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Abstract. In this article, we deal with the solutions of the difference analogue of Fermat-type
equation of the form f3(z) 4 [c1f(z 4 ¢) + cof(2)]® = e**1F and prove a result generalizing a
result of Han and Lii [J. Contm. Math. Anal. 2019] and Ma et al. [J. Func. Spaces, Vol. 2020,
Article ID 3205357|. Furthermore, we explore the class of functions satisfying the Fermat-type
difference equation. A considerable number of examples have been exhibited throughout the
paper pertinent with the different issues. We characterized all possible non-constant solutions
of the Fermat-type difference equation f2(z) 4+ f2(z + ¢) = e**15,
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1. INTRODUCTION

The so called Fermat’s Last Theorem, which was proved by Wiles [30], Taylor and
Wiles [29] in 1995, states that there do not exist non-zero rational numbers x and y
and an integer n > 3, for which 2™ + y™ = 1. There is a close relationship between
Fermat’s Last Theorem and family of solutions (f,g) of the following functional

equation
(1.1) M+g9" =1

For n = 1, finding the solution is effortless, and for n = 2, it is easy to see that the

pairs (sin(a), cos(«)) and

1. 1.
(\/E[sm(a) + cos(a)], E[SID(O{) F cos(a)])

always solves the equation for an entire function «. For n > 2, Gross [8] proved

that all the meromorphic solutions are of the form

25(z) 1-5%(2)

z)= ———— and ¢g(z) = ———=.

MO =m0 =9 =)
For n > 3, it has no transcendental entire solutions proved in [Gauthier-Villars,
Paris, (1927), 135—136] but meromorphic solutions exists which is confirmed by
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Gross in [8] and one such solution is
f(z) = 4—1/6(p/)—1 (1 1g-1/2 -41/3p>
g(z) = 470(p) 7 (1372 41,

where p is a Weierstrass p-function. For n > 4, it has no transcendental meromorphic
solutions confirmed in [8]. No other solutions of the equation (I.1) exist which is
confirmed by Gross in [9].

It has been determined for which positive integers n, the equation has
non-constant solutions f and ¢ in each of the following four function classes (i)
meromorphic functions, (ii) rational functions, (iii) entire functions, and (iv) polynomials;
(see [111, 12]. The study of the functions analogous to the Fermat-type diophantine
equations " + y™ = 1 was initiated by Gross [8] and Baker [2]. They actually
proved that the equation

(1.2) ff+g" =1

does not admit any non-constant meromorphic solutions in the complex plane C
if n > 3, and does not admit any entire solutions if n > 2. For the possible non-
constant meromorphic solutions of , they also characterized it in the case of
when n = 2,3. In fact, for the case n = 3, Gross [8] and Baker [2] proved that the
following pair (f, g), where

(13) 10 =5+ 22 sote)

and

(1.9) 92 = (5 - 2 1ot

are meromorphic solution of equation (|1.2), where p is Weierstrass p-function.

It is worth to observe that the equation 23+ y? = 1 defines an algebraic function
whose Reimann surface has genus 1, and there is accordingly a uniformization by
Weierstrass elliptic function. Weierstrass elliptic function p(z) := P(z, w1, ws) is a
doubly periodic meromorphic function with periods w; and ws, and this function is
defined by

( ) 1 n Z 1 1

Z,Wi,Wwe) = — - .

v D2 z? et (z + pw1 +vwe)?  (pwi + vws)?
P42 #0

which is even and satisfies, after appropriate choosing w; and ws,

(L5) (¢)2 = 4¢° — 1.
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In the same paper, Gross conjectured that every meromorphic solutions of f3 4
g> = 1 are necessarily elliptic function of entire functions. Later, Baker [2] confirmed

the conjecture and established the following result.

Theorem A. [2] Fach pair of meromorphic solutions f and g to the following

equation
(16) P2 +6°(z) = 1

over C must be of the form f = fi(h(z)) and g(z) = wgi(h(z)) = wfi(—h(z)),

where h is an entire function in C and w is a cube root of unity.

In this paper, a meromorphic function will always be non-constant and meromorphic
in the complex plane C, unless specifically stated otherwise. In what follows, we
assume that the reader is familiar with the elementary Nevanlinna theory (see
[7, B3, 135]). In particular, for a meromorphic function f, we denote S(f) the family
of all meromorphic function w for which T'(r,w) = S(r, f) = o(T(r, f)), where
r — oo outside of a possible set of finite logarithmic measure. For convenience, we
agree that S(f) includes all constant functions and S(f) := S(f) U {oc}. Here, the
order p(f) of a meromorphic function is defined by

p(f) = limsup M.
00 logr

In 2016, Lii and Han [20] proved that the equation f(z) 4+ f'(z) = 1 has the
general solution f(z) = 1—ae™= for a € C and f2(z) 4 (f'(2))> = 1 has the general
solution f(z) = % sin(z +b) for some b € C. Nevertheless, f™(z)+ (f/(z))" = 1 can
not have any non-constant meromorphic solution when n > 2.

