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Difference radical in terms of shifting zero and

applications to the Stothers-Mason theorem
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Abstract

In this paper, we study the shifting zeros with its heights and an analogue to
difference radical. We focus on the Stothers-Mason theorem by using falling factori-
als. As applications, we discuss the difference version of the Fermat type functional
equations. Some examples are given.
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1 Introduction

Let P be a polynomial. The radical rad(P ) is the product of distinct linear factors of P . We
study a difference analogue of radical of a complex polynomial, and consider a difference
analogue of the Stothers-Mason theorem. As applications, we study the difference version
of the Fermat type functional equations, see e.g., [4], [9].

Let a, b and c be relatively prime polynomials such that not all of them are identically
zero. The Stothers–Mason theorem [10], [16], see also e.g., [15] states that if they satisfy
a + b = c, then

max{deg(a), deg(b), deg(c)} ≤ deg(rad(abc))− 1. (1.1)

A difference analogue of the Stothers–Mason theorem is seen in e.g., [4]. One of the
purpose of this paper is that we give an alternative approach to difference analogues of
radical of polynomials in terms of shifting zero different from [4].

We recall basic notations in difference calculus. Given a function f , we denote by
∆f(z) = f(z + 1)− f(z) the difference operator. Let n be a nonnegative integer. Define
∆nf(z) = ∆(∆n−1f(z)) for n ≥ 1, and write ∆0f = f . Define z0 = 1 and

zn = z(z − 1) · · · (z − n+ 1) = n!

(

z

n

)

, n = 1, 2, 3, . . . , (1.2)

which is called a falling factorial, see e.g., [1, Pages 6–7], [5, Subsection A.2], [12, Page
25]. This yields ∆zn = (z + 1)n − zn = nzn−1, which corresponds to (zn)′ = nzn−1 in the
differential calculus.
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Let f be a complex function and let n ∈ N. Consider products of the forms fn(z) =
f(z)f(z−1) · · · f(z−n+1), n = 1, 2, 3, . . . , f 0 = 1 and fn(z) = f(z)f(z+1) · · · f(z+n−1),
n = 1, 2, 3, . . . , f 0 = 1. We call fn a falling (descending) factorial expression, and call
fn a raising (ascending) factorial expression, see e.g., [12, Page 25]. The falling factorial
zn = z(z − 1) · · · (z − n+ 1) given in (1.2) is the falling factorial expression of f(z) = z.

In Section 2, we give the definition of shifting zero and study some properties of it
with difference calculus. We discuss the difference radical by using shifting zero and focus
on the difference analogue of the Stothers-Mason theorem by using falling factorials in
Section 3. Section 4 is concerned with an extension of difference analogue of the Stothers–
Mason theorem. We treat in Section 5 polynomial solutions of difference version of the
Fermat type functional equations.

2 Shifting zero

Let f be analytic in a domain G ⊂ C and let n ∈ N. Suppose that z0, z0+1, . . . , z0+n ∈ G.
The point z0 is called a shifting zero of f(z) with height n in G provided f(z0) and all
difference ∆kf(z0) vanish for every 0 ≤ k < n, but ∆nf(z0) 6= 0. In particular, if z0 is
a shifting zero of f with height 1, then we also call z0 is a shifting zero of f with simple
height.

Example 2.1 The function f(z) = 2z = ez ln 2 has no zeros, which has no shifting zeros.
Let g be defined as g(z) = z2(z − 1)(z − 2)2z, which can be written

g(z) = z3 · z2z = (z − 1)2 · z22z = (z − 2)1 · z2(z − 1)2z.

Then z = 0 is a shifting zero of g with height 3 in C. In addition, z = 1 and z = 2 are the
shifting zeros of g with height 2 and 1 in C, respectively.

Consider the Euler Gamma function Γ. It is known that 1/Γ is a transcendental entire
function that has simple zeros at 0,−1,−2, . . . . This gives that for any n ∈ N, z = −n is
a shifting zero of 1/Γ with height n + 1 in C, see e.g., [17, Page 236].

Example 2.2 Consider a polynomial f(z) = z2(z − 1)3. It gives us that z = 0 is a zero
of f with order 2, and z = 1 is a zero of f with order 3. We could also see that z = 0 is a
shifting zero of f with height 2 in C, and z = 1 is a shifting zero of height 1 in C. In fact,
f is of the form

f(z) = (z2)2(z − 1) = z2 · z(z − 1)2.

Remark 1 A function f(z) may have a shifting zero with infinite height in C. For ex-

ample, any integer point is the zero of f(z) = e2πiz − 1. If a function f has a shifting zero

with infinite height, then the order of growth of f is at least 1. It is important to study

the order of growth of solutions of nonlinear difference equations. For example, let w be a

solution of a difference Riccati equation

w(z + 1/2) =
A(z)

w(z)
, (2.1)

where A(z) is a nonconstant rational function. Suppose that all zeros and poles of A(z) are
lying on |z| < R. Let z = z0 be a zero of w(z) such that |z0| > R, it gives z0+1, z0+2, . . .
are zeros of w(z). Then z0 is a shifting zero of w with infinite height in C, otherwise, w has

at most finitely many zeros and poles. It shows that there does not exist any transcendental

meromorphic solutions of (2.1) of order less than 1.
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It is well known that z = z0 is a zero of an analytic function f with order n if and only
if f is of the form f = (z − z0)

ng(z), where g(z) is analytic at z = z0 and g(z0) 6= 0. The
difference analogue of this result is given as follows.

