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Minor REVISION comments Referee report concerning Article 2015 — BJMOCS — 17907
Uniqueness of g—difference on sharing one value

submitted to British Journal of Mathematics Computer Science |

Unigueness of meromorphic finctions is an important topic lase centure, and many
itteresting and profound resules have been obtained. However, the q—difference analogues
of uniqueness of meromorphic functions has been appeared only in last decent.

I this paper, Based on the results obtained by Nevanlinna and Lin, the suthors consider
the uniqueness of two q—difference polynomials sharing one value CM or T and obiain
some results.

Results are new and interesting, and the proofs are right, Therefore, T would like to
recotimend this article to be published in Bulletin of the Iranian Mathematical Society
atter minor essential revisions,

Here, =ome detailed comments are listed:

1. From the proofs of Theorsims, we note that Theorem 1.3 and 1.4 are more important
than Theorem 1.1 and 1.2, Please rearrange them. Furthermore, we can find that (1.2)
holds m Theorem 1.2 and 1.4 for any & € C, please check them.

2. Some references, such as [3, 4, 9, 10, 12, 15, 16] are mentioned, but others cannot be
noted. Please note them or delect them.

3. Page 1, | line 14, References [6_ 13] nre not belong to Nevanlinna value distribution
theory of meromorphic functions.

4. Page 3, T, line 8 — line 18, the notations are confused. Whether do you simply them?
5. Page 4. | line 3. which reference dose Lemma 2.5 come? Why do you prove it again?
6. From Page 4, 1, line 6 vo page 5, |, line 12, please make them clear,

7. Page 6, 1, line G, “Proot of Theorem 1.4" should be “Proot of Theorem 1,37, £, line
2. "which” should he “*and so”.

8, Page 6, T, line 1, “Theorem 1.2" should be “Proof of Theorem 1.47,

0, Please check the language in whole.

Optional /General comments
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