INTEGERS: ELECTRONIC JOURNAL OF COMBINATORIAL NUMBER THEORY 7 (2007), #A17

INTEGERS WITH A LARGE SMOOTH DIVISOR

William D. Banks
Department of Mathematics, University of Missouri, Columbia, MO 65211, USA
bbanks@math.missouri.edu

Igor E. Shparlinski
Department of Computing, Macquarie University, Sydney, NSW 2109, Australia
igor@ics.mq.edu.au

Received: 7/19/06, Revised: 1/31/07, Accepted: 2/2/07, Published: 4/3/07

Abstract

We study the function ©(x,y, z) that counts the number of positive integers n < x which
have a divisor d > z with the property that p < y for every prime p dividing d. We also
indicate some cryptographic applications of our results.

1. Introduction

For every integer n > 2, let P™(n) and P~(n) denote the largest and the smallest prime
factor of n, respectively, and put P*(1) = 1, P~ (1) = oco. For real numbers x,y > 1,
let U(z,y) and ®(x,y) denote the counting functions of the sets of y-smooth numbers and
y-rough numbers, respectively; that is,

U(z,y)=#{n <z : PT(n) <y} and O(z,y) =#{n<z : P (n) >y}

For a very wide range in the xy-plane, it is known that

X

V(r,y) ~o(u)r  and @(x,y)Nw(U)logy,

where u denotes the ratio (logx)/logy, o(u) is the Dickman function, and w(u) is the Buch-
stab function; the definitions and certain analytic properties of o(u) and w(u) are reviewed
in Sections 2 and 3 below.

In this paper, our principal object of study is the function O(x,y, z) that counts positive
integers n < x for which there exists a divisor d | n with d > z and P*(d) < y; in other
words,

O(z,y,z) =#{n <z : n, >z},
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where n, denotes the largest y-smooth divisor of n. The function ©(x,y, z) has been previ-
ously studied in the literature; see [1, 6, 7, 8.

For z,y, z varying over a wide domain, we derive the first two terms of the asymptotic
expansion of O(x,y, z). We show that the main term can be naturally defined in terms of
the partial convolution C, ,(u,v) of ¢ with w, which is defined by

Coo(u,v) = / w(u — s)o(s) ds.
Using precise estimates for WU(z,y) and ®(z,y), we also identify the second term of the

asymptotic expansion of O(z,y,z), which is naturally expressed in terms of the partial
convolution C, »(u,v) of ¢’ with w:

Co (11, 0) = / " (i — $)0/(s) ds.

Theorem 1. For fixed ¢ > 0 and uniformly in the domain

>3, y>exp{(loglogz)”®™},  ylogy <z <uafy,
we have
x
O(x,y,2) = (g(u) + Cy o(u, v)):c — 7 Cyp(u,v) og + O(E(a:, Y, z)),

where u = (logx)/logy, v = (log z)/logy, «v is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, and

sdlo £y, o)}

logy log(v +1)

£y, 2) {Q(U S

- log y

Similar results have been obtained concomitantly, using a more elaborate approach, by
Tenenbaum [8].

The proof of Theorem 1 is given below in Section 4; our principal tools are the estimates
of Lemma 4 (Section 2) and Lemma 6 (Section 3). In Section 5, we use the formula of
Theorem 1 to give a heuristic prediction for the density of certain integers of cryptographic
interest which appear in a work by Menezes [3].

2. Integers Free of Large Prime Factors

In this section, we collect various estimates for the counting function ¥ (z,y) of y-smooth
numbers:

U(z,y) =#{n <z : PT(n) <y}
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As usual, we denote by o(u) the Dickman function; it is continuous at u = 1, differentiable
for u > 1, and it satisfies the differential-difference equation

ud' (u) +o(u—1)=0 (u>1), (1)

along with the initial condition o(u) =1 (0 < u < 1). It is convenient to define p(u) = 0 for
all u < 0 so that (1) is satisfied for v € R\ {0, 1}, and we also define ¢'(u) by right-continuity
at u = 0 and u = 1. For a discussion of the analytic properties of o(u), we refer the reader
to [6, Chapter IIL.5].

