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1 Introduction

The scattering amplitudes of Yang-Mills (YM) and general relativity (GR) are inter-
esting objects in physics. The dimension-neutral tree amplitudes are rational functions of
many variables; see Appendix A for examples. As with other special functions, it is natural
to ask what differential identities they satisfy. We show that a number of second order
differential operators annihilate the dimension-neutral YM and GR amplitudes.

This paper is motivated by recent work of Loebbert, Mojaza and Plefka [1]. They inves-
tigated a potential hidden conformal symmetry of GR tree amplitudes in general spacetime
dimension d. This led them to conjecture certain identities for the dimension-neutral am-
plitudes that they verified by explicit calculation for amplitudes with n = 3,4,5,6 legs'.
They conjectured that they would continue to hold for n > 7. This paper contains:

e A reformulation of these identities as proper differential identities for the amplitudes.
The formulation in [1] is more intricate, as discussed in Appendix D.

'We thank F. Loebbert, M. Mojaza and J. Plefka for making available computer code to check the n = 5
case and for answering questions we had about their paper [1].



e A proof of these identities for all n > 3, by induction on n.

We do not take up the interesting theme of hidden conformal symmetry [1]. The identities
conjectured in [1] and proved here do not readily imply identities for the amplitudes in
specific dimensions such as d = 4, an interesting question that we leave open.

In this paper we exclusively work with the dimension-neutral version of the tree ampli-
tudes; the spacetime dimension d will be absent. These amplitudes are rational functions
on a complex vector space of dimension 2n(n — 2) with simple poles along a constellation
of hyperplanes. The coordinates on this vector space will be denoted k;;, ¢;j, e;; with sub-
scripts running over an index set” I with |I| = n. The following linear relations among the
coordinates cut the dimension of this vector space down to 2n(n — 2):

ki =0 kij — kji =0 2ierkij =0
Ci; = 0 Zie[ Cij =0 (1.1)
€ii:0 e,;j—ejizo

The amplitudes are actually polynomial in the ¢;; and e;; variables. To obtain the ampli-
tudes in d spacetime dimensions set k;; = k;-k; and ¢;; = k;-€; and e;; = (1 —(L-j)ei -€; where
k; and €; are d-dimensional vectors, the momentum and polarization of the i-th particle.

We need a workable definition of the amplitudes for general n. For the purpose of this
paper, the amplitudes are defined by the recursion in Definition 11. This recursion is based
on the factorization of residues formulated directly in k;;, ¢;j, e;; variables®. On the face of
it, it is neither obvious that this recursion admits a solution, nor that the solution is unique.
A sketch of existence using Feynman rules is in Remark 2, but since we are unaware of a
reference that spells this out in detail for the dimension-neutral amplitudes, we logically
state existence as Assumption A below. Uniqueness is shown in Lemma 12.

Assumption A. A sequence of rational functions satisfying the recursion in Definition
11 exists. We refer to them as the YM respectively GR amplitudes.

In stating our main result below, we avoid standard notation for partial derivatives
Oc
space defined by (1.1). To illustrate, if I = {1,...,5} then c12 and —c32 — c42 — c52 are

O.,, because it is ambiguous how these act on functions on the vector

such as O, > Oey

05
two representatives of one the same function, but if we act on them with 0., using a
naive interpretation of the partial derivative, then we obtain conflicting results, 1 and 0
respectively. To fix this we introduce new notation Dy, De,;, De,; which are differential

2The YM amplitude requires a cyclic order on I, whereas the GR amplitude is permutation invariant
and [ is an unordered set. We will not mention this further in this introduction.

3The original recursion of this kind is BCFW recursion [2]. The recursion we use in this paper does not
involve BCFW shifts nor decay conditions under such shifts, it is only required that the amplitudes factor
properly. The proof that this determines the amplitudes uniquely is along the lines of [6], which is for d = 4,
but is simpler in the present dimension-neutral case since one is on a vector space and all poles are along
linear subspaces. It is useful in this paper to have the uniqueness statement in a simple form since the same
argument (cf. Lemmas 12 and 13) also plays a key role in proof of the main theorem, Theorem 1.



operators that act unambiguously on functions on the vector space defined by (1.1). To
illustrate, if I = {1,...,5} then we use D¢, = 01y — 5(0erp + Oegy + Ocyy + Ocyy) Which
acts unambiguously. The Dy, ; are linear combinations of the d,; with constant coefficients;
the D, are linear combinations of the 0., with constant coefficients; the D,,; are linear
combinations of the J,,; with constant coefficients. Their complete definition is in Lemma 3,
and we have also included computer code in Appendix B. We note that our definition of
the D-operators is also a matter of convention; we have merely made a convenient choice
of operators that span the 2n(n — 2)-dimensional space of constant first order differential
operators along the vector space defined by (1.1).

There are 2n + 1 first order differential operators that are well-known to annihilate the
amplitudes: n of them express gauge invariance; n express homogeneity in the polarizations;
and one expresses homogeneity jointly in all momenta. They are, respectively,

Xi = Zjel(kjiDCji + cijDeij) (12&)
Y, = Zje[(cjiDCji + eijDeij) —h (1.2b)
Z =3 jer(kijDy,; + cijDe;;) — s (1.2¢)

where h =1 and s =4 —n for YM respectively h = 2 and s = 2 for GR. Polynomiality in
the ¢;; and e;; variables implies further obvious annihilators. There are, in addition, several

second order annihilators as we show in this paper.

Theorem 1. Define the YM and GR tree amplitude by the recursion in Definition 11
and make Assumption A. The differential operators A;, B;, C; defined below annihilate the
tree amplitudes for alln = |I| >3 and i € I:

A=Y ke (%kjkDCﬁDcki + ¢jiDe;, De,, + %ejkDeﬁ.Deki) (1.3a)

and

B; = Zj,ke[ (CjkaijDeik + ejkDCijDeik + kjkaichki + ijDCz‘jDCki

- Ck‘jijkDeji - ejkDCjkDeji - kjkajkDCji - Cjk‘DCjiDCjk) (13b)

and C; = C; — %Zje] (~Z’j where
51' = Zj,kel (%ejk‘DCichikz + ijDkikD

D

Cij

+ %kjkaij Dy,
— CjkajiD

C’L]

—ejxD ejie = Chj Dy, Dey Cik T kjkajkajk) (1.3¢)

The D-operators are defined in Lemma 3.

That B;, C; annihilate the GR amplitude was conjectured in [1], using a more intricate
formulation that we discuss in Appendix D. The formulation of these identities directly as
annihilating differential operators in Theorem 1 is therefore new”’. Our proof of Theorem 1
is by induction on n and is summarized later in this introduction.

Tt allows us, for instance, to compute a number of commutators in Section 5. They imply that every
function annihilated by X;, Y;, Z, C; is automatically annihilated by A;, B;.



Remark 1. The amplitudes in d > 4 spacetime dimensions are obtained from the
dimension-neutral ones by setting k;; = k;-k; and ¢;; = k;-€; and e;; = (1 —0;5)€; - €; where
k; and ¢; are elements of a d-dimensional complex vector space, and - is a nondegenerate
symmetric bilinear pairing”. The momentum vectors k; are subject to k; - k; = 0 and mo-
mentum conservation ), k; = 0, and the polarization vectors ¢; are subject to k; - €; = 0.
Assume k; # 0 here, so ¢; lies in a subspace of dimension d — 1. For every 4, the YM ampli-
tude is linear in ¢;, the GR amplitude is quadratic in ¢;; this is witnessed by the annihilator
Y;. For every k # 0 with k- kK = 0 abbreviate P(k) = {¢ | k- ¢ = 0} /Ck which is a vector
space of dimension d — 2, and observe that - induces a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear
pairing on P(k). Then, separately for every i and fixed k; # 0:

e As a function of ¢;, the YM amplitude descends to a linear form on P(k;).
e As a function of ¢;, the GR amplitude descends to a quadratic form on P(k;)°.

This is witnessed by X; and is known as gauge invariance. The amplitudes are also homoge-
neous jointly in all momenta, as witnessed by Z. In summary, the d-dimensional amplitudes
are sections of certain vector bundles on the projective variety k;-k; = 0 and ), k; = 0759,
In this paper we do not work with momenta k; and polarizations ¢;. Our primary variables

are k;j, cij, €;; and we exploit the fact that the relations (1.1) are linear.

