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A bstract

The Jacobian conjecture is an old unsolved problem in m athem atics,which

has been unsuccessfully attacked from m any di�erent angles. W e add here an-

other point ofview pertaining to the so called form alinverse approach,that of

perturbativequantum �eld theory.

K ey w ords :Jacobian conjecture,Reversion,Quantum �eld theory.

I Introduction

The purpose ofthis m odest note,forwhich we claim no originality except

that ofconnecting apparently unrelated �elds,is to draw the attention of

theoreticalphysicists to one ofthe m ajorunsolved problem s ofm athem at-

ics[35],viz. the Jacobian conjecture. The question isso sim ple thatitwas

coined in [6]a problem in \high schoolalgebra". One can form ulate it as

follows.

LetF :C n ! C
n bea m ap written in coordinatesas

F(x1;:::;xn)= (F1(x1;:::;xn);:::;Fn(x1;:::;xn)): (1)
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One says that F is a polynom ialm ap ifthe functions Fi : C
n ! C are

polynom ial.SupposethattheJacobian determ inant

JF(x1;:::;xn)
def
= det

�
@Fi

@xj
(x1;:::;xn)

�

(2)

is identically equalto a nonzero constant. Show then that F is globally

invertible(forthecom position ofm aps)and thatitsinverseG
def
= F � 1 isalso

a polynom ialm ap.

Sinceitwas�rstproposed in [25](forn = 2and polynom ialswith integral

coe�cients),thisproblem hasresisted allattem ptsforasolution.In fact,this

seem ingly sim ple problem is quite an em barrassm ent. Indeed,som e faulty

proofs have even been published (see the indispensable [10]and [17]for a

review).W e willshow here thatthe Jacobian conjecture can beform ulated

in very niceway asa question in preturbative quantum �eld theory (QFT).

W ealso expectany futureprogresson thisquestion to bebene�cialnotonly

for m athem atics,but also for theoreticalphysics as it would enhance our

understanding ofperturbation theory.

A know ledgm ents : The author is gratefulto V.Rivasseau for early en-

couragem entsand collaboration on thisproject.Som eoftheideaspresented

herearedueto him .W ethank D.Brydges,C.deCalan and J.M agnen for

enlighting discussions. W e also thank J.Feldm an for his invitation to the

M athem aticsDepartm entofthe University ofBritish Colum bia where part

ofthiswork wasdone.Thepicturesin thisarticlehavebeen drawn using a

softwarepackagekindly provided by J.Feldm an.

II T he form alinverse as a one-point correla-

tion function

Them osttem pting,yetunfortunately leastdeveloped,lineofattack on the

Jacobian conjecture is the so called form alinverse approach. One tries to

solve explicitly for x = (x1;:::;xn) in the equation y = F(x),one then

�nds a power series expression for x in term s ofy = (y1;:::;yn). By the

uniquenessofthepowerseriesinverse,allonehasto do then isto show that

itisin facta polynom ial,thatistheterm sofhigh degreein they variables

vanish.Oneofthem any reasonsthisapproach isin itsinfancy isthatittook
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m ore than two centuries(say from [27]to [10])to have a workable form ula

for the form alinverse in the m ultivariable case. Early contributions can

be found in [28,23,15,36,29,21]. An im portantcontribution concerning

form alinversion isdue to Gurjarand Abhyankar[7].M odern litteratureon

reversion and Lagrange-Good typeform ulasishugeand weinvitethereader

to consult[10,20,22,40]form orecom pletereferences.The�rstform ula for

thecoe�cientsoftheform alinversepowerseriesG in term softhoseofF is

dueto J.Towberand was�rstpublished in [41].In physicists’term soursis

thefollowing.

C laim : (A .A .,V .R ivasseau)Theform alsolution ofy = F(x),without

any assum ption on F exceptthatitslinearpartisinvertible,isthepertuba-

tion expansion ofthenorm alized one-pointcorrelation function

xi=
1

Z

Z

Cn

d�d� �ie
� �F (�)+ �y (3)

where �1;:::�n,�1;:::;�n are the com ponents ofa com plex Bosonic �eld.

