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FEYNMAN QUADRICS-MOTIVE
OF THE MASSIVE SUNSET GRAPH

MATILDE MARCOLLI AND GONCALO TABUADA

ABSTRACT. We prove that the Feynman quadrics-motive of the massive sunset
graph is “generically” not mixed-Tate. Moreover, we explicitly describe its
“extra” complexity in terms of a Prym variety.

1. INTRODUCTION

Feynman motive. After the seminal work of Bloch-Esnault-Kreimer [11], there
has been a lot of research concerned with the construction of motives associated to
Feynman graphs I'; consult [3, 4, 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33]. Several
different approaches have been developed for the construction of such “Feynman
motives”. In all the cases the main problem is the construction of a motive M
such that the (renormalized) Feynman integral of I' is a period of Mp. There are
different possible ways of writing the Feynman integral (e.g. Feynman parametric
form, momentum space and configuration space) and each one of these ways leads to
a different Feynman motive. The most commonly studied approach is the Feynman
parametric form. In this case, given a base field F', the Feynman motive M is
defined as the Voevodsky’s mixed motive M (P"'\Xr)g € DMgm(F)g, where n
stands for the number of internal edges of I' and Xr for the graph hypersurface
defined by the vanishing of the Kirchhoff-Symanzik polynomial of T'; consult [7, 11,
18, 32] for details. When renormalization is taken into account, P"~\ X1 needs to
be replaced by a certain blow-up of itself; see [11, 13]. Currently, one of the most
important open questions concerning Feynman graphs is the following:

Question: Given a Feynman graph T, is the associated Feynman motive Mp
mized-Tate? If not, how to describe its “extra” complexity?

On the “positive side”, Mt is known to be mixed-Tate whenever I' has less than
14 edges; see [34, 35]. Consult also [5] for infinite families of mixed-Tate Feynman
motives. On the “negative side”, there exist examples of Feynman graphs I" with
14 edges for which the Feynman motive Mr is not mixed-Tate; see [25, 32].

All the above can be generalized to the case where the Feynman graph T' is
equipped with a mass parameter m. In this generality, the computation of the
associated Feynman motive M(r ,,y becomes much more difficult and only a few
computations are currently known; consult [2, 12, 15, 37].

Feynman quadrics-motive. As observed by Bloch-Esnault-Kreimer in [11, §5]
(see also [28, §1]), the Feynman parametric form is not the only way of writing the
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Feynman integral of I'. An alternative approach is to write the Feynman integral
of I' in terms of edge propagators. This alternative approach is developed in §2.2,
where we also consider the case where I is equipped with a mass parameter m. As
explained in loc. cit., given a spacetime dimension D, this approach leads to the
Feynman quadrics-motive M(%m) = M(P"OP\Qr 1)) € DMgm(F)g, where
by (') stands for the first Betti number of I' and Q(r ) for the union [J;_; Q.
of certain “deformed” quadric hypersurfaces; consult Definition 2.16. Intuitively
speaking, the Feynman motive and the Feynman quadrics-motive are two different
“motivic incarnations” of the same period (= Feynman integral of (', m)); see §2.3.

Statement of results. Assume that the base field F' C C is algebraically closed.
Consider the massive sunset graph' with mass parameter m = (my, ma, m3) € Q3:

my

mg

In this case, the “deformed” quadric hypersurfaces Q1e, Q2,., and @3, corre-
sponding to the 3 internal edges, are odd-dimensional. Hence, following Beauville
[6, §6.2], whenever (1, N Q2. N Q3. is a complete intersection, we have an asso-
ciated (abelian) Prym variety Prym(C/C), where C stands for the discriminant
divisor of the quadric fibration associated to the triple intersection and C for the
étale double cover of the curve C.

Our main result answers the above important question, with the Feynman motive
replaced by the Feynman quadrics-motive, in the case of the massive sunset graph:

Theorem 1.1. Let (I',m) be the massive sunset graph. Assume that the spacetime
dimension D is > 2 and that the mass parameter m = (my, ma, m3) satisfies m3 #
m?2 +m3. Under these assumptions, the following holds:

(i) The Feynman quadrics-motive M(%m) 1s not mized- Tate.

(ii) The Feynman quadrics-motive Mg, m) belongs to the smallest subcategory of
DMgm (F')g which can be obtained from the following set of motives

by taking direct sums, shifts, summands, tensor products, and at most 5 cones.

Roughly speaking, Theorem 1.1 shows that the Feynman quadrics-motive asso-
ciated to the massive sunset graph is not mixed-Tate for a “generic” choice of the
mass parameter m. Moreover, Theorem 1.1 provides an explicit “upper bound” for
the complexity of the Feynman quadrics-motive. In particular, the “obstruction”
to the mixed-Tate property is explicitly realized by the Prym variety Prym(é /C).

1l1 and lg are called the associated “loop variables”; consult §2.2 for details.
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Remark 1.2 (Related work). Let (T, m) be the massive sunset graph. In the partic-
ular case of equal masses, Bloch-Vanhove proved in [15, Lem. 6.1] that the Feynman
motive M(p ) is also not mixed-Tate. Their approach is based on an explicit de-
scription of the parametric Feynman integral in terms of elliptic curves. In contrast,
our approach to prove that the Feynman quadrics-motive M (%m) % M1 ) is not
mixed-Tate is based on an explicit description of the Chow motives of complete
intersections of two and three quadric hypersurfaces; consult §3 for details.

