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STRONG UNIQUENESS POLYNOMIALS: THE COMPLEX CASE

TA THI HOAI AN, JULIE TZU-YUEH WANG, AND PIT-MANN WONG

ABSTRACT. The theory of strong uniqueness polynomials, satisfying the sepa-
ration condition (first introduced by Fujimoto [4]), for complex meromorphic
functions is quite complete. We construct examples of strong uniqueness poly-
nomials which do not necessary satisfy the separation condition by constructing
regular 1-forms of Wronskian type, a method introduced in [2]. We also use
this method to produce a much easier proof in establishing the necessary and
sufficient conditions for a polynomial, satisfying the separation condition, to
be a strong uniqueness polynomials for meromorphic functions and rational
functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recall that a polynomial P defined over C is said to be an uniqueness polynomial
for meromorphic (respectively, rational) functions if it satisfies the condition P(f) =
P(g) for non-constant meromorphic functions f, g implies that f = g; P is said to
be a strong uniqueness polynomial if it satisfies the condition P(f) = ¢P(g) for
non-constant meromorphic (respectively, rational) functions f,g and some non-
zero constant ¢ implies that ¢ = 1 and f = g. A polynomial P is said to separate
the roots of its deriwative P’ if P(a) # P(f) for any distinct roots « and § of
P’. For simplicity, we shall refer to this simply as the separation condition. A
fairly complete picture of strong uniqueness polynomials for meromorphic functions
(resp. rational functions) satisfying the separation condition is now known due to
the works of Fujimoto ([4], [5]), and An and Wang [I] (resp. Khoai and An [6],
and Wang [8]). As it turns out the separation condition though sufficient is not
necessary. The first result (see Theorem 1) of this article is to construct examples
of strong uniqueness polynomials not satisfying the separation condition using the
method of constructing regular 1-forms of Wronskian type introduced in [2]. For
polynomials satisfying the separation condition, the method of [2] also allows us
to give a much easier proof of the necessary and sufficient conditions of strong
uniqueness for rational functions (cf. [8]), and meromorphic functions (cf. [I]).
The arguments in [8] and [1] using the truncated second main theorem for rational

functions and meromorphic functions are no longer needed using the method of this
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article. The method also avoids some of the rather technical arguments of quadratic

transformation used in [8] and [I]. The main results are as follows.

Theorem 1. Let P(X) = a, X"+ > i ya; X" (0 <m < n,a; € C and an,an, # 0)
be a polynomial of degree n. Let I = {i|a; 20}, l=min{i |t € I} and J = {i—1 |
1 € I}. Then the following statements are valid.

(i) If n—m > 3 then P is a strong uniqueness polynomial for rational functions
if and only if the greatest common divisor of the indices in I is 1 and the
greatest common divisor of the indices in J is also 1.

(ii) If n —m > 4 then P is a strong uniqueness polynomial for meromorphic
functions if and only if the greatest common divisor of the indices in I is 1

and the greatest common divisor of the indices in J is also 1.

In the Theorem above it is possible that 0 € J and we use the convention that
0 is divisible by all integers.
Remark 1. If n —m > 3 and the greatest common divisor of the indices in J is 1
then #I > 3. For if #I = 2 then I = {n,m}. Hence | = m and J = {n — m, 0}.
By our convention, the greatest common divisor of the indices in J is n —m > 3.
Thus P cannot be a strong uniqueness polynomial.
Remark 2. Theorem [I] can be stated for more general polynomials. Let P(X) =
X"+ ap, 1 X" ' 4+a,_2X"2+---4a;X +ag be a polynomial of degree n defined
over C, and let Py(X) = P(X —*22) = X" +bp o X" 24by_3 X" ?4- - +b X +bo.
If

(A) ap—2 =

then b,,_o = 0; if
n—1 (n—1)(n—2)
2n 6n2

then b,_o = b,_3 = 0. Thus Py(X) is a polynomial for which Theorem 1 is appli-

(B) Up—g = a2, and a, 3= ad_,
cable. It is clear that P is a strong uniqueness polynomial (for rational functions

or meromorphic functions) if and only if Py is a strong uniqueness polynomial.

The following concept plays an important role in the strong uniqueness Theorems

for polynomials satisfying the separation condition.

Definition. A subset S of C is said to be affine rigid if no non-trivial affine

transformation of C preserves S.

Theorem 2. Let P(X) be a polynomial of degree n over C, and P'(X) = MX —

a)™ (X —a;)™ where X is a nonzero constant and «; # o for 1 <i# j <l.
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Suppose that P(X) satisfies the separation condition, i.e., P(a;) # P(ay) if i # j.
Then

(i) P(X) is a uniqueness polynomial for rational functions if and only if | > 3,
orl =2 and min{my, ma} > 2.

(ii) P(X) is a strong uniqueness polynomial for rational functions if and only
if the set of zeros of P is affinely rigid and one of the following conditions
is satisfied: (a) | = 2,min{mq,ma} > 2, or (b) I > 3, except when n =
4, mi=mo=m3=1 and

Pla1) _ P(az)  P(as)

= = =w, where w? +w +1 = 0.
P(az)  Plas)  Pla)

Theorem 3. Let P(X) be a polynomial of degree n over C, and P'(X) = AM(X —
a)™ .. (X —ap)™ where X is a nonzero constant and «; # o for 1 <i# j<lI.
Suppose that P(X) satisfies the separation condition, i.e., P(ay) # P(ay) if i # j
and that the set of zeros of P is affinely rigid. Then

(i) P(X) is a uniqueness polynomial for meromorphic functions if and only
if one of the following conditions is satisfied: (a) | > 3, except when n =
4, my = mg = m3 = 1; or (b) I = 2 and min{my,ma} > 2 except when
n=>5, my =mq=2.

(ii) P(X) is a strong uniqueness polynomial for meromorphic functions if and
only if the set of zeros of P is affinely rigid and one of the following con-
ditions is satisfied: (a) 1 > 3, except when n =4, m; = mg =mg = 1; or

() I =2 and min{m1,ma} > 2 except when n =>5, m; =mg = 2.

For polynomials of the special type (X — o)™ + a(X — o)™ + b, we have the

following complete characterization.

Corollary 1. Let P(X) = (X —a)" +a(X — @)™ + b be a polynomial of degree n
and 1 <m<n-—1. Then

(i) P(X) is a uniqueness polynomial for rational functions if and only if n > 4,
n—m > 2, gcd(n,m) =1 and a # 0;

(ii) P(X) is a strong uniqueness polynomial for rational functions if and only
ifn>4,n—m>2 gedin,m)=1,a#0, and b # 0;

(iii) P(X) is a uniqueness polynomial for meromorphic functions if and only if
n>5n—m>2 ged(n,m) =1 and a # 0;

(iv) P(X) is a strong uniqueness polynomial for meromorphic functions if and
onlyifn>5,n—m>2 ged(n,m)=1,a#0, and b # 0.
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The idea, as usual, is to show that the following curves, associated to the poly-
nomial P, in P?(C) is Brody hyperbolic (in our case this is equivalent to Kobayashi

hyperbolic because the curves under consideration are compact):
C=[F(X,Y,Z)=0], Cc = [F(X,Y,Z) = 0],c # 0,1

where F(X,Y, Z) is the homogenization of the polynomial:
P(X) - P(Y)
X-Y
and F.(X,Y, Z) is the homogenization of the polynomial:
P(X)—cP(Y), c#0,1.

Remark. The set of zeros of P(X) is affinely rigid if and only if F(X,Y,Z) and
each F.(X,Y,Z), ¢ # 0, 1, have no linear factors

A projective curve is Brody hyperbolic if and only if the genus of the curve is
at least 2. We also say that a projective curve C' is algebraically hyperbolic if every
algebraic map f : C — C is constant. It is well-known that a projective curve
is algebraically hyperbolic if and only if the genus of the curve is at least 1. For
general P the singularities of C' and C. can be complicated which makes it difficult
to use the classical genus formula. Moreover, one needs irreducibility of the curves
in order to apply the genus formula and, unfortunately irreducibility is usually
very difficult to verify even for the special type of polynomials that we are using.
For these reasons we adopt the approach in [2] by constructing sufficiently many
explicit non-trivial regular 1-forms of Wronskian type on these curves under the
assumptions of Theorem 1. The main advantage of using Wronskian type 1-forms
is that it is only necessary to show that there is no linear factor (component).
The reason being that a curve is Brody (resp. algebraic) hyperbolic if and only
each of its components is Brody (resp. algebraic) hyperbolic. A regular 1-form
of Wronskian is non-trivial on a component if and only if the component is non-
linear and the existence of g linearly independent regular 1-form(s) on a component
implies that the component must be of genus at least g. We shall introduce the
notion of regular 1-forms of Wronskian type in section 2 and show via examples
how these forms may be constructed. This procedure will then be applied to the

curves C and C, in section 3.

