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Abstract

We derive explicit closed formulas for the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau (KKS) coac-
tion maps of open path regularized holonomies of the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ)
equation, and the corresponding Poisson brackets for the Lie algebra gl(N,C). Our
main technical tool is a certain projection of the generalized pentagon equation of
[3].

1 Introduction

Let z1, . . . , zn be distinct points on the complex plane, and let X1, . . . , Xn be N by N
matrices endowed with the linear Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau (KKS) Poisson bracket on
their matrix entries. Consider a meromorphic flat connection

A =
1

2πi

n∑
i=1

Xi d log(z − zi)

with Xi’s being the residue at the pole located at zi. The corresponding Knizhnik-
Zamolodchikov (KZ) equation reads

dΨ = AΨ.

For a closed curve γ ⊂ Σ = C\{z1, . . . , zn} define the Goldman function

fγ(X) = TrHol(A, γ),

where Hol(A, γ) is the holonomy of A along γ. The function fγ(X) is independent of
the choice of the base point on γ, and it is invariant under homotopy. Furthermore, by
the result of Hitchin [11], for two closed curves γ1 and γ2 we have

{fγ1(X), fγ2(X)}KKS = f{γ1,γ2}Goldman
(X),
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where {γ1, γ2}Goldman is the Goldman bracket defined on free homotopy classes of loops
in Σ.

One can restate this result using the degree completed free associative algebra A =
C⟨⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩⟩. The algebra A carries the canonical Hopf algebra structure with the
coproduct ∆(xi) = xi ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ xi and the antipode S(xi) = −xi. We will be using the
Sweedler notation ∆(a) = a′ ⊗ a′′. The quotient

|A| = A/[A,A]

carries a KKS Lie bracket, and the holonomy map is a Lie homomorphism under the
Goldman bracket on the source and the KKS Lie bracket on the target (this is a version
of the result of [11]). The first two author have shown [2] that the holonomy map also
intertwines the Turaev cobracket (in the blackboard framing) and the KKS (or necklace)
cobracket on |A|.

In this paper we extend these results to open paths γ with tangential endpoints (first
introduced in [7]), see also of the form (zi, 1) (here 1 stands for the tangent vector at the
base point zi). In that case, the notion of holonomy has to be replaced by regularized
holonomy. In more detail, for a path γ starting at the tangential base point (zp, 1)
and ending at the tangential base point (zq, 1) one defines solutions of the KZ equation
defined by their asymptotic behavior:

Ψp(z) ∼z→zp (z − zp)
xp
2πi , Ψq(z) ∼z→zq (z − zq)

xq
2πi .

The regularized holonomy1 is defined as the ratio of these two solutions analytically
continued along the path γ:

H = Holreg(A, γ) = Ψq(z)
−1Ψp(z).

The path γ may have a finite number of transverse self-intersection points labeled by
l = 1, . . . ,m and positioned at tl < sl on the curve. The signs of these self-intersection
points (relative to the blackboard orientation of C) are εl. The rotation number of γ (in
the blackboard framing) is denoted by rot(γ). Furthermore, we define two functions in
one variable:

rζ(x) := − 1

2πi

∞∑
n=2

ζ(n)
( x

2πi

)n−1
, rAM(x) := −1

2
+

∞∑
k=1

1

(2k)!
B2kx

2k−1, (1)

where ζ(n) are values of the Riemann zeta-function at positive integers, and B2k are
Bernoulli numbers. With this notation at hand, we can state our first main result on
the reduced KKS coaction map (an upgrade of the Turaev cobracket) of H:

Theorem 1.1. We have,

µ̄KKS(H) = Hrζ(−xp) + rot(γ)H − rζ(xq)H
+

∑
l εlHol(A, γ[sl,1])Hol(A, γ[0,tl])− dLp (H)− dRq (H),

(2)

where dLi and dRi are left and right Fox derivatives with respect to xi.

1See also [7, 6, 5] for the regularization process.
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For more details, see Theorem 4.1 in the body of the paper. The explicit and beautiful
formula (2) is the main technical result of the paper. Among other things, it directly
applies to the KZ associator [8, 9] which corresponds to the case of n = 2, z1 = 0, z2 =
1, and γ the straight path from z1 to z2. Furthermore, equation (2) implies explicit
closed formulas for other operations on regularized holonomies: Fox pairings and double
brackets (in the sense of van den Bergh [21]) for open paths and for closed loops.

The main tool in proving Theorem 1.1 is the generalized pentagon equation of [3].
This equation is set up in the universal enveloping algebra of the Drinfeld-Kohno Lie
algebra tn,2 with generators ti,z, ti,w and tz,w (here labels z and w stand for n + 1 and
n + 2, respectively). Equation (2) is obtained by projecting the generalized pentagon
equation to the quotient U tn,2/(tz,w)

2, where (tz,w) is the two sided ideal spanned by
the generator tz,w

2.
The notion of regularized holonomy extends to the original matrix differential equa-

tion dΨ = AΨ. In that case, regularized holonomies are defined as analytic functions on
an open neighborhood of the origin in the space of residues (X1, . . . , Xn) ∈ Mat(N,C)n.
Van den Bergh double brackets give rise to universal formulas for Poisson brackets of
matrix entries of regularized holonomies. Our second main result is the explicit formula
for the Poisson bracket of matrix entries of regularized holonomies of a pair of loops
starting and ending at the same tangential base point:

Theorem 1.2. For two loops γ1 and γ2 starting and ending at the tangential base point
(zm, 1) we have the following formula for KKS Poisson brackets of the matrix entries of
regularized holonomies Hγ1(X) and Hγ2(X):

{Hγ2
ij (X), Hγ1

uv(X)}KKS =
∑

a∈γ1∩γ2

εa
(
Hγ1

zm←aH
γ2
a←zm

)
uj

(
Hγ2

zm←aH
γ1
a←zm

)
iv

+Π(Hγ2
ij (X), Hγ1

uv(X))

where

Π =
∑
a,b,c,d

rAM (adXm)
cd
abX ab ⊗X cd +

∑
a,b

∂

∂(Xm)ab
∧ X ab

and X is the diagonal action of glN given by

X ab =
∑
l,c

(Xi)ac
∂

∂(Xl)cb
− (Xl)cb

∂

∂(Xl)ac
.

For more details, see Theorem 4.12 in the body of the paper. In the equations
above, we separate the contributions of intersection points between γ1 and γ2 (similar
to the Goldman bracket formula), and other contributions collected in the bivector Π.
Note that the zeta-values ζ(n) at odd integers do not enter expressions for the Poisson

2Similar constructions appear in forthcoming works of R. Navarro Betancourt and F. Naef [10], and
of D. Bar-Natan and Y. Kuno [19]
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bracket. Only Bernoulli numbers (corresponding to ζ(n) for n even) are used in the
function rAM(x) which enters the answer (see also [4] for this function). Theorem 1.2
was one of the motivations for this work. It is inspired by the results of Korotkin-
Samtleben [14] (in particular, see equation (B.1) in Appendix B) who studied Poisson
brackets of holonomies in 1990s.

The structure of the paper is as follows: in Section 2, we recall definitions and
main properties of regularized holonomies of the KZ equation. In Section 3, we define
and recall the basic properties of the KKS reduced coaction map, the corresonding Fox
pairing and the double bracket. In Section 4, we state our main results. Finally, Section
5 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to D. Bar-Natan, F. Brown, Z. Dancso, B.
Enriquez, R. Hain, Y. Kuno, R. Navarro Betancour, and V. Roubtsov for interesting
discussions, and for sharing their work with us. Research of AA and MR was supported
in part by the grants 08235 and 20040, and by the National Center for Competence in
Research SwissMAP of the Swiss National Science Foundation. Research of A.A. was
supported in part by the award of the Simons Foundation to the Hamilton Mathematics
Institute of the Trinity College Dublin under the program “Targeted Grants to Institute”.

