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Asymptotic values, deficiencies and Bank-Laine functions

J.K. Langley
10th April 2024

Abstract

Some results are proved concerning asymptotic and deficient values in connection with
the second order linear differential equation y” + Ay = 0, in which the coefficient A is
entire. MSC 2000: 30D35.

In memory of Steve Bank, who passed away on 10th April, 1994

1 Introduction

The following notation will be used throughout. Let A be an entire function, and let fi, f> be
linearly independent solutions of

v '+ ARy =0, (1)
normalised so that their Wronskian satisfies W (f1, f2) = fifs — fifo = 1. Write
o U
U:E’ E=hlr=1 (2)
Then U is locally univalent, and its Schwarzian derivative S(U) satisfies
ur 3 /U 2
s0) =5 -5 () —24 ®)

while A and E are related by the Bank-Laine equation [I]

4A_<E’)2 JE 1 (EP-2E'E-1

= ) 4
E E  FE? E? (4)
Because W (f1, f2) = 1, the product F is a Bank-Laine function, that is, an entire function
satisfying E’(z) = 1 whenever E(z) = 0. Conversely, if £ is a Bank-Laine function, or if U is
a locally univalent meromorphic function in C, then there exist an entire A and solutions fi, fo

of ([Tl) such that (2)), (B) and (@) all hold [1} 2, [27].

For a non-constant meromorphic function f on C, the terms

1 + T 1 + N 1
p(f) = limsup L(T’f) . A(f) = limsup og (r,1/f)
T—too logr r—+o00 log T

< p(f),
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denote its order of growth and the exponent of convergence of its zeros, while if a € C then

YU ) NG )
6(0" f) o 17"—)—1-00f T(’f‘, f) ! 1r—>+00p T<T’ f>

is the Nevanlinna deficiency of the value a [19]. The following results were proved in [I], 38| 39].

Theorem 1.1 ([1, 38, 39]) With the above notation, A, E and \(E) = max{A(f1), A\(f2)}
satisfy the following.

(i) If A is a polynomial of positive degree n then \(E) = p(E) = (n + 2)/2.

(i) If X(E) + p(A) < 400 then p(E) < 4o00.

(i) If \(E) < p(A) < 400 then p(A) e N={1,2,...}.

(iii) If A is transcendental and p(A) < 1/2 then A(E) = +o0, while

1 1 .
p(A)+A(E)§2 if1/2 < p(A) < 1. (5)
The Bank-Laine conjecture, to the effect that if A(E) 4+ p(A) < +oo then p(A) € N,
was disproved by Bergweiler and Eremenko [8] 9], who constructed examples via quasiconformal
methods for all orders p(A) > 1/2, as well as showing that the inequality (B]) is sharp. In a
subsequent paper with Rempe [10], they also determined all possible orders for A and E when
A(E) < 400 and E has only real zeros.
The starting point of the present paper is the following result [28, [30].

Theorem 1.2 ([28, 30]) The following statements hold.

(1) If A is a non-constant polynomial then there exists a path ' tending to infinity on which all
solutions of (1)) tend to 0 as z — oc.

(11) If A is non-constant and p(E) < +oo then 0 is an asymptotic value of E, that is, there
exists a path tending to infinity on which E(z) — 0 as z — oc.

Statement (1) follows from [28, Lemma 1], but for completeness a proof based on the Liouville
transformation will be outlined in Section 3.1l Statement (II) was deduced from () in [30].

It is natural to ask whether the conclusion of (1) holds when A is transcendental. While this
may seem unlikely, it might be the case that the conclusion of (I1), which is evidently weaker than
that of (I), remains true if p(E) = +o00. The first four results of this paper will concern these
questions and the general issue of asymptotic values of Bank-Laine functions. The statement of
these results will require the following standard terminology [36].

Let G be a transcendental meromorphic function in C, and suppose that G(2) — a € CU{occ}
as 2 — 0o along a path v; then the inverse G~! is said to have a transcendental singularity over the
asymptotic value a [7,36]. If a € C then for each £ > 0 there exists a component 2 = (a, ¢, G)
of the set {z € C : |G(z) — a| < €} such that v\ Q is bounded: these components are called
neighbourhoods of the singularity [7]. Two paths 7,+" on which G(z) — a determine distinct
singularities if the corresponding components (2(a, ¢, G), ¥ (a, e, G) are disjoint for some & > 0.
The singularity is called direct [7] if Q(a,e,G), for some £ > 0, contains finitely many zeros of
G — a, and indirect otherwise.

Transcendental singularities over oo may be classified using 1/G and a = 0, and Iversen’s
theorem [36] states that the inverse of every transcendental entire function has a direct singularity
over co. Finally, a direct singularity over oo is called logarithmic if there exists M > 0 such that
w = log G(z) maps ©(0,1/M,1/G) univalently onto the half-plane Rew > log M.
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Theorem 1.3 Suppose that A is a transcendental entire function such that A~ has a logarithmic
singularity over infinity. Then there exists a path I' tending to infinity in a neighbourhood of the
singularity on which all solutions of (1)) tend to 0 as z — o©.

In particular, Theorem [1.3] applies whenever A is a transcendental entire function in the
Eremenko-Lyubich class B: this consists of those transcendental meromorphic functions ¢ for
which the set of all finite asymptotic and critical values is bounded [6, [I7, 40]. By a stan-
dard classification [36, p.287] of isolated singularities of the inverse function, a transcendental
singularity over oo for g € B is automatically logarithmic.

Theorem [1.3] will be proved in Section [3.2] using a version of the Liouville transformation
developed in [32] for coefficients A in the class B. In the absence of assumptions on the growth
of A and the singularities of A~!, the following partial result will be proved in Section [Bl

Theorem 1.4 Let E be a Bank-Laine function associated via (4) with a non-constant coefficient
function A. Then at least one of the following holds:

(i) 0 is a limit point of the set of asymptotic and critical values of E;

(ii) A is transcendental and E~' has a logarithmic singularity over 0.

Theorem [L4] clearly falls far short of showing that every Bank-Laine function associated with
a non-constant coefficient A has 0 as an asymptotic value. In view of Theorem [L.2(1l), a natural
case to start with would be that in which \(E) < p(E) = +o0o, but an example of Hayman
[22] shows that a finite Borel exceptional value of an entire function of infinite order need not
be asymptotic. On the other hand, if F is an entire function of infinite order, and its zeros z, in
C\ {0} satisfy > |z,|~'/? < 400, then F has infinite lower order and, by [2I, Theorem 2] (see
also [19, Lemma 1.4] and [22]), the value O is asymptotic for F.

Indirect singularities of E~* over 0 will be discussed in Section @ The assumption that A is
non-constant is not redundant in Theorem [I.4] as shown by

Ey(2)=e"* +¢, abceC, ac==+l, (6)

for which (@) gives A = —a?/4. This function has omitted values ¢, 0o, and so the Nevanlinna
deficiencies d(c, E1), d(oo, Ey) are each automatically 1 [19]. Furthermore, E; has no critical
points, and E; " has just two singularities, namely logarithmic singularities over ¢ and co. The
next two theorems, to be proved in Sections [/l and [8, each show that this Bank-Laine function is
in a certain sense unique.

