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A RESIDUE THEOREM FOR MALCEV-NEUMANN SERIES
GUOCE XIN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish a residue theorem for Malcev-Neumann series
that requires few constraints, and includes previously known combinatorial residue
theorems as special cases. Our residue theorem identifies the residues of two formal
series that are related by a change of variables. We obtain simple conditions for when
a change of variables is possible, and find that the two related formal series in fact
belong to two different fields of Malcev-Neumann series. The multivariate Lagrange
inversion formula is easily derived and Dyson’s conjecture is given a new proof and

generalized.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a field. Jacobi ﬂa] used the ring K ((z1,...,x,)) of Laurent series, formal
series of monomials where the exponents of the variables are bounded from below, to
give the following residue formula.

Theorem 1.1 (Jacobi’s Residue Formula). Let fi(x1,...,2,),. .., fu(x1,...,2,) be

Laurent series. Let b;; be integers such that fi(x1,... ,xn)/x?i’l 2 is a formal
power series with nonzero constant term. Then for any Laurent series ®(y1,...,Yn),
we have
ofi
Res 5 O(f1,- s fu) = bijlicijcn Res (yr,... yn), (1.1)
L1, Tn ZL’j 1<i,j<n = =""Y1,..,Yn

-1

where Res,, .. ., means to take the coefficient of xl_l R

n

Note that the convergence of ®(fi,..., f,) is obviously required.

Jacobi’s residue formula is a well-known result in combinatorics. It equates the
residues of two formal series related by a change of variables. It has many applications
and has been studied by several authors, e.g., Goulden and Jackson ﬂa, p. 19-22],
and Henrici @] However, Jacobi’s formula is rather restricted in application for two
reasons: the conditions on the f; are too strong, and the condition on ® is not easy to
check: given f;, when does ®(fi,..., f,) converge?
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We can obtain different residue formulas by considering different rings containing
the ring of formal power series K[|z, ..., z,]]. In obtaining such a formula, we usually
embed K|[[z1,...,x,]] into a ring or a field consisting of formal Laurent series, but the
embedding is not unique in the multivariate case. Besides Jacobi’s residue formula,
Cheng et al. [2] studied the ring Kp,((x1, ..., z,)) of homogeneous Laurent series (formal
series of monomials whose total degree is bounded from below), and used homogeneous
expansion to give a residue formula. But the above restrictions still exist for the same
reason. We will use a more general setting to avoid the above problems.

Let G be a totally ordered group, i.e., a group with a total ordering < that is com-
patible with its group structure. Let K,[G] be the set of Malcev-Neumann series
(MN-series for short) on G over K relative to <: an element in K,[G] is a series
N = Y 49 With a; € K, such that the support {g € G : a; # 0} of n is a
well-ordered subset of G.

By a theorem of Malcev [10] and Neumann [11] (see also [12, Theorem 13.2.11]),
K, [G] is a division algebra that includes the group algebra K|[G] as a subalgebra. We
study the field of MN-series on a totally ordered abelian group, and show that the field
of iterated Laurent series K {(z1,...,x,)), which has been studied in [17, Chapter 2],
is a special kind of MN-series.

We obtain a residue theorem for K,,[G @ Z"], where z1, ..., x, represent the genera-
tors of Z™. This new residue formula includes the previous residue theorems of Jacobi
and Cheng et al. as special cases. It is easier to apply and more general: the conditions
on the f; are dropped since we are working in a field; the condition on ® is replaced
with a simpler one and we find that the two related formal series in fact belong to
two different fields of MN-series. In particular, our theorem applies to any rational
function ®.

In section 2 we review some basic properties of MN-series. We give the residue
formula in section 3. Then we talk about the (diagonal and non-diagonal) Lagrange
inversion formulas in section 4, and give a new proof and a generalization of Dyson’s

conjecture in section 5.

2. BASIC PROPERTIES OF MALCEV-NEUMANN SERIES

A totally ordered abelian group or TOA-group is an abelian group G (written addi-
tively) equipped with a total ordering < that is compatible with the group structure
of G; i.e., for all x,y,2z € G, x < y implies x + 2z < y + z. Such an ordering < is also
called translation invariant. The abelian groups Z, Q, and R are all totally ordered
abelian groups under the natural ordering.

Let K be a field. A formal series n on G over K has the form

n= Zagtg,

g€eg
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where a, € K and #9 is regarded as a symbol. Let 7=}, . but" be another formal
series on §. Then the product nt is defined if for every f € G, there are only finitely
many pairs (g, h) of elements of G such that a, and b, are nonzero and g+ h = f. In

nT = th Z agbp,.

feg  gt+h=f
The support supp(n) of n is defined to be {g € G : a;, # 0 }.
For a TOA-group G, a Malcev-Neumann series (MN-series for short) is a formal

this case,

series on G that has a well-ordered support. Recall that a well-ordered set is a totally
ordered set such that every nonempty subset has a minimum. We define K,[G] to be
the set of all such MN-series.

By a theorem of Malcev and Neumann [12, Theorem 13.2.11], K, [G] is a field for
any TOA-group. A sketch of the proof will be introduced since we will use some of the
facts later.

Let us see some examples of MN-series first.

(1) Ky|Z] ~ K((x)) is the field of Laurent series.

(2) K,[Q] strictly contains the field K™((z)) of fractional Laurent series [13,
p. 161], and is more complicated. It includes as a subfield the generalized
Puiseux field [14] with respect to a prime number p, which consists all series
f(x) such that supp(f) is a well-ordered subset of Q and there is an m such that
for any a € supp(f) we have ma = n, /p' for some integer n,, and nonnegative
integer 1.

(3) Let Q* be the multiplicative group of positive rational numbers. Then Q* is
a TOA-group, and K, [Q*] is a field of MN-series.

