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WEIGHTED SHARING OF NON-LINEAR
DIFFERENTIAL POLYNOMIALS SHARING SMALL
FUNCTION WITH REGARD TO MULTIPLICITY

HARINA P. WAGHAMORE AND S. RAJESHWARI

Abstract. With the notion of weighted sharing values we study the uniqueness of meromorphic
functions when certain non-zero differential polynomial share a small function with regard to
multiplicity. The result of the paper improve and extend some recent result due to Abhijith
Banerjee and Pulak Sahoo [3].

1. Introduction

In this paper by meromorphic functions we will always mean meromorphic func-
tions in the complex plane.

Let f and g be two non-constant meromorphic functions and let a be a finite
complex number. We say that f and g share a CM, provided that f —a and g —a
have the same zeros with the same multiplicities. Similarly, we say that f and g share
a IM, provided that f —a and g — a have the same zeros ignoring multiplicities. In
addition we say that f and g share e CM, if % and f share 0 CM, and we say that f

and g share « IM, if jl, and é share 0 IM.

We adopt the standard notations of value distribution theory (see [8]). We denote
by T(r) the maximum of T(r,f) and T(r,g). The notation S(r) denotes any quantity
satisfying S(r) = o(T(r)) as r — oo, outside of a possible exceptional set of finite linear
measure.

Throughout this paper, we need the following definition.

where a is a value in the extended complex plane.
In 1959, Hayman [7] proved the following result.

THEOREM A. Let f be a transcendental entire function, and let n(> 1) be an
integer. Then f"f' =1 has infinitely many zeros.

In 2002, Fang and Fang [6] proved the following result.
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THEOREM B. Let f and g be two non-constant entire functions, and let n(> 8)
be an integer. If f"(f —1)f" and g"(g—1)g' share I CM, then f = g.

In the same year Fang [5] investigated the value sharing of more general non-
linear differential polynomial than that was considered in Theorem B and obtained the
following result.

THEOREM C. Let f and g be two non-constant entire functions, and let n,k be
two positive integers with n > 2k +8. If [f"(f — 1)]®) and [g"(g — 1)]®) share I CM,
then [ =g.

In 2004, Lin and Yi [14] considered the case of meromorphic function in Theorem
B and obtained the following.

THEOREM D. Let f and g be two non-constant meromorphic functions with
O(co, f) > %, and let n(>12) be an integer. If f"(f —1)f" and g"(g—1)g’ share 1
CM, then f=g.

Natural inquisition would be to investigate the situation for meromorphic function
in Theorem C. In this direction in 2008, Zhang [20] proved the following result.

THEOREM E. Suppose that f is a transcendental meromorphic function with fi-
nite number of poles, g is a transcendental entire function, and let n,k be two positive
integers with n > 2k +6. If [f*(f — 1)]® and [¢"(g — 1)]¥) share I CM, then f = g.

To proceed further we require the following definition known as weighted sharing
of values introduced by 1. Lahiri [9] which measure how close a shared value is to being
shared CM or to being shared IM.

DEFINITION 1. Let k be a non negative integer or infinity. For a € C|J{e} we
denote by Ej(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.

The definition implies that if f,g share a value a with weight &, then zg is an a-
point of f with multiplicity m(< k) if and only if it is an a-point of g with multiplicity
m(< k) and zg is an a-pointof f with multiplicity m(> k) if and only if it is an a-point
of g with multiplicity n(> k), where m is not necessarily equal to 7.

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 aIM or CM if and only if f, g share (a,0) or (a,) respectively.

In 2009, using the notion of weighted sharing of values, Xu, Yi and Cao [15]
proved the following result.

THEOREM F. Let f and g be two non-constant meromorphic functions, and n(>
1), k(> 1) and I(> 0) be three integers such that © (e, f) +©(,g) > 1. Suppose
[ (f — D)% and [g"(g — 1)]W share (1,1). If 1 >2 and n > 5k+11 or if | = 1 and
n>Tk+ %, then f=g.

