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SECOND MAIN THEOREMS FOR MEROMORPHIC MAPPINGS
INTERSECTING MOVING HYPERPLANES WITH TRUNCATED
COUNTING FUNCTIONS AND UNICITY PROBLEM

SI DUC QUANG

ABSTRACT. In this article, we show some new second main theorems for the mappings
and moving hyperplanes of P"(C) with truncated counting functions. Our results are
improvements of recent previous second main theorems for moving hyperplanes with
the truncated (to level n) counting functions. As their application, we prove a unicity
theorem for meromorphic mappings sharing moving hyperplanes.

1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of the Nevanlinna’s second main theorem for meromorphic mappings of C™
into the complex projective space P"(C) intersecting a finite set of fixed hyperplanes or
moving hyperplanes in P"(C) was started about 70 years ago and has grown into a huge
theory. For the case of fixed hyperplanes, maybe, the second main theorem given by
Cartan-Nochka is the best possible. Unfortunately, so far there has been a few second
main theorems with truncated counting functions for moving hyperplanes. Moreover,
almost of them are not sharp.

We state here some recent results on the second main theorems for moving hyperplanes
with truncated counting functions.

Let {a;}{_; be meromorphic mappings of C™ into the dual space P*(C)* in general
position. For the case of nondegenerate meromorphic mappings, the second main theorem
with truncated (to level n) counting functions states that.

Theorem A (see [4, Theorem 2.3] and [6, Theorem 3.1}). Let f : C™ — P"(C) be a
meromorphic mapping. Let {a;}_, (¢ > n + 2) be meromorphic mappings of C™ into
P™(C)* in general position such that f is linearly nondegenerate over R({a;}i_,). Then

Ty(r ZN([;?,% r) +o(Ty(r)) + O(max T, (r)).

n+2

We note that, Theorem A is still the best second main theorem with truncated counting
functions for nondegenerate meromorphic mappings and moving hyperplanes available at
present. In the case of degenerate meromorphic mappings, the second main theorem for
moving hyperplanes with counting function truncated to level n was first given by M.
Ru-J. Wang [5] in 2004. After that in 2008, D. D. Thai-S. D. Quang [7] improved the
result of M. Ru-J. Wang by proved the following second main theorem.
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Theorem B (see [7, Corollary 1]). Let f : C™ — P"(C) be a meromorphic mapping. Let
{a;}_, (¢ > 2n+ 1) be ¢ meromorphic mappings of C™ into P"(C)* in general position
such that (f,a;) 20 (1 <i <gq). Then

| 2n <ZN —l—O(maxT())—l—O(log+Tf(r)).

These results play very essential roles in almost all researches on truncated multiplicity
problems of meromorphic mappings with moving hyperplanes. Hovewer, in our opinion,
the above mentioned results of these authors are still weak.

Our main purpose of the present paper is to show a stronger second main theorem of
meromorphic mappings from C™ into P"(C) for moving targets. Namely, we will prove
the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let f : C™ — P"(C) be a meromorphic mapping. Let {a;}1_, (¢ >

2n — k + 2) be meromorphic mappings of C™ into P™*(C)* in general position such that
(f,a;)) #0 (1 <i < q), where k+ 1 = rankg(q,1(f). Then the following assertions hold:

() || g5 2 () ZN“S ) +0(Ty(r) + O(max T, (r).

1<i<q
q—n—l—Qk—l [K]
o) || =R ZN 1)+ olT3(r)) + Omax T, (1)

We may see that Theorem [[T[(a) is a generalization of Theorem A and also is an
improvement of Theorem B. Theorem [[I|(b) is really stronger than Theorem B.

Remark.
1
D If k> % then Theorem [[LI}(a) is stronger than Theorem [[.I(b). Otherwise, if
n+1

k< 5 then Theorem [LI(b) is stronger than Theorem [[T}(a).

