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Abstract

This article provides some solutions to Chinburg’s conjectures by studying a sequence of
multivariate polynomials. These conjectures assert that for every odd quadratic Dirichlet Char-
acter of conductor f, x_f = (;f) , there exists a bivariate polynomial (or a rational function
in the weak version) whose Mahler measure is a rational multiple of L'(x— ¢, —1). To obtain
such solutions for the conjectures we investigate a polynomial family denoted by Pyi(z,y),
whose Mahler measure has been extensively studied in [34], and [14]. We demonstrate that
the Mahler measure of P; can be expressed as a linear combination of Dirichlet L-functions,
which has the potential to generate solutions to the conjectures. Specifically, we prove that this
family provides solutions for conductors f = 3,4, 8,15, 20, and 24. Notably, P polynomials
provide intriguing examples where the Mahler measures are linked to L'(x, —1) with y being
an odd non-real primitive Dirichlet character. These examples inspired us to generalize Chin-
burg’s conjectures from real primitive odd Dirichlet characters to all primitive odd characters.
For the generalized version of Chinburg’s conjecture, P, polynomials provide solutions for
conductors 5, 7, and 9.

1 Introduction

The Mahler measure is a height function that quantifies the complexity of (Laurent) polynomials.

Definition 1.1 (K. Mahler, [32]) Let P € C[zy,...,z,] \ {0}. The logarithmic Mahler measure,
m(P), is defined by:

—_ L (.. dzi  dz
m(P) = G (/ /z1|=---=|zn=1 log|P(z1,. .., 2n) - o ) , €))

and the Mahler measure of P is defined by M (P) := exp(m(P)).

Mahler proved that the above integral always exists. For univariate cases, Jensen’s equality [23]
gives a closed formula for the Mahler measure. However, in multivariate cases, there is no general
closed formula for computing the Mahler measure. Even an error-controlled approximation may
be impossible. “However, these challenging computations are interesting for various reasons such
as the links between Mahler measures and special values of L-functions. Historically, the first such
explicit formulas were obtained by C.J. Smyth [40]
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where x_3(n) = (_73) is the odd quadratic Dirichlet character of conductor 3 and ( is the Rie-

mann Zeta function. For other such interesting relations regarding multivariate Mahler measure
computations, we refer to Bertin [6,13,4,5], Boyd [10,/9,/11], Boyd and Rodriguez-Villegas [13,12],
Rodriguez-Villegas [38], Smyth [39,/41], Bertin and Zudilin [8§, 7], Lalin [28,127,25,126,/18]. Boyd
[9] investigated sequences of multivariate Mahler measures and their limits to address Lehmer’s
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famous conjecture, [3Q], regarding a universal (positive) lower bound for the logarithmic Mahler
measures of integral polynomials. Although this approach did not yield a proof of Lehmer’s con-
jecture, Boyd proposed a new conjecture that, if proven true, would imply Lehmer’s conjecture.

Conjecture 1.2 (Boyd’s Conjecture [9]) L* := {M(P)|P € Z[z,...,2z,) \ {0}, n > 1} is
closed with respect to the Euclidean topology.

Since multivariate computations are challenging, we do not have that much evidence for this con-
jecture. One of the instances where Boyd’s conjecture is seen to hold is for the sequence of the
Mahler measure of a family of polynomials called Py, introduced as follows;

Definition 1.3 Let d € Z>1. The following polynomial family is denoted by P, and is defined by:

Py(z,y) = Y 'y
0<iti<d

According to [34] and the computation of the Mahler measure of the polynomial Py, = (1 —
z)(1 —y)— (1 —2)(1 — w), done by D’Andrea and Lalin in [18], we have

Jim m(Pa) = m(Pa) = 55 C(3).
This gives a confirmation example for Boyd’s conjecture. This is one of the reasons why this
family is important. Moreover, this is the first family of polynomials whose degree and genus
(of the underlying algebraic curve) can be unbounded, for which a closed formula for the Mahler
measure exists. Another key reason this family is significant is its connection to the special values
of Dirichlet L-functions, which is the primary focus of our investigation in this paper. In particular,
we prove the following theorem, which forms the basis for other results obtained in this paper.

Main Theorem 1.4 Letd € Z>1, and let ¢ be the Euler’s totient function. For every primitive odd
Dirichlet character x of conductor k, such that k divides (d + 1)(d + 2), there exists a coefficient

27 27
Cry €Q <6W) cQ <e¢<<d+1>(d+2))> such that:

m(Py)= Y > Cr L' (x; —1).
k|(d+1)(d+2) x primitive odd mod k

The above theorem indicates that the P; family holds the key to addressing recent conjectures
by T. Chinburg, which explore the connections between Mahler measures and Dirichlet L-functions.
These conjectures were inspired by Smyth’s computation, mentioned in [Equation (2)

Conjecture 1.5 (Strong Chinburg’s conjecture [16]) Forevery odd quadratic character x_y :=

(;f) there exists a non-zero polynomial Py € Z[z1, . .., zn41] and a rational number vy for which

rfm(Pf) = L/(X,f, —n).

We recall that (_—f) is the Kronecker symbol. For more information on this symbol, we refer to
[17, Definition 2.2.5]. Chinburg [16] mentioned a weak version of the above conjecture as well.

Conjecture 1.6 (Weak Chinburg’s conjecture [16]) Forevery odd quadratic character x _ ¢, there
exists a non-zero rational function Py € Q(z1, ..., 2p41) and a rational number r¢ for which

rem(Py) = L'(x—f, —n).

In [[16] there is proof for the weak version, for the case n = 1, but it is not correctly argued, there-
fore both weak and strong versions of Chinburg’s problem remain open. These conjectures have
been explored exclusively for the case n = 1 and resolved for just 18 specific conductor values. In
this paper, we also focus solely on the case n = 1. In all existing solutions to Chinburg’s conjec-
tures, the critical connection between Mahler measures and Dirichlet L-functions are provided by



the Bloch-Wigner dilogarithm function (see [Definition 2.3). More precisely, Grayson [21] in his
computations (suggested by Bloch) proved that L’(x_¢, —1) or equivalently L(x_y,2) can be ex-
pressed directly in terms of the dilogarithm evaluated at certain roots of unity (see[Proposition 1.7).
For some bivariate polynomials, the Mahler measures can be expressed in terms of the Bloch-
Wigner dilogarithm function evaluated at roots of unity. This connects the Mahler measure of
these polynomials to special values of Dirichlet L-functions. Let us first recall this link which is
important for our further investigations;

Proposition 1.7 [21]Let — f be a fundamental discriminant and x_ y := (;f) be the odd quadratic
Dirichlet character of conductor f. Let (; be an f-th root of unity. The following equalities are
valid:
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where D(z) is the Bloch-Wigner dilogarithm function which is introduced in [Definition 2.3|
We use the following notation introduced by Boyd.

Notation 1.8 Let x_ s be the odd quadratic Dirichlet character of conductor f. Boyd, [10], intro-
duced the following notation:

F &
dy =~ Z_ X—f(m)D(C™).

According to the above notation and Smyth’s computation, we have d3 = m(z+y+1).

Ray [137] constructed polynomials answering to [conjecture 1.5] for f = 3,4, 7, 8,20, and 24. The
following table shows these polynomials and the constants 7 are explicitly computed.

d3:m(x+y+1)

dy = sm ((x+ 1)%% + (x — 1)?)

dr =8m((a% +2° + 2t + 23 + 2% + 2 + 1)y? — (22 + 22° — 52t — 1223 — 5a? + 22 + 2)y +
(28 + 20+t + 2342242 4+1))

dg = m((x* +1)y? — 2(2* — 42? + Dy + (2* + 1))

dao = Sm((z® =2 +at —22+1)y? —2(28 — 1126+ 2124 — 1122 + 1)y + (2® — 26+ 21 — 22+ 1))

dog = 3m ((2® — 2% + 1)y? — 2(2% — 122° + 232% — 1222 + 1)y + (2® — 2% + 1))

Table 1: Table of the answers to Chinburg’s conjecture computed in [37].

His proof for f = 7 is more complex, involving linear relations among twisted L-series. The
method he applied doesn’t work for other characters. There is another solution for the strong Chin-
burg’s conjecture for conductor 7 with an explicit constant proven by Bertin in [2] as follows:

dr =3m((z+ 1)y + 22 +x +1).

“There is also some unpublished work of Bertin regarding conductor 15 that is announced in con-
ferences in 2008 and 2015, as follows:

12m ((562 +z+1)y+2?+ 1) = dis,

1 1
m((x2+x—i—1)(y2—|—:62)—( 4—$3—6$2—£C—|—1)y) :§d7—|—6d15.
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In the proofs of the above equalities, Bertin used the methodology of Zagier and Gangl [43]. Boyd
and Rodriguez-Villegas, in [12] and [13] provided solutions for the strong Chinburg’s conjecture,
for f =3,4,7,8,11,15, 19,20, 24, 35, 39, 40, 55, 84, and 120. Their method involves proving that
the Mahler measure of a specific family of polynomials of the form p(z)y — ¢(x), where p(x) and
q(zx) are cyclotomic polynomials, is an element of the Bloch group of a certain quadratic imaginary
field. Then, due to a rank restriction, they must be a multiple of certain dy, where f is related
to the polynomial’s discriminant. The rational constant r in their method is approximated using
computer programs. For this reason, we use the notation dy ~ rym(Py) in[Table 21 Liu and Qin in
[31] studied more than 500 families of reciprocal polynomials defining genus 2 and genus 3 curves.
They numerically find relations between the Mahler measures of these polynomials with special
values of L-functions. They gave solutions to the strong Chinburg’s conjecture for f = 23, 303, and
755. The following table summarizes these examples with numerically approximated constants.

dig ~ %m((x + 1)2(x2 +x+4+1)y— (xQ —x+ 1)2)

dis ~ 6m((z +1)%y — (22 —z + 1))

dig ~ Sm((z® + 2t + 23 + 22 + 2)y? — (2% + 62° + 22% — 823 + 227 + 62 + 1)y + (2° + 2t +
3 4 22 4 1))

doz ~ 6m((z* — 22 + 1)y? + (28 — 62° + 1223 — 62 + 1)y + (z* — 22 + 1)2?)

d3s ~ 12m((2? + x4+ 1)3y — (22 + 1) (2?2 — 2 + 1))

dgg ~ 18m((x + 1)*y — (22 + 2+ 1)(2%2 — 2 + 1))

dgo ~ 6m((2? — 2+ 1)(2? + 1)y? + v(142% — 322 + 14)y + (22 — 2z + 1)(2%2 + 1))

dss ~ 30m((z +1)%(22 + 2+ 1)y — (2* — 23 + 22 — 2 + 1))

((
((

dsa ~ 36m((x + 1)'y — (22 + 1)(2? —z + 1))

dizo ~ 36m((z2 + )(z? + 2+ D)y? +2(z? -3z + 1)(z? +4z+ Dy + (23 + (22 + 2+ 1))

dsoz ~ 132m((x® + 2"+ 25 + 22 + 2+ 1) (y2 + 1) + (208 + 227 — 982* + 223 — 4922 + 22+ 2)y)

drss ~ 410m((2® + 28 + 24 + 22 + 1) (y? + 1) + (22° — 372° + 52° + 702 + 523 — 3722 +2)y)

Table 2: Table of solutions to Chinburg’s conjecture with approximated constants [12,13, [31].

