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Abstract: Jiang’s proof of FLT was published in China in March 1992 (Jiang Chun-xuan, Fermat’s Last Theorem
has been proved, Potential Science, 2, 17-20 (1992)); and later published in English in the USA in 1994 (Jiang
Chun-xuan, Algebras, Groups and Geometries, 11, 371-377 (1994)). In early 1992 and again in 1993, Jiang mailed
over 600 copies of preprints of Jiang’s proof of FLT to numerous mathematicians in China and the world, including
the Princeton University where Wiles worked. Jiang accomplished all of this was far before Wiles made his final
announcement that he has eventually proved FLT in 1995. Therefore, if Wiles, and/or other mathematicians abroad
or in China supporting Wiles, claim that Wiles was the first in the world to prove FLT, then, Wiles, or they, must
first disprove Jiang Chun-xuan’s above mentioned prove of FLT published in early 1992.
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In early 1992 and again in 1993, Jiang mailed Failing to disprove Jiang Chun-xuan’s prove of
over 600 copies of preprints of Jiang’s proof of FLT to FLT published in early 1992 and mailed to Wiles and
numerous mathematicians in China and the world, over six hundred mathematicians and institutions in
including the Princeton University where Wiles China and worldwide, then Wiles, and/or all other
wqued. Jiang apcomplished all of this was far before mathematicians abroad or in China supporting Wiles,
Wiles made his ﬁnal. announcement that he has are not qualified to claim or agree that Wiles was the
eventually proved FLT in 1995. first in the world to prove FLT and are on this issue
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SHEXHIRENABERER, REERER
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A, BEIZEE ENXER et A

If Wiles, and/or all other mathematicians abroad
or in China supporting Wiles, do not agree with the
logic of my above statement, then please present your
proof disproving the logic of my above statement.
Otherwise it only proves that you are also cheating
yourself!

nERREr, A/ SR &S R E X EFIR
THHMBYEFER, FRERN ELARFRANZLE
%, BRNELETERN LA FRIZEMAIERR!
B RBEERRRITEEB R |

1E3C:

Like most university graduates in mechanical
engineering, I do not have the sufficient mathematical
knowledge to judge major mathematical problems, i.e.
Fermat’s Last Theorem (FLT), Riemann’s Hypothesis
(RH), Jiang Chun-xuan’s proof of FLT, Wiles’s in
question proof of FLT, or Jiang Chun-xuan’s disproof
RH, etc. Accordingly, in my writings involving Jiang
Chun-xuan and his mathematical achievements, I have
been very careful only to quote comments by others
on Jiang’s work, including positive appraising
remarks, and negative discrediting remarks, and
raising questions about such conflicting remarks about
Jiang and his work, and not stating any mathematical
judgments of Jiang’s work.

BRI HUR T AR R 2 Bl AR, RRH
AR B0 R VR A B E R B R, g K OE
B O(FLT) . B2k (RH) &, PLECKAFRE X
T FLT HUEW]. PR BT (Wiles) X FLT A Al i
EWL . ¥ARIEXTT RH €. i, ERW L%
RN e LA o B SC v, AR R AL S1HE
Ko AN T TAER e, BRI
BIESRHWARKEE, T R R S L
AR RIEVE T s ph R 52 ), T T A
Wi 1) AR AN AR AT 20 W

However, based on my understanding of Jiang
Chun-xuan’s analysis and the preprint of his new
paper “Disproof Of Wiles’ Proof For Fermat’s Last
Theorem”, I believe that I am in the position to make
some important remarks, which provide strong
support to Jiang’s disproof of “Wiles’s Proof For
Fermat’s Last Theorem” as follows:

SRT, T JRONS T3 2 HE I 23 A S H T R ST
B RV 2R 37 9% T 0K g BEAIE B 2 45 58 FIED AR 1) B
PAHE AT K AR — L EER R, A Lo
FRME A5 E “PRR W 2 B R BRI ) S 4 T
SCFF

I must, however, emphasize that my remarks
below are based on one most critical fact stated by
Jiang Chun-xuan: In Wiles’ proof of FLT, Wiles has

included RH and/or deductions from RH, as an
essential part of Wiles’ proof of FLT.

