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STUDY OF BRUCK CONJECTURE AND UNIQUENESS OF
RATIONAL FUNCTION AND DIFFERENTIAL POLYNOMIAL OF
A MEROMORPHIC FUNCTION

Dinip CHANDRA PRAMANIK* AND JAYANTA ROY

ABSTRACT. Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function in the open complex
plane C. In this paper we prove under certain essential conditions that R(f) and
P[f], rational function and differential polynomial of f respectively, share a small
function of f and obtain a conclusion related to Briick conjecture. We give some
examples in support to our result.

1. Introduction and Main Result

Let C denote the open complex plane and let f be a non-constant meromorphic
function defined on C. We assume that the reader is familiar with the standard
definitions and notations used in the Nevanlinna value distribution theory, such as
T(r,f),m(r, f), N(r, f) (see [8,15,16]). By S(r, f) we denote any quantity satisfying
S(r,f) = o(T(r,f)) as r — oo possibly outside an exceptional set of finite linear
measure. A meromorphic function a is called a small function with respect to f if
either a = oo or T'(r,a) = S(r, f). We denote by S(f) the collection of all small
functions with respect to f. Clearly CU {oo} C S(f) and S(f) is a field over the set
of complex numbers. For a € CU {oo} the quantities

da, f)=1-— liixls;lp%
and
N(r,a; f)

Oa, f)=1-— linlsup T

are respectively called the deficiency and ramification index of a for the function f.

Throughout this paper, we use the symbol,

0, ifm=0;
xm:{L if m > 1.
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For any two non-constant meromorphic functions f and g, and a € S(f) N S(g) we
say that f and g share a IM (CM) provided that f —a and g — a have the same zeros
ignoring (counting) multiplicities. If % and é share 0 IM (CM), we say that f and ¢
share co IM (CM) respectively.

The hyper order py(f) of a non-constant meromorphic function f is defined by

. loglog T'(r,
pal ) = imsup BT,
r—o0 ogr

In connection to find the relation between an entire function with its derivatives when
they share one value CM, in 1996 the following famous conjecture was proposed by
Briuck.

Conjecture: Let f be a non-constant entire function such that the hyper order
pa(f) of f is not a positive integer or infinite. If f and f) share a value a CM, then
fW_q

f—a

= ¢, where c is a non-zero constant.

Many authors including Zhang and Yang [17], Chen and Zhang [4], Lahiri [11],
Chakraborty [6], Banerjee and Chakraborty [2,3], Li and Yang [12], Yang and Liu [13]
and others also worked on this conjecture and its extensions. Subsequently, similar
considerations have been made with respect to the higher order derivatives and more
general expressions as well.

In the mean time a new notion of scalings between CM and IM known as weighted
sharing is introduced in [9,10] in the uniqueness literature. Below we are giving the
definition.

DEFINITION 1.1. [9,10]. Let [ be a nonnegative integer or infinity and a € S(f).
We denote by Fj(a, f) the set of all zeros of f — a, where a zero of multiplicity m is
counted m times if m < [ and [ + 1 times if m > . If Ej(a, f) = Ei(a,g), we say
that f, g share the function a with weight . We write f and g share (a,l) to mean
that f and g share the function a with weight [. Since Ej(a, f) = Ej(a, g) implies that
Eg(a, f) = Es(a,g) for any integer s(0 < s <), if f, g share (a,l), then f, g share
(a,s). Moreover, we note that f and g share the function a IM or CM if and only if
f and g share (a,0) or (a, c0) respectively.

DEFINITION 1.2. Let p be a positive integer. Let f be a meromorphic function and

a€S(f).

(i) Np)(r,a; f) denotes the counting function of those a-points of f whose multi-
plicities are not greater than p, where each a-point is counted only once.

(ii) N(r, a; f) denotes the counting function of those a-points of f whose multi-
plicities are not less than p, where each a-point is counted only once.

(ili) N,(r, a; f) denotes the counting function of those a-points of f, where an a-
point of f with multiplicity m is counted m times if m < p and p times if m > p.
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We denote d,(a, f) by the quantity

dpla, f)=1- lirrisup %.

Clearly 0 < d(a, f) < dp(a, f) < dp_1(a, f) < ... < ds(a, f) < di(a, f) = O(a, f).