Theorem 1.5 Let E be a Bank-Laine function of finite order, for which 0 is not a limit point of
the set of asymptotic and critical values of I, and assume that E~! has a direct transcendental
singularity over some finite non-zero value c. Then A is constant and E is given by ().

It would be interesting to know whether the assumptions of Theorem can be weakened to
any significant extent, but the example " shows that the result is not true for infinite order.

Next, it is well known that if A is a polynomial then the quotient U always has finite order
and maximal sum >_ 1y 0(c, U) = 2 of Nevanlinna deficiencies [12, [15, [16]. The following
result shows that it is comparatively rare for the product £ to have this property.



Theorem 1.6 Let £/ be a Bank-Laine function of finite order with ) _-0(c,E) = 1. Then
either 0 is the only finite deficient value of E, or A is constant and E is given by ().

An example of a Bank-Laine function E5 with finite order and 6(0, E2) = 1, but with infinitely

many zeros, is furnished by

2miz?
e sin 7z

By(s) = S0 @
It seems worth observing that Theorems [I.4] [I.5] and can all be written in terms of the
quotient U = f5/f1, and the condition that A = S(U)/2 is constant means that U is a Mobius
transformation in either z or an exponential ¢**, a € C\ {0}. Since E = U/U’, Theorems [L4]

and are equivalent to the following.

Theorem 1.7 Let U be a locally univalent meromorphic function in the plane with Schwarzian
derivative S(U).

(a) IfU' /U € B then either S(U) is constant or the inverse of U' /U has a logarithmic singularity
over c0.

(b) If U’ JU has finite order and U’ /U € B, and if the inverse of U’ /U has a direct transcendental
singularity over a finite non-zero value, then S(U) is constant.

(c) If U'/U has finite order and 3, c oy 6(a, U'/U) = 2 then either S(U) is constant or
§(o0,U'JU) =6(0,U'JU) = 1.

The remaining results of this paper involve transcendental singularities and deficiencies for A,
and depend on the following observation, established in [31], 33].

Theorem 1.8 ([31), 33]) Let A be a transcendental entire function of finite order, and suppose
that (1) has linearly independent solutions fi, fo with A\(f1f2) < +oo. Then the quotient V' of
any two linearly independent solutions of ({1l belongs to the Speiser class S, that is, V' has finitely
many asymptotic and critical values.

Here it may be assumed that W(fi, fo) = 1, and [31} Corollary 1.1] implies that U = f5/f1
has finitely many asymptotic values, because U’'/U = 1/fi f> has finite order by Theorem [I.1]
Thus the locally univalent function U belongs to &, and so does V, the latter being a Mobius
transformation composed with U.

Theorem 1.9 Let A be a transcendental entire function of finite order, and assume that A~!

has a direct transcendental singularity over 0. Let E = f, f5, where fi, f5 are linearly independent
solutions of (1) with W (f1, f2) = 1. Then A\(E) = +o0.

Conditions on the global asymptotic behaviour of A which ensure that A\(E) = 400 were given
in [3, Theorem 1] and elsewhere, but it seems slightly surprising that the existence of one direct
singularity over 0 should suffice in this way. The simple example

E(z)=¢*, A(z)=—(1+e*)/4, (8)

shows that the singularity of A~! does need to be over 0. Theorem [I.9follows from [31], Corollary
1.1 and Theorem 1.6], but also from a slightly more general result (Proposition 9.1), which will

be proved in Section O but which fails for p(A) = +o00. The next result involves deficiencies
for A.



Theorem 1.10 Let A be a transcendental entire function of finite order with 6(0, A) > 0. Then
A(f1f2) = +oo for any linearly independent solutions fi, fo of ().

Chiang [L1] proved that if p(A) < 400 and §(0, A) = 1 then A(f1f2) is always +oo. If A has
finite order and finitely many zeros then every solution f of ([Il) has A(f) = 400 [4], but

2 1
flz)=e", A(z) =—e* —¢*, 4(0,4) = 5 00,1/ =1, (9)
shows that §(0, A) > 0 does not force A(f) to be infinite for every solution. Furthermore, ([])

underlines that the deficient value in Theorem [I.I0 needs to be 0.

Corollary 1.1 Let A be a transcendental entire function of finite order and suppose that (1) has
a non-trivial solution f with 6(0, f'/f) > 0. Then A(fif2) = +oco for any linearly independent
solutions of ().

The example (@) illustrates Corollary [Tt here any solution g of () for which f, g are linearly
independent satisfies

f

Bergweiler and Eremenko [9] called a Bank-Laine function E special if it satisfies £’ = 1
whenever E = 0, which is equivalent to the existence of an entire function B such that

W(f,g)=c#0, (g) = % g9(z) = ce” / e 2 dt, Mg) = +o0.

E' = BE+1. (10)

Corollary 1.2 Let B be a transcendental entire function of finite order with §(0, B) > 0. Then
every solution E of (I0) has A\(F) = +o0.

Taking £ = e, B = 1 — e~ %, shows that the condition (0, B) > 0 is not redundant in
Corollary .2l Theorem [I.10 and its two corollaries will be proved in Section 10l

2 Preliminaries

Lemma 2.1 ([14]) Let 1 < r < R < 400 and let the function g be meromorphic in |z| < R.
Let I(r) be a subset of [0,27] of Lebesgue measure ;i(r). Then

1 - 11Ru(r) 1
— log™t Ndg < — 7 (1 4+ 1ogt —— ) T(R. g).
2W/M 0" lg(re”)| do < A0 ( T log W)) (R.g)

The following version of Fuchs' small arcs lemma is due to Hayman [23, p.721].

Lemma 2.2 Let the function g be meromorphic in |z| < R, with g(0) = 1. Let n,n, be
positive with 1, +no < 1. Then there exists Fr C [0, (1 — )R], of Lebesgue measure at least
R(1 —ny —n2), such that if r € Fr and G, is a sub-interval of [0, 27| of length m then

2me

B} . Ly
/GT gg (oglg(re®)l) | db < 400m;*n; " T(R, g)mlog ==
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Lemma 2.3 ([32]) Suppose that ¢ > 0 and 0 < € < 7, and that the function B is analytic,
with |1 — B(2)] < ¢|2|™2, on Q¥ = {2 € C:1 < R < |2|] < +oo,|argz| < 7 —¢}. Then
there exist d > 0, depending only on ¢ and ¢, and linearly independent solutions U(z),V (z) of
y" + B(2)y = 0 satisfying

U(z) = e ®(1+061(2)), U'(z)=—ie *(1+ §y(2)),

V(z) = €*(1+83(2), V'(2) =ie”(1+8(2)),

)
W) = 2 1) < =

K

onQ' ={z€C:R<|z| <+4oo,|argz| <m—ec}\{z € C: Re(z) <0, |[Im(2)| < R}.

