arXiv:2406.00880v1 [math.NT] 2 Jun 2024

LANG-WEIL TYPE ESTIMATES IN FINITE DIFFERENCE FIELDS
MARTIN HILS, EHUD HRUSHOVSKI, JINHE YE, AND TINGXIANG ZOU

ABSTRACT. We prove a uniform estimate of the number of points for difference algebraic
varieties in finite difference fields in the spirit of Lang-Weil. More precisely, we give uniform
lower and upper bounds for the number of rational points of a difference variety in terms of
its transformal dimension. As a main technical ingredient, we prove an equidimensionality
result for Frobenius reductions of difference varieties.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Lang-WEeil estimates give the asymptotics of the number of points of a variety in a large
finite field. Here we consider a difference variety analogue: the number of solutions of a
number of polynomial equations involving z” in a large finite field IF,,»; we seek an expression
uniform in p and n. We find the right exponent, but not an exact leading coefficient; indeed
no single limiting value of this coefficient can be expected, as arithmetic questions intervene.
The proof requires several key inputs from the model theory of difference fields, the classical
Lang-WEeil estimate, and some recent developments towards non-Archimedean geometry in
the difference setting [DH22|. For an introduction to model theory, see [TZ12]. For a brief
introduction to the model theory of difference fields, see [Chald]. Before presenting the
precise results and the idea of the proof, we recall some history of the Lang-Weil estimate.

1.1. Weil Conjectures and Lang-Weil Estimate. The Weil conjectures are a set of
mathematical conjectures proposed by Weil in the late 1940s. These conjectures
are fundamental in algebraic geometry and have profound implications for number theory.
The Weil conjectures are concerned with counting the number of rational points of algebraic
varieties over finite fields. Specifically, let X be a geometrically integral projective algebraic
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variety defined over a finite field F,, where ¢ is a prime power, the Weil conjectures predict
the behavior of #X (Fq)ﬂ as ¢ increases via encoding them in the Weil zeta function. The
conjectures were proven by Dwork [Dwo60], Grothendieck [Gro95], and Deligne [Del74].
While the Weil conjectures give a precise formula for the number of rational points on
varieties over finite fields, some weaker versions of the predictions were known long before
the resolution of the Weil conjectures. Most notably, the Lang-Weil estimate [LW54] provides
the asymptotic behavior of #X(F,) as ¢ goes to infinity. Here is the precise statement of
the classical Lang-Weil estimate.

Theorem (Lang-Weil Estimate). Given integers n,d,r, there is a constant C' = C(n,d,r)
such that for every finite field F, and every geometrically integral variety X C P" over IF, of
dimension r and degree d, we have

[#X(F,) —d'| < (d—1)(d—2)¢" >+ Cq'".

For an algebraic variety X defined over Z and each prime number p, we use X, to denote its
fiber over the prime p. The above estimate gives us an estimate of #X,(F,) where ¢ = p™
for some m subject to the condition that X, is geometrically integral. Analogously, similar
estimates for affine varieties can be obtained using this formula.

1.2. Difference Lang-Weil Estimate. One may wish to generalize this estimate to other
settings, where one could study more complicated sets other than varieties, either obtained by
first-order quantifiers or given in some expansions of fields. In the first direction, recall that
a pseudofinite field is a perfect pseudo-algebraically closed (PAC)B field with absolute Galois

group Z. The seminal work of Ax [Ax68] shows that this is equivalent to being a model of the
asymptotic theory of the finite fields (a sentence is in the asymptotic theory of finite fields iff
it is true for sufficiently large finite fields). Counting in finite fields admits natural extensions
to pseudofinite fields, and the Lang-Weil estimate admits a generalization to definable sets
in pseudofinite fields by the work of Chatzidakis, van den Dries, and Macintyre [CvdDM92].
In a parallel direction, model theory provides a uniform framework for looking at tame
expansions of fields. The model theory of valued fields, differential fields, and difference
fields are particularly well-studied expansions. Since our primary interest lies in counting
in finite structures, the differential and valuation in these cases are trivial, and thus do not
provide interesting information. However, the difference setting remains interesting.

Recall that a difference field is a field with a distinguished endomorphism. For example, a
finite field with some iterate of the Frobenius is a finite difference field. Difference varieties
can be thought of as generalizations of algebraic varieties, where the defining polynomials
involve the given automorphism. It is natural to count rational points of difference algebraic
varieties in a finite difference field. As in classical algebraic geometry a la Weil, one works in
an ambient algebraically closed field K and all varieties V' are identified with V(K). In the
difference setting, the theory ACFA, which was studied extensively in [CH99] and [CHP02],
provides the universal domains for difference algebraic geometry. Many geometric notions
admit difference variety analogues; in particular the transformal dimension of a difference
variety X is analogous to the dimension of an algebraic variety; for affine varieties it equals the
maximum number of functions on the variety that are independent in the sense of satisfying

'We use both #S and |S| to denote the size of a set S.
2A field K is pseudo-algebraically closed if for any geometrically integral variety X /K, one has X (K) # @.
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no difference equation. If the difference operator is specialized to a large Frobenius map
¢, one obtains an algebraic variety M,(X) , whose dimension is at most the transformal
dimension of X. A substantial contrast is that the algebraic closure of a difference field is
not unique; see Example for an effect of this on dimension.

ACFA is the model companion of the theory of difference fields. It is model complete and
simple, a tameness property in the sense of Shelah [She78|. The work of EH [Hru04] shows
that ACFA is the asymptotic theory of (Fglg ,Frob,) as ¢ — co. The key geometric input
is a generalization of the Lang-Weil estimate to zero-dimensional difference varieties. Here
Lang-WEeil is viewed geometrically, as estimating the size of a specific intersection of difference
varieties of complementary dimension, namely an algebraic correspondence with the graph
of Frobenius. See also [SV22] for another proof.

We are interested in a different generalization of Lang-Weil. Finite fields endowed with a
Frobenius map are the ‘closed points’ of the world of difference algebra, in the same way that
finite fields play this role for ordinary commutative algebra. We thus attempt to estimate the
number of solutions of a difference variety in a finite difference field. We achieve a nontrivial
estimate in case the field is sufficiently large compared to the structural Frobenius map (see
Theorem B or Theorem [6.7]).

A geometric interpretation of this problem - not mentioning rational points - would involve
two commuting automorphisms, realized by the p and ¢-Frobenius. When ¢ is a a high power
of p, this theory interprets bounded arithmetic on the smaller field [F,. Perhaps our results
hint at a possible theory relative to IF,,. In any case we will remain with the more arithmetic
interpretation.

We are now able to state our question more precisely and give a brief sketch of the proof:
Let (D, o) be a domain D with an injective endomorphism o and (P;);<x be a finite col-
lection of difference polynomials in variables Xi,..., X,, over D. In other words, P; lies
in the polynomial ring D[Xy,..., X, X7,..., X7, Xf2, ...]. Like in the algebraic setting,
we denote by V' the affine difference variety defined by (F;);<y. Consider a difference ring
homomorphism 7 : D — (F, Frob,), where ¢ is a power of the prime p. Let V" denote the
difference variety defined by the difference polynomials (7(FP;));<ny. We would like to count
the number of rational points of V" in (F,, Frob,). Namely, we need to estimate the size
of the set of zeros of (n(P;))i<y in (Fyt, Frob,), equivalently, the zero set in [, of algebraic
polynomials obtained from 7n(P;) by interpreting X7 as Xfm. Let us denote the resulting
algebraic polynomial by M,(n(F;)) and the affine algebraic variety defined by (M, (n(F;)))i<n
by M,(V"). Our task is to estimate #M,(V")(F,:) for large ¢, uniformly in terms of p, ¢, ¢
and 7.

The upper bound is easy (but optimal in this generality). In the case of transformal di-
mension zero, we use the ‘trivial upper bound’ of [Hru04]; for the case of a single difference
polynomial Py, it amounts simply to the degree of M,(P;). This bound applies to the number
of solutions in Fglg ; we do not use here the additional information on rationality. At the
opposite extreme, when the difference variety is the affine space, the number of solutions is
p'™. The general case follows from these two by dévissage.

The challenge thus lies in the lower bound. Let us mention a few issues around this. First,
M, (V") may be empty for infinitely many ¢, see Example 43 In this example the problem
is simply due to the incompleteness of ACFAq. Vg could simply be the two-point difference
variety of a cube root of 3 in the fized field. Then for p =2 mod 3 and odd t, there can be
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no solution in Fy:. Of course the same will be true for any higher dimensional V' admitting
a morphism into this Vj.

Secondly there arises the question of the number of irreducible components. Again this
may occur due to a morphism onto a zero-transformal-dimesional variety V;; the number of
components of V' in [F» will be at least the number of points of V;. This already accounts
for the gap between our lower and upper bounds.

There are also additional mechanisms for reducibility. For example, consider a difference
polynomial P := X°X — Y2 it is not a product of two proper difference polynomials, while
the corresponding algebraic polynomial M, (P) := XPT! — Y2 is not irreducible for all p # 2.
This one can still be accounted for at the difference variety level, but we presume that rare
cases will exist where M,(P) factorizes for non-uniform reasons, and do not know if this
could happen for infinitely many p.

In case M,(V') has several components, the number of components rational over Fy is the
essential information; this aspects is already familiar in applications of the classical Lang-
Weil.

The principal difficulty that we deal with here is, however, special to the difference setting;
namely M, (V) may be a variety of lower than expected dimension. This cannot happen for
a single difference polynomial, nor more generally if V' is cut out by d’ difference equations,
where d’ is the codimension of V. But in general, V' may not be a ‘complete intersection’ in
this sense. We do not know if every difference variety can be fibered over a zero-transformal-
dimensional one with 'complete intersection’ fibers. It is here that we need the theory of
valued difference fields, allowing us to perturb solutions outside a smaller ‘singular’ difference
subvariety and thus show that M, (V) will locally have the expected dimension, regardless
of the complete intersection question.

Our key result, Theorem (4.8 resolves the above issues in the following terms: There is a
special difference subvariety V; of V' of strictly smaller transformal dimension, such that for
almost all ¢, M,((V '\ V;)") breaks into absolutely irreducible components of equal dimension
d for almost all ¢ and all 7.

Here is the precise statement.

Theorem A. Let V be a difference variety defined over a difference domain D with trans-
formal dimension d > 0. Then there is a difference subvariety Vy over D of transformal
dimension < d and a difference domain D' finitely generated over D and contained in the
fraction field Frac(D) and a constant C, such that for all ¢ > C' and for all homomorphisms
n: D' — (F'9, Froby), the variety My((V;)") has algebraic dimension strictly smaller than d
and M,((V \ V5)") is either empty or equidimensional of algebraic dimension d.

A brief remark about the proof of the theorem before we move on. To define V;, we actually
embed our difference field into a model of ACFA with a natural non-Archimedean topology
coming from the work of Dor and EH [DH22| where such structures are called models of

WV FA. See Section [2.3] for more details about this structure. More explicitly, the non-
Archimedean topology is used in the following way. The subvariety V; is the closure of the
points p where an analogue of the implicit function theorem fails at p. Moreover, the proof

yields that V, does not depend on the choice of embeddings into models of wV F'A. Though
Vy is a pure difference subvariety, our method uses non-difference algebraic data to find it.

It is thus natural to ask:
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Question 1.1. Is there a purely difference algebraic description of V¢

Note that the proof of Theorem A and the above question require an interplay between the
difference algebraic data and the non-Archimedean topology, it seems natural to ask if there
exists a tame theory of analytic functions for difference fields.

With Theorem A in hand, it remains to find a smooth F,:-point of M,((V \ V;)"). If such a
point exists, the irreducible component (over F,:) containing x will be absolutely irreducible.
To find a smooth point, we extend the partial derivatives to difference polynomials and use
the corresponding Jacobian criterion and generic smoothness. However, in characteristic
p > 0, generic smoothness fails as in the algebraic setting. One needs to modify the variety
using the twisting reduction (see Definition [5.I]), which is the difference analogue of the
relative Frobenius (see [WY23|, Section 1.2] for example). This procedure gives a stratification
of V' via locally closed difference varieties which are smooth after twisting reduction.

In conclusion, we establish the following dichotomy (see Theorem for the final uniform
version).

Theorem B (Difference Lang-Weil Estimate). Let X be a difference variety of transformal
dimension d > 0 defined over a difference domain D. Then there is a difference subvariety X
defined over D of transformal dimension < d, constants ¢,C > 0 and D' C Frac(D) finitely
generated over D such that for all ¢ > C, for all homomorphisms n: D" — (F,, Frob,):

(1) Either there is a point a € (X" \ X/)(Fy, Frob,), and we have
¢°p™ > #X"(Fpr, Frob,) > p¥ — ¢op4=1/%);
(2) Or X"(Fy, Frob,) € X/ (Fy, Frob,), and #X"(F, Frob,) < ¢p" @1,

We remark that when X is a pure algebraic variety, the proof of Theorem B gives that the ¢¢
in the count becomes a constant ¢ which does not depend on ¢q. Hence, it is a version of the
original Lang-Weil estimate where we do not require X to be irreducible or geometrically
irreducible. Indeed, as we mentioned before, requiring X to be irreducible as a difference
variety does not make M, (X) irreducible. However, our lower bound will be optimal if
M,(X) happens to be irreducible for almost all ¢.

Question 1.2. Is there a geometric or model-theoretic condition on the difference variety X
such that M,(X) is irreducible for almost all q?

Note that our count in (F,:, Frob,) is only meaningful when p’ is significantly larger than
q. Also the count is very rough, in the sense that when X has transformal dimension d,
and in case X has a point a in (F,:, Frob,) outside of X¢, then the estimate we give is a
number between (1 — €)p' and ¢°p'®. To determine the precise coefficient of p'?, we need
to count the number of irreducible components that are defined over F,:. This is a highly
non-trivial problem to solve, see Remark [4.11] for further discussions. Here we discuss the
zero-dimensional case by way of illustration.

