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Abstract. Phylogenetic networks can represent evolutionary events that cannot be described by phylogenetic
trees, such as hybridization, introgression, and lateral gene transfer. Studying phylogenetic networks
under a statistical model of DNA sequence evolution can aid the inference of phylogenetic networks.
Most notably Markov models like the Jukes-Cantor or Kimura-3 model can been employed to infer
a phylogenetic network using phylogenetic invariants. In this article we determine all quadratic
invariants for sunlet networks under the random walk 4-state Markov model, which includes the
aforementioned models. Taking toric fiber products of trees and sunlet networks, we obtain a new
class of invariants for level-1 phylogenetic networks under the same model. Furthermore, we apply
our results to the identifiability problem of a network parameter. In particular, we prove that our
new class of invariants of the studied model is not sufficient to derive identifiability of quarnets
(4-leaf networks). Moreover, we provide an efficient method that is faster and more reliable than the
state-of-the-art in finding a significant number of invariants for many level-1 phylogenetic networks.
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1. Introduction. The field of phylogenetics aims to infer evolutionary relationships be-
tween different organisms. To explain evolutionary phenomena a wide variety of mathematical
models are studied depending on the available biological data and different assumptions on
underlying evolutionary processes [10, 23, 24]. In this article we take an algebraic perspective
of models in phylogenetics that was intiated in computational biology 37 years ago [4, 18].
Specifically, we will show how to find generators of the vanishing ideal of a network-based
Markov model of DNA sequence evolution. Such generators are called phylogenetic invariants
and some of them were first discovered for the random walk 4-state Markov model by Evans
and Speed [7] under the assumption that evolutionary histories follow a treelike process. In
the phylogenetics literature, the four states of their Markov model are identified with letters of
the alphabet Σ = {A,G,C, T}, representing the bases adenine (A), guanine (G), cytosine (C)
and thymine (T) in the deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) of an organism [1]. In this context, the
random walk is taken on pairs of bases in the statespace Σ and not on the graph structure of a
(tree-like) network. For example, Jukes and Cantor [15] introduced the first model for phylo-
genetic inference which fits into the class of models studied by Evans and Speed [7]. Moreover,
random walk 4-state Markov models are statistical models with a rich history in phylogenetics

∗Submitted to the editors July 17, 2024.
Funding: This work was supported by grants OCENW.M.21.306 and OCENW.KLEIN.125 from the Dutch

Research Council (NWO)
†Department of Advanced Computing Sciences, Maastricht University, Maastricht, The Netherlands (mar-

tin.frohn@maastrichtuniversity.nl, steven.kelk@maastrichtuniversity.nl).
‡Institute of Applied Mathematics, Delft University of Technology, Delft, The Netherlands

(N.A.L.Holtgrefe@tudelft.nl, l.j.j.vaniersel@tudelft.nl, M.E.L.Jones@tudelft.nl).

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

11
72

0v
1 

 [
q-

bi
o.

PE
] 

 1
6 

Ju
l 2

02
4

mailto:martin.frohn@maastrichtuniversity.nl
mailto:martin.frohn@maastrichtuniversity.nl
mailto:steven.kelk@maastrichtuniversity.nl
mailto:N.A.L.Holtgrefe@tudelft.nl
mailto:l.j.j.vaniersel@tudelft.nl
mailto:M.E.L.Jones@tudelft.nl


2 M. FROHN, N. HOLTGREFE, L. VAN IERSEL, M. JONES, S. KELK

that remains relevant today (see [16, 28, 22]). Furthermore, the use of Fourier analysis in [7]
to derive phylogenetic invariants inspired many others to derive further invariants for different
tree-based Markov models [8, 11, 13]. These contributions lead to an article by Sturmfels and
Sullivant [25] who showed that phylogenetic invariants of the tree-based random walk 4-state
Markov model form a toric ideal in the Fourier coordinates. Moreover, the authors deter-
mined generators and Gröbner bases for these toric ideals. In this article we determine all
quadratic phylogenetic invariants of the same model for a class of networks more general than
trees which are known in the literature as level-1 phylogenetic networks [17]. To this end, we
will generalize the analysis of Cummings et al. [6] who determined all quadratic phylogenetic
invariants of sunlet networks under the random walk 2-state Markov model. We emphasize
that the generalization from two to four states is highly nontrivial. The binary model was
introduced by Cavender, Farris and Neyman [3, 9, 20] and assumes that mutations between
both purines A and G, and pyrimidines C and T are much more common than any other sub-
stitutions in the DNA. From an algebraic perspective, this assumption significantly simplifies
the study of phylogenetic invariants because a mutation between a purine and pyrimidine is
symmetric and no other substitution event is present in the model. In our analysis we do not
discard any interaction between the states in Σ. This generalization allows us to outline an
efficient algorithm which can calculate a significant number of invariants for all level-1 phylo-
genetic networks under the random walk 4-state Markov model. Subsequently, we consider the
question of identifiability of the network parameter under a statistical model. That is, can the
network parameter be recovered from the observables of the model in a one-to-one mapping?
We prove that quadratic phylogenetic invariants are not sufficient to derive identifiability of
level-1 quarnets (4-leaf networks). Therefore, identifiability of general level-1 networks can
not be shown using quarnets as done by Gross et al. [12] with higher degree invariants. The
state-of-the-art algorithm that Gross et al. [12] used to certify identifiability under the random
walk 4-state Markov model is randomized, relies on a matroid separation routine which can
fail to prove identifiability for a given phylogenetic network and requires the use of a generic
Gröbner basis calculation method. For a detailed description of the state-of-the-art see [14].
Hence, even though our algorithm calculates phylogenetic invariants of limited degree, it does
not face the same methodological constraints and limitations as the state-of-the-art and speeds
up the calculation of invariants for many level-1 phylogenetic networks.

The article is structured as follows: in Section 2 we define and detail the algebraic model
we study in this article. For this model we determine all quadratic invariants of the sunlet
network in Section 3. In Section 4 we summarize our findings and discuss the implications of
our results as well as future research directions.

2. Notation and background. In this section we introduce the concepts from graph the-
ory, phylogenetics and algebra which we make use of in this article.

2.1. Phylogenetic networks. For a natural number n ≥ 2, let Γ = {1, 2, . . . , n} represent
a set of distinct (evolving) objects, called taxa. We call a connected graph G rooted if G is
directed and contains a unique vertex ρ having in-degree zero and there exists a directed path
from ρ to any vertex of in-degree 1 and out-degree 0 of G. We call ρ the root of G. A vertex
of G with out-degree zero and in-degree one is called a leaf of G.
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Figure 1. The cycle and sunlet network of Γ with edgeset E = {e1, . . . , e2n} on the left and right, respectively.

Definition 2.1. A (binary) phylogenetic network of Γ is a rooted acyclic directed graph with
no edges in parallel such that

1. the root has out-degree two;
2. the leaves are in bijection with the set Γ;
3. all other vertices, called internal vertices, have either in-degree one and out-degree

two, or in-degree two and out-degree one.

To simplify our notation we identify the elements of Γ with the leaves of the network. Vertices
with in-degree one and out-degree two are called tree vertices and vertices with in-degree two
and out-degree one are called reticulation vertices. An edge (u, v) for which v is a reticulation
vertex is called a reticulation edge. There are some classes of phylogenetic networks that are
of particular interest to us:

Definition 2.2. Let N be a binary phylogenetic network of Γ. Then, N is called a
1. phylogenetic tree if it contains no reticulation vertices.
2. cycle network if it contains exactly one reticulation vertex and each internal vertex

has exactly one leaf as its child.
3. level-k network if there exists a maximum of k reticulation vertices in each biconnected

component of N .
4. tree-child network if every internal vertex has at least one child vertex that is either a

tree vertex or a leaf.

