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CHARACTERIZATION OF ENTIRE SOLUTIONS OF SYSTEMS
OF QUADRATIC TRINOMIAL DIFFERENCE AND PARTIAL

DIFFERENTIAL DIFFERENCE EQUATIONS IN Cn

GOUTAM HALDAR

Abstract. In this paper we establish some results about the existence and
precise forms of finite order entire solutions of some systems of quadratic tri-
nomial functional equations one of which in Cn, n ∈ N and other two in C2.
Our results are the generalizations and improvements of the previous theo-
rems given by Xu-Cao [42, 43] and Xu-Jiang [45]. Moreover, we exhibit some
examples in support of our claims.

1. Introduction

It has a long history on the study of entire and meromorphic solutions of
Fermat type equations by employing Nevanlinna theory as a tool. For detail
study, we insist the readers to go through [5–7,11,12,19,32,32,40,41,48,50] and
the references therein. We assume the readers are familiar with the notations
and basic definitions of Nevanlinna theory (see [17,21]). In 1939, Iyer [19] proved
that the entire solutions of Fermat type equation

f(z)2 + g(z)2 = 1 (1.1)

are f = cos a(z), g = sin a(z), where a(z) is an entire function.

Utilizing difference Nevanlinna theory of meromorphic functions developed by
Halburd-Korhonen [13,14], and Chiang-Feng [4], independently, Liu et al. [29], in
2012, proved that any finite order transcendental entire solutions of

f(z)2 + f(z + c)2 = 1, (1.2)

has the form f(z) = sin(az + b), where b is a constant and a = (4k + 1)π/2c,
with k is an integer. In the same paper, they also proved that any finite order
transcendental entire solution of

f ′(z)2 + f(z + c)2 = 1 (1.3)

has the form f(z) = sin(z ± Bi), where B is a constant and c = 2pπ or c =
(2p+1)π, p ∈ Z, whereas any transcendental entire solutions with finite order of

f ′(z)2 + [f(z + c)− f(z)]2 = 1, (1.4)
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must take the form f(z) = 12 sin(2z+bi), where c = (2p+1)π, p being an integer,
and b is a constant.

Although there are many important and interesting results on the existence
of entire and meromorphic solutions of complex difference as well as differential-
difference equations (see [25–31,39]), only a few number of results are there on the
existence and forms of entire and meromorphic solutions of quadratic trinomial
functional equation. To the best of our knowledge, Saleeby [37] first investi-
gated the existence and forms of entire and meromorphic solutions of quadratic
trinomial functional equation

f 2 + 2wfg + g2 = 1, (1.5)

where w is a constant. Observe that (1.1) can be seen as the case of w = 0. For
w 6= 0, Saleeby [37] proved the following classical results about the Fermat type
functional equations (1.5).

Theorem A. [37] Let α ∈ C with α2 6= 0, 1. Then any transcendental en-

tire solution of (1.5) has the form f(z) =
1√
2

(

cos(h(z))√
1 + w

+
sin(h(z))√

1− w

)

and

1√
2

(

cos(h(z))√
1 + w

− sin(h(z))√
1− w

)

, where h is entire Cn. The meromorphic solutions

of (1.5) is of the form f(z) =
α1 − α2β(z)

2

(α1 − α2)β(z)
and g(z) =

1− β(z)2

(α1 − α2)β(z)
, where

β(z) is meromorphic in C
n and α1 = −w +

√
w2 − 1, α2 = −w −

√
w2 − 1.

By utilizing Theorem A, in 2016, Liu-Yang [31] obtained more precise proper-
ties of entire and meromorphic solutions of

f(z)2 + 2wf(z)f ′(z) + f ′(z)2 = 1 (1.6)

and

f(z)2 + 2wf(z)f(z + c) + f(z + c)2 = 1, w 6= 0,±1. (1.7)

To the best of our knowledge, there are only a few number of results on the
system of complex difference and differential-difference equations in the literature
(see [9]). It was Gao [9], who, in 2016, first discussed the existence and form of
transcendental entire solutions of system of differential difference equations and
obtained the result as follows: If (f, g) be a pair of finite order transcendental
entire solution of the system of differential-difference equations

{

f ′(z)2 + g(z + c)2 = 1,

g′(z)2 + f(z + c)2 = 1.
(1.8)

Then (f, g) must be of the form

(f, g) = (sin(z − ib), sin(z − ib1)), or (sin(z + ib), sin(z + ib1)),

where b, b1 are constants and c = kπ, k is a integer.
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2. Solutions of Fermat type equations in several complex

variables

Recently, the study of entire and meromorphic solutions of Fermat type par-
tial differential equations in several complex variables has received considerable
attention in the literature (see [22–24, 35, 36]). The study partial differential
equations which is a generalizations of the well-known eikonal equation in real
variable case has a long history. We insist the readers to go through [8, 10, 33]
and the references therein. In 1995, Khavinson pointed out that in C2, the en-
tire solution of the Fermat type partial differential equations f 2

z1 + f 2
z2 = 1 must

necessarily be linear. After the development of the difference Nevanlinna theory
in several complex variables, specially the difference version of logarithmic de-
rivative lemma (see [1–3, 20]), many Researchers started studying the existence
and the precise form of entire and meromorphic solutions of different variants of
Fermat type difference and partial differential difference equations, and obtained
very remarkable and interesting results (see [15, 16, 34, 38, 42–44, 46]).

Hereinafter, we denote by z + w = (z1 + w1, z2 + w2, . . . , zn + wn), where
z = (z1, z2, . . . , zn), w = (w1, w2, . . . , wn) ∈ Cn, n being a positive integer.

In 2018, Xu-Cao [42] established the existence of entire solutions for some
Fermat type complex difference and partial differential difference equations with
several variables. We list some of them below.

Theorem B. [42] Let c = (c1, c2, . . . , cn) ∈ Cn \ {(0, 0, . . . , 0)}. If f : Cn →
P1(C) be an entire solution with finite order of the Fermat type difference equation

f(z)2 + f(z + c)2 = 1, (2.1)

the f(z)must assume the form f(z) = cos(L(z)+B), where L is a linear function
of the form L(z) = a1z1+ · · ·+anzn on Cn such that L(c) = −π/2−2kπ (k ∈ Z),
and B is a constant on C.

Theorem C. [42] Let c = (c1, c2) ∈ C2. If f(z) be transcendental entire solution
with finite order of the Fermat type partial differential-difference equation

(

∂f(z1, z2)

∂z1

)2

+ f(z1 + c1, z2 + c2)
2 = 1, (2.2)

f must be of the form f(z1, z2) = sin(Az1+Bz2+φ(z2)), Where A,B are constant
on C satisfying A2 = 1 and Aei(Ac1+Bc2) = 1, and φ(z2) is a polynomial in one
variable z2 such that φ(z2) ≡ φ(z2 + c2). In the special case whenever c2 6= 0, we
have f(z1, z2) = sin(Az1 +Bz2 + Constant).

Very recently, corresponding to Equations (2.5) and (1.6), Xu-Jiang [45] consid-
ered the following system of trinomial difference and differential-difference equa-
tions in C2

{

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

g(z)2 + 2wg(z)f(z + c) + f(z + c)2 = 1
(2.3)
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and


















(

∂f

∂z1

)2

+ 2w
∂f

∂z1
g(z + c) + g(z + c)2 = 1

(

∂g

∂z1

)2

+ 2w
∂g

∂z1
f(z + c) + f(z + c)2 = 1,

(2.4)

and obtained the results as follows.

Theorem D. [45] Let c = (c1, c2) ∈ C2 \ {(0, 0)}. Then any pair of finite order
transcendental entire solutions of (2.3) must assume one of the following forms:

(i)

f(z) =
1√
2

(

cos(γ(z) + b1)√
1 + w

+
sin(γ(z) + b1)√

1− w

)

,

g(z) =
1√
2

(

cos(γ(z) + b2)√
1 + w

+
sin(γ(z) + b2)√

1− w

)

,

where γ(z) = L(z) + H(s), L(z) = a1z1 + a2z2, H(s) is a polynomial in
s := c2z1 − c1z2, ai, bi, ci, i = 1, 2 satisfy the relations

e2iL(c) =
−w +

√
w2 − 1

−w −
√
w2 − 1

, e2i(b1−b2) = 1.

(ii)

f(z) =
1√
2

(

cos(γ(z) + b1)√
1 + w

+
sin(γ(z) + b1)√

1− w

)

,

g(z) =
1√
2

(

cos(γ(z) + b2)√
1 + w

− sin(γ(z) + b2)√
1− w

)

,

where γ(z) is the same as in (i), and ai, bi, ci, i = 1, 2 satisfy the relations

e2iL(c) = 1, e2i(b1−b2) = 1.