2) If kK =0 then f is constant map, and hence T¢(r) = 0.
3) Setting t = 22512 and \ = &*L e have t + A = 1. Thus, for all 1 < k < n we

3n+3 3n+3
have
q g—n+2k—-1 q qg—n+2k—-1
max , > 1 )
2n — k+ 2 n+k+1 2n —k + 2 n+k+1

_2q—n+2k—1 S 2¢—n+1
n 3n+3 ~ 3n+3

4) If k > 1, we have the following estimates:

q q 2q
® Milntipop ez > - )
B sksn(ke2) \ o L 19 _2n—"7+1+2 3(n+1)

' q—n—+2k—1 . qg—3n—3
* MMgeepwen) \ T ey ) T M skt en g T
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2q
if g >3n+3
S+ 1) it q > on+
—lg—n+ .
f
—— itg<3n+3
Thus
2q .
B ok — 1 — ifg>3n+3
min max{ 4 ’q nr } = St
1<k<n 2n—k+2 n+k+1 g—n+1 ifg<3n+3

n+2
Therefore, from Theorem [[.T] and Remark (1-4) we have the following corollary.
Corollary 1.2. Let f : C™ — P™(C) be a meromorphic mapping. Let {a;}!_; (¢ > 2n+1)
be meromorphic mappings of C™ into P"(C)* in general position such that (f,a;) Z 0 (1 <
i <q).
(a) Then we have

S & ZN[ )+ 0(Ty(r)) + O(max T, (r).
(b) If ¢ > 3n + 3 then

q

Ty(r) < > NG () +o(Ty(r) + O(max T,,,(r).

<i1<q

||27q
3(n+1)

i=1

(c) If ¢ < 3n+ 3 then

<

12y 0) < TN () + o T5(r) + Olma T, (1)

=1

As applications of these second main theorems, in the last section we will prove a
unicity theorem for meromorphic mappings sharing moving hyperplanes regardless of
multiplicities. To state our main result, we give the following definition.

Let f: C™ — P"(C) be a meromorphic mapping. Let k be a positive integer or maybe
+o0o. Let {a;}7_; be “slowly” (with respect to f) moving hyperplanes in P"(C) in general
position such that

dim {z € C™ : (f,a;)(2) - (f,a;)(2) =0} <m—-2 (1<i<j<yq).

Consider the set F(f,{a;}{_;, k) of all meromorphic maps g : C™ — P"(C) satisfying
the following two conditions:

(a) min{v(f4,)(2), k} = min{y(gq,)(2),k} (1 <i<q), forall z € C™,

(b) f(2) = g(z) for all z € |J._, Zero(f, a;).

We wil prove the following

Theorem 1.3. Let f : C™ — P"(C) be a meromorphic mapping. Let {a;}!_; be slowly
(with respect to f) moving hyperplanes in P™(C) in general position such that

dim {z € C™: (f,ai)(2) - (f,0;)(2) =0} <m =2 (1 <i<j<gq)
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Then the following assertions hold:
a) If ¢ > 22 yhen o F(f, {a;},,1) <2,
b) If ¢ > 3n> +n+2 then § F(f, {a;}_,1) = 1.

Acknowledgements. This work was done during a stay of the author at Vietnam
Institute for Advanced Study in Mathematics. He would like to thank the institute for
their support.

2. BASIC NOTIONS AND AUXILIARY RESULTS FROM NEVANLINNA THEORY

(a) Counting function of divisor.

m 1/2
For z = (21,...,2,) € C™, we set ||z]| = (Z |zj|2) and define
=1

B(r) ={z € C™[lz]| <r}, S(r)={zeC™|z] =r},

c V-1 = c m—
d° = ?(8—8)7 o = (dd°||z|]?) g

c c m—1
n:dlog||z||2/\ (dd log||z||) )

Thoughout this paper, we denote by M the set of all meromorphic functions on C™. A
divisor E on C™ is given by a formal sum E = > 1, X, where {X,} is a locally family
of distinct irreducible analytic hypersurfaces in C™ and pu, € Z. We define the support of
the divisor E by setting Supp (E) = U,»0X,. Sometimes, we identify the divisor E with
a function E(z) from C™ into Z defined by E(2) := >y 5 ity

Let k be a positive integer or +00. We define the truncated divisor E*¥! by
EW .= Zmin{,u,,, k} X,

and the truncated counting function to level k of E by

T

kl(+ B
NE(r E) ::/7n (¢ )dt (1 <r<+400),

t2m—1
1
where
i EFg  if m > 2,
n¥l(t, E) := { supp (B)NB(1)
We omit the character ¥ if k = +00.

For an analytic hypersurface E of C™, we may consider it as a reduced divisor and
denote by N(r, E) its counting function.

