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ON THE LEBESGUE-RAMANUJAN-NAGELL TYPE EQUATION

x2 + 17k41ℓ59m = 2δyn

AZIZUL HOQUE

Abstract. We consider the Diophantine equation x2 + 17k41ℓ59m = 2δyn in unknown

integer x ≥ 1, y > 1, k, ℓ,m, δ ≥ 0 and n ≥ 3 with gcd(x, y) = 1, and we find all

its solutions. We use the prominent result of Bilu, Hanrot and Voutier on existence of

primitive divisors in Lehmer sequences in combination with elementary number theoretic

argument and computer search.

1. Introduction

Let d ≥ 1 be an integer and λ = 1, 2, 4. The Diophantine equation

x2 + dm = λyn, x, y ≥ 1, m ≥ 0, n ≥ 3, (1.1)

is an important type of Lebesgue-Ramanujan-Nagell equation. The literature is very rich

and there are many results concerning the integer solutions (x, y,m, n) of (1.1) for several

special cases. For examples, one can refer to ([4, 6, 14, 23] for λ = 1; [2, 28] for λ = 2;

[7, 11, 21] for λ = 4). Several authors studied certain general Diophantine equations (cf.

[5, 10, 12, 17, 18, 19]) of the form (1.1).

Over the last few years, many authors considered the following generalization of (1.1):

x2 + pk1
1
pk2
2
· · · pkrr = λyn, x, y ≥ 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k1, k2, · · · , kr, m ≥ 0, n ≥ 3, (1.2)

where λ = 1, 2 and p1, p2, · · · , pr are distinct primes with r ≥ 2. One can refer to some

recent results ([1, 13, 15, 22, 25, 29] for λ = 1; [2, 24] for λ = 2). In this paper, we

continue the investigation on the integer solutions of certain cases of (1.2) for λ = 2δ,

where δ ≥ 0 is an integer. More precisely, we consider the Diophantine equation

x2 + 17k41ℓ59m = 2δyn, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k, ℓ,m, δ ≥ 0, n ≥ 3,
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in unknown integers x, y, , k, ℓ,m, n and δ. Clearly, reducing this equation modulo 8 for

δ ≥ 3, we can conclude that it has no integer solutions. Thus, this equation becomes

non-trivial for δ = 0, 1, 2. We rewrite this equation as follows:

x2 + 17k41ℓ59m = λyn, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k, ℓ,m ≥ 0, n ≥ 3, (1.3)

where λ ∈ {1, 2, 4}. We completely solve (1.3) for integers x, y, k, ℓ,m and n. In particular,

we prove:

Theorem 1.1. The equation (1.3) has no integer solutions, except for the following:

(i) (x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m) = (5220, 307, 1, 1, 2, 1), when n = 3;

(ii) (x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m) = (840, 29, 1, 0, 2, 0), (8, 3, 1, 1, 0, 0), (239, 13, 2, 0, 0, 0), (11, 3, 2, 0, 1, 0),

(69, 7, 2, 0, 1, 0), (171, 11, 2, 0, 1, 0), (31, 5, 2, 2, 0, 0), (299, 15, 2, 2, 1, 0), (9, 5, 4, 0, 1, 1),

when n = 4;

(iii) (x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m) = (38, 5, 1, 0, 2, 0), when n = 5.

We organize this paper as follows. In §2, we recall some important ingredients which

are used in the proof of Theorem 1.1. We present the proof of Theorem 1.1 in §3, which

is divided into several subsections. In §3.1, we treat the case 3 | n. In this case, we

transform (1.3) in to several elliptic equations written in cubic models for which we need

to determine all their {17, 41, 59}-integer points. Recall that if S is a finite set of prime

numbers, then an S-integer is rational number r/s with coprime integers r and s > 0 such

that the prime factors of s are in S. We utilize the same technique in §3.2 to handle (1.3)

when n is a multiple of 4; however, in this case, we transform (1.3) in to quartic curves.

We handle (1.3) for prime n ≥ 5 in §3.3. Here, we apply a method that uses primitive

divisor theorem for Lehmer sequences. In this case too, we are able to obtain several

elliptic equations written in cubic models for which we find all their {17, 41, 59}-integer
points. We finally summerize the proof of Theorem 1.1 in §3.4. In §4, we discuss some

existing results and derive some corollaries. All the computations are done with MAGMA.

