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Ehrhart theory of polytopes and Seiberg—Witten
invariants of plumbed 3-manifolds

TAMAS LASZLO
ANDRAS NEMETHI

Let M be a rational homology sphere plumbed 3—manifold associated with a con-
nected negative-definite plumbing graph. We show that its Seiberg—Witten invariants
equal certain coefficients of an equivariant multivariable Ehrhart polynomial. For this,
we construct the corresponding polytope from the plumbing graph together with an
action of Hy(M, Z) and we develop Ehrhart theory for them. At an intermediate level
we define the ‘periodic constant’ of multivariable series and establish their properties.
In this way, one identifies the Seiberg—Witten invariant of a plumbed 3-manifold,
the periodic constant of its ‘combinatorial zeta function’ and a coefficient of the
associated Ehrhart polynomial. We make detailed presentations for graphs with at
most two nodes. The two node case has surprising connections with the theory of
affine monoids of rank two.

14E15, 57TM27, 52B20, 06F05, 57R57

1 Introduction

1.1

The main motivation of the present article is the combinatorial computation of the
Seiberg—Witten invariants of a negative-definite plumbed 3—manifold. The final output
is the identification of these invariants with certain coefficients of a multivariable
equivariant Ehrhart polynomial.

Let I" denote the connected negative-definite decorated plumbing graph with vertices V,
which determines the oriented plumbed 3—manifold M = M (I"). We assume that I" is
a tree, and all the plumbed surfaces have genus zero, that is, M is a rational homology
sphere. We denote by sto, (M) the Seiberg—Witten invariants of M indexed by the
spin‘~structures o of M.

In the last years several combinatorial expressions were established regarding the
Seiberg—Witten invariants. In [49] Nicolaescu proved (based on the surgery formulas
of Marcolli and Wang [28]) that they are equivalent with Turaev’s torsion normalized
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by the Casson—Walker invariant. In terms of I, a combinatorial formula for the Casson—
Walker invariant can be deduced from Lescop’s book [27], while the Turaev’s torsion
is determined by Némethi and Nicolaescu [40] in terms of a Dedekind—Fourier sum.

For some special graphs, when the Heegaard Floer homology of Ozsvéth and Szabd [51;
53; 52] is determined, we obtain the Seiberg—Witten invariant as the normalized Euler
characteristic of the Heegaard Floer homology. They can be determined inductively by
surgery formulae as well; see eg [51], Némethi [33] and Rustamov [57]. Braun and
Némethi [11] provides a different type of surgery formula (which is not induced by
an exact triangle, but involves the periodic constant of a series, more in the spirit of
the present work). In parallel, one can rely on the lattice cohomology too (introduced
in Némethi [33; 35]): in [37] Némethi proved that the Seiberg—Witten invariant is the
normalized Euler characteristic of the lattice cohomology of M. Hence, the surgery
formulae of Némethi [38], and closed formulae for specific families in Némethi [34],
Némethi and Roman [45] provide further examples.

1.2

The starting point of the present article is the result of Némethi [37], when the Seiberg—
Witten invariant appears as the periodic constant of a multivariable series. Next we
provide some details.

Let us consider the plumbed 4—-manifold X associated with T. Its second homology L
is freely generated by the 2—spheres {E}yey, and its second cohomology L’ by
the (anti)dual classes {E} }yep; the intersection form I = (, ) embeds L into L'.
Set x?:=(x, x).

Let K € L' be the canonical class (given by the adjunction relations), 6., the canonical
spin®~structure on X with ¢{(Gcan) = — K, and o¢an € Spin® (M) its restriction on M.
Set H:= H{(M,Z) = L'/L. Then Spin®(M) is an H-torsor, with action denoted
by .

Next, consider the multivariable Taylor expansion Z(#) = ) pl/tl " at the origin of
[Ta-t5)%=2,
vey

where for any I’ =", I, E, € L' we write t/’ =], tlv, and §, is the valency of v.
This lives in Z[L'], the submodule of formal power series Z[t=!/9] in variables
{tfl/d}v, where d = det(—7). It has a natural decomposition Z(t) =Y ,c g Zn(t),
where Zy(t) = 3 ;1= prt! (where [I'] is the class of /”). Then S0 _pso,,, (M) can
be deduced from Zj as follows [37].
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Assume that /"’ =), a, E} satisfies a, > —(E% + 1) for all v € V. Then

(K 4202+ V)
Z P+l = — 3

(1.2.1) — S0/ ]xge (M).

leL,l#0

The left-hand side appears as a counting function of the coefficients of Zj associ-
ated with a special truncation, while the right-hand side is a multivariable quadratic
polynomial whose free term is the normalized Seiberg—Witten invariant.

In order to guarantee the validity of the formula, the vector /’ should sit in a special
chamber described by the inequalities of the assumption. This, after we establish the
necessary bridges, will read as follows: ‘the third degree’ coefficient of a multivariable
Ehrhart polynomial associated with a certain polytope and specific chamber can be
identified with the SW invariant.

In fact, the way how one recovers the needed information from the series can be done
at several levels. The first one is entirely at the level of series (or Taylor expansions of
rational functions). We develop a theory which associates with any series the counting
function of its coefficients (given by a truncation of the monomials), like the right-hand
side of (1.2.1). This is usually a piecewise quasipolynomial. Once we fix a chamber,
the free term of the counting function is the so called ‘periodic constant’ (denoted
by pc). In this terminology, the Seiberg—Witten invariant can be interpreted as the
multivariable periodic constant pc(Z) of the series Z(t), where the chosen chamber
is described by the inequalities of the assumption (a part of the ‘Lipman cone’). The
‘periodicity’ is related with the quasipolynomial behavior of the counting function. The
‘periodic constant’ of one variable series was introduced in Némethi and Okuma [43],
Okuma [50], and it had several applications; see eg Némethi and Okuma [42; 43],
Némethi [37], Braun and Némethi [11]. Here we create the general theory, which
carries necessarily several difficult technical ingredients (eg one has to choose the
‘right’ truncation and summation procedure of the coefficients, which in the context
of general series is not automatically motivated, and also it depends on the chamber
decomposition of the space of exponents). The theory has some similarities with the
theory of vector partition functions.

On the other hand, there is a more sophisticated way to generalize the identity (1.2.1) too.

From any Taylor expansion of a multivariable rational function with denominator of
type [[;(1 — %) we construct a polytope situated in a lattice which carries also a
representation of a finite abelian group H. Associated with these data we consider
the equivariant multivariable Ehrhart piecewise quasipolynomials, whose existence,
main properties (like the Ehrhart-MacDonald—Stanley type reciprocity law or chamber
decompositions) will also be established. This applied to the series Z(t) above, and
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to the quasipolynomial of those chambers which belong to the Lipman cone shows
that the first three top-degree coefficients (at least) will carry geometrical/topological
meaning, including the SW invariants of the link. (This coefficient identification, and
in fact (1.2.1) too, supply an additional addendum to the intimate relationship between
lattice point counting and the Riemann—Roch formula, exploited in global algebraic
geometry by toric geometry.)

Here is a schematic picture of these connections and areas we target:

. Z(t) L . denominator . .
plumbing graphs equivariant series polytope in a lattice
with L'/L = H Z@)=>pem Zn(t)h] of Z with H representation

special Ehrhart
truncation theory
plumbed 3 —manifolds counting function multivariable equivariant
with Hy(M,Z)=H of the coefficients Ehrhart polynomials
o ‘third
l ot pe l free term l coefficient’
Q[H] = Q[H] = Q[H]

1.3

The number of terms in the denominator [ [;(1 —#%) of the series equals the number
of variables of the corresponding partition function (associated with vectors a; ), and it
is also the rank of the lattice where the corresponding polytope sit. In the case of the
series Z(t) associated with plumbing graph, this is the number of end vertices of T
On the other hand, the number of variables of Z(¢) is the number |V| of vertices of T
Furthermore, in the Ehrhart theoretical part, the associated (nonconvex) polytope will
be a union of || simplicial polytopes. Hence, the number of facets and the complexity
of the polytope increases considerably with the number of vertices as well.

Nevertheless, Reduction Theorem 5.4.2 eliminates a part of this abundance of parame-
ters: it says that from the periodic constant point of view, the number of variables of
the series, and also the number of simplicial polytopes in the union, can be reduced to
the number of nodes of the graph. Hence, in fact, the complexity level is measured by
the number of nodes.

In the body of the article, besides the general theory, we make detailed computations for
graphs with less than two nodes. Even in the special case of graphs without nodes (that
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is, the case of lens spaces) the description of the equivariant Ehrhart quasipolynomials
is new. In the one node case (star-shaped graphs) we provide a detailed presentation of
all the involved (SW and Ehrhart) invariants, and we establish closed formulae in terms
of the Seifert invariants. Here we make connection with already known topological
results regarding the Seiberg—Witten invariants of Seifert 3—manifolds, and also with
analytic invariants of weighted homogeneous singularities.

In the two node case again we make complete presentations in terms of the analogs of
the Seifert invariants of the chains and star-shaped subgraphs, including closed formulae
for sto(M). But, this case has a very interesting additional surprise in store. It turns
out that the corresponding combinatorial series Z(¢) associated with T, reduced to the
variables of the two nodes, is the Hilbert (characteristic) series of an affine monoid
of rank two (and some of its modules). In particular, the Seiberg—Witten invariant
appears as the periodic constant of Hilbert series associated with affine monoids (and
certain modules indexed by H ), and, in some sense, measures the nonnormality of
these monoids.

14

It is important to emphasize that the origin (and main motivation) of the identity (1.2.1)
was an analytic identity. Recall that the plumbed 3-manifolds M appear as links
of complex normal surface singularities, and several of the above objects have their
analytic counterparts. For example, the analogue of the series Z(t) is the Hilbert series
associated with the multivariable equivariant divisorial filtration of the local ring of
the singular germ, and its equivariant periodic constants are the equivariant geometric
genera. In the body of the paper we emphasize this parallelism as well, whenever the
corresponding analytic invariants coincide with the topological ones. This happens eg
in the case of star-shaped graphs and the weighted homogeneous analytic structures
carried by them. For further relations with analytic structures (eg for the Seiberg—Witten
Invariant Conjecture targeting these type of connections), see Némethi [31], Némethi
and Nicolaescu [40].

The relevant terminology and additional connections with theory of complex singulari-
ties can be found in Arnold, Gusein-Zade and Varchenko [1], Cutkosky, Herzog and
Reguera [18], Campillo, Delgado and Gusein-Zade [15], Eisenbud and Neumann [22],
Némethi [32; 36; 39], its connection with Seiberg—Witten theory in Braun and Néme-
thi [11; 10], Némethi [33; 34; 35; 37], Némethi and Nicolaescu [40; 41], Nicolaescu [49].
For some results in Ehrhart theory relevant to the present work see Barvinok [2],
Barvinok and Pommersheim [3], Beck [4; 5; 6], Beck and Robins [8; 9], Beck, Diaz
and Robins [7], Clauss and Loechner [17], Diaz and Robins [19], for partition functions
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see Brion and Vergne [12], Szenes and Vergne [60] and Sturmfels [59], while for affine
monoids see Bruns and Gubeladze [13].

Acknowledgements We are grateful to the referee for the very careful reading and
suggestions. T Laszl6 is supported by ‘Lendiilet’ and ERC programs LTDBud at Rényi
Institute, A Némethi is partially supported by OTKA Grant 100796.

2 Normal surface singularities: The main motivation

2.1 Surface singularities and their links and graphs

Let (X, 0) be a complex normal surface singularity whose link M is a rational ho-
mology sphere. We denote the finite group H{(M,Z) by H. Let m: X > X bea
good resolution with dual graph I" whose vertices are denoted by V. Hence I is a
tree and all the irreducible exceptional divisors have genus 0. Let §, be the valency
of the vertex v. We distinguish the following subsets of vertices: the set of nodes
N ={veV|d, >3}, and the set of ends £ = {v €V | §, = 1}. If we delete from T’
the nodes and their adjacent edges we get the collection of (maximal) chains of the
graph. A leg is a chain which is connected by only one node.

The number of vertices is denoted by |V| or s, while the number of nodes and ends is
denoted by |A| and |£].

Set L := H, (f , 7). 1t is freely generated by the classes of the irreducible exceptional
curves {Ey}yey. L will also be identified with the group of integral cycles supported
on E = n~1(0). We set Iy = (Ey, Eyw). The vertex v of the graph is decorated
by Iyy. The intersection matrix I = {/yy} is negative-definite, and any connected
plumbing graph with negative-definite intersection form appears in this way for some
singularity. The graph may also serve as the plumbing graph of the link M = 9X. In
this case X is the plumbed 4-manifold associated with I', and one might consider this
topological starting setup instead of the analytic one.

If L' denotes H2(X,Z), then the intersection form provides an embedding L <> L’
with factor H2(d.X,Z) ~ H; [I'] denotes the class of /. The form (, ) extends to
L’ (since L’ C L ® Q). The module L’ over Z is freely generated by the (anti)duals
{E>}y, where we prefer the convention (E;, Ey) = —1 for v = w, and 0 otherwise.
We write det(T") := det(—1). The inverse of I has entries (I~ !)yy = (EX, E}), all of
them are negative. Furthermore, cf Eisenbud and Neumann [22, page 83 and Section 20],

QL —|H|-(E}, E}) equals the determinant of the subgraph obtained
o from I by eliminating the shortest path connecting v and w.
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The canonical class K € L' is defined by the adjunction formulae
(2.1.2) (K4+ Ey,Ey)+2=0 forallveV.

We set x(I'):=—(",I’"+ K)/2 forany I’ € L'. If | € L is effective then by Riemann—
Roch theorem x(I) = h°(O;) —h'(O;). The integer x(I’) has similar analytic inter-
pretation via line bundles of X ; cf Némethi [34, 2.2.8]. The expression K2 + |V| will
appear in several formulae. One has the following combinatorial expression in terms
of the graph; cf Némethi and Nicolaescu [40]:

(2.1.3) K>+ V=) (Ev. Ey) + 3V +2+ ) 2-8)2—8uw)],,

veY v,wey

For /1,1, € L ® Q one writes [} > [, if [} — 1, =) ry Ey with all r, > 0. Denote
by &’ the Lipman cone {{" € L’ | (I’, Ey) <0 for all v}. It is generated over Z>q by
the elements E . Since all the entries of E are strictly positive, for any fixed a € L’
one has

(2.1.4) {I'eS"|I'"#a} is finite.

For any class /1 € H there exists a unique minimal element of {/" € L"|[I'| = h}NS’, cf
Némethi [33, 5.4], it will be denoted by s, . Furthermore, we set O = {Zv IJE,eL’|
0=/, < 1} for the ‘semiopen cube, and for any 7 € H = L’/L we consider the
unique representative r, € O with [r] = /. One has s, > ry, and usually s, # rp (see
eg Némethi [34, 4.5]). Moreover, using the generalized Laufer computation sequence
of [34, 4.3.3] connecting —ry with —s;, one gets

(2.1.5) x(sp) < x(rp).

Denote by 0: H — H the isomorphism [/'] — e271(":*) of H with its Pontrjagin
dual H.

For more details on the resolution graphs see eg Némethi [32; 33; 34].

