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INTEGRAL REGULATORS ON MIRROR CURVES
WITH MASS PARAMETER

SOUMYA SINHA BABU

Abstract. A 2015 conjecture of Codesido-Grassi-Mariño in topo-
logical string theory relates the enumerative invariants of toric CY
3-folds to the spectra of operators attached to their mirror curves.
In [DKSB], We previously deduced two consequences of this con-
jecture; one relating zeroes of higher normal function to the spectra
of operators of genus one curves, the other connecting integral reg-
ulators of K2-classes on mirror curves to dilogarithm values at al-
gebraic arguments. We now show that the latter continues to hold
in the presence of a mass parameter, thus expanding the range of
the conjecture.

1. Introduction

We consider the lattice triangle, ∆m,n = Conv((1, 0), (0, 1), (−m, −n))
where m, n ∈ Z>0. A fan on a triangulation of {1} × ∆m,n ⊂ R3 deter-
mines a local (toric, hence, non-compact) CY 3-fold, X. Corresponding
to X one can construct a family of mirror curves Cm,n ⊂ C∗ × C∗, of
genus g equal to the number of interior integer points of ∆m,n, cut out
by the Laurent polynomial Fm,n(x, y) with Newton polygon ∆m,n. We
assume that Fm,n(x, y) is tempered, that is to say it takes the form,

Fm,n(x, y) := x + y + x−my−n +
∑g

j=1 ajx
m

(j)
1ym

(j)
2

+
∑g1−1

ℓ=1

(
g1

ℓ

)

x
1−ℓ m+1

g1 y
−ℓ n

g1 +
∑g2−1

ℓ=1

(
g2

ℓ

)

x
−ℓ m

g2 y
1−ℓ n+1

g2 .
(1.1)

where g1 := gcd(m + 1, n) and g2 = gcd(m, n + 1). To keep track of
moduli, we rename Cm,n and Fm,n to Ca

m,n, F a
m,n respectively. Of par-

ticular importance is the so-called maximal conifold point, â ∈ (C∗)g,
a point in moduli at which the family degenerates to a rational nodal
curve.
We now focus specifically on integral regulators1. Temperedness of
F a

m,n implies that the Milnor symbol {−x, −y} ∈ K2(C(Ca
m,n)) extends

to motivic cohomology classes on the compactifications Ca
m,n ⊂ P∆.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14D07, 14J33, 19E15, 32G20, 34K08.
1For a complete discussion see [DKSB, §2.2].
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Writing R{f, g} := log(f)dg
g

− 2πi log(g)δTf
for the standard regulator

current for Milnor K2-symbols (Tf := f−1(R<0) the cut in branch of

log), there is a symplectic basis {γj, βj}g
j=1 of H1(Ca

m,n,Z) with regula-
tor periods Rγj

:=
´

γ
R{−x, −y}|Ca

m,n
∼ −2πi log(aj), and the regula-

tor class R = R{−x, −y} ∈ H1(Ca
m,n,C/Z(2)) then has a local lift to

H1(Ca
m,n,C) given by

R̃ =
g
∑

ℓ=1

(Rγℓ
γ∗

ℓ + Rβℓ
β∗

ℓ ) ,

whose Gauss-Manin derivatives are given by,

ωj := ∇∂/∂Rγj
R̃ =

aj

2πi
ResCa

m,n

dx ∧ dy

x2jyF
a
m,n

.

Denote by Ĉm,n the fiber of the family over the maximal conifold point
â. It has g nodes {p̂j}, and the cycles {γ̂j}g

j=1 passing through each

node generate H1(Ĉm,n); we set Rγ̂j
:=
´

γ̂j
R{x, y}. Let κ = γ̂[Id]γ(â)

be the change-of-basis matrix.
Recent work of [GHM, Ma, CGM] connects the enumerative geome-

try of X to the spectral theory of certain operators F̂ on L2(R) attached
to Ca

m,n. Using tools derived from asymptotic Hodge Theory and local
mirror symmetry, we were able to recast this relationship in terms of
regulator periods, resulting in the following

Conjecture 1.1. For the families Ca
m,n cut out by F a

m,n, the regulator

period Rγ1(a) asymptotic to −2πi log(a1) at the origin has value

(1.2) 1
2πi

Rγ1(â) ≡ m+n+1
π

D2(1 + ζm+n+1) mod Q(1)

at the maximal conifold point â.