Let us outline the organization of the paper as follows; is devoted to the proof of
[Main Theorem 1.4l In [Section 3| we propose polynomials or rational functions generated by P,
family, with d < 16, that address Chinburg’s conjectures (see [Table 3). Moreover, some of our re-
sults on m(Py) involved complex primitive characters that suggest a generalization of Chinburg’s
conjectures to all primitive odd characters, [Conjecture 1.9 In[Section 4| we have assembled all the
key tables that provide a clearer visualization of the results presented in[Section 3| [Section 3l con-
tains additional insights and potential results concerning various versions of Chinburg’s conjecture
by using the P, family.

We present the solutions to the weak or strong forms of Chinburg’s conjecture generated by Py
in the following table together with the explicit constant 7.



d3 = m(Pl)

dy = $m (P P?)

ds =

=

P33 21 p28
m < 1 P5 P6
Py

45 2394
Py

210 pl82 pl56 pPl35 Pl08 P84 P63 PI00 P252
d 1 P13 P12 Pll PS P? PG P5 P4 P2
15 — 45m

1
d2o = z5m

190 pl171 pl153 pl36 pl20 pP1l05 PI1 P78 P168
P18 P17 P16 P15 P14 P13 P12P11P1
225 pl180 pl140 pl05 p24 p60
PS P? P6 P5 P2 P4

L
UL

doy =

w

276 pP253 pP231 P210 Pl190 pPl71 plb3 pl36 pPl20 Pl05 P9Il P78
P22 P21 P20 P19 P18 Pl? P16 P15 P14 P13 P12P11
252 pl189 p234 pl1269

P252 pI89 p234 pl

Table 3: Table of constructed examples for Chinburg’s conjectures using P, family.

The case f = 3 in[Table 3| was first done by Smyth, but we provide another method to prove it in
We also present further results regarding expressing m(FPy) as a linear combina-
tion of dy, for certain values of d and f that you can find in[Table 8in[Section 4l As we mentioned,
the P; family provides interesting examples involving the L-functions of complex primitive char-
acters that suggest generalizing Chinburg’s conjecture to all primitive odd characters as follows;

Conjecture 1.9 [Generalisation of Chinburg’s Conjecture to all primitive odd characters] For
every primitive odd Dirichlet character x of conductor f, there exists a non-zero (rational) function
Proqy € Q(z1, ..., znt1) and a rational number T{x,x} Jor which

ooy (Pryxy) = L'(x, —n) + L'(x, —n). 4

We note that the Mahler measure is a real number, so generalizing Chinburg’s conjectures to com-
plex characters obliged us to involve the L-functions associated with y and its conjugate x. More-
over, let x be fixed and a rational function P, ¢, answers for the fixed y. Since
[Equation (4)|is symmetric with respect to x, and ¥, the same function answers the conjecture for x.
This is the reason we used the set index {, x}. If in the above conjecture, we let y be a real prim-
itive character (i.e. quadratic), then ¥ = y and {x, x} = {x}. In this case, we recover the actual
version of the weak Chinburg’s conjecture (Conjecture 1.6). The following table lists the solutions
to generated mainly by the P, family. The polynomial () in the following table is
introduced in and for the definition of the explicit values of complex characters, we
refer to[Section 4.3.11

P1720 )
m =30(L"(x5(2,.), 1) + L'(x5(3,.), -1))
<P§15 P736 P628 P521 P424O

429 p315
m Ol
91 p78 pi26 ()11
Piy Pit K™ Q

) =14 (L' (x7(3,.), =1) + L' (x7(5,.), —1))

( ki s ) 36 (L' (x0(2, ), —1) + L' (xo(5,.), ~1)
m = x9(2,.),—1) + X9l9,.), —
P P P P P PP

Table 4: Table of solutions to using P; family.



2 The Mahler measure of P; family and links with L-functions

As we explained in the introduction, we aim to provide solutions to Chinburg’s conjectures using
the polynomial family P,;. Part of the work ofisection 2|and [section 3lis done in the doctoral thesis
of the second author, [33]. To explain why this family is fruitful for Chinburg’s conjectures we
first demonstrate that m(P,) can be expressed as linear combinations of L-functions. This is the
main result of this chapter, stated in [Main Theorem 1.4]in the introduction. Before delving into
the proof of the theorem, we provide a concise introduction to the Py family, emphasizing its most
significant properties and distinctive features.

2.1 A brief introduction to P, family

The polynomial family Py = > o<, i<, x'y’, introduced inDefinition T.3]is regular exact. For the
notion of regular exact, we refer to [2_2]. Thus, one can utilize the closed formula for the Mahler
measure of regular exact polynomials, as computed in [22], to determine m(P;). To present the
closed formula of m(P,;) we first introduce some conventions and recall the definition of the Bloch-
Wigner dilogarithm function.

Convention 2.1 In this article, log z = In z, Im(z), and Re(z) are respectively the real part and
imaginary part of the complex number z.

Convention 2.2 The notation Arg is used for the principal value of the argument that lies within
the interval (—m, 7).

Definition 2.3 The Bloch-Wigner dilogarithm function D(z) is defined by:
D(z) = Im(Liso(2)) + Arg(1 — 2) log | 2],

where Liy(z) is the following function:
, z du
Lisg(z) = —/ log(1 —u)— forz e C\ [1,00).
0 u

Convention 2.4 In this paper, we exclusively address the Bloch-Wigner dilogarithm. Therefore,
any reference to the term "dilogarithm" should be understood as pertaining specifically to the Bloch-
Wigner dilogarithm. Furthermore, the Mahler measure should be considered exclusively as the
logarithmic Mahler measure and is denoted by m(.) in this paper.

In the following facts, we summarise the important properties of the Bloch-Wigner dilogarithm.
For more details, we refer to [42].

Fact 2.5 The function D(z) is real analytic on C except at the two points 0 and 1, where it is
continuous but not differentiable. Moreover, we have:

1. D(2) = —D(=).

2. If|z2| =1,D(2) = D (ew) = y00 000 in particular D (ekﬂ) =0.

n=1 n2 ’
3. Letn € Z>1 and (,, a primitive n-th root of unity, the following relation holds:
n—1

D (") = nZD ((ﬂlz) .

J=0

The last property above is called the distribution relation for dilogarithm and is mentioned in [12].



The closed formula for the Mahler measure of P, is computed in [33,[34] and is as follows:

1 1
2mm((Fa) = oS = T

Sas1, with Sg=3 Y (d—2k)D (e”;““). 5)
1<k<d—1

To obtain the above formula one can use the closed formula for the Mahler measure of bivariate
regular exact polynomials obtained in [22]. In fact, for d = 1 the polynomial P, is the famous
example of Smyth, P; = x + y + 1 introduced in whose Mahler measure is indeed
a special value of a Dirichlet L-function. Thus, one can consider Py as a generalization of P to a
polynomial family that is unbounded in both degree and genus. As mentioned limy_, o, m(P;) =
723((3) = m(Px) where Py, == (1 — 2)(1 — y) — (1 — 2)(1 — w), and m(Px) was studied by
D’Andrea and Lalin in [18]. A straightforward proof for limg_,c m(Py) = 525¢(3) can be deduced

by applying the generalization of the theorem of Boyd-Lawton for which we refer to [14]. The
%ﬁd
expansion of m(P;) — m(Px,) according to [14, Theorem 5.1] is as follows:

convergence of the sequence of m(P;) to m(Px) is of the order O ( ) and the full asymptotic

1

m(Fa) =m(Poe) = oy 9

log(d) —*0=? a; 1 -
_ 5 +]ZO$ +O W for all m_2,

(6)

where the coeflicients o; € R are defined as:

o0 = 6(C'(~1) — /(~2)) + 222Dy

12— R G @t ee- )
a5 = i +1) t:ZO 2t | (2t 4+ 1)(2t + 2)

- Batya - ((21) (j=>1).

Here, B,, denotes the n-th Bernoulli number. For more details of the above computation we refer
to Theorem V.4.1 in [33].

2.2 Representation of m(F;) in terms of L-functions

The closed formula for the Mahler measure of P; family, is alinear combination of the
Bloch-Wigner dilogarithm function evaluated at roots of unity. Furthermore, there is a link between
L-functions of odd quadratic characters and Bloch-Wigner dilogarithm functions evaluated at roots
of unity as mentioned in [Proposition 1.7} As Smyth computed m(P;) = L'(x_3, —1), one may
ask about the possibility of writing m(P;), for d > 2 as a multiple of L'(—1, x_¢) , for some
f or even as a linear combination of L'(—1, x_) for some values of f, where x_ is the odd
quadratic character of conductor f. In this section, we prove that m(P,;) can be written as a linear
combination of L-functions of primitive odd characters (not necessarily quadratic). This result was
stated in[Main Theorem 1.4lin the introduction. In the rest of this section, we provide the proof of
the theorem. We begin by recalling the following definition:

Definition 2.6 Let x be a primitive character of modulus & and n € Z. The Gauss sums associated
to x are defined as follows:

Tn(x) = Z X(a)e%.

