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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 f1, f2 be
linearly independent solutions of

y′′ + A(z)y = 0, (1)

normalised so that their Wronskian satisfies W (f1, f2) = f1f
′
2 − f ′

1f2 = 1. Write

U =
f2
f1
, E = f1f2 =

U

U ′ . (2)

Then U is locally univalent, and its Schwarzian derivative S(U) satisfies

S(U) =
U ′′′

U ′ − 3

2

(

U ′′

U ′

)2

= 2A, (3)

while A and E are related by the Bank-Laine equation [1]

4A =

(

E ′

E

)2

− 2
E ′′

E
− 1

E2
=

(E ′)2 − 2E ′′E − 1

E2
. (4)

Because W (f1, f2) = 1, the product E is a Bank-Laine function, that is, an entire function
satisfying E ′(z) = ±1 whenever E(z) = 0. Conversely, if E is a Bank-Laine function, or if U is
a locally univalent meromorphic function in C, then there exist an entire A and solutions f1, f2
of (1) such that (2), (3) and (4) all hold [1, 2, 27].

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

ρ(f) = lim sup
r→+∞

log+ T (r, f)

log r
, λ(f) = lim sup

r→+∞

log+N(r, 1/f)

log r
≤ ρ(f),
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denote its order of growth and the exponent of convergence of its zeros, while if a ∈ C then

δ(a, f) = lim inf
r→+∞

m(r, 1/(f − a))

T (r, f)
= 1− lim sup

r→+∞

N(r, 1/(f − a))

T (r, f)

is the Nevanlinna deficiency of the value a [19]. The following results were proved in [1, 38, 39].

Theorem 1.1 ([1, 38, 39]) With the above notation, A, E and λ(E) = max{λ(f1), λ(f2)}
satisfy the following.
(i) If A is a polynomial of positive degree n then λ(E) = ρ(E) = (n+ 2)/2.
(ii) If λ(E) + ρ(A) < +∞ then ρ(E) < +∞.
(iii) If λ(E) < ρ(A) < +∞ then ρ(A) ∈ N = {1, 2, . . .}.
(iii) If A is transcendental and ρ(A) ≤ 1/2 then λ(E) = +∞, while

1

ρ(A)
+

1

λ(E)
≤ 2 if 1/2 < ρ(A) < 1. (5)

The Bank-Laine conjecture, to the effect that if λ(E) + ρ(A) < +∞ then ρ(A) ∈ N,
was disproved by Bergweiler and Eremenko [8, 9], who constructed examples via quasiconformal
methods for all orders ρ(A) > 1/2, as well as showing that the inequality (5) is sharp. In a
subsequent paper with Rempe [10], they also determined all possible orders for A and E when
λ(E) < +∞ 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.
(I) If A is a non-constant polynomial then there exists a path Γ tending to infinity on which all
solutions of (1) tend to 0 as z → ∞.
(II) If A is non-constant and ρ(E) < +∞ then 0 is an asymptotic value of E, that is, there
exists a path tending to infinity on which E(z) → 0 as z → ∞.

Statement (I) follows from [28, Lemma 1], but for completeness a proof based on the Liouville
transformation will be outlined in Section 3.1. Statement (II) was deduced from (4) in [30].

It is natural to ask whether the conclusion of (I) holds when A is transcendental. While this
may seem unlikely, it might be the case that the conclusion of (II), which is evidently weaker than
that of (I), remains true if ρ(E) = +∞. 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].

LetG be a transcendental meromorphic function in C, and suppose thatG(z) → a ∈ C∪{∞}
as z → ∞ along a path γ; then the inverseG−1 is said to have a transcendental singularity over the
asymptotic value a [7, 36]. If a ∈ C then for each ε > 0 there exists a component Ω = Ω(a, ε, G)
of the set {z ∈ C : |G(z) − a| < ε} such that γ \ Ω is bounded: these components are called
neighbourhoods of the singularity [7]. Two paths γ, γ′ on which G(z) → a determine distinct
singularities if the corresponding components Ω(a, ε, G), Ω′(a, ε, G) are disjoint for some ε > 0.
The singularity is called direct [7] if Ω(a, ε, G), for some ε > 0, contains finitely many zeros of
G− a, and indirect otherwise.

Transcendental singularities over ∞ 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 ∞. Finally, a direct singularity over ∞ is called logarithmic if there exists M > 0 such that
w = logG(z) maps Ω(0, 1/M, 1/G) univalently onto the half-plane Rew > logM .
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Theorem 1.3 Suppose that A is a transcendental entire function such that A−1 has a logarithmic
singularity over infinity. Then there exists a path Γ tending to infinity in a neighbourhood of the
singularity on which all solutions of (1) tend to 0 as z → ∞.

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 g for
which the set of all finite asymptotic and critical values is bounded [6, 17, 40]. By a stan-
dard classification [36, p.287] of isolated singularities of the inverse function, a transcendental
singularity over ∞ 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−1, the following partial result will be proved in Section 5.

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−1 has a logarithmic singularity over 0.

Theorem 1.4 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 1.2(II), a natural
case to start with would be that in which λ(E) < ρ(E) = +∞, 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 zn in
C \ {0} satisfy

∑

|zn|−1/2 < +∞, then F has infinite lower order and, by [21, Theorem 2] (see
also [19, Lemma 1.4] and [22]), the value 0 is asymptotic for F .

Indirect singularities of E−1 over 0 will be discussed in Section 4. The assumption that A is
non-constant is not redundant in Theorem 1.4, as shown by

E1(z) = eaz+b + c, a, b, c ∈ C, ac = ±1, (6)

for which (4) gives A = −a2/4. This function has omitted values c,∞, and so the Nevanlinna
deficiencies δ(c, E1), δ(∞, E1) are each automatically 1 [19]. Furthermore, E1 has no critical
points, and E−1

1 has just two singularities, namely logarithmic singularities over c and ∞. The
next two theorems, to be proved in Sections 7 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 E, and assume that E−1 has a direct transcendental
singularity over some finite non-zero value c. Then A is constant and E is given by (6).

It would be interesting to know whether the assumptions of Theorem 1.5 can be weakened to
any significant extent, but the example ee

z

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
∑

c∈C∪{∞} δ(c, U) = 2 of Nevanlinna deficiencies [12, 15, 16]. The following
result shows that it is comparatively rare for the product E to have this property.
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Theorem 1.6 Let E be a Bank-Laine function of finite order with
∑

c∈C δ(c, E) = 1. Then
either 0 is the only finite deficient value of E, or A is constant and E is given by (6).

