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PROPERTIES OF c; INVARIANTS OF FEYNMAN
GRAPHS

FRANCIS BROWN, OLIVER SCHNETZ, KAREN YEATS

ABSTRACT. The c2 invariant of a Feynman graph is an arithmetic in-
variant which detects many properties of the corresponding Feynman
integral. In this paper, we define the ¢z invariant in momentum space
and prove that it equals the ¢y invariant in parametric space for overall
log-divergent graphs. Then we show that the ¢ invariant of a graph
vanishes whenever it contains subdivergences. Finally, we investigate
how the cs invariant relates to identities such as the four-term relation
in knot theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a connected graph. The graph polynomial of G is defined by
associating a variable z. to every edge e of G and setting

(1) ‘IJG(x) = Z H Te,

T span. tree egT

where the sum is over all spanning trees 1" of G. These polynomials first
appeared in Kirchhoff’s work on currents in electrical networks [16].

Let Ng denote the number of edges of G, and let hg denote the number
of independent cycles in G (the first Betti number). Of particular interest
is the case when G is primitive and overall logarithmically divergent:

(2) Ng = 2hg
N, > 2h, for all strict non-trivial subgraphs v C G .

For such graphs, the corresponding Feynman integral (or residue) is inde-
pendent of the choice of renormalization scheme and can be defined by the
following convergent integral in parametric space ([4], [23])

Ng

d:z:l dm N

3) o= [T [T 55 )

i=1
The numbers I are notoriously difficult to calculate, and have been investi-
gated intensively from the numerical [5l 20] and algebro-geometric points of
view [4) []. For graphs in ¢* theory with subdivergences, the renormalised
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amplitudes can also be written in terms of graph polynomials by subtracting
counter-terms from the same leading term ¥(z) [10].

Given the difficulty in computing Iz, one seeks more efficient ways to
extract qualitative information about the Feynman integral indirectly. The
motivic philosophy suggests studying the graph hypersurface:

Xc C pNe—1

defined by the zero locus of the graph polynomial W in projective space
(with no restriction on the numbers of edges or cycles in GG). In particular,
motivated by a conjecture of Kontsevich [I7] (disproved for general graphs
in [3]), one can consider the point counting function

q— ‘YG(Fq)’

where ¢ = p" is a prime power, and I, is the finite field with ¢ elements. In
[11], it was shown that for graphs with at least three vertices there is a map

o @ {graphs with > 3 vertices} — H Z/qZ

prime powers q

such that, writing [X¢], := | Xq(F,)|, we have
(4) [(Xclq = 2(G)y¢* mod ¢

where X € AN¢ is the affine graph hypersurface given by the zero locus of
Ve, and c2(G)y is itself the point counting function on a related hypersur-
face. One of the motivations for studying the ¢y invariant is the following
conjecture, verified for all graphs with < 14 edges, which states that it only
depends on the residue of G whenever it is defined.

Conjecture 1. If I, = Ig, for two primitive log-divergent graphs G1, G2
(i.e. which satisfy [2)) then co(G1) = c2(G2).

Furthermore, for graphs G which evaluate to multiple zeta values, we
expect the residue I to drop in transcendental weight if and only if ¢3(G),
is identically zero [I3]. All co invariants of primitive log-divergent graphs
with < 20 edges are listed for the first six primes in [12].

1.1. Avatars of the ¢y invariant. Before stating our main results, it will
be helpful to discuss various different incarnations of the ¢y invariant.

1. Geometric. If k is a field, we can consider the class [X¢g] of the
affine graph hypersurface in the Grothendieck ring of varieties Ky(Vary)
over k. Let L = [A}] € Ko(Vary) be the equivalence class of the affine
line. Whenever GG has at least three vertices, in other words whenever Ng >
ha + 2, it was shown in [IT] that there exists an element

(5) CQ(G) S K(](Val“k)/L R
given explicitly by the class of a certain hypersurface, such that
(6) [(Xc] = c2(G)L? mod L3 .

This is a refined version of equation ().
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2. Arithmetic. For some applications, and for numerical computations,
it is often simpler to restrict the point counting function to the fields I, of
prime order only. Thus in [I1] we considered the vector

(7) 2(G) = (a(@)2,c2(@)s,c2(@)s,...) € [ Z/Z .

pprime

It clearly factors through the class (H), but in many cases we are not able
to lift computations of ¢3(G) to the Grothendieck ring. In [II] we gave
examples of graphs such that ¢(G) is given by the Fourier coefficients of a
modular form, giving explicit counter examples to Kontsevich’s conjecture.
Several more modular ¢y invariants were found in [12].

3. Analytic. Tt turns out that for a large class of graphs, one can in prin-
ciple compute the residue I by integrating in parametric space [9]. After
integrating out a subset of edge variables xy,...,z, in (@], one typically
obtains an expression whose numerator is an iterated integral in the sense
of K. T. Chen [14], and whose denominator is a polynomial

Dé(x1, ..., 2n) € Llzptt, ..., TNg]

of degree at most two in each variable. When D¢, factorizes, one can define
DZH to be the resultant of its factors with respect to x,11. This sequence
of polynomials (which terminates when D can no longer be reduced) is
called the denominator reduction. When D, exists, we showed in [II] that

(8) 2(G)q = (=1)"[Dgly mod g

when 2h < Ng and 5 < n < Ng, as a consequence of the Chevalley-Warning
theorem. This gives an effective way to compute c3(G), and is the main
method for proving properties of the ¢y invariant.

4. Motivic. We expect the ¢y invariant to relate to the framing of the
graph motive [4] given by the Feynman differential form (the integrand of
@)). This partly justifies conjecture [[l and the incarnations 1,2,3 above.

Hereafter, we shall loosely refer to the ¢y invariant as any of the variants
1 — 3 above, since our results relate to all three different versions. As a
result, there is considerable interplay between geometric, combinatorial, and
arithmetic arguments throughout this paper.

1.2. Results. It will be convenient to make the following definition.

Definition 2. Let X be a scheme of finite type over SpecZ. Letn > 0. We
say that X has a ¢, invariant if [X]; =0 mod ¢" for all prime powers q.
In this case, define the ¢, invariant of X to be the function:

cn(X) = [X]g/q¢" mod g
from the set of prime powers q to Z/qZ.

Our results are of three different types.
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1.2.1. A ¢y invariant in momentum space. Our first goal is to show that the
c9 invariant is intrinsic and is not simply a feature of the choice of integral
representation for the Feynman graph. For this, we define a momentum
space representation for the ¢y invariant as follows.

The Feynman integral in momentum space is the integral of an algebraic
differential form with singularities along a union of quadrics Q1,...,Qn,.
With an appropriate choice of space-time metric, we show that the scheme
V(Q1...Qng), which is defined over Z, has a ¢y invariant in the sense of
definition[2] and we define c5°™(G) to be c2(V(Q1 ... Qn,)). In other words,
we have the equation:

2(G)P™ = [Q1Q2 - Qngle/d® mod g.

The first result is that the c¢o invariant in momentum space is the same as
the ¢y invariant in parametric space for logarithmically divergent graphs.

Theorem 3. Let G be a graph with hg > 3. If 2hg = N¢g then

c2(G)y" ™ = ca(G)y  mod g.

The proof requires studying the singular locus Sing(X¢) of X¢, and in
particular proving the following intermediate result.

Theorem 4. If G has at least 3 vertices, then Sing(X¢q) has a ¢ invariant.

This suggests studying the ¢, invariants of the singular locus of X¢g in
its own right. In fact, we believe that the ¢; invariant of Sing(Xs) should
vanish, in which case one could define its ¢y invariant, which we expect to
be non-zero in general. This would give a new graph invariant ¢; *(G) =
c2(Sing X ), which would be interesting to understand combinatorially.

1.2.2. Vanishing for subdivergences. The second set of results extends our
previous work on criteria for graphs to have weight drop [13].

Theorem 5. Let G be an overall logarithmically divergent graph in ¢* the-
ory. If G has a non-trivial divergent subgraph then ca(G)y = 0.

Such a graph G with a subdivergence can always be written as a 2,3,
or 4-edge join. In the first two cases, we prove that co(G) vanishes in the
Grothendieck ring, but the case of a 4-edge join is more subtle and we can
only show the result on the level of point counting functions. If reduced
denominators D7 exist for the elimination of all edges of the subdivergence,
then in the last non-trivial step D¢ equals the square of the graph polyno-
mial of G with fully contracted subdivergence. This explains the vanishing
of the ¢y invariant on the level of denominator reduction.

