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Let �.n/ be the sum of the divisors of n. Although much attention has been paid
to the possible values of �.n/� n (the sum of proper divisors), comparatively
little work has been done on the possible values of e.n/ WD �.n/� 2n. Here we
present some theoretical and computational results on these values. In particular,
we exhibit some infinite and possibly infinite families of integers that appear in
the image of e.n/. We also find computationally all values of n< 1020 for which
e.n/ is odd, and we present some data from our computations. At the end of this
paper, we present some conjectures suggested by our computational work.

1. Introduction and background

Let s.n/ be the sum of the proper divisors of n, so that s.n/D �.n/�n, where �.n/
represents the standard sum-of-divisors function. We shall refer to the value by
which the sum of the proper divisors of an integer n exceeds n as the excedent of n,
which we denote by e.n/, so that e.n/ WD s.n/�n, or e.n/ WD �.n/�2n. In a sense,
values of e.n/ have been studied since antiquity. The Pythagoreans, for example,
were especially interested in finding those n for which e.n/ D 0. These are the
perfect numbers. Today we also use the ancient Greek descriptors deficient and
abundant to refer to those integers n for which e.n/ < 0 and e.n/ > 0, respectively.

More recently, some particular values of the excedent of n have been studied in
the literature. Most noteworthy is the case where e.n/D 1. An integer for which
e.n/ D 1 is said to be quasiperfect. Quasiperfect numbers were first studied by
Cattaneo [1951], who referred to e.n/ as the eccedenza of n, partly inspiring our
choice of the English word excedent. Cattaneo showed that a quasiperfect number
must be an odd square, and that if it is relatively prime to 3, it must have at least
seven distinct prime factors. These results have since been improved. We now
know, for example, that if n is a quasiperfect number:
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(1) nD k2, where k is odd [Cattaneo 1951];

(2) if m is a proper divisor of n, then �.m/ < 2n [Cattaneo 1951];

(3) if r j�.n/ then r � 1 or 3 .mod 8/ [Cattaneo 1951];

(4) n has at least seven prime factors [Hagis and Cohen 1982];

(5) n> 1035 [Hagis and Cohen 1982].

Despite this impressive list, however, the biggest question concerning quasiperfect
numbers, namely, do quasiperfect numbers exist?, remains unanswered. In the
language of this paper, we could say that we still don’t know whether there are
integers n for which e.n/D 1.

There seems to have been only one attempt to pursue more general questions of
this sort. In his Ph.D. thesis (see [Cohen 1982] for a summary), Cohen considered a
generalization of quasiperfect numbers. According to his definition, a k-quasiperfect
number is an integer n for which s.n/� nD k2 for a positive integer k relatively
prime to n. He proved, among other things, that if such numbers exist, they must
be larger than 1020 and have at least four distinct prime factors.

In this work, we wish to broaden Cohen’s definition of a k-quasiperfect number
to allow for any integer value of k. Then a 0-quasiperfect number is just a perfect
number, a 1-quasiperfect number is the integer normally defined as a quasiperfect
number, and we could denote the integers which Cohen considered simply as
k-quasiperfect numbers for square k.

Our primary goal is to classify those integers m that are in the image of the
excedent function. We call these integers excedents. Integers not in the image
of e.n/ we call nonexcedents. The general problem of how to determine whether
a given integer is an excedent seems very hard, however, and we are far from a
complete classification. We do, however, give a few results concerning infinite and
two potentially infinite families of excedents. We also give a conjecture, based on
extensive computational evidence, about which small values of m are excedents,
and which are nonexcedents.

2. Related work

It is worth noting that although references to values of s.n/� n in the literature are
fairly rare, some work has been done on values of �.n/� n. Erdős [1973] showed
that there are infinitely many numbers m for which �.n/� nDm has no solution,
and furthermore that these m have positive lower density. Chen and Zhao [2011]
have recently improved this to show that the density of these m is at least 0:06.
Pomerance [1975] has considered a more general case, considering the set

