arXiv:2102.07977v1 [math.NT] 16 Feb 2021

ON THE DIOPHANTINE EQUATION cx^2 + p^{2m} = 4y^n

K. CHAKRABORTY, A. HOQUE AND K. SRINIVAS

Abstract. Let c be a square-free positive integer and p a prime satisfying p ∤ c. Let h(−c) denote the class number of the imaginary quadratic field Q( √ −c). In this paper, we consider the Diophantine equation

cx^2 + p^{2m} = 4y^n, x, y ≥ 1, m ≥ 0, n ≥ 3, gcd(x, y) = 1, gcd(n, 2h(−c)) = 1, and we describe all its integer solutions. Our main tool here is the prominent result of Bilu, Hanrot and Voutier on existence of primitive divisors in Lehmer sequences.

1. Introduction

Let c and d be positive integers such that cd is square-free, and let h(−cd) denote the class number of the imaginary quadratic field Q( √ −cd). There have been many papers concerned with the number of positive integer solutions (x, n), for each fixed tuple (c, d, p), of the generalized Ramanujan-Nagell equation

cx^2 + d = 4p^n, x ≥ 1, n ≥ 3. (1.1)

One of the finest known results is due to Bugeaud and Shorey, who proved in [7] that (1.1) has at most one solution for each given tuple (c, d, p) with some exceptions. Many authors studied the following generalization of (1.1); so-called Lebesgue-Ramanujan-Nagell equation,

cx^2 + d = 4y^n, x, y ≥ 1, n ≥ 3, gcd(x, y) = 1, gcd(n, 2h(−cd)) = 1, (1.2)

where x, y and n are unknown integers. The known results include the following:

• (Persson [23], Stolt [25]. If c = 1 and n is a fixed odd prime, then there exist only a finite number of d for which (1.2) has integer solutions (x, y) and the number of solutions is also finite.

Date: February 17, 2021.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 11D61, 11D41; Secondary: 11Y50. Key words and phrases. Diophantine equation, Lehmer number, Primitive divisor. 1

• (Ljunggren [18, 19]). If c = 1 and d satisfies some congruence conditions, then (1.2) has only finite number of integer solutions (x, y, n) with n prime satisfying certain congruence conditions.

• (Le [14]). If n > 4 × 10^7, then (1.2) has no integer solution (x, y). • (Luca et al. [20]). Determined all the integer solutions (x, y, n) for c = 1, d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and 1 ≤ d ≤ 100.

In this paper, we consider more generalized Diophantine equation:

cx^2 + d^m = 4y^n, x, y ≥ 1, gcd(cx, dy) = 1, m ≥ 0, n ≥ 3, gcd(n, h(−cd)) = 1, (1.3)

where x, y, m and n are integers. For odd m, (1.3) was well studied, and thus there are handful number of results, which include the following:

• (Le [16]). For odd m and prime n > 5, (1.3) has only finite number of solutions (x, y, m, n). Moreover, the solutions satisfy 4y^n < exp exp 470. Later, this bound was improved by Mignotte [22].

• (Bugeaud [6], Arif and Al-Ali [2]). For odd m and prime n ≥ 5, they independently, determined the solutions of (1.3). However, Bilu [5] pointed out that there is a flaw in [16, 22] and a fortiori Bugeaud’s result in [6], and corrected that inaccuracy.

• (Bhatter et al. [3], Chakraborty et al. [8]). For c = 1, odd m and for certain primes d, they completely solved (1.3) without the coprimality conditions.

• (Dabrowski et al. [10]). For square-free integer c > 3, d a power of an odd prime, m even and n an odd prime, they studied (1.3) under the conditions ‘2^{n−1}d^{m/2} ≢ ±1 (mod c)’ and gcd(d, n) = 1. Under these conditions, they solved (1.3) for a ∈ {7, 11, 19, 43, 67, 163}. Here, we completely solved (1.3) without these conditions and we allow n ≥ 3 to be any integer.

