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Abstract: In this note we revisit the problem of explicitly computing tree-level scattering
amplitudes in various theories in any dimension from worldsheet formulas. The latter are
known to produce cubic-tree expansion of tree amplitudes with kinematic numerators automatically satisfying Jacobi-identities, once any half-integrand on the worldsheet is reduced
to logarithmic functions. We review a natural class of worldsheet functions called “Cayley
functions”, which are in one-to-one correspondence with labelled trees, and natural expansions of known half-integrands onto them with coefficients that are particularly compact
building blocks of kinematic numerators. We present a general formula expressing kinematic numerators of all cubic trees as linear combinations of coefficients of labelled trees,
which satisfy Jacobi identities by construction and include the usual combinations in terms
of master numerators as a special case. Our results provide an efficient algorithm, which
is implemented in a Mathematica package, for computing all tree amplitudes in theories
including non-linear sigma model, special Galileon, Yang-Mills-scalar, Einstein-Yang-Mills
and Dirac-Born-Infeld.
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Introduction

In 2008, Bern, Carrasco, Johansson (BCJ) proposed a remarkable duality between color
and kinematics for scattering amplitudes in gauge theories, and double copy relations for
corresponding gravity theories [1–3] (see [4] for a review). The duality states that in a
cubic-graph expansion of gauge-theory amplitudes (loop integrands), kinematic numerators
can be arranged to satisfy the same relations as color factors, i.e. Jacobi identities; based
on this loop integrand for gravity amplitudes can be obtained by simply substituting color
factors for another copy of such numerators. Although easy to prove at tree level [5], looplevel double-copy remains a conjecture, but it has led to great advances in the study of
ultraviolet behavior of supergravity amplitudes (c.f. [6–11]).
On the other hand, the Cachazo-He-Yuan (CHY) formulation [12, 13] has been one of
the driving forces in understanding and extending BCJ duality even at tree level. Based
on scattering equations [14], CHY formulas express tree amplitudes in various massless
theories as integrals over moduli space M0,n of certain worldsheet integrands, which can
be derived from ambitwistor string theories [15] (see also [16–18]). This has not only led
to new double-copy realizations and connections for theories [19, 20], but also extended
BCJ double copy to one-loop level [21–24] using loop-level CHY/ambitwistor strings [25–
31]. Based on nodal Riemann spheres, loop-level ambitwistor-string formulas yield loop
amplitudes in a new representation of Feynman integrals with propagators linear in loop
momenta; alternatively they can be understood as forward limits of tree amplitudes with
a pair of momenta in higher dimensions [32, 33]. Everything we study at tree-level in this
note can be uplifted to one loop with such forward limits.
It is an interesting question how to obtain closed-form expressions for such kinematic
numerators in various theories, for example by taking field-theory limit of superstring amplitudes [34, 35]. An alternative method, which has been studied extensively in the literature
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(c.f. [13, 24, 36–43]), is to extract them directly from CHY formulas, which gives a cubictree expansion with numerators automatically satisfying BCJ duality:
ML⊗R
tree =

X nL
nR
Qg g ,
I sI
g

R
with Jacobi-satisfying nL
g & ng ,

(1.1)

where the sum is over (2n − 5)!! cubic tree graphs labelled by g, and for each g, we have
R
(n − 3) poles sI , and “numerators” nL
g and ng which satisfy Jacobi-identities for any triplet
R
of graphs [1]. Such nL
g and ng can be read off from the two half-integrands of CHY
formula (which indicates the theory), IL and IR , respectively. As a trivial example, when
one of the half-integrands is the “color-dressed” Parke-Taylor factor, (for particles in the
P
adjoint of a gauge/flavor group) , Cn = π∈Sn−1 PT(π(1), · · · , π(n))Tr(π) where Tr(π) :=
Tr(T aπ(1) · · · T aπ(n) ) with the Parke-Taylor factor for a given ordering defined by
PT(1, 2, · · · , n) =

1
,
σ1,2 · · · σn−1,n σn,1

with σi,j := σi − σj .

(1.2)

Here ng is the color factor 1 for graph g, which is a linear combination of those for (n−2)!
P
half-ladder diagrams in DDM basis [44]: Cn = π∈Sn−2 cg(π) PT(1, π(2), · · · , π(n−1), n).
For half-integrands other than Cn , it is non-trivial to extract kinematic numerators, which
are required to be local, i.e. free of poles in Mandelstam variables. Systematic algorithms for
doing this based on scattering equations have been provided in e.g [45, 46] (which also gives
double copy to string amplitudes). More recently a Mathematica package is provided
in [24], where a half-integrand can be expanded onto (n−2)! Parke-Taylor factors in DDM
basis, and the kinematic numerator ng for any g is given by the same linear combination
of the (n−2)! master numerators ng(π) as for the color factors. A more invariant way
for extracting kinematic numerators is to directly take residues of half-integrands/string
correlators in the moduli space M0,n [47] (see also [48]).
In this note we review and elaborate on an algorithm for efficiently computing all
kinematic numerators ng for any half integrand without the need of first computing master
numerators. This is based on a natural expansion onto the so-called “Cayley functions” [49],
which are natural logarithmic functions on M0,n in 1 : 1 correspondence with (n−1)n−3
labelled trees of (n−1) points [49]. By using the scattering-equation map [50] to the space of
Mandelstam variables, these functions give the so-called “Cayley polytopes” [49, 50] (see also
[51, 52]), which have nice geometric interpretations and generalize the kinematic associahedra (mapped from Parke-Taylor factors). It turns out that any half-integrand with certain
physical properties can be naturally expanded in these (vastly over-complete) worldsheet
functions with relatively compact coefficients, which we call “Cayley numerators”. The main
result of this note is to give a general formula of ng (for any cubic tree graph g) as a linear
combination of Cayley numerators (for labelled trees), with ±1 coefficients.
Without loss of generality, we can fix σn → ∞, and for each labelled tree Γ of
1

We use a unified notation, n for both kinematic numerators and color ones, depending on what L and
R means; for bi-adjoint φ3 theory, both are taken to be color/flavor factors.
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1, 2, · · · , n−1, we define the gauge-fixed Cayley function CΓ to be
n−2
Y

CΓ =

(ia ,ja )∈E(Γ)

1
σia ,ja

,

(1.3)

where the product is over all n−2 edges labelled by (ia , ja ) (a = 1, 2, · · · , n−2) 2 , and the
collection of all edges is denoted as E(Γ). It is trivial to recover the dependence on σn so
we will also use CΓ to denote a Cayley function with σn recovered. Note that (n−1)!/2
Parke-Taylor factors are special cases of Cayley functions, where Γ are Hamilton graphs. It
is well known [45, 46] that on the support of scattering equations, any known half integrand
can be written as a sum of Cayley functions, with coefficients (dubbed Cayley numerators)
that turn out to be relatively compact functions of kinematics:
In '

X

nΓ (, k)CΓ .