S.a/D fn W �.n/� a .mod n/g:
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He showed that for all a, the set S.a/ has at least two elements.
More recently, there has been an increase in interest in topics related to the values

of s.n/�n. Anavi, Pollack and Pomerance [Anavi et al. 2013] show that the number
of elements not greater than x in S.a/ (not counting those in a certain “obvious”
set involving multiples of perfect and multiply perfect numbers) is bounded by
x1=2Co.1/ for each jaj � x1=4. Since �.n/� e.n/ .mod n/, this immediately gives
an upper bound on the number of n up to x for which e.n/� a .mod n/ as well.
One conclusion is that there can be no more than x1=2Co.1/ k-quasiperfect integers
up to x (outside of the obvious set) for any k � x1=4.

is studied in [Pollack and Shevelev 2012]. These are integers whose excedent
is equal to one of the divisors. Finally, it is shown in [Pollack and Pomerance
2013] that for odd k, the number of k-quasiperfect numbers that are � x is at most
x1=4Co.1/ as x!1.

Somewhat disappointingly, a close study of the references in this paper, including
several suggested by the referee, show that the first three theorems in this paper have
already appeared in some form in the literature. We shall still give our statements
(and in one case, our proof) of these theorems in the hope that they may offer two
things. First, we present and prove our theorems in an elementary manner. Second,
our independent discovery of these results play an important role in our story, and
help to motivate much of the computational work in the latter parts of the paper.

3. Computational experiments

Most computations for this work were conducted using PARI/GP. Initially, we
computed e.n/ for all n in the range Œ1; 1010�. We then recorded the number of
times an integer m occurred as a value of e.n/ in this range. Let Nm.x/ be the
number of integers n� x for which e.n/Dm. Values for some small m from our
computation are given in Table 1. It is worth noting that there are several methods
which can speed up the computation of many values of e.n/. We worked primarily
by isolating the values in which we were especially interested. A clever method for
finding all numbers not in the image of s.n/ up to a given bound has recently been
described in [Pomerance and Yang 2012].

In looking at this data, a few things immediately stand out. The most obvious is
that there are many integers whose excedent is 12. Slightly less obvious, perhaps,
is what seems to be a bias toward even values of the excedent function. These
observations would guide our initial work.

It is clear that 12 is in the image of e.n/ quite often, leading us to ask immediately
if there are other values which appear very often. Extending our search, we found
a few other values of m for which there are a large number of integers n with
e.n/D m, namely mD 56 and mD 992. A bit of consideration reveals that the
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m Nm.1010/ m Nm.1010/

1 0 �1 32
2 9 �2 4
3 1 �3 0
4 10 �4 14
5 0 �5 1
6 3 �6 8
7 1 �7 1
8 25 �8 15
9 0 �9 0

10 3 �10 9
11 0 �11 1
12 78505339 �12 7
13 0 �13 0
14 6 �14 4
15 0 �15 0
16 20 �16 35
17 1 �17 0
18 10 �18 5
19 1 �19 2
20 20 �20 15

Table 1. Number of integers n� 1010 for which e.n/Dm for small m.

numbers 12; 56; 992 are precisely double the first three perfect numbers, 6; 28; 496,
leading us to suspect that integers that are exactly double perfect numbers may
come up unusually often. We proved that each of these numbers in fact occurs
infinitely often (see Theorem 2), and we note that these numbers are a special case
of the set described in [Anavi et al. 2013]. The “obvious” set mentioned above
contains multiples of both perfect and multiply perfect numbers — it’s clear that
these values of the excedent function behave quite differently than do other values.
Anavi et al. [2013] refer to these as regular solutions of �.n/ � a .mod n/, as
opposed to the other, sporadic solutions.

Similarly, the observation that odd numbers occur in the image of e.n/ infre-
quently led us to seek a classification for those n with e.n/ odd. We succeeded in
completely classifying these values; see Theorem 1.

A final observation we made was that, among the odd values of s.n/, many
integers that are one less than a power of 2 seemed to appear. An inquiry into these
numbers led us to the discovery that every Mersenne prime is the excedent of at
least one positive integer. This is proven in Theorem 3.
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rank of rank of
m apparition m apparition

of m of m

�2 3 2 20
�4 5 4 12
�6 7 6 8925
�8 22 8 56
�10 11 10 40
�12 13 12 24
�14 27 14 272
�16 17 16 550
�18 19 18 208
�20 46 20 176

Table 2. The smallest n for which e.n/Dm for small even m.

