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The Catalan Equation
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Abstract

We consider the Catalan equation P — y? = 1 in unknowns x,y, p, ¢, where z,y are taken from
an integral domain A of characteristic 0 that is finitely generated as a Z-algebra and p,q > 1 are
integers. We give explicit upper bounds for p and ¢ in terms of the defining parameters of A. Our
main theorem is a more precise version of a result of Brindza E] Brindza ﬂa] also gave inexplicit
bounds for p and ¢ in the special case that A is the ring of S-integers for some number field K.
As part of the proof of our main theorem, we will give a less technical proof for this special case
with explicit upper bounds for p and gq.
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1. Introduction

In 1844, Catalan conjectured that 8 and 9 are the only consecutive positive integers which
both are perfect powers. More formally, the only solution in the natural numbers of

P —yi=1 (1.1)

forp,g>1,z,y>0isx=3,p=2,y=2,b= 3. Cassels ﬂa] made the weaker conjecture that
(1) has only finitely many solutions in positive integers p,q > 1, z,y > 0. Latter conjecture
was proven by Tijdeman ﬂﬂ] His proof heavily relies on the theory of linear forms in logarithms.
A key point of Tijdeman’s proof is that it is effective in the sense that an upper bound for the
solutions can be computed.

Despite Tijdeman’s work, Catalan’s conjecture remained unproven until 2002. The problem
was that the bounds resulting from Tijdeman’s work were exceedingly large. In 2002, Mihailescu
ﬂﬂ] was able to prove Catalan’s conjecture using algebraic methods and avoiding linear forms in
logarithms estimates.

Here, we consider Catalan’s equation over other integral domains. Together with Brindza and
Gyory, Tijdeman was able to generalize his proof to the ring of integers of a number field K, see
M] They showed that there exists an effectively computable number C' which depends only on K
such that all solutions of the equation

P ty?=1inz,y€ Ok,p,q eN
with x,y not roots of unity and p,q > 1, pg > 4 satisfy
max(h(z), h(y), p,q) < C,

where h(-) denotes the absolute logarithmic height of an algebraic number.
Brindza E] further generalized this to the ring of S-integers of a number field. However,
Brindza’s proof is quite technical. In section [ we will prove Brindza’s result by generalizing the
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proof given for the ordinary ring of integers in [4]. Furthermore, we will make the resulting upper
bounds for the solutions more explicit leading to Theorem [L.11

From now on ¢y, co, ... are effectively computable constants depending only on K and S. We
use the notation O(+) as an abbreviation for ¢ times the expression between the parentheses, where
¢ is an effectively computable absolute constant. At each occurrence of O(-), the value of ¢ may
be different.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that p and q are prime. Then all solutions of {{-1]) satisfy
max{p, ¢} < (PQS)O(PS)|DK|6PPP2 = (1.2)
and
max{h(z), h(y)} < (ers)¥|Drc| 1 QY. (1.3)

Furthermore, if p and q are arbitrary natural integers, we have

max{p, ¢} < (c18)3 | Dx|1Q1, (1.4)

Brindza [3] also gave effective upper bounds for p and ¢ for the Catalan equation over finitely
generated domains in the case that z and y are transcendental. In section [B] we will strengthen
his result by giving explicit upper bounds for p and ¢ without restrictions on = and y. This will
be our main theorem, which we state below.

Let A = Z[z,...,2,] be an integral domain finitely generated over Z with » > 0 and denote
by K the quotient field of A. We have

A=T7[X,..., X,)/1

where I is the ideal of polynomials f € Z[Xq,...,X,] such that f(z1,...,2,) = 0. Then [ is
finitely generated. Let d > 1, h > 1 and assume that

I=(f1,- s fm)

with deg f; < d, h(f;) < h for i = 1,...,m. Here deg means the total degree of the polynomial
fi and h(f;) is the logarithmic height of f;., i.e., the logarithm of the maximum of the absolute
values of the coefficients of f;.

Theorem 1.2. All solutions of the equation
P —yl=1
in positive integers p and q, x,y € A and z,y not roots of unity must satisfy
max{p, ¢} < (2d)=P ")

if x,y are transcendental and
max{p, ¢} < expexpexp ((2d)°"po(r)(h + 1))

if x,y are algebraic.

In the case that x and y are transcendental, we will use a relatively straightforward function
field argument. But in the case that z and y algebraic presents more difficulties. The proof uses a
specialization technique similar to that in [7]. By means of a so called specialization homomorphism
we embed our finitely generated domain into an algebraic number field, after which we can apply
our theorem [L.1]



2. Preliminaries

This section contains some preliminaries about function fields and number fields.

2.1. Function fields

Let k be a field. A function field K over k is a finitely generated field extension of transcendence
degree 1 over k. From now on we will assume that k is algebraically closed and of characteristic 0.
Denote by Mg the set of normalized discrete valuations on K that are trivial on k. These satisfy
the so called sum formula

Z v(x) =0

vEMEK
for x € K*. Let x = (21,...,2,) € K™\ {0} be a vector. We define
v(x) := —min(v(z1),...,v(x,)) for v € Mg

and

HI™(x) = HIO™ (29, ..., 2,) = Z v(x).
vEME

We call H1*™(x) the homogeneous height of x with respect to K. Let L be a finite extension of
K. Then
HE™ (x) = [L : KJHE™ (x).

Next we define the height for elements of K by

Hg(z) := HY™(1,2) = — Z min(0, v(x)).
vEMEK

Now we mention the most important properties of the height Hg. It is well known that
Hig(z)>0forz e K, Hx(z) =0< z € k.
Furthermore, it follows from the sum formula that
Hg(2™) = |m|Hg (z) for x € K*,m € Z,

HK(LL' + y) < HK(w) + HK(y)7

and
Hp(zy) < Hi (x) + Hi (y)

for z,y € K. We conclude that

Hg(z) = = (Hx(z) + Hg(27")) = % Z [v(z)| > %|S| for v € K,

vEMg

DN | =

where S is the set of valuations v € Mk for which v(z) # 0.
Let S be a finite subset of M. Then the group of S-units of K is given by

Oi={ze K" :v(x) =0forve Mg\ S}.
We denote by gx/r the genus of K over k.

Theorem 2.1. Let K be a finite extension of k(z) and S be a finite subset of M. Then for every
solution of
r+y=1linz,yecO\k*

we have
max(Hg (z), Hx (y)) < S| + 29k — 2.



Proof. See Chapter I, section 3, Lemma 2 of Mason [12]. O

To apply this theorem, we need an upper bound for the genus. Such an upper bound is provided
by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let K be the splitting field over k(z) of F := X™ + fiX™ ! + ... + f,., where
fi,..oy fm € k[z]. Then
gre/k < (d —1)m - max deg fi,

where d = [K : k(2)].
Proof. This is lemma H of Schmidt [15]. O

2.2. Algebraic number fields

Let K be an algebraic number field with ring of integers Og. We introduce a collection of
absolute values {| - |,} on K. A real place of K is a set {o} where o : K — R is a real embedding
of K. A complex place of K is a pair {0,7} of conjugate complex embeddings K — C. An infinite
place is a real or complex place. A finite place of K is a non-zero prime ideal of O . Denote by
My the set of all places of K.

