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FACTORIZATIONS OF SOME WEIGHTED SPANNING TREE
ENUMERATORS

JEREMY L. MARTIN AND VICTOR REINER

ABSTRACT. For two classes of graphs, threshold graphs and Cartesian products
of complete graphs, full or partial factorizations are given for spanning tree
enumerators that keep track of fine weights related to degree sequences and
edge directions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Cayley’s celebrated formula n™~2 for the number of spanning trees in the com-
plete graph K, has many generalizations (see [3]). Among them is the following
well-known factorization for the enumerator of the spanning trees according to their
degree sequence, which is a model for our results.

Cayley-Priifer Theorem.

Z xdcg(T) _ $1$2"'$n(xl -+ ---+£L’n)n72
TeTree(K,)

deg(T) = H" xdegT(i)

where Tree(K,) is the set of all spanning trees and x i1 T

Although this is most often deduced from the bijective proof of Cayley’s formula
that uses Priifer coding (see, e.g., [, pp. 4-6]), we do not know of such a bijective
proof for our later results. Section B gives a quick proof (modelling those that will
follow) using a standard weighted version of Kirchoff’s Matriz-Tree Theorem, along
with the method of identification of factors.

Section Bl proves our first main result (Theorem[Mbelow), generalizing the Cayley-
Priifer Theorem in two directions. In one direction, it deals with threshold graphs,
a well-behaved generalization of complete graphs. Threshold graphs have many
equivalent definitions (see, e.g., [4, Chapters 7-8]), but one that is convenient for
our purpose is the following. A graph G is threshold if, after labelling its vertices by
[n] :={1,2,...,n} in weakly decreasing order of their degrees, the degree sequence
A= (A1 >+ > )\,) determines the graph completely by the rule that the neighbors
of vertex i are the \; smallest members of [n] other than ¢ itself. A result of Merris
Bl implies the following generalization of Cayley’s formula to all threshold graphs.
It uses the notion of the conjugate partition N to the degree sequence A, whose
Ferrers diagram is obtained from that of A by flipping across the diagonal.

Merris’ Theorem. Let G be a threshold graph with vertices [n] and degree sequence
X. Then the number of spanning trees in G is Hf;; AL
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Our result is a common generalization of this and the Cayley-Priifer Theorem,
but also generalizes in another direction. The natural vertex-ordering by degree for
a threshold graph G induces a canonical edge orientation in any spanning tree T of
G, by orienting the edge {i,j} from j to ¢ if j > ¢. Thus given a spanning tree T
and a vertex 4, one can speak of its indegree indeg, (i) and outdegree outdeg(i).

Theorem 1. Let G be a threshold graph with vertices [n] and degree sequence .
Then
n—1 )\/T

n
ind i td )
Z Hxin ch(Z)y?u egr (i) = X1Yn H mein{i,r}ymax{i,r}
TeTree(G) =1 r=2 \i=1
In particular, setting y; = x; gives
n—1 XT
> e, T (L
TeTree(G) r=2 \i=1

We remark that, even in the special case of the complete graph K,,, we have no
proof of this via Priifer coding or any similar bijection. Our proof proceeds instead
by identification of factors.

Our other main results relate to generalizing the Cayley-Priifer Theorem to
Cartesian products of complete graphs G = K,, X --- x K, . The number of
spanning trees for such product graphs can be computed using Laplacian eigenval-
ues. Section Bl generalizes this calculation to keep track of the directions of edges
in the tree, as we now explain. Note that vertices in G are r-tuples (j1,...,Jr) €
[n1] X - -+ X [n,], and each edge connects two such r-tuples that differ in only one
coordinate. Say that such an edge lies in direction i if its two endpoints differ in
their i*" coordinate. Given a spanning tree T in G, define the direction monomial

T

dir(T) .__ |[{edges in T in direction %}|
q = H q; .

i=1
Theorem 2.

