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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the equations involving Euler’s totient func-
tion ¢ and Lucas type sequences. In particular, we prove that the equation
¢(z™ —y™) = 2™ —y" has no solutions in positive integers x, y, m, n except
for the trivial solutions (z,y,m,n) = (a + 1,a,1,1), where a is a positive
integer, and the equation ¢((z™ — y™)/(x —y)) = (2" — y™)/(z — y) has
no solutions in positive integers x,y, m,n except for the trivial solutions

(x,y,m,n) = (a,b,1,1), where a, b are integers with a > b > 1.
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divisors; applications of sieve methods

1 Introduction

There are many famous problems on Euler’s totient function ¢. For example,
the equation ¢(n) = ¢(n + k) has brought many interests (see Ballew, Case and
Higgins [2], Holt [16], Lal and Gillard [17], Schinzel [27]). In 1932, Lehmer [18]
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asked whether there are composite numbers n for which n—1 is divisible by ¢(n).
In 1922, Carmichael [5] conjectured that, for every positive integer n, there exists
a positive integer m # n such that ¢(m) = ¢(n). For related progress, one may
see Banks etc [3], Bateman [4], Contini, Croot and Shparlinski [7], Erdés [8] and
9], Erdés and Hall [10, 11, 12], Ford [13], Guderson [14], Guy [15, B36-B42],
Pomerance [24], and Rotkiewicz [25].

In this paper, we consider the equations involving Euler’s totient function ¢

and Lucas type sequences. In particular, we consider the following equations

o™ —y™) =a" —y" (1.1)
¢<x —7 ):x —7 (1.2)
T —y T —y

in positive integers x,y, m, n.

Luca [20] proved that, if b > 2 is a fixed integer, then the equation

b —1 b —1
¢(xb_1 ) =Yy v,y €{1,2,...,b—1}

has only finitely many positive integer solutions (z,y,m,n). In 2015, Faye and

Luca [21] proved that, if (m,n,x) is a solution of

™ =1 " =1
L R = (13
in positive integers x, m,n with m > n, then
68000
r<e

Currently, even for a given odd number z > 2, there is no method to know
rapidly whether the equations of (1.3) have solutions in positive integers m,n
with m > n. In 2015, Faye, Luca and Tall [22] proved that the equation

G5 —1)=5"—1

has no solutions in positive integers m,n. This solves a problem in [19].

In this paper, the following results are proved.

Theorem 1.1. The equation (1.1) has no solutions in positive integers x,y, m,n
except for the trivial solutions (x,y,m,n) = (a + 1,a,1,1), where a is a positive

mnteger.



Theorem 1.2. The equation (1.2) has no solutions in positive integers x,y, m,n
except for the trivial solutions (z,y,m,n) = (a,b,1,1), where a,b are integers
with a >b> 1.

2 Generalization and Crucial Reduction

In this paper we will concern the following equation:
M iy
¢ <z Y ) =2 7Y (2.1)
Tr—Y r—Y

in positive integers z, vy, 2, m,n with x > y. Now Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are two

special cases for z = x — y and z = 1, respectively.
It is clear that

(v,y,z,m,n) = (a,b,1,1,1), a,beZ  a>b>1

are solutions of (2.1). Such solutions are called the trivial solutions of (2.1).
Since ¢(k) = k if and only if k£ = 1, it follows that m > n if (z,y, 2z, m,n) is a
nontrivial solution of (2.1).

For the equation (2.1), we have the following result.

Theorem 2.1. The equation (2.1) has no nontrivial solutions in positive integers

x,y,z,m,n with 1 <z <x—y.

Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 follow from Theorem 2.1 by taking z = x — y and
z = 1, respectively. It is interesting that it is difficult directly to give proofs of
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. But general Theorem 2.1 is “easily” proved. Our another
key observation is to find that we may assume that ged(m,n) = 1. Theorem 2.1

is equivalent to the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. The equation (2.1) has no nontrivial solutions in positive integers

x,y,z,m,n with 1 <z <z —y and gcd(m,n) = 1.

Now we prove that Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 are equivalent each other.
It is clear that Theorem 2.1 implies Theorem 2.2.

Suppose that Theorem 2.2 is true and (x,y, z,m,n) is a nontrivial solution
of the equation (2.1) in positive integers z,y, z,m,n with 1 < z < x —y. Then

m >mn > 1. Let

ged(m,n)=d', m=dm', n=dn, 2¢=2, y" =y
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and

o () S/)’”’) @) =) 02)

and ) )

o — g
T —y

Thus (2/,y', 2, m',n’) is a nontrivial solution of the equation (2.1) in positive

1< =2 <z —yl =2 —y.

integers ', vy, 2/, m/,n’ with 1 < 2/ < 2’—y" and ged(m/, n") = 1. This contradicts
Theorem 2.2. Now we have proved that Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 are
equivalent each other.

In the following, our task is to prove Theorem 2.2. One may see that the
condition ged(m,n) = 1 plays a key role in our proof.

From now on, we always assume that (x,y,z,m,n) is a nontrivial solution
of the equation (2.1) in positive integers x,y,z,m,n with 1 < z < x —y and
ged(m,n) = 1. Since (x,y,z,m,n) is a nontrivial solution of the equation (2.1),
it follows that m > n. Let

ged(z,y) =di, v =x1dy, y=uyds.

In this paper, p, q, v and 7 always denote odd primes. Let p(m) be the least
prime divisor of m. For each prime p > 3 with p 1 x1y1, let €, be the least
positive integer { such that p | x5 — yt. Then p | 7" — yi" if and only if £, | m.
For the convenience of the reader, we will repeat some statements in the proof.
In Section 3, we solve the equation (2.1) in positive integers x,y, z, m, n with
x1 and y; having different parities and no constrains on the size of z. It fol-
lows that Theorem 2.2 is true for x; and y; having different parities. Since
ged(xy,y1) = 1, we may assume that x; and y; are both odd. In Section 4, we
give the preliminary lemmas. We prove Theorem 2.2 in two sections. In Section
5, we prove Theorem 2.2 for x > 80. For this, we divide into two subsections:

p(m) <z and p(m) > z. In Section 6, we prove Theorem 2.2 for z < 80.



3 The equation without constrains on 2z

For any prime p and any positive integer a, let v,(a) denote the integer k with

P la, P ta

Theorem 3.1. The only nontrivial solutions of the equation (2.1) in positive

integers x,y, z, m,n with vo(x) # 1o(y) are
(QU, Y, z,m, n) = (27 17 Qﬁpua q,4q — 1)7

where q,p = 29 — 1 are both primes and (5, u are two integers with > 1 and
u > 0.

