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A residue formula for integrals

with hyperplane singularities

ANDREW O’DESKY

This article is concerned with evaluating integrals of the form
∫

Rr

h(z) dz

g1(z) · · · gR(z)
(1)

where each gk is a complex affine function that does not vanish on Rr.
When r = 1 the set Z of poles of the meromorphic form ω = h(g1 · · · gR)

−1 dz has a distin-
guished subset Z∗ ⊂ Z, namely those poles in the upper half-plane

Z∗ = Z ∩H = {z ∈ Z : Im z > 0}.

Under suitable conditions the integral is given by
∫

R

h(z) dz

g1(z) · · · gR(z)
= 2πi

∑

m∈Z∗

res[ω,m].

When the dimension is greater than one, the poles of ω are indexed by affine flags

γ : H1 ⊃ H1 ∩H2 ⊃ · · · ⊃ H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hr = {m}

cut out by hyperplanes where ω is singular. Our residue formula takes the form
∫

Rr

h(z) dz

g1(z) · · · gR(z)
= (2πi)r

∑

γ∈Z∗

itres[ω, γ]

where Z∗ ⊂ Z is a distinguished subset of flags and itres[ω, γ] is the iterated residue of ω along γ.
The primary contribution of this article is to determine the subset Z∗ of contributing flags

using sign conditions on the minors of their defining matrices. We introduce two such conditions
for real matrices, which we call stability and compatability (see §2.2). To apply them in the
present context, we observe each singular hyperplane Hk = {gk = 0} of ω may be expressed as

Hk = {v ∈ Cr : fk(v)− isk = 0}

for some real linear form fk and constant sk with positive real part. For a collection of hyperplanes
H1, . . . ,Hr so expressed let JH be the Jacobian of (f1, . . . , fr) : R

r → Rr.

Theorem. If ω admits an iterated residue expansion along H
r
and every singular flag of ω is

compatible with H
r
, then

1

(2πi)r

∫

Rr

h(z) dz

g1(z) · · · gR(z)
=

∑

γ∈Z∗

itres[ω, γ]

where Z∗ ⊂ {γ ∈ Z : m ∈ H
r
} is the subset of flags cut out by a collection H of singular

hyperplanes whose Jacobian JH is stable.
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2 ANDREW O’DESKY

The only other residue formula applying in the present context to our knowledge is [4, The-
orem 2]. The advantage of our formula is that only Z∗ is needed whereas theirs sums over the
residues of all flags terminating in Hr; in practice, the subset Z∗ is generally much smaller. The
essential step in the proof is to show that the sum over residues of flags not in Z∗ vanishes iden-
tically (even though individual residues do not vanish). The hypotheses of our residue formula
are also more practical to verify. To apply their formula requires a grouping of the singular
hyperplanes H1, . . . ,HR into r (generally reducible) divisors D1, . . . ,Dr satisfying a certain com-
patiblity condition [4, Definition 1]. When R≫ r finding such a grouping directly appears to be
a difficult problem. This question is addressed in §4.3 where we show that our notion of stability
leads to a canonical compatible grouping of the hyperplanes.

Beyond their intrinsic interest, integrals of the form (1) arise naturally in the harmonic anal-
ysis of toric varieties and are important for understanding the distribution of rational points of
bounded height. The approach in [1] was to approximate these integrals. This suffices for de-
termining the main term in the asymptotic number of rational points of bounded height, but to
understand the finer aspects of this distribution it is important to have an exact formula. For
instance, in [2] an exact formula for the height zeta function of a particular toric surface was
used to compute the secondary term in the number of monic abelian cubic trace-one polynomials
of bounded height. The residue formula developed here serves as a basis for extending these
methods to general toric varieties.

1. Iterated residues

Let V be a real vector space of dimension r. Consider a flag γ in VC of the form

γ : H1 ⊃ H1 ∩H2 ⊃ · · · ⊃ H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hk, γ(j) := H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hj, dim γ(j) = r − j.

Let z = (z1, . . . , zr) be a basis of V ∨
C . If ω = g dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzr is a meromorphic form on VC, then

we write
resz1 [g dz1, γ(1)] = resz1 [g dz1, γ(1)](z2, . . . , zr)

for the residue of g dz1 with respect to z1 if there exists z∗1 ∈ C such that the vector v ∈ VC with
coordinates z(v) = (z∗1 , z2(v), . . . , zr(v)) is in γ(1). If no such z1 exists, then we set this equal to
zero. This recursively defines the iterated residue of ω along γ:

itresz[ω, γ](zk+1, . . . , zr) = reszk [· · · resz2 [resz1 [g dz1, γ(1)] dz2, γ(2)] · · · dzk, γ(k)],

a meromorphic top-degree form on γ(k). We will later see how the iterated residue is related to
the classical residue (§4.3).

