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SUMS OF S-UNITS IN X-COORDINATES OF PELL EQUATIONS

PARVATHI S NAIR AND S. S. ROUT

Abstract. Let S be a fixed set of primes and let (Xl)l≥1 be the X-coordinates of
the positive integer solutions (X,Y ) of the Pell equation X2 − dY 2 = 1 corresponding
to a non-square integer d > 1. We show that there are only a finite number of non-
square integers d > 1 such that there are at least two different elements of the sequence
(Xl)l≥1 that can be represented as a sum of S-units with a fixed number of terms.
Furthermore, we solve explicitly a particular case in which two of the X-coordinates
are product of power of two and power of three.

1. Introduction

The problem of finding specific terms of a linear recurrence sequence of some particular
form has a very rich history. Pethő [18] and Shorey-Stewart [21] independently studied
the perfect powers in a non-degenerate binary recurrence sequence. In particular, they
have considered the Diophantine equation

Un = xz (1)

in integers n, x, z with z ≥ 2, where (Un)n≥0 is a non-degenerate binary recurrence
sequence and proved under certain natural assumptions that (1) contain only finitely
many perfect powers. For example, Fibonacci and Lucas numbers, respectively, of the
form xz, with z > 1 has been recently proved by Bugeaud et al. [5]. Pethő [19] proved
that there are no non-trivial perfect powers in Pell sequence (see also [7]). Pethő and
Tichy [20] proved that there are only finitely many Fibonacci numbers of the form
pa + pb + pc, with prime p and integers a > b > c ≥ 0. Marques and Togbé [16] found
all Fibonacci and Lucas numbers of the form 2a + 3b + 5c under the condition that
c ≥ max{a, b} ≥ 0.

Recently, Bertók et al., [3] under some mild assumptions gave finiteness result for the
solutions of the Diophantine equation

Un = b1p
z1
1 + · · ·+ bsp

zs
s (2)
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in non-negative integers z1, . . . , zs and n, where (Un)n≥0 is a binary non-degenerate
recurrence sequence of positive discriminant, p1, . . . , ps are given primes and b1, . . . , bs
are fixed integers.

Diophantine equations combining both S-units and recurrence sequences has been
well studied by many authors (see [2, 3, 10, 13]). Suppose S is the set of distinct primes
p1, . . . , pl. Then a rational integer z is an S-unit if z can be written as

z = ±pe11 · · · pell , (3)

where e1, . . . , el are non-negative integers and we denote the set of S-units by US. Let
(Un)n≥0 be a recurrence sequence of order k with k ≥ 2. Bérczes et al. [2] considered
the equation

Un = z1 + · · ·+ zr, (4)

with some arbitrary but fixed r ≥ 1, in unknown n ≥ 0 and z1, . . . , zr ∈ US and establish
finiteness results for the solutions of (4).

Let d, t be nonzero integers with d > 1 square-free. Consider the Pell equation

x2 − dy2 = 1 (5)

in integers x, y. Recently, several mathematicians have investigated the following type of
problem related to solution sets (i.e., X and Y -coordinates) of Pell equation (5). Assume
that U := (Un)n≥0 is some interesting sequence of positive integers and {(Xm, Ym)}m≥1

are sequence of solutions of Pell equation (5). What can one say about the number of
solutions of the containment Xm ∈ U for a generic d? What about the number of solu-
tions of the containment Ym ∈ U? For most of the binary recurrent sequences(Fibonacci
numbers [4, 15], tribonacci numbers [14], rep-digits in some given integer base b ≥ 2
[8, 11, 12]), the equation Xm ∈ U has at most one positive integer solution m for any
given d except for finitely many values of d. Erazo et al., [10] showed under certain
conditions that there are only a finite number non-square integers d > 1 such that there
are at least two different elements of the sequence (Xm)m≥1 that can be represented as
a linear combination of prime powers with fixed primes, i.e.,

Xm = c1p
n1
1 + · · ·+ csp

ns
s .

