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ON MEROMORPHIC SOLUTIONS OF CERTAIN FERMAT-TYPE
DIFFERENCE AND ANALOGUES EQUATIONS CONCERNING
OPEN PROBLEMS

RAJIB MANDAL, RAJU BISWAS AND SUDIP KUMAR GUIN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we have found that some certain Fermat-type shift and
difference equations have the meromorphic solutions generated by Riccati type func-
tions. Also we have solved the open problems posed by Liu and Yang (A note on
meromorphic solutions of Fermat types equations, An. Stiint. Univ. Al. I. Cuza
Lasi Mat. (N. S.), 62(2)(1), 317-325 (2016)). We have fortified the claims by some
examples.

1. INTRODUCTION, DEFINITIONS AND RESULTS

By a meromorphic (resp. entire) function, we shall always mean meromorphic (resp.
entire) function over the complex plane C. Nevanlinna value distribution theory of
meromorphic functions has been extensively applied to resolve growth (see e.g. [0,
8, [I7]) and solvability of meromorphic solutions of linear and nonlinear differential
equations (see e.g. [7, 9 15l 16]). Let f be a given meromorphic function on C. We
assume that the reader is familiar with the standard notations and results such as
proximity function m(r, f), counting function N(r, f), characteristic function T'(r, f),
the first and second main theorems, lemma on the logarithmic derivatives etc. of
Nevanlinna theory (see e.g. [6l 8, [17]). A meromorphic function « is said to be a
small function of f, if T'(r,«a) = S(r, f), where S(r, f) is used to denote any quantity
that satisfies S(r, f) = o(T'(r, f)) as r — oo, possibly outside of a set of r of finite
logarithmic measure. We denote by .(f) as the set of all small functions of f.

Let a € Z(f) N ¥ (g). For a meromorphic function f, if f —a and g — a have the
same zeros with the same multiplicities, then we say that f and g share a CM (counting
multiplicities) and if we do not consider the multiplicities, then we say that f and g
share a IM (ignoring multiplicities). We denote the order and the hyper order of a
meromorphic function f respectively by p(f) and pa(f) such that

+ +1oet
p(f) = lim sup M and p2(f) = lim sup log 10g T(T7 f) )

r—»00 logr r—so0 log r

Next, we recall the Hadamard’s factorization theorem: Let f(z) be meromorphic with
p(f) < +00. Let Py(z) and Py (2) be the canonical products formed with the zeros and
poles of f(z) in C\ {0} respectively. Let ¢,,z™ with ¢,,(# 0) be the first non-vanishing
term in the Laurent series of f(z) near 0. Then there exists a polynomial Q(z) with

deg(Q) < p(f) such that f(z) = zmeQ(z)%.
The next definitions are necessary for this paper.
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Definition A. Given a meromorphic function f(z), f(z+c¢) (resp. f(qz+c)) is called
a shift (resp. q-shift) of f, where ¢c,q € C\{0}. Also for given a meromorphic function
f(2), f(qz) is called a q-difference of f, where ¢ € C\ {0}.

Given three meromorphic functions f(z), g(z) and h(z), f™"(z) + ¢"(z) = h"(2) is
called a Fermat-type functional equation on C, where n € N. Actually the functional
equation is due to the assertion in Fermat’s Last Theorem in 1637 for the solutions of
the Diophantine equation x" + y™ = 2™ over some function fields, where n € N.

Definition B. [ Page-150, 228, [11]] Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function.
Then functional equations of the forms
a1(z) + b1(2)f(2)

e+ 1)(resp. £(02)) = TR (1.1)

where a1(z),b1(2),c1(2),d1(z) € L (f) such that a1(2)d1(z) —b1(2)c1(z) # 0, are called
difference (resp. q-difference) Riccati equations.

In this paper, the equations similar to (1), i.e., like f(qz+¢) = %, we call
as Riccati type equations, where ¢,q(# 0) € C, a1(2),b1(2),c1(2),d1(z) € L(f) such
that ay(z)di(z) — b1(2)c1(z) # 0.

We now consider the Fermat-type functional equation
f"(z) +9¢"(2) =1, wheren € N. (1.2)
The result due to Iyer [2] is the gateway to find out the non-constant solutions of the
Fermat-type functional equation (L2).

We summarize the classical results on the solutions of the functional equation (I2)) in
the following:

Proposition A. (i)[4] The functional equation (I.2) with n = 2 has the non-constant
entire solutions f(z) = cos(n(z)) and g(z) = sin(n(z)), where n(z) is any entire func-
tion. No other solutions exist on C.

(11)[3, 4] For n > 3, there are no non-constant entire solutions of (1.2) on C.

Proposition B. (i)[4] The functional equation (I2) with n =2 has the non-constant
meromorphic solutions f =
function on C.