Let B ⊂ GLr(C) denote the subgroup of upper-triangular matrices.

Proposition 1. Let γ : H1 ⊃ H1 ∩H2 ⊃ · · · ⊃ H1 ∩ · · · ∩ Hr be a flag with defining equations
Hk = {gk = 0}, and let ∂g/∂z be the Jacobian matrix of (g1, . . . , gr) : VC → Cr with respect to z.
The value z∗k exists at the kth step of the iterated residue of ω along γ for every k = 1, . . . , r if

and only if ∂g/∂z is in the open Bruhat cell BTB.

Remark 1. Although g depends on the defining equations for γ, whether or not pk vanishes only
depends on γ.

Proof. Fix x2, . . . , xr ∈ C. At the kth step of the iterated residue itresz[ω, γ], the residue is taken
at the unique value zk = z∗k = z∗k(xk+1, . . . , xr) ∈ C when it exists for which

z∗1v1 + · · ·+ z∗kvk + xk+1vk+1 + · · ·+ xrvr ∈ γ(k) = H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hk (2)

where z∗1 , . . . , z
∗
k−1 are determined by earlier residues. We claim that z∗1 , . . . , z

∗
r are soluble if and

only if ∂g/∂z ∈ BTB. Let γ(k)0 denote the linear subspace obtained from translating γ(k). The
value for z∗k exists in C for all xk+1, . . . , xr ∈ C if and only if the restrictions of the linear forms
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zk+1, . . . , zr to γ(k)0 are linearly independent in γ(k)∨0 . Indeed then (zk+1, . . . , zr) : γ(k) → Cr−k

is an isomorphism of affine spaces, so its inverse map

(zk+1, . . . , zr) 7→ z∗1v1 + · · · + z∗kvk + zk+1vk+1 + · · ·+ zrvr

determines unique quantities z∗1 , . . . , z
∗
k for any xk+1, . . . , xr ∈ C such that (2) is satisfied, and

this furnishes the required value of zk = z∗k ∈ C.
Let fk = gk − gk(0). Let (wk)k ⊂ VC be the dual basis to (fk)k ⊂ V ∨

C . We conclude the values
z∗1 , . . . , z

∗
k are soluble if and only if











zk+1(wk+1) zk+1(wk+2) · · · zk+1(wr)
zk+2(wk+1) zk+2(wk+2) · · · zk+2(wr)

...
...

. . .
...

zr(wk+1) zr(wk+2) · · · zr(wr)











is invertible for every k = 1, . . . , r; equivalently, the matrix

w0











z1(w1) z1(w2) · · · z1(wr)
z2(w1) z2(w2) · · · z2(wr)

...
...

. . .
...

zr(w1) zr(w2) · · · zr(wr)











w0

has nonvanishing leading principal minors, where w0 is the longest element of the symmetric
group Sr. The subset of GLr(C) with nonvanishing leading principal minors is BTB, so the
values z∗1 , . . . , z

∗
k are soluble if and only if

∂f

∂z
=
∂g

∂z
=











f1(v1) f1(v2) · · · f1(vr)
f2(v1) f2(v2) · · · f2(vr)

...
...

. . .
...

fr(v1) fr(v2) · · · fr(vr)











=











z1(w1) z1(w2) · · · z1(wr)
z2(w1) z2(w2) · · · z2(wr)

...
...

. . .
...

zr(w1) zr(w2) · · · zr(wr)











−1

is in (σ0B
TBσ0)

−1 = BTB. �

2. Minors

In this section we define the notions of stability and compatibility. Consider an r-form

ω =
h(z) dz

g1(z) · · · gR(z)

for affine functions g1, . . . , gR : VC → C which are nonvanishing on V . We let Z denote the set of
r-step flags formed from the singular hyperplanes of ω. Any affine hyperplane H ⊂ VC disjoint
from V may be expressed as

H = {v ∈ VC : f(v) = is}

for some real linear form f : V → R and constant s satisfying Re s > 0, so we will assume that
each singular hyperplane Hk = {gk = 0} is defined by gk = fk − isk for such fk, sk.