An example of a cycle network is shown in Figure 1 on the left. Notice that level-1 networks
are a subclass of tree-child networks [17]. Moreover, observe that any level-1 phylogenetic
network can be constructed by glueing together cycle networks and phylogenetic trees.

This article focuses on time-reversible models. This means, we are able to identify retic-
ulation edges but not the location of the root in a phylogenetic network N . Hence, we will
mainly be interested in the semi-directed network we obtain from N by suppressing the root
and removing the orientation of all tree edges.

Definition 2.3. Let N be a cycle network of Γ. Then, we call the semi-directed network of
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N the sunlet network S(N ) of Γ.

To simplify our notation we assume that the leaves of the sunlet network S(N ) of Γ are
labelled clockwise by increasing elements in Γ, starting in the child of the reticulation vertex
in N . Furthermore, the edgeset of S(N ) is ordered by clockwise enumerating edges which are
incident to leaves first and the remaining edges second as shown on the right in Figure 1.

2.2. Algebraic varieties of network-based Markov models. In this section we equip the
edges of a phylogenetic network with transition matrices that follow a random walk Markov
model. This allows us to study phylogenetic networks under a model of DNA sequence evo-
lution for a finite set of input data. Subsequently, we consider the algebraic varieties which
arise naturally from the study of these models. For an introduction to this algebraic approach
from a phylogenetics perspective we refer the reader to [21].

Given a tree-child phylogenetic network N = (V,E) of Γ and an integer κ ≥ 2, associate
a random variable Xv with state space Sκ = {s1, . . . , sκ} to each vertex v ∈ V . Furthermore,
associate a κ× κ transition matrix M e with each edge e = (u, v) ∈ E such that

M e
ij = Pr[Xv = j |Xu = i].

In addition, associate a root distribution π to the root ρ of N . Let A denote the set of all
possible assignments A0 : Γ → Sκ and, for A0 ∈ A, let A(N , A0) denote the set of all possible
assignments A : V → Sκ such that A(v) = A0(v) for all v ∈ Γ. The assignments A0 are
commonly referred to as characters in the phylogenetics literature. However, in this article
we reserve this description for the characters of finite abelian groups. Finally, for the number
of reticulation vertices k, let {T1, . . . , T2k} denote the set of pairwise distinct phylogenetic
trees we obtain from N by deleting exactly one edge in each pair of adjacent reticulation
edges and removing edge subdivisions/vertices with in-degree and out-degree one. Then,
for j ∈ {1, . . . , 2k}, the joint distribution on the states of the leaves of Tj is given by the
probabilities

pj(A0) := Pr [(Xv)v∈Γ = (A0(v))v∈Γ]

=
∑

A∈A(Tj ,A0)

πA(ρ)

∏
e=(u,v)∈E

M e
A(u)A(v) ∀A0 ∈ A.

For the calculation of marginal distributions

PTj = (pj(A0))A0∈A ∀ j ∈ {1, . . . , 2k}
we assume that transition matrices M e follow a random walk κ-state Markov model on the
edges E. This means, the probabilities M e

sisj only depend on the difference of states si and sj
for all e ∈ E, si, sj ∈ Sκ. Hence, we call the model defining distribution PTj the phylogenetic
Markov model on Tj . Let ΘN denote the space of transition matricesM e and root distributions
π, called the stochastic parameter space, and let ∆d−1 =

{
p ∈ Rn

≥0 :
∑n

i=1 pi = 1
}
denote the

d-th dimensional probability simplex. Then, for edges E = {e1, . . . , em}, we can view the
phylogenetic Markov model on Tj as the image of the polynomial map

ϕTj : ΘN → ∆κn−1

(π,M e1 , . . . ,M em) 7→ PTj .
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Now, for j ∈ {1, . . . , 2k}, consider that we obtain Tj from N by independently per reticulation
vertex deleting edges ei ∈ E with probability λi and removing edge subdivisions. If ei is not a
reticulation edge, then λi = 0. If (uk, vk) and (ul, vl) are a pair of adjacent reticulation edges,
then vk = vl because N is tree-child and therefore λk = 1 − λl. Let σ(Tj) ∈ {0, 1}m denote
the indicator variable for the edges from E present in Tj . Then, analogously to the maps ϕTj ,
we define the phylogenetic Markov model on N as the image of the polynomial map

ϕN : ΘN → ∆κn−1

(π,M e1 , . . . ,M em) 7→
2k∑
j=1

(
m∏
i=1

λ
1−σ(Tj)i
i (1− λi)

σ(Tj)i

)
PTj .

The image of ϕN is a marginal distribution

PN = (p(A0))A0∈A

on the leaves of N . Hence, we call a polynomial in the indeterminates p(A0), A0 ∈ A, which
evaluates to zero for parameters from ΘN a phylogenetic invariant of the phylogenetic Markov
model on N .

Let C[pi1...in ] denote the polynomial ring over the indeterminates p(A0), A0 ∈ A with
ik = A0(k), k ∈ Γ. For j ∈ {1, . . . , 2k}, it is easy to see that the set of phylogenetic invariants
ITj of the phylogenetic Markov model on Tj is a prime ideal in C[pi1...in ]. Indeed, for f, g ∈
C[pi1...in ] such that fg ∈ ITj , we know that fg evaluates to zero for parameters from ΘN ,
i.e., f ∈ ITj or g ∈ ITj . If both do, then fg = f + g, which contradicts the fact that f and
g are polynomials. We call the set of phylogenetic invariants IN of the phylogenetic Markov
model on N the phylogenetic ideal of N . Since IN is the sum of prime ideals, it is not prime.
To simplify the analysis, we do not take the structure of the stochastic parameter space ΘN
into account when studying the phylogenetic ideal. Hence, we extend ϕN to be a complex
polynomial map. We call the variety

VN = {p ∈ Cκn
: f(p) = 0 ∀ f ∈ IN }

the phylogenetic variety of N . Observe that VN is the Zariski closure of the image of ϕN .
Assume for the rest of the article that the phylogenetic Markov model is a random walk 4-state
Markov model.

2.3. Fourier analysis of the phylogenetic variety. In this subsection we look into the
structure of the random walk 4-state Markov model to parameterize the phylogenetic variety
of tree-child phylogenetic networks N . We assume that this model is time-reversible, i.e.,
the location of the root under the phylogenetic Markov model cannot be identified. This
means, the root distribution is uniform and the phylogenetic ideal of N and the ideal of S(N )
coincide.

First, consider the set G = Z2 ⊕ Z2 = {(0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0), (1, 1)} with a group operation
defined by coordinate-wise addition modulo 2. The resulting group (G,+) is called the Klein
four-group. Then, there exists an isomorphism between the state space S4 = {s1, s2, s3, s4} of
our Markov model and G:

s1 ↔ (0, 0), s2 ↔ (0, 1), s3 ↔ (1, 0), s4 ↔ (1, 1).
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Recall that S4 = Σ = {A,G,C, T} is the common identification in the phylogenetics literature.
Since the transition matrices M e follow a random walk, we can apply this isomorphism to
state that there exist functions fe : G → R such that M e

gh = fe(g− h) for all e ∈ E, g, h ∈ G.
A phylogenetic Markov model which is identified in this way with a group is called a group-
based model in the phylogenetics literature. Hence, for j ∈ {1, . . . , 2k}, we can rewrite the
elements of the marginal distribution PTj as follows:

pj,g1···gn =
∑

gv∈G,v∈V \Γ

π(gρ)
∏

u : e=(u,v)∈E(Tj)

fe(gu − gv) ∀ g ∈ Gn.(2.1)