) 1 [Tica(ni—1)
Z q = nli H qui

n
TeTree(Kny XX Kn,.) " 0#£AC[r] \i€A

r [Tica(ni=1)
= Hq;”_ln;”_2 H (Z qim> )
=1 AC[r] \i€A
lA|>2

One might hope to generalize the previous result by keeping track of edge di-
rections and vertex degrees simultaneously. Empirically, however, such generating
functions do not appear to factor nicely. Nevertheless, if one “decouples” the vertex
degrees in a certain way that we now explain, nice factorizations occur. Create a
variable :zry) for each pair (7,7) in which ¢ € {1,2,...,r} is a direction and j is in
the range 1,2, ..., n;. In other words, there are r sets of variables, with n; variables
xiz), xgz), e ,:C,(fl) in the i*" set. Given a spanning tree T of G, define the decoupled
degree monomial

degr(v)
LAd(T) H (xgi)xgj)) sr() 1)

v=(j1,..,4r) € [N1] XX [nr]
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In Section @l we prove the following result, which generalizes the Cayley-Priifer
Theorem.

Theorem 3. The spanning tree enumerator
Fonrmn(0:2) = 3 g ir(T) ()
TeTree(Kny XX Kn,.)
is divisible by

n;—1
qiI 9

( (i))n1~~~ni71ni+l~~~n7“
X
J

. A\ Mi—2
(xgﬂ i ...Hg;g)

by
and by
for each i € [r] and j € [n;].

Conjecture. The quotient polynomial

fnly"",n’r‘(q7x)
N1 M 1Mt 1 T . A\ ni—2
Hq -1 ( al (z)) 1Mi41 (xgz)+...+g;§;))

0
i)

in Z[qi, ;"] has non-negative coefficients.

Empirically, this quotient polynomial seems not to factor further in general,
although when one examines the coefﬁcient of particular “extreme” monomials in
the ¢;, the resulting polynomial in the ZCJ ) factors nicely. Such nice factorizations
seem to fail for the coefficients of non-extreme monomials in g; when there are at
least two n; > 3.

Our last main result, proven in Section B shows that when all n; = 2, the
spanning tree enumerator f,, . n.(¢,z) factors beautifully. Here we consider the
Cartesian product

Qn = Ky x -+ x Ky,
which is the 1-skeleton of the n-dimensional cube. For the sake of a cleaner state-
ment, we make the following substitution of the 2n variables {z{”, 2"} :

A @)
) = o}

The substitution @) is harmless, because it is immediate from () that the polyno-
mial f27,.,)2(q, x) is homogeneous of total degree 2(2™ — 1) in each of the sets of two

variables {3:1 ,a:2 } Our result may now be stated as follows:

Theorem 4.

Z gir(T) ad(T) _ n H Zqz ")

) 1 ) 1
TETree(Qy) MOJE RO AC[n] ‘€A

ha = |A|=2
This result may shed light on the problem of finding a bijective proof for the known
number of spanning trees in the n-cube (see [6, pp. 61-62]).
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2. PROOF OF CAYLEY-PRUFER THEOREM: THE MODEL

The goal of this section is to review Kirchoff’s Matrix-Tree Theorem, and use it
to give a proof of the Cayley-Priifer Theorem. Although this proof is surely known,
we included it both because we were unable to find it in the literature, and because
it will serve as a model for our other proofs.

Introduce a variable e;; for each edge {, j} in the complete graph K, with the
conventions that e;; = e;; and e; = 0. Let L be the n x n weighted Laplacian
matrix defined by

ey fori=j
Lij = {Ek ! (3)

—€4j for ¢ 7§ j
Kirchoff’s Matrix-Tree Theorem [3, §5.3] For any r, s € [n],

Z H €ij = (—1)T+S detf)

TeTree(Ky,) {i,j}eT

where L is the reduced Laplacian matriz obtained from L by removing row r and
column s.

We now restate and prove the Cayley-Priifer Theorem.

Cayley-Priifer Theorem.

Z Ideg(T) = X1T9--- In(xl + 4 {En)n_z
TeTree(K,)

deg(T) . TI" degr (4)
where =1Lz .

