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ON A CONJECTURE OF FRANUŠIĆ AND JADRIJEVIĆ:

COUNTER-EXAMPLES

KALYAN CHAKRABORTY, SHUBHAM GUPTA AND AZIZUL HOQUE

Abstract. Let d ≡ 2 (mod 4) be a square-free integer such that x2 − dy2 = −1 and

x2−dy2 = 6 are solvable in integers. We prove the existence of infinitely many quadruples

in Z[
√
d] with the propertyD(n) when n ∈ {(4m+1)+4k

√
d, (4m+1)+(4k+2)

√
d, (4m+

3)+4k
√
d, (4m+3)+(4k+2)

√
d, (4m+2)+(4k+2)

√
d} form, k ∈ Z. As a consequence, we

provide few counter examples to a conjecture of Franušić and Jadrijević (see Conjecture

1.1).

1. Introduction

Given a non-zero integer n, a set of m distinct positive integers {a1, a2, · · · , am} such

that aiaj + n is a perfect square for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m, is called a Diophantine m-

tuple with the property D(n) or simply D(n)-m-set. The D(1)-m-sets are known as

Diophantine m-tuples, and have been studied since the time of Diophantus. The first

Diophantine quadruple, viz. {1, 3, 8, 120} was found by Fermat. It follows from the work

of Baker and Davenport [2] that the above quadruple cannot be extended to a Diophantine

quintuple. In 2004, Dujella [9] proved that there are only finitely many Diophantine

quintuples. However, there was a ‘folklore’ conjecture which states that there does not

exist Diophantine quintuples. Recently this conjecture has been settled by He, Togbé and

Ziegler in [20]. On the other hand, Bonciocat et al. [3] settled the conjecture of Dujella

[7] which states that there is no Diophantine D(−1)-quadruple. We direct the readers to

[4, 6, 11, 12, 19] for more information about D(n)-m-sets.

A general notion is obtained by considering elements of any commutative ring instead

of positive integers. However, many demanding and interesting problems already occur in

the setting fixed by the above definition. For a given non-zero element n of a commutative

ring R with unity, a set {a1, a2, · · · , am} ⊂ R \ {0} is called a Diophantine m-tuple with
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the property D(n) or simply D(n)-m-set in R if aiaj + n is a perfect square in R for all

1 ≤ i < j ≤ m.

In [7, 25], it was established that there exists a quadruple with the property D(n) if and

only if n can be expressed as the difference of two squares, up to finitely many exceptions.

Later, Dujella [8] proved that this fact also true in case of Gaussian integers. Besides this,

it was proved that for certain integers d, the above fact is true in the ring of integers of

Q(
√
d) for certain d’s (see, [1, 13, 14, 15, 18, 26]). These results motivate Franušić and

Jadrijević to post the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1 ([17, Conjecture 1]). Let R be a commutative ring with unity 1 and

n ∈ R\ {0}. Then there exists a quadruple with the property D(n) if and only if n can be

expressed as a difference of two squares in R, up to finitely many exceptions.

This conjecture was verified successfully for ring of integers of certain quadratic fields

(see, [1, 13, 14, 15, 18, 26]). It follows from [16] and [22] that Conjecture 1.1 is true for the

ring of integers of Q( 3
√
2). Recently Franušić and Jadrijević [17] confirmed this conjecture

for the ring of integers of bicyclic biquadratic field Q[
√
2,
√
3].

In this paper, we investigate the existence of infinitely many quadruples in Z[
√
d] with

the property D(n) for certain n ∈ Z[
√
d] under the assumptions that the equations

x2 − dy2 = −1 (1.1)

and

x2 − dy2 = 6 (1.2)

are solvable in integers. Precisely, we prove the following:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that d ≡ 2 (mod 4) is a square-free positive integer and the

equations (1.1) and (1.2) are solvable. Then there exist infinity many quadruples in Z[
√
d]

with the property D(n) when n ∈ {(4m+ 1) + 4k
√
d, (4m+ 1) + (4k + 2)

√
d, (4m+ 3) +

4k
√
d, (4m+ 3) + (4k + 2)

√
d, (4m+ 2) + (4k + 2)

√
d} with m, k ∈ Z.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.1, we construct some counter-examples of Conjecture

1.1. In fact, under the assumption of Bunyakovsky’s conjecture, we see that there are

infinitely many such rings in which Conjecture 1.1 does not hold.