Note that a change of variables 2 — —2z shows that Lemma 2.3 still holds if €' and Q" are
replaced by their reflections across the imaginary axis. a

For a € C and r > 0, denote by D(a,r) and S(a,r) the open disc and circle, respectively, of
centre a and radius 7.

3 The Liouville transformation

3.1 The polynomial case

Suppose that A is a non-constant polynomial in (), satisfying A(z) = a,,2"(1+0(1)) as z — oc.
Then there are n + 2 critical rays given by arg z = 6*, where a,e"™2%" is real and positive.
Apply the Liouville transformation

W(Z) = Al)Y*y(2), Z= / A(t)V2 dt. (11)

Z1

If R and 1/ are large and positive then Z ~ 2ay/>z"*2/2(n + 2)~! is univalent on the sectorial
region
S1={2€C: |z| >R, |argz — 0| < 27 /(n+2) —e}.

On the image Z(.51), (1)) yields an equation for W of form

d>*W
dz?

+(1+G(2)W =0, (12)

in which G(Z) = O(|Z|7?). Hille's asymptotic method [25], 26] then delivers linearly independent
solutions e*#(1 + o(1)) on Z(S;) and hence solutions given by u;(z) ~ A(z)~Y*e~*4 and
uy(z) ~ A(z)"1/%eZ of () on S;. Moreover, Z(S;) contains an unbounded real interval I, on
which |e*Z| = 1, and so the factor A(z)~*/* in uy, uy ensures that every solution of ([)) tends
to 0 as z — 0o on the pre-image I of I in S;. This establishes assertion (l) of Theorem 1.2l O



3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

The proof of Theorem [L3 will use an analogue of the Hille-Liouville method developed in [32]
for the case where the inverse of the coefficient A in ([Il) has a logarithmic singularity over co.
Suppose then that A is a transcendental entire function such that, for some M > 0, a component
U of the set {z € C: |A(z)| > M} is mapped univalently by v = log A(z) onto the half-plane
H given by Rev > log M. It may be assumed that 0 € U,,, and also that M = 1, because if f
solves () then g(2) = f(M~%/22) solves

y' + B(2)y =0, B(z)=MTTAM %),

Let z = ¢(v) be the inverse mapping from H = {v € C: Rev > 0} to Uy = U; C C\ {0}.
Bieberbach's theorem [24, Theorem 1.1] yields, for u € H,

¢"(u)
¢'(u)

Lemma 3.1 If |v| is sufficiently large and | argv| < w/3 then

4
< .
~ Reu

(13)

Y tog ezt (o) < R

Proof. Join 1 to v by a straight line segment M,,, parametrised with respect to s = Rew. Then
the arc length estimate |du| < (sec7/3)ds = 2ds holds on M,, and integration of ([L3]) delivers

¢,(’U) / 4 /Rev ds
< — < — = .
o | = )., Reu |du| < 8 1 . 8log(Rew)

log

O

Under the change of variables v = log A(z) a solution y(z) of () on U; transforms to a
solution w(v) = y(z) on H of

- (ﬁ”(U)
¢'(v)
For v,v, € H, and z = ¢(v), z; = ¢(vy) in Uy, define Z = Z(v,v,) as in the second formula of

(1)) by

w//(/U)

w'(v) + e’ (V) w(v) =0, A(z) =¢', z=¢(v). (14)

Z(v,v) = /Z AV at = /U "2 ¢! (u) du. (15)

21 v1

The following is Lemma 3.1 of [32], proved for an arbitrary analytic univalent ¢ : H — C\{0}.

Lemma 3.2 ([32]) Let ¢ be a small positive real number. Then there exists a large positive
real number Ny, depending on € but not on ¢, with the following property.
Let vy € H be such that So = Rewvy > Ny, and define vy, vs,v3, Ko and K3 by

275,
v =
7128

+iTy, Tp=TImup, sz{vjwe”:rzo,—%geg%}. (16)



Then the following three conclusions all hold:
(i) The function Z = Z(v,v,) in (I5) satisfies, for v € K,

Z =Z(v,v) = /U 2 (u) du = 2e"*¢' (V) (1 + 6(v)), |6(v)] < e. (17)

1

(i) Y = (v, v1) = log Z(v,vy) is univalent on a domain containing K.
(i) Z maps a domain D, with vy € D C K3, univalently onto a region Ms satisfying

Zoy = Z(vg,v1) € M3 ={Z € C: |Zy|/8 < |Z| < +0, |arg(nZ)| < 3r/4}, (18)
wheren =1 ifReZy > 0 andn = —1 ifRe Zy, < 0.

O

Fix a small positive e, assume that vy = Sy is real, large and positive, and apply Lemma [3.2]
with Ty = Imvy = 0. Let vy, v9,v3, K3 and K3 be as in (16), and define Z by (I5]). By
Lemmas B3] and B.2] |Zy| is large in (I8) and there exist n € {—1,1} and a domain D C K3,
both as in conclusion (iii), so that M3 = Z(D). The change of variables

y(z) = w(v) = e MW(Z) = A(z)"'W(2) (19)
transforms (I4]) on D to the equation (I2]) on M;5. Here

1 ¢ (v) 1
)= ———=\|1+4—= )| < —= 2
60 = g (14500 )+ 16001< (20)
on M3 = Z(D), by (13), (I7) and the fact that Sy = vo = Revy is large. Now apply Lemma 2.3]
with
O = {Z€C: |Z|/4 < |Z] < +o0, |arg(nZ)| < 57/8} C My,

and let My, = Q", so that Zy = Z(vg,v1) € My C ' C Mjs, by the choice of 1. This gives
solutions Uy (Z), Us(Z) of (I2)) on My, which satisfy W (Uy, Uy) = 2i and

. . d
UL (Z2)e? — 1] + |Uy(Z)e % — 1| < iz (21)

in which the positive constant d is independent of vy and Z;, by (20I).

Let 77 be large and positive, and if n = 1 set Ly = [1},+00), while if n = —1 set L; =
(—o0, —T1]. As Z — oo on Ly, the solutions Uy, Us of ([I2]) both remain bounded, by (21,
and therefore so does every solution. By Lemmas 3.1l and 3.2, Rev must tend to +oo on the
pre-image Lo in H of Ly under Z. Hence every solution of (I4]) tends to 0 on Lo, by (9], and

so every solution of () tends to 0 on I' = ¢(Ls) C U;.
O



3.3 An example

The proofs in Sections [3.1] and use the same Liouville transformation Z given by (IIl),
although in the second case this is done in two stages, via (I4]) and (I9). In both cases the path
on which all solutions of ([II) tend to 0 is a pre-image under Z of an unbounded real interval. For
transcendental entire A, not necessarily in B, a local version of the Liouville transformation was
developed in [29] and applied near a maximum modulus point of A, using estimates from the
Wiman-Valiron theory [20]. But it seems worth pointing out that there exist entire A for which
the method used in Sections [3.1] and [3.2] cannot work, even though 7 is itself entire.