Let ¢ be a nonzero meromorphic function on C™. We denote by l/g (resp. v3°) the
divisor of zeros (resp. divisor of poles) of ¢. The divisor of ¢ is defined by

_,0 oo
V@_V@ V@.
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We have the following Jensen’s formula:
N ) = N) = [ togleln— [ togieln
S(r) S(1)

For convenience, we will write N,,(r) and N (r) for N(r, v2) and N (r, 1), respectively.
(b) The first main theorem.
Let f be a meromorphic mapping of C™ into P"(C). For arbitrary fixed homogeneous

coordinates (wyg : -+ : w,) of P"(C), we take a reduced representation f = (fo:---: fn),
which means that each f; is holomorphic function on C™ and f(z) = (fo(2) : -+ : fu(2))
outside the analytic set I(f) := {z; fo(z) = - -+ = fu(2) = 0} of codimension at least 2.

Denote by € the Fubini Study form of P"(C). The characteristic function of f (with
respect to 2) is defined by

"ot .
Ty(r) ::/1 T ffQNo, I <r < +oo.

By Jensen’s formula we have

7y(r) = [ loglIflln+O(1),
S(r)
where || = max{| ol ]}

Let a be a meromorphic mapping of C™ into P"(C)* with reduced representation a =
(ag : -+ :a,). We define

171 - lall 1711 - lall

W)= [ ogh el [ T Tall,

Mialr) /Og o " /Og ) "
S(r) S(1)

where Jla| = (Jao2 + - + |aa|?)* and (f,a) = 0y fi - as.
Let f and a be as above. If (f,a) # 0, then the first main theorem for moving hyper-
planess in value distribution theory states
Ti(r) + To(r) = mspa(r) + Nyaoy(r) + O1) (r > 1).

For a meromorphic function ¢ on C™, the proximity function m(r, ) is defined by

m(r, ) = / log™ [¢|n,
5(r)
where log™ z = max{log SL’,O} for x > 0. The Nevanlinna’s characteristic function is
defined by
T(r,p) = N(r,vy) +m(r,¢).

We regard ¢ as a meromorphic mapping of C™ into P(C)*, there is a fact that

T,(r)=T(r,¢)+ O(1).
(c) Lemma on logarithmic derivative.

((|

As usual, by the notation “|| P” we mean the assertion P holds for all r € [0, 00)
excluding a Borel subset E of the interval [0, 00) with [ p dr < oo. Denote by Z, the set
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of all nonnegative integers. The lemma on logarithmic derivative in Nevanlinna theorey
is stated as follows.

Lemma 2.1 (see [8, Lemma 3.11]). Let f be a nonzero meromorphic function on C™.
Then

f
(d) Family of moving hyperplanes.

H m(r, Da(f)) — O(log" Ty(r)) (a € Z7).

We assume that thoughout this paper, the homogeneous coordinates of P"(C) is chosen

so that for each given meromorphic mapping a = (ag : -+ - : a,) of C™ into P"(C)* then
ag Z 0. We set
a; ~ S~ ~
a;=— and a = (Gg: ay: -+ : ap).
Qo

Let f: C™ — P"(C) be a meromorphic mapping with the reduced representation f =
(fo:---: fu). Weput (f,a) =", fia; and (f,a) =", fid;.

Let {a;}{_, be ¢ meromorphic mappings of C™ into P"(C)* with reduced representations
a; = (ap : -+ am) (1 < i< q). We denote by R({a;}) (for brevity we will write R if
there is no confusion) the smallest subfield of M which contains C and all a;,/a;, with
a;, % 0.

Definition 2.2. The family {a;}{_, is said to be in general position if dim({a;,, . .., a;, ) =
n+1 forany 1 < iy < --- < i, < q, where ({aiy,...,a;,})m s the linear span of
{aiy,...,a;y} over the field M.

Definition 2.3. A subset L of M (or M"™) is said to be minimal over the field R if it
is linearly dependent over R and each proper subset of L is linearly independent over R.

Repeating the argument in ([1, Proposition 4.5]), we have the following:

Proposition 2.4 (see [, Proposition 4.5]). Let @y, ..., Pr be meromorphic functions
on C™ such that {®q,...,Pr} are linearly independent over C. Then there exists an
admissible set {a; = (aun, . .., cim) Yiog C Z7 with oy = 370 |ags| <k (0 <4 < k) such
that the following are satisfied:

(i) {D%®y, ..., D*dy}r  is linearly independent over M, i.e, det (D*®;) # 0.

(i) det (D (h®;))= h** det(D*®;) for any nonzero meromorphic function h on C™.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.]]
In order to prove Theorem [L.1] we need the following.

