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We study a closed differential form on the symmetric space of positive
definite matrices, which is defined using the Pfaffian and is GL2n(Z) invariant
up to a sign. It gives rise to an infinite family of unstable classes in the
compactly-supported cohomology of the locally symmetric space for GL2n(Z)
with coefficients in the orientation bundle. Furthermore, by applying the
Pfaffian forms to the dual Laplacian of graphs, and integrating them over the
space of edge lengths, we construct an infinite family of cocycles for the odd
commutative graph complex. By explicit computation, we show that the first
such cocycle gives a non-trivial class in H−6(GC3).
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1. Introduction
The differential forms studied in this paper are constructed out of what we call the
invariant Pfaffian form. It is defined on the space P2n of positive definite matrices X of
even rank 2n by the formula

ϕ2n
X = Pf(dX ·X−1 · dX)√

det(X)
,

where Pf denotes the Pfaffian of a skew-symmetric matrix. It is a closed smooth differential
form of degree 2n with many good properties. In particular, it transforms by

ϕ2n
P ⊺XP = sgn (det(P ))ϕ2n

X (1.1)

for any P ∈ GL2n(R). It therefore defines a differential form on the locally symmetric
space P2n/GL2n(Z) with coefficients in the orientation bundle O, which is the rank one
real vector bundle induced by the determinant representation of GL2n(Z). We call such a
form an orientation form. Importantly, ϕ2n is also invariant under the action of R×

>0 on
P2n by scalar multiplication, and therefore descends to the quotient R×

>0 \ P2n.
By taking exterior products with the invariant differential forms

β4k+1
X = tr

(
(X−1dX)4k+1

)
(1.2)

for k ≥ 1, we obtain many further orientation forms on P2n/GL2n(Z). For example, we
show that the volume form (a non-vanishing orientation form of top degree) on the space
of projective classes of positive definite symmetric matrices is proportional to the product
β5∧ . . .∧β4n−3∧ϕ2n. The invariant Pfaffian therefore gives a factorisation of the volume
form.

In this paper, we use these orientation forms for two different purposes. On the one
hand, we show that those of compact type give rise to infinitely many non-zero classes
in the compactly-supported cohomology of P2n/GL2n(Z) with coefficients in O. We
show, furthermore, that they are primitive with respect to a Hopf algebra structure on⊕

nH
•
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O) recently introduced in [AMP24], and deduce that the latter

contains the symmetric algebra generated by the orientation forms of compact type.
On the other hand, we use the Pfaffian orientation forms which are not of compact type

to construct cocycles on the odd commutative graph complex by interpreting them as
orientation forms on a moduli space of metric graphs. By integrating over cells indexed
by graphs, we assign transcendental invariants to elements in the odd graph complex and
compute them explicitly for a closed linear combination of graphs with 6 loops and 12
edges. This proves that the first of our cocycles defines a non-trivial class in H−6(GC3).

We emphasize that the orientation forms we use to construct cohomology classes for
GL2n(Z) (which are of ‘compact type’), and for the odd graph complex (which are of
‘non-compact type’), are not the same, with exactly one exception (namely ϕ2).
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1.1. Unstable cohomology of GL2n(Z)

The Pfaffian forms can be used to write down explicit representatives for the Poincaré
duals of the cohomology classes for P2n/GL2n(Z) generated by the invariant forms β (of
non-compact type) in the unstable range. More precisely, let

Ω•
nc(2n− 1) =

∧•
( ⊕

1≤k<n−1
Qβ4k+1

)

denote the graded exterior algebra generated by formal symbols β4k+1 in degree 4k + 1
corresponding to the invariant differential forms (1.2). The subscript nc stands for
‘non-compact type’. It was proven in [Bro23] that

Ω•
nc(2n− 1) −→ H•(Pm/GLm(Z);R) is injective for all m ≥ 2n− 1 (1.3)

having been announced in [Lee78] (see also [Fra08]). Together with results of Matsushima
and Garland this implies Borel’s theorem (see [Bor74] and references therein) which
states that the stable cohomology of GL(Z) is generated by the graded exterior algebra
with one element in degree 4k + 1, for each k ≥ 1.

Now define a bigraded vector space Ω•
c [ϕ](2n) of orientation forms, which we call of

‘compact type’, which is generated by the symbols ϕ2 and

β4i1+1 ∧ β4i2+1 ∧ . . . ∧ β4ik+1 ∧ ϕ2n (1.4)

for all 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < . . . < ik where ik = n− 1. The grading is by genus and degree minus
genus, where the generator (1.4) has degree (4i1 + 1) + . . . + (4ik + 1) + (2n + 1) and
genus 2n, and ϕ2 has degree 3 and genus 2.

The first application of Pfaffian forms is to prove

Theorem 1.1. For all n > 1, the closed form β4n−3 ∧ ϕ2n has a compactly supported
representative (β4n−3∧ϕ2n)c. We obtain a canonical injective map of graded vector spaces

Ω•
c [ϕ](2n) −→ H•

c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O) (1.5)
β4i1+1 ∧ β4i2+1 ∧ . . . ∧ β4n−3 ∧ ϕ2n 7→ [β4i1+1 ∧ β4i2+1 ∧ . . . ∧ (β4n−3 ∧ ϕ2n)c]

The image of these classes pair non-trivially, under Poincaré duality, with the image
of (1.3) when m = 2n. In the case n = 1, the form ϕ2 has a compactly supported
representative (ϕ2)c and generates H3

c (P2/GL2(Z);O) ∼= [(ϕ2)c]R.

Note that the compactly supported twisted cohomology of P2n/GL2n(Z) is Poincaré
dual to the ordinary cohomology of GL2n(Z) via

Hk(GL2n(Z);R) ∼= Hk(P2n/GL2n(Z);R) ∼=
(
Hd2n−k
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O)

)∨

where dm = m(m+ 1)/2 and furthermore appears as a summand in the cohomology of
the special linear group by an application of Shapiro’s lemma which implies that:

Hk(SL2n(Z);Q) ∼= Hk(GL2n(Z);Q)⊕Hk(GL2n(Z); det)
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where det denotes the determinant representation.
The proof of theorem 1.1 involves studying the asymptotic behaviour of the forms

β4n−3 ∧ ϕ2n and proving that they extend to an algebro-geometric incarnation of the
Borel-Serre compactification [Bro23], and vanish along the boundary.

1.1.1. Four spaces of differential forms

The relationship between canonical forms, the Pfaffian invariant form, and different coho-
mology groups associated to the locally symmetric space of GLg(Z) may be summarised
as follows. Let g > 1 be odd, and consider the four graded vector spaces:

(i) Ω•
nc(g) =

∧• (Qβ5 ⊕ . . .⊕Qβ2g−5)
(ii) Ω•

c(g) = Ω•
nc(g) ∧ β2g−1

(iii) Ω•
nc[ϕ](g + 1) = Ω•

nc(g) ∧ ϕg+1

(iv) Ω•
c [ϕ](g + 1) = Ω•

c(g) ∧ ϕg+1

The first space, Ω•
nc(g) has the structure of a graded algebra, but the others are to be

viewed merely as graded vector spaces. The subscript c stands for ‘compact type’, and
nc for ‘non-compact type’. When n = g is odd, the locally symmetric space Pg/GLg(Z)
is orientable and we have embeddings of graded vector spaces [Bro23]:

Ω•
nc(g) ↪→ H•(Pg/GLg(Z);R) , Ω•

c(g) ↪→ H•+1
c (Pg/GLg(Z);R) .

The two spaces H•(Pg/GLg(Z);R) and H•
c (Pg/GLg(Z);R) are related by Poincaré duality,

which is manifested by the Hodge star operator which relates Ω•
nc to Ω•

c .
When 2n = g + 1 is even, the orbifold P2n/GL2n(Z) is not orientable and all spaces

(i)–(iv) are implicated. We have a pair of injections of graded vector spaces

Ω•
nc(2n− 1) ↪→ H•(P2n/GL2n(Z);R) , Ω•

c [ϕ](2n) ↪→ H•
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O)

which are related by Poincaré duality. The first injection is a consequence of (1.3), the
second is the statement of theorem 1.1. In addition, we have maps

Ω•
c(2n− 1) ↪→ H•+2

c (P2n/GL2n(Z);R) , Ω•
nc[ϕ](2n) 7→ 0 ∈ H•(P2n/GL2n(Z);O)

where the first map is the inflation morphism of [Bra+24], and was shown to be injective
in [Bro23]. The fact that Ω•

nc[ϕ](2n) maps to zero in H•(P2n/GL2n(Z);O) follows from
the fact [Sul75] that the cohomology class of [ϕ2n] in H2n(P2n/GL2n(Z);O) vanishes.

1.1.2. Symmetric algebra on Pfaffian invariant forms of compact type

It was recently shown in [AMP24] that the bigraded Q-vector space

Hdet =
⊕
k,n≥0

Hk(GLn(Z); Stn(Q)⊗ det)
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k − 2n GL8(Z) GL6(Z) GL4(Z) GL2(Z)

1 [ϕ2]
6 [β5 ∧ ϕ4]
7 [ϕ2] · [β5 ∧ ϕ4]

10 [β9 ∧ ϕ6]
11 [ϕ2] · [β9 ∧ ϕ6]
12 [β5 ∧ ϕ4]2
14 [β13 ∧ ϕ8]
15 [β5 ∧ β9 ∧ ϕ6]
16 [ϕ2] · [β5 ∧ β9 ∧ ϕ6]
19 [β5 ∧ β13 ∧ ϕ8]
23 [β9 ∧ β13 ∧ ϕ8]
28 [β5 ∧ β9 ∧ β13 ∧ ϕ8]

Table 1: Cohomology classes in Hk
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O) obtained from theorem 1.2, for

small n. By Poincaré duality, which reverses the degrees in each column, one
deduces classes in the cohomology of GL2n(Z). The highlighted classes denote
non-trivial products with respect to the Hopf algebra structure of [AMP24].

where Stn(Q) denotes the Steinberg module and det the determinant representation,
has the structure of a bigraded commutative Hopf algebra. Its graded linear dual
Hdet = (Hdet)∨ is a cocommutative bigraded Hopf algebra over Q. Since the dualising
module for GL2n(Z) is St2n(Q)⊗ det ([BS73, §11.4], see, e.g. [EVGS13, §7.2], [PS22]),
we obtain an isomorphism

Hdet ⊗Q R =
⊕
n≥0

H•
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O)

since the local system O is given by the representation det⊗R in the even rank case.
By showing that the Pfaffian forms of compact type are primitive for the commutative

coproduct, we deduce from the Milnor-Moore and Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorems that
there exists a large amount of new unstable cohomology for GLn(Z) for even n.
Theorem 1.2. There is an embedding of bigraded vector spaces

S• (Ωc[ϕ])⊗ R −→
⊕
n≥0

H•
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O) (1.6)

from the symmetric algebra on the bigraded vector space Ωc[ϕ] =
⊕

n Ωc[ϕ](2n) into the
compactly supported cohomology of the locally symmetric space for GL2n(Z) with twisted
coefficients. The former is isomorphic (as a bigraded vector space) to the tensor product
of the free commutative polynomial ring on its generators in even degrees, with the graded
exterior algebra on those in odd degree.

Dually, there is a surjective map of bigraded vector spaces⊕
n≥1

Hd2n−• (GL2n(Z);R) −→ S(Ωc[ϕ])∨ ⊗ R where d2n =
(

2n+ 1
2

)
. (1.7)
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See table 1 for an illustration. We note that theorem 1.2 explains all homology classes
of GL2n(Z) in the range 2n ≤ 6 where it has been computed in all degrees [EVGS13],
and consistent with [Sik+19]. Note that there is some freedom in the choice of map
(1.2): it can be any choice of splitting of the length grading which arises in the Poincaré-
Birkhoff-Witt theorem. If one choses the map (1.2) to be given by (graded) symmetrised
products of length n with respect to the Hopf algebra structure on Hdet ⊗Q R (with the
appropriate prefactor 1/n!) then it may be promoted to a map of bigraded coalgebras.
The corresponding dual map (1.7) is then a map of bigraded algebras.

In particular, it follows that the graded Lie bracket (antisymmetrised product) of [ϕ2]
and [β5 ∧ ϕ4] necessarily vanishes in H7

c (P6/GL6(Z);O) since it has rank 1, i.e., they
commute. It is an interesting open question, therefore, whether the Lie algebra generated
by the classes in Ωc[ϕ] is abelian or not: we do not know of any non-trivial Lie brackets
at present.

1.2. Cochains in the odd commutative graph complex
The commutative graph complexes GCN introduced by Kontsevich [Kon94] have numerous
applications in deformation theory [Wil15], geometry [CGP21], and topology. Thanks to
isomorphisms GCN ∼= GCN+2, there are essentially two cases: N even and N odd.

In this paper we consider the odd graph complex GC3.1 A connected combinatorial
graph G with n vertices and m edges has loop number ℓ = m−n+1 and degree k = m−3ℓ.
As a Q-vector space, GC3 is spanned by isomorphism classes of such graphs, equipped
with an orientation. As a chain complex, its boundary ∂G =

∑
eG/e contracts edges,

which is homogeneous of degrees (0,−1) for the bigrading by (ℓ, k). The dual cochain
complex GC3 ∼= Hom(GC3,Q) has a coboundary δ and a compatible (graded) Lie bracket.
The cohomology Hk(GC3) =

∏
ℓ grℓHk(GC3) is known by [Wil19, Lemma 1.4] to vanish

outside the region
−ℓ ≤ k ≤ −3, (1.8)

with the sole exception of the class gr2H
−3(GC3) = Q[D3] spanned by the theta graph,

which we denote D3. It provides the first class in the cohomology group H−3(GC3) at
the upper bound k = −3. The group H−3(GC3) has an additional algebraic structure
and is also called the algebra of 3-graphs [DKC98] and has been studied extensively due
to its role in the enumeration of Vassiliev knot invariants. In lower degrees, however,
only very few classes are known, as summarized in Table 2, even though there must exist
many cohomology classes for large ℓ [Bor24].

Generalizing a key idea in [Bro21], we construct linear functionals I(ω) : GC3 −→ R, in
other words cochains (elements of GC3 ⊗̂ R), by integrating the pullback of differential
forms on Pℓ to a moduli space of metric graphs via the tropical Torelli map [BMV11].

Concretely, to a graph G we associate the space Rm+ parametrizing positive edge lengths.
For any basis C of the cycle space H1(G), the dual graph Laplacian ΛC : Rm+ −→ Pℓ is

1Geometrically, H•(GC3) can be realized as equivariant relative homology of the simplicial closure of
outer space twisted by the determinant representation [CV03, Proposition 27], or as twisted homology
of the moduli space of metric graphs [Ber23, Example 5.9] (see also [Kon93, bottom of p. 6]).
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ℓ H−12 H−11 H−10 H−9 H−8 H−7 H−6 H−5 H−4 H−3

2 0 1
3 0 0 0 1
4 0 0 0 0 0 1
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
6 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3
8 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 4
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 5

10 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 6
11 0 ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? 8
12 ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? 9

Table 2: Dimensions of the cohomology grℓHk(GC3), bigraded by degree k (columns)
and loop number ℓ (rows), known from computer calculations [BNM01; KWŽ17;
BW24]. Empty cells indicate trivial zeroes (no graphs), whereas 0 indicates
vanishing in the range k < −ℓ known from (1.8). The column k = −3 highlights
the algebra of 3-graphs; e.g. gr2H

−3(GC3) ∼= Q is spanned by the theta graph.

a positive definite symmetric ℓ× ℓ matrix whose entries are linear in the edge lengths.
Pulling back under ΛC , we obtain smooth differential forms

ωG ∧ ϕG = ωΛC ∧ ϕ
ℓ
ΛC

on Rm+ , for any polynomial ω in the forms (1.2). In fact, these pullbacks are projectively
invariant and descend to smooth forms on the open simplex σG = Rm+/R+ ⊂ P(Rm).

For example, the theta graph has n = 2 vertices and m = 3 edges, hence ℓ = 2 loops
and degree k = −3. The dual Laplacian for the cycle basis C = (C1, C2) as indicated in

D3 = 0 1

C1

C2

1

2

3 is ΛC =
(
x1 + x3 x3
x3 x2 + x3

)

in terms of the edge length variables x1, x2, x3. Computing the invariant Pfaffian form
ϕ2 for this family of positive definite matrices provides the projective 2-form

ϕD3 = −x1dx2 ∧ dx3 − x2dx1 ∧ dx3 + x3dx1 ∧ dx2
(x1x2 + x2x3 + x1x3)3/2 .

Theorem 1.3. For any homogeneous polynomial ω of degree m− ℓ− 1 in the canonical
forms (1.2), and any oriented graph G ∈ GC3 with loop number ℓ, the integral

IG(ω) = 1
(−2π)ℓ/2

∫
σG

ωG ∧ ϕG (1.9)

is absolutely convergent and defines a linear function I(ω) : GC3 −→ R, G 7→ IG(ω).
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The convergence follows from the asymptotic behaviour of the forms at the boundary
of a suitable compactification σ̃G of the simplex σG. To define IG(ω), we also have to
specify the orientation of σG and fix the sign of ϕG, since the latter depends implicitly
on the cycle basis C. These ambiguities are resolved by the notion of orientation of a
graph G in GC3, which by [CV03] amounts to a choice of generator of detZm⊗detH1(G)
where, for a free Z-module M of finite rank n, det(M) denotes the rank one Z-module∧nM . The sign in (1.1) is therefore crucial for our construction.

We thus obtain canonical integrals, and hence numbers, associated to oriented graphs in
GC3. In the simplest case, ω = 1 so we integrate only the bare Pfaffian form. For example,
ϕD3 defined above integrates to ID3(1) = 1 for the theta graph. Our normalization of
IG(ω) by powers of −2π ensures that IG(1) ∈ {−1, 0, 1} for all graphs, since we show
that IG(1) = ±1 if and only if G ∼= ±D2k+1 is isomorphic to a dipole graph D2k+1 with
even loop number 2k. These are the graphs on 2 vertices with 2k + 1 edges:

D3 = 0 1 , D5 = 0 1 , D7 = 0 1 , . . .

For non-trivial ω, the integrals (1.9) are much more complicated. An example for an
integral of the 11-form β5 ∧ ϕ6 is (this graph is labelled G234 in appendix A)

G =

0

1 2

3

4 5

6 7→
IG(β5) = −80 + 140

9 π2 − 4
3π

4 + 210ζ(3)− 20π2 ln 2

+ 20
3

[
(ln 2)4 + 24 Li4

(1
2
)]
− 40

9

[
π2C + 24 Im Li4(i)

]
where C = Im Li2(i) denotes Catalan’s constant and Lis(z) =

∑∞
k=1 z

k/ks is the polyloga-
rithm function.

1.2.1. Stokes’ relations and cocycles

In the context of graphs, the relevant algebra of ‘canonical’ forms is Ω•
can, the exterior

algebra generated by formal symbols β4k+1, one for each positive integer k. The above
integrals of orientation forms constitute a linear map

I : Ω•
can −→ Hom(GC3,R).

Since Hom(GC3,R) ∼= GC3 ⊗̂ R, we can apply the coboundary δ and the Lie bracket of
GC3 to the cochains I(ω). Stokes’ theorem for the manifold with boundary σ̃G relates
the coboundary of such cochains to Lie brackets. To state this result, we declare

∆β4k+1 = 1⊗ β4k+1 + β4k+1 ⊗ 1

to endow Ω•
can with the structure of a graded cocommutative Hopf algebra. This coproduct

encodes the restrictions of canonical forms to the boundary faces at infinity of σ̃G. We
use Sweedler’s notation

∑
(ω) ω

′ ⊗ ω′′ to denote the reduced coproduct, such that

∆ω = 1⊗ ω + ω ⊗ 1 +
∑
(ω)

ω′ ⊗ ω′′.

8



Theorem 1.4. Let m ∈ GC3 denote the following sum of all even loop number dipoles:

m =
∞∑
k=1

D2k+1
2 · (2k + 1)! .

Write |ω| for the degree of ω. Then, for any canonical form ω ∈ Ω•
can, we have the relation

0 = δI(ω) + [I(ω),m] + 1
2
∑
(ω)

(−1)|ω′|[I(ω′′), I(ω′)]. (1.10)

The dipole sum m arises as the integral I(1) of the bare Pfaffian form in the trivial
piece 1 ⊗ ω + ω ⊗ 1 of the coproduct ∆ω. Specializing to ω = 1, Stokes’ relation is
equivalent to the Maurer-Cartan equation

δm + 1
2[m,m] = 0

which was discovered combinatorially in [KWŽ17]. We thus obtain a geometric explanation
for the origin of the corresponding twisted differential δ + [·,m] on GC3, tracing it back
to the structure of the boundary of the compactifications σ̃G.

Specializing to primitive canonical forms ω = β4i+1, the Stokes’ relation (1.10) shows
that the corresponding cocycle is closed with respect to the twisted differential:

δI(β4i+1) = −[I(β4i+1),m].

To obtain bona fide cocycles for the original differential δ in GC3, let grℓ I(ω) denote the
restriction of the cochain I(ω) from GC3 =

⊕
ℓ grℓ GC3 to the part in loop number ℓ.

Lemma 1.5. Write ⌈x⌉ for the smallest integer above or equal to x. For a canonical form
ω ∈ Ωd

can of degree d, the integrals grℓ I(ω) = 0 vanish in all loop orders ℓ < 2 + 2⌈d/4⌉.

For example, this result shows that IG(1) = 0 for graphs with one loop, and IG(β5) = 0
for graphs with ℓ < 6 loops. Since the Lie bracket respects the grading by ℓ, Stokes’
relations simplify drastically in the minimal loop order where I(ω) might be non-zero.

Corollary 1.6. For every canonical form ω ∈ Ωd
can of degree d, the cochain I(ω) restricts

in loop number 2 + 2⌈d/4⌉ to a cocycle gr2+2⌈d/4⌉ I(ω) ∈ GC3 ⊗ R with respect to δ.

We have thus explicitly defined infinitely many classes in the cohomology of GC3, one
for each monomial in the forms β4i+1. They lie in degrees −6 ≤ k ≤ −3 related to the
degree d of the form ω by k ≡ d+ 1 mod 4. We do not know in general which of these
classes are zero, but we give examples of zero- and non-zero cases.

The simplest such cocycle is gr2 I(1), that is, the integral of the Pfaffian form ϕ2, in
degree k = −3. By ID3(1) = 1, the corresponding cohomology class

[gr2 I(1)] ∈ H−3(GC3)

is non-trivial and dual to the class [D3] ∈ H−3(GC3) of the theta graph in homology.

9



For primitive ω = β4i+1, the cocycles lie in degree k = −6 and define classes[
gr4+2i I(β4i+1)

]
∈ H−6(GC3)⊗ R.

We computed a cycle X ∈ GC3 whose class spans gr6H−6(GC3) ∼= Q. It consists of a linear
combination of 20 graphs with 12 edges, 6 loops, and 7 vertices each (fig. 4). Calculating
explicitly each of the corresponding integrals IG(β5), we found that IX(β5) ̸= 0:

Theorem 1.7. The class [gr6 I(β5)] ∈ H−6(GC3)⊗ R is non-zero.

Since gr6H
−6(GC3) ∼= Q is known to have dimension one (see table 2), it is spanned

by this class. We have thus explained the first non-trivial cohomology group of GC3 in
degrees below −3 in terms of the non-compactly supported orientation form β5 ∧ ϕ6.
Explicitly, we can represent this graph cohomology class using only two graphs:2

[
gr6 I(β5)

]
= 10 ·

(
2π2 ln 2− 13ζ(3)

)
·

2× 0

1

2

3 4

5

6

+ 3× 0

1

23

45

6

 .
This class is in the image of the Lie bracket [H−3, H−3] ⊆ H−6 on the cohomology of
GC3. It is proportional to the bracket [[K4], [K4]] = −2[[Y3], [D3]] of the complete graph
K4 with itself, as well as the bracket of the triangular prism Y3 with the theta graph D3.

The first product, ω = β5 ∧ β9, yields a cocycle gr10 I(β5 ∧ β9) supported in 10 loops
and degree k = −5. This cocycle is exact, since the cohomology in this bidegree is trivial
(see table 2). However, we will explain how this exactness can be exploited to adjust the
cochain gr12 I(β5 ∧ β9) so as to obtain a cocycle in bidegree (ℓ, k) = (12,−9). While we
cannot presently infer if this class is non-trivial, this kind of mechanism suggests that
out of the cochains I(ω), one can construct a large number of cocycles (going beyond
the restrictions of I(ω) to graphs of smallest loop order as in lemma 1.5). We hope that
those will prove useful to construct further classes in H•(GC3).

1.3. Comments
The orientation forms Ωc[ϕ] of compact type, and those of non-compact type Ωnc[ϕ], play
opposite roles in our construction of cohomology classes for GL2n(Z) on the one hand,
and for the odd graph complex GC3 on the other hand:

• Compact type forms ω ∧ β4n−3 ∧ ϕ2n ∈ Ωc[ϕ](2n) provide lots of classes in
H•
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O) by theorem 1.2, but the corresponding integrals gr2n I(ω ∧

β4n−3) in GC3 are all zero by lemma 1.5.

• Non-compact type forms ω ∧ ϕ2n ∈ Ωnc[ϕ](2n) map to zero in H•(P2n/GL2n(Z);O)
by [Sul75; BC92], but their integrals gr2n I(ω) can give rise to non-trivial classes in
H•(GC3), see theorem 1.7.

