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A functorial approach to Kashiwara-Vergne

Rodrigo Navarro-Betancourt!
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Abstract

As a consequence of the proof of the Kashiwara-Vergne conjecture of Alekseev and Torossian [ATOS], 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 GRT, groups from [Gon20], and the higher genus KRV, groups of [Ale+17]]. Our construction is informed
by Massuyeau and Turaev’s [MTT4] 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(z+y) =log(e"eYe e ™) = ch(x,y),
where ch(z,y) = = +y + %[x,y] + ... is the Campbell-Hausdorff series. The KV conjecture was proved in full
generality in [AMOO]. It was further elucidated in [[ATO8]], where Alekseev and Torossian defined the groups KV and

KRV, which act freely and transitively on solutions of the KV problem. In [ATO8|, the authors also proved that the
graded Grothendieck-Teichmiiller 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 X, ,+1 be a compact oriented surface of genus g with n 4 1 boundary components. In [Gol86|], Goldman defined a
Lie bracket [—, —] on the K-span of conjugacy classes in the fundamental group 7, 11 := m1(Zg.n+1)

K7y nt1l = Krrg i1/ [Kmg ny1, Kmg 1]

Later on, in [Tur91]], Turaev constructed a Lie cobracket on the space Km /K1, where 1 stands for the homotopy class
of a contractible loop. This construction can be refined into a cobracket 6 on |Kr| given a trivialization of the tangent
bundle of the surface v, that is, a framing. The Goldman bracket and Turaev cobracket are compatible in the sense
that (|[K7g.nt1,[—, —]%,67) describes a Lie bialgebra structure. In [Ale+18], the authors prove that KRV roughly
matches the automorphism group of the associated grade 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’ [_a_}76)7 (1'1)

where H is a Hopf algebraand [—, —] : |H|®|H| — |H|and 6 : |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 C;,n 11 =
(gr(Kmg,nt1), [—, =15, 03,) for the associated graded of the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra on X, , 41 with respect to the
framing . The injection of GRT into KRV can then be phrased as a morphism

Autoperads(PaCD) < Autgora(ChY)-

From this presentation, it seems natural to guess that there exists a functor A : Operads — GoTu such that A(PaCD) =
Cg%p. The main result of this paper is to construct such a functor for a suitable variant of operads. Namely, we consider the
category OpR? (n) of (suitably marked) pairs (P, M), where M is an operadic right P-module over the category of small

CoAlg-enriched categories. Whenever (P, M) € OpR?(n), certain objects of M can be regarded as parenthesizations,
and the label n indicates the endomorphism coalgebras of parenthesizations of length n are constrained. Furthermore,
objects in OpR?(n) must be enhanced with data corresponding to a framing -y (see Definition . For simplicity, we

will omit all extra markings on objects in Opr (n) for the Introduction. Let PaCD’ be Gonzalez’ framed analogue of
PaCD (see Definition . The pair (PaCDf ,PaCD/ ) naturally lifts to an object in OpR? (n), and we prove that

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem . Forn > 1, there exist functors Ay, 11 : OpR?(nJrl) — GoTu such that An+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 (Pach , PacDg ) denote the operad
module of parenthesized framed genus g chord diagrams.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem . For n > 1, there is a natural isomorphism between An+1(PaCDf , PaCDg ) 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 KRV;H 11> and prove these act on C;n 41 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

GRT] = Aut(PaCD’, PaCD/) — Aut(C], ,,) = KRV, ;. (1.2)
I'With respect to the weight filtration given in Deﬁnition
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Here, GRT| is the genus g version of the Grothendieck-Teichmiiller group as defined in [Gon20], and GRT is the
subgroup preserving the framing . By results of [Ale+20], the group KRV , ., is roughly an extension of KRV;n 11
by inner derivations (see Proposition[5.12)).

We think of the functors A,,; 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 Ay as

OpR7 (k)

The category Fox admits two equivalent descriptions, each of which is useful for constructing one of the two functors ICy,
and ¥. On the one hand, an object in Fox consists of a free Lie algebra g together with a quasi-derivation ¢: Ug — Ug
in the sense of [Mas18]]. The functor VU 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 g of the form

0=-Ug—g—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 C 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 H?(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 ICy, capitalize on this second cohomological description of Fox. Although our approach is entirely algebraic, the
maps ICy, : OpR?(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 OprA (k). In the language of [NRW?22], the functor ICy, 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, ,, . Letus define C,,  ; := ICp, 2 (PaCD/, PaCDg )-
We prove

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem . There exists an isomorphism between Autpox(Cy ,,1)/K and KRV g . ;.

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(§ @1, f; Uf) are in bijection with both relative Lie algebra extensions and the set of quasi-derivations on Uf modulo
exact ones.

In Chapter 4, we derive a special category OpR?(n) from OpR Cat(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 PaCD’ -operad
module PaCDg .

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 PaCD 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-Teichmiiller 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 e 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 € to denote the
antipode and augmentation maps, respectively. We will use Sweedler notation when dealing with the coproduct:

Ala) =a®ad".

» For a given Lie algebra h, the associative algebra Ul has the structure of a Hopf algebra. We identify h with the
degree zero component of Ul. For any element = € b, the coproduct, antipode, and augmentation map are given
by A(z) =1®x+2®1, S(x) = —x, and e(x) = 0, respectively.

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

VaW(m)= @ Vk) W)
m=k-+I1

Unless it can lead to confusion, we will not indicate the completion with respect to this filtration in our notation, so
that VW =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® (') := Ob(C) x Ob(C");
- morcgc((c, ), (d,d")) := more (e, d) @ more: (¢, 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,[=,=],9),
where H is a cocommutative, involutive Hopf algebra. The other components are K-linear maps
[ —1:|H[@|H] = [H|, ¢:[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

GO'I‘II((H, [*, *}75)3 (H/a [*7 *]/75/))

consists of Hopf algebra maps f : H — H’ that define commutative diagramf]

[717] )
H| @ |H] = ] [H| —— |H| @ |H]
lf@f lf ’ lf lf@f
AT dR==)7g | =2 | ® |H|

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, p, ¢), where p and ¢ 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

v Fox — GoTu
(H7 P q) — (H7 [_’ _]pvéq)'
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
[MTT14].

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

h-a:= f(h)a, a-h:=af(h),

forall 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 0 : H — [ is a left (resp. right) Fox derivative if
0(ab) = 9(a)e(b) + ad(b) (resp. d(ab) = d(a)b+ c(a)d(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 LFox;(H,I) (resp. RFox;(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) := LFox;q(H, H), RFox(H) := RFox;q(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 — £(a) is both a left and a
right Fox derivative.

Example 2.4. Let H be the free associative algebra in the generators {z;};=1, . . Then we may define Fox derivatives

%
solely by specifying their values on the generators. Let 0; (resp. gi) be the left (resp.right) Fox derivative uniquely

characterized by setting R

Lemma 2.5. Let H be the degree completion of the free associative algebra in the generators {x;};—;
Then

n forn > 2.