Theintegration isoverC n with them easure

d�d�
def
=

nY

i= 1

�
d(Re �i)d(Im �i)

�

�

; (4)

weused thenotation �F(�)
def
=
P n

i= 1
�iFi(�1;:::;�n),�y

def
=
P n

i= 1
�iyi,and

Z
def
=

Z

Cn

d�d� e
� �F (�)+ �y (5)

W eobtained thisexpression by solving iteratively theequation y = F(x)

thereby generating a tree expansion in the sam e way one expresses the ef-

fectiveaction �(�)in term softhelogarithm W (J)ofthepartition function

in QFT (see [42]forinstance). W e then determ ined the Feynm an rules of

thistree expansion and �nally the \path integral" form ulation (3),only to

realize that in fact ourform ula is closely related to the one introduced by

G.Gallavotti,following a suggestion ofG.Parisi,to express the Lindstedt

perturbation seriesin thecontextofKAM theory [18].

A m athem atician willundoubtedly shriek atthesightofequation (3).In

thefollowing,wewillstateand proveaprecisetheorem ,using som eanalysis,

for the case where Fi(x) = xi� H i(x),with the H i(x),1 � i� n,being
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hom ogenousofthesam edegreed.Indeed,itisenough totreatthecubiccase

d = 3,foralldim ensionsn,in orderto provetheJacobian conjecturein full

generality [10]. However,form ula (3)iscom pletely com binatorialin nature

and its proper setting is in the ring ofform alpower series with variables

corresponding to the coe�cients ofF togetherwith the y i’s,overany �eld

ofzero characteristic.Onesim ply hasto de�neform alGaussian integration,

som ewhatin the spiritof[8,9]. W e referto the expository article [1]fora

form ulation and proofofourclaim asa decentm athem aticaltheorem .The

latterarticlewillalsoprovidem oredetailson how Feynm an diagram scan be

usefulin algebraic com binatorics and how wellthey �tin the Joyaltheory

ofcom binatorialspecies[24].W ealso referto [2]fora very sim ple heuristic

proofoftheLagrange-Good m ultivariableinversion form ula,which becom es

a fully rigorousand purely com binatorialproofwhen interpreted using the

form alism of[1].

Now letFi(x)= xi� H i(x)with H i(x)written in tensorialnotation as

H i(x)=
1

d!

nX

j1;:::;jd= 1

wi;j1:::jd
xj1 :::xjd (6)

so thatthe1-contravariantand d-covarianttensorwi;j1:::jd
iscom pletely sym -

m etricin thej indices.Letuswrite

�w�
d def
=

nX

i= 1

nX

j1;:::;jd= 1

�iwi;j1:::jd
�j1 :::�jd (7)

so that(3)becom es

G i(y)=

R

d�d� �iexp
�

��� + 1

d!
�w�d + �y

�

R

d�d� exp
�

��� + 1

d!
�w�d + �y

� (8)

Thefreepropagatorisrepresented asan oriented line

i j
= �ij (9)

forthe contraction ofa pair�i�j. There are two types ofvertices: the w-

verticesrepresented by

d halflines= �w�
d (10)
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and they-verticesrepresented by

= �y : (11)

As is wellknown in QFT,the num erator and denom inator of(8) can be

calculated by expanding

exp

�
1

d!
�w�

d + �y

�

and integrating term by term with respectto thenorm alized com plex Gaus-

sian m easure d�d� e� ��. The result is a sum over allpossible Feynm an

diagram sthatcan bebuiltfrom theverticesof(9)and (10)(and thesource

�i forthe num erator)by joining the half-lines ofcom patible directions. A

quick look at the vertices shows that the only possible diagram s are trees

connected to the source �i,orvacuum graphsm ade by an oriented loop of

say k � 1 w-verticesto which k(d� 1)trees,whoseleavesarey-vertices,are

attached. W hen one factors out the denom inator,the only diagram s that

rem ain arem adeofa singletreewith thesource�i asitsroot.Therefore,at

leastform ally,wehave

G i(y)=
X

V � 0

X

N � 0

1

V !N !