DEFINITION 1.3. Suppose f and g share a IM and let zy be a zero of f — a of
multiplicity p and a zero of g — a of multiplicity q.

(i) By Np(r,a; f) we denotes the reduced counting function of those a-points of f
and g where p > ¢ > 1; N1(r,a; g) is defined similarly.

(ii) By N;(r,a; f) the counting function of those a-points of f and g where
p=q=1and

(iii) by NS(T, a; f) the counting function of those a-points of f and g where p =
q > 2, where each such zero is counted only once.

DEFINITION 1.4. Let ngj, ny;, naj, ..., ng; be non-negative integers. The expression

M;[f] = (F)mr (F ) (f@)m . (fP)m

k
is called a differential monomial generated by f of degree d(M;) = > n;; and weight
i=0

k
Ca; = D o(i+ 1)ng. Let a; € S(f) and a; # 0(j = 1,2,...,t). The sum P[f] =

i=0
t —

> a;jM;[f]is called a differential polynomial generated by f of degree d(P) = max{d(M;) :

j=1

1 <j <t} and weight I' = max{I'y;, : 1 < j < t}. The numbers d(P) = min{d(M;) :
1 < j <t} and k (the highest order of the derivative of f in P[f]) are called re-
spectively the lower degree and the order of P[f]. P[f] is said to be homogeneous
differential polynomial of degree d if dp = dp = d.

We denote by R(f) as defined in Lemma 2.1 and so we mean A = max{m,n},
pi (1 <i<w)and ¢ (1 <j <) are positive integers. Let P,(f) = > 7 _oaxf" =
an [[is (f=di)?', 1 <u<nand Pu(f) =207 05f7 = b [Tjo, (f—c))¥, L <o <m,
where d; (1 <7 <wu), ¢; (1 <j <w)are complex constant and u, v are two positive
integers. Let ¢o # ¢; (j = 1,2...v) be a complex constant. We now define

o = { X, ifm=0;
| vX,,, ifm>1.

Also for any positive integer r < 3, pi = min{p;,r} and p* = (r + 1) — u’, for all
1=1,2,..u.
In 2016 with the notion of weighted sharing of small functions Li, Yang and Liu [13]

obtained the following result for homogeneous differential polynomial .

THEOREM 1.5. Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function and a (# 0,00) €
S(f). Suppose P[f] be a non-constant homogeneous differential polynomial of degree
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d, weight I and order k satisfying I' > (k+1)d — 2. If f — a and P[f] — a share (0,1)
with one of the following conditions:

(i) 1 > 2 and
3@<OO7 f) + d52+F—d(07 fd) + 52(()’ f) + 5(&, f) > 47
(ii) l =1 and
T+1'—d d 9+T1

@(OO, f) + d52+Ffd(07 fd) =+ 551+F7d<07 fd> + 52(07 f) + (5(&, f) > Ta

2
(iii) { = 0 and
(6 +2I' — 2d)®(OO, f) + d62+r—d(07 fd) + d51+F—d(0, fd) + 62(07 f) + @(Oa f) + 6(&, f) > 8+ 2[,

then % = C, where C' is a non-zero constant.

In [6] B. Chakraborty improved Theorem 1.5 by replacing the homogeneous differ-
ential polynomial to arbitrary differential polynomial and proved the following theo-
rem.

THEOREM 1.6. Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function and a (# 0,00) €
S(f). Suppose P[f] be a non-constant differential polynomial of degree d(P), weight
I' and order k satistying I' > (k + 1)d(P) — 2. If f — a and P[f] — a share (0,1) with
one of the following conditions:

(i) 1 > 2 and

30(00, f) + d(P)dasr—acr)(0, f1) + 62(0, f) + 8(a, f) > 4,
(i) I = 1, 2d(P) > d(P) and

%@(w, f) + d(P)85r—ap) (0, f47)) + d(zp ) S14r—ap)(0, f%) + 62(0, f) + 6(a, f)
> 5L L ap) - d(p)

(iii) | = 0, 5d(P) > 4d(P) and
(6 +20 — 2d(P))O(00, ) + d(P)dar—ar) (0, A7) + 2d(P)drr—aep) (0, S47) +
02(0, f) +©(0, f) +d(a, ) > 8+ 2T + 4(d(P) — d(P)),
then % = C, where C' is a non-zero constant.

