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ON A QUESTION OF GUNDERSEN-YANG CONCERNING ENTIRE
SOLUTIONS OF BINOMIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

JIANREN LONG, MENGTING XIA, XUXU XIANG

ABSTRACT. We study the question posed by G. Gundersen and C. C. Yang, in which the
following two types of binomial differential equations are investigated,
a(2) ' = b(2)(f)? = e(2)e*3), a(z)f ' = b(2)(f")? = c(2)e?* ),

where a(z), b(z) and ¢(z) are polynomials such that a(z)b(z)c(z) £ 0, d(z) is non-constant
polynomial. The explicit forms of entire solutions of the above binomial differential
equations are obtained by using the Nevanlinna theory, which gives partial solutions to
the question of G. Gundersen and C. C. Yang. In addition, some examples are given to

illustrate these results.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

How to characterize the form of meromorphic function f by using the properties of ff®)
is a very interesting topic, such as its zeros, poles and periodicity, and so on. In 1959,
Hayman obtained the exact form of f when f and f” only have finitely many zeros and
poles, see [6] for the details. Langley [9] obtained the similar result when f and f” only
have finitely many zeros, in which the condition of the number of poles is deleted. In fact,
Hayman observed that if f has no zeros, then there exists an entire function g such that
f= %, see [0 p. 34] and [7, p. 77] for the more details. Thus f” = w, which
leads to the question of when can differential polynomial 2(¢g’)? — g¢g” in an entire function
g have no zeros? Many researchers payed attention to this question, at the same time many
results have been to obtained, such as [11 2] [10] 1T} [T4, [15], and so on. Recently, Gundersen
and Yang [4] studied these types differential polynomials and the equations associated with

them, i.e. they considered the following nonlinear binomial differential equation
FI" = a(z)(f")? = b(z)e*), (1.1)

where a(z),b(z), c(z) are polynomials such that b(z) # 0 and ¢(z) is non-constant. For the
linear differential equations, a lot of results have been obtained, such as [5] [8, 12| [13] and

therein references.
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In what follows, we assume the reader is familiar with the basic notion of Nevanlinna
theory, see [, [I7] for the details. Let p(f) and A(f) denote the order of f and the exponent
of convergence of zeros of f, respectively. If p(f) < oo, then S(r, f) = O(logr), if p(f) = oo,
then S(r, f) = O(logrT'(r, f)) for all r outside of an exceptional set with finite logarithmic
measure.

We start describe the result from Gundersen and Yang [4] as follows.

Theorem A. [4] Let f be an entire solution of (I1l) Then we have one of the following
situations:
(1) b(2) is non-constant and f(z) = p(2)e“?), where p(z) is a polynomial.
(2) a(z) = 7 for some constant T # 1, b(z) = p for some constant p # 0, ¢(z) = Az for
some constant A # 0, and
f(2) = ae*?,
where o is a constant satisfying o’ 2(1 — 1) = p.
(3) a(z) = 1,b(z) = p for some constant u # 0,c(z) = \z? + vz, and
fz)= ozeAZQJr'YZ,
where o, A,y are constants such that 2\a? = p.
(4) a(z) = 1,b(z) = u for some constant p # 0,¢(z) = Az for some constant X\ # 0, and
one of the following three cases occur:
f(z) = (az + B)e,
where o and B are constants such that o® = —pu;
f(2) = ae®* + 3,
where o and 3 are constants satisfying 4afB\% = p;
f(z) = ae + fer 7%,
where a, B,y are constants satisfying

Y(2A —7) # 0 and 4af(A —7)* = p.

In the same paper, Gundersen and Yang posed a analogous problem about the following

binomial differential equations:

a()f " = b(2)(f')? = e(2)e*!?, (1.2)
a(2)f ' = b(z)(f")? = e(2)e*!?, (1.3)
a()f' " = b(2)f? = e(2)e*), (1.4)

where a(z), b(z), ¢(z), d(z) are polynomials such that a(z)b(z)c(z) Z 0 and d(z) is non-

constant.
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Question:[4, Question 5] What can be said about the entire solutions of the equations (L2)-

@7

According to the Question, very recently, Yang et. al. [I8] studied the entire solutions

of the equations (L2 and (4], the following two results are obtained, respectively.

Theorem B. [I8, Theorem 1.1]Assume 2 has at least one simple pole when deg(a) > 1 and
a+b# 0. If equation [L2) admits an entire solution f, then f has one of the following

eTPressions:

(i) If f has finitely many zeros, then

where p is a polynomial. In particular,

(i1) fa+b=7, c=p, d= Az for some non-zero constants T, u, A, then
f(2) = ae™,

where « s a constant satisfying TA?a? = u,
(i2) ifa+b=0,a=7,c=p, d= Iz%+ \1z for some non-zero constants T, ju,
)\1, )\2, then

2
[(z) = aek

where « s a constant satisfying 2T aa® = p,

(i3) f a+b=0, c = pa, d= Az for some non-zero constant i, A\, then
f(2) = (az + B)e?,

where o, B are constants satisfying o? = —p.

(i) If f has infinitely many zeros, but f' has finitely many zeros, then
f(2) = T(2)e* + B,
where T # 0 is a polynomial satisfying
4(a+b)(d)*T? + 2ad"T?* + 4(a + b)d'TT' + aTT" + b(T')? =0,

and 8 # 0 is a constant. In this case, < must be a polynomial. Specifically,

7 a

(iiy) if a+b =0, then c = pa, d = Xz for some non-zero constants u, A\ and
f(2) = ae®** + 3,

where o, B are constants satisfying 4afB\? = u,

(i) if a+bZ# 0, then we can deduce deg(a) = deg(b) > 2, and deg(a +b) < deg(a).
To be specific, when k =1, we have deg(a + b) = deg(a) — 2, deg(T) > 1; and
when k > 2, we have deg(a + b) = deg(a) — k.
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iii) If both f and f' have infinitely many zeros, then
(ii)
f(2) = ae?® + pelA=2,

where «, B, v are constants satisfying Y(2\A — ) # 0 and 4aB(\ — )% = u. In this

situation, a +b =0, ¢ = pa, d = Az for some non-zero constants i, .