By a construction of Barth, Brannan and Hayman [5], there exists a transcendental entire
function GG with the following property: every unbounded connected plane set contains a sequence
(w,) tending to infinity such that (—1)"Re G (w,) < |w,|'/2. For some z; € C set

A(2) =G'(2)?, Z=H(z)= / A2 dt = G(2) — G(z).
20
Suppose that Z is univalent on a domain D, and maps a path I' C D onto a horizontal half-line
L: it may be assumed that I starts at zp and L = [0, +00) or L = (—00,0]. Then in either case
there exist u,, € T', tending to infinity, and v, = G(u,) with |v,| < 2|u,|'/? and so 4|u,| > |v.|>.
Hence there must exist points Z,, — oo on L and z, — oo on I" such that Z, = H(z,) and

(H)'(Zy) = 00, G'(2,) =0, A(za) =0, Az) Y exp(£iZ,) — oc.

Of course this does not mean that no path exists for this A on which all solutions of (II) tend to
0, only that the method of Sections [3.1] and cannot be reproduced for this case. O

4 Indirect singularities over 0

First of all, if A is a non-constant polynomial then the transcendental singularity of E~! over 0,
the existence of which is guaranteed by Theorem [1.2] is always indirect.

Lemma 4.1 Suppose that E~! has a direct transcendental singularity over 0. Then A is tran-
scendental.

Proof. Assume that £~! has a direct singularity over 0 but A is a polynomial. Then E has finite
order, and by standard estimates for logarithmic derivatives [18] there exist M > 0 and a set
Fy C [0,+00), of finite linear measure, with the property that, for |z| & Fq,

B < |2, (2)

E(z)

‘ E"()
E(2)

Since the singularity is direct, there exist ¢ > 0 and a component V of {z € C: |E(2)| < ¢}
which contains no zeros of E, so that the formula

v(z) =logle/E(z)| (2€V), v(z)=0 (2¢V),



defines a non-constant subharmonic function on C. This v is evidently bounded on a path tending
to infinity, by Liouville's theorem applied to E. Hence a theorem of Lewis, Rossi and Weitsman
[34], in combination with (4]) and (22)), gives a path v tending to infinity for which

log |A
u) g |A(2)
200,267 log | 2] zoozer)zlgh  log|z]

= —‘—OO’

an evident contradiction. O

4.1 An example with A transcendental

Let £ = E5, where E is given by (7). Then 1 = A(E) < p(E) = 2, so the coefficient function
A is transcendental, by Theorem [T Write z = z + iy with z,y real, and note first that e**
and sin 7z are bounded on the strip —1 < y < 1, while

Re (27miz%) = —4zzy <0 and || <1 for z,y > 0.

In particular, E(z) — 0 as z — oo on the path T given by z = 2 +i/\/x, 1 < 2 < +o0.
Moreover, if & € N is large then sinzz is small, and so is E(z), on the arc z = k + iy,
0 < y < 1/Vk, joining the zero k of E to I'. Hence every neighbourhood of the singularity
contains zeros of E and the singularity is indirect.

Because E' has finite order, the Bergweiler-Eremenko theorem [7] implies that 0 must be a
limit point of critical values of E, which may be verified directly as follows. If |z| is large and
E'(z) = 0 then there exists k € Z such that

1 1 1
inmz ~ £t =+—n~t—, z2-k=0(- =k 1).
sin 7z anmz " AR @) <k:) , 2 + O(1)

This gives €2™2* = O(1) and E(z) = o(1): thus 0 is the unique limit point in C U {oc} of the
critical values of E.
O

5 Proof of Theorem [1.4]

Lemma 5.1 There exist positive real numbers ¢y, co, c3 with the following properties.

Let ¥ be a Bank-Laine function and let s > 0 be such that E has no asymptotic or critical
values w with 0 < |w| < 2s. If D is a component of E~*(D(0, s)) which contains a zero of E
then D is mapped univalently onto D(0,s) by E, while D has Euclidean diameter at most ¢ s
and Euclidean area at least cys®. Furthermore, if r is large then the number of such components
which meet D(0,r) is at most c3(r/s)?.

Proof. Let D be such a component, and let D’ be the component of E~!(D(0,2s)) which

contains D. By [36, p.287], E maps D’ univalently onto D(0,2s): then the inverse function ¢
satisfies ¢/(0) = 1/E'(¢(0)) = £1.

10



Denote by d; positive constants independent of £ and s. First, Koebe's distortion theorem
[24, Theorem 1.3] gives

¢ (w)] <di and  [§;(w) = $(0)] < sdy for Jw| <,

so that the diameter of D is at most 2d;s. On the other hand, Koebe's quarter theorem [24]
Theorem 1.2] shows that a disc of centre ¢(0) and radius at least das|¢’(0)| = das lies in
D = ¢(D(0, s)), and so D has Euclidean area at least dss®. Finally, if r is large and N of these
components D meet D(0,7) then they are all contained in D(0,2r) and so Ndss? < 4mr?. O

Let £ and A be as in the hypotheses of Theorem [I.4] and assume that (i) does not hold. If
0 is an asymptotic value of E then the corresponding singularity of £~ over 0 is logarithmic by
[36, p.287], and A must be transcendental by Lemma 4.1l

Assume henceforth that 0 is not an asymptotic value of E. Then E has infinite order, by
Theorem [L.2] and there exists s > 0 such that E has no asymptotic or critical values w with
|w| < 2s. Then all components of E~1(D(0,2s)) are mapped univalently onto D(0,2s) by E.

By Nevanlinna's second fundamental theorem, there exist a fixed b € D(0, s) and arbitrarily
large r such that £ — b has N distinct zeros zy, ..., zy in |2| < r, where N = n(r,b, E) > r3.
But this gives at least N > 73 distinct components of E~!(D(0, s)), each containing a zero of
E and meeting D(0,r), contradicting Lemma .11

(]

6 Functions with maximal deficiency sum

Suppose that the function F' is transcendental and meromorphic in the plane, of finite order, and
that > d(a, F') = 2. By results from [12, 15} [16], the order p of F satisfies 2 < 2p € N, and
there are continuous functions L;(r), Ly(r) such that, as r — oo,

Li(er) = Li(r)(1 4+ 0o(1)), Lo(cr) = La(r) +o(1), T(r,F)= Li(r)r’(1+0(1)), (23)

the first two estimates holding uniformly for 1 < ¢ < 2. Further, the results of [15] [16] give
asymptotic representations for F' as follows.