Below, we recall a well-known facts about the order of composite meromorphic

functions which have been established by Edrei and Fuchs [0], and by Bergweiler [4].

Theorem B. Let f be a meromorphic functions and h be an entire function in

C. When 0 < p(f),p(h) < oo, then p(f o h) < oo, and h is transcendental, then
p(f) = 0.

In the recent years, Nevanlinna characteristic of f(z+¢) (¢ € C\ {0}), the value
distribution theory of difference polynomials, Nevanlinna theory of the difference
operator and the difference analogue of the lemma of the logarithmic derivative has
been established (see 5] [14],[15]). Due to this development of theories, there has been
a recent study on whether the derivative f’ of f can be replaced by the shift f(z+c)
or difference operator A.f. The difference analogues of the Fermat type functional
equations have been investigated in a number of papers (see [19, 24}, 26|, 27, BT [34] ).
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For a meromorphic function f, we define its difference operators by

Acf = flz+¢c) = f(2)
A"f = A"V (Acf), neN, n> 2.

In 2016, Lii and Han [20] described a property of meromorphic solutions to the
equation (1.6) with g(z) := f(z + ¢), for ¢ € C\ {0} as the following.

Theorem C. [20] The difference equation f3(z) + f3(z +¢) = 1 does not have

meromorphic solutions of finite order.

For n > 4 and v # 0, if we consider the meromorphic solution of the equations
™ (2)+(f)" =~", then by the Proposition 1.1 in [16] we see that both the functions
f/vand f’/v must be constants. Therefore, if we assume f = ¢;y and f/ = ¢y, then
a simple computation shows that ¢} +c§ = 1. Observe that ¢; # 0, otherwise f = 0,
hence v = 0. Similarly, co # 0, otherwise, f and ~ will be constants. Therefore,
when c¢jco # 0, then v cannot have any zeros and poles. Hence 7"(z) = e®*+8

where o = nea/c;.

Motivated by the above observations, Han and Lii [16] have investigated the
above equation with f(z + ¢) in the place of f’(z) for the case n = 3 and proved

the following interesting result.

Theorem D. [16] The difference equation f3(2)+ f2(z+c) = e**T8, where o, B €

C, does not have meromorphic solutions of finite order.

Regarding existence of solutions of the difference equation f™(z) + [A.f]" =1 for

a positive integer n, we have the following note.

Remark 1.1. A simple computation shows that the difference equation f(z) +
A.f = 1 has no non-constant meromorphic solutions. Following the proof of Theorem
1.5 of Liu et al. in [I8, Theorem 1.5], one can observe that there does not exist any

non-constant meromorphic solutions of the difference equation f2(z) + [A.f]? = 1.
Therefore, a natural question arises as the following.

Question 1.1. Does there exist any non-constant meromorphic solutions of the
difference equation f3(2) + [A.f]> =17

Recently, Ma et al. [2I] have investigated Theorem B by considering the difference

operator A.f and proved the following result which answers Question [1.1

Theorem E. [21] The difference equation f3(z) + [A.f(2)]® = 1 does not have

meromorphic solutions of finite order.



ON THE FERMAT-TYPE DIFFERENCE EQUATION ...

In the same paper, Han and Lii [I6] proved the next result by producing a

complete characterization of the solutions.

Theorem F. [I6] The meromorphic solutions f of the following differential equation

(1.7) FH(2) + ()" = e=H?
must be entire functions and the following assertions hold.

(i) For n = 1, the general solution of (L.7) are f(z) = e®**t8 /(a4 1), when
a# —1, and f(2) = ze *TF 4 ae =

(ii) For n = 2, either a = 0, and the general solution of (1.7) are f(z) =
eP/2sin(z 4+ b), or f(z) = delo=tP)/2,

(iii) For n > 3, the general solution of (L.7) is f(z) = del®*+8)/n
where a,b,d, o, 8 € C with d* (1 + (a/n)") = 1, for n > 2.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove a result generalizing the
Theorem D and Theorem E. In Subsection 2.1, the characterization of the solutions
of f2(2) + f2(z + ¢) = e***# is discussed and a result is proved. In Section 3,
the claim of Han and Lii in [I6 page 102] is disproved exhibiting several counter
examples. Section 4 is devoted mainly to prove the main results of this paper. Future

course of work on the results of this paper has been discussed in Section 5.