2. Preliminaries

We begin the following lemma which follows from [27, Corollary 3.1].

Lemma 2.1. Let d be a square-free positive integer and h(−d) denotes the class number

of Q(
√
−d). For any odd integer n ≥ 3 coprime to h(−d), all integer solutions (X, Y, Z)

of the equation

X2 + dY 2 = λZn, X, Y ≥ 1, gcd(X, dY ) = 1, λ = 1, 2, 4,
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can be expressed as

X + Y
√
−d√

λ
= ε1

(

a+ ε2b
√
−d√

λ

)n

,

where ε1, ε2 ∈ {−1, 1}, and a and b are positive integers satisfying λZ = a2 + b2d and

gcd(a, bd) = 1.

Let α and β be algebraic integers such that (α + β)2 and αβ are non-zero coprime

rational integers as well as α/β is not a root of unity. Then the pair (α, β) is called

Lehmer pair, and two Lehmer pairs (α1, β1) and (α2, β2) are said to be equivalent if

α1/α2 = β1/β2 ∈ {±1,±
√
−1}. For any Lehmer pair (α, β), the Lehmer sequence is

defined by

Ln(α, β) =















αn − βn

α− β
if 2 ∤ n,

αn − βn

α2 − β2
if 2 | n.

A prime divisor p of Ln(α, β) is primitive if p ∤ (α2 − β2)2L1(α, β)L2(α, β) · · ·Ln−1(α, β).

Note that ((α+ β)2, (α− β)2) is the parameter of the Lehmer pair (α, β). We extract the

following classical lemma from Bilu et al. [8, Theorem 1.4 and Tables 2, 4].

Lemma 2.2. For any prime p > 13, the Lehmer numbers Lp(α, β) have primitive divisors.

Further, if p is a prime such that 7 ≤ p ≤ 13 and the Lehmer numbers Lp(α, β) have no

primitive divisors, then up to equivalence, the parameters (A,B) of the corresponding

Lehmer pair (α, β) are given by

(i) for q = 7, (A,B) = (1,−7), (1,−19), (3,−5), (5,−7), (13,−3), (14,−22);

(ii) for q = 13, (A,B) = (1,−7).

We restate the following lemma from the work of Lehmer [20] and Ward [26].

Lemma 2.3. If p is a primitive prime divisor of a Lehmer number Ln(α, β), then p ≡ ±1

(mod n). Further, if D = (α2−β2)2 then for any odd prime n, p ≡
(

D
p

)

(mod n), where
(

D
p

)

denotes the Legendre symbol.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We divide this section in three subsections to make the proof explicit.
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3.1. When n is a multiple of 3. Assume that n = 3N for some integer N ≥ 1. Then

(1.3) can be written as

x2 + 17k41ℓ59m = λy3N , x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k, ℓ,m ≥ 0, N ≥ 1, (3.1)

where λ ∈ {1, 2, 4}.

Proposition 3.1. The only integer solution of (3.1) is

(x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m,N) = (5220, 307, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1).

Proof. Let k = 6k1 + k2, ℓ = 6ℓ1 + ℓ2 and m = 6m1 +m2 for some integers k1, ℓ1, m1 ≥ 0

and k2, ℓ2, m2 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5}. Then

λ217k41ℓ59m = Dz6, (3.2)

where






D = λ217k241ℓ259m2

z = 17k141ℓ159m1 .
(3.3)

We now multiply (3.1) by λ2 and then utilize (3.2) to get

(λx)2 +Dz6 = (λyN)3.

Dividing both sides of this equation by z6, we get

X2 = Y 3 −D, (3.4)

where










X =
λx

z3

Y =
λyN

z2
.