2.0.1. Polyhedra.

Definition 1. A closed subset Π ⊂ VC is a polyhedron (with boundary V ) if there is a linear

isomorphism V
∼
−→ Rr such that Π is identified with the product of the closed upper half-planes

in Cr under the induced linear isomorphism VC
∼
−→ Cr. We consider the defining map V

∼
−→ Rr

to be part of the data of Π.
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A polyhedron Π may be uniquely expressed as

Π = V + iΘ

where Θ is a cone of the form Θ = R≥0v1 + · · · + R≥0vr for the distinguished basis (v1, . . . , vr)
of V determined by the defining map. Let z = (z1, . . . , zr) be the dual basis. The polyhedron
Π will serve the role of the upper half-plane for evaluating

∫

V
ω via the method of residues. For

this to be possible, we impose two conditions on the form ω relative to Π.

2.1. The iterated residue expansion. The first requirement is a convergence condition which
will be clearly seen as necessary for the method of iterated residues to be applicable. Write
ω = g(z) dz. Fix arbitrary x2, . . . , xr ∈ R. At the first step, we require that

∫

R

g(z1, x2, . . . , xr) dz1 = lim
R→∞

∫

CR

g(z1, x2, . . . , xr) dz1

where CR ⊂ H is the positively oriented centered semi-circle of radius R resting on the real axis.
By Cauchy’s residue formula,

∫

R

g(z1, x2, . . . , xr) dz1 = (2πi)
∑

H

resz1 [g dz1,H](x2, . . . , xr)

where the sum extends over those hyperplanes H whose imaginary part intersects with the ray
{z1 > 0} in Θ = Rr

≥0. At the second step, we require for any such hyperplane H that
∫

R

resz1 [g dz1,H](z2, x3, . . . , xr) dz2 = lim
R→∞

∫

CR

resz1 [g dz1,H](z2, x3, . . . , xr) dz2.

In general, the residual forms after k integrals are indexed by certain k-step flags γ.

Definition 2. The form ω admits an iterated residue expansion along the polyhedron Π if h is
holomorphic on a neighborhood of Π in VC, the integral

∫

V
ω is absolutely convergent, and each

k-step singular flag arising in the iterated residue expansion satisfies
∫

R

itresz[ω, γ](zk+1, xk+2, . . . , xr) dzk+1 = lim
R→∞

∫

CR

itresz[ω, γ](zk+1, xk+2, . . . , xr) dzk+1.

for arbitrary x2, . . . , xr ∈ R and 1 ≤ k < r.

When this holds, it follows directly from Cauchy’s residue formula that

1

(2πi)r

∫

V

ω =
∑

γ∈Z∗

itresz[ω, γ]

where Z∗ ⊂ Z is a distinguished subset of flags γ. The problem is to determine Z∗ in terms of
Π. Naively one might expect that Z∗ = {γ ∈ Z : γ(r) ∈ Π} but there are forms ω admitting an
iterated residue expansion with respect to Π for which

∫

V
ω 6= 0 and {γ ∈ Z : γ(r) ∈ Π} = ∅.

This occurs because the iterated residue expansion along Π may pick up poles outside of Π. In
§5.1 we consider such an integral (see Figure 2). We next formulate a compatibility condition to
ensure this cannot occur.

2.2. Stability and compatibility. For an r× r real matrix J = (aij), consider the kth leading
principal minor

pk = det







a11 · · · a1k
...

. . .
...

ak1 · · · akk






(k ∈ {1, . . . , r}),
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the k × k minor

qkℓ = det







a11 · · · a1,k−1 a1ℓ
...

. . .
...

...
ak1 · · · ak,k−1 akℓ






(ℓ ∈ {k + 1, . . . , r}),

and the (k − 1)× (k − 1) minor

rjk = det



















a11 · · · a1,k−1
...

. . .
...

aj−1,1 · · · aj−1,k−1

aj+1,1 · · · aj+1,k−1
...

. . .
...

ak1 · · · ak,k−1



















(j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}).

Now we formulate the key definitions of the paper.

Definition 3. Let J be a k × r real matrix. We say J is stable if

p1, . . . , pk > 0 and (−1)ℓ−jrjℓ ≥ 0 for all 1 ≤ j < ℓ ≤ k.