The set of MN-series K, [G] is clearly closed under addition. The following proposi-
tion is the key to showing that K, [G] is closed under multiplication, so that K, [G] is
a ring.

For two subsets A and B of G, we denote by A+ B theset {a+b|a€ A,be B}.

Proposition 2.1 ([12], Lemma 13.2.9). If G is a TOA-group and A, B are two well-
ordered subsets of G then A + B is also well-ordered.

For a TOA-group G, K,[G] is a maximal ring in the set of all formal series on
G: if n =3, cqagt? is not in K,[g], then adding n into K,[G] cannot yield a ring.
For if supp(n) is not well-ordered, we can assume that g; > ¢g» > --- is an infinite
decreasing sequence in supp(n). Let 7 = Y7 -, a_ 't7%. Note that 7 € K,[G], since
—g1 < —go < --- is well-ordered. But the constant term of n7 equals an infinite sum
of 1’s, which diverges.

Let [t9]n be the coefficient of t9 in . Let 1,72, ... be a series of elements in K, [G].

Then we say that n; 419+ - - - strictly converges to n € K, [G], if for every g € G, there
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are only finitely many ¢ such that [t9]n; # 0, and Y. [t]n; = [t9]n. g + 1m0 + -
strictly converges to some n € K,[G], then we say that ny + 1o+ - - - ewists (in K [G]).
Note that ) -, 27" does not strictly converge to 1.

Let f(z) = _Zn>0 b,z" be a formal power series in K[[z]], and let n € K,[G]. Then
we define the comi)osition fomnto be

fon:=fn)=> b
n>0
if the sum exists.

If » # 0 belongs to K, [G], then it has a nonempty well-ordered support so that we
can define the order of n to be ord(n) = min (supp(n)). The initial term of 7 is the
term with the smallest order. It is clear that ord(n7) = ord(n) + ord(r). The order of
0 is treated as oc.

Theorem 2.2 (Composition Law). If f € K[[z]] and n € K,[G] with ord(n) > 0,
then f on strictly converges in K,|[G].

The detailed proof of this composition law can be found in [17, Chapter 3.1]. It
consists of two parts: one is to show that for any g € G, [t9]f o n is a finite sum of
elements in K; the other is to show that the support of f o7 is well-ordered. The
following proposition is the key to the proof.

We denote by AT the set A+ A+ ---+ A of n copies of A. A subset A of G is said
to be positive, denoted by A > 0, if a > 0 for all a € A.

Proposition 2.3 ([12], Lemma 13.2.10). Let G be a TOA-group. If A is a positive
well-ordered subset of G, then U,>oA™" is also well-ordered.

Corollary 2.4. For any n € K, [G] with initial term 1, n=' € K, [G].

Proof. Write n = 1 — 7. Then 7 € K,[G] and ord(7) > 0. By Theorem 22, > 7"
strictly converges in K, [G]. Knowing that [t7](1—7) -3 -, 7" is a finite sum for every
g, we can check that (1 —17) > ;7" reduces to 1 after cancelation. U

So for any n € K,[G] with initial term f, n = f(1 — 7) with ord(7) > 0, and the
expansion of n~! is given by f~! ano 7. This implies that K, [G] is a field.

Definition 2.5. If G and H are two TOA-groups, then the Cartesian product G x H
is defined to be the set G x H equipped with the usual addition and the reverse
lexicographic order, i.e., (z1,11) < (22,y2) if and only if y; <y ys or y; = Y and

T Sg ZIo.

We define G" to be the Cartesian product of n copies of G. It is an easy exercise to
show the following.
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Proposition 2.6. The Cartesian product of finitely many TOA-groups is a TOA-
group.

One important example is Z™ as a totally ordered abelian group.

When considering the ring K,,(G x #H), it is natural to treat (g, h) as g + h, where
g is identified with (g,0) and h is identified with (0, ). With this identification, we
have the following.

Proposition 2.7. The field K,,[GxH] is the same as the field (K, [G]),, [H] of Malcev-
Neumann series on H with coefficients in K, [G].

Proof. Let n € K,[G x H], and let A = supp(n). Let p be the second projection of
G X H, ie., p(g,h) = h.

We first show that p(A) is well-ordered. If not, then we have an infinite sequence
(91,h1), (g2, ha), ... of elements of A such that p(gi,h1) > p(g2, ha) > - -+, which by
definition becomes hy > hy > ---. Then in the reverse lexicographic order, this implies
that (g1,h1) > (g, h2) > - -+ is an infinite decreasing sequence in A, a contradiction.
So p(A) is well-ordered.

Now 7 can be written as

n= Z)( > ag,htg)th.

hep(A) “geg,(g,h)EA

Since for each h € p(A), the set {g € G: (g,h) € A} is a clearly a well-ordered subset

of G, > cq.(g.mea Ggnt? belongs to K, [G] for every h, and hence n € (K,[G]),, [H].
Conversely, let 7 =", bpt" € (K,[G])w[H], where D = supp(7) is a well-ordered

subset of H, and b, € K,[G]. Let B, denote the support of b,. We need to show

that |J (Bn x {h}) is well-ordered in G x H. Let A be any nonempty subset of
heD

U (Br x {h}). We show that A has a smallest element. Since p(A) is a subset of

heD

the well-ordered set D, we can take hy to be the smallest element of p(A). The set

AN (B, X {ho}) is well-ordered for it is a subset of the well-ordered set By, x { ho }.
Let (go, ho) be the smallest element of AN (Bp, X {ho}). Then (go, ho) is also the
smallest element of A. O

Let K be a field. The field of iterated Laurent series K {(z1,...,xz,) is inductively
defined to be the field of Laurent series in x, with coefficients in K{(xy,...,z,_1)),
with K {(z1)) being the field of Laurent series K ((x1)).

