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ODD ZETA MOTIVE AND LINEAR FORMS IN ODD ZETA VALUES

CLEMENT DUPONT
WITH A JOINT APPENDIX WITH DON ZAGIER

ABSTRACT. We study a family of mixed Tate motives over Z whose periods are linear forms in the zeta
values ¢(n). They naturally include the Beukers-Rhin—Viola integrals for ¢(2) and the Ball-Rivoal linear
forms in odd zeta values. We give a general integral formula for the coefficients of the linear forms and a
geometric interpretation of the vanishing of the coefficients of a given parity. The main underlying result is a
geometric construction of a minimal ind-object in the category of mixed Tate motives over Z which contains
all the non-trivial extensions between simple objects. In a joint appendix with Don Zagier, we prove the
compatibility between the structure of the motives considered here and the representations of their periods
as sums of series.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Constructing linear forms in zeta values. The study of the values at integers n > 2 of the Riemann

zeta function
1
((n) = Z T
E>1

goes back to Euler, who showed that the even zeta value ((2n) is a rational multiple of 7%". Lindemann’s
theorem thus implies that the even zeta values are transcendental numbers. It is conjectured that the odd
zeta values ((3), ((5), ¢(7),... are algebraically independent over Q[x].

Many of the results in the direction of this conjecture use as a key ingredient certain families of period
integrals which evaluate to linear combinations of 1 and zeta values:

(1) / w = ap+asC(2) + -+ anl(n)

with ar € Q for every k. We can cite in particular the following results (see Fischler’s Bourbaki talk

for a more complete survey).

— Apéry’s proof of the irrationality of ((2) and ¢(3) was simplified by Beukers by using a
family of integrals evaluating to linear combinations ag + a2¢(2) and ag + a3{(3);

— Ball and Rivoal’s proof [Riv00, BROI] that infinitely many odd zeta values are irrational relies on a family
of integrals evaluating to linear combinations () for which all the even coefficients as, a4, ag, . . . vanish;

— Rhin and Viola’s irrationality measures [RV96], [RV01] for {(2) and ((3) are built on generalizations of the
Beukers integrals and precise estimates for the coefficients ae and as.

In view of diophantine applications, it is crucial to have some control over the coefficients a; appearing in

linear combinations (), in particular to be able to predict the vanishing of certain coefficients.

In the present article, we study the family of integrals

P(xy,...,x2p,
(2) / w with w = (xl—x)N dxy---dx, ,
[0,1]n 1=z iUn)
where n > 1 and N > 0 are integers and P(x1,...,2,) is a polynomial with rational coefficients. This family

contains the Beukers—Rhin—Viola integrals for ((2) and the Ball-Rivoal integrals. We say that an algebraic
differential form w as in (2) is integrable if the integral in (2)) is absolutely convergent. Our first result is
that such integrals evaluate to linear combinations of 1 and zeta values, with an integral formula for the
coefficients.
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Theorem 1.1. There exists a family (o2,...,0,) of relative n-cycles with rational coefficients in (C*)™ —
{x1 -z, =1} such that for every integrable w we have

| =) +ax@)i@ + -+ an)i)
(0,1]"
with ar(w) a rational number for every k, given for k =2,...,n by the formula

(3) ap(w) = (27Ti)_k/ w .

Ok

The case n = k = 2 of this theorem is Rhin and Viola’s contour formula for ¢(2) [RV96l Lemma 2.6].
We note that in Theorem [[LT] the relative homology classes of the n-cycles oy are uniquely determined, see
Theorem [4.§] for a precise statement. Furthermore, they are invariant, up to a sign, by the involution

(4) (T, xn) = (@7t 2

which implies a general vanishing theorem for the coefficients ax(w), as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For k = 2,...,n the relative cycle 1.0} is homologous to (—1)*~'oy. Thus, for every
integrable w:

(1) if T.w = w then ar(w) =0 for k # 0 even;
(2) if T.w = —w then ax(w) =0 for k odd.

This allows us to construct families of integrals (2)) which evaluate to linear combinations of 1 and odd
zeta values, or 1 and even zeta values. This is the case for the integrals (see Corollary [(.6))

Ji: = SEE EREL AR
[0,1] (1 — X In)N

dzry---dx,

where the integers w;,v; > 1 satisfy 2u; + v; = N + 1 for every i. Depending on the parity of the prod-
uct (n+1)(N +1), the differential form is invariant or anti-invariant by 7 and we get the vanishing of even or
odd coefficients. This gives a geometric interpretation of the vanishing of the coefficients in the Ball-Rivoal
integrals [Riv00, [BRO1], which correspond to special values of the parameters u;, v;.

The fact that the vanishing of certain coeflicients in the Ball-Rivoal integrals could be explained by the
existence of (anti-)invariant relative cycles was suggested to me by Rivoal during a visit at Institut Fourier,
Grenoble, in October 2015. The special role played by the involution 7 was first remarked by Deligne in a
letter to Rivoal [Del01].

In an appendix written jointly with Don Zagier, we give an interpretation of the coefficients ax(w) ap-
pearing in Theorem [[LT] in elementary terms, that is in terms of the natural representations of the integrals
in ([2)) as sums of series. This should be viewed as a geometric version of the dictionary between integrals and
sums of series which is used in [Riv00, BROI]. Tt also gives an elementary proof of the vanishing properties
of Theorem [[L2] which is essentially already present in the literature, see e.g. [Riv00, BRO1], [Zud04, §8]
and [CFROS, §3.1].

The existence of the integral formulas (B]) follows from the computation of certain motives, which are the
central objects of the present article and that we now describe.

1.2. Constructing extensions in mixed Tate motives. Recall that the category MT(Z) of mixed Tate
motives over Z is a (neutral) tannakian category of motives (with rational coefficients) defined in [DGO3]
and whose abstract structure is well understood. The only simple objects in MT(Z) are the pure Tate
objects Q(—k), for k an integer, and every object in MT(Z) has a canonical weight filtration whose graded
quotients are sums of pure Tate objects. The only non-zero extension groups between the pure Tate objects
are given by

(5) Extyr(z) (Q(—(2n + 1)),Q(0)) 2 Q (n>1).



Furthermore, a period matrix of the (essentially unique) non-trivial extension of Q(—(2n + 1)) by Q(0) has

the form
1 ¢(2n+1)
0 (27”;)271-1-1 .

The difficulty of constructing linear combinations ({l) with many vanishing coefficients reflects the difficulty
of constructing objects of MT(Z) with many vanishing weight-graded quotients [Brol4, §1.4]. In particular,
the difficulty of constructing small linear combinations of 1 and {(2n + 1) reflects the difficulty of giving a
geometric construction of the extensions (&l).

In this article, we construct a minimal ind-object Z°9¢ in the category MT(Z) which contains all the non-
trivial extensions (§]). The construction goes as follows. We first define, for every integer n, an object Z(™) €
MT(Z) whose periods naturally include all the integrals (2)). More precisely, any integrable form w defines

a class in the de Rham realization Z(g?{), and the unit n-cube [0, 1]™ defines a class in the dual of the Betti

realization Zl(gn)’v, the pairing between these classes being the integral (2). The technical heart of this article

is the computation of the full period matrix of Z().
Theorem 1.3. We have a short exact sequence
0-Q0) = 2™ 5 Q(-2)@®---&Q(—n) =0

and 2™ has the following period matriz which is compatible with this short exact sequence:

1¢2) <@ - - Cn=-1) ((n)
(27i)?
(27i)3 0
0 (2mi)nt
(2mi)™
Concretely, this theorem says that we can find a basis (vg,ve,...,v,) of the de Rham realization ZS}?
(which we will compute explicitly in terms of a special family of integrable forms) and a basis (g, 2, . . ., ©n)

of the dual of the Betti realization Z}gn)’v, such that the matrix of the integrals (¢;,v;) is the one given.

The basis element g is the class of the unit n-cube [0, 1]™. Expressing the class [w] € Z((f;{) of an integrable
form w in the basis (vg, ve,...,v,) as

[w] = ag(w)vg + az(w)va + -+ - + an(wW)vy
and pairing with the dual basis of the Betti realization gives the proof of Theorem [[I] with (o2,...,04)
representatives of the classes (2, ..., ¢n).
The involution (@) plays an important role in the proof of Theorem [[3l It induces a natural involution,

still denoted by 7, on the quotient Z(™ /Q(0) = Q(—2) ® --- & Q(—n).

Theorem 1.4. For k = 2,...,n, the involution T acts on the direct summand Q(—k) of Z(™ /Q(0) by
multiplication by (—1)~1.

This readily implies Theorem Now if we write
2™ /Q(0) = (2™ /Q(0))+ @ (2 /Q(0))-

for the decomposition into invariant and anti-invariants with respect to 7 and write p : Z2(™ — 2™ /Q(0)
for the natural projection, we may set

Zmedd .= =12 /Q(0)) )
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whose period matrix only contains odd zeta values in the first row. The objects Z(")-0dd ¢ MT(Z) form an
inductive system, and the limit

ZOdd = HmZ(n),odd

has an infinite period matrix
L <@ <6G) <)
(2mi)3
(27i)5 0

We call 2°d9 the odd zeta motive. It is uniquely determined by its period matrix since the Hodge
realization functor is fully faithful on the category MT(Z), see Theorem below.

1.3. Related work and open questions. This article follows the program initiated by Brown [Brold],
which aims at explaining and possibly producing irrationality proofs for zeta values by means of algebraic
geometry. However, the motives that we are considering are different from the general motives considered
by Brown, and in particular, easier to compute. It would be interesting to determine the precise relationship
between our motives and those defined in [Brol4] in terms of the moduli spaces Mg n+3.

In another direction, an explicit description of the relative cycles 0,(6") defined in Theorem [L.1] could prove
helpful in proving quantitative results on the irrationality measures of zeta values, in the spirit of [RV96,
RVO0I].

It is also tempting to apply our methods to other families of integrals appearing in the literature, such as
the Beukers integrals for {(3) and their generalizations. One should be able, for instance, to recover Rhin
and Viola’s contour integrals for ¢(3) [RV01, Theorem 3.1]. The symmetry properties studied by Cresson,
Fischler and Rivoal [CERO§| can probably be explained geometrically via finite group actions as in the
present article. The ad-hoc long exact sequences appearing here should be replaced by more systematic
tools such as the Orlik-Solomon bi-complexes from [Dupl4].

