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Three consecutive near-square squarefree numbers
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Abstract

In this note, we prove by using T. Estermann’s and S. Dimitrov’s arguments with an
elementary inequality that there are infinitely many n for which all of the numbers
n? + 1,72 + 2 and n? + 3 are squarefree. We also improve the error term slightly in
the case of two consecutive numbers of the same form, so that we are able to prove the
following asymptotic formula.

7;(#2(712+1)u2(n2+2)u2(n2+3)N1_’;1011 - 3+ (—71) er(ﬁ) n (_73) .
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1. Introduction

We call a positive integer n a squarefree number if it is not divisible by a square of
a prime. For example, 4 is not squarefree as 22 divides it, and 6 is as it is 2 x 3, while
12 is not because it is 2% x 3. By convention, we put 1 to be the smallest squarefree
number. Moreover, it is well-known that there are infinitely many squarefree numbers.
To be more precise it is proven the following summation formula (see for example [7]).

> 1) = 55 + 0VX),

n<X

where y is the Mdbius function so that p?(n) = 1 if n is squarefree and 0 otherwise.
For simplicity, we may coin the term Lu-consecutive formula for the function f (for
some positive integer £) if there exists a formula as follows.
For some positive value ¢ < 1,

Do )P (f(n) + 1) pP(f(n) + £ = 1) = o X + O(g(X)),

n<X

where g(X) = o(X), and a non-constant f(n) is some polynomial in Z[n].
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T. Estermann [1] proved for the first time the infinitude of squarefree numbers of the
special form n? + 1, i.e. the 1u-consecutive formula, with g(X) = X3 log X. Recently,
in 2021 in 2], S. Dimitrov showed that there are infinitely many pairs n? + 1,72+ 2 that
are squarefree, and provided that the error term g(X) for 2u-consecutive formula, for
f(n) =n%+1, can be O(Xg"’a). We employ the arguments from T. Estermann’s and S.
Dimitrov’s work to prove the result stated in the abstract of this note.

On the direction of 1u-consecutive formula for f(n) = n? + 1, Heath-Brown [3] im-
proved the error estimate to O(X 12+¢). We are not interested in this direction, but we
improve the bound slightly after the work of S. Dimitrov. Finally, it is worth noting that
there are no four consecutive squarefree numbers of any form, since one of any four con-
secutive numbers is divisible by 22. Therefore, three is the longest length for consecutive
squarefree numbers of any type and hence, £ < 3.

We will prove here the exact 3pu-consecutive formula for f(n) = n? + 1, in our main
proposition and its weaker form by an elementary inequality. In particular, we prove

Proposition 1.1. We have that

D w0 + D (n® +2)p* (n + 3)

n<X
TIECECRE s

as X tends to infinity.

In summary, the proposition is obtained by combining the summation formula for 1u-
and 2p-consecutive for f(n) = n? + 1 and the arguments used in T.Estermann’s work to
reduce the error term. It is clear that the corollary of this proposition (and its weaker
form) is the infinitude of three consecutive squarefree numbers of the form n?+1,n% +2,
and n? + 3.

The organization of this note is as follows. Firstly, in section [2] we introduce some
notations and terms used. Then, in sectionBlwe present important propositions and lem-
mas. Also, we clarify here what do we mean by the weaker form of the main proposition
[Tl and show how we use the elementary inequality to imply it. Finally, in section 4 we
provide proofs of the propositions stated in section Bl which are mainly the summation
formula for 2u-consective for f(n) = n?+ 1, and the completion of the proof of our main
proposition [l



2. Preliminaries

Let us denote I'(X) = >, p2(n? + 1)p?(n? + 2)p*(n?® + 3). For m, k,j € {1,2,3}
with k < j, we denote constants

2 )
p>3 p
e+ (3)+(3)
677% = Ck,j H 1- L B r )
p>3 p

where ¢; = 1,0 =7/9 and ¢3 = 1/2, ¢12 =8/9,¢1,3 =1/2 and ¢z 3 = 7/18, and (5) is

the Legendre symbol over an odd prime p,.
Here, the constants ©1, 0, O3 correspond to the tuple (k,j) = (1,2),(1,3),(2,3)
respectively. Important sets involving in this note for ¢ = 1,2, 3 are denoted by

Ny(d)={1<n<d*:n*+¢=0 (modd)}.

