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Abstract

As a consequence of the proof of the Kashiwara-Vergne conjecture of Alekseev and Torossian [AT08], the authors
obtained an injection GRT ↪→ KRV. The group GRT can be regarded as the group of automorphisms of the operad of
parenthesized chord diagrams, while KRV can be recovered from the automorphism group of the Goldman-Turaev Lie
bialgebra of a thrice-punctured sphere. This suggests the existence of a natural way to derive Lie bialgebras from operads,
and we verify this is the case. That is, we reproduce the Alekseev-Torossian injection by functorially constructing bracket
and cobracket operations out of operad modules. This framework is enough to establish a relationship between Gonzalez’
higher genus GRTg groups from [Gon20], and the higher genus KRVg groups of [Ale+17]. Our construction is informed
by Massuyeau [Mas18] and Turaev’s [MT14] work on Fox pairings and quasi-derivations.
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1 Introduction
The Kashiwara-Vergne (KV) conjecture is a landmark of Lie theory. In a modern formulation, it posits the existence of an
automorphism F on the degree completion of the free Lie algebra in generators x and y such that, among other relations,
F satisfies

F (x+ y) = log(exeye−xe−y) = ch(x, y),

where ch(x, y) = x + y + 1
2 [x, y] + . . . is the Campbell-Hausdorff series. The KV conjecture was proved in full

generality in [AM06]. It was further elucidated in [AT08], where Alekseev and Torossian defined the groups KV and
KRV, which act freely and transitively on solutions of the KV problem. In [AT08], the authors also proved that the
graded Grothendieck-Teichmüller group GRT injects into KRV.

In [Bar98], Bar-Natan gives a topological description of GRT as the group of automorphisms of the operad of parenthe-
sized chord diagrams PaCD. Surprisingly, the group KRV also admits a geometric description in terms of the Goldman-
Turaev Lie bialgebra of a compact surface.

Let Σg,n+1 be a compact oriented surface of genus g with n + 1 boundary components. In [Gol86], Goldman defined a
Lie bracket [−,−]G on the K-span of conjugacy classes in the fundamental group πg,n+1 := π1(Σg,n+1),

|Kπg,n+1| := Kπg,n+1/[Kπg,n+1,Kπg,n+1].

Later on, in [Tur91], Turaev constructed a Lie cobracket on the space Kπ/K1, where 1 stands for the homotopy class
of a contractible loop. This construction can be refined into a cobracket δγ on |Kπ| given a trivialization of the tangent
bundle of the surface γ, that is, a framing. The Goldman bracket and Turaev cobracket are compatible in the sense
that (|Kπg,n+1|, [−,−]G, δγ) describes a Lie bialgebra structure. In [Ale+18], the authors prove that KRV roughly
matches the automorphism group of the associated graded1 Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra of a thrice-punctured sphere
with respect to the adapted framing (see Section 5.1).

Our overarching goal is to reproduce the [AT08] injection of GRT into KRV functorially. To phrase this more precisely,
let GoTu be the category in which objects consist of triplets

(H, [−,−], δ), (1.1)

whereH is a Hopf algebra and [−,−] : |H|⊗|H| → |H| and δ : |H| → |H|⊗|H| are linear maps. Morphisms in GoTu
consist of algebra maps that intertwine with the corresponding brackets and cobrackets. Let us also denote Cγg,n+1 :=

(gr(Kπg,n+1), [−,−]Ggr, δγgr) for the associated graded of the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra on Σg,n+1 with respect to the
framing γ. The injection of GRT into KRV can then be phrased as a morphism

AutOperads(PaCD) ↪→ AutGoTu(Cadp0,3 ).

From this presentation, it seems natural to guess that there exists a functor Λ : Operads→ GoTu such that Λ(PaCD) =

Cadp0,3 . The main result of this paper is to construct such a functor for a suitable variant of operads. Namely, we consider the
category OpR∆

f (n) of (suitably marked) pairs (P,M), whereM is an operadic rightP-module over the category of small
CoAlg-enriched categories. Whenever (P,M) ∈ OpR∆

f (n), certain objects ofM can be regarded as parenthesizations,
and the label n indicates the endomorphism coalgebras of parenthesizations of length n are constrained. Furthermore,
objects in OpR∆

f (n) must be enhanced with data corresponding to a framing γ (see Definition 4.10). For simplicity, we
will omit all extra markings on objects in OpR∆

f (n) for the Introduction. Let PaCDf be Gonzalez’ framed analogue of
PaCD (see Definition 4.29). The pair (PaCDf ,PaCDf ) naturally lifts to an object in OpR∆

f (n), and we prove that

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem C.10). For n ≥ 1, there exist functors Λn+1 : OpR∆
f (n+1)→ GoTu such that Λn+1(PaCDf ,PaCDf )

is isomorphic to the associated graded of the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra of the compact surface of genus 0 with n + 1
boundary components.

The construction also applies to surfaces of higher genera. Following [Gon20], let (PacDf ,PacDf
g ) denote the operad

module of parenthesized framed genus g chord diagrams.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 5.14). For n ≥ 1, there is a natural isomorphism between Λn+1(PaCDf ,PaCDf
g ) and the

associated graded of the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra of the compact surface of genus g with n boundary components.

Analogously, in [Ale+17], the authors define the higher genus groups KRVγg,n+1, and prove these act on Cγg,n+1 by
bialgebra automorphisms. From the previous theorem, we immediately obtain the following corollary:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 5.16). For n ≥ 0, there exist natural (non-trivial) homomorphisms

GRTγg = Aut(PaCDf ,PaCDf
g )→ Aut(Cγg,n+1) =: KRV

γ

g,n+1. (1.2)
1With respect to the weight filtration given in Definition 5.1.
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Here, GRTg is the genus g version of the Grothendieck-Teichmüller group as defined in [Gon20], and GRTγg is the
subgroup preserving the framing γ. By results of [Ale+20], the group KRV

γ

g,n+1 is roughly an extension of KRVγg,n+1

by inner derivations (see Proposition 5.12).

We think of the functors Λn+1 as extracting the Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra of an n+1-fold punctured surface (encoded
by its operadic right module of configuration of points) and they are constructed as follows. We split the problem into the
two steps indicated by the factorization of Λk as

Fox

OpR∆
f (k) GoTu.

ΨICk

Λk

The category Fox admits two equivalent descriptions, each of which is useful for constructing one of the two functors ICk
and Ψ. On the one hand, an object in Fox consists of a free Lie algebra g together with a quasi-derivation q : Ug → Ug
in the sense of [Mas18]. The functor Ψ is then essentially given by the work of Massuyeau and Turaev, deriving bracket
operations from Fox pairings [MT14], and cobracket operations from quasi-derivations [Mas18]. On the other hand, we
show that Fox is equivalent to the category of relative abelian Lie algebra extensions g̃ of the form

0→ Ug→ g̃→ g⊕ g→ 0.

These are still abelian extensions in the classical sense, in that the previous sequence is short-exact. They are relativized
by imposing compatibility with a section over g ⊂ g ⊕ g (see Definition 3.4). The classical correspondence between
abelian extensions and Lie 2-cocycles generalizes to the relative setting, where our notion of relative Lie cohomology is
now derived from [KK10]. In particular, we obtain the following cohomological description of quasi-derivations.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 3.11). There is a natural bijection between H2(g⊕ g, g;Ug) and the space of quasi-derivations
on Ug up to exact ones.

Exact quasi-derivations (see Definition 2.22) are defined such that they induce zero bracket and cobracket in GoTu. The
functors ICk capitalize on this second cohomological description of Fox. Although our approach is entirely algebraic, the
maps ICk : OpR∆

f (k)→ Fox have the following topological interpretation. Thinking of elements in Fox as intersection
pairings, we can construct such a pairing for an k-fold punctured surface by considering configuration spaces of (up to
k + 2) points on the unpunctured surface. The collection of (the fundamental groupoids of) such configuration spaces
are exactly an object in OpR∆

f (k). In the language of [NRW22], the functor ICk extracts the intersection contexts of the
k-punctured surface from which the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra can be realized as the string bracket and cobracket (in the
sense of string topology). We do not explore this connection further, and refer the reader to [NRW22] for more details.

Lastly, the reader may be curious about how the morphism of equation (1.2) factors through the category Fox. Even at this
intermediate stage, we can almost recover the entirety of KRV

γ

g,n+1. Let us define Cγg,n+1 := ICn+2(PaCDf ,PaCDf
g ).

We prove

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem B.9). There exists an isomorphism between AutFox(Cγg,n+1)/K and KRV
γ

g,n+1.

1.1 Organization of the paper
In Chapter 2, we review Fox pairings and quasi-derivations following Massuyeau and Turaev in [MT14]. We define
notions of exact Fox pairings and exact quasi-derivations, and we prove that the bracket associated to an exact Fox pairing
(in the sense of [MT14]) and the cobracket associated to an exact quasi-derivation (in the sense of [Mas18]) are both null.

In Chapter 3, we review relative Lie cohomology as defined in [KK10]. Given a free Lie algebra f, we prove that elements
in H2(f⊕ f, f;U f) are in bijection with both relative Lie algebra extensions and the set of quasi-derivations on U f modulo
exact ones.

In Chapter 4, we derive a special category OpR∆
f (n) from OpRCat(CoAlg), the category of operadic right modules

over small CoAlg-enriched categories, and sketch how one can tentatively produce Lie bialgebras out of its objects. As a
special instance of this, we compute the bracket and cobracket operations that can be extracted from the PaCDf -operad
module PaCDf

g .

In Chapter 5, we prove the main results of this paper. After reviewing the higher genus graded Kashiwara-Vergne groups
following [Ale+17], we prove the bracket and cobracket operations functorially derived from PaCDf

g coincide with those
of the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra of a higher genus surface. As a consequence of this fact, we obtain a non-trivial map
from Gonzalez’ higher genus versions of the graded Grothendieck-Teichmüller group into the corresponding higher genus
Kashiwara-Vergne groups.
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Conventions
• Throughout this paper, we work with respect to a field of characteristic zero K.

• Given an associative algebra A over K, we denote

|A| := A/⟨(ab− ba) | a, b ∈ A⟩,

the K-vector space of cyclic words on A.

• We will only be dealing with cocommutative, involutive Hopf algebras. We typically use S and ε to denote the
antipode and augmentation maps, respectively. We will use Sweedler notation when dealing with the coproduct:

∆(a) = a⊗ a′′.

• For a given Lie algebra h, the associative algebra Uh has the structure of a Hopf algebra. We identify h with the
degree zero component of Uh. For any element x ∈ h, the coproduct, antipode, and augmentation map are given
by ∆(x) = 1⊗ x+ x⊗ 1, S(x) = −x, and ε(x) = 0, respectively.

• If V and W are filtered vector spaces, their tensor product carries the filtration

V ⊗W (m) =
⊕

m=k+l

V (k)⊗W (l).

Unless it can lead to confusion, we will not indicate the completion with respect to this filtration in our notation, so
that V ⊗̂W = V ⊗W .

• We denote by Cat(CoAlg) the category of small CoAlg-enriched categories. We consider it a symmetric monoidal
category with respect to the product given by:

– Ob(C ⊗ C′) := Ob(C)×Ob(C′);

– morC⊗C((c, c
′), (d, d′)) := morC(c, d) ⊗̂morC′(c′, d′),

where the tensor product is completed with respect to the descending filtrations defined by powers of the augmen-
tation ideal.

2 Fox pairings and quasi-derivations
Definition 2.1. Let GoTu be the category with objects given by triplets

(H, [−,−], δ),

where H is a cocommutative, involutive Hopf algebra. The other components are K-linear maps

[−,−] : |H| ⊗ |H| → |H|, δ : |H| → |H| ⊗ |H|

defined on the space of cyclic words in H . Morphisms in GoTu consist of Hopf algebra maps that preserve the corre-
sponding operations. Concretely, the space

GoTu((H, [−,−], δ), (H ′, [−,−]′, δ′))

consists of Hopf algebra maps f : H → H ′ that define commutative diagrams2

|H| ⊗ |H| |H|

|H ′| ⊗ |H ′| |H ′

[−,−]

f⊗f f

[−,−]′

,

|H| |H| ⊗ |H|

|H ′| |H ′| ⊗ |H ′|

δ

f f⊗f

δ′

.

2We do not distinguish between the Hopf morphism f : H → H′ and its induced map f : |H| → |H′|.
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In this chapter, we define the category Fox; its objects similarly consist of triplets (H, ρ, q), where ρ and q are a Fox pair-
ing and a quasi-derivation on H in the sense of Massuyeau-Turaev and Massuyeau (see definitions below), respectively.
Our main goal is to define a functor

Ψ : Fox −→ GoTu

(H, ρ, q) 7−→ (H, [−,−]ρ, δq).

This is essentially a recasting of Massuyeau and Turaev’s work, deriving bracket operations from Fox pairings [MT14],
and cobracket operations from quasi-derivations [Mas18]. Our main contribution has to do with subtleties in the definition
of Fox: while naively one could define morphisms in Fox as the Hopf algebra maps preserving Fox pairings and quasi-
derivations on the nose, we will instead ask these operations to be preserved up to (specified) exact terms. That is, we will
define exact Fox pairings and exact quasi-derivations, and prove their associated brackets and cobrackets are null. The
very suggestive "exactness" moniker comes from ties with Lie algebra cohomology we will explore in Chapter 3.

2.1 Fox pairings
In this section, we recall Massuyeau and Turaev’s definition of Fox pairings and their associated brackets following
[MT14].

Let f : H → I be a map between Hopf algebras over K. The map f induces an H-bimodule structure on I via

h · a := f(h)a, a · h := af(h),

for all h ∈ H and a ∈ I . To simplify the notation throughout this paper, we somewhat abusively abbreviate h · a = ha,
a · h = ah. That is, we omit any mention of the map f or the H-actions on I , except when it would lead to confusion.
Furthermore, our notation will usually not distinguish between the Hopf algebra operations in H and I .

Definition 2.2. A linear map ∂ : H → I is a left (resp. right) Fox derivative if

∂(ab) = ∂(a)ε(b) + a∂(b) (resp. ∂(ab) = ∂(a)b+ ε(a)∂(b))

for all a, b ∈ H . This definition depends on the morphism f : H → I . We denote the space of left (resp. right) Fox
derivatives from H into I mediated by f by LFoxf (H, I) (resp. RFoxf (H, I)). In what follows, we will mainly be
interested in the case when H = I , so we make special distinction of the spaces

LFox(H) := LFoxid(H,H), RFox(H) := RFoxid(H,H).

When dealing with Fox derivatives in a fixed Hopf algebra, unless otherwise stated, we will always assume they are
mediated by the identity map.

Example 2.3. Given an arbitrary Hopf algebra H , the map D : H → H defined by D(a) = a− ε(a) is both a left and a
right Fox derivative.

Example 2.4. Let H be the free associative algebra in the generators {xi}i=1,...,n. Then we may define Fox derivatives
solely by specifying their values on the generators. Let

−→
∂i (resp.

←−
∂i ) be the left (resp.right) Fox derivative uniquely

characterized by setting
−→
∂i (xj) =

←−
∂i (xj) = δij . (2.1)

Lemma 2.5. Let H be the degree completion of the free associative algebra in the generators {xi}i=1,...,n, for n ≥ 2.
Then

LFox(H) ∩ RFox(H) = K{D}.
That is, up to scalars, D is the only map that is a left and right Fox derivative at once.

Proof. Let ∂ ∈ LFox(H) ∩ RFox(H). We define elements ai := ∂(xi) for all i = 1, . . . n. Notice that the equality

∂(xixi) = xiai = aixi

implies that ai is a power series in the generator xi; that is, ai ∈ K⟨⟨xi⟩⟩. As n ≥ 2, we may choose j ̸= i. Then equalities

∂(xixjxi) = aixjxi = xixjai

mean that ∂(xi) = λixi for some λi ∈ K. Furthermore, since

∂(xixj) = (λixi)xj = xi(λjxj),

it must be that λ = λi = λj for all i, j. This concludes the proof, since the map λD(a) = λ(a − ε(a)) takes the same
values as ∂ on the generators of H .
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Definition 2.6. Given a left or right Fox derivative ∂ : H → I , we define its transpose by ∂t := SI ◦ ∂ ◦ SH .

Lemma 2.7. If ∂ : H → I is a left (resp. right) Fox derivative, then its transpose ∂t is a right (resp. left) Fox derivative.

Proof. Suppose ∂ ∈ LFoxf (H, I), then

∂t(ab) = S∂(S(b)S(a))

= S(∂(S(b))ε(S(a)) + S(b)∂(S(a)))

= ∂t(b)ε(a) + ∂t∂(a)b,

for any a, b ∈ H . The proof is analogous when dealing with a right Fox derivative.

Definition 2.8. A Fox pairing from H into I is a bilinear map ρ : H ×H → I that is a left Fox derivative with respect to
the first variable and a right Fox derivative with respect to the second variable. In formulas,

ρ(a1a2, b) = ρ(a1, b)ε(a2) + a1ρ(a2, b),

ρ(a, b1b2) = ρ(a, b1)b2 + ε(b1)ρ(a, b2).

We denote the space of Fox pairings associated to f by Foxf (H, I). We will mainly deal with the instance

Fox(H) := Foxid(H,H).

Definition 2.9. Let ρ ∈ Foxf (H, I). The transpose of ρ is given by

ρt(a, b) := SIρ(SH(b), SH(a))

for all a, b ∈ H . The Fox pairing ρ is skew-symmetric if ρ = −ρt.

We now move on to describing Massuyeau and Turaev’s construction of the bracket associated to a Fox pairing. We first
need to discuss the notion of double bracket.

Let H be a Hopf algebra. We can endow H⊗n with the outer bimodule structure,

aub := au1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ unb

for u = u1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ u2 ∈ H⊗n and a, b ∈ H; but we can also choose the inner bimodule structure,

a ∗ u ∗ b := u1b⊗ · · · ⊗ aun.

Definition 2.10. Let f : H → I be a Hopf algebra map. A linear map {{−,−}} : H ⊗H → I ⊗ I is a double bracket if

{{a, b1b2}} = b1{{a, b2}}+ {{a, b1}}b2, (2.2)
{{a1a2, b}} = a1 ∗ {{a2, b}}+ {{a1, b}} ∗ a2, (2.3)

where as before we have left implicit the H bimodule structure on I . We say the double bracket is mediated by the Hopf
algebra map f . Whenever H = I and no mention of a map is made, we will assume f = id.

Proposition 2.11. A double bracket {{−,−}} : H ⊗H → I ⊗ I induces an operation [−,−] : |H| ⊗ |H| → |I| defined
by

[|a|, |b|] := |{{a, b}}(1){{a, b}}(2)|,
where we have used Sweedler notation to write the components of the double bracket as {{−,−}} = {{−,−}}(1) ⊗
{{−,−}}(2). We call [−,−] the bracket associated to {{−,−}}.

Proof. By abuse of notation, we use the same symbol to denote the map [−,−] : H ⊗H → |I|. Then, for a fixed a ∈ H ,
equation (2.2) gives

[a, b1b2] = |{{a, b2}}(2)b1{{a, b2}}(1)|+ |{{a, b1}}(2)b2{{a, b1}}(1)|,
which we can see is symmetric in b1 and b2. This means that commutators in the second variable are mapped to zero. We
can prove an analogous statement when fixing the first variable instead.

In [MT14], to any Fox pairing ρ ∈ Foxf (H, I) between involutive and cocommutative Hopf algebras, Massuyeau and
Turaev associate a linear map {{−,−}}ρ : H ⊗H → I ⊗ I given by

{{a, b}}ρ = b′S(ρ(a′′, b′′)′)a′ ⊗ ρ(a′′, b′′)′′. (2.4)

The authors then prove that {{−,−}}ρ is a double bracket whenever ρ is skew-symmetric. This indirectly gives us a way
to construct brackets out of skew-symmetric Fox pairings. However, the assignment ρ 7→ [−,−]ρ is well defined even
without the skew-symmetry assumption; the following proposition emphasizes this fact:
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Proposition 2.12 ([MT14], Lemma 6.2). Let f : H → I be a morphism between cocommutative, involutive Hopf
algebras. Then there is a map

Foxf (H, I)→ HomK(|H| ⊗ |H|, |I|)
ρ 7→ [−,−]ρ

,

where [|a|, |b|]ρ = |b′S(ρ(a′′, b′′)′)a′ρ(a′′, b′′)′′|.

Proof. We need to show that the bracket [−,−]ρ is well defined on the quotient of cyclic words. Let a, b, c ∈ H . By abuse
of notation, we denote the map [−,−]ρ : H ⊗H → |I| by the same symbol. Notice that, since ρ is a left Fox derivative
in its first variable,

[ab, c] = |c′S(a′′ρ(b′′, c′′)′)a′b′a′′′ρ(b′′, c′′)′′ + c′S(ε(b′′)ρ(a′′, c′′)′)a′b′ϵ(b′′′)ρ(a′′, c′′)′′|
= |c′S(ρ(b′′, c′′)′)b′aρ(b′′, c′′)′′|+ |c′S(ρ(a′′, c′′)′)a′bρ(a′′, a′′)|.

Since the final equality is symmetric in a and b, commutators in the first variable must be mapped to zero. We can
analogously show [a, bc− cb] = 0.

Remark 2.13. The bracket [−,−]ρ is skew-symmetric whenever ρ is.