2.1.6 Spin“-structures and the Seiberg—Witten invariant of M Let G.,, be the
canonical spin‘—structure on X ; its first Chern class ¢1(Gean) is —K € L'; cf Gompf
and Stipsicz [23, page 415]. The set of spin‘—structures Spin®(X) of X is an L'—
torsor; if we denote the L’—action by /&, then ¢ (/' *&) = ¢1(¢) +2I’. Furthermore,
all the spin‘~structures of M are obtained by restrictions from X. Spin¢(M) is an
H —torsor, compatible with the restriction and the projection L’ — H . The canonical
Spin€ —structure Oc,, of M 1is the restriction of Gcyy.

We denote the Seiberg—Witten invariant by sto: Spin®(M) — Q, o > sto,.
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2.2 Motivation: stu, (M) as the constant term of a ‘combinatorial Hilbert
series’

Consider the multivariable Taylor expansion Z(t) =) pl/tl " at the origin of
(2.2.1) [Ja—tE0)%2,
vey

where for any /' =) [, E, € L' we write t! = I, tll,” and &, is the valency of v

as above. This lives in Z[L'], the submodule of formal power series Z[t=/1H] in
. +1/|H|

variables {t, t-

2.2.2 Theorem (Némethi [37]) Fix some !’ € L'. Assume that for any v € V the

E* —coordinate of |’ is larger than or equal to —(E2 + 1). Then

(K 4212+ V|
8 9

(2.2.3) Y DUl = SO g, (M) —
leL,l#0

where * denotes the torsor action of H on Spin(M). In particular,
K2+ V)|
8

appears as the constant term of a ‘combinatorial multivariable Hilbert polynomial’ (the
right-hand side of (2.2.3)).

_5m[—l’]*acan (M) -

Since Z(t) is supported on the Lipman cone, by (2.1.4) the sum (2.2.3) is finite.

Note also that the series Z(t) decomposes into several series indexed by elements
of H. Indeed, Z(t) = ), Z(t), where Z(t) = Zl/|[l/]=h pl/tl/. The identity
(2.2.3) involves only Z;/).

In fact, the above topological Theorem 2.2.2 was motivated by a similar theorem which
targets the analytic invariants of the singularity. In order to have a complete picture and
possibility to interpret the subsequent results via analytic invariants, we recall briefly
this setup as well.

2.3 The analytic motivation: Multivariable Hilbert series of divisorial
filtrations

One of the strongest analytic invariants of (X, 0) is its equivariant divisorial Hilbert
series H(t). This is defined as follows; for more details see Némethi [39; 36].

Fix a resolution 7 of (X, 0) as in Section 2.1, let ¢: (¥, 0) — (X, 0) be the universal
abelian cover of (X, 0) with Galois group H = H{(M,Z), ny: Y — Y the normalized
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pullback of 7 by ¢, and ¢: Y — X the morphism which covers ¢. Then Oy, inherits
the divisorial multifiltration:

F('):={f € Oy, | div(f omy) =" (1)}

Let h(!") be the dimension of the 0([/'])—eigenspace of Oy,,/F(I"). Then the equi-
variant divisorial Hilbert series is

Hi)= > b et =3 p" e ZIL],

I'=Y"1,EyeL’ el

In H(t) the exponents !’ of the terms ¢! reflect the L’/ L ~ H eigenspace decom-
position too. For example, ) ;< h(/ )t! corresponds to the H —invariants, hence it is
the Hilbert series of Oy , associated with the 71 (0)—divisorial multifiltration; see
eg Cutkosky, Herzog and Reguera [18], Campillo, Delgado and Gusein-Zade [15].

If / is in the special ‘Kodaira vanishing zone’ /’ € —K + &', then by vanishing (of a
certain first cohomology), and by Riemann—Roch, one obtains (see Némethi [39]) that
the expression

(K 4212+ |V
8

depends only on the class [I'] € L'/L of I’. The key bridge connecting H(t) with
the topology of the link and with I" is done by the series; cf Campillo, Delgado and
Gusein-Zade [15; 25], Némethi [36; 39]:

Pt)=-H@)-[[a -1, ezZ[L]

(2.3.1) h(!") +

Moreover, this identity can be ‘inverted’; cf [39, (3.2.6)]:

h(l") = Z Drr+1, Wwhere P(t) = Z ot

leL,l#0 k4
P is supported on &', cf [39, (3.2.2)], hence the sum is finite; cf (2.1.4). In particular,

(K 4212+ V|
8

(2.3.2) > Pr4s = —consti_)—
leL,l#0

for any /" € —K + &', where const_;;; depends only on the class [-/'] of —/’. The
right-hand side can be interpreted as a ‘multivariable Hilbert polynomial’ of degree 2
associated with the series #(t), or with P(z). Its constant term is the (normalized)
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equivariant geometric genera of the universal abelian cover Y, that is (cf [39])

(K +2r)* + |V
5 :

The point is that the topological candidate of P(t) is exactly Z(t) from the previous
subsection; they agree for several singularities; see eg [25], [36] and [39]. The identifica-
tion of their constant terms (for ‘nice’ analytic structures) is the subject of the ‘Seiberg—
Witten invariant conjecture’; cf Némethi and Nicolaescu [40], Némethi [31; 34]. Hence,
when P(t) = Z(t), then const_;] = $0[_;«e,,, (M) too, and (2.3.3) creates the
bridge between the combinatorial/topological Seiberg—Witten theory and the analytic
counterpart. The identity P(t) = Z() is valid eg for splice quotient singularities [39],
which include all the rational singularities (when the links M are L—spaces), minimally
elliptic singularities, or weighted homogeneous singularities.

(2.3.3) dim(H" (Y, O5)gny) = —constj_,,] —

3 Equivariant multivariable Ehrhart theory

3.1 Preparatory results on Ehrhart theory

In this section we generalize the classical Ehrhart theory to the equivariant multivariable
version, involving nonconvex polytopes, which will fit with our comparison with the
equivariant multivariable series provided by plumbing graphs.

Let us start with a d —dimensional rational lattice X C Q¢ and a group homomorphism
p: X — $ to a finite abelian group $. We consider a rational vector-dilated polytope
with parameter I = (I4,...,1,;), I, € Z™v,

.
(3.1.1) PO =P, where PM) ={x eR?| dyx <1},

v=1

where A, is an integral m, x d matrix. If {4, 3;}1; and {/, »}, are the entries of

Ay and [, then for any A = 1,...,m, the inequality A,x <[, in (3.1.1) reads as
d

Yim1 Xidypi <y

We will vary the parameter / in some ‘chambers’ (described below for the needed
cases) such that the polytopes P @) remain combinatorially stable (or preserve their
combinatorial type) when I runs in the same chamber. This means that their face lattices
are isomorphic. (This implies that they are connected by homeomorphisms, which
preserve the stratification of the faces.) We also suppose that P) is homeomorphic to
a d—dimensional manifold. Denote the set of all closed facets of P¢) by F and let T°
be a subset of F, such that (_J Fer F @) is homeomorphic to a (d — 1)-manifold.
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Then we have the following generalization to the equivariant version of results of
Stanley [58], McMullen [29] and Beck [4; 5].

3.1.2 Theorem Forany h € $ and T C F let

(3.1.3) Ly(A, T, 1) := cardinality of ((P(’)\ U F(’)) N p_l(h)).

FDeT

(a) If I moves in some region in such a way that P!) stays combinatorially stable
then the expression L;,(A, T, 1) is a quasipolynomial in | € Z2"v .

(b) For a fixed combinatorial type of P () and for a fixed T , the quasipolynomials
Lyp(A, T, 1) and L_p(A,F \ T,I) satisfy the Ehrhart—MacDonald—Stanley
reciprocity law

(3.1.4) Eh(A’Tvl) = (_l)d 'E—h(AaJr\Tal)lrepIacel by —I -

To avoid any confusion regarding the expression of (3.1.4) we note: the two quasipoly-
nomials in (3.1.4) are associated with that domain of definition (chamber) which corre-
sponds to the fixed combinatorial type. Usually for —I the combinatorial type of P() is
different, hence the right-hand side of (3.1.4) need not equal (—1)@-L_p(A, F\T,—1).
This last expression is the value at —/ of the quasipolynomial associated with the
chamber which contains —/.

For a reformulation of the above identity (3.1.4) in terms of the fixed chamber see
Theorem 4.3.9(c).

Proof The statements for 5 = 0 are identical with those of Beck from [5]. Part (a)
above for arbitrary $) can be proved identically as in [S5] applied for the situation when
the parameters / run in an overlattice of ZX™v instead of ZX"v Equivalently, one
can apply Clauss and Loechner [17], which considers the nonequivariant case, but the
integral parameters / of Beck are replaced by rational affine parameters.

For the convenience of the reader we provide the proof. First we notice that via
standard additivity formulae, cf [5, Section 2], it is enough to prove the statement for
each convex Pélv). But, considering PISIU) and K :=ker(p), for any r € X one has
the isomorphism

{xeK+r|Ayx <y} ={ye K| Ayy <l,— Ayr}.

Hence [17, Theorem 2] (or [5] for an overlattice of ZZ’””) can be applied, which
shows (a). Next, part (b) can also be reduced to [5]. Indeed, we can reduce the
discussion again to Plflv). We drop the index v, we choose rj € X with p(ry) =h,
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and we fix some /. Then for x € K £ r; with Ax <[y we take y := x Fry and
k .= ly F Ary, which satisfy y € K and Ay < k. Therefore, using [5] for this
polytope, we obtain

Lh(A, T, lo) = Lo(A, T, k) = (=) - Lo(A, F\ T, k) |replace k by —k
= (=D Ly (A, F\ T, 10)replace Iy by —Io»

where the second and the third term is associated with the lattice K. O

3.1.5 Definition The quasipolynomial £;(A,7 1) considered in Theorem 3.1.2, as-
sociated with a fixed combinatorial type of PO s called the equivariant multivariable
quasipolynomial associated with the corresponding data.

If we vary / in Z2X™v (hence we allow the variation of the combinatorial type) we
obtain the equivariant multivariable piecewise quasipolynomial Ly(A, T, 1) (see also
Theorem 4.3.9 and Corollary 4.3.11 below).

3.1.6 Remark Parallel to the collection {Lj}; defined in (3.1.3) one can consider
their Fourier transforms as well: for any character £ € $§ = Hom($), S'), one defines

(3.1.7) Le(A, T, 1) = > £ (p(x)),

xePO\U )y FO
which satisfies Lg = ), Ly, -E7Y(h), and |9 - Ly = > ¢ Le - &(h). Hence, the
above properties of £, can be obtained from similar properties of L¢ as well. Hence,
Theorem 3.1.2 can be deduced from Brion and Vergne [12, Section 4.3] too.

3.1.8 Remark In the sequel we will not consider polytopes with this high generality:
our polytopes will be special ones associated with the denominators of type [ [; (1—¢%)
of multivariable rational functions, or their Taylor series. In order to avoid unnecessary
technical details, the stability of the combinatorial type of P¢), and the corresponding
chamber decomposition of RX™v will also be treated for this special polytopes; see
Section 4.3.7.

4 Multivariable rational functions and their periodic
constants

4.1 Historical remark: the one-variable case [43, 3.9; 50, 4.8(1)]

Let S(t) =) ;>0 c1t! € Z[[t] be a formal power series. Suppose that for some positive
integer p, the expression Zfﬁ;lcl is a polynomial P,(n) in the variable n. Then
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the constant term P,(0) of P,(n) is independent of the ‘period” p. We call P,(0)
the periodic constant of S and denote it by pc(S). For example, if / — Q(/) is a
quasipolynomial and S() := ) ;5 O()t!, then one can take for p the period of Q,
and one shows that pc(}_;>, o)y =o.

Assume that S(¢) is the Hilbert series associated with a graded algebra/vector space
A=EP;>( A; (ie c; =dim A;), and the series S admits a Hilbert quasipolynomial Q(/)
(that is, ¢; = Q(/) for / > 0). Since the periodic constant of ) ; Q(/ )t! is zero,
the periodic constant of S(#) measures exactly the difference between S(¢) and its
‘regularized series’ Sieg(?) 1= ) ;>0 O(Dt'. Thatis: pe(S) = (S — Sreg)(1) collecting
all the anomalies of the starting elements of S'.

Note that Sy, (7) can be represented by a rational function of negative degree with
denominator of type A(¢) =[];(1—¢%), and S(#)—Sre(¢) is a polynomial. Conversely,
one has the following reinterpretation of the periodic constant; see Braun and Néme-
thi[11,7.0.2]. If ), ¢;¢! is arational function B(¢)/A(r) with A(t) = [1;(1—2%), and
one rewrites itas C(t)+ D(t)/A(¢) with C and D polynomials and D(¢)/A(t) of nega-
tive degree, then pc(S) = C(1). From this fact one also gets that pc(S(7)) = pe(S(V))
forany N € Z~o. We will refer to C(¢) as the polynomial part of S'.

As an example, consider a subset S C Zx( with finite complement. Then S(z) =
> sest® rewritten is 1/(1 —1) =3 (gst®, hence pc(S) = —#(Z>o \ S). In partic-
ular, if S is the semigroup of a local irreducible complex plane curve singularity,
then — pc(.S) is the delta invariant of that germ. Our study below includes the general-
ization of this fact to surface singularities.

4.2 The setup for the multivariable generalization

4.2.1 We wish to extend the definition of the periodic constant to the case of Taylor
expansions at the origin of multivariable rational functions of type

dk=1 et Or
M= (1= 1a0)
Let us explain the notation. Let L be a lattice of rank s with fixed bases {Ey}; _, -
Let L' be an overlattice of it with same rank, L C L' C L ® Q with |L'/L| = 0.
Then, in (4.2.2), {b};_,.{ai}_, € L' and for any I’ = 3, [, E, € L' we write
t! = tf‘ ... 1" . We also assume that all the coordinates a; . of a; are strict positive.

(4.2.2) ft) = (i € 7).

Hence, in general, the coefficients /], are not integral, and the Laurent expansion 7'f (¢)
of f(t) at the origin is

Tr@) =Y ppt" €2t P = 2 R,
1’
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We also consider the natural partial ordering of L ® Q (defined as in Section 2.1). If
all vectors by >0 then Tf(¢) isin ) prt!’ € Z[t/°]. Sometimes we will not make
difference between f and T'f.

4.2.3 This will be extended to the following equivariant case. We fix a finite abelian
group G, and for each g € G a series (or rational function) 7'f; € Z[t/*][¢~"/?] as in
Section 4.2.1, and we set

Tre() =Y Tfe(t)-[g] € Z[t'*][e~'°)[G].
geCG
In some cases this equivariant extension is given automatically in the context of
Section 4.2.1. Indeed, if in Section 4.2.1 we set H := L’/ L, and for

(4.2.4) T = Zpl/tl/ we define Ty := Z pl/tl’,
I [I']=h

we obtain a decomposition of T'f as asum Y, Tf;, € Z[t'/?][t~'/?]|[H] (with d =
|H).

In our cases we always start with this group L'/L = H (hence f determines its
decomposition ), f3). Nevertheless, some alterations will appear. First, we might
consider the nonequivariant case, hence we can forget the decomposition over H.
Another case appears as follows. In order to simplify the rational function we will
eliminate some of its variables (eg, we substitute #; = 1 for certain indices i), or
we restrict f* to a linear subspace V. Then, after this substitution, the restricted
function f'[;,—; will not determine anymore the restrictions (f3)|;,;=1 of the ‘old’
components f},. That is, the new pair of lattices (Ly, L},) = (LNV, L'NV) and the
‘old group” H = L’/ L become rather independent. In such cases we will keep the old
group H = L’/ L (and the ‘old’ decomposition f;) without asking any compatibility
with L, /Ly .