Furthermore, though we need no use of exponential sum, we let By(t) = (t) — 1/2,
where (t) is the fractional part of ¢, and as a convention we write ¢ = [¢] + (t), where
[t] is the largest integer not exceeding t.

For the arithmetic functions u, 7 we mean the Mobius function and the divisor func-
tion respectively. As a convention in number theory, we mean by n,m, k, j the integers
usually positive, p denotes a prime, and X is always a large positive number, while ¢ is
small positive number and can be varied throughout the note.

3. Propositions and lemmas

In this section, we address some propositions and lemmas used in this essay. The ®’s
and ©’s appearing in the following two propositions are as defined in section

Proposition 3.1. For k € {1,2,3},
S k) = X + O(X% 1ogX).
n<X
Proof. This is the partial result of [1]. O

Here, we present another main proposition that the proof will be deferred to the next
section. We improve the bound on the error term slightly as follows.

Proposition 3.2. For m,k,j € {1,2,3} with k < j,

S+ k)pt(n® +5) = 0 X + O(X%“).

n<X



Lemma 3.3. If we let

n- 2 T (7))

then for 6 > 0, and for any integer n < X, we obtain that for any small € > 0

X20% i D > X179,
B(D) < {X15+8

, otherwise.

Proof. Here, we denote ¢ = 1,2,3. For D > X'7° if we have n?> — kd> = —¢, then
1<k<X?asn<Xandd>X"'"9 The left-hand side is bounded above by

Yoo Y 1< Y #{mdin< X0 —kd>=—¢} = > Ak)

D<d<2D neNj(d) k<X?26 k<X?29

where we denote the number of solutions to n? —kd*> = —¢ for fixed k be A(k). Then,
we may argue as in [1] that A(k) < X¢ since kd? < X2, and hence the first assertion of
the lemma follows.

For D < X'~ we again have that B(D) is bounded by

Z Z 1« Z #{n<d®:n’+¢=0 (modd’)} < Z 2w (d)

D<d<2D neN)(d) d<X1-3 d<X1-9

since the number of solutions to the quadratic polynomial is at most 2w(d) = 2uw(d),
where we denote w(k) be the number of different prime factors of k.
We have the formula that for any d, 2¢(9) = 37 kla M 2(k). To see this, we first note that

2¢ is multiplicative, i.e., for di,ds such that ged(dy,dy) = 1, 2¢(d1d2) = gwld1) . gw(dz)
and that ) kld p?(k) is also multiplicative. Thus, to complete the proof of the formula,
it is sufficient to show for a prime power p” for v > 1 that

20 =2 = )2 (1) + 4’ (p) = D 1P (k)
k|pv
Therefore, by the above formula we have that
S0 ST« X st (T ) < Vioe:
d<y d<Y k|d k<Y
so that the lemma follows. |

Lemma 3.4. For &1, @5, 3 and O1, O2, O3 denoted as in the preliminaries section, then

Py € (0.889617,0.894956), P € (0.746484,0.750964), D5 € (0.464691,0.467481),
©; € (0.668036,0.672046), ©2 € (0.415817,0.418313), O3 € (0.348955,0.351050).



Proof. This can be done by the computation and the following inequalities.

1.0-5),10-) 10 ) < 1 0-%)

p>1000 3<p<1000 p>3 3<p<1000

where |p(p)| < 4 denotes the number in the numerator of each product.
Now we determine the number

11 (1—%)2 11 (1-%):% 11 (1—%)_1>1/1.006,

p>1000 n>1000 3<n<1000

by computation. Note that, the product of terms involving primes not greater than 1000
can be computed, and that every ®,,’s and Oy’s satisfy the property for each numerator
in each product. For if we denote the numerator be p(p), we have |p(p)| < 4. Hence, we
are done. O

Then, we prove here that the propositions and lemmas above (in this section) imply
the weaker form of proposition [[LT] which asserts an existence of a positive constant
a > 0.1477, such that T'(X) > aX for all large X. This can be done without the
reduction of the error term in the case of two consecutive numbers.