Corollary 2.8.

Ko|Z"] =~ K {(x1, 72, . . ., 20).
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The detailed proof of this corollary is left to the reader. We only describe the iden-
tification as follows. Let { e; }1<i<, be the standard basis of Z™. Then z; is identified
with t¢. The field of iterated Laurent series turns out to be the most useful special
kind of MN-series [16; [17].

We conclude this section with the following remark.

Remark 2.9. MN-series were originally defined on totally ordered groups. It was
shown in [17, Chapter 3.1] that the results in this section can be generalized: G can
be replaced with a totally ordered monoid (a semigroup with a unit), and K can be
replaced with a commutative ring with a unit.

3. THE RESIDUE THEOREM

Observe that any subgroup of a TOA-group is still a TOA-group under the induced
total ordering. Let G be a TOA-group and let H be an abelian group. If p: H — G
is an injective homomorphism, then p(H) ~ H is a subgroup of G. We can thus
regard H as a subgroup of G through p. The induced ordering <f on H is given by
hi <P hy < p(h1) <g p(h2). Thus H is a TOA-group under <?. Clearly a subset A of
(H, <r) is well-ordered if and only if p(A) is well-ordered in (G, <g).

Let G be a TOA-group. We can give G a different ordering so that under this
new ordering G is still a TOA-group. For instance, the total ordering <* defined by
g1 < go & go <* g is clearly such an ordering. One special class of total orderings
is interesting for our purpose. If p : G — G is an injective endomorphism, then the
induced ordering <” is also a total ordering on G. We denote the corresponding field
of MN-series by K”[G].

For example, if G = Z", then any nonsingular matrix M € GL(Z") induces an
injective endomorphism. In particular, K,,[Z?] ~ K {(x,t)) is the field of double Laurent
series, and KP[Z? ~ K{{x~',t)), where the matrix corresponding to p is the diagonal
matrix diag(—1, 1). It is easy to see that K {(z{', ..., x5)) with ¢; = £1 are special fields
of MN-series K*{(z1,...,x,)), where the corresponding matrix for p is the diagonal
matrix with entries e;.

Series expansions in a field of MN-series depend on the total ordering <?. When
comparing monomials, it is convenient to use the symbol <*: if g; <° g, then we write
t9r <P t92. We shall call attention to the expansions in the following example.

Let p be defined by p(z) = 2%y and p(y) = xy?, and consider K*{(x,y)). The
expansion of 1/(z — y) is given by

1
r—y

1 1 1 kK
o 1—y/x_xzy/x’

k>0

since p(y/z) = p(y)/p(x) = y/x = 1, which implies 1 <* y/x.
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2 — y) is given by

1 1 1 1
L BT

2 _ o a1 — a2y
-y oy 1=2y oy

Now notice the expansion of 1/(x

since p(y/x?) = p(y)/p(x?) = 1/2* < 1, which implies 1 <” z?/y.

In order to state the residue theorem, we need more concepts. Consider the following
situation. Let G and H be groups with H ~ Z", and suppose that we have a total
ordering < on the direct sum G & H such that G & H is a TOA-group. We identify
G with G & 0 and H with 0 @ H. Let ey, es,...,e, be a basis of H. Let p be the
endomorphism on G @ H that is generated by p(e;) = ¢; + > ;myje; for all ¢, where
gi € G, and p(g) = g for all g € G. Then p is injective if the matrix M = (m;;)
belongs to GL(Z"), i.e., det(M) # 0.

It is natural to use new variables x; to denote t% for all 7. Thus monomials in

1<i,j<n

K,[G @ H] can be represented as tgsc'fl .- ak - Correspondingly, p acts on monomials
by p(t9) = t9 for all g € G, and p(x;) = t%a]"* - - aln.
Notation: If f; are monomials, we use f to denote the homomorphism p generated by

plx:) = fi.
An element n # 0 of K,,[G & H] can be written as

n= Z Za%kt%]fl . zﬁ" = Z bkxk,

keZr geg kezn

where a, ) € K and by € K,[G]. If x® # 0, then we call it an z-term of 1. Since the
set {ord(bex¥) : k € Z" b # 0} is a nonempty subset of supp(n), it is well-ordered
and hence has a least element. Because of the different exponents in the z’s, no two
of ord(bx¥) are equal. So we can define the z-initial term of 7 to be the z-term that
has the least order.

To define the operators a%i, CT,,, Res,,, it suffices to consider the case H = Z.
These operators are defined by:

0

gy ; b,z" = n% nb, "1, CmT ; bpx™ = b, Rfs ; b,x" = b_y.
Multivariate operators are defined by iteration. All these operators work nicely in the
field of MN-series K, [G @ H], because an MN-series has a well-ordered support, and
still has a well-ordered support after applying these operators.

There are several computational rules [17, Lemma 3.2.1] for evaluating constant
terms in the univariate case, but we are going to concentrate on the residue theorem
in the multivariate case.

In what follows, we suppose F; € K, [G @ H] for all i.
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Definition 3.1. The Jacobian determinant (or simply Jacobian) of F = (Fy, Fy, ..., F},)
with respect to x is defined to be

Fi. B, ... F, OF;
J(F|x) :=J <—1’ 2 ) :det< ) .
T1,%2,.-.,Tn O 1<i,j<n

When the x’s are clear, we write J(F}, Fy, ..., F,) for short.

Definition 3.2. If the z-initial term of Fj is ;%" - - - 2% then the Jacobian number
of F with respect to x is defined to be

F1>F2>"'7Fn
L1, X255 Tn

i) = ) = det ()i

Definition 3.3. The log Jacobian of Fi, ..., F, is defined to be

xl-.-l’n

LJ(Fl,,Fn) = ﬁ

J(Fy, .. Fy).