Lemma 3.1. Let f: C™ — P™(C) be a meromorphic mapping. Let {a;}_; (¢ > n+1)
be ¢ meromorphic mappings of C™ into P"(C)* in general position. Assume that there
exists a partition {1,...,q} =11 UIy---U I} satisfying:

(1) {(f,a;)}icr, is minimal over R, and {(f, &;) }ie1, is linearly independent over R (2 <
t <1,
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(il) For any 2 <t <l i € I, there exist meromorphic functions ¢; € R \ {0} such that

Seirare (UUoa)

i€l j=1i€l;

Then we have

<ZN y o (T4(r)) + O(max T, (r)),

1<i<q

where k + 1 = rankg (f).

Proof. Let f = (fo : -+ : f.) be a reduced representation of f. By changing the
homogeneous coordinate system of P"(C) if necessary, we may assume that f, # 0.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that [; = {1,....,k1} and

Li={k1+1,... )k} (2<t<lI), where l = kg <--- <k =gq.

Since {(f,a@;)}icr, is minimal over R, there exist ¢1; € R \ {0} such that

k1
chi (f,a;) =0
i1

Define ¢q; = 0 for all ¢ > ky. Then

ky
ZCM . (f, C~LZ) =0
=1

Because {ci;(f, @)}t Lot1 18 hnearly independent over R, Lemma [2.4] yields that there
exists an admlss1ble set {i(kg+1)s - 01k } C 2T (Jogs| < ki —ko—1 <rankpf—1=k)
such that the matrix

Ay = (D (cy;(f,a5)) ko +1 <4, < k)

has nonzero determinant.

Now consider t > 2. By constructing the set [;, there exist meromorphic mappings
ci Z0 (ky_1 +1 <i < k) such that

> actrare (UUwa)

i=ki_1+1 j=li€l;

Therefore, there exist meromorphic mappings ¢;; € R (1 <1 < k;_1) such that

k¢
thi ' (fadz) =0
i=1

Define ¢;; = 0 for all ¢ > k;. Then

ky
thi ' (fadz) =0
=1
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Since {cy(f,a;)}r k,_,+1 18 R-linearly independent, by again Lemma 2.4] there exists an

admissible set {ay kt71+1) Sk} C LT (|ag| < ke — ko1 — 1 <rankg f — 1 = k) such
that the matrix

Ay = (D (cyj(f,a5)) ke +1 <0y j < Ky)

has nonzero determinant.
Consider the following (k; — 1) x k; matrix

T = (Dati(Clj(f, d])), ]{?0 +1 < 1 < kt,l Sj < ]{Zt>

i Dalz( (f a )) R Da12(clkl(f> dkl)) T

peslen(fan) o Do)

D (en(f,a) - Do (f k)
Dezii+i(c (f,ay)) - DOt (cop, (f, ax,))
D142 (cyy (f, 1)) -+ DOki+2 (c%( f,ax,))

- D2kz (02'1(f7 ap)) - D2z (Cm(f, )
palszﬁl('c”(f, a)) D ki 1“(% (f, ax,))
D=1 (e (f,a1)) -+ D™= 1”( (5 )

| Dowen(fid)) e D (e (fdn)

Denote by D; the subsquare matrix obtained by deleting the (i + 1)-th column of the
minor matrix 7. Since the sum of each row of T is zero, we have

det D; = (—1)"""det Dy = (—1)" 1l_IdetA

Since {a;}{_, is in general position, we have
By solving the linear equation system (f,a;) = a0 fo+ ...+ @i fn (1 <i<n+1), we
obtain

n+1
(3.2) fo= Z Ayi(f,a;) (Ay € R) for each 0 < v < n.

Put ¥(z) = Z"H Yool Aui(2)| (z € C™). Then
()] < W(z) - max (|(f,a@)(2)]) < ¥(z) - max (|(f,@)(2)]) (z € C™),

1<i<n+1 1<i<q
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and
n+l n
/ RCIEDS / log™ [ Avi(2)n + O(1)
S(r) = =05

n+l n

§ZZ; (r, Ay) + O(1)

= O(max T,,(r)) + O(1).