Theorem C. [I8, Theorem 1.10]If equation (L) admits an entire solution f satisfying
A(f) < p(f), where a, b, ¢, d are polynomials such that abc Z 0 and d is non-constant, then
f can only be of the form

where p is a polynomial.

The main purpose of this article is to solve the remaining problem raised by Gundersen
and Yang [4]. We aim to find the exact form of the entire function solutions of equations

([C3) and (T4, respectively. The first result show the solution of the Question concerning

equation (L3).

Theorem 1.1. Let f be an entire solution of equation ([L3)), where a, b, ¢, d are polynomials,

abc # 0 and d is non-constant. We have one of the following situations:
(i) If (ad —d'c+ 2acd)f' — acf” =0, then

fz) = l_’(_acl —dle 4 20_‘1/)262&«:2 L

c a? a c1

3

where ¢1(# 0) and ca are constants. What’s more, if ¢ is constant, then a, b, d' are

2 c
constants such that a = 8b and (d')* = c1, and f = %eQd*Q + %

(ii) If (ac’ —d'c+2acd) f' —acf” £ 0 and m(r, (ac,_a,c+2gcd,)f,_acf,,) = S(r, f), then f

has one of the following expressions:

(iiy) ¢ is non-constant and f(z) = p(2)e™?), where p(z) and d(z) are polynomials

satisfying
app/ + ap2d’ _ b(p// + 2p/d/ —l—pd” +p(d/)2)2 =c.

(ii2) a, b and ¢ are non-zero constants, and d = Az, where X\ # 0 is a constant such
that A = —m, then f = 82, where 63 # 0 is a constant such that
—3b(d")*63 = c.

(ii3) a, b and ¢ are non-zero constants, and d = Az + c3, where A # 0 and cs are
constants, and one of the following three cases occur:

(iiz1)
f(z) = e,

where ¢y is non-zero constant such that c3\(a — bA3) = ce?e;
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(iiz2)
f(z)= 1M 4 coe™ 2N,
where c1,co are non-zero constants such that —9bc%)\4 = ce®c3
(iiz3)
f(2) = cr1e"® + cge'??
where t1,ty are two distinct constants such that t? =3 = % and ¢, Co
are mon-zero constants such that beycats(ty — ta)(t1 + 2t2) = ce?e
(iii) If (ac —d'c+ 2acd)f' — acf” # 0 and m(r, a7 C+2£Cd, F—acy7) 7 S(r, f), then
the equation ([L3) does not exist exponential polynomial solutions, where exponential
polynomial has the form f(z) = Hy(2)e@ () 4 Hy(2)eQ2(3) 4. .4 Hy(2)e®* ) | where
H;(z) and Q;(2) (j =1,2,..., k) are polynomials in z.

Remark 1. It is worth noting that the special case a(z) =1 is studied by [3, Theorem 3],
and our method is different from that of [3, Theorem 3].

Remark 2. If abc = 0, then we have the following situations.
1) a =0 and bc # 0. The equation ([L3) becomes —b(f")* = ce*?, i.e. (f")* = Fed.

== is a polynomial, then f" can only have finitely many

Since f is an entire function, and
zeros. Therefore f"" = Re®, where R s a polynomial.

2) b =0 and ac # 0. The equation (L3) becomes af f' = ce®?, ie. ff = e2?. Since
£ is a polynomial, and ff" = fzf—f/ = %em, then f can only have finitely many zeros, and
T(r,’%) = N(r,’%) + m(r, f—,) :.S(r, f). Since T(r, f?) < T(r, %Eezd) then p(f) < oc.
Since (%)2 = %g, then 27 (r, ed) = S(r, f). Therefore, f = Re?, where R is a polynomial.

3) ¢c=0 and ab # 0. The equation ([L3) becomes aff = b(f")?, i.e. a b( )2. We
claim that f can only have finitely many zeros, otherwise if zo is zero with multzplzczty of t of
f (not the zero of a and b), then we have t+t—1 = 2t—4, which is impossible. From Wiman-
Valiron theory [8, Theorem 3.2], we have |a|‘7v‘ = |b|§(1+0(1)) for|z|=r ¢ E, where V is
the central index of f, E is a set with finite logarithmic measure. Then by [8, Lemma 1.1.2],
for sufficiently large v, V3 = lal |z|3 Let a(z) = anz™ + -+ + ag, b(z) = bp2™ + - -+ + by,
where a, and by, are non-zero constants. Then for sufficiently large v, |an|r™ < |a| <
2an|r", and §|bp|r™ < |b] < 2|by|r™. Therefore, %|Z—;}L|rn+3_m S VB Al frrtsmm . Of
n + 3 < m, then it implies that V is a constant, this is a contradiction. Thus n+ 3 > m
and V. = O(r"+t3=™) which implies that f has finite order. Hence f = Re®, where R and

P are polynomials.

The following result shows the solution of the Question concerning the equation (L4,

in which our condition is relax than Theorem

Theorem 1.2. Let f be an entire solution of equation (LA), where a, b, ¢, d are polynomials

such that abc # 0 and d is non-constant. Then we have one of the following situations:
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(i) There exists at least one of a,b,c,d’ that is not constant, then we have one of the

following three cases occur:

(i1) ¢ is non-constant and f(z) = P(2)e™?), where P(z) is a polynomial satisfying
(aP' + aPd)[P" +2P'd + Pd" + P(d')?] — bP* = c.

(i2) ¢ is a non-zero constant, one of the following two cases occur:
(ia1) d = A, where X is a non-zero constant and at least one of a and b is not

constant, then deg(a) = deg(b), and f(z) = Pe¥?), where P satisfying
aP'P" 4+ 2X\a(P")? + 3a\*PP' + \aPP" + P*(\3a —b) = c.

(iz2) d’ is non-constant and b — ad'd” — a(d')® = M, where M is a non-zero
polynomial, one of the following cases occur:
1) deg(M) =0, and

f(z) = Ped®),

where P is a constant satisfying P?M = c;
2) deg(M) > 1, deg(M) = deg(a) + 2deg(d) — 3, and

f(2) = P(2)e"®),
where P(z) is a polynomial satisfying
aP'P" +2a(P")*d + aPP'd’ +3aPP'(d)? + aPP"d + P>*M = c.