2. REGULAR 1-FORMS OF WRONSKIAN TYPE

In this section we deal with the practical problem of computing the genus of a
curve in P2(C). For a smooth curve this is easily computed via the well-known

genus formula g = (n — 1)(n — 2)/2 where n is the degree of the smooth curve.



STRONG UNIQUENESS POLYNOMIALS: THE COMPLEX CASE 5

Note that (n — 1)(n — 2)/2 is the number of distinct monomials of degree n — 3
in zg, z1 and zo. There is also a genus formula for irreducible singular curves in
terms of the Milnor number and the number of local branches at each of the sin-
gular point. It is usually quite a chore in computing these invariants when the
singularity is complicated; moreover, it is usually extremely difficult to check their
irreducibility condition. On the other hand, in Nevanlinna Theory a priori knowl-
edge of irreducibility is usually not necessary. The process, based on the Second
Main Theorem, will automatically break down if the curve has any component of
genus one. The reason being that, in the Second Main Theorem there is a ramifica-
tion term which comes from the Wronskian of a map into projective space. For this
reason we shall develop a procedure of computing genus, based on the Wronskian,
without a priori knowledge of irreducibility. The main idea is as follows. Observe
that

Zi 7
T | iy =dA() i#]
Z] ZJ Zq R ZJ

being the differential of a well-defined rational function is a well-defined rational

1-form on P?(C) with homogeneous coordinates zg, 21 and z3. Denote

Z3 Z5

W(Ziazj) = dz; d,;j

= Zide — ZJle

Thus, for any rational function ¢ on P?(C) then, for i # j:

W (zi, z; : :
¢M’ Wz, 2j) = 2i%j |de  dz
ZJ Z; Zj

is a well-defined rational 1-form on P?(C). Equivalently, for any homogeneous

polynomials R and S such that deg S = deg R + 2 then

R o W (2, 24) _zgR
(2.1) SW(ZZ,Z]) =9 o o= 5

J

is a well-defined rational 1-form on P?(C).

Definition 2.1. Let C C P?(C) be an algebraic curve. A 1-form on C is said to
be regular if it is the restriction (more precisely, the pull-back) of a rational 1-form
on P2(C) such that the pole set of w does not intersect C. A 1-form is said to be
of Wronskian type if it is of the form (2.1) above.

To see how a regular 1-form of Wronskian type may be constructed we start
by dealing with non-singular curves where the idea is most transparent and then

extend this to the singular case in the next section.
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Let P(Zy,Z1,Z2) be a homogeneous polynomial of degree n and let
C = {[z0, 21,22 € P*(C) | P(20, 21, 22) = 0}.

Then, by Euler’s Theorem, for [zg, 21, 22] € C, we have

oP
) 8—20(20721,22) + 21 8—21(20721722) + 22 =— (20, 21, 22) = 0.

822
The (Zariski) tangent space of C' is defined by the equation P(zo, 21, 22) = 0 and

P oP oP
dzg —(Zo, 21, 2’2) +dz —(20, 21, 22) + dzo —(Zo, 21, 2’2) =0.

020 0z Dz2
These may be expressed as
OP
20 — (20, 21, 22) + 21 = (20, 21, 22) = —22 — (20, 21, 22),
0820(0 1,22) 1821(0 1,22) 2622(0 1,22)

P P P
dZO 6—20(2’0, 21, 22) + le 2—21(2’0, 21, 22) = —dZQ 8—22(20, 21, ZQ).

Then by Cramer’s rule, we have, on C'

oP N W(Zl,Zg) oP OP - W(ZQ,ZQ)&_P

8_20 - W(zo,zl)(?_zz’ 62’1 - W(Zo,zl) 62’2

provided that W (zg, 21) # 0 on any component of C, i.e., the defining homogeneous

polynomial of C' has no linear factor of the form azy + bz;. Thus

W(Zl,ZQ) - W(ZQ,ZQ) - W(ZQ,Zl)

2—2(20721,22) a 3—5(20721722) a 3—2(20721722)

(2.2)

is a globally well-defined rational 1-form on any component of 7=1(C) c C3\ {0}
where (7 : C3\ {0} — P?(C) is the Hopf fibration); provided that, of course,
the expressions make sense, i.e. the denominators are not identically zero when
restrict to a component of m~*(C). For our purpose, we also require that the form
given by (2.2) is not identically trivial when restrict to a component of w1(C).
This is equivalent to the condition that the Wronskians in the formula above are
not identically zero, i.e., the defining homogeneous polynomial of C has no linear

factor of the form az; + bz; where a,b e C,0<14,j <2 andi#j. If

oP oP oP
[P:O]ﬁ[a—zo:0]0[8—a:0]m[8—Q=0]=@

(i.e., C is smooth) then, at any point, one of the expression in (2.2) is regular at
the point, hence so are the other expressions. This means that

zZ1 zZ9
le dZQ
(2.3) nN=—"=>=5p

9z9
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is regular on 7~1(C) (note that the form 7 is not well-defined on C unless n = 3,
see (2.1)). The form (n = deg P)

21 2 21 Z2
9.4 _ dz1 dzs 26171 _ dz1 dzs n—3 _3
( . ) W= 22 9P P 20 =%y 7N
0 6Zo 820

is a well-defined (again by (2.1)) rational 1-form on C. Moreover, as 7 is regular
on C, the 1-form w is also regular if n > 3. If n = 3 then w = n and if n > 4 then
w is regular and vanishes along the ample divisor [26173 = 0] N C. Thus for any

homogeneous polynomial @ = Q(zo, 21, 22) of degree n — 3, the 1-form

Q
n—3Y = QT]
&)

is regular on C' and vanishes along [@ = 0]. Note that the dimension of the vector
space of homogeneous polynomials of degree n — 3 (a basis is given by all possible

monomials) is
(n—1)(n—-2)
2
We summarize these in the following Proposition:

= genus of C.

Proposition 2.2. Let C = {[20,21,22] € P?(C)|P(z0,21,22) = 0} be a non-
singular curve of degree n > 3. If n = 3 then the space of regular 1-forms on

C is {cn|c € C} where n is defined by (2.2). If n > 4 let
{Qi ] Q; is a monomial of degree n — 3,1 <i < (n—1)(n—2)/2}

be a basis of homogeneous polynomials of degree n — 3 then

(n=Dn-2),

{wi=Qin|1<i< 5
is a basis of the space of reqular 1-forms on C.

Next we extend the construction to some examples of singular curves.

Example 1. Let Py, (20,21,22) = 2§ + 2725 "+ 28 =0,n>m>1. Ifn=m
then the curve C' = [Py, n(20, 21, 22) = 0] is non-singular and so by Proposition 2.2,

if n = 3 then all holomorphic 1-forms are constant multiples of

21 22
le d22
n= —Z
If n = 4 then
21 22 21 z2 21 Z2
0 le d22 1 le dZQ 2 le d22
—

is a basis of holomorphic 1-forms on Cl 4.
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Consider now the case n > m > 1 then

OPpyn/0z0 = nz{fﬁl =0,
0Py /021 = mz{nflzgfm =0,

0Py /022 = (m —n)zl2zy ™ 4 nzli=t = 0.

If m + 1 = n the curve Cy,, = {[20, 21, 22] € P3(C) | Pi.n(20, 21, 22) = 0} is still
smooth. If n = m + 2 > 3 then (), , is singular with a unique singular point at
[0,1,0]. Proposition 2.2 does not apply to singular curves but the procedure of the
construction of holomorphic forms can be modified as follows. The identities (2.2)
is now of the form:

Wiz, 22)  Wi(z,20) W (2o, 21)

nzy ! (n—2)2""322  25(220" 2 4 nzl7?)

where the denominators now have common zero. Instead of taking

z2 20 22 20

d22 dZQ dZQ dZQ
n= oP = n—3_2
B2 2 %

(as in the smooth case) which is not regular, we take

22 <0 20 21
dZQ dZO dZQ le
n= n—3 = (n - 2) n—2 n—2
L) 22077 + nzy

which is regular on 771(C,,.,) because the common zero of the denominators are

given by the equation [z1 = 292 = 0], i.e., the point [1,0,0] which is not on Cy, .