4.2.5 Since all the coordinates a; , of a; are strict positive, forany 7/ (¢) =) pl/tl '
we get a well defined counting function of the coefficients,

' QU= p.
l//zl/

If Tf =), Tfy. then each T'f}, determines a counting function Qj, defined in the
same way.

If H=L'/L and Tf decomposes into ) _; Tf;, under the law from (4.2.4), then

(4.2.6) > =) Qn)].

AU heH
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The definitions are motivated by formulae (2.2.3) and (2.3.2). The functions Q (/')
will be studied in the next subsections via Ehrhart theory.

4.3 Ehrhart quasipolynomials associated with denominators of rational
functions

First we consider the case d > 0, the special case d = 0 will be treated in Section 4.3.19.

4.3.1 The polytope associated with {a; }:.’=1 In order to run the Ehrhart theory we
have first to fix the lattice X and the representation p: X — $; cf Section 3. First, set
X =79 and a: X — L' given by a(x) = Z;jzl x;ia; € L. In the sequel we consider
two possibilities for (£, p) which basically will cover all the cases we wish to study
(equivariant/nonequivariant cases combined with situations before or after the reduction
of variables, see the comment in Section 4.2.3):

(@) H=H=1L'/L and p is the composition X BNy SRR L'/L
b) H=0and p=0

This choice has an effect on the equivariant decomposition f¢ =" g Jelg]of f too. In
case (a) usually we have G = H and the decomposition is given by (4.2.4). In case (b)
we can take either G = 0 (this can happen eg when we forget the decomposition in
case (a), and we sum up all the components), or we can take any G (by specifying
each fg). In this latter case each fixed f, behaves like a function in the nonequivariant
case G = 0, hence can be treated in the same way.

Since the case (b) follows from case (a) (by forgetting the extra information from £)),
in the sequel we provide the details for case (a). Hence let us assume =G = L’/ L.

Consider the matrix A with column vectors | H |a; and write A, for its rows. Then
the construction of (3.1.1) can be repeated (eventually completing each 4, to assure
the inequalities x; > 0 as well). For / € ), [, Ey, € L consider

N
“32)  Pli= {x € (Rx)? | HI-Y . xiai < 1,,} and P<:= | Py
i v=1

The closure P, of P, is a dilated convex (simplicial) polytope depending on the
one-dimensional parameter /,,. Moreover, P is described via the partial ordering of
LR astheset {/ | ; x;a; #!/|H|}. Since L' C L/|H|, we can restrict ourself to
the lattice L’ (preserving all the general results of Section 3). Hence for any /' € L’
we set

433) P .= {x € (Rzo)d ‘ Zx,-ai # l/}, PY) = closure of (P(l/)’q).
i

Geometry & Topology, Volume 18 (2014)



732 T Ldszlo and A Némethi

The combinatorial type of P might vary with /’. Nevertheless, by definition, the
facets will be grouped for all different combinatorial types by the same principle: we
consider the coordinate facets F; := PY) N{x; =0}, 1 <i < d, and we denote
by 7 the collection of all other facets. Hence P-4 P(l/) \Urrer F (). The
construction is motivated by the summation from (2.2.3) (although in the general
statements the choice of 7 is irrelevant).

Then Theorem 2.2.2 and Section 4.1 lead to the next counting function defined in the
group ring Z[H] of H:

(4.3.4) LA T )= Y Ly(A.T.0)-[h]:=)_1-[I"| e Z[H].
heH

where the last sum runs over /” € (PY)\ Uraner FynL =p@<np.

The corresponding nonequivariant counting function, corresponding to G = 0, is
denoted by

Loo(A. T 1) =Y Ly(A4.T.I')€Z.
heH

Similarly, we set £L¢(A4, F\ T,!’) too. For both of them Theorem 3.1.2 applies.

By the very construction, we have the following identity. Consider the equivariant
Taylor expansion at the origin of the function determined by the denominator of f,
namely

. ]
435) Fe(t) = . TF() = ! 1" e Z[e V[ H).
[T, (1 —[a]ee) ; "

Note that since all the { E, }—coefficients of each a; are strict positive, for any /' € L’
the set {{” | p;» # 0, I” # I’} is finite. Then, by the above construction,

(4.3.6) > P =LAT.T).
l//Zl/

4.3.7 Combinatorial types, chambers Next, we wish to make precise the combina-
torial stability condition. The result of Sturmfels [59], Brion and Vergne [12], Clauss
and Loechner [17] and Szenes and Vergne [60] implies that £¢ from (4.3.6) (that is, each
Ly) is a piecewise quasipolynomial on L’: the parameter space L ® R decomposes
into several chambers, the restriction of £¢ on each chamber is a quasipolynomial and
L€ is continuous. The chambers are described as follows.
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Notice that the combinatorial type of PY ) in (4.3.3) vary in the same way as the
closure of its convex complement in R‘éo, namely

(43.8) {x € (Rsg)? ) T 1’},

since both are determined by their common boundary 7. The inequalities of (4.3.8)
can be viewed as a vector partition y_; x;a; + Y, yo(—Ey) =1’, with x; > 0 and
yy = 0. Hence, according to the above references, we have the following chamber
decomposition of L Q R.

Let M be the matrix with column vectors {ai}l‘?;l and {—Ey};_,. A subset o of
indices of columns is called basis if the corresponding columns form a basis of L @ R;
in this case we write Cone(M, ) for the positive closed cone generated by them. Then
the chamber decomposition is the polyhedral subdivision of L ® R provided by the
common refinement of the cones Cone(My), where o runs all over the basis. A
chamber is a closed cone of the subdivision whose interior is nonempty. Usually we
denote them by C, let their index set (collection) be €.

We will need the associated disjoint decomposition of L ® R with relative open cones
as well. A typical element of this disjoint decomposition is the relative interior of an
intersection of type (oo C, Where € runs over the subsets of €. For these cones we
use the notation Coyp.

Each chamber C determines an open cone, namely its interior. And, conversely, each
top dimensional open cone determines a chamber C, namely its closure.

The next theorem is the direct consequence of Brion and Vergne [12, 4.4], Szenes and
Vergne [60, 0.2] and 3.1.2 using the additivity of the Ehrhart quasipolynomial on the
suitable convex parts of P¢ ). (We state it for our specific facet-collection 7, the case
which will be used later, but it is true for any other facet-decomposition of the boundary
whenever |Jpaner F @ is homeomorphic to a (d — 1)-manifold.)

4.3.9 Theorem (a) For each relative open cone Cop of L ® R, P ) is combi-
natorially stable, that is, the polytopes {P(l/)}pecop have the same combinatorial
type. Therefore, for any fixed h € H, the restrictions E%OP (A,7T) and Ei“v (A4, F\T)
to Cop of Ly(A,T) and Ly, (A, F \ T) respectively are quasipolynomials.

(b) These quasipolynomials have a continuous extension to the closure of C,,. Namely,
if C(’)p is in the closure of Cy, then /Jgép (A, T) is the restriction to C(’)p of the (abstract)
quasipolynomial L'iop (A,7T). (Similarly for L'i@ (A4, F\T).)
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Specifically, for any chamber C there is a well defined quasipolynomial £,CI(A, T),
defined as EiOP (A,T), where Cop is the interior of C, which equals L, (A,T) for all
points of C.

This also shows that for any two chambers C1 and C, one has the continuity property

(4.3.10) LA Dleines = L52(A4, Dle,nes-

(c) E(;; (A,7T) and £ n (A, F\T), as abstract quasipolynomials associated with a
fixed chamber C, satisfy the reciprocity

LEA,T )= (=D)L, (A, F\T, 1.

We have the following consequences regarding the counting function !’ +— Qp(1")
of f¢(t) defined in (4.2.6):

4.3.11 Corollary (a) Qy is a piecewise quasipolynomial. Indeed, for any h € H
and " e L’

(4.3.12) ol = Ztk'ﬁh—[bk](A’Tv " —by).
k

In particular, the right-hand side of (4.3.12) is independent of the representation of
S as in (4.2.2) (that is, of the choice of {by,a;} ; ), it depends only on the rational
function f.

(b) Fix a chamber C of L ® R, cf Theorem 4.3.9, and for any h € H define the
quasipolynomial

(4.3.13) Q51 :="Y 1+ Ly (AT 1" = by).
k

Then the restriction of Qp(I") to (4 (bg + C) is a quasipolynomial, namely

(43.14) 041"y = 05" on (b +0).
k

Moreover, there exists [, € C such that [}, +C C (. (bg +C).
(Warning: Eg—[bk](A’T’ I"—by) # Lp—p,1(A.T,I'"—by) unless I' —[br] € C.)

(c) For any fixed h € H, the quasipolynomial Q% (") satisfies the following property:
Forany I’ € L" with [I'| = h, and any ¢q € O (the semiopen unit cube), one has

(4.3.15) 051" = 05" - q).
In particular, by taking I’ = q = ry,:
(4.3.16) 05 (r) = 05,(0)

Geometry & Topology, Volume 18 (2014)



Ehrhart theory and Seiberg—Witten invariants 735

Proof For (a) use (4.3.3) and the fact that by + Y x;a; # I’ if and only if > x;a; #
" — by . Since the coefficients of the Taylor expansion depend only on f, the second
sentence follows too.

For (b) use part (a) and the fact that C N ("), (bx +C) contains a set of type /;, + C.

For (c) consider those values /’ in some /], 4+ C for which all elements of type /' — by,
and /" — g — by are in C. For these values [’, (4.3.15) follows from the identity
P p=t(h) = PU=9:9n p=1(h) whenever [I'] = h. This is true since for any /"
with [[”] =[l], I” = I is equivalent with /" >[I —¢. Indeed, taking y =" — /', this
reads as follows: for any y € L, y > 0 if and only if y > —¢.

Now, if two quasipolynomials agree on /; + C then they are equal. |

4.3.17 Remark Thanks to Szenes and Vergne [60, Theorem 0.2], the continuity
property (4.3.10) has the following extension (coincidence of the quasipolynomials on
neighboring strips). Set 0(A4) := ) [0, 1)a;. Then for any two chambers C; and C,,
and S := (—=0O(A4) +C;) N (=0(A4) +C3)

(4.3.18) LA, s = L32(4,T)ls.

4.3.19 The d = 0 case All the above properties can be extended for d = 0 as
well. Although the polytope constructed in (4.3.3) does not exist, we can look at the
polynomial f(t) =), thbk itself. Then using the notation of (4.2.6) we set

ST onn =" pr-l"1= D wlbkl.
heH 17#U tk|bi 217}

Moreover, we have the chamber decomposition of L ® R defined by {—E,}j_, via
the same principle as above. This means two chambers: Cy := R>o{(—E}) and Cy, the
closure of the complement of Co in R*. Then Q4 (!") = > b, 1=n3 t o0 (g (bx+C1)
and 0 on (" (bx +Co).

4.4 The definition of the multivariable equivariant periodic constant of a
rational function

We consider the situation of Sections 4.2.1 and 4.3.1(a). For each 4 € H define r;, € L’
as in Section 2.1.

4.4.1 Definition Let KX C L’ ® R be a closed real cone whose affine closure aff(K)
has positive dimension. For any 1 € H we assume that there exist

e [LeEK,
e asublattice L C L of finite index,
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e a quasipolynomial /” — Q # (1), defined on LN aff(XC) such that

(4.4.2) 0n(1") = 0p(I") forany LnN(.+K).

Then we define the equivariant periodic constant of f associated with /C by

(4.4.3) pe () =" pei (f)-[h]:= D 04(0)-[h] € Z[H],

heH heH

and we say that f* admits a periodic constant in K. (Sometimes we will use the same
notation for the real cone K and for its lattice points XN L' in L’.)

4.4.4 Remark The above definition is independent of the choice of the sublattice L:
it can be replaced by any sublattice of finite index. The advantage of such sublattices is
that convenient restrictions of Qj might have nicer forms which are easier to compute.
The choice of L corresponds to the choice of p in Section 4.1, and it is responsible
for the name ‘periodic’ in the name of pc® X ( f).

4.4.5 Proposition (a) Consider the chamber decomposition of L ® R given by the
denominator [ [;(1—t%) of f asin Theorem 4.3.9. Then f admits a periodic constant
in each chamber C and

(4.4.6) pch (f) = 05 (rp) = 05(0).

(b) Iftwo functions f and f, admit periodic constant in some cone K, then the same
is true for a1 f1 + a5 f> and

pc(ay fi +aafo) = a1 p (f1) a2 p(f2) (1,02 € C).

(c) If f admits periodic constants in two (top dimensional) cones Ky and K,, and
the interior int(K; N /C,) of the intersection Ky N K, is nonempty, then pc™1 (f) =

pc’2(f).

In particular, if {C;};=1, are two chambers as in (a), and f admits a periodic constant
in K, and int(C; N K) # @ (i =1,2), then pc®1 (f) = pc©2(f).

Proof For (a) use Corollary 4.3.11; (b) is clear. For (c) we can assume that X, C K;
(by considering KC; and Ky N KC,). Then if Qy is quasipolynomial on / { + Ky (with
11 € Ky), then (/] + K2) N K, contains a set of type /5 4+ Ky with [, € K, on which
one can take the restriction of the previous quasipolynomial. a
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4.4.7 Remark Note that in the rational presentation of f we might assume that
a; € L for all i. Indeed, take 0; € Z~¢ such that o;a; € L, and amplify the fraction
by [[;(1 —¢%%)/(1 —¢%). Therefore, for each & we can write f;(t) in the form

b
[1;(1—za)
where a;, by, € L, hence f,(t)/t" € Z[t][t~!]. Then if we consider the nonequivariant

periodic constant pc© of f,(£)/t", (4.2.6), (4.3.14) and (4.4.6) imply that pc§ (£ (¢)) =
pcC(f,(t)/t™) for all chambers C associated with {a;};.

Sh@) =" -
k

4.4.8 Example Assume that L = L’ = Z and K = R, and consider S(¢) as in
Section 4.1. If S(¢) admits a periodic constant in K, then pc’(S) = pc(S), where
pc(S) is the periodic constant defined in Section 4.1.

4.4.9 Example (The d =0 case) (a) Assume that f(t) =) ;_, et Using
Section 4.3.19 (and its notation), we have both pc®Co(f) = 0 and pc®C1(f) =

> k=1 tlbrl € Z[H].

(b) Assume that the rank is s = 2 and f(f) = ¢?/(1 — t9), with both entries
(ay,ay) of a positive. We assume that a € L while b € L’. Again, for h # [b] the
counting function, hence its periodic constant too, is zero. Assume /1 = [b], and write
b = (b1, by). Then the denominator provides three chambers: Cy := Z>o(—E1, —E3),
C1:=Z>o{a,—E;), Cy:=Zx>¢(a,—Eq). Then the three quasipolynomials for 1/(1—
1) are L0 =0, Lfi(n1.n3) = [nifaq] hence pefo(/) = 0. pefi(f) = [~bi/ai
(i=1,2).In partlcular pc;, ¢(f), in general, depends on the choice of C.