We say J is compatible if either it is not stable or

qjℓ ≤ 0 for all 1 ≤ j < ℓ ≤ k.

Let H = (H1, . . . ,Hk) be a collection of hyperplanes. Let ∂f/∂z be the Jacobian matrix of
(f1, . . . , fk) : V → Rk with respect to z. We say H is Π-stable (resp. Π-compatible) if JH = ∂f/∂z
is stable (resp. compatible).

Remark 2. The signs of the minors pk(J) and qkℓ(J) are invariant under J 7→ bJ for any

b ∈ BT
+ = {lower-triangular with positive diagonal} ⊂ GLr(R),

while the signs of the rjk minors are invariant under the subgroup of BT
+ stabilizing the jth

coordinate axis. The signs of these minors are therefore invariant under the diagonal subgroup
of B+. Thus the conditions of Π-stability and Π-compatibility do not depend on the real forms
f used to express each hyperplane as H = {f(v) = is} with Re s > 0. Note the notion of
Π-compatibility makes sense for flags however Π-stability does not.

Remark 3 (A conjecture). It appears likely that if J ∈ GLr(R) is stable and w ∈ Sr is a nontrivial
permutation, then wJ is unstable. When this holds for every Jacobian of a given integral,
the residue formula simplifies since each unordered set {H1, . . . ,Hr} of hyperplanes which cuts
out a flag in Z∗ for some ordering in fact has a canonical ordering H for which JH is stable.
Unfortunately we have been unable to prove this so we leave it as an open question.

3. A lemma

Here we study the behavior of residues under a variation in the hyperplane parameters s. It
turns out that some flags do not contribute to the iterated residue expansion for a non-empty
open subset of parameters s whereas others contribute irrespective of s. We prove the latter flags
are precisely those cut out by a Π-stable collection of hyperplanes.

Lemma 1. Let H1, . . . ,Hk be linearly independent singular hyperplanes. The flag γH(s) : H1 ⊃
H1 ∩ H2 ⊃ · · · ⊃ H1 ∩ · · · ∩ Hk arises in the iterated residue expansion of ω = ω(s) for all
parameters with Re s1, . . . ,Re sR > 0 if and only if H = (H1, . . . ,Hk) is Π-stable.
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Example 1. For a two-dimensional integral with two singular hyperplanes H1 and H2, the pole
at H1 ∩H2 is given by m = z∗1v1 + z∗2v2 where

z∗1 = p−1
1 (is1 − z∗2q12),

z∗2 = ip−1
2 (p1s2 − s1r12).

The flag H1 ⊃ H1 ∩ H2 arises in the iterated residue expansion for all s1, s2 with positive real
parts if and only if p1, p2 > 0 and r12 ≤ 0. For instance, consider the form

ω =
dz

(x2 + s21)((x + y)2 + s22)

with singular hyperplanes H1 = {x = is1}, H2 = {x + y = is2}, H3 = {−x = is1}, H4 =

{−x− y = is2}. The Jacobian of H = (H1,H2) with respect to the standard polyhedron H
2
is

JH =

[

1 0
1 1

]

, p1 = 1, p2 = 1, r12 = 1, q12 = 0; JH is unstable.

The flag γH(s) : H1 ⊃ H1 ∩H2 contributes to the iterated residue expansion of ω along H
2
if and

only if Re s2 ≥ Re s1.

Proof. Set γ = γH(s). The flag γ arises in the iterated residue expansion of ω along Π if and only
if the values z∗1 , . . . , z

∗
k in the iterated residue expansion are soluble and in H (cf. (2)) . We will

show this occurs for all s1, . . . , sR > 0 if and only if H = (H1, . . . ,Hk) is Π-stable. Let (wk)k ⊂ V
be the dual basis to (fk)k ⊂ V ∨. Let v = z∗1v1 + · · ·+ z∗kvk + xk+1vk+1 + · · ·+ xrvr and consider
the following vector

vk := (−1)k−1v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vk−1 ∧ wk+1 ∧ · · · ∧ wr ∈ ∧r−1V.

One easily finds that

v ∧ vk = (z∗kpk + xk+1qk,k+1 + · · ·+ xrqkr)w1 ∧ · · · ∧ wr ∈ ∧rV

and for any integer j ≤ k that

wj ∧ v
k = (−1)k−jrjkw1 ∧ · · · ∧ wr ∈ ∧rV.