2. FEYNMAN QUADRICS-MOTIVE

Let D > 0 be the spacetime dimension and (I',m, k) a Feynman graph equipped
with a mass parameter m and with external momentum k. Recall that I' is a
finite, connected, and direct graph. In what follows, we will write E(I"), Eext(T)
and Eiy (D) for the set of edges, external edges, and internal edges, respectively.
Similarly, we will write V(T") and Vi (T') for the set of vertices and internal vertices,
respectively. Given an edge e € E(T"), we will denote by s(e), t(e) and J(e) its
source, target, and boundary, respectively. The mass parameter m = (m;) consists
of a rational number m; € Q indexed by the internal edges e; € Ei,(T"). In the
same vein, the external momentum r = (k;) consists of a vector k; = (k;,,) € QP
indexed by the external edges e; € Eex(T').

2.1. Feynman integral. To every internal edge e; € Ein(T') associate a “momen-
tum variable” k; = (k; ) € AP and the following edge propagator:

(2.1) Zk”+m

Under these notations, recall from [28, §3.1] that the (unrenormalized) Feynman
integral Z(p m ) associated to the triple (I',m, x) is defined as follows:

(2 2) C/ HUG‘/int(F) 6(Zei€E;m(F) ﬁv,iki + ZejeEext(F) E,U’jlij) H dez
. HeiEEm(F) qi(k:) (2m)P -

Some explanations are in order: C' stands for the product [, Ao (27)~P with )\, the
coupling constant at the vertex v; €, ; for the incidence matrix with entries 1, —1,
or 0, according to whether v = s(e), v = t(e), or v ¢ J(e), respectively (similarly
for €, ;); Hei dPk; for the standard volume form in A"P(R) with n = #Fi(T)
the number of internal edges of I'; and finally § stands for the delta function.

€;€Ein (I)

2.2. Quadrics-motive. Let us denote by n := #FEj,;(I) the number of internal
edges of I'. In what follows, we will always assume that the mass parameter m is
positive, i.e. that m; > 0 for every internal edge e; € Ein (I).

Notation 2.3. Given any two vectors v = (v;,) € A™P and v' = (v],) € A"P, let
D
(v,v") = Z?:l > ey Virvy,. and v? = (v,v) = Z” ’UZ»Z’,,,.

Note that due to the presence of the mass parameter m, the polynomial (2.1) in
D variables is non-homogeneous. By (formally) adding an homogeneous coordinate
x, we can consider the associated homogeneous polynomial in D + 1 variables:

(2.4) q; (ki x) Zk + m?a?
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Moreover, under the identification of k; = (k; ) € AP with the vector v = (v;,,) of
A"D defined as k; . if i = j and 0 otherwise, the polynomial (2.4) can be considered
as an homogeneous polynomial in nD + 1 variables (where k = (k;) € A"P):

(2.5) qi(k,x) == ki +miz®.

Let us denote by Q) C P"P the associated quadric hypersurfaces.

The delta function ¢ in the numerator of (2.2) imposes linear relations between
the “momentum variables” k; = (k;,) € AP . Concretely, every internal vertice
v € Vit (T) yields the following linear relations:

(2.6) Z k; + Z Kj = Z ki + Z Kj.

€;€Eint(T") € EEoxi (T) e;€Ein (") €€ Eext (I)
s(ej)=v s(ej)=v t(ei)=v t(j)=v
Let us write N for the number of independent linear relations imposed by (2.6), and
choose n — N independent variables I; among {ki,...,k,}. One usually refers to

the variables [; as the “loop variables”. Indeed, it is known that N = #Vi,(I") — 1.
Therefore, the difference n — N = #Ej, (I') — #Vins (') + 1 is equal to the first Betti
number by (T") of the graph T'; see [24, §5.2][27, §8]. In what follows, we will write
L :=by(T") for the “loop number” of T.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that kK = 0. Under this assumption, the intersection of the
quadric hypersurfaces Q' C PP with the following linear subspace

Hr:= () { Y k- > hk=0cpP?

VEVine (T) e; €EEint(T) e; €EEing (T)
s(e;)=v t(e;)=v
determines quadric hypersurfaces Q; C PEP i =1,... n.

Proof. When x = 0, the relations (2.6) become homogeneous in the variables k; and
determine the linear subspace Hr. Note that the loop variables ¢; and the auxiliary
variable z are homogeneous coordinates of Hr. Let us then write ¢;(¢, z) for the
restriction of (2.5) to Hp. Since Hp ~ PLP | the intersections Q; := Q) N Hr agree
with the quadric hypersurfaces in PLP defined by the equations {g;(¢,z) = 0}. O

Notation 2.8. Let u = (up : -+- : urp) be projective coordinates on the projective
space PEP corresponding to the following variables:

(2.9) up:=x (u1,...,up):=4 - (wr—1)p,---,uLp) :=1Lr.

Note that the parameterizing space of all quadric hypersurfaces in PP is the
projective space p("%7) -1 of symmetric (LD + 1) x (LD + 1)-matrices up to scalar
multiples. Inside this parameterizing space we have the discriminant hypersurface
D consisting of all those quadratic forms with non-trivial kernel. Recall that a net
of n quadric hypersurfaces in PXP consists of an embedding p: P! — p(“%7)-1,

Consider the following net of quadrics

LD+2
(2.10) p: Pty p(727) -1 (0:-:0:1:0:--:0) > Qi
where @; stands for the quadric hypersurface of the above Lemma 2.7.

Lemma 2.11. The above net of quadrics (2.10) has the following properties:
(i) The quadric hypersurfaces @Q; belong to IP’(LD2+2)_1(R), ie. the defining qua-
dratic form gq; of the quadric Q; is real.
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(ii) The symmetric matrices A;, defined by the equalities q;(u) = {(u, A;u), can be
written as A; = T:TZ—, where Tj stands for the adjoint of the matrixz T; with
respect to the bilinear form of Notation 2.5.