2Some integrals were calculated numerically, see appendix A. The identification of the numerical factor
2π2 log 2 − 13ζ(3) ≈ 4.112 is thus strictly confirmed only to 40 digits of precision, which we consider
ample for this purpose. To establish the non-vanishing (theorem 1.7), two digits would have sufficed.
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This picture is starkly different from the case of the even graph complex GC2. There,
an infinite family of explicit non-zero classes in H0(GC2) was constructed using integrals
over vertex positions in [RW14], and independently as integrals

∫
σG
ωG over edge lengths

in [Bro21; BS24]. In the latter construction, the integrands ω used for graphs with
ℓ = 2i + 1 loops are the primitive forms of compact type β4i+1 ∈ Ωc(2i + 1). These
cocycles pair non-trivially with the wheel cycles [BS24] and conjecturally generate the
whole of H0(GC2) ⊗ R as a Lie algebra. One expects that the entirety of H0(GC2) is
pulled back from the compactly supported cohomology of GLℓ(Z), for ℓ odd [Bro+24].

The even and odd cases also seem to differ in the kind of numbers that emerge from
the integrals. As the example above shows, integrals of graphs in GC3 can produce
polylogarithms at 4th roots of unity and mix different weights (see appendix A). In
contrast, all canonical integrals computed to date for GC2 are multiple zeta values, of
homogeneous weight. However, in the odd case, we observed cancellations such that the
canonical integral of the cycle X ∈ GC3 is much simpler, with homogeneous weight 3 and
no 4th roots (see theorem 6.18).
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2. The Pfaffian form on positive definite matrices
We denote Pℓ ⊂ Rℓ(ℓ+1)/2 the subset of symmetric ℓ × ℓ matrices X = X⊺ which are
positive definite. This space is homeomorphic to the space of right cosets of the general
linear group GLℓ(R) by its compact subgroup Oℓ(R) of orthogonal matrices, via

Oℓ(R)\GLℓ(R) ∼= Pℓ, Oℓ(R)g 7→ g⊺g.

Thus Pℓ is equipped with a transitive right action X 7→ g⊺Xg by GLℓ(R). The primitive
canonical forms β4k+1 ∈ Ω4k+1(Pℓ) studied in [Bro21, §4] are smooth differential forms
on Pℓ of degree 4k + 1 defined for every integer k ≥ 0 by

β4k+1 := tr
(
(X−1dX)4k+1

)
. (2.1)

They are closed and invariant under GLℓ(R). In fact, by the Hopf-Koszul-Samelson
theorem they generate the entire subalgebra of invariant forms, which is the graded
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exterior algebra

Ω•(Pℓ)GLℓ(R) =
∧• (

Rβ1 ⊕ Rβ5 ⊕ . . .⊕ Rβ4⌊ ℓ−1
2 ⌋+1

)
.

Except for β1 = d log detX, these forms are also projective, by which we mean the
vanishing E⌟β4k+1 = 0 of the interior product with the Euler vector field

E =
∑

1≤i≤j≤ℓ
Xij

∂

∂Xij
(2.2)

for all k ≥ 1. This vector field is tangent to the orbits of the centre R× ⊂ GLℓ(R), which
consists of multiples λI of the identity and acts by positive scalings X 7→ λ2X. The
forms β4k+1 with k ≥ 1 therefore descend to (i.e. are pullbacks of) forms on the quotient

LPℓ := Pℓ/R× ∼= SLℓ(R)/SOℓ(R). (2.3)

We call this quotient “the link of Pℓ”. It follows that its invariant forms are

Ω•(LPℓ)GLℓ(R) =
∧• (

Rβ5 ⊕ Rβ9 ⊕ . . .⊕ Rβ4⌊ ℓ−1
2 ⌋+1

)
. (2.4)

The purpose of this section is to enlarge this picture by allowing forms which are
invariant under X 7→ g⊺Xg if det g > 0, but change sign if det g < 0.

2.1. The invariant Pfaffian
The Pfaffian of a skew-symmetric 2n× 2n matrix M with entries in a commutative ring
R is the following homogeneous polynomial of degree n in the entries of M :

Pf(M) = 1
2nn!

∑
π∈S2n

sgn π ·Mπ(1)π(2) · · ·Mπ(2n−1)π(2n) (2.5)

where the sum is over the group S2n of permutations of {1, . . . , 2n}. For a square matrix
of odd dimension (2n+ 1)× (2n+ 1), we set Pf(M) = 0.

We will use several well-known properties of the Pfaffian:

(P1) det(M) = Pf(M)2,

(P2) Pf(λM) = λn Pf(M) for any λ ∈ R,

(P3) Pf(P ⊺MP ) = det(P ) Pf(M) for any 2n× 2n matrix P with entries in R,

(P4) Pf(M1 ⊕ M2) = Pf(M1) Pf(M2), where M1 ⊕ M2 =
(
M1 0
0 M2

)
denotes a block

diagonal matrix.

Since positive definite matrices X ∈ P2n are invertible, we can consider on P2n the
matrix

dX ·X−1 · dX.
Its entries are smooth 2-forms, so they commute. This matrix is also skew-symmetric
(which follows from the symmetry X = X⊺). Therefore, its Pfaffian is defined.

12



Definition 2.1. Let Pn denote the space of positive definite symmetric n× n matrices
X with real entries. We define a smooth differential form ϕn ∈ Ωn(Pn) of degree n on
Pn, called the Pfaffian form, as follows: If n is odd, we set ϕn = 0. For n even, set

ϕnX = ϕX := 1√
detX

Pf
(
dX ·X−1 · dX

)
. (2.6)

Here
√

detX denotes the positive square root of detX > 0.

Lemma 2.2. The Pfaffian form satisfies the following properties:

(i) ϕX = 0 if X is odd-dimensional.

(ii) ϕX ∧ ϕX = 0.

(iii) ϕP ⊺XP = sgn(detP ) · ϕX for any matrix P ∈ GLn(R) with real entries.

(iv) ϕX−1 = ϕX .

(v) ϕX1⊕X2 = ϕX1 ∧ ϕX2 = ϕX2 ∧ ϕX1.

(vi) ϕλX = ϕX for any λ > 0.

(vii) dϕ = 0.

Proof. Most of these properties follow directly from those of the Pfaffian.

(i) By definition.

(ii) As the Pfaffian squares to the determinant (P1),

ϕX ∧ ϕX = (detX)−1 det
(
dX ·X−1 · dX

)
= det

(
X−1 · dX ·X−1 · dX

)
.

Let M = X−1 · dX · X−1 · dX which has commuting entries. Since detM is a
polynomial in the traces of powers of M , it suffices to show that tr(Mk) = 0 for all
k. This is [Bro21, Lemma 4.3] with tr(Mk) = β2k

X .

(iii) Such an invertible real matrix P is in particular constant (dP = 0). Therefore

d(P ⊺XP ) · (P ⊺XP )−1 · d(P ⊺XP ) = P ⊺
(
dX ·X−1 · dX

)
P

and so by applying (P3) we obtain

ϕP ⊺XP = detP√
(detP )2 detX

Pf
(
dX ·X−1 · dX

)
= sgn(detP ) · ϕX .

(iv) Notice that 0 = d(X ·X−1) = dX ·X−1 +X · dX−1 and thus

dX−1 ·X · dX−1 = X−1
(
dX ·X−1 · dX

)
X−1.

As X is symmetric and
√

(detX)−1 = (detX)−1√detX, (P3) implies that

ϕX−1 = detX−1
√

detX−1
Pf
(
dX ·X−1 · dX

)
= ϕX .
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(v) It follows immediately from (P4) that

ϕX1⊕X2 = Pf(dX1 ·X−1
1 · dX1 ⊕ dX2 ·X−1

2 · dX2)√
detX1 detX2

= ϕX1 ∧ ϕX2 .

(vi) Let ΦX = dX ·X−1 · dX. Then for any λ > 0, we have

ΦλX = (X dλ+ λ dX)λ−1X−1(X dλ+ λ dX) = λΦX + dλ · dX + dX · dλ .

Since dX is a matrix of one forms, dX dλ = −dλdX and hence ΦλX = λΦX . It
follows from property (P2) that ϕλX = (λn/

√
λ2n)ϕX = ϕX .

(vii) To show that the Pfaffian form is closed, we use

dϕX = 1√
detX

[
d Pf

(
dX ·X−1 · dX

)
− Pf

(
dX ·X−1 · dX

)
∧ d detX

2 detX

]
and prove an analogue to Jacobi’s formula. Let M ij be the matrix M with both rows
and columns i, j deleted and let θ(i− j) = 1 if i > j and 0 otherwise. The Pfaffian
expands along row i (analogous to the cofactor expansion of the determinant) as

Pf(M) =
∑
j ̸=i

(−1)i+j+1+θ(i−j)Mij Pf(M ij). (2.7)

In terms of the Pfaffian adjugate matrix M ′ defined by

M ′
ij =

{
(−1)i+j+θ(i−j) Pf(M ij) if i ̸= j and
0 if i = j,

the expansion shows that the diagonal entries of M ′ ·M are Pf(M). Off-diagonal
entries

∑
jM

′
ijMjk vanish (consider replacing the ith row and column of M with a

copy of the kth). Hence we get a multiple of the identity matrix:

M ′ ·M = Pf(M) · In.

It follows already from (2.7) that ∂(Pf M)/∂Mij = M ′
ji and thus

d Pf(M) =
∑
i<j

M ′
jidMij = 1

2 tr(M ′ · dM).

Letting M = dX ·X−1 · dX and using dX−1 = −X−1 · dX ·X−1 (see above), we
note dM = −dX · dX−1 · dX = M ·X−1 · dX and therefore

d Pf(M) = tr(M ′ ·M ·X−1 · dX)/2 = Pf(M) ∧ tr(X−1 · dX)/2.

With Jacobi’s formula tr(X−1 · dX) = (d detX)/(detX), this proves dϕX = 0.
■
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The multiples g = λIn ∈ GLn(R) of the identity matrix constitute the central subgroup
R× ⊂ GLn(R). They act as scalings on Pn, defining a map

Pn × R× −→ Pn, (X, g) 7→ λ2X.

Part (vi) above says that under this scaling action, the pullback of the Pfaffian is
independent of λ (i.e. no dλ differential). Hence ϕ descends to a form on the quotient

LPn = Pn/R× ⊂ P
(
Rn(n+1)/2).

Example 2.3. The 2× 2 symmetric, positive definite matrices are

P2 =
{
X =

(
a b
b c

)
: a, c > 0 and b2 < ac

}
.

In terms of Ω3 = −a · db ∧ dc+ b · da ∧ dc− c · da ∧ db, we have

dX ·X−1 · dX = 1
ac− b2

(
0 −Ω3

Ω3 0

)
and thus ϕ2

X = −Ω3
(ac− b2)3/2 .

Notice that detX = ac−b2 in the denominator of ϕ2 becomes the elementary symmetric
polynomial x1x2 +x1x3 +x2x3 = detX in the coordinates (a, b, c) = (x1 +x3, x3, x2 +x3),
and Ω3 = x1dx2 ∧ dx3 − x2dx1 ∧ dx3 + x3dx1 ∧ dx2. This formula generalizes to higher
n, if we restrict to the subspace of matrices where all off-diagonal entries are equal:

Lemma 2.4. For any i ≥ 1, consider the (2i+ 1)-dimensional subspace of P2i consisting
of matrices that can be written as the sum of a diagonal matrix with positive entries and
a matrix with all entries equal and positive. This subspace is parametrized by

Λ: R2i+1
>0 ↪→ P2i, (x1, . . . , x2i+1) 7→

x1 . . .
x2i

+ x2i+1

1 · · · 1
...

...
1 · · · 1

 .
Set Ω2i+1 =

∑2i+1
a=1 xa(−1)a−1dx1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxa−1 ∧ dxa+1 ∧ . . . ∧ dx2i+1 and furthermore

denote the 2i-th elementary symmetric polynomial as S2i(x) =
∑2i+1
a=1

∏
b ̸=a xb.

Then the restriction of the Pfaffian form ϕ2i to this subspace equals

Λ∗ϕ2i = (−1)i (2i)!
2i · i!

(x1 · · ·x2i+1)i−1

[S2i(x)]i+1/2 Ω2i+1. (2.8)

Proof. The determinant and inverse of the matrix Λa,b = x2i+1 + xaδa,b are

det Λ = S2i =
2i+1∑
a=1

∏
b ̸=a

xb and
(
Λ−1

)
a,b

= 1
S2i


∂S2i/∂xa if a = b,

−x1 · · ·x2i+1
xaxb

if a ̸= b

and from there one computes that(
dΛ · Λ−1 · dΛ

)
a,b

= −x1 · · ·x2i+1
S2i

[dxa
xa
∧ dxb
xb
− dxa

xa
∧ dx2i+1
x2i+1

+ dxb
xb
∧ dx2i+1
x2i+1

]
.
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Since ϕ is projective, we only need to establish (2.8) in the dense affine chart x2i+1 = 1.
So apart from the factor (−x1 · · ·x2i+1/S2i)i due to the homogeneity property (P2) of
the Pfaffian, we only need to apply (2.5) to obtain

Pf
(dxa
xa
∧ dxb
xb

)
1≤a,b≤2i

= 1
2i · i!

∑
π∈S2i

(sgn π)
dxπ(1)
xπ(1)

∧ . . . ∧
dxπ(2i)
xπ(2i)

and note that all (2i)! summands are the same, namely (dx1)/x1 ∧ . . . ∧ (dx2i)/x2i. ■

Corollary 2.5. For even n, the differential form ϕn on Pn does not vanish anywhere.

Proof. By lemma 2.4, ϕn is non-vanishing on a non-empty subset of Pn. Using part (iii)
of lemma 2.2, the claim follows from transitivity of the GLn(R)-action on Pn. ■

2.2. Asymptotics
We now consider the behaviour of the invariant Pfaffian ϕnX when the matrix X becomes
singular. Specifically, we study degenerations parametrized by block matrices

X =
(
zA zB
zB⊺ C

)
(2.9)

with positive definite A ∈ Pn1 , C ∈ Pn2 , and some n1 × n2 matrix B with real entries.
For 0 < z sufficiently small, such a matrix X is positive definite.3 Therefore, ϕnX is a
smooth form on an open domain in (A,C,B, z) ∈ Pn1 ×Pn2 ×Rn1n2 ×R. We may study
its behaviour as z → 0.

Example 2.6. For n1 = n2 = 1, the form from example 2.3 becomes, in the chart (2.9),
if we denote the 1× 1 matrices by lower case letters (A = a, B = B⊺ = b, and C = c):

ϕ2
X = dz√

z
∧ c(adb− bda)

(ac− zb2)3/2 +
√
z · adb ∧ dc− bda ∧ dc+ cda ∧ db

(ac− zb2)3/2 .

Lemma 2.7. Let n1, n2 > 0 be integers with n = n1 + n2 even and let X as in (2.9).
If n1 and n2 are even, then ϕnX extends to a holomorphic form in a neighbourhood of
{z = 0}, and its pullback to {z = 0} is the product ϕn1

A ∧ ϕ
n2
C . If n1 and n2 are odd, then

there exist forms α and β, holomorphic in a neighbourhood of {z = 0}, such that

ϕnX =
√
z · α+ (d

√
z) ∧ β.

Proof. Since C is invertible, the matrix S = C − zB⊺A−1B is also invertible (for small z)
and z 7→ S−1 is a holomorphic function of z at z = 0. The inverse of X can be written as

X−1 =
(
z−1A−1 +A−1BS−1B⊺A−1 −A−1BS−1

−S−1B⊺A−1 S−1

)
.

3The matrix X is positive definite if and only if both zA and C − zB⊺A−1B are positive definite, hence
for 0 < z < z0(A, B, C) where z0 denotes the smallest positive zero of det(C − zB⊺A−1B).
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For matrices T,U and an ideal I, write T ≡ U mod I to indicate that all entries of
T − U lie in I. For example, S ≡ C mod (z) and S−1 ≡ C−1 mod (z). Let I = (z, dz)
denote the ideal generated by z and dz, inside the ring of differential forms that are
holomorphic at z = 0. Note that Ik = (zk, zk−1dz). Multiplying the matrices, one finds

M := (dX)X−1(dX) ≡
(
z(dA)A−1(dA) mod I2 0 mod I

0 mod I (dC)C−1(dC) mod I

)
.

The lowest order of Pf(M) in I arises by taking as many factors of the summand in (2.5)
as possible from the bottom-right block. If n1 and n2 are even, we can take n2/2 such
factors from the bottom-right, and are then forced to take all remaining factors from the
top-left. Using property (P4) of the Pfaffian, this shows that

Pf(M) ≡ zn1/2 Pf(dA ·A−1 · dA) ∧ Pf(dC · C−1 · dC) mod In1/2+1.

Analogous reasoning shows that detX ≡ det(zA)(detC) mod zn1+1, thus
√

detX =
zn1/2R, where R =

√
(detX)/zn1 ≡

√
(detA)(detC) mod z is analytic and invertible

at z = 0. Therefore, dividing Pf(M) by
√

detX shows that

ϕnX ≡ ϕ
n1
A ∧ ϕ

n2
C mod I.

For n1 and n2 odd, we can take at most (n2− 1)/2 factors from the bottom-right block
of M . Hence we must have at least (n1 + 1)/2 factors from elsewhere, so that Pf(M) ≡ 0
mod I(n1+1)/2. Thus, there are holomorphic forms α′, β′ such that

Pf(M) = z(n1+1)/2α′ + z(n1−1)/2dz ∧ β′.

Dividing by
√

detX = zn1/2R as before, we are left with ϕnX =
√
z ·α+ (d

√
z)∧ β where

the forms α = α′/R and β = 2β′/R are holomorphic at z = 0. ■

For the asymptotics of canonical forms (2.1), we quote from [Bro17, Theorem 7.4]:

Lemma 2.8. For integers i, n1, n2 > 0 and X as in (2.9), the form β4i+1
X extends

holomorphically over z = 0, and its pullback to {z = 0} is β4i+1
A + β4i+1

C .

2.3. Hopf algebra of forms
By the algebra of canonical forms we mean the graded Q-algebra

Ω•
can =

⊕
d≥0

Ωd
can =

∧•
⊕
k≥1

Qβ4k+1


with one generator β4k+1 of degree 4k + 1 for each integer k ≥ 1. Let Pn denote the
space of positive definite, symmetric n× n matrices X over R. The algebra Ω•(Pn) of
smooth differential forms on Pn receives a homomorphism

ρn : Ω•
can −→ Ω•(Pn) defined by β4k+1 7→ β4k+1

X := tr
(
(X−1dX)4k+1

)
.
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It is known (e.g. [Bro21, Proposition 4.5]) that β4k+1
X vanishes if n < 2k+1. In particular,

for g > 1 odd and all n ≤ g + 1, ρn factors through the space Ω(g) = Ωc(g) ⊕ Ωnc(g),
identified with the quotient of Ω•

can by setting β4k+1 to zero for all 4k + 1 > 2g − 1.
We write ∆: Ω•

can → Ω•
can ⊗ Ω•

can for the (graded) cocommutative coproduct for which
every generator is primitive, that is,

∆
(
β4k+1

)
= 1⊗ β4k+1 + β4k+1 ⊗ 1.

In Sweedler notation ∆(ω) =
∑

(ω) ω(1) ⊗ ω(2), graded cocommutativity means that∑
(ω)

ω(1) ⊗ ω(2) =
∑
(ω)

(−1)|ω(1)|·|ω(2)|ω(2) ⊗ ω(1) (2.10)

where |ω| denotes the degree.
Under the representation on Ω•(Pn), this coproduct encodes the restriction onto

subspaces of block-diagonal matrices. Namely, under the map

ιm,n : Pm × Pn −→ Pm+n, (A,B) 7→ A⊕B :=
(
A 0
0 B

)
, (2.11)

the additivity of the trace implies that β4k+1
A⊕B = β4k+1

A + β4k+1
B . In other words, the

following diagram commutes:

Ω•
can

ρm+n
//

∆
��

Ω•(Pm+n)

ι∗m,n

��

Ω•
can ⊗ Ω•

can
ρm⊗ρn

// Ω•(Pm)⊗ Ω•(Pn) // Ω•(Pm × Pn)

Remark 2.9. The Pfaffian of a block-diagonal matrix factorizes as ϕA⊕B = ϕA ∧ ϕB
(see lemma 2.2). To encode this property in the Hopf algebra formalism, one could add
one generator ϕ2k in each positive even degree to Ω•

can, subject to the relations ϕ2kϕ2l = 0
and β4k+1ϕ2l = ϕ2lβ4k+1 for all k, l > 0. The realizations and coproduct extend via

ρn(ϕ2k) =
{
ϕX if n = 2k and
0 otherwise,

∆ϕ2k =
k−1∑
i=1

ϕ2i ⊗ ϕ2(k−i).

These relations can also be phrased as ∆ϕ = ϕ⊗ϕ for the generating series ϕ =
∑
k>0 ϕ

2k

in the degree completion of this Hopf algebra.

2.4. Order of the pole
For a positive definite symmetric 2n× 2n matrix X, it follows from (2.6) that ϕX can
be written in terms of some homogeneous polynomial Q(X) of degree n(2n+ 1) in the
variables Xij of the entries of X and their differentials dXij , such that

ϕX = Q(X)
(detX)n+1/2 (2.12)
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since each entry of the matrix dX · X−1 · dX is a polynomial 2-form of homogeneity
degree 2n + 1, divided by detX. The exponent in the denominator of (2.12) is best
possible, by lemma 2.4. Similarly, from (2.1) it is clear that β4k+1

X is a polynomial divided
by (detX)4k+1. In fact, the pole order is lower [Bro21, Theorem 5.2] and one has:

β4k+1
X = Qk(X)

(detX)k+1 (2.13)

for polynomial forms Qk(X) homogeneous of degree 2n(k+1). By [Bro21, Proposition 4.5]
we know that β4k+1

X = 0 when k ≥ n, so the order of the pole of β4k+1
X never exceeds n.

This bound also persists for arbitrary polynomials in β4k+1
X and the Pfaffian form:

Theorem 2.10. For symmetric 2n× 2n matrices X and any canonical form ω ∈ Ω•
can,

the pole of the form ωX ∧ ϕX at det(X) = 0 has order no more than n+ 1/2. That is,

ωX ∧ ϕX = Qω(X)
(detX)n+1/2

for some polynomial form Qω(X) in the matrix entries Xij and their differentials dXij.

Proof. Following [Bro21, §5.2], we parametrize X = U⊺DU in terms of block matrices

U =
(
I u
0 1

)
, D =

(
B 0
0 b

)
, b = det(X)

det(B) ,

where I denotes the (2n − 1) × (2n − 1) identity matrix, u is a column vector of size
(2n− 1), and the matrix B is X without the last row and column. For each i ≥ 0, define

νi = b−1 · du⊺ ·B ·
(
B−1 · dB

)i · du.
These are (i+ 2)-forms in the entries of X. Indeed, since u = B−1(Xj,2n)1≤j<2n, we can
express du in terms of dXj,2n and d(B−1) = −B−1 · dB ·B−1. Therefore, we can write

νi = Qνi(X)
(detB)i+2(detX)

for some polynomial Qνi(X) in the entries of X and their differentials. It was shown in
[Bro21, §5.2] that ν0 = ν1 = 0 and that a primitive canonical form can be expressed as

β4k+1
X = β4k+1

B + words in
{
νi, (db)/b

}
. (2.14)

The form β4k+1
B has no pole on detX = 0, and each νi and (db)/b has a simple pole on

detX = 0. Since the νi have degree ≥ 4 (as i ≥ 2), each word can have at most k of
them. Also, (db)/b can appear at most once since db ∧ db = 0. The bound (2.13) follows.

Now consider a product ω = β4k1+1 ∧ · · · ∧ β4km+1 and expand each primitive form
via (2.14). Let [dru]ωX denote the part of ωX that is homogeneous of degree r in the
differentials du. Each νi is quadratic in du, thus ωX has only even degrees in du and

[d2ru]ωX ∈
1
br
Q
[
Xij , dXij , (detB)−1, (db)/b

]
.
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Turning to the Pfaffian, for X = U⊺DU we find dX ·X−1 ·dX = U⊺MU and therefore
ϕX = Pf(M)/

√
detX for the skew-symmetric matrix

M =

 dB ·B−1 · dB + b−1 (B · du · du⊺ ·B) dB · du+ (B · du) b−1db

du⊺ · dB + b−1db (du⊺ ·B) 0

 .
Expanding Pf(M) via (2.5) as a polynomial in the entries of M , note that the last row
of M has degree one in du. All remaining factors of Pf(M) come from the top-left block,
where du’s come in pairs and each pair is accompanied by a factor b−1. Therefore,

[d2r+1u] Pf(M) ∈ 1
br
Q
[
Xij ,dXij , (detB)−1, (db)/b

]
.

In total, du has only 2n− 1 entries. Therefore, the maximal degree of ωX ∧ Pf(M) in
du, and thereby the highest possible power of b−1, comes from terms of the form

([d2n−2−2ru]ωX) · ([d2r+1u] Pf(M)) ∈ 1
bn−1Q

[
Xij , dXij , (detB)−1, (db)/b

]
.

Since there can be at most one factor of (db)/b, the form ωX ∧Pf(M) has a pole of order
at most n on detX = 0. Dividing by

√
detX finishes the proof. ■

Example 2.11. Consider the canonical form ω = β5 ∧ β9 ∧ . . . ∧ β4n−3. Then the form
ωX ∧ ϕ2n

X on P2n has degree 2n2 + n− 1. The denominator in theorem 2.10 has degree
2n2 + n, so by projectivity it follows that ωX ∧ ϕ2n

X = cnη
2n is a multiple of the volume

form (3.1) on LP2n, for some cn ∈ Q. We prove in proposition 3.1 that cn ̸= 0.

3. Cohomology classes of Pfaffian invariant forms
Let Pn denote the space of positive-definite symmetric n×n matrices X with real entries
Xij = Xji ∈ R. The invariant Pfaffian forms ϕ2n ∈ Ω2n(P2n) descend to differential
forms on the locally symmetric space P2n/GL2n(Z) with coefficients in the orientation
bundle. We shall use them to represent compactly supported cohomology classes on
P2n/GL2n(Z) with coefficients in O.