(1.4)

Γ

Note that such an expansion is of course not unique, and a special case is the expansion
into (n−2)! Parke-Taylor factors with coefficients being the (n−2)! BCJ numerators in
DDM basis (even such an expansion is not unique since the (n−2)! Parke-Taylor factors,
while being linearly independent in general, satisfy linear relations implied by scattering
equations). In this case, the Cayley numerators are non-zero only for (n−2)! Hamilton
graphs, H(π) with π ∈ Sn−2 , where CH(π) = PT(1, π(2), · · · , π(n−1), n), and our result
reduces to the well-known linear combinations of nH(π) (in DDM basis) for all the ng ’s 3
However, we emphasize that our result is generic, i.e. it applies to any expansion of halfintegrand into Cayley functions, and in the follow we find a natural expansion where all
Cayley numerators turn out to be basic building blocks of kinematic numerators!
As will be reviewed in sec. 3, nΓ become simple building blocks since for all cases except
that of Pf 0 Ψn they are monomials of kinematic variables (for Pf 0 Ψn , a Cayley numerator is
a sum of n−1 terms [38]). This is in spirit very similar to the method of [54]: instead of organizing the amplitude using “denominators” (propagators), the Cayley expansion suggests
to organize it using these (monomial) “numerators". We will use det0 An , Pf 0 Ψn and its dimension reduction i.e. PfXn Pf 0 An as the main examples, which amounts to all kinematic
numerators for tree amplitudes in NLSM, DBI (with photons and scalars), special Galileon
(sGal), Yang-Mills-scalar (YMs), gravity (GR) and Einstein-Maxwell-scalar(EMs) theory.
Explicitly, we will provide Mathematica code for Cayley numerators and kinematic numerators from all these half-integrands and for those “non-Abelian/squeezing” generalization for generalized YMs, Einstein-Yang-Mills (EYM) etc. 4 . We remark that this way of
computing tree amplitudes is rather efficient. For example, using our code on a laptop, it
2

We have not specified directions of the edges, or orientation of Γ, thus CΓ is defined up to an overall
sign, which will be discussed below.
3
These linear relations of Cayley functions which reduce any of them to a sum of Parke-Taylor factors,
were first studied in [53].
4
For YM, GR and generalizations such as EYM, BCJ master numerators are provided in e.g. [24, 41, 46],
and for NLSM [55, 56] but our method directly connects Cayley numerators to kinematic numerators.
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takes a second for computing the 8-point amplitude in sGal, and one minute for 8-point
amplitudes in GR and BI (including those from dimension reduction)!
Before going to concrete theories, let us first present the general formula for writing
kinematic numerator ng for any cubic tree g as a linear combinations of the nΓ ’s, in sec 2.

2

Kinematic numerators from Cayley numerators

As shown in [49], the CHY formula with any two Cayley functions gives a sum of cubic tree
graphs with unit coefficients. In particular for CΓ2 we have
Z
X
X Y 1
1
.
(2.1)
=
dµn CΓ2 =
sI
sI1 sI2 · · · sIn−3
g∈T (Γ) I

sI1 ,sI2 ,··· ,sIn−3 ∈P (Γ)
are compatible poles

Here T (Γ) denotes the collection of cubic trees (corresponding to vertices of the Cayley polytope [49–51]), whose poles are kinematic invariants in the collection P (Γ) (corresponding
to facets of the Cayley polytope) defined as
n
P (Γ) = si1 ,i2 ,...,im

there is a connected sub-graph in the labelled tree of Γ
with nodes {i1 , i2 , ..., im } for m = 2, 3, · · · , n − 2

o

.

(2.2)

For example, for Hamilton tree of nodes 1, 2, · · · , n−1, where CΓ = PT(1, 2, · · · , n), P (Γ) is
nothing but the collection of n(n − 3)/2 planar variables (each corresponds to a subgraph of
the (n−1)-point Hamilton tree), and T (Γ) contains Calatan number of planar cubic trees;
these are obviously familiar from the ABHY associahedra [50]. Similarly we can define
P (Γ) and T (Γ) for any labelled tree Γ. Moreover, for Γ and Γ0 , the CHY formula gives
their “intersection”:
Z
X
Y 1
≡ m(Γ|Γ0 ) ,
(2.3)
dµn CΓ CΓ0 = ±
s
I
0
g∈T (Γ)∩T (Γ ) I

where we sum over all cubic trees in the intersection of T (Γ) and T (Γ0 ), and the overall
sign is given in appendix A. We have denoted the RHS as m(Γ|Γ0 ) as (vast) generalizations
of double-partial amplitudes of bi-adjoint φ3 , m(α|β) (where we have two Hamilton trees).
We remark that the full amplitude is given by
L⊗R
Mtree
=

X

m(Γ|Γ0 )nΓ nΓ0 .

(2.4)

Γ,Γ0

In the rest of the note, we propose that instead of computing all m(Γ|Γ0 ), we simply compute
ng as linear combinations of nΓ : as T (Γ) represents a map from any labelled tree to the
collection of cubic trees, essentially what we are looking for is the inverse map.
2.1

Cubic trees from labelled trees

For this purpose, we introduce an abstract vector space where Cayley functions are vectors
in it, and define their inner product via the CHY formula above. The map to cubic trees
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above can be viewed as an expansion
X

CΓ → |Γi =

(2.5)

|gihg|Γi

g∈T (Γ)

into (2n − 5)!! auxiliary vectors labelled by cubic trees, |gi, with inner product defined
abstractly as
Y 1
hg|g 0 i := δg,g0
.
(2.6)
sI
I

This means that they are orthogonal to each other and normalized to give a single cubic
tree graph. It is easy to see that hg|Γi is nothing but a sign since we must have
Z
X
X
dµn CΓ CΓ0 =
hg|Γihg 0 |Γ0 ihg|g 0 i = ±
hg|gi .
(2.7)
g∈T (Γ),g 0 ∈T (Γ0 )

g∈T (Γ)∩T (Γ0 )

Now we can consider any general half-integrand: given any expansion into Cayley functions
(1.4), using (2.5), we have


X
X
X
X
X

|In i =
nΓ |Γi =
nΓ
|gihg|Γi =
hg|ΓinΓ  |gi ,
(2.8)
Γ

Γ

g

g∈T (Γ)