Finally, it should be possible to extend our results to a functional version of the periods (2], where one
replaces 1 — x1 -+ - x,, in the denominator by 1 — zx - - - z,, with z a complex parameter. Such functions
have already been considered in [Riv00, BROI]. The relevant geometric objects are variations of mixed
Hodge-Tate structures on C — {0, 1}, or mixed Tate motives over Ay — {0,1}.

1.4. Contents. In §2] we recall some general facts about the categories in which the objects that we will be
considering live, and in particular the categories MT(Z) and MT(Q) of mixed Tate motives over Z and Q.
In §3] we introduce the zeta motives and examine their Betti and de Rham realizations. In §4] which is
more technical than the rest of the paper, we compute the full period matrix of the zeta motives, which
allows us to define the odd zeta motives. In §5 we apply our results to proving Theorems [[.T] and on the
coeflicients of linear forms in zeta values.

1.5. Acknowledgements. Many thanks to Francis Brown, Pierre Cartier, Tanguy Rivoal and Don Zagier
for fruitful discussions as well as comments and corrections on a preliminary version.

2. MIXED TATE MOTIVES AND THEIR PERIOD MATRICES

We recall the construction of the categories MHTS, MT(Q) and MT(Z), which sit as full subcategories of
one another, as follows:
MT(Z) — MT(Q) < MHTS .
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2.1. Mixed Hodge—Tate structures and their period matrices.

Definition 2.1. A mized Hodge—Tate structure is a triple H = (Hggr, Hp, @) consisting of:

— a finite-dimensional Q-vector space Hg, together with a finite increasing filtration indexed by even inte-
gers: -+ C Wo,—1)Hp C Wa, Hpg C --- C Hp;

— a finite-dimensional Q-vector space Hggr, together with a grading indexed by even integers: Hyr =

D, (Har)2n;

— an isomorphism « : Hag ®g C — Hp ®q C;

which satisfy the following conditions:

— for every integer n, the isomorphism « sends (Hqr)2n ®g C to Wa,, Hg ®q C;

— for every integer n, it induces an isomorphism o, : (Har)2n ®g C = (Wan Hg /Wo(n—1yHB) ®q C, which
sends (Har)2n to (WanHp/Wo(n—1)HB) ®q (27i)"Q.

We call Hg and Hgg respectively the Betti realization and the de Rham realization of the mixed Hodge—
Tate structure, and « the comparison isomorphism. The filtration W on Hp is called the weight filtration.
The grading on Hgg is called the weight grading, and the corresponding filtration Wa, Hqg := @kgn(HdR)Qk
the weight filtration.

Remark 2.2. More classically, a mixed Hodge—Tate structure is defined to be a mixed Hodge structure [Del71
Del74] whose weight-graded quotients are of Tate type, i.e. of type (p,p) for some integer p. One passes
from that classical definition to Definition X1l by setting Hg := H and Har := @, Won H/W(—1yH. The
isomorphism « is induced by the inverses of the isomorphisms

(Won H)/Wagn_1yH) @g C +— Wa, H @g C N F"H ©q C
(multiplied by (27i)™) which express the fact that the weight-graded quotients are of Tate type.

It is convenient to view the comparison isomorphism o : Hqr ®g C = Hp ®q C as a pairing
(7) HY ®g Hair — C , p@v = {(p,v)
where ()" denotes the linear dual. The weight filtration on Hy is defined by
W_onHy = (Hg/Wo(,—1)Hp)" ,
so that we have
W_onHy /W _s(ni1)Hy = (Wayn Hg /Wo(,—1)Hg)" .

The pairing (7)) is compatible with the weight filtrations in that we have (p,v) = 0 for p € W_q,, H§, v €
WonHgr and m < n.

If we choose bases for the Q-vector spaces Hqr and Hg, then the matrix of « in these bases, or equivalently
the matrix of the pairing (), is called a period matriz of the mixed Hodge-Tate structure. We will always
make the following assumptions on the choice of bases:

— the basis of Hp is compatible with the weight filtration;

— the basis of Hggr is compatible with the weight grading;

— for every n, the matrix of the comparison isomorphism «;, in the corresponding basis is (27¢)" times the
identity.

This implies that any period matrix is block upper-triangular with successive blocks of (27¢)"Id on the

diagonal. Conversely, any block upper-triangular matrix with successive blocks of (274)™ Id on the diagonal

is a period matrix of a mixed Hodge-Tate structure.

Ezxample 2.3. Any matrix of the form

1 % * * *
0 27 O * *
0 0 2m * *
0 O 0 (2mi)? 0
0 O 0 0 (27i)?



defines a mixed Hodge-Tate structure H such that Hqr = (Har)o ® (Har)2 ® (Har)s4 has graded dimen-
sion (1,2,2).

2.2. The category of mixed Hodge—Tate structures. We denote by MHTS the category of mixed
Hodge—Tate structures. It is a neutral tannakian category over Q, which means in particular that it is an
abelian Q-linear category equipped with a Q-linear tensor product ®. We note that an object H € MHTS is
endowed with a canonical weight filtration W by sub-objects, such that the morphisms in MHTS are strictly
compatible with W. We have two natural fiber functors

(8) wp : MHTS — Vectg and wdr : MHTS — Vectg

from MHTS to the category of finite-dimensional vector spaces over Q, which only remember the Betti real-
ization Hg and the de Rham realization Hyr respectively. We note that the de Rham realization functor wqr
factors through the category of finite-dimensional graded vector spaces. The comparison isomorphisms o
gives an isomorphism between the complexifications of the two fiber functors:

9) wdR®Q(Ci>wB ®qC .

For an integer n, we denote by Q(—n) the mixed Hodge-Tate structure whose period matrix is the 1 x 1
matrix ((279)™). Its weight grading and filtration are concentrated in weight 2n, hence we call it the pure
Tate structure of weight 2n. For H a mixed Hodge—Tate structure, the tensor product H ® Q(—n) is simply
denoted by H(—n) and called the n-th Tate twist of H. A period matrix of H(—n) is obtained by multiplying
a period matrix of H by (2mi)™. The weight grading and filtration of H(—n) are those of H, shifted by 2n.

2.3. Extensions between pure Tate structures. The pure Tate structures Q(—n) are the only simple
objects of the category MHTS. The extensions between them are easily described. Up to a Tate twist, it is
enough to describe the extensions of Q(—n) by Q(0) for some integer n. The corresponding extension group
is given by

C/2m)"Q ifn>0;

0 otherwise.

Extpyrs(Q(—n), Q(0)) = {

More concretely, the extension corresponding to a number z € C/(27¢)"Q has a period matrix

(o emp )

We note that the higher extension groups vanish: Extyyrs(H,H') = 0 for » > 2 and H, H' two mixed
Hodge—Tate structures.

Example 2.4. For a complex number a € C — {0, 1}, the cohomology group H*(C*,{1,a}) is an extension
of Q(—1) by Q(0) corresponding to z = log(a) € C/(27i)Q. It is called the Kummer extension of parameter a.

2.4. Mixed Tate motives over Q. Let MT(Q) denote the category of mixed Tate motives over Q, as
defined in [Lev93]. Tt is a tannakian category. There is a faithful and exact functor

(10) MT(Q) — MHTS

from MT(Q) to the category MHTS of mixed Hodge-Tate structures, which is called the Hodge realization
functor ([DGO5, §2.13], see also [Hub00, [Hub04]). Composing it with the fiber functors (B) gives the de
Rham and Betti realization functors, still denoted by

(11) WRB : MT(Q) — VectQ and WJR MT(Q) — VectQ ,

and we still have a comparison isomorphism ([@). We note that any object in MT(Q) is endowed with a
canonical weight filtration W by sub-objects such that the morphisms in MT(Q) are strictly compatible
with W. The realization morphisms are compatible with the weight filtrations.

Deciding whether a given mixed Hodge—Tate structure is in the essential image of the realization functor
([I0) is generally difficult. One can at least say that for every integer n, the object Q(—n) is the realization
of a mixed Tate motive over Q denoted by Q(—n) as well, and called the pure Tate motive of weight 2n. The
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extension groups between these objects are computed by the rational K-theory of Q [Lev93| §4] and hence
given by

@p prime(@ ifn = 1’
(12) Extyr(g) (Q(—n), Q(0)) = { Q if  is odd > 3;

0 otherwise.

As in the category MHTS, the higher extension groups vanish in the category MT(Q). The morphisms
(13) Extyr(g) (Q(—n), Q(0)) — Extyprs(Q(—n),Q(0)) = C/(27i)"Q

induced by (I0) are easy to describe. For n = 1, the image of the direct summand indexed by a prime p is
the line spanned by log(p). For n > 3 odd, the image is the line spanned by ((n). Thus, the morphism (I3)
is injective for every n. This implies the following theorem [DGO05, Proposition 2.14].

Theorem 2.5. The realization functor ({I) is fully faithful.

This theorem is very helpful, since it allows one to compute in the category MT(Q) with period matrices;
in other words, a mixed Tate motive over QQ is uniquely determined by its period matrix.

2.5. Mixed Tate motives over Z. Let MT(Z) denote the category of mixed Tate motives over Z, as
defined in [DGO5]. By definition, it is a full tannakian subcategory
MT(Z) — MT(Q)

of the category of mixed Tate motives over Q, which contains the pure Tate motives Q(—n) for every
integer n. It satisfies the following properties:

L. Extyrz) (Q(-1),Q(0) = 0;

2. the natural morphism Ext&AT(Z)(Q(—n), Q(0)) — Ext&,n-(@) (Q(—n),Q(0)) is an isomorphism for n # 1.
As in the categories MHTS and MT(Q), the higher extension groups vanish in the category MT(Z).

For n odd > 3, there is an essentially unique non-trivial extension of Q(—n) by Q(0) in the category MT(Q),
which actually lives in MT(Z). A period matrix for such an extension is

(4 &)

Apart from the case n = 3 (see [Brold, Corollary 11.3] or Proposition [£10 below), we do not know of any
geometric construction of these extensions.