Theorem E. [45] Let c = (c1, c2) ∈ C2 \ {(0, 0)} with c2 6= 0. Then any pair
of finite order transcendental entire solutions of (2.4) must assume one of the
following forms:

(i)

f(z) =
1√
2

(

cos(L(z)− L(c) + b1)√
1 + w

+
sin(L(z)− L(c) + b1)√

1− w

)

,

g(z) =
1√
2

(

cos(L(z)− L(c) + b2)√
1 + w

+
sin(L(z)− L(c) + b2)√

1− w

)

,

where L(z) = a1z1 + a2z2, ai, bi, ci, i = 1, 2 satisfy the relations

a21 = 1, e2iL(c) =
−w +

√
w2 − 1

−w −
√
w2 − 1

, e2i(b1−b2) = 1.
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(ii)

f(z) =
1√
2

(

cos(L(z)− L(c) + b1)√
1 + w

+
sin(L(z)− L(c) + b1)√

1− w

)

,

g(z) =
1√
2

(

cos(L(z)− L(c) + b2)√
1 + w

− sin(L(z) − L(c) + b2)√
1− w

)

,

where L(z) is the same as in (i), and ai, bi, ci, i = 1, 2 satisfy the relations

a21 = 1, e2iL(c) = 1, e2i(b1−b2) = 1.

Observing Theorems B and E, it is inevitable to ask the following open ques-
tions.

Question 2.1. What can be said about the entire solutions of (2.3) when one
replace the right hand sides of each equation by eg1(z) and eg2(z), respectively, where
g1(z), g2(z) are any two polynomials in Cn, n being an integer?

Question 2.2. What can be said about the existence and precise form of transcen-
dental entire solutions of (2.4) when one replace (a) first order partial derivative
by k-th order partial derivative for any k ∈ N and (b) right hand sides of each of
the equations by eg1(z1,z2) and eg2(z1,z2), respectively, where g1(z1, z2), g2(z1, z2) are
any two polynomials in C2?

Question 2.3. What can be said about the existence and precise form of tran-
scendental entire solutions of



















[

∂kf

∂zk1

]2

+ 2w
∂kf

∂zk1
[g(z + c)− g(z)] + [g(z + c)− g(z)]2 = 1,

[

∂kg

∂zk1

]2

+ 2w
∂kg

∂zk1
[f(z + c)− f(z)] + [f(z + c)− f(z)]2 = 1?

(2.5)

3. Results and Examples

Inspired by the above results and questions, we investigate the existence and
form of transcendental entire solutions of the system of equations

{

f(z)2 + 2wf(z)g(z + c) + g(z + c)2 = eg1(z)

g(z)2 + 2wg(z)f(z + c) + f(z + c)2 = eg2(z),
(3.1)



















[

∂kf

∂zk1

]2

+ 2w
∂kf

∂zk1
g(z + c) + g(z + c)2 = eg1(z1,z2)

[

∂kg

∂zk1

]2

+ 2w
∂kg

∂zk1
f(z + c) + f(z + c)2 = eg2(z1,z2),

(3.2)

where g1(z1, z2), g2(z1, z2) are any two polynomials and k ∈ N and Eq. (2.5). Our
results are the generalizations of Theorems B–C to a large extent.
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Before we state our main results, let us denote two non-zero complex numbers
A1, A2 as follows.

A1 =
1

2
√
1 + w

+
1

2i
√
1− w

and A2 =
1

2
√
1 + w

− 1

2i
√
1− w

.

Before we state our main results, let us set the following.

Φ(z) =

nC2
∑

i1=1

H2
i1
(s2i1) +

nC3
∑

i2=1

H3
i2
(s3i2) +

nC4
∑

i3=1

H4
i3
(s4i3) + · · ·

+

nCn−1
∑

in−2=1

Hn−1
in−2

(sn−1
in−2

) +Hn
n−1(s

n
n−1), (3.3)

Ψ(z) =

nC2
∑

i1=1

L2
i1
(t2i1) +

nC3
∑

i2=1

L3
i2
(t3i2) +

nC4
∑

i3=1

L4
i3
(t4i3) + · · ·

+

nCn−1
∑

in−2=1

Ln−1
in−2

(tn−1
in−2

) + Ln
n−1(t

n
n−1), (3.4)

where H2
i1
is a polynomial in s2i1 := d2i1j1zj1+d2i1j2zj2 with d2i1j1cj1+d2i1j2cj2 = 0, 1 ≤

i1 ≤ nC2, 1 ≤ j1 < j2 ≤ n, H3
i2
is a polynomial in s3i2 := d3i2j1zj1+d3i2j2zj2+d3i2j3zj3

with d3i2j1cj1+d3i2j2cj2+d3i2j3z3 = 0, 1 ≤ i2 ≤ nC3, 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < j3 ≤ n . . .,Hn−1
in−2

is

a polynomial in sn−1
in−2

:= din−2j1zj1+din−2j2zj2+ · · ·+din−2jn−1
zjn−1

with din−2j1cj1+
din−2j2cj2 + · · ·+din−2jn−1

cjn−1
= 0, 1 ≤ in−2 ≤ nCn−1, 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < · · · < jn−1 ≤

n and Hn
n−1 is a polynomial in snn−1 := din−11z1 + din−12z2 + · · · + din−1nzn with

din−11c1+din−12c2+· · ·+din−1ncn = 0, L2
i1
is a polynomial in t2i1 := e2i1j1zj1+e2i1j2zj2

with e2i1j1cj1 + e2i1j2cj2 = 0, 1 ≤ i1 ≤ nC2, 1 ≤ j1 < j2 ≤ n, H3
i2
is a polynomial

in t3i2 := e3i2j1zj1 + e3i2j2zj2 + e3i2j3zj3 with e3i2j1cj1 + e3i2j2cj2 + e3i2j3z3 = 0, 1 ≤ i2 ≤
nC3, 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < j3 ≤ n . . ., Ln−1

in−2
is a polynomial in tn−1

in−2
:= ein−2j1zj1 +

ein−2j2zj2 + · · ·+ ein−2jn−1
zjn−1

with ein−2j1cj1 + ein−2j2cj2 + · · ·+ ein−2jn−1
cjn−1

= 0,
1 ≤ in−2 ≤ nCn−1, 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < · · · < jn−1 ≤ n and Ln

n−1 is a polynomial in
tnn−1 := ein−11z1+ein−12z2+· · ·+ein−1nzn with ein−11c1+ein−12c2+· · ·+ein−1ncn = 0,
where for each k, the representation of ski and tki in terms of the conditions of
j1, j2, . . . , jk are unique.

Now, we list our main results as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let c = (c1, c2, . . . , cn) ∈ Cn, w ∈ C such that w2 6= 0, 1 and g1(z),
g2(z) be any two polynomials in Cn. If (f(z), g(z)) be a pair of transcendental
entire solution with finite order of the system Fermat type difference equation
(3.1), then one of the following must occur.

(i) g1(z) = L(z) + Φ(z) + d1, g2(z) = L(z) + Φ(z) + d2,

f(z) =
A1ξ1 + A2ξ

−1
1√

2
e

1

2
[L(z)+Φ(z)+d1], g(z) =

A1ξ2 + A2ξ
−1
2√

2
e

1

2
[L(z)+Φ(z)+d2],
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where L(z) =
∑n

j=1 ajzj, Φ(z) is defined as in (3.3) and satisfy the rela-
tions

eL(c) =
(A2ξ2 + A1ξ

−1
2 )(A2ξ1 + A1ξ

−1
1 )

(A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1 )(A1ξ2 + A2ξ

−1
2 )

,

ed1−d2 =
(A2ξ2 + A1ξ

−1
2 )(A1ξ2 + A2ξ

−1
2 )

(A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1 )(A2ξ1 + A1ξ

−1
1 )

,

aj, d1, d2, ξ1( 6= 0), ξ2( 6= 0) ∈ C for j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

(ii)

g1(z) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ(z) + Ψ(z) + d1 + d3,

g2(z) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ(z) + Ψ(z) + d2 + d4,

f(z) =
1√
2

[

A1e
L1(z)+Φ(z)+d1 + A2e

L2(z)+Ψ(z)+d3
]

,

g(z) =
1√
2

[

A1e
L2(z)+Ψ(z)+d4 + A2e

L1(z)+Φ(z)+d2
]

,

where L1(z) =
∑n

j=1 ajzj, L2(z) =
∑n

j=1 bjzj, Φ(z), Ψ(z) are defined in

(3.3) and (3.4), respectively, aj, bj , di ∈ C for j = 1, 2, . . . , n, i = 1, . . . , 4
such that L1(z) + Φ(z) 6= L2(z) + Ψ(z) and satisfy one of the following
relations:

(a) eL1(c) = 1, eL2(c) = 1, ed1−d2 = 1 and ed3−d4 = 1,

(b) eL1(c) = 1, eL2(c) = −1, ed1−d2 = 1 and ed3−d4 = −1,

(c) eL1(c) = −1, eL2(c) = 1, ed1−d2 = −1 and ed3−d4 = 1,

(d) eL1(c) = −1, eL2(c) = −1, ed1−d2 = −1 and ed3−d4 = −1.

