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Almost cubes and fourth powers in short intervals

Tsz Ho Chan

Abstract

In this paper, we study how short an interval [z, 2 + x%] contains an integer of the
form ningng and mimeomsma with nqy = no ~ n3 and m; = mg ~ ms ~ my. The
new idea is to adopt a second moment method (usually used for almost all results) to
deduce a result for all short intervals.

1 Introduction and main results

In a series of work [2] - [§], the author studied almost squares in short intervals. For the
purpose of this paper, we say that a positive integer n is an almost square if it can be factored
as n = niny where cy/n < ny,ny < Cy/n for some fixed constants 0 < ¢ < 1 < C. The best
known result is that, for some constant ¢, > 1, the interval [z, z + co2'/4] always contains an
almost square for all sufficiently large x. It is based on the following elementary observation:
If m?> <2z < (m+1)? for some integer m > 0, then

r—m* (m+1)P2—z<m+1)P?—m*=2m+1<2y/z+1.
More specifically, for > 1, one can choose

a=[vz] and b= |Va®—z].

Then 0 < a? — 2 < /7 and 0 < (a® — z) — b* < Va? — v < /z which yields n = nyny :=
(a—b)(a+Db) € [r,x + cox*/] as

mng —x = (a—b)(a+b) —x=(a®—1z)— b < /1. (1)

One can generalize the above concept of almost squares to almost cubes or almost k-th
powers as follows. Given an integer k > 2, we say that a positive integer n is an almost k-th
power if it can be factored as

n=mnng---ni with ny,no, ..., ng < n'/k,
In this article, we are interested in studying how short an interval [z, z +2%] with 0 < 6, < 1
contains an almost k-th power. Here and throughout the paper, we assume that x > 1 is
sufficiently large.
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For k = 3, one can apply the above elementary method to show that any 5 > 1/2 works.
For example, choose ng = [2'/3]. Then, == 2?3 and one can find nq,ny < 2/ such that

0<mny — 2 < (%)1/4 < /% by (). Hence, 0 < ningng — x < 26 - ng < 21/2,

Recently, in connection with elliptic curve cryptography, Islam [9] showed the existence
of a number n = nyngng € [z, + x1/2] where nq, ng, ng < n'/3 are pairwise relatively prime.
Moreover, Islam’s argument allows one of the ny, ns, n3 to be a prime number. So, one may
ask if it is possible to restrict two or even all three of the factors to be prime numbers.
This is then related to the study of almost primes P, (numbers with up to k prime factors)
and, more precisely, £ (numbers with exactly k prime factors) in short intervals. Recently,
Matoméki and Teraviinen [10] proved that [z, z + v/z(log z)'*°] contains some E3 numbers.
However, in their result, one of the prime factors is very small with size < (logx)"!. So,
it remains a challenge to find short intervals [x,z + 2%] that contain pip,ps with primes

P1, P2, P3 = xl/3,

Beside prime numbers, one can restrict the factors ni, ng, n3 to other interesting arith-
metic sequences or even random sequences. Another direction is to look at almost k-th
powers with k > 4. Towards these, we can have some general and specific results. First, let
us make the following definition.

Definition 1. We say that an infinite sequence of positive integers A is “almost dense” if,
for any € > 0, there exists a constant cca > 0 such that

#{X <n<2X :ne€ A} >coa X7 (2)
for all sufficiently large X .

Theorem 1. For any € > 0 and any two “almost dense” sequences Ay and Asy, the interval
[z, + 2°/9%€] contains an integer n = m - a; - ay for some a1 € Ay, ay € Ay and integer m
with a1, as, m =< '3 for all sufficiently large x.

Corollary 1. For any ¢ > 0 and all sufficiently large x, the interval [z, x + x°/°%¢] contains

an integer n = py - ps - m for some primes p1, ps and integer m with py, pa, m =< /3,

Theorem 2. For any € > 0 and any three “almost dense” sequences Ay, Ay and Az, the
interval [z, x +x34/°5%€] contains an integer n = m-ay-ay-as for some a; € A; (fori=1,2,3)
and integer m with ay, as, as,m =< x'/* for all sufficiently large x.