3. DEFINITION OF THE ZETA MOTIVES Z (™)

We define the zeta motives Z(™ and explain how to define elements of their Betti and de Rham realizations.
In particular, we define the classes of the Eulerian differential forms, which are elements of the de Rham
realization Zé?{) constructed out of the family of Eulerian polynomials. We also note that the zeta motives
fit into an inductive system --- — Z(»=1 — Z(™) _ ... which is compatible with the Eulerian differential

forms.
3.1. The definition. Let n > 1 be an integer. In the affine n-space X,, = Ag we consider the hypersurfaces
A, ={x1---2, =1} and
B, = U {z; =0} U U {z; =1} .

1<i<n 1<ign
The union A,, U By, is almost a normal crossing divisor inside X,,: around the point P, = (1,...,1), it looks
like 21+ zp(2z1 + -+ + 2zn) = 0 (set x; = exp(z;)). Let
T )Zn — X,

be the blow-up along P,, and E, = m,(P,) be the exceptional divisor. We denote respectively by A,
and B, the strict transforms of A,, and B,, along m,. The union A, U B, U E,, is a simple normal crossing
divisor inside X,,.
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There is an object Z(") € MT(Q), which we may abusively denote by
zM = H"(X, — An,(By U E,) — (B, UE,) N A4,) ,
such that its Betti and de Rham realizations (1)) are (? € {B,dR})
zZM = Hp(X, — A,,(By,UE,) — (BaUE,) N A,) .

We now give the precise definition of Z(™M)along the lines of [Gon02, Proposition 3.6]. Let us write Y =
X, —A, and 8Y = (B,UE,)— (B,UE, )ﬂAn, viewed as schemes defined over Q. We have a decomposition
into smooth irreducible components 0Y = J; 0;Y, where i runs in a set of cardinality 2n + 1. For a
set I = {i1,...,i,} of indices, we denote by 9;Y = 9;,Y N---N ;. Y the corresponding intersection; it is
either empty or a smooth subvariety of X of codimension r.

We thus get a complex

(14) ---—>|_|81Y—>|_|81Y—>|_|81Y—>Y—>0

|I|=3 |I|=2 [1]=1
in Voevodsky’s triangulated category DM(Q) of mixed motives over Q, see [Voe00]. The differentials are
the alternating sums of the natural closed immersions. One readily checks that the complex ([I4]) lives in
the triangulated Tate subcategory DMT(Q), which has a natural ¢-structure whose heart is MT(Q) [Lev93].
By definition, the object Z(™ in MT(Q) is the n-th cohomology group of the complex (4] with respect to
this t-structure.

Definition 3.1. For n > 1, we call Z(") € MT(Q) the n-th zeta motive.

Note that for n = 1, the blow-up map 7w : )~(1 — Xj is an isomorphism and ;11 = o, so that we
get Z(1) = H'(Ag,{0,1}).

Remark 3.2. We will prove in Proposition @ ITlthat Z(™) is actually an object of the full subcategory MT(Z) —
MT(Q). It would be possible, but a little technical, to prove it directly from the definition by using the cri-

terion [GMO04, Proposition 4.3] on some compactification of X,, — A,,.

3.2. Betti and de Rham realizations, 1. We now give a first description of the Betti and de Rham
realizations of the zeta motive Z(").

We let C, denote the functor of singular chains with rational coefficients on topological spaces. By
definition, the dual of the Betti realization Z](B")’v is the n-th homology group of the total complex of the
double complex

........... - @ 00(6]Y(C)) — @ Co(a]Y((C)) —_— CO(Y((C))

|T|=2 |T]=1

S - C1(0;Y (C)) —— C1(Y(C
5) 16_91 1(01Y/(C)) 1(Y(C))

o - Cal¥ (C)

obtained by applying the functor C4 to the complex ([I4]). One readily verifies that this complex is quasi-
isomorphic to the quotient complex Co (Y (C))/Cq(9Y (C)), classically used to define the relative homology
groups HE(Y,0Y) = HJ™®(Y(C),0Y (C)).

We let Q3 4 denote the complex of sheaves of algebraic differential forms on the smooth variety 0Y’,

extended by zero to Y. By definition, the de Rham realization Z(g?{) is the hypercohomology of the total

complex of the double complex of sheaves
8



0 9 <~ Q9
<o @ QO;Y -~ @ QBIY Qy
|T|=2 [7]=1

Y @ [0} SR o}
ory Y
(16) I]=1
Yo 0%
i

where the vertical arrows are the exterior derivatives and the horizontal arrows are the alternating sums
of the natural restriction maps as in the complex (I4)).

The comparison morphism between the Betti and de Rham realizations of Z(™ is induced, after complex-
ification, by the morphism from the double complex (@) to the double complex (IF) given by integration.
Note that one first has to replace (IH) by the double complex of sheaves of singular cochains.

3.3. Betti and de Rham realizations, 2. We now give a description of the Betti and de Rham realizations
of Z(" that allow to work directly in the affine space X,, and do not require to work in the blow-up X,,. The
justification of the blow-up process goes as follows. Suppose that one wants to find a motive whose periods
include all absolutely convergent integrals of the form

P(z1,...,2,)
17 / ——————dxy - -dx
( ) 0,1 (1 — - 'xn)N n
where P(z1,...,2,) is a polynomial with rational coefficients, and N > 0 is an integer. On the Betti side,
the blow-up process is required in order to have a class that represents the integration domain [0, 1]™; on
the de Rham side, the blow-up process is required in order to only consider absolutely convergent integrals
of the form (7). This is made precise by Propositions B3] and below.

We start with the Betti realization. Let us write fin = A,, — P,, and note that this is not a closed subset,
but only a locally closed subset, of X,.

Proposition 3.3. The blow-up morphism m, : )?n — X, induces an isomorphism
zZ(MY 25 gEg(X,(C) — An(C), Bo(C) — Bo(C) N A,(C)) .

Proof. The blow-up morphism 7, is the contraction of the exceptional divisor E,, onto the point P,. Thus,
this is a consequence of the classical excision theorem in singular homology, see for instance [Hat02, Propo-
sition 2.22]. O

As a consequence of Proposition B3] we see that the unit n-square 0" = [0, 1]" C X,,(C) — /in((C) defines
a class

0" e 250V

When viewed in X,,(C) — A,(C), it is the class of the strict transform ()", which has the combinatorial
structure of an n-cube truncated at one of its vertices.

We now turn to a description of the de Rham realization of Z(™). Instead of giving a general description
in terms of algebraic differential forms on X,, — A,,, we will only give a way of defining many classes in Z(g?{),
which will turn out to be enough.

9



Definition 3.4. An algebraic differential n-form on X,, — A,, is said to be integrable if it can be written as
a linear combination of forms of the type

(1—a) e (=) L f (21, )
(18) w A=z 2" T1 x
with v1,...,v, =2 1 and N > 0 integers such that v1 +--- 4+ v, > N+ 1, and f(z1,...,2,) a polynomial
with rational coefficients.

The terminology is justified by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. Let w be an algebraic differential n-form on X,, — A,,. If w is integrable, then 7} (w) does
not have a pole along E,,, and thus defines a class in Zg;{). In particular, the integral

L= w

is absolutely convergent and is a period of Z™).

Proof. We write w as in ([I8). We note that the only problem for absolute convergence is around the
point (1,...,1). Let us thus make the change of variables y; =1 —z; for i = 1,...,n, and g(y1,...,yn) =
(=) f(z1,...,2,). We write h(y1,...,yn) =1 — (1 —y1)--- (1 — yn) so that we have

v1—1 Uy —1
yit ey g yn)
w= dyy - - dyy .
h(y, - yn)N "

There are n natural affine charts for the blow-up 7, : X, — X, of the point (0,...,0), and by symmetry it
is enough to work in the first one. We then have local coordinates (z1,...,2,) on X,, which are linked to
the coordinates (y1,-..,Yn) = Tn(21,...,2,) by the formula

(Y155 yn) = (21,2122, ..+, 212n) -
The problem of convergence occurs in the neighborhood of the exceptional divisor E,, which is defined by
the equation z; = 0. Since A(0,...,0) = 0, we may write

h(z1,2129,...,212n) = 21 ﬁ(zl, ceesZn)

with (21, ..., 2n) a polynomial such that h(0,...,0) = 1. The strict transform A, of A, is thus defined by

the equation h(z1,...,2,) = 0. We note that we have dy; - - - dy,, = zf_ldzl -+ +dzy,, so that we can write
20 (21 20) 2 (2120 g(21, 2129, - . L, 212
T (w) = 2L (z122) (z120)"" (21, 212 12n) g ey = 2Nl
2Nh(z1,. 0 20)N
where (2 has a pole along A,, but not along F,. The claim follows. O

We make an abuse of notation and denote by
W] € 2
the class of the pullback 7 (w) for w integrable, so that the comparison isomorphism reads
Eh= [ o

We note the converse of Proposition [3.5] which we will not use.

Proposition 3.6. Let w be an algebraic differential n-form on X, — A,. If the integral fD" w 18 absolutely
convergent, then w s integrable.

Proof. In the coordinates y; = 1 — x;, we write

P(yla"'uyn)
w=_—"-"—"-dy;--d
W,y
with P(y1, ..., yn) a polynomial with rational coefficients. If the integral fl:ln w is absolutely convergent in the

neighborhood of the point (0,--- ,0), then after the change of variables ¢(z1,...,2,) = (21,2122, .-, 212n)
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we get an absolutely convergent integral in the nieghborhood of z; = 0. We write, as in the proof of
Proposition 3.5

P(z1,2122,...,212n)
T

¢ (w) = 1o dzn

Zlv"'azn)N

Let us write
P(ylv"'vyn Z)‘ayfl Lo an !

with A\, € Q for every multi-index a = (a1, ...,a,). We then have

a1+--+an—m _az— 1 an—1
P(z1,2122,...,212n) = g Aa 29 " "2g ezt

Let v denote the smallest integer such that there exists a multi-index a with |a| := a1 + -+ a, = v. We
then have an equivalence

P(Zla R1R2y v vy len) ~z1—0 Zf_nQ(z&) ... ;Zn)
where Q(22, ..., 2n) = 20 |4=, Ag 25271 2801 We then have
Q(z2,. .., 2n)
(I+zo4- 4 2)V

This gives an absolutely convergent integral in the neighborhood of z; = 0 if and only if v > N + 1, which
is exactly the integrability condition. O

@ (W) ~2 50 zf_N_ldzl dzg -+ -dz, .