1<a<k

Moreover, when n = 1, the usual notation is 7(x);

)= x(a)e*.

1<a<k



It is a classical fact that for the primitive Dirichlet character y of conductor k we have

[TOI” = k.

We refer to [29, Page 84] for a proof of this fact. Moreover, under the same condition, we have the
correspondence between 7(x) and 7, (), proved in [20, Equation 5]:

Lemma 2.7 Let x be a primitive character of modulus k£ and n € Z, The following equation holds:

The first step in finding a link between m(P;) and L-functions is the following result, announced
in [12, Equation 1 1] which we recall here and provide a proof for:

Proposition 2.8 Let x be a complex primitive odd Dirichlet character of conductor k. We have:

Lix.2) =it Y X(@D (7). @)

1<a<k

Proof The general relation between the polylogarithm Li,,(z) and L(x, m) [43, Page 9]; For a
primitive Dirichlet character of conductor k£ we have:

L(x,m Z x(a)Liy, (eﬂm).

1<a<k

Since log e% = 0 we use the definition of the Bloch Wigner dilogarithm,[42], D(z) = Im(Li2(2))+
g

arg(l — z) log |z| and we have:

mia ./ 2mia\
. : Liz(ek)—L’i2<€k)
2mia . 27ia
D(ek):Im<L22(ek))— 2% .
We can now compute the right-hand side of for m = 2 and x a primitive odd Dirichlet
character of conductor k:

- oria Lig 627?1 —Lig e%
> x(a)D (eT) =ir(x)"" Y x(a) ( )21, ( )

1<a<k 1<a<k

1<a<k 1<a<k

)

1<a<k 1<a<k
—\ 2]
(L062) +I(X2) = L(x,2).

In [1] we used the fact that 7(x) = x(—1)7(x) which can be verified as follows:

=Y x@eF = 3 x(@e " Z700x(-1).

a mod k a mod k

In [3], we used [Lemma 2.7] for n = —1, and since Y is an odd Dirichlet character, so we have
x(—1) = —1. For [2] we used that L(x, s) = L(x, s), since s is real.

In the following, we recall the generalization of the to all primitive Dirichlet char-
acters.

'There is a typographical error in [12, Equation 11]: since the character is odd, there should be a coefficient 4.

27mia

Z x(a Lzz( kia) +7(x)! Z x(a)Lig (e %

)

(T(X“ Y M@t () - 0 Y x@ta ()

|
|



Corollary 2.9 ([37], Page 697) For a primitive odd (non-principal) Dirichlet character of conduc-
tor k, we have:

k—1 .
D1 = 3 xmp(G™) =~ 5 9)
m=1

As we mentioned in Nofation T.8] for x_ s the odd quadratic Dirichlet character of conductor f,

Boyd [10] introduced the notation d; for the summation 4J; Zm 1 x(m)D(¢f™). We extend
Boyd’s notation to all primitive characters by taking [Remark 2.11]into account;

Notation 2.10 Let x be an odd Dirichlet character of modulus k. We define the following notation:

k—1

L ke
x‘:4_z_:

Accordmg to | if x is a primitive odd character, then d,, is L’ (x,—1). Indeed, if
= f, where —f is a fundamental discriminant, then x(m) = x_s(m (—f) is the odd
quadratic Dirichlet character of conductor f. In this case, ds and d, are the same.

Remark 2.11 We need to emphasize that the link between d, and L-functions for primitive char-
acters X mentioned in is not valid for imprimitive characters. In[Proposition 2.16]

dy for an imprimitive character X, induced by the primitive character x*, is explicitly written in
terms of dy+, L' (x*, —1), and L(x, 2).

Let us first recall a classical fact regarding Dirichlet characters.

Proposition 2.12 ([36], Page 91) Let x be a Dirichlet character modulus k£ with conductor c. Then
there exists a unique primitive character x* of conductor c that induces x. Moreover, x is odd if
and only if x* is odd.

To find a link between d, and d, -, we first recall a classical property of the Mobius function ([1,
Theorem 2.1]). This property plays an important role in linking d, and d,» in[Lemma 2.14]

Fact 2.13 Let i be the Mobius function. The following equality holds:

B 1 ifged(j,q) =1
Z uld) = Z pld) = {0 ifged(j,q) > 1.

dlj,dlq d| ged(3,q)

In the following lemma, we prove a linear relation between d, and d,+ with a coefficient in a
cyclotomic field depending on the conductor of x*.

Lemma 2.14 Let y be a character of modulus & and conductor ¢, induced by the primitive Dirichlet
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character x*. Let k = cq, with ¢ € Z>, and . be the M&bius function. Define v € Q <6W> as

follows:
= du(d)x(d). ®)
dlq
The following equation is valid:
dy = ydy-

Proof Since k = cq, if ged(j, q¢) = 1, then ged(j, ¢) = ged(j, k) and by the definition of induced
character we have x*(j) = x(j). Otherwise if gcd(j, ¢) > 1, then we have x(j) = 0. Therefore,
we can replace x by x* in the definition of d,:

ok ko '
4—2 ):E g X(])D(Ck])-

gcd] q)=1



Note that, according to[Fact 2.5] D(1) = 0, so we are allowed to change the index of the series in
the definition of d,,, introduced in[Nofation 2.10| from 1 < j <k —1to 0 < j < k. To remove
the gcd condition in the index of the series, we use the Mobius function property mentioned in

[Fact 2.13]and we have:

k k . ) k k ) i
=1 > xXOD()= 4—2 ( > u(d)) XD (7).
— 0 ¥

ged(j.q)=1 e
By interchanging the summations, and writing j = td, since d|j, we obtain:

dy =1~ " St ix*(td)D (G)

dlq

€ Z~ for the second summation. We use

Qla

Note that since d|q and ¢|k, we can write the index
now the multiplicativity of x* and we have:

k

d

dy =1 S uapc @) | S op (") |- ©)
dlq t=1

In the rest of the proof, we focus on the inner sum and prove that it is a suitable multiple of d,

D (6 = ZX D)= S x4+ m)D (eﬂ) .

1 =0 m=0

M

t

Let us denote 4 by h. We use now the fact that the conductor of x* is ¢, hence x* (I +mc) = x*(I).

: c L 1 o
DD (6) =2 xW) 30 D (FeHH). o
t=1 =0

m=0

We use now the distribution relation of the dilogarithm, so we have:

zh: D (egﬂfimeQZchﬂ) = @.

m=0 h
We replace the above information inside and we have
k 2mil
d - D{e e 47rd
> D (6M) = 3w ( - ) T (an
t=1 1=0

This finishes the proof, since by replacing [Equation (11)|in[Equation (9)|we have:

k
d

dy= o~ S ud (@) | S op (') | = Z e (47:2"*)

d|q t=1 d\q
- (Z du(d)x*(d)) - (12
dlq

Note that in the last equality, we replaced % again with its initial value 4. Moreover, the values
of the final series,y_ 4, d 1(d) X (d), belong to the field of the values of the Dirichlet character x*.

10



2mi
Hence it belongs to the cyclotomic field Q <em> .

We note that if the conductor of x* and the modulus of x share the same primes then the constant -y
in[Lemma 2.14]is simply one. This is because we have the equality x (I +mc) = x*(I)xo(l + mc),
where Y is the principal character modulo % (i.e. xo(j) = 1 < ged(j, k) = 1). We announce this
in the following corollary.

Corollary 2.15 Let y be a character of modulus & and conductor ¢, induced by the primitive Dirich-
let character x*. Moreover, suppose that k£ and ¢ share the same primes in their factorization to
primes. Then, we have:

dy+ = dy.

In the following proposition, we generalize [Corollary 2.9|to all characters, providing us with
the main tool to prove Main Theorem 1.4

Proposition 2.16 Let y be a character of modulus k£ and conductor ¢, where k£ = g.c. Let x be
induced by the primitive Dirichlet character x*. The following equalities are valid:

dX = VL/(X*a _1) = 5L(Y’ 2)’

where the constant +y is as introduced in and (3 is defined as follows:
* —iyer(x*
=S duldp (), B o)
d‘q 47THp|k; <1 — XT@)

Proof The first equality is the direct application of[Lemma 2.14]and|Corollary 2.9, For the second
equality, we first apply[Lemma 2.14l Then we use the link between L(x, —1), and L(x*, —1) which
is an application of the Euler product (see [33, eq.(10.20)]) and is as follows:

Lix,s) = L") [] <1 - X*(p)) . (13)

S
plk p

Hence we can write:

. 1 —ier(x*) . — o 2 =it (X)) s
dy =L (X", 1) = 7= == =

B —ier(x*) L(x,2) 4 —ier(x*) L(x,2)

e — .
4 * 4 *
T Hp\k (1 . ngp)) 7 Hp|k (1 . xpgp))

In [1] we applied the functional equations of L-functions for the primitive character x*, mentioned

in[Corollary 2.9] In [2] and [4] we used that L(x,s) = L(x, s), since s = 2 is real. In [3] we used
the identity (I3)).

We now proceed with studying m(FPy) and its potential connection to Dirichlet L-functions. In
the rest of this section, instead of considering Dirichlet characters of modulus d as a function over
%Z, we consider them as functions over the set of d-th roots of unity. We explain this process

more precisely in [Conventional Definition 2.19| but first, we summarize the important notations
and definitions that will be used regularly as follows:

Notation 2.17 Let d € Z> and set the following notations:
* The set of the d-th roots of unity is denoted by Uy = {e% 0<k<d-1}.

