
DISTRIBUTION OF THE p-TORSION OF JACOBIAN
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Abstract. We determine the distribution of the p-torsion of Jacobian
groups of metric matroids, which are regular matroids that extend the
notion of metric graphs. We show that the Jacobian groups with non-
trivial p-torsion correspond to Fp-rational points on configuration hy-
persurfaces. As a result, we establish a connection between the distri-
bution of their p-torsion and the number of Fp-rational points on these
hypersurfaces. By counting points over finite fields, we prove that this
distribution is asymptotically equivalent to 1/p.

1. Introduction

A graph G can be associated with a finite abelian group, which plays
a significant role in various mathematical disciplines, including arithmetic
geometry, combinatorics, and statistical physics. Depending on the specific
context, this group is known by different names such as Jacobian group,
sandpile group, chip-firing group, or critical group. We refer the reader
to [14] for a discussion of these and other connections.

In the context of geometry, this group is called Jacobian as it serves
as a discrete counterpart to the Jacobian group of a Riemann surface or an
algebraic curve over a finite field, highlighting the analogy between Riemann
surfaces and graphs [3, 5, 12]. A more direct connection we find it with the
group of components of the Néron model of a Jacobian of a curve over a
local field, which is given as a Jacobian of a graph [7,13]. These connections,
along with the significance of the Jacobian of a graph as a graph invariant,
have motivated the exploration of arithmetic statistical problems concerning
families of graphs. For instance, in [8, 14,19] Cohen-Lenstra heuristics have
been studied for random graphs.

This paper addresses a variational problem concerning metric graphs.
Specifically, we start with a graph G and and assign a positive integer value
λ(e) to each edge e of G. By repeatedly subdividing each edge e of G a
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number of times equal to λ(e), we obtain a new graph denoted Gλ, which
is referred to as a metric graph. These metric graphs offer an interesting
connection to the well-known configuration of G, also known as the graph
polynomial or Symanzik polynomial of G, denoted as ΨG. This connection
is precised by Theorem 4.8, which states that ΨG(λ) = #Jac(Gλ), where
Jac(Gλ) is the Jacobian group of Gλ. Motivated by this connection, we
study how likely is for Jac(Gλ) to have p-torsion by counting the zeroes of
ΨG modulo p.

An important consequence of Theorem 4.8 is that if we consider the hy-
persurface cut out by ΨG, then the Fp-rational points on XG parameterize
the Jacobian groups Jac(Gλ) with p-torsion. In particular, this result un-
veils an arithmetic aspect of XG. Furthermore, this parametrization allows
us to predict the distribution of the p-torsion of these groups by estimating
the number of Fp-rational points on XG.

We develop the theory in the language of matroids as all of the above
constructions naturally carry over regular matroids. So, after introducing
regular matroids and their Jacobian groups, we show how to generalize the
definition of metric graph to matroids. We call these new matroids metric
matroids. We establish some general facts on metric matroids, being the
most relevant that a metric matroid associated to a regular matroid is reg-
ular (Proposition 3.13). Next, we introduce the configuration hypersurface
XM of a regular matroid M . We study some geometric aspects of XM ,
which will allow us to determine bounds for #XM (Fp) (Theorem 5.10 and
Theorem 5.12)). Finally, we use these results to prove Theorems 6.4 and
6.8, which predict the distribution of the p-torsion of the Jacobian groups
of metric matroids.

2. background

2.1. Regular matroids. We assume that the reader is familiar with the
basic theory of matroids; a standard reference is the book on matroids by
Oxley [16].

A matrix A over the integers is said to be totally unimodular if the deter-
minant of any square submatrix of A is in {−1, 0, 1}.

A matroid M is called regular if it can be represented over Q by an r×n
totally unimodular matrix of rank r.

If G is a finite undirected multi-graph, one can associate a regular matroid
M(G) to G, by taking as a totally unimodular representation the matrix
resulting from removing some appropriate rows of the incidence matrix of
G. A matroid M is called graphic if M = M(G) for some graph G.

A matroid M is said to be irreducible if it cannot be written as the direct
sum of two nonempty matroids.

If M and N are two matroids, then we say that N is a series extension
of M if there is a cocircuit {e, f} of N such that e ̸= f and N/e = M . In
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particular, one has that series extensions of regular matroids are regular as
well (see [20, Proposition 1.5.4]).

2.2. Jacobian groups. Let M be a regular matroid on E represented over
Q by an r × n totally unimodular matrix A of rank r. Let us consider the
Q-vector space Qn equipped with the canonical inner product. We define
ΛA(M) := kerA ∩ Zn. This is a full rank integral Z-lattice of kerA so that
we can speak of its dual ΛA(M)#, that is

ΛA(M)# = {x ∈ kerA : ⟨x, y⟩ ∈ Z ∀ y ∈ ΛA(M)}.
It turns out that the isometry classes of these lattices are independent of
the totally unimodular representation of M (see [15, §4.2]). The Jacobian
group Jac(M) is defined to be the determinant group of the lattice ΛA(M),
i.e., Jac(M) = ΛA(M)#/ΛA(M). The order of Jac(M) equals the number
of bases of M (cf. [15, Theorem 4.3.2]). In fact, as a consequence of Lemma
1 from Section 4 in [2], there is a natural isomorphism between Jac(M) and
coker(AAt) (cf. [20, §2.1.3]). In particular, # Jac(M) = det(AAt).

3. Metric matroids

In the sequel, the set of positive integers will be denoted by N. We
first review the notion of metric graphs; we then give our generalization to
matroids.

3.1. Metric graphs. Let G be a graph with edge set E(G). Consider the
following operation on G. Given an arbitrary map λ : E(G) → N, we let Gλ

be the graph obtained from G by replacing every edge e ∈ E(G) with a path
of length λ(e). The graph Gλ is called a metric graph and the pair (G,λ) is
called a model of Gλ. Intuitively, the map λ assigns a length to each edge
of G.

Through this process, we derive a family of graphs {Gλ}λ∈NE(G) from
the original graph G. It is noteworthy that the original graph G itself is
a member of this family, represented as G1, where 1 denotes the constant
function 1.

2 2

1

3

G Gλ

Figure 1. Example of a metric graph.