Corollary 2. For any e > 0 and all sufficiently large , the interval [z, x 4 x34/5°7¢] contains

an integer n = py -pa-ps-m for some primes p1, pa, ps and integer m with py, ps, p3, m =< /.
Note that 34/55 = 0.61818. . ..

Similar to [3], we can obtain the following almost all result for almost cubes.

Theorem 3. Let € > 0 and X > 0 be sufficiently large. Then, for almost all x € [X,2X], the
interval [z, x+x3/%°%] contains an almost cube n = ninong with x1/2/2 < ny,ng,ns < 223,
Here almost all means apart from a set of measure o(X). Note that 13/55 = 0.23636.. . ..
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Assuming the Lindelof hypothesis, we have the following conditional close-to-optimal
result.

Theorem 4. Let € > 0 and X > 0 be sufficiently large. Under the Lindelof hypothesis, for
almost all x € [X,2X], the interval [x,x + x| contains an almost cube n = nynans with
23 /2 < nyyng,ng < 22173,

Notation. The symbols f(z) = O(g(x)), f(x) < g(z), and g(x) > f(z) are equivalent
to | f(z)| < Cg(x) for some constant C' > 0. The symbol f(x) =< g(x) means that f(x) <
g(z) < f(x). Also, f(z) = Ox(g(z)) and f(z) <, g(x) mean that the implicit constant may
depend on the parameter A. The symbol f(z) = o(g(x)) means lim,_, % = 0. The ceiling
function [z] is the least integer greater than or equal to = while the floor function |z | is the
greatest integer less than or equal to x.

2 Some preparations

We employ the method in [3] which was inspired by Soundararajan [12]. Let A be an “almost
dense” infinite sequence of positive integers. Suppose a,, is a set of coefficients such that, for
alle >0,1<a, <. nifne danda, =0ifn g A With1 <L <U/2 < U, define

A= Y %,

U—-L<n<U+L
neA
It follows from (2]) that
A1) > U (3)

by partial summation. Let B be another infinite sequence of positive integers with weights
by, < mc for all e > 0 and m € B such that its Dirichlet series

bm : :
B(s) := Z e has a pole at s = 1 with residue 75 > 0

meB

and an analytic continuation to the half-plane s > 0 with no other poles. Consider

o+i00 665 _ 2
B(w) = — B(s)A(syuw 1

C2mi

ds.
52

T—100

with 0 = 1+ 1/logz. By shifting contour and Cauchy residue theorem, one has

s2

L [T ds _ [ logg, &1,
10, if0<¢&<1

27” o—100
and

271 52 0, otherwise.

1 [fotiee e (e — 1)2ds _ { min(log(e?¢),log(1/€)), ife™? <€ <1,

T—100



Thus,

2w mn)

,log— ).
w

O(w) = Z by @, Min <1og
neAmeB
w<mn<we29
U—-L<n<U+L

mn

Now we shift the line of integration in the definition of ®(w) to the left. By Cauchy
residue theorem,

B(w) — 1 - w(e’ — 1)2A(1) = — / BRI Gl ) (4)
o C2M Sy i s2 '
for n :=1/2. The new idea is to study the following second moment
200A 2
= / 2(2) = Z(e 1A ()| de (5)
100A ¢ ¢
and show that it is small.
Proposition 1. Foranye >0 and 0 < < 1,
S\2-e/a [P0 2
I <. x6° Z(—) / ‘B(n +it)A(n + it)‘ dt.
—\ 2/ 2i-1/5
j=0
Suppose ¢ € [100A, 200A] is an integer such that ®(7) =0. As £ — 5 = c(fie) < £ for
0<60<1,
x x 460x
o(2) —0(= ) <. 22 s
’ c c+40 < A2
which is less than
T, ) Al—e/45
%(6 — 1) A(l)'f’[g when ¢ < CEA(l)'f’B . W (6)

for some small constant ¢, > 0. Let C' denote the number of integers ¢ € [100A, 200A] such
that W(2) = 0. Combining (3)), (B) and (G) with Proposition [, we obtain

e Alte/4 5\ 2—¢/4 27/8 2
- - - B ) A ) .
C <Coap —s ;(m) /2 . ‘ (n+at)A(n +1it)| dt (7)

Our eventual goal is to show that C' = o(A).