Theorem 2.1 Let f be analytic in the domain G ⊂ C and let n ∈ N. Suppose that

z0, z0 +1, . . . , z0 + n ∈ G. The point z0 is a shifting zero of f(z) with height n in G if and

only if there exists an analytic function g(z) in G such that

f(z) = (z − z0)
ng(z) (2.2)

and g(z0 + n) 6= 0.

Proof. Let z0 be a shifting zero of f with height n in G. It is known that for any z ∈ G
and k ∈ N

f(z + k) =
k
∑

j=0

(

k
j

)

∆jf(z). (2.3)

Since ∆jf(z0) vanish for 0 ≤ j ≤ k < n, (2.3) implies that f(z0 + k) = 0 for 0 ≤ k < n.
Further, setting z = z0 and k = n in (2.3), we see that f(z0 + n) = ∆nf(z0) 6= 0. Hence
we can write f(z) in the form (2.2) and g(z0 + n) 6= 0.

Let us prove another direction as follows. We also have for any z ∈ C and k ∈ N

∆kf(z) =

k
∑

j=0

(

k
j

)

(−1)k−jf(z + j). (2.4)

Assume that f is of the form (2.2) and g(z0 + n) 6= 0. Then by means of (2.4), f(z0) and
all difference ∆kf(z0) vanish for 0 < k < n, but ∆nf(z0) 6= 0. That proves z0 is a shifting
zero of f with height n in G. For formulas (2.3) and (2.4), see e.g., [6, Page 14], [14, Page
4]. ✷

Corollary 2.2 Let f be analytic in the domain G ⊂ C and let n ∈ N. Suppose that

z0, z0 + 1, . . . , z0 + n ∈ G. If z0 is a shifting zero of f with height n in G, then z0 is a

shifting zero of ∆f with height n− 1.

Proof. Since z0 is a shifting zero of f with height n in G, there exists an analytic function
g(z) in G such that

f(z) = (z − z0)
ng(z)

and g(z0 + n) 6= 0. Moreover, we have

∆f(z) = (z + 1− z0)
ng(z + 1)− (z − z0)

ng(z)

= (z − z0)
n−1
(

(z + 1− z0)g(z + 1)− (z − z0 − n + 1)g(z)
)

= (z − z0)
n−1Q(z).

We see that Q(z0 + n − 1) = ng(z0 + n) 6= 0. It gives us that z0 is a shifting zero of ∆f
with height n− 1 from Theorem 2.1. ✷

The next theorem puts the focus on an entire function of the order of growth less than
1, which is a particular case of Theorem 2.1. Let f be an entire function of the order of
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growth ρ(f) < 1. By means of [5, Theorem 1.1], it follows that f can be written by a
binomial (factorial) series in C

f(z) =

∞
∑

j=0

aj(z − z0)
j = a0 + a1(z − z0)

1 + a2(z − z0)
2 + · · ·+ aj(z − z0)

j + · · · , (2.5)

where the sequence {aj} satisfies

χ({aj}) = lim sup
j→∞

j log j

− log |aj|
< 1. (2.6)

Theorem 2.3 Let f be an entire function of the order of growth less than 1, and let

n ∈ N. The point z0 is a shifting zero of f(z) with height n in C if and only if there exists

an entire function g of the order of growth less than 1 such that

f(z) = (z − z0)
ng(z), (2.7)

and g(z0 + n) 6= 0. Furthermore, f and g are represented by binomial series

f(z) =
∞
∑

j=n

aj(z − z0)
j and g(z) =

∞
∑

j=0

an+j(z − z0 − n)j .

Proof. We write f as in (2.5). Suppose that z0 is a shifting zero with height n. We
have ∆kf(z0) = 0 for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, and ∆nf(z0) 6= 0. Then ak = 0 for every
0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 and an 6= 0, which implies

f(z) =

∞
∑

j=n

aj(z − z0)
j = an(z − z0)

n + an+1(z − z0)
n+1 + an+2(z − z0)

n+2 + · · ·

= (z − z0)
n
(

an + an+1(z − z0 − n)1 + an+2(z − z0 − n)2 + · · ·
)

.

We set g as

g(z) =

∞
∑

j=0

an+j(z − z0 − n)j = an + an+1(z − z0 − n)1 + an+2(z − z0 − n)2 + · · · . (2.8)

Then g(z) is an entire function of the order of growth ρ(g) < 1 and g(z0 + n) = an 6= 0.
Therefore, we proved that f is of the form (2.7).