Our aim is to perform a deeper study on (1.3) for even m and prime d. More precisely, we completely solved the Diophantine equation

cx^2 + p^{2m} = 4y^n, x ≥ 1, y > 1, m ≥ 0, n ≥ 3, gcd(x, y) = 1, gcd(n, h(−c)) = 1, (1.4)

in integers x, y, m, n and prime p with p ∤ c. Notably, we show that in some cases (1.4) can be completely solved by appealing to a deep result of Bilu, Hanrot and Voutier [4] on the existence of primitive divisors of Lehmer numbers.

2. Statement of the results

We first fix some notations. For a positive odd integer t, we define the following: R(c, u, v, t) := t−1 2∑ j=0 ( t 2j ) u^{t−2j−1}c^{t−12 −j}(−v^2)^j,

I(c, u, v, t) := t−1 2∑ j=0 ( t 2j + 1 ) u^{t−2j−1}c^{t−12 −j}(−v^2)^j. Then R(c, u, v, t) ≡ u^{t−1}c^{(t−1)/2} (mod t), t(−v)^{(t−1)/2} (mod c).

(2.1) and I(c, u, v, t) ≡ (−v)^{(t−1)/2} (mod t), (−v)^{(t−1)/2} (mod c).

(2.2)

The main goal of this paper is to prove the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let c > 3 be a square-free integer and p an odd prime. Suppose that n ≥ 3 is an integer such that gcd(n, 2h(−c)) = 1. If n has a prime factor q satisfying 2^{q−1}p^m ≠ |I(c, u, 1, q)|, then (1.4) has no solutions (c, x, y, m, n) with integers x, y, m and n. Further, if all the prime factors q of n satisfy 2^{q−1}p^m = |I(c, u, 1, q)|, then for such a prime factor q, the following hold.

(I) If n = q, then the solutions of (1.4) are given by (x, y) = ( u|R(c, u, 1, q)| 2^{q−1} , u^2c + 1 4 ) , where u ≥ 1 is an odd integer.

(II) If n = rq for some odd integer r ≥ 3, then (1.4) has no solutions.

Remarks. Here, we make the following comments on Theorem 2.1.

(I) For c = 1, 2, reading (1.4) modulo 4 we see that it has no solutions. (II) For p = 2, (1.4) can be written as cX^2 + 2^{2m−2} = y^n. This equation was deeply investigated by many authors; for instance, Le [15], Muriefah [1], Wang and Wang [27], Luca and Soydan [21] and Soydan and Cangul [24].

(III) The condition ‘2^{q−1}p^m ≢ |I(c, u, 1, q)|’ can be converted in to a stronger conditions ‘p^m ≢ ±1 (mod q)’ or ‘2^{q−1}p^m ≢ ±1 (mod c)’ using (2.2).

We now assume that p is an odd prime and n is an odd integer such that p | n. Then p^m ≠ ±1 (mod p) for any integer m ≥ 1. Also for m = 0, (1.4) becomes cx^2 +1 = 4(y^{n/p})^p, which has no solutions by Lemma 3.6. Therefore, Theorem 2.1 (using (II) of Remarks) yields the following straightforward corollary.

Corollary 2.1. Let c and p be as in Theorem 2.1. Assume that n ≥ 3 is an odd integer such that p | n and gcd(n, h(−c)) = 1. The the Diophantine equation cx^2 + p^{2m} = 4y^n, x ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, has no solutions. In particular, the Diophantine equation cx^2 + p^{2m} = 4y^p, x ≥ 1, y > 1, p ≥ 3, gcd(x, y) = 1, has no solutions.