(3.5)

Now the problem of finding the integer solutions of (3.1) is reduced to finding {17, 41, 59}-
integer points on the 648 elliptic curves defined by (3.4). We use SIntegralPoints

subroutine of MAGMA (V2.25-5)[9] to compute all {17, 41, 59}-integer points on these

elliptic curves. Note that we eliminate {17, 41, 59}-integers points (X, Y ) with XY = 0

as they yield to xy = 0. We also eliminate (X, Y ) satisfying λ ∤ XY . Finally taking

into account that gcd(x, y) = 1, we don’t consider {17, 41, 59}-integers points (X, Y )

such that the numerators of X/λ and Y/λ are not coprime. Thus, we get (X, Y,D) =

(5220, 307, 17 × 412 × 59). We then utilize the relations (3.2), (3.3) and (3.5) to find

(x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m,N) = (5220, 307, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1). This completes the proof. �
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3.2. When n is a multiple of 4. Let n = 4t for some integer t ≥ 1. Then (1.3) becomes

x2+17k41ℓ59m = λ
(

yt
)4

, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k, ℓ,m ≥ 0, t ≥ 1, λ = 1, 2, 4. (3.6)

Proposition 3.2. If t ≥ 2, then (3.6) has no integer solutions. Further for t = 1, all

integer solutions are given by

(x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m) = (840, 29, 1, 0, 2, 0), (8, 3, 1, 1, 0, 0), (239, 13, 2, 0, 0, 0), (11, 3, 2, 0, 1, 0),

(69, 7, 2, 0, 1, 0), (171, 11, 2, 0, 1, 0), (31, 5, 2, 2, 0, 0), (299, 15, 2, 2, 1, 0), (9, 5, 4, 0, 1, 1).

Proof. Assume that k = 4k1 + k2, ℓ = 4ℓ1 + ℓ2 and m = 2m1 +m2, where k1, ℓ1, m1 ≥ 0

are integers and k2, ℓ2, m2 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. Then (3.6) can be written as

x2 + 17k241ℓ259m2(17k141ℓ159m1)4 = λ
(

yt
)4

.

We put X :=
x

(17k141ℓ159m1)2
and Y :=

yt

17k141ℓ159m1

in the above equation to get

X2 = λY 4 − 17k241ℓ259m2 .

This defines 192 quartic curves. We use SIntegralLjunggrenPoints subroutine of MAGMA

to determine all {17, 41, 59}-integer points on these curves. Taking XY 6= 0 into account,

we get (X, Y, λ, k2, ℓ2, m2) = (840, 29, 1, 0, 2, 0), (8, 3, 1, 1, 0, 0), (239, 13, 2, 0, 0, 0), (11, 3, 2, 0, 1, 0),

(69, 7, 2, 0, 1, 0), (171, 11, 2, 0, 1, 0), (31, 5, 2, 2, 0, 0), (299, 15, 2, 2, 1, 0), (9, 5, 4, 0, 1, 1). By look-

ing at the numerators and denominators ofX and Y , we find x, y, k1, ℓ1 andm1, which lead

to the following solutions of (3.6): (x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m, t) = (840, 29, 1, 0, 2, 0, 1), (8, 3, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1),

(239, 13, 2, 0, 0, 0, 1), (11, 3, 2, 0, 1, 0, 1), (69, 7, 2, 0, 1, 0, 1), (171, 11, 2, 0, 1, 0, 1), (31, 5, 2, 2, 0, 0, 1),

(299, 15, 2, 2, 1, 0, 1), (9, 5, 4, 0, 1, 1, 1). This completes the proof. �

3.3. When n ≥ 5 is prime. Here, we replace n by p in (1.3) to assert that the exponent

is prime. That is,

x2 + 17k41ℓ59m = λyp, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k, ℓ,m ≥ 0, p ≥ 5, (3.7)

where λ = 1, 2, 4.

Proposition 3.3. The only integer solution of (3.7) is (x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m, p) = (38, 5, 1, 0, 2, 0, 5).

Proof. Suppose that k = 2k1 + k2, ℓ = 2ℓ1 + ℓ2 and m = 2m1 +m2, where k1, ℓ1, m1 ≥ 0

are integers and k2, ℓ2, m2 ∈ {0, 1}. Then 17k41ℓ59m = dz2, where d = 17k241ℓ259m2 and

z = 17k141ℓ159m1 . Therefore (3.7) becomes

x2 + dz2 = λyp, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, dz) = 1, k, ℓ,m ≥ 0, p ≥ 5, λ = 1, 2, 4.
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Using MAGMA, we see that h(−d) ∈ {1, 3, 4, 8, 72}, where h(−d) denotes the class num-

ber of Q(
√
−d). Thus by Lemma 2.1, we have

x+ z
√
−d√

λ
= ε1

(

a+ ε2b
√
−d√

λ

)p

, (3.8)

where ε1, ε2 ∈ {−1, 1}, and a and b are positive integers satisfying

a2 + b2d = λy. (3.9)

Clearly, b is odd. Since y is odd, so that a is even ( resp. odd) when λ = 1 (resp. λ = 2, 4).