In what follows, we proceed to prove another direction of this theorem. Let g be an
entire function of the order of growth ρ(g) < 1 such that g(z0 + n) 6= 0. Then by [5,
Theorem 1.1], g can be supposed as in (2.8) satisfying (2.6). If f is of the form (2.7), then

f(z) = (z − z0)
ng(z) = (z − z0)

n

(

∞
∑

j=0

an+j(z − z0 − n)j

)

=

∞
∑

j=n

aj(z − z0)
j,

where an 6= 0. From [5, Theorem 1.1], it gives that f is entire function of the order of
growth ρ(f) < 1. Moreover, it is clear that ∆kf(z0) = 0 for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1 and
∆nf(z0) 6= 0. Therefore, z0 is a shifting zero of f with height n in C. We thus proved our
assertion. ✷
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3 Difference radical

Let P be a polynomial with degree p, and z1 be a shifting zero of P with height n1 and
P (z1 − 1) 6= 0. Theorem 2.1 states that there exists a polynomial P1 with degree p − n1

such that P (z) = (z − z1)
n1P1(z). Let z2 be a shifting zero of P1 with height n2 and

P (z2 − 1) 6= 0. Then there exists a polynomial P2 with degree p − n1 − n2 such that
P1(z) = (z − z2)

n2P2(z). Repeating this argument for finitely many times, we see that
P (z) can be written uniquely as

P (z) = A

N
∏

j=1

(z − zj)
nj , (3.1)

where A is a nonzero constant, and p = n1+ · · ·+nN . Note that it is possible that zj = zk
even though j 6= k in (3.1). We define the difference radical rad∆(P ) by product of these
linear factors, i.e.,

rad∆(P ) =
N
∏

j=1

(z − zj). (3.2)

For example, if g(z) = z2(z − 1)(z − 2) = z1z3, then rad∆(g) = z2.
In [4] the definition of κ-difference radical rãdκ(P ) of a polynomial P is given as

rãdκ(P ) =
∏

w∈C

(z − w)dκ(w), (3.3)

where
dκ(w) = dκ(w, P ) = ordw(P )−min{ordw(P ), ordw+κ(P )}, (3.4)

with ordw(P ) ≥ 0 being the order of zero of the polynomial P at w ∈ C. We note here
even if κ = 1, the definition of κ-difference radical is not the same as our definition above.
For example, if g(z) = z2(z − 1)(z − 2), then rãd1(g) = z(z − 2), which is different from
rad∆(g) = z2. On the other hand, the ideas in [4] work for considering some problems even
though the definitions are different. Actually, there are several properties in common. For
the sake of simplicity, we write d1(w) given in (3.4) as d(w), and write rãd1(P ) given in
(3.3) as rãd(P ). We have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1 Let P be a polynomial. Then deg rad∆(P ) = deg rãd(P ).

Proof. When P is a constant, the assertion holds. We assume that P is a nonconstant
polynomial. Let ZP be the set of zeros of P , i.e., ZP = {w |P (w) = 0} considering the
multiplicities. In other words, if w is a zero of P then w appears ordw(P ) times in ZP .

Firstly we consider deg rad∆(P ). The process to determine (3.1) is translated as follows.
Choose z1 ∈ ZP satisfying z1 − 1 6∈ ZP . If z1 + 1 ∈ ZP then we adopt z1 + 1. Repeating
this procedure, we adopt z1+k ∈ ZP , k ∈ N and stop z1+n1−1 ∈ ZP when z1+n1 6∈ ZP .
Then we find a finite sequence L1 = {z1, z1 + 1, . . . , z1 + n1 − 1}. We may have L1 = {z1}
in case z1 + 1 6∈ ZP . Next Choose z2 ∈ ZP \ L1 satisfying z2 − 1 6∈ ZP \ L1. It may
be possible z1 = z2 when z1 is a zero of P with multiplicity ≥ 2. If z2 + 1 ∈ ZP \ L1

then we adopt z2 + 1. Repeating this procedure, we adopt z2 + k ∈ ZP \ L1, k ∈ N and
stop z2 + n2 − 1 ∈ ZP \ L1 when z2 + n2 6∈ ZP \ L1. Then we find a finite sequence
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L2 = {z2, z2+1, . . . , z2+n2− 1}. Continuing this process, we divide ZP into N ∈ N finite
sequences, namely,

ZP =

N
⋃

j=1

Lj =

N
⋃

j=1

{zj, zj + 1, . . . , zj + nj − 1},

with zj − 1, zj + nj 6∈ ZP \
(

⋃j−1
k=1Lk

)

for any j. We see that N , say the number of Lj ’s,

coincides with rad∆(P ).
Secondly we observe deg rãd(P ). By (3.4), we have for w ∈ ZP

d(w) = ordw(P )−min{ordw(P ), ordw+1(P )} = max{0, ordw(P )− ordw+1(P )}. (3.5)

If w ∈ ZP satisfies ordw(P ) − ordw+1(P ) > 0, then w contributes to rãd(P ). Choose
w1 ∈ ZP satisfying w1+1 6∈ ZP , which contributes to rãd(P ). If w1−1 ∈ ZP then we adopt
w1−1. Repeating this procedure, we adopt w1−k ∈ ZP , k ∈ N and stop w1−m1+1 ∈ ZP

when z1 −m1 6∈ ZP . Then we find a finite sequence K1 = {w1, w1 − 1, . . . , w1 −m1 + 1}.
Note that w1 can be chosen ordw1