2. MAIN RESULT

Motivating from Remark[I.1] we are interested to investigate for the non-constant
meromorphic solutions of general difference equations. Henceforth, we recall here
L.(f) defined by the present author in [I] as L.(f) := c1f(z + ¢) + cof(2), c1(#
0), ¢ € C. It is easy to see that the shift f(z + ¢) and difference operator A.f
are the particular cases of L.(f). With this setting, in this paper, our aim is to
investigate Theorems D and E further to establish a combined result. Before state

the main result of this paper, we have the following remark.

Remark 2.1. The equation f™(2)4[L.(f)]" = e**T8, may consists of non-constant
entire as well as meromorphic solutions for n = 1 and n = 2, from the following

examples we ensure this fact.

Example 2.1. Let

z/c
f(z) = <C° * 1) h(z) + 6e®* 1P,
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where h is c-periodic finite order entire functions like h(z) = sin (27wz/c) or cos (27z/c)

2miz/c

ore ete. and their linear combinations and ¢ be such that e*® = (1 — §(co +1))/c16.

It is easy to verify that f(z) solves the equation f(z) + L.(f(2)) = e®**5.

Example 2.2. Let
z/c
co+ 1) g(z)+1 8
z)= |- + 6e** TP,
7@ ( €1 g9(2) =1

where g is c-periodic finite order entire or meromorphic functions like in Example
and ¢ be such that e®® = (1 — 0(co +1))/c16. It is easy to see that f(z) solves
the equation f(z) + L.(f(2)) = e***A.

Example 2.3. Let f(z) = (1/2)e(@=+8)/3 (elo=+8)/3 1 1) We choose ¢ € C such
that e*</3 £ 1. Let
2 Qe +1
Lc(f)zwf(z+c)+(7c)f(z).
es (e 35— 1)
Clearly, f(z) solves the equation f2(z) + [Lc(f(2))]? = e**+P.

Example 2.4. Let
1 2 (1=7)(az+B) 1
f(z) = 3 (67(0‘”5) sin (m) + ezm) where v € C\ {2}

c sin (7)

92 i (e(l—'y)ac 4 evac)
Lc(f) = i (e(lfw)ac _ e'yac) f(Z + C) + (e(lf'y)ozc _ e'yac) (Z)

It is easy to verify that f(z) solves the equation f?(2) + [L.(f(2))]? = e 5.

Let

The observations from the above examples motivate us to establish a single result
combining the results of Lii and Han [16], and Ma et al. [2I] (i.e., for the case

n = 3). Therefore, the following question is inevitable.

Question 2.1. Does there exist any non-constant meromorphic solution of the
equation of f3(2) + [Le(f(2))]? = e** 182

In this paper, with the help of some ideas of [I6], we establish Theorem Which
answers Question 2.1] completely.

Theorem 2.1. The difference equation
(2.1) PP(2) + [Le(f(2)]P = e2**F

does not have infinite order meromorphic solutions.

Remark 2.2. In case of meromorphic function of infinite order, the next example

evidents that (2.1) may admit solution.
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Example 2.5. Let f(z) be given by (4.2) with h(z) = e*. Therefore, we have
p(f) = 0o and for ¢ = i, each a with e“*/? = {1, w, w?} where w is a non-real
cube root of unity. It is easy to see that f3(z) + [Le(f(2))]? = e* 15,

Our aim is to generalize Theorem F for general setting of the equation. In order
to generalize Theorem F, we would like to explore the meromorphic solutions of the
following Fermat-type differential equation

n
(2.2) (z)+ (f(k)(z)> =P for keN.

Henceforth, to this end, we denote 6 by 6 = cos (37/k) + isin (37/k) where k is a
positive integer such that ¥ = —1.

Theorem 2.2. Let k be any positive integer. Then the meromorphic solutions f of

the differential equation

(23) (@) + [0 )] = et
must be entire functions. Furthermore,

(i) When n =1, the general solution of (2.3)) is

Zeocz+5

Za] 67z T for a #6,0%,...,6" "

69 ze®* o 2 k-1
Zaje Z+T1)’ for a€{0,0°,...,0" "}
() = s
Za] 'z 4 , for aa=—1 and k is odd,
—z+B