(iii) Let P be the projection (ug,...,urp) + (u1,...,urp) and T; the matriz
PT;P. Under these notations, the matrices T satisfy the following momentum
conservation condition: Y ,.\_, T; = Dot(en)=v T;.

Proof. Ttem (i) follows from the combination of Lemma 2.7 with the description
(2.5) of the quadratic form ¢. The description (2.5) of the quadratic forms ¢ also
implies that the matrix A; can be written as A4; = T;Ti with ¢;(u) = (Tyu, Tyu).
This shows item (ii). In what concerns item (iii), note that thanks to Lemma 2.7
we can order the internal edges of the Feynman graph I' in such a way that the
first L quadratic forms g; do not depend on the variables I; € AP with j # . The
dependence of the remaining quadratic forms ¢; on the [; variables is dictated by
the momentum conservation condition (2.6) (with x; = 0). Note that the matrices
T; are diagonal and that its entries are either 1 or 0. This corresponds to which
variables u;, j > 1, occur in g; or not. Therefore, the condition (2.6) (with x; = 0)
can be written as Zs(ei):v Tiu = Zt(ei):v T;u. Finally, since the latter equality
holds for all the variables u;, it can be re-written as the following momentum

conservation condition: ) (en)=v Li = Zt(ei):v T;. This proves item (iii). |

S

Definition 2.12. A one-parameter deformation of a net of n quadric hypersurfaces
LD+2 LD+2

p PPl P("27) 1 s a morphism 5 : P*~1 x Al — P("27) =1 such that
p = plpn-1xf0y- Given a point e € AY(Q), with € # 0, we will write p. for the
associated net of quadrics plpn-1, ¢} and call it the e-deformation of p.

Proposition 2.13. There exists a one-parameter deformation p of the net of
quadrics (2.10) such that for sufficiently small points € € A1 (Q) the e-deformations

(2.14) pE:]P’"_l(—HF’(LD?H)*l O0:---:0:1:0:---:0) = Qi

have the following properties:
LD+2
(i) The quadrics Q; ¢ belong to p("%" )_1\’D, i.e. they are smooth.

LD+2

(ii) The quadrics Q; . belong to p(*> )_I(R).

(iii) The symmetric matrices A; ¢ can be written as A; . = TLTLE,

(iv) Let P be the projection (uo,...,urp) = (u1,...,urLp) and T the matriz
PT; .P. Under these notations, the matrices T; e satisf_y the following momen-
tum conservation condition: Zs(ei):v Tie= Zt(ei):v T; .

Corollary 2.15. The quadrics Q. don’t have real points.

Proof. Items (ii)-(iii) of Proposition 2.13 imply that the symmetric matrices A; .
have real non-negative eigenvalues A; .. Moreover, item (i) implies that these eigen-
values A; . are strictly positive. Therefore, we have ¢; (u) = ZiL:DO )\i’éu? with
Aie > 0. This shows that the associated quadrics ); ¢ don’t have real points. [
Proof. (of Proposition 2.13) Thanks to Lemma 2.11, the quadrics @; of Lemma

LD+2
2.7 belong to p("%" )71(]1:%). However, they are singular in general, i.e. they belong
LD+2
to the discriminant divisor D. Nevertheless, since the complement p(*5 )_1\D is
a Zariski open set, there exists then a one-parameter deformation p of the net of

quadrics (2.10) such that for a generic point € € A(Q) the associated e-deformation
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(2.14) satisfies conditions (i)-(ii). The corresponding quadratic forms can then be
diagonalized ¢; (u) = >, A; cu?. Moreover, the eigenvalues ); . are real, non-zero,
and converge to the eigenvalues \; of the quadratic forms g; when € — 0. If A\; > 0,
then for a sufficiently small point € € A*(Q) we also have \; . > 0. If \; = 0, then
for a sufficiently small point € € A'(Q), we have A\; . > 0 or A; < 0. In the latter
case, we can always change the sign in order to make all the eigenvalues positive.
This yields a new e-deformation which not only satisfies conditions (i)-(ii) but also
condition (iii).

Let us now prove condition (iv). Recall that a spanning tree T of a connected
graph I' is a connected subgraph of I" which is a tree and which contains all the
vertices of I'. The Euler characteristic formula implies immediately that the comple-
ment I'\7 consists of L = by (T") edges. We need to show that if the original matrices
T; satisfy the momentum conservation condition Zs(ei)zv T, = Zt(@;):v T;, then
there is a non-empty set of e-deformations p, such that the associated matrices T; ¢
also satisfy the momentum conservation condition Zs(ei):v TZ-,E = Zt(ei):v Ti’e.
We will show that this is possible by first choosing a spanning tree 7 for the Feyn-
man graph I', then by constructing a e-deformation ¢;  of the quadratic forms g;
associated to the L edges in the complement of the spanning tree, and finally by
showing that there is a unique way to extend the deformation to the remaining
quadratic forms ¢; associated to the edges of the spanning tree so that momentum
conservation condition (as well as the above conditions (i)-(iii)) holds.

