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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-Weil 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 xp in a large finite field Fpn; 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-Weil 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 [Cha14]. 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 [Wei49] 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 Fq, where q is a prime power, the Weil conjectures predict
the behavior of #X(Fq)

1 as q 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(Fq) as q 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 Fq and every geometrically integral variety X ⊆ Pn over Fq of
dimension r and degree d, we have

|#X(Fq) − qr| ≤ (d− 1)(d− 2)qr−1/2 + Cqr−1.

For an algebraic variety X defined over Z and each prime number p, we use Xp to denote its
fiber over the prime p. The above estimate gives us an estimate of #Xp(Fq) where q = pm

for some m subject to the condition that Xp 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)2 field with absolute Galois

group Ẑ. 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 à 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

1We 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 varietyX/K, one hasX(K) 6= ∅.
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no difference equation. If the difference operator is specialized to a large Frobenius map
q, one obtains an algebraic variety Mq(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 4.3 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 (Falg

q ,Frobq) as q → ∞. The key geometric input
is a generalization of the Lang-Weil estimate to zero-dimensional difference varieties. Here
Lang-Weil 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 q-Frobenius. When q is a a high power
of p, this theory interprets bounded arithmetic on the smaller field Fp. Perhaps our results
hint at a possible theory relative to Fp. 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, σ) be a domain D with an injective endomorphism σ and (Pi)i≤N be a finite col-
lection of difference polynomials in variables X1, . . . , Xn over D. In other words, Pi lies
in the polynomial ring D[X1, . . . , Xn, X

σ
1 , . . . , X

σ
n , X

σ2

1 , . . .]. Like in the algebraic setting,
we denote by V the affine difference variety defined by (Pi)i≤N . Consider a difference ring
homomorphism η : D → (Fpt,Frobq), where q is a power of the prime p. Let V η denote the
difference variety defined by the difference polynomials (η(Pi))i≤N . We would like to count
the number of rational points of V η in (Fpt,Frobq). Namely, we need to estimate the size
of the set of zeros of (η(Pi))i≤N in (Fpt,Frobq), equivalently, the zero set in Fpt of algebraic

polynomials obtained from η(Pi) by interpreting Xσm

i as Xqm

i . Let us denote the resulting
algebraic polynomial by Mq(η(Pi)) and the affine algebraic variety defined by (Mq(η(Pi)))i≤N

by Mq(V
η). Our task is to estimate #Mq(V

η)(Fpt) for large t, uniformly in terms of p, q, t
and η.
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 P1, it amounts simply to the degree of Mq(P1). This bound applies to the number
of solutions in Falg

p ; 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
ptn. 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,
Mq(V

η) may be empty for infinitely many q, see Example 4.3. In this example the problem
is simply due to the incompleteness of ACFA0. V0 could simply be the two-point difference
variety of a cube root of 3 in the fixed field. Then for p = 2 mod 3 and odd t, there can be

3



no solution in Fpt. Of course the same will be true for any higher dimensional V admitting
a morphism into this V0.
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 V1; the number of
components of V in Fpt will be at least the number of points of V1. 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 := XσX − Y 2, it is not a product of two proper difference polynomials, while
the corresponding algebraic polynomial Mp(P ) := Xp+1−Y 2 is not irreducible for all p 6= 2.
This one can still be accounted for at the difference variety level, but we presume that rare
cases will exist where Mp(P ) factorizes for non-uniform reasons, and do not know if this
could happen for infinitely many p.
In case Mp(V ) has several components, the number of components rational over Fpt 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 Mq(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 Mq(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 Vs of V of strictly smaller transformal dimension, such that for
almost all q, Mq((V \Vs)

η) breaks into absolutely irreducible components of equal dimension
d for almost all q and all η.
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 Vs 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 q > C and for all homomorphisms
η : D′ → (Falg

p ,Frobq), the variety Mq((Vs)
η) has algebraic dimension strictly smaller than d

and Mq((V \ Vs)
η) is either empty or equidimensional of algebraic dimension d.

A brief remark about the proof of the theorem before we move on. To define Vs, 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

ω̃V 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 Vs is the closure of the
points p where an analogue of the implicit function theorem fails at p. Moreover, the proof

yields that Vs does not depend on the choice of embeddings into models of ω̃V FA. Though
Vs is a pure difference subvariety, our method uses non-difference algebraic data to find it.
It is thus natural to ask:

4



Question 1.1. Is there a purely difference algebraic description of Vs?

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 Fpt-point of Mq((V \ Vs)

η). If such a
point exists, the irreducible component (over Fpt) 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 5.1), 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 6.7 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 Xξ

defined over D of transformal dimension < d, constants c, C > 0 and D′ ⊆ Frac(D) finitely
generated over D such that for all q > C, for all homomorphisms η : D′ → (Fpt,Frobq):

(1) Either there is a point a ∈ (Xη \Xη
ξ )(Fpt,Frobq), and we have

qcpdt ≥ #Xη(Fpt,Frobq) ≥ pdt − qcpt(d−1/2);

(2) Or Xη(Fpt,Frobq) ⊆ Xη
ξ (Fpt,Frobq), and #Xη(Fpt,Frobq) ≤ qcpt(d−1).

We remark that when X is a pure algebraic variety, the proof of Theorem B gives that the qc

in the count becomes a constant c 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 Mq(X) irreducible. However, our lower bound will be optimal if
Mq(X) happens to be irreducible for almost all q.

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

Note that our count in (Fpt,Frobq) is only meaningful when pt 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 (Fpt,Frobq) outside of Xξ, then the estimate we give is a
number between (1 − ǫ)ptd and qcptd. To determine the precise coefficient of ptd, we need
to count the number of irreducible components that are defined over Fpt . 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 (µi)i≤N and natural
numbers (ci)i≤N such that for all η : D → (Falg

p ,Frobq),

|#Xη(Falg
p ,Frobq) − µiq

ci| ≤ qci−1/2
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holds for some i ≤ N . Here ci is the total dimension of Xη.3 But this estimate says nothing
about the distribution of the points of X among the various finite fields. For example,
consider the size of σ(x) = x, which is |Fpt ∩ Fq|, the precise number depends on the
divisibility of t and logp q. More generally, consider the difference polynomial P (x) with

leading term σn(xℓ). If (ℓqn)!|t, then all solutions of P (x) = 0 lie in Fpt , hence it has ℓqn

solutions (counted with multiplicity). However, if t is a prime, then Fpt 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 =

∏
i→U(Fp

ni
i
,Frobp

mi
i

) an ultraproduct of finite difference fields over a non-

principal ultrafilter U with limi→∞ ni/mi = ∞ and limi→∞ pmi

i = ∞. We prove that the
coarse dimension δδδ (a dimension stemming from non-standard counting, see Section 7 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 δδδ(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 3, we work in ω̃V FA and use its non-Archimedean topology to define Vs uniformly.
This definition helps us establish the analogue implicit function theorem in V excluding Vs.
This is crucial for the proof of Theorem A in Section 4.
Section 5 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 7, 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 Münster:
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 (Mi)i∈I be a family of L-structures. We write the ultraproduct as

∏
i→U Mi, the

ultraproduct of Xi ⊆Mn
i as

∏
i→U Xi and a tuple from the ultraproduct as (ai)i→U . If (αi)i∈I

3Namely the maximum of transcendence degrees of difference function fields of irreducible components of
Xη.
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is a sequence in R, we denote by limi→U αi the unique r ∈ R∪{±∞} such that for any open
interval A containing r (we regard ∞ ∈ (a,∞), same for −∞) one has {i ∈ I : αi ∈ 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, σ) is a ring R with a given injective morphism σ : R → R.
We occasionally refer to R as a difference ring when σ is understood from the context. For
a prime power q, we use Frobq to denote the map R → R : x 7→ xq.
Given a difference ring (R, σ) and n ∈ N>0, let R[x1, . . . , xn]σ denote the difference ring
R[x1, . . . , xn, x

σ
1 , . . . x

σ
n, . . .] with the natural (extension of) σ 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, σ) is a difference field if the underlying ring K is a field. A difference
field (K, σ) is called inversive if σ is an automorphism, and it is called non-periodic if
char(K) = p and σl ◦ (Frobp)

m 6= id for any (l, m) 6= (0, 0). Here, we set Frobp = id if p = 0.
By [Coh65, Lemma II, p. 201], (K, σ) 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 inv.
A morphism of difference rings f : (R1, σ1) → (R2, σ2) 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)σ := K(σk(a))k∈N. Note that in case
K is inversive, we have K(a)invσ = K(σi(a))i∈Z. If L = K(a)σ, 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, σ) ≤ (S, σ) is an extension of difference rings and a is a
tuple from S, we set R[a]σ := R[a, σ(a), σ2(a), . . .] and say that S is finitely generated over
R if S = R[a]σ for some finite a.
Let K ≤ L = K(a)σ be a finitely generated difference field extension. The limit degree
ld(L/K)σ ∈ N>0 ∪ {∞} is defined as

min{[K(a, σ(a), . . . , σk+1(a)) : K(a, σ(a), . . . , σk(a))] : k ∈ N},

and the reduced limit degree rld(L/K)σ is defined as

min{[K(a, σ(a), . . . , σk+1(a)) : K(a, σ(a), . . . , σk(a))]s : k ∈ N},

where [E, F ]s 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 ∞. Note that
ld(L/K) and rld(L/K) do not depend on the choice of generators [Coh65, p. 135 and p.
140].
Given (R, σ) a difference ring, a difference ideal Σ of R is an ideal of the ring R such that
for a ∈ Σ, σ(a) ∈ Σ. A difference ideal Σ is called prime if it is a prime ideal, it is called
reflexive if σ(a) ∈ Σ implies a ∈ Σ, and it is called perfect if whenever

∏
i≤N σ

ni(a) ∈ Σ for
7



some N and ni ≥ 0, then a ∈ Σ. In particular, a perfect difference ideal is radical. Note
that any reflexive prime difference ideal is perfect.4

A difference domain R is a difference ring that is a domain.
For a difference domain (R, σ), σ extends (uniquely) to F = Frac(R), we call F = (F, σ) the
fraction difference field. Clearly, if σ : R → R is surjective, then (F, σ) is inversive.
Let (K, σ) 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, . . . , xn]σ : P (a) = 0}. Note that I(a/K) is a reflexive prime difference
ideal.
Conversely, any proper reflexive prime difference ideal of K[x1, . . . , xn]σ 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[σ] to denote the
commutative semiring generated by σ over N. We equip it with the natural ordering such
that σ > n for all n ∈ N.
Let Q ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]σ be given of the form Q =

∑
j≤J aj

∏
1≤i≤n x

µi,j

i with aj ∈ K \{0} and

µi,j ∈ N[σ] such that if j 6= j′, then (µ1,j, . . . , µn,j) 6= (µ1,j′, . . . , µn,j′). The total (difference)
degree of Q is defined to be max{

∑
1≤i≤n µi,j : j ∈ J} ∈ N[σ].

Next, we define a natural derivation on difference polynomials. Let K be a difference field.
We define the partial derivative ∂

∂xi
on K[x1, . . . , xn]σ for 1 ≤ i ≤ n as the unique K-linear

operator satisfying the Leibniz rule such that

• ∂xi

∂xi
= 1 and

∂xj

∂xi
= 0 for i 6= j;

•
∂
(

xσk

j

)

∂xi
= 0 for all k ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Lastly, let K be an inversive difference field of characteristic p. Denote by K[x1, . . . , xn]±σ
the difference ring K[((Frobp)

s(xi))
σz

: 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[x1, . . . , xn]σ).
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 Σ1 ⊆ Σ2 ⊆ · · · of perfect difference ideals,
there is some k such that Σn = Σk 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 R[x1, . . . , xn]σ
over a Ritt difference ring R is a Ritt difference ring.

Remark 2.3. If R is a Noetherian ring with any injective endomorphism σ on R, then (R, σ)
is a Ritt difference ring. Hence, R[x1, . . . , xn]σ is Ritt. In particular, if K is a difference field,
then the difference polynomial ring K[x1, . . . , xn]σ is a Ritt difference ring.

Definition 2.4. Let K = (K, σ) be a difference field, for each n ∈ N, we denote the
difference affine n-space An

(K,σ) to be the topological space whose points consist of reflexive

prime difference ideals of the difference polynomial ring K[x1, . . . , xn]σ. 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) := {p ∈ An
(K,σ), S ⊆ p},

where S ⊆ K[x1, . . . , xn]σ is any subset.
Note that Kn can be identified with a subset of An

(K,σ) via a 7→ I(a/K). We endow Kn with

the induced topology, which will also be called the Zariski-Cohn topology (on Kn).