X

T

A i(T ) (12)

where T is a Cayley tree (viewed as a set ofunordered pairs) on a �nite

setE = E (V;N ). The latterischosen,non canonically,once foreach pair

(V;N ),and m ust be the disjointunion ofE root ofcardinality 1,E internal of

cardinality V and E leaf ofcardinality N . T isconstrained by the condition

that elem ents ofE root [ E leaf have valence 1 while those ofE internal have

valence d+ 1. This autom atically enforces the relation (d� 1)V = N � 1

which can be checked by counting the half-lines. Even though we write,in

thesequel,seem ingly independentsum soverV and N ,thepreviousrelation

isallwaysassum ed.

W enow de�netheam plitudeA i(T ).OnedirectstheedgesofT towards

therootin E root.Foreach such edgel2 T ,oneintroducesan index ilin the
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setf1;:::;ng.Onethen considerstheexpression A i(T ;(il)l2T )which isthe

productofthefollowing factors.

-Foreach a 2 E leaf,ifl(a)isthe unique line going from a,we take the

factoryil(a).

-Foreach b2 E internal,iffl1(b);:::;ld(b)g isthe setoflinescom ing into

band l0(b)istheuniquelineleaving b,wetakethefactorwil0(b)
;il1(b)

:::ild(b)
.

Theresulting m onom ialin they’sand w’sisA i(T ;(il)l2T )by de�nition.

Finally A i(T )isthe sum ofA i(T ;(il)l2T )overallthe indices(il)l2T except

the index ofthe line arriving atthe rootwhich is �xed atthe value i,the

sourceindex.

Forexam ple,with d = 3,theam plitudeofthefollowing treewith V = 4

and N = 9

i

is

A i(T )=

nX

�1;:::;�12= 1

wi;�1�2�3w�1;�4�5�6w�3;�7�8�9

w�9;�10�11�12y�2y�4y�5y�6y�7y�8y�10y�11y�12 : (13)

Notethat,bytheCayleyform ulaforthenum beroftreeswith preassigned

valences,thesum overT has

((1+ V + N )� 2)!

(1� 1)!((d+ 1)� 1)!V (1� 1)!N
=
(V + N � 1)!

d!V
term s: (14)
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Letusintroducethenorm s

jjwjj1 ;1

def
= m ax

1� i� n

nX

j1;:::;jd= 1

jwi;j1:::jd
j (15)

and

jjyjj1
def
= m ax

1� i� n
jyij: (16)

W enow have

T heorem 1 The series

G i(y)=
X

V � 0

X

N � 0

1

V !N !

X

T

A i(T ) (17)

isabsolutely convergent,provided

jjyjj1 < R
def
=

�
d!

2djjwjj1 ;1

� d� 1

(18)

and satis�es,on thisdom ain ofconvergence,

jjG(y)jj1 �
jjyjj1

1�
jjyjj1

R

(19)

and

F(G(y))= y : (20)

Proof:Oneeasily provesby bounding thew and y factorsin A i(T ;(il)l2T )

by theirm oduliand sum m ing theindices,starting with theleavesand pro-

gressing towardstheroot,that

jA i(T )j� jjwjj1 ;1
V
jjyjj1

N
(21)

forany �xed treeT .Therefore

X

V;N � 0

1

V !N !

X

T

jA i(T )j

�
X

V � 0

(dV )!jjwjj1 ;1
V
jjyjj1

(d� 1)V + 1

V !((d� 1)V + 1)!d!V
(22)

� jjyjj1

X

V � 0

(dV )!

V !((d� 1)V )!

 

jjwjj1 ;1jjyjj1
d� 1

d!

! V

(23)
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and onesim ply uses
(dV )!

V !((d� 1)V )!
� 2dV (24)

to conclude theconvergence proofand obtain thebound (19).Now observe

that,on theconvergence dom ain

G i(y)= yi+
X

V ;N ;T

V � 1

1

V !N !
A i(T ) (25)

where the last sum is over trees with at least one w-vertex linked directly

to theroot.Thissum can beperform ed in the following way.Onechooses,

am ongtheV internalw-vertices,thevertex w0 2 E internalwhich hookstothe

root.Thiscostsa factorV .Then onedividestherem aining verticesinto an

unordered collection ofsetsE 1;:::;E d such thatE i hasViw-verticesand N i

y-vertices.Thiscostsa factor

1

d!