(P ) times in the first step in case ordw1
(P ) ≥ 2, and

we may have K1 = {w1} in case w1 − 1 6∈ ZP . Next Choose w2 ∈ ZP \ K1 satisfying
w2+1 6∈ ZP \K1. It may be possible w1 = w2 when w1 is a zero of P with multiplicity ≥ 2
as mentioned above. If w2−1 ∈ ZP \K1 then we adopt w2−1. Repeating this procedure,
we adopt w2 − k, k ∈ N and stop w2 −m2 + 1 ∈ ZP \K1 when w2 −m2 6∈ ZP \K1. Then
we find a finite sequence K2 = {w2, w2 − 1, . . . , w2 −m2 +1}. Continuing this process, we
divide ZP into M ∈ N finite sequences, namely,

ZP =
M
⋃

j=1

Kj =
M
⋃

j=1

{wj, wj − 1, . . . , wj −mj + 1},

with wj+1, wj−mj 6∈ ZP\
(

⋃j−1
k=1Kk

)

for any j. Then we see that rãd(P ) =
∏M

j=1(z−wj) =
∏

w∈C(z − w)dw .
The finite sequences Lj ⊂ ZP and Kj ⊂ ZP possess a common property that outsides

of these sequences zj − 1, zj + nj , wj + 1, wj − mj do not belong to ZP . This division
of ZP is uniquely determined, which implies N = M . This concludes that deg rad∆(P ) =
deg rãd(P ). ✷

Remark 2 Using the notations in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we have

rad∆(P ) =
N
∏

j=1

(z − zj) and rãd(P ) =
M
∏

j=1

(z − wj).

Consider the example g(z) = z2(z − 1)(z − 2) which is treated just below (3.4). The

zeros {0, 0, 1, 2} of g are divided into two sequences {0} and {0, 1, 2}. Thus we confirm

that rad∆(g) = z · z = z2 and rãd(g) = z(z − 2). We observe another example h(z) =
(z+1)z2(z−1)3(z−2)2(z−4). The zeros {−1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 4} of h are divided into four

sequences {−1, 0, 1, 2}, {0, 1, 2}, {1} and {4}, which gives that rad∆(g) = (z + 1)z(z −
1)(z − 4) and rãd(g) = (z − 1)(z − 2)2(z − 4).
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Suppose that f and g are entire functions, and suppose that z1 ∈ C is a shifting
zero of f with height m and z2 ∈ C is a shifting zero of g with height n. Then from
Theorem 2.1, there exist entire functions F and G such that f(z) = (z − z1)

m1F (z) and
g(z) = (z − z2)

n1G(z), where 1 ≤ m1 ≤ m and 1 ≤ n1 ≤ n. If

f(z)g(z) = (z − z0)
m1+n1F (z)G(z),

where z0 is z1 or z2, then z− z0 is called the common shifting divisor of f and g, which is
the analogue of classical common divisor. If z0 = z1, then z2 = z1 +m1, and if z0 = z2,
then z1 = z2+n1. For example, if f(z) = z(z− 1)(z− 2) and g(z) = (z− 2)(z− 3)(z− 4),
then z, z − 1, z − 2 are the common shifting divisor of f and g. In addition, z − 2 is the
common divisor of f and g. If f and g do not have any nonconstant shifting common
divisors, then f and g are called shifting prime.

Remark 3 Let P and Q be nonconstant polynomials. In general, we have

deg(rad∆(PQ)) ≤ deg(rad∆(P )) + deg(rad∆(Q)). (3.6)

By the definition of the shifting prime, the equality in (3.6) holds if P and Q are shifting

prime. On the other hand, even though the equality in (3.6) holds, P and Q are not always

shifting prime. For example, consider P (z) = z and Q(z) = z(z − 1). Then rad∆(PQ) =
z2, and rad∆(P ) = z, rad∆(Q) = z, which gives the equality in (3.6) holds. However, P
and Q are not shifting prime. In fact, we can write P (z) = z1 · 1, Q(z) = z1 · (z − 1) and
P (z)Q(z) = z1+1 · z.

In the following, we denote the greatest common divisor of f and g by gcd(f, g). It is
well known that if two entire functions f and g are prime, then gcd(f, f ′) and gcd(g, g′)
are also prime. We state the difference analogue of this result as follows.

Lemma 3.1 Suppose that f and g are entire functions and shifting prime. Then gcd(f,∆f)
and gcd(g,∆g) are also shifting prime. Moreover, gcd(f,∆f) and gcd(g,∆g) are prime.

Proof. Assume that gcd(f,∆f) and gcd(g,∆g) have a common shifting divisor. This leads
that there exist z1, z2 ∈ C, m, n ∈ N and entire functions J and K such that

gcd(f,∆f) = (z − z1)
mJ(z), (3.7)

and
gcd(g,∆g) = (z − z2)

nK(z). (3.8)

We assume that z2 = z1 +m without loss of generality. Then we have

gcd(f,∆f)gcd(g,∆g) = (z − z1)
m+nJ(z)K(z).

It follows from (3.7), (3.8) and Corollary 2.2 that f(z) = (z − z1)
m+1J1(z) and g(z) =

(z − z2)
n+1K1(z), where J1 and K1 are entire functions. In this way, we have

f(z)g(z) = (z − z1)
m+n+1(z − z1 +m)J1(z)K1(z).