2. The main result

In [DKSB, §4], we proved Conjecture 1.1 for two infinite families of
genus-g curves, namely those cut out by F a

g,g and F
a
2g−1,1. Note that

neither ∆g,g nor ∆2g−1,1 contain any interior integer points, which sig-
nificantly reduces calculations. In present situation we wish to consider
genus-g families cut out by F

a
2g,1. There is precisely one interior integer

point (0, −g), with corresponding moduli ag+1. In physics literature
such points are called mass parameters. However due to the tempered-
ness condition, we have

ag+1 = −2.



INTEGRAL REGULATORS ON MIRROR CURVES WITH MASS PARAMETER 3

Theorem 2.1. Conjecture 1.1 holds for the family Ca
2g,1; that is,

1
2πi

Rγ1(â) ≡
Q(1)

2g + 2

π
D2(1 + ζ2g+2)(2.1)

Remark 2.2. Note that the Milnor symbol {x, y} on the curve defined
by substituting −x, −y for x, y resp. then multiplying the equation
by −1, being a pullback, is integrally tempered with the same integral
regulator as {−x, −y}. The new equation replaces ag+1 by −ag+1,
and also changes the sign of a1, a3, a5, . . . etc.; it is this new equation
which we will use going forward. Note also that Conjecture 1.1 is
stated in terms of the regulator period asymptotic to −2πi log(an); it
is convenient in this section to drop the negative sign and work with
one asymptotic to 2πi log(an). Thus from now on

Rγn
∼ 2πi log(an).

We prove Theorem 2.1 by essentially adopting the same techniques
discussed in [DKSB, §4] - monodromies at â can be calculated using
power series coming from classical periods, following which the limiting
regulator periods can be found by parameterizing the spectral curve
and attaching specially constructed divisors to it.

Proposition 2.3. Let κj := gcd(j, g + 1). Then

(2.2) κ = diag(κ1, . . . , κg).

It then follows from temperedness that

(2.3) 1
2πi

Rγj
(â) ≡

Q(1)

κj

2πi
Rγ̂j

.

2.1. Preliminary results. It is necessary to understand growth of
the power series corresponding to regulator periods and singularities of
Câ

2g,1.

Lemma 2.4. The following identity holds,

(2.4)
m/2
∑

k=0

2−2k

Γ(1 + k)2Γ(1 + m − 2k)
=

Γ

(

1 + 2m

2

)

Γ(1 + m)Γ

(

2 + m

2

)

Γ

(

1 + m

2

) .

Proof. We reduce the given series into a hypergeometric series, and
apply Gauss’ summation theorem as follows,
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m/2
∑

k=0

2−2k

Γ(1 + k)2Γ(1 + m − 2k)
=

1

m!
2F1

[ 1 − m

2
, −m

2
1

; 1

]

=

Γ

(

1 + 2m

2

)

Γ(1 + m)Γ

(

2 + m

2

)

Γ

(

1 + m

2

) .(2.5)

�

Lemma 2.5. If a, b, c ∈ R>>>0 are such that a = b + c, then

(2.6)

2cΓ(1 + a)Γ

(

1 + 2c

2

)

Γ(1 + b)Γ(1 + c)Γ

(

1 + c

2

)

Γ

(

2 + c

2

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Aa,b,c

≈ 1√
2πc

√
a

b




a

b

(

4b

c

)c/a




a

.