Thus v − is1w1 − · · · − iskwk ∈ ker(v 7→ v ∧ vk) = span(v1, . . . , vk−1, wk+1, . . . , wr) if and only if

z∗k = p−1
k (i(skpk−1 − sk−1rk−1,k + · · ·+ (−1)k−1s1r1k)− xk+1qk,k+1 − · · · − xrqkr). (3)

Since the coefficients of v1, . . . , vk−1 are determined by earlier residues, and changing v by
multiples of wk+1, . . . , wr does not affect the condition that v ∈ H1 ∩ · · · ∩ Hk, the element
v− is1w1 − · · · − iskwk is in ker(v 7→ v ∧ vk) if and only if v ∈ H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hk. The rest follows by
induction on k. �

Remark 4. The values z∗j are soluble in C for 1 ≤ j ≤ k if and only if the leading principal minors

p1, . . . , pk are nonzero (cf. Proposition 1). The stronger condition of Π-stability ensures z∗j is not
only soluble but in H. Finally if H is Π-stable and Π-compatible, then z∗j is not only in H at
the jth step but remains so up to the kth step of the iterated residue. This amounts to ensuring
z∗j (v) ∈ H for any v ∈ γ(k) ∩ Π (letting v = z∗1v1 + · · · + z∗j vj + xj+1vj+1 + · · · + xrvr vary in

γ(k) ∩Π is the same as letting xj+1, . . . , xk vary in H).
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4. Proof of the residue formula

Theorem 1. If ω admits an iterated residue expansion along the polyhedron Π and every singular
flag of ω is Π-compatible, then

1

(2πi)r

∫

V

h(z) dz

g1(z) · · · gR(z)
=

∑

γ∈Z∗

itresz[ω, γ]

where Z∗ ⊂ {γ ∈ Z : γ(r) ∈ Π} is the subset of flags cut out by a collection of Π-stable singular
hyperplanes.

Proof. Fix arbitrary x2, . . . , xr ∈ R. For each linearly independent ordered collection H =
(H1, . . . ,Hr) of singular hyperplanes with associated flag γ = γH let z∗k = z∗k(s, γ) be given

by (3). Note z∗k only depends on γ and not the particular H used to define γ. Let CR
+ ⊂ CR

denote the half-space with positive real parts. There is a dense Zariski-open subset U ⊂ CR
+ such

that for all s ∈ U each singular flag of ω = ω(s) is cut out by a unique ordered collection of
singular hyperplanes.1 A flag γ arises in the iterated residue expansion if and only if z∗k(s, γ) ∈ H

for all k. Thus for all s ∈ U we have

1

(2πi)r

∫

V

ω =
∑

H

itresz[ω, γH ] · 1γH (s)

where the sum is over all linearly independent r-sets H of singular hyperplanes and 1γ is the
characteristic function of the open subset of parameters

Sγ = {s ∈ CR
+ : Im(z∗k(s, γ)) > 0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ r}.

(When s 6∈ U one must instead sum over flags.) Write H >Π 0 to mean H is Π-stable. If H >Π 0
then SγH = CR

+ by the lemma so for all s ∈ U we have

1

(2πi)r

∫

V

ω =
∑

H>Π0

itresz[ω, γH ] +
∑

H≯Π0

itresz[ω, γH ] · 1γH (s)

Since
∫

V
ω is absolutely convergent by assumption, it varies analytically with the parameters

s ∈ CR
+. Meanwhile if H >Π 0 then the z∗1(s, γH), . . . , z∗r (s, γH) are soluble for all s ∈ U and so

itresz[ω, γH ] is a meromorphic function of s ∈ CR
+. Therefore

R :=
∑

H≯Π0

itresz[ω, γH ] · 1γH (s) =
1

(2πi)r

∫

V

ω −
∑

H>Π0

itresz[ω, γH ]

is a meromorphic function of s ∈ U . Suppose it is not identically zero. Say H ≯Π 0 and
itresz[ω, γ]1γ(s) 6= 0 where γ = γH . The lemma implies Sγ is a proper subset of CR

+. From

(3) it is clear that the complement CR
+ − Sγ has nonempty interior, and thus ∂Sγ is nonempty.