When the difference variety X has transformal dimension 0, the twisted Lang-Weil estimate
([Hru04], [SV22]) tells us that there are finitely many rational numbers (1;);<y and natural
numbers (¢;);<n such that for all n: D — (F%9, Frob,),

X, Frob,) - pug®| < ¢
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holds for some ¢ < N. Here ¢; is the total dimension of X "f But this estimate says nothing
about the distribution of the points of X among the various finite fields. For example,
consider the size of o(x) = =z, which is |F, N F,|, the precise number depends on the
divisibility of ¢ and log,q. More generally, consider the difference polynomial P(x) with
leading term o™(z*). If (¢g")!|t, then all solutions of P(z) = 0 lie in F, hence it has {q"
solutions (counted with multiplicity). However, if ¢ is a prime, then F, can contain at
most p solutions. Additional, perhaps statistical results on this distribution would be very
interesting.

Theorem B has an application to the model theory of difference fields.

Consider K = [], y(Fyni, Frob,mi) an ultraproduct of finite difference fields over a non-
principal ultrafilter & with lim; , n;/m; = oo and lim;_,., p;"* = oco. We prove that the
coarse dimension § (a dimension stemming from non-standard counting, see Section [1 for
details) of a quantifier-free type equals to the transformal transcendence degree of it, which
resolves a conjecture by TZ in [Zou21].

Theorem C. Let A be a difference subfield of K and r(x) = qftp(a/A) where a is a tuple
in K with transformal transcendence degree d over A. Then 8(r) = d.

Organization of the paper: The paper is structured as follows. In Section [2, we review
the basics of difference algebra, the model theory of difference fields, and valued difference
fields. We also prove a useful result about the stability of transformal dimension under
ultraproducts.

In Section Bl we work in wV F'A and use its non-Archimedean topology to define V; uniformly.
This definition helps us establish the analogue implicit function theorem in V' excluding V.
This is crucial for the proof of Theorem A in Section Ml

Section [0 sets up the twisting reduction and proves a generic smoothness result for difference
varieties after twisting reduction. Section [6] brings everything together and provides the
proof of our main result, Theorem B (see Theorem [6.7]).

Finally, in Section [1, we explore the model-theoretic implications of our counting results.
Note that almost all results in this paper are stated in a uniform fashion, which invokes a
substantial amount of technicalities to achieve.

Acknowledgment: MH and TZ was partially supported by the German Research Foun-
dation (DFG) via HI 2004/1-1 (part of the French-German ANR-DFG project GeoMod)
and under Germany’s Excellence Strategy EXC 2044-390685587, ‘Mathematics Miinster:
Dynamics-Geometry-Structure’. JY was partially supported by the Fondation Sciences
Mathématiques de Paris. We are grateful to Yuval Dor and Yatir Halevi for their insightful
discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Convention and Notation: Throughout the paper, all rings are commutative with 1 and
morphisms are unital. For ultraproducts, let I be an index set and U be an ultrafilter
on I, and (M;);er be a family of L-structures. We write the ultraproduct as [[, .,, M;, the
ultraproduct of X; C M as [ [, ,,, X; and a tuple from the ultraproduct as (a;)i—u. If (a;)ier

3Namely the maximum of transcendence degrees of difference function fields of irreducible components of
X,
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is a sequence in R, we denote by lim;_,;; «; the unique r € RU{=£o0} such that for any open
interval A containing r (we regard oo € (a, 00), same for —oco) one has {i € [ : a; € A} € U.

2.1. Difference Algebraic Preliminaries. In this section, we recall some preliminaries
on difference algebra. The main reference for this section is Cohn’s book [Coh65].

Recall that a difference ring (R, o) is a ring R with a given injective morphism o : R — R.
We occasionally refer to R as a difference ring when ¢ is understood from the context. For
a prime power ¢, we use Frob, to denote the map R — R : x +— 9.

Given a difference ring (R,0) and n € Ny, let Rlzy,...,z,]|, denote the difference ring
Rlxy, ... ,xp,x],...27,...] with the natural (extension of) o on it. Note that we can evaluate
difference polynomials just as one evaluates algebraic polynomials. Throughout the paper,
‘polynomial” means ‘difference polynomial’, and we will call the usual polynomials algebraic
polynomials.

A difference ring (K, o) is a difference field if the underlying ring K is a field. A difference
field (K, o) is called inversive if o is an automorphism, and it is called non-periodic if
char(K) = p and o' o (Frob,)™ # id for any (I,m) # (0, 0). Here, we set Frob, = id if p = 0.
By [Coh65, Lemma II, p. 201], (K, o) is non-periodic if and only if there is no non-trivial
polynomial that vanishes identically on K.

The inversive closure of a difference field K, i.e., the uniquely determined smallest inversive
difference field containing K, will be denoted by K™V,

A morphism of difference rings f : (Ry,01) — (Rg,02) is a morphism of rings that respects
the difference operator. Given a difference field K, a K-difference algebra is a difference ring
R with a morphism K — R. Morphisms of K-difference algebras are defined similarly. We
will call K-difference algebras/fields difference rings/fields over K as well. For a difference
field L over K, we will denote the setup by K < L.

For difference fields K < L and a € L a tuple, let K(a), := K(0"(a))ren. Note that in case
K is inversive, we have K(a)™ = K(o%(a))icz. If L = K(a),, then a is a tuple of generators
of L over K, and L is said to be finitely generated over K if the tuple of generators can be
chosen to be finite. Likewise, if (R, o) < (S, 0) is an extension of difference rings and a is a
tuple from S, we set Rla), := R[a,0(a),0?(a),...] and say that S is finitely generated over
R if S = R|al, for some finite a.

Let K < L = K(a), be a finitely generated difference field extension. The limit degree
1d(L/K), € N> U {oo} is defined as

min{[K (a,c(a),...,c"(a)) : K(a,0(a),...,0"(a))]: k € N},
and the reduced limit degree rld(L/K), is defined as
min{[K (a,c(a),...,c"(a)) : K(a,0(a),...,c"(a))]s : k € N},

where [E, F|; is the separable degree of E over F for field extensions F' < E. By convention,
the degree and the separable degree of a non-algebraic field extension F/E is co. Note that
Id(L/K) and rld(L/K) do not depend on the choice of generators [Coh65, p. 135 and p.
140].

Given (R, o) a difference ring, a difference ideal ¥ of R is an ideal of the ring R such that
for a € 3, o(a) € X. A difference ideal ¥ is called prime if it is a prime ideal, it is called
reflezive if o(a) € ¥ implies a € 3, and it is called perfect if whenever [[,. 0" (a) € 2 for
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some N and n; > 0, then a € 3. In particular, a perfect difference ideal is radical. Note
that any reflexive prime difference ideal is perfect

A difference domain R is a difference ring that is a domain.

For a difference domain (R, o), o extends (uniquely) to F' = Frac(R), we call F' = (F, o) the
fraction difference field. Clearly, if o : R — R is surjective, then (F, o) is inversive.

Let (K, o) be a difference field and a be a tuple of length n in a K-difference field L. Define
I(a/K)={P € K[x1,...,2,), : P(a) = 0}. Note that I(a/K) is a reflexive prime difference
ideal.

Conversely, any proper reflexive prime difference ideal of K[z1, ..., z,], is of the form I(b/K)
for some n-tuple b in some difference field extension of K (see [Coh65, Theorem VIII on
p. 77]).

Now we define some terminology for difference polynomial rings. We use N[o] to denote the
commutative semiring generated by o over N. We equip it with the natural ordering such
that o > n for all n € N.

Let Q € K(z1,...,2,], be given of the form Q@ = >, ;a; [[1<;<p, 2} with a; € K\ {0} and
pi; € N[o] such that if j # §/, then (14, ..., pn;) # (ftajrs - - - ping7). The total (difference)
degree of @ is defined to be max{> , ., i, :j € J} € N[o].

Next, we define a natural derivati(;)n on difference polynomials. Let K be a difference field.

We define the partial derivative 5= on K[zy,...,2,], for 1 <4 < n as the unique K-linear

operator satisfying the Leibniz rule such that
. g—iz:land%:()fori%j;

o(z?
o(—]_):Oforallk‘zlandlgz',an.

ox;
Lastly, let K be an inversive difference field of characteristic p. Denote by K|[zy,...,z,]F
the difference ring K[((Frob,)*(z;))? : z,s € Z,1 < i < n] with the obvious identifications,
i.e., identify it as a subring of the perfect inversive closure of Frac(K|[z1,. .., 2,],).

The following is the difference version of Noetherianity.

Definition 2.1. A difference ring is Ritt if it satisfies the ascending chain condition for
perfect difference ideals, i.e., for any sequence ¥; C Y5 C --- of perfect difference ideals,
there is some k such that X,, = X for all n > k.

The following result is the difference analogue of Hilbert’s Basis Theorem (see [Coh65, The-
orem V, p. 89] for a proof).

Fact 2.2 (Ritt-Raudenbush Basis Theorem). A polynomial difference ring Rlz1, ..., %5,
over a Ritt difference ring R is a Ritt difference ring.

Remark 2.3. If R is a Noetherian ring with any injective endomorphism ¢ on R, then (R, o)
is a Ritt difference ring. Hence, Rz, ..., 2,], is Ritt. In particular, if K is a difference field,
then the difference polynomial ring Kz1, ..., x,], is a Ritt difference ring.

Definition 2.4. Let K = (K,0) be a difference field, for each n € N, we denote the
difference affine n-space A?K 0 b0 be the topological space whose points consist of reflexive

prime difference ideals of the difference polynomial ring K|z, ..., z,],. It is equipped with

4A reflexive prime difference ideal is called a transformally prime ideal in [Hru04].
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the Zariski-Cohn topology whose closed sets are of the form
V(S) :=A{p € Alk o), S S p},

where S C K|[xq,...,2,], is any subset.
Note that K™ can be identified with a subset of A}, ) via a — I(a/K). We endow K" with
the induced topology, which will also be called the Zarlskl Cohn topology (on K™).

Remark 2.5. Given any S C K{z1, ..., %], let X5 be the perfect difference ideal generated
by S, i.e., the intersection of all perfect difference ideals containing S. Then V(S) = V(3g).
On the other hand, if ¥ is a perfect difference ideal, by [Coh65, p. 88],

Y= ﬂ p.
P

€Al 0 ECP

Hence I(V(9)) := ﬂpev( )P = Xs. In other words, there is an order-reversing one-to-one cor-
respondence between closed subsets of A?K’o) and perfect difference ideals in K|xy, ..., z,],.
Since K[xy,...,2,)s is Ritt by Remark 2.3] A?KJ) is a Noetherian topological space.

Definition 2.6. e Let K = (K, o) be a difference field. An (affinell difference variety
W over K is a closed subset of A?K’U) for some n. We will often write W C A™ when
K is understood from the context.
e The Zariski-Cohn topologies on W and W (K) are the subspace topologies induced
by A?KU We say U C A K.o) 1S @ locally closed subvariety of A" K.0) 1f U is a locally
closed subset of A" Slmllarly, U is an open subvariety of V' 1f U is open in V. A
difference variety V 1s called irreducible (over K) if it is irreducible as a topological
space.
e For any difference variety W, I(W) is finitely generated as a perfect difference ideal
in the sense that I(W) = Xg for some finite set S which we call a set of defining

polynomials for W. Conversely, given a finite set of polynomials {P,..., P} C
K[zq,...,2,],, we say that W := V({Py, ..., P,}) is the difference variety defined by
P, ..., P

Definition 2.7. Let D = (D, o) be a difference domain, with fraction field K. A difference
variety V' C A" over K is said to be defined over D, if ¥ := I[(V)N D[xy,- -+ , ), is finitely
generated as a perfect difference ideal in D|xq,- -+, z,],. And in this case, we say that V is
defined over D with defining polynomials P, ..., P if {P;,..., P.} is a set of generators of
Yin D[y, , 20

Remark 2.8. If D is finitely generated over Z, then D[zy,...,x,], is a Ritt difference
ring. For any difference variety V' defined over the fraction field of D, the ideal I(V) N

Dlxy, -+, x,], is thus finitely generated as a perfect difference ideal, and so there is a finite
set of generators { P, ..., P} C D|xy,...,2,), such that V is defined over D by Py, ..., Py.
Note, however, that it is not the case that every set of generators for I (V') from D[zy, ..., z,],
is a set of generators for I(V) N Dlxy, ..., Ty)s-

Fact 2.9 ([Coh65, Theorem LI, p. 111]). A difference variety W C Ay, is irreducible if
and only if I(W) is a reflexive prime difference ideal.

®In this paper, we only consider affine difference varieties.
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Definition 2.10. If W C A?KJ) is an irreducible difference variety, we define its function
field K(W), to be the fraction difference field of K[z1,...,x,]./I(W).

Definition 2.11. Let K < L be a difference field extension. A family {a;};c; of elements
from L is called transformally dependent over K if there are pairwise distinct 41, . .., 7, from
I and a nonzero polynomial P € K[xy,...,x,], such that P(a;,...,a;,) = 0. Other-
wise, {a;}ier is called transformally independent over K. An element a € L is said to be
transformally algebraic over K if {a} is transformally dependent over K, and transformally
transcendental over K otherwise.

A transformally independent set S C L over K is called a transformal transcendence basis
of L over K, if S is a maximal transformally independent set in L over K.

The transformal transcendence degree of L over K, denoted by trf.deg(L/K), is the cardi-
nality of a transformal transcendence basis of L over K i

Definition 2.12. Let W C A" be an irreducible difference variety over K, and let K < L
be a difference field extension with a = (aq,...,a,) a tuple in L. Then a is called a generic
point of W over K if I(a/K) = I(W). In this case, K(a), is naturally isomorphic to the
function field K(W),.

For an irreducible difference variety V' over K, its transformal dimension trf.dimg (V) is
defined to be trf.deg(K(V),/K). If V is a difference variety (over K), its transformal
dimension trf.dim g (V') is defined to be the maximal transformal dimension of the irreducible
components of V' (over K). Let V' be defined over some difference domain D. Then we set

trf.dimp (V) := trf.dimg (V') where K = Frac(D).

To avoid any confusion, the dimension of an algebraic variety X will be called its algebraic
dimension, denoted by alg.dim(X).