If 7 is a spanning tree of I', then contracting 7 to a single vertex gives a bouquet
of L circles. Hence, the complement I'\7 provides a choice of L edges all belonging
to different loops (=different generators of the first homology) of I'. This implies
that, in the loop variables ¢;, we can write the quadratic forms ¢; with¢=1,..., L,
associated to the edges e; in the complement I'\7 as functions of a single loop
variable ¢; = ({;1,...,%¢; p) and of the variable z, independently of the remaining
variables ¢; with j # 4; see Lemma 2.7. Now, we can deform g¢; into ¢; ¢ just by
adding terms of the form /\j7k,€€i . for the remaining variables that do not appear
in g;. Concretely, we have g; (x,01,...,01) == ¢;(4;) + Zj# /\j,k,e@z,ka where the
terms ;. are chosen so that the above conditions (i)-(ii)-(iii) are satisfied. It
remains to show that it is possible to compatibly choose the deformations g; .
of the remaining ¢;, with ¢ = L + 1,...,n, so that the momentum conservation
condition Y- .\, Tie = 2y(e,)=y Tie as well as the above conditions (i)-(iii) also
holds. These remaining edges are the edges of the spanning tree 7.

The strategy is to extend the deformation to the edges of the spanning tree, by
imposing the momentum conservation condition, starting with the ends of the tree
and proceed inward. Consider first the vertices that are incident to only one edge
in the spanning tree. This means that, for all other edges incident to the same
vertex, the deformation ¢; . has already be assigned. Thus, the matrices T; . for
all but one of the edges are knows, and the momentum conservation equation at
the vertex fixes what the matrix 7} for the last remaining edge (the one in the
spanning tree) should be.

Since the coefficient of 22 is fixed to be the mass m? > 0, which we can leave
undeformed, determining TLE suffices to determine the full 7; . for this remaining
edge, hence the quadratic form g; . is also determined.

To proceed to the next step, observe that, after this step there must be vertices
in the spanning tree for which the g¢;  for all but one of the adjacent edges have
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already been determined. Indeed, we can just remove from the graph all the vertices
for which all adjacent edges have ¢;  already determined. The intersection of the
original spanning tree with the remaining graph is a spanning tree for this smaller
graph and we can repeat the first step.

This implies that we can again uniquely determine the 7; i.e (hence the T; . and
the g; ) for the remaining edge by imposing the momentum conservation condition.
Iterating this procedure exhausts all the edges of the spanning tree. Each time, in
diagonal form the T} . have non-zero eigenvalues with either positive or negative
sign, hence the corresponding A4; . = T]T,CTLE has strictly positive \; > 0 and
satisfies (i)-(ii)-(iii) in addition to satisfying (iv) by construction. O

Definition 2.16. Let (I',m) be a Feynman graph equipped with a mass parameter
m (and with trivial external momentum k). The associated Feynman quadrics-
motive M(%m) is defined as the Voevodsky’s mixed motive M(IP’LD\Q(FM))@ €
DMgm (F)q, where Qr ) = Ui, Qi stands for the union of the quadric hyper-

surfaces Q; . C PLP introduced in Proposition 2.13.

Remark 2.17. Let (I';m, k) be a Feynman graph equipped with a mass parameter
and with external momentum. Note that Definition 2.16 holds similarly in the case
where the ingoing momentum (in the left-hand side of (2.6)) equals the outgoing
momentum (in the right-hand side of (2.6)). In particular, we can also consider the
massive sunset graph equipped with (ingoing=outgoing) momentum.

2.3. Regularization and Renormalization. In this subsection we express the
divergent Feynman integral (2.2) as a period of the Feynman quadrics-motive
M(%m). Recall from [27, §8] that the superficial degree of divergence of the Feynman
graph T is defined as §(T") := LD — 2n. When 6(T") > 0, the Feynman integral (2.2)
is divergent at infinity (=UV divergence). In the particular case where 6(I') = 0
the Feynman integral (2.2) is moreover logarithmically divergent.

Following Notation 2.8, consider the following differential form

LD
(2.18) W= Z(—l)iuidul/\~--/\dui/\---/\duLD
i=0
as well as the algebraic differential forms
w w
(2.19) Na i= =7—— Noe =

H:'L:1 4 H:L:1 qiofe ,
where o € N and ¢;, resp. g; ., stands for the quadratic form corresponding to the
quadric hypersurface );, resp. Q; ¢, of Lemma 2.7, resp. Proposition 2.13

Lemma 2.20. The algebraic differential forms (2.19) have the following properties:
(i) When a =1, the Feynman integral (2.2) is equal to

C
(2.21) — / m,
(27T)D ALD (R)
where ALP  PLD stands for the affine chart of coordinates (1,uy,...,urp).

(ii) When o > %, the following integral

(222) / Na,e = / Na,e
ALD(R) P2D (R)

is convergent and a period of IP’LD\Q(FM).
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Proof. The restriction of the differential form w to the affine chart AL of coordi-
nates (1,uy,...,urp) is the standard affine volume form duj A---Adurp. In other
words, it is the volume form d? ¢y ---dP¢; = §(Hr)dPk; --- dPk, in the integrand
of (2.2), with 6(Hr) the delta function. The denominator in the integrand of (2.2)
is the product of the quadratic forms ¢; (as in 74=1) and the integration in (2.2) is
over real variables. Hence, the locus of integration is the set of real points AP (R)
of the affine chart AP, This shows item (i).

The presence of the exponent « in the denominator of (2.19) changes the superfi-
cial degree of convergence of the integral from 6(I') = LD —2n to 6,(I') = DL—2na.
When DL — 2na < 0, the integral on the left-hand-side of (2.22) is convergent at
infinity. Since we always assume that m; > 0 for every edge e;, there are no further
divergences in the domain of integration AZY (R). The choice of the e-deformations
Q;,c of Proposition 2.13 ensures that the differential form 7, also has no poles on
the hyperplane at infinity PXY (R)\ALN(R) = PLY~1(R); otherwise, ¢;  would have
zeros on the real locus PYY (R). This yields the equality (2.22). The proof of item
(i) follows now from the fact that (2.22) is manifestly a period of PXP\Qr ). O

Recall that the process of extraction of finite values from divergent Feynman
integrals consists of two main steps:

(i) Regularization: the replacement of divergent Feynman integrals by meromor-
phic functions with poles at the exponents of divergence.