Assume that S = {7, 11, 15, 19, 35, 39, 43, 51, 55, 67, 91, 95, 111, 115, 123, 155, 163, 183, 187, 195, 203, 219, 235, 259, 267, 29, 295, 299, 323, 355, 371, 395, 399, 403, 407, 427, 435, 471, 483, 555, 559, 579, 583, 595, 627, 651, 663, 667, 715, 723, 763, 791, 795, 799, 895, 903, 915, 939, 943, 955, 979, 987, 995, 1003, 1015, 1023, 1027, 1043, 1047, 1119, 1131, 1139, 1155, 1159, 1195, 1227, 1239, 1243, 1299, 1339, 1379, 1387, 1411, 1435, 1443, 1463, 1507, 1551, 1555, 1595, 1635, 1651, 1659, 1731, 1767, 1771, 1795, 1803, 1939, 1943, 1947, 1983, 1995}. Then for any c ∈ S, h(−c) ∈ {1, 2, 4, 8, 16, 32}. Thus one can deduce the following straightforward corollary. Corollary 2.2. Let c ∈ S, and p ≥ 3 be an odd prime.Then the Diophantine equation cx^2 + p^{2m} = 4y^p, x, y ≥ 1, m ≥ 0, gcd(x, y) = 1, has no solutions.

We now consider an integer n ≥ 3. Assume that q be an odd prime such that q | n. Then for any prime p, we have 2^{q−1}p^q ≡ ±1 (mod q), which implies p ≡ ±1 (mod q). Therefore by Theorem 2.1 (using (II) of Remarks), one gets the following: Corollary 2.3. Let n ≥ 3 be an odd integer and q its prime factor such that q ∤ h(−c). If p is an odd prime such that p ≢ ±1 (mod q), then the Diophantine equation qx^2 + p^{2q} = 4y^n, x, y ≥ 1, gcd(x, y) = 1, has no solutions.

Note that it follows from Corollary 2.3 that for distinct odd primes p and q satisfying q ∤ p ± 1, the Diophantine equation

qx^2 + p^{2q} = 4y^q, x, y ≥ 1, gcd(x, y) = 1,

has no solutions, since h(−q) < q.

Theorem 2.1 yields the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. Fix p ∈ {3, 7, 11, 19, 43, 67, 163} and q ∈ {19, 43, 67, 163}. Then the Diophantine equation

qx^2 + p^{2m} = 4y^q, x, y ≥ 1, m ≥ 0, gcd(x, y) = 1,

has no solutions.

3. Preliminaries

We first recall important results on the existence of primitive divisors of Lehmer numbers. For algebraic integers α and β, the pair (α, β) is known as a Lehmer pair if (α + β)^2 and αβ are two non-zero coprime rational integers, and α/β is not a root of unity. For a given positive integer ℓ, the ℓ-th Lehmer number corresponds to the pair (α, β) is defined as L_ℓ(α, β) = α^ℓ − β^ℓ α − β if 2 ∤ ℓ, α^ℓ − β^ℓ α^2 − β^2 if 2 | ℓ. It is known that all Lehmer numbers are non-zero rational integers. Note that two Lehmer pairs (α_1, β_1) and (α_2, β_2) are equivalent if α_1/α_2 = β_1/β_2 ∈ {±1, ± √ −1}. A prime divisor p of L_ℓ(α, β) is primitive if p | L_ℓ(α, β) and p ∤ (α^2 − β^2)^2L_1(α, β)L_2(α, β) · · · L_{ℓ−1}(α, β).

Let a = (α + β)^2 and b = (α − β)^2. Then α = ( √ a ± √ b)/2 and β = ( √ a ∓ √ b)/2. The pair (a, b) is known as the parameter corresponding to the Lehmer pair (α, β). We now recall the classical result of Bilu et al. [4, Theorem 1.4].

Theorem A. For any integer ℓ > 30, the Lehmer numbers L_ℓ(α, β) have primitive divisors.

The following lemma is a pert of a classical result of Voutier [26, Theorem 1].

Lemma 3.1. Let ℓ be a prime such that 7 ≤ ℓ ≤ 29. Assume that the Lehmer numbers L_ℓ(α, β) have no primitive divisor, then up to equivalence, the parameters (a, b) of the corresponding pair (α, β) must be given by the following:

(i) For ℓ = 7, (a, b) = (1, −7), (1, −19), (3, −5), (5, −7), (13, −3), (14, −22), (ii) For ℓ = 13, (a, b) = (1, −7).