2. Preliminary Descent

We first fix up the following notations:

• (a, b) := a + b
√
d,
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• Nm(α) := (a, b)(a,−b) for a given α = (a, b),

• (x, y) ≡ (a, b) (mod (c, d)) denotes x ≡ a (mod c) and y ≡ b (mod d).

For any square-free integer d ≡ 2 (mod 4) and m, k ∈ Z, we define:

S :={(4m, 4k + 1), (4m, 4k + 2), (4m, 4k + 3), (4m+ 1, 4k + 1), (4m+ 1, 4k + 3), (4m+ 2,

4k + 1), (4m+ 2, 4k + 3), (4m+ 3, 4k + 1), (4m+ 3, 4k + 3)},
T :={(4m, 4k), (4m+ 1, 4k), (4m+ 1, 4k + 2), (4m+ 2, 4k), (4m+ 2, 4k + 2), (4m+ 3, 4k),

(4m+ 3, 4k + 2)}.

Clearly, if n ∈ Z[
√
d] then n ∈ S ∪ T . We now extract the following lemma from [13,

Proposition 5].

Lemma 2.1. Let d ∈ Z such that d ≡ 2 (mod 4). Then for n ∈ S, there does not exist

any Diophantine quadruple in Z[
√
d] with the property D(n).

There are many results concerning the integers which can be represented as n = α2−β2

in Z[
√
d]. These integers can be used in the construction of quadruples in Z[

√
d]. In this

context, we deduce the following lemma from [10, Propositions 5 and 6].

Lemma 2.2. For any square-free d ∈ Z, all the numbers of the form n = (4m+ 2, 4n) ∈
Z[
√
d] can be written as the difference of two squares if and only if x2−dy2 = ±2 is solvable

in integers. Further, all the numbers of the form n = (4m + 2, 4n + 2) ∈ Z[
√
d] can be

written as the difference of two squares if and only if d ≡ 2 (mod 4) and x2 − dy2 = ±2

is solvable in integers.

The next lemma follows from the definition.

Lemma 2.3. For a square-free d ∈ Z, let {a1, a2, a3, a4} be a quadruple with the property

D(n). Then for any non-zero w ∈ Z[
√
d], {wa1, wa2, wa3, wa4} is a quadruple in Z[

√
d]

with the property D(w2n).

Let us consider the set {a, b, a+ b+ 2r, a+ 4b+ 4r} having non-zero distinct elements

of Z[
√
d]. The condition ‘non-zero distinctness’ in the above set can be verified using the

following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let a1, b1, c1, d1, e1, a2, b2, c2, d2 ∈ Z with a1, b1, a2 6= 0. Then the following

system of equations






a1x
2 + b1y

2 + c1x+ d1y + e1 = 0,

a2xy + b2x+ c2y + d2 = 0,
(2.1)
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has only finitely many integer solutions.

Proof. Consider a2xy + b2x+ c2y + d2 = 0. This implies that

x = −c2y + d2
a2y + b2

, (2.2)

where y 6= − b2
a2

. If y 6= − b2
a2

, we put this value of x in the first equation of (2.1). This

gives a fourth degree equation in y with the leading coefficient a2
2
b1 6= 0. Thus, we get

at most four values of y and therefore by (2.2), one gets at most four values of x. On

the other hand, for y = − b2
a2

, the first equation of (2.1) gives a two degree equation in x

with leading coefficient a2
2
a1 which provides at most two values for x. This completes the

proof. �

We now assume that n ∈ Z[
√
d] such that ab+n = r2. Then a(a+b+2r)+n = (a+r)2,

b(a+b+2r)+n = (b+r)2 and b(a+4b+4r)+n = (2b+r)2. Now if a(a+4b+4r)+n = α2

for some α ∈ Z[
√
d], then a2+4ar+4r2 = (a+2r)2 = α2+3n. Thus, we have the following

lemma.

Lemma 2.5. For any n ∈ Z[
√
d], the set {a, b, a + b+ 2r, a + 4b+ 4r} is a quadruple in

Z[
√
d] with the property D(n) when ab + n = r2 and 3n = α1α2, where α1 = a + 2r + α

and α2 = a + 2r − α for some a, b, r, α ∈ Z[
√
d] such that all the element of this set are

non-zero and distinct.