Example 3.1. Let n ∈ N. The n-path graph, denoted by Pathn, is the graph
with vertex set V = {0, . . . , n}, edge set E = {e1, . . . , en}, and endpoint
map given by ep(ei) = {i − 1, i} for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. If G = Path1 and n
is the map that sends e1 to n, then Gn = Pathn for all n ∈ N.
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Example 3.2. Let n ∈ N. The n-cycle graph, denoted by Cyclen, is the graph
with vertex set V = Z/nZ, edge set E = {e1, . . . , en}, and endpoint map
defined by the rule ep(ei+1) = {i, i+ 1} for all i ∈ Z/nZ. If G = Cycle1,
then Gn = Cyclen for all n ∈ N.
3.2. Metric matroids. Consider a matroid M of rank r with n elements
and fix a map λ ∈ NE(M). For each e ∈ E(M), we denote Ee(M) a set
containing λ(e) elements such that e ∈ Ee(M) and Ee(M)∩Ef (M) = ∅ for
e ̸= f . We define

E(Mλ) :=
⊔

e∈E(M)

Ee(M).

Let B(Mλ) be the collection of all subsets B of E(Mλ) for which there
exists a basis B′ of B(M) and a tuple (xe)e/∈B′ ∈

∏
e/∈B′ Ee(M) such that

B = E(Mλ)− {xe : e /∈ B′} (equivalently, there exists a basis B′′ of B(M∗)
and a tuple (xe)e∈B′′ ∈

∏
e∈B′′ Ee(M) such that B = E(Mλ)−{xe : e ∈ B′′},

where M∗ is the dual matroid of M).

Proposition 3.3. The collection B(Mλ) is the set of bases of a matroid on
E(Mλ).

We need the following fact to prove Proposition 3.3.

Lemma 3.4. Let B be the set of bases of a matroid M . If B1, B2 ∈ B and
x ∈ B2 −B1, then there is y ∈ B1 −B2 such that (B1 − {y}) ∪ {x} ∈ B.
Proof. See Lemma 2.1.2 in [16]. □

Proof of Proposition 3.3. We must prove that B(Mλ) verifies the following
two conditions:

(a) B(Mλ) ̸= ∅;
(b) if B1, B2 ∈ B(Mλ) and x ∈ B1 −B2, then there is y ∈ B2 −B1 such

that (B1 − {x}) ∪ {y} ∈ B(Mλ).

The first condition follows by definition as B(M∗) ̸= ∅. To prove (b), we
pick B1, B2 ∈ B(Mλ) and suppose x ∈ B1 −B2.

By definition, there are basesB′
1 = {a1, . . . , an−r} andB′

2 = {b1, . . . , bn−r}
of the matroid M∗ for which there are tuples (c1, . . . , cn−r) ∈

∏n−r
i=1 Eai(M)

and (d1, . . . , dn−r) ∈
∏n−r

i=1 Ebi(M) such that B1 = E(Mλ) − {c1, . . . , cn−r}
and B2 = E(Mλ)− {d1, . . . , dn−r}.

Observe that B1−B2 = {d1, . . . , dn−r}−{c1, . . . , cn−r}. Similarly, we have
B2 −B1 = {c1, . . . , cn−r}− {d1, . . . , dn−r}. Thus, there is j ∈ {1, . . . , n− r}
such that x = dj . Let us consider two cases. The first one is that there
exists k ∈ {1, . . . , n − r} such that bj = ak. In this case, ck ∈ Ebj (M) so
that ck ∈ B2 −B1 and

(B1 − {dj}) ∪ {ck} = E(Mλ)− ({c1, . . . , cn−r, dj} − {ck})
where

(c1, . . . , ck−1, dj , ck+1, . . . , cn−r) ∈
n−r∏
i=1

Eai(M).
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Hence (B1 − {dj}) ∪ {ck} ∈ B(Mλ).
The second case is that bj ̸= ai for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n − r}. Thus, we

have bj ∈ B′
2 − B′

1. By Lemma 3.4, there exists ak ∈ B′
1 − B′

2 such that
(B′

1 − {ak}) ∪ {bj} ∈ B(M∗). Since ak /∈ B′
2, we get Eak(M) ̸= Ebi(M) for

all i ∈ {1, . . . , n − r}. Therefore ck /∈ Ebi(M) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n − r} and
consequently ck ∈ B2 −B1. Observe that

(B1 − {dj}) ∪ {ck} = E(Mλ)− ({c1, . . . , cn−r, dj} − {ck})

where

(c1, . . . , ck−1, ck+1, . . . , cn−r, dj) ∈
n−r∏
i=1
i ̸=k

Eai(M)× Ebj (M).

Then (B1 − {dj}) ∪ {ck} ∈ B(Mλ) as {a1, . . . , an−r, bj} − {ak} ∈ B(M∗).
This completes the proof. □

Definition 3.5. If λ ∈ NE(M), then the metric matroid Mλ is given by
(E(Mλ),B(Mλ)).

The matroid M1 given by the constant function e 7→ 1 is equal to M .
For e ∈ E(M), let χe : E(M) → {0, 1} be the characteristic function of e.

Example 3.6. The matroid M1+χe has ground set E(M1+χe) = E(M)⊔{e′}
and its collection of bases is

(3.7) B(M1+χe) = {B ⊔ {e′} : B ∈ B(M)} ∪ {B ∪ {e} : B ∈ B(M), e /∈ B}.

Let m and n be two nonnegative integers with m ≤ n. The uniform
matroid of rank m on an set of n elements, denoted Um,n, is the matroid
with ground set E(Um,n) a set of size n and collection of bases those subsets
of E(Um,n) whose cardinality is m.

Proposition 3.8. Let e ∈ E(M). Then

(a) if e is not a coloop of M , then M1+χe is a series extension of M ;
(b) if e is a coloop of M , then M1+χe

∼= M ⊕ U1,1.