It shows that f and g have a common shifting divisor z− z1, which is a contradiction with
our assumption. We thus proved the first assertion.
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Assume that gcd(f,∆f) and gcd(g,∆g) are not prime. Let z − z0 be the common
divisor of gcd(f,∆f) and gcd(g,∆g). Then gcd(f,∆f) = (z − z0)S(z) and gcd(g,∆g) =
(z − z0)T (z), where S and T are entire functions. By Corollary 2.2, we obtain that
f(z) = (z − z0)

2S1(z) and g(z) = (z − z0)
2T1(z), where S1 and T1 are entire functions. It

implies that f and g are not shifting prime, which is a contradiction to our assumption.
Therefore, we proved Lemma 3.1. ✷

Let a, b and c be relatively prime polynomials such that not all of them are identically
zero. If they satisfy a + b = c, then we have (1.1) by the Stothers–Mason theorem. For a
polynomial P , we write ñ = deg(rãd(P )), where rãd(P ) is given in (3.3) with κ = 1. The
difference analogue of the Stothers–Mason theorem is given in [4, Theorem 3.1], which
states that if a+ b = c, then

max{deg(a), deg(b), deg(c)} ≤ ñ(a) + ñ(b) + ñ(c)− 1. (3.9)

The inequality (3.9) is sharp, see [4, Example 3.2], which is mentioned below in Remark 4.
In general, ñ(abc) ≤ ñ(a)+ ñ(b)+ ñ(c), and equality holds under some conditions. We here
consider the shifting prime condition and state a different version of difference analogue
of the Stothers–Mason theorem in terms of rad∆(P ) defined by (3.2) as follows.

Theorem 3.2 Let a, b and c be relatively shifting prime polynomials such that

a+ b = c

and such that a, b and c are not all constant. Then

max{deg(a), deg(b), deg(c)} ≤ deg(rad∆(abc))− 1 = ñ(abc)− 1. (3.10)

In order to prove Theorem 3.2, we need the following lemma corresponding to the
result [4, Lemma 2.1], which reveals the degree relation between P and gcd(P,∆P ) when
P is a polynomial.

Lemma 3.3 Let P be a nonzero polynomial. Then

deg(P ) = deg(gcd(P,∆P )) + deg(rad∆(P )). (3.11)

Proof. By (3.1), P can be written by P (z) = A
∏N

j=1(z − zj)
nj with a constant A 6= 0.

It follows from the arguments in Corollary 2.2, ∆P does not have factor z − zj + nj − 1,
j = 1, 2, . . . , N . Hence we have

gcd(P (z),∆P (z)) =
m
∏

j=1

(z − zj)
nj−1. (3.12)

By (3.2) and (3.12), we obtain (3.11). We have thus proved Lemma 3.3. ✷

We also need to recall a summation property, see e.g., [6, Page 48], [7, Pages 115–116],
[12, 327–328].

Lemma 3.4 Let R(z) be a rational function. We write R(z) in the form

R(z) = ρ

∏n

k=1(z − αk)
∏m

j=1(z − βj)
,

8



where ρ 6= 0, αk, k = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . , m are complex numbers. The first order

linear homogeneous equation

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

can be solved as

y(z) = π(z)ρz
∏n

k=1 Γ(z − αk)
∏m

j=1 Γ(z − βj)
, (3.13)

where π(z) is an arbitrary periodic function of period 1.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We may suppose that deg(c) = max{deg(a), deg(b), deg(c)} without
loss of generality. Since a+ b = c, we have ∆a+∆b = ∆c. Multiplying the first equation
by ∆a, the second by a, and then subtracting them, we obtain

b∆a − a∆b = c∆a− a∆c. (3.14)

We see that gcd(a,∆a), gcd(b,∆b), gcd(c,∆c) all divide b∆a − a∆b by (3.14). Since a, b
and c are relatively shifting prime, from Lemma 3.1 gcd(a,∆a), gcd(b,∆b), gcd(c,∆c) are
relatively prime. It yields that they are the factors of b∆a− a∆b. Then we have

deg(gcd(a,∆a)) + deg(gcd(b,∆b)) + deg(gcd(c,∆c)) ≤ deg(a) + deg(b)− 1

provided that b∆a− a∆b 6= 0. We add deg(c) to both sides, and we apply Lemma 3.3,

deg(c) ≤ deg(a)− deg(gcd(a,∆a)) + deg(b)− deg(gcd(b,∆b))

+ deg(c)− deg(gcd(c,∆c))− 1

≤ deg(rad∆(a)) + deg(rad∆(b)) + deg(rad∆(c))− 1.

By means of Remark 3, we obtain (3.10) when b∆a− a∆b 6= 0.

Below we consider the case when b∆a− a∆b = 0. From (3.14),

∆a

a
=

∆b

b
=

∆c

c
= κ(z),

where κ(z) is a rational function. Then polynomials a, b and c are solutions of the first
order linear difference equation ∆f(z) = κ(z)f(z), namely

f(z + 1) = (κ(z) + 1)f(z). (3.15)

By means of Lemma 3.4, there exists a nonconstant polynomial p so that a = π1p, b = π2p
and c = π3p, where πj , j = 1, 2, 3 are periodic functions with period 1. Since a periodic
function is a transcendental function or a constant, the only possibility is that πj , j = 1, 2, 3
are all constants. We claim that every shifting zero of p is simple height. Otherwise, a, b
and c are not relatively shifting prime. Hence, we have

deg(rad∆(abc)) = deg(a) + deg(b) + deg(c).