Proof. Apply the substitution e;; = x;x; to the weighted Laplacian matrix L in
Kirchoff’s Theorem. Setting f :=x1 + - -+ + x5, one has from (@)

(f —mi)z; fori=j
Li; = o0
— X% for i # j.

By Kirchoff’s Theorem, the left-hand side of the Cayley-Priifer Theorem coincides
with the determinant det i/, where L is the reduced Laplacian L obtained from
this substituted L by removing the last row and column. We wish to show that
this determinant coincides with the right-hand-side of the Cayley-Priifer Theorem.
Note that both sides are polynomials in the z; of degree 2n — 2, and both have
coefficient 1 in the monomial I?71I2I3 -« - x,. Therefore it suffices to show that the
determinant is divisible by each of the variables z;, and also by f"~2. Divisibility
by z; is clear since x; divides every entry in the 5" column of L (and hence also L).
Divisibility by f follows from Lemma Bl below, once one notices that in the quotient
ring Q[z1,...,x,]/(f), this weighted Laplacian L (and hence L) reduces to a rank
one matrix of the form L = —v” - v, where v is the row vector [xl e :vn] [l

The following lemma, used in the preceding proof, is one of our main tools. It
generalizes from one to several variables the usual statement on identification of
factors in determinants over polynomial rings (see |2, §2.4]).

Lemma 5. (Identification of factors) Let R be a Noetherian integral domain (e.g.,
a polynomial or Laurent ring in finitely many variables over a field). Let f € R
be a prime element, so that the quotient ring R/(f) is an integral domain, and let
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K denote the field of fractions of R/(f). Let A € R™*" be a square matriz. If the
reduction A € (R/(f))"*"™ has K-nullspace of dimension at least d, then f¢ divides
det A in R.

Proof. Let {v; le be d linearly independent vectors in K™ lying in the nullspace
of A. Extend them to a basis {#;}", of K". By clearing denominators, one may
assume that {7;}" , lie in R/(f)™, and then choose pre-images {v;}?; in R.
Letting F' denote the fraction field of R, we claim that {v;}7_, is a basis for F"".
To see this, assume not, so that there are scalars ¢; € F' which are not all zero

satisfying
Z CiV; = 0. (4)
i=1

Clearing denominators, one may assume that ¢; € R for all i. If every ¢; is divisible
by f, one may divide the equation @) through by f, and repeat this division until
at least one of the ¢; is not divisible by f. (This will happen after finitely many
divisions because R is Noetherian.) But then reducing (@) modulo (f) leads to a
non-trivial K-linear dependence among the {7;} ,, a contradiction.

Let P € F™*" be the matrix whose columns are the vectors v;. Note that det P
is not divisible by f, or else the reductions {7;}_; would not form a K-basis in K".
Therefore, by Cramer’s Rule, every entry of P~! belongs to the localization Ry at
the prime ideal (f). Note the following commutative diagram in which horizontal
maps are inclusions and vertical maps are reductions modulo (f):

R Ry F

| l

R/(f) — K

Since P~! has entries in Ry, so does P~'AP. For each i € [d], the reduction of

Aw; vanishes in K, so every entry in the first d columns of P~ AP lies in the ideal
(f). Hence det P~1AP = det A is divisible by f? in R(yy, thus also in R. O

The authors thank W. Messing for pointing out a more general result, deducible
by a variation of the above proof that uses Nakayama’s Lemma:

Lemma 6. Let S be a (not necessarily Noetherian) local ring, with mazimal ideal
m and residue field K := S/m. Let A € S"™™" be a square matriz such that the
reduction A has K-nullspace of dimension at least d. Then det A € m<.

Lemma B follows from this by taking S to be the localization Ry).