Proof. (a) If e is not a coloop of M , then from the description of B(M1+χe)
in (3.7), it follows that the set {e, e′} is a cocircuit ofM1+χe satisfying e ̸= e′.
It also follows from (3.7) that M1+χe/e

′ = M . This completes the proof.
(b) If e is a coloop of M , then

M1+χe =
(
E(M) ⊔ {e′}, {B ⊔ {e′} : B ∈ B(M)}

)
,

which is isomorphic to M ⊕ U1,1. □

Proposition 3.9. For any λ ∈ NE(M), the rank of Mλ is

r(Mλ) =
∑

e∈E(M)

(λ(e)− 1) + r(M).
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Proof. It is well-known that r(Mλ) + r(M∗
λ) = #E(Mλ). By definition of

B(Mλ), we have r(M∗
λ) = r(M∗), then r(M∗

λ) = #E(M)− r(M). Hence

r(Mλ) = #E(Mλ)−#E(M) + r(M) =
∑

e∈E(M)

(λ(e)− 1) + r(M).

□

Proposition 3.10. Let M be a matroid. If λ ∈ NE(M), then the number of
bases of Mλ is ∑

B∈B(M)

∏
e/∈B

λ(e).

Proof. By definition, there is a bijection between B(Mλ) and the set⊔
B∈B(M)

∏
e/∈B

Ee(M).

Hence the result follows. □

The next proposition will allow us to prove properties about Mλ by in-
duction on λ.

Proposition 3.11. Let e ∈ E(M) and λ ∈ NE(M). If λ(e) > 1, then
(Mλ−χe)1+χe = Mλ.

Proof. Suppose that E(Mλ) =
⊔

f∈E(M)Ef (M). By definition, the ground

set of Mλ−χe can be taken to be E(Mλ−χe) =
⊔

f∈E(M)E
′
f (M), where

E′
f (M) = Ef (M) for f ̸= e, and E′

e(M) = Ee(M) − {e′} for some e′ ∈
Ee(M) − {e}. By (3.7), we have that E((Mλ−χe)1+χe) = E(Mλ−χe) ⊔ {e′}
and B((Mλ−χe)1+χe) is the collection

(3.12) {B ∪ {e′} : B ∈ B(Mλ−χe)} ∪ {B ∪ {e} : B ∈ B(Mλ−χe), e /∈ B}.

We will show that B((Mλ−χe)1+χe) ⊆ B(Mλ) and B(Mλ) ⊆ B((Mλ−χe)1+χe).
To see the first containment, we pick an arbitrary basisB′ ∈ B((Mλ−χe)1+χe).
According to (3.12), we must consider two cases for B′:

(i) If B′ = B∪{e′} with B ∈ B(Mλ−χe), then there exist B0 ∈ B(M) and
(xf )f /∈B0

∈
∏

f /∈B0
E′

f (M) such that B = E(Mλ−χe)−{xf : f /∈ B0}.
Since e′ /∈ {xf : f /∈ B0} we have

B′ = B ∪ {e′} = E(Mλ)− {xf : f /∈ B0} ∈ B(Mλ).

(ii) If B′ = B ∪ {e} with B ∈ B(Mλ−χe) and e /∈ B, then there exist a
basis B0 ∈ B(M) and a tuple (xf )f /∈B0

∈
∏

f /∈B0
E′

f (M) such that

B = E(Mλ−χe) − {xf : f /∈ B0}. Since e /∈ B, then xe = e and
e /∈ B0. Define for f /∈ B0 with f ̸= e, yf = xf and ye = e′. Then
(yf )f /∈B0

∈
∏

f /∈B0
Ef (M) and

B′ = B ∪ {e} = E(Mλ)− {yf : f /∈ B0} ∈ B(Mλ).
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This shows that B((Mλ−χe)1+χe) ⊆ B(Mλ).
Now pickB ∈ B(Mλ). There existB0 ∈ B(M) and (xf )f /∈B0

∈
∏

f /∈B0
Ef (M)

such that B = E(Mλ) − {xf : f /∈ B0}. If e′ ∈ B, then e′ /∈ {xf : f /∈ B0};
thus

B = E(Mλ)− {xf : f /∈ B0}
= (E(Mλ−χe)− {xf : f /∈ B0}) ∪ {e′} ∈ B ((Mλ−χe)1+χe) .

If e′ /∈ B, then e′ ∈ {xf : f /∈ B0}, that is, e /∈ B0 and xe = e′. We define
yf = xf if f ̸= e and ye = e. So (yf )f /∈B0

∈
∏

f /∈B0
E′

f (M) and

B = E(Mλ)− {xf : f /∈ B0}
= (E(Mλ−χe)− {yf : f /∈ B0}) ∪ {e} ∈ B ((Mλ−χe)1+χe) .

Thus B(Mλ) ⊆ B((Mλ−χe)1+χe). □

Suppose that E(M) = {e1, . . . , en}. We identify a map λ : E(M) → N
with the tuple (λ(e1), . . . , λ(en)) ∈ Nn and order Nn by the lexicographical
order.

Proposition 3.13. If M is irreducible (resp. linear or regular), so is Mλ

for any λ ∈ NE(M).

Proof. We use induction on λ. The base case is λ = (1, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ Nn,
then Mλ = M . Thus, the result follows by assumption. We now suppose
λ > (1, . . . , 1) and that the proposition is true for any γ < λ.

Let i = min{j : λ(ej) > 1}. Set γ = λ− χei so that γ < λ. Thus, by the
induction hypothesis, the matroid Mγ is irreducible (resp. linear or regular).
By Proposition 3.11, (Mγ)1+χei

= Mλ.
If Mγ is irreducible, then ei is not a coloop of Mγ , therefore, by Propo-

sition 3.8, Mλ is a series extension of Mγ . As a series extension of an
irreducible matroid is irreducible (see [20, Proposition 1.4.7]), the result
follows.

If Mγ is linear (resp. regular), then we consider two cases:

(i) If ei is not a coloop of Mγ , then by Proposition 3.8, the matroid
Mλ is a series extension of Mγ . As a series extension of a linear
(resp. regular) matroid is linear (resp. regular) (see [20, Proposition
1.5.4]), the result is clear.

(ii) If ei is a coloop of Mγ , we have that Mλ
∼= Mγ ⊕ U1,1 (see Proposi-

tion 3.8). Since the direct sum of linear (resp. regular) matroids is
linear (resp. regular), the result is clear.

□

Proposition 3.14. If G is a graph and λ ∈ NE(G), then M(G)λ = M(Gλ).

