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Let f(2) be an entire function, which is not a polynomial in general, of
order p and lower order N. Let I(r, f) be defined by

1 p=(5 [ reran) 0 <s <.

Then we have a theorem which was proved recently ([3], Theorem).

THEOREM. Provided 8§ =1 we have

(1) lim sup log[rIS(rylﬁgélﬁ(rv f)] = p, 0 ép é o,

When p is finite it would appear that (1) holds for 0 <& <1 as well, as the
example f(z)=exp 2z would show.

Our main aim at present is to show that we are able to prove the
following theorem in the case of functions of finite order when 0 < § < 1.

THEOREM 1. When f(2) is a function of finite order p and 0 <<8 <1,
then ,

lim sup IOg[rIS(r,l.gg’ )r/IS(r’f‘)] §P

We need the following lemma for the proof. -

LEMMA 1. If 0 <3 <1, then for r <R,
@ L, f) <CER — IR, f),

where C(8) is a constant depending on & alone.

PROOF. It can be shown ([2], Lemma 1) that
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® Ir, /) =R — )R, f)

where I(¢, u) = I,(¢, w). Now let us assume that f has no zeros in |2|<R.
Choose y=f? so that

FI=87 110D, = e, f=fire),
where the accents indicate the respective derivatives. Hence by Holder’s
inequality
2 o
[T ipras=ss [ 1y s
0 0
1-3

gs—ﬁ(f:” ¥1d8) (f: lxlr’lde)s‘

If we use (3) with ¢ in the place of f, we get from the above inequality,

(7o) o[ [7 iwwenian] < [ 1w1as

(1-9)/8

=5+ [ [ lw@®eias] x R [ 4RI a8
=8(R — PR LR, )

which is equivalent to (2) when C(8)=8"'. Next let us suppose that f has
zeros in |z| <<R. Then it is known ([1], p.207) that f(2)=f(2)+fx(2), where
f1 and f; have no zeros in |2|< R and |f,(2)| < 2|f(2)|, p=1,2. Hence we
have from the previous result on using the familiar inequality that |a+5|?
=la|?+|b|? for 0= p=1,

27 Li(r, )P =f” |f (re®)|°d0

<[ irenrass [ 1feenras

27

é[B(R—r)}-a[j:z \fl(Rei”)15d0+f

0

fi(Re™)| w]
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= 2sR-AT [ f(Re?)|%db.

Finally
Lir, /) = COYR—7)"I(R, f)

where C(8)=2[2"°/3].
PROOF OF THEOREM 1. Lemma 1 leads to the following inequality by
a method which is available already ([3], pp-307-308).
Ig(f‘, f’)érp—1+s Iﬁ(rs f)9 0<o< 1, r= 7'0(8) ’

where & is an arbitrarily small positive quantity.
The theorem follows from this inequality.

The above theorem also holds with A, the lower order in the place of p
(Cf. [3], Lemma 4) and lim sup replaced by lim inf.
Let f(2) and ¢(z) be two entire functions and let a>0,8>0,

1 1/(a+8)

LA =I5 111919 = (o [ 1fre1 gtrey 2d0)

It is well known that |f|*|g|? is of class PL([5], p.9) and so log L, 4(r) is a
convex function of log » ([5]). We will prove the following theorem which
extends to two functions a result proved earlier for one function f ([6],
Theorem 1).

THEOREM 2. If f(z) and ¢(z) are two functions, which are not
polynomials, of orders p; and p, respectively, then

(a + B)logl, &(r) ~ log [nlg!a:; lfeg®ll, r— oo,

If f=9 and a=B=" we get the result for one function f as mentioned
above.

For the proof we need the following lemma.

LEMMA 2. For the entire functions f and g

%)
p = lim sup log log 1.

1 S ogr ~=PrtP 0=prpe=ce).
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PROOF. Since |f|*|g|? is of class PL, it follows that it is subharmonic
in |z| =7 < R. Hence on |z|=r, we have by Poisson’s formula for subhar-
monic functions

) L o(r) = [max| f<g® |1/ = (R + r)/(R = n)] "2 L s (R).

The lemma now follows from the left hand inequality in (4).

PROOF OF THEOREM 2. Since log I, 4(r) is a convex function of log
(5) log Ia,ﬁ(?’) = log Ia,ﬂ(ro) _|_f %(x)‘ dz

where m,g(x) is a non decreasing function of x. By Lemma 2, since
Pf + Pﬂ < o,

©) log L.s(r) <r°*°, 7 =r(8),

where & is defined as before.
Also we get from (5) and (6)

2r m (x) ’
[ 228D gp < (o

or
(log 2)m. &r) < (2ry+e
and & being arbitrary
M, q(r) < 7P*°

Hence for r < R

[ D) g < RO (R )

— me fR)log (1 + Rr‘” )

< R*[(R — 1) /r].
Choosing R such that
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R = r[l + 1+5}
7P

we get

©) f ’ ———m‘;ﬁ(x) dx < 2p+e

This choice of R is correct since in (5) we can take r in the place of r;, and
R > r in the place of r.
Hence from (4),(5), and (7)

R
® loglmax | fg?|1= log (- = ) + (@ + B)logLe u(R)

< log(1 + 2r**®)
+ (a + B)[2°*° + logl, 4)]
=1 + &)@ + B)logl, 4r)

for all » = r,(€), & being defined as in previous cases. The theorem now follows
from the inequalities (4) and (8).

Finally if we define the new mean I¥%(») by
1Py = rF1 f x*L, f(x)dx, k+1>0,
0

the following theorem can be proved.

THEOREM 3. If p; and p, are finite,

lim sup [L, o(r)/ IS < ePrve,

The proof depends on Lemma 2 and the fact that log I¢% (») is a convex
function of log  (Cf.[4],pp.1277-79). We omit this for conciseness.
Our thanks are due to the referee for his useful comments.

ADDED IN PROOF. The author wishes to express his thanks to Professor
W.K. Hayman who pointed out an error in the original form of Theorem 2.
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