Firstly, we obtain by the Power mean inequality

1

) 2 (0 )+t 4 2 4 3)°

n<X
1

> | =7 (P + 1)+ pP(n” + 2)p’ (n® + 3))

n<X

By expanding the above inequality, using proposition 3.1l proposition (where we
may be allowed to use the error term to be o(X)), and lemma [34] we obtain the lower
bound

r(X) > % ((@1 + @3)2 — (@ + @3)) X 4 o(X) > aX,

where the inequality holds for all sufficiently large X.
Let us define some terms further. For k < j and k, 5 € {1,2, 3} we denote (sometimes
we omit the subscript k, j for brevity)

Tej= w0 +k)p?(n® +j),
n<X
Sk,i(q1,¢2) = {n EN:1<n<qqg,n*+k=0 (mod ¢q),n*+j=0 (mod qg)} ,
AMejlq1,q2) = Z L.
n€Sk,;(q1,92)
Lemma 3.5. Fork,j € {1,2,3} withk < j, denote A\, ; = X\. We have for gcd(q142, g3q4) =
ged(q1, g2) = ged(gs, 1) = 1,

Mq192,9394) = M1, 93)M(q2, q4)-
5



Proof. We first note by the Chinese remainder theorem that n on the left-hand side of the
summation below is from the combination of all possibilities of the following congruences.

N=mN14 (modaq),n=n2, (modg),n="nsg. (modgs),n=n4,. (mod q),

where 11.4,,M2,45, 3,05 and N4 q, satisfy

nial + k= (mod ¢1),
n§7a2 +Ek=0 (mod ¢2),
n;% +7=0 (mod g3),
nim +j7=0 (mod q4)

Thus, we can apply the multiplication law of counting to obtain

o= Y 1 oo oo o1

n<q19293q4 n<qi n<ge n<qs n<qa
n?+k=0(q1q2) n%+k=0(q1) n?+k=0(q2) n®+5=0(gs) n?+5=0(qa)
n? +7=0(g3q94)

Then, we rearrange the product on the right-hand side above and employ again the
multiplication law. This completes the proof of the lemma. [l

4. Main result

In this section, we now prove proposition and our main proposition [[Il Using
almost the same argument as in |2], we obtain

[ (X) = Z p(dy)p(dz) Z 1=T1(X)+a(X),
diy,d2 n<X
ged(dy,d2)=1 n24+k=0(d?)
n’+5=0(d3)

where vV X < z < X will be chosen later, and

T(X)= > p(d)u(d)S(X,di, d3),
d1d2§2
ng(dl,dQ):l

Do(X) = > p(d)u(d)S(X,di, d3),
dida>z
ng(dl,dQ):l

D(X,d7d3) = YL

n<X
n?+k=0(d?)
n®+j=0(d3)



4.1. Estimation of T'1(X)

Suppose that ¢; = d?, g2 = d3 where dy, ds are squarefree numbers with ged(q1, g2) =
1 and dids < z. Denote

Q(XaqlaQQan): Z 1.

m<X
m=n(q1q2)

We obtain further that

E(Xaqlan): Z Q(Xaqlvq?an)v
n€S(q1,q2)

X
Q(Xaqlan)n) = +O(1)
q192

Therefore, we have

A(QM QQ)