The dependence of the transition probabilities on differences of group elements is reminiscent
of the convolution operation in Fourier analysis. Indeed, as Sturmfels and Sullivant [25]
showed, a Fourier transform of the probabilities pj,g1···gn will turn the prime ideals ITj , j ∈
{1, . . . , 2k}, into toric ideals, i.e., ideals which are generated by the differences of monomials.
This will help us in the calculation of the phylogenetic variety VN . To this end, we recall some
more definition for finite abelian groups, specifically applied to the Klein four-group: the set
S1 = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} with the group operation defined by complex multiplication is called
the circle group. Then, any map χ : G → S1 with χ(g + h) = χ(g)χ(h) for all g, h ∈ F is
called a character of G. Let Ĝ denote the set of characters of G. Then, Ĝ with the group
operation defined by the pointwise multiplication of functions is called the dual group of G.
Let f : G → C be a function. Then, the function f̂ : Ĝ → C defined by

f̂(χ) =
∑
g∈G

χ(g)f(g)

is called the Fourier transform of f . Before we consider a Fourier parameterization of PN ,
we provide some intuition for our formulas by illustrating the Fourier analysis done by Evans
and Speed [7]: let Tj be the tree consisting of only a root, n leaves and edges between the
root and leaves. Then, for g ∈ Gn, p-coordinates (2.1) can be written as

pg =
∑
h∈G

π(h)
n∏

i=1

f (ρ,i)(h− gi).

Define function µ : Gn → R by µ(g) = π(g1) if g1 = · · · = gn and µ(g) = 0 otherwise, to
obtain

pg =
∑
h∈Gn

µ(h)
n∏

i=1

f (ρ,i)(h− gi).

Now, pg can be seen as the convolution of functions µ and
∏n

i=1 f
ρ,i on the group Gn. Then,

applying identities from Fourier analysis and the isomorphism between the Klein four-group
and its dual group we arrive at Fourier coordinates

qg = µ̂

(
n∑

i=1

gi

)
n∏

i=1

f̂ (ρ,i)(gi) ∀ g ∈ Gn.
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We call the various Fourier transforms on the righthand side the Fourier parameters of Tj and
denote them by a0g = µ̂(g) and aig = f̂ (ρ,i)(g) for suitable g ∈ G. Since we assume that the root
distribution π is uniform, the Fourier transform µ̂ vanishes if not evaluated at the identity.
Therefore, qg = 0 for all g ∈ Gn with

∑n
i=1 gi = 0. Similar arguments and definitions can be

made for phylogenetic networks. Then, the general parameterization of the sunlet network
S(N ) (using the enumeration from Figure 1) [6] is given by

ψN : C

[
qg : g ∈ Gn,

n∑
i=1

gi = 0

]
→ C

[
aig : g ∈ G, i ∈ {1, . . . , 2n}

]
qg 7→

n∏
j=1

ajgj

n−1∏
j=1

an+j∑j
l=1 gl

+

n∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 gl


The kernel of ψN is the phylogenetic ideal IN in Fourier coordinates.

3. Quadratic invariants for sunlet networks. In this section we calculate all quadratic
invariants for sunlet networks under the random walk 4-state Markov model. Cummings et
al. [6] proved that the phylogenetic ideal of a level-1 phylogenetic network can be constructed
by taking toric fiber products [27] of phylogenetic ideals of trees and cycle/sunlet networks
which the level-1 network decomposes into. Since Sturmfels and Sullivant [25] provide a
Gröbner basis for the phylogenetic invariants of trees, we focus our attention here on sunlet
networks, i.e., we assume N is a cycle network.

First, we generalize the notion of a glove that Cummings et al. [6] introduced for the
binary Markov model to partition the set of quadratic phylogenetic invariants in IN :

Definition 3.1. Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ, b1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈ (Z/2Z)F2, b3 ∈ (Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2).
Denote F = {F1, F2} and b = {b1, b2, b3}. Then, we call the complex vector space

G(n, F, b) = span(qGqH : G,H ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n,
n∑

j=1

Gij =
n∑

j=1

Hij = 0 ∀ i ∈ {1, 2},

Gij = Hij = bij ∀ i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ Fi,

Gij +Hij = 1 ∀ i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ Γ \ Fi,

G1j +G2j = b3j ∀ j ∈ Γ \ (F1 ∪ F2))

the 2-glove of F and b.

Observe that every quadratic phylogenetic invariant is contained in IN ∩ G(n, F, b) for some
valid choice of F and b. However, we will see that not every 2-glove contains contains a
phylogenetic invariant of N . For F3 ⊆ Γ, we write G(n − |F3|, F, b) to denote the 2-glove
we obtain from G(n, F, b) by removing columns of G,H ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n indexed by F3 and
restricting F and b accordingly. We assume throughout the rest of the article that all 2-gloves
satisfy F1 ∩ F2 = ∅ if not stated otherwise. This assumption does not restrict IN ∩ G(n, F, b)
as the following proposition shows:

Proposition 3.2. Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ, b1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈ (Z/2Z)F2, b3 ∈ (Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2).
Then, for F3 = F1 ∩ F2 with |F3| ≥ n− 1, we have IN ∩ G(n, F, b) ∼= IN ∩ G(n− |F3|, F, b).
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Figure 2. The sunlet network of Γ = {1, . . . , 6}. The partition of the bold edges into sets EN , ON and UN
is shown for F1 = {2, 4} and F2 = {3, 4}.

Proof. First, consider qGqH ∈ G(n− |F3|, F, b). Let G′ ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n be defined by

G′
ij =

{
Gij if j ∈ Γ \ F3,

bij otherwise
∀ i ∈ {1, 2}.

Define H ′ ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n analogously. If
∑

j∈F3
bij = 0 for i ∈ {1, 2}, then qG′qH′ ∈ G(n, F, b).

Otherwise, there exists i ∈ {1, 2} such that
∑

j∈F3
bij = 1. In this case, add one to G′

ij for
j ∈ Γ \ F3 maximum.

Now, we can make some further observations that will help us to characterize the phylogenetic
invariants in each 2-glove:

Proposition 3.3. Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ with F1 ∩ F2 = ∅, b1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈ (Z/2Z)F2, b3 ∈
(Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2).

1. If |Γ \ F1| and |Γ \ F2| are even, then dim(G(n, F, b)) = 2n−2.
2. If |Γ \ F1| or |Γ \ F2| is odd, then IN ∩ G(n, F, b) = ∅.
Proof. First, for qGqH ∈ G(n, F, b) and i ∈ {1, 2}, observe that∑

j∈Γ
Gij =

∑
j∈Γ\Fi

Gij +
∑
j∈Fi

bij = 0,

∑
j∈Γ

Hij =
∑

j∈Γ\Fi

Gij +
∑

j∈Γ\Fi

1 +
∑
j∈Fi

bij = 0

only if |Γ \F1| and |Γ \F2| are even. Otherwise, G(n, F, b) = {0}. Next, for qGqH ∈ G(n, F, b),
the choice of G ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n is constrained by 2+ |F1|+ |F2|+n−|F1∪F2| = 2+n equations
because F1 ∩ F2 = ∅. Hence,

dim(G(n, F, b)) = 22n−(2+n) = 2n−2.
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Before we consider examples of how to decide whether a polynomial is in IN ∩G(n, F, b) or
not we derive two technical results for a series of definitions that align with the methodology
of Cummings et al. [6] and which are useful throughout the rest of this article. First, for the
sunlet network S(N ), we define a partition of edges en+1, . . . , e2n−1 from Figure 1 into the
four sets

EN = {en+j ∈ E(N ) : |{1, . . . , j} \ F1| and |{1, . . . , j} \ F2| even, j ∈ {2, . . . , n− 1}} ,
ON = {en+j ∈ E(N ) : |{1, . . . , j} \ F1| and |{1, . . . , j} \ F2| odd, j ∈ {2, . . . , n− 1}} ,
U1
N = {en+j ∈ E(N ) : |{1, . . . , j} \ F1| even and |{1, . . . , j} \ F2| odd, j ∈ {2, . . . , n− 1}} ,

U2
N = {en+j ∈ E(N ) : |{1, . . . , j} \ F1| odd and |{1, . . . , j} \ F2| even, j ∈ {2, . . . , n− 1}} .