Proof. Using Duplication formula,

(2.7)
1

Γ

(

1 + c

2

)

Γ

(

2 + c

2

) =
2c

√
πΓ(1 + c)

Thus

(2.8)

Γ

(

1 + 2c

2

)

Γ

(

1 + c

2

)

Γ

(

2 + c

2

) =

2cΓ

(

c +
1

2

)

Γ(c + 1)
≈ 2c

√

1

c
.

wherein we have used a modified Sterling’s approximation which
says that for large x ∈ R≥0 and α, β ∈ R>0,

(2.9)
Γ(x + α)

Γ(x + β)
≈ xα−β .

It follows that
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Aa,b,c ≈ 4cΓ(1 + a)√
πΓ(1 + b)Γ(1 + c)

√
c

≈ 1√
2πc

√
a

b

4caa

bbcc
e−a+b+c

=
1√
2πc

√
a

b

4caa

ba−ccc
(2.10)

=
1√
2πc

√
a

b




a

b

(

4b

c

)c/a




a

as was to be shown.
�

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that the fiber over ã = (ã1, . . . , ãg+1) has g-many

singularities, say p̃j := (x̃j , ỹj), n = 1, . . . , g. Then for each j, p̃j is a

node.

Proof. We argue in the same vein as [DKSB]. The result becomes im-
mediate modulo the hessian calculation, which in this case boils down
to the following - we begin by defining

(2.11) P̃ (x) := g + 1 +
∑g

j=1(g + 1 − j)ãjx
−j ,

and observing that

(2.12) P̃ (p̃j) = g
x̃j

F
ã
2g,1(p̃j) + ∂xF

ã
2g,1(p̃j) = 0.

Thus Z(P̃ ) = {p̃1, . . . , p̃g}, i.e., P̃ has no repeated roots; that is,
P̃ ′(p̃j) 6= 0 (∀j). To compute the Hessians, write

∂xxF
ã
2g,1(p̃j) =

∑g+1
ℓ=1 ℓ(ℓ − 1)ãℓx̃

−ℓ−1
j + 2g(2g + 1)x̃−2g−2

j ỹ−1
j

=
∑g+1

ℓ=1 ℓ(ℓ − 1)ãℓx̃
−ℓ−1
j +

2g(2g+1)ỹj

x̃2
j

,(2.13)

∂xyF
ã
2g,1(p̃j) = 2gx̃−2g−1

j ỹ−2
j = 2g

ỹj
, and(2.14)

∂yyF
ã
2g,1(p̃j) = 2x̃2g

j ỹ−3
j = 2

ỹj
.(2.15)

It can be shown that

(2.16) ∂xxF
ã
2g,1(p̃j) = 2g2ỹj

2x̃2
j

+ P̃ ′(x̃j)

2
,

therefore,

H
F

ã

2g,1
(p̃j) =

(

∂xyF
ã
2g,1(p̃j)

)2 − ∂xxF
ã
2g,1(p̃j)∂yyF

ã
2g,1(p̃j)

= 4g2

x̃2
j

− 4g2

x̃2
j

− P̃ ′(x̃j)

ỹj
= − P̃ ′(x̃j)

ỹj
6= 0

as was to be shown. �
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2.2. Monodromy calculations via power series. Let us recall the
key result of [DKSB] for monodromy calculations - consider a 1-parameter
family of curves C → P1 with coordinate t, endowed with a section ω
of the relative dualizing sheaf; on smooth fibers Ct, ω1 is a holomorphic
1-form. Assume that Cc has a single node pc (i.e. is a “conifold fiber”),
and let δ0 be the “conifold” vanishing cycle pinched at pc. Writing ε0

for a cycle invariant about t = 0, its monodromy about t = c is a
multiple of δ0, say kδ0 for some k ∈ Z≥0.

Lemma 2.7. The conifold multiple k is computed by

(2.17) k =
lim

m→∞
bm · cm · m

Respc
ωc

.

For the proof of Proposition 2.3, we need to compute the Picard-
Lefschetz matrix κ, whose entries κij tell how many times the special-
ization γi(â) passes through p̂j . In order to invoke Lemma 2.7 for this
purpose, we should reinterpret these numbers as (roughly speaking)
conifold multiples for 1-parameter subfamilies of Ca acquiring a single

node. The idea is that â is a normal-crossing point of the discriminant
locus, whose g local-analytic irreducible components each parametrize
fibers carrying a single node pj . These are labeled in such a way that
the jth component can be followed out to where it meets the aj-axis at

aj = åj. Call this fiber Cåj

2g,1, and p̊j = (̊xj , ẙj) for the limit of the node
to it.