We need the following well known estimate for ¥(z,y), which is due to Hildebrand [2]
(see also [6, Corollary 9.3, Chapter IIL.5]):

Lemma 1. For fired € > 0 and uniformly in the domain

>3,  x>y>exp{(loglogz)”*},
we have | .
¥op) = olw)a {140 (ELEI,
log y

where u = (logx)/logy.

We also need the following extension of Lemma 1, which is a special case of the results
of Saias [5]:

Lemma 2. For fixed € > 0 and uniformly in the domain
x> 3, y > exp{(loglog z)*/**}, x > ylogy,

the following estimate holds:

Vo) = oo+ (- D) o+ 0 (20 )

where u = (logx)/logy.

The following lemma provides a precise estimate for the sum

S(y,2)= é

d>z
Pt(d)<y

over a wide range, which is used in the proofs of Lemmas 4 and 6 below. The sum S(y, z)
has been previously studied; see, for example, [7].
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Lemma 3. For fired € > 0 and uniformly in the domain
y>3, 1<z <expexp{(logy)’*~},

we have
S(y, z) = 7(v)logy — vo(v) + O(E(y, 2)),
where v = (log )/ log y,

r0)= [ ols)ds,

and | .
o(v) log(v + 1) if z > ylogy;
logy
E(y,z) = .
—+M if z < ylogy.
z logy

exp{(logy)3/°~</?}
logy

Proof. Let Y = ylogy. First, suppose that z > Y, and put T' = . By

partial summation, it follows that

1
S.2)= Y, S+8(y")
z<d<y”T
P*(d)<y (2)

\IJ T \Ij T ‘I’ s
_ (yT7 y) B (Z,y) +logy/ Md3—|-3(y’yT)
Y z v ys

v 1 1
By Lemma 1, we have the estimate () =o(v)+ 0O <Q(U> log(v i >> :
z 0gy

We now recall that
o(w) = exp (—wlogw + O(wloglog w)) ; (3)
see [5, Lemma 3(iv)]. Thus, by our choice of 7" we have

exp{(log y)*/°~¢/2}
(log y)2/5+8/2 :

o(T) = exp {—(1 o(1)

On the other hand, since v < log z < exp{(logy)*/°¢}, it follows that

o(v)log(v+1)  exp(—vlogv + O(vloglogv))

logy logy
> exp {—(1+ o(1)) exp{(logy)**~*}(log y)*/*~*} .

Therefore,

Uy, y) o(v)log(v +1) ()
yT ‘

T
<1 < Tog y
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The following bound is given in the proof of [7, Corollary 2]:

1 —(1—¢
Sy') = Y S <oDeT +y 1T,

d>yT
PH(d)<y

from which we deduce that
o(v)log(v + 1)
logy

To estimate the integral in (2), we apply Lemma 2 and write

S(y,y") <

T\IJ s
/ %ds:fl—i-lg—i—O(lg),

where

b= [ olo)ds =) (@),

-1 [T — D) (o(T) —
b= 02D [T gy 20D =)
logy J, logy
1 T / T A
I3 — 5 / Q//(S)dszg( ) 2@(2})'
log™y Ju log™y
Using (1) together with [6, Lemma 8.1 and bound (61), Chapter II1.5] we see that |¢'(v)| <
o(v)log(v + 1). Furthermore, as in our derivation of (4), we see that (3) yields
o(v)log(v+1)
log”y

T(T) < o(T) <

Therefore,

Ty y) (v — Do(v) o(v)log(v + 1)
/v y* ds=rv) - log y +O( log y ) ®)

Inserting the estimates (4), (5), and (6) into (2), we obtain the desired estimate when z > Y.

Next, suppose that y < 2z <Y, and put V = lfz)ggz =1+ lolgol%. Since o(s) =1 —log s for

log1
1<s<2 wehave 1> p(v) >o(V)=1+0 ( o;g) ;gy) ; therefore,
0
log log y
o(v) — o(V 7
() olV) < 2 (7
By partial summation, it follows that
1
2<d<Y
PH(d)<y (8)

(Y N V\If s
B <Y,y>_ (z,y>+10gy/ W9 4 4 sy.v).
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Using Lemma 1 together with (7), it follows that

DB ) ) +0 (o) < KEEY )

Applying the estimate from the previous case, we also have

S@hY):7{V)ng¥—7MV)+()(b;y). (10)

To estimate the integral in (8), we use Lemma 1 again and write

V\I/S
/-ﬁ%@@:Q+o%y

Yy
where
v
L - / ofs) ds = 7(v) — 7(V),
1 v log(Y log1
Lo— / s — Los( 2/2) « lology,
logy /, log”y log”y
Therefore,
VU (y log]
/-ﬁhﬂ$:ﬂm—ﬂm+o(%%ﬁ). (11)
v y® log”y

Inserting the estimates (9), (10) and (11) into (8), and taking into account (7), we obtain
the stated estimate for y < z <Y.