(iz) A(f) < p(f) < oo
(i1) All of a,b,c,d’ are non-zero constants. Let d = Az + c3, where A\ # 0 and c3 are
constants, then we have one of the following three cases:
(iiy) f(2) = c1e™*, where c1 # 0 satisfies c2(aX® — b) = ce?°3;
(ii2)
f(z) = cre™ + 0267%)@,
where c1, ca are non-zero constants such that %C%a/\3 = ce?%s;
(ii3)
f(z) = c1e"% + cge'??,
where ty, to are two distinct constants such that t? = t% = g and c1,co are

non-zero constants such that cicaty(ta —t1)(ta + 2t1) = ce2°s.

Remark 3. Theorem [1.2 improves [16, Theorem 1.5] and Theorem[A On the one hand, it
is worth noting that when a(z) = 1, Theorem [[2 reduce to the case in [16, Theorem 1.5],
but our theorem remove the restriction condition: f' only has simple zero in [16, Theorem
1.5]. On the other hand, the restriction X(f) < p(f) in Theorem[d is removed in Theorem

[[Z, and our theorem gives more solutions of equation (4.
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Remark 4. If abc = 0, then we have the following situations.
1) a =0 and bc # 0. The equation ([LA) becomes —bf? = ce??, i.e. f? = F¢e??. Since

—C

[ 1s an entire function, then 5° is a polynomial, which implies that f can only have finitely
many zeros. Thus f = Re?, where R? = 5

2) b=0 and ac # 0. The equation (L) becomes af'f" = ce*®, i.e. f'f" = £e?!. Since
[ is an entire function, ¢ is a polynomial, and f'f" = (f’)2% = <e2 then f' can only
have finitely many zeros. This implies T (r, %) = N(r, L&) + m(r, %) = S(r, f). Since
T(r, (f)2) < T(r, L7 €*), then p(f') < co. Since (£)? = Lr£, then 2T(r, L) = S(r, ).
Therefore, f' = Re®, where R is a polynomial.

3) c=0 and ab # 0. The equation (L)) becomes af’f" = bf?, i.e. af—f,fTN =b. We claim
that f can only have finitely many zeros, otherwise if zy is zero with multiplicity of k of f
(not the zero of a and b), then we have k—1+k—2 = 2k, which is impossible. From Wiman-
Valiron theory [8, Theorem 3.2], we have |a|% = |b|(1 + o(1)) for |z| =r ¢ E, where V is
the central index of f, E is a set with finite logarithmic measure. Then by [8, Lemma 1.1.2],
for sufficiently large v, V3 = %|z|3. Let a(z) = anz™ + -+ 4+ ag, b(2) = bp2™ + - -+ + by,
where a,, and by, are non-zero constants. Then for sufficiently large v, |a,|r™ < |a| <
2lan|r", and 3|bp|r™ < |b] < 2|by|r™. Therefore, %|Z—7:|rm+3_" <V3L 4|Z¢:|r’"+3_". If
m + 3 < n, then it implies that V' is a constant, this is a contradiction. Thus m + 3 > n
and V. = O(r™+3="), which implies that f has finite order. Hence f = Re®, where R and

P are polynomials.

2. SOME EXAMPLES

In this section, some examples are given to illustrate our results. Examples 2.1H2.3 will

to show the partial cases of Theorem [T1]
Example 2.1. Let a(z) = 16,b(z) = 2,¢(z) = 64,d(z) = z. Then
flz) =€ +2

satisfies the equation 16 f(2)f'(z) — 2(f"(2))? = 64e*. This is the situation (i) of Theorem
1

Example 2.2. Let a(z) = 28,b(z) = 1,¢(z) = 12,d(2) = 3z. Then
1) = 26

satisfies the equation 28f(2)f'(z) — (f"(2))? = 12€%. This is the situation (ii31) of Theorem
1

Example 2.3. Let a(z) = —128,b(z) = 2,¢(z) = —288,d(z) = 2z. Then

f(z) = €% +2e7 %
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satisfies the equation —128f(2)f'(z) — 2(f"(2))? = —288e**. This is the situation (iizz) of
Theorem [T 1.

The following Examples 2.412.§] are used to show the partial cases of Theorem
Example 2.4. Let a(z) = 3z +4,b(2) = 8(32+4),c(z) = 4(32 + 4)?,d(2) = 2z. Then
f(z) = (z +1)e*

satisfies the equation (3z + 4)f'(2)f"(z) — 83z + 4)(f(2))? = 4(3z + 4)%e**. This is the
situation (i1) of Theorem [L2.

Example 2.5. Let a(z) = 1,b(z) = 22,¢(2) = 823 + 22,d(2) = 22. Then

f(z) =

satisfies the equation f'(z)f"(z) — 22(f(2))% = (82% + 22)e2". This is the situation (i1) of
Theorem [L.2.
Example 2.6. Let a(z) = 2,b(z) = 1623 + 2422 + 202 + 7,¢(2) = —9,d(2) = 22 + z. Then

fz) =3¢+
satisfies the equation 2f'(2) f"(2) — (1623 + 2422 + 202+ 7)(f(2))2 = —9€2%" 2= This is the
situation (iz2) — 1) of Theorem [L.2
Example 2.7. Let a(z) = 3,b(z) = 1,¢(z) = 88,d(z) = 2z. Then

7(2) = 26

satisfies the equation 3f'(2)f"(z) — 2(f(2))? = 88e**. This is the situation (ii1) of Theorem
2
Example 2.8. [4] Let o, 8,\, 1, are non-zero constants such that \*> = 3 and X\ # u ,
a(z) = 1,b(2) = X, e(2) = aBA(u — N)(2A + ), d(2) = CHZ - Then

f(2) = ae?* + per”
satisfies the equation f'(2)f"(2) — N3 (f(2))? = aBXp — N2\ + p)ePH= . This is the
situation (ii3) of Theorem L2

