arXiv:1510.03944v4 [math.NT] 12 Dec 2015

On a problem of Terence Tao
Xue-Gong Sun

School of Sciences, HuaiHai Institute of Technology,
Lian Yun Gang 222005, P. R. China
Email: xgsunlyg@163.com

Abstract. In this paper, we solve a problem of Terence Tao. We prove that for any K > 2 and
sufficiently large N, the number of primes p between N and (1+ )N such that | kp+ja’+1 |
is composite for all 1 < a, |jl,k < K,1<i< Klog N and ! in any set Ly C {—KN,--- , KN}
of cardinality K with ja’ 4+ [ # 0 is at least CK%, where Cx > 0 depending only on K.

Key Words: powers of a; primes ; Selberg’s sieve method.

2000 Mathematics subject classifications: 11A07, 11B25, 11P32.

1. Introduction

Let p be a prime and n be a nonnegative integer. In 1934, Romanoff [12] proved that the
set of positive odd integers which can be expressed in the form 2™ +p has a positive proportion
in the set of all positive odd numbers. In 1950, van der Corput [4] proved that there are a
positive proportion odd integers not of the form 2™ + p. In the same year, using covering
congruences, Erdés [B] proved that there is an infinite arithmetic progression of positive odd
integers each of which has no representation of the form 2™ + p. In 1975, Cohen and Selfridge
[3] proved that there exist infinitely many odd numbers which are neither the sum nor the
difference of a power of two and a prime power.

Recently, using Selberg’s sieve method, Tao [16] proved that for any K > 2 and suffi-
ciently large N, the number of primes p between N and (1 + +)N such that | kp + ja’ | is
composite for all 1 < a,j,k < K and 1 <17 < KlogN, is at least C’K%, where Ck is a
constant depending only on K.

On the other hand, Tao [16] posed the following problem:

For any K > 2 and sufficiently large N, the number of primes p between N and (1+ %)N
such that | kp + ja* +1 | is composite for all 1 < a, |j|,k < K, 1 <i < Klog N and [ in some
set L=Ly C{—KN,---,KN} of cardinality at most K is at least CK%, where Ck is a

constant depending only on K.
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Using Tao’s idea, in this paper we shall solve the above Tao’s problem. More precisely,
we establish

Theorem 1. For any K > 2 and sufficiently large IV, the number of primes p between
N and (1+ 4 )N such that | kp+ja’+1 | is composite for all 1 < a, [j|,k < K, 1 <i < KlogN
and [ in any set Ly C {—KN,---, KN} of cardinality K with ja’ 41 # 0 is at least CK%,
where Cx > 0 depending only on K.

Remark 1. Let p(K) be a prime with p(K) > K. In Theorem 1, we can take Ly =
{p(K),---,Kp(K)}. Moreover, we can take Ly = {K!+1,--- (2K — 1)! +1}.

Remark 2. From Theorem 1, we know that for any K > 2 and sufficiently large N,
the number of primes p between N and (1 + % )N such that | kp + ja’ + [ | is composite for
all2 < k< K,1<aq,|j|<K,1<i<KlogN and ! in any set Ly C {—KN,--- , KN} of
cardinality K is at least CK%, where Cx > 0 depending only on K.

2. Proofs

In this paper, p, g, pi j, g;,; are all primes, and the implied constants in <, > are all

absolute.

Lemma 1 [13]. Let > 2. Then

1
loglogz < Z — <loglogz + 1.

p<z
Lemma 2 [13]. Let z > 59. Then
x 1 T 3
1 1 .
log:v( +210gx)<ﬂ-(x)< log:v( +210gx)

By the Brun’s theorem, we get

Lemma 3. There exists a constant A such that

DR EY

p, mp+1, primes

for every 1 < m < M, where the constant A depending only on M.

Lemma 4. For any 2 < a < K and M > 12K3, there exists a set P, of some primes Da.t
in [expexp((2¢~! — 1)(A+ 1)M), expexp((2¢ — 1)(A + 1)M)) with the following properties:

(1). For any pq,, there exists a prime g¢,, , such that a?** =1 (mod ¢, ,) and ¢, , >
Mpa,t-

(2). For each a, we have ) ﬁ € [M -3, M].

Proof. Fora = 2, let Py bte the set of primes in the interval [exp exp((A+1)M), expexp(3(A+
1)M)) satisfying that mp + 1 is composite for every 1 < m < M.