Given the expected relation between vanishing co and transcendental
weight drop of Feynman amplitudes, theorem [0 is evidence for a folklore
conjecture which states that the highest weight part of the lowest logarith-
mic power of the renormalised amplitudes in ¢* theory is independent of the
choice of renormalisation scheme.
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1.2.3. Combinatorial identities. In the light of conjecture [I], and the many
observed but unexplained algebraic relations between residues of Feynman
graphs, an important question is to understand precisely which combinato-
rial information is contained in the ¢o or related invariants.

For a list of currently known or conjectured properties of the cs invariant,
see [11], §4. To these can be added some further relations for the denomina-
tor reduction described in [13], §4.4-4.7, which immediately imply identities
for the ¢y invariant via (). Although an overarching combinatorial expla-
nation for all these identities is still lacking, in §6 we describe some new
additive properties of denominator polynomials which give a single expla-
nation for many of the identities of [I3].

Finally, there remains the question of trying to relate c2(G) to other clas-
sical invariants in the theory of graphs. A tantalizing but mysterious connec-
tion between knots and Feynman integrals was investigated by Broadhurst
and Kreimer in the 90’s [5, [7, 8 18], but has proven very hard to verify in
concrete cases because of the difficulty in computation of Feynman integrals,
and the high loop orders of the diagrams involved. The ¢s invariant provides
us with a tool to investigate such identities without having to compute any
integrals.

In this paper, we investigated the 4-term relation for chord diagrams,
which was shown to hold in some cases in [6], but found no such relation on
the level of ¢y invariants in ¢* theory. To our surprise, however, we found
that the 4-term identity actually holds true on the level of the denominator
polynomials Dé.

2. REMINDERS ON GRAPH POLYNOMIALS

For the convenience of the reader, we gather some of the results on graph
polynomials and various auxiliary polynomials to be used later.

2.1. Graph matrix. Let G be any graph. We will use the following matrix
representation for the graph polynomial.

Definition 6. Choose an orientation on the edges of G, and for every edge
e and vertex v of G, define the incidence matrix:

1, if the edge e begins at v and does not end at v,
(Ec)ew = —1, if the edge e ends at v and does not begin at v,
0, otherwise.

Let A be the diagonal matriz with entries x., for e € E(G), and set

~ A | &
Mo = ( =& | 0 >
where the first Ng rows and columns are indexed by the set of edges of G,

and the remaining vg rows and columns are indezed by the set of vertices
of G, in some order. The matriz Mg has corank > 1. Choose any vertex
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of G and let Mg denote the square (Ng +vg — 1) X (Ng +vg — 1) matriz
obtained from it by deleting the row and column indexed by this verter.

It follows from the matrix-tree theorem that the graph polynomial satisfies
Ve = det(Mg) .
This formula implies that W vanishes if G has more than one component.
2.2. Dodgson polynomials. We use the following notation.

Definition 7. If f = fi + f'a1 and g = g1 + g'x1 are polynomials of degree
one in x1, recall that their resultant is defined by:

(9) [fug]l‘l :flgl_flgl .
Definition 8. Let I,J, K be subsets of the set of edges of G which satisfy
|I| = |J|. Let Mg(I,J)i denote the matriz obtained from Mg by removing

the rows indexed by the set I and columns indezxed by the set J, and setting
e =0 for alle € K. Let

(10) WG = det Ma(I,J)xk -

We write \I’IG 5 as a shorthand for \Ifé’IK and drop the subscript K if it
is empty. Since the matrix My depends on various choices, the polynomials
\I/éJK are only well-defined up to sign. In what follows, for any graph G,
we shall fix a particular matrix Mg and this will fix all the signs in the
polynomials \I/éJK too.

We now state some identities between Dodgson polynomials which will
be used in the sequel. The proofs can be found in ([9], §2.4-2.6).

(1) The contraction-deletion formula. The graph polynomial is linear in
its variables and fulfills the contraction-deletion relation

(11) Vg = \IJG\e:Ee + \PG//E )
where the graph polynomial of disconnected graphs is zero. Likewise
the contraction (/) of a self-loop is zero in the graph algebra and
Uy = 0. More generally, if |I| = |.J|, we have:

IeJJe | g l,J 1J L wld
Vo = jE‘I’G\e,K and Wi, = :BI,G//@,K :

(2) Dodgson identities. Let I,.J be two subsets of edges of G such that
|I| = |J| and let a,b,z ¢ I UJ UK with a,b < x (or x < a,b ). The
first identity is:

Wl W, — vl
Let I, J be two subsets of edges of G such that |J| = |I| + 1 and let
a,b,x ¢ I UJ UK with z < a <b. Then the second identity is:

la,J 1b,J o Ix,J g, lab,Jx
[\PG,K’ \IJG,KLU - _\IJG,K\IJG,K :
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(3) Pliicker identities. Let i1 < i < i3 < i4. Then
@gi27i3i4 _ \I,gz'mu + \I,gi47i2i3 —0.

For an increasing sequence of edges i1 < ... < ig we have

i11213,1415%6 111214,131516 117215,13141%6 111216,13%4%95 __
\IJG \I’G + \IJG \IJG =0.

(4) Vanishing. Suppose that E = {eq,...,ex} is the set of edges which
are adjacent to a given vertex of (G. Then \I!éJK =0if E C I or
E C J. Now suppose that E = {eq,...,ex} is a set of edges in G
which contain a cycle. Then \IIéJK =0if(FCIUK or EC JUK)
and ENINJ=0.

2.3. Spanning forest polynomials. Dodgson polynomials are in turn lin-
ear combinations of more basic polynomials, called spanning forest polyno-

mials [13].

Definition 9. Let X be a set of vertices of G, and let P = {Py,..., P} be
a partition of X. Define the spanning forest polynomial by

o= 1l

F e¢F

where the sum runs over spanning forests F' =Ty U ...UTy where each tree
T; (possibly a single vertex) of F contains the vertices in P; and no other
vertices of X. Thus V(T;) 2 P; and V(T;) N Pj = 0 for j # 1.

We represent <I>g by associating a colour to each part of P and drawing
G with the vertices in X coloured accordingly.

Proposition 10. Let I, J be sets of edges of G with |I| = |J| and INJ = @.

Then we can write
I.J P
Vo' =) fidg
i

where the sum runs over partitions of V(I U J) and f; € {—1,0,1}. In
particular, f; # 0 precisely when each forest consistent with P; becomes a
tree in G/I\J and in G/J\I.

Note that the sign f; can be computed by taking any forest F' consistent
with P; and then considering the determinant of the matrix obtained from
Mea by removing rows and columns indexed by the set of edges not in F.
This determinant reduces [13] to

(12) det[ErN]det[E;N]

where E; is the matrix of the columns corresponding to edge indices I of
Ec with one row removed, likewise for F;, and N is the matrix of columns
corresponding to edges of G\ (I U J) which do not appear in the forest F.
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2.4. Denominator reduction.

Definition 11. Let i, j, k, I, m be five distinct edges in G. The five-invariant
of these edges is the polynomial defined up to a sign by the resultant

SWali, g, k,1,m) = £[UDk gikdl) -
Permuting the order of the edges i, 3, k,l,m only affects the overall sign.

Denominator reduction is the name given to the elimination of variables
by taking iterated resultants, starting with the 5-invariant. Let G be a
graph, and order its edges 1,...,Ng. Set D(1,...,5) = £2¥q(1,...,5),
and define a sequence of polynomials (conditionally) as follows.

Definition 12. Let n > 5 and suppose that D{(1,...,n) is defined, and
further that it factorizes into a product of factors f,g of degree <1 in xp1q.
Then set

Dg—l—l(lv N N 1) = i[f).g]n-i-l )

We say that G is denominator reducible if there exists an order of edges
such that Dg(1,...,n) is defined for all n. We say that G has weight drop
if there exists an order of edges such that D¢ (1,...,n) vanishes for some n.

The relation between the denominator reduction and ¢y invariant is given
by the following theorem (theorem 29 in [I1]).

Theorem 13. Let G be a connected graph with 2hg < Ng. Suppose that

Di.(e1, ..., eyn) is the result of the denominator reduction after 5 <n < Ng
steps. Then
(13) 2(G)g = (—1)"[Dé(er, ... en)]qy modq .