Recently, Li [13] proved the following result which rectify and at the same time
improve Theorem F.
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THEOREM G. Let f and g be two non-constant meromorphic functions, and n(>=
1), k(> 1) and (> 0) be three integers such that ©(eo, f) 4 O(eo,g) > %. Suppose
[£(f — D™ and [g"(g — 1)]% share (1,1). If 1 =2 and n > 3k+ 11 orif | = 1 and
n>5k+14, then f =g or [f"(f —1)]®[g"(g — )]® =1.

In this direction recently Abhijith Banerjee [1] proved the following results first
one of which improves Theorem G.

THEOREM H. Let f and g be two transcendental meromorphic functions and
n(=1), k(= 1), (= 0) be three integers such that ©(eo, f) + (e, g) > %. Suppose
for two nonzero constants a and b, [f"(af +b)|%) and [g"(ag+b)|W share (1,1). If
[>22andn>23k+9 orifl=1and n>4k+10, orif | =0 and n > 9k + 18, then f =g
or [f"(af 4+ b)]W[g"(ag +b)|¥) = 1. The possibility [f"(af +b)|W[g"(ag+b)]¥ =1
does not occur for k= 1.

THEOREM 1. Let f and g be two transcendental entire functions, and let n(>
1), k(= 1), (> 0) be three integers. Suppose for two nonzero constants a and b,
[f"(af + b)) and [g"(ag+b)]®) share (1,1). If 1 >2 and n >2k+6 orif I =1 and
n> 52—k+7, orifl=0and n > 5k+ 12, then f =g.

In 2015, Abhijith Banerjee and Pulak Sahoo [3] obtained the following result.

THEOREM J. Let f and g be two non-entire transcendental meromorphic func-
tions, and let n(> 1), k(> 1), [(> 0) be three integers such that ©(eo, f) 4 O(e0,g) >
;—‘. Suppose for two nonzero constants a and b, [f"(af +b)|¥) — P and [g"(ag +
b)]%) — P share (0,1) where P(# 0) is a polynomial. If  >2 and n > 3k+9 or
ifl=1and n>4k+ 10 orifl=0 and n > 9% + 18, then f = g.

THEOREM K. Let f and g be two transcendental entire functions, and let n(>
1), k(= 1), I(>0) be three integers. Suppose for two nonzero constants a and b,
[f"(af +b)]%) — P and [g"(ag + b)]¥) — P share (0,1) where P(# 0) is a polynomial.
Ifl>22and n>22k+6orifl=1 andn}sz—k+7 orif l=0 and n > Sk+ 12, then
f=¢

With the notion of weighted sharing values we study the uniqueness of meromor-
phic function with certain non-zero differential polynomial share a small function with
regard to multiplicity.

We now state our main result.

THEOREM 1. Let f and g be two non-entire transcendental meromorphic func-
tions, whose zeros and poles are of multiplicities atleast s, where s is a positive integer.
Let n(> 1), k(= 1), (= 0) be three integers such that (e, ) + O(e0, g) > %. Sup-
pose for two nonzero constants a and b, [f"(af™ +b)|®) — P and [¢"(ag" +b)|*) — P
share (0,1), where P(+ 0) is a polynomial. If | >2 and n > ¥ +m, orif 1 =1 and
n> 4ks+g+3% orifl=0and n> w+4m then [ =g.

THEOREM 2. Let f and g be two transcendental entire functions, whose zeros
and poles are of multiplicities atleast s, where s is a positive integer. Let n(> 1), k(>
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1), 1(>0) be three integers such that ©(ss, )+ ©(e0,g) > *. Suppose for two nonzero
constants a and b, [f*(af™ +b)|®) — P and [g"(ag™ + b)]®) — P share (0,1), where
P(#0) is a polynomial. If | > 2 and n > @ +m, orifl=1and n> % +4m or
ifl=0and n> @+4mthenf:g.

REMARK 1. 1. Ifweput m=1 and s =1 in Theorem 1, then Theorem I reduces
to Theorem J.

2. If weput m=1 and s = 1 in Theorem 2, then Theorem 2 reduces to Theorem
K.

Though the standard definitions and notations of the value distribution theory are
available in [8], we explain some definitions and notations which are used in the paper.

DEFINITION 2. [10] For a € C{J{e} we denote by N(r,a;f| =1) the counting
function of simple a-points of f. For a positive integer p we denote by N(r,a; f| <
p) the counting function of those a-points of f (counted with multiplicities) whose
multiplicities are not greater then p. By N(r,a;f] < p) we denote the corresponding
reduced counting function.

