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Abstract

In this paper we prove R" = yl4 - y;‘ has no nonzero integer solutions for n> 2.
We define the supercomplex number [1,2,3]

W =X +X,J +%,J%+%,J°

where J denotesa 4—th root of unity, J* =1,
Then from (1) we have
W" = (X +XJd +XJ°+Xx,3%)" =y, +y,J+y,I°+y,J°
Then from (2) we have the modulus of supercomplex number
R"=y|

where

N N R 2,2 2.2 2 2 2 2
R=X =X + X5 =X, —2(X X3 = X;X; ) + 40X X X5 + X XXy = Xo XX — XX, %5)

Vil = Y1 =¥ + Vs = Vi —20Y2Y5 = Y3 YD) +A(Y,YsYa + YiYaYa — Yo Ya¥i = YaYaYs)

)

(2)

(3

(4

(5)

Yy, are homogeneous and irreducible polynomials. We prove that (3) has infinitely many nonzero

integer solutions.
We define the stable group [1,4]
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where

We have

Theorem 1. From (7) we have

g4y1:y1:0’ .Y, =Y, =0, 0,¥:=Y; =0, 9.¥.=Y, =0

(6)

P

(8



Y, =Y,=0,y,=y,=0, y,=Y,=0 and y,=Y, =0 every group has no nonzero integer
solutions, have only trivial solutions Y,(X,0,0,0)=x", V.(x,0,0,0)=0,i=2,3,4 ;
y;(0,0,0,0)=0,i=1,2,3,4[5].

Theorem 2. Suppose N=2 and Yy, =Y, =0.From(3)and (5)

R* =y -y, (9)

when n=2 from (2)

Y= X12 + X§ + 2X2X4’ Y, = 2(X1X2 + X3X4)' Y; = Xz2 + Xi + 2X1X3’ Yo = 2(X1X4 + X2X3) , (100

From (10) Yy, =Y, =0 we have
_XEVX K an

If (11) has rational solutions, then

R =X —x; (12)

Fermat proves that (12) has no nonzero integer solutions, R, <R, Using method of infinite
descent we prove that (9) has no nonzero integer solutions. Hence we prove that theorem 1.
Y, =Y, =0 has no nonzero integer solutions.

From (7) and (9)

(9,R)* =(9,¥1)" = (9,¥,)", (13)
RZ=vy' -y, (14)

From (10) y, =Yy, =0

X RV X (15

If (15) has rational solutions, then
RZ=x' —X; (16)
Fermat proves that (16) has no nonzero integer solutions, R, <R, Using method of infinite

descent we prove that (14) has no nonzero integer solutions. Hence we prove that theorem 1.

Y, =Y, =0 has no nonzero integer solutions.

Suppose Y, =Y, =0 From (3) and (5)



R*=vy, -y, (17

From (10) y, =Yy, =0
X =22 3 (18)

If (18) has rational solutions then

RZ =X; —X; (19
Fermat proves that (19) has no nonzero integer solutions, R, <R, Using method of infinite
descent we prove that (17) has no nonzero integer solutions. Hence theorem 1 y, =y, =0 has
no nonzero integer solutions.
From (7) and (17) we have

(9,R)* = (9,¥5)" = (9,Y.)" (20)
R*=y; -V, (21)
From (10) y, =Yy, =0
X2 45 — %
X, =——— 21 & (22)
Xl

If (22) has rational solutions, then

RZ =% — X/ (23)

Fermat proves that (23) has no nonzero integer solutions, R, <R, Using method of infinite
descent we prove that (21) has no nonzero integer solutions. Hence theorem 1 y, =y, =0 has
no nonzero integer solutions.
Theorem 3. Suppose N=4 and Yy, =Yy, =0 from(3)and (5)

R'=y'-vy, (24)
Fermat proves that (24) has no nonzero integer solutions, Hence theorem 1. y, =Y, =0 has no
nonzero integer solutions.
Suppose N=4 and Yy, =Yy,=0 from (3)and (5)

R'=y' -y, (25)
Fermat proves that (25) has no nonzero integer solutions, Hence theorem 1. y, =y, =0 has no
nonzero integer solutions.
Suppose N=4 and y, =Yy, =0 from(3)and (5)

R'=y;-vy, (26)
Fermat proves that (26) has no nonzero integer solutions, Hence theorem 1. y, =Yy, =0 has no
nonzero integer solutions.
Suppose N=4 and y, =Yy, =0 from(3)and (5)

R'=y;-v, 27



Fermat prove that (27) has no nonzero integer solutions, Hence theorem 1. 'y, =Y, =0 has no
nonzero integer solutions.
Theorem 4. Suppose N=3 and Yy, =Y, =0 from(3)and (5)

RE=vy -y, (28)
Since Y, =Y, =0 has no nonzero integer solutions. Hence (28) has no nonzero integer
solutions.
Theorem 5. Suppose n>4 and Yy, =Yy, =0 from(3)and (5)

R"=y'-vy, (29)

Since Y, =Y, =0 no nonzero integer solutions. Hence (29) has no nonzero integer solutions.
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I think you'll find ...

I think you'll find Jiang Chun Xuan claims that Wiles’s proof is false, which leads me to
believe that his proof is flawed, since Wiles’s proof HAS passed extensive peer review,
FABARAT AT LLA I AR M AR R B A UE W B R R, X5 S 3RV Al CERRIED WA
BB, A MR R IR TR ) B AT A

9. HimalayanHigari Says:
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Just email Ruggiero ...

Just email Ruggiero Santilli He published a chinese proof before 1995.
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All the scientists who read Jiangs proof all refused to comment or even disporve. Because
none of them can disprove the chinese solution. Mr Santilli was the only one to have
comment on his work.
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Shitface monkey! ...

face monkey! chinese proved it first, Jiang Chun Xuan mailed his paper to Princeton where
this thief worked and he stole jiangs ideas. Filthy liars, witout th chinese guy this thief
could never prove the theorem. U Wiles.
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