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VALUE DISTRIBUTION AND UNIQUENESS FOR
Q-DIFFERENCE OF MEROMORPHIC FUNCTIONS SHARING
TWO SETS

GOUTAM HALDAR

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate the value distribution for linear g-
difference polynomials of transcendental meromorphic functions of zero order
which improves the results of Xu, Liu and Cao ([26]). We also investigate the
uniqueness of zero order meromorphic function with its g-difference operator
sharing two sets with finite weight. Some examples have been exhibited which
are relevant to the content of the paper.

1. Introduction

Let f and g be two non-constant meromorphic functions defined in the open
complex plane C. If for some a € CU {oo}, the zero of f —a and g — a have the
same locations as well as same multiplicities, we say that f and g share the value a
CM (counting multiplicities). If we do not consider the multiplicities, then f and
g are said to share the value a IM (ignoring multiplicities). We adopt the standard
notations of the Nevanlinna theory of meromorphic functions explained in ([I0]).

A meromorphic function a is said to be a small function of f provided that
T(r,a) = S(r, f). ie, T(r,a) = o(T(r,f)) as r — oo, outside of a possible
exceptional set of finite linear measure.

For a set S C C, we define

E;(S) = [ J{=1f(z) = al2)},

a€s

where each zero is counted according to its multiplicity and

Es(S) = U {z|f(2) = a(2)}, where each zero is counted only once.
acsS

If E¢(S) = E4(S), we say that f, g share the set S CM and if E(S) = E4(S),
we say f, g share the set S IM.

In 2001, Lahiri ([11]) introduced a gradation of sharing of values or sets which
is known as weighted sharing. Below we are recalling the notion.

Definition 1.1. ([I1]) Let k be a non-negative integer or infinity. For a € CU{o0}
we denote by Ey(a, f) the set of all a-points of f, where an a point of multiplicity
m is counted m times if m < k and k + 1 times if m > k. If Ex(a, f) = Ex(a,g),
we say that f, g share the value a with weight k.
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We write f, g share (a,k) to mean that f, g share the value a with weight k.
Clearly if f, g share (a, k) then f, g share (a,p) for any integer p, 0 < p < k. Also
we note that f, g share a value a IM or CM if and only if f, g share (a,0) or (a, c0)
respectively.

Definition 1.2. [I4]Let p be a positive integer and a € CU {oo}.

(i) N(r,a;f |> p) (N(r,a; f |> p))denotes the counting function (reduced
counting function) of those a-points of f whose multiplicities are not less
than p.

(i) N(r,a;f |< p) (N(r,a;f |< p))denotes the counting function (reduced
counting function) of those a-points of f whose multiplicities are not greater
than p.

Definition 1.3. [1I] Let f and g be two non-constant meromorphic functions such
that f and g share the value a IM. Let zy be a a-point of f with multiplicity p, a
a-point of g with multiplicity q. We denote by N1 (r,a; f) the counting function of
those a-points of f and g where p > q, by Né) (r,a; f) the counting function of those

a-points of f and g where p = q =1 and by NS(T,Q; f) the counting function of
those a-points of f and g where p = q > 2, each point in these counting functions is

counted only once. Similarly, one can define N1 (r,a;g), N}E) (rya;g), Ng(r, a; g).

Definition 1.4. [I1}[12] Let f, g share a value a IM. We denote by N.(r,a; f,g)
the reduced counting function of those a-points of f whose multiplicities differ
from the multiplicities of the corresponding a-points of g. Clearly N.(r,a; f,g) =
N*(Tva;gaf) andN*(r,a;f,g) :NL(Taa;f) +NL(Taa;g)'

Recently, many of authors have shown their interest in studying difference equa-
tions, the difference product and the g-difference analogues the value distribution
theory in the complex plane C. A number of remarkable research works (see [5],
[6l, [7, [8, 91, [16], [17], [18], [19], [22], [25], [31]) have focused on the uniqueness
of difference analogues of Nevanlinna theory. In 2006, Halburd and Korhonen ([7])
established a difference analogue of the Logarithmic Derivative Lemma, and then
applying it, a lot of results on meromorphic solutions of complex difference equa-
tions has been proved. After that Barnett, Halburd, Korhonen and Morgan ([4])
also established a g-difference analogue of the Logarithmic Derivative Lemma.

Let us first recall the notion of the g-shift and g-difference operator of a mero-
morphic function f.