3. PrROOF OF THEOREM [I.]]

Let f be an entire solution of ([3]). Taking the logarithm of both sides of the equation
(T3], and then take the derivative,

a'ff’+a(f’)2 +aff” _ b/(f//)2 _ 2bf//f/// B c —|—2Cd/

af f' = b(f")? c

Then we have

f'lacf’ —hf) = f"(2bef" + sf" — acf), (3.1)
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where h = acd — d’c + 2acd’, s = b'c — bc’ — 2bed’. We claim that h #Z 0, otherwise,
ac’ — a'c+ 2acd’ = 0. Since ac # 0, divide both sides of h by ac, we have % — % = -2d/,

then e72¢ = 01%, 01 # 0 is a constant, this is impossible. Using the same proof for h # 0,
we have s # 0. Rewriting B.) as

ac(f')? = 2be" " s(f")? = J(h)' — acf")
Divide both sides of the above equation by (f’)? to get

B 2bcf”f’”—|—s(f”)2 B ihf/ —acf”
(f')? A
Case 1. hf' —acf” = 0. We can see from the equation (3) that f’ and f” have only

finitely many common zeros. Since hf’ — acf” = 0, then f/ and f” have finitely many

ac

(3.2)

zeros and f' = pel, where p is a polynomial and [ is a non-zero entire function. Since
f" = (p' +pl')el, then [ is a polynomial. Substituting f’ and f” into equation (L3)), we have
b
f= = ol + — e, (3.3)
ap ap
Substituting f/ and f” into hf’ — acf” =0, we have

apc’ — acp’ — a’cp + acp(2d’ —1') = 0. (3.4)

Noting that acp # 0, by ([B.4) we deduce that “Z and 2d — I are both constants. Set “2 = ¢y,
2d — 1 = ¢9, where ¢1(#£ 0) and co are constants. then (B:3) becomes
bacd —dc  2cd 5 55 ., = €2
f:E(72+T) e 24—, (3.5)

a C1

What’s more, if ¢ is constant, ap must be constant, that is, a and p must be constants. By
B3) and f’ = pel*) | we have

b
—(p' +pl')’l' = p.
ap

b /
e l/ 2\/
( p” @ +pl')7) +
Since a and p are constants, from the above equation we have both b and I’ = 2d’ have to
be constant. Then equation (1) becomes
4be(d')? e

2d—
f=—pe "t
a C1

substituting it into equation (L3, we obtain

320%c2(d')*  2566°c3(d')*

8be(d')?
_ )e4d—2cQ+( co(d’) _C)eQd

acy

( =0.

a’d a

Applying [I7, Theorem 1.51] to the above equation, we have szzf;(dl)4 - 256b3:j(dl)4 =0,

ie. a=8hand ¥ o _ 0,ie. (d')? =ci. f has the form of f = —4’”(5')2 e2d—ez 4 2
acy a

c1
This is the conclusion (i) of Theorem 11
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’

Case 2. hf’ —acf” £ 0 and m(r, W) = S(r, f). Applying [I7, Theorem 1.22] to
B2), we have

f
T, F

m(

) =S(r, [). (3.6)
From (3], we set
2bcf" + sf" —acf acf' —hf
v= f/ = f// !
Looking at equation (3], we find that f' and f” have only finitely many common zeros.
By @), we get N(r,v) = O(logr). By 8) and B7), we have m(r,y) = S(r, ). Hence,
T(r,vy) = S(r, f). Equation B.7) gives two linear differential equations:

(3.7)

vf" —acf +hf =0, (3.8)
2bcf" + sf" —~vf —acf = 0. (3.9)

By differentiating (B8], we have
v+ —ac)f" +(h—dc—ad)f + W f=0. (3.10)

From (3.9) and BI0), we get
(2bcy’ — 2abc® — sv)f" + (2bch — 2a'bc? — 2abec’ +~42) f' + (2bch’ + acy)f =0.  (3.11)

From (B.8) and BII]), we get

uf =vf, (3.12)

where
u = >4 (2bch —2a'bc* — 2abec’ — acs)y + 2abc*y — 2abc?, (3.13)
v = —acy® — (2bch’ + hs)y + 2bchy' — 2abch. (3.14)

Since ff’ # 0, then we can divide the discussion into two cases: uv Z 0 or u = v = 0.

Subcase 2.1. uv # 0. We claim that N(r, %) = S(r, f), otherwise, assume zq is a zero
of f (not the zero of a, b, ¢, u, 7, h), from BI2) we get f'(z0) = 0, and from B.8]) we get
f"(z0) = 0. Substituting zo into (L3)), the left side of (3) is zero and the right side is not
zero, this is impossible. Thus N(r, %) = S(r, ). From (I3),

1 B 672d f/ f//
F = T(a? - b(7)2)-
From the first fundamental theorem, the above formula and [I7, Theorem 1.22], we get
1 1
2T(r, f) = T(r, f?) = ml(r, F) + N(r, F) +0(1)

672(1 / . f// ) g

< m(r — —b(— T

< m(r (af (f)))+(,f)

< mre ) e L)+ 2 L) 4 50, 9)

< O(*) +8(r, f),
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where k = deg(d) > 0. Thus, p(f) < k. Moreover, from (L3]) we have

T(r,e®) =m(r,e?) = m(r, ch(f”)z)

. aff = b

< m(r, e
< 2T(r, f)+ S(r, f).

) +m(r, f2) + S(r, f)

Then we have p(f) > k. Hence, p(f) = k. Since f has finite order, then N (r, %) = O(logr).
This shows that f has only finitely many zeros, then f(z) = p1(2)e®*), p1(2) is a polynomial
and w(z) is a polynomial of degree k. Substituting f(z) = p1(2)e®®) into equation (L3),
we obtain

[aplp/l + ap%w' _ b(p/ll + 2p/1w/ —|—p1’LU/I +m (wl)2)2]62w — Ce2d.

There’s only one constant difference between w(z) and d(z). Therefore, we can write f(z) =

p(2)e?®), where p(z) is a polynomial such that

app/ + ap2d’ _ b(p// + 2p/d/ —l—pd” +p(d/)2)2 =c,

where ¢ is a non-constant polynomial. This is the conclusion (iiy) of Theorem [T11
Subcase 2.2. u=v=0.
From v = 0 and B.I3]), we get v # 0. First we prove « is an entire function, otherwise
suppose that v has a pole z; with multiplicity of m, and from (BI3) knows that z; is a pole
of w with multiplicity of 3m, but v = 0, which is a contradiction. By BI3]) and BI4) we

have hu — acv = 0, i.e.
hy? 4 a*c*y + 2abc*h/ + 2bch? — 2a’bc*h — 2abec’h = 0.