E(Xa Q17QZ) =X-
q1q2

+ O(Mq1,2))-

Furthermore, note that A(q1,¢2) < 7(q1¢2) < X¢. We see that

Z 1<<ZT(n)<<zlogz7

d1da<z n<z
ged(dy,d2)=1

and that log z is absorbed into X ¢ since z < X. Now, we obtain by plugging in the above
equation and inequality

fi(dr)p(dz)M\(d3, d3)
did3

I(X)=X > +0(2X7)
dldzgz
ged(dy,d2)=1

d d2)\(d?, d>
o X - X § : :u( 1)M(d22()i2( 15 2) —I—O(ZXE),
dida>z 172
ged(dy,d2)=1

where we denote

_ p(dr)pu(da)N(d3, d3)
o= Z d2d? :
di,d>>1 172
ged(dy,d2)=1

Now we determine the error term occurs in the second term attached to X above.
Note that we have (where the last inequality can be found in [4])

Z H(dl)ﬂ(dz)A(d%vd§)<< Z (drd2)® <<Z 1 < 1

2 J2 2 72 2— 1—¢”
P dids P dyds n2-e zl=e
102>2 1d2>2
ged(dy,d2)=1 ged(dy,d2)=1

7



Whence, for a positive ¢ < 1, we need only to show that ¢ corresponds to the constant
in proposition 3.2l By lemma B35 we have \(d?,d%) = A\(d3,1)A(1,d3%). Then, by letting

1 if gcd(dl,dg) = 1,

di,dg) =
f( 1, 2) {0 if ng(d17d2) > 1’

we have that, as both sums over d; and dy are absolute convergent,

o= Z U(dl))‘Q(d%l) Z u(d2))‘(1ad%)‘f(d17d2)

di>1 1 de>1 d%
_ A(L,p?) (d)A(dF, 1) AL\
M) )
_ 1;[ (1 _ A(1};21?2)) 1;[ (1 N A(I;Q, 1) (1 B A(;21?2) B )
2 2 2+ (37) + (3
:1;[(1_)\(])71);;)\(171))):C’WPIZIB 1 ( 22 (p)

Therefore, we are left to bound the error term to be O(X%“).

4.2. Estimation of T'y(X)
By splitting into dyadic ranges as in 2], we obtain

T2 (X) < log® X Z Z Z 1,

n<X D<d<2D D'<d'<2D’
n®+k=0(d*) n?4;=0(d"?)

where D, D’ satisfy the conditions

< D,D' < /X% + max(k, j), DD’ > Z.

Then for ¢ = 1,2, 3, we obtain by noting that the number of solutions to n? + ¢ = kd>
for d € [D,2D) and fixed n < X is at most 7(n? + ¢) < n° <K X°,

N |

Iy(X) < X© (zk + zj),
where we may denote D, D’ interchangeably that corresponds to ¢ and here

Se=y. >, L

n<X D<d<2D
n?+¢=0(d?)



Then, we estimate the above term for fixed ¢ as follows. Remark that the condition
n < X always holds.

R ONP R UELI VD M (( NED)

D<d<2DneN}(d) m<X D<d<2D neN(d)
m= n(d2

- 5%, (@) 0 ()

D<d<2D neN),(d)

Hence, we have

Zd’ < Xl“rED*l_’_ ‘Eg}) ,

where we denote

ez, 2 (@) ()

By lemma B.3] we obtain
E((zﬁO) < X25+€ +X175+8.

Therefore, after replacing the constraint we have that the error term from both terms
I'1(X),T2(X) is bounded above by,

< 2X° +X1+sz—§ 4 X0+ 4 x20+e,

By choosing the optimal choice z = = X5 and § = , we obtain the error term in

propostition 32 to be O(X 3te ). Hence, we acquire proposition B2 thereby obtaining
the weak form of proposition [LI} It is worth noting that this computation can be
extended to any polynomial of the form n? + ¢. for £ = 1,2... be any positive integer.

4.8. The asymptotic formula of T'(X)

Now, we turn ourselves to the proof of proposition [Tl Firstly, we denote the condi-
tions used in the summation as follows.