SR e b gl , T ILMB LR T4
IR N — T e Oy BB s L PR AR BT
FLT HHEBIH, /EAMREXTT FLT KIEBRARR
B K—R, HRHERET RH A/ B RH )
i 37

If this is true, which most mathematicians can
easily judge, then I can also judge that Wiles’ proof
of FLT is false.

IR HE, XKD B FARE 5T
CLFITEC 5000, It T DK PR AR S 1 3% 5
KEHE (FLT) KUEMREERK.

But, it is false first not because Jiang Chun-xuan
has disproved RH, but false first because Wiles’
proof of FLT has included RH and/or deductions
from RH, as an essential part of Wile’s proof of
FLT.

B2, W/REF FLT (UE 2 Bt LAsE %,
IR N R O A T e R BRI Rk
KUOMER /RN T FLT RE¥ S, fERPR/RExT
T FLT IEHIA TSR B —3 0, WREERET
EEMRBL (RH) M/ B RH KL,

The logic of this judgment can very easily be
explained with a simple example as follows:

A 3K 7l A0 W 4032 8 T AP — 1R B B 461 AR
wF

If a 50-floor building, with its construction
strictly following the design by a famous architect of
the world is completed. It looks most impressive from
its outside appearance, and the internal functions of
the building also is great.

R —A> 50 ERE, R — Aot R R4
ibpesiinsanglilih s Sau S bt s PN DR PN
NENGIRZ, KIENERZhRE AR F 4F .

Before going into use, according to local
regulations, the building must be carefully checked
and appraised; making sure the building in all aspects
meets all the required quality standards and safety
norms.

BN AT, RGO , AU X
KEBATAF AR S 5 %%, TR KRELAATT
T A5 & FTEE SR AT ot B HEAN 2 A R

The appraising department finds that almost
everything meets the required quality standards and
safety norms for such buildings, but with one
exception: The foundation of the building is built with
a questionable material that to this date has not passed
the also required appraisal.

M5 AR T I LF- A3 7 T 75 & B
ORI RS 2 e, HEG Al
R P MK DAl 22 45 0 13 AT 3 Pl R Y
S8 1A R R AT R A
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This means that it is not clear if this material
meets all the required quality standards and safety
norms and can be used as a safe foundation
construction material; or if this material does not meet
some of the required quality standards and safety
norms and thus can not be used as a safe and
acceptable foundation construction material.

REWE, XM EE SR G T E SR PTH
JoT 5 bR AR AT 22 A DA A A A5 AT DA SR AR g — Fol
22 A TR AT DA SR AT ) s B A R 2 A R ANIE AE
AR RL I 153 AT G L8 57 B A v A0 22 4 Y A
T AN A& —FhA] DLSG AT 1) 22 4 (10 4t 35 J 0 iR A

=
B

In such a case, can we allow this 50-fllor
building pass the appraisal and start to use this
building? Absolutely not!

FERZFMEOL T, ATEEREW FLVFIXE 50 =
AR R 5 AN ? RS A AT L

In such a case, the only way for this world
famous architect to get the building pass the appraisal,
is to first prove the above mentioned foundation
material also meets all the required quality
standards and safety norms and can be used as a
safe and acceptable foundation construction
material, otherwise, the safety of such a 50-floor
building contains serious FALSE, its’ safety is still in
question, and for such reason the building, however
great it is in all other aspects, it definitely can not pass
the appraisal, and is not safe to be used.

FEREMIEO T, RA @ik At
G544 ) B AR XA K S5 S uE
LRGBS T ERKTE REir
5 22 A FE T DUR SR —Fh 2 2 1 mr DU
HEREM R B, XA 50 EREAEA
PEE R, ER R AR N, ORI IX
M AN 2T AR, TR EEmaHE
T A0, EREEAEEE P AREL, FHH
N

Regardless how loud and how many members of
the world architectural community, friends and
adorers of this famous architect shout that the above
50-floor building one of the greatest achievements of
architect of the world, and how many glorious rewards
they award to this architect, there is no way to change
the fact that this 50-floor building contains serious
FALSE, its’ safety is still in question and therefore
can not be used.