Γ∈F (g)

where in the last equality, we have rearranged the summation: given T (Γ) as the collection
of cubic trees produced by any labelled tree Γ by (2.1), we define F (g) as the collection of
labelled trees that can produce g through (2.1). As a main result of this section, we give the
construction of F (g) in sec 2.2. The linear combination of nΓ in the parenthesis is nothing
but a BCJ-satisfying numerator of a cubic tree g
ng =

X

(2.9)

hg|ΓinΓ ,

Γ∈F (g)

since the CHY integral of two half-integrands simply becomes
Z
X
X
Y 1
0
R
R
,
dµn InL InR = hInL |InR i =
nL
nL
g ng 0 hg|g i =
g ng
sI
0
g
g,g

(2.10)

I

where in the last equality we have used the orthogonality relations (2.6).
Before we give the explicit construction of F (g), let’s first see how to fix the signs hg|Γi
in the summation of (2.9). It turns out to be a convenient way to introduce a planar ordering
ρ = (ρ(1), ρ(2), · · · , ρ(n − 1), n) consistent with the cubic tree g, where ρ(1, 2, · · · , n−1)
can also be viewed as a Hamilton tree; After pulling out an overall sign hg|ρi, which is
not important since it squares to 1 and drops in (2.10), all the relative signs can be nicely
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determined as:
ng = hg|ρi

X

sgnρΓ nΓ .

(2.11)

Γ∈F (g)

More details for this formula are given in appendix A. Here sgnρΓ is given by the product
sgnρΓ

=

n−2
Y

sgnρia ,ja

(2.12)

(ia ,ja )∈E(Γ)

of signs associated with edges of the labelled tree Γ, defined with respect to the ordering ρ:
(
+1 : i is on the left of j in ρ(1, 2, . . . , n − 1)
ρ
sgnij =
.
(2.13)
−1 : i is on the right of j in ρ(1, 2, . . . , n − 1)
123
132
For example we have sgn123
23 = 1, sgn31 = −1, sgn12 = 1.
Note that for each cubic tree g, we can choose its own ordering ρ in (2.11): for a color
ordered amplitude, there is a universal ordering for all planar cubic trees but this is not true
for general cases. For example, for n = 4 with the 3 cubic trees in s, t, u-channel respectively,
one cannot find a universal ρ since they do not share a common planar ordering.
Before proceeding to the construction of F (g) in general, let’s spell out a n = 4 example
in full detail. Consider the half-integrand det0 An (needed for NLSM, DBI and special
Galileon) whose definition can be found in sec 3. Now for n = 4 with σ4 → ∞, it is trivial
to expand it into the 3 labelled trees with remarkably simple numerators:

det0 A4 '

s12 s23
s13 s23
s12 s13
+
+
,
σ12 σ23 σ13 σ32 σ12 σ13

(2.14)

where the tree Cayley numerators are given by monomials of Mandelstam variables
n1←2←3 = s12 s23 ,

n1←3←2 = s13 s23 ,

n3→1←2 = s12 s13 ,

(2.15)

associated with edges of the labelled trees; we draw the 3 trees (denoted as 1 ← 2 ← 3 etc.
above) explicitly as (with 1 as the root for orientation):
1 2 3

,

1 3 2

,

3 1 2

.

(2.16)

We proceed to find the kinematic numerators in terms of these Cayley numerators. By
s:= s12 , t:= s23 , u:= s13 (recall sij := ki · kj ), we use gs , gt , gu to denote the 3 cubic trees.
What we want to find is the expansion
|det0 A4 i = ns |gs i + nt |gt i + nu |gu i ,

(2.17)

where ns , nt , nu are BCJ-satisfying kinematic numerators. It is trivial for n = 4 to obtain
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cubic trees from labelled trees:
T(

1 2 3

) = {gs , gt } ,

T(

1 3 2

) = {gt , gu } ,

T(

3 1 2

) = {gs , gu } . (2.18)

thus we can immediately find all the F (g), which are collections of unoriented labelled trees:
F (gs ) = {

1 2 3

,

2 1 3

} , F (gt ) = {

,

1 2 3

1 3 2

} , F (gu ) = {

1 3 2

,

}.
2 1 3
(2.19)

Now we are ready to obtain ns , nt , nu according to (2.11). We can choose ρ = 123 for gs
since (1234) is a planar ordering of the s-channel cubic tree gs . So we have
ns = hg|123i

X


123
123
sgn123
Γ nΓ = hgs |123i sgn1←2←3 n1←2←3 + sgn3→1←2 n3→1←2 ,

Γ∈F (gs )

(2.20)
123
123
123
123
123
with sgn123
1←2←3 = sgn12 sgn23 = 1 and sgn1←2,1←3 = sgn12 sgn13 = 1. This leads to

ns = hgs |123is12 (s23 + s13 ) ,

nt = hgt |123is23 (s12 − s13 ) ,

nu = hgu |132is13 (s23 + s12 ) ,
(2.21)

where the other two numerators are obtained similarly.
Four-point tree amplitude of sGal is given by the CHY formula with two copies of
0
det A4 [19]:
M4sGal = hdet0 A4 |det0 A4 i =

n2s
n2 n2
+ t + u = s3 + t(s − u)2 + u3 = −stu .
s
t
u

(2.22)

Similarly by pairing it with a Parke-Taylor factor e.g. with ordering (1234):
|PT(1, 2, 3, 4)i = hgs |123i|gs i + hgt |123i|gt i ,

(2.23)

we obtain the correct color-ordered amplitude in NLSM
M NLSM [1234] = hPT(1, 2, 3, 4)|det0 A4 i =
2.2

ns nt
+
= −s + (s − u) = −u .
s
t

(2.24)

General construction of F (g)

Now we present our construction for F (g), which is the most important ingredient to obtain
kinematic numerator ng in (2.11). Note that (2.2) requires that there is a sub-graph in every
labelled tree Γ ∈ F (g) with nodes {i1 , i2 , ..., im } for every pole si1 ,i2 ,··· ,im of g; this means
we can construct each element of F (g) by adding n−2 edges recursively: we start from the
n−1 nodes with no edges at all, and in each step we produce a collection of forests (with
node 1, 2, · · · , n) which has exactly one more edge than before, until the last step when all
of them are connected to give the collection of labelled trees.
To state the rule in a universal manner, in addition to the n−3 poles of g, which we
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can write as sI for I ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , n−1}, we also introduce an additional pole s1,2,··· ,n−1 . We
then add n−2 edges recursively according to these n−2 sI with |I| = 2, · · · , n−1:
• Start from n − 1 nodes 1, 2, · · · , n − 1. For each two-particle pole si,j , we have a forest
with one edge connecting i and j.
• For any multi-particle pole sI , there must be either two poles sI1 , sI2 with I1 t I2 = I,
or a pole with exactly one less point, sI/{i} ; in the first case, we have a forest with
one more edge connecting i1 ∈ I1 , i2 ∈ I2 , and in the second case, we have a forest
with one more edge connecting i and j ∈ I/{i}.
• The same applies to s1,2,··· ,n−1 : after n − 3 steps we have a collection of forests where
each of them has n−3 edges, thus exactly two disconnected subgraphs, and F (g) is
given by adding the last edge connecting them in all possible ways.
The orientations of edges of the labelled trees only affect the overall sign of the Cayley
function which drops via the map (2.1). We use an unoriented labelled tree to denote the
collection of oriented ones with all possible directions on each edge.
For example, F (gs ) from (2.19) can be obtained following this procedure:
3

3

3

Pole s12

−−−−−→
1

3

−−−−−→

2

1

(2.25)

.