We associate to every place v € My an absolute value | - |,, which we define as follows for
o€ K:

|aly = |o(a)] if v ={o} is real;
lal, == |o(a)]? = [7(a)|? if v = {0,7} is complex;

larly := N (p) ™% () if y = p is a prime ideal of O, where N(p) := |Ox/p|.

Then we have the product formula over K

H lal, =1

vEMEK

for « € K*. Later on it will be useful to deal with all absolute values simultaneously. For this we
have the useful inequality

|21 + ...+ 20| <2 max(|z1, - - . [Tnlo)

for v e Mg, x1,...,2, € K, where s(v) =1 if v is real, s(v) = 2 if v is complex and s(v) = 0 if v
is finite. Furthermore, |a|$/ ? satisfies the triangle inequality for all v € M.
Let S denote a finite subset of Mk containing all infinite places. Write s = |S|. We define the
ring of S-integers by
Os:={ac K :|al, <1lforallve Mg\ S}

This is a subring of K containing O, hence it is a Dedekind domain. Concretely, this means that
every non-zero ideal of Og factors uniquely into prime ideals.

Let Wk denote the group of roots of unity of K. Then we have the following important
generalization of the well-known Dirichlet’s unit theorem.

Theorem 2.3. We have
OfF =Wy x 2°7 1.

More explicitly, there are €1,...,es_1 € OF such that every e € O can be expressed uniquely as
£ = Call)l e 525_711,

where  is a oot of unity of K and by, ...,bs_1 are rational integers.

Proof. See page 104 in [10]. O



A system {e1,...,e5-1} as above is called a fundamental system of S-units. Write S =
{v1,...,vs}. We define the S-regulator by

Rg := ‘det (10g|5i|vj)

i,jzl,...,s—l‘ '

Then Rg # 0 and furthermore Rg is independent of the choice of €1,...,e5_1 and of the choice
v1,...,0s—1 of S. Then we have by Lemma 3 in [5]
Rs > 0.2052(log 2)", (2.1)

where we recall that ¢ is the number of finite places of S.
We define the absolute multiplicative height of a € K by

H(o):= [] max(1,|al,)"/*9.
vEMEK

Next we define the absolute logarithmic height by
h(a) :=log H(c).

Let a,a1,...,a, € K and m € Z. Then we have the following important properties
n
hlag--ap) < Z h(a;);
i=1

Bor + -+ ap) <logn+ > hlay);
=1

For a proof of the above properties, see chapter 3 in [19]. Furthermore, we have Northcott’s
theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Let D, H be positive reals. Then there are only finitely many o € Q such that
dega < D and h(a) < H.

Proof. See Theorem 1.9.3 in [g]. O

3. Lemmas

In this section we will formulate the necessary lemmas. This section is subdivided into three
subsections. In the first subsection we will give some algebraic lemmas. In the second and third
subsection we cover advanced lemmas concerning linear forms in logarithms and the hyperelliptic
equation.

Let K be a number field of degree d, discriminant Dy and denote by Mg the set of places of
K. Let S be a finite subset of Mk containing all infinite places. Write s = |S|. Let p1,...,p: be
the prime ideals in S. Put

P :=max{2, N(p1),...,N(ps)}

and

Q= N(p1---ps)



3.1. Algebraic lemmas
Our first lemma gives a lower bound for the height of o € K.

Lemma 3.1. Let a € K, a # 0, a not a root of unity. Then

log 2 .
W = C2. (31)

Proof. This follows from the work in [18]. O

dh(a) >

Now we need some results on S-units. Lemma is an effective version of Theorem [2.3]

Lemma 3.2. There is a fundamental system of S-units {n1,...,ns—1} such that

(i) TIiZ1 h(mi) < (25)°@)Rs,
(i) h(n;) < (25)°C)Rg fori=1,...,5—1,
(iii) the absolute values of the entries of the inverse of the matric (10g|77i|vj)i,j:1,,,,,s_1 do not
exceed (25)°0).

Proof. This is a less precise version of Lemma 1 in [5]. (]

Let h denote the class number of K, let r be the unit rank and let R be the regulator of K.
Put
0 ifr=0,
cg:=< 1/d ifr=1,
29erlry/r — Llogd ifr > 2.

Define the S-norm of o € K by Ng(a) := [[,cg lalo.

Lemma 3.3. Let a € O \ {0} and let n be a positive integer. Then there exists € € O such that
1 h
h(e"a) < ElogNS(a) +n(csR+ ElogQ .

Proof. See Proposition 4.3.12 in [g]. O

Let a, 8 € K*. Put
H :=max{1, h(a),h(B)}.

We define log* z := max(1,log z) for any real number x > 0.
Lemma 3.4. FEvery solution x, y of
arx+ By =11inxz,y € Of

satisfies
max(h(z), h(y)) < (25)°*)(P/log P)HRs max{log P,log* Rs}.

Proof. This is a less precise version of Theorem 1 in [9]. O

3.2. Linear forms in logarithms

Let K be an algebraic number field of degree d, and assume that it is embedded in C. We put
x = 1 if K is real, and x = 2 otherwise. Let

Y=bilogas+ - -+ byloga,

where a1, . .., oy, are n(> 2) non-zero elements of K with some fixed non-zero values of log a1, . . ., log a,,
and b1,...,b, are rational integers, not all zero. We put

A; > max{dh(«a;),|loga;|,0.16},i=1,...,n

and
B > max{1, max{|b;|A;/A, : 1 <i<n}}.



Theorem 3.5. Suppose that ¥ # 0. Then

log |2| > —ai1(n,d)A; - - - Ay log(eB),

where N
a1(n,d) = min {% (%en) 30335, 26””0} d*log(ed).
Further, B may be replaced by max(|b1],...,|bn]|)-
Proof. This is Corollary 2.3 of [13]. O
Put
A=al--alr —1 (3.2)
and

Al =dh(o;)+m, i=1,...,n.
Lemma 3.6. Suppose that A # 0, and that B’ satisfies
B’ > max{1, max{|b;|A;/A] : 1 <i<n}}.

Then we have
log|A| > —az(n, d) A} - A/, log (e(n + 1) B').

where N
1/1
az(n,d) = 2w min {; <§e(n + 1)) 30" (n +1)33, 26"+26} d? log(ed).
Again B may be replaced by max(|by|,...,|bn]|)-

Proof. We use the principal value of the logarithm. Let z be a complex number such that |z —1| <
1

5. Then

2

|log(2)[ =

S -1

00 L 1
n=1

Hence 1
2= 1] > 5 log(2)].

We apply this with z = a}* ---al». Because we want to give a lower bound for |z — 1|, we may

assume that |z — 1| < 3. This gives

1 1
2=1]> 3 ‘log (0/;1 . ~o¢f{"‘)’ = 5 [brlog(an) + -+ + by log(an) + 2l

for some k € Z. But )
-1l < =,
=11 <5

so taking imaginary parts
1 n+1
k| < = (14 |ba|m + -+ [bu]m) < 2= max{|bi], ..., |bnl}-
2w 2
Put

Y =bylog(ar) + - -+ + by log(ay) + 2kmi = by log(ay) + - -+ + by log(aw,) + 2klog(—1).