Assume that

α :=
a+ ε2b

√
−d√

λ
, β :=

a− ε2b
√
−d√

λ
.

Clearly, both α and β are algebraic integers satisfying gcd((α + β)2, αβ) = 1. Also, α/β

is a root of λyZ2− 2(a2 − b2d) + λy = 0, and hence α/β is not a root of unity. Therefore,

(α, β) is Lehmer pair with parameters (4a2/λ,−4b2d/λ).

If Ln is the n-th Lehmer number for the pair (α, β), then

|Lp(α, β)| =
z

b
=

17k141ℓ159m1

b
. (3.10)

Let q be a primitive prime divisor of L(α, β). Then by (3.10), q ∈ {17, 41, 59}. Utilizing
Lemma 2.3, we see that q 6= 17 since p ≥ 5. Also,

q =







41 when p = 5, 7;

59 when p = 5, 29.

We first consider q = 59. Then by the definition of primitive divisor, q ∤ (α2 − β2)2 =

−16a2b2d/λ2. This gives that (k2, ℓ2, m2) ∈ {(0, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (1, 0, 0), (1, 1, 0)}, which
implies d ∈ {1, 41, 17, 697}. Again since

(

−4b2d
59

)

=
(

−d
59

)

= −1, so that 59 ≡ 1 (mod p)

implies p = 5.

If q = 41, then as before we get (k2, ℓ2, m2) ∈ {(0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1), (1, 0, 0), (1, 0, 1)} and

thus d ∈ {1, 59, 17, 1003}. Again since
(

−4b2d
41

)

=
(

−d
41

)

= 1 or −1 according as d = 1, 59

or d = 17, 1003, so that 41 ≡ ±1 (mod p) gives (p, d) ∈ {(7, 17), (7, 1003), (5, 1), (5, 59)}.
We now divide the proof into several cases depending on the values of p and q.

Case I: p > 7. From the above, it follows that Lp(α, β) has no primitive divisors for

p > 7. This contradicts to the primitive divisor theorem for Lehmer sequences, which

states that, if p ≥ 3, then Lp(α, β) has a primitive prime divisor with a few exceptional

pairs (α, β). For any prime p > 7, these exceptional pairs are given by Lemma 2.2 in terms

of their parameters. Therefore using Lemma 2.2 we get (p, 4a2/λ, 4b2d/λ) = (13, 1, 7),
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which further implies that d = 7. This is not possible as the only prime divisors of d are

17, 41, 59. Therefore, (3.7) has no integer solutions for p > 7.

Case II: p = 7. In this case, the only primitive divisor of L7(α, β) is 41, and accordingly

d = 17, 1003. Equating the imaginary parts in (3.8), we get

λ317k141ℓ159m1 = εb(7a6 − 35a4b2d+ 21a2b4d2 − b6d3), (3.11)

where ε = ε1ε2 = ±1 and d = 17, 1003. Also by the definition of primitive divisor,

41 ∤ (α2 − β2)2 = −16a2b2d/λ, we have b 6= 41. Since b is odd and gcd(a, b) = 1, so that

(3.11) gives

b = 1, 17k1, 59m1, 17k159m1 .

We first consider b = 1. Then (3.11) reduces to

λ317k141ℓ159m1 = ε(7a6 − 35a4d+ 21a2d2 − d3).

Assume that k1 = 2k4+k3, ℓ1 = 2ℓ4+ ℓ3, m1 = 2m4+m3 with k3, ℓ3, m3 ∈ {0, 1} and then

set D := ελ17k341ℓ359m3 to get

D(λ17k441ℓ459m4)2 = 7a6 − 35a4d+ 21a2d2 − d3.

Multiplying both sides by 72D3, and then putting (X, Y ) := (7Da2, 7D2λ17k441ℓ459m4),

we arrive at the following:

Y 2 = X3 − 35dDX2 + 147d2D2X − 49d3D3.

This defines 96 elliptic curves, where we use IntegralPoints subroutine of MAGMA to

compute all integer points. We first remove all integer points (X, Y ) satisfying XY = 0

or 7 ∤ X since abd 6= 0 and 7 | gcd(X, Y ). We then check a2 = X/7D for the remaining

points (X, Y ); but none of these shows that a is an integer. Thus, none of these integer

points lead to an integer solutions of (3.7).