(V � 1)!

V1!:::Vd!

N !

N 1!:::N d!
:

Finally onesum soverallpossibletreesT1;:::Td on E 1[ fw0g;:::;E d[ fw0g

asbefore. The corresponding am plitudesdo notdepend on the location of

thesetsE i in E ,butonly on thecardinalitiesVi and N i.Therefore

G i(y)= yi+
X

V1;:::;Vd� 0

N 1;:::;N d� 1

nX

i1;:::;id= 1

X

T1;:::;Td

1

V !N !

V:(V � 1)!:N !

d!V1!:::Vd!N 1!:::N d!
wi;i1:::id

A i1(T1):::A id
(Td) (26)

= yi+

nX

i1;:::;id= 1

1

d!
wi;i1:::id

G i1(y):::G id
(y) (27)

= yi+ H i(G(y)) (28)

from which (20)follows.

Asa resulttheTaylorseriesofG attheorigin istherightcom positional

inverse ofF. Now algebraic com binatorialists m ight not be too im pressed

by thissince one can readily rewrite form ula (12)underthe form given by
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Towber [40]or Singer [34]. So the series expansion ofthe form alinverse

itselfisnotnew.To obtain a realim provem enton previousapproachesone

hasto return to the m ore fundam entalequation (3)and really considerthe

\integrals" appearing in it as,well,integrals on which one can try allthe

toolsofordinary calculus:integration by parts,changeofvariables:::Foran

exam pleofthem athem aticalutility ofthisway ofproceeding,see[8,9,32].

R em ark : Note thatthe generalized forestform ula ofTowber[40]can be

easilyderived from theperturbationexpansion ofhighercorrelation functions

< �
�1
1 :::��nn >,whereweused thestandard statisticalm echanicsnotation

< 
(�;�)>
def
=

1

Z

Z

d�d� 
(�;�)e� ��+
1

d!
�w �d+ �y

: (29)

III C om m ents on the Jacobian conjecture

III.1 W hatdoestheconstantJacobian condition m ean?

Supposethat

Fi(x)= xi�

nX

j1;:::;jd= 1

1

d!
wi;j1:::jd

xj1 :::xjd (30)

is such that JF(x) = 1 for allx. Severalconclusions can be drawn from

thisconstraint. One thatisdue to V.Rivasseau isthatourQFT m odelis

self-norm alized.In otherwords

Z = 1 : (31)

Indeed,by writing theFeynm an diagram expansion of

Z =

Z

d�d� e
� ��+

1

d!
�w �d+ �y (32)

onecan easily show that

logZ =
X

k� 1

1

k
tr
�

M (G(y))k
�

(33)

whereM (x)isthem atrix with entries

M ij(x)
def
=

@H i

@xj
(x) (34)

=
1

(d� 1)!

nX

j1;:::;jd� 1= 1

wi;jj1:::jd� 1
xj1 :::xjd� 1

(35)
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thatis

Z = exp(�tr log(I� M (G(y)))) (36)

=
1

det
�
@F

@x
(G(y))

� (37)

=
1

JF(G(y))
: (38)

In thecasewhereFi(x)= xi� H i(x)with theH i(x)hom ogenousofthesam e

degreed,itiseasy toshow thattheJacobian condition isequivalenttoM (x)

being nilpotentforallx (see[10]).Thereareessentially two waysto express

this

M (x)n = 0; 8x 2 C
n (39)

or

tr
�

M (x)k
�

= 0; 8k � 1;8x 2 C
n (40)

Equation (39) m eans that when one considers a chain (or caterpillar)

diagram like

i j

(41)

with n w-vertices,itscontribution,for�xed iand j,iszeroaftersym m etriza-

tion oftheindicesofthen(d� 1)incom ing lowerlegs.