Let us outline the proof of Theorem 1, which is by brute force by induction on n. It
uses the recursive definition of the amplitudes, by which the amplitudes have simple poles
along a constellation of hyperplanes, each residue being equal to a product of two lower
amplitudes. Denoting by M7 the GR amplitude for index set I, schematically one has

Res M; = UM a1 Myii(e) (1.4)

for every decomposition I = J U K into two subsets of two or more elements, |J| > 2 and
|[K'| > 2. The residue is taken along the locus where k; = >, ; k; satisfies k; - k; = 0.
Translating to the coordinates we use, this locus is the hyperplane

def

On the right hand side of (1.4), the bullet e stands for one more particle. Properly defining
the right hand side of (1.4) requires contracting the polarizations of the respective e particles

®For instance, C? with standard pairing z - w = z1w1 + . . . + zqwg. The choice does not matter since all
such vector spaces with nondegenerate pairing are isomorphic.

SEquivalently, a linear form on the symmetric tensor product S2P(k;). One can decompose this into the
trace and the traceless part relative to the symmetric bilinear pairing on P(k;).

"Actually one only has a vector bundle away from the singular locus.

81t would be interesting to see whether the annihilators A;, B;, C; or suitable linear combinations of
them imply annihilators for the d-dimensional amplitudes. The latter would be differential operators on
the vector bundle on which the amplitudes live, possibly taking values in another vector bundle.

9The fact that A; annihilates is vacuous for YM, since A; involves two derivatives with respect to the
polarization of the i-th particle. It is not vacuous for GR amplitudes, in the sense that one can write down
a rational function annihilated by the obvious annihilators listed before Theorem 1 but not by A;.



in My (o) and M ey This contraction is effected by U 2 using the differential operator
U in Definition 9. Suppose now we are at the n-th induction step. Within each induction
step, one first shows that the A; annihilate, then the B;, then the C;. The structure of
the argument is analogous in each case, so suppose for concreteness that we want to show

C; M7 = 0 for some . This is done in two steps:

1. Show that C;M; has no pole. Namely, for every decomposition I = J LI K as above
one must check that C; My has no pole along the hyperplane £ = 0 in (1.5).

2. Show that the complete absence of poles in C; My, together with other known prop-
erties of C; M such as homogeneity properties, imply C; M = 0.

In Step 1, note that M; has a simple €1 type pole, so C; being second order, the application
C; M can naively have a third order pole, terms of type €2 and €2 and ¢ ~'. While the £73
term is easily seen to be absent, the absence of €2 and ¢! terms is by a lengthy explicit
calculation that exploits only the annihilators of My e} and M (4 that are known by
the induction hypothesis. In a nutshell, and using schematic notation again, in Step 1 one
must check that Ci(%U M Ju{e} M Ku{.}) has no pole. The computations establishing Step
1 are in the most technical lemma of this paper, Lemma 16. Step 2 relies on Lemma 13
(which is the same lemma that also establishes that the recursion determines the amplitudes
uniquely) and on the commutators in Lemma 14. The YM case is entirely analogous.

The proof does not use explicit formulas for the amplitudes. Instead, the recursion for

the amplitudes using (1.4) is effectively turned into a recursion for the annihilators.

One can ask what the full annihilator of the YM respectively GR tree amplitudes
is. To every rational function one can associate its annihilator, a left ideal in the Weyl
algebra of polynomial differential operators. Rational functions are holonomic, meaning
their annihilator is as big as allowed by the Bernstein inequality'’. In a Weyl algebra, every
left ideal is finitely generated'!'. Algorithms are available to determine the annihilator of a
rational function, e.g. in Macaulay?2 |3, 4|, and while in principle such tools can be applied
to tree amplitudes, this approach does not seem to be practically viable for general n.

It would be interesting to understand if there is a more conceptual explanation for
these annihilators perhaps building on ideas in [1]|; to inquire if there are corresponding
identities for the amplitudes in specific dimensions such as d = 4; and to try to apply these
annihilators to derive properties of the amplitudes.

2 Preliminaries

Notation. All vector spaces and algebras are over the complex numbers. For every
finite-dimensional vector space X we denote:

0This says that over R or €, and for a proper left ideal I C D in the Weyl algebra D in
T1yevyTm,yO1,y...,0m, the dimension of D/I (defined to be the degree of a suitable Hilbert polyno-
mial) is > m. Note that a rational function g/f always has m first order annihilators of the form
f(8ig) — g(0if) — gfD; € D but they are in general of high polynomial degree. See also [5].

1 Somewhat surprisingly, by a theorem of Stafford, every left ideal in a Weyl algebra over R or C can in
fact be generated by just two elements.



X the dual vector space
Rx the commutative algebra of polynomials X — C
Dx the Weyl algebra on X

Frac(Rx) the field of rational functions on X

These things are defined independently of coordinates. This is important because the spaces
we encounter do not have a canonical coordinate system, and we work with a linearly
dependent set of coordinates. Canonically,

X*C Rx the linear functionals, we refer to them as coordinates
X CDx first order constant coefficient differential operators

As vector spaces, Rx ~ SX* and Dx ~ SX* ® SX where S is the symmetric tensor
algebra. Here SX are the constant coeflicient differential operators.

Coordinate dependent definitions. Even though we do not commit to a particular
basis, we recall the coordinate dependent definitions. By a coordinate we mean an element
of X*. A coordinate system is a basis x1,..., %, € X*. The polynomial ring is then

RX = @[1‘1,.. . ,:Em]

Let 01,...,0n € X be the dual basis. Then Dx is the associative algebra with identity
generated by the variables x1,...,2Zm, 01, ..., 0n modulo the two-sided ideal generated by

xixj — mjxi 61(9] — @81 (%xj — J}jai — (Sij

Linear maps. If X Y are vector spaces then every linear map o : X — Y canonically
induces several other linear maps:

SX — SY the push-forward, also denoted «
Y — X* the adjoint map, denoted o*
Ry — Rx the pull-back, also denoted a*
Frac(Ry) — Frac(Rx) the pull-back, also denoted a*

It neither induces a map Dx — Dy nor Dy — Dx. We often find it convenient to specify
a linear map by specifying the adjoint Y* — X*.

Direct sums. For a direct sum of finite-dimensional vector spaces, there are canonical
isomorphisms Rxgy ~ Rx ® Ry and Dxgy ~ Dx ® Dy that we frequently use. This uses
the tensor product of algebras, where all elements of Dx commute with all elements of Dy .
Canonical inclusions such as Dy < Dx ® Dy,d — 6 ® 1 are sometimes used.

Index sets. Instead of a standard index set such as {1,...,n} we work with finite
index sets denoted I, hence n is replaced by |I|. For YM, a cyclic ordering of the elements
of I is required. In many calculations, I is a disjoint union

I=JUK (2.1a)



with |J|,|K| > 2 and often (2.1a) is assumed. Sometimes we need index sets with a
distinguished element, always denoted o. We abbreviate

Jo = J U {e} Ko =K U{e} (2.1b)

If J,, K, have a cyclic order then J U K acquires a cyclic order'?. Conversely, if I has a
cyclic order and (2.1a) respects this, then Jo, K, inherit a cyclic order.

3 Kinematic variables

Here we define in detail the vector space on which the amplitudes live; the differen-
tial operators D used in Theorem 1; and notation that allows one to state the schematic
factorization of residues in (1.4) in a precise way in Definition 11.

Definition 2. For every finite set I with |I| > 3, consider first the complex ‘ambient’

vector space of dimension 3|I|* with coordinate system
kiij, Cij, €45 where 1,7€l (31)

Denote by C(I) the linear subspace defined by the relations (1.1). In this paper, the elements
(3.1) are understood to be elements of the dual space C(I)*.

The dimension of C(I) is

in(n—3)+n(n—2)+in(n—1)=2n(n—2)
T/ N— o’ e e’

c e

where n = |I|. If |I| = 3 then the k;; vanish identically as elements of C'(1)*. Note that
the relations (1.1) do not refer to an ordering, hence there is a natural action of the group
of permutations of I on the vector space C(I).

The (3.1) are a linearly dependent set of coordinates, not a coordinate system on C'(I).
Therefore we cannot define partial derivatives in the usual way. We work with the following
linearly dependent set of constant coefficient differential operators.