4. Ranks of apparition

If we wish to decide whether an integer is an excedent, it would be helpful to know
how far we ought to search via brute force before believing that an integer which
has not yet appeared as an excedent will never appear. We ask then, for a given
excedent m, what is the smallest integer n for which e.n/Dm? We shall refer to
this n as the rank of apparition of m. If all m that are excedents have small rank of
apparition, we may trust that for all m, either m is the excedent of a small integer,
or it is never the excedent of any.

Table 2 gives the rank of apparition of all even integers m with jmj � 20. It
suggest that if m is an even excedent of any integer, it is likely the excedent of
a rather small integer. Indeed the rank of apparition of all even m in the range
�20�m� 20 is under 10,000.

For odd excedents, the situation is quite different. Recall that for some odd
values m (including 1), we do not know whether m is ever an excedent. Table 3
lists every small odd integer which is the excedent of some n< 1020, together with
its rank of apparition.

The fact that some values, say mD�11, don’t appear until over 200,000 makes us
hesitate to claim that values which don’t come up early will never appear. In fact, the
situation is even worse than this. The smallest integer we found (in absolute value)
whose rank of apparition is more than 106 is 127, for which g.127/ D 1032256.
Similarly, g.1529/ D 66324736 is the smallest known m for which the rank of
apparition is greater than 107. If we want any hope of putting together a list of
excedents and nonexcedents, then, we shall clearly have to extend our search beyond
these small values.
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rank of rank of
m apparition m apparition

of m of m

�1 1 3 18
�5 9 7 196
�7 50 17 100
�11 244036 19 36
�19 25 31 15376
�25 98 39 162
�47 484

Table 3. The smallest n for which e.n/Dm for small odd m.

5. Results

As described above, most of our results were motivated by a careful observation of a
large amount of data. We here state and prove the three theorems briefly mentioned
above, which constitute the primary theoretical results of our research.

Before proceeding, we wish to remind the reader of some basic facts about the
function �.n/. There are two properties of �.n/ which we shall need. First, for a
prime power pk , we have

�.pk/D
pkC1� 1

p� 1
:

Second, �.n/ is multiplicative. That is, if a and b are relatively prime, then
�.ab/D �.a/�.b/. It seems likely that this property, which is so useful in a large
number of applications, is the primary reason that so much more attention has been
paid to �.n/ than to s.n/. From these two facts, it is fairly straightforward to show
the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The excedent of n, e.n/, is odd if and only if nD k2 or nD 2k2 for
some integer k.

This theorem is enormously useful. Since we have already determined (com-
putationally) that odd excedents are rare, we wish to extend our search for these
numbers. Thanks to Theorem 1, if we wish to look for odd excedents, we now
know that we need to consider only squares and numbers that are double a square.
We will use this to great effect for our computations in Section 7. While Theorem 1
is crucial in our work below, it is not original. It is similar to one often encountered
in number theory courses; see [Burton 1976, Chapter 6, Exercise 7], for example.

Our second theorem concerns one family of numbers (probably infinite), all of
which appear in the image of the excedent function. Although this theorem was
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new to us, we have learned that this is not the first time it has appeared in the
literature. The referee pointed out that this theorem appears in more general form in
[Pomerance 1975], from which we learned that the first appearance of Theorem 2
was in a note by Mąkowski [1960].

Theorem 2. If N is a perfect number, then 2N will be the excedent of infinitely
many integers m. In particular, if p is a prime not dividing 2N , then 2N is the
excedent of 2pN .

Although the proof of this theorem can be found with a literature search, the reader
is encouraged to try to prove it herself. It takes only straightforward calculation.
Indeed, this result also can now be found in some elementary number theory texts;
Theorem 2 appears, for example, as Exercise 21 of [Robbins 2006].

Somewhat disappointingly, despite the fact that our third theorem was new when
we proved it, a proof appeared in a paper by Pollack and Shevelev [2012] after our
work was submitted to Involve. We discovered this work while reading references
recommended by the referee during revisions.