* The set of primitive d-th roots of unity is denoted by:
Vy={e 1<k <d—1,ged(k,d) = 1}.

11



« Zg=2=4{0,1,2,...,d—1}.
* The group of invertible elements of the ring Z, is denoted by:

Z *
7y = (d_Z) ={keZ|l <k<d-1,gcd(k,d) =1}. (14)

* The C-vector space of the functions from Z to C is denoted by C%a,

It is known [24, Chapter 10] that the set of Dirichlet characters of modulus d form a basis for
the C-vector space CZ2. Consequently, the set of odd Dirichlet characters of modulus d generates
the set of functions f : Z; — C with the two following properties:

f(k) =0<keZy\Zy,
2)f(d —x) = —f(z) for every x € Zy.

Let us introduce a customary terminology regarding the second property above.

Definition 2.18 Let f : Z; — C satisfies the property f(d —k) = — f(k), for every k € Z,4. Then
f is called an odd function.

A Dirichlet character x of modulus d can be considered as a function x : Z; — C with some extra
properties. The bijection ¢4 : Zy — Uy, defined by ¢4(k) = eZd" sends 77 to the set of primitive
d-th roots of unity,V};. Instead of considering Dirichlet characters over the set Z; we consider them
over ¢4(Zg) which is Uy. We explain our conventional definition more precisely in the following:

Conventional Definition 2.19 For 1 < k < d — 1 and a Dirichlet character x of modulus d we
consider the following conventional definition of the Dirichlet character x°: U; — C, defined by:

X <(—)’“) —xod7! <(—)’f) = (k).

Note that the right-hand side of the above equation, x (k) is the ordinary definition of Dirichlet
T8 k
characters on Zg4, but the left-hand side x° <<627) is the one we consider in the sequel, defined

over Uy. In the following, we state some of the important properties of Dirichlet characters in the
new setting which will be needed for the proof of [Main Theorem 1.4t

* Let x° : Uy — C, we have:
X°(2) #0< 2z € V.

* Let x be an odd Dirichlet character of modulus d, defined over Z,. For the character x° the
following properties hold forevery 0 < k£ < d — 1:

x° (ﬁ) =—x° (e#) .

* Thanks to the bijection ¢4: Z; — Uy we conclude that the set of Dirichlet characters of
modulus d over Uy forms a basis for the C-vector space CV¢. Furthermore, the set of odd
Dirichlet characters of modulus d over Uy generates the set of functions f : Uy — C with
the two following properties:

Df(z) =04 2z€ U\ Vg, (15)
2)f(z) = —f(z) for every z € Uy.

Analogous to[Definition 2.18| we can consider the notion of odd, for functions over Uy.

Definition 2.20 A function f : U; — C is called odd if it satisfies f(z) = —f(z) for every z in
Ug.

12



Using the above terminology, the set of odd Dirichlet characters of modulus d over U, generates
the set of odd functions whose support is V.

Let d € N and k be a divisor of d. In the following lemma, we construct an odd function on
U}, with support V}, from an odd function defined on Uj.

Proposition 2.21 Let d € N and & be a divisor of d. Let f; : Uy — Z be an odd function and let
1y, be the characteristic function of Vj,. Let fk,d : Ug — 7Z be defined by fk,d = 1y, fa. Let frq
be the restriction of fk,d to Uy. Then f, 4 is an odd function and is written uniquely in terms of
odd Dirichlet characters of modulus & over Uj.

Proof The characteristic function 1y, is even and f; is odd, therefore the product is odd. Thus it
is written uniquely in terms of odd Dirichlet characters of modulus k over Uy.

We now come back to our problem of writing m(P;) in terms of L-functions. According to
2mik
(34] 2rm(Py) = dLHSdJrg - d—}rQSdH, where Sy == 33 <p<q1(d — 2k)D (e d ) . Let us
prove the following proposition concerning S:

2mik

Proposition 2.22 Let d € Z>1, and Sy = 351 1(d — 2K)D (e
primitive odd Dirichlet character x of conductor k, such that k|d, there exists a coefficient Chx

2mi
in Q (e ¢(d) > such that:

). Then, for every

Sd = Z Z Ck,XLI(X, —1).

k|d xprimitive odd mod k

Proof We consider S, as an inner product of two vectors in C4~! as follows:

Sd:3<[d—2,...,2—d],[D(e%),...,DG%SH))D.

In|Corollary 2.9)and [Proposition 2.16|we have seen the link between d, and L-functions for primi-
tive odd and imprimitive odd characters, respectively. Thus, writing Sy in terms of a linear combi-
nation of d,, for some odd x leads to a representation of S, in terms of L-functions. We write d,
as follows:

dX:%<[X(1),...,X(d—1)],[D(e%),...,D(ewﬂ>.

Thanks to the linearity of the inner product, it suffices to write the coefficient vector
Cd = [d—2,...,2—d].
as a linear combination of character vectors, which are vectors of the form

xd = [x(1),...,x(d—-1)],

for some odd Dirichlet character x. By using the bijection ¢4: Zy — Uy, we write character
vectors in the following form:

Xq = {XO (e%) e X° <e%§l_l)>} ,

for the odd x°, constructed from x using [Conventional Definition 2.19l To use linear algebra tech-
niques we defined the following function:

fd: Ud — Z

6%&—} d — 2k,
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where 1 < k < d— 1. Using the above function, the question of writing C as a linear combination
of vectors xg is equivalent to writing the function f; as a linear combination of odd Dirichlet
characters over Uy. We note that f; is an odd function, because for any z = e% € U, the
following holds:

2mi(d—k) 2mik

fae) = fa (5 ) = - 200 - ) = 2k - d = =14 () = ~1a(o)

However, f; does not satisfy the first condition of In other words have f;(z) # 0
even for z € Uy \ V. Thus we can not write f; only as a linear combination of odd Dirichlet char-

acters of modulus d. To solve this problem, we write fg = Zk\d f d,k» With fd,k = 1y, fa, as before.

We notice that U; = |—|k|d Vi.. One can restrict each fd,k to Uy, by considering fyr : Uy — C
in the same way as introduced in [Proposition 2.21] Therefore, thanks to [Proposition 2.21| for
each k|d, fg can be represented uniquely as a linear combination of odd Dirichlet characters
x° of modulus k over Uy. Finally, using the bijection gb;l : Up — 7Zj we can write Sy =

271
2_k|d 2xodd of mod k Ckxdx- To explain that Cy , € Q (e ¢<d>), we recall that the vector [d —

2,...,2 —d] € Z%is written uniquely as a linear combination of Dirichlet characters of modulus
k, with k|d. On the other hand, the values of Dirichlet characters of modulus % belong to the cyclo-

2mi
tomic field Q <6W). Thanks to the multiplicativity of Euler’s function (see [19, Page 13]), for
2mi 2mi
any divisor k of d we have ¢(k)|o(d), so Q (em) cQ (em). Using the fact that Dirichlet

2mi
characters of modulus d construct a basis for C"¢ we conclude that all C},y belonging to Q (e #(d) ) .

Using[Proposition 2.16], for a character x of modulus & and conductor ¢ induced by x* we can write
dy = 7 L'(x*, —1), where 7, is constructed from x according to and we have:

fyxe@(e%) g@(e%) g@(e%)

This implies that S; can be written as a linear combination of L-functions with coefficients in the
2mi
cyclotomic field (e #(d) ) .

The above proposition is the key to proving [Main Theorem 1.4

Proof Proof of [Main Theorem T.48 We have 2mm(FPy) = FllSdH - ﬁSd_i_l, and according
to[Proposition 2.22|we can write Sz11 and S o in terms of L-functions associated with primitive
odd characters of conductor k where k|d + 1 or k|d + 2, respectively. This completes the proof.

Remark 2.23 We notice that the representation of m(Py) in terms of L-functions whose existence
is guaranteed bylMain Theorem 1.4lis not unique. One can uniquely express the coefficient vector
Cy=1[d—2,...,2—d] as a linear combination of primitive odd Dirichlet characters. However,
in the formula of Sg we compute the inner product of Cy with the dilogarithm vector

Dy = [D(e%),...,D(ew)

which changes the situation. More precisely, for any vector V' & Dj, perpendicular to the vector
Dy, we have Sq = 3(Cq+ V,Dg) = 3(Cy, Dy).

)

3 Solutions to Chinburg’s conjectures using F; family

As we have seen in the previous section, Main Theorem [.4revealed the links between m(F;) and
L-functions of primitive odd Dirichlet characters. We are interested in polynomials whose Mahler
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measures are rational multiples of L-values of odd quadratic characters to tackle Chinburg’s conjec-
tures (Conjecture 1.5]and [Conjecture 1.6). In this section, we prove that Py family generates solu-
tions to the conjectures for conductors 3, 4, 8, 15, 20 and 24 as listed in[Table 8 One key reason that
P, family provides solutions for these cases is that each of these conductors has only one primitive
odd Dirichlet character, namely the quadratic x_ s. To be more precise, the Mahler measure of P,

2nik

is computed using the formula dL_HSd_i_Q - d+_25d+1’ where Sq = 33 <p<q_1(d—2k)D (e d

According to [Proposition 2.22| for a fixed ¢ € N> we can express S; in terms of L-functions of
primitive characters of conductor f, where f|t. Furthermore, an inductive process can express Sy
as a linear combination of the Mahler measure of P; polynomials, with d < ¢. If there exists only
one primitive odd Dirichlet character of conductor f, namely x_ ¢, then by considering a suitable
linear combination of Sy, where d < ¢, we can express L'(x_ #,—1) in terms of a linear combina-
tion of the Mahler measures of P,; polynomials with d < . Thanks to the property of the Mahler
measure that m(PQ) = m(P) + m(Q) and m(P/Q) = m(P) — m(Q), for Q # 0, a linear
combination of Mahler measures of P; polynomials is itself the Mahler measure of a rational func-
tion involving product and division of P, polynomials, with d < t. This is the general argument
in this section, but the detailed computation of Sy and therefore m(FP,) in terms of L-functions
for d < 16 clarifies this constructive procedure for finding solutions to Chinburg’s conjectures for
the mentioned conductors. Another interesting aspect of such computations is to obtain examples
that link the Mahler measure of Pj-family to L-functions of primitive odd complex Dirichlet char-
acters. This suggests to us that we should generalize the weak version of Chinburg’s conjecture
to all primitive odd characters. This generalization is already mentioned in [Conjecture 1.9| and
is interesting for studying the L-values of odd primitive Dirichlet characters. Moreover, in some
cases, the example produced for the generalized version can leverage the computation to obtain a
solution for the weak or strong Chinburg’s conjectures. Some solutions that Py-family produces
for the generalized version of Chinburg’s conjecture are listed in[Table 9

We believe that Py can offer more solutions to various versions of Chinburg’s conjecture. However,
at this moment, we are unable to prove it due to the complexity of direct computations. The extent
to which P, can be fruitful is an ongoing project of the authors, which will be discussed in[Section 3|

Let us begin this section by outlining the convention that we use throughout this paper.