3. THE co INVARIANT IN MOMENTUM SPACE

For any primitive log-divergent graph G, the residue I of G can be writ-
ten as an integral in various different representations. From a physical point
of view, the most natural of these is the representation of I as an integral in
momentum space [20]. Other possibilities are parametric space as explained
in the introduction, position space, related to momentum space by a Fourier
transform, and dual parametric space which is linked to the parametric for-
mulation ([B]) by inversion of the Schwinger coordinates x.. In the spirit of
conjecture [l for graphs which have a residue, all these representations should
lead to equivalent ¢y invariants.

Because we work over a general field k£ which does not necessarily contain
v/—1 or may have characteristic 2 the choice of metric becomes relevant for
the definition of Feynman rules in momentum and in position space. Here it
is best to use a twistor type metric with signature (+, —, 4+, —). We choose
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the metric 17 to be of the form

0100
100 0
(14) =10 001
0010

and write p = (p*,p~,p'",p’7). Then the propagator of a massless particle
becomes 1/Q(p) with (see [15])

(15) Qlp) =pTp~ +p"p",

which is linear in the coordinates. The value of the residue does not depend
on the chosen metric. Physically this means that the residue is a scalar.
Likewise, in position space the propagator between z and vy in k* is

1/Q(z —y).
In the following we focus on momentum space. We fix a basis of hg inde-
pendent cycles in G with respect to which the momenta p = (p1,...,pp,,) are

routed. The graph G has N¢ edges with propagators 1/Q1(p), ..., 1/Qn,(p)-
We will show that the ‘Schwinger trick’ lifts to the ¢ invariant proving the
existence of a ¢o invariant in momentum space if 2hg > Ng and its equiva-
lence with () for log-divergent graphs.

p—

W

FI1GURE 1. The sunset graph.

Example 14. We consider the sunset graph in fig. 1. The edges 1,2,3 have
the propagators 1/Q1,1/Q2,1/Qs with

Q1 = pip; +pi0
Q2 = (pi —p3)py —p3)+ 7 — ") (07 —py)

Qs = p3py + 5l

An explicit computer calculation using Stembridge’s reduction [22] yields
[Q1Q2Qs] = 3L7 — 75 + 4L* + 413 — 312,

The momentum space co invariant exists (see proposition-definition [17 be-
low) and is equal to the IL? coefficient of [Q1Q2Q3], namely —3 mod L.
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The key tool in the Schwinger trick is the universal quadric

(16) Qz,p) = 11Q1(p) + 22Q2(p) + ... + 2N QN (D)

From the matrix-tree theorem used in the Schwinger trick [I5] we conclude
that there exists a symmetric hg X hg matrix N such that

an  Qwp) = @.p7) ( @ o ) < n ) . with
(18)  detN(z) = Yg(z).
Here p* = (pli, ce pfc) and likewise p'*.

Proposition 15. (1) The singular locus of Xq is given by
(19) Sing(X¢) = {z : rank N(x) < hg — 1}.

(2) Let I € {1,...,Ng} and Ni(x) = N(2)|z,—0,itkgr be obtained from
N by setting all variables to zero whose index is not in I. Then

(20) (L = DL [Quer] = (L — DL N7 - p*, Np - p't.
(3) With V¢ ((z) = VG (@)|z,=0,if kgr we have
(21) [Npp™, Npp't] = (L*~1)[¥ ;]-L*[rank Ny < hg—1]+L71 mod L*.

Proof. (1) With elementary row and column transformations (which cor-
respond to a change of cycle basis) we can transform N into a matrix
N with the property that in each diagonal entry N” there exists a
variable (say x;) which does not occur in any other entry of N.
Because elementary row and column transformations preserve the
rank of the matrix we may assume without restriction that N = .
Let x € Sing(Xg). We thus have 0,,¥g(x) = det N%*(x) = 0 for
i=1,...,hg where NX is the matrix N with rows J and columns
K deleted. We have det N(x) = 0, and the Dodgson identity for the
symmetric matrix N:

(det N“7)? = det N det N7/ — det N det N+,
implies det N(x)%»/ = 0 for all 4,5 = 1,...,hg. Hence rank N <
hg — 1.

On the other hand, if rank N(x) < hg — 1 then det N(z)% = 0
for all 4,5 = 1,... hg, and in particular 9,,¥g(x) = det N%(z) = 0
fori=1,...,hg. Hence z € Sing(X¢) and (19) is established.

(2) Consider the universal quadric Qr = ) ,.;2;Q; and calculate its
class in the Grothendieck ring in two different ways.

Firstly, Q; defines a family of hyperplanes in the |I| dimensional
affine space Al/l with coordinates x;. Consider the fiber of the pro-
jection V(Qr) — A%"G_ In the generic case it is a hyperplane in Al
whose class is LI/I=1. Otherwise, all Q;,i € I vanish and the fiber is
A, We have

(7] = LI=Y (e —[Q; ier)) + LM [Qiier].
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Secondly, from (7)) we have
_ Ny 0 +
Ql(xap) = (p » D ) < Ié$) Nj(ﬂj) ) < 5/—1- )

and so Qj also defines a family of hyperplanes in the p~ variables.
We now consider the fiber of the projection V(Q;) — Alll*2h¢ and
obtain

Q1] = L2e = (WHH2he — [N pt, Ny p/*]) + LGN - pt, N7 - p').
Together we obtain (20).

(3) The equations Nj-p™, N;-p'* form two identical systems of h¢ linear
equations in the variables p™ and p'T, respectively. The vanishing
locus of each system is A" where n = corank (N7). Hence

[N;-pT,N;-p'"] = [corank N7 = 0] + L*[corank N; = 1] mod L*
LI — [corank N7 > 0]
4 L%([corank N7 > 0] — [corank N7 > 1]) mod L*

Because corank Ny > 0 < ¥, ;= 0 we obtain (2I)).
O

To progress further we pass to finite fields. Let ¢ = p™ be a prime power.
Given polynomials Py, ..., P, € Z[zy,...,znN], let

[P,..., P, € NU{0}

denote the number of points on the affine variety V(P,..., P;) C Fév , where

P; denotes the reduction of P; modulo p. The point-counting is compati-
ble with inclusion-exclusion and Cartesian products and therefore factors
through the Grothendieck ring mapping LL to q.

We are interested in the point-count of the zero locus of the denominator
of the momentum space differential form which is [Q1Q2 - Qnglq-

Proposition 16. Let hg > 2, 2hg > Ng and E be the edge-set of G, then
(@Q2 - Quels = (~@)?™Y% (W], + ¢*[Sing(Xe)],

(22) —a Y Wapely+ 0 Y [Wpeesls] mod g

ecl e1,ea€l)

Proof. By inclusion exclusion we obtain

[@1Q2- - Qnglg = S ()INQu e,
0AIC{1,....Na}
By prop. 03 (2) we have [Qjicrl, = ¢*"¢ WI[N; - pT, N - p't],. Next, we
use prop. (3). For 2hg > Ng the second term on the right hand side
of @) survives mod ¢ only in the case I = {1,...,Ng} where it gives
—¢*[Sing(X¢)], by prop. I3 (1). The third term on the right hand side of
@I is multiplied by ¢**¢~I/l and vanishes mod ¢®. The first term on the
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right hand side of (ZI]) vanishes mod ¢ unless |I| > Ng — 2 and in this case
gives (¢* = D[¥e 7y = (¢ = D[¥ayq,...Ng}-nle by ed. ). The term
proportional to ¢? vanishes trivially for |I| < Ng or 2hg > Ng. If |I| = Ng
and 2hg = Ng then from hg > 2 it follows that hg + 2 < Ng. In this case
we know from (@) that ¢?|[¥], with the result that the g?-term vanishes
mod ¢®. Putting everything together proves (Z2). O

The above proposition allows us to define the ¢y invariant in momentum
space

Proposition-Definition 17. Let G be a graph with hg > 2 independent
cycles and Ng < 2hg edges. Fiz a cycle basis in G and define the inverse
propagators according to momentum space Feynman rules with metric (@)

Then the momentum space co invariant of G is given as a map from q to
Z/qZ by

(23) 2 (G)P™ = [Q1Q2 - Qngle/a® mod q.