3. PROOF oF THEOREM [

We recall the statement of Theorem [I

Theorem [Ml Let G be a threshold graph with vertices [n] and degree sequence .
Then

n—1 )\;n

n
ind . d )
Z Hxin egT(l)y?ut egy (i) = T1Yn H mein{i,r}ymax{i,r}

TeTree(G) =1 r=2 \i=1
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As noted in the Introduction, a threshold graph G is completely determined
by the partition A which gives its degree sequence. Before proving Theorem [
we rephrase it making use of the known fact (see, e.g., [4, Theorem 8.5]) that a
partition A is the degree sequence of a threshold graph (called a threshold partition)
if and only if its Ferrers shape has the form

!
D W

1

where D is the Durfee square (the largest square which is a subshape of \), S is
a single row of length s equal to the side length of D, and p and p’ are conjugate
partitions. In particular, for all r € [n], we have

either r<s< X =14\,
or >8>\ =M\,

(5)

SO
AL
Z fr forr <s
Trmindi ax{i =
2 Fmintirifmedin) =y 00 forr > s
where
. 1+ A,
f’r = Y Z T; + Ty Z Yi and
i=1 i=r+1

Art1

)\/
gr = E Z; ZE Z;
i=1 i=1

In light of these observations, we may rephrase Theorem [ as follows.

Theorem [MI. Let G be a threshold graph with vertices [n] and degree sequence X,
having Durfee square of side length s. Then

Z ﬁ x;ndegT(i)yfutdegT(i) = 2 ﬁfT "1:[1 gr - ﬁ Yr-
r=2

T€ETree(G) i=1 r=s+1 r=s+1

Proof. Let E(G) denote the set of edges of G. For each vertex r, let N(r) denote
the neighbors of r (that is, the vertices ¢ such that {q,r} € E(G)). For integers
r<s,weset [r,s]:={r,r+1,...,s}.

We assume that G is connected, else it has no spanning trees. Since G is thresh-
old, this implies that {1,v} € E(G) for all v > 2. Consequently, as in the proof of
the Cayley-Priifer Theorem, both the left-hand and right-hand sides of Theorem [I
are polynomials in the z;,y; of total degree 2n — 2, and both have coefficient of
x?71y2y3 ---yn equal to 1. Thus it suffices to prove that the left-hand side is di-
visible by each of the factors on the right-hand side. By Kirchoff’s Theorem, this
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left-hand side is the determinant of the matrix L obtained from the usual weighted
Laplacian matrix by removing the first row and column and making the substitution

e — Imin{i,j}ymax{i,j} for {’Lv]} € E(G)
Y0 for {i,j} & E(G).

In particular, the diagonal entries of L are

i fr—zpy, forre |2, 9]
" YrGr for r € [s + 1,n].

(6)

First, we show that the left-hand side of the theorem is divisible by the monomial
factor 1 []'_, 41 Yr- Every spanning tree T' of GG contains an edge of the form
{1,7}, which contributes a factor of x1y; to the monomial corresponding to 7. In
particular, x1 divides the left-hand side of Theorem [[I. Furthermore, if > s, then
q < r for all ¢ € N(r); in particular, y, divides every entry in the r** row of L.

Second, we show that f, divides det L for r € [2,s]. Clearly f, is irreducible,
since neither sum in the definition of f, is empty. Define a column vector®

r AL
v = § Ti€p + § Tr€i,
1=1

1=r+1

where €; denotes the i*" standard basis vector. Note that the entries of v are not
all divisible by f,, so that v is a non-zero vector modulo (f,). We will show that
the entries (ﬁv) j of Lv are all divisible by fr, which will imply that f, divides det L
by Lemma[l To that end, note that

X,
(i/'l})j = Zizji’l)i
o (7)

r AL
= Ljr E T+ xp E Lﬂ
=1 i=r-+1

To continue the calculation of (ﬁv) 7, we must consider four separate cases, depend-
ing on the value of j.

Case 1: j < r. In particular {j,r} € E(G), and N(r) C N(5)\ {r}. So [@ becomes

r X,
(Lv); =D mEYe = Y sy
i=1

1=r+1
r AL
= —xj gﬂiiyr—i- E Yilr
i=1 i=r+1
= _ijr-

IThe form of this vector v was suggested by experimentation using the computational com-
mutative algebra package Macaulay [I] to compute the nullspace of L in the quotient ring modulo

(fr)-
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Case 2: j =r. Let a:= Y./_ #;. By (@), one has

b\

(Lv); = ﬁrr(a'i'ivr) + zr Z Ly;
i=r+1

r—1 AL A
= Z TiYr + Z TrYi (a + xr) — Ty Z TrYi
=1

1=r+1 1=r+1

AL
= a|ayr+ Z TrYi | + xTrayy
1=r+1

AL
= af(a+z)yr + Z TrYi
1=r+1

= af.