LFox(H) NRFox(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 0 € LFox(H) N RFox(H). We define elements a; := 9(x;) forall i = 1,...n. Notice that the equality
O(ziz;) = xia; = a;z;
implies that a; is a power series in the generator x;; that is, a; € K{(x;)). Asn > 2, we may choose j # i. Then equalities
Oz jx;) = aixjx; = ;2,04
mean that 9(z;) = \;z; for some \; € K. Furthermore, since
Owiws) = (Niwi)zj = (Njwy),

it must be that A = A\; = A, for all ¢, j. This concludes the proof, since the map AD(a) = A(a — (a)) takes the same
values as 0 on the generators of H. O
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Definition 2.6. Given a left or right Fox derivative 9 : H — I, we define its transpose by ' := S; o d o Sy.

Lemma 2.7. If0 : H — I is a left (resp. right) Fox derivative, then its transpose 0' is a right (resp. left) Fox derivative.

Proof. Suppose 0 € LFox;(H, I), then
0'(ab) = SO(S(b)S(a))
S(0(5(b))e(S(a)) + 5(b)0(5(a)))
—8t( )e(a) + 0'9(a)d,
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 p : H x 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,

plaraz,b) = p(a1,b)e(az) + ai1p(az,b),
pla,bibz) = p(a, br)bz + €(b1)p(a, ba).

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

Definition 2.9. Let p € Fox;(H, I). The transpose of p is given by
pt(a7 b) = SIP(SH(b)v SH(CL))

for all a,b € H. The Fox pairing p is skew-symmetric if p = —p'.

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®™ with the outer bimodule structure,
aub = au; ® -+ @ upb
foru=u; ® - ®@uy € H®" and a,b € H; but we can also choose the inner bimodule structure,

axu*xb:=ub® - - ® auy,.

Definition 2.10. Let f : H — I be a Hopf algebra map. A linear map {—, —} : H ® H — I ® [ is a double bracket if
{a,b102} = b1{a, b2} + {a, b1 }bo, 2.2)
{araz,b} = a1 * {ao, b} + {a1,b} * as, (2.3)

where as before we have left implicit the /7 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 =

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

llal, o) := [{a, b} fa, b3,
where we have used Sweedler notation to write the components of the double bracket as {—, -~} = {—, -}V ®
{—, =33, 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 fixeda € H,
equation (2.2) gives

[av blb?] = |{{a7 b2}(2)b1{{a’ b2}(1)| + |{av bl}}(2)b2{{aﬂ bl}}(l) |7
which we can see is symmetric in b; and b,. This means that commutators in the second variable are mapped to zero. We
can prove an analogous statement when fixing the first variable instead. O

In [MT14], to any Fox pairing p € Fox;(H,I) between involutive and cocommutative Hopf algebras, Massuyeau and
Turaev associate a linear map {—, —}* : H ® H — I ® I given by

{{a, b}p _ b’S(p(a”, b//)/)a/ ® p(a", b”)”. (2.4)
The authors then prove that {—, —}# is a double bracket whenever p is skew-symmetric. This indirectly gives us a way
to construct brackets out of skew-symmetric Fox pairings. However, the assignment p — [—, —]” 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

Foxs(H,I) — Homg (|H| ® |H|, |I|)

)

p = [*7 7]/)
where [|al, [b]}” = |b"S(p(a”,b")")a’ p(a”, b")"|.
Proof. We need to show that the bracket [—, —]? is well defined on the quotient of cyclic words. Let a, b, ¢ € H. By abuse
of notation, we denote the map [—, —]” : H ® H — |I| by the same symbol. Notice that, since p is a left Fox derivative

in its first variable,

[ab, C] _ ‘C/S(allp(b//7c//)/)a/b/a///p(b//7c//)// + C/S(E(b//)p(a//,C”)/)a/blé(bm)p(a”,C”)//|
— ¢S (p(b" ")) ap(h", )| + I/ S(pla ") ya'bpla” o).

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 — ¢b] = 0. O

Remark 2.13. The bracket [—, —]” is skew-symmetric whenever p is.

Definition 2.14. Let p € Fox;(H, I). We say p is exact if it is expressible as
pla,b) = 0r(a)D(b) + D(a)Or(b), a,b € H, (2.5)
where 0y, € LFoxy(H, I) and Or € RFox;(H,I). This motivates us to define a map

7: LFox¢(H,I)® RFoxs(H,I) — Foxs(H,I)

0L ® Or — ((a,b) = O0r(a)D(b) + D(a)Or(b)). e

Proposition 2.15. Let p € Fox;(H, L). The bracket [—, —° : |H| x |H| — |I| is identically zero whenever p is exact.

Proof. Let p be an exact Fox pairing, with
pla,b) = 9r(a)D(b) + D(a)dr(b)

for all a,b € H. Because the assignment p — [—, —]” is linear in p, we will first prove [—, —]7 = 0 for the Fox pairing
~(a,b) = dr,(a)D(b). We begin by computing

A(’y(a//’ b//)) — aL(a/I/)/bI/ ® aL(a//)//b/// _ aL(a//)IE(bH) ® aL(a///)/l.
Now we can plug this into the definition of [—, —]7:

[a’ b]’y _ |b’S(b”)S(0L(a”)’)a’aL(a”)”b” o b/(—:(b//)S(aL(a”)/)alaL(aH)"‘
_ |S(8L(a”)’)a’@L(a”)”b\ _ |bS(aL(aH)/)a/8L(CL”)H| -0

We can analogously show that [—, —]P*?% = ( for any right Fox derivative 0. O
Definition 2.16. A Fox pairing p : H — H is inner if there exists an e € H such that
pla,b) = (a— e(a))e(b — £(b)) = D(a)eD(b)

forall a,b € H.

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

D(a)eD(b) = <2D(a)e> D(b) + D(a) (;eD(a)> ,

where the maps

1 1
a— §D(a)e and ar— ieD(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 — [ is a quasi-derivation if the map

p: HxH-—=I
(a,b) = q(a)b + aq(b) — q(ab)

is a Fox pairing in Fox;(H, I). We say g is a quasi-derivation associated to the Fox pairing p, and write ¢ € Qder;(p).
As before, we will mainly concern ourselves with quasi-derivations in

Qder(p) = Qderyy(p)-

Whenever we do not want to fix a specific Fox pairing, we will write Qder f(H ,I) for the space of quasi-derivations
mediated by the map f. We also denote Qder(H) := Qder;4(H).

2.7)

Example 2.18. Given a left (resp. right) Fox derivative Jr, (resp. Or), the map ¢(a) = Jr(a)+9Jr(a) is a quasi-derivation
associated to the Fox pairing
pla,b) = =(9L(a)D(b) + D(a)Or(b))-

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

Definition 2.19. Let ¢ € Qder ¢( p). The transpose q' of ¢ is given by

q'(a) == S1q(Sg(a)) foralla € H.

We say q is skew-symmetric if ¢ = —q".

Lemma 2.20 ([Mas18]], Lemma 2.3). If ¢ : H — I is a quasi derivation associated to a Fox pairing p : H x H — 1,
then its transpose ¢t is a quasi-derivation associated to p'.