Definition 2.13. Let W C A" be a difference variety over K with defining polynomials
Pi,...,P.. Let L > K. The set of L-rational points of W, denoted by W (L), is defined as

W(L) := {a eL", \ Pia)= o}.

1<i<k

An embedding f : L — L' of difference fields over K induces a natural map W (f): W(L) —
W (L.

Note that W (L) does not depend on the set of defining polynomials.
Definition 2.14. Let E > F be a difference field extension. The core of E over F', denoted

by Core(E/F), is the difference subfield which consists of all elements a € E which are
separable algebraic over F' and satisfy 1d(F(a),/F) = 1.

The following fact is a consequence of [CH99, Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.9]Jj

Fact 2.15 (Babbitt’s Theorem). Let (E,0) be a difference field. Then two extensions of o
to EY% are E-isomorphic if and only if their restrictions to Core(E/E) are isomorphic.

6Transformal algebraic closure satisfies Steinitz’ Exchange Lemma, so it defines a pregeometry in any
difference field and the notion of transformal transcendence degree is well-defined.
"See also [Challl page 5].
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2.2. ACFA. In this section, we will summarize some results about the model companion of
the theory of difference fields, ACFA. The main reference is [CH99] by Chatzidakis and EH.
Unless stated otherwise, in this section all difference fields are assumed to be inversive.

Let £, be the language of difference rings, namely the language of rings augmented by one
function symbol o.

If ¢ is a power of some prime p, we denote by K, the difference field (F;lg , Frob,). Moreover,
we denote by () the set of all prime powers.

For items (1-5) of the following fact, see [CH99, 1.1-1.7 and Corollary 2.11]. Item (6) is
[Hru04, Theorem 1.4], which depends on the twisted Lang-Weil estimate in [Hru04]. For a
recent purely geometric proof of this estimate, see [SV22].

Fact 2.16. (1) The theory of difference fields in L, admits a model companion, called
ACFA.
(2) If (E,0) |E ACFA and B C E then the algebraic closure of B, denoted by acl,(B),
is given by the field-theoretic algebraic closure of the field generated by J,, 07 (B).
(8) If (E;,0;) = ACFA and B; C E; fori=1,2, then By =, By if and only if there is
an L,-isomorphism from acl,(B;) to acl,(Bsy) sending By to Bs.
Equivalently, if K = (K,0) is a difference field with K algebraically closed and
K CE; EACFA fori=1,2, then By =k Es.
(4) Every L,-formula ¢(z) in a tuple x is equivalent in ACFA to a formula of the form
Jy(x,y), such that ¥(x,y) is quantifier-free, |y| = 1 and there is m € N such that
W (a,b) implies that b is algebraic (in the field-theoretic sense) over the field A gener-
ated by a,o(a),...,0™(a). Moreover, the degree of b over A is bounded uniformly.
(5) ACFA has a canonical complete definable 1-type pgen(x), determined by the formulas
P(z) # 0 for all nonzero polynomials. More generally, for each n, there is a unique
generic n-type, py.,(T1,...,7,) generated by P(xy,...,x,) # 0 for all nonzero poly-
nomials. Equivalently, for any difference subfield K in a monster model of ACFA,
Pyenl &K = @"Pgenlr = tp(ar, . . ., an/K) where a; &= pgen|Kkay,..aiy for 1 < i <m.
(6) ACFA is the asymptotic theory of K,. Namely,

ACFA = {¢ an L,-sentence : K, = ¢ for all ¢ € Q with ¢ > 0.}
K, = ACFA.

Let £ = ACFA and € = E be |E|T-saturated. Then for any L,(E)-formula ¢(xq,. .., x,)
and corresponding definable set X = ¢(E) C E", we set
dimacra (X) := max{trf.deg(F(a),/FE) : a € ¢(€)}.

Remark 2.17. Let X C E" be definable in F = ACFA, then dimacpa(X) is the maximal
d such that there is a projection 7 : E" — E¢ with 7(X) containing p{,,. It follows that
dimacpa is uniformly definable across all completions of ACFA.

In particular, if U is a non-principal ultrafilter on @), then Hq—>u

The following is immediate from Fact 2.T6|(1).

Fact 2.18. Let V be a difference variety defined over K. Then the transformal dimension
of V over K 1is
max{dimacra(V(E)) : K < E = ACFA}.

The next lemma is presumably well-known, we include it due to the lack of references.
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Lemma 2.19. Let K = (K,7) = [[,_,,(K;,7:) be an ultraproduct of difference fields. Let
V=T1L_y,Vi< A?KJ) be a difference variety over K. Then

trf.dimg (V) = lim trf.dimg, (V;).
i—U

Proof. Set d := trf.dimg(V), d; := trf.dimg,(V;) and d' := lim;_;,d;. We first prove that
d < d. By Fact I8 for any i there is an embedding f; : (K;,7;) — (E;, 7)) E ACFA
such that dimacra(V;(E;)) = d;. Moreover, (K,7) — [[,_,(E;, 1) = (E,7) | ACFA.
As dimacpy is definable (uniformly in all completions of ACFA), dimacpa(V(E)) = d.
Therefore, d’ < d by Fact 218l

Now we show that d < d'. Let f: (K,7) — (E,7’) be an embedding such that (E,7")
ACFA and dimpcpa(V(E)) = d. Suppose V' is defined by ¢(z, ¢) for ¢ = (¢;);—y in K where
o(z,z) is an L,-formula and ¢(x,¢;) defines V; for each i. Since transformal dimension is
definable in ACFA, there is an £,-formula ¢(z) such that for any ' = ACFA and e € E’ with
E' = ¢(e), the formula ¢(x, ) defines a difference variety V, such that dimacpa (Vo(E')) = d.
Applying Fact 2.16(4), we may assume that ¢(z) is bounded existential, i.e., of the form
Jy(z,y) with the properties stated in Fact 216[(4).

It follows in particular that (K8 7/ |xus) = Jyb(c,y). Set Ko := Core(K*8/K). Let
ACF, denote the L,-theory of algebraically closed fields with an automorphism. Then
Babbitt’s theorem (see Fact 2.I5) implies

ACF, U qftp(Keor, ' [k..,) | Jyt(c,y).

By compactness, there is a quantifier-free sentence £(a) with a a tuple containing ¢ in K,
such that ACF, U{¢(a)} &= yib(c,y). Since a € Ko, there is a natural number n such that
the smallest field extension of K containing a that is closed under 7’ is of degree n. Thus
there is a first-order statement expressing the following: There is a degree n difference field
extension of K containing u such that {(u) holds. By Lo$’s Theorem, for U-many i’s there
is (K;, 1) < (K !, 7]) where K| is a degree n difference field extension of K;and ¢; Ca; C K]

Z’Z

such that (K[, 7)) = &(a;).

Then for any embedding of (K], 7/) into some E; = ACFA, we have E; = Jyi(c;,y) as

E; = £(a;). Thus, dimacpa Vi(FE;) = d and thus d; > d for U-many i’s as desired. O

2.3. Valued difference fields. In this section, we present the necessary material on valued
difference fields which we will need for our purposes. The results in arbitrary characteristic
are contained in the preprint [DH22] by Dor and EH. In characteristic 0, everything we will
use is contained in Durhan’s work |[Azgl0] (see also [CH14]).

An ordered difference group is a structure of the form (T',0,+, <, o), where (I, 0,4+, <) is
an ordered abelian group and o is an automorphism of (I', 0, +, <). The automorphism o
is called w-increasing if o(y) > ny for all v € T'yy and all natural numbers n. We treat
ordered difference groups as first-order structures in the language Loga = {0, +, <,0}; the
theory of w-increasing ordered difference groups may be axiomatised in Lpga, and we denote
it by wOGA. Any model of wOGA is naturally an ordered Z[o|-module, where Z[o] is the
ordered ring of polynomials in the indeterminate o with ¢ > 1. Divisible modules of such

kind correspond to ordered vector spaces over the ordered fraction field Q(o) of Z[o]. The
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theory of non-trivial divisible ordered Z[o]-modules will be denoted by wOGA. It is easy to

e~

see that wOG A is the model-completion of WOGA.

Now let (K, val) be a valued field, with value group I'x. We will denote by val : K —
'k U {oo} the valuation map. Let Ox = {x € K | val(z) > 0} be the corresponding
valuation ring, with unique maximal ideal mg = {z € K | val(x) > 0} and residue field
ki = Ok /mg, and let res : O — kg be the residue map.

A valued difference field is a valued field (K, val) together with a distinguished automorphism
of (K,val), i.e., a field automorphism o of K satisfying 0(Ok) = O. Note that ¢ induces
an automorphism & of the residue field, making it an inversive difference field. Similarly, o
induces an automorphism or of the value group, making it an ordered difference group.
We will treat valued difference fields in the three-sorted language Ly, consisting of

e the language of difference rings Lx = {0, 1,4+, X, 0} on the valued field sort denoted
by K;

e (a copy of) the language of difference rings £, = {0, 1,4, X, @} on the residue field
sort denoted by k;

e the language of ordered difference groups (with an additional constant for co) given
by {0, <, 00,4+, or} on the value group sort denoted by I', and

e the functions val : K — I' and res : K — k between the sorts. (When considering a
valued field as an Ly r ,-structure, we make the function res total by sending elements
of negative valuation to 0 € k.)

Definition 2.20. A valued difference field K = (K, 'k, kg, val, o) is called contractive if its
value group I'k is an w-increasing ordered difference group. The Ly r ,-theory of contractive
valued difference fields will be denoted by wV F A.

Example 2.21. (1) Let (k,o) be a difference field and let (I',or) be an w-increasing
ordered difference group. On the Hahn series field K := k((t")) one may define an
automorphism o, setting o(}_ c,t7) == > 7(c,)tr™. Then (K,T,k,val;, o) is a
contractive valued difference field with residue field (k,@) and value group (I, or).

(2) Forq = p" € Q, consider the valued difference field £, := (Fy(t)*, Q,F9, val;, Frob,),
where val; denotes an extension of the t-adic valuation on F,(t) to the algebraic clo-
sure. Let U be a non-principal ultrafilter on Q. Then [],_,,, £, F wVFA.

We now state some of the main results from [DH22].

Fact 2.22 ([DH22, Thm 9.10, Thm 9.14 and Thm 9.22]).

(1) The theory wV FA admits a model-companion wV F A.
(2) Let F = (F\Tp,kp,0) E WVFA with F = FY%_ and let F C E; = wVFA for
1=1,2. Then Ey =p E».
(8) In any model of WV F A, the following holds:
o The residue field k is stably embedded, with induced structure a pure model of
ACFA.

e The value group T' is stably embedded, with induced structure a pure model of

WOGA.

e k and I are orthogonal.
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(4) WV A is the asymptotic theory of L,. Namely,
WVFA = {¢ a sentence in Lyr, | Ly = ¢ for all ¢ € Q with ¢ > 0}.

In particular, if U is a non-principal ultrafilter on Q, then Hq—)l/{ L, = am It
also follows that um D ACFA.

An explicit axiomatisation of wV F'A is given in [DH22, Definition 0.8]. We do not state the
axiomatisation, as we will not make use of it.

Definition 2.23. In wV F'A, the generic type po(x) of O is the (a priori only partial) global
definable type of an element = € O such that res(x) is transformally transcendental.

Fact 2.24. In any completion ofcm, the type po(x) is a complete definable type. More-
over, po(x) commutes with itself, i.e., po(x) @ po(y) = po(y) ® po(x).

Proof. Let K = (K,T',k,v,0) F wVFAand a,d = po|K. We need to show that tp(a/K) =
tp(a'/K). By Fact 2.22(2), it is enough to show that there is an isomorphism of valued
difference fields (K (a)%9,v,0) = (K(a')%,v,0) over K sending a to a'.

By the uniqueness of the Gauss valuation and induction, we have a natural isomorphism
f:(K(a)y,v,0) =k (K(d')s,v,0) sending a to a’. By the universal property of the henseliza-
tion, this f extends (uniquely) to an isomorphism f* : (K(a)" v,0) 2k (K(a')? v,0). By
[DH22, Proposition 6.16], Core(K(a)¥9/K (a)") = K(a)?. Hence, f" extends to an iso-
morphism of difference fields %9 : (K (a)%, o) = (K(a')%, o) by Babbitt’s Theorem. As
K(a')" is henselian, any such f®9 automatically respects the valuation, and so f9 is an
isomorphism of valued difference fields, as required.

The moreover part is clear. O

Corollary 2.25. Let F' = (F, 0) be a difference subfield of a model of W FA. Let p(xy,...,xq)
be the partial type (in the language of valued difference fields) over F' expressing that z; € O
for all i and that the tuple (res(xy),...,res(zq)) is transformally independent over res(F).
Then p(xy,...,1q) is a complete type over F. Indeed p(x1,...,7q) = @ olr.

Recall that if K is a valued field and X C K™, then the topological dimension of X, denoted
by top. dim(X), is defined to be the maximal d < n such that there is a projection 7 : K™ —
K9 with inty,(7(X)) # (), where int,, denotes the interior in the valuation topology.

Lemma 2.26. Let K = (K, ', k,v,0) E wVFA and X C K" be definable (with parameters)
in the language of difference rings. Then top.dim(X) = dimacpa(X).

Proof. Note that dimacpa(X) is given by the maximal d such that there is a projection
7 K" — K% with the property that the ACFA-generic type pzen| K concentrates on 7(X).

