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Abstract. In this paper, we mainly investigate some properties of the transcendental
meromorphic solution f(z) for the difference Riccati equation

Pi(2)f(2) + Pa(2)

T == me)

where P;(z)(i = 1,2,3) are polynomials. And we obtain some estimates of exponents
of convergence of fixed points and c—points of f(z) and its shift f(z + n).
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1. Introduction and main results

Early results for difference equations were largely motivated by the work of
Kimura [13] on the iteration of analytic functions. Shimomura [19] and Yanag-
ihara [20] proved the following theorems, respectively.

Theorem A ([19]). For any polynomial P(y), the difference equation

y(z +1) = P(y(2))
has a non-trivial entire solution.

Theorem B ([20]). For any rational function R(y), the difference equation

y(z+1) = R(y(2))

has a non-trivial meromorphic solution.

In this paper, we assume that the reader is familiar with the basic notions of
Nevanlinna value distribution theory (see, e.g., [11, 14, 21]). In addition, we use
the notations o(f) to denote the order of growth of the meromorphic function
f(2), A(f) and )\(%) to denote the exponents of convergence of zeros and poles of
f(2), respectively. Moreover, we say that a meromorphic function g(z) is small
with respect to f(z) if T'(r,g) = S(r, f), where S(r, f) = o(T'(r, f)) outside of a
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possible exceptional set of finite logarithmic measure. And we denote by S(f)
the family of all meromorphic functions which are small compared to f(z). We
say that a meromorphic solution f(z) of a difference equation is admissible if all
coefficients of the equation are in S(f). We also use the notation 7(f) to denote
the exponent of convergence of fixed points of f(z) that is defined as

_ log N (r, ﬁ)
7(f) = lim ———~.
r—00 logr

Recently, a number of papers (including [1-6, 8-10, 12,15-18]) focused on
complex difference equations and difference analogues of Nevanlinna theory. As
the difference analogues of Nevanlinna theory were being investigated, many
results on the complex difference equations have been got rapidly. Many papers
(including [1, 6, 10, 12]) mainly dealt with the growth of meromorphic solutions
of difference equations.

In [10], Halburd and Korhonen used value distribution theory to obtain the
following Theorem C.

Theorem C ([10]). Let f(z) be an admissible finite order meromorphic solution
of the equation

co(f(2) —er)(f(2) —c)
(f(2) —a)(f(2) —a-)
where the coefficients are meromorphic functions, ca % 0 and degf(R) =2 If

the order of the poles of f(z) is bounded, then either f(z) satisfies a difference
Riccati equation

Ly fle+Df(z-1) = =: R(z, f(2)),

p(2)f(2) +4(2)

fz) +s(z) 7
where p, q, s € S(f), or equation (1.1) can be transformed by a bilinear change
in f(2) to one of the equations

fz+1) =

_ 2f() + 0N f(2) +ypA*
(f(z) =1)(f(z) =)

fQ(Z) + 5€i7rz/2/\zf(z) + ,U'/\QZ
f2z) -1 ’
where A € C, and 6, p, v, v =y(2—1) € S(f) are arbitrary finite order periodic

functions such that § and ~y have period 2 and p has period 1.
Chen [4] obtained the following Theorem D.

flz+1)f(z-1)

fe+)f(z-1) =

Theorem D ([4]). Let Pj(z), j =1,2,3 be nonzero polynomials, such that

deg P3(z) > max{deg Pj(z) : j = 1,2}.
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If c € C\ {0}, then every finite order transcendental meromorphic solution f(z)
of equation
Pi(2)f(2)
z+1)=
TV = 5016+ A6

satisfies:
(i) AM(f(z4+n)—c)=0o(f) > 1, n=20,1,2,...;

(73) if deg P1 # deg Py, then A (Af{g) - c) =o(f);

(7it) if there is a polynomial h(z) satisfying

(Py(2) — Pi(z) + cP3(2))* — 4cPy(2) P3(2) = h(2)?,

then A (Af(z) —c) = o(f).

From the above, we see that the difference Riccati equation is an impor-
tant class of difference equations, it will play an important role in research of
difference Painlevé equations. Some papers [2-4] dealt with complex difference
Riccati equations.

In this research, we investigate some properties of finite order transcendental
meromorphic solution for certain difference Riccati equation, and obtain the
following theorems.