In an analogous manner we define N(r,a; f| > p) and N(r,a; f| > p).

DEFINITION 3. [9] Let & be a positive integer or infinity. We denote by Ny (r,a; f)
the counting function of a-points of f, where an a-point of multiplicity m is counted
m times if m < k and k times if m > k. Then

Ni(r,a:f) =N(r,a; f)+N(r,a: f| 2 2)+...+N(r,a: f| > k).

2. Some lemmas

In this section we present some lemmas which will be needed in the sequel. Let F/
and G be two non-constant meromorphic functions defined in C. We shall denote by
H the following function:

F// 2F/ G// 2G/
H=|—— —(=-=).
(F-7)- (7o)

LEMMA 1. [16] Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function, and let P,(f)
be a differential polynomial in f of the form

Pu(f) = anf™(2) + an1 f" 1 (2) + ... +aif(z) + ao.

where a,(#0), ay_1...ai,ap are complex numbers. Then

T(rBu(f)) =nT (r,f) + O(1).
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LEMMA 2. [21] Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function, and p,k be pos-
itive integers. Then

Np(1,0; fR) ST (1, f9) = T (1, f) + Ny (1,05 ) + S(1, f), (1)
Np (1,05 F0)) < KN (r,00; £) + Nt (1,05 ) + S(r, ). )

LEMMA 3. [9] Let F and G be two non-constant meromorphic functions sharing
(1,2). Then one of the following cases holds:

(i) T(r) < N2(r,0;F) + Na(r,0;G) 4 No(r,00, F ) + Na (1,00, G) + S(r),

(ii) F =G,

(iii) FG=1,
where T (r) denotes the maximum of T (r,F) and T (r,G) and S(r) =o{T(r)} as r —
oo, possibly outside a set of finite linear measure.

LEMMA 4. [2] Let F and G be two non-constant meromorphic functions sharing
(1,1) and H #0. Then

T(V,F) < Nz(r,O;F) —|—N2(7‘,0;G) —|—N2(7‘,°°;F) —|—N2(7‘,°°;G)

1— 1—
+ EN(nO;F)—I— EN(r,oo;F)—l—S(r,F)—f—S(r,G)

LEMMA 5. [2] Let F and G be two non-constant meromorphic functions sharing
(1,0) and H #0. Then

T(V,F) < Nz(r,O;F) —|—N2(7‘,0;G) —|—N2(7‘,°°;F) —|—N2(7‘,°°;G)
+2N(r,0;F) + N(r,0;G) + 2N(r,0; F)
+N(r,0;G) +S(r,F) +S(r,G).

LEMMA 6. [12] If N(r,0; f®) | f #0) denote the counting function of those zeros
of f &) \which are not the zeros of f, where a zero of f *®) s counted according to its
multiplicity, then

N(r,0; f©) | £ #0) <IN (1,000 f) + N (1,05 f |[< k) +AN(1,0; f |> k) + S(r. f).

LEMMA 7. [8], [17] Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function, and let
a1(z),a2(z) be two distinct meromorphic functions such that T (r,a;(z)) = S(r, f), i =
1,2. Then

T(r,f) <N(reoif) +N(rai f) +N(raz: f) +S(r. f).

LEMMA 8. [21] Let f and g be two non-entire transcendental meromorphic
functions such that either the zeros and poles of [ and g are of multiplicities atleast s,
where s is a positive integer or they have no zeros and poles. Let n,k be two positive
integers and let P be a nonconstant polynomial. If n > @ +2m, then

[f"(af™ + b)) P [g" (ag™ + )] ¥ # P2,

where a,b are any two nonzero constants.
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Proof. 1f possible, let
(" (af™ +b)] W [g" (ag" + b)) ¥ = P2, (3)

Let z; ¢ (z: P(z) =0) be a zero of f with multiplicity p; (> 1). Then it follows from
(3) that z; is a pole of g. Suppose that z; is a pole of g of order g;(> 1). Then we
have

npr—k=(n+m)q+k “4)

from (4) we obtain np; = (n+m)s + 2k, and so
p1 = (n+m)s—2k.