Definition 2.14. Let ρ ∈ Foxf (H, I). We say ρ is exact if it is expressible as

ρ(a, b) = ∂L(a)D(b) +D(a)∂R(b), a, b ∈ H, (2.5)

where ∂L ∈ LFoxf (H, I) and ∂R ∈ RFoxf (H, I). This motivates us to define a map

τ : LFoxf (H, I)⊕ RFoxf (H, I) −→ Foxf (H, I)

∂L ⊕ ∂R 7−→ ((a, b) 7→ ∂L(a)D(b) +D(a)∂R(b)).
(2.6)

Proposition 2.15. Let ρ ∈ Foxf (H,L). The bracket [−,−]ρ : |H| × |H| → |I| is identically zero whenever ρ is exact.

Proof. Let ρ be an exact Fox pairing, with

ρ(a, b) = ∂L(a)D(b) +D(a)∂R(b)

for all a, b ∈ H . Because the assignment ρ 7→ [−,−]ρ is linear in ρ, we will first prove [−,−]γ = 0 for the Fox pairing
γ(a, b) = ∂L(a)D(b). We begin by computing

∆(γ(a′′, b′′)) = ∂L(a
′′)′b′′ ⊗ ∂L(a′′)′′b′′′ − ∂L(a′′)′ε(b′′)⊗ ∂L(a′′)′′.

Now we can plug this into the definition of [−,−]γ :

[a, b]γ = |b′S(b′′)S(∂L(a′′)′)a′∂L(a′′)′′b′′ − b′ε(b′′)S(∂L(a′′)′)a′∂L(a′′)′′|
= |S(∂L(a′′)′)a′∂L(a′′)′′b| − |bS(∂L(a′′)′)a′∂L(a′′)′′| = 0

We can analogously show that [−,−]D·∂R = 0 for any right Fox derivative ∂R.

Definition 2.16. A Fox pairing ρ : H → H is inner if there exists an e ∈ H such that

ρ(a, b) = (a− ε(a))e(b− ε(b)) = D(a)eD(b)

for all a, b ∈ H .

In [MT14, Lemma 6.3], the authors prove that the bracket [−,−]ρ associated to any inner Fox pairing is null. Notice that
we may write

D(a)eD(b) =

(
1

2
D(a)e

)
D(b) +D(a)

(
1

2
eD(a)

)
,

where the maps

a 7→ 1

2
D(a)e and a 7→ 1

2
eD(a)

are left and right Fox derivatives, respectively. It follows that all inner Fox parings are exact.
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2.2 Quasi-derivations
In this section we follow [Mas18] in order to produce a cobracket in |H| from a quasi-derivation in H . Similarly to the
previous section, we fix a Hopf algebra map f : H → I and capitalize on the H-bimodule structure it induces on I with
our notation.

Definition 2.17. A linear map q : H → I is a quasi-derivation if the map

ρ : H ×H → I

(a, b) 7→ q(a)b+ aq(b)− q(ab)
(2.7)

is a Fox pairing in Foxf (H, I). We say q is a quasi-derivation associated to the Fox pairing ρ, and write q ∈ Qderf (ρ).
As before, we will mainly concern ourselves with quasi-derivations in

Qder(ρ) := Qderid(ρ).

Whenever we do not want to fix a specific Fox pairing, we will write Qderf (H, I) for the space of quasi-derivations
mediated by the map f . We also denote Qder(H) := Qderid(H).

Example 2.18. Given a left (resp. right) Fox derivative ∂L (resp. ∂R), the map q(a) = ∂L(a)+∂R(a) is a quasi-derivation
associated to the Fox pairing

ρ(a, b) = −(∂L(a)D(b) +D(a)∂R(b)).

Similarly to before, we will consider skew-symmetric quasi-derivations.

Definition 2.19. Let q ∈ Qderf (ρ). The transpose qt of q is given by

qt(a) := SIq(SH(a)) for all a ∈ H.

We say q is skew-symmetric if q = −qt.

Lemma 2.20 ([Mas18], Lemma 2.3). If q : H → I is a quasi derivation associated to a Fox pairing ρ : H × H → I ,
then its transpose qt is a quasi-derivation associated to ρt.

Our immediate goal is to define a cobracket δq : |H| → |I| ⊗ |I| associated to any quasi-derivation q mediated by a Hopf
algebra map f : H → I . In [Mas18], Massuyeau defines a linear map dq : H → I ⊗ I by

dq(a) = a′S(q(a′′)′)⊗ q(a′′)′′ (2.8)

for any quasi-derivation q. The author then proves that the map

δ′q : H → I ⊗ I
a 7→ dq(a)− Pdq(a)

(2.9)

induces a linear map |δ′q| : |H| → |I|⊗ |I| whenever the quasi-derivation q is skew-symmetric (cf. [Mas18, Lemma 2.6]).
Here, P : I ⊗ I → I ⊗ I is the permutation map given by P (a⊗ b) = b⊗ a for all a, b ∈ I . We need to extend this result
to non-symmetric quasi-derivations. For this reason, we deviate from [Mas18] and instead define

δq(a) := dq(a) + Pdqt(a). (2.10)

Notice that δ′q = δq whenever q is skew-symmetric.

Proposition 2.21. Suppose q : H → I is a quasi-derivation between involutive, cocommutative Hopf algebras. Then δq
descends to a map δq : |H| → |I| ⊗ |I|, which we call the cobracket associated to q.

Proof. By abuse of notation, we will use the same symbol for the map δq : H → |I| ⊗ |I|. We need to show that
δq(ab− ba) = 0 for any a, b ∈ H . Let q ∈ Qderf (ρ), so that

q(ab) = q(a)b+ aq(b) + ρ(a, b).

Note this assumption also implies that qt is associated to ρt. On the one hand,

δq(ab) = dq(ab) + P (dqt(ab))

= a′b′S(q(a′′b′′)′)⊗ q(a′′b′′)′′ + P (dqt(ab))

= a′b′S(q(a′′)′b′′)⊗ q(a′′)′′b′′′ + a′b′S(a′′q(b′′)′)⊗ a′′′q(b′′)′′ + a′b′S(ρ(a′′, b′′)′)⊗ ρ(a′′, b′′)′′ + P (dqt(ab))

= a′S(q(a′′)′)⊗ q(a′′)′′ + b′S(q(b′′)′)⊗ aq(b′′)′′ + P (a′S(qt(a′′)′)⊗ qt(a′′)′′ + b′S(qt(b′′)′)⊗ aqt(b′′)′′)
+ a′b′S(ρ(a′′, b′′)′)⊗ ρ(a′′, b′′)′′ + P (a′b′S(ρt(a′′, b′′)′)⊗ ρt(a′′, b′′)′′).
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Notice the first two terms in the last equality are symmetric under the exchange of a and b, and likewise for the third and
fourth terms. This means

δq(ab− ba) = a′b′S(ρ(a′′, b′′)′)⊗ ρ(a′′, b′′)′′ − b′a′S(ρ(b′′, a′′)′)⊗ ρ(b′′, a′′)′′

+ P (a′b′S(ρt(a′′, b′′)′)⊗ ρt(a′′, b′′)′′ − b′a′S(ρt(b′′, a′′)′)⊗ ρt(b′′, a′′)′′).
(2.11)

Now it is enough to observe, following [Mas18, Lemma 2.6], that

y′S(ρ(x′′, y′′)′)x′ ⊗ ρ(x′′, y′′)′′ = P (x′S(ρt(y′′, x′′)′)y′ ⊗ ρt(y′′, x′′)′′)

for any x, y ∈ H . This implies that the first and fourth term in equation (2.11) cancel each other out, and similarly for the
second and third terms.

Now we will define exact quasi-derivations; these naturally correspond to exact relative Lie cocycles, as we will see in
Section 3.3.

Definition 2.22. A quasi-derivation q : H → I is exact if it is expressible as

q(a) = ∂L(a) + ∂R(a), a ∈ H, (2.12)

for some ∂L ∈ LFoxf (H, I) and ∂R ∈ RFoxf (H, I). Notice that in this case, q is associated to the Fox pairing

(a, b) 7−→ −∂L(a)D(b)−D(a)∂R(b) = −τ(∂L ⊕ ∂R)(a, b).

We consolidate this information by defining a map

µ : LFoxf (H, I)⊕ RFoxf (H, I) −→ Qderf (H, I)

∂L ⊕ ∂R 7−→ (a 7→ ∂L(a) + ∂R(a)).
(2.13)

We aim to prove that the cobracket associated to exact quasi-derivations is null. We will first need an auxiliary lemma:

Lemma 2.23. Let ∂ ∈ LFoxf (H, I) (resp. ∂ ∈ RFoxf (H, I)), where both H and I are involutive Hopf algebras. Then

∂t(a) = −S∂(a′′)a′ (resp. ∂t(a) = −a′S∂(a′′))

for any a ∈ H .

Proof. Let ∂ : H → I be a left Fox derivative. For any a ∈ H , ϵ(a)1 = S(a′)a′′, so that

0 = ∂(ε(a)1) = ∂(S(a′)a′′)

= S(a′)∂(a′′) + ε(a′′)∂(S(a′))

= S(a′)∂(a′′) + ∂(S(a)).

We get the desired result by evaluating the last equality on the antipode SI . The proof is analogous when dealing with
right Fox derivatives.

Proposition 2.24. Let q : H → I be an exact quasi-derivation. Then its associated cobracket δq : |H| → |I| ⊗ |I| is
identically zero.

Proof. Let q = ∂L + ∂R be an exact quasi-derivation, with ∂L ∈ LFoxf (H, I) and ∂R ∈ RFoxf (H, I). We can write

δq = dq + P (dqt)

= [d∂L + P (d∂t
L
)] + [d∂R + P (d∂t

R
)].

Looking at the preceding equation, notice we will finish the proof if we can show d∂ + P (d∂t) = 0 for any left or right
Fox derivative ∂. Suppose ∂ is a left Fox derivative, then Lemma 2.23 implies that, given a ∈ H ,

d∂t(a) = −∂(a′′)′ ⊗ S(∂(a′′)′)a′ = −P (d∂(a)),

where the last equality holds after the projection H ⊗H → |H| ⊗ |H|. Showing the preceding equality is analogous for
right Fox derivatives.
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2.3 Brackets and cobrackets
Definition 2.25. Let Fox be the category consisting of objects of the form (h, q ⊕ ρ), where h is a Lie algebra, ρ ∈
Fox(Uh), and q ∈ Qder(−ρ). A morphism between two objects (h, q ⊕ ρ) and (h′, q′ ⊕ ρ′) is specified by a Lie algebra
map f : h→ h′ and a pair of Fox derivatives ∂L ⊕ ∂R ∈ LFoxf (Uh, Uh′)⊕ RFoxf (Uh, Uh′), subject to the constraint3

Fox((h, q ⊕ ρ), (h′, q′ ⊕ ρ′)) =


h

h′

f , ∂L ⊕ ∂R

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣µ(∂L ⊕ ∂R)⊕ τ(∂L ⊕ ∂R) = (q′f − fq)⊕ (ρ′(f ⊗ f)− fρ)

 , (2.14)

Composition in Fox is defined by
h

h′

f , ∂L ⊕ ∂R

 ◦Fox


h′

h′′

f ′ , ∂′L ⊕ ∂′R

 :=


h

h′′

f ′◦f , (f
′∂L + ∂′Lf)⊕ (f ′∂R + ∂′Rf)

 .

One can check by direct computation that the composition ◦Fox is associative. The maps µ and τ are defined in equations
(2.13) and (2.6), respectively; they yield exact quasi-derivations and exact Fox pairings from Fox derivatives. The inter-
pretation of constraint (2.14) is that a morphism f : Uh→ Uh′ in Fox is not required to precisely fix the structures in the
respective Hopf algebras; we allow deviations up to exact terms.

Remark 2.26. Notice that, given any (h, q ⊕ ρ) ∈ Ob(Fox), the presence of ρ is entirely redundant in the sense that if
q ∈ Qder(−ρ), then ρ can be recovered from q. We insist on this notation because it will help us translate objects in Fox
into relative Lie cocycles (cf. Section 3.3)).

Theorem 2.27. The assignment Ψ : Fox→ GoTu defined by

(h, q ⊕ ρ) 7→ (Uh, [−,−]ρ, δq),
h

h′

f , ∂L ⊕ ∂R

 7→ (f : Uh→ Uh′),

on objects and on morphisms, respectively, is a functor.

Proof. Here, [−,−]ρ is the bracket induced by the Fox pairing ρ, in the sense of Proposition 2.12. Likewise, δq is the
cobracket induced by the quasi-derivation q, in the sense of Proposition 2.21.

Note that if f : h→ h′ is a Lie algebra map, then its unique extension to an algebra map Uh→ Uh′ is also a Hopf algebra
map, and it trivially descends to a map on cyclic words. For this proof, we drop the convention of leaving implicit the
Uh-bimodule structure on Uh′. Instead, we will abbreviate x = f(x̃) for any x̃ ∈ h.

To show Ψ is well-defined , we need to prove that the map f : |Uh| → |Uh′| intertwines with the brackets and cobrackets
of the corresponding spaces. Explicitly, we want to prove the equalities

f ◦ [−,−]ρ = [−,−]ρ
′
◦ f, (2.15)

f ◦ δq = δq′ ◦ f. (2.16)

By assumption, there exist Fox derivatives r = ∂L ⊕ ∂R ∈ LFoxf (Uh, Uh′)⊕ RFoxf (Uh, Uh′) such that

(fq − q′f)⊕ (fρ− ρ′f) = −µr ⊕−τr. (2.17)

Let a, b ∈ Uh. To ease the notation, we will not distinguish between the Hopf algebra operations on Uh and Uh′. Firstly,
notice that the assignment ρ 7→ [−,−]ρ is natural in the sense that f ◦ [−,−]ρ = [−,−]fρ. Indeed,

f [|ã|, |b̃|]ρ = |f(b̃′S(ρ(ã′′, b̃′′)′)ã′ρ(ã′′, b̃′′)′′)|
= |b′S((fρ)(ã′′, b̃′′)′)a′(fρ)(ã′′, b̃′′)′′|
= [|ã|, |b̃|]fρ

3We do not distinguish between the Lie map f : h → h′ and its associated algebra map f : Uh → Uh′.
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But then equation (2.17) implies,
f [−,−]ρ = [−,−]ρ

′f − [−,−]τr

The Fox paring τr : Uh ⊗ Uh → Uh′ is exact in the sense of Definition 2.14. According to Proposition 2.15, [−,−]τr
must be null, so that equation (2.15) is satisfied.

Notice now that

fdq(ã) = f(ã′S(q(ã′′)′))⊗ f(q(ã′′)′′)
= a′S(fq(ã′′)′)⊗ fq(ã′′)′′

= dfq(ã)

for any ã ∈ Uh, and similarly for fdqt . Analogously to before, this implies that the assignment q → δq is natural, in the
sense that fδq = δfq . Equation (2.17) now yields that

fδq = δq′f − δµr.

The quasi-derivation µr : Uh→ Uh′ is exact in the sense of Definition 2.22, which means that the cobracket δµr must be
null (cf. Proposition 2.24). This last statement implies that equation (2.16) is indeed satisfied.

3 Lie cohomology
Our goal for this chapter is to make precise the connection between the category Fox and Lie algebra cohomology. We
introduce the cateogry RelCo of relative Lie cocycles, and the category RelE of relative abelian extensions of Lie
algebras. Schematically, we prove special (non-full) subcategories of Fox, RelCo, and RelE are all equivalent. Our
notion of relative Lie cohomology is not related to Chevalley and Eilenberg’s [CE48, §22], but rather to Kawazumi and
Kuno’s [KK10]. In this way, the equivalence RelCo ∼= RelE can be seen as a generalization of the classical result
equating regular Lie cohomology with abelian extensions, which we review presently.

Motivation
Let g be a Lie algebra and M an abelian g-module. Recall how a Lie algebra e is an abelian extension of g by M if it slots
into a short exact sequence:

0 M e g 0 .

Two abelian extensions e and e′ are equivalent if there exists an isomorphism φ : e → e′ such that the following is a
commutative diagram:

M e g

M e′ g

i

idM

p

φ idg

i′ p′

.

We denote the set of such equivalence classes by Ext(g,M). Given a Chevalley-Eilenberg 2-cocycle [c] ∈ H2(g,M), we
can construct an abelian extension of g

0 M g×cM g 0,

where the Lie bracket on g×cM is given by

[(x1, v1), (x2, v2)] = ([x1, x2], x2 · v1 − x1 · v2 + c(x2, x2)).

It is a well-known fact that

Theorem 3.1 ([CE48]). There is a one-to-one correspondence between H2(g,M) and equivalence classes of abelian
extensions of g by M ; it is induced by the map

D : [c] 7→ M g×cM g

from H2(g,M) into Ext(g,M).

It is understood that this correspondence is actually functorial (see [Wei94, §7.6]. A way to view this explicitly is by
phrasing Theorem 3.1 as an equivalence between appropriately defined categories. We will do this schematically:
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• Let LieE stand for the category of abelian Lie extensions. Its objects consist of short exact sequences of Lie
algebras

M e g ,

where M is an abelian Lie algebra. Morphisms are defined in the natural way.

• Let LieCo stand for the category of Lie cohomology. Its objects consist of triplets (g,M, c), whereM is an abelian
g-module and c ∈ Z2(g,M) is a Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain in the sense of [CE48]. Morphisms are also triplets g

g′
G ,

M

M ′

α , r

 ,

where r ∈ C1(g,M ′) satisfies dr = αc− c′G.

Theorem 3.2. The functor D : LieCo→ LieE defined on objects and morphisms, respectively, by

(g,M, c) 7−→
(
M g×cM g

)
, g

g′
G ,

M

M ′

α , r

 7−→
 M

M ′

α ,

g×cM

g′ ×c′ M ′

σ ,

g

g′
G

 ,

where σ(x,m) := (G(x), α(m) + r(x)), is an equivalence of categories.

Although the previous theorem is phrased in an unusual way, it contains the same information as Theorem 3.1. We insist
on this presentation because it is easier to generalize to relative Lie cohomology, which is our goal for the coming section.
As mentioned earlier, our definition of relative Lie cohomology follows [KK10], so we borrow their notation.

3.1 Relative cohomology
Let f : h → g be a Lie algebra map and M a left g module. The map f induces an h-module structure on M via
x ·m := f(x) ·m for all x ∈ h and m ∈M .

Definition 3.3. Given a Lie map f : h → g we define the cohomology of g with coefficients in M relative to f as the
cohomology of the total complex

M M

HomK(h,M) HomK(g,M)

HomK(
∧2

h,M) HomK(
∧2

g,M)

HomK(
∧3

h,M) HomK(
∧3

g,M)

...
...

d

−id

−d

d

−f∗

−d

d

−f∗

−d

−f∗

, (3.1)

where d stands for the appropriate iteration of the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential. For reference, dm(x) = x · m for
m ∈M and x ∈ h, and

dω(x1, . . . , xn+1) =
∑
i

(−1)i+1xi · ω(x1, . . . , x̂i, . . . , xn+1)

+
∑
i<j

(−1)i+jω([xi, xj ], x1, . . . , x̂i, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xn+1)

whenever ω ∈ HomK(
∧n

h,M). We use the notation H∗(g, h;M) for the ∗-th relative cohomology space.
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In practice, we will truncate the first row of the complex (3.1), so that

Tot(M)1 = HomK(g,M);

Tot(M)2 = HomK(h,M)⊕ HomK(

2∧
g,M);

Tot(M)3 = HomK(

2∧
h,M)⊕ HomK(

3∧
g,M).

Our notion of relative Lie cohomology does not match that of Chevalley and Eilenberg [CE48], but it coincides with
Kawazumi and Kuno’s [KK10]. Given a cochain map f : (A∗, d) → (C∗, δ) between two cochain complexes, recall
that its mapping cone C∗−1 ×f A∗ is the complex whose term of degree n is (C∗−1 ×f A∗)n := Cn−1 ⊕An, and with
differential

Dn(cn−1, an) := (δn−1cn−1 − fnan,−dnan).

Let P∗ Kε and F∗ Kε be Ug and Uh-projective resolutions of K, such that P0 = Ug and Fo = Uh. We can choose
a chain map f : F∗ → P∗ that respects the morphism f : Uh → Ug and the respective augmentation maps. Kawazumi
and Kuno define the cohomology of g relative to f with coefficients M as the cohomology of the mapping cone

H∗(g, h;M) := H∗((HomUh(F∗−1,M))×f∗ HomUg(P∗,M))

of the cochain map f∗ : HomUg(P∗,M)→ HomUh(F∗,M). Both definitions coincide if we choose P∗ and F∗ to be the
Chevalley-Eilenberg complexes of g and h, respectively.

3.2 Relative extensions
Definition 3.4. We write RelE for the category whose objects are commutative diagrams between Lie algebras of the
sort:

h

e g

f
s

p

, (3.2)

with the added requirement that the Lie map p : e → g should be surjective with an abelian kernel. The morphisms in
RelE consist of Lie maps H : h→ h′, G : g→ g′, and E : e→ e′, which fit into commutative diagrams

h g

h′ g′

H

f

G

f ′

,

h e

h′ e′

s

H E

s′

,

e g

e g′

p

E G

p′

.

The composition of morphisms in RelE is defined in the natural way. Whenever

h

e g

f
s

p

∈ Ob(RelE),

we say e is an abelian extension of g by ker p relative to f : h→ g. Relative Lie algebra extensions are also extensions in
the classical sense.