Remark 2.5. Given any S ⊆ K[x1, . . . , xn]σ, let ΣS be the perfect difference ideal generated
by S, i.e., the intersection of all perfect difference ideals containing S. Then V (S) = V (ΣS).
On the other hand, if Σ is a perfect difference ideal, by [Coh65, p. 88],

Σ =
⋂

p∈An
(K,σ)

,Σ⊆p

p.

Hence I(V (S)) :=
⋂

p∈V (S) p = ΣS. In other words, there is an order-reversing one-to-one cor-

respondence between closed subsets of An
(K,σ) and perfect difference ideals in K[x1, . . . , xn]σ.

Since K[x1, . . . , xn]σ is Ritt by Remark 2.3, An
(K,σ) is a Noetherian topological space.

Definition 2.6. • Let K = (K, σ) be a difference field. An (affine)5 difference variety
W over K is a closed subset of An

(K,σ) for some n. We will often write W ⊆ An when
K is understood from the context.

• The Zariski-Cohn topologies on W and W (K) are the subspace topologies induced
by An

(K,σ). We say U ⊆ An
(K,σ) is a locally closed subvariety of An

(K,σ) if U is a locally
closed subset of An

(K,σ). Similarly, U is an open subvariety of V if U is open in V . A

difference variety V is called irreducible (over K) if it is irreducible as a topological
space.

• For any difference variety W , I(W ) is finitely generated as a perfect difference ideal
in the sense that I(W ) = ΣS for some finite set S which we call a set of defining
polynomials for W . Conversely, given a finite set of polynomials {P1, . . . , Pk} ⊆
K[x1, . . . , xn]σ, we say that W := V ({P1, . . . , Pk}) is the difference variety defined by
P1, . . . , Pk.

Definition 2.7. Let D = (D, σ) be a difference domain, with fraction field K. A difference
variety V ⊆ An over K is said to be defined over D, if Σ := I(V )∩D[x1, · · · , xn]σ is finitely
generated as a perfect difference ideal in D[x1, · · · , xn]σ. And in this case, we say that V is
defined over D with defining polynomials P1, . . . , Pk if {P1, . . . , Pk} is a set of generators of
Σ in D[x1, · · · , xn]σ.

Remark 2.8. If D is finitely generated over Z, then D[x1, . . . , xn]σ is a Ritt difference
ring. For any difference variety V defined over the fraction field of D, the ideal I(V ) ∩
D[x1, · · · , xn]σ is thus finitely generated as a perfect difference ideal, and so there is a finite
set of generators {P1, . . . , Pk} ⊆ D[x1, . . . , xn]σ such that V is defined over D by P1, . . . , Pk.
Note, however, that it is not the case that every set of generators for I(V ) from D[x1, . . . , xn]σ
is a set of generators for I(V ) ∩D[x1, . . . , xn]σ.

Fact 2.9 ([Coh65, Theorem I,II, p. 111]). A difference variety W ⊆ An
(K,σ) is irreducible if

and only if I(W ) is a reflexive prime difference ideal.

5In this paper, we only consider affine difference varieties.
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Definition 2.10. If W ⊆ An
(K,σ) is an irreducible difference variety, we define its function

field K(W )σ to be the fraction difference field of K[x1, . . . , xn]σ/I(W ).

Definition 2.11. Let K ≤ L be a difference field extension. A family {ai}i∈I of elements
from L is called transformally dependent over K if there are pairwise distinct i1, . . . , in from
I and a nonzero polynomial P ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]σ such that P (ai1, . . . , ain) = 0. Other-
wise, {ai}i∈I 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 ⊆ 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.6

Definition 2.12. Let W ⊆ An be an irreducible difference variety over K, and let K ≤ L
be a difference field extension with a = (a1, . . . , an) 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)σ is naturally isomorphic to the
function field K(W )σ.
For an irreducible difference variety V over K, its transformal dimension trf.dimK(V ) is
defined to be trf.deg(K(V )σ/K). If V is a difference variety (over K), its transformal
dimension trf.dimK(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.dimD(V ) := trf.dimK(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 ⊆ An be a difference variety over K with defining polynomials
P1, . . . , Pk. Let L ≥ K. The set of L-rational points of W , denoted by W (L), is defined as

W (L) :=

{
a ∈ Ln,

∧

1≤i≤k

Pi(a) = 0

}
.

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 ld(F (a)σ/F ) = 1.

The following fact is a consequence of [CH99, Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.9].7

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

7See also [Cha11, page 5].
10



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 Lσ be the language of difference rings, namely the language of rings augmented by one
function symbol σ.
If q is a power of some prime p, we denote by Kq the difference field (Falg

p ,Frobq). Moreover,
we denote by Q 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 Lσ admits a model companion, called
ACFA.

(2) If (E, σ) |= ACFA and B ⊆ E then the algebraic closure of B, denoted by aclσ(B),
is given by the field-theoretic algebraic closure of the field generated by

⋃
z∈Z σ

z(B).
(3) If (Ei, σi) |= ACFA and Bi ⊆ Ei for i = 1, 2, then B1 ≡Lσ

B2 if and only if there is
an Lσ-isomorphism from aclσ(B1) to aclσ(B2) sending B1 to B2.
Equivalently, if K = (K, σ) is a difference field with K algebraically closed and

K ⊆ Ei |= ACFA for i = 1, 2, then E1 ≡K E2.
(4) Every Lσ-formula φ(x) in a tuple x is equivalent in ACFA to a formula of the form

∃yψ(x, y), such that ψ(x, y) is quantifier-free, |y| = 1 and there is m ∈ N such that
ψ(a, b) implies that b is algebraic (in the field-theoretic sense) over the field A gener-
ated by a, σ(a), . . . , σm(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 (x) 6= 0 for all nonzero polynomials. More generally, for each n, there is a unique
generic n-type, pngen(x1, . . . , xn) generated by P (x1, . . . , xn) 6= 0 for all nonzero poly-
nomials. Equivalently, for any difference subfield K in a monster model of ACFA,
pngen|K = ⊗npgen|K = tp(a1, . . . , an/K) where ai |= pgen|Ka1,...,ai−1

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
(6) ACFA is the asymptotic theory of Kq. Namely,

ACFA = {φ an Lσ-sentence : Kq |= φ for all q ∈ Q with q ≫ 0.}

In particular, if U is a non-principal ultrafilter on Q, then
∏

q→U Kq |= ACFA.

Let E |= ACFA and C < E be |E|+-saturated. Then for any Lσ(E)-formula φ(x1, . . . , xn)
and corresponding definable set X = φ(E) ⊆ En, we set

dimACFA(X) := max{trf.deg(E(a)σ/E) : a ∈ φ(C)}.

Remark 2.17. Let X ⊆ En be definable in E |= ACFA, then dimACFA(X) is the maximal
d such that there is a projection π : En → Ed with π(X) containing pdgen. It follows that
dimACFA is uniformly definable across all completions of ACFA.

The following is immediate from Fact 2.16(1).

Fact 2.18. Let V be a difference variety defined over K. Then the transformal dimension
of V over K is

max{dimACFA(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, τ) :=
∏

i→U(Ki, τi) be an ultraproduct of difference fields. Let
V =

∏
i→U Vi ⊆ An

(K,τ) be a difference variety over K. Then

trf.dimK(V ) = lim
i→U

trf.dimKi
(Vi).

Proof. Set d := trf.dimK(V ), di := trf.dimKi
(Vi) and d′ := limi→U di. We first prove that

d′ ≤ d. By Fact 2.18, for any i there is an embedding fi : (Ki, τi) →֒ (Ei, τ
′
i) |= ACFA

such that dimACFA(Vi(Ei)) = di. Moreover, (K, τ) →֒
∏

i→U(Ei, τ
′
i) =: (Ẽ, τ̃) |= ACFA.

As dimACFA is definable (uniformly in all completions of ACFA), dimACFA(V (Ẽ)) = d′.
Therefore, d′ ≤ d by Fact 2.18.
Now we show that d ≤ d′. Let f : (K, τ) →֒ (E, τ ′) be an embedding such that (E, τ ′) |=
ACFA and dimACFA(V (E)) = d. Suppose V is defined by ϕ(x, c) for c = (ci)i→U in K where
ϕ(x, z) is an Lσ-formula and ϕ(x, ci) defines Vi for each i. Since transformal dimension is
definable in ACFA, there is an Lσ-formula φ(z) such that for any E ′ |= ACFA and e ∈ E ′ with
E ′ |= φ(e), the formula ϕ(x, e) defines a difference variety Ve such that dimACFA(Ve(E

′)) = d.
Applying Fact 2.16(4), we may assume that φ(z) is bounded existential, i.e., of the form
∃yψ(z, y) with the properties stated in Fact 2.16(4).
It follows in particular that (Kalg, τ ′ ↾Kalg) |= ∃yψ(c, y). Set Kcor := Core(Kalg/K). Let
ACFσ denote the Lσ-theory of algebraically closed fields with an automorphism. Then
Babbitt’s theorem (see Fact 2.15) implies

ACFσ ∪ qftp(Kcor, τ
′ ↾Kcor

) |= ∃yψ(c, y).

By compactness, there is a quantifier-free sentence ξ(a) with a a tuple containing c in Kcor

such that ACFσ ∪{ξ(a)} |= ∃yψ(c, y). Since a ∈ Kcor, there is a natural number n such that
the smallest field extension of K containing a that is closed under τ ′ 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 ξ(u) holds. By  Loś’s Theorem, for U-many i’s there
is (Ki, τi) ≤ (K ′

i, τ
′
i) where K ′

i is a degree n difference field extension of Ki and ci ⊆ ai ⊆ K ′
i

such that (K ′
i, τ

′
i) |= ξ(ai).

Then for any embedding of (K ′
i, τ

′
i) into some Ei |= ACFA, we have Ei |= ∃yψ(ci, y) as

Ei |= ξ(ai). Thus, dimACFA Vi(Ei) = d and thus di ≥ d for U-many i’s as desired. �

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 [Azg10] (see also [CH14]).
An ordered difference group is a structure of the form 〈Γ, 0,+, <, σ〉, where 〈Γ, 0,+, <〉 is
an ordered abelian group and σ is an automorphism of 〈Γ, 0,+, <〉. The automorphism σ
is called ω-increasing if σ(γ) > nγ for all γ ∈ Γ>0 and all natural numbers n. We treat
ordered difference groups as first-order structures in the language LOGA = {0,+, <, σ}; the
theory of ω-increasing ordered difference groups may be axiomatised in LOGA, and we denote
it by ωOGA. Any model of ωOGA is naturally an ordered Z[σ]-module, where Z[σ] is the
ordered ring of polynomials in the indeterminate σ with σ ≫ 1. Divisible modules of such
kind correspond to ordered vector spaces over the ordered fraction field Q(σ) of Z[σ]. The
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theory of non-trivial divisible ordered Z[σ]-modules will be denoted by ω̃OGA. It is easy to

see that ω̃OGA is the model-completion of ωOGA.
Now let (K, val) be a valued field, with value group ΓK . We will denote by val : K →
ΓK ∪ {∞} the valuation map. Let OK = {x ∈ K | val(x) ≥ 0} be the corresponding
valuation ring, with unique maximal ideal mK = {x ∈ K | val(x) > 0} and residue field
kK = OK/mK , and let res : OK → kK 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 σ of K satisfying σ(OK) = OK . Note that σ induces
an automorphism σ of the residue field, making it an inversive difference field. Similarly, σ
induces an automorphism σΓ of the value group, making it an ordered difference group.
We will treat valued difference fields in the three-sorted language Lk,Γ,σ, consisting of

• the language of difference rings LK = {0, 1,+,×, σ} on the valued field sort denoted
by K;

• (a copy of) the language of difference rings Lk = {0, 1,+,×, σ} on the residue field
sort denoted by k;

• the language of ordered difference groups (with an additional constant for ∞) given
by {0, <,∞,+, σΓ} on the value group sort denoted by Γ, and

• the functions val : K → Γ and res : K → k between the sorts. (When considering a
valued field as an Lk,Γ,σ-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,ΓK , kK , val, σ) is called contractive if its
value group ΓK is an ω-increasing ordered difference group. The Lk,Γ,σ-theory of contractive
valued difference fields will be denoted by ωV FA.

Example 2.21. (1) Let (k, σ) be a difference field and let (Γ, σΓ) be an ω-increasing
ordered difference group. On the Hahn series field K := k((tΓ)) one may define an
automorphism σ, setting σ(

∑
γ cγt

γ) :=
∑

γ σ(cγ)tσΓ(γ). Then (K,Γ, k, valt, σ) is a

contractive valued difference field with residue field (k, σ) and value group (Γ, σΓ).
(2) For q = pn ∈ Q, consider the valued difference field Lq := (Fq(t)

alg,Q,Falg
q , valt,Frobq),

where valt denotes an extension of the t-adic valuation on Fq(t) to the algebraic clo-
sure. Let U be a non-principal ultrafilter on Q. Then

∏
q→U Lq |= ωV FA.