, for aa=—1 and k is even,

Z aze’
(ii) When n = 2, one of the following holds: FEither
(a) a@ = 0, and the general solution of are f(z) = e/?sin(z + b),
only when k is odd but when k is even, then f must be constant, e?/?,
or
(b) f(2) = del=+0)/2.
(iii) When n > 3, the general solution of is f(z) = del@=+h)/n,
where a,b,d,a, 8 € C are such that d™ (1 + (a/n)nk) =1, forn > 2.
2.1. Characterization of the solutions of f2(z)+f2(z+c) = e***A. In contrast

to Theorem 2.1 in [16], Han and Lii have shown that even though the existence of

finite or infinite order meromorphic solutions of the difference equation

(2.4) P&) + (24 ¢) = et
9
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can be described but they could not prove a result finding the general solution of
. Therefore, it is interesting to seek the possible general meromorphic solutions
of the difference equation . In this paper, we take this opportunity to find
out the possible general meromorphic solutions of the above Fermat-type difference
equation. Consequently, we prove the following result which may give a complete

characterization of the solutions of the difference equation (2.4).

Theorem 2.3. The general meromorphic solutions of the Fermat-type difference
equation f2(z) + f2(z + ¢) = e***8 are the following:
(i) If f is a non-constant entire function, then
deaz;ﬂ, where d # +1, d? = ﬁ with e*¢ # —1, when order of f is finite.

f(z) = e sin (W —+ 77) , when order of fis finite,

az+f8

ez sin (W + H(z)) , when order of f is infinite.

(ii) If f is a non—constant meromorphic function, then

e;ll(az"l‘ﬂ)( ( ) eé(az+6)>
—— 9+ ——=—).
2 9(z)
f(z) = e%(o‘z"'ﬁ)

G CE )t

where g is a meromorphic function, H is a c-periodic entire function, 1 is a complex

number and e“¢ =1.

Remark 2.3. If g is a constant or an exponential function, then the solution

becomes transcendental entire.

Example 2.6. Let

az+B

0) fi() = e with e =8, p(f) < 1,

(i) fa(=) = e"F cos (T- 4+ 1), p(f) <1,

2¢c
(i) fa() = e*Fsin (- — 1), p(f) < 1,

l(ozz—&-ﬁ) 1
“T (3 n 3eé(az+ﬁ>>, with e*“ =1, p(f) <1,

(iv) fa(z) =

1 E iz iz
(V) f5(z) = 2<ei(az+3)+2c +ei(az+,@)—2c ); with e = 1, p(f) <1,

(vi) fe(z) = e“2 sin (e%ciz + ;Lz + 1) , with e* =1, p(f) = oo,
¢
It is easy to verify that ff(z) + ff(z +c)=e***8 forallj=1,2, ...,6.

10
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3. REMARKS ON THE GENERAL SOLUTION OF FERMAT-TYPE DIFFERENCE

EQUATIONS

In their paper, Han and Li [16] have discussed briefly about the meromorphic

solutions of the difference equation
(3.1) F(2) + f(z+c) = P,

In [16, page 102], Han and Lii claimed that the general solution of the difference
equation (3.1) is either of the form f(z) = §(2)+de®**P or f(2) = §(2)—(z/c)e** 5,

where 0(z) is a meromorphic function satisfying §(z + ¢) = —d(z).

In this paper, after a careful investigation on the functional equation (3.1), we
found the following list of counter examples confirming that f(z) = §(z) + de®**+7
or f(z) = 6(2) — (z/c)e***P are not the general solution rather some particular

solutions of the difference equation f(z) + f(z + ¢) = e®**+5.

Example 3.1. Let

e c T2
)= — 4 TP g (—) ,
1) sin (2%2) -1 2c

where ¢ be so chosen that e*¢ = 1. We verify that f(z) solves the equation f(z) +
f(z+c) =e***P and f is neither in the specific forms suggested by Li and Han.

Example 3.2. Let

1= HEE et (5
where ¢ be such that e*® =1, and g is any c-periodic finite order entire or meromorphic
functions like g(z) = sin(2mz/c) or cos(2nz/c) or tan(nz/c) or cot(mz/c) etc.
Evidently, f(2) + f(z+c) = e**™8 and f is neither in the specific forms claimed
by Li and Han.

Remark 3.1. In connection with the existence of solutions, we see that, in page
148, Liu et al. |[I8] have investigated to find non-constant solutions of the difference
equation
[+ Mz +e) =1

for different range of values of m and n, where m, n € N. But in particular, when
m =1 =mn, Liu et al. have claimed that the general entire solutions are of the form
f(z) = 1/2 + e™#/¢h(z), where h is a c-periodic entire function. In the following,
we construct examples to show that the general solution is not always of that form.

Therefore, we consider the function g(z) = sinz or cos z.
11
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Example 3.3. Let f(z) = g% (w2/2¢) + ™*/°h(z), where h is a c-periodic entire
function. We see that although f(z) solves the equation f(z)+ f(z+¢) =1 but not

in the said form.