Remark 3.5. In the notation of diagram (3.2, let u : g→ e be a section of the projection p : e→ g. Notice that ker p is a
g-module with respect to the action

g ·m := [m,u(g)] (3.3)

for any g ∈ g and m ∈ ker p. Since ker p is abelian, this action is independent of the choice of section.

Definition 3.6. We write RelCo for the category whose objects consist of the data:

(f : h→ g, M, w ⊕ c ∈ Z2(g, h;M)),

where f : h → g is a Lie algebra map and M is an abelian g-module. Morphisms now consist of Lie maps H : h → h′,
G : g→ g′, α :M →M ′, and a cochain r ∈ C1(g, h;M ′) = HomK(g,M

′), such that

δr = (αω − ω′H)⊕ (αc− c′(G⊗G)).
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Here, we are implicitly considering M ′ as a g-module through G:

x ·m = G(x) ·m, for allx ∈ g andm ∈M ′.

Additionally, we also ask that the Lie maps satisfy the commutativity constraint Gf = fH , and also that

α(x ·m) = G(x) · α(m)

for all x ∈ g and m ∈ M . Composing the Lie map components of morphisms in RelCo is straightforward, but if
r ∈ C1(g, h;M ′) and r′ ∈ C1(g′, h′;M ′′), then we define

r′ ◦RelCo r = α′r + r′G.

We can check by direct computation that the composition ◦RelCo is indeed associative.

Proposition 3.7. The functor F : RelCo→ RelE, defined on objects by

(
h g

f
, M, ω ⊕ c ∈ Z2(g, h;M)

)
7→

h

g×cM g

f
f×ω

,

and on morphisms by
h g

h′ g′

f

H G

f ′

,

M

M ′

α , r ∈ C1(g, h;M ′)

 7→


h g

h′ g′

f

H G

f ′

,

h g×cM

h′ g′ ×c′ M ′

f×ω

H σ

f ′×ω′

,

g×cM g

g′ ×c′ M ′ g′

σ G

 ,

where σ(x,m) = (G(x), α(m) + r(x)) for all (x,m) ∈ g×cM , is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. We prove the functor F is well defined in Appendix A.11. Firstly, we will prove that F is essentially surjective.
Let

O =

h

e g

f
s

p

be an arbitrary object in RelE. We choose a section u : g→ e of the map p, and define the relative cochain

ω ⊕ c ∈ Z2(g, h; ker p);

c(x, y) = [u(x), u(y)]− u([x, y]), for x, y ∈ g,

ω(h) = s(h)− us(h), for h ∈ h.

Here, we regard ker p as a g-module with respect to the action

x ·m = [m,u(x)],

for x ∈ g and m ∈ ker p. We can define a morphism from F(O) to O in RelE by the data:

h g

h g

f

id id

f

,

h g×c ker p

h e

f×ω

id ψ

s

,

g×c ker p g

e g

ψ id

p

;

where ψ(x,m) = u(x) +m for all (x,m) ∈ g×c ker p. The map ψ is actually an isomorphism of Lie algebras, and thus
defines an isomorphism in RelE. The invertibility of ψ is implied by the commutativity of the diagram

0 ker p g×c ker p g 0

0 ker p e g 0

id ψ id

p

,
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where each of the rows is a short exact sequence. We will now prove that the functor F is fully faithful. Denote two
objects in RelCo by

X = (f : h→ g, M, ω ⊕ c ∈ Z2(g, h;M)), Y = (f ′ : h′ → g′, M ′, ω′ ⊕ c′ ∈ Z2(g′, h′;M ′)).

To prove that F : RelCo(X,Y )→ RelE(F (X), F (Y )) is a bijection, we propose an explicit inverse,

G : RelE(F (x), F (Y ))→ RelCo(X,Y ),

defined by
h g

h′ g′

f

H G

f ′

,

h g×cM

h′ g′ ×c′ M ′

f×ω

H φ

f ′×ω′

,

g×cM g

g′ ×′
cM

′ g′

φ

π

G

π′

 7→


h g

h′ g′

f

H G

f ′

,

M

M ′

φ|M , r ∈ C1(g, h;M ′)

 ,

where r(x) = φ(u(x))− u′(G(x)) for the choice of sections

u : g→ g×cM
x 7→ (x, 0)

and
u′ : g′ → g′ ×c′ M ′

x 7→ (x, 0)

of π and π′, respectively. Note that condition π′φ = Gπ implies that φ truly restricts to a map φ|M : M → M ′.
Additionally,

π′r(x) = (π′φ)u(x)− (π′u′)G(x) = G(πu)(x)−G(x) = 0,

which verifies r(x) ∈M ′ = kerπ′ for all x ∈ g.

The map G is indeed an inverse to F. We can explicitly see this on the relevant morphism data of RelCo and RelE,
respectively:

G ◦ F : C1(g, h;M ′) ∋ r 7→ (x 7→σu(x)− u′G(x)
= (G(x), r(x))− (G(x), 0)

= (0, r(x)) );

(3.4)

F ◦ G : IsoLie(g×cM, g′ ×c′ M ′) ∋ φ 7→ ( (x,m) 7→(G(x), φ|M (m) + r(x))

= φ(x,m) ).
(3.5)

To verify the last equality, notice that the conditions π′φ = Gπ and φ(0,m) ∈ kerπ′ for all m ∈ M imply that ϕ is of
the form

φ(x,m) = (G(x), φ|M (m) + ϕ(x));

equation (3.5) follows from a straightforward calculation showing ϕ = r.

3.3 Revisiting Fox

As can be gauged from its definition, the category RelCo is intimately related to Fox, except the former seemingly needs
more information to specify an object. In this subsection, we define a subcategory RelCoη of RelCo, and explicitly tie
it to Fox. For completeness, we also define the subcategory RelEη of RelE which corresponds to RelCoη under the
equivalence of Proposition 3.7.

Let h an arbitrary Lie algebra. For the remainder of this paper, we will mainly be dealing with cohomology spaces
H∗(h⊕ h, h;Uh), where the (h⊕ h)-module structure on Uh is given by

(x⊕ y) · a = xa− ay,

and we compute cohomology relative to the diagonal map,

∆ : h −→ h⊕ h

x 7−→ x⊕ x
. (3.6)

We will not be dealing with the entirety of RelCo, but rather with sufficiently refined subcategories.
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Definition 3.8. Let RelCo∆ be the (non-full) subcategory of RelCo comprised of triplets of the form

(∆ : h→ h⊕ h, Uh, ω ⊕ c ∈ Z2(h⊕ h, h;Uh)),

where we restrict the notion of morphisms so that these consist of the data

(f : h→ h′, r ∈ C1(h⊕ h, h;Uh′))

satisfying that
δr = (fω − ω′f)⊕ (fc− c′(f ⊗ f)).

To bridge the gap between Fox and RelCo∆, we can recast the definition of the former so that it more closely resembles
the latter. Given a Lie algebra h, we can essentially treat quasi-derivations and Fox pairings in Uh as cocycles in H2(h⊕
h, h;Uh). Let f : h→ h′ be an arbitrary but fixed Lie map; we define the total complex

M(f) :=

Qderf (Uh, Uh′) LFoxf (Uh, Uh′)⊕ RFoxf (Uh, Uh′)

B3(h⊕ h, h;Uh′) Foxf (Uh, Uh′)

0 0

...
...

σ

−µ
−τ

−g
(3.7)

where B3(h⊕ h, h;Uh′) suggestively denotes the linear subspace defined by

B3(h⊕ h, h;Uh′) := {w ∈ HomK(K ⊗K,Uh′) |w = σ(q) + g(ρ) for some q ⊕ ρ ∈ C2(M(f))},

and K stands for the kernel of the augmentation map, ε : Uh→ K. The relevant maps are given by

µ(∂L ⊕ ∂R)(a) = ∂L(a) + ∂R(a),

σ(q)(a, b) = q(a)b+ aq(b)− q(ab),
τ(∂L ⊕ ∂R)(a, b) = ∂L(a)D(b) +D(a)∂R(b),

g(ρ) = ρ,

for a, b ∈ Uh. As in Section 2, we capitalize on the f -induced Uh-bimodule structure on Uh′, and abbreviate

xay = x · a · y = f(x)af(y)

for x, y ∈ Uh, a ∈ Uh′. Notice that the notion of exact Fox pairing and exact quasi-derivation we described in previous
sections (see Definition 2.14 and Definition 2.22, respectively), matches the notion of exactness we can extract from the
total complex (3.7). Moreover, the condition q ∈ Qder(−ρ) is equivalent to asking that q ⊕ ρ ∈ Z2(M(idh)), so we can
rephrase Fox as the category consisting of objects of the form

(h, q ⊕ ρ ∈ Z2(M(idh))),

and in which the set of morphisms between objects (h, q ⊕ ρ) and (h′, q′ ⊕ ρ′) is given by

{f : h→ h′, r ∈ C1(M(f)) | δM(f)r = (fq − q′f)⊕ (fρ− ρ′(f ⊗ f))}

Proposition 3.9. The functor E : Fox→ RelCo∆, defined on objects and morphisms, respectively, by

(h, q ⊕ ρ) 7→ (∆ : h→ h⊕ h, Uh, ωq ⊕ cρ),
h

h′

f , r ∈ C1(M(f))

 7→


h

h′

f ,

Uh

Uh′

f ,E(r) ∈ C1(h⊕ h, h;Uh′)

 ,

is fully faithful, where

ωq(x) = q(x) for all x ∈ h;

cρ(v, w) = ρ(v1, w2)− ρ(w1, v2) for all v = v1 ⊕ v2, w = w1 ⊕ w2 ∈ h⊕ h;

for r = ∂L ⊕ ∂R, E(r)(h1 ⊕ h2) = ∂L(h1) + ∂R(h2).
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Proof. Let δ denote the differential in the Chevalley-Eilenberg total complex (3.1). To check that E is well defined, we
should verify that

δ(ωq ⊕ cρ) = (dωq −∆∗cρ)⊕ dcρ = 0⊕ 0.

We can check by direct computation that dcρ is identically zero for all Fox pairings ρ. Likewise, let x, y ∈ h, then

dωq(x, y) = x · ωq(y)− y · ωq(x)− ωq([x, y])
= xq(y)− q(y)x− yq(x) + q(x)y − q(xy) + q(yx)

= (xq(y) + q(x)y − q(xy))− (q(y)x+ yq(x)− q(yx))
= ρ(x, y)− ρ(y, x)
= cρ(x⊕ x, y ⊕ y) = ∆∗cρ(x, y),

where on the third equality we used that q ∈ Qder(−ρ).

To verify that E is fully faithful, consider two objects in Fox, X := (h, q ⊕ ρ) and Y := (h′, q′ ⊕ ρ′). To check that
Fox(X,Y) and RelCo∆(E(X),E(Y)) have the same cardinality, we need to construct a bijection between the sets

C1(M(f)) and S := {s ∈ C1(h⊕ h, h;Uh′) | δs = (fωq − ωq′f)⊕ (fcρ − cρ′(f ⊗ f))},

for any Lie morphism f : h → h′. By the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem, any left (resp. right) Fox derivative on
LFoxf (Uh, Uh′) (resp. RFoxf (Uh, Uh′)) is fully determined by its values on h. Given s ∈ S, we define sL (resp. sR) as
the unique left (resp. right) Fox derivative such that

sL(x) = s(x⊕ 0) (resp. sR(x) = s(0⊕ x)) for all x ∈ h.

To check that sL and sR are well defined, notice that, since s ∈ S,

ds(x⊕ 0, y ⊕ 0) = fcρ(x⊕ 0, y ⊕ 0)− cρ′(f(x)⊕ 0, f(y)⊕ 0).

But cρ(x⊕ 0, y ⊕ 0) = ρ(x, 0)− ρ(y, 0) = 0, and similarly for cρ′ . It follows that

ds(x⊕ 0, y ⊕ 0) = 0 for all x, y ∈ h. (3.8)

Now we may compute

sL([x, y]) = s([x, y]⊕ 0) = f(x)s(y ⊕ 0)− f(y)s(x⊕ 0)

= f(x)sL(y)− f(y)sL(x)
= sL(xy)− sL(yx),

where we used equation (3.8) on the second equality, and the condition that sL be a left Fox derivative on the last one.
This shows sL is well defined on Uh, and an analogous argument works for sR. We can check by direct computation that

S −→ C1(M(f))

s 7−→ sL ⊕ sR,

is an inverse to E : C1(M(f))→ S.

The functor E : Fox→ RelCo∆ is not essentially surjective. This is why we restrict to finer subcategories to obtain an
equivalence.

Definition 3.10. Let Foxη be the full subcategory of Fox consisting of objects of the form,

(f, q ⊕ ρ ∈ Z2(M(idf))),

where f is isomorphic to a free Lie algebra4. Analogously, let RelCoη be the full subcategory of RelCo∆ in which
objects are of the form

(∆ : f→ f⊕ f, U f, ω ⊕ c ∈ Z2(f⊕ f, f;M)), (3.9)

where f is isomorphic to a free Lie algebra.

Theorem 3.11. Restricted to the subcategory Foxη , the functor E : Foxη → RelCoη is an equivalence of categories.

4The isomorphism between f and the free Lie algebra is not specified, and it need not be preserved by the morphisms in Foxη .
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Proof. All that remains to show is that E is essentially surjective. To simplify the notation, suppose f is a free Lie algebra,
as opposed to just isomorphic to one. Since f is free, then the following is a (U f⊗ U f)−projective resolution of K:

P∗ : 0 K ⊗K (K ⊗ U f)⊕ (U f⊗K) U f⊗ U f K,f g ε⊗ε (3.10)

where f(x) = x ⊕ x for all x ∈ K ⊗K and g(x ⊕ y) = x − y for x ∈ K ⊗ U f and y ∈ U f ⊗K. We are viewing our
spaces as left (U f⊗ U f)-modules through the action

(a⊗ b) · (x⊗ y) = ax⊗ by.

Note also the left (U f⊗ U f)-module structure on U f, (a⊗ b) · x = axS(b).

We also consider the Chevalley-Eilenberg chain complex as a separate (U f⊗ U f)−projective resolution:

Q∗ : · · · (U f⊗ U f)⊗
∧2

(f⊕ f) (U f⊗ U f)⊗ (f⊕ f) U f⊗ U f Kd2 d1 ε⊗ε

It follows that there must exist chain maps D∗ : P∗ → Q∗ and E∗ : Q∗ → P∗ inducing the identity on K. In particular,
we pinpoint the algebra morphism

E2 : (U f⊗ U f)⊗
2∧
(f⊕ f)→ K ⊗K

(a⊗ b)⊗ (x ∧ y) 7→ ay1 ⊗ bx2 − ax1 ⊗ by2.

There must also exist a uniquely defined chain homotopy Ψ∗ : Q∗ → Q∗+1 connecting D∗E∗ : Q∗ → Q∗ to the identity
on Q∗.

We can verify by direct computation that the map

HomUf⊗Uf(K ⊗K,U f)→ Fox(U f)

ρ 7→ ((a, b) 7→ ρ(a, S(b))

is a bijection. For clarity, we will leave it implicit, so that we can interpret (D2)
∗ as a map between the spaces5

(D2)
∗ : HomK(

2∧
(f⊕ f), U f)→ Fox(U f).

With the previous set-up, let

(∆ : f→ f⊕ f, U f, ω ⊕ c ∈ Z2(f⊕ f, f;U f)) ∈ Ob(RelCoη). (3.11)

Consider now (f, qω ⊕ ρc ∈ Z2(M(idf))) ∈ Ob(Foxη), where

ρc := (D2)
∗c,

and qω is uniquely defined by imposing that qω ∈ Qder(−ρc) and

qω(αi) = ω(αi) + ∆∗(Ψ1)
∗c(αi)

for all i ∈ I .

Since qω ∈ Qder(−ρc), qω ⊕ ρc ∈ Z2(M(idf)). Additionally,

E(qω ⊕ ρc) = (ω +∆∗(Ψ1)
∗c)⊕ (D2 ◦ E2)

∗c,

where we used E(ρ) = cρ = (E2)
∗ρ for any ρ ∈ Fox(U f). It follows that

E(qω ⊕ ρc)− ω ⊕ c = ∆∗(Ψ1)
∗c⊕ d(Ψ1)

∗c = δ(−(Ψ1)
∗c),

where we used the condition that Ψ∗ is a chain homotopy. This implies that

(idf , idUf,−(Ψ1)
∗c ∈ C1(f⊕ f, f;U f))

is an isomorphism in RelCoη between the objects E(f, qω ⊕ ρc) and (∆, U f, ω ⊕ c).
5We have also made the identification HomUf⊗Uf((U f⊗ U f)⊗

∧2(f⊕ f), U f) ∼= HomK(
∧2(f⊕ f), U f).
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For future reference, we also define a category RelEη; it will be (equivalent to) the subcategory of RelE that corresponds
to RelCoη under the categorical equivalence of Proposition 3.7. Unlike RelCoη , the objects of RelEη will be decorated
with a module isomorphism.

Definition 3.12. Let RelEη be the category with objects consisting of pairs
f

e f⊕ f

g
∆

p

, ker p U f
ϕ

 ,

where f is isomorphic to a free Lie algebra, and the commutative diagram in Lie algebras satisfies that

• The map p is surjective with an abelian kernel;

• The diagonal map ∆ : f→ f⊕ f is given by ∆(x) = x⊕ x.

The map ϕ : ker p→ U f is an isomorphism of f⊕ f-modules, where the action on U f is given by

x · a := xa− ax

for x ∈ f and a ∈ U f. Recall how a choice of section of p : e → f ⊕ f defined an f⊕ f-module structure on ker p (cf.
equation (3.3)). Morphisms in RelEη consist of pairs of Lie maps

(f : f→ f′, ψ : e→ e′)

which slot into commutative diagrams:

f e

f′ e′

s

f ψ

s′

e f⊕ f

e′ f′ ⊕ f′

p

ψ f⊕f

p′

ker p U f

ker p′ U f′

ϕ

ψ f

ϕ′

Notice that the condition that p′ψ(m) = (f ⊕ f)p(m) for all m ∈ e ensures that ψ restricts to a map on the kernels of the
projections.

The following result follows immediately from the equivalence of categories RelE and RelCo; we state it for the sake
of completeness:

Proposition 3.13. The functor F : RelCoη → RelEη , defined on objects by

(∆ : f→ f⊕ f, U f, ω ⊕ c ∈ Z2(f⊕ f, f;U f)) 7→


f

(f⊕ f)×c U f f⊕ f

∆
∆×ω

, id : U f→ U f

 ,

and on morphisms by 
f

f

f , r ∈ C1(f⊕ f, f;U f′)

 7→


f

f′

f

e×c U f

e′ ×e′ U f′

σ

 ,

where σ(x,m) = (ψ(x), α(m) + r(x)), is an equivalence of categories.

4 Operads
In this chapter, we construct bracket and cobracket operations out of right operad modules in the category of small CoAlg-
enriched small categories. Unfortunately, we cannot define a nontrivial functor Λ : OpRCat(CoAlg) → GoTu.
Rather, the category OpRCat(CoAlg) must become sufficiently decorated before we can produce operations out of it.
In particular, we must have a notion of parenthesizations as objects in our candidate operad modules, and they must come
with a marked operation in arity one (cf. Definition 4.5). Our intention is to produce diagrams in RelEη from operad
modules. Given the equivalences of categories RelEη ∼= RelCoη ∼= Foxη , and the functor Ψ : Fox → GoTu, such
a diagram would contain the information needed to define bracket and cobracket operations. We close this chapter by
reviewing Gonzalez’ PaCDf -operad module of framed paranthesized chord diagrams of genus g, PaCDf

g , and then
computing the bracket and cobracket we may extract from them.
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4.1 Operad modules
Definition 4.1. [Gon20, §1] Let C be a symmetric monoidal category. We write OpR C for the category of pairs (P,M),
where P is an operad in C and M is a right P-module. A morphism (P,M) → (Q,N ) consists of an operad map
f : P → Q and a P-module map g :M→N , where N is regarded as a P-module via f .

All our operads and operad modules will be pointed in the sense of [Gon20]. For our purposes, this essentially means
there exist operations of arity zero.

Definition 4.2. Let Cat(CoAlg) denote the symmetric monoidal category of small CoAlg-enriched categories. We
write Pa for the operad of parenthesized permutations in Cat(CoAlg). More explicitly, for each n > 0, Pa(n) is the
category defined by:

1. Objects of Pa(n) consist of maximal parenthesized permutations of the set {1, . . . , n}.

2. For any two parenthesized permutations σ and σ′,

morPa(n)(σ, σ
′) =

{
K if σ = σ′,

0 otherwise

We also set Pa(0) = Pa(1). The operadic composition in Pa(n) is defined by substituting parenthesizations in place
of numbers. Composing with Pa(0) on the right deletes the corresponding number. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we will use the
following shorthand notation:

di : Ob(Pa(n)) −→ Ob(Pa(n+ 1))

pn 7−→ pn ◦n,2i (12);

si : Ob(Pa(n)) −→ Ob(Pa(n− 1))

pn 7−→ pn ◦n,0i 1.

Furthermore, we also define:

d0 : Ob(Pa(n)) −→ Ob(Pa(n+ 1))

pn 7−→ (12) ◦2,n2 pn;

dn+1 : Ob(Pa(n)) −→ Ob(Pa(n+ 1))

pn 7−→ (12) ◦2,n1 pn.

Additionally, we abbreviate di := (d0)
i for i ≥ 2.

We can regard Pa as a right operad Pa-module, so that (Pa,Pa) ∈ Ob(OpRCat(CoAlg)). In the future, we will only
deal with operads in OpR (CoAlg) that share the same objects as Pa, in a sense we will make precise presently.