(ii) Renormalization: a pole subtraction procedure on these meromorphic func-
tions performed consistently with the combinatorics of subgraphs and quotient
graphs (nested subdivergences).

A general procedure for carrying out these steps is provided by the Connes—Kreimer
formalism of algebraic renormalization [23]; consult also [24, §1][28, §5]. In our
setting, regularization is obtained by combination the e-deformation of quadric
hypersurfaces with an Igusa zeta function. On the other hand, renormalization is
as in the Connes—Kreimer setting. Consider the following Igusa zeta function

(2.23) I(s)= / Ts,e
]PLD(]R)
where the integer o € N has been replaced by a complex variable s.

Proposition 2.24. The Igusa zeta function Z(s) has a Laurent series expansion
(2.25) I(s)= Y m(s—a)f ack
k>N

for some N € 7Z, where the coefficients i, are periods of (IP’LD\Q(F’m)) x AF.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.20, we observe that the integral defining
Z(s) is convergent for R(s) > %. By writing it as in the left-hand-side of (2.22),

we can then use [L0, Cor. 4.7] in order to extend Z(s) to a meromorphic function
Zr(s) on the entire complex plane. This extension satisfies the functional equation
(2.26) Ir(s)=a1(s)Z(s+ 1)+ -+ ap(s) Z(s + k)

for some k € N, where the a;(s) are rational functions. For o > %, we write the
Laurent expansion at « as follows:

_1)k n
IF(S) - Z ( k’];) /]PLD(R) Noe logk([[l Qj,s) (5 - a)k'

k>0
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We then argue as in [8], using the identity

log(f( /eut with  0(u,t) = (fmf)(u_)l_)tl“dt,

to show that 7 is a period

(—1)k
Vi = o Noe NO(u,t1) A A O(u, ty)
© JpLo(r)x[0,1]*

of (PEP\Q(rm)) x A*. Using the functional equation (2.26), it is then possible
to argue inductively as in [3]: the same property continues to hold for integers
a < %, using the Laurent expansion of the terms on the right-hand-side of the
functional equation to define that of the left-hand-side. ([l

Remark 2.27. The coefficients v, of the Laurent series expansion (2.25) are periods
of (P2P\Q(r,m)) x A¥. Therefore, thanks to A'-homotopy invariance, it suffices to

understand the nature of the Feynman quadrics-motive M, (C% )

We now briefly recall how the formalism of algebraic renormalization of [23]
can be used in order to obtain a renormalized value from the regularized Feynman
integral Zr(s). Let Hok be the Hopf algebra of Feynman graphs. As a commutative
algebra, Hox is the commutative polynomial algebra in the connected and 1-edge
connected (1PT in the physics termonology) Feynman graphs. The coproduct A is
non-cocommutative and is defined by a certain sum over certain subgraphs (consult
[24, §5.3 and §6.2] for details):

AD)=T@1+10T+ Y (y&T/q).
yCr

The Hopf algebra He i is graded by the loop number L (or by the number of internal
edges n) and is connected. The antipode is defined inductively by the formula
S(X)==-X4+> S(X"NX"for A(X)=X®14+10X+>  X'® X" with X" and X"
of lower degree. Let R be the algebra of Laurent series centered at s =1 and let T
be the projection onto its polar part. This is a Rota—Baxter operator of degree —1,
i.e. the following equality holds T(f1)7T (f2) = T(AAT (f2)) +T(T(f1)f2) = T (f1f2)-
The operator 7 determines a splitting Ry = (1 —7)R and R_ = TR, called the
unitization of TR. Given any morphism of commutative algebras ¢ : Hox — R,
the coproduct on H and the Rota-Baxter operator on R determine a Birkhoff
factorization of ¢ into algebra homomorphisms ¢+ : Hoxg — R4. These algebra
homomorphisms are determined inductively by the following formulas

o-(X) = +Z¢ X”)
or(X) = (- +Z¢ $(X"))

for AX)=X®14+10X +> (X' ®X”) in such a way that ¢ = (¢_ 0 .S) x ¢,
with @1 x ¢5(X) := (d1 ® 2, A(X)). Given a Feynman graph I', the Laurent series
¢+ (T')(s) is regular at s = 1 and the value ¢ (I')(1) is the renormalized value. More
explicitly, we have the following equality

¢4()(s) = (1 - )+ Y 6-(N(5) - Tryq(s)) s
yCI’

where ¢_ is defined inductively as above.
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Remark 2.28. in this article, we focus solely on the leading term (1 — T)Zp(s)|s=1
of the renormalized ¢ (T'), which is a period of (P?P\Qr ) x Al.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

By construction, the massive sunset graph (I',m) has 2 vertices and 3 internal
edges ey, es,e3. Following §2, let us write (ki,ko,k3) € A3P for the associated
“momentum variables”. Under these notations, the two linear relations (2.6) reduce
to the single relation ky + ko + k3 = 0. Therefore, N =1 and n— N = 2. Let us now
choose /1 := k1 and {5 := ko as the “loop variables”. Equivalently, let us use the
variables u = (ug,u1,...,u2p) with g =z, 1 = (l11,...,41,p) = (u1,...,up),
and o = (b21,...,%2p) = (Up41,...,u2p). Under these choices, the quadric
hypersurfaces Q1, Q2, Q3 C P?P of Lemma 2.7 can be written as follows:

Q1 = {q1(u) = (u, Aju) =0} with A; = diag(m?,1,...,1,0,...,0)
——

D D
Q2 = {q2(u) = (u, Agu) = 0} with Ay = diag(m3,0,...,0,1,...,1)
—— N——

D D
Qs = {qz3(u) = (u, Agu) = 0} with Az =diag(m3, 1,...,1,1,...,1).
N——

D D

(3.1)

Let us write Q1.¢, Q2,c, @3, C P2P for the associated e-deformations of Proposition
2.13. An explicit choice for these e-deformations is the following

Qi ={q1(u) = (u, Ay u) =0} with A =diag(m?, 1,...,1,6%,...,¢2P)
~——

D
Q2.e ={q2.c(u) = (u, Ay cu) =0} with Ay, = diag(m3, ..., 1)
—_———— ——

QS,E = {q3,e(u) = <’LL, A3,5u> = 0}7
where Ajs . stands for the following diagonal matrix:

Az =diag(m3, (1+e)?,...,(1+eP)2 (1 +e)?,...,(1+P)P).

D D

Proposition 3.2. There exists a Zariski open subset W(m) C A (which depends
on the mass parameter m = (my;)) such that for every e € W(m) the above e-
deformations Q1 ¢, Q2.¢, Q3.c C P*P have not only the properties (i)-(iv) of Propo-
sition 2.13 but also the following additional properties:

(v) The intersection Q; . N Qj.e, with i # j € {1,2,3}, is a complete intersection.
(vi) The intersection Q1. N Q2. N Qs is a complete intersection.

Proof. As explained in [26, Prop. 17.18], an intersection of r transversally intersect-
ing hypersurfaces in P*, with r < s, is always a complete intersection. Therefore, the
proof will consist on showing that the quadric hypersurfaces Q1 ¢, Qa.¢, Q3. C P?P
intersect transversely. This condition can be checked in an affine chart. Concretely,
the tangent space at a point @ of the quadric hypersurface @; e = {gi,(v) = 0} is de-
fined by the equation (Vg; (@), (v —@)) = 0 (see Notation 2.3), where Vg; . stands
for the gradient vector. The gradient vectors Vqy ((u), Vga c(u), and Vgs (u), are
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given, respectively, by the following expressions:

(2m%u07 2(“’17 s auD)v 2(62UD+17 ceey 62DU/2D))

(2m§u0, 2(62u1, ceey €2DuD)7 2(uD+1, e 7u2D)

(2m3ug, 2((1 + €)2uy, ..., (1 + €2)?up), 2((1 + €)?>upt1, ..., (1 + €?)?uap) .

Hence, in order to prove item (v) it suffices to show that for every point u €
Uiz (Qie N Qje) C P20 any two of the three gradient vectors are linearly inde-
pendent. Note that the points of PXP which lie in at least one of the quadric
hypersurfaces @);  have at least two nonzero coordinates u; (if all but one of the
u; are zero, then by the equation g; .(u) = 0 the last coordinate must also be zero,
which would not be a point in projective space). Thus, it is enough to check that
at all points of P?P with at least two non-zero coordinates, the vectors are linearly
independent. This is equivalent to checking that the following 2 x 2 matrices have

non-zero determinant:
1 m? ek m?
€ m3 1 m3

1 m? 1 m3

<(1+ej)2 m%) ((1—|—ej)2 m3
1 ek .

((1 +e)? (1+ ek)2> J#k

€2 ek 1 1
((1+6j)2 (1+6k)2) <(1+e-7)2 (1+ek)2> ’
The locus where at least one of these determinants is equal to zero defines a polyno-
mial equation in e that depends on the value of the masses m = (m;). Thus, the set
of €’s where all the determinants are nonzero is the complement of the solutions of
these polynomial equations, hence a Zariski open set U = U(m). The intersection
of this open set U(m) with the open set of sufficiently small €’s for which conditions
(i)-(iv) of Proposition 2.13 hold is also a Zariski open set.

In the same vein, in order to prove (vi), it suffices to show that at every point
U€ QreNQ2eNQse C P2P the three gradient vectors are linearly independent.
This means that, at every such point, at least one 3 x 3-minor of the matrix formed
by the three gradient vectors is non-zero. It is therefore sufficient to show that the
following 3 x 3 matrices have non-zero determinant:

1 2k m?

€2 1 m3
(14+e)? (1462 m?
1 1 m?
e m3
1+e)? (1+€)? mj
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2j 2k 2

€ € m3
1 1 m3
(1+e)? (142 m3
€2 €2 €2k 1 1 1
1 1 1 €2 € ek
(1+€)? 1+6)? (1+€)? (1+€)? 1+6)? (1+€)?
1 1 ek 1 € 2k
€2 €2 1 €2 1 1
(14+€)2 (1+6)2 (1+€6)2 (14+e)?2 (1+&)2 (14 €)?

Once again, for each choice of the masses m = (m;), there exists a Zariski open
set V' = V(m) on which all these determinants are non-zero. The intersection of
the open sets U(m) and V(m) with the open set of sufficiently small €’s for which
conditions (i)-(iv) of Proposition 2.13 hold is also a Zariski open set W (m) (which
depends on the mass parameter m = (m;)). This concludes the proof. O

Notation 3.3. (i) Let X be a F-scheme of finite type. Following Voevodsky [38],
we will write M(X)g, resp. M¢(X)q, for the mixed motive, resp. mixed
motive with compact support, associated to X. Recall from loc. cit. that
whenever X is proper, we have a canonical isomorphism M¢(X)g ~ M(X)g.