Theorem 1.1. Let Pj(z)(j = 1,2,3) be nonzero polynomials, such that there
exists an integer [(1 <1 < 3) with

(1.2) deg P;(z) > max{deg Pj(z)}.
J#l

If ¢ € C, then every finite order transcendental meromorphic solution f(z) of
the difference equation

Pi(2)f(2) + Pa(2)
f(2) + P3(z)

where P (z)f(z)+ Pa(2) and f(z)+ P3(z) are relatively prime polynomials in f,
satisfies A (f(z+n) —c)=0(f),n=0,1,2,....

(1.3) Fflz+1) =

Theorem 1.2. Let P;j(z)(j = 1,2,3) be nonzero polynomials, such that
(1.4) deg P1(z) > max{deg P»(z),deg P3(z)} and  deg Pi(z) > 2,
or

(1.5) deg P3(z) > max{deg P»(z),deg Pi(z)} and  deg P3(z) > 2.

Then every finite order transcendental meromorphic solution f(z) of the differ-
ence equation (1.3) satisfies T(f(z +n)) =o(f), n=0,1,2,....
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2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We need the following lemmas to prove Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.1 ([8,15]). Let f be a transcendental meromorphic solution of finite
order o of the difference equation

P(Z,f):(),

where P(z, f) is a difference polynomial in f(z) and its shifts. If P(z,a) # 0
for a slowly moving target function a, i.e. T(r,a) = S(r, f), then

() =t

outside of a possible exceptional set of finite logarithmic measure.

Remark 2.1. Using the same method as in the proof of Lemma 2.1 (see [8]),
we can prove that in Lemma 2.1, if all coefficients by(z) of P(z, f(z)) satisfy
o(bx(z)) = 01 < 0(f(2)) = o, and if P(z,a) # 0 for a meromorphic function
a(z) satisfying T'(r,a) = S(r, f), then for a given (0 < & < 0 — 01)

m (1) = 8(r, £(2)) + O(r+)
(75=)

holds for all r outside of a possible exceptional set of finite logarithmic measure.

Lemma 2.2 ([15]). Let f be a transcendental meromorphic solution of finite
order o of a difference equation of the form

H(Z,f)P(Z,f):Q(Z,f)7

where H(z, f) is a difference product of total degree n in f(z) and its shifts,
and where P(z, f), Q(z, f) are difference polynomials such that the total degree
degQ(z, f) < n. Then for each e > 0,

m(r, P(z, ) = O(r"~"*%) + S(r, f)
possibly outside of an exceptional set of finite logarithmic measure.

Lemma 2.3 (Valiron-Mohon’ko, see [14]). Let f(z) be a meromorphic function.
Then for all irreducible rational function in f(z),

ao(z) + a1(2)f(2) + .-+ am(2) f(z)™
bo(2) +b1(2)f(2) + ... 4+ bn(2) f(2

)
with meromorphic coefficients a;(z)(i = 0,1,...,m), bj(2)(j = 0,1,...,n), the
characteristic function of R(z, f(z)) satisfies

T(r,R(z, f(2))) = dT(r, f) + O(¥(r)),

R(z, f(2)) =

n
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where d =degs R = max{m,n} and ¥(r) = max; j;{T(r,a;),T(r,b;)}.
In the remark of [10, p.15], it is pointed out that the following Lemma 2.4
holds.

Lemma 2.4 ([2]). Let f be a nonconstant finite order meromorphic function.
Then

N(r+1,f)=N@f)+Srf), Tr+1,f)=T(f)+Sr[)
outside of a possible exceptional set of finite logarithmic measure.

Remark 2.2. In [6], Chiang and Feng proved that let f be a meromorphic
function with exponent of convergence of poles )\(%) = A\ < 00, 1 # 0 be fixed,
then for each € > 0,

N (r, f(z+mn)) = N(r, f) + O(*7*%) + O(log 7).

Lemma 2.5 ([6]). Let f(z) be a meromorphic function with order o = o(f) <
+00, and let ) be a fixed nonzero complex number, then for each € > 0, we have

T(r,f(z+n) =T (r, )+ O 1¢) + O(log 7).