(i3)[1, B] The functional equation (1.2) with n = 3 has the non-constant meromorphic

and g = where w is an arbitrary meromorphic

1—|—w2 1—|—w2 ’

solutions f = 2p(h) <1 + pﬁ”) and g = ( ) ( — %), where 1 is a cubic root of

unity and ©(z) denotes the Weierstrass elliptic p-function with periods wi and wo is
defined as

p(z;w1,w2)=2i2+ > {( ! - ! },

v 2240 z + pwr + I/W2)2 (,uw1 + l/w2)2

which is even and satisfying, after appropriately choosing wi and wo, (¢')? = 4p> — 1.
(#3)[3, 4] For n > 4, there are no non-constant meromorphic solutions of (1.2) on C.

In case Proposition B(i), one may even obtain entire solutions of (L.2)), e.g., f = sin z,

g = cosz, w = tan 3. In view of the transformation w = tan (%), where h is an entire

2w 1—w?
1+w?

function, we see that in this case the functions f =
cos(h) are the only entire solutions.
We now focus on the non-constant solutions of the following functional equation

a(2)f"(2) +b(2)9™ (2) = 1, (1.3)

= sin(h) and g = 75 =
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where m, n € N, a(z) € Z(f) and b(z) € #(g). In 1970, Yang [14] investigated the
functional equation (3] as follows:

Theorem A. Let m, n € N be satisfying % + % < 1. Then there are no non-constant
entire functions f(z) and g(z2) satisfying (I1.3).

Clearly the inequality in Theorem A holds for either m > 2, n > 2or m > 2, n > 2.
So, it is natural that the case m = n = 2 can be treated when f(z) and g(z) have
some special relationship in (L3), i.e., when m = n = 2, the problem is still open.
This was the starting point of a new era about the solutions, mainly, entire solutions
of functional equations like (L3]).

Letn € N, a, by, by, - - -, by_1 be polynomials, and b, € C\{0}. Let L(f) = 3 b f*)
k=0

be a linear differential polynomial in f. In 2004, Yang and Li [16] obtained that the
solution of the Fermat-type equation

2+ (L) = a, (1.4)

must have the form f(z) = % (P(z)eR(z) + Q(z)e_R(z)), where P, Q and R are poly-
nomials with PQ = a.

Some meromorphic solutions of functional equation (L3]) are found in [I3], 1§].

Motivation: The investigation to find out the solutions of the functional equation
(L3) has gained a new dimension when g¢(z) is replaced by the difference function
f(z+ c¢) with finite order. The result due to Liu [10] (mainly Propositions 5.1 and 5.3)
is the gateway in this direction. Note that, there are many interesting contributions
about the existences and forms of entire solutions with finite order of the equations
similar to f2(2) + f2(z + ¢) = 1. In this direction, all the finite order entire solutions
are obtained by the use of Hadamard’s Factorization Theorem. But as far our knowl-
edge, no such method has been developed for finite order meromorphic solution. With
this motivation, in this paper, we are actually interested to find out the finite order
meromorphic solutions of three types of difference equations.
Next, we state the result on meromorphic solutions due to Liu et al. [12] of the differ-
ence functional equation

f2(2) + f2(z4¢) = 1, where c € C\ {0} (1.5)
and  f%(2) + f%(qz) = 1, where q(# 0,1) € C\ {0}. (1.6)
Proposition C. [I0] The meromorphic solutions of (I3) (resp. (I.6)) must satisfy

flz) = %(h(z) + h71(2)), where h(z) is a meromorphic function satisfying one of the
following two cases:

(a) h(z +¢) = —ih(2) (resp. h(qz) = —ih(2));
(b) h(z + c)h(z) =i (resp. h(gz)h(z) =1).

2. FIRST MAIN RESULT

In this paper, we consider the non-constant meromorphic functions with any order
satisfying the Fermat-type functional equations (LH), (I6) and

2(2) + f2(gz + ¢) = 1, where ¢(# 1),c € C\ {0} (2.1)

and show that the meromorphic solutions with any order of the equations can be
generated by Riccati type meromorphic functions. Actually, we obtain the following
result.
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Theorem 2.1. Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function satisfying the Fermat-

type functional equation (I.3) (resp. (I.6) and (2.1))). Then f(z) = 1%:)7(2'2()2), where w(z)
is a non-constant meromorphic function satisfying the Riccati type equations either
w(z+c)(resp. w(gz) and w(gz+c)) = %ﬁ; or w(z+c)(resp. w(qz) and w(qz+c)) =
1—w(z)
1+w(z) "

The key tools in the proof of the results are Propositions B and C.