It is thus enough to show that if ¢ a formula in the language of difference rings with parame-
ters from K and X = ¢(K) C K¢, then inty (X) # 0 if and only if p{,, | concentrates on X.
Let (K, val,0) < (€, val, o), with (€, val, o) sufficiently saturated, and choose a = (a4, ..., aq)
in € such that val(a;) > Tk(a,.....a,_1), for all i. Then a + b |= pl,, |k for any b € K?. As for
any b € inty, (X) we have a + b € ¢(€), this shows one direction. For the converse, assume

that pzen| K concentrates on X. As the zero set of any non-trivial difference polynomial over
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K is closed in the valuation topology, pf,,|x(€) is (non-empty and) open in the valuation
topology. Thus int,(¢(€)) # 0, and so int., (X)) # 0 by elementarity, since the interior of a
definable set is definable in Ly 1. O

Remark 2.27. Let (F, o) be an arbitrary difference field. As WV FAis the model-companion
of wVFA, there is a model (K,val,0) = wVFA containing (F,o) as a trivially valued

difference subfield.
Actually, there is a more specific construction. Let (k,7) = ACF A such that (F,o) C (k,7),

and let (I',or) | wOGA. Then the Hahn difference valued field K = (k((t9), T, k,val;, o)

from Example 2.21(1) is a model of um, containing (F, o) as a trivially valued difference
subfield. Moreover, for an infinite cardinal x, by [DH22, Proposition 9.13], K is k" -saturated
if and only if both (k,7) and (T, or) are xT-saturated.

Lemma 2.28. Let (K, k,v,0) WVFA and let (F,o) be a trivially valued difference
subfield of K. Then (F,c) is contained in a difference field of representatives (k, o), i.e., a
(trivially valued) difference subfield of K such that ves : (k,0) = (k,7).

Proof. The proof of [DH22, Lemma 5.20] shows this more generally for any transformally
henselian model of WV F'A. U

Lemma 2.29. Let (F,0) be a lift of the residue difference field in a model (K,T, ki, o)
of WWFA. Then (F,0) is transformally algebraically closed in K, namely if a € K is
transformally algebraic over F', then a € F.

Proof. Let a € K\ F. As (F,0) is a maximal trivially valued (difference) subfield of (K, o),
the field F'(a), is non-trivially valued, and so the value group of F'(a), is of infinite Q-rank,
since or is w-increasing. It follows that F'(a), is of infinite transcendence degree over F
showing that a is transformally transcendental over F'. U

3. LOCAL DIMENSIONS

Let X be a difference variety. The goal of this section is to identify a special subvariety
X, C X of strictly smaller transformal dimension, outside of which an analogue of the
implicit function theorem holds. For this purpose, we will need a local dimension for X, which
requires a finer topology than the Zariski-Cohn topology. This topology will be provided by
enriching ACFA to wV FA; we view our model of ACFA as the residue field of a model of
wV F A; lifting to the valued field, we can study perturbations. We will show that if X is
of transformal dimension d, X contains a d -dimensional neighborhood of each point from
X\ X

Recall that k denotes the residue field sort.

Theorem 3.1. Let X C A" be a difference variety over a difference field F' of transformal
dimension trf.dimp(X) = d > 0. Then there exists a difference subvariety X, C X defined
over F' with trf.dimp(X,) < trf.dimp(X), such that if F < M = wVFA with F trivially
valued, then for each x € (X \ X;)(k(M)), in M we have

top. dim(X (0) Nres™(z)) = d,
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where we write X (k(M)) when viewing X as defined by parameters in res(F') = F.

Proof. Let 1II be the set of allf (Z) coordinate projections from A" to A4, Let M = wVEFA
with F' embedded as a trivially valued difference subfield of M and M being |F|*-saturated.
For a variety Y over K(M), we will write Y (M) for Y (K(M)).

Let k := k(M). Note that k is naturally an F-algebra via the residue map.

Fix 7 € II until further notice. Let a € k(M)? realise the generic type in k¢ over res(F).
For b € k%, denote by X, the fiber over b for the projection m, i.e. X;(k) = {y € k"¢ :
(b,y) € X(k)}. Since X has transformal dimension d and @ is generic in k¢ over res(F),
dimACFA(X,—l(k)) S 0.

Fix an embedding of difference fields n : k& = k(M) — M of k into the valued difference
field M over F such that nores [p= id and reson = id. Such an 7 exists by Lemma 228

Since M = wVFA, by Lemma 229 n(k) is transformally algebraically closed in M and
dimacra (Xy@ (M)) < 0. Therefore, X, @) (n(k)) = Xy@) (M), which in particular implies
Xy@ (M) C O™ and res is a bijection from X, @) (M) = X, @ (M) N O" % to Xz(k). Let
a’ € O with res(a’) = a. Since res(a’) = res(n(a)) = @ and a € k? is generic over res(F'), by
Corollary a’ is generic over F' and tp(a'/F') = tp(n(a)/F) in wV FA. In particular, the
residue map is a bijection between X, (M) = X (M)NO" % and X, (k). Therefore, for any
z e n Y (a)NX(k), thereis 2’ € 7~ 1(a’)NX(O) with res(z’) = 2. Hence, 2’ € res™!(2)NX(O)
and 7(z') = d’, namely, a’' € 7(res™!(z) N X(0)).

At this point we let 7 vary again in II.

Let £ = (x1,...,74) and 9, (%) be the formula stating that:

7 € k? and for all z € 771(z) N X (k), for all 2’ € O, if res(z’) = 7 then
7 € w(res™1(2) N X (0)).

Let A be the collection of sentences given by wV F A together with the diagram of F' as
an embedded trivially valued difference subfield. Our previous argument shows that the
following holds for every projection 7 € II:

AN (Z € k) A A P(z) #0 | = a(2),

Peres(F)[z1,...,24)o,P non-trivial

since Z is generic in k? over res(F) if and only if P(Z) # 0 for all non-trivial polynomials
P € res(F)[xy,...,24],. By compactness, there are finitely many non-trivial difference
polynomials Py, ..., Py € res(F)[z1,...,x4), such that 1,(Z) is a consequence of A A (Z €
k?) A N;jen Pi(Z) # 0. Let Z, C A be the non-empty (as (P,);<x are all non-zero) open set
defined by not vanishing of P; for i < N and let Y, := XN7~}(Z;). Let X, := X\ (UWEH Yﬂ),
then X is a closed subvariety of X defined over F' (we consider P, ..., Py defined over F

via the isomorphism res : F' — res(F')). Moreover, if M = wVFA and F is embedded into
the valued difference field with trivial valuation, then for each z € (X \ X;)(k(M)), there
is m € Il such that z € Y;. Let a := 7(z), by the definition of Y;, M |= ¢.(a) and z €
771 (@) N X (k(M)). Hence, for all a € O with res(a) = @, we have a € m(res™(2) N X (0)).
In particular, 7(X (O) Nres~!(z)) contains a valuation open subset of O,

8up to permutations of coordinates
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We only need to show that trf.dimg(X;) < d. Note that by definition of X, for any
completion of ACFA and 7 € II, we have 7(X,) C A\ Z,. Since Z, is open and non-empty
in A4, dimacpa (7(X,)(E)) < d for any F < E = ACFA. As this holds for all 7 : A" — A4
and all embeddings F' < E = ACFA, we get trf.dimp(Xs) < d. O

Let X be a difference variety defined over some difference field F' and let F' C FE = ACFA.
It can happen that dimacpa (X (F)) < trf.dimp(X). The following corollary shows that in
this case, X (£) has no points outside special difference subvariety X;.

Corollary 3.2. Let X be a difference variety defined over F of transformal dimension d. Let
X, be the subvariety of X over F which is of strictly smaller transformal dimension given
by Theorem[31]. Suppose F' is embedded into E = ACFA. Then either dimacpa (X (E)) = d
or X(F) = X(E).

Proof. Let E be a sufficiently saturated elementary extension of E. Let M = cm such
that k(M) = F (see Remark[2.27). Fix a difference field lift of £ into M. (Such a lift exists by
Lemma 228) Then F C E < M |= ACFA. If X(E) # X,(E), then X,(E) C X(E), hence
there is z € (X \ X,)(E). By Theorem B}, we have top. dim(X (O)Nres~(z)) = d in M. In
particular top. dim(X (M)) > d. Since the topological dimension and the transformal dimen-
sion coincide for difference varieties defined in M (by Lemma[2.26]), dimacpa (X (M)) > d. By
definition, we also have dimacpa (X (M)) < trf.dimp(X) = d. Hence, dimacpa (X (M)) = d.
As FCE=<E=M in L,, we get dimacpa(X(FE)) = d as well.

O

Definition 3.3. Let D be a finitely generated difference domain, and let X C A" be a
difference variety defined by (P;);<y over D. Given a homomorphism f : D — (K, o) into a
difference field K, we denote by X/ the difference variety over K defined by the polynomials

(f(F))i<n-

Remark 3.4. Note that if @Q),...,Q, is another set of generators of Xp := I(X) N D in
Dixy, ..., 2o, then f(Q1),..., f(Q) and (f(F;))i<n generate the same perfect difference
ideal in K[z1,...,x,],. Hence the definition of X/ does not depend on the choice of defining
polynomials of X in Dlzy, ..., z,)],.

Remark 3.5. Let X be a difference variety defined over a difference domain D and f : D —
(K, o) be a homomorphism. Then both trf.dimg(XY) > trf.dimp(X) and trf.dimg(X7) <
trf.dimp(X) may occur, as the following examples show.

(1) Let D be generated over Z by a with no relations. Let X C A? be defined by
(x—1)(ay—1) =0and (z —1)(ay — 1) = 0. Then trf.dimp(X) =2. Let f: D - Q
map a to 0. Then trf.dimg(X7) = 1.

(2) Let f : D — Q be as above and Y C A3 be defined by (¢(y) —a)(y — 2) = 0
and (o(y) — y)(y — z) = 0. Then trf.dimp(Y) = 1, but Y/ contains a component
A' x {0} x A!, hence is of transformal dimension 2 over Q.

The next lemma shows that if we invert finitely many elements in D, then we can guarantee
that the transformal dimension of X/ does not go up.

Lemma 3.6. For a difference domain D with fraction field F, for any difference variety X

over I of transformal dimension d, there is a difference domain D' with D C D" C F and
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D’ finitely generated over D, such that trf.dimg (X7) < trf.dimp(X) for all homomorphisms
f:D = (K, o).

Proof. Let Iz, be the collection of projections A" — A%!. Since X C A" has transformal
dimension d, there are non-trivial difference polynomials { Py (z1,...,2441) : ® € Hgyq} over
F such that if F' < F |= ACFA, then n(X(E)) C Y,(F) where Y, is the difference variety
in A" defined by the equation Py (z1,...,241) = 0. In other words, qftp,_(F)UACFA |
Vien,,, (T(X) S YZAY: # A1), By compactness, some finite A C qftp,_(F) together with
ACFA are sufficient on the left hand side. Since F'is a difference field, by adding inverses to
elements that are prescribed to be non-zero by A, there is a finite subset A C F such that
the positive quantifier-free L,-type of A implies A.

Let D' := D[A],. If f : D’ — K is a homomorphism to a difference field, then f(A) C K
satisfies A. Hence X/ has transformal dimension at most d. U

The next theorem is a uniform version of Theorem [B.1]

Theorem 3.7. Let X C A" be a difference variety of transformal dimension d defined over

a finitely generated difference domain D = Z[dy, . .., dp]s/I. Suppose trf.dimg(X7) < d for
every homomorphism f from D to a difference field (K, o).

Then there ezists a quantifier-free L,-formula o(x,y) withx = (x1,...,x,) andy = (Y1, ..., Ym)
such that for every homomorphism f : D — (K, o), o(z, f(d1),..., f(dn)) defines a differ-
ence subvariety X! of X7 over K, such that

o trf.dimg(X7) < d, and
o if M = wVFA with K C Oy, then for each x € (X7 \ XI)(k(M)), in M we have

top. dim(X7(Oy) Nres™ () = d.

Proof. Since D is finitely generated, it is a Ritt ring. By Noetherian induction, it suffices to
show that there is d’ € D\ {0} and a difference subvariety X, of X defined over D such that
the conclusion of the theorem holds for all homomorphisms f: D — (K, o) with f(d') # 0.
Indeed, for the induction, one considers X/ for f : D — Frac(D/p) where p is a minimal
reflexive prime difference ideal containing d’. Note that X/ is a difference variety defined
over D/p =Z[dy,...,dy]/I' of transformal dimension < d by assumption.

Let X, be as given in Theorem [3.1l Then X is defined over the fraction difference field F,
hence is also defined over D since D is Ritt.

By Lemma [3.6] there is a finitely generated difference domain D” O D contained in F', such
that trf.dimg ((X,)7) < trf.dimp(X,) for all homomorphisms f : D" — K.

—~—

Let ©OF be wWFAUqftp, (F)U{v(a) > 0,a € F}. By Theorem [3.1]
Or EVz € (X \ X{)(k),
(X (O) Nres™!(x)) contains an open ball for some 7 : A" — A%,

By compactness, a finite subset ¥ C Op implies the above. Hence, there is a finite set
A’ C F, closed under inverse, such that the positive £,-quantifier-free type of A" and that A’

has non-negative valuation in a model of WV F A imply ¥ = W(A’). Let D" be the difference
domain generated by A" over D”. If f : D’ — K is a homomorphism and K is embedded

into the valuation ring of some model of WV F A, sois f(A’). Since f is a homomorphism,

f(A’) satisfies the positive L,-quantifier-free type of A’, thus W(f(A’)) is satisfied.
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Finally note that since D’ C F'is finitely generated and contains D, D' C D[1/d'|o for some
d e D\ {0}. O

4. EQUIDIMENSIONALITY OF FROBENIUS REDUCTIONS

Recall that we denote by K, the difference field (Fglg ,Frob,). In this paper, when we refer
to algebraic varieties, we mean algebraic sets defined by some set of polynomials in affine
space, which are neither required to be irreducible nor reduced. Since our primary interest
is their rational points, this causes no harm.

Definition 4.1. Let X be a difference variety over K,. Define M, (X) to be the algebraic
variety over Fglg defined by the algebraic polynomials obtained by replacing any term o(x)
by x? in the defining difference polynomials of X.

Let X be a difference variety over some finitely generated difference domain D. Given a
homomorphism 7 : D — K, of difference domains, we call the algebraic variety M, (X") a
Frobenius reduction of X.

Example 4.2. For any ¢ = p", the mod p map is the only morphism of difference rings
n: 24— K,

On the other hand, let D = Z][i], then more interesting Frobenius reductions appear. For
example, one can define a map 1 : D — F29 by fixing & a square root of —1 in F? and
define n(i) = £, and we have automorphisms swapping the two square roots of —1 (in D and
F3'9).