3.1. Volume form
We first need some preliminary results on the exterior products of the Pfaffian and
canonical differential forms. Let ε : GL2n(R)→ Z× be the sign of the determinant:

ε(g) = det(g) | det(g)|−1 .

Consider the volume form on P2n given by

1
det(X)

2n+1
2

∧
i≤j

dXij ∈ Ωn(2n+1)(P2n)
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where the square root is positive and the exterior product is ordered lexicographically in
(i, j). Contraction with the Euler vector field (2.2) produces a differential form

η2n(X) = E⌟

 1
det(X)

2n+1
2

∧
i≤j

dXij

 (3.1)

which is closed, projectively invariant (i.e. passes to the quotient P2n/R×
>0), and satisfies

η2n(g⊺Xg) = ε(g)η2n(X) for all g ∈ GL2n(R), X ∈ P2n . (3.2)

Let O denote the orientation bundle on the orbifold P2n/GL2n(Z). It is the rank one local
system of R vector spaces defined by the representation ε : GL2n(Z)→ R×. It descends
to a local system on the quotient LP2n/GL2n(Z), where LP2n = R×

>0 \ P2n. We shall
call an orientation form any differential form with coefficients in the orientation bundle.
Such forms satisfy the transformation law ω(g⊺Xg) = ε(g)ω(X) for all X ∈ P2n and
g ∈ GL2n(Z). They are called ‘odd’ forms in the terminology of de Rham.

With this definition, (3.2) implies that η2n defines a closed orientation form on
LP2n/GL2n(Z). We first show that η2n factorises into Pfaffian and canonical forms.

Proposition 3.1. Let n ≥ 1. There is a non-zero constant cn ∈ Z such that

β5 ∧ . . . ∧ β4n−3 ∧ ϕ2n = cn η
2n.

In particular, the map ω 7→ ω ∧ ϕ2n from Ω•
nc(2n− 1) to the space of differential forms

on LP2n satisfying (3.2), is injective.

Proof. Consider the form δ2n = ⋆ϕ2n where ⋆ is the Hodge star operator on LP2n relative
to the orientation bundle O on LP2n. It is uniquely defined by the property that

ω ∧ δ2n = ⟨ω, ϕ2n⟩ η2n (3.3)

for all smooth differential forms ω on LP2n of complementary degree dimLP2n − 2n =
d2n − 1− 2n and where ⟨ , ⟩ is the pairing:(∧d2n−m T ∗LP2n

)
⊗
(

(
∧m T ∗LP2n)⊗O

)
→ O

induced by taking exterior powers of any GL2n(R)-invariant inner product on the cotangent
space T ∗LP2n. For any g ∈ GL2n(R), we deduce that

g∗ω ∧ g∗δ2n = g∗(⟨ω, ϕ2n⟩) g∗η2n

= ⟨g∗ω, g∗ϕ2n⟩ g∗η2n

= ⟨g∗ω, ε(g)ϕ2n⟩ ε(g)η2n

= ⟨g∗ω, ϕ2n⟩ η2n

where the second equality follows from GL2n(R)-invariance of the inner product, the
third from the transformation properties of ϕ2n and η2n (3.2), and the fourth line from
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the fact that ε2 = 1. Since this equation is true for all ω, we may replace g∗ω with
ω to deduce that ω ∧ g∗δ2n = ⟨ω, ϕ2n⟩ η2n for all ω, which on comparison with (3.3)
implies that g∗δ2n = δ2n for all g ∈ GL2n(R). Thus δ2n is GL2n(R)-invariant. Now the
space of GL2n(R)-invariant differential forms on LP2n are known, as a consequence of
the Hopf-Koszul-Samelson theorem, to be equal to the graded exterior algebra on the
canonical forms β5, . . . , β4n−3. By comparing degrees, we conclude that

δ2n = αn β
5 ∧ . . . ∧ β4n−3

for some αn ∈ R. Substituting into (3.3) with ω = ϕ2n, gives

αn β
5 ∧ . . . ∧ β4n−3 ∧ ϕ2n = ⟨ϕ2n, ϕ2n⟩ η2n .

Note that the forms ϕ2n and η2n are nowhere zero, by corollary 2.5 and by definition,
respectively. Consequently, ⟨ϕ2n, ϕ2n⟩ > 0 and the right-hand side of the previous
equation is non-zero. We deduce that αn ̸= 0, and hence the equation in the proposition
is true for the constant

cn = α−1
n ⟨ϕ2n, ϕ2n⟩ .

Finally, note that the forms ϕ2n, β5, . . . , β4n−3 are defined integrally. In other words, at
the tangent space at the identity matrix I2n, they lie in the graded exterior algebra on
the integral Lie algebra generated by the entries dXij . It follows from this fact, and the
definition of η2n, that cn is necessarily an integer.

The last statement concerning injectivity follows from the fact that, for any non-zero
element ω in the exterior algebra generated by β5, . . . , β4n−3, there exists an element ω′

in the same algebra such that ω ∧ ω′ = β5 ∧ . . . ∧ β4n−3. Therefore ω ∧ ϕ2n is a factor of
ϕ2n ∧ ω ∧ ω′ = cnη

2n ̸= 0 and therefore does not vanish. ■

Example 3.2. We saw that c1 = 1 in example 2.3. With computer calculations we also
found the values c2 = −180 and c3 = −5× 10!.

3.2. Twisted cohomology of GL2n(Z)

For all g > 1 odd, let Ω•(g) be the graded exterior algebra over Q generated by the
canonical forms β5, . . . , β2g−1. One has a direct sum decomposition into forms of compact
and non-compact types:

Ω(g) = Ωc(g)⊕ Ωnc(g) ,
where recall that Ωc(g) ⊂ Ω(g) is the ideal spanned by β2g−1, and Ωnc(g) ⊂ Ω(g) is the
subalgebra generated by β5, . . . , β2g−5. By proposition 3.1 the Hodge star operator for
LP2n relative to the orientation bundle O induces a linear involution of vector spaces

⋆ : Ωc(2n− 1) ∧ ϕ2n ∼−→ Ωnc(2n− 1) ,

where the invariant forms on the right-hand side are interpreted as invariant differential
forms on LP2n. By rescaling the star operator, we may assume that

⋆α ∧ α = β5 ∧ . . . ∧ β4n−3 ∧ ϕ2n

for any α ∈ Ωc(2n− 1) ∧ ϕ2n which is a simple monomial in the generators.
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Example 3.3. For n = 4, the Hodge star operator interchanges the forms on LP8:

β13 ∧ ϕ8 ←→ β5 ∧ β9 β5 ∧ β13 ∧ ϕ8 ←→ −β9

β9 ∧ β13 ∧ ϕ8 ←→ β5 β5 ∧ β9 ∧ β13 ∧ ϕ8 ←→ 1

where the forms α on the left-hand columns are orientation forms (satisfy the transfor-
mation law (3.2)), and the forms ⋆α on the right are GL2n(R)-invariant.

3.3. Vanishing of the Euler class in cohomology
Here we explain how the invariant Pfaffian can be interpreted as the Euler form of a
vector bundle in the context of Chern-Weil theory, see e.g. [Tu17, §25]. From this we
deduce the vanishing of the class of the Pfaffian form in cohomology.

The space P2n parametrizes Euclidean metrics on R2n: let E := P2n × R2n denote the
trivial rank 2n vector bundle on P2n, equipped with the metric (·, ·) defined by

(v, w) = v⊺Xw

for vectors v, w ∈ R2n in the fiber over X ∈ P2n. We furthermore endow E with a right
action of GL2n(Z): lifting the action on the base P2n, we define

(X, v) 7→
(
g⊺Xg, g−1v

)
.

The metric (·, ·) is invariant under this action, and so E descends to a Euclidean orbibundle
E/GL2n(Z)→ P2n/GL2n(Z). Since the action also preserves the lattice P2n × Z2n inside
E, following [BC92, §I.(b)] there is a distinguished metric connection ∇ on E.4 In the
global frame e = (e1, . . . , e2n) of E given by the unit (column) vectors ei of Z2n, this
connection reads ∇e = eθ, that is ∇ei =

∑2n
j=1 θjiej , for the matrix of one-forms

θ = 1
2X

−1dX.

Remark 3.4. This connection is the average ∇ = (0∇+ ι∗0∇∨)/2 of the flat connection
0∇ei = 0 on E, and the pullback of the flat connection 0∇∨(e∨

i ) = 0 on the dual bundle
E∨, under the isomorphism ι : E ∼= E∨ furnished by the metric (·, ·). In terms of the
frame e∨ of E∨ dual to e, i.e. e∨

i (ej) = δij, this isomorphism is ι(ei) =
∑2n
j=1Xije∨

j . It
follows that ∇ is compatible with the metric (·, ·) and with the GL2n(Z) action; hence it
descends to a metric connection on the orbibundle.

To compute the Euler form of the connection ∇, we change from e to an orthonormal
frame e′ of E. Recall that every matrix X ∈ P2n has a unique positive definite square
root

√
X ∈ P2n such that X = (

√
X)2. Setting e′ = e(

√
X)−1 gives an orthonormal

frame, (e′
i, e′

j) = δij . In this frame, the connection matrix θ′ such that ∇e′ = e′θ′ reads

θ′ = 1
2
(√

X
−1
· d
√
X − d

√
X ·
√
X

−1)
.

4This connection, which we denote ∇, is denoted 0∇E in [BC92].
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This matrix is skew-symmetric (confirming that ∇ is compatible with the metric on E),
and so is the associated curvature matrix

Θ′ = dθ′ + θ′ ∧ θ′ = −1
4
√
X

−1
· dX ·X−1 · dX ·

√
X

−1
.

Comparing with definition 2.1 and using property (iii) from lemma 2.2, we conclude that
the Pfaffian form is indeed the Euler form of the bundle E with the connection ∇:

ϕ2n = (−4)n Pf(Θ′).

By the general theory of characteristic classes, this gives an alternative proof of the
closedness dϕ2n = 0. In cohomology, the differential form Pf(Θ′)/(2π)n represents the
topological Euler class of the vector bundle E, see [Bel06]. This class is known to vanish
rationally [Sul75], and an explicit primitive is constructed in [BC92, Theorem 1.27].5

Example 3.5. For n = 2, the link LP2 ∼= H = {τ ∈ C : τ2 > 0} is isomorphic to the
upper half-plane with coordinate τ = τ1 + iτ2, via the SL2(Z)-equivariant map6

τ : P2 −→ H, X =
(
a b
b c

)
7→ b+ i

√
ac− b2

c
.

In this coordinate, the Pfaffian form (example 2.3) is the SL2(Z)-invariant volume
form ϕ2

X = −2(dτ1 ∧ dτ2)/τ2
2 . An explicit SL2(Z)-invariant primitive is given by the

real part of the almost holomorphic modular form E∗
2(τ) = E2(τ) − 3/(πτ2), where

E2(τ) = 1− 24
∑∞
k,m=1 ke

2iπkmτ , see for example [BCG20, §11.2, p. 355]:

ϕ2
X = d 2π

3 Re
(
E∗

2(τ)dτ
)
.

Corollary 3.6. For all n ≥ 1, the cohomology class

[β ∧ ϕ2n] ∈ H2n(LP2n/GL2n(Z);O)

vanishes for any form β ∈ Ω•(2n− 1).
Proof. The case β = 1 implies the general case, since [β ∧ ϕ2n] = [β] ∧ [ϕ2n]. The fact
that ϕ2n is trivial in cohomology follows from [BC92; Sul75]. ■

In particular, the cohomology classes of the odd graph complex constructed in this
paper (section 6.3) are not pulled back from the locally symmetric space P2n/GL2n(Z).

3.4. Proof of theorem 1.1
The proof of the theorem requires a number of technical steps. We first define the
notion of orientation forms on the moduli space of tropical abelian varieties, and its
compactification (which is homeomorphic to the Borel-Serre compactification for GLn(Z)).
We then show that the Pfaffian forms can be extended to the boundary. The final step
involves a computation of the cup product in relative cohomology. The key point is that
since the volume form η2n is non-zero in cohomology, so too are its factors.

5In terms of the differential form denoted γ(0) in [BC92, Theorem 1.27], we have ϕ2n = (−8π)ndγ(0).
6Here we let P =

(
A B
C D

)
∈ SL2(Z) act on P2 and H from the left via X 7→ P XP ⊺ and τ 7→ Aτ+B

Cτ+D
.

24



3.4.1. The moduli space of tropical abelian varieties

For background, see [Bra+24; Bro23]. Every positive definite quadratic form Q ∈ Pg has
a finite set M(Q) ⊂ Zg \ {0} of minimal vectors, i.e. vectors v which minimize v⊺Qv over
all non-zero integer vectors.7 The matrices vv⊺ generate a convex cone

σ̂Q =
∑

v∈M(Q)
R≥0 · vv⊺ ⊂ Prt

g

in the space Prt
g ⊂ Rg(g+1)/2 of positive semi-definite symmetric matrices whose null

space is defined over the rationals. We call σQ = (σ̂Q \ {0})/R>0 the link of this cone.
Let Dperf

g be the category whose objects [Q] are equivalence classes of positive definite
quadratic forms Q ∈ Pg, where two forms Q,Q′ are equivalent if M(Q) = M(Q′). The
morphisms in Dperf

g are [Q]→ [h⊺Qh] for any h ∈ GLg(Z), and whenever M(Q′) ⊆M(Q)
there is a ‘face map’ morphism [Q′] → [Q]. The link of the moduli space of tropical
abelian varieties is the topological space defined by the colimit:

|LAtrop
g | = lim−→

[Q]∈Dperf
g

σQ .

Equivalently, |LAtrop
g | may be defined as the quotient of Prt

g by GLg(Z), where the
former is equipped with the Satake topology (the finest topology such that σQ → Prt

g

is continuous for all Q). It has a closed boundary |∂LAtrop
g | ⊂ |LAtrop

g | with open
complement which we denote by

|LA◦,trop
g | := |LAtrop

g | \ |∂LAtrop
g | ∼= LPg/GLg(Z) ,

where LPg = R×
>0 \ Pg. The space |∂LAtrop

g | is the colimit of the links σQ at ‘infinity’,
i.e., contained in LPrt

g \ LPg, or equivalently, in the vanishing locus of the determinant.
Consider the functor

O : Dperf
g −→ VecR

which assigns to every object [Q] of Dperf
g the one-dimensional vector space R, and whose

values on morphisms are: the identity on face maps, and multiplication by det(h)g−1 for
h ∈ GLg(Z). It defines a rank one local system of R-vector spaces over |LAtrop

g |:

lim−→
[Q]∈Dperf

g

(σQ ×OQ)

whose restriction to the open |LA◦,trop
g | is the orientation bundle on LPg/GLg(Z).

7For example, if Qaa = 1 and Qab = −1/g for a ≠ b, then M(Q) = {±e1, . . . , ±eg, ±(e1 + . . . + eg)} for
ei ∈ Zg the unit vectors. The interior of the cone σ̂Q is the subspace of Pg considered in lemma 2.4.
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3.4.2. Orientation forms on the bordification of |LAtrop
g |

The space |LAtrop,B
g | is obtained from |LAtrop

g | as an iterated blow-up. A posteriori, it is
homeomorphic to the quotient of the Borel-Serre compactification of LPg modulo the
action of GLg(Z), but in order to study the asymptotic behaviour of the Pfaffian forms,
we must use its description as an iterated blow-up.

For this, embed the link of each cone in a projective space:

σQ ⊂ P(Q(V ))(R)

where V is a Q-vector space of dimension g, Q is a positive definite quadratic form on
V ⊗Q R, and Q(V ) is the Q-vector space of quadratic forms on V . Following [Bro23], we
blow up a finite set BQ of nested chains of subspaces of the form P(Q(V/K)) ⊂ P(Q(V )),
which are defined by the set of quadratic forms with kernel K for a specific set of subspaces
K ⊂ V determined by σQ, in increasing order of dimension. We obtain a scheme

πBQ
: PBQ −→ P(Q(V )) .

One defines σB
Q ⊂ PBQ(R) to be the closure, in the analytic topology, of the inverse image

of the interior of σQ under the map πBQ
. The blow-down πBQ

induces a continuous map
σB
Q → σQ. The space σB

Q is a manifold with corners which has the combinatorial structure
of a polyhedron.

One defines a category Dperf,B
g generated by the sets of faces FσB

Q of σB
Q, for all [Q],

whose morphisms are inclusions of faces, and maps induced by the action of GLg(Z).
Finally, the space |LAtrop,B

g | is defined by

|LAtrop,B
g | = lim−→

Dperf,B
g

FσB
Q

It is the space obtained by gluing together all (quotients of) polyhedra σB
Q along faces,

modulo the action of GLg(Z). It has a closed subspace, |∂LAtrop,B
g | ⊂ |LAtrop,B

g | which is
obtained by gluing all faces whose images under the blow-down πBQ

lie at infinity, i.e.,
are contained in |∂LAtrop

g |. It is proven in [Bro23] that the open complement is again
the locally symmetric space:

|LAtrop,B
g | \ |∂LAtrop,B

g | = |LA◦,trop
g | = LPg/GLg(Z) .

Since each face FσB
Q of σB

Q is contractible, we may define an orientation bundle on
|LAtrop,B

g | as before. In detail, consider the functor

O : Dperf,B
g −→ VecR

which assigns to every object the vector space R, and sends all inclusions of faces to the
identity map, and morphisms induced by h ∈ GLg(Z) to multiplication by det(h)g−1. It
defines a local system on |LAtrop,B

g | given by:

lim−→
Dperf,B

g

(
FσB

Q ×OQ
)
−→ |LAtrop,B

g | .
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3.4.3. Differential forms with integrable square root singularities

In order to set up a de Rham cohomology theory for a space defined as a colimit of
polyhedral cells τ [Bro23, §3.3] (where τ ranges over the set of FσB

Q), we may use
any complex of differential forms A•(τ) on τ , equipped with natural restriction maps
i∗ : A•(τ)→ A•(∂τ) where i : ∂τ ⊂ τ denotes the inclusion, with the following properties:

(i) Hn(A•(τ)) ∼= Hn(τ ;R) and Hn(A•(∂τ)) ∼= Hn(∂τ ;R) for all n.

(ii) The map i∗ : A•(τ)→ A•(∂τ) is surjective [Sul77, §7].

One example is given by the complex of differential forms [Bro23] which are smooth in a
neighbourhood of τ . However, Pfaffian forms do not have this property because of the
appearance of square root singularities on the boundary, see (2.6). These singularities
are mild, in that the square roots appear only as

√
z or (dz)/

√
z = 2d(

√
z). These forms

are integrable at z = 0, and in fact they become smooth after changing variables from z
to x =

√
z. We formalize this larger complex of forms as follows.

We first define a complex of sheaves A• on τ , for every such polyhedron τ , whose
sections are differential forms on τ which may have integrable square root singularities
on the boundary ∂τ . In detail, every such τ is a compact real manifold with corners with
the property that it is embedded in the real points P (R) of a smooth scheme P over R
which we may assume to have the same dimension as τ (more precisely, P is an iterated
blow up of a projective space) and the Zariski closure of its facets is a normal crossing
divisor. In particular, every point p ∈ τ admits a neighbourhood Up ⊂ P (R) with local
coordinates z1, . . . , zn such that for some 0 ≤ r ≤ n,

τ ∩ Up = {(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Up : z1, . . . , zr ≥ 0} and
∂τ ∩ Up = τ ∩ Up ∩ {z1 · · · zr = 0} .

(3.4)

Define Am(τ ∩ Up) to be the R vector space of forms ω of degree m which are smooth in√
z1, . . . ,

√
zr, zr+1, . . . , zn in an open neighbourhood of τ ∩ Up inside Up. Equivalently,

consider the ramified map of degree 2r given by πr : Rn → Rn which, in standard
coordinates, maps (x1, . . . , xn) 7→ (x2

1, . . . , x
2
r , xr+1, . . . , xn). Let π−1

r,+(τ ∩ Up) ⊂ Rn≥0 be
the unique preimage of τ ∩ Up in the region x1, . . . , xr ≥ 0 (i.e., given by non-negative
square roots of z1, . . . , zr). It is homeomorphic to τ ∩ Up via the continuous map πr.
Then Am(Up ∩ τ) = Ωm(π−1

r,+(τ ∩Up)) is the space of m-forms ω such that π∗
rω is smooth

on an open neighbourhood of π−1
r,+(τ ∩ Up). This is nothing other than the direct image

under πr of the sheaf of smooth forms on a certain open subset of Rn. Since, away from
z = 0, the function

√
z is smooth in z, the collection of A•(τ ∩ Up) defines a complex of

sheaves on τ .
We denote the algebra of global sections to be A•(τ) = Γ(τ,A•). The restriction of an

element of A•(τ) to the interior of τ is a smooth form in the usual sense. For every face
i : Fτ ↪→ τ , the space A•(Fτ) is defined in the same way, and the restriction of differential
forms (in the coordinates xi = √zi) induces natural maps i∗ : A•(τ)→ A•(Fτ).

More precisely, for 1 ≤ µ ≤ r, the restriction i∗µ(ω) ∈ A•(∂µτ) of a form ω ∈ A•(τ) to a
facet ∂µτ ∩Up = τ ∩Up ∩ {zµ = 0} of ∂τ is defined locally on Up by setting d√zµ = dxµ
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and √zµ = xµ in ω to zero. In other words, we have a commutative diagram

Ω•(π−1
r,+(τ ∩ Up))

ι∗µ
// Ω•(π−1

r,+(∂µτ ∩ Up))

A•(τ ∩ Up)
i∗µ

// A•(∂µτ ∩ Up)

where ι∗µ in the top row is the ordinary restriction of smooth forms to the subspace
ι : {xµ = 0} = π−1

r,+(∂µτ ∩ Up) ⊂ π−1
r,+(τ ∩ Up). The induced map i∗ in the coordinates

zi = x2
i has the effect of formally setting √zµ = 0 and (dzµ)/√zµ = 0. Somewhat

abusively, we will call this map i∗ also “restriction” (to the facet {zµ = 0}).
Restrictions to faces {zµ1 = · · · = zµc = 0} of higher codimension are defined anal-

ogously by setting d√zµk
and √zµk

to zero for all 1 ≤ k ≤ c. These restrictions are
functorial: given two face inclusions i : σ ⊂ ∂τ and j : ν ⊂ ∂σ, the pullback under the
composed inclusion ij : ν ⊂ ∂τ of ν as a face of τ is (ij)∗ = j∗i∗ : A•(τ)→ A•(ν).

We also define algebras A•(∂τ) to be the projective limit over the A•(Fτ) for all strict
faces Fτ of τ .

Lemma 3.7. The complexes A•(τ) and A•(∂τ) satisfy (i) and (ii) above.

Proof. Property (i) follows since the complex of sheaves A• is acyclic by the usual
‘Poincaré lemma’ (due to Volterra) and therefore defines a resolution of the constant
sheaf R on τ . The statement for ∂τ is not actually necessary, but follows by induction
on the dimension of cells and repeated application of [Bro23, Theorem 3.3] to ∂τ , which
is the inductive limit over all faces of τ .

For property (ii) we show that a section of Am(∂τ) on the boundary ∂τ may be
extended to τ . Using a partition of unity subordinate to a cover by charts Up as above
(with p ∈ ∂τ), it suffices to show the extendability of forms ω ∈ A•(∂τ) that have
compact support contained in some Up. So let z1, . . . , zn be coordinates as in (3.4). For
any non-empty subset K ⊆ {1, . . . , r}, let πK : τ ∩ Up → ∂τ ∩ Up denote the orthogonal
projection of z onto the face ∂Kτ = τ

⋂
µ∈K{zµ = 0}. Recall that ω is by definition a

collection of forms ωK ∈ A•(∂Kτ) such that ωK∪{µ} = i∗µωK for µ /∈ K, where we abuse
notation i∗µ for the “restriction” to {zµ = 0} irrespective of the domain. Let ψ : R→ R
be a smooth function with compact support and equal to 1 in a neighbourhood of zero.
Now define a form on τ with compact support by

ω̃ :=
∑

K⊆{1,...,r}
K ̸=∅

(−1)|K|−1(π∗
KωK)

∏
µ∈K

ψ(zµ) ∈ A•(τ).

Since i∗µ(ψ(zµ)π∗
KωK) = π∗

K\{µ}ωK for µ ∈ K and i∗µ(π∗
KωK) = π∗

KωK∪{µ} for µ /∈ K,
all contributions to i∗µω̃ from K not containing µ cancel with the contribution from the
summand K ∪{µ}. The only term left over is K = {µ}, proving i∗µω̃ = ω{µ} for all µ ≤ r.
It follows that i∗ω̃ = ω, since ωK = i∗K\{µ}ω{µ} = i∗K\{µ}i

∗
µω̃ = i∗K ω̃ for any µ ∈ K. ■
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For every face FσB
Q of σB

Q, we define A•(FσB
Q;O) to be the complex of differential forms

with integrable square root singularities as considered above. They are to be interpreted
as taking values in the trivial bundle OQ = R on FσB

Q.

Definition 3.8. Define the complex of smooth orientation forms on |LAtrop,B
g | to be the

projective limit:
A•
(
|LAtrop,B

g |;O
)

= lim←−
Dperf,B

g

A•
(
FσB

Q,O
)
.

By taking the limit over the faces contained in |∂LAtrop,B
g |, we may similarly define

smooth orientation forms on the boundary |∂LAtrop,B
g |. The relative de Rham complex

A•(|LAtrop,B
g |, |∂LAtrop,B

g |;O) is defined to be the mapping cone of the restriction map
A•(|LAtrop,B

g |;O)→ A•(|∂LAtrop,B
g |;O).