In this paper, we extend this result to sums of S-units. In particular, we will prove
that there are only a finite number non-square integers d > 1 such that there are at
least two different elements of the sequence (Xm)m≥1 that can be represented as a sum
of S-units. Firstly, we prove the general case when elements of the sequence (Xm)m≥1

equal to sum of S-units, that is,

Xl = z1 + · · ·+ zr, (6)

where z1, . . . , zr ∈ US and l are positive integers. Then in next result, we solve a
particular case of (6) with S = {2, 3}.
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2. Notation and Main Results

Let d > 1 be an integer which is not a square. The Pell equation

X2 − dY 2 = 1, (7)

where X, Y ∈ Z>0 has infinitely many positive integer solutions (X, Y ) and have the
form

X + Y
√
d = Xl + Yl

√
d = (X1 + Y1

√
d)l

for some k ∈ Z>0 and (X1, Y1) is the smallest positive integer solution of (7). The
sequence (Xl)l≥1 is a binary recurrence sequence satisfying the recurrence relation

Xl = 2X1Xl−1 −Xl−2 (8)

for all l ≥ 2. Setting

γ := X1 + Y1

√
d and η := X1 − Y1

√
d = γ−1, (9)

so γ · η = X2
1 − dY 2

1 = 1. The Binet formula for Xl and Yl are

Xl =
γl + ηl

2
and Yl =

γl − ηl

2
√
d

(10)

holds for all non-negative integers l. Let s ∈ Z>0 be fixed. We are interested to determine
for which positive integers d > 1, the sequence (Xl)l≥1 of X-coordinates of (7) has at
least two different terms that can be represented as in (6). By denoting zi = pni1

1 · · · pnis
s

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r, we write (6) as

Xl = pn11
1 pn12

2 · · · pn1s
s + · · ·+ pnr1

1 pnr2
2 · · · pnrs

s . (11)

such that,

nrs = max
1≤i≤r
1≤j≤s

{nij}. (12)

Now we are ready to state our main theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let s be a fixed positive integer. Let p1 ≤ · · · ≤ ps be fixed primes with

ps odd. Let Xl be the X-coordinate of the Pell equation (7) with d > 1 non-square. Let

ǫ > 0 be arbitrary. Consider (6) in l ≥ 1 and z1, . . . , zr satisfying |zi|1+ǫ < |zr|, (i =
1, . . . , r − 1) and (12). Let Td be the set of solutions (l, z1, . . . , zr) of (6). Then there

exists effectively computable constants c8(s) and c9(s) depend only on the parameters

s, ps, r and ǫ such that

(i) if d < p2c8s r2, then #Td ≤ c9(s),
(ii) if d ≥ p2c8s r2, then #Td ≤ 1.

Note that Theorem 2.1 extends the corresponding statement from [10] to this more
general situation. Our next theorem illustrates Theorem 2.1, in which we explicitly solve
(11) for the case r = 1, s = 2 and S = {2, 3}.
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Theorem 2.2. Let Xl be the X-coordinate of the Pell equation (7) with d > 1 non-

square. Then there exist no d for which the equation

Xl = 2n13n2, n1 ≤ n2 (13)

has at least two positive integer solutions.

3. Auxiliary results

In this section, we will prove some preliminary results to prove main theorems.

Lemma 3.1. Let γ > 0 be the fundamental solution of (7) for d > 1 non-square. Then
(

1

1 +
√
2

)

γl ≤ Xl ≤ (2−
√
2)γl, for all l ≥ 1. (14)

Proof. See Lemma 1 in [10]. �

Let α be an algebraic number of degree d. Then the logarithmic height of the algebraic
number α is given by

h(α) =
1

d

(

log |a|+
d
∑

i=1

logmax{1, |α(i)|}
)

,

where a is the leading coefficient of the minimal polynomial of α over Z and the α(i)’s are
the conjugates of α in C. In particular, if z = p/q is a rational number with gcd(p, q) = 1,
and q > 0 then h(z) = logmax{|p|, q}.

To prove Theorem 2.1, we use a lower bound of linear forms in logarithms to bound
the index l, z1, . . . , zs appearing in (6). In particular, we need the following result due
to Matveev [17].