Example 4.3. If X has transformal dimension d > 0 over D, it is not the case that there
exists D' C Frac(D) such that M,(X") has algebraic dimension d for all homomorphisms
n: D — K, it is even not the case for ¢ sufficiently large. For example, let X be defined
by Pi(z1,2) := o(x1) — 21 and Py(z1,22) := 23 + 21 + 1 over Fy. Namely, z; # 1 is a cube
root of unity and is in the fixed field. Since 3 | (22" — 1) and 3 1 (22"*! — 1) for all n, we see
that one can find such z; in (F2Y, Frobyn) but they don’t exist in (F2Y, Frobyzns1). Hence,
M2 (X) has dimension 1 while Maza+1(X) has dimension —oo for all n.

In this section, we will show that the dimension of Frobenius reductions of X can be controlled
modulo X, in the following sense: If X has transformal dimension d > 0, the Frobenius
reduction M, ((X \ X;)") is either empty or breaks into irreducible subvarieties of algebraic
dimension d for all ¢ > Nx for some constant Nx. Here X, is given as in Theorem [3.71
Intuitively, X is the set of points where an analogue of the implicit function theorem fails,
which could be treated as a “singular locus” to some extent. The content of the results in
this section is that away from X, the Frobenius reductions preserve necessarily geometric
information.

Moreover, we will prove a uniform version of this result, which says that if (X;), is a definable
family of difference varieties of transformal dimension d over D,, then (Xj), also varies in
a definable family and there is a common bound for Nx,. To do this, we need to introduce
the notion of complexity of a difference variety.

Definition 4.4. Let X be a difference variety given by difference polynomials (P;);<,, with

coefficients in a difference domain D. We define the complexity of X as >,  |Pi|, where

|P;| is the length of P, treated as an L, p-formula where £, p is the language of difference

rings augmented with constant symbols in D, namely L, p := {+,—.,0,1,0,(d)4sep}. Note
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that if n : D — FE is a morphism of difference domains, then X" has complexity bounded by
the complexity of X.

Remark 4.5. e The complexity of X depends on the choice of defining polynomials.
From now on all difference varieties come with a fixed choice of defining polynomials.

e Let E be a difference field. Given any N,n > 0, the family of difference varieties

of A% defined over E of complexity bounded by N is a definable family in E, since

the number and the length of defining difference polynomials are all bounded by N.
Moreover, it is trivial but worth pointing out that every variety has finite complexity.

Note that in what follows, we only require the fact that dim(M,(X)) < trf.dimg, (X) for
q sufficiently large from the following lemma. This inequality allows for a more elementary
proof.

Lemma 4.6. For all e > 0 there is a constant B(e) such that for all ¢ = p™ > B(e),

whenever X is a difference variety of complezxity < e defined over K,, then dim(M,(X))
trf.dimg, (X).

Proof. Recall that £, is (F,(¢)*, Frob,) with valuation val; the t-adic valuation of F,(t)
extended to the algebraic closure. Note that £, is an elementary extension of K, as difference
fields. It thus suffices to prove the result for £, instead of K,. Assume for contradiction that
for any ¢ € N there is ¢; > B and a difference variety X, of complexity < e defined over L,
such that trf.dim,, (Xj,) = d and dim(M,,(Xy,)) # d.

By Lemma[2.19] letting L := [[, ,;, £q, and X =[], ,;, X, C A7} ), we get trf.dim (X) = d.
Assume U is non-principal. By Fact 222 L = wV F A, so Lemma yields top. dim(X) =

d. On the other hand, in the local models £,, we get top. dim(Xy,(L,,)) = top. dim(M,, (X,,)) =
dim(M,, (X)) # d, which is a contradiction. O

i—U

In the proof of Theorem [4.8 below, we will use the following fact which is presumably well-
known. We omit the proof of this fact, which is elementary.

Fact 4.7. Let K be a valued field, E C K a lift of the residue field k of K, and let'Y be an
algebraic variety defined over E = k. Then res(Y (Ok)) C Y (k).

Theorem 4.8. For all e > 0, there is C' = C(e) > 0, such that the following holds.

Let X C A" be a difference variety defined over some finitely generated difference domain
D of complezity < e with trf.dimp(X) = d > 0. Then there is a difference subvariety
X, over D of complexity < C with trf.dimp(Xs) < d and a finitely generated difference
domain D' with D C D' C Frac(D) and such that for all ¢ > C and for all Frobenius
reductions n : D' — K,, M,((Xs)") has algebraic dimension strictly smaller than d and
M,((X \ X)) is either empty or equidimensional of algebraic dimension d, namely, every
irreducible component is of dimension d.

Remark 4.9. In particular, suppose K = (K, 0) is a difference field and {X,,a € A C K™}
is a family of difference varieties of transformal dimension d defined by a fixed set of difference
polynomials with varying parameters a € A, then {(X,), : a € A} is also uniformly definable
by another fixed set of difference polynomials with each (X, ) defined by parameters in the

difference field generated by a.
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Proof. Assume to the contrary, there is some natural number e such that for any ¢ > 0, there
is a difference variety X; of transformal dimension d of complexity < e defined over some
finitely generated D; C F; := Frac(D;), with no (X;)s C X; of complexity < i defined over D;
and D; C D} C F; with D] finitely generated satisfying M, ((X; \ (X;);)") is equidimensional
of algebraic dimension d and M,(((X;)s)") has algebraic dimension < d for every Frobenius
reduction n : D] — K, with ¢ > 1.

Let U be a non-principal ultrafilter and define D =[], ,,, D; and F :=[],_,,, Fi. Since the
complexity of each X; is bounded by e, (X;); is a uniformly definable family of difference
varieties of complexity < e. Therefore, X := [],,, X; also has complexity < e. Now, by
Lemma 219, X has transformal dimension d over F. Since Frac(D) = F', X has transformal
dimension d over D. Let Dy C D be a finitely generated difference subdomain such that
X is defined over Dy and trf.dimp,(X) = d. By Lemma [B.6] replacing Dy with Dy =
Dylbo], for some finite by € Frac(Dy), we may assume that trf.dimz(X7) < d for every
homomorphism f from Dy to a difference field (L, o). Let X and D" = Dy[b], C Frac(Dy)
be given as in Theorem B.7, with b a finite tuple. Write X, = [[._,;,(Xi)s, then (X;), is
defined over D; of transformal dimension < d for ultrafilter-many i. Write b = (b;);—u
with b; € F;. Let D, := D;[b;],. Take C' to be the complexity of X,. By assumption, for
all i > C, there is n; : D — K, with ¢; > i such that either M, ((X; \ (X;)s)") is not
equidimensional of algebraic dimension d or M, (((X;)s)™) has algebraic dimension > d. We
get a homomorphism 7 : [[, ,,, Di = [[,_,, K4 =: E which restricts to a homomorphism
n: D" — E. By Theorem B.7, trf.dimg(X") < d and trf.dimg((X;)?) < trf.dimp/ (X;) < d.
Let B C E be the fraction field of the difference domain generated by n(D’).

Note that X7 = Hi—ﬂ/{(Xi)m and (X,)"? = Hi—w{((Xi)S)m-

By Lemmal4.6]it then follows that for ultrafilter-many ¢, the algebraic dimensions of M,, ((X;)™)
and M, (((Xi)s)™) are bounded above by d and d — 1 respectively. We conclude that
M, ((X;\ (X;)s)™) is not equidimensional for ultrafilter-many 4.

Therefore, we may assume some irreducible component S; of M, ((X;\ (X;)s)") has algebraic
dimension < d and the algebraic dimension of M, (((X;)s)") is < d for all i € N. Take
z; € S;(F49) that is not in any other irreducible components of M, ((X; \ (X;);)") and
r = (xi)i—ﬂ/{-

Setting M := T,_;, Mi := [,y ((Fp (t)",F59, Frobg,) = I,y Lq, Fact 222(4) yields
M = wVFA. Then E = k(M) is the residue difference field of M and B embeds into
K = 1], ., Fp:(t)™ as a trivially valued difference subfield. Now z € (X \ X;)"(E). By
Theorem B.7, for some 7 : A” — A%,

7(X"(O) Nres™!(x)) contains a non-empty valuation open ball in K*.

Hence for ultrafilter-many ¢ € U, m((X;)"(O;) Nres~!(x;)) contains a non-empty valuation
open ball in (K;)¢, where K; := [, ()%, since containing a non-empty valuation open ball
is a definable condition. By assumption, x; € M, ((X; \ (X;)s)") lies in an irreducible
component S; = Y; \ M, (((X;)s)™) of dimension < d, where Y; denotes the Zariski closure
of S; in M, ((X;)"), which is easily seen to be an irreducible component of M, ((X;)"), of
algebraic dimension < d. We claim (X;)"%(0;) Nres™ (x;) C Y;(0;), since if y € (X;)"(O;)
with res(y) = x; and y is in some other irreducible component Z # Y; of M,,((X;)"), then
x; = res(y) € Z by Fact .7 contradicting our choice of z;. Now we have both the facts that
Y; has algebraic dimension < d and that = ((X;)%(O;) Nres~(z;)) C 7(Y;(O;)) contains a
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non-empty valuation open ball in (K;)¢, a contradiction to the fact that algebraic dimension
and topological dimension agree for definable sets in any model of ACVF. U

Definition 4.10. e Let X be a difference variety over D with trf.dimp(X) = d and
let U be a Zariski-Cohn open subset of X. We say U is Frobenius equidimensional if
for all Frobenius reduction n : D — K, M,(U") is either empty or equidimensional
of algebraic dimension d.

e Given a difference variety X defined over D, we call X, and D’ in Theorem A.§] the
special subvariety of X and the special domain of reduction of X respectively.

Remark 4.11. Theorem L8 tells us that M, ((X \ Xs)") is equidimensional for all Frobenius
reductions n. However, it does not indicate how many irreducible components M, ((X \ X)")
can have. Note that the degree of M, ((X \ X;)") is bounded by ¢/¢° for some constants ¢
and ¢, thus the number of irreducible components is also bounded by it.

In general the number of irreducible components of the Frobenius reduction M,(V7) of a
difference variety V' depends on ¢q. However, we speculate that when the generic of V is
orthogonal to varieties of transformal dimension 0, we have a better bound.

Question 4.12. Let M = ACFA and B be an algebraically closed difference subfield and
a € M"™. Suppose there is no b € acl(aB) \ B with trf.deg(b/B) = 0. Is it true that there is
a locally closed difference variety V. with a € V(M) defined over some difference subdomain
D C B and a constant C, such that M, (V") has at most C irreducible components for all
Frobenius reduction n: D — K,?

5. TWISTING REDUCTION AND TWIST-RATIONAL MORPHISMS

This section gives the final preparation for the proof of our main theorem. The basic setting
is: suppose X C A7, is a difference variety with trf.dimp(X) =d > 0 and n: D — K, be
a homomorphism and we want to estimate the size of the set of rational points of M, (X")
in some finite difference field F,:. By the previous sections, we know that M,((X \ X)") is
either empty or breaks into absolutely irreducible components (Y;); of dimension d. If we
could show that Y} contains a smooth point in [F,:, then a standard argument shows that Y;
is defined over F,:. See Example 4.3l Then by the Lang-Weil estimate, we could conclude
that Y; contains approximately p’®-many points. The aim of this section is to divide X into
pieces so that each piece is already “smooth” in terms of Jacobian criterion.

More precisely, the main result of this section is that we could cut X into finitely-many
locally closed subvarieties X; such that each X, is homeomorphic to some “nice” locally
closed subvariety Y;. Here “nice” means that Y; C A%*! is of transformal dimension d; and
Y; is smooth in the sense that there is a difference polynomial Q(xy,...,z4,1) such that Y;
vanishes along ) but g—fl is non-zero everywhere on Y;, where partial derivative is defined as
in Section 211

However, there are some difficulties in formulating the clean statement above mathematically.
Suppose X C A% is defined over some inversive difference field K = (K, 0) by P(x1,x5) :=
ac(x1) — bo(xg). Then the partial derivatives of P always vanish. However, P generates the
same perfect difference ideal as (07'P)(zy,xs) := 0 Y(a)xy — 071 (b)xy. Particularly, they
define the same zero set.

There is yet another difficulty. If char(K) = p > 0 and X is defined by Q(x1,xs) :=

aio(zy). Then all the partial derivatives of @) vanish as well. The way to fix this is to
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define an automorphism 7 on K such that o = 7 - Frob, and write ) as a 7-difference
polynomial Q,(x1,22) = 277(2}), and then change Q.(z1,23) to (Frob, 'P;)(z1,z2) =
217(z2). Notationally, we will also use a — a'/? to denote Frob,'. Now if we view X
as a (K,7) difference variety defined by (Frob, 'P,)(x1,25), then generically it does not
vanish on partial derivatives. This procedure is called the twisting reduction. The algebro-
geometric analogue of this is the relative Frobenius construction, see [WY23|, Section 1.2].
In conclusion, it only makes sense to work with perfect inversive difference fields (K, o), and
by homeomorphisms, we could mean homeomorphisms of the Zariski-Cohn topology where
we replace the automorphism o with some element in the subgroup of Aut(K) of the form
o o Frob® for some ¢ € Z.

We will first introduce the twisting reduction of difference polynomials and then establish a
generic homeomorphism if two irreducible difference varieties have the same function fields
up to taking perfect inversive closure. We then use the primitive element theorem to embed
generically an irreducible difference variety of dimension d to AT!. Finally, we combine all
these steps to prove the main result which in addition works uniformly.

Definition 5.1. Let (K, o) be a perfect inversive difference field of characteristic p > 0 and
P(xy,...,x,) € K|zy,...,2,], be a non-constant difference polynomial.