We have the 1-forms

(2.18) ̟j = 1
2πi

∇δaj
R{x, y} =

−aj

2πi
ResC2g,1

(

dx ∧ dy

x2jyF2g,1(x, y)

)

and 1-cycles γj (j = 1, . . . , g). The computation that follows will con-
sider periods Πjj =

´

γj
̟j on the 1-parameter families over the aj-axes

(acquiring a single node at aj = åj), which will suffice to determine the
diagonal terms κjj. That the remaining, off-diagonal terms are actu-
ally zero follows from the fact that each γj is well-defined on a tubular
neighborhood of the hyperplane in (compactified) moduli defined by
zj = 0, which is cut by the conifold components carrying pi for every
i 6= j.

Now Cåj

2g,1 is defined by

(2.19) f
(j)
2g,1 := F

åj

2g,1(x, y) = x + y + åjx
1−j + ag+1x

−g + x−2gy−1,
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and to find the node we set f
(j)
2g,1(̊xj , ẙj) = x̊j∂xf

(j)
2g,1(̊xj, ẙj) which gives

rise to equations of the form,

2ẙj + x̊j + åjx̊j
1−j + ag+1x̊−g

j = 0,(2.20)

x̊j + (1 − j)̊x−j
j − gåjx̊

−g−1
j − 2gx̊−2g−1

j ẙ−1
j = 0.(2.21)

This yields

x̊j = g+1

√

4(g − j + 1)

j
,(2.22)

åj = − g + 1

g − j + 1

(

4(g − j + 1)

j

) j
g+1

.(2.23)

In particular, we have the relation

(2.24) åj x̊
g−j+1
j = −4(g + 1)

j
.

In order to calculate the residue of ̟j at p̊j, recall that for any f(x, y) =
Ax2 + Bxy + Cy2 + higher order terms ∈ C[x, y], we have

(2.25) Res2
0

dx ∧ dy

f
:= Res0

(

ResZ(f)
dx ∧ dy

f

)

=
1√

B2 − 4AC
.

Changing variables to X := x − x̊j , Y := y − x̊j in f
(j)
2g,1(x, y) leads to

the equation

x2gyf
(j)
2g,1 = (6g2−4(j+1)−4g(j−1)

x̊j
2 X2 − 2gx̊

g−1
j XY + x̊

2g
j Y 2

+ higher order terms.(2.26)

Therefore

Res2
p̊j

dx ∧ dy

x2gyf
(j)
2g,1

= 1

x̊g−1
j

√

4g2−2

(

6g2−4(j+1)−4g(j−1)

)2

= (−1)g+1

i̊xg−1
j

√
8(g−j+1)(g+1)

(2.27)
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Consequently the residue of ̟j may now be found:

Resp̊j
̟j =

−åj

2πi
Res2

p̊j

dx ∧ dy

x2jyf
(j)
2g,1

=
−åj

2πi
· x̊2g−j

j · Res2
p̊j

dx ∧ dy

x2gyf
(j)
2g,1

=
−1

2π
· (̊ajx̊

2(g−j+1)
j ) · 1

i̊xg−1
j

√

8(g − j + 1)(g + 1)
(2.28)

=

√
g + 1

πj
√

2(g − j + 1)
.