T Vet F R HUS 2 2D il 57 DA R IX A S 44 BT
DT ERTHA AT I AN S 3 38 AT TRA 22 2 K ) P i T Wl 3K Jo
50 Jz= R JE R A S B R B2 —, A
FAtATT T X AL SRR % /> BRI, #C Ik
BARZFE— 50 2 REAFEA ™ HHEIR. EX
ZAEMRAE A, FFNERIA 22 Fs.
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Similarly, although many mathematicians, or
even most mathematicians, of the world mathematical
community believe that the Riemann’s Hypothesis
(RH) is correct, but they all publicly admit that they or
anyone has not been able to satisfactory prove RH; a
few mathematicians even have expressed in writing
their great concern of the slight possibility that RH
might be wrong, and the serious consequences to the
number theory and its community if and when RH
might be proved wrong.

HIERU, REEAE RS R, &
BRI EA XK, MERER (RH) L,
{E 2 H A TF A A AT AT f] N FR A BE 9 N6
EHAER] RH; AN EA 5 SR S th R
T RH AT REFR BN T RETERGHH L, DL RH TS
— BUE WA R I S 08 AN H R S B P R
IR

Under the above situation, once Jiang Chun-xuan
has satisfactory shown that Wiles’ proof of FLT has
included RH and/or deductions from RH, as an
essential part of Wiles’ proof of FLT, then due to
this fact alone, as explained above, this has already
proved that Wiles’ proof of FLT is FALSE and
INVALID, regardless if Jiang or anybody has
disproved RH!

FIRIES T, #HAEE— B A N R A
WRES T FLT BRERT A, 1EAMREN T FLT
IEM AT SO —82, HRREERET RH A/
B RH K#ER IS, MAh TR —FL, ik
AFEREARE, S C AU R BT FLT B
IEB S IRAER, TREFEBEMARTLA
A RH !

If any mathematician disagrees with this, then
please answer this question: If it is acceptable for
Wiles to use RH, an unproved hypothesis, to prove
FLT, then can Wiles now also to use FLT in reverse to
prove the unproved RH? This is obvious ridiculous!

I FAETEC A N A R R, AT R &I
FE—AN T L SRR 8 1 S M AR M 1 T AR B R
AN RGIEM B / Bk, X 9 R E B AT
EM G, A FEFEE R, PORBTELER &
AT DA Bl B K B B SRAIE B 1 ORAE M AR 2
i ? X BARTEE!

The present situation is very similar to the
situation described in Andersen’s fairy tale “The
Emperor’s new cloths”: Wiles (like those tailors in the
fairy tale) has used non-existing “threads” (an
unproved hypothesis RH) to weave “the most
magnificent new cloths in the world for the Emperor”
(Wiles’s proof of FLT), and misleads the ministers of
the Emperor to believe that only fools can not see and
appreciate how magnificent are these new cloths for
the Emperor! Although the ministers can not see the
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Emperor’s new cloths, to avoid being seen as “fools”,
they all repeatedly and loudly praise the Emperor’s
new cloths with the magnificent words they could
think of in their minds, afraid being considered by
others that their appreciation of the Emperor’s new
cloths are not adequate.

AT B8 OL AR W AR 228 AR B B TR < S 4 R AR
g R MRS (R E R P RIESE ) R
“HERMZL” CREUEER RS/ N 2N
ZUH T BN RN RIHTA (M/RET 200 2 500
P REHAUEN) , JFHiRT 2 LIKREA]
HE R AR AEA WAARER T2 W A2
LR RE REATE A N2 AR, T
IR, A5 RS A ARA
S 10 T BE % A8 S £ f5 T T D 1] 95 A 457 b K R
“EATHIETAS, A A AT TR S AR
AR

However, as Jiang Chun-xuan has now already
published his paper disproving RH, if Wiles, other
overseas mathematicians, or the China Mathematics
Society, insists that Wiles’ proof of FLT is correct and
valid making Wiles qualified and entitled to accept the
top rewards and glorious remarks awarded to him, and
therefore agree the USD1 million Shao Yi-fu
Mathematics Award should be presented to Wiles in
Sept. 2005, then, Wiles, other overseas
mathematicians, or mathematicians of the China
Mathematics Society, must hurry and accomplish
three mathematical tasks:

R, T RIE S E R 2RI EA
R, PR, EALERHCER, BT
[ # gy, RN e M R B0 B 5 K E PR IE
Wi g LR 5 A 200, BRI MR Bfy BT 352
BT 45 e AR PR B, 9 e TR R
KRB AL 2AE 2005 4F 9 AR TW/RIT—H
JIETCHIHR R R 2 2 i) ih, AR Hr, B4t
HERBER, BB HEBEESKB LA
B 7 58 BRE A -

1. Wiles and/or they must first disprove
Jiang Chun-xuan’s prove of FLT published in
early 1992!

LARRFTA / BAAN TN E S B EHHIE 1992 45
HIR R A% B T K xE B e !

Note: In early 1992, and again in 1993, Jiang
mailed over 600 copies of preprints of Jiang’s proof of
FLT to numerous mathematicians in China and the
world, including the Princeton University where Wiles
worked.

VE D ERIET 1992 SERIERHAT 1993
600 22 A7 AR ME T 9 B K8 BRAIE W A THEED AR S
wRae T E SR B R, RN R I AR
A AR AT BOR

Jiang’s proof of FLT was then published in
China in March 1992 (Jiang Chun-xuan, Fermat’s Last
Theorem has been proved, Potential Science, 2, 17-20
(1992)); and later published in English in the USAin
1994 (Jiang Chun-xuan, Algebras, Groups and
Geometries, 11, 371-377 (1994)).

SPEFRHE N T 2% O B 1992 4F 3 J4E
hEARER CEFIE, 25 e CEEY, BR
502, 17-20 (1992) 5 TJAT 1994 HAEK[E DL
377 (1994) ) .

Jiang accomplished all of this was far before
Wiles made his final announcement that he has
eventually proved FLT in 1995.

P AR SEHL T X Be AE PR R T 1995 B AT
CUBRZAIE R 2 TR e BT
2. Wiles, and/or they, must also disprove
Jiang Chun-xuan’s Disproofs of Riemann
hypothisis (Jiang Chun-xuan, Algebras, Groups
and Geometries, 22, 123-135, 2005)!!

2. RRET, M/ BABAIB DR EHFREXNRE
BT (R, Q8- L, 22, 123-
135 (2005) ) &

3. Wiles, and/or they, must also prove the
Riemann Hypothisis!!!

34RRET, 1/ BAEA, EBSHERIRER! ! !

Failing in any of these three above mathematical
tasks, Wiles, and/or they, thus can not prove that
Wiles’ proof of FLT is correct and valid, and therefore
can not prove that Wiles is qualified and entitled to
accept the top mathematics rewards and glorious
remarks awarded to him, Wiles therefore is not
qualified and not entitled to receive the USD1 million
Shao Yi-fu Mathematics Prize to be presented to him
personally by Prof. Yang Zhen-ning in Sep. 2005!

REELI LR =055 22—, RHT,
A/ AT, EASBEE B PR 2R 0] 2l 5 oK 5 B AR
W2 IEH 5 A 208, AT AS BEGIE B PR 2K 74 B 4
PR T 4t B TR R B0 2 SR VR, AN RE
HEB PR RITE ik 8252 2005 4F 9 H K iR T
R E R T 45 MR B — 1 3 26 TR & R EUE R
A

I hope that Prof. Yang Zhen-ning and other
honorable members of the Shao Yi-fu Prize
Foundation, honorable members of the world
mathematic community and the Chinese Mathematics
Society, as well as the media, can either recognize and
agree my above proof and comments on the above
issue, or publicly challenge and disprove my above
proof and comments on the above issue.

A BRI IR T B S AR IR R A A
SRRIVE R, BT AR S E R
P ECAFAT, UGHT RS, RERS B AR
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MEERER T L W B HIER 55 %, SE e
AT 75 8 ok T B3R W UK IE ] 5 BV .
Final Words

JaiE

In my paper “Healthy & Rapid Development of
Chinese Science & Technology, Economy and Society
Call for Innovation Achievements Bringing
Challenges to Traditional Basic Theories of Science
and Technology” published by “Impact of Science on
Society” (No.2 Issue 2004), a journal of the China
Academy of Science, I stated:

FER M SCE R E R ARR . RS
et A B A Je T B A% G2 R S R S AR 18 (Y
BHEAH AR (R EREEBE R R (R axitt &
RISZm) 2004 425 2 301) FEFK -

o I consider, those involved in science and
technology, irrespective if they are scholars or
administrators of science and technology
development, the most important, most precious
character and morals is “respect facts and tell the
truth”, even if such “facts, truth” sometimes are
different to the opinion of most other people in the
concerned field, and some times even completely
different, they must still be able like the little boy
in Andersen’s fairy tale “The Emperor’s new
cloths”, fearlessly shout out: “But the Emperor is
wearing no cloths!”

o WA, WMREEARNAN, TREHELR
BERATEE, REE. BREANMEL" AN
=L, PHEAE", BIERXAMESE. HiF"AR TR
5B RFBLERZHEHLENGFIAR, EEHE
XY, BEEBRZEEEEEHRRFK T
HRASDNEAE, KEERIWR T " 2R A EA TR !

Jiang Chun-xuan’s “Disproof Of Wiles’ Proof
For Fermat’s Last Theorem” provides us with another
example showing:

H AR ME ) SC B <X PR /R 7 98 B K g BRAIE R 2 15
S PATHEHER B B X — )1 -

¢ All and any science hypothesis, until they are
fully solid proved by tests, by science practice and/or
by nature, they will always continue only be science
hypothesis, and not science truth, regardless how
many scholars considers such science hypothesis are
correct;

o JTAAUEMRIARUL, EIRMG LY. B
LR/ BE R T IS W RERE ] AT, e
Akl ARBFE R, AR HE, Tk
DN A B R AR B I

e All and any further deductions from such
science hypothesis, until they are fully solid proved by
tests, by science practice and/or by nature, they are
also only science assumptions, and not science truth;

99

o XFEMIBFABRUKI T SAEMHER, 23R
FFSEI0 . Bles B /B SR F 78 70 AT AR HAIE W)
AT, ETRACR R RS, AR

e All and any such science hypothesis, and all
and any of their further deductions, before they are
fully solid proved by tests, science practice and/or by
nature, they are not and can not be used as valid
reasons to exclude, reject, denial, suppress and strike
new science discoveries, new test results, science and
technical achievements and their science practices;

o [k, PrAMAEMRIARY, BLAIXEER]
PR A SAETHEL, FEIRMG R BAgiE
M/ B E R R W EERIE R Z 8, AR AR
TERHE R 648, . FREHIFFT Pk o A
R RO AR BT B2 R B si 45
R BRI R S A A S A R

e All and any science disciplines of which
basic theories are still based on such science
hypothesis and their further deductions, before they
are fully solid proved by tests, science practice and/or
nature, such science disciplines are still only a
collection of science hypothesis and their further
deductions, and do not form a science knowledge
system of science truth;

o A AR BARAOR AR X FE R A R
L HHERHL A IR 2R, IR Bl
SEERAN /B SR I 78 0 AT EE MR B R, SRR Y
FRRAR R e — R R S LR RS, T
AT JSRE 27 LA R R A 2R

e Scholars of such disciplines therefore also
should not pretend they have the science right and
reasons to use their “basic theories”, which are on
science basis still not valid, to exclude, reject, denial,
suppress and strike new science discoveries, new test
results, science and technical achievements and their
science practices which challenge the basic theories of
such disciplines.

o XFEMEARH A AT AN R 22 HY A AT
AR BRI S B AR AR B AR AR IR AR
AR FEARTRVE N T B4, e, EHl
T 7 B SO A R AR U0 S AR BT R K
Bl BB S E5 IR . R IR HUR M R s .

Unfortunately, the above situation still continues
in certain science disciplines. This must be clearly
revealed to other fields of the science community, to
the middle school and university students, to the
media, to the governmental officials, and to the
general public. Until such revealment is accomplished,
fundamental and essential breakthrough progress can
never be achieved within such science disciplines, and
the society and people shall continue to suffer
substantial losses caused by such unfortunate
situations.
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BRI, IR DA IRAE S LR 22 2 B 4k
Bz N E R ORI RGO R s 45 B B e A
e e SRR BTN . BUNE RELR
Ao XFER IR/, EXPER R R
Hh 7K T8 AN T R S IR A 1 S Jo A2 ) SR Ak 2 e
Fhox 5N BROK 4K 2238 323X Fl N 8RR 190 36 B Y
HARHR

Note: Chen I-wan, the author of this paper, is a
British-Chinese consultant; living and working in
China since 1950; author of “Healthy & Rapid
Development of Chinese Science & Technology,
Economy and Society Call for Innovation
Achievements Bringing Challenges to Traditional
Basic Theories of Science and Technology” (No.2
Issue 2004).