Assume that b = 17k1. Then (3.11) reduces to

λ341ℓ159m1 = ε(7a6 − 35a4b2d+ 21a2b4d2 − b6d3).

As before, we consider D1 := ελ41ℓ359m3 for ℓ3, m3 ∈ {0, 1}. Then the above equation

reduces to

D1(λ41
ℓ459m4)2 = 7a6 − 35a4b2d+ 21a2b4d2 − b6d3,

where ℓ1 = 2ℓ4 + ℓ3, m1 = 2m4 + m3. We divide both sides by b6 and then multiply by

72D3

1
to get

Y 2 = X3 − 35dD1X
2 + 147d2D2

1
X − 49d3D3

1
,
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where X = 7D1a
2/b2 and Y = 7D1λ41

ℓ459m4/b3. As in the previous case, we use

IntegralPoints subroutine of MAGMA to compute all {17}-integral points on the above

48 elliptic curves. We eliminate all integer points (X, Y ) satisfying XY = 0 or 7 ∤ X since

abd 6= 0 and 7 | gcd(X, Y ). For the remaining points (X, Y ), we examine a2 = Xb2/7D1.

However, none of these gives integer value to a, and hence none of these integer points

lead to an integer solution of (3.7).

Let b = 59m1 . Then (3.11) becomes

λ317k141ℓ1 = ε(7a6 − 35a4b2d+ 21a2b4d2 − b6d3).

As before, put D2 := ελ17k341ℓ3 for k3, ℓ3, m3 ∈ {0, 1}. Then we have

D2(λ17
k441ℓ4)2 = 7a6 − 35a4b2d+ 21a2b4d2 − b6d3,

where k1 = 2k4+ k3, ℓ1 = 2ℓ4+ ℓ3. We divide both sides by b6 and then multiply by 72D3

1

to get

Y 2 = X3 − 35dD2X
2 + 147d2D2

2
X − 49d3D3

2
,

where X = 7D2a
2/b2 and Y = 7D2λ17

k441ℓ4/b3. In this case too, we use IntegralPoints

subroutine of MAGMA to compute all {59}-integral points on the above 48 elliptic curves.

As in the last case, we see that one none of these integer points lead to an integer solution

of (3.7).

Finally consider b = 17k159m1 . Then (3.11) reduces to

λ341ℓ1 = ε(7a6 − 35a4b2d+ 21a2b4d2 − b6d3).

As before, putting D3 := ελ41ℓ3 for ℓ3 ∈ {0, 1} in the above equation, we get

D3(λ41
ℓ4)2 = 7a6 − 35a4b2d+ 21a2b4d2 − b6d3,

where ℓ1 = 2ℓ4 + ℓ3. We now divide both sides by b6 and then multiply by 72D3

3
to arrive

at

Y 2 = X3 − 35dD3X
2 + 147d2D2

3
X − 49d3D3

3
,

where X = 7D3a
2/b2 and Y = 7D3λ41

ℓ4/b3. As in previous cases, we use IntegralPoints

subroutine of MAGMA to compute all {17, 59}-integral points on the above 24 elliptic

curves. Utilizing the same technique as before, we can conclude that none of these integer

points lead to an integer solution of (3.7).



LEBESGUE-RAMANUJAN-NAGELL TYPE EQUATION 9

Case III: p = 5. In this case, both 41 and 59 are primitive divisors of L5(α, β), and

(q, d) = (41, 1), (41, 59), (59, 1), (59, 17), (59, 41), (59, 1003). Equating the imaginary parts

in (3.8), we get

λ217k141ℓ159m1 = εb(5a4 − 10a2b2d+ b4d2), (3.12)

where ε = ε1ε2 = ±1 . In case of q = 41, by the definition of primitive divisor, b 6= 41.

Thus (3.12) gives

b = 1, 17k1, 59m1, 17k159m1 .

Similarly, when q = 59, we get (from (3.12))

b = 1, 17k1, 41ℓ1, 17k141ℓ1.

If b = 1, then d = 1, 17, 41, 59, 1003 and (3.12) reduces to

λ217k141ℓ159m1 = ε(5a4 − 10a2d+ d2).