An example of a Bank-Laine function E2 with finite order and δ(0, E2) = 1, but with infinitely
many zeros, is furnished by

E2(z) =
e2πiz

2

sin πz

π
. (7)

It seems worth observing that Theorems 1.4, 1.5 and 1.6 can all be written in terms of the
quotient U = f2/f1, and the condition that A = S(U)/2 is constant means that U is a Möbius
transformation in either z or an exponential eaz, a ∈ C \ {0}. Since E = U/U ′, Theorems 1.4,
1.5 and 1.6 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) If U ′/U ∈ B then either S(U) is constant or the inverse of U ′/U has a logarithmic singularity
over ∞.
(b) If U ′/U 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

∑

a∈C∪{∞} δ(a, U
′/U) = 2 then either S(U) is constant or

δ(∞, U ′/U) = δ(0, U ′/U) = 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 f1, f2 with λ(f1f2) < +∞. Then the quotient V of
any two linearly independent solutions of (1) belongs to the Speiser class S, that is, V has finitely
many asymptotic and critical values.

Here it may be assumed that W (f1, f2) = 1, and [31, Corollary 1.1] implies that U = f2/f1
has finitely many asymptotic values, because U ′/U = 1/f1f2 has finite order by Theorem 1.1.
Thus the locally univalent function U belongs to S, and so does V , the latter being a Möbius
transformation composed with U .

Theorem 1.9 Let A be a transcendental entire function of finite order, and assume that A−1

has a direct transcendental singularity over 0. Let E = f1f2, where f1, f2 are linearly independent
solutions of (1) with W (f1, f2) = 1. Then λ(E) = +∞.

Conditions on the global asymptotic behaviour of A which ensure that λ(E) = +∞ 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) = ez, A(z) = −(1 + e−2z)/4, (8)

shows that the singularity of A−1 does need to be over 0. Theorem 1.9 follows 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 9 but which fails for ρ(A) = +∞. The next result involves deficiencies
for A.
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Theorem 1.10 Let A be a transcendental entire function of finite order with δ(0, A) > 0. Then
λ(f1f2) = +∞ for any linearly independent solutions f1, f2 of (1).

Chiang [11] proved that if ρ(A) < +∞ and δ(0, A) = 1 then λ(f1f2) is always +∞. If A has
finite order and finitely many zeros then every solution f of (1) has λ(f) = +∞ [4], but

f(z) = ee
z

, A(z) = −e2z − ez, δ(0, A) =
1

2
, δ(0, f ′/f) = 1, (9)

shows that δ(0, A) > 0 does not force λ(f) to be infinite for every solution. Furthermore, (8)
underlines that the deficient value in Theorem 1.10 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 δ(0, f ′/f) > 0. Then λ(f1f2) = +∞ for any linearly independent
solutions of (1).

The example (9) illustrates Corollary 1.1: here any solution g of (1) for which f, g are linearly
independent satisfies

W (f, g) = c 6= 0,

(

g

f

)′
=

c

f 2
, g(z) = cee

z

∫ z

e−2et dt, λ(g) = +∞.

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

E ′ = BE + 1. (10)

Corollary 1.2 Let B be a transcendental entire function of finite order with δ(0, B) > 0. Then
every solution E of (10) has λ(E) = +∞.

Taking E = ez, B = 1 − e−z, shows that the condition δ(0, B) > 0 is not redundant in
Corollary 1.2. Theorem 1.10 and its two corollaries will be proved in Section 10.

2 Preliminaries

Lemma 2.1 ([14]) Let 1 < r < R < +∞ and let the function g be meromorphic in |z| ≤ R.
Let I(r) be a subset of [0, 2π] of Lebesgue measure µ(r). Then

1

2π

∫

I(r)

log+ |g(reiθ)| dθ ≤ 11Rµ(r)

R − r

(

1 + log+
1

µ(r)

)

T (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 η1, η2 be
positive with η1 + η2 < 1. Then there exists FR ⊆ [0, (1− η1)R], of Lebesgue measure at least
R(1− η1 − η2), such that if r ∈ FR and Gr is a sub-interval of [0, 2π] of length m then

∫

Gr

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂

∂θ

(

log |g(reiθ)|
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dθ ≤ 400η−2
1 η−1

2 T (R, g)m log
2πe

m
.
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✷

Lemma 2.3 ([32]) Suppose that c > 0 and 0 < ε < π, and that the function B is analytic,
with |1 − B(z)| ≤ c|z|−2, on Ω′ = {z ∈ C : 1 ≤ R ≤ |z| < +∞, | arg z| ≤ π − ε}. Then
there exist d > 0, depending only on c and ε, and linearly independent solutions U(z), V (z) of
y′′ +B(z)y = 0 satisfying

U(z) = e−iz(1 + δ1(z)), U ′(z) = −ie−iz(1 + δ2(z)),

V (z) = eiz(1 + δ3(z)), V ′(z) = ieiz(1 + δ4(z)),

W (U, V ) = 2i, |δj(z)| ≤
d

|z| ,

on Ω′′ = {z ∈ C : R < |z| < +∞, | arg z| < π − ε} \ {z ∈ C : Re(z) ≤ 0, |Im(z)| ≤ R}.

Note that a change of variables z → −z shows that Lemma 2.3 still holds if Ω′ and Ω′′ are
replaced by their reflections across the imaginary axis. ✷

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 r.

3 The Liouville transformation

3.1 The polynomial case

Suppose that A is a non-constant polynomial in (1), satisfying A(z) = anz
n(1+o(1)) as z → ∞.

Then there are n + 2 critical rays given by arg z = θ∗, where ane
i(n+2)θ∗ is real and positive.

Apply the Liouville transformation

W (Z) = A(z)1/4y(z), Z =

∫ z

z1

A(t)1/2 dt. (11)

If R and 1/ε are large and positive then Z ∼ 2a
1/2
n z(n+2)/2(n+2)−1 is univalent on the sectorial

region
S1 = {z ∈ C : |z| > R, | arg z − θ∗| < 2π/(n+ 2)− ε}.

On the image Z(S1), (11) yields an equation for W of form

d2W

dZ2
+ (1 +G(Z))W = 0, (12)

in which G(Z) = O(|Z|−2). Hille’s asymptotic method [25, 26] then delivers linearly independent
solutions e±iZ(1 + o(1)) on Z(S1) and hence solutions given by u1(z) ∼ A(z)−1/4e−iZ and
u2(z) ∼ A(z)−1/4eiZ of (1) on S1. Moreover, Z(S1) contains an unbounded real interval I, on
which |e±iZ | = 1, and so the factor A(z)−1/4 in u1, u2 ensures that every solution of (1) tends
to 0 as z → ∞ on the pre-image Γ of I in S1. This establishes assertion (I) of Theorem 1.2. ✷
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3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

The proof of Theorem 1.3 will use an analogue of the Hille-Liouville method developed in [32]
for the case where the inverse of the coefficient A in (1) has a logarithmic singularity over ∞.
Suppose then that A is a transcendental entire function such that, for someM > 0, a component
UM of the set {z ∈ C : |A(z)| > M} is mapped univalently by v = logA(z) onto the half-plane
H given by Re v > logM . It may be assumed that 0 6∈ UM , and also that M = 1, because if f
solves (1) then g(z) = f(M−1/2z) solves

y′′ +B(z)y = 0, B(z) =M−1A(M−1/2z).