Proof. Suppose that (z,y,z,m,n) is a nontrivial solution of the equation (2.1)
in positive integers x,y, z, m,n. Then m > n > 1. As in the previous section,

first we reduce the problem to the case ged(m,n) = 1.

Let
ng(ma n) = d,, m = d,m,, n = d,’)’l,/, [L’d/ = [L’,’ yd, — y,
and . .,
-yt
T =2Z.
r—=1y
Then / / / ,
xlm_y/m x/n_y,n
(L) o)
Y r =y

and vy(2') = d'vy(z) # d've(y) = v2(y'). Suppose that the only nontrivial solu-
tions of the equation (3.1) in positive integers 2’ ¢/, 2/, m/, n’ with ged(m/,n’) =1
are

(zla y/a Z/a m/> n/) = (2a ]-7 2Bpua q,9 — 1)a

where ¢, p = 29—1 are both primes and (3, u are nonnegative integers with g > 1.
Then 2% = 2/ = 2. So d = 1 and # = 2. Thus the only nontrivial solutions of

the equation (2.1) in positive integers x,y, z, m,n are
(z,y,2,m,n) = (2,1,2°p", q,q = 1),

where ¢, p = 29—1 are both primes and (3, u are nonnegative integers with g > 1.
Now we have reduced the problem to the case ged(m,n) = 1. Without loss of

generality, we may assume that ged(m,n) = 1.
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Let
ng(x7y> =dy, z=m1dy, y=uyd.

Now (2.1) becomes

m __ ,m v —
5 (zdan—lu) B (3.2)
T — U 1 — U

Since vo(x) # 12(y), it follows that z; and y; have different parities. Let
z = 2ﬁt1, d1 = 2aw1, 2 Jf tlwl.

Now (3.2) becomes

M — ym " — yn
¢ <2B+a(m—l)t1w1n—l 1 Y1 ) _ 25+o¢(n—1)tlw?—1 1 1
1 — N L1 — Y1

Since x; and y; have different parities, it follows that

oy —y"
1 — U
and
oy —yy
T — U
are both odd. Let
A=t 79 gt LTI (3.3)
T — U 1 — Y
Then A and B are both odd and
(b (26+a(m—1)A) — 2B+a(n—1)B. (34)

By m >mn > 1 and (3.3), we have

m m m m
A_tlwm—lxl — Y > Ty — U

— : >
T — U T — U

> 1.

Noting that A is odd, ¢(A) is even. We divide into two cases:

Case 1: a =3 =0. Then (3.4) becomes ¢(A) = B. Since A and B are both
odd, it follows that A = B = 1, a contradiction with A > 1.

Case 2: a+ > 0. Then (3.4) becomes

25+a(m—1)—1¢(A) _ 2ﬁ+a(”—1)B' (35)
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Since 2 | ¢(A) and B is odd, it follows that
f+alm—1)<pB+aln-—1).

Noting that m > n, we have a = 0. Thus f§ = o+ > 1 and (3.5) becomes
¢(A) = 2B. Hence there exist an odd prime p and a positive integer ¢ such that

A=yp', 2B=p"'(p-1).

By
o m T —
ptZAZtlwlm_l ! ’ pt_l(p—l):2B:2t1w?_1 1 yl’
1 — U 1 — U
there exist nonnegative integers u, v, k such that
o m
ty =p", w; =pY 17?/1:]91%’ t=u+(m-—1)v+k,
1 — U
T — n
pt—l—u—(n—l)v(p —1)=2 1~ Y

T =Yy
Bym>n>1,wehave k > landt—1—u—(n—1)v>0. Sop |z —yy. If

t—1—u—(n—1v>1,

then
plat —yi.
Thus
p )=y
That is, p | #1 — y1. By ged(z1,91) = 1, pt 2191 Since
pk _ " — Yy
1 — U1
= " a2 Py 4y
= my!""" (mod p)
and
pt—l—u—(n—l)v(p . 1)
f —yy
1 — U
= 20y 2 Py Yl

= 2

2ny?~"  (mod p),
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it follows that p | m and p | n, a contradiction with ged(m,n) = 1. So
t—1—u—(n—1)v=0.
Noting that ¢ =« + (m — 1)v + k, we have
ut+(m—-1v+k—1—u—(n—1)v=0.

That is, (m —n)v+k —1=0. Since m > n and k > 1, it follows that v = 0 and
k = 1. Thus d1 = 2O‘w1 = 1,

_moyt oty
r1 = r—y '
p_1:2zl_y1:2$ _y
1 — Y1 r—Yy
It follows that . . . .
Y 9t Y
-y -y
By m >n and z >y > 1, we have
n__,n T — g™
PR S —
r—y r—y
m_
_ plam=1
r—Yy
> yTL—I—l (x/y)n+1 - 1 _ 1
> —:c—y
n+l _ ,n+l
_r vy 4
r—y

gty ey 4y —

> 2"+ ly oyt
xn_yn

= x
-y

> ot — YV
r—y

It follows that + =2, y =1 and m = n + 1. Since
xm_ym B
T—y

is a prime, it follows that m is a prime. Write m = ¢q. Then

p= 2m —1

(x7y7zvm7n) = (27 172ﬁpu7q7q - 1)7
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where ¢, p = 29—1 are both primes and (3, u are nonnegative integers with g > 1.
It is easy to verify that these are solutions of the equation (2.1). This completes
the proof of Theorem 3.1. O

4 Preliminary Lemmas

In this section, we give some preliminary lemmas. We always assume that
(z,y,2z,m,n) is a nontrivial solution of the equation (2.1) in positive integers
x,y,z,m,n with 1 < z <x—y and ged(m,n) = 1. Then m > n > 1. Recall that

ged(z,y) =di, x=xdi, y=uyids.

If x; and y; have different parities, then vs(z) # v2(y). By Theorem 3.1, there
exist two primes ¢,p = 29 — 1 and two integers § > 1 and u > 0 such that
(z,y,2,m,n) = (2,1,2°p" q,q — 1). This contradicts 1 < z < z — y. Hence z;
and y; have the same parity. Since ged(z,y1) = 1, it follows that x; and y; are
both odd. Noting that x; > y; > 1, we have xy > 3.

Lemma 4.1. Let (x,y,z,m,n) be a nontrivial solution of the equation (2.1) in

positive integers x,y, z,m,n with 1 < z < x —y and gecd(m,n) = 1. Then 21 m.