Now, we recall a mean-value theorem and a majorant principle for Dirichlet polynomials.

Lemma 1. Let D(s) = 2N d,n~* be a Dirichlet polynomial. Then

/0 D(it) 2dt = (T + O(N)) S |dal?.
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Proof. See [11, Chapter 7, Theorem 1] for example. a

Lemma 2. Suppose |d,| < D,, for1 <n < N. Then

T, N T N
d, |2 D, 2
[l [ S
T =1 n T p=1 n
Proof. See [11, Chapter 7, Theorem 3] for example. O

The following estimates related to the Riemann zeta function ((s) are also needed.
Lemma 3. For any e > 0, ((n+it) <. (|t| + 1)1¥/84+.
Proof. This is a recent breakthrough result of Bourgain [I] via decoupling method. O
Lemma 4. For T > 1 and UY? < L < U/2,

1272

T
/ }C(ﬁ—l—it)A(n —l—it)}zdt < T—U{Jlog2 TU + L log TU.
1

Proof. This is essentially Lemma 3.3 in [3] after incorporating the majorant principle, Lemma
2 into it. O

Finally, we recall the following simple integral bound.

Lemma 5. Foru>0 and X > 1,

/Xd71)<10 (14 u) +log(1+ X).
o 1+[v—ul & &

Proof. This is Lemma 3.4 in [3]. O

3 Proof of Proposition (1]

Putting () into (@), we have

I 2004 it (eD0rtit) a2 q
ety (2) T
100A ‘ / (1 +it)Aln +if) c (n +it)? ®)

Expanding (8) out and integrating over ¢, we have

I <<:)3/ / B+ it)B(n +is)A(y + it) A(n + z‘s))

1 1 1
X min(52, —) min (52, —) —————dtds
t2 s/ 1+ |t —s|



as .
(66(17+2t) _ 1)2

(n +it)?
By the inequality 2ab < a? + b,

1 200A ]
< min (52, —2> and / A G O e —
It| 100A 1L+t — s

|B(n +it)B(n +is)A(n + it)A(n +is)| < |(B - A)(n +it)]* + |(B - A)(n +is)|*.

Hence, by symmetry,

]<<SL’/ / B(n+it) (n+it)‘ m1n<52 tl)mm(52 1>¥dtds

s2/ 1+ |t —s|

Next, we split the interval (—oo, o) into subintervals Zy = {|t| < 1/d}, and Z; = {2/71/6 <
t| < 27/6} for j € N. By Lemma 5 and logz <, 2¢/* for x > 1,

I <z Z // n+zt)A(n+zt)} mln<52, 2>mm<52, 2)ﬁdtds

J:3'20
Lz Z <2j> (27> log Qmax / ‘B n+zt)A(n+zt)‘ dt
S\2-e/a [P0 . 2
<. 62 ;0 (5) /2]‘1/(S ‘B(n +it) Ay + zt)‘ dt 9)

which gives the proposition.

4 Proof of Theorem (1

In this section, we specialize B(s) = ((s), the Riemman zeta function, and set A = z'/3,
U =0.12"3 and L = 0.1U. Then 75 = 1. Putting Lemma @ into (7), we have

A AU
C <L, AB +

1—¢/3
rl—es2 rl—e§3/2 <A

when § = z74/9%¢. Hence, in view of of (), we have some ¢ € A, such that ®(x/c) # 0. This
means that there is some integer of the form m - a with a € A; such that ¥ < ma < %625.