Let z = φ(v) be the inverse mapping from H = {v ∈ C : Re v > 0} to UM = U1 ⊆ C \ {0}.
Bieberbach’s theorem [24, Theorem 1.1] yields, for u ∈ H ,

∣

∣

∣

∣

φ′′(u)

φ′(u)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4

Re u
. (13)

Lemma 3.1 If |v| is sufficiently large and | arg v| < π/3 then

Re v

4
≤ log |ev/2φ′(v)| ≤ 3Re v

4
.

Proof. Join 1 to v by a straight line segment Mv, parametrised with respect to s = Reu. Then
the arc length estimate |du| ≤ (sec π/3)ds = 2 ds holds on Mv, and integration of (13) delivers

∣

∣

∣

∣

log
φ′(v)

φ′(1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∫

Mv

4

Reu
|du| ≤ 8

∫ Re v

1

ds

s
= 8 log(Re v).

✷

Under the change of variables v = logA(z) a solution y(z) of (1) on U1 transforms to a
solution w(v) = y(z) on H of

w′′(v)− φ′′(v)

φ′(v)
w′(v) + evφ′(v)2w(v) = 0, A(z) = ev, z = φ(v). (14)

For v, v1 ∈ H , and z = φ(v), z1 = φ(v1) in U1, define Z = Z(v, v1) as in the second formula of
(11) by

Z(v, v1) =

∫ z

z1

A(t)1/2 dt =

∫ v

v1

eu/2φ′(u) du. (15)

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

Lemma 3.2 ([32]) Let ε be a small positive real number. Then there exists a large positive
real number N0, depending on ε but not on φ, with the following property.

Let v0 ∈ H be such that S0 = Re v0 ≥ N0, and define v1, v2, v3, K2 and K3 by

vj =
2jS0

128
+ iT0, T0 = Im v0, Kj =

{

vj + reiθ : r ≥ 0, − π

2j
≤ θ ≤ π

2j

}

. (16)
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Then the following three conclusions all hold:
(i) The function Z = Z(v, v1) in (15) satisfies, for v ∈ K2,

Z = Z(v, v1) =

∫ v

v1

eu/2φ′(u) du = 2ev/2φ′(v)(1 + δ(v)), |δ(v)| < ε. (17)

(ii) ψ = ψ(v, v1) = logZ(v, v1) is univalent on a domain containing K3.
(iii) Z maps a domain D, with v0 ∈ D ⊆ K3, univalently onto a region M3 satisfying

Z0 = Z(v0, v1) ∈M3 = {Z ∈ C : |Z0|/8 < |Z| < +∞, | arg(ηZ)| < 3π/4}, (18)

where η = 1 if ReZ0 ≥ 0 and η = −1 if ReZ0 < 0.

✷

Fix a small positive ε, assume that v0 = S0 is real, large and positive, and apply Lemma 3.2,
with T0 = Im v0 = 0. Let v1, v2, v3, K2 and K3 be as in (16), and define Z by (15). By
Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, |Z0| is large in (18) and there exist η ∈ {−1, 1} and a domain D ⊆ K3,
both as in conclusion (iii), so that M3 = Z(D). The change of variables

y(z) = w(v) = e−v/4W (Z) = A(z)−1/4W (Z) (19)

transforms (14) on D to the equation (12) on M3. Here

G(Z) =
1

16evφ′(v)2

(

1 + 4
φ′′(v)

φ′(v)

)

, |G(Z)| ≤ 1

|Z|2 , (20)

onM3 = Z(D), by (13), (17) and the fact that S0 = v0 = Re v0 is large. Now apply Lemma 2.3
with

Ω′ = {Z ∈ C : |Z0|/4 ≤ |Z| < +∞, | arg(ηZ)| ≤ 5π/8} ⊆ M3,

and let M4 = Ω′′, so that Z0 = Z(v0, v1) ∈ M4 ⊆ Ω′ ⊆ M3, by the choice of η. This gives
solutions U1(Z), U2(Z) of (12) on M4, which satisfy W (U1, U2) = 2i and

|U1(Z)e
iZ − 1|+ |U2(Z)e

−iZ − 1| ≤ d

|Z| , (21)

in which the positive constant d is independent of v0 and Z0, by (20).
Let T1 be large and positive, and if η = 1 set L1 = [T1,+∞), while if η = −1 set L1 =

(−∞,−T1]. As Z → ∞ on L1, the solutions U1, U2 of (12) both remain bounded, by (21),
and therefore so does every solution. By Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, Re v must tend to +∞ on the
pre-image L2 in H of L1 under Z. Hence every solution of (14) tends to 0 on L2, by (19), and
so every solution of (1) tends to 0 on Γ = φ(L2) ⊆ U1.

✷
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3.3 An example

The proofs in Sections 3.1 and 3.2 use the same Liouville transformation Z given by (11),
although in the second case this is done in two stages, via (14) and (19). In both cases the path
on which all solutions of (1) 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 Z is itself entire.

By a construction of Barth, Brannan and Hayman [5], there exists a transcendental entire
function G with the following property: every unbounded connected plane set contains a sequence
(wn) tending to infinity such that (−1)nReG(wn) ≤ |wn|1/2. For some z0 ∈ C set

A(z) = G′(z)2, Z = H(z) =

∫ z

z0

A(t)1/2 dt = G(z)−G(z0).

Suppose that Z is univalent on a domain D, and maps a path Γ ⊆ D onto a horizontal half-line
L: it may be assumed that Γ starts at z0 and L = [0,+∞) or L = (−∞, 0]. Then in either case
there exist un ∈ Γ, tending to infinity, and vn = G(un) with |vn| ≤ 2|un|1/2 and so 4|un| ≥ |vn|2.
Hence there must exist points Zn → ∞ on L and zn → ∞ on Γ such that Zn = H(zn) and

(

H−1
)′
(Zn) → ∞, G′(zn) → 0, A(zn) → 0, A(zn)

−1/4 exp(±iZn) → ∞.

Of course this does not mean that no path exists for this A on which all solutions of (1) tend to
0, only that the method of Sections 3.1 and 3.2 cannot be reproduced for this case. ✷

4 Indirect singularities over 0

First of all, if A is a non-constant polynomial then the transcendental singularity of E−1 over 0,
the existence of which is guaranteed by Theorem 1.2, is always indirect.

Lemma 4.1 Suppose that E−1 has a direct transcendental singularity over 0. Then A is tran-
scendental.