Proof. We prove the lemma by a contradiction. Suppose that 2 | m. Let

where «, 3,0, my, wy, t; are nonnegative integers with 2 4 mjw;t; and o > 1. Let

n n
Ty — U

/ m—1x71n B yin / n—1
A =t LTI By .
Ty — W

)
T — U

Since 2 | m, we have 2 { n. It follows that B’ is odd. Since z; and y; are odd,

m— )t — yin m—1x71n _ yin
A =t T — — (11 + 11
! 1 — U1 ! 3 —yi ( )

is even and more than 2. Let A" = 2¢A; with 24 A; and p > 1. By A’ > 2, we
have either u > 2 or A; > 3. Hence

¢ (ZII :z ) _ ¢(26+B(m—1)+uA1) — 26+6(m—1)+u—1¢(A1)



is divisible by
9F+A(m—1)+1

By (2.1) and o
Y 90+B(n=1) pr.
-y
we have 6 + f(m — 1)+ 1 < 0 + f(n — 1), a contradiction with m > n.
Therefore, 2 4 m. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. O

Lemma 4.2. Let q be a prime divisor of m. Then

q%aqd(m)—l | xt{—l q—1
where d(m) is the number of positive divisors of m and oy is the integer with
q® | m and ¢* 1 m.

Furthermore, if ¢ 1 z, then

1

q° '

agd(m q—1 q—
R e

Proof. Let m = q%*m, and let Iy, (s, ...,l; be all positive divisors of m,. Then
¢'l; (1 <i<a,l <j<t) are a,t distinct positive divisors of m. By Lemma
4.1, ¢'l; # 2,6. By Carmichael’s primitive divisor theorem (see [6]), each of

:E[fllj — y‘lej has a primitive prime divisor p; ; = 1 (mod ¢'l;). It is clear that
i i i um m m
o | =y x‘ij—yi“ﬁl—yl
o -y T1— T —
It follows that I
L1 — Y
Il psl 5 —
1<i<ay 1~ Y
1<5<t

Let
z = q‘s‘ftq, d; = qﬁqdq, q1t.d,.

Noting that

zizm _ ym et q6¢Z+ﬁq(m_1)t dm_lxian — y{n
r—y B

we have
M
T |

1<i<ay
1<j<t
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So

¢ (q5q+5q(m_1)) H (pi,j - 1> | ¢ (z%) .

1<i<ayg Yy
1<j<t

It follows from (2.1) that

$ (gl Patm=) H (i — 1) | oy

1<i<ayg =Y
1<5<t
So . .
¢ (q6q+5q(m—l)) H qz | ZI - y )
1<i<ayg r=y
1<5<t
That is,
¢ (qa a+Bq( 1)) gza(eatt | glatBal 1)tqdq 1 Ill — yi .
Noting that d(m) = (a, + 1)t, we have
m— l n— mn—
¢ (g Palm=1)) qaoad(n) | Pt Ban =g =t (o — g, (4.1)

We divide into three cases:
Case 1: ¢ | dy. Then 5, > 1. By (4.1),

q5q+ﬁq(m—1) qzaqd(m | q5q+5q(”—1)(z? _ y?)
That is,
—_n)— la m n n
Since m > n and 3, > 1, it follows that
g2 | ap — g (4.2)

Since ged(xq,y;) = 1, it follows from (4.2) that ¢ z1y,. By Euler’s theorem,

agd(m)—1 agd(m)—1
d(m) ‘LL’I{Q a (¢—1) y‘112 1 (g— 1). (43)

1
qz"
In view of (4.2) and (4.3),

1 1
b oadm) | xngfaqdw*(q—l),n) _ y§q?aqd“’”*1(q—1>m>

By ged(m,n) = 1, we have ged(q,n) = 1. It follows that

Lo, d(m —1n —1,n
¢ 4d(m) |x§q )—yfq )'
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Noting that (¢ — 1,n) | ¢ — 1, we have

1

q2 agd(m) ‘

q—1 q—1
. —Y o

Case 2: ¢{d; and ¢ { z. Then ¢, = 8, = 0. By (4.1),
la m n n
gz | 2 — gy

Similar to Case 1, we have

Case 3: ¢{d; and ¢ | 2.
By (4.1),

gor L gaadm) | (g — y),

It follows that

1

q2

=1 | g — 7,

If %aqd(m) — 1 > 1, then, similar to Case 1, we have
e gt gt (4.4

It is clear that (4.4) also holds if e d(m) — 1 = 0.
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. O

Remark 4.3. In 1943, Guderson [14] proved that, if a > b > 1 are two integers
andn is a positive integer, then n*(rad(n))=" | ¢(a™—0"), where rad(n) is the rad-
ical of n, 1.e, the product of all distinct prime divisors of n. In 1961, Rotkiewicz
[25] proved that n?™/? | ¢(a™ —b"), where d(n) is the number of positive divisors
of n.

Lemma 4.4. Let Q,, be the set of all prime divisors of m and let d(m) be defined
as i Lemma 4.2. Then

d(m) < 2max{p(m), x}

and
log(2 max{p(m), z})
log 2

Q| <

12



Proof. By Lemma 4.1, p(m) > 3.
If p(m) | z, then, by p(m) | m and Lemma 4.2, we have

1o m)— m)— m)—
p(m)?2 p(m)d(m) l\x’f( ) l—yf( -1

Noting that 1 < z <x —y < z, for p(m) | z, we have

p(m) %ap(m) d(m)—l

=

2

[\/)é;‘

3

L

A A
s
3
|

IN A
8
2
2
L

A A
=
2
&)—‘
5
g

So
2p(m)
dm) < log p(m)

If p(m) 1 z, then, by p(m) | m and Lemma 4.2, we have

log x.

la m m)— m)—
p(m)z p(m)d( )|SL’11)( ) 1_yf( ) L

Hence
p(m)2%m < p(m) 2% dm)
< lel(m)—l —yf(m)_l
< ZPm,
So 2p(m)
p(m
d(m) < ————log .
m) log p(m)
In any way, we have
2p(m)
d(m) < ———=logz. 4.5
(m) Tog p(m) (4.5)

If p(m) > z, then log p(m) > logx. It follows from (4.5) that
d(m) < 2p(m).

If p(m) < x, then, by p(m) > 3,




It follows from (4.5) that
d(m) < 2.

In any way, we have
d(m) < 2max{p(m), z}.