It is easy to see that inequality in (3.10) holds in this case. The right equality follows from
Proposition 3.1. We have thus proved Theorem 3.2. �

Remark 4 We could see the assertion of Theorem 3.2 is sharp. For example, let a(z) =
z(z − 1), b(z) = −(z − 4)(z − 5) and c(z) = 4(2z − 5). We see that a, b and c are

relatively shifting prime polynomials satisfying a + b = c. In addition, it is shown that

max{deg(a), deg(b), deg(c)} = 2, rad∆(abc) = z(z − 5/2)(z − 4), and deg(rad∆(abc)) = 3.
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4 Extension of the Stothers–Mason theorem with dif-

ference radical

We write P in the form (3.1), i.e., P (z) = A
∏N

j=1(z − zj)
nj . The difference radical of

truncation level q ∈ N for a polynomial P (z) which is denoted by

radq
∆(P ) = gcd

( N
∏

j=1

(z − zj)
nj ,

N
∏

j=1

(z − zj)
q

)

. (4.1)

It is a generalization of difference radical. When q = 1 in (4.1), it reduces to the difference
radical of P given in (3.2). We note that radq

∆(P ) = rad∆(P ) holds for any q ≥ 2 if and
only if all the shifting zeros of P are simple height. It follows from (4.1),

deg(radq
∆(P )) = deg

(

N
∏

j=1

(z − zj)
min(nj ,q)

)

=
N
∑

j=1

min(nj, q). (4.2)

In addition, we have an inequality

deg (radq
∆(P )) ≤ q · deg (rad∆(P )) . (4.3)

The following theorem extends Theorem 3.2 for m + 1 polynomials, where m ∈ N,
m ≥ 2. We state it as follows.

Theorem 4.1 Let m ∈ N, m ≥ 2 and let f1, . . . , fm+1 be pairwise relatively shifting prime

polynomials with min1≤i≤m+1 deg fi ≥ m− 1 satisfying the following functional equation

f1 + · · ·+ fm = fm+1, (4.4)

and such that f1, . . . , fm are linearly independent over C. Then

max
1≤i≤m+1

{deg fi} ≤ deg(radm−1
∆ (f1f2 · · · fm+1))−

1

2
m(m− 1)

≤ (m− 1) deg(rad∆(f1f2 · · · fm+1))−
1

2
m(m− 1).

(4.5)

In order to prove Theorem 4.1, we need two lemmas below. We first consider a gener-
alization of Lemma 3.3. For x ∈ R, we write [x]+ = max{x, 0}.

Lemma 4.2 Let n ∈ N and let P be a polynomial with degP ≥ n represented by (3.1).
Then

deg(gcd(P,∆P, . . . ,∆nP )) =
N
∑

j=1

[nj − n]+ (4.6)

and

deg(P )− deg(gcd(P,∆P, . . . ,∆nP )) = deg(radn
∆(P )). (4.7)

Proof. Let zj be a shifting zero of P with height nj such that P (zj − 1) 6= 0. We write
P (z) = (z − zj)

njGj(z), where Gj is a polynomial. From the arguments in the proof of
Corollary 2.2, ∆P (z) = (z− zj)

nj−1Qj,1(z), where Qj,1 is a polynomial satisfying Qj,1(zj +
nj − 1) 6= 0. Let k ∈ N , 1 ≤ k ≤ n. If nj ≥ n + 1, then ∆kP (z) = (z − zj)

nj−kQj,k(z),
where Qj,k is a polynomial satisfying Qj,k(zj + nj − k) = 0 for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. This
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implies that gcd(P,∆P, . . . ,∆nP ) is divided by (z − zj)
nj−n. If nj ≤ n, then the factors

in (z − zj)
nj never contribute to gcd(P,∆P, . . . ,∆nP ). Then

gcd(P,∆P, . . . ,∆nP ) =

N
∏

j=1

(z − zj)
[nj−n]+ , (4.8)

which implies (4.6). From (4.6), (3.1) and (4.2), we obtain (4.7). In fact,

deg(gcd(P,∆P, . . . ,∆nP )) =
N
∑

j=1

[nj − n]+ =
N
∑

j=1

max(nj − n, 0)

=

N
∑

j=1

nj −
N
∑

j=1

min(nj , n) = deg(P )− deg(radn
∆(P )).

We have thus proved Lemma 4.2. ✷

Remark 5 Let n ∈ N and let P and Q be nonconstant polynomials. We have the following

estimate as well as Remark 3.

deg(radn
∆(PQ)) ≤ deg(radn

∆(P )) + (radn
∆(Q)). (4.9)

By the definition of the shifting prime, the equality in (3.6) holds if P and Q are shifting

prime.

Let m ∈ N and let fi(z), 1 ≤ i ≤ m be polynomials. We next recall the definition
of the Casoratian (Casorati determinant), which has played important roles in difference
calculus, see e.g., [12, Pages 354–357], [14, Pages 276–281].

C(z) = C(f1, f2, . . . , fm) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f1(z) f2(z) · · · fm(z)
∆f1(z) ∆f2(z) · · · ∆fm(z)

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

∆m−1f1(z) ∆m−1f2(z) · · · ∆m−1fm(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (4.10)

We need a number of known results in linear algebra e.g., [8]. By the properties of the
determinant, we have

Lemma 4.3 The following claims hold.