Proof. Assume that E−1 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
F0 ⊆ [0,+∞), of finite linear measure, with the property that, for |z| 6∈ F0,

∣

∣

∣

∣

E ′(z)

E(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

E ′′(z)

E(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |z|M . (22)

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

v(z) = log |c/E(z)| (z ∈ V ), v(z) = 0 (z 6∈ V ),

9



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 γ tending to infinity for which

lim
z→∞,z∈γ

u(z)

log |z| = +∞, lim
z→∞,z∈γ,|z|6∈F0

log |A(z)|
log |z| = +∞,

an evident contradiction. ✷

4.1 An example with A transcendental

Let E = E2, where E2 is given by (7). Then 1 = λ(E) < ρ(E) = 2, so the coefficient function
A is transcendental, by Theorem 1.1. Write z = x + iy with x, y real, and note first that e±iz

and sin πz are bounded on the strip −1 ≤ y ≤ 1, while

Re (2πiz2) = −4πxy ≤ 0 and |e2πiz2 | ≤ 1 for x, y ≥ 0.

In particular, E(z) → 0 as z → ∞ on the path Γ given by z = x + i/
√
x, 1 ≤ x < +∞.

Moreover, if k ∈ N is large then sin πz is small, and so is E(z), on the arc z = k + iy,
0 ≤ y ≤ 1/

√
k, joining the zero k of E to Γ. 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

sin πz ∼ ± tanπz = ± i

4z
∼ ± i

4k
, z − k = O

(

1

k

)

, z2 = k2 +O(1).

This gives e2πiz
2

= O(1) and E(z) = o(1): thus 0 is the unique limit point in C ∪ {∞} of the
critical values of E.

✷

5 Proof of Theorem 1.4

Lemma 5.1 There exist positive real numbers c1, c2, c3 with the following properties.
Let E 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−1(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 c1s
and Euclidean area at least c2s

2. Furthermore, if r is large then the number of such components
which meet D(0, r) is at most c3(r/s)

2.

Proof. Let D be such a component, and let D′ be the component of E−1(D(0, 2s)) which
contains D. By [36, p.287], E maps D′ univalently onto D(0, 2s): then the inverse function φ
satisfies φ′(0) = 1/E ′(φ(0)) = ±1.

10



Denote by dj positive constants independent of E and s. First, Koebe’s distortion theorem
[24, Theorem 1.3] gives

|φ′(w)| ≤ d1 and |φj(w)− φ(0)| ≤ sd1 for |w| ≤ s,

so that the diameter of D is at most 2d1s. On the other hand, Koebe’s quarter theorem [24,
Theorem 1.2] shows that a disc of centre φ(0) and radius at least d2s|φ′(0)| = d2s lies in
D = φ(D(0, s)), and so D has Euclidean area at least d3s

2. Finally, if r is large and N of these
components D meet D(0, r) then they are all contained in D(0, 2r) and so Nd3s

2 ≤ 4πr2. ✷

Let E and A be as in the hypotheses of Theorem 1.4, and assume that (i) does not hold. If
0 is an asymptotic value of E then the corresponding singularity of E−1 over 0 is logarithmic by
[36, p.287], and A must be transcendental by Lemma 4.1.

Assume henceforth that 0 is not an asymptotic value of E. Then E has infinite order, by
Theorem 1.2, 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 E − b has N distinct zeros z1, . . . , zN in |z| ≤ r, where N = n(r, b, E) ≥ r3.
But this gives at least N ≥ r3 distinct components of E−1(D(0, s)), each containing a zero of
E and meeting D(0, r), contradicting Lemma 5.1.

✷

6 Functions with maximal deficiency sum

Suppose that the function F is transcendental and meromorphic in the plane, of finite order, and
that

∑

δ(a, F ) = 2. By results from [12, 15, 16], the order ρ of F satisfies 2 ≤ 2ρ ∈ N, and
there are continuous functions L1(r), L2(r) such that, as r → ∞,

L1(cr) = L1(r)(1 + o(1)), L2(cr) = L2(r) + o(1), T (r, F ) = L1(r)r
ρ(1 + o(1)), (23)

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

Choose a large positive constant R1 and a positive function η(r) decreasing slowly to 0 and
write, for integer j with 0 ≤ j ≤ 2ρ,

Dj = {z : |z| > R1, | arg z − L2(|z|)− πj/ρ| < π/2ρ− η(r)}, (24)

so that D2ρ = D0. Associated with each Dj are a deficient value aj ∈ C ∪ {∞} of F and
representations for F [16] holding outside a C0 set C1, a union of discs D(zk, rk) such that

zk → ∞,
∑

|zk|<r

rk = o(r) as r → ∞. (25)

If aj is finite then, for z = reiθ in Dj \ C1,

log |F (reiθ)− aj| = −πL1(r)r
ρ(| cos(ρ(θ − L2(r)))|+ o(1)). (26)
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On the other hand, if aj = ∞ and z = reiθ lies in Dj \ C1, then (26) becomes

log |F (reiθ)| = πL1(r)r
ρ(| cos(ρ(θ − L2(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 aj associated with adjacent regions Dj 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 C1 has logarithmic density 0,
and if F−1 has a direct singularity over some b ∈ C ∪ {∞} then b is one of the aj.

A proof of the last assertion is included here for completeness. Suppose that F−1 has a direct
singularity over b, and that b is not one of the aj . It may be assumed that b = ∞, 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 (26) implies that reiθ 6∈ D, for each j. A non-constant,
non-negative, continuous subharmonic function v may be defined by log |F (z)/M | on D, with
v = 0 on the complement of D, and v has order at most ρ since

max{v(z) : |z| = r} ≤ 3

2π

∫ 2π

0

v(2reiθ) dθ ≤ 3T (2r, F ) +O(1). (28)

Moreover, (25) and (26) imply that, as r → +∞ outside a set of zero logarithmic density, the
angular measure of S(0, r)∩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 → +∞ outside a set F0 of zero logarithmic
density, S(0, r) ∩D has angular measure at most πs. Then v has order of growth at least 1/s.

Proof. Fix a large S > 0. For t ≥ S, let θ∗(t) denote the angular measure of S(0, t) ∩D, with
θ∗(t) = +∞ if S(0, t) ⊆ D. Then [41, p.116] yields, as r → +∞,

log (max{v(z) : |z| = 2r}) +O(1) ≥
∫ r

S

π dt

tθ∗(t)
≥
∫

[S,r]\F0

dt

ts

≥ 1

s

(

log
r

S
−
∫

[1,r]∩F0

dt

t

)

≥
(

1

s
− o(1)

)

log r.

✷

7 Proof of Theorem 1.5

Assume that E is as in the hypotheses. If A is constant then E clearly satisfies (6), so assume
that A is non-constant. Then A is transcendental and E−1 has a logarithmic singularity over 0,
by Theorem 1.4. Moreover, Lemma 5.1 yields, as r → +∞,

n(r, 1/E) = O(r2), N(r, 1/E) = O(r2).
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Lemma 7.1 The function E satisfies

lim inf
r→+∞

T (r, E)

r2
< +∞. (29)

Proof. If (29) is false then δ(0, E) = 1, which is incompatible with E−1 having a direct singularity
over c 6= 0,∞, by Lemma 6.1. ✷

Thus E is an entire function of order at most 2, with lower growth given by (29), and E−1

has a logarithmic singularity over 0, a direct singularity over c 6= 0,∞, and at least two direct
singularities over ∞. This gives, for some positive ε and M , with M large and ε so small that
E has no asymptotic or critical values w with 0 < |w| ≤ 2ε:
(i) a component D0 of the set {z ∈ C : |E(z)| < ε} mapped univalently by v = log 1/E(z)
onto Re v > log 1/ε;
(ii) a component D1 of the set {z ∈ C : |E(z)− c| < ε} containing no zeros of E − c;
(iii) two components D2, D3 of the set {z ∈ C : |E(z)| > M}.
Moreover, these Dj are disjoint and D0 does not meet any components of {z ∈ C : |E(z)| < ε}
which contain zeros of E.