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 ωV FA admits a model-companion ω̃V FA.

(2) Let F = (F,ΓF , kF , σ) |= ωV FA with F = F alg, and let F ⊆ Ei |= ω̃V FA for
i = 1, 2. Then E1 ≡F E2.

(3) In any model of ω̃V FA, the following holds:
• The residue field k is stably embedded, with induced structure a pure model of
ACFA.

• The value group Γ is stably embedded, with induced structure a pure model of

ω̃OGA.
• k and Γ are orthogonal.
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(4) ω̃V FA is the asymptotic theory of Lq. Namely,

ω̃V FA = {φ a sentence in Lk,Γ,σ | Lq |= φ for all q ∈ Q with q ≫ 0}.

In particular, if U is a non-principal ultrafilter on Q, then
∏

q→U Lq |= ω̃V FA. It

also follows that ω̃V FA ⊇ ACFA.

An explicit axiomatisation of ω̃V FA 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 ω̃V FA, the generic type pO(x) of O is the (a priori only partial) global
definable type of an element x ∈ O such that res(x) is transformally transcendental.

Fact 2.24. In any completion of ω̃V FA, 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,Γ, k, v, σ) |= ω̃V FA and a, a′ |= 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)algσ , v, σ) ∼= (K(a′)algσ , v, σ) over K sending a to a′.
By the uniqueness of the Gauss valuation and induction, we have a natural isomorphism
f : (K(a)σ, v, σ) ∼=K (K(a′)σ, v, σ) sending a to a′. By the universal property of the henseliza-
tion, this f extends (uniquely) to an isomorphism fh : (K(a)hσ, v, σ) ∼=K (K(a′)hσ, v, σ). By
[DH22, Proposition 6.16], Core(K(a)algσ /K(a)hσ) = K(a)hσ. Hence, fh extends to an iso-
morphism of difference fields falg : (K(a)algσ , σ) ∼= (K(a′)algσ , σ) by Babbitt’s Theorem. As
K(a′)hσ is henselian, any such falg automatically respects the valuation, and so falg is an
isomorphism of valued difference fields, as required.
The moreover part is clear. �

Corollary 2.25. Let F = (F, σ) be a difference subfield of a model of ω̃V FA. Let p(x1, . . . , xd)
be the partial type (in the language of valued difference fields) over F expressing that xi ∈ O
for all i and that the tuple (res(x1), . . . , res(xd)) is transformally independent over res(F ).
Then p(x1, . . . , xd) is a complete type over F . Indeed p(x1, . . . , xd) = ⊗dpO|F .

Recall that if K is a valued field and X ⊆ Kn, 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 π : Kn →
Kd with intval(π(X)) 6= ∅, where intval denotes the interior in the valuation topology.

Lemma 2.26. Let K = (K,Γ, k, v, σ) |= ω̃V FA and X ⊆ Kn be definable (with parameters)
in the language of difference rings. Then top.dim(X) = dimACFA(X).

Proof. Note that dimACFA(X) is given by the maximal d such that there is a projection
π : Kn → Kd with the property that the ACFA-generic type pdgen|K concentrates on π(X).
It is thus enough to show that if φ a formula in the language of difference rings with parame-
ters from K and X = φ(K) ⊆ Kd, then intval(X) 6= ∅ if and only if pdgen|K concentrates on X .
Let (K, val, σ) 4 (C, val, σ), with (C, val, σ) sufficiently saturated, and choose a = (a1, . . . , ad)
in C such that val(ai) > ΓK(a1,...,ai−1)σ for all i. Then a + b |= pdgen|K for any b ∈ Kd. As for
any b ∈ intval(X) we have a + b ∈ φ(C), this shows one direction. For the converse, assume
that pdgen|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, pdgen|K(C) is (non-empty and) open in the valuation
topology. Thus intval(φ(C)) 6= ∅, and so intval(X) 6= ∅ by elementarity, since the interior of a
definable set is definable in Lk,Γ,σ. �

Remark 2.27. Let (F, σ) be an arbitrary difference field. As ω̃V FA is the model-companion

of ωV FA, there is a model (K, val, σ) |= ω̃V FA containing (F, σ) as a trivially valued
difference subfield.
Actually, there is a more specific construction. Let (k, σ) |= ACFA such that (F, σ) ⊆ (k, σ),

and let (Γ, σΓ) |= ω̃OGA. Then the Hahn difference valued field K = (k((tΓ)),Γ, k, valt, σ)

from Example 2.21(1) is a model of ω̃V FA, containing (F, σ) as a trivially valued difference
subfield. Moreover, for an infinite cardinal κ, by [DH22, Proposition 9.13], K is κ+-saturated
if and only if both (k, σ) and (Γ, σΓ) are κ+-saturated.

Lemma 2.28. Let (K,Γ, k, v, σ) |= ω̃V FA and let (F, σ) be a trivially valued difference

subfield of K. Then (F, σ) is contained in a difference field of representatives (k̃, σ), i.e., a

(trivially valued) difference subfield of K such that res : (k̃, σ) ∼= (k, σ).

Proof. The proof of [DH22, Lemma 5.20] shows this more generally for any transformally
henselian model of ωV FA. �

Lemma 2.29. Let (F, σ) be a lift of the residue difference field in a model (K,ΓK , kK, σ)
of ωV FA. Then (F, σ) 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, σ) is a maximal trivially valued (difference) subfield of (K, σ),
the field F (a)σ is non-trivially valued, and so the value group of F (a)σ is of infinite Q-rank,
since σΓ is ω-increasing. It follows that F (a)σ is of infinite transcendence degree over F ,
showing that a is transformally transcendental over F . �

3. Local dimensions

Let X be a difference variety. The goal of this section is to identify a special subvariety
Xs ⊆ 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 forX , which
requires a finer topology than the Zariski-Cohn topology. This topology will be provided by

enriching ACFA to ω̃V FA; we view our model of ACFA as the residue field of a model of

ω̃V FA; 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 \Xs.
Recall that k denotes the residue field sort.

Theorem 3.1. Let X ⊆ An be a difference variety over a difference field F of transformal
dimension trf.dimF (X) = d > 0. Then there exists a difference subvariety Xs ⊆ X defined

over F with trf.dimF (Xs) < trf.dimF (X), such that if F ≤ M |= ω̃V FA with F trivially
valued, then for each x ∈ (X \Xs)(k(M)), in M we have

top.dim(X(O) ∩ res−1(x)) = d,
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where we write X(k(M)) when viewing X as defined by parameters in res(F ) ∼= F .

Proof. Let Π be the set of all8
(
n
d

)
coordinate projections from An to Ad. Let M |= ω̃V FA

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 π ∈ Π until further notice. Let ā ∈ k(M)d realise the generic type in kd over res(F ).
For b ∈ kd, denote by Xb the fiber over b for the projection π, i.e. Xb(k) = {y ∈ kn−d :
(b, y) ∈ X(k)}. Since X has transformal dimension d and ā is generic in kd over res(F ),
dimACFA(Xā(k)) ≤ 0.
Fix an embedding of difference fields η : k = k(M) →֒ M of k into the valued difference
field M over F such that η ◦ res ↾F= id and res ◦η = id. Such an η exists by Lemma 2.28.

Since M |= ω̃V FA, by Lemma 2.29, η(k) is transformally algebraically closed in M and
dimACFA(Xη(ā)(M)) ≤ 0. Therefore, Xη(ā)(η(k)) = Xη(ā)(M), which in particular implies
Xη(ā)(M) ⊆ On−d and res is a bijection from Xη(ā)(M) = Xη(ā)(M) ∩ On−d to Xā(k). Let
a′ ∈ Od with res(a′) = ā. Since res(a′) = res(η(ā)) = ā and ā ∈ kd is generic over res(F ), by

Corollary 2.25 a′ is generic over F and tp(a′/F ) = tp(η(ā)/F ) in ω̃V FA. In particular, the
residue map is a bijection between Xa′(M) = Xa′(M)∩On−d and Xā(k). Therefore, for any
z ∈ π−1(ā)∩X(k), there is z′ ∈ π−1(a′)∩X(O) with res(z′) = z. Hence, z′ ∈ res−1(z)∩X(O)
and π(z′) = a′, namely, a′ ∈ π(res−1(z) ∩X(O)).
At this point we let π vary again in Π.
Let x̄ = (x1, . . . , xd) and ψπ(x̄) be the formula stating that:

x̄ ∈ kd and for all z ∈ π−1(x̄) ∩X(k), for all x′ ∈ Od, if res(x′) = x̄ then
x′ ∈ π(res−1(z) ∩X(O)).

Let ∆ be the collection of sentences given by ω̃V FA together with the diagram of F as
an embedded trivially valued difference subfield. Our previous argument shows that the
following holds for every projection π ∈ Π:

∆ ∧ (x̄ ∈ kd) ∧


 ∧

P∈res(F )[x1,...,xd]σ ,P non-trivial

P (x̄) 6= 0


 |= ψπ(x̄),

since x̄ is generic in kd over res(F ) if and only if P (x̄) 6= 0 for all non-trivial polynomials
P ∈ res(F )[x1, . . . , xd]σ. By compactness, there are finitely many non-trivial difference
polynomials P0, . . . , PN ∈ res(F )[x1, . . . , xd]σ such that ψπ(x̄) is a consequence of ∆ ∧ (x̄ ∈
kd) ∧

∧
i≤N Pi(x̄) 6= 0. Let Zπ ⊆ Ad be the non-empty (as (Pi)i≤N are all non-zero) open set

defined by not vanishing of Pi for i ≤ N and let Yπ := X∩π−1(Zπ). Let Xs := X\
(⋃

π∈Π Yπ
)
,

then Xs is a closed subvariety of X defined over F (we consider P1, . . . , PN defined over F

via the isomorphism res : F → res(F )). Moreover, if M |= ω̃V FA and F is embedded into
the valued difference field with trivial valuation, then for each z ∈ (X \ Xs)(k(M)), there
is π ∈ Π such that z ∈ Yπ. Let ā := π(z), by the definition of Yπ, M |= ψπ(ā) and z ∈
π−1(ā) ∩X(k(M)). Hence, for all a ∈ Od with res(a) = ā, we have a ∈ π(res−1(z) ∩X(O)).
In particular, π(X(O) ∩ res−1(z)) contains a valuation open subset of Od.

8up to permutations of coordinates
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We only need to show that trf.dimF (Xs) < d. Note that by definition of Xs, for any
completion of ACFA and π ∈ Π, we have π(Xs) ⊆ Ad \Zπ. Since Zπ is open and non-empty
in Ad, dimACFA(π(Xs)(E)) < d for any F ≤ E |= ACFA. As this holds for all π : An → Ad

and all embeddings F ≤ E |= ACFA, we get trf.dimF (Xs) < d. �

Let X be a difference variety defined over some difference field F and let F ⊆ E |= ACFA.
It can happen that dimACFA(X(E)) < trf.dimF (X). The following corollary shows that in
this case, X(E) has no points outside special difference subvariety Xs.

Corollary 3.2. Let X be a difference variety defined over F of transformal dimension d. Let
Xs be the subvariety of X over F which is of strictly smaller transformal dimension given
by Theorem 3.1. Suppose F is embedded into E |= ACFA. Then either dimACFA(X(E)) = d
or X(E) = Xs(E).

Proof. Let Ẽ be a sufficiently saturated elementary extension of E. Let M |= ω̃V FA such
that k(M) = Ẽ (see Remark 2.27). Fix a difference field lift of Ẽ into M . (Such a lift exists by

Lemma 2.28.) Then F ⊆ Ẽ � M |= ACFA. If X(Ẽ) 6= Xs(Ẽ), then Xs(Ẽ) ( X(Ẽ), hence

there is x ∈ (X \Xs)(Ẽ). By Theorem 3.1, we have top.dim(X(O)∩ res−1(x)) = 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), dimACFA(X(M)) ≥ d. By
definition, we also have dimACFA(X(M)) ≤ trf.dimF (X) = d. Hence, dimACFA(X(M)) = d.

As F ⊆ E � Ẽ �M in Lσ, we get dimACFA(X(E)) = d as well.
�

Definition 3.3. Let D be a finitely generated difference domain, and let X ⊆ An be a
difference variety defined by (Pi)i≤N over D. Given a homomorphism f : D → (K, σ) into a
difference field K, we denote by Xf the difference variety over K defined by the polynomials
(f(Pi))i≤N .