3. Pell type equations x2 − dy2 = ±6 and x2 − dy2 = ±1

We now consider only quadratic ring of integers Z[
√
d], where the square-free integer d

satisfies d ≡ 2 (mod 4), and the equations x2 − dy2 = −1, x2 − dy2 = 6 are solvable in

integers. This implies that the equation x2 − dy2 = −6 will be also solvable in integers.

Also it is well known that the ring of integers of real quadratic field has infinitely many

elements of norm 1. Now, we discuss about the elements of norm ±1 and ±6 in Z[
√
d].

First, let x2 − dy2 = 6 be solvable in integers, then x2 − dy2 ≡ 0 (mod 3). Clearly, x and

y can not be 0 modulo 3, since 9 can not divide 6. If x ≡ 1 (mod 3) and y ≡ 0 (mod 3),

then 1 ≡ 0 (mod 3), which is not possible, and similarly, x ≡ 2 (mod 3) and y ≡ 0

(mod 3) is not possible. Now, assume that x ≡ 0 (mod 3) and y ≡ ±1 (mod 3). Then

3 divides d and thus by the assumption d ≡ 2 (mod 4) one gets d ≡ 6 (mod 12). Since

the equation x2 − dy2 = −1 is solvable in integers, so that reading it modulo 12 we see

that x ≡ 0 (mod 3) and y ≡ ±1 (mod 3) are not possible. Therefore x, y ≡ ±1 (mod 3)

and, after reducing the equation x2 − dy2 = 6 to modulo 4, we see that x is even and y is
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odd. This implies that (x, y) = (4, 1), (4, 5), (2, 1), (2, 5) (mod (6, 6)). Taking x, y ≡ ±1

(mod 3), one gets d ≡ 1 (mod 3). Therefore d ≡ 10 (mod 12) since by hypothesis d ≡ 2

(mod 4).

Consider the Pell equation x2 − dy2 = 1. After using d ≡ 10 (mod 12) and reducing

this equation to modulo 3 and modulo 4, we get x ≡ ±1 (mod 6) and y ≡ 0 (mod 6).

Similarly for x2 − dy2 = −1, we get x ≡ 3 (mod 6) and y ≡ ±1 (mod 6). We also know

that there exist infinitely many solutions of these two equations.

Let α = βγ, where β = (6a+4, 6b+1) and γ = (6a1+3, 6b1+1) for some a, b, a1, b1 ∈ Z,

with norm of β and γ are ±6 and -1, respectively. If a is even then β = (12a+ 4, 6b+ 1),

for some a, b ∈ Z with norm ±6, and α = (12a1 − 2, 6b1 + 1) with norm ∓6, for some

a1, b1 ∈ Z. In the similar way, if a is odd, then α = (12M +4, 6N +1) for some M,N ∈ Z

with norm ∓6. Multiplying this α by γ one gets an element of the form (12M+2, 6N+1)

with norm ±6 for some M,N ∈ Z because if x2 − dy2 = ±6 has a solution (X, Y ) then

(±X,±Y ) are also solutions. Now, we prove that there does not exist any norm −6

element of the form (12M ± 4, 6N ± 1) for some M,N ∈ Z. Suppose it exists then the

equation (12M ± 4)2− d(6N ± 1)2 = −6 gives d ≡ 22 (mod 24). In the above paragraph,

we have proved that all elements whose norm are −1 have the form (6a± 3, 6b± 1) with

a, b ∈ Z. So that (6a ± 3)2 − d(6b ± 1)2 = −1. After rearranging this equation we get

(36(a)(a + 1) + 9) − d(24b2 + 12b(b + 1) + 1) = −1. Using d ≡ 22 (mod 24), we get

a contradiction. To conclude, in these quadratic ring of integers, norm 6 and norm −6

element will be of form (12M ± 4, 6N ± 1) and (12M ± 2, 6N ± 1) respectively for some

M,N ∈ Z, i.e. (12M ± 4)2 − d(6N ± 1)2 = 6. And if we reduce this equation modulo 48,

we get d ≡ 10 (mod 48), since d ≡ 2 (mod 4).