Let F_k denote the k-th term in the Fibonacci sequence defined by F_0 = 0, F_1 = 1, and F_{k+2} = F_k + F_{k+1}, where k ≥ 0 is an integer. Also let L_k denote the k-th term in the Lucas sequence defined by L_0 = 2, L_1 = 1, and L_{k+2} = L_k + L_{k+1}. We need the following lemma, which follows from [4, Theorem 1.3].

Lemma 3.2. For ℓ = 3, 5, let the Lehmer numbers L_ℓ(α, β) have no primitive divisor. Then up to equivalence, the parameters (a, b) of the corresponding pair (α, β) must be:

(i) For ℓ = 3, (a, b) = (1+t, 1−3t) with t ≠ 1, (3^k+t, 3^k−3t) with t ≢ 0 (mod 3), (k, t) ≠ (1, 1);

(ii) For ℓ = 5, (a, b) = (F_{k−2ε}, F_{k−2ε} −4F_k) with k ≥ 3, (L_{k−2ε}, L_{k−2ε} −4L_k) with k ≠ 1; where t ≠ 0 and k ≥ 0 are any integers and ε = ±1.

Theorem B ([9, Theorems 1 and 3]). For an integer k ≥ 0, let F_k (resp. L_k) denote the k-th Fibonacci (resp. Lucas) number. Then

(i) if L_k = x^2, then k = 1, 3; (ii) if F_k = x^2, then k = 0, 1, 2, 12.

We deduce the following lemma from [13, Theorem 3.3].

Lemma 3.3. Let F_k be as in Theorem B. If F_k = 5x^2, then k = 5.

We also recall the following lemma from [11, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 3.4. Let F_k and L_k be as in Theorem B. Then for ε = ±1,

(i) 4F_k − F_{k−2ε} = L_{k+ε}, (ii) 4L_k − L_{k−2ε} = 5F_{k+ε}

We deduce the following lemma from [28, Corollary 3.1].

Lemma 3.5. Let C be a square-free positive integer. Assume that t is a positive odd integer such that gcd(t, h(−C)) = 1. Then all the positive integer solutions (X, Y, Z) of the equation CX^2 + Y^2 = 4Z^n, gcd(CX, Y ) = 1, can be expressed as X √ C + Y √ −1 2 = δ ( U √ C + μV √ −1 2 )_t , where U and V are positive integers satisfying 4Z = CU^2 + V^2, gcd(UC, V ) = 1, and δ, μ ∈ {−1, 1} when C > 3. For C = 3, δ ∈ {−1, 1, (1 + √ −C)/2, (−1 + √ −C)/2, (1 − √ −C)/2, (−1 − √ −C)/2} and μ{−1, 1}. We recall the following lemma from a result of Ljunggren [17].

Lemma 3.6. Let C ≥ 3 be a square-free integer and n ≥ 3 an integer such that gcd(n, 2h(−C)) = 1. Then the Diophantine equation

CX^2 + 1 = 4Y^n, X ≥ 1, Y > 1, gcd(X, Y ) = 1,

has no solutions.

4. Proof of Theorem 2.1

Here, we first prove the following crucial proposition which is the main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proposition 4.1. Let c > 3 be a square-free integer. Assume that p and q are odd primes such that q ∤ h(−c). Then the Diophantine equation

cx^2 + p^{2m} = 4y^q, gcd(x, y) = 1, (4.1)

has no positive integer solution, except for p^m = |I(u, 1, q)|/2^{q−1}. Further for p^m = |I(u, 1, q)|/2^{q−1}, its possible solutions are given by (x, y) = ( u|R(u, 1, q)| 2^{q−1} , u^2c + 1 4 ) , where u ≥ 1 is an odd integer.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Assume that (c, p, x, y, m, n) is a positive integer solution of (4.1). Then x is odd, and thus c ≡ 3 (mod 4). Also note that p ∤ cx since gcd(x, y) = 1 and c is square-free. As q is odd prime and q ∤ h(−c), so that by Lemma 3.5 we can positive integer u and v such that x √ c + p^m √ −1 2 = δ ( u √ c + μv √ −1 2 )_q (4.2) and 4y = u^2c + v^2 (4.3) with gcd(uc, v) = 1, where δ, μ ∈ {−1, 1}.