Lemma 3. There are unique

Dy,..D.,.,D

357 Cijo €ij

e C(I) (3.2)
that as elements of the Weyl algebra D¢y satisfy
[Diiys Kab) = (1= 0i5) (1 = 8ab) (8100 + 66050 — 1173 (9ia + Gib + 80 + 0) + rr=ri=2))
[De,;s ap] = (1 = 0i5) (1 — 6ap) (0500t — m%ﬁjb)

[De, ;s €ab] = (1= 8i5)(1 — dap) (6iadjp + dipdja)
121f the elements of J, are ®,a1,..., a)y and the elements of K, are ®,b1,...,b k) listed in cyclic order,
starting with e for convenience, then on J U K use the cyclic order a,...,as,b1,...,b x|



and such that all ‘mized’ commutators are zero:

[Diyjrcad) =0 [Deyjikap] =0 [Deyjs kap] =0
[Di,;neas] =0 [Deyjrea) =0 [Dey;ycap] =0
They span C(I). They satisfy
Dy =0 Dy, =Dy, Y, Dp, =0
D, =0 >iDe;; =0 (3.3)
Dey =0 D, =D,

Proof. The given commutators for Dy, at first only determine an operator on the
ambient vector space. But since [Dy,;, —| annihilates all left hand sides of the relations
(1.1), we obtain a unique constant coefficient differential operator € C(I) as claimed. The
rest of the lemma goes the same way. O

We have introduced coordinates k;;, ¢, e;; and derivatives Dy ., D.,;, D, that are

identically zero and in some sense superfluous. These phantom objects are nevertheless
useful because they allow us to write sums as in (1.3).

Convention (2.1) is in force, I = J U K. To this decomposition of I we associate a
coordinate £, and a vector = transversal to the hyperplane £ = 0. The dependence of these
definitions on the decomposition I = J U K is left implicit in the notation.

—_
—
—

Figure 1: Decomposition of C(I) associated to the decomposition I = J U K. The coordinates
kt, ¢, et are uniquely determined by being constant in the direction 2 and coinciding with k,
¢, e respectively along C(I)*. The derivatives D+ span C(I)*.

Definition 4. Define ¢ € C(I)* and E € C(I) by

§=2 5 erkiy = Xiwer ki (3.4)
— 1 2 1

= D g€ Dy = 1R Zjeaner Do+ muqrn 2kaver Dy (35)
Also define

(1]

e L IKIKD(=6,) o
Ki = ki = ot iy = Pryy = —amnar=2 =

Ll Lol (K|=1)(1J1-1) =

ki = Kig = ke + iy € Dy, = Dy = Dy + =1j011—2) =

30ne can equivalently define Z by Z = const - 3 Dy, normalized so that [=,¢ =2

3,3'€J



L 16,0 1 7111 =D (1=bp) =
Kike = ke — RIIR DS Do = Pl = —(1—D(172) =

L _ 1 _
Cii/ = Ciy/ Dcii’ — Dcii/

L _ o 1 _
€yt = Cii! De”., = De,,

forall j,j' € J and k, k' € K and i,i' € [ = JUK. Set C(I)* = {¢ = 0}.

Lemma 5. We have
C(I)=C=a o)t
The D+ span C(I)*. In the Weyl algebra Dy,

— — 2(1_5“,)
=,¢ =2 =, kig'l = sy
5k =[5 ¢ =[5 et =0 = kil = —7im
—_ 2(1—04,,./
[D+,€ =0 £, k] = RIS

forall j,5' € J and k, k' € K. The k*,ct, et and D' satisfy the linear relations (1.1) and
(3.3), with k replaced by k* and so forth. They additionally satisfy

Zj,j’EJ kij’ =0 Zj,j/eJ Dlj{jj, =0 <3~6)

Same if the summation is over k, k' € K instead.

Proof. By direct calculation. O

Let us pause to discuss what is needed to state the factorization (1.4) precisely. Es-
sentially we need maps between the £ = 0 hyperplane in C(I) which is the locus of the
pole under consideration on the one hand, and the spaces C(.J,) and C(K,) where the two
amplitudes live on the other hand. Here are more details:

e Since C(I) lacks variables corresponding to the polarization of the e particle, we use
an extension M = C(I) @ E where E provides the missing variables for e.

e We define maps not only along £ = 0 (now understood to be a hyperplane in M) but
on all of M. This leads to two linear, surjective maps

M

/ & (3.7)

c(Je) C(K.)

The extension to & # 0 is not needed to state the recursion in Definition 11, but it is
exploited in the statement and proof of the technical Lemma 16.

e Along £ = 0 the maps ay and ag are defined in the canonical way, by identifying
the momenta k; and polarizations ¢; with the corresponding ones in J, when ¢ € J
respectively Ko when i € K, and by translating this to the variables (3.1), cf. Remark
1. Together with the linear constraints, this defines the maps completely along & = 0.
The extension to £ # 0 is such that oy and a g are constant along =.



e Finally, a differential operator U is introduced on M whose purpose is to contract the
polarization of the particle e in J, with the corresponding particle e in K,.

In the remainder of this section, we spell these things out.

Definition 6 (Extension space). Consider first the complex ‘ambient’ vector space of
dimension 2|J| + 2| K| = 2|I| with coordinate system'*

Cjes €jos Ches Eke where jeJ ke K (3.8)
Let E be the subspace defined by
> jesCie=0 > kek Che =0

a linear subspace of dimension 2|J|+2|K|—2 = 2|I|—2. The elements (3.8) are understood
to be elements of the dual space E*. There are unique

DCj.? Dej” DCko? Dek. cF
that as elements of the Weyl algebra Dg satisfy
[ch” Cj/'] = 6.73/ B T}| [Dckn Clc’o] = 5kk/ - |Tl(|
[Dejur ejre] = 3551 [Deya s €xre] = Spar

for j,j' € J and k,k' € K and all other ‘mized’ commutators are zero™.

Definition 7 (Master space). The master space corresponding to I = J U K is
M=CI)®FE
with dimension 2n% — 2n — 2, where n = |I|. Its Weyl algebra is therefore
Dy = Doy ® Di

We agree that elements of Dc(ry and Dg are extended to Dyy. For example, = is also viewed
as an element of Dy from now on. Set M+ = C(I)* @ E, so

M=Cz=o Mt (3.9)

Lemma 8. There is a unique linear map oy whose adjoint oy : C(Jo)* — M* maps'

. L . L . L
k]]/ — k]j/ Cj]/ — ij/ ejj/ — ejj/
. ‘ _ L . _ L
Kje, kaj > = ey ki Coj 7 — D ire Cjij
Cje > Cje €je; Cej 7 Cje

for all 4,5 € J. Analogous for ayx. The maps oy, ai are surjective.

1411 this instance, the bullet o is nothing but suggestive decoration.
15That is, commutators mixing ¢ and e or mixing J indices with K indices are zero.
'50n the right hand side, the variables k™, c¢*, e are in C(I)* whereas the variables cje, €je are in E*.

~10 -



Proof. We have specified o on a set that spans C(J,)*, hence it exists and is unique
if it respects all relations. For instance, Zj’eJ cjij + cej is zero in C(J,)* and must be

mapped to zero, which it is. More interestingly, > ._; ke; is zero in C(J,)* and must be

Jj€J
mapped to zero, and it is by (3.6). The last example shows that one must use k*, not k,

on M*. Surjectivity follows from the explicit right-inverses constructed in Appendix C. [
Definition 9 (Contraction operator). Define U € Dy by

U= Z (kﬁfDCj-Dczc. + cﬁ:choDek' - cé_jD
jeTkeK

Dcko + ej_kDej-Deko)

€je

4 Recursion for the amplitudes

Here we define tree scattering amplitudes for YM, denoted Ay, and for GR, denoted
M. The 3-point scattering amplitudes are polynomial.

Definition 10 (Base case). If [I| = 3 define Aj, M; € Rery by

A = c19e31 + caze1s + 31693
2
M= (Ar)

where 1,2, 3 are shorthands for the three elements of I.

For higher amplitudes we state a recursion. That this recursion admits a solution at
all is left as an assumption, Assumption A, but a rough sketch of a proof is in Remark 2.
The purpose of this section is to state the recursion, and to show that if a solution exists,
then it is unique. (See [6] for a self-contained treatment of amplitudes in d = 4.)

Roughly, the recursion says that the amplitudes are rational functions with only simple
poles. The poles are along a known family of hyperplanes, and the residues are given
recursively in terms of products of lower amplitudes. This is known as factorization of
residues. The case |I| = 3 serves as the base case.

Define X;, Y;, Z as in (1.2) using the differential operators in Lemma 3.

Definition 11 (Recursion). By YM respectively GR tree amplitudes we mean a se-
quence of rational functions, one for every integer n > 3. Using an index set I with
n = |I|, these rational functions are denoted, respectively,

Ap, My e Frac(RC(I))

It is understood that I must have a cyclic order for the YM amplitudes A; but no order for
GR amplitudes My. It is understood that I is merely an index, so if I ~ I' is a bijection,
preserving the cyclic order in the case of YM, then A; ~ Ap respectively My ~ My by
relabeling coordinate indices. With these preliminaries, the following properties must hold:

— 11 —



Base case. For n = 3 the amplitudes are given by Definition 10.