Definition 1.5. For a meromorphic function f and ¢, q(# 0) € C, let us now denote
its g-shift Eq . f and g-difference operators Ay . f respectively by Eq . f(z) = f(gz+c)
and Ao f(z) = flaz+¢) = f(z), AF f(2) = AE (Ao f(2)), for allk € N—{1}.

We now proceed to define linear g-shift and g-difference operators, denoted re-
spectively by Li(f, Eq) and Li(f, A) of a meromorphic function f in a more com-

pact and convenient way in the following, which is one of the motivation of writing
the paper.

Definition 1.6. Let us define
Li(f,Ey) = apf(qrz + ck) + ap—1f(qr—12 + ch—1) + ... + aof(qz + co) (1.1)
and
Li(f,A) = arDgy e f(2) + ar—18g, 1 e 1 [(2) + ..o+ a0l 00 f(2), (1.2)
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where ag, ai, ..., ak; o, q1,- - -, qk; CosC1, - - -, Ck are complex constants. From (I.2),
one can easily observe that

k
Li(f,8) = Li(f, Eg) = Y a; f(2).
j=0

If we choose ¢; = ¢/, ¢; = c and a; = (—1)k~J (];) for 0 < j <k, then Li(f,A)
reduces A¥ f(z).

Let P(2) = apz™ + an_12""' + ... + ap be a nonzero polynomial of degree
n, where a,(# 0),an—1,...,a0 are complex constants and m be the number of
distinct zeros of P(z). From now on, unless otherwise stated, for a # 0, we denote,
by S1 = {a,aw,aw?,... aw" '}, where n € N, w is a n-th roots of unity and
Sy = {00} throughout the paper.

Zhang and Korhonen ([32]) studied the value distribution of g-difference poly-
nomials of meromorphic functions and obtained the following result.

Theorem A. [32] Let f be a transcendental meromorphic (resp. entire) function
of zero order and q non-zero complex constant. Then for n > 6 (resp. n > 2),
f(2)"f(gz) assumes every non-zero value a € C infinitely often.

Recently, Liu and Qi [21] firstly investigated value distributions for a g-shift of
the meromorphic function and obtained the following result.

Theorem B. [21] Let f be a zero-order transcendental meromorphic function,
n > 6;q€ C—{0},n € C and R(z) a rational function. Then f(2)" f(qz+n)—R(2)
has infinitely many zeros.

In 2015, Xu, Liu and Cao [26] started investigation about the zeros of P(f)f(qz+
n) = a(z)and P(f)[f(qz +n) — f(2)] = a(z), where a(z) is a small function of f
and obtained the following two results.

Theorem C. [26] Let f be a zero-order transcendental meromorphic (resp. entire)
function, q(#£ 0),n are complex constants. Then for n > m + 4 (resp. n > m),
P(f)f(gz+n) = a(2) has infinitely many solutions, where a(z) is a non-zero small
functions in f.

Theorem D. [26] Let f be a zero-order transcendental meromorphic (resp. entire)
function, q(# 0),n are complex constants. Then for n >m+6 (resp. n > m+2),
P(f){f(gz+n) — f(2)} = a(z) has infinitely many solutions, where a(z) is a non-
zero small functions in f.

Regarding uniqueness, in 2011, Qi, Liu and Yang [24] obtained the following
result.

Theorem E. [24] Let f be a zero-order meromorphic function, and g € C — {0},
n >4 be an integer, and let F' = f™. If F(z) and F(qz) share a € C — {0} and oo
CM, then f(z) =tf(qz) for a constant t that satisfies t"™ = 1.

Question 1.1. What would happen if we replace P(f)f(qz + ¢) in Theorem C by
more general g-shift difference polynomial P(f)Li(f, Ex) and P(f){f(qz+c)—f(2)}
in Theorem D by P(f)Li(f,A)?

Question 1.2. what would happen if we replace F = f™ in the above theorem by
more general polynomial P(f), where P(z) is defined above?
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In this paper, we try to find out the possible answer to the above questions, and
also investigated the uniqueness of a zero-order meromorphic function f and its
linear g-difference operator sharing sets S; and So with finite weights. The next
section includes our main results.

2. Main Results

Theorem 2.1. Let f be a transcendental meromorphic of zero order (resp. entire)
function, and a(z) be a non-zero small function of f(z). Then for n >m + 3k +4
(resp. n>m+k), P(f)Li(f, Eq) — a(z) has infinitely many zeros.