For the periods of ̟j, we start with those of the regulator class.
Writing ϕj := xj−1F

a
2g,1(x, y) − aj, (with the sign flip from our choice

of γj) yields

1

2πi
Rγj

(a) ≡
Q(1)

log(aj) −
∑

m>0

(−aj)
−m

m
[ϕm

j ]0

= log(aj) −
∑

m>0

(−aj)
−m

m
×(2.29)

[( xj
︸︷︷︸

=:Aj

+ xj−1y
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Bj

+
∑g+1

k=1
k 6=j

ak xj−k
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Ck
j

+ xj−2g−1y−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Dj

)m]0

where [L]0 stands for the constant term (in x, y) appearing in the Lau-
rent polynomial L. Now, given l1, l2, · · · , lg ∈ Z, we define

lj :=
1

j

(

(g + 1)(2lj + lg+1) +
g
∑

k=1
k 6=j

klk

)

(2.30)

l
′
j :=

1

j

(

(g − j + 1)(2lj + lg+1) +
g
∑

k=1
k 6=j

(k − j)lk

)

, and put(2.31)

Lj := {(l1, l2, · · · , lg) ∈ Z
g
≥0 | l′j ∈ Z≥0} \ {(0, · · · , 0)}(2.32)

Note that l
′
j ∈ Z≥0 =⇒ lj ∈ Z≥0. The upshot of this construction is

if Lj , L′
j ∈ Z≥0 are such that

A
Lj

j B
L′

j

j

g+1
∏

k=1
k 6=j

(Ck
j )lkD

lj
j = 1 and(2.33)

Lj + L′
j +

g+1
∑

k=1

lk = m(2.34)
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then Lj = l
′
j, L′

j = lj and m = lj . Thus the lattice Lj ⊂ Zg encodes all
possible constant terms appearing in (2.29), giving
(2.35)

1

2πi
Rγj

(a) ≡
Q(1)

log(aj) −
∑

Lj

Γ(lj)

Γ(1 + l′j)Γ
2(1 + lj)

g+1∏

k=1
k 6=j

Γ(1 + lk)

(−aj)
−lj

lj

g+1
∏

k=1
k 6=j

alk
k .

For the classical periods Πjℓ =
´

γj
̟ℓ = 1

2πi
δaℓ

Rγj
, it is clear from (2.35)

that Πjℓ vanishes on the aj-axis for ℓ 6= j. Focusing then on
(2.36)

Πjj(a) =

ˆ

γj

̟j = 1+
∑

Lj

Γ(1 + lj)

Γ(1 + l′j)Γ
2(1 + lj)

g+1∏

k=1
k 6=j

Γ(1 + lk)

(−aj)
−lj

g+1
∏

k=1
k 6=j

alk
k ,

we set ai = 0 for i 6= j, g + 1 to obtain

S := 1 +
∑

lj ,lg+1∈Z>0

Γ(1 + g+1
j

lj)

Γ(1 + g+1
j

lj)Γ2(1 + lj)Γ(1 + lg+1)
(−aj)

− g+1
j

lj a
lg+1

g+1 .

(2.37)

Recall that κj := gcd(j, g + 1). Let us shift indices by renaming ln →
lg+1 + 2ln and define,

nj : =
j

κj

, mj :=
g + 1

κj

=
(g + 1)nj

j
,

rj : =
lj
nj

, and sj := a
−mj

j .

(2.38)

Clearly nj , mj , rj ∈ Z>0. Now we have a power series of the form
(2.39)

S = 1+
∑

rj∈N

(−1)mjrj Γ(1 + mjrj)a
njrj−2lj
g+1

Γ2(1 +
mj−nj

2
rj)Γ2(1 + lj)Γ(1 + njrj − 2lj)

s
rj

j =:
∑

rj

brj
s

rj

j .

Let s̊j := å
−mj

j . Setting ag+1 = 2 and applying Lemma A.1,

(2.40)
Γ(1 + mjrj)

Γ2(1 +
mj−nj

2
rj)Γ(1 + njrj)

≈ (−1)mjrj
√

2mj

2πrjnj
√

mj − nj

s̊
rj

j

from which we may conclude that

(2.41) lim
rj→∞

brj
· rj · s̊

−rj

j =

√
2mj

2πnj
√

mj − nj
.
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Observing that

Resp̊j
̟j =

√
g + 1

πj
√

2(g − j + 1)
=

√
2mj

2πj
√

mj − nj

,(2.42)

we apply (2.17) to obtain

(2.43) κjj =
lim

rj→∞
brj

· rj · s̊
rj

j

Resp̊j
̟j

=
j

nj

= κj .