Our immediate goal is to define a cobracket ¢, : |[H| — |I| ® |I| associated to any quasi-derivation ¢ mediated by a Hopf
algebramap f : H — I. In [Mas18]|, Massuyeau defines a linear map d, : H — I ® I by

dg(a) = a’S(q(a")") @ q(a”)" (2.8)
for any quasi-derivation g. The author then proves that the map
0 H—I®I
(2.9)
a— dy(a) — Pdy(a)

induces a linear map |J; | : [H| — |I| @ |I| whenever the quasi-derivation g is skew-symmetric (cf. [Mas18, Lemma 2.6]).
Here, P : I® I — I ® 1 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

dq(a) :=dg(a) + Pdg(a). (2.10)
Notice that 0;, = J, whenever ¢ is skew-symmetric.

Proposition 2.21. Suppose q : H — I is a quasi-derivation between involutive, cocommutative Hopf algebras. Then 6,
descends to a map 04 : , which we call the cobracket associated to q.

Proof. By abuse of notation, we will use the same symbol for the map 6, : H — |I| ® |I|. We need to show that
dq(ab —ba) = 0 for any a,b € H. Let ¢ € Qder;(p), so that

q(ab) = q(a)b + aq(b) + p(a, b).
Note this assumption also implies that ¢ is associated to pt. On the one hand,
5,(ab) = dy(ab) + P(dy: (ab)
:a/bls( ( //b//)/) ( //b//)//+P( ( b))
—a b/ ( ( /l) b//) ®q( /l)//b//I /b/ a/ (b//>/ ®a///q(b//)/l +a/b/S(p(al/,b//>/) ®p(a”,b”)”+P<dqi (ab))
—a S( (a//) ) ( //)// + b/S( (b//)/) q(b//)u +P(a S(qt(a//)/) ®qt(a//)// +b,S(qt(bN)/) ®aqt(b//)//)
+ a/b/S(p(a//,b//)/) ( " b//)l/ _"_ P(a/ b/ (pt(a//,b//)/) ® pt(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

6q(ab _ ba) _ a/b/S(p(a//7 b//)l) ® p(a1/7 bl/)/l _ b/a/S(p(bN, a/l)/) ® p(b//,a//)//

2.11
+ P(a’b'S(pt(a”, b//)/) ® ,Ot((l//, b//)// _ b'a’S(pt(b”,a”)’) ® pt(b//, (1”)”). ( )

Now it is enough to observe, following [Mas18, Lemma 2.6], that
y'S(p(a"y") )" @ p(a”,y")" = P(z'S(p"(y",2") )y @ p'(y",2")")

for any =,y € H. This implies that the first and fourth term in equation (2.1T)) cancel each other out, and similarly for the
second and third terms. O

Now we will define exact quasi-derivations; these naturally correspond to exact relative Lie cocycles, as we will see in
Section 331

Definition 2.22. A quasi-derivation q : H — I is exact if it is expressible as
¢(a) = 0r(a) + Or(a), a € H, (2.12)
for some 0;, € LFox;(H,I) and Or € RFox;(H, I). Notice that in this case, ¢ is associated to the Fox pairing
(a,b) — —0r(a)D(b) — D(a)Or(b) = —7(0r, ® Or)(a,b).
We consolidate this information by defining a map

p:  LFoxy(H,I)® RFoxy(H,I) — Qder,(H,I)

(2.13)
Or, ® Op — (a — 0r(a) + 0r(a)).

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 0 € LFox;(H,I) (resp. O € RFox;(H,I)), where both H and I are involutive Hopf algebras. Then
0'(a) = —S9(a")a (resp. 0'(a) = —a’'S(a"))
foranya € H.

Proof. Let 9 : H — I be aleft Fox derivative. For any a € H, €(a)1 = S(a’)a”, so that

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

Proposition 2.24. Let ¢ : H — I be an exact quasi-derivation. Then its associated cobracket 6, : |H| — |I| @ |I] is
identically zero.

Proof. Let ¢ = 01, + Or be an exact quasi-derivation, with J;, € LFoxy(H, I) and Or € RFoxy(H,I). We can write

8y = dy + P(dgt)
= [do, + P(doy )] + [doy, + P(day,)].

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

doe(a) = —0(a")' ® S(0(a")')a’ = —P(da(a)),

where the last equality holds after the projection H ® H — |H| ® |H|. Showing the preceding equality is analogous for
right Fox derivatives. O
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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 @ p), where h is a Lie algebra, p €
Fox(Ub), and ¢ € Qder(—p). A morphism between two objects (h, ¢ @ p) and (h', ¢’ @ p’) is specified by a Lie algebra
map f : h — b’ and a pair of Fox derivatives 0y, @ Or € LFox;(Ubh,Ub’) @ RFox(Ubh, Uh’), subject to the constrain

b
Fox((h,q ® p), (v, @ p')) = lf 0L ®OR | (0L ®OR) ©T(0L ®Or) = (d f—fa) @ (W (FRf)—fp)p, (214
hl
Composition in Fox is defined by
b b’ b
lfﬁL@aR OFox lf’ L0, ® 0 | = lf’of,(f/aL"i'alLf)@(f/8R+8§af)
b/ h// h//

One can check by direct computation that the composition opox is associative. The maps p and 7 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 is that a morphism f : Ul — U’ 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, ¢ @ p) € Ob(Fox), the presence of p is entirely redundant in the sense that if
q € Qder(—p), then p can be recovered from ¢g. 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 ¥ : Fox — GoTu defined by

(haq 2] p) = (Uba [_a _}pvisq)a

b

lf,aL@aR = (f:Uh = UY),
h/

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

Proof. Here, [—,—]" is the bracket induced by the Fox pairing p, in the sense of Proposition Likewise, d, is the
cobracket induced by the quasi-derivation g, in the sense of Proposition [2.21]

Note that if f : h — b’ is a Lie algebra map, then its unique extension to an algebra map Uh — UW’ 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 Ul'. Instead, we will abbreviate x = f(Z) for any & € b.

To show V¥ is well-defined , we need to prove that the map f : |[Uh| — |Ub’| intertwines with the brackets and cobrackets
of the corresponding spaces. Explicitly, we want to prove the equalities

fol--1P=[--1of, (2.15)
fob,=dyof (2.16)
By assumption, there exist Fox derivatives r = 01, @ dr € LFox¢(Ub, Uh’) @ RFox;(Uh, Uh') such that
(fa—df)e(fp—rpf)=—prae— (2.17)
Let a, b € Uh. To ease the notation, we will not distinguish between the Hopf algebra operations on Ul and Uly’. Firstly,
notice that the assignment p + [—, — is natural in the sense that f o [—, —]° = [—, —]/*. Indeed,

7l B2 = 1£FS (@, b)) @, 5')")
=[PSR, B"))a (£) (@ 5]
— [[al, b0}

3We do not distinguish between the Lie map f : h — b’ and its associated algebra map f : Uh — Ub/'.
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But then equation (2.17)) implies,

f[_7 _}p = [_’ _]p ! [_7 _]TT
The Fox paring 77 : Uh ® Uh — Ul is exact in the sense of Definition According to Proposition [—,—]""

must be null, so that equation (2.13) is satisfied.