Example 3.4. Let f(2) = (3/5)g? (mz/2c) +1/5. Clearly, f(z) solves the equation
f(2)+ f(z + ¢) = 1 without being of the said form.

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Proof of Theorem 2.3l The difference equation f3(z) + [L.(f)]? = e**T# of the

theorem, can be expressed as

(2] - ()

By the Proposition 1.1 in [I6], it is known that the only non-constant meromorphic
solutions of F3(2) + G3(z) = 1 are

F@%%<H;ﬁm0mmm@iﬁm@%ﬁw»

where h is an entire function, w is a cube root of unity and g denotes the Weierstrass

p-function. Therefore, in view of the Proposition 1.1, we obtain

(11) 1) = o (14 50/ 0)) 5
and
(12) L) = g (1= el ) 5

From (4.2)), we obtain

w — Co w+c ,

- =¥
. 2 2\/§ e 670‘2;5
(4.3) flz+¢) = rolh(2) .

A routine computation using (4.1)) and (4.3) shows that

B o TSN OO/ (JCE5)
» - St o (1 HE0ER)
p(h(z)) p(h(z +c))
Equation can be written as
o (h(z) _ _
(4.5) 73 =2p(h(2))f(2) — L.

Assuming p(f) < oo, then in view of (|1.5)) and (4.5), we obtain
3f2(2)p*(h(2)) _ 3f(2)p(h(2))
e3(az+8) ex(az+p)
We recall here the estimate (2.7) of Bank and Langley [3] which states that

7T’I”'2
(4.7) T(r,0) = T (1+ o(1)) and p(p) = 2,

12

(4.6) +1 = p*(h(2)).
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where A is the area of the parallelogram B with the vertices 0, wy, ws and w; +ws.

Therefore, taking into account that T (r,e**) = (ar/7)(1+ O(1)), combining (4.5)
and (4.7), we obtain

(4.8) T(r, o(h)) < 2T(r, f) + %T (r,¢*) + O(1),

and hence p(p(h)) < co as well.

By Corollary 1.2 of Edrei and Fuchs [6] (see also Theorem of Bergweiler [4]), h

must be a polynomial.

Actually, we have T(r,p(h)) = O (rzq), for ¢ > 1. It is easy to see that if
p(z0) = 0, then from , we obtain (p/(z0))® = —1 which shows that o/(zo) =
+i. We now denote {z,}nen by all the zeros of p(z) that satisfy z, — oo when
n — oo and assume that h(a, k) = 2y, for k = 1, 2,...,deg(h). Thus we have
(9)? (h(an k) = (¢/)? (2n) = —1. Suppose there is a sub-sequence {a,  }nen With
respect to n such that p(h(an i + ¢)) = 0. We denote this sub-sequence still by
{@n,k nen and fixed the index k below. Therefore, we have (p’)2 (h(anix+c)) =—1.

Differentiating both sides of (4.4), we obtain

(1.9) ( —— p'/<h<z>>h’<z>> olh(z + )

w+c

a, (h(z))) o (h(z + O (= +¢)

= (S50 thts + DG+ 0 Jothe +ar (14 TEEED) i e

+ <(w —co) —

Substituting a,  (for sufficiently large n) into the equation (4.9) and by using
p(h(ank +¢)) =0 and p(h(an,r)) = 0, we obtain

- p’(h(an,k») & (s + DA (s + )

—Cl(l+ /3 )p(h( nk))A (an)e s .

(4.10) (w—co) —

Noting that ©'(h(ank)) = £i and @' (h(ank + ¢)) = =i, without any loss
of generality, together with (4.4)), we assume that there exists a sub-sequence
{@n,k nen (here we still denote it by {as, k }nen ) such that the following four possible

cases may occur.

Case 1. If ¢/ (h(an,k)) =4 and @' (h(ank +¢)) = 4, then in view of (4.10)), we obtain

w +c . Z ac
(4.11) (w —cg— Oz) R (ank +c¢)=c <1 + \/g) B (ank)es .
13
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Case 2. If ©'(h(an,k)) = —i and ©'(h(anx + ¢)) =4, then we get from (4.10),

w + Cy 'L ac
0 ) B (any +c¢) = <1 + \/5) b (ank)e™ .
Case 3. If o' (h(ank)) =i and @' (h(an,k + ¢)) = —i, then we obtain from (4.10),
w+ co , ( 7 ) , ac
4.13 w—cy — W (ank +c —c1 (1= —= ) h'(ap, 3
(1.13) 0= N W et 0) = a1 (1= =) Wlana)e
Case 4. If o' (h(ank)) =t and @' (h(ank + ¢)) = i, then (4.10) yields