3.4. The Eulerian differential forms. Recall that the family of Fulerian polynomials E,.(x), r > 0, is
defined by the equation

E.(x ) iy
(19) #Z;U—i—l) 2l

We refer to [Foal(Q] for a survey on Eulerian polynomials. If > 1 then (9] is equivalent to

E.(z) 1 d\" 1
-—_— - €r— .
l1—z)*tt 2\ dx/) 1-—2x
For instance, we have Ey(z) = E1(z) = 1, Eo(z) = 1+, E3(x) = 1 + 42 + 22. The Eulerian polynomials
satisfy the recurrence relation

(20) Erpi(z) =21 —2)E.(z) + (1 +r2)E.(2) .
For integers n > 2 and k = 2,...,n, we define a differential form
" E,_ e,

(1— a1 ap)n FHL

N dxy -+~ dz,
Note that we have w,(z ) — M.
1—x1- -2,

Lemma 3.7. For k=2,...,n, the form w,(c defines a class [w ,(C")] € Z(g?{) and we have
1) (7w = [l =<

Proof. The first statement follows from Proposition 3.5l The computation of the period is then straightfor-
ward using the definition (I9) of the Eulerian polynomials:

/n Wi =3k + 1)"*’6/ v an)! day o dey = ST+ TR =)

§>0 [0,1] >0
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For every n > 0, we define w(()n) = dzxq - - - dxy; we also have the class [w(()n)] € Z,.ar, whose pairing with

the class [O"] is

(@ = [ W =1

n

We call the differential forms w,(cn), for k=0,2,...,n, the Fulerian differential forms.

3.5. An inductive system. For n > 2 there are natural morphisms
(22) iz z()
in the category MT(Q), that we now define. We fix the identification X,,_; = {z, = 1} C X,,, which implies
the equality A,—1 = A, N X,,_1. Let us set
B;lz U{,Ti:O}U U {LL‘l:l},
1<i<n 1<i<n—1

so that we have B, = B, UX,,_1, and B,_1 = B, N X,,_1.

In the blow-up )N(n, we thus get an embedding )N(n_l C )N(n and identifications gn_l = gn ﬁ)?n_l, En_l =

E;L N )Zn,l and E,_1 = E, N X,,—1. Thus, the complex in DM(Q) that we have used to define Z(m=1) ig the
subcomplex

(23) = | av—= || aY—X,1—0-0
\11=3 |1]=2
6Ix/c)?nfl 6I}/C)?nfl

of the complex (I4) that we have used to define Z(™)| shifted by 1. Taking the n-th cohomology groups with
respect to the t-structure gives the morphism (22)).
In Betti and de Rham realizations, the morphism (22]) is also induced by the inclusion of double subcom-

plexes of (I8) and (I6]).

We define the ind-motive
Z=1lmz"

viewed as an ind-object in the category MT(Q), and simply call it the zeta motive.

The map igl)’v : Z}gn)’v — Z}gnfl)’v given by the transpose of the Betti realization of i(™ satisfies

(24) WY (om) = [0

More generally and loosely speaking, if o is a chain on )N(n((C) — /Nln((C) whose boundary is on En((C) UE,(C),

then i](;)’v([a]) is the class of “the component of the boundary of ¢ that lives on X,,_1(C)”. According to

Proposition B3] one can also work with chains on X,,(C) — /in((C) We note that (24) allows us to define a
class

O] € 2y = lim 25" .

Remark 3.8. There are (alternating) signs in the differentials of the complexes ([Id)), (I3, (I6), that we leave
to the reader. This also induces signs on the different components of the inclusions of subcomplexes such as
([23); these signs are fixed once and for all by equation (24]).

The next proposition shows that the Eulerian differential forms w,(cn) are compatible with the inductive

structure on the zeta motives.

Proposition 3.9. For integers n > 2 and k = 0,2,...,n — 1, the map ig;{) : Z(g?;l) — Z(g?{) sends the

class [w,(cnfl)] to the class [w,(cn)].
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Proof. Since all the differential forms that we are manipulating have no poles along the exceptional divi-
sors F,_1 and E,, it is safe to do the computations in the affine spaces X,,_1 and X,; we leave it to

the reader to turn them into computations in X, _; and )?n by working in local charts as in the proof of
Proposition B5 Let us assume first that k£ € {2,...,n — 1}. We put

(n—1) _ :EnEnflfk(Il ce :En) d d
M (1 T -;[;n)n_k T1 Tn—1 ,

viewed as a form on X,,. Then we have (771(@”_1)>|X7171 = w,(gn

the double complex (6] shows that ié’;{)([w,(cn_l)]) is the class of

(=1 (™)
(the sign is here to be consistent with the Betti version, see Remark B.8]). We have

e n—1 0 (xpnEn_1_p(x1---20
(="t d(nz(c )) = oz, ( (1—aq - ( In)nk)
and one easily sees that setting x = x1 - - - &, we have

0 (annlk(xl e xn)) Cz(l-2)E, | (@) + A+ (n—1-k)z)Ep_1-k(z)
Orp \ (1 —my---ap)Fk (1 — x)n—k+1 '

Using the recurrence relation (20), one then concludes that

_1)

and (771(@”_1))\3;,1 = 0. A diagram chase in

)dwl---dxn

_ — Enf (xl e In)
_1)» ld (n—1) _ k
(=1) (m; ) (1 —aq---xp,)nk+l

For k = 0, this is the same computation with 77(()") =x,dr; - -dx,—1 and

(—1)”71d(77,g"_1)) =dx,---dx, = w(g").

(n)

dxy -+ -dr, = w,

Proposition allows us to unambiguously define classes
[wi] € Zar
for k =0,2,3,..., whose pairing with the class [O] € ZY is
(O], lwol) =1 and  ([O], [wk]) = C(k) (k>2).
Remark 3.10. The proof of Proposition can be thought of as a cohomological version of the relation

/ w,(cn):/ wl(cnfl),
n On-—1

which may be proved using Stokes’s theorem and the recurrence relation (20).

Proposition 3.11. For integers n > 1 and k = 0,2,...,n, the class [w,(c")] lwes in the pure weight 2k

component of Z(g") .

Proof. For k = 0, Proposition and the fact that the maps ié%) are compatible with the weight gradings
implies that it is enough to do the proof for n = 1; this case is easy since Z(1) = Q(0) only has weight 0. We
now turn to the case k = 2,...,n. Thanks to Proposition[3.9 and the fact that the maps ig’;g are compatible
with the weight gradings, it is enough to check it for k¥ = n. Let us remark that we have
wi® = —dlog(1 — ;- - - z,) Adlog(z2) A - - - A dlog(z,) .
Let us denote by Y;, the affine (n 4 1)-space with coordinates (x1,...,2,,t), and view X,, inside Y, as the
graph {t = 1 —z1---z,}. We define the subspaces C,, = {t = 0} and D, = U, ¢;¢,, {z: = 0} U {z; = 1}
of Y,,. Let Y, — Y,, denote the blow-up along the point P, = (1,...,1,0), F,, denote the exceptional divisor
and C),, D,, denote the respective strict transforms of C,, and D,,. We then have a morphism
H"(Y,, — Cp,(Dy UF,) — (D, UFE,)NC,) — Z™
13



in the category MT(Q). In the de Rham realization, the class of wr(fl) is the image of the class of (the pullback
of) the form
n = —dlog(t) A dlog(z2) A - -+ A dlog(zy,)
by this morphism. Thus, it is enough to prove that the class of n lives in the pure weight 2n component
of H"(SN/n — én, (l~)n UF,)— (l~)n UF,)N én) Since C,, U D,, is a normal crossing divisor inside Y;,, one easily
checks that we have a natural isomorphism
H"(Y,, — Cp,(Dn UF,) — (Dy UE,)NCp) =2 H" (Y, — Cn, Dy — Dy N Cy) .

The claim then follows from the fact that the class of n in H"(Y,, — Cy, D,, — D,, N C,,) lives in the pure
weight 2n component, which can easily be seen by working inside the compactification (P')"*! of Y, and
using the definition of the Hodge filtration via logarithmic forms [Del71]. O

3.6. A long exact sequence. We now show that the morphism (") : Z("=1 — Z(") fits into a long exact
sequence. We first define objects of MT(Q):

ZWr = B (X, — A, (ByUE,)—(B,UE,)NA,) and 2" = H" (X, — A,, (B,UE,)—(B,UE,)NA,),
so that Z(") = Z(™:» We leave it to the reader to fill in the technical definitions of these objects by
mimicking that of Z(") from §3.11

Proposition 3.12. For n > 2, we have a long exact sequence in MT(Q):

(25) PR Z(nfl)vrfl — Z(n)vr — /Z(n)=T — Z(nfl)wr — Z(n)=r+1 — ...

Proof. The objects Z("—1):¢ Z(n):® and’ Z(7):* are defined via objects in DMT(Q) that we denote by C(»~1) ()
and 'C("™ respectively, C™ being the complex ([[4) and C(»~1) the subcomplex (Z3). Now there is an obvious
exact triangle

cr=D[—1] — ¢ — o 2y
in DMT(Q), which gives the desired long exact sequence after taking the cohomology with respect to the ¢-
structure. 0

We note that the map Z(»—1.n=1 5 z(")n i the long exact sequence [25) is exactly i,

4. COMPUTATION OF THE ZETA MOTIVES Z (™)

This section is the technical heart of this article, where we compute (Theorem [£§]) the full period matrix
of the zeta motives Z(™). The main difficulty is showing that the motives 7("), introduced below, are semi-
simple. For that we use the involution 7 defined in the introduction and the computation of the extension
groups in the category MT(Q). We then define the odd zeta motive and compute its period matrix. We
conclude with an elementary (Hodge-theoretic) proof that the motives T are semi-simple.