Next we show 7 is a polynomial. Otherwise, suppose ~ is transcendental. Since h # 0,
using Clunie Lemma [7, Lemma 3.3] to the above equation, then T'(r,v) = m(r,v) = S(r,v),
which is impossible.

If there exists at least one of s and a is a non-constant polynomial, then by [8, Remark
1 of Theorem 4.1], the entire solution of the equation ([BIT) is of finite order. Thus A(f) <
p(f) < oo.

If s and a are both constants (# 0), s = b'c — bc’ — 2bed’; d' # 0, then the term 2bcd’
must be constant. Hence, a, b, ¢, d and s are non-zero constants, and we know from the
equation B.I3)) that 2bch — 2a’bc? — 2abec’ — acs, 2abc® and —2a%be? are constants, then we

have v is also constant. We write (B:I1]) as
Pof’ + Pif + Pof =0, (3.15)

where Py = 2bcy’ — 2abc? — sy, P; = 2bch — 2a’bc? — 2abec’ + 42, Py = 2bch’ + acy. Since
a, b, ¢, d, s and ~ are non-zero constants, then P = 2bcd’y — 2abc?, P, = 4abc’d’ + 2,
Py = acy(#0).

11
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If P, =0,ie =42, the above equation becomes P, f'+ Py f = 0. Since Py # 0, we have
P, _ ad’
P, #£0, then f = 526_7%, where §; # 0 is a constant, i.e. f = dae @) +a” substituting

it into (I3]), we obtain

2 7 4y 1\4 nd!
—5%( a=d + a’b(d') )67‘“’(3’)‘13*‘12 = ce??,
@R ta - (@) +a)
Then we get d = —mz, ie. d = —Wigﬂl, then we have a = —2b(d’')3. From the

above equation we get —3b(d')*63 = c. This is the conclusion (iiz) of Theorem [LT1
If P, # 0, then assume that the characteristic equation of [B.IH) is
Py Py
2+ —t+— =0,
+ 2y + 2
where t; and to are two characteristic roots. Since Py # 0, then ¢; and ¢y are non-zero
constants.

Subcase 2.2.1. t; # t3. Then
f(2) = c1e"? + epe'??, (3.16)

where ¢; and ¢y are constants. Next we will discuss the case of whether ¢q, cs is zero.

Subcase 2.2.1.1. ¢ic; = 0. Without loss of generality, assume that co = 0. Since d’
is a constant, then assume d = Az 4 ¢3, where A(#£ 0) and c¢3 are constants. Substituting
f(2) = c1e? and d = Az + c3 into equation (L3)) to get

city(a — bt3)e?® = ce?@3e2A7

which implies that A = ¢;, and ¢?\(a — bA3) = ce?®. Then the solution f is of form
f(2) = c1e**. This is the conclusion (iiz;) of Theorem [Tl

Subcase 2.2.1.2. c¢jcp # 0. Substituting BI6]) and d = Az + ¢3 into equation ([3)), we

have
Aty(a—bt3)e? + Blo(a — bt3)e?2* + creo(aty 4 aty — 20t213)et12)7 = o202 (3.17)

Applying [17, Theorem 1.51] to equation (B.IT), then A =¢; or A =13 or A = %

If A =t;, then [BIT) can be written as

(211 (a — bt3) — ce®@]e®1? + Bty(a — bt3)e2* + crea(aty + aty — 201312 )e(hHt2)z = ),
By applying [I7, Theorem 1.51] to the above equation, we have

citi(a — bt}) — ce®® = cata(a — bt3) = ciea(aty + aty — 20135t3) = 0,

which gives a = bt3, and bcycat3(ty —t1)(ta +2t1) = 0. Since t; # t2, we have A = t; = —%.
Combining this with the equation (B.I6]), we have f(z) = c1e** + c2e™2** and —9bc2\* =
ce??s. This is the conclusion (iizz) of Theorem [

If A = 9, using the same method as A = ¢; we get A = {5 = —%. Then from B.10), we

have f(z) = c1e™ 2" + cpe?® and —9bci\* = ce?e3. This is the conclusion (iiz2) of Theorem

1
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If A = 8t then (BI7) becomes
Aty (a — bt3)e®M? 4 cEty(a — bt3)e®™2* + [crea(aty + aty — 20t342) — ce23]e(itt2)z —
By applying [I7, Theorem 1.51] to the above equation, we have
citi(a — btd) = cta(a — bt3) = cica(aty + aty — 2bt3t3) — ce?** = 0.

We get t} = t3 = & and beieati(ty — t2)(t1 4 2t2) = ce?. Then from BI6), we have
f(2) = c1e"* + coe'2*. This is the conclusion (iig3) of Theorem [I11
Subcase 2.2.2. t; = t5. Then

f(2) = (ca + e52)e?, (3.18)
where ¢y, c5 are constants. Substituting ([BI8) into equation (L3]), we get
[a(ca + c52)(cs + caty + cst12) — b(2csty + cath + cstiz)?]e? = ce23 M
which implies that A = ¢; and
a(ca + c52)(cs + caty + cst12) — b(2esty + cat? + cstiz)? = ce?®. (3.19)
By considering the coefficients at 22 and z, respectively, we have
c2ty(a—btd) =0,
and
aci + 2acycsty — 4bcsts — 2beyest] = 0.

If c5 # 0, then a = bt3, and —3bcZt? = 0, which implies that c; = 0, this is a contradiction.
Thus ¢5 = 0. Substituting ¢5 = 0 into @3.I9), we obtain ciA\(a — bA3) = ce?®s. Then the
solution f is of form f(z) = c4e?*. This is the conclusion (iiz;) of Theorem L1l

Case 3. hf' —acf” # 0 and m(r, hf%;cj,,) # S(r, f). Then by using the similar way as
in the proof [3| Theorem 4], we get the equation (IL3]) does not exist exponential polynomial
solutions. Here we omit the details.