2 Generalized pentagon equation

In this Section, we briefly recall the notion of regularized holonomy for the KZ equation,
and we state the generalized pentagon equation of [3].

2.1 KZ connection

Let tn+1 be the Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebra on n+ 1 strands. We denote its generators
by ti,j for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n, z}, where z stands for n+ 1, and the relations are given by

[ti,j , tk,l] = 0, [ti,j + ti,k, tj,k] = 0 (3)

for distinct indices i, j, k, l. Recall that the generators ti,z for i = 1, . . . , n span a free
Lie subalgebra fn ⊂ tn+1.

[ti,j , tk,l] = 0, [ti,jk, tj,k] = 0 (4)

for distinct indices i, j, k, l. Here we use the notation ti,jk = ti,j + ti,k. For the surface
Σ = C\{z1, . . . , zn}, we consider the following (part of) the KZ connection:

A =
1

2πi

n∑
i=1

ti,zd log(z − zi). (5)

It defines the differential equation
dΨ = AΨ, (6)

where Ψ(z) ∈ U fn ∼= C⟨⟨t1,z, . . . , tn,z⟩⟩ take values in the (completion of) the universal
enveloping algebra of fn.
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Remark 2.1. Note that the symbol z denotes both the last strand and the (coordinate
of the) point moving on Σ.

In order to state the generalized pentagon equation, we will also need the Lie algebra
tn,2 ⊂ tn+2 with the label n+2 denoted by w, and with generators ti,z, ti,w for i = 1, . . . , n
and tz,w. Denote by (tz,w) the two sided ideal spanned by tz,w and recall that

π0 : Utn,2 → Utn,2/(tz,w) ∼= U fn ⊗ U fn,

where π0 is the canonical porjection, and the two copies of U fn on the right hand side
are spanned by ti,z and ti,w. For a pair of labels p, q, we introduce the following versions
of the KZ connections:

Az :=
tz,wq

2πi
d log(z − zq) +

∑
k ̸=q

tk,z
2πi

d log(z − zk), (7a)

Aw :=
tpz,w
2πi

d log(w − zp) +
∑
k ̸=p

tk,w
2πi

d log(w − zk), (7b)

Azw :=
n∑

k=1

tk,zw
2πi

d log(z − zl). (7c)

2.2 Regularized holonomy

Let γ : [0, 1] → C be a smooth path with γ̇ = dγ(t)/dt ̸= 0 which may start and end at
regular or marked points on the complex plane, but with γ(t) ∈ Σ = C\{z1, . . . , zn} for
all 0 < t < 1. In case when γ starts or ends at marked points (or both), we require that
near that point γ(t) be linear in t:

γ(t) = zp + vpt for 0 < t < ϵ;
γ(t) = zq + vq(1− t) for 0 < 1− t < ϵ.

Here (zp, vp) is the tangential starting point of γ, (zq, vq) is the tangential end point of
γ, and ϵ is small enough. The path γ(t) may have a finite number of transverse self-
intersection points, γ(sl) = γ(tl) = al for l = 1, . . . ,m, with intersection signs ϵl. In
that case, we also require that γ(t) be a linear function near the points sl and tl. To
each path γ(t), we associate two local solutions Ψp(z) and Ψq(z) corresponding to its
end points (regular or tangential).

Definition 2.2. For a path γ, the (regularized) holonomy of Az along γ is given by

Holreg(Az, γ) := Ψ−1q (z)Ψp(z) ∈ U fn, (8)

where z is any point in the strip around γ.
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For regular end points, this definition coincides with the standard definition of a par-
allel transport, and the corresponding holonomy is invariant under homotopies which
preserve end points. Similarly, for tangential end points the regularized holonomy
is invariant under homotopies which preserve (γ(0), γ̇(0)) for the starting point and
(γ(1),−γ̇(1)) for the end point. For a path γ starting at (zp, 1) and ending at (zq, 1), we
define the regularized holonomies

Hz = Holreg(Az, γ), Hw = Holreg(Aw, γ), Hzw = Holreg(Azw, γ). (9)

If both end points of the path γ are tangential, one can define its rotation number
with respect to the blackboard framing:

rotγ =
1

2π
Im

∫ 1

0
d log(γ̇(t)). (10)

We have rotγ ∈ R and one full turn in the anti-clockwise direction corresponding to
rotγ = 1. Note that one can consistently choose v = 1 in all tangetial base points
(zi, 1). In that case, all rotation numbers of paths are half-integers: rotγ ∈ Z + 1/2.
Furthermore, the regular fundamental group πreg

1 (Σ, (zi, vi)) surjects onto the ordinary
fundamental group π1(Σ, zi).

We can now state the generalized pentagon equation:

Theorem 2.3 ([3]). There exist elements Cl ∈ exp(tn,2) for l = 1, . . . ,m such that the
following identity holds in U(tn,2),

ΦKZ(tzw, twq)(Hzwe
rot(γ)tz,w)ΦKZ(tpz, tzw) = Hz

(
m∏
l=1

C−1l e−ϵltz,wCl

)
Hw. (11)

Furthermore,

π0(Cl) = Holreg(π0(Az), γ[0,tl])Hol
reg(π0(Aw), γ[1,sl]). (12)

2.3 Composition of paths

Two paths γ1 and γ2 with end points (regular or tangential) (p1, q1) and (p2, q2) are
called composable if p2 = q1. In that case, we can define a composition of paths γ2γ1.
If the common end point p2 = q1 is a regular point, the composition is defined up to
homotopy by concatenation of paths (this allows to make the resulting path smooth).
If the common end point is a marked point, the composition is defined modulo regular
homotopy (that is, the first Reidemeister move is not allowed). In that case, there are
two natural ways to define the composition. One considers a neighborhood of the marked
point (see Fig. 1), and adds a clockwise or a counter-clockwise half-turn with respect to
the blackboard orientation of C (see Fig. 2). In this paper, we chose to use the clockwise
convention.
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Figure 1: small region near the marked point

Figure 2: two ways of composing curves

Recall that holonomies and regularized holonomies are multiplicative under compo-
sition of paths:

Holreg(A, γ2γ1) = Holreg(A, γ2)Hol
reg(A, γ1). (13)

For the composition of paths with tangential endpoints (hence, defined up to regular
homotopy), we have

rotγ2γ1 = rotγ1 + rotγ2 −
1

2
,

where −1/2 on the right hand side comes from the extra clockwise half-turn in the
definition of the path composition γ2γ1.

3 Hopf algebras with double brackets and coaction maps

In this section, we recall definitions and basic properties of Fox pairings and their relation
to double brackets [21] following [18]), and coaction maps following [13, 16].

3.1 Double bracket and Fox pairing

Let (A,∆, S, ε) be an involutive Hopf algebra with coproduct ∆, antipode S, and counit
ε over a field K of characteristic zero. Recall that a Hopf algebra is involutive if the
antipode squares to identity.
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Our main example is the degree completed free associative algebraA = K⟨⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩⟩
with generators x1, . . . , xn. It is equipped with the coproduct

∆(xi) = xi ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ xi,

the antipode S(xi) = −xi, and the counit ϵ(xi) = 0. In this caee, it is easy to check the
involutivity property. In what follows, all tensor products will be understood as degree
completed tensor products.

We recall the definitions of Fox pairing and of Fox derivative following [18].

Definition 3.1 (Fox derivative). A K-linear map ∂ : A → A is called a left Fox
derivative if

∂(ab) = a∂(b) + ∂(a)ε(b). (14)

A map ∂ : A → A is a right Fox derivative if

∂(ab) = ∂(a)b+ ε(a)∂(b) (15)

for all a, b ∈ A.

Example 3.2. For any x ∈ A, there are unique presentations

x = ε(x) +

n∑
i=1

xid
R
i (x) = ε(x) +

n∑
i=1

dLi (x)xi (16)

which define the right Fox derivatives dRi and the left Fox derivatives dLi .