An element of A•(|LAtrop,B
g |;O) is a compatible collection of differential forms on

every face of every polyhedron σB
Q, allowing integrable square root singularities along its

boundary. The compatibility means that they glue together consistently with respect to
inclusions of faces and transform with the correct sign rule with respect to elements of
GLg(Z).

One may show, as in [Bro23, §3.4-3.5], that the complex A•(|LAtrop,B
g |;O) computes

the cohomology of |LAtrop,B
g | with coefficients in O, and we deduce that

Hn
dR,c(LPg/GLg(Z);O) ∼= Hn(A•(|LAtrop,B

g |, |∂LAtrop,B
g |;O))

by interpreting relative (twisted) cohomology as compactly supported cohomology. Closed
elements in A•(|LAtrop,B

g |;O) pair with twisted cellular chains on |LAtrop,B
g | in the usual

manner via integration: the key point being that the square root singularity (dz)/
√
z is

integrable for z ∈ [0, 1].8

3.4.4. Extending the Pfaffian invariant forms to the boundary

The Pfaffian invariant forms ϕ2n define closed orientation forms on LP2n/GL2n(Z). We
first show that they extend to the compactification.

Proposition 3.9. Let n ≥ 1. The collection {π∗
BQ
ϕ2n} of the pullbacks of the Pfaffian

invariant forms define a closed orientation form

ϕ̃2n ∈ A•
(
|LAtrop,B

2n |;O
)
. (3.5)

Furthermore, the restriction9 of the form ϕ̃2 to the boundary |∂LAtrop,B
2 |, or of

ϕ̃2n ∧ β̃4n−3 , for n > 1

to the boundary |∂LAtrop,B
2n |, vanishes.

8In particular, after pulling back along πr, the forms are smooth in the coordinates x and the usual
Stokes’ theorem for smooth forms applies. In the coordinates z on τ it takes the form

∫
σ

dω =
∫

∂σ
i∗ω

where i∗ : A•(τ) → A•(∂τ) is the “restriction” which locally sets √
zi and (dzi)/

√
zi to zero for i ≤ r,

and σ is any singular chain on τ with boundary contained in ∂τ .
9namely, applying the restriction map i∗ to facets of each polyhedron in the sense defined above
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Proof. The proof follows [Bro23, Theorem 13.10]. By an inductive argument, it will
suffice in the first instance to consider a single blow-up

π : P −→ P(Q(V ))

along a subspace P(Q(V/K)), where V is a vector space of dimension 2n and K ⊂ V a
non-trivial subspace. The exceptional divisor E is canonically isomorphic to P(Q(V/K))×
P(Q(V )/Q(V/K)). Following loc. cit. Proposition 13.7, we verify that the form π∗ϕ2n

has no poles along the exceptional divisor. To see this, note that since the orientation
bundle is trivial on the contractible region det(M) > 0 for M ∈ P(Q(V ))(R), we may
treat ϕ2n as an ordinary differential form for the purposes of the following argument.
Now consider the local coordinates for π given in loc. cit., Proposition 9.10, relative to a
choice of splitting V ∼= K ⊕ C. The map π∗ acts on matrix entries of matrices in block
matrix form as follows:

π∗
(
M1 M12
M⊺

12 M2

)
=
(
zM1 zM12
zM⊺

12 M2

)

where Mi is an ni × ni square matrix for i = 1, 2, and n1 + n2 = 2n. The exceptional
locus E is given by z = 0. Taking z > 0, and invoking lemma 2.7, we deduce that

π∗ϕ2n =
{
ϕn1(M1) ∧ ϕn2(M2) +O(z) , if dimK = n1 is even
√
z ∧ α+ (d

√
z) ∧ β, if dimK = n1 is odd

where α, β are smooth. Thus, π∗ϕ2n is either smooth on z = 0 (for n1 even), or becomes
smooth on the cover z = x2 (for n1 odd).

Let XV/K ⊂ P(Q(V/K))(R) denote the locus consisting of quadratic forms with
positive determinant, and let X

∣∣
K
⊂ P(Q(V )/Q(V/K)) denote the subspace of quadratic

forms whose restriction to K is positive definite. The computation above implies that
the restriction of π∗ϕ2n to the set

XE := X
∣∣
K
×XV/K ⊂ P(Q(V )/Q(V/K))(R)× P(Q(V/K))(R) ∼= E(R)

vanishes if dimK is odd, and equals

π∗ϕ2n∣∣
XE

= π∗
K(ϕn1) ∧ ϕn2

if dimK = n1 is even, where πK : X
∣∣
K
→ P(Q(K))(R) denotes restriction of quadratic

forms to K (on block matrices of the form described above, it sends M 7→ M1). This
completes the description of the behaviour of ϕ2n with respect to a single blow-up.

Recall that πBQ
is a composition of blow-ups. By [Bro23, Remark 5.3] it is enough to

consider a sequence of blow ups of the type considered above in order to understand the
behaviour of ϕ̃2n along exceptional divisors. By iterating, we deduce that the restriction
of ϕ̃2n = π∗

BQ
ϕ2n to any face of σB

Q either vanishes, or equals an exterior product of a
certain number of forms ϕ2k for k < n. In particular, it is finite and ϕ̃2n extends to
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the boundary of σB
Q. It defines a section of the trivial bundle σB

Q ×OQ = σB
Q × R over

σB
Q and similarly for all its faces. The functoriality of ϕ2n implies that the forms ϕ̃2n

glue together consistently for all such σB
Q and are compatible with both face maps, and

morphisms induced by GL2n(Z) with the transformation rule (3.2). It follows from these
calculations and lemma 2.7 that ϕ̃2n defines an element of A•(|LAtrop,B

g |;O). The claim
(3.5) follows.

For the last part, consider the restriction of the form ϕ̃2n × β̃4n−3 to |∂LAtrop,B
2n |. The

boundary facets of |∂LAtrop,B
g | are isomorphic to products of blow-ups σB

1 × . . .× σB
r . By

iterating, it suffices to consider the case r = 2. By computing a single blow-up of V along
K, as above, the restriction of this differential form satisfies(
ϕ̃2n × β̃4n−3

) ∣∣∣
σB

1 ×σB
2

=
(
ϕ̃2n1 ∧ β̃4n−3

) ∣∣∣
σB

1
∧ ϕ̃2n2

∣∣∣
σB

2
+ ϕ̃2n1

∣∣∣
σB

1
∧
(
ϕ̃2n2 ∧ β̃4n−3

) ∣∣∣
σB

2

if the dimension dimK = 2n1 is even, and vanishes if not (since if dimK is odd, so
too is dim(V/K)). In the former case, β̃4n−3 already vanishes on matrices of rank
2n1, 2n2 ≤ n− 2 because it is of compact type [Bro23, Theorem 13.10]. Therefore in all
cases the restriction of ϕ̃2n × β̃4n−3 to faces vanishes. The case ϕ̃2 is similar. ■

Corollary 3.10. Let n ≥ 2. The orientation forms ϕ2n∧β4n−3 admit compactly supported
representatives on LP2n/GL2n(Z) which we denote by(

ϕ2n ∧ β4n−3
)
c

The same holds for ϕ2 on LP2/GL2(Z).

Proof. Use the fact that H•
dR,c(LP2n/GL2n(Z);O) ∼= H•

dR(|LAtrop,B
2n |, |∂LAtrop,B

2n |,O). By
proposition 3.9 the forms ϕ̃2n ∧ β̃4n−3 define relative cohomology classes on |LAtrop,B

2n |
since they vanish along |∂LAtrop,B

2n |. ■

3.4.5. Proof of theorem 1.1

The strategy follows that of [Bro23]. The relative cohomology class of the volume form
η2n is non-zero in the group

Hd2n−1
dR

(
|LAtrop,B

2n |, |∂LAtrop,B
2n |,O

)
∼= Hd2n−1

c,dR

(
|LA◦,trop

2n |,O
)

(where d2n defined in theorem 1.2 is the dimension of P2n), since it pairs non-trivially
with the relative fundamental class. Let ω ∈ Ωc(2n − 1) be of compact type and let
β = ⋆(ϕ2n ∧ ω). By proposition 3.1, the form β is the image of an element of Ω(2n− 1).
By definition of the Hodge star operator, we have

β ∧ (ϕ2n ∧ ω) = λ η2n (3.6)

where λ = ⟨ϕ2n ∧ ω, ϕ2n ∧ ω⟩ is non-zero by the last part of proposition 3.1. The identity
(3.6) remains true after pulling back to the blow-up |LAtrop,B

2n | and extending to the
boundary, so we may view the pullbacks as elements in:

β̃ ∈ A•
(
|LAtrop,B

2n |
)

, ϕ̃2n ∧ ω̃ ∈ A•
(
|LAtrop,B

2n |, |∂LAtrop,B
2n |,O

)
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where the fact that β̃ extends to |LAtrop,B
2n | was established in [Bro23], and the statement

for ϕ̃2n ∧ ω̃ follows from proposition 3.9, as does the fact that

η̃2n ∈ A•
(
|LAtrop,B

2n |, |∂LAtrop,B
2n |,O

)
.

The exterior product of forms induces a cup product in relative de Rham cohomology

Hm
dR

(
|LAtrop,B

2n |
)
⊗Hℓ

dR

(
|LAtrop,B

2n |, |∂LAtrop,B
2n |,O

)
→ Hm+ℓ

dR

(
|LAtrop,B

2n |, |∂LAtrop,B
2n |,O

)
Identity (3.6) implies the relation on cohomology classes:[

β̃
]
∧
[
(ϕ2n ∧ ω)c

]
= λ

[
(η2n)c

]
,

Since λ[(η2n)c] is non-zero, this implies that both[
β̃
]
∈ Hm

dR(|LAtrop,B
2n |) and

[
(ϕ2n ∧ ω)c

]
∈ Hℓ

dR(|LAtrop,B
2n |, |∂LAtrop,B

2n |,O)

are non-zero. Identifying the latter group with Hℓ
c(|LA

◦,trop
2n |;O) completes the proof.

Remark 3.11. This argument proves in passing that the natural map Ω•
nc(2n− 1)→

H•(P2n/GL2n(Z);R) is injective, which was also proven in [Bro23]. Whilst the existence
of the classes (1.5) could be deduced from loc. cit. using Poincaré duality, their description
using Pfaffian invariant forms is new.

3.5. Primitivity and proof of theorem 1.2
Block direct sum of matrices (2.11) defines a map

bm,n : P2m/GL2m(Z)× P2n/GL2n(Z) −→ P2m+2n/GL2m+2n(Z) ,

which induces an isomorphism of orientation bundles b∗
m,nO = O ⊠O where ⊠ denotes

the external tensor product. Since bm,n is proper10 it induces a morphism

b∗
m,n : H•

c (P2m+2n/GL2m+2n(Z);O) −→
H•
c (P2m/GL2m(Z);O)⊗R H

•
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O) .

Proposition 3.12. For all m,n ≥ 1, and ω ∈ Ωc(2m+ 2n− 1) of compact type the class
b∗
m,n[(ϕ2m+2n ∧ ω)c] vanishes in H•

c (P2m/GL2m(Z);O)⊗R H
•
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O).

Proof. It suffices to consider the case ω = β4m+4n−3. The statement follows from the
fact that, for any 2m× 2m matrix X and 2n× 2n matrix Y , the form

(ϕ2m+2n ∧ β4m+4n−3)X⊕Y =
(
ϕ2m ∧ β4m+4n−3

)
X
∧ ϕ2n

Y + ϕ2m
X ∧

(
ϕ2n ∧ β4m+4n−3

)
Y

vanishes since β4m+4n−3
X = β4m+4n−3

Y = 0, see [Bro21, Proposition 4.5]. ■

10Block direct sum defines a continuous map Atrop
g × Atrop

h → Atrop
g+h, which restricts to bm,n when

g = 2m, h = 2n. Since the Atrop
r are compact, the former is a proper map with compact fibers. The

fiber of a point in the interior Pg+h/GLg+h(Z) of Atrop
g+h is contained in Pg/GLg(Z) × Ph/GLh(Z) since

det(X ⊕ Y ) ̸= 0 implies det(X), det(Y ) ̸= 0. This implies that bm,n has compact fibers.
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By [AMP24], the bigraded vector space

Hdet,R =
⊕
n≥0

H•
c (P2n/GL2n(Z);O)

admits a structure of cocommutative bigraded Hopf algebra over R.

Corollary 3.13. For all ω ∈ Ωc(2n− 1), the class [(ϕ2n ∧ ω)c] ∈ Hdet,R is primitive.

Proof. By [AMP24, Definition 2.1] the multiplication on Hdet is induced by block di-
rect sum of matrices, and therefore the (m,n)th graded components of the coproduct
∆: Hdet,R → Hdet,R ⊗Hdet,R dual to it are given by b∗

m,n. ■

We deduce the existence of a large amount of new unstable cohomology for GLn(Z) for
even n. Indeed, the Milnor-Moore theorem states that for a connected, cocommutative
Hopf algebra H over a field of characteristic zero which is finite-dimensional in each
degree, there is a canonical isomorphism U(Prim(H)) ∼→ H with the universal enveloping
algebra of the Lie algebra of primitive elements. The Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem
states that S(Prim(H)) ∼= GrU(Prim(H)) is an isomorphism of algebras, where Gr is
the grading associated to the filtration by length of tensors. By choosing a splitting of
this grading, it follows

that there exists an isomorphism of graded vector spaces S(Prim(H)) ∼= U(Prim(H)).
There is a choice of splitting for which it is a morphism of coalgebras. It follows from
theorem 1.1 and corollary 3.13 that

S (Ωc[ϕ])⊗ R −→ Hdet,R

is injective. The rest of theorem 1.2 follows by duality.

Remark 3.14. [AMP24] have previously shown for dimension reasons that the volume
form classes η2n = β5 ∧ . . . ∧ β4n−3 ∧ ϕ2n are primitive. They are denoted by t2n in loc.
cit. since they are dual to the trivial classes in H0(GL2n(Z);R).

4. The odd commutative graph complex
The odd graph complex as introduced by Kontsevich [Kon93, §2] and studied further
e.g. in [CV03] is a chain complex. We denote it by GC3. Its dual cochain complex is a
differential graded Lie algebra, which we denote as GC3, following [Wil15]. For further
details and in particular the underlying operad of graphs, see also [Mor23, §4].

A graph G in this paper consists of finite sets of vertices V (G), undirected edges E(G),
and half-edges H(G). Each edge e consists of two distinct half-edges H(e) = {e′, e′′},
providing a partition H(G) =

⊔
eH(e). Each half-edge is incident to exactly one vertex,

amounting to a map H(G)→ V (G). Thus, multiple edges may connect the same pair of
vertices, and edges with both ends at the same vertex (self-loops) are allowed (fig. 1).
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G = z

x

y

a
a
′

b

b
′

c

c
′

d

d
′

H(G) → V (G)

b′, c′, d′ 7→ x
a′, c, d 7→ y
a, b 7→ z

G/c = z ∗

a a
′

b b
′

d

d
′

H(G/c) → V (G/c)

a′, b′, d, d′ 7→ ∗
a, b 7→ z

Figure 1: A graph with its half-edges, incidences, and its quotient by edge c.

Definition 4.1. An orientation of a graph G is one of the two invertible elements in

detZV (G) ⊗
⊗

e∈E(G)
detZH(e) ∼= Z.

An oriented graph is a pair (G, o) of a combinatorial graph and an orientation o of G.

To pick an orientation o = v1∧. . .∧vn⊗
⊗

e oe, we can specify a total order v1 < . . . < vn
of the vertices and choose a direction oe = e′ ∧ e′′ or oe = e′′ ∧ e′ for each edge. In figures,
we indicate orientations by labelling vertices with integers (implying the increasing order)
and directing edges v → w to mean that in oe the half-edge at the tail (v) comes first and
the head (w) last. Swapping two vertices, or reversing an edge, changes the sign of o.

An isomorphism φ : G ∼= G′ is a pair of bijections H(G)↔ H(G′) and V (G)↔ V (G′)
that preserves the edge partitions and incidence relations. It induces a bijection of edges
E(G)↔ E(G′) and identifies each orientation o of G with an orientation φ∗(o) of G′.

Definition 4.2. As a vector space, the odd commutative graph complex is a quotient

GC3 :=
⊕

(G,o)
Q(G, o)

/
∼

spanned by all oriented graphs which are connected and have at least 3 half-edges at every
vertex. The relations imposed are (G, o) ∼ (G′, φ∗(o)) for every isomorphism φ : G ∼= G′,
and furthermore that (G, o) ∼ −(G,−o).

Any automorphism α : G ∼= G with α∗(o) = −o forces (G, o) ∼ −(G, o) ∼ 0. We call
such automorphisms odd. For example, swapping the two half-edges e′ ↔ e′′ of a self-loop
constitutes an odd automorphism. Graphs with self-loops are therefore zero in GC3. We
typically do not distinguish an oriented graph from its equivalence class in GC3.

Example 4.3. The m-fold multiedge or dipole is the oriented graph consisting of two
vertices, ordered 0 < 1, and m edges in between—all directed from 0 to 1. For example,

D1 = 0 1 , D2 = 0 1 , D3 = 0 1 , D4 = 0 1 .

Reversing all edges and swapping the vertex order 0 ↔ 1 is an automorphism of Dm,
which acts on its orientation as o 7→ (−1)m+1o. Therefore Dm = 0 ∈ GC3 for m even.
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The vector space GC3 =
⊕

ℓ,k grℓ,k GC3 is bigraded by the loop number ℓ(G) and the
degree k = |G|. For a connected graph with n vertices and m edges, they are

ℓ(G) = m− n+ 1 and |G| = m− 3ℓ(G).

The dimension of each piece grℓ,k GC3 is finite and equal to the number of isomorphism
classes of graphs in this bidegree that do not have any odd automorphisms. As each
vertex has valence at least 3, necessarily 2m ≥ 3n and so grℓ,k GC3 = 0 if k > −3 or ℓ < 2.
Definition 4.4. We denote the degree completion of GC3 as

GC3 =
∏
ℓ,k

grℓ,k GC3.

Accounts on graph complexes typically discuss either the (homological) chain complex
GC3 or the (cohomological) cochain complex GC3, but not both. In the following, we
first review the relevant combinatorial structures in these two settings separately. Then
in section 4.3 we make explicit the identification GC3 ∼= Hom(GC3,Q) that relates them.

4.1. Homology
Given a graph G and a subgraph γ ⊂ G, the quotient G/γ is a graph with vertex set
V (G/γ) = (V (G) \ V (γ)) ⊔ {v∗}, and it is obtained from G by removing all edges in γ
and identifying, in the remaining edges, all endpoints in V (γ) with a single vertex v∗.

If γ = e is a single edge with distinct endpoints v1 and v2, consider the half-edges e′

and e′′ of e at v1 and v2, respectively. We get a canonical isomorphism

detZH(e) ⊗ detZV (G) ∼= detZV (G/e)

e′ ∧ e′′ ⊗ v1 ∧ v2 ∧ w 7→ v∗ ∧ w

where w = v3 ∧ . . . ∧ vn for any order of the remaining vertices. Since all edges other
than e are in both graphs, we conclude that orientations of G and G/e are in natural
bijection with each other. Let (G, o)/e = (G/e, o/e) denote the oriented quotient graph
obtained in this way from an oriented input graph (G, o). Pictorially, o/e is obtained
by first moving the tail (v1) and head (v2) of e to the beginning of the vertex order
v1 < v2 < . . . < vn (which may introduce a sign), then replacing v1 < v2 by v∗, and
keeping the directions of all edges other than e.
Definition 4.5. The boundary ∂ : GC3 −→ GC3 is the linear map such that, for every
oriented graph (G, o) without self-loops,

∂(G, o) =
∑

e∈E(G)
(G, o)/e.

The boundary is homogeneous of bidegree (0,−1) in the grading by (ℓ, k), and it turns
GC3 into a chain complex (∂2 = 0). Thus the graph homology

H•(GC3) = ker ∂
im ∂

=
⊕
ℓ,k

grℓHk(GC3)

is bigraded by the loop number ℓ and the degree k.
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Example 4.6. For all i ≥ 1, the dipole D2i+1 is closed (contracting any edge creates
self-loops). For i > 1, it is the boundary of a triangle graph with a simple edge 0→ 1, a
double edge 0→ 2, and (2i− 1)-fold multiedge 1→ 2:

∂

 0

1

2

· · · 2i− 1

 = D2i+1.

The theta graph D3 has degree k = −3 and is therefore not exact: a primitive would
have degree −2, but there are no such graphs (recall the bound 2m ≥ 3n from each vertex
having valence at least 3). Hence the theta class is non-zero in homology:

[D3] ̸= 0 ∈ gr2H−3(GC3).

For an arbitrary subgraph γ ⊂ G, an orientation o of G does not single out preferred
orientations o′ and o′′ of γ and G/γ. But we can define a canonical pair, so that the
product (γ, o′)⊗ (G/γ, o′′) is well-defined in GC3 ⊗ GC3. We use the isomorphism

detZV (G) ∼= detZV (γ) ⊗ detZV (G/γ)

v1 ∧ . . . ∧ vn 7→ v1 ∧ . . . ∧ vn′ ⊗ v∗ ∧ vn′+1 ∧ . . . ∧ vn

where v1, . . . , vn′ and vn′+1, . . . , vn are the vertices in V (γ) and V (G)\V (γ), respectively,
in any order. Thus if any o is given, move the vertices of γ to the beginning of the vertex
order of G (which may produce a sign), and then o′ and o′′ are defined by the induced
vertex orders just described, and by keeping all edge directions as in o. In other words, if
both G and the subgraph γ are oriented, we have an induced orientation on G/γ.11

Example 4.7. Let G denote the oriented triangle graph from example 4.6 and consider
the subgraph γ ∼= D2i−1 consisting of vertices 1 and 2 and the multiedge in between. Then

G = 0

1

2

· · · = (−1)2 · 2

0

1

· · · , so G/γ = 2

0

1

· · ·

/
0

1

· · · = 2 0 = −D3.

For an oriented graph G and a subgraph γ ⊂ G, the expression γ ⊗G/γ is therefore
well-defined (independent of the orientation put on γ). We thus have a linear map

GC3 −→ GC3 ⊗ GC3, G 7→
∑
γ⊂G

γ ⊗G/γ (4.1)

by summing only over subgraphs γ with the property that both γ and G/γ are in GC3
(i.e. are connected and have each vertex of valency 3 or more). This map is similar, but
different, to the coproduct of the core Hopf algebra of Feynman graphs [BK08; Kre10].12

11The quotient G/e by a single edge, discussed at the beginning of section 4.1, is the special case where
we endow an edge e with the orientation of D1 ∼= e (directing e from the first to the second vertex).

12In the latter, graphs have no orientations, may have 2-valent vertices, may not have bridges, may be
disconnected, and the quotient identifies only vertices within each connected component of γ.
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4.2. Cohomology
Dual to the contraction of a subgraph, we can insert one oriented graph G2 into a vertex
v of another oriented graph G1. Let H(v) denote the half-edges of G1 at v. Any map
ρ : H(v)→ V (G2) can be interpreted as a rule to re-attach the half-edges h ∈ H(v) to
vertices ρ(h) in G2. Afterwards, the vertex v is left isolated. Starting from the disjoint
union G1⊔G2, re-attaching H(v), and then deleting v, produces a graph denoted G1◦ρG2.
Its vertex set is V (G2) ⊔ V (G1) \ {v}. The orientation of G1 ◦ρ G2 is determined by
keeping all edge directions as in G1 and G2, and merging vertex orderings by putting the
vertices from G2 before those of G1; i.e. exploiting the isomorphism

detZV (G1) ⊗ detZV (G2) ∼= detZV (G1◦ρG2)

v ∧ w ⊗ w′ 7→ w′ ∧ w

where w ∈ detZV (G1)\{v} is any order of the remaining vertices from G1.
The sum over all such insertions yields a bilinear operation ◦ : GC3 ⊗ GC3 → GC3 with

G1 ◦G2 =
∑

v∈V (G1)

∑
ρ : H(v)→V (G2)

G1 ◦ρ G2.

This insertion is not associative, but it gives rise to the graded13 Lie bracket of GC3,

[G1, G2] = G1 ◦G2 − (−1)|G1|·|G2|G2 ◦G1.

In this combination, contributions from attachments G1 ◦ρ G2 where ρ(h) = v′ glues all
half-edges h ∈ H(v) to the same vertex v′ of G2, cancel with G2 ◦ρ G1 where ρ(h) = v
for all h ∈ H(v′). So to compute brackets, we only keep ρ that take at least 2 values.

Example 4.8. Let Y3 denote the triangular prism graph with the following orientation:

Y3 =
0

1

2

3

4

5 .

The dipole D3 and Y3 both have odd degree |Y3| = |D3| = −3, so their bracket is the sum
[Y3, D3] = Y3 ◦D3 +D3 ◦ Y3. Both graphs are vertex-transitive, so to compute D3 ◦ Y3
(first 5 terms below) and Y3 ◦D3 (last 2 terms below), it suffices to insert only into vertex
0, and then multiply by the number of vertices (2 respectively 6). Explicitly, this gives14

[Y3, D3] = 24×
0

1

2

3

4

56 + 144×
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

+ 72×
0

1

2

3

4

56

+ 36×
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

+ 72×
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

+ 12×

0

1

2

3

4

5

6
+ 24× 0

1

2

3

4

5

6 .

13with signs [x, y]+(−1)|x|·|y|[y, x] = 0 and (−1)|x|·|z|[x, [y, z]]+(−1)|y|·|x|[y, [z, x]]+(−1)|z|·|y|[z, [x, y]] = 0
14The terms from D3 ◦ Y3 where the three edges of D3 are re-attached to vertices like {1, 3, 5} of the

prism graph are missing because they have an odd automorphism and thus are 0 in GC3.
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Definition 4.9. The coboundary δ : GC3 −→ GC3 is the Lie bracket with an edge D1:

δG = 1
2
[
G, 0 1

]
.