1<i<q

Fix 2 € C"\ Uj_, (Supp( Vir.a,) Y Supp (V334 ))) Take 7 (1 <14 < q) such that

|(f> @) (20) = max ([f,a;)(z)|-

1<j<q

Then
e Dol Gl __|deeDol (Il )
Ll oGl Tl
| det D;(z0)|
=Y T Gl

This implies that
| det Dy (o) 1 (o) ( ( [ det Di(0) ))
1 1 U(zg) -
BT GGl =\ [ Ta) @)

< o qﬁj \?}(2)>|<zo>|)+ log™ ¥(z0)

Thus, for each z € C™\ Ji_, <Supp (v{.4,)) U Supp (V(C?&j))), we have

\detDl |Hf N | det D;(2)| o
o8 T (7 ) (2 Zl (Hml(f,aj)( >|)““’”

Hence

o \detDl o | det D;(2)] oot (2
33 1og|If(2)]| + log 12 <21g( “M(m)(z)‘)ﬂg ()
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Note that
detD;  detD;/fJ"

jzl,j;«éz‘(f, a;) ¢ 1#2((]0, a])/fo)

[ o [(cn1(fya1) s [ C1l (5 Gr) ]
P ( R ) P ( R )
(f,a1) (f, ax,)

Jo Jo
p—— ll(fvéil)) Dalkl(clkl(ﬂdkl))

) h
L (f’akl)
i Jo Jo |

(The determinant is counted after deleting the i-th column in the above matrix).

Each element of the above matrix has a form

o C(f,&y)) a( c(f, @y))
D( fo _D Jo e (ceR)
(f7 d]) B (f7 a]) ‘
fo fo
By lemma on logarithmic derivative lemma, we have
ey C(f7aj>) a(C(f,dj))
mrD( Jo <m TD Jo +m(r,c)
(L) - b, ay) ’
fo Jo
=0 <10g+ T <r, %) ) +O(max T(r, a;))
= O(log™ Ty(r)) + O(lrgzaéT(r a;)).

This yields that

| (e ) = Otiow 13000 + O 7, 1) (1 i < )
j= 1]#(]0,@]) 1sj<q

Hence

H Zm(“ o >:0(10g+Tf(”>+0<maxT<>>

i=1 j=1g2i(f a5) I=y=a
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Integrating both sides of the inequality (3.3]), we have

‘ det D0|
10g||f||77+/ 10g(—~ n
‘ /sm S(r) ()l
q
< / log™ ( — n+ / log™ U (2)n
; S(r) ?zl,j;éi |(fa aj)| S(r)
d D;
= Zm(n = )+O<max T, (r))
=1 - =

= ] 1 ];ﬁz(f? a])
= O(log* Ty(r)) + O(0<nil<aqx_1Tai (1)).

Hence

|detD1| +
Ti(r)+ | log=—F——=—n = O(log" T}(r)) + O maXTal ie,
| T5(r) BT 1) (log" Ty (r)) + O(max T, (r)), i

17500 = [ togd L= 0L, 4 105 73 (1) + O(max T, (1)

| det D | <i<q
S(r)
q
— [toe ][It — | tog]det Dily + Ollog™ Ty(r) + Olpuax T, (1)
sy = S(r)
(34) < N an ()~ Nrvaen,) + Ollog" Ty(r) + O(max T, (1)

1<i<q

. k
Claim 3.5. || Nipo_ (. (r) = N(r.vaen,) < Sy N () + O(maxi <oz, T, (7).

Indeed, fix z € C™\ I(f), where I(f) = {fo = ---fn = 0}. We call iy the index
satisfying
0 : 0
V(fydio)(z) - 1§r7¥%1£l+1 V(fydi)(z)'

For each i # ig,i € I, we have

0 : 0
V_«a , _u(z) > min v ) _ z
D sksﬂw(csi(f,ai))( ) - BEZ™ with au, |+ —BELT DﬂCSiDasts—1+J ﬂ(,ﬁ&i)( )}

> min {max{O, V?f,ai)(z) — |k, 145 — B[}

5€Z1 with Qskg_ 1+ —BEZ”

— (B+ 1) (2)}
> max{0, V?fai)(z) —k} = (E+1)r2(2)

On the other hand, we also have
Vs ogpany (2 S (@ res| + DV a0 () < (ko D) + 18, ().
Thus
Vp©sks 143 (o (£.ary) (2) = max{0, Van(2) =k} — (k+ 1) (2v2(2) + v, (2))
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Since each element of the matrix D;, has a form D“*s-1%3 (¢ (f, a;)) (i # ip), one estimates
(3:6)  vp,(2) =vp,(2) =Y (max{0, v, (2) — k} = (k + 1)(2v2° (2) + 0, (2))) -

i#io
We see that there exists vy € {0,...,n} with f,,(2) # 0. Then by ([B.2), there exists
iy € {1,...,n+ 1} such that A, (2) - (f, dil)(z) # 0. Thus