Now we prove that there are infinitely many elements of norm ±6. Let α = βγ, where

β = (12a + 2, 6b+ 1) and γ = (6a1 + 1, 6b1) for some a, b, a1, b1 ∈ Z, with norm of β and

γ are −6 and 1 respectively. Then α will be of the form (12M + 2, 6N + 1), for some

M,N ∈ Z with norm −6. Since we have infinitely many choices of γ, there exist infinitely

many elements of norm −6 and of the form (12M ± 2, 6N ± 1), for M,N ∈ Z because if

x2 − dy2 = −6 has a solution (X, Y ), then (±X,±Y ) are also solutions. Similarly, there

exist infinitely many elements of norm 6 and of the form (12M ± 4, 6N ± 1) for some

M,N ∈ Z. We sum up the above discussion in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that d ≡ 2 (mod 4) is a square-free integer and the equations (1.1)

and (1.2) are solvable in integers. Then for the ring of integers Z[
√
d], the following

statements hold:
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(i) all elements whose norm is 1 have the form (6a1 ± 1, 6b1) and there are infinitely

many such elements;

(ii) all elements whose norm is −1 have the form (6a±3, 6b±1) and there are infinitely

many such elements;

(iii) d ≡ 10 (mod 48);

(iv) all elements whose norm is 6 have the form (12M ± 4, 6N ± 1) and there are

infinitely many such elements;

(v) all elements whose norm is −6 have the form (12M ± 2, 6N ± 1) and there are

infinitely many such elements, where a, b, a1, b1,M,N ∈ Z.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

The proof is divided in various parts depending on the values of n and it relies upon

Lemmas 3.1 and 2.5. Lemma 3.1 helps us for choosing elements with specific norms

whereas Lemma 2.5 helps us to construct quadruples.

Case 1: n = (4m + 1, 4k). In this case 3n = (−1)(−3)(4m + 1, 4k) and thus by (i) of

Lemma 3.1, we have

3n = (−6α − 3, 6β + 3)(2α+ 1, 2β + 1)(4m+ 1, 4k), for some α, β ∈ Z

= (−6α − 3, 6β + 3)(8mα + 2α+ 4m+ 1 + d(8βk + 4k), 8αk + 4k + 8βm+ 2β + 4m+ 1).

Let us set:






α1 = (−6α− 3, 6β + 3)

α2 = (8mα + 2α + 4m+ 1 + d(8βk + 4k), 8αk + 4k + 8βm+ 2β + 4m+ 1).

Then by Lemma 2.5, we have

α1 + α2 = 2a+ 4r,

which implies that

a+ 2r = (4mα− 2α + 2m− 1 + 2d(2βk + k), 4αk + 2k + 4βm+ 4β + 2m+ 2). (4.1)

Now by (i) of Lemma 3.1, we have infinitely many a ∈ Z[
√
d] such that a = (6a1+1, 6b1)

with Nm(a) = 1. Note that out of these infinitely many choices of a, by Lemma 2.4, only

finitely many provide a zero and distinct element in the set {a, b, a+ b+ 2r, a+ 4b+ 4r}
as in Lemma 2.5. Thus (4.1) gives

r = (2mα− α +m− 1− 3a1 + d(2βk + k), 2αk + k + 2βm+ 2β +m+ 1− 3b1),
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which is

r = (m(2α+ 1) + kd(2β + 1)− α− 1− 3a1, m(2β + 1) + k(2α+ 1) + 2β + 1− 3b1).

Again from Lemma 2.5, we use ab+ n = r2 to calculate b which turned out to be

b =
(

(m(2α + 1) + kd(2β + 1)− α− 1− 3a1)
2 + d(m(2β + 1) + k(2α+ 1) + 2β + 1−

3b1)
2 − 4m− 1, 2(m(2α+ 1) + kd(2β + 1)− α− 1− 3a1)(m(2β + 1) + k(2α+ 1)+

2β + 1− 3b1)− 4k
)(

6a1 + 1,−6b1

)

.

Thus by Lemma 2.5, the elements a, b and r give the quadruple {a, b, a+b+2r, a+4b+4r}
in Z[

√
d] with the property D(4m+1, 4k). Since there are infinitely many choices for a, we

conclude that there are infinitely many quadruples of the form {a, b, a+b+2r, a+4b+4r}
in Z[

√
d] with the property D(4m+ 1, 4k).