Proof. First of all, note that M(G)1+χe = M(G1+χe) for all e ∈ E(G) (this
follows from (3.7)).

We proceed by induction on λ. If λ = (1, . . . , 1), then there is nothing to
show. Suppose that (1, . . . , 1) < λ and that the proposition is true for all
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γ ∈ NE(G) verifying γ < λ. Let i = min{j : λ(ej) > 1} (we are assuming
E(G) = {e1, . . . , en}). Set γ = λ−χei so that γ < λ. Thus, by the induction
hypothesis, M(G)γ = M(Gγ). As a result,

M(G)λ = (M(G)γ)1+χei
= M(Gγ)1+χei

= M((Gγ)1+χe) = M(Gλ).

□

4. Configuration polynomials

Throughout this section, M will denote a regular matroid. Consider the
set of variables {λe : e ∈ E(M)} indexed by the elements of M . The
configuration polynomial of M is

ΨM :=
∑

B∈B(M)

∏
e/∈B

λe ∈ Z[λe : e ∈ E(M)].(4.1)

By convention, a product of variables indexed by the empty set equals 1. IfG
is a graph, we define the configuration polynomial of G to be ΨG := ΨM(G).

The configuration polynomial of a linear matroid can be defined by the
theory of configurations of vector spaces; however, it depends on the field
of definition. Under this new definition, the configuration polynomial of
a regular matroid is independent of the field of definition and has exactly
the form as in (4.1). For further discussion of the general case we refer the
reader to [10].

Remark 4.2.

(a) By definition, ΨM is a homogeneous polynomial of degree r(M∗). It
is linear in each variable and its coefficients are all 1.

(b) If e is a loop of M , then λe divides ΨM . Thus, the configuration
polynomial of a regular matroid is reducible in general.

(c) If e is a coloop of M , then ∂λeΨM = 0.

Example 4.3. Consider the diamond graph

e5
e1

e3

e2

e4

Figure 2. Diamond graph.

Its configuration polynomial is

λe1λe3 + λe1λe4 + λe2λe3 + λe2λe4 + λe1λe5 + λe2λe5 + λe3λe5 + λe4λe5 .

Example 4.4. Let G = Cyclen. Then

ΨG =
n∑

i=1

λei .
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The following proposition relates the irreducibility of a matroid and the
irreducibility of its configuration polynomial. This result was proved in [10].

Proposition 4.5. Let M be a regular matroid.

(a) If M1, . . . ,Mn are the irreducible components of M , then ΨM =
ΨM1 · · ·ΨMn.

(b) If M is nonempty and has no coloops, then M is irreducible if and
only if ΨM is irreducible over any field.

(c) ΨM = 1 if and only if r(M) = #E(M) if and only if M is isomorphic
to a finite direct sum of copies of U1,1.

Proof. For proofs of (a) and (b) see [10, Proposition 3.8].
(c) If ΨM = 1, then E(M) − B = ∅ for any B ∈ B(M). Therefore,

r(M) = #E(M). If r(M) = #E(M), then E(M) is the only basis of M .
Then M =

⊕
e∈E(M)M |{e}, where M |{e} is the restriction of M to e. Since

M |{e} ∼= U1,1, M is isomorphic to a finite direct sum of copies of U1,1 (we
assume that a direct sum of matroids over the empty set equals the empty
matroid). Lastly, if M is isomorphic to a finite direct sum of copies of U1,1.
Then E(M) is the only basis of M , hence ΨM = 1. □

Proposition 4.6. If M is a regular matroid and e ∈ E(M), then

ΨM =


ΨM/e, if e is a coloop;

λeΨM\e, if e is a loop;

λeΨM\e +ΨM/e, otherwise.

Proof. Cf. [10, Proposition 3.12]. □

Remark 4.7. When M is irreducible, it has neither loops nor coloops. So
that, for any e ∈ E(M), we have ΨM = λeΨM\e +ΨM/e.

Theorem 4.8. If M is a regular matroid and λ ∈ NE(M), then ΨM (λ) =
#Jac(Mλ).

Proof. If λ ∈ NE(M), then

ΨM (λ) =
∑

B∈B(M)

∏
e/∈B

λ(e).

By Proposition 3.10, ΨM (λ) equals the number of bases of Mλ. Since Mλ

is regular (see Proposition 3.13), we can speak of its Jacobian group, whose
order is precisely the number of bases of Mλ. Thus, ΨM (λ) = #Jac(Mλ).

□

5. Configuration hypersurfaces

The configuration polynomial of a regular matroid is a homogeneous poly-
nomial with the property that is linear in each variable. In this section, we
will study the hypersurfaces cut out by homogeneous polynomials that are
linear in one of their variables.
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5.1. Geometric aspects. We fix the following terminology.

• k : field.
• An

k := Spec k[T1, . . . , Tn] : affine space of dimension n over k.
• Pn

k := Proj k[T0, . . . , Tn] : projective space of dimension n over k.
• XF := Proj k[T0, . . . , Tn]/(F ) : hypersurface cut out by a homoge-
neous polynomial F .

If, additionally, G ∈ k[T0, . . . , Tn]/(F ), then

• V+(G) := {p ∈ Proj k[T0, . . . , Tn]/(F ) : G ∈ p} : Zariski closed set of
XF , which we endow with the structure of closed subscheme of XF

induced by the canonical morphism Proj k[T0, . . . , Tn]/(F,G) ↪→ XF .
• D+(G) := XF − V+(G) : principal open set.

Finally, if Z, Y are closed subschemes of Pn
k , then Y ∩ Z is the scheme-

theoretic intersection.
Let F ∈ k[T0, . . . , Tn] be a nonzero homogeneous polynomial that is linear

in one of its variables; we can write (up to a permutation of the variables)

(5.1) F = T0G1 +G0,

for some homogeneous polynomials G0, G1 ∈ k[T1, . . . , Tn] with G1 ̸= 0.
Note that degG0 = degF and degG1 = degF − 1. Consider the hyper-
surfaces XF , XGi , i = 0, 1. These come with canonical closed immer-
sions XF ↪→ Pn

k , XGi ↪→ Pn−1
k , i = 0, 1. Also, consider the subschemes

V+(G1), D+(G1) ⊆ XF .