Hence
29 20 %) 20
—4
. ng dZQ zgzg 29 . dZQ dZO n—4 _ _n—4
w = 2 n—3.2 —  .n-3 Zg =% N
20 z7 4 21 "z

is globally well-defined on Cy, », regular and vanishing along (n — 4)[zp = 0]. This
implies that if n = 4 then w = 7 is a global regular 1-form on Cy, 4. If n = 5 then
w = zgn is globally regular and vanishes along the ample divisor [zg = 0]. Indeed
we see that

fw=

20 | %2 20

d22 dZQ

21 21 | Z2 20

d22 dZQ

22 22 | Z2 20

dZQ dZO

}

3 )

20 A= 24 2,= 2
2229 20 2229 20 2329

are linearly independent holomorphic 1-forms on C3 5 hence the genus of Cs 5 is
S>3 (571)2(572) _3

More generally if n = m + k, k > 3 then
W(Z1522) o W(227Z0) W(ZO;ZI)

nzy ! (n — k)20 F 12k B 2B (k2R g R
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and
22 20
dZQ dZO
n= n—k—1
2 Z9
is regular on 7~ 1(C,y,.) hence
22 20 22 20
—k
dz dZO Zgzg dz dZO n—k—2 n—k—2 m—2
w= 2 -1, =1, ~0 =2 n=zy 1
Z 207"z P A
0 1 2 1 2

is globally well-defined on C,, ,,, regular and vanishing along (n — k — 2)[2o = 0] if
m=mn—k>2. Let {Q1,...,Qm(m—1)/2} be a basis of monomials of degree m — 2
in {29, 21, 22} then

{Qin]i=1,...m(m—1)/2}
are linearly independent global regular 1-forms on Cp, 4k, m > 2,k > 2. Thus the
genus of Cypy pyr > m(m —1)/2 for all m > 2,k > 2.

The procedure of this section will be applied in the next section to deal with the

situation of uniqueness polynomials.

3. THE CASE P(X) = P(Y)

Let C be a plane curve (not necessarily irreducible) defined by a homogeneous

polynomial R(X,Y, Z) =0 over K and let p be a point of C. A holomorphic map

(31) (b = (¢07¢15¢2) : AE = {t eK | |t| < E} - Ov <P(O) =p

is referred to as a holomorphic parameterization of C' at p. Local holomorphic
parameterization exists for sufficiently small e. A rational function @ on the curve
C' is represented by A/B where A and B are homogeneous polynomials in X,Y, Z
such that B¢ is not identically zero. Thus @ o ¢ is a well-defined meromorphic

function on A, with Laurent expansion
Qo¢(t) = Z a;tt, G 7 0.
The order of @ o ¢ at t = 0 is by definition m and shall be denoted by

(3.2) ordy ¢@Q = ordi=Q(¢(1)).

The function @ o ¢ is holomorphic if and only if m > 0. The rational function
Q@ is regular at p if and only if @ o ¢ is holomorphic for all local holomorphic
parameterizations of C' at p.

Let P(X) be a polynomial of degree n:

P(X) :Xn‘f'CLme‘i‘amlem_l+"'+a1X+a07a’7TL3£0
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defined over C. We have
P(X)=n(X —a)™..(X —a)™

where o; # «; for i # j and m; > 1. Thus X = o is a root of order m; + 1 of
P(X) — P(«;) hence:

n

(3.3) P(X)=Plai) = > bij(X =), bim1 # 0,bin #0.

j=m;+1

A polynomial P is said to separate the roots of P’ if
(3.4) P(a;) # P(aj) forall 1 <i # 35 <.

Let F(X,Y, Z) be the homogenization of the polynomial
P(X)-P(Y) & «— -
( )g—Y( ) :kz::lakj:oXk o
ie., F(X,Y,Z) = Z{P(X/Z) — P(Y/Z)}/(X — Y).
Remark. X — Y is not a factor of F(X,Y,Z) since F(X,X,1) = P(X) # 0.
Y —aZ or X —aZ, a €k, is not a factor of F(X,Y,Z) either since P(Y) # P(a)
and P(X) # P(a).
For each 1 < ¢ < [ we may, by (3.3), express the polynomial F(X,Y,Z) as a
polynomial in (X — a;Z) and (Y — o, Z):

v gy Xz (Y —aiZ)
(3.5) F(X.Y.Z) = j:;l[bw v 12",

bims+1 7 0,b;n # 0. It is clear that the points (o, ;,1) € C = [F(X,Y,Z) =
0,1 < i < I. On the other hand, the separation condition (3.4) implies that
(ai,aj,1) ¢ C if i # j. Denote by P'(X,Z) = Z"'P'(X/Z) and P'(Y,Z) =
Z"1P'(Y/Z) the homogenization of the polynomials P’(X) and P’(Y) respec-
tively, then

l l
(3.6) P'(X,2)=n][(X —2), P(Y,Z) =n]](Y - :2).
i=1 i=1

By the remark above it is clear that P’(X, Z) and P’(Y, Z) are not identically zero
on any component of C. Differentiating the polynomial F(X,Y, Z) yields:

OF v 5 P(X.2) - F(X,Y, 2)
T WA Y.2)
F -P(Y,Z)+ F(X,Y,Z

37 o _ bl y Ly
oF

—(X,Y,Z) = (n —m)anZ" " (S XY ZH, o)
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where H,,,_2(X,Y, Z) is a homogenous polynomial of degree m — 2. Let

X Y
dX dY

Y Z
ay dz

zZz X

WX, Y)= dZ dx

: W(Y,Z):’

: W(Z,X):’

be the Wronskians which are regular 1-forms on C? then (see (2.2) or [2]):

W(X,Y) W(Y.Z) W(ZX)
(3.8) VS Ter T T eE T oF
0z 0X oY

is a well-defined non-trivial rational 1-form on (any component of) 7—1(C) (7 :
C3\ {0} — P? is the usual fibration and C = [F(X,Y, Z) = 0] is a curve in P?). It
is well-defined and non-trivial because, by (3.6) and (3.8), the restriction of F/0X
to C'is
P(X,Z X—-a;Z

(3.9) X(_Y)an(X_Y ).

By the remark after (3.4), X — «;Z, X —Y and W(Y, Z) are not identically zero
on any component of C. Moreover, for any homogeneous polynomials A(X,Y, Z)

and B(X,Y, Z) with deg B = deg A + 2, the rational 1-forms

RX,Y,Z)W(X,Y),R(X,Y,Z2)W(Y,Z),R(X,Y,Z)W(Z,X)

with R(X,Y, Z) = A(X,Y,Z)/B(X,Y, Z) are globally well-defined on P? (see sec-
tion 2 or [2]).

The next result provides sufficient conditions for the hyperbolicity of the curve C'

for a class of polynomials which does not necessary satisfy the separation condition.

Proposition 3.1. Let P(X) = X"+ a, X +am 1 X™ 1+ +a1 X +ag, am #0,
be a polynomial of degree n. Assume that the curve C = [F(X,Y,Z) = 0] has no
linear component. Then C' is algebraically hyperbolic if n — m > 3 and is Brody

hyperbolic if n —m > 4.

Proof. By (3.7) the rational 1-form ~ defined by (3.8) satisfies the condition

(X —Y)W(X, Z)
P'(Y, Z)

(X —Y)W(Y,Z)
P'(X,2)

(3.10) -

_ W(X,Y)
C (n—m)ap Zrm L (XMl XY e Y ZH, )

on 7 1(C) where P'(X,Z) and P'(Y,Z) are given by (3.6). If v is trivial on an
irreducible component of 7=1(C) then F(X,Y,1) has a linear factor contradict-

ing the assumption that F(X,Y,Z) has no linear factor. Thus ~ is non-trivial
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on any component of C. Let L(X,Y,Z) be any linear form and K(X,Y,Z) =
Z"‘m_‘l(Xm_1 + XY 4. Y4 ZHm_g), then the rational 1-form
LX,Y, Z)
(n —m)a, 23
is well-defined on P? because the denominator (of the coefficient of W (X,Y)) is

two degrees higher than the numerator (see the remark before the Proposition).

(3.11) wi=L(X,Y,2)K(X,Y, Z)y = W(X,Y)

For the same reason, the rational 1-form

1
(n—m)am,Z>
(where G(X,Y,Z) = Zn~m=3(X™m~ L 4 XM72Y + ... 4+ Y™ 1 4 ZH,, 5)) is well-

defined on P2. It is clear that the pull-back of w to the curve C' is non-trivial on

(3.12) 0:=G(X,Y,Z)y = W(X,Y)

each component of C. We claim that it is also regular. From the definition (3.11)
it is clear that the only possible poles of w are the points [Z = 0]NC. On the other
hand, as a form on C, we see via (3.10) that
(X -Y)L(X,)Y,2)K(X,Y,Z)W(Y, Z)
P(X,Z)
(X -Y)L(X,)Y,Z)K(X,Y,Z)W(X, Z)
P(Y,Z)
If Z = 0 then, since n — m — 4 > 0, the denominator P’(X, Z) in the expression
above is reduced to nX"~! (resp. P'(Y,Z) is reduced to nY"™~1). Thus, if w has
a pole at a point with Z = 0 then we must have X = Y = 0 as well which, of

course, is impossible in P2. We conclude from this that w is a regular 1-form on C.
Choosing L(X,Y,Z) = X,Y and Z respectively we obtain 3 regular 1-forms on C:
XW(X,Y) YW(X,Y) W(X,Y)

(n—m)amZ3 (n —m)amZ3’ (n —m)a, 2>

which are linearly independent on each component of C. Thus the genus of each

irreducible component of C' is not less than 3. By Picard’s theorem, this shows that
C is Brody hyperbolic. Respectively, for the case n —m > 3 we have to use 0 (as
defined in (3.12)) which cannot be further modified (except by constants) we get
only one regular 1-form non-trivial on any component, hence we can only conclude
that the genus of each irreducible component of C' is not less than one. This,
however, still implies that C is algebraically hyperbolic as there is no non-constant

algebraic map from C into an elliptic curve. O

The condition that C has no linear component is satisfied if we assume that the
zero set of P is affine rigid (See [8]). The method in the proof of the preceding
Proposition can also be used to treat the case of a polynomial P(X) satisfying the

separation condition. First we need a technical Lemma.