Case 2: n = (4m+ 1, 4k + 2). Here, we will use the same α1 and α2 as in the previous

case. Analogous to (4.1), we get

a+2r =
(

4mα−2α+2m−1+d(4βk+2β+2k+1), 4αk+2α+2k+3+4mβ+4β+2m
)

.

Now we choose a = (6a1 + 3, 6b1 + 1) with Nm(a) = −1 and the above equation gives

r =
(

2mα−α+m−2−3a1+(d/2)(4βk+2β+2k+1), 2αk+α+k+1−3b1+2mβ+2β+m
)

.

We complete this case by computing b using ab+ n = r2, which is given by

b =
(

(2mα− α +m− 2− 3a1 + (d/2)(4βk + 2β + 2k + 1)2 + d(2αk + α+ k + 1− 3b1+

2mβ + 2β +m)2 − 4m− 1, 2(2mα− α +m− 2− 3a1 + (d/2)(4βk + 2β + 2k + 1)

(2αk + α + k + 1− 3b1 + 2mβ + 2β +m)− 4k − 2
)

×
(

− 6a1 − 3, 6b1 + 1
)

.

Case 3: n = (4m+ 3, 4k). In this case, 3n = 3(4m+ 3, 4k) and we consider α1 = 3 and

α2 = (4m+ 3, 4k). Using Lemma 2.5, we get

a+ 2r = (2m+ 3, 2k).

Employing Lemma 3.1, we can find infinitely many elements in Z[
√
d] of the form

a = (6a1 + 1, 6b1)

with Nm(a) = 1, and thus the last equation gives

r = (m+ 1− 3a1, k − 3b1).
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Finally ab+ n = r2 gives

b =
{

(m+1−3a1)
2+d(k−3b1)

2−4m−3, 2(m+1−3a1)(k−3b1)−4k
}(

6a1+1,−6b1

)

.

Case 4: n = (4m+ 3, 4k + 2). Let α1 and α2 be as in Case 3. Then by Lemma 2.5, we

have a + 2r = (2m+ 3, 2k + 1). We choose

a = (6a1 + 3, 6b1 + 1)

in Z[
√
d] with Nm(a) = −1. Then

r = (m− 3a1, k − 3b1).

Again the equation ab+ n = r2 gives

b =
{

(m−3a1)
2+d(k−3b1)

2−4m−3, 2(m−3a1)(k−3b1)−4k−2
}(

−6a1−3, 6b1+1
)

.

Case 5: n = (4m+ 2, 4k + 2). Here, we have

3n = 3(4m+ 2, 4k + 2)

= 6(2m+ 1, 2k + 1)

= (12M + 4,−6N − 1)(12M + 4, 6N + 1)(2m+ 1, 2k + 1) for some M,N ∈ Z. (4.2)

Now we choose α1, α2 as follows:

α1 = (12M + 4,−6N − 1),

α2 = (12M + 4, 6N + 1)(2m+ 1, 2k + 1)

= (24Mm+ 12M + 8m+ 4 + d(12Nk + 6N + 2k + 1), 24Mk + 12M + 8k + 5

+ 12Nm+ 6N + 2m).

As before, utilizing Lemma 2.5, we obtain

a+2r = (12Mm+12M+4m+4+
d

2
(12Nk+6N+2k+1), 12Mk+6M+4k+2+6Nm+m).

(4.3)

Again by Lemma 3.1, we can find infinitely many a = (6a1 + 1, 6b1) in Z[
√
d] with

Nm(a) = 1, and thus (4.3) gives

r =(6Mm+ 6M + 2m+ 2 +
d

2
(6Nk + 3N + k) +

1

2
(
d

2
− 1)− 3a1, 6Mk + 3M+

2k + 1 + 3Nm+
m

2
− 3b1).
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For r ∈ Z[
√
d], m should be even, and thus the equation ab+ n = r2 entails

b =
(

(6Mm+ 6M + 2m+ 2 + (d/2)(6Nk + 3N + k) + (1/2)(d/2− 1)− 3a1)
2 + d(6Mk+

3M + 2k + 1 + 3Nm+ (m/2)− 3b1)
2 − 4m− 2, 2(6Mm+ 6M + 2m+ 2 + (d/2)(6Nk

+ 3N + k) + (1/2)(d/2− 1)− 3a1)(6Mk + 3M + 2k + 1 + 3Nm+ (m/2)− 3b1)− 4k

− 2
)

×
(

6a1 + 1,−6b1

)

.