(c) Assumethat L=L"and f(t)= (Zf" té’z)/((l—zl 12)(1—t13)). Then the chambers
associated with the denominator are: Co:=Rx>o(—E1, —E3), C2:=Rxso(—E1, (1, 1)),
C:=Rx>0{((1,1),(2,1)) and C; :=R>¢((2,1),—E>,). Then, by a computation,

£ =0,
2
Q) =2 +2
L7211, 1) 5 2,
(4.4.10) 2 :
Ec(ll,lz)_—l 12+—1—1112,

12 Iy, 1+ (=Dh!
L0114, 1) = _1 31 %

Hence, by Proposition 4.4.5 and (4.3.13), one has pc®* () = L (=by, —b»).
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4.4.11 Example (Normal affine monoids) Consider the following objects (compare
with Section 4.2.1): a lattice L with fixed bases {£ v}g=1 (hence s = d) and with
induced partial ordering <, L’ C L ®Q an overlattice with finite abelian quotient H :=
L'/ L and projection p: L’ — H . Furthermore, let {a,-}l‘."=1 be linearly independent
vectors in L’ with all their { E, }—coordinates positive. Let K be the positive real cone
generated by the vectors {a;};, and consider the Hilbert series of /,

fy= > +"

l’'eKnNL’

Since K depends only on the rays generated by the vectors a;, we can assume that
a; € L forall i.

Set [(A) = Z;j:l[o, 1)a; as above, and consider the monoid M = Z>¢(a;); cf eg
Bruns and Gubeladze [13, 2.C]. Then the normal affine monoid X N L’ is a module
over M and if we set B :=[1(A) N L', [13, Proposition 2.43] implies that

KNnL = |_|b+M.
beB

In particular, f(t) equals ) ,cp th/ ]_[?:1 (1 —¢%) and has the form considered in
Section 4.2.

If the rank d is > 3 then X usually is cut in more chambers. Indeed, take eg d = 3,
ai = (1,1,1) + E; for i = 1,2,3. Then K is cut in its barycentric subdivision.
Nevertheless, if d =2 then K consists of a unique chamber and f admits a periodic
constant in /. Indeed, one has the following.

4.4.12 Lemma Ifd =2 then pc(f) =0 forallh e H.

Proof It is elementary to see that /C is one of the chambers (use the construc-
tion from Section 4.3.7). Take B = {by}x, and write [ = > ; fx, where f; =
tP% /(1 —#21)(1 — t92). The only relevant classes s € H are given by {[b;] | b; € B},
otherwise already the Ehrhart quasipolynomials are zero (since a; € L). Fix such a class
h=1b;]. Let L{(T) be the quasipolynomial associated with the chamber & and the de-
nominator of f. Then, by (4.4.6) and (4.3.13), pch’C(fk) = Lf%i —b,](T, —bx). This, by
the Reciprocity Law 4.3.9(c), equals Ef% o—bi1F \T, by). Again, since the denominator
isaseries in L, for [by —b;] # 0 the series is zero; so we may assume [b; —b;] = 0. But,
since by € K, the value L”OC (F\T,by) of the quasipolynomial carries its geometric
meaning, it is the cardinality of the set {m = nia; +nza |ny >0, ny >0, m # by }.
But since for any such m one has m > a; + a, > by, contradicting m # by, this set is
empty. o
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4.4.13 Example (General affine monoids of rank d = 2) Consider the situation of
Example 4.4.11 with d =2, and let N be a submonoid of N = K N L’ of rank 2, and
we also assume that N is the normalization of N. Set

f)y:=> 1"
l’'eN
Then f(t) is again of type (4.2.2). Indeed, by Bruns and Gubeladze [13, Proposi-
tion 2.35], N \N is a union of a finite family of sets of type (I) b € N,or D) b+ZLa;,

where be N, £ € Z>o, i =1 or 2. Obviously, two sets of type (II) with different
i —values might have an intersection point of type (I). In particular,

tbil tbj.z b
fo=>y 1" Z — —Z s +Xk:(iz k).
j

eN

Note that the periodic constant of the first sum is zero by Lemma 4.4.12, and the
others can easily be computed (even with closed formulae) via Example 4.4.9, parts (a)
and (b).

The computation shows that the periodic constant carries information about the failure
of normality of N (compare with the delta invariant computation from the end of
Section 4.1).

The situation is similar when we consider a semigroup of N , that is, when we eliminate
the neutral element of the above N (or, when we consider a module over the submonoid
N CN).

4.4.14 Example (Reduction of variables) The next statement is an example when
the number of variables of the function f can be reduced in the procedure of the
periodic constant computation. (For another reduction result, see Reduction Theorem
5.4.2.) For simplicity we assume L' = L.

4.4.15 Proposition Let f(t) = tb/]_[?L1 (1—¢%) and assume b= 5 _, by Ey €C,
where C is a chamber associated with the denominator.

We consider the subset Pos := {v | by, > 0} with cardinality p, and the projection
R* — RP, defined by (ry); _; +> (rv)vepos and denoted by v > v, Accordingly, we
set a new function

N
b

l—[?’—l(l _Zaj)

in p variables, and a new chamber CT := R>0({w }j), where w; are the generators of
C =Rxo({w;};). Then pcC(f) =peC ().

)=
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Proof This is a direct application of Theorem 3.1.2(b). Indeed, by the Ehrhart—
MacDonald-Stanley reciprocity law, we get pcC(f) = £5(4,, T.—b) = (—=1)4 -
LE(A, F\T,b). Since b € C, by the very definition of £°(A, F \ T), this (modulo
the sign) equals the number of integral points of P®\ |z v ®) - R9 . But, if
v €Pos, ie by <0, thenin (3.1.1) Plgb”) has only nonpositive integral points. Therefore
we can omit these polytopes without affecting the periodic constant. Then, this fact
and bt e CT imply that pc® can be computed as (—l)dﬁcT At FI\NTT,b7). O

4.4.16 Remark Under the conditions of Proposition 4.4.15 we have the following
application of the statement from Remark 4.3.17 (based on Szenes and Vergne [60]):
Assume that b € 0(A) —C and b > 0. Then pcC(f) = 0. Indeed, pcC(f) =
LE(A, T, —b) = LD (A, T, —b), where C(—b) is a chamber containing —b. But
since —b <0 one gets LEP) (4, T, —b) = 0 by Proposition 4.4.15.

One of the key messages of the above examples (starting from 4.4.9) is the following:
‘if b is small compared with the «;, then the periodic constant is zero’ (compare with
Section 4.1 too).

4.5 The polynomial part of rational functions with d = s =2

In this case rank(L) = 2, and we have two vectors in the denominator of f, namely
ai = (aj1,ai2), 1 =1,2. We will order them in such a way that a, sits in the cone

of a; and E, that is,
a a
det( 11 1’2) <0.
az1 dz2

The chamber decomposition will be the following: Cy := R>o(—E1,—E»), Cy :=
R>o{—FE1,a1), C := Rx¢{ay,az) and C; := Rxo(az, —E,) (the index choice is
motivated by the formulae from Example 4.4.9(b)).

Our goal is to write any rational function (with denominator (1 —¢#%!)(1 —¢92)) as a
sum of fT(¢) and f~(t), such that '+ € Z[L'] (the ‘polynomial part of f), and
pc®C(f7) = 0. This is a generalization of the decomposition in the one-variable case
discussed in Section 4.1, and will be a major tool in the computation of the periodic
constant in Section 7 for graphs with two nodes. The specific form of the decomposition
is motivated by Examples 4.4.9(b) and 4.4.11.

As above, we set [1(A4) = [0, 1)a; +[0, 1)a, and for i = 1,2 we also consider the
strips
Ei:={b=(b1,b) e LRR|0=<b; <a,-,,-}.
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4.5.1 Theorem (1) Any function f(t) = (Y j—, tktbk)/ ]_[,-2=1(1 — t%) (with
Lk € Z) can be written as a sum f(t) = f(t) + f~(t), where

(a) [t () is afinite sum 3", xcptPt, with ky € Z and By € L',
(b) f(t) has the form
ZI’;:I tktb;( + Z:l;l Li,ltbi’l n Z?i] Li’ztb"sz
2 ¢4 1—t41 1 —¢a2
[Ti=:1 (1 —2%) t t

with by € L'NO(A) forall k, and b; j € L'"NE; foranyi and j = 1,2, and
Uestins i € L.

’

(4.5.2) () =

(2) Consider a sum
t t t
o) JrQl()Jer()
IR
where Q(t):= Y j—, ut’ with b}, € L' NO(A) forall k; Q;(t) = 1L, i ;b
with b; j € L' Ej forany i and j =1,2; and finally f € Z[L'] is a polynomial as
in part (a) above.

Then, if £(t) =0, then Q(t) = Q,(t) = 0,(t) = fT(t) =0.

In particular, the decomposition in part (1) is unique.

(4.5.3) () = + /1@,

(3) The periodic constant of f~(t) associated with the chamber C is zero. Hence, in
the decomposition (1) one also has pc®(f) = pc®C(f 1) = > e kelBel € Z[H].

Proof (1) Forevery by € L’ we have a (unique) by € L'N I:l(A) such that by —b; €
Zlay,az). Set Q(t) :=Y j—, 2P . Then f(t)— Q(t)/ ]_[1_1(1 —t%) is a sum of
terms of type tt (thrarthkaazr _ 1y ]_[l=1 (1 —¢%). This decomposes as a sum with
terms of type #¢/(1 —t%). Then for every such expression, there exists ¢; € E; such
that (¢€ —¢%) /(1 —t%) is as in (a).

(2) Part (2) is again elementary. First we show that Q(¢) = 0. Forany ' € L' N
O(A) consider By := b’ + Z{ay,a;). For any P(t) = Ztktcl/c write Pp/(t) =
ch €E, thc;» for its part supported on Ep/. This decomposition can be done for
0, Oy, O, and fT, hence for X (). Note that it is enough to prove (2) for such
X, (), for a fixed b’. Hence, we can assume that X (¢) is supported on some Ep/,
b’ € L'’ NO(A). Since Ep NO(A) = {b'}, in this case O(¢) = «t®. Multiplying
3(t) by ]_[iz:l(l —t%) and substituting £ =7, = 1 we get t = 0. Hence Q(¢) =0.

Next, consider the identity (1—2%2) Q1 (¢t)+(1—1%1)Q,(t) —i—]_[?:l (1—=t%)-fT(t)=0.
Since Zlt1,t,] is UFD and the polynomials 1 —#%! and 1 —¢%2 are relative primes,
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we get that 1 —¢% divides Q;(t). This together with the support assumption of Q;
implies Q; = 0.

(3) The vanishing of the periodic constant of the first fraction of f~ follows from
the proof of Lemma 4.4.12. The vanishing of pc®C of the other two fractions follows
from Example 4.4.9(b). For the last expression see Example 4.4.9(a). a

4.5.4 Remark (a) The first part of the proof provides an algorithm how one finds
the decomposition.

(b) Since pc®¢( f~) =0 by (3), the above decomposition f = f T+ £~ is well-suited
for computing the periodic constant of f associated with chamber C via f.

5 The case of rational functions associated with plumbing
graphs

5.1 A ‘classical’ connection between polytopes and gauge invariants (and
its limits)

In the literature of normal surface singularities there is a sequence of results which
connect the topology of the link with the number of lattice points in a certain polytope.
Here are some details.

The first step is based on the theory of hypersurface singularities with Newton non-
degenerate principal part; see eg Arnold, Gusein-Zade and Varchenko [1]. According
to this, for such a germ one defines the Newton polytope I'y; using the nontrivial
monomials of the defining equation of the germ, and one proves that several invariants
of the germ can be recovered from I'y;; see eg Braun and Némethi [10]. For example,
by a result of Merle and Teissier [30], the geometric genus pg equals the number
of lattice points in ((Zs¢)3 N I"y). The second step is provided by Laufer—Durfee
formula, which determines the signature of the Milnor fiber 0 as —8pg — K 2V
see Durfee [21]. Finally, there is a conjecture of Neumann and Wahl [47], formulated
for hypersurfaces with integral homology sphere links, and proved eg for Brieskorn,
suspension [47] and splice quotient (Némethi and Okuma [43]) singularities, according
to which /8 = A(M), the Casson invariant of the link. Therefore, if all these steps
run, eg in the Brieskorn case, then the Casson invariant of the link, normalized by
K? 4|V, can be expressed as the number of lattice points of a polytope associated
with the equation of the germ.

(For the computations of the lattice points in the case of simplicial polytopes in terms of
Dedekind sums, see eg Barvinok and Pommersheim [3], Beck [4], Beck and Robins [8],
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Diaz and Robins [19] and the citations therein; for its relation with the Riemann—Roch
formulae, see eg Capell and Shaneson [16], Kantor and Khovanskii [26], Pommer-
sheim [56] or literature of classical toric geometry; while for the relation of Dedekind
sums with the Casson invariant, see the classical book Lescop [27].)

The above correspondence has several deficiencies. First, even in simple cases, we do
not know how to extend the correspondence to the equivariant case (that is, how to
express the equivariant geometric genus from I'y; ). Second, the expected generalization,
the Seiberg—Witten invariant conjecture (see Section 2.3), which aims to identify
the Seiberg—Witten invariant of the link with pg (or o) is still open for Newton
nondegenerate germs. Finally, this family of germs is rather restrictive. (Additionally,
as a general fact about lattice point computations, in the literature there are very few
explicit formulae for the Ehrhart polynomial of nonsimplicial polyhedra.)

The present article defines another polytope, which carries an action of the group H,
and its Ehrhart invariants determine the Seiberg—Witten invariant in any case. It is not
described from the equations of the germ, but from its multivariable ‘zeta function’ Z(t).
Furthermore, the polytope is a union of several simplices, and those coefficients of the
Ehrhart polynomial which carry the information about the Seiberg—Witten invariant
will be determined.

5.2 The new construction: Applications of Section 4

Consider the topological setup of a surface singularity, as in Section 2.1. The lattice L
has a canonical basis {E,}yey corresponding to the vertices of the graph I'. We
investigate the periodic constant of the rational function Z(¢), defined in Section 2.2
from I'. Since Z(t) has the form (4.2.2), all the results of Section 4 can be applied. In
particular, if £ = {v € V| §, = 1} denotes the set of ends of the graph, then 4 has
column vectors a, = E; for v € £. Hence, the rank of the lattice/space where the
polytopes P¢) = U, Pu sitis d = |€|, and the convex polytopes { Py} are indexed
by V. Furthermore, the dilation parameter /” of the polytopes runs in a |V|-dimensional
space. In the sequel we will drop the symbol 4 from [,2 (A, T,0").

(The construction has some analogies with the construction of the splice quotient
singularities; cf Neumann and Wahl [48]: in that case the equations of the universal
abelian cover of the singularity are written in cH, together with an action of H.
Nevertheless, in the present situation, we are not obstructed with the semigroup and
congruence relations present in that theory.)

In this new construction, a crucial additional ingredient comes from singularity theory,
namely, Theorem 2.2.2 (in fact, this is the main starting point and motivation of the
whole approach). This, combined with facts from Section 4, gives the following.
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5.2.1 Corollary Let S = Sg be the (real) Lipman cone {x € RV | (x, E,) <0
for all v}.

(a) The rational function Z(t) admits a periodic constant in the cone S, which equals
the normalized Seiberg—Witten invariant

C(K+2m)* + V)
8

(5.2.2) pcy (Z) = — S0y (M).

(b) Consider the chamber decomposition associated with the denominator of Z(t) as
in Theorem 4.3.9, and let C be a chamber such that int(C NS) # &. Then Z(t) admits
a periodic constant in C, which equals both pcf (Z) (satisfying (5.2.2)) and also

(5.2.3) P Z) =D e Ly 1 (To=b) =Y i LG 1 n(F\ T b).
k k

In particular, pcg (Z) does not depend on the choice of C (under the above assumption).