Definition 3.3 (Fox pairing).

• A bilinear map ρ : A⊗A → A is a Fox pairing if it is a left Fox derivative in its
first argument, and it is a right Fox derivative in its second argument. That is,

ρ(ab, c) = aρ(b, c) + ρ(a, c)ε(b), ρ(a, bc) = ρ(a, b)c+ ε(b)ρ(a, c) (17)

for all a, b, c ∈ A.

• The transpose of a Fox pairing ρ is the bilinear form ρ̄ : A×A → A defined by

ρ̄(a, b) = S(ρ(S(b), S(a))). (18)

• The Fox pairing ρ is called skew-symmetric if

ρ̄ = −ρ.

• To each g ∈ A one can associate an inner Fox pairing

ρg(a, b) = (a− ε(a))g(b− ε(b)). (19)
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Example 3.4. On the free algebra A = K⟨⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩⟩, we define

ρKKS(xi, xj) := δijxi,

It uniquely extends to a Fox pairing ρKKS on A by ρKKS(x, 1) = ρKKS(1, x) = 0 for all
x ∈ A. In particular, on monomials h1 . . . hm, k1 . . . kn ∈ A we have

ρKKS(h1 . . . hm, k1 . . . kn) := h1 . . . hm−1(ρKKS(hm, k1))k2 . . . kn.

Proposition 3.5. Let ρ : A⊗A → A be a Fox pairing. Then,

c(a1 ⊗ b1, a2 ⊗ b2) := ε(a1)ρ(b1, a2)ε(b2),

defines a 2-cocycle (A ⊗ A)⊗2 → M , where M ∼= A endowed with the A ⊗ A-bimodule
structure given by

(f ⊗ g)a(h⊗ k) = ε(f)ε(k) gah.

Furthermore, the formula

(a1⊗b1⊕c1) ·ρ (a2⊗b2⊕c2) := a1a2⊗b1b2⊕(ε(a1) b1c2 + c1a2 ε(b2) + ε(a1)ρ(b1, a2)ε(b2))
(20)

defines an algebra structure on A⊗A⊕M .

Proof. For every triple (a1, b1), (a2, b2), (a3, b3) ∈ A⊗A, one verifies the cocycle property
of c

(a1⊗b1)c(a2⊗b2, a3⊗b3)+c(a1⊗b1, a2a3⊗b2b3) = c(a1a2⊗b1b2, a3⊗b3)+c(a1⊗b1, a2⊗b2)(a3⊗b3)

by a direct calculation.

Note that M can also be described as the A ⊗ A-bimodule obtained by restriction
along the maps id⊗ε on the left and ε⊗ id on the right from the standard A-bimodule,
where A acts on itself by the left and right muptiplication. By abuse of notation, we
sometimes identify M with A so that we can write

amb = (1⊗ a)m(b⊗ 1)

for all a, b ∈ A,m ∈ M .

Definition 3.6 (Double bracket). A linear map {{−,−}} : A⊗A → A⊗A, a⊗b 7→ {{a, b}}
is a double bracket if

{{a, bc}} = (b⊗ 1){{a, c}}+ {{a, b}}(1⊗ c) (21a)

{{b, a}} = −P21{{a, b}}, (21b)

where P21 is the permutation defined by P21(a⊗ b) = b⊗ a. These two properties imply
that

{{ab, c}} = {{a, c}}(b⊗ 1) + (1⊗ a){{b, c}} (22)

9



The following theorem establishes a link between Fox pairings and double brackets.

Theorem 3.7 ([18], Lemma 6.2). Let (A,∆, S, ϵ) be an involutive Hopf algebra, and
ρ : A × A → A be a skew-symmetric Fox pairing on A. Then, the map {{−,−}}ρ :
A⊗A → A⊗A defined by formula

{{a, b}}ρ := b′S(ρ(a′′, b′′)′)a′ ⊗ ρ(a′′, b′′)′′ (23)

is a double bracket.

Example 3.8 (KKS double bracket). For A = K⟨⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩⟩ with the Fox pairing
ρKKS, we compute the corresponding double bracket:

{{xi, xj}}KKS = S(ρKKS(xi, xj))⊗ 1 + 1⊗ ρKKS(xi, xj) = δij(1⊗ xi − xi ⊗ 1), (24)

here we have used that ρKKS(1, a) = ρKKS(a, 1) = 0 for all a ∈ A.

In the opposite direction, if the double bracket is constructed using a Fox pairing,
the Fox pairing can be recovered from the double bracket. Indeed,

(ε⊗ 1){{a, b}} = ε(b′S(ρ(a′′, b′′)′)a′) ρ(a′′, b′′)′′

= ε(b′)ε(S(ρ(a′′, b′′)′))ε(a′) ρ(a′′, b′′)′′

= ρ(ε(a′)a′′, ε(b′)b′′)
= ρ(a, b).

Let A be an algebra, we define |A| = A/[A,A], where [A,A] is the vector space
spanned by commutators, and | · | the projection map A → |A|.

Lemma 3.9 ([21], Section 6). The double bracket {{−,−}}KKS induces a Lie bracket on
|A| = A/[A,A] defined by

{|a|, |b|}necklace = |{{a, b}}′KKS{{a, b}}′′KKS|. (25)

Remark 3.10. The Lie bracket (25) coincides with the necklace Lie bracket associated
to the star shape quiver with the central vertex connected to n outside vertices.

In the follows, we show that certain Fox pairings induce vanishing brackets on |A|.
By abuse the notation, we also define:

| | : {{a, b}} 7→ |{{a, b}}′{{a, b}}′′| (26)

Proposition 3.11 ([18], Lemma 6.3). If A is involutive, then for any a, b, g ∈ A, the
double bracket induced by the inner Fox pairing ρg is

{{a, b}}ρg =
∑
(g)

(S(g′)⊗ ag′′b+ bS(g′)a⊗ g′′ − bS(g′)⊗ ag′′ − S(g′)a⊗ g′′b) (27)

which implies |{{a, b}}ρg | = 0.

10



Proposition 3.12. For any m = 1, . . . , n, the operations

ρL,m(a, b) := dLm(a)(b− ε(b)) (28)

and
ρR.m(a, b) := (a− ε(a))dRm(b) (29)

are Fox pairings and |{{a, b}}ρL,m | = |{{a, b}}ρR,m | = 0.

Proof. By direct computation we have

{{a, b}}ρL,m = S(dLm(a′′)′)a′ ⊗ dLm(a′′)′′b− bS(dLm(a′′)′)⊗ dLm(a′′)′′

{{a, b}}ρR,m = b′S(dRm(b′′)′)⊗ adRm(b′′)′′ − b′S(dRm(b′′)′)a⊗ dRm(b′′)′′

which implies |{{a, b}}ρL,m | = |{{a, b}}ρR,m | = 0.

3.2 Coaction maps

Definition 3.13. A map µ : A → |A| ⊗A is called a coaction map with respect to the
double bracket {{·, ·}} if it satisfies the following product rule

µ(ab) = µ(a)(1⊗ b) + (1⊗ a)µ(b) + (| − | ⊗ 1){{a, b}}. (30)

we also define the reduced coaction map µ̄ associated to µ.

µ̄ = (ε⊗ 1)µ : A → A.