Lemma 3.2 (Matveev’s Theorem). Let η1, . . . , ηt be real algebraic numbers and let

d1, . . . , dt be rational integers. Let dL be the degree of the number field L = Q(η1, . . . , ηt)
over Q. Let Aj be real numbers satisfying

Aj ≥ max {dLh(ηj), | log ηj |, 0.16} , j = 1, . . . , t.

Assume that B ≥ max{|d1|, . . . , |dt|} and Λ := ηd11 · · · ηdtt − 1. If Λ 6= 0, then

|Λ| ≥ exp
(

−1.4 · 30t+3 · t4.5 · d2L(1 + log dL)(1 + logB)A1 · · ·At

)

.

Lemma 3.3. Let B be a non-negative integer such that δB ≤ α logB + β. If α ≥ eδ,
then

B ≤ (2/δ)(α log(α/δ) + β).

Proof. See [6, Lemma 12.2.4] �
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We need some more results from the theory of continued fractions. The following
result will be useful for the treatment of linear forms in logarithms.

Lemma 3.4. Let τ be an irrational number, M be a positive integer and p0/q0, p1/q1, . . . ,
be all the convergents of the continued fraction [a0, a1, . . .] of τ . Let N be such that

qN > M . Then putting a(M) := max{at : t = 0, 1, . . . , N}, the inequality

|mτ − n| > 1

(a(M) + 2)m

holds for all pairs (n,m) of integers with 0 < m < M .

After getting the upper bound of n2, which is generally too large, the next step is to
reduce it. For this reduction purpose, we use a variant of the Baker–Davenport result
[1]. Here, for a real number x, let ||x|| := min{|x−n| : n ∈ Z} denote the distance from
x to the nearest integer.

Lemma 3.5 (See [9]). Let τ be an irrational number, M be a positive integer and p/q
be a convergent of the continued fraction of τ such that q > 6M . Let A,B, µ be some

real numbers with A > 0 and B > 1. Put ǫ1 := ||µq||−M ||τq||, then there is no solution

to the inequality

|mτ − n+ µ| < AB−k,

in positive integers m,n and k with

m ≤ M and k ≥ log(Aq/ǫ1)

logB
.

4. Proof of Theorem 2.1

Suppose 1 ≤ l1 < l2, such that

Xl1 = pa111 pa122 · · ·pa1ss + · · ·+ par11 par22 · · · parss

and
Xl2 = pb111 pb122 · · · pb1ss + · · ·+ pbr11 pbr22 · · · pbrss . (15)

Denote

(l, n11, . . . , n1s, n21, . . . , n2s, . . . , nr1, . . . , nrs)

= (l1, a11, . . . , a1s, a21, . . . a2s, . . . , ar1, . . . , ars)

or

(l, n11, . . . , n1s, n21, . . . , n2s, . . . , nr1, . . . , nrs)

= (l2, b11, . . . , b1s, b21, . . . b2s, . . . , br1, . . . , brs).

By Lemma 3.1,
γl

2.5
< Xl < γl. (16)
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From (11) and (12), it follows that,

pnrs
s < Xl < rpsnrs

s . (17)

As (Xl)l≥1 is an increasing sequence,

parss ≤ Xl1 ≤ Xl2 ≤ rpsbrss

and this implies

ars ≤ sbrs +
log r

log ps
. (18)

From (16) and (17) we get

pnrs
s < γl < 2.5Xl < 2.5rpsnrs

s ,

and this further implies,

nrs log ps < l log γ < snrs log ps + log 2.5r. (19)

Thus,
nrs

log γ
<

l

log ps
< l. (20)

Since for ǫ > 0, |zi|1+ǫ < |zr|, for i = 1, . . . , r − 1, then from (6) it follows that

|Xl| = |z1 + · · ·+ zr| ≤ (r − 1)|zr|
1

1+ǫ + |zr| ≤ r|zr|, (21)

which implies

|zr| ≥
|Xl|
r

. (22)

If |Xl| ≤
γ(nrs/log γ)

4
, then

1

2
γl < |Xl| =

1

2
γl +

1

2
ηl ≤ γ(nrs/log γ)

