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A note on entire functions of infinite order
by

Mansoor Ahmad

It is well-known that for an entire function f(z) of finite order
log M(r) ~ log u(r),

where M(r) denotes the maximum modulus of f(z) and wu(r) the
maximum term of the power series for f(z), when |z| = 7.

The object of the note is to prove that the above result and a
similar result for the derivatives of f(z) hold for a much wider
class of entire functions, which, for practical purposes, can be
regarded as the whole class of entire functions. We also prove
that Theorem 2 of [1] holds, under the only condition that f(z)
is of infinite &-th order. These results are more precise than those
of Shah [2] and Shah and Khanna [8].

Let a(r) be any function which is positive and non-decreasing
for all positive r and tends to infinity with ». Let L(r) be any
positive function which tends to infinity with » and let 2 denote
any fixed positive integer. a(r) is said to be of finite 2-th order,
with respect to L(r), if there exists a fixed 4’, A’ > 1, such that

= el _ . hae)
m ,
s L) mm L(r)

where
e = Lz=Ilogz, l,o=Ilogloga,
lje=c¢e" l,x=c¢, ....
If we replace r by log r, the above condition takes the form that
= La(r}) . hLa(r)
r—o0 L (logr) 5= L (log7)
for a fixed 4’, ' > 1.
LemMma. If a(r) is of finite k-th order, with respect to L(r), then
— 1 y!
m og e _

rsoo  @(T)

for every fixed 2, 2 > 1.
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ProOF. As a first step, we consider the case when 2 = 3.
By hypothesis, there exists a fixed number H, such that
— la(e*™) lia(e")

[T H i .
MIIe ST S 2L

Putting b(r) for a(e”), we have
1b(A'r) . Lb(r)
i lim —— .
L T L 7

The interval 0 < r < oo can be divided into two sets S; and S,,
such that

 Lb(r)
lim 2 ,
=TI

for every fixed 4, A > 1, when r € S;; and that S, can be divided
into infinite sequences in such a way that, to every sequence o,
o € S,, there corresponds, at least, one fixed number 4,, 4, > 1,
which satisfies the condition that
— lb(A; - 1)

=7 -~ <H,
I =

when 7 € 6. One of the two sets S; and S, may be empty. Since

. Lb(r)
1 1
s L(r)

> H,

it is easy to see that
— 1 .
— log b(4, - 1)
rooo  b(T)

when r € ¢. Also, since

=0,

IRATCS
r—+00 L(T)

’

for every fixed 4, 1 > 1, when r € S;, we have

Lb(Ar)

L(r) ’
when r > ry(1) and r € S;; and so, it follows easily that there
exists, at least, one continuous function ¢(r) such that ¢(r) > 1
for all 7, 0 < r << o and ¢(r) — 1, as r — o0, such that
Lb(r - ¢)

Im
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where ¢ = ¢(r) and r € S;. Since

—_— l:;b(l"l')

1 )
o L)

it follows easily that
— 1 !
im log b(A'r)
rao0 O(r - @)

9

when r € S,. Consequently, replacing i, and A’ by smaller constants

u, and u’ respectively, we have
=— log b(u, - rep) 0
oo b(r) ’

when r € ¢ and
=— logb(u’-7- ¢) — 0
r—c0 b(r - ¢) ’

when r € S;. Let S, S; and ¢’ denote the sets which correspond
to S, S, and o respectively, when r is replaced by log r. We have
2o ")
r>00 a(rv)
where 7 € ¢’ and
— loga(r*""¥)

0,
rooo (1)

when reS;, where v = ¢ (logr) and w, corresponds to u,.
Putting ¥ = R, we have

i log a(4 - r¥)
r—00 a("'w)

for every fixed 4, 4 > 1, there being no restriction on r. Hence
putting 7¥ = R the lemma follows.
Similarly, let us consider the case when 2 = 4 and let H be
a fixed number such that
Tim l4a(‘3’w) . ha(e) .

m < H < lim
rac0  L(r) oo L(r)