Definition 4.3. Recall that the under category (Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg) is the category in which objects are mor-
phisms F ∈ Mor(OpRCat(CoAlg)) such that dom(F ) = (Pa,Pa), and in which

mor(Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg)


(Pa,Pa)

(P,M)

F ,

(Pa,Pa)

(P ′,M′)

F ′

 =
{
G ∈ morOpRCat(CoAlg)((P,M), (P ′,M′)) |G ◦ F = F ′} .

By abuse of notation, whenever(
(Pa,Pa) (P,M)

(FP ,FM)
)
∈ (Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg)

we will abbreviate FP(σ) = FM(σ) = σ for all parenthesizations σ ∈ Ob(Pa). Furthermore, we will often omit any
mention of the morphism (FP , FM), and simply write (P,M) ∈ (Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg). More plainly, in all
operads and operad modules in (Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg), we can single out special objects as parenthesizations;
morphisms in (Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg) fix these parenthesizations.

Mirroring the notation we introduced in the operad Pa, we define analogous operations in (Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg).
For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, set

si : EndO(n)(d
n−1(1)) −→ EndO(n−1)(sid

n−1(1))

An 7−→ An ◦n,0i u;
(4.1)

di : EndO(n)(d
n−1(1)) −→ EndO(n+1)(did

n−1(1))

An 7−→ An ◦n,2i m;
(4.2)

where u and m denote the multiplicative identity in EndP(0)(1) and EndP(2)(12), respectively6. The S-module O
can stand for either an operad P or an operad module M. For the rest of this section, we will abbreviate ΥM

n :=
EndM(n)(d

n−1(1)). Notice that any (f, g) ∈ Aut(Pa,Pa)/OpR (CoAlg)(P,M) defines Hopf algebra automorphisms
gn : ΥM

n → ΥM
n , since morphisms fix parenthesizations.

6The maps si and di depend on both the operad (module) O and the arity n. The notation does not reflect this, to help with readability.

Page 20 of 55



Lemma 4.4. Let n ≥ 1 be fixed. The operations si and di satisfy the following properties:

sn ◦ dn = idΥn ; (4.3)

sn+1 ◦ dn = idΥn
. (4.4)

Proof. To verify equation (4.4), take a ∈ Υn, then

sn+1 ◦ dn(a) = (a ◦n m) ◦n+1 u = a ◦n (m ◦2 u) = a ◦n 1 = a,

where we have denoted the multiplicative identity in EndP(1)(1) by 1. The proof of equality (4.3) is analogous.

Our overarching goal is to construct bracket and cobracket operations from special operads in OpRCat(CoAlg). The
candidates for this procedure still need to be endowed with additional structure.

Definition 4.5. Let OpR∆ be the category consisting of triplets (P,M, tP), where

(P,M) ∈ (Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg)

and tP ∈ EndP(1)(1) satisfies that
tP ◦1,01 u = 0.

Morphisms in OpR∆ are the morphisms in (Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg) that preserve the marked element tP . In other
words, OpR∆ is the category of elements of the functor

(Pa,Pa)/OpRCat(CoAlg)→ Set

(P,M) 7→ ker(EndP(1)(1)
◦1,0
1 u
−→ EndP(0)(∅,∅)).

The first condition also imposes requirements on the module-map component of morphisms in OpR∆. For all n ≥ 0,
define operations

qMi : M(n)⊗ P(1) −→M(n)

m⊗ p 7−→ m ◦n,1i p.

The commutativity of the diagram

Υn ⊗ EndP(1)(1) Υn

Υn ⊗ EndP(1)(1) Υn

g⊗f

◦n,1
i

g

◦n,1
i

for any morphism (f : P → Q, g :M→N ), implies that

qMi (1⊗ tP) qNi (1⊗ tP)
g

. (4.5)

Definition 4.6. We define the category of Pre-Relative Extensions PRelE to be the category whose objects are commu-
tative diagrams between Lie algebras of the sort:

h̃ h

e g

π

s f

p

, (4.6)

with the added requirements that the Lie map p : e → g be surjective and have an abelian kernel. Morphisms in PRelE
consist of Lie maps E : e→ e′, G : g→ g′, H : h→ h′, and H̃ : h̃→ h̃′, which slot into commutative diagrams:

h g

h′ g′

H

f

G

f ′

,

h̃ e

h̃′ e′

s

H̃ E

s′

,

e g

e′ g′

p

E G

p′

,

h̃ h

h̃′ h′

π

H̃ H

π′

. (4.7)
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Definition 4.7. We define PRelEΓ to be the subcategory of PRelE in which objects like (4.6) come with a marked
section γ : h→ h̃ of π,

h̃ h

e g

π

s f

γ

p

.

Morphisms in PRelEΓ match those in PRelE, but with the added requirement that they preserve the marked sections:

h h̃

h h̃′

γ

H H̃

γ′

. (4.8)

Proposition 4.8. There exists a functor P : PRelEΓ → RelE defined on objects and morphisms, respectively, by

h̃ h

e g

π

s f

γ

p

7−→
h

e g

s◦γ
f

p

.


h g

h′ g′

H

f

G

f ′

,

h̃ e

h̃′ e′

s

H̃ E

s′

,

e g

e′ g′

p

E G

p′

,

h̃ h

h̃′ h′

π

H̃ H

π′

 7→


h g

h′ g′

H

f

G

f ′

,

h e

h′ e′

s◦γ

H E

s′◦γ′
,

e g

e′ g′

p

E G

p′


Proof. To check that P is well-defined, we only need to verify the commutativity of the diagram

h e

h′ e′

s◦γ

H E

s′◦γ′

,

but this follows from the imposed condition (4.8).

We now mean to define a functor from OpR∆ into PRelE. Throughout the following proposition, we will implicitly
identify Hopf algebra maps with their restriction to primitive elements. The bracket between two primitive elements x
and y is defined as

[x, y] = x · y − y · x,

where · stands for the algebraic product in the underlying Hopf algebra. Whenever X ⊂ h is a subset of a Lie algebra, we
denote the ideal generated by X by ⟨X⟩h. Unless it can lead to confusion, we usually drop the subscript h.

Proposition 4.9. For each n ≥ 2, there exist functors Πn : OpR∆ → PRelE. On objects, Πn is defined by

(P,M, tP) 7−→
Kn Kn/⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩

gn+1 (Kn/⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩)⊕2

π

dn ∆

sn+1⊕sn

,

where
gn+1 := (Hn+1/

⊕
i∈{n,n+1}

⟨qi(1⊗ tP)⟩)/⟨[ker(sn+1 ⊕ sn), ker(sn+1 ⊕ sn)]⟩.

We have also set:

• Kn := ker(sn : Υn → Υn−1);

• Hn := ker(sn−1 ◦ s:nΥn → Υn−2);
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• The map ∆ is the diagonal map, so that ∆(m) = m⊕m for all m ∈ Kn/⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩.

On morphisms, Πn is defined in the natural way. Explicitly,

(P,M)

(P ′,M′)

gf 7−→


KM
n

KN
n

gn ,

KM
n /⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩

KN
n /⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩

gn ,

(KM
n /⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩)⊕

2

(KN
n /⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩)⊕

2

gn⊕gn ,

gMn+1

gNn+1

gn+1


Proof. The functorial nature of the map Πn is apparent, since we essentially only used the operadic composition to
construct the corresponding object in PRelE. We only need to check that the functor is well-defined. We will not
distinguish between Lie algebra maps and the maps they induce on various quotients.

Take a ∈ Kn. In accordance with equations (4.3) and (4.4),

sn+1 ⊕ sn(dn(a)) = a⊕ a = ∆(a),

which implies the diagram Πn(P,M, tP) is commutative.

Now take instead a ∈ Kn, then
sn ◦ sn+1(dn(a)) = sn(a) = 0

by assumption, implying that the map dn : Kn → gn+1 is well-defined.

Next, we would like to prove the map

sn+1 ⊕ sn : gn+1 → (Kn/⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩)⊕2

is well-defined. Firstly, notice the equations

sn ◦ sn+1(a) = (a ◦n+1 u) ◦n u = (a ◦n u) ◦n u = sn ◦ sn(a).

These imply that if a ∈ Hn+1, then sn+1 ⊕ sn(a) ∈ Kn ⊕Kn. We also need to prove that

sn+1 ⊕ sn(qi(1⊗ tP)) ∈ ⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩

for i = n, n+ 1. But notice that

sn ◦ qn(1⊗ tP) = (1 ◦n tP) ◦n u

= (1 ◦n u) ◦n tP
= 1 ◦n tP
= qn(1⊗ tP);

sn+1 ◦ qn(1⊗ tP) = (1 ◦n tP) ◦n+1 u = 1 ◦n (tP ◦1 u) = 0;

where for the last equality we used the second requirement from Definition 4.5. Similarly, sn◦qn+1(1⊗tP) = qn(1⊗tP)
and sn+1 ◦ qn+1(1⊗ tP) = 0.

The previous arguments prove that the assignment Πn is well-defined on objects. With regards to morphisms, the only
possible point of contention comes from quotienting by subspaces of the sort

⊕
i∈I⟨qMi (1⊗ tp)⟩, but notice how equation

(4.5) already shows that these subalgebras are equivariant with respect to operadic module maps.

For a fixed n ≥ 2 and (P,M, tP) ∈ OpR∆, let us introduce some shorthand notation to do with the components of
Πn(P,M, tP):

• Kn := Kn/⟨qn(1⊗ tP)⟩;

• M := ker(sn+1 ⊕ sn : gn+1 → Kn ⊕Kn).

Given Proposition 4.9, it is clear we still need to enhance objects in OpR∆ with both a choice of section γ : Kn → Kn

of the canonical projection, and a Kn⊕Kn-module isomorphism between M and UKn. To reiterate, M is a Kn⊕Kn-
module with respect to the action

(x⊕ y) ·m := [m,u(x⊕ y)],
where u : Kn ⊕ Kn → gn+1 is a section7 of the projection sn+1 ⊕ sn : gn+1 → Kn. On the other hand, UKn is a
Kn ⊕Kn-module with respect to the action

(x⊕ y) · a = xa− ay.

We now introduce a framed counterpart to OpR∆:
7Since M is abelian by definition, this action is independent from the choice of section
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Definition 4.10. For a fixed n ≥ 2, let OpR∆
f (n) be the category consisting of triplets(

(P,M, tP) ∈ OpR∆, γ : Kn → Kn, ϕ :M → UKn

)
,

where γ is a section of the natural projection π : Kn → Kn, and ϕ is an isomorphism of Kn ⊕Kn-modules. We also
add the requirement that Kn must be isomorphic to a free Lie algebra. Morphisms in OpR∆

f (n) consist of morphisms in
OpR∆ that preserve the marked sections and module isomorphisms. More precisely,

(F,G) ∈ morOpR∆
f (n)


(P,M, tP),

Kn

Kn

γ ,
M

UKn

ϕ

 ,

(P ′,M′, tP′),
K

′
n

K ′
n

γ′ ,
M ′

UK
′
n

ϕ′




if and only if (F,G) is a morphism between the corresponding objects in OpR∆ and the following diagrams are commu-
tative:

Kn Kn

K
′
n K ′

n

γ

G G

γ′

,

M UKn

M ′ UK
′
n

ϕ

G G

ϕ′

.

Proposition 4.11. Let n ≥ 2. There exist a functors Dn : OpR∆
f (n)→ RelEη , defined on objects by(P,M, tP),

Kn

Kn

γ ,

M

UKn

ϕ

 7−→
Aγ :=

Kn

gn+1 Kn ⊕Kn

dn◦γ
∆

sn+1⊕sn

,

M

UKn

ϕ

 , (4.9)

and in the natural way on morphisms.

Proof. Let ((P,M), γ, ϕ) ∈ OpR∆
f (n). Firstly, notice that Dn is well-defined, as M = ker sn+1 ⊕ sn ⊂ gn+1 is

expressly abelian. By Propositions 4.8 and 4.9, the assignment

((P,M, tP), γ, ϕ) 7−→
Kn Kn

gn+1 Kn ⊕Kn

π

dn ∆

γ

sn+1⊕sn

7−→ Aγ

is functorial. Lastly, morphisms in OpR∆
f (n) preserve the marked map ϕ by definition.

Definition 4.12. Let n ≥ 2. We define the functor Λn : OpR∆
f (n)→ GoTu as the composition

Λn : OpR∆
f (n) RelEη RelCoη Foxη GoTu

Dn F−1 E−1 Ψ . (4.10)

Remark 4.13. The composition (E−1)(F−1)Dn : OpR∆
f (n)→ Fox is what we called the functor ICn in the Introduction.

Rather than giving a convoluted formula for the bracket and cobracket operations extractable from an arbitrary object of
OpR∆

f (n), we will focus on a specific example, and compute the operations associated to Gonzalez’ operad module of
framed genus g chord diagrams PaCDf

g . Nevertheless, although the bracket and cobracket may be difficult to discern,
we note that their underlying Hopf algebra is just the space UKn.

4.2 Infinitesimal braid algebras
The usual operad of parenthesized chord diagrams is defined in terms of the Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebras tn. The operad
PaCDf and the operad module PaCDf

g are instead concerned with framed and higher genus analogues of tn, respec-
tively. We spend this subsection studying these infinitesimal braid algebras, denoted by tfn and tfg,n. Recall how we need
to have some non-trivial information regarding the endomorphism spaces of operad modules before we can extract bracket
and cobracket operations from them (cf. Definition 4.12). This section is mostly technical, in the sense that our goal is to
gain this information by studying several quotients of the algebras tfg,n.
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Definition 4.14. Let tfn denote the degree completion of the graded Lie algebra over K with generators tij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,
subject to relations

tij = tji, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n; (FS)

[tij , tkl] = 0 if {i, j} ∩ {k, l} = ∅; (FL)

[tij , tik + tjk] = 0 if {i, j} ∩ {k} = ∅. (F4T)

We will call the tfn the framed Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebras.

Remark 4.15. The generators tii are central for all i = 1, . . . n, so that tfn decomposes as the direct sum of Lie algebras

tfn =

n⊕
i=1

Ktii ⊕ tn, (4.11)

where tn stands for the usual Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebra in n generators.

Proposition 4.16 ([Gon20], §2.2). The Lie algebras tfn furnish an operad tf in the category Lie of Lie algebras over K.
We write

tf := {tfn}n≥0,

and define the partial compositions by

◦k : tfI ⊕ tfJ → tfJ⊔(I−{k})

(0, tαβ) 7→ tαβ

(tij , 0) 7→


tij if k /∈ {i, j}∑
p∈J tpj if k = i, k ̸= j∑
{p,q}⊂J tpq if k = i = j

(4.12)

whenever I and J are finite sets with k ∈ I .

Definition 4.17. Let tfg,n denote the degree completion of the graded Lie algebra over K with generators tij , for 1 ≤
i, j ≤ n; xai , yai for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and 1 ≤ a ≤ g, where

deg(tij) = 2, deg(xai ) = deg(yai ) = 1,

subject to relations (FS), (FL), (F4T), as well as

[xai , y
b
j ] = δabtij for all i ̸= j, (Sg)

[xai , x
b
j ] = [yai , y

b
j ] = 0 for all i ̸= j, (Ng)

g∑
a=1

[xai , y
a
i ] = −

∑
j:j ̸=i

tij − 2(g − 1)tii, (FTg)

[xak, tij ] = [yak , tij ] = 0 if {i, j} ∩ {k} = ∅, (FLg)

[xai + xaj , tij ] = [yai + yaj , tij ] = 0 for all i, j. (F4Tg)

We call the tfg,n framed Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebras of genus g.

Proposition 4.18. [Gon20, §3.4] The Lie algebras tfg,n furnish a right module over the operad of framed Drinfeld-Kohno
Lie algebras, tf . We write

tfg := {tfg,n}n≥0,

and define the partial compositions by

◦k : tfg,I ⊕ tfJ → tfq,J⊔(I−{k})

(0, tαβ) 7→ tαβ

(tij , 0) 7→


tij if k /∈ {i, j}∑
p∈J tpj if k = i, k ̸= j∑
{p,q}⊂J tpq if k = i = j

(xai , 0) 7→

{
xai if k ̸= i∑
p∈J x

a
p if k = i

(yai , 0) 7→

{
yai if k ̸= i∑
p∈J y

a
p if k = i

(4.13)

Page 25 of 55



Recall the symmetric monoidal functor
Û : grLie→ Cat(CoAlg),

which to a positively graded Lie algebra g assigns the category with a single object, and with morphisms given by the
degree completion of the universal enveloping algebra of g. We thus define:

• The operad of framed chord diagrams, CDf := Û(tf );

• The CDf -operad module of framed genus g chord diagrams, CDf
g := Û(tfg ).

Definition 4.19. Consider the operadic composition

◦k : tfg,n ⊕ tf{k,k+1} → tfg,n+1.

We define string splitting maps dk : tfg,n → tfg,n+1 for k = 1, . . . , n by

dk(a) := ◦k(a, 0) for all a ∈ tfg,n. (4.14)

Definition 4.20. Consider the operadic composition

◦k : tfg,n ⊕ tfg,0 → tfg,n−1.

We define string deletion maps sk : tfg,n → tfg,n−1 for k = 1, . . . , n by

sk(a) := ◦k(a, 0) for all a ∈ tfg,n. (4.15)

Proposition 4.21. Define Kg,n = ker(sn : tfg,n → tfg,n−1) and Hg,n = ker(sn−1 ◦ sn : tfg,n → tfg,n−2). The following
are split exact sequences:

Kg,l tg,l tfg,l,

Hg,l tg,l tfg,l−2

sl

sl−1◦sl
,

Proof. Clearly, the map sn is surjective, and we can check by direct computation that dn−1 : tfg,n−1 → tfg,n is a section
of sn.

It will be useful to describe Kg,n and Hg,n in terms of generators and relations in tfg,n. The proofs of the following two
propositions will be relegated to Appendix A.1:

Proposition 4.22. Let kg,n denote the degree completion of the free Lie algebra in 2g + n generators,

L(xan, y
a
n, tin, . . . , tnn)1≤a≤g,

subject to the relation
g∑
a=1

[xan, y
a
n] = −

∑
j:j ̸=n

tnj − 2(g − 1)tnn

and the requirement that tnn be central. Then kg,n and Kg,n are isomorphic as Lie algebras.

Proposition 4.23. Let hg,n denote the degree completion of the free Lie algebra in 2(2g + n)− 1 generators,

L(xan−1, y
a
n−1, x

a
n, y

a
n, t1(n−1), . . . tn(n−1), t1n, . . . , t(n−2)n, tnn),

subject to the applicable relations in tfg,n. Then hg,n and Hg,n are isomorphic as Lie algebras.

Definition 4.24. We define the Lie algebras
kg,n := kg,n/⟨tnn⟩,

hg,n := hg,n/⟨t(n−1)(n−1), tnn⟩,

the quotients of kg,n and hg.n by their central elements, respectively.

As we will see, an element of the genus g Grothendieck-Teichmüler group GRTg describes automorphisms in a variety
of Lie quotients of tfg,n. For the remainder of this section, our goal is to relate these braid algebras with the Lie algebras
that make up the diagram Aγ from equation (4.9).
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Definition 4.25. We define additional quotient algebras

g := hg,n+3/[⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩, ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩]hg,n+3
,

M := ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩hg,n+3
/[⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩, ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩]hg,n+3

.

From now on, we will denote

Ln+2 := L̂ie(xan+2, y
a
n+2, t2(n+2), . . . t(n+1)(n+2)),

where 1 ≤ a ≤ g. We are interested in the relative cohomology spaces H∗(Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2, Ln+2;M), computed with
respect to the diagonal map ∆ : Ln+2 → Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2. The Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2-module structure we choose for M is given
by

(v ⊕ w) ·m = [m,α′(v ⊕ w)],

where the map α′ : Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2 → g is fixed by the choices

xan+2 ⊕ 0 xan+2,

yan+2 ⊕ 0 yan+2,

ti(n+2) ⊕ 0 ti(n+2),

0⊕ xan+2 xan+3,

0⊕ yan+2 yan+3,

0⊕ ti(n+2) ti(n+3).

α′

Lemma 4.26. The sequence

0 M g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2ι P ,

where P = sn+3 ⊕ sn+2, is short-exact.

Proof. The injectivity of ι is straightforward. Similarly, the surjectivity of P follows from the fact that there are no braid
relations between the elements xan+2, yan+2, and t(j+1)(n+2) in g, for any 1 ≤ a ≤ g and 1 ≤ j ≤ n. The same is true if
we substitute n+2 for n+3 in the preceding statement. The heart of the proof is then showing that Im ι = kerP . Given
that t(n+2)(n+3) ∈ kerP , we already know that Im ι ⊂ kerP . For the reverse inclusion, notice the equality of vector
spaces

g = ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩g ⊕ (xan+2, y
a
n+2, t(j+1)(n+2))g ⊕ (xan+3, y

a
n+3, t(j+1)(n+3))g,

where the parentheses (−)g stand for the subalgebra generated in g and 1 ≤ a ≤ g, 1 ≤ j ≤ n. It is clear no element in
g− ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩g maps to zero under P .8.

Let r : Ln+2 → K be a linear map. We define a Lie morphism drn+2 : Ln+2 → g by

drn+2(x) = dn+2(x) + r(x)t(n+1)(n+3) for all x ∈ Ln+2.

We can check by direct computation that the following diagram is commutative:

Dr :=
Ln+2

g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

∆
drn+2

P

.