4.1. The Gysin long exact sequence. Since the divisor A, is smooth, it is natural to decompose the
motives Z(")" thanks to a Gysin long exact sequence. In the next Proposition, the definition of the ob-
jects H*(X,, By,) and H®*(A,,, B, N A,) of MT(Q) is similar to that of Z( from §3.11

Proposition 4.1. For n > 1, we have a long exact sequence in MT(Q):
(26) .- = H"(X,, Bn) — Zm)r HT_l(An,BnﬁAn)(—l) - HT+1(Xn,Bn) NG (DRSS SN
Proof. Recall [Voe00, (3.5.4)] the existence of a Gysin exact triangle in the category DM(Q). For the

pair (X, A4,), it reads (with cohomological conventions)

Xp — Xn— Ay — A (-1)][-1] =

and is an exact triangle in the category DMT(Q). Applying this triangle to every pair (9;Y,9:Y N /Nln) in
the complex (I4]) and taking the cohomology with respect to the t-structure leads to a long exact sequence
-+ — H"(Xy, BLUE,) — H" (X, — Ay, (BoUE,) — (B, UE,)NA,) — H™ (A, (B,UE,)NA,)(~1) — -+
in MT(Q). One concludes with the fact that the natural morphisms

H" (X, B, UE,) = H"(X,, By,) and H"Y(A,,(B,UE,)NA,) = H "' (A,, B, N A,)
14



are isomorphisms. This can be checked in the Betti realization, where it is a consequence of the excision
theorem as in the proof of Proposition O

4.2. The motives H*(X,, B,). The computation of the motives H*(X,,, B,,) appearing in the long exact
sequence (26) is relatively easy.

Proposition 4.2. (1) We have H"(X,,, By,) = 0 for r # n, and an isomorphism H™(X,, B,) = Q(0).
(2) A basis for the de Rham realization H}y (X, By) is the class of the form dxy - - - dx,,.
(3) A basis for the Betti realization H2(X,,, B,,) is the class of the unit n-cube O™ = [0,1]".

Proof. By the relative Kiinneth formula we have H®*(X,,, B,,) = H*(X1, B1)®" so that it is enough to prove
the proposition for n = 1. We have H*(X1, B1) = H*(Ag,{0,1}) and the statements follow from the long
exact sequence in relative cohomology:

0— H°(Ap,{0,1}) — H(Agy) — H°({0}) @ H°({1}) — H'(Ag,{0,1}) = 0.
O

4.3. The motives H*(A,, B, N A4,). For n > 1, we realize the n-torus as T™ = {x; - - - 25,11 = 1}, and we
have subtori 7" ™" = {z; = 1} C T" for i = 1,...,n + 1. We define

T(n),T — HT(Tn, U1<i<n+1 Tinfl) and /T(n),r — HT(Tn, Ulgign T;nfl) ,
which are objects in MT(Q) (whose definition is similar to that of Z(™ from §31)) and write 7™ =
T)n () — /7 (n)n We then have
H™ (Ap, B, N Ay) = Tt
By mimicking the proof of Proposition B.12] one produces a long exact sequence in MT(Q):
(27) RPN G O N S o CORUNNG o CORANING, o (Ul DRANINGS wCOR S 1 SN
Proposition 4.3. (1) We have '"T™" =0 for r # n, and an isomorphism 'T™ = H™(T™) = Q(—n).
(2) We have T(™" =0 for r #n, and short exact sequences in MT(Q):
(n—1) i (n) n(mn
(28) 0—-T — T - H"(T") = 0.
Proof. If (1) is proved then (2) follows from the long exact sequence (27). By choosing coordinates (z1, ..., zy)
on T™ we see that we have
T = HO((Ay — {0})", Urcign{zi = 1}) 2 H*(Ag — {0}, {1})*" = (TW=)=n
where we have used the relative Kiinneth formula. Thus, it is enough to prove (1) for n = 1, which is easy
since "7 (1)* is nothing but the reduced cohomology of Aqll —{0}. O
Remark 4.4. We note that the morphism j : 7= — 7 in [@8) is defined analogously to the mor-
phism (") : Z(n=1) 5 z(") from §35
We note that we have 7(©) = HO(pt, pt) = 0, so that Proposition L3l implies that we have
" Q(—k ifke{l,...,n};
gl T _ { (k) {L....n}

0 otherwise.

In the next proposition, we will prove that the weight filtration of 7(™ actually splits in MT(Q). For that
we introduce the involution 7 which acts on the tori 7 by

T (T, Tng1) (xfl,...,x;il)

This induces an involution, still denoted by 7, on the objects 7" and T (™" of MT(Q), such that all the
maps in the long exact sequence (27]) commute with 7.

Proposition 4.5. (1) The short exact sequences (28) split in MT(Q), hence we have isomorphisms:
TMW =2Q(-1) e Q(-2)® - & Q(—n) .

Thus, a period matriz for T is the diagonal matriz Diag(2mi, (2mi)?,. .., (27i)").
15



(2) The involution T acts on the direct summand Q(—k) of T by multiplication by (—1)*.
Proof. We first note that 7 acts on H'(T'!) by multiplication by —1. It is enough to prove it in the de Rham
realization, where it follows from 7. dlog(z1) = —dlog(z1). Thus, 7 acts on gry/ 7 =~ H™(T") = H(T")®"
by multiplication by (—1)", and we are left with proving (1). We denote by 7™ = 71") & 7™ the direct

sum decomposition of 7™ into its invariant and anti-invariant parts with respect to 7. We have to prove
that we have isomorphisms

TEW 2 7O > (—2)8Q(—4)@- - -@Q(—2n) and T 2 7O & (- 1)@Q(=3)8- - -BQ(—(2n+1)) .
We only prove the statements corresponding to the invariant parts, the statements corresponding to the anti-

invariant parts being proved similarly. We use induction on n, the case n = 0 being trivial: ’710) = ’711) = 0.
The short exact sequences (28)) imply that we have short exact sequences

0— T2 5 70" L Q(=(2n+2) 50 and 0— 7" 74" 050,
Using the induction hypothesis we see that we have
Eth{/IT(Q) (Q(=(2n +2)), fnﬂ)) EXtI{/IT(Q) (Q(=(2n+2)),Q(-2) ® Q(—4) ® - -- ® Q(—2n))
@ Extyr(g) (Q(—2k), Q(0))

1<k<n

= 0

IR

IR

where we have used ([I2). Thus, the first short exact sequence splits. The second short exact sequence then

completes the induction. O
Remark 4.6. From the short exact sequences (28)) it is clear that every ’7;1(;) has a basis (wgn), e ,w,(zn))

which is compatible with the weight grading, such that w{™ is the class of the form dlog(xz1) A~ - - Adlog(z,),
and such that these bases are compatible with the short exact sequences (28]).

4.4. The structure of the zeta motives. We can now determine the structure of the zeta motives Z(™,
forn > 1.

Theorem 4.7. (1) We have a short exact sequence in MT(Q):

(29) 0 Q0) —» 2 25 =11y 0

with T (1) 2 Q(=2) @ - -- & Q(—n).
(2) We have a short exact sequence in MT(Q):

i (n)
(30) 0— 2D 5 2z 4 Q(—n) = 0.
(8) These short exact sequences fit into a commutative diagram
0 0 0
)
0 Q(0) Zn=1) —__ 7(=2)(_1) — =0
= ,L(n) j(n—l)
(n)
(31) 0 Q(0) Zm L g-1_1)— 0
0 0 Q(—n) ———=Q(-n) —=10
0 0 0

where all rows and columns are exact.
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Proof. Assertion (1) follows from Propositions A1} and The commutativity of (1)) follows from the
compatibility of the long exact sequences (28] and ([27). A diagram chase implies that ([B0) is exact. O

Theorem 4.8. (1) The classes

v,(cn) = [w,(gn)] (k=0,2,...,n)
of the Eulerian differential forms provide a basis (vén), vén), . ,vfln)) of the de Rham realization ZS}?

which is compatible with the weight grading.
(2) There exists a unique basis (cp((J"), goén), e gosln)) for the dual of the Betti realization Z](?,")’v which
is compatible with the weight filtration and such that the period matriz for Z(™ in the v-basis and

the p-basis is

¢ B - e (=1 ()
(27i)?
(27i)3 0
(32) '
0 '. (2mi)n=1
(2mi)"

Proof. (1) Proposition BIT] says that UI(C") is in the pure weight 2k component of Z(g?g. Thus, it is
enough to show that it is non-zero, which is a consequence of the equalities ([D"],Uén)> =1#0
and ([0, 0™y = (k) #0 for k=2,...,n.

(2) We put (™ = [O"]. Let (", ... "3 be a basis of 75" """ for which the period matrix
is diagonal, as in Proposition Let p(™) denote the morphism Z(") — 'T("_l)(—l), and let us

consider the transpose of its Betti realization pgl)’v : 7'B("71)’V — Z}gn)’v. Then we can put gol(cn) =

p](?,n)’v(w,(gjl)) for k = 2,...,n. The fact that this gives a basis of Z}gn)’v is a consequence of the
short exact sequence ([29). The fact that the period matrix is as required follows from Lemma [3.7]
and Proposition The uniqueness statement is obvious.

O

We have already noted that the classes ’U](cn) are compatible with the inductive system of the zeta motives.

By the uniqueness statement in Theorem [£.8] this is also the case for the classes cp,(cn), and the zeta motive Z

has an infinite period matrix

4.5. The odd zeta motive. Let us write 7("~1) = ’Tan_l) & 7Y for the direct sum decomposition into
its invariant and anti-invariant parts with respect to 7, and let us write p(® : Z(») — 7= (_1) for the
surjection appearing in the short exact sequence (29]).

Definition 4.9. The n-th odd zeta motive Z("-°44 is the object of MT(Q) defined by

Z(n),odd — p—l(ﬂnfl)(_l)) .

17



We obviously have a short exact sequence

(33) 0= Q(0) — Zmodd , 7=D(_1)

with
VD2 P Q-@k+1) .
3<2k+1<n
We note that there are morphisms

,L-(n),odd . Z(nfl),odd N Z(n),odd

such that ():°4d is an isomorphism for every integer n. The limit

Zodd — hmz(n),odd

is an ind-object in MT(Q) that we simply call the odd zeta motive.

Proposition 4.10. (1) We have a direct sum decomposition
(34) 2 gzmedd g (B Q(—2k) .
2<2k<n
(2) A period matriz for Z2n+1)edd o Z(2n+2).0dd g
Lo<@) <G - - (@2n=1) ((2n+1)
(27i)3
(2mi)? 0
(35) '
0 (2mi)?n—1L

(27Ti)2n+1

Proposition EI0 implies that the odd zeta motive Z°¢ has an infinite period matrix (@)).