We write UN = U1
N ∪ U2

N as a reoccurring shorthand notation later in this section. Figure 2
shows an example of this partition for n = 6. Observe that the partition (EN ,ON ,UN ) of
edges in N corresponds to a partition of Fourier parameters in ψN :

Lemma 3.4. Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ, b1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈ (Z/2Z)F2, b3 ∈ (Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2). Let
qGqH ∈ G(n, F, b), i ∈ {1, 2}, k ∈ Γ and F3 ⊆ Γ.

1. If k /∈ F3 or k ∈ F3 and Gik = 0 if k ∈ Fi, Gik = 1 otherwise, then |F3 \ Fi| is even if
and only if

∑
j∈F3

Gij =
∑

j∈F3\{k}Hij.
2. If k ∈ F3 and Gik = 0 if k ∈ Γ \ Fi, Gik = 1 otherwise, then |F3 \ Fi| is odd if and

only if
∑

j∈F3
Gij =

∑
j∈F3\{k}Hij.

A proof of Lemma 3.4 is given in Appendix A. Now, we can relate our partition of Fourier
parameters to the image of ψN . Subsequently, this will allow us to study a binary encoding of
non-redundant structures in the image of ψN which will aid our construction of IN ∩G(n, F, b).

For G ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n, i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ Γ, let Gi· and G·j denote the i-th row and j-th
column of G, respectively. Let L(n, F, b) denote the set of matrices G ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n such that
qGqH ∈ G(n, F, b) and the vector (G1·, G2·) is lexicographically smaller than (H1·, H2·). Then,
for G ∈ L(n, F, b), a subset S of internal edges in N and r, s ∈ {1, 2}, let matrices

c=r,s(S,G), c̸
=
r,s(S,G), c

∼
r,s(S,G) ∈ (Z/2Z)2×|S|

be defined by

c=r,s(S,G) =

[ ∑j
l=rG1l∑j
l=sH2l

]
en+j∈S

, c ̸=r,s(S,G) =

[ ∑j
l=rG1l +

∑j
l=sH2l

0

]
en+j∈S

and, for en+j ∈ S,

c∼r,s(S,G)·j =



( ∑j
l=rG1l +

∑j
l=sH1l∑j

l=rG2l

)
if

j∑
l=r

(G1l +G2l) = 0,( ∑j
l=rG1l +

∑j
l=sH1l∑j

l=sH2l

)
otherwise,

The purpose of these matrices is to encode the relationship between vectors v(G, j) =
∑j

l=rG·l
and v(H, j) =

∑j
l=sH·l with respect to edges en+j ∈ S: if v(G, j) = v(H, j) or v(G, j) ̸=
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v(H, j), then the pair v(G, j) and v(H, j) can be uniquely identified by c=r,s(S,G) or c̸
=
r,s(S,G),

respectively. If v(G, j)1 = v(H, j)1 and v(G, j)2 ̸= v(H, j)2, then c∼r,s(S,G) = (0, v(G, j)1),
and, if v(G, j)1 ̸= v(H, j)1 and v(G, j)2 = v(H, j)2, then c

∼
r,s(S,G) = (1, v(G, j)2). Hence, the

remaining pairs of vectors v(G, j) and v(H, j) can be uniquely identified by c∼r,s(S,G). An
alternative representation of matrix c∼r,s(S,G) which will be useful later in this section is given
by

c∼r,s(S,G)·j =



( ∑j
l=rG1l +

∑j
l=sH1l∑j

l=sH1l

)
if

j∑
l=s

(H1l +H2l) = 0,( ∑j
l=rG1l +

∑j
l=sH1l∑j

l=rG1l

)
otherwise,

∀ en+j ∈ S.

We will make use of these definitions with the following linear maps: for r, s ∈ {1, 2} and
pairwise disjoint sets S1, S2, S3 ⊆ {e2, . . . , en−1} with |S1 ∪ S2 ∪ S3| = n− 2, let

MF,b
2r+s−2(S1, S2, S3) : G(n, F, b) → C(Z/2Z)2×(n−2)

qGqH 7→ e
c=r,s(S1,G)⊕c ̸=r,s(S2,G)⊕c∼r,s(S3,G)

where ei denotes the standard basis vector in Cm. For i ∈ {1, . . . , 4}, we write MF,b
i (EN ),

MF,b
i (ON ), MF,b

i (U1
N ) and MF,b

i (U2
N ) as shorthand notation for

MF,b
i (EN ,ON ,UN ), MF,b

i (ON ,EN ,UN ), MF,b
i (U1

N ,U2
N ,EN ∪ON )

and MF,b
i (U2

N ,U1
N ,EN ∪ON ),

respectively. Furthermore, for S1, . . . , S4 ∈ {EN ,ON ,U1
N ,U2

N }, we define

ker(S1, S2, S3, S4) :=
4⋂

j=1

ker
(
MF,b

j (Sj)
)

to improve the readability of the following proposition whose proof is given in Appendix A:

Proposition 3.5. Let S(N ) be the sunlet network of Γ and let T denote the tree we obtain
from N by deleting leaf 1 and its neighbour in N . Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ, b1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈
(Z/2Z)F2, b3 ∈ (Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2). Then,

IN ∩ G(n, F, b) =



IT ∩ G(n, F, b) if 1 ∈ F1 ∩ F2, (b11, b
2
1) = (0, 0),

ker
(
MF,b

1 (EN )
)
∩ ker

(
MF,b

2 (U1
N )
)

if 1 ∈ F1 ∩ F2, (b11, b
2
1) = (0, 1),

or 1 ∈ F1, 1 /∈ F2, b
1
1 = 0,

ker
(
MF,b

1 (EN )
)
∩ ker

(
MF,b

2 (U2
N )
)

if 1 ∈ F1 ∩ F2, (b11, b
2
1) = (1, 0),

or 1 /∈ F1, 1 ∈ F2, b
2
1 = 0,

ker
(
MF,b

1 (EN )
)
∩ ker

(
MF,b

2 (ON )
)

if 1 ∈ F1 ∩ F2, (b11, b
2
1) = (1, 1),

or 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2, b
3
1 = 0,

ker (EN ,U2
N ,U1

N ,ON ) if 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2, b
3
1 = 1,

ker (EN ,ON ,U1
N ,U2

N ) otherwise.
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Now, we can apply Proposition 3.5 to test the membership of polynomials in IN ∩ G(n, F, b).
For example, consider n = 4 and polynomials

f1 = q 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

q 1 1 1 1
1 1 0 0

 − q 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0

q 1 1 0 0
1 1 1 1

,

f2 = q 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1

q 1 0 0 1
1 0 1 0

 − q 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

q 1 0 0 1
1 1 0 0

,

in the q-coordinates on the sunlet network. Then,

f1 ∈ G(4, ∅, {(0, 0, 1, 1)}) and f2 ∈ G(4, {{2, 3}, ∅}, {(0, 0), (0, 1)}).

Since f1 and f2 are in distinct 2-gloves, f1 + f2 can not be in a 2-glove and is therefore not a
phylogenetic invariant of N . For F = ∅, we have

EN = {e4+2}, ON = {e4+3} and UN = ∅,

and for F = {{2, 3}, ∅}, we have

EN = ∅, ON = {e4+3}, U1
N = ∅ and U2

N = {e4+2}.