Convention 3.1 [n this paper, an odd quadratic Dirichlet character of conductor f is denoted by
X—f. However, for an odd non-real primitive character of conductor f, we use a notation of the
form x_¢(k,.), where k < f is the label that is used in the LMFDB Dirichlet character database.

To access the values of the Dirichlet characters, their parity, and their conductor one can use the
LMFDB Dirichlet character database. However, we re-introduce all the odd Dirichlet characters
used in this paper in [Section 431 If the character is primitive, it is introduced in [Section 4.3.1]
and if it is imprimitive is introduced in In the sequel, we avoid reintroducing these
characters elsewhere.

Remark 3.2 For the computation of this chapter, we use certain important properties of Bloch-
Wigner dilogarithm functions which are summarized in[Fact 2.5l Moreover, we provide a detailed
explanation of the computation for certain S4, where new techniques are required.

Smyth’s computation, revealed that m(P;) is linked to L'(x—_3, —1). The next
proposition recovers this result using the closed formula for m(P;).

Proposition 3.3 The following equality holds:
m(Pl) = L/(X_g,—l). (]6)

Proof By applying the formula of m(P;) introduced in[Equation (5)} for d = 1 we have m(Py) =
%D (e%z). Applying [Proposition 1.7} for x5 and using the fact that D(z) = —D(Zz) we have:

4mi

L/(X—:sa —-1) = % (X73(1)D (6%) + x-3(2)D (e 3 )) = %D (e%) .
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To complete the proof, we use the distribution relation for dilogarithm introduced in [Fact 2.5l
D(e) =2D (=e¥) +2D (eF) = —2D (%) +2D (7).
The above implies the following equality that completes the proof:
27I"L
D(e ):3D( ) (17)
We can proceed with our analysis with P».

Proposition 3.4 The following equality holds:

LI(X—37 _1)

m(Py) = L'(x—4,—1) — >

Proof By applying the formula for m(P;), for d = 2, we have m(P;) = % (5—;) -1 (‘297?;) with
g—f; = 3D (622’:1 ,g;‘; = 6D( ). According to we have ‘29—73; = 2L (Xy_5, —1).
Accordlng to[P 7)we have the following equality:

L(x_4,—1) = % (xaD () + xa@)D (¢'T) + xa@)D (7)) = 2pG).

0
19)
This implies the following that completes the proof.
Sy
o = 3L (Xy_4s—1). (20)

Using the notation of Boyd, Notation 1.8 we conclude the following:
Corollary 3.5 is equivalent to the following equality:

L/(X—37 _1)

d
m(P) = dy — 53 =L'(x—4,-1) —

As mentioned, Ray in [21], Page 699] gave solutions to the conjecture for f = 3,4,7, 8,20 and
24. We introduce another solution to the strong Chinburg’s conjecture, for f = 4 only by using
Py-family.

Corollary 3.6 The polynomial Py P, € Z[z,y] verifies the following identity:

m(PiPy) = 2L (x_4, —1).

Proof The proof only used [Equation (16)] [Equation (18)] and the property of the Mahler measure
that m(PQ) = m(P) + m(Q).

To find further results regarding Chinburg’s conjectures, we continue our analysis of the P; family.
We note that in contrast to m(P;) and m(F»), for d > 3, m(P;) may not be written only in terms
of L-functions of quadratic characters. In other words, the formulas of m(F;) are indeed involved
with L-functions of non-real primitive characters.

Proposition 3.7 The following equality holds:

9—3 9+ 3¢

Proof According to we have:

m(Py) = Dxs(3,), 1)~ 2L (x4 -1). @D

m(Py) = 5 (isg,— é&l) = = (90 (<) +3D (F)) —i—;—fD(z').
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Using we have 2L/ (x_4, —1) = £2D(i). The primitive odd characters of con-
ductor 5 are x5(2,.) and x5(3,.). Applying implies:

dX5(37-) = dX5(27-) = % (D (6%) 41D (6%)) .

We note that Bloch-Wigner dilogarithm is a real-valued function and x5(3,.) and x5(2, .) are com-
plex conjugate characters, so we have d,, 3 ) = d We search for C; and Cy , where

Crdyy2,) + Codyg3,) = ﬁ (9D (e%) +3D (e%)). The unique solution to the system is
Cy = L2 and C, = 2L By applying we have the following equation which
together with |[Equation (20)|complete the proof:

S5 9—3i 9+ 3

= r 2,.),—1

L'(x5(3,.), —1). (22)

With similar computations, the following proposition is automated;

Proposition 3.8 The following equality holds:

S,

28 — 161/ (x—3, 1),

2

g 8 — 4v/3i 8 + 4v/3i

2T 2L (o7, 1) + L (X7 (3, ), 1) + e L (X1 (5, ), — 1),
2T 7 7

Sy 15

= = L (x_4,—1)+ 3L (x_g, —1).

o 5 (X 4, )+ (X 8 )

Furthermore, the above equalities imply the following identities;

m(Pr) = = L (2, -1) + S L (63,0, -1 + 5L (s —),

m(P) = S 0cr 0+ 22 0. -0 + 2 -1 - B,

m(By) = 20w 1) 1000+ 2 ), 1+ 2 6, )
(x4 -1)

Unfortunately the existence of d, associated with primitive odd complex Dirichlet characters of
conductor 7 in addition to the quadratic one in m(P5) and m(Fs) does not allow us to give a
solution to Chinburg’s Conjecture for f = 7 using our prior method. It is probable that after
computing m(P;) for large enough d we will be able to find a solution for the case f = 7. On the
other hand, the existence of such L-functions associated with complex characters in m(Fy) could
be fruitful in providing solutions to the generalized Chinburg’s conjecture, We will

discuss this further in the sequel (see [Corollary 3.13).
Corollary 3.9 The following identity holds:

48 6 48 6
m(PgZPj’) = gdg — 3d4 = gL/(X,:g, —1) — gL/(X,4, —1)

6 6
m(P3P}) = = (2ds + 5dy — 8dy) = = (2L (x—8,—1) + 5L (x4, —1) — 8L/ (x_3,—1)) .
The above suggests that appropriate polynomials or rational functions involving products or divi-
sions of Py could be linked to dy or potentially provide answers to Chinburg’s conjectures. For

instance, from [Corollaries 3.5l and [3.9] we deduce a solution to the weak form of Chinburg’s con-
jecture.
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Corollary 3.10 The following equality holds:

<P§3P521P58

P30 ) =12L (x-s, —1).

Proposition 3.11 The following formula is verified:

33, 343,
m(P) =22 (2,0, 1) + 2 g 5,0, 1)
1 5 5
- gL/(X—& -1) - EL/(X—4, -1)+ EL/(X—?” —1). (23)

8mi

Proof We compute g—g = % (14D (e%) + 10D (e%) +6D (e%) +2D (eT)) in terms
of L-functions. According to we have the following:

S 9 2mi m dmi 2mi 8ri

dX9(57-) :dXQ(Qv-) :%<D<e 9 )+63D(€ 9 )—i—e 3 D(e 9 ))
We have 2D (e%) = 6L'(x—_3,—1). To write Sy in terms of L'(y, —1), associated with xo(2, .)
and x9(5,.) we solve a linear system, but it has no solutions. Thus, we need to consider also
imprimitive odd characters of modulus 9. There is only one imprimitive odd Dirichlet character

of modulus 9, namely x9(8,.), induced by x_3. We notice that the modulus of x¢(8,.) and the
conductor of y_3 (which are 9 and 3, respectively) share the same prime factors, so according to

we have dy (g ) = dy_, = L'(x—3,—1). Thus we get:

9 2mi ami 8mi
bos) = 57 (D(F) =D (%) +D(F)).
Again we have a new system of equations that has a unique solution. Therefore, we have the
following equation that together with completes the proof:

— = <2 — —z) L'(x9(2,.),—1) + (2 + ¥ ) L'(xo(5,.),—1) + ?L,(X—s, -1). 24

With similar computation as before we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.12 The following equalities hold:

S 42 — 244 42 + 247
20— S (xs(2,), 1) + ———— L (x5(3,.), - 1),
2w 5) 5)
S
2—;1 =l (x11(2,.), =1) + &L’ (x11(6,.), =1) + 2L’ (x11(7, ), =1) + &L (x11(8, ), 1)
6
+ gL'(an,—l)a
S
2—;2 = 211 (x4, —1) + 38L/ (x_3, —1). (25)
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Moreover, [Equations (24)|and [(25)|imply the following identities;

—3+/3i -3 —/3i
m(Fg) = TLI(X9(27 D, —1) + TL/(X9(5= ), —1)
14 — & 14 + 8; 2
L 2,.),—1 L 3..),—1)—=L'(y_3,—1).
1
m(Py) = 1 (1L (x11(2,.), 1) + erL (x11(6,.), —1) + co L' (x11(7,.), =1) + &L (x11(8,.), —1))
3 42 — 244 42 + 243
—IL'(x_17,—1) — ————I' 2.), —1)—- ——1/ ), —1
1
m(Pio) = 1 (a1 L' (x11(2,.), —1) + &L (x11(6,.), —1) + coL'(x11(7,.), —1) + &L (x11(8,.), —1))
1 1
= 1oL 01 =)+ 77 (21 (x4, =1) £ 38L (x5, =1)) ,

where the coeflicients ¢;, for ¢« = 1, 2 are as follows:

_ 51 +21V5 +i(3\f— 21)4/10 — 21/5

1
55 110
51 — 21v/5 94 6v5)1/10 — 24/5
o — 55\/—_H.( \f)55 f. 26)

Similar to the case of conductor 7, only by using m(Py) and m(Pjo) we can not offer any so-
lution to Chinburg’s Conjecture for conductor 11. However, our computations reveal an intriguing
connection between the L-functions of primitive odd complex Dirichlet characters with conductor
5 and the Mahler measure of m(P;).