STRONG UNIQUENESS POLYNOMIALS: THE COMPLEX CASE 13

Lemma 3.2. Let p; = (o, @, 1) and ¢ be a local holomorphic parameterization of
C =[F(X,Y,Z)=0] at p;. Then ordy, (X — ;) = ordp, (Y — ;) < ordy, (X —
Y).

Proof. From expression of the curve C' at p;, via (3.5), it is easy to see that
ordi—o(X (¢(t)) — i) = ordi—o(Y (¢(t)) — a;) and

ordi—o(X = Y)(¢(t)) = ordi—o{ X (¢(t)) — i — (Y ((t)) — i)}
= min{ordi—o(X (¢(t)) — ai), orde—o(Y(¢(t)) — ai)}
= ordi—o(X (¢(t)) — ;)

as claimed. O

Proposition 3.3. Let P(X) be a polynomial satisfying the separation condition
(3.4). Denote {a;,1 < i <1} be the distinct roots of P'(X) with respective multi-
plicities {m;,1 <1i <1}. Then

(i) C is algebraically hyperbolic if 1 > 3, or 1l =2 and min{my,ma} > 2;

(ii) C is Brody hyperbolic if either of the following holds (a)l > 4, (b)l =3 and

max{my,ma,ms} > 1, (¢)l = 2, min{my, ma} > 2 and max{m,ma} > 3.

Proof. By (3.10),
(X -VW(X,Z) (X-Y)W(,Z)
PI(Y, Z) PI(X,2)
on 7 1(C) where C = [F(X,Y,Z) = 0]. Canceling out the common factor X — Y,
we get, via (3.6), the following rational 1-form:
W(Y,2Z) W(X,Z)

TT X )y (X —aZ)m (Y —anZ)m™. (Y — aqZ)m

well-defined on 7=1(C). Without loss of generality, we may assume that m; >
ma > my, for 2 < ¢ < [. Suppose that I > 3, or [ = 2 and min{mq,m2} > 2. In
either cases we have n > 4. The rational 1-forms:
W(Y,Z)(X —-Y)r3
(X —anZ)ym . (X —qZ)m™’
W(Y,Z)(X -Y)~4
(X —an Z)ym—YX —agZ)m2. (X — oqZ)™’
WY, Z)(X -Y)"*
(X —a1 )™ (X —apZ)m2—1. (X — aqZ)™
are well-defined on the curve C' (because each of the denominator of the coefficients

of W(Y, Z) is of two degree higher than the numerator). By the remark after (3.4)

wo = (X =Y)" 3=

w =X - 2)(X -Y)" =

wyi= (X —anZ)(X —Y)" 4y =

it is clear that w; are non-trivial on any irreducible component of C. Observe also

that w; does not have any pole along [Z = 0] (otherwise we have X =Y = 0
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as well). On the finite part of C' (i.e., Z = 1) the separation condition (3.4) and
the condition that n > 4 imply that the only possible poles of w; are the points

p; = (aj,a5,1), j =1,..,1. Lemma 3.2 implies that, for any local parameterization

¢ of Catp;,1<j<1(5(0)=p;),
ordy; ¢ wo = (n — 3)ordy; ¢ (X —Y) —mjordy, ¢ (X — o)

> (n—3—mj)ordy, 4 (X — ).

Since m1 > m; for 1 < j <!l and m; + ... +my; = deg P’ = n — 1, we infer that

!
ordp, g wo > (n =3 —mi)ordy, ¢ (X — ;) > {(Y_ms) —2}ordy, 4 (X — ay)
i=2
which is non-negative if I > 3 or I = 2 and min{m;y, ma} > 2. This implies part (i)
of the Proposition.

Similarly, we get via Lemma 3.2:

ordp, w1 = (n —4)ordy, 4 (X —=Y) — (m1 — 1)ordy, ¢ (X — 1)

> (n—3—my)ordy, ¢ (X — a1)
!
> {(Q_ma) — 2}ordy, o (X —a1) >0

=2

provided that I > 3 or [ = 2 and min{mj, ms} > 2; and for 2 < j <1:

ordy; pwi > (n —4 —mj)ordy, 4 (X — ;)
l
>{mi+( Y mi)—3ordy, ¢ (X —ay)
2<i#j<I
which is non-negative if [ > 4, or [ = 3 and my > 2, or [ = 2 and my > 3. Thus,
under the hypothesis of (ii), w is also regular on C.

Similarly, we get:

ordp, ¢ we = (n —4)ordy, ¢ (X —Y) — (ma — 1)ordy, ¢ (X — a2)
> (n —3 —mg)ordy, ¢ (X — asz)

l

> {(Q_ma) +m1 — 2Jordy, ¢ (X —a2) >0
i=3

provided that [ > 3 or [ = 2 and m; > 2;

ordy, g w2 > (n —4 —my)ordy, ¢ (X —a1)
l

>{(D_mi) — 3Yordy, ¢ (X — )

=2
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which is non-negative if [ > 4, or | = 3 and mo +mg > 3, or [ = 2 and mq > 3; and
if il >3, for3<j<I:
ordy; pw2 > (n —4 —mj)ordy, 4 (X — )

l

>{mi+( Y my)—3ordy, ¢ (X —ay)
2<i#5<l

which is non-negative if [ > 4, or [ = 3 and my > 2. Thus, under the hypothesis of
(ii), wq is also regular on C' except when (a) | = 3 and ma = mg =1; (b) | = 2 and
me = 2.

Ifi>4,1=3my >2and mg+msg > 3;orl =2 and mg > 3, w; and ws
are both regular and we claim that they are linearly independent on C. For any

constants a and b,
aw +bws = (X =Y)" Ha(X — 1 Z) + b(X — aaZ))n,

hence it is not identically zero on any component of C' because X —Y and aX + 52
are not a linear factor of F(X,Y, 7).

Ifl =3, m >2and mg+m3 =2; orl =2 and my = 2, wg and w;y are both
regular and we claim that they are linearly independent on C'. We note that under
these assumptions, n = mj; + 3 and after a linear transformation we may assume

that a; = 0. Hence P(X) can be written as
(3.13) P(X) = P(0) + boX™ Tt 4 by X1 H2 4 xmat3

with by # 0. Moreover, if by = 0, then m; is even; otherwise +ay with a3 =
—bo(m1+41)/(m1+3) are the other two solutions of P/(X) = 0 and P(as) = P(—az2)

which contradicts the separation condition. For any constants a and b,
awg +bwy = (X = Y)"Ha(X = Y) +bX)n,

hence it is not identically zero on any component of C' if a(X —Y) 4+ bX is not a
linear factor of F(X,Y,Z). Since X —Y and X is not a factor of F(X,Y,Z), we
may assume that @ = 1 and b # 0. Write (X —Y)+bX = (b+ )X - Y. If it
is a linear factor of F'(X,Y, Z), then P(X) = P((b+ 1)X), and by (3.13) we get,
(b+1)™+ = (b+1)™*+3 =1 and (b+1)"™ 2 = 1if by # 0 which is always the case
if m1 is odd as noted above. Therefore if m; is odd then b = 0 since it is the only
solution to satisfy (b+1)™1+ = (b+1)™+2 = (b+1)™ T3 = 1. If m; iseven, b= 0
is clearly also the only solution to satisfy (b+ 1)™1+! = (b + 1)™1+3 = 1. Hence
we conclude that b = 0 which leads to a contradiction. Thus we have constructed
two regular 1-forms which are linearly independent on each component of C'. This

implies that C' is Brody hyperbolic. O
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4. THE CASE P(X)=cP(Y),c #0,1

In this section we shall deal with the curves C. = [F.(X,Y,Z) = 0] where
F.(X,Y, Z) is the homogenization of the polynomial P(X) — ¢P(Y), for ¢ # 0, 1.
As in the preceding section let P'(X) = A(X — o)™ .. .(X — o)™, m; > 0,A # 0
and «a; # oy, if i # j. We have, by direct calculation

OF,
S XY 2) = PI(X, 2) = XX = an )™ (X = Z)™,
OF,
(4.1) o (KoY, Z) = —cP'(Y, Z) = —eM(Y = aa Z)"™ (Y — oy Z)™,
OF,

57 (X,)Y,Z)=(n—m)amZ" " Y X™ —cY™ + ZH,,_1)

on the curve C. = [F.(X,Y,Z) = 0] and where P'(X, Z), P'(Y, Z) are as given in
(3.6). We have the following analogue of Proposition 3.1 (and with essentially the

same proof).
Proposition 4.1. Let P(X) = X" + a4, X™ 4 -+ - + ag, am # 0 be a polynomial of

degree n. Suppose that the curve C. = [F.(X,Y,Z) = 0] has no linear component
then C. is algebraically hyperbolic if n —m > 3 and Brody hyperbolic if n —m > 4.