Combinatorially, δ splits each vertex v of G in turn into two vertices {0, 1} = V (D1),
linked by an extra edge. Flipping the role of 0 and 1 in a bipartition H(v) = ρ−1(0)⊔ρ−1(1)
produces isomorphic attachments G ◦ρD1 ∼= G ◦1−ρD1, only one of which is counted due
the prefactor 1/2. New vertices of degree 2 or less are never created by δ (those appear
twice but with opposite signs) and so it restricts to a well-defined map on GC3.

The coboundary is homogeneous of bidegree (0,+1) in the grading (ℓ, k), and it turns
GC3 into a cochain complex (δ2 = 0). Thus the graph cohomology

H•(GC3) = ker δ
im δ

=
∏
ℓ,k

grℓHk(GC3)

is bigraded by loop number (ℓ) and degree (k). The triple (GC3, δ, [·, ·]) forms a differential
graded Lie algebra15 and so the graded Lie (super-)bracket descends to cohomology.

Example 4.10. Every connected 3-regular graph has degree k = −3 and is therefore a
cocycle (its coboundary has degree −2, where GC3 is zero). In small loop orders 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ 4,
the cohomology groups are supported in degree k = −3 and have rank one, see table 2.
They are generated by the classes of the theta graph D3 (ℓ = 2), the complete graph K4
(ℓ = 3), and the triangular prism Y3 (ℓ = 4). The Lie bracket of the classes of D3 and Y3
is a class in gr6H

−6(GC3), for which a representative is given in example 4.8.

4.3. Duality
From definitions 4.2 and 4.4 it is clear that GC3 is the linear dual of GC3. In order for
the operations ∂, δ,G/γ, ◦ recalled above to be exact duals of each other, we identify
GC3 ∼= Hom(GC3,Q) through the following pairing ⟨·, ·⟩ : GC3 ⊗ GC3 → Q.16

Definition 4.11. For any two oriented graphs G and G′, set

〈
G,G′〉 :=


|AutG| if G ∼ G′ and G ̸∼ 0,
−|AutG| if G ∼ −G′ and G ̸∼ 0,

0 otherwise.
(4.2)

In other words, ⟨G,G′⟩ = ⟨G′, G⟩ = ϵ|AutG| = ϵ|AutG′| where ϵ = ±1 if G and G′ are
isomorphic and don’t have any odd automorphisms, and ϵ = 0 otherwise.

15with our conventions, the graded Leibniz rule reads δ[x, y] = [x, δy] + (−1)|y|[δx, y]
16In [Wil15; Mor23], graphs have a fixed vertex set {1, . . . , n} and cochains GC3 are defined as invariants

for vertex permutations and coinvariants for edge reversals. Instead, we write cochains like the chains
GC3 [Kon93; CV03], i.e. as coinvariants (equivalence classes under oriented graph isomorphisms ∼)
with respect to vertex permutations and edge reversals. The factor of A = Aut(G) in ⟨·, ·⟩ thus comes
from identifying (GraA)∨ ∼= (Gra∨)A with (Gra∨)A, for Gra the span of labelled graphs.
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Here we denote AutG the group of automorphisms of the combinatorial half-edge
graph G, ignoring the orientation o of G = (G, o). Such an automorphism induces a
permutation of the vertices. For a simple graph G (no self-loops or multiedges), this
permutation determines the automorphism. In general, there is a short exact sequence

1→ KG → Aut(G)→ AutV (G)→ 1

of groups where AutV (G) ⊆ SV (G) is a subgroup of vertex permutations and the kernel
KG is generated by self-loop reversals and multiedge permutations. It has

|KG| =
(∏

v

dv! · 2dv

) ∏
v<w

(dvw!)

elements, where dv and dvw denote the number of self-loops at v and the number of edges
between two different vertices v and w, respectively.

Example 4.12. Dipole graphs Dm with m edges (example 4.3) have |Aut(Dm)| = m! · 2
automorphisms, where m! = d01! and 2 = |AutV (Dm)| = |{id, 0↔ 1}|.

Lemma 4.13. Given two oriented graphs G = (G, o) and G′ = (G′, o′), write φ : G ∼= G′

for isomorphisms of the (un-oriented) graphs G ∼= G′. Let sgnφ := (φ∗o)/o′ ∈ {1,−1}
denote the relative sign between the orientations. Then the sum over all isomorphisms is〈

G,G′〉 =
∑

φ : G∼=G′

sgnφ.

Proof. If G and G′ are not isomorphic, the sum is trivially zero. So assume there exists
at least one isomorphism φ, hence G ∼ (sgnφ)G′. The set of all isomorphisms is a torsor
over Aut(G). Since sgn(φ ◦ α) = (sgnφ)(sgnα), the sum thus equals

(sgnφ)
∑

α∈Aut(G)
sgnα = (sgnφ)

(
|Aut+(G)| − |Aut−(G)|

)

where Aut+ and Aut− denote the even and odd automorphisms. If G has an odd
automorphism β, then α 7→ α ◦ β gives a bijection Aut+(G) ↔ Aut−(G) and thus the
sum vanishes—in agreement with ⟨G,G′⟩ = 0 since G ∼ 0. If G has no odd automorphism,
then Aut+(G) = Aut(G) and so the sum reduces to the definition of ⟨G,G′⟩. ■

Theorem 4.14. For any three oriented graphs G1, G2, G, we have the identity

⟨G1 ◦G2, G⟩ =
∑
γ⊂G
⟨G2, γ⟩ ⟨G1, G/γ⟩

where the sum runs over all subgraphs γ of G.

Proof. Expanding both sides using lemma 4.13, the claimed identity has the form∑
(v,ρ,χ)∈L

sgnχ =
∑

(γ,φ,ψ)∈R
(sgnφ)(sgnψ).
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The left-hand side sums over the set L of triples consisting of a vertex v ∈ V (G1), a map
ρ : H(v)→ V (G2), and an isomorphism χ : G1 ◦ρG2 ∼= G. The right-hand side sums over
the set R of triples consisting of a subgraph γ ⊂ G, an isomorphism φ : G2 ∼= γ, and an
isomorphism ψ : G1 ∼= G/γ.

The sets L and R are in bijection: G2 is canonically a subgraph of G1 ◦ρ G2, and the
quotient is canonically isomorphic to (G1 ◦ρ G2)/G2 ∼= G1. So given (v, ρ, χ), we can set
γ = χ(G2), φ = χ|G2 , and ψ the induced isomorphism G1 ∼= χ(G1 ◦ρ G2)/χ(G2) = G/γ.
Conversely, given (γ, φ, ψ), we can recover the special vertex v = ψ−1(v∗); the vertices
in G incident to the half-edges at v∗ in G/γ determine ρ via φ, and we can glue φ, ψ,
and ρ into χ. Under this correspondence, sgnχ = (sgnφ)(sgnψ) by the definitions of
the orientations on G1 ◦ρ G2 (vertices of G2 come first) and γ ⊗G/γ (vertices of γ come
first). ■

Corollary 4.15. For any cochain Q ∈ GC3 and any chain G ∈ GC3, we have

⟨δQ,G⟩ = ⟨Q, ∂G⟩ .

Proof. Recall that |D1| = 2 for D1 = 0 1 . For oriented graphs Q and G,

⟨Q ◦D1, G⟩ =
∑

e∈E(G)
⟨D1, e⟩ ⟨Q,G/e⟩ = 2 ⟨Q, ∂G⟩

by theorem 4.14. Furthermore, ⟨D1 ◦Q,G⟩ = 0, as having a subgraph γ ⊂ G such that
G/γ ∼= D1 requires a 1-valent vertex in G. By definition 4.9, the claim follows. ■

Example 4.16. Consider the following graphs Q and G and their (co-)boundaries:

Q =
0

1 2

, δQ = 2×
0

1

2 3

+
0 1

2 3

,

G =
0

1

2 3

, ∂G = 6×
0

1 2

.

These graphs have |AutQ| = 8 and |AutG| = 24 automorphisms, so the identity reads

8 · 6 = ⟨Q, ∂G⟩ = ⟨δQ,G⟩ = 24 · 2.

Remark 4.17. The results of this subsection hold in all commutative graph complexes
GCd. For even d, the notion of orientation and hence the induced orientations on G1 ◦G2
and G/γ change, but the proof of theorem 4.14 persists verbatim. The contribution of
self-loops to Aut(G) was discussed specifically to clarify the case of even d.
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4.4. Orientations
In definition 4.1 we view orientations as equivalence classes of ways to direct edges and
order vertices. This convention from [Wil15] is convenient for computer calculations and
allows for simple indication of orientations in figures. To associate integrals of Pfaffian
forms to graphs, however, we interpret orientations through canonical isomorphisms

detZV (G) ⊗
⊗

e∈E(G)
detZH(e) ∼= detZE(G) ⊗ detH1(G) (4.3)

explained in [CV03, Proposition 1]. Recall that each edge e ∈ E(G) consists of two half-
edges H(e) = {e′, e′′}. The 1-simplex corresponding to e is oriented as e′ ∧ e′′ ∈ detZH(e)

or e′′ ∧ e′ = −e′ ∧ e′′ by ordering these half-edges. The group of 1-chains is thus

C1(G) =
⊕

e∈E(G)
detZH(e).

This group is non-canonically isomorphic to C1(G) ∼= ZE(G), by choosing a direction
(ordering of the two half-edges) for each edge to identify detZH(e) ∼= Z.

The cycle space is the subgroup H1(G) ⊆ C1(G) given by the kernel of the boundary
map ∂ : C1(G) → C0(G) = ZV (G). If v′ and v′′ denote the endpoints of the half-edges
e′ and e′′ of edge e, respectively, then ∂(e′ ∧ e′′) = v′′ − v′ (head minus tail). With the
augmentation map defined by ε(v) = 1 for every vertex v, we have the exact sequence

0 −→ H1(G) −→ C1(G) ∂−→ ZV (G) ε−→ Z −→ 0

for every connected graph. It implies detC1(G) ∼= detH1(G)⊗det(ker ε) and detZV (G) ∼=
det(ker ε), where we fix the latter as v1 ∧ . . .∧ vn 7→ (v2− v1)∧ (v3− v1)∧ . . .∧ (vn− v1).
The isomorphism (4.3) then arises from the canonical identification

detC1(G) ∼= detZE(G) ⊗
⊗

e∈E(G)
detZH(e).

Concretely, we can describe the isomorphism (4.3) for a connected graph G as follows:
Suppose that generators o of the left- and o′ of the right-hand sides of (4.3) are given as

o = v1 ∧ . . . ∧ vn ⊗
⊗
e

oe and o′ = e1 ∧ . . . ∧ em ⊗ C1 ∧ . . . ∧ Cℓ.

Here oe ∈ detZH(e) are edge directions and C1, . . . , Cℓ ∈ H1(G) are cycles forming a basis
of the cycle space. For each 2 ≤ i ≤ n, let Pi ∈ C1(G) denote a preimage of vi− v1 = ∂Pi,
e.g. the sum of edges of a directed path from v1 to vi. Since any two such paths differ
by a cycle, the element C1 ∧ . . . ∧ Cℓ ∧ P2 ∧ . . . ∧ Pn ∈ detC1(G) is independent of the
choices of Pi. This generator of detC1(G) is equal to (detA) · oe1 ∧ . . . ∧ oem , where

A =
(
C1 · · · Cℓ P2 · · · Pn

)
∈ GLm(Z)

denotes the square m×m matrix where 1-chains are written as column vectors, identifying
C1(G) ∼= Zm such that the ith row corresponds to oei ∈ C1(G). Thus (4.3) is the map

o 7→ (detA) · o′.
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Example 4.18. The orientation o = v0∧v1⊗
⊗

e oe of the dipoles D2i+1 from example 4.3
is given by directing all edges from vertex 0 towards vertex 1. That is, for every edge,
oe = e′ ∧ e′′ in terms of the half-edges e′ and e′′ at vertex 0 and vertex 1, respectively.

Pick any order of the m = 2i+ 1 edges, set Cj = oej − oem for 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ = 2i and let
o′ = e1 ∧ . . . ∧ em ⊗ C1 ∧ . . . ∧ Cℓ. Pick the path P = oem from v0 to v1. Then clearly

C1 ∧ . . . ∧ Cℓ ∧ P = oe1 ∧ . . . ∧ oem

and thus o′ ∈ detZE(D2i+1) ⊗ detH1(D2i+1) corresponds to o under (4.3). For the theta
graph, this cycle basis and the corresponding matrix (with detA = 1) look like

D3 = 0 1

C1

C2

1

2

3 and A =
(
C1 C2 P

)
=

 1 0 0
0 1 0
−1 −1 1

 .

5. Pfaffian forms on graphs
Throughout, let G denote a graph with n vertices and m edges, E = {e1, . . . , em}. To
each edge, we associate a coordinate xe of the projective space P(RE) ∼= RPm−1. The
positive part of this projective space is an open simplex, which we denote

σG = σm = {[xe1 : · · · : xem ] with all xe > 0} ⊂ P(RE).

Its closure σG ⊂ P(RE) is a compact manifold with corners. Facets σG∩{xe = 0} ∼= σG/e
can be identified with closed simplices of quotient graphs. To fix the fundamental class

[σG] ∈ Hm−1
(
P(RE),

⋃
e∈E
{xe = 0};Z

)
,

we orient the simplex σG using the (m− 1)-form on the positive orthant RE+ given by

Ωm =
m∑
e=1

(−1)e−1xedx1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxe−1 ∧ dxe+1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxm. (5.1)

This form pulls back as Ωm 7→ λmΩm under the action x 7→ λx of R+ on Rm+ . Thus Ωm

induces a well-defined orientation on σm = Rm+/R+. In the affine chart x1 = 1 of RPm−1,
the frame ∂2 ∧ . . . ∧ ∂m of the coordinate vector fields is thus positively oriented on σm.

Every permutation α of the edges acts on RE by a linear automorphism such that

α∗Ωm = (sgnα)Ωm. (5.2)

Therefore, in particular, the automorphisms of G act on the fundamental class [σG] via
the sign of the corresponding edge permutation.
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5.1. The dual graph Laplacian
To define differential forms on a graph simplex σG, we map the simplex to the space of
positive definite matrices (actually, a quotient of the latter), as follows.

The combinatorial structure of a graph can be encoded by the boundary map

∂ : C1(G) ∼= ZE → ZV , e 7→ head(e)− tail(e)

of the underlying simplicial complex, sending each edge e ∈ E to the difference of its
endpoints.17 The kernel of this map is the cycle space H1(G) of G. This abelian group is
free with rank ℓ = m− n+ 1, the loop number. An isomorphism

H1(G) ∼= Zℓ

amounts to an integer m× ℓ matrix C = (C1, . . . , Cℓ) whose columns Ci ∈ ZE constitute
an ordered basis of the cycle space.

Definition 5.1. Let D denote the m×m diagonal matrix with diagonal entries x1, . . . , xm.
The dual Laplacian18 matrix of a graph G, with respect to a basis C = (C1, . . . , Cℓ) of
the cycle space H1(G), is the symmetric ℓ× ℓ matrix

ΛC := C⊺DC.

More invariantly, the dual Laplacian is the symmetric bilinear form on H1(G) defined
by (a, b) =

∑m
e=1 xeaebe for a, b ∈ H1(G) ⊆ ZE . In the basis C, this form is represented

by the matrix ΛC . Any other basis C′ has the form C′ = CP for some invertible matrix
P ∈ GLℓ(Z), so the dual Laplacian matrix of a graph is defined up to conjugation:

ΛC′ = P ⊺ΛCP. (5.3)

The entries of the matrix ΛC are linear functions of the variables x ∈ RE , thus the
matrix can be interpreted as a function from RE to the space of symmetric matrices. If all
coordinates xe are positive, then the dual Laplacian form is positive definite. Therefore,
a cycle basis C gives rise to a smooth map

ΛC : RE+ −→ Pℓ

to the space Pℓ of positive definite symmetric ℓ× ℓ matrices. Under this map, a scaling
x 7→ λx by λ ∈ R+ amounts to ΛC 7→ λΛC = g⊺ΛCg where g =

√
λ is a multiple of the

identity matrix. Thus, the above map descends to a smooth map

[ΛC ] : σG −→ LPℓ = Pℓ/R×

of the open simplex σG ⊂ P(RE) to the link of Pℓ. This link, LPℓ, is the quotient of the
symmetric space Pℓ = GLℓ(R)/Oℓ(R) by the action of the central subgroup R× ⊂ GLℓ(R)
consisting of scalar multiples of the identity matrix.
17The identification C1(G) ∼= ZE depends on a choice of direction of each edge, i.e. picking which of the

endpoints is called head and tail (see section 4.4).
18In graph theory, the Laplacian matrix refers to a similar matrix, where C is replaced by the edge-vertex

incidence matrix. We hence refer to ΛC as the dual Laplacian. This terminology is reversed in [Bro21].
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Definition 5.2. The Symanzik polynomial ΨG of a graph G is the homogeneous
degree ℓ polynomial in (xe)e∈E given by the determinant of any dual Laplacian matrix:

ΨG := det ΛC .

Since detP = detP ⊺ = ±1 in (5.3), this determinant is indeed independent of the
choice of cycle basis C. By [BEK06, Proposition 2.2], if G is connected, then

ΨG =
∑
T

∏
e/∈T

xe

is a sum over all spanning trees T of G. Since every connected graph has a spanning
tree, ΨG takes positive values on x ∈ RE+. In particular, ΨG is not the zero polynomial.

Remark 5.3. If G has several connected components G = G1 ⊔ . . . ⊔Gr, then H1(G) =
H1(G1)⊕ . . .⊕H1(Gr). Thus ΛC is block diagonal such that ΨG = ΨG1 · · ·ΨGr ̸= 0.

5.2. Differential forms associated to graphs
Pulling back invariant forms along the map [ΛC] : σG −→ LPℓ induced by the dual
Laplacian, we obtain differential forms on the graph simplex. We denote these pullbacks
as ϕΛC := [ΛC]∗(ϕ) and β4i+1

ΛC
:= [ΛC]∗(β4i+1), for the Pfaffian and primitive canonical

forms, respectively. Whenever ℓ is odd, recall that we set ϕ = 0.

Definition 5.4. For a graph G with ℓ loops, and any positive integer i, we have smooth
closed differential forms on the open simplex σG ⊂ P(RE), of degrees ℓ and 4i+1, denoted

ϕG := ϕΛC ∈ Ωℓ(σG) and ω4i+1
G := β4i+1

ΛC
∈ Ω4i+1(σG).

Since β4i+1
X is GLℓ(R) invariant, it follows from (5.3) that ω4i+1

G is independent of the
chosen cycle basis C = (C1, . . . , Cℓ). The Pfaffian ϕG is only determined up to a sign: for
another cycle basis C′ = (C ′

1, . . . , C
′
ℓ)P with P ∈ GLℓ(Z), lemma 2.2 (iii) shows that

ϕΛC′ = ϕΛC · detP = ±ϕΛC (5.4)

where the ratio detP = C ′
1 ∧ . . . ∧ C ′

ℓ/C1 ∧ . . . ∧ Cℓ = ±1 in detH1(G) compares the
orientations of both cycle bases. This sign will be fixed later and is in fact crucial to
define integrals associated to oriented graphs, i.e. elements of GC3, in definition 6.1.

It follows from (2.12) and (2.13) that ϕG and ω4i+1
G are polynomial forms in xe and

dxe, divided by Ψ(ℓ+1)/2 and Ψi+1, respectively.
As an example, for all odd-fold multiedges (even loop order dipole graphs) we obtain:

Lemma 5.5. For any i ≥ 1, consider the dipole graph D2i+1 with edges {1, . . . , 2i+ 1}
directed from vertex 0 to vertex 1. For the cycle basis C = (e1 − e2i+1, . . . , e2i − e2i+1),

ϕD2i+1 = (−1)i (2i)!
2i · i!

(x1 · · ·x2i+1)i−1Ω2i+1
Ψi+1/2 (5.5)

with the 2i-form Ω2i+1 from (5.1) and the Symanzik polynomial Ψ =
∑2i+1
a=1

∏
b ̸=a xb.
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Proof. As any two cycles in this basis intersect only in edge 2i+ 1, the dual Laplacian
2i× 2i matrix Λ = ΛC has entries Λa,b = x2i+1 + xaδa,b. Apply lemma 2.4. ■

Combining the Pfaffian and canonical forms, we obtain a host of closed smooth
differential forms ϕG ∧ ωG on simplices. As the Pfaffian vanishes for odd-dimensional
matrices, these forms are only interesting for graphs G with even loop number ℓ.

Lemma 5.6. Given a graph G and any canonical form ω ∈ Ω•
can, fix any cycle basis C

and let ϕG = ϕΛC and ωG = ωΛC denote the corresponding forms. We have the properties:

(i) Automorphism. Let α be any automorphism of G and denote by α∗ the pullback
under the corresponding edge permutation: α∗(xe) = xα(e). Then there exists a
matrix P ∈ GLℓ(Z) such that α∗ΛC = P ⊺ΛCP , and with such a matrix, we have

ϕG ∧ ωG = detP · α∗ (ϕG ∧ ωG) . (5.6)

(ii) Contraction. Let e be an edge that is not a self-loop. Then H1(G) ∼= H1(G/e) are
canonically isomorphic, so C determines a cycle basis C/e of G/e. Set ϕG/e = ϕΛC/e

.
Then restriction to the hyperplane {xe = 0} can be identified with edge contraction:

(ϕG ∧ ωG)
∣∣
xe=0 = ϕG/e ∧ ωG/e.

(iii) Series. Let G′ be the graph obtained from G by subdividing an edge e (with a new
two-valent vertex) into edges e′ and e′′. Denote se : RE′

+ → RE+ the map y = se(x)
such that ye = xe′ + xe′′ and yi = xi for i ̸= e. Replace each occurrence of e in C
by the path e′e′′, to obtain a cycle basis C′ of G′. Set ϕG′ = ϕΛC′ . Then

ϕG′ ∧ ωG′ = s∗
e (ϕG ∧ ωG) .

(iv) Components. Suppose that the edges of G can be partitioned into two subgraphs
G1, G2 such that G1 and G2 have at most one vertex in common. Let ∆ω =∑

(ω) ω
(1) ⊗ ω(2) denote the coproduct from section 2.3. Then

ϕG ∧ ωG =
∑
(ω)

(
ϕG1 ∧ ω

(1)
G1

)
∧
(
ϕG2 ∧ ω

(2)
G2

)
. (5.7)

Proof. By [Bro21, §6.2,6.3], the canonical forms ωG themselves satisfy ωG = α∗(ωG),
ωG|xe=0 = ωG/e, s∗

e(ωG) = ωG′ , and, for primitive forms, ω4i+1
G = ω4i+1

G1
+ ω4i+1

G2
. It

remains only to establish the corresponding relations for the Pfaffian form ϕG:
Every automorphism of G induces an automorphism of the cycle space H1(G), hence

the matrix P exists. Then (5.6) follows from (5.4).
Cycles of G become cycles of G/e by removing all occurrences of e, thus ΛC/e = ΛC |xe=0

and therefore ϕG|xe=0 = ϕG/e.
Subdividing an edge yields a canonical isomorphism H1(G) ∼= H1(G′), replacing e by

the path e′e′′. Thus for the induced cycle basis, ΛC′ = s∗
eΛC and we get ϕG′ = s∗

eϕG.
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G =

w
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G1 G2 G′ =

w

v

G1 G2

Figure 2: A Whitney flip of a graph.

When two graphs G1, G2 share at most one vertex, then the cycle space of G = G1∪G2
is canonically a direct sum H1(G) = H1(G1)⊕H1(G2). We can choose cycle bases Ci of Gi
such that (C1, C2) defines the same orientation of H1(G) as C. Then P ⊺ΛCP = ΛC1 ⊕ ΛC2

for a matrix P with detP = 1. The identity ω4i+1
G = ω4i+1

G1
+ ω4i+1

G2
generalizes to

polynomials in primitive forms by the very definition of the coproduct (see section 2.3) as

ωG =
∑
(ω)

ω
(1)
G1
∧ ω(2)

G2
.

Since lemma 2.2 (v) implies ϕG = ϕG1 ∧ ϕG2 , the claimed relation follows. ■

A connected graph is biconnected if every pair of distinct edges is contained in a cycle
without repeated vertices. A biconnected component is an edge-maximal biconnected
subgraph. Each edge belongs to exactly one biconnected component. Any two biconnected
components have at most one vertex in common (such a vertex is called a cut vertex).

Corollary 5.7. If G has a biconnected component with odd loop number, then ϕG = 0.

Proof. LetG1, . . . , Gc denote the biconnected components of G. Then ϕG = ϕG1∧. . .∧ϕGc

by (5.7) and induction. If any Gi has odd loop number, then ϕGi = 0 and so ϕG = 0. ■

5.3. Whitney flip
Two graphs may give rise to the same dual Laplacian, and hence the same Pfaffian (and
canonical) forms, even if they are not isomorphic. It suffices that they are 2-isomorphic,
that is, their edges can be identified in such a way that cycles are mapped to cycles
and vice versa.19 For example, a graph G = G1 ⊔G2 with two connected components
is 2-isomorphic to any graph G′ obtained from G by identifying a vertex in G1 with a
vertex in G2. In this case, the cycle spaces of G and G′ are both canonically identified
with H1(G1)⊕H1(G2). This was exploited in lemma 5.6 (iv).