Proof Write /' =1 +r; with [ € L in (2.2.3). Since we have dleLizo PU+l =
> 17#T. 1" =h P17 (a) follows from Theorem 2.2.2. For (b) use Corollary 4.3.11 and
Proposition 4.4.5. a

We note that the Lipman cone S can indeed be cut in several chambers (of the denomi-
nator of Z). This can happen even in the simple case of Brieskorn germs. Below we
provide such an example together with several exemplifying details of the construction.

5.2.4 Example (Lipman cone cut in several chambers) Consider the 3—manifold
Sil (T3 ,3) (where T 3 is the right-handed trefoil knot), or, equivalently, the link of
the hypersurface singularity z§ +z3 +z] = 0. Its plumbing graph I' and matrix —/ !
are:

Ey, Ey E3 42 21 14 6
-2 -7 S 211173
-1 1 =ls 7 s 2
E, « -3 6 3 21

where the row/column vectors of —/ ! are Eg, ET, E5 and E7 in the {E,} basis.
The polytopes defined in (3.1.1), or in (4.3.2), with parameter / = (lo, [, l»,13) C Z*,
sit in R3. Let uy,u,u3 be the basis of R3. Then the polytopes are the following
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convex closures:
P = conv(0, (Io/21)uy, (Io/ 14)u3, (lo/6)u3)
P = conv(0, (1 /1D)uy, (1 /Duz. (1 /3)u3)
P = conv(0. (1y/Tyur. (1a/5)uz. 12/ 2)us)
P = conv(0, (I3/3)uy. (I3 /2us. (I3 Du3)

Since E§ + &(—Ey) is in the interior of the (real) Lipman cone for 0 < ¢ < 1, we get
that the Lipman cone is cut in several chambers. The periodic constant can be computed
with any of them. In fact, by the continuity of the quasipolynomials associated with
the chambers, any quasipolynomial associated with a chamber which contains any ray
in the Lipman cone, even if it is situated at its boundary, provides the periodic constant.
One such degenerated polytope provided by a ray on the boundary of S is of special
interest. Namely, if we take / = AE§ € S for A > 0, then PY) = U13)=0 P is the
same as P(gl) = conv(0, 2Auy, 3Au,, 7Ausz). Moreover, if C is any chamber which
contains the ray R>o E¢ at its boundary, then for any / = AE} one has £L(A4,T,1) =
E(Po T,A), where the last is the classical Ehrhart polynomial of the tetrahedron
Po = conv(0, 2uy, 3u,, 7uz). Here we w1tness an add1t10na1 coincidence of Po with
the Newton polytope I'y; of the equation z1 + 22 + 23 .

We compute [,(130, T, M) as follows. From (2.3.2)—(2.3.3) and Corollary 4.3.11, we
get that

(5.2.5) x(AEy) + geometric genus of {212 + zg + zg =0}

= L(Po, T, 1) — L(Py, T, 2 —1).
Since this geometric genus is 1, and the free term of £(Py, 7T, 1) is zero (since
for A = 0 the zero polytope with boundary conditions contains no lattice point),
and —K =2Eq+ E| + E, + E3, we get that L(Py, T, 1) = 713 + 1012 +41. We
emphasize that a formula as in (5.2.5), realizing a bridge between the Riemann—Roch

expression x (supplemented with the geometric genus) and the Ehrhart polynomial of
the Newton diagram, was not known for Newton nondegenerate germs.

In the sequel we will provide several examples, when the Newton polytope is not even
defined.

5.3 Example: The case of lens spaces

5.3.1 As we will see in Reduction Theorem 5.4.2, the complexity of the problem
depends basically on the number of nodes of I'. In this subsection we treat the case
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when there are no nodes at all, that is M is a lens space. In this case the numerator of
the rational function f(¢) is 1, hence everything is described by the 2—dimensional
polytopes determined by the denominator. In the literature there are several results
about lens spaces fitting in the present program, here we collect the relevant ones
completing with the new interpretations. This subsection also serves as a preparatory
part, or model, for the study of chains of arbitrary graphs.

5.3.2 The setup Assume that the plumbing graph is

—ki  —k, —kg_1 —ks

° . “ee

with all k, > 2, and p/q is expressed via the (Hirzebruch, or negative) continued
fraction

(5.3.3) [kvo.. ksl =ky —1/(ka =1/(---=1/kg)--).

Then M is the lens space L(p,q). We also define ¢’ by ¢’¢q = 1 (mod p), and
0 < ¢’ < p. Furthermore, we set g, = [E}] € H. Then g5 generates H = Z,, and
any element of H can be written as agg for some 0 < a < p. Recall the definitions
of r, and sy, from Section 2.1 as well.

From the analytic point of view (X, 0) is a cyclic quotient singularity (C2,0)/Z P>

where the action is &€ * (x, y) = (§x,£9y) (here £ runs over p-roots of unity).

5.3.4 The Seiberg—Witten invariant Since (X, 0) is rational, in this case Z(t) =
P(t); cf Section 2.3. Moreover, in (2.3.3) H! (Oy) = 0, hence

(K+2rp)*+ V| K>+ |V
B 8 T8
On the other hand, in Némethi [33; 35] a similar formula is proved for the SW invariant:
one only has to replace in (5.3.5) x(r3) by x(sp). In particular, for lens spaces, and
for any & € H one has

(5.3.6) x(rp) = x(sp).

(Note that, in general, for other links, x(r) > x(s;) might happen; see Example 6.4.8.
Here, (5.3.6) follows from the vanishing of the geometric genus of the universal abelian
cover of (X, 0).)

(5.3.5) S0_pag,, (M) = + x(rp)-

In general, the coefficients of the representatives sgg, and rqg, (0 <a < p) are rather
complicated arithmetical expressions; for s5¢, see Némethi [33, 10.3] (where g is
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defined with opposite sign). The value x(sqg,) is computed in [33, 10.5.1] as

1— (jd
(5.3.7) X(Sag,) = a(z—pp) + {&}

j=1 F

For completeness of the discussion we also recall that K = ET + Ey — )" E, and
(5.3.8) (K2 +[V)/4=(p=1)/Cp)=3-5(g. p),
cf [33, 10.5], where s(gq, p) denotes the Dedekind sum

s(q.p) = g ((%)) ((%)) where ((x)) = {éx} —1/2 iii 2 HZ%‘\Z,

In particular, 5t _j44 (M) is determined via the formulae (5.3.5)—(5.3.8).

The nonequivariant picture looks as follows: ), st0_j4s = A, the Casson—Walker
invariant of M, hence (5.3.5) gives

h==p(K>+|V))/8+ X x(rn)-

This is compatible with (5.3.8) and formulae A(L(p, q))=p-s(q, p)/2 and ), x(rp)=
(p—1D/4—p-s(q, p); cf[33,10.8].

5.3.9 The polytope and its quasipolynomial We compare the above data with
Ehrhart theory. In this case Z(t) = (1 — tEik)_1 (1- tEg'k)_1 . The vectors a; = ET
and ay = E determine the polytopes P and a chamber decomposition.

For 1 <v <w <y let nyy denote the numerator of the continued fraction [ky, ..., ky]
(or, the determinant of the corresponding bamboo subgraph). For example, n{y = p,
nys =q and ny 51 =q’'. We also set nyy 1, :=1. Then pE} = > i hu+1.sEv
and pE¥ = Y3, n0m1 Eu.

In particular, for any /' =" I/ E, € §’, the (nonconvex) polytopes are
N
(5.3.10) P") = U {(x1,x5) € RLy | Xihyp1,5 + Xgn1 01 < plj} C R,
v=1
The representation 72 N Zp is (x1,x5) = (gx1 + X5)gs-

Though P{ )isa plane polytope, the direct computation of its equivariant Ehrhart
multivariable polynomial (associated with a chamber, or just with the Lipman cone)
is still highly nontrivial. Here we will rely again on Theorem 2.2.2. On a subset of
type [y + &’ the identity (2.2.3) provides the counting function. The right-hand side
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of (2.2.3) depends on all the coordinates of /’, hence all the triangles P, contribute
in PU)_ Since this can happen only in a unique combinatorial way, we get that there
is a chamber C which contains the Lipman cone. Let £¢€ be its quasipolynomial,
and £ its restriction to S. Since the numerator of Z(t) is 1, 0% = Ei. Since this
agrees with the right-hand side of (2.2.3) on a cone of type /; 4+ &', and the Lipman
cone is in C, we get that

_ K+20)? +1|v
(5.3.11) Qh(l/)=Qi(ll)=E‘;(l/)=—5m—h*ocan(M)_( i 8) s

forany I’ € (r, + L)NS’ and h € H. Using the identity (5.3.5), this reads as
(5.3.12) LIT )= x(I"y—x(rp), 'e@p+L)NS.

Note that for any fixed 4 and any [/’ there exists a unique ¢ = ¢, 5 € O such that
I"+q:=1"€ry+ L. Indeed, take for ¢ the representative of r; — !’ in [0. Then
(4.3.15) and (5.3.12) imply

(5.3.13) Li(T 1) = LT, 1") = x{U' +qv.n) = x(r)-
This formula emphasizes the periodic behavior of E‘; (T.1") as well.

If I’ is an element of L then ¢/ j = ry, hence (5.3.13) gives in this case
(5.3.14) LT, 1) = x(+rp) = x(rp) = x(D—(,ry) forleLnS.
In particular, pc(ﬁ‘; (7)) = x(rp) — x(rp) = 0 (a fact compatible with H' (Oy) =0).

Even the nonequivariant case looks rather interesting. Let £5,(7) =Y heH Ef (T) be
the Ehrhart polynomial of P (with boundary condition 7"), where we count all the
lattice points independently of their class in H. Then, (5.3.14) givesfor / e LNS

(5.3.15) LS(T.D=p-x(O =) =—p-1.D/2=p-U, K)/2— (1, S 471)-
In fact, ), r, can explicitly be computed. Indeed, set d, = gcd(p,ny—1) and
pv = p/dy. Then one checks that a E = Zvnl’v_l%Ev, rp = Zv{nl,v—l%}Ev
and ) ,rp=>, dvp”T_lEv.

The coefficients of the polynomial £5.(7,/) can be compared with the coefficients

given by general theory of Ehrhart polynomials applied for PO For example, the
leading coefficient gives

—p-(,1)/2 = Euclidean area of PO,

Knowing that in PO all the P,’s contribute, and it depends on s parameters, and the
intersection of their boundary is messy, the simplicity and conceptual form of (5.3.15)
is rather remarkable.
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5.4 Reduction of the variables of Z(r)

Let AV denote the set of nodes as above. Let Sy be the positive cone R (E ) pepn gen-
erated by the dual base elements indexed by NV, and Vi :=R(E¥),en be its supporting
linear subspace in L @ R. Clearly Syr C S. Furthermore, consider Ly := Z{E,)nen
generated by the node base elements, and the projection pry;: LR — Ly ® R on
the node coordinates.

5.4.1 Lemma The restriction of pry to Var, namely pry;: Vir — Ly @ R, is an
isomorphism.

Proof Follows from the negative-definiteness of the intersection form of the plumbing,
which guarantees that any minor situated centrally on the diagonal is nondegenerate. [

Our goal is to prove that restricting the counting function to the subspace V), the
nonnode variables of Z(t) and Q(/’) became nonvisible, hence they can be eliminated.
This fact will provide a remarkable simplification in the periodic constant computation.
But, before any elimination-substitution, we have first to decompose our series Z(z)
into )", Zp(t)[h] if we wish to preserve the information about all the H invariants;
cf the comment at the end of Section 4.2.3.

5.4.2 Reduction Theorem (a) The restriction of Ly(A,T,l") to V) depends only
on those coordinates which are indexed by the nodes (that is, it depends only on pry/(I’)
whenever I’ € V).

(b) The same is true for the counting function Qy, associated with Zj(t) as well. In
other words, if we consider the restriction

Zp(tn) = Zp(t)|ty=1 forail v g N

then for any I’ € Ly, the counting functions Y ;»»y pi#[l"] of Zy(t) and Z(tn)
are the same.

(c) Consider the chamber decomposition of Sys by intersections of type Cnr:=CNSys,
where C denotes a chamber (of Z ) such that int(C N S) # &, and the intersection of C
with the relative interior of Sy is also nonempty. Then

(5.4.3) pcS(Zy(2)) = pc™N (Zp(tw)).-
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The theorem applies as follows. Assume that we are interested in the computation
of pc(;; (Z(t)) for some chamber C (eg when C C S; cf Corollary 5.2.1). Assume
that C intersects the relative interior of Spr. Then, the restriction to C N Sys of the
quasipolynomial associated with C has two properties: it still preserves sufficient
information to determine pcﬁlj (Z(t)) (via the periodic constant of the restriction; see
(5.4.3)), but it also has the advantage that for these dilation parameters /’ the union
Uyev P,Sl ):< equals the union of significantly less polytopes, namely [, P,El .9,

For example, when we have only one node, one has to handle one simplex instead
of |V| many.

Proof (a) We show that for any /” € V) one has the inclusions

(5.4.4) PO () PI7 forany v N
neN

We consider two cases. First we assume that v is on a leg (chain) connecting an end
e(v) € £ with a node n(v) (where e(v) = v is also possible). Then, clearly, (5.4.4)
follows from

(5.4.5) P PUT forany I € Sy

Let E;;, = (E})y = —(E;, E}) be the v—cordinate of E;. Note that E;, = E,.
Using the definition of the polytopes, (5.4.5) is equivalent with the implication (cf
Section 4.3.1)

(5.4.6) (erE;‘e < I{,) = (erE:(u)e < l;(v)) for any /' € Sy, xe > 0.
eef eef

Let W be the set of vertices on this leg (including e(v) but not n(v)). Then, one
verifies that there exist positive rational numbers o« and {cy }weyy, such that

(5.4.7) Ey=aEf,+ Y owEy.
wew

The numbers o and {oy, }weyy can be determined from the linear system obtained by
intersecting the identity (5.4.7) by {Ey}w and Ej(,). Intersecting (5.4.7) by E} (e €

£), we get that E, = aE;'l‘(v)e for any e # e(v), and E:e(v) = (xE;';(v) ey T Xe)-
Hence
(5.4.8) erE:e = Z er:(v)e + Xe(w)Xe(v)-

ec& ec&
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On the other hand, intersecting (5.4.7) with E, for n e N, we get E}, = ozE;:(v)n.
Since /[’ is a linear combination of E;’s, we get that

Since Xe(y)Ue(v) = 0, (5.4.8) and (5.4.9) imply (5.4.6). This ends the proof of this case.

Next, we assume that v is on a chain connecting two nodes n(v) and m(v). Let W be
the set of vertices on this bamboo (not including n(v) and m(v)). Then we will show
that

(5.4.10) P c PUISUPYS forany I Sy

This follows as above from the existence of positive rational numbers o, 8 and

(5.4.11) Ey =aE}, +BEny+ D dwEw.
wew

(b) Part (b) follows from (a) and from the fact that all b; entries in the numerator
of Z(t) belong to Syr.

(c) If pcC(Zy(t)) is computed as Qh(O) for some quasipolynomial Qh defined on
L C L, then part (b) shows that pcN (Zy(tnr)) can be computed as (Q hlTA SN)(O)
which equals Q 1(0). a

5.4.12 Example Consider the following graph I":

Eyw Ey Eon Eo Eopn E, Ey

Eq» Eos3 E>

By Reduction Theorem 5.4.2 we are interested only in those polytopes P, C R> which
are associated to the nodes £y, E3 and Eg. Let [ € Sy, ie [ =M Ef +A2ES+ Ao E.
Then one can verify that Sy is divided by the plane A; = (13/9)A,. Hence, in
general Syr can also be divided into several chambers. (On the other hand, for graphs
with at most two nodes this does not happen.)
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6 The one-node case, star-shaped plumbing graphs

6.1 Seifert invariants and other notation

Assume that the graph is star-shaped with d legs. Each leg is a chain with normalized
Seifert invariant (o, ;), where 0 < w; < o;, ged(w;, w;) = 1. We also use ]
satisfying ;] =1 (mod o;), 0 < @] < ;.