Equation (40)m eansthatloop diagram slike

(42)

with k � 1w-vertices,vanish aftersym m etrization oftheindicesofthek(d�

1) incom ing legs. The form alinverse approach to the Jacobian conjecture

can now berephrased asthefollowing
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Problem :Show explicitlythatin thepolynom ialalgebraC[w]with indeter-

m inatesgiven bythetensorelem entswi;j1:::jd
,they = 0connected correlation

functions

< �i�j1 :::�jN >
c
y= 0

belongtotheradicaloftheidealgenerated by thesym m etrizedchainsand/or

loops,provided thedegreeN islargeenough.

Thisstatem entisbytheHilbertnullstellensatzequivalenttotheJacobian

conjecture.Itiseven atheorem duetoS.W ang[38]in the(d = 2)quadratic

case. The proofisnon constructive however,and an explicitcom binatorial

argum entisan urgentdesideratum .

III.2 C hains and/or loops?

LetcbetheidealofC[w]generated by thesym m etrized chainsoflength n,

and letlbe the idealgenerated by the sym m etrized loopsoflength k � 1.

W hileitisvery tem pting to work with c,itseem sm orefundam entalto use

l. This conclusion is im plicit in [40]. Indeed the author uses the diagonal

m inorsum s,i.e. the elem entary sym m etric functionsofthe eigenvalues,to

express the nilpotence ofM (x),instead ofthe m atrix elem ents ofM (x)n.

W e use the loops,thatisthe Newton powersum softhe eigenvalues,which

m akes no di�erence since our ground ring is C. Note that c � l: this is

the Cayley-Ham ilton theorem ,i.e. \the Jacobian problem ford = 1"! But

we also have l�
p
c,trivially because a nilpotent m atrix m ust have zero

eigenvaluesand therefore theNewton sum softhese eigenvaluesarezero.It

isvery instructivetounderstand thesetwoelem entary statem entsin apurely

com binatorialway. Regarding the �rstinclusion,we were surprised to �nd

in the recent literature a com binatorialproof,with a avor ofloop-erased

random walk,ofthe em inently classicalCayley-Ham ilton theorem [37]. As

for the second inclusion,there is a very nice explicit Ferm ionic proof[12]

that,fora generic n � n m atrix N ,(tr N )k(n� 1)+ 1 isin the idealgenerated

by them atrix elem entsofN k.

To see why the idealc is tem pting to work with,we need to recalla

theorem ,�rstconjectured by W ang in thequadraticcase[38],and proved in

fullgenerality by O.Gabber(see[10]).

T heorem 2 IfF :C n ! C
n isglobally invertiblewith polynom ialinverseG

then

deg G � (deg F)n� 1 (43)
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where deg F
def
= m ax1� i� n(deg Fi)and likewise forG.

In ourcontext,thism eansthatthevanishingoftheconnected correlation

functions < �i�j1 :::�jN > c
y= 0 should happen as soon as N > dn� 1. Note

thatthisbound issaturated by thewellknown triangularexam plegiven by

Fi(x)= xi� x
d
i+ 1,for1� i� n� 1,and Fn(x)= xn.Butd

n� 1 isthem axim al

num berofleavesofthoseofourtreeswhich havea depth lessthan orequal

to n � 1. Ifthe chains in (41) needed not be sym m etrized,the Jacobian

conjecturewould betrivial!Indeed,a treewith m orethan dn� 1 leavesm ust

havea chain oflength atleastn,going from theroot�i to oneoftheleaves

�j�.Thisobservation,which goesback to [10],waslikely them ain im petus

behind theform alinverse approach.

Rem ark that ifwe condition the sum over Feynm an diagram s for the

correlations< �i�j1 :::�jN > c
y= 0,by requiring the path between theroot�i

and a speci�ed leaf�j� to be ofa certain length � n;the branches willbe

autom atically sym m etrized and the result would be zero. The problem is

thatwe cannotknow in advance which leafwillbe linked to the rootby a

long chain.

In relation to previously used form alinversion form ulas,letusm ention

that it is against QFT wisdom to m ix the index space f1;:::;ng and the

abstract space E that labels the vertices,as far as the com binatorics are

concerned.From a QFT pointofview,which adm ittedly isonly oneam ong

m any on theJacobian conjecture,itisunnaturalto usesum sovercolored or

planarobjects,asthisreducessym m etry in the resulting expansion instead

ofenhancing it.W eneverthelessconcede thepointthatplanarity can serve

to\locate"thelongchain,and orderthetreesaccordingly,which isthem ain

ingredientofthecom binatorial\tourdeforce" of[34].