Because the singularities are direct, there exist, for j = 0, 1, 2, 3, continuous, non-constant and
non-negative subharmonic functions vj , the support of vj being Dj. Here v0(z) = log |ε/E(z)|
for z ∈ D0, with v0(z) = 0 elsewhere, and v1, v2, v3 are defined analogously. Moreover, (28)
holds for each j, with v = vj and F replaced by E.

Lemma 7.2 For large positive t let θj(t) denote the angular measure of the intersection of Dj

with the circle S(0, t): then

φ(t) = 2π −
3
∑

j=0

θj(t) ≥ 0,

∫ +∞

1

φ(t)

t
dt < +∞. (30)

Moreover, E satisfies

lim inf
r→+∞

T (r, E)

r2
> 0. (31)

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

16 =

(

3
∑

j=0

1

)2

≤ (2π − φ(t))
3
∑

j=0

1

θj(t)
, 16 +

2φ(t)

π
≤ 2

3
∑

j=0

π

θj(t)
.

Using (29), choose a sequence rn → +∞ with T (4rn, E) = O(r2n). Since (28) holds with v = vj
and F = E, the estimate [41, p.116] implies that, for large n,

16 log
rn
S

+
2

π

∫ rn

S

φ(t)

t
dt ≤ 2

3
∑

j=0

∫ rn

S

π

θj(t)
dt

≤ 2

3
∑

j=0

log+ (max{vj(z) : |z| = 2rn}) +O(1)

≤ 8 log+ T (4rn, E) +O(1) ≤ 16 log rn +O(1).
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Since rn → +∞ and φ(t) ≥ 0, this delivers the second assertion of (30). Furthermore, it cannot
be the case that T (2rn, E) = o(rn)

2, which proves (31). ✷

Lemma 7.3 The function E satisfies N(r, 1/E) = o(r2) as r → +∞.

Proof. It follows from (30) that, as r → +∞,

∫ r

1

tφ(t) dt ≤
∫

√
r

1

2πt dt+ r2
∫ r

√
r

φ(t)

t
dt ≤ O(r) + o(r2) = o(r2).

Now suppose that r is large, and that E has N distinct zeros u1, . . . , uN lying in |z| ≤ r. Let Ck

be the component of E−1(D(0, ε)) containing uk. Then E maps Ck univalently onto D(0, ε), by
the choice of ε, and Cj has Euclidean diameter at most c1ε, but area at least c2ε

2, by Lemma 5.1.
Since the Ck cannot meet any of the Dj, this implies that

Nc2ε
2 ≤

∫ 2r

1

tφ(t) dt = o(r2),

which gives n(r, 1/E) = o(r2), and N(r, 1/E) = o(r2) after integration. ✷

But (31) and Lemma 7.3 together imply that δ(0, E) = 1, again contradicting Lemma 6.1
and the existence of a direct singularity of E−1 over c 6= 0,∞. ✷

8 Proof of Theorem 1.6

Assume that E is as in the hypotheses, that A is non-constant but that E has at least one finite
non-zero deficient value c. Since E may be replaced by E(cz)/c, it may be assumed that c = 1.
Then the results of Section 6 may be applied with F = E. Since a constant may be added to
L2(r), it may be assumed further that a0 = c, which forces a1 = ∞, and that the C0 set C1 is
such that, if z lies outside C1 and |z| is large then, for some fixed M > 0,

∣

∣

∣

∣

E ′(z)

E(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

E ′(z)

E(z)− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

E ′′(z)

E(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

E ′′(z)

E(z)− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

A′(z)

A(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

A′(z)

A(z) + 1/4

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |z|M . (32)

Lemma 8.1 A is transcendental and the order ρ 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 (4) 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 E.

To this end, fix a large positive K, and use (25) to determine the following:
(i) an unbounded set F1 ⊆ [1,+∞) such that for r ∈ F1 the circles S(0, K

±2r) do not meet C1;
(ii) for each r ∈ F1, a small positive σ = σ(r) such that

lim
r→+∞,r∈F1

σ(r) = 0, (33)
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for which the radial segments

Ω0 = {z = tei(L2(r)+σ(r)) : K−2r ≤ t ≤ K2r},
Ω1 = {z = tei(L2(r)+π/ρ+σ(r)) : K−2r ≤ t ≤ K2r},
Ω2 = {z = tei(L2(r)+3π/4ρ+σ(r)) : K−1r ≤ t ≤ Kr},

do not meet C1. Here (23) and (24) imply that Ω0 lies within D0, while Ω1,Ω2 lie in D1.
Let Ω be the domain whose boundary consists of Ω0,Ω1 and the two shorter arcs Ω3,Ω4 of

the circles S(0, K2r), S(0, K−2r), respectively, joining Ω0 to Ω1. In order to estimate A on ∂Ω,
consider first z ∈ Ω0, for large r ∈ F1. Then (23), (26) and (33) deliver

log |E(z)− 1| ≤ −15π

16
L1(|z|)|z|ρ ≤ −7π

8
L1(r)|z|ρ,

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

log

∣

∣

∣

∣

E(j)(z)

E(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= log

∣

∣

∣

∣

E(j)(z)

E(z)− 1
· E(z)− 1

E(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ −3π

4
L1(r)|z|ρ.

In view of (4) and (32), these estimates lead to

log |A(z) + 1/4| ≤ −π
2
L1(r)|z|ρ and log |A′(z)| ≤ −π

4
L1(r)|z|ρ for z ∈ Ω0. (34)

Note that (34) shows that A, which is assumed to be non-constant, cannot be a polynomial.
Next, |E(z)| is large on Ω1, by (27) and the choice of σ(r), and so (4) and (32) yield

log |A(z)| ≤ 3M log |z| ≤ 3M logK2r for z ∈ Ω1. (35)

It remains to estimate A on Ω3,Ω4. Now, (4) and (23) give a routine estimate, for z ∈ ∂Ω,

log |A(z)| ≤ logM(K2r, A) ≤
(

K + 1

K − 1

)

T (K3r, A)

≤ 2

(

K + 1

K − 1

)

T (K3r, E) +O(logK3r) ≤ 4

(

K + 1

K − 1

)

L1(r)(K
3r)ρ. (36)

However, on most of these arcs Ω3 and Ω4, either E(z) is close to 1 or |E(z)| is large, and so
an upper bound for |A(z)| follows from (4). Thus (32) delivers

log |A(z)| ≤ 3M logK2r (37)

for all z on Ω3,Ω4, apart from two small arcs Ω5,Ω6, centred on the ray arg z = L2(r) + π/2ρ,
on which |A(z)| is bounded above via (36). By (33), it may be assumed that the angular measure
of each of Ω5,Ω6 tends to 0 as r → +∞, r ∈ F1.