Proof. A basis for Zé}?’()dd is given by vé") and the vézzrl, for 3 < 2k +1 < n, and a basis for Z]g")’Odd’v is

given by goén) and the goéz)ﬂ, for 3 < 2k + 1 < n. This gives the desired shape for the period matrix (35).
Now, Euler’s solution to the Basel problem implies that we have ((2k) = Ao (27i)2* for every integer k > 1,
with Aoy, = —% € Q. Thus, we may replace the basis (gpén),wg"), .., ™) of Theorem 8 by the
basis (’gpén), <pg"), cee <p$l")) with
‘P =g = 3 darely
2<2k<n
to get a period matrix similar to (82 where the even zeta values ((2k) in the first row are replaced by 0.
This implies the direct sum decomposition (B4]). O

We finish by proving that all the objects in MT(Q) considered earlier actually live in the full subcate-
gory MT(Z).

Proposition 4.11. The zeta motives Z() and the odd zeta motives Z(™:°d9 gre objects of the cate-
gory MT(Z).

Proof. Thanks to the direct sum decomposition (34), it is enough to prove it for the odd zeta motives. Let us
recall the definition [DGO05, Définition 1.4] of the category MT(Z). According to the Tannakian formalism,
the de Rham realization functor MT(Q) — grVectg induces an equivalence of categories

MT(Q) = grRep(g3x)

between MT(Q) and the category of graded finite-dimensional representations of a graded Lie algebra g%{.

The degree in ggR is half the weight. This Lie algebra is non-positively graded. The category MT(Z) is

defined as the full subcategory of MT(Q) consisting on objects H such that the degree —1 component of ggR
18



acts trivially on Hggr. This is obviously the case for Z(")-dd which is concentrated in weights 0 and 2(2k+1)
with 2k + 1 > 3 by the short exact sequence (33). O

Remark 4.12. A tannakian interpretation of the odd zeta motive goes as follows. Let g%V be the graded
dual of the fundamental Lie algebra g% of the Tannakian category MT(Z). It is an ind-object in MT(Z),
independent of the choice of a fiber functor [Del89, Définition 6.1]. Then one has a short exact sequence

0—Q(0) = g”¥ —u™Y -0,
where u” is the pro-unipotent radical of gZ. One views Z°%4 inside the exact subsequence
0 — Q(0) — 2°dd 5 yB2bV |

where u%ab:V =~ @B>1 Q(—(2k + 1)) is the graded dual of the abelianization of u”.

4.6. An elementary computation of the motives 7(™. We give an elementary proof of Proposition A5
which only uses basic algebraic topology. The proof is Hodge-theoretic, and the only drawback is that we
have to use the full faithfulness of the Hodge realization (Theorem[Z3]). Let us consider the relative homology
group

T =), U m= 10 den e = 1))

1<i<n

By homotopy invariance, one may replace every C* by the unit circle S = {|z| = 1} < C* and we get

7;5”)’\/ >~ [sine((ShH)m, U {z; =1} U{ay - a,=1}) .

1<ign

Let us look at the projection [0,1]" — (S1)™, (t1,...,tn) = (e2™1 ... €?™n). Then by excision we can
write
T = mEre((0,1)", | (€ ZYU{ts + -+t € Z}) .
1<ign
This is simply the singular homology of the unit hypercube [0, 1]™ relative to the union of its faces {¢; = 0}
and {t; = 1}, for 1 <i < n, and the hyperplanes {t; +---+t, =k} for k =0,1,...,n. We note that these
hyperplanes cut the unit hypercube into polytopes

A(nvk):{(tlaatn)e[ovl]n|k<tl++tn<k+1}7

for k=0,...,n — 1. We note that A(n,0) is the usual n-simplex; the polytopes A(n, k) are usually called
hypersimplices.

Lemma 4.13. (1) The classes [A(n, k)], for k=0,...,n—1, form a basis of 7;3(71)’\/.
(2) The morphism jén)’v : 'Té")’v — 713571—1),V sends
(a) [A(n,0)] to [A(n—1,0)];
(b) [A(n, k)] to [A(n—1,k)]—[A(n—1,k—=1)] fork=1,...,n— 2.
(c) [A(n,n—1)] to —[A(n—1,n—2)];

Proof. (1) This is clear by excision, since collapsing the boundary of [0,1]™ and the hyperplanes {¢; +
-+-+t, = k} onto a point creates a wedge sum of n spheres of dimension n, one for each hypersimplex.
(2) Recall (see Remark 4] and §3.5) that j](?)")’v computes “the component of the boundary that lives
on z, = 1”. In the t-coordinates, {z,, = 1} corresponds to {t, = 0} (counted positively) and {¢,, = 1}
(counted negatively). The claim then follows from computing the intersection of the hypersimplices

with these two hyperplanes.

O
Remark 4.14. One may check that the sum of the classes [A(n, k)], for Kk =0,...,n — 1, is sent to 0 by the
morphism jén)’v. This is because this sum is represented by the unit square [0,1]™ in the ¢-coordinates, or

by the compact n-torus (S*)™ C (C*)" in the x-coordinates, which has empty boundary.
19



The FEulerian numbers are the coefficients of the Eulerian polynomials and are denoted by symbols <Z>

Ep(z) = S <Z> k.

k=0
They satisfy many beautiful identities, in particular the recursion

<Z> :(n—k)<Z:1>+(k+1)<n;1> .

The following lemma is a classical result due to Laplace.
Lemma 4.15. For k=0,...,n — 1, the volume of the hypersimplex A(n, k) is the ratio <L'>
n!

Recall from Remark [4.6] that for every integer n > 1, 7:;{? has a basis (wgn), . ,w,(l")) which is compatible

with the weight grading and with the morphisms j(({f{) : 7:1({{71) — 7:1(&)' We let P, be the period matrix
of T with respect to the w-basis and the A-basis from Lemma @ I3l The first period matrix P; is simply
the 1 x 1 matrix (274). Let us introduce the following n X n integer matrix encoding the family of Eulerian

numbers: .
1 (o
-1 1 0 <711
-1 1 <g
A, =
0 -1 1 (")

-1 <n71>
Proposition 4.16. The period matrices P, satisfy the recurrence relation

0
0

(2mi)™

Proof. Recall the short exact sequence (28]

:(n)
0— 70D Lo 700 5 gy =0

and the fact (see Remark B8] that the morphism j(™ is compatible with the w-bases. Then Lemma ET3]
shows that the first (n — 1) columns of P, are as stated. It only remains to compute the entries in the last
column, i.e., compute the integral of the n-form dx_w; A A ‘?—“ on a hypersimplex A(n, k). After the change

of variables (z1,...,2,) = (2™, ... e*™) one sees that this integral is simply (277)" times the volume
of A(n, k), and concludes thanks to Lemma T3] O

We note that the period matrices P, are not block upper-triangular. This is because the A-bases are not
compatible with the weight filtration. We thus have to introduce a change of basis. Let (Qn)n>1 be the
family of matrices (with rational entries) defined by @1 = (1) and the recurrence relation

0
0
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The first terms are

1 11 r_ 1 1 1
11 3 75 3 FS B R SRt
le(l) ;QQZ 2 2 7Q3: 1 0 _1 7Q4: ]32 112 13 1%
1 1 S 1 _1 3
1 1 1 2 2 2 2
1 1 1 1
Let us put
Egn) A(n,0)
n{ A(n,1)
: = @n :
25;") A(n,n—1)

We view E;ﬂn) as a relative cycle with rational coefficients. The change of indexing is here to remind the

reader that E,(C") lives in weight < 2k. We have thus proved the following result.

Proposition 4.17. The classes [EEC”)], fork=1,...,n, form a basis of 'Té")’v and the period matriz of T
in the w-basis and the 3-basis is the diagonal matriz Diag(2wi, . .., (2mi)™).

Proof. This amounts to saying that the product @, P, is the diagonal matrix Diag(2mi, ..., (27%)™), which
is easily proved by induction on n using Proposition [4.16] O

By using Theorem 25 we thus get an alternate (Hodge-theoretic) proof of Proposition

Remark 4.18. Proposition £.17] implies that we can choose (Zg"_l), ceey 251”:11)) as representatives for the
classes (1/)%71_1), ... ,1/)7(1":11)) from the proof of Theorem £.8

Remark 4.19. One can easily prove that the last row of the matrix @,, is filled with 1’s, which means that Esln)

is homologous to the unit hypercube [0,1]™. In the z-coordinates, it is homologous to the compact n-
torus (S1)" c (C*)™.
5. LINEAR FORMS IN ZETA VALUES
We apply our results from the previous section to prove Theorems [T and from the Introduction.

5.1. Integral formulas for the coefficients.

Theorem 5.1. For w an integrable algebraic differential form on X, — A,, we have

(36) [ w=a) + @)@+ + an(w)n)
[0,1]"

with ag(w) a rational number for every k, given for k =2,...,n by the formula

(37) ax(w) = (2mi) ™ (g, [w]) -

Proof. According to Proposition B3] the class [w] defines an element in Z,, 4r, hence we may write
[w] = ag(w)vg + az(w)va + -+ - + an(w)vy

with ag(w) € Q for every k. Pairing with the class goén) = [d"] gives the equality (36]), and pairing with the

class @Eﬂn), k=2, ...,n, gives the equality (7). O

Remark 5.2. If we represent the class gpé") by a relative cycle a,(cn), then B7) becomes

o) = mi) ™t [ .