2

1

2

1

2

Let us also present several examples for n = 5, 6, and in general such F (g) can be easily
produced by our Mathematica notebook.
For the n = 5 cubic tree with poles s23 , s123 , our procedure gives 6 labelled trees:
4

3

3

4

3

4

Pole s23

Pole s123

−−−−−→
2

1

−−−−−−→
2

1

{



F




5  

 3

4=
 


1

23
2

4

3

4

3

4

1

2

1

3

4

2

1

−−−−−→
2

1

2

1

2

3

4

3

4

3

2

1

2

−−−−−→
2



3

1

4 1

3




4 


2








4
,
1

3
2

4
,
1

3
2

4
,
1

3
2

4
,
1

3
2 4 1

For the n = 6 cubic tree with poles s12 , s34 , s1234 , the procedure gives
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,

.

.

1
(2.26)

4

3

Pole s1234

5
2

−−−−−−−→
1

{

4

3

−−−−−→

5
2

1

2

3
−−−−−→

5
1

4

3

5
2

4

3

4

3

5
1
4

5
2

2

4

5
1

2
3

4

3

5
1

3

4

3

5
1
4

2
3

5

2

1

2

1
4
5

1

2

1

!
1 ←−−−→ 2

(2.27)
where we abbreviated 8 trees obtained from the first
two lines with
 1 and 2 exchanged, and
6



5
in total we have 16 (unoriented) labelled trees in F 
.


1 2 3 4
We provide a function F[poles_] in the auxiliary Mathematica package that automatically generates thelabelled tree
 set F (g). Here the cubic tree g is given by its n−3


poles. For example, F 


5 

 is given by

1 2 3 4

n

F[s1,2 s3,4 ] = {2, 1}, {3, 2}, {4, 3} , {2, 1}, {3, 1}, {4, 3} ,
o


{2, 1}, {3, 4}, {4, 1} , {2, 1}, {4, 2}, {3, 4} ,



 3
4
4
4
4

3
3
3
F[s1,2 s3,4 , Graph → True] =
,
,
,




2
1
2
1
2
1
2
1







. (2.28)






Here any unoriented labelled tree is indicated by the collection of edges, and the option
Graph → True allows us to see them explicitly. We also provide
AllCubicTrees[n_],

PlanarCubicTrees[ordering_],

AllLabelledTrees[n_] , (2.29)

to generate all cubic trees, all planar cubic trees and all labelled trees respectively. We
remind the reader that one can simply learn about any Mathematica function appeared
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in this note by using ? in the code. For example,
?F = Generates a labelled tree set F (g).
e.g. F[s1,2 s3,4 ],

(2.30)

F[s1,2 s3,4 s5,6 , Graph → True],

F[s[2, 3]s[1, 2, 3]s[1, 2, 3, 4]]

option : Graph → True, Root → 1
see also : AllLabelledTrees,

nCayleyNLSM,

nCayleyYM

where we provide examples for the usage and several related functions.

3

Expansion of half-integrands and explicit kinematic numerators in various theories

We have presented the abstract formula (2.11), for kinematic numerators in terms of Cayley
numerators for any half-integrand, where the key ingredient is the general construction
of F (g). In this section, we move to specific half integrands and find explicit kinematic
numerators by using the expansion into Cayley functions. Such expansions have been
obtained for essentially all CHY half-integrands known so far, and for simplicity we focus
on det0 An , Pf 0 Ψn and its dimension reduction. We provide an auxiliary Mathematica
notebook which gives general results for tree amplitudes in all theories with CHY formulas.
3.1

det0 An : NLSM and sGal

Let us start with the simplest case. For NLSM and sGal, all we need (in addition to
Parke-Taylor factor) is the reduced determinant
det0 An = (−1)i+n det|A|ii ,

(3.1)
s

where An is a (n − 1) × (n − 1) symmetric matrix with Aa,a = 0 and Aa,b = σa,b
for
a,b
1 ≤ a 6= b ≤ n − 1. σn is absent since we send it to infinity and delete the n-th column and
row. The matrix has one additional null vector on the support of scattering equations. It
is convenient to rewrite the diagonal elements using them
Aa,a ' −

n−1
X
b=1
b6=a

sa,b
,
σa,b

(3.2)

which makes it manifest that entries along any column/row add up to zero. The reduced
determinant is defined by deleting any column and row, and by the matrix-tree theorem
(c.f. [57]) it is given by the sum over all labelled trees with nodes 1, 2, · · · , n−1, where the
summand is simply the product of Ai,j for all the n−2 edges (i, j). Therefore, we have a
natural expansion of det0 An into Cayley functions:
det0 An '

X
Γ
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nΓ C Γ ,

(3.3)

where the orientation of any tree is determined by (all arrows flowing into) a root which
we choose to be node 1 (the root depends on which row and column we delete in (3.1); see
(2.16) for an n = 4 example). Each Cayley numerator nΓ is simply the product of n−2
Mandelstam variables for the edges of the labelled tree Γ:
n−2
Y

nΓ =

(3.4)

sia ,ja .

(ia ,ja )∈E(Γ)

This illustrates nicely how Cayley numerators are simple building blocks: not only each nΓ
is a monomial of Mandelstam variables, but also the expansion is manifestly symmetric in
2, 3, · · · , n−1. By (2.11), we trivially obtain kinematic numerators for any cubic trees for
NLSM or sGal amplitudes to all n (see (2.15) for the n = 4 example)! Note that for odd
n, det0 An vanishes trivially but (3.3) and (3.4) still hold: it is just that the full amplitude
vanishes by momentum conservation.
We remark that this result of course implies the well-known expressions of BCJ numerators found in [55, 56]. Take the half-ladder diagram with ordering 2, 3, · · · , n−1 as an
example. It is trivial to see that for this cubic tree, we generate (n−2)! labelled trees in
F (g): the first edge must be 2 − 1 (for s12 pole), the second one 3 − 1 or 3 − 2 (for s123 ),
then 4 − 1, 4 − 2 or 4 − 3 (for s1234 ), etc., until the last one connecting n−1 to any of
1, 2, · · · , n−2 (for s12···n−1 ); for these (n−2)! Γ with root 1, by choosing ρ = 12 · · · n−1, the
sign is always −1, thus we have
(3.5)

ng = (−1)n s12 (s13 + s23 ) · · · (s12 + s13 + · · · + s1,n−1 ) .