Apply the two-constants theorem [36] to the subharmonic functions log |A+1/4| and log |A′|
on Ω, and let z ∈ Ω2. By rotation, the harmonic measure ω(z,Ω0,Ω) is at least c(K), where
c(K) depends only onK and is positive. On the other hand, since Ω lies inside the discD(0, K2r)
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and outside the disc D(0, K−2r), the monotonicity property of harmonic measure with respect
to subdomains yields

lim
r→+∞,r∈F1

sup{z ∈ Ω2 : ω(z,Ω5 ∪ Ω6,Ω)} = 0.

It follows therefore from (23), (34), (35), (36) and (37) that, for z ∈ Ω2, as r → +∞ in F1,

log |A(z) + 1/4| ≤ −c(K)
π

2
L1(r)(K

−2r)ρ + 3M logK2r + o(L1(r)r
ρ)

≤ −c(K)
π

4
ro(1)(K−2r)ρ + 3M logK2r < 0.

A similar argument may be applied to log |A′|, using (34) and the same upper bounds for log |A|
on ∂Ω, coupled with (32). This yields, provided r ∈ F1 is large enough,

|A(z)| < 5

4
, |A′(z)| < 1, for z ∈ Ω2. (38)

The proof of the lemma will now be completed by estimating E(z) on Ω2. First, (23), (27)
and (33) yield

log |E(z)| ∼ π√
2
L1(r)|z|ρ (39)

on Ω2. Differentiation of the non-linear equation (4) yields a linear equation

E ′′′ + 4AE ′ + 2A′E = 0. (40)

For j = 0, 1, 2 write

λ = ei(L2(r)+3π/4ρ+σ(r)), Vj(t) = E(j)(λt), V (t) = |V0(t)|+ |V1(t)|+ |V2(t)|,

so that (with the primes denoting d/dt)

V ′
0(t) = λV1(t), V ′

1(t) = λV2(t), V ′
2(t) = −λ(4A(λt)V1(t) + 2A′(λt)V0(t)).

It follows from (38) and (40) that, for K−1r ≤ s ≤ Kr,

V (s) ≤ v(s) = V (K−1r) +

∫ s

K−1r

10V (t) dt.

Using the standard method from Gronwall’s lemma [25, 26] yields

v′(s) = 10V (s) ≤ 10v(s)

and so, for K−1r ≤ s ≤ Kr,

log V (s) ≤ log v(s) ≤ log v(K−1r) + 10(s−K−1r) = log V (K−1r) + 10(s−K−1r).

But this implies, in view of (32) and (39), that

(1− o(1))
π√
2
L1(r)(Kr)

ρ ≤ log |E(Krei(L2(r)+3π/4ρ+σ(r)))|

≤ log V (Kr) ≤ log V (K−1r) + 10(K −K−1)r

≤ (1 + o(1))
π√
2
L1(r)(K

−1r)ρ +O(log r) + 10(K −K−1)r.
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By (23) and the fact that r may be chosen arbitrarily large, this forces ρ = 1. ✷

Thus 1 and ∞ are the only deficient values of E. Moreover, the method of Lemma 8.1
shows that if r > 0 is large and the circle S(0, r) does not meet C1, 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(z)| ≤ O(log r) on both, by (4); two arcs whose angular measures each tend to 0 as
r → +∞. Hence there exists N ∈ N such that if |z| ≥ 1 lies outside a set of zero logarithmic
density, then log |A(z)| ≤ N log |z|, apart from on a set of angular measure o(1). Further, there
exists a polynomial P1, of degree at most N , such that A1(z) = (A(z)− P1(z))/z

N+1 is entire.
Applying Lemma 6.2 to log+ |A1|, which has order at most ρ, gives a contradiction. ✷

9 Proof of Theorem 1.9

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

u(z) ∼ 1, v(z) ∼ z, W (u, v) ∼ 1, (41)

as z → ∞ on γ. Let E = f1f2, where f1, f2 are linearly independent solutions of (1) with
W (f1, f2) = 1. Then λ(E) = +∞.

Theorem 1.9 follows from Proposition 9.1, since [31, Proposition 7.1] guarantees the existence
of the required path γ and solutions u, v.
Proof of Proposition 9.1. Let A, E = f1f2 and γ be as in the hypotheses, and assume that
λ(E) < +∞. Then V = v/u belongs to the Speiser class S ⊆ B by Theorem 1.8. Now (41)
yields, as z → ∞ on γ,

V (z) ∼ z → ∞, V ′(z) =
W (u, v)

u2
∼ 1,

zV ′(z)

V (z)
→ 1.

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

zV ′(z)

V (z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ c log |V (z)|.

This contradiction proves Proposition 9.1 and hence Theorem 1.9. ✷

Corollary 9.1 Let A be a transcendental entire function of finite order, and assume that there
exists θ ∈ [0, 2π] such that

∫ +∞

0

r|A(reiθ)| dr < +∞. (42)

Let E = f1f2, where f1, f2 are linearly independent solutions of (1) with W (f1, f2) = 1. Then
λ(E) = +∞.
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In [3, Theorem 1] it is shown that if A is a transcendental entire function of finite order ρ, and
almost all θ ∈ [0, 2π] are such that either (42) holds, or r−N |A(reiθ)| → +∞ for every N ∈ N,
or |A(reiθ)| = O(rn) for some n = n(θ) with (n + 2)/2 < ρ, then λ(E) = +∞. Corollary 9.1
shows that even a single occurrence of (42) suffices to force λ(E) = +∞.

Proof of Corollary 9.1. This requires only a standard iterative construction of the solutions
u, v in (41). Assume without loss of generality that θ = 0, and take X ≥ 1, so large that

∫ +∞

X

r|A(r)| dr < 1

2
.

Let u0 = 0 and u1 = 1, and assume that n ∈ N and u0, . . . , un have been constructed with

uj(x) = 1 +

∫ +∞

x

(x− r)A(r)uj−1(r) dr and |uj(x)− uj−1(x)| ≤ 21−j

for x ≥ X , which is evidently true for n = 1. Then |un(r)| ≤ 2 for r ≥ X , so that un+1 may be
defined and satisfies, for x ≥ X ,

|un+1(x)− un(x)| ≤
∫ +∞

x

(r − x)|A(r)||un(r)− un−1(r)| dr ≤ 21−n

∫ +∞

x

r|A(r)| dr ≤ 2−n.