From Proposition 3.5 we know that fi, i ∈ {1, 2}, is a phylogenetic invariant of N only if

fi ∈ ker
(
MF ,b

1 (EN )
)
∩ ker

(
MF ,b

2 (ON )
)

because in both cases 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2 and b31 = 0. Then, for f1 we get

c=1,1

(
EN ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

))
=

(
0
0

)
= c=1,1

(
EN ,

(
0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0

))
c̸=1,1

(
ON ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

))
=

(
0
0

)
= c̸=1,1

(
ON ,

(
0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0

))
c=1,2

(
ON ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

))
=

(
0
1

)
̸=
(

1
0

)
= c=1,2

(
ON ,

(
0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0

))
c̸=1,2

(
EN ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

))
=

(
0
0

)
= c̸=1,2

(
EN ,

(
0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0

))
Hence, (

MF ,b
1 (EN )

)
(f1) = e(0,0)⊕(0,0) − e(0,0)⊕(0,0) = 0,(

MF ,b
2 (ON )

)
(f1) = e(0,1)⊕(0,0) − e(1,0)⊕(0,0) ̸= 0.



12 M. FROHN, N. HOLTGREFE, L. VAN IERSEL, M. JONES, S. KELK

Thus, f1 is not a phylogenetic invariant of N . Contrary, for f2 we get

c̸=1,1

(
ON ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1

))
=

(
0
0

)
= c̸=1,1

(
ON ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

))
c∼1,1

(
UN ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1

))
=

(
1
0

)
= c∼1,1

(
UN ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

))
c=1,2

(
ON ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1

))
=

(
0
1

)
= c=1,2

(
ON ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

))
c∼1,2

(
UN ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1

))
=

(
0
1

)
= c∼1,2

(
UN ,

(
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1

))
This means, (

MF ,b
1 (EN )

)
(f2) = e(0,0)⊕(1,0) − e(0,0)⊕(1,0) = 0,(

MF ,b
2 (ON )

)
(f2) = e(0,1)⊕(0,1) − e(0,1)⊕(0,1) = 0.

Thus, f2 is a phylogenetic invariant of N .
We will show that considering specific differences of binomials like f2 are sufficient to

generate all quadratic phylogenetic invariants of N . Therefore, we need to formalize the
observations in our example. To this end, we define a first ingredient:

Definition 3.6. Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ with F1 ∩ F2 = ∅, b1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈ (Z/2Z)F2, b3 ∈
(Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2). Let c ∈ (Z/2Z)n with c1 = cn = 0 and let G(b, c), H(b, c) ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n be
defined by G(b, c)·j = G1(b, c)·j +G2(b, c)·j for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} with

G1(b, c)·j =


(
b1j , cj

)
if j ∈ F1,(

cj , b
2
j

)
if j ∈ F2,(

cj , cj + b3j

)
otherwise,

G2(b, c)·j =



(0, cj−1) if en+j−1 ∈ UN and (j − 1), j ∈ F1,

(0, cj) if en+j ∈ UN and j ∈ F1, (j + 1) /∈ F1,

(cj−1, 0) if en+j−1 ∈ UN and (j − 1), j ∈ F2,

(cj , 0) if en+j ∈ UN and j ∈ F2, (j + 1) /∈ F2,

(0, 0) otherwise,

G(b, c)·n =
n−1∑
j=1

G(b, c)·j

and qG(b,c)qH(b,c) ∈ G(n, F, b). Then, we call qG(b,c)qH(b,c) the basic monomial of G(n, F, b)
and c.

We continue our example for binomial f2 to illustrate Definition 3.6. For f2 ∈ G(4, F, b), recall
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that F = {{2, 3}, ∅} and b = {(0, 0), (0, 1)}. Then, for c = (0, 1, 1, 0),

G1(b, c) =

(
c1 b12 b13

c1 + b31 c2 c3

)
=

(
0 0 0
0 1 1

)
G2(b, c) =

(
0 0 0
0 0 c2

)
=

(
0 0 0
0 0 1

)
Furthermore, for d = (0, 0, 1, 0),

G1(b, d) =

(
0 0 0
0 0 1

)
, G2(b, c) =

(
0 0 0
0 0 0

)
.

This means, f2 is the difference of basic monomials:

f2 = qG(b,c)qH(b,c) − qG(b,d)qH(b,d).

The second ingredient to construct all quadratic phylogenetic invariants of N is a strength-
ening of Proposition 3.3:

Proposition 3.7. Let n ≥ 4 and let S(N ) be the sunlet network of Γ. Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ with
F1 ∩F2 = ∅, b1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈ (Z/2Z)F2, b3 ∈ (Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2) such that |Γ \Fi| is even for
i ∈ {1, 2}. Then,

IN ∩ G(n, F, b) ̸= ∅
if and only if b31 = 0, 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2 and

|{en+j ∈ UN : j /∈ F1 ∨ (j − 1) /∈ F1, j ∈ F1 ∨ j /∈ F2 ∨ (j − 1) /∈ F2, j ∈ F2}| > 0.

Proof. First, assume

IN ∩ G(n, F, b) = ker
(
MF,b

1 (EN )
)
∩ ker

(
MF,b

2 (S1)
)

(3.1)

for some S1 ∈ {ON ,U1
N ,U2

N }. Then, for qGqH ∈ G(n, F, b), we have

c=1,1(EN , G) =

[ ∑j
l=1G1l∑j
l=1G2l

]
en+j∈EN

,(3.2)

c̸=1,1(ON , G) =

[ ∑j
l=1 (G1l +H2l)

0

]
en+j∈ON

=

[ ∑j
l=1(G1l +G2l) + |{1, . . . , j} \ F2|

0

]
en+j∈ON

,(3.3)

and, for en+j ∈ UN ,

c∼1,1(UN , G)·j =



(
|{1, . . . , j} \ F1|∑j

l=1G1l

)
if

j∑
l=1

(G1l +G2l) = 0,(
|{1, . . . , j} \ F1|∑j

l=1G1l + |{1, . . . , j} \ F2|+ 1

)
otherwise.

(3.4)
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and equivalently,

c∼1,1(UN , G)·j =



(
|{1, . . . , j} \ F1|∑j

l=1H2l

)
if

j∑
l=1

(H1l +H2l) = 0,(
|{1, . . . , j} \ F1|∑j

l=1H2l + |{1, . . . , j} \ F1|+ 1

)
otherwise.

(3.5)

Similarly, for

S2 =


EN if S1 = ON ,

U2
N if S1 = U1

N ,

U1
N if S1 = U2

N ,

S3 =

{
UN if S1 = ON ,

EN ∪ON otherwise,

we have

c=1,2(S1, G) =

[ ∑j
l=1G1l∑j
l=2G2l

]
en+j∈S1

,(3.6)

c̸=1,2(S2, G) =

[
H21 +

∑j
l=1(G1l +G2l) + |{1, . . . , j} \ F2|

0

]
en+j∈S2

,(3.7)

and, for en+j ∈ S3,

c∼1,2(S3, G)·j =



(
G11 + |{2, . . . , j} \ F1|∑j

l=1G1l

)
if

j∑
l=1

(G1l +G2l) = 0,(
G11 + |{2, . . . , j} \ F1|∑j

l=2G1l + |{2, . . . , j} \ F2|+ 1

)
otherwise.