Choose a large positive constant Ry and a positive function 7(r) decreasing slowly to 0 and
write, for integer j with 0 < j < 2p,

Dy={z:|s| > Ry, |argz— Lo(|zl) — mj/pl < 7/2p — n(r)}, (24)

so that Dy, = Dj. Associated with each D, are a deficient value a; € C U {oo} of F' and
representations for F' [16] holding outside a C° set (4, a union of discs D(zy, ;) such that

2 — 00, Z r, =o(r) asr — oo. (25)

If a; is finite then, for z = re® in D; \ O,
log |[F(re') — aj| = =Ly (r)r”(| cos(p(0 — La(r)))| + o(1)). (26)
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On the other hand, if a; = co and z = re® lies in D; \ C4, then (26) becomes
log |F(re”)| = mLy(r)r*(| cos(p(0 — Lz(r)))| + o(1)). (27)
The following facts are well known [12] 13, [15, [16] and follow from (25), (26]) and (27)).

Lemma 6.1 The deficient values a; associated with adjacent regions D; are distinct, and if F
is entire then they cannot both be finite.

Moreover,the set of r > 1 such that the circle S(0,r) meets Cy has logarithmic density 0,
and if F~' has a direct singularity over some b € C U {oo} then b is one of the a;.

A proof of the last assertion is included here for completeness. Suppose that F'~! has a direct
singularity over b, and that b is not one of the a;. It may be assumed that b = oo, and that
there exist M > 0 and a component D of {z € C: |F(z)| > M} which contains no poles of
F. This M may be chosen so large that (28]) implies that re¢? & D, for each j. A non-constant,
non-negative, continuous subharmonic function v may be defined by log |F'(2)/M| on D, with
v = 0 on the complement of D, and v has order at most p since

max{v(z) : [z] =7} < % /0%71(2%1'9) df < 3T(2r, F) + O(1). (28)

Moreover, (25]) and (26]) imply that, as » — 400 outside a set of zero logarithmic density, the
angular measure of S(0,7) N D is o(1). A contradiction then arises from the next lemma, which
is a completely standard consequence of estimates for harmonic measure from [41] p.116].

Lemma 6.2 Let 0 < s < 1 and let v be a continuous, non-negative, non-constant subharmonic
function on C, with support D. Suppose that, as r — +oo outside a set Fy of zero logarithmic
density, S(0,7) N D has angular measure at most ws. Then v has order of growth at least 1/s.

Proof. Fix a large S > 0. For t > S, let 8*(t) denote the angular measure of S(0,¢) N D, with
0*(t) = +oo if S(0,t) € D. Then [41], p.116] yields, as r — +o0,

"owdt dt
log (max{v(2) : |z] =2r})+ O(1 2/ 2/ —
max{o(z): A =2 +00) 2 [ g [

S 1(1 r dt)
> —(log 5 - "
s S Nk b

v

(% _ 0(1)) log .

7 Proof of Theorem

Assume that E is as in the hypotheses. If A is constant then E clearly satisfies (@), so assume
that A is non-constant. Then A is transcendental and E~! has a logarithmic singularity over 0,
by Theorem [1.4l Moreover, Lemma B.1] yields, as » — 400,

n(r,1/E) = O(r?), N(r,1/E) = O(r?).

12



Lemma 7.1 The function E satisfies

T(r E
i inf L0 E)

r—-+00 7’2

(29)

Proof. If (29)) is false then §(0, E) = 1, which is incompatible with £~! having a direct singularity
over ¢ # 0,00, by Lemma [6.1] O

Thus E is an entire function of order at most 2, with lower growth given by (29), and E~!
has a logarithmic singularity over 0, a direct singularity over ¢ # 0,00, and at least two direct
singularities over co. This gives, for some positive € and M, with M large and € so small that
E has no asymptotic or critical values w with 0 < |w| < 2e:

(i) a component Dy of the set {z € C: |E(2)| < €} mapped univalently by v = log1/E(z)
onto Rev > log1/¢;

(ii) a component D of the set {z € C: |E(z) — ¢| < €} containing no zeros of £ — ¢;

(iii) two components Dy, D3 of the set {z € C: |E(2)| > M}.

Moreover, these D; are disjoint and D does not meet any components of {z € C: |E(2)| < ¢}
which contain zeros of F.

Because the singularities are direct, there exist, for j = 0, 1, 2, 3, continuous, non-constant and
non-negative subharmonic functions v;, the support of v; being D;. Here vy(z) = log|e/E(z)|
for z € Dy, with vy(z) = 0 elsewhere, and vy, v, v3 are defined analogously. Moreover, (28]
holds for each j, with v = v; and F' replaced by E.

Lemma 7.2 For large positive t let 0;(t) denote the angular measure of the intersection of D;
with the circle S(0,t): then

T o(t)
B(t) =2 = 0;(t) >0, L dt < +oo. (30)
=0 ! t
Moreover, E satisfies
liminf LU E) - . (31)
r—+00 T

Proof. The first assertion of (30) holds since the D, are disjoint. Next, the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality gives, for large positive t, say t > S,

o <Z 1) < (2= o) ejl(t)’ o 2¢7r<t) <2 Hjt)'

j=0 Jj=0

Using (29)), choose a sequence 1, — +00 with T'(4r,,, E) = O(r2). Since (28) holds with v = v;
and F' = E, the estimate [41] p.116] implies that, for large n,

w2 [ o) 3 / il
16log — + — —dt < 2 ——dt
gS ™Js t Z S Hj(t)

IN

3
2 “log" (max{v;(2) : |2 = 2r,}) + O(1)
j=0
< 8log" T'(4r,, E) + O(1) < 16logr, + O(1).
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Since 7, — +00 and ¢(t) > 0, this delivers the second assertion of (30). Furthermore, it cannot
be the case that T'(2r,, E) = o(r,)?, which proves (31]). O

Lemma 7.3 The function E satisfies N(r,1/E) = o(r®) as r — +oc.

Proof. It follows from (30Q) that, as r — +o0,

/T to(t) dt < /\/; 2t dt + 1 /T @ dt < O(r) + o(r?) = o(r?).
1 1 NG

Now suppose that  is large, and that E has N distinct zeros uy, ..., uy lying in |z| < r. Let Cy
be the component of E~1(D(0, €)) containing uj. Then E maps C} univalently onto D(0, ), by
the choice of €, and C; has Euclidean diameter at most c;¢, but area at least coe?, by Lemma 5.1l
Since the C}, cannot meet any of the D, this implies that

2r
Nepe? < / to(t) dt = o(r?),
1

which gives n(r,1/E) = o(r?), and N(r,1/E) = o(r?) after integration. O
But (3I) and Lemma [.3 together imply that §(0, ') = 1, again contradicting Lemma
and the existence of a direct singularity of E~! over ¢ # 0, . O

8 Proof of Theorem

Assume that E is as in the hypotheses, that A is non-constant but that £ has at least one finite
non-zero deficient value c¢. Since E' may be replaced by E(cz)/c, it may be assumed that ¢ = 1.
Then the results of Section [l may be applied with F' = E. Since a constant may be added to
Lo(r), it may be assumed further that ag = ¢, which forces a; = oo, and that the CY set C} is
such that, if z lies outside C and |z| is large then, for some fixed M > 0,

E”(Z)
E(z)

A
A(z)+1/4

'E’(z)
E(z)

E"(2) A(2)
‘E(Z) - 1' ' A(z)

‘ < |zM. (32)

Lemma 8.1 A is transcendental and the order p of E is 1.