This completes the proof. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

Let f be an entire solution of (I4). By (L)) and [T'7, Theorem 1.22], we have

T(r,e*) =m(r,e*) = m(r, 7af’f”c— bfz)
1 2
< i 20 ot 1)+ 501)
< 2T(r, f)+ S(r, f).

13
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Then we have p(f) > k, where k = deg(d) > 0. Taking the logarithm of both sides of the
equation (), and then take the derivative,

a/f/f//+a(f//)2+af/f///_b/f2_2bff/ B C/—I—QCd/

af’f”—bf2 c

Then

ac(f")2 +acf' " — eff — hf'f" = s, (4.1)
where h = ac’ —a'c+2acd’, s = /¢ — bc’ — 2bcd’. Noting that h #Z 0 and s Z 0 hold by using
the proof of Theorem [Tl Divide both sides of (£1I]) by sf f’ to get

CLC(fN)Q + acf/f/// _ hf/f// 3 2_1)6 _ i
sff’ s f

Since a, b, ¢,d, and s are polynomials, then from [I7, Theorem 1.22], we get

mir, £) = S(r. )
By differentiating (&), we obtain
(d'c+acd —h)(f")? + (dc+ac —h)f " + (dbed — 4b'c)ff' — (4.2)

h/f/f// + 3CLCfoW + acf/f(4) _ 2bc(f’)2 _ 2bcff” _ S/f2.
From (1)) and (£2), we have
Sacsf" " + acsf' fO — 2bes(f)? — 2besf " + (a'es + ac’s — hs — acs')[(f)2 + f'f"]
+(4bed's — 4esb’ + 2bes' ) f f' + (hs’ — B's)f f" = 0.
Rewriting as
I"[=2bcsf + (hs" — h's)f' + (a'cs + ac's — hs — acs’) " + 3acs f"']
= f'[(4csb’ — dbesd' — 2bes’) f + 2besf' — (a'cs + ac's — hs — acs') f" — acsfP].  (4.3)

Let
¢ = —2besf 4 (hs' — h's)f' + (d'cs + ac's — hs — acs’) f"" + Bacs f"” (4.4)
o f/ .
csb’ — 4bcsd’ — 20cs + 20csj" — (a'cs +ac's — hs — acs —acs
4csb’ — 4besd' — 2bes’) f + 2bes f! / / h N f(4)

f//

By m(r, j—f,) = S(r, f) and @A) we have m(r,¢) = S(r, f). We claim that the zeros of
f’ with multiplicity > 2 are at most finitely many, otherwise there are infinitely many of
these zeros. Since f and f’ have finitely many common zeros by equation (4, let z is a
zero of f’ with multiplicity > 2 (not the zero of f and the coefficient of ([@2)). Substituting
zo into (2], the left side of ([@2]) is zero and the right side is not zero, this is impossible.
Then the zeros of f’ with multiplicity > 2 are at most finitely many, which implies that the
common zeros of f/ and f” are at most finitely many. Now, by (£3)) and the define of ¢, we

14
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get N(r,¢) = O(logr). Then T(r,¢) = m(r,{)+ N(r,{) = S(r, f). Equation ([@4]) gives two
linear differential equations:
3acsf" + (a'cs + ac's — hs —acs') f" + (hs' — h's — ) f' — 2besf =0, (4.5)
—acsf® — (d'es+ ac's — hs —acs') f" — Cf" + 2bes [+ (desb’ — dbesd' — 2bes’) f = 0. (4.6)
By differentiating (4.5]), we have
3acsfW + (4d'cs + dasc + 2acs’ — hs)f"”
+(a"cs 4+ 2d'd's + asc”’ — acs” —2h's — ) f”
+(hs" —h"s —2bcs — ') f' — 2V cs + bsc’ + bes') f = 0. (4.7)
From (L8) and (1), we get
(a'cs + asc’ + bacs’ + 2hs) f"" + (a"cs + 2a’’s + asc” — acs” — 2h's — 4¢) f"
+(hs" —h"s+4bcs — ') f + (10csb’ — 8bes’ — 2bsc’ — 12besd’) f = 0. (4.8)

From (L3 and (£8), we have

Pf"+ P+ Pf =0, (4.9)
where
P, = (dcs+ads—hs—acs')(d cs+ asc’ + bacs' + 2hs)
—3acs(a”’cs + 2a'ds + asc”’ — acs” — 2h's — 4¢),
P = (ks —hs—)(d cs+asc + bacs’ + 2hs) — 3acs(hs” — h"s + 4bes — ('),
Py = —2%s%(a'b+ 15ab’) + 2bes(Tes’ + 2¢'s) 4 4bes? (9acd — h).

Noting that Py # 0, otherwise Py = 0, divide both sides of Py by abc?s?, then

l ! / / / /
C a

a b S c
—2(— + 15— 27— +2=) =4(=— — —+2d") — 36d’
( a + b )+ 2( s * c ) ( c a +2d) ’
which implies that ‘IZ§;4 = §3e7284 where 3 # 0 is a constant, this is a contradiction. Thus

Py # 0. Differentiating (@.9]), we have

Pof" + (Py+ P)f" + (P{ + Ro)f' + Fgf =0 (4.10)
From (43 and (£10), we have
[Bacs(Py+ P1) — Py(a'cs + ac’'s — hs — acs’)| f”
+[3acs(Py + Py) — Pa(hs’' — h's — Q)] f" + (3acsPy + 2Pybes) f = 0. (4.11)

From (49) and (£11]), we have
uf =uvf, (4.12)

where

u = [3acsPy(P] + Py) — Pi(hs' —h's — ()] — 3acsPy(Py+ Py) + Pi Ps(d'cs +ac’s — hs — acs’),

15
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v = 3acsPy(Py+ P1) — PyPs(a’'cs + ac's — hs — acs') — (3acs Py Py + 2P3bcs).

Since a, b, ¢, d, s and h are polynomials and T'(r, () = S(r, f), and p(f) > k, then T(r, P;) =
S(r, f), i =0,1,2. Therefore, T(r,u) + T(r,v) = S(r, f).

Since ff’ # 0, then we can divide the discussion into two cases: uv Z 0 or u = v = 0.