Now our formula also generates a similar but more involved expression for numerators of
other cubic trees that are not in the DDM basis.
Let us give some explicit examples for n = 5, 6. Since there is a manifest symmetry for
2, 3, · · · , n−1 in our construction, we only need to consider numerators for a small subset
of (2n − 5)!! cubic trees since others can be obtained by relabelling; in practice this is
extremely useful for computing the amplitude in NLSM and sGal. For example, for n = 5,
it suffices to consider numerators of the following 4 (out of 15) cubic trees:
5

5

4

4
3

5
1 2 3 4

1
2 3

1 2

According to (2.28), using (2.11) we have






4
5


3

3
 = ± −n 
 − n
n






1234

2

1

2

4



5
(3.6)

.
1
2
3 4




3
 + n


1
2

4






3
 + n


1
2

4



 ,


1
(3.7)
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where we have written ng , nΓ as n(g), n(Γ) for readability, and use e.g. n(s12 s34 ) to denote
the kinematic numerator of the corresponding cubic tree. Besides, we simply write the sign
hs12 s34 |1234)i as ± since it drops in the end. The Cayley numerator can be read off directly
according to (3.4), and we obtain the kinematic numerator for this cubic tree
n(s12 s34 ) = ±s12 s34 (−s23 − s13 + s14 + s24 ) .

(3.8)

Similarly we obtain numerators for the other 3 cubic trees:
n(s23 s123 ) = ± s23 s123 (s12 − s13 ) ,

n(s12 s123 ) = ±s12 s123 (s13 + s23 ) ,

n(s34 s234 ) = ± s34 [s23 (s13 − s12 − s14 ) + s24 (s12 + s13 − s14 )] .

(3.9)

and with relabelling in 2, 3, 4, they give all kinematic numerators for n = 5 amplitudes in
sGal and NLSM (which vanish by momentum conservation).
We remark that (3.4) and (2.11) give explicit formulas for NLSM and sGal amplitudes
to any multiplicity. Practically the computation is very efficient since we only need those
distinct cubic trees under relabelling of 2, 3, · · · , n−1; out of (2n−5)!! trees, we only need
2, 4, 9, 20, 46, 106, 249 such trees for n = 4, 5, · · · , 10; once we write down the sum over
these cubic trees, the full amplitude is simply given by adding permutations in 2, 3, · · · , n−1.
Using our code on a laptop, it takes about one second for computing 8-point sGal amplitude,
and only a few minutes for 10-point sGal.
More amplitudes and kinematic numerators in sGal or NLSM can be generated in the
auxiliary Mathematica file through the functions
AmpsGal[n_],
AmpNLSM[ordering_] ,

nCubicsGal[poles_],
nCubicNLSM[poles_, ordering_],

respectively. For example, one can use AmpsGal[4] and AmpNLSM[{1, 2, 3, 4}] to generate
(2.22) and (2.24) respectively. AmpsGal[n, Symmetric → True] organizes the amplitude in a
more symmetric way and is much more efficient when n is big. nCubicNLSM[s1,2 s3,4 s1,2,3,4 ,
{1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}] generates a numerator of partial NLSM amplitude with ordering (123456),
nCubicNLSM[s1,2 s3,4 s1,2,3,4 , {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}] = s12 s34 s1234 (−s23 − s13 + s14 + s24 ) , (3.10)
where in fact the code has directly used (2.27). We also provide
nCayleyNLSM[pairs__],

nCubicNLSM[poles_]

for Cayley numerators or corresponding cubic-tree numerators of det0 An . Due to (3.4), the
function nCayleyNLSM[pairs__] becomes trivial, e.g.
nCayleyNLSM[{2, 1}, {3, 2}, {4, 2}, {5, 3}] = s12 s23 s24 s35 ,

(3.11)

and nCubicNLSM[s1,2 s3,4 s1,2,3,4 ] almost produces the same result as (3.10) except that an
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additional sign hs12 s34 s1234 |12345i is added.
Pf 0 Ψn and dimension reduction: YM, GR, DBI etc.

3.2

Next we move to the reduced Pfaffian, Pf 0 Ψn , which gives YM (with Parke-Taylor) and
GR, as well as Born-Infeld (BI) (with det0 An ). The expansion into Cayley functions is well
known [38], and the resulting Cayley numerators are significantly more complicated than
that for det0 An above. Thus we will only briefly review the algorithm for getting nΓ ’s, and
later we will study a special case more explicitly by taking the dimension reduction 5 .
As usual, with σn → ∞ and 1 as the root, we have (n − 1)n−3 oriented labelled trees,
for n = 4 we have 3 trees (see (2.16) and also the leftmost column of Figure 1). There are
two major differences compared to det0 An case. First, the Cayley numerator is no longer
a monomial of kinematic invariants but rather a sum of n−1 terms, each associated with
an n-point tree with n connected to any of the nodes 1, 2, · · · , n−1 (for n = 4, we list
in Figure 1 for each of the 3-point trees on the left, three 4-point trees all with arrows
flowing towards root 1); second, we need to choose a reference ordering for other labels,
π(2) ≺ π(3) ≺ · · · ≺ π(n−1), which determines a decomposition of each n-point tree into
products of paths. The first path (called “baseline” ) is the part of the n-point tree from
node n to node 1, the second path from node π(2) to existing paths (the baseline), the
third one from π(3) to existing paths, etc. until the last path from node π(n−1) to existing
paths; if a node has appeared in previous paths, the new path from it is trivial (just the
node itself), or alternatively we skip it to consider the next path. In Figure 1 we show the
(non-trivial) paths for all 9 trees for the reference ordering 2 ≺ 3 with different colors (black
for baseline, blue for the path from 2, and red for the path from 3 etc.).
4
1

2

4

3
1

nYM
1←2←3 = n1 + n2 + n3

2

1

3

n1 = (4 · 1 )(2 · k1 )(3 · k2 )

2

1

nYM
3→1←2 = n4 + n5 + n6

1

2

3

n4 = (4 · f3 · 1 )(2 · k1 )

1

3

2

3

1

2

n6 = (4 · f2 · 1 )(3 · k1 )

4

4

2
1

nYM
1←3←2 = n7 + n8 + n9

3

1

2

n7 = (4 · 1 )(2 · f3 · k1 )