Proof. The basic idea of the proof is as follows: in regions where E(z) is very close to 1, the
coefficient A(z) is close to —1/4, while in adjacent regions where |E(z)| is large, |A(z)]| is not
too large, in both cases by () and (32). The key is then to use harmonic measure to pull the
first estimate for A across to where E(z) is large, and thereby to bound the growth of F.

To this end, fix a large positive K, and use (25]) to determine the following:
(i) an unbounded set Fy C [1, +0c0) such that for r € F; the circles S(0, K*r) do not meet C1;
(ii) for each r € Fy, a small positive ¢ = o(r) such that

lim o(r) =0, (33)

7‘—>+OO,7‘€F1
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for which the radial segments

Qo = {z =ttt =2 <4 < K%},
0 = {z= tella(+m/pto(r) . =2 <4 < Kzr},

do not meet C;. Here (23) and (24]) imply that € lies within Dy, while Q1,2 lie in D;.

Let €2 be the domain whose boundary consists of )y, {2; and the two shorter arcs €23, {24 of
the circles S(0, K?r), S(0, K~2r), respectively, joining €y to Q. In order to estimate A on 052,
consider first z € €, for large r € Fy. Then (23), (26]) and (33)) deliver

157 T

log | E() = 1] < ——= Lu(l2lel < — S L)l

which on combination with (32) yields, for j = 1,2,

E(j)(z)
E(z)

log '

B EU(2) E(z) -1 31
=lo ‘E@_l' B | S 1)

In view of (@) and (32]), these estimates lead to
log |A(z) + 1/4] < —ng(r)|z|p and log|A'(z)| < —%Ll(r)|2|p for z € Q. (34)

Note that (34]) shows that A, which is assumed to be non-constant, cannot be a polynomial.
Next, |E(z)| is large on €4, by (27)) and the choice of o(r), and so () and (32)) yield

log |A(2)| < 3M log |z| < 3Mlog K*r  for z € Q. (35)

It remains to estimate A on 3, €2,. Now, and (23) give a routine estimate, for z € 012,

log|A(z)] < log M(K?r, A) < <%) T(K?r, A)
< 9 (%) T(K*r, E) + O(log K*r) < 4 <%) L) (K. (36)

However, on most of these arcs €23 and )y, either E(z) is close to 1 or |E(z)] is large, and so
an upper bound for |A(z)| follows from ([@]). Thus (32) delivers

log |A(2)] < 3M log K*r (37)

for all z on €23, €y, apart from two small arcs Qs5, 2, centred on the ray arg z = Lo(7) + 7/2p,
on which | A(z)| is bounded above via (36]). By (33)), it may be assumed that the angular measure
of each of {25, {2 tends to 0 as r — 400,71 € F7.

Apply the two-constants theorem [36] to the subharmonic functions log |A+1/4| and log | A’|
on €2, and let z € Q. By rotation, the harmonic measure w(z, €, (2) is at least ¢(K'), where
¢(K) depends only on K and is positive. On the other hand, since (2 lies inside the disc D(0, K?r)
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and outside the disc D(0, K~2r), the monotonicity property of harmonic measure with respect
to subdomains yields

lim  sup{z € Qs : w(z, Q5 UQ,Q}=0.

7‘—>+OO,7‘€F1

It follows therefore from (23)), (34)), (35)), (36]) and (B7)) that, for z € s, as r — +o0 in F,
log|A(z) + 1/4] < —c(K) g Ly (r)(K~2r)? + 3M log K*r + o(L (r)r”)

< —¢(K) % W (K~2r)P 4+ 3M log K*r < 0.

A similar argument may be applied to log|A’|, using (34]) and the same upper bounds for log | A|
on 0%, coupled with (32]). This yields, provided r € F} is large enough,

|A(2)| < Z, |A'(2)] <1, for z € Q. (38)
The proof of the lemma will now be completed by estimating F(z) on Q. First, (23)), (27))

and ((33)) yield

log | E(2)| ~ %me (39)

on . Differentiation of the non-linear equation () yields a linear equation
E" +4AF +2A'E = 0. (40)
For j =0, 1,2 write
A = elbatsnfiote ) y(e) = BY(M), - V(E) = Vo(t)] + Va(t)] + [Va(t)],
so that (with the primes denoting d/dt)
Vo(t) = AVi(t), Vi(t) = AVa(t), Va(t) = —AAA)VA(E) + 24" (M) Vo (1))
It follows from (38)) and (4Q) that, for K~ 'r < s < Kr,

V(s) <wv(s)= V(K 'r)+ /K 1 10V (t) dt.
Using the standard method from Gronwall's lemma [25] 26] yields
v'(s) =10V (s) < 10v(s)
and so, for K~'r < s < Kr,
log V(s) <logwv(s) <logv(K'r)+10(s — K~ 'r) =log V(K 'r) + 10(s — K~ 'r).
But this implies, in view of (32)) and (39), that

™

(1—o(1)) \/QLl(r)<K 1) < log |E(Krea0)t3n/iptatn))y)
< logV(Kr) <logV(K~'r) +10(K — K~ Y)r
< (14 0(1) ==Ly (r)(K ') + O(logr) + 10(K — K")r.

V2
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By (23) and the fact that » may be chosen arbitrarily large, this forces p = 1. a

Thus 1 and oo are the only deficient values of E. Moreover, the method of Lemma [B.1]
shows that if » > 0 is large and the circle S(0,r) does not meet C}, then S(0,r) consists
of the following: an arc on which E(z) is close to 1 and one on which |E(z)| is large, with
log |A(2)] < O(logr) on both, by (4); two arcs whose angular measures each tend to 0 as
r — 400. Hence there exists N € N such that if |z] > 1 lies outside a set of zero logarithmic
density, then log |A(2)| < N log |z|, apart from on a set of angular measure o(1). Further, there
exists a polynomial Py, of degree at most N, such that A;(z) = (A(z) — Py(z))/zV " is entire.
Applying Lemma [6.2] to log™ |A;|, which has order at most p, gives a contradiction. a

9 Proof of Theorem

Proposition 9.1 Let A be a transcendental entire function of finite order, and assume that there
exists a simple path ~ tending to infinity such that ({1l) has solutions u,v satisfying

u(z) ~1, wv(z)~z, W(u,v)~1, (41)

as z — oo on . Let E = fify, where fi, fo are linearly independent solutions of (1) with
W(fl, fg) =1. Then )\(E) = +00.

Theorem follows from Proposition 0.1} since [31, Proposition 7.1] guarantees the existence
of the required path ~ and solutions u, v.

Proof of Proposition[9.1. Let A, E = fif, and 7 be as in the hypotheses, and assume that
AE) < 400. Then V' = v/u belongs to the Speiser class S C B by Theorem [1.8. Now
yields, as z — oo on v,

2V'(2)

V() — 1.

