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Using the notion of weighted sharing and truncated sharing of sets, we investigate the
problem of uniqueness of meromorphic functions sharing three sets and obtain three results
which are improving and supplement a result of Lin-Yi [12].
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1. Introduction, definitions and results

Let f and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions defined in the
open complex plane C. The notation S(r, f) denotes any quantity satisfying
S(r,f) = o(T(r,f)) as r —> oo, outside a possible exceptional set of finite
linear measure.

If for some a € CU {00}, f and g have the same set of a-points with
same multiplicities, then we say that f and g share the value a CM (counting
multiplicities). If we do not take the multiplicities into account, f and g are
said to share the value a IM (ignoring multiplicities).

Let S be a set of distinct elements of C U {oo} and E¢(S) = U,cqi% :
f(2) —a = 0}, where each zero is counted according to its multiplicity. If we do
not count the multiplicity the set (J,cq{z : f(2) — a = 0} is denoted by Ef(S).
If E¢(S) = E4(S) we say that f and g share the set S CM. On the other hand
if E4(S) = E4(S), we say that f and g share the set S IM.

Let m be a positive integer or infinity and a € CU {oo}. We denote by
E,,)(a; f) the set of all a-points of f with multiplicities not exceeding m, where
an a-point is counted according to its multiplicity. If for some a € C U {o0},
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Ey)(a; f)=E)(a; g), we say that f and g share the value a CM. For a set .S of
distinct elements of C we define E,,,)(S, ) = U,es Em)(a, f)-

In 1976, F. Gross [4] posed the following question:

Question A. Can one find two finite sets S; (j = 1,2) such that any two
nonconstant entire functions f and g satisfying E;(S;) = E4(S;) for j = 1,2
must be identical ?

For meromorphic functions it is natural to ask the following question.

Question B. ([14]) Can one find three finite sets S; (j = 1,2, 3) such that
any two nonconstant meromorphic functions f and g satisfying E;(S;) = E4(Sj)
for j = 1,2,3 must be identical ?

In 1994, Yi [14] gave an affirmative answer to Question B and proved
that there exist three finite sets S1 (with 7 elements), Sy (with 2 elements) and
Ss (with 1 element) such that any two nonconstant meromorphic functions f
and g satisfying E(S;) = E4(S;) for j =1, 2, 3 must be identical.

During the last couple of years or so, a considerable amount of work
has been done to investigate the possible answer of Question B and continuous
effort is being carried out to relax the hypothesis of the result, cf. [1], [2], [3], [9],
[12], [13], [14], [16]. In 2001 an idea of gradation of sharing known as weighted
sharing has been introduced in [7], [8] which measure how close a shared value is
to being share CM or to being shared IM. In the following definition we explain
the notion.

Definition 1.1. ([7],[8]) Let k be a nonnegative integer or infinity. For
a € CU{oo} we denote by Ej(a; f) the set of all a-points of f, where an a-point
of multiplicity m is counted m times if m < k, and k& + 1 times if m > k. If
Ex(a; f) = Ex(a; g), we say that f, g share the value a with weight k.

We write f, g share (a, k) to mean that f, g share the value a with weight
k. Clearly if f, g share (a, k), then f, g share (a,p) for any integer p, 0 < p < k.
Also we note that f, g share a value a IM or CM if and only if f, g share (a,0)
or (a,00) respectively.

Definition 1.2. ([7]) Let S be a set of distinct elements of CU{oco} and
k be a nonnegative integer or co. We denote by Ef(S, k) the set J,cq Ex(a; f).

Clearly E¢(S) = Ef(S,00) and E¢(S) = E¢(S,0).

In 2007 the present author [1] has provided an affirmative answer to
Question B by the notion of weighted sharing in which he has proved that if
two non constant meromorphic functions share one set S; (containing 1 element)
CM, and two other sets S2 (containing 1 element) and S5 (containing 4 elements)
with finite weight, then f = g. But to serve the purpose an extra condition on
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the ramification index of f and g has been taken into consideration. So it will
be interesting to investigate whether Question B can be answered affirmatively
without the help of any extra condition imposing on the ramification index of
f and g and if such a situation arises then it will also be a natural query to
investigate the cardinalities of the range sets.