Let 22 ¢ (z: P(z) = 0) be a zero of af™ + b with multiplicity p,(> k+ 1). Then from
(3) it follows that z; is a pole of g. Suppose that z is a pole of g of order ¢>(> 1).
Then we have p, —k= (n+m)qg, +k, i.e.,

p2 = (n+m)s+2k.

Let z3 ¢ (z: P(z) =0) is a zero of af™ + b with multiplicity p3(< k), then from (3)
it follows that z3 may be a zero of [f"(af™ +b)]®) and if it happens then it will be
a pole of g with multiplicity (n+m)s+ k. Suppose that z4 ¢ (z: P(z) = 0) be a pole
of f. Then from (3) it is clear that z4 is either a zero of g"(ag™ +b) or a zero of
[¢"(ag™ + b)]). Therefore

N(r,o0; f) < N(r,0;g) + _(r 0;ag" +b|<k)+N(r,0;ag™ +b|>k+1)

)
+N(r,0;h0 | h £ 0) +S(r,g),
where N(r,0;2%) | h # 0 denotes the reduced counting function of those zeros of ¥
that are not the zeros of & and h = g"(ag™ + ).
By Lemma 6 we have

N(r,0:h™) | #0) < mw(no;h(") h£0)

! N —

< m[kN(r,w;h)—f—N(nO;h |< k) +kN(r,0;h |> k)]
1 _

< s N (essh) £ N 0:)
k _

<m[ (r,008) + N(r,0;8) + N(r,0;ag™ + b))

<ﬁc[_( :8) +N(r,0:g) + N(r,0;ag™ + b |< k)

(
+N(r,0;ag" +b|>k+1)].
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So from (5) we obtain

k — _

T ) +5(e)
(n+m)s+2k 1 1 1
S (ndm)s+k [(n+m)s—2k+(n+m)s+k+(n+m)s+2k d
k
+ (n—|—m)s+kT
o [ (n+m)s+2k (n+m)s+2k
S (n+m)s+K|[(n+m)s—2k]  [(n+m)s+ k]2

k1
i [(n+m)s+k}[(n+m)s+zk}] T(r.8)+S(r).

W) < (14

+N(r,0;ag" +b|>k+ 1)+

(.8)

(rg)+S(r,g)

Using the second fundamental theorem of Nevanlinna we get

N(r,o0; ) +N(r,0; ) +N(r,0;af" 4+ b) + S(r, f)
N(r,eo; ) +N(r,0; f) +N(r,0:af" + b |< k)
+N(r0;af™+b|=k+1)+S(rg)
(n+m)s+2k (n+m)s+2k
\[[(n—l—m)s—l—k][(n—i—m)s—Zk] [(n+m)s+ k]2
k+1
o m)s F R [(n L m)s + 24

T(rg)

+[(n+m)S+2k+(n—|—ni)s+k+(n+m)s_|_2k T(rf)+S(r.f)+5(r8g).
(6)
Similarly
Tlre) < {[(Hm)(: : IZT [)(itrzr:)s— 2" [iﬁﬁiiﬁ]@
+[(n+m)s+i]j[L(rlz+m)s+2k} T(r.f)
+[(”+ml)s+2k+(n+nlz)s+k+(n+MI)S+2k T(rg)+8(nf)+5(re).

(7)
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Adding (6) and (7) we obtain

2[(n+m)s + 24] 2[(n + m)s+24]
[T(r,f)+T(rg)] < [(n+m)s+K|[(ntm)s—2k " [(n+m)s+ k]
2[k+1] . ’
[(n+m)s+k|[(n+m)s+2k]  (n+m)s+2k
2 2
+S(r.f)+S(r.g).

which is a contradiction. Thus Lemma 8 is proved. [

LEMMA 9. Let f and g be two transcendental entire function, let n,k are any
two positive integers and let P be a non-constant polynomial. Then

" (af" +5)) V(g (ag™ + B)]®) # P2,

where a, b are any two nonzero constants.

Proof. Suppose that
[ (af™ + ) W[g" (ag" +0)] V) = P*.