Putting b(r) for a(e’), we have ‘
— Lb(Ar) . Lb(r)
e TR ey

As before, the interval 0 < r < oo can be divided into two sets
S, and S, such that
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l
AT

e L(r)

’

for every fixed 4, A > 1, when r € S; and that S, can be divided
into infinite sequences in the same way as before. Consequently,
we have

— log b(4'

i g b))

rvoo O(r @)
when r € S;, where ¢ has the same meaning as before. The set
S, can be divided into two sets S; and Sj, such that

1,b(ir)
s L(r) =

for every fixed 4, A > 1, when r € S3; and that S can be divided
into infinite sequences in the same way as before. So, it follows
easily that there exists, at least, one continuous function x(r),
satisfying the same conditions as ¢(r), such that

L) _
L(r)
where y = y(r) and 7 € S}. Since
— U;b(4, -
lim 3_(”_7_) < H,
roco  L(r)

when r € 0 C S,, it follows that
— log b(4, -
Tim log b(4, - 7) —0,
v b(r 7)

when r € 0 n S;. Consequently, we have
—— log b(A'r)
lim ————~
roo O @+ 1)

ki

when r € S; and
— log b(4, - 1)
rao0 O(r @ %)

when r € 60 1 S;. Now, as before, it follows that

=0,

1 A o1
g g a(d %)
r—o00 a(’r%xl)

for every fixed A, A >1, where ¢, = ¢ (logr) and y, = y(logr).
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Proceeding, just in the same way, it follows that the lemma
holds for all %, & > 1.

ReEMARk. If
— La(@) .. liml a(r)
lim * =~ 7 < lim — A7
rl—glo L(T) < rl—»rg L(T)
where % and %, are any fixed integers or zero, we put
a,(r) =1, a(r) and so, a,(r) is a function of finite (k—%,+1)-th
order. Therefore, by the lemma, we have

i log an(Or) _

rooo @y(T)

for every fixed 4, 2 > 1; and thus it follows that
o log a(Ar) <1
roco  Q(T)

THEOREM 1. If f(2) is an entire function and if either log M (r)
is of finite k-th order, with respect to L(r), or M(r) is of finite
k-th order, with respect to L(r), and

LM(r)

e Togr) >

then
(i) log M(r) ~ log u(r)
(ii) log (reMe(r)) ~ log u(r),
where M%(r) denotes the maximum modulus of the q-th differential
coefficient of f(z), when |z| = r.
Proor oF (i). For an entire function, we have [5, § 4]
log u(r) < log M(r) < {140(1)} log u(r)+2 log »(hr)
= {140(1)} log u(r)+2 log log w(h'r)
= {1+40(1)} log u(h'r)+2 log log u(h'r)
= {1+o0(1)} log u(h'r) (1)

for all large r, h and k' being fixed numbers such that 2’ > & > 1.
If M(r) is of finite %-th order, with respect to L(r), we have

— LM 1.M(r)
lim = < H < lim
rooo Ly(r) oo Ly(r)
where L,(r) = L (log r). Therefore, if 2" is a fixed number such
that 2’ > 1" > 1, by (1), we have

’
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— LuNNy  — LM@Yy . LM(r) .. Lu(k'r)
im ———= < lim < lim < lim .
ro00 L(r) raoo Ly(7) oo Li(r) — ra Ly(r)
Since, by hypothesis,
lim M@ _
rvoo Ly(7)
by (1) it follows that
Lu(h'r)

im
700 Ly(7)
and so, by the method of proof of the lemma, it follows that

— Lu(lr) — Lu(Ah'r)
lim = =lim =—— =0
,]_I,l; Liu(r) ,1_2,10 Lu(h'r)

for every fixed 4, 2 > 1. The rest of the proof, now, follows easily
by (1).