(ii) Let Chow(F)g be the Grothendieck’s (additive) category of Chow motives; see
[1, §4]. Given a smooth projective k-scheme X, we will write §(X)g for the
associated Chow motive; when X = Spec(k), we will write 1g instead.

Remark 3.4. As proved by Voevodsky in [38, Prop. 2.1.4] (consult also [1, §18.3]),
there exists a fully-faithful (contravariant) functor ®: Chow(F)g — DMgm(F)g
such that ®(h(X)g) ~ M (X)g for every smooth projective F-scheme X. Moreover,
the functor ® sends the Lefschetz motive L to the Tate motive Q(1)[2].

Proof of item (i).

Lemma 3.5. For every smooth F-scheme X, the motive M (X)q is mized-Tate if
and only if the motive M¢(X)q is mized-Tate.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that X is equidimensional; let d
be its dimension. As proved by Voevodsky in [38, Thm. 4.3.7], the dual M (X)V of
M (X) is isomorphic to M°(X)g(—d)[—2d]. Hence, the proof follows from the fact
that the category of mixed-Tate motives is stable under duals and Tate-twists. [

Recall from Definition 2.16 that the Feynman quadrics-motive Mg m) is de-
fined as M(IF’QD\Q(FM))Q € DMgw (F')q, where Qr ) = Q1,c N Q2,e N Q3. Since
IP’QD\Q(FM) is smooth, we hence conclude from Lemma 3.5 that

(3.6) M(%m) mixed-Tate < M°(P*P\Q(rn))q mixed-Tate.

Let X be a F-scheme of finite type. Recall from [31, Ex. 16.18] that given a Zariski
open cover X = U UV, we have an induced Mayer-Vietoris distinguished triangle:
(3.7) MC(X)Q — MC(U)Q ©® MC(V)@ — M(UnN V)Q — MC(X)Q[I} .

In the same vein, given a Zariski closed subscheme Z C X with open complement U,
recall from [38, Prop. 4.1.5] that we have an induced Gysin distinguished triangle:

(3.8) M(Z)g — M%(X)g — M(U)g — M(Z)gl1].
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Lemma 3.9. The motive M¢(P*P\Q; ()q is mizved-Tate for every i € {1,2,3}.

Proof. Since 2D is even, the hypersurface quadric Q; . C P2P is odd-dimensional.
Consequently, we have the following motivic decomposition (see [17, Rk. 2.1]):

(3.10) h(Qio ~1og®LOLE? @ ... @ LOCZP-D

This implies that the motive M°(Q; ¢)o ~ M(Q;.c)q is mixed-Tate; see Remark 3.4.
Using the fact that M¢(P?P)g ~ M (P?P)q is mixed-Tate, we hence conclude from
the general Gysin triangle (3.8) (with X := P?P and Z := Q; ) that the motive
Me(P2P\Q; . )g is also mixed-Tate. O

Proposition 3.11. Assume that the motive M¢(P?P\(Q;.cNQj.))q is mized-Tate
for every i # j € {1,2,3}. Under this assumption, the motive M°(P*P\Q(r ) is
mized-Tate if and only if the motive M¢(P?P\(Q1.c N Qa2.e N Q3.c))q is mized-Tate.

Proof. Let U = P?P\(Q1.U Q2.) and V := P?P\Q3.. Note that UNV =
P2P\Q(r,m). Thanks to Lemma 3.9, the motive M¢(V)q is mixed-Tate. Moreover,
since by assumption the motive M¢(P?P\(Q1,NQ2.))o is mixed-Tate, Lemma 3.14
below implies that the motive M¢(U)q is also mixed-Tate. Therefore, we conclude
from the general Mayer-Vietoris triangle (3.7) (with X := U U V) that

(3.12) M¢(P*P\Q(r,m))q mixed-Tate < M°(U UV)g mixed-Tate.
NOW, let U13 = P2D\(Q1_’€ N nge) and U23 = ]P>2D\(Q276 n Qg’e). Note that

Uz MUz = P2P\((Q1,NQ3,e) U(Q2,NQ3.)) = P2P\((Q1,UQ2,)NQ3,) = UUV

and that Uz U Uz = P2P\(Q1.. N Q2 N Q3,c). Therefore, since by assumption the
motives M¢(P?P\(Q1 . N Q3,c))o and M(P?P\(Q2,c N Q3.))g are mixed-Tate, we
conclude from the general Mayer-Vietoris triangle (3.7) (with X := Uy3UUsg) that

(3.13) MU UV)g mixed-Tate < M°(P?P\(Q1.c N Qa,c N Q3.))g mixed-Tate.
The proof follows now from the combination of (3.12) with (3.13). O

Lemma 3.14. The motive M(P*P\(Q;.NQj.))q is mized-Tate if and only if the
motive M¢(P?P\(Qi.c U Qj.e))q is mized-Tate.

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 3.9, the proof follows from the general Mayer-Vietoris
triangle (3.7) (with X = P?P\(Qic N Qj.), U := P?*P\Q; . and V := P2P\Q; .);
note that under these choices we have U NV = P2P\(Q; . U Q). O

Thanks to Proposition 3.2, the intersection Q; . N Q;., with i # j € {1,2,3}, is
a complete intersection of two odd-dimensional quadrics. Therefore, as proved in
[9, Cor. 2.1], the Chow motive h(Q; . N Qje)q admits the motivic decomposition:

3.15) 1g@LeL®? @ .- aL®P-2) g (LOP-1))02D+2) 1 8D gy... pLORDP-2)
Q

This implies that the motive M%(Q;. N Qj.e)o =~ M(Qie N Qj.c)g is mixed-Tate;
see Remark 3.4. Using the fact that the motive M¢(P2P)q ~ M (P?P)q is mixed-
Tate, we hence conclude from the general Gysin triangle (3.8) (with X := P?P and
Z = Qi NQj.) that the motive M°(P?P\(Q; N Qj))g is also mixed-Tate. Con-
sequently, thanks to Proposition 3.11, we obtain the (unconditional) equivalence:

M€(P?P\Q(r m))q mixed-Tate < M°(P*P\(Q1,c N Q2. N Q3,¢))q mixed-Tate.
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Using the fact that the motive M¢(P?P)q ~ M (P2P)q is mixed-Tate, we conclude
from the Gysin triangle (3.8) (with X :=P?P and Z := Q1, N Q2. NQ3.) that

MC(HDQD\(QL6 NQ2,NQs.c))g mixed-Tate < M Q1N Q2N Q3 e)g mixed-Tate.

The combination of equivalence (3.6) with the preceding two equivalences leads
then to the following equivalence:

(3.16) Mg m) mixed-Tate < M°(Q1,e N Q2. N Qs,)g mixed-Tate.

Thanks to Proposition 3.2, the intersection @1, N @2, N @3, is a complete inter-
section of three odd-dimensional quadrics. Therefore, as proved in [9, Cor. 2.1], the
Chow motive §(Q1. N Q2. N Q3.¢)g admits the following motivic decomposition
(317) lg@Lel®®e---aLOCP 9 g (h' (J2 2 (Q1,:NQ2,NQs.))e @LZP~Y),
where JP72(Q1. N Qa2.c N Q3,) stands for the (D — 2)*® intermediate algebraic
Jacobian of Q1. N Q2. N Qs... Moreover, as proved by Beauville in [6, Thm. 6.3],
the abelian variety JP=2(Q1,.NQ2,NQs3 ) is isomorphic, as a principally polarized
abelian variety, to the Prym variety Prym(é /C') mentioned in §1.

We now claim that the motive M¢(Q1c N Q2,e N Q3.e)p ~ M(Q1, NQ2,eNQs.c)o
is not mixed-Tate. Recall from Totaro [36, Cor. 7.3] that M(Q1. N Q2. N Q3.c)o
is mixed-Tate if and only if the Chow motive §(Q1. N Q2. N Q3.c)g is a direct
summand of a finite direct sum of Lefschetz motives. Given a Weil cohomology
theory H* (see [1, §3.3-3.4]), the odd cohomology of a direct summand of a finite

direct sum of Lefschetz motives is always zero. In contrast, since Prym(é’ /C) #£0
is an abelian variety, it follows from the above motivic decomposition (3.17) that

H'(6(Q1.e N Q2. N Q3,)0) = H' (b (Prym(C/C))g) = H' (Prym(C/C)) # 0.
This implies the preceding claim. Consequently, the proof of item (i) follows now
automatically from the above equivalence (3.16).

Proof of item (ii). Recall from above that we have the Mayer-Vietoris triangles
Me(UUV)g— M(U)g & M (V)g — M (P\Q(r,m))o — MU UV)q[l]
M (P\Q123)g — M (Urz)q ® M (Uzz)g — M(UUV)g — M(P\Q123)0[1],
where P :=P?P U :=P?P\(Q1..NQac), V :=P?P\Qs.c, Usz := P2P\(Q1NQ3.),

Uz :=P?P\(Q2,e N Qs3.c), and Q123 := Q1,c N Q2,¢ N Qsc.
Recall also from above that we have the following Gysin triangles:
M(Qr,e UQ2e)g — M (P)g — M(U)g — M (Q1,e U Q2,c)q[1]
M*(Qs.e)g — M(P)g — M*(V)q — M*(Qs,c)oll]
M®(Q1,e NQ3,e)g — M (P)g — M (Urz)g — M(Q1,e N Qs,c)o[1]
M¢(Q2,e N Q3,e)o = M (P)g — M (Uas)g — M (Q2,e N @3,c)o[l]
M¢(Qr23)g — M*(P)g — M*(P\Q123)g — M*(Q123)o[1]

In what follows, we make use of the direct sum of the 15 and 2" Gysin tri-
angles as well as of the direct sum of the 3'¢ and 4*" Gysin triangles. Since
M¢(P)g ~ M(P)g ~ @72 Q(i)[2i], we can then conclude from the above mo-
tivic computations (3.10), (3.15) and (3.17) (see Remark 3.4) and from the iso-
morphism JP~2(Q193) = Prym(C/C) that the motive M¢(P\Qr,m))q belongs to
the smallest subcategory of DMgm(F)g which can be obtained from the set of
motives {M(Prym(é/C))Q,Q(O),@(l)} by taking direct sums, shifts, summands,
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tensor products, and at most 5 cones. Now, recall from [38, Thm. 4.3.7] that since

p2P \Q(r,m) is smooth and 2D-dimensional, we have a canonical isomorphism be-
tween the dual M(P2P\Q(rm))§ of ME,, and M(P*P\Q(r m))a(—2D)[—4D].
Using the fact that the duality functor (—)V preserves direct sums, shifts, sum-
mands, tensor products, and cones, we hence conclude that the Feynman quadrics-

motive M(%m) belongs to the smallest subcategory of DMy, (F')g which can be

obtained from the set of motives {M(Prym(é/C))(\é, Q(—1)V,Q(1)"} by taking di-
rect sums, shifts, summands, tensor products, and at most 5 cones. The proof
follows now from the isomorphisms Q(#)¥ ~ Q(—4) and

M (Prym(C/C))g ~ M (Prym(C/C))q(~d)[~2d],

where d stands for the dimension of the Prym variety.
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