Lemma 2.6. ([7]). Let g : (0,+00) = R, h: (0,400) — R be non-decreasing
functions. If (i)g(r) < h(r) outside of an exceptional set of finite linear measure,
or (i1)g(r) < h(r), r ¢ HU (0,1}, where H C (1,00) is a set of finite logarithmic
measure, then for any a > 1, there exists rg > 0 such that g(r) < h(ar) for all
r>T0.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that Pj(z) (j = 1,2,3) satisfy conditions in Theorem 1.1,
c € C is a constant, and f(z) is a nonconstant meromorphic function. Then

f1(z) = (Pi(2) — o) f(2) + Pa(2) — cP3(2)
and
f2(2) = f(2) + P3(2)

have at most finitely many common zeros.

Proof. Suppose that zp is a common zero of fi(z) and fa(z). Then fao(zo) =
f(z0) + P3(z9) = 0. Thus, f(z9) = —P5(20). Substituting f(z9) = —Ps(z0) into
f1(z), we obtain

fl(Z()) = —(Pl(ZO) - C)Pg(Zo) + PQ(Z()) - CP3(Z0) = —Pl(ZO)Pg(Zo) + PQ(Z()) = 0.

Since Py (2)f(z) + P2(z) and f(z) + Ps(z) are relatively prime polynomials in
f, we get —Pi(2)P5(z) + P2(z) # 0. And since —Pj(z)P3(z) + P2(z) has only
finitely many zeros, we see that fi(z) and f2(z) have at most finitely many
COMmon zeros.
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Using the similar method as in the proof of Lemma 2.7, we can prove the
following Lemma 2.8.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that Pj(z) (j = 1,2,3) satisfy conditions in Theorem 1.2,
and f(z) is a nonconstant meromorphic function. Then

f1(2) = (P1(2) = 2)f(2) + Pa(2) — 2P3(2)

and
f2(2) = f(2) + P3(2)

have at most finitely many common zeros.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose that f(z) is a finite order transcendental
meromorphic solution of equation (1.3). We divide this proof into the following
two cases.

Case 1. Suppose that ¢ = 0.
Firstly, we suppose that n = 0. By (1.3), we get

(2.1)  Ho(z, f) == f(z+ D)(f(2) + P3(2)) — Pi(2)f(2) — Pa(2) = 0.

Thus,
Hy(2,0) = —=P(2) #0

since P»(z) is a nonzero polynomial. Thus, by Lemma 2.1, we have that

(22) m ( f(l)) = 8(r, /(2)

holds for all 7 outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure. So, by (2.2), we obtain

(2.3) N (7", f(lz)> — T(r, () + S(r, f(2))

holds for all 7 outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure. Hence, by Lemma 2.6 and (2.3), we see that A\(f(z)) = o(f(2))-
Now suppose that n = 1. Set g(z) = f(z+ 1). Thus, by (1.3), we get

Pi(z+1Dg(z) + P(2+1)
9(2) + P3(z + 1)

(2.4) g(z+1) =

For (2.4), applying the conclusion for n = 0 above and Lemma 2.5, we obtain

Af(z+1) = Mg(2) = a(9(2)) = o (f(2))-

Continuing to use the similar method as above, we can obtain

AMf(z+n)=0(f(z)) n=0,1,2,....
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Case 2. Suppose that ¢ € C\ {0}. Firstly, we suppose that n = 0. By (1.3),
we get (2.1). Thus, by (2.1), we get

Hy(z,¢) = cP3(z) — cP(2) — Pa(2) + 2.

By ¢ # 0 and (1.2), we see that Hy(z,¢) # 0. Thus, by Lemma 2.1, we have

that
m (r, f(z)l_c> — S(r, £(2)

holds for all  outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure. So, we have that

(2.5) N (r, f(z)l—c> =T(r,f(2))+ S(r, f(2))

holds for all  outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure. So, by Lemma 2.6 and (2.5), we obtain A(f(z) —¢) = o(f(2))-
Now suppose that n =1, By (1.3), we obtain

(PL(2) — o) f(2) + Pa(2) — cPs(2)
f(2) + Ps(2) '

If Pi(z) = ¢, then by (2.6) we have that

(2.6) flz+1)—c=

o 41 —o = IR

By (1.2) and Pi(z) = ¢, we get deg Po(2) # deg P3(z). Thus Py(z) — cPs(z) # 0.
From (2.7), we see that if f(z) = oo, then f(z +1) — ¢ = 0. Thus, we get
A+ 1) =) = A(L).