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Remark 2.8. Notice that κ1 = κg = 1. We document κ := (κ1, . . . , κn)
for g = 2, . . . , 10 in Table 1.

g κ
2 (1,1)
3 (1,2,1)
4 (1,1,1,1)
5 (1,2,3,2,1)
6 (1,1,1,1,1,1)
7 (1,2,1,4,1,2,1)
8 (1,1,3,1,1,3,1,1)
9 (1,2,1,2,5,2,1,2,1)
10 (1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1)

Table 1. Conifold multiples for small genera.

2.3. Normalization of the conifold fibers. Recall that for the fam-
ily Ca

m,n attached to F a
m,n, the maximal conifold point â ∈ (C∗)g is de-

fined to be the unique point (if it exists) on the boundary of the region
of convergence of the series (2.35) where Câ

m,n acquires g nodes (labeled
by p̂j := (x̂j , ŷj)).

Remark 2.9. Note that uniqueness and existence of â were essentially
proven in [DKSB, Remark 4.11]. We provide a different, albeit short
explanation - the lattice triangle ∆m,n gives rise to a unique, isoradial
dimer model2. This phenomenon will be discussed in full generality in
an upcoming work.

We furnish a concrete example locating â in low-genera case.

2See [UY, Theorem 1.2].
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Example 2.10. Consider the (untempered) family C4,1 corresponding
to a local C3/Z6 geometry cut out by

(2.44) F4,1(x, y) = x + y + a1 + a2x−1 + a3x
−2 + x−4y−1 = 0.

a3 is a mass parameter, and

(2.45) z1 =
a1a3

a2
2

, z2 =
a2

a2
1

, z3 =
1

a2
3

are the large complex structure parameters. The discriminant locus is
obtained by setting

729z4
1(1 − 4z3)2z4

2 + 108z3
1(9z2 − 2)(4z3 − 1)z2

2 + (1 − 4z2)2

− 4z1(36z2
2 − 17z2 + 2) + 2z2

1(108(4z3 + 1)z3
2 − 27(28z3 − 5)z2

2)

(2.46)

+ 72((4z3 − 1)z2 − 32z3 + 8) = 0.

Temperedness amounts to letting z3 =
1

4
, and the maximal conifold

point

(2.47) ẑ =

(

4

27
,
1

4

)

can once again be recovered from transverse intersection.

The ansatz that allows us to bypass such considerations is described
by

Proposition 2.11. Let Tm denote the mth Chebyshev polynomial of

the first kind; this is a degree-m polynomial characterized by Tm(cos θ) =
cos mθ. Then we have

(2.48) F â
g,g(x, (−1)jx−g) =

2

xg+1
(T2g+2(

√
x

2
) + (−1)j).

It follows that

âj = (−1)j (2g + 2)(2g − j + 1)!

j!(2g − 2j + 2)!
and(2.49)

x̂j = (−1)j/gŷ
−1/g
j = (−1)j4 cos2

(

πj

2g + 2

)

(2.50)

for j = 1, . . . , g. In particular, â ∈ Zg.

Proof. That x̂j ∈ Z(RHS(2.48)) is immediate from the defining prop-
erty of T2g+1, and the x̂j are distinct and different from 4. Moreover,
writing Um for the mth Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind, the
relation (T2g+2(w) − 1)(T2g+2(w) + 1) = (w2 − 1)U2g+1(w) guarantees
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that all roots other than 4 of (T2g+2(
1

2x
) + 1) have even multiplicity. So

they all have multiplicity 2 and are precisely the {x̂j}.