Remark 3.4. Note that if Q1, . . . , Qℓ is another set of generators of ΣD := I(X) ∩ D in
D[x1, . . . , xn]σ, then f(Q1), . . . , f(Qℓ) and (f(Pi))i≤N generate the same perfect difference
ideal in K[x1, . . . , xn]σ. Hence the definition of Xf does not depend on the choice of defining
polynomials of X in D[x1, . . . , xn]σ.

Remark 3.5. Let X be a difference variety defined over a difference domain D and f : D →
(K, σ) be a homomorphism. Then both trf.dimK(Xf) > trf.dimD(X) and trf.dimK(Xf) <
trf.dimD(X) may occur, as the following examples show.

(1) Let D be generated over Z by a with no relations. Let X ⊆ A3 be defined by
(x− 1)(ay− 1) = 0 and (z − 1)(ay− 1) = 0. Then trf.dimD(X) = 2. Let f : D → Q
map a to 0. Then trf.dimQ(Xf) = 1.

(2) Let f : D → Q be as above and Y ⊆ A3 be defined by (σ(y) − a)(y − z) = 0
and (σ(y) − y)(y − x) = 0. Then trf.dimD(Y ) = 1, but Y f contains a component
A1 × {0} × A1, 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 Xf does not go up.

Lemma 3.6. For a difference domain D with fraction field F , for any difference variety X
over F of transformal dimension d, there is a difference domain D′ with D ⊆ D′ ⊆ F and
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D′ finitely generated over D, such that trf.dimK(Xf ) ≤ trf.dimD(X) for all homomorphisms
f : D′ → (K, σ).

Proof. Let Πd+1 be the collection of projections An → Ad+1. Since X ⊆ An has transformal
dimension d, there are non-trivial difference polynomials {Pπ(x1, . . . , xd+1) : π ∈ Πd+1} over
F such that if F ≤ E |= ACFA, then π(X(E)) ⊆ Yπ(E) where Yπ is the difference variety
in Ad+1 defined by the equation Pπ(x1, . . . , xd+1) = 0. In other words, qftpLσ

(F )∪ ACFA |=∨
π∈Πd+1

(π(X) ⊆ Yπ∧Yπ 6= Ad+1). By compactness, some finite ∆ ⊆ qftpLσ
(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 ∆, there is a finite subset A ⊆ F such that
the positive quantifier-free Lσ-type of A implies ∆.
Let D′ := D[A]σ. If f : D′ → K is a homomorphism to a difference field, then f(A) ⊆ K
satisfies ∆. Hence Xf has transformal dimension at most d. �

The next theorem is a uniform version of Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.7. Let X ⊆ An be a difference variety of transformal dimension d defined over
a finitely generated difference domain D = Z[d1, . . . , dm]σ/I. Suppose trf.dimK(Xf) ≤ d for
every homomorphism f from D to a difference field (K, σ).
Then there exists a quantifier-free Lσ-formula ϕ(x, y) with x = (x1, . . . , xn) and y = (y1, . . . , ym)
such that for every homomorphism f : D → (K, σ), ϕ(x, f(d1), . . . , f(dm)) defines a differ-
ence subvariety Xf

s of Xf over K, such that

• trf.dimK(Xf
s ) < d, and

• if M |= ω̃V FA with K ⊆ OM , then for each x ∈ (Xf \Xf
s )(k(M)), in M we have

top.dim(Xf(OM) ∩ res−1(x)) = 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 Xs of X defined over D such that
the conclusion of the theorem holds for all homomorphisms f : D → (K, σ) with f(d′) 6= 0.
Indeed, for the induction, one considers Xf for f : D → Frac(D/p) where p is a minimal
reflexive prime difference ideal containing d′. Note that Xf is a difference variety defined
over D/p = Z[d1, . . . , dm]/I ′ of transformal dimension ≤ d by assumption.
Let Xs be as given in Theorem 3.1. Then Xs 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′′ ⊇ D contained in F , such
that trf.dimK((Xs)

f) ≤ trf.dimD(Xs) for all homomorphisms f : D′′ → K.

Let ΘF be ω̃V FA ∪ qftpLσ
(F ) ∪ {v(a) ≥ 0, a ∈ F}. By Theorem 3.1,

ΘF |=∀x ∈ (X \Xs)(k),

π(X(O) ∩ res−1(x)) contains an open ball for some π : An → Ad.

By compactness, a finite subset Ψ ⊆ ΘF implies the above. Hence, there is a finite set
A′ ⊆ F , closed under inverse, such that the positive Lσ-quantifier-free type of A′ and that A′

has non-negative valuation in a model of ω̃V FA imply Ψ = Ψ(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 ω̃V FA, so is f(A′). Since f is a homomorphism,
f(A′) satisfies the positive Lσ-quantifier-free type of A′, thus Ψ(f(A′)) is satisfied.
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Finally note that since D′ ⊆ F is finitely generated and contains D, D′ ⊆ D[1/d′]σ for some
d′ ∈ D \ {0}. �

4. Equidimensionality of Frobenius reductions

Recall that we denote by Kq the difference field (Falg
p ,Frobq). 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 Kq. Define Mq(X) to be the algebraic
variety over Falg

p defined by the algebraic polynomials obtained by replacing any term σ(x)
by xq in the defining difference polynomials of X .
Let X be a difference variety over some finitely generated difference domain D. Given a
homomorphism η : D → Kq of difference domains, we call the algebraic variety Mq(X

η) a
Frobenius reduction of X .

Example 4.2. For any q = pn, the mod p map is the only morphism of difference rings
η : Z → Kq.
On the other hand, let D = Z[i], then more interesting Frobenius reductions appear. For

example, one can define a map η : D → Falg
3 by fixing ξ a square root of −1 in Falg

3 and
define η(i) = ξ, and we have automorphisms swapping the two square roots of −1 (in D and

Falg
3 ).

Example 4.3. If X has transformal dimension d > 0 over D, it is not the case that there
exists D′ ⊆ Frac(D) such that Mq(X

η) has algebraic dimension d for all homomorphisms
η : D′ → Kq, it is even not the case for q sufficiently large. For example, let X be defined
by P1(x1, x2) := σ(x1) − x1 and P2(x1, x2) := x21 + x1 + 1 over F2. Namely, x1 6= 1 is a cube
root of unity and is in the fixed field. Since 3 | (22n − 1) and 3 ∤ (22n+1 − 1) for all n, we see

that one can find such x1 in (Falg
2 ,Frob22n) but they don’t exist in (Falg

2 ,Frob22n+1). Hence,
M22n(X) has dimension 1 while M22n+1(X) has dimension −∞ for all n.

In this section, we will show that the dimension of Frobenius reductions ofX can be controlled
modulo Xs in the following sense: If X has transformal dimension d > 0, the Frobenius
reduction Mq((X \Xs)

η) is either empty or breaks into irreducible subvarieties of algebraic
dimension d for all q > NX for some constant NX . Here Xs is given as in Theorem 3.7.
Intuitively, Xs 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 Xs, the Frobenius reductions preserve necessarily geometric
information.
Moreover, we will prove a uniform version of this result, which says that if (Xb)b is a definable
family of difference varieties of transformal dimension d over Db, then (Xb)s also varies in
a definable family and there is a common bound for NXb

. 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 (Pi)i≤m with
coefficients in a difference domain D. We define the complexity of X as

∑
i≤m |Pi|, where

|Pi| is the length of Pi treated as an Lσ,D-formula where Lσ,D is the language of difference
rings augmented with constant symbols in D, namely Lσ,D := {+,−, 0, 1, σ, (d)d∈D}. Note
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that if η : D → E is a morphism of difference domains, then Xη has complexity bounded by
the complexity of X .

Remark 4.5. • 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.

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

E 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(Mq(X)) ≤ trf.dimKq
(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 q = pn > B(e),
whenever X is a difference variety of complexity ≤ e defined over Kq, then dim(Mq(X)) =
trf.dimKq

(X).

Proof. Recall that Lq is (Fq(t)
alg,Frobq) with valuation valt the t-adic valuation of Fq(t)

extended to the algebraic closure. Note that Lq is an elementary extension of Kq as difference
fields. It thus suffices to prove the result for Lq instead of Kq. Assume for contradiction that
for any i ∈ N there is qi > B and a difference variety Xbi of complexity ≤ e defined over Lqi

such that trf.dimLqi
(Xbi) = d and dim(Mqi(Xbi)) 6= d.

By Lemma 2.19, letting L :=
∏

i→U Lqi and X =
∏

i→U Xbi ⊆ An
(L,σ), we get trf.dimL(X) = d.

Assume U is non-principal. By Fact 2.22, L |= ω̃V FA, so Lemma 2.26 yields top.dim(X) =
d. On the other hand, in the local models Lqi we get top.dim(Xbi(Lqi)) = top. dim(Mqi(Xbi)) =
dim(Mqi(Xbi)) 6= d, which is a contradiction. �

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 ⊆ 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)) ⊆ Y (k).

Theorem 4.8. For all e > 0, there is C = C(e) > 0, such that the following holds.
Let X ⊆ An be a difference variety defined over some finitely generated difference domain
D of complexity ≤ e with trf.dimD(X) = d > 0. Then there is a difference subvariety
Xs over D of complexity ≤ C with trf.dimD(Xs) < d and a finitely generated difference
domain D′ with D ⊆ D′ ⊆ Frac(D) and such that for all q > C and for all Frobenius
reductions η : D′ → Kq, Mq((Xs)

η) has algebraic dimension strictly smaller than d and
Mq((X \ Xs)

η) 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, σ) is a difference field and {Xa, a ∈ A ⊆ Km}
is a family of difference varieties of transformal dimension d defined by a fixed set of difference
polynomials with varying parameters a ∈ A, then {(Xa)s : a ∈ A} is also uniformly definable
by another fixed set of difference polynomials with each (Xa)s 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 i > 0, there
is a difference variety Xi of transformal dimension d of complexity ≤ e defined over some
finitely generated Di ⊆ Fi := Frac(Di), with no (Xi)s ⊆ Xi of complexity ≤ i defined over Di

and Di ⊆ D′
i ⊆ Fi with D′

i finitely generated satisfying Mq((Xi \ (Xi)s)
η) is equidimensional

of algebraic dimension d and Mq(((Xi)s)
η) has algebraic dimension < d for every Frobenius

reduction η : D′
i → Kq with q > i.

Let U be a non-principal ultrafilter and define D :=
∏

i→U Di and F :=
∏

i→U Fi. Since the
complexity of each Xi is bounded by e, (Xi)i is a uniformly definable family of difference
varieties of complexity ≤ e. Therefore, X :=

∏
i→U Xi also has complexity ≤ e. Now, by

Lemma 2.19, X has transformal dimension d over F . Since Frac(D) = F , X has transformal
dimension d over D. Let D0 ⊆ D be a finitely generated difference subdomain such that
X is defined over D0 and trf.dimD0(X) = d. By Lemma 3.6, replacing D0 with D0 =
D0[b0]σ for some finite b0 ∈ Frac(D0), we may assume that trf.dimL(Xf) ≤ d for every
homomorphism f from D0 to a difference field (L, σ). Let Xs and D′ = D0[b]σ ⊆ Frac(D0)
be given as in Theorem 3.7, with b a finite tuple. Write Xs =

∏
i→U(Xi)s, then (Xi)s is

defined over Di of transformal dimension < d for ultrafilter-many i. Write b = (bi)i→U

with bi ∈ Fi. Let D′
i := Di[bi]σ. Take C to be the complexity of Xs. By assumption, for

all i > C, there is ηi : D′
i → Kqi with qi > i such that either Mqi((Xi \ (Xi)s)

ηi) is not
equidimensional of algebraic dimension d or Mqi(((Xi)s)

ηi) has algebraic dimension ≥ d. We
get a homomorphism η :

∏
i→U D

′
i →

∏
i→U Kqi =: E which restricts to a homomorphism

η : D′ → E. By Theorem 3.7, trf.dimE(Xη) ≤ d and trf.dimE((Xs)
η) ≤ trf.dimD′(Xs) < d.