Noting that

219ml < d(m),
we have log(2 (p(m). )
og(2max{p(m), x
log 2
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.4. O

Lemma 4.5. ([21, Lemma 1.2]) For N > 3, we have

2.5

N .
—— < 1.79loglog N + ——.
- 0glog N + loglog N

¢(N)

Lemma 4.6. Let (z,y,z,m,n) be a nontrivial solution of the equation (2.1) in

positive integers x,y, z,m,n with 1 < z < x —y and ged(m,n) = 1. Then
T < H 1+ L
p—1)
plz(a™—y™)/(z—y)
Proof. We follow the proof of [21, Lemma 2.1]. Since (z,y, z, m,n) is a nontrivial

solution of the equation (2.1), it follows that m > n. By (2.1),

z < "™ "
z(z™ —y™)/(x —y)

<

z(am —yn)/(z —y)
_ 2 —ym)/ (= —y)

P(z(zm —y™)/(x —y))

1 -1

e

ple(am—ym)/(z—y) b

1
ple(am—ym)/(z—y) b
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.6. O
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Lemma 4.7. Let d be a divisor of m with d > 40 and let

Then
1 1 2loglogd  2loglogx

S0 T Toglds ) T () od)logd’

Proof. We follow the proof of [21, Lemma 2.1]. For the convenience of the reader,
we give the details here. Recall that, for p { z1yi, ¢, is the least positive integer
¢ such that p | 2t — . By Fermat’s theorem, p | 22" —y?~! for p  zyy1. It
follows that ¢, | p — 1. Let

Pa=A{p:{, =d}.

Then d | p — 1 for all p € P;. Hence

(d+ )P < T p<af —uf <af <ot
PEPq

It follows that
dlogx

log(d+ 1)
Let m(X;d, 1) denote the number of primes p < X with d | p — 1. By the
Brun-Titchmarsh theorem due to Montgomery and Vaughan [23],

|Pal < (4.6)

2X
m(X;d 1)< ——  forall X >d > 2.
(1) < ST Tog (/)

Let Ag={p<4d:d|p—1}. We split Sy as follows:

1 1 1
S N
p<4d p 4d<p<d?log p p>d? log x p

tp=d lp=d lp=d
1 1 1
D D O
pEAY p 4d<p<d?logz p p>d?logx p

dlp—1 PEPy

= T1+T2—|—T3.
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For T5, we have

d?log x
T, = / —dn(t;d, 1)
ad t
. d2log = d?log x .
_ W(t,d,].) g _'_/ W(t7d>1)dt
t t=4d 4d t2
2 r(4d;d, 1) 2 /d”ogw 1
¢(d) log(dlog x) 4d o(d) tlog(t/d)
2loglog(dlogz) m(4d;d,1) 2
= — — loglog4 | .
o(d) 1d " od) \log(dloga) 5

Since d > 40 and = > x; > 3,

it follows that

1
—loglogd < —— —loglog4 < 0.

log(dlog z) log 40
Hence 21og log(d1 4dd1
T, < 2108 og(dlogz) Z L
¢(d) =
By Lemma 4.1, 2+ m. So d is odd. Thus
Ay C{2d+ 1}, 7(4d;d, 1) = |Ag < 1.
It follows that
4d d 1) Z r_ 1 1 i
= 2d+1  4d
50 1 2loglog(dlog )
og log(dlog z
T+ 1T < —
VR o(d)
For T3, by (4.6),
Pl 1
d?logz  dlog(d+1)
Therefore,
S, < 1 N 1 2loglog(dlog )
4d ~ dlog(d+1) o(d)
Noting that
loglog(dlogz) = log(logd + loglogx)
log1
= loglogd+log {1+ 88T
log d
log1
< loglogd + M,
log d
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we have

1 1 2loglogd  2loglogx
S0 T Toglds ) T o) od)logd”
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.7. O

Lemma 4.8. The function f(x) = loglogz is sub-multiplicative on [78,+00),

that is, for any xq,xs > 78, we have

loglog(z122) < (loglog z1)(loglog z3).

Proof. Suppose that x1, x5 > 78. Then

1

< 0.4591.
logzy  log s

It follows that
log z1 + log x5 < 0.4591(log 1 )(log 2).

Therefore,
loglog(z122) = log(logx + logxs)
< log (0.4591(log 1) (log z2))
= loglogx; + loglog xs + log 0.4591
= (loglogz)(loglog z5)
—(loglogx; — 1)(loglogzy — 1) + 1 + log 0.4591
< (loglogzy)(loglog ).
The last inequality holds since
—(loglogz; — 1)(loglogzy — 1) + 1 + 1log 0.4591
< —(loglog78 — 1)* + 1 + log 0.4591 < 0.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.8. O

5 Proof of Theorem 2.2 for x > 80

In this section, we always assume that (z,y, z, m,n) is a nontrivial solution of
the equation (2.1) in positive integers z,y, z,m,n with z > 80, 1 < z <z —y
and ged(m,n) = 1. Then m > n > 1. Recall that

ng(x7y> =dy, z=m1dy, y=uyd.

17



Then x; and y; are both odd (see Section 4). For each prime p > 3 with p 1 x1y1,
let £, be the least positive integer ¢ such that p | #f — y{. Then p | 2" — y* if
and only if ¢, | m. Let p(m) be the least prime divisor of m.

We divide into two subsections: p(m) < x and p(m) > z.

51 p(m) <=z

In this subsection, we always assume that p(m) < x and = > 80.

By Lemma 4.6, we have

It follows that

1

plz(zm—y™)/(z—y)

15 1
< log — E log | 14+ —
- 0g4+ og( +p—1)
p|z(wm_ym)/(w_y)
p=>T
15 1
< log — g —
= e p—1
plz(z™—y™)/(z~y)
p>7
15 1 1
< log Z + ( _ 1) + Z »
p27pp p\z(mm—y’”)/(r—y)p
p>T7
15 1 1
< log — + FYrias E : -
—1 4
rotr PP —1) 546 ple(@™—y™)/(@—y)
p=>
1
< 138+ E —
plz(z™—y™)/(z—y)
p>T7

IA
—_
&
+
(]
I
+

>

p
7<p<z? plz(z™—y™)/(z—y)
p>x4

SR

By [26], for ¢ > 286,

1 1
> = <loglogt+0.2615 + ——— < loglogt + 0.2772.
2log”t

p<t

18



It follows that

1 1 1
> = < loglogz" +0.2772 — 53
7<p<az*

< loglogx + 0.6302.
Hence

1
logz < loglogz + 1.38 + 0.6302 + > -

1
< loglogx + 2.011 + Z —.

plz(z™—y™)/(z—y)
p>:c4

It is clear that, if p > z* then p { x1y;. Recall that £, is the least positive
integer ¢ with p | 2{ —yf. If p > 2% then ¢, > 5. Otherwise, ¢, < 4 and
p < 2P —yl? < 2t < 24 a contradiction. If p > x* then, by # = dyz; and
1 <z <az—y, we have p { dyz. Hence, if p | 2(z™ — y™)/(x —y) and p > 2,
then p | 27" — y". It follows that £, | m. Thus

> lzdsz,

plz(@™—y™)/(z—y)

p>az?t d>5
where .
Ty=) -
ty=d p
p>m4
Let
P,={p:l,=d,p> '}
Then
24Pl < H p < :ccf —yf <’
peP),
It follows that )
Pl < =d.
Pi <
If d < 22, then
Pyl d 1
T, < < — < —.
=" dxt — 4a?