Very recently B. Chakraborty [7] improved Theorem 1.6 and proved the following.

THEOREM 1.7. [7] Let k(> 1), n(> 1) be integers and f be a non-constant mero-
morphic function. Let P[f] be a homogeneous differential polynomial of degree d,
weight I' and order k satisfying I' > (k+1)d — 2. Also a (# 0,00) be a small function
with respect to f. Suppose f" —a and P[f] — a share (0,1). If | > 2 and

(I' = d + 3)0(00, f) + ddar—a(0, f) + p126,5(0, f) > T' + pa + 3 = m,
or, | =1 and
<F —d+ g) @(OO, f) + d(52+pfd(0, f) + %@(0, f) + //62(5#3 (O, f)

>F—i—,u2—|—4—n,
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or, | =0 and

(6 +2I' — 2d) ©(o0, f) + dd2sr—a(0, f) + dd14r—a(0, f)
+20(0, f) + p20,5(0, f) > 2T + pp + 8 — n,

then f* = P[f].
In the same paper the following question was asked:

QUESTION 1.8. Is it possible to extend Theorem 1.7 up to an arbitrary differential
polynomial instead of homogeneous difterential polynomial ?

Regarding the above mentioned Theorems (1.5-1.7) it is quite natural to raise the
following question:

QUESTION 1.9. What will happen if we replace f or f™ by a rational function R(f)
of f 7

In this paper we answer the above two questions and prove the following theorem
which is the main result of the paper.

THEOREM 1.10. Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function and a (# 0,00) €
S(f). Suppose P[f] be a non-constant differential polynomial of degree d(P), weight
[' and order k satisfying I' > (k + 1)d(P) — 2. If R(f) and P|[f] share (a,l) with one
of the following conditions:

(i) 1 > 2 and

30(c0, f) + Z ué%g(di, £) +d(P)bair—q(p) (0, fA7)) +
=1

Z%j {O(c;, f) + Opley, f)}

(1) >3+iu§+21/*,
i=1
(ii)) I =1 and
T AP )+ 3 i ) + P 0,57 +
=1
AP 5 a0, 1) + Z X {6(c;, f) + Oles )}
§=0
(2) NN py + d(P) — d(P) + 20",

2

i=1
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(iii) { = 0 and

(6+ 2I' — 2d(P))©(o0, f) +Zu2 (d;, f) + d(P)dssr—a(p) (0, f27)

+2d(P)dsr-ap) (0, f47)) +2 Z X;0(¢;, f) + Z X;0e(c, f)+>_0(d:, f)

J=0 J=0

(3) >6+2F+§3%+u+4@@3—gpn+3m,

i=1

then 11;([?):(; = C, where C' is a non-zero constant.

The following example shows that the condition a # 0 is necessary in Theorem
1.10.

EXAMPLE 1.11. Let P[f] = —ff" and R(f) = f{ - with n > 14, where f = .

Then P[f] and R(f) share (0,00) all the conditions (1)-(3) in Theorem 1. 10 are
satisfied but 7é C, for a non-zero constant C'.

The follovvlng examples show that the conditions (1)-(3) in Theorem 1.10 cannot
be removed.

3_(af?
EXAMPLE 1.12. Let f = e*, P[f] = f2fW +3ffM +3f and R(f) = %,
where a,b € C with a # 0, b # 1. Then P[f]+1 = (e*+1)* and R(f)+ 1= (e* +1)3
share (0,00) but none of the conditions (1)-(3) in Theorem 1.10 is satisfied, hence

R([}c])“ =af?+b+# C, for a non-zero constant C'.

EXAMPLE 1.13. Let P[f] = f2+2fW and R(f) = f3+2f%+ f — 1, where f = €.
Then P[f] +1 = (e* + 1)? and R(f) + 1 = €*(e* + 1)? share (0 o0) but none of the

conditions (1)-(3) in Theorem 1.10 is satisfied, hence R([}c])ﬂ = 5 L £ O, for a non-zero

constant C.