Polynomiality in ¢ and e. The amplitudes Ay, My are polynomial in the c- and e-
variables. So they are polynomials in the c- and e-variables with coefficients that are
rational functions of the k-variables.

Permutation symmetry. Ay is invariant under cyclic permutations of I, whereas My
is invariant under all permutations of I.

Gauge invariance. For every i € I, both Ar and M are annihilated by X;.

Polarization homogeneity. For every i € I define a grading on C(I)* by
‘kab‘ =0 ‘cab’ = Opi ’eab‘ = 0q; + Op;

foralla #£b. Then Ag has degree 1 and My has degree 2. That is, they are annihilated
by Y; with h =1 and h = 2 respectively.

Momentum homogeneity. Define a grading on C(I)* by
|kap| = 2 lcap| =1 lea] =0

for all a #b. Then Ar has degree 4 —n and My has degree 2. That is, they are
annihilated by Z with s =4 —n and s = 2 respectively.

Poles and residues. Both A; and M; have poles only along the subspaces & = 0
corresponding to decompositions I = JU K with |J|,|K| > 2. In the case of Ay, there
are poles only for decompositions that respect the cyclic order, thus a cyclic order is
induced on Jo and Ko respectively. The poles are simple'” with residue

Res¢—g A; = =const-Uaj(Ay,)ak(Ak,) (4.1a)

£=0

Resg_o M = Fconst- U’y (M,,)a’s (Mk,) (4.1b)

£=0

as an identity in Frac(Rys/{Rr). The operator U is in Definition 9. The specification
of the residue is recursive because |Jo|,|Ko| < |I].

In (4.1), the role of U respectively U? is to contract the polarizations of the e particles

that the amplitudes on the right hand side depend on.

Remark 2 (Existence, rough sketch of proof). The YM amplitudes A; can be defined

using color-ordered Feynman rules in the Lorenz-Feynman gauge, see e.g. 7], which yields

rational functions of the products k; - kj, k; - €, €; - €; as required. It is ‘well-known’ that

this has all the properties in Definition 11, including gauge invariance and residue factor-

ization. The translation of residue factorization to the variables (3.1) yields in particular

1730 the amplitudes are in the principal fractional ideal generated by 1/([]&) where the product runs
over all decompositions I = J U K and £ is defined by (3.4).

- 12 —



the operator U to carry out the sum over polarizations of the e particles. Given the Ay, the
GR amplitudes M can be defined using the field theoretical Kawai-Lewellen-Tye or KLT
relations, see for instance [9], but then some properties in Definition 11 are not immediate,
for instance permutation symmetry and the factorization of residues. These properties are
discussed in some detail in the ‘purely field theoretical view’ of the KLT relations in [9],
which exploits various known properties of the YM amplitudes and of the KLT kernels.

Lemma 12 (Uniqueness). If amplitudes as in Definition 11 exist, then they are unique.

Proof. The proof is not sensitive to the constants in (4.1), part of which is a matter
of normalization. The proof is by induction on n = |I|. The n = 3 amplitudes are fixed.
For n > 4, the residues of any two candidate amplitudes are the same by (4.1) and by the
induction hypothesis. So the difference between any two candidates, call it u € Frac(R¢(r)),
has no poles and is regular, except perhaps where the poles intersect. But the union of all
pairwise intersections of poles has codimension two, and by the Hartogs extension theorem
(cf. [6] for more comments about this in the context of d = 4 amplitudes), u is actually
globally regular. This means that u € R¢ (), a polynomial. Since u is annihilated by X;
and Y; and Z, Lemma 13 below implies u = 0. O

Lemma 13 below is not only used to prove uniqueness in Lemma 12, it will also play a
key role in our proof of Theorem 1, hence the additional parameters p; and q.

Lemma 13 (Vanishing lemma). Suppose n = |I| > 4 and suppose X;,Y;, Z are as in
(1.2), either with the parameters for YM or with the parameters for GR. Suppose p; > 0 with
i € I are integers with Y, p; < n, and ¢ > 0 is another integer. Suppose a polynomial
u € Re(ry satisfies:

Xu=0 (Yi+p)u=0 (Z+qu=0

forallieI. Then u=0.

Proof. Distinguish the cases in Table 1. The schematic structure refers to u as a
polynomial in the ¢, k£ variables with coefficients that are polynomials in the e variables.
The schematic structure follows from (Z + ¢)u = 0. The polynomials P(e) and Q(e) are
homogeneous. Their homogeneity degrees are given in terms of p = >, _; p; < n and follow
from ), ;(Yi+pi)u = 0. Note that P is a single homogeneous polynomial in case 3, whereas
P and @ are schematic for several homogeneous polynomials in cases 1 and 2. Since p <n
we have deg P > 0, deg @ > 0, in particular P, ) cannot be constant, so they are zero if
their derivatives are zero. We discuss each case:

e Case 4: Here u = 0.

e Case 3: Here P(e) is a single polynomial. Since X;u = 0 for all 7, we have

Zje] CijDe,; P =0
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case H situation | schematic structure of u | deg P deg Q

1 GR, ¢=0 | P(e)ec+ Q(e)k n—5-1 n—5%
2 GR,¢=1 | P(e)c n—2-1

3 GR,q=2 | P(e) n—2

4 GR,¢>2 |0

3| YM,n=4and ¢g=0 | P(e) 5-5=2-12

4 YM,n>40rqg>0 10

Table 1: List of cases in the proof of Lemma 13.

There is no sum over i. For every fixed i the only relations between the (c;j);er are
¢;; = 0, which suffices to conclude D, P = 0. Sou=P=0.

Case 2: Here u =}, o1 Papcap for some polynomials Py, = Ppp(e). Using (1.1) we
may assume y Py, =0 and Py, = 0. Since X;u = 0 for all 1,

Zj ki Pj; + Za,b,j CabcijDeij Py, =0

Since the terms scale differently in ¢ and k, they are separately zero. Continue with
> j kjiPji = 0. There is no sum over i. Since n > 4, for every fixed i the only relations
between the (kj;);jer are ki = 0 and Zj kji = 0, which implies Pj; = 0. So u = 0.

Case 1: Here u = Za,b,c,d PapedCapCed + Za,b Qapkap- Using (1.1), we may assume

Pabcd = Pcdaba Za Pabcd = 07 Paacd = O, Qab = Qbaa Za Qab = 07 Qaa = 0. USing
X;u =0 we have V; + W; = 0 using the abbreviations

Vi = 2, (2Kjicab Pavji + KavCijDe;;Qab)
W; = Za,b,a,d,j CtzbccdcijDeij Pipea
Since they scale differently in ¢ and k, we have V; = W; = 0.

o It follows from V; = 0 that (reasoning as in case 2) if all P are zero then all
derivatives of all () are zero and then ) = 0, since deg @ > 0. The problem is
thus reduced to showing that all P are zero.

e From (1 — 5ai)Dcak 5 (1 — 5ak)D
nation eliminates the @ terms using D, = De,,):

(1 = 6ai) 2= kjiPakji — (1 — bak) 2 ki Paijr = 0 (4.2)

for all a,i,k € I. By differentiating with respect to Dy_,, one obtains linear

Vi, = 0 we get (since this particular combi-

Cai

identities with constant coefficients for the P.
e From D.,,D. D. W;=0 we get

ccalZcep VVi

(1 - 5ab)<5ai - ﬁ)Deichdef + (1 - 5cd)(6ci - ﬁ)DeidPefab
+ (1= 6es)(0ei — 727 )Dey s Papea =0 (4.3)
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for all a,b,c,d,e, f,i € 1.

If n > 5 then (4.3) alone implies that all derivatives of all P are zero'® so P = 0. If
n = 4 then combining (4.2), (4.3) also yields P = 0. So u = 0.

O

5 Some commutators

Here we compute a number of commutators, showing for instance that the B; appear
in the commutators of type [X;, C;]. These commutators are also used to prove Theorem 1.
In fact, Corollary 15 contains identities for A;f, B;f, C;f with f the amplitude, and this
will be used together with Lemma 16 by which A;f, B;f, C;f are pole-free, and together
with Lemma 13, to prove Theorem 1 which says that A;f, B;f, C;f vanish.