Theorem 3. Let Mp D 2p � 1 be a Mersenne prime. Then 2p � 1 will be in the
image of the excedent function. In particular,

e.2p�1M 2
p /DMp:

Proof. Let Mp D 2p � 1 be a Mersenne prime, and let nD 2p�1M 2
p . We wish to

show that e.n/D �.n/� 2nDMp. Because n is already written as a power of 2

multiplied by an odd prime, we can use the multiplicativity of �.n/ to write

�.2p�1M 2
p /D �.2

p�1/�.M 2
p /

D .2p
� 1/.M 2

p CMpC 1/

D .2p
� 1/.M 2

p C 2p/

D 2pM 2
p C 22p

�M 2
p � 2p

D 2pM 2
p C 2pMp �M 2

p

D 2pM 2
p CMp.2

p
�Mp/

D 2pM 2
p CMp:

Then, since nD 2p�1M 2
p and �.n/D 2pM 2

p CMp , we have that the excedent of
n, �.n/� 2n, is

e.n/D .2pM 2
p CMp/� 2.2p�1M 2

p /DMp;

as desired. �
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6. Arithmetic progressions

As we noted above, the set of Mersenne primes is a (probably) infinite family of
values of the excedent function. We might then ask: are there any provably infinite
families of excedents? A bit of thought reveals the answer to be in the affirmative.
For example, e.p/D�.p�1/ for any prime p, so any integer of the form �.p�1/

is certainly an excedent. Indeed, we could find several other infinite families of
excedents in terms of their prime factorization as well. Rather than pursue this
avenue of study, however, we would like to turn our attention to one more idea —
looking for excedents in arithmetic progressions.

To this end, we present one more theorem, and the result of one intriguing
computation. The demonstration of the following theorem relies on the Goldbach
conjecture. The Goldbach conjecture, as it is usually stated, is that every even
integer greater than 2 is the sum of two primes. Although the problem remains
open, van der Corput [1936; 1938], Estermann [1938] and Chudakov [1937] each
proved independently that almost every even number is the sum of two primes —
that is, every even number is the sum of two primes, except possibly for a set of
density zero.

We should note that this implies a related fact which will prove useful to us.
Since the density of integers of the form 2p for prime p has density zero, we can
also say that almost every even number is the sum of two distinct primes. This fact
will allow us to prove the following.

Theorem 4. Every integer n� 12 .mod 24/ is contained in the image of the exce-
dent function, except perhaps for a set of density 0.

Proof. Let nD pq, with p and q both prime. Then s.n/D pCqC1. Since, by the
discussion above, we know that almost all even integers can be written in the form
pC q for distinct p and q, it follows that almost odd integers can be written in the
form pCqC1. Thus, we have that almost all odd integers are in the image of s.n/.

Now let m be any integer relatively prime to 6, so that m� 1 or 5 .mod 6/. For
such an m, e.12m/ has an interesting form. We see this by writing

e.6m/D �.6m/� 2.6m/D �.6/�.m/� 12m

D 12.mC s.m//� 12mD 12s.m/:

Since numbers relatively prime to 6 are odd, they can almost all be written as s.m/

for some m, and therefore almost all numbers of the form 12.2k C 1/ lie in the
image of e.n/, from which the theorem follows. �

Finding this arithmetic progression of excedents raises the obvious question of
whether there are other arithmetic progressions that are (almost) all contained in the
image of the excedent function. Preliminary computations show that this may be a
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m residue class k .mod m/

8 4
12 4, 8
16 4, 8, 12
18 6
20 4, 8, 12, 16
24 4, 8, 12, 16, 20
26 2
28 4, 8, 12, 14, 16, 20, 24
30 12, 14, 18, 26
32 4, 8, 12, 16, 20, 24, 28
34 2, 10, 12, 22, 26
36 4, 6, 8, 12, 16, 18, 20, 24, 28, 32
38 8, 12, 20, 22, 30
40 4, 8, 12, 16, 20, 24, 28, 32, 34, 36
42 2, 6, 12, 14, 18, 24, 28, 32, 34, 36, 38
44 4, 8, 12, 16, 20, 24, 28, 32, 36, 40
46 2, 10, 14, 18, 22, 26, 30, 40
48 4, 8, 12, 14, 16, 20, 24, 28, 30, 32, 36, 40, 42, 44
50 4, 6, 12, 16, 20, 22, 24, 32, 38, 46
52 2, 4, 8, 12, 16, 20, 24, 28, 32, 36, 40, 44, 48
54 2, 6, 8, 12, 14, 18, 20, 24, 32, 36, 42, 52
56 4, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 20, 24, 28, 32, 34, 36, 40 42, 44, 48, 52, 54
58 26, 34, 38, 40, 42, 44, 46, 50, 52, 54
60 4, 8, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 24, 26, 28, 30, 32, 36, 40, 42, 44, 48, 52

Table 4. Every integer up to 10;000 lying in one of the residue
classes listed here is contained in the image of the excedent function.

promising line of inquiry. We searched for arithmetic progressions all of whose
members up to 10;000 are contained in the excedents we have found. They are
listed in Table 4.