Theorem 2.2. Let f be a zero-order transcendental meromorphic (resp. entire)
function, and a(z) be a non-zero small function of f(z). Then for n > m + 5k + 6
(resp. n>m+2k+2), P(f)Li(f,A) — a(z) has infinitely many zeros.

Theorem 2.3. Let f be a meromorphic function of zero-order, ¢ € C—{0}, M(z) =
P(f(z)). If M(2) and M (qz) share a non-zero complex constant a and co CM, then
P(f(2)) = P(f(q2))-

Theorem 2.4. Let n,k € N, and f be a non-constant zero order meromorphic
function such that Ey(S1,1) = Er,(y,a,)(S1,1) and Ef(S2,0) = EL, (5.a,)(S2,0).
If n > 7, then there exists a constant t € C such that Li(f, Ag) = tf, where t" =1
and t # —1.

Theorem 2.5. Let n,k € N, and f be a non-constant zero order meromorphic
function such that E¢(S1,2) = Er,(s,a,)(51,2) and Ef(S2,0) = EL, (5,a,)(S2,0).
If n > 6, then there exists a constant t € C such that Li(f, Ag) = tf, where t" =1
and t # —1.

Remark 2.1. Clearly, Theorem [21] and Theorem are the improvements of
Theorem C' and Theorem D, respectively.

Remark 2.2. The zero order growth restriction in Theorem[2.2 can not be extended
to finite order. This can be observed by taking P(z) = 2", f(z) = €*, ¢ =0 and
qg=—n. Then P(f(2))[f(gz) — f(2)] — 1 have no zeros.

Remark 2.3. Obviously, TheoremlZ.3 is an improvement of Theorem E.

Remark 2.4. If we closely observe the statement of Theorem E, the we see that
if a zero order meromorphic function f(z) and its g-shift operator f(qz) share the
sets S1 and S2 CM, then f(z) =tf(qz) for a constant t such that t" =

The following examples show that Theorem 2.4 and hold formn =7 and n =6
respectively, for both entire and meromorphic functions.
Example 2.1. For a positive integer m, let f(z) = 2™, Li(f,A) = f(qz) — f(2),
where g = (1 +w)m, w” =1 (w® = 1 for Theorem[ZH). Then one can easily verify
that f(z) and Li(f,A) share the sets S1 and Sz and Li(f,A) = wf(z) such that
w# -1, w" =1 (w® =1 for Theorem1.5).

1
Example 2.2. For a positive integer m, let f(z) = —, Li(f,A) = f(qz) — f(2),
Zm
1
-
(I+w)™

that f(z) and Lk(f, A) share the sets S1 and Sz and Li(f,A) = wf(z) such that
w# -1, w" =1 (w® =1 for Theorem1.5).

where q = ,w' =1 (w® =1 for Theorem[Z7). Then one can easily verify
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3. Some Lemmas

We now prove several lemmas which will play key roles in proving the main
results of the paper. Let F and G be two non-constant meromorphic functions

defined by
F= (f(z)>n and G = (M>n (3.1)

a a

Henceforth we shall denote by H and V in the following.

F/// 2OF! el 20!
H = — — — 2
(- #5) - (5 -2%). o
F’ G’
V= F(F-1) GG-1) (3:3)
Lemma 3.1. [21] Let f be a zero-order meromorphic function, and q(# 0), ¢ € C.
Then

m (R 22D — st

Lemma 3.2. [26] Let f(2) be a transcendental meromorphic function of zero order
and q,c two non-zero complex constants. Then

T(r, f(gz+¢)) =T(r, )+ 5(r, f),

N(r,00; f(gz +¢)) = N(r, f(2)) + 5(r, f),
N(r,0; f(gz+¢)) = N(r, f(2)) + 5(r, f),
N(r,00; fgz +¢)) = N(r, f(2)) + S(r, f),
N(r,0; f(az +¢)) = N(r, f(2)) + S(r, f)

on a set of logarithmic density 1.

1
Lemma 3.3. [15] If N (r, 7 | f # O) denotes the counting function of those

zeros of %) which are not the zeros of f, where a zero of f%) is counted according
to its multiplicity then

N (r,O;f(k) | f# o) < kN(r, 00, f) + N (r,0; f |< k) + kN (r,0f |> k) + S(r, f).

Lemma 3.4. [23] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function and let
R(f) = 20—
2. bifI
3=0

be an irreducible rational function in f with constant coefficients {a;} and {b;}

where ap,, # 0 and by, # 0. Then
T(r,R(f)) =dT(r,f)+S(r, f),

where d = max{n, m}.
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Lemma 3.5. Let F' and G be given by (31) satisfying Er(l,m) = Eg(1,m),
0<m < oo with H#O0, then

N (r,1;F) < N(r, H) + S(r, F) + S(r,G).
Similar inequality holds for G also.