Proof. As in Proposition 3.1, we have
WX, Y) WwW({,z) W(ZX)

(4.2) Y= oF. = OF, = OF,
0Z 0X Y
on 7~ 1(C,). By (4.1) we also have
L W(X,Y) W(Y,2)  W(X,Z)

(n—m)amZ" ™ (X" — Y™ + ZHn_1) PI(X,2) —cP'(Y,2)
If n—m >3, take G(X,Y,Z) = Z""™3(X™ —cY™ + ZH,,_1). Then

1
am(n—m)2?

is a well-defined rational 1-form on C. C P2. By construction the only possibility

0:=CG(X,Y,Z)y = W(X,Y)

singularity of 6 is along Z = 0. However, as in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we
conclude that a pole of # along Z = 0 implies that X =Y = 0 as well. Obviously
this is impossible hence 0 is regular on C..

If n —m >4, take K(X,Y,Z) = Z" "™ 4(X™ —cY™ + ZH,,_1). Then as in
the proof of Proposition 3.1, for any linear form L(X,Y, Z)
L(X,Y,Z)
am(n —m)Z3

is well-defined and regular on C.. By taking L(X,Y,Z) = X,Y, Z respectively we

w:=LX,Y,2)K(X,Y,Z)y = W(X,Y)

get 3 regular 1-forms linearly independent on each component of C,
XW(X,Y) YW(X,Y) W(X,Y)

am(n —m)Z3" am(n —m)Z3 apm(n —m)Z2’
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The Proposition follows immediately from this. O

We can say more if P satisfies the separation condition. The form 7 defined in
(4.2) may be expressed, via (4.1), on 7~ 1(C,) as:

B WY, Z) W(X,2Z)
TTNX —an )™ (X —aZ)™ - —eNY —aaZ)™ (Y — g Z)m

(4.3)

As observed previously there is no pole along [Z = 0] N 7~ 1(C.) hence the only
possible poles with Z # 0 are 7~ (a;, aj,1) satisfying P(a;) = cP(a;) (this is
equivalent to the condition that (o, ;,1) € C;). The separation condition (3.4)
implies that there is at most one j satisfying this condition. From now on, we write
Jj=7(1) if (i, a,1) € C,. Since ¢ # 0,1 we have

(4.4) 7(1) # 4 and 7(2) # 7(j) if i # j.

We first establish a technique lemma which will be used through this section.

Lemma 4.2. Let P be a polynomial satisfying (3.4). Suppose that P(c;) = cP(a ;).
Let uw > max{m;, m,;} and Hj, 1 < j < wu, be linear forms in X,Y,Z such that
Hj(ag, ar(:),1) = 0. Then

(X —zZ)mi

is reqular on 7= 1(C,).

Proof. For simplicity of notation, assume that ¢ = 1 and 7(1) = [; and let p; =
(a1, ay, 1). Tt suffices to check the regularity of n along 7= (p1). Since H; (a1, cy, 1) =
0, Hj=a(X —a1Z)+b(Y — qZ) for some a,b € C. Therefore,

ordy, ¢H; > min{ord,, ¢(X — a1 Z),ordy, (Y — Z)},

for any local parametrization ¢ of C. at p;. If ordy, (X —a1Z) < ordp, (Y —2),
then ordy, ¢H; = ordy, ¢(X — a1 Z). Then it is clear that 7 is regular on p; since
U >mi.
If ordp, (X — anZ) > ordy, (Y — ayZ), then ord,, ¢ H; = ordy, (Y — a2).
By (4.3) we have
WY, 2)Y —auZ)" _ W(Z,X)Y —aZ)" "™ (X —aZ)™ .. (X —auZ)™
(X —a Z)ym —c(Y —aZ)2 (Y —qp_1 Z)™-1 '

Therefore, 7 is regular on 7~ 1(p;) since u > m;. O

The following result (the case in which 7(¢) exists for all ¢) was first established in
[8] and [1I] using the truncated version of the Second Main Theorem of Nevanlinna

Theory; we include a simpler proof below.
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Lemma 4.3. Let P be a polynomial satisfying the separation condition (3.4) and
assume that for each 1 < i < I there ewists 7(i) such that (o, a,;),1) € Ce
[Fe(X,Y,Z) = 0], i.e., P(ai) = cP(ar(;)) and F. is the homogenization of P(X ) —
cP(Y),c # 0,1. If, in addition, the curve C. has no linear component then

(i) C. is algebraically hyperbolic if |m; — mry| > 2 for some 1 <i <1;

(ii) C. is Brody hyperbolic if |m; — mry| > 3 for some 1 <i < 1.

Proof. The condition in (i) implies that there is some ¢ such that m; > 3. There is
no loss of generality in assuming that ¢ = 1. The rational 1-form
(Y — aT(l)Z)m1_2
4.5 = W(, Z
( ) w (X _ OélZ)ml ( ? )

is well-defined on C.. By (4.3) w may be expressed as:

w=AY —a,q)2)™" 2H —oZ

Y — o, m1*m7(1)*2 (X = Z)m
_ Y —ar 3 H172(. @iZ) W(X, 2)
[[ime(Y = az@2)m

where v is defined in (4.2). The first expression implies that the only possible poles

of w on C, are contained in [X = a1] N C, while the second expression implies that
the only possible poles of w on C. are contained in [Y" = a, ;] N Ce,4 > 2, provided
that m1 —m (1) > 2. This shows that w is regular on C,. because none of the points
{(a1,7(:),1) | 2 < i <1} is in C. Furthermore, since none of the linear functions
Y —a;1)4, X —a;;)4,j = 2 is a factor of F,, we conclude that w is non-trivial
on any component of C.. This establishes the first assertion if m; —m.) > 2. A

similar argument applied to

W(X, Z)(X — ay2Z)mio 2 o
Y e A —aamer H = ar(pZ)" 0y

establishes the first assertion if m ) —my > 2.

For assertion (ii) there is some ¢ such that m; > 4. There is no loss of generality
in assuming that i = 1. If m; —m, ) > 3 (vesp. m (1) —my > 3) then an argument
similar to the one given above shows that
WY, 2)(Y - a,0)2)™ =

(X —anZ)m

W(Y, Z)(Y — aT(l)Z)ml_g

=X
1 (X — a1 2)m

and wy =Y

(resp. take

W(X,Z)(X — oy Z)mr)=3 W(X,Z) (X — oy Z)mr)=3
Y —a;@)Z)mm Y —a;@)Z)m

are well-defined regular 1-forms non-trivial and linearly independent on every com-

ponent of C.. O

wy =X and wy =Y
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If the zero set of P(X) is affine rigid then the condition that C. has no linear
component is satisfied for all ¢ # 0, 1.

In what follows let L;;,1 < # j <, be the linear form defined by

Ar() — Qr(y
(4.6) Lij == (Y — a,;)Z) — H(x — o, 7)
i T

provided that 7(i) and 7(j) exist, i.e., P(a;) = cP(a,(;)) and P(ay) = cP(ar())-
Observe that L;; may also be expressed as
_ O Y0 (x _ 7).

Oél'—Oéj

(4.7) Lij = (Y — aT(Z—)Z)

Assuming that C, has no linear component then L;; is not identically zero on any
component of C¢. At each point p; = (a4, ar(;),1) € C. and each local parameteri-
zation at p;, we infer from (4.7) that

(4.8) ordy, ¢ Lij > min{ordy, ¢(X — ;Z),ordy, ¢(Y — a,;Z)},

and, analogously (from (4.6)) that for each local parameterization ¢ at p;

(4.9) ordy; ¢Li; > min{ordy; ¢(X — a;Z),o0rdy, (Y — a;;Z)}.

By (3.3) we have the following expansion of P(X):
P(X)=Plai)+ > bij(X—aZ)
Jj=m;+1
where b; ;11 # 0 and b, # 0. If p; = (v, ar(5), 1) € C, then F.(X,Y, Z) can be
expressed in terms of X —a;Z and Y — a,(;Z as (compare (3.5))

n

F.(X,Y,Z) Z bij(X —iZY —c > by (Y —arnZ).
j=m;+1 J:m-r(z)"l‘l

Let ¢ be a local parameterization of C. at p;, we see from this expression that
(410) (ml + 1) OI‘dpi@(X — OziZ) = (mT(i) + 1) ordpmb(Y — OZT(i)Z).