Thus

Now we estimate

By Lemma 4.7, for d > 2% > 802, we have

1 1 2loglogd  2loglogx
T; < S;<— .
1500 T dleadr ) T o@ T a(d)logd
By Lemma 4.5,
d 2.5
—— < 1.79loglog d .
S(d) = R R T Yo d
It follows that
1 1 3.58(log log d)?
T, < —
S 14 dlog(d 1 1) d
3.58 loglog d D 5loglog x
——— logl — .
dlogd 2% G T Glog d)(loglog d)
For d > 2%, by (5.1), we have
1 1 .58(log log 2:?)?
T, <« L 3.58(log log )
422 2?log(x? + 1) x?
3.58log log 2* 5 5loglog

log 1 — .
0808+ x? o 22 (log x?)(log log ?)

x? log 22
By Lemma 4.4 and p(m) < x, we have d(m) < 2z. Hence
H{d:d|m,d> 2’} < d(m) < 2z.

Hence, by x > 80, we have

1 2 7.16(log log z%)?
Ty < —
; a 2x+xlog(:v2+1) * x
d>z?
+7.1610g log x? 10 10loglog x

loglogx + — +
r

xlog 22 (log x?)(log log x?)

< 0.6.

20
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Therefore,

1
logx < loglogx + 2.011 + Z -
plz(z™—y™)/(x—y)
p>:c4
= loglogx +2.011 + ZTd
p
< loglogz +2.011+ Y T+ > Ty
dlm dlm
5§$§m2 d>‘m2
< loglogx +2.011+ 0.254 0.6

= loglogx + 2.861.
Since x > 80, it follows that
log x — loglog x > log 80 — log log 80 > 2.9,

a contradiction.

5.2 p(m) >z

In this subsection, we always assume that p(m) > x > 80. Since p(m) is a prime,
it follows that p(m) > 83.

By Lemma 4.6, we have

1
< || 1+——.
! ( +p—1)
)/ (@—y)

pla(em—ym

Similar to the arguments in the previous subsection, by 1 < z <z —y < x, we

have

logx < 1.38+ Z

plz(z™—y™)/(z—y)
p>7

1 1
< 138+ Z . Z -
<pza P Py (=) N

1
p

By [26], for t > 286,

1 1
Y = <loglogt+0.2615 + ——— < loglogt + 0.2772.
2log"t

p<t

21



A simple calculation shows that, for 80 <t < 286,

1
> = <loglogt + 0.2965.

p<t

It follows from z > 80 that

1 1 1 1
Z — < loglog x + 0.2965 — 3737 % < loglogz — 0.7368.

7<p<z

It is clear that, if p > x, then p { x1y;, and by the definition of ¢,, we have £, > 1.

Hence
1
logz < 1.38+loglogz — 0.7368 + > -
m m p
pl(@™—y™)/(xz—y)
p>x
1
= loglogx + 0.6432 + Z -
m m p
pl™—y™)/(z—y)
p>x
< loglogz +0.6432+ ) Sy,
dlm
R
where

1
—p

Si=)_
14

For d | m and d > 1, we have d > p(m) > x > 80. By Lemma 4.7, we have

g < i—l— 1 2loglogd  2loglogx
I 4d " dlog(d + 1) o(d) o(d)logd
_ i+ 1 2loglogd  2loglogx
4d ~ dlogx o(d) ¢(d)logx
- 1 n 1 +2loglogd 2loglog 80
46(d) ~ ¢(d)log80 o(d) ¢(d) log 80
_ 1.2 +21oglogd
¢(d) ¢(d)
3loglogd
< - — -
¢(d)
It follows that los loa d
0g 108
Sa <3 .
d% ’ % o(d)
d>1 d>1
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By Lemma 4.4 and p(m) > x,

Q] < % = g(m),

where Q,, is the set of all prime divisors of m.
Since p(m) > 83, it follows from Lemma 4.8 that

log log d ( loglogg loglog ¢? )
> < JI (t+ - S ) =1
o Od) eon ¢(q) o(¢*)
d>1

loglogq (loglogg)®* 1\ _
= 1l (145t )
B log log q 1 B
- qgm(1+ q—1 1—(10g10gq)/Q) !
log log p(m) 1 g(m) B
: (” p(m) — 1 1—<1oglogp<m>>/p<m>> :
= T —1.
By p(m) > 83,
— ol o log log p(m) 1
ouT = gt (142 )
< o )loglogp(m) 1
p(m) —1 1 — (loglogp(m))/p(m)
_ log(2p(m)) loglog p(m) p(m)
log2  p(m)—1 p(m) —loglogp(m)
_ 1 log(2p(m)) loglogp(m) p(m) p(m)
log2 \/p(m)  +/p(m) p(m)—1p(m) — loglogp(m)
- 1 log166loglog83 83 83
~ log2 /83 /83 83 —183—loglog83
< 0.137

It follows that

3 loglogd _ oxsr 1 _ 147
2740

a>1
By x > 80 we have

log log d
st < 32 @ < 3x0.147 < 0.45.
dlm dlm

d>1 d>1
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It follows that

logz < loglogz +0.6432+ » S,

dlm
d>1

< loglogx + 0.6432 + 0.45
< loglogx +1.1.

Since x > 80, it follows that
log x — loglog x > log 80 — log log 80 > 2.9,

a contradiction.

6 Proof of Theorem 2.2 for x < &0

In this section, we always assume that (x,y, 2z, m,n) is a nontrivial solution of
the equation (2.1) in positive integers z,y,z,m,n with x < 80,1 < z <z —y
and ged(m,n) = 1. Then m > n > 1. Recall that

ged(z,y) =di, = =xdi, y=uyds.