We apply Theorem B35 with n+ 1, (=1, a1,...,a,) and (2k,by,...,b,). Then
[log ;| < loglay| + 7 < dh(ay) + 7.

So we can take A; =7, A; = A, fori=2,....n+ 1 and B = (n+ 1)B’. Our assumption A # 0
implies ¥ # 0. Theorem gives

1
|z —1] > B |b1log(aq) + - - - + by log(aw,) + 2kmi]
1
> 5 exp(—ai(n+1,d)A; --- Ay 1 log(e(n + 1)B'))

where

1/1 X
ai(n,d) = min { — (5611) 30" H3n35, 26"+20} d?log(ed).
X

This implies
log|z — 1| > —as(n,d)A’ --- Al log (e(n + 1)B’)
where

1/1 X
asz(n,d) = 2w min {— (Ee(n + 1)) 30" (n +1)3%°, 26”+26} d?log(ed)
X

as desired. O

Keep the above notation and assumptions and consider again A as defined by (2]). Let now
B and B,, be real numbers satisfying

B > max{|b1,...,|bal}, B > By > |bal.

Let p be a prime ideal of Ox and denote by e, and f, the ramification index and the residue
class degree of p, respectively. Suppose that p lies above the rational prime number p. Then

N(p) = p’r.
Lemma 3.7. Assume that ord,b, < ord,b; fori=1,...,n and set
. = max{h(;),1/16¢*d*}, i=1,...

, M.

If A £ 0, then for any real § with 0 < 6 < 1/2 we have

erN(p) 0B
dy A d)—— by By log(MO™"), =————
ord, A < az(n, )(logN(p))2 max{ 1 n log( ), Braa(nd) } ,
where
as(n,d) = (16ed)>™TVn3/21og(2nd) log(2d),
as(n,d) = (2d)*" ' log(2d) log® (3d),
and
M = Bnat')(nv d)N(p)n+lhll T h;71
with
as(n,d) = 2eTVOF5) g3 165(24).
Proof. This is the second consequence of the Main Theorem in [20]. O



3.3. The super- and hyperelliptic equation
Let
F(X)=ao X"+ a1 X"+ +ag € Os[X]

be a polynomial of degree n > 2 without multiple roots and let b be a non-zero element of Og.
Put

~ 1
hi= > logmax(1, [blu, [aolv, - - - [anl)-
vEMg

Our next lemma concerns the superelliptic equation
fz) =by™ (3.3)
in z,y € Og with a fixed exponent m > 3.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that m > 3, n > 2. If x,y € Og is a solution to equation (3.3) then we
have 3,3 2,2 2,2 2 Sdil
h((E),h(y) < (6ns)14m n S|DK|2m n QBm n eSm n .

Proof. See Theorem 2.1 in [1]. O
We now consider the hyperelliptic equation
fla) = by? (3.4)
inz,y € Og.
Lemma 3.9. Assume that n > 3. If x,y € Og is a solution to equation (34)) then we have
h(z), hy) < (4ns)212n4s|DK|8n3Q2On3650n4dez'
Proof. See Theorem 2.2 in [1]]. O

The following lemma is an explicit version of the Schinzel-Tijdeman theorem over the S-
integers.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that (33) has a solution x,y € Og where y is neither 0 nor a root of

unity. Then
m < (10n28)40ns|DK|6nPn2ellnd}AL'

Proof. See Theorem 2.3 in [1]. O

4. Proof of Theorem [1.1]

We will give effective bounds for the solutions of the Catalan equation over the ring of S-
integers of a number field K. Such bounds, in an inexplicit form, were already obtained in [2].
Below we obtain more precise bounds by a less technical argument. Instead of following |2], we
generalize the proof in [4] dealing with the Catalan equation for the ordinary ring of integers.

We start with some notation. Let K be a number field of degree d and discriminant Dy and
denote by Mg the set of places of K. Let S be a finite subset of Mk containing all infinite places.
Write s = |S|. Let p1,...,p: be the prime ideals in S. Put

P :=max{2,N(p1),...,N(ps)}

and
Q:=N(p1---pe).
Consider the equation

aP £yl =1 (4.1)

inz,y € Og, p,q € N with z,y not roots of unity and p,q > 1, pqg > 4.
In the course of our proof we use the following simple lemma.



Lemma 4.1. Leta>0,b>1, ¢> 0 and x > 0. Assume that

a 1/a
—logbc >e
and
a a
bm/a ) 1/a 1/a
- 1ogbc o8 logbc
Then "
r <ct
o '
Proof. Take z := b*/o = e*1o8b/a Then
ﬁ < C_l o E < C—l/a o loﬁ < @0_1/‘1
b* z z a

PN i > L 1/a
logz = logh

In general, if A, z are reals with A > e, z > Alog A, then @ > A. Applying this with

A= lo‘ébcl/“ the lemma follows. O

4.1. A key theorem

Before proving Theorem [[I], we generalize Lemma 6 in [4]. The proof is a more modern and
simplified version of Theorem 9.3 in [16]. Consider the equation

x1 + a2 =y (4.2)
in z1,z2 € OF, y € Os not zero and not an S-unit, and prime numbers g.
Theorem 4.2. Equation ({{.9) implies that
q < (25)°C) P2RY.
Before proving Theorem 2] we make some simplifications. We have the useful inequality
d < 2s,

which we will use throughout without further mention.
Choose a fundamental system of S-units {n1,...,7s—1} as in Lemma We may write

oy =Gttt ae = G
where a1,...,a5-1,b1,...,bs_1 € Z and (1, (2 € Ok roots of unity. We assume
0<b<qgfori=1,...,s—1 (4.3)
This is no loss of generality. Indeed, for ¢ =1,...,s — 1, write

bi =qgb;1 +bi2, 0<b;2<q,

and
b1,1 bs_1,1 b1 bs_1,2
E1 =11 N1 » E2=T1 Mg

Thus @2 = (2e2¢. Then on replacing 1, z2, y by z16, ?, x2e] %, yafl, we get another solution of

(#2) with [@3]). Assuming henceforth (£3), we put
W :=max(|a1], ..., |as—1],b1,...,bs—1).

We prove two lemmas before proving the key theorem. Take c; := (2s)f 1sP2R% with fi a suffi-
ciently large absolute constant.

10



Lemma 4.3. Assume ({{.3) and assume also that g > c4. Then
W < csqh(y) (4.4)
with c5 := (25)°) Rg.
Proof. By max(by,...,bs—1) < ¢, 2I) and Lemma Bl we may assume that
W = max(|a1],...,|as—1])-
Fix v € S. Then we have

[1le = [y* — walo < Amax([ylF, [z2],).

Hence
log |1, < log4 + max(qlog|ylv, log|z2]y) < log4 + q|log|yls| + |log|zzlv|.
But
s—1 s—1 s—1
|log [a],| = | log [} [u| < Y [balllog|milu| < a ) 2dh(m:) < (25)°“) Rsg
i=1 i=1 i=1
by our choice of the fundamental system {n,...,ns—1} of S-units. Therefore,

log|z1, < log4 + q|log |y|o| + (25)°) Rsq < (25)°) Rsq + q| log |y

Also, by the product formula,

“log iy = 3 Tog 1w < (25)°C) Rsq + ¢ 3 [oglylul < (25)°¢) Rsq + 2dgh(y).
weS weS
wH#v w#v
But then
larlog |mlo + -+ + as—110g [ns—1]u| = |log|z1]u| < (25)°) Rsq + 2dgh(y),

for all v € S. Then in view of Lemma (iii), we obtain a system of linear inequalities whose

coefficient matrix has an inverse of which the elements have absolute values at most (2s)°().