(iii) g1(z) and g2(z) have the same form as in (ii),

f(z) =
1√
2

[

A1e
L1(z)+Φ(z)+d1 + A2e

L2(z)+Ψ(z)+d3
]

,

g(z) =
1√
2

[

A1e
L1(z)+Φ(z)+d2 + A2e

L2(z)+Ψ(z)+d4
]

,

where L1, L2,Φ,Ψ are same as in (ii) with L1(z) + Φ(z) 6= L2(z) +Ψ(z),
and satisfy one of the following relations:

(a) eL1(c) = A2/A1, e
L2(c) = A1/A2, e

d1−d2 = 1 and ed3−d4 = 1,

(b) eL1(c) = A2/A1, e
L2(c) = −A1/A2, e

d1−d2 = 1 and ed3−d4 = −1,

(c) eL1(c) = −A2/A1, e
L2(c) = A1/A2, e

d1−d2 = −1 and ed3−d4 = 1,

(d) eL1(c) = −A2/A1, e
L2(c) = −A1/A2, e

d1−d2 = −1 and ed3−d4 = −1.

The following examples show the existence of transcendental entire solutions
with finite order of the system (3.1).
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Example 3.1. Let n = 2, w = 3, ξ1 = ξ2 = 1, c1 = c2 = πi, d1 = πi, d2 = −πi,
g1(z) = z1 + z2 + (z1 − z2)

3 + d1, g2(z) = z1 + z2 + (z1 − z2)
3 + d2. Then in view

of the conclusion (i) of Theorem 3.1, we can see that

(f(z), g(z)) =

(

1

2
√
2
e

1

2
[z1+z2+(z1−z2)3+d1],

1

2
√
2
e

1

2
[z1+z2+(z1−z2)3+d2]

)

is a solution of (3.1).

Example 3.2. Let w = 2, n = 3, L(z) = z1 + z2 + z3, L2(z) = z1 + z2 − z3,
c1 = πi, c2 = 2πi, c3 = −πi, Φ(z) = −π2(z1 − z2)

2 + iπ3(z1 + z2)
3 + π4(z2 − z3)

4,
Ψ(z) = π4(z1+2z2−z3)

2. Choose dj ∈ C such that d1−d2 = 2πi and d3−d4 = 4πi.
Then, in view of the conclusion (ii) of Theorem 3.1, (f(z), g(z)), where

f(z) =
1√
2

[

−3 −
√
3

6
eL1(z)+Φ(z)+d1 +

3 +
√
3

6
eL2(z)+Ψ(z)+d3

]

and

g(z) =
1√
2

[

−3 −
√
3

6
eL2(z)+Ψ(z)+d3 +

3 +
√
3

6
eL1(z)+Φ(z)+d1

]

is a solution of (3.1).

Theorem 3.2. Let k ∈ N, c = (c1, c2) ∈ C2, w ∈ C such that w2 6= 0, 1,
g1(z1, z2), g2(z1, z2) be any two polynomials in C

2. If (f, g) is a pair of finite order
transcendental entire solution of (3.2), then one of the following cases must occur.

(i) g1(z1, z2) = L(z) + χ(z2) + d1, g2(z1, z2) = L(z) + χ(z2) + d2,

f(z) =
A2ξ2 + A1ξ

−1
2√

2
e

1

2
[L(z)+χ(z2)−L(c)+d2], g(z) =

A2ξ1 + A1ξ
−1
1√

2
e

1

2
[L(z)+χ(z2)−L(c)+d1],

where L(z) = a1z1 + a2z2, χ(z2) is a polynomial in z2, only such that
χ(z2 + c2) = χ(z2), ξj 6= 0, aj, dj ∈ C, j = 1, 2, a1 6= 0, and satisfy the
following:



















eL(c) =
(a1
2

)2k (A2ξ2 + A1ξ
−1
2 )(A2ξ1 + A1ξ

−1
1 )

(A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1 )(A1ξ2 + A2ξ

−1
2 )

,

e
1

2
[L(c)+d1−d2] =

(a1
2

)k A2ξ2 + A1ξ
−1
2

A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1

.

In particular, if c2 6= 0, then χ(z2) becomes linear in z2.
(ii)

g1(z1, z2) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ1(z2) + Ψ1(z2) + d1 + d3,

g2(z1, z2) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ1(z2) + Ψ1(z2) + d2 + d4,

f(z1, z2) =
A2e

L2(z)+Ψ1(z2)−L2(c)+d4 + A1e
L1(z)+Φ1(z2)−L1(c)+d2

√
2

,

g(z1, z2) =
A2e

L1(z)+Φ1(z2)−L1(c)+d1 + A1e
L2(z)+Ψ1(z2)−L2(c)+d3

√
2

,
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where L1(z) = a1z1+a2z2, L2(z) = b1z1+b2z2, Φ1,Ψ1 are two polynomials
in z2, only with Φ1(z2 + c2) = Φ1(z2), Ψ1(z2 + c2) = Ψ1(z2) such that
L1(z) + Φ1(z2) 6= L2(z) + Ψ1(z2), ai, b1, dj ∈ C for i = 1, 2, j = 1, 2.3.4,
and satisfy one of the following relations:

(a) eL1(c) = ak1, e
L2(c) = bk1, e

d1−d2 = 1 and ed3−d4 = 1,

(b) eL1(c) = ak1, e
L2(c) = −bk1, e

d1−d2 = 1 and ed3−d4 = −1,

(c) eL1(c) = −ak1, e
L2(c) = bk1, e

d1−d2 = −1 and ed3−d4 = 1,

(d) eL1(c) = −ak1, e
L2(c) = −bk1, e

d1−d2 = −1 and ed3−d4 = −1.

(iii) The form of g1(z1, z2) and g2(z1, z2) are the same as in (ii),

f(z1, z2) =
A2e

L1(z)+Φ1(z2)−L1(c)+d2 + A1e
L2(z)+Ψ1(z2)−L2(c)+d4

√
2

,

g(z1, z2) =
A2e

L1(z)+Φ1(z2)−L1(c)+d1 + A1e
L2(z)+Ψ1(z2)−L2(c)+d3

√
2

,

where L1, L2,Φ1,Ψ1 are the same as in (ii), and satisfy one of the follow-
ing conditions:

(a) eL1(c) = A2a
k
1/A1, e

L2(c) = A1b
k
1/A2, e

d1−d2 = 1 and ed3−d4 = 1,

(b) eL1(c) = A2a
k
1/A1, e

L2(c) = −A1b
k
1/A2, e

d1−d2 = 1 and ed3−d4 = −1,

(c) eL1(c) = −A2a
k
1/A1, e

L2(c) = A1b
k
1/A2, e

d1−d2 = −1 and ed3−d4 = 1,

(d) eL1(c) = −A2a
k
1/A1, eL2(c) = −A1b

k
1/A2, e

d1−d2 = −1 and ed3−d4 =
−1.

The following examples show the existence of transcendental entire solutions
with finite order of the system (3.2).

Example 3.3. Let k = 1, L(z) = z1 + z2, ξ1 = 1, ξ2 = −1 and w be a complex
number such that w 6= 0,±1. Choose c = (c1, c2) ∈ C such that eL(c)/2 = 1/2
and d1, d2 ∈ C such that e(d1−d2)/2 = −1. Then, in view of the conclusion (i) of
Theorem 3.2, we easily see that (f, g), where

f(z1, z2) = − 2
√

2(1 + w)
e

1

2
[z1+z2+d2] and g(z1, z2) =

2
√

2(1 + w)
e

1

2
[z1+z2+d1]

is a solution of (3.2) with g1(z1, z2) = z1 + z2 + d1 and g2(z1, z2) = z1 + z2 + d2.

Example 3.4. Let k = 1, w = 2, L1(z) = z1 + z2, L2(z) = z1 − 2z2, c1 =
8πi/3, c2 = −2πi/3. Choose dj ∈ C for j = 1, . . . , 4 such that d1 − d2 = 2mπi
and d3 − d4 = 2pπi, m, p ∈ Z. Then, in view of the conclusion (ii) of Theorem
3.2, we easily see that (f(z), g(z)), where

f(z1, z2) =
1

6
√
2

[

−(3−
√
3)ez1+z2+d2 + (3 +

√
3)ez1−2z2+d4

]

and

g(z1, z2) =
1

6
√
2

[

(3 +
√
3)ez1+z2+d1 − (3−

√
3)ez1−2z2+d3

]
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is a solution of (3.2) with g1(z1, z2) = 2z1 − z2 + d1 + d3 and g2(z1, z2) =
2z1 − z2 + d2 + d4.

Theorem 3.3. Let k be a positive integer, c = (c1, c2) ∈ C
2, w ∈ C such that

w2 6= 0, 1 and f(z), g(z) are transcendental entire functions of finite order not
of c-periodic. If (f(z), g(z)) be a solution of (2.5), then one of the following
conclusions must hold.

(i)

f(z) =
A1e

L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ + A2e
−(L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ)

√
2αk

and

g(z) =
A1e

L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ+η + A2e
−(L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ+η)

√
2αk

.

where L(z) = αz1+βz2+γ, Φ1(z2) is a polynomial in z2 with Φ1(z2+c2) =
Φ1(z2), α, β, γ, η ∈ C, and satisfy the following relations:

eL(c) =
A2e

η

(−1)kA1αk + A2eη
, e2η = 1 and αk = −(−1)kA2

1 + A2
2

(−1)kA1A2eη
.