Then z; and y; are both odd (see Section 4). For each prime p > 3 with p { x1y,
let £, be the least positive integer ¢ such that p | zf — y{. Then p | 2" — y" if
and only if £, | m. Let p(m) be the least prime divisor of m. Now (2.1) becomes

Ly n—yn
(e Sm) 61

First, we give the following lemmas.
Lemma 6.1. If q is a prime factor of m, then qfx; — y.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ is a prime with ¢ | m and ¢ | 1 — ;. We will derive a
contradiction. By Lemma 4.1, ¢ > 3. Let

m=q¢"m, T —y=qw, z=q"2, d =qt,

avﬁamlaw()uzlvtl S Z+7 qj(mlw(]zlth :u75 c ZZO'

By induction on k,

k k
k
ol =yl +¢"Pwp, wp € Z.
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It follows that

x({a - yllla = qa+ﬁwa7 Wo € 7.
So . .
29%
go | LY (6.2)
1 — N
In view of ¢* | m and (6.2), we have

o | xgn — yin

1 — W

By Carmichael’s primitive divisor theorem (see [6]), the integer z{ — y{ has a
primitive prime divisor p = 1 (mod ¢). Since ¢ | m, it follows that
itk k1§

1 — U 1 — U

So . .
| Ty — U
1 — U1
Thus . .
Ty — U
qap -
| 1 — U1
So
o m
qa+u+5(m—l)p | ngn—1;731.
1=
Hence

o m—1)— m— xm_ym
s - - 1) o (a2,
1 — U

Since ¢q | p — 1, it follows that

s o (capr L2, (6.3
1 — U

By (6.1) and (6.3),

n n
_ 1Ty =Y
o+p+0(m—1) | Zdrlz 11 1

q .
1 — Y
So
T —
qa—l—,u—l-é(m—l) ‘ q#+5(n—1)17y1' (64)
1 — Y

By ged(m,n) = 1, we have ¢ { n. It follows from z; — y; = ¢®zo (¢t 20,8 > 1)
that ; .
f Ty — Y
T — WU
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In view of (6.4),
at+p+dm—1)<p+dn-—1).

Noting that m > n, we have a = 0, a contradiction with @ > 0. Therefore,
qfr— . 0

Lemma 6.2. We have

<gi<1+———).

lp>1

Proof. By Lemma 4.6, we have
1
r < 11 _jT)
)/
1+

L
5, I )

p|z(wm_ym ({E—
p—1

H( pll

plzdy pl(@7*—y1")/(z1—y1)

_ 1
 o(zdy) ™ <1+p—1)'

pl(@7*—yi")/(z1—y1)

IN

It follows from = = dyx; that

x1¢(zdl) < I1 (1 + L) (6.5)

1
Pl (@) (@1 —y1) p

Now we prove that, if
T — Y
— 6.6
|xl_y1 (6.6)
then ¢, | m and ¢, > 1.

Suppose that (6.6) holds. Then p | 2" — y7*. Noting that ged(zq,y1) = 1, we
have p { z1y;. By the properties of ¢, and p | 21" — yi"*, we have ¢, | m. Now we
prove £, > 1 by a contradiction. Suppose that ¢, = 1. Then p | 1 —y;. So

T — Y

. y _ x;n—l 4 xgﬂ—2y1 4+ o4 xlyl —|— y{n 1 = myl (mod p)
1— Y1

It follows from (6.6) that p | m. This contradicts Lemma 6.1 since p | m and
plzi—yr

Now we have proved that, if (6.6) holds, then ¢, exists, £, | m and £, > 1.
Lemma 6.2 follows from (6.5). O
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Lemma 6.3. If x < 80 and d is a divisor of m with d > 173, then
1 3.3loglog d
log (1 + ) < .
g—:[d p—1 ¢(d)

Proof. Suppose that p is a prime with ¢, = d. By the definition of ¢,, we have

pt x1y;. By Fermat’s theorem, p | 277" — 4P~ It follows that d | p — 1 when
l,=d. Sop>d+1 when {, =d. It is clear that

1 1
lo 1—|——) = lo <1+—)

where

Since d > 173 and x > z; > 3, it follows from Lemma 4.7 that

g <i+ 1 2loglogd  2loglogx
“™4d T dlog(d + 1) o(d) o(d)logd’

Noting that d > 173 and x < 80, we have

1 5 1 2loglogd  2loglogx
- <
10gH<1+p ) = ad " dlog(d+ 1) o(d) | ofd)logd
- ) n 1 +2loglogd 2loglog 80
— 4¢(d)  o(d)log174 o(d) o(d)log 173
2.1 +210glogd
¢(d) ¢(d)
3.31loglogd
¢(d)

This completes the proof of Lemma 6.3. O
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Lemma 6.4. If x < 80 and d is a divisor of m with p(d) > 173, where p(d) is

the least prime divisor of d, then
1
1 — .032.
og [] (1+p_1) < 0.032
lp=d
Proof. Let
d=pip2---pt,

where p; < py < --- < p; are primes. It is easy to see that

d(pip2--p) > (pr— 1)+ (pr — 1). (6.7)

By Lemma 4.8 and p(d) > 173,

loglogd = loglog(pips - - i) < (loglogpy) - - (loglog py). (6.8)

In view of Lemma 6.3, (6.7) and (6.8),
1 3.31loglogd
log (1 + —) < 22086080
ggd p—1 ¢(d)
loglogp;  loglogp;
p—1 pe—1
Since p; > p(d) > 173 (1 < i < 't), it follows that

3.3

log log p; - loglog 173

1 1< <¢
i1 = 172 o=t
Therefore,
1 loglog p: loglog 173
1 1+ ——) <33 <33 < 0.032.
Oggl_:[d( +p—1) 1 = 172
This completes the proof of Lemma 6.4. O

1 1

Lemma 6.5. If q is a prime factor of m with ¢ < 173, then ¢% t 2% —yi™".

Proof. By Lemma 6.1, ¢ 1 x; — y;. Since x < 80, it follows that x; < 80. By
Lemma 4.1, ¢ > 3. A simple calculation by a computer shows that, for any

integers 1 < y; < 7 < 80, there are no odd primes p < 173 such that

play —y, pOlay -y

1

Hence ¢° { 297" — 4¢~'. This completes the proof of Lemma 6.5. O
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Lemma 6.6. If q is a prime factor of m and k is a positive integer such that
-1 ~1
then there are at most k distinct primes p with ¢, | m and q | .

Proof. We prove the lemma by a contradiction. Suppose that there are at least

k+1 primes p with £, | m and ¢ | ¢,. Let py,pa, ..., pr+1 be k+ 1 distinct primes

with £,, | m and ¢ | ¢y, (1 <i<k+1). Then, for 1 <i<k+1,
‘ ‘
) ‘ xlpz - ylpZ
’ 1 — U1
and ,
" =yt =y
1 — U 1 — U

It follows that

oy —y"
Pip2 - Pe+1 |
— U
Let
z=q"z, dy =t
21,0 €L, qf zity, p1,0 € L.
Then
¢t pipy - pp | 2d T
T — U
It follows that
A ) = D2 = 1) (e — 1) | ¢ (Zdl 1;17_?;) : (6.9)

By the definition of ¢,, p { x1y;. Thus p; { z1y1 (1 <@ < k+1). By Fermat’s
theorem, p; | 22" —y""' So £, | p;—1 (1 <i < k+1). Since q| £,,, it follows
that ¢ |pi—1 (1 <i<k+1). By (6.9),
qu—i-(m—l)é—i-k | ¢ (Zdrln—lxin B y{n) )
L1 — Y1
It follows from (6.1) that

n n

pt(m—1)0+k | dn—lxl — U
Z 1 .