If we consider the Hirzebruch/negative continued fraction expansion, cf (5.3.3),
ai/wi =[bi1, ... . biv;] =bir —1/(bia = 1/(+-- = 1/biv;) --)  (bij = 2),

then the ;™ leg has v; vertices, say v;y, ..., Viy; , With decorations —b;y, ..., =bjy,,
where v; is connected by the central vertex. The corresponding base elements in L are
{Eij };’: |- Let b be the decoration of the central vertex; this vertex also defines Eqg € L.
The plumbed 3-manifold M associated with such a star-shaped graph has a Seifert
structure. We will assume that M is a rational homology sphere, or, equivalently, the
central vertex has genus zero.

The classes in H = L’/ L of the dual base elements are denoted by g;; =[E 7}] and
go = [E;]. For simplicity we also write E; := Ej,; and g; := gjy,. A possible
presentation of H is

d
—b-go=) wi-gii go=ati-gi (1 <i Sd)>;

i=1

(6.1.1) H=<g0,g1,.--,gd

cf Neumann [46] (or use ) ; I;xgx repeatedly; see also (6.1.3)). The orbifold Euler
number of M is defined as e = b + ), w;/a;. The negative-definiteness of the
intersection form implies e < 0. We write « := lecm(«q,...,®q), 0:=|H]| and o for
the order of g¢ in H. One has (see eg [46])

(6.1.2) 0=uowq---aglel, o=uale|.

Each leg has similar invariants as the graph of a lens space, cf Section 5.3, and we
can introduce similar notation. For example, the determinant of the i th leg is «;.
We write n;'-l 2 for the determinant of the subchain of the i™ leg connecting the
vertices v;j, and v;j, (including these vertices too). Then, using the correspondence
between intersection pairing of the dual base elements and the determinants of the
subgraphs, cf (2.1.1) or Némethi [33, 11.1], one has

(Eq. Ef5 —njiq,, EL) =00 gij=njpy 8 (1Si=d 1=j =),

(6.1.3) * * 1 * * 1
(Ei7E0)=al_-e’ (E ’E0)=E'

Geometry & Topology, Volume 18 (2014)



Ehrhart theory and Seiberg—Witten invariants 753

The second equation also explains why we do not need to insert the generators g;;
(j <vj)in (6.1.1).

For any /' € L' we set ¢(I') := —(E},l"), the Eg—coefficient of /’. Furthermore, if
I'=coEg+3_; jcijEf; € L', then we define its reduced transform by

/A * U | *
Ired = COEO + E :CU nj+1,v,~Ei :
i’j

By (6.1.3) we get [I']=[l/,,] in H,c(I")=¢(l,,), andiflr/ed:Zfl oCiE}, then ¢(/]
is

(6.1.4) ~:—i| (0+ch)

If he H,and [; € L’ is any of its lifting (that is, [/ h] h), then lh o 18 also a lifting
of the same /& Wlth c(ly) = ¢ hre o)+ In general, ¢ = ¢(/}) depends on the lifting,
nevertheless replacing l’ by l’ + Ey we modify ¢ by +1, hence we can always

red

achieve ¢ € [0, 1), where it is determined uniquely by /. For example, since ry € [,
its Eg—coefficient ¢(ry) is in [0, 1).

Finally, we consider

1 4
(6.1.5) y = (d 2— —).

le] ; o
It has several ‘names.” Since the canonical class is given by K = —)  E, +
> »(8y —2)E], by (6.1.3) we get that the E coefficient of —K is (K, Ej) =y + 1.
The number —y is sometimes called the ‘log discrepancy’ of Ej, y the ‘exponent’ of
the weighted homogeneous germ (X, 0), and oy is the Goto—Watanabe a—invariant
of the universal abelian cover of (X, 0) (see Goto and Watanabe [24, (3.1.4)], Bruns
and Herzog [14, (3.6.13)]) while in Neumann [46] ey appears as an orbifold Euler
characteristic.

6.2 The function Z

By the reduction (5.4.3), for the periodic constant computation, we can reduce ourself
to the variable of the single node, it will be denoted by ¢.

First we analyze the equivariant rational function associated with the denominator
of Z¢,

d
Z/H(Z) = 1_[(1 —t_(E;k’Eg)[gi])_l — Z tZ, xi/(ailel) [ZX gi :| c ZIIZI/O]][ ]

i=1 X1 s5eens xq=0
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The right-hand side of the above expression can be transformed as follows; cf Némethi
and Nicolaescu [41, Section 3]. If we fix a hft Z, _oCi E] of h as above, then
using the presentation (6.1.1) one gets that 21_1 x;gi equals / if and only if there
exist £,€1,...,£4 € Z such that

@ —co=4Ly+---+4Ls—1D,
b) xi—ci=—wil—ail; (i=1,...,d).

Since x; > 0, from (b) we get {; := L%J —¢; > 0. Moreover, if we set for
¢ =(co.C1y...,€q)
d ci —wil
6.2.1) Ne(6) :=1+c0—€b+ZL i J
ai

i=1

then the number of realizations of & = Z,c, gi in the form ) ;x;g; is given by
the number of integers (Kl, .. Ed) satisfying ¢; >0 and Y l; = N, (€) — 1. This is
(N ¢ (fl)jld 2). Moreover, the nonnegative integer ) ; x; /(«;|e|) equals £+¢. Therefore,

6.2.2) OEDY (N‘ (2 :L ld - 2):“?
{>—c

This expression is independent of the choice of ¢ = {c,-}?;o. Similarly, for any
function ¢, the expression )y~ _z¢(Ne (£))r**¢ is independent of the choice of ¢, it
dependsonlyon 71 =) ; cig;.

Furthermore, one checks that N, (€) <14 (£+¢)|e|, hence if £+¢ <0 then N, ({) <0,
therefore (N ¢ (S)j—ld—z) = 0 as well. Hence, in (6.2.2) the inequality £ + ¢ > 0 below
the sum, in fact, is not restrictive.

Next, we consider the numerator (1—[go]z'/!¢1)4=2 of Z¢(r). A similar computation as
above done for Z€(¢) (see Neumann [46], Némethi and Nicolaescu [41, Section 3]), or
by multiplying (6.2.2) by the numerator and using "¢ 2 (—1)* (dlzz) (N _sfld )= (IY ).
gives

(6.2.3) Zp(t) =Y max{0, Ne ()}“Fe.

{=—c

In order to compute the periodic constant of Zj(¢) we decompose Zj(¢) into its
‘polynomial and negative degree parts’; cf Section 4.1. Namely, we write Zj(¢) =
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Z;'Z”(t) + Z, (t), where

(6.2.4) Z}':' (1) = Z max{0,— N, (f)}t“g (finite sum with positive exponents),
{>—c
Zy () =) Ne(Ot**<.
£=—¢

In Z; itis convenient to fix a choice with ¢ € [0, 1), hence the summation is over
£ > 0. Then a computation (left to the reader) shows that it is a rational function of
negative degree

d a;i—1

(625) Z;([) _ (11—_€t (1 _t)z Z Z {C, wjri } i 1 _llai) .IE.

i=1vr

(This expression can be compared with the Laurent expansion of Z; at t = 1 which
was already considered in the literature. Dolgachev [20], Pinkham [54], Neumann [46]
and Wagreich [61] determine the first two terms (the pole part), while Némethi and
Nicolaescu [41], Némethi [33] determine the third terms as well. Nevertheless the above
Z ; +Z,; decomposition does not coincide with the ‘pole +regular part” decomposition
of the Laurent expansion terms, and focuses on different aspects.)

Since the degree of Z,  is negative (or by a direct computation) pc(Z;’) = 0; cf
Section 4.1.

On the other hand, since e <0, in Z ;}L (z) the sum is finite. (The degree of ZSF is less
than or equal to y; see eg Némethi and Okuma [44]. Since Ne(r, ..)(€) = No(£), the
degree of Z}T is less than or equal to y + ¢(rp) too.) By Section 4.1,

(6.2.6) pe(Zp) = Z;F (1) = Y max{0,—N(£)}
{=—C
for any lifting ¢ of h =), ¢;g;. In this sum the bound £ > —¢ is really restrictive.

We also consider the nonequivariant version, the projection of Z¢ e Z[t'/°][H]
into Z[¢!/°],

(1 . t1/|e|)d—2
€
H?:l(l —¢1/(elei))

We can get its Z| + Z. decomposition either by summation of Z: and Z,, or as
follows. Write

Zne(t) = Z Zy(t) = Z['°].

d
(6.2.7) ne(t) t1/|e|)2 l_[ 1 —¢1/(ele) (1_t1/|e|)2 Z L ’

0=x; <ao;
0<i=d
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where S(x) := Z . Then its decomposition into Z(¢) + Z.(¢) is

o LSy 1 _ [S(x)]
(6.2.8) Z(1) —O<Z rel ((1 —g1/lel)2 1—t1/|e|)’
osi=d’

ZEn =Y ety (eSO — S Jr + [S()) -1

(6.2.9) R

0=x; <a;
0=i=d

After dividing in Z%(¢) (or by L'Hospital rule), we get

(62100 pe(Zw)=ZEM =5 3 [S@)]-1S@) 1),

6.3 Analytic interpretations

Rational homology sphere negative-definite Seifert 3—manifolds can be realized analyt-
ically as links of weighted homogeneous singularities, or by equisingular deformations
of weighted homogeneous singularities provided by splice quotient equations; see
Neumann [46], Neumann and Wahl [48].

Consider the smooth germ at the origin of C¢ having coordinate ring C{z} =
C{zy,...,z4}, where z; corresponds to the i end. Then H acts on it by the diagonal
action hxz; =6(g;)(h)z;. Similarly, we can introduce a multidegree deg(z;)=E;* € L’,
hence the Poincaré series of C{z} associated with this multidegree is [[; (1 — tE )L

Moreover, considering the action of H on it, Z(t) =[[;1 - [g,]th )~ is the
equivariant Poincaré series of C4, the invariant part ZO (t) being the Poincaré series
of the corresponding quotient space cH JH.

In C¥ one can consider the ‘splice equations’ as follows. Con51der a matrix {A;;j};j
of full rank and of size d x (d —2). Then the equations Y%, Aijzit =0, for
j=1,...,d —2, determine in C 4 an isolated complete intersection singularity (Y, 0)
on which the group H acts as well. Then (X,0) = (Y,0)/H is a normal surface
singularity with the topological type of the Seifert manifold we started with. The
equivariant Poincaré series of (Y, 0) is Z(t) [46]. For (X, 0) Braun and Némethi [11]
proves the identity P(¢) = Z(t) mentioned in Section 2.3, hence Z(¢) is also the
Poincaré series of the equivariant divisorial filtration associated with all the vertices.

Reduction Theorem 5.4.2 reduces the filtration to the Z—filtration: the divisorial
filtration associated with the central vertex. In the weighted homogeneous case this
filtration is also induced by the weighted homogeneous equations. Then, Z /H (1) is the
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Poincaré series of C? /H, Z(t) is the equivariant Poincaré series of ¥, hence Z(f)
is the Poincaré series of X ; cf Dolgachev [20], Neumann [46], Pinkham [54].

By Section 2.3, {pc(Z})}ne g are the equivariant geometric genera of the universal
abelian cover Y of X, hence pc(Zy) and pc(Z,e) are the geometric genera of X
and Y respectively; cf Némethi [39].

6.4 Seiberg—Witten theoretical interpretations

Fix h € H. Then, for any lifting ), ¢;g; of h, Corollary 5.2.1 and (6.2.6) give

(K +2r)* + |V

(64.1) pe(Zp) = Y max{0,—Ne(£)} = —80_pag,, (M) — g

{>=—c

Recall that ), s10_p s (M) is the Casson—Walker invariant A(M). Hence, for the
nonequivariant version we get

K2+ |V
(6.4.2) pC(Zne)=%' > LS(x)J-LS(x)—IJ=—)»(M)—0'—;r| |+ZX(”h)-
0=x; <a; h
0=<i=d

For explicit formulae of A(M) and K? + [V| in terms of Seifert invariants see eg
Némethi and Nicolaescu [41, 2.6].

6.4.3 Remark Equation (6.4.1) can be compared with a known formulae of the
Seiberg—Witten invariants involving the representative s;,. This will also lead us to
an expression for y(ry) — x(rs) in terms of N, (£). Let ¢(s,) = (co, ..., cq) be the
coefficients of s, req, cf Section 6.1. The set of all reduced coefficients ¢(s), when &
runs in H , is characterized in Némethi [33, 11.5] by the inequalities

(6.4.4) {co >0, a;j >c; >0 (where 1 <i <d),

N:.({) <0 forany{ <D0.

Moreover, for this special lifting ¢(sy) of /, in [33, Section 11] is proved

(K +2s,)% + |V|

(6.4.5) > " max{0, —Ne g,y ()} = =810 _pq,, (M) — g

£>0

Using the discussion from the end of Section 6.1, this can be rewritten for any lifting ¢
of / as

(K 4+ 2s1)> + |V
: .

(646) Z max{o’ _Nc (ﬁ)} = _sm_h*acan (M) -
£=—c+[c(sn))
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This compared with (6.4.1) gives for any lifting ¢ of /

(6.4.7) o max{0,—Ne(0)} = x(rn) — x(sn).
—Cc+c(sp)]>t=—C¢

6.4.8 Example The sum in (6.4.7), in general, can be nonzero. This happens, for
example, in the case of the link of a rational singularity whose universal abelian cover
is not rational. Here is a concrete example (cf Némethi [34, 4.5.4]): take the Seifert
manifold with b = —2 and three legs, all of them with Seifert invariants (o, w;) = (3, 1).
For h = Z?:l g;i one has s; = Z;’:l E?, the Eg—coefficient of s, is 1, rj = s, — Eg
and x(sp) =0, x(rp) = 1.

6.5 Ehrhart-theoretical interpretations

We fix h € H as above and we assume that ¢ € [0, 1). Note that Zj(¢) has the form
1Y >0 pett; here the exponents {¢ + {}¢>¢ are the possible Eg—coordinates of the
elements (r, + L)NS’.

Let us compute the counting function for Zj,. If S(¢) = )_ p,t” is a series, we write

oS)r)y= > pr,forr’ € Q. g

r<r’

6.5.1 Lemma For any n € N> one has the following facts.
@ Q(Zp)(n)=Q(Zp)(n+7).
(b) Q(Z}:L)(n) is a step tunction (hence piecewise polynomial) with
Q(Z;F)(n) =pe(Zy)  for n > deg(Z;).
() Q(Z,)(n) is a quasipolynomial:
(652) Q(Z;)(n)

d a;—1

(D n(n grg{c, a)m”no—[rl]
d ai—1 . ri
=—?+_(V+1_2~) ;;{ wll}({ lajn}_a_i)

In particular, if n = ma for m € Z, and n > deg(Z;), then the double sum is zero,
hence

2
(6.5.3) Q(Zp)(n) = —ﬂ + —(y +1—-28) +pe(Zp).
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This is compatible with the expression provided by Theorem 2.2.2 and Reduction The-
orem 5.4.2. Indeed, let us fix any chamber C such that int(C N S’) # &, and C
contains the ray R = Rx¢ - E§. Since the numerator of f(¢) is (1 — tEf;)d_Z, all
the by —vectors belong to R. In particular, () (bg + C) intersects R along a semiline
RZ¢ = Rxconst - Eg of R. Since Qy(!’) is quasipolynomial on (" (bx + C), cf
(4.3.14), and a restriction of it is determined by (2.2.3) whose right-hand side is a
quasipolynomial too, we obtain that the identity (2.2.3) is valid on R=¢ as well.