(1) Let £ € Z, the £’th twist of ¢ is the automorphism 7 of K such that 7o (Frob, )’ = o.
(2) An 0’th twisting reduction of P is a difference polynomial @ € K|z, ..., z,],;, where
7 is an ’th twist of o for some ¢, obtained by the following two steps:
e Let m > 0 be a natural number such that P € K[z{",z5",..., 2% |, (we set
27" .= z) and let P(z1,...,2,) := 0~"™(P). Then P € Kl[z1,...,2,], by our
choice of m and as K is inversive.

o Wiite P := Y., a;[[,;c, 2" where a; € K\ {0} and p;; € Nlo] such
that if j # j', then (1, .., tnj) # (H1jry- -y piny). Let S = {s € N>0:
exists p;; = s + Zlgtﬁtij nio'}. Now let £ > 0 be a natural number such that
p’ divides all numbers in S (if p = 0, set £ = 0). We define a morphism of
semi-rings f : Nlo|] — N[r] by setting f(o) = p'r. Clearly, f is an injective
map. Define Q(z1,...,2,) € Klz1,...,2,], where 7 is the ¢’s twist of o as

Q= > i<r @ [icicn :E{ i) Since p’ divides all the elements in S, necessarily

p’ divides all coefficients appearing in f(u; ;) € N[7] for all 4, j. Now we set
. A
Q(xy, ... 1) = E a;/pl H x{(““)/p € Klzy,..., 1),

J<J 1<i<n

(3) We say that a twisting reduction @) of P is full if in the first step m is chosen maximal
such that P € K[x¢",25",...,22"],, and in the second step ¢ is chosen maximal
such that p’ divides all the elements in S. (Note that by maximality of m, necessarily

S # (), and so there is indeed a maximal such ¢.)

Lemma 5.2. If (K,0) is a perfect inversive difference field and P € K|xy,...,Ty)s is non-
constant, the full twisting reduction Q of P is well-defined, and () has a non-zero partial
derivative aaTQ for some 1 <15 < n.

iQ

Proof. Existence and uniqueness of the full twisting reduction @ € K|[xq,...,z,], are clear.
Now suppose @ = >, ;a; [[ic;c, @7 with a; € K\ {0} and p;; € N[r] such that if
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Jj #j', then (p1,..., pnj) # (17, - -, fnjr). By construction of @), there is some (ig, jo)
such that p;,;, = ntt 4+ -+ + my7 + ng with ng > 0 and not divisible by p. Now treat
@ as an algebraic polynomial in z;, with coefficients in K|xy, ..., 21, T(Tiy), Tigi1ys vy Tnr-

So Q(w1,...,1,) = co + 1Ty + ... + CpoTy + ..+ cpx]) Where aicjo = 0 for each j (as
c; € Klxy, ..., T(Tig)s vy Tn)r) and Cno 18 non—tr1v1al (since fi, 4, has constant term ngy and
(,ulvj,...,un,]) 7é (,uld ,...,uw) for 7 # 7', hence cancellation is not possible). It then
follows that is non-trivial as it contains the non-trivial term ngcp, ;" L O

io
Remark 5.3. Suppose (K,0) < (L, o) are perfect and inversive and P € Klxy,...,x,], is

non-constant. Let @ € Klxy,...,z,|, be a twisting reduction of P for some twist 7 of o.
Then P and @ have the same zero sets in L.

In the following, we will give an analogue of generic universal homeomorphism between irre-
ducible varieties, which in particular induce homeomorphisms in the Zariski-Cohn topology
over perfect inversive difference fields extensions generically.

Recall that the perfect inversive closure of a difference field L is by definition the smallest
perfect inversive difference field containing L. Also recall that K[zy,...,z,]T denotes the
perfect inversive closure of the difference polynomial ring K{z1, ..., x,],.

Definition 5.4. Let X and Y be two irreducible difference varieties over a perfect inversive
difference field K. We say X and Y are twist-birational over K if the perfect inversive
closures of their function fields K (X), and K(Y), are isomorphic over K.

Definition 5.5. Let (K, o) be a difference field. A function of the form (P, /@1, ..., Pn/Qm)
is called a twist-rational function over K if P;, Q; € K|z, ..., z,|T such that Q; # 0 for all
i. It is said to be defined at a if Q;(a) # 0 for all 4.

Remark 5.6. Suppose L = K(ay,...,a,), and F' = K(by,...,b,), are two finitely gener-
ated difference fields over a perfect inversive difference subfield K. Denote by L and F' the
perfect inversive closures of L and F respectively. Suppose further that h : L = F'is a differ-

ence field isomorphism over K. Then there are twist-rational functions (P, /Q1, ..., Pyn/Qm)
defined at a := (aq,... n) and (Ry/Sy,...,R,/S,) defined at b = (by,...,b,) such that

hla;) = B;()/S;(5) and h' () = P(@)/Qi(@) for all i,

The following is a general topological fact we need. We leave the elementary proof for the
reader.

Fact 5.7. Let X,Y be irreducible topological spaces. Suppose f: X --+Y and g:Y --+ X
are continuous functions defined on a non-empty open set X' C X and a non-empty open
Y' CY respectively. Suppose there are non-empty open sets Xo C X and Yy CY such that
gof =id on Xy and fog =1id on Yy. Then f and g are homeomorphisms between the
non-empty open sets X} = f~H(Yy) N Xy and Yy := g~ (Xo) N Yp.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose X C A K.0) andY C A K.) OT€ irreducible difference varieties defined
over a perfect inversive dzﬁerence field K. Suppose X and Y are twist-birational over K.

Then there are non-empty open subvarieties Xo C X and Yo CY and twist-rational functions
f and g defined over K such that for all perfect inversive difference field extension E of
K, f induces a bijection from Xo(E) to Yo(E) with g being the inverse. Indeed, they are

homeomorphisms with respect to the Zariski-Cohn topology over E.
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Proof. Let K[z1,...,2,]o/1(X) and K[y1,...,ymlo/I(Y) be the coordinate rings of X and
Y respectively. Let L = K(X), and F = K(Y), be their function fields and L, F' be their
perfect inversive closures. Set ov; := 2; mod I(X), 8; :=y; mod I(Y)anda = (a,...,q,),
B = (Bi,...,Bm). We may assume L = F and hence there are P;,Q; € Klzy,..., x,]E
for 1 < i <mand R;,S; € K[yi,...,ym|E for 1 < j < n with 3; = Pi(a)/Q;(@) and
a; = R;(8)/9;(B) forall 1 <i<mand 1<j<n.

Suppose E is a perfect inversive difference field extension of K. Let F E ACFA be a
sufficiently saturated ambient difference field containing E. Define the partial map f :
X(E) — Y(E) as follows. Given (ay,...,a,) € X(E), let b; := (P;/Q;)(as,...,a,) for
1 <i < mand set f(ay,...,a,) = (b1,....by). Then f is defined on the open subset

X'(E) of X(E) given by A, ;c,, Qi(z1,...,2,) # 0. And if (a1,...,a,) € X'(E), then

flai, ... a,) € Y(E). Clearly for any perfect inversive subfield L containing K, f restricts
to a partial map from X (L) to Y/(L). Moreover, f : X'(E) — Y(F) is a continuous map

with respect to the Zariski-Cohn topology on X'(E) and Y(E) over K, since any closed
set in Y (E) is given by some set of equations A,y Ti(y1,...,ym) = 0. It has preimage in

X'(E) given by the equations A\, oy Ti(P1/Q1; -, Prn/Qm) (21, ..., 2,) = 0 (we may write
T.(P/Q1, ..., Pn/Qm)(x1,...,2,) = 0 as an equation T'(xy,...,2,) = 0 by chasing the
denominators and applying o and Frob, repeatedly, and it will have the same set of solutions

in X'(£).) Similarly, we define the partial map ¢g : Y(E) — X(FE) as: given (by,...,b,) €

Y(E) — X(E), let a; == (R;/S;)(by,...,by) for 1 < j < n and define g(by,...,by) =
(a1,...,ay). Then g is defined on an open set Y’(E) and is continuous and restricts to a
partial map from Y (L) to X (L) for any perfect inversive subfield L containing K.

Let (a1,...,an) € X(E) be a generic point over K. f Then f(a,...,a,) is a generic point
in Y(E) over K (as K(ay,...,am)s = L = K(X),.) By definition, g o f(ai,...,a,) =
(@1,...,am,). As go f is defined on the open set X; := X' N X" where X” is given by
Nicn Si(P1/Q1, ... Pr/Qum) (21, ..., x,) # 0. Therefore, g o f is continuous on X{ and the
set {r € Xy : go f(x) = x} is a closed set in X/, containing the generic (ay,...,a,). By
irreducibility of X, we conclude g o f is the identity map on the open set X{. Similarly,
f o g is the identity map on a non-empty open set Yy. By Fact 5.7 f : Xo(E) — Yo(E) is a
homeomorphism where X,(E), Yy(E) are the open sets defined by X} (E) N f~(YJ(E)) and
YJ(E) N f~Y(X}(E)) respectively. Note that X, and Y; only depend on f and ¢ and do not
depend on E or E. Now use the fact that Xo(E) = Xo(E) N E™ and Yy(E) = Yy(E) N E™
for a perfect inversive subfield E containing K. It is easy to see that f restricts to a
homeomorphism from Xy(E) to Yy(E) in the Zariski-Cohn topology restricted to rational
points in E. Since f does not depend on F, f is indeed a homeomorphism for the Zariski-

Cohn topology over any perfect inversive difference field extension of K. O

Remark 5.9. Note that from the proof above we have the following: If X and Y are locally
closed varieties and f, g twist-rational functions over F' such that f induces a bijection
between X (F) and Y (FE) with g being the inverse, for all perfect inversive difference field
extension F of F', then f, g induce homeomorphisms in the Zariski-Cohn topology over any
such E. We call such maps twist-birational homeomorphisms.

9Depending on the choice of E, namely the completion of ACFA over K, there may not be such a generic
point, or even no point at all.
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The last part of this section will be devoted to proving the main result that we mentioned in
the beginning. We will need the primitive element theorem for difference fields in the proof.
Recall the definitions of limit degree, reduced limit degree and non-periodic difference fields
in section 2.1

Fact 5.10 ([Coh65l, Chapter 7, Theorem III}). Let F' = (F,0) be a non-periodic difference
field and E be a finitely generated transformally algebraic difference field extension of F. If
rld(E/F), = 1d(E/F),, then there exists an element v € E and a natural number t such
that o*(a) € F(7), for alla € E.

Lemma 5.11. Suppose (K, o) is a difference field of characteristic p. Let L = K(a), be
a finitely generated difference field extension of K which is transformally algebraic over K.
Then there is T := o o (Frob,)" for some t € N and n € N such that 1d(F/K), = 1ld(F/K),
where F':= K(a,o(a),...,0"(a)), < L.

Proof. For p = 0, the statement is trivially true. For p > 0, take a natural number ng large
enough so that for Ly := K(a,o(a),...,o™(a)) and L, := K(a,o(a),...,oc™"(a)) we have
(

Id(L/K), = p'm = [Ly : Lo

and rld(L/K) = m = [L; : Lg|, for some m and t. Let b = (@,o(a),...,o™(a)) and
L, = K(b, a(b) ,o"(b)) = K(a,o(a),...,o"™(a)). Then L, : L,] = 1d(L/K),
p'm and (L1 : Ln] =1ld(L/K), = m. We use L], to denote the separable part of Ln+1
over L,. Let 7 := o o (Frob,)’. We may regard L as a 7-difference field naturally (but
p0881b1y not finitely generated as a 7-difference field over K). Let F = K(b), < L and
F, = K(b,7(b),...,m()).

Note that Fy = Lo = K(b) and F,, < L/ for all n > 1, since by definition of L, for any
z € Ly, 2 € L', and in particular 7/(b) = (c/(b))?" € L for all 1 < i < n. Therefore,
[Fy : Fo] < [L}: Fo = Lo] < m and hence rld(F/K), <Id(F/K), <m

It remains to show that rld(F/K), = m. Note that by our construction, it is not hard to
check that L, is a purely inseparable extension of F,.

By the multiplicativity of separable degrees in towers, we have that

= [Ln : Ln—l]s = [Ln : Fn—l]s = [Ln : Fn]s[Fn : Fn—l]s = [Fn : Fn—l]s-
It follows that rld(F/K), =1ld(L/K), = O

Definition 5.12. Let (K,0) be a perfect inversive o-difference field and X C Afy. ) be a

o-difference variety given by difference polynomials {P;(z1,...,z,) =0:7 < N}. Let T be
the £’th twist of o for some ¢ € Z. We may regard X as a 7-variety X, C A” Koy 1D the

following way: we replace o(t) with 7(¢#') in the polynomials P; for any occurrence of o(t)
for any L,;,,-term ¢ and then applying p™ power repeatedly until there is no occurrence of
tP” for negative z. In this way, we get a 7-difference polynomial P/. Now we take X, to be
defined by the perfect difference ideal generated by {P/(xy,...,2,) =0:1 < N}.

Remark 5.13. Let K(X), = K(ay,...,a,), be the function field of X and L be the perfect
inversive closure of K(X),. Let F := K(aq,...,a,), be the r-difference subfield of (L, 7).
Then F is the function field of X, over (K, 7).

Theorem 5.14. Let X C A%}y be a difference variety with trf.dimp(X) = d > 0 where
D = Z[b), is a finitely generated difference domain of characteristic p > 0 for some b =

(b1,...,by). Then there is
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e o sequenced=dy>dy > --->dy >0;

e locally closed varieties (X;)i<n with each X; open in the closed variety X \ U, ; X
over D with trf.dimp(X;) = d;, and trf.dimp (X \ ;o5 Xi) =0,

e D' = DI1/c], with c € D\ {0}; -

twists (1;)i<n of 0;
quantifier-free L, ;-1 prob1 x

..... TN_fOTmUZaS (¢l(tlay))2§N; (ez(x>tl>y))l§N with © =
(xla - >$n)7 Y= (y1> - a'ym) and " = (t1> s ?tdi‘i‘l);
e and T;-polynomials (Q;(t")i<n,
such that the following holds:
For every homomorphism n: D' — (K, o) with K perfect inversive,

(1) ¥i(t';n(b)) defines a locally closed T;-subvariety Y;" in A?KJFTI) for each i;

(2) 0;(x,t;n(b)) defines a twist-birational homeomorphism between the o-variety X'(K)
and the 1;-variety Y'(K);

(3) Qilay, ... aq1,n(b)) =0, (0Q;(t",n(b))/0t1)(ar, ... ,a4+1) # 0 forall (ar,...,aq+1)

Y'(K). In particular, Q;(t*,n(b)) is not the zero polynomial in Klty, ... ta,11]x,

where we consider (K, o) with the natural (K, 0,07}, Frobgl, T0ys -+ -y TN ) -€LPANSION.