Lemma 14. Let |I| > 3. In D¢(p) we have the following identities:

[Xi, Aj] = —(1 = i) =1 De,, X;

[Xi, Bj] = =26,;Ai — (1 = 0i) (g5 De; Xj — Deyy Xi = DeyyYi+ i De,, (Vi + 2)
[Xi, Cj) = =833 Bi + 1 Bi + (1 = 8i)(Di; X + De,,Yi — 175 De,, 2)
as well as
[Yi, Aj] = =264, 4; [Z,A] =0
[Yi, Bj] = —6i; B; %, Bj] = =B,
i, C5] =0 [Z,C5] = —2C;

for all i,j € I. All these identities hold for both YM and GR; recall that the parameters
defining Y; and Z are different in these two cases.

Proof. By direct calculation using equations (1.2), (1.3) and Lemma 3. O

Corollary 15. Suppose f is either the YM amplitude, f = Ay, or the GR amplitude,
f = Mjy, as in Definition 11. Then for alli,j € I:

Xi(A;f) =0 (Yi 4 2045)(A;f) = 0 Z(A;jf) =0 (5.1a)
IfA;f =0 for all j then

Xi(Bjf) =0 (Yi 4 055)(Bjf) =0 (Z+1)(Bjf) =0 (5.1b)
If Bjf =0 for all j then

Xi(C;jf) =0 Yi(Cjf) =0 (Z+2)(C5f) =0 (5.1c)

Proof. Use Lemma 14 and the fact that X;f =Y, f = Zf =0 for all 7. Ul

18Use (4.3) viewed as linear homogeneous identities with constant coefficients for the D, ; Pabed, simplified

using the algebraic conditions on P and De;; =0, De,; = De;;,.
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6 Proof of Theorem 1

The annihilator of the YM amplitude Ay is a left ideal in the Weyl algebra D), and
likewise the annihilator of the GR amplitude M;. The elements X;, Y;, Z are well-known
to be in the annihilator'?, and so are some constant coefficient operators of order 2 for YM,
order 3 for GR, that witness polynomiality in the ¢ and e variables. Theorem 1 asserts that
A;, B;, C; are also in the annihilator. The proof, given at the end of this section, is by
induction on |I|. The induction step uses the following lemma.

Lemma 16 (Key technical lemma). Let U be as in Definition 9. Suppose I = J U K
with |J|,| K| > 2 as before. Suppose Theorem 1 holds for the index sets Jo and Ko. Cyclic
orders are understood in the case of YM. Then if

Oe DC(I) C Dy
is one of A;, B;, C; with i € I, then both

aj(As)ak(Ax,)
£

ay (M, )aj (Mk,)
3

are elements of Frac(Rps) without pole along & = 0. (More precisely, they are in the

oU

ouU?

localization of Ry at the codimension one prime ideal generated by &.)

Proof. The computation will be in the Weyl algebra, we will not directly work with

—_

rational functions. The first step is to split off the = direction, using the direct sum
decomposition (3.9). At the Weyl algebra level,

Dy = De= ®DMJ_

Here D¢z is the Weyl algebra generated by ¢ and =, with [E, £] = 2. Every element of Dez
commutes with every element of D,,.. For every O we have

1

Soo So1 Soz -

0O=|1 =
( €> (510 St 512) —2

for unique Spg, ..., 512 € Dy;o. This isolates all occurrences of ¢ and =. It is clear from

(1.3) that at most one & and at most two = appear. Set

So = S1o
S1 =500 — 2511
So = So1 — 4512
S5 = Soz

1911 the logic of this paper, this is enshrined in Definition 11.
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Note that = commutes with U € D,,;. from Definition 9, and the pushforward of = under
both a; and ak is zero. Hence it suffices to show that

S1Ua% (A, ) ok (Ak,) =0 (6.1a)
SoUa5(Ay,)ak(Ak,) =0 (6.1b)
SsUaS (A, )ak(Ak,) =0 (6.1c)

for YM, corresponding (by definition of Sp, ..., S3) to the absence of 1/¢ and 1/£2 and 1/¢3
terms respectively, and analogously it suffices to show that

S1U2a (Mg, (Mg,) =0 (6.2a)
SoU%a (M) (Mp,) =0 (6.2b)
SsU2a(My, ) (Mg,) =0 (6.2c)

for GR. Note that Sy has dropped out of the computation since it cannot generate a pole
along £ = 0. Note that:

e Sy = 53 =0 for O = A; because it involves no k-derivative, hence no Z-derivatives.
This also implies S1; = 0 in this case.

e S3 = 0 for O = B; because it involves no second k-derivatives, hence no second =
derivatives. This also implies S15 = 0 in this case.

e S3 = 0 for O = C; but this requires a calculation. It suffices to show that the
analogous claim holds for C;, that is for the following terms in (1.3c):

aZj,keI kjk‘DkijDkik + ijJge[ kjka]-kajk

with a = % and b = —1. Use Definition 4 to replace ky, = ki‘b + constyy - € and
Dy, = D,ia , T constgp - E and keep only the k‘cﬁ, respectively = terms. Using the first
equation in (3.6) and 2a + b = 0, we get zero.

It now suffices to show
(6.1a), (6.2a) for A;, Bj,C; for all j € J. (6.3a)
(6.1b), (6.2b) for B;,C; for all j € J. (6.3b)

The restriction to ¢ = j € J is new and is without loss of generality. It entails that the rest
of this proof is not symmetric under exchanging J and K. The rest of this proof exploits
the direct sum decomposition of M~ in (C.1), see also Corollary 19. At Weyl algebra level,
DML = Dimageﬂ' & Dimage,BJ & DimageﬂK
—_— Y
Q‘DC(J.) :DC(K.)

The indicated isomorphisms are established by a;, 57 and ag, Bx. Call them

VIt DC(J.) - DimageﬁJ

Y& * Do(ra) = Dimage i
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They are explicitly given by the formulas in Lemmas 8, 17, 18. Let Iy € D1 respectively
Icr C Djs1 be the left ideals generated by (the difference between YM and GR is implicit
in the parameters defining the Y and Z elements):

e The left ideal Ix C Dimager generated by all partial derivatives. Equivalently, this is
the annihilator of the constant functions on image 7.

e The left ideal in Diyage 3, generated by the image under v, of the following elements,
which are known annihilators of Aj, respectively M, :

Aj7A07Bj7B07Cj7007Xj7X07)/j7Y07Z € DC(J.) (64&)
and?’

for YM: D, D for GR: D,. .D,. .D

Tjie " Yjoe Tjie " Yjoe " Zjze

(6.4b)
for all z,y,z € {c,e} and all ji, jo, j3 € J.

e The left ideal in Djyage g, generated by the image under g of the following elements,
which are known annihilators of Ak, respectively Mk,:

A.,B.,C.,X.,Y.,Z € DC(K.) (6.5&)
and

for YM: D D for GR: D D, D

Tkie " Ykoe Thkie " Ykoe ~ Zkge

(6.5b)

for all z,y,z € {c,e} and all ky, ko, k3 € K.

It is part of the assumptions of this lemma, and a consequence of Definition 11, that (6.4)
and (6.5) are known annihilators of A;,, M, and Ag,, Mk,. More annihilators are known,
but we will not need those. To show (6.3) it now suffices to show that (by construction of
Iy, Igr and using aym = 0, agm = 0):

S1U € Iy for O = A;, B;, C; (6.6a)
SoU € Iy for O = B;, C} (6.6b)
S1U?% € Igr for O = A;, B;, C; (6.6¢)
SeU? € Igr for O = B}, C; (6.6d)

Thus the problem is reduced to one of checking membership in a left ideal in the Weyl
algebra D,;1. (For every fixed |I| this can in principle be checked algorithmically using
Grobner bases. But we need to prove membership for all |I|.) To proceed, we use the
canonical Dimage [Ie >~ Rinager- Here Ripager are the polynomials on image . This gives
a canonical map
p: DML — Rimagew & DimageﬁJ & DimageﬂK
N—_——

:Dimage TI'/I’H'

20These are also known annihilators. They witness polynomiality in the ¢ and e variables related to ‘the
polarization of particle o’ with degrees fixed by Ye € D¢y,
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Decompose Rimager = @ g>0(Rimager)d Where (Rimager)d are all polynomials that are ho-
mogeneous of degree d. Accordingly p = €~ pa Where

Pd - DML — (Rimageﬂ)d & DimageBJ & DimageﬁK

Clearly pq(S1), pa(S2) can only be nonzero for d = 0,1 because all O in (1.3) have polyno-
mial coeflicients of order < 1. We claim that actually

p1(S1) = p1(S2) =0 (6.7)

for all O = A;, Bj, C; (an analogous statement fails for 6]) To see this, use the description
of image 7 in Corollary 19. Here are some examples:

€

e Consider the term ), eqpD De,; in Aj. This term is already in D+, sincee = e

€aj
and D, = D}. If a,b € J or a,b € K then we get no contribution to p; since ejb
commutes with all elements of image m by Corollary 19. If a € K then Dé‘aj € I and

if b € K then Djbj € I; and we also get no contribution to p;.

e Consider next 7 capDe,; De,, in Aj. By the same reasoning, it suffices to consider

the sum over a € K, b € J. For a € K, write D,; :Dg;j as

1 1
D, = (Dé;j —r)4+r  where r= il Yok Dé;,j
The first term does not contribute to p; since DcLaj —r € I by Corollary 19. The sec-

ond does not contribute to py since Y caLb =—> cjb which for b € J commutes

acJ
with all elements of image m by Corollary 19.

e Terms involving k or Dj are more complicated. One must take into account k& =
k+ 4 const - £ and Dy, = DkL + const - =, in Definition 4.