Case 8: j > r and {j,r} € E(G). Let k be the greatest element of N(j); in
particular £ <1+ X; <14 A\ = A, so (@) becomes

r j—1 Al
(Lv)j = XYy E X; — Tp E ZTiYj + xTij — Ty E Lji
i=1 i=r+1 =741

j—1 j—1 k k
= —XpYj ZCCH-!ET Ziviyj‘f' Z TjYi | — Tr Z LjYi
i=1 i=1

i=j+1 i=j+1

k k
Ty E TjY; — Ty § ZjYi
i=j+1 i=j+1
= 0,
since the summands in the second sum vanish for ¢ > /.

Case 4: j > r and {j,r} € E(G). In particular no vertex ¢ > r is a neighbor of j,
so L;; =0 for i € [r, \}] (note that \. < j) and ([@) gives (Lv); = 0.

Third, we show that g, divides det L for all r € [s+1,n —1]. In fact, some

higher power of g, may divide det L, as we now explain. If X has exactly b columns
of height X/, i.e.,

for some a > s, then N (i) = [A,] for all vertices i € [a+ 1,a + 1], so
9o = Ya+1 = .- =0Gr = ... = Gat+b-1-

Accordingly, we will show that g% divides det L, using Lemma
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For j € [a+1,a + b], we have N(j) = [A\], so

—x;y;  forie [A]
Lij = 9rY; for i = j
0 otherwise.

This implies that in the quotient ring modulo (g,), the restriction of L to the column
set [a + 1,a+ b] is a rank-1 matrix of the form

—|r1 oz - a0 - O}T'[ya-i-l Yotz Yatb) -

Consequently, both L and L have b — 1 linearly independent nullvectors modulo
(g9r) supported in coordinates [a + 1,a + b]. It remains only to exhibit one further
nullvector for L which is supported in at least one coordinate outside this range.
We claim that such a vector? is

a

v= Z (Ya+b€i — Yi€ats) -
i=14A,

To see this, first note that

fm = Z Z (yaerii,k — Y iaer,k) €k. (8)

k=2 i=1+\,
Case 1: k € [2,\;]. Then f)iyk = zy; for 14+ A\ < i< a, and iaer,k = TkYaqrb, SO
the coefficient of €, in @) is 0.

Case 2: k € {1+ Ar,...,a}. Then N(a+b) = [\,] C N(k) C [a] and Laypx = 0,
so @) yields

L)k = Yaro Lig

=Ar+1
Ar
= Yatd <— > Li,k)
i=1
>\7‘
= Ya+bd <Z z; yk)
i=1

= Ya+b¥Yk Gr-

Case 3: ke la+1,a+b—1UJa+b+1,n—1]. Then L;; =0 for i € [\, +1,q],
and ﬁerb =0, so the coefficient of ¢; in ) is 0.

Case 4: k=a+b. Then L;j =0 for i € [\, +1,a], so ®) yields

(Lo} = —Latbats >, ¥i = —gr (xa+b > y1>

i=Ar+1 i=An 41
O

2This vector v was also found using Macaulay; see the footnote appearing earlier in this proof.
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We remark that specializing Theorem [0 to

G=K,,
T = X,
Ye =Y,

=y, =1 fori#k
gives the following.
Corollary 7. Fork € [2,n —1],
Z xindch (k) youtdch (k)
TeTree(Ky)
=@+n-D2(y+n-1)"""(zy+ (n—k)z+ (k- 1)y).