Let z9 be a zero of f with multiplicity p. Then clearly zy is a zero of P. Since P is
a polynomial, f has a finite number of zeros. So we put f(z) = Pie”* where a is a
non-constant entire function and P; is a polynomial. Now

(afn+m)(k) -1 (OC/, OC//, . a(k),Pl)e(n+m)oc7 (8)
bW =1o(a,a,...,aM) P, )
where (o, 0”,...,a® P)) (i=0,1,2,...m) are differential polynomials in o, o’

.,a® with coefficients which are rational functions in P; or its derivatives. Obvi-
ously
ti(a/7a//a"'7(x(k)7pl) 7é 0

fori=0,1,2,...m and
1" (af™ + D)) £ 0.
From (8) and (9) we have
n(o,a’,....a® P)e*? 1i(a ... ,a%) P #£0. (10)

Since o(z) is an entire function, we obtain T (r, /) = S(r, f) for j=1,2,...,k. Thus
T(r,t;) =S(r,f) for i=0,1,2...,m. So from (10), Lemma | and Lemma 7 we obtain

mT(r, f) =T (r,tme"® +ty_1e" V% 4 +11e*) +S(r, f)
SN0 1™ + 1y 1™ o+ ... +116%) + N(r,0;1,,€™* + ... +10) + S(r, f)

<) 4505,

which is a contradiction. This completes the proof of the lemma. [J
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LEMMA 10. Let f and g be two transcendental meromorphic (entire) functions
such that either the zeros and poles of f and g are of multiplicities atleast s, where
s is a positive integer or they have no zeros and poles and let n(> 1), k(= 1), be

. n m (k) g"(ag™
two integers. Suppose that F = % and G = % If there exists

two nonzero constants ¢, and ¢, such that N(r,c1;F) = N(r,0;G) and N(r,c2;G) =
N(r,0;F), then n < 35 +m (n < 22 4 m).

Proof. We prove the theorem for two transcendental meromorphic functions. By

the second fundamental theorem of Nevanlinna we have
T(r,F) <N(r,0;F)+N(r,0;F) +N(r,c1;F) +S(r,F) an
<N(r,0;F) +N(r,0;G) +N(r,0; F) + S(r, F).

By (1), (2), (11) and Lemma 1 we obtain

(n+m)T(r,f) <T(r,F) —N(r,0;F) + Ny 1 (1, 0; " (@f™ + b)) + O{logr} + S(r, f)
SN(10;G) +Nis1 (1,0; f"(af™ + b)) + N(r,o0; f) + O{logr} + S(r, f)
< Newt (1,0; /" (af™ + b)) + N1 (1, 038" (ag™ + b)) + N(r, o1 )

+kN(r,00;8) + O{logr} + S(r, f) +S(r,g)

(2m) 701+ (2 4m) T0) +Ollogr 4500 1) (1.9)

12)

\

Similarly we obtain

(e m)T () < (2 0m) 700+ (B 4m) 70 )+ Oftogr) +5(r1) 4 5(r0).

(13)
Combining (12), (13) and noting that O{logr} = O{T(r, )} and O{logr} =O0{T(r,g)}
we get

(n- 3"s_+3 ~m){T () + T(r8)} <S(rf) +5()

3k+3

which gives n < + m. This completes the proof of the Lemma 10. [J

LEMMA 11. Let f and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions such that
4
@(oo7f) +®(°°7g) > ;7

where n(= 3) is an integer. Then

f"(af +b)=g"(ag+Db)

implies f = g, where a,b are two nonzero constants.

Proof. We omit the proof since it can be carried out in the line of Lemma 6
[11]. O
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3. Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. Let F(z) and G(z) be given as in Lemma 10. Then F(z),G(z) are non-
entire transcendental meromorphic functions that share (1,/) except the zeros of the
polynomial P(z). So from (1) we obtain

Na(r,0;F) < Na(r,0;[f" (af™ + b)) +S(r, f)
ST (n[f"(af™ +b)|® — (n+m)T(r, f) + Nesa (1,05 " (af™ + b)) + S(r, f)
<T(nF)—(n+m)T(r,f) 4 N2 (r,0; f"(af™ + b)) + Of{logr} + S(r, f).