Case 1. uv Z 0. From [@I12), we get f' = U—J, substituting it into (L4,

Lrpr—vf? = ce®.

u

We claim that N(r, %) = S(r, f), otherwise N(r, %) # S(r, f), assume 2 is a zero of f (not
the zero of a, b, ¢, u, v). Substituting 2 into the above equation, the left side of the above
equation is zero and the right side is not zero, this is impossible. Thus N(r, %) = S(r, f).

From (4], we have
1 e—2d af/f”

7= Cp
From the first fundamental theorem, the above equation and [I7, Theorem 1.22], we get
1 1
2T('f‘, f) = T(Tv f2) = m(rvﬁ)—i_N(ruF)—i_O(l)

e—2d aflf”

< m(Tv c ( f2 _b)) +S(T7 f)

/ f‘//
g m(Tveizd) —|—m(r,7) —I—m(r,?)—FS(r, f)

< O(F) +5(r, f),
where k = deg(d). Thus, p(f) < k. Then p(f) = k. Since f is of finite order, then

N(r, %) = O(logr). This shows that f has only finitely many zeros, then f(z) = Py(2)e®*),

Ps(2) is a polynomial and w(z) is a polynomial of degree k. Substituting f(z) = Ps(2)e®*)
into equation ([4)), we get

[(aP} + aPsw')(Py + 2Pjw’ + Psw” + Py(w')?) — bP#e?” = ce??.

There’s only one constant difference between w(z) and d(z). Therefore, we could just write
f(2) = P(2)e??) where P(z) is a polynomial such that

(aP’ + aPd)[P" +2P'd + Pd" + P(d')*] — bP? =,

where ¢ is a non-constant polynomial. This is the conclusion (i;) of Theorem [[.21

Next, if ¢ is a non-zero constant, then we have
aP'P" 4 2a(P")?d' + aPP'd" + 3aPP'(d')* + aPP"d + P*(ad'd’ + a(d')®> —b) = c. (4.13)

Subcase 1.1. deg(d) = 1, set d(z) = Az + c3, where A # 0 and c3 are constants. Then

I3) turns into
aP'P" +2)\a(P')? + 3a\*PP’ + \aPP" + P*(\a —b) =c. (4.14)
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Subcase 1.1.1. Both a and b are constants. If P is a non-constant polynomial, then
the highest degree term of equation ([@I4)) is P?(A\3a — b), and the right side of {@I4) is a
constant, which is a contradiction. Then Ma—b =0, a = %, put it into equation ([@I4) we
have

%P’P” + i—’;my + %bPP’ + %PP” =c

As can be seen from the above equation, the degree of 37bPP’ is higher than other terms,
which is a contradiction, then 3TI’PP’ is a constant, which means that b, P are constants.
This contradicts with the assumption that P is a polynomial. Thus P is a non-zero constant.
Then from ([@I4), we have P?(A\3a — b) = ¢, where A®a — b is a non-zero constant. Then
the solution f is of form f(z) = c;e??, where ¢; = Pe®, and ¢?(\3a — b) = ce?** by
P2(\3a — b) = c. This is the conclusion (ii;) of Theorem

Subcase 1.1.2. There exists at least one of a and b is not constant. If P is a non-constant
polynomial, we claim that deg(a) = deg(b), otherwise, without loss of generality, assume
deg(a) > deg(b), then the highest degree term of equation {@L.I4) is P?(A\3a — b), and the
right side of ([@I4) is a constant, which is a contradiction. Thus deg(a) = deg(b). If P is
a non-zero constant, we claim that deg(a) = deg(b), otherwise, without loss of generality,
assume deg(a) > deg(b), then from ([I4), we have P?(A\3a — b) = ¢, this is a contradiction.
Thus deg(a) = deg(b). Then the solution f is of form f(z) = Pe?®), where P is a non-zero
constant or polynomial. This is the conclusion (iz2;) of Theorem

Subcase 1.2. deg(d) > 2.

Subcase 1.2.1. ad'd” + a(d')® — b= 0.

If P is a non-zero constant, then from (£I3]), we get ¢ = 0, which is a contradiction.
Thus P is a non-constant polynomial. Then 3aPP’(d’)? has higher degree than the other
terms, and the right side of ([{I3)) is a constant, which is a contradiction. Thus the case for
ad'd” + a(d")® — b = 0 does not exist.

Subcase 1.2.2. ad'd” + a(d')® — b = Mj, where M; is a non-zero constant.

We claim P is a non-zero constant, otherwise, from ([@I3)), 3aPP’(d’)? has higher degree
than the other terms, and the right side of (£I3) is a constant, which is a contradiction.
Thus P is constant. From (@I2), we have P2M; = c. Then the solution f is of form
f(2) = Pe®), This is the conclusion (igz) — 1) of Theorem L2

Subcase 1.2.3. ad'd” + a(d')? — b = My, where M, is a polynomial with deg(Ms) > 1.
Then ([EI3]) becomes

aP'P" +2a(P')*d + aPP'd" + 3aPP'(d')? 4+ aPP"d + P>M, = c. (4.15)

We claim that P is non-constant polynomial, otherwise from {I5) we get P2M, = c, this
is impossible. Observing [@IH), we claim that deg(P?M;) = deg(3aPP’(d')?), otherwise,
without loss of generality, suppose deg(P?Ms) > deg(3aPP’'(d')?), from (EIH) we get a
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contradiction. Thus deg(P?M,) = deg(3aPP'(d')?), i.e. deg(Ms) = deg(a) + 2deg(d) — 3.
This is the conclusion (iz2) — 2) of Theorem [[.21

Case 2. u=v=0.