W DBR 30, ARSCEE, S AR N
1950 4 PLRAFEM TAEEAE ;<o B FRFEAHOR
20T AL 2 Y i T i R AR I M b A 8 B A 4
AREEAR IR B BT R (b B R e 1) R
Lo 22 RUEM) 2004 4R35 2 1) [fEH .

The above paper and self-introduction of the
author is available on the Internet in Chinese at:

bR SCE DA R AR T E A AT DUAE B
Mok =g

=
http://www.chinainfo.gov.cn/data/200408/1 2004082
4 _87030.html

= http://www.chinainfo.gov.cn/ is the website of
the China Science & Technology Information Institute
of the Ministry of Science of Technology of China.

= http://www.chinainfo.gov.cn/ & 1 [E £} £ %
Hh [ R 2 RS S ORI 3
Appendix: The Background of the Issue
B o RRRRE R

In mid-June 2005, upon invitation I went to
Sweden, together with Mr. Jiang Chun-xuan, a
Chinese number theory mathematician, to attend the
18" Hadronic Mechanism International Workshop
held at the Karlstad University in Sweden.

2005 £ 6 Hrh), N o EEOS A 50K
R MEL S A — 31 B S S A R /R T IE AR K 2 28 4T
56 18 Jm o 1 /12 [ BTt 25

Upon returning to Beijing, I wrote a series of
reports about this meeting. The first report is available
on the Internet:

FIREAE R ES TR TR W R R
RN — AT AEM L2

= http://www.xdlbj.com/show.asp?id=1380

In my 2™ report, I stated the following:

M ERE R RINCIRZ =, KR HWT LR
W
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e Upon request with special interest by the
attendees of the workshop, Jiang Chun-xuan made a
brief introduction about his proof of Fermat’s Last
Theorem (FLT) published in Chinese in 1992, and
published in English in 1994.

o RIEWITT 25 2 AR AT MRS A 52 1
TR, AR T 1992 4 LA R E S T
1994 4 L3 3R 3R A0 Bl By K B T AR IE B
177 T EA .

e (Note: In early 1992, Jiang Chun-xuan
mailed over 600 copies of preprint of his proof of FLT
in English to hundreds of mathematicians and
institutions in China and abroad, including sending it
to the Princeton University where Andrews J. Wiles
worked. Then, in 1993 after Wiles initially claimed
that he was the 1% to prove FLT, Jiang Chun-xuan
again sent over a hundred copies of his above preprint
in English to many mathematicians in China and
abroad, including sending it also to the Princeton
University where Wiles worked. Wiles later admitted
his prove contained errors. )

o (3 11992 4], HHIEHE I 600 24
At %ot Bl By R BRI B (4 98 SCIRED A 45 o [ 5 i Ak
HalBrx 5O, UFEAS ZEE
Wr-J- M /R (Andrews J. Wiles) TAE 5 pRi 2
K. MR, 1993 48, EW/REPIXFERRE Q5
—MEW S RE B 5, ERE Ul b
B A 3R i S SCREN A 45 v [ S5 AV 2 B
K EWFICRAAL, A TR 45 PR 7k 37 A 1 Ak
ok, )

e During the discussions after his briefing,
Jiang Chun-xuan explained the following: After Wiles
again in 1995 claimed that Wiles was the first to prove
Fermat’s Last Theorem, Jiang Chun-xuan’s main
efforts was in arguing that Jiang Chun-xuan was the
first to prove FLT.