Whitney showed in [Whi33] that all 2-isomorphisms can be explained with the help
of only one further transformation of graphs. This Whitney flip or Whitney switch is
illustrated in fig. 2: Suppose that G = G1 ∪G2 is a union of two subgraphs which have
only 2 vertices {v, w} = V (G1) ∩ V (G2) in common. Then the Whitney flip of G with
respect to this bipartition E(G) = E(G1) ⊔ E(G2) is the graph G′ obtained from G by
re-attaching all half-edges in G2 at v to w and vice-versa.
19In matroid terms, two graphs are 2-isomorphic precisely when their cycle matroids are isomorphic.

46



Since the edges and in fact the half-edges of G and G′ are by construction in natural
bijection, their 1-chains C1(G) = C1(G1)⊕ C1(G2) = C1(G′) are canonically identified.
This identification itself does not constitute a 2-isomorphism. For example, a cycle
C = P1 + P2 ∈ H1(G) consisting of a path P1 in G1 from v to w, and a path P2 in G2
from w to v, becomes a sum of two paths from v to w in G′ so that C /∈ H1(G′).

Lemma 5.8. Let G′ be the Whitney flip of G = G1 ∪G2. Define a group homomorphism
φ : C1(G)→ C1(G′) as the identity on C1(G1) and minus the identity on C1(G2), so that

C1(G) ⊃ detZH(e) ∋ e′ ∧ e′′ 7→
{
e′ ∧ e′′ if e belongs to G1,
e′′ ∧ e′ if e belongs to G2.

Then φ is a 2-isomorphism and thus maps cycle bases C = (C1, . . . , Cℓ) of G to cycle bases
C′ = (φ(C1), . . . , φ(Cℓ)) of G′. The respective Pfaffian forms ϕG = ϕΛC and ϕG′ = ϕΛC′

are equal, and for any canonical form ω, we have

ϕG ∧ ωG = ϕG′ ∧ ωG′ . (5.8)

Proof. Consider a cycle basis C = (C1, C2, P1 + P2) of G consisting of a cycle basis C1 of
G1, a cycle basis C2 of G2 and a cycle P1 + P2 built from a path P1 from v and w in G1
and a path P2 from w to v in G2. Then C′ = (C1,−C2, P1 − P2), where −C2 traverses the
cycles in C2 in reverse, and P1 − P2 is indeed a cycle of G′. Hence C′ is a cycle basis of
G′, which shows that φ is a 2-isomorphism.

Now choose any edge directions to identify C1(G) = C1(G′) ∼= ZE(G1) ⊕ ZE(G2). Then
φ is represented by the diagonal matrix P = Im1 ⊕−Im2 where Imi is an identity matrix
block of size mi = |E(Gi)|. Therefore C′ = PC and the dual Laplacians

ΛC′ = C⊺P ⊺ · D · PC = ΛC

are identical, since the diagonal matrices D and P = P ⊺ = P−1 commute. ■

By definition, any 2-isomorphism φ of graphs G and G′ induces isomorphisms E(G) ∼=
E(G′) and H1(G) ∼= H1(G′). It therefore also determines an identification

φ∗ : detZE(G) ⊗ detH1(G) ∼= detZE(G′) ⊗ detH1(G′)

such that e1 ∧ . . . ∧ em ⊗ C1 ∧ . . . ∧ Cℓ 7→ φ(e1) ∧ . . . ∧ φ(em) ⊗ φ(C1) ∧ . . . ∧ φ(Cℓ).
Following section 4.4, this means we can lift 2-isomorphisms to oriented graphs.

Definition 5.9. Let (G, o) be a connected oriented graph with even loop number let G′

denote a Whitney flip of G with respect to some edge disjoint decomposition G = G1 ∪G2.
The oriented Whitney flip of (G, o) with respect to G = G1 ∪ G2 is the oriented

graph (G′, o′), where o′ = φ∗o for the 2-isomorphism φ from lemma 5.8.

Remark 5.10. The Whitney flip is not exactly symmetric under G1 ↔ G2. Let G′′ denote
the Whitney flip with the roles of G1 and G2 swapped, and call ψ : C1(G) ∼= C1(G′′) the
corresponding 2-isomorphism: the identity on C1(G2) and minus the identity on C1(G1).
Then G′ ∼= G′′ are not identical but only isomorphic (need to swap vertices v ↔ w). Since
ψ = −φ, note ψ∗ = (−1)ℓ(G)φ∗. An even loop number therefore ensures that the oriented
Whitney flips (G′, φ∗o) ∼ (G′′, ψ∗o) are equivalent in GC3 via the automorphism ψ ◦ φ−1.
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Figure 3: A graph G that is isomorphic to its Whitney flip G′ along the cut {1, 2}.

Lemma 5.11. If we write the orientation o = oV ⊗
⊗

e oe in terms of a vertex order
oV = v1 ∧ . . . ∧ vn ∈ detZV (G) and edge directions oe ∈ detZH(e) as in definition 4.1,
then the orientation of the Whitney flip is o′ = (−1)ℓ(G2)+1oV ⊗

⊗
e oe.

Proof. Consider a cycle basis C = (C1, C2, P1 + P2) of G and C′ = (C1,−C2, P1 − P2) for
G′ as in the proof of lemma 5.8. Let oV = v ∧ w ∧ oV1 ∧ oV2 where oVi is any ordering of
the vertices of Gi \ {v, w}. Then by section 4.4, oV ⊗

⊗
e oe = (detA) · o where

A =
(
C1 C2 P1 + P2 Pw Q1 Q2

)
for any path Pw from v to w and Qi denoting matrices of paths from v to the vertices in
Gi \ {v, w}, in the order of oVi . We are free to choose Pw = P1 and we may assume that
the paths in Qi are entirely contained in Gi.

For o′ the isomorphism from section 4.4 gives oV ⊗
⊗

e oe = (detA′) · o′ for the matrix

A′ =
(
C1 −C2 P1 − P2 P1 Q1 Q′

2

)
where Q′

2 denotes the matrix obtained by adding P1 to every column of Q2 (in G′, paths
from Q2 originate at vertex w, not v). We conclude that detA′ = (−1)ℓ(G2)+1(detA). ■

Example 5.12. The graph G denoted G244 in table 3 is illustrated in fig. 3, together
with its Whitney flip G′ taking G2 to be the subgraph induced by vertices {0, 1, 2}. Since
ℓ(G2) + 1 = 2, lemma 5.11 shows that with the orientations (edge directions and vertex
ordering) as drawn, G′ is the oriented Whitney flip of G.

In this example, the flip G′ happens to be isomorphic to G itself, by swapping the
vertices 1↔ 2 and 4↔ 5. This isomorphism reverses the edge 4→ 5, so that G′ = −G
in GC3. We thus say that G has an odd Whitney flip to itself.

5.4. Vanishing
The above graph-theoretic identities imply that under certain conditions, forms ϕG ∧ ωG
on the simplex σG that have top degree (equal to dim σG = m− 1) necessarily vanish:

Lemma 5.13. Let G be a graph with m edges, even loop number ℓ, and no isolated
vertices. Let ω ∈ Ωm−ℓ−1

can . Then ϕG ∧ ωG = 0 if any of the following hold:

(i) G has a self-loop

(ii) G is disconnected, or G has a vertex whose deletion disconnects G
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(iii) G has a 2-valent vertex

(iv) G has a 2-edge cut (two edges whose deletion disconnects G)

(v) G has degree k = |G| > −3 and is not the single edge (G ̸∼= D1)

Note the second part of (ii) includes graphs G ̸∼= D1 with bridges and 1-valent vertices.

Proof. First note that the form ϕG ∧ ωG has degree m− 1.
Case (i) is immediate from corollary 5.7 (every self-loop is a biconnected component).
For case (ii), suppose that G = G1 ∪G2 is the union of two subgraphs sharing at most

one vertex. Then ℓ(G) = ℓ(G1) + ℓ(G2), and the edge partition gives m = m1 + m2
when Gi has mi edges. Expand ϕG ∧ ωG as in (5.7) and let di denote the degrees of
ω

(i)
Gi
∈ Ω•

can. Since ϕGi ∧ ω
(i)
Gi

is a projective holomorphic form of degree ℓ(Gi) + di in mi

variables, we must have di ≤ mi − ℓ(Gi)− 1 or else this form is trivially zero. But since
d1 + d2 = |ω| = m− ℓ− 1, both inequalities cannot hold simultaneously, and therefore
every summand of ϕG ∧ ωG in (5.7) is zero.

For case (iii), let G′ be the graph such that G is obtained from G′ by subdividing the
edge e. By lemma 5.6 (iii), ϕG ∧ ωG = s∗

e (ϕG′ ∧ ωG′) is the pullback of the projective
form ϕG′ ∧ ωG′ of degree m− 1 in m− 1 variables, which must thus be zero.

For case (iv), suppose G has a 2-edge cut given by edges {e, f}. Pick an endpoint
of e and an endpoint of f , say vertices {v, w}, such that they lie in different connected
components of G\{e, f}. In particular {v, w} is a 2-vertex cut of G and taking a Whitney
flip with respect to this cut gives a graph G′ with a two-valent vertex adjacent to {e, f}.
By lemma 5.8, ϕG ∧ ωG = ϕG′ ∧ ωG′ , which then vanishes by (iii).

For (v) we use (ii) to assume connectedness so that ℓ = m− n+ 1 for n the number of
vertices in G. Then |G| = 3n− 2m− 3 so the bound follows from the inequality 2m ≥ 3n
due to each vertex having valence 3 or more. Indeed, (iii) forbids 2-valent vertices, and
by (ii) a 1-valent vertex is only possible if its neighbour is also 1-valent, i.e. G ∼= D1. ■

Remark 5.14. It was shown in [CGV05] that the quotient of GC3 by graphs with 1-vertex
cuts is quasi-isomorphic to GC3.20 Property (ii) above ensures that canonical integrals
factor through this quotient. Hence, in order to compute the pairing between a cohomology
class represented by a canonical integral, and a homology class, it suffices to know a
representative of the homology class only modulo graphs with cut-vertices.

6. Canonical integrals on the odd graph complex
In this section we integrate Pfaffian forms to define a bilinear pairing

GC3 ⊗ Ω•
can −→ R, (X,ω) 7→ IX(ω).

20Dually, GC3 is quasi-isomorphic to the subcomplex of GC3 spanned by biconnected graphs [Wil15,
Appendix F], i.e. graphs without cut-vertices (also called “one-vertex irreducible” (1VI) graphs).
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For each canonical form ω ∈ Ω•
can, we can interpret the linear function

I(ω) : GC3 −→ R, X 7→ IX(ω) (6.1)

as an element of the cochain complex GC3 ⊗̂R = Hom(GC3,R) via (4.2). In suitable loop
orders, these cochains are closed, due to Stokes’ theorem, hence we obtain cohomology
classes of the odd graph complex. We prove the convergence (theorem 1.3) and Stokes’
relations (theorem 1.4) in section 6.1 and section 6.2, respectively. The vanishing
(lemma 1.5) and cocycles (corollary 1.6) are discussed in section 6.3, and the proof of the
non-triviality of the class defined by I(β5) (theorem 1.7) is given in section 6.4.

Definition 6.1. Given an oriented graph (G, o) ∈ GC3 with edges E = {1, . . . ,m} and ℓ
loops, pick any cycle basis C = (C1, . . . , Cℓ) such that o = e1 ∧ . . . ∧ em ⊗C1 ∧ . . . ∧Cℓ in
detZE ⊗ detH1(G). Then for any canonical form ω, we set (with ϕG = ϕΛC )

I(G,o)(ω) := 1
(−2π)ℓ/2

∫
σG

ϕG ∧ ωG. (6.2)

To justify this definition, we will show in theorem 6.7 that the integrals (6.2) are
absolutely convergent. Furthermore, note that if α is an automorphism of G, then by
pulling back the integration variables under the corresponding edge permutation, we have

I(G,o′)(ω) =
∫

(sgnα)σG

(detP )ϕG ∧ ωG = o′

o
I(G,o)(ω)

due to (5.2) and (5.6). Here sgnα and detP denote the action of α on the orientations of
edges detZE , and cycles detH1(G), respectively, so that o′ = o · (sgnα) ·detP . Therefore,
I(ω) is indeed well-defined as a function on the graph complex GC3.

In the simplest case ω = 1, we can compute the integrals for all graphs explicitly:

Example 6.2. For dipole graphs D2i+1 with even loop number (oriented as in exam-
ple 4.18), the integral of the Pfaffian form is absolutely convergent and evaluates to

ID2i+1(1) = 1
(−2π)i

∫
σD2i+1

ϕD2i+1 = 1. (6.3)

Proof. By example 4.18, the dipole orientation is represented by the edge ordering
e1 ∧ . . . ∧ e2i+1 and the cycle basis from lemma 5.5. Hence, apart from the factor
(−1)i(2i)!/(2i · i!) = (−1)i · 1 · 3 · · · (2i− 1) in front of (5.5), the integral is∫

σ2i+1

(x1 · · ·x2i+1)i−1Ω2i+1
Ψi+1/2 =

∫
σ2i+1

(x1 · · ·x2i+1)−1/2Ω2i+1
(x1 + · · ·+ x2i+1)i+1/2

by changing variables xe 7→ 1/xe. In the chart x1 + . . . + x2i+1 = 1 we get Ω2i+1 =
dx1 ∧ . . . ∧ dx2i and the integral becomes the beta function of several variables,∫

x1,...,x2i>0
x1+...+x2i<1

dx1 · · · dx2i√
x1 · · ·x2i(1− x1 − . . .− x2i)

= Γ(1/2)2i+1

Γ(i+ 1/2) = (2π)i

1 · 3 · · · (2i− 1)

which combines with the factor (−1)i · 1 · 3 · · · (2i− 1) as claimed. ■
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Corollary 6.3. For every oriented graph G, the integral IG(1) is absolutely convergent.
For all X ∈ GC3, we have IX(1) = ⟨X,m⟩, where m ∈ GC3 denotes the cochain

m :=
∞∑
i=1

D2i+1
2 · (2i+ 1)! . (6.4)

In other words, IG(1) = 0 unless G is isomorphic to a dipole with even loop number,
in which case IG(1) = ±1 depending on the orientation of G.

Proof. The degree of ϕG is the loop number ℓ, and the dimension of σG is one less than
the edge number m. Thus the integral is trivially zero if m ̸= ℓ+ 1 or if ℓ is odd. The
integrand also vanishes by lemma 5.13 if G is disconnected or has a self-loop. The only
remaining graphs have m − ℓ + 1 = 2 vertices and are thus dipoles (with even loop
number). The normalization is given by example 6.2 and |Aut(D2i+1)| = 2 · (2i+ 1)!. ■

More generally, for a canonical form ω ∈ Ωd
can of degree d and a connected graph G

with n vertices, m edges and ℓ = m − n + 1 loops, the integrand ϕG ∧ ωG has degree
ℓ+ d. This is equal to the dimension m− 1 of the simplex σG only if n = d+ 2.

Corollary 6.4. Let G be an oriented graph with ℓ loops and n vertices, and let ω ∈ Ωd
can

be a canonical form of degree d. Then IG(ω) = 0 if n ̸= d+ 2, or if G satisfies any of the
conditions in lemma 5.13, or if G has an odd automorphism.

Remark 6.5. By lemma 5.8 we also have IG(ω) = 0 whenever G is isomorphic to an odd
Whitney flip of itself, or when G has a Whitney flip to a graph with an odd automorphism.

The vanishing of these integrals does not imply the vanishing of the integrands ϕG∧ωG.
Indeed, for G = G244 from example 5.12, the odd flip to itself explains why τ1(G244) =

IG(β5) = 0 in table 3. The integrand ϕG ∧ ω5
G of τ1(G244), however, is non-zero. In the

form (A.1), it has numerator QG = 10(x1 + x2)(x9 − x8)(x10 + x11).
Similarly, the graph G97 in table 3 has a Whitney flip to a graph with an odd automor-

phism, which explains why τ1(G97) = 0. Its integrand, however, again is non-zero.

Corollary 6.6. For a homogeneous form ω, the cochain I(ω) is supported on graphs
whose GC3-degree is related to the loop number by |G| = 1 + |ω| − 2ℓ(G). Therefore, the
relative signs in the Lie bracket of two such cochains are determined by the forms alone:[

I(ω′), I(ω′′)
]

= I(ω′) ◦ I(ω′′)− (−1)(1+|ω′|)(1+|ω′′|)I(ω′′) ◦ I(ω′). (6.5)

6.1. Compactification
The forms ϕG ∧ ωG are smooth on the open simplex σG ⊂ P(RE), but they can diverge
on its boundary ∂σG = {x1 · · ·xm = 0} in P(RE), because this boundary intersects the
polar locus where ΨG = 0: For any subset of edges γ ⊂ E, the linear subspace

Lγ :=
⋂
e∈γ
{xe = 0} ⊂ P(RE)
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is entirely contained in {ΨG = 0} whenever ℓ(γ) > 0, i.e. when the subgraph γ contains a
loop. Therefore, the forms ϕG ∧ωG do not extend to smooth forms on the closed simplex
σG, and hence the convergence of the integrals (6.2) is not obvious.

Following [BEK06], we associate to a graph G with edges E an iterated blowup

π : PG → P(RE)

of the arrangement of linear subspaces Lγ indexed by the bridgeless subgraphs γ ⊂ E.
Bridgeless means that ℓ(γ \ {e}) < ℓ(γ) for every edge e ∈ γ; in other words, every edge
of γ lies in a cycle of γ. Note that bridgeless subgraphs are not necessarily connected.

The exceptional divisors Dγ ⊂ PG of these blowups, together with the strict transforms
De of the coordinate hyperplanes {xe = 0} ⊂ PE−1, form a divisor D ⊂ PG:

D =
⋃

γ bridgeless
Dγ ∪

⋃
e∈E

De.

This divisor has simple normal crossings. There are canonical isomorphisms

Dγ
∼= P γ × PG//γ

where G//γ denotes the graph obtained from G by contracting each connected component
of γ to a single vertex (so if γ is a connected graph, then G//γ = G/γ). This also applies
to single edges γ = {e}, in which case P γ is a point, so that De

∼= PG/e.
The closure of the preimage of the simplex is a compact manifold with corners

σ̃G = π−1(σG) ⊂ PG, (6.6)

called the Feynman polytope in [Bro17]. The facets of its boundary ∂σ̃G ⊂ D are in
bijection with the irreducible components of D. The facet in Dγ ∼= P γ × PG//γ is

∂σ̃G ∩Dγ = σ̃G ∩Dγ
∼= σ̃γ × σ̃G//γ (6.7)

for every γ that is bridgeless. This identity also holds for single edges γ = {e}, since then
the factor σ̃γ is a point and indeed we have a canonical isomorphism ∂σ̃G ∩De = σ̃G/e.

Theorem 6.7. The integral (6.2) converges absolutely for any graph G and any ω ∈ Ω•
can.

Proof. It was shown in [Bro21, §7.3] that the pullback π∗(ωG) of a canonical form extends
smoothly over the boundary of the polytope σ̃G. However, this is not the case for π∗(ϕG),
which develops (integrable) square-root singularities on ∂σ̃G.

We thus change coordinates to the square-roots of edge lengths, by the covering map

q : P(Rm)→ P(Rm), [x1 : · · · : xm] 7→ [x2
1 : · · · : x2

m].

Let ϕ̃G = π∗(q∗ϕG) and ω̃G = π∗(q∗ωG) denote the pullbacks to the blowup PG. We
claim that they extend smoothly over the boundary of the compact polytope σ̃G. This
implies the absolute convergence of

∫
σ̃G
ϕ̃G∧ ω̃G, which thus equals the improper integrals∫

σ̃G\∂σ̃G

ϕ̃G ∧ ω̃G =
∫
σG

ϕG ∧ ωG
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since the change of coordinates q ◦ π restricts to a diffeomorphism of the interior of the
polytope with the open simplex: σ̃G \ ∂σ̃G ∼= σG.

To establish smoothness near a facet ∂σ̃G ∩Dγ , consider coordinates on PG given by

xe =
{
λye if e ∈ γ,
ze else,

(6.8)

such that Dγ = {λ = 0}. By the exact sequence 0→ H1(γ)→ H1(G)→ H1(G//γ)→ 0,
every cycle basis C = (C′, C′′) of G that begins with a cycle basis C′ of γ determines a
cycle basis of G//γ, which we denote C′′//γ, by forgetting from C′′ all rows corresponding
to edges in γ. In such a basis C, the dual Laplacian of G has the block form

ΛC(x) =
(
λA λB
λB⊺ C

)

where A = ΛC′(y) is a dual Laplacian of γ, and C ≡ ΛC′′//γ(z) mod λ becomes the dual
Laplacian of the quotient graph G//γ on Dγ . Note that example 2.6 shows that π∗ϕG
can indeed have singularities of the form (dλ)/

√
λ = 2d(

√
λ) on Dγ .

These singularities disappear by considering the blowup PG → P(RE) not on the space
of edge lengths xe, but rather on the space of their square-roots. Indeed, by lemma 2.7,

q∗ΛC(x) =
(
λ2q∗A λ2q∗B
λ2q∗B⊺ q∗C

)

is smooth at λ = 0. Thus q∗ϕG extends smoothly to the interior of the facet ∂σ̃G ∩Dγ .
Since D has normal crossings, this already implies that q∗ϕG extends smoothly over the
entire boundary of σ̃G, i.e. also over faces of higher codimension. Here we use that σ̃G
does not meet the strict transform of the polar locus {ΨG = 0}, see [Bro17, Theorem 6.7].

In more detail, for any chain ∅ ≠ γ1 ⊊ . . . ⊊ γr ⊊ γr+1 = G of bridgeless subgraphs, σ̃G
has a face of codimension r, contained in Dγ1 ∩ . . . ∩Dγr

∼= P γ1 × P γ2//γ1 × · · · × PG//γr .
This face is visible in the chart of the iterated blowup PG defined by

xe = λi · · ·λrye for e ∈ γi \ γi−1.

In this chart, Dγi = {λi = 0} for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r. The denominator of q∗ϕG becomes

q∗√ΨG = λ
ℓ(γ1)
1 · · ·λℓ(γr)

r · q∗
√

Ψγ1(y)Ψγ2//γ1(y) · · ·ΨG//γr
(y) +R(λ, y)

where the polynomial R has positive coefficients (recall definition 5.2) and vanishes if any
λi = 0. Singularities of q∗ϕG on the interior (all ye > 0) of the face σ̃G ∩Dγ1 ∩ . . . ∩Dγr

could therefore only arise from poles in λi. The earlier discussion of facets shows that
such poles are absent for each i.

For the smoothness of ω̃G, it suffices to consider the primitive generators ω = β4i+1

of the algebra Ω•
can. The smoothness of π∗(q∗β4i+1

G ) on σ̃G then follows by the same
argument as before, with lemma 2.8 standing in for lemma 2.7. ■
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6.2. Stokes’ relations
Theorem 6.8. In Sweedler notation

∑
(ω) ω

′ ⊗ ω′′ = ∆ω − 1⊗ ω − ω ⊗ 1, we have for
every canonical form ω the relation (m ∈ GC3 is defined in corollary 6.3)

0 = δI(ω) + [I(ω),m] + 1
2
∑
(ω)

(−1)|ω′| [I(ω′′), I(ω′)
]
. (6.9)

Proof. Above we showed that ϕ̃G ∧ ω̃G = π∗(q∗(ϕG ∧ ωG)) is a smooth form on the
Feynman polytope σ̃G. Recall that σ̃G has two types of facets: those labelled by edges
(coming from the boundary facets ∂σG of the original projective simplex), and those
coming from blowups, labelled by bridgeless subgraphs.

Since ϕG and ωG are closed, Stokes’ theorem applied to σ̃G thus says

0 =
∫
σ̃G

d(ϕ̃G ∧ ω̃G) =
∑
e

∫
∂σ̃G∩De

(ϕ̃G ∧ ω̃G)
∣∣∣
De

+
∑

γ bridgeless

∫
∂σ̃G∩Dγ

(ϕ̃G ∧ ω̃G)
∣∣∣
Dγ

.

Topologically, the facet of σ̃G in Dγ is the product σ̃γ × σ̃G//γ , see (6.7). To determine its
orientation, write mγ = |E(γ)| for the number of edges in γ, and suppose that they come
first in the edge ordering of G. Then in the chart (6.8), the volume form (5.1) becomes21

ΩG(x) = λmγ−1dλ ∧ Ωγ(y) ∧ (−1)mγ ΩG//γ(z).

Contracting with the outward normal vector field −∂/∂λ, the induced orientation of
the facet (which is implied in Stokes’ theorem) is represented by the volume form
(−1)mγ−1Ωγ(y) ∧ ΩG//γ(z). So in terms of fundamental classes of oriented manifolds,[

∂σ̃G ∩Dγ
]

= (−1)mγ−1 ·
[
σ̃γ
]
×
[
σ̃G//γ

]
. (6.10)

This identity holds for Feynman polytopes oriented according to any edge orderings
o ∈ (detZE(G))×, o′ ∈ (detZE(γ))×, and o′′ ∈ (detZE(G/γ))×, provided that o = o′ ∧ o′′.

Restricting to De amounts to setting xe = 0. So for any cycle basis C of G,

ΛC |xe=0 = ΛC/e

in terms of the cycle basis C/e of G/e induced by H1(G) ∼= H1(G/e). Here we may
assume H1({e}) = 0 (G has no self-loops), as otherwise ϕ̃G = 0. We conclude that∫

∂σ̃G∩De

(ϕ̃G ∧ ω̃G)
∣∣∣
De

=
∫
σ̃G/e

ϕ̃G/e ∧ ω̃G/e = IG/e(ω).

The sum over edge-type boundaries ∂σ̃G ∩De in Stokes’ theorem thus produces the first
term (δI(ω))(G) = I∂G(ω) =

∑
e IG/e(ω) in (6.9).