Notice now that

f@'s(q(@"))) @ f(q(a")")
= a'S(fq(a")") ® fe(a")"

= dgq(a)

for any a € Ub, and similarly for fd,:. Analogously to before, this implies that the assignment ¢ — J, is natural, in the
sense that f¢, = d¢4. Equation (2.17) now yields that

fdy(a)

foq = 0q 5 = Opr-
The quasi-derivation pr : Ul — Ub’ is exact in the sense of Definition 2.22] which means that the cobracket §,,,, must be
null (cf. Proposition 2.24). This last statement implies that equation (2.16) is indeed satisfied. O

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 ¢ is an abelian extension of g by M if it slots
into a short exact sequence:

0 — M —e¢—9g—0.

Two abelian extensions ¢ and ¢’ are equivalent if there exists an isomorphism ¢ : ¢ — ¢’ such that the following is a
commutative diagram:

M%ei>g

lidM l‘p lid g
!

y »
M——¢d—g

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

0 =M — gx.M — g — 0,
where the Lie bracket on g x. M is given by
[(z1,v1), (22, v2)] = ([21, 2], B2 - v1 — 21 - V2 + (22, T2)).

It is a well-known fact that

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

D: [d— M—gx.M —g

from H?(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, ¢), where M is an abelian
g-module and ¢ € Z2(g, M) is a Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain in the sense of [CE48]. Morphisms are also triplets

g M
lG7 lOf ,7’ 9
g M

where r € C'(g, M’) satisfies dr = ac — ¢'G.

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

(g,M,C)i—>(M*>gXCM*>g),

g M M gxcM 9
lG 9 la , T — la ) lo’ 9 lG I
g/ M/ M/ g/ X o M/ g/

where o(z,m) = (G(x), a(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) -mforallz € hand 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

sH

M
|-
Homg (h, M) e Homg (g, M)
| -
A\

A ‘o M) | 3.1)
ld

—d
Homg (A® b, M) ¢+ Homg (N9, M)

A
| l

sH

(V]

Homy (A", M) = Homy(

<;

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

dw(ml, ce ,CCnJrl) _Z(—l)H—ll‘i . (1‘1, N ,.’I?i, . 7xn+l>

z+ ~ -~
+§ ]W xzaxj]axla'~'7xi7~~'7xj7~'~7xn+1)
i<j

whenever w € Homg (A" b, 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)" = Homg (g, M);
2
Tot(M)? = Homg (h, M) & HomK(/\ g, M);
2 3
Tot(M)? = HomK(/\ h, M) @ HomK(/\ 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,,d) between two cochain complexes, recall
that its mapping cone C,_1 x s A, is the complex whose term of degree nis (C._1 X Ay), 1= Cp_1 & A,,, and with
differential

Dn(cnflyan) = (6717107171 - fnan> _dnan)~

Let P, =+ K and F, -= K be Ug and U h-projective resolutions of K, such that Py = Ug and F,, = UH. We can choose
a chain map f : F, — P, that respects the morphism f : Ul — 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,b; M) := H* ((Homyy (Fi—1, M)) Xy« Homyg (P, M))
of the cochain map f* : Homy4(P,, M) — Homyy (Fi, M). Both definitions coincide if we choose P, and F; to be the

Chevalley-Eilenberg complexes of g and b, 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:
b
an 62
Jb

¢ —

with the added requirement that the Lie map p : ¢ — g should be surjective with an abelian kernel. The morphisms in
RelE consist of Liemaps H : h — ', G : g — ¢/, and E' : ¢ — ¢/, which fit into commutative diagrams

h L> g h 4‘S> ¢ ¢ L} g
[ T A N P
e

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

h
s Ob(RelE),
Klf € e

e—— 49
we say ¢ 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 — ¢ be a section of the projection p : ¢ — 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, wace Z%(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 : § — b’,
G:g—g,a: M — M, and acochainr € C'(g,h; M) = Homg(g, M'), such that

or = (aw — w'H) & (ac — (G ® Q).
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Here, we are implicitly considering M’ as a g-module through G-
x-m = G(z)-m, forallz € gandm € M.
Additionally, we also ask that the Lie maps satisfy the commutativity constraint G f = fH, and also that
alz-m) = G(z) - a(m)

forall x € g and m € M. Composing the Lie map components of morphisms in RelCo is straightforward, but if
r € Cl(g,b; M) and r' € C*(g',b’; M"), then we define

7 oRelco T = &'r + 1'G.

We can check by direct computation that the composition ogejco 1S indeed associative.

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

b
(ULQ,M,W@CEZQ(g,fLM))’—) fyija

chM%g

and on morphisms by

b~ m h——g 5L g M gx. M ——g
J{H J{GW Ja ,reCHg,h; M) | — J{H J{G7 J{H J,U ) lo JG )
h/ f g/ M’ h/ f g/ b/ fxw g/ X o M! g/ X ot M’ g/

where o(z,m) = (G(x), a(m) + r(x)) for all (x,m) € g x. M, is an equivalence of categories.
Proof. We prove the functor F is well defined in Appendix Firstly, we will prove that F is essentially surjective.
Let
b
0= / s
e 2= g

be an arbitrary object in RelE. We choose a section « : g — ¢ of the map p, and define the relative cochain

wdce Z%(g, b kerp);

c(,y) = [u(x), u(y)] - ullz, y]), for =,y € g,
w(h) = s(h) —us(h), for h € b.

Here, we regard ker p as a g-module with respect to the action
x-m = [m,u(z)],

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

L) b%gxckerp gxckerp—>g

b g
lid lid’ lid lw J Jw J{id;
b g b .

f P
— — ¢ e —— g

where ¢ (z, m) = u(x) +m for all (x, m) € g X, ker p. The map 9 is actually an isomorphism of Lie algebras, and thus
defines an isomorphism in RelE. The invertibility of 1 is implied by the commutativity of the diagram

0 ker p gxXckerp —— g —— 0
lid id; lid )
0 ker p e u g 0
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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:hbog MwsceZ(gh M), Y=(f:§ g M edeZy;M).
To prove that F : RelCo(X,Y) — RelE(F(X), F(Y)) is a bijection, we propose an explicit inverse,

G : RelE(F(z), F(Y)) — RelCo(X,Y),

defined by

h—Log T gx M gxeM —T—g h—os

iH lG ) lH l@ 5 l‘P lG = iH lG ) le , T € Cl(ga ba Ml) )

b’ L g b’ & g xo M g X/CM/ L g b’ L g M’
where r(z) = ¢(u(z)) — v/(G(x)) for the choice of sections

u: g—=gxeM v g =g xe M
and
x> (x,0) x> (z,0)

of m and 7/, respectively. Note that condition 7o = G implies that ¢ truly restricts to a map ¢|pr : M — M'.
Additionally,

m'r(x) = (t'p)u(x) — (7'u)G(z) = G(mu)(z) — G(x) = 0,

which verifies 7(x) € M’ =kern' forall z € 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:

GoF: Clg, ;M) >7+— (z—ou(z) —u/G(z)

= (G(z),r(z)) — (G(2),0) (3.4)
= (0,r(x)));
FogG: ISOLic(g XcMag/ X M/) EX 2 ((x,m) »—>(G(m),<p|M(m)+r(x)) (3.5)
= p(z,m)). '

To verify the last equality, notice that the conditions 7’ = G and ¢(0,m) € ker ’ for all m € M imply that ¢ is of
the form

p(z,m) = (G(x), p|m(m) + ¢(x));
equation (3.5) follows from a straightforward calculation showing ¢ = r. O

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 RelCo” of RelCo, and explicitly tie
it to Fox. For completeness, we also define the subcategory RelE" of RelE which corresponds to RelCo” under the
equivalence of Proposition

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

(z@y)-a=ura—ay,
and we compute cohomology relative to the diagonal map,

A: hb—bhab

. 3.6
r—xrPx (36)

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
(A:h—beb U wece Z2(hah,b;Ub)),
where we restrict the notion of morphisms so that these consist of the data
(f:h =1, reC(hehhUY))

satisfying that

or=(fw—w'f)@ (fe=(faf)).