The boundary ∂Sγ has real codimension one in CR
+ since Sγ is a real open cone in CR

+, so it
cannot be covered by the complement of U or the divisor where R is singular since these have
real codimension two. Thus R is regular at some boundary point z ∈ ∂Sγ ∩U , but this must also
be a point of discontinuity for R. This contradiction implies R = 0. We conclude

1

(2πi)r

∫

V

ω =
∑

H>Π0

itresz[ω, γH ]

1Equivalently, each terminal point of a singular flag is simple in the sense of [5, §II.5.2].
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for all s ∈ U . Both sides admit meromorphic continuation to CR
+. A meromorphic expression for

the right-hand side valid for any s ∈ CR
+ is

∑

γ∈Z∗

itresz[ω, γ]

which proves the formula. �

4.1. A converse. The hypothesis of Π-compatibility cannot be dropped. Let Ω denote the set
of all r-forms of the form (1) for some s ∈ CR

+. Our theorem is the ‘if’ direction of the next
proposition and we omit the easy proof of the ‘only if’ direction.

Proposition 2. The residue formula holds for all ω ∈ Ω which admit an iterated residue expan-
sion along Π (if and) only if every flag formed from the hyperplanes H1 = {g1 = 0}, . . . ,HR =
{gR = 0} is Π-compatible.

4.2. Sufficient conditions for convergence. Since our convergence condition is formulated
in terms of one-dimensional integrals, the classical Jordan lemma may be directly applied to
give sufficient conditions for convergence. These are easier to check than [4, Definition 2] which
involves auxiliary forms.

Proposition 3. Suppose that every singular flag of ω = h(z) dz/(g1 · · · gR) is Π-compatible.

(1) If R > r and h(z) is a bounded holomorphic function on Π, then ω admits an iterated
residue expansion along Π.

(2) If ψ ∈ V ∨ is a real linear form satisfying ψ(θ) > 0 for each θ ∈ Θ(1), h(z) is a holomorphic
function on Π satisfying h(z) = o(|z|R), and

∫

V
ω is absolutely convergent, then ω admits

an iterated residue expansion along Π.

4.3. Classical residues. Although it is not necessary to apply our residue formula, here we ex-
plain how to express it using classical residues. We recall the definition. Consider a meromorphic
r-form ω on an open set U ⊂ VC. By a system of divisors of ω at a point m we mean a collection
D = (D1, . . . ,Dr) of divisors in U such that ω is regular away from the union D1 ∪ · · · ∪ Dr

and D1 ∩ · · · ∩ Dr is a discrete set containing m. Suppose that Dk = {gk = 0} and define the
topological r-cycle

Γg = {z ∈ VC : |gj(z)| = εj for all j = 1, . . . , r} (4)

where the positive constants εj are sufficiently small that Γg ⊂ U ; this r-cycle is equipped with
its unique orientation for which d(arg g1) ∧ · · · ∧ d(arg gr) ≥ 0.

Definition 4. The residue of the form ω with respect to the system of divisors D at m is

resD[ω,m] = (2πi)−r

∫

Γg

ω.

Remark 5. The residue is independent of the εj by Stokes’s theorem, cf. [5, §II.5.1].

Remark 6. In the algebraic geometry literature this is also called the Grothendieck local residue
and denoted

res

[

hdz

g1, . . . , gr

]

where ω = hdz/(g1 · · · gr). It admits a purely algebraic definition [3, §III.9].

One is tempted to regard resD[ω,m] as determined by ω and m, but it crucially depends on
the system of divisors. If the divisors are irreducible, then this ambiguity amounts to a sign.
However, if any of the divisors is reducible, then there are multiple ways to group the irreducible
singular divisors into r divisors D1, . . . ,Dr and different groupings generally result in independent
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residues. See §5.2 for an integral with three different groupings g leading to three non-homologous
cycles Γg.

Let z = (z1, . . . , zr) be a basis of V ∨
C . For each singular flag γ : H1 ⊃ H1 ∩ H2 ⊃ · · · ⊃

H1 ∩ · · · ∩ Hr with defining equations Hk = {gk = 0}, let ∂gγ/∂z be the Jacobian matrix of
(g1, . . . , gr) : VC → Cr with respect to z.

Proposition 4. Let D = (D1, . . . ,Dr) be a system of divisors of ω at m. Let F ⊂ Z denote the
set of flags γ which terminate at m and arise from D in the sense that γ : H1 ⊃ H1 ∩H2 ⊃ · · · ⊃
H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hr and Hk ⊂ Dk for all 1 ≤ k ≤ r. If ∂gγ/∂z ∈ BTB for every γ ∈ F , then

resD[ω,m] =
∑

γ∈F

itresz[ω, γ].