(4.14) ( 4 Yt z) B (ang +¢) = c1 (1 . Z) W (an ) s

(4.12) w— co +

V3 V3
Since h(z) and h(z+c) are polynomials of same degree with same leading coefficient

and there are infinitely many a, j (with |a, x| — 00), we would have to conclude

(w—co_w\%@o )h’( to)=c (1+\;§) W (2o

W(z+c)=—a (1 + \;§> W(2)e¥

)
(wcow:;;o)h’(zqtc) (1\;§>h’(z)e"§
)

W(z+c)=cr (1 — \/§> W (2)e

This is possible only when

2c0+1 V3. 2c+1 V3. 24c  V3c.
— —1 - —1, — — 1
201 261 ’ 201 201 ’ 2C1 201
e 260+1+£_’1—200+£i7 00+1_\/§(Co+1)i’
3 2cq 2c1 2cq 2cq 2cq1 2cq
(& =
co+1 V3(1l—-co). co+1 co+1 V3.
+ 1, — , — - —1,
2cq1 2cq c1 2cq 2c;
Co+1_\/§(00—1)2_ Co+1+\/§(00+1)z 1—260_@,
261 201 ’ 201 201 ’ 201 201 ’
1
sincew=1,w=—=-=+ ﬁz
2 2

Therefore, there exists a positive integer mg satisfying P(h(a, + ¢)) # 0 for
n >mg.
When this is true, one has uniformly following the above set of equations (which are
in terms of A/(z + ¢) and h'(z)) that h(z) = az + b for ac # 0. Again we know that
the function p(z) has two distinct zeros in 3, and hence in each associated lattice,
we see that all the zeros {z, }nen of p(z) are transferred to each other through (an
integral multiple) of ac. Therefore, for the simplicity, we can consider two cases:

either ac = wi, wa, wi + we oOr ac # wy, ws, w1 + we and ac € P. It is worth
14
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noticing that the former cannot occur in view of (4.4) and the periodicity of p(2)
and p'(z), and the later cannot occur either p(z) has a unique double pole in each
lattice. We now substitute zo, = —(b/a) into (4.4), and obtain the following

w+eco , o' (ac)
OO:(w—co)— 7 p(0)61(1+ \/§>€a§<oo
©(0) p(ac)

which leads to a contradiction.

It is easy to see that p(h(an k+c)) = 0 may occur only for finitely a,, ,’s. Without
loss of generality, we assume that p(h(a, r+c)) # 0for k=1, 2, ...,deg(h) and all
n > N, with N being a sufficiently large positive integer. Again since p(h(an ) =0
and (p')?(h(ank)) = —1, hence by we must have p(h(an,x)) = oo for n > N.
This implies that the zeros of p(h(z)) are the poles of p(h(z+c)) except for finitely
many points. We observe that O(logr) = S(r, p(h)), and hence we can write

1 = 1
@ ¥ (roaey) <8 (rpaey) v ()
< N (1. 0{h(z + ) + 2T(r,1'(2)) + Oog)
N (roo(h(z + €))) + 5 (. p{h(2))).

In view of equation (4.1) and the estimate in (4.27)), we obtain
1
(4.16) T(r, f) < T( p(h)) +T(r, ' (W) + 3T (r,e**) + O(1)
Hence in view of (4.8) and the estimate T(r,p(h)) = O (r*?), we have p(f) =

p(p(h)) and also S(r, f) = S(r,p(h)). So we have T (r,e®*) = S(r, f). From the

equation

LD = P () = (1)~ F) (1)~ we™) (1(2) — w2652,

we deduce that all the zeros of each of the following functions

az+

(f(Z)—G%M>7(f(Z)—UJ€ 3 ) and (f(z)—wzem;ﬁ)

are of multiplicities at least 3.
15
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By Yamanoi’s Second Fundamental Theorem (see [32]), we obtain

1 1
+ZN|r o | TN )+ S f)
3 ( (£(2) - w2e™s ))
< T(r, ) + T (%) + N, f) + S0, )

<T(r, ) ++N(@r, f) + S, f)

which implies that T'(r, f) = N(r, f) + S(r, f). It leads to m(r, f) = S(r, f) =
S(r,p(h)). On the other hand, the form of the function f in (4.1)) shows that