(3.8)

Since F1 ∩ F2 = ∅, the vector G·j is defined by exactly one free choice in its entries for all
G ∈ L(n, F, b), j ∈ {2, . . . , n−1}. Hence, from Equations (3.2) to (3.4) we know that matrices

c=1,1(EN , G), c̸
=
1,1(ON , G), c

∼
1,1(UN , G) have at least

dE = |EN |, dO = |{en+j ∈ ON : j ∈ F1 ∪ F2}|, dU = |{en+j ∈ UN : j ∈ Γ \ (F1 ∪ F2)}|

degrees of freedom, respectively. Here we used the fact that G1j + G2j is not constant only
if j ∈ F1 ∪ F2, and that G1j is a linear function of G2j in the definition of c∼1,1(UN , G)·j .
Furthermore, for en+j ∈ UN with (j − 1) /∈ F2 and j ∈ F2 we observe that column (3.4) is
independent of the choice of G·j . Analogously, for (j − 1) /∈ F1 and j ∈ F1, column (3.5) is
independent of the choice of G·j . This means, we conclude that matrix c∼1,1(UN , G) has

d̂U = dU + |{en+j ∈ UN : (j − 1) /∈ F1, j ∈ F1 ∨ (j − 1) /∈ F2, j ∈ F2}|

degrees of freedom. Therefore,

rank
(
MF,b

1 (EN )
)
= 2dE+dO+d̂U .
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Analogously, matrices c=1,2(S1, G), c̸
=
1,2(S2, G) and c

∼
1,2(S3, G) have

d1 = |S1|, d2 = |{en+j ∈ S2 : j ∈ F1 ∪ F2}|
and d3 = |{en+j ∈ S3 : j ∈ Γ \ (F1 ∪ F2) ∨ (j − 1) /∈ F1, j ∈ F1 ∨ (j − 1) /∈ F2, j ∈ F2}|

degrees of freedom, respectively, i.e.,

rank
(
MF,b

2 (S1)
)
= 2d1+d2+d3 .

From these observations we can conclude that

rank
(
MF,b

1 (EN )⊕MF,b
2 (S1)

)
=

{
2|EN |+|ON |+d̂U if S1 = ON ,

2|EN |+|ON |+|UN | otherwise.

This means, by Equation (3.1), Proposition 3.3 and the rank-nullity theorem, we arrive at

dim
(
ker
(
MF,b

1 (EN )⊕MF,b
2 (S1)

))
= dim(G(n, F, b))− rank

(
MF,b

1 (EN )⊕MF,b
2 (S1)

)
=

{
2n−2 − 2|EN |+|ON |+d̂U if S1 = ON ,

0 otherwise.

Analogously, dim
(
ker
(
EN ,U2

N ,U1
N ,ON

))
= 0 and dim

(
ker
(
EN ,ON ,U1

N ,U2
N
))

= 0. Thus,
our claim follows from Proposition 3.5.

Now, using basic monomials and Propositions 3.5 and 3.7 we are ready to construct a
basis for all non-empty partitioned ideals IN ∩ G(n, F, b):

Theorem 3.8. Let n ≥ 4 and let S(N ) be the sunlet network of Γ. Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ with
F1 ∩ F2 = ∅, |Γ \ Fi| even for i ∈ {1, 2} and 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2, b

1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈ (Z/2Z)F2,
b3 ∈ (Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2) with b31 = 0. Let

R = {j : en+j ∈ EN ∪ON ∨ en+j ∈ UN , j ∈ Γ \ (F1 ∪ F2)

∨ en+j ∈ UN , (j − 1) /∈ F1, j ∈ F1

∨ en+j ∈ UN , (j − 1) /∈ F2, j ∈ F2} ⊆ Γ.

and let c, d ∈ (Z/2Z)n with c1 = cn = d1 = dn = 0, cj = dj for all j ∈ R and cj = 0 for all
j ∈ Γ \ R. Let fb,c,d denote the difference of the basic monomials of G(n, F, b) and c and d,
respectively. Then, fb,c,d is a phylogenetic invariants of N . Furthermore, let Z denote the set
of tuples (c, d) defining fb,c,d. If

B(n, F, b) = {fb,c,d : (c, d) ∈ Z, c ̸= d}

is non-empty, then B(n, F, b) is a basis for IN ∩ G(n, F, b).
Proof. Since b31 = 0 and 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2, we know from Proposition 3.5 that

IN ∩ G(n, F, b) = ker
(
MF,b

1 (EN )
)
∩ ker

(
MF,b

2 (ON )
)
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and we know from the proof of Proposition 3.7 that

dim (IN ∩ G(n, F, b)) = 2n−2 − 2|R|.

First, consider matrices (3.2) to (3.4). Define C ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n as follows: for en+j ∈ EN and
x ∈ {c, d},

C·j := c=1,1(EN , G(b, x))·j

=

j∑
l=1

G(b, x)·l

=

(
0
b31

)
+

j∑
l=2, l /∈F1∪F2

(
xl

xl + b3l

)
+

j∑
l=2, l∈F1

(
b1l
xl

)
+

j∑
l=2, l∈F2

(
xl
b2l

)

+

j∑
l=2, en+l−1∈UN , (l−1),l∈F1

(
0

xl−1

)
+

j∑
l=2, en+l−1∈UN , (l−1),l∈F2

(
xl−1

0

)

+

j∑
l=2, en+l∈UN , l∈F1, (l+1)/∈F1

(
0
xl

)
+

j∑
l=2, en+l∈UN , l∈F2, (l+1)/∈F2

(
xl
0

)

The column vector C·j is well-defined because dl = cl for all en+l ∈ EN ∪ON and en+l ∈ UN
with l /∈ F1 ∪ F2. Indeed, en+l ∈ UN with l ∈ F1 implies that either edge en+l+1 contributes(
b1l+1, xl+1 + xl

)
or edge en+l contributes

(
b1l , 0

)
. Hence, xl does not appear in C·j . The same

argument works for F2 instead of F1. Analogously, for en+j ∈ ON and en+j ∈ UN ,

C·j := c̸=1,1(ON , G(b, x))·j and C·j := c∼1,1(UN , G(b, x))·j

are well-defined because the feasibility of our construction these columns for C does not depend
on the edge partition (EN ,ON ,UN ). Therefore, we conclude(

MF,b
1 (EN )

)
(fb,c,d) = e

c=1,1(EN ,G(b,c))⊕c̸=1,1(ON ,G(b,c))⊕c∼1,1(UN ,G(b,c))

− e
c=1,1(EN ,G(b,d))⊕c ̸=1,1(ON ,G(b,d))⊕c∼1,1(UN ,G(b,d))

= eC − eC = 0.

We define D ∈ (Z/2Z)2×n similar as C using matrices (3.6) to (3.8) instead of matrices (3.2)

to (3.4) to conclude that fb,c,d ∈ ker
(
MF,b

2 (ON )
)
, too. Thus, we conclude that fb,c,d is a

phylogenetic invariant of N .
Since there are 2|R| choices for c and 2n−2−|R| choices for d− c, we conclude that B(n, F, b)

has cardinality

2|R|
(
2n−2−|R| − 1

)
= 2n−2 − 2|R| = dim (IN ∩ G(n, F, b)) .
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Notice that there might exist many more bases of IN ∩ G(n, F, b) different from our con-
struction B(n, F, b). This question becomes interesting when we want to compute a basis for
each partitioned ideal IN ∩ G(n, F, b) in practice. Indeed, we can find a second class of bases
very similar to the construction in Theorem 3.8 that allows us to exploit the symmetry of
2-gloves:

Corollary 3.9. Let n ≥ 4 and let S(N ) be the sunlet network of Γ. Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ with
F1 ∩ F2 = ∅ and 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2, b

1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈ (Z/2Z)F2, b3 ∈ (Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2) with
b31 = 0. Then, exchanging the first and second row of indices G(b, c) and H(b, c) defining basic
monomials qG(b,c)qH(b,c), yields a basis for IN ∩ G(n, F, b) if it exists.

Proof. From Theorem 3.8 we know that B(n, F, b) is a basis for IN∩G(n, F, b). Analogously
we obtain a basis for IN ∩ G(n, F, b) by exchanging the first and second row of indices G(b, c)
and H(b, c) of basic monomials qG(b,c)qH(b,c) defining B(n, F, b).