Let B ⊆ E be the fraction field of the difference domain generated by η(D′).
Note that Xη =

∏
i→U(Xi)

ηi and (Xs)
η =

∏
i→U((Xi)s)

ηi .
By Lemma 4.6 it then follows that for ultrafilter-many i, the algebraic dimensions ofMqi((Xi)

ηi)
and Mqi(((Xi)s)

ηi) are bounded above by d and d − 1 respectively. We conclude that
Mqi((Xi \ (Xi)s)

ηi) is not equidimensional for ultrafilter-many i.
Therefore, we may assume some irreducible component Si of Mqi((Xi\(Xi)s)

ηi) has algebraic
dimension < d and the algebraic dimension of Mqi(((Xi)s)

ηi) is < d for all i ∈ N. Take
xi ∈ Si(Falg

pi
) that is not in any other irreducible components of Mqi((Xi \ (Xi)s)

ηi) and
x = (xi)i→U .
Setting M :=

∏
i→U

Mi :=
∏

i→U
((Fpi(t)

alg,Falg
pi
,Frobqi) =

∏
i→U

Lqi, Fact 2.22(4) yields

M |= ω̃V FA. Then E = k(M) is the residue difference field of M and B embeds into
K :=

∏
i→U Fpi(t)

alg as a trivially valued difference subfield. Now x ∈ (X \ Xs)
η(E). By

Theorem 3.7, for some π : An → Ad,

π(Xη(O) ∩ res−1(x)) contains a non-empty valuation open ball in Kd.

Hence for ultrafilter-many i ∈ U , π((Xi)
ηi(Oi) ∩ res−1(xi)) contains a non-empty valuation

open ball in (Ki)
d, where Ki := Fpi(t)

alg, since containing a non-empty valuation open ball
is a definable condition. By assumption, xi ∈ Mqi((Xi \ (Xi)s)

ηi) lies in an irreducible
component Si = Yi \Mqi(((Xi)s)

ηi) of dimension < d, where Yi denotes the Zariski closure
of Si in Mqi((Xi)

ηi), which is easily seen to be an irreducible component of Mqi((Xi)
ηi), of

algebraic dimension < d. We claim (Xi)
ηi(Oi) ∩ res−1(xi) ⊆ Yi(Oi), since if y ∈ (Xi)

ηi(Oi)
with res(y) = xi and y is in some other irreducible component Z 6= Yi of Mqi((Xi)

ηi), then
xi = res(y) ∈ Z by Fact 4.7, contradicting our choice of xi. Now we have both the facts that
Yi has algebraic dimension < d and that π((Xi)

ηi(Oi) ∩ res−1(xi)) ⊆ π(Yi(Oi)) contains a
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non-empty valuation open ball in (Ki)
d, a contradiction to the fact that algebraic dimension

and topological dimension agree for definable sets in any model of ACVF. �

Definition 4.10. • Let X be a difference variety over D with trf.dimD(X) = d and
let U be a Zariski-Cohn open subset of X . We say U is Frobenius equidimensional if
for all Frobenius reduction η : D → Kq, Mq(U

η) is either empty or equidimensional
of algebraic dimension d.

• Given a difference variety X defined over D, we call Xs and D′ in Theorem 4.8 the
special subvariety of X and the special domain of reduction of X respectively.

Remark 4.11. Theorem 4.8 tells us that Mq((X \Xs)
η) is equidimensional for all Frobenius

reductions η. However, it does not indicate how many irreducible components Mq((X \Xs)
η)

can have. Note that the degree of Mq((X \ Xs)
η) is bounded by c′qc for some constants c

and c′, thus the number of irreducible components is also bounded by it.
In general the number of irreducible components of the Frobenius reduction Mq(V

η) 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 ∈ Mn. 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 ⊆ B and a constant C, such that Mq(V

η) has at most C irreducible components for all
Frobenius reduction η : D → Kq?

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 ⊆ An

D is a difference variety with trf.dimD(X) = d > 0 and η : D → Kq be
a homomorphism and we want to estimate the size of the set of rational points of Mq(X

η)
in some finite difference field Fpt . By the previous sections, we know that Mq((X \Xs)

η) is
either empty or breaks into absolutely irreducible components (Yj)j of dimension d. If we
could show that Yj contains a smooth point in Fpt, then a standard argument shows that Yj
is defined over Fpt . See Example 4.3. Then by the Lang-Weil estimate, we could conclude
that Yj contains approximately ptd-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 Xi such that each Xi is homeomorphic to some “nice” locally
closed subvariety Yi. Here “nice” means that Yi ⊆ Adi+1 is of transformal dimension di and
Yi is smooth in the sense that there is a difference polynomial Q(x1, . . . , xdi+1) such that Yi
vanishes along Q but ∂Q

∂x1
is non-zero everywhere on Yi, where partial derivative is defined as

in Section 2.1.
However, there are some difficulties in formulating the clean statement above mathematically.
Suppose X ⊆ A2

K is defined over some inversive difference field K = (K, σ) by P (x1, x2) :=
aσ(x1)− bσ(x2). Then the partial derivatives of P always vanish. However, P generates the
same perfect difference ideal as (σ−1P )(x1, x2) := σ−1(a)x1 − σ−1(b)x2. Particularly, they
define the same zero set.
There is yet another difficulty. If char(K) = p > 0 and X is defined by Q(x1, x2) :=
xp1σ(x2). Then all the partial derivatives of Q vanish as well. The way to fix this is to
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define an automorphism τ on K such that σ = τ · Frobp and write Q as a τ -difference
polynomial Qτ (x1, x2) := xp1τ(xp2), and then change Qτ (x1, x2) to (Frob−1

p Pτ )(x1, x2) :=

x1τ(x2). Notationally, we will also use a 7→ a1/p to denote Frob−1
p . Now if we view X

as a (K, τ) difference variety defined by (Frob−1
p Pτ )(x1, x2), 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, σ), and
by homeomorphisms, we could mean homeomorphisms of the Zariski-Cohn topology where
we replace the automorphism σ with some element in the subgroup of Aut(K) of the form
σ ◦ Frobℓ for some ℓ ∈ 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 Ad+1. Finally, we combine all
these steps to prove the main result which in addition works uniformly.

Definition 5.1. Let (K, σ) be a perfect inversive difference field of characteristic p ≥ 0 and
P (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]σ be a non-constant difference polynomial.

(1) Let ℓ ∈ Z, the ℓ’th twist of σ is the automorphism τ of K such that τ ◦ (Frobp)
ℓ = σ.

(2) An ℓ’th twisting reduction of P is a difference polynomial Q ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]τ , where
τ is an ℓ’th twist of σ for some ℓ, obtained by the following two steps:

• Let m ≥ 0 be a natural number such that P ∈ K[xσ
m

1 , xσ
m

2 , . . . , xσ
m

n ]σ (we set

xσ
0

:= x) and let P̃ (x1, . . . , xn) := σ−m(P ). Then P̃ ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]σ by our
choice of m and as K is inversive.

• Write P̃ :=
∑

j≤J aj
∏

1≤i≤n x
µi,j

i where aj ∈ K \ {0} and µi,j ∈ N[σ] such

that if j 6= j′, then (µ1,j, . . . , µn,j) 6= (µ1,j′, . . . , µn,j′). Let S := {s ∈ N>0 :
exists µi,j = s +

∑
1≤t≤ti,j

ntσ
t}. Now let ℓ ≥ 0 be a natural number such that

pℓ divides all numbers in S (if p = 0, set ℓ = 0). We define a morphism of
semi-rings f : N[σ] → N[τ ] by setting f(σ) := pℓτ . Clearly, f is an injective
map. Define Q̃(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]τ where τ is the ℓ’s twist of σ as

Q̃ :=
∑

j≤J aj
∏

1≤i≤n x
f(µi,j )
i . Since pℓ divides all the elements in S, necessarily

pℓ divides all coefficients appearing in f(µi,j) ∈ N[τ ] for all i, j. Now we set

Q(x1, . . . , xn) :=
∑

j≤J

a
1/pℓ

j

∏

1≤i≤n

x
f(µi,j )/pℓ

i ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]τ .

(3) We say that a twisting reduction Q of P is full if in the first step m is chosen maximal
such that P ∈ K[xσ

m

1 , xσ
m

2 , . . . , xσ
m

n ]σ, and in the second step ℓ is chosen maximal
such that pℓ divides all the elements in S. (Note that by maximality of m, necessarily
S 6= ∅, and so there is indeed a maximal such ℓ.)

Lemma 5.2. If (K, σ) is a perfect inversive difference field and P ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]σ is non-
constant, the full twisting reduction Q of P is well-defined, and Q has a non-zero partial
derivative ∂Q

∂xi0
for some 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n.

Proof. Existence and uniqueness of the full twisting reduction Q ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]τ are clear.
Now suppose Q =

∑
j≤J aj

∏
1≤i≤n x

µi,j

i with aj ∈ K \ {0} and µi,j ∈ N[τ ] such that if
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j 6= j′, then (µ1,j, . . . , µn,j) 6= (µ1,j′, . . . , µn,j′). By construction of Q, there is some (i0, j0)
such that µi0,j0 = ntτ

t + · · · + n1τ + n0 with n0 > 0 and not divisible by p. Now treat
Q as an algebraic polynomial in xi0 with coefficients in K[x1, ..., xi0−1, τ(xi0), xi0+1, ..., xn]τ .

So Q(x1, ..., xn) = c0 + c1xi0 + ... + cn0x
n0
i0

+ ... + cmx
m
i0 where

∂cj
∂xi0

= 0 for each j (as

cj ∈ K[x1, ..., τ(xi0), ..., xn]τ ) and cn0 is non-trivial (since µi0,j0 has constant term n0 and
(µ1,j, . . . , µn,j) 6= (µ1,j′, . . . , µn,j′) for j 6= j′, hence cancellation is not possible). It then

follows that ∂Q
∂xi0

is non-trivial as it contains the non-trivial term n0cn0x
n0−1
i0

. �

Remark 5.3. Suppose (K, σ) ≤ (L, σ) are perfect and inversive and P ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]σ is
non-constant. Let Q ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]τ be a twisting reduction of P for some twist τ of σ.
Then P and Q 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[x1, . . . , xn]±σ denotes the
perfect inversive closure of the difference polynomial ring K[x1, . . . , xn]σ.

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)σ and K(Y )σ are isomorphic over K.

Definition 5.5. Let (K, σ) be a difference field. A function of the form (P1/Q1, . . . , Pm/Qm)
is called a twist-rational function over K if Pi, Qi ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]±σ such that Qi 6= 0 for all
i. It is said to be defined at a if Qi(a) 6= 0 for all i.

Remark 5.6. Suppose L = K(a1, . . . , an)σ and F = K(b1, . . . , bm)σ are two finitely gener-

ated difference fields over a perfect inversive difference subfield K. Denote by L̃ and F̃ the
perfect inversive closures of L and F respectively. Suppose further that h : L̃ ∼= F̃ is a differ-
ence field isomorphism over K. Then there are twist-rational functions (P1/Q1, . . . , Pm/Qm)
defined at ā := (a1, . . . , an) and (R1/S1, . . . , Rn/Sn) defined at b̄ = (b1, . . . , bm) such that
h(aj) = Rj(b)/Sj(b) and h−1(bi) = Pi(a)/Qi(a) for all i, j.

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 99K Y and g : Y 99K X
are continuous functions defined on a non-empty open set X ′ ⊆ X and a non-empty open
Y ′ ⊆ Y respectively. Suppose there are non-empty open sets X0 ⊆ X and Y0 ⊆ Y such that
g ◦ f = id on X0 and f ◦ g = id on Y0. Then f and g are homeomorphisms between the
non-empty open sets X ′

0 := f−1(Y0) ∩X0 and Y ′
0 := g−1(X0) ∩ Y0.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose X ⊆ An
(K,σ) and Y ⊆ Am

(K,σ) are irreducible difference varieties defined
over a perfect inversive difference field K. Suppose X and Y are twist-birational over K.
Then there are non-empty open subvarieties X0 ⊆ X and Y0 ⊆ Y 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 X0(E) to Y0(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[x1, . . . , xn]σ/I(X) and K[y1, . . . , ym]σ/I(Y ) be the coordinate rings of X and

Y respectively. Let L = K(X)σ and F = K(Y )σ be their function fields and L̃, F̃ be their
perfect inversive closures. Set αi := xi mod I(X), βj := yj mod I(Y ) and ᾱ = (α1, . . . , αn),

β̄ = (β1, . . . , βm). We may assume L̃ = F̃ and hence there are Pi, Qi ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]±σ
for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and Rj , Sj ∈ K[y1, . . . , ym]±σ for 1 ≤ j ≤ n with βi = Pi(α)/Qi(α) and

αj = Rj(β)/Sj(β) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Suppose E is a perfect inversive difference field extension of K. Let Ẽ |= ACFA be a
sufficiently saturated ambient difference field containing E. Define the partial map f :
X(Ẽ) → Y (Ẽ) as follows. Given (a1, . . . , an) ∈ X(Ẽ), let bi := (Pi/Qi)(a1, . . . , an) for
1 ≤ i ≤ m and set f(a1, . . . , an) = (b1, . . . .bm). Then f is defined on the open subset
X ′(Ẽ) of X(Ẽ) given by