Recall that for any /1 € H and /" € L’ we have aunique ¢/ € O with I’ +qp p erp+L.
Hence we get

(K +20"+2qp p)* + |V
8

The term g/ j, is responsible for the nonpolynomial behavior. Nevertheless, if we
assume that /' = moEJ € R*N L, m € Z, then ¢y, = ry, hence by (6.4.1)

6.54)  Op(l') = —510_pug,, (M) — (I e R=).

(I',I' + K +2rp)
— 5 + pc(Zy).
By Reduction Theorem 5.4.2 Q4(!") from (6.5.5) depends only on the Eq—coefficient

of I’ = moES‘, which is exactly ma. One sees that in fact (6.5.5) agrees with (6.5.3)
if we set n = ma.

(6.5.5) (') =

The nonequivariant version can be obtained by summation of (6.5.3). For this we need
> ¢(rp). Consider the group homomorphism ¢: H — Q/Z given by h > [¢(rp)],
or [E}]—[—(E, E)]. Its image is generated by the classes of 1/(«;|e|), hence its
order is 0. Hence, ¢(ry) vanishes exactly 0/0 times (whenever & € ker(p)). In all
other cases ¢(ry) # 0, and ¢(rp) + ¢(r—p) = 1. In particular, 2", ¢(ry) =0—10/o0.
Therefore, the summation of (6.5.3) provides

den? den 1
+ —(y + —) +pc(Zye) (for neaZ).
2 2 0

Next, we will identify the coefficients of (6.5.3) and (6.5.6) with the first three coeffi-
cients of the Ehrhart quasipolynomial £i (7)) via the identity (4.3.14).

(6.5.6) Q(Zne)(n) = —

For simplicity we will assume that 0 = 1, in particular all the bg —vectors belong to L.

If I’ € R, then by Reduction Theorem 5.4.2 the counting function E(}’: (7,1") of the poly-
tope P depends only on the E¢—coefficient of /’; let us denote this coefficient by /.

Hence, this /Ji (T. 1) is the Ehrhart quasipolynomial of the d —dimensional simplicial
polytope, being its s—class counting function. Via (6.1.3) the definition (4.3.2) of this
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polytope becomes

(6.5.7) zﬁz{uh””x@ea&mﬂ‘Z:Emi<%}
Let
c U)
(6.5.8) LS(T 1) = Zah,(z
j=0

be the coefficients of the Ehrhart quasipolynomial: each ay,_;(/g) is a periodic function
in /{ and is normalized by 1/j!. Since the numerator of f is (I — V/lelyd=2 by
(4.3.14) we obtain for I’ e R

d-2

d d—2 K\’
(6.5.9) Qh(l’)=zah,j(16) Z( l)k( )(0 H) '
j=0

This equals the expression (6.5.4) above. The nonpolynomial behavior of these two
expressions indicate that a;(/y) is indeed nonconstant periodic, and can be determined
explicitly.

Since we are interested primarily in the Seiberg—Witten invariant, namely in pc(Zy),
we perform this explicit identification only via the expressions (6.5.3) and (6.5.5).
Hence, similarly as in these cases, we take !’ = moE(’)k € R=¢N L, and we identify
(6.5.3) with (6.5.9) evaluated for /’, whose Ey—coefficient is I(’) = mo = n. In this
case ay, j(n) is a constant, denoted by ay, ;, and we have the following:

en 2 d—2 d 2 k j
65100 ~Z+ 25y +1-20)+ pe(Z))= Z%z ; Z(_ )k( )(n_@)
j=0

Here the following combinatorial expression is helpful (see for example Pélya and
Szegb [55, pages 7-8]):

d—2

(-1 wfd—2

(6.5.11) @=2 Z(—)( )
0 if j<d-—2,
) if j=d—2,
S ld-2)d-1)/2 if j=d—1,

(d—2)(d—1)d(3d —5)/24 if j=d.
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‘We obtain
Ohd 1
leld  lel’
a1 d—=2 |
S5.12 2 = — — = 1-20),
©>12 e[ = 2l 2 T2
aj.d—2 (d—-2)3d—-7) d-2
— = = 7z — 1-2c¢).

In particular, the a; 4—» can be identified (up to ‘easy’ extra terms) with pc(Zy)
(with analytical interpretation dim (/! (I~’, O3)e(n)) and Seiberg—Witten theoretical
interpretation (6.4.1)). The first coefficients can also be identified with the equivariant
volume of Py, (a fact already known in the nonequivariant cases). Usually (in the
nonequivariant case, and when we count the points of all the facets) the second coeffi-
cient can be related with the volumes of the facets. Here we eliminate from this count
some of the facets, and we are in the equivariant situation as well. The expression of
the second coefficient is also a novelty of the present article (to the best of authors’

knowledge).
d .
In the nonequivariant case, if ) a; ';—], is the classical Ehrhart polynomial of Pg, then

aq j=0
i = L1
1

_ 1 1
65.13) g =[a (=5 + 2 )/

—
i

o o
i 1

|:|dd_—22 -T ai(Plc_iiZ;:)_(d—Z)z(jd—S)+d;2<_l+z ).

In this nonequivariant case the identities (6.5.13) are valid even without the assumption
o = 1 by the same proof.

The formulae in (6.5.12) and (6.5.13) can be further simplified if we replace Py by
le| Py, or if we substitute in the Ehrhart polynomial the new variable A := |e|/; instead
of /; cf Section 8.

7 The two-node case

7.1 Notation and the group H

We consider the following graph I':
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P~ === ptataleleteleleletel N 5
[ _ — | ~
- I S o
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. Eq v ! : \’Eg !
Lo e J :

The nodes Ey and Eo have decorations by and 50 respectively. Similarly as in the
one-node case, we codify the decorations of maximal chains by continued fraction
expansions. In fact, it is convenient to consider the two maximal star-shaped graphs I’y
and fo , and the corresponding normalized Seifert invariants of their legs. Hence, let
the normalized Seifert invariants of the legs with ends E; (1 <i <d) be («;, w;),
while of the legs with ends E; (1< j < d) be (@, wj).

The chain connecting the nodes, viewed in I'g has normalized Seifert invariants
(g, wp), while viewed as a leg in I'g, it has Seifert invariants («g,®g). One has
wowy = agt + 1. Clearly, o is the determinant of the chain, and

EZ Es ~ El Es—l EZ Es—l
wo:=det( e— -+ — ) wo:=det(e— -+ — ) rT:=det( — -+ —e ).

We denote the orbifold Euler numbers of the star-shaped subgraphs I'y and Lo by

1) Wi .~ ®j
e=b0+—0+2—l and e=bo+—0+z~—].
(o1 ; o (&) ] aj

Consider the orbifold intersection matrix (cf Braun and Némethi [10, 4.1.4]):

Iorb — e 1/O‘O
1/0[0 e

Then, the negative-definiteness of / (or I') implies that 7°® is negative-definite too,
hence

~ 1

e:=det I°P = ¢ — — > 0.
2
@y

Then the determinant of the graph is det(I') = det(—1) = - [[; @i [[; & ; cf [10].
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Using (2.1.1) we have the following intersection number of the dual base elements:

e ~ e ~ 1 e
(B =0 (B =00 (Eg B =—_ = (Eg.E) =/
(7J.D * Tk 1 % * 1 % % €
(Eg.E})=————. (E§.E})=- . (E§.Ep=—.
Qo0& aoaie aje

As in Section 5.3 or Section 6.1, we write 7’ kido ni k1o respectively ny, x, for the
determinant of the subchains of the ‘left’ i leg, rlght ]th leg and connecting chain
connecting the vertices v, and v, . Let v; and V; be the number of vertices in the
legs; cf Section 6.1. Then (with the standard notation, where E;; and E j¢ are the
vertices of the legs) one has the following slightly technical lemma, but whose proof is
standard based on the arithmetical properties of continued fractions.

7.1.2 Lemma (a) Forany 1 <{ <vj;,

i i i i
=1 1,0 M =11,
E}r
(0%

ze_”e+1v Ef + Z

L<r=<v;
(There is a similar formula for E;E .)

(b) Forl<k<s,

= — = — Ny p—1Rfg1,s — N1 k—17r+1,
Ef =1 Ef —Myp Eg+ Y ———F sa IS,
1<r<k 0

(This is true even for k = s + 1 with the identification Ek+1 E(’)" )

Next, we give a presentation of H = L'/L. Set g; :=[E]] (1 =i =d), gj := [E;"]
(1<j=<d), go:=[E;] and go := [E]. Moreover we need to choose an additional
generator corresponding to a vertex sitting on the connecting chain: we choose g :=[ET]

(this motivates the choice in (b) too). The above lemma implies

(7.1.3) | ,g]—ne_H v; 81> [Ej*g] ng_H gj and [E;:] =n1k-18 N2 k-180;
and similar arguments as in the star-shaped case provides the following presentation
for H:

(7.14) H= <go,§o,gi,§j,§ ‘ go=0i-gi; §o=0;gj

@ Z=wo-go+Z0; —E—ho 8o =) wi-gi
i

—0-Z+7-g0—bo-Bo =Za3,~-§,~>
J
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Moreover, for any I’ € L',

I'=coE; +COE +chEk Zc,gEle—l—Zc]g
il jl

if we define its reduced transform I, by

(co— Y Map—1t)Eg +Eg+ @ + Y iy p—1c) E;
k>1 k>1
+ ) cunyy, wE+ Z‘ﬂ”eﬂ 7.
it JjL

then, by Lemma 7.1.2, [I'] = [I] 4] in H. Moreover, if for any /" € L’ we distinguish
the Eg and E coefficients, that is, we set ¢(!’) := —(E},l") and ¢(I") := —(EX, 1),
then c¢(!") = ¢(l!,y) and &(!") = ¢(/],) as well. Lemma 7.1.2(b) (applied for k =5+1)
provide these coefficients for E; :

red

1 1 — o~ 1
(7.1.5) (EX.E})=— (woz——), (E;‘,E;)z—(e—@)
e oo &g o
We will use the coefficients ¢ = (co, Co. C. ¢, Cj) to write an element // red = C()E +
C()E +cE* + i GE} +Z cJE* Then (7.1.1) and (7.1.5) imply that

O\ = () ) = oyt (A) 2L (T ao) (4
mo ()= (SR = ()= (7 ) (),
where 1

c wo _
A—co-l—z l+a0 A—CO+Z—+a—c
o 0 0

Therefore, any & € H has a lift of type /; hored” Although the corresponding coefficients ¢
and ¢ depend on the lift, by adding + FE and £E, to lh .4 We can achieve ¢,c €0, 1),
and these values are uniquely determined by /. For example, the reduced transform
(rp)rea of 1y satisfies ¢((rp)rea) = ¢(ry) €10, 1) and ¢((rp)rea) = ¢(rp) €0, 1) since
rp € 0.

As we will see, for different elements of 4 € H, we have to shift the rank two lattices
by vectors of type (¢, ¢), hence the vectors (¢, ¢) will play a crucial role later.

7.2 The function Z

If we wish to compute the periodic constant of Z¢(t), by Reduction Theorem 5.4.2
we can eliminate all the variables of Z¢(t) except the variables of the nodes; these
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remaining two variables are denoted by (¢,7). Therefore the equivariant form of
reciprocal of the denominator is

ZH 7)) = l_[(l_[_(E;k’E(T)?_(E;k’ig)[gi])_l .1_[(1_[—(Ef’ES)?—(EJ*’ES)[gj])—I
i J
FX e T d e Dt D o 2.z
= Y i S faos S J[Zx,-giJerJ‘gj]-
Xi,X;=0 ! J
We fix a lift co E£§ + CoES +CET+Y G EF + > EJE* of h. Then the class of
YuXiEF+ )X E * equals £ if and only if its difference with the lift is a linear

combination of the relatlon in (7.1.4). In other words, if there exist £, Eo, 0,4, 15 e’
such that:

(a) —Co = Zi K,‘ — bofo + ‘EZ() + a)()ﬂ7
©) xi—ci=—wilo—ail; (@=1,...,d)
(d) fj—gj =—ajlo—dit; (j=1,....d)
(e) —Cc = —60 — a)OZO —onZ
From (e) we deduce that
(7.2.1) Lo+ @oly =7 (mod ag).

Since x;,Xj >0, (c) and (d) imply (¢; —wilo)/ai > L;, (C; — cT)jZO)/&j > Ej Recall
also that wowy = a9t + 1. Therefore if we set m; := |[(¢; — wify)/ai] — £; and
mj = |(¢; —o; ZO) Joj | — ZJ nonnegative integers then the number of the realization
of /1 in the form }_; x;g; + ) ; X;g; is determined by the number of nonnegative
integral (d + d)—tuples (m;,m;) satistying

Ne(to. o) = co + 22— (o + ‘“")eo——eo+2{"” = e Yo

o=t o= 2 B 25 -,

Ne(Lo,L0)+d—1
This number is (N‘ (e"’e")ler 1)( e( Od 0)1+ ) if N, and N, are nonnegative, oth-

erwise it is 0. Note that (7.2.1) guarantees that both N, and N, are integers. Fur-
thermore, (c) and (d) and (7.1.6) shgw that the exponent of ¢ and 7 in the formula of
Z }/ZH (¢,7) are equal to £o + ¢ and £ + ¢ respectively. Hence

_ Ne(b.D)+d—1\(Ne(0,0) +d —1 e
Z}/,H(Z’[):Z( el »d)_‘ﬁ )( e g)_—i_l )t€+ct€+c’
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where the sum runs over (£, 6) € Z? with £ + @l = ¢ (mod «p).

We have that (1 — l_(E(T’ES)T_(E(T’E(T)[gO])d_I (=1~ —(E§ EF—(EGE; )[go])

is the numerator of Z(¢,7). Hence we get Z¢ by multiplying this expression by
"5 Z, ' [h]. Recall that h = cogo+CoGo +T8 + 3 cigi+; &g is paired with c.
Set ' :=h+kgo+ l?go which corresponds to ¢’ = ¢ + (k, k,0,0, 0). Hence Z/[I']
is the next sum according to the decompositions ' = h + kgg + l;:g'o:

e () B R
‘Z( 3 (Nc(ﬁ,j)—i—d—1)(ﬁc(£,?)+gi_1)
-1 d—1

h €+a~)()ZEL_’((¥0)

et (ek+k/ag) /e ,;Z+E+(—ek'+k/ao)/e) 7]

_Z( l)k( )Z( l)k( )
Z( 3 (Nc/(e,zzi—_klw—1)(ﬁc/(£,22__;;;+g_1)

€+w0€ c(agp)
e .7tz+z’)[h/]

Changing the orders of the sums and using the combinatorial formula

di( (N —k+d=1y(d=1) |
d—1 k)
for N > 0 and = 0 otherwise, we get the following.

7.2.2 Theorem Forany h € H one has

(7.2.3) Zi = Y et
€,0)€eS,
where Se 1= {(£,0) € Z2 | Ne(£,2) = 0, No(€,7) > 0 and £ + &of = € (mod arp)?.