One can compute from this, for example, that in a randomly chosen spanning
tree T' of K,,, the number of neighbors of vertex k which are larger than k has mean
2(1—£) and variance (1—£)(1—3=%). One can compare this with its total number

of neighbors, which has mean 2(1 — 1) and variance (1 — 1)(1 — 2) [5, §7.2].
We close this section with a suggestive rephrasing of Theorem [I

n—1 XT
Z H Tmin{i,j}Ymax{i,j} = L1Yn H Z Lmin{s,r} Ymax{i,r}
TeTree(G) edges {i,j} of T r=2 \i=1

This possibly suggests the existence of a bijective proof (which has eluded us) in
which each spanning tree T of GG is encoded as a sequence of pairs of half-edges
directed into and out of each of the vertices [2,n — 1].

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

We recall the statement of Theorem

Theorem 2

dir(T) 1 Hhieatnh
Z q = nli Z qui .

n
TeTree(Kny XX Kn,.) " 9£AC[r] \icA

As a prelude to the proof, we discuss some generalities about Laplacians and
eigenvalues of Cartesian products of graphs. We should emphasize that all results
in this section refer only to unweighted Laplacians, that is, one substitutes e;; = 1
for ¢ # j in the usual weighted Laplacian L(G) defined in (B]).

The Cartesian product G1 X --- x G, of graphs G, with vertex sets V(G;) and
edge sets E(G;) is defined as the graph with vertex set

V(G x -+ xG,) = V(Gy) x - xV(G,)
and edge set
E(Gy x---xGy)

= |i| V(Gl) X oo X V(Gl_l) X E(Gl) X V(Gz—i-l) X e X V(GT)
=1

where | | denotes a disjoint union. The following proposition follows easily from
this description; we omit the proof.
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Proposition 8. If G1,...,G, are graphs with (unweighted) Laplacian matrices
L(G,), then
T
LGy x - xG) =) ideo-ideL(G)ide--id
i=1
where id denotes the identity, and L(G;) appears in the it" tensor position.
As a consequence, a complete set of eigenvectors for L(Gy X -+ X Gy.) can be
chosen of the form v1 ®---®u,., where v; is an eigenvector for L(G;). Furthermore,
this eigenvector will have eigenvalue Ay + - - -+ A, if v; has eigenvalue \; for L(G;).

We also will make use of the following variation of the Matrix-Tree Theorem;
see, e.g., [6l Theorem 5.6.8].

Theorem 9. If the (unweighted) Laplacian matriz L(G) has eigenvalues A1, . .., Ay,
indexed so that A, = 0, then the number of spanning trees in G is

1
) VN VS
n

Proof of Theorem[d. Both sides in the theorem are polynomials in the ¢;, and hence
it suffices to show that they coincide whenever the ¢; are all positive integers. In
that case, the left-hand side of the theorem has the following interpretation. Let
K7 denote the multigraph on vertex set [n] having ¢ parallel copies of the edge
{i,j} for every pair of vertices i,j. Then the left-hand side of Theorem B counts
the number of spanning trees in the Cartesian product

K 5 x Kl
n1

Ny 7
as each spanning tree 7" in K,,, X ... X K, gives rise in an obvious way to exactly
q¥(D) spanning trees in K\ x ... x K37 Tt is well-known that the (unweighted)
Laplacian L(K,) has eigenvalues n,0 with multiplicities n — 1,1, respectively [,
Example 5.6.9]. Hence L(Kflq)) = qL(K,) has eigenvalues ¢gn, 0 with multiplicities
n — 1,1, respectively. By Proposition B, L(K,({il) X ... X K,(ﬂr)) has an eigenvalue
> ica @ini for each subset A C [r], and this eigenvalue occurs with multiplicity

[Lica(ni —1). As the zero eigenvalue arises (with multiplicity 1) only by taking

A = (), Theorem Plimplies that the number of spanning trees in K,(gl) X oo X K,(ﬂr)

is 1 HieA("ifl)
o 1 (Z qmz‘) : =

" osiac) \iea
5. PROOF OF THEOREM

We recall here the statement of Theorem
Theorem Bl The spanning tree enumerator

Frs o, (@:2) = > SRR
TeTree(Kny XX Kn,.)
is divisible by

ni—l

qi I

( (i)>n1mni71m+1mnr
€T
J

by
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and by
. A\ Mi—2
(xgo +...+x5;>)
for each i € [r] and j € [n;].

n—1

Proof. To see divisibility by ¢;"~ ", note that every spanning tree in K, x---x K, is
connected, and hence gives rise to a connected subgraph of K,,, when one contracts
out all edges not lying in direction ¢. This requires at least n; — 1 edges in direction
i in the original tree.