(3.7) oy (2) € o () <% ()€ 30 v (2)
A'ul?_éo
Combining the inequalities (3.6) and (3.17), we have
Vl%?:l(f,ai) (2) = Vaer 0, (2)

<> (min{ely(2) B} + (B + 1) (202 (2) + 00, (2)) + > vE,(2)

i#io AyiZ0
< (min{ufya(2), k) + (k+ D (202 (2) +10,(2) + D v, (2),
i=1 AyiZ0

where the index s of ¢g; is taken so that ¢ € I,. Integrating both sides of this inequality,
we obtain

H NH?:l(f,&i)(T) - N(T VdctDl)

Z <N([]’i + (k+ 1>(2N2 () + Ny (r )) S Nija,(r)

s1
Ayi#0

(3.8) —ZN ) + O(max T, (r)).

1<i<q

The claim is proved.
From the inequalities (B.4]) and the claim, we get

| Ty(r) ZN[’“ 1) 4+ O(log™ Ty (r)) + O(max T, (r)).

1<i<q

The lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem [I.1l
(a). We denote by Z the set of all permutations of g—tuple (1,...,q). For each element
I =(iy,...,1,) € I, we set

k
— {reR"; N[f%)(r) <...< N([f}alq)(r)}.

We now consider an element I = (i1, ...,4,) of Z. We will construct subsets I; of the
set Ay ={1,...,2n — k + 2} as follows.

We choose a subset I; of A which is the minimal subset of A satisfying that {(f,a@;;)};er
is minimal over R. If 1I; > n + 1 then we stop the process.

Otherwise, set Ay = A; \ I;. We consider the following two cases:
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e Case 1. Suppose that §4; > n+1. Since {a;; }jea, is in general position, we have
((f,83,);5 € A2) e = (for -, fa) D ((fra4,);5 € [1) , Z 0.
e Case 2. Suppose that §4; < n + 1. Then we have the following:
We note that §1; + §As = 2n — k + 2. Hence the above inequalities imply that
dimn(((ﬁ ai,);j € ) N((f,ai,); 7 € Az)R)
> dimg ((f,a4,); ) € 1), + dimg ((f,a5,);5 € A2),, — (k+1)
=k—n+ihL+k—n+t4—(k+1)=1.
Therefore, from the above two case, we see that
((f.a3,):9 € 1)) gN((f,3,)55 € Az) 7 {0}

Therefore, we may chose a subset I, C Ay which is the minimal subset of Ay satisfying
that there exist nonzero meromorphic functions ¢; € R (i € 1),

Salfa)e (U(f @))R

By the minimality of the set Iy, the family {(f, a;,)}jer, is linearly independent over R,
and hence fl; < k + 1 and

t(loUl) <min{2n —k+2,n+k+ 1}.

If 4(Jo U I3) > n+ 1 then we stop the process.

Otherwise, by repeating the above argument, we have a subset I3 of A3 = A\ (I; UI5),
which satisfies the following:

e there exist nonzero meromorphic functions ¢; € R (i € I3) so that
i€l €Ul R

o {(f,ai;)}jer, is linearly independent over R,

o i3 <k+landf(/1U---Ul3) <min{2n—k+2,n+k+1}.

Continuing this process, we get the subsets Iy, ..., I;, which satisfy:

o {(f,ai;)}jer, is minimal over R, {(f,a@;;)}jer, is linearly independent over R (2 <
t<l),
o for any 2 <t < [,j € I, there exist meromorphic functions ¢; € R \ {0} such

that =
S ¢i(f.a) € (U U 5‘“))75

]EL: 5:1]615
en+1<#(LU---UL) <min{2n —k+2,n+k+ 1}.
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Then the family of subsets I, ..., I; satisfies the assumptions of the Lemma [3.Il There-
fore, we have

| Ty(r <ZN ) oy (r) + O(max T, (r)),

<i<q
jeJ

where J = I;U---UI;. Then for all € N; (may be outside a finite Borel measure subset
of RT) we have

7
||Tf(r)§q—(2n—k+2)+ﬁj<jz (1) s Nisas) T)

j=2n—k+3
(3.9) + o(T¢(r)) + O(max T,,(r)).
1<i<q
Since #J < 2n — k + 2, the above inequality implies that
—k+2
(3.10) || Ty(r) < ZN ) + (T (1)) + O(max T, (1)), € Nr.
<i<q

We see that |J;.; N = R" and the inequality ([B.10) holds for every r» € N, I € T.
This yields that

1) < EEZSONEL )+ o(Ty(r) + O(max T, (r)

<i<
q i=1 e

for all r outside a finite Borel measure subset of R™. Thus

I 55T ZN[’“) )+ o(Ty(r)) + O(max T, (r).