Since
M = ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩hg,n+3

/[⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩, ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩]hg,n+3

is explicitly an abelian Lie algebra, it follows that Dr ∈ Ob(RelE).

Let ρ̃G ∈ Fox(ULn+2) be the Fox pairing with non-vanishing entries given by

ρ̃G(x
i
n+2, y

i
n+2) = 1, ρ̃G(y

i
n+2, x

i
n+2) = −1, ρ̃G(tj(n+2), tj(n+2)) = −tj(n+2), (4.16)

8Notice that this argument also hinges on the fact that ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩g ∩ (xan+2, y
a
n+2, t(j+1)(n+2))g = ∅, for instance.
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for 1 ≤ i ≤ g and 2 ≤ j ≤ n+ 1. Likewise, let qr ∈ Qder(−ρ̃G) be the quasi-derivation uniquely specified by setting

qr(a) = r(a) for all generators a of Ln+2. (4.17)

Finally, let T r ⊕G ∈ Z2(Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2, Ln+2;ULn+2) be the 2-cocycle corresponding to qr ⊕ ρ̃G ∈ Z2(M(idLn+2))
with respect to the equivalence of Theorem 3.11. Explicitly,

T f ∈ HomK(L
n+2, ULn+2) and T r(x) = qr(x) for all x ∈ Ln+2; (4.18)

G ∈ HomK(

2∧
Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2, ULn+2) and G(a1 ⊕ a2, b1 ⊕ b2) = ρ̃G(a1, b2)− ρ̃G(b1, a2). (4.19)

The following proposition will be proved in Appendix A.2:

Proposition 4.27. The two commutative diagrams

Dr =
Ln+2

g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

∆
drn+2

P

and Cr =
Ln+2

Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2 ×G ULn+2 Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

∆
∆×T r

P1

are isomorphic as objects in RelE.

4.3 Parenthesized chord diagrams
In this section we compute the brackets and cobrackets associated to the PaCDf -operad module PaCDf

g . We also
define the higher genus Grothendieck-Teichmüller groups GRTg . We will only deal with GRT from an operadic point of
view, following [Gon20] and [CL24]. We refer the reader to these sources for more details.

Definition 4.28 ([Gon20], §1). Let P and Q be two operads in groupoids. Given an operad morphism f : Ob(P) →
Ob(Q), we define the fake pullback of Q along f , f∗Q, by:

• Ob(f∗Q(n)) = Ob(P(n)).

• Morf∗Q(n)(p, q) = MorQ(n)(p, q).

The pullback construction carries through to the category of operad modules in groupoids.

Definition 4.29 ([Gon20], §2.2.2). Operad of parenthesized framed chord diagrams. Let PaCDf be the operad in
Cat(CoAlg)

PaCDf = ω∗
1(CDf ),

where ω1 : Ob(Pa)→ Ob(CDf ) is the obvious operad morphism.

Definition 4.30 ([Gon20], §3.4.2). PaCDf -module of parenthesized framed genus g chord diagrams. Let PaCDf
g be

the PaCDf -operad module in Cat(CoAlg)

PaCDf
g = ω∗

2(CDf
2 ),

where ω2 : Ob(Pa)→ Ob(CDf
g ) is the obvious operad module morphism.

Recall the notation
Υn := EndPaCDf (n)(d

n−1(1)), Υgn := EndPaCDf
g (n)

(dn−1(1)).

Let 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Last section, we defined maps si : Υgn → Υgn−1, di : Υgn → EndPaCDf
g (n)

(did
n−1(1)) (see equations

(4.1) and (4.2), respectively). When we are dealing with an operad instead of an operad module, we can define additional
operations, d0 and dn+1:

d0 : Υn −→ EndPaCDf (n)(d
n(1))

An 7−→m ◦2 An;
dn+1 : Υn −→ EndPaCDf (n)(dn+1d

n−1(1))

An 7−→m ◦1 An;

where as before, m ∈ EndPaCDf (2)(12) stands for the algebraic unit.

As is common in the literature, we can represent morphisms in PaCDf and PaCDf
g graphically. A few distinguished

ones are:

T := t11 ·

1

1

∈ EndPaCDf (1)(1); X := 1 ·

2 1

1 2

∈ MorPaCDf (2)(12, 21);
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a1,2,3 := 1 ·

1 (2 3)

(1 2) 3

∈ MorPaCDf (3)((12)3, 1(23)); H := t12 ·

1 2

1 2

∈ EndPaCDf (2)(12).

Proposition 4.31 ([Pav10], §2.2). The elements T , X , and a1,2,3 are generators of the PaCDf -module PaCDf
g .

Indeed, for future reference, notice that we can write

H = d1T − d0T − d2T. (4.20)

Definition 4.32. The genus g graded Grothendieck-Teichmüller group GRTg is the automorphism group

GRTg = Aut+OpRCat(CoAlg)(PaCDf ,PaCDf
g ),

where the superscript + indicates that elements of GRTg are the identity on objects.

Consider the operad PaCDf . Notice that

EndPaCDf (1)(1) = U tf1 = Kt11.

We can observe that (PaCDf ,PaCDfg , t11) ∈ Ob(OpR∆). Indeed, for all n ∈ N,

Ob(PaCDf (n)) = Ob(PaCDf
g (n)) = Ob(Pa(n)).

Also, in accordance with the operadic composition of (4.13),

tii ◦1 u =
∑

{p,q}⊂∅

tpq = 0.

Now take (f, g) ∈ GRTg . Since elements of GRTg are the identity on objects, then necessarily

f(t11) = kf t11 for some kf ∈ K.

Definition 4.33. We define GRTg1 to be the subgroup of GRTg characterized by the condition that

f(t11) = t11 for all (f, g) ∈ GRTg1.

The previous discussion implies that GRTg1 ↪→ OpRCat(CoAlg)
∆. By Proposition 4.9, this inclusion guarantees the

existence of a map

AutOpR∆(PaCDf ,PaCDfg , t11) ⊃ GRTg1 AutPRelE(Πn+2(PaCD
f ,PaCDfg ))

Πn+2
.

Lemma 4.34. For n ≥ 0 and all g, up to isomorphism in PRelE,

Πn+2(PaCDf ,PaCDf
g , t11) =

kg,n+2 Ln+2

g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

π

dn+2
∆

P

.

Proof. This proof will amount to compiling some of our previous notation. Notice that

qPaCDf

i (1⊗ t11) = 1 ◦n,1i t11 = tii.

Then, by definition,

Πn+2(PaCDf ,PaCDf
g , t11) =

Kg,n+2 Kg,n+2/⟨t(n+2)(n+2)⟩

eg,n+3 (Kg,n+2/⟨t(n+2)(n+2)⟩)⊕2

π

dn+2 ∆

sn+2◦sn+3

,
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where
eg,l = (Hg,l/

⊕
i=l−1,l

⟨tii⟩)/⟨[ker sl ⊕ sl−1, ker sl ⊕ sl−1]⟩, (4.21)

and Kg,l and Hg,l slot into short exact sequences:

Kg,l tfg,l tfg,l−1,

Hg,l tfg,l tfg,l−2.

sl

sl−1◦sl

Recall, in accordance with Proposition 4.22, how
Kg,l

∼= kg,l,

where the former is the degree completion of the free Lie algebra in 2g+ l generators Lie(xan, y
a
n, til, . . . tll)1≤a≤g subject

to the relation
g∑
a=1

[xal , y
a
l ] = −

∑
j:j ̸=l

tlj − 2(g − 1)tll.

It clearly follows that

Kg,n+2/Kt(n+2)(n+2)
∼= L̂ie(xan+2, y

a
n+2, t2(n+2), . . . t(n+1)(n+2)) = Ln+2. (4.22)

Likewise, recall how Proposition (4.23) sets up the isomorphism

Hg,l
∼= hg,l,

where the latter algebra is defined in terms of generators and relations, analogously to kg,l. Lemma C.4 also established
that ker sn+3 ⊕ sn+2 = ⟨t(n−2)(n−3)⟩. Comparing the definition of g and eg,n+3, we can conclude the proof:

g = (hg,n+3/
⊕

i=n+2,n+3

⟨tii⟩)/[⟨t(n−3)(n−2)⟩, ⟨t(n−3)(n−2)⟩].

Given any linear map r : Ln+2 → K, we can define a section γr : Kg,n+2 → Kg,n+2 by

γr(x) = x+ r(x)t(n+2)(n+3)

for all x ∈ Ln+2 ∼= Kg,n+2.

Lemma 4.35. Let n ≥ 0 be fixed. Then given any linear map r : Ln+2 → K,

((PaCDf ,PaCDfg , t11), γ
r : Kg,n+2 → Kg,n+2, ϕ :M → ULn+2) ∈ OpR∆

f (n+ 2),

where ϕ is the unique L⊕ L-module isomorphism uniquely defined by the condition that

ϕ(t(n+2)(n+3)) = 1. (4.23)

Proof. We already know that Kg,n+2 is isomorphic to a free Lie algebra. For clarity, we suppress the isomorphism
Kg,n+2/Kt(n+2)(n+2)

∼= Ln+2. Recall that

M := ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩hg,n+3
/[⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩, ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩]hg,n+3

.

The spaceM is freely generated by t(n+2)(n+3) as an Ln+2⊕Ln+2-module (cf. Corollary A.9.2), so that condition (4.23)
is indeed enough to define an isomorphism ϕ.

Proposition 4.36. Let n ≥ 0 be fixed. Then the functor Λn+2 : OpR∆
f (n+ 2)→ GoTu satisfies

((PaCDf ,PaCDfg , t11), γ
r : Kg,n+2 → Kg,n+2, ϕ :M → ULn+2) (ULn+2, [−,−]ρ̃G , δqr )

Λn+2
,

where the Fox pairing ρ̃G and quasi-derivation qr are defined in equations (4.16) and (4.17), respectively.
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Proof. Recall that the functor Λn+2 consists of the composition

OpR∆
f (n+ 2) RelEη RelCoη Foxη GoTu,

Dn+2 F−1

∼=
E−1

∼=
Ψ

so we can break down the proof along this chain. The argument will only seemingly be complicated by some intervening
isomorphisms.

Consider the object of PRelEΓ

CΓ :=

kg,n+2 Ln+2

g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

π

dn+2
∆

P

.

By Lemma 4.34, we know Πn+2(PaCD
f ,PaCDfg , t11) = CΓ. Now we notice that drn+2 = dn+2 ◦ γr, which implies

Dr = P


kg,n+2 Ln+2

g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

π

dn+2
∆

γr

P


.

This in turn means Dn+2((P,M, t11), γ
r, ϕ) = (Dr, ϕ). According to Proposition 4.27, Dr and the commutative dia-

gram

Cr =
Ln+2

Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2 ×G ULn+2 Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

∆
∆×T r

P1

are isomorphic in RelE. The object in RelCoη corresponding to (Cr, ϕ) under the equivalence of categories of Propo-
sition 3.7 is

Cr = (∆ : Ln+2 → Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2, ULn+2, T f ⊕G ∈ Z2(Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2, Ln+2;ULn+2)) ∈ Ob(RelCoη),

which we abusively denote by the same symbol as its diagram counterpart. Now notice that

E(Ln+2, qr ⊕ ρ̃G) = (∆ : Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2 → Ln+2, ULn+2, T r ⊕G).

This implies the desired result:

Λn+2((PaCD
r,PaCDf

g), γ
r, ϕ) = (ULn+2, [−,−]ρ̃G , δqr ).

5 Higher genus Kashiwara-Vergne groups
The higher genus Kashiwara-Vergne (KV) problems were introduced in [Ale+17]. The higher genus graded Kashiwara-
Vergne groups KRVg act freely and transitively on the set of solutions of the corresponding KV problem (cf. [Ale+17,
Theorem 8.4]). The KRVg groups are topological in nature. Given a framing

f : TΣg,n+1 Σg,n+1 × R2
∼=

on a compact oriented surface of genus g with n+ 1 boundary components, the group KRVf
g,n+1 can be recovered from

the automorphism group of the Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra of Σg,n+1 (cf. Theorem 5.5). This topological description
is the only treatment we give the groups KRVg in this text; we refer the reader to [Ale+17] for more details. Our main goal
for this chapter is to prove that (ULn+2, [−,−]ρG , δqr ) is isomorphic to the associated graded of the Goldman-Turaev
Lie bialgebra on the surface Σg,n+1 (with respect to a framing dependent on the linear map r : Ln+2 → K). This will
indirectly yield a morphism between (a subgroup of) GRTg and KRVg,n+1.

Page 31 of 55



5.1 The Goldman-Turaev bialgebra

As previously mentioned, KRVfg,n+1 is intimately tied to the automorphism group of the Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra
on Σg,n+1. In this subsection, we review this in some detail. We also pinpoint the Fox pairing and quasi-derivation that
induce the relevant Goldman bracket and Turaev cobracket. We closely follow [Ale+17].

We fix a labeling of the boundary components of Σg,n+1,

∂Σg,n+1 =

n⊔
j=0

∂jΣg,n+1,

and mark a point ∗ ∈ ∂0Σg,n+1. We call the collection {αi, βi, γj} for i = 1, . . . g, j = 1, . . . , n of elements of
π := π1(Σg,n+1, ∗) a generating system if each loop γj is freely homotopic to the jth boundary component, and also

γ0 =

g∏
i=1

αiβiα
−1
i β−1

i

n∏
j=1

γj .

The Goldman bracket [−,−] is a Lie bracket defined on the space of cyclic words on the group algebra Kπ. It is induced
by a double bracket

κ : Kπ ⊗Kπ → Kπ ⊗Kπ

in the sense of Proposition 2.11. The Turaev cobracket δf is a Lie cobracket on |Kπ|. Its definition depends on a choice
of framing f on Σg,n+1; that is, it depends on a choice of trivialization of the tangent bundle of Σg,n+1,

f : TΣg,n+1 Σg,n+1 × R2
∼= .

The Goldman bracket and Turaev cobracket endow the space (|Kπ|, [−,−], δf ) with the structure of a Lie bialgebra.

It is preferable to deal with the double bracket κ as opposed to [−,−], since the former satisfies multiplicative relations
on Kπ. Likewise, we will mostly handle the operations

µfr : Kπ → |Kπ| ⊗Kπ, µfl : Kπ → Kπ ⊗ |Kπ|,

which are specified entirely by their values on the generating system, but which nevertheless characterize δf by

δf = (id⊗ | · |)µfr + (| · | ⊗ id)µfl .

Given a generating system αi, βi for i = 1, . . . g, and γj for j = 1, . . . n, we denote the corresponding homology classes
in H := H1(π,K) by

[αi] = xi, [βi] = yi, [γj ] = zj .

Definition 5.1 ([Ale+17], Definition 3.6). We define a weight filtration on Kπ by the assignment

wt(αi − 1) = wt(βi − 1) = 1, wt(γj − 1) = 2,

for i = 1, . . . , g and j = 1, . . . n.

These choices also induce a weight filtration on H , where now

deg(xi) = deg(yi) = 1, deg(zj) = 2.

Despite the way it is defined, the weight filtration on Kπ is independent of the choice of generating system of π (cf.
[Ale+17, Proposition 3.9]).

The tensor algebra T (grwtH) is a graded Hopf algebra over K with respect to the operations specified by

∆(a) = a⊗ 1 + 1⊗ a, ε(a) = 0, S(a) = −a

for all a ∈ H . Let L = L2g+n denote the degree completion of the free Lie algebra with generators xi, yi for i = 1, . . . g,
and zj for j = 1, . . . n. The completion

T̂ (grwtH) :=
∏
m≥0

(grwtH)⊗m

is naturally isomorphic to the the algebra of power series A := K⟨⟨xi, yi, zj⟩⟩ ∼= UL.
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Proposition 5.2 ([Ale+17], Proposition 3.5). There is a unique isomorphism of complete graded Hopf algebras

grwt(Kπ) ∼= T̂ (grwtH) ∼= A,

which maps gr(γj) to zj .

By exploiting this isomorphism, we may view the associated graded of the Goldman bracket and Turaev cobracket as
maps

[−,−]gr : |A| ⊗ |A| → |A|, δfgr : |A| → |A| ⊗ |A|.

As in the non-graded case, these maps are uniquely characterized by κgr and µfr,gr, µ
f
l,gr.

Lemma 5.3 ([Ale+17], Lemma 3.14). The non-vanishing generator entries of the graded double bracket are

κgr(xi, yi) = −κgr(yi, xi) = 1⊗ 1, κgr(zj , zj) = zj ⊗ 1− 1⊗ zj .

Given a framing f of Σ we define a linear map rf : L→ K by setting

rf (xi) = rf (yi) = 0, rf (zj) = rotf (γj) + 1

for the generators of L. Following [Ale+17], we define the adapted framing fadp of Σ as the framing with respect to
which

rotf
adp

(αi) = rotf
adp

(βi) = 0, rotf
adp

(γj) = −1,

for all i = 1, . . . , a and j = 1, . . . n. Notice that rf
adp

is identically zero.

Lemma 5.4 ([Ale+17], Proposition 3.22). Let a = ai · · · am ∈ A, with each ai ∈ L. Then

µfr,gr(a) =(| · | ⊗ id)

(
m∑
i=1

rf (ai)1⊗ a1 · · · ai−1ai+1 · · · am

+

m∑
k=1

κgr(a1 · · · ak−1, ak)(1⊗ ak+1 · · · am)

)
,

and µfl,gr is specified by the condition

µfl,gr = −P (µ
f
l,gr), (5.1)

where P (a⊗ b) = b⊗ a for all a, b ∈ A.

Definition 5.5. We denote by tAut+(L) the set of tangential Lie automorphisms of L with positive grading. That is, for
each F ∈ tAut+(L), there exist fj ∈ exp(L), j = 1, . . . n, such that

F (zj) = f−1
j zjfj for all j. (5.2)

Theorem 5.6 ([Ale+17], Theorem 8.21). Let tAut+(L, κgr, δ
f
gr) denote the subgroup of tAut+(L) which preserves the

operations κgr and δfgr. There exists a natural isomorphism

tAut+(L, κgr, δ
f
gr)
∼= KRVf(g,n+1).

Proposition 5.7. Let ρG : A×A→ A be the Fox pairing with non-vanishing generator entries given by:

ρG(xi, yi) = 1, ρG(yi, xi) = −1, ρG(zj , zj) = −zj .

Then {{−,−}}ρG is the associated graded of the Goldman double bracket on the surface Σg,n+1, κgr.

Proof. We are implicitly regarding {xi, yi, zj} as standard generators for T̂ (grwtH). By direct computation, we can
verify that the non-zero entries of {{−,−}}ρG match those of κgr:

{{xi, yi}}ρG = 1⊗ 1, {{yi, xi}}ρG = −1⊗ 1, {{zj , zj}}ρG = zj ⊗ 1− 1⊗ zj .

Corollary 5.7.1. The bracket [−,−]ρG : |A| ⊗ |A| → |A|, induced from the Fox pairing ρG in the sense of Proposition
2.12, is the graded Goldman bracket on the surface Σg,n+1. In symbols,

[−,−]ρG = [−,−]gr.
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The Fox pairing ρG is skew-symmetric in the sense of Definition 2.9. It follows that any quasi-derivation q ∈ Qder(ρG)
that satisfies q(ak) = −qt(ak) for all generators ak of A will be skew-symmetric in the sense of Definition 2.19.

Proposition 5.8. Let qf : A → A be the quasi-derivation associated to the Fox pairing −ρG, and whose values on the
generators of A are specified by setting qf (a) = rf (a) for all a ∈ L. Then

(| · | × id)dqf = µfr,gr and (id× | · |)Pdqf = µfl,gr.

Proof. Given any quasi derivation q in A, recall we defined dq : A→ A⊗A by

dq(a) = a′S(q(a′′)′)⊗ q(a′′)′′.

We specify two additional quasi-derivations of A:

q1 ∈ Qder(0), q1(a) = rf (a) for all a ∈ L;
q2 ∈ Qder(−ρg), q2(a) = 0 for all a ∈ L.

We do this with the intention of splitting up dqf into the sum dqf = dq1 + dq2 , to deal with each term separately.

Let a = a1 · · · am ∈ A be a product of standard generators. Notice we can write

dq2(a) =

m∑
k=1

a′1 · · · a′mS(ρG(a′′1 · · · a′′k−1, a
′′
k)

′a′′k+1 · · · a′′m)⊗ ρG(a′′1 · · · a′′k−1, a
′′
k)

′′a′′′k+1 · · · a′′′m,

where we have only used the fact that ρG is a right Fox derivative with respect to the second variable. It follows that

dq2(a) =

m∑
i=1

a′1 . . . a
′′
k−1ε(a

′
k+1 · · · a′m)S(ρG(a

′′
1 · · · a′′k−1, a

′′
k)

′)⊗ ρG(a′′1 · · · a′′k−1, a
′′
k)

′′a′′′k+1 · · · a′′′m

=

m∑
i=1

a′1 . . . a
′′
k−1 S(ρG(a

′′
1 · · · a′′k−1, a

′′
k)

′)⊗ ρG(a′′1 · · · a′′k−1, a
′′
k)

′′ak+1 · · · am.

On the other hand,

dq1(a) =

m∑
i=1

a′1 · · · a′mS(rf (a′′i )a′′1 · · · a′′i−1a
′′
i+1 · · · a′′m)⊗ a′′1 · · · a′′i−1a

′′
i+1 · · · a′′m

=

m∑
i=1

rf (ai)⊗ a1 · · · ai−1ai+1 · · · am.