We call it the log Jacobian because formally it can be written as [15]

log Fi,...,log F,
LI(Fy,... Fy) = J (285 08 )
logxy,...,logx,

since

dlog ' OlogF OF  10F Ox x OF

dlogz  OF Odloge F oz dlogez F Oz’

Remark 3.4. The Jacobian is convenient in residue evaluation, while the log Jacobian

1s convenient in constant term evaluation.

The following lemma is needed for the proof of our residue theorem. It is also a kind
of generalized composition law.

Let ® be a formal series in x1, . . ., z,, with coefficients in K, [G], and let F; € K, [G®
H]. Then ®(F},...,F,) is obtained from ® by replacing x; with F;. The following
lemma gives a simple sufficient condition for the convergence of ®(Fy,..., F},).

Lemma 3.5. Let ® and F; be as above and let f; be the initial term of F; for all i.
Suppose j(Fy, ..., F,) #0. Then ®(zy,...,x,) € KE[GOH] if and only if ®(f1, ..., fn)
exists in K,|G®H], and if these conditions hold then ®(F, ... F,) exists in K,|GOH)].

Proof of Lemma 32 We first show the equivalence. The map p : z; — f; induces
an endomorphism on H ~ Z". This endomorphism is injective since j(f1,..., fn) #
0, which is equivalent to j(Fi,...,F,) # 0. Therefore p also induces an injective
endomorphism on G @ H. We see that supp(®(fi,..., fn)) is well-ordered in G & H if
and only if p (supp(®(z1,...,z,))) is well-ordered. This, by definition, is to say that
O(xy,...,2,) € KE[G @ H].
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Now we show the implication. Write each F; as f;(1 + 7;), with ord(7;) > 0. Given
the convergence of ®(fy,..., f,) we first show that for every ¢ € G and m € Z,
[t9x™] ®(F, ..., F,) is a finite sum.

Write ® as >, ;. axx®. Let A be the support of ®(f). Then A is the disjoint union
of supp(axf¥) for all k. This follows from the first part: p is injective.

Now

O(Fy,.. Fy) =Y aef (14 m)F e (L4 7,k (3.1)
kezn

We observe that replacing any nonzero element in K by 1 will not reduce the number
of summands, so (1 + 7;)¥ can be replaced with (1 —7;)™* = Y",.,7/. Therefore, the
number of summands for the coefficient of t9x™ in ®(F}, ..., F,) is no more than that
in

a1l —m) T (lmr) T =) T (L= T) T Y

kezn kezn
which is a finite product of elements in K, [G & H]. Note that in obtaining the right-
hand side of the above equation, we used the fact that the supports of a,f* are disjoint
for all k.

The proof of the lemma will be finished after we show that ®(F,..., F,) has a
well-ordered support. Let T; be the support of 7;. Then the support of (1 + ;)% is
contained in U;sT;™. Thus for every k

supp arf* (1 + )" - (1 +7,) C A+ UlZOTfFl + -+ UZZOTH,

n

which is well-ordered by Proposition 20l and Proposition 223 So by (BI), the support
of ®(Fy, ..., F,) is also well-ordered.
[

Remark 3.6. The implication in Lemma B.H is not true when j(Fi,..., F,,) = 0. For
instance, let ® = 37, a5 /a} — 37, 28" /21" and let Fy = 27, Fy = x,(1 + 21). Then
it is straightforward to check that ®(fi, fo) = 0, but ®(Fy, F») is not in K {(z1)).

Notation. Starting with a TOA-group G & H as described above, let ® be a formal
series on G & H. When we write CT% ®(xy,...,z,), we mean both that ®(zy,...,z,)
belongs to K£[G @ H|, and that the constant term is taken in this field. When p is
the identity map, it is omitted. When we write CTg ®(F1,. .., F,), it is assumed that
O(xy,...,2,) € KE[G @ H], where f; is the initial term of F;, and we are taking the
constant term of ®(zy,...,x,) in the ring Kf [G®H]. Or equivalently, we always have

CTO(Fy, ..., F) = CT ®(xy,...,2n).

This treatment is particularly useful when dealing with rational functions.
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Now comes our residue theorem for K,,[G @& H]|, in which we will see how an element
in one field is related to an element in another field through taking constant terms.

Theorem 3.7 (Residue Theorem). Suppose for each i, F; € K,,[G ® H] has z-initial
term f; = a2’ - abin with a; € Ky[G). If j(Fy, ..., F,) # 0, then for any ®(x) €

n

Kf[G @ H], we have
Resfb(Fl, ceey Fn)J(Fl, cey Fn) = j(Fl, ceey Fn) R,F?S (I)(Fl, cey Fn) (32)
Equivalently, in terms of constant terms, we have

CT (I)(Fl, .. ,Fn)LJ(Fl, .. ,Fn) - j(Fl, .. ,Fn) CFT(I)(FD .. ,Fn) m)

Proof of Theorem[3]. Replace ®(Fy,..., F,) with Fy -+ F,®(Fy, ..., F,)in (B2). Then
by a straightforward algebraic manipulation, we will get (B:2'). Similarly we can obtain
B2) from [BZ). This shows the equivalence.

By the hypothesis and Lemma B the left-hand side of ([B2) exists by taking the
constant term in K, [G @ H], while the right-hand side exists by taking the constant
term in Kf[G @ H).

For the remaining part it suffices to show that the theorem is true for monomials ®
by multilinearity. The proof will be completed after we show Lemmas and B.T41
below. U

Remark 3.8. When j(Fy,...,F,) = 0, ®(F},..., F,) is only well defined in some
special cases. In such cases, (B2) also holds. For example, if ®(xq,...,x,) is a Laurent
polynomial, then ®(F}, ..., F,) always exists.