Example 3.14. The Hopf algebra A = K⟨⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩⟩ with the KKS double bracket is
equipped with a coaction map defined on generators by µ̄KKS(xi) = 0, and by µ̄KKS(1) =
0. On monomials h = h1 . . . hm ∈ A, hi ∈ {xj , 1 ≤ j ≤ n}, the map µ̄KKS is given by

µ̄KKS(h) =
∑
j<k

δhj ,hk
(|hj+1 . . . hk−1|⊗h1 . . . hjhk+1 . . . hm−|hj . . . hk−1|⊗h1 . . . hj−1hk+1 . . . hm)

(31)
and the reduced coaction is:

µ̄KKS(h1 . . . hm) =
∑

1≤i≤m−1
δhi,hi+1

h1 . . . hihi+2 . . . hm (32)

Proposition 3.15. Let (A,∆, S, ε) be an involutive Hopf algebra equipped with a skew-
symmetric Fox pairing ρ. Suppose that the linear map µ̄ : A → A satisfies the property

µ̄(ab) = µ̄(a)b+ aµ̄(b) + ρ(a, b). (33)

Then, the map from A → |A| ⊗A defined by

µ(a) = |a′S(µ̄(a′′)′)| ⊗ µ̄(a′′)′′

is a coaction map with respect to the double bracket {{−,−}}ρ.

11



Proof. It is convenient to introduce the notation

dµ̄(a) = a′S(µ̄(a′′)′)⊗ µ̄(a′′)′′. (34)

Using the Sweedler notation

(∆⊗ id)∆(a) = (id⊗∆)∆(a) =
∑

a′ ⊗ a′′ ⊗ a′′′, (35)

one can write the product formula for dµ̄:

dµ̄(ab) = a′b′S(µ̄(b′′)′)S(a′′)⊗ a′′′µ̄(b′′)′′ + a′S(µ̄(a′′)′)⊗ µ̄(a′′)′′b

+ a′b′S(ρ(a′′, b′′)′)⊗ ρ(a′′, b′′)′′
(36)

which implies the product rule (30).

Remark 3.16. Linear maps µ̄ : A → A satisfying equation (33) are introduced and
studied in [16] under the name quasi-derivation. The fomula for dµ̄ is also introduced
there.

Proposition 3.17. Let (A, ε) be an augmented algebra equipped with a double bracket
{{−,−}}, the Fox pairing ρ = (ε ⊗ 1){{−,−}}, and the coaction map µ. Then, we have
the following relation

ρ(a, b) = µ̄(ab)− aµ̄(b)− µ̄(a)b.

Proof. By applying (ε⊗ 1) to equation (30), we obtain

µ̄(ab) = µ̄(a)b+ aµ̄(b) + (ε⊗ 1){{a, b}} = µ̄(a)b+ aµ̄(b) + ρ(a, b),

as required.

Example 3.18. For the KKS bracket and the corresponding coaction map, we compute

(ε⊗ 1)µKKS(xjxi) = (ε⊗ 1){{xj , xi}}KKS = δij(ε⊗ 1)(1⊗ xi − xi ⊗ 1) = δijxi,

as expected.

The reduced coaction is also closely related to the necklace cobracket introduced in
[20].

Proposition 3.19 ([16], equation (8.26) ). The reduced coaction µ̄KKS induces a co-
bracket on the space |A|,

δnecklace = |dµ̄KKS | − |P21dµ̄KKS | (37)

where P21 is the permutation. The cobracket δnecklace coincides with the necklace co-
bracket associated to the star shape quiver with one central vertex connected to n outside
vertices in [20].

Remark 3.20. In the setup of equation (8.26) [16], the cobracket is defined in the
quotient |A|/K1. And equation (37) corresponds to the n = 0 case of ξ in [16] which is
true on |A|, p in [16] is the identity for us.
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3.3 Double derivations

Definition 3.21. A double derivation on A is a K linear map ϕ : A → A⊗A satisfying

ϕ(ab) = ϕ(a)(1⊗ b) + (a⊗ 1)ϕ(b) (38)

Remark 3.22. The definition above uses the standard A ⊗ A-bimodule structure on
A⊗A. In fact, this definition can be used for any A⊗A-bimodule structure on A⊗A.

We now define two linear endomorphisms of A ⊗ A in order to compare different
bimodule structures.

α : A⊗A 7→ A⊗A a⊗ b 7→ aS(b′)⊗ b′′,
β : A⊗A 7→ A⊗A a⊗ b 7→ b′ ⊗ S(b′′)a.

(39)

Lemma 3.23. α and β are invertible with the following inverse maps

α−1 : A⊗A 7→ A⊗A c⊗ d 7→ cd′ ⊗ d′′,
β−1 : A⊗A 7→ A⊗A c⊗ d 7→ c′′d⊗ c′.

(40)

Proof. The proof is by a direct calculation.

With the help of the map α and β, we could build the following relationship between
Fox derivatives and double derivations.

Proposition 3.24. Suppose that δR is a right Fox derivative and δL is a left Fox deriva-
tive, then the maps

DδR := α(id⊗δR)∆ : A 7→ A⊗A,
DδL := β(id⊗δL)∆ : A 7→ A⊗A

are double derivations.

Proof. We directly check the derivation property

DδR(ab) = a′ϵ(a′′)b′S(δR(b
′′)′)⊗ δR(b

′′)′′ + a′b′S((b′′)′)⊗ δR(a
′′)′′(b′′)′′

= (a⊗ 1)DδR(b) +DδR(a)(1⊗ b),

DδL(ab) = (a′′)′δL(b
′′)′ ⊗ S(δL(b

′′)′′)S((a′′)′′)a′b′ + δL(a
′′)′ ⊗ S(δL(a

′′)′′)a′b

= (a⊗ 1)DδL(b) +DδL(a)(1⊗ b).

In what follows we will need the following double derivations constructed from the
left Fox derivative dLm and the right Fox derivative dRm by the Proposition 3.24.

Corollary 3.25.
DdRm = DdLm

Proof. It is now sufficient to prove the equality between the two double derivations on
generators: DdRm(xn) = DdLm(xn) = δm,n(1⊗ 1).
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4 Main results

In this Section, we state the results for the KKS coaction map, the Fox pairing, and the
KKS double brackets of regularized holonomies with tangential base points. We also
give an application of these results to Poisson geometry. In what follows, we identify
C⟨⟨t1,z, . . . , tn,z⟩⟩ of Section 2 with C⟨⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩⟩ of Section 3.

4.1 KKS operations for KZ holonomies

Recall the functions in one variable defined in (1):

rζ(x) := − 1

2πi

∞∑
n=2

ζ(n)
( x

2πi

)n−1
, rAM(x) := −1

2
+
∞∑
k=1

1

(2k)!
B2kx

2k−1.

Note that rAM(x) = rζ(x)− rζ(−x)− 1
2 . Our first main result is the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1. Let γ be a path starting at the tangential base point (zp, 1) and ending
at the tangential base point (zq, 1), Hγ = Holreg(A, γ), and l = 1, . . . ,m label self-
intersection points of γ, tl < sl label the position of self intersection points on the curve.
Then, we have

µ̄KKS(H
γ) = Hγrζ(−xp) + rot(γ)Hγ − rζ(xq)H

γ

+
∑

l ϵlHol
reg(A, γ[sl,1])Hol

reg(A, γ[0,tl])− dLp (H
γ)− dRq (H

γ).
(41)

For the proof of Theorm 4.1, see the next Section.

Our next result concerns the KKS Fox pairing of regularized holonomies which share
at most one tangential endpoint. In more detail, we consider the path γ1 with the
starting point (zp, 1) and the endpoint (zq, 1), and the path γ2 with the starting point
(zr, 1) and the end point (zs, 1). We assume that all these tangential points are distinct,
with a possible exception of zr and zq which may (or may not) coincide.