Suppose that the polynomial P(w) is defined by
(1.1) P(w) = aw™ — n(n — 1)w? 4 2n(n — 2)bw — (n — 1)(n — 2)b?,

where n > 3 is an integer and a and b are two nonzero complex numbers satis-
fying ab” =2 # 2. In fact, we consider the following rational function

aw™

(12) R(w) = nn—1)(w—ay)(w—az)’

where o1 and a9 are two distinct roots of
n(n — Dw? — 2n(n — 2)bw + (n — 1)(n — 2)b*> = 0.

It can be easily shown that the polynomial P(w) has only simple zeros
(see [12]). Clearly, from (1.1) and (1.2) we have

Pw)

(13) Blw) 1= n(n—1)(w—ag)(w —az)

In 2003, Lin and Yi [12] answered Question B and proved the following
result which is an improvement of that of Yi [14].

Theorem A. ([12]) Let S = {0}, S2 = {oo} and S3 = {w | P(w) =
0}, where P(w) is given by (1.1) and n > 5. Suppose that f and g are two
nonconstant meromorphic functions satisfying E¢(Sj,00) = E4(S;,00) (j =
1,3) and E¢(S2,0) = E4(S2,0), then f =g.

It is worth mentioning that recently in [2], we have improved Theorem A
by relaxing the nature of sharing the sets. In this paper we improve Theorem A
in a different way. The following three theorems present our here.bn

Theorem 1.1. Let Sy, So and S3 be defined as in Theorem A and n >
5. Suppose that f and g are two nonconstant meromorphic functions satisfying
Ey(51,5) = Eg(S1,5), Ef(S2,0) = Ey4(S2,0) and E5)(Ss, f) = Es)(Ss,9), then
f=y
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Theorem 1.2. Let Sy, So and S3 be defined as in Theorem A and n >
5. Suppose that f and g are two nonconstant meromorphic functions satisfying
Ef(Sl,OO) = Eg(Sl)OO); Ef(5271) = Eg(5271) and E4)(S3)f) = E4)(S3ug)}
then f = g.

Theorem 1.3. Let Sq, So and S3 be defined as in Theorem A and n >
5. Suppose that f and g are two nonconstant meromorphic functions satisfying
Ef(81,3) = E4(51,3), Ef(52,0) = Ey(S52,0) and Eg)(Ss, f) = Eg)(S53,9), then
f=g

Although for the standard definitions and notations of the value distribu-
tion theory we refer to [5], we now explain some notations which are used in the
paper.

Definition 1.3. ([6]) For a € CU{oc} we denote by N(r,a; f |= 1) the
counting function of simple a points of f. For a positive integer m we denote
by N(r,a; f |< m)(N(r,a; f |> m)) the counting function of those a points of f
whose multiplicities are not greater(less) than m where each a point is counted
according to its multiplicity.

N(r,a; f |[<m) (N(r,a; f |> m)) are defined similarly, where in counting
the a-points of f we ignore the multiplicities.

Also N(r,a; f |<m), N(r,a; f |>m), N(r,a; f |< m) and N(r,a; f |>

m) are defined analogously.

Definition 1.4. ([1]) We denote by N(r,a; f |= k) the reduced counting
function of those a-points of f whose multiplicity is exactly k, where k > 2 is
an integer.

Definition 1.5. Let f and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions
such that f and g share a value a IM, where a € C U {oo}. Let 29 be an a-
point of f with multiplicity p, an a-point of g with multiplicity q. We denote
by Np(r,a; f) (Ni(r,a;g)) the counting function of those a-points of f and g
where p > g (¢ > p), each a-point is counted only once.

Definition 1.6. Let f and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions
and m be a positive integer such that E,,(a; f) = E,)(a; g), where a € CU{oo}.
Let zg be an a-point of f with multiplicity p > 0, an a-point of g with multiplicity
g > 0. We denote by N?) (rya; f) (WTLH) (r,a;g)) the counting function of those
a-points of f and g where p > ¢ (¢ > p), each a-point is counted only once.

Definition 1.7. ([2]) Let zp be a 1-point of f with multiplicity p, a 1-
point of g with multiplicity ¢. We denote by N%’Hl (r,1; f) the counting function
of those 1-points of f and g, where p = ¢ > m + 1, each point in this counting
function is counted only once.
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Definition 1.8. ([8]) We denote by Na(r,a; f) the sum N(r,a; f) +
N(r,a; f [>2).

Definition 1.9. Let m be a positive integer. Also let zg be a zero of
f(2) — a of multiplicity p and a zero of g(z) — a of multiplicity ¢q. We denote
by Nsmii1(ra;f | g # a) (Ngsmi1(rya;9 | f # a)) the reduced counting
functions of those a-points of f and g for whichp >m+1and ¢=0 (¢ > m+1
and p = 0).