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 b, we can essentially treat quasi-derivations and Fox pairings in Ul as cocycles in H?(h @
b,b;UB). Let f : h — b’ be an arbitrary but fixed Lie map; we define the total complex

Qder (U, UY') «— LFox; (Ub, Uh') & RFox, (U, UY')

L L

Bg(b@bvb7Uh/) # Foxf(Uvah/)
M(f) = i 1 (3.7)
0 0

l l

where B2(h @ b, b; Ub’) suggestively denotes the linear subspace defined by
B3(h @b, b;Ub) := {w € Homg (K ® K,Ub’) |w = o(q) + g(p) for some ¢ ® p € C*(M(f))},
and K stands for the kernel of the augmentation map, € : Ul — K. The relevant maps are given by
(9L @ 9r)(a) = dr(a) + Ir(a),
o(q)(a,b) = q(a)b + aq(b) — q(ab),
7(9L & 9r)(a,b) = 0(a)D(b) + D(a)Or(b),
9(p) = p,

fora,b € Uh. Asin Section we capitalize on the f-induced Uh-bimodule structure on Ul’, and abbreviate

vay =x-a-y = f(x)af(y)

for z,y € Ub, 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 . Moreover, the condition ¢ € Qder(—p) is equivalent to asking that ¢ ® p € Z2(M(idy)), so we can
rephrase Fox as the category consisting of objects of the form

(b, ® p € Z*(M(idy))),
and in which the set of morphisms between objects (h,q @ p) and (', ¢’ @ p’) is given by

{f-b =0 e Cl M) M Dr=(fo—d Ha(fo—r(fef)}
Proposition 3.9. The functor E : Fox — RelCo?, defined on objects and morphisms, respectively, by

(h,q@P)H(Alh%b@h,Uh,wq@Cp),

h
lfaTGCI(M(f)) - y, lf r)e Clhah,b;Uy) |,
b y Uy

is fully faithful, where

wy(z) = q(x) forallx €b;
cp(v,w) = p(v1,we) — p(wy,v2) forallv=vy ®vy,w=w ®ws €h®bh;
forr =0, ® 83, E(T‘)(hl & hg) = (9L(h1) + 8R(h2)
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Proof. Let § denote the differential in the Chevalley-Eilenberg total complex (3.1). To check that E is well defined, we
should verify that
d(wg ® ¢p) = (dwg — A%cp) @ de, = 0@ 0.

We can check by direct computation that dc,, is identically zero for all Fox pairings p. Likewise, let =,y € b, then

dwy(r,y) = 2 - wy(y) — ¥ - wye(z) — wy([z,y])

= zq(y) — q(y)z — yq(z) + q(x)y — q(zy) + q(yz)
(zq(y) +q(x)y — q(zy)) — (¢(y)z + yq(z) — q(yz))
= p(z,y) — p(y,z)
=cp(rDz,y DY) = A%cp(m,y),

where on the third equality we used that ¢ € Qder(—p).

To verify that E is fully faithful, consider two objects in Fox, X := (h,q D p) and Y := (h',¢' ® p’). 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

Cl(M(f)) and S::{Secl(h@bvh;(]hlﬂasz(qu_wq’f)@(fcp_cp’(f®f))}>

for any Lie morphism f : h — §’. By the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem, any left (resp. right) Fox derivative on
LFox (U, UY') (resp. RFox (U, UY')) is fully determined by its values on fj. Given s € S, we define sy, (resp. sg) as
the unique left (resp. right) Fox derivative such that

sp(x) = s(x®0) (resp. sg(z) =s(0®x)) forallz €h.
To check that s7, and sg are well defined, notice that, since s € S,
ds(x &0,y 0) = fe,(z 0,y ©0) —cp (f(2) S0, fy) ®0).
But ¢,(z @0,y ®0) = p(z,0) — p(y,0) = 0, and similarly for c,. It follows that
ds(x® 0,y 0)=0 forallz,y€bh. (3.8)
Now we may compute

sp([z,y]) = s([z,y] ©0) = f(x)s(y ©0) — f(y)s(z @ 0)
= f(@)sL(y) — f(y)sc(z)
= sp(zy) — sp(yz),

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

S — CHM(f))
s+—— s1, D Spg,

is an inverse to E : C1(M(f)) — S. O

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 Fox" be the full subcategory of Fox consisting of objects of the form,
(f.a ® p € Z*(M(idy))),

where f is isomorphic to a free Lie algebrﬂ Analogously, let RelCo” be the full subcategory of RelCo” in which
objects are of the form
(A:f=faf, Ul wece 22 (o f; M), 3.9)

where f is isomorphic to a free Lie algebra.

Theorem 3.11. Restricted to the subcategory Fox", the functor E : Fox" — RelCo" 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 Fox".
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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 (Uf ® Uf)—projective resolution of K:

P: 0 —— Kok 15 (KeUpaUieK) —2 Ui Uf =25 K, (3.10)

where f(z) =z @aforallz € K@ Kand gz @y) =x—yforz € K @ Ufandy € Uf ® K. We are viewing our
spaces as left (Uf ® Uf)-modules through the action

(a®b) (z®y) =ax R by.

Note also the left (Uf ® Uf)-module structure on Uf, (a ® b) - = = axS(b).

We also consider the Chevalley-Eilenberg chain complex as a separate (Uf ® Uf)—projective resolution:

Qi —— Uie U@ N(of) —2 UfeUhe (o)) — UjeUf =25 K

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

2
Ey: (UieUhe \fof) » KoK

(a®b)® (zAy) — ayr ® bxe — axy  bys.

There must also exist a uniquely defined chain homotopy V.. : Q. — Q.41 connecting D, F, : Q. — Q. to the identity

on Q.

We can verify by direct computation that the map

Homyeu(K ® K, Uf) — Fox(Uf)
p = ((a,b) = p(a, S(b))

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

2
(D2)* : Homg (/\(f & f), UF) — Fox(Uf).