Using (6.7) one can see that pg(S1U), pq(S2U) can only be nonzero for d = 0,1 and
that pg(S1U2), pa(S2U?) can only be nonzero for d = 0,1,2. In each of these cases, and
for O = A;, Bj,Cj, Tables 2 and 3 list elements in (6.4) and (6.5) that suffice to prove
membership in Iyy respectively Igr, as in (6.6). The tag ‘poly’ subsumes all annihilators
in (6.4b), (6.5b) that witness polynomiality.

We now discuss these tables in detail. The identities below are in

(RimageW)O & DimageBJ & DimagcﬁK = DimagcﬂJ b2y DimachK (68)

To extract the various ‘Taylor coefficients’ we use the D defined in Corollary 19, understood
here as mapping (Rimager)d — (Rimager)d—1. We will not make explicit the ‘poly’ pieces
and state some identities in the schematic form

a=b mod poly

which asserts that a — b is in the left ideal of (6.8) generated, via 7y and yx respectively,
by (6.4b) and (6.5b). With these preliminaries, one row in Table 3 with O = C} is proved
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d || elements from (6.4) | elements from (6.5)
pa(S1U) for O=A4; | 0 Xe
1 Aj, Xj, pOly
pa(S2U) for O=B; | 0 Xe
1 || X;, poly
pa(S1U) for O=B; | 0 B., X, poly
1 || By, X;,Y;, Z, poly | Z, poly
pd(SQU) for O = C’j 0 Xo
1| Z, poly Z, poly
pd(SlU) for O = Cj 0 B,., X, poly
1 || Cj, Ce, Z, poly C., Z, poly

Table 2: For YM, this table lists elements in (6.4) and (6.5) that suffice to prove membership

in Iym as in (6.6a), (6.6b). The list is not necessarily minimal.

d || elements from (6.4) | elements from (6.5)
pd(S1U2) fOI‘ O = Aj 0 A.

1 X,

2 || Aj, Xj, poly
pd(SQUQ) fOI‘ O = Bj 0

1 Xe

2 || Xj, poly
pa(S1U?*) for O=B; | 0 || X, A,

1 B., X, poly

2 || By, X;,Y;, Z, poly | Z, poly
pd(SQUQ) fOI" O = C]' 0

1 X

2 || Z, poly Z, poly
pd(S1U2) fOI“ O = Cj 0 A., X. A.

1 B., X, poly

2 || Cy, Ce, Z, poly Ce, Z, poly

Table 3: For GR, this table lists elements in (6.4) and (6.5) that suffice to prove membership

in Igr as in (6.6¢), (6.6d). The list is not necessarily minimal.

by the identities

= 2D, ,D. D

Cjre " Ckie

= 2D.. D, D

Cj1e" " €kie

= 2D.. D, D

€j10 " Ckye

= 2D.. D, ,D

€j1e " €kie

(
cje VK (
cje VK (

(

in the space (6.8), they hold for all j; € J and k; € K. It is essential here that derivatives

such as De, ,

are to the left of yx(Xe). On the other hand, since yi (D, ,) = D

by

€kie

Lemmas 17 and 18, it does not matter if this derivative is written inside or outside of v.
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We abbreviate

kjiky Dch'Dckl‘
~ D, D.. D,
i1k ¢j ek
Dy = | %k Ry = J1e 1®
Ckqj1 ‘Dejlo‘Dcklo
€51k Dejlc‘Deklo
and
th ky th kg chl . DCJ'2' Dc’ﬂ . Dckz .
Ci1ky ch2k2 Dcﬂ'l'DCJQ'Dekl‘Dekr
Dckljl Dcksz Dejl o Dejz' DC’H . DckQ'
Dej1k1 Dejzkz Deh‘DeJé‘Dekl‘Dek?‘
~ Dk D D.. D. D D
ks Ciok cj cj Ck ex
Dy = d1k1 " Cigka Ry = j1e " Cige 1® 20
DCJI k1 Dckzjz ch1 o Dej2‘ Dekl . DCkz'
Dcklh Dei2k2 Deh'DejQ-DCka@kg.
Dkn k1 Dcksz Dch . Dejz' Dch o DCkQ'
Dchkl Denk’z DCJ’l'DeD'Dekl'Dekr
ijlkl Dejzkzz chchejQCDCkloDekQO

with the understanding that ji,j2 € J and ki, ky € K. The four identities (6.9) are now
given, more succinctly, by

Elpl (SQU2) = 2DCj.R1’7K(X')

We now state all identities needed for (6.6). For YM, with reference to Table 2:

e IfO=Aj:
po(S1U) = — WH(%JQWWWJ
Dipi(S1U) = Rivs(4y) + {575 (Dey, ) Ry (X;) - mod poly
e If O = B;:
JI=D)(I]2=|I]=|J
po(S2U) = ( ‘!]|(‘)](|‘_|1)(“[||_2‘) I)Dej.'VK(Xo)
Dio1(SoU) = — AKIUEI-D) B X. d pol
11(U) = ==z F17s(X;) - mod poly
and

po(S1U) = De; vx (Ba) = =2y
(| =2)(|J| +1)De;, D,
+ [1[(|J] = 1)De;, Dk,

(11 =25 ey De,. Do, )y (Xa)  mod poly
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Dipy($1U) = Rivs(By) + 2(\|f|<|—721)7J(Dk-j)R1'7J(Xj)
Kl—
+ ‘uﬂ,fw(DC.j)Rm(Yj)
+ “I[ﬂ‘i:ll’}/J(Dc.j)Rf)/J(Z)

- \I”%’YJ(Dc.j)Rl’YK(Z) mod poly

e If O =C;:
po(S2U) = De;, i (Xe)
D1p1(S2U) = —%le(z) + %Rm(@ mod poly
and

po(81U) = De, vk (Be) = 177 (
(|J| + ]‘)ch.Dk?cj
+ Zj’ej ch’oijj’
— Zjlej ch,.Dk.j/)VK(X.) mod poly

Di1p1(S1U) = — ‘[(|‘1T1R17J(C-) + R174(Cj)

+ 7‘@‘__21’7J(Dk.j)Rl'YJ Z)+ |K|1|,T1R17K(C.)

(
- H%VJ(Dk.j)RﬂK(Z) mod poly

For GR, with reference to Table 3:
o IfO=A;:

Dip1(S,U?) = —2%VJ(DC.J-)D@J-.RWK(X-)
Dapa(S1U%) = 2R (A;) + 2'@':11 V. (De,;)R27(X;)  mod poly

o If O = B;:
po(S2U%) =0
Dip1(S:0%) = 2U VD DRy (X
52,02(82[]2) = —2%R27J(Xj) mod poly
and

pO(SlU2) = _%Dejo Zk’GK(DCk/.)2’yJ(X.) + 4cho'DejonK(A.)
D1p1($1U%) = 2De,, Rivic (Ba) — =y (
(] = 2)(1J] + 1)De;, De,
+ /(7] = 1) De,, Dy,
+ (11| =2) Xy Deyyu Dey,) Rivic(Xa) - mod poly
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Daps(S$1U2) = 2Ry, (B;) + 4<|'§|('_;1’7J(Dk.j)Rm(}@)
2(\K\—1 )

+ -1 'YJ(DC.J)RTYJ(Z)