Corollary 3.13 The following identity holds:

P1720 )
m =30 (L' (x5(2,.),—1) + L'(x5(3,.), 1)) .
<P§15 P736 P628 P521 P424O

There is no odd quadratic character of conductor 5, but x5(2,.) and x5(3,.) are the primitive
odd complex Dirichlet characters of conductor 5. The above result motivated us to generalize the
conjectures of Chinburg to all primitive characters in a natural way as we stated in|Conjecture 1.9
in the introduction. Hence the above equation gives a solution for the general version of Chinburg’s
conjecture for the case n = 1 and characters {x5(2,.), x5(3,.)}.

Proposition 3.14 The following equality holds:

S13

o csL'(x13(5,.), —1) + e3L (x13(8,.), —1) + ca L (x13(2, .), —1) + &L’ (x13(7,.), —1)

+ 5L (x13(6,.), —1) + &L (x13(11,.), 1),

S 46 — 30+/3i 46 + 30+/3i
2—? = fﬂ(x?(?), D, —1) + fﬂ(m(& D, —1) +4L (x—7,-1). (27)
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Moreover, the above equations together with lead to the following identities:

m(Pr1) = T (esL'(x13(5,.), —1) + &L (x13(8,.), —1) + ca L (x13(2,.), —1) + &L (x13(7,.), —1))
1 1
+ 15 (L (s (6,.), =1) + 8L (1311, ), =1)) = 33 (211 (x—4, =1) +38L (x5, 1)) ,
1
m(Pi2) = 11 (esL'(xa3(5,.), 1) + &L (x13(8,.), —1) + ca L' (x13(2,.), —1) + &L (x13(7,.), —1))
1 _ 46 — 30v/3i
T (esL'(x13(6,.),—1) + &L (x13(11,.), —1)) + TL/(M(?’, ), —1)
46 + 30+/3i 4
+ ———L(x7(5,.),—1) + = L'(x_7,-1). (28)
91 13
where the coefficients ¢;, for 3 < ¢ < 5 are as follows;
c3=1+ i,
_10+4v3  24+6V3
“4T T3 T3
10—-4v3  6v3-2
= ; . 29
“ 3 13 29

Since the proof of the above proposition employs techniques similar to those used in[Proposition 3.11]
we do not provide a detailed explanation here. By using our previous results and the multiplicative
property of the Mahler measure we have:

429 p315
91 p78 p126
Py PiT Py

) = 14(L (x7(3,.), =1) + L' (x7(5,.), —1)) + 77d;.

Following Ray, let

Qz,y) =28 + 2% + 2t + 23 + 22 + 2+ 1)y? — (225 + 22° — 52t — 1203 — 522 + 20 + 2)y
+28+ P+t o+ 1. (30)

Ray [37] proved that 7d7; = m(Q®). In the next result, using the polynomial, Q(z,y), suggested
by Ray, and the P;-family, we present a solution to the general version of Chinburg’s conjectures

for {x7(3,.), x7(5,.)}.

Corollary 3.15 Let Q(z,y) be the polynomial introduced in[Equation (30)] The following identity
holds:

( P1429 P§15
m

=14 (L' (x7(3,.),=1) + L' (x7(5,.), —1)) .
A <1 |

We continue studying m(P;) to obtain solutions for conductors 15,20 and 24 for the weak
Chinburg’s conjecture.

Proposition 3.16 The following equality holds:

15 23 (160 (%) 420 (5)) + 2 (D (5) + D (B)) + 2 (D ().
2 (D) +0 () +0 () -n (),

Sis 3430, 3-3i , 15 63

— = L ), —1 —L 11,.),—1 —L'(y_g,—1 — L' (xv_y4,—1).

o 3 (x16(3,.), —1) + 5 (x16(11,.), 1) + 5 (x-8, —1) + 1 (X—4,—1)
(€2))

Moreover, thanks to [Equations (27)| and [(3T)| the following equalities deduced;
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3 —46 + 301/3i —46 — 301/3i
Pi3) = —L'(x_15,—1 —_— I 3,.),—1 —_— I 5,.),—1

4 24 — 3 24 + 3¢ 8

— —L'(x_7,—-1 r 2,.),—1 r 3,.),—1 —L'(x_3,—1

1+ 1—1 3 1

m(Pu4) = 5 L'(x16(3,.), =1) + WLI(XM(U, D, —1) = 1—6L/(X—15, -1) + §L/(X—8, —1)

24 — 3t 24+ 3 21

— r 2,.),—1) — r ), —1 —L'(x—4,—1) — L'(x_3,—1).

(32)

The proof of the above proposition utilizes techniques similar to those employed in[Proposition 3.11]
We can now propose a solution to the weak Chinburg’s conjecture for conductor 15. Boyd and
Rodriguez-Villegas,[12], already proposed an example for f = 15 for the strong Chinburg’s con-
jecture for which the coeflicient r ¢ was numerically approximated. In the following corollary, the
coeflicient 7 is exact, but our rational function answers only the weak version of the conjecture.

Corollary 3.17 The following identity holds:

P210P182P156P135P108P84P63P900P252
m ( 13 “12 £ 11 *8 P2§94 6 5 ~4 2 — 45LI(X*15a _1)‘
1

Proposition 3.18 The following equality holds:

S
2—;7 =c6L'(x17(3,.), —1) + &L (x17(6,.), —1) + ¢z L (x17(5,.), —1) + ez L' (x17(7,.), —1)

+ CgL,(X17(10, .), —1) + @L/(Xl'y(ll, .), —1) + CgL,(Xl'y(lQ, .), —1) + C_gL,(X17(14, .), —1),
S 18 — 10/3i 18 4 10v/3i 160
S8 - T (xe(2), - 1) + L (xo(5, ), 1) + —— L (x—3, 1)
2w 3 3 3
The above equalities together with imply the following identities.
1
m(P15) = 1_6 (CGL/(X17(37 ')7 _1) + %L/(X17(67 ')7 _1) + C7L/(X17(57 ')7 _1) + C_7L,(X17(77 ')7 _1))
1
+ 1_6 (CSLI(X17(107 ')7 _1) + @L/(Xl'?(lla ')7 _1) + CQLI(X17(127 ')7 _1) + @LX17(147 ))
34+ 3 3—3 15 63
— r 3,.),—1) — r 11,.),—1) — —L/(y_g,—1) — —L'(x_4,—1
1
m(PIG) = _E (C6L,(X17(3, '), _1) + %L,(Xl'?((s, ')a _1) + C7L/(X17(55 ')a _1) + C_7L/(X17(75 ')a _1))

1
- 1_8 (CgL/(Xl'y(lO, .), —1) + C_8L,(X17(117 .), —1) + CgL/(X17(12, .), —1) + @Lxl'y(lﬁl, ))

18 — 10V/3i 18 + 10v/3i 160
+ TL/(X9(27 ')7 _1) + TLI(X9(57 ')7 _1) + —LI(X—37 _1)7

51
(33)
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where the coefficients ¢;, for ¢« = 6,7, 8,9 are as follows:

45 +18v/2 — (15v/2 — 39)\/ V2 + 2 +Z_27+21\/§— (6v2 +15)1/2 — /2

C6 = )
68 68
45—18\/——(24\/5—9)\/\/§+2+,27—21\/_—(9\/5—1—3)\/2—\/5
Cr = 7 s
68 68
45—18\/§+(24\/§—9)\/\/§+2+_—27+21\/§—(9\/§+3)\/2—\/§
cg = 1 )
68 68
09:45+18\/§+(15(;f—39)\/\/§+2+i_27—21\/§_(%f+15)‘/2_\/5' 34

We can now provide a solution to the general version of Chinburg’s conjecture for characters
{X9(2a ')a X9(5? )}
Corollary 3.19 The following identity holds:

P360 P280 P210 P369
<P153 P136 P120 P105 P91 P78 P126

) =36 (L' (x9(2,.), —1) + L' (x9(5,.), 1)) .

In this section’s sequel, we aim to obtain solutions to the weak version of Chinburg’s conjecture
for conductors 20 and 24. Expressing Sy in terms of L-function can be facilitated by using the
equations for S, where k devices d. Therefore, the Si-values that we may need to represent S
and So4 correspond to k = 2,3,4,5,6,8,10,12,20, and 24. We only need to compute Syp and
So4 in terms of L-function, as the others have already been calculated.

Proposition 3.20 The following equations hold:

S 96 — 571 96 + 571

2_;0 = 3L (x20,—1) + TL/(XE)(Q, D, —1) + TL/(XS(?% ), —1) +15L" (x4, -1),
(35)

S 105

2—;4 = 3L (x-24,—1) + 9L (x—s,—1) + 7LI(X—4, —1) + 79L (x—3, —1). (36)

Proof We only prove the first equality regarding Sog and the second one can be done similarly:

% :i (18D (e ) +16D (5 ) + 14D (%) +12D (e ) ) +
16

+2 (10D (¢5°) 18D () 46D (¢5) +4D () + 2D ().