With the previous set-up, let

(A:f=Faf, Uf,wdce Z2F@f,f;Uf)) € Ob(RelCo"). (3.11)
Consider now (f, g, ® p. € Z*(M(id;))) € Ob(Fox"), where

pe = (D2)"c,
and q,, is uniquely defined by imposing that ¢, € Qder(—p.) and
(o) = w(ai) + A" (V1) (o)

forall: € 1.
Since g, € Qder(—p.), g ® p. € Z?(M(id;)). Additionally,

E(qw @ pe) = (w+ A% (V1)) & (D2 0 Ea)"c,
where we used E(p) = ¢, = (E2)*p for any p € Fox(U¥). It follows that
E(qu ®pe) —w®dc=A"T1)cdd(Ty)*c=0(—(T1)"),
where we used the condition that ¥, is a chain homotopy. This implies that
(idg, idyy, —(¥1)"c € C*(F @ 1, 5 UF))

is an isomorphism in RelCo” between the objects E(f, ¢, ® p.) and (A, Uf, w & ¢). O

5We have also made the identification Homy e (UF © Uf) @ A2(F @ ), Uf) = Homg (A% (f @ f), UF).
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For future reference, we also define a category RelE"; it will be (equivalent to) the subcategory of RelE that corresponds
to RelCo” under the categorical equivalence of Proposition[3.7} Unlike RelCo”, the objects of RelE” will be decorated
with a module isomorphism.

Definition 3.12. Let RelE" be the category with objects consisting of pairs
f
s kerp —2— U} |,
¢ L f@f

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 A : f — f @ fis given by A(z) = = @ «.
The map ¢ : ker p — Uf is an isomorphism of f & f-modules, where the action on Uf is given by

T-a:i=1xa—axr

for x € §f and @ € Uf. Recall how a choice of section of p : ¢ — § @ § defined an | @ f-module structure on ker p (cf.
equation (3.3))). Morphisms in RelE" consist of pairs of Lie maps

(f:f=F e

which slot into commutative diagrams:

f—>c¢ ¢ —— faf kerpLUf
I N
fl s’ e/ e/ P fl o f/ kerp’ ¢ Uf,

Notice that the condition that p’y)(m) = (f @ f)p(m) for all m € e ensures that v 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 : RelCo"” — RelE", defined on objects by

(A:f>faf, Ul wdce 22 £.1Uf) — /lA,ld Ui — U |

Fof) xc Uf — f&f

and on morphisms by

e X. Uf
lf,reC’lf@fﬁUf — lf l(, ,
oo xo Uf

where o(z,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 A : OpR Cat(CoAlg) — GoTu.
Rather, the category OpR Cat(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 RelE” from operad
modules. Given the equivalences of categories RelE” = RelCo” = Fox", and the functor ¥ : Fox — GoTu, such
a diagram would contain the information needed to define bracket and cobracket operations. We close this chapter by
reviewing Gonzalez’ PaCD’ -operad module of framed paranthesized chord diagrams of genus g, PaCDg , 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 — QandaP-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 o and ¢”,

K if o =0,

morpa(n)(m U/) - {O otherwise

We also set Pa(0) = Pa(l). 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:

d; :  Ob(Pa(n)) — Ob(Pa(n + 1)) si:  Ob(Pa(n)) — Ob(Pa(n — 1))
DPn — Dn 0?72 (12); D — Pn o?’o 1.
Furthermore, we also define:
dp: Ob(Pa(n)) — Ob(Pa(n+ 1)) dpy1: Ob(Pa(n)) — Ob(Pa(n + 1))
pn — (12) 03" Py pn— (12) 07" py.
Additionally, we abbreviate d* := (dg)® fori > 2.

We can regard Pa as a right operad Pa-module, so that (Pa, Pa) € Ob(OpR Cat(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)/OpR Cat(CoAlg) is the category in which objects are mor-
phisms F' € Mor(OpR Cat(CoAlg)) such that dom(F') = (Pa, Pa), and in which

(Pa,Pa) (Pa,Pa)
MOT (Pa,Pa)/OpR Cat(CoAlg) lF ) lF’ = {G € moropr cat(coalg) (P, M), (P, M) |Go F = F'}.
(P,M) (P M)

By abuse of notation, whenever

(Fp,Fnm)

( (Pa,Pa) ——— (P, M) ) € (Pa,Pa)/OpR Cat(CoAlg)

we will abbreviate Fp(0) = Faq(o) = o for all parenthesizations 0 € Ob(Pa). Furthermore, we will often omit any
mention of the morphism (F’p, Frq), and simply write (P, M) € (Pa,Pa)/OpR Cat(CoAlg). More plainly, in all
operads and operad modules in (Pa, Pa)/OpR Cat(CoAlg), we can single out special objects as parenthesizations;
morphisms in (Pa, Pa)/OpR Cat(CoAlg) fix these parenthesizations.

Mirroring the notation we introduced in the operad Pa, we define analogous operations in (Pa, Pa)/OpR Cat(CoAlg).
For1 < i <n, set
S; ¢ EndO(n) (dnil (1)) — Endo(n,l) (Sidn71 (1))

4.1
A, — A, O?’O u; @D

di: Endog)(d"'(1)) — Endog 1) (did® (1))

4.2)
A, — A, O?,z m; (

where u and m denote the multiplicative identity in Endp ) (1) and Endp(2)(12), respectivelyﬂ 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 TM :=
EndelL)(d"_l(l)). Notice that any (f,g) € Aut(pa,pa)/0OpR (Coalg)(P; M) defines Hopf algebra automorphisms
gn : T4 — TM since morphisms fix parenthesizations.

6The maps s; and d; depend on both the operad (module) O and the arity 7. The notation does not reflect this, to help with readability.
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Lemma 4.4. Let n > 1 be fixed. The operations s; and d; satisfy the following properties:
Sp 0 dy, =idy, ; 4.3)
Sn+1 0 dp = idy,,. (4.4)
Proof. To verify equation (#.4), take a € T, then
Spt10dp(a) = (a0, m)o,yyu=ao, (moyu)=ao,1=a,
where we have denoted the multiplicative identity in Endp () (1) by 1. The proof of equality is analogous. [

Our overarching goal is to construct bracket and cobracket operations from special operads in OpR Cat(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)/OpR Cat(CoAlg)

and tp € Endp(q(1) satisfies that
1,0
tpo; u=0.

Morphisms in OpR* are the morphisms in (Pa, Pa)/OpR Cat(CoAlg) that preserve the marked element ¢p. In other
words, OpRA is the category of elements of the functor

(Pa,Pa)/OpR Cat(CoAlg) — Set
(P, M) r ker(Endp1)(1) = Endp (2, @)).

The first condition also imposes requirements on the module-map component of morphisms in OpRA. Forall n > 0,
define operations

¢ M(n) @ P(1) — M(n)

n,l

mepr—mo,’ p.

The commutativity of the diagram

n,1
O

T, ® EndP(l)(l) - Tn

J{g@f Jg
On,l

T, ®Endp(1)(1) 5T,

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

Mletp) —— M (1@ tp) . 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:

T

h —"—
Is
e

with the added requirements that the Lie map p : ¢ — g be surjective and have an abelian kernel. Morphisms in PRelE
consistof Liemaps E: ¢ —¢/,G:g— g, H :h—b,and H : h — b, which slot into commutative diagrams:

_r,

h
J i (4.6)
g

h— g h —— ¢ ¢ —" g h —— b
o e JE, & e s [ @7
N R L T
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Definition 4.7. We define PRelE" to be the subcategory of PRelE in which objects like lb come with a marked
sectiony : h — h of ,

L)h
+
g

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

o — S
V)

p
—

JH |a- 4.8)

h—L g H-—"se e——g §_—Tsp h—L g he 2oy
O 0 P PR O P S
YLy e ¢ gy L L T

but this follows from the imposed condition ({&.8). O

We now mean to define a functor from OpRA 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

[,y =2-y—y-
where - stands for the algebraic product in the underlying Hopf algebra. Whenever X C I is a subset of a Lie algebra, we
denote the ideal generated by X by (X ). Unless it can lead to confusion, we usually drop the subscript .