In particular, if c2 6= 0, then the polynomial Φ1(z2) becomes linear in z2.

(ii)

f(z) =
A1e

L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ + A2e
−(L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ)

√
2αk

,

g(z) =
A1e

−(L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ)+η + A2e
L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ−η

√
2αk

,

where k is an even positive integer, L(z),Φ1(z2) are the same as in (i),
and satisfy the following relations:

eL(c) = 1 + e−ηαk, e2η = 1 and αk = −2eη.

The following example shows that the existence of transcendental entire solu-
tions of (2.5) is precise.

Example 3.5. Let k = 2, w = 2 and choose α, η, c1, c2 ∈ C such that α2 =
−2, η = 2pπi and c1+ c2 = (2m+1)πi, p,m ∈ Z. Then in view of the conclusion
(ii) of Theorem 3.3, we see that (f, g), where

f(z1, z2) =
1

12
√
2

[

(3−
√
3)eαz1+z2+1 − (3 +

√
3)e−(αz1+z2+1)

]

and

g(z1, z2) =
1

12
√
2

[

(3−
√
3)e−(αz1+z2+1) − (3 +

√
3)eαz1+z2+1

]

and

is a solution of (2.5).
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4. Proof of the main results

Before we starting the proof of the main results, we present here some necessary
lemmas which will play key role to prove the main results of this paper.

Lemma 4.1. [49] Let fj 6≡ 0 (j = 1, 2 . . . , m; m ≥ 3) be meromorphic functions
such that f1, . . . , fm−1 are not constants, f1 + f2 + · · ·+ fm = 1 and such that

m
∑

j=1

{

Nn−1

(

r,
1

fj

)

+ (m− 1)N(r, fj)

}

< λT (r, fj) +O(log+ T (r, fj))

holds for j = 1, . . . , m− 1 and all r outside possibly a set with finite logarithmic
measure, where λ < 1 is a positive number. Then fm = 1.

Lemma 4.2. [18] Let fj 6≡ 0 (j = 1, 2, 3) be meromorphic functions on such that
f1 are not constant, f1 + f2 + f3 = 1, and such that

3
∑

j=1

{

N2

(

r,
1

fj

)

+ 2N(r, fj)

}

< λT (r, fj) +O(log+ T (r, fj))

holds for all r outside possibly a set with finite logarithmic measure, where λ < 1
is a positive number. Then, either f2 = 1 or f3 = 1.

Lemma 4.3. [49] Let a0(z), a1(z), . . . , an(z) (n ≥ 1) be meromorphic functions
on and g0(z), g1(z), . . . , gn(z) are entire functions such that gj(z)− gk(z) are not
constants for 0 ≤ j < k ≤ n. If

∑n
j=0 aj(z)e

gj(z) ≡ 0, and T (r, aj) = o(T (r)),

where T (r) = min0≤j<k≤nT (r, e
gj−gk) for j = 0, 1, . . . , n, then aj(z) ≡ 0 for each

j = 0, 1, . . . , n.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let (f(z), g(z)) be a pair of finite order transcendental
entire solution of (3.1). Let us first make a transformation

f(z) =
1√
2
(u+ v) and g(z + c) =

1√
2
(u− v). (4.1)

Then first equation of (3.1) yields

(1 + w)u2 + (1− w)v2 = eg1(z),

which can be rewritten as
(
√
1 + wu

eg1(z)/2
+ i

√
1− wv

eg1(z)/2

)(
√
1 + wu

eg1(z)/2
− i

√
1− wv

eg1(z)/2

)

= 1.

In view of the above equation and assumption, it follows that there exists a
polynomial p1(z) in C

n such that

u
√
1 + w

eg1(z)/2
+ i

v
√
1− w

eg1(z)/2
= ep1(z) and

u
√
1 + w

eg1(z)/2
− i

v
√
1− w

eg1(z)/2
= e−p1(z). (4.2)

Let

γ1(z) = p1(z) +
1

2
g1(z), γ2(z) = −p1(z) +

1

2
g1(z). (4.3)
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Then from (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain

u =
1

2
√
1 + w

[eγ1 + eγ2 ] , v =
1

2i
√
1− w

[eγ1 − eγ2 ] . (4.4)

Therefore, in view of (4.1) and (4.4), we obtain

f(z) =
1√
2
[A1e

γ1 + A2e
γ2 ] , g(z + c) =

1√
2
[A2e

γ1 + A1e
γ2 ] . (4.5)

Similarly, in view of the second equation of (3.1), there exists a polynomial
p2(z) such that

g(z) =
1√
2
[A1e

γ3 + A2e
γ4 ] , f(z + c) =

1√
2
[A2e

γ3 + A1e
γ4 ] , (4.6)

where

γ3(z) = p2(z) +
1

2
g2(z), γ4(z) = −p2(z) +

1

2
g2(z). (4.7)

From (4.5) and (4.6), we easily get
{

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) + A2e

γ2(z+c)−γ4(z) − A2e
γ3(z)−γ4(z) = A1,

A1e
γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) + A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) − A2e
γ1(z)−γ1(z) = A1.

(4.8)

Now we discuss the following four possible cases.

Case 1: Let γ1(z) − γ2(z) = ζ1 and γ3(z) − γ4(z) = ζ2, where ζ1, ζ2 are two
complex constants.

Then, it clearly follows from (4.3) and (4.7) that p1(z) and p2(z) both are
constants in C. Let ep1 = ξ1 and ep2 = ξ2.

Then, from (4.5) and (4.6), it follows that


























f(z) =
A1ξ1+A2ξ

−1

1√
2

e
1

2
g1(z),

g(z + c) =
A2ξ1+A1ξ

−1

1√
2

e
1

2
g1(z),

g(z) =
A1ξ2+A2ξ

−1

2√
2

e
1

2
g2(z),

f(z + c) =
A2ξ2+A1ξ

−1

2√
2

e
1

2
g2(z).

(4.9)

Since f, g are transcendental entire, it follows from (4.9) that A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1 ,

A2ξ1 + A1ξ
−1
1 , A1ξ2 + A2ξ

−1
2 and A2ξ2 + A1ξ

−1
2 are all non zero constants. Since

p1 and p2 are constants and f, g are transcendental entire, it follows from (4.9)
that g1 and g2 are non-constants.

After simple calculations, we have from (4.9) that
{

(A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1 )e

1

2
[g1(z+c)−g2(z)] = A2ξ2 + A1ξ

−1
2 ,

(A1ξ2 + A2ξ
−1
2 )e

1

2
[g2(z+c)−g1(z)] = A2ξ1 + A1ξ

−1
1 .

(4.10)

Since g1, g2 are non-constant polynomials in Cn, from (4.10), we see that g1(z+
c)− g2(z) = η1 and g2(z+ c)− g1(z) = η2, where η1, η2 ∈ C. Otherwise, left hand
sides of both the equations are transcendental, whereas right hand sides will be
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polynomial, a contradiction. Therefore, g1(z +2c)− g2(z) = g2(z + 2c)− g1(z) =
ζ1 + ζ2. Thus,

g1(z) = L(z) + Φ(z) + d1 and g2(z) = L(z) + Φ(z) + d2,

where L(z) =
∑n

j=1 ajzj and Φ(z) is a polynomial in Cn defined as in (3.3),
aj , d1, d2 ∈ C, j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Thus, from (4.10), we get

e
1

2
[L(c)+d1−d2] =

A2ξ2 + A1ξ
−1
2

A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1

and e
1

2
[L(c)+d2−d1] =

A2ξ1 + A1ξ
−1
1

A1ξ2 + A2ξ
−1
2

, (4.11)

which imply

eL(c) =
(A2ξ2 + A1ξ

−1
2 )(A2ξ1 + A1ξ

−1
1 )

(A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1 )(A1ξ2 + A2ξ

−1
2 )

and ed1−d2 =
(A2ξ2 + A1ξ

−1
2 )(A1ξ2 + A2ξ

−1
2 )

(A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1 )(A2ξ1 + A1ξ

−1
1 )

.

Therefore, from (4.9), we obtain

f(z) =
A1ξ1 + A2ξ

−1
1√

2
e

1

2
[L(z)+Φ(z)+d1] and g(z) =

A1ξ2 + A2ξ
−1
2√

2
e

1

2
[L(z)+Φ(z)+d2].

Case 2. Let γ1(z)− γ2(z) and γ3(z)− γ4(z) both are non-constants. Then, by
Lemma 4.2, it follows from (4.8) that

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1 or A2e

γ2(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1

and

A1e
γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1 or A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1.

Now, we consider the following four possible subcases.