Consequently,
W =max(|ay], ..., |as_1]) < 5(25)°)((25)°C) Req + 2dqh(y)) < (25)°®) Rgqh(y)
by (Z1) and Lemma Bl O
Lemma 4.4. Assume ({{.3) and g > c4. Then
h(y) < (25)°®) Rg =: cs. (4.5)
Proof. Fix v € S. By ([@2)
|z2lo = [y? = z1lo = [y7[o]l = 21y 70 = [y?]oll — Gt - 0327 y o

We distinguish the cases that v is archimedean and that v is non-archimedean. First suppose that
v is archimedean. We apply Lemma B with n = s+ 1, (aq,...,apn) = ({1,015 - -+, 751, y) and
(b1,...,bn) =(1,a1,...,a5-1,—q). Fori=2,... s, we use

dh(e;) + 7 < d(1 4 mey (o).
So we can take A} = dh(oy) + 7 for i ¢ {2,...,s} and A} = d(1 4 wcy V)h(oy) fori € {2,...,s}.

Because we need to prove that h(y) is bounded, we may suppose that h(y) > 7. Then it follows

11



that h(y) < A, < (d+ 1)h(y) and B < (25)°®)RZq. Lemma gives after enlarging f; if
necessary

1 — 21y, > exp(—crh(y) logq)
with 7 := (25)°) Rg.

Next suppose that v is non-archimedean. Suppose that v corresponds to a prime ideal p. We
may assume that ord,(q) = 0 since ¢ > c4. We apply Lemma B with n = s+ 1, (a1,...,an) =
(¢1,m, - yms—1,y) and (b1,...,b,) = (1,a1,...,a5-1,—¢q). Take § = % Then B < es5qh(y),
By, = q, b}, = h(y) by assuming h(y) > 7-e?d* and

M < exp(O(s?)) P+ Rgq.
This gives
[T — 21y~ 7, = exp(—log N(p)ordy (1 — Ginf* -~ - 15”1y ™))
> exp (—(25)O(S)Pmax ((25)O(S)R5h(y) log(2M), C5h(y))) .

By taking fi sufficiently large again, we find thanks to our assumption ¢ > ¢4

q> %/0(1)s* Pis+2) Rg
and therefore
|1 — 21y~ ], > exp (—(28)O(S)PRsh(y) log q) :

We conclude in both cases that

|1 — 21979, > exp(—csh(y)logq)
where cg := (25)°(®) PRg. Define S; = {v € S : |y|, > 1}. Then by
I lvlo = TI max(1,lyl.) = exp(dh(y))
vES] vEMK
it follows

exp(s(25)°O Rsq) > [ lwalo = expladh(y)) T] 1 =21y~
vVEST vES)

> exp(qdh(y) — scsh(y)logq).

Making f; sufficiently large gives
2scg

V> —

But we have the well-known inequality

q
log q

> 4/q,
SO

qdh(y) > 2scgh(y) logq.
We conclude that

exp(s(2s)°“) Rgq) > exp (%qdh(y)) :

hence

5 (28)O(S)RS < (QS)O(S)Rs.

2
h(y) < 7

So we can take

1
cg = max <7T, Re2d2, (25)O(S)R5) < (25)°C)Rg

proving (£3). O
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Proof of Theorem[.2, We showed earlier that

|1 =21y~ 7y > exp(—csh(y)logq)

for all v € S. We may assume that g > ¢4 with ¢4 sufficiently large so that () is valid. Then,
because x2 = y?(1 — x1y~?) is an S-unit, we have

H |I2|v

veS

I lwle IT 1t = 2w~

vES vES
> Ns(y)? exp(—scecs logq),

1

where

Ns(y) = [ lvlo-

veS

Because y is a non-zero non-unit in Og, we have |Ng(y)| > 2. Hence
1 > 2% exp(—scges log q)

giving
scecg+/q > scecglogq > qlog2.
We conclude that

2
¢< (jgg;) < (25)°¢) P2R},

This gives the desired bound for ¢, completing the proof. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem [11]

We now prove Theorem [[T] in several steps.

A: simplifications

Let x, y, p, ¢ be a solution of ([@I]) satisfying the conditions of Theorem [Tl We follow [4] with
the necessary modifications. We first show that we can make certain assumptions without loss of
generality.

Note that (I4]) is an easy consequence of (L3]) and LemmaBIl So from now on we may assume
that p and ¢ are prime and our goal will be to show ([.2)). If we have (L.2)), then (L3) follows from
Lemma [3.§ and We may further assume that p > 2 and ¢ > 2. Indeed, if e.g. p =2, then we
apply Lemma with f(X) = 4(X? — 1) to conclude that ¢ is bounded.

If ¢ is a prime with ¢ > 2, then ¢ is odd. Hence we may restrict our attention to the equation

¥ +yl=1 (4.6)

inz,y € Og, p,q € N with p and ¢ primes, since we can replace y by —y when necessary.
It is further no restriction to assume that neither = nor y is an S-unit. Indeed, if both = and
y are S-units, then (@6]) and Lemma B4 with o = 8 = 1 imply

h(zP) = ph(z) < (25)°) P2R%

and
h(y?) = qhly) < (25)°) P*R,

whence we are done by Lemma Bl If exactly one of x, y is an S-unit, x say, then by applying
Theorem B2 with 21 = —2P, x5 = 1 to —2P + 1 = y9, we obtain

qg< (ZS)O(S)PQR?;
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and
p < (25)O(S>P2R65,

giving us the desired bounds.

We may also assume that h(z) > 3 and h(y) > 3. Indeed, suppose e.g. that h(y) < 3. By
Theorem [24] there are only finitely many y € K such that h(y) < 3. Now take S’ large enough
such that all y € K with h(y) < 3 become S’-units. If x becomes an S’-unit, we apply Lemma
B4l Otherwise we apply Theorem

If p = q, then 2P, —zy is a solution of the equation

u(u —1) =P

in u,v € Og. But zy is not an S-unit so certainly not a root of unity. Hence, by Lemma 310, we

have
p=gq S (25)0(5)|DK|12P4.

So we may assume without loss of generality that p > q.
Finally, we may assume that ¢ > c¢g := P > 2. Indeed, if g < cg, then we apply Lemma [3.100
with f(Y) =1—Y? to conclude that

p < (P25)°F9)| Dy 6P pF*, (4.7)

B: a special case

By A) we may restrict our attention to equation (£6]) in non-zero non-S-units z,y € Og with
h(z) > 3 and h(y) > 3 and primes p,q with p > ¢ > ¢g > 2. We first deal with the special case
that

(@— 1P+ (y—1)7 =0, (4.8)

which can be dealt with in an elementary way.

If p | 2 — 1 for some prime ideal p in Og, then (@8] implies p | y — 1. But it follows then from
(#£5) that p | z. Hence p | 1 which is impossible. Thus z — 1 is an S-unit and, by (&), y — 1 is
also an S-unit.