Oneofthecasestreated in thelatterarticleisthatofFi(x)= xi� H i(x),

with theH ihom ogenousofthesam edegreedand them atrix M (x)nilpotent

oforder2. Thishasalready been treated in [10]and [13]forinstance,but

letussketch how to prove thisresultwith ourQFT m odel. The argum ent

isadapted from an idea by V.Rivasseau.

Firstperform the translation change ofvariables� ! � + y,� ! � in

(3)to get,using Z = 1,

G i(y)= yi+

Z

d�(�;�)�ie
�H (�+ y) (44)

where d�(�;�)
def
= d�d� e� ��. This unorthodox change ofvariables used
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in (44),which treats� and � asindependentvariablesand notascom plex

conjugates ofone another,can be justi�ed a posterioriby com paring the

diagram m atic expansionson both sidesofthe equation. One can integrate

thesource�i by partsto get

G i(y) = yi+

Z

d�(�;�)
@

@�i

e
�H (�+ y) (45)

= yi+

Z

d�(�;�)H i(� + y)e�H (�+ y) (46)

= yi+

Z

d�(�;�)H i(� + y)es�H (�+ y)

�
�
�
�
s= 1

: (47)

Then,interpolatebetween s= 1 and s= 0 to get

G i(y)= yi+

Z

d�(�;�)H i(� + y)+

Z
1

0

ds 
i(s;y) (48)

where


i(s;y)
def
=

Z

d�(�;�)H i(� + y)
�

�H (� + y)
�

e
s�H (�+ y)

: (49)

Notice thatthe second term of(48)reducesto H i(y),whereasforthe third

wehave,by integrating the� by parts


i(s;y) =

nX

j= 1

Z

d�(�;�)
@

@�j

�

H i(� + y)H j(� + y)es�H (�+ y)

�

(50)

= 
1

i(s;y)+ 
2

i(s;y)+ 
3

i(s;y) (51)

where


1

i(s;y)
def
=

Z

d�(�;�)

 
nX

j= 1

M ij(� + y)H j(� + y)

!

e
s�H (�+ y) (52)


2

i(s;y)
def
=

Z

d�(�;�)H i(� + y)

 
nX

j= 1

M jj(� + y)

!

e
s�H (�+ y) (53)

and


3

i(s;y)
def
=

Z

d�(�;�)H i(� + y)

 
nX

j;k= 1

H j(� + y)s�kM kj(� + y)

!

e
s�H (�+ y)

(54)
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Note that 
2
i(s;y) = 0 since it contains

P
n

j= 1
M jj(x) = tr M (x) at x =

�+ y,and M (x)isnilpotent.Likewise,
1
i(s;y)and 


3
i(s;y)vanish sincethe

integrand containsa factoroftheform

nX

j= 1

M kj(x)H j(x) =
1

d

nX

j;l= 1

M kj(x)M jl(x)xl (55)

=
1

d

nX

l= 1

�

M (x)2
�

kl
xl (56)

= 0 (57)

where we used Euler’sidentity forthe hom ogenousH i’s,and the factthat

M (x)isnilpotentoforder2.Asa resultG i(y)= yi+ H i(y).

III.3 T he Pauliexclusion principle

In orderto be able to prove the Jacobian conjecture by purely com binato-

rialm eans,one needsto exhibita volum e e�ectsim ilarto the Pauliexclu-

sion principle,asotherwise onewould notsee the�nitenessoftheindex set

f1;:::;ngwithin thestrictly tensorialFeynm an diagram m aticnotation were

indicesare contracted i.e.sum m ed over. One would love to have Ferm ions,

instead Bosons,entering the picture. Let us m ention three,typically �eld

theoretic,ideas thathave notbeen pursued in previous attem pts with the

form alinverse approach,and which deserve furtherinvestigation.