Subcase 2.1. Let

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1 and A1e

γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1. (4.12)

Then, from (4.8) and (4.12), we obtain

A2e
γ2(z+c)−γ3(z) = A2 and A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ1(z) = A2. (4.13)

Since γj ’s, j = 1, 2, 3, 4 are all polynomials, it follows from (4.9) and (4.10)
that γ1(z + c) − γ4(z) = ζ1, γ3(z + c) − γ2(z) = ζ2, γ2(z + c) − γ3(z) = ζ3 and
γ4(z + c)− γ1(z) = ζ4, ζj ∈ C for j = 1, 2, 3, 4. This implies that

γ1(z + 2c)− γ1(z) = γ4(z + 2c)− γ4(z) = ζ1 + ζ2 and

γ2(z + 2c)− γ2(z) = γ3(z + 2c)− γ3(z) = ζ3 + ζ4.

Therefore, we must get

γ1(z) = L1(z) + Φ(z) + d1, γ4(z) = L1(z) + Φ(z) + d2,

γ2(z) = L2(z) + Ψ(z) + d3, and γ3(z) = L2(z) + Ψ(z) + d4,

where L1(z) =
∑n

j=1 ajzj, L2(z) =
∑n

j=1 bjzj , Φ(z) and Ψ(z) are defined in (3.3)

and (3.4), respectively, aj , , bj , di ∈ C for i = 1, 2 and j = 1, . . . , n. As γ4(z)−γ3(z)
and γ2(z)− γ1(z) both are non-constants, we must have

L1(z) + Φ(z) 6= L2(z) + Ψ(z).
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Therefore, in view of (4.3) and (4.7), we have

g1(z) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ(z) + Ψ(z) + d1 + d3 and

g2(z) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ(z) + Ψ(z) + d2 + d4.

Therefore, from (4.12) and (4.13), we obtain
{

eL1(c)+d1−d2 = 1, eL1(c)+d2−d1 = 1,

eL2(c)+d3−d4 = 1, eL2(c)+d4−d3 = 1.
(4.14)

After simple computation, we obtain from (4.14) that

e2L1(c) = 1, e2L2(c) = 1, e2(d1−d2) = 1 and e2(d3−d4) = 1,

which yield

eL1(c) = ±1, ed1−d2 = ±1, eL2(c) = ±1 and ed3−d4 = ±1.

If eL1(c) = 1, then from (4.14), we obtain ed1−d2 = 1. If eL1(c) = −1, then from
(4.14), we obtain ed1−d2 = −1. Similarly, If eL2(c) = 1, then from (4.14), it follows
that ed3−d4 = 1. If eL2(c) = −1, then it follows from (4.14) that ed3−d4 = −1.

Hence, from (4.5) and (4.6), we get

f(z) =
1√
2

[

A1e
L1(z)+Φ(z)+d1 + A2e

L2(z)+Ψ(z)+d3
]

and

g(z) =
1√
2

[

A1e
L2(z)+Ψ(z)+d4 + A2e

L1(z)+Φ(z)+d2
]

.

Subcase 2.2. Let

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1 and A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1. (4.15)

Therefore, from (4.3) and (4.15), we obtain

A2e
γ2(z+c)−γ3(z) = A2 and A1e

γ3(z+c)−γ1(z) = A2. (4.16)

Since γj’s are polynomials, j = 1, 2, 3, 4, it follows from (4.15) and (4.16)
that γ1(z + c) − γ4(z) = ζ1, γ4(z + c) − γ2(z) = ζ2, γ2(z + c) − γ3(z) = ζ3 and
γ3(z+c)−γ1(z) = ζ4, ζj ∈ C for j = 1, 2, 3, 4. This implies that γ1(z+4c)−γ1(z) =

γ2(z + 4c)− γ2(z) =
∑4

j=1 ζj . Hence, we can have γ1(z) = L(z) + Φ(z) + k1 and

γ2(z) = L(z) + Φ(z) + k2, where L(z) and Φ(z) are the same as defined in Case
1. But, then we must have γ2(z)− γ1(z) = k2 − k1 ∈ C, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.3. Let

A2e
γ2(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1 and A1e

γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1.

By similar argument as used in Subcase 2.2, we can easily get a contradiction.

Subcase 2.4. Let

A2e
γ2(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1 and A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1. (4.17)

In view of (4.3) and (4.17), it follows that

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ3(z) = A2 and A1e

γ3(z+c)−γ1(z) = A2. (4.18)
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Since γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4 are all polynomials, from (4.17) and (4.18), we get γ2(z+c)−
γ4(z) = l1, γ4(z+ c)−γ2(z) = l2, γ1(z+ c)−γ3(z) = l3 and γ3(z+ c)−γ1(z) = l4,
lj ∈ C for j = 1, 2, 3, 4. This implies that γ1(z+2c)−γ1(z) = γ3(z+2c)−γ3(z) =
l3 + l4 and γ2(z + 2c)− γ2(z) = γ4(z + 2c)− γ4(z) = l1 + l2.

Therefore, we must have

γ1(z) = L1(z) + Φ(z) + d1, γ3(z) = L1(z) + Φ(z) + d2,

γ2(z) = L2(z) + Ψ(z) + d3, and γ4(z) = L2(z) + Ψ(z) + d4,

where L1(z), L2(z),Φ(z),Ψ(z) are defined in Subcase 2.1. As γ2 − γ1 and γ4 − γ3
are non-constants, we have L1(z) + Φ(z) 6= L2(z) + Ψ(z).

Therefore, in view of (4.3) and (4.7), we obtain

g1(z) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ(z) + Ψ(z) + d1 + d3 and

g2(z) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ(z) + Ψ(z) + d2 + d4.

Hence, from (4.17) and (4.18), we have
{

A2e
L2(c)+d3−d4 = A1, A2e

L2(c)+d4−d3 = A1

A1e
L1(c)+d1−d2 = A2, A1e

L1(c)+d2−d1 = A2.
(4.19)

From (4.19), it follows that

e2L1(c) = A2
2/A

2
1, e2L2(c) = A2

1/A
2
2, e2(d1−d4) = 1 and e2(d3−d4) = 1,

which yield

eL1(c) = ±A2/A1, eL2(c) = ±A1/A2, ed1−d4 = ±1 and e2(d3−d4) = ±1.

If eL1(c) = A2/A1, then from (4.19), we get ed1−d2 = 1. If eL1(c) = −A2/A1,
then it follows from (4.19) that ed1−d2 = −1. Similarly, If eL2(c) = A1/A2, then
from (4.19), we get ed3−d4 = 1. If eL2(c) = −A1/A2, then from (4.19), we get
ed3−d4 = −1.

Hence, from (4.5) and (4.6), we get

f(z) =
1√
2

[

A1e
L1(z)+Φ(z)+d1 + A2e

L2(z)+Ψ(z)+d3
]

and

g(z) =
1√
2

[

A1e
L1(z)+Φ(z)+d2 + A2e

L2(z)+Ψ(z)+d4
]

.

Case 3. Let γ3(z)− γ4(z) = η ∈ C and γ1(z)− γ2(z) be non-constant. Then,
in view of (4.7), we see that p2(z) is a constant.

Since γ1− γ2 is non-constant, in view of Lemma 4.2, it follows from the second
equation of (4.8) that either A1e

γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1 or A2e
γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1.

First suppose that A1e
γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1. Then, from the second equation of

(4.8), we have A2e
γ4(z+c)−γ1(z) = A2. As all γj, j = 1, 2, 3, 4 are polynomials, it

follows that γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = m1 and γ4(z+c)−γ1(z) = m2, where m1, m2 ∈ C.
Therefore, γ1(z) − γ2(z) = m1 − m2 − η, a constant in C, which contradicts to
our assumption.
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Similarly, we can get a contradiction for the case A2e
γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1.

Case 4. Let γ2 − γ1 = η1 ∈ C and γ4 − γ3 be non-constant. Then, by similar
argument as used in Subcase 3, we easily get a contradiction. �

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let (f, g) is a pair of finite transcendental entire solu-
tions of the system (3.2).

Then, in a similar manner as in Theorem 3.1, we obtain that










































∂kf

∂zk1
=

1√
2

[

A1e
γ1(z) + A2e

γ2(z)
]

g(z + c) =
1√
2

[

A2e
γ1(z) + A1e

γ2(z)
]

∂kg

∂zk1
=

1√
2

[

A1e
γ3(z) + A2e

γ4(z)
]

f(z + c) =
1√
2

[

A2e
γ3(z) + A1e

γ4(z)
]

,

(4.20)

where γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4 are defined in (4.3) and (4.7).