Proof. We use eq. [22)) to show that [Q1Q2---Qn,] is divisible by ¢2. If
2ha = Ng then from hg > 2 we get hg + 2 < Ng with the result that
¢*|[¥¢], by @). Moreover, we have either G/e = 0 in the graph algebra
or hgje +1 < Ngje. In any case q|[¥q ey, see [I]. If 2hg = Ng + 1 then
from hg > 2 we get hg +1 < Ng and thus ¢|[¥g],. In all other cases
[Q1Q2 - - Qn,], is trivially divisible by ¢°. O

Note that the point-count [Q1Q2 - - Qn,]q is independent of the chosen
cycle basis, since the change of cycle basis results in linear transformations
of the underlying coordinates.

Theorem 18. Let G be a graph with hg > 3. If 2hg > Ng then CQ(G)Znom =
0 mod gq.

If 2hg = Ng then the momentum space ¢y invariant equals the co invari-
ant in parametric space modulo q,

(24) c2(G)" ™" = ca(G)y mod g.

Proof. We again use eq. [22)). If we subtract 2hg — Ng = d from hg > 3 we
obtain Ng > hqag + 3 — d.

If d > 3 the statement of the theorem follows trivially.

If d = 2 then Ng > hg+1, hence ¢|[¥¢],, see [1], and the theorem follows.

If d = 1 then Ng > hg + 2, hence ¢*|[¥¢]; by @) and Ngj. = 0 or
Ngje 2 hgpe + 1, hence q|[Vg ]y Again, the theorem follows.

If d =0 then Ngj. = 0 or Ngje > hgye + 2, hence q2\[\Ilg//e]q. Likewise
Ngjeres = 008 Ngjejen = hgpee, + 1, hence q|[¥g e e,lq- In this case we
obtain

[Q1Q2 - QNG]Q = q2(02(G)q + [Sing(XG)]q) mod qg'

The theorem follows from [Sing(Xg)], = 0 mod ¢ for graphs with Ng >
ha + 2 which we will prove in thm. O
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Note that the residue Ig, see (B)), only exists in the case 2hg = Ng.
Moreover, graphs with non-trivial residues have hg > 3. In ex. [[4] we saw
that we get a non-trivial co(G)™°™ if 2hg > Ng but hg < 3.

The ¢y invariant in parametric space does not in general vanish if 2hqg >
Ng. We rather have c2(G), = 0 mod ¢ if 2hg < Ng and Ng > 4, see
[11]. For the sunset graph which has 2hg = Ng + 1 in ex. [I4] we obtain in
parametric space ¢2(G), =1 # &"™(G), = —3 mod q.

It is possible to define a ¢y invariant in position space co(G)5)™ and in
dual parametric space CQ(G)gual. If 2hg = Ng both ¢ invariants can be
shown to be equal mod ¢ by translating the methods of thm. [I8] to position
space. The equivalence of CQ(G)gual and the ¢y invariant in parametric space
is conjectured for graphs which have a residue in [2I]. This has still not
been proved even though dual parametric space and parametric space are
only related by inversion of variables.

It is important to note that only in the case 2hg = N¢ (the case in which
the residue exists) are all ¢y invariants (conjecturally) equivalent. In this
case the information contained in the various ¢y invariants is carried by the

graph itself rather than by any of the representations of the residue integral

@).

4. THE SINGULAR LOCUS OF GRAPH HYPERSURFACES

Let G be a connected graph with edge-set E(G), and let X denote
its graph hypersurface. By linearity of the graph polynomial, the partial
derivatives satisfy

ovg
Ore

The singular locus of X is the affine scheme Sing(X¢q) = V (Vg e € E(G)).
Let [Sing(X¢)] denote its class in Ky(Varg), for k a field. We shall prove:

U for e € E(G) .

Theorem 19. Let G be a graph with at least 3 vertices. Then
[Sing(X¢)]=0 mod L .
In particular, [Sing(X¢g)], =0 mod ¢ for all prime powers g.

Remark 20. We believe that [Sing(X )] should be congruent to zero modulo
L2 for all reasonable graphs. If so, then one can define the ¢y invariant of
the singular locus, and one can ask if it is related to the co invariant of Xq.

4.1. Preliminary identities. The proof of theorem [[9 requires some elim-
ination theory and some new identities between Dodgson polynomials. For
simplicity of notation, we drop the subscript G throughout this section.

Lemma 21. Let i,j,k denote any three distinct edges of G. Then
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Proof. First observe that from the Dodgson identity and linearity:

UF — Ry = (W) = (W97 4 )2
Taking the coefficient of z; on both sides of this expression gives:

VWY — U+ W 00— O = 2GR

Subtract the same expression with ¢, j interchanged:

2, 0l — Wkl ) = 2wk gLt — ikl
Rewriting the left-hand side as a resultant gives
(26) [T}, W], = wkglt — giikglt
Now we wish to compute
(W8 W)y, = [+ U W+ Wy, = (W, W)y + [0, Wy 4 [0, W),
By the Dodgson identity and (26]) this reduces to

(W, W9y, = (k)2 g — (kY2 g 4 \I,ijk\l,zk _ \I,zwk\yzk

which, after writing W% = Wik g, 4 \Ifzk and likewise U, is equation
@3). O

Corollary 22. Let I denote the ideal in Q[z.,e € E(G)] spanned by V* and
V... Then

(27) (U0, e VI foralli,j € E(G) .
Proof. The Dodgson identity and linearity give
(TR = [y, O, = [0, 0], = OFOl — 0, 0k e T .
It follows that WH* Wik ¢ \/I. By (25) this gives [¥?, U], € /1. O

We say that a subgraph v C G is a cycle if « is a topological circle, i.e.,
hy=1and h,. =0 for all e € E(7).

Lemma 23. Let 1,...,k be a cycle in G; let the vertex between edges i and
i+ 1 be v; and let the vertex between edges 1 and k be vi. Then
(28)

k—1
@E)l}v{vk} _ (I)E)l}v{vzvk}_’_z (q)g;wj,l},{vjvk} _ @Elvj}y{vjflvk})_i_@g)k}v{vlvk—l}
=3

where H =G\1---k.

Proof. The proof is by induction on the length of the cycle.
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Take k > 4. Consider the first three terms of the right hand side of (28],
(I)}{r}n}v{vzvk} + (q)}{r}nvz},{vavk} - (I)g)lva}{vzvk})
_ plvrvsh{vavi} {vihq } {viva} {vsvi} {vivs}{vavr}
_ <I>I;1v3 V2V + q)F}}l V2VL V3 + <<I>I;1v2 v3vpt (I);wg V2V, )

_ @E)l},{vzvkvs} + (1)22102},{1}3%}
_ q)g)l},{vkvs}

Thus the right hand side of (28] equals

k—1
(29) q)g’l}’{USUk} I Z (cl)g;wj,l},{vjvk} _ (I)gnvj},{vquk}) 1 @gk}v{vlvkﬂ}
j=4

which is the right hand side of (28] for the lemma applied to a new graph
G’ defined to be G\2,3 with a new edge ¢ joining vertices v; and vz along
with the cycle 1,¢,4,... k. Note that H = G\1---k = G'\1/4-- -k, and so

inductively ([29)) is (IDE)I}’{U’“}.
It remains to check the initial cases. k = 2 is trivial. Suppose k = 3.
Then, as desired,

¢E)1}7{U2U3} + @2’3}7{”11}2} — @2}1}7{03}

Proposition 24. If1,... k is a cycle in G then

k
(30) Uy = Z Njx; LI where \j = £1
j=2

Proof. First note that by the contraction-deletion properties for Dodgson
polynomials, any terms of (B0 which do not contain z;, for 2 < i < k, also
appear in ([B0) for the graph G /i and all such terms appear in this way.
Furthermore, they appear with the same signs since contracting an edge
corresponds to setting the corresponding variable to zero in the Dodgson
polynomials. Clearly, contracting elements of a cycle gives a smaller cycle
and so inductively it suffices to prove the result holds just for the coefficient
of xg - xp.