In accordance with Lemma 5.4,

µfr,gr(a) =

m∑
i=1

(| · | ⊗ id)rf (ai)⊗ a1 · · · ai−1ai+1 · · · am

+

m∑
k=1

(| · | ⊗ id)a′kS(ρG(a
′′
1 · · · a′′k−1, a

′′
k)

′)a′1 · · · a′k−1 ⊗ ρG(a′1 · · · a′′k−1, a
′′
k)ak+1 · · · a′′n,

where we have used the fact that κgr = {{−,−}}ρG . Comparing each summand, we can see how the first and second terms
match the contributions of dq1 and dq2 , respectively. It follows that (| · | × id)dqf = µfr,gr. To prove the other half of our
claim, recall how

µfl,gr = −P (µ
f
l,gr), (5.3)

where P (a ⊗ b) = b ⊗ a for all a, b ∈ A. It suffices to show that dqf and Pd(qf )t satisfy an analogous relation to (5.1),
and this follows directly from the skew-symmetry of qf .

Corollary 5.8.1. The cobracket δqf : |A| → |A| ⊗ |A| induced by the quasi derivation qf in the sense of Proposition
2.21, coincides with the graded Turaev cobracket of the surface Σg,n+1 associated to the framing f . In symbols,

δqf = δfgr.
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5.2 GRT and KRV

In this section, we finally recover the Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebras on higher genus surfaces from the PaCDf -module
PaCDf

g . As a corollary, we obtain a group map between the corresponding automorphism groups of these objects, the
higher genus analogues of GRT and KRV.

Let f : TΣg,n+1 → Σg,n+1 × R2 be a framing on Σg,n+1. In all that follows, we will mainly be concerned with a slight
extension of the group KRVf(g,n+1).

Definition 5.9. We set
KRV

f

(g,n+1) := Aut+(L, [−,−]gr, δfgr).

Notice that Lie morphisms in KRV
f

(g,n+1) only need to preserve the bracket [−,−]gr, a slightly weaker condition than
fixing κgr.

The group KRV
f

g,n+1 is a semi-direct product of the original KRVfg,n+1. To see this, we take a brief foray into special
automorphisms.

Definition 5.10. Recall that a tangential automorphism is characterized by the equation (5.2). A tangential automorphism
f is special if also f(ω) = ω, where

ω :=

g∑
i=1

[xi, yi] +

n∑
j=1

zj .

In [Ale+17, Theorem 6.11], the authors prove that any special automorphism g defines a commutative diagram

A⊗A A

A⊗A A

ρG+ρϕ

g⊗g g

ρg+ρϕ

, (5.4)

where ρϕ is the inner Fox pairing in A in given by ρϕ(a, b) = D(a)ϕD(b), and

ϕ = ϕ(ω) :=
1

eω − 1
− 1

ω
.

The element ϕ ∈ A is also expressible in terms of Bernoulli numbers as

ϕ =

∞∑
k=1

Bk
K
ωk−1.

By virtue of the condition g(ω) = ω, we immediately deduce that

g−1ρϕ(g ⊗ g) = ρϕ

for any special automorphism g. This lets us rephrase diagram (5.4) into a statement more useful for our purposes:

Proposition 5.11 ([Ale+17; MT14]). Any special automorphism g preserves the Fox pairing ρG, in the sense that the
following diagram is commutative:

A⊗A A

A⊗A A

ρG

g⊗g g

ρG

. (5.5)

Per [Ale+20, Theorem 2.7], any g ∈ Aut(L, [−,−]gr) is conjugate to a special automorphism. That is, there exist a
group-like x ∈ A and some special automorphism g0 such that

g(a) = x−1g0(a)x for all a ∈ A.

Proposition 5.12. Let ⟨expω⟩L denote the normal subgroup generated by expω in exp(L), the set of group-like elements
in A. Then

KRV
f

(g,n+1) = (exp(L)/K⟨expω⟩L)⋊KRVf(g,n+1).
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Proof. We will check the claim directly. We write a map

ξ : (exp(L)/K⟨expω⟩L)⋊KRVf(g,n+1) −→ KRV
f

(g,n+1)

(x, g) 7−→ Ad(x) ◦ g,

where Ad(x) : L → L denotes conjugation by x. Preserving the double bracket κgr implies the preservation of the
bracket [−,−]gr. Note also that conjugation maps induce the identity map on |A|. This means that ξ is well defined.

Let g ∈ KRV
f

(g,n+1). To prove surjectivity, recall that g is expressible as g = Ad(expx) ◦ g0, where g0 is a special auto-
morphism and x ∈ L. Since all special automorphisms fix the Fox pairing ρG exactly, it follows that g0 ∈ KRVf(g,n+1),
and that ξ(Ad(expx), g0) = g.

Now let us suppose that Ad((expx)−1) ◦ g = id. Without loss of generality, we may assume that g is a special automor-
phism. Our assumption then translates into the statement that the conjugation Ad(expx) is special. In particular,

(expx)−1ω expx = ω,

implying that expx ∈ K⟨⟨ω⟩⟩, so necessarily expx ∈ K⟨expω⟩L

We are all but ready to state the main theorem in this paper. The last prerequisite we need to address is the dependence of
the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra on a choice of framing.

Lemma 5.13. There is a one-to-one correspondence between sections γ : Kg,n+2 → Kg,n+2 of the projection π :
Kg,n+2 → Kg,n+2 and framings of the surface Σg,n+1.

Proof. Let f : TΣg,n+1 → Σg,n+1×R2 be a framing on Σg,n+1. Recall the definition of the K-linear map rf : grwtH →
K associated to f ; it is induced by the choices

rf (xi) = rf (y1) = 0, rf (zj) = rotf (γj) + 1.

Now, to any framing f , we may associate the section γf : Kg,n+2 → Kg,n+2,

γf (a) = a+ rf (a)t(n+2)(n+2),

where we are implicitly identifying the Lie algebras Ln+2 ∼= Kg,n+2 with L via the isomorphism

L Ln+2

xi xin+2

yi yin+2

zj t(j+1)(n+2)

∼=

, (5.6)

where 1 ≤ i ≤ g, 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Theorem 5.14. Let n ≥ 0 be fixed. Given any framing f on Σg,n+1, let us abbreviate

N f := ((PaCDf ,PaCDfg , t11), γ
f : Kg,n+2 → Kg,n+2, ϕ :M → ULn+2) ∈ OpR∆

f (n+ 2).

Then Λn+2(N f ) is isomorphic to (A, [−,−]gr, δfgr), where the latter is the associated graded of the Goldman-Turaev
bialgebra in Σg,n+1 with respect to f .

Proof. Per Proposition 4.36, we know that Λn+2(N f ) = (ULn+2, [−,−]ρ̃G , δ
qr

f ), where ρ̃G and qr
f

are the Fox pairing
and quasi-derivation defined in equations (4.18) and (4.19), respectively. But notice that ρ̃G ∈ Fox(ULn+1) and ρG ∈
Fox(UL) correspond to one another under the isomorphism of equation (5.6), and similarly for qr

f ∈ Qder(ULn+2) and
qf ∈ Qder(UL). We finish this proof by referencing Corollaries 5.7.1 and 5.8.1, which state, respectively, that

[−,−]ρG = [−,−]gr and δqf = δfgr.
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The reader could reasonably be annoyed at all the extra data we had to tack onto operad modules to derive brackets and
cobrackets out of them. To an extent, Theorem 5.14 justifies these additions. The marking of a section γf is necessary,
as it corresponds to the dependence of the Turaev cobracket on a framing f . Although not topologically motivated, the
choice of an isomorphism ϕ : M → UL is very limited. The image of the generator t(n+2)(n+3) can only possibly be a
scalar. The choice amounts to rescaling the (co)bracket operation by the corresponding number.

Lemma 5.15. Let (f, g) ∈ GRTg1. For n ≥ 0, the morphisms induced by g, gn+3 : Hg,n+3 → Hg,n+3, satisfy that
gn+3(t(n+2)(n+3)) = t(n+2)(n+3).

Proof. We abbreviate

σ := 1 ·

(· · · (1 (2 (3 · · · (n+ 2 n+ 3) · · · )

(· · · (1 (2 (3 · · · (n+ 2 n+ 3) · · · )

∈ EndPaCDf (dn+2(1)).

Notice that we can write t(n+2)(n+3) · σ = dn+1H . But equality (4.20) implies that g fixes the morphism H , so that

g(t(n+2)(n+3) · σ) = gn+3(t(n+2)(n+3)) · σ = t(n+2)(n+3) · σ.

Theorem 5.16. Given any framing f of Σg,n+1, let GRTg,f1 denote the subgroup of GRTg1 that preserves the section γf ,
in the sense that

G ◦ γf = γf ◦G for all (F,G) ∈ GRTg,f1 .

The map

GRTg,f1 −→ KRV
f

(g,n+1)

(F,G) 7−→ {Gn+2 : L→ L}
(5.7)

is a group morphism for all n ≥ 0.

Proof. We just need to note that GRTg,f1 ⊂ AutOpR∆
f (n)(N f ). Given (F,G) ∈ GRTg,f1 , G will preserve the section γf

by definition. Lastly, by Lemma 5.15, G defines a commutative diagram

M ULn+2

M ULn+2

ϕ

G G

ϕ

,

so that indeed (F,G) ∈ AutOpR∆
f (n)(N f ).

We have succeeded in our goal of extracting the Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra in higher genus surfaces from the
PaCDf -module PaCDf

g . To an extent, this implies an analogous result for genu zero surfaces, but this involves in-
terpreting PaCDf as the limiting case PaCDf

g=0, and is somewhat nebulous. For clarity, we devote Appendix C to the
genus zero case.

Lastly, we have neglected the category Fox in our statement of Theorem 5.14, even though the morphism (5.7) factors
through it. We can correct this with the following theorem:

Theorem 5.17. Given a framing f of Σg,n+1, let us denote Cfg,n+1 := (L, qf ⊕ ρG) ∈ Ob(Fox). Then

AutFox(Cfg,n+1)/K ∼= KRV
f

g,n+1,

where K stands for scalar multiplication.

The proof of this theorem is slightly technical and involves a closer look at special automorphisms, so we address it in
Appendix B.
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Closing remarks
In [AT08], Alekseev and Torossian give a proof of the Kashiwara-Vergne conjecture by producing a solution out of a
Drinfeld associator. Their proof describes an inclusion of bitorsors

Assoc

Sol(KV)

GT GRT

KV KRV

from the set of Drinfeld associators into the set of solutions to the KV conjecture. The inclusion of groups

GT KV

can be regarded as a topological counterpart to that of the groups GRT and KRV. On this final section, we will outline
how the machinery we have set up could be applied to the topological setting as well.

The group KV acts freely and transitively on Sol(KV) from the left. Analogously to KRV, its higher genus generalizations
admit a description as automorphism groups. Recall the notation π := π1(Σg,n+1, ∗) for the fundamental group of a
surface of genus zero g with n + 1 boundary components. Let K̂π denote the completion of the group algebra Kπ with
respect to the weight filtration of Definition 5.1.

Theorem 5.18 ([Ale+17], Theorem 8.21). Given any framing f on Σg,n+1, let tAut+(K̂π, κ, δf ) denote the set of
tangential Hopf algebra automorphisms of K̂π that preserve the Turaev cobracket

δf : |K̂π| → |K̂π| ⊗ |K̂π|

and the double bracket
κ : K̂π ⊗ K̂π → K̂π ⊗ K̂π

inducing the Goldman bracket. There exists a natural isomorphism

tAut+(K̂π, κ, δf ) ∼= KVfg,n+1.

Just like before, we will treat Theorem 5.18 as a working definition of the group KVfg,n+1. On the other hand, in [Gon20],
Gonzalez defined higher genus analogues of the group KV; we will use the same notation as them.

Definition 5.19. Let Σ be an oriented surface. Denote by πΣ : FΣ→ Σ the GL(2)-principal bundle of frames on Σ. The
framed configuration space of n points on Σ is the space

Conff (Σ, n) := {(x, f1, f1) ∈ Σ× SO(2)×2 |πΣ(fi) = x}.

When Σ = C, we define the reduced framed configuration space of n points on C by

Cf (C, n) := Conff (C, n)/(C⋉ R>0).

Definition 5.20 ([Gon20], §2.1). The operad of parenthesized framed braids PaBf is the operad in groupoids having
Pa as an operad of objects

PaBf (n) := π1(C
f
(C, n),Pa),

where C
f
(C, n) denotes the Axelrod-Singer-Fulton-MacPherson (ASFM) compactification of Cf (C, n).

Definition 5.21 ([Gon20], §3.1). The PaBf -operad module of parenthesized braids of genus g is the operad module in
groupoids having Pa as an operad of objects

PaBf
g (n) := π1(Conf

f
(Σg, n),Pa),

where Conf
f
(Σg, n) is the ASFM compactification of Conff (Σg, n), with Σg a compact oriented surface of genus g.

We use the notation
□̂ : Grpds→ Cat(CoAlg)

for the prounipotent completion functor. Concretely, given a group Γ, it endows the group algebra KΓ with the Hopf
algebra structure

∆(g) = g ⊗ g, S(g) = g−1, ε(g) = 1

for all g ∈ Γ, and completes KΓ with respect to the filtration defined by powers of the augmentation ideal.

Let F1 ∈ End
P̂aB(1)

(1) denote the rotation of the framing by 360◦. In the notation of Section 4.1, we propose that
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Conjecture 5.22. Let n ≥ 0, and let f be a framing on the surface Σg,n+1. Then there exists a section γf : Kn+2 →
Kn+2, and an isomorphism of Kn ⊕Kn-modules φ :M → UKn+2 such that

((P̂aB
f
, P̂aB

f

g , F1), γ
f , φ) ∈ OpR∆

f (n+ 2) (5.8)

and

{(P̂aB
f
, P̂aB

f

g , F1), γ
f , φ} (|K̂π|, [−,−], δf ),Λn+2

where the right-hand side stands stands for the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra on Σg,n+1 associated to f .

Note that this conjecture is reminiscent of the work of Massuyeau in [Mas18], where the author derives Fox pairings and
quasi-derivations directly from the fundamental groups of punctured discs. Conjecture 5.22 is backed by [Tan25], where
Taniguchi constructs solutions of the higher genus KV problems starting from Gonzalez’ higher genus associators.

Definition 5.23 ([Gon20], Definition 3.16). The set of genus g associators is the set of isomorphisms in OpRCat(CoAlg)

Assocg := Iso+OpRCat(CoAlg)((P̂aB
f
, P̂aB

f

g ), (PaCDf ,PaCDf
g ))

which are the identity on objects.

If Conjecture 5.22 were true, then starting from a genus g associator µ, one could produce an isomorphism of Lie bialge-
bras

(|K̂π|, [−.−], δf )→ (|A|, [−,−]gr, δfgr)

between the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra and its associated graded. But these isomorphisms are essentially understood as
solutions to a higher genus Kashiwara-Vergne problem. We refer the reader to [Ale+17, §6.4] for more details.

Appendices

A Auxiliary results

A.1 On quotients of free Lie algebras
Throughout this section, if a is a Lie algebra and A ⊂ a, we write ⟨A⟩a for the ideal of a generated by A. We will omit
the subscript a whenever it can be inferred from context.

Let V denote the vector space over K with basis {xi}i∈I , V = Vec({xi}i∈I). Similarly, we write W = Vec({yj}j∈J).
Lastly, let L(V ) and L(W ) denote the degree completion of the free Lie algebras over the corresponding vector spaces.

Lemma A.1. Suppose we are given subsets

R = {ri}i∈K ⊂ L(V ), Q = {qj}j∈L ⊂ L(W ), F = {[xi, yj ]− fij | i ∈ I, j ∈ J} ⊂ L(V ⊕W ),

where fij ∈ L(w) for all i and j. We abbreviate g = L(V ⊕W )/⟨F ⟩L(V⊕W ). If the inclusion9

[R,L(W )]g + [L(V ), Q]g ⊂ ⟨Q⟩L(W ) (A.1)

holds, then the map L(V ) L(W)
ρ

induced by the choices

ρ(xi)yj = fij , for all i ∈ I, j ∈ J, (A.2)

descends to define a semi-direct product L(V )/⟨R⟩L(V ) ⋉ L(W )/⟨Q⟩L(W ).

Proof. Let i ∈ I . To show that ρ(xi) preserves the ideal ⟨Q⟩L(W ), notice that, for all j ∈ L,

ρ(xi)qj = [xi, qj ]g ∈ [R,L(W )]g ⊂ ⟨Q⟩L(W ),

where we used our assumption (A.1) for the last inclusion. To show that ρ descends to the quotient L(V )/⟨R⟩L(V ), notice
now

ρ(ri)yj = [ri, yj ]g ∈ [R,L(W )]g ⊂ ⟨Q⟩L(W )

for all i ∈ K and j ∈ J .
9We are implicitly identifying W with is image under the obvious injection L(W ) → L(V ⊕W )/⟨F ⟩L(V⊕W ). We do this repeatedly throughout

this appendix.
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Proposition A.2. The map

ψ : L(V )/⟨R⟩L(V ) ⋉ L(W )/⟨Q⟩L(W ) → L(V ⊕W )/⟨R,Q,F ⟩L(V⊕W )

xi 7→ xi

yj 7→ yj

is a Lie algebra isomorphism.

Proof. Let xa, xb ∈ V , ya, yb ∈W . The map ψ is a Lie homomorphism by definition of the semi-direct product:

ψ([xa + ya, xb + yb]) = ψ([xa, xb]L(V )/⟨R⟩ + ρ(xa)yb − ρ(xb)ya + [ya, yb]L(W )/⟨Q⟩)

= [xa, xb]L(V⊕W )/⟨R,Q,F ⟩ + fab − fba + [ya, yb]L(V⊕W )/⟨R,Q,F ⟩

= [ψ(xa + ya), ψ(xb + yb)].

It is clear that ψ is surjective. To prove injectivity, we propose a left inverse for ψ:

ϕ : L(V ⊕W )/⟨R,Q, F ⟩L(V⊕W ) → L(V )/⟨R⟩L(V ) ⋉ L(W )/⟨Q⟩L(W )

xi 7→ xi

yj 7→ yj

To show ϕ is well-defined, write ⟨R,Q, F ⟩L(V⊕W ) = ⟨R⟩L(V⊕W )+ ⟨Q⟩L(V⊕W )+ ⟨F ⟩L(V⊕W ). The ideals ⟨R⟩L(V⊕W )

and ⟨Q⟩L(V⊕W ) are clearly nullified under ϕ. As for ⟨F ⟩L(V⊕W , notice

ϕ([xi, yj ]− fij) = ρ(xi)yj − fij = 0

for all i ∈ I and j ∈ J .

Proposition A.3. Recall how we set Kg,n = ker(sn : tfg,n → tfg,n−1). The Lie algebra kg,n, defined in Proposition 4.22,
is isomorphic to Kg,n.

Proof. The map sn has a section, dn−1 : tfg,n−1 → tfg,n, so we already know

tfg,n = Im dn−1 ⋉Kg,n. (A.3)

Let V be the vector space over K with basis the sets

{xai , yai , tjk}1≤i,j,k≤n−2;1≤a≤g,

and
{xan−1 + xan, y

a
n−1 + yan, ti(n−1) + tin, t(n−1)(n−1) + tnn + t(n−1)n}1≤i≤n−2;1≤a≤g.

Notice that we may identify Im dn−1 with the Lie algebra L(V )/⟨R⟩L(V ), where R is the set of braid relations on tfg,n.

Let W be the vector space over K with basis

{xan, yan, tin}1≤i≤n;1≤a≤g,

and Q ⊂ L(W ) the set of relations

g∑
a=1

[xan, y
a
n] = −

∑
j:j ̸=n

tjn − 2(g − 1)tnn,

[tnn, v] = 0 for all v ∈ V.

By definition, kg,n = L(W )/⟨Q⟩L(W ).

Let F ⊂ L(V ⊕W ) be the set of relations

[xai , y
a
n] = δabtin, [yi, x

a
n] = −δabtin for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1,

[xai , x
b
n] = [yai , y

b
n] = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1,

[xak, tin] = [yak , tin] = 0 for k ̸= i,

[xai , tin] = −[xan, tin], [yai , tin] = −[yan, tin] for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1,

[tij , tkn] = 0 if {i, j} ∩ {k, n} = ∅,
[tik, tin] = −[tkn, tin] if {i, n} ∩ {k} = ∅.
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Notice that every relation in F can be written in the form

[vi, wi] = fij

for basis elements vi ∈ L(V ) and wi ∈ L(W ), and some fij ∈ L(W ). Clearly tfg,n
∼= L(V ⊕W )/⟨R,Q, F ⟩L(V⊕W ).

At the same time, Proposition A.2 gives the isomorphism

tfg,n
∼= Im dn−1 ⊕ kg,n.

This last equation in conjunction with equation (A.3) implies the desired result.

Proposition A.4. Recall how we setHg,n = ker(sn−1◦sn : tfg,n → tfg,n−2). The Lie algebra hg,n, defined in Proposition
4.23, is isomorphic to Hg,n.

Proof. The proof unfolds analogously to the preceding proposition. The map sn−1 ◦ sn has the section dn−1 ◦ dn−2 :
tfg,n−2 → tfg,n, implying that

tfg,n
∼= Im dn−1 ◦ dn−2 ⋉Hg,n. (A.4)

Now we define V to be the vector space over K with basis the sets

{xai , yai , tjk}1≤i,j,k≤n−3;1≤a≤g,

and

{xan−2 + xan−1 + xan, y
a
n−2 + yan−1 + yan, ti(n−2) + ti(n−1) + tin,

t(n−2)(n−2) + t(n−1)(n−1) + tnn + t(n−2)(n−1) + t(n−2)n + t(n−1)n}1≤i≤n−3;1≤a≤g.