Proposition 4.2. The KKS Fox pairing is of the form:

ρKKS (H
γ2 , Hγ1) =

∑
a∈γ1∩γ2

εaH
γ2
zs←aH

γ1
a←zp + δqrH

γ2rAM(xr)H
γ1

− dRs H
γ1 − dLpH

γ2 + dLq H
γ2Hγ1 +Hγ2dRr H

γ1

(42)

Proof. In the case of q = r, we use the product rule of the reduced coaction and equation
(41),

ρKKS(H
γ2 , Hγ1) = µ̄KKS(H

γ2Hγ1)− µ̄KKS(H
γ2)Hγ1 −Hγ2 µ̄KKS(H

γ1)

= A1
GT +B1

ζ + C1
Fox
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Here

A1
GT =

∑
a∈γ2γ1∩γ2γ1

εaH
γ2γ1
zs←aH

γ2γ1
a←zp −

∑
a∈γ1∩γ1

εaH
γ2Hγ1

zr←aH
γ1
a←zp −

∑
a∈γ2∩γ2

εaH
γ2
zs←aH

γ2
a←zrH

γ1

=
∑

a∈γ1∩γ2

εaH
γ2
zs←aH

γ1
a←zp ,

and for a path γ we use the notation γ ∩ γ for the set of its self-intersection points.
Furthermore,

B1
ζ =Hγ2Hγ1rζ(−xp)− rζ(xs)H

γ2Hγ1 + rot(γ2γ1)H
γ2Hγ1 −Hγ2Hγ1rζ(−xp) +Hγ2rζ(xr)H

γ1

− rot(γ1)H
γ2Hγ1 −Hγ2rζ(−xr)H

γ1 + rζ(xs)H
γ2Hγ1 − rot(γ2)H

γ2Hγ1

=Hγ2rζ(xr)H
γ1 −Hγ2rζ(−xr)H

γ1 − 1

2
Hγ2Hγ1 = Hγ2rAM(xr)H

γ1 .

Finally, we have

C1
Fox = −dRs (H

γ2Hγ1)− dLe (H
γ2Hγ1) +Hγ2(dRr H

γ1 + dLpH
γ1) + dRs (H

γ2)Hγ1 + dLr (H
γ2)Hγ1

= −dRs H
γ1 − dLpH

γ2 + dLr H
γ2Hγ1 +Hγ2dRr H

γ1

which completes the first part of the proof.
In the case of q ̸= r, consider a regular path γ starting at(zq, 1) and ending at (zr, 1).

The product rule implies that

ρKKS(H
γ2 , Hγ1) = µ̄KKS(H

γ2HγHγ1)−Hγ2 µ̄KKS(H
γHγ1)− µ̄KKS(H

γ2)HγHγ1 − ρKKS(H
γ2 , Hγ)Hγ1

= A2
GT +B2

ζ + C2
Fox,

Equation (41) the result for q = r allow for an easy computation of the term A2
GT

corresponding to self-intersection points, and of the term C2
Fox in which one collects the

Fox derivatives. We only need to look at the term B2
ζ in which we collect contributions

containing the functions r(x):

B2
ζ = Hγ2HγHγ1rζ(−xp)− rζ(xs)H

γ2HγHγ1 −Hγ2HγHγ1rζ(−xp) +Hγ2rζ(xr)H
γHγ1

−Hγ2rζ(−xr)H
γHγ1 + rζ(xs)H

γ2HγHγ1 −Hγ2(rζ(xr)− rζ(−xr)−
1

2
)HγHγ1

+ (rot(γ2γγ1)− rot(γγ1)− rot(γ2))H
γ2HγHγ1 = 0.

Here we have used the product rule for rotation numbers. This completes the proof.

The following Proposition gives an explicit (albeit lengthy) formula for the KKS
double bracket:

Proposition 4.3. The KKS double bracket of Hγ2 and Hγ1 reads

{{Hγ2 , Hγ1}}KKS = AGT + δqrBζ + CFox, (43)

15



where
AGT =

∑
a∈γ1∩γ2

εaH
γ1
zq←aH

γ2
a←zr ⊗Hγ2

zs←aH
γ1
a←zp (44a)

Bζ = rAM(−xr)
′ ⊗Hγ2rAM(xr)

′′
Hγ1 (44b)

CFox =−Hγ1S
(
(dRs H

γ1 + dLpH
γ2)′
)
Hγ2 ⊗ (dRs H

γ1 + dLpH
γ2)′′

+ S
(
(dLq H

γ2)′
)
Hγ2 ⊗ (dLq H

γ2)′′Hγ1

+Hγ1S
(
(dRr H

γ1)′
)
⊗Hγ2(dRr H

γ1)′′

(44c)

Proof. The proof is by a direct calculation using the formula for ρKKS in Proposition
4.2, and the construction of the double bracket in Theorem 3.7.

Next, we consider the situation a loops γ (or several loops) starting and ending at a
tangential base point (zm, 1).

Proposition 4.4. For the reduced coaction map of a loop regularized holonomy Hγ, we
have

µ̄KKS(H
γ) = Hγrζ(−xm) + rot(γ)Hγ − rζ(xm)Hγ

+
∑

l εlHol
reg(A, γ[sl,1])Hol

reg(A, γ[0,tl])− dLm(Hγ)− dRm(Hγ).
(45)

For a pair of loop γ1 and γ2 starting and ending at (zm, 1), we have

ρKKS(H
γ2 , Hγ1) =

∑
a∈γ1∩γ2 εaH

γ2
zm←aH

γ1
a←zm + (Hγ2 − 1)rAM(xm)(Hγ1 − 1)

+ dLm(Hγ2)(Hγ1 − 1) + (Hγ2 − 1)dRm(Hγ1)
(46)

Proof. The formula µ̄KKS(H
γ) follows from equation (41) by putting p = q = m.

In order to compute the Fox pairing ρKKS(H
γ2 , Hγ1), we chose two tangential base

points (zs, 1) and (ze, 1) such that the three points zs, zm, ze are distinct. We also choose
two regular curves γ0 from (zs, 1) to (zm, 1) and γ3 from (zm, 1) to (ze, 1).

By the product rule for the Fox pairing and the formula (42), we have the following
calculations:

ρKKS(H
γ2 , Hγ1) =Hγ−1

3 ρKKS(H
γ3Hγ2 , Hγ1Hγ0)Hγ−1

0 −Hγ−1
3 ρKKS(H

γ3Hγ2 , Hγ0)Hγ−1
0

+Hγ−1
3 ρKKS(H

γ3 , Hγ0)Hγ−1
0 −Hγ−1

3 ρKKS(H
γ3 , Hγ1Hγ0)Hγ−1

0

=A3
GT +B3

ζ + C3
Fox,

where

A3
GT =

∑
a∈γ3γ2∩γ1γ0

εaH
γ−1
3 Hγ3γ2

ze←aH
γ1γ0
a←zsH

γ−1
0 −

∑
a∈γ3γ2∩γ0

εaH
γ−1
3 Hγ3γ2

ze←aH
γ0
a←zsH

γ−1
0

+
∑

a∈γ3∩γ0

εaH
γ−1
3 Hγ3

ze←aH
γ0
a←zsH

γ−1
0 −

∑
a∈γ3∩γ1γ0

εaH
γ−1
3 Hγ3

ze←aH
γ1γ0
a←zsH

γ−1
0

=
∑

a∈γ1∩γ2

εaH
γ2
zm←aH

γ1
a←zm ,
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B3
ζ =Hγ2rAM(xm)Hγ1 −Hγ2rAM(xm) + rAM(xm)− rAM(xm)Hγ1

= (Hγ2 − 1)rAM(xm)(Hγ1 − 1),

and

CFox =Hγ−1
3 dRe (H

γ1Hγ0)Hγ−1
0 −Hγ−1

3 dLs (H
γ3Hγ2)Hγ−1

0 +Hγ−1
3 dRe (H

γ0)Hγ−1
0

+Hγ−1
3 dLs (H

γ3Hγ2)Hγ−1
0 −Hγ−1

3 dRe (H
γ0)Hγ−1

0 −Hγ−1
3 dLs (H

γ3)Hγ−1
0

+Hγ−1
3 dRe (H

γ0)Hγ−1
0 +Hγ−1

3 dLs (H
γ3)Hγ−1

0

+Hγ−1
3 dLm(Hγ3Hγ2)Hγ1 +Hγ2dRm(Hγ1Hγ0)Hγ−1

0 −Hγ−1
3 dLm(Hγ3Hγ2)−Hγ2dRm(Hγ0)Hγ−1

0

+Hγ−1
3 dLm(Hγ3) + dRm(Hγ0)Hγ−1

0 −Hγ−1
3 dLm(Hγ3)Hγ1 − dRm(Hγ1Hγ0)Hγ−1

0

=dLm(Hγ2)(Hγ1 − 1) + (Hγ2 − 1)dRm(Hγ1).