Proposition 5.2. Pn−1
k − XG1 and D+(G1) ⊆ XF are isomorphic as k-

schemes.

Proof. Define the following homomorphism of graded k-algebras:

φ : k[T0, . . . , Tn]G1 → k[T1, . . . , Tn]G1

Ti 7→ Ti, i = 1, . . . , n

T0 7→ −G0

G1
.

It is well-defined by the universal property of localization. We claim that
kerφ = (F )G1 . The inclusion (F )G1 ⊆ kerφ follows from observing that
φ(F ) = (−G0/G1)G1 + G0 = 0. Suppose now P/Gm

1 ∈ kerφ and write
P = T l

0P1 + P0 for some P0, P1 ∈ k[T1, . . . , Tn] and some l ∈ N0. We have

0 = φ

(
P

Gm
1

)
=

(−1)lGl
0P1 +Gl

1P0

Gm+l
1

=⇒ Gl
1P0 = (−1)l+1Gl

0P1,

from which it follows that

P

Gm
1

=
T l
0P1 + P0

Gm
1

=
(T0G1)

lP1

Gm+l
1

+
(−1)l+1Gl

0P1

Gm+l
1

=
(
(T0G1)

l + (−1)l+1Gl
0

) P1

Gm+l
1

.



DISTRIBUTION OF THE p-TORSION OF JACOBIANS OF METRIC MATROIDS 11

Note that (T0G1)
l+(−1)l+1Gl

0 = (F −G0)
l+(−1)l+1Gl

0 and that the latter
term is divisible by F (by the Binomial Theorem). Hence P/Gm

1 ∈ (F )G1 .
This proves our claim.

It is clear that φ is surjective, hence it is an isomorphism and(
k[T0, . . . , Tn]

(F )

)
G1

∼=
k[T0, . . . , Tn]G1

(F )G1

∼= k[T1, . . . , Tn]G1 ,

where the first isomorphism is the canonical one. Since the degree zero parts
of these graded algebras are preserved under these isomorphisms, we get

(5.3)

(
k[T0, . . . , Tn]

(F )

)
(G1)

∼= k[T1, . . . , Tn](G1).

The rings in (5.3) are the coordinate rings of the affine open sets D+(G1)
and Pn−1

k −XG1 , respectively, hence the result follows. □

Let p = [1, 0, . . . , 0] ∈ Pn
k be the rational point corresponding to the ideal

(T1, . . . , Tn). Let πp : Pn
k − {p} → Pn−1

k denote the projection centered at
p induced by the k-algebra homomorphism ϕ : k[T1, . . . , Tn] → k[T0, . . . , Tn]
given by ϕ(Tj) = Tj for all j = 1, . . . , n. At the level of rational points we
have πp([a0, . . . , an]) = [a1, . . . , an].

Corollary 5.4. The restriction of πp to D+(G1) → Pn−1
k −XG1 is an iso-

morphism of k-schemes.

Proof. Observe that p /∈ D+(G1) and πp(D+(G1)) ⊆ Pn−1
k −XG1 . Thus πp

restricts to a morphism of k-schemesD+(G1) → Pn−1
k −XG1 . This morphism

corresponds to the homomorphism

k[T1, . . . , Tn]G1 →
(
k[T0, . . . , Tn]

(F )

)
(G1)

Ti

Gk
1

7→ T i

G
k
1

, i = 1, . . . , n.

It is easy to see that this homomorphism and the one given in (5.3) are
inverses of each other. □

From Corollary 5.4 we obtain the following commutative diagram.

D+(G1) XF − {p} Pn
k − {p}

Pn−1
k −XG1 Pn−1

k

∼= πp

When F is irreducible, it follows from Proposition 5.2 that XF is bira-
tional to Pn−1

k . Hence XF is rational.
If X = Proj k[T1, . . . , Tn]/I is a projective scheme, then the scheme

Proj k[T1, . . . , Tn][T0]/I is called the projective cone of X with vertex p and
it is denoted by Conep(X). It is well-known that πp induces a surjective



12 SERGIO RICARDO ZAPATA CEBALLOS

morphism θ : Conep(X) − {p} → X where the fibre of θ over x ∈ X is
isomorphic to A1

κ(x) (here κ(x) is the residue field of x).

Proposition 5.5. The projection morphism πp induces a surjective mor-

phism of k-schemes θ : V+(G1)−{p} → XG1 ∩XG0, where the fibre of θ over
y ∈ XG1 ∩XG0 is isomorphic to A1

κ(x).

Proof. The closed immersionXF ↪→ Pn
k induces an isomorphism of k-schemes

V+(G1) ∼= V+(F ) ∩ V+(G1). In addition, V+(F ) ∩ V+(G1) = V+(G1, G0)
as schemes. Now notice that G1 and G0 are independent of T0, so that
V+(G1, G0) = Conep(XG1 ∩XG0). Hence the result follows. □

Definition 5.6. Let M be a regular matroid and k be an arbitrary field.
The scheme

XM := Proj k[λe : e ∈ E(M)]/(ΨM ) ⊆ P#E(M)−1
k

is called the configuration hypersurface of M .

If G is a graph, then we define the configuration hypersurface of G to be
XG := XM(G).

5.2. Counting points over finite fields. We keep the notation from the
preceding subsection and we assume k to be a finite field with q elements.

Proposition 5.7. If F ∈ k[T0, . . . , Tn] is a homogeneous polynomial as in
(5.1), then there is a natural identification

XF (k) = Conep(XG1 ∩XG0)(k) ⊔ (Pn−1
k (k)−XG1(k)).

Proof. As topological spaces, XF = V+(G1) ⊔ D+(G1). In the proof of
Proposition 5.5, we showed that V+(G1) ∼= Conep(XG1∩XG0). Furthermore,

D+(G1) ∼= Pn−1
k −XG1 by Proposition 5.2. Both isomorphisms are over k,

thus the result follows. □

Corollary 5.8. If F ∈ k[T0, . . . , Tn] is a homogeneous polynomial as in
(5.1), then

#XF (k) = q#(XG1(k) ∩XG0(k)) + #Pn−1
k (k)−#XG1(k) + 1.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.7. □

The equality in Corollary 5.8 was first deduced by Stembridge [17]. Nonethe-
less, the geometry behind this identity is concealed by the probabilistic
methods used.