4
<

γl

4

i.e.,
1

2
γl <

γl

4
,

which is not true. So assume that,

|Xl| >
γ(nrs/log γ)

4
. (23)

We rewrite (6) using (10) as

1

2
γl − zr = z1 + · · ·+ zr−1 −

1

2
ηl. (24)

Dividing throughout by zr,

∣

∣2−1γlz−1
r − 1

∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑r−1
i=1 zi
zr

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

ηl

2zr

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (25)
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Next we will find bounds for each term in the right hand side of (25).
From (22) and (23),

∑r−1
i=1 |zi|
|zr|

≤ (r − 1)
|zr|

1
1+ǫ

|zr|
≤ (r − 1)

1

|zr|
ǫ

1+ǫ

≤ (r − 1)
(4r)

ǫ
1+ǫ

γ
(nrs/ log γ)ǫ

1+ǫ

≤ c1(s)
1

γ
(nrs/ log γ)ǫ

1+ǫ

,

where c1(s) = (r − 1)(4r)
ǫ

1+ǫ . To find a bound for

∣

∣

∣

∣

ηl

2zr

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

ηl

2zr

∣

∣

∣

∣

<
1

2
· 4rηl

γ(nrs/log γ)
< 2r · ηl

γ(nrs/log γ)
< 2r ·

(

η

γ

)nrs/log γ

.

Substituting these bounds in (25),

∣

∣2−1γlz−1
r − 1

∣

∣ ≤ c1(s)
1

γ
(nrs/ log γ)ǫ

1+ǫ

+ 2r ·
(

η

γ

)nrs/log γ

≤ c2(s) ·max

{

1

γ
ǫ

1+ǫ

,
η

γ

}nrs/log γ

. (26)

We know that, if |x− 1| < 1
2
, then | log x| < 2|x− 1|. Set

Λ := 2−1γlz−1
r − 1 and Γ := − log 2 + l log γ − log zr.

Using the fact that zr = pnr1
1 · · · pnrs

s ,

|Λ| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2
γlp−nr1

1 · · · p−nrs
s − 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

If |Λ| = 0, then γl = 2zr is an integer, which is false for any l ≥ 1. Hence |Λ| 6= 0. So
applying Matveev’s theorem (Lemma 3.2), with

(η1, d1) = (2,−1), (η2, d2) = (γ, l), and (ηi+2, di+2) = (pi,−nri) with i = 1, . . . , s.

Furthermore,

dL = 2, h(2) = log 2, h(γ) =
1

2
log γ, h(pj) = log pj,where j = 1, . . . , s.

We choose Ai’s as follows,

A1 = 0.16, A2 = log γ, Ai+2 = 2 log pi,with i = 1, . . . , s.

Since ps is odd, without loss of generality we assume that min{γ, nrs} ≥ 2.5rps > 7.
From (19),

l <
snrs log ps + log 2.5r

log γ
.
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Now if min{γ, nrs} = γ, then 2.5rps < γ, which implies that, log ps < log γ − log 2.5r.
Substituting this in above inequality ,

l <
snrs(log γ − log 2.5r) + log 2.5r

log γ
< snrs.

If min{γ, nrs} = nrs, then nrs < γ, so as in the previous case l < snrs. Hence, in both
cases l < snrs. So we can take B = snrs. Applying Matveev’s theorem with t = s+ 2,

log |Λ| > −1.4 · 30s+5(s+ 2)4.522(1 + log 2)(1 + log(snrs))·
0.16(log γ)(2 log p1) · · · (2 log ps)

> −c3(s)(lognrs)(log γ). (27)

It is clear that, γ
ǫ

1+ǫ < γ2 for 0 < ǫ < 1. Now taking logarithm on both sides of (26)
and comparing with (27),

−c3(s)(lognrs)(log γ) < log c2(s)−
(

ǫnrs

(1 + ǫ) log γ

)

log γ,

which further gives

nrs <

(

1 + ǫ

ǫ

)

(

log c2(s) + c3(s)(lognrs)(log γ)
)

≤ c4(s)(lognrs)(log γ). (28)

This gives an upper bound for nrs in terms of log γ. For i = 1, 2 let

Γ
(i)
1 := − log 2 + li log γ − log(pmr1

1 · · ·pmrs
s )

= − log 2 + li log γ −
s
∑

k=1

mrk log pk.

