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Abstract: Based on the method of reduction to absurdity, I convert the Fermat Equation into an open curve, which is inequivalent to the elliptic curve Professor Wiles deduced through “making out cubic curve”. 
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Introduction: Prof. A. Wiles of Princeton University in the United States has gained nine major international awards including the one conferred in Hong Kong since he issued the article justifying Fermat’s conjecture in 1995. However, it’s untenable that he turned Fermat’s equation into an elliptic curve. He just proved that the elliptic curve constructed by him is a modular curve, but didn’t prove Fermat’s conjecture at all. 

I. Generation of Wiles’ Elliptic Curve 

Wiles assumed that Fermat’s Last Theorem is untrue, then there are the coprime nontrivial solutions a, b and c, prime number 
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II. Generation of Jing Curve 
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① 
in which, p is an odd prime number, while X, Y and Z have no positive integer solutions. 

Proof: It is assumed that X, Y and Z all have positive integer solutions. 

We order X=x, Z=x+a (a is a positive integer), [image: image5.png]Y=y, +a
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is a positive integer), appoint (x, [image: image7.png]
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i.e.: 
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③ 
Without loss of generality, we can assume [image: image10.png](ry)=d=1
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, divide formula ③ by d, 

and order [image: image14.png]


, [image: image15.png]


, ……, [image: image16.png]


, then 
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Bx12+Cx1=Ay13+By12+Cy1 
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The curves derived on the same hypothesis that the Fermat’s equation has solutions should have some common features, however, that cannot be found from the analogue diagram above. It can be reflected from my curve in just a few minutes; If the assumption is valid, the curve is in the first quadrant; If the assumption is not valid, the curve doesn't exist ，but all forms of Wiles’ elliptic curve were farfetched during the 30 years from 1955 to when Gerhard Frey mentioned this curve in 1985. It’s still a question today that how many people indeed know the evolution process of the elliptic curve. 

In conclusion, Wiles’ elliptic curve and Fermat’s equation are nonequivalent. 

Note: Here I offer a few commonplace remarks by way of introduction so that others may come up with valuable opinions, and welcome criticism and correction.