This completes the proof.

Remark 4.5. Note that the three maps

ρrAM(xm)(a, b) := (a− ε(a))rAM(xm)(b− ε(b))

ρL,m(a, b) := dLm(a)(b− ε(b))
ρR,m(a, b) := (b− ε(b))dRm(a)

in the equation (46) are Fox pairings, and in particular ρrAM(xm) is an inner Fox pairing.

Proposition 4.6. The double bracket of Hγ1 and Hγ2 reads

{{Hγ2 , Hγ1}}KKS = AGT +Bζ + CFox (47)

AGT =
∑

a∈γ1∩γ2

εaH
γ1
zm←aH

γ2
a←zm ⊗Hγ2

zm←aH
γ1
a←zm , (48a)

Bζ = (1−Hγ1)rAM(−xm)′(1−Hγ2)⊗ (Hγ−1
2 − 1)rAM(xm)′′(Hγ−1

1 − 1), (48b)

CFox =(1−Hγ1S
(
(dLmHγ2)′

)
Hγ2 ⊗ (dLmHγ2)′′(Hγ1 − 1),

+Hγ1S
(
(dRmHγ1)′

)
(1−Hγ2)⊗ (Hγ2 − 1)(dRmHγ1)′′.

(48c)

Proof. We apply Theorem 3.7, and the formula for ρKKS in Theorem 4.4.

The next two Propositions recover expressions for the KKS bracket and cobracket of
cyclic quotients of holonomies along closed loops.

Proposition 4.7. For closed loops γ1, γ2, we have

{|Hγ2 |, |Hγ1 |}KKS =
∑

a∈γ1∩γ2

εa|Hγ1
a←aH

γ2
a←a| (49)
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Proof. By Proposition 3.11 and Proposition 3.12, the terms induced by the Fox pairings
ρrAM(xm), ρL,m, ρR,m (see Remark 4.5) vanish after taking the cyclic quotient.

Proposition 4.8. For a closed loop γ, we have

δKKS(|Hγ |) =
∑
l

εl|Holreg(A, γ[tl,sl])| ∧ |Holreg(A, γ[sl,1])Hol
reg(A, γ[0,tl])|+ (1 ∧ |H|)rot(γ)

(50)

Proof. We apply the formula of the δKKS in Proposition 3.19 using the formula µ̄KKS(H)
in Theorem 4.1 to obtain

δKKS(|H|) =
∑
l

εl|Holreg(A, γ[tl,sl])| ∧ |Holreg(A, γ[sl,1])Hol
reg(A, γ[0,tl])|+ (1 ∧ |H|)rot(γ)

− |HS(dRm(H)′)| ∧ |dRm(H)′′| − |HS(dLm(H)′)| ∧ |dLm(H)′′|

From Proposition 3.25, we have the relation

|HγS(dRm(H)′)| ⊗ |dRm(H)′′|+ |HS(dLm(H)′)| ⊗ |dLm(H)′′|
= |DdRm(H)|+ |α ◦ β−1 ◦DdRm(H)|
= |DdRm(H)|+ P21|DdRm(H)|

here P21 is the permutation map from |A|⊗|A| to |A|⊗|A|, so these terms are symmetric
and it vanishes after applying the wedge product.

Observe that expressions of KKS bracket and cobracket coincide with the Goldman
bracket and Turaev cobracket (in the blackboard framing), respectively. This is a man-
ifestation for the Goldman-Turaev formality in genus zero (see [1], also [2]).

4.2 Representation spaces and applications to Poisson geometry

We define the space of N -dimensional representations of the algebra A = K⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩:

Rep(A,N) = Hom(A,MatN (K)).

Since A is a free associative algebra, this representation space is a direct product of n
copies of the matrix algebra MatN (K),

I : Rep(A,MatN (K)) → MatN (K)× · · · ×MatN (K).

Here the isomorphism I is given by evaluation on generators,

I(ρ) = (ρ(x1), . . . , ρ(xn)).

For every a ∈ A, matrix elements ρ(a)ij are functions on the representation space. The
standard notation is

aij(ρ) = ρ(a)ij .

With that we obtain the standard coordinate functions on Rep(A,N) as (xl)ij , i.e. the
ij-th matrix element of the m-th matrix. The following statement is a particular case
of the result by Van den Bergh.
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Lemma 4.9 ([21], Proposition 7.5.2). Let {{·, ·}} be a double Poisson bracket on A. Then,
the representation space Rep(A,N) carries a unique Poisson bracket defined by formula

{aij , buv} = ({{a, b}}KKS)
′
uj({{a, b}}KKS)

′′
iv (51)

for all a, b ∈ A.

The space MatN (K) is a Lie algebra, and it can be identified with its dual MatN (K)∗

by the trace map: X 7→ fX = Tr(X·). Hence, it carries a natural (KKS) Poisson bracket
uniquely defined by

{fX , fY }(Z) := f[X,Y ](Z) = Tr([X,Y ]Z),

for X,Y, Z ∈ MatN (K).

Lemma 4.10. For the KKS double bracket {{·, ·}}KKS on A, the isomorphism I is a Pois-
son map under the Van den Bergh Poisson bracket on the representation space Rep(A,N)
and the direct product KKS Poisson bracket on the space MatN (K)×n.

Proof. It suffices to establish the equality of two Poisson brackets on functions (xa)ij(ρ) =
ρ(xa)ij . First, we compute the direct product Poisson bracket on MatN (K)×n:

{(xa)ij , (xb)kl} = δab(δjk(xa)il − δil(xa)kj).

Next, we compute the Van den Bergh Poisson bracket:

{(xa)ij , (xb)kl} = ({{xa, xb}})′kj({{xa, xb}})′′il = δab(δkj(xa)il − δil(xa)kj).

The two results coincide, as required.

The three not necessarily skew-symmetric Fox-pairings from 4.5 induce not necessar-
ily skew-symmetric bivector fields on MatN (K)×n by the same formula (51) which are
given by the following.

Lemma 4.11. The bivector fields corresponding to ρrAM(xm), ρL,m and ρR,m are given
by

ΠrAM =
∑
a,b,c,d

rAM(adxm)
cd
abX ab ⊗X cd

ΠL,m =
∑
a,b

∂

∂(xm)ab
⊗X ab

ΠR,m = −
∑
a,b

X ab ⊗ ∂

∂(xm)ab

where X is the diagonal action of glN given by

X ab =
∑
i,c

(
(xi)ac

∂

∂(xi)cb
− (xi)cb

∂

∂(xi)ac

)
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Proof. For each of the three Fox pairings ρ, we have to verify that

({{xa, xb}}ρ)′uj ({{xa, xb}}ρ)
′′
iv = Πρ((xa)ij , (xb)uv).

We note that since xa and xb are primitive, the formula (23) simplifies to

{{xa, xb}}ρ = S(ρ(a, b)′)⊗ ρ(a, b)′′.

Using the identity

S(α′)ujαiv = tr (α(adx1 , . . . , adxn)(Evu)Eji)

we obtain

({{xa, xb}}ρ)′uj ({{xa, xb}}ρ)
′′
iv = tr (ρ(xa, xb)(adx1 , . . . , adxn))(Evu) · Eji) .