Remark 3.9. The theorem holds for any rational function @, i.e., ®(xy,...,x,) be-
longs to the quotient field of (K, [G])[#]. This follows from the fact that Kf[G @ H] is
a field containing (K,,[G])[#H] as a subring.

The proof of our residue theorem and lemmas basically comes from [2], except for
the proof of Lemma BT4l which uses the original idea of Jacobi.
The following properties of Jacobians can be easily checked.

Lemma 3.10. We have
(1) J(Fy, By, ... F,) is K,|G]-multilinear.
(2) J(F1, By, ..., F,) is alternating; i.e., J(Fy, Fy, ..., F,) =0 if F; = F}; for some
i 7.
(3) J(Fy, Fy, ..., F,) is anticommutative; i.e.,

J(Fl,...,ﬂ,...,F}',...,Fn):—J(Fl,...,Fj,...,FZ’,...,Fn).
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(4) (Composition Rule) If g(z) € K((2)) is a series in one variable, then

d
J(g(F1), Fa, ..., F,) dg(Fl)J(F1>F2a~~~>Fn)'

T dz
(5) (Product Rule)

J(FG Fy, .. Fy) = F1J(Gh, Fy, .. By + GhJ(FL By, o F).
(6) J(Fy ', Fy,...,F,) =0.

A formal series on G @ H having only one z-term is called an z-monomial.

Lemma 3.11. If all f; are x-monomials, then

LI(fi s fa) = 3o fo). (3.3)
Equivalently,

Hfrveoob) = i f) @)
Proof. Suppose that for every i, f; = aixl{“ <. xbin where a; is in K,[G]. Then

0fi/0x; = b;;fi/x;. Factoring f; from the ith row of the Jacobian matrix for all ¢
and then factoring x;l from the jth column for all 7, we get

Jifa
J(fr, faroos Jn) = mdet(sz)-
Equation (B3)) and [B3) are just rewriting of the above equation. O

Lemma 3.12.
Res J(Fi,..., F,) =0.

Proof. By multilinearity, it suffices to check xz-monomials F;. Suppose F; = f; as given
in the proof of Lemma BIIl Then equation (B33) can be rewritten as

n

J(Fl, RN Fn) = det(bij)al . .. an$1—1+2 bin ZL’_1+E bin

If Y by => bipg=---=> by, =0, then the Jacobian number is 0, and therefore the
residue is 0. Otherwise, at least one of the x;’s has exponent # —1, so the residue is 0
by definition. O

Lemma 3.13. For all integers e; with at least one e; # —1, we have
Res F{' -+ - ESrJ(Fy, ..., F,) = 0. (3.4)

Proof. The clever proof in [2, Theorem 1.4] also works here.
Permuting the F; and using (3) of Lemma B0, we may assume that e; # —1,...,
e; #—1,but ej41 =--- =e, = —1, for some j with 1 < j <n. Setting G; = ei—ilFf"H
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fori=1,...,7, we have
FPF2 - F J(FL By, Fy) = F - F (G Gy Fia, . F).
Then applying the formula
F LG, Gy Fi, . Fy) = J(FLGLL Gy Gy Fiaa, . F)

repeatedly for j + 1,74+ 2,...,n, we get
J(Fiy - F'G1, Gy, Gy Fya, . F).

The result now follows from Lemma B2 O
For the case e; = ey =--- =¢, = —1, we have
Lemma 3.14.
Res Frb EYI(F, . F) = (B, Fy). (3.5)

The simple proof for this case in [2] does not apply in our situation. The reason will
be explained in Proposition B.TH.
Note that Lemma B4l is equivalent to saying that

CTLJ(F, ..., Fy) = j(F, ..., F). (3.6)

Proof. Let f; = aia:ll’“ ---xbn be the z-initial term of F;. Then F; = f;B;, where
B; € K,|G & H] has z-initial term 1. By the composition law, log(B;) € K,[G & H].
Now applying the product rule, we have

Frt  FOU(RL R, ... F,)
= [T B ENI(f, By F) + BUYES e F V(B By B
= BV (fr By Fy) + By BN (log(By), B, . ).

From Lemma B3, the last term in the above equation has no contribution to the
residue in z, and hence can be discarded.
The same procedure can be applied to Fy, F3, ..., F,. Finally we will get

Res Fy' o F VI (Fy, By, Fo) = Res 70 [T (fis oo ),
which is equal to the Jacobian number by Lemma B.TTI U
The proof of our residue theorem is now completed.
The next result gives a good reason for using the log Jacobian.

Proposition 3.15. The x-initial term of the log Jacobian LJ(Fy, ..., F,) equals the
Jacobian number j(Fy, ..., F,) when it is nonzero.
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Proof. From the definition,
xy-

LI(Fy,...,F,) = ﬁ
1

L1 In
J(Fl,...,Fn = ngla---agn

where the sum ranges over all z-terms g¢; of Fj. Applymg Lemma BT gives us

LI(F,...,F, Z U 9n s gn).

The Jacobian number is always an 1nteger. The displayed summand has the smallest
order when g; equals the z-initial term of F; for all 7. It is clear now that we can write

LI(Fy, ..., F,) =j(F,..., F,)+ higher ordered terms.

To show that j(Fi,..., F,) is the z-initial term, we need to show that all the other
terms that are independent of z cancel. (Note that we do not have this trouble when
all the coefficients belong to K.) This is equivalent to saying that

CTLJ(Fl, .. ,Fn) - j(Fl, .. .,Fn),
which follows from Lemma B4l O
Example 3.16. Let K{(x,t)) be the working field. Let F' = z* + xt + 23%. Then

the z-initial term of F'is 22, so j(F|r) = 2. Now let us see what happens to the log
Jacobian LJ(F|x) of F' with respect to .

rOF  x(2x+t+ 32t
For 22(1+t/x+at)

= (2+t/z+3xt) Y (—1)"(t/z +xt)*

k>0

LJ(Flz) =

Since every other monomial is divisible by ¢, the initial term of LJ(F|z) is 2. It then
follows that the z-initial term of LJ(F|x) must contain 2 and therefore must be the
constant term in .