Note that mrk = ark or brk for k = 1, . . . , s. Next our aim is to eliminate term involving

log γ from Γ
(i)
1 . For that, consider

Γ2 := l1Γ
(2)
1 − l2Γ

(1)
1 = (l2 − l1) log 2 + (l2 − l1)

s
∑

k=1

mrk log pk. (29)

Since l1 < l2, then from (26),

|Γ2| ≤ l1|Γ(2)
1 |+ l2|Γ(1)

1 |

≤ l2c2(s) ·max

{

1

γ
ǫ

1+ǫ

,
η

γ

}brs/log γ

+ l2c2(s) ·max

{

1

γ
ǫ

1+ǫ

,
η

γ

}ars/log γ

≤ l2c2(s) ·max

{

1

γ
ǫ

1+ǫ

,
η

γ

}ars/log γ
(

1 + max

{

1

γ
ǫ

1+ǫ

,
η

γ

}brs/log γ−ars/log γ
)

≤ l2c5(s) ·max

{

1

γ
ǫ

1+ǫ

,
η

γ

}ars/log γ

.

(30)
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Assume that, c5(s) · l2max

{

1

γ
ǫ

1+ǫ

, η
γ

}ars/log γ

< 1/2. Otherwise, we can derive a bound

which is weaker than the bound with this assumption. Set

|Λ2| := |2(l2−l1)p
nr1(l2−l1)
1 · · ·pnrs(l2−l1)

s − 1|

= |eΓ2 − 1| < 2|Γ2| < 2c5(s) · l2max

{

1

γ
ǫ

1+ǫ

,
η

γ

}ars/ log γ

. (31)

We will apply Matveev’s theorem for Λ2 with

(η1, d1) := (2, l2 − l1), (ηi+1, di+1) := (pi, nri(l2 − l1)), where i = 1, . . . , s.

Again, dL = 1, h(2) = log 2, h(pi) = log pi, with i = 1, . . . , s . Choose

A1 = 2 log 2, Ai+1 = 2 log pi, with i = 1, . . . , s .

Note that |nri(l2−l1)| ≤ nrs(l2+ l1) and l2 < snrs. Here B ≥ max
1≤i≤s

{|l2−l1|, |nri(l2−l1)|}.
So, we can set B = 2s(nrs)

2. Applying Matveev’s theorem,

log |Λ2| > −1.4 · 30s+4 · (s+ 1)4.5(1 + log(2s(nrs)
2))(2 log 2)

(2 log p1) · · · (2 log ps)
> −c6(s) lognrs.

We have, γ
ǫ

1+ǫ < γ2 for 0 < ǫ < 1. Now comparing the above inequality with (31), we
get

−c6(s) lognrs < log(2l2c5(s))−
ars
log γ

logmax
{

γ
ǫ

1+ǫ , γ2
}

≤ log(2l2c5(s))−
ars
log γ

log γ
ǫ

1+ǫ .

i.e.,
ars
log γ

· ǫ

1 + ǫ
log γ < c6(s) lognrs + log(2l2c5(s)),

which implies that,

ars <

(

1 + ǫ

ǫ

)

(log(2l2c5(s)) + c6(s) lognrs) . (32)

Considering (28) for nrs = brs,

brs < c4(s)(log brs)(log γ).

By Lemma 3.3,
brs < 2(c4(s) log γ · log(c4(s) log γ)). (33)

Using (19) for nrs = ars we get,

ars log ps < l1 log γ < sars log ps + log 2.5r

and this implies,
log γ < l1 log γ < sars log ps + log 2.5r. (34)
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Since
√
d− 1 ≤ Xl1 ≤ rpsarss , so assume that log γ < 2arss log ps. Then from (33),

brs < 2(c4(s)2arss log ps · log(c4(s)2arss log ps)). (35)

Since l2 < sbrs, so from (32) and (35) we infer,

ars <

(

1 + ǫ

ǫ

)

(

log(2sbrsc5(s)) + c6(s) log brs

)

<

(

1 + ǫ

ǫ

)

(

log(2s2(c4(s)2arss log ps · log(c4(s)2arss log ps))c5(s))
)

+

(

1 + ǫ

ǫ

)

(

c6(s) log(2(c4(s)2arss log ps · log(c4(s)2arss log ps)))
)

.