To see divisibility by (xy))"l'"”i*"i*l"'”r, note that every spanning tree has
an edge incident to each vertex, and therefore to each of the ny...n;—1n;41...1,
different vertices which have i** coordinate equal to some fixed value j € [n;].

To see divisibility by (a:gi) +- 4 3:53)”1'*2, we use Lemma [l Think of K, x
--- x K, as a subgraph of K,, where n = n;---n,. Let L denote the weighted
Laplacian matrix for K,, x --- x K, after making the following substitution: if
{k,l} represents an edge of K,, X --- x K, in direction d between the two vertices
k= (k1,...,k.)and I = (I1,...,l,), then we set

.

otherwise we set e, = 0. Then Kirchoff’s Theorem says that fr,, . .n.(¢,z) =
+det L for any reduced matrix L obtained from this L by removing a row and
column. Thus by Lemma B it suffices for us to show that L has nullspace of
dimension at least n; — 2 modulo f(*) := :zzgi) 4+ 4 xﬁf} In fact, we will show
that L itself has nullspace of dimension at least n; — 1 in this quotient. To see this,
one can check that, as in Proposition B the matrix L has the following simpler
description, due to our “decoupling” substitution of variables:

L = ZX(U Q- ®X(i—1) ® L(i) ® X(H‘l) Q- ®X(’“)7
=1

where X is the diagonal matrix with entries ((z{”)2, ..., (z{))?), and L is the
weighted Laplacian matrix for K, after substituting ez = x,(; ;El(i). In the proof of
the Cayley-Priifer Theorem, we saw that L(¥) has rank 1 modulo (f(*), and thus
a nullspace of dimension n; — 1. If v is any nullvector for L) modulo (), then
the following vector is a nullvector for L modulo (f*):

1n1®"'®1m71®U®1ni+1®"'®1nr

where 1,, represents a vector of length m with all entries equal to 1. Since varying
v leads to n; — 1 linearly independent such nullvectors, the proof is complete. [

6. PROOF OoF THEOREM H]

We recall here the statement of Theorem H, using slightly different notation.
Regard the vertex set of @, as the power set 2[", so that vertices correspond to
subsets of S C [n]. Given any subset S C [n], let zg := [[,cq x;. Write 2¥*() for
the decoupled degree monomial corresponding to a tree 7" under the substitution
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@), that is,
14 S
2T H < zs > z deer(S)
L[n]\s
ScCln] (9)
_ H TSTR
edges {S,R} in T Lin]
Theorem [l
Z qdir(T)th(T) = qqn H ZQi (a:i_l + xl) .
TeTree(Qn) ACIn] €A
[A|>2

Proof. As before, regard the vertex set of @, as the power set 2", Denote the
symmetric difference of two sets S and R by SAR, and abbreviate SA{i} by SAi.
Thus two vertices S, R form an edge in @, exactly when SAR is a singleton set
{i}; in this case the direction of this edge is dir(e) := 4. It is useful to note that the
neighbors of S are
N(S)={SAi | i€ [n]}.

Our goal is to show that the two sides of the theorem coincide as elements of
Z[q;, x;, :1:;1]. Note that the two sides coincide as polynomials in ¢; after setting
x; = 1 for all 7, using the special case of Theorem B in which all n; = 2.

We next show that both sides have the same maximum and minimum total
degrees as Laurent polynomials in the x;. Each side is easily seen to be invariant
under the substitution x; — x; ! (this follows from the antipodal symmetry of the
n-cube for the left-hand side), so it suffices to show that both sides have the same
maximum total degree. For the right-hand side, the maximum total degree in the
x; is simply the number of subsets S C [n] with |S| > 2, that is, 2" —n — 1.