1<i<q

The assertion (a) is proved.

(b) We repeat the same argument as in the proof of the assertion (a). If n +k 4+ 1 >
2n — k + 1 then the assertion (b) is a consequence of the assertion (a). Then we now only
consider the case where n +k+1<2n—k + 1.

From (3.9) with a note that fJ < n + k + 2, we have

| T(r) < q—(2n—7l::i];)++1n+k+1 ZN r) + o(Ty(r) + O(max T, (r))

n+k+1 I (k]
PR - ;N(ﬁai)(r) + o(T¢(r)) +O(1r£12a<>§1T (r)) r € Ny.

Repeating again the argument in the proof of assertion (a), we see that the above in-
equality holds for all » € R™ outside a finite Borel measure set. Then the assertion (b) is
proved. 0

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3]

In order to prove Theorem [[.3, we need the following.
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4.1. Let f : C™ — P"(C) be a meromorphic mapping with a reduced representation

f="0o:...: fu). Let {a;}}; be “slowly” (with respect to f) moving hyperplanes of
P"(C) in general position such that

dim{z € O™+ (f,a)(2) = (fa)(z) =0} <m—2 (1<i<j<q)
For M + 1 elements f°,..., f* € F(f,{a;}i_,,1), we put

= T(r, /")

Assume that a; has a reduced representation a; = (a : -+ : a;,). By changing the
homogeneous coordinate system of P"(C), we may assume that a;o Z 0 (1 <1i < q).

We set Fj’“-—(fk’aj) (1<i,j<q 0<k<M)
i T (fkaai) >%)>q, = = .

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that ¢ > 2n+ 1. Then
| Ty(r) = O(T(r)) for each g € F(f,{a;}i_1,1).
Proof. By Corollary [.2(a), we have

| S ) € SO NG () + ol () + ()

1
<0y Nighy (1) + 0(Ty(r) + T (1))
=1
1
= DN () + olTy(r) + T (r))
=1
< qnTy(r) + o(Ty(r) + T¢(r))
Hence || T,(r) = O(Ty(r)). O
Definition 4.2 (see [2, p. 138]). Let Fy,..., Fy be nonzero meromorphic functions on
C™, where M > 1. Take a set o :== (a°, ..., a™~1) whose components o* are composed
of m nonnegative integers, and set || = [a®| + ...+ oM. We define Cartan’s auxiliary
function by
1 1 . 1
D(%)  DU(%) - D(&)
O = OU(Fy, ..., Far) i= FoFy -+ For fo S o
aM;l 1 aM 1 alwfll 1
D (%) DY) D ()

Lemma 4.3 (sce [2, Proposition 3.4]). If ®*(F,G, H) = 0 and ®*(%, &, %) =0 for all o
with |a| < 1, then one of the following assertions holds :
(i) F—G G=HorH=F

(it) €. S and % are all constant.
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Lemma 4.4 (see [0, Lemma 4.7]). Suppose that there exists * = @“(F;{)OO, ce FZ{)OM) Z0
: o M(M —1)
with 1 <'ig, jo < q, |af < — 9

that @‘“(F]00 F-jOM) % 0. Then, for each 0 < k < M, the following holds:

o0
| Nl (r) + M Y7 N, () < Noa(r) < T(r) = M- Nji () +o(T(r)).

J#Joyio

, d > |al. Assume that o is a minimal element such

And hence

| NGl )+ MY NG

el Bo (1) ST+ 0(T())

J#Jo

4.2. Proof of Theorem [I.3

a) Assume that ¢ > %. Suppose that there exist three distinct elements 9, f1, f2 €

F(f{a;}jzrs ).

Suppose that there exist two indices 7, € {1,...,q} and @ = (ap, 1) € (Z1)* with
la| <1 such that ®*(F}°, F/', F}?) # 0. By Lemma .4} we have

2) N, T(r) + o(Ty(r))-

t#1
Hence, by Corollary L2(b) we have

||T<r>z—ZZN ) + oTy(r) 33 SN )+ olT5(r)
t#1

k=1 ti k=1
Alg—1)
> — =T T .
> LT (0) + ol (1)
Letting r — +o0, we get 1 > gi((qn_ﬁi), iLe., ¢ < 9"%@#. This is a contradiction.