V(z) ~z—=00, V'(z)=

But a standard estimate [6) 37, [40] for functions in the class B gives a positive constant ¢ such
that, if |z| and |V (z)] are large enough,

2V'(2)
> clog|V(2)].
P = clog V(e)
This contradiction proves Proposition and hence Theorem [IT.9 O

Corollary 9.1 Let A be a transcendental entire function of finite order, and assume that there
exists 6 € [0, 27| such that

+o0
/ r|A(re®)| dr < +oo. (42)
0

Let E = fify, where f1, fo are linearly independent solutions of (Il) with W (fi, f2) = 1. Then
AME) = +o0.
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In [3, Theorem 1] it is shown that if A is a transcendental entire function of finite order p, and
almost all § € [0, 2] are such that either (@2) holds, or 7=V|A(re?)| — +oo for every N € N,
or |[A(re?)| = O(r™) for some n = n(f) with (n +2)/2 < p, then \(E) = +o0. Corollary
shows that even a single occurrence of (42]) suffices to force A\(F) = +o0.

Proof of Corollary [9.1. This requires only a standard iterative construction of the solutions
u,v in ([@I]). Assume without loss of generality that = 0, and take X > 1, so large that

+o0 1
| rAmlar <

X

Let up = 0 and u; = 1, and assume that n € N and uy, ..., u, have been constructed with
+oo )
u;(z) =1 +/ (z —1r)A(r)u;_1(r)dr and |uj(z) —uj_i(z)] <2177

for x > X, which is evidently true for n = 1. Then |u,(r)| < 2 for r > X, so that u,.1 may be
defined and satisfies, for z > X,

(@) = @) < [ = D) ADualr) = sl dr <27 [ A dr < 27

o0

Hence the series u(z) = 77 (u;(2) —uj—1 (7)) = limy, o u,(2) converges uniformly for x > X,
with |u(x)| < 2 there, and satisfies

u(z) =1 —I—/ Oo(x —r)A(r)u(r)dr, u'(z)= / h A(ru(r)dr, u"(x)=—A(x)u(x).

Finally, u(x) — 1 as x — +00 and v may be defined by (v/u) = u=2 O

The following example shows that Proposition and Corollary fail for infinite order.
Define an entire function h, a zero-free Bank-Laine function £ and a meromorphic function 9 by

1 —et T qt 1 1
h(z) = dt —, E=¢ = e ") = Z 4 §5(2).
(2) /1 ; —i—/l ol e", B e s (2)

Let D be the sectorial domain given by 1/2 < |z| < +o0, |argz| < 7/4, and denote by &(z)
any term with the property that z"¢(z) — 0 uniformly as z — oo in D, for every n € N. Then

o dt , l—e>® 1 " 1
h(z)—logz+/z Q—logsza(z), B (z) = . —;—l—&t(z), h (z)——;—i—&t(z),

in which the integral is eventually along the positive real axis. Now define an entire function A
by (). Then A and 0 satisfy

—4A(2) = W (2)? + 21" (2) + e ) = — 1y e(2) + %(1 +e(2) =e(2), 6(2) =e(2).

18



Finally, define g1, g2 on D by

9i(2) = B(2)"?exp ((_21 ’ (logz_ dt))
| )

h(z) )

| = exp (Tz+ _2 i (10gz— )
58 - 550+ (3+oe)) =3 (55 5g)

Straightforward computation then shows that g1, g, solve ({dl) and W (g1, go) = 1, while

g1(z) = exp(e(2)) =1+¢e(2), g2(2) =exp(logz +e(2)) = z + &(2).

10 Proof of Theorem

Suppose that A is a transcendental entire function of finite order with (0, A) = ¢ > 0 and that
A(f1f2) < 400, where fi, fo are linearly independent solutions of (). Then E = f; f5 has finite
order and U = f,/ f, belongs to the Speiser class S, by Theorems [L.1] and [L.8] so that U~! has
no < +oo singular values in CU {oo}.
The first step is to determine positive real numbers d;, K, as well as sequences r, — 400,
0, € R, such that
T(8ry, A) < K4T(rg, A) (43)

and
log |A(rpe?)| < — %T(rk,A) for O <0 <0+ 0. (44)

To prove (43]) and (44]), first write A(z) = ay2™ A;(2), with ag € Cand ny € Z, so that A,(0) =
1, and observe that §(0, A;) = 6 > 0. Then choose ¢, — +oo with T'(16qx, A) < KiT(qx, A),
which is possible for large enough K7 since A has finite order. Next, apply Lemma2.2/to g = Aj,
with R = 16qx, m1 = 1/2, and with n, sufficiently small that there exists r = ry € [qx, 2qx] N F'g,
which implies (43)). Finally, take G, = [0, O +01] C [0, 2], with 6, chosen so that log | A (z)| <
—0T(ry, A1)/2 at one end-point of the arc {re : § € G,}. If m = §; is chosen small enough,
this delivers (44)). It may be assumed that (6)) converges and, after a rotation of the independent
variable, that

log |A(rpe?)| < — ZT(rk,A) for 0] <&y = % (45)

The rest of the proof will use ¢, K to denote positive constants, not necessarily the same at each
occurrence, but always independent of r, with ¢ small and K large.

Lemma 10.1 For large k there exist solutions ug, vy of (1)) such that W (uy,vy) =1 and
vp(2) =2 (L +e1k(2), w(z) =14 ¢e24(2), (46)

in which
|5j,k(rkei9)| < exp(—cdT(ry, A)) for 0] < . (47)
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Proof. This is standard. Let k be large, denote the arc {rpe : |0] < &} by By, and let 2 be
one of its end-points. If u is any solution of ([I]) write

v(z) = /Z(t —2)At)u(t)dt, v'(z)=— /Z Atu(t)dt, v"(z) = —A(2)u(z) = u"(2).
Since v(z;) = v'(2;) = 0 this yields
w(z) = u(zp) +u'(26) (2 — 21) +v(2) = ulz) + ' (21) (2 — 21) + /Z(t — 2)A(t)u(t) dt. (48)

If max{|u(zx)l, |v(2x)|} < i then |u(2)| < 73 on By. To see this, suppose that 2}, is the nearest
point to z; on By with |u(z},)| > 73; then the integral in (48)) is small at 2 = 2}, by (@5, giving
lu(2,)] < 4r2, a contradiction. Now choose solutions vy, uy of ([l) such that

up(ze) =1, wp(ze) =0, oplzr) =z, vi(2) = 1,
and estimate the integral in (48)) using (45]) again. O

There exists a Mobius transformation Sy such that vy /u, = Sy o U. Write

Vi) = 2UmO) _ wlrs®) oy ), i) =

=1+0x(C), (49)

T ruk(riC) ug(rC)?
and denote by P, the Schwarzian P, = S(V}) of Vi. Then (45]), (46]) and (7)) imply that
(O + 1ok (O)] + [ PL(O)] < exp(=cdT (ri, A)) - for w € €, (50)
in which

U ={CeC:[(| =1, [arg (] < do}.