(n)
k

Here we will not give explicit representatives for the classes cp,(cn). Recall from the proof of Theorem .8 that
the class cp,(c") is the image by the map pgl)’v : 713577,71),\/ — ZE(;”)’V of an element 1/1,(;:1), which by Remark[4.18§]

can be represented by the cycle E;Cn__ll). The question is then: how to compute the map pg),v at the level
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of cycles? Such a task would involve the following ingredient. Let us fix 7' C C™ be a tubular neighborhood
of A,(C) in C™. Let us denote by p: T — A, (C) the corresponding projection, and by dp : 0T — A, (C)
the projection corresponding to the boundary of the tubular neighborhood; it is an S Lbundle. The natural
map HE18(A,(C)) — Hﬁi’f(({:” A (C)) can be computed at the level of singular chains by mapping an r-
cycle o to the (r+1)-cycle (9p) =1 (o). We note that since A, (C) does not intersect the hyperplanes {z; = 0},
we can do the computation with a tubular neighborhood inside (C*)™ and get representatives in (C*)™. Now
if we want to play this game for the relative homology groups Z]g")’v, we need the tubular neighborhood to
be “compatible” with the subvariety B, (C), in the sense that p should pull back A, (C) N B,(C) to B,(C).
At this point, it is probably easier to ask for something weaker than a tubular neighborhood, i.e., something
that is a tubular neighborhood on a dense open subset of A,,(C) (this does not change anything for the
integral formulas). We will not try to give formulas here and postpone this discussion to a future article.
Nevertheless, we can give more explicit formulas than [37)) in two situations.

5.1.1. The highest weight coefficient. Let us fix real numbers p1,..., pn_1,pn > 0 and let us introduce the
cycle S c C™ — A, (C) defined by the conditions
1

Ty — —————
xl...xn_l

|x1|:p1,...,|xn,1|:pn,1, = Pn -

Proposition 5.3. Let w be an integrable differential form on X, — A,. Then the highest weight coeffi-
cient an(w) from Theorem 5l is given by the integral formula

anle) = 2m) " [

Proof. The integral formula is obviously independent from the choice of p1, ..., pn—1, pn and we can assume
that we have pL = -+ = pn—1 = pn = 1. We have noted in Remark .19 that the highest weight basis

vector 1" f’T "DV can be represented by the (n — 1)-torus {|zi| = -+ = |xn_1] = 1}. Since this

n— 1
has an empty boundary we can make the computation explained in Remark with the choice of any

tubular neighborhood of A, (C) in C", for instance the one defined by ‘xn — ﬁ‘ < 1, with projection

map p(Z1,...,%n) = (T1,...,Tn_1, ﬁ) The pullback of the (n — 1)-torus by the projection dp is

exactly S, g
The case n = 2 is Rhin and Viola’s contour integral for ¢(2) [RV96 Lemma 2.6].

5.1.2. The case of forms with simple poles. We say that a differential form on X,, — A, has a simple pole
along A, if it can be written as
w=a+dlog(l—x1---x,) NG,
where a and 8 do not have poles along A,,. The residue of such a form along A, is the restriction
Res(w) = f)a,
Recall that the relative cycles E;C”__ll) were defined in §4.6

Proposition 5.4. Let w be an integrable differential form on X,, — A, which has a simple pole along A, .
Then the coefficients ar(w), k =2,...,n, from Theorem[51] are given by the integral formulas

ap(w) = (2mi) k1 /E(nil) Res(w) .

Proof. Recall from the proof of Theorem 4.8 that we have defined cp( R pgl) (¢y, (n— 1)) where (1/1(" 1) ¢(" 1))
is a basis of 'T(n_ for which the period matrix is diagonal. In the light of Remark .18 we see that 7,/1(" b
is the class of the cycle E( ) , hence we get

ax(w) = <2m’>*k (PSSO, wl) = @rd) (Y], iR (W)

where the extra 2mi comes from the Tate twist at the target of p(™). Since w has a simple pole, pé%)([w]) is
simply the class of Res(w), hence the result.
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5.1.3. Vanishing of coefficients.

Theorem 5.5. For w an integrable algebraic differential form on X, — A, , we have:
(1) if T.w = w then ar(w) =0 for k # 0 even;
(2) if T.w = —w then ax(w) =0 for k odd.

Proof. Let us assume that we have 7.w = w, and let us write x for the image of [w] in 7;(;;_1). Then we

have 7.z = x; according to Proposition[£.5] this implies that z only has components of weights 2k with % even.

Thus, [w] € Z(g?{) only has components in weight 0 and 2k with & odd, which implies that we have ay(w) =0
for k # 0 even. The second case is similar. O

Let us write an integrable form as

P(Ila"'axn)
38 _ dxy -+ dx,,
(38) w A=z o))" 1 T
with P(z1,...,2,) a polynomial with rational coefficients and N > 0 an integer. Then we have
(39) Tw=4w & Pr,...,x,) = (=D o2,) V2P 2t

5.2. The Ball-Rivoal integrals. We apply Theorems [5.]] and to a special family of integrals.

Corollary 5.6. Let u1,...,Upn,01,...,0, = 1 and N = 0 be integers such that vy +---+wv, = N + 1. Then
the integral

(10) [
[0,1]™ (I =2y zn)V

dry---dz,

is absolutely convergent and evaluates to a linear combination
ag + a2¢(2) + az((3) + - -+ + anl(n)

with ay a rational number for every k. If furthermore we have 2u; +v; = N + 1 for every i, then we get:

(1) if (n+ 1)(N + 1) is odd then ap, =0 for k # 0 even;
(2) if (n+1)(N + 1) is even then ar, = 0 for k odd.

Proof. This is a direction application of Theorem The polynomial P(zy,...,z,) = %~ - 241 (1 —
21) e (1 — @y, satisfies
P(xy,...,x,) = (=1)Mtutotonguto=3 . g2unton=3pgrl 0 gy
Let us assume that we have 2u; +v; = N + 1 for every i, then v + -+ + v, =n(N 4+ 1) (mod 2) and we get
P(x1,.. . ap) = —(=1) DNV (g g WP )
hence the result, in view of (B39). O

Corollary applies in particular to the special case
N=_2r+1m+2, uu=rm+1, v;=m+1

for some integer parameters r,m > 0 satisfying n(m + 1) > (2r + 1)m + 3. We then recover the integrals
considered by Ball and Rivoal [BROI, Lemme 2]. The vanishing of the coefficients is [BROI, Lemme 1]. The
notations (a,n,r) in [BROI] correspond to our notations (n — 1, m,r).

The integrals [@0]) can be expressed as generalized hypergeometric series
(41)

o (up — D — 1)! (v — 1) E)uy + (), (k4 1) N
(H(“ (v >>n+an( Uty sty N .1):11_1@ ! 5 B (o (4 D

i1 (UZ‘F’UfL — 1)' U1 +’Ulv'-'7un+vn, (N— 1)' >0 (k)u1+v1 (k)un+’0n

If 2u; +v; = N + 1 then the corresponding generalized hypergeometric series is said to be well-poised.
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5.3. Weight drop. In the context of Theorem [5.1] we say that the integral f[o 1 W has weight drop if the

highest weight coefficient a,(w) vanishes. This amounts to saying that the class [w] actually lives in the
step Wa(—1)Zn,ar of the weight filtration, hence the terminology. We give a sufficient condition for this
phenomenon to happen.

Lemma 5.7. Let u,v > 1 and N > 0 be integers such that u+v < N. Then there exists a polynomial P(t)
with rational coefficients such that

1 u—1 _ v—1
/ 4 (1 —x) d — P(t)
0 (1 —tx)N (1 —¢)N-v
for every 0 <t < 1.

Proof. We can write
ut+v—2

M1 —2)v = Z ar(t)(1 — tz)*
k=0
with ag(t) a Laurent polynomial with rational coefficients for every k. We then have

21— )t “*z”:‘z ar ()
(1—tx)N P (1 —tx)N—k
and all the powers of (1 — ¢tz) appearing in the denominators are > N — (u+v—2) > N —u—v+2 > 2.
Thus, we may integrate and get

01—tV T AT
with Q(t) a Laurent polynomial with rational coefficients. The left-hand side has a limit when ¢ tends to 0,
so Q(t) has to be a polynomial. To conclude, it is enough to show that

1 _u—1 v—1
_ 4 (1 —x)
1—t)V-v —=d
(1= /0 1—to)y
is bounded when ¢ approaches 1. We make the change of variables s = 1 —t, y = 1 —x, and consider integrals
N—v /1 (1 - y)uilyvil d
s Ny
o (W+s—ys)

with s approaching 0. Since (1—y)* ! < 1and y+s—ys > %(y—i—s), it is enough to prove that the quantities

N 1 y'u—l
s _”/ ——dy
o (y+s)N

are bounded when s approaches 0. This equals

1 y v—1 1 1 1 1 s N—v
N—v N—v
dy < dy = 1-—
’ /0 (y+8) (o) W7 /0 (s N—v< <1+8> )

and we are done. O

/1 T ) 10
0

Proposition 5.8. Let uy,...,un,v1,...,v5, =1 and N > 0 be integers such that v +---+wv, = N+ 1. Let
us assume that there exists i € {1,..., N} such that

u; +v; <N .
Then the integral

dry---dz,

[011]71 (1 — X ,Tn)N
is absolutely convergent and evaluates to a linear combination
ap + a2§(2) + a3C(3) + -+ an,1C(n — 1)
with a; € Q for every i.
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Proof. By symmetry, we can assume that u,, + v, < N. Therefore, applying Lemma [5.7 to the variables x =
Zn and t = @1 - - - x,—1 in the integral leads to the (n — 1)-dimensional integral

.%'7;1*1 .. .122711—1(1 _ .%'1)”171 .. (1 _ xn—l)”"7171P($1 o $n—1)
[0,1]n—1 (1 TR "T’n,—l)N_U”

dIl e dIn,1 .

Since v1 + -+ +vp_1 = N — v, + 1, one can then conclude thanks to Theorem O

Note that Proposition 5.8 applies in particular if for every ¢, 2u; +v; = N + 1. This gives in particular a
geometric interpretation of the weight drop in the Ball-Rivoal integrals [Riv00, BROT]. Note that a careful
analysis of the degree of the polynomial P(¢) in Lemma[5.7] can lead to sufficient conditions for the vanishing
of more highest weight coefficients.

APPENDIX A. AN APPROACH VIA SERIES (JOINT WITH DON ZAGIER)

The aim of this appendix is to give an elementary construction of the coefficients ax(w) constructed in
Theorem 5Tl The dictionary between integrals and sums of series leads to an interpretation of the (de Rham
realization of the) zeta motive Z, modulo weight 0, in terms of rational functions in one variable.

A.1. Series, integrals, and zeta values.