(1>ng(d1,d2) = ng(dQ,dg) = ng(dg,dl) =1
(2n?+i=0 (modd?),Vi=1,2,3

Using the arguments as in the previous case, we obtain that

PX) = S p(d)plda)u(ds) S 1:= T4 (X) +To(X),
di,d2,d3 n<X

&) (2



where z < X will be chosen later, and

Ty(X)= Y p(d)p(de)u(ds)S(X, d3,d3, d3),
dld?d)sgz
1

To(X)= Y p(d)p(de)u(ds)S(X, d3,d3, d3),
dld%d)3>z
1

S(X,df,d3,d3) =) 1.
n<X
(2)

Then, we also coin the term analogous to the previous Ay ;’s that are used in the case
of two consecutive terms,

)\((]17(]2,(]3): Z 15

n<q19293
(2)

where ¢; = d?,Vi € {1,2,3}. Sothat we have \(q1, g2, 93) = Mq1, 1, 1)A(1, g2, 1)A(1, 1, g3).
This can be proven in the same way as in the proof of lemma
Therefore, we obtain similarly that

X - Maq1,92,93)
q19293

E(Xv Q1aQ27QB) = +O(>\(q17q?aq3))7

and that (since A(q1, g2, q3) < X°¢)

I (X)=0X 4 0(zX°®),

where o here denotes

d d2,1,1 (do) 1d2, (ds) 11612~
_ Z H’( 1) 1 Z ,LL 2 2 Z /’L 3 )f(dl,dg,dg),

di>1 da>1 ds>1

for which f(a, b,c) = f(a,b)f(b,c)f(c,a),ie., f(a, b,c) = 11if a,b, ¢ are pairwise coprimes
and 0 otherwise. We also have further that ¢ equals

(1, d3 (1,1,d2) -
5 AP z“d2 ) 5 M) i)

di1>1 ds>1 ds>1
AL, p2, 1) + A(1, 1 fu(di)A d1,1,1 AL p2, 1) + A1, 1,p2)\
[ (1 ALY I1(: -
p di>1 pldy
“11 (1 A(p?,1,1) + A(1,p% 1) +)\(1,1,p2))
p p2
1 —2 —3
_7 (7) + ?) + (7)
2
18 pod P

10



Then, we are left to bound T'2(X). For the conditions

N =

< Dy,Dy,D3 < V/X2+43,D1DyD3 > %a

we have (by splitting into dyadic ranges in three dimensions) that

Iy (X) < log® X Z Z Z Z 1.

n<X D1 <d1<2D; D3<d2<2D> D3<d3<2D3
n?+1=0(d?) n®+2=0(d3) n>+3=0(d3)

Thus, with the same arguments as in the case of two consecutive terms, we also obtain
the following inequality.

I (X) < XE(El + X +23),

where now we denote for ¢ = 1,2, 3 corresponding to Dy = D,

Se=>, Y L

n<X D<d<2D
n?4+¢=0(d?)

This is bounded by X 3te, by lemma B3] for any small € > 0. The error term combined
for the case of three consecutive terms thus is

< 2XE 4 X1te,—5 L x5t

Now, the optimal bound occurs when z = X 1 for which we obtain the error estimate
in our main proposition [[LT Hence, the proof of our main proposition is completed.

It is worth noting that a similar argument for four or more consecutive terms is
impossible. This can be seen as we will have the constant for I';(X) of the case of four
terms be

11 <1 AP L LD FALPA L) F AL LA 1) + AL, 1,p2)) _ 0
p? e

p

We have the above term as it is possible to show that d3,d3,d3,d3 are pairwise
coprimes if each d; corresponds to n?+i = 0 (mod d?), Vi =1,2,3,4 with fixed n. Here, A
is defined in a similar manner as in the case of three consecutive terms. The above equality
holds as for p = 2, we have A\(p?,1,1,1) + A(1,p% 1,1) + X(1,1,p%, 1) + X(1,1,1,p?) = p2.

In general, for more than four consecutive terms, we have that the main term o
(analogous to the cases of two and three consecutive terms) equals to 0. This can be seen
again that d?,d3,d3,d] are pairwise coprimes and that the above product is contained
in 0. Whence, we are unable to conclude the infinitude of the case of four or more
consecutive terms of this type by this method.

This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public,
commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.
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