o W S HIEEAT /NIRRT, AR R
AN D SSCHCE R MORET (Wiles) 1995 4 H /IR
IR W SR B K S, WA IE I R )
T2 T B AR B el W 2 K B

e However, after Jiang Chun-xuan rather
carefully studied Wiles proof of FLT, Jiang
discovered that Wiles’s proof of FLT actually
contains rather serious and obvious errors, and is
not a valid proof. Jiang said he was waiting for other
mathematicians to point out the obvious errors in
Wiles’ proof of FLT.

o WEIELLBAFHMBIIT T IR REN T3/
REBKERAE, 4 RIFRIN D KEHEIE
ERAEHERF ENRE=ENARKRR, A
R—ANHRHUEN . HAAEE Y — HAESER LY
AR5 SRR PR 2R 3070k Bl DK PR IR W A W
Il o
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e During the discussions, a few overseas
mathematical researchers asked Jiang Chun-xuan, if
this is the case, can you write another convincing
“Disprove Wiles’ Proof of Fermat’s Last Theorem”?
Jiang Chun-xuan agreed to this request.

o THRH, ESNUABCABTRE HERE,
BRXAE, REFESRIEFFTRRAN (F
REFXRDGREERERAZETE) ? HHEEXT I
RRFR.

e A few overseas mathematical researchers
indicated, after Jiang Chun-xuan writes the “Disprove
Wiles’ Proof of Fermat’s Last Theorem”, they would
like together with Jiang Chun-xuan’s proof of FLT
published in China in early 1992, carefully review
them together with other mathematicians of their
country.

o [EANUALE AT T Ko, R IE K
CHR R Hiong 2l B K€ BERIE M 2 5 52 ) 35
KUUR, MBS E SR 1992 FYIHEH
PR IN B B K e BRI TIE B 18 50— e 5 A [ (1 4
=2 SAIEINCRTI

e When I was writing this paper, I especially
noticed such news: The China Mathematics Society
will hold their 70" Anniversary Annual Symposium in
Shangdong Weihai during July 25-29, 2005, and have
especially invited Wiles who received the Field
Award due to him “being the first to complete proof of
Fermat’s Last Theorem. What will happen next, we
will patiently wait and see.

o fEEME AR ANERBIZAKHEE
HEHEST 20054 7 A 25 HE 29 HELRR
BET (PEHERESETAFEES) , FE&E
BLE R EH— A5 D oK BRI R IR
FREXNFEELZRBURE (A Wiles) HiE.
A EEMAT, AT LERF

After I wrote the above reports, I noticed some
further news posted on June 3™ by the People’s
Website (the website of the Peoples Daily in China)
from Hong Kong as follows:

5T EidRkiEZE, REEIIARM (FE
CANRHERY MG &3 6 H 3 HikIER TR

e The Shao Yi-fu Prize Foundation held a press
conference this afternoon (June 3, 2005), on the
meeting, Prof. Yang Zhen-ning, Director of the Shao
Yi-fu Prize Foundation, Chairman of the Evaluation &
Examination Committee, announced the name list of
the persons to receive the 2005 prizes. The three
prizes will be awarded to four outstanding scholars
from USA, Switzerland and England.

o MNARKIEEESK (20054 6 H 3 H)
THRATHE A, &b, ARREEGSH
H, IFHSEEMIRTEIR AT 2005 FHEAN
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Y, WU TR B SR E L A g E P
(RN <

e The Mathematic Science Prize will be
awarded to Prof. Andrews J. Wiles, Princeton
University, USA, to honor him for his proof of
Fermat’s Last Theorem, solving this difficult problem
puzzling the world mathematics community for 300
years.

o HUARPAAR TS E M ETIUR SR B R
PO LB - R B, NERTAIEY] T 2 S
JE R, AR T IR AR AL 300 Z4E
AR HE AL

e [t is learnt that the “Shao Yi-fu Reward” was
established in 2002, with prizes in three fields at
present, respectively: Astronomy, Life Science &
Medical Science, and Mathematical Science. The
prizes are awarded once each year, each amounting to
USDI1 million. This year is the 2n year awarding these
prizes, the prize awarding ceremony will be held in
September 2005.