2. 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. We shall define H by the

following function.
F® O G2 G
= (F(1> Ry 1) B <G(1) ey 1) |

LEMMA 2.1. [14] Let f be a non-constant meromorphic function and let

’Vl_ a fk;
R(f) = et 0
Zj:O jf
be an irreducible rational function in f with constant coefficients {ay} and {b;} where
a, # 0 and b,, # 0. Then

T(r, R(f)) = AT(r, f) + 5(r, f),

where A = max{n, m}.
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LEMMA 2.2. [1] Let f be a meromorphic function and P[f] be a differential poly-
nomial. Then

PIAN - - 1
o (n iy ) < @) = APl ) + 505,

N (r, 00; ;EJ;])) (d(P) — d(P))N(r,0; f) + Q [W(r,oo; f) + N(r,0; f)} +S(r, f).

LEMMA 2.3. [6] Let j and p be two positive integers satisfying j > p + 1 and
I'> (k+1)d(P)— (p+1). Then for differential polynomial P|f]

N, (1. 0; P[f]) < T(r, P) = d(P)T(r, f) + Nypsr—a(r,0; f47) + S(r, f).

LEMMA 2.4. [6] Let j and p be two positive integers satisfying j > p + 1 and
['> (k+1)d(P) — (p+1). Then for differential polynomial P|[f]

Ny(r,0; P[f]) < Npsr—a(r,0; fAP)+(T—d(P))N (r, 00; f)-+(d(P)—d(P)){m(r, }>+T<r, IS0, f).

LEMMA 2.5. [6] If F and G be two non-constant meromorphic functions sharing
(1,1), then

Np(r,1; F)+2N(r, 1; G)+Ng(r, 1;F)+N(r,1;G) < N(r,1; F)+S(r, F)+S(r,G), whenl = 1,

2N (r,1; F)+2N (r, 1;G)+N592(7’, L, F)+N(r,1;G) < N(r,1; F)+S(r, F)+S(r,G), whenl > 2.

LEMMA 2.6. 2| If F and G be non-constant meromorphic functions sharing (1,1),
then

— 1—
Np(r,1; F) < N('r,oo;F)+§N(7’,O;F)+S(7’,F) when 1 > 1

N | —

Np(r,1;F) < N(r,00; F) 4+ N(r,0; F) + S(r, F) when [ = 0.

LEMMA 2.7. [5] If F and G be non-constant meromorphic functions sharing (1,0),
then
N(r,1;F)+ N(r,1;G) < N(r,o0; F) 4+ N(r,00; G) + No(r,0; G) + N(o(r, 0; F)
+ 2Np(r,1;F)+ Np(r,1;G) + N(r, 1;G) + No(r,0; FV)
+ No(r,0;GY) + S(r, F) + S(r,G).

LEMMA 2.8. [2] Let F' and G be non-constant meromorphic functions sharing (1,1)
and H # 0. Then

N(r,00,H) < N(r,00;F)+ N(r,00;G) —I—N(g(r, 0;G) +N(2(r, 0; F)+ Np(r, 1, F)
+ Np(r,1;G) + No(r, 0; FDY + No(r, 0, GV + S(r, F) + S(r, G).
LEMMA 2.9. [2] If F and G be non-constant meromorphic functions sharing (1,1)
and H # 0. Then

(r,00; H) + No(r,1; F) + N (r, 1; F)

L(r1;G)+N(r,1;G)+ S(r, F) + S(r, G).

N(r,1;F) + N(r, 1;G) N
N
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3. Proof of Main Theorem

Proof of Theorem 1.10.

Proof. Let
Pl

a

Since R(f) and Pl[g] share (a,l), it follows that F', G share (1,1) except at the zeros
and poles of a.

po B G
a

Now we consider the following two cases:

Case 1: H #0.

Assume that [ > 1. By Second Fundamental Theorem, Lemmas 2.8, 2.9, we get
T(r,F)+T(r,G) < N(r,00;F)+ N(r,00;G) + N(r,0; F) + N(r,0; G)

+ N(T7 05 H) +N(EQ(T7 17 F) +NL(T7 ]-7 F) +NL<T7 1; G)

+ N(r,1;G) — No(r,0; FV) — No(r, 0, GY) + S(r, F) + S(r, G)

IN

3N(r,oo,f) + Zx] {N(Ta Cj;f) +N<T7 Cj;f| > 2)} + NQ(Tvo; F)
+ ONo(r,0;G) + No(r, 1, F) + 2N (r, 1, F) + 2N, (r, 1; G)
(4) + N(r1;G)+ S(r, F)+ S(r,G).
Subcase 1.1: Let | > 2. Using Lemmas 2.3, 2.5 in (4) we get