Of all the residue classes in Table 4, we have succeeded in explaining only the
class 12 .mod 24/. We encourage others to use the ideas above to see if more of
these classes can be proven to lie entirely (or almost entirely) in the image of e.n/.

7. Computational results (redux)

By Theorem 1, we know that all odd excedents are the image under e.n/ of an
integer of the form k2 or 2k2. Therefore, if we wish to search just for odd excedents,
we need only look at numbers of this specialized form. We therefore revised our
earlier search to consider only squares and double squares, and were able to extend
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Bound e.n/ even e.n/ odd Total
on n 0< e.n/ e.n/ < 0 0< e.n/ e.n/ < 0 �104 � e.n/� 104

104 0.6126 0.2202 0.0166 0.0134 0.2157
105 0.9378 0.5888 0.0320 0.0240 0.3956
106 0.9722 0.6922 0.0370 0.0310 0.4330
107 0.9832 0.7618 0.0400 0.0328 0.4544
108 0.9894 0.8390 0.0408 0.0334 0.4756
109 0.9894 0.8390 0.0408 0.0334 0.4756
1010 0.9894 0.8390 0.0408 0.0334 0.4756

Table 5. The proportion of integers m with je.m/j�104 in various
classes that are excedents of a number less than the given bound.

our preliminary computation by several orders of magnitude.
In the end, we computed the value of e.n/ for nD k2 and nD 2k2 for all n up

to 1020. Despite searching to this large value, we find that of the fifty odd values of
m with �50<m< 50, thirty-two of them are never in the image of the excedent
function. The values that never occur are

�49;�45;�43;�39;�35;�33;�31;�29;�27;�23;�21;�17;�15;�13;�9;�3;

1; 5; 9; 11; 13; 15; 21; 23; 25; 27; 29; 33; 35; 37; 43; 45: (1)

Among the positive nonexcedents are those studied by Cohen — all the odd squares
appear on the list. There are, however, many other odd values that never appear.
We cannot explain these values or find any way to classify them, nor do they appear
in Sloane’s Online encyclopedia of integer sequences.

We can, however, use our data to speculate about the density of integers that
are excedents. We recorded all excedents of integers up to 1010 with absolute
value less than 10;000, and we shall use these to get an idea about the density of
integers that are excedents. In the table below, we give the proportion of integers
that are excedents. Because even excedents behave differently than odd excedents,
and because the sign of an integer also seems to affect its probability of being an
excedent, we first break integers into four groups (by parity and sign) and consider
these proportions separately.

Based on this (admittedly limited) data, it seems reasonable to conjecture that
most positive integers are excedents.

8. Conjectures and future work

The theorems above represent observations we made based on our data, and which
we have been able to prove. We have also made other observations which we have
been unable to prove. Among these are:

http://oeis.org
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Conjecture 5. Every even number is the excedent of at least one positive integer.

Up to 108, our computational data show that every even integer n satisfying

�480< n< 130

is the excedent of some integer, and we see no reason to expect that any even
number will not appear on the list of excedents at some point. We saw in Table 2
that it seems to be the case that if m is an even excedent of any integer, it is likely
the excedent of a rather small integer, but when we extend to m beyond the range
of Table 2, we actually do find some even numbers k appear in the image of e.n/

only for fairly large n. For example, the smallest n such that e.n/ D �384 is
nD 99413968.

Conjecture 6. The values given in (1), giving integers that are not in the image of
the excedent function for any n� 1020, are in fact nonexcedents, and will never be
in the image of this function.

This conjecture seems less certain. Since we know that there are some k which
appear in the image of e.n/ only for large n, it is certainly possible that one (or
more!) of the values in (1) may yet appear. However, we find no new excedents
with absolute value less than 100 appear for any integers greater than 109 — we
believe that these exceptional values are unlikely to appear after 1020.

There are several other open questions. Can one find an infinite family of integers
all of which are nonexcedents? Possibly easier: do the excedents have a density
in the integers? If so, what is it? It is striking that more than 2500 years after the
concept was first considered by the Pythagoreans, questions about the excedent of
an integer continue to beguile and challenge us. It is our hope that these preliminary
investigations may serve as a catalyst for further research on the excedent function.
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sum-of-proper-divisors function”, (2012).