Differentiating partially k times with respect to z1, second and fourth equations
of (4.20), we obtain















∂kf(z + c)

∂zk1
= 1√

2

[

A2h1(z)e
γ3(z) + A1h2(z)e

γ4(z)
]

,

∂kg(z + c)

∂zk1
= 1√

2

[

A2h3(z)e
γ1(z) + A1h4(z)e

γ2(z)
]

,

(4.21)

where h1, h2, h3, h4 are given by


















































h1(z) =

(

∂γ3
∂z1

)k

+Mk

(

∂kγ3
∂zk1

, . . . ,
∂γ3
∂z1

)

,

h2(z) =

(

∂γ4
∂z1

)k

+Nk

(

∂kγ4
∂zk1

, . . . ,
∂γ4
∂z1

)

h3(z) =

(

∂γ1
∂z1

)k

+Ok

(

∂kγ1
∂zk1

, . . . ,
∂γ1
∂z1

)

,

h4(z) =

(

∂γ2
∂z1

)k

+Rk

(

∂kγ2
∂zk1

, . . . ,
∂γ2
∂z1

)

,

where Mk is the partial differential polynomial in ∂γ3
∂z1

of order less than k in which
∂γ3
∂z1

appears in product with at least one more partial derivative of γ3(z) of order
greater than or equal to 2. Similar definitions for Nk, Ok and Rk.

Now, from the first and third equations of (4.20) and (4.21), we obtain
{

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) + A2e

γ2(z+c)−γ4(z) − A2h1(z)e
γ3(z)−γ4(z) = A1h2(z),

A1e
γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) + A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) − A2h3(z)e
γ1(z)−γ2(z) = A1h4(z).

(4.22)

Now, we consider the following four possible cases.

Case 1. Let γ2(z)−γ1(z) = η1 and γ4(z)−γ3(z) = η2, where η1, η2 ∈ C. Then,
in view of (4.3) and (4.7), it follows that h1(z) and h2(z) are both constants. Set
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eh1 = ξ1 and eh2 = ξ2, ξ1, ξ2 are non-zero constants in C. Therefore, in view of
(4.20), we obtain







































∂kf

∂zk1
=

A1ξ1+A2ξ
−1

1√
2

e
1

2
g1(z),

g(z + c) =
A2ξ1+A1ξ

−1

1√
2

e
1

2
g1(z),

∂kg

∂zk1
=

A1ξ2+A2ξ
−1

2√
2

e
1

2
g2(z),

f(z + c) =
A2ξ2+A1ξ

−1

2√
2

e
1

2
g2(z).

(4.23)

As f, g are transcendental entire, in view of (4.23), we see that g1(z), g2(z) both
are non-constant polynomials and A1ξ1 + A2ξ

−1
1 , A2ξ1 + A1ξ

−1
1 , A1ξ2 + A2ξ

−1
2 ,

A2ξ2 + A1ξ
−1
2 are all non-zero constants.

Also, after simple computations, we obtain from (4.23) that















e
1

2
[g1(z+c)−g2(z)] =

A2ξ2 + A1ξ
−1
2

A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1

r1(z),

e
1

2
[g2(z+c)−g1(z)] =

A2ξ1 + A1ξ
−1
1

A1ξ2 + A2ξ
−1
2

r2(z)

(4.24)

with

r1(z) =

(

1

2

∂g2(z)

∂z1

)k

+G1

(

∂kg2(z)

∂zk1
, . . . ,

∂g2(z)

∂z1

)

and

r2(z) =

(

1

2

∂g1(z)

∂z1

)k

+G2

(

∂kg1(z)

∂zk1
, . . . ,

∂g1(z)

∂z1

)

,

where G1 is a differential polynomial in g2(z) of order less than k in which g′2(z)
appears in the product with at least one more partial derivative of order greater
than or equal to 2, and similar definition for G2.

Since g1(z), g2(z) are non-constant polynomials, from (4.24), conclude that
r1, r2, g1(z+c)−g2(z) and g2(z+c)−g1(z) are all constants. Let g1(z+c)−g2(z) =
η3 and g2(z + c)− g1(z) = η4, η3, η4 ∈ C. This implies that g1(z + 2c)− g1(z) =
g2(z + 2c)− g2(z) = η3 + η4. Hence, we can get

g1(z1, z2) = L(z) + χ(z2) + d1, g2(z1, z2) = L(z) + χ(z2) + d2,

where L(z) = a1z1+a2z2, χ(z2) is a polynomial in z2 such that χ(z2+c2) = χ(z2),
a1, a2, d1, d2 ∈ C. Since, r1, r2 both are constants, it follows that

r1 = r2 =
(a1
2

)k

.
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Therefore, from (4.24), we see that


















e
1

2
[L(c)+d1−d2] =

(a1
2

)k A2ξ2 + A1ξ
−1
2

A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1

,

e
1

2
[L(c)+d2−d1] =

(a1
2

)k A2ξ1 + A1ξ
−1
1

A1ξ2 + A2ξ
−1
2

.

(4.25)

Hence, from (4.25), it follows that

eL(c) =
(a1
2

)2k (A2ξ2 + A1ξ
−1
2 )(A2ξ1 + A1ξ

−1
1 )

(A1ξ1 + A2ξ
−1
1 )(A1ξ2 + A2ξ

−1
2 )

.

Thus, from (4.23), we get

f(z1, z2) =
A2ξ2 + A1ξ

−1
2√

2
e

1

2
[L(z)+χ(z2)−L(c)+d2] and

g(z1, z2) =
A2ξ1 + A1ξ

−1
1√

2
e

1

2
[L(z)+χ(z2)−L(c)+d1].

Case 2. Let γ1(z)− γ2(z) and γ3(z)− γ4(z) both are non-constant.

Observe that h1(z) and h2(z) both can not be simultaneously zero. Otherwise,
from the first equation of (4.22), we obtain eγ1(z+c)−γ2(z+c) = −1, which is a
contradiction as γ2(z)− γ1(z) is non-constant.

Now, let h1(z) 6≡ 0 and h2(z) ≡ 0. Then, first equation of (4.22) reduces to

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ3(z) + A2e

γ2(z+c)−γ3(z) = A2h1(z). (4.26)

As γ2(z)−γ1(z) is a non-constant polynomial, in view of (4.26), it follows that
γ1(z + c)− γ3(z) and γ2(z + c)− γ3(z) both are non-constants.

Rewrite (4.26) as

A1e
γ1(z+c) + A2e

γ2(z+c) − A2h1e
γ3(z) ≡ 0. (4.27)

Therefore, in view of Lemma 4.3, we can easily get a contradiction from (4.27).

In a similar manner, we can get a contradiction when h1(z) ≡ 0 and h2(z) 6≡ 0.
Hence, h1(z) 6≡ 0 and h2(z) 6≡ 0. By similar arguments, we also get h3(z) 6≡ 0
and h4(z) 6≡ 0.

Therefore, by (4.22) and Lemma 4.2, we obtain

either A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1h2(z), or A2e

γ2(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1h2(z)

and

either A1e
γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1h4(z), or A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1h4(z).

Now, we discuss the four possible subcases.

Subcase 2.1. Let

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1h2(z) and A1e

γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1h4(z). (4.28)

Then, by (4.22) and (4.28), we get

A2e
γ2(z+c)−γ3(z) = A2h1(z) and A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ1(z) = A2h3(z). (4.29)
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Since γj’s are polynomials, j = 1, . . . , 4, (4.28) and (4.29) yield that h1, h2, h3, h4,
γ1(z + c)− γ4(z), γ3(z+ c)− γ2(z), γ2(z+ c)− γ3(z), γ4(z + c)− γ1(z) are all con-
stants. Let γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) = k1, γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = k2, γ2(z+c)−γ3(z) = k3 and
γ4(z+c)−γ1(z) = k4, where kj ∈ C, j = 1, . . . , 4. These imply γ1(z+2c)−γ1(z) =
γ4(z+2c)− γ4(z) = k1+ k4 and γ2(z+2c)− γ2(z) = γ3(z+2c)− γ3(z) = k2+ k3.
Thus, we have

γ1(z) = L1(z) + Φ1(z2) + d1, γ4(z) = L1(z) + Φ1(z2) + d2,

γ2(z) = L2(z) + Ψ1(z2) + d3, and γ3(z) = L2(z) + Ψ1(z2) + d4,

where L1(z) = a1z1+a2z2, L2(z) = b1z1+b2z2, Φ1(z2) and Ψ1(z2) are polynomials
in z2 such that Φ1(z2 + c2) = Φ1(z2) and Ψ1(z2 + c2) = Ψ1(z2), aj, , bj , ej, tj ∈ C

for j = 1, 2.

Since γ1(z)− γ2(z) and γ3(z)− γ4(z) are non-constants, we conclude that

L1(z) + Φ1(z2) 6= L2(z) + Ψ1(z2).

Therefore, in view of (4.3) and (4.7), we have
{

g1(z1, z2) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ1(z2) + Ψ1(z2) + d1 + d3,

g2(z1, z2) = L1(z) + L2(z) + Φ1(z2) + Ψ1(z2) + d2 + d4.
(4.30)

Hence, from (4.28) and (4.29), we obtain
{

eL1(c)+d1−d2 = ak1, eL1(c)+d2−d1 = ak1,

eL2(c)+d3−d4 = bk1, eL2(c)+d4−d3 = bk1 .
(4.31)

From (4.31), we obtain

e2L1(c) = a2k1 , e2(d1−d2) = 1, e2L2(c) = b2k1 and e2(d3−d4) = 1.