The polynomial F̂ (x, y) := x + y +
∑g

j=1 âjx
1−j + ag+1x−g + x−2gy−1,

with âj as in (2.49), satisfies F̂ (x, (−1)jx−g) = RHS(2.48) by standard

results on coefficients of Tm. Clearly F̂ (p̂j) = 0, and the {p̂j} are in

fact singularities of Z(F̂ ) since ∂F̂
∂x

(x, (−1)jx−g) = 2 d
dx

(F̂ (x, (−1)jx−g))

and they are double roots of F̂ (x, (−1)jx−g). Therefore, by Proposition
A.2, they are all nodes. Since one can also check that (2.35) converges

at p̂j, Z(F̂ ) is the maximal conifold curve. �

Remark 2.12. Of course, Proposition 2.11 recovers the predicted max-
imal conifold point for the g = 2 family C4,1, namely â1 = −6, â2 = 9.
Table 2 gathers T2g+2 and â for a few low genus cases.

g T2g+2(x) â
1 8x4 − 8x2+1 -4
2 32x6 − 48x4 + 18x2 − 1 (-6,9)
3 128x8 − 256x6 + 160x4 − 32x2 + 1 (-8,20,-16)
4 512x10 − 1280x8 + 1120x6 − 400x4 + 50x2 − 1 (-10,35,-50,25)

Table 2. Maximal conifold points for low genera.

Ĉ2g,1 admits g distinct uniformizations by P1(proven in appendix),

given by z 7→ (X̂j(z), Ŷj(z)), with

X̂j(z) =
x̂j

(

1 − ζj
2g+2

z

)2

(

1 − ζ2j
2g+2

z

) (

1 − 1
z

) and(2.51)

Ŷj(z) =
ŷj (1 − z)2g+1

(

1 − z

ζj
2g+2

)2g (

1 − z

ζ2j
2g+2

) ,(2.52)

all of whom map z = 0, ∞ to p̂j, implying that the path joining z = 0
to z = ∞ on P1 is sent (by the jth map) to γ̂j. As per[DK, §6.2], a

formal divisor N̂j on P1 \ {0, ∞} is introduced to each uniformization:
for X(z) = c1

∏

j(1 − αj

z
)dj and Y (z) = c2

∏

k(1 − z
βk

)ek , this divisor

is N :=
∑

j,k djek[αj

βk
]. According to [loc. cit.], the imaginary part of

´∞
0

R{X(z), Y (z)} is then given by D2(N ) :=
∑

j,k djekD2(
αj

βk
).
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Working in B2(C), we invoke scissors congruence relations

[ξ] + [ 1
ξ
] = 0, [ξ] + [ξ] = 0, [ξ] + [1 − ξ] = 0 and(2.53)

[ξ1] + [ξ2] + [ 1−ξ1

1−ξ1ξ2
] + [ 1−ξ2

1−ξ1ξ2
] + [1 − ξ1ξ2] = 0(2.54)

to obtain,

N̂j = 2(2g + 2)[1 + ζj
2g+2].

Consequently we have the identity

D2(N̂j) = 2(2g + 2)D2(1 + ζj
2g+2).(2.55)

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.1. By the previously mentioned
result of [DK, §6.2], we know that ℑ(Rγ̂j

) = D2(N̂j) or

(2.56) ℜ( 1
2πi

Rγ̂j
) = 1

2π
D2(N̂j).

Next, Proposition 2.3 tells us that Rγj
(â) = κjRγ̂j

, while (2.49) and

(2.35) ensure that (mod Q(1)) 1
2πi

Rγj
(â) hence 1

2πi
Rγ̂j

is real. Combin-
ing this with (2.55) gives

1

2πi
Rγj

(â) =
1

2πi
κjRγ̂j

≡
Q(1)

(2g + 2)κj

π
D2(1 + ζj

2g+2),(2.57)

whence (2.1) follows by setting j = 1 in (2.57).