Proof. Let zy be a simple 1-point of F. Then by a simple calculation, it can
be shown that zp is a zero of H. Since m(r,H) = S(r,F) + S(r,G), by First
fundamental Theorem of Nevalinna, we obtain

NP (r,1;F) <N <r, %) <T(r,H)< N(r,H)+S(r,F)+ S(r,G).
0

Lemma 3.6. Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function of zero order, then
S(r, Le(f, A)) can be replaced by S(r, f).

Proof. In view of Lemma 3.2 we get
k
T(r,Li(f, A Z r, f(q;2)) +T(r, f(2))+ S(r, f) < (k+2)T(r, )+ S(r, f).
3=0

Hence, the lemma, follows. O

Lemma 3.7. Let F and G, being defined in (31) share (1,m), 1 < m < oo and
(00,0). Then
— 1 — — 2 —
+S(r, f).

Proof. In view of Lemma [3.3] and [3.6, we get
N*(TvlaFaG) NL(TvlaF)+NL(T517G)
N(rLE|>m+2)+ NG |>m+2)

! {N(T,O;F’ | F #0)+ N(r,0,G" | G;«éo)}

IN

IN

IN

{N(T, 0; F) + N(r,0;G) + 2N (r, 00; F)} + S(r, f)

IN

{N(r 0: £(2)) + N 05 Lu(£, A) } + == (01 (2)

d

Lemma 3.8. Let F, G be given by B1) and V £ 0. If F, G share (1,m), and f,
Li(f,A) share (00, k), where 0 < m,k < oo, then the poles of F and G are zeros
of V. and
(nk+n—1)N(r,o0; f |> k+1)
< N(r,0; f(2)) + N(r,0; Li(f, A)) + Noo(r, 1, F,G) + S(r, f).
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Proof. Since f(z), Li(f, A) share (o005 k), it follows that F, G share (oo;nk) and
so a pole of F with multiplicity p(> nk + 1) is a pole of G with multiplicity
r(> nk + 1) and vice versa. We note that F' and G have no pole of multiplicity ¢
where nk < ¢ < nk 4+ n. Now using the Milloux theorem [[I0], p. 55] and Lemma
B8 we get from the definition of V', m(r, V) = S(r, f(z)). Therefore,

(nk+n—1)N(r,oo; f|>k+1) < N(r,0; V)< T(r,V)+ O(1)
N(r,o0; V) +m(r,V) 4+ O(1)

N(r,0;F) + N(r,0;G) + N.(r,1; F,G) + S(r, f(2)) + S(r, L(z, f))
N(r,0; f) + N(r,0; Ly (f, A)) + Ni(r,1; F,G) + S(r, f).

VANVANVAN

Lemma 3.9. [27,B1] If F and G share (00,0) and V =0, then F = G.

Lemma 3.10. [28] Let H =0 and F, G share (00,0), then F' and G share (1,00),
(00, 00).

Lemma 3.11. [3] Let F, G be two non-constant meromorphic functions sharing
(1,m), where 1 <m < co. Then

N(r,1;F)+N(r,1;G) — Ng)(r, L, F)+ <t - %) N.(r,1;F,G)
< %[N(T,l;F)—FN(T,l;G)].
Lemma 3.12. [I3] Suppose F, G share (1,0), (00,0). If H £ 0, then,
N(r,H) < N(r,0;F|>2)+ N(r,0;G |>2)+ N.(r,1; F,G) + N.(r,00; F, G)
+No(r,0; F') + No(r,0;G') + S(r, F) + S(r,G),

where No(r,0; F') is the reduced counting function of those zeros of F' which are
not the zeros of F(F — 1) and No(r,0;G") is similarly defined.

Lemma 3.13. Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function funtion of zero
order and Li(f, Eq) be a linear g-shift polynomial defined in (L)) and P(z) be
defined as in the introduction. Then we have

m—k=0T(r, )+ S0 f) <T@, P(f)Lr(f, Ey)) < (n+k+1)T(r,f)+ S(r, f.)
If f is a transcendental entire function of zero order, then

T(r, P(f))Li(f, Eq) = (n+ )T (r, f) + S(r, f).