Proor oF (ii). Let

We have
q—1
u(r) £ M(r) < 3 |a,|r+reMo(r) < 2rM(r)
n=1

for all » > ry, A being independent of r; and

riTMYr) < > n(n—1)--- (n—g+1)la,lr"

iMe

Also, in the notations of [5, § 4], for n = p, we have

nn—1)-- (n—g+1)a,)r" < nn—1)- - (n—g-+1)e %"
r n—p+1
< n(n—1) -+ (n—q+1)u(r) (E) .
Therefore, we have ’
F(r) S ()3 n(n—1) - - - (n—g-+1)

q

+u(r) 3 nn—1)--- (n—q+1) (R;)n_l.

s M8

Now, if we take
1

rv3(r)

p=v@+ )+L

we can easily prove that
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riMo(r) < Ap*u(r)+ Bp*(g+1)1v(r)***?,

4 and B being independent of 7.
Since

1
— (,«+ W) +1 < »(2r)+1 < Clog u(3r)+o(1),

C being independent of 7, the rest of the proof follows the same
lines as before.

THEOREM 2. For an entire function which satisfies the condition

iim Lo M(r) _
roco lOgT
m LM(r) L, M(r) - - L, M(r)

r=00 v(r)

where k is fixed.

b

=0,

Proor. By [5, § 4], we have
log u(r) < log M(r) < {140(1)} log u(r)+2 log »(&'r)

for all r > ry,, £ being any fixed number greater than 1. Also,
we have

1
v(br) log n < log u(r),

b being any fixed positive numberless than 1. Consequently,
we have

log u(r) < log M(r) < {1+o0(1)}log u(r)+log log u(ar)
=< {140(1)}log u(ar) < 2 log u(ar)
for all r > 7, a being any fixed number greater than 1. Therefore,

we have
fim Leya M (r) Tim L yau(r) .

oo logr oo logr
Now, by [1, § 4, (8)], we have

i BURILU(R,) - Lu(R,)

b »(R,)
Given ¢, let E denote the set of all positive integers n, (p=1,2,-- )

such that

Lu(R,)lu(Ry,) - - Lu(R,,)

»(R,,)

= 0.

<e (m=mn,,ny--").
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By [2, § 2], in Case A, we have
LM(R,) < {1+o0(1)}u(R,)+2Lv(R,,)
< 4l B(R,)
for m > m,, where B(R,,) = max (u(R,,), »(R,)), and so
lM(R,) <l.B(R,)+o(1),

where « is any fixed integer greater than 1.
Since B(R,) = u(R,,) or »(R,,), it follows easily that

o BRI M(Ry) -+ WM (Ry)
A »(Rn)

In Case B, if R,,,; > R,,, we have

= 0.

1 1
Li(Ru) < bs(Ra) + 2 < Ll B) (1 7o)

1 1
Lyti(Rons) < Iy (llu<Rm>+ —) < Lu(Ra) (1+ )

1 1
B(Rass) < BulRa)+ 2= < hau(Ra) (14 )

for m > m,.

Since
1 \* 1
(1+——)<1+——
. mR,, m
if
k1l 1-|-——:l <1 1+1)
og( mR og( m,
or if
k 1 1
. mR, ~m  2m?
or if
k
R_<l""%=%’

which is true, if m > my(k), we have
Lu(Ryyy)hu(Rypyq) * *  hw(Rynsa) < m (1+ 1 )k Lu(Rn)
m-+1 m+-1 mR,, m
<&

and so m-+1 € E. Similarly m+2, m+38, - - - € E. The rest of the
proof is the same as in [2, § 2].
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THEOREM 3. For an entire function of infinite order

Ar log u(r)
g 3 (4 S0

li -
o »(r) ‘

where H(r) is any positive function such that
® 1
'mzl "’(Rm)H(Rm)
is convergent and H(r) = o(»(r)), 2 being any fixed positive
number.