By Lemma 1 and Lemma 3, we have



> > !

expexp((A+1)M)<p<expexp(3(A+1)M) p

-y > ;
m=1 expexp((A+1)M)<p<expexp(3(A+1)M),mp+1, primes
>3(A+1)M —(A+1)M —2— MA

>2M — 2.

So, we can find a set P, in Pj with Xt: p2_1,t € [M — 3, M]. Let gp,, be the largest prime
factor 2Pzt — 1. We know all gp,, are distinct. By the Fermat’s little theorem, we know
that po; divides gp,, — 1. On the other hand, we know that mps; + 1 is composite for every
1 <m < M. Thus, we get qp,, > Mpa;.

Now, suppose that a > 2 and we have chosen disjoint finite sets of primes Ps, -+, P,
with the stated properties.

Let P; be the set of primes in the interval [expexp((22~* —1)(A+1)M), expexp((2® —
1)(A+ 1)M)) satisfying that mp + 1 is composite for every 1 < m < M.

Let wo = [ II(gp,, —1). Note gp, |t — 1, by Lemma 2, we get

2<i<a t
log(wa)
loga
<y e
- loga
2<i<a t
log
<
<Y Y
2<i<a t
< D 2 b
2<i<a t
<

p
p<expexp((2¢—1—-1)(A+1)M)

< 2exp(—(2°71 = 1)(A + 1)M) exp(2exp((2°~! — 1) (A + 1) M)).

Thus, we have Q(w,) < exp(2exp((2¢~! —1)(A + 1)M)).
Moreover, by Lemma 2, there exists at least exp(2exp((22~* — 1)(A + 1)M)) primes in
the interval [1, exp(4exp((2¢~! — 1)(A + 1)M))].

So, we get

> o< D

p|wa p<exp(4exp((2¢—1—-1)(A+1)M))

<(@2"7'—1)(A+1)M +log4 + 1.

"=



By Lemma 1 and Lemma 3, we have

3 1

pEP}, ptwa p

> >
exp exp((2¢~1—1)(A+1)M)<p<exp exp((2*—1)(A+1)M)
m=M
-y > -
m=1 expexp((2¢~1—1)(A+1)M)<p<expexp((2¢—1)(A+1)M),mp+1, primes
-~y
p
plwa

> DA+ )M -1 -2~ DA+ 1)M -1 - MA -2 ' -~ 1)(A+1)M —logd — 1

1
p

> M —3.

Since pa,t|gp, , — 1 and pq; f wa, we know all these g, , are distinct.
Similar to a = 2, we can choose a set P, in P} with the stated properties.
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let

and take p and ¢, as in Lemma 4.

By > % € [M — 3, M|, we may partition P, = J; ;. ; Pa,j k1 in such a way that
V57, K,

Z le[ﬁ ﬁ]
p 4K3' 3K37

PEP, j, k1

Let W be the quantity W =[] ¢,. For p € P, j k.1, let I(a, j, k,1) be the smallest integer
P
i > 0 such that ja' +1#0 (mod gp), we know that I(a,j,k,1) =0, 1.

By the Chinese remainder theorem, we can take (b, W) = 1 satisfying

kb + ja'(®3ED 41=0(mod g,)
for every p € P, j 11, 2 <a < K, and (j,k,1) € R.
Let
Q=#{N<m<(A+K HYN:m=b (mod W), mprime, but |km + ja' + I| composite for all
1<i< KlogN,1<a<K,(jk,l) € R},

Qn=#{N<m<(1+K YN:m=0b (mod W), mprime},



and
QNaijki =#HN<m<(1+K YN:m=b (mod W),m, |km + ja' + 1|, primes}.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 1.2 [16], we get

K
Q=Qn->_ > > Qnaigki— Y, Qnaijkr—O(logN).

a=21<i<K log N (j,k,l)€éR (4,k,DER

From the prime number theory in arithmetic progressions, we have

N 1
@n = ClWlogN H(l_ 5)
dw
Let P*={p: K <p < N%, (p,W)=1}.