Subsequently we show that there is an S-unit € such that

r=1—c?and y=1+4¢€".

Let w € Q be such that w? = 1—z. Then w?? = (y—1)9. Hence w? = p(y— 1) with p a gth root of
unity. For any gth root of unity ¢ we have (Cw)? = 1—2z and (Cw)? = (Pp(y—1). By ged(p,¢q) =1
we can choose ¢ such that (7 = p~!. Put e = (w. Then ¢? = 1 — z and €? = y — 1. Hence
el e? € K. Since ged(p,q) = 1, we find € € K by applying Euclid’s algorithm to the exponents.
But €P is an S-unit, thus ¢ is also an S-unit. Furthermore,

3 < h(y) < h(1l)+ h(eP) +log2 = ph(e) + log 2
hence ¢ is not a root of unity. Therefore we have by Lemma B.1]
dh(g) > ca. (4.9)
Let p be an arbitrary prime ideal divisor of ¢ in Og. ([@6) and ([@])) imply that
(x—1)P=1—y?=2P mod p. (4.10)

Since x — 1 is an S-unit, we have p t z — 1 and so, by (£I0), p { . There is an 2’ € Og with p t «’
and zz' =1 mod p. Hence (LI0) gives

((x—1)2')» =1 mod p.

14



Here (x — 1)z’ =1 -2 20 and # 1 mod p. This means that p is the smallest positive integer ¢
for which
(1-2)'=1 mod p.

But
(1—2)YN®-1=1 mod p,

hence p | N(p) — 1 in Z. Since N(p) = ¢/ with some positive integer f < d, we obtain
p < q°. (4.11)

Using (£9) and (@II), we shall now prove that ¢ is bounded. Take a place v € S such that
le|, > H(g)4/*. Then

lelo > H(e)¥* = exp(h(e)d/s) > 1+ h(e)d/s > 1+ cz/s (4.12)

by [@3). Put
F&)= (1= 20+ (14 27)7 -1,

Then

0=f(e) = ij (Z) (—en)k + qu (‘f) el — 1. (4.13)

=0

The leading term of f is pz(®~14. First suppose that v is infinite and let ¢ : K — C be an
embedding corresponding to v. We may suppose that o is the identity. Then |¢|, = |¢[*(*) with
s(v) =1 if v is real and s(v) = 2 if v is complex, hence by (£I2)

le] > V1+ca/s=:1+cio. (4.14)

p—2 D q—1 q
_ a0k pl _
<k>( e + (l)s 1
k=0 =0
p—2 q—2
<alep= 3 (7 )etr+ X (1) el

Combined with p > ¢ and ([@I4]) this gives

182232 1482
L< P 4= P |g|e=pti)a 4~
P \E P

1 122/ 1227 4
< 41z —kq 4 — —lp
_|€|+pkz_:1<k+1>|€| +pl_1<l+1)|€|

So by [{I3), we have

p|6|(p—1)q _

—

> |5|(l—Q)p+q

1 [eS) - [eS) -
T + Y PPl D el (4.15)
k=1 =1

and subsequently, by (@.I1]) and @.14),

d
PP 4 10

<
lelP ~ le]r T (1+c10)? ~ 4(1+cio0)

1
<3 (4.16)

after taking ¢ sufficiently large. To find a suitable lower bound for ¢, we want to apply Lemma
AIlwithz=q,a=d,b=1+c1p and ¢ = 4+c10) Qg we need to check that

C10
2d " d

2 ya_ 4 e,
log(1 + 02/5)C log(1 + ¢10) oz
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Observe that ca/s < 1, hence ¢19 < 1. This gives
2dc'/4 > 4,
so we can apply Lemma [Tl Lemma [L1] tells us that (£16) holds if
q > (2ds)°W. (4.17)

If ¢ < (2ds)°(M), then ([@II) gives us the desired bound for p. So from now on we may assume

(@117) and hence ([4.16).
It follows from (@I4]), (£I5) and (I6) that

o, _ 1 _ ipk|g|—kq +iql|€|—lp <2 + 29 _ _co
1+co — 2 P T el felr T 140’

a contradiction.
Now suppose that v is finite. Then (ZI3) implies

) (B) e+ 5 (1)1 U

k=0 =0

p—2 q—2
—1 p k ay\
gePle=h) 4 kz_o (k:) (—e9)k + Z (l)gp

=1
B 16,

where the maximum is taken over t =0,...,p—2and j =1,...,q — 2. Hence

Iplolel P~V =

< max (|q|v|s|5<q1>,
(2%}

)
v

1< maX< a4 jeja-r, 1(79) le|G=P+Da, 1(‘1) |€|5}j—q)p+q> '
“7 NPy PN/ 1y P\I/ |y

If p is sufficiently large as we may assume, we have

1

‘_ 1

Dly
So we get by p > ¢

1< fel;

a contradiction.

C: ideal arithmetic
In view of A) and B) we restrict our further attention to equation (£.0) in non-zero non-S-units
z,y € Og with h(z) > 3 and h(y) > 3 and primes p, ¢ with p > ¢ > c9 > 2 such that

(@ — 1P+ (y — 1)7 £ 0, (4.18)

For any a € K we denote by [a] the fractional principal ideal of Og generated by «. We have, by

@.9),
=M -al+z+ - +a2" =z - 1Bz~ 1) +p]

for some B € Og. Assuming p > P, we can write
] = g
ks
where pi,...,p, are distinct prime ideals in Og, 7 < d, and aq,...,a, are positive integers not

exceeding d. If, for some prime ideal p and positive integer a, p* is a common divisor of [x — 1]
and [B(x — 1) + p] then p® | [p] and therefore a < d. Hence we can write

[ — 1] =p}* - plra
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where a is an integral ideal and by,...,b, are rational integers with absolute values at most d.
Since N(p;) = p/* for some positive integer f; < d, we have

—d2 ) 2 .
p <N <pt (i=1,...,7).

Let h denote the class number of K. We have

[ — 1" = (p7" - pr)"a”. (4.19)
Here o = [k] and (p% ---pb) = [mo] for some k € Og and my € K such that my = 7L with
T, Ty € Og and
|log N(m1)| < d®hlogp (k=0,1,2). (4.20)
It follows from (@I9) that
(x — )" = emor? (4.21)

for some S-unit . By virtue of Lemma and Lemma B3 and [@20) and (@2I) there are
fundamental S-units 7y, ...,ns—1 such that h(n;) < (25)0(5) and that

(@ =D = -y Gow? (4.22)
where the u; are rational integers with 0 < wu; < gfori=1,...,s—1,0Zw € Ogand 0# 0y € K

with 6y = Z—; such that 61,6, € Og and

1 h h
h(0) < 5log N(m) + s R+ —logQ < d*hlogp+ 3R + SlogQ < (25)°)RhPlogp (4.23)

for k = 1,2. By making the constant inside O(-) sufficiently large, [@23)) also holds for & = 0.
Similarly, we can write

(1- y)h =nt--- 77:5_’117'007” (4.24)

with rational integers v; such that 0 < wv; <pfori=1,...,s—1,and with0# 0 € Og,0# 19 € K
such that

h(mo) < (25)°%) RhPloggq. (4.25)