o &, “HRIRAKIT 2002 FMOL, HETH
=R, AN RIS Bkl SRR
Heepl . BN —IK, R3S 100 /IETT.
SN GIUR B " m, AL TE T LA
A7,

Seeing this news, on July 25, 2005, I wrote an
email and sent it to the email address of the Secretary
Office of the Shao Yi-fu Prize ( =
info@shawprize.org2005), and also sent it to the email
address of Prof. Yang Zhen-ning ( =
yang(@castu.tsinghua.edu.cn) and stated the following:

BRENZHE L, T 2005 45 7 H 25 HAERMAR
TR I AR A Ak DL R A 4IR T 5 A A HL B A i

( = info@shawprize.org2005 i =
yang(@castu.tsinghua.edu.cn) & 2= HLFHLFIC Rk I
AE B IFE R AT

e Accordingly, I am reporting the above
situation to you, and inquire the following question for
you and Mr. Shao Yi-fu to consider:

oyt K LRfESLEIRIRA], JEREH I
i) FRAARATT S5 Bl RS A )

e After Jiang Chun-xuan writes his “Disprove
Wile’s Proof of Fermat’s Last Theorem” with full
evidence, what are you going to do?

o HBRMEIESETE ) CPR/RETR 9 5 K B
FHEM Z ) WX H ARG, AR 702

e Will you collect the “(Shao Yi-fu)
Mathematical Science Prize” mistakenly awarded to
Wiles back? Or will you repeatedly award this prize to
the Chinese number theory mathematician Jiang
Chun-xuan?
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o JETRR AR AU 25 MR BT (ARIERR)
e Rl 22l ml 7 3 2 K 123 5 R AT 25 v L 4
WHEFKEHRE?

e Regarding myself, please read my paper
“Healthy & Rapid Development of Chinese Science &
Technology, Economy and Society Call for
Innovation Achievements Bringing Challenges to
Traditional Basic Theories of Science and Technology”
published by “Science Impact On Society” (No.2 issue
2004).

o XTHRAC, WEWEPTEB R (BHEEXf
IR TP 2004 S5 2 W BRI SCE

(HEBHEEER . ST A& KRR Rk R IT
M e £ G R S HR FE AR 1R PR AR M B AT
FRR)

e This paper is available on the Internet at the
following web-page address:

o ATDAZEM LT LA )

=
http://www.chinainfo.gov.cn/data/200408/1 2004082
4_87030.html

e It includes a brief self-introduction as follows:

o M RTIRMMENDAWT ¢

e [ was born in England. My mother was a
British-Jew who loved China, a journalist for the
Daily Worker before she passed away in 1948. My
grandfather Chen You-ren (Eugene Chen) was a close
comrade to Dr. Sun Yat-sen, a patriotic and
revolutionary Chinese diplomat who contributed his
whole life for the interest of the Chinese people.
Before passing away, my father Chen Yi-fan (Jack
Chen) held the position as the President of the Soong
Ching-ling Foundation of America, as well as a
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director of the board of the Soong Ching-ling
Foundation of China. My uncle Chen Pei-shi (Percy
Chen) held the position of a special invited committee
member for the Hong Kong region of the China
People’s Political Consultancy Committee (CPPCC).

o AT IE. RIS vzt
IS FEPURN, 1948 FLAT R (T AHHR)
A0 o FRAAHAC IR A A el Ll SR 2 A
% E A A AE 5K, O E N R 28 TR 1At A
—4. KUEET, WASORFRKTE G AR S
IR PR S e < 4 BN [ R RS I o B . 3K
(RIAE SC R AS 0 22 8 AT ik 4 [ IS 1 7 A i [X e 2
Z .

e In early 1950, my father was invited from
London to come to Beijing to work for the foreign
language news for new China, and brought me to
China when I was eight years old. Since then, I have
lived, studied and worked in China for 54 years (until
2004), seen by myself the great changes of China
during these 54 years. Together with the Chinese
people, I hope that the future development of science
and technology, national economy and society of
China not develops faster, but more important
develops even better. This is my original intention in
writing this paper.

o 1950 4], IIISIENMEH BT S
s o [ B A E AL Fll, R 2\ S R (A
HE. MR, AT E LA R. FIMT
BT 544F, SR BRETE sS4 RERMAEL. 5
hE AR, HAEPER 2R BRE
TEAAE 4 S5 R JEAME R, B H B AR E K
JeRBEIF . KR T A HIHI .