Finally, suppose that 1 < z < y. In this case,
1
S(y,2) = > 2T 5.y (12)
2<d<y
By partial summation, we have

1
Z 7 = logy —logz+O(z7') = (1 —v)logy + O(z™)

— togy [ ofs)ds + 0(=) = (r(v) ~ (1) gy + O(:").

Applying the estimate from the previous case, we also have

log log y)

5:0) = (D) Togy (1) + 0 (22

Inserting these estimates into (12), and using the fact that o(v) = p(1) = 1, we obtain the
desired result. O
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Lemma 4. For fired € > 0 and uniformly in the domain
>3, y>exp{(logloga)”**}, 1<z <afy,

we have

o(u —u
Z % < Cyp(u,v)log(u+1) + o(u —v)p(v) + o(u — 1),
z<d<z/y
PH(d)<y

where u = (logz)/logy, v = (logz)/logy, uq = (logd)/logy for every integer d in the sum,
and

Confie) = [ olu=s)o(s)ds.
Proof. By partial summation, we have

uUu—"u v /
> % = S(y,x/y) — olu —v)S(y, z) +/ o' (u—s)S(y,y°) ds.
z<d<z/y ’
PH(d)<y

Lemma 3 implies that

S(y,x/y) = 7(u—1)logy + O(o(u — 1)),
S(y, z) = 7(v)logy + O(o(v)),

and 1
/ o (u—8)S(y,y°)ds = Iy logy + O(1),

where
u—1
I = / o (u—s)T(s)ds = o(u —v)7(v) — 7(u — 1) + Cy p(u,v),
yufl
]2:/ |0/ (u — s)]o(s) ds.
Finally, using the bound |¢'(t)| < o(t)log(t + 1) (for t > 1), we see that
u—1
I, < log(u+1) / o(u—s)o(s)ds < C,p(u,v)log(u+1).

Putting everything together, the result follows. |
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3. Integers Free of Small Prime Factors

In this section, we collect various estimates for the counting function ®(x,y) of y-rough
numbers:

O(z,y)=#{n<z : P (n) >y}

As usual, we denote by w(u) the Buchstab function; for uw > 1, it is the unique continuous
solution to the differential-difference equation

(uw(u))/ =w(u—1) (u>2) (13)

with initial condition uw(u) = 1 (1 < u < 2). It is convenient to define w(u) = 0 for all
u < 1 so that (13) is satisfied for u € R\ {1, 2}, and we also define w’(u) by right-continuity
at w = 1 and u = 2. For a discussion of the analytic properties of w(u), we refer the reader
to [6, Chapter I11.6]

The next result follows from [6, Corollary 7.5, Chapter IIL.6]:
Lemma 5. For fired € > 0 and uniformly in the domain
5/3+s}

>3, x>y exp{(loglogx)

the following estimate holds:

v = et 0 40 (135,

where u = (logz)/logy, and ((1,y) =[], (1 — p )7

Lemma 6. For fired € > 0 and uniformly in the domain
>3, y>exp{(logloga)”**}, 1<z <afy,

we have

wlu —u,
Z % = Cw,g(u7v) lOgy _Vcw,9'<u7v) + O(E(yaz))v
z<d<z/y
PH(d)<y

where u = (logz)/logy, v = (log z)/logy, uq = (logd)/logy for every integer d in the sum,
and E(y, z) is the error term of Lemma 3.