Proof. Tt suffices to show this result for n injective. Indeed, let F' denote the perfect inversive
closure of Frac(D) with the canonical inclusion ¢« : D — F. For every perfect inversive
difference field E and injective n : D — FE, it factors through ¢. If the result holds for all
injective 7, the positive quantifier-free type of Frac(D) with the axioms of perfect inversive
difference fields implies (1) to (3). Note that they are all first-order expressible, for example
to express (2), it is enough to say 6; defines a twist-birational bijection, and homeomorphism
follows from Remark [5.91 By compactness, a finite subset Y of the positive quantifier-free
type of Frac(D) is sufficient. Such ¥ can always be preserved after inverting the product of
finitely many elements in D.

By Noetherian induction, it is enough to find an open set Xy C X and Y, satisfying the
conclusion of the theorem. By looking at each component, we may further assume X is
irreducible in the Zariski-Cohn topology over Frac(D) and trf.dimp(X) = d > 0.

Let Flxq,...,2,),/I(X) be the coordinate ring of X and L = F(X), be the function field
and note that trf.dimz(X) = d. Up to relabelling, we may assume z, . .., z4 is a transformal
transcendence basis of L over F'. Let F' := F(z1,...,24)s < Land a = (2441, ...,%,). Then
L = F'(a), is finitely generated and transformally algebraic over F’. Note F”’ is non-periodic
since d > 0. By Lemma [5.11] there is some 7 = o o (Frob,)* for some ¢ € N and ny € N such
that 1d(C/F") = rld(C/F") where C = F'(a,o0(a),...,0"(a)),;. Then by Fact [5.10, there is
v € C and s € N such that 75(C') C F'(v),. Particularly, for M := F(xy,...,x4,7), and
E := F(x1,...,24,a), with M and E denoting the perfect inversive closure of M and F
respectively, we have M = E.

Let P € Flty,...,tas1]- \ F|r(t1), ..., 7(tas1)]r such that P(xq,...,24,7) = 0. We choose P
of minimal total difference degree with these properties. By Lemma [5.2] if Q(¢y,...,t441) €

Flty,...,t4+1], denotes the full twist reduction of P, where 7’ is some twist of 7, in particular
a twist of o, there is 7¢ such that gt—Q is non-trivial.
20

Claim. We have gt%(zl, ooy, y) # 0.
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Proof. To prove the claim, assume that 7 = 7’ o (Frob,)”, where r € N, and that with the
notation from Definition [5.1] we have P(t) = Z]EJ a; H1§i§d+1 hes,

Then by construction,
Z a/r" Htf(uu

jeJ
for f: N[r] — N|[7'], 7'»—>p7'
In the following, {% (non-zero) polynomial
Pi(t) € K]Jt], of strictly smaller total difference degree than P. As Pi(xy,...,x4,7) = 0 if
and only if 81% (x1,...,2q4,77) = 0, we arrive at the conclusion of the claim.

Note that any monomial in P is of the form Py(t) = atfgnolso(ﬂ for some ny > 0 and
a € F\ {0} with Py a polynomial in Klty,... ti,—1,7(tiy), tigt1, - - td+1]7, with 7’th twist

reduction @, then % is either 0 or the r’th twist reduction of btp (o= P (7) for some

be F\ {0} and ny > O Note in partlcular every monomial in () is the r’'th twist reduction
of some monomial in P. It follows that 2<% is the 7’th twist reduction of some unique P; (%)

8t1
and the total difference degree of P is strlctly smaller than the one of P.
O

After relabelling variables, we may assume t¢;, = t;. Note that 7 = ¢ o (Frob,)? for some
z €Z. Let E' == F(x1,...,24,0)r < E and M’ = F(xq,..., 24, ) < M, then E' and M’
have perfect inversive closures E and M and (E, 7') (M, 7', since (E, 1) = (M, 7).

Let Y be the 7/-variety defined by the vanishing 7’-polynomials of (x1, ..., z4,7) in M’ over
F. Then @Q € I(Y) by construction and trf.dimg(Y) = d.

Let X, C Alg.) be the 7'-variety defined by I((z1,...,%q,@)/F). Then X, and Y are
twist-birational over F', and so by Lemma [5.8] there are non-empty open subsets X C X/
and Yy C Y and twist-rational functions f,g over F' such that f : X{(H) — Yj(H) is a
homeomorphism with inverse g for any perfect inversive 7’-difference field extension H of
(F, 7).

Let Uy be defined by aQ # 0 and Y{) =Yy NUy. Then Yj is open in the closed subvariety

Y C A‘(”l, of dimension d and 2 W is everywhere non-zero on Yy. Let Xy be the open set

in X over I such that (Xy) = f~'(Yy N Uy) C X/}. Note that since F is the perfect
inversive closure of Frac(D), we may chase denominators and compose with Frob, and o
to make X, defined over D. Note that both Yy and f can be defined using quantifier-free
£0’0—17Fr0b;1’T07...’TN—f0rmu].aS over D. Thus X, Yy, f and @ satisfy the conclusion. O

Remark 5.15. By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem [4.8] the constant N, the
complexity of (X;);<n, and the complexity of all formulas 1;, 6; and twists 7; only depend
on the complexity of X and do not depend on D.

6. COUNTING IN FINITE DIFFERENCE FIELDS

In this section, we prove our main theorem concerning an estimate of the number of rational
points of difference varieties uniformly over finite difference fields. To this end, we need to
use an improved version of the Lang-Weil estimate from [CMO06]. We begin by recalling some

ad-hoc notions of degree for affine varieties.
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Definition 6.1. Let IV C A" be an affine irreducible variety over K. Define the degree of V,
deg(V), to be the maximal number of points lying in the intersection of V = V(K%9) and
an affine linear subspace L of A™ of codimension alg.dim(V") for which |V N L| < oo holds.
More generally, if V' is an affine K-variety, let V' = |J,.y W; be the decomposition of irre-
ducible K-components. We define the degree of V as:

de(V) := Y dea(1v;).
i<N
Remark 6.2. Let IV C A" be a hypersurface defined by f. Then it follows immediately
from the definition that deg(V') < deg(f). (See also [Har77, Proposition 1.7.6].)

Fact 6.3 ([CMOG, Section 2]). If V and W are subvarieties of A™ over K, then
deg(V (W) < deg(V)deg(IV).
We are now ready to state the improved Lang-Weil estimate that we will use later.

Fact 6.4 ([CMO06, Theorem 7.1}). Let V be an absolutely irreducible affine algebraic variety.

Assume that V is defined over ¥, of dimension r > 0 and deg(V) =: . If ¢ > 2(r + 1),
then the following estimate holds:

IV(E) =gl < (€=1)(€=2)g" 2 + 53¢

Lemma 6.5. Suppose X C A" is a difference variety defined over a finitely generated dif-
ference domain D. Then there is a constant ¢ depending only on the complezity of X, such
that deg(M,(X™)) < q¢° for any Frobenius reduction n: D — K,. In particular, the degree of
any irreducible component of M,(X™) and the number of irreducible components of M,(X™)
are bounded by q°.

Proof. Let I be the defining difference ideal of X, generated by fi,..., frn. Then M, (X") is
defined by 1,(f1), ..., 14(fm), where n,(f) is the (algebraic) polynomial obtained from n(f)
where one replaces all occurrences of o with Frob,. Note that there is a bound on the degree
of the polynomials 7,(f1),...,n,(fm) in terms of the order of the f;’s and of ¢. Thus by
Remark and Fact [6.3]

deg(My(x") < T degny(fi) < ¢°

1<i<m
for some ¢ only depending on the complexity of {f,..., fin}. The in particular part follows
by the definition of degree for non-irreducible varieties. O

The following fact is an easy consequence of the Jacobian criterion.

Fact 6.6. Suppose X C A" is an algebraic variety of dimension d > 0 defined by a set
of polynomials {Py(z1,...,x,) : i < m} C Klxy,...,x,] for some m > n —d. Suppose
b e X(K) is such that the Jacobian (gTP;(b))M has rank at least n — d, and b is contained in
an 1rreducible component 'Y over K of X of algebraic dimension d, then b is a smooth point
of X.

Theorem 6.7. Let X C A’ be a difference variety of transformal dimension d > 0 defined

over a difference domain D = Z[b], for some b = (by,...,by), such that for any homo-

morphism 1 : D — (K, o), trf.dim(X") < d. Then there is a quantifier-free L,-formula
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Ye(z,y) with x = (x1,...,2,),y = (Y1, -+, Ym) and constants ¢,C > 0 (depending only on
the complexity of X ) such that for all ¢ > C, for any Frobenius reduction n : D — K,,
Ve(w;n(b)) defines a difference subvariety X! of X" of transformal dimension < d such that
for all t € N”° with n(D) C Fp.

(1) Either there is a point a € (X" \ X/)(Fyt, Frob,), and we have

|X77(Fpt, Fl"Obq)| > pdt qcpt(d 1/2)
(2) Or X"(Fye, Froby) € X/[(Fpe, Froby), and | X"(Fye, Frob,)| < ¢pt@1.

Remark 6.8. Note that X"(F,, Frob,) = M, (X")(F,) for any X and Frobenius reduction
n to K,. For ¢ large enough, we have a trivial upper bound for the number of rational points
of X" in (F,, Frob,) without the assumption of existence of the point a, namely

| X7 (Fpe, Froby )| < q“p™,
for some constant ¢y not depending on ¢ and ¢. Indeed, by Lemma [6.5], the degree of M, (X")
is bounded by ¢® for some ¢q. Also the dimension of M,(X™) is bounded by d for ¢ large

enough, hence |M,(X")(F,)| < ¢p® by [LRI5, Corollary 2.2]. And this upper bound
cannot be essentially improved, since one could take X C A? defined by o(x) = x, then

| X" (e, Frobg)| = qp',
for any Frobenius reduction to K, and F,: O [F,.

Proof. We will first prove the statement for some D' = D[1/f], 2 D with f = f(b) € D\{0}.
By Noetherian induction, the result will follow.

Let D" = D[1/gl,, d=dy > dy > ... > dy > 0 and (X;);<n with each X; open subvariety of
the closed variety X \ J,_; X; of transformal dimension d; be given as in Theorem B.14l Let
k < N be the largest with dj, = d. Let X’ := X \ |, X;. Then X' is a closed subvariety
of X of transformal dimension < d. For each i = {0,...,k}, let X;, and D;, = D[1/f], be
the special subvariety and special domain of X \ | j<i Xj as given by Theorem 4.8 note that
X, \ X, s is still Frobenius equidimensional, since if V' is an absolutely irreducible component
of X; \ X, then V has dimension d and X; NV is either empty or of dimension d (as X is
open). By construction, trf.dimp(X;) < d for all i < k. Let X := X' UJ,.,, Xis. Clearly,
trf.dimp(X¢) < d. Note that the complexity of X, depends only on the complexity of X by
Remark B.151

Let D' = D[1/f], 2 D[1/(g]l, fi)ls, such that trf.dim(X/) < d for any homomorphism
n: D" — K. There is some C such that if ¢ > C, then M,(X/) has algebraic dimension
< d for any Frobenius reduction n : D" — K,. Now assume that n(D’) C F,. Note that
if My(X7)(Fp) © My(X)(Fpe), then |[My(X7)(Fye)| < ¢°p"® " for some constant ¢, since
Mq(Xg ) has algebraic dimension < d. Moreover, ¢ only depends on the complexity of X,
since it is determined by the complexity of X¢.

If there exists a € M, (X" \ X/)(Fy), then a € My (X \ X/) for some i < k. Let Fy, :=
(F,t, Frob,). Then n: D" — F; , by the assumption that (D) C F

By Theorem [5.14], there exist a twist 7; of o and locally closed 7;- subvarlety Y." of AdH where
Fiy = (Fp, Froby) and Frob, is the 7; twist of Frob,, such that X'(F;,) and Y (Fry)
are twist-birational homeomorphlc by some function 3. Note that S can be extended to

a twist-birational homeomorphism from X (K,) to Y;"(K,) (by the fact that the same
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formula defines these two homeomorphisms in Theorem [.14). By the same proposition,
there is also a non-zero polynomial @ € F; ,[t1,...,t411] such that @ vanishes on Y;” and
(0Q/0t1)(B(a)) # 0.

Since both Frob, and Frob, are definable in L,ing, and X;'(K,) = My(X]")(Fa9), Y"(Ky) =
My (Y]")(F39), we get that (3 is a L,ine-definable homeomorphism between M, (X;")(F%9) and
My (Y]")(F3'9) which restrict to a bijection between M (X7')(Fyt) to My (Y;")(Fy). Now it is
enough to prove that

| My (Y)(Fpe)| > p™ — gp" =72,

for some constant c.

By assumption, a € M, (X} \ X/)(Fy). Break M,(X; \ X{) into irreducible (locally closed)
components over Iy of the form W’ := W\ M,(X/) where W is an irreducible subvariety
of M,(X}') over Fye. Then a is in some W' = W\ M,(X/). By Corollary .8 W contains an
absolutely irreducible subvariety of algebraic dimension d (as XZS is a subvariety of X g ) and
hence is of algebraic dimension d. Now (W) is an irreducible subvariety of M, (Y;") over F,:.
Recall that @ is a 7;-difference polynomial which vanishes on Y;. Let {P, := Qg ,..., Py}
be a set of defining (algebraic) polynomials for 3(W), where @, is the algebraic polynomial
obtained by replacing 7; in () by Frob, .

