ON THE LOWER ORDER OF INTEGRAL FUNCTIONS
S. M. SHAH

Let f(2) =E§° a,z" be an integral function of order p. It is known
that!

. nlogn . log log M(r)
1) limsup——F—+—— = p =limsuyp———— (0 < p £ x).
n—o IOg {I/I dnl } r—e Iog r
A similar result for the lower? order N, namely
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does not always hold. In fact for
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whereas A=p=2.
We prove here the following theorem.

THEOREM 1. If f(3) =D _&an3" is an integral function of order p and
lower order N (0SN= «) then
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COROLLARY 1.3
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