D: first bounds for p and ¢
Put X = H(x) and Y = H(y). In this section our goal will be to show that

p < O(1)d*¥sPlogY logp. (4.26)

Let v € S be such that |x|, > H(z)%*. Tt follows from (B) that

PR 1
Apm1 wi’)) == (4.27)
whence
1 — s
|A1|»U = W S X pd/ . (428)

If v is infinite, embed K in C using an embedding o corresponding to v. We use Lemma [3.6] with
n =2, (o, az) = (=y,z) and (b1, b2) = (¢, —p), giving

N e—O(l)d5 logXlongog(3ep)_ (429)
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Assuming p > 3e, [@28)) and [@.29) imply
p < O(1)d*slogY log p, (4.30)
hence ([£286).
If v is finite, we apply Lemma [B.7] with n = 2, (a1,a2) = (—y,x) and (b1,b2) = (¢,p). So

we can take B = B, = p and § = % Recall that p > g > P, hence the conditions are satisfied.
Because we want to prove (£20) in the case v finite, we may assume that

p>dPlogY.
Hence
|[A1]y > exp (—0(1)d14PlogXlongogp) . (4.31)
Now ([28)) and ([@3T)) imply
p < 0O(1)d"sPlogY logp. (4.32)

So in all cases we have ([@26]). By estimating |Ag|, with Ag :=1— (_qu)p = % we can prove in a
similar way that

q < O(1)d"*sPlog X log p. (4.33)

E: a bound for ¢
We shall now prove that

q < c11(log p)? (4.34)
with ¢11 = (25)°) R3h3P4R%. To prove this we may assume that
q > logp. (4.35)
Further, we may assume that
min(X,Y) > p“2 (4.36)

with c12 := 4s/d. Indeed if Y < p©2 then ¢ < p < O(1)d*3sPcia(logp)? follows from ([E20),
implying (£34). Further, in case X < p°2, ([A34)) immediately follows from ([@33]). Let v € S be
such that |z|, > X%*. From (@8] we obtain

‘(—y)q

xP

_ (4.37)

1] = —.
2[5

v

We combine the cases v real, v complex and v finite. Note that in all cases | - |11,/ * satisfies the
triangle inequality. Because c12 = 4s/d, we get |x|, > 12. Hence

1
o =11/ 2 [al)/? = [L/? = Jali/? — 12 5 V2lal/?
and
1 2
|$L' - 1|v > §|x|v >p (4.38)

where we have used again ci2 = 4s/d. It follows that

1/2 P pi 1/2 P 1/2
< - <
\ —§:<u—wn) —p<m—1n>

=1

1”_“w—n+nwww4w
(z—1)p
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and after squaring

P p? 2p3
) A P T (39
Furthermore, by (@6)), p > ¢ and |z|, > 12
et S it W SR £ A
ot 7 ¥ T el 27 A2
We conclude that
L 2
1ylo > §|‘T|v >p°>q. (4.40)
Hence we have
S N E S A
(—y)4 v =y |, ~ =\l Uyl
and after squaring
A=y | o @ _2 (4.41)
(_y)q v N |y|v N |w|v .
From (£37), [@39), (£41) and the identity
3 3
anm-1=[[z-D+ Y (z-D(-1D)+> (z-1)
i=1 1<i<j<3 i=1
we infer
-y | 260 _ Oy )
(x—1)p v |zl P .
Further we have, by (£8), (38 and (£.40),
(1 —y) 1/2'(1—1/)‘1 Ve 1/2<2 - q 1 p
(z—1)], yr |, |@-Dr|, ~ ly|s/2 |z — 1[4/
p+q 2p
2 2
<2 <1 + IILW> <2 <1 + 5) <2¢* = 0(1). (4.43)
Ty
For
1—y™
we obtain, from ([£42) and ({43),
O0(1) (14+0(1) +---+0(1)" 1)’ pb _ O(1)2hy
|Asl, < 1) +om W) Oy (4.45)

|‘I|U |I|'u

Suppose now that Az # 0, i.e. that (z — 1)P" # (1 — y)9". Using [@44), (E22) and [@E24), we

obtain
o

_ Pq
Ag =it (2) — 1
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where e; € Z with |e;| < pq for i = 1,...,s = 1. Put H; = H(o), H» = H(w) and Hy =
max(Hy, Hy). Then

o (%) < H(o)H(w) < HZ. (4.46)

First suppose that v is infinite. By applying Lemma [3.6to A3 and using [@23)), (£.28), (£46) and
p > q we obtain
|Asly > exp(—(25)°) R2h*P*Rs(log p)* log" Hy).

Next suppose that v is finite. By applying Lemma 3.7 to A3 and using (£23)), (£25]), (£40) and
p > q we obtain
|As|y > exp(—(25)°) R*h? P* R (log p)® log" Hy)

if pg > sRhPRglogplogq. This together with ([d45]) gives in all cases
d/slog X <log|z|, < (25)°®) R2h2P3Rs(log p)® log* Hy. (4.47)

If Hy < c15 := eV RAPRs then #33) and (@47 give @34). We therefore assume that
Hy > ci3.
First suppose that Hs > c13. Then, by ([@23]) and ([@35]), we have

1

0o

<H <0i> = H(f) < ¢(29)9 I RhPlogp - (25)7) RhPq < H;%
v 0

for all v € S by taking the constant inside O(-) sufficiently large. Hence we obtain from (€22)

s—

1
lw|? < |z — 1" 1 H L <|x-— 1|hH2‘TSe(571)(25)O(S)qu < 4hxahprse
v v 0o v il i v

U;
v

again by taking the constant inside O(-) sufficiently large. Choosing v € S such that |w]|, > sz/s,
we obtain .
AhXIE3 > w|? > HIY®.

Consequently, we have

d o d 2 d
hlog X¢ > q? log Hy — log(4"H3%) > <g - g) qlog Hy > 7—qlog H (4.48)

a a
if H3° > cj5 > 4". By using (@.24) and ([@.25) one can prove in a similar manner that

1
logY > —plog H 4.4
ogY > 3hsp og Hy (4.49)

if Hy > ¢13. If Hy = Ho, then [@47) and ([@48)) imply
< (25)°9R2h3 PP Rg(log p)®,
hence ([@34)). Next suppose Hy = H;. From (6] we obtain
qh(y) = h(y?) = h(z? — 1) <log2+ h(aP) + h(1) = log2 + ph(z),
S0

d
glogY < (1 + —log 2) plog X. (4.50)
C2

Now ([@47), (£49) and (@50) imply

1 d
3P4 log Hy < qlogY < (1 + o log 2) plog X < (25)°) R2h2 P2 Rgp(log p)*® log™ Ho,
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whence ([E34).

F: completing the proof of E)
To prove (£34)) we are left with the case

(x —1)P" = (1 — y)?". (4.51)
We can now repeat the argument of part E) above with

_ Q=g
Ay = RS 1

instead of A3. By assumption (£I8) we have Ay # 0. We still need to derive a lower bound for

|A4ly. Note that Ei:@l’gz is a h-th root of unity, hence

élog IAgly > —h(As) = —h (% - 1> > —log2—h <%) —h(~1) = —log?2.