(14)
Again by (2) we have
N> (1,0;G) < AN(r,o0; f) + Niya (1,0:8" (ag"™ + b)) +S(r: ). (15)
From (14) we get
(n+m)T(r,f) < T(KF)+ Nio(r0; f* (af™ + b)) — Na(r,0; F) + O{logr} + S(r, f).
(16)

Now, we consider the following three cases.
Case 1. Let I > 2. Let (i) of Lemma 3 holds. Then using (15) we obtain from
(16)
(n+m)T(r,f) < N2(r,0;G) + No(r,00, F) + No(r,00,G) + Niio (1,05 f* (af™ + b))
+ O{logr} +S(r.f)+S(r,g)
< N2 (1, 0: /" (af™ + b)) + Niga(r, 038" (ag™ + b)) + 2N(r,0; )
+ (k+2)N(r,00;8) + O{logr} + S(r, f) + S(r,)
S (k+m+2){T(r,f)+T(r,g)} +2N(r,o; f) + (k+2)N(r,>; g)
+ O{logr} +S(r,f)+S(r,g)

< [(lh:—4 +m> —20(c0; f) +8]T(V7f)

(B ) = (FF2)0to) +€] 1)+ 501)+S(18)

< [<3k+8

X

4 zm) —20(co, f) — 20(c0,g)

— kmin{©(eo, f),O(c0,g)} +zg} T(r)+S(r).
(17)

In a similar way we can obtain
(n+m)T(r8) < [(
— kmin{O(es, £),0(o=,8)} +2€ | T(r) + 5(r)
From (17) and (18) we obtain

[” - (—Sk: 8) —m+20(ce, f) +20(c0,g) + kmin{O(, f)O(c0,g) } — 28] T(r) < S(r)

3k+38
s

+ 2m> - 2®(°°7f) - 2®(°°7g)
(18)
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contradicting with the fact that n > 38 +m_ for m =1 we have ©(co, f)+©(c0,g) > %
and € > 0 be arbitrary. So by Lemma 3either FG=1or F=G. Let FG=1. Then

" (af™ +5)]Wg" (ag” +b)]|® = P,
a contradiction by Lemma 8. So we have F' = G. That is
" (af™ +)]® = [g"(ag" + b)] .
Integrating we get
[ (af™ + b)Y = [g" (ag" + D)) + Gy,

where Cj_; is a constant. If C;_1 # 0, from Lemma 10 we obtain n < +m, a
contradiction. Hence C;_; = 0. Repeating k times and substituting m = 1, we obtain

f"(af" +b) =g"(ag" +b). (19)

Now the result follows from Lemma 11.
Case 2. Let I =1 and H # 0. Using Lemma 4 and (15) we obtain from (16),

1—
(n+m)T(r,f) < N2 (r,0;G) + No(r,00, F) + Na(r,00,G) + EN(r,O;F)

4 3N F) 4+ Nia(1.0: £ (af "+ b)) + Oflogr} +8(r. ) + 5(r)
< Nig2 (1,05 f"(af™ 4 b)) + Niga(r,0; 8" (ag™ + b))
SN (505" (af" 4 B) + N (e )
+ (k-+2)N(r,00;8) + O{logr} + S(r, f) + S(r,8)
< (kb m 2T ) + T} + 2 ) 4 EE2N e )

+ (k+2)N(r,;g) + O{logr} + S(r, f) + S(r,g)
< [2k+5 3_m _ (k

3 5+3)®(w,f>—ée(w,fﬂe}T(m

(52 em)- (5 2)om)- ot 4 frc

+ O{logr}+S(r,f)+S(r,g)
<[FE2 2 (B22) O 1)+ Ofem,g)) 4 26] () 5.
(20)
Similarly
(n+m)T(r,g) < [4k:9 + STm — ? (O(c0, f) 4+ O(e0,g)) +28] T(r)+S(r). (21)

combining (20) and (21) we obtain
{n_4k+9_5_m+m k+5
s 2 2

(O(,f) +O(e=,8)) +2€| T(r) < S(r),
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a contradiction. Since n > #*2 + 31 for m =1 we have ©(co, f) + O(c0,g) > % and
€ > 0 be arbitrary. We now assume that H = 0. That is

F* 2F\ (G 2G .
F' F-—1 G G-1) 7

Integrating both sides of the above equality twice we get

1 A
——=—+8B 22
Fi-o1th (22)
where A(# 0) and B are constants. From (22) it is clear that F,G share the value 1 CM
and so they share 1 with weight two. Hence we have n > 3ks+8 -+ m. Now we discuss
the following three subcases.
Subcase 1. Let B# 0 and A = B. Then from (22) we get

1 BG
F-1 G-1 23)
If B= —1, then from (23) we obtain
FG=1,

a contradiction by Lemma 8. _ _
If B+ —1, from (23), we have + = % and so N(r, 15:G) = N(r,0;F).