∧
1≤i≤mQi(x1, . . . , xn) 6= 0. And if (a1, . . . , an) ∈ X ′(Ẽ), then

f(a1, . . . , an) ∈ Y (Ẽ). Clearly for any perfect inversive subfield L containing K, f restricts

to a partial map from X(L) to Y (L). Moreover, f : X ′(Ẽ) → Y (Ẽ) is a continuous map
with respect to the Zariski-Cohn topology on X ′(Ẽ) and Y (Ẽ) over K, since any closed

set in Y (Ẽ) is given by some set of equations
∧

i≤N Ti(y1, . . . , ym) = 0. It has preimage in

X ′(Ẽ) given by the equations
∧

i≤N Ti(P1/Q1, . . . , Pm/Qm)(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 (we may write
Ti(P1/Q1, . . . , Pm/Qm)(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 as an equation T (x1, . . . , xn) = 0 by chasing the
denominators and applying σ and Frobp repeatedly, and it will have the same set of solutions

in X ′(Ẽ).) Similarly, we define the partial map g : Y (Ẽ) → X(Ẽ) as: given (b1, . . . , bm) ∈
Y (Ẽ) → X(Ẽ), let aj := (Rj/Sj)(b1, . . . , bm) for 1 ≤ j ≤ n and define g(b1, . . . , bm) =

(a1, . . . , an). Then g is defined on an open set Y ′(Ẽ) 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, . . . , am) ∈ X(Ẽ) be a generic point over K. 9 Then f(a1, . . . , am) is a generic point
in Y (Ē) over K (as K(a1, . . . , am)σ = L = K(X)σ.) By definition, g ◦ f(a1, . . . , am) =
(a1, . . . , am). As g ◦ f is defined on the open set X ′

0 := X ′ ∩ X ′′ where X ′′ is given by∧
i≤n Si(P1/Q1, . . . , Pm/Qm)(x1, . . . , xn) 6= 0. Therefore, g ◦ f is continuous on X ′

0 and the
set {x ∈ X0 : g ◦ f(x) = x} is a closed set in X ′

0 containing the generic (a1, . . . , an). By
irreducibility of X , we conclude g ◦ f is the identity map on the open set X ′

0. Similarly,

f ◦ g is the identity map on a non-empty open set Y ′
0 . By Fact 5.7 f : X0(Ẽ) → Y0(Ẽ) is a

homeomorphism where X0(Ẽ), Y0(Ẽ) are the open sets defined by X ′
0(Ẽ) ∩ f−1(Y ′

0(Ẽ)) and

Y ′
0(Ẽ) ∩ f−1(X ′

0(Ẽ)) respectively. Note that X0 and Y0 only depend on f and g and do not
depend on E or Ẽ. Now use the fact that X0(E) = X0(Ẽ) ∩ En and Y0(E) = Y0(Ẽ) ∩ Em

for a perfect inversive subfield E containing K. It is easy to see that f restricts to a
homeomorphism from X0(E) to Y0(E) in the Zariski-Cohn topology restricted to rational
points in E. Since f does not depend on E, f is indeed a homeomorphism for the Zariski-
Cohn topology over any perfect inversive difference field extension of K. �

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(E) and Y (E) with g being the inverse, for all perfect inversive difference field
extension E 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 Ẽ, 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 ([Coh65, Chapter 7, Theorem III]). Let F = (F, σ) be a non-periodic difference
field and E be a finitely generated transformally algebraic difference field extension of F . If
rld(E/F )σ = ld(E/F )σ, then there exists an element γ ∈ E and a natural number t such
that σt(a) ∈ F (γ)σ for all a ∈ E.

Lemma 5.11. Suppose (K, σ) is a difference field of characteristic p. Let L = K(ā)σ be
a finitely generated difference field extension of K which is transformally algebraic over K.
Then there is τ := σ ◦ (Frobp)

t for some t ∈ N and n ∈ N such that ld(F/K)τ = rld(F/K)τ
where F := K(ā, σ(ā), . . . , σn(ā))τ ≤ L.

Proof. For p = 0, the statement is trivially true. For p > 0, take a natural number n0 large
enough so that for L0 := K(ā, σ(ā), . . . , σn0(ā)) and L1 := K(ā, σ(ā), . . . , σn0+1(ā)) we have

ld(L/K)σ = ptm = [L1 : L0]

and rld(L/K)σ = m = [L1 : L0]s for some m and t. Let b̄ = (ā, σ(ā), . . . , σn0(ā)) and
Ln := K(b̄, σ(b̄), . . . , σn(b̄)) = K(ā, σ(ā), . . . , σn+n0(ā)). Then [Ln+1 : Ln] = ld(L/K)σ =
ptm and [Ln+1 : Ln]s = rld(L/K)σ = m. We use L′

n+1 to denote the separable part of Ln+1

over Ln. Let τ := σ ◦ (Frobp)
t. We may regard L as a τ -difference field naturally (but

possibly not finitely generated as a τ -difference field over K). Let F = K(b̄)τ ≤ L and
Fn := K(b̄, τ(b̄), . . . , τn(b̄)).
Note that F0 = L0 = K(b̄) and Fn ≤ L′

n for all n ≥ 1, since by definition of L′
n, for any

x ∈ Ln, xp
t

∈ L′
n and in particular τ i(b̄) = (σi(b̄))p

it

∈ L′
n for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Therefore,

[F1 : F0] ≤ [L′
1 : F0 = L0] ≤ m and hence rld(F/K)τ ≤ ld(F/K)τ ≤ m.

It remains to show that rld(F/K)τ = m. Note that by our construction, it is not hard to
check that Ln is a purely inseparable extension of Fn.
By the multiplicativity of separable degrees in towers, we have that

m = [Ln : Ln−1]s = [Ln : Fn−1]s = [Ln : Fn]s[Fn : Fn−1]s = [Fn : Fn−1]s.

It follows that rld(F/K)τ = rld(L/K)σ = m. �

Definition 5.12. Let (K, σ) be a perfect, inversive σ-difference field and X ⊆ An
(K,σ) be a

σ-difference variety given by difference polynomials {Pi(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 : i ≤ N}. Let τ be
the ℓ’th twist of σ for some ℓ ∈ Z. We may regard X as a τ -variety Xτ ⊆ An

(K,τ) in the

following way: we replace σ(t) with τ(tp
ℓ

) in the polynomials Pi for any occurrence of σ(t)
for any Lring-term t and then applying pth power repeatedly until there is no occurrence of
tp

z

for negative z. In this way, we get a τ -difference polynomial P ′
i . Now we take Xτ to be

defined by the perfect difference ideal generated by {P ′
i (x1, . . . , xn) = 0 : i ≤ N}.

Remark 5.13. Let K(X)σ = K(a1, . . . , an)σ be the function field of X and L be the perfect
inversive closure of K(X)σ. Let F := K(a1, . . . , an)τ be the τ -difference subfield of (L, τ).
Then F is the function field of Xτ over (K, τ).

Theorem 5.14. Let X ⊆ An
D be a difference variety with trf.dimD(X) = d > 0 where

D = Z[b]σ is a finitely generated difference domain of characteristic p ≥ 0 for some b =
(b1, . . . , bm). Then there is
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• a sequence d = d0 ≥ d1 ≥ · · · ≥ dN > 0;
• locally closed varieties (Xi)i≤N with each Xi open in the closed variety X \

⋃
j<iXj

over D with trf.dimD(Xi) = di, and trf.dimD(X \
⋃

i≤N Xi) = 0;
• D′ = D[1/c]σ with c ∈ D \ {0};
• twists (τi)i≤N of σ;
• quantifier-free Lσ,σ−1,Frob−1

p ,τ0,...,τN
-formulas (ψi(t

i; y))i≤N , (θi(x, t
i, y))i≤N with x =

(x1, . . . , xn), y = (y1, . . . , ym) and ti = (t1, . . . , tdi+1);
• and τi-polynomials (Qi(t

i)i≤N ,

such that the following holds:
For every homomorphism η : D′ → (K, σ) with K perfect inversive,

(1) ψi(t
i; η(b)) defines a locally closed τi-subvariety Y

η
i in Adi+1

(K,τi)
for each i;

(2) θi(x, t
i; η(b)) defines a twist-birational homeomorphism between the σ-variety Xη

i (K)
and the τi-variety Y

η
i (K);

(3) Qi(a1, . . . , adi+1, η(b)) = 0, (∂Qi(t
i, η(b))/∂t1)(a1, . . . , adi+1) 6= 0 for all (a1, . . . , adi+1) ∈

Y η
i (K). In particular, Qi(t

i, η(b)) is not the zero polynomial in K[t1, . . . , tdi+1]τi,

where we consider (K, σ) with the natural (K, σ, σ−1,Frob−1
p , τ0, . . . , τN)-expansion.

Proof. It suffices to show this result for η injective. Indeed, let F denote the perfect inversive
closure of Frac(D) with the canonical inclusion ι : D → F . For every perfect inversive
difference field E and injective η : D → E, it factors through ι. If the result holds for all
injective η, 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 θi defines a twist-birational bijection, and homeomorphism
follows from Remark 5.9. By compactness, a finite subset Σ of the positive quantifier-free
type of Frac(D) is sufficient. Such Σ 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 X0 ⊆ X and Y0 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.dimD(X) = d > 0.
Let F [x1, . . . , xn]σ/I(X) be the coordinate ring of X and L = F (X)σ be the function field
and note that trf.dimF (X) = d. Up to relabelling, we may assume x1, . . . , xd is a transformal
transcendence basis of L over F . Let F ′ := F (x1, . . . , xd)σ ≤ L and ā = (xd+1, . . . , xn). Then
L = F ′(ā)σ is finitely generated and transformally algebraic over F ′. Note F ′ is non-periodic
since d > 0. By Lemma 5.11, there is some τ = σ ◦ (Frobp)

t for some t ∈ N and n0 ∈ N such
that ld(C/F ′) = rld(C/F ′) where C = F ′(ā, σ(ā), . . . , σn0(ā))τ . Then by Fact 5.10, there is
γ ∈ C and s ∈ N such that τ s(C) ⊆ F ′(γ)τ . Particularly, for M := F (x1, . . . , xd, γ)τ and
E := F (x1, . . . , xd, ā)τ with M̃ and Ẽ denoting the perfect inversive closure of M and E

respectively, we have M̃ = Ẽ.
Let P ∈ F [t1, . . . , td+1]τ \F [τ(t1), . . . , τ(td+1)]τ such that P (x1, . . . , xd, γ) = 0. We choose P
of minimal total difference degree with these properties. By Lemma 5.2, if Q(t1, . . . , td+1) ∈
F [t1, . . . , td+1]τ ′ denotes the full twist reduction of P , where τ ′ is some twist of τ , in particular
a twist of σ, there is i0 such that ∂Q

∂ti0
is non-trivial.

Claim. We have ∂Q
∂ti0

(x1, . . . , xd, γ) 6= 0.
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Proof. To prove the claim, assume that τ = τ ′ ◦ (Frobp)
r, where r ∈ N, and that with the

notation from Definition 5.1 we have P (t) =
∑

j∈J aj
∏

1≤i≤d+1 t
µi,j

i .
Then by construction,

Q(t) =
∑

j∈J

a
1/pr

j

∏

i

t
f(µi,j )/pr

i ,

for f : N[τ ] → N[τ ′], τ 7→ prτ ′.
In the following, we will show that ∂Q

∂ti0
is the r’th twist reduction of a (non-zero) polynomial

P1(t̄) ∈ K[t̄]τ of strictly smaller total difference degree than P . As P1(x1, . . . , xd, γ) = 0 if
and only if ∂Q

∂ti0
(x1, . . . , xd, γ) = 0, we arrive at the conclusion of the claim.