There is only one primitive odd character mod 20, the quadratic one. We write Soq in terms of dy,
dys(2,.)-Ays5(3,) and dao. To do so we first re-write it as follows:

@:§D( 2’”)+ Zp(e 4’”)+30D()

27 s

3(16D<610)+8D<ew))

+ = (18D () + 14D () +6D (") + 20 (F)).

Thanks to [Proposition 3.7|and [Equation (19)| we have:

Sz 36 12i
or — 5 (%(2,.) + dX5(3,.>) -5 (%(2,.) - %(37.)) + 15dy

+3 (16D (%) +8D (7))

3 (180( )+14D (eﬁz”(f) 16D (e“‘w) 12D (e % ))
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To wrlte 2 (16D e%i + 8D e%i in terms of d,,, we use all the odd characters of modulus
X

10 Wthh are the imprimitive characters x10(3,.) and x10(7,.). They are respectively induced by
X5(3,.) and x5(2,.):

Ay1o(7,) = Ay10(3,) = ; (D (62%) —iD ( LO)) ’

Thus we have:

i (16D ( LO) + 8D ( LO)) = 48;70242.(1)(10(3,.) + 48_;70241'6&10(77)

48 + 361 48 — 361
= 5 dX5(37-) + 5 dX5(27-)'

In the last equality we use Cemma 2.T4and we have d,, 3 ) = (1 4 2i)d,, (3., and dy,(7,) =
(1 — 2i)dy(2,)- We write = (18D (e 20 ) + 14D (e%) + 6D (e 20 ) +2D (e = )) in terms
of d,, associated with all the odd characters of modulus 20 and then we replace them with the prim-

itive one using [Lemma 2.14] The odd characters of modulus 20 are y_o which is primitive and
x20(11,.), x20(13,.), and x20(17,.) which are induced by x_4, x5(3,.) and x5(2, .), respectively:

d20:%<D (e%i)—FD(e%i)-FD(e ir ) (61%1 )
dypo(13,) = de(W) %(D (eéioi)_i_zD (e 20)—ZD< 147'rz) (6135”'))7
D(e

Ayao(11,) = % (D (622%1’) - D (eGQLOi) B (614216”) ))

By solving a system of linear equations we have:

3

s

2 (18D (¢5) 414D () 46D (') + 2D () = 3+ 2 1)+ dyyar

We compute dy,(13,) and dy, (17, ) in terms of primitive characters by Lemma 2.T4 and we have
dyoo(13,) = (14 2i)d\ 3.y, and dy, 17,y = (1 — 2i)d,(2,)- Finally, after a simplification, we
have FGuation C35)

Equations (35) and [(36)]lead to a solution to the weak Chinburg’s conjecture for conductor 20 and
24.

Corollary 3.21 The following identities are valid:

Pl 190 P171 P11653 Pl 136 P120 P105 P91 P78 P168 ,
795 pI80 pid0 pios p2d = 30L'(x—20, —1),
P 5 P 80 P 0 P 05 P PGO

o P22276 P22153 P231 P1210 P190 P1171 Pl 153 P136 P120 P11395 P91 P78 _ 36L/( _1)
P6252 P5189 P2234 P11269 - X—24, .

4 Tables
This section provides essential tables to help readers visualize the paper’s main results.

4.1 Table of representations of m(F,)

As we demonstrated in [Main Theorem 1.4] m(F;), can be expressed as a linear combination
of Dirichlet L-functions. However, this representation is not unique as noted in [Remark 2.23]
In [Tables §] and @] we provide a table with a selected representation for m(P;), for d < 16.
Our results related to Chinburg’s conjectures in these sections are based on these representa-
tions. The constants ¢; (for 1 < 7 < 9) appearing in [Tables 8 and [9] are introduced in
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! +21v5 +i(3\f— 21)4/10 — 2/5

95 110

C1

51 — 215 .(63/5+9)4/10 — 2V/5
Cy = 55 +1 55

c3=1+41

10+4v3 6342
= —1

“4= 713 13
C10-4v3 | 6v3-2
=T T3
45+18\/§—(15\/§—39)\/\/§+2+_27+21\/§—(6\/§+15)\/2—\/§
“= 68 ! 68
45—18\/——(24\/——9)\/\/§+2+,27—21\/——(9\/5—1—3)\/2—\/5
= 68 ! 68
45 — 18v2 + (24v/2 - 9) ﬂ+2+_—27+21ﬂ—(9ﬂ+3>\/2—ﬁ
= 68 ! 68
45+18\/§+(15\/——39)\/\/§+2+,—27—21\/——(6\/5—1—15)\/2—\/5
Cg = 1

68 68

Table 5: Table of the constants appeared in[Table 6 and [Table 7|

Remark 4.1 The equalities in [Iables 6l to |8 are all proven and have been checked numerically
using SageMath. For the explicit values of the Dirichlet characters appearing in the following
tables, we refer to[Section 4.3

24



m(Py) = L (x5, 1)

L'(x_3,—1
m(Py) = I(x 4, -1) - 0D
9—3i 9+ 3i 3
P = L 2..),—1 L'(x5(3,.),—1) — =L (yv_4,—1
m(Ps) 20 (x5(2,.),—1) + 20 (x5(3,.),—1) 5 (X-4,—1)
—341 —3—3 16
m(P4) = L,(X5(27 )7 _1) + L,(X5(37 ')7 _1) + _L/(X—i’n _1)
10 10 5
4 — 24/3i 4+ 2/3i 16
m(Ps) = =L (x-7,—1) + o1 L'(x7(3,.),—1) + TL/(X7(5, ), —1) — 7LI(X—3, —-1)

—24/3i -2 —/3i
m(Pe) = 2L (x5, —1) = L/ (x=r. 1) + = 7 L (a3, ). =) + =7 L (xa (5., 1)
15
(x4, —1
3 —/3i 3+ /3i
m(P7) = L/( (27 )7 _1) + LI( 9(57 )7_1)
12 12
1 / 5 / 5 /
= 3L 08 =1) = gL (x—4, = 1) + £ L (X3, 1)
—34/3i -3 —/3i
m(Pg) = 15 L/(X9(27 )7 _1) + 15 L/( 9(57 )7 _1)
14 — &4 144 8
15 I(X5(2?’)?_1) 15 L/(X5(37 )?—]‘) - _LI(Xf?)?—]‘)

m(Py) = % (L' (x11(2,.), 1) + &1L (x11(6,.), —1) + coL' (xa1(7,.), 1) + &L (x11(8,.), —1))

3 42 — 244 42 + 243
—L'(v_11,—1) — ———1/ 2.),—-1)—- ——1/ 3,.),—1
1
m(Pyo) = D (L' (x11(2,.),—1) + &1L (x11(6,.), —1) + oL (x1:1(7,.), —=1) + &L (x11(8,.), —1))
1 1
- 1—OLI(X711, -1) + I (21L' (x—4, —1) + 38L(x—3,—1))
1
m(Pr) = T2 (esL'(x13(5,.),—1) + &L (x13(8,.), —1) + ca L (x13(2,.), —1) + €L’ (x13(7,.), —1))
1 1
5 (esL'(x13(6,.), —1) + &L (x13(11,.),—1)) — 3 (21L' (x—4,—1) +38L (x_3,—1))

Table 6: Table of the representation of m(P;) in terms of L-functions.
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1

m(Pi2) = 11 (esL'(x13(5,.), —1) + e3L (x13(8,.), —1) + ca L' (x13(2,.), —1) + &L’ (x13(7,.), —1))
1 46 — 304/3i
— 17 (L 0as(6,.), = 1) + 3L (xas(11,), = 1)) + TL/(X7(37 ),—1)
46 + 30v/3i _, 4
— L O, —1 —L'(y_7,—1
3 —46 + 30+/3i —46 — 304/3i
Pi3)=—L'(y_15,—1 — " 3,.),—1 — 5,.),—1
4 24 — 31 24 + 31 8
— 5 E0en D)+ T L (6 (2), D) + T L (63, ), ~) 4 2L (s 1)
142 1—1 3 1
Piy) = L O, =1 — 11..).—=1) — — L' (v_15. —1 L (y_g,—1
24 — 31 24 + 31 21
- L'(x5(2,.),—1) — r D, =1+ =L'(x_4,—1) — L'(x_3, —1).
oL 06200, =) = ==L 0608, =) + 5L (x-a,=1) = L(x-s,—1)

m(P15) = i (C6L,(X17(3, .), —1) + @L/(X17(6, .), —1) + C7L/(X17(5, .), —1) + C_7L/(X17(7, .), —1))

16
1
16 (esL'(x17(10,.), =1) + &L (xa7(11,.), =1) + oL (x17(12, ), —1) + 9 Lx17(14, .))
34 37 3—3 15 63
— r 3,.),—1) — r 11,.),—1) = —L'(x_g,—1) — —L'(x—_4, —1).
34 (Xlﬁ( ) )7 ) 34 (Xlﬁ( ) )7 ) 34 (X 85 ) 68 (X 4, )

m(P16) = _i (C6L/(X17(3’ ')’ _1) + @L/(X17(6’ ')’ _1) + C7L/(X17(5, ')’ _1) + C_7LI(X17(7’ ')’ _1))

18
1

~ 1z (esL'(x17(10,.), =1) + &L (xa7(11,.), =1) + oL (x17(12, ), —1) + 9 Lx17(14, .))
18 — 10v/3i 18 + 10v/3i 160

+ TL,(XQ(Z D, —1) + TL/(X9(57 D), —1) + 5—1L/(X—37 -1)

Table 7: Table of the representation of m(P;) in terms of L-functions.