[Robbins 2006] N. Robbins, Beginning number theory, 2nd ed., Jones & Bartlett, Sudbury, MA,
2006.

Received: 2012-12-07 Revised: 2013-05-18 Accepted: 2013-05-20

davisni@gwmail.cwu.edu 13561 Macadam Road, South, Tukwila, WA 98168,
United States

klyved@cwu.edu 2400 North Ellington Street, Ellenburg, WA 98926,
United States

kraghtn@gwmail.cwu.edu 14235 SE 224th Street, Kent, WA 98042, United States

mathematical sciences publishers msp

http://eudml.org/doc/205454
http://eudml.org/doc/205454
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0018.24408
http://msp.org/idx/jfm/64.0127.01
http://msp.org/idx/mr/49:2502
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0272.10003
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0020.10503
http://msp.org/idx/jfm/64.0126.05
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700018401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700018401
http://msp.org/idx/mr/84f:10008
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0494.10002
http://msp.org/idx/mr/23:A834
http://dx.doi.org/10.4064/cm130-2-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.4064/cm130-2-3
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3049062
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/06156689
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jnt.2012.06.008
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2965207
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/06097278
http://msp.org/idx/mr/52:5535
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0266.10005
http://www.math.dartmouth.edu/~carlp/uupaper7.pdf
http://www.math.dartmouth.edu/~carlp/uupaper7.pdf
mailto:davisni@gwmail.cwu.edu
mailto:klyved@cwu.edu
mailto:kraghtn@gwmail.cwu.edu
http://msp.org


involve
msp.org/involve

EDITORS
MANAGING EDITOR

Kenneth S. Berenhaut, Wake Forest University, USA, berenhks@wfu.edu

BOARD OF EDITORS
Colin Adams Williams College, USA

colin.c.adams@williams.edu
John V. Baxley Wake Forest University, NC, USA

baxley@wfu.edu
Arthur T. Benjamin Harvey Mudd College, USA

benjamin@hmc.edu
Martin Bohner Missouri U of Science and Technology, USA

bohner@mst.edu
Nigel Boston University of Wisconsin, USA

boston@math.wisc.edu
Amarjit S. Budhiraja U of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, USA