Definition 1.10. ([7]18]) Let f, g share (a,0). We denote by
N.(r,a; f,g) the reduced counting function of those a-points of f whose
multiplicities differ from the multiplicities of the corresponding a-points of g.
o Clearly, N*(T, a; f?g) = W*(ﬁ a g, f) and N*(h a; f7 g) = NL(“ a; f) +
Np (Tv a; g) .

For E,(a; f) = Eny)(a;g), we can define Nu(r,a;f,g) in a similar
manner and we note that here N.(r,a; f,g) = WT) (rya; f) + N?) (r,a;g) +
Npzmir(ra; f | g #a) + Nozmyr(r,as g | f # a).

Definition 1.11. ([10]) Let a,b € CU {oco}. We denote by N(r,a; f |
g = b) the counting function of those a-points of f, counted according to mul-
tiplicity, which are b-points of g.

Definition 1.12. ([10]) Let a,by,b2,...,b, € C U {oco}. We denote
by N(r,a;f | g # bi,b2,...,by) the counting function of those a-points of
f, counted according to multiplicity, which are not the b;-points of ¢ for i =
1,2,...,q.

2. Lemmas

In this section we present some lemmas which are needed in the sequel.
Let F' and G be two nonconstant meromorphic functions defined in C.
Henceforth, we shall denote by H, ® and V the following three functions

1 1

F 2F G 2G"
=G5 (g a1
F G
@_F—l_G—l
and
F F’ G el F’ el
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Lemma 2.1. ([11]) For E,(1; F) = E,,y(1;G) and H # 0, then

N(r,1;F|=1)=N(r,1;G|=1) < N(r,H)+ S(r, F) + S(r, Q).

Lemma 2.2. Let E,,(1; f) = E,;,)(1;9) and 3 <m < oo. Then

N(r,1;f|=2)+2N(r,1; f|=3)+...+

(m = DN, 15 f |=m) +mN, (r,15 ) + (m+ DN, (1,15 9)

—f—mﬁgnJrl(T, 1, f) + mNme-‘rl(ra ]-7 g ‘ f 7é 1)

< N(Ta 179) - N(Ta 179)

Proof. Since E,,(1; f) = E,,)(1;g), we note that the common zeros of
f—1and g — 1 up to multiplicity m are same. Let zy be a 1-point of f with
multiplicity p and a 1-point of g with multiplicity q. If ¢ = m + 1 the possible
values of ,p are as follows: (i) p=m+1, (ii) p > m+2, (iii) p = 0. Similarly,
when ¢ =m + 2, the possible values of p are: (i) p=m+ 1, (ii) p=m + 2,
(iii) p > m+3, (iv) p=0. If ¢ > m+ 3 we can similarly find the possible values
of p. Now the lemma follows from the above explanation. |

Let f and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions and
(2.1) F=R(f), G=R(),

where R(w) is given by (1.2). From (1.2) and (2.1) it is clear that

(2.2)  T(rf) = %T(r, F)+S(r f), T(rg) = %T(r, Q)+ S(r.g).

Lemma 2.3. Let F, G be given by (2.1) and wi,ws . ..w, be the roots
of P(w) = 0. If E,,)(1; F) = E,y(1;G), where 1 <m < oo, then

(Z) NFZerl(Tal;F | G 7é 1)§ [ (T,O;f)+N(T,OO;f)—N®(’I“,O;f/)]+S(T, f)

1
m

(i1) Nesmi1(r, 1;G | F #1)<— [N(r,0; g)+N(r, 00; ) — Ng (7, 0; g )] +S(r, g),

1
m
where Ng(r,0; f) = N(r,0;f | f # 0,wi,wy...wn). Ng(r,0;g) is defined
similarly.
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Proof. We omit the proof since it can be carried out in the line of proof
of Lemma 2.4, [2]. ]

Lemma 2.4. ([2]) Let F' and G be given by (2.1) f, g share (0,0) and
0 be not a Picard exceptional value of f and g. Then ® =0 implies F' = G.

Lemma 2.5. Let F', G be given by (2.1) and H # 0. If E,y(1; F) =
Eny(1;G), f, g share (0o, k) and (0,p), where 1 <m < oo and 0 < p < oo, then

[np+n — 1] N(r,0; f [>p+1)

[p+n —1N(r,0;9 |> p+1)

Nzl)(r, 1; F) —i—NTLn)(T, L;G)+ Npsmi1(r,; F|G#1)
+NGom1(r, ;G | F#1) + Nu(r,00; f,9) + N(r,au; f)
+N (7, a2; f) + N(r,a1;9) + N(r, a2; )
+S(r, )+ S(r, g).