Set H = (H1, . . . ,Hr) and let γ = γH . Then

itresz[ω, γ] = resH [ω,m]1BT B(∂gγ/∂z)

where 1BTB is the characteristic function of BTB.

Proof. Assume ∂gγ/∂z ∈ BTB for every γ ∈ F . Fix x2, . . . , xr ∈ C. By Proposition 1 each
of the values z∗1 , . . . , z

∗
k is soluble for every γ ∈ F . Since z∗1 is soluble for the first residue of

each flag γ ∈ F , the slice of the cycle Γg with coordinates x2, . . . , xr is a union of simple loops
in the z1-complex plane around these z∗1 values. By Cauchy’s residue theorem (2πi)−r

∫

Γg
ω =

(2πi)−(r−1)
∑

H⊂D1
itresz1 [ω,H](x2, . . . , xr). The rest of the first claim follows by induction. For

the second claim, if ∂gγ/∂z 6∈ BTB then we are done by Proposition 1, and if ∂gγ/∂z ∈ BTB
then the formula follows from the first claim. �

Now we may explain how to obtain a system of divisors satisfying [4, Definition 1] from a
meromorphic form whose singular flags are Π-compatible.

Corollary 1. Let H be the set of all collections H = (H1, . . . ,Hr) of singular hyperplanes of ω
giving rise to any one of the flags γ ∈ Z∗. Let Dk = ∪H∈HHk and set D = (D1, . . . ,Dr). Then
D1 ∩ · · · ∩Dr is discrete and

∑

m∈D1∩···∩Dr

resD[ω,m] =
∑

γ∈Z∗

itresz[ω, γ].

If every singular flag of ω is Π-compatible, then D satisfies [4, Definition 1]. If additionally ω
admits an iterated residue expansion along the polyhedron Π, then

1

(2πi)r

∫

V

h(z) dz

g1(z) · · · gR(z)
=

∑

m∈D1∩···∩Dr

resD[ω,m].

5. Two examples

We compute two two-dimensional integrals with the residue formula. The relevant minors for

a 2× 2 matrix

[

a b
c d

]

are p1 = a, p2 = ad− bc, r12 = c, and q12 = b. The standard basis of R2 is

denoted by e1, e2.

5.1. Example 1. Let s0, s1, s2 > 0 and n1, n2 ≥ 1 be real parameters. Consider the integral
∫

R2

n2πix1 n2πiy2 dx ∧ dy

(−x− is1)(−y − is2)(x+ y − is0)
.

There are six flags in Z formed from the three singular hyperplanesH1,H2,H0, and three terminal
points m10,m20,m12.
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Θ

ΘA

ΘB

H1

H2

H0

m12

m10

m20

Figure 1. The configuration of singular hyperplanes in imaginary space.

Θ

m10

Figure 2. An example of incompatibility.

5.1.1. An incompatible polyhedron. Take Π = H
2
= R2 + iΘ defined by the standard basis. The

ordered collection H = (H0,H1) with Jacobian matrix

JH =

[

f0(v1) f0(v2)
f1(v1) f1(v2)

]

=

[

1 1
−1 0

]

, p1 = 1, p2 = 1, q12 = 1, r12 = −1

is Π-stable but not Π-compatible. If n2 ≥ n1, then ω admits an iterated residue expansion along
Π, however the residue formula with respect to Π does not hold since {γ : m = γ(2) ∈ H2} = ∅

yet
∫

R2 ω 6= 0. The second step of the integral leaves the polyhedron Π (see the path to m10 in
Figure 2).

5.1.2. A compatible polyhedron. There is no single polyhedron that works for any n1 and n2, but
the following choices work:

Π =

{

R2 + iΘA = R2 + iR≥0〈−e1 + e2, e2〉 if n2 ≥ n1,

R2 + iΘB = R2 + iR≥0〈e1 − e2, e1〉 if n1 ≥ n2.



INTEGRALS WITH HYPERPLANE SINGULARITIES 11

ΘAm10

ΘBm20

Figure 3. Staying in the polyhedron when n2 ≥ n1 (left) or n2 ≤ n1 (right).

For n2 ≥ n1 the only Π-stable collection of two hyperplanes is (H1,H0) for which

J(H1,H0) =

[

1 0
0 1

]

, p1 = 1, p2 = 1, q12 = 0, r12 = 0.