By the Selberg’s sieve method, we have

QnN,aigki =#{N <m < (1 —I—K_l)N :m=b (mod W),m, |km—|—jai—|—l|, primes}
<HN<m<(A+K HN:m=b (mod W),m > N5, |km+ ja' +1| > N5, primes} + 2N

N .
<#{1<r< (1+K*1)W+1:Wr+b>N%, |kWr + kb+ ja’ +1) > N3, primes} + 2N3

<#{1<r<(1+K- )W 1: (Wr+b)(EWr +kb+ja' +1),p) =1, p € P*} + 2N
N 2 1
<X a-hH I oa-
s . p ; . p
plja+l, peP pljai+l, peP
N 2 1 2 _
< H(l—g) 11 (1—5)(1—5)1
pEP* pljat+l, pe P*
N 2 _ 2. 1
C N IT a=->=" [ a-57" II a+-
08 N 3o <k P aw K <pljai+l, ptWw p
N 2 _ 2. _ 1
ST IITa->"* 1] a->1* JI a+-).
08 IV 3 <K P g aw K<pljai+l p

Now suppose that 2 < a < K, (j,k,1) € R.
Note that if i = I(a,j, k,1) (mod p) for some p € P, ., then gplkm + ja* + 1, so
qp = lkm + ja' +1].

Thus, we have

E @N,a,ij kil < logN
1<i<Klog N,i=I(a,j,k,l) (mod p) for some peP, ;



Let eq ;,:(d) denote the smallest positive integer i such that ja’ + 1 =0 (mod d). Since
pld = K < p, we know that d|ja’ + [ if and only if e, ;;(d)]i.
Let

2w(d)
B(z) = >, >
0<k<z p2(d)=1,eq j r,1(d)=k,p|d=K<p
Similar to the proof of Lemma 7.8 [7], we have
E(z) < log? .
By partial summation, we have
1 guw(d)
> >
0<k<z = p2(d)=1,eqj & 1(d)=k,pld=>K<p
So, we get
guw(d) 1 ow(d)

< 1

DR i i 2 2

d
w2 (d)=1,p|d=K<p 0<k  p2(d)=1,eq,j k,1(d)=k,p|ld=>K<p

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Selberg’s sieve method, we know

3 I+

1<i<Klog N,p€ Py j 1 =pt(i—I(aj,k,1)) K<pljai+l

< > DiC Y I asp

1<i<Klog N, p€P,,j,k,i=pi(i—1(a,j,k,l)) 1<i<K log N K <p|jai+1
1.1 2,
< (KlogN [ a-=-02C > I 3
PEPG k1 p 1<i<Klog N K<pl|jai+l p
1.1 2“’((1) 1
< (Klog N H (1—-))%( Z H L
PEPa,j k1 p 1<i<K log N p2(d)=1,d|jai+1,p|d=K<p
1.1 2“’((1) 1
< (KlogN [ (1-=)2( S 3 )
PEPaj k.1 P p2(d)=1,p|d=K <p 1<i<K log N,d|jai+l
1.1 2W(d) 1
< (KlogN ] (1—-=)2( 3 3 Ty
PEPa j k.1 P (d)=1 pld= K <p 1<i<K log Noea s pi(d)]i
1 K log N)2%(d)
<(KlgN J[ a--nz % (K log N)22(D 14
i p 2()— dea,j,k,l(d)
PEPa k1 12 (d)=1,pld=K<p
1.1
< KlogN H (1—-)2
PEPy j k1 p



So, we have

> QN,a,i,j,kl

1<i<K log N,iI(a,j,k,1) (mod p) for any pePa Gkl
KN 1 1.1
(1-2 1- )b,
WlogN 3<11K H H ( P)
qw PEPa,j k1
Thus, we get
Y. Qnaigkd
1§i<KlogN
1.1
1 _ 1
1—-= 1—-)2 +logN.
WlogN H H H ( p) s
3<p<K qw PEPa,j k1

By Lemma 1, we get

N 1 KN
Qzapmew [0-) —epey Il @ 1H Z > I «

qw 3<p<K qw a=2 (j,k,l)ERPEPa j, k1

Z QN1,04,k1 — O(log N)

(3,k,1)ER
K
N 1 KN 2 1
>o—— -2 -t -=)7?
_ClWlogNH( 7 O WigN II @ —) IT0 o 2 I «
qw 3<p<K q|Ww a= 2(]7k7l)6Rp6Pajkl
K
1. 1
WlogNH(l_E) (1 e H 1_5 1H 12 Z H 5
qw 3<p<K qW a:Z(JkI)GRpePaJM
N 1 S
1—— 1-— 1 K - —
o) | CRRCEE LD M WSO W M
2 (5,k,1)e q\W pEPa]kz
N 1 M
> 1 — 2¢s5(log K)2K* K- —)).
> 01WlOgN H q (1 — 2¢5(log K)?K* exp( 3703

Taking M > max{12K3 8K* + 8K3log(4cs(log K)?K*)}, we get Q > C’WlogN I1a-
alw

Q=

)~1, where the constant C is absolute.

This complets the proof of the Theorem 1.
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