Let k1 = 2k4 + k3, ℓ1 = 2ℓ4 + ℓ3, m1 = 2m4 + m3 with k3, ℓ3, m3 ∈ {0, 1} and set D :=

ε17k341ℓ359m3 . Then the above equation becomes

D(λ17k441ℓ459m4)2 = 5a4 − 10a2d+ d2.

We now multiply both sides by D, and then put (X, Y ) := (a,Dλ17k441ℓ459m4) to get

Y 2 = 5DX4 − 10DdX2 +Dd2.

The above equation gives 80 quartic curves each for each value of Dd. Here, we use

IntegralQuarticPoints subroutine of MAGMA to compute all integral points on these

curves. As in Case II, we first eliminate the integer points (X, Y ) such that XY = 0 since

abd 6= 0. For the remaining points, we have (X, Y,D) = (1,−2,−1), (2, 41, 41), (2, 11, 1),

(12, 149, 1). Clearly, (X, Y,D) = (1,−2,−1) gives (x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m) = (1, 1, 2, 0, 0, 0). On

the other hand, (X, Y,D) = (2, 41, 41) gives (a, λ, k, ℓ,m) = (2, 1, 0, 2, 0). Here, d = 1

and hence by (3.9) y = 5, which further implies x = 38. Therefore (x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m, p) =

(38, 5, 1, 0, 2, 0, 5) is a solution of 3.7. Also, since 2, 17, 41, 59 are the only possible prime

factors of Y , so that (X, Y,D) = (2, 11, 1), (12, 149, 1) are not possible.

We now consider the case b = 17k1. Then (3.12) becomes

λ241ℓ159m1 = ε(5a4 − 10a2b2d+ b4d2).

Here, d = 1, 17, 41, 59, 1003. Let D1 := ε41ℓ359m3 for k3, ℓ3, m3 ∈ {0, 1}, and divide both

sides by b4, we get

D1(λ41
ℓ459m4/b2)2 = 5(a/b)4 − 10(a/b)2d+ d2,
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where ℓ1 = 2ℓ4 + ℓ3, m1 = 2m4 +m3. We set (X, Y ) := (a/b, λ41ℓ459m4/b2) to arrive at

the following:

D1Y
2 = 5X4 − 10dX2 + d2.

We use SIntegralLjunggrenPoints subroutine of MAGMA to compute all {17}-integral
points on the 40 quartic curves defined by the above equation. As in the previous

cases, we get (X, Y,D) = (1, 2,−1), (2, 1, 41), (2, 11, 1), (12, 149, 1). As before, these give

(x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m, p) = (1, 1, 2, 0, 0, 0, 5), (38, 5, 1, 0, 2, 0, 5).

Assume that b = 41ℓ1 . Then d = 1, 59 and (3.12) reduces to

λ217k159m1 = ε(5a4 − 10a2b2d+ b4d2).

Let D2 := ε17k359m3 for k3, m3 ∈ {0, 1}, and divide both sides by b4, we get

D2(λ17
k459m4/b2)2 = 5(a/b)4 − 10(a/b)2d+ d2,

where k1 = 2k4 + k3, m1 = 2m4 +m3. Putting (X, Y ) := (a/b, λ17k459m4/b2), we get

D2Y
2 = 5X4 − 10dX2 + d2.

Here too we use SIntegralLjunggrenPoints subroutine of MAGMA to compute all {41}-
integral points on the 16 quartic curves defined by the last equation. As before, we get

(X, Y,D) = (1, 2,−1), (12, 149, 1), which lead to (x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m, p) = (1, 1, 2, 0, 0, 0, 5).

For b = 59m1 , (3.12) becomes

λ217k141ℓ1 = ε(5a4 − 10a2b2d+ b4d2).

As in the previous cases, by setting D3 := ε17k341ℓ3, this equation can written as

D3(λ17
k441ℓ4/b2)2 = 5(a/b)4 − 10(a/b)2d+ d2,

where k1 = 2k4 + k3, ℓ1 = 2ℓ4 + ℓ3. Assume that (X, Y ) := (a/b, λ17k441ℓ4/b2). Then we

get

D3Y
2 = 5X4 − 10dX2 + d2.

As before, we get (X, Y,D) = (1, 2,−1), (2, 1, 41), (2, 11, 1). The solutions corresponding

to these points are already discussed.