Therefore, z < mac < xe* = x + O(2%/°¢). Since € > 0 can be arbitrarily small, we have
Theorem [II

5 Proof of Theorem [2

In this section, we specialize B(s) = ((s) and set A = /4, U = 0.12'/* and L = 0.1U. Let
A; and A; be two “almost dense” infinite sequences of positive integers. Define

A:={a-b:abe A x Ay}
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One can check that the condition (2] is satisfied by looking at the subset {a -b : a,b €
A; x Ay and % < a < v/2b}, applying the condition (2) for A; and A, with ¢/3 in place of

¢, and the fact that d(n) <. n/'2. Let
an:#{(a,b) e A x Ay - a-b:n}

By Lemmas [3l and 2, we have

21/

S=%" (%)2_6/4 /2“/6 }g(n it Al + z’t)2fdt

=0

5N\ 2-13/42—¢/3 [2/0 4
<<EZ(—.> / ‘Ao(n+it)‘ dt
2

¥ .
=0 2 il

where Ao(s) = 31, pn°. By Lemma [ with D(s) = A3(s),

S <, /8 Z(%)2_13/42_E/3<%j 4 U2) &, gFI8§2012—c/3 | p1/24e/8§T1/12¢/3
Jj=0

Putting this into (), we get
A A

1—e/4
1—e§97/42 + £1/2—c§55/42 <A

C <Lcan
x

when § = z721/55%¢. Hence, in view of of (2)), we have some ¢ € Ajz such that ®(%) # 0.
This means that there is some integer of the form m - a; - as with a; € Ay, as € As such
that £ < majay < %626. Therefore, © < majage < xe® = x4+ O(x3/5°+¢). Since ¢ > 0 can
be arbitrarily small, we have Theorem [2]

6 Proof of Theorems [3 and 4

With U = 2'/? and L = U/2, we apply (@) with B(s) = ((s) and A(s) = N(s)? where

Ne= Y L

U—-L<n<U+L

Similar to [3], we consider the following second moment

2
J::/

1 2x

B(y) — y(e’ ~ 1N dy

(eéthﬂ __1)2

2
CENTE dt| dy.

)
a7 J,

/ h C(n + it)N(n 4 it) 2z



Similar to the proof of Proposition [I we expand things out, integrate over y and apply
symmetry to get

2 V|2 PNV g 2
J< x /_OO/_OO|C(77—|—zt)| |N(n + it)| m1n<5 ,t2><5 ’52>1+\t—s|dtd$

4]

2-¢/a [2/0 . _
<@ (5) " [ NG il

j .
502 /e

Applying Lemma [l and Lemma [ with D(s) = N(s)? to the above, we have

2-13/42—¢/3 [2'/0
J < x2522< 5) / |N(n + it)|*dt (10)
2

2i _
702 /e

S \2-13/42—¢/3 ;91
< e/ Z (§> (f n U2>
320
& prre/8glI3/42—e/3 | 8/3+¢/85155/42—¢/3

Now, let
S :={yez,2z]: P(y) =0}.
Then
|S| . 1,254 <. $2+E/85113/42_E/3 + $8/3+E/85155/42_E/3
and
/8 p2/3+¢/8
|| < §55/42+¢/3 + §13/42+¢/3 o(x)

when § = 2742/55+</2 Hence, ®(y) # 0 for almost all y € [z,2z]. This gives Theorem [J] as
y-e® < y(1+38) <y +y'/%* for x sufficiently large.

If one assumes the Lindeldf hypothesis, we have ((n + it) <. t/% instead of Bourgain’s
bound in Lemma [Bl Hence, one can remove the —13/42 part of the exponent in (I0) and

obtain
ZE'2+E/8 1.8/3—1—6/8

J < +

§3+e/3 §4+e/3

instead. By a similar calculation as the unconditional situation, we have

/8 p2/3+¢/8 B
ey Ry o(x)

S| <.

when § = z7'+¢/2. This yields Theorem @l
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