Now from the second fundamental theorem of Nevanlinna, we get
_ _ 1 _
T(r,G) <N(r,0;G)+N (n H_—B;G) +N(r,0;G) 4+ S(r,G)
<N(r,0;F) +N(r,0;G) + N(r,;G) + S(r,G).

Using (1) and (2) we obtain from above inequality

T(r,G) < Niy 1 (1r,0; " (af™ + b)) +kN(r,; f) + T (r,G)
+ Ney1(r,058" (ag™ +b)) — (n+m)T(r,g) +N(r,0:g)
+O{logr}+S(r,g).
Hence
(n+m)T(rg) < (# +m>T(r,f)+ (% +m>T(r,g) +S(r,g).

Thus we obtain

(n= 22 om e m) (10 )+ T2} < S01) 45018,
(n— %S—H ‘m){T(r,ﬂ +T(rg)} <S(nf)+5(rg),

which contradicts as n > @ +m.
Subcase 2. Let B# 0 and A # B. Then from (22) we get F = %

so N(r,23441); G =N(r,0;F). Proceeding as in Subcase 1 we obtain a contradiction.

and
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Subcase 3. Let B=0 and A # B. Then from (22) N(r,4:};F) = N(r,0;G) and
N(r,1 —A;G) = N(r,0;F). So by Lemma 10 we have n < X33 +m, a contradiction.
Thus A =1 and hence F' = G. Now using the same technique as used in case 1 we can
obtain (19) which by Lemma 11 gives f = g.

Case 3. Letl =0 and H # 0, using Lemma 5 and (15) we obtain from (16)

(n+m)T(r,f) < N2(r,0;G) + Na(r,00; F ) + No(r,00; G) + 2N (r,0; F )
+N(1,0;G) + Nii2 (1,05 f"P(f)) +2N(r,0, F) + N(r,0; G)
+0{logr} +5(r.f) +S(r.8)

< N2 (05 f*P(f)) + Neew2 (1, 058" P(g)) + 2Nie2 (1, 05 £ P(f))
+Nit1 (1,0:8"P(g)) + (2k+ 4)N(r, 0 f) + (2k + 3)N(r, 22; )

+ O{logr} +S(r,f)+S(r,g)
< [(SkS—“LS +3m) = (2k+4)0(es ) — ] T (1, ) (24)

* [(@ + 2’”) — (2k+3)0(c0:g) — e} T(r,g) + O{logr}

+S(rf)+S(r,g)
9k + 14
+(

+5m) — (2k+3)[O(: /) + O(.5)]
— min{@(es, £)O(e=3g)} +2€| T(r) + (7).
Similarly

(n+m)T(r,g) <

(2 1 5m) — k4 3)0(e=:) +O(e0,0)]
s (25)

— min{@(ce, /)O(1g)} + 2¢| T(r) + ().

From (24) and (25) we get

[(”_ 9k + 14

- _5m+m)+(zk+3><®<w,f>+e<oo;g>>

+ min{@(es; £)O(evi )} — 2¢| T(r) < S(1),

contradicts with the facts that n > 244 4 4 for m =1 we have ©(co, f) +©O(c0,g) >
;—‘ and € > 0 be arbitrary. we now assume that H = 0. Then proceeding in a similar
manner as in case 2 we obtain f = g. This completes the proof of the Theorem 1. [J

4. Proof of Theorem 2

Proof. Noting that N(r,e0; f) =0, N(r,o0;¢) = 0 and using Lemma 9 instead of
Lemma 8 and proceeding in the like manner as the proof of Theorem | we obtain the
result of the Theorem 2. [J
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