2.1. Some examples of Theorem [2.T1 The following examples of Theorem 21
shows the importances of the results. Actually the results are the ways to construct
the meromorphic solutions of the non-linear difference equations of types (LH]), (L6

and (2.1)).

We now exhibit the following examples for the Fermat type difference equation (L3]).

Example 2.1. Let w(z) = Zﬁcot(e4“+z

)+
which is a Riccati type equation and f(z) = 5 <\/ —icot(e® + 2) +
meromorphic solution of f%(z) + f> (z 4 g) =1.

fcot(el 1 +2)+ 21 with ¢ = 5. Clearly then w(z+c) = 1158,

1 .
V—icot(e??i+2) ) 1a

Example 2.2. Let w(z) = % with ¢ = —2mi. Note that w(z) satisfies w(z +

c) = ﬁzgz; We see that the function f(z) = (ei(ez+ﬁ) J

solution of f2(z) + f? (¢ — 2mi) = 1.

+

7 i(ez+f

N[

)> s a meromorphic

For the Fermat type g¢-difference functional equation (L), the following examples
are necessary.

Example 2.3. Let w(z) = % with ¢ = —i. It satisfies the corresponding

-1
Riccati type equation. As a result, the function f(z) = % <(6Z8Z_1) + (e - )> s a

meromorphic solution of f2(z) + f*(—iz) = 1.

Example 2.4. Let w(z) = ZE;%;E:EEEZEZ:Z(&{J:\/? with ¢ = —1 be satisfying the

corresponding Riccati type equation. As a result, the meromorphic function f(z) =

L (Mliontangon) 4 om0 s g solution of f2(2) + f2(—2) = 1.

Now we construct some examples for the Fermat type ¢-shift functional equation
(Z1) in the following.

Example 2.5. Let w(z) = (a0 with ¢ = ~1 and ¢ = 2m. Note that

w(z) satisfies the corresponding Riccati type equation. As a result, the function f(z) =

% (\/igir;j_zl) + \/{t(t]:jil)) is a meromorphic solution of f2(z) + f?(—z +2m) = 1.

Example 2.6. Let w(z GZH

E g Thus the function f(z) = % (e™* + €*) is a meromorphic
z+ 5i+2nmi) = 1, where n € Z.

) = (=0 with ¢ = —1 and €° = i. It is easy to see that w(z)
satisfies w(qz + ¢) = T

(2
1—
T
solution of f2(z) + f2(—
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2.2. Proof of Theorem [2.7]

Proof. The following three cases are for equations (L3, (I.6]) and (21) respectively.
Case 1. We consider the Fermat type difference functional equation (I.5]). Note that,
f(2) #Z f(z+ c), otherwise, we get from (5] that f is constant. Let the meromorphic
solution of (5] be

10 =3 () + 75 ). (2.2

where h(z) is a non-constant meromorphic function. In view of Proposition B(i), we
have

_ () 1 it | i-w(

f2) = 1+w?(z) 2 <iw(2) +1 * iw(z) — 1> 29
_ 1w

and  f(z+c¢c)= T+ 2(2)’ (2.4)

where w(z) is a non-constant meromorphic function. From (2.2) and (Z3]), we set

h(z) = Z.er(f)(i)l. Next in view of Proposition C(i), we consider the following two cases.

Case 1.1. When h(z + ¢) = —ih(z). Now we easily deduce that

i+w(z+c) __Z,z'—i-w(z) —1+iw(z+c)  itw(z)
iw(z+c)+1  iw(z) +1 iw(z+e)+1  dw(z)+1
By componendo and dividendo rule, we easily get w(z+c¢) = itgg; Clearly this value

satisfies (Z4]), when it is calculated from (Z3)).
Case 1.2. When h(z + ¢)h(z) = i. Now we again easily deduce that

itwzte) itwlz) 1

iw(z+c)+1liw(z)+1 i
N 1 —iw(z+c)  iw(z)+1
iw(z+e)+1  it+w(z)’

1—w(z)
1+w(z)

By componendo and dividendo rule, we easily get w(z+c¢) = . Clearly this value

satisfies (Z4]), when it is again calculated from (23)]).

Case 2. We consider the Fermat type g¢-difference functional equation (I6]). Using
Proposition C(ii) instead of Proposition C(i) and proceeding as Case 1, we get the
conclusions.