The following Lemma is convenient in establishing the regularity of certain rational

forms to be constructed in the proof of Proposition 4.7.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that Lij(see (4.6)),1 # j, is defined. If m ;) < m; then for

any local parameterization ¢ of C. at the point p; = (o, ar(;), 1), we have
ordy, (X — ;Z) < ordy, (Y — aT(i)Z)
and ordy, ¢Li; = ordy, (X — o, Z), consequently, ordy, ¢Li; /(X —a; Z) > 0.
Proof. The assumption together with (4.10) imply that
ordy,; ¢(X — a;Z) <ordy, ¢(Y — ar;)2)

and (4.8) implies that ordy, ¢L;; = ordy, ¢(X — & 2). O
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Lemma 4.5. Let P be a polynomial satisfying the separation condition (3.4). If

1 > 2 and the curve C. has no linear component then

(i) it is algebraically hyperbolic if either of the following conditions holds,
(a) there exists an index ig such that m;, > 2 and (a,,cj,1) & C. for
1<j<i
(b) there exist indices i1 and iz such that m;;, = m;, =1 and (o, , 0, 1), &
C.for1<j<landk=1,2;
(ii) 4t is Brody hyperbolic if either of the following conditions holds,
(a) there exists an index ig such that m;, > 3 and (a,,qj,1) & C. for
1<j<i
(b) there exists indices ig and i1 such that m;, > m;, = 2 and (o, a;,1) &
C. for1 <j <1
(c) there exist indices i1 and iy such that m;, +m;, = 3 and (a,,, a;j,1), &
C.forl1<j<landk=1,2;
(d) 1 > 3 and there exist indices i1 and is such that m;; = m;, = 1 and
(ip,,1), € Ce for 1 <j<land k=1,2.

Proof. From (4.3) we see that if (a,,;,1) & C. for all 1 < j < [, then v (as

defined by (4.3)) is regular along 7~ 1(C.) N [X — a;, Z = 0]. The rational 1-form
1<iin<l

is well-defined on C. and, as m;, > 2, it is also regular on C.. This proves the

assertion (ia). Analogously, if (ib) is satisfied then v is regular along 7= 1(C.) N

[X — a;, Z = 0] and also along 771(C..) N [X — ;, Z = 0] hence the 1-form

WY, Z) '
) — =2 I &E-wmz)my
(X — i, Z)(X — i, Z) 1<iziy,i2<l

is well-defined and regular on C.. This completes the proof of (ib).
Similarly, if (a4, a;,1) & C. for all 1 < j <, and m;, > 3, then
XW(Y5 Z) mi,—3 m;
mzafjﬁggzkﬁX—mﬂ)O II(X—m@ ot
1<i#ip<l

YW(Y,2)

— — . My —3 L7\
2 = m = )\Y(X — amZ) 0 H (X alZ) Y

1<iio<l
are two linearly independent regular 1-forms on C,. This proves the assertion (iia).
If m;, > m;, = 2, then there exists an index i), # 7y such that m;, = max;<;<; m;.
Suppose that (a;,,a;,1) & C. for 1 < j <. Let

. Wz
m= (X—OziOZ)T
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_ W(Y, %)
mZX —an2)(X — o

7) if (ai,,05,1) & Ce for 1 < j <1;

k

and
Y — a0 2)W(, 2)

(X - aiOZ)2(X - aikZ)
Then 77 and 72 are two linearly independent regular 1-forms on C.. We note the

o = if (@i, a7, 1) € Ce.

regularity of the second 7, is due to Lemma 4.4 since m;, = max;<;<;m; and
ordy, ¢ (X —;, Z) < ordp,; 4 (Y — ar(;,)Z) from (4.10). This completes the proof
of (iib). For (iic) we may assume that m;; = 2 and m;, = 1 since m;, = 3 or

m;, = 3 is covered by (iia). Then

_ W, 2)
nl_(X_ai1Z)2a
W(Y,Z
N2 = ( )

(X - ailz)(X - aizz)
are two linearly independent regular 1-forms on C..
If m;;, = m;, =1 and [ > 3, then there exists an index 4; different from 4; and

19 such that m;, = maxj<;<;m;. Then, similarly

_ WY, 2) _
"X e 2)(X - anZ)
WY, 2) | |
- f (i, 05,1), & C; for 1 <j <1
BN w X gz e eris)
e (Y 2)W (Y, Z)
— Q1) ) .
- f iy (4 71 Cc-
"= X an D)X —anZ)(X —anZ) (el €
are two linearly independent regular 1-forms on C.. This proves (iid). O

Remark 4.6. The preceding Lemma implies that (under the assumption that
the polynomial P satisfies condition (3.4)), in deciding whether C. is algebraically
hyperbolic, we may assume that for each 1 < i < there exists another index 7(7)

such that (o, a3y, 1) € C, for all but one index i and, in which case, m; = 1.

Proposition 4.7. Let P be a polynomial of degree n > 4 satisfying the separation
condition (3.4) and assume that the curve C, = [F.(X,Y,Z) = 0],¢ # 0,1, has no
linear component. Rearrange c; so that my > me--- > my. Then

(i) C. is algebraically hyperbolic if (a) I > 2 and mg > 2, or (b) | > 3 and

meo = 1 except when | = 3,my = mo = mgz = 1 with

Pla1) _ Plag) _ Plas) _ 1

P(as) P(az) P(aq) c’
(ii) C. 14s Brody hyperbolic if (a) I > 2 and ma > 2 except when | = 2 and

my =mg =2, or (b) 1 >3 and my = 1 except when | =3 and m; = mg =

m3:1.



22 TA THI HOAI AN, JULIE TZU-YUEH WANG, AND PIT-MANN WONG

Proof. For case (ia) we have m1 > mq > 2, and hence m; + mg — 2 > my > m;,
i=1,...,1. By Lemma 4.5 and Remark 4.6 we may assume that 7(1) and 7(2) exist
such that p; = (ay, ar(y, 1) € C, for i = 1,2. Thus L;z is defined. The rational
1-form

Lgl +mao—2

(411) YU X T Z) (X —aazy L )

is well-defined (the denominator of the coefficient of the Wronskian is two degree
higher than the numerator) on C.. We claim that w; is regular. It suffices to check
regularity at p;,7 = 1,2. To check w; is regular at p;, it suffices to check the rational
1-form
L;n21+m272
(averv i

is regular at 7= 1(py). Since my +ma —2 > mq > my, i = 1,...,1, the later assertion
is an implication of Lemma 4.2. The regularity of wy at ps can be checked similarly.
Thus w; is regular on C, and (ia) of the Proposition is established.

Next we consider the case (iia). Since mq > mg > 2, by Lemma 4.5 we may
assume that 7(1) and 7(2) exist such that p; = (i, ar(;y, 1) € C, for i = 1,2. Thus
L5 is defined. Moreover, if ms = 2, then by Lemma 4.3 we only need to consider
when m, < 4. By the preceding case we already have a regular 1-form w1, defined
by (4.11), on C.. We look for another regular 1-form ws on C. linearly independent
to wi. If mo > 2 and my > 3, the rational 1-form
WY, Z)Liy 2 "3(X — ay Z)

(X —aq Z)ym (X —agZ)m2 '
WY, Z)L75 X — s Z)
(X — a1 Z2)™ (X — aZ)?’

if meo > 3;
wWo =

if mo =2, and 3 <my <4.

by construction, is well-defined on C.. Moreover, it is clear that w; and wy are
linearly independent on C, since C, has no linear component. We claim that ws is
actually regular on C..

For the case mg > 3 we have mq + mgo — 3 > mq > m; for all 7. Similar to the
previous proof of the regularity of wy, we see that ws is regular on C,. by Lemma 4.2.
For the case ma = 2 and 3 < my < 4, in the numerator of wy there are mq (> m;)
linear forms vanishing at po which implies, by Lemma 4.2, that ws is regular at po.