Corollary 3.9 allows us to repurpose the basis of a 2-glove to obtain a basis for another dis-
tinct 2-glove in linear time. Finally, for small positive integers n, we can detail Proposition 3.7
and Theorem 3.8 further:

Corollary 3.10. Let n ≤ 4 be a positive integer and let S(N ) be the sunlet network of Γ.
Let F1, F2 ⊆ Γ with F1 ∩ F2 = ∅, b1 ∈ (Z/2Z)F1, b2 ∈ (Z/2Z)F2, b3 ∈ (Z/2Z)Γ\(F1∪F2) such
that |Γ \Fi| is even for i ∈ {1, 2}. Then, IN ∩G(n, F, b) = ∅ for F = ∅, n ≤ 3 and n = 4 with
B(n, F, b) = ∅. Moreover, if n = 4, F ̸= ∅ and B(n, F, b) ̸= ∅, then

B(n, F, b) =
{
qG(b,(0,0,0,0))qH(b,(0,0,0,0)) − qG(b,(0,0,1,0))qH(b,(0,0,1,0)),

qG(b,(0,1,1,0))qH(b,(0,1,1,0)) − qG(b,(0,1,0,0))qH(b,(0,1,0,0))

}
Proof. For F = ∅, by definition |EN | = |ON | = n/2 − 1 and |UN | = 0. Then, IN ∩

G(n, F, b) = ∅ follows from Proposition 3.7. Otherwise, for n ≤ 3, Propositions 3.3 and 3.7
imply IN ∩G(n, F, b) = ∅, too. Therefore, assume F ̸= ∅ and n = 4. Since IN ∩G(n, F, b) ̸= ∅
only if 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2 and we assumed F1 ∩ F2 = ∅, we know from Proposition 3.3 that |Fi| = 2
and |Fl| = 0 for i, l ∈ {1, 2}, i ̸= l. Without loss of generality F1 = {j, k}, j < k, and let
qGqH ∈ G(n, F, b).

First, assume G(n, F, b) = {qGqH}. Since ψN is a ring homomorphism, ψN (qGqH) =
ψN (qG)ψN (qH). By definition, ψN (qG), ψN (qG) ̸= 0 and the co-domain of ψN is integral.
Thus, ψN (qG)ψN (qH) ̸= 0. In other words, qGqH /∈ IN .

Next, assume B(n, F, b) is non-empty, i.e., dim(G(n, F, b)) > 1. Consider the set R in
Theorem 3.8. By definition, j ∈ R and k ∈ Γ \ R. This means, for (c, d) ∈ Z with c ̸= d we
have cj = dj , ck = 0 and dk = 1. Thus, our claim holds.

4. Summary and conclusions. The previous section gives us an outline of an algorithm to
calculate all quadratic phylogenetic invariants of the sunlet network S(N ) for any fixed number
of taxa n. First, consider only 2-gloves with |Fi| ≤ n−4 even for i ∈ {1, 2}. Any other 2-glove
of F is empty (see Proposition 3.3). Then, establish the assumption F1 ∩ F2 = ∅ justified by
Proposition 3.2, i.e., project 2-glove G(n, F, b) onto 2-glove G(n−|F3|, F, b). Next, calculate the
partition (EN ′ ,ON ′ ,UN ′) of the interior edges in N ′ where N ′ is the cycle network on n−|F3|
taxa. Then, apply Theorem 3.8 to obtain a basis for IN ′ ∩G(n− |F3|, F, b) when possible, i.e.
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the set B(n, F, b) in Theorem 3.8 is not empty. Here, the assumptions 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2 and b31 = 0
of Theorem 3.8 are justified by Proposition 3.7. This means, if these assumptions are violated,
then there exist no quadratic phylogenetic invariants of N ′ in G(n− |F3|, F, b) which are not
also invariants of the tree T covered in Proposition 3.5. Finally, lifting the invariants back up
from all 2-gloves G(n− |F3|, F, b) to 2-gloves G(n, F, b) and adding the quadratic phylogenetic
invariants of the tree T which are well-known in the literature [25], we obtain all quadratic
phylogenetic invariants in IN .

Now, our study of the sunlet network tells us some things about the phylogenetic ideal
of level-1 networks. First, recall that by taking the toric fiber product of cycle networks and
trees we obtain a class of invariants in the phylogenetic ideal of a level-1 network from our
computations for the sunlet network [27, 6]. However, we also know from Corollary 3.10 that
IN does not contain any quadratic invariants for n ≤ 3 that capture more structure than that
of single trees nested inside N . In other words, all invariants in sets which are sufficient to
prove identifiability under our model are at least cubic for most networks on level-1 quarnets.
Indeed, Corollary 3.10 can provide generators of the phylogenetic ideal only for one specific
quarnet, the cycle network for n = 4. This means, we cannot follow the methodology of Gross
et al. [12] to give an alternative proof of the identifiability of level-1 phylogenetic networks
under the phylogenetic Markov model using only linear and quadratic invariants of trees
and sunlet networks. However, since Theorem 3.8 is applicable for n ≥ 4, the presence of
sufficiently large cycles in a level-1 phylogenetic network enables the study of identifiability
with the clear methodological advantage of not relying on a randomized matroid-separation
algorithm [14].

4.1. Future research. A first direction to extend our results is the study of level-2 (or more
broadly level-k) phylogenetic network. Here, the connection between the notions of clique sums
and toric fiber products [26] can lead the investigation of more complex graph substructure
than sunlet networks. Since our methodology provided a better structural understanding of
level-1 networks, this research can avoid the pitfalls previous studies on level-2 networks have
encountered [2]. Our insights also motivate the study of higher degree phylogenetic invariants.
In particular, studying invariants of the phylogenetic Markov model via Pfaffians [19] could
make use of the results in this article to characterize higher degree phylogenetic invariants for
some tree-child networks in a similar fashion to the work of Cummings et al. [5]. Another
research direction concerns a further generalization of our analysis to random walk κ-state
Markov models with κ = 2k for k ≥ 3. Keeping powers of two for the number of states ensures
that there exists a clear binary encoding for elements of the cyclic group.

Appendix A. Proofs.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Let F3 ⊆ Γ, i ∈ {1, 2} and let g, h ∈ (Z/2Z)n denote the i-th row
of G and H, respectively. First, we prove our claim for k /∈ F3. Assume |F3 \ Fi| is even.
Then,

∑
j∈F3\Fi

(gj +hj) = 0. This means,
∑

j∈F3\Fi
gj and

∑
j∈F3\Fi

hj are both even or odd.
Moreover, ∑

j∈F3∩Fi

(gj + hj) = 2
∑

j∈F3∩Fi

bij = 0.
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Hence,
∑

j∈F3∩Fi
gj and

∑
j∈F3∩Fi

hj are both even or odd. Thus,
∑

j∈F3
gj and

∑
j∈F3

hj are
both even or odd. The converse follows from similar arguments by assuming |F3 \ Fi| is odd.
Now, consider our claim for k ∈ F3 and k /∈ Fi. If |F3 \ Fi| is odd, then∑

j∈F3\{Fi∪{k}}

(gj + hj) = 0

With analogous arguments as before we conclude that∑
j∈F3\{k}

gj =
∑

j∈F3\{k}

hj .

Hence, for gk = 1 we have
∑

j∈F3
gj ̸= ∑

j∈F3\{k} hj and for gk = 0 we have
∑

j∈F3
gj =∑

j∈F3\{k} hj . Otherwise, |F3 \ Fi| is even and the converse follows from similar arguments.
For k ∈ F3 and k ∈ Fi analogous arguments prove our claim.