IN

Proof. We omit the proof since it is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.6,
[2]. [

Lemma 2.6. ([2]) Let F and G be given by (2.1) f, g share (00,0) and
oo be not a Picard exceptional value of f and g. Then V =0 implies F' = G.

Lemma 2.7. Let F', G be given by (2.1) and H £ 0. If E,,(1; F) =
E.(1;G), f, g share (00, k) and (0,p), where 1 <m < o0, 0 < k < oo, then
[(n—2)k +n—3)] N(r,oo; f |[> k+1)
= [(n—=2)k+n—3)]N(r,00;g |>k+1)
< N.(r,0;f,9) —i—ﬁ?)(r, 1; F) —&-N?(r, 1;G)
+Npomi(r, 1, F [ G#1)
+NGem1(r, LG | F # 1)+ S(r, f) + S(r, g).

Proof. We omit the proof which is similar to that of Lemma 2.8, [2]. m

Lemma 2.8. Let F', G be given by (2.1) and H # 0. If E,y(1; F) =
Eny(1;G), and f, g share (00, k), (0,p) where 1 < m < oo, then

N GF|=1) < Nu(r,0;f,9) + Nu(r,00; f,9) + N7 (r, 1, F) + N7 (r, 1;G)
ANp>m (1 LF |G #1) + Ngomy1(r, ;G | F #1)
+N(r,b; f) + N(rb; g) + No(r,0; f ) + No(r,0;),
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where N@(T,O;f,) denotes the reduced counting function corresponding to the

zeros of f which are not the zeros of f(f —b) and F —1, No(r,0;4") is defined
similarly.

Proof. It is in lines similar to these for the proof of Lemma 2.9, [2]. =
Lemma 2.9. Let F', G be given by (2.1) and H £ 0. If E,y(1; F) =
By (1;G), f, g share (00, k), (0,p), where 3 < m < oo. Then
(m+1)T(r, f)+T(r,g)
N(r,0; f) + 2N(r,b; f) + N(r,00; f) + N(r,0; 9) + 2N (r,b; g)
+N(r,0059) + Nu(r,0; f, 9) + N(r, 003 f, ) —m(r,1;G)
~N(r,;F|=3)—...— (m—=2)N(r,1; F |=m)
~(m = 2N} (1, 1;F) — (m — )N} (r,1;G)
—(m = DN 1, F) + 2N pot (L F | G #£1)
—(m = 1)Neomir(r,1;G | F #1) + S(r, f) + S(r, g).

IN

Proof. By the second fundamental theorem, we get

(2.3) (n+1)T(r,f)+ (n+1)T(r,g)

N(r,1;F)+ N(r,0; f) + N(r,b; f) + N(r,00; f) + N(r, 1;G)

+N(r,0;9) + N(r,b;g) + N(r,00;g) — No(r,0; f ') = No(r, 059 )

+S(r, )+ S(r,9).

Using Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.8, we see that

(24) N(r,1;F)+ N(r,1;G)

< N LF|=1)+ N LF [=2) 4.+ N L F |=m)+Ng  (r, 1, F)

NP F) + NP (1 156) 4+ Npsmia (n 1, F | G # 1) + N(r, 1;G)

IN

IN

N.(r,0; f,9) + Nu(r,00; f,g) + N(r,b; f) + N(r,b; g) +NL)(T,1,F)
AN (1, 16) + Npsmar (L F | G #£1) + Nasmar (LG | F #£1)
AN F |=2) 4. A N L F = m)+ N o, 1 Y+ N (1,1, F)
AN (1, 1,6) + Npsmar (n LF | G #£1) + T(r,G) — m(r,1;G) + O(1)
—N(r,1;F|=2)—-2N(r,1;F|=3)—...—(m—1)N(r,1; F |=m)
N 1, F) — mNY (r, 1, F) — ( TN (1,16
—mchmH(ﬂLG | F'# 1)+ No(r,0; )+N0(7"7 0;9)+S(r, f)+S(r, g)
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< N.(r,0; f,9) + Ni(r,00; f, 9) + N(r,b; f) + N(r,b; 9)
+nT(r,g) —m(r,1;G) — N(r,1;F |=3) —2N(r,1; F |=4) — ...