Case 3. We consider the Fermat type ¢-shift functional equation (2.I). Note that,
f(z) # f(qz+c), otherwise, we get from ([2.1) that f is constant. Let the meromorphic
solution of (2.1) be

fe) =5 <h(z) + %) and f(g=+ ¢) = % <h(z) _ %) , (2.5)

where h(z) is a meromorphic function. Thus

1 1) 1 1
2 (10 - 7) =3 (e -0+ )
= —ih(2)h(gz + c)[h(qz + ¢) + ih(z)] = h(qz + ¢) + ih(z2).
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Thus, either h(gz + ¢) = —ih(z) or h(z)h(gz + ¢) = i. In view of Proposition B(i), we
know that

o 2w(z) 1 it w(z) i—w(2)
f(z) = T+w2(z) 2 <iw(z) +1  dw(z) — 1> (26)
—w?(z
and  f(gz+c) = LT%, (2.7)

where w(z) is a non-constant meromorphic function. From (23] and (Z.0]), we set

h(z) = Z.g(f)(i)l. Next, we consider the following two cases.

Case 3.1. When h(qz + ¢) = —ih(z). Now we easily deduce that
it+w(@z+c) L itw(z)
iw(gz+c)+1 _Ziw(z) +1
—1+iw(gz+c)  i+w(z)
iw(gz+c)+1  dw(z)+1°

By componendo and dividendo rule, we easily get w(qz + ¢) = Ltw(z) Clearly this

1-w(z)
value satisfies (2.7), when it is calculated from (2.6]).

Case 3.2. When h(qz + ¢)h(z) = i. Now we again easily deduce that

i+w(gz+ce) itwz) 1

iw(gz +¢) + liw(z)+1 i

1 —iw(qz +¢)  iw(z)+1

iw(gz4+c)+1  i+w(z)’
By componendo and dividendo rule, we easily get w(gz+c) = %&2 Clearly this value
satisfies (Z7]), when it is again calculated from (2.6]). This completes the proof. O

3. THE OPEN PROBLEMS

In the same paper, Liu and Yang [12] considered another interesting Fermat-type
functional equations, namely,

F1E?+ "(2)° = f(2)? (3.1)
and  f(z+a)+ f(z+e)?=f(2)? (3.2)

where ¢; and ¢y are non-zero distinct constants. Obviously, the transcendental mero-
morphic solutions of ([B.I]) must be reduced to entire functions. Then they [12] proved
the following results.

Theorem B. The transcendental entire functions with finitely many zeros of (3.1)
must be f(z) = et where a satisfies a* + a® = 1.

Theorem C. The transcendental entire functions with finitely many zeros of (3.2)
must be f(z) = et where ay satisfies €21 4 212 = 1 and by is a constant.

Moreover, for further study for the solutions of (B and (B2), the authors [12]
raised the following questions as the open problems.
Open problem 1. Whether there exists transcendental entire solutions of the func-
tional equations [B.I]) and (8:2]) with infinitely many zeros ?
Open problem 2. How to describe the transcendental meromorphic solutions of the
functional equation (3:2)) 7
As far we know, the above problems are unsolved till now.
For the entire solutions with infinitely many zeros of (3.1]), we get the following result.
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Theorem 3.1. There is no transcendental entire function f with infinitely many zeros
satisfying (3.1).

For the entire and meromorphic functions satisfying (8.2)), we get the following result.
Theorem 3.2. Let f be a transcendental meromorphic (resp. entire) function satisfy-
ing (32). Then the following situations occur:

(I) If po(f) < 1, then f must be of finite order such that f(z) = k:lealogMgf(z) =

k:ge@log N (z), where F and 9 are meromorphic periodic functions with periods cq
and cy respectively and satisfying

koIN  (logN_logM kiM (logM _logN
F (24 c2) = 2762e< S >Z£¢(z) and 9 (z + ¢1) = — = e< . >Z9’(z),
k1 M <1 ko N <2

where M, N are distinct and M? 4+ N? = 1 with ky, ko, M, N € C\ {0}.

(IT) If p2(f) > 1 and, ¢(z) and ¥(z) are entire function and meromorphic function
respectively such that ¥(z) = k1 (z + ¢1) = kot (2 + ¢2), then f must be of the form
f(2) = e®@ap(2), where ky, ke € C\ {0} and, e®®) and ¥(z) are respectively the non-
zero part and all-zero part of f(z) with at least one of €??) and (2) is of hyper-order
> 1. In particular, the following cases hold:

(i) If ¢(z) is both c1 and cy periodic such that ¢t € R, then k24 ky? =1,

(ii) If ¢(2) is neither c1 nor ca periodic, then the following cases arise:

(iia) If ¢(2) is a non-zero polynomial, then ¢(z) = a1z + ag, where ap,a; € C such
that e*41¢1 4 2912 = 1, Note that pa(1p(z)) > 1;
(iib) If ¢(z) is a non-polynomial entire function, then ¢(z) has one of the following
Dy (z2) —I—C—klz+63, when ¢ (z +¢1) — ¢(z) = k,
forms: ¢(z) =< Pa(2) + éz + ¢y, when ¢ (z + c2) — d(z) = k,
P3(z) + qf@z +c5, whend(z+c1) — d(z + ) =k,
where ®1(z), Po(2) and P3(z) are transcendental entire periodic functions with
periods ¢y, ca,c1 — o respectively and k(# 0),cs, cq,c5 € C.