Proof. By partial summation, it follows that

wlu—u vl 5
> ) styafy) - wlu s+ [ w950 s
z<d<z/y v
Pt (d)<y
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By Lemma 3 we have the estimates S(y,z/y) = 7(u — 1)logy — vo(u — 1) + O(E(y,z/y))
and S(y,z) = 7(v)logy — yo(v) + O(E(y, 2)). Also,

u—1
/ W'(u—8)S(y,y*)ds = I logy — vl + O(13),
where
/ (u—s)71(s)ds =w(u—v)7(v) = 7(u — 1) + C, ,(u,v),

/ "(u=8)o(s)ds = w(u—v)p(v) — o(u—1) + Cy »(u,v),

/ ‘w u—s‘Eyy)d

log Yy
Putting everything together, we see that the stated estimate follows from the bound
E(y,z/y) +w(u —v)E(y,2) + I3 < E(y, 2). (14)

To prove this, observe that E(y,z1) < E(y,z) holds for all z; > 2z, > 1. Therefore,
E(y,z/y) < E(y,z), and

E u=l E
I <<M/ |w’(u—s)}ds<<M.
logy J, log y

Taking into account the fact that w(u — v) < 1, we derive (14), completing the proof. [

4. Proof of Theorem 1

For fixed y, every positive integer n can be uniquely decomposed as a product n = de, where
P*(d) <y and P~ (e) >y. Therefore,

Ox,y,2) = Y, > 1= > o/dy)

z<d<z e<z/d z<d<zx
PH(d)<y P~ (e)>y PH(d)<y
= U(z,y) - V(z/y.y)+ Y O(x/dy).
z<d<z/y

PH(d)<y
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(u—1)z

Using Lemma 1, it follows that ¥ (z,y)—V(z/y,y) = o(u) x+0O (Q ] ) . By Lemma 5,
ogy

we also have

5 o= X {(205) oo ()

2
z<d<z/y z<d<z/y leg Y
PH(d)<y Pt(d)<y
ex Z w(u — ug) ey (U(2/y.y) — U(z,y))
= - r/y,y)— Y
Ly =, ¢(1,y) (15)
P (d)<y
T u—u
4 O(l 2 Z o( ; d)>‘
08 Y z<d<z/y
P*(d)<y
Applying Lemma 1 again, we have — ly {V(z/y,y) — V(z,y)} < ou-1)z Inserting
’ ¢(Ly) ’ ’ logy

the estimates of Lemmas 4 and 6 into (15), and making use of the trivial estimate

> o(v)logy
Cpo(u,v)log(u+1) < logy/v o(s)ds < log(v+ 1)
it is easy to see that

e’logy ex

¢(1,y) ¢(1,y)

To complete to proof, we use the estimate (see Vinogradov [9]):

O(x,y,z2) = (Q(u) + Cypo(u,v) )x —vCy .y (u,v) + O(S(x, v, z))

((1,y) = " logy(1 + exp{—c(logy)*}),

which holds for some absolute constant ¢ > 0, together with the trivial estimate

h o(v)
max{Cyo(u,v),Coy(u,v)} < /v o(s)ds < og(v +1)°

5. Cryptographic Applications

Suppose that two primes p and ¢ are selected for use in the Digital Signature Algorithm (see,
for example, [4]) using the following standard method:

e Select a random m-bit prime ¢;

e Randomly generate k-bit integers n until a prime p = 2nq + 1 is reached.
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The large subgroup attack described in [3, Section 3.2.3] leads one naturally to consider the
following question: What is the probability n(k, ¢, m) that n has a divisor s > ¢ which is
2f-smooth?

It is natural to expect that the proportion of those integers in the set {2*~! < n < 2%}
having a large smooth divisor should be roughly the same as the proportion of integers in

{2’“’1 <n<2: n=(p—1)/(2q) for some prime p=1 (mod 2q) }

having a large smooth divisor. Accordingly, we expect that the probability n(k,¢,m) is
reasonably close to
O(2k, 2¢ 2m) — @(2k-1, 2¢, 2m)
9k—1

Theorem 1 then suggests that n(k, ¢, m) ~ 2 p(k,¢,m) — p(k — 1,¢,m), where
Y Co o (k/L,m/l)
(log 2 '

In particular, the most interesting choice of parameters at the present time is k£ = 863, ¢ = 80,
and m = 160 (which produce a 1024-bit prime p); we expect 1(863, 80, 160) ~ 0.09576.

ok, 6,m) = o(k/l) + Coo(k/€;m/€) —
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