Labelling the vertices as in Lemma [23]and translating into spanning forest
polynomials

U, = ¢g<l}’{vk} =T9--- xkq)g)\ll}’{]:k} + terms lower in xo, ..., 2%

U2 = $2q)g)\11}72{v2vk} =29 xk<I>{GU\11}.’;{;)2U’“} + terms lower in w9, ..., T}

2 Uk — xkqu’\kl}}jvlkal} =2 xkq>g<“1}tt{;)1vk*1} + terms lower in o, ..., 2
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and for 3<j<k—1

:qujl,j =1, (q)g)\llvjjfl}v{vjvk} o q)g)\lfjj}v{vjflvk})

=X Tk (@g}\lﬁz}’{ka} — @g\lﬁ}};{%*wk}) + terms lower in xo,..., %k

By choosing the \; appropriately, the result now follows from lemma23l O

Remark 25. Equation [BQ) is essentially dual to lemma 31 in [9], which
states that for a graph H in which edges 1,... k form a corolla (i.e. the set
of edges which meet a vertez), then

k
Up = AUy where \j = 1 .
=2

The proof uses the Jacobi determinental formula (lemma 28 of [9]), and is
easily seen to hold for cographic matroids also (the graph matriz defined in
§2.2 of 9] generalizes to reqular matroids by replacing the incidence matriz
with the representation matriz of the matroid). If G denotes the graph in
the statement of the proposition, and H is the dual matroid, then the graph
polynomials are related by Wi (z.) = Vg(z, 1) [ecr ) @e-

Corollary 26. Let G be a graph with edge-wnnectivitﬂ > 2. Let I be the
ideal in Q[x,,e € E(G)\{1}] spanned by W', ®'2 W Then ¥ € I

Proof. 1t follows from the Dodgson identity that
(Uh)2 = [0, 9], = [0, 9], = 0'0] — 0,0 e T,

and so U7 € \/T for all j € E(G). Since G has edge-connectivity > 2 it has
a cycle containing edge 1. Then equation ([B0) implies the result. O

Corollary 27. For any edge e of G as above, Xg\e\(X(;\emX(;//e) s smooth.

4.2. Elimination of a variable. The following lemma is a straightforward
consequence of inclusion-exclusion.

Lemma 28. Let f;, 1 € 1, h, gj, j € J be polynomials with index sets I and
J. Then

where © and j run through I and J, respectively.

Proof. Let V(h) be the zero locus of h. Intersection with V'(h) gives [f;, hgj, h] =
[fi, h]. On the open complement U of V(h) we have

[V (fi»hg;) N U] = [V(fi, 95) VU] = [fi 951 = [fis s 951
Together we obtain (B]). O

IThe edge-connectivity is the minimum number of edge cuts that splits the graph.
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The next identity expresses the simultaneous elimination of a variable
from the class of an ideal in the Grothendieck ring whose generators are all
linear in that variable. It generalizes lemma 3.3 in [22] (or lemma 16 in [I1])
to more than two generators.

Proposition 29. Let f1,..., fn denote polynomials which are linear in a
variable x, and write f; = f'x + fip for 1 <i <n. Then (El_l = 2(1) =0)

[flv"')fn] = [flxvflmyvf7f7fnx]l‘
+[[f17f2]x7---7[flafn]x] - [fiv77f1f]

n—2
(32) + Z ([ff:7f11‘7 e 7f]§7fkm7 [fk+17fk+2]1‘7 ey [fk+17fn]x]
k=1

_[fivvflmaaflfvka]) .

Proof. We prove by induction a slightly generalized version of (B2 where
we add a set of z-independent polynomials g = ¢y, ..., ¢gm to all ideals. We
consider [X] = [g, ffx+ fiz, fa, - -, fn] With ambient space A™. On the zero
locus V() € AN of f¥ we have

[X7ff] = [g,ff,flx,fQ,. .. 7fn]
Let U denote the open complement of V() in AN. On U the projection

V(X) - V(g7 [f17f2]x7--- ’ [flafn]x) - AN_l

is one to one. We hence have

[V(X) N U] = [97 [f17f2]$7 R [flvfn]w] - [97 flxv [fl)fQ]%) s [flvfn]w]
By the definition of the resultant we have

[97 ff) [f17f2]m7 SRR [fl)fn]m] = [97 f1x7f1wf§7 s 7f1xfnx]
Equation (31) gives for the right hand side

[g7ff7f1:c] + [gafivvf;v?frﬂ - [g7ff7flx7f§7’”7frmz]‘

Putting these identities together we arrive at the formula

[X] = [.g)ff:vflmaf%"'vfn]+[97[f17f2]w7--'7[f17fn]m]
(33) - [g7ff7f1:c] - [gafivvf;v?ffmz] + [g7ff7flx7f§7’”7ffmz]'

For n = 1 this reduces to

l9, f1] = g, [T fiz) + [9) — g, FT].

The first term on the right hand side defines a trivial A! fibration over
V(g, f¥, fiz) € AN~1. Changing the ambient space for the first term to
AN we get a factor of L. and the above equation establishes the initial case
n = 1. To complete the induction over n we can assume that the hypothesis
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holds for the first term on the right hand side of (B3] with xz-independent
polynomials g, ff', fi, yielding (5 = 323 = 0)

[.g)ff:vflmaf%"'vfn] = [g7ff:7f1m7f2x7f2w7--'7fnx7fnw]L
+[g7ff:7f1:c7 [f27f3]x7“‘ ) [f?afn]x] - [g7ff:7f1:c7f2x?”’ 7frgzc]

n—2
+ > (g 5 fros- s £ Fras st Fealen - [fers fula)
k=2
(34) _[g7fir7f1x7"'7f]?7fk:v])‘

The third term on the right hand side of ([34]) cancels the last term on the
right hand side of ([B3]) whereas the second term on the right hand side of
B4) joins with the third term on the right hand side of [B3]) to form the
k = 1 term in the sum of ([34]). Together with the remaining terms this
completes the induction. O

Note that the left hand side of ([82) is symmetric under changing the order
of the polynomials f; whereas the individual terms on the right hand side
are not.

4.3. Proof of theorem

Lemma 30. Let G have edge-connectivity > 2 with edges numbered 1, ..., Ng.
Then

(35) [Sing(X@)]+[Sing(Xe1)] = L[ Wy, {0, 0T} ,mn  ng]+[PF, 4] .
Proof. The clas of the singular locus Sing(X¢) in affine space is given by

(U, W' . .., WUNe]. Apply proposition 29 to the polynomials ¥, W', .. . WG,
in order, with respect to z = x1. Each term in the sum is of the form:

(Wl Wy, .., ik ok (gt wht2) ekt ey ) - [wl vy, iR ak]

By equation ([27), each resultant [¥*+1 ™) is in the radical of the ideal
spanned by W' W;. Thus the reduced schemes defined by these two ideals
are the same and the total contribution is zero in the Grothendieck ring. It
follows that all terms in the sum vanish, and we are left with only the first
three terms:

(36) [Sing(Xg)] = [¥!, Oy, 1 WL + [O!, [0, ¥]] — 0!, @l

where in each expression, i ranges from 2 to Ng. Clearly [¥, ¥i]; = \Ifl\I/il —
U, U and hence [W!, W, U]y] = [¥!, U U], Equation ([BI) gives

(37) (O Uy U] = [ 0y + (O, ) - [ oy, el
By corollary 26, we know that ¥, € /I, where I is the ideal generated
by Wl W  Hence the right hand side of [B7) reduces to [¥!, ¥y] in the

Grothendieck ring. The third term on the right hand side of (36l defines
the singular locus of ¥!, which is the graph polynomial of G'\1. (]
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Proof of thm.[I4. If G is disconnected then ¥ = 0 and the theorem holds
true.

We now assume that G is connected and prove the theorem by induction
over Ng.

The initial case is the tree with 2 edges which has ¥ = 1 and the theorem
follows trivially.

Let Ng > 3. If G has edge-connectivity 1 then there exists an edge e
that cuts G. Hence ¥ does not depend on z. and Sing(X¢) is a trivial line
bundle implying the statement of the theorem. We hence may assume that
G has edge-connectivity > 2.

By reducing eq. (35]) of lemma B0 modulo L, we get

[Sing(Xe)] = [¥, 0] — [Sing(Xg1)] mod L.

By equation (2) in the proof of Proposition-Definition 18 in [I1], we know
that hg < Ng — 2 (G has at least 3 vertices) implies

W 0] =[We, Uep] =0 modL,

from which we obtain that [Sing(X¢)] = —[Sing(X¢\1)] mod L. Because
G has edge-connectivity > 2 we know that G\1 is connected with at least
three vertices. By induction [Sing(X¢\;)] =0 mod L. O

5. GRAPHS WITH SUBDIVERGENCES

We show that a graph G in ¢* theory which is not primitive (i.e. which
contains a non-trivial divergent subgraph) has vanishing ¢y invariant.