(iii) If ¢(2) is either c1 or ca periodic, then either ¢ (z + ca) — (2) = k with ky? # 1
or ¢ (z+c1) — ¢(2) = k with k;?2 # 1, where k(# 0) € C and the similar conclusions
as (iib) hold.

Clearly we have solved the Open problems 1 and 2 in Theorems B.1] and
The key tools in the proof of the results are Hadamard’s Factorization Theorem and
the core part of Nevanlinna’s theory.

3.1. Some examples of Theorem Actually, the entire and meromorphic func-
tions with infinitely many zeros satisfying ([8.2]) exist. We exhibit the following examples
for the claim.

1
Example 3.1. Let k1 = ko, F(2) = 9 (2) =tan7z, ¢ =2, co =4, M = (@)2

and N = @ in Theorem [32. Then we see that f(z) = kreet M tan7z is a finite
order transcendental meromorphic solution of (3.2) and satisfying the conditions in
Theorem [F.2.

Example 3.2. Let a; = 1 log _\/25_1, c1 =2, co =4 and YP(z) = cot(mz + ko). Clearly

—5— . . .
then f(z) = et los =3 cot(mz + k) is a transcendental meromorphic solution of (3.2)
and €291 4+ 2112 = 1 where ag, ko € C.
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Example 3.3. Let f(z) = eCOSh2Z+ “F(2) and k = log \/52_1, where c3 € C and
Y (2) = sinh 2z with periods ¢; = mi and ¢z = 2mi. We see that f is a transcendental
entire solution of (3.2) with infinitely many zeros and ¥ + e = 1.

Example 3.4. Let k = i and (z) = sinz with periods ¢y = © and ca = —7w. Then

i k.
f(z) = e (sin2)+2, T (2) is a transcendental entire solution of (F3) with infinitely
many zeros and e~ 2k + e** =1, where ¢4 € C.

3.2. The technical lemmas. The following lemmas are used to prove the Open
problems 1 and 2.

Lemma 3.1. [I7] Suppose that fj(z) are meromorphic functions and gi are entire
functions (1 <j<n,n>2) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) ny( )esi ) = 0,

(ii) gy( ) — gk(2) are not constants for 1 < j < k <n,

(ili) for1<j<n,1<h<k<n,T(rf;)=0{T (r,e9 %)} (r o0, r¢E).
Then fij(z) =0 for 1 < j <n.
Lemma 3.2. [I7] Let f; € A for 1 < i < n,n > 3 and are not constants except for
fn- Also, let Y0 fi=1. If f, #0 and

S N (@0 f;)+(n—1 ZNer <A+ o0(INT (r, fr),
=1

where A <1 and 1 < k<n-—1. Thenfnzl.

The following basic inequalities, by [[5], Lemma 8.3], are frequently used in value
distribution theory for differences.

Lemma 3.3. [5] Let f(z) be a non-constant meromorphic function with hyper-order
less than 1, ¢ € C. Then,

N(r,0; f(z +¢)) < N(r,0; f(2)) + S(r, f),
N(r, f(z+¢)) < N(r, ) + 5(r, f),
N(r,0; f(2 +¢)) < N(r,0; f(2)) + S(r, f)
and  N(r,f(z+¢c)) < N(r, f)+ S(r, f).
3.3. Proofs of the Open problems 1 and 2.

Proof of Theorem B.1Il Let f(z) be a transcendental entire function with infinitely
many zeros satisfying (3.I]). Rewritting ([B.1]), we get

(53) + (53 - 5

Clearly both of £&) and L&) are either entire functions or non-entire meromorphic
y @) )

functions. Now we consider the following cases.

Case 1. Let f(( )) and ff(( )) be both entire functions. In view of Proposition A (i), we
claim that
[ (=)
f(z)

/" ()
f(2)

= cos(n(z)) and = sin(n(z)), (3.4)



ON MEROMORPHIC SOLUTIONS OF ... 9

where 7(z) is an entire function on C. If we integrate the first part in ([3.4]), then we
see that f(z) has no zeros and this is not possible.