Proor. By [2, § 2], we have
log u(R,,)
v(Ry)

Either [Case A] there exists a subsequence of integers
K,(t=1,2,...) tending to infinity such that

A’ log u(R,,)
Ry > R (14 vz(Rm)Hmm))
in which case
MR, log u(R,,)
”( " A(R,)H(R,)

or [Case B] for all large m, say m > N, wheremen,(p=1,2,-+-),

A" log w(R,,) )
R, = 14—
o & B (4 S
in which case either R,,,, =R, and then m+len,(p=1,2,8,--*)
or Rm+1 > Rm’

(m =mny, ny,+ ).

(m =K, 2 > 1)

) = (R (2)

log u (Rus) _ 1
W(Rpr) — mA1

{log w(R,)+ f freio(z) dw}

R, @
{log u(R,,)+m log (1 + ,%)Z%%)}

log u(R,,)+4' mH(R,)

log u(R,,) 4 84 Fn) “(R"‘)}

m

1 { log u(Rm)}
{
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and so m+1len, (p =1,2,...). Similarly

m—+42, m+48,---€en, p=1,2,---)
Let men, (p=1,2,...)and m > N. Then

m+p—1 ﬂ,’ lOg u(Rn)
R,., <R, I;I” (1 m)
m+p—1 AMe ”(Rn)
<R, II (1 + m)

< a constant

which leads to a contradiction. Proving thereby that Case B is
untenable and (2) holds
Now, putting

in the inequality

we have
log M(r) < {1+o0(1)} log u(r —|—3logv( +;—1_)
v
Since H(r) = o(»(r)), by (2), we have

AR, log u(R, ))

log M (R, + A(R,)H(R,)

ARp log u (Rm)
v2(Rm)H(Rm) VO

< {14+0(1)} {log uw(R,,)+ d

Bm

iR, log (k)

§{1+o(1)}{10gU( )+”(R+ %R, )H(R,,)

MR, log u(R,,)

o (Rt S SR )
AR, 1

oo (Rt S5 i 5 )
Alog u(R,,)

SRR TR R

= {1+o(1)} log u(R,) +



[11] A note on entire functions of infinite order 269

REMARKS. .

(1) It is easy to see that, if f(2) is an entire function for which
log M(r) is a function of finite 2-th order, with respect to L(r),
and if ¢(r) is any positive function which is continuous for all
positive r and differentiable in adjacent intervals; and which
tends steadily to infinity with r, such that

— log log M (r)
lim ——————
ro00 o(r)

’
then, since

log M (r) ~ log u(r),

— —_ 1 _
fim — v(r) > Tm log log u(r) — Tm log log M (r)
raoo 1@ (1) log u(r) = s @(r) raco  @(r)
and, consequently, we have
lim ro’(r) log M(r) —o,
reoo v(r)

where ¢'(r) denotes the differential coefficient of ¢(r) at all the
points where it exists. For this class of functions, this result is
more general than that of Shah [2, Theorem 1]

(ii) Theorem 1 of [4] can be put in a more general form as
follows. If f(z) is an entire function for which T'(r, f) is of finite
k-th order, with respect to L(r); and if ¢(r) satisfies the same
conditions as in (i), such that

- log (f; T(:’ A dw)

700 @(r)

=p>0;

and if f,(z) is an entire function such that T'(r, f,) = o(T(r, f)),

then
r T X
’rtp'(r) .f ﬁ_f.) dax
lim n_ %
700 N(r, —H)
for every entire function f,(z), with one possible exception.
This can be easily proved by using the lemma, the method of
(i) and the form of the second fundamental theorem of Nevan-
linna, given in [4, (4)].
(iii) Theorem 38 of [4] can be put in a more general form as
follows. If f(2) is an entire function for which T'(r, f) is of finite

IA

2
P
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k-th order, with respect to L(r), if f,(z) is an entire function such
that T(r, f,) = o(T(r, {)) and if 7,, (m =1,2,...) is any positive
sequence which tends steadily to infinity with m, then

Tl )
M N it =

for every entire function f,(2), with one possible exception.
(iv) Similar modifications can be made in Theorems 2 (i), 5,
6,7 (i) and 8 (i) of [4] and Theorems 38, 4 and 5 of [1].
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