5.1. Structure of a 3-edge join.

v U2
G G

Definition 31. Let G1, G9 denote connected graphs with distinguished 3-
valent vertices v1 € V(G1), ve € V(G3). A three edge join of G1 and Gy is
the graph obtained by gluing G1\vi and Ga\ve along the 3 pairs of external
half edges in some way. Define n edge joins similarly.

Recall from [II] lemma 22 that the existence of a 3-valent vertex in G
implies that

Vg, = fo(rira+z123+2273) + (fo + f3)21 + (f1 + f3)z2 + (f1 + fo)ws + fi2s
where the polynomials f; are defined by

fo=VYeppays, fi= \1’20?1 , fa= ‘Péf2 f3= \I’lgfg 123 = Ya, 112,35
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and satisfy the equation

(38) fofizs = fifo+ fifs + fafs .

Let go, 91, 92, 93, g123 denote the corresponding structure coefficients of the
graph polynomial W¢,. The structure of a general 3-edge join is similar.

Proposition 32. Let Gi, G2 be as in the definition, and let G be their
3-edge join, with the edges numbered accordingly. Then

(39) fogoWa = A1 As + A1 Az + Ax A3
where
(40) A; = fogoxi + figo + fogi fori=1,2,3
Proof. 1t suffices to show that
3
VG = fogo(wrwa + w123 + w2w3) + ) _(fogier + fogira + gofir1 + gofiva)s
i=1
(41) + (f12390 + fogizs + Y _ fig;)

i#]
where the indices in the second sum are taken modulo 3.

To prove (Il we recall the proof of Theorem 23 in [I3] and apply the
formula for a 3 vertex join with G71\123 on one side and G\ (G1\123) on the
other side. We get

Ve = fiasgo + frga + f195 + fagi + fog5 + fagy + f395 + fogias

where the g/, are the corresponding polynomials for the G\(G1\123) side.
However, looking at each ¢/, in terms of the allowable spanning forests we
see that

96 =90
gi = xi90 + g; for i € {1,2,3}
1oz = (x172 + 2123 + T223)g0 + 21(92 + 93) + 22(91 + 93) + w3(91 + g2)
+ 9123
which gives the desired result. O

5.2. The class of a 3-edge join in the Grothendieck ring. The 3-edge
join is simple enough that we can denominator reduce to zero and hence
obtain that the ¢y invariant vanishes.

Proposition 33. Let G be a 3-edge join of G, Go as defined above. Let 4
be an edge of G1\123 and let 5 be an edge of G2\123. Then

"U(1,2,3,4,5) = 0.

Consequently, the co invariant of G is 0 mod q.
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Proof. Consider \IJ};2 4135 Monomials in this polynomial correspond to cer-
tain trees in G'\135/24. Consequently, they correspond to certain spanning
forests of G'\12345 where the end points of 2 and 4 are coloured with three
colours.

Monomials of \1’24’135 also correspond to trees in G\124/35, and hence
to spanning forests of G\12345 where the end points of 3 and 5 are coloured
with the same three colours.

But 4 is in G and 5 is in G. Thus the connected components of G'\123
each contain at least two of the three colours. Therefore, there is a colour
which appears in both components. But all vertices of the same colour must
be in the same tree of the forest, so there can be no such spanning forest
of G\12345. Thus \1!34’135 = 0. The same argument holds with 4 and
5 swapped and so °U(1,2,3,4,5) = :l:[\If%4’35,\111247135] = 0, by definition
11 O

There is a direct way to show that the cy invariant of a 3 edge join vanishes.
Proposition 34. Let G be the 3-edge join of G, G as defined above. Then
[X¢] =0 mod L3

In other words, the co invariant of G vanishes in the Grothendieck ring.

Proof. Let Uyy and U J/cg denote the open set fo, go # 0 in ambient space ANG
and AN6 =3 respectively. From (BJ)), we have

[Xa NUpg) =L2[U7,]

since the right-hand side of (39) defines a quadric in A® whose class is 2.
Now let Uy C ANG denote the set fo # 0, go = 0, and likewise let Uy denote
the set go # 0, fo = 0. From (), the polynomial ¥ restricted to Uy takes
the form

(42) (91 + 92)y1 + (91 + 93)y2 + (92 + 93)y3 + fogi23

where y; = fox; + f; for i = 1,2,3. Consider the projection Xg N Uy —
ANe=3nU ¢. By equation (42), the generic fiber is a hyperplane in A3 whose
class is 2. Otherwise, g1, g2, g3 vanish and there are two possibilities: if
g123 = 0 the fiber is isomorphic to A3, otherwise it is empty. We therefore
have

[XG N Uf] = Mfo X (L3[907917927g379123] + L2([90] - [90791792793])) )

where M, = [ANG173\V(fy)] and all terms in brackets are viewed in ANG273.
A similar equation holds for [X¢ N Uy]. Finally,

(X NV (fo,90)] =L3[fo. 90, Y _ figi,
i#]
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where the right hand side has ambient space AN¢—3. Writing [Xg] = [Xg N
Upgl + [Xa NUpl + [Xa N UGl + [Xa NV (fo, 90)] gives

[Xe] = LYNo™" —L*(My,lg0, 91, 92, 93] + Mgy [fo, f1, f2, f3] + [follgo])
+ L3<Mfo[90,91792,93,9123]+Mgo[f07f1,f2,f37f123]

+ [f()a 90, Z flg]]) .
i#j
In particular, the co invariant of G in the Grothendieck ring is

c2(G) = — My l90, 91, 92, 93] — Mo fo, f1, fa, f3] — [follgo] mod L .

However, it follows from [II] Proposition-Definition 18 (1) that [fy] = 0
mod L since fy is a graph polynomial and therefore linear in every variable.
Thus My, =0 mod L, and the same holds for Mj,. It follows that c(G) = 0
mod L. (]

5.3. Four edge joins. The 4-edge joins are trickier, as we can take a de-
nominator calculation part way there, and then must appeal to the Chevelley-
Warning theorem via a separate argument.

Lemma 35. Let G be the 4-edge join of G1 and Go. Let 5 be an edge of
G1\1234 and let 6 be an edge of G3\1234. Then

DE(1,2,3,4,5,6) = £(Py 555y Po it iy + P it iy Po.(ij.siy)

for any {i,7,k,1} ={1,2,3,4} where Py tij ety = i@é’i{f““t)\ﬂgizg(ﬂ‘H).

Proof. Recall that
5W(2,3,4,5,6) = \112367245\1,35,46 -~ \1,36,45\1,235,246'

The graph G\1 is a 3-edge join, so by the proof of proposition B3] and
contraction-deletion, we immediately obtain W1236:1245 — 12351246 —
Thus we can denominator reduce edge 1 to get

DS(1,2,3,4,5,6) — \11336,245\1,5357146 B \1,536,145\1,%35,246 .

Now consider \1'336’245. Let the vertex on the G; side of edge 1 be a;, and
similarly for b;, ¢;, d; for edges 2, 3, 4, and 5 respectively. Let e; and f; be
the vertices of edge 5 and ey and f5 for edge 6. Then

236,245
LA
_ {a1,a2,e1,e2,d1,c2},{f1,c1},{f2,d2} {a1,a2,e1,e2,d1},{f1,c1},{f2,d2,c2}
=1 <(I>G\23456 + (I)G\23456

{a1,a2,e1,e2,c2},{f1,c1,d1},{f2,d2} {a1,a2,e1,e2},{f1,c1,d1},{f2,d2,c2}
+ O + P
G\23456 G\23456

=+ the same four terms with e; and f; transposed, e; and fy transposed

and both transposed with sign the sign of the permutation)
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The internal signs are consequences of corollaries 17 and 18 of [13]. Focus
on the first four terms. No edges with ends not in the partitions join the
two halves of the graph and so

<I>{a1 ,a2,e1,e2,d1,c2},{ f1,c1},{f2.d2} + (I){Cu ,a2,e1,e2,d1},{ f1,c1},{f2,d2,c2}
G\23456 G\23456

+ (I){al7a2,€1762702},{f1701,d1},{fzvdz} + (I){al,a2761762},{f1,Cl,dl},{fz,dz,CZ}
G\23456 G\23456

_ slaver,di}{fi,e1} g {az.e2,c2},{f2,d2} {a1.e1,di}{f1,e1} g {az,e2} {f2.d2,co}
_(1)1;1611 1,01 @1;226202 2,d2 +q);11611 1,01 @1;2262 2,d2,c2

