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WRONSKIAN FACTORIZATIONS AND
BROADHURST-MELLIT DETERMINANT FORMULAE

YAJUN ZHOU

ABSTRACT. Drawing on Vanhove’s contributions to mixed Hodge structures for Feynman integrals in
two-dimensional quantum field theory, we compute two families of determinants whose entries are Bessel
moments. Via explicit factorizations of certain Wronskian determinants, we verify two recent conjectures
proposed by Broadhurst and Mellit, concerning determinants of arbitrary sizes. With some extensions to our
methods, we also relate two more determinants of Broadhurst—Mellit to the logarithmic Mahler measures
of certain polynomials.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction

2. An algebraic evaluation of detM;

2.1. A 3 x3 Wronskian determinant

2.2. Reduction to det M»

3. An algebraic evaluation of detN;

3.1. A 4 x4 Wronskian determinant

3.2. Reduction to detN,

4. Broadhurst—Mellit formulae for det M}, and det Ny

4.1. Wronskians for two-scale Bessel moments

4.2. Reduction of detMj to detM;_; and detN;_;

4.3. Reduction of detNy to detM, and detN;_

5. Vacuum diagrams and Mahler measures

5.1.  Conjectures of Broadhurst—Mellit and Rodriguez-Villegas
5.2. Relation between deth and m(1 +x; +xo + x3 +x4)
5.3. Relation between detN, and m(1l+x1+x2+x3+ x4 +X5)
Acknowledgments

References

HANHAAAN S =SSt Ss =

Date: February 5, 2018.

Keywords: Bessel moments, Feynman integrals, Wroniskian determinants, Mahler measures

Subject Classification (AMS 2010): 33C10, 46E25, 15A15, 11R06 (Primary) 81T18, 81T40, 81Q30, 60G50 (Secondary)

* This research was supported in part by the Applied Mathematics Program within the Department of Energy (DOE) Office
of Advanced Scientific Computing Research (ASCR) as part of the Collaboratory on Mathematics for Mesoscopic Modeling
of Materials (CM4).


http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.01829v2

BROADHURST-MELLIT DETERMINANTS 1

1. INTRODUCTION

In perturbative expansions for two-dimensional quantum field theory, we often need to evaluate Feyn-

man diagrams such as [@, $8]
mj

M A M 5n-1 / « . .
2! [ Io(M) gKo(mlx)] xdx, (1.1)
"y
where Iy(t) = % JFec®%de and Ko(t) = [° e "M du are modified Bessel functions of zeroth order.
When all the external legs and all the internal lines bear the same parameters (say, M =m; =---=m, =1
in the diagram above), we are left with the single-scale Bessel moments [@,é, @, ﬂ]

IKM(a,b;n) := /Ow[lo(t)]“[Ko(t)]bt”dt (1.2)

for certain non-negative integers a,b,n € Zx.

In addition to their important rdles in the computation of anomalous magnetic dipole moment [@, 24,
27 in quantum electrodynamics, these single-scale Bessel moments are also intimately related to motivic
integrations in algebraic geometry [7] and modular forms in number theory [31], thus having stimulated
intensive mathematical research. For example, various linear relations among Bessel moments, such as
2 IKM(3,5;1) = IKM(1,7;1) [conjectured in @, (148)] and On? IKM4,4;1) = 14IKM(2,6;1) [con-
jectured in|16, (147)] had been discovered by numerical experiments, before their formal proofs [35, @]
were constructed by algebraic and analytic methods.

Recently, based on a collaboration with Anton Mellit ], David Broadhurst has laid out several
dazzling conjectures about non-linear algebraic relations among IKM(a, b; n) with fixed a+b and varying
n [@]. They revolve around certain determinants whose entries are Bessel moments, two of which are
recapitulated below.

Conjecture 1.1 (Broadhurst—Mellit [IE, Conjecture 4]). If My is a k X k matrix with elements

Moas = [ HoOF Ko7 dr, (13)
0
then its determinant evaluates to
k k=]
@Nn’

detMy, = | | ————.

11-1 V(2j+1)%i+]

Conjecture 1.2 (Broadhurst—Mellit [@, Conjecture 7]). If Ny is a k X k matrix with elements
(NOap 1= /O oI [Ko(r) 2220 1, (15)

then its determinant evaluates to

(1.4)

2 pk+1)?/2 kil (i qykrl=j

detNy = —, (1.6)
L(k+1)/2) 57 @2g)
an expression that involves Euler’s gamma function T'(x) := [y~ t*le~tdt for x > 0.
In our previous work [@, §3], we established the determinant formula
B IKM(1,4;1) IKM(1,4;3)\  2n°
detMp = det (IKM(Z,S; 1) IKM(2,3;3)) = V335 (L7

by evaluating all the four entries of M in closed form. These analytic evaluations were made possible by
integrations of some special modular forms. It appears uneconomical, if not utterly infeasible, to probe
into the remaining scenarios in Conjectures[[.T]and[[.2]through analytic expressions for all the individual
elements in these matrices. Indeed, only a limited number of individual Bessel moments IKM(a, b; n)
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for a+b > 5 are currently known in closed form (say, as special L-values attached to certain automorphic
forms) [IE, @].

In this work, we verify Conjectures [LTHI.2] in their entirety, via Vanhove’s studies of mixed Hodge
structures for Feynman integrals [@], and factorizations of certain Wronskian determinants. This ap-
proach allows us to find a recursive mechanism underlying the Broadhurst—-Mellit determinant formu-
lae, without going through the ordeals of evaluating individual matrix elements by brute force. The
same method can be extended to certain determinants whose entries involve the vacuum diagrams
V, .= IKM(0,n;1) = f(;” [Ko(t)]*'tdt for n € {5,6}. These extensions allow us to evaluate two other
determinants that were studied numerically by Broadhurst—Mellit [@, (101) and (114)], in terms of
logarithmic Mahler measures, which are defined as

1 1 . .
m(P) ::/ dtl---/ dt, log|P(e?™1 ..., ¢*Fim)] (1.8)
0 0

for all Laurent polynomials P € C[xi-’l, i

273

. . . . . . . 3355 ’ . .
tions of determinants, rather than automorphic representations of individual matrix entries. We carry on

. . 4 .

these algebraic arguments in §3]to produce a proof of detN, = 22—2, before devoting §4lto the treatments
of detMy and detNy that come in arbitrary sizes (k € Zs»>). In we open with an overview of current
understandings for the relations between vacuum diagrams and Mahler measures, before presenting a

proof of the results stated below.

This article runs as follows. In §2] we write a new proof for detM, = using algebraic manipula-

Theorem 1.3 (Broadhurst—Mellit determinants and Mahler measures). We have the following determi-
nant evaluations, in terms of the logarithmic Mahler measures defined in (LS8)):

IKM(0,5;1) IKM(0,5; 3)) 21

IKM(2,3;1) TKM(2,3;3)) ~ lsmmﬂﬂlﬂzma +X4), (1.9)

IKM(0,6;1) IKM(O,6;3)> *

TKM(2.4:1) IKM(2.4:3)) = 9g"(1 + X1+ X243+ X4 +x5). (1.10)

deth :=det <
detNg = det (

2. AN ALGEBRAIC EVALUATION OF det M>

As announced in the introduction, we now calculate detM, without evaluating each element in the
matrix My. In §2.11 using variations on the single-scale Bessel moments, we construct a 3 x 3 Wronskian
determinant as a function 23(u) of a parameter u € (0,4), and characterize 3(u),u € (0,4) up to an
overall multiplicative constant. In §2.2] we determine the aforementioned multiplicative constant by the
asymptotic behavior 23(u),u — 0%, and compute detM; via the special value Q3(1).

2.1. A 3x3 Wronskian determinant. To simplify notations, we introduce a few abbreviations involv-
ing Bessel moments and their analogs.

Definition 2.1. We write IKM (resp. IKM) for two-scale Bessel moments with a rescaled argument in
one Iy (resp. Kp) factor. Concretely speaking, we have

TKM(a +1,b;nlu) = /000 To(Nun)[To(D)*[Ko(1)]°F" dt, (2.1)
IﬁM(a,b + 1;nu) := /000 Ko(Nun)[To())[Ko()]°1" d1, (2.2)

for certain non-negative integers a, b,n € Zx( that make these integral expressions absolutely convergent
for a given scaling parameter u > 0. Differentiations in the variable u will be denoted by short-hands
like D™ f(u) := d™ f(u)/ du™, where m € Zs¢. It is understood that D°f(u) = f(u). For N € Z-1, the
Wronskian determinant W{ fi(u),..., fx(u)] refers to det(D*! fiw)i<i j<n. U]
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Here, for the convergence test of the two-scale Bessel moments, it would suffice to remind our readers
of the asymptotic expansions for the modified Bessel functions:

_ e 1 _ 7o 1
Io(t)_\/z_m[1+0<t)}, Ko(t)_\/;e [H_O(t)}’ (2.3)

as t — oo, In the t — 0™ regime, the bounded term Ip(¢) = 1 + O(1?) and the mild singularity Ko(f) =
O(logt) do not contribute to the convergence test of single-scale Bessel moments IKM and their two-
scale analogs TKM, IKM. Later in this section, we will also find the following facts

sup Vilo(Ko(1) < oo, supt® |[lo(DKo()) = 15| < o0 (2.4)
>0 >0
and
Ko(t
sup & < o0 (2.5)
0 1+logt]

useful in bound estimates for IKM(a,b +1;nu), as u — 0*.
Setting

¢ _ TKM(1,4;20—1|u)+4TKM(1,4:26—1|u)
M2 () = 5 s

1 5 (u) = TKM(2,3;2¢ — 1{u), (2.6)
pb 5 () = IKM(2,3; 26 - 1|u),

we study the Wronskian determinant

Q3(u) := Wlph, y (). 15 5 (). 15 3 (10)]
D%y () DOpy () D°us 5(u)
= det [ D'uh (u) D'py(u) D' 5(u) (2.7)
D5, () Dy () D*pb 5(w)

in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.2 (Vanhove differential equation for £23(u)). For 0 <u <4, the Wroriskian determinant Q23(u) :=
W[,u%’l(u), ,u%’z(u), ,u%ﬁ(u)] satisfies the following differential equation:

1 —
DBt = Pl G 6 -0y

(2.8)

Proof. Using integration by parts in the variable ¢, one can verify that the following holonomic differen-
tial operator [@ Table 1, n = 4]

= u?(u—4)(u—16)D> + 6u(u® — 15u+ 32)D?
+(7u* — 68u+64)D" + (u—4)D° (2.9)
annihilates every member of the set {:“5,1(”)’ ,uiz(u), ,uéﬁ(u)}, for u € (0,4).

With the Kronecker delta

o it
5= i (2.10)
’ 1, ifi=}j,
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we can show that
3

D'"Wly (). 2 (), iy 3)] = Y. det(D™O% 1) ) 1<, j<3
k=1
o DO () DOujH(u) D s 5(u)
= det(D'*%3~ Mo, j(u)1<i,j<3 = det DlM%J(“) Dl/‘%,z(“) Dlﬂéﬁ(”)
Db () Dy ,(w) Dy 5(u)

D°us () Dy () DOy 5(u)
det | D'ud ) D'p),w) D'pjsw) |. (2.11)
Dy () Dpb () D 5(u)

Here, in the last step, we have subtracted linear combinations of the first two rows from the last row in

the penultimate determinant, while appealing to the homogeneous differential equations Zg,ué,k(u) =0
for k € {1,2,3},u € (0,4). Clearly, the differential equation in (2.11)) is equivalent to (3.3). |

~ 6u(u® — 15u+32)
w?(u—4)(u—16)

Remark After carefully collecting boundary contributions to the Newton—Leibniz formula (see Lemma
4.2 for technical details), one can show that Z3 IKM(1,4;1|u) = -3 holds for u € (0, 16) and Z3 IKM(1,4;
1u) = % holds for u € (0,00). This justifies our choice of the particular linear combination in ,ui () =
%TKM(IA; 1u) + %‘IKM(IA; 1|u). The homogeneous differential equation Z3/1i () = 0 was also cru-
cially important in a previous study [@, §5] of the single-scale 6-loop sunrise diagram in two-dimen-
sional quantum field theory. 0

2.2. Reduction to detM,. We recall that the modified Bessel functions of first order are related to
derivatives of their counterparts of zeroth order:

d1o(r) d Ko(7)
Li(t) = , Ki(t)y=- , 2.12
1) i 1() i (2.12)
and we have a bound
tK1(1)—1]
sup ——— (2.13)
=0 1(1 +[log)
Reserving the symbol D! for partial derivatives in the variable u, we have
tIy (\ut) 1 tK1(\ut)
D' Io(Vur) = . D'Ko(Wut) = —————". 2.14
o(Vur) i o(Vur) i (2.14)

This motivates us to introduce additional short-hand notations, to accommodate for derivatives of two-
scale Bessel moments IKM and IKM with respect to u.

Definition 2.3. We write [KM (resp. IKM) for the replacement of one Io(¢) (resp. Ko(t)) factor in the
single-scale Bessel moments by one I (+/ut) (resp. —K;(+/ut)) factor. Concretely speaking, we define

IKM(a +1,b;nju) := + /0 h L(Nud) [ To(O1[Ko(D)]P 7 dt, (2.15)

IKM(a,b + 1;nju) := — /0 ) Ky (Nut)[Io(O)1[ Ko ()21 d1, (2.16)

for certain non-negative integers a,b,n € Z>q that guarantee convergence of these integrals for a given
parameter u > 0. 0

With the understanding that D' f(1) = d"” f(u)/ du™|,=1, we now investigate
D°%u5 (1) Dopyo(1) DOuj5(1)
Q3(1) = det [ D'y (1) D'uj (1) D'ujs(D) |. (2.17)
Dy (1) Dy 5(1) D?pb5(1)
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To save space for matrix entries, we also define

TKM(1,4;20-1)u)+4TKM(1,4;26—1u)
5 bl

ﬂgl(u) = 0
b 5 () = TKM(2,3;2¢ — 1]u), (2.18)
b 5 (u) = TKM(2,3;2€ - 1]u).
Proposition 2.4 (Factorization of £23(1)). We have the following identity:
IKM(1,2;1
7;3 ) detM. (2.19)
Proof. With the Bessel differential equations (uD? + D')Io(\/ut) = %I()(\/ﬁl‘) and (uD? + DY)Ko(\Jut) =
%KO(\/EI), we can verify

(1) =

111 () 5 5() s 5(w)
2P Q3(u) = det | A () [y () [ () (2.20)

15, )  115,5(u) 123 5(u)
for all u € (0,4), upon using elementary row operations. In particular, we may identify 23Q3(1) with

IKM(1,4;1) IKM(2,3;1) IKM(2,3;1)

det | 3,() f55(1) s . 2.21)
IKM(1,4;3) IKM(2,3;3) IKM(2,3;3)

Now, subtracting the second column from the last column in the determinant above, while keeping in
mind that Io()Ky (1) + I, (1)Ko (t) = } leads to 1} 5(1) = i} ,(1) = —=IKM(1,2; 1), we may equate 23Q3(1)
with

IKM(1,4;1) IKM(2,3;1) 0
det[ 4 () o) —IKM(1,2;1) |, (2.22)
IKM(1,4;3) IKM(2,3;3) 0
thereby establishing our claim in (Z.19). [

In the next proposition, we examine the Wronskian determinant in the u — 0% limit.

Proposition 2.5 (Factorization of Q3(0%)). The limit

[IKM(1,3; )]
235

11%1+ W Qs(u) = (2.23)
entails

7.[4

225[12(4 — u)(16 —w) P2’

Q3(u) = Yu € (0,4). (2.24)

. .. . . 3
In particular, this implies the evaluation detM, = \/23’;?

Proof. From (3.3), we know that [1*(4 — u)(16 — u)]3/2Q3(u) remains constant for u € (0,4). We will
determine this constant by computing

29 uli)r(r)1+ > Qs(u) (2.25)

from

W) ) ()
2w Q3(u) = det | Vuhy () Vs, ) ul 3w |- (2.26)
W ) w5 () s 5 (w)
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In the u — 0% regime, we have [cf. (2.4) and (2.13)]

b () = /0 " Ko(Wan (Ko d1

o0 1
=0 (/O Ko(vat)dt) =0 (%> , (2.27)
~VuIKM(1,4; 1|u) = /OOO Io(t)[Ko(t)]3tdt+/OOO[\/EtKl(\/ﬁt)— NIo()[ Ko td1
= IKM(1,3; 1) + O(Vulog u), (2.28)

along with several other asymptotic expansions, so 2°1>Q3(x) becomes

O(log u) IKM(1,3; 1)+ O@) O(1/u)
det [ —EMALED 4 O(\ulogu) O(u) Vit 5 (u) | . (2.29)
O(ulogu) O(u) upt3 5 (1)

Noting that [cf. 2.4)]

Vi3 = [N (VO dr

00 1
=0 (/O \/ﬁKl(\/ﬁt)tdt) =0 <%) , (2.30)
and [cf. 2.4)]
[ee] (o] 1
upi 3(u) = % /O Ko(Wuntdi +u /O Ko(\ut) {[10<t>1<0<t>]2 - 472}’3‘”
_ i/om Ko(didi+0 (a/ooo Ko(\/ﬁt)dt>
_ % + O, 231)
we find
2313 Q3(u)
O(logu) IKM(1,3;1)+0w) O(1/u)
= det | —*TEMLED 4 O(vulogu) h O(1/+/u)
O(ulogu) O(u) 1+ 0(u)
. 2
US GRS +O0(Wulogu). (2.32)

5

As we have IKM(1,3;1) = ’zf_j [3, (55)1, we see that the limit in (Z23) must be equal to 2’%_

Recalling the well-known evaluation IKM(1,2;1) = % from [B, (23)], we can compute detM, =

\/23’;% with the aid of (2.19)) and (2.24)). [ |

3. AN ALGEBRAIC EVALUATION OF detN»

In §2] we built detM; on the knowledge of (the retroactively defined 1 X 1 “determinants™) detM; =
IKM(1,2;1) and detN; = IKM(1,3;1). Our task in this section is to compute detN, from detM, and
detN;.



BROADHURST-MELLIT DETERMINANTS 7

3.1. A 4x4 Wronskian determinant. Setting

¢ _ TKM(1,5;20— 1u)+5TKM(1,5;26— 1|u)

v%l(u) =" e ,

v?,z(u) :EKM(2,4;2€— 1|u), 3.1)
vy5(u) = IISM(3,3;2€— 1|u),

vh 4(u) = TKM(2,4;2¢ - 1|u),

and
"é,l(“) _ TKM(I,S;%’—1|u)+6SIKM(l,5;2€—1|u),
vy (1) = IKM(2,4;20 = 1|u), (3.2)

74 5(u) = TKM(3,3;20 - 1u),
¥4 4 (u) = IKM(2,4;20 — 1|u),

we begin our study of the Wronskian determinant w4(u) := W[vé 1(u),v% 2(u),v% 3(u),v% 4(u)] from the
next lemma.

Lemma 3.1 (Vanhove differential equation for w4(u)). For 0 <u < 1, the Wroriskian determinant w4(u) :=
W[vi (), V%,z(“)’ véﬁ(u), véA(u)] satisfies the following differential equation:

1
-u)(25-u)’

Proof. Using integration by parts in the variable ¢, one can verify that the following holonomic differen-
tial operator [@, Table 1, n = 5]

Ly := u®(u—25)u—9)(u— 1)D* + 2u(5u® — 140u> + 777u — 450)D>
+(25u® = 518u + 1839u — 450)D* + Bu —5)(5u — 57)D" + (u—5)D° (3.4)

D' wy(u) = 2w4(u)D' log TR (3.3)

annihilates every member in the set {vé (), vé (1), vé 3(u), vé 4(u)}. One may then proceed as in Lemma
2.2] [ |

Remark We have L, IKM(1,5; 1|u) = =% for u € (0,25) and Ly IKM(1,5; 1|u) = 3 for u € (0,00). Such
computations will be put into a broader context in Lemma [4.2] U

3.2. Reduction to detN,. We now describe an analog of Proposition 2.4

Proposition 3.2 (Factorization of w4(17)). We have the following identity:
IKM(1,3;1)
T det

Proof. Through row operations and the Bessel differential equations for /o and Ky, we find

lim (1 - Uy wa(u) = - No. (3.5)

1 1 1 1
V%l(u) V%’z(u) V%,3(u) V%A_(u)
Vo) Vo) Vo) vy (u)

2503 wy(u) = det i) Vi) v v (3.6)
‘/’%,1(”) ‘7%,2(”) ‘,’%,3(”) ‘;%,4(”)
for all u € (0,1). In particular, as u — 17, we have
26u3w4(u)
IKM(1,5:1)+0 vj,(1)+0 vjs()+o v (1)+o
_ det # Vho(D+o Vi) vy,(1)+o 37

IKM(1,5:3)+0 vi,(1)+o0  v33(1)  vi4()+o
ﬁ ﬁ 1/’2,3(”) ﬁ
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where a hash (resp. circle) denotes a bounded (resp. infinitesimal) quantity. Here, it is also worth pointing

out that v; ,(1) = v; (1) = IKM(2,4; 1) and v3 ,(1) = v3 4, (1) = IKM(2,4;3).
From a bound

, 1
supt® | [Io(DKo(N]* = —| < 00, s€{1,2)
>0 4t
and generalized Weber—Schafheitlin integrals [cf. @, §13.45] foru e (0,1):

/ " o(VanKo@idr = ——,
0 1—u

o0 __log(l—u)
/0 B dr = ~E =,
* 2 . 2\u

/0 h(unKo@rdr = 7=,

we may deduce the following asymptotic formulae in the u — 1~ regime:
73,3(u)
=1 [k ars [T ek { o(OKo(0] - = } P di
= O(log(1 —w)),

(1= u)v3 5(u)

1-—
il / Io(WanKo(rdt +(1 - w) / Io(a l)Ko(l){[lo(l)Ko(t)]2 }t dr

= 0(1),

(1 —u) v2 3(u)

(1 ”)2 2 2
/ Li(Vut) Ko d e+ (1 - u)/ Li(Vut)Ko(0) { [o(DKo(D1? — — ¢ t*de

= g +O((1 —u)* log(1 —u)).

Therefore, we have
2501 (1 — u)?wy(u)
IKM(1,5:D+0 vi,(D+o o v, (I)+o
# o(D+o o 7, (D+o
IKM(1,5;3)+0 vj,(D+o o v, (l)+o
# # 5+0 #
| IKM(1,5;1)+0 IKM(2,4;1)+0 IKM(2,4;1)+o0
= -5 det i v, (1) +0 vy 4(1)+0 +o(1)
IKM(1,5;3)+0 IKM(2,4;3)+0 IKM(2,4;3)+o0

= det

(3.8)

(3.9)

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)

by cofactor expansion, as u — 1™. After eliminating the second column from the last column in the last
3x 3 determinant, and employing v} 4(1) 123 1 ,(1) = —=IKM(1,3;1), in a similar fashion as (2.22), we

arrive at the factorization formula in

Next, we consider an extension of Proposition 2.3
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Proposition 3.3 (Factorization of w4(0%)). The limit

5(detM,)?

3 (3.16)

lim u4w4(u) = —
u—0+

entails

70

C25[2(1 = u)(9 — u)(25 —u)]2’

w4(u) = Yu e (0,1). (3.17)

. .. . . 4
In particular, this implies the evaluation detN, = ﬁ

Proof. We will evaluate lim,,_,o+ utwa(u), starting from the expansion

200t wa(u)

V2,1 (1) v,0(10) v2,3(10) v2,4(10)
Vuvh () vl ) uvh 5 (u)  uvh 4 (u)

V%,l(“) V%,z(“) V%s(“) V%A(”)
Nuv3 () N3 yu)  Nuvs 5 (u) Va3 4(u)
O(logu) py ;()+0@) ph,(1)+O0) O(logu)
Vuvy () Ow) O(u) Vv 4 (u)
O(logu)  pi5,(1)+0) p3,(1)+0() Oogu)
Vuvs () O(w) O(w) Vuv3 4 (u)

o (TEM(L& D) TRMQ,3: D | (Vi?h (o) Vas) ()
- IKM(1,4:3) TIKM(2.3:3)) “\Vird | () v 4(u)

where 4 | (1) = IKM(1,4;2¢— 1) and 5 (1) = IKM(2,3;2¢ - 1). Arguing in a similar vein as (2.28), we
find

= det

= det

) +O0@u*log? u), (3.18)

(W@J(u) \/E@A(u))
Vuvy  (u) s 4 (w)

_ (—2IKM(L4; D) +o(1) —IKM(2,3;1)+0(1) (3.19)
B —%IKM(1,4;3)+0(1) —IKM(2,3;3)+0(1) ’
as u — 0. Therefore, our goal is achieved. [ |

4. BROADHURST-MELLIT FORMULAE FOR detM} AND detNy

The major goal of this section is to generalize the algebraic manipulations in §§2-3] to the following
recursions of Broadhurst—Mellit determinants for all k € Z>»:

1
KT/2)PetNe )2 A [ @2 192
detMj,_; detM;, = 22+ 1) 2 {(2].)2_ 1} , 4.1)
2k 1 @etM2 R T @12 10
detNe-1 detNe = 20— g{(Zj—l)z—l] (4.2)

Once these recursions are established, we can verify Conjectures [Tl and [.2] by induction.
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4.1. Wronskians for two-scale Bessel moments. The analysis in §§2H3] motivates us to introduce the
following notations for matrix elements.

Definition 4.1. For each k € Z>,, we set

¢ _IKM(1,2k;20— 1)+ 2k IKM(1,2k;20— 1)
Hye,1 () = 2k+1 ’
pg () = IKM(j. 2k +1 = j: 20— 1|u). ¥ j € ZN[2.K], (4.3)
,ui,j(u) =IKM(j—k+1,3k—j;2¢—1u),Yje ZN[k+1,2k—1],

and
¢ — IKM(1,2k+1;26—1{u)+(2k+ 1) IKM(1,2k+1;26—1|u)
Vi (@) == 2(k+1) ’
vi,j(u) =IKM(j,2k+2— j;2¢0—1|u),Yje ZN[2,k+ 1], 4.4)

vE () = IKM(j -k, 3k +2 - j:20 = 1|u).¥ j € Z.N [k +2,2K].

For a,b € ZN|[1,k], we also write ,uz’a = ,uf,u(l) and vi’a = vi,u( 1), as the abbreviations for the entries in
the Broadhurst—Mellit matrices:

= Mous = [ TOFIKo@P 2 dr, 4.5)
Vi o= (NQap = /0 [Lo()]*[Ko())*24?P=1 . (4.6)
For each k € Z>,, we will be concerned with
QZk—l(u) = W[/»lllc,l(u), v ,/l]i’Zk_l(u)], (47)
wor(u) = W[V;i,l(u), . ,v,lc’Zk(u)], (4.8)
the Wronskian determinants for two-scale Bessel moments. 0
If we further define
. TKM(1,2k:20- 1]u)+ 2k IKM(1,2k;20— 1|u
,ui,l(u):, ( i)+ 2K TKM( ).
rai,j(u) =IKM(j,2k+1—j;2¢ - 1|u),Yje ZN[2,k], (4.9)
,a,‘;j(u) =IKM(j—k+1,3k—j;2¢—1|u),Yje ZN[k+1,2k—1],
and
9w = ’IKM(1,2k+1;2[—1|u)+2((2kk:11))IKM(1,2k+1;2€—l|u)’
Vi j() = TKM(j, 2k +2 = j; 20— 1|u),V j € ZN [2,k+1], (4.10)

7 ) = IRM(j—k, 3k +2 - ;20— 1|u). ¥ j € Z O [k+2,2K],

then we can verify

)y ()
QVip* DD (1) = det ﬂ;i,l(u) ﬂ;lc,gk_l(u) @.11)
e ) e o ()
for u € (0,4), and
Vllc,l(u) Vl%,Zk—l(u)
{/llc,l(u) {/llc,Zk—l(u)

(ZW)(Zk_l)szk(u) =det| -ooeieiii (4.12)
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for u € (0,1), through iterated applications of the Bessel differential equations (uD? + Dl)Io(\/ﬁt) =
L To(Var) and (uD? + DY)Ko(iir) = 5 Ko(Var).

Lemma 4.2 (Vanhove differential equati~ons for Qyr_1(u) and wor(u)). (a) Foreachn € Zs1, there exists
a holonomic differential operator L, whose leading term is f,(u)D", such that f,(u) is a monic
polynomial and

L, IKM(1,n+1, Tu) = @20

L,IKM(1L,n+1,1ju) = &,

S . . ) (4.13)
L, IKM(j,n+2-j,1|lu) =0, VjeZN[2,5+1],
L, IKM(j,n+2-j,1|lu)=0, V]EZO[Z,%].
(b) Forue€(0,4), we have
D' Q1 (u) = =—— Q1 (u)D" log —; (4.14)
WK TS 1(2))? - ul
forue(0,1), we have
1
(4.15)

D' woi(u) = kway(u)D' log , .
W T2 - D2 = ul
Proof. (a) With the notations 8° f(¢) = f(#) and 3"*! f(¢) = t&£0" £(¢) for all n € Zs(, we have the Bessel
differential equations 021(r) = r20°Iy(f) and 3*K(r) = 1*0°Ko(r). The Borwein—Salvy operator L,
[@, Lemma 3.3], being the n-th symmetric power of the Bessel differential operator 8% — 23°, an-

nihilates each member in the set {[Io(t)]/[Ko(£)]" | j e Zn[0,n]}. The Borwein—Salvy operator
Ly+1 = Zp+1.0+1 can be constructed by the Bronstein-Mulders—Weil algorithm [Iﬂ, Theorem 1]:

{$n+1,0 =0, %11 =0,

4.16
L1 =0V L —k(n+ 1=k L1 g1, YkeZN[1,n]. (16

For each fixed j € ZN[0,n], one can use the aforementioned recursion for the operators .71 «, the
Leibniz rule for derivatives, and the Bessel differential equation, to prove a formula [cf. 22, Theorem
1]

L1 LoV Ko (O]}

_ Zk: k! j! (n—j)!

A=D1 =Dl = =k [0' To()) Lo ()10 Ko()]*~ ‘[ Ko(e)]" /¢ (4.17)

=0

by induction on k € ZN[0,n]. (Here, we need the convention 1/(—m)! = 0 for all positive integers
m.) In particular, we have the following identities for k € Z N[0,n] [cf. , Lemma 3.1]

n.

|
LKo"} = [Ko()]" 10" Ko(0)1", (4.18)
(n—k)!
-k
Lt oK'} = %[6110(0][Ko(t)]"‘k[alKo(t)]k‘l
(n—D)! n—k-1yz1 k
+ k= DO KO 0 Ko (4.19)

Once we have obtained
n+1 ak
k

IPREDY LB OEw: (4.20)
i=0 f
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(b)
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from the Bronstein—Mulders—Weil algorithm described above [with the understanding that % g(t,u)=

g(t,u)], we can define the action of its formal adjoint L, _; on a bivariate function g(t,u) as follows:

n+1 ak
L. g(tu) = Z(—l)k7un+1,k(r)g(z, u)]. 4.21)
k=0

The design of Vanhove’s operators Z,,,n € Zs>1 in [@, §9] ensures that

7 1) s Io(up)
1L Ko(vur) = G Ly, KoV
Starting from the vanishing identity
® Jo(\ut)
0= /0 - ‘[ L 1{[Ko(O]"}d1, (4.23)

we may perform successive integrations by parts, while carefully treating boundary contributions
from the r — 0" regime. We recall the recursion L,y = Zpi1 41 = O L1 —nt?> Ly 1 a1 from
@.10) and the closed-form formula for %, x{[Ko(1)]"} from @I8]). These identities enable us to
rewrite (4.23) as

o0 a (o]
0= / ot > Ly Ko} d 1 —n / Ho(Nat) Ls 1 n (Ko@)} d1
0 ot 0

oo ol
= (1) - /0 znﬂ,n{[Ko(r)]"}O(T‘/ﬁ” dr

—n /O ) to(Nut) L1 n-1{[Ko(1)]"} d1, (4.24)

where the boundary contribution comes from lim;_,o+ %11 ,{[Ko(t)]"} = n! lim;_o+[-tK1 (1)]" = (=1)"
n!. None of the subsequent integrations by parts will incur any non-vanishing boundary contribu-
tions, because we have lim,_,o+ t’log™ t = 0 for all £,m € Z. Thus, we can recast (&.24)) into

S I
—(=1)"n!+ /0 [Ko(OT'LE, O(ft)dt

= —(=1)'n! + (=12 L, IKM(1,n, 1|u), (4.25)

0

which proves the first identity in (@.13)).
In a similar vein, we may integrate by parts with the help from (4.16) and (4.19):

_[* Ko(\ut)
0= /o t

Ly 1 {Io(O[Ko(O1" ' d1

*© 0K,
= —/0 $n+1,n{10(t)[K0(t)]n_l}%\/ﬁt) dz

lim (rLO(W”
t—0* ot

(-D*"n—D!+ (=12 1L, IKM(1, 1, 1u), (4.26)

_n/ooo tKO(\/Et)gnH,n—l{Io(t)[KO(t)]n—l}dt

$n+1,n_1{10<t>[1<o<r)]"'1}) + (=112 L, IKM(1,m, 1u)

which proves the second identity in (£.13).

All the remaining cases in (4.13) can be proved by examining the asymptotic behavior of (.17)
in the r — 07 regime.
From (.13), we know that for each k € Zs,, Vanhove’s operator ng_l (resp. ng) annihilates every
member in the set {,u,i’j(u)lj € ZN[1,2k—1]} (resp. {v}(,j(u)Ij e ZN[1,2k])).
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For k € Zs», Vanhove’s operators sz—l and ng take the following forms [@, (9.11)-(9.12)]:
2k—1 dmZk_l(u) D2k_2

Lok—1 = Moy (w)D**1 + +L.O.T., (4.27)
2 du
d
Lox = nop(u)D* +k "j"(”) p*'+rL0T., (4.28)
where

k k+1
Mok () = uf [Jlu— @71 no() = uF [Jlu—(2j- D2, (4.29)

J=1 j=1

and “L.0.T.” stands for “lower order terms”. Therefore, the corresponding Wronskians must evolve

according to (4.14) and @.13). [ |

l}emark Prior to the work of Vanhove [@], various authors [@, , ] have consigered the operator
L,. Although Vanhove formulated his theory in [@, §9] only for “sunrise diagrams” IKM(1, n; 1|u), his
ideas generalize well to Feynman graphs with other topologies, as indicated in the proof above. For

an extension of Vanhove’s differential equations to quantum field theory in arbitrary dimensions, see
Miiller-Stach—Weinzierl-Zayadeh [@]. O

Remark ForneZ., Kluyver’s function p,(x) = f(;)o Jo(xt)[Jo(t)]" xt d t represents the probability density
for the distance traveled by a random walker in the Euclidean plane after n consecutive unit steps aiming

at random directions. Here, Jo(¢) := 2 fo cos(tcos¢)d is the Bessel function of the first kind. It has
been shown by Borwem—Straub—Wan—Zudlhn that p,(x) is holonomic, whose annihilator has the form

gn(0) L + L.O.T. where [10, (2.8)]

g =x""1 ] -md. (4.30)
meZN[1,n]
m=n (mod 2)

The resemblance between (@.29) and (@.30) is not accidental. We refer our readers to [37] for the con-
nection between Kluyver’s probability density function and two-scale Bessel moments. U

4.2. Reduction of detMy, to detM;,_; and detN;_;. Now we factorize €,;_ in a similar spirit as Propo-

sitions [2.4] and

Proposition 4.3 (Factorization of Qy;_1(1)). For each k € Z>>, we have

(=1)e2) detM;_
.QZk 1(1) = (— ) mdeth (431)

Proof. In the formula
2(k—1)(2k—1)Q2k_1(1)
u;},l(l) u;},k(l) u;},m(l) o ey (D
— det /:Lk,l(l) ﬂk’k(l) /:Lk,k+1(1) ,Uk’zk_l(l) ’ (4.32)

de (D) el (D) g (D) e (1)

we observe that

,ukj(l) Hkk+] 1(1) ,uk 433
{ :“kk+] (D= 'uk](l)_ ﬂé 1j-1 (339



14 YAJUN ZHOU

for all j € ZN[2,k]. Thus, we obtain, after column eliminations and row bubble sorts,

2(k— 1)(2k— I)QZk— 1 ( 1 )

lilllc,l Iilllck ? 1()
— det A (D) (D) =gy =gy e
M ﬂi,k 0 0
T
M 0
k(k=1)
=(—=1) 2 det , (4.34)
A - 4la
IR Y 1}
—1
e CO NI 7/ ¢ k
which factorizes as claimed. n

Proposition 4.4 (Factorization of Qy;_;(0%)). The limit
(=1)e2) k[T(k/2)]? (detN;_;)?

k(2k=1)/2 _
,}B&M QZk l(u) ( 1) (2k+1) 2(k—l)(2k—l)+l (435)
entails
(e=1)k2) kL
(=) 2 KT/ (detNe_1)? 5[ (2)) :
Qo1 (u) = UKDk 4 1) 26-DEk=D+1 H Q)P —u » Yue(0,4). (4.36)
Proof. As we compare the representation
2k=D2k=1) k2k=D2 0 ()
M,},l(u) u;},%_2<u) u;},%_lw)
— det Wﬂk,l(u) ‘/b_‘/lk,zk_z(u) ‘/b_‘/lk,zk_l(u) 4.37)
“k/zﬂk () - k/zﬂk 22 (1) ”k/zﬂi,zk—l(“)

with (@.11)), we see that each row involving ,1,(, ; now bears an additional pre-factor of \u; the first (k—1)

rows involving ,ug ; are left intact, but the bottom row in (.11} is multiplied by a factor of uk/?. Clearly,
this setting hearkens back to (2.26).

Akin to what we had in Proposition[2.3 when u is a positive infinitesimal, we can establish the follow-
ing asymptotic behavior of the first (2k —2) columns in (4.37):

O(logu), JE{YU(ZNTk+1,2k-2])
,Ukj( u) =

438
Vi +0W), jEZN[2K (4.38)

for £ € ZN|1,k], and

— Vi o), j=1
Vgt ;) =  Ow), JELNI2,A] (4.39)
Vi1 o), jeZN[k+1,2k=2]
for £ € ZN[1,k—1]. Here, it is understood that when k = 2, the closed interval [k+ 1,2k—2] =[3,2] =

is the empty set, so {1} U(Z N[k + 1,2k —2]) degenerates to {1} in this scenario. We also bear in mind
that the bottom row in (@.37)) carries an additional factor of u*/?, so the estimate in @38) tells us that the
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bottom-left section of the partitioned matrix in (4.37)) contains only infinitesimal elements, with order at
most O(ur/? logu).

Meanwhile, we point out that the top-right block in (4.37)) contains elements of order O(1/+/u), ac-
cording to the rationale in (2.27) and (2.30). The bottom-right element behaves like

k2

WP gy () = / Ko(Van~di
+ uk? / Ko(\u t){[lo(t)Ko(t)] & )k}tZk—l dr

% / Ko(t)tk‘ldt+0(uk/2 /0 Ko(\/ﬁt)tk'zdt)

_ [Tk/2)17 )1
4
where we have quoted the evaluation of f0°° Ko(t)*"1d ¢ from Heaviside’s integral formula [@, §13.21(8)].
After taking care of the sign changes due to row and column permutations, we conclude that
k[T (k/2)]?
Ak=1)2k=1) 153y ,KCk-D/20) —(—] olfk2)

w0 2-1(04) = (=1) 202k+1)

as claimed. [ |

+0(Wu), (4.40)

(detNg_1)? (4.41)

Therefore, we obtain the recursion relation in (@.1)), after comparing (@.31)) with (#.36).

4.3. Reduction of detNy to detMj and detN;_;. Before factorizing wyi (as generalizations of Propo-
sitions [3.2] and [3.3)), we need to build some asymptotic formulae on hypergeometric techniques.

Lemma 4.5 (Euler—Gau3—Schafheitlin—~Weber). We have

. o= oy, n=0,
/0 IV Ko@r'dr = { gu-1,7_ 1y, . (4.42)
A=y 0<(l—u)”)’ n € Zsy,
and
. o= | oy, n=0,
/0 N Ko@r'dr= { gue1,7_ 1y, . (4.43)
A=y 0<(l—u)")’ n € Ly,
asu— 1"

Proof. According to the modified Weber—Schatheitlin integral formula [@, §13.45], we have

) 2 n+l n+l

[ koo ar =2 {r(”gl)] zFl( T u), (4.44)
) 2 n+2 n+2

/0 Il(WI)KO(t)t”dt:Z”_l\/ﬁ[F <n;2>] 2F1< TZT M), (4.45)

where the > F'|’s are hypergeometric functions. When n = 0, the asymptotic behavior — 1°g(1_”) + O(1) can
be found directly in both cases above; to prove [@.42) [resp. @.43)] when n € Z, we need to specialize
the Gaull summation [@ Theorem 2.2.2]:

ab |\ _T@c-a=b) o
2F1< ¢ '1)_F(C—a)r(c—b)’ for Re(c—a—5)>0 (4.46)
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and the Euler transformation [@, Theorem 2.2.5]:

2F1< a’cb ”) :(1—M)C_a_b2F1( ¢=ac=b
1—n’b: 1-n

c
toa =" Lne=1(resp.a=52b=2%5"c=2) [
2 2> . 2 2> .

u) (4.47)

Proposition 4.6 (Factorization of wy;(17)). We have the following identity:

k=) (k—1)!

(_1)T W detNk_l detNk. (448)

lim (1 = ) i) =
u—1"
Proof. We will use the representation of (2v/u) Y wy (1) in @EI12).

From the exponential decays (for large ) in the respective integrands, it is clear that the following
limits exist as finite real numbers, so long as j € [1,k]U[k+2,2k] and £ € ZN[1,k]:

Tim v () = v (1), (4.49)
lim v () = v (1) (4.50)
u—1- " ’

So we need to examine the behavior of (1 — u)kvi,k +1(w) and (1 - Lt)kl//k’k +1(w), as u approaches 1 from
below.
First, we consider

Vier1 (W) = /OOO L(Nun)[Io0)T Ko d 1, (4.51)

When 26 -k -1 < 0, the integral vi’ +1(1) 1s finite (thanks to power law decay of the integrand for large
1), and is equal to lim,,_, - vi’k +1 (). Using the fact that

supt® | [Io(t)Ko(1)]* - < o0, (4.52)

>0

1
@20k
we may deduce

e e
Vg1 (0 = o /O Iy(Vun)Ko(t)* =" dt

o) 1 3
+ /O To(NuHKo(?) {[Io(t)Ko(l)]k - W} Pl dr
~ o0 etk 1\ _ JO@ =720 26> k+ 1
=0 ( /0 To(Nut)Ko (1)t dt) = {0(10g(1 _), —pal (4.53)

when 2¢ — 1 -k € Zs, and (4.42) is applicable.
Then, we consider

Vi g1 () = /0 L ED IR 2 . (4.54)

When 2¢ -k < 0, the integral &i,k +1(1) is finite (thanks to power law decay of the integrand for large 1),
and is equal to lim,,_,- ‘,’li,k +1 (). Using (£.52)) and (4.43), we may deduce

, e :
a0 = 3¢ [ naKo0R dr

oo 1
+ /O I (Nut)Ko(2) {[IO(I)KO(I)]k - W} P dr

O((1-w)20, 20>k

_ « 20—k _
=0 </0 Il(WI)Ko(t)t dl‘) = {ang(l W), 2=k (4.55)
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when 20—k € Zs.
Summarizing the efforts in the last two paragraphs, we see that only the term (1 — u)kﬁllg’k +1 (@) will
play a consequential role in the # — 17 regime. Applying the bound

. 1
Stl:gtk ! [Io(z)Ko(t)]k—W < oo (4.56)
to
1 (o)
Vi g1 () = * / I (Nut)Ko(Ht*d ¢
+ /O Ly (Nu)Ko(1) {[IO(I)KO(I)] & )k}tz"dt, (4.57)
we have
Nk
111{1_(1—u)’<v’,§,k+1(u): lim 1 ) / Li(Nut)Ko()i*dr = & 21)! (4.58)

according to (#.43).
As we perform cofactor expansion with respect to the matrix element lim,_;-(1 — u)k{/i,k +1(w), ma-

nipulate columns according to

vk](l)—vkk+j(1)_vk], \
{ ka+J(1) ij(l)_ Vk 1j-1 (4.59)

for all j € ZN[2,k], and permute rows for a total of Z k+)=2)]1= k(k D times (according to bubble
sort), we can identify 2= D¥Tim,,_, - (1 — u)*wor (1) w1th

(g 21)' det
V11< (D V(D) NT
..................... — 1
173 11(1) kal(l) k
-n(k—1)!
= S R DY N detNg, (4.60)
as expected. |
Proposition 4.7 (Factorization of w»;(0%)). The limit
) (2k + 1)(detMy)?
hm uF wgk(u) =(-1)"72 STDE T 1) 4.61)
entails
k
wen (2k+ D(detMp)? T 2j-1)?
wyw)=(1)"2 AR R 1 1) JI} -1 —ul Yu € (0,1). (4.62)
Proof. In the formula
Vkl(u) szk 1(w)
\/_Vk () - \/_Vk 2k-1 (1)
2 (2k=Dk k ka(u) =det| oo , (4.63)
V’,i,l(u) Vlli,Zk—l(u)

Vv () e Nuv g )
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we observe that

O(logu), Je(VUZNTk+2,2k])
vE =478 . (4.64)
Hi-1,j1 T Ow), jeZN[2k]
and
~SetyHho1 g Fo(D), =1
Vuv () = { Ou), JEZN[2,k] (4.65)

_ﬂi—l,]’_k-l"‘O(l), JeEZN[k+2,2k]

apply to all £ € ZN[1,k], in the u — 0" limit. The factorization procedure is thus a straightforward
generalization of Proposition 3.3 |

Comparing (4.48)) with [@.62)), we arrive at (4.2)), thereby completing the proof of Broadhurst-Mellit
determinant formulae (Conjectures [[.1]and [[.2).

5. VACUUM DIAGRAMS AND MAHLER MEASURES

So far, each Wroniskian in our derivations concerns a set of functions that all reside in the kernel
space ker L, of a certain Vanhove operator L,. The proofs of both Conjectures [L.1] and were built
on homogeneous evolution equations for the corresponding Wroriskian determinants, namely, .14) and
@.I3). In this section, we will treat a pair of two-scale vacuum diagrams that are not annihilated by
Vanhove’s operators, along with the corresponding “vacuum analogs” £3(x) and &4(u) of the Wroriskian
determinants Q3(«) and w4(u) factorized in §§2H3l The inhomogeneous evolution equations for these
new Wronskians 3(x) and ¢4 (u) eventually enable us to verify Theorem [L.3] through factorizations of
determinants.

5.1. Conjectures of Broadhurst—Mellit and Rodriguez-Villegas. For each positive integer n, the fol-
lowing integral

V, :=IKM(0,n;1) = /W[Ko(t)]"tdt, (5.1)
0

is known as the (n —1)-loop vacuum diagram [B, (1)] in two-dimensional quantum field theory. An
integral representation Ky(z) := fooo e~feoshuq ¢ > 0 connects V, to its avatar in statistical mechanics:

o0 o0 1
vi= [ dx... / d , 52
" /o A 0 n (coshxq +---+coshx,)? (5-2)
which is called the nth integral of Ising class [@, ]. It has been shown that [@, ]
1 3 1 1 o 1
Vi=l, Vo==, V3=- - , W=y —— 5.3
: Ty P 4];3{(3“1)2 (3n+2)2 ! ,;,(2“1)3 )
and [@, Theorem 2]
2"V,
lim n=2e7%, (5.4)
n—oo p!

where y :=1limy, e ( —logn+Y,_, %) is the Euler—Mascheroni constant. The intermediate regime (namely,
vacuum diagrams V,, for n € Z-4) appears to be an uncharted territory.

In 2013, Broadhurst wrote that “we know nothing about the number theory of V5” [@, §8.6], which
stood in stark contrast with other physically relevant Bessel moments IKM(a, b; 2k + 1) involving a +
b =5 Bessel factors, where k is a non-negative integer. In particular, conjectures on the closed-form
expressions of IKM(1,4;2k + 1) and IKM(2, 3;2k + 1) for k € Z>( have been supported by numerical
experiments [B] and confirmed by theoretical analyses [B, B, , @].
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Rising to the challenge of understanding V5 = IKM(0,5;1) and Vg = IKM(O0,6; 1) arithmetically,
Broadhurst and Mellit , ] have proposed a possible link between Bessel moments and special L-
values attached to two special modular forms

F15@) = B3 + n2)n(152)1°, (5.5)
fa6(2) = M(2NQ2MB2)n(62)17, (5.6)

with 7(z) := emiz/12 [T (1- e2rinz) being the Dedekind eta function defined for complex numbers z in
the upper half-plane $ := {w € C|Imw > 0}. Here, f; x represents a modular form of weight k and level
N.

We recapitulate their conjectures (see , (4.3), (5.8)] or [@, (101), (114)]) below.

Conjecture 5.1 (Broadhurst—-Mellit). We have the following evaluation of two 2 X 2 determinants filled
with Bessel moments:

.~ IKM(0,5;1) IKM(0,5;3)\ 2 45
det M, := det (IKMEZ : 1; IKMEZ 3_3;) = 5 Lfais.), (5.7)
v IKM(0,6;1) IKM(0,6;3)\ 2 27
detN :=det (IKMEZ 4- 1; IKMEZ 4_3;) = 4—71_2L(f4,6,5), (5.8)
where
27T N o0 . _
M&mw=&;AJMWW1M. (5.9)

In his seminal work [@, §7.4], Broadhurst has observed intricate connections between vacuum di-
agrams and logarithmic Mahler measures m(P) of Laurent polynomials P € C[xi—"l, Xt [ef. (@R
Proven results in vacuum diagrams [@, ] and Mahler measures [@] bring us the following identities
(16, (118) and (119)]:

2
Vi = lm(1+)€1+x2), V4= %m(1+x1+x2+X3). (5.10)

V3

Intriguingly, the special values L(f35,4) and L(f16,5) defined in (53.7) and (5.8)) also show up in the
conjectural evaluations of two logarithmic Mahler measures, due to Fernando Rodriguez-Villegas (see
(L1, §81, [10, (6.11), (6.12)] and (16, (120), (121))).

Conjecture 5.2 (Rodriguez-Villegas). We have

Vis\’
m(1+ X1 +x2+ X3+ X4) = 6 <?> L(f5.15.4), 5.11)
6
v (V6
m(l+x;+x0+x3+x4+x5)=3 7 L(f4’6,5). (5.12)

It appears that neither Conjecture [5.1] nor would yield to the algebraic methods developed in this
paper. In a recent review [32], Straub and Zudilin have stated that Conjecture remains unproven,
as of January 2018. Nevertheless, we can still achieve a modest goal of demonstrating the equivalence
between Conjectures [5.1]and[3.2] as stated in Theorem [[.3]

As we will witness in the rest of §3 the bridge that connects Bessel moments to Mahler measures is
Broadhurst’s key formula (see [@, 9], [IE, last formula on p. 978 and penultimate formula on p. 981],
as well as [@, (122)]):

m(1+x1 4+ Xp1) = —y+log2—n/ T O] ogrdt, (5.13)
0
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which is provable by differentiating the “ramble integral” (see [@, §6] and [@, 2-2)D

W(s) := / dey - / dtn el
_ sr(1+§) ® =S d n
— ) r(17_%)/0 x a[Jo(x)] dx, Vse(-n/2,2) (5.14)

at s = 0. Here, we remind our readers that Jy(x) := 7% (;r/ 2 cos(xcos)dy is the Bessel function of the
first kind and zeroth order, whose derivative gives d Jo(x)/dx = —=J1(x).

5.2. Relation between detMg and m(1 + x; +x2 + x3 +x4). If we assign a different parameter to one of
the internal lines in the diagram Vs, then we obtain a family of two-scale vacuum diagrams

/0 " Ko(Wan[Ko(n)*rd1 (5.15)

parametrized by u > 0. To study this family of two-scale diagrams, we need a modest extension to
Lemmald.2] as given below.

Proposition 5.3 (Differential equation for two-scale 4-loop vacuums). We have
~ = 3
L3 TIKM(O0, 5; 1|u) = ilogu, Yu € (0,00), (5.16)

where Ls is the third-order Vanhove operator defined in (2.9).

Proof. We first note that
Qu?=25u+32)2 +2(u—4)

L3 Ko(Vur) = 5 Ko(ut)
[ =16)(u— 4)t;+12(u 6)]ut Ky, 5.17)
where K1(x) = —d Ko(x)/d x, which specializes to
L3 TKM(0,5;1]1) = % /0 TT4GE — 2)Ko() + 514 — 3Ky (0][Ko (0] 1d 1 = 0. (5.18)
Here, we have canceled out integrals in the last step, thanks to the following formula for n € Z:
/0 T KO di = 25—" IKM(0,5;2n— 1), (5.19)
which is a consequence of integration by parts.
We have
1L3Ko(Viit) = — = KO(:/_t ), (5.20)
where
L% := —zSg—SS —15¢ ;’i +5084r - 13)5—; +90£%(21* — 1)5—;
— (641" — 39277 +31)g—(192t4—184t2+1). (5.21)

Here, the differential operator Lj is (formally) adjoint to the Borwein—-Salvy operator [@, Example 4.1]
Ls := 3° —207°9° — 60£°0% + 82(81* - 9)1d" + 3212 (41> — 1)d°

AN
[where 0" = <t6t) } , (5.22)
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an annihilator of every member in the set ([To(OV[Ko(H)]1*| j€10,4]}.
Using the fact that Ls{[Ko(H)]*} = 0, the recursive construction of Ls = 255 via the the Bronstein—
Mulders—Weil algorithm [@, Theorem 1]:
Lsg=0% %, =0, (5.23)
Lskr1 =00 L) —k(S—k)2Ls 1, VkeZN[1,4], .
along with the identities %5 1{[Ko()]*} = g Ko()I* 10" Ko)I¥, Yk € Z N [1,4] [8, Lemma 3.1], we
can integrate by parts as follows:

0= / " KoV = Ko@) ke ot
0 1

(o) a [ee]
=/0 [Ko(\/ﬁt)—Ko(t)]ao%s,4{[1<o(t)]4}dt—4/0 HKo(Vur) - Ko()]Z5 3{[Ko()]*} d i

o I[K, - K ®
— 241og Vi - /O L Ko 2: (’W(Z O(mdt“‘/o .

— 1210gu+/OO[KO(t)]4L§KO(WIZ_KO(I)dt_
0

Here, in the first step of integration by parts, the boundary contribution arises from the asymptotic be-
havior Ko(vut) — Ko(f) = —log\u + O(t*log),t — 07; all the subsequent transfers of derivatives involve

Ko(Vut) — Ko(t)1.%5 3([Ko(D)]* ) d t

(5.24)

no boundary terms at all. Recalling (3.18)) and (3.20), we see that (3.24) brings us (5.16)). [ |
Remark As we specialize the relation
© ~ 3
D! / [Ko(O)1* L3 Ko(Nut)d 1 = ED1 logu (5.25)
0
to u = 1, we obtain
IKM(0,5;5) = 76 IKM(0,5;3) 16IKM(O 5D+ 8 (5.26)

s~ - 15 2~ 45 ] 15 ’ .

a relation that was previously conjectured in [B, (120)]. U

We will be interested in a 3 X 3 determinant
Q3(u) := WIIKM(0, 5; 1), IKM(2, 3; 1), IKM(2, 3; 1|u)], (5.27)
which is a “vacuum analog” of another Wroniskian studied in §2k

TKM(1,4; 1]u) + 4 TKM(1,4; 1|u)

Qu)=Ww 5

JTKM(2,3; 1[u), IKM(2, 3 1|u)] . (5.28)

Lemma 5.4 (Differential equation for Qg(u)). For u € (0,4), we have

y 35(u) 1
D'Os(u) = D'l
3w =— B2 —uw16-u)
1 0,1 0,1
43 losu Do) Do) (5.29)
2u2(4 —u)(16 —u) Dy () D pp5(u)

where b ,(u) = TKM(2,3; 1u) and 2} 5(u) = TKM(2,3; 1|u).
Proof. Differentiating each row of the Wronskian determinant f)g(u), we obtain
DOIKM(0,5; 1fu)  D°ub5(u) DOul5(u)

D'Q3(u) = det | D'IKM(0,5; 1) D',y D'pl5(u) | ©-30)
D3IKM(0,5: 1ju)  Dub,(u) D3l 5(u)
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Using the differential equations in (3.16) to reduce the third-order derivatives to linear combinations of
lower-order derivatives, we may convert the equation above into

y 3053(u) 1
D'Q3(u) = D'l
W) =—, 8 2G4 —w(16—u)
DYIKM(0,5; 1|u) Db ,(u) Dl 5(u)
+det | D'IKM(0,5;1|u) D'yl ,(w) D'l ) |, (5.31)
3logu O O

2u?(4—u)(16—u)

which is equivalent to the claimed identity. [ ]

Proposition 5.5 (An integral representation for Q3(u)). The 2 x 2 determinant appearing in (3.29) has
an integral representation for u € (0,4):

det <D°u5,2<u) D%i,g(u)) n*
D'wy () D'wysw)) 24 \/u2(4 (16 —u) Jo

/ Jo(Nun)[Jo(H]*rdz. (5.32)
As a result, there exists a constant Cx € R such that
. . 4 1 o)
(124 —10)(16 — )2 Q5(u) = C3 — M / Ji(Nun) [Jo(6)]* di

°°1 Jo(\/_t)
2 / [Jo(O]* (5.33)
foru € (0,4).

Proof. By direct computation, one can show that

~ 0 0
L3 | Vu2(4 = u)(16 — u)det (glggg glﬁ%)] =0 (5.34)

holds for any two functions fi, f> € kerZ3 that are annihilated by Z3. Therefore, for u € (0,4),

D%ul () D°ul ;)
(1) := / ul(4 — u)(16 — u)det 2,2 2.3 5.35
2(u) = /124~ u)(16 ~ u) (Dl dhow) Db (5.35)
is a linear combination of
TKM(1,4; 1|u) +4TKM(1,4; 1|u) ~ .
( '”)JFS LA M2, 3: 1), and TRM(2.3: 1), (5.36)
in view of §21 However, we can infer from [@, Propositions 3.1.2 and 5.1.4] that
TKM(1, 4~1|u)+41f<M(1 4 1)u)
T P4(\/_) / 4
: J HJo(®)] tdt 5.37
=6 Vi 6 o(Vut)[Jo(0)] (5.37)
holds for u € (0,4), so we have
_ pa(Ww)
Y (u) = ¢ + 0 IKM(2,3: 1|u) + 3 IKM(2,3: 1|u),  Vu € (0,4), (5.38)

\/_

where the constants cy,cz,c3 will be determined from the asymptotic behavior of ¥,(«) in the u — 0%
limit and the special value ¥,(1).
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We note that in the decomposition

IKM(2,3; 1|u) = %/Ooo Ko(\ut)Ip(H)Ko(t)dt

e 1
+/ Ko(\un)Io(t)Ko(t) [Io(t)Ko(t)——] tdt, (5.39)

0 2t

we have [cf. , (3.3)]
K <\/% (1+i t)) K <\/% (1—1',/4%"))
| KoVl dr =
0 Vu
1 5 [4-u 4—u +

2\/Lnlog —+0<10g7), asu— 07, (5.40)

with K(V2) = [7/*(1 - Asin>6)~1/2d6, and
00 1
/0 Ko(Nut)Ip(t)Ko(1) [Io(t)Ko(t) - Z—J tdt

“ dt o dr
=0 (/0 Ko(\/ﬁt)lo(t)Ko(t)$) =0 (/0 [1+ |10g(\/ﬁt)|]10(t)](0(t)$)

= O(logu) (5.41)

according to

1 Ko(1)
3/2 0
supt’’“ |Ip(H)Kp(t)——| <oo and sup——— < 0. 5.42
t>(I)) 0(t)Ko(?) 2t t>(I))1+|10gt| ( )
Thus, we have
~ log? u

IKM(2,3;1|u) = +0(logu), asu— 0", (5.43)
and similarly,

uD' TKM(2,3: 1|u) = 1—g6 +0(1), asu— 0" (5.44)

Therefore, we have

% (1) = S[DY TKM(2,3; 1|u)][uD' IKM(2,3; 1|u)] + O(1)

2
= §IKM(1,3; 1)—2! Og” +o(1) = %10gu+0(1) (5.45)

in the regime u — 0. Meanwhile, we recall that %\f) = 33%” +0(1) [[10, Theorem 4.4] and IKM(2, 3;

1lu) = O(1) as u — 07, so we must have

7t pa(\fu)

Gy N7 +c IKM(2,3; 1|lu), u<(0,4), (5.46)

Po(u) =

for a certain constant c;.
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Bearing in mind that
D'IKM(2,3:1|1) - D' TKM(2,3:1|1)

1 o0
-5 / [Io(OK1 () + 11 (1) Ko(t) 1 Io(0) [ Ko()]*£* d t
0

1 o 2 T
= —— | IOKo®]tdt = ———, 5.47
3 [, DKo =~ (547)
we compute
IKM(2,3;1) 0
Po(1) =3V5det | 17 , x
(D IKM(2,3:1]1) ‘ﬁ)
V5 a*
= ——IKM 2,3;1) = ——pa(l 5.48
3 ( )= 24104( ), (5.48)

where the last equality can be inferred from [36, Proposition 3.1.2]. Therefore, we have ¢; = 0 in (3.46),
which allows us to confirm (3.32).
A solution to (3.29), namely

y 3Q03(u) 1
D'Os(u) = D'l
3) = — 824 —uw16-u)
nt logu

4
16 [u2(4 —u)(16—u)] 3/2/ Jo(Wun)[Jo(n)]*tdt, @29

has the form

. 1 . 4 00
O3(u) = <c3—’1r—6 /0 { /0 Jo(\/;t)[Jo(t)]4tdt}logvdv), (5.49)

[12(4 —u)(16 —u)]3/?

where the constant of integration C is equal to 2°lim,_q+ u>23(u).
Here, noting that

5 2\/—11(\/_f) thi(\Wt) _ 0Jo(\v1)
Jo(Wvi) = p N o (5.50)

we may integrate by parts, as follows:

/u {/m Jo(Wt)[Jo(t)]4tdt} logvdyv
0 0

o 2]
- (2vlogu) / IaDTo® T di - / { 0 1\(}”)[101 } y

Jo(\/_t)

= (2Vulogu) / Ji(Nud)[Jo)*dr—4 / [Jo()]*d1. (5.51)

This completes the proof of (3.33). [

To facilitate computations of the Wronskian matrix Q3(u), we recall the notations [IKM and IKM
from Definition 2.3] before writing down the following analog of (2.20):

IKM(0,5; 1ju) IKM(2,3;1|u) TKM(2,3:1]u)
23323 (u) = det | IKM(0,5; 1ju) TKM(2,3;1ju) TKM(2,3;1]u)
IKM(0,5;3lu) TKM(2,3;3ju) IKM(2,3;3|u)
TKM(0,5; 1) pab 5 (1) a3 5(u0)
= det [ IKM(0,5: 1ju) /2 ,(u) /() | (5.52)
TKM(0,5;31u) 423 5(1) 413 5(u0)
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In the next proposition, we factorize the last determinant in the u — 0" regime.
Proposition 5.6 (Factorization of Q3(0")). We have
C3=2 lim W 3(u) = 1*Vy.
Consequently, we have

1-J
t(’(t) oD dt.

4 oo
135V505(1) = 72V + %/
0

Proof. Using methods in Proposition[2.3] we can show that
IKM(0,5; 1)  IKM(2,3;1ju)  IKM(2,3;1u)
233 3(u) = det | VuIKM(0,5;1)u) ValKM(2,3;1|u) VuIKM(2,3; 1|u)
uIKM(0,5;3lu)  uIKM(2,3;3lu)  uIKM(2,3;3u)

O(log i) IKM(1,3;1)+0u) O(1/y/u)
= det | —=V4+O(fulogu) O(u) O(1//u)
O(ulogu) O(u) I+ 0
2
= ﬂz—?‘ +o(1), asu— 0%,

thereby proving our claims.

Proposition 5.7 (Factorization of Q3(1)). We have the following factorization

IKM(1,2;1 .
KMU.2:1)

Q3(1) = M,

where
. . . -
det M, = det (IKM(O,S,D IKM(O,S,S)) x

IKM(2,3;1) IKM(2,3;3) :T\/Em(l+x1+x2+x3+x4),

Proof. Setting u = 1 in (5.532)), and referring back to (3.47), we may equate 23Q3(1) with

IKM(0,5;1) IKM(2,3;1) IKM(2,3;1)
det [ IKM(0,5;1) IKM(2,3;1) IKM(2,3;1)
IKM(0,5;3) IKM(2,3;3) IKM(2,3;3)

IKM(0,5;1) IKM(2,3;1) 0
= det | IKM(0,5;1) IKM(2,3;1) —IKM(1,2;1)
IKM(0,5;3) IKM(2,3;3) 0

ﬂdeth

= IKM(1,2;1)detM, =

33

Substituting into the integral representation for Q3(1) in (3.34), we see that

45V5rdetM, . nt /oo 1-Jo(0) 4
=Vt — Jo(O)]*dz.
3 LA A ; [Jo(®)]
Meanwhile, integrating by parts, we find
1 — Jo(t 00 00
/ IO( )[Jo(t)]4dt:4 / JiO[Jo(OP logrdt—5 / J1O[Jo()]* logrdt
0 0 0

=m(l+x;+x2+x3+x4)—m(l+x1+x2+x3),

25

(5.53)

(5.54)

(5.55)

(5.56)

(5.57)

(5.58)

(5.59)

(5.60)

as a result of Broadhurst’s integral representation for Mahler measures, given in (3.13). Combining the

last two equations while recalling m(1 + x; + xp + x3) = % from (5.10Q)), we achieve our goal.
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5.3. Relation between deth and m(1 + x| + xp + x3 + x4 + x5). As a variation on the Wronskian deter-
minant

IKM(l 5;1|u) + 5IKM(1,5; L|u) ~

wa(u) = 6 JKM(2,45 1), IKM(3,3; 1u), IKM(2,4; 1lu) | (5.61)

treated in §3] we consider its “vacuum analog”
&a(u) = WIIKM(0,6; 1[u), IKM(2, 4 1|u), IKM(3, 3; 1|u), IKM(2, 4; 1|u)]. (5.62)
Lemma 5.8 (Differential equation for w4(u)). For u € (0,1), we have

D' wy(u)
1

—u)(9—u)(25—u)
DOV2 5 (1) DOV2 3(u) Dov2 4(u)

det | D'YVi,(w) D'V ) D'W,w) |, (5.63)
D>i,w) D*iyw) DV,

=2 D'

N 15logu
4u’(1 —u)(9 — u)(25 - u)

where v () = IKM(2,4; 1|u), v} 5(u) = TKM(3,3; 1lu) and v} ,(u) = IKM(2,4; 1|u).

Proof. With the fourth-order Vanhove operator Ly defined in (3:4), we can establish (using methods
similar to those in Lemma[5.3)) the following differential equations:

L4yIKM(0,6; 1|u) = Dlogu, Vu e (0,00);

Ly IKM(2,4; 1|u) = 0, Yu € (0,9); (5.64)
L IKM(3,3; 1|u) = 0, Yu e (0,1); '
LaTKM(2,4: 1|u) = 0, Yu € (0, 00).

One can subsequently differentiate @w4(u), with manipulations similar to those intended for Qi(w). W
Proposition 5.9. For u € (0,1), we have
D%} ,(u) D0v2 NO) D0v2 N 6

r B s
det gz 1223 gzzzgz; 11321242”; ~ 80u?(1 —u)(9—u)(25 -

/ SN tdr. (5.65)
u) Jo

Consequently, there exists a constant ¢4 € R such that

6
21 = 10)(9 = )25 — )P (u) = &g + V410K ‘ﬂ"g” / LEDI DT

3 °<>1 Jo(\/_ )

16 — [l d (5.66)

is valid for u € (0,1).
Proof. First, we point out that

~ D°fi(w) D°fo(u) D°fyu)
Ly |?(1—u)(9—u)(25—u)det | D' fi(w) D'fou) D'fzw) || =0 (5.67)

D*fiu) D’fo(u) D*fs(u)
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is true for any three functions fi, f>, f3 € ker Ly residing the null space of Ls. So we may assert that there
are constants C1,C3,C3,Cy satisfying

2 D%} ,(u) DOV 5u) DOVA ()
Y3(u) = u*(1— )9 —u)25 —u)det | D'v],(u) D'visu) D'v),(u)
Dzv%’z(u) DZV%S(M) DZV%A(M)

TKM(1,5; 1]u) + STKM(1,5; 1|u)
1

+Co IKM(2,4: 1|u)

6
+C3 IKM(3,3; 1|u) + C4 IKM(2,4: 1|u), (5.68)
for u e (0,1).
Next, we point out that the following limits
. 371'2 . 1 371'2
lim y3(u) = — IKM(1,4;1) and lim D ¢3(u) = —IKM(1,4;3). (5.69)
u—0* 8 u—0+ 32
allow us to determine
32
Ci =0, (= = C3=0, C4=0. (5.70)

Here, before evaluating lim,,_,o+ ¥3(u), we put down
D%} ,(u) D% 5(u) Dvj,(u)
2%t det | D'V ,(w) D'viw) D'WA )
Dzvé’z(u) Dzv%ﬁ(u) DZV%A(M)
v2,(1) v 3(1) v)4(1)
=det | Vur,(u) Nuvh i) Vuv),w) |, (5.71)
vy () v33(u) v3,4(10)
where the last determinant is asymptotic to (cf. Propositions 3.3 and 2.3)
ph +0W) py,+0@w)  O(logu)
det| O(u) Ow)  —ph,+o(l)
5, +0W) pj,+0w)  O(logu)

[y M
= IKM(2,3; 1)det< 21 %»2) +o(1)
M1 M2

2 IKM(2,3;1)

+o(1) (5.72)
V3355
in the u — 0" limit. Here, we recall from [@, Theorem 2.2.2 and Proposition 3.1.2] that
15
IKM(2,3,1) = \;—_ IKM(1,4,1), (5.73)
T

so the evaluation of lim,_,¢+ ¢3(u) in (5.69) is now confirmed.
To compute li 1 - 11,212 _ PV 11,2
pute lim,,_,o+ D" /3(u), we need the observations that D' [u”D~Io(vut)] = =g~ I (\/ut) and D" [u

D?Ko(Vu)] = - K\ (vur), which entail
(=3u? +70u—259y3(u) (1 —u)(9—u)(25—u) y

1 _
D) = = o was—w T 16
Vo) vys() ;)
xdet | V3, (u) Vy5(u) V) |- (5.74)

) %) %)
Vap() Va5 V3 4@
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Here, as u — 07, the last determinant is asymptotic to

ph , +Ou) py,+0w)  O(logu)

u r poto()

det | S03, +0w)] Yid,+0w] 2222 (5.75)
u u 2 +o(1
iy +0w)] L, +0a) -~

We recall the following closed-form formulae (conjectured in [B, (95)—(100)], proved in [@, §3D
1 2 2 3
% =C, 3= (%) (13C- 150) ;Lil = ( ) (43C- 400)
oo F2=(F) (130 1), FE=(15) (#3C+4%)
8
15

where C = 2717#1“ ( %) I ( %) r (145) r —) is the “Bologna constant” attributed to Broadhurst , ]
and Laporta 4[[%] It is then clear that

(5.76)

2597*C  a*(2720C%-1) 3n%
= 2 IKM(1,4:3 5.77
600 6000C 35 IKM(L,4:3), 5.77)

lim D'y3(u) = -
u—0*
as claimed in (3.69).

Now, to guarantee the finiteness of both lim,,_,o+ ¥3(u) and lim,_o+ D! Y3(u), we must have C; = Cy =
0. Fitting y3(u) = C; TKM(2,4; 1|u) + C3 IKM(3,3; 1) to (5.69), we obtain C; = 3L ,C3=0.

Last, but not the least, we recall from [37, Lemma 2.1] that
30IKM(2,4; 1
pS(‘f) / Jout)[JoPrds = ﬂ(4 9 ueron, (5.78)
which turns y3(u) = % TKM(2,4; 1|u) into y3(u) = g pS(‘f),just as stated in (3.63).
Following procedures similar to those in Proposition we can deduce (3.66)) from (5.63). [ |

In the next proposition, we study the determinant
255t 04(u)
IKM(0,6:1lu)  vi,(w)  visw) vl
VUIKM(O,6; 1) Vuvyo(u) Nuvy 3(u)  Vuvy ,(u)

= det g 5.79
© IKM0,6:3l)  v,()  v3,) 3, 679
VUIKM(0,6;3u)  Vuv3 o) Nuv3 3(u) Vuvj ,(u)
in the u — 0% limit.
Proposition 5.10 (Factorization of ©04(0")). We have
45V150° . .
Gy = 3454 lim utu(u) = _ASVIST N
u—0*t 32
31 6
= —1—6m(1+x1+x2+X3 + X4). (5.80)
Consequently, we have
21232 lir{1 (1= u)’a(u)
u—1-
370 3 | — Jo(f
- —im(1+x1+xz+x3+x4)—l 00 o dr
16 16
370
= ——m(l +x1+x3+ X3+ x4 + X5). (5.81)

16
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Proof. Using methods in Proposition[3.3] we can show that

20u* a4 (u)
O(logu) ph +0W) py,+0()  O(ogu)
e | VIIEMO.6:110) 0w Ow) v, (u)
O(logu) 5, +0W) p3,+0w) O(ogu)
VIIKM(0,6:3l)  O(u) Ow) v ()
_ 4 (ué M 2) (WIKM<0,6; Uy V) 4<u))
= —det 2 2’ det - .
My1 M3, VuIKM(0,6;3[u)  \uvs 4(u)
+O0@w*log?u), asu— 0", (5.82)
and
dot ((VAIRM(0,6: 1u) - Va7 o (u)
VUIKM(0,6:3lu) Vb3 (1)
_ det —IKM(O0,5;1)+0o(1) —IKM(2,3;1)+0(1)
- —IKM(0,5;3)+0o(1) —IKM(2,3;3)+0(1)
= detMa +0o(1), asu— 0", (5.83)
The rest of our claims then follow from familiar arguments in §3.21 |
To wrap up this section, we reduce w4(u),u — 1~ to deth.
Proposition 5.11 (Factorization of w4(17)). We have the following factorization
2
lim (1 —u)?o4(u) = T detN, (5.84)
u—1- 211
so that
< IKM(0,6;1) IKM(0,6;3)\ =*
detNj :=det <IKM(2,4; 1 IKM(2,4;3)) = %m(l + X1 + X2+ X3+ X4+ X5) (5.85)
Proof. Akin to Proposition[3.2] we have
2007 (1 - u)* 4 (u0)

IKM(0,6; 1) +o

viz(l) +o
= det ﬁ

7 (1) +o0
IKM(0,6:3)+0 v3,(1)+o

vh4(1)+o
# # 3+0 f#
IKM(0,6;1)+0 IKM(2,4;1)+0 IKM(2,4;1)+o0
= — —det f

5 TKM(2,4;1|1)+0 TKM(2,4;1|1)+o0
IKM(0,6;3)+0 TKM(2,4;3)+o0

vh4(1)+o0
7 4(D)+o

4+ o o o

+o(1)

(5.86)
IKM(2,4;3)+o0
where a hash (resp. circle) stands for a bounded (resp. infinitesimal) quantity, as u approaches 1 from
below. Using the fact that IKM(2,4; 111) - iKM(2,4; 111) = —IKM(1,3;1) = _72r_4’ we can compute
26 lim (1 —u)*co4(u)
u—1-
IKM(0,6;1) IKM(2,4;1) O
= ——det [ IKM(0,6;1]1) TKM(2,4;1]1) -
IKM(0,6;3) IKM(2,4;3) O
2
Vs .
= — ? deth,

(5.87)
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so our conclusion follows immediately. |
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