L _ et - )
2p(h(2)) 2vV3p(h(2))
Therefore, by the lemma of the logarithmic derivative, it is easy to see that
1 1
() w(r ) = (7 e ) oW
_ W (z)e' (h(z) 1
< mf(r, )+m(r,e >+m( M)+m<,w>+0(1)
ST(r,e +)+T( ! )+S (h(2)))
<T(re )+T(Th())+5(7" p(h(2))) < S(r, p(h(2)))

Combining equations (4.15) and (4.17) and observing that each pole of p(z) is of
multiplicity is exactly 2 (so that each pole P(h) has multiplicity 2k for some integer
k > 1), by applying Theorem 2.1 of Chiang and Feng [5], we obtain

T(r,o(h(2) = T (1 —ds ) + 0
1 1
= (v i)+ () +ow
< (g ) + S £ Nl oAz + ) + (5 9(A())
< IN(olh(z + ) + S0 0(h(2) < ST( plh(z + ) + S0, 0(h(2)
< ST p(h() + S(r,p(h(z))) + O (o) -14)
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which yields that T(r, p(h)) < S(r, p(h(2)))+0 (rP®(M)=1+€)  Therefore, we arrive

at a contradiction. The proof of the theorem is complete. (]

Proof of Theorem [2.2] For the details of proof of Theorem we discuss here
the case n = 1 only because the cases n > 2 will follow from Theorem F of Han
and Lii [I6]. For n = 1, equation ([2.3]) becomes

(4.18) F(2) + [0 (z) = e+,

The general solution of the differential equation (4.18) consist of two parts: one
is complementary function f.(z) and the other is particular solution f,(z). The
auxiliary equation here is mF + 1 = 0 which implies m = 6,602, ...,0%"1. It is easy

to see that m can take value —1 also for the case when k is odd. Therefore, we

have f.(z) = Z?:l ajeojz, where a;’s are complex constants. Let us denote the
differential operator D as D = d/dz. Then equation (4.18) can be expressed as
(D¥ +1) f(2) = e**7. Therefore, we have
1
_ +8
fo(2) = meaz :
If « ¢ {6,6%,...,051}, then a simple computations shows that the particular

solution in this case is f,(z) = e***#/(ak + 1). Hence the general solution is

i, ze¥*th
f(2) = fe(2) + fo(2) Z%e T
If € {0,0%,...,0 1}, then we see that o = —1. Therefore, we have
1 az+p az+f 1
= —_— — e 1
o) = prpe T orar Y
1
= k z k @)
Dk Dk—l Dk—l 2 D k—1
+(1> a+(2> a” +...+ b1 o
-1
1 1 k
= e th 1+ DL (Y)DF 241 (1)
k k-1 k k-1 1
Da Q
kE—1 k—1
az+f
_ paztB 1 l _ ze '
k w1 D kak-1
@
kE—1
Hence, the general solution is
zeaz+ﬁ

f(2) = fe(2) + fp(2 Zay o= kak Toh—1

When in particular « = —1, this case can be handled easily considering k as odd

or even separately. [
17
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Proof of Theorem [2:3l We split the whole proof into the follows two cases.

Case 1. Let the solution f be a transcendental entire function. Let us first consider
the exponential case i.e., f(z) = de’(*), where P(z) is a polynomial in z. Then we

have
(419) d2 <62P(z)—(az+3) + eQP(z+c)—(az+5)> - 1.

A simple computations shows that both the functions 2P(z) — (az + ) and
2P(z 4+ ¢) — (az + B) must be constants, say, ¢; and ¢, respectively. Then an

elementary calculation shows that
(4.20) ac=cy—c1 =2(P(z+c¢)— P(z)).

By the assumption, f is a finite order entire function and in view of (4.20)), deg(P)
must be equal to 1. Hence we can show that P(z) takes the form P(z) = (az + 3)/2.
Thus it follows from that d?> = 1/e®¢ with d # +1 and «, ¢ be such that
e* #£ —1.

Let f(2) is not of the form f(z) = de”(*). We know from the result of Gross
that any entire solution of f2(z) 4+ ¢g2(z) = 1 is of the form f(z) = sin(h(z)) and
g(z) = cos(h(z)), where h is a an entire function.

The difference equation f(2)? + f2(z + ¢) = e***# can be written as

fG N (fETroN
< az+p3 + az+f8 = 1
e 2 e 2
Therefore, by the result of Gross [§], it is easy to see that the general solution of

f(2)?+ f2(z + ¢) = e***P must be

az+p

f(z) = e

for an entire function h. Therefore, we obtain h(z + ¢) = h(z) + 2kn + 7/2 and
e®“/2 = 1, where k is an integer. Writing h(z) = (4k 4+ 1)7z/2c +H(2), it is easy to

sin (h(2)) and f(z +¢) = e* 2" cos (h(z2))

verify that #(z) is a c-periodic entire function. Therefore, the general non-constant

entire solution can be written as

£(2) = ™27 sin ((4“1)“ + H(z)) .