A.1.1. Series of rational functions and zeta values. Let V denote the subspace of Q(k) consisting of rational
functions with poles in {—1,—2,—3,...} and Vj be the subspace of functions vanishing at co. Then V =
Vo ® Q[k] and the set of functions (k + j)~ ", with j,r > 1 integers, is a basis of V;. The forward difference
operator A : Q(k) — Q(k) defined by AR(k) = R(k + 1) — R(k) preserves the spaces V and V, and one
has direct sum decompositions V= A(V) @ B and Vo = A(Vp) @ B, where B is the space spanned by
the functions (k + 1)~", for r > 1 integers. We thus have an identification V5/A(Vp) = V/A(V) and an
isomorphism

(42) B:V/AV) = EQ , R (Bi(R),Ba(R),...)
r>1
where the numbers 3, (R) € Q, for R € V, are defined by
_ Br(R)
R@ﬂ::%izgliy;(mmiAUﬂ).

For R € Vj we can write

09 = 3 G g — ).

for some Ry € Vj, which is unique because A : Vy — V; is injective. Thus, the sum Y ;- ; R(k) is absolutely
convergent if and only if R € Vp and 81 (R) = 0, and in this case we have

(43) D R(k) = Ro(0)+ > _B(R)C(r) € Q + > Q(r) .
k=0 r>2 r>2
A.1.2. From differential forms to rational functions. For n > 1 an integer, we define
Qn=Qlz1,..., 20, (1 —21---2,)7 ]
and we interpret an element F' € §2,, as the algebraic differential n-form w = Fdx; - - - dx,.
Lemma A.1. The formula

alfl .

(44) @(ﬁ——L@:Q— k+N -1 " 1 naee
n — .. s N T N i >1

foray,...,a, =21 and N = 0 integers, defines a morphism ®,, : Q,, — V/A(V).
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a’l_l... an—1 _ 01 nan
Proof. Tf we rewrite "'z~ as | 117"30 :;1 T , then its image by @, is
—r -z,
1 1 1
— =A(- =0 (mod A(V)) .
(kta)-(ktan) (tar+1)--(ktan+1) < @+aﬂ~-%+aﬂ) (mod A(V))
ai—=1  ran-1 ai=1  apn—1_ a1, gan
For N > 1, if we rewrite (3::[1_ xlxgn)N as L i _‘T;l.”x:;}vﬂ T , then we replace the func-
k+N-1 1
tion R(k) = by the functi
ion R(k) ( N1 )(k+a1)~-~(k:—|—an) y the function
k+ N 1 1
e = (3 - )
N (k+a1) - (k+a,) (k+ar+1)---(k+a,+1)
kR(k)— (k+1DR(k+1
g+ RO = (4 DRO 4 D)

N
= R(k) (mod A(V)) .

This shows that the definition of ®,,(F) for F € (1 —z1---2,) N Qx1,...,,] is independent of the choice
of N. O

Combining with ([@2), we get well-defined maps
br: Q= Q , we G(P,(w)) .

Note that this is zero for 7 > n for degree reasons. We denote by Qi C €, the subspace of integrable differ-
ential forms, which are the forms w such that the integral f[o e @ 18 absolutely convergent (see Definition [3:4]

and Propositions B35 and B:6).

Proposition A.2. For every w € Q" we have by (w) = 0 and
/[ WY ba(w)¢(2) + -+ + bu(w)¢(n) (mod Q) .
0,1]"
P(Ila' --7$n)

1=z -zp)V
an integer. Let R € V be the representative of ®,(w) obtained by applying (@) to every monomial

Proof. Let us write w = with P(21,...,z,) a polynomial with rational coefficients and N > 1

in P(x1,...,x,) and using linearity. Then the formula
1 <~ (k+N-1\ ,
e ()

implies that we have

o0

w= R(k) .
/[M]n > ()

=0

Thus, the sum >~ R(k) is convergent, which implies that we have R € V and 1 (R) = 0. The claim then
follows from (E3]). O

Proposition [A:2] implies that have a well-defined map by : Q" — Q such that for every w € Q" we have
(45) [ = D)+ 02+ b))
0,1]n

We note that applying ®,, to the integrals ([@0) leads to the hypergeometric series representations (4II).
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A.1.3. Parity. Let us recall that 7 denotes the involution (21,...,2,) = (z7*,...,2,;!). The following

proposition is nothing but a generalization of the classical well-poised symmetry of the hypergeometric
series (@I, and is similar to the parity considerations in [Zud04} §8] and [CEROS8, §3.1].

Proposition A.3. Let w € Q,, be a differential form such that T.w belongs to Q,, then we have, for every
integer r > 1:
be(Tw) = (=1)"" b, (w) .
In particular,
(1) if T.w = w then by (w) =0 for r # 0 even;
(2) if T.w = —w then b.(w) =0 for r odd.

Proof. Let R and S be representatives of ®,(w) and @, (7.w) respectively, constructed as in the proof of
Proposition The involution 7 acts on differential forms by the formula
xllllfll N xNialil...xN_an_l
" ——dx;---d o (=N L

1=z zp)V 1 n (=1) (1—zy- - zp)N
Thus, by looking at the formula for ®,,, we see that we have S(k) = —R(—N — k). This implies, for every
integer r > 1, the equality:

an,—1

..:L'n

dzry---dx, .

Br(S) = (=1)""'B,(R) ,
and the claim follows. |
A.2. Comparison of the coefficients. The aim of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem A.4. For every w € Q™ and every integer r = 0,2,...,n we have a,(w) = b.(w).

Note that this theorem would follow from the conjecture that 1 and the zeta values ((n), n > 2, are
linearly independent over Q, by looking at equations (36]) and (E3]).

A.2.1. Inductive structure on the motives Z(™). Let us recall from §3.5] the morphisms i'(j%) : Zé’;{_l) — Zég),

which come from the identification X,,_1 = {x, = 1} C X,,. Let us consider an (n — 1)-form of the type

P(x1,...,xy)
= T e o d,
n (1—$1"'$n)N 1 n—1 5
with P(z1,...,2,) a polynomial with rational coefficients and N > 0 an integer. We say that such a form

is integrable if the pullback 7} (n) does not have a pole along the exceptional divisor F,. This can be
characterized in the same way as in Propositions and [3.6] but we will not need such a characterization.
If 7 is integrable then its derivative dn is integrable in the sense of Definition [3.4l and the restriction ), —1,

viewed as a form on X,,_1, is also integrable. We then have classes [dn] € Zé?{) and [1),,-1] € Zé%_l). They
are related by the formula
inan (0, —1]) = (~1)" ) (mod WoZ () .

which is proved as in the proof of Proposition 3.9 by noticing that 7),,—o is a polynomial, hence has weight
zero. This formula is the de Rham-theoretic incarnation of Stokes’s formula

(—1)n71/ dn = (/ My =1 —/ 77|mn_0> / Nap=1 (mod Q) .
[0,1]™ [0,1]»—1 [0,1]»—1 [0,1]»—1

If we now choose to make the identification X,,_1 = {z; = 1} C X,,, for some index j = 1,...,n, then we
get a morphism ifﬁg” : Z(g?{l) — Z(g?{), such that ig;{) = ig;{)’n. They satisfy the equation
(46) iG1 (e, 1)) = (—1)7[dn] (mod WoZ(R)) .
for n an integrable (n — 1)-form of the type
P U —
(47) @1 s n) G day

(1 =z zp)V
One easily notes that the morphism ié’;g’j does not depend on the index j, for instance by proving that
Proposition [3dlis valid for any choice of j: for every d = 0,2, ...,n—1, the map i'(j%)” sends the class [w((in_l)]
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to the class [wén)]. We nevertheless keep the notation igﬁ)’j since these morphisms have different geometric

interpretations.

A.2.2. Compatibility of ®, with the induction. The crucial point if that the morphisms ®,, are compatible

with the inductive structure (@8l on the motives Z (g?{), in the sense of the following lemma.

Lemma A.5. For every j =1,...,n and every differential (n — 1)-form n of type {{7) we have
@, (dn) = (1)1 ®p_1(n)z,=1) (mod A(V)) .

Proof. We do the case j = n, the general case being similar. It is enough to do the proof for a monomial

n= et Tl e dey - do
(1—-$1"'IH)N> 1 n—1
with a1,...,a,_1 >1 >0 and N > 1. We have
Ial_l...xan71 xa’l ...xa’n
-1 nfld — 1 n +N 1 n d d
(-1) 7 (an(l—xl---xn)N =y )V 1 Zn ,

and thus

- ~ (k+N-1 1 k+ N 1 .

and N (*V) = (k+ 1) (5), we get

(1) a0, (dy) = (’fjvfle) (k+a1)---1(k+an—1) = @1 (10,=1) (mod A(V)) .

By writing k“" =1- ﬁ

O

A.2.3. Proof of Theorem[A.j] We prove Theorem [A4] by induction on n. The case n = 1 is trivial since in

this case we have ag(w) = bo(w) = fol w. Let us then assume that n > 2 and that the theorem is proved
for n — 1. Recall the notation
d$1'~-dIn

w™ —
l—21--2,

n

for the representative of the highest weight basis element in Z, gr; it satisfies ® (w,(L")) = (k+1)""™ The

short exact sequence ([B0) implies that for every w € Q" we may write

w(™ + Z dn;
j=1

with n; an integrable (n—1)-form of type [T), for every j = 1,...,n. The short exact sequence [B0) actually
implies that in addition we can assume that the classes of dn,...,dn,—1 are zero, but we will not need it
here. By using (46) we may write

[w] = an(@)wi”] + 3 (=17 i (), =) (mod WoZ ) -
j=1
Now Lemma [A5] implies the formula
_ an(w) S i—1
P (w) = Gri)n +) (1) 01 ((0)),=1) (mod A(V)) .

Jj=1

By using the induction hypothesis on the forms (7;),,—1 and the fact that the morphisms z((j LA

compatible with the bases, this implies that we have

D, (w) = ; % (mod A(V)) ,

which concludes the proof.
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We note that a restatement of Theorem [A4]is that the morphisms ®,, induce an isomorphism of graded
vector spaces
@ : Zar/WoZar — (V/A(V))>2
where (V/A(V))s2 is the subspace of V/A(V') characterized by the condition 81 = 0 and is graded by the
morphisms S, n > 2.
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