Equation the real and imaginary parts in (4.3), we get x = δu 2^{q−1} R(u, v, q), p^m = δμv 2^{q−1} I(u, v, q). (4.4)

These imply both u and v are odd, since x and p are odd.

We now define, α = u √ c + μv √ −1 2 , β = u √ c − μv √ −1 2 . Then one can show, using (4.3), that both α and β are algebraic integers. Clearly, gcd(uc, y) = 1, and thus (α + β)^2 = u^2c and αβ = y are coprime. Also α β = (u^2c − v^2)/2 + μuv √ −c y is a root of yT^2 − (u^2c − v^2)T + 4y = 0.

This shows that α/β is not a root of unity, since gcd(u^2c − v^2, y) = gcd(v, y) = 1. Thus (α, β) is a Lehmer pair with the parameter (u^2c, −v^2).

Let L_t(α, β) be the Lehmer number for the pair α, β. Then L_q(α, β) = p^m/δμv. Since L_q(α, β) is a non-zero rational integer and p is an odd prime, we get the following three cases.

Case I. v = p^m. In this case, |L_q(α, β)| = 1, and hence L_q(α, β) has no primitive divisors. Therefore by Theorem A and Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, there is no Lehmer number L_q(α, β) which has no primitive divisors when q ≠ 3, 5, 7, 13. Since (u^2c, v^2) is the parameter corresponds to the Lehmer pair (α, β), so that by Lemma 3.1, q = 7, 13 are not possible. This ensures that (4.1) has no positive integer solution, except for q = 3, 5.

For q = 3, by Lemma 3.2 (since (u^2c, −v^2) is the parameter corresponds to (α, β)),

v^2 = 3t − 1 (4.5) and v^2 = 3t − 3^k, (4.6) where t ≠ 0 and k ≥ 1 are integers with t ≢ 0 (mod 3) and (t, k) ≠ (1, 1). Clearly, (4.5) is not possible. Since t ≢ 0 (mod 3), so that (4.6) gives k = 1 and thus v ≡ 0 (mod 3). This ensures that v = 3^m, and thus equating the imaginary parts in (4.2) for q = 3, we get 3u^2c − 3^{2m} = ±4. This is not possible.

If q = 5, then we get (by Lemma 3.2),

(u^2c, v^2) = (F_{k−2ε}, 4F_k − F_{k−2ε}), k ≥ 3, (4.7) and (u^2c, v^2) = (L_{k−2ε}, 4L_k − L_{k−2ε}), k ≠ 1, (4.8) where ε = ±1. Utilizing Lemma 3.4 and Theorem B in (4.7), we get (k, ε) = (4, −1). Thus, u^2c = F_7 = 13 which gives u = 1 and c = 13. This is not possible since c ≡ 3 (mod 4). Again utilizing Lemma 3.4 in (4.8), we get 5F_{k+ε} = v^2, which shows that v = 5^m. Thus F_{k+ε} = 5 × 5^{2m−2}, and hence by Lemma 3.3, (k, ε, m) ∈ {(4, 1, 1), (6, −1, 1)}. Therefore u^2c = L_{k−2ε} gives u^2c = 3, 47, which further implies (u, c) ∈ {(1, 3), (1, 47)}. These lead to 3x^2 + 5^2 = 4 × 2^5 and 47x^2 + 5^2 = 4 × 13^5. It is easy to check that these are not possible.

Case II. v = p^r, 1 ≤ r ≤ m − 1. In this case, we get |L_q(α, β)| = p^{m−r}. Also (α^2 − β^2)^2 = −cu^2p^{2r}. Since r ≠ 0, so that L_q(α, β) has no primitive divisors. We can follow case I to show that (4.1) has no solution in this case too.