We conclude that
|A4|v > 27d.

Now inequality ([@34]) follows.
G: finishing the proof

We shall now prove that p is bounded from above by using (£.20) and [@34)). By [@.206) we may
assume that Y > 45/¢. Let v € S be such that |y|, > Y%/* > 4. Then, by (&8),

(1 -y, A=y, = (y?/2)a
Hence, using again (£.0]),
‘ = - - [ - q2‘1/2|y|5,q_1)/2 < L (4.53)
(1-y)e (1—y)e (yli/2/2)0 ~ [yl '
Putting
aPh
As - -1
BT
it follows from (£52) and (53 that
169 (1 + 49 4 ... 4 49(h=1) 2 162(h+1)
|As], < ( ) (4.54)

e Yl

Suppose that |As| # 0, i.e. that 2P" # (1 — y)?". We are going to derive a lower bound for |As]|.

By (@24) we have
;Cph 4 do 1 —q xh p
m—m lls—1To | g
with rational integers d; such that |d;| < pg fori=1,...,s — 1. We claim that

1
o > 5 H ().
To prove our claim, we note that

Yo = [1 = 2P|, < 4max(1, [2"],)
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and
H(a?) = H(1 —y?) < 2H(y").

Combining gives

1 1 1 1\?
ot = ) > 4l =12 HO ~ 12 @ 12 (3 ) Hap

if p > 4, proving the claim. Hence, by (£52) and [{@257]),

h g e o) o)
< 16h/p (H |Th|;dz> |7.O|Z)/p < 16hed(s—1)(2s) quqd(2s) RhP.

o4
i=1

So

h
<%) H(Ih)d/s < |$h|v < |O,q|v16hed(sfl)(2s)o(3)quqd(Qs)o(S)RhP.

Put H3 = H(o). Then

h s s s/d
H <%) < H(Ih)H(U)q < (32hed(571)(25)0( )quqd(Qs)O( )th) Hg(1+5)'

First suppose that v is infinite. By applying Lemma [B3.6] to

d d am\"
— 1. st 2 _
As =1 Ms—1 7o <0q> 1

and using (£.28) and (£55), we obtain

|Asls > exp(—(2s)°) R2h? P2 R%q(log p)* log™ H).
Next suppose that v is finite. By applying Lemma [B7 to A5 and using ([@25]), we obtain

|Aslo > exp(—(25)? R*h*P® Riq(log p)* log™ Hy)
if pg > sRhPRglogp. So in all cases

[Aslo > exp(—(25)) R%h* P* R§q(log p)* log” Hs).
Comparing (54) and (ZE58) we obtain

logY < s/dlog|yl, < (25)°%) R2h2P3R%q(log p)? log™ Hs.
If Hy < c1q 1= e BhPRs then ([I50) together with (@26) and (@34) yields
p < (25)° RS PO R (logp)"

Suppose now that Hs > c¢14. Then we have, analogously to (£49]),

1
logY > —plog Hs.
ogy > 3h3p 0g 113

From (£34), (@5Y) and @60) it follows now again that
p < (25)° R°hS PT R (log p)°,

So in all cases
p < (25)° RORC PO Ry (logp)",

22

(4.55)

(4.56)

(4.57)

(4.58)

(4.59)

(4.60)



whence

p < (25)° R1Z2p1ZPISRLO, (4.61)
Using the well-known inequalities

Rh < |Dg|'?(log™ | D)~

and

t
Rs < Rh][log N(p:) < |Dx|"?(log" |Dk|)?~* (log P)",
=1

we get from (ELGTI)
p < (25)7|Dic| ! (log” | Dic )47V P (log P)', (4.62)

completing the proof. Recall that in A) we assumed that ¢ > cg := P > 2. If ¢ < ¢9, we derived
(#). But observe that ([{1) gives a significantly larger bound for p than ([@62). So our final
bound for p is (7).

H: the remaining case
We are left with the case #P* = (1 — y)?"*. This implies

L-y)'=1-y™"
and hence
1—y?=((1-y), (4.63)

where ( is some h-th root of unity. Put

ey N\
AG'__<1(1_y> 1.

Take a valuation v € S such that |1 — y|, > H(1 — y)%*. We start by deriving an upper bound

for |Agl, using (LG3)

q
N y _
|A6|v—‘ C (1_y> 1

Next we derive a lower bound for |Ag|,. By extending K if necessary we may assume that ¢ is
in K. This increases the degree of K by at most a factor h. First suppose that v is infinite. By
applying Lemma to Ag we obtain

=[N = 11—y S H(L—y) "

v

log |Agl, > —O(l)h4d4h(ryy)log q.
Next suppose that v is finite. By applying Lemma 3.7 we obtain
log |Agly > —O(l)hlgdlgPh(%)logq
if ¢ > dP. Recall that we have assumed h(y) > 3, so
WMiL) =h((1—y)~ " = 1) <log2+h((1 —y)~") =log2 + k(1 — y) < 2h(1 —y).
Combining everything gives

Z9(1— ) = ORI PA(1 - y) logg
S

23



in all cases, which can be rewritten as
q < O(1)h**d**Pslogg.
We conclude that
q < O(1)h**d* P?s?. (4.64)

Let f be the minimal polynomial of y and let g(X) := (1 — X)? — (1 — X%)". By H we denote
the naive height of a polynomial. Using [@63]) and ([£.64) together with Lemma 3.11 and remark
2 on page 81 in [19] we get

1
h(y) < G loz H(P) +0()

<logH(f)+O(1)
<log(29°89y/deg g + 1H(g)) + O(1)
<O(1)gh+0(1)

< O(1)h*?d3 P?s2.

Now it is straightforward to give an upper bound for p and inequality ([@.62) follows.

5. Proof of Theorem

In this section we will bound p and ¢ for the Catalan equation over finitely generated domains.
We will follow [3].

We recall some notation. Let A = Z[z1,..., 2] be an integral domain finitely generated over
Z with r > 0 and denote by K the quotient field of A. We have

A=7[X,..., X,)/I

where I is the ideal of polynomials f € Z[Xq,...,X,] such that f(z1,...,%,) = 0. Then I is
finitely generated. Let d > 1, h > 1 and assume that

I=(f1,-- s fm)

with deg f; < d, h(f;) < hfori=1,...,m. Here deg means the total degree of the polynomial f;
and h(f;) is the logarithmic height of f;. Our goal is to prove Theorem

Proof. Let x, y, p, ¢ be an arbitrary solution. Without loss of generality we may assume that
21,...,2 forms a transcendence basis of K/Q. We write t := r — k and rename zx41,..., 2. as
Y1,.-.,y: respectively. Define

Ao =2z, .., 25), Ko = Q(21, - - -, 2k).
Then
A = Ao[yl,...,yt],K = Ko(yl,...,yt).

By Corollary 3.4 in [7] we have K = Ko(u), u € A, u is integral over Ay, and u has minimal
polynomial
FX)=XP+RXP1 ... 4 Fp

over Ko with F; € A, deg F; < (2d)*®P () and h(F;) < (2d)*P°(") (h+1). Furthermore, Lemma
3.2(i) in |7] tells us that D < d*.
By Lemma 3.6 in [7] there exists non-zero f € A such that

AC B := Aglu, f71]
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and moreover deg f < (2d)*®P ) and h(f) < (2d)*®°")(h + 1). From now on, we will work in

the larger ring B to bound p and q. So we will assume that z,y € B and bound p and q.