Hence the series u(x) =
∑∞

j=1(uj(x)−uj−1(x)) = limn→∞ un(x) converges uniformly for x ≥ X ,
with |u(x)| ≤ 2 there, and satisfies

u(x) = 1 +

∫ +∞

x

(x− r)A(r)u(r) dr, u′(x) =

∫ +∞

x

A(r)u(r) dr, u′′(x) = −A(x)u(x).

Finally, u(x) → 1 as x→ +∞ and v may be defined by (v/u)′ = u−2. ✷

The following example shows that Proposition 9.1 and Corollary 9.1 fail for infinite order.
Define an entire function h, a zero-free Bank-Laine function E and a meromorphic function δ by

h(z) =

∫ z

1

1− e−t

t
dt+

∫ +∞

1

dt

tet
, E = eh,

1

E(z)
= e−h(z) =

1

z
+ δ(z).

Let D be the sectorial domain given by 1/2 < |z| < +∞, | arg z| < π/4, and denote by ε(z)
any term with the property that znε(z) → 0 uniformly as z → ∞ in D, for every n ∈ N. Then

h(z) = log z+

∫ +∞

z

dt

tet
= log z+ ε(z), h′(z) =

1− e−z

z
=

1

z
+ ε(z), h′′(z) = − 1

z2
+ ε(z),

in which the integral is eventually along the positive real axis. Now define an entire function A
by (4). Then A and δ satisfy

−4A(z) = h′(z)2 + 2h′′(z) + e−2h(z) = − 1

z2
+ ε(z) +

1

z2
(1 + ε(z)) = ε(z), δ(z) = ε(z).
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Finally, define g1, g2 on D by

gj(z) = E(z)1/2 exp

(

(−1)j

2

(

log z −
∫ +∞

z

δ(t) dt

))

= exp

(

h(z)

2
+

(−1)j

2

(

log z −
∫ +∞

z

δ(t) dt

))

,

g′j(z)

gj(z)
=

1

2

(

E ′(z)

E(z)
+ (−1)j

(

1

z
+ δ(z)

))

=
1

2

(

E ′(z)

E(z)
+

(−1)j

E(z)

)

.

Straightforward computation then shows that g1, g2 solve (1) and W (g1, g2) = 1, while

g1(z) = exp(ε(z)) = 1 + ε(z), g2(z) = exp(log z + ε(z)) = z + ε(z).

✷

10 Proof of Theorem 1.10

Suppose that A is a transcendental entire function of finite order with δ(0, A) = δ > 0 and that
λ(f1f2) < +∞, where f1, f2 are linearly independent solutions of (1). Then E = f1f2 has finite
order and U = f2/f1 belongs to the Speiser class S, by Theorems 1.1 and 1.8, so that U−1 has
n0 < +∞ singular values in C ∪ {∞}.

The first step is to determine positive real numbers δ1, K1, as well as sequences rk → +∞,
θk ∈ R, such that

T (8rk, A) < K1T (rk, A) (43)

and

log |A(rkeiθ)| < − δ

4
T (rk, A) for θk ≤ θ ≤ θk + δ1. (44)

To prove (43) and (44), first write A(z) = α1z
n1A1(z), with α1 ∈ C and n1 ∈ Z, so that A1(0) =

1, and observe that δ(0, A1) = δ > 0. Then choose qk → +∞ with T (16qk, A) < K1T (qk, A),
which is possible for large enough K1 since A has finite order. Next, apply Lemma 2.2 to g = A1,
with R = 16qk, η1 = 1/2, and with η2 sufficiently small that there exists r = rk ∈ [qk, 2qk]∩FR,
which implies (43). Finally, take Gr = [θk, θk+δ1] ⊆ [0, 2π], with θk chosen so that log |A1(z)| <
−δT (rk, A1)/2 at one end-point of the arc {reiθ : θ ∈ Gr}. If m = δ1 is chosen small enough,
this delivers (44). It may be assumed that (θk) converges and, after a rotation of the independent
variable, that

log |A(rkeiθ)| < − δ

4
T (rk, A) for |θ| ≤ δ2 =

δ1
4
. (45)

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

Lemma 10.1 For large k there exist solutions uk, vk of (1) such that W (uk, vk) = 1 and

vk(z) = z (1 + ε1,k(z)) , uk(z) = 1 + ε2,k(z), (46)

in which
|εj,k(rkeiθ)| < exp(−cδT (rk, A)) for |θ| ≤ δ2. (47)
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Proof. This is standard. Let k be large, denote the arc {rkeiθ : |θ| ≤ δ2} by Bk and let zk be
one of its end-points. If u is any solution of (1) write

v(z) =

∫ z

zk

(t− z)A(t)u(t) dt, v′(z) = −
∫ z

zk

A(t)u(t) dt, v′′(z) = −A(z)u(z) = u′′(z).

Since v(zk) = v′(zk) = 0 this yields

u(z) = u(zk) + u′(zk)(z − zk) + v(z) = u(zk) + u′(zk)(z − zk) +

∫ z

zk

(t− z)A(t)u(t) dt. (48)

If max{|u(zk)|, |u′(zk)|} ≤ rk then |u(z)| < r3k on Bk. To see this, suppose that z′k is the nearest
point to zk on Bk with |u(z′k)| ≥ r3k; then the integral in (48) is small at z = z′k, by (45), giving
|u(z′k)| ≤ 4r2k, a contradiction. Now choose solutions vk, uk of (1) such that

uk(zk) = 1, u′k(zk) = 0, vk(zk) = zk, v′k(zk) = 1,

and estimate the integral in (48) using (45) again. ✷

There exists a Möbius transformation Sk such that vk/uk = Sk ◦ U . Write

Vk(ζ) =
Sk(U(rkζ))

rk
=

vk(rkζ)

rkuk(rkζ)
= ζ(1 + ρk(ζ)), V ′

k(ζ) =
1

uk(rkζ)2
= 1 + σk(ζ), (49)

and denote by Pk the Schwarzian Pk = S(Vk) of Vk. Then (45), (46) and (47) imply that

|ρk(ζ)|+ |σk(ζ)|+ |Pk(ζ)| < exp(−cδT (rk, A)) for w ∈ Ωk, (50)

in which
Ωk = {ζ ∈ C : |ζ | = 1, | arg ζ | ≤ δ2}.

The function Vk is transcendental and meromorphic in the plane and, since Sk is Möbius, the
inverse of Vk has n0 singular values. Hence there exist φk ∈ [−δ2/2, δ2/2] and sk ∈ [2, 3] such
that Vk has no asymptotic or critical values w in the simply connected domain Dk given by

Dk = {w ∈ C \ {0} : | argw − φk| < δ3} ∪ {w ∈ C : ||w| − sk| < δ3, | argw − φk| < π},

in which δ3 > 0 is small compared to δ2, but independent of k. In particular, Vk is univalent on
any component of the pre-image of Dk.