Similarly for n1 ≥ n2 the only Π-stable collection of two hyperplanes is (H2,H0) and J(H2,H0) is
the identity matrix. In either case, each of the six collections of two hyperplanes is compatible with
the specified polyhedra. The distinguished subset Z∗ ⊂ Z has only the flagH1 ⊃ H1∩H0 = {m10}
if n2 ≥ n1, or H2 ⊃ H2 ∩H0 = {m20} if n1 ≥ n2, and the respective iterated residues for these
flags are

itreszA [ω,H1 ⊃ H1 ∩H0] =
−in2πs11 n

−2π(s0+s1)
2

s0 + s1 + s2
,

itreszB [ω,H2 ⊃ H2 ∩H0] =
in

2π(s0+s2)
1 n2πs22

s0 + s1 + s2
.

We conclude from the residue formula that

∫

R2

n2πix1 n2πiy2 dx ∧ dy

(−x− is1)(−y − is2)(x+ y − is0)
= (2πi)2











−in
2πs1
1 n

−2π(s0+s1)
2

s0+s1+s2
if n2 ≥ n1,

in
2π(s0+s2)
1 n

2πs2
2

s0+s1+s2
if n2 ≤ n1.

5.2. Example 2. Consider the integral
∫

R2

h(x, y) dx ∧ dy

(x− i)(y − i)(x+ y − 2i)
.

5.2.1. Classical residues. There are three groupings of the singular hyperplanes into two divisors,
so there are three corresponding residues. We will see that

res

[

hdx ∧ dy

H0H1,H2

]

= ∂xh(i, i),

res

[

hdx ∧ dy

H0H2,H1

]

= −∂yh(i, i),

res

[

hdx ∧ dy

H1H2,H0

]

= ∂yh(i, i).
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Θ

H1

H2

H0

Figure 4. The configuration of singular hyperplanes in imaginary space.

Thus the 2-cycles Γ defined by (4) for these three groupings are non-homologous. For the first
grouping the 2-cycle Γ whose pairing with the closed form ω gives the residue is the topological
2-torus

Γ = {(x, y) ∈ C2 : |(x+ y − 2i)(x− i)| = ε1, |y − i| = ε2|}.

It is oriented so that we first integrate along x and then y, both in a positive sense. The integral
over x contributes two residues, and the remaining integral over y is a positive loop around y = i.
This obtains

res

[

hdx ∧ dy

H0 +H1,H2

]

= (2πi)−1

∫
(

h(i, y)

(y − i)2
−
h(−y + 2i, y)

(y − i)2

)

dy = ∂xh(i, i).

The local residue for the grouping (H0H2,H1) is similarly computed. For the third grouping
(H1H2,H0), the first integral over x only contributes a single residue at x = i, and the remaining
integral over y is again a positive loop around y = i, resulting in

res

[

hdx ∧ dy

H1H2,H0

]

= (2πi)−1

∫

h(i, y) dy

(y − i)2
= ∂yh(i, i).

5.2.2. Computing the integral using the residue formula. We use the polyhedron

Π = R2 + iΘ, Θ = 〈e1,−e1 + e2〉.

We have the compatible and stable Jacobians

J(H1,H2) =

[

1 −1
0 1

]

, J(H1,H0) =

[

1 −1
1 0

]

, J(H0,H2) =

[

1 0
0 1

]

.

The three other ordered pairs of hyperplanes are unstable so are compatible by definition. There
are only two flags in Z∗,

γ12 = γ10 : H1 ⊃ {(i, i)}, γ02 : H0 ⊃ {(i, i)},

with iterated residues

itres[ω, γ12] = ∂yh(i, i), itres[ω, γ02] = ∂xh(i, i) − ∂yh(i, i).

The system of divisors at (i, i) determined by these flags is D = (H0H1,H2) (cf. Corollary 1).
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Now let h be any holomorphic function on Π which decays sufficiently quickly so that ω admits
an iterated residue expansion along Π (e.g. h = e2πi(x+2y)). Then

(2πi)−2

∫

R2

h(x, y) dx ∧ dy

(x− i)(y − i)(x + y − 2i)
= res

[

hdx ∧ dy

H0H1,H2

]

= itres[ω, γ12] + itres[ω, γ02]

= ∂yh(i, i) + (∂xh(i, i) − ∂yh(i, i)) = ∂xh(i, i).
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