Case III. v = 1. In the case, |L_q(α, β)| = p^m. Thus p is a primitive divisor of L_q(α, β), and hence the previous method is not utilizable. Therefore, we utilize (4.4) to x = |uR(c, u, 1, q)| 2^{q−1} and p^m = |I(c, u, 1, q)| 2^{q−1} . Also (4.3) gives y = (u^2c + 1)/4. □ Proof of Theorem 2.1. Assume that (c, x, y, m, n) is a positive integer solution of (1.4). Then as in Proposition 4.1, x is odd, c ≡ 3 (mod 4) and p ∤ cx.

Suppose that q is a prime factor of n. Then we can write (1.4) as follows:

cx^2 + p^{2m} = 4Y^q, (4.9) where Y = y^{n/q}. Thus by Proposition 4.1, (4.9) has no solutions in positive integers provided p^m ≠ |I(c, u, 1, q)/2^{q−1}. Therefore (1.4) has no solutions in positive integers if p^m ≠ |I(c, u, 1, q)/2^{q−1}. In rest of the proof, we consider p^m = I(c, u, 1, q)/2^{q−1}. Therefore by Proposition 4.1, the only solution of (4.9) is given by (x, Y ) = ( u|R(c, u, 1, n)| 2^{n−1} , u^2c + 1 4 ) .

In case of n = q, we can conclude that the only solution of (1.4) is as follows: (x, y) = ( u|R(c, u, 1, n)| 2^{n−1} , u^2c + 1 4 ) , where u ≥ 1 is an odd integer.

Further, if n = rq for some odd integer r ≥ 3, then by Proposition 4.1, we get cu^2 + 1 = 4y^r, u ≥ 1, y > 1, gcd(u, y) = 1. (4.10) Since gcd(r, h(−c)) = 1, so that by Lemma 3.6, (4.10) has no solution (c, u, y, r) in positive integers. Therefore, (1.4) has no solutions. This completes the proof. □

acknowledgements

This work was started when K. Chakraborty and A. Hoque were visited Professor Jianya Liu at Shandong University, Weihai, whereas it was completed while A. Hoque was visiting K. Srinivas at The Institute of Mathematical Sciences, Chennai. K. Chakraborty and A. Hoque are thankful to Professor Jianya Liu and Shandong University, Weihai for wonderful hospitality and support during their visiting period. A. Hoque would like to thank The Institute of Mathematical Sciences, Chennai for hospitality and financial support during his visiting period. The authors are grateful to the anonymous referee for careful reading and valuable comments which have helped to improve this paper. The authors are also grateful to the referee for drawing the paper [10] to their attention. This work is supported by the grants SERB MATRICS Project No. MTR/2017/001006 and SERB-NPDF (PDF/2017/001958), Govt. of India.

References

[1] F. S. Abu Muriefah, On the Diophantine equation Ax^2 + 2^{2m} = y^n, Int. J. Math. Math. Sci. 25 (2001), no. 6, 373–381.

[2] S. A. Arif and A. Al-Ali, On the Diophantine equation ax^2 + b^m = 4y^n, Acta Arith. 103 (2002), 343–346.

[3] S. Bhatter, A. Hoque and R. Sharma, On the solutions of a Lebesgue-Nagell type equation, Acta Math. Hungar. 158 (2019), no. 1, 17–26.

[4] Y. Bilu, G. Hanrot and P. M. Voutier, Existence of primitive divisors of Lucas and Lehmer numbers (with an appendix by M. Mignotte), J. Reine Angew. Math. 539 (2001), 75–122.

[5] Y. Bilu, On Le’s and Bugeaud’s papers about the equation ax^2 + b^{2m−1} = 4c^p, Monatsh. Math. 137 (2002), 1–3.

[6] Y. Bugeaud, On some exponential Diophantine equations, Monatsh. Math. 132 (2001), 93–97. [7] Y. Bugeaud and T. N. Shorey, On the number of solutions of the generalized Ramanujan-Nagell equation, J. Reine Angew. Math. 539 (2001), 55–74.