21As a polynomial form, ΩG(x) also has a term λmγ Ωγ(y)
∧

e/∈γ
dze, but this is zero since the chart (6.8)

is understood with yi = 1 and zj = 1 for some choice of i and j. That is, y and z are affine charts on
P
(
RE(γ)) and P

(
RE(G//γ)), respectively. Thus, dzmγ +1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzm = 0.
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Restricting to Dγ for a bridgeless subgraph γ, it follows from lemmas 2.7 and 2.8 (see
the proof of theorem 6.7) that

ϕ̃G
∣∣∣
Dγ

= ϕ̃γ ∧ ϕ̃G//γ and β̃4i+1
G

∣∣∣
Dγ

= β̃4i+1
γ + β̃4i+1

G//γ ,

provided that ϕG, ϕγ , and ϕG//γ are computed with respect to cycle bases C = (C′, C′′),
C′, and C′′//γ respectively. The restriction of β4i+1

G implies for arbitrary polynomials
ω ∈ Ω•

can in primitive canonical forms, that

ω̃G
∣∣∣
Dγ

= ω̃γ + ω̃G//γ +
∑
(ω)

ω̃′
γ ∧ ω̃′′

G//γ .

Using (6.10), we can therefore identify the terms from facets Dγ in Stokes’ formula as∫
∂σ̃G∩Dγ

(ϕ̃G ∧ ω̃G)
∣∣∣
Dγ

=
∑
(ω)

(−1)mγ−1Iγ(ω(1))IG//γ(ω(2))

where
∑

(ω) ω(1) ⊗ ω(2) = 1⊗ ω + ω ⊗ 1 +
∑

(ω) ω
′ ⊗ ω′′ denotes the full coproduct. Now

recall that Iγ(ω′) = 0 if the dimension mγ − 1 of σ̃γ differs from the degree ℓ(γ) + |ω′| of
the integrand. Also, Iγ(ω′) vanishes if ℓ(γ) is odd, hence we can replace (−1)mγ−1 by
(−1)|ω′|. Summing over γ, the contributions from all Dγ boundaries to Stokes’ formula is∑

(ω)
(−1)|ω(1)| ∑

γ bridgeless
Iγ(ω(1))IG//γ(ω(2)) =

∑
(ω)

(−1)|ω(1)|
(
I(ω(2)) ◦ I(ω(1))

)
(G). (∗)

Here we exploit that Iγ(ω(1)) = 0 for subgraphs that have a bridge or are disconnected,
hence we may equally sum over all (not just bridgeless) subgraphs γ, and may replace
G//γ = G/γ as if γ were always connected, to invoke theorem 4.14. In fact, we defined
the orientations of γ, G/γ and G on the left-hand side of (∗) in terms of edges and
cycle bases (subgraph γ comes first), whereas on the right-hand side the orientation of
the insertion G/γ ◦ γ is defined according to section 4.2 by keeping edge directions and
ordering the vertices of γ to come first (and the insertion vertex v∗ is first in G/γ). Thus
tacitly we have used in (∗) that these two ways to relate orientations on G with pairs of
orientations of γ and G/γ are equivalent under our identification from section 4.4.

To see this, let n′ denote the number of vertices in γ. Pick paths Q′ = (P2, . . . , Pn′)
from the first vertex v1 in γ to the others vertices of γ, such that each of these paths is
contained in γ (recall we may assume γ connected). Let Q′′ = (Pn′+1, . . . , Pn) denote
paths in G from v1 to the vertices not in γ. We get an induced list Q′′/γ of paths in G/γ
starting at v∗, by skipping from the paths all edges that belong to γ. Then with respect
to an edge ordering of G where the edges of γ come first, the determinant

det
(
C′ C′′ Q′ Q′′

)
= (−1)(n′−1)ℓ(G/γ) det

(
C′ Q′

)
· det

(
C′′/γ Q′′/γ

)
factorizes because the matrix (C′ Q′ C′′ Q′′) is upper block triangular. Since IG//γ(ω(2)) = 0
whenever G/γ has odd loop order, the factor (−1)(n′−1)ℓ(G/γ) relating the orientations
on the left- and right-hand sides of (∗) can be omitted.
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Exploiting the graded cocommutativity (2.10), we can rewrite (∗) with (6.5) as

1
2
∑
(ω)

(−1)|ω(1)|I(ω(2)) ◦ I(ω(1)) + 1
2
∑
(ω)

(−1)|ω(1)|·|ω(2)|(−1)|ω(2)|I(ω(1)) ◦ I(ω(2))

= 1
2
∑
(ω)

(−1)|ω(1)|
(
I(ω(2)) ◦ I(ω(1))− (−1)(1+|ω(1)|)(1+|ω(2)|)I(ω(1)) ◦ I(ω(2))

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

[I(ω(2)),I(ω(1))]

.

This provides the Lie bracket terms in (6.9); it remains only to identify the primitive
terms 1⊗ ω + ω ⊗ 1 in the coproduct using

1
2 [I(ω), I(1)] + (−1)|ω|

2 [I(1), I(ω)] = [I(ω), I(1)] .

To conclude, recall from corollary 6.3 that the cochain defined by I(1) is equal to the
dipole sum m. ■

Example 6.9. For ω = 1 in theorem 6.8, the coproduct is ∆1 = 1 ⊗ 1 and thus∑
(ω) ω

′ ⊗ ω′′ = −1⊗ 1. Stokes’ relation hence amounts to the Maurer-Cartan equation

0 = δI(1) + 1
2[I(1),m] = δm + 1

2[m,m]

for the dipole sum m from (6.4). This equation was obtained combinatorially in [KWŽ17],
and used there to define the twisted differential δ+[·,m]. This twist adds (2i+1)-valent
vertices and inserts (2i+ 1)-fold multiedges, in all possible ways.

Conversely, without advance knowledge of corollary 6.3, Stokes’ relation for the bare
Pfaffian form says δI(1) = −[I(1), I(1)]/2 = −I(1) ◦ I(1). Applied to the triangle graph

G = 0

1

2

· · · 2i− 1 with boundary ∂G = D2i+1

and subgraph γ ∼= D2i−1 with quotient G/γ ∼= −D3 (see example 4.7), we find ID2i+1(1) =
ID3(1)ID2i−1(1) = (ID3)i by induction. Proving example 6.2 then simplifies to computing
a single elementary integral: ID3(1) = 1 (the integrand is ϕD3 from section 1.2).

Corollary 6.10. For any integer i ≥ 1, the cochain I(β4i+1) is closed with respect to the
twisted differential: δI(β4i+1) = −[I(β4i+1),m].

6.3. Classes in graph cohomology
We now show lemma 1.5 from the introduction. We write ⌈x⌉ for the smallest integer
larger than or equal to x.

Lemma 6.11. For a homogeneous canonical form ω ∈ Ωd
can of degree d, the integrals

IG(ω) = 0 vanish for all graphs with loop order ℓ(G) < 2 + 2⌈d/4⌉.
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Proof. Suppose IG(ω) ̸= 0 and let ℓ = ℓ(G). Then G must have m = 1 + ℓ + d
edges (corollary 6.4). By lemma 5.13, G must be connected, and therefore G has
n = m− ℓ+ 1 = 2 + d vertices, and furthermore each vertex must have degree at least 3,
giving m ≥ 3n/2. This amounts to ℓ ≥ 2 + d/2. Since ℓ must be even (otherwise ϕG = 0),
we conclude ℓ = 2⌈ℓ/2⌉ ≥ 2⌈1 + d/4⌉. ■

We denote the restriction of a cochain I(ω) to graphs with loop order ℓ as

grℓ I(ω) ∈ GC3 ⊗ R, G 7→
{
IG(ω) if ℓ(G) = ℓ,
0 otherwise.

Since grℓ IG(ω) is supported in a fixed loop order and fixed degree k = 1 + |ω| − 2ℓ (for
homogeneous ω), there are only finitely many isomorphism classes of such graphs. Thus
grℓ I(ω) ∈ GC3 ⊗ R can be written with an ordinary (not completed) tensor product.

Corollary 6.12. For any ω ∈ Ωd
can, the restriction of I(ω) to graphs with 2 + 2⌈d/4⌉

loops defines a cocycle in GC3 ⊗ R in degree k ∈ {−6, . . . ,−3} with k ≡ d+ 1 mod 4.

Proof. Define c = 2⌈|ω|/4⌉ and likewise c′, c′′ with ω replaced by ω′, ω′′. The Lie bracket
grℓ[I(ω′′), I(ω′)] =

∑
ℓ=ℓ′+ℓ′′ [grℓ′′ I(ω′′), grℓ′ I(ω′)] preserves loop order. Non-vanishing

of a summand requires, by lemma 6.11, that ℓ′ ≥ 2 + c′ and ℓ′′ ≥ 2 + c′′ which imply
ℓ = ℓ′ + ℓ′′ ≥ 4 + c. Hence, applying gr2+c to the Stokes’ relation (6.9) kills all Lie
brackets, leaving only 0 = δ gr2+c I(ω). The degree k = 1 + |ω| − 2ℓ in ℓ = 2 + c becomes
−6 + ((d+ 3) mod 4), where d+ 3 mod 4 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. ■

Definition 6.13. For every integer i ≥ 1, let τi ∈ GC3 ⊗ R denote the cocycle in degree
−6 given by τi := gr4+2i I(β4i+1).

In section 6.4 we demonstrate that τ1 is not exact, so its class spans gr6H
−6(GC3)⊗R.

Question 6.14. Are the classes [τi] ∈ gr4+2iH
−6(GC3)⊗ R non-zero for all i > 0?

The first such class is a bracket [τ1] = [[Y3], [D3]] of the classes [D3], [Y3] ∈ H−3(GC3) of
the dipole and prism graph (see section 6.4). In fact, it follows from [KWŽ17, Theorem 2]
that τk = δck+[ck,m] for some (not necessarily closed) cochains ck ∈ GC3.22 This suggests
that perhaps all classes [τk] are brackets with [D3]. If true, this and [[D3], [D3]] = 0
would give another explanation of the following observation.

Lemma 6.15. For all integers i > 0, we have
[
[τi], [D3]

]
= 0 ∈ H−9(GC3).

Proof. Restrict Stokes’ relation from corollary 6.10 to loop order ℓ = 6 + 2i. This yields

δ
(

gr6+2i I(β4i+1)
)

= −
[
gr4+2i I(β4i+1), 1

12D3
]

= − 1
12 [τi, D3]

where D3/12 = gr2 m. So, indeed, [[τi], [D3]] is zero in cohomology. ■

22Explicit ck should be constructible from integrals of primitives [BC92] of the Pfaffian forms ϕG.
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To illustrate an example where ω is not primitive, consider ω = β5 ∧ β9. The
corresponding cocycle gr10 I(ω) from corollary 6.12 lies in degree −5 and is trivial, since
gr10H

−5(GC3) = 0 (table 2). So there is a cochain c ∈ GC3 ⊗R such that gr10 I(ω) = δc.
Restricting Stokes’ relation to ℓ = 12 loops (instead of ℓ = 10), we find

0 = δ
(

gr12 I(ω)
)

+
[
gr10 I(ω), D3/12

]
= δη where η := gr12 I(ω) + [c,D3/12].

Therefore, we have constructed a cocycle in degree −9 with ℓ = 12 loops (this is in the
unknown region of table 2). Its cohomology class does not depend on the choice of c.

Question 6.16. Is the class [η] ∈ H−9(GC3)⊗ R non-zero?

Examining Stokes’ relation for ω = β5 ∧ β9 at ℓ = 14 loops, we learn that

0 = δ
(

gr14 I(ω)
)

+ [gr12 I(ω), D∨
3 ] + [gr10 I(ω), D∨

5 ] + [τ2, τ1]

where D∨
3 := D3/12 = gr2 m and D∨

5 := D5/240 = gr4 m. By the (graded) Jacobi identity
and δD∨

5 = −[D∨
3 , D

∨
3 ]/2 from the Maurer-Cartan equation for m, we can replace

[gr10 I(ω), D∨
5 ] = δ[c,D∨

5 ]− [c, δD∨
5 ] = δ[c,D∨

5 ] + [[c,D∨
3 ], D∨

3 ].

Therefore, the class [η] constructed from β5 ∧ β9 is related to the classes [τ1] and [τ2]
constructed from β5 and β9 through the Lie algebra structure on graph cohomology as[

[τ1], [τ2]
]

= 1
12

[
[η], [D3]

]
∈ H−12(GC3). (6.11)

6.4. A class in degree −6

Let X ∈ GC3 denote the chain shown in fig. 4.23 With a computer program we verified that
X is a cycle (∂X = 0) and that it spans the one-dimensional 6-loop part gr6H−6(GC3) =
Q · [X] of the homology group in degree −6.

This cycle pairs non-trivially with the cocycle [Y3, D3] obtained in example 4.8 from
the prism and theta graphs. Only two graphs are shared between the cocycle and X, so24

⟨[Y3, D3], X⟩ =
〈

[Y3, D3], 0

1

2

3

4

5

6

〉
− 1

3

〈
[Y3, D3], 0

1

2

3 4

5

6

〉

= −1 · 2 · 72− 1
3 · 6 · 24 = −192. (6.12)

Therefore, the homology class [X] ∈ H−6(GC3) and the cohomology class [[Y3], [D3]] ∈
H−6(GC3) are clearly non-zero. With the knowledge of the ranks from table 2, we conclude
that the bracket with D3 restricts to an isomorphism gr4H

−3(GC3) ∼= gr6H
−6(GC3), as

predicted by the spectral sequence from [KWŽ17, Table 2, second arrow from the left].
23In terms of the graphs defined in the ancillary files that accompany this paper, this element is (row by

row, and within each row from left to right) X = G266 + G103 + G106 − 2G107 − G109 + G99 + G101 +
G112 + G236 − G195 − 1

3 G198 − G199 − G234 + G87 − 1
3 G288 + G35 + G175 + G247 − 2G7 − G22.

24The factors 2 and 6 are sizes of automorphism groups (2 from the double-edge) in (4.2).
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Figure 4: A graph cycle representing the homology class gr6H−6(GC3) ∼= Q.

Remark 6.17. This cohomology class is also representable by [K4,K4] = 2K4 ◦K4, the
bracket of the complete graph K4 with itself. Explicitly, these are

K4 =
0

1

2 3

and [K4,K4] = −192× 0

1

2

3 4

5

6

− 288× 0

1

23

45

6

and one reads off that ⟨[K4,K4], X⟩ = (1/3) · 6 · 192 = 384. Thus, in the cohomology
group H−6(GC3), there is a relation [[K4], [K4]] = −2[[Y3], [D3]].

We computed the canonical integrals τ1(G) for all 288 graphs that define non-zero
elements of GC3 at 6 loops and degree −6 (that is, 12 edges). The calculations are
detailed in appendix A; for each graph, τ1(G) is a Q-linear combination of the numbers

1, π2, ζ(3), π2 ln 2, π4, (ln 2)4 + 24 Li4(1/2), and π2 Im Li2(i) + 24 Im Li4(i). (6.13)

Our results show in particular that the cocycle τ1 does detect the homology class [X]:

Theorem 6.18. For X ∈ GC3 shown in fig. 4, the canonical integral is

τ1(X) = IX(β5) = 40 ·
(
13ζ(3)− 2π2 ln 2

)
. (6.14)

Comparing with (6.12), we can formulate this result also as follows: The cohomology
class defined by the cocycle τ1 = gr6 I(β5) : GC3 → R is equal to

[τ1] = 5
24
(
2π2 ln 2− 13ζ(3)

)
·
[
[Y3], [D3]

]
∈ H−6(GC3)⊗ R.
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Written in terms of [K4,K4] as in remark 6.17, we get the form stated in the introduction.
It is striking to observe the simplicity of τ1(X) as compared to the individual integrals

τ1(G). Most polylogarithms cancel, and only an alternating sum of weight 3 remains:

2π2 ln 2− 13ζ(3) = 8 Li1,2(−1,−1) = 8
∑

0<m<n

(−1)n+m

mn2 .

Assuming that the 7 numbers in (6.13) are linearly independent over Q, the fact that τ1 is
a cocycle (with values in R) implies that each of the 7 coefficient functions λi : GC3 → Z
in (A.3) is a cocycle as well. Indeed, we verified that each λi as given in table 3 is
a cocycle. The simplification in (6.14) thus amounts to the exactness of each λi with
i ∈ {1, 2, 5, 6, 7}, as well as the exactness of the combination λ3 − (4/3)λ4 from rewriting

λ3ζ(3) + λ4
6
(
2π2 ln 2− 21ζ(3)

)
=
(
λ3 −

4
3λ4

)
ζ(3) + λ4

6
(
2π2 ln 2− 13ζ(3)

)
in order to adapt our basis from (A.3) to include the particular combination of π2 ln 2
and ζ(3) that survives in the integral of the cycle X.

Remark 6.19. Similarly, each cocycle τk(G) =
∑
i λk,i(G)pk,i takes values in some

finite-dimensional Q-vector space of real numbers that are periods in the sense of [KZ01].
The coefficient functions in any basis {pk,i} provide rational cocycles λk,i. A single cocycle
τk might thereby supply several rational cohomology classes [λk,i]. For example, these
coefficients of [τ2] might span a subspace of dimension 0, 1, or 2 in gr8H

−6(GC3) ∼= Q2.
Technically, this can be implemented (avoiding transcendence conjectures) by promoting

the cocycles to taking values in the ring of motivic periods, similar to [Bro21, §9].

Remark 6.20. Any element h ∈ GC3 has a unique decomposition h = hs + hm into a
simple part hs (no multiedges) and the part hm from graphs with one or more multiedges.
The latter span a subcomplex that is almost acyclic [WŽ15, Theorem 2]; its homology
is spanned by the theta graph D3. For ℓ > 2 loops, the class [h] ∈ H•(GC3) is therefore
determined by hs. In case of h = X the cycle from fig. 4, this simple part is

Xs = 0

1

2

3

4

5

6 − 1
3 ×

0

1

2

3 4

5

6

.

However, canonical integrals of graphs with multiedges can be non-zero (see appendix A).
Hence to obtain [τ1]([X]), it was not enough to only compute the integrals of the two
graphs in Xs; instead, we also needed the multiedge part Xm = X −Xs. In contrast, for
the acyclic subcomplex of graphs with cut vertices the situtation is better, see remark 5.14.

A. Integrals at 6 loops and 12 edges
This appendix lists the integrals τ1(G) = IG(β5) for all connected graphs G with 6 loops,
12 edges, and at least 3 edges incident at any vertex. The number of isomorphism classes
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of such graphs which do not have any odd automorphisms, i.e. the dimension of GC3 in
this bidegree (ℓ, k) = (6,−6), is 288 by [BNM01, Table 3]. We confirmed this number
using Sage [Sage] and nauty [MP14], and we computed the corresponding Pfaffians and
traces with Maple. For all 288 graphs, we find that

ϕG ∧ ω5
G = QGΩ12

Ψ5/2
G

(A.1)

for a homogeneous polynomial QG ∈ Z[x1, . . . , x12] of degree 3. Thus for these graphs,
the bound from theorem 2.10 is not optimal: we observe the cancellation of an additional
power of ΨG.

For most graphs, the product ϕG ∧ ω5
G is in fact zero, and therefore τ1(G) = 0. Most

of these zeroes are explained by the presence of a 2-edge cut, according to lemma 5.13.
Only 45 graphs give a non-zero integrand ϕG ∧ ω5

G. These graphs are listed in table 3.
We write their adjacency lists as B0| · · · |B6, with each block Bi encoding the edges
pointing away from vertex i, represented by the vertex they are pointing towards. For
example, the graph G199 with adjacency list 445|446|556|456||| has the edges

0→ 4, 0→ 4, 0→ 5, 1→ 4, 1→ 4, 1→ 6, 2→ 5, 2→ 5, 2→ 6, 3→ 4, 3→ 5, 3→ 6.

Whitney flips relate several of these graphs and such pairs have identical τ1(G)—up to
sign—by (5.8). We furthermore exploit Stokes’ relations τ1(∂H) = 0. For example, we
have τ1(G267) = −τ1(G112 +G185 +G259 +G264 +G266) from the boundary

∂

0

1 2

3 45 6

7

= −2× 0

1

2

3

4

5

6

− 2× 0

1

2

3

4

5

6 − 2× 0

1

2

3

4

5

6

− 2×

0

1

2

34

5 6 − 2× 0

1

2

3

4

5

6 − 2×
0 1

2

3

4

5

6

.

(A.2)

Combining all these relations, the 45 values τ1(G) can be expressed in terms of only 14
remaining integrals. To compute these integrals, we used a range of methods for Feynman
integrals, which we illustrate in this appendix. The results are summarized in table 3.

For all 45 graphs, there are integer vectors λ ∈ Z7 such that

τ1(G) = 10 ·
(
λ1
3 + λ2

9 π
2 + λ3ζ(3) + λ4

6
(
2π2 ln 2− 21ζ(3)

)
+ λ5

180π
4

+ λ6
3
(
(ln 2)4 + 24 Li4(1/2)

)
+ λ7

9
(
π2C + 24 Im Li4(i)

)) (A.3)

is a linear combination of special values of polylogarithms.25 Here ζ(3) =
∑∞
n=1 1/n3 ≈

25We combine π2 ln 2 with −21ζ(3)/2 for two reasons: 1) this sets λ3 = 0 for many graphs; 2) this
particular linear combination is a motivic Galois conjugate of (ln 2)4 + 24 Li4(1/2) and thus makes it
more easily apparent that table 3 supports a generalisation of the coaction principle [PS17].
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1.202 057 is Apéry’s constant and C = Im Li2(i) denotes Catalan’s constant, thus

C =
∞∑
n=0

(−1)n

(2n+ 1)2 ≈ 0.915 966 and Im Li4(i) =
∞∑
n=0

(−1)n

(2n+ 1)4 ≈ 0.988 945.

In addition to the derivations explained below, all results in table 3, with the exception
of the graphs G266 and G267, have furthermore been confirmed independently within a
precision of roughly 5 digits by numeric integration of (A.1) using pySecDec [Bor+18].

A.1. Momentum space propagators
Canonical integrals can be interpreted as linear combinations of propagator Feynman
integrals: since the Symanzik polynomial ΨG = xeΨG\e + ΨG/e is linear with respect to
any variable, the integral over a single variable in a graph with N edges gives∫

σN

ΩN

ΨD/2
G

N∏
i=1

xni−1
i = Γ(ne)Γ(D/2− ne)

Γ(D/2)

∫
σN−1

ΩN−1

Ψne

G\eΨ
D/2−ne

G/e

∏
i ̸=e

xni−1
i

for any monomial
∏
i x

ni−1
i in the numerator. The right-hand side can be identified

with a massless Feynman integral of the graph G \ e, considered with two external legs
attached at the endpoints of the deleted edge e, carrying a momentum p with norm
∥p∥ = 1 [Smi12; Nak71]. Such integrals are heavily used in field theory calculations, for
an overview of techniques see [KT19]. They admit a momentum space representation

I(G,n,D) =

ℓ(G)∏
i=1

∫
RD

dDqi
πD/2

E(G)∏
j=1

1
∥kj∥2nj

(A.4)

where the integral is over vectors qi ∈ RD that parametrize the loop space H1(G)⊗ RD.
The vectors kj ∈ RD are assigned to edges and denote a linear combination of loop
momenta qi and the external momentum p. For example, the “bubble” integral is

I
(

, n1, n2, D

)
=
∫
RD

dDq1
πD/2

1
∥q1∥2n1∥q1 − p∥2n2

∣∣∣∣∣
∥p∥=1

= Γ(D/2− n1)Γ(D/2− n2)Γ(n1 + n2 −D/2)
Γ(n1)Γ(n2)Γ(D − n1 − n2) (A.5)

Accounting for all prefactors, the precise relation between a canonical integral and a
propagator Feynman integral of the form (A.4) is∫

σN

ΩN

ΨD/2
G

N∏
i=1

xni−1
i = I(G \ e, n,D) · 1

Γ(D/2) ·
N∏
i=1

Γ(ni). (A.6)

For example, the integral of the invariant Pfaffian form for the 3-edge dipole graph is∫
σ3
ϕD3 = −

∫
σ3

Ω3

Ψ3/2
D3

= − Γ(1)3

Γ(3/2)I
(

, 1, 1, 3
)

= −Γ(1/2)3

Γ(3/2) = −2π
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G edges λ1 λ2 λ3 λ4 λ5 λ6 λ7 τ1(G) ≈

97 446|566|346|56|5|| 0.00000
99 355|466|556|46|5|| −8 −3 2 13.26773

100 335|466|566|46|5|| −8 −3 2 13.26773
101 335|466|556|46|5|| −8 −3 2 13.26773
102 335|446|556|46|5|| −8 −3 2 13.26773
103 566|344|456|56|6|| −8 6 −2 −2 4.83434
104 566|334|456|56|6|| −8 6 −2 −2 4.83434
105 556|344|456|56|6|| −8 6 −2 −2 4.83434
106 556|334|456|56|6|| −8 6 −2 −2 4.83434
107 566|455|356|46|6|| 8 −6 2 2 -4.83434
108 566|445|356|46|6|| 8 −6 2 2 -4.83434
109 556|455|356|46|6|| 8 −6 2 2 -4.83434
110 556|445|356|46|6|| 8 −6 2 2 -4.83434
112 556|235|46|56|56|| −3 −16 −8 2 1.75220
193 112|34|56|556|56|| −4 8 −70 16 5.83972
194 146|56|4456|456||| −2 5 86 −3 −6 2.12214
195 155|23|46|56|56|6| 3 16 8 −2 -1.75220
196 115|23|46|56|56|6| 3 16 8 −2 -1.75220
198 445|466|556|456||| −24 6 -14.20264
199 445|446|556|456||| −24 6 -14.20264
227 355|455|346|6|6|6| −24 −8 30 -5.38133
228 335|455|346|6|6|6| −24 −8 30 -5.38133
229 335|445|346|6|6|6| −24 −8 30 -5.38133
234 112|46|56|456|6|6| −24 14 −6 −24 2 −4 -2.07204
235 155|46|346|56|5|6| 8 6 16 15 −10 1.80196
236 115|46|346|56|5|6| 8 6 16 15 −10 1.80196
237 122|56|35|46|56|6| 1 −3 −7 1 −2 0.22470
238 112|56|35|46|56|6| 1 −3 −7 1 −2 0.22470
239 1466|56|356|46|5|| 2 48 19 32 −1 −10 -0.34061
240 1446|56|356|46|5|| 6 −1 −37 1 2 -0.16321
241 246|346|56|56|5|6| −8 −18 2 64 −2 -0.58760
243 112|46|56|456|55|| 34 −70 -5.96141
244 112|46|56|4566|5|| 0.00000
245 112|46|56|4556|5|| 10 −6 −6 6.77320
246 112|46|56|4456|5|| −10 6 6 -6.77320
248 112|46|556|456|5|| −5 −2 30 −4 0.38791
250 112|446|56|456|5|| 5 2 −30 4 -0.38791
256 126|46|56|456|55|| 18 32 10 24 −2 −12 -2.08860
257 126|46|56|4456|5|| −28 −16 −3 62 −1 4 -2.55978
259 126|446|56|456|5|| −1 3 7 −1 2 -0.22470
261 112|35|46|56|56|6| −8 −15 1 47 −1 1.74975
264 155|36|456|46|5|6| 8 15 −1 −47 1 -1.74975
265 115|36|456|46|5|6| 8 15 −1 −47 1 -1.74975
266 456|346|356|6|5|6| −8 −2 −16 −4 −39 2 8 0.76008
267 124|56|45|456|6|6| −9 32 10 79 −2 −12 -0.53784

Table 3: The canonical Pfaffian integrals τ1(G) of graphs G with ℓ = 6 loops and 12 edges,
given numerically (last column) and exactly in the basis (A.3). The vanishing
for G97 and G244 can be explained by Whitney flips, see remark 6.5.
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in agreement with example 6.2.
Consider now the integral (A.1) for the graph G199 with adjacency list 445|446|556|456|||.