III.3.1 Supersym m etry

One way to introduce Ferm ions in a purely Bosonic m odelis to exhibit a

supersym m etry.Ifthiscould bedone;itwould probably bethe\voieroyale"

towardsunderstanding theconjecture.Unfortunately wehavenotbeen able

to m ake m uch headway in this direction so far. Let us sim ply m ention a

strange feature ofour m odelthat hints towards a hidden supersym m etry.

As a result ofour choice ofvertices and the fact that the propagators are

directed,the perturbation expansion ofthe one-point function is reduced

to a tree graph expansion. Thism eansthatthe sem i-classicalexpansion of

ourm odelaround the \false vacuum " � = 0,� = 0 is exact. Besides,the

\integrals"in(3)which aresupposed tobeoverC n reducetothecontribution
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ofa singlecriticalpoint:the\truevaccum " obtained by solving

@

@�i

�

�F(�)� �y
�

= 0 (58)

and
@

@�i

�

�F(�)� �y
�

= 0 (59)

thatis� = G(y)and � = 0.Thisisrem iniscentoftheDuisterm aat-Heckm an

theorem [16]which isknown to involve supersym m etry (see[39]).

III.3.2 R enorm alization

TheGabberinversedegreebound,togetherwith thepreviously given exam -

ple thatsaturatesit,suggestthatthe soughtexclusion principle hasto act

along the chainsfrom the rootto the leavesofthe treesbutnotacross,i.e.

within generations.Thisisquiteodd in view oftheeventualintroduction of

Ferm ionicvariablesin ourm odel.Thishoweverhintsto thepossibility that

the problem m ay com e from \divergent" two-pointsubgraphs i.e. partsof

thediagram sthatlook like

i j

(60)

wheretheto indicesiand j coincide.Thisleadsto thefollowing.

Q uestion :Istherea way to elim inate these\divergent" piecesby adding,

to the \action" �F(�)� �y,counter-term s that are m ade ofsym m etrized

loops?

Thisispossibleford = 1,thatistheCayley-Ham ilton theorem ,butdoes

not seem to be the consequence ofa naturalrenorm alization condition on

the two-point correlation function. It would be interesting to explore this
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idea using thenew pointofview on renorm alization pioneered by A.Connes

and D.Kreim er[14]since one oftheirm otivationswasthe study ofform al

di�eom orphism swhich isclearly related to oursubjectm aterial.

III.3.3 R everse M ayer expansion

W e have repeatedly m entioned the Cayley-Ham ilton theorem asthe d = 1

case ofthe Jacobian conjecture. Let us now m ake this m ore precise. If

d = 1 then Fi(x) = xi � H i(x) with H i(x) =
P

n

j= 1
wi;jxj and M (x) =

M = (wi;j)1� i;j� n. W hen y = 0,the only interesting connected correlation

functions < �i�j1 :::�jN > c
y= 0 are forN = 1,and their Feynm an diagram

expansion only generateschainsoftheform

i j

(61)

Ifwe use the loop ideallin the form ulation ofthe problem in section III.1,

thentheensuingstatem entthatchainsoflength� n belongto
p
l,orsim plyl

here,istheCayley-Ham ilton theorem .Thereforeany com binatorialsolution

ofthis problem ,for generald,should atthe very leastreproduce this well

known result. Now the Cayley-Ham ilton theorem isthe statem entthatthe

derivative of 1

Z
= det(I� M ),with respectto a m atrix elem entofM ,has

a vanishing com ponentin degreen in theM ij variables.Thisin turn stem s

from the factthat 1

Z
is itselfa polynom ialofdegree n in M . W e allknow

thisfrom our\Ferm ionic/determ inantal" upbringing,butletussupposefor

a m om entthatallweknow isBosonsand theonly expression availableto us

is

Z =

Z

d�d� e
� ��+ �M �

: (62)

It is am using to prove that 1

Z
is a polynom ialin M ofdegree at m ost n,

using thisform ula.Letusexplain an answerthatisinspired from theM ayer

expansion in statisticalm echanics(see[33]),and constructiveQFT (see[30]).

Considerthepartition function Z ofa gasofpropagators

i j
= �ij (63)
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and vertices

i j
= M ij (64)

with two kindsofinteractions.

-The propagators attach to the vertices in allpossible ways,as when

applying W ick’stheorem .