Note that any monomial in P is of the form P0(t̄) = atp
rn0

i0
P̃0(t̄) for some n0 ≥ 0 and

a ∈ F \ {0} with P̃0 a polynomial in K[t1, . . . , ti0−1, τ(ti0), ti0+1, . . . , td+1]τ , with r’th twist

reduction Q0, then ∂Q0

∂ti0
is either 0 or the r’th twist reduction of bt

pr(n0−1)
i0

P̃0(t̄) for some

b ∈ F \ {0} and n0 > 0. Note in particular, every monomial in Q is the r’th twist reduction
of some monomial in P . It follows that ∂Q

∂ti0
is the r’th twist reduction of some unique P1(t̄)

and the total difference degree of P1 is strictly smaller than the one of P .
�

After relabelling variables, we may assume ti0 = t1. Note that τ ′ = σ ◦ (Frobp)
z for some

z ∈ Z. Let E ′ := F (x1, . . . , xd, ā)τ ′ ≤ Ẽ and M ′ := F (x1, . . . , xd, γ)τ ′ ≤ M̃ , then E ′ and M ′

have perfect inversive closures Ẽ and M̃ and (Ẽ, τ ′) = (M̃, τ ′), since (Ẽ, τ) = (M̃, τ).
Let Y be the τ ′-variety defined by the vanishing τ ′-polynomials of (x1, . . . , xd, γ) in M ′ over
F . Then Q ∈ I(Y ) by construction and trf.dimF (Y ) = d.
Let Xτ ′ ⊆ An

(F,τ ′) be the τ ′-variety defined by I((x1, . . . , xd, ā)/F ). Then Xτ ′ and Y are

twist-birational over F , and so by Lemma 5.8, there are non-empty open subsets X ′
0 ⊆ Xτ ′

and Y ′
0 ⊆ Y and twist-rational functions f, g over F such that f : X ′

0(H) → Y ′
0(H) is a

homeomorphism with inverse g for any perfect inversive τ ′-difference field extension H of
(F, τ ′).
Let U0 be defined by ∂Q

∂t1
6= 0 and Y0 := Y ′

0 ∩ U0. Then Y0 is open in the closed subvariety

Y ⊆ Ad+1
(F,τ ′) of dimension d and ∂Q

∂t1
is everywhere non-zero on Y0. Let X0 be the open set

in X over F such that (X0)τ ′ = f−1(Y ′
0 ∩ U0) ⊆ X ′

0. Note that since F is the perfect
inversive closure of Frac(D), we may chase denominators and compose with Frobp and σ
to make X0 defined over D. Note that both Y0 and f can be defined using quantifier-free
Lσ,σ−1,Frob−1

p ,τ0,...,τN
-formulas over D. Thus X0, Y0, f and Q satisfy the conclusion. �

Remark 5.15. By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.8, the constant N , the
complexity of (Xi)i≤N , and the complexity of all formulas ψi, θi and twists τi 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 [CM06]. We begin by recalling some
ad-hoc notions of degree for affine varieties.
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Definition 6.1. Let V ⊆ An be an affine irreducible variety over K. Define the degree of V ,

d̃eg(V ), to be the maximal number of points lying in the intersection of V = V (Kalg) and
an affine linear subspace L of An of codimension alg.dim(V ) for which |V ∩ L| <∞ holds.
More generally, if V is an affine K-variety, let V =

⋃
i≤N Wi be the decomposition of irre-

ducible K-components. We define the degree of V as:

d̃eg(V ) :=
∑

i≤N

d̃eg(Wi).

Remark 6.2. Let V ⊆ An be a hypersurface defined by f . Then it follows immediately

from the definition that d̃eg(V ) ≤ deg(f). (See also [Har77, Proposition I.7.6].)

Fact 6.3 ([CM06, Section 2]). If V and W are subvarieties of An over K, then

d̃eg(V ∩W ) ≤ d̃eg(V )d̃eg(W ).

We are now ready to state the improved Lang-Weil estimate that we will use later.

Fact 6.4 ([CM06, Theorem 7.1]). Let V be an absolutely irreducible affine algebraic variety.

Assume that V is defined over Fq, of dimension r > 0 and d̃eg(V ) =: ℓ. If q > 2(r + 1)ℓ2,
then the following estimate holds:

||V (Fq)| − qr| ≤ (ℓ− 1)(ℓ− 2)qr−
1
2 + 5ℓ

13
3 qr−1.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose X ⊆ An is a difference variety defined over a finitely generated dif-
ference domain D. Then there is a constant c depending only on the complexity of X, such

that d̃eg(Mq(X
η)) ≤ qc for any Frobenius reduction η : D → Kq. In particular, the degree of

any irreducible component of Mq(X
η) and the number of irreducible components of Mq(X

η)
are bounded by qc.

Proof. Let I be the defining difference ideal of X , generated by f1, ..., fm. Then Mq(X
η) is

defined by ηq(f1), ..., ηq(fm), where ηq(f) is the (algebraic) polynomial obtained from η(f)
where one replaces all occurrences of σ with Frobq. Note that there is a bound on the degree
of the polynomials ηq(f1), ..., ηq(fm) in terms of the order of the fi’s and of q. Thus by
Remark 6.2 and Fact 6.3,

d̃eg(Mq(X
η)) ≤

∏

1≤i≤m

deg ηq(fi) ≤ qc

for some c only depending on the complexity of {f1, . . . , fm}. The in particular part follows
by the definition of degree for non-irreducible varieties. �

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

Fact 6.6. Suppose X ⊆ An is an algebraic variety of dimension d > 0 defined by a set
of polynomials {Pi(x1, . . . , xn) : i ≤ m} ⊆ K[x1, . . . , xn] for some m ≥ n − d. Suppose
b ∈ X(K) is such that the Jacobian (∂Pi

∂xj
(b))i,j has rank at least n− d, and b is contained in

an irreducible component Y over K of X of algebraic dimension d, then b is a smooth point
of X.

Theorem 6.7. Let X ⊆ An
D be a difference variety of transformal dimension d > 0 defined

over a difference domain D = Z[b]σ for some b = (b1, . . . , bm), such that for any homo-
morphism η : D → (K, σ), trf.dim(Xη) ≤ d. Then there is a quantifier-free Lσ-formula
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ψξ(x, y) with x = (x1, . . . , xn), y = (y1, · · · , ym) and constants c, C > 0 (depending only on
the complexity of X) such that for all q > C, for any Frobenius reduction η : D → Kq,
ψξ(x; η(b)) defines a difference subvariety Xη

ξ of Xη of transformal dimension < d such that

for all t ∈ N>0 with η(D) ⊆ Fpt.

(1) Either there is a point a ∈ (Xη \Xη
ξ )(Fpt,Frobq), and we have

|Xη(Fpt,Frobq)| ≥ pdt − qcpt(d−1/2);

(2) Or Xη(Fpt,Frobq) ⊆ Xη
ξ (Fpt,Frobq), and |Xη(Fpt,Frobq)| ≤ qcpt(d−1).

Remark 6.8. Note that Xη(Fpt,Frobq) = Mq(X
η)(Fpt) for any X and Frobenius reduction

η to Kq. For q large enough, we have a trivial upper bound for the number of rational points
of Xη in (Fpt ,Frobq) without the assumption of existence of the point a, namely

|Xη(Fpt,Frobq)| ≤ qc0pdt,

for some constant c0 not depending on q and t. Indeed, by Lemma 6.5, the degree of Mq(X
η)

is bounded by qc0 for some c0. Also the dimension of Mq(X
η) is bounded by d for q large

enough, hence |Mq(X
η)(Fpt)| ≤ qc0pdt by [LR15, Corollary 2.2]. And this upper bound

cannot be essentially improved, since one could take X ⊆ A2 defined by σ(x) = x, then

|Xη(Fpt ,Frobq)| = qpt,

for any Frobenius reduction to Kq and Fpt ⊇ Fq.

Proof. We will first prove the statement for some D′ = D[1/f ]σ ⊇ D with f = f(b) ∈ D\{0}.
By Noetherian induction, the result will follow.
Let D′′ = D[1/g]σ, d = d0 ≥ d1 ≥ . . . ≥ dN > 0 and (Xi)i≤N with each Xi open subvariety of
the closed variety X \

⋃
j<iXj of transformal dimension di be given as in Theorem 5.14. Let

k ≤ N be the largest with dk = d. Let X ′ := X \
⋃

i≤kXi. Then X ′ is a closed subvariety
of X of transformal dimension < d. For each i = {0, . . . , k}, let Xi,s and Di,s = D[1/fi]σ be
the special subvariety and special domain of X \

⋃
j<iXj as given by Theorem 4.8, note that

Xi \Xi,s is still Frobenius equidimensional, since if V is an absolutely irreducible component
of Xi \Xi,s, then V has dimension d and Xi ∩ V is either empty or of dimension d (as Xi is
open). By construction, trf.dimD(Xi,s) < d for all i ≤ k. Let Xξ := X ′ ∪

⋃
i≤kXi,s. Clearly,

trf.dimD(Xξ) < d. Note that the complexity of Xξ depends only on the complexity of X by
Remark 5.15.
Let D′ = D[1/f ]σ ⊇ D[1/(g

∏
i fi)]σ, such that trf.dim(Xη

ξ ) < d for any homomorphism

η : D′ → K. There is some C such that if q > C, then Mq(X
η
ξ ) has algebraic dimension

< d for any Frobenius reduction η : D′ → Kq. Now assume that η(D′) ⊆ Fpt. Note that
if Mq(X

η)(Fpt) ⊆ Mq(X
η
ξ )(Fpt), then |Mq(X

η)(Fpt)| ≤ qcpt(d−1) for some constant c, since

Mq(X
η
ξ ) has algebraic dimension < d. Moreover, c only depends on the complexity of X ,

since it is determined by the complexity of Xξ.
If there exists a ∈ Mq(X

η \ Xη
ξ )(Fpt), then a ∈ Mq(X

η
i \ Xη

ξ ) for some i ≤ k. Let Ft,q :=
(Fpt,Frobq). Then η : D′ → Ft,q by the assumption that η(D′) ⊆ Fpt.
By Theorem 5.14, there exist a twist τi of σ and locally closed τi-subvariety Y η

i of Ad+1
Ft,q′

where

Ft,q′ := (Fpt,Frobq′) and Frobq′ is the τi twist of Frobq, such that Xη
i (Ft,q) and Y η

i (Ft,q′)
are twist-birational homeomorphic by some function β. Note that β can be extended to
a twist-birational homeomorphism from Xη

i (Kq) to Y η
i (Kq′) (by the fact that the same
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formula defines these two homeomorphisms in Theorem 5.14). By the same proposition,
there is also a non-zero polynomial Q ∈ Ft,q′[t1, . . . , td+1]τi such that Q vanishes on Y η

i and
(∂Q/∂t1)(β(a)) 6= 0.
Since both Frobq and Frobq′ are definable in Lring, and Xη

i (Kq) = Mq(X
η
i )(Falg

p ), Y η
i (Kq′) =

Mq′(Y
η
i )(Falg

p ), we get that β is a Lring-definable homeomorphism between Mq(X
η
i )(Falg

p ) and

Mq′(Y
η
i )(Falg

p ) which restrict to a bijection between Mq(X
η
i )(Fpt) to Mq′(Y

η
i )(Fpt). Now it is

enough to prove that

|Mq′(Y
η
i )(Fpt)| ≥ pdt − qcpt(d−1/2),

for some constant c.
By assumption, a ∈Mq(X

η
i \X

η
ξ )(Fpt). Break Mq(X

η
i \Xη

ξ ) into irreducible (locally closed)
components over Fpt of the form W ′ := W \Mq(X

η
ξ ) where W is an irreducible subvariety

of Mq(X
η
i ) over Fpt . Then a is in some W ′ = W \Mq(X

η
ξ ). By Corollary 4.8, W contains an

absolutely irreducible subvariety of algebraic dimension d (as Xη
i,s is a subvariety of Xη

ξ ) and

hence is of algebraic dimension d. Now β(W ) is an irreducible subvariety of Mq′(Y
η
i ) over Fpt .

Recall that Q is a τi-difference polynomial which vanishes on Yi. Let {P1 := Qq′, . . . , Pm}
be a set of defining (algebraic) polynomials for β(W ), where Qq′ is the algebraic polynomial
obtained by replacing τi in Q by Frobq′ .
As (∂Q/∂t1)(β(a)) 6= 0 and by the definition of partial derivative for difference equations,
we get (∂Qq′/∂t1)(β(a)) = (∂Q/∂t1)(β(a)) 6= 0. Hence, the Jacobian (∂Pi

∂tj
(β(a))i,j has rank

at least 1. By Fact 6.6, β(a) is a smooth point of β(W ). Now β(W ) is an irreducible variety
over Fpt which contains a smooth point in Fpt, hence is absolutely irreducible.
Since β(W ) is an absolutely irreducible component of Mq′(Y

η
i ), by Lemma 6.5 there is c0

depending only on the complexity of Y η
i such that deg(β(W )) ≤ qc0. This holds indeed since

q and q′ are bounded multiples of each other. Note that the complexity of Y η
i only depends

on that of X by Remark 5.15. By Fact 6.4, if pt > 2(d+ 1)q2c0, then

||β(W )(Fpt)| − ptd| ≤ (qc0 − 1)(qc0 − 2)ptd−
t
2 + 5q

13c0
3 ptd−t.

We may choose c large enough (only depending on c0) so that we have

|Mq′(Y
η
i )(Fpt)| ≥ |(β(W )(Fpt)| ≥ ptd − qcpt(d−

1
2
). �

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 TP2, 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 [Zou21, 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 ∀∃-definable sets in characteristic p > 0.