It is straightforward to verify that the right-hand side of (7.2.3) does not depend on
the choice of ¢, it depends only on /. The identity (7.2.3) is remarkable: since the
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coefficient of any monomial in the sum is one, it realizes the bridge between the
series Z¢ and the equivariant Hilbert series of affine monoids and their modules.

7.3 The structure of S,

Recall that for any # € H we consider a lift of / identified by a certain ¢ which
determines the pair (c, ¢) (cf (7.1.6)), and the integers N, (I) and N, (), where [ =
(¢, ) € Z?. We define

Z%(c) :={(t,0) € Z* | £ + &ol = T (mod ag)}.
If 4 = 0 then we always choose the zero lift with ¢ = 0.

If in the definition of N, (l) and Ne (I) we replace each [y] by y, we get the entries of
é—eﬁo—z/(xg _ _qom €+c)
A—Eo/ot()—gzo E-{-E '
This motivates us to define
—Jorb brey 0
(+¢) =)

Clearly S, C S.. We also consider C°™, the real cone {[ € R> | —7°.[> 0}. Then
Se = (Co° — (¢, ) N Z2(c).

(7.3.1) Se = {[e Z*(c)

7.3.2 Lemma (1) Sp and Sy are affine monoids. Sy is the normalization of Sy.

(2) Sc and S, are finitely generated Sg—modules, S, is a submodule of Se.

Proof (1) is elementary. By Bruns and Gubeladze [13, 2.12] gc is finitely generated
over Sy, but Sy itself is finitely generated as an S¢ module. a

7.3.3 Lemma There exists v; and v, elements of 72 with the following properties:

(@) vy and v, belong to Sp and R>ob; + R>qb, = CO.

(b) Forany le S, one has:
() Ne(l+v1) = Ne()
(i) Nc([+ t’2) = N¢ ([)
(iii) ]!c (I4+1v3)>0
@iv) Ne(I+107)=0
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Proof We choose v; and v, such that ]Vo(nl) >d—1and No(vy) > d —1, and
with:
(A) vy =(£;,4;) € Z*(c) such that {—w;¢;/a;} =0 for all i, and Ng(b;) =0
B) vy, = (52,22) € Z?(c) such that {—cT)sz/&j} =0 for all j, and ]vo(nz) =0
Then vy and b, satisfy (a), (b)(_i) and (b)(ii). Furthermore, note that N, ([ + v,) >

N¢ () 4+ Ng(vy) and for any [ € S, one has N, () > —(d — 1), hence all the conditions
will be satisfied. o

7.3.4 Remark Usually, the ‘universal restrictions’ No (v1)> d—1 and No(v3)>d—1
in the proof of Lemma 7.3.3 provide rather ‘large’ vectors v; and v,. Nevertheless,
usually much smaller vectors also satisfy (a) and (b). Here is another choice. Besides (A)
and (B) we impose the following.

(C©) LetO=0O(by,02) ={l=¢q101 +g205 |0 =<¢g1,92 < 1} be the semiopen cube
in C°®. Then we require Ng(v;) > 0 and N (Ig + v,) > 0 for any I €
(O—(c,¢))NZ3(c); and symmetrically: ]Vo(tll) >0 and N, (Ig+1vq) >0 for
any [g € (O—(c.¢))NZ2(c).

The desired inequality for any [ € S, then follows from Ne (I + k101 + kv +105) =
Ne(Ig + kavy +03) > Ne(Ig + v2) + ky Ng(v,) (and its symmetric version).
In the sequel the next two subsets of S, will be crucial:

Sy ={le (@—(c.2)NZ>(c) | Ne(l) < 0}

S, ={le(@—(c.Z))NZ*(c) | Ne(1) < 0}

Again, both sets S, | and S, , are independent of the choice of ¢, they depend only
on /.

7.3.5 Proposition Let v; and v, be as in Lemma 7.3.3.
(1) S, is given by

Se = |_| [+ Z>o01 + Z>(03.
le(@0—(c,c))NZ2(c)

(2) S¢\ S, is given by

Sc\sc:( | | [+ZZOUI)U( | | [+Zzonz),

les, [68;2

( I_l [+Zzobl)ﬂ( I_l [-I-Zzobz): I_l .
les;

€S, , (€S, NS, ,
Geometry & Topology, Volume 18 (2014)
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Proof The statements follow from the choice of v and v, and properties (a) and (b) of
Lemma 7.3.3. Compare also with the structure theorem Bruns and Gubeladze [13, 4.36]
of S¢ modules. a

7.4 The periodic constant and the SW invariant in the equivariant case

Set t = (¢,7). Using (7.2.3) and Proposition 7.3.5 one can write Z}, (t)/t(c’a in the
next form:

t[
Z (1_t01)(1_t02) o Z — b1 o Z tvz Z t[

[e(O—(c.2NNZ2(e) les; (€S, NS,

Next, we apply the decomposition established in Section 4.5. Here it is important to
choose ¢ in such a way that ¢ € [0,1) and ¢ €0, 1).

Note that v; € R.o(1/ag,—¢) and v, € R-g(—¢, 1/ag), hence v, sits in the cone
determined by v and (1,0). Then, as in Section 4.5, we set Z1 := {({, E) |0<{<
first coordinate of vy} and E, := {({, E) |0 < { < second coordinate of v, }, and for
any [ € Sc,l. the unique n; such that [ —n;v; € &;, i = 1,2. Then Section 4.5
provides the following decomposition:

ni ni2

R DOD WL DD WD DY
€S, 1 7=1 €S, ,j=1 €S, NS,
_ ~ t! PR
(74.1) Zj(0) =19 > - S P —
— (1 —1¢°1)(1 —1v2) il B
(€(O—(e.2NNZ2(e) €51

Z = nrzl’z)
_ —
[GS_ 1t

Therefore, by Remark 4.4.7 and Theorem 4.5.1 we get

orb orb ~
pes (Z2) =pe(Zp@) /1) = ZF (1, 1) = Y i+ Y na+1S;, NS,
[escf] [escfz

7.4.2 Corollary Choose ¢ in such a way that ¢ € [0,1) and ¢ € [0,1). Then one
has the following combinatorial formula for the normalized Seiberg—Witten invariant
of M :

C(K+2m)* + V|
8

=0 o (M) = D n+ Y a8, NS,

s, €S, ,
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Proof Use Corollary 5.2.1, Reduction Theorem 5.4.2 and the above computation. O

7.4.3 Example Consider the following plumbing graph:

E] El
E,
E2 E?:

The corresponding Seifert invariants are o; = 2, ap = 3, & = 5, a9 = 9 and
w;j = ®j = wy =y =1 forall i and j. Hence e = —1/18, & = —13/45 and
e=1/(3%-10). For h =0 we choose ¢ = 0. Then

So=|(t.Dez? ‘ sz—f+9-([%£]+[%z]) >0, sZ—z+27.[%€] >0,

¢+£=0 (mod 9)},
So=1{(t.D)ez?1t-20>0, —5L+137>0, £+ =0 (mod 9)}.
If we take the generators vy = (60, 30) and v, = (26, 10) (via conditions (A), (B), (C)

following Lemma 7.3.3), one can calculate explicitly the sets
So.1 = 1(13,5), (19, 8), (25, 11), (31, 14), (37, 17), (43, 20), (49, 23), (55, 26),
(61,29), (67,32)},
So,» =1(6,3),(19.8),(12,6), (25, 11), (24, 12), (37, 17), (42, 21), (55, 26).
This generates the next counting function of Sp \ So, namely
Z tzfzz(t1375+t1978+1257“+t31714+t37717+t43720—|—t49723—|—t55726
0.D)e30\So 161729 4 67732) /(1 — (60730 4 (4673 4 f1276 | £1978 | (24712
25Ty BTFIT (42721 455726y () _ 26710y
_ (1978 _ 25711 _ 37717 _ /55726
which by (7.4.1) provides Zg (¢,7) =7 '+ 8372+t 7202 + 71T+ e 177 41671
17107 + 129716 4 376 4 1978 4 2571 4 37717 4+ 135726 Hence pcgmb(Z) =
ZF5(1,1)=13.
(It can be verified that there exists a splice quotient type normal surface singularity

whose link is given by the above graph. It is a complete intersection in (C#,0) with
equations z° + (y2 4+ 2y3)* — y1¥2(2y2 +3y3) = ¥; + (2y2 +3y3)y2y3 =0.)
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7.5 The periodic constant in the nonequivariant case and A(M)

Though the nonequivariant Z,. can be obtained by the sum ), Zj treated in the
previous subsection, here we provide a more direct procedure, which leads to a new
formula. Write J := (—7°®)~! and () for 197? . Applying Reduction Theorem 5.4.2
to the definition (2.2.1) of Z, we get

(1= 7)1 (1= 7 D)7
[ (1= CON I, (1= Oy

Set S(x):=); x;/a; and SEX):= >_j Xj/&;. Similarly as in (6.2.7), Zne(t) can be
written as

Ze(t) =

JEW
t 3@

) - h . o '
()ixi<§)§i§d S0, where S (1 —tJ(O))(l —t"((l)))

0=<X; <&; .0=<j=d

Substituting 4 —17() and U, =t I(@ ) S (x,X) becomes u] §(x) S(X)/(l —u1)(1—usy).
The division of this fraction (with remainder) is elementary, hence f(x,X) equals

Srat Sini—1 Smt 1 ( ) Sini—1 gim—l tJ(i(Q) 1
Srat J
SO ,J(O) P l_tf(s)+(1_,J<5>)(1_,J(?)))

n=0 k=0 k=0 1—
where Sy 1= LS(X)J > §int = |_§(§E)J s Stat i= {S(x)} and §rat = {g(i)}
Srat
Then, by Lemma 4.4.12, pc®™ (tJ(frat)/(l - tJQ)))(l - tJ(O))) = 0. Furthermore,
Section 4.5 gives a unique integer s(k) > 0 for k € {0, ..., Sjn — 1} such that

K+ Srat
t J (—S(k)+§rm)

1—¢7(®)

has vanishing periodic constant with respect to Corb;It turns out we have that s(k) =
| —eag(k + Star) + Spat) . Similarly s(k) = |[—eag(k + Sia) + Srac] in the case of

—5(k)+ Srat
A Qe

1—¢70)
Therefore, by Theorem 4.5.1, for

2
pe(Zoe) = 20 —0- E 575
h
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we get
Sim—l §im_1 -
Z (SintSint+ Z I__gOlO(k"‘Srat)‘i‘SratJ'i' Z I__eaO(k+Srat)+SratJ)-
0=x; <w;.0=<i=d k=0 ]:=()

0=<%X; <&;,0<j=<d
7.6 Ehrhart-theoretical interpretation

In general, in contrast with the one-node case Section 6.5, the direct determination of
the counting function of Zj(t), or equivalently, of the complete equivariant Ehrhart
quasipolynomial associated with the corresponding polytope, is rather hard. Never-
theless, those coefficients which are relevant to us (eg those ones which contain the
information about the Seiberg—Witten invariants of the 3—manifold) can be identified
using the right-hand side of (2.2.3). The computation is more transparent when L’ = L.
In that case, the two-variable Ehrhart polynomial has degree d + d,and a specific
d+d-2 degree coefficient is exactly the normalized Seiberg—Witten invariant of the
3—manifold. We will not provide here the formulae, since this identification will be
established for any negative-definite plumbing graph with arbitrary number of nodes;
see Section 8 where several other coefficients will be computed as well.

8 Ehrhart-theoretical interpretation of the SW invariant (the
general case)

8.1

Let ' be a negative-definite plumbing graph, a connected tree as in Section 2.1. Let
and & be the set of nodes and end vertices as above. We assume that N # @. If §,
denotes the valency of a node 7, then |E] =243, \(8n —2).

We consider the matrix J with entries Jp,, :=—(E), E}}) for n,m e N'. By Section 2.1
it is a principal minor of —/~! (with rows and columns corresponding to the nodes).

Another incarnation of the matrix J already appeared in Section 7.5, as the negative
of the inverse of the orbifold intersection matrix. Indeed, let for any n € A take that
component of I'\,,;enn {71} which contains 7. Itis a star-shaped graph, let e, be its
orbifold Euler number. Furthermore, for any two nodes n and m which are connected
by a chain, let «,, be the determinant of that chain (not including the nodes). Then
define the orbifold intersection matrix (of size |[N) as ISP = e,, IS = 1/apm, if
the two nodes 7 # m are connected by a chain, and 3™ = 0 otherwise; cf Braun and
Némethi [10, 4.1.4] or Section 7.1. One can show (see [10, 4.1.4]) that 7° is invertible,
negative-definite and det(—7°®) is the product of det(—7) with the determinants of
all (maximal) chains and legs of I'. This fact and (2.1.1) imply that J = (—1 "rb)_1 .
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8.2 The Ehrhart polynomial

In the sequel we assume that L = L/, thatis H = 0.

By Section 5.2, PO sits in RI€l. Moreover, by Reduction Theorem 5.4.2, we can take
[ of the form / =), .\ Ay E;, from the subcone of the Lipman cone generated by

{E:}ne/\/-

Then Section 5.4 guarantees that the associated polytope is PO = Unen P,gl”), P,gl")

depending only on the component /, = —(/, E,;). Note that the coefficients {1, }, and
the entries {/,}, are connected exactly by the transformation law (/,,),, = J (An),-

Take any chamber C such that int(CNS) # &, as in Corollary 5.2.1. Let EAC(P T (M)
be the Ehrhart quasipolynomial £E(P, T, (I,)»), associated with the denominator of Z,
after changing the variables to (A,), via (/,),, = J (An),. Itis convenient to normalize
the coefficient of [, Ap™" by a factor [],, m,!, hence we write

At
n
my!

LT, 0= > 88, T[]

Zn mp=<|&| n
mp=0:neN

for certain periodic functions a(cmn)n in variables (A,),. By (2.2.3), Corollary 4.3.11
and Reduction Theorem 5.4.2

(8.2.1) X(Z AnE;:) +pe®(Z) = A(Ann),
neN
where
_ Sk TT (O 2 pe _
A((An)n)—M;s _2( 1) ]‘[( . )z (P, T, (An—kn)n)
VN "
8n—2
" I (oGS ))
Ynmn=IE| 0<pn=mpn
mp=0:neN neN

kmn—Pn

AC n
(mn)n 1_[ |
n mn-

On the other hand, since x(/) = —(K +/,[)/2, the left-hand side of (8.2.1) is the
quadratic function

Y Unm/Dhndm+ Y (—(K, E;)/2)dn +pe®(Z).
n,meN neN
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Now we identify these coefficients with those of A((Az)n) above. The additional
ingredient is the combinatorial formula (6.5.11), which also shows that for the nonzero
summands one necessarily has p, > 8, — 2 for any n. One gets the following result.

8.2.2 Theorem We have:

/\C _
A G —D ) = Inn

~C _
Oy —1.8m—1,(g—2) g ) = Jnm  forn #m

~C 1 1
Q51,52 = ~5 K Ep) + 5 > m=2)Jum

meN
~ (6n—2)(K, E})
86,2, =pe*(2) = Y e
nexN
(62—2)(36,—T7) Jun (61—2)(6m—2)Jum
+ 2 2 + > 3
neN n;:ln;é\/

Recall that pc®(Z) = —(K? +|V])/8 —A(M), where A(M) is the Casson invariant of

AC ’
M. Hence as,-2),

We emphasize that these formulae also show that the above coefficients are constants (as

equals the normalized Casson invariant modulo some ‘easy terms.

periodic functions in (A,),) and independent of the chosen chamber C in the Lipman
cone.
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