The function V}, is transcendental and meromorphic in the plane and, since Sj is Mobius, the
inverse of V. has ng singular values. Hence there exist ¢ € [—02/2,02/2] and s € [2, 3] such
that V. has no asymptotic or critical values w in the simply connected domain Dy, given by

Dy ={w e C\{0}: |argw — ¢r| < 3} U{w € C: ||w| — si| < I3, |argw — ¢| < 7},

in which 03 > 0 is small compared to 5, but independent of k. In particular, V}, is univalent on
any component of the pre-image of Dj.
Let 04 > 0 be small compared to d3. For large k, by (49)) and (50), there exists (j on the arc

Q. such that A .
Vk(gk) = Wk, g < \wk\ < Z’ arg wg = ¢k (51)

Further, the disc D(wy, 4d4) lies in Dy and there exists a sub-arc ;. of {2, mapped univalently
by Vi onto a simple path ) lying in |w — wy| < 26, and joining wy, to the circle S(wg, 2d4).
Let W, be that branch of Vk_1 which maps wy to (;: then W) extends univalently to D; and
Wi (Vi(€)) = ¢ on . Moreover, Wy, and its Schwarzian Q@ = S(W},) satisfy, by (49), (50) and
the composition formula

0= S(Wio Vi) = Qu(w)V{(C)* + Pu(),

the estimate
(Wi (w) = 1] + |Qr(w)| < exp(—cdT (ry, A)) on Q. (52)
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Lemma 10.2 /f k is large enough then W), and Q. satisfy
Wi (w) — 1| + |Qw(w)| < exp(—cdT (rx, A)) on the disc D(wy, d4). (53)
Proof. First, Wy, is univalent on D(wy, 4d4) C Dy, which delivers an estimate
(Wi (w)| + |Qr(w)| < K (54)

on D(wy,2d4): for W, this follows from Koebe's distortion theorem [24] and (52)), while for @y
it suffices to use Nehari's univalence criterion [35]. The estimate (52]) holds on the simple path
QY from wy, to S(wy, 2d4), and for w € D(wy, d4) \ 2} the harmonic measure of 2} is at least ¢:
thus the two constants theorem [36] applied to the subharmonic function log |W/ — 1| gives

log [W/(w) — 1| < K — 0T (ry,, A)
on D(wy,d4). Applying the same argument to log |Qy| yields (B3)). O

Lemma 10.3 Let 65 > 0 be small compared to d,. If k is large enough then W), and Q) satisfy
an estimate ((54) on the sub-domain D = D}, U Dj, of Dy, where

Dy, = {w e C\{0}: |wi|/32 < |w| < 32|wy|, |argw — dr| < 205},

Dé,k = {weC: ||lw|—si| <20, |argw — ¢p| < 7™ — d5}.

Proof. The estimate for () again follows from Nehari's criterion [35], since for each w € Dj,
the function Wy is univalent on a disc D(w,ds) C Dy, of fixed radius ds. To estimate W/ (w),
take a small §; > 0, start from (52)) at the point wy, € Q] and apply Koebe's distortion theorem
[24] repeatedly on a chain of discs D(wy ;,07), 0 < j < K, the centres being chosen so that
wy,0 = wy, and the last wy, ; is w, while wy, ;11 € D(wy,;, 67/2). O

Lemma 10.4 /f k is large enough then W), and Q. satisfy
[Wi(w) = 1] + [Qi(w)| < exp(—cdT (ry, A)) (55)
for all w in the sub-domain D)} = DY, U Dy, of D;, where

Dg’,k = {we C\{0}: |w|/16 < |w| < 16|wy]|, | argw — ¢i| < 05},

Dy, = {weC: |jw]—si| <, |argw — ¢y <7 — 255}
Proof. The subharmonic functions log |W/ — 1| and log |Qx| are uniformly bounded above on Dj,
by Lemma [I0.3] and the stronger estimate (53)) holds on D(wy,d,), and so on a subset of 9D ,
whose harmonic measure with respect to D], is at least ¢ when evaluated at any w € Df,.

Thus the two constants theorem delivers (B3) on D7, . This estimate may then be extended in
the same way to Dy, possibly with a smaller constant c. O

Lemma 10.5 /f k is large enough then

Wi(w) = w(l + 7 (w)), |m(w)| < exp(—cdT (rg, A)) on Dy.
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Proof. Write 7(w) for any term of modulus less than exp(—cdT (rg, A)). Then (@7), (49), (5I)
and integration of (55 yield

Wi(w) = Wi(wg) + (0 — wg) (1 + 7(w)) = G + (w — wi)(1 + 7(w))
= wip(l+7(w))+ (w—wp)(1+7(w)) = w(l + 7(w)).

O

Lemma 10.6 /fk is large enough then the image of D} under W), contains the arc Ay given by
¢ = sk, |argz — ¢x| < ™ — 385, and

| Pe(C)] < exp(—cdT'(rg, A)) on Ay.

Proof. This holds by (55)), Lemma [10.5] and the fact that V} o Wy is the identity on Dj. O
It now follows from Lemma that

|A(2)| < exp(—cdT(ry, A)) for |z| = spre, |argz — ¢r| < ™ — 305.
Since 2 < s < 3 this implies that, by (43) and Lemma [2.1],

528705 (

T(resk, A) = m(rgsg, A) E———

1
5

1

5

1
< 132K155 (1 + log 67) T(rksk, A)
5

But K is independent of d5, which may in turn be chosen arbitrarily small, and this contradiction
proves Theorem [1.10] O

10.1 Proof of Corollary 1.1l

By Theorem it suffices to prove that §(0, A) > 0. To this end, write C' = f’/f and

)
A2 L _1(C
A=C'+C —5=7(F+C).

These relations imply that, outside a set of finite measure,

M T(r,C) <m(r,1/C) <T(r,A) +o(T(r,C))

and so C' has finite order, by the monotonicity of 7'(r, C'). It then follows that
T(r,A) <O(T(r,C)) < O(m(r,1/C)) < O(m(r,1/A)) + O(logr),

as required. O
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10.2 Proof of Corollary

Suppose that A\(E) < +oo. Then dividing (I0) by £ and applying the lemma of the logarithmic
derivative delivers
m(r,1/E) < m(r, B) + o(T(r, E))

outside a set of finite measure, and hence p(E) < +o00. Now E is a Bank-Laine function, and so

there exists an entire function A such that & = f; f5, with the f; normalised linearly independent
solutions of ([Il), and A has finite order by (@)). With U = f»/ f1 this gives

/ /! ! / / ! ! _ /
Efi B LU B R Bl L,k

E L L E U f E - Tf
and so 0(0, f{/f1) > 0. Since A\(f1f2) = A(E) < +00, this contradicts Corollary L1l O
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