2¢c
In particular, if f is a finite order transcendental entire function, then by Pdlya’s
theorem [25], the function H(z) must be constant, say, . Hence, the general non-

constant transcendental entire solution becomes

f(z)= ¢“=" sin <(4k J;CI)WZ + 77> .

Case 2. Let f be a meromorphic function.
18
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The difference equation f(2)? + f2(z + ¢) = e***# can be written as
(4.21) [f(2) +if(z+ Of(2) —if(z + )] = e***F.
From ([4.21)), it is easy to see that the functions [f(2)+if(z+c)] and [f(2)—if(z+c)]

may have zeros and poles. Therefore, there exists a meromorphic function g and a
complex number ¢ such that [f(z)+if(z+c)] and [f(z) —if(z+c)] can be expressed

as
(4.22) f2)+if(z+c) = @D g(z)
and

i _ =0 (aztp) L
(4.23) f(z) —if(z4c) =€t +h el

Solving equations (4.22)) and (4.23)) for f(z) and f(z + ¢), we obtain

1 senin) (1=8)(az+5)
(4.24) f(z) = 5 (e Hg(z) + )
and

_ l 5ozt B) B e(1=8)(az+p)
(4.25) flz+c¢) = 5% <e Hg(z) BT —

Combining (4.24) and (4.25), it is easy to see that

6(175)(az+ﬂ)6a(175)c

4.96 6(az+pB) ,adc +e)+
(4.20) st Do 4.+ S
(1=8)(az+p)
_ i Statsy € )
=—ile 2z
(e mat) -5

Clearly, (4.26)) shows that the functions g(z) and g(z + ¢) have the same set of
zeros and poles with the same multiplicities, otherwise, comparing the zeros and

poles of g(z) and g(z+c¢) from both sides of (4.26)), we can arrive at a contradiction.
Therefore, there exists a polynomial Q(z) in z such that

(4.27) 9C+9) _ 0w,

9(2)
If e2(2) = 1, then g becomes a c-periodic function. Now equating the coefficients in

(4.26]), we obtain,

ie’*® =1 and ie

(I=d)ac _ 1.
Therefore, we have e*¢ = 1 and e’®¢ = —i, which shows that § = 1/4 or 3/4. Hence
the possible forms of the function f is one of the following:
12) eilaz+p) ( ) e%(az—kﬂ))
2)=—F7—9(2)+ ———
2 9(2)

ei(az“rﬁ)

1) = 5 (He g + ).
19
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If €2(*) £ 1, then substituting g(z + ¢) = e2(*)g(2) in (4.26), we obtain that
ie(l—&)ac + eQ(z)

2 (26—1)(az+B) _
(4.28) g-(z)e = 0 (et — 1)

Clearly, the function g in (4.28) cannot have any poles, hence g must be a
transcendental entire function. But note that, all the zeros of ie(t=9)ac 4 ¢2(2)
are the zeros of g(z) are of multiplicities at least 2, which leads to a contradiction.

This completes the proof. (I

5. FUTURE STUDY

To continue the study, one can turn attention to the solutions of more general
Fermat-type equations. For example, Ramanujan observed that x =9, y = 10 and
z = —12 is a solution of z" + y™ + 2™ = 1 for the case n = 3. Therefore, looking
for the solutions of equation z" + y™ + 2™ = 1 for n > 4 will of great interests, and
the study will become more effective if z, y and z be non-constant functions. Since
the problem of finding solutions of have been settled for the classes (i)-(iv)

mentioned above, it is therefore natural to turn attention to the functional equation
(5.1) fMf+g"+hr" =1,

where n is a positive integer and f, g and h are functions in any one of the above

four function classes.

Finding non-constant entire as well as meromorphic solutions are effortless for

n = 1. For example, for n = 2, one can verify that

(f9,h) = (sin(¢) cos(t)), sin(¢) sin(¢), cos(¢))

is an immediate entire solution and

(f,9,h) = (isin(¢) tan(e), i cos(¢) tan(¢), sec(¢))

is a meromorphic solution of the equation , where ¢ and 1 are two entire
functions. For n > 3, looking for non-constant entire as well as meromorphic
solutions will be of utmost interest. For future course of work and to study Fermat-
type functional equations, we refer the reader to go through the article of Gundersen

[13] and references there in.

Acknowledgment: The author thanks the referee(s) for their careful reading and
insightful comments, which greatly helpful to improve the clarity of the exposition
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