In the case ρ = ρrAM we then obtain

({{xa, xb}}ρ)′uj ({{xa, xb}}ρ)
′′
iv = tr (adxarAM(adxm)adxb

(Evu) · Eji)

=
∑
p,q,r,s

rAM(adxm)
rs
pq X pq ((xb)vu)X rs ((xa)ij) ,

where we used
adxb

(Evu) =
∑
p,q

EpqX pq ((xb)vu) .

The other cases ρ = ρL,m and ρ = ρR,m work similarly.

In our Poisson geometry application, we will be using representations of the com-
pleted free associative algebra A = K⟨⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩⟩. As before, a representation ρ of
A is completely defined by its values on generators ρ(xi). However, ρ(a) and functions
aij(ρ) = ρ(a)ij are not defined for a ∈ A in general. Indeed, we can view ρ(a) as for-
mal power series in matrices ρ(xi). For γ a path or a loop, the regularized holonomy
Hγ defines a formal power series ρ(Hγ)ij with a finite convergence radius for any N .
Hence, the matrix entries ρ(Hγ)ij are well defined (transcendental) functions on an open
neighborhood of the origin in Rep(A,N).

In particular, for a pair of loops γ1 and γ2 starting and ending at (zm, 1), the elements
Hγ2 , Hγ1 ∈ K⟨⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩⟩ define functions Hγ2

ij (ρ) = ρ(Hγ2)ij , H
γ1
uv(ρ) = ρ(Hγ1)uv.

Their Poisson brackets are given by the following Theorem:

Theorem 4.12.

{Hγ2
ij (x), H

γ1
uv(x)}KKS =

∑
a∈γ1∩γ2

εa
(
Hγ1

zm←aH
γ2
a←zm

)
uj

(
Hγ2

zm←aH
γ1
a←zm

)
iv

+Π(Hγ2
ij (x), H

γ1
uv(x))

where

Π =
∑
a,b,c,d

rAM(adxm)
cd
abX ab ⊗X cd +

∑
a,b

∂

∂xabm
∧ X ab
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Proof. By Proposition 4.4 we obtain

ρKKS(H
γ2 , Hγ1) =

∑
a∈γ1∩γ2

εaH
γ2
zm←aH

γ1
a←zm

+ ρrAM (xm)(H
γ2 , Hγ1)

+ ρL,m(Hγ2 , Hγ1)

+ ρR,m(Hγ2 , Hγ1).

We then use formula (51) together with the calculations in Lemma 4.11.

5 Proof of Theorem 4.1

In this Section we prove Theorem 4.1. Our main technical tool will be projecting the
generalized pentagon equation to the quotient of U tn,2 by the two-sided ideal ⟨tz,w⟩2.

5.1 Operations on the Lie algebra tn,2

Consider the Lie ideal tn,2 ⊂ tn+2 defined as the kernel of the Lie homomorphism tn+2 →
tn that forgets strands z and w.

Proposition 5.1. The Lie algebra tn,2 has the presentation

tn,2 = ⟨tiz, tiw, tzw | [tiz, tjw] = 0 for i ̸= j, [tzw, tiz + tiw] = 0, [tiz, tiw + tzw] = 0⟩. (52)

Proof. We have the following split short exact sequence which gives us tn+2 ≃ tn,2 ⋉ tn.

0 tn,2 tn+2 tn 0
forget z, w

add z, w

Denote the right hand side of (52) by h. By definition of the tn,2, there is a surjective
map h → tn,2. Using the defining relations of tn+2, one can define an action of tn on h
by derivations. Hence, we have a semi-direct product Lie algebra tn ⋉ h. Therefore, one
can define a Lie algebra homomorphism tn+2 → tn ⋉ h given by identity on generators.
Since the generators and relations are the same, this map is an isomorphism. In this
model of tn+2, the kernel of the map tn+2 → tn,2 is exactly h, as required.

In what follows we will need the following Lie homomorphisms from the free Lie
algebra fn with generators x1, . . . xn to tn,2:

∆z
q : xi 7→

{
tiz + tzw for i = q

tiz otherwise

∆w
p : xi 7→

{
tiw + tzw for i = p

tiw otherwise

∆zw : xi 7→ tiz + tiw

Next, we apply Proposition 3.5 to the Fox pairing ρKKS to obtain an algebra (A ⊗
A⊕M, ·ρ).
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Proposition 5.2. The assignment

π : U tn,2 → (A⊗A⊕A, ·ρ)
tiz 7→ xi ⊗ 1

tiw 7→ 1⊗ xi

tzw 7→ −e,

where e := 0⊕ 1 ∈ A⊗ A⊕M extends to an algebra homomorphism. Furthermore, the
map π factors through the canonical projection U tn,2 → U tn,2/⟨tzw⟩2.

Proof. First, we verify that π vanishes on relations of tn,2:

π([tiz, tjw]) = [xi ⊗ 1, 1⊗ xj ] = xi ⊗ xj − (xi ⊗ xj + ρ(xj , xi)e)

= −δijxie = δij ((xi ⊗ 1)e− e(xi ⊗ 1))

= π(−δij [tiz, tzw]),

π([tzw, tiz + tiw]) = [e, xi ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ xi]

= exi − xie = 0.

Next, we observe that π(⟨tz,w⟩2) ⊂ M2 = 0 since the product of A⊗A⊕M vanishes on
M . This completes the proof.

By composing π with the natural projections A⊗A⊕M → A⊗A and A⊗A⊕M → M
we define the maps

π0 : U tn,2 → A⊗A, π1 : U tn,2 → M.

Proposition 5.3. The map π0 descends to an algebra isomorphism U tn,2/⟨tzw⟩ → A⊗A.

Proof. Since π(⟨tz,w⟩) ⊂ M , the ideal ⟨tz,w⟩ is in the kernel of π0, and π0 descends to a
map U tn,2/⟨tzw⟩ → A⊗A. This map is surjective since the generators xi ⊗ 1 and 1⊗ xi
of A ⊗ A are in the image. It is injective since tn,2/⟨tzw⟩ ∼= fn ⊕ fn with generators ti,z
and ti,w.

Proposition 5.4. Let α, β ∈ U tn,2 with either π0(α) ∈ A⊗ 1 or π0(β) ∈ 1⊗A. Then,

π1(αβ) = π0(α)π1(β) + π1(α)π0(β).

Proof. We have that π(αβ) = π(α)π(β). Spelling out the multiplication in A⊗ A⊕M
from (20) we obtain

π1(αβ) = π0(α)π1(β) + π1(α)π0(β)− ε(π′0(α))ρ(π
′′
0(α), π

′
0(β))ε(π

′′
0(β)),

where we denote π0(α) = π′0(α)⊗π′′0(α), and similar for π0(β). If π0(α) ∈ A⊗1, the last
term on the right hand side vanishes (because ρ(1,−) = 0). The same argument applies
for π0(β) ∈ 1⊗A.

We will need the following simple observation:
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Proposition 5.5.

π0 ◦∆z
q(α) = α⊗ 1, π0 ◦∆w

p (α) = 1⊗ α, π0 ◦∆zw(α) = ∆(α), (53)

where ∆ is the coproduct in the Hopf algebra A = K⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩.

Proof. The maps on left and right hand sides are algebra homomorphisms. The proof is
by checking the equalities on generators.

5.2 Applying π to pentagon

First, we compute the images under π0 of different terms of the generalized pentagon
equation. We note that Hz = ∆z

q(H), Hw = ∆w
p (H) and Hzw = ∆zw(H).

Proposition 5.6. Let H = Holreg(A, γ) and Cl be as in Theorem 2.3. Then, we have

π0(Φ(tzw, twq)) = 1, π0(Φ(tpz, tzw)) = 1, π0(e
rot(γ)tzw) = 1, π0(C

−1
l e−εltz,wCl) = 1,

π0(∆
z
q(H)) = H ⊗ 1, π0(∆

w
p (H)) = 1⊗H, π0(∆

zw(H)) = H ⊗H.