-Thepropagatorscan interactby M ayer-linksrepresented by a squiggly

line

i j

(65)

and carrying a factor��ij where iand j are the indices ofthe two propa-

gators. One also assigns by hand a factor �1 per propagator-vertex loop,

which weconfessischeating a bit.Z isthereforea sum ofobjectslike

(66)

with theappropriatesym m etry factors,thatis 1

k
foreach oriented loop with

k vertices,an overall 1

m !
iftherearem loops,and aglobalsign (�1)m .On the
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onehand,ifonesum soverthestructureofM ayer-links,with�xedcontraction

ofthepropagatorstothevertices,onerebuildsa\hardcoreconstraint"factor

(1� �ij)foreach pairofpropagators,which istheoppositeoftheoperation

onewould doin astandard M ayerexpansion.Sincetheavailableindex space

f1;:::;ng hascardinality n,there cannotbe m ore than n propagatorsin a

nonvanishing graph,ergo Z isofdegreeatm ostn in M .On theotherhand,

logZ ,isasum overconnected objectslikethoseof(66),whereconnectedness

involves both types oflines. W hen one sum s over W ick contractions,with

�xed con�guration ofM ayer-links,theresultiszeroassoonasthereisatleast

oneM ayer-link,becauseofthefollowingexchangem ovealongtheM ayer-link.

=) (67)

Indeed such a m ove does not a�ect the am plitudes,but m odi�es the loop

countby oneunitand thusthesign ofthegraph (com parewith [37]).Asa

result,logZ isasum oversingleloopswithoutM ayer-linksand with asingle

(-1)factor.ThatislogZ = � logZ which concludestheargum ent.

An interesting question raised by thisapproach is

Q uestion : Isthere a hyperdeterm inant,in the sense of[19],thatwould

play,when d � 2,the role played by 1

Z
when d = 1,and thatwould,upon

derivation with respect to a tensor elem ent wi;j1:::jd
around a solution of

the Jacobian condition,give som e �nitenessinform ation on ourcorrelation

functions?

III.3.4 A re these three ideas di�erent,really?

Although wehavenopreciseuni�ed fram eworktoproposeatthem om ent,we

aretem pted to say no.Theinterplay between supersym m etry,renorm aliza-

tion and theM ayerexpansion isquitem ysteriousand isprobably related to

the com binatoricsofthe sym m etric group and the inclusion-exclusion prin-

ciple.

W e willconclude by pointing outa few references where som e clues on

these relationships m ight be found. M ayer expansions involve coe�cients

which are M �bius functions ofcertain partition lattices (see [31]). These
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coe�cients can be calculated by an analog ofthe classicalforest form ula

ofZim m erm ann in renorm alization theory (see the introduction to chap. 4

of[3]).Theycanalsobeexpressed usingthesocalledBrydges-Kennedyforest

form ula [11]thatwas�rstproved thereusing theHam ilton-Jacobiequation.

In [4]wegaveapurelyalgebraicproofofthelatterusingsom epartialfraction

com binatorialidentities(Lem m aII.2in[4]).Suchidentitieshavebeengiven a

veryelegantinterpretation interm sofm inim alfactorizationsofperm utations

asa productoftranspositions[26].Theglobalsign in theM ayercoe�cients

is(�1)k where k isthe num ber ofedgesin the forest. Thissign obviously

becom esthe signature ofthe perm utation in the latterinterpretation.This

strongly suggests a relationship between M ayer expansions and Ferm ions

which was also alluded to in [30]. Note �nally that the Brydges-Kennedy

identity was considerably generalized in [5](section III.2.1),where critical

use ism ade ofshu�es and a kind ofChen’s lem m a (see rem arksfollowing

theproofofLem m a 9),although wedid notknow thisatthetim e.

IV C onclusion

W e hope to have provided enough evidence that the Jacobian conjecture

is a very beautifulcom binatorialchallange,where m athem aticians,either

conceptually ofcom putationally inclined, and theoreticalphysicists could

fruitfullysharetheirknowledge.W hilefutureprogressontheconjectureitself

isstilluncertain,therearebound tobebene�tsfrom such aninterdisciplinary

collaboration on thisproblem .
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