T(r,F)+T(r,G) <3N(r,00; f) + 31—y X {N(r, c; /) + N(r,c;5 f| > 2)}
+No(r,0; F) + No(r,0; G) + N(r,1; F) 4+ S(r, f) < 3N(r, 00; f)
+ iy My N (r,dis f) + T(r, P) — d(P)T (r, f) + Nayr—acp)(r, 0; JEP))
+T(r, F) —m(r, 1, F) + 0 X {N(r, ;i f) + N(r.eji f] > 2)} + S(r, f)

= d(P)T(r,f) < 3N(r,00; f) + Nowr_acp)(r, 0; f247) +Zu§N (r, di; f)

=1
+ Z%j {N(r, cii f) + N(r, cj; f| > 2)} + S(r, f).
=0
@<Oo?f)+zlu125,u§*(dl7f)+d( )52—4-1" d(P 0 f +Zx {@ Cja (Cjaf)}
=1

§3+Zu§+223€j=3+2u§+2v*
i=1 5=0 i=1

which contradicts (1).
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Subcase 1.2 : Let [ = 1. From (4) and using Lemmas 2.3, 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6 we get
T(r,F)+T(r,G)
< 3N(r,00i f) + Y X {N(r.cji f) + Nr,cj fl > 2)} + No(r, 05 F)
=0

+ No(r,0;G) + N(r,1; F) + Np(r,1,G) + S(r, f).

IN

BN (r,00; f) + > _ % {N(r,c;s /) + N(r, 55 f| > 2)} + Na(r, 0; F)
=0

1— 1—
+ No(r,0;G)+ N(r,1; F) + §N(r,oo;G) + §N(r,0; G)+ S(r, f).

IN

BN(T7 (SN f) + Z MZQN;LE* (’l", d’L? f) + T(T? P) - C_Z(P)T<T7 f) + N2+ngl(P) (T, Ov fd(P))
=1

*

+ T(r F)—m(r, F)+ Y X, {N(r,c;; f) + N(r.c;; f] > 2)}

§=0

4 50— APV, 00 1) + 3 Mo ,0: 140

+ AL 0, )+ 0, 1)) + 5N (005 ) + 50 1)
Therefore,

= d(P)T(r, f)

74T —d(P)— —
< #()N(ﬂm;f)+Nz+r—d(P)(7”70;fd(P))+E poN i (r, dis f)
=1
1 . £d(P)Y | (TP —
+ 2N1+F—¢(P)(T70af )+ (d(P) — d(P)T(r, f)

+ Y XN f) + N(roeji fl = 2)} + S(r, ).
7=0

I —d(P
7+ 24( )6

d(P)

(00, f) + Z Mé%g«(di, )+ d(P)Sgyr_gep) (0, f20)) + :

i=1

814 r—acpy(0, FAP))

v T+T N - o
+> % {0(c;, ) + Ople, £} < % + Y ph+d(P)—d(P)+ > 2X;
7=0 i=1 =0

u

74T - .
=Y+ d(P) — d(P) + 20
=1

5 which contradicts assumption (2).
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Subcase 1.3: Let us assume [ = 0. By Second Fundamental Theorem, Lemmas 2.3,
2.4,2.6,2.7, 2.8 and 2.9 we get
T(r,F)+T(r,G)
(r,00; F) 4+ N(r,00;G) + N(r,0; F) + N(r,0; G)
(r,1; F) + N(r, 1;G) — No(r, 0; FV) — No(r,0; GV) + S(r, F) + S(r, Q)
N(r,00; F) + N(r,00;G) 4+ N(r,0; F) + N(r,0; G) + N(r, 00; H)
N(Ez(r, 1;G) + Np(r,1;G) + N(r,1; F) + N(r, 1,G)
No(r,0; FYY — No(r, 0, GY) + S(r, F) + S(r, Q)

N
N

IN + IA

+

IN

2N (r,00; f) + N(r,00;G) + > X; {N(r,c;5 /) + N(r,cj; f1 > 2)}
Jj=0

No(r,0; F) + No(r,0; G) + NS(T, 1;G) + 2N (r, 1; F)

2N (r,1;G) + N(r,1;G) + S(r, f)

+ +

3N(r,00; f) 4+ 3N(r,00; G) + i%j {2N(r,¢5; /) + N(r.¢;; f| = 2)}
=0

+  No(r,0; F) + No(r,0; G) + 2N (r,0; G) + N(r,0; F) + N(r,1; F) + S(r, ).