(i) It is possible to replace ∆kfi with fi(z + k), i = 1, 2, . . . , m, k = 1, 2, . . . , m− 1 in

C(z).

(ii) C(z) does not vanish identically in case fi(z), 1 ≤ i ≤ m are linearly independent

over C.

(iii) It is possible to replace fi with fm+1 = f1 + f2 + · · · + fm for arbitrary fixed i ∈
{1, 2, . . . , m} in C(z).

(iv) C(z) is divided by gcd(fi,∆fi, . . . ,∆
m−1fi)), i = 1, 2, . . . , m, some of which may be

constants.
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The equation (4.4) was considered in [4, Theorem 3.5] by the estimates of degree of
Casoratian C(z) replacing ∆kfi with fi(z+ k), i = 1, 2, . . . , m, k = 1, 2, . . . , m− 1 in C(z),
see Lemma 4.3 (i). Following the idea in [4], we prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1 We consider the Casoratian C(z) of f1(z), . . . , fm(z) defined by
(4.10). Since f1, . . . , fm are linearly independent over C, we have C(z) 6≡ 0 by Lemma 4.3 (ii).

By (4.4) and Lemma 4.3 (iii), we can replace fi with fm+1 for arbitrary fixed i ∈
{1, 2, . . . , m} in the right hand of (4.10).

Write fi(z) = Ai

∏Ni

j=1(z − zi,j)
ni,j , fi(zi,j − 1) 6= 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ Ni, 1 ≤ i ≤ m + 1

following (3.1), where Ai are constants, Ni, ni,j ∈ N. This gives that fi(z) is divided by

gcd(fi,∆fi, . . . ,∆
m−1fi)) =

∏Ni

j=1(z−zi,j)
[ni,j−m+1]+ for any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , m+1}. By means

of Lemma 4.3 (iv), we see that the Casoratian C(z) is divided by gcd(fi,∆fi, . . . ,∆
m−1fi)),

1 ≤ i ≤ m + 1. Since we assume that f1, . . . , fm+1 are pairwise relatively shifting prime,

C(z) is divided by q(z) :=
∏m+1

i=1

∏Ni

j=1(z−zi,j)
[ni,j−m+1]+ , namely there exists a polynomial

p(z) such that C(z) = p(z)q(z).
By the assumption min1≤i≤m deg fi ≥ m − 1, we have deg(∆kfi) = deg fi − k ≥ 0,

0 ≤ k ≤ m − 1. This implies that deg C(z) is never beyond any sum of distinct m of the
deg fi(z), 1 ≤ i ≤ m + 1 minus

∑m−1
k=0 k = m(m − 1)/2 as the sum of deg

(

∆kfjν
)

for the
mutually distinct m integers jν ∈ {1, . . . , m,m + 1}. Since m ∈ N and f1, . . . , fm+1 are
pairwise relatively shifting prime, by Lemma 4.2 and Remark 5 we have

min
1≤h≤m+1

∑

1≤i≤m+1,i 6=h

deg fi −
1

2
m(m− 1) ≥ deg

(

m+1
∏

i=1

gcd(fi,∆fi, . . . ,∆
m−1fi))

)

=

m+1
∑

i=1

(

deg(fi)− deg(radm−1
∆ (fj))

)

=

m+1
∑

i=1

deg(fi)− deg(radm−1
∆ (f1f2 · · ·fm+1)),

which implies the first inequality of (4.5). Combining (4.3) and the first inequality of
(4.5), we see that the second inequality of (4.5) follows. We have proved Theorem 4.1.
�

Example 4.1 Let c ∈ C \ {0}, k ∈ C \ {0,±5}. Set α = c + k/10 − 1/2 and β = c −
k/10−1/2. We consider polynomials f1(z) = (z−α)5, f2(z) = −(z−β)5, f3(z) = k(z−c)4,
which are are linearly independent over C, and consider a polynomial

f4(z) = −k(k − 5)(k + 5)

50000

(

1000z2 − (2000c+ 3000)z + k2 + 1000c2 + 3000c+ 1775
)

.

We see that f1, f2, f3 and f4 are pairwise relatively shifting prime for some suitable c and
k, and they satisfy (4.4) of the case m = 3, i.e., f1 + f2 + f3 = f4. We have by definition,
max1≤i≤4{deg fi} = 5, and deg rad2

∆f1 = 2, deg rad2
∆f2 = 2, deg rad2

∆f3 = 2, deg rad2
∆f4 =

2 by (4.2). This gives that the first inequality of (4.5) is sharp in Theorem 4.1.

Remark 6 Example 4.1 shows that the inequality in Theorem 3.5 of [4] is sharp for the

case when m = 3.

5 Polynomial solutions of difference Fermat functional

equations

In this section, we apply Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.1 to difference Fermat type functional
equations for investigating nonexistence of polynomial solutions. We adopt the falling
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expression P n instead of P n for a polynomial P in the Fermat type functional equations,
which is the same to the case we adopt rising expressions P n in some sense. For the Fermat
type functional equations, see e.g., [2], [13]. Concerning the methods of the proofs, we
follow the idea in [4].

Theorem 5.1 Let a, b and c be polynomials, not all constants, and n ∈ N such that an,
bn and cn are relatively shifting prime and satisfy

an + bn = cn. (5.1)

Then n ≤ 2. In addition, if one of a, b and c is a constant, then n = 1.