The numerator of ϕG ∧ ω5
G is in this case QG = 10(x1 + x2)(x4 + x5)(x7 + x8). Since

x1 and x2 correspond to parallel edges {0, 4}, swapping x1 ↔ x2 leaves ΨG invariant,
and similarly for x4 ↔ x5 and x7 ↔ x8. All 8 monomials obtained by expanding QG
therefore yield the same integral and can be combined into

τ1


0

1 2

3

4 5

6

 = 10
(−2π)3

∫
σ12

8x1x4x7Ω12

Ψ5/2
G

= 80
(−2π)3

1
Γ(5/2)I


2

2 2

, 5

 .
Here we chose to delete the edge {2, 6}, and we adopt the convention that ni = 1 for all
edges, unless a different value is indicated explicitly next to an edge. We may replace

• a sequential pair n1 n2
of edges with a single edge of index n1 + n2, and

• a parallel pair
n1

n2 with a single edge of index n1 + n2 −D/2 and a factor (A.5).

Applying these series-parallel reductions, the example simplifies to

I


2

2 2

, 5

 =
[
I
(

2
, 5
)]3
I
(

3

2

3

2

, 5
)
.

The bubble integrals on the right-hand side each evaluate to π3/2/2 via (A.5). We have
therefore expressed the canonical integral of the graph G199 as a 2-loop propagator,

τ1(G199) = −10 · π6 · I
(

3

2

3

2

, 5
)
.

A.2. Hypergeometric functions
The 2-loop propagator integral above can be expressed in terms of hypergeometric
functions. One such formula was derived in [BGK97], which in this case shows that

I
(

3

2

3

2

, 5− 2ε
)

= −8π + 16
πε

(
ε− 1

2 + 3F2

[ 1
2 , 1,−

1
2 + 3ε

3
2 + ε, 1

2 + 2ε
; 1
])

+O(ε). (A.7)

In order to take the limit ε→ 0, we expand the 3F2 function in ε using the algorithms
from [HM08]. Their implementation HypExp 2 readily calculates that

3F2

[ 1
2 , 1,−

1
2 + 3ε

3
2 + ε, 1

2 + 2ε
; 1
]

= 1
2 + ε

(
2 + π2

4

)
+ ε2

(
4− π2

2 −
21ζ(3)

2

)
+O(ε3)

and therefore the propagator integral (A.7) evaluates at ε = 0 to 48/π−4π. In conclusion,
the canonical integral of ϕG ∧ ω5

G/(−2π)3 for the graph G199 takes the value

τ1(G199) = 10 ·
(2

3π
2 − 8

)
≈ −14.202 637.
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In the same way we can reduce another canonical integral to a 2-loop propagator. The
graph G100 with adjacency list 335|466|566|46|5|| has numerator QG = −10(x1 +x2)(x5 +
x6)(x8 + x9) which again raises the index to ni = 2 for one edge in each of the 3 pairs of
double-edges. Therefore,

τ1(G100) = τ1


0

1

2

345

6

 = 10 · π6 · I
(

3

2
3

2
, 5
)
.

Using again the formula from [BGK97], we can express the propagator integral in terms of
hypergeometric functions, after introducing a regulator ε. This gives a linear combination

I
(

3

2
3

2

1− ε

, 5− 2ε
)

= A1(ε) +A2(ε) · 3F2

[
1, 1

2 ,−
1
2 + 2ε

3
2 , 1 + 2ε

; 1
]

+A3(ε) · 3F2

[
1,−ε,−1

2 + 2ε
3
2 ,

1
2 + ε

; 1
]

where Ai(ε) are expressions in terms of Γ-functions that are easily expanded in ε and
which have triple poles at ε = 0. We thus need to expand these 3F2 functions to order
ε3. Unfortunately the implementation HypExp 2 does not cover these functions, which
belong to the case referred to as 31

2 in [HM08, §B.5]. We therefore apply a different
strategy: use a standard integral representation of hypergeometric functions, concretely

3F2

[
1, 1

2 ,−
1
2 + 2ε

3
2 , 1 + 2ε

; 1
]

= Γ(1 + 2ε)H(ε)
2Γ(1

2 + 2ε)
√
π
, H(ε) =

∫ 1

0

dt1√
1− t1

∫ 1

0

dt2√
t2

(1− t1t2
1− t2

)1
2 −2ε

,

and expand the integrand in ε to integrate term-by-term. These integrands are polyno-
mials in log(1− t2) and log(1− t1t2), with coefficients that are rational functions of t1, t2
and the square roots

√
t2,
√

1− t1,
√

1− t2, and
√

1− t1t2. We parametrize

t1 = 1−
(

(1− u2)v
(1− v2)u

)2

and t2 =
( 2u

1 + u2

)2
(A.8)

so that all four square roots become rational functions of the coordinates u and v. After
this change of variables, we obtain

H(ε) = 8
∫ 1

0

du
u

∫ u

0
dv (1 + v2)2−4ε(1− u2)2

(1− v2)3−4ε(1 + u2)2 = 8
∫ 1

0
dv (1 + v2)2−4ε

(1− v2)3−4ε

(
v2 − 1
1 + v2 − ln v

)
.

We used HyperInt [Pan15] to express the ε-expansion of this integral in terms of hyper-
logarithms (iterated integrals) with letters in {0,±1,±i} ⊂ C. This produces a large
expression, but such iterated integrals with 4th roots of unity are well-understood [Del10]
and fulfil many linear relations. We used the implementation in HyperlogProcedures
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[Sch23] of the decomposition algorithm [Bro12] into the parity f-alphabet [PS17] to
simplify the expressions.

In a similar way, we can compute the ε-expansion of the other 3F2 function

3F2

[
1,−ε,−1

2 + 2ε
3
2 ,

1
2 + ε

; 1
]

=
Γ(1

2 + ε)
2Γ(−ε)Γ(1

2 + 2ε)

∫ 1

0

dt1√
1− t1

∫ 1

0

dt2
t1+ε
2

(1− t1t2
1− t2

)1
2 −2ε

.

An additional complication here is caused by the divergence of the integral over t2 when
ε = 0. This translates into a singularity near u = 0 in the parametrization (A.8). To
expand in ε, we add 0 = u−

∫ u
0 dv to split the integral as

∫ 1

0

2−εdu
u2+2ε

∫ u

0
dv (1 + v2)2−4ε(1− u2)2

(1− v2)3−4ε(1 + u2)1−2ε

=
∫ 1

0

2−εdu
u2+2ε

∫ u

0
dv
(

(1 + v2)2−4ε(1− u2)2

(1− v2)3−4ε(1 + u2)1−2ε − 1
)
− 1
ε21+ε .

The integral in the second row can be expanded in ε on the integrand level, since the
inner dv-integral vanishes with order u2 for small u, cancelling the singularity of the outer
du-integration. Applying the same steps as before, we can thus calculate the ε-expansion
in terms of hyperlogarithms at 4th roots of unity.

Putting everything together, we obtain a surprisingly simple result, namely

τ1(G100) = 10 ·
(
−8

3 −
π2

3 + 2
9
[
π2C + 24 Im Li4(i)

])
≈ 13.267 735. (A.9)

The appearance of the specific combination π2C + 24 Im Li4(i) in Feynman integrals in
odd dimensions was observed already in [Hag02], using very high precision numerics.

A.3. Integration by parts
Consider the graph G110 with edge list 556|445|356|46|6||. It has two double-edges, {0, 5}
(variables x1, x2) and {1, 4} (variables x4, x5). The numerator is Q = 10x11(x1 +x2)(x4 +
x5), where the Schwinger parameter x11 corresponds to the edge {3, 6}. Proceeding as in
appendix A.1, we find

τ1(G110) = τ1

 01 2

3

4

5

6
 = 10 · 4

(−2π)3Γ(5
2)
I
(

2
2

2 , 5
)

= −5
3
√
π
I
(

3

2

2 , 5
)

where we chose to delete edge {1, 5} and integrated out the bubbles using (A.5). To
compute this 3-loop propagator integral, we apply the triangle rule [CT81, §4.3]. It gives

I
(

3

2

2 , D

)
=

2I
(

3

2 3

, D

)
− 2I

(
3

2

3 , D

)
+ I

(
3

2

2 2 , D

)
− I

(
3

2

2 2 , D

)
5−D
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which we expand in D = 5− 2ε. Integrating out the parallel edges (bubbles) with (A.5),
this expression simplifies to

I
(

3

2

2 , 5
)

= lim
ε=0

[
π3/2

4
(
− 1
ε

+ γE − ln 4 + 2
)
I
(

3

2

3

2
+ ε

, 5− 2ε
)

+ 2√
π

(1
ε
− γE − ln 4 + 4

)
I
(

1 + ε

2 , 5− 2ε
)]
− π3/2I

(
3

2
3

2 , 5
)

where γE ≈ 0.577 216 denotes the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The last integral is (A.9)
divided by 5π/3, and the ε-expansions of the two integrals inside the limit can be
computed with HypExp 2 as explained in appendix A.2 for (A.7). The final result is

τ1(G110) = 10 ·
(

8
3 −

2π2

3 − 7ζ(3) + 2
3π

2 ln 2 + 2
9
[
π2C + 24 Im Li4(i)

])
≈ −4.834 340.

The same strategy applies to the graph G103 with edge list 566|344|456|56|6||. The result
turns out to be exactly the same, up to the sign: τ1(G103) = −τ1(G110).

The graph G234 with edge list 112|46|56|456|6|6| has numerator Q = 10x11x12(x1 +x2).
This amounts to doubled propagators n11 = n12 = 2 on the edges {4, 6} and {5, 6}.
After cutting edge {0, 2} and integrating out the bubble of parallel edges {0, 1}, the
corresponding Feynman integral is

τ1(G234) = τ1


0

1 2

3

4 5

6

 = − 5
3π2I

(
2 2 , 5

)
.

This can be reduced to 2-loop propagators by applying the triangle rule twice, and those
remaining propagators can again be expanded in ε as in appendix A.2. The result reads

τ1(G234) = 10 ·
(
− 8 + 14π2

9 + 21ζ(3)− 2π2 ln 2− 2π4

15

− 4
9
[
π2C + 24 Im Li4(i)

]
+ 2

3
[
(ln 2)4 + 24 Li4

(
1
2

)])
≈ −2.072 043.

Consider now the graphG227 with edge list 355|455|346|6|6|6|. Its numerator polynomial
is Q = 10x9(x2 + x3)(x5 + x6). Cut edge {1, 4} and integrate out both bubbles, to get

τ1(G227) = τ1

 0 1

2

3 4

5

6

 = − 5
3
√
π
I
(

3

2
2 , 5

)
.

Applying the triangle rule to this graph directly does not help, since one of the 4 terms it
produces has still the full set of edges.26 Instead, we can apply the method of uniqueness
26The indices change only by integers, hence the edge with a half-integer index can never be contracted.
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[Kaz83; Gra92] to replace trivalent vertices whose indices sum up to n1 + n2 + n3 = 5/2
by triangles (denoted Y 7→ ∆) with indices 5/2− ni (summing up to 5). Therefore,

I
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2
2 , 5

)
= I

(
1

2

2 , 5
)

=
Y 7→∆

√
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4 I
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2
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, 5
)
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√
π

4 I
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3

2

2

3

2 2

, 5
)

= I
(

3

2

2

3

2

, 5
)
.

In the last graph, all 3 edges whose indices get reduced by the triangle rule have integer
indices, hence by applying the triangle rule twice, this integral can again be reduced to
2-loop propagators and thus computed as before. The final result is

τ1(G227) = 10 ·
(
−8− 8

9π
2 + 1

6π
4
)
≈ −5.381 332.

With the techniques illustrated above we also computed the canonical integrals of the
graphs G243 and G246 (see table 3 for their definition and results).

For the remaining integrals, we use more involved integration-by-parts relations than
just the triangle rule. Assume that G has 6 loops and a pair of parallel edges, then:

(i) Following appendix A.1, cut an edge and integrate out the parallel pair to write
τ1(G) as a linear combination of 4-loop propagators I(G′, n, 5).

(ii) Introduce dimensional regularization: I(G′, n, 5) = limε=0 I(G′, n, 5− 2ε).

(iii) Use LiteRed [Lee14] to reduce the propagators I(G′, n, 5−2ε) to the basis of 4-loop
master integrals Mi(5− 2ε) defined in [BC10, Fig. 2].

(iv) Use LiteRed’s dimension shift to replace the master integrals Mi(5− 2ε) near 5
dimensions by the same integrals in 3− 2ε dimensions.

(v) Substitute the ε-expansions of the master integrals Mi(3− 2ε) near 3 dimensions
computed in [LM16].

To illustrate this process, consider again the graph G100 from appendix A.1: Integrating
out only one of the 3 bubbles, we have

τ1(G100) = 10 · π6 · I
(

3

2
3

2
, 5
)

= 10 · 2
3π2 · I

(
2

2

2

2
, 5
)
.
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Applying LiteRed to this 4-loop propagator27 produces the reduction

I
(

2

2

2

2
, D + 2

)
= (D − 4)(7D − 18)

4(D − 1)(3D − 10)M13(D)− D − 4
4D − 4M21(D)

+ (2D − 5)(5D − 12)(9D2 − 50D + 72)
4(D − 3)(D − 1)(3D − 10)(3D − 8) M01(D)

in terms of 3 master integrals defined by

M01(D) = I
(

, D

)
= Γ(D/2− 1)5Γ(5− 2D)

Γ(5D/2− 5)

M13(D) = I
(

, D

)
= Γ(D/2− 1)6Γ(2−D/2)Γ(3−D)Γ(2D − 5)Γ(6− 2D)

Γ(D − 2)Γ(3D/2− 3)Γ(5− 3D/2)Γ(5D/2− 6) ,

M21(D) = I
(

, D

)
.

The above expressions for M01 and M13 in terms of Γ-functions follow from series-parallel
reductions. Expanding in D = 3− 2ε, these calculations result in

τ1(G100) = 10 ·
(
−8

3 −
π2

3 + M21(3)
12π2

)
.

Similarly, we can express all other canonical integrals (of graphs that have at least one
pair of parallel edges) in terms of 4-loop master integrals in 3− 2ε dimensions. The latter
ε-expansions were computed in [LM16].28

Remark A.1. In the above example, we can reverse the logic, and infer the value of
M21(3) from our calculation of τ1(G100). Our result (A.9) amounts to

M21(3− 2ε) = 8π2

3
[
π2C + 24 Im Li4(i)

]
+O(ε)

= M01(3− 2ε) ·
(
−8ε

[
π2C + 24 Im Li4(i)

]
+O(ε2)

)
and therefore identifies the numeric constant M (1)

21 ≈ −262.199 098 from [LM16, eq. (A.3)]
with −8[π2C + 24 Im Li4(i)]. This identity was pointed out explicitly in [Pik+20, eq. (8)],
and in fact observed already implicitly in [Hag02].

A.4. Gegenbauer polynomials
The only remaining graphs not amenable to the above techniques are the simple graphs.
The corresponding 5-loop propagators and their master integrals are not known in 5
27The concrete function call is IBPReduce[LoweringDRR[p4,0,0,0,0,0,2,2,2,1,0,1,0,2,1]].
28In that paper the ε-expansions are computed numerically to 55 significant digits and then fitted to a

basis of the expected transcendental numbers. Our calculation only uses very few of those coefficients,
for example the expansion of M36 up to the finite part, which was computed exactly in [DJ17].
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Figure 5: The simple graphs with non-zero integrand ϕG ∧ ω5
G.

dimensions, and without any parallel edges, we cannot simply reduce them to 4-loop
propagators as we did for all other graphs.

Instead of momentum space, we now use the position space representation

∫
σN

ΩN

ΨD/2
G

N∏
i=1

xni−1
i = 1

Γ(D/2)

 ∏
v ̸=v0,v1

∫
RD

dDzv
πD/2

 N∏
i=1

Γ(n⋆i )
∥za(i) − zb(i)∥2n

⋆
i

(A.10)

where we set n⋆i := D/2 − ni. The integral on the right-hand side is over variables
zv ∈ RD associated to each vertex, except for two arbitrary vertices v0 and v1 which are
fixed at the origin zv0 = 0 ∈ RD and a unit vector zv1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0). With a(i) and b(i)
we denote the two endpoints (vertices) of edge i. We write zi = riẑi in polar coordinates

ri := ∥zi∥ and ẑi := zi/ri.

The method [CKT80] is based on expanding all propagators into the series

1
∥zi − zj∥2α

=
∞∑
n=0

Cαn (ẑi · ẑj)Rαn(ri, rj) with Rαn(s, t) =
{

sn

tn+2α if s < t,
tn

sn+2α if t < s.
(A.11)

This form separates the dependence on the lengths of the vectors zi and zj from the
dependence on the enclosed angle ϕ (the scalar product ẑi · ẑj = cosϕ). The Gegenbauer
polynomials Cαn are defined by the generating series

∞∑
n=0

Cαn (u)tn = (1− 2ut+ t2)−α.

The spherical angles in the measure dDzi = rD−1
i dri dD−1ẑi can be integrated out, thanks

to the orthogonality relation∫
∥zi∥=1

Cαn (ẑi · ẑj)Cαm(ẑi · ẑk)
dD−1ẑi
πD/2 = 2α

Γ(D/2)
Cαn (ẑj · ẑk)
α+ n

δn,m (A.12)

and further identities, whereas the integrals over the lengths ri produce rational functions
of the summation indices n in (A.11). The end result is a formula for the integral (A.10)
as a multiple sum, which can be evaluated numerically to high precision.

Consider for example the graph G266 from fig. 5 with edge list 456|346|356|6|5|6|; the
variables x2, x10, x12 thus correspond to the edges {0, 5}, {3, 6}, {5, 6}, respectively. The
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numerator is Q = 10
[
x10x12(x2 − x11)− x2x6x9

]
and we choose v0 = 6 and v1 = 5. For

the first of the 3 numerator monomials, x2x10x12, the integral (A.10) then reads

Γ(3/2)9Γ(1/2)3

Γ(5/2)

∫
R5

d5z4
π5/2

1
∥z4 − z5∥3

∫
R5

d5z0
π5/2

1
r3

0∥z0 − z4∥3∥z0 − z5∥

×
∫
R5

d5z1
π5/2

∫
R5

d5z2
π5/2

∫
R5

d5z3
π5/2

1
r3

1r
3
2r3∥z5 − z2∥3∥z2 − z3∥3∥z3 − z1∥3∥z1 − z4∥3

.

The angular integrals over vertices 1, 2, 3 are straightforward with (A.12):∫ d4ẑ1
π5/2

∫ d4ẑ2
π5/2

∫ d4ẑ3
π5/2

1
∥z5 − z2∥3∥z2 − z3∥3∥z3 − z1∥3∥z1 − z4∥3

= 64
π3/2

∞∑
n=0

C
3/2
n (ẑ4 · ẑ5)

(n+ 3/2)3 R3/2
n (1, r2)R3/2

n (r2, r3)R3/2
n (r3, r1)R3/2

n (r1, r4) (A.13)

where the prefactor is (4/
√
π)3 = (3/Γ(5/2))3. To compute the angular integral over ẑ0,

we replace C1/2
n (ẑ0 · ẑ5) in the expansion (A.11) of 1/∥z0 − z5∥ by the identity

C1/2
n =

C
3/2
n − C3/2

n−2
2n+ 1

so that we can apply the orthogonality relation (A.12) with the polynomials C3/2
n (ẑ0 · ẑ4)

from the expansion of 1/∥z0 − z4∥3. We therefore obtain that∫ d4ẑ0
π5/2

1
∥z0 − z4∥3∥z0 − z5∥

= 4√
π

∞∑
m=0

C
3/2
m (ẑ4 · ẑ5)
m+ 3/2 R3/2

m (r0, r4)

R1/2
m (1, r0)
2m+ 1 −

R
1/2
m+2(1, r0)
2m+ 5

 . (A.14)

The final angular integral over d4ẑ4 involves the product of three Gegenbauer polynomials:
one from the expansion of 1/∥z4 − z5∥3, one from (A.13), and one from (A.14). This∫

C3/2
n (ẑi · ẑj)C3/2

m (ẑi · ẑj)C3/2
l (ẑi · ẑj)

d4ẑi
π5/2 = 4√

π
∆(n,m, l)

can be computed as follows [CKT80, Appendix A]: If k = (n+m+ l)/2 is not an integer,
or if any of the triangle inequalities n ≤ m+ l, m ≤ n+ l, l ≤ n+m is violated, then we
have ∆(n,m, l) = 0. Otherwise,

∆(n,m, l) = 2Γ(k + 3)
πΓ(k + 5/2)

Γ(k − n+ 3/2)
Γ(k − n+ 1)

Γ(k −m+ 3/2)
Γ(k −m+ 1)

Γ(k − l + 3/2)
Γ(k − l + 1) .

In conclusion, we obtain a triple sum∫
σ12

x2x10x12Ω12

Ψ5/2
G266

= (2π)3

3

∞∑
n,m,l=0

∆(n,m, l)F (n,m, l)
(n+ 3/2)3(m+ 3/2)
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where F (n,m, l) is a rational function defined by the radial integrals:

F (n,m, l) =
∫ ∞

0
r4

4dr4 R
3/2
l (r4, 1)

∫ ∞

0
r0dr0 R

3/2
m (r0, r4)

[
R

1/2
m (1, r0)
2m+ 1 −

R
1/2
m+2(1, r0)
2m+ 5

]
×
∫ ∞

0
r1dr1

∫ ∞

0
r2dr2

∫ ∞

0
r3

3dr3 R
3/2
n (1, r2)R3/2

n (r2, r3)R3/2
n (r3, r1)R3/2

n (r1, r4).

These integrals are easily computed in closed form by subdividing the integration domain
into 6! regions according to the total order of {r0, r1, r2, r3, r4, 1}, since in each such
region, all functions Rαk (ri, rj) are given by a fixed monomial.

Treating the remaining terms analogously, we obtain triple sum for τ1(G266). With
a Maple program we compute the truncations S(M) =

∑
n,m≤M

∑n+m
l=|n−m|(summand) of

these sums up to M = 700. These truncations exhibit a power law remainder term,

S(M) = τ1(G266) + 1
M3

(
c+O

( 1
M

))
and thus the precision improves only very slowly with growing M . With methods to
accelerate convergence29 we can nevertheless reliably identify 41 significant figures,

τ1(G266) ≈ 0.760 079 712 771 058 704 704 180 016 942 875 113 017 49.

This is ample precision to confirm the relation (found with PSLQ) that

τ1(G266) = 10 ·
(
− 8

3 −
2
9π

2 − 4
3π

2 ln(2)− 2ζ(3)− 13
60π

4

+ 2
3
(

ln4(2) + 24 Li4(1
2)
)

+ 8
9
(
π2C + 24 Im Li4(i)

))
. (A.15)

With the same method we obtain 41 digits for τ1(G241) from another triple sum (choosing
again to fix the vertices v0 = 6 and v1 = 5). This approximation fits the expression

τ1(G241) = 10 ·
(
−8

3 − 2π2 + 2
3π

2 ln(2)− 7ζ(3) + 16
45π

4 − 2
3(ln4(2) + 24 Li4(1

2))
)
.

(A.16)
These identifications of τ1(G241) and τ1(G266) are further confirmed by a Stokes relation,
which relates their sum to previously computed integrals:

τ1(G241 +G266) = τ1(G238 −G236 −G265)

We checked that the values from (A.15) and (A.16) fulfil this identity.
The integral of the 3rd simple graph with non-vanishing integrand, G267, is determined

by another Stokes relation, namely the boundary given in (A.2).

29We used [Bro96, eq. (21)] with C = 3 for G266, and with C = 5 for G241.
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