Then for two indices i,j (1 <i < j < q), we have
O (F°, F/' F?) =0 and d*(F° FI' F?) =0
for all @ = (v, 1) with |a| < 1. By Lemma [£3] there exists a constant A such that
FP = F' F'=AF7?, or F> = \F)°.
For instance, we assume that F;° = AF;'. We will show that X\ = 1.
Indeed, assume that A 7 1. Since F? = Fj' on the set U, .;{z : (f,ax)(2) = 0}, we
have that F;° = Fj* = 0 on the set ;{2 : (f,ax)(2) = 0}. Hence U, {z : (f,ax)(2) =

0} € {z: (f,a;)(z) = 0}. Tt follows that {z : (f,ax)(z) = 0} = 0 (k # i,j). We obtain
that

2(q —
|| 3(— < D Ny () + oTr() = o(Ty(r).
k;ﬁz k#j
This is a contradiction. Thus A =1 (1 <i < 5 <q).

Define ' .
={ie{l,...,q—1}: F’=F'},
I ol 2
={ie{l,....q—1}: F' = F*},
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ILi={ie{l,...,q—1}: F?=F"}.
Since (LU, UI3) =8{1,...,q—1} = q— 12> 3n — 2, there exists 1 < k < 3 such that

£ I > n. Without loss of generality, we may assume that § Iy > n. This implies that

0 = f1. This is a contradiction.

Thus, we have § F(f, {a;}i_;,1) <2.

b) Assume that ¢ > 3n? +n + 2.

Take g € F(f,{a;}{_;,1). Suppose that f # g. By changing indices if necessary, we may
assume that

(.faa'l) _ (f,&g) - .= (-f?a’kl) % (-f’a'k1+1) - = (.faa'k2)
\(gaa'l) B (gaa'2) B B (gaa'/ﬁ)l \(.g?a’k‘l'f‘l) B B (gaa'/%)l
gr(;;pl gr;1,1p2
(faak2+1):___:(fvak3) (f>ak571+1):_‘_:(fvaks)
?jé\(gaakz—i-l) - (9>ak3)4¢ 7 (9. ar_y41) (9>aks)j
group 3 grgljps

where ks = q.
For each 1 <i < ¢, we set
. {z +n ifi+n<g,
o(i) =4 . o
i+n—q ifi+n>q
and
Pi = (.fa a’i)(g> ao(i)) - (97 ai)(.fa a’o’(i))‘
By supposition that f # g, the number of elements of each group is at most n. Hence
(fv ai) and (f> aa(i))

(gv ai) (gv ao(i))
Fix an index ¢ with 1 <17 < ¢. It is easy to see that

belong to distinct groups. This means that P; £ 0 (1 <i < q).

q
. . 1
vp,(2) = min{V(sa,): Vigan } + M0V 10,00 Ygase) ) T D V([f},av)(z>
v=1
v#i,0 (i)

outside a finite union of analytic sets of dimension < m — 2. Since min{a,b} + n >
min{a,n} + min{b, n} for all positive integers a and b, the above inequality implies that

q
Np(r) = 32 (N )+ N ) = e ) + 30 N o).
v=1

v=1,0(1) it

On the other hand, by the Jensen formula, we have

Np(r) :/5( o [Rin-+0(1)

= /S( Jos(I(fa) P+ 10, ao(o|?) 2 + /  osl(g.a)l*+ (9, o) 2n + O(1)

<Ty(r) + Ty(r) + o(T;(r)).
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This implies that
T +Tyr) 2 > (N ) + Nk () = ni], )

v=1,0(1)
+ Z Ny () + o(Ty(r)).

'u;éz o (1)

Summing-up both sides of the above inequality over i = 1,..., ¢ and by Corollary [L2(b),
we have

o) + >2Z (NI () + N )

+(q—2n—2) ZN(fa (r) + o(Ty(r))

v=1
q—2n—2 I n n
>(24 L0 S (N, 0) + N, () + o(Ti(0)
>(2+ L) 2 (13 0) + Ty ) + 0T ).
Letting r — oo, we get ¢ > (2+ 22— 2)3(712?_ 0 & g < 3n?+n+2. This is a contradiction.
Then f = g. This implies that §F(f, {a;}7_;,1) = 1. The theorem is proved. O
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