3. Explicit series identities

Any torsion modulo Q(1) in (2.57) is eliminated with regards to
(2.35) as both sides are real,3 and brings forth the relationship

(2g + 2) · gcd(j, g + 1)

π
D2(1 + ζj

2g+2) = log(|âj|)−
∑

Lj

Γ(lj)

Γ(1 + l
′
j)Γ

2(1 + lj)
g+1∏

k=1
k 6=j

Γ(1 + lk)

(−âj)
−lj

lj

g+1
∑

k=1
k 6=j

âlk
k(3.1)

valid for j = 1, . . . , g. For the family C4,1, Table 1 and Table 2 say that
κ = (1, 1) and â = (−6, 9), thus proving,

6

π
D2(1 + eπi/6) = log 6 −

∑

l1,l2,l3∈Z≥0

′ Γ(6l1 + 2l2 + 3l3)(−6)−6l1−2l2−3l39l22l3

Γ(1 + 4l1 + 2l3)Γ2(1 + l1)Γ(1 + l2)Γ(1 + l3)

= log 6 −
∑

m,r,s∈Z≥0

′ (−1)sΓ(6m + 2r + 3s)3−6m−3s2s

Γ(1 + 4m + r + 2s)Γ2(1 + m)Γ(1 + r)Γ(1 + s)
,

an identity conjectured in [CGM].

3after changing log(âj) to log(|âj |)
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Appendix A. Proof of Parameterizations

We tie up the remaining loose end, namely proof of parameterizations
2.51, 2.52 by slightly altering the proof presented in [DKSB, §4.3] -
that these maps are of degree 1 is straightforward from considering
the intersection of the image and the boundary divisors of P∆2g,1 . Now,
F

a
2g,1 is irreducible - this is also easy, a rather direct application of [Gao,

Prop. 2.6]. The difficult part is to show that the image is contained

in Câ
2g,1. We begin by observing that4,

F
â
2g,1(x, y) =

2g+1
2∏

i=− 2g+1
2

(

1 + ζ2gi
2g+2x

2g
2g+2 y

2
2g+2 + ζ−i

2g+2x
2g+1
2g+2 y

1
2g+2

)

:=

2g+1
2∏

i=− 2g+1
2

Pi(x, y)

Let (x̂, ŷ) be the node of F
â
2g,1(x, y) corresponding to i = ±2g+1

2
, then

the map from φ : P1
z → (C∗)2

X,Y parametrizing F â
m,n(x, y) such that the

fiber over (x̂, ŷ) is {0, ∞} can be written as follows,

X = x̂
(z − 1)2

(z − ζ2g+1
2g+2 )(z − ζ2g+2)

Y = ŷ
(z − ζ2g+1

2g+2)2g+1

(z − 1)2g(z − ζ2g+2)

Lemma A.1.

a =
αn+1

βnθ
, b =

βm+1

αmθ
Then the following identity holds,

a
m+1

N b
n
N =

α

θ
, a

m
N b

n+1
N =

β

θ

Proof. Clearly we have

am+1bn = α(m+1)(n+1)−mnβ−n(m+1)+n(m+1)θ−m−1−n =
αN

θN

as was claimed. The other identity follows the same way. �

4This factorization is due to the dimer model phenomenon, and will be explained
in an upcoming work.
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Proposition A.2. φ is indeed the desired parametrization, that is,

F
â
2g,1(X, Y ) = 0

Proof. Using Lemma A.1 with

m = 2g, n = 1, α = z − 1, β = z − ζ2g+1
2g+2 , θ = z − ζ2g+2

we have,

F
â
2g,1(X, Y ) =

2g+1
2∏

i=− 2g+1
2

(

1 + ζ2gi
2g+2x̂

2g
2g+2 ŷ

2
2g+2

z − ζ2g+1
2g+2

z − ζ2g+2

+ ζ−i
2g+2x̂

2g+1
2g+2 ŷ

1
2g+2

z − 1

z − ζ2g+2

)

=

2g+1
2∏

i=− 2g+1
2

(z − ζ2g+2)

(

zPi(x̂, ŷ) − ζ2g+2Pi+1(x̂, ŷ)

)

However as

P 2g+1
2

+1(x, y) = P 2g+3
2

(x, y) = P− 2g+1
2

(x, y)

and by assumption

PN−1
2

(x̂, ŷ) = P− N−1
2

(x̂, ŷ) = 0

we can conclude that
F

â
2g,1(X, Y ) = 0

�
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