4.2 Tables of solutions using P, for various versions of Chinburg’s conjectures

In this section, we listed all the polynomials or rational functions involved with P; obtained in
this paper for d up to 16, addressing a version of Chinburg’s conjectures. We recall that there
were already two versions of Chinburg’s conjecture, the weak and the strong versions that are
respectively mentioned in [Conjecture 1.6]and [Conjecture 1.5] We also stated a general version of

this conjecture in|Conjecture 1.9
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m(Py) = L'(x-3,—1) = d3

m(Py) = L' (x_4,—1) — L) g, _ s

m(P1P22) = 2[/()(,4, —1) = 2d4

m(P§P}) = 2L (x_3,—1) — SL' (x—4,—1) = Ld3 — 2d4

m(P3P) = =B L (x—3,—1) + 2L (x-4, —1) + BL (x_s,—1) = =2d3 + 2d, + 2ds

33 p21 p28
Pl P5 P6

m( 0

) = 12L/(X—87 —1) = 12d8

P210 P182 P156 P135 P108 P84 P63 P9OO P252
m( 13 12 11 8 P2§94 6 5 4 2 ) — 45L/(X7157 _1) — 45d15
1

PO P P PO PO PP PR PR PISY
P8225 P7180 P6140 P5105 P224 Pfo = X—20, = 20

276 p253 p231 pP210 pl90 pl71 pl53 pPl136 P120 Pl05 PIl
<P22 P21 P20 P19 P18 Pl? P16 P15 P14 P13 P12

P
= 36L'(x—_24, —1) = 36d
P252 pI8Y p234 pl269 (X—24,—1) 24

Table 8: Table of ds-type relations and solutions to Chinburg’s conjectures using I; polynomials.

The following table lists the solutions to generalized Chinburg’s conjectures, gen-
erated mainly by the Py family. The polynomial @) in the following table is introduced in

P1720
=30(L 2,.),—1 L 3..).—1
P P36 pIs p21 p2io (L'(x5(2,.),—1) + L' (x5(3,.), —1))

m

3

=14 (L/(X7(37 ')7 _1) + L/(X7(57 ')7 _1))
R o),

360 p280 pP210 pP369
P7 PG P5 Pl

m = 36 (L/(X9(27 )7_1) +L/(X9(57)7_1))
it g i)

< P1429 Pg)15

Table 9: Table of solutions to[Conjecture 1.9] using P; polynomials.

4.3 Tables related to odd Dirichlet characters

In this section, we listed the explicit values of all the odd Dirichlet characters used in this paper. As
explained, the quadratic character of conductor f is denoted by x_, and its values are computed
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by the Kronecker symbol (;f) The notations used for non-quadratic characters are based on the
LMFDB Dirichlet characters database conventions.

In the representations of m(P;) in terms of L-functions according to [Main Theorem 1.4 we only
need primitive characters (real and complex). These characters up to conductor 24 are listed in the
first part of this section, Primitive characters. However, to obtain such representation we occasion-
ally used some imprimitive odd characters. The few imprimitive odd characters, used in some of
our proofs are listed in the second part of this section, namely imprimitive characters.

4.3.1 Primitive odd characters

In this section, you find the list of the primitive characters needed in the paper up to conductor 24.

n 1 2

X-3 1 —1

Table 10: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 3.

n 1 3

X—4 1 -1

Table 11: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 4.

n 1 2 3 4
X5(2,n) 1 i —i -1
X5(3,n) 1 —i i -1

Table 12: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 5.

n 1 2 3 4 5 6

xX-7(n) 1 1 -1 1 —1 1
x7(3,1) 1 s es e’ 5 -1
x7(5,1) 1 e e’ 5 5 -1

Table 13: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 7.

n 1 2 4 5 7 8
X9(2,m) 1 5 5 5 5 -1
x9(5,n) 1 e’ e’ e 5" -1

Table 14: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 9.
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Table 18: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 16.

29

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
T 8mi 27mi 4 9 Tmi 3mi 671
x11(2,n)|| 1 es es es e’s e’s e’s es es -1
9mi 27mi 8mi 671 s 3mi Tmi 4
x11(6,n)|| 1 es |es |es |es |es es |es |es | -1
Tmi 67i 47 8mi 3mi 9mi T 271
x1(7,n)|| 1 es es es es es es es es -1
3mi 47 67i 271 Tmi T 9mi 8mi
x11(8,n)|| 1 es e’s es es es es es es -1
x-11(n) || 1 —1 1 1 1 -1 —1 —1 1 -1
Table 15: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 11.
n 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
X13(2,m) e’ el i | T e P all I ol P ol |
x13(6,n) e T | —i | e et | 5| eF et | -1
x13(7,n) et e e | et | % —i | eF |5 | =1
Tri 27 s’ . 11me 57 . 4 Smi s
x13(11,n) e |es |es | e6 |es | —i |es |es |eT -1
x13(5,m) —i 1 -1 | =i | —i i i 1 -1 |1 -1
X13(8,m) i 1 -1 | i —1 - |1 -1 |- -1
Table 16: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 13.
n 1 2 4 7 8 11 13 14
X-15(n) 1 1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1
Table 17: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 15.
n 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15
x16(3, 1) 1 —1 —1 1 -1 1 i —1
x16(11,n) ]| 1 i i 1 -1 —1 —1 —1




n 112 3 415 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13] 14 15 16
Tmi i . 5mi 1571 11mi 5mi uss 3mi Tmi 1371 . 9mi 3mi
x17(3,n) || 1 | ex |es | —iles |es|es|es |ed |es |[es |es|i |es |ex | -1
uss 1571 . 11mi s 5mi 3mi Tmi 1371 9mi 3mi . T 5mi
x17(6,n) || 1 | ed |es|i |es|es |es |ea |ea |es|es |es | —iles |er | -1
3mi 5mi . 9mi 117me T s 5mi 1571 3mi i . 1371 i
x17(5,n) || 1 |ex |es | —i]es |es|es |ed |ea |es|es |es |i |es|er | -1
5mi 11mi i 5mi 9mi i 3mi i 137i 15mi 1 3xi i
x17(7,n) || 1 |ex |es|i |es |es |es |ea |ea |es [es|es ]| —iles |ex | -1
smi | smi | . i | 1smi| omi tri | 8mi | omi | osmi | 7mi | umi| m
xX17(10,n)|] 1 |es |es | i |es|es|es |ed |ea |es |[es |es | —iles|er | -1
smi | 1smi| | omi smi | 1smi| mi smi | ozmi | uimi|  emi | . smi | 7mi
xi7(12,n)|] 1 | es |es | —i|les |es |es|ed |ed |es |es|es |i|es |ed | -1
mi mi | . smi | omi | asmi| smi | ozmi | osmi | omi i | 1smi|  smi
xir(1L,n)|| 1 | ed |es |i |es |es |es|es |ed |es |es |es | —i|les|ed | -1
mmi | 9mi ri|  7mi | osmi | osmi | omi mi| 1smi| 5w | . i 3mi
xir(M4,n)|| 1 |es |es | —iles|es |es |es |ed |es|es|es |i|es |ed | -1
Table 19: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 17.
n 1 3 7 9 11 13 17 19
X—20(n) 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 —1 —1
Table 20: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 20.
n 1 ) 7 11 13 17 19 23
x_2a(n) || 1 1 1 1 ~1 ~1 ~1 ~1

Table 21: Table of the primitive odd characters of conductor 24.

4.3.2 Imprimitive odd characters

In this section, we listed a few imprimitive characters needed for our demonstrations. The last
column for each character expresses the primitive character that induced the imprimitive character.

n 1 2 4 5 7 8 Induced
from
xo(8,n) || 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 X-3

Table 22: Table of the imprimitive odd characters of modulus 9.

n 1 3 7 9 Induced
from

x10(7,n)|| 1 —1 7 -1 X5(2,n)

x10(3,n)|| 1 i —1 -1 X5(3,m)

Table 23: Table of the imprimitive odd characters of modulus 10.
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n 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 Induced
from
x16(7,n) || 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 X—8
x16(15,n) ]| 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 X—4
Table 24: Table of the imprimitive odd characters of modulus 16.
n 1 3 7 9 11 13 17 19 Induced
from
x20(17,n)|] 1 —i i ~1 1 —i i -1 x5(2,n)
x20(13,n)|| 1 i —i -1 1 i —i -1 x5(3,n)
x20(11,n) || 1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 X—4
Table 25: Table of the imprimitive odd characters of modulus 20.
n 1 5 7 11 13 17 19 23 Induced
from
x24(17,n)|] 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 X—3
x24(19,n)|] 1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 X—8
x24(7,m) || 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 X—4

Table 26: Table of the imprimitive odd characters of modulus 24.

S Perspective

The [Tables 8 and O] convince us that P, has the potential to produce further solutions to various
versions of Chinburg’s conjectures. The direct computation of m(P;) has become harder when d
increases. Moreover, the representation is not unique as we explained in[Remark 2.231 Hence, one
important future project is implementing an algorithm that generates these solutions for different
versions of Chinburg’s conjectures for the case n = 1.

The key property of P, that makes the bridge between m(P,;) and L-functions is that m(Fy) is
written in terms of the dilogarithm function evaluated at roots of unity which allows us to apply
[Proposition 1.7] or [Corollary 2.9] This is thanks to the exactness of P, and that its toric points
are roots of unity (see [34] for more details). Hence, one can construct other families of exact
polynomials with this property and maybe combine the families to produce even more solutions
to Chinburg’s conjectures. Other such families already have been constructed by Ray[37], Boyd,
and Rodriguez-Villegas[12] and have been indeed applied fruitfully to Chinburg’s conjecture
as mentioned in the introduction. The upcoming preprint of the authors as well as the second
author in collaboration with D. Hokken and B. Ringeling provides more insight into Chinburg’s
conjectures by considering the mentioned perspectives.

3]



There is a notion of successive exactness, which generalizes the concept of 2-variable exactness to
more than two variables. We refer to [[15, Chapter 8] for more information in this regard. We could
consider a natural generalization of Py to more than two variables as

. 11,12 i
Piy(z1,...,2p) = Z xiws -y
0<iy+ig+-+in<d

One can verify if this generalization is exact, in the sense of successive exactness, and investigate
whether it could provide solutions to Chinburg’s conjectures for n > 3.
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