Definition 7.1. Let DF (p, n,m) be the difference fields with pn-many elements and the
automorphism σ(t) := tp

m

, namely DF (p, n,m) := (Fpn,Frobpm).
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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 =
∏

i→U Mi be an ultraproduct of some finite L-structures Mi for
some non-principal ultrafilter U . Let α = (αi)i→U ∈ RU with α > R. Let the coarse
dimension with respect to α be the function δδδα : D(M) → R≥0 ∪ {±∞} on all definable sets
D(M) in M , defined as

δδδα(φ(M)) := st.
log |φ(M)|

logα
:= lim

i→U

log |φ(Mi)|

logαi
,

where we set log 0 = −∞.

In the following, we will fix an ultraproduct K = (K, σ) :=
∏

i→U DF (pi, ni, mi) over some
non-principal ultrafilter U) with limi→U mi/ni = 0 and limi→U p

mi

i = ∞. Let δδδ := δδδα where
α = (pni

i )i→U . Note that this is a more general class than the pseudofinite difference fields
considered in [Zou21], where one imposes strict conditions on the rate of convergence of
limi∈U ni/mi = 0.

Lemma 7.4. Suppose X ⊆ An is a difference variety defined over some difference subfield
F ≤ K such that trf.dimF (X) = d > 0. Then there is a difference subvariety Xξ defined
over F of transformal dimension < d, such that if (X \Xξ)(K) 6= ∅, then δδδ(X(K)) = d.

Remark 7.5. Note that we have the natural upper bound δδδ(X(K)) ≤ d. Indeed, by Re-
mark 6.8, |X(DF (pi, ni, mi))| ≤ pcmi+dni

i for some constant c whenever pmi

i is large enough.
Hence, log |X(DF (pi, ni, mi))|/ log pni

i ≤ (cmi + dni)/ni and δδδ(X(K)) ≤ limi→U(cmi +
dni)/ni = d.

Proof. By the remark above, we only need to show that δδδ(X(K)) ≥ d. By Theorem 6.7,
there is a finitely generated difference domain D′ = Z[a1, . . . , am]σ ⊆ F and a difference
subvariety Xξ of transformal dimension < d defined over D′ (hence also over F ), such that
for some constants c and C, for every Frobenius reduction η : D′ → Kq with q > C, for all t
with η(D′) ⊆ Fpt, if there is a point x ∈Mq(X

η \Xη
ξ )(Fpt), then

|Xη(Fpt,Frobq)| ≥ pdt − qcpt(d−1/2).

Let ā = (a1, . . . , am). Suppose ā = (āi)i→U . Let I ≤ Z[X1, . . . , Xm]σ be the ideal of
difference polynomials P (X) with P (ā) = 0 in K. By Fact 2.2, I is finitely generated as a
prime difference ideal. Fix a finite set of difference polynomials (Pj)j≤N generating I, i.e.,
whenever J ≤ Z[X1, . . . , Xm]σ is a prime difference ideal with Pj ∈ J for all j ≤ N , then
I ⊆ J . For ultrafilter-many i, Pj(āi) = 0 holds in D(pi, ni, mi) for all j ≤ N , hence there is
a homomorphism ηi : D′ → DF (pi, ni, mi) by sending ā to āi. This gives rise to a Frobenius
reduction ηi : D′ → Kp

mi
i

with ηi(D
′) ⊆ DF (pi, ni, mi). Let x = (xi)i→U and qi := pmi

i . By

assumption, xi ∈Mqi(X
ηi \Xηi

ξ )(Fp
ni
i

) for ultrafilter-many i. Therefore,

|X(DF (pi, ni, mi))| ≥ pdni

i − pcmi

i p
ni(d−1/2)
i >

1

2
pdni

i ,

for ultrafilter-many i. Hence, δδδ(X(K)) ≥ d as desired. �

Definition 7.6. For a partial type π (closed under conjunction) over K, we set δδδ(π) :=
inf {δ{δ{δ(φ(K)) | φ ∈ π}.
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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 δδδ(p) = d, moreover there is φ ∈ p such that
δδδ(φ) = δδδ(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 φ ∈ p(x), to prove δδδ(p) = d, it is enough to show that δδδ(φ(K) ∩ Y (K)) = d, hence we
may assume φ(x) implies Y . Note that φ(x) is a disjunction of conjunctions of equations
and negations of equations of polynomials. Since δδδ of a finite union is the maximum, we
may assume φ(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 ⊆ Y and Z ∈ p(x), d = trf.dimA(Z) =
trf.dimA(X). It is enough to show that δδδ(X(K)) = d.
By Remark 7.5, we only need to show δδδ(X(K)) ≥ d. Note that δδδ(X(K)) ≥ 0 holds trivially if
d = 0. We may assume d > 0. By Lemma 7.4, there is some Xξ defined over A of transformal
dimension < d, such that if X(K) has a point outside Xξ(K), then δδδ(X(K)) = d. Thus,
it is enough to show that f(a) 6∈ Xξ(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) 6∈ Xξ(K), as Xξ has
transformal dimension < d over A.

�

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 = δδδ(∃yr(x, y)), where ∃yr(x, y) :=
{∃yφ(x, y) | φ(x, y) ∈ r}.

Proof. Let m ≥ 0 such that d+m = trf.deg(a, b/A). Let p(x) be the restriction of r(x, y) to
the x variable. Since r(x, y) is complete and quantifier-free, so is p(x).
By sub-additivity of δδδ, see [Hru12, Section 5.1] and [Che19, Proposition 2.31(5), Example
2.30(4)], we get

δδδ(r(x, y)) ≤ δδδ(∃yr(x, y)) + sup{δδδ(r(a′, y)) : a′ ∈ K, exists b′ ∈ K,K |= r(a′, b′)}.

Choose a′ ∈ K which reaches the supreme on the right-hand side (it is possible by Theo-
rem 7.7). Hence

δδδ(r(x, y)) ≤ δδδ(∃yr(x, y)) + δδδ(r(a′, y)).

Since r(x, y) = qftp(a, b/A) = qftp(a′, b′/A) and r(a′, y) = qftp(b′/A, a′) for some a, b, a′, b′ ∈
K. Then trf.deg(a′, b′/A) = d + m and trf.deg(a′/A) = d as a′ |= p(x). Therefore,
trf.deg(b′/A, a′) = m. By Theorem 7.7, δδδ(r(a′, y)) = m. Hence, again by Theorem 7.7,

d+m = δδδ(r(x, y)) ≤ δδδ(∃yr(x, y)) +m,

and thus d ≤ δδδ(∃yr(x, y)).
For the other direction, note that p(x) is a subcollection of ∃yr(x, y), and so by Theorem
7.7, d = δδδ(p(x)) ≥ δδδ(∃yr(x, y)). �

Corollary 7.9. For any existential-definable set φ(x) over a countable subset A of K,

δδδ(φ(K)) = max{trf.deg(a/A) : a ∈ φ(K).}

In particular, the coarse dimension δδδ 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 φ(x) = ∃yψ(x, y) over A, for any a ∈ φ(K),
there is some b in K such that K |= ψ(a, b). Let r(x, y) := qftp(a, b/A) and then φ(x) is con-
tained in the partial type ∃yr(x, y). By definition, δδδ(φ(K)) ≥ δδδ(∃yr(x, y)) = trf.deg(a/A).
Therefore, δδδ(φ(K)) ≥ max{trf.deg(a/A) : a ∈ φ(K)}.
For the other direction, for any a ∈ φ(K), let p(x) = qftp(a/A), by Theorem 7.7, there is a
quantifier-free ψa(x) ∈ p(x), such that δδδ(ψa(K)) = trf.deg(a/A). By construction, φ(K) ⊆⋃

a∈φ(K) ψa(K). So by compactness, since there are countably many quantifier-free formulas

over A, φ(K) is covered by finitely many of them. Hence δδδ(φ(K)) ≤ max{δδδ(ψa(K)) =
trf.deg(a/A) : a ∈ φ(K)}, and we get the desired equality. �

Remark 7.11. In the setting of Theorem 7.7, one might wonder if K = (K, σ) is transfor-
mally PAC, just as K is PAC (pseudo-algebraically closed) as a pure field.10 One natural
definition of transformally PAC would be the following: For a perfect inversive difference
field F and a difference field extension F ⊆ E, we say E is a σ-regular extension of F , if
F is relatively σ-algebraically closed in E, namely for any a ∈ E, we have a ∈ F whenever
trf.deg(a/F ) = 0. And F is called transformally PAC if F is existentially closed in any
σ-regular extension.
However, K is not transformally PAC under this definition. Suppose the characteristic
of K is not 2. Choose c ∈ K not a square in K. Consider the polynomial P (X, Y ):=
Xσ(X) − cY 2. Then K has no solution of P (X, Y ) = 0. Since otherwise, if (a, b) =

(ai, bi)i→U is a solution and c = (ci)i→U . Then, for ultrafilter-many i, aia
p
mi
i

i − cib
2
i = 0

and hence ci is a square, as pmi

i + 1 is even, contradicting that c is not a square. Let x be
transformally transcendental over K and y be such that cy2 = xσ(x). Let E = K(x, y)σ.
By construction, P (x, y) = 0, so P (X, Y ) has a solution in E. Let y0 = y and yi be such
that y2i = σi(x)σi+1(x)/σi(c). Note that E as a pure field is generated by x, y0, y1, . . . , yi, . . ..
It is clear that Ei = K(x, y0, · · · , yi) is purely transcendental over Ei−1 by construction.
Thus E =

⋃
iEi is purely transcendental over K. However, K is relatively σ-algebraically

closed in E. Indeed, x, σ(x), σ2(x), . . . is a transcendence basis of E/K. Suppose there
is (K, σ) ( (L, σ) ⊆ (E, σ) with (L, σ) σ-algebraic over K. Note also that L/K is not
algebraic. Then x, σ(x), σ2(x), . . . are algebraically dependent over L. Hence, E is a σ-
algebraic extension of L, and is also σ-algebraic over K (since L/K is), a contradiction.

One might wonder how far Lemma 7.8 can be extended beyond existential formulas. In
[Zou21], it was conjectured that Lemma 7.8 is true for all formulas in pseudofinite difference
fields K =

∏
i→U DF (pi, ni, mi), as long as ni grows sufficiently faster than mi. In the same

paper, it was proved that under this condition, the coarse dimension δδδ 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 =
∏

i→U DF (p, ni, mi) with mi|ni and limi→U p
mi/ni = 0. Let

F =
∏

i→U Fpmi be the fixed field of K. Let y ∈ K be such that y 6∈ 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 Fp-vector space. Note that X is linearly independent
over Fp, since otherwise, y will satisfy some non-trivial polynomial over X . We claim that
the Fp-span 〈X〉 of X is definable. Indeed, by [MS08, Lemma 3.9], K has a non-degenerate
symmetric bilinear form b(−,−) : K ×K → Fp which is Lring-definable. Now it is easy to
verify that 〈X〉 is defined by ψ(x) := ∀u∀z(z ∈ X ∧ b(u, z) = 0 → b(u, x) = 0). Suppose
Y := 〈X〉 =

∏
i→U Yi. Then clearly, |Yi| ≤ pp

mi . Hence, δδδ(Y ) = 0 by the assumption that
limi→U p

mi/ni = 0. We claim that |Y | ≥ |X|n for any n. Indeed, given n, define a function
f : Xn → Y by (a1, . . . , an) 7→

∑
i≤n ai. Then for any tuple (a1, . . . , an) satisfying ai 6= aj

for i 6= j, we have f(a1, . . . , an) = f(b1, . . . , bn) if and only if (b1, . . . , bn) is a permutation
of (a1, . . . , an). Hence, |Y | ≥ |f(Xn)| ≥ 1

n!
|X|n ≥ |X|n−1. But the last claim implies

that max{trf.deg(a) : a ∈ Y } > 0. Since otherwise, by compactness, Y ⊆ Z where Z is
defined by some non-trivial difference polynomial equation P (x) = 0. And by Remark 6.8,
|Z(DF (p, ni, mi))| ≤ pcmi for some constant c. Hence, |Y | ≤ |Z(K)| ≤ |X|c, a contradiction.
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[CvdDM92] Zoé Chatzidakis, Lou van den Dries, and Angus Macintyre. Definable sets over finite fields. J.

Reine Angew. Math., 427:107–135, 1992.
[Del74] Pierre Deligne. La conjecture de Weil. I. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., (43):273–307,

1974.
[DH22] Yuval Dor and Ehud Hrushovski. Specialization of difference equations and high Frobenius

powers. arXiv:2212.05366, 2022.
[Dwo60] Bernard Dwork. On the rationality of the zeta function of an algebraic variety. Amer. J. Math.,

82:631–648, 1960.
[Gro95] Alexander Grothendieck. Formule de Lefschetz et rationalité des fonctions L. In Séminaire
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