Theorem 5.9 ([9, Corollary 3.3]). If X ⊆ Pn
k is an equidimensional closed

subscheme of dimension d < n and degree δ, then

#X(k) ≤ δ
(
#Pd

k(k)−#P2d−n
k (k)

)
+#P2d−n

k (k).

Whenm is a negative integer then the value of #Pm
k (k) is zero by convention.
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Theorem 5.10. Suppose that F ∈ k[T0, . . . , Tn] is a homogeneous polyno-
mial as in (5.1). If F is irreducible over k, then there are monic polynomials
f(t), g(t) ∈ Z[t] of degree n− 1 independent of k such that

g(q) ≤ #XF (k) ≤ f(q).

The coefficients of g(t) and f(t) depend only on degF and dimPn
k .

We need the following result on complete intersections to prove Theo-
rem 5.10. But before that, let us define what a complete intersection is.
We say that the k-scheme X = Proj k[T0, . . . , Tn]/(f1, . . . , fr) is a complete
intersection if codim(X,Pn

k) = r (equivalently, dimX = n− r).

Proposition 5.11. Suppose that F ∈ k[T0, . . . , Tn] is a homogeneous poly-
nomial as in (5.1). If F is irreducible over k of degF > 1, then XG1 ∩XG0

is a complete intersection.

Proof. We need to prove that codim(XG1 ∩ XG0 ,P
n−1
k ) = 2. It is enough

to show that the height of the ideal (G0, G1), denoted ht(G0, G1), is 2 in
k[T1, . . . , Tn]. Since this ideal is generated by two polynomials, we have
ht(G0, G1) ≤ 2. Let p be a prime ideal containing (G0, G1). Then (G0) ⊆ p.
We claim that p is not a minimal prime ideal of (G0). Indeed, as F is
irreducible, G1 and G0 are coprime, therefore G1 is not a nonzero divisor of
k[T0, . . . , Tn]/(G0), which shows that G1 cannot be contained in any minimal
prime ideal of G0. Consequently there must be a nonzero prime ideal q
strictly contained in p. Then ht(p) ≥ 2, which implies that ht(G0, G1) ≥ 2
as ht(G0, G1) = inf{ht(p) : (G0, G1) ⊆ p}. This completes the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 5.10. Let m := degF . If m = 1, then XF
∼= Pn−1

k so that
#XF (k) = (qn − 1)/(q − 1). Hence, we take f(t) = g(t) = (tn − 1)/(t− 1).

Now assume m > 1 so that XG1 ∩ XG0 is a complete intersection by
Proposition 5.11. Since complete intersections are equidimensional (see Sec-
tion 10.135 in [18]), it follows that XG1 ∩XG0 is equidimensional of dimen-
sion n − 3. By Bézout’s theorem (see Theorem III-71 in [11]) its degree is
m(m− 1). We now use Theorem 5.9 to get

#XG1(k) ∩XG0(k) ≤ m(m− 1)(#Pn−3
k (k)−#Pn−6

k (k)) + #Pn−6
k (k).

The polynomial

h(t) = m(m− 1)

(
tn−2 − 1

t− 1

)
+ (1 +m−m2)

(
tn−5 − 1

t− 1

)
∈ Z[t]

has degree n − 3 and satisfies #XG1(k) ∩ XG0(k) ≤ h(q). Moreover, the
quantity #Pn−1

k (k)−#XG1(k)+1 is bounded above by (qn−1)/(q−1)+1.
Thus, if we take f(t) = (tn − 1)/(t− 1) + th(t) ∈ Z[t], then f(t) is monic of
degree n− 1 and #XF (k) ≤ f(q) by Corollary 5.8.
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On the other hand, by Proposition 5.7 and by Applying Theorem 5.9 to
XG1 we have

#XF (k) ≥ #Pn−1
k (k)−#XG1(k) + 1

≥ #Pn−1
k (k)−

(
(m− 1)

(
#Pn−2

k (k)−#Pn−4
k (k)

)
+#Pn−4

k (k)
)
+ 1,

so we take

g(t) =
tn − 1

t− 1
− (m− 1)

(
tn−1 − 1

t− 1

)
+m

(
tn−3 − 1

t− 1

)
+ 1 ∈ Z[t]

then g(t) is monic of degree n− 1 and g(q) ≤ #XF (k). □

Theorem 5.12. Suppose that F ∈ k[T0, . . . , Tn] is a homogeneous polyno-
mial satisfying (5.1). If F is irreducible over k, then

#XF (k) = qn−1 +O(qn−2).

The implied constant is computable and depends only on degF and dimPn
k .

Lemma 5.13. If h(t) = ant
n + · · ·+ a0 ∈ R[t] is a polynomial with an ̸= 0

and C = |an|+ · · ·+ |a0|, then −Ctn ≤ h(t) ≤ Ctn for t > 1.

Proof. for t > 1 we have that

|antn + · · ·+ a0| ≤ |an|tn + · · ·+ |a0|

= tn
(
|an|+

|an−1|
t

+ · · ·+ |a0|
tn

)
≤ tn(|an|+ · · ·+ |a0|)
= Ctn.

□

Proof of Theorem 5.12. Consider the polynomials f(t), g(t) from the The-
orem 5.10. Let C1 and C2 be the sum of the absolute values of the co-
efficients of the polynomials f(t) − pn−1 and g(t) − pn−1, respectively. If
C = max{C1, C2}, then by Lemma 5.13

−Cqn−2 ≤ #XF (k)− qn−1 ≤ Cqn−2.

Whence #XF (k) = qn−1 +O(qn−2). □

The next proposition is the matroid version of Lemma 1.3 and Corollary
1.4 in [1]. The proof given there works for this case too. We let Σn denote
the union of the coordinate hyperplanes, and M∗ denote the dual matroid
of M .

Proposition 5.14. If M is a regular matroid with #E(M) = {e1, . . . , en},
then

ΨM (λe1 , . . . , λen) =

(
n∏

i=1

λei

)
ΨM∗(λ−1

e1 , . . . , λ
−1
en ).

