinct m, n such that v,,,v,, > 0 and «v,,,, (2)/av, (2) is constant, then from (3.4),
we see that both «v,,,, (2) and «,,, (z) are c-periodic, and then f(z) is c-periodic by Corollary 3.5.

In particular, if all the coefficients of Q(f) are of order < 1 and Q(f) — Q(0) has at least
one constant coefficient, then Corollary 3.5 and [17, Lemma 5.1] reveal that all the coefficients
of Q(f) must be constants.

Next, we show how the growth of the coefficients of Q( f) is related to the zeros of f(z) in
Theorem 3.4.

Corollary 3.6. In Theorem 3.4, assume in addition that the coefficients of Q(f) are all entire
functions of order < 1, and at least one of them is non-constant. Then \(f) > 1.
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Proof. Assume that A\(f) < 1. Then we can write f(z) = v(2)e®), where p(v) < 1. By
substituting this f(z) in Q(f) and using Proposition 3.3, we obtain, for any s € {1,... [},
that o, (z)v(z)" is constant. Since both «,,(z) and v(z) are entire functions of order < 1, it
follows that both of them must be constants, and then all the coefficients are constants, which
contradicts the assumption. Thus A(f) > 1. O

Example 3.1 shows that the conclusion of Corollary 3.6 is sharp. In the case of meromorphic
coefficients, the conclusion of Corollary 3.6 does not hold. For example, any non-constant
entire function v(z) with p(v) < 1, and take f(z) = v(2)e*. Then the polynomial

1 1 , 1 s
Q) = 53/ + ol CF + ol @)

is periodic. Here, all the coefficients are of order < 1, and A(f) < 1.

4. PROOFS

4.1. Proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3. Before proceeding with the proofs, we give a prepara-
tion on the monomial M (z, f).

Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function and let d € C such that \(f — d) < p(f).
Then, by Weierstrass factorization theorem, we may write f(z) = 7(2)e"® + d, where h(2)
is an entire function and 7 (z) is the canonical product of zeros of f(z) — d with p(7) < p(f).
Notice, for any positive integer k, that

(n(2)e") ™ = (r ()0 (2)F + Qu(m, ) "),

where Qy(, 1) is a differential polynomial in 7(z) and A/ (z) with constant coefficients. Here,
Q. (m, h') is non-linear with respect to h'(z) with degree deg,, Qr < k — 1, and linear with
respect to 7(z). Therefore, substituting f(2) = 7(2)e"*) 4 d into (2.1) yields

Ao
M(Z, f) _ H(Z) (1 + Tr(dz) e—h(z)) eYmh(z) 4.1)
where
o T i, W)™ (4.2)
k=1

and Ly (m, h') = m(2) ' (2)*¥ + Qu(m, I'). Expanding the product in (4.2) yields
H(z) = m(2)™ W (2)"™ + Q(m, 1), 4.3)

where Q (7, h') is a differential polynomial in 7(z) and A’(z) with constant coefficients, and
degh/Q S FM - 1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Here we have d = 0, and therefore (4.1) becomes
M(z, f) = H(z)em™h),
where H (z) satisfies (4.2) and (4.3).

(1) Suppose that po(f) < 1. Since p(7) < p(f) < oo and p(h) < 1, it follows that
p(H) < oo. Hence, from the periodicity of M(z, f) = H(z)e™ "™ and Proposition 3.1
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we deduce that h(z) is a polynomial with deg(h) = 1. Indeed, if deg(h) > 2, we may use
Proposition 3.1 to obtain

p(f) = deg(h) < p(H) < p(),

which is a contradiction. Now, from (4.3) we have

p(H) < p(m) < p(f) = deg(h) =1,

and then Remark 3.1 asserts that H (z) must be a constant, that is, the product (4.2) is a con-
stant. Since all factors of (4.2) are entire functions of order < 1, it follows that all these factors
must be constants. Notice that, for each k, the differential polynomial L (7, h’) takes the form

Li(m,B') = 7™ (2) + cp 7™ V(2) + ...+ eim(2), where ¢; are constants,

and p(Ly) < p(m) < 1. If now \g > 0, then 7(z) is a constant. Otherwise, there exists a
positive Ay for which Ly (7, h') is constant. Therefore,

7t () + o m®(2) + .. 4 an'(z) = 0.

If /() # 0, then 7’(z) is a non-trivial solution of a linear differential equation with constant
coefficients, i.e., 7'(z) is a linear combination of functions of the form e**, where « is a
constant. This yields p(7’) = p(7) = 1, which contradicts p(7) < 1. Thus 7(z) must be a

az+b

non-zero constant. Hence, f(z) takes the form e¢***°, where @ and b are non-zero constants.

From the periodicity of M (z, f), we directly obtain €79 = 1.