Notice that we may identify Im dn−1 ◦ dn−2 with the Lie algebra L(V )/⟨R⟩L(V ), where R is the set of braid relations on
tfg,n.

Let W now be the vector space over K with basis

{xan−1, y
a
n−1, ti(n−1), x

a
n, y

a
n, tin}1≤i≤n;1≤q≤g,

and Q ⊂ L(W ) the set of relations
g∑
a=1

[xai , y
a
i ] = −

∑
j:j ̸=i

tji − 2(g − 1)tii, i = n, n− 1;

[xan, y
b
n−1] = [xan−1, y

b
n] = δabt(n−1)n;

[xan, x
b
n−1] = [yan, y

b
n−1] = 0;

[xan + xan−1, t(n−1)n] = [yan + yan−1, t(n−1)n] = 0;

[tij , tkl] = 0 if {i, j} ∩ {k, l} = ∅;

[t(n−1)n, t(n−1)k + tnk] = 0 if k ̸= n− 1, n;

[t(n−1)(n−1), v] = [tnn, v] = 0 for all v ∈ V.

By definition, hg,n = L(w)/⟨Q⟩L(W ).

Let F ⊂ L(V ⊕W ) be the set of relations

[xai , y
a
j ] = δabtij , [yi, x

a
j ] = −δabtij for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2, j = n− 1, n;

[xai , x
b
j ] = [yai , y

b
j ] = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2, j = n− 1, n;

[xak, tij ] = [yak , tij ] = 0 for k ̸= i, j = n− 1, n;

[xai , tij ] = −[xaj , tij ], [yai , tij ] = −[yaj , tij ] for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2, j = n− 1, n;

[tij , tk(n−1)] = 0 if {i, j} ∩ {k, n− 1} = ∅;

[tik, ti(n−1)] = −[tk(n−1), ti(n−1)] if {i, n− 1} ∩ {k} = ∅;

[tij , tkn] = 0 if {i, j} ∩ {k, n} = ∅;

[tik, tin] = −[tkn, tin] if {i, n} ∩ {k} = ∅.

Notice that every relation in F can be written in the form

[vi, wi] = fij

for basis elements vi ∈ L(V ) and wi ∈ L(W ), and some fij ∈ L(W ). Clearly tfg,n
∼= L(V ⊕W )/⟨R,Q, F ⟩L(V⊕W ).

At the same time, Proposition A.2 gives the isomorphism

tfg,n
∼= Im dn−1 ◦ dn−2 ⊕ hg,n.

This last equation in conjunction with (A.4) implies the desired result.
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A.2 On braid Lie algebras
We will assume familiarity with the notation of Section 4.2. Our goal is to prove the result:

Proposition A.5. The two commutative diagrams

Ln+2

g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

∆
drn+2

P

and
Ln+2

Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2 ×G A Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

∆
∆×T r

P1

are isomorphic as objects in RelE.

We begin by showing that g and (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2) ×G ULn+2 are isomorphic as Lie algebras. Explicitly, the map G :
(Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)⊕2 → ULn+2 is defined by

G(v1 ⊕ v2, w1 ⊕ w2) = ρ̃G(w1, v2)− ρ̃G(v1, w2),

for v = v1 ⊕ v2, w = w1 ⊕ w2 ∈ Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2. One can check that G does indeed satisfy the cocycle condition.

Proposition A.6. The map φ : g→ (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)×G ULn+2 induced by

xin+2 7→ (xin+2 ⊕ 0, 0) for 1 ≤ i ≤ g;
yin+2 7→ (yin+2 ⊕ 0, 0) for 1 ≤ i ≤ g;

t1(n+2) 7→ −
g∑
i=1

([xin+2, y
i
n+2]⊕ 0, 0)−

∑
j:j ̸=1,n+3

(tj(n+2) ⊕ 0, 0)− (0⊕ 0, 1);

tj(n+2) 7→ (tj(n+2) ⊕ 0, 0) for 1 < j < n+ 3;

t(n+2)(n+3) 7→ (0⊕ 0, 1);

xin+3 7→ (0⊕ xin+2, 0) for 1 ≤ i ≤ g;
yin+3 7→ (0⊕ yin+2, 0) for 1 ≤ i ≤ g;

t1(n+3) 7→ −
g∑
i=1

(0⊕ [xin+2, y
i
n+2], 0)−

∑
j:j ̸=1,n+3

(0⊕ tj(n+2), 0)− (0⊕ 0, 1);

tj(n+3) 7→ (0⊕ tj(n+2), 0) for 1 < j < n+ 2;

(A.5)

is a well defined Lie morphism.

We can check by direct computation that φ preserves the braid relations on g. The non-trivial part of the proof is to ensure
φ is well defined on the quotient. Before we proceed, we must observe:

Lemma A.7. Denote by Ln = Lie(x1, . . . , xn), the free Lie algebra in generators xi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. As vectors spaces,
⟨xn⟩Ln

= [Ln, xn]⊕Kxn.

Proof. The subspace Ln−1 ⊕ [Ln, xn] ⊕ Kxn is a subalgebra of Ln that contains all the generators. Clearly, ⟨xn⟩Ln
∩

Ln−1 = ∅, so it must be ⟨xn⟩Ln
⊂ [Ln, xn]⊕Kxn. The reverse inclusion is straightforward.

Proof (of Proposition A.6). Note that ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩g ⊂ L̃ := L̂ie(xan+2, y
a
n+2, t2(n+2), . . . t(n−1)(n+2), t(n+2)(n+3)),

since the latter is an ideal in g. Therefore,

⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩g = [L̃, t(n+2)(n++3)]⊕Kt(n+2)(n+3).

We will be done if we can show [[v, t(n+2)(n+3)], t(n+2)(n+3)] ∈ kerφ for all v ∈ L̃. For this purpose, we can check that
the set

{v ∈ L̃ |φ([[v, t(n+2)(n+3)], t(n+2)(n+3)]) = 0}

is a subalgebra of the free Lie algebra that contains all its generators.

Next we will show that φ : g → (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2) ×G ULn+2 is in fact an isomorphism by exhibiting its inverse. First,
notice that we have a short exact sequence

0 ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩g/[⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩, ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩]g g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2 0,
P1◦φ
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where P1 is the projection P1 : (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2) ×G ULn+2 → Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2. The composition P1 ◦ φ has a section
α : L⊕ L→ g, induced by the choices

xin+2 ⊕ 0 xin+2,

yin+2 ⊕ 0 yin+2,

tj(n+2) ⊕ 0 tj(n+2),

0⊕ xin+2 xin+3,

0⊕ yin+2 yin+3,

0⊕ tj(n+2) tj(n+3),

α

(A.6)

where 1 ≤ i ≤ g and 2 ≤ j ≤ n+ 1. The algebra g is an (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)-module with respect to the action

(v1 ⊕ v2) · g = [g, α(v1 ⊕ v2)]. (A.7)

Proposition A.8. Define a map ψ : (Ln+2 ⊕Ln+2)×G ULn+2 → g by, ψ(v, a) = α(v) + β(a), where β : ULn+2 → g
is the unique (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)-module map satisfying β(1) = t(n+2)(n+3). Then ψ is a Lie algebra homomorphism.

We may abbreviate ψ(x) = α(x) + β(x), and understand that we are extending the maps α and β by zero on the
corresponding components of (Ln+2⊕Ln+2)×GULn+2. Apriori, the action (A.7) depends on the choice of section, but
it restricts to an (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)-action on

M = ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩g/[⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩, ⟨t(n+2)(n+3)⟩]g

which is independent from that choice. We will need the fact:

Lemma A.9. For all a ∈ ULn+2, β(a) ∈M .

Proof. It will be enough to show the statement holds for all monomials in ULn+2. Let ai1 . . . ain be a product of
generators. Notice that

β(ai1 . . . ain) = (−1)nβ((0⊕ ain) · (. . . (0⊕ ai1) · 1) . . . )
= (−1)n[. . . [t(n+2)(n+3), α(0⊕ ai1)] . . . , α(0⊕ ain)].

Since this representative of β(ai1 . . . ain) belongs to Lie(xan+3, y
a
n+3, t2(n+3), . . . t(n−1)(n+3), t(n+2)(n+3)), there is no

way to suppress the t(n+2)(n+3) term.

Proof (of Proposition A.8). Let (v, a), (w, b) ∈ (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)×G ULn+2. Then

ψ([(v, a), (w, b)]) = ψ(([v, w], w · a− v · b+ c(v, w))

= α([v, w]) + w · β(a)− v · β(b) + β(c(v, w)),

while

[ψ(v, a), ψ(w, b)] = [α(v) + β(a), α(ω) + β(b)]

= [α(v), α(ω)] + [α(v), β(b)] + [β(a), α(w)],

where on the last line we used Lemma (A.9). Comparing with the definition of the action (A.7), all we need to show is
that

β(c(v, w)) = [α(v), α(w)]− α([v, w]). (A.8)

Substituting v = (v1 ⊕ v2), w = (w1 ⊕ w2), the preceding equation becomes

β(ρG(w1, v2)− ρG(v1, w2)) = [α(v1 ⊕ 0), α(w1 ⊕ 0)] + [α(v1 ⊕ 0), α(0⊕ w2)].

We will be done if we can show that
β(ρG(y, z)) = [α(y ⊕ 0), α(0⊕ z)].
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To show the latter, we prove that the set B := {y ∈ L |β(ρ̃G(y, ai)) = [α(y ⊕ 0), α(0 ⊕ ai)]}, defined for a fixed
generator ai, is a subalgebra of Ln+2 that contains all generators. Indeed, if y, z ∈ ULn+2, then

β(ρ̃G([y, z]), a
i) =(y ⊕ 0) · β(ρ̃G(z, ai))− (z ⊕ 0) · β(ρ̃G(y, ai))

= [[α(z ⊕ 0), α(0⊕ ai)], α(y ⊕ 0)]− [[α(y ⊕ 0), α(0⊕ ai)], α(z ⊕ 0)]

= −[[α(y ⊕ 0), α(z ⊕ 0)], α(0⊕ ai)]
= −[α([y, z]⊕ 0), α(0⊕ ai)],

so that [y, z] ∈ B. We can also check by direct computation that all the generators of Ln+2 are indeed in B.

We can directly verify that

Corollary A.9.1. The map φ : g → (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2) ×G ULn+2 is an isomorphism of Lie algebras, with inverse
ψ : (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)×G ULn+2 → g.

More importantly, the commutativity of the diagram

0 ULn+2 (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)×G ULn+2 Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2 0

0 M g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2 0,

g

P1

ψ id

P1◦φ

(A.9)

defines an invertible linear map between abelian Lie algebras, g : ULn+2 →M .

Corollary A.9.2. The spaces ULn+2 and M are isomorphic as (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)-modules.

Proof. Recall that if γ : M1 → M2 is an invertible module map, then γ−1 : M2 → M1 is automatically a module map.
Therefore, all we need to do is verify that g : Ln+2 → M is a module map, but this follows from the commutativity of
(A.9). To check this, notice that, for any v, w ∈ Ln+2, (0, (v ⊕ w) · 1) = [(0, 1), (v ⊕ w, 0)], then

(v ⊕ w) · 1 [(0, 1), (v ⊕ w, 0)]

(v ⊕ w) · t(n+2)(n+3) [t(n+2)(n+3), α(v ⊕ w)]

g ψ

We are finally ready to prove our main result:

Proposition A.10. The two commutative diagrams

Ln+2

g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

∆
drn+2

P

and
Ln+2

Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2 ×G ULn+2 Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

∆
∆×T r

P1◦φ

are isomorphic as objects in RelE.

Proof. Our statement is equivalent to the commutativity of the diagrams

Ln+2 Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

Ln+2 Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

∆

id id

∆

(Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)×G ULn+2 Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

g Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2

P1

ψ id

P

Ln+2 (Ln+2 ⊕ Ln+2)×G ULn+2

Ln+2 g

∆×Tr

id ψ

drn+2

since the vertical arrows that comprise them are invertible. The commutativity of the first two follows from straightforward
computations. For the third diagram, note that, by definition, T r : Ln+2 → ULn+2 satisfies

T r(x) = qr(x) for all x ∈ Ln+2.

Let ai be a generator of Ln+2, then

ψ(∆× T r)(ai) = α∆(ai) + β(r(ai))

= α∆(ai) + r(ai)β(1)

= α∆(ai) + r(ai)t(n+2)(n+3).

Page 44 of 55



On the other hand,
drn+2(ai) = dn+2(ai) + r(ai)t(n+2)(n+3).

We can check how each generator ai of Ln+2 satisfies the equality α∆(ai) = dn+2(ai).

A.3 On the equivalence of RelCo and RelE

We aim to complete the proof of the following proposition:

Proposition A.11. The functor F : RelCo→ RelE, defined on objects by

( h g
f

, M, ω ⊕ c ∈ Z2(g, h;M)) 7→
h

g×cM g

f
f×ω

,

and on morphisms by
h g

h′ g′

f

H G

f ′

,

M

M ′

α , r ∈ C1(g, h;M)

 7→


h g

h′ g′

f

H G

f ′

,

h g×cM

h′ g′ ×c′ M ′

f×ω

H σ

f ′×ω′

,

g×cM g

g′ ×c′ M ′ g′

σ G

 ,

where σ(x,m) = (G(x), α(m) + r(x)) for all (x,m) ∈ g×cM , is an equivalence of categories.

In the body of the article we proved that F is faithful and essentially surjective. We will now prove that F is well-defined.

Keeping with the notation of Proposition A.11, we need to check that:

1. The map f × ω is a Lie morphism: Let h1, h2 ∈ h, then

[(f(h1), ω(h1)), (f(h2), ω(h2))] = ([f(h1), f(h2)], f(h2) · ω(h1)− f(h1) · ω(h2) + c(f(h1), f(h2)))

= (f [h1, h2], ω[h1, h2]),

where for the second equality we used that ω ⊕ c is a closed cocycle, so that dω = −f∗c.

2. The map σ is a Lie morphism: Recall how we imposed the requirement

δr = (αω − ω′H)⊕ (αc− c′(G⊗G)), (A.10)

so in particular
−dr = αc− c′(G⊗G). (A.11)

Let (g1,m1), (g2,m2) ∈ g×cM , then

σ[(g1,m1), (g2,m2)] = σ([g1, g2], g2 ·m1 − g1 ·m2 + c(g1, g2))

= (G[g1, g2], α(g2 ·m1 − g1 ·m2 + c(g1, g2)) + r[g1, g2])

= (G[g1, g2], G(h2) · α(m1)−G(g1) · α(m2) + αc(g1, g2) + r[g1, g2])

= (G[g1, g2], G(g2) · α(m1)

−G(g1) · α(m2) +G(h2) · r(g1)−G(g1) · r(g2) + c′(G(g1), G(g2))

= [(G(g1), α(m1) + r(g1)), (G(g1), α(m1) + r(g1))]

= [σ(g1,m1), σ(g2,m2)],

where on the third equality we used the requirement that α(g ·m) = G(g) · α(m) for all g ∈ g and m ∈ M , and
we used equation (A.11) for the fourth equality.

3. The diagrams

A :=

h g×cM

h′ g′ ×c′ M ′

f×ω

H σ

f ′×ω′

, B :=

g×cM g

g′ ×c′ M ′ g′

σ G ,

are commutative: In particular, equation (A.10) also implies that

−f∗r = αω − ω′H. (A.12)
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Let h ∈ h. To check the commutativity of A, notice that

σ(f(h), ω(h)) = (Gf(h), αω(h) + rf(h))

= (f ′H(h), ω′H(h)),

where on the second equality we used the condition Gf = f ′H , as well as equation (A.12). The commutativity of
B is straightforward.

4. The map F : RelCo→ RelE respects composition: Suppose we have two morphisms X ,Y in RelCo:(
h
f−→ g,M, ω ⊕ c

) (
h′

f ′

−→ g′,M ′, ω′ ⊕ c′
) (

h′′
f ′′

−−→ g′′,M ′′, ω′′ ⊕ c′′
)

X Y
.

To verify that F(X ◦RelCo Y) = F(X ) ◦RelE F(Y), we essentially only need to check that

σF(X ) ◦ σF(Y) = σF(X◦RelCoY).

Indeed, let us abbreviate σ = σF(X ) and σ′ = σF(Y). Then given any (g,m) ∈ g×cM ,

σ′ ◦ σ(g,m) = (G(g), α(m) + r(g))

= (G′G(g), α′α(m) + α′r(g) + r′G(g))

= (G′G(g), α′α(m) + r′ ◦RelCo r(g)).

B Automorphisms in Foxη

In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1.5, offering a different characterization of the higher genus KRV groups.

Consider the following commutative diagram of Lie algebras Cf :

L

(L⊕ L)×G A L⊕ L

∆×T f

∆

p

(B.1)

Recall that L is the degree completion of the free Lie algebra in generators {xi, yi, zj}, where 1 ≤ i ≤ g and 1 ≤ j ≤ n.
We are regarding A := UL as a commutative Lie algebra. As a vector space, (L ⊕ L) ×G A = (L ⊕ L) ⊕ A, and the
bracket in the former is given by

[(x, a), (y, b)] = ([x, y], y · a− x · b+G(x, y)).

The map G :
∧2

L ⊕ L → A is the Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain in Z2(L ⊕ L,A) that corresponds to the Fox pairing
ρG under the equivalence from Theorem 3.11. Likewise, T f : L → A is the Chevalley-Eilenberg 1-cochain uniquely
determined by the requirement that T f ⊕G correspond to the quasi-derivation qf . In formulas,

G(v, w) = ρG(v1, w2)− ρG(w1, v2) for all v, w ∈ L⊕ L;
T f (v) = qf (v) for all v ∈ L.

Lastly, the projection p is given by

p(x, a) = x for all (x, a) ∈ (L⊕ L)×c A; (B.2)

we can identify its kernel with the abelian Lie algebra A.

Diagram Cf is an extension of L⊕L by A relative to the diagonal map ∆ : L→ L⊕L. The object that Cf defines in the
category RelE corresponds to

Cf = (∆ : L→ L⊕ L, A, T f ⊕G ∈ Z2(L⊕ L,L;A)) ∈ Ob(RelCo)

= (L, ρG ⊕ qf ∈ Z2(M(idL))) ∈ Ob(Fox),

with respect to the categorical equivalences of Proposition 3.7 and 3.9, where we have abusively denoted all these objects
by the same symbol. Our goal is to prove the result:

Theorem B.1. Let Aut(L, [−,−]gr, δfgr) denote the set of Lie automorphisms of L preserving the associated graded to
the Goldman bracket and the Turaev cobracket on Σg,n+1. Then the following is a split exact sequence:

LFox(A) ∩ RFox(A) AutFox(Cf ) Aut(L, [−,−]gr, δfgr)
Ψ . (B.3)

To accomplish this, we need to understand how special automorphisms act on Fox pairings and quasi-derivations.
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B.1 Special automorphisms
Definition B.2. Recall an automorphism f ∈ AutLie(L) of positive grading is special if there exist fj ∈ exp(L), for
j = 1, · · · , n, such that

f(zj) = f−1
j zjfj

for all j, and also f(ω) = ω, where

ω :=

g∑
i=1

[xi, yi] +

n∑
j=1

zj .

Proposition B.3 ([Ale+17; MT14]). Any special automorphism g preserves the Fox pairing ρG, in the sense that the
following diagram is commutative:

A⊗A A

A⊗A A

ρG

g⊗g g

ρG

, (B.4)

Moreover, any g ∈ Aut(L, [−,−]gr) is conjugate to a special automorphism [Ale+20, Theorem 2.7]. That is, there exist
a group-like x ∈ A and some special automorphism g0 such that

g(a) = x−1g0(a)x for all a ∈ A.

This prompts us to understand how conjugation automorphisms act on Fox pairings:

Lemma B.4. Let x ∈ A be a group-like element, and let h : A→ A denote conjugation by x, so that h(a) = x−1ax for
all a ∈ A. Then any Fox pairing ρ : A⊗A→ A fits in a commutative diagram

A⊗A A

A⊗A A

ρ

ρ+ρh

h⊗h h , (B.5)

where ρh is an exact Fox pairing.

Proof. Let αi, αj be any two generators in A. By direct computation we may verify that

ρ ◦ (h⊗ h)(αi, αj) = h(αiρ(x, x
−1)αj + αiρ(x, αj) + ρ(αi, x

−1)αj + ρ(αi, αj)).

It follows that diagram (B.5) is commutative if we define the Fox pairing ρh as

ρh(a, b) = D(a)ρ(x, x−1)D(b) +D(a)∂hR(b) + ∂hL(a)D(b), (B.6)

where ∂hL and ∂hR are left and right Fox derivatives, respectively, defined by

∂hL(a) = ρ(a, x−1), ∂hR(a) = ρ(x, a) (B.7)

for all a ∈ A. The first summand in equation (B.6) is an inner Fox pairing. Since all inner Fox pairings are exact (cf.
Definition 2.16), the Fox pairing ρh is so too, expressly.

We now turn our attention to quasi-derivations. We only need to be concerned with special automorphisms that also
preserve the cobracket δfgr. Before we properly begin, we will need the following lemma:

Lemma B.5 ([Ale+18], Proposition A.2). Let αi be a generator of A, and let a ∈ A be a homogeneous element of degree
m such that |αNi a| = 0 for N ≥ m− 1. Then a ∈ [αi, A].