3

2

n8 = (4 · f3 · 1 )(2 · k3 )

Figure 1: Cayley numerators of Pf 0 Ψ4
5

2

4

n5 = (4 · 1 )(3 · k1 )(2 · k1 )

4
3

1

n3 = (4 · f3 · f2 · 1 )

4

2
3

1

3

n2 = (4 · f2 · 1 )(3 · k2 )

4
3

4

The details of Pf 0 Ψn , and its dimension reduction Pf 0 Πn can be found in [19].
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1

3

2

n9 = (4 · f2 · f3 · 1 )

Now the rule is simply that each Cayley numerator is given by the sum of n−1 monomials, and each of them is the product of the following factors over (non-trivial) paths:
for the “baseline” n → j · · · i → 1 we assign a factor n · fj · · · fi · 1 and for any other
(non-trivial) path a → b · · · → c, we assign a · fb · · · kc 6 . For n = 4, we have listed the 9
YM
monomials for the 9 trees, and we have nYM
1←2←3 = n1 + n2 + n3 , n3→1←2 = n4 + n5 + n6 and
nYM
1←3←2 = n7 + n8 + n9 . From here it is straightforward to obtain kinematic numerators
by (2.11) for four-point amplitude in YM and (by squaring) those in GR, and by using
numerators (2.21) of NLSM we obtain four-point numerators for BI amplitude:
2 YM
YM
BI
YM
YM
BI
2 YM
YM
nBI
s = −s (n1←2←3 +n3→1←2 ), nt = t(s−u)(n1←2←3 −n1←3←2 ), nu = −u (n1←3←2 +n3→1←2 ) .
(3.12)
Note that unlike the case for NLSM and sGal, here the symmetry among 2, 3, · · · , n−1
is broken by our choice of reference ordering ρ. It can be recovered by manually averaging
over all (n−2)! ρ’s, or by using the implicitly symmetrized construction of [24].
Although this “symmetrized” version gives longer expressions for nΓ , it has the advantage that for computing amplitudes, only a small fraction of all cubic trees are needed (all
others given by relabelling), just as what we did for NLSM and sGal. For example, for
8-point GR, the symmetrized version needs only 46 out of 11!! cubic trees, increasing the
efficiency by more than 200 times.
In the Mathematica package, we provide functions

AmpGR[n_],

nCubicGR[poles_],

AmpBI[n_],

nCubicBI[poles_],

AmpYM[ordering_],

nCubicYM[poles_, ordering_],

in the Mathematica package that generate the amplitudes or numerators of cubic trees
of related theories and
nCubicYM[poles_],

nCayleyYM[pairs__],

(3.13)

for numerators of cubic trees
trees of Pf 0 Ψn . For example, one can get an n = 5
 or labelled 
Cayley numerator, say n
, via the package using
2 1 3 4
nCayleyYM[{2, 1}, {3, 1},{4, 3}] = (5 · f2 · 1 )(3 · k1 )(4 · k3 ) + (5 · 1 )(2 · k1 )(3 · k1 )(4 · k3 )
+ (5 · f3 · 1 )(2 · k1 )(4 · k3 ) + (5 · f4 · f3 · 1 )(2 · k1 ).

(3.14)

A cubic tree numerator of partial YM amplitudes can be generated via nCubicYM, e.g.

Here fiµν is the linearized field-strength fiµν = kiµ νi − kiν µ
i and we contract the Lorentz indices
according to the path. Note that we do not expand f but regard such a contraction as a “monomial” of
kinematic invariants.
6
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nCubicYM[s1,2 s3,4 , {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}]

(3.15)

= − (2 ·k1)(3 ·k2)(4 ·k3)(5 ·1) − (3 ·k2)(4 ·k3)(5 ·f2 ·1) − (4 ·k3)(5 ·f3 ·f2 ·1) − (5 ·f4 ·f3 ·f2 ·1)
− (2 ·k1)(3 ·k1)(4 ·k3)(5 ·1) − (3 ·k1)(4 ·k3)(5 ·f2 ·1) − (2 ·k1)(4 ·k3)(5 ·f3 ·1) − (2 ·k1)(5 ·f4 ·f3 ·1)
+ (2 ·k1)(3 ·f4 ·k1)(5 ·1) + (3 ·f4 ·k1)(5 ·f2 ·1) + (2 ·k1)(5 ·f4 ·1)(3 ·k4) + (2 ·k1)(5 ·f3 ·f4 ·1)
+ (2 ·k1)(3 ·f4 ·k2)(5 ·1) + (3 ·f4 ·k2)(5 ·f2 ·1) + (5 ·f4 ·f2 ·1)(3 ·k4) + (5 ·f3 ·f4 ·f2 ·1) ,

where each line on the RHS is a Cayley numerator for a labelled tree (see (2.28)). In this way
we can generate amplitudes in YM, GR and BI easily. With AmpGR[n, Symmetric → True]
and AmpBI[n, Symmetric → True] the code computes GR and BI amplitudes really fast for
e.g. n = 7, 8, which, as far as we know, is rather time-consuming using other methods.
Since the Cayley numerators from Pf 0 Ψn are rather complicated, let us now move to
a simplified setting where they can be written more explicitly. We consider dimension
reduction of YM to YMs and keep all (even n) external legs as scalars (thus all Cayley numerators will be Mandelstam variables), and without loss of generality we consider
scalar pairs e.g. (n1)(23) · · · (n−2 n−1). In other words, we expand the half-integrand
Pf 0 An /(σn1 σ23 · · · σn−2,n−1 ), which amounts to kinematic numerators for all scalar amplitudes in YMs, EMs and DBI (together with those from det0 An ). It turns out that only
those labelled trees that have edges n − 1, 2 − 3, · · · , (n−2) − (n−1) can contribute! For
this reason, we first draw all the “skeleton” labelled trees by viewing each pair (i−1 i) as
a node, and we denote these n/2 nodes by i = 1, 3, · · · , n−1. We further choose a reference
ordering for these nodes e.g. 1 ≺ 3 ≺ · · · ≺ n−1, and similar to the rule for YM, there is
a decomposition into “paths”: the first path is trivial (node 1 itself), the second from node
3 to an existing path (node 1), and the third from node 5 to existing paths, etc.. Below
we list the 3 skeleton trees for n = 6 example with scalar pairs (61)(23)(45), and show the
paths using different colors (black and blue),

(61) (45) (23)

,

(45) (61) (23)

,

(61) (23) (45)

(3.16)

.