On the other hand for odd m, we choose a = (6a1 + 3, 6b1 + 1) with Nm(a) = −1. In

this case (4.3) gives

r =
(

6Mm+ 6M + 2m+ 2 + (d/2)(6Nk + 3N + k) + (1/2)(d/2− 3)− 3a1, 6Mk + 3M

+ 2k + 1 + 3Nm+ (m/2)− 3b1 − (1/2)
)

,

and hence

b =
(

(6Mm+ 6M + 2m+ 2 + (d/2)(6Nk + 3N + k) + (1/2)(d/2− 3)− 3a1)
2 + d(6Mk+

3M + 2k + 1 + 3Nm+ (m/2)− 3b1 − (1/2))2 − 4m− 2, 2(6Mm+ 6M + 2m+ 2 + (d/2)

(6Nk + 3N + k) + (1/2)(d/2− 3)− 3a1)(6Mk + 3M + 2k + 1 + 3Nm+ (m/2)− 3b1−

(1/2))− 4k − 2
)

×
(

− 6a1 − 3, 6b1 + 1
)

.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

5. Counter-examples of Conjecture 1.1

We have d ≡ 10 (mod 48) by Lemma 3.1. Thus utilizing Lemma 2.2 we see that all

the numbers of the form (4m+ 2) + (4k+ 2)
√
d can be expressed as the difference of two

square in Z[
√
d] if and only if x2 − dy2 = ±2 is solvable in integers. We now consider the

equation x2 − dy2 = ±2. Reducing this equation modulo 48, we see that no integers x

and y satisfy it. To conclude, we state the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let d ≡ 2 (mod 4) be square-free integer. Assume that the ring Z[
√
d]

contains elements of norm −1 and norm 6. Then Z[
√
d] does not contain any element of

norm ±2.

Sum up these, one sees that for d ≡ 10 (mod 48), there are integers m and k such that

(4m + 2) + (4k + 2)
√
d can not be expressed as the difference of two square in Z[

√
d].

Further we will prove in fact that there exist infinitely many n = (4m+ 2) + (4k + 2)
√
d

which are not representable as a difference of two squares in Z[
√
d]. Then by employing
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Theorem 1.1 on these n’s, we get that a Diophantine quadruple in Z[
√
d] with the property

D(n) exists but n is not expressible as the difference of two squares in Z[
√
d].

Assume that n = (4m+ 2) + (4k + 2)
√
d. Dirichlet announced that among the primes

represented by the quadratic form ax2 + 2bxy + cy2, where gcd(a, 2b, c) = 1, infinitely

many of them are representable by any given linear form Mx+N , with gcd(M,N) = 1,

provided a, b, c,M,N are such that the linear and quadratic forms can represent the same

number. Meyer [24] gave a complete proof of this result, whereas Mertens [23] gave an

elementary proof of the same. We conclude by this result that there exist infinitely many

primes p of the form p ≡ 3 (mod 4) such that x2 − dy2 = p. As d ≡ 2 (mod 4), so that

both x and y are odd. Thus, there exist infinitely many primes p of the form p ≡ 3

(mod 4) such that (2m+1)2− d(2k+1)2 = p. Therefore due to the existence of infinitely

many such primes, we get infinitely many pairs of integers m and k. We claim that for

these m and k, n = (4m+2)+(4k+2)
√
d can not be written as difference of two squares.

To prove this claim, we follow [10, Proposition 6, (ii)], which gives that u2 − dv2 = ±2

must be solvable in integers u, v. But from Lemma 5.1, it is not possible. Hence there

exist infinitely many n which can not be written as a difference of two squares in Z[
√
d],

however Theorem 1.1 confirms the existence of a Diophantine quadruple in Z[
√
d] with

the property D(n).