Proposition 4.9. For each n > 2, there exist functors I1,, : OpRA — PRelE. On objects, 11,, is defined by

K, ——— Kn/(gn(1®@tp))
(PaM7t'P) — J{dn lA 5
Sn+1@Bsn,
On+1 +—> (Kn/<Qn(1 ®t73)>)®2
where
Int1 = ( n+1/ @ 1®tp >)/<[ker(sn+1 S3] Sn)vker(sn-H S3] 3n)]>-
i€{n, n+1}

We have also set:

o K, :=ker(sp: YT, = Tho1);

* H, :=ker(sp—1058, YT, = Tp_2);
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* The map A is the diagonal map, so that A(m) = m @ m forallm € K, /{q,(1 @ tp)).

On morphisms, 11, is defined in the natural way. Explicitly,

KM KM@l @tp))  (KM/g.(1@tp)))® o3t

(P, M)
fl lg — lgna Jgn ) lgn@agn ; lgnﬂ
(P, M) KN KN [a.(1@tp)) (KN /(gn(1®tp))® i

Proof. The functorial nature of the map II,, 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 € K,,. In accordance with equations (4.3 and (@.4),
Snt1 D sn(dp(a)) = a®a= Ala),
which implies the diagram II,, (P, M, tp) is commutative.

Now take instead a € K,,, then
Sn 0 Spt1(dn(a)) = sp(a) =0
by assumption, implying that the map d,, : K,, = g, 41 is well-defined.

Next, we would like to prove the map
Sni1 ® 8 Gny1 = (Ko /{gn(1 @ tp)))*?
is well-defined. Firstly, notice the equations
Sn 0 Spy1(a) = (aopt1 u) o, u= (ao,u)o, u=s,os,(a).
These imply that if a € H,, 41, then s,,11 @ s, (a) € K,, ® K,,. We also need to prove that
Sn+1 D Sn(%’,(l & tP)) € <Qn(1 & tP)>
for ¢ = n,n + 1. But notice that
$noq(l®tp)=(lo,tp)o,u
= (lo,u)o,tp
=1lo,tp
= (1l ®@tp);
snt10Gn(1@tp) = (Lo, tp) opyru =10, (tp o u) = 0;

where for the last equality we used the second requirement from Definition[4.3] Similarly, s, 0¢n+1(1®tp) = ¢,(1®tp)
and $p,41 © g1 (1 @ tp) = 0.

The previous arguments prove that the assignment II,, is well-defined on objects. With regards to morphisms, the only
possible point of contention comes from quotienting by subspaces of the sort ), ; (¢! (1®1,)), but notice how equation
(@.5) already shows that these subalgebras are equivariant with respect to operadic module maps. O

For a fixed n > 2 and (P, M, tp) € OpRA, let us introduce some shorthand notation to do with the components of
Hn (73, M, t'p)l

° ?n =K, /(g (1 ®tp));

o M :=ker(sp41 ®5n: gni1 — Kn ©Ky).
Given Proposition itis clear we still need to enhance objects in OpR* with both a choice of section v : K, — K,
of the canonical projection, and a K,, ® K ,,-module isomorphism between M and U K ,,. To reiterate, M is a K,, ® K,,-
module with respect to the action

(z@y) m:=[m,u(zdy),
Ehereg: K, K, — On+1 1S a sectio of the projection S,4+1 ® Sy : gny1 — K,,. On the other hand, UK, is a
K, & K,,-module with respect to the action
(r®y) a=xa—ay.

We now introduce a framed counterpart to OpRA:

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? (n) be the category consisting of triplets
((P,M,tp) € OPR™, v: K, = K, ¢: M - UK,),

where + is a section of tlﬁnatural projection 7 : K,, — K,,and ¢ is an isomorphism of K, ® K,,-modules. We also
add the requirement that K',, must be isomorphic to a free Lie algebra. Morphisms in OpR? (n) consist of morphisms in

OpR™ that preserve the marked sections and module isomorphisms. More precisely,

K, M K, M
(F7 G) € morOPRfA(") (PvMatP)v L:’ ) 1o ) (,P/vM/vtP’)’ ' 1o/
K, UK, k' UK,

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

K, — K, M- UK,
JG JG, lG JG .
k25 k M2 UK,

Proposition 4.11. Let n > 2. There exist a functors Dy, : OpR? (n) — RelE", defined on objects by

K, M K, M
(P, M, tp), b , lq& — | AY = dy oy A, lqs , (4.9)
K, UK, Ont1 S g K, K, UK,

and in the natural way on morphisms.

Proof. Let (P, M),~,¢) € OpR?(n). Firstly, notice that D,, is well-defined, as M = kers, 1 @ s, C gnt1 is
expressly abelian. By Propositions 4.8]and[.9] the assignment

v

K, ———— K,
(P, M,tp),7, ) —> ld" |a —A
ot S KoK,
is functorial. Lastly, morphisms in OpR? (n) preserve the marked map ¢ by definition. O
Definition 4.12. Let n > 2. We define the functor A,, : OpR?(n) — GoTu as the composition

A Dn F! E~! N
A, OpRy(n) —— RelE” —— RelCo” —— Fox”" —— GoTu . (4.10)

Remark 4.13. The composition (E~1)(F~1)D,, : OpR? (n) — Fox is what we called the functor IC,, in the Introduction.

Rather than giving a convoluted formula for the bracket and cobracket operations extractable from an arbitrary object of
OpR?(n), we will focus on a specific example, and compute the operations associated to Gonzalez’ operad module of

framed genus g chord diagrams PaCDg . Nevertheless, although the bracket and cobracket may be difficult to discern,
we note that their underlying Hopf algebra is just the space UK ,,.

4.2 Infinitesimal braid algebras

The usual operad of parenthesized chord diagrams is defined in terms of the Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebras t,,. The operad
PaCDf and the operad module PaCD£ are instead concerned with framed and higher genus analogues of t,,, respec-
tively. We spend this subsection studying these infinitesimal braid algebras, denoted by t/ and tg,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[d.12)). This section is mostly technical, in the sense that our goal is to
gain this information by studying several quotients of the algebras tg,n.
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Definition 4.14. Let t/ denote the degree completion of the graded Lie algebra over K with generators ¢ jforl <i,5 <m,
subject to relations

[tij te] =0 if {i,5} N {k,1} = ; (FL)
[tij, tire +tj] = 0 if {i,j} N {k} = 2. (F4T)

We will call the t/ the framed Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebras.
Remark 4.15. The generators t;; are central for all 4 = 1,...n, so that t/ decomposes as the direct sum of Lie algebras
th = PKtii © t, (4.11)
i=1
where t,, stands for the usual Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebra in n generators.