It is not clear that 2 is the unique term in the expansion of CT, LJ(F|z), but all
the other terms cancel. We check as follows.

CT LJ(Fla) = CT(2 + t/x + 3at) > (=DF(t/z + at)

k>0

_ 2K ok 2k + 1Y 41 2k + 1Y o1

_22<k)t tZ( . )t wy (2
k>0 £>0 k>0

o) ()

Now it is easy to see that the terms, other than 2, not containing z in the expansion
of the log Jacobian really cancel. U
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From Theorem B and Lemma B.TTl, we see directly the following result.

Corollary 3.17. If f; are all xz-monomials in K, |G & H], j(fi,..., fa) # 0, and
® € Kf[G & H], then

CxTé(fbafn) :fCT (I)(fbafn)

In the case that all f; are monomials in K[x,x '] with j(f) # 0, ® is in K[x,x ]
if and only ®(fi,..., f,) is (with possible fractional exponents). Since ® has a finite
support, its series expansion is independent of the working field. In particular, we have

CT (I)(fl,,fn): CT (I)(Il,...,xn).

More generally, we have the following as a consequence of Corollary B.T7 and the

above argument.

Corollary 3.18. Suppose 'y is another set of variables. If ® € K[x,x ! {(y)), and if
fi are all monomials in x with j(f) # 0, then

CT (I)(fl, ey fn) = CT (I)(Il, N ,In>.
The following two examples are illustrative in explaining our residue theorem.

Example 3.19. The following identity follows trivially by replacing x with z~!.

CIT Z rF = CIT Z " (3.7)
k>0 k>0
This identity is not as simple as it might appear at first sight. It equates the constant
terms of two elements belonging to two different fields; namely, the left-hand side of
[B7) takes the constant term in K ((z71)), while the right-hand side takes the constant
term in K ((x)).
The above cannot be explained by Jacobi’s formula, especially when we write it in

terms of rational functions:

cr—t  _cr ! (3.9)

r 1 —g! c 1—x

Now let us explain this identity in two ways: one using our residue theorem, and the
other using complex analysis.

Let f = 2!, Then the log Jacobian LJ(f|r) = z/f-0f/0x = —1, and the Jacobian
number is also —1. Thus

1 1 1

T =CT -—L =CT :
CT 1 =CT 5= ~L/Ul0) = CT —=
So the x on the left-hand side of (B:8) is indeed playing the same role with the variable
f defined by f = 27!. Now f~! = 1 since it is the same as = > 1, and we have the

correct series expansion.
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Now we sketch the idea in complex analysis, and describe the meaning of Jacobian

number in the one variable case. We have
1 1 1

Cme " 2mi 7{/ z(1— z)dz’
where ~ is the counter-clockwise circle |z| = € for sufficiently small positive e. We can
think of € as equal to x.
Now if we make a change of variable by z = 1/u, then after simplifying, we get

1 -1 1
— ¢ ———du=CT ——
270 7{/ uw(l —u=t) Y 1—fv
where 7/, the image of v under the map z — 1/u, is the clockwise circle |u| = 1/e. The
Jacobian number —1 comes from the different orientation of the circle. Similarly, if we

are making the change of variable by z = u?, the new circle will be a double circle,
which is consistent with the fact that the Jacobian number is 2. 0

Example 3.20. Evaluate the following constant term in K ((z)).

(1 -2 14
N Py T s B g o

Solution. Let FF'=1—x~!. Then LJ(F|z) = x/F -dF/dx = 1/(x — 1). The z-initial
term of F is 27! so that the Jacobian number is —1. Hence by our residue theorem,

we have
(1 _ S(I_l)4 F4
T =CT ————
C:v (x—=1)(m(1—2=Y) + (1 —271)?) Cm TF + F?

LJ(F|z)

F4
rF + F?
Now the initial term of F is ~! and the initial term of F? is 72 so that F = F?2.

Thus the final solution is

= QT ()

—F?2 )

CFTi1 ey -7,
O
Remark 3.21. Suppose the working field is K ((z)). If the new variable F' has a
positive Jacobian number j(F'|z), the second field as described in our residue theorem
is also K((x)). In this case, Jacobi’s formula also applies. If j(F|z) is a negative
number, then we can choose F'~! as the new variable to apply Jacobi’s formula. This
is why the two fields phenomenon as in the above two examples was not noticed before.

The next example is hard to evaluate without using our residue theorem.

Example 3.22. Evaluate the following constant term in C{(x,y,t)).
CT x3e¥/* (2t — 3ay) (a:gyet/xy —tr — ty)_1 (z—y) " (-1+4 a:?’et/gcy)_1 : (3.9)
2,y
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Solution. The z-variables are z and y. Let F = x?yet/™, G = xy?e!/*¥. It is straight-
forward to compute the log Jacobian and the Jacobian number. We have

2t
LJ(F,Glz,y) =3 — o and j(F,Glz,y) = 3.

We can check that (B3) can be written as

e
T FE—FronrF-ac-m/ECly)

Thus by the residue theorem, the above constant term equals

3F3G 3

R = (F+GNF - OG- ) Fe (1_ 0 g1 - 2

. (3.10)

where on the right-hand side of ([BI0), we can check that 1 is the initial term of each
factor in the denominator.

At this stage, we can use series expansion to obtain the constant term. We use the
following lemma instead.

Lemma 3.23. Suppose that ® contains only nonnegative powers in x. Then

1 J—
1—u/z

CT @(z) O(u),

where u is independent of x and u > x.