Proof. Let us first assume that a, b and c are all nonconstant polynomials. By Theorem 3.2
and Remark 3, we have

n deg(a) = deg(an) ≤ max{deg(an), deg(bn), deg(cn)} ≤ deg(rad∆(a
n bn cn))− 1

≤ deg(rad∆(a
n)) + deg(rad∆(b

n)) + deg(rad∆(c
n))− 1

≤ deg(a) + deg(b) + deg(c)− 1.

(5.2)

Similarly, for b and c, we have

n deg(b) ≤ deg(a) + deg(b) + deg(c)− 1 (5.3)

and
n deg(c) ≤ deg(a) + deg(b) + deg(c)− 1. (5.4)

Combining inequalities (5.2), (5.3) and (5.4), we obtain

n(deg(a) + deg(b) + deg(c)) ≤ 3(deg(a) + deg(b) + deg(c))− 3,

which implies that n ≤ 2.
We secondly assume one of a, b and c is a constant. Without loss of generality, we

assume that c is a constant. Then (5.2) and (5.3) yield n(deg(a) + deg(b)) ≤ 2(deg(a) +
deg(b))− 2, which shows that n ≤ 1. We proved our assertion. ✷

We have an example for the case n = 2, see [4, Example 4.2].

Example 5.1 We consider polynomials a(z) = z2, b(z) = −(i/2)
(√

2z2 + 2z −
√
2
)

and

c(z) = −(1/2)
(√

2z2 − 2z −
√
2
)

. These polynomials satisfy (5.1). The zeros of b and

c are {−(1 +
√
3)/

√
2, (−1 +

√
3)/

√
2} and {(1 −

√
3)/

√
2, (1 +

√
3)/

√
2}, respectively.

Hence they are relatively shifting prime.

The next result extends Theorem 5.1 to equations with arbitrarily many terms.

Theorem 5.2 Let m ∈ N, m ≥ 2, n ∈ N. Suppose that there exist f1, . . . , fm+1 noncon-

stant polynomials satisfying

fn
1 + fn

2 + · · ·+ fn
m = fn

m+1. (5.5)

Further suppose that fn
1 , . . ., f

n
m+1 are pairwise relatively shifting prime and fn

1 , . . . , f
n
m

are linearly independent. Then

n ≤ m2 − 1− m(m− 1)

2max1≤i≤m+1{deg(fi)}
. (5.6)
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Proof. By using Theorem 4.1, we have

n max
1≤i≤m+1

{deg(fi)} ≤ (m− 1) deg(rad∆(f
n
1 f

n
2 · · · fn

m+1)−
1

2
m(m− 1)

≤ (m+ 1)(m− 1) max
1≤i≤m+1

{deg(fi)} −
1

2
m(m− 1).

Since max1≤i≤m+1{deg(fi)} ≥ 1, we obtain our assertion. ✷

Remark 7 We change the assumption that fm+1(z) is a nonconstant polynomial in The-

orem 5.2 into fm+1(z) ≡ 1, and keep other conditions. We use the similar arguments in

the proof of Theorem 5.2 with deg(fm+1) = 0. Then we obtain an estimate for polynomial

solutions of fn
1 + fn

2 + · · ·+ fn
m = 1,

n max
1≤i≤m

{deg(fi)} ≤ m(m− 1) max
1≤i≤m

{deg(fi)} −
1

2
m(m− 1),

and hence n ≤ m(m − 1) (1− 1/(2max1≤i≤m{deg(fi)})). This implies that n ≤ m2 −
m− 1, which corresponds to the result on polynomial solutions of fn

1 + fn
2 + · · ·+ fn

m = 1,
see e.g., [2], [3]. When m = 3, we have n ≤ 5. There exist examples for the case n = 2
and n = 3 below.

Example 5.2 Consider relatively shifting prime polynomials f1(z) = (1/
√
2)z+1, f2(z) =

(1/2)z + (1/2)(
√
2−

√
6) and f3(z) = (

√
3i/2)z + (i/2)(

√
6−

√
2). By computations, we

see that f1, f2 and f3 satisfy
f 2
1 + f 2

2 + f 2
3 = 1. (5.7)

We consider another triad of relatively shifting prime polynomials f1(z) = (1/24
√
2)(24z2+

48z − 29), f2(z) = (1/48)(24z2 − 48z − 61) and f3(z) = (i/16
√
3)(24z2 + 16z + 3). These

polynomials satisfy (5.7).

Example 5.3 Let s ∈ C be a root of s9 − 144s3 +108 = 0 and t ∈ C \ {0}. We consider
polynomials f1(z) = z3 − a2z

2 − a1z + a0, f2(z) = −z3 + a2z
2 + a1z − (3a0 + s3)/3 and

f3(z) = sz2 + tz + (t2 − 4s2)/4s, where

a2 = −3t

2s
, a1 =

3(4s2 − t2)

4s2
, a0 =

3t3 − 36s2t− 4s6

24s3

By computations, we see that f1, f2 and f3 satisfy

f 3
1 + f 3

2 + f 3
3 = 1,

for an arbitrary t. We thus obtain f1, f2 and f3 that are relatively shifting prime polyno-
mials for a suitable t.
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