We distinguish two cases. First, we consider the case K = 0. In this case we have Ay = Z,

Ky=Q and t = r. Then K is a number field of degree D < d* and

[Dic| < [dise(F)| < D*P~ exp ((2d)? ) (h + 1)) < exp ((2d)*? ) (4 1))

by using the result on the bottom of page 335 in [11]. Let S contain all infinite valuations and all

prime ideal divisors of f. Write s = |S|. Let p1,...,pn be the prime ideals in S. Put
P =max{2, N(p1),..., N(pn)}
and
Q= Nipa--pn).
By h(f) < (2d)*PO)(h 4 1), it follows that

s < (2d)™P O (h 4 1)

and
P < exp ((2d)exp0<r>(h n 1)) .
We conclude that
Q <1117 < exp ((24)™2 00 (h + 1))

and we can apply Theorem [Tl to get (I.2). o
Now consider the case k > 0. Fix an algebraic closure Ky of Ky. Put

Ti = {2’1, e ,Zk} \ {Zl}
Let k; be the algebraic closure of Q(T;) in Ky. Thus, A is contained in k;[z;]. Define

Mi = ki(zi, u(l), e ,’U,(D)),

D)

where u ..., u(P) are the conjugates of u over K. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. We have that
ki = 0.

k
=1

3

Proof. See |3].

O

First assume that « € k; for all ¢ = 1,...,k. In this case z and y belong to the algebraic
number field Q@ N K. Our goal will be to apply Theorem [Tl For this, we will use a so called
specialization argument. If we knew of a way to effectively compute Q N K, this would simplify

our argument below.

Recall that K = Ky(u), u € A, u is integral over Ay, and v has minimal polynomial

FX)=XP+RXP'+...+ Fp

over Ko with F; € Ag, deg F; < (2d)*P O and h(F;) < (2d)*PO)(h 4+ 1). In the case D = 1,

we takeu=1, F(X)=X — 1.
Let y = (y1,...,yx) € Z*. We put

ly| == max(Jy1l, ..., |yxl)-

The substitution z1 — y1, ..., 2 — yi defines a ring homomorphism (specialization)

oy o= aly):{g91/92 : 91,92 € Ao, 92(y) # 0} = Q.

25



Let us extend this to a ring homomorphism from B to Q for which we need to impose some
restrictions on y. Denote by Ap the discriminant of F', and let

H = AFFDf

It follows that H € Ap. Using that A is a polynomial of degree 2D — 2 with integer coefficients
in Fy,..., Fp, it follows easily that

deg H < (2d)®PO™),
Let N be an integer with N > (2d)***°("), Lemma 5.4 in [7] implies that if N > deg H then
T:={yeZ |yl <N,H(y) # 0}
is non-empty. Take y € T" and consider the polynomial
Fy = X"+ Fi(y)X™ 4+ Fp(y),

which has D distinct zeros which are all different from 0, say ui(y),...,up(y). Thus, for j =
1,..., D the assignment
21U YL,y 2l Yk, U (YY)

defines a ring homomorphism ¢y ; from B to Q. Tt is obvious that ¢y ; is the identity on BN Q.
Thus, if « € BNQ, then ¢y ;(«) has the same minimal polynomial as « and so it is conjugate to
.

Define the algebraic number fields Ky ; := Q(u;(y)) (j = 1,...,D). Denote by A the
discriminant of an algebraic number field L. Then for j = 1,..., D we have by Lemma 5.5 in [7]
that [Ky ; : Q] < D and

Ak, | < D1 (dh - M - max(1, |y|)%) 7,

where

do > max(deg F,...,deg Fp), ho > max(h(F1),...,h(Fp)).
So we can take dy = (2d)* (") and hy = (2d)**P ") (h + 1) giving

exp O(r)\ 2D—2
|AKy’].| < D2D_1 ((Qd)ke’(po(r) - exp ((2d)exp0(r)(h + 1)) . (2d)(2d) O( ))

< exp ((2d)CXpO(T)(h + 1)) .

Now pick any j = 1,...,D. Let S contain all infinite valuations and all prime ideal divisors
of f(y). Then ¢y ; maps B to the ring of S-integers of Ky ;. In order to apply Theorem [IT] we
still need to bound s, P and Q.

It is easy to verify that for any g € Ag, y € ZF,

log |g(y)| < klogdegg + h(g) + deg glog max(1,|y|).
Applying this with f and y we get
)] < @) 200 exp (2d)* O (h+ 1)) - 2) 0™ < exp ((2) 00 (0 +1)).

Hence
5 < (2d)PO0) (b 4+ 1)

and
P < exp ((2d>cxp0<r>(h + 1)) .

We conclude that
Q < 1f)IP < exp (2O (h + 1))
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and we can apply Theorem [ to get (L2).

We still need to deal with the case x & k; for some i. So pick an 4 such that x ¢ k;, then also
y & k;. Let S denote the subset of valuations v of M;/k; such that v(z;) <0, v(f) > 0, v(z) > 0
or v(y) > 0. Now let v be any valuation such that v € S. We claim that

v(z) =v(y) =v(1) =0.

Because v ¢ S, it follows that v(z;) > 0. Recall that u is integral over k[z;]. Together this
implies that v(u) > 0. We also have that v(f) < 0, hence v(f~!) > 0. But z,y € B, so we get
v(x),v(y) > 0. But then

as claimed.

Define A; = [M; : k;(2;)]. Each valuation of k;(z;) can be extended to at most A; valuations
of M;. Hence M; has at most A; valuations with v(z;) < 0 and at most A; deg,, f valuations with
v(f) > 0. So

Now we consider
a? —yl =1

as an S-unit equation in M;. Because zP ¢ k; and y? & k;, we can apply Theorem 2.1] resulting in
Hug, i, (%) < 1S+ 2901, /0, — 2 < Ai(1 4 deg f) + Hag, i, (@) + Hay i, () + 290,78, — 2
and
Hug i, (y9) <181+ 2900, 0, — 2 < Ai(1 + deg f) + Har yx: (@) + Haryx: (Y) + 2900, /5, — 2-
Define K; = k;(z;,u). Then we have that [K; : k;(2;)] < D. Hence
Hyg e, (2) = [M; 2 KilHpe, i, (2) > [My 2 K] = A/ [Ki 2 ki(2:)] > A/ D
and similarly for y. This gives

A
f(p —24+q¢—2)<(p—2)Hp, i, (x) + (¢ = 2)Hpg, 1o, (y) < 28:(1 +deg f) + 4gns, /i, — 4,

hence

|

D
-(2A8;(1 + deg f) + 4gns, /k; —4) <2D(1 +deg f) + K49Mi/ki'

Recall that A; = [M; : ki(z;)] and that M; is the splitting field of F over k(z;). So Lemma
gives

p+q—4<

g

gk < (A —1)D max deg,, (Fj) < A; - D - (2d)*P ).
Combining gives
p+q—4<2d (14 (2d)7PO0) +4(d")?(2d)7P ") < (2d)>P O
and hence (LCZ). O
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