By (1.3), we get
(2.8) (f(2) + P3(2))f (2 + 1) = Pi(2) f(2) + Pa(2).
By Lemma 2.2 and (2.8), we have that
(2.9) m(r, f(z+1)) = 0" D=1 4 §(r, f)

holds for all  outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure. By Lemma 2.3, we get

(2.10) T(r, f(z+1)) =T(r, f(2)) + 5(r, f).
From Lemma 2.4, we obtain

(2.11) N(r,f(z4+1)) < N(r+1,f(z)) = N(r, f(2)) + S5(r, f)
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holds for all  outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure. Thus, by (2.9)-(2.11), we get

(2.12) T(r, f(2)) < N(r, f(2)) + O(r" D 71F) + 5(r, f)

holds for all  outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure. Hence, by Lemma 2.6 and (2.12), we see that A (%) = o(f). Furthermore,

we get A(f(z+ 1) —¢) =a(f).
If Pi(z) — c#0 and cP3(z) # P»(z), then by (2.6) we have that

(Pi(2) - ) (£(2) - B5R)

(2.13) flz+1)—c= f(z) + Psy(2)

By Lemma 2.7, we see that (f( ) — CP3(1Z() PQ(Z)) and f(z) + P3(z) have at

)
most finitely many common zeros. So by (2.13), we only need to prove that

cP3(z) — Pa(z2) B
(214) A0 - D) o)

Suppose that A(f(z) — =P < o(f(2). By o(f(z) — LIS =
o(f(z)) and Hadamard factorization theorem, f(z)— % can be rewrit-
ten as a form

eB(2) = Pa(2) i bo(2) e
(2.15) f(2) Pis)—c z Ho(z)e ,

where h(z) is a polynomial with degh(z) < o(f(2)), bo(z) and Hy(z) are canon-
ical products (bo(z) may be a polynomial) formed by nonzero zeros and poles of
f(z) — % respectively, m is an integer, if m > 0 then b(z) = 2™bo(z),
H(z) = Ho(z)e "); if m < 0 then b(z) = by(z), H(z) = 2~ Hy(z)e "), By
property of canonical product, we see that

(2.16) {Wz)) = 0(b(2) = A (f(2) - BESEE) < o((2)),
AMH(2)) = 0(H(2)) = o(f(2)).
By (2.15), we obtain

{f(Z) = PSLE) 1 p)y(2),

fz+1) = BEHZLEED L pz 4 1)y(2+1),

(2.17)

where y(z) = H(Z) Thus, by (2.16) and Lemma 2.5, we have that

o(y(2)) = o(H(2)) = a(f(2)), a(b(z +1)) = o(b(2)) < a(y(2))-
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Substituting (2.17) into (1.3), we obtain

O

cP3(z) — Pa(z2)
AP e + mica)

+b(z+ 1)y(z + 1)}
(2.18)

~Pi(2) {Pl(z)_c + b(z)y(z)} — Py(2) = 0.

By (2.18), we see that

K1(2,0) ch 3<ZP ;?;j 2_(2; +1) {CP ?}gf()z)_ f QC(Z) + Pg(z)}
AT S - p)
_ P3(2)P1(z) — Py(2) (cP;g(z +1)—P(z+1) c>
Pi(z)—c¢ P(z+1)—c ’
That is

Ps(2)Pi(2) = Po(2) cP3(z+1) = Pa(z+1) —cPi(z+1) + 02.

Ki(z0) = Pi(z)—c Pi(z+1)—c¢

Since Pi(z)f(z) + P2(z) and f(z) + Ps(z) are relatively prime polynomials
in f, we see that P3(2)P1(2) — P2(2) # 0. And by (1.2), we get cP3(z + 1) —
Py(z+41) — cPi(z+ 1) + ¢ # 0. Thus, we obtain

(2.19) Ki(z,0) # 0.

Thus, by (2.16), (2.19), Lemma 2.1 and its Remark 2.1, we obtain for any given
e(0 <e<a(f(2) —a(b(2)))

1
(2.20) N (T, y(z)> = T(T, y(z)) + S(’I“, y(z)) + O(Tg(b(z))+6)

holds for all » outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure.