(2) Suppose now that 1 < po(f) < coand A(f) < p2(f). Then p(m) < p(h) = pa(f) < o0,
and hence p(H) < p(h) < oco. Since M (z, f) is periodic of period c, it follows that

H(z)
H(z+c¢)’
As in the proof of Proposition 3.1, ¢(z) is polynomial. If deg(q) = ¢ > 1, then applying [3,
Theorem 9.2] to (4.4) yields

ema(z) —

q(z) = h(z +¢) — h(2). (4.4)

t+1<p(H) < p(h). (4.5)
Making use of (4.3) and the fact that h(z + ¢) = h(2) + ¢(z), we obtain
H(z 4 ¢) = mo(2)™ (K (2))™ + Q(m,, I), (4.6)

where 7.(2) stands for 7(z + ¢), Q (7., h') is a differential polynomial in 7.(z) and h'(z) with
polynomial coefficients, and of degree deg, Q<Ty-1. Combining (4.6) and (4.4) results in

(me(2)™ — G_VJVIQ(Z)TI-(Z)’YJVI)(h’(z))rM — 6_’7MQ(Z)Q(7T’ h') _ @(WC, h'). 4.7)

If 7, (2)™ — e~ M) ()7 £ (), then by taking the Nevanlinna characteristic function of
both sides of (4.7) and keeping in mind that p = p(7) < oo, we obtain

T(r, ') = O™ty 4+ O(log 7).
Hence, p(h) < max{p,t}, which contradicts (4.5) and p(7) < p(h). Therefore,
WC(Z)VM — G_VJVIQ(Z)T(—(Z)'YJVI’

which implies that f.(z)™ = f(z). Hence, f(z) is periodic of period c or yy;c.
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Consider next the case ¢ = 0. This means that ¢(z) = ¢ is a constant, hence 2/(z + ¢) =
h'(z). From (4.3), and by making use of (4.4), we get

(me(2)™ — 97 (2)) (W (2))" ™ = e™1Q(m, ) — Q(me, ).

The same arguments as for the case ¢ > 1 lead to the same conclusion that f(z) is periodic of

period c or y;c. U

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Since \q > 0, it follows from (4.1) that

M(z, f) = H(z) i (AZO) (%)ieﬁwi)h(z). (4.8)

i=0
Without loss of generality, we may assume that v, > A, since otherwise M(z, ) = f(z)™,
and the periodicity of f(z) follows trivially from that of M (z, f).

Recall that p(7) < p(f) = p(e"). Since e*) is of regular order, we deduce by the properties
of the limit that 7'(r, 7) = S(r, e") and consequently T'(r, H) = S(r,e"). Thus, M(z, f) can
be regarded as a polynomial (with at least two terms) in ¢"(*) with coefficients being small
with respect to ¢"(*). Making use of Theorem 3.4 and considering the first two terms of (4.8)
result in

H(z 4 c)emhet) — g (z)emh=)

and

HG ) ey _ G ot

7e(2) 7(2)

From the above two equations, we get that 7(z)e*) is periodic of period c¢. Thus f(2) is
periodic of period c. U

4.2. Proofs of Theorems 2.4 and 2.6. Similarly to subsection 4.1, we have f(z) = 7(z)e"*)+
d and we see that each monomial M, (z, f) in (2.3) satisfies

d ., A0j .
Mj(’zv f) = Hj(z> <1 + @67 (Z)) e“f] (Z)
Here, H;(z) has the same form as in (4.2) and (4.3), i.e.,

n

Hj(z) = m(2)* [ ] Lalm, W)™, (4.9)
k=1
and
Hj(z) = ()% (W (2))'7 + Q;(m, h'), (4.10)

where Ly (7, 1) = 7(2) W' (2)* + Qx(m, k') and Q;(m, I') is a differential polynomial in 7(z)
and h'(z) with constant coefficients, and deg, (); < I'; — 1. Therefore,

d Ao
—eh<Z>) eih=), (4.11)

Plef) = Y autts(a) (14 -1
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Proof of Theorem 2.4. (i) Assume that d = 0 and \y; > 0 for all j. Then (4.11) becomes
P(z,f) =Y ajH;(z)en"®). (4.12)
j=1

By using the sequence defined in (2.5), P(z, f) can be rewritten as:
l

P(z, f) =Y Hi(2)e""?, 1<i<m, (4.13)
=1
where
Hi(z)= > a;Hj(z), forallie{1,2,. . 1} (4.14)
v =0
1<j<m

Here, we have p(H;) < max{p(r); p(h)} < p(e"), and then
T(r,H;) = S(r,e"), forallie {1,2,...,1}.

h(z)

Thus, P(z, f) can be seen as a polynomial in e"*) with coefficients being small with respect

to e"?). For the rest of the proof we use the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. If \o; > 0 for all j, and there exists p € {1,...,1} such that H,(z)e’"*) is
non-zero periodic, then f(z) is periodic of period ¢ or §,c.