Finally for b = 41ℓ159m1, (3.12) implies to

λ217k1 = ε(5a4 − 10a2b2d+ b4d2).

We put D4 := ε17k3 for k3 ∈ {0, 1}, and divide both sides by b4 to get

D4(λ17
k4/b2)2 = 5(a/b)4 − 10(a/b)2d+ d2,
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where k1 = 2k4 + k3. Writing (X, Y ) := (a/b, λ17k4, we get

D3Y
2 = 5X4 − 10dX2 + d2.

Using SIntegralLjunggrenPoints subroutine of MAGMA, we compute all {41, 59}-
integral points on the 20 quartic curves defined by the last equation. Here, we get

(X, Y,D) = (1, 2,−1), (2, 11, 1), (12, 149, 1), which are already treated in the previous

cases. This completes the proof. �

3.4. Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof follows Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, when n is a

divisibly by 3 or 4. For the remaining part, we assume that n = pN for some prime p ≥ 5

and an integer N ≥ 1. Then (1.3) can be written as

x2 + 17k41ℓ59m = λ
(

yN
)p

, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k, ℓ,m ≥ 0, N ≥ 1, λ = 1, 2, 4.

By Proposition 3.3, (x, y, λ, k, ℓ,m, p,N) = (38, 5, 1, 0, 2, 0, 5, 1) is the only integer solution

of this equation. This completes the proof.

4. Concluding remarks

Here, we discuss some existing results using our result and deduce some corollaries. We

consider the Diophantine equation

x2 + 17k = 2δyn, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k, δ,≥ 0, n ≥ 3.

Clearly, it has no solutions when δ ≥ 2. For δ = 0, it follows from [16, Theorem]

that (x, y, k, n) = (8, 3, 1, 4) is the only solution of the above equation. On the other

hand for δ = 2, Abu Muriefah et al. proved that its only solutions are (x, y, k, n) =

(239, 13, 0, 4), (31, 5, 2, 4). One can put ℓ = m = 0 in Theorem 1.1 to get these results.

On the other hand, [3, Theorem 1.1] shows that the Diophantine equation

x2 + 41ℓ = 2δyn, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, ℓ, δ,≥ 0, n ≥ 3,

has no solutions when δ = 0, except for (x, y, ℓ, n) = (840, 29, 2, 4), (38, 5, 2, 5). Our result

gives all solutions of this equation for any δ.

We complete this paper by putting the following straightforward corollaries.

Corollary 4.1. The only solution of the Diophantine equation

x2 + 59m = 2δyn, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, m, δ,≥ 0, n ≥ 3,

is (x, y, δ,m, n) = (239, 13, 1, 0, 4).
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Corollary 4.2. The solutions of the Diophantine equation

x2 + 17k41ℓ = 2δyn, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k, ℓ, δ,≥ 0, n ≥ 3,

are (x, y, δ, k, ℓ, n) = (840, 29, 0, 0, 2, 4), (8, 3, 0, 1, 0, 4), (239, 13, 1, 0, 0, 4), (11, 3, 1, 0, 1, 4),

(69, 7, 1, 0, 1, 4), (171, 11, 1, 0, 1, 4), (31, 5, 1, 2, 0, 4), (299, 15, 1, 2, 1, 4), (38, 5, 0, 0, 2, 5).

Corollary 4.3. (x, y, δ, k,m, n) = (8, 3, 0, 1, 0, 0, 4), (239, 13, 1, 0, 0, 0, 4), (31, 5, 1, 2, 0, 0, 4)

are the only solutions of the Diophantine equation

x2 + 17k59m = 2δyn, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, k,m, δ,≥ 0, n ≥ 3.

Corollary 4.4. The Diophantine equation

x2 + 41ℓ59m = 2δyn, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, ℓ,m, δ,≥ 0, n ≥ 3,

has no solutions, except for (x, y, δ, ℓ,m, n) = (840, 29, 0, 2, 0, 4), (239, 13, 1, 0, 0, 4),

(11, 3, 1, 1, 0, 4), (69, 7, 1, 1, 0, 4), (171, 11, 1, 1, 0, 4), (9, 5, 2, 1, 1, 4), (38, 5, 0, 2, 0, 5).
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Qué. 33 (2009), no. 2, 171–184.
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