On the other hand, by y(z) = ﬁ and the fact that H(z) is an entire
function, we see that

1
N|r,— | =N(r,H(z)) =0.
(5) =¥ )
Thus, (2.20) is a contradiction. Hence, A (f(z) - %_)i(z)) =o(f(2)).
If Pi(z) — c#0and cP3(z) — Py(z) =0, then by (2.6) we have that

(PL(z) = ) f(2)
f(z) + Ps(z)

(2.21) fz+1)—c=



THE FIXED POINT OF MEROMORPHIC SOLUTIONS ... 149

By Lemma 2.7, we see that (P1(z)—c)f(z) and f(z)+ P5(z) have at most finitely

many common zeros. So that we have that A(f(z+ 1) —c¢) = A(f(z)). By Case

1, we see that A(f(z)) = o(f(2)). Thus, we obtain A\(f(z+ 1) —c¢) = o(f(2)).
Now suppose that n = 2, By (2.6), we have that

(Pi(z+1)—0)f(z+ 1)+ Py(2+1) —cP3(2+ 1)
f(z+1)+ P3(2+1) '

Set g(z) = f(z 4+ 1). Thus, (2.22) is transformed as

(2.22)  f(z42)—c=

(Pi(z+1)—c)g(z) + Pa(z+ 1) —cP3(z+ 1)

(2.23) gz +1)—c= 9(z) + P3(z + 1)

Since deg Pj(z + 1) = deg Pj(2), thus, Pj(z 4+ 1)(j = 1,2,3) satisfy (1.2). For
(2.23), applying the conclusion for n = 1 above, we obtain A(f(z +2) —¢) =
AMg(z+ 1) —¢) = o(g(2)) = o(f(z)). Continuing to use the same method as
above, we can obtain A(f(z+n) —c) =0(f(2)) n=0,1,2,....

Theorem 1.1 is proved.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Suppose that f(z) is a finite order transcendental meromorphic solution of equa-
tion (1.3).

Firstly, we suppose that n = 0. Set f(z) — z = g(z). So, g(z) is transcen-
dental, T'(r,g(z)) = T(r, f(2)) + O(logr) and S(r,g) = S(r, f). Substituting
f(z) = z+ g(z) into (1.3), we get Ho(z,9) := (g(z+ 1)+ 2+ 1)(g(z) + =z +
Ps3(2)) — Pi(2)(g(2) + z) — Pa(z) = 0. Thus,

(3.1) Hy(z,0) = (2 + 1)P3(2) — zPi(2) — Pa(z) + 2(2 + 1).

By (1.4) or (1.5) and (3.1), we see that Hy(z,0) # 0. Thus, by Lemma 2.1 and
Hy(z,0) # 0, we have that

1
N (7"7 g(z)) =1T(r,g(z)) + S(r,9(2))

holds for all  outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure. So, we obtain

(3.2) N <r, f(z)l_z) — T(r, £(2)) + S(r, £(2))

holds for all 7 outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure. Hence, by Lemma 2.6 and (3.2), we see that 7(f(2)) = o(f(2)).
Now suppose that n =1, By (1.3), we obtain

(P1(2) = 2)f(2) + Pa(2) — 2P3(2)
I '

(3.3) fz+1)—z= DT P
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If Pi(z) = z, then by (3.3) we have that

(3.4) Flt1)—z= W_

By Pi(z) = z, we see that Pi(z), Pa(z), Ps(z) satisfy (1.5). Thus P (z) —
zP3(z) # 0. From (3.4), we see that if f(z) = oo, then f(z +1) — 2z = 0.
Thus, we get 7(f(z+1)) = A (%) From the Proof of Theorem 1.1, we see that

A (%) = o(f). Furthermore, we get 7(f(z + 1)) = o(f).

If Pi(z) — 2z # 0 and zP3(2) # Pa(z), then by (3.3), we have that

(Pi(2) - 2) (f(Z) - %) .

(3.5) Fz41)—z= TR

By Lemma 2.8, we see that <f(z) — %) and f(z)+ P3(z) have at most

finitely many common zeros. So by (3.5), we only need to prove that

2P3(z) — Py(2)

(36) A <f(2) - Pl(Z) — 5

) =t
Suppose that A\(f(z) — M) < o(f(2)). By o(f(z) — %) -

Pi(2)—=
o(f(z)) and Hadamard factorization theorem, f(z) — % can be rewrit-

ten as a form

_2P() = Po(2) _ o 0(2) e

(3.7) f(z) PG =z 7 H)C

where h(z) is a polynomial with degh(z) < o(f(2)), bo(z) and Hy(z) are canon-
ical products (bo(z) may be a polynomial) formed by nonzero zeros and poles of
flz) - % respectively, m is an integer, if m > 0 then b(z) = 2"by(2),
H(z) = Ho(2)e ™), if m < 0 then b(z) = bo(2), H(z) = 2~ ™Hy(z)e "), By
property of canonical product, we see that