Lemma B.6. Let g be a special automorphism, and suppose also that g ∈ Aut(L, δfgr). Then there exists an inner
derivation ψg : A→ A making the following diagram commutative:

A A

A A

qf

g g

qf+ψg

. (B.8)
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Proof. By inner derivation, we mean that there exits vg ∈ A such that

ψg(a) = [vg, a]

for all a ∈ A.

We define ψg := g−1qfg − qf . Notice that ψg is a derivation, in the sense that ψg ∈ Qder(0), since

g−1qfg ∈ Qder(g−1ρGg) = Qder(ρG),

where the previous equality of sets is a consequence of Proposition B.3. It remains to show that ψg is in fact inner.

The assumption that g ∈ Aut(L, δfgr) means that δψg
= 0. The skew-symmetry of qf implies that of ψg , so we may write

this as
dψg − Pdψg = 0.

In particular, this means that
0 = (ε⊗ id)|δψg

(a)| = |ψg(a)− Sψg(a)| (B.9)

for all a ∈ A. Let αi denote the generators of A. We now evaluate (B.9) on a = αNi , with the intention of using Lemma
B.5. By alternating between arbitrarily large odd or even numbers, we learn that there must exist bi, ci ∈ A such that

ψg(αi) + Sψg(αi) = [bi, αi];

ψg(αi)− Sψg(αi) = [ci, αi].

Together, the last two equalities imply that ψg(αi) = [ai, αi] for ai = 1
2 (bi + ci). It remains to show that ai = aj for all

i, j. Equivalently, we will assume a1 = 0 and show that this implies ai = 0 for all i. If we now evaluate equation (B.9)
on a = αN1 α

M
j , we get

|αMj αN1 aj − αN1 αMj aj | = 0. (B.10)

The only way this last equality can hold for arbitrarily large M and N is if aj = 0. More formally, given any n ≥ 1, let
us define cyclic partial derivatives Dn

i : |A| → A by setting

Dn
i (|αi1 . . . αik |) :=

k∑
l=1

∂nj (σ
l · αi1 . . . αik),

where ∂i : A→ A is the right Fox derivative defined in equation (2.1). The cyclic permutation σ ∈ Sl is σ := (ii · · · ik).
A permutation γ ∈ Sl acts on a monomial of degree l in A by γ · αi1 . . . αik = αγ(i1) . . . αγ(ik). If we apply the
transformation ∂Ni ◦DM

j to equation (B.10), we obtain

0 = aj + ∂Mj ∂
N
1 (aj)[α

M
j α

N
1 + αN1 α

M
j ].

However, we can always ensure the term ∂Mj ∂
N
1 (aj) is zero by choosing large enough numbersN,M ∈ N, so necessarily

aj = 0.

We are similarly interested in the action of conjugation automorphisms on quasi-derivations.

Lemma B.7. Let x ∈ A be a group-like element, and let h : A→ A denote the conjugation by x, so that h(a) = x−1ax
for all a ∈ A. Then any quasi-derivation q : A→ A fits in the commutative diagram

A A

A A

q

q+qh

h h , (B.11)

where qh is an exact quasi-derivation.

Proof. Let a ∈ L ⊂ A. By direct computation, we may verify that

h−1qh(a) = q(a) + xq(x−1)a+ aq(x)x−1 + ρG(a, x)x
−1 + xρG(x

−1, a). (B.12)

We may use the equalities

0 = q(xx−1) = q(x)x−1 + xq(x−1) + ρG(x, x
−1);

0 = ρG(a, xx
−1) = ρ(a, x)x−1 + ρ(a, x−1);

0 = ρG(xx
−1, a) = xρg(x

−1, a) + ρG(x, a);
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to substitute for the relevant terms in equation (B.12). Simplifying, our result follows if we set

qh(a) := −D(a)q(x)x−1 − xq(x−1)D(a)− ∂hL(a)− ∂hR(a),

where the Fox derivatives ∂hL and ∂hR are defined in equation (B.7).

We can summarize all our observations from this section in the following lemma:

Lemma B.8. Let g ∈ Aut(L, [−,−]gr, δfgr) be expressible as the composition g = h ◦ g0, where g0 is a special au-
tomorphism and h ∈ Aut(A) denotes conjugation by a group-like element x ∈ A. Then the following diagrams are
commutative:

A⊗A A

A⊗A A

g⊗g

ρG

g

ρG+ρh

,

A A

A A

qf

qf+ψg+qh

g g .

Proof. The commutativity of the first diagram follows from diagrams (B.4) and (B.5). The commutativity of the second
diagram in turn follows from (B.8) and (B.11).

Proof (of Theorem B.1). Recall we have also denoted

Cf := (L, qf ⊕ ρG ∈ Z2(M(idh))).

According to Theorem 2.27, if

(g ∈ AutLie(L), r ∈ C1(M(idL))) ∈ AutFox(Cf ),

then g ∈ AutGoTu(A, [−,−]ρG , δqf ). But according to Corollaries 5.7.1 and 5.8.1, respectively,

[−,−]ρG = [−,−]gr and δqf = δfgr.

For the other half of the statement, notice that Ψ : {f, r} 7→ idL if and only if g = idL and

δr = −µ(r)⊕−τ(r) = 0.

Set r = ∂L ⊕ ∂R, then the requirement that −µ(r) = 0 means is equivalent to the statement ∂L = −∂R, which implies
that ∂L is a right and left Fox derivative at once.

All that remains to show is that the map ψ is surjective. Let g ∈ Aut(L, [−,−]gr, δfgr) be expressible as the composition
g = h ◦ g0, where g0 is a special automorphism and h : A→ A denotes conjugation by a group-like element x ∈ A. By
Lemma B.8, the quasi-derivation qf and the Fox pairing ρG are preserved up to exact terms, in the sense that

g−1ρG(g ⊗ g) = ρg + ρh and g−1qfg = qf + qh + ψg.

Now we notice that the term qh ⊕ ρh + ψg0 ∈ Qder(A) ⊕ Fox(A) is exact with respect to the total complex (3.7). That
is, if we define left and right Fox derivatives by

∂xL(a) := D(a)q(x)x−1, ∂xR(a) := xq(x−1)D(a),

then we can see that
qh ⊕ ρh = (µ⊕ τ)[(∂xL + ∂hL)⊕ (∂xR + ∂hR)],

where ∂hL and ∂hR are defined in equation (B.7). Similarly, if we set

∂vL(a) := D(a)vg0 , ∂vR(a) := vg0D(a)

for all a ∈ A, then
ψg ⊕ 0 = (µ⊕ τ)[∂vL ⊕ ∂vR].

In other words, g ∈ AutFox(Cf ), and Ψ(g) = g.

Theorem B.9. There exists an isomorphism

AutFoxη (Cf )/K ∼= KRV
f

(g,n+1),

Proof. We know

AutFox(Cf )/(LFox(A) ∩ RFox(A)) ∼= AutGoTu(L, [−,−]gr, δfgr) = KRV
f

(g,n+1),

where the first isomorphism follows from Theorem B.1. Lastly, in accordance with Lemma 2.5, (LFox(A) ∩ RFox(A)) ∼=
K.
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C The case of KRVf
(0,n)

Morally speaking, we can treat the genus zero case by formally setting PaCDf
g=0 := PaCDf . This is less than ideal,

as it is not immediately obvious how to adapt some of our previous statements to the instance when g = 0. Instead, we
will devote this appendix to handling this case. On the one hand, this is justified by the historical significance of the group
KRVf

adp

(0,3), which acts freely and transitively on the set of solutions to the original Kashiwara-Vergne conjecture. On the
other hand, building the genus zero case from the ground up will allow us to highlight a connection to the work of Kuno
[Kun25] regarding the emergent Drinfeld-Kohno braid algebras (see Definition C.5).

For the convenience of the reader, we recall some notation from Section 5. Let Σ := Σ0,n+1 be a compact oriented surface
of genus zero with n + 1 boundary components. We denote π = π1(Σ, ∗), where ∗ is a boundary point in Σ. Given a
generating system {γ1, . . . , γn} of π, we define a weight filtration on Kπ by setting

wt(γj − 1) = 2

for j = 1, . . . , n. Let A denote the algebra of power series A := K⟨⟨z1, . . . , zn⟩⟩. We recall that there is a natural
isomorphism

grwt(Kπ) ∼= A

which maps gr(γj) to zj (cf. Proposition 5.2). Via this isomorphism, we view the associated graded of the Goldman
bracket and Turaev cobracket as maps

[−,−]gr : |A| ⊗ |A| → |A|, δfgr : |A| → |A| ⊗ |A|,

where the Turaev cobracket depends on a choice of framing f on Σ,

f : TΣ Σ× R2
∼= .

We already described the Goldman bracket and Turaev cobracket in Section 5.1, but we summarize the relevant informa-
tion in the next two lemmas:

Lemma C.1. Let ρG : A×A→ A be the Fox pairing with non-vanishing entries given by

ρG(zj , zj) = −zj

for j = 1, . . . , n. Then [−,−]ρG = [−,−]gr.

Lemma C.2. Given a framing f on Σ, let qf be the quasi-derivation associated to the Fox pairing −ρG, and with values
on generators given by

qf (zj) = rf (zj) = rotf (γj) + 1

for j = 1, . . . , n. Then δqf = δfgr.

Let L denote the degree completed Lie algebra in generators {z1, . . . , zn}, so that UL ∼= A. As before, we consider the
object in Foxη

Cf := (L, qf ⊕ ρG ∈ Z2(M(idL))), (C.1)

and its counterpart in RelE, which we denote by the same symbol:

Cf =

L

L⊕ L×G A L⊕ L

∆
∆×T f

P1

Here, G ∈ HomK(
∧2

L ⊕ L,A) and T f ∈ HomK(L,A) are the Chevalley-Eilenberg cochains corresponding to the
relative cochain qf ⊕ ρG under the equivalence of Theorem 3.11.

Remark C.3. By how we have defined Cf , the functor Ψ : Fox→ GoTu gives a non-trivial morphism

AutFoxη (Cf ) AutGoTu(A, [−,−]gr, δfgr) = KRV
f

(0,n+1),
Ψ

where the last equality follows from Lemmas C.1 and C.2.
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C.1 Braid algebras
We can naturally regard PaCDf as a right PaCDf -operad module. Then, by definition,

Πn+1(PaCDf ,PaCDf ) =

Kn+1 Kn+1/⟨t(n+1)(n+1)⟩

e (Kn+1/⟨t(n+1)(n+1)⟩)⊕2

π

dn+1 ∆

sn+2⊕sn+1

,

where
e := (Hn+2/⟨t(n+1)(n+1), t(n+2)(n+2)⟩)/[ker(sn+2 ⊕ sn+1), ker(sn+2 ⊕ sn+1)],

and Kn+1 and Hn+2 are part of short exact sequences

Kn+1 tfn+1 tfn,

Hn+2 tfn+2 tfn.

sn+1

sn+1◦sn+2

In the same way that we handled the higher genus cases, we can use Proposition A.2 to write Kn+1 in terms of generators
and relations. This yields that

Kn+1/⟨t(n+1)(n+1)⟩ = L̂ie(t1(n+1), . . . , tn(n+1)) =: Ln.

We also define
Hn+2 := Hn+2/⟨t(n+1)(n+1), t(n+2)(n+2)⟩.

Lemma C.4. Let N denote the abelian Lie subalgebra of e,

N := ⟨t(n+1)(n+2)⟩Hn+2
/[⟨t(n+1)(n+2)⟩, ⟨t(n+1)(n+2)⟩]Hn+2

.

The following sequence is short-exact:

0 N e Ln ⊕ Lnι P ,

where P = sn+2 ⊕ sn+1 and ι stands for the inclusion.

Proof. As in the higher genus case, the injectivity of ι and surjectivity of P are straightforward; our task is to show that
Im ι = kerP . Given that t(n+2)(n+1) ∈ kerP , we already know that Im ι ⊂ kerP . For the reverse inclusion, notice the
equality of vector spaces

e = ⟨t(n+1)(n+2)⟩e ⊕ (t1(n+1), . . . tn(n+1))e ⊕ (t1(n+2), . . . , tn(n+2))e, (C.2)

where the parentheses (−)g stand for the subalgebra generated in e. It is clear no element in e − ⟨t(n+1)(n+2)⟩g maps to
zero under P .

As before, we point out N is an abelian Ln ⊕ Ln-module with respect to the action g ·m = [m,u(g)] for g ∈ Ln ⊕ Ln
and m ∈ N , where u is any section10 of the projection P : e→ Ln ⊕ Ln.

Notice also how the proof of Lemma C.4 implies that

ker(sn+2 ⊕ sn+1 : Hn+2 → Ln ⊕ Ln) = ⟨t(n+1)(n+2)⟩. (C.3)

This observation is key, in that it relates e to the emergent Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebra of type (n,2).

Definition C.5 ([Kun25], Definition 3.3). The Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebra of type (m,l), dkm,l, is the graded Lie algebra
in generators ti(m+j) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ l, and t(m+i)(m+j) for 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ l, subject to relations (FL) and (F4T).

Let cm,l be the ideal in dkm,l generated by the symbols t(m+i)(m+j) for 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ l. The emergent Drinfeld-Kohno
Lie algebra of type (m,l), edkm,l, is the quotient algebra

edkm,l := dkm,l/[cm,l, cm,l].

10Since N is abelian, this action is independent of the choice of section

Page 51 of 55



As a direct consequence of Proposition A.2, we have that, by definition of edkn,2,

êdkn,2 ∼= e.

In [Kun25], Kuno describes the Lie bracket in edkn,2 in terms of a decomposition analogous to (C.2). We rephrase their
result in our notation, and in terms of e:

Lemma C.6 ([Kun25], §3.2). The map φ : e→ (L⊕ L)×G A given by

tj(n+1) 7−→ (zj ⊕ 0, 0),

tj(n+2) 7−→ (0⊕ zj , 0),
t(n+1)(n+2) 7−→ (0⊕ 0, 1),

for j = 1, . . . , n is an isomorphism of Lie algebras.

We close this subsection with the genus zero analogue of Proposition 4.27:

Lemma C.7. The two commutative diagrams

Df :=

L2

e Ln ⊕ Ln
∆

dfn+1

P

and Cf :=

L

L⊕ L×G A L⊕ L

∆
∆×T f

P1

are isomorphic as objects in RelE.

Proof. As in the higher genus case, we can construct an explicit isomorphism in RelE:

e Ln ⊕ Ln

(L⊕ L)×G A L⊕ L

P

φ µ⊕µ

P1

,

Ln Ln ⊕ Ln

L L⊕ L

∆

µ µ⊕µ

∆

,

Ln e

L (L⊕ L)×G A

dfn+1

µ φ

∆×T f

,

where µ : Ln → L is the isomorphism specified by µ(tjn+1) = zj for j = 1, . . . , n. The commutativity of the first
two diagrams can be checked by direct computation. To check the commutativity of the third, notice that, as a map in
HomK(L,A),

T f (zj) = qf (zj) = rf (zj)

for j = 1, . . . , 2. Then

φdfn+1(tj(n+1)) = φ(tj(n+1) + tj(n+2) + rf (tj(n+1))t(n+1)(n+2))

= (zj ⊕ zj , rf (tj(n+1)))

= ∆× T f (zj) = ∆× T f (µ(tj(n+1))).

Remark C.8. Consider the section u : L ⊕ L → (L ⊕ L) ×G A, u(x ⊕ y) = (x ⊕ y, 0) of the projection P1. We can
express the L⊕ L-action on kerP1 as

(x⊕ y) · (0, a) = (0, xa− ay)

for all a ∈ A. This immediately implies that N is free as an L⊕ L-module.

Lemma C.9. Let n ≥ 1. Given any framing f of Σ,

Mf := ((PaCDf ,PaCDf , t11), γ
f : Kn+1 → Kn+1, ϕ : N → UKn+1) ∈ OpR∆

f (n+ 1),

where ϕ is the Kn+1 ⊕Kn+1-module isomorphism uniquely defined by setting ϕ(t(n+1)(n+2)) = 1.

Proof. We can see that (PaCDf ,PaCDf , t11) ∈ OpR∆, and we have already observed howKn+1 = Kn+1/⟨t(n+1)(n+1)⟩
is isomorphic to a free Lie algebra. We just need to verify that ϕ is a well defined isomorphism. By Remark C.8, we al-
ready know N is free as an Ln ⊕ Ln-module. The element t(n+1)(n+2) is indeed a generator, as φ(t(n+1)(n+2)) = (0, 1)
is the generator of kerP1

∼= A as an L⊕ L-module.
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Theorem C.10. For n ≥ 1, let f be a framing of Σ0,n+1. Then Λn+1(Mf ) is isomorphic to the associated graded
Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra on Σ0,n+1 with respect to f .

Proof. Recall that the functor Λn+1 consists of the composition

OpR∆
f (n+ 1) RelEη RelCoη Foxη GoTu

Dn+1 F−1

∼=
E−1

∼=
Ψ .

By definition, the bracket and cobracket on Λ(Mf ) are induced by the Fox pairing and quasi-derivation that correspond
to the object of RelEη 

P


Kn+1 Kn+1

e Kn+1 ⊕Kn+1

π

dn+1 ∆

γf

sn+2⊕sn+1


,

N

UKn+1

ϕ


= (Df , ϕ).

By Lemma C.7, the bialgebra Λn+1(Mf ) will be isomorphic to the bialgebra corresponding to (L, qf ⊕ρG) ∈ Ob(Fox),
but by Lemmas C.1 and C.2, this is the desired Goldman-Turaev bialgebra.

C.2 GRTf

Definition C.11 ([Gon20], Definition 2.16). The graded framed Grothendieck-Teichmüller group is the group

GRTf := Aut+OpCat(CoAlg)(PaCD
f ),

where the superscript + indicates that maps in GRTf are the identity on objects. We also define GRTf1 to be the subgroup
of elements F ∈ GRTf that satisfy

F (t11) = t11. (C.4)

Definition C.12. Define the group

GRT0 := Aut+OpRCat(CoAlg)(PaCD
f ,PaCDf ).

Similarly to before, we set GRT0
1 to be the subgroup

GRT0
1 := {(F,G) ∈ GRT0 |F (t11) = 1}.

Lemma C.13. The map:

GRT0 ι−→ GRTf

(F,G) 7→ F

is a group isomorphism.

Proof. Recall the notation Υn = EndPaCDf (dn−1(1)). The map ι is clearly surjective. To prove that it is also injective,
assume (id, G) ∈ GRT0, and let σ be a morphism of arity n in PaCDf . Then

G(σ) = G(1 ◦1,n1 σ) = G(1) ◦ id(σ) = σ,

where 1 stands for the multiplicative identity in EndPaCDf (1)(1). This implies that also G = id.

Let γ : Ln → Kn+1 be a section of the canonical projection

π : Kn+1 → Kn+1/⟨t(n+1)(n+1)⟩.

Given (F,G) ∈ GRT0
1, g induces automorphisms in Kn+1 and Ln; we distinguish them as

Gn+1 ∈ AutLie(Kn+1), Gn+1 ∈ AutLie(L
n).

Let GRT0,γ
1 denote the subgroup of GRT0

1 that preserves the section γ, in the sense that

γ ◦Gn+1 = Gn+1 ◦ γ (C.5)

for all (F,G) ∈ GRT0,γ
1 . Almost as a direct consequence of Theorem C.10, we have that
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Proposition C.14. Given a framing f of Σ0,n+1, the map

GRT0,γf

1 −→ KRV
f

0,n+1

(F,G) 7−→ (Gn+1 : L→ L)

is a group morphism.

Proof. We only need to show that GRT0,γf

1 ⊂ AutOpR∆
f (n+1)(Mf ). By definition, any element of GRT0,γf

1 will fix t11

and preserve the section γf . Lastly, let G̃ : e → e be the automorphism of e induced by (F,G) ∈ GRT0,γf

1 . Lemma
5.15 still implies that G̃(t(n+1)(n+2)) = tn(n+1)(n+2), so that the L ⊕ L-isomorphism ϕ : N → A uniquely defined by
ϕ(t(n+1)(n+2)) = 1 is indeed fixed.

Lastly, we would like to give special treatment to the group KRV
fadp

0,3 . Recall that the adapted framing fadp on Σ0,3 is
specified by the requirement

rotf
adp

(γj) = −1

for j = 1, 2.

Lemma C.15. Let γadp : L2 → K3 be the section induced by the adapted framing fadp in the sense of Lemma 5.13, so
that

γadp(tj3) = tj3

for j = 1, 2. Then GRT0,γadp

1 = GRT0
1.

Proof. Let (F,G) ∈ GRT0
1. We would like to prove equality (C.5) for γ = γadp. We know G3 and G3 are tangential

automorphisms. Since

tf3 =

(
3⊕
i=1

Ktii

)
⊕ t3,

there exists a group-like element ϕ = ϕ(t13, t23) ∈ UL2 such that

G3γ
adp(tj3) = G3(tj3) = ϕ−1tj3ϕ = G3(tj3) = γadpG3(tj3)

for j = 1, 2.

In view of the isomorphism GRT0
1
∼= GRTf1 of Lemma C.13, the preceding lemma implies our version of the Alekseev-

Torossian injection of GRT into KRV:

Corollary C.15.1. The map

GRTf1 −→ KRV
fadp

(0,3)

G 7−→ (G3 : L→ L)

is a group morphism.
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