By Lemma 3.3 ,
ars < c7(s).

Thus (34) implies that,
log γ < sc7(s) log ps + log 2.5r, (36)

where c7(s) is an effectively computable constant that depends only on s, ps and ǫ. So,

log γ < log(psc7(s)s 2.5r),

i.e.,
γ < psc7(s)s 2.5r.

Since γ > 2
√
d− 2, then

d < p2sc7(s)s (2.5r)2 < p2c8(s)s r2.

Also,

l2 < brss < s2(c4(s)2c7(s)s log ps · log(c4(s)2c7(s)s log ps)) =: c9(s).

Thus, we conclude that there are only finitely many possibilities for d under the as-
sumption that min{γ, nrs} ≥ 2.5rps. If min{γ, nrs} < 2.5rps, then again we can obtain
bounds on l, nrs and d. In particular, if nrs = min{γ, nrs} < 2.5rps, then by (19), we
have upper bounds on l, log γ and then on d. However, if γ = min{γ, nrs} < 2.5rps,
then there exists an upper bound on d and then on l and nrs. This completes the proof
of Theorem 2.1.

5. Proof of Theorem 2.2

Suppose that for 1 ≤ l1 < l2,

Xl1 = 2a13a2 and Xl2 = 2b13b2 , (37)

with a1 ≤ a2 and b1 ≤ b2. We denote

(l, n1, n2) = (l1, a1, a2) or (l, n1, n2) = (l2, b1, b2).

Assume n2 > n1. From the proof of Theorem 2.1,

3n2 < Xl = 2n13n2 < 32n2 . (38)
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Also
3a2 ≤ Xl1 ≤ Xl2 ≤ 32b2

and this implies a2 ≤ 2b2. From (38) and (16), we get 3n2 < γl < 2.5Xl < 2.5 · 32n2 .
This gives,

n2 log 3 < l log γ < 2n2 log 3 + log 2.5. (39)

Using (10), rewrite (13) as

γl

2(n1+1)3n2
− 1 =

ηl

2(n1+1)3n2
.

Setting Λ := γl2−(n1+1)3−n2 − 1, we get

|Λ| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

ηl

2(n1+1)3n2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

3n2
. (40)

Put
Γ = l log γ − (n1 + 1) log 2− n2 log 3 (41)

and since |Λ| = |eΓ−1| < 1

2
, so |Γ| < 2|Λ| < 2 ·3−n2. Since γ is not an integer, so Λ 6= 0.

Hence we can use Matveev’s theorem with t = 3 and

(η1, d1) = (2,−(n1 + 1)), (η2, d2) = (γ, l), (η3, d3) = (3,−n2).

Further, dL = 2, h(2) = log 2, h(γ) = 1
2
log γ, h(3) = log 3, A1 = 2 log 2, A2 = log γ, A3 =

2 log 3. Assume that min{γ, n2} ≥ 7.5. Then one can see that l < 2n2. Applying
Matveev’s theorem ,

log |Λ| > −c10(logn2)(log γ) log 3,

where c10 = 1.33 · 1014. Comparing above inequality with (40), we get

n2 < c11(logn2) log γ, with c11 = 1.34 · 1014. (42)

To eliminate log γ, let

Γ
(i)
1 := −(m1 + 1) log 2−m2 log 3 + li log γ,

where mi = ai or bi with i = 1, 2. Define

Γ2 := l1Γ
(2)
1 − l2Γ

(1)
1

= (l2 − l1 + l2a1 − l1b1) log 2 + (l2a2 − l1b2) log 3. (43)