IN

Therefore,

= d(P)T'(r, f)

< (6420 = 2d(P))N(r, 00; f) + Nayr—acp)(r, 0; f47)) + i HoNyg (r,dis f)
+ 2Nyar—gp)(r, 0; f27)) + 4 (d(P) — d(P)) T(r, f) + Y _ N(r,d;; f)

+ QZ%J'N(T, cii f) + Z%jﬁ(r, ¢ fl > 2) 4+ S(r, f).

=0
(6 + 2T — 2d(P))O(oc, f) +Zu2 (di, )+ d(P)dayr—apy (0, F20)
+2d(P)&14r—q(p) (0, F27)) + 2 Z X;0(c;, f) + Z X;0(c), f)
=0 j

+ zu: O(d;, f) < 6+ 2T + zu:(ug + 1)+ 4(d(P) - d(P)) + Y 3%,

i=1 i=1 §=0

=6+20 + > ph+u+4(d(P) — d(P)) + 30"

=1

which contradicts (3).
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Case 2: H =0. That is

el®) G F(2) FO
(GGY_QG—J)::(FOY_QF—1)‘

Integrating twice we get

1 A
= B
G-1 F-1' 7"
where A (# 0) and B are constant.
Thus
B—-—A)G+(A-B-1
5 o (B-AG( )

BG — (B+1)
Next we consider following three subcases:
Subcase 2.1: B # 0, —1. Then from (5) we have

— B+1 —
N(T,TT;G) = N(r,o00; F).
By Nevanlinna second fundamental theorem and Lemma 2.3 we get
— — —, B+1
T(r,G) < N(r,00:G)+N(r,0;G) + N(r, == G) + 5(r, )

IN

N(r,00;G) + N(r,0;G) + N(r,00; F) + S(r,G)

2N(r,00; f) + Y X;N(r,cj; f) + T(r,G) — d(P)T(r, f)

=0
+ Nigr—ap) (7, 0; FAP) +5(r, f)

IA

¥

dT(r, f) < 2N(r,00; f)+ Y X;N(r,¢55 f) + Nigr_ae) (r, 0, f45) + S(r, f),

7=0

:>2@OOf Z%@C], ( )61+F d(p(o fd <2+Z%]:2+U*,

=0
which contradlcts (1)-(3).
Subcase 2.2: B = —1. Then

(1+A)G-A
F=~—F—
G
IfA+1#0,
— A —
N(r,——;G) = N(r,0; F).
(5 556) = N0 F)
Again by Nevanlinna second fundamental theorem and Lemma 2.3 we get
_ A
T(r,G) < N(r,00;G)+ N(r,0;G) + N(r, A—H;G)+S(T’G)
< N(r,00;G)+ N(r,0;G) + N(r,0; F) + S(r, G)
< N( 03 f) + T(Ta G) - C_ZT(T7 f) + NlJrF*d(P) (Ta Oa fd(P))
+ (T,di;f)—i—S(T,f)

s
I
_

259
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ie.,

dT(r, ) < N(r,00; f) + Nisr—apy(r, 0; f2) + > N(r,dis f) + S(r, f)
=1

= 0(00, f) + d(P)d1r—ap) (0, 1) + > O, /) <1+ 1=1+u,
1=1 =1

which again contradicts (1)-(3).
If A+1=0 then
FG=1

(6) = R(f).P[f] = a”.
Thus from (6) we have N(r,0; f) = S(r, f) and N(r,o00; f) = S(r, f). Now by Ist
Fundamental Theorem and Lemma 2.2 we have

A+ d(P)T(r,f) = T (r, W) + S0, f)

r(28) sstns

Pl PLf)
N (T,OO, fd(P)) +m (r, fd(P)) + S(r, f)
@(P) - d(P))m(r. §> 50, f)
< (@(P) — d(P)(T(r, f) — N(r,0; f)) + S(r. f).

= (A+d(P))T(r, f) < S(r, f), which is impossible .

Subcase 2.3: B = 0. Then % = % = % = (C, where C' = % is a non-zero
constant.

IN

IN

]
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