Therefore, we have eL1(c) = ±ak1, e
L2(c) = ±bk1 , e

d1−d2 = ±1 and ed3−d4 = ±1.

If eL1(c) = ak1, then from (4.31), we get ed1−d2 = 1. If eL1(c) = −ak1 , then from
(4.31), we get ed1−d2 = −1. If eL2(c) = bk1, then from (4.31), we get ed3−d4 = 1 and
if eL2(c) = −bk1 , then we get ed3−d4 = −1.

Thus, from fourth and second equations of (4.20), we obtain
{

f(z) = 1√
2

[

A2e
L2(z)+Ψ1(z2)−L2(c)+d4 + A1e

L1(z)+Φ1(z2)−L1(c)+d2
]

g(z) = 1√
2

[

A2e
L1(z)+Φ1(z2)−L1(c)+d1 + A1e

L2(z)+Ψ1(z2)−L2(c)+d3
]

.

Subcase 2.2. Let

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1h2(z) and A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1h4(z). (4.32)

Then, in view of (4.22) and (4.32), we obtain

A2e
γ2(z+c)−γ3(z) = A2h1(z) and A1e

γ3(z+c)−γ1(z) = A2h3(z). (4.33)

Since γ1(z), γ2(z), γ3(z), γ4(z) are polynomials, we conclude from (4.32) and
(4.33) that γ1(z+ c)−γ3(z) = m1, γ4(z+ c)−γ1(z) = m2, γ2(z+ c)−γ4(z) = m3

and γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = m4, where mj ∈ C, j = 1, . . . , 4. These imply γ1(z+2c)−
γ1(z) = γ2(z + 4c) − γ2(z) =

∑4
j=1mj . Therefore, γ1(z) = L1(z) + Φ1(s1) + d1
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and γ2(z) = L1(z) + Φ1(s1) + d2, where L1(z) and Φ1(s1) are defined in Subcase
2.1, d1, d2 ∈ C. Hence, γ1(z)− γ2(z) = d1 − d2 ∈ C, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.3. Let

A2e
γ2(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1h2(z) and A1e

γ3(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1h4(z).

Then, by similar arguments as in Subcase 2.2, we easily get a contradiction.

Subcase 2.4. Let

A2e
γ2(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1h2(z) and A2e

γ4(z+c)−γ2(z) = A1h4(z). (4.34)

Then, by (4.22) and (4.34), we get

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ3(z) = A2h1(z) and A1e

γ3(z+c)−γ1(z) = A2h3(z). (4.35)

As γ1(z), γ2(z), γ3(z), γ4(z) are polynomials, from (4.34) and (4.35), we con-
clude that h1, h2, h3, h4, γ2(z+c)−γ4(z), γ4(z+c)−γ2(z), γ1(z+c)−γ3(z), γ3(z+
c) − γ1(z) are all constants. Let γ2(z + c) − γ4(z) = n1, γ4(z + c) − γ2(z) = n2,
γ1(z+c)−γ3(z) = n3 and γ3(z+c)−γ1(z) = n4, where nj ∈ C, j = 1, . . . , 4. Thus,
we get γ1(z+2c)− γ1(z) = γ3(z+2c)− γ3(z) = n1 +n2 and γ2(z+2c)− γ2(z) =
γ4(z + 2c)− γ4(z) = n3 + n4. Hence, by similar arguments as in Subcase 2.1, we
obtain

γ1(z) = L1(z) + Φ1(z2) + d1, γ3(z) = L1(z) + Φ1(z2) + d2,

γ2(z) = L2(z) + Ψ1(z2) + d3, and γ4(z) = L2(z) + Ψ1(z2) + d4,

where L(z), L2(z),Φ1(z2),Ψ1(z2) are same as in Subcase 2.1 with L1(z)+Φ1(z2) 6=
L2(z) + Ψ1(z2). Thus, in view of (4.3) and (4.7), we obtain the same form of
g1(z1, z2) and g2(z1, z2) as in (4.30).

Therefore, in view of (4.34) and (4.35), we have
{

A2e
L2(c)+d3−d4 = A1b

k
1, A2e

L2(c)+d4−d3 = A1b
k
1,

A1e
L1(c)+d1−d2 = A2a

k
1, A1e

L1(c)+d2−d1 = A2a
k
1.

(4.36)

From (4.36), we obtain

e2L1(c) =
A2

2

A2
1

a2k1 e2(d1−d2) = 1, e2L2(c) =
A2

1

A2
2

b2k1 and e2(d3−d4) = 1,

which imply

eL1(c) = ±A2

A1
ak1 ed1−d2 = ±1, eL2(c) = ±A1

A2
bk1 and ed3−d4 = ±1.

If eL1(c) = A2a
k
1/A1, then from (4.36), we get ed1−d2 = 1. If eL1(c) = −A2a

k
1/A1,

then we have ed1−d2 = −1. If eL2(c) = A1b
k
1/A2, then from (4.36), we get ed3−d4 =

1. If eL2(c) = −A1b
k
1/A2, then we have ed3−d4 = −1.

Hence, from fourth and second equations of (4.20), we get
{

f(z) = 1√
2

[

A2e
L1(z)+Φ1(z2)−L1(c)+d2 + A1e

L2(z)+Ψ1(z2)−L2(c)+d4
]

,

g(z) = 1√
2

[

A2e
L1(z)+Φ1(z2)−L1(c)+d1 + A1e

L2(z)+Ψ1(z2)−L2(c)+d3
]

.
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Case 3. Let γ3(z) − γ4(z) = η ∈ C and γ1(z) − γ2(z) be non-constant. Then
the first equation of (4.22) reduces to

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ4(z) + A2e

γ2(z+c)−γ4(z) = A1h2(z) + A2h1(z)e
η. (4.37)

Note that A1h2(z) + A2h1(z)e
η 6≡ 0. Otherwise from (4.37), we have

A1e
γ1(z+c)−γ2(z+c) = −A2,

which implies that γ1(z+c)−γ2(z+c) and hence γ1(z)−γ2(z) becomes constant.
This is a contradiction.

Now, in view of (4.37), it follows that

T
(

r, eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

= T
(

r, eγ2(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

+O(1). (4.38)

We note that

N
(

r, eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

= N

(

r,
1

eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z)

)

= S
(

r, eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

and

N

(

r,
1

eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z) − w

)

= N

(

r,
1

eγ2(z+c)−γ4(z)

)

= S
(

r, eγ2(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

,

where w = h2 + A2h1e
η/A1.

Now by the second fundamental theorem of Nevanlinna for several complex
variables, we get

T
(

r, eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

≤ N
(

r, eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

+N

(

r,
1

eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z)

)

+N

(

r,
1

eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z) − w

)

+S
(

r, eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

≤ S
(

r, eγ1(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

+ S
(

r, eγ2(z+c)−γ4(z)
)

.

This implies that γ1(z + c)− γ4(z) is constant. In view of (4.38), we see that
γ2(z + c) − γ4(z) is also constant. These imply γ1(z + c) − γ2(z + c) and hence
γ1(z)− γ2(z) is a constant. This is a contradiction.

Case 4. Let γ1 − γ2 = η1 ∈ C and γ3 − γ4 be non-constant. Then, by similar
arguments as used in Subcase 3, we can get a contradiction. So, we omit the
details. �

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let (f(z), g(z)) be a pair of finite order transcendental
entire solution of (2.5).
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Then, by similar argument as in Theorem 3.1, we obtain










































∂kf

∂zk1
=

1√
2

[

A1e
p1(z) + A2e

−p1(z)
]

,

g(z + c)− g(z) =
1√
2

[

A2e
p1(z) + A1e

−p1(z)
]

,

∂kg

∂zk1
=

1√
2

[

A1e
p2(z) + A2e

−p2(z)
]

,

f(z + c)− f(z) =
1√
2

[

A2e
p2(z) + A1e

−p2(z)
]

,

(4.39)

where p1(z) and p2(z) are two non-constant polynomials.

Differentiating fourth equation of (4.39) k times, we get

∂kf(z + c)

∂zk1
− ∂kf

∂zk1
=

1√
2

[

A2H1e
p2(z) + A1H2e

−p2(z)
]

, (4.40)

where H1 =
(

∂p2
∂z1

)k

+Mk

(

∂kp2
∂zk

1

, . . . , ∂p2
∂z1

)

and H2 =
(

−∂p2
∂z1

)k

+Nk

(

∂kp2
∂zk

1

, . . . , ∂p2
∂z1

)

,

whereMk is a partial differential polynomial in p2(z) of degree less than k in which
∂p2
∂z1

appears in the product with at least one more partial derivative of p2 of order
greater than 1. Similar definition is for Nk.