Let δ4 > 0 be small compared to δ3. For large k, by (49) and (50), there exists ζk on the arc
Ωk such that

Vk(ζk) = wk,
4

5
< |wk| <

5

4
, argwk = φk. (51)

Further, the disc D(wk, 4δ4) lies in Dk and there exists a sub-arc Ω′
k of Ωk mapped univalently

by Vk onto a simple path Ω′′
k lying in |w − wk| ≤ 2δ4 and joining wk to the circle S(wk, 2δ4).

Let Wk be that branch of V −1
k which maps wk to ζk: then Wk extends univalently to Dk and

Wk(Vk(ζ)) = ζ on Ω′
k. Moreover, Wk and its Schwarzian Qk = S(Wk) satisfy, by (49), (50) and

the composition formula

0 = S(Wk ◦ Vk) = Qk(w)V
′
k(ζ)

2 + Pk(ζ),

the estimate
|W ′

k(w)− 1|+ |Qk(w)| < exp(−cδT (rk, A)) on Ω′′
k. (52)
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Lemma 10.2 If k is large enough then Wk and Qk satisfy

|W ′
k(w)− 1|+ |Qk(w)| < exp(−cδT (rk, A)) on the disc D(wk, δ4). (53)

Proof. First, Wk is univalent on D(wk, 4δ4) ⊆ Dk, which delivers an estimate

|W ′
k(w)|+ |Qk(w)| < K (54)

on D(wk, 2δ4): for W
′
k this follows from Koebe’s distortion theorem [24] and (52), while for Qk

it suffices to use Nehari’s univalence criterion [35]. The estimate (52) holds on the simple path
Ω′′

k from wk to S(wk, 2δ4), and for w ∈ D(wk, δ4) \Ω′′
k the harmonic measure of Ω′′

k is at least c:
thus the two constants theorem [36] applied to the subharmonic function log |W ′

k − 1| gives

log |W ′
k(w)− 1| < K − cδT (rk, A)

on D(wk, δ4). Applying the same argument to log |Qk| yields (53). ✷

Lemma 10.3 Let δ5 > 0 be small compared to δ4. If k is large enough then Wk and Qk satisfy
an estimate (54) on the sub-domain D′

k = D′
1,k ∪D′

2,k of Dk, where

D′
1,k = {w ∈ C \ {0} : |wk|/32 < |w| < 32|wk|, | argw − φk| < 2δ5},

D′
2,k = {w ∈ C : ||w| − sk| < 2δ5, | argw − φk| < π − δ5}.

Proof. The estimate for Qk again follows from Nehari’s criterion [35], since for each w ∈ D′
k

the function Wk is univalent on a disc D(w, δ6) ⊆ Dk of fixed radius δ6. To estimate W ′
k(w),

take a small δ7 > 0, start from (52) at the point wk ∈ Ω′′
k and apply Koebe’s distortion theorem

[24] repeatedly on a chain of discs D(wk,j, δ7), 0 ≤ j ≤ K, the centres being chosen so that
wk,0 = wk and the last wk,j is w, while wk,j+1 ∈ D(wk,j, δ7/2). ✷

Lemma 10.4 If k is large enough then Wk and Qk satisfy

|W ′
k(w)− 1|+ |Qk(w)| < exp(−cδT (rk, A)) (55)

for all w in the sub-domain D′′
k = D′′

1,k ∪D′′
2,k of D′

k, where

D′′
1,k = {w ∈ C \ {0} : |wk|/16 < |w| < 16|wk|, | argw − φk| < δ5},

D′′
2,k = {w ∈ C : ||w| − sk| < δ5, | argw − φk| < π − 2δ5}.

Proof. The subharmonic functions log |W ′
k−1| and log |Qk| are uniformly bounded above on D′

k,
by Lemma 10.3, and the stronger estimate (53) holds on D(wk, δ4), and so on a subset of ∂D′

1,k

whose harmonic measure with respect to D′
1,k is at least c when evaluated at any w ∈ D′′

1,k.
Thus the two constants theorem delivers (55) on D′′

1,k. This estimate may then be extended in
the same way to D′′

2,k, possibly with a smaller constant c. ✷

Lemma 10.5 If k is large enough then

Wk(w) = w(1 + τk(w)), |τk(w)| < exp(−cδT (rk, A)) on D′′
k .
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Proof. Write τ(w) for any term of modulus less than exp(−cδT (rk, A)). Then (47), (49), (51)
and integration of (55) yield

Wk(w) = Wk(wk) + (w − wk)(1 + τ(w)) = ζk + (w − wk)(1 + τ(w))

= wk(1 + τ(w)) + (w − wk)(1 + τ(w)) = w(1 + τ(w)).

✷

Lemma 10.6 If k is large enough then the image of D′′
k under Wk contains the arc Λk given by

|ζ | = sk, | arg z − φk| ≤ π − 3δ5, and

|Pk(ζ)| < exp(−cδT (rk, A)) on Λk.

Proof. This holds by (55), Lemma 10.5 and the fact that Vk ◦Wk is the identity on Dk. ✷

It now follows from Lemma 10.6 that

|A(z)| < exp(−cδT (rk, A)) for |z| = skrk, | arg z − φk| ≤ π − 3δ5.

Since 2 ≤ sk ≤ 3 this implies that, by (43) and Lemma 2.1,

T (rksk, A) = m(rksk, A) ≤ 528rkδ5
8rk − skrk

(

1 + log
1

6δ5

)

T (8rk, A)

≤ 132K1δ5

(

1 + log
1

6δ5

)

T (rk, A)

≤ 132K1δ5

(

1 + log
1

6δ5

)

T (rksk, A).

But K1 is independent of δ5, which may in turn be chosen arbitrarily small, and this contradiction
proves Theorem 1.10. ✷

10.1 Proof of Corollary 1.1

By Theorem 1.10 it suffices to prove that δ(0, A) > 0. To this end, write C = f ′/f and

−A = C ′ + C2, − 1

C
=

1

A

(

C ′

C
+ C

)

.

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

δ(0, C)

2
T (r, C) ≤ m(r, 1/C) ≤ T (r, A) + o(T (r, C))

and so C has finite order, by the monotonicity of T (r, C). It then follows that

T (r, A) ≤ O(T (r, C)) ≤ O(m(r, 1/C)) ≤ O(m(r, 1/A)) +O(log r),

as required. ✷
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10.2 Proof of Corollary 1.2

Suppose that λ(E) < +∞. Then dividing (10) by E 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 ρ(E) < +∞. Now E is a Bank-Laine function, and so
there exists an entire function A such that E = f1f2, with the fj normalised linearly independent
solutions of (1), and A has finite order by (4). With U = f2/f1 this gives

E ′

E
=
f ′
1

f1
+
f ′
2

f2
,

1

E
=
U ′

U
=
f ′
2

f2
− f ′

1

f1
, B =

E ′ − 1

E
= 2

f ′
1

f1
,

and so δ(0, f ′
1/f1) > 0. Since λ(f1f2) = λ(E) < +∞, this contradicts Corollary 1.1. ✷
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