As (0Q/0t1)(B(a)) # 0 and by the definition of partial derivative for difference equations,
we get (0Qy/0t1)(B(a)) = (0Q/0t1)(B(a)) # 0. Hence, the Jacobian (%(5(6;))2-,]- has rank
at least 1. By Fact [6.6] #(a) is a smooth point of S(WW). Now S(W) is an irreducible variety
over [, which contains a smooth point in [F,:, hence is absolutely irreducible.

Since S(W) is an absolutely irreducible component of M, (Y;"), by Lemma there is ¢
depending only on the complexity of ¥;" such that deg(5(W)) < ¢®. This holds indeed since
q and ¢ are bounded multiples of each other. Note that the complexity of Y;” only depends
on that of X by Remark 5.I5. By Fact 6.4 if p* > 2(d + 1)¢*®, then

t 13¢
1BOV)(Fp)| = p') < (¢ = 1)(g® —2)p'* 2 +5¢ 75 p'*~".
We may choose ¢ large enough (only depending on ¢y) so that we have

| My (V) (Fy)| > [(BOV)(Ep)| = 9 = gp 2. O

7. COARSE DIMENSION IN PSEUDOFINITE DIFFERENCE FIELDS

In this section, we give an application of our main result to pseudofinite difference fields. In
[Zou21)), TZ studied the model theory of a family of ultraproducts of finite difference fields. It
was shown that these structures are not model-theoretically tame, they have TP,, the strict
order property, and are not decidable. However, it was observed that the non-standard
counting size of definable sets in these structures gives rise to an integer-valued dimension.
It was conjectured in [Zou21l, Conjecture 3.1] that this dimension should coincide with the
transformal dimension for a quantifier-free definable set. In this section, we will prove this
conjecture and extend it to existentially definable sets. Moreover, we give an example where
the two dimensions do not coincide for V3-definable sets in characteristic p > 0.

Definition 7.1. Let DF(p,n,m) be the difference fields with p"-many elements and the
automorphism o (t) := t*" namely DF(p,n,m) := (Fpn, Frobym).
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Remark 7.2. Note that DF(p,n,m) = DF(p,n,m’') where m’ = m mod n, hence we may
assume n > m for any structure DF(p,n,m). Moreover, all finite difference fields are of this
form.

Definition 7.3. Let M = [],_,, M; be an ultraproduct of some finite L-structures M; for
some non-principal ultrafilter . Let o = (o;)iny € RY with a > R. Let the coarse
dimension with respect to o be the function 8, : D(M) — R=°U {£oo0} on all definable sets
D(M) in M, defined as

0a(0(M)) := s

where we set log() = —o0.

loglo(M)| . log|o(M)

log o isu  logoy

In the following, we will fix an ultraproduct K = (K, 0) := [[, ,,, DF (pi, ni, m;) over some
non-principal ultrafilter /) with lim;_,;,; m;/n; = 0 and lim; 4 p;"* = oo. Let § := §, where
a = (p;")imu. Note that this is a more general class than the pseudofinite difference fields
considered in [Zou2l], where one imposes strict conditions on the rate of convergence of
hmieu nl/ml = 0.

Lemma 7.4. Suppose X C A" is a difference variety defined over some difference subfield
F < K such that trf.dimp(X) = d > 0. Then there is a difference subvariety X¢ defined
over F' of transformal dimension < d, such that if (X \ X¢)(K) # 0, then §( X (K)) =d.

Remark 7.5. Note that we have the natural upper bound §(X (K)) < d. Indeed, by Re-
mark B8 | X (DF(pi, ng, m;))| < pi™ ™ for some constant ¢ whenever p™ is large enough.
Hence, log|X(DF(pi,ni,m;))|/logp;* < (em; + dn;)/n; and §(X(K)) < lim;y(cm; +
dn;)/n; = d.

Proof. By the remark above, we only need to show that §( X(K)) > d. By Theorem [6.7]
there is a finitely generated difference domain D' = Zlas,...,a,|, € F and a difference
subvariety X, of transformal dimension < d defined over D’ (hence also over F'), such that

for some constants ¢ and C', for every Frobenius reduction n: D" — K, with ¢ > C, for all ¢
with n(D’) C Fy, if there is a point z € My(X"\ X/)(F), then
| X (Fye, Frob, )| > p™ — ¢“p!*=1/),
Let a = (ay,...,a,). Suppose a = (a;);sy. Let I < Z[Xy,..., X, be the ideal of
difference polynomials P(X) with P(a) = 0 in K. By Fact 22 I is finitely generated as a
prime difference ideal. Fix a finite set of difference polynomials (P;);<y generating I, i.e.,
whenever J < Z[Xy,...,X,,], is a prime difference ideal with P; € J for all j < N, then
I C J. For ultrafilter-many ¢, P;(a;) = 0 holds in D(p;, n;,m;) for all 7 < N, hence there is
a homomorphism 7; : D" — DF(p;, n;,m;) by sending a to a;. This gives rise to a Frobenius
reduction 7; : D" — K mi with n;(D') € DF(ps,ns, m;). Let © = (2;)iu and ¢; == p;"". By
assumption, ; € M, (X \ X[)(F ) for ultrafilter-many i. Therefore,
M cmy;, Ni(ad— ]' U

IX(DF(pi, mima))| > ™ = p™pi > o,

for ultrafilter-many . Hence, §( X (K)) > d as desired. O

Definition 7.6. For a partial type 7 (closed under conjunction) over K, we set §(m) :=

inf {§(¢(K)) | ¢ € 7}

32



Theorem 7.7. Let A be a set of parameters in K. Suppose p(x) = qftp(a/A) where a is
a tuple in K with trf.deg(a/A) = d. Then &6(p) = d, moreover there is ¢ € p such that

d(¢) = 8(p).

Proof. We may assume A is a difference subfield of K. By assumption, trf.deg(a/A) = d.
Let Y be defined by I(a/A), then trf.dima(Y") = d.
Let ¢ € p(z), to prove d(p) = d, it is enough to show that 6(¢(K) NY(K)) = d, hence we
may assume ¢(x) implies Y. Note that ¢(z) is a disjunction of conjunctions of equations
and negations of equations of polynomials. Since é of a finite union is the maximum, we
may assume ¢(x) defines a basic open difference variety Z, i.e. it is the non-vanishing set of
some difference polynomial restricted to Y. Hence, Z is in quantifier-free definable bijection
f with some difference variety X over A. Since Z C Y and Z € p(z), d = trf.dims(Z) =
trf.dim4(X). It is enough to show that 6( X (K)) = d.
By Remark [7.5], we only need to show §( X (K')) > d. Note that §( X (X)) > 0 holds trivially if
d = 0. We may assume d > 0. By Lemmal[7.4] there is some X defined over A of transformal
dimension < d, such that if X (K) has a point outside X¢(K), then 6(X(K)) = d. Thus,
it is enough to show that f(a) ¢ X¢(K) (as f(a) € X(K) by assumption). Note that
trf.deg(f(a)/A) = d, since f is a definable bijection. We conclude f(a) ¢ X¢(K), as X¢ has
transformal dimension < d over A.

O

Theorem 7.8. Let A be a countable difference subfield of K. Given tuples a,b in K, let
r(x,y) := qftp(a,b/A) and let d := trf.deg(a/A). Then d =d(Jyr(x,y)), where Iyr(x,y) =
{Fyo(z.y) | o(x,y) €}

Proof. Let m > 0 such that d +m = trf.deg(a,b/A). Let p(z) be the restriction of r(x,y) to
the z variable. Since r(z,y) is complete and quantifier-free, so is p(z).

By sub-additivity of 8, see [Hrul2, Section 5.1] and [Chel9, Proposition 2.31(5), Example
2.30(4)], we get

O(r(z,y)) <83yr(z,y)) +sup{d(r(d,y)):d € K, exists b’ € K, K =r(d’,V')}.
Choose @' € K which reaches the supreme on the right-hand side (it is possible by Theo-
rem [7.7)). Hence

8(r(z,y)) <6(3yr(z,y)) +8(r(d’,y)).
Since r(x,y) = qftp(a,b/A) = qftp(a’,b'/A) and r(d’, y) = qftp(t/ /A, a’) for some a, b, d’, ¥ €
K. Then trf.deg(a’,b//A) = d + m and trf.deg(a’/A) = d as d’ | p(zx). Therefore,
trf.deg(t//A,a’) = m. By Theorem [[.7], §(r(a’, y)) = m. Hence, again by Theorem [7.7]
d+m=68(r(z,y)) <86yr(z,y)) +m,

and thus d < é(3yr(z,y)).
For the other direction, note that p(z) is a subcollection of Jyr(x,y), and so by Theorem
L7 d=é(p(x)) = 6(3yr(z,y)). O

Corollary 7.9. For any ezistential-definable set ¢(x) over a countable subset A of K,
0(p(K)) = max{trf.deg(a/A) : a € ¢(K).}

In particular, the coarse dimension & takes integer value for any existential-definable set in

K.
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Remark 7.10. It is possible to have a difference variety X defined over A with transformal
dimension d, but max{trf.deg(a/A):a € X(K)} < d.

Proof. Note that given any existential formula ¢(z) = Jyu(x,y) over A, for any a € ¢(K),
there is some b in K such that K = ¢(a,b). Let r(z,y) := qftp(a,b/A) and then ¢(z) is con-
tained in the partial type Jyr(z,y). By definition, 8(¢(K)) > §(Jyr(z,y)) = trf.deg(a/A).
Therefore, §(¢(K)) > max{trf.deg(a/A) : a € ¢(K)}.

For the other direction, for any a € ¢(K), let p(x) = gftp(a/A), by Theorem [T7], there is a
quantifier-free ¥,(x) € p(x), such that 8(1,(K)) = trf.deg(a/A). By construction, ¢(K) C
U..e 5(K) 1, (K). So by compactness, since there are countably many quantifier-free formulas
over A, ¢(K) is covered by finitely many of them. Hence §(¢(K)) < max{d(v.(K)) =
trf.deg(a/A) : a € ¢(K)}, and we get the desired equality. O

Remark 7.11. In the setting of Theorem [7.7, one might wonder if K = (K, 0) is transfor-
mally PAC, just as K is PAC (pseudo-algebraically closed) as a pure field] One natural
definition of transformally PAC would be the following: For a perfect inversive difference
field F' and a difference field extension F' C E, we say F is a o-reqular extension of F, if
I is relatively o-algebraically closed in F, namely for any a € E, we have a € I’ whenever
trf.deg(a/F) = 0. And F is called transformally PAC if F' is existentially closed in any
o-regular extension.

However, K is not transformally PAC under this definition. Suppose the characteristic
of K is not 2. Choose ¢ € K not a square in K. Consider the polynomial P(X,Y):=
Xo(X) — cY?. Then K has no solution of P(X,Y) = 0. Since otherwise, if (a,b) =

(i, b;)isy is a solution and ¢ = (¢;)iy. Then, for ultrafilter-many i, a;a;’ L cb? =0
and hence ¢; is a square, as p;" + 1 is even, contradicting that ¢ is not a square. Let = be
transformally transcendental over K and y be such that cy? = zo(z). Let E = K(z,y),.
By construction, P(x,y) = 0, so P(X,Y) has a solution in E. Let yo = y and y; be such
that y? = o'(z)o™(x) /0" (c). Note that E as a pure field is generated by z, yo, Y1, - - -, Yi, - - --
It is clear that E; = K(x,yo, - ,y;) is purely transcendental over F; ; by construction.
Thus E = |J, E; is purely transcendental over K. However, K is relatively o-algebraically
closed in E. Indeed, z,0(z),0%(z),... is a transcendence basis of E/K. Suppose there
is (K,0) C (L,o0) C (F,0) with (L,0) o-algebraic over K. Note also that L/K is not
algebraic. Then z,0(x),0?(x),... are algebraically dependent over L. Hence, E is a o-
algebraic extension of L, and is also o-algebraic over K (since L/K is), a contradiction.

One might wonder how far Lemma can be extended beyond existential formulas. In
[Zou21], it was conjectured that Lemma [7.8is true for all formulas in pseudofinite difference
fields K = [],_.,, DF (pi, n;,m;), as long as n; grows sufficiently faster than m;. In the same
paper, it was proved that under this condition, the coarse dimension d of any definable set is
integer-valued and is bounded above by the maximum of transformal transcendence degrees
of elements in this definable set. However, this is not true when the characteristic of K
is positive. Here we include an example from the unpublished work-in-progress of Michael
Benedikt and EH.

Example 7.12. Let K = [[.,,, DF(p,n;,m;) with m;n; and lim,; ,;;p™/n;, = 0. Let
F =11, Fpm be the fixed field of K. Let y € K be such that y ¢ acl(F). Let X :=

10We would like to thank Yuval Dor for raising this question and for engaging in helpful discussions around
it.
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{1/(x—y):x € F}. Consider K as an F,-vector space. Note that X is linearly independent
over F,, since otherwise, y will satisfy some non-trivial polynomial over X. We claim that
the F,-span (X) of X is definable. Indeed, by [MSO8, Lemma 3.9], K has a non-degenerate
symmetric bilinear form b(—, —) : K x K — [, which is £,;,,-definable. Now it is easy to
verify that (X) is defined by ¢(z) := VuVz(z € X Ab(u,z) = 0 — b(u,z) = 0). Suppose
Y = (X) =11, Yi- Then clearly, |Y;| < p*™. Hence, §(Y) = 0 by the assumption that
lim; ., p™ /n; = 0. We claim that |Y| > |X|" for any n. Indeed, given n, define a function
f: X" =Y by (ar,...,a,) = > ., a;. Then for any tuple (a1,...,a,) satisfying a; # a;
for i # j, we have f(ai,...,a,) = f(b1,...,b,) if and only if (by,...,b,) is a permutation
of (a,...,a,). Hence, [Y]| > |f(X™)] > L|X|™ > |X|"~'. But the last claim implies
that max{trf.deg(a) : @ € Y} > 0. Since otherwise, by compactness, Y C Z where Z is
defined by some non-trivial difference polynomial equation P(z) = 0. And by Remark [6.8],
|Z(DF(p,ni,m;))| < p™ for some constant c¢. Hence, |Y| < |Z(K)| < |X|¢, a contradiction.
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