To get Cayley functions, we still need to “blow up” each node into an edge (except for
node 1 = (n1) since σn → ∞): for any node that is not a starting point of a (non-trivial)
path we can have a labelled tree with the edge from i−1 to i or from i to i−1, but for a
node that is the starting point we further require i−1 ≺ i. We list the 5 labelled trees after
blowing up for our n = 6 example,
5

1

4

5

3

2

1

5

4

3

2

1

4

3

5

2

1

4

3

5

2

1

4

3

2
(3.17)

where solid(dashed) lines are used for old(new) edges. The upshot is that for such a labelled
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tree Γ, nΓ is given by a product of sij for the n2 − 1 solid edges. The Cayley expansion of
the half-integrand reads


n
−1
(2n−7)!!!!
2
Y
X
sij  ,
(3.18)
CΓ 
Γ

(ij)∈Esolid (Γ)

where we sum over all labelled trees after blowing up as above. For each of them, the
Cayley numerator nΓ is given by the product of sij ’s for the n2 − 1 “solid” edges as shown in
the parenthesis; equivalently it is given by the product over all edges, divided by the n/2
factors for “dashed” edges sn1 s23 · · · sn−2,n−1 . For our n = 6 example, the result from the
above 5 trees reads
s15 s34
s13 s15
s13 s35
s13 s25
s14 s35
+
+
+
+
.
σ23 σ35 σ54 σ41 σ23 σ34 σ45 σ51 σ45 σ51 σ23 σ31 σ45 σ53 σ23 σ31 σ45 σ52 σ23 σ31

(3.19)

We remark that there are exactly (2n−7)!!!! such diagrams (1, 5, 9 × 5, 13 × 9 × 5, · · · for
n = 4, 6, 8, 10, · · · ) since there are exactly n − 3 + 2(n/2 − 2) = 2n − 7 ways of inserting the
additional edge (n−2, n−1) to each labelled tree of (n−2) points of this type.
Similarly, in the Mathematica package we have functions
nCubicYMs[poles_, particles__],

nCayleyYMs[{pairs__}, particles__],

(3.20)

that generate numerators for cubic trees or labelled trees from PfXn Pf 0 An . For example,
one can get the Cayley numerator of the first labelled tree in (3.17) via
nCayleyYMs[{{4, 1}, {5, 4}, {3, 5}, {2, 3}}, {2, 3}, {4, 5}, {1, 6}] = s14 s35 ,

(3.21)

where {{4, 1}, {5, 4}, {3, 5}, {2, 3}} specifies (edges of) the labelled tree and {6, 1},{2, 3},{4, 5}
indicates different traces for the particles. Following (3.19), we can obtain kinematic numerators for any cubic trees according to (2.11), which are implemented by the function
3 4 5 6
nCubicYMs. For example, the numerator of the cubic tree
(which in
2
1
the code is denoted as s23 s234 s2345 ) is given by
nCubicYMs[s2,3 s2,3,4 s2,3,4,5 , {2, 3}, {4, 5}, {1, 6}] = ∓s34 s15 ,

(3.22)

where the sign ∓ is given explicitly in the code but it does not matter here.
Amplitudes or cubic tree numerators of related theories (YMs, EMs and DBI) are
implemented by the following functions
AmpEYM[particles__],

nCubicEYM[poles_, particles__],

AmpDBI[particles__],

nCubicDBI[poles_, particles__],

AmpYMs[particles__, ordering_],

nCubicYMs[poles_, particles__, ordering_].

Again, nCubicYMs[s2,3 s2,3,4 s2,3,4,5 , {2, 3}, {4, 5}, {1, 6}, {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}] gives the same result
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for planar trees as nCubicYMs[s2,3 s2,3,4 s2,3,4,5 , {2, 3}, {4, 5}, {1, 6}] in (3.22), except that the
sign ± is now fixed as −. Considering numerators of all 14 planar cubic trees, we obtain
the color-ordered YMs amplitude for this trace structure:
AmpYMs[{2, 3}, {4, 5}, {1, 6}, {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}]

(3.23)

s15
s34 s15
s15
−s15 s34 + s14 s35 + s13 (s25 + s35 )
−
−
+
s16 s234 s16 s23 s234 s16 s345
s16 s23 s45
s13 (s15 + s25 + s35 ) (s13 + s14 ) s35 − s15 s34
+
+
.
s23 s45 s123
s16 s45 s345

=−

As mentioned, our Mathematica package applies to general (mixed) amplitudes in gen.
YMs and EYM. The functions given in (3.20) and (3.23) apply to cases where there are
more than two particles in a trace. For instance, a color-ordered double-trace amplitude
with 3 bi-adjoint scalars in each trace reads
AmpYMs[{1, 2, 5}, {3, 4, 6}, {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}]
s23 + s24
1
1
1
s35 + s45
s35 + s45
=
+
−
−
−
−
.
s16 s34 s234 s16 s234 s12 s345 s16 s345 s12 s34 s345 s16 s34 s345

(3.24)

Another example is the scattering of two gravitons 1h , 2h and two gluons 3g , 4g in a trace,
the t-channel cubic tree numerator reads
nCubicEYM[s2,3 , {1}, {2}, {3, 4}]


= ˜1 · f˜2 · k3 + (˜
1 · k3 )(˜
2 · k3 ) (1 · 4 )(2 · f3 · k1 ) − (4 · f2 · 1 )(k2 · 3 )

(3.25)


+ (4 · f3 · 1 )(k3 · 2 ) + (4 · f2 · f3 · 1 ) − (4 · f3 · f2 · 1 ) − (1 · 4 )(k1 · 2 )(k2 · 3 ) ,
where we use {i} for a graviton, and the full amplitude is given by AmpEYM[{1}, {2}, {3, 4}].
Again, we remind the reader to use ? to learn about any Mathematica function appeared
in the paper (see (2.30)).

4

Outlook

The main result of this note is the formula (2.11) for expressing the kinematic numerator
of any cubic tree in terms of Cayley numerators of labelled trees, which can be viewed as
basic building blocks for kinematic numerators. As we have seen, each Cayley numerator
is either a monomial of kinematic invariants, or for Pf 0 Ψn it is a sum of n−1 such terms,
and our formula gives all kinematic numerators of all known amplitudes admitting CHY
representation as linear combinations of such building blocks.
Our Mathematica code implementing this method seems to be quite efficient for
computing tree amplitudes: although it involves a large number of labelled trees, it avoids
the time-consuming shuffle computation for master numerators and that for the (n−2)!-dim
matrix m(α|β) in the usual representation; the symmetrized version (automatic for det0 An )
increases the efficiency greatly, and it would be interesting to see if we can further improve
it. More importantly, our result for the kinematic numerators in terms of simple building
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blocks may shed new lights into kinematic algebras for various theories (c.f. [58, 59]). In
this regard, we note that for NLSM they are rather symmetric and one can nicely see
Adler zero in the expansion, but for YM etc. the choice of reference ordering etc. obscures
the symmetry and possible underlying structure, where it becomes difficult to see gauge
invariance manifestly (which is essentially the defining property here, see [60, 61] ). Last
but not least, our method is closely related to that in [62] (see also [48, 63]), and it would
be interesting to work out the connections more precisely.
As mentioned, our tree-level result can be uplifted to one loop via forward limit with
a pair of momenta in higher dimensions (see [22, 23]), which gives integrand with propagators linear in loop momentum. It would be highly desirable to find a systematic method
for extracting kinematic numerators efficiently at loop level with quadratic propagators
(see [64],[65] and references therein). Finally, our original motivation for introducing Cayley functions is due to their geometric interpretation, e.g. each CΓ is mapped via scattering
equations to the canonical form of a polytope in kinematic space [50]; it would be fascinating
to see if our way of expanding YM/NLSM amplitudes by numerators leads to a geometric
interpretation to scattering forms of gluons and pions.
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A