[8] K. Chakraborty, A. Hoque and R. Sharma, Complete solutions of certain Lebesgue-Ramanujan-Nagell equations, Publ. Math. Debrecen 97 (2020), no. 3-4, 339–352.

[9] J. H. E. Cohn, Square Fibonacci numbers, etc., Fibonacci Quart. 2 1964, no. 2, 109–113. [10] A. Dabrowski, N. Günhan and G. Soydan, On a class of Lebesgue-Ljunggren-Nagell type equations, J. Number Theory, 215 (2020), 149–159.

[11] A. Hoque, On a class of Lebesgue-Ramanujan-Nagell equations, submitted for publication,

ArXiv:2005.05214.

[12] A. Hoque and A. Togbé, On the Diophantine equation dx^2 + p^{2m} = 2y^n, Preprint. [13] R. Keskin and O. Karaatli, Generalized Fibonacci and Lucas numbers of the form 5x^2, Int. J. Number Theory 11 (2015), no. 3, 931–944.

[14] M. Le, On the Diophantine equations d_1x^2 + 2^{2m}d_2 = y^n and d_1x^2 + d_2 = 4y^n, Proc. Amer. Math.

Soc. 118 (1993), 67–70.

[15] M. Le, On the Diophantine equation 2^n + px^2 = y^p, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 123 (1995), no. 2, 321–326.

[16] M. Le, On the Diophantine equation D_1x^2 + D_2 = 4y^n, Monatsh. Math. 120 (1995), 121–125. [17] W. Ljunggren, Über die Gleichungen 1 + Dx^2 = 2y^n und 1 + Dx^2 = 4y^n , Norske Vid. Selsk. Forh., Trondhjem 15 (1942), 115–118.

[18] W. Ljunggren, On the Diophantine equation x^2 + D = 4y^q, Monatsh. Math. 75 (1971), 136–143. [19] W. Ljunggren, New theorems concerning the Diophantine equation x^2 + D = 4y^n, Acta Arith. 21 (1972), 183–191.

[20] F. Luca, Sz. Tengely and A. Togbé, On the Diophantine equation x^2 + C = 4y^n, Ann. Sci. Math.

Québec 33 (2009), no. 2, 171–184.

[21] F. Luca and G. Soydan, On the Diophantine equation 2^m +nx^2 = y^n, J. Number Theory, 132 (2012), 2604–2609.

[22] M. Mignotte, On the Diophantine equation D_1x^2 + D^m_2 = 4y^n, Portugal Math. 54 (1997), 457–460. [23] B. Persson, On a Diophantine equation in two unknowns, Ark. Mat. 1 (1949), 45–57. [24] G. Soydan and I. N. Cangul, Note on “On the Diophantine equation nx^2 + 2^{2m} = y^n”, J. Number Theory 140 (2014), 425–426.

[25] B. Stolt, Die Anzahl von Losungen gewisser Diophantischer Gleichungen, Arch. Math. 8 (1957), 393–400.

[26] P. M. Voutier, Primitive divisors of Lucas and Lehmer sequences, Math. Comp. 64 (1995), 869–888. [27] Y. X, Wang and T. T. Wang, On the Diophantine equation nx^2 + 2^{2m} = y^n, J. Number Theory 131 (2011), 1486–1491.

[28] P. Z. Yuan, On the Diophantine equation ax^2 + by^2 = ck^n, Indag. Math. (N. S.) 16 (2005), no. 2, 301–320.

K. Chakraborty @Kerala School of Mathematics, Kozhikode-673571, Kerala, India. Email address: kalychak@ksom.res.in

A. Hoque @Department of Mathematics, Rangapara College, Rangapara, Sonitpur- 784505, India.

Email address: ahoque.ms@gmail.com

K. Srinivas @Institute of Mathematical Sciences, HBNI, CIT Campus, Taramani, Chennai- 600113, India.

Email address: srini@imsc.res.in