Proof. Proposition 3.1 reveals that h(z) is a polynomial of degree deg(h) = 1, and p(H,) <
p(m) < p(f) = deg(h) = 1. Then, Remark 3.1 reveals that 1,(z) is a constant. From (4.14)
and (4.9), we have

> () [ Lalm, W) = H,, (4.15)
¥ =% k=1
1<j<m
By assumption, we have \o; > 0 forall j € {1,2,...,m}. If m(z) is non-constant, then 7(2)

has at least one zero zj. Plugging 2, in (4.15) yields flp = 0, which is a contradiction. Thus,
7(z) doesn’t have zeros, and then 7(z) must be a non-zero constant since p(7) < 1. From the
periodicity of H,e’"*), we conclude that f(z) is periodic of period ¢ or d,c. O

Now, return to the proof of Theorem 2.4. Since P(z, f) # 0, it follows that there is a
p e {1,...,1} such that H,(z) # 0. Now, if P(z, f) has only one term, i.e.,

P(z, f) = Hy(2)e"®), (4.16)

then, by periodicity of P(z, f) and Lemma 4.1 we deduce that f(z) is periodic of period ¢
or d,c. If P(z, f) has at least two non-zero terms, then we may apply Theorem 3.4 to obtain
that the term F,(z)e’"(*) is periodic. Again, Lemma 4.1 results in the conclusion that f(z) is
periodic of period c or J,c.

(ii) Assume now that d # 0 and all \(; are equal to the same positive integer A. Then, we
may write (4.11) as

A
P(z, f) = (1 + Wé)e—h@) > Hi(z)e"), (4.17)
i=1
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where f[i(z) are given in (4.14) and the §;’s are defined in (2.5). Clearly, the coefficients f[i(z)
are not all vanishing identically, since otherwise P(z, f) = 0, which is a contradiction. If the
sum in (4.17) reduces to a constant, then Theorem 3.4 reveals directly that f(z) is c-periodic.
Otherwise, expanding (4.17) yields

!

!
_ Zgl(z Sih(z + d\ Z e —1)h( ) o+ Z (Zz(;g 6(61'—)\)}1(2)'(4.18)
i=1 i=1

Let p € {1,...,m} be the largest index for which H, »(2) #Z 0. Then the leading term of
P(z, f) would be H,(z)e’"*). It follows by applying Theorem 3.4 that H,(z)e’") is peri-
odic of period ¢, and then Lemma 4.1 gives that f(z) is periodic of period c or d,c.

aafl

3

(iii) Assume that d # 0, Ag; > O for all j and 7, € Ap. Recall that §; = yp. It follows from
the following lemma that H,(z) defined in (4.14) satisfies H;(z) # 0.

Lemma 4.2. If there exists s such that 6s € Ap, then H, 1(z) #0.

Proof. By making use of (4.10), we obtain
Hy(z) = Y a;H;(2)

v =0s
1<j<m
= 3 (o) (W) + Qi)
;=05
1<j<m
= B (2)% (W (2))" + Qu(m, 1), (4.19)
where
Be= Y a; #0,

JEA(Ss)
and T, is the highest weight of the terms with degree d, in (2.3), Q,(m, I') is a differential
polynomial in /() and 7(z) with deg,, < I'y — 1, with constant coefficients. If H,(z) = 0,
then from (4.19) we get that T'(r,h’) = O(T(r, 7)), and this yields p(h) < p(w), which
contradicts the assumption p(r) < p(h). Thus H,(z) # 0. This completes the proof the
lemma. U

From (4.11) we obtain that

m d >\0j
=S aH(2) ("D 4Lt <_) (% —205)h(2)
st m(z)

= H(2)e®"®) £ D(z, "), (4.20)

where D(z, e"?)) is a polynomial in e"*) of degree < &, — 1, with coefficients being small
with respect to ¢"(*). Therefore, by using Theorem 3.4, we obtain that H;(z)e®"*) is periodic
of period ¢, and then Lemma 4.1 asserts that f(z) is periodic of period ¢ or J,c. U

Proof of Theorem 2.6. (i) Assume that d = 0. In this case, P(z, f) takes the form (4.13).
Since Ap # 0, there exists 0, € Ap, and hence H,(z) # 0. Keeping in mind that T'(r, H,) =
S(r,eM), foralli = 1,...,1, we may apply Theorem 3.4 to (4.13) to obtain that H,(z)e’"*)
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is periodic of period c. Following the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 2.1(2), we
conclude that f(z) is either periodic of period ¢ or dsc.

(ii) Assume now that d # 0. If \o; = O forall j = 1,...,m, then P(z, f) takes the form
(4.13), and as in the previous case (i), we conclude the periodicity of f(z). Otherwise, if
vp € Ap, then by recalling that § = vp € Ap, we get Hy(z) # 0 by Lemma 4.2. Applying
Theorem 3.4 into (4.20), we obtain that ﬁl(z)e‘slh(z) is periodic of period c. Again, as in
Case (i) we obtain that f(z) is periodic of period ¢ or vpc. O
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