Now in view of the first equation of (4.39) and (4.40), we obtain

A1e
p1(z+c)+p2(z) + A2e

−p1(z+c)+p2(z) −A1e
p1(z)+p2(z) − A2e

−p1(z)+p2(z)

−A2H1e
2p2(z) = A1H2. (4.41)

Similarly in view of the second and third equations of (4.39), we obtain

A1e
p2(z+c)+p1(z) + A2e

−p2(z+c)+p1(z) −A1e
p2(z)+p1(z) − A2e

−p2(z)+p1(z)

−A2H3e
2p1(z) = A1H4, (4.42)

where H3 =
(

∂p1
∂z1

)k

+Ok

(

∂kp1
∂zk

1

, . . . , ∂p1
∂z1

)

and H4 =
(

−∂p1
∂z1

)k

+Rk

(

∂kp1
∂zk

1

, . . . , ∂p1
∂z1

)

,

where Ok is a differential polynomial in p1(z) of degree less than k in which ∂p1
∂z1

appears in the product with at least one higher order derivative of p1. Similar
definition is for Rk.

Now, we consider the following two possible cases.

Case 1. Let p2(z)− p1(z) = η, η ∈ C. Then (4.41) and (4.42) yield


















A1e
ηep1(z+c)+p1(z) + A2e

ηep1(z)−p1(z+c) − eη(A1 + A2H1e
η)e2p1(z)

= A1H2 + A2e
η,

A1e
ηep1(z+c)+p1(z) + A2e

−ηep1(z)−p1(z+c) − (A1e
η + A2H3)e

2p1(z)

= A1H4 + A2e
−η.

(4.43)

Note that A1 + A2H1e
η and A1H2 + A2e

η can not be zero simultaneously.
Otherwise, from the first equation of (4.43), we get p1(z + c), and hence p1(z) is
constant, a contradiction.
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Next, suppose that A1 + A2H1e
η 6≡ 0 and A1H2 + A2e

η ≡ 0. The the first
equation of (4.43) reduces to

A1e
p1(z+c)−p1(z) + A2e

−(p1(z)+p1(z+c)) = A1 + A2H1e
η. (4.44)

Now, observe that

N
(

r, e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z))
)

= N

(

r,
1

e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z))

)

= S
(

r, e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z))
)

and in view of (4.44), we have

N

(

r,
1

e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z)) − w

)

= N

(

r,
1

ep1(z+c)−p1(z)

)

= S
(

r, e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z))
)

,

where w = (A1 + A2H1e
η)/A2.

By the second fundamental theorem of Nevanlinna, we obtain

T
(

r, e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z))
)

≤ N
(

r, e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z))
)

+N

(

r,
1

e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z))

)

+N

(

r,
1

e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z)) − w

)

+ S
(

r, e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z))
)

≤ S
(

r, e−(p1(z+c)+p1(z))
)

+ S
(

r, ep1(z+c)−p1(z)
)

.

This implies that p1(z + c) + p1(z) is constant, and hence p1(z) is constant,
which is a contradiction.

Similarly, we can get a contradiction for the case A1+A2H1e
η ≡ 0 and A1H2+

A2e
η 6≡ 0. Hence, A1 + A2H1e

η 6≡ 0 and A1H2 + A2e
η 6≡ 0.

In a similar manner, we can show that A1e
η+A2H3 6≡ 0 and A1H4+A2e

−η 6≡ 0.

Therefore, in view of Lemma 4.1 and (4.43), we obtain
{

A2e
ηep1(z)−p1(z+c) = A1H2 + A2e

η,

A2e
−ηep1(z)−p1(z+c) = A1H4 + A2e

−η.
(4.45)

By (4.43) and (4.45), we get
{

A1e
p1(z+c)−p1(z) = A1 + A2H1e

η,

A1e
ηep1(z+c)−p1(z) = A2H3 + A1e

η.
(4.46)

Since p1(z) is a non-constant polynomial, it follows from (4.45) and (4.46) that
p1(z + c) − p1(z), H1, H2, H3, H4 are all constants. Otherwise, L.H.S. of both
the equations of (4.45) and (4.46) are transcendental entire, whereas R.H.S’s.
are polynomials. Therefore, we must have p1(z) = L(z) + Φ1(z2) + γ, where
L(z) = αz1 + βz2, Φ1(z2) is a polynomial in z2 with Φ1(z2 + c2) = Φ1(z2),
α, β, γ ∈ C. Thus, p2(z) = L(z) + Φ1(z2) + γ + η.
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Therefore, in view of (4.45), (4.46) and the form of H1, H2, H3 and H4, we
obtain

{

A2e
ηe−αc = A1(−α)k + A2e

η, A2e
−ηe−αc = A1(−α)k + A2e

−η,

A1e
αc = A1 + A2α

keη, A1e
ηeαc = A2α

k + A1e
η.

(4.47)

From (4.47), we obtain

eL(c) =
A2e

η

(−1)kA1αk + A2eη
, e2η = 1 and αk = −(−1)kA2

1 + A2
2

(−1)kA1A2eη

Thus, from (4.39), we obtain

f(z) =
A1e

L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ + A2e
−(L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ)

√
2αk

and

g(z) =
A1e

L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ+η + A2e
−(L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ+η)

√
2αk

.

Case 2. Let p2(z)− p1(z) be non-constant.

Now we consider two possible subcases.

Subcase 2.1. Let p2(z) + p1(z) = η, where η is a constant in C.

Then, (4.41) and (4.42) yield


















A1e
ηep1(z+c)−p1(z) + A2e

ηe−(p1(z+c)+p1(z)) − A2e
η(1 +H1e

η)e−2p1(z)

= A1(H2 + eη),

A1e
ηep1(z)−p1(z+c) + A2e

−ηep1(z+c)+p1(z) − A2(H3 + e−η)e2p1(z)

= A1(H4 + eη).

(4.48)

Now, by similar argument as in Case 1, we can prove that 1 +H1e
η, H2 + eη,

H3 + e−η and H4 + eη are all non-zero.

Therefore, by Lemma 4.1 and (4.48), we have

ep1(z+c)−p1(z) = H2e
−η + 1 and ep1(z)−p1(z+c) = H4e

−η + 1. (4.49)

From (4.48) and (4.49), we obtain

e−p1(z+c)+p1(z) = 1 +H1e
η and ep1(z+c)−p1(z) = 1 + eηH3. (4.50)

Then by similar arguments as in the Case 1, we obtain that

p1(z) = L(z) + Φ1(z2) + γ and p2(z) = −(L(z) + Φ1(z2) + γ) + η.

Therefore, from (4.49) and (4.50), we obtain
{

eL(c) = 1 + e−ηαk, e−L(c) = e−η(−α)k + 1,

e−L(c) = 1 + eη(−α)k, eL(c) = 1 + eηαk.
(4.51)

From first and fourth equations of (4.51), we get

e2η = 1.
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From the above two equations of (4.51), we obtain

(−1)ke−ηαk + 1 + (−1)k = 0. (4.52)

If k is odd, then in view of (4.52), we can get a contradiction. If k is even,
then from (4.52), we get

αk = −2eη.

Therefore, from (4.39), we have

f(z) =
A1e

L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ + A2e
−(L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ)

√
2αk

,

g(z) =
A1e

−(L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ)+η + A2e
L(z)+Φ1(z2)+γ−η

√
2αk

.

Subcase 2.2. Let p2(z) + p1(z) be a non-constant polynomial.

Now we consider four possible cases below.
Subcase 2.2.1. Let p1(z + c) + p2(z) = ζ1 and p2(z + c) + p1(z) = ζ2, where

ζ1, ζ2 ∈ C. Then, we easily see that p1(z + 2c)− p1(z) = ζ1 − ζ2 and p2(z + 2c)−
p2(z) = ζ2 − ζ1. This implies that p1(z) = αz + β1 and p2(z) = −αz + β2, where
α, β1, β2 ∈ C. But, then p1(z) + p2(z) = β1 + β2 = constant, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2.2. Let p1(z + c) + p2(z) = ζ1 ∈ C and p2(z + c) + p1(z) is
non-constant.

Then, by Lemma 4.1 and (4.42), we get A2e
−p2(z+c)+p1(z) = A1H4. This implies

that −p2(z + c) + p1(z) = ζ2 ∈ C. Therefore, we must have p1(z + 2c) + p1(z) =
ζ1 + ζ2, and hence p1(z) must be a constant, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2.3. Let p2(z + c) + p1(z) = ζ1 ∈ C and p1(z + c) + p2(z) is
non-constant.

Then, by similar argument as in subcase 2.2.2, we obtain a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2.4. Let p2(z+c)+p1(z) and p1(z+c)+p2(z) both are non-constant.

Then, using Lemma 4.1, we obtain from (4.41) and (4.42) that

A2e
−p1(z+c)+p2(z) = A1H2 and A2e

−p2(z+c)+p1(z) = A1H4.

As p1(z) and p2(z) are non-constant polynomials, we must have −p1(z + c) +
p2(z) = ξ1 and −p2(z + c) + p1(z) = ξ2, where ξ1, ξ2 ∈ C. This implies that
−p1(z + c) + p1(z) = −p2(z + c) + p2(z) = ξ1 + ξ2. Therefore, we must get
p1(z) = αz + β1 and p2(z) = αz + β2, where α, β1, β2 ∈ C. But, then we get
p2(z)− p1(z) = β2 − β1 =constant, which is a contradiction. �
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