2(|K]-1)
- |?||7J‘17J(Dc.J)RQ’YK(Z) mod poly

o

o If O =Cj:

po(S2U?) =0
Dip1(8:U%) = 2De;, Rivie(Xa)
Dap2(S2U?) = _%RQ’W(Z) + %RQ’H((Z) mod poly

and

Po(S1U2) = =2 Spere D2, 10(As) = 2 Doy Spoer D2, 10(X0)
+2(D2,, = 1y Zjres D2, )1 (Ad)
Dip1(S1U%) = 2Dje Riyic(Ba) — 1377 (
(IJ] + 1)De;y D,
+YesDe, Di,
- Zj reg Dejyy Dk, ,)RWK(X.) mod poly
Dopa(S1U?) = (|1|<|‘ D Ry s (Co) + 2 Rm(CJ)
2(|K[-1) 4+ 2 II\ +) p 271 (C)

+ “1 10 Dy ) Ry (2)
(\|IJ|| 21)'7 (Dk.j)RﬂK(Z) mod poly

These Weyl algebra identities are by direct calculation; this is algorithmically straightfor-
ward, best done using symbolic computation. They imply (6.6) hence Lemma 16. O

Proof (of Theorem 1). The proof is by induction on |I|. The base case |I| = 3 is by
direct calculation. As an example, if I = {1,2,3} then

ClM] CQM[ CgM[ = const - €12€93€31
It follows that C; My = 0 for i = 1,2, 3 as required. Let now |I| > 4. Let f = A; (YM) or
f = M; (GR). For every I = JU K with |J],|K]| > 2 write

f=

- 0) {Const U M for YM
—g _

const - U2 aj(M"')?*K(MK') for GR
Note that:

e By the recursion in Definition 11, the difference f — g does not have a pole along £ = 0
and therefore neither do A;(f — g), Bi(f —g), Ci(f — g).
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e By the induction hypothesis, we can invoke Lemma 16 and conclude that also A;g,

B;g, C;g do not have a pole along £ = 0.

Hence A;f, B;f, C;f have no pole along £ = 0 for every decomposition I = J U K, and
therefore (by Hartogs extension as in the proof of Lemma 12) we have

Aif, Bif, Cif € Reqry
where R¢(ry is the ring of polynomials. To show that they are actually zero:
e Use (5.1a) and Lemma 13 (with u = A;f) to conclude that A;f = 0.
e Then use (5.1b) and Lemma 13 (with u = B;f) to conclude that B;f = 0.

e Then use (5.1¢) and Lemma 13 (with u = C;f) to conclude that C;f = 0.
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A Some tree amplitudes

The expressions below are rational functions on the vector space C(I) in Definition 2,
defined using the relations (1.1). Not all symmetries are immediate from the formulas, for
example the permutation invariance of the GR amplitudes is not. The expressions are up

to an overall multiplicative constant.
e The YM amplitude A; for I = {1, 2,3}: —C23€12 + C21€23 — C12€31-
e The GR amplitude Mj for I = {1, 2, 3}: (—023612 + co1€93 — 612631)2.

e The YM amplitude A; for I = {1,2,3,4}, with canonical cyclic order:

C14C23€12 C13C24€12 C14C23€12 C12C14€13 C12C24€13 C12C13€14 C12C23€14 C14C21€23

k12 k12 ko3 k12 k12 k12 k12 k12
C21C24€23  C13C21€24  C21C23€24  C12C31€34  C21C32€34 | C14C32€13 | C12C23€14  C13C32€14
+ - - - + + + -
k12 k12 k12 k12 k12 ka3 ko3 ka3
C14C21€23 | C21C24€23 |, C24C31€23  C21C23€24  C23C31€24 | C21C32€34 | C31C32€34  €31€12K23
+ + - - + + -
ka3 ka3 ko3 ko3 ko3 ko3 ko3 k12
e1se23ki2
— ————— — €34€12 — €14€23 + €13€24
ka3

e The GR amplitude M for I = {1,2,3,4}, as an unordered set:

esskoze1z  ciacozeiz | cizcaa€12 CiaCazens
k32| — esse€12 — - + - — e14€23 + €13€24
k12 k12 k12 ka3
C12C14€13  C12C24€13 | C12C13€14 | C12C23€14 | C14C21€23 | C21C24€23  C13C21€24  C21C23€24
k12 k12 k12 ki2 k12 k12 k12 k12
C12€31€34 | C€21C32€34 | C14C32€13  C12C23€14  C13C32€14 | C14C21€23  C21C24€23  C24C31€23
- + + - + + +
k12 k12 ka3 ko3 ka3 ka3 ko3 ka3
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o C21C23€24 C23C31€24 + C21C32€34 + C31C32€34 614623k12)

ka3 ka3 ka3 ka3 ka3
C13C14€12  C13C34€12 = C14C23€12
- | ess€12 — — + — €13€24 — €14€32
k13 k13 k32

e13e24k3o C14C32€13 C12C34€13 C12C13€14 C13C32€14 C13C21€24 C23C31€24 C14C31€32

k13 k13 ki3 k13 ki3 k13 ki3 k13
C31C34€32  C12C31€34  C31C32€34  C14C32€13  C12C23€14 | C13C32€14 | C21C23€24 | C23C31€24

+ — - — - + + +
k13 k13 k13 k32 k32 k32 k32 k32
C14C31€32 | C21C34€32 | C31C34€32  C21C32€34  C31C32€34  €14€32K13
+ + — - —
k32 k32 k32 k32 k32 k32

The dimension-neutral YM amplitudes are discussed e.g. in [8], explicit expressions are at
www.damtp. cam.ac.uk/user/crm66/SYM/pss.html. To get the dimension-neutral GR amplitudes
one can use the Kawai-Lewellen-Tye or KLT relations, for a review see [9].

B Mathematica computer code

Here we provide definitions from Theorem 1 and Lemma 3 as Wolfram Mathematica

computer code. The code is rudimentary and not practical except for very low n.

(* Set number of legs, n>=3 *)
n=3;

(* Linear relations *)

relations=Flatten[{Table[{k[i,i],c[i,i],el[i,i]},{i,1,n}],
Table[{k[i,jl-k[j,i],eli,jl-e[j,i]1},{i,1,n},{j,1,n}],
Table [Sum[{k[i,j]l,c[i,j1},{i,1,n}],{j,1,n}1}];

normalForm=First [Solve [Thread[relations==0]1];

(* Definition of D operators *)
z=KroneckerDelta;
Dk([i_,j_1[f_]1:=(1-z[i,j])*Sum[(1-z[a,b])*(z[i,al*z[j,bl+z[i,bl*z[j,a]

-1/ (n-2)*(z[i,al+z[i,bl+z[j,al+z[j,b])+2/((n-1)*(n-2)))*D[f,k[a,b]],{a,1,n},{b,1,n}];
Dcli_,j_1[f_]:=(1-z[i,j1)*Sum[(1-z[a,jl)*(z[i,a]l-1/(n-1))*D[f,c[a,jl],{a,1,n}];
Deli_,j_1[f_1:=(1-z[i,j1)*(D[f,el[i,jl11+D[f,e[j,i11);

(* Definition of A,B,C operators *)
AOp[i_][£f_]1:=Sum[1/2*k[p,ql*Dclp,il [Dclq,il [£]1]1+c[p,ql*Dclp,il [Delq,i] [£]]
+1/2*e[p,ql*Delp,i] [Delq,i]l [f]1]1,{p,1,n},{q,1,n}];
BOp[i_][f_]:=Sum[c[p,ql*Dk[i,p] [Deli,ql [f1]1+elp,ql*Dc[i,p] [Deli,ql [£f]]
+k[p,ql*Dk[i,p] [Dclq,i] [£]1]1+c[q,pl*Dc[i,p]l [Dclq,i] [£]]
-c[q,pl*Dk(p,ql [Delp,il [f1]1-elp,ql*Dclp,ql [Delp,i] [£1]
-k[p,ql*Dk[p,ql [Dclp,il [£11-c[p,ql*Dclp,i] [Dclp,ql [£]1]1,{p,1,n},{q,1,n}];
COpTilde[i_][£f_]:=Sum[1/2*e[p,ql*Dcli,p] [Dcli,ql [f11+c[q,pl*Dk[i,q] [Dcli,p] [£]]
+1/2%k[p,ql*Dk[i,p] [Dk[i,q] [f]]-elp,ql*Dc[i,p] [Dclp,ql [£]]
-clq,pl*Dklp,ql [Dcli,pl [£]1]1-clp,ql*Dk[p,il [Dclp,ql [£]1]
-k[p,ql*Dk[p,il [Dk[p,ql [£f1],{p,1,n},{q,1,n}];
COpl[i_]1[f_]:=COpTilde[i] [£]-1/n*Sum[COpTilde[p] [f],{p,1,n}];

(* Example: C_1 annihilates the GR amplitude with n=3 *)

M3=(-c[2,3]*e[1,2]+c[2,1]*e[2,3]-c[1,2]*e[3,1])"2;
COp[1]1[M3] /. normalForm // Simplify (* yields 0 *)
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C Additional formulas

This is an extension of Section 3 that provides definitions and formulas that are useful
in the proof of the technical Lemma 16. We extend (3.7) to four linear maps:

C(J) C(K,)

The maps B and Bx are explicit right-inverses of ooy and ag, so ay8; = 1 and ag B = 1.
Hence Sja; and Brak are projections M — M. The direction Z is in the kernel of these
projections. We choose 37 and Sk so that their images are contained in M+ and so that
agfy =0 and ayBx = 0. The result of this is a useful decomposition

M = CE @ image 7 @ image 87 ® image Sx (C.1)
—_——— ——
~C(Je) ~C(Ka)
—ML

2

where 7 = 1,1 — Bjay — Brak is a projection, 7% = 7, with aym = agm = 0.