Case 2. Let ()) and £ f”((zz)) be both non-entire meromorphic functions. In view of

(
i), we claim that

f1(z) _ _2w(z) f"(z) _1-w’(2)
o) T et M TR T TR
where w(z) is a non-constant meromorphic function on C. Now we consider the fol-
lowing cases.
Sub-case 2.1 Let | 1iw(22( 7 be not of the form log ¢)(z) for some transcendental entire

function v¥(z). If we integrate the first part in (3.5]), then we see that f(z) has no zeros
and this is not pOSSlble

Sub-case 2.2 Let f 1+w2 ®
function ¢ (z) with infinitely many zeros. From (B.5]), we easily get

(1+w?(2) W' (2) — 2w (2)w'(2) 2w(z)

Proposition B

(3.5)

) be of the form log(z) for some transcendental entire

f(z) =2 (1+w2(z))2 f(z) H_Tg(z)f (2)
" 1_w2(z) ") F (2 2w(z) ? 5
= PO =2 e+ () 16)

10, 1wt (20 N
RIS _2(1+w2(z))2 )t <1+w2(z)>
1-w?(2) . 1-w?(2) , 2w(z) \?
T 11w 2(1 w2 (2)?” =)+ <1 +w2(z)>
=  2(1-w(2))W'(2) + 4w’ (z) = 1 —wh(z)
,o T —4w?(2) — wi(2)
= W)= 2 — 2w?(z)
= AT (r,w(z)) =T (r,w'(2)) <27 (r,w(2)) + S (r,w(z))

= T(rw(z) =5(rw),
which is not possible. This completes the proof. O
Proof of Theorem Rewritting (3.2]), we get

(%)2 " <%>2 =1 (3.6)

Clearly both of ! (;(t;l) and £ (;(JSQ) are either entire functions or non-entire meromor-

phic functions. We now consider the following cases.

Case 1. Let f(]f(til) and f(]f;r(;z) be both entire functions with pa(f) < 1. If f(2) is

any transcendental meromorphic function, then in view of Proposition A (i), we claim
that

flz+ac) f(z+c2):Sin B
e LEL — sinn(2), (37)

where 7(z) is an entire function. Clearly 7(z) # 0, otherwise f(z) reduces to a constant
and this contradicts that f is transcendental. If possible, let n(z) be a non-constant
entire function. If zg is a zero of f(z) and it is not the zero of f (2 + ¢1) or f (z + ¢2),
then comparing both sides of (3.7]) we get a contradiction. So all the zeros of f(z)

= cos(n(z)) and
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are the zeros of f (24 ¢1) as well as f (z 4 ¢2). Note that N (r,0;cos(n(z))) # 0 and
N (r,0;sin(n(z))) # 0. Clearly from ([B.7]) we see that N (r,0; f (z +¢1)) > N(r,0; f(2))
as well as N (r,0; f (z+c2)) > N(r,0; f(2)) and in view of Lemma [3:3] we arrive at a

contradiction. So 7(z) is a non-zero constant. Thus let % = M and % =N,

where M2 + N? = 1 with M, N € C\ {0} are distinct. So f(z) = k‘leélogMﬂ(z) =

k:geélogN% (z), where .%#, ¢ are periodic meromorphic functions with periods ¢p, co
respectively and k1, ke € C\ {0}, and satisfying

log N log M
ky N e<§72_§71>z€4(z) and ¥ (z +¢1) = —

kl M <1ogM_1ogN
—616
k2 N

F(z+c) = ‘v >Z§5(z)

ke

Note that, po (%) < 1 and p2 (¥) < 1.

Case 2. Let f(;(tgl) and f(;(t()jz) be both entire functions with ps(f) > 1. Let f(2) =

e?)1)(z) such that e?(*) and 1(z) are respectively the non-zero part and all-zero part
of f(z), where ¢(z) and 1 (z) are entire function and meromorphic function respectively
with at least one of ¢®(*) and (z) is of hyper-order > 1. We consider the following
cases.

Sub-case 2.1. If ¥(z) = kv (z+ 1) = ko (2 + ¢2) (k1, k2 € C\ {0}), then (B2
reduces to

k1—2e2¢(2+r:1) + k2—2e2¢(2+cz) = 20(2) (3.8)

Suppose that ¢(z) is both ¢; and ¢z periodic such that ¢t € R, then we must have
k24 ky? =1

Next suppose that ¢(z) is either one of ¢ or ¢y periodic. Without loss of general-
ity, we assume that ¢(z) is ¢; periodic, then from (B.8]), we have (k;l_2 -1) e2¢(2) 1
ky2e??(3t¢2) = (0. Then we must have k;? # 1 and ¢ (2 + c2) — ¢(2) is constant. For
the rest portion, we follow Sub-case 2.1.1 and Sub-case 2.1.2.

Now we consider that ¢(z) is neither ¢; nor ¢y periodic. So in view of Lemma [B.1], we
conclude that at least one of ¢ (z + ¢1)—¢(z), ¢ (2 + c2)—@(2) and ¢ (z + ¢1)—d (2 + ¢2)
is constant. Then the following situations arise.