We claim that P, # 0, otherwise from v = 0, we get 3acsPyP; = 0, then we obtain
Py =0, and then ([@3]) becomes Pyf = 0, which is a contradiction. Thus P; # 0. Rewriting
P, P as

Py = Ao+ Ay,

where Ag = 12acs Z 0, A1 = (d’cs+ac’s—hs—acs’)(a’cs+asc’ +5acs’+2hs) —3acs(a” cs+

2d/c's + asc” — acs” — 2h’'s) is a polynomial,
Py = BoC + Bi¢' + B,
where By = —ac’'s — asc’ — bacs’ — 2hs, B1 = 3acs, By is a polynomial. By v = 0, we have
—2besPi + [~3acsPy — (a'cs + ac's — hs — acs')Py)| Py + 3acsPy(Py 4+ P) = 0.  (4.16)
One can simplify ([@TI6]) into new form, that is
X1 P} 4+ XoPy + X3(Py + P1) =0, (4.17)

where X7 = —2bcs, Xo = —3acsPj— (a'cs +acd’s — hs — acs’) Py, X3 = 3acsPy. Substituting
P, and P into [@I7), we have

X1A3<2 + (2A0A1X1 + X2AO + X3A6 =+ XgBo)C
+X3(Ag + B1)¢ + (X147 + XoA; + X347 + X3B,) = 0. (4.18)

We claim ( is a rational function. Otherwise, suppose ( is a transcendental meromorphic
function. Since X;A3 # 0, using Clunie Lemma [7, Lemma 3.3] to (&IJ), then m(r,¢) =
S(r,¢). Noting that N(r,¢) = O(logr), then T'(r,{) = O(logr)+S(r, ), which is impossible.

If s and a are both non-zero constants, then by comparing the degree of both sides of
the equation s = b’c — b’ — 2bed’, then 2bcd’ must be constant. Hence, a, b, ¢, d’ and s are
non-zero constants, then we can get Ao, 41, B;, X;, (i = 1,2, 3) are constants.

Now we claim ¢ has no poles. Otherwise, suppose zg is a pole of { with multiplicity
n. Substituting zo into ([@IS), we see that n = 1, i.e. zp is a simple pole. Therefore
¢ = szD + O(1), as z — 2o, where [ is a nonzero constant. Substituting ¢ = ZfZO +0(1)

into u = 3acsAgB1(¢" — 3acsB1 (Ao + B1)((")? + P(2,¢) = 0, where P(z,() is a differential
polynomial of ¢ and the weight of P(z,() is less than or equal to 3. Then we must have

3Ay — By = 33acs = 0, which is a contradiction. Thus ¢ has no poles, which means ( is a

polynomial. By comparing the degree of both sides of (@8], we see ( is a constant. Then

(#3) becomes
P F
f”""?;f/—i_ifzo’ (419)
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where Py, Py, P> are non-zero constants. Then the characteristic equation of [{@I9) is
P B
4+ —=t+— =0,
P P
where t; and to are two characteristic roots. Since Py # 0, then ¢; and ¢y are non-zero

constants.
Subcase 2.1. t; # t2. Then

f(2) = c1e"® + cqel??, (4.20)

where ¢; and ¢y are constants. Next we will discuss the case of whether c¢1, cs is zero.

Subcase 2.1.1. ¢ico = 0. Without loss of generality, assume that ¢; = 0. Since d' is a
non-zero constant, then assume d = Az+cs, where A(# 0) and c¢3 are constants. Substituting
f(2) = c1e? and d = Az + c3 into equation (L) to get

A(atd — b)e?h® = ce?e?7

which implies that A = t1, and ¢3(aX3 — b) = ce?**. Then the solution f is of form f(z) =
c1e™?. This is the conclusion (ii;) of Theorem 2
Subcase 2.1.2. cjcy # 0. Substituting (£20) and d = Az + ¢3 into equation (I4]), we

have
A (at?—b)e?* 42 (at3—b)e?2* 4 (ac catrt3+aci cot 3y —2bey cp)e 1 T12)7 = 203227 (4.21)

Applying [I7, Theorem 1.51] to equation (Z2I)), then A = t1 or A = t5 or A = Lttz,
If A = t;, then [@2]]) can be written as

[c2(at? —b) — ce®2]e1% + c3(ats — b)e** + (acicat1t3 + acicatity — 2beyey)elt 127 = 0
By applying [I7, Theorem 1.51] to the above equation, we have
c%(at? —b) —ce?r = c%(atg —b) = aclcgtltg + aclcgtftg — 2bcieg =0,

which gives aty = b, and cicata(2ts + t1)(t1 — t2) = 0. Since t; # t2, then we have \ =
t; = —2t5. Combining this with the equation [@20), we have f(z) = c1e* + cze™ 2% and
2c2aA3 = ce?s. This is the conclusion (iiz) of Theorem

If A = to, using the same method as A\ = t1, we get A = t5 = —2¢;. Then from (@20,
we have f(z) = ce” 2% + cpe** and 9c3aX® = ce?s. This is the conclusion (iiz) of Theorem
L2l

If A = 8t then (€21)) becomes

A(ati — b)e** + 3 (at3 — b)e?2* + (acicatit3 + acicat?ty — 2beycy — ce?e3)eltiTt2)z — ),
By applying [I7, Theorem 1.51] to the above equation, we have

i (at} — b) = c3(ath — b) = acicotq13 + acicatity — 2bcicy — ce** = 0.
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Then we get t7 = 3 = 2 and cieoti(t2 — t1)(t2 + 2t1) = ce?*. From (@20), we have
f(2) = c1eM® + coet?®. This is the conclusion (ii3) of Theorem .2}
Subcase 2.2. t; = t5. Then

f(2) = (ca+cs2)e™?, (4.22)
where ¢y, c5 are constants. Substituting [@22)) into equation (L)), we obtain
[a(cs 4 caty + cst12)(2cs5ts + cat? + cs5t22) — b(c + 2c4c52 + c222)]e?1% = e M2,
which implies that A = ¢; and
a(cs + caty + cst12)(2cs5ty + cat] + cstiz) — b(ch + 2cac5z + c22%) = ce?s. (4.23)
By considering the coefficients at 22 and z, respectively, we have
ci(at] —b) =0,

and
3ac§t% + 2a0405t? — 2bcycs = 0.

If c5 # 0, then at? = b, and 3acit? = 0, which implies that ¢; = 0, this is a contradiction.
Thus ¢; = 0. Substituting ¢ = 0 into ([@23)), we obtain (a3 — b) = ce?®s. Then the
solution f is of form f(z) = c4e**. This is the conclusion (ii;) of Theorem

If there exists at least one of s and a is a non-constant polynomial, then by [8, Remark
1 of Theorem 4.1], the entire solution of the equation (@3] is of finite order. Thus A(f) <
p(f) < oco. This is the conclusion (i) of Theorem L2

The proof of Theorem is now completed. O
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