budhiraj@email.unc.edu
Pietro Cerone Victoria University, Australia

pietro.cerone@vu.edu.au
Scott Chapman Sam Houston State University, USA

scott.chapman@shsu.edu
Joshua N. Cooper University of South Carolina, USA

cooper@math.sc.edu
Jem N. Corcoran University of Colorado, USA

corcoran@colorado.edu
Toka Diagana Howard University, USA

tdiagana@howard.edu
Michael Dorff Brigham Young University, USA

mdorff@math.byu.edu
Sever S. Dragomir Victoria University, Australia

sever@matilda.vu.edu.au
Behrouz Emamizadeh The Petroleum Institute, UAE

bemamizadeh@pi.ac.ae
Joel Foisy SUNY Potsdam

foisyjs@potsdam.edu
Errin W. Fulp Wake Forest University, USA

fulp@wfu.edu
Joseph Gallian University of Minnesota Duluth, USA

jgallian@d.umn.edu
Stephan R. Garcia Pomona College, USA

stephan.garcia@pomona.edu
Anant Godbole East Tennessee State University, USA

godbole@etsu.edu
Ron Gould Emory University, USA

rg@mathcs.emory.edu
Andrew Granville Université Montréal, Canada

andrew@dms.umontreal.ca
Jerrold Griggs University of South Carolina, USA

griggs@math.sc.edu
Sat Gupta U of North Carolina, Greensboro, USA

sngupta@uncg.edu
Jim Haglund University of Pennsylvania, USA

jhaglund@math.upenn.edu
Johnny Henderson Baylor University, USA

johnny_henderson@baylor.edu
Jim Hoste Pitzer College

jhoste@pitzer.edu
Natalia Hritonenko Prairie View A&M University, USA

nahritonenko@pvamu.edu
Glenn H. Hurlbert Arizona State University,USA

hurlbert@asu.edu
Charles R. Johnson College of William and Mary, USA

crjohnso@math.wm.edu
K. B. Kulasekera Clemson University, USA

kk@ces.clemson.edu
Gerry Ladas University of Rhode Island, USA

gladas@math.uri.edu

David Larson Texas A&M University, USA
larson@math.tamu.edu

Suzanne Lenhart University of Tennessee, USA
lenhart@math.utk.edu

Chi-Kwong Li College of William and Mary, USA
ckli@math.wm.edu

Robert B. Lund Clemson University, USA
lund@clemson.edu

Gaven J. Martin Massey University, New Zealand
g.j.martin@massey.ac.nz

Mary Meyer Colorado State University, USA
meyer@stat.colostate.edu

Emil Minchev Ruse, Bulgaria
eminchev@hotmail.com

Frank Morgan Williams College, USA
frank.morgan@williams.edu

Mohammad Sal Moslehian Ferdowsi University of Mashhad, Iran
moslehian@ferdowsi.um.ac.ir

Zuhair Nashed University of Central Florida, USA
znashed@mail.ucf.edu

Ken Ono Emory University, USA
ono@mathcs.emory.edu

Timothy E. O’Brien Loyola University Chicago, USA
tobrie1@luc.edu

Joseph O’Rourke Smith College, USA
orourke@cs.smith.edu

Yuval Peres Microsoft Research, USA
peres@microsoft.com

Y.-F. S. Pétermann Université de Genève, Switzerland
petermann@math.unige.ch

Robert J. Plemmons Wake Forest University, USA
plemmons@wfu.edu

Carl B. Pomerance Dartmouth College, USA
carl.pomerance@dartmouth.edu

Vadim Ponomarenko San Diego State University, USA
vadim@sciences.sdsu.edu

Bjorn Poonen UC Berkeley, USA
poonen@math.berkeley.edu

James Propp U Mass Lowell, USA
jpropp@cs.uml.edu

Józeph H. Przytycki George Washington University, USA
przytyck@gwu.edu

Richard Rebarber University of Nebraska, USA
rrebarbe@math.unl.edu

Robert W. Robinson University of Georgia, USA
rwr@cs.uga.edu

Filip Saidak U of North Carolina, Greensboro, USA
f_saidak@uncg.edu

James A. Sellers Penn State University, USA
sellersj@math.psu.edu

Andrew J. Sterge Honorary Editor
andy@ajsterge.com

Ann Trenk Wellesley College, USA
atrenk@wellesley.edu

Ravi Vakil Stanford University, USA
vakil@math.stanford.edu

Antonia Vecchio Consiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche, Italy
antonia.vecchio@cnr.it

Ram U. Verma University of Toledo, USA
verma99@msn.com

John C. Wierman Johns Hopkins University, USA
wierman@jhu.edu

Michael E. Zieve University of Michigan, USA
zieve@umich.edu

PRODUCTION
Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor

See inside back cover or msp.org/involve for submission instructions. The subscription price for 2013 is US $105/year for the electronic version, and
$145/year (+$35, if shipping outside the US) for print and electronic. Subscriptions, requests for back issues from the last three years and changes
of subscribers address should be sent to MSP.

Involve (ISSN 1944-4184 electronic, 1944-4176 printed) at Mathematical Sciences Publishers, 798 Evans Hall #3840, c/o University of California,
Berkeley, CA 94720-3840, is published continuously online. Periodical rate postage paid at Berkeley, CA 94704, and additional mailing offices.

Involve peer review and production are managed by EditFLOW® from Mathematical Sciences Publishers.