Lemma 17. The map oy (see Lemma 8) satisfies, and is equivalently defined by,

D’ijj/ = Diyyr = W(Dkﬁ + D) Deij' = Dey,
Dy, D+ 55Dy, DL, D& =0
Dj., =0 D =0

Dcljj' = Deyyy = Wﬁ# Coj’ De;y = De;,

D, =0 De;o = De,
DCij — %Dc.j Dck- =0
D.  ~0 De,, + 0
=Z=—0

for all j,5' € J and k, k' € K. The elements on the left are in M C Dy;. Those on the
right are in C(Js) C Dc¢(y,), using Lemma 3 for Jo. Analogous for aj.

Proof. Let X +— Y be any of these claimed assignments. We must check that Y (y) =
X(a%y) for all y € C(Jo)* where here Y (y) means applying Y to y as a function®’. Here
o’y is given by Lemma 8. Consider for example the case X = D,ﬁj Land y =ky € C (Jo)*
with a,b € J. Then

X (05(y) = D, (ki) = D, (kab) = Dy (kap) + YR PED Z (1)

K|—1)(|J|—1) 2(1—6,
= (1= 8a) (~ =2 B+ 830) + =) + (oD, DI

21With respect to bases and their dual bases, the matrix for a is the transpose of the matrix for a%
defined in Lemma &, but we do not work with bases.
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using Lemmas 3 and 5. Similarly,

Y(y) = H%ij. (kab) = ‘[J‘I%;(l - 5ab)( W(dja + 5]b) + ‘J|(|J‘ 1))

using Lemma 3 for J,. In this example we see that X (a%(y)) = Y (y). O

Lemma 18 (Right-inverse). The map «y is surjective. There exists a unique right
inverse By : C(Js) — M whose image is the subspace spanned by:

o All Dk " D . Dg, with j,j' € J.
e All D,,, D.,, with j € J.

This right-inverse 85 maps

1 (|K|_1)(1_5jj’) L 1L
Dy = Dicy = o= 2ged Digw + Diy)
|7]-2 1
Di;o, D,y = T IR[(I-1) Z] EJDk p
1 (IK|-1)(1=d,,1) 1
Deyyr = Deyyy = =y 2gres Dejuy
[7]-1 1
DC.] ’_> ‘JHK‘ ZJ,GJ ch/]
DCJ. — DCJ.
1
‘DG--/ = De U
D, , De,; = De,,

for all j,5' € J. We have axB; = 0. Analogous for Bx with ojfk = 0.

Proof. First note that these assignments define a map [5; because we have specified it

on a set that spans C'(Js) and it respects all relations, for instance } ;¢ ; Dc,,. + Do, is zero

Cej
in C(Jo) and must be mapped to zero, which it is. Now a;8; = 1 is by direct calculation

using Lemma 17, in particular a; is surjective and [y is injective. The image of 3 is as
claimed. The image determines the right-inverse, so it is unique as claimed. O
Corollary 19. The internal direct sum decomposition (C.1) holds. Also:

o The extension space E C M~ is contained in image By & image .

e The subspace imagen C M is the span of all

ﬁkjk- = D]J'C;k - Tlll ZJ’EJ D’Jf_]/k

— w1 Lwek Dy, + mim Lieawer Dy
ﬁ - DcLak Tlfl e Dclj/k
D Dcij - ﬁ dowek Dctq

f).:DL

€jk €jk
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with j € J, k € K. Its dimension is (2|J|—1)(2|K|—1). In Dy its elements commute
with all elements in the images of o, o, in particular

€L 1 1 1 1 1 *
kjj”cjj/7ejj/7kk)k"Ckk’7€kk:”cj.7ej.’ck.7ek' S M

forall j,5' € J and k, k' € K.

D Relation to Loebbert, Mojaza, Plefka [1]

The paper [1] investigates a potential hidden conformal symmetry for GR amplitudes
in general spacetime dimension, and provides conceptual backing relating to soft dilatons.
No attempt is made to review these aspects here. The purpose of this appendix is merely to
clarify the relation between the conjecture for GR amplitudes in 1] and the new formulation
in terms of the differential operators B;, C; in Theorem 1. (Here we do not discuss the more
tentative conjecture for YM amplitudes in [1]. Nor do we discuss the operators A; that are
not part of the conjecture in [1].) The notation used in this appendix uses notation from
[1], notation from this paper, and additional notation used only in this appendix.

e The conjecture we are referring to are equations (5.12) and (5.13) in [1] for general
n > 3. The cases n = 3,4, 5,6 are separately discussed in [1].

e In [1], the primary differential operators are certain conformal generators. The special
conformal generators are expressed in terms of operators®? F;, G; in [1] closely related
to B;, C; in this paper respectively. In fact, superficially, the formulas in Appendix A
of [1] coincide with the right hand sides of (1.3b), (1.3¢). The symbols entering the
formulas do however not have exactly the same meaning as we now discuss.

e In [1], ordinary partial derivatives Os,;, O, ;, Oe,; (the variables s, w, e in [1] correspond
to k, ¢, e in this paper respectively) on the ambient vector space are used that are not
compatible with the relations (1.1). Let us refer to A as the ambient vector space and
to C' C A as the subspace given by (1.1). It is called ‘constraint surface’ in [1]. Note
that F;, G; : Frac(R4) — Frac(R4). The conjecture in [1] is that the GR amplitudes
are annihilated by Y (F;), Y(G;) where, in notation used only in this appendix,

Y(X)=>_RXnE : Frac(Rc) — Frac(Rc)
where (all maps are linear):

o E : Frac(Rc) — Frac(Ra) extends functions to the ambient space, it is the
pullback along a specific projection A — A with image C. This is referred to as
‘resolving the constraints’ in [1] and for the specific choice of E we refer to [1].

e 7 :Frac(Ra) — Frac(R,) is a permutation of the index set I, and ) __ is a sum
over all. So ) corresponds to symmetrization.

22 Actually in [1] the notation F;, G; is the result of applying certain operators to the amplitudes, but in
this appendix we use this notation for the differential operators themselves.
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e X :Frac(Ra) — Frac(R4) is one of the partial differential operators of interest,
F; or G; in the notation of [1], on the ambient space.

e R:Frac(R4) — Frac(R¢) restricts functions from A to C*°.

e Note that Y(X) is not a partial differential operator on C' because 7 is not local. But
one can define a new, different operator Yj,.(X) that has the virtue of being local
in fact a polynomial differential operator on C'; and that nevertheless coincides with
Y (X) when acting on permutation invariant elements of Frac(R¢). Namely?*

Yioe(X) =Y., RX7Er~! : Frac(R¢) — Frac(Rc)

Clearly Y (X)f = Yioc(X) f for all rational functions f € Frac(R¢) that are permuta-
tion invariant, 7f = f for all 7. But Yjo.(X) is local, because Yioc(X) = > RXE,
where E, = nEnx~! : Frac(Rc) — Frac(R,) is simply the pullback along another
projection A — A with image C.

e The GR amplitudes are permutation invariant. Therefore the conjecture in [1]| that
Y (F;), Y(G;) annihilate the GR amplitude is equivalent to Yioc(F;), Yioc(G;) annihi-
lating the GR amplitude.

e The B;, C; in (1.3b), (1.3¢) are, up to normalization, the operators Yioc(F;), Yioc(Gi)
but presented directly as differential operators on C' = C(I). A detailed translation
to (1.3b), (1.3¢) is omitted. There are terms proportional to the conformal dimension
A in F;, Gy, see [1], but they do not contribute to Yioc(F;), Yioe(Gi) which therefore
are independent of A.
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