1 — W

q
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So

T =y
Noting that m > n, we have p+ (m —1)6 > u+ (n — 1)é. It follows from (6.10)
that

it m=DEHk | gk (n—1)8 d Wl 4 (6.10)

n n
k|x1_y1
1 — U1
So
k n n
q |371—yl~

It follows from ged(x1,y;) = 1 that ¢4 z1y;. By Euler’s theorem,

k—1(,_ k—1(,_
qk | :c‘{ (¢-1) yiz (g 1).
It follows that
n, k—1 1 n, k—1 -1
qk | Sl?g q (g—1)) _ y§ q (q )) (611)

Since ged(m,n) =1 and ¢ | m, we have ¢t n. By (6.11),

n,g—1 n,qg—1
1 o

Noting that (n,q — 1) | ¢ — 1, we have

1 1

qk | l’[{_ - ytll_ )
a contradiction. This completes the proof of Lemma 6.6. O
Lemma 6.7. If a and b are two positive integers with b > 2, then

¢(ab) = ¢(2a).

Proof. 1f 2 | a, then ¢(2a) = 2¢(a). If 2 1 a, then ¢(2a) = ¢(a). In any way, we

have 26(a) > 6(2a) > ¢(a).
If p is an odd prime and p { a, then

¢lap) = ¢(a)(p — 1) = 2¢(a) = ¢(2a).

If p is an odd prime and p | a, then

¢(ap) = pd(a) > 2¢(a) = ¢(2a).
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In any way, if p is a prime, then

¢ap) = ¢(2a) = ¢(a).

Let b= pips---ps, where p; < py < --- < p; are primes. Then

¢(ab) = ¢lapipz -+ -pi) > dlapipz -+ pi-1) = -+ > ¢lapr) > ¢(2a).
This completes the proof of Lemma 6.7. O

Lemma 6.8. If m has a prime divisor ¢ < 173, then d(m) < 12, where d(m) is

defined as in Lemma 4.2.

Proof. In view of Lemma 6.5,

—1 —1
el =yl

By Lemma 4.2,
gheattm L | g -y, (6.12)

where « is defined as in Lemma 4.2. Hence

1
That is, a,d(m) < 12. Therefore, d(m) < 12. This completes the proof of
Lemma 6.8. U

Lemma 6.9. If ¢ is a prime factor of m with ¢ < 173, then ¢® 4 297" — y? "

Proof. We prove the lemma by a contradiction. Suppose that

3 q—1 qg—1
I e T

By Lemma 6.1, ¢ { 21 — y;. Hence
gto—y, ¢ -yl (6.13)

It is clear that x; < x < 80. A simple calculation by a computer shows that,

(i) for 1 <y < 1 <9, there is no prime v < 173 satisfying (6.13);

(ii) for 1 <y < 27 and 10 < 27 < 80, there are at most two primes v < 173
satisfying (6.13).

Since ¢ < 173, it follows from (i) and (ii) that 10 < 2y < 80.
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In order to derive a contradiction, we divide all positive divisors of m into
two classes: D; is the set of all positive divisors of m which have at least one

prime divisor < 173 and
={d:d|m,d>1,d¢ Dy}.

By Lemma 6.2, we have

x1¢(zzd1 <11 <1+%) I1 <1+L)

- 1
é EDl p ZpeD2 p

By Lemma 4.1, 2 4 m. It follows that, if ¢, > 1 and ¢, | m, then, by ¢, | p—1,
we have p > 7. Let p; be the ¢-th prime. If £, > 1 and ¢,, | m, then ¢ > 4. By
Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6, there are at most 6 primes p with ¢, | m and ¢ | ¢,. So, for

any given prime g < 173,
H{p: ¢, € Di,q|l,} <6. (6.14)

By (ii) and (6.14),
H{p: ¢, € Di}| <11

It follows that

By ¢ < 173, we have ¢ ¢ D,. Noting that 1 ¢ Dy, by Lemma 6.8 we have
|Dy| < d(m) —2 < 10. By Lemma 6.4 and p(d) > 173 for d € D,,

11 <1+1%) = J] e logH<1+—)

Lp€D> deDo

S H 60.032 S 610X0.032 < 1.4.
de Do

Hence

) 1T (1+—) 11 (1+%><2x1.4<3.

¢,€Dy tyeDs P

It is clear that 2z < x —y < x < 80. Since 10 < x; < 80 and x; is odd, it
follows that x; > 11.
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If d; > 2, then, by Lemma 6.7, we have ¢(zd;) > ¢(2z). A simple calculation
gives that, for 1 < z < 80,

T ¢(Zd1) >11

> $(22)

z z

> 3,

a contradiction. Hence dy = 1. If x; > 13, then, by a simple calculation, for
1 <z <80,

¢(zdy) > 13M

z z

T > 3,

a contradiction. So xy = 11. Then x = 11 and z < x — y < 10. A simple
calculation gives that, for 1 < z < 10,

5 2 _ o 00G) 3
z z
a contradiction.
This completes the proof of Lemma 6.9. O

Lemma 6.10. We have p(m) > 173.

Proof. Suppose that p(m) < 173. We will derive a contradiction. Let ¢ be a
prime divisor of m with ¢ < 173. By Lemma 6.9,

-1 -1
¢ ral =yl

By Lemma 4.2,
g0 | gt g, (6.15)
where o, and d(m) are defined as in Lemma 4.2. Hence

1
§aqd(m) —-1<2.

That is, a,d(m) < 6. So m € {q, 4> q7v, 97}
We divide all positive divisors of m into two classes: D; is the set of all

positive divisors of m which have at least one prime divisor < 173 and
Dy={d:d|m,d>1,d¢ Dy}.
By Lemma 4.1, 2 { m. It follows that, if ¢, > 1 and ¢, | m, then, by ¢, | p — 1,

we have p > 7. Let p; be the i-th prime. If ¢,, > 1 and £, | m, then ¢ > 4.
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By Lemma 6.2, we have

xl@< 11 <1+]%) 11 (1+]%).
€Dy p€Ds
Since x; and y; are odd and x; > y; > 1, it follows that z; > 3. So x > 3.
We divide into two cases:
Case 1: x > 3. Then either z; > 5 or d; > 2.
If d; > 2, then, by Lemma 6.7, we have ¢(zd;) > ¢(22). It is clear that
z<x—y <z <80. A simple calculation shows that, for z; > 3, 1 < z < 80

and d; > 2,
0 9[22
z z

Ifdi=1and xy =5, then z = x1d; =5 and z <z —y < 4. It is easy to see
that, for 1 < z < 4,

> 1.59.