Then proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we get

|Γ2| ≤ c12 · l23−
a2
2 with c12 = 4, (44)

b2 < 2 · 4c11a2 log 3 · log(4c11a2 log 3) < 8.62 · 1028 and l2 < 2b2 < 17.2 · 1028.
These bounds are very large for a computational search. Our next aim is to reduce these
bounds to smaller numbers using Lemma 3.4 and 3.5. From (43) and (44),

∣

∣

∣

∣

log 2

log 3
− (l1b2 − l2a2)

l2(1 + a1)− l1(1 + b1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c12l2

3
a2
2 · (l2(1 + a1)− l1(1 + b1))(log 3)



12

To use Lemma 3.4, put τ :=
log 2

log 3
and M1 := 8.62 · 1028. With the help of Mathematica

finding q such that q > M1 as q60 > 8.62 · 1028 and a(M1) = 55. Now applying Lemma
3.4,

3
a2
2 <

c12l2(l2(1 + a1)− l1(1 + b1))57

log 3
< 1824 ·M3

1 ,

which implies that,

a2 <
2 log(1824 ·M3

1 )

log 3
< 377.55

i.e., a2 ≤ 377 and this gives b2 < 1.78 · 1019. To get better bounds repeat this process
with new M value. Next put M2 = 1.78 ·1019. Finding the value of q as, q41 > 1.78 ·1019
and a(M2) = 55. Hence a2 ≤ 255 and b2 < 1.2 · 1019. Using Lemma 3.4 again with
M3 = 1.2 · 1019 to get a2 ≤ 253. This way will not give any better bounds further. So
we will use another method.

Consider the following polynomial with integer coefficients:

Xl =
1

2

(

γl + ηl
)

=
1

2

(

(X1 + Y1

√
d)l + (Xl − Yl

√
d)l
)

=
1

2

(

(

X1 +
√

X2
1 − 1

)l

+

(

X1 −
√

X2
1 − 1

)l
)

:= Pl(X1).

Now from (39) finding a bound for l1 as,

l1 <
(2 · 253) log 3 + log 2.5

log γ
. (45)

We know that X1 ≥
√
d− 1 and γ > 2

√
d− 2. Assume that d > 401, which gives

X1 > 20 and l1 ≤ 150. Now from (37),

Pl1(X1) := 2a13a2 (46)

with a2 ∈ [0, 253], a1 ∈ [0, a2], l1 ∈ [2, 150] and X1 > 20. Note that l1 ≥ 2, because if we
are taking l1 = 1 we get Pl1(X1) = X1. In this case there is nothing to solve.

For the case l1 > 1 and d > 401, a quick computer search on (46) yields nothing; so
if l1 > 1 then 1 < d ≤ 401. In this case also, we are not getting any solutions.

Since l1 to be minimal, we must have l1 = 1 for all d. Also γ = X1 +
√

X2
1 − 1. From

(41),

|l log γ − (n1 + 1) log 2− n2 log 3| <
2

3n2
.

Rearranging and comparing with Lemma 3.5,

m := n2, τ :=
log 3

log γ
, µ :=

254 · log 2
log γ

, A :=
2

log γ
, B := 3, k := n2.
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We have an upper bound for b2, which is M4 := 1.179 · 1019. Reduce this bound again
and denote the reduced bound by M5(X1) for each X1. Using Mathematica we get,
max
X1

M5(X1) = 52. The X-coordinates of (7) satisfies the recurrence relation,

Xl = 2X1Xl−1 −Xl−2

and for each X1 a bound for l2 is obtained using (39) denoting it by l(X1):

l2 <
2 ·M5(X1) log 3 + log 2.5

log γ
:= l(X1).

So, max
X1

l(X1) = 130. Now finding the minimum of ǫ1(X1) of Lemma 3.5 as min
X1

ǫ1(X1) =

0.0011. Now it remains to verify whether
Xl2

3b2
is of the form 2b1 . Checking this for each

value of X1 in the range
l2 ∈ [2, 130] and b2 ∈ [0, 52]

using Mathematica, we find no solutions. This completes the proof of the Theorem 2.2.
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