~(m =N, 1 F [=m)  (m — 2N (1, F) — (m ~ DN (r, 15G)

—(m = 1)Nezma(r,1;G [ F #1) + 2Npoma (r, L F | G # 1)

~(m = DNE (1 F) + No(r,0:1) + No(r,0:9) + S(r.f) + S(r.9).
Using (2.4) in (2.3), the lemma follows. ]

Lemma 2.10. ([15]) If H =0, then F, G share (1,00).

Lemma 2.11. ([2]) Let F, G be given by (2.1) and H = 0. If f, g
share (0,0), then f and g share (0,00).

3. Proofs of the theorems

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let F and G be given by (2.1). Since
E5)(Sg, f) = E5) (Ss, f) from (1.3) and (2.1) it follows that E5)(1; F) = E5)(1; G)
. Suppose H # 0. Then by Lemma 2.9 for m =5, k=0, p =5 we get

3.1) (n+0)T(r,f)+T(r 9)
< N(r,0; f) +2N(r,b; f) + N(7,0; g) + 2N (7, b;9) + N(r,0; f [> 6)
+3N(r,00; f) =3NL(r,1;F) —4Np(r,1;G) + 2Np>¢(r, ; F | G # 1)
—4ANg>6(r, ;G| F # 1)+ S(r, f) + S(r, g).

Using Lemma 2.5 for p = 5 and Lemma 2.7 for £ = 0 and noting that
N(r,00; f,9) < §N(r,00; f) + 5N (r,00; g) we get

(3.2) (n+DT(r, f)+T(r,9)
3T(r, f) +3T(r,g) + N(r,0; f |>6) + ni—B [Ni)(r, 1;F)

IN

AN (r,1,G) + Npso(r, 1, F | G # 1) Nasg(r, ;G | F #£ 1)
HFN(r,0; f |> 6)] — 3N (r, 1, F) — AN (r, 1; G)
+2Np>6(r, 1; F | G #1) —4Ng>6(r, ;G | F # 1)

+S(r, f)+ S(r,g)
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IA

3T(r, f)+3T(r,g) + <nﬁ3> N(r,0; f |>6)

+% NY (r, 1,F) + N7 (r,1;G)

+Np>6(r, 1, F | G# 1)+ Nas6(r, 1;G | F #1)]
3N (1, 1, F) — 4N (r, 1:G) + 2N psg(r, 1, F | G # 1)
_4NG26(T7 1aG | F 7& 1) + S(Tv f) + S(Tag)

n

< 3T(r, f)+3T(r,9) + (n=3)(6n = 1) {2T(r, f)
+2(r,)+ Nolrocs L)} + g

[NE[),)(T, ISF) +Ni)(r, 1;G) +NF26(T, 1; F ’ G+ 1)
+Nazo(r, 1;G | F# 1] = 3N, (1,1 F)

—4N?(r, 1;G)+2Nps(r,; F | G # 1)

—4Ng>¢(r, ;G | F # 1)+ S(r, f) + S(r,g)

5, 5
= <3+ ERICE 1)) T f)+ (3+ ERICE 1)) T(r.g)
+

19n — 3 —
<2+ (n—3)(6n—1)> {Np>¢(r, ;F |G #1)}

19n — 3 —
— (4— (n—3)(6n—1)> {Ng>6(r, ;G | F # 1)}

In a similar manner, we can obtain

(3.3) T(r,f)+ (n+1)T(r,g)
5

5, 5
(3 - 1)> T 1)+ (3 i 3)6n - 1)> T(r,9)

+ (2 o _12;1(6;3_ 1)> Ng>6(r, ;G | F #1)

19n — 3 —
_ (4_ 8 (6n 1>> Npse(r,1; F | G # 1)+ S(r, f) + S(r, g).
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Adding (3.2) and (3.3) and using Lemma 2.3 for m = 5, we get

on
R ) RACT RS L)

- (38n _5?71_—2;?(6_7131(?7)1 - 1)) [N (r,0; f) + N(r,00; f)

+N(r,0;9) + N(r, oo;g)] + S(r, f)+ S(r,g).