We now check the regularity of ws at p;. When mg > 3, my+me—3 > mq > m;
and hence ws is regular at p; by Lemma 4.2. We now consider when mo = 2 and
my > 3. We first see that by (4.10),

(m1 + 1ordy, (X — a12) = (mr(1) + 1)ordp, ¢(Y — ar)2).
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Since ma = 2, m (1) = 2 or 1. Thus, we infer that ordy, ¢L12 = ordy, (X —a1Z) <
ordy, ¢(Y — ar(1)Z). On the other hand, as Z = 1 on a neighborhood of pj,

ordy, ¢ W(Y, Z) = ordy, 4dY > ordy, 4(Y — ar1)Z) — 1.
Then

ordy, gwe = ordy, 4W (Y, Z) + (m1 — 1)ordy, ¢ L12 — miordy, (X — a1 Z)

> ordp, ¢(Y —a,1yZ) =1 —ordy, 4(X — a1 2)

mq —|— 1
> ————ord X - Z)—1—ord X - Z
Z i 1 po(X —ar1)Z) ordy, ¢(X — a1 Z)
my — My(1)

Y

(4.12) ordy, ¢(X — a1 Z) — 1.

mra) + 1
If m,y = 1, then (m1 —m,(1))/(mr1) + 1) > 1 and thus (4.12) is non-negative.
If myy = 2, then (m1 — m,(1))/(mr1) + 1) = 1/3 or 2/3. Since in this case,
(m1 + 1)ordy, ¢(X — a1Z) = 3ordy, ¢(Y — ar1)Z) with m; +1 =4 or 5, we infer
that ordp, ¢(X —a1Z) > 3. Hence, (4.12) is also non-negative. This completes the
proof for this case. Next we treat the case mo = 2, m; = 2 and [ > 3. Recall that
we may assumed that Lo is defined (as my = mg = 2). If there exists an index 7(3)
such that (as, a3y, 1) € C. hence Loz and L3; are defined. The rational 1-form
W (Y, Z)L12La3Ls1
(X —a12)2(X — 2 Z)2(X — a3Z)
is then defined. We have m; < 2 for all ¢, and for each p;, ¢ = 1,2, 3, there are two

Wwo =

linear forms in the numerator of wy vanishing at it. We infer from Lemma 4.2 that
wo is regular. To check that w; and wq are linearly independent is equivalent to show
that the quadratic form aL12(X — a3Z) + bLasL31, a,b € C is not a factor of F..
Note that we may assume this quadratic form is irreducible since F; has no linear
factor. We have shown for the case (ia) that there is a regular 1-form in this case.
Therefore, F, cannot have any quadratic factor, and hence w; and w» are linearly
independent. If there does not exist an index 7(3) such that (as,ar),1) € Ce.

then we take
W(Y, Z)Li,
(X — a1Z)2(X — OéQZ)(X — a3Z)

and it can be verified similarly via Lemma 4.2 that w; and wy are regular and

Wo =

linearly independent on any component of C.. This completes the proof for the
case my =mg = 2 and [ > 3.

It remains to deal with the case my =1 and [ > 3 ((ib) and (iib)). In this case
we have m; =1 for all 2 < ¢ <. We separate the proof into two cases: (1) mi > 2

and (2) my = 1. First we treat the case mj; > 2. If there does not exist 7(1) such
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that (a1, ar(1y,1) € Cc then we may take

W(Y,Z)
(X —a12)?

which is a regular 1-form on C.. By Lemma 4.5, we may assume that for each i > 2

w1 =

there exists an index 7(i) such that (v, @, 1) € Ce. Since I > 3 and m; = 1 if
i > 2, m; = 1 for some ¢ > 2. Then we may take

W(Y.Z)(Y ~ a0 2)
(X — alZ)Q(X — ole)

Wwo =

which is a regular 1-form on C.(by (4.10)) and linearly independent to w;. Thus
we may assume that there exists 7(1) such that p; = (a1, ar1),1) € Ce. Let L be

a linear form vanishing at p;. We first claim that
(4.13) ordy, (W (Y, Z)L) > 2ordy, (X — an Z).
Since m; = 1 for i > 2, we have m, ;) =1, and

20rdp, o(Y — ar(1)Z) = (ma1 + L)ordy, ¢(X — a1 Z)

where m; = 2 or 3. Hence ordy, 4L = ordy, ¢(X — a1 Z) and if m; = 2 then
ordy, ¢(X — a1 Z) > 2. Thus we have:

ordy, sW(Y, Z) + ordy, 4L — 20rdy, (X — a1 2)
> ordp, (Y — arqy) —ordp, (X —ag) — 1

my — 1
21

ordy, ¢(X —aq) —12>0.

Next we claim if there exist one index 49 > 2 such that (ay,,q;,1) ¢ C. for all
1 < j <, then C. is Brody hyperbolic. By (4.13)
WY, 2)(X —a12)
(X —an12)2(X — a;y Z)’
W, 2)Y —ar@)2)
(X —a12)(X — i, Z)

are two regular, linearly independent 1-forms. Therefore we may assume that for

w1 =

Wy =

each i there exists 7(7) such that p; = (o, a,(;),1) € Ce. Since [ > 3, and m; = 1
for i > 2, then m,(;,) = 1 for some ig > 2. Assume that iqg = 2. Then
W(Y,Z)L1o
(X —a12)2(X — anZ)
is regular at p; by (4.13), and is regular at po by Lemma 4.2. Therefore, wy is

w1 =

regular on C.. Similarly,

W(Y, Z)L13La3
(X — O[1Z)2(X — O[QZ)(X — O[gZ)

Wy =
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is regular at p; by (4.13), and is regular at ps and p3 (since m; < 2, for ¢ > 1) by
Lemma 4.2. This shows that ws is regular on C.. To show w; and wsy are linearly
independent, one can use the previous argument that F,. has no quadratic factor as
w1 exists. Finally, we consider the case when there is no such index, i.e., for each 4
there exists an index 7(i) such that (o, ¢y, 1) € Ce. If I > 4, then
WY, Z)L12L34
(X —a12)(X — 2 Z)(X — a3 Z)(X — asZ)’
W(Y,Z)L13Lay
(X —a1Z2)(X — a2 Z)(X — a3Z)(X —auZ)

are well-defined, linearly independent and regular on C., similarly. If [ = 3, then

w1 =

Wy =

this case L12, L13 and Lz are defined. There are only two possibilities: (I) 7(1) =
2,7(2)=3,7(3) =1 or (I) 7(1) = 3,7(3) = 2,7(2) = 1. For (I) we have

P(Ozl) _ P(QQ) _ P(OZg) _

Plaz)  Plaz)  P(a1)

and for (II)
Plan) _ Plas) _ Plaa) _
Plag)  Plaz)  Plar)
This last identity is equivalent to

Pla1) _ Plaz) _ Plas) _ 1

P(Oég) - P(a3) - P(al)

O

Remark. The conditions P(a;)/P(az) = P(a2)/Plas) = P(az)/Play) = ¢

imply that P(a;) = cP(ag) = c?P(az) = ¢3P(aq) or P(ag) = ¢ 'P(ag) =

¢ 2P(a3) = ¢ 3P(a1) hence ¢® =1 or 1/c® = 1. Analogously the condition that
P(ay)  P(ag) Plaz) 1

P(as) P(as) Play) ¢
imply that 1/c> 4+ 1/c+1 =0, i.e., c and 1/c are the two solutions of the equation
w? +w+ 1.

5. PROOF OF THE RESULTS

Proof of Theorem [l From Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 4.1, we see that the
assumption of affine rigidity on the set of zeros of P(X) assures that when n—m > 4
the regular 1-forms
XW(X,Y) YW(X,Y) W(X,Y)
am(n —m)Z3" am(n —m)Z3 apm(n —m)Z?
are not identically zero on any component of C' and C,. Clearly, X and Y are not

linear factors of F(X,Y,Z) or F.(X,Y,Z), and W(X,Y) only vanishes identically

on linear components such as aX — bY = 0. Therefore, it remains to show that
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F(X,Y,Z) and F.(X,Y,Z),c # 0,1 has no linear factor of the form aX — bY if
and only if the greatest common divisor of the non-zero indices in [ is 1 and the
greatest common divisor of the non-zero indices in J is also 1.

Let I* = I\ {0} and J* = J\ {0}. Since 0 is divisible by all integers, the greatest
common divisor of I (resp. J) equals the greatest common divisor of I* (resp. J*).
Therefore we first assume that the greatest common divisor of the non-zero indices
in I* is 1 and the greatest common divisor of the non-zero indices in J* is also 1.
Recall from the remark of the theorem that if n —m > 3 and the greatest common
divisor of the non-zero indices in J is 1, then #I > 3. Then, #I* and #J* are at
least 2. Under these assumptions, we want to show that F/(X,Y, Z) and F.(X,Y, Z)
has no linear factor of the form aX — bY.

Clearly, F(X,Y, Z) and F.(X,Y, Z) having no linear factor of the form aX —bY
is the same as saying F/(X,Y,1) and F.(X,Y, 1) having no linear factor of the form
aX — bY. Tt is also clear that, neither X nor Y is a linear factor of F(X,Y,1)
nor F.(X,Y,1). Hence, we may assume that a = 1 and b # 0. Observe that, as
F.(X,X,1)=(1-¢)P(X)=0,(c#1)and F(X,X,1)= P(X)#0, X —Y is not
a factor of F.(X,Y,1), nor F(X,Y,1). Hence b # 1. The condition that X — bY’,
b # 1, is a factor of F(X,Y,1) is equivalent to the condition that F'(bY,Y,1) = 0.
Since

(X —Y)F(X,Y,1) = P(X) = P(Y) = 3 ay(X* = Y7),
iel*
(bY —Y)F(BY,Y,1) = Y a;(b' = 1)Y" =0.
iel*
Hence, b* = 1 for all i € I*. Since #I* > 2 and the greatest common divisor of
indices in I* is 1, we can find integers n;, ¢ € I"* such that Ziel* in; = 1. Therefore,
b=[I;c;- b =1 which contradicts our assumption on b # 1.

Suppose that X —bY is a factor of F.(X,Y,1),c # 0,1, then P(bY)—cP(Y) = 0.