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

T = {t] }n>o,
and define the partial compositions by
ot O =ty
(0,tap) F tags
tij ifk¢{ij} 4.12)
(tij: 0) = >t fk=ik#]
Yiparcatee Fk=i=]
whenever I and J are finite sets with k € 1.

Deﬁnltlon 4.17. Let tf denote the degree completion of the graded Lie algebra over K with generators ;;, for 1 <
1,J < n;xf,yi for 1 <z <nand1 < a < g, where

deg(tij) =2, deg(z) = deg(y) =1,

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

(¢, y%] = dapts; forall i  j, (Sy)
[xl,x]] [y ,y]] =0 forall ¢ # j, (Ny)
g
Z Z; s yz Z tzg - tli? (FTg)
a=1 Jij#i
[xzvtij] [ykv 1]] 0 if {7’7.7} N {k} =2, (FLQ)
[LU? + xj7tij] = [yz + y;-l,tij] =0 forall Z,] (F4Tg)

We call the tg’n framed Drinfeld-Kohno Lie algebras of genus g.

Proposition 4.18. [Gon20, §3.4] The Lie algebras tgm Sfurnish a right module over the operad of framed Drinfeld-Kohno

Lie algebras, t/. We write
tg = {tgj;,n}nz()’

and define the partial compositions by

Of : I EBt — tq JU(I—{k})
(O,ﬁaﬁ) = tag
tij if k & {i,j}
(tija 0) — Zpe,] tpj lfk = iv k 7&]
Yparcitrs fk=i=] (4.13)
a e
@0 {00 IRA
Zpe] zy ifk=i
. e ik #i
(yz 70) = a . .
ZpEJ Yp if k=1
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Recall the symmetric monoidal functor

U : 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, CDY := U(t/);

* The CD’ -operad module of framed genus g chord diagrams, CDZ; = ﬂ(tg ).

Definition 4.19. Consider the operadic composition

op:tf @ t{k,kJrl} —t!

We define string splitting maps dy, : tg’n g nypfork=1,... ,nby

d(a) := ox(a,0) forallactf, (4.14)
Definition 4.20. Consider the operadic composition

opttf et gt

We define string deletion maps s : ], —t) ., fork=1,... nby

sk(a) = ox(a,0) foralla €t/ (4.15)
Proposition 4.21. Define K, = ker(s, : t/ , — tgn \) and Hy , = ker(sp_1 0 sy : £, — t;nd). The following
are split exact sequences:

Ky tg) ——t) .

Hg, tg L= fﬁz 2 |

Proof. Clearly, the map s, is surjective, and we can check by direct computation that d,, 1

of s,,.

It will be useful to describe K ,, and H ,, in terms of generators and relations in tgyn

, 1s a section
O

: tg,nfl — tgm

. The proofs of the following two

propositions will be relegated to Appendix

Proposition 4.22. Let £, ,, denote the degree completion of the free Lie algebra in 2g 4 n generators,

a ,a
L($n, yn7tin7 e ;tnn)1§a§g7

subject to the relation
g

Z n’yn -

a=1

— Dtnn

=D taj -

Jii#n

and the requirement that t,,, be central. Then ¥, ,, and K ,, are isomorphic as Lie algebras.

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

L(Z‘Z_l, yZ—h I‘Z, y?w tl(n71)7 s tn(nfl)a tin, - .- 7t(n72)n; tnn)a

subject to the applicable relations in tf Then by, and H, ,, are isomorphic as Lie algebras.

Definition 4.24. We define the Lie algebras
Eg;rL = Eg,n/(lfnn%

Eg,n = bg,n/<t(n71)(nfl)a ton)s
the quotients of £, ,, and b, ,, by their central elements, respectively.

As we will see, an element of the genus g Grothendieck-Teichmiiler group GRT, describes automorphisms in a variety
of Lie quotients of tgn. For the remainder of this section, our goal is to relate these braid algebras with the Lie algebras
that make up the diagram A" from equation (#.9).
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Definition 4.25. We define additional quotient algebras

9 =Yg i3/ [t (n+3))s Enr2)(ne3))]5

g.n+3’

M= (tnr2ymt3))5. (e mrs))s Enr2)mea)]s

g,m+3 g,n+3.

From now on, we will denote
L2 = Lie(x?wrzv yz+2a t2(n+2)7 s t(n+1)(n+2))7

where 1 < a < g. We are interested in the relative cohomology spaces H*(L"*2 @ L"+2 L"+2: M), computed with
respect to the diagonal map A : L2 — L"+2 @ L2, The L"*2? @ L"*2-module structure we choose for M is given
by

(v @ w)-m=[mo(v&w),

where the map o/ : L" ™2 @ L2 — gis fixed by the choices
2 B0 — s 29,
Yni2 B0 ——— ynio,
titnt2) @0 —— Ei(n12),
0@y 9 — Th 43,
0@ ypio —— Yniss

0D tiny2) = li(n+3)-

Lemma 4.26. The sequence
0 M L g P Ln+2 o) Ln+2 ,

where P = S,,43 @ 8,42, is short-exact.

Proof. The injectivity of ¢ is straightforward. Similarly, the surjectivity of P follows from the fact that there are no braid
relations between the elements x7; , 5, ¥y, o, and L(j+1)(n+2) ing,forany 1 <a < gand1 < j < n. The same is true if
we substitute n 4 2 for n 4 3 in the preceding statement. The heart of the proof is then showing that Im ¢ = ker P. Given
that ¢(,, 4 2)(n43) € ker P, we already know that Im ¢ C ker P. For the reverse inclusion, notice the equality of vector
spaces

9= ({tnr2)(n+3))s D (Thios Unto L) (nt2))s ® (This Yniss 1) (nt3)) oo

where the parentheses (—), stand for the subalgebra generated ingand 1 < ¢ < g, 1 < j < n. Itis clear no element in
g — (t(n+2)(n+3)) g Maps to zero under P O

Let 7 : L""? — K be a linear map. We define a Lie morphism d/, , , : L"*? — g by
dy o) = dnyo(x) + 7(@)t(ni1)(nts) forallz e 2,
We can check by direct computation that the following diagram is commutative:
nt2
D= dyto lA
g - L2 @ 2

Since

M = (tsynr3))5. . Emr2)nrs))s Emrmrs))lf

g,n+3 g,n+3

is explicitly an abelian Lie algebra, it follows that D" € Ob(RelE).

Let pe € Fox(UL""2) be the Fox pairing with non-vanishing entries given by

pe(@hioUnio) =1 paWhiohio) = =1, pa(tjmt2) time2) = —tjmnr2), (4.16)

8Notice that this argument also hinges on the fact that (tnt2)(nt3))e N (T4 40, YUp 105 t(j41)(nt+2))g = 9. for instance.
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for1 <i<gand2 < j<n+ 1. Likewise, let ¢" € Qder(—p¢) be the quasi-derivation uniquely specified by setting
q"(a) = r(a) for all generators a of L2, 4.17)

Finally, let T" & G € Z*(L"2 & L™*2, L2, U L™*?) be the 2-cocycle corresponding to q" & pg € Z%(M(idpn+2))
with respect to the equivalence of Theorem[3.11] Explicitly,

T/ € Homg (L2, UL"?) and T" () = ¢" (z) for all z € L"?; (4.18)

2
G € Homg (/\ L