This lemma is reduced by linearity to the case when ®(z) = z* for some nonnegative
integer k, which is trivial.
We take the constant term in G first by applying Lemma B23

3 3E3
CT — = CT
FG(1- Eh( - Gy1 -2y F (2 = (F 4 F)t)(F - F?)
3 1
— CT :
3

(1= -55)

where in the last step, we applied Lemma again.
After simplification, we finally get

- _ _ 3
CT 2™ (2t — 3ay) (2%ye’™ — ta — ty) ' (x —y) " (=1 + 2®e™) v —.
x,Y _
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4. ANOTHER VIEW OF LAGRANGE’S INVERSION FORMULA

Let Fi,..., F, be power series in variables x1,...,x, of the form F; = x;+ higher
degree terms, with indeterminate coefficients for each . It is known, e.g., [1, Propo-
sition 5, p. 219], that F = (Fy,..., F},) has a unique compositional inverse, i.e., there
exists G = (Gy,...,G,) where each G, is a power series in zi,...,z, such that
Fi(Gy,...,G,) = z; and Gi(Fy, ..., F,) = x; for all 1.

Lagrange inversion gives a formula for the G’s in terms of the F’s. Such a formula
is very useful in combinatorics. A good summary of this subject can be found in J4].

The diagonal (or Good’s) Lagrange inversion formula deals with the diagonal case,
in which x; divides F; for every 4, or equivalently, F; = z;H;, where H; € K{[xy, ..., z,]]
with constant term 1. We now derive Good’s formula by our residue theorem:

Let K{(x1,2a,...,x,)) be the working field. Then z; is the initial term of F;, and
the Jacobian number j(Fi, ..., F,) equals 1. Let y; = F;(x). We will have x; = G;(y).
Then

iy Gily) = Resy ™ g7 Gi(y) (4.1)
— Res F; 777 . Folkng, J(F). (4.2)
The above argument works the same way by using Jacobi’s residue formula.

A similar computation applies to the non-diagonal case by working in K?((x1, ..., x,)),
where p is the injective homomorphism into K {(x1, ..., x,,t)) induced by p: z; — z;t.
This total ordering makes z; the initial term of F; for all 4, and clearly K*{(z1, ..., x,))
contains K[[z1,...,x,]] as a subring. This way is equivalent to the homogeneous ex-

pansion introduced in [2]. Note that Jacobi’s formula does not apply directly, though
Gessel [4] showed how the non-diagonal case could be derived from the diagonal case.
Note also that we cannot apply the residue theorem in K {(xy,...,x,)), because the
Jacobian number might equal 0. For example, if x,, does not divide F},, then it is easily
seen that the exponent of x,, in the initial term of F; is zero for all 7. So the Jacobian
number of Fi, ..., F), is 0.

More generally, let ® € K{[y1,...,y,]]. Then

W1ty 12(G(y)) = Res Fy 70 - 700 (x) J (F).

Multiplying both sides of the above equation by yfl -o-yknand summing on all
nonnegative integers ki, ko, ..., k,, we get

B(G(y)) = Res - I (F)9(x), (13)

which is true as power series in the y;’s.
It’s natural to ask if we can get this formula directly from our residue theorem. The
answer is yes. The argument is given as follows.
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The working field is KP{(z1,...,2,){(¥1,---,Yn). Welet z; = F; —y;. Then x; =
G;(y + z), and the initial term of F; — y; is z;, for y; has higher order than the z’s.
Thus the Jacobian number is 1, and the Jacobian determinant J(z|x) still equals to
J(F). Applying the residue theorem, we get

1 1 1
Res J(F)P(x) = Res ——®(G(y +2)).
T — (F)®(x) = Re . (G(y +2))

Since ®(G(y + z)) is in K[[y,z]], the final result is obtained by setting z = 0 in
O(G(y +2)).

Note that J(F) € K[[x]] has constant term 1. Therefore J(F) '®(x) is also in
K[[x]]. Hence we can reformulate [3) as

1 1
Res ...
X Fl_yl Fn_yn

®(x) = 2(x)J(F) ' x=c(y)-

5. DYsoN’s CONJECTURE

Our residue theorem can be used to prove a conjecture of Dyson.

Theorem 5.1 (Dyson’s Conjecture). Let aq,...,a, be n nonnegative integers. Then
the following equation holds as Laurent polynomials in z.

cr ] (1 - ﬁ)aj _lmtata) (5.1)

Z; ailas! -+ - ay,!

For n = 3 this assertion is equivalent to the familiar Dixon identity:

Z(_l)j<a+b) (b+c> <c+a> _ (a+b+c)!'

- a+3)\b+j)\c+J alb! ¢!

Theorem Bl was first proved by Wilson [15] and Gunson [7] independently. A similar
proof was given by Egorychev in [3, p. 151-153]. These proofs use integrals of analytic
functions. A simple induction proof was found by Good [5]. We are going to give a
Laurent series proof by using the residue theorem for MN-series. Our new proof uses
Egorychev’s change of variables, and uses Wilson’s argument for evaluating the log
Jacobian. This leads to a generalization of Theorem Bl

Let z be the vector (21, 22,...,2,). If z appears in the computation, we use z for
the product z! = 2,25 - - - 2,,. We use similar notation for u.

Let A(z) = A(z1,. .., 20) = [[io(z — %) = det(27) be the Vandermonde deter-
minant in z, and let Aj(z) = A(2,...,2%;,...,2,), where Z; means to omit z;. We
introduce new variables u; = (—1) _lz;‘_lAj(z). Then they satisfy the equations

Az) = (—1) 727 A (z) = ws + up + -+ + 1y,

i=1
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and

We also have

- 2z - A(z) Uy + Ug + -+ Uy
zj 27 Aj(2) u;

i=1,i7#]
Thus equation (B is equivalent to

uyt - udn ay!las! - - ay!