Therefore

Z ai(b' — )Y = 0.

il
This implies that b* = ¢ for all i € I. Therefore b*~! = 1 for all i € I, where
| = min{i | i € I}. This is equivalent to saying that &/ = 1 for all j € J*. Since
#J* > 2 and the greatest common divisor of indices in J* is 1, similarly, we get
b =1 which is impossible.

Conversely, suppose that the greatest common divisor of the indices in I* is

r > 1. Then i = r¢; for each i € I*. Then

XT‘C»; _ YT‘C»;
FX,Y,1) =) ai=——r——.
icI+ X-Y
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Clearly, (X" —Y")/X —Y is a factor of FI(X,Y,1). In particularly, let b be a
primitive r-root of unity. Then X — bY is a linear factor of FI(X,Y,1).

Similarly, suppose that the greatest common divisor of the non-zero indices in
J*isr>1. Theni—1=qsr foralli e [ and i # ! =min{i | i € I}. Let b be
a primitive r-th root of unity, and take ¢ = b'. We consider first that b' # 1, i.e.
c#1. Then for i € I and i # [, b*~! = b*" = 1, and b* = b*~'b! = ¢. Therefore,

P(X)=cP(Y) =) ai(X'—cY') =) ai(X' = b'Y").
iel icl
Clearly, X — bY is a linear factor of F.(X,Y, Z).

If o = 1, i.e. ¢ = 1, then the same procedure shows that X — bY is a linear
factor of P(X) — P(Y') which equals (X —Y)F(X,Y,1). Sinceb# 1, X —bY is a
linear factor of FI(X,Y,1). O

Proof of Theorem[d and Theorem[3. The sufficient conditions has been proved in
Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 4.7. For the converse part, we only need to consider
when [ = 1; 1 = 2 and min{m,ms} =1; 1 =2 and m; = mgo =2; 1 =3 and m; =
mg =mg=1. If [ =1, then P(X) = (X —a1)"+a,n > 2, a € C. Therefore, P(X)
is not a uniqueness polynomial for rational functions since P(f +aq) = P({f + )
for any rational function f and any m-th roots of unity £. Therefore, P is not a
uniqueness or strong uniqueness polynomials for rational functions or meromorphic
functions.

We recall from [8] that if P satisfies the separation condition, then {(a;, a;, 1)| 1 <
1 < l,m; > 2} are the only multiple points of C' and each («;,a;,1) is ordinary
and has multiplicity m;; C. has at most [ multiple points {(as, ar),1)|1 < i <
I, P(a;) = cP(az;)) } and each (i, ar(;), 1) has multiplicity min{m;, m ¢} + 1
and is ordinary if m; = m, ;.

If I = 2 and min{my, ms} = 1, we may assume that ms = 1. If my = 1, then the
curve C' is smooth, and hence is irreducible. If m; > 2, then F(X,Y,Z) = 0 has
only one singular point q; = (a1, a1, 1) which has multiplicity m;. We may assume
that F(X,Y, Z) has no linear factor, otherwise P is not a uniqueness polynomial for
rational functions or meromorphic functions. If F(X,Y, Z) has a proper irreducible
homogeneous factor H € C[X,Y, Z], then F = HG for G € C[X,Y, Z] and deg H >
2 by assumption. Let m{ (< degG) and mi! be the multiplicity of q; in G = 0
and H = 0 respectively. We note that since H is irreducible and deg H > 2,
mil < deg H. We have m§{’ +m¥ = m; and degG+deg H = deg F = n—1 = m;+1.
On the other hand, by Bézout’s theorem, we have mm{ = deg H deg G. Then

mil = deg H and m§ = deg G which leads to a contradiction. Therefore, F is
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irreducible and has genus zero by the genus formula. This shows that P is not a
uniqueness polynomials or strong uniqueness for rational functions or meromorphic
functions.

If ] =2 and m; = me = 2, then n = 5 and C has two multiple points q; =
(a1, a1,1) and g2 = (a2, ag, 1) which are ordinary and has multiplicity 2. One can
check similarly via Bézout’s theorem that C' is irreducible. By the genus formula
we see that the genus of C' is one. Hence P is not a uniqueness polynomial or strong
uniqueness polynomial for meromorphic functions.

If ] = 3 and my = me = mg = 1, then n = 4 and C is a smooth curve
(thus irreducible) of genus one. Hence P is not a uniqueness polynomial or strong
uniqueness polynomial for meromorphic functions.

Finally, if [ =3, m; = mo =mg =1, and

Pla1) _ Plaz) _ Plas)

= = = W

P(az)  P(az) P(ar) ’

for w satisfying w? +w+1 = 0. Then F,, has 3 multiple points which are ordinary
and each has multiplicity 2. One can check similarly that C,, is irreducible and
has genus zero. Therefore P(X) is not a strong uniqueness polynomial for rational

functions. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary[dl After a linear transformation, we may assume that P(X) =
X" +aX™+0b. If ged(m,n) =d > 1 or a =0 then P(X) = P(£X) where &4
is a d-primitive roots of unity. Therefore, P(X) is not a uniqueness polynomial
for rational functions or meromorphic functions in this case. If n — m = 1, then
P'(X) = 0 has two distinct roots and the non-zero root has multiplicity one in
P(X). Then by Theorem 2] P(X) is not a uniqueness polynomial for rational
functions or meromorphic functions in this case. If b = 0 and n — m > 2, then
P(&n-mX) = &7, P(X) where &,_p, is a (n — m)-primitive roots of unity. This
implies that Y —¢&,,_,, X is a linear factor of Fe-m (X,Y, Z). Therefore, P(X) is not
a strong uniqueness polynomial for rational functions or meromorphic functions if
b=0and n—m > 2.

From now, we assume that a # 0, gcd(m,n) = 1, and n —m > 2. We first claim
that P(X) satisfies the separation condition. Since

n—m-—1
P/(X) =nX"NX"" 4+ 22) = nx" 7 [ (X -6 0)
1=0

where o satisfies
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Then P(0) = b and

P _a)= (& _,a)" (@™ +a)+b

n—m)aa™ .
_ (n=mjaa™ Entm 0.
n

Clearly, P(0) # P(&!_,,a). Since ged(n,m) = 1, m is also relatively prime to n—m.
Therefore, €™ is also a (n—m) primitive root of unity and hence 7% £ ¢™  if
0<i#j<n—m—1. Therefore, P(€ , o) # P& _, a)if0<i#j<m-n—1.
This concludes that P(X) satisfies the separation condition. Secondly, when b # 0
we claim the zero set of P(X) is affine rigid, equivalently, FI(X,Y,Z) and each
F.(X,Y,Z), ¢ # 0,1 have no linear factor. It is clear that F'(X,Y, Z) is irreducible
if ged(n, m) = 1. Suppose that vX — A\Y — uZ is a factor of F.(X,Y, Z). It’s clear
that F.(X,Y, Z) has no factor of the type AY + uZ or vX — uZ. Therefore, we
assume that v =1 and A # 0. Then

0=P\Y +p)—cP(Y)
=AY +uZ)" —cY" +a[(AY + pZ)™ = Y™ +b(1 — ¢).

If p = 0, then it implies b(1 — ¢) = 0 which is impossible if b # 0. If u # 0,
since n —m > 2, comparing the terms of degree n — 1 in the equation implies that
A = 0 which is impossible. Therefore, S is affinely rigid under the assumption.
Thirdly, since P’'(X) has n — 1 distinct zeros if m = 1; or n — m + 1 zeros, one with
multiplicity m—1 and the others has multiplicity one if m > 1. By Theorem[2lit is a
uniqueness polynomial for rational functions if and only if n > 4; and by Theorem [3]
is a (strong) uniqueness polynomial for meromorphic functions if and only if n > 5.
This completes the proof of (i), (iii) and (iv). For the same reason, P(X) is a strong
uniqueness polynomial for rational functions if n > 5. It is now remains to check
the case when n = 4 in more details. Since n —m > 2 and ged(n, m) = 1, we only
need to consider when n = 4 and m = 1. Then P(X) = X%+ aX + b and

P(X)=4X34aX = 4(X — a)(X —wa)(X —w?a)

with a® = —a/4 and w? + w + 1 = 0. From Theorem 2 P(X) is not a strong
uniqueness polynomials for rational functions in this case if and only if there is a
permutation 7 of {1,2,3} with 7(i) # ¢ such that
(5.1) Plon) _ Plag) _ Plos) _

Plary)  Plare) Plar)

where a1, ag, ag are solutions of P’(X). For the first one, we have

=~ w

3 3
P(a) = 10 +b, Pwa)=“awa+b, Pw’a)= Zawza +b.
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Since b # 0, it is easy to see that P(a) # wP(wa) and P(a) = wP(w?a). Therefore
it is impossible for P(X) to satisfy (5.1). Hence, P(X) is a strong uniqueness

polynomial for rational functions in this case. This concludes the proof for (ii). O

(1]
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