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Vanishing of Certain 1-form Attached to a Configuration
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This is a remark to my paper [1], “Configurations and invariant
Gauss-Manin connections of integrals”. In the sequel we use the termi-
nologies in [1].

Consider the integral
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Where ..., 1, -+ denotes the deletion of the index 4,. (There are misprints
in (8, 9), (8, 10), (8, 11) and (8, 12), [1] which should be corrected as above.)
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