For the left-hand side, we argue as follows. Denote by V' the set of vertices of
Q,, other than [n]. For any spanning tree T and vertex S € V', define ¢(S) to be
the parent vertex of the vertex S when the tree T is rooted at the vertex [n] (that
is, ¢(9) is the first vertex on the unique path in 7" from S to [n]); then the edges
of T are precisely

E(T)={{S.¢(5)} | SeV'}.
One has |¢(S)| = |S| £ 1 (because ¢(S) = SAi for some 7). Therefore the total
degree of the monomial wt(T') will be maximized when |¢(S)| = |S|+ 1 for all
S € V’; for instance, when ¢(S) = S U {max([n] \ S)}. In this case, that total
degree is

3 ST =1\ S] | [6(S)] — [In] \ S

{S.6(8)}eT 2
2|S|—n  |2|S|+2—-n
= Z + 5
Sev’
= <Z 2|S|+1> —n(2" —1)
Sev’

= 22" ' —n)+ (2" -1)—n(2" -1)
= 2"—n-—1.
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Having shown that both sides have the same total degree in the g;, the same
maximum and minimum total degrees in the x;, and that they coincide when all
x; = 1, it suffices by unique factorization to show that the left-hand side is divisible
by each factor on the right-hand side, that is, by

Z% +='Ez .

€A

Henceforth, fix A C [n] of cardinality > 2. It is not hard to check that f4 is
irreducible in Z{g;, z;, z; 1], using the fact that it is a linear form in the g;.

Let L be the weighted Laplacian matrix for @,, whose rows and columns are
indexed by subsets S C [n], after making the substitutions

_BESTSAL g SAR = {i},
€s,R = Ln]
0 for |[SAR| > 1.
By Kirchoff’s Theorem, the left-hand side in Theorem H is the determinant of the
reduced Laplacian matrix L obtained from L by removing the row and column
indexed by S = (). It therefore suffices to show that the reduction of L modulo (f4)
has non-trivial nullspace. We will show that

v= Z (I,%x - (‘U‘AQSI(IA\SF) €s
0£SC[n)

is a nullvector®. Note that the entries of v are not all zero modulo ( fa); it remains

to check that every entry (Lv)g of Luv is a multiple of f4. Since Lr g = 0 unless
S = R or S = RAi for some i, one has

(Lv)r = Lrrvr + ZiR,Rm VRAI
i=1

Z Qi TRTRNG ($124 _ (_1)|AQR\(:EA\R)2)

Lln]

QGiTRTRAG (2 |AN(RA)| 2
- E —— (za—(-1) (TA\(rRA))
: L[n) ( )

TR - i
= — qiTRAG ((—1)‘1%(}%A )I(JCA\(RAi))2 - (‘U‘AQRI(IA\RF) .
=1
(10)

Ifi ¢ A, then ANR =AN(RA3) and A\ R = A\ (RAi), so the summand in ([I0)
is zero. If i € A, then |[ANR| = |AN(RA#)|£1, so one may rewrite ([[d) as follows:

(Lo)g = —(=1)A"H ; ] > aiwrai (Taran)’ + (@ar)?) - (11)
A

Note also that when i € A,

. a:Rzzri_l fori e R
RA7 = .
‘ zrx; fori¢ R

3Found using Macaulay; see the earlier footnotes.
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and
Ty = TA\R ,Ti_l for z €ER
TA\RT; for i € R.
Therefore one may rewrite () as follows:

xr _
(Lv)r = ix—R > gizrr; ! (g i)’ + (2ar)?)
[l \icanr

+ Z ¢izrT; ((Ta\R ;) + (za\r)?)
i€A\R

(l‘Rl’A\R)2
Z[n)

= &+ Z gix; H(x2 +1) + Z qii(z;? +1)

iI€ANR i€A\R

2

Tin] icA
fA7

(l‘Rl’A\R)2
Z[n)

= =+

which shows that (Lv)g is zero modulo (f4) as desired. O

[1]
2]
[3]
[4]
[5]

[6]
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