+ q)glllyel},{fl7017d1}¢§;22,62702}7{f2,d2} + <I>§;11,61},{f1,617d1}<1>§;22,62},{f27d2,62}
_ (q)glhel,dl},{fl,cl} + <I>gl11,61}7{f1701,d1}) <(I)2122762,62}7{f27d2} _1_(1)2122762}7“27612702})

_ (I)gbll761}7{f1,01}<I>gl22,62},{f27d2}

where Hy = G¢\1234 for t = 1, 2.
Calculating similarly on the remaining terms

\11%36,245

=4 (@1{;11761}7{617f1} _ (I)g”lhflh{chm}) <<I>gl22,62}7{d2,f2} o (I)l{;;,fz},{dz,eg})

Let A" = @g:t’et}’{m’ft} — (IJ}{LITt’ft}’{"t’et} for t € {1,2} and m,n €
{at, by, cr,di }. Note that A" = —A™. The preceding calculations show
that

\P%36,245 _ iA?’cAg’d.
Calculating similarly we get
135,146 b,d 4bc
136,145 _ b,c 4b,d
\1,335,246 _ :l:Atlz,dA;,c

Furthermore, A‘f’b = :I:\I'2G34’1345 = :I:\Ifg’ 4’2345 and similarly for the other
1, 1,

7 b red ¢ Ab.d
A" Thus Py piogay = £A{ AV, Py ispay = £APCAYY, and P 1403y =
+A%? A% Choosing the signs on the Py 1ij.k1y appropriately we get

DE(1,2,3,4,5,6) = £(P; (1300 P, 14,23y + P {1223 P2 {13.24})-

The other permutations of 1,2, 3,4 in the expression for D in the state-
ment of the theorem must hold by symmetry. We can also verify them
directly from the identity

APPAST — APCAPT 4 APIAP =0

for t = 1,2 which can be checked by expanding each term in spanning
forests. O
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Remark 36. The expression for DS in the previous lemma is symmetric
under various twisting operations. From the expressions for the Py 1y 11y in
terms of the A" we see that each P, (ij.k1y 18 invariant under the permuta-
tions (1234), (2143), and (4321). If we denote the four external vertices of
Gi\{1,2,3,4} by v,... v} (not necessarily distinct), then any 4-edge join
of G1 and G4 is obtained by connecting vil to vg(i) fori=1,...,4, where
o is any permutation of 1,2,3,4. Denote the corresponding 4-edge join by
G1 Uy Go. Then we have the following twisting identities:

(43) DgluidGz = iDglung )
for all o € V = {(1234), (2143), (3412), (4321)}.

Proposition 37. Let G be a 4-edge join of G1, Ga, and let A; = G;\{1,2,3,4}.
If 2hg < Ng and 2ha, < N, — 2 then c3(G), =0 mod q.

Proof. By theorem [[3] the ¢y invariant of G is computed by its denominator
reduction. By lemma B5l the zero locus of Dg(1,2,3,4,5,6) is given by
Z =V(PiQ2+ Q1 P) C ANai =1 5 AN =L for polynomials P, Q; defined
over Z. Consider the projection 71 : AN41 71 x AN4>—1 s ANai =1 onto the
A1 coordinates (minus edge 5), and let Z; = m1(Z). By contraction-deletion,
one sees that deg P, = deg Q)2 = 2h4,, and so the fibers of Z over Z; are
of degree 2hy, in AN4~1 et ¢ = p" where p is prime, and let Z, Z;
denote the reductions mod p. Since 2hy4, < N, —1, the Chevalley-Warning
theorem implies that [Z N7 ()], = 0 mod ¢ for all + € Z;. Therefore
[Z]q = Zm€71 [Z N 7Tl_l(x)]q =0 mod q- U

5.4. Vanishing of ¢y for non-primitive graphs.

Theorem 38. Let G be a connected graph in ¢* which is overall log-divergent.
If G has a non-trivial divergent subgraph then c2(G)y =0 mod q.

Proof. Let v be a divergent subgraph of G. Since v € ¢*, it has at most 4
external edges, and so G can be written as a 2, 3, or 4-edge join. In the case
of a 2-edge join, G is in particular 2-vertex reducible, so by proposition 36 of
[13], it has weight drop. In the case of a 3-edge join, the statement follows
from proposition B3] or B4l In the case of a 4-edge join, apply proposition 7]
with A; = v and Gy = G/~. Since 2hg = Ng and 2ha, > Nga,, we deduce
that 2ha, < Na, — 2. In all cases c2(G)y =0 mod gq. O

Remark 39. If one knew the completion conjecture for co invariants [11],
then in the previous theorem it would be enough to know that co(G) vanishes
for 2 and 3-edge joins only.

5.5. Insertion of a subgraph. If we strengthen the hypotheses in the
cases of the 3 and 4-edge joins, then we can obtain stronger conclusions and
also clarify what fails in the case of higher joins.

Let G be an overall log-divergent ¢* graph. Suppose H is a subgraph of
G with 2m external edges. Then Ng = 2hg and Ny = 2hy — 2+ m. In
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this case G is a k-edge join of G; = G/H and G5 where G5 is H with those
external edges of H which became internal edges of G all attached to an
additional vertex. In particular, & < 2m. In the proposition below we will
never require the valence restrictions of a ¢* graph, only the relation between
the edges and cycles for H, and so we drop the superfluous restrictions.

Proposition 40. Let G be a k-edge join of G1 and Ga, with the join edges
labelled 1, ... k. Let H = Go\{1,...,k} andlet m = Ng—2hg+2. Suppose
all edges of H can be denominator reduced in G. Let P be the denominator
after these reductions. Suppose further that P can be written in the form
Zi@g\HCI)g\H with only the vertices where H s attached involved in the
partitions. Then

0 ifm <2
P=q92,,  ifm=2
UoynQ ifm=3
for some Q.

Before proving this result let us consider it briefly. From the preceding
discussion we see that if we are in ¢* and H is a vertex subdivergence of
G, then we have m = 2 and k = 3 or 4 in the proposition. Thus with the
hypotheses of the proposition we conclude that P = \I/2G JH and hence in
this case we have another way to see that the co invariant is zero.

The hypothesis on P deserves further explanation. If the denominator
one step before P was expressible as a product of two Dodgson polynomials
then P will be a difference of products of pairs of Dodgson polynomials, and
since every Dodgson polynomial can be written as a signed sum of spanning
forest polynomials, we get the desired hypothesis on P.

The proof of the proposition is a degree counting exercise.

Proof. Any 5-invariant in G has degree 2hg — 5 and each subsequent de-
nominator reduction decreases the degree of the denominator by 1, so

deg P =2hg — Ny = 2(hgyu + hr) — Nu = 2hgyp +2—m

Wen g has degree hg g — k+ 1. Thus a spanning forest of G\ H with i trees
has degree hgyy — k +i. A partition involving only the vertices where H
is attached has at most k parts. Thus the maximum degree of a spanning
forest polynomial associated to such a partition is hg /.

If m < 2 then P has degree at least 2hg+1, but the maximum degree of
a product of two spanning forest polynomials of the desired form is 2hg /7,
so P =0.

If m = 2 then P has degree 2hgy. Thus P is a sum of product of pairs
of spanning forest polynomials each with k trees. But there is only one
spanning forest polynomial with £ trees and k vertices in the partition: each
vertex is in a different part. Furthermore this spanning forest polynomial is
the same as the spanning forest polynomial with one part when all k vertices
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are identified. But G\ H with the vertices where H is connected identified
is exactly G//H. Thus P = \I’QG//H.

If m = 3 then P has degree 2hg/y — 1. This means that each term of P
is a product of a spanning forest polynomial with &k trees and one with k — 1
trees. But as shown in the previous paragraph the only spanning forest of
the desired form with k trees is U /. Thus we can factor out V¢ p and
we obtain P = Vg ,yQ where @ is a linear combination of spanning forest
polynomials with £ — 1 trees. O

Something similar happens if we reduce the outer graph rather than the
inserted graph. For insertions of ¢* primitive graphs into primitive graphs
this would be the case m =3 and k =3 or m =4 and k = 4.

Corollary 41. Using the notation of proposition assume we can addi-
tionally reduce the k edges of the join. Let P be the resulting denominator
and assume P satisfies the property satisfied by P in proposition [{0 Then

\Ifg\G2Q me:k?—l

for some Q.

Proof. Begin as in the proof of proposition Then
deg P = deg P — k = 2hqyp +2 —m — k.