PUBLISHED BY

mathematical sciences publishers
nonprofit scientific publishing

http://msp.org/
© 2013 Mathematical Sciences Publishers

http://msp.berkeley.edu/involve
mailto:berenhks@wfu.edu
mailto:colin.c.adams@williams.edu
mailto:baxley@wfu.edu
mailto:benjamin@hmc.edu
mailto:bohner@mst.edu
mailto:boston@math.wisc.edu
mailto:budhiraj@email.unc.edu
mailto:pietro.cerone@vu.edu.au
mailto:scott.chapman@shsu.edu
mailto:cooper@math.sc.edu
mailto:corcoran@colorado.edu
mailto:tdiagana@howard.edu
mailto:mdorff@math.byu.edu
mailto:sever@matilda.vu.edu.au
mailto:bemamizadeh@pi.ac.ae
mailto:foisyjs@potsdam.edu
mailto:fulp@wfu.edu
mailto:jgallian@d.umn.edu
mailto:stephan.garcia@pomona.edu
mailto:godbole@etsu.edu
mailto:rg@mathcs.emory.edu
mailto:andrew@dms.umontreal.ca
mailto:griggs@math.sc.edu
mailto:sngupta@uncg.edu
mailto:jhaglund@math.upenn.edu
mailto:johnny_henderson@baylor.edu
mailto:jhoste@pitzer.edu
mailto:nahritonenko@pvamu.edu
mailto:hurlbert@asu.edu
mailto:crjohnso@math.wm.edu
mailto:kk@ces.clemson.edu
mailto:gladas@math.uri.edu
mailto:larson@math.tamu.edu
mailto:lenhart@math.utk.edu
mailto:ckli@math.wm.edu
mailto:lund@clemson.edu
mailto:g.j.martin@massey.ac.nz
mailto:meyer@stat.colostate.edu
mailto:eminchev@hotmail.com
mailto:frank.morgan@williams.edu
mailto:moslehian@ferdowsi.um.ac.ir
mailto:znashed@mail.ucf.edu
mailto:ono@mathcs.emory.edu
mailto:tobrie1@luc.edu
mailto:orourke@cs.smith.edu
mailto:peres@microsoft.com
mailto:petermann@math.unige.ch
mailto:plemmons@wfu.edu
mailto:carl.pomerance@dartmouth.edu
mailto:vadim@sciences.sdsu.edu
mailto:poonen@math.berkeley.edu
mailto:jpropp@cs.uml.edu
mailto:przytyck@gwu.edu
mailto:rrebarbe@math.unl.edu
mailto:rwr@cs.uga.edu
mailto:f_saidak@uncg.edu
mailto:sellersj@math.psu.edu
mailto:andy@ajsterge.com
mailto:atrenk@wellesley.edu
mailto:vakil@math.stanford.edu
mailto:antonia.vecchio@cnr.it
mailto:verma99@msn.com
mailto:wierman@jhu.edu
mailto:zieve@umich.edu
http://msp.berkeley.edu/involve
http://msp.org/
http://msp.org/


inv lve
a journal of mathematics

involve
2013 vol. 6 no. 4

383Embeddedness for singly periodic Scherk surfaces with higher dihedral symmetry
VALMIR BUCAJ, SARAH CANNON, MICHAEL DORFF, JAMAL LAWSON AND RYAN
VIERTEL

393An elementary inequality about the Mahler measure
KONSTANTIN STULOV AND RONGWEI YANG

399Ecological systems, nonlinear boundary conditions, and 6-shaped bifurcation curves
KATHRYN ASHLEY, VICTORIA SINCAVAGE AND JEROME GODDARD II

431The probability of randomly generating finite abelian groups
TYLER CARRICO

437Free and very free morphisms into a Fermat hypersurface
TABES BRIDGES, RANKEYA DATTA, JOSEPH EDDY, MICHAEL NEWMAN AND
JOHN YU

447Irreducible divisor simplicial complexes
NICHOLAS R. BAETH AND JOHN J. HOBSON

461Smallest numbers beginning sequences of 14 and 15 consecutive happy numbers
DANIEL E. LYONS

467An orbit Cartan type decomposition of the inertia space of SO(2m) acting on R2m

CHRISTOPHER SEATON AND JOHN WELLS

483Optional unrelated-question randomized response models
SAT GUPTA, ANNA TUCK, TRACY SPEARS GILL AND MARY CROWE

493On the difference between an integer and the sum of its proper divisors
NICHOLE DAVIS, DOMINIC KLYVE AND NICOLE KRAGHT

505A Pexider difference associated to a Pexider quartic functional equation in topological
vector spaces

SAEID OSTADBASHI, ABBAS NAJATI, MAHSA SOLAIMANINIA AND
THEMISTOCLES M. RASSIAS

involve
2013

vol.6,
no.4

http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.383
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.393
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.399
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.431
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.437
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.447
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.461
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.467
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.483
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.505
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/involve.2013.6.505

	1. Introduction and background
	2. Related work
	3. Computational experiments
	4. Ranks of apparition
	5. Results
	6. Arithmetic progressions
	7. Computational results (redux)
	8. Conjectures and future work
	References
	
	