Derivation of sgnρΓ

In this appendix, we derive the relative signs used in (2.11). These signs follow those in
(2.7) so we prove them at first. As proved in [49], the overall sign of m(Γ|Γ0 ) in (2.7) is the
same as that of m(ρ|ρ0 ),
hg|Γihg|Γ0 i = hg|ρihg|ρ0 i

(A.1)

where g could be any cubic tree belonging to T (Γ)∩T (Γ0 ) and ρ, ρ0 are two planar orderings
of g, i.e. two Hamilton graphs, which are given by
ρ = OΓg [1, 2, · · · , n − 1] ,

ρ0 = OΓg 0 [1, 2, · · · , n − 1] .

(A.2)

The operation O is originally defined in [49] which maps a set of nodes to an ordered
sequence. The superscript and subscript imply that the operation OΓg depends on the
structure of the cubic tree g and the labelled tree Γ. The operation can be performed
recursively. Recall that there must be an edge i − j in Γ if there is a pole sij in g according
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to (2.2) and we define
OΓg [i, j]

=

(
[i, j] if the orientation in Γ is i → j
[j, i] if the orientation in Γ is j → i

(A.3)

.

As already explained in sec 2.2, whenever there is a multi-particle pole sI in g, there must
be either two poles sI1 , sI2 with I1 t I2 = I, or a pole with exactly one less point, sI/{i} .
In the first case, there must be an edge i − j linking two subgraphs with nodes I1 3 i and
I2 3 j respectively and we define
OΓg [I1 ,

(
I2 ] =


OΓg [I1 ], OΓg [I2 ] if the orientation in Γ is i → j with i ∈ I1 , j ∈ I2
 g

OΓ [I2 ], OΓg [I1 ] if the orientation in Γ is j → i with i ∈ I1 , j ∈ I2

.
(A.4)

Similarly, in the second case, there must be an edge i − j linking the note i to another
subgraph with nodes I/{i} and we define
OΓg [i,

I/{i}] =

(

i, OΓg [I/{i}] if the orientation in Γ is i → j with j ∈ I/{i}
[OΓg [I/{i}], i] if the orientation in Γ is j → i with j ∈ I/{i}

. (A.5)

As has already been used in sec 2.2, we adopt the trick to introduce an additional pole
s1,2,··· ,n−1 in addition to the n − 3 poles of g such that we can apply (A.3)-(A.5) to
OΓg [1, 2, · · · , n − 1] and OΓg 0 [1, 2, · · · , n − 1] and recursively we get the final ordering ρ and
ρ0 . As pointed out in [66], the overall sign of usual biadjoint amplitude m(ρ|ρ0 ) is nothing
but
hg|ρihg|ρ0 i = sgnρρ0 ,

(A.6)

0

where g ∈ T (ρ) ∩ T (ρ0 ) and sgnρρ0 = sgnρρ is given in (2.12). Now we propose that
hg|Γihg|Γ0 i = sgnρΓ sgnρΓ0 .
0

(A.7)

Proof. Note that by construction we have sgnρΓ = sgnρΓ0 = 1. That is we just need to
prove sgnρΓ0 = sgnρρ0 , which is also almost confirmed by the construction rules (A.3)-(A.5).
Consider every pole sI of g including the fake one s1,2,··· ,n−1 . On the one hand, there must
be an oriented edge i → j in the labelled tree Γ0 linking two subgraphs with nodes I1 3 i
and I2 3 j respectively (here we allow |I1 |, |I2 | ≥ 1 to unify the discussion). On the other
hand, regarding ρ0 as a Hamilton graph, there must be an oriented edge i0 → j 0 in the
labelled tree ρ0 linking two subgraphs with nodes I1 3 i0 and I2 3 j 0 respectively. This
shows how n − 2 edges of Γ0 are related to those of ρ0 . For each pair of edges i → j and
i0 → j 0 , there must also be two disconnected subgraphs in the labelled tree ρ with nodes
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I1 ⊃ {i, i0 } and I2 ⊃ {j, j 0 } respectively, which directly gives
sgnρi,j = sgnρi0 ,j 0 .

(A.8)

Hence according to (2.12), we proved sgnρΓ0 = sgnρρ0 , i.e., (A.7) at least holds for the planar
ordering ρ defined in (A.2) which strongly depends on the structure of the cubic tree g and
the orientations of edges of the labelled tree Γ.
If we just flip the orientation of one edge of the labelled tree Γ and denote the new one
as Γ̃, we will get CΓ̃ = −CΓ and another identity similar to (A.7),
hg|Γ̃ihg|Γ0 i = sgnρ̃Γ̃ sgnρ̃Γ0 ,

(A.9)

where ρ̃ = OΓ̃g [1, 2, · · · , n − 1] is another planar ordering of the cubic tree g in addition to ρ

defined in (A.2). Owing to hg|Γ̃i = −hg|Γi and sgnρ̃Γ̃ = −sgnρ̃Γ , the above identity is nothing
but the original one (A.7) with ρ → ρ̃. Considering all possible flips of orientations of Γ or
Γ0 , one can prove that (A.7) holds for any planar ordering ρ of g including the one defined
in (A.2).
So in general we have
Z
dµn CΓ CΓ0 = hΓ|Γ0 i = sgnρΓ sgnρΓ0

X

hg|gi ,

(A.10)

g∈T (Γ)∩T (Γ0 )

where ρ could be any planar ordering of any g ∈ T (Γ) ∩ T (Γ0 ). Since hg|Γ0 i is just a sign,
(A.7) implies that
hg|Γi = hg|Γ0 isgnρΓ sgnρΓ0 .

(A.11)

In particular, when Γ0 = ρ, we have
hg|Γi = hg|ρisgnρΓ .

(A.12)

Together with (2.9), it leads to (2.11).
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