Proof. We set a function F' := P(f)Ly(f, Eq), now if f is an entire function of finite
order, then

T(r,F) = m(r, F) <m(r, P(f)Li(f, Eq)) + S(r, f)

<l PO+ (LB () < T PO + 5000130
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On the other hand, using Lemma [3.4] we have

(n+1)T(r, ) =T(r, P(f)f) + S, f) <m(r, P(f)f) + S(r, f)
m(r, F) +m (r, @) + S(r, f)
_
’ Lk(fa Eq)
It follows from (3.4) and (3.4)),
T(r,F)=(n+1T(rf)+ S f).
If f is a meromorphic function of zero order, then
T(Ta F) = T(Tv P(f)Lk(fa EQ)) < T(Tv P(f)) + T(Ta Lk(fv Eq)) + S(Tv f)
< (n4+k+1)T(r f)+S(r f). (3.6)

IN

IN

m(r, F) +m (T ) +S(r, f) <T(r,F)+S(r, f). (3.5)

Also we see that,

(n+1)T(r, )+ S(r, f)

T(r,P(f)f)+5(r.f)

< mlr P()f) + N PUF)) + S f)
f f

s m (’"’me, Eq>> N (’"’me, Eq>> 5 1)

< T(rF)+ (k+ 270 f) + S f). (3.7)

Equations B3.3) and 1) yield
m—k-=1)TrH+Sr ) <TrF)<(n+k+1)T(r,f)+ S, ).
O
Lemma 3.14. Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function funtion of zero

order and Li(f,Ay) be a linear g-difference polynomial defined in (I2)) and P(z)
be defined as in the introduction. Then we have

T(r, P(f)Li(f, Eq)) = (n =k = 1)T(r, f) + S(r, f).
If fis a transcendental entire function of zero order, we have
T(r, P(f)Li(f,8)) = nT(r, f) + 5(r, f).

Proof. In a similar manner as done in Lemma [3.13] we can prove it. So, we omit
the details. (]

4. Proofs of the theorems

Proof of Theorem[21l. Case 1. Suppose f be a transcendental meromorphic of
zero order function. Let P(f)Ly(f, E,;) — a(z) has only finitely many zeros.
By the Second fundamental Theorem of Nevalinna, and Lemmas B.13] B2 we
obtain
T(Tvp(f)Lk(fa Eq)) S N(T,OO,P(f)Lk(f, Eq)) +N(T507P(f)Lk(f7 Eq))
+N(r,0; P(f)Li(f, Eq) — a(2)) + S(r, )
< (k+2)N(r,00; f(2)) + (m+k + )T (r, f(2)) + S(r, f).

ie.,

(n_m_3k_4)T(T7f)§S(Taf)v
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which is a contradiction since n > m + 3k + 4.
Case 2. Let f(z) is a transcendental entire function. Then using the similar
arguments as done in Case 1, we get

(n_m_k)T(Taf) < S(Taf)v
which contradicts n > m + k. Hence, the theorem is proved. ([

Proof of Theorem[23. Using Lemma [B.14] and B2] the proof of this theorem can
be done in the line of proof of the Theorem 21l So we the details. O

M
Proof of Theorem[Z3 Let G.(z) = ﬁ, then we know G.(z) and G.(qz) share
a

1 and co CM. Since the order of f is zero, it follows that

Gi(z) —
& = h, where h is a non-zero constant.
G.(gz) —1
Rewriting the above equation, we obtain
1 G.(g2)
G. ——1= . 4.1
() + 7 : (11)

Suppose h # 1. Keeping in view of 3.4 and [£]] the Second Fundamental theorem
of Nevalinna yields

nT(r, f(2))

T(r,G.(2)) < N(r,00;G) + N(r,0;G,) + N(r,1 — l;G*) +S(r, f)

+

h

N (r,00; f(2)) + N(r,0; P(f)) + N(r,0; Gi(g2)) + S(r, f)
2m+ DT (r, f)+ S(r, f),

which contradicts n > 2m + 1. Hence h = 1, which implies that G.(z) = G.(gz),
ie, P(f(z)) =tP(f(qz)) for a constant t satisfying ¢ = 1. O