. ¢(zd1) _s

If di =1 and zy > 7. A simple calculation shows that, for z; > 7 and
1 <2 <80,

0C) 1 5.
VA

0 | 0(2)

z z

> 1.59.

In any way, we have

d
x1@ > 1.59.

Now we divide into two subcases:

Subcase 1.1: All prime factors of m are less than 173. Then, D, = () and
Dy C€{q,¢% qv,7,7% q¢7*}. By Lemmas 6.6 and 6.9, there are at most 3 primes p
with ¢, | m and ¢ | £, and at most 3 primes p’ with ¢, | m and v | £,. It follows
that

{p:bpe D} <5.

So

1T <1+1%) §ﬁ<1+p,.1_1) < 1.56.

6Dy

Thus 1.59 < 1.56, a contradiction.
Subcase 1.2: Only one of prime factors of m is less than 173. Then D; C

{q,4% q7,qy*} and Dy C {7,7?}. By Lemmas 6.6 and 6.9, there are at most 3

primes p with ¢, | m and ¢ | £,. It follows that

{p: e Di}| <3.
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So

[ (o) <010

lp€D1 i=4

By Lemma 6.4 and p(d) > 173 for d € D,

11 <1+%1) = J] e logH(1+—)

) <14

ZpEDz de Do Zp—
S H 60.032 S 62><0.032 < 11
deDao

Thus 1.59 < 1.4 x 1.1 = 1.54, a contradiction.
Case 2: =3. Thenz; =3, 3 =1,di=1land 2 <z —y <2 Bygqg|m
and m being odd (Lemma 4.1), we have ¢ { z. By Lemma 4.2,

qzatm) | 301 _ 1, (6.16)

where «, and d(m) are defined as in Lemma 4.2. A simple calculation shows

that, there are no odd primes p < 173 with
PP 3t — 1.

So sad(m) < 2. It follows that m € {q, ¢v}.
Now we divide into two subcases:
Subcase 2.1: m = ¢y. Then Ja,d(m) = 2. By (6.16),

3 -1

Since ¢ < 173, it follows from a simple calculation that ¢ = 11. This implies that
v > 173, otherwise v = 11, a contradiction. So Dy = {11,11v} and Dy = {7}.
Since 3'' — 1 = 2 x 23 x 3851, it follows that

{p: ¢, =11} = {23,3851}.

By Carmichael’s primitive divisor theorem (see [6]), the integer 3''7 — 1 has at
least one primitive prime divisor p’ = 1 (mod 117). By the definition of ¢,/ we
have ¢,; = 11v. Hence

{p:bpe Di}| = 3
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Let p}, py, ps be three distinct primes with £, € D;. Since

3% 1 3% _1 3m_1q

2’2‘2’

o

it follows that
AW 3" —1
P1D2P3 ‘ ZT-
So

0= 0= 005 - 1o (25

Since 11 | £, and £, | p; — 1, it follows that

11% | ¢ (23m2_ 1).

3" —1
113 | z—.
|25
By z <2, 113 | 3" — 1. Noting that 3° — 1 = 2 x 112, we have 112 | 3™ — 1. It

follows that ged(5,n) = 5. Let n = 5ny. Then

In view of (2.1),

3"—1 = 3 —1=02x112+1)" ~1

— (”1)2 x 117 + ("1)(2 x 11%)% 4 - + ("1) (2 x 11%)™.,
1 2 ny

By 113 | 3" — 1, we have 11 | ny and then 11 | n. Since 11 = ¢ | m, it contradicts
ged(m,n) = 1.

Subcase 2.2: m = ¢q. Then D; = {¢} and Dy = (). By Lemmas 6.6 and 6.9,
{p: ¢, = q}| < 3. Noting that x; = 3 and d; = 1, we have

3¢f) < 11 (1+%) H2 <1+1ﬁ)

(VAN (VAN
N "
= [
+ o+
1= ¥
—
— /D

+

. +
S
X\/
— /D
}—t—l_ +
oo|*_‘g|H
vv

< 14
But, for z € {1,2},
325) 45,
z
a contradiction.
This completes the proof of Lemma 6.10. O
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Now we prove Theorem 2.2 for = < 80.
By Lemma 6.10, p(m) > 173. It follows that p(m) > z. For d | m and d > 1,
we have d > p(m) > 173.

In view of Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3, we have

log <x1¢(zdl)) < log [] (1 + z%)

< 33) loglogd (6.17)

By Lemma 4.4 and p(m) > x,

log(2p(m))

10, < 2L 1= g(m).

where Q,, is the set of all prime divisors of m.

Since p(m) > 173, similar to the arguments in the previous section, we have

loglog d log log p(m) p(m) )g(m) —1
% ¢(d) < (1 + p(m) —1 p(m) — log logp(m)
d>1

= T —1.

By p(m) > 173,

log log p(m) p(m)

logT' = g{m)log (1 T Tpm) —1 p(m) — log 1ogp<m>)

(m) log log p(m) p(m)

p(m) —1 p(m) — loglogp(m)
log(2p(m)) log log p(m) p(m)
log 2 p(m) —1 p(m) —loglogp(m)

1 log(2p(m))loglogp(m) p(m) p(m)
log2 \/p(m)  +/p(m) p(m)—1p(m)— loglogp(m)

1 log346loglog 173173 173

log2 V173 /173 172173 —loglog 173
< 0.082.
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It follows that

Z loglog d < 0082 _ 1 - 0.086.
o o(d)

d>1

By (6.17), we have

qb(zdl)) log log d

1 3.3

" (xl - ) < BT
d>1

< 3.3 x 0.086
< 0.3.
Hence

¢(zdy)

z

< €% < 1.35.

€

Since z; and y; are odd and zy > y; > 1, it follows that z; > 3.
If d; > 2, then, by Lemma 6.7, we have ¢(zd;) > ¢(2z). For z; > 3,
1 <2z <80 and d; > 2, we have
>3

o(edr)  50(22)

z z

1 > 1.4,

a contradiction. Hence d; = 1. If x1 > 7, then, by 1 < z <z — y < 80, we have

2 00)

> 1.4,

a contradiction. Hence z; < 7. Since z; is odd and z; > 1, we have =1 € {3,5}.
Sox <band z <x—y <4 Itiseasy to see that, for 1 < z <4,
P(zdy) P(2)

T 23
z z

> 1.4,

a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.2.
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