CT

which is a direct consequence of the multinomial theorem and the following proposition.
Proposition 5.2. For any series ®(z) € K"((z)), we have

CTP(uy,...,uy) = CTD(uq, ..., uy,).
" _
J
(=1)77'27A;(z). Then uY) + o+l equals hy—ni1(21, 22, .y 2n)A(z) for r >n —1
and equals 0 for 0 < r < n — 2, where hy(z) = Zilg---gik Ziy -+ %, is the complete

In fact, we can prove a more general formula. Let r be an integer and let u

symmetric function [13, Theorem 7.15.1]. We have the following generalization.

Theorem 5.3. If r is not equal to any of 0,1,--- ,n — 2, or —("51), then for any
series ®(z) € K?{(z)), where p(z;) = u" | we have

1 )

CT (I)(UY), . u)y=CT @(uy), Cu).

u(") n

Note that Proposition is the special case for r = n — 1 of Theorem B3 If we set
r = n, the multinomial theorem yields the following:

Corollary 5.4. Letay,...,a, be n nonnegative integers. Then the following equation
holds for Laurent polynomials in z:

CRaNE ) | (1_ﬁ)aj—(al+a2+---+an)!

ay
2t e 20 Z; aylas! - ay!

CT (5.2)
i 1<iFj<n
By Theorem B and Proposition BTH, Theorem is equivalent to the assertion

that the log Jacobian is a nonzero constant. To show this, we use

Lemma 5.5 ([15], Lemma 4). Let G(z1,...,x,) be a ratio of two polynomials in the
x’s, in which the denominator is A(xy, ..., x,) and
(1) G is a symmetric function of xy,...,Tp.

(2) G is homogeneous of degree 0 in the x’s.

Then G is a constant.
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Proof of Theorem[223. In order to compute the log Jacobian, we let

dlogu'”

Then J; = r and J;; = Zk# Zszzj for i # j. We first show that J is a constant by
Lemma It is easy to see that J satisfies conditions 1,2 in Lemma B3 Now we
show that the denominator of J is A(z), so that we can claim that the Jacobian is a
constant, and hence equals the Jacobian number.

Evidently .J is the ratio of two polynomials in the z’s, whose denominator is a product
of factors z; — z; for some 7 # j. From the expression of J;;, we see that z; — z; only
appears in the 7th and the jth column. Every 2 by 2 minor of the ith and jth columns
is of the following form, in which we assume that k and [ are not one of ¢ and j.

E-+) et DY -
zj—%; + SHL,J 2s—2; 2i—Z2j + SF£1,J Zs—2j

S S
zj—%; + SHL,J 2s—2; Zi—Z2j + SF£1,J Zs—2j

Jhi Jij
Ji  Jij

In the above determinant, the terms containing (z; — z;)? as the denominator cancel.
Therefore, expanding the determinant according to the ith and jth column, we see
that A(z) is the denominator of J.

Now the initial term of z; — z; is z; if © < j. We see that the initial term of ugr)

is 2720722073 ... 2, 1. Similarly we can get the initial term for uy). The Jacobian

number, denoted by j(r), is thus the determinant

r n—2n-3 --- 0
n—-2 rr n—-3 --- 0

jlr) =det { . R
n—-2 n—-3 n—4 --- r

where the displayed matrix has diagonal entries r, and other entries in each row are
n—2,n—3,...,0, from left to right.

Since the row sum of each row is r + ("), it follows that j(— (")) = 0. We claim
that j(r) = 0 when r = 0,1,...,n — 2. For in those cases, uﬁ” 4+ + 4 = 0. This
implies that the Jacobian is 0, and hence j(r) = 0. We can regard j(r) as a polynomial
in r of degree n, and we already have n zeros. So j(r) =r(r—1)---(r—n+2)(r+ ("51))
up to a constant. This constant equals 1 through comparing the leading coefficient of
T.

In particular, j(n — 1) = (})(n — 1)! = (n — 1)n!/2. Note that in [, p. 153], the
constant was said to be (2n — 3)(n — 1)!, which is not correct. O

Another proof of Dyson’s conjecture by our residue theorem is to use the change of
variables by Wilson [15].
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Let

vi= [ @=z/z)"
i=1,i#j
Then the initial term of v; is z]_ (n=J )zj+1 -+ 2z, up to a constant. Since the order of v,
is 0, we have to exclude v, from the change of variables, for otherwise, the Jacobian
number will be 0. In fact, we have the relation v; + v9 + --- + v, = 1, which can be
easily shown by Lemma

Dyson’s conjecture is equivalent to

n _ o |
cT[[v" = (a1 +as+-an) (5.3)
=1

a1!a2! cet an!

Another Proof of Dyson’s Conjecture. Using Lemma and Wilson’s argument, we
can evaluate the following log Jacobian. (See [17] for details.)

d(log vy, log v, . .., logv, 1)

= (n—1!v,.
d(log z1,10g 23, . .., log z,_1) (n v

Then by the residue theorem
CT®(vy,...,0p-1,20) = CT (1 —wvy—- —0,_1) " ®(v1,..., 00 1, 2p).

V15 Un—1,%n
In particular (since the initial term of 1 —v; — -+ — v,_1 is 1) we have:

n—1

CZTﬁU;aj — CT (1 —U = — Un_l)_a"_l H Ul-_aj
j=1

Ul,-++Un—1,2n .
j=1

a an— GN+m m
:[Ull"'vn—ll]z< )(U1+""|‘Un—1)

a
m>0 n

B T i W e i P A N ¢S i e (S
A, A1y ..., 0p_1 ’
Equation (B3) then follows. O
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