58) {A(b(z)) = o(b(=)) = A (f(2) — LD < o(f(2)),
MH(2)) =0(H(z)) =o(f(2)).
By (3.7), we obtain

{f<z> = EBLSPE) 4 b2y (),

Flz+1) = GHIBELDBEED L p s 4 1)y(2 + 1),

(3.9)

where y(z) = ﬁ Thus, by (3.8) and Lemma 2.5, we have that

o(y(2)) = o(H(2)) = a(f(2)), a(b(z +1)) = o(b(2)) < a(y(2))-
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Substituting (3.9) into (1.3), we obtain

[+ +1) - P(z+1)
Ki(zy) = { Pl(j+ 1) — (2—1-21)
2P3(2) — Pa(2)

: {Pl(z)—z + b(2)y(2) + P3(Z)}

~Pi(2) {ZPigf()Z)— P2

+b(z+ y(z + 1)}
(3.10)

+ b(z)y(z)} — Py(2) =0.

By (3.10), we see that

(Z + 1)P3(Z + 1) — PQ(Z + 1) ZPg(Z) — PQ(Z)
(=0 Pzt (1) { Pi(z) = +P3(Z)}
A2 - A
P3(2)P1(z) — Pa(2) <(z +1)P(z+1) - P(z+1) z>
Pi(z)—z Pi(z+1)—(2+1) )
That is
Ki(2,0) = P3(2)Pi(z) — Pa(2)

Pi(z) —z
(+DPs(z+1) —2P(z+1) - P(2+1) +2(2 + 1)
Pi(z+1)—(2+1)

Since Pi(z)f(z) + Pa(z) and f(z) + Ps(z) are relatively prime polynomials
in f, we see that P3(z)Pi(z) — Pa(2) # 0. And by (1.4) or (1.5), we get (z +
1)P3(z+1) —2zPi(z2+1) — Pay(2 + 1) + 2(# + 1) # 0. Thus, we obtain

(3.11) Ki(z,0) £ 0.

Thus, by (3.8), (3.11), Lemma 2.1 and its Remark 2.1, we obtain for any given
e(0 <e<a(f(2) —a(b(2)))

(3.12) N (7‘, L > =T(r,y(2)) + S(r,y(2)) +O(Ta(b(z))+6)

y(2)
holds for all  outside of a possible exceptional set with finite logarithmic mea-
sure.

On the other hand, by y(z) = H%z) and the fact that H(z) is an entire
function, we see that

N (7“, y(lz)> — N(r, H(2)) = 0.

Thus, (3.12) is a contradiction. Hence, A(f(z) — %) = o(f(z)). Fur-

thermore, 7(f(z + 1)) = A(f(z + 1) — 2) = A(f(2) — 2L = o(f(2)).



152 CHANG-WEN PENG

If Pi(2)—2 # 0and zP3(z) — P2(z) = 0, then by (3.3) we have that f(z+1)—
z= % By Lemma 2.8, we see that (Py(z) — z) f(2) and f(z) + P5(2)
have at most finitely many common zeros. So that we only need to prove that

A f(z4+1) —2) = A(f(2)). By Case 1 of Theorem 1.1, we see that A\(f(z)) =
o(f(2)). Thus, we obtain A(f(z+1)—z2) = o(f(z)), that is 7(f(z+1)) = o(f(2)).
Now suppose that n = 2, By (1.3), we have that

Pi(z+1)g(z) + Pa(z + 1)

9() + Bz +1) 7
where g(z) = f(z +1). By Lemma 2.5, we have that o(g(z)) = o(f(z)). By
(1.4) or (1.5), we get deg Pi(z + 1) > max{deg P2(z + 1),deg P3(» + 1)} and
degPl(z + 1) > 2 or deg P3(z + 1) > max{deg P»(z + 1),deg Pi(z + 1)} and
deg P3(z+1) > 2. Thus, for (3.13), applying the conclusion for n = 1 above, we
obtain 7(f(z +2)) = 7(g9(z + 1)) = o(g9(2)) = o(f(z)). Continuing to use the
same method as above, we can obtain 7(f(z +n)) =o(f(z)),n=0,1,2,....

Theorem 1.2 is proved.

(3.13) g(z+1) =
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