W\ p has degree hgyp—k+1. This is the unique spanning forest polynomial
of G\H of this degree and no such spanning forest polynomial can have
smaller degree. The result follows. O

6. DENOMINATOR IDENTITIES AND co

Given that denominator reduction computes the ¢ invariant it is natural
to ask how the ¢y invariant relates to identities between denominators. The
double triangle identity [13] is also an identity of ¢y invariants, and is a major
tool to predict the weight of Feynman graphs. For denominator identities
with more than two terms the situation is more subtle. Two important such
identities are the STU-type identity coming from splitting a 4-valent vertex,
and the 4 term relation.

6.1. An identity for 4-valent vertices. Let GG be a graph containing a
4-valent vertex with vertices 1,2, 3,4 pictured below on the left, where the
white vertices denote vertices which are connected to the rest of the graph.
Resolve the 4-valent vertex into three smaller graphs as shown:



PROPERTIES OF ¢ INVARIANTS OF FEYNMAN GRAPHS 27

1

“p L O

3

G G123} G 13,24} Gr12,.34)
There exist three spanning forest polynomials A, B, C such that
Voot ~TAB) Vo =FA=0), Aoy | =HB-C),

where A, B,C € Z[xs, . ..,xzn.] (by [13], Example 13). Specifically,
A= UGB | p_ Ut o pllanes)

Lemma 42. Consider a fifth edge 5 in G. Then
+90;(1,2,3,4,5) = [A, By, + [B,Clay + [C, Al
Proof. For any partition p of {1,2,3,4} into two sets, U7, = :I:\I’ZG’JP One of
the many definitions of the five-invariant is:
+905(1,2,3,4,5) = £[05 03, =+[B—-C,A—Cl,, .
The result follows by linearity of the resultant. O

This is not a typical denominator identity since it uses the decomposition
into A, B, and C. It becomes a true denominator identity when edge 5
forms a triangle with 1 and 2. In this case G134y has a double edge which
gives a denominator of 0 when those edges are reduced and so only two terms
remain on the right hand side. Specifically, we get the following proposition.

Proposition 43. Let G be as illustrated above and let edge 5 form a triangle
with edges 1 and 2. Choose any 6th edge from G, then
D& (1,2,3,4,5,6) = iDé{14723}(5,e,f, 6) + Dé{ww(&s,e,f, 6)
where N o
DE(i, 5, k1) = 0wt
which depends on the order of the arguments.

Proof. Let A, B,C be defined as above. In the quotient G//5, the vertices
1 and 2 are identified, which implies that B and C vanish at x5 = 0, by
contraction-deletion. By the previous lemma

+505(1,2,3,4,5) = [A,Blys +[B,Clas + [C, Al
= (C°-B")4;
where we write A = A%z5 + A5, and so on, as usual. Then, using the fact
that Bs = C5 = 0, we deduce that
j:6\I/G(17273747576) - [A57C5]:C6 - [A57B5]1‘6
= [A5 — C5,A4° = C%lag — [A5 — B5, A — B,
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By the Dodgson identity, it is true for any graph polynomial ¥ that
[\I/Zj, \Ilik7jk]xl — \Ilil’jk\llik7jl )

L. . o ’l,j _ _ 7/7]
Writing A — C' = ‘I/G{w’%} and A— B = \I'G{Mgg}

of the proposition. O

, we obtain the statement

If we fix the signs in the D}, by defining D¢, = \I/gkl\llléfj ! then, following
the signs through the above proof, we obtain

D8(1,2,3,4,5,6) = + (Dgg{lw}(&s, e.f.6) ~ D&, . (5.e.f. 6))

Remark 44. The preceding proposition implies the double triangle identity
from [13]. It also explains the ad hoc identities from subsection 4.6 of [13]
if one also keeps track of the signs from the proof of the proposition. For
example, using the notation of that paper, if we apply proposition [{3 to
the middle left vertex of 8, then we obtain (with signs) 62 — 63 giving the
polynomial (xy + yz + xz) — xz = y(x + 2). Applying the proposition to the
top left vertex of 8, we obtain two permutations of 63 giving the polynomial
Yz + xy.

Likewise, applying proposition [43 twice to 10, gives the three different
permutations of 63 and so correctly computes p(10p). Consequently, these
types of identities are no longer ad hoc, but come from splitting 4-valent
vertices.

6.2. 4-term relation. One very important relation in mathematics [2],
which is also found in quantum field theory [6], is the 4-term relation. The
¢ invariant does not satisfy this relation, but it is nonetheless a true identity
of denominators.

Let

each with the same external graph attached to the white vertices.
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Theorem 45.
+D§, £ DG, £ DG, £ DG, =0

Proof. Beginning with G calculate
006, (1,2,3,4,5) = UG H 0 — v Bu g

Since only edges 1, 5, and 6 are adjacent to vertex f, reducing by edge 6
gives
6 126,346 7,145,235 146,236 1,125,345
iDG1(172,37 4,57 6) - \PG175 \PG176 - \PG1,5 \PGl,G
Since only edges 2, 6, and 7 are adjacent to vertex g, reducing by edge 7

gives

7 _ 1,126,346 1,1457,2357 146,236 7,1257,3457
+D0, (1,2,3,4,5,6,7) = U 0w 0020 — w020 g

o \11126’346 1457,2357
— T Gh1,57 G1,6

since \1/35273457 = 0 by the vanishing property §2.2] (4) as h is 3-valent.

Let

1457,2357 {a,b,c,d,e} .
Note that \IIGI’6 = j:<I>H\1’273’475’6 since both correspond to the same

spanning forest polynomials.

126,346 _ 156,234 . .
Furthermore, \1/01757 =+Vy since both correspond up to a sign to

¢{b7d}7{cve} _ @{bve}v{cvd}
H\1,2,3,4,5,6 H\1,2,3,4,5,6"

Thus, up to signs,
DE, (1,2,5,3,4,6,7) = Ut #afibetd

Arguing similarly for Go, G3, and G4 we get

7 | 146,236 1. 1257,3457 | 134,256 « {a.b,c,dse}
D¢, (1,2,3,4,5,6,7) = £V, 57"V s =2V TP 125456

7 _ 146,236 1, 1257,3457 124,356 = {a,b,c,d,e}
DG3(1,2,3,4,5,6, 7 = i\IIGS,W \IIGS,ﬁ =+Vy @H\1’273’475’6

7 | 126,346 1 1457,2357 | 123,456 x {a,b,c.dye}
D¢, (1,2,3,4,5,6,7) = £V "W g =EVET P 125456

All together
+ DG, + Df, + DG, + D,

. 234,156 134,256 124,356 123,456\ r.{a,b,c.d,e}
= (i‘I'H + ‘I’H + ‘I'H + ‘I'H )<1>H\1,2,3,4,5,6 =0

which vanishes for appropriate sign choices by the Pliicker identity with

n=3 (§232). 0
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Although there is no well-defined way to fix the signs in the denominator
reduction for a single graph in general, we can determine signs for the D"’s
of the above graphs. For this, viewing the arguments to the 5 invariant as
ordered, we can choose the sign given by the positive sign in the expres-
sion in definition [[I] following that, fix the signs of later reductions where
either the constant or quadratic term vanishes by choosing the sign of the
constant term in the previous step. With these conventions and the order
and orientations given in the illustrations, the above proof gives that

(44) D, — D&, + DG, — D, =0

This identity strongly suggests a connection to the 4-term relation for
chord diagrams in knot theory [2]. The other key identity in chord diagrams
is the one-term relation. For denominators, the one-term relation is the fact
that graphs of the form

b

are zero after integrating the five indicated edges. To see this, write the
5-invariant of the five edges joining a, b, ¢, and d in spanning forest polyno-
mials,

4 (q){a,c},{b,d} _ @{a,d},{b,c}> Pplabiedy

This is zero since in both terms of the first factor there are parts which
appear in both components of the graph and no edges remaining to join
them.

Note that, unfortunately the four-term relation does not hold at the level
of the ¢y invariant. As an example take P7 1; from [20]. From the illustration
in that paper, label the vertices counterclockwise from 3 o’clock starting with
label 0. Next make a double triangle expansion of vertex 1 in triangle 012
so that the new vertex is adjacent to vertex 6. Remove the new vertex. This
graph has the same ¢y invariant as P711. However if we use the seven edges
03, 08, 01, 12, 25, 14, and 27 with vertex 7 playing the role of e, then the
four ¢y invariants do not cancel.
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