Moreover, the Cremona transformation induces an isomorphism of k-schemes
XM − Σn

∼= XM∗ − Σn.
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6. The Family {Mλ}λ∈NE(M)

In this section, we fix a prime number p. Let M be a regular matroid
on E. If λ ∈ NE , then we define λp ∈ NE to be the map given by the rule
λp(e) = k, where 1 ≤ k ≤ p and λ(e) ≡ k mod p.

Definition 6.1. The height of a map λ ∈ NE is ht(λ) := max{λ(e) : e ∈ E}.

Definition 6.2. The density of a subset S ⊆ NE is

µ(S) := lim
m→∞

#
(
S ∩ {λ ∈ NE : ht(λ) ≤ m}

)
#{λ ∈ NE : ht(λ) ≤ m}

,

provided the limit exits.

Definition 6.3. We define Jp(M) := {λ ∈ NE : p | #Jac(Mλ)}. If G is a
graph, we define Jp(G) := Jp(M(G)).

In the case of a graph G, we see that Jp(G) = {λ ∈ NE(G) : p | #Jac(Gλ)}
by virtue of Proposition 3.14.

Theorem 6.4. Let M be a regular matroid on E. If #E = n and ΨM ̸= 1,
then

(6.5) µ(Jp(M)) =
(p− 1)#XM (Fp) + 1

(p− 1)#Pn−1
Fp

(Fp) + 1
.

Proof. For m ∈ N, we let

Bm := {λ ∈ NE : ht(λ) ≤ m}
Am := {λ ∈ Bm : ΨM (λ) ≡ 0 mod p}.

By Theorem 4.8, ΨM (λ) = #Jac(Mλ), therefore

#Am = #{λ ∈ Bm : p | #Jac(Mλ)}.

Now suppose m ≥ p and write m = ptm + l for some tm ∈ N and 0 ≤ l < p.
Consider the following map:

θm : Bm → Bp

λ 7→ λp.

The map θm is surjective as Bp ⊆ Bm and λp = λ for all λ ∈ Bp. We
will find a lower bound and an upper bound for the size of #θ−1

m (γ) with
γ ∈ Bp. A map λ : E → N is a preimage of γ if and only if the following two
conditions hold:

(a) 1 ≤ λ(e) ≤ ptm + l for all e ∈ E and
(b) for each e ∈ E, λ(e) = pke + γ(e) for some nonnegative integer ke.

According to whether γ(e) ≤ l or γ(e) > l, the possible values for ke are:

(i) 0 ≤ ke ≤ tm, if γ(e) ≤ l;
(ii) 0 ≤ ke ≤ tm − 1, if γ(e) > l.
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It follows that

tnm ≤ #θ−1
m (γ) ≤ (tm + 1)n.

Moreover, as θ−1
m (Ap) = Am we have

#Am =
∑
γ∈Ap

#θ−1
m (γ)

then

tnm#Ap ≤ #Am ≤ (tm + 1)n#Ap.

On the other hand, #Bm = mn = (ptm + l)n and #Bp = pn. Using the
inequalities

(ptm + l)n ≤ (ptm + p)n = pn(tm + 1)n and pntnm ≤ (ptm + l)n,

we get

#Am

#Bm
≤ (tm + 1)n#Ap

(ptm + l)n
≤ (tm + 1)n#Ap

pntnm
=

(tm + 1)n

tnm

#Ap

#Bp
,

#Am

#Bm
≥ tnm#Ap

(ptm + l)n
≥ tnm#Ap

(tm + 1)npn
=

tnm
(tm + 1)n

#Ap

#Bp
.

So that, (
tm

tm + 1

)n #Ap

#Bp
≤ #Am

#Bm
≤
(
tm + 1

tm

)n #Ap

#Bp
.

By letting m → ∞ on both sides and noting that tm → ∞, we get

µ(Jp(M)) = lim
m→∞

#Am

#Bm
=

#Ap

#Bp
.

Finally, notice that

#Ap

#Bp
=

(p− 1)#XM (Fp) + 1

(p− 1)#Pn−1
Fp

(Fp) + 1

This follows easily by noting that there is a bijection between Bp and
An
Fp
(Fp), and that there is a bijection betweenDp and V (ΨM )(Fp) ⊆ An

Fp
(Fp),

and that each equivalence class of Pn−1
Fp

(Fp) contains p−1 points of An
Fp
(Fp).

□

Example 6.6. Let G = Cycle2.

e

f

Figure 3. Cycle2.
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If λ ∈ NE(G), thenGλ = Cycleλ(e)+λ(f), whence Jac(Gλ) ∼= Z/(λ(e)+λ(f))Z.
Hence {Jac(Gλ)}λ∈NE(G) is the family of all finite cyclic groups.

On the other hand, ΨG = λe+λf so thatXG
∼= P0

Fp
. Thus, by Theorem 6.4

we obtain

µ(Jp(G)) =
(p− 1)#XG(Fp) + 1

(p− 1)#P1
Fp
(Fp) + 1

=
1

p
,

as expected.

Remark 6.7. The limit (6.5) is completely determined if we know the quan-
tity #X(Fp). So, thinking of #XM (Fp) as a function of p, it is of interest
to determine whether there is a polynomial relation for the values #X(Fp)
as p varies. More specifically, consider the function #XM : q 7→ #XM (Fq)
defined on the set of prime powers q, then one is interested in knowing
whether #XM ∈ Z[q]. In 1997, Kontsevich conjectured the following: for
any graph G, #XM(G) ∈ Z[q], where M(G) is the cycle matroid of G. In
[17], Stembridge provided evidence in support of Kontsevich’s conjecture by
showing that the conjecture held for all graphs containing up to 12 edges.
Yet, Belkale and Brosnan [4] disproved the conjecture; in fact, they showed
that these functions can be rather general. In this fashion, the best one
can hope for is to be able to find bounds for #XM (Fq) independent of q or
describe the matroids for which #XM ∈ Z[q].

Theorem 6.8. If M is a nonempty irreducible regular matroid, then

µ(Jp(M)) =
1

p
+O

(
1

p2

)
.

The implied constant is computable and depends only on r(M) and #E(M).