Proof of Proposition 3.5.
Case 1: 1 ∈ F1, b

1
1 = 0 and 1 ∈ F2, b

2
1 = 0. Then,

ψN (qG) =
n∏

j=1

ajG·j

n−1∏
j=1

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

+
n∏

j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 G·l


= a1G·1

n∏
j=2

ajG·j

an+1
G·1

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

+ a2n∑n
l=2 G·l

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 G·l


= a1G·1

(
an+1
G·1

+ a2n∑n
l=2 G·l

) n∏
j=2

ajG·j

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

Let ψT denote the parameterization of the undirected tree underlying T in Fourier
coordinates [25]:

ψT : C

[
qg : g ∈ Gn,

n∑
i=1

gi = 0

]
→ C

[
aig : g ∈ G, i ∈ {1, . . . , 2n}

]
qg 7→

n∏
j=1

ajgj

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 gl

Since G·1 = (0, 0), we know that matrix G′ obtained from G by deleting the first
column lies in the domain of ψT . Hence,

ψN (qG) = a1(0,0)

(
an+1
(0,0) + a2n(0,0)

)
ψT (G

′).

This means, ψN and ψT have the same kernel.
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Case 2: 1 /∈ F1 or 1 /∈ F2. Let β = G·1 and γ = H·1. Then, β ̸= γ and, for

f =
∑

G∈L(n,F,b)

cGqGqH ∈ G(n, F, b)

we have

ψN (f)

=
∑

G∈L(n,F,b)

cG

n∏
j=1

ajG·j

n−1∏
j=1

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

+

n∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 G·l


×

n∏
j=1

ajH·j

n−1∏
j=1

an+j∑j
l=1 H·l

+

n∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 H·l


=

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

cG

 n∏
j=1

ajG·j
ajH·j

×

an+1
G·1

an+1
H·1

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

an+j∑j
l=1 H·l

+ an+1
G·1

a2n∑n
l=2 H·l

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

an+j∑j
l=2 H·l

+a2n∑n
l=2 G·l

an+1
H·1

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 G·l

an+j∑j
l=1 H·l

+ a2n∑n
l=2 G·l

a2n∑n
l=2 H·l

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 G·l

an+j∑j
l=2 H·l


For a fixed G ∈ L(n, F, b), no pair of products can cancel out because β ̸= γ. More-
over, for j ∈ Γ, the set of vectors {G·j , H·j} is fully determined. Hence, c′G :=

cG
∏n

j=1 a
j
G·j
ajH·j

is a constant that only depends on G. Therefore, ψN (f) = 0 if
and only if

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′G

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

an+j∑j
l=1 H·l

 = 0,(A.1)

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′G

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

an+j∑j
l=2 H·l

 = 0,(A.2)

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′G

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 G·l

an+j∑j
l=1 H·l

 = 0.(A.3)

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′G

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 G·l

an+j∑j
l=2 H·l

 = 0,(A.4)

From Lemma 3.4 we know that

en+j ∈ EN ⇔
j∑

l=1

H·l =

j∑
l=1

G·l.
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Hence, Equation (A.1) holds if and only if∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
1 (EN ,ON ,UN ) = 0.

Case 2.1: 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2 and β = (0, 0). Then, γ = (1, 1). Hence, Equation (A.4) holds
if and only if ∑

G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
4 (ON ,EN ,UN ) = 0.

From Lemma 3.4 we get

en+j ∈ ON ⇔
j∑

l=1

G·l =

j∑
l=2

H·l, en+j ∈ EN ⇔
j∑

l=1

H·l =

j∑
l=2

G·l.

Therefore, Equations (A.2) and (A.3) hold if and only if∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
2 (ON ,EN ,UN ) = 0,

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
3 (EN ,ON ,UN ) = 0.

Since G·1 = (0, 0), we know that

ker
(
MF,b

1 (EN ,ON ,UN )
)
= ker

(
MF,b

3 (EN ,ON ,UN )
)
,

ker
(
MF,b

2 (ON ,EN ,UN )
)
= ker

(
MF,b

4 (ON ,EN ,UN )
)
.

Case 2.2: 1 /∈ F1 ∪ F2 and β = (0, 1). Then, γ = (1, 0). Hence, similar to Case 2.1
we deduce from Lemma 3.4 that Equations (A.2) to (A.4) hold if and only if∑

G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
2

(
U2
N ,U1

N ,EN ∪ON
)
= 0,

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
3

(
U1
N ,U2

N ,EN ∪ON
)
= 0,

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
4 (ON ,EN ,UN ) = 0.

Case 2.3: 1 /∈ F1, 1 ∈ F2 and β = (0, 0). Then, γ = (1, 0). Hence, similar to Case 2.1
we deduce from Lemma 3.4 that Equations (A.2) to (A.4) hold if and only if∑

G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
i

(
U2
N ,U1

N ,EN ∪ON
)
= 0 ∀ i ∈ {2, 4},

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
3 (EN ,ON ,UN ) = 0.
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Since G·1 = (0, 0), we know that

ker
(
MF,b

1 (EN ,ON ,UN )
)
= ker

(
MF,b

3 (EN ,ON ,UN )
)
,

ker
(
MF,b

2

(
U2
N ,U1

N ,EN ∪ON
))

= ker
(
MF,b

4

(
U2
N ,U1

N ,EN ∪ON
))
.

Case 2.4: 1 /∈ F1, 1 ∈ F2 and β = (0, 1). Then, γ = (1, 1). Hence, similar to Case 2.1
we deduce from Lemma 3.4 that Equations (A.2) to (A.4) hold if and only if∑

G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
2 (ON ,EN ,UN ) = 0,

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
3

(
U1
N ,U2

N ,EN ∪ON
)
= 0,

∑
G∈L(n,F,b)

c′GM
F,b
4

(
U2
N ,U1

N ,EN ∪ON
)
= 0.

Case 2.5: 1 ∈ F1, 1 /∈ F2 and β = (0, 0). Then, γ = (0, 1). Analogous to Case 2.3.
Case 2.6: 1 ∈ F1, 1 /∈ F2 and β = (1, 0). Then, γ = (1, 1). Analogous to Case 2.4.

Case 3: 1 ∈ F1, b
1
1 ̸= 0 and 1 ∈ F2, b

2
1 ̸= 0. Let β = (b11, b

2
1). Then, similar to Case 2,

ψN (f) =
∑

G∈L(n,F,b)

cG

 n∏
j=1

ajG·j
ajH·j

×

an+1
β an+1

β

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

an+j∑j
l=1 H·l

+ an+1
β a2nβ

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=1 G·l

an+j∑j
l=2 H·l

+a2nβ a
n+1
β

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 G·l

an+j∑j
l=1 H·l

+ a2nβ a
2n
β

n−1∏
j=2

an+j∑j
l=2 G·l

an+j∑j
l=2 H·l


Since factors an+1

β and a2nβ are distinct, all pairs of products in our sum can not cancel
out except for possibly the second and third. In addition, for j ∈ EN ∪ UN , we know
that matrices [

j∑
l=1

G·l,

j∑
l=2

H·l

]
and

[
j∑

l=2

G·l,

j∑
l=1

H·l

]

are distinct under column permutations because G·1 = H·1 ̸= (0, 0). If instead EN ∪
UN = ∅, then

j∑
l=1

Gil ̸=
j∑

l=1

Hil ∀ i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {2, . . . , n− 1}.

Hence, the second and third product in our sum can not cancel out. Therefore, like
in Case 2, ψN (f) = 0 if and only if Equations (A.1) to (A.4) hold. Observe that
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Equations (A.1) and (A.4) as well as Equations (A.2) and (A.3) are equivalent because
they only differ by an addition of β to all subscripts of the Fourier parameters. Thus,
similar to Case 2, our claim follows from Lemma 3.4.
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