Proof. The proof uses equalities (53), the fact that H is group-like, and the fact that
Φ(A,B) = exp(ϕ(A,B)) for some primitive element ϕ(A,B) that does not have linear
terms in A and B.

Now we can apply π1 to the generalized pentagon equation to obtain the following
result:

Proposition 5.7. Let H = Holreg(A, γ) and Cl be as in Theorem 2.3. They satisfy the
equation

π1(Φ(tzw, twq))H + π1(∆
zw(H)) + rot(γ)He+Hπ1(Φ(tpz, tzw))

= π1(∆
z
q(H))−

∑
l

εlHol
reg(γ[sl,1])Hol

reg(γ[0,tl])e+ π1(∆
w
p (H)). (54)

Proof. We apply the map π1 to two sides of the generalized pentagon equation, and use
Proposition 5.4. For the left hand side, we obtain

π1(Φ(tzw, twq)∆
zw(H)erot(γ)tzwΦ(tpz, tzw)) = π1(Φ(tzw, twq))(H ⊗H) + π1(∆

zw(H))

+ rot(γ)(H ⊗H)e+ (H ⊗H)π1(Φ(tpz, tzw))

= π1(Φ(tzw, twq))H + π1(∆
zw(H))

+ rot(γ)He+Hπ1(Φ(tpz, tzw)).

Here we have used the product in A ⊗ A ⊕ M to obtain π1(Φ(tzw, twq))(H ⊗ H) =
π1(Φ(tzw, twq))H and (H ⊗H)π1(Φ(tpz, tzw)) = Hπ1(Φ(tpz, tzw)).
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For the right hand side, we obtain

π1(∆
z
q(H)

∏
l

(C−1l e−εltzwCl)∆
w
p (H)) = π1(∆

z
q(H))(1⊗H) + (H ⊗ 1)π1(∆

w
p (H))

− (H ⊗ 1)(
∑
l

εlπ0(Cl)
−1eπ0(Cl))(1⊗H)

= π1(∆
z
q(H)) + π1(∆

w
p (H))−

∑
l

εlπ0(Cl)
−1eπ0(Cl)).

Here we have used Proposition 5.4 and the fact that

π1(C
−1
l e−εltzwCl) = π1(C

−1
l e−εltzwCl − 1) = −εlπ0(Cl)

−1tzwπ0(Cl).

We now use Theorem 2.3 to write

π0(Cl) = Holreg(γ[0,tl])⊗Holreg(γ[1,sl])

and to compute

π0(Cl)
−1eπ0(Cl)) =(Holreg(γ[0,tl])

−1 ⊗Holreg(γ[1,sl])
−1)e(Holreg(γ[0,tl])⊗Holreg(γ[1,sl]))

=Holreg(γ[1,sl])
−1eHolreg(γ[0,tl]) = Holreg(γ[sl,1])Hol

reg(γ[0,tl])e.

5.3 The doubling maps

Inspired by the generalized pentagon equation, we define the following maps from A to
M

□zw = π1 ◦∆zw, □z
q = π1 ◦∆z

q , □w
p = π1 ◦∆w

p .

In the following we derive product formulas for these operations. Proposition 5.4 implies
that π1 is a derivation when restricted to either π−10 (A⊗ 1) or π−10 (1⊗ A). But by the
equations (53) the maps ∆z

q and ∆w
p satisfy this property. So that we readily obtain

that □z
q ,□

w
p : A → M are derivations where the A ⊗ A-bimodule is restricted to an

A-bimodule along π0 ◦∆z
p and π0 ◦∆w

q , respectively.

Proposition 5.8. The maps □z
q and □w

p are right and left Fox derivatives, respectively.
Moreover,

□z
q = dRq , □w

p = dLp .

Proof. The maps □z
q and □w

p are derivations. Using the description of π0◦∆z
q and π0◦∆w

p

we obtain
□z

q(fg) = □z
q(f)(g ⊗ 1) + (f ⊗ 1)□z

q(g),

□w
p (fg) = □w

p (f)(1⊗ g) + (1⊗ f)□w
p (g).

The A ⊗ A-bimodule structure on M implies the Fox derivative property. To identify
the Fox derivatives, we check on generators

□z
q(xj) = δqj = dRq (xj), □w

p (xj) = δpj = dLp (xj)
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We now turn to the map □zw.

Proposition 5.9. The map □zw is a reduced coaction with respect to −ρ, that is

□zw(uv) = u□zw(v) +□zw(u)v − ρ(u, v)

Proof. We use that π ◦ ∆zw is an algebra homomorphism and the description of the
product to obtain

π1(αβ) = π0(α)π1(β) + π1(α)π0(β)− ε(π′0(α))ρ(π
′′
0(α), π

′
0(β))ε(π

′′
0(β))

for α = ∆zw(u) and β = ∆zw(v). Using that π0 ◦∆zw = ∆ we obtain

□zw(uv) = ∆(u)□zw(v) +□zw(u)∆(v)− ρ(u, v)

By using the description of the A ⊗ A-bimodule structure on M , the expression above
simplifies to the required formula.

Proposition 5.10. We have µKKS = −□zw.

Proof. Recall that µKKS is a reduced coaction with respect to ρKKS, and □zw is a reduced
coaction with respect to −ρKKS. Then, it suffices to check their action on generators.
We compute

π(∆zw)(xi) = π(tiz + tiw) = xi ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ xi.

In particular, we find π1(∆
zw(xi)) = □zw(xi) = 0 = µKKS(xi), as required.

5.4 Associator terms and conclusion

In the following Proposition we compute the π1 projection of the associator terms of the
generalized pentaton equation.

Proposition 5.11. We have

π1(Φ(tzw, twq)) = −rζ(xq), π1(Φ(tpz, tzw)) = rζ(−xp). (55)

Proof. We recall the following asymptotics of the KZ-associator Φ (see [12]):

Φ(2πiA, 2πiB) = 1 +
∞∑

m=2

(−1)ζ(m)(adA)
m−1B +O(B2).

This implies

π(Φ(tpz, tzw)) = Φ(xp ⊗ 1, e) = 1 +
1

2πi

∞∑
m=2

(−1)ζ(m)(adxp⊗1

2πi

)m−1e

= 1 +
1

2πi

∞∑
m=2

(−1)ζ(m)e

(
−xp
2πi

)m−1
= 1 + e rζ(−xp)
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where we have used that adxp⊗1(m) = −mxp for anym ∈ M . This implies π1(Φ(tpz, tzw) =
rζ(−xp), as required.

A similar calculation yields

π(Φ(tpw, tzw)) = 1 + rζ(xp)e.

We now use that Φ(tzw, twp)Φ(twp, tzw)) = 1 to obtain

1 = π(Φ(tzw, twp))π(Φ(twp, tzw)) = (1 + π1(Φ(twp, tzw)))(1 + rζ(xp)e)

which implies π1(Φ(twp, tzw)) = −rζ(xp).

Putting together Propositions 5.7, 5.8, 5.10, 5.11, we are now ready to evaluate the
LHS of equation (54):

π1(Φ(tzw, twq))H + π1(∆
zw(H)) + rot(γ)H +Hπ1(Φ(tpz, tzw))

= −rζ(xq)H − µ̄KKS(H) + rot(γ)H +Hrζ(−xp). (56)

The RHS of equation (54) reads

π1(∆
z
q(H))−

∑
l

εlHol
reg(γ[sl,1])Holreg(γ[0,tl]) + π1(∆

w
p (H))

= dRq (H)−
∑
l

εlHol
reg(γ[sl,1])Hol

reg(γ[0,tl]) + dLp (H). (57)

Equating the LHS and the RHS we obtain

µ̄KKS(H) = Hrζ(−xp) + rot(γ)H − rζ(xq)H
+

∑
l εlHol

reg(A, γ[sl,1])Hol
reg(A, γ[0,tl])− dLp (H)− dRq (H),

as required.
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