Sub-case 2.1.1. When ¢(z) is a non-zero polynomial. Let ¢(z) = Z;ZO a2,
where a; € C (0 < j < ). Claim that [ = 1. If possible, let I > 2. Then
deg(¢p(z+c1) — d(2+c2)) > 1 and we arise a contradiction from ([B.8]). Then ¢(z) is
such that ¢(z) = a1z + ag with k:1_262“161 + k:2_262“162 = 1, where ag, a; € C. Note that,
then 9(z) reduces to the non-constant meromorphic function of hyper-order > 1.
Sub-case 2.1.2. When ¢(z) is a non-polynomial entire function. Let ¢ (z+¢1) —
¢(z) = k, where k(# 0) € C. Now we can write ¢ such that ¢(z) = ®1(2) + ¢4z + c3,
where ¢3,c4 € C and ®4(z) is a transcendental entire periodic function with period ¢;.
Clearly then ¢4 = g and so ¢(z) = ®1(z)+ gz + c3. Finally, we can obtain the similar
conclusions, if ¢ (z + ¢2) — ¢(z) = constant and ¢ (z + ¢1) — ¢(z + c2) = constant.
Sub-case 2.2. If ¥(z2) # kv (z+c1), ¥(z) Z koo (z4¢c2) and k1 (z+¢1) #
kot (z 4 c2) (k1,ke € C\ {0}), then we set by

f(z) = Meaﬁ(ﬂ

3(2) , (3.9)
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where e?(*)| y(2), B(z) are respectively non-zero part, all-zero part and all-pole part of
f(2). Clearly ¢(z), v(z) and 3(z) are entire functions. Then ([B.2]) reduces to

(24 apieren

2 2
V(24 €2) aaher) _ V- (2) 29(2)

S A e = . 3.10
B2(z+c1) c (3.10)

MIEr T B(2)

Let z, be a pole of f(z+ ¢1) of multiplicity l,. If z, is not a pole of f(z + c2), then
z, is a pole of f (z +c1)? + f (2 4 ¢2)?, i.e., of f2(z) of multiplicities 21,. Since Hater)

f2)
and % share oo CM, the only possibility is that z, must be a pole of f(z+ c2)

of multiplicities {,. Similarly, if 2z, is a common pole of f(z+¢1) and f(z + c2) of
multiplicities I, and [, respectively, then I, = [,. Thus f(z), f(z+c1) and f (2 + c2)
share co CM, i.e., §(z), B (z + ¢1) and 3 (z + c2) share 0 CM. For simplicity, we suppose
B(z) =B (z+c1) =B (z+ cz). Consequently ([B.I0) takes the form

V2 (2 + 1) 2PEF) L A2 (5 4 cp) e2P(FFe) _ A2(2)e29(2) =, (3.11)

Now let zy be a common zero of f2(z+ c1) and f2(z + ¢2) of multiplicities 2m; and
2my respectively, where mi,ms € N. So in some neighbourhood of zy, Taylor’s series
expansions lead to respectively

)2m1+1 4.

f? (z4+c1) =am,(z — zo)zm1 + am,+1(2 — 20 -, where a,,, #0

and  f2(z+2) = Amy (2 — 20)*™ 4 amyi1(2 — 20)°™2 T + - | where a,,, # 0.
If my < mg, then we see from (B.2]) that
F2(2) = amy (2 = 20)*™ + @y (2 — 20)2™2 + - -

Clearly zg is also zero of f2(z) of multiplicity 2m1. In particular, if m; = ms, then
f2(2), f2(z+c1) and f? (2 + cp) share 0 at zg CM. In another words, if m; < ma,
then v (2), v(2+¢1) and v (z + ¢2) have zero at zy of multiplicities mq, m; and mg
respectively. Also if my = mag, then v (z), v (2 + ¢1) and v (z + ¢2) share 0 at zg CM.
It is clear from (B.II)) that this equation can be reformed like exactly of the form
(BI1) after cancellation of all the common zeros among 7 (2), v (z 4+ ¢1) and 7 (z + ¢2).
Thus, without loss of generality, we may suppose that v (z), v (z 4+ ¢1) and v (z + ¢2)
are mutually prime entire functions. We now set a(z) = v(2)e?®). Then we get from

B1) that
a(z+c)
a(z)

= cosn(z) and % = sinn(z)

Since a(z), a(z + ¢1), o (z + c2) are mutually prime, we arrive at a contradiction.