That is,

<n—4— 5n _76n—12—4(n—3)(6n—1)>
(6n —1)(n —3) 5(n—3)(6n —1)

{T(r, /) +T(r,9)} <S(r, f) +5(r,9),

which is a contradiction for n > 5. So H = 0. Hence by Lemma 2.10 and
Lemma 2.11 we respectively get F' and G share (1,00) and f, g share (0, 00).
So Ef(S3,00) = E4(S3,00) and the theorem follows from Theorem A. [

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let F and G be given by (2.1). Since
Ey(S3, f) = Eg)(S3, f) from (1.3) and (2.1) it follows that Ey)(1; F) = Ey(1;G)
. Suppose H # 0. Then by Lemma 2.9 for m =4, k=1, p = oo we get

(3.4) (n+1)T(r,f)+T(r,g)
< N(r,0; f) + 2N (r,b; f) + N(r,0; g) + 2N (r, b; g) 4+ 2N (r, 00; f)
+N(r,00; f > 2) - 2N (r, 1; F) — 3N, (1, 1; G)

Now using Lemma 2.7 for k = 1 and again for kK = 0 we get

(3.5) (n+1)T(r, f) +T(r,g)
< 3T(r, f)+3T(r,9) + % N?(r, 1; F) +Wi)(r, 1;G)

+Np2s(r, L F |G #1) + Nazs(r, LG | F #1)]
1 ——4) _ —4) ]

M —5 NL(T71>F)+NL(T7LG)

—|—NF25(’I", 1, F | G +# 1) +Ngz5(’r', 1,G | F+# 1)]

—ONP(r,1; F) — 3N (r,1;G) + 2Npss(r, 1, F | G # 1)

_3NG25(7171;G ‘ F 7é 1) + S(T7f) =+ S(T7g)

_l’_
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on — 13
(n—3)(2n —5)

< 3T<r,f>+3T<r,g>+<2+ ) Niss(r L F | G #1)

on — 13 _
(8- g ) Vet G I F A4S0 + S

In a similar manner, we can obtain
(36) T(r,f)+n+1)T(rg)

5n — 13
< 3T(r, f) +3T(r,g) + <2 40

(n—3)(2n —5)

) Ness(n 1;G | F £1)

5n —13 _
) <3 - (n=3)@2n - 5)) Npzs(r LE |G #1)+ 50 f) +5(r.g).

Adding (3.5) and (3.6) and using Lemma 2.3 for m = 4, we get

(n_4_10n—26—(n—3)(2n—5)

o= I (16, )+ Tl )} < 502 ) + (),

which is a contradiction for n > 5. So H = 0. Hence by Lemma we get F' and
G share (1,00). Hence Ef(S3,00) = E4(53,00) and the theorem follows from
Theorem A. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let F and G be given by (2.1). Since
FEg)(S3, f) = E6)(S53, g) from (1.3) and (2.1) it follows that Fg(1; F') = Eg) (1; G).
Suppose H # 0. Then using Lemma 2.9 for m = 6, £ = 0, p = 3; Lemma 2.5
for p = 3 and Lemma 2.7 for £k = 0, we obtain

(37) (n+ DT f)+T(rg)
< BT, ) +3T(r,) + N0 £ 12 0+ —— [N, 1) + N, 1,6)

+Np>7(r, 1, F | G# 1)+ Nasr(r, 1,G | F # 1) + N(r,0; f |> 4)]
AN, 1, F) = 5NV (1, 1,G) + 2Npor(r, 1, F | G # 1)
_5NGZ7(T7 17 G | F ?é 1) + S(T> f) + S(Tag)
5 2n
2

5., 5
(3 RCEDE 1)) T )+ <3+ (n—3)(dn — 1)) T(r.9)

13n —3 —
+<2+ (n—3)(4n—1)> {Np>7(r,, F |G #1)}

IN

13n -3 —
- (5 T m—3)(n— 1)) Warln BETEZ D)= St ) 5 a)
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In a similar manner, we can obtain

(3.8) T(r, f)+ (n+1)T(r,g)

Sp Sp
= <3+ DT 1)) T )+ <3+ (n 3 (@n = 1)) Tr,9)

13n —3 —
~|—<2+ (n—3)(4n—1)> Ng>7(r, ;G | F #1)

13n -3 -
(= s ) V164

+S(r, f)+ S(r,g).

Adding (3.7) and (3.8), we get using Lemma 2.3 for m = 6

<n—4— 5n _26n—6—3(n—3)(4n—1)>
(n—3)(4n — 1) 3(n—3)(4n —1)
{T(r f) +T(r,9)} <S50, f) +5(r,9),

which is a contradiction for n > 5. So H = 0. Now we follow the proof of
Theorem 1.1. |
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