VANVAN

Proof of Theorem[2.J) Let F' and G be two functions defined in (B.I)).
Since Ef(S1,1) = Ep,(£,a)(S1,1) and E¢(S2,0) = Ef,(5,a)(52,0), it follows
that F, G share (1,1) and (00, 0).
We now consider the following two cases.
Case 1: Suppose H # 0. Then F # G. So, by Lemma [3.9] it follows that V' # 0.
By the Second Fundamental Theorem of Nevalinna, we have
T(r,F)+T(r,G)
< N(r,1;F)+ N(r,0; F) + N(r,00; F) + N(r,1;G) + N(r,0; G) + N(r, 00; G)
—No(r,0; F') — No(r,0;G') + S(r, F) + S(r, G). (4.2)
Applying Lemmas [3.5], B.11] and to the [£2] we obtain,

g(T(r, F)+T(r, G))

< Na(r,0; F) 4+ Na(r,0; G) + 3N (r, 00; F) — (m — g) N.(r,1;F,G)
+S(r, F)+ S(r,G)
< 2N(r,0; F) + N(r,0;G)} + 3N (r, 00; F) — (m - g) N.(r1.F,G)

+S(r, F) + S(r,G).
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Using Lemma B with m = 1 and Lemma [3.G] the above inequality becomes
9 /— — T—
g(T(r,F) +T(T,G)) < Z(N(T,O;F) +N(T,O;G)) + §N(r,oo;F) + S(r, f).

Again applying Lemmas 3.4 3.6 3.7 and B8 with m = 1, k = 0, the above equation
turns into
(5~ q0tg — §) TN+ TR L A) < 50.5)
2 An-2) 4 ’ IR 2N = T
which contradicts n > 7.
Case 2: Suppose H = 0. After integration we get,
aG+p
T AG+6]
where «, 3,7, d are complex constants satisfying ad — v # 0.
As F', G share (00, 0), by Lemma [3.10 it follows that f(z), Li(f, A) share (1, 00)

and (o0, 00).
—(af —
Subcase 2.1: Let ay #0. Then F — @ M #0
Y(VG +9)
Therefore, by the Second Fundamental Theorem of Nevallina, we get

nT(r,f) < N(T,O;F)‘FN(T,OO;F)+N(T,%;F>+S(T,F>
< 2T(r, f)+ S(r, f)

(4.3)

which is a contradiction since n > 7.

Subcase 2.2: Suppose that ay = 0. Since ad — By # 0, both o and ~ are not
zero simultaneously.

Subcase 2.2.1: Suppose a # 0 and v = 0. Then ([£3) becomes F = AG + B,
where A = % and B = g

Subcase 2.2.1.1: Let F' has no l-point. Then by the Second Fundamental
Theorem, we get

T(r, F) < N(r,0; F) + N(r, 1; F) + N(r, 00 F) + S(r, F)

or

(n - 2)T(T7f) < S(Tuf)u
which is a contradiction.
Subcase 2.2.1.2: Let F' has some 1-point. Then A+ B = 1.
Subcase 2.2.1.2.1: Suppose A # 1. Then F = AG+1— A.
Therefore, by the Second Fundamental Theorem, we get
T(r,F) < N(r,0;F)+N(r,00; F)+ N(r,1 —; F)+ S(r, F)
< N(r,0;F)+ N(r,00; F) + N(r,0; G) + +S(r, F)
< 3T(r, f)+S(r f).
i.€.
(n - 3)T(T7f) < S(Tuf)u
which is again a contradiction since n > 7.
Subcase 2.2.1.2.2: Suppose A = 1. Then F' = G. Thus we have Ly(f,A) =
tf(z), where t" =1 and t # —1
Subcase 2.2.2: Suppose o = 0 and v # 0.
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Then (@3] becomes
1 ~ 1)
- h C=-=, D=-.
T D where 5 3
Subcase 2.2.2.1: Let F has no 1-point. Then applying the second fundamental
theorem to F', we have
nT(r,f) < N(r,o0;F)+N(r,0;F) + N(r,1; F) + §(r, F)

27 (r, )+ S(r, f),

F=

IN

which is a contradiction.
Subcase 2.2.2.2: Suppose that F' has some 1-point. Then C' + D = 1.
Subcase 2.2.2.2.1: Suppose C = 1. Then D = 0 and thus FG = 1. i.e.,
f(2)Le(f,A) = ta?, where t" = 1. Since F and G share (oo,00), so we have

N (T, %) = N(r,0; f) and so in view of Lemma B.I] and 3.8, we have
a2
2T(r, /Y + S(r, /) <T (r, tf—2> <T (r, %) + S(r, f)
< v (B s < N0+ 500 < T+ 0.,

which is a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem[Z:8. The proof of this theorem can be done in a similar manner
as done in Theorem 2.4] so we omit the details. O
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