Sub-case 2.3. Let ¢(z) = ki (z+c1) or ¥(z) = kap (z+¢2) or ki (z+¢1) =

ko) (z 4+ c2) (k1,ke € C\ {0}). Let ¥(2) = k19 (2 + ¢1) holds. As Case 1, we see
(=

that % kpe?(x+e1)=0(2) = cos(n(z)) and considering the zeros of both sides, we

conclude that cos(n)(# 0) € C. From ([B.2)), we get f(;(+§2) = sin(n), where sin(n)(#
0) € C. The rest portion follows from Case 1. In this case, ps (%) > 1 and p2 (¥) > 1.
Case 3. Let (;(Jrgl) and £ (;(;2) be both non-entire meromorphic functions. Note that

fR)YZf(z4+a), f()Z f(z+c) and f(2+c¢1) Z f (2 + ¢2). In view of Proposition
B (i), we claim from (B.6]) that

flz+ac) _ 2w(z) and f(z4+c2) _ 1—w?(2)
f(2) 1+ w?(2) f(2) 1+ w?(2)’

(3.12)
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where w(z) is an arbitrary non-constant meromorphic function on C. Note that %

and £ (szﬂ;z) share co CM. For simplicity, we assume

flete) 0
f(z) =-4) (3.13)
f(Z+61—|—62)_ . M_ .
= W—J//(z—l-cz) and FGta) =M (z+c1), (3.14)

where .#(z) is a non-entire meromorphic function. Now the following cases arise.

Sub-case 3.1. When .#(z) is not a periodic function of ¢; and co. Let f(z) be
of the equation (3.9) and «a(z), v(2), v(z+ 1) and 7 (z + ¢c2) are as Sub-case 2.2.
By f(z+c1+ )+ f(z4202)° = f(z4c)? or f(z+201)* + f 24+ + )’ =
f(z + c1)?, we claim that  (z 4 ¢1 + ¢3) is co-prime entire function with both v (z + ¢;)

and v (z + ¢2). Let w(z) = ggzg, where P(z) and Q(z) are co-prime entire functions.
Then we get from (3.12)) that

a(z+c)  2P(2)Q(z) a(z+ci+c)  2P(z+c2)Q (24 c2)

o) PEOFQE | alra)  Plra)+QGeta)
and a(z+02):—P2(z)+Q2(z) a(z+cl+02):—P2(2+01)—|—Q2(z+cl)
a(z) P2 (2)+ Q% (2) a(z+c) P2(z4c)+Q%(z+c1)

In view of a(2) and a (z + ¢1 + ¢2) are co-primes with both of a (z + ¢1) and « (z + ¢2),
we set

a(z) =e ( +Q2 (2)),

a(z+c) =280 P(2)Q(2) = ) (P2 (24 01) + Q* (2 + 1))

o (z+ ) ( 2(2) + Q% (2)) = fCTD) (P2 (2 + &) + Q2 (2 + 2))
a(z+c + C2) = 2P (2 + ) Q (2 + c2) 50 Fe2)

=S (P2 (24 ) + Q% (2 + ¢1))

where £(z) is an entire function. We put n( ) E(z)—€&(z+c1)and x(2) =& (2 + c2)—

and

£(z+c1). Clearly P(z+c¢1) = % [P( Je (2)e 71(2z } and
Q(z+c) = ﬁ[P(z)eg - Q(z)eL] Therefore, we have
P(z+c)= % [P (24 c2) 5 Q(z+ ) eX(;)] =
1 n(z) n(z)
75 [P + Q)™ |

x(2) x(z)

= P(z+ec)e 2 —Q(z+c)e 2 EP()

Similarly P (z + ¢2) X5 + Q (2 + ) 5 = —iP(2)e
that

—l—’LQ() "7, Now we see

1—1 141
2ZP(2)—|— +1

and —Q(z+c2) = " <1 ;iP(z) + ; Q(z)>

= P (z + 62) + Q2 (Z + 62) = 2P(z)Q(z)ef(z)—§(z+62)‘

(=)—x(=)
P(z—l—cz):en T <
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Since P? (2 + c2) + Q2 (2 + ¢2) = S =8(EFe2) (P2 (2) + Q2 (2)), we have
2P (2)Q(z)efF)—E(Fe2) = (£(2)—E(zte2) (_p2(2) + Q2(2))
= —PY2) +QX(2) = 2P(:)Q(2) = P(2) = (~1£2) Q(2),

which concludes that P(z) and Q(z) are not co-primes and a contradiction arises
Sub-case 3.2. When .# (z) is a periodic function of ¢; or co. Then again as Sub-case

2.2, we get from (B.I3) and (3I4]) that
a(z+ca)  a(z+2a) alz4+ca)  alz4c+e)

alz) T alz+a) az) T az+e)
=  az) =8Pz +¢) orafz) = 2P (2 + ),
where £1(z) and £2(z) are entire functions

N fz+a) or flz+ca) is entire function.

f(z) f(z)
But this is not the case. This completes the proof. O
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