Constructing a counter-example for Conjecture 1.1, we can take square-free positive

integer d ≡ 2 (mod 4) such that x2 − dy2 = 6 and x2 − dy2 = −1 are solvable in integers

x and y. Let d = 48l + 10 with l ∈ N ∪ {0} (see Lemma 3.1). In the following table, we

record some positive integer l for which (1.1) and (1.2) are solvable:

l d (x, y) for (1.1) (x, y) for (1.2)

0 10 (3,1) (4,1)

1 58 (99,13) (8,1)

2 106 (4005,389) (1184,115)

4 202 (3141,221) (668,47)

6 298 (409557,23725) (328,19)

We now determine l for which x2−dy2 = 6 and x2−dy2 = −1 are solvable in integers x and

y. First we consider x2−(48l+10)y2 = 6. Putting y = 1 and l = 3l′2±2l′ in this equation,
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we get x = (12l′±4), where l′ ∈ Z. Hence for d = 48(3l′2±2l′)+10 = 2(24l′(3l′±2)+5),

the equation x2−dy2 = 6 will be solvable. If d = 2p , where p is prime and p ≡ 5 (mod 8),

then x2−2py2 = −1 is solvable in integers (see [21]). Let p(l′) = 24l′(3l′±2)+5. Clearly,

p(l′) ≡ 5 (mod 8). Since coefficient of l′2 is positive, p(l′) is irreducible over Z and gcd of

p(1) and p(2) is one. To proceed further, we state a famous conjecture of Bunyakovsky

[5].

Conjecture 5.1 (Bunyakovsky conjecture). Let f(x) be a polynomial of one variable with

integer coefficient having the following property.

(i) The leading coefficient must be positive;

(ii) Polynomial must be irreducible over the integers;

(iii) The values f(1), f(2), f(3), · · · must have no common factor.

Then there are infinitely many primes in the sequence f(1), f(2), f(3), · · · .

Applying this conjecture, we conclude that there exist infinitely many primes of form

24l′(3l′ ± 2) + 5. Therefore, there are infinitely many d’s for which Conjecture 1.1 fails.

5.1. Toy examples. Here we will discuss a couple of explicit counter-examples to Con-

jecture 1.1.

Example 1. Assume that d = 10 and n = 26+6
√
10. Since (13)2−10(3)2 = 79 is a prime

number and 79 ≡ 3 (mod 4), so that as discussed earlier, n can not be represented as a

difference of two squares in Z[
√
10]. However, by Theorem 1.1 we can generate infinitely

many quadruples in Z[
√
10] with the property D(n). One of them is {19 + 6

√
10,−8 +

6
√
10, 35 + 18

√
10, 35 + 42

√
10} since

(19 + 6
√
10)(−8 + 6

√
10) + n = (12 + 3

√
10)2,

(19 + 6
√
10)(35 + 18

√
10) + n = (31 + 9

√
10)2,

(19 + 6
√
10)(35 + 42

√
10) + n = (39 + 13

√
10)2,

(−8 + 6
√
10)(35 + 18

√
10) + n = (4 + 9

√
10)2,

(−8 + 6
√
10)(35 + 42

√
10) + n = (−4 + 15

√
10)2,

(35 + 18
√
10)(35 + 42

√
10) + n = (39 + 27

√
10)2.
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Example 2. Let d = 58 and n = 18+2
√
58. As (9)2−58(1)2 = 23 is a prime number and

23 ≡ 3 (mod 4), so that n can not be represented as a difference of two squares in Z[
√
58].

On the other hand, utilizing the case 5 of the proof of Theorem 1.1 we find a quadruple

in Z[
√
58] with the property D(n), viz. {19603+ 2574

√
58, 543627− 70094

√
58, 543616−

70094
√
58, 2154883− 282950

√
58} since

(19603 + 2574
√
58)(543627− 70094

√
58) + n = (9807 + 1287

√
58)2,

(19603 + 2574
√
58)(543616− 70094

√
58) + n = (9796 + 1287

√
58)2,

(19603 + 2574
√
58)(2154883− 282950

√
58) + n = (−3 +

√
58)2,

(543627− 70094
√
58)(543616− 70094

√
58) + n = (−533820 + 71381

√
58)2,

(543627− 70094
√
58)(2154883− 282950

√
58) + n = (1077447− 141475

√
58)2,

(543616− 70094
√
58)(2154883− 282950

√
58) + n = (−1077436 + 141475

√
58)2.
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[20] B. He, A. Togbé and V. Ziegler, There is no Diophantine quintuple, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 371

(2019), 6665–6709.

[21] F. Lemmermeyer, Higher descent on Pell conics I. From Legendre to Selmer, preprint.

math.NT/0311309.
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