Proof. If M is irreducible, then ΨM is irreducible and it can be written as
ΨM = λeΨM\e+ΨM/e for any e ∈ E(M) (see Proposition 4.6), where ΨM\e
and ΨM/e are independent of λe. All the results from the previous section
apply to XM . In particular,

#XM (Fp) = pn−1 +O(pn−2)

where n = #E(M) − 1 (notice that #E(M) ≥ 3 as M is irreducible). On
the other hand, Theorem 6.4 says that

µ(Jp(M)) =
(p− 1)#XM (Fp) + 1

(p− 1)#Pn
Fp
(Fp) + 1

.

By Theorem 5.12, there exists a constant C such that

(6.9) −Cpn−2 ≤ #XM (Fp)− pn−1 ≤ Cpn−2.

This constant C is computable and depends only on degΨM and r(M),

which are equal to #E(M)−r(M) and dimP#E(M)−1
k , respectively. Whence

C depends only on #E(M) and r(M).
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To use the lower and upper bounds in (6.9) for (p−1)#XM (Fp)+1, notice
that

(p− 1)#XM (Fp) + 1 = (p− 1)
(
(#XM (Fp)− pn−1) + pn−1

)
+ 1

= (p− 1)(#XM (Fp)− pn−1) + (p− 1)pn−1 + 1,

therefore

−(p−1)(Cpn−2−pn−1)+1 ≤ (p−1)#XM (Fp)+1 ≤ (p−1)(Cpn−2+pn−1)+1.

Dividing by (p− 1)#Pn
Fp
(Fp) + 1 = pn+1, we obtain

1

p
− C + 1

p2
+

C

p3
+

1

pn+1
≤ (p− 1)#XM (Fp) + 1

(p− 1)#Pn
Fp
(Fp) + 1

≤ 1

p
+

C − 1

p2
− C

p3
+

1

pn+1
.

Since C ≥ 1, we finally get

−C + 1

p2
≤ (p− 1)#XM (Fp) + 1

(p− 1)#Pn
Fp
(Fp) + 1

− 1

p
≤ C + 1

p2
.

This concludes the proof. □

The dependence of the constant from Theorem 6.8 on #E(M) and r(M)
highlights that µ(Jp(M)) ≈ 1/p is not what we should expect to hold for all
values of p and all nonempty irreducible regular matroidsM . Let us consider
a scenario where p is significantly smaller than #E(M). In such cases, it
is highly expected that λ(e) ≡ 0 mod p. Moreover, if #E(M) − r(M) is
sufficiently larger than r(M), then it is anticipated that each term in the
sum

∑
B

∏
e∈E−B λ(e) would also be 0 modulo p. Consequently, µ(Jp(M))

should be very close to 1. This particular situation is observed in graphs,
as demonstrated in the example below.

Example 6.10. Let G be the banana graph on 10 edges. Its configuration
polynomial is

ΨG =
10∑
i=1

10∏
j=1
j ̸=i

Tj .

It is not hard to show that for any prime p

#XG(Fp) = p9+35p8−195p7+510p6−798p5+798p4−510p3+195p2−35p−1.
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This allows us to use formula (6.5) and compute the precise value of µ(Jp(G))
for any prime p. In particular, we have that

µ(J2(G)) =
1013

1024
≈ 0.9892

µ(J3(G)) =
53246

59049
≈ 0.9017

µ(J5(G)) =
6305324

9765625
≈ 0.6456.

Remark 6.11. Matroid theory comes with a dual theory, so that one can
speak of the dual matroid of a matroid M . If M happens to be regular,
then so is its dual. Furthermore, their Jacobian groups are isomorphic.

Starting with a regular matroid M , we obtain a new family of regular
matroids {(Mλ)

∗}λ∈NE(M) , where (Mλ)
∗ denotes the dual of Mλ. In this

case, Jac(Mλ) ∼= Jac((Mλ)
∗). Consequently, Theorem 6.4 and Theorem 6.8

can be used to predict the distribution of the p-torsion of the Jacobian
groups for this new family. More concretely, if we define the set J ∗

p (M) :=

{λ ∈ NE(M) : p | #Jac((Mλ)
∗)}, then

µ(J ∗
p (M)) =

(p− 1)#XM (Fp) + 1

(p− 1)#Pn−1
Fp

(Fp) + 1
.

If M ̸= ∅ is irreducible, then

µ(J ∗
p (M)) =

1

p
+O

(
1

p2

)
.

In general, given a regular matroid M and a map λ : E(M) → N,
the Jacobian groups of Mλ and M∗

λ are not isomorphic; in fact, their or-
ders might not have any common prime factors. Also, it is not true that
µ(Jp(M)) = µ(Jp(M

∗)). Nonetheless, Proposition 5.14 allows us to re-
late the distribution of the p-torsion of the Jacobian groups in the families
{Mλ}λ∈NE(M) and {M∗

λ}λ∈NE(M∗) as follows.
Let us define

Sp(M) := {λ ∈ NE(M) : p | #Jac(Mλ) and p ∤ λ(e) for all e ∈ E(M)}.
Proposition 6.12. If M is a regular matroid with #E(M) = n, then

µ(Sp(M)) =
(p− 1)#

(
XM (Fp) ∩

(
Pn−1
Fp

(Fp)− Σn(Fp)
))

(p− 1)#Pn−1
Fp

(Fp) + 1

Proof. For m ∈ N, we let

Bm := {λ ∈ NE(M) : ht(λ) ≤ m}
Dm := {λ ∈ Bm : ΨM (λ) ≡ 0 mod p and p ∤ λ(e) for all e ∈ E(M)}.
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The argument of the proof of Theorem 6.4 applies to Bm and Dm in place
of Am. Hence, one obtains

µ(Sp(M)) = lim
m→∞

#Dm

#Bm
=

#Dp

#Bp
,

and

#Dp

#Bp
=

(p− 1)#
(
XM (Fp) ∩

(
Pn−1
Fp

(Fp)− Σn(Fp)
))

(p− 1)#Pn−1
Fp

(Fp) + 1
.

□

Corollary 6.13. If M is a regular matroid with #E(M) = n, then

µ(Sp(M)) = µ(Sp(M
∗)).

Proof. By Proposition 5.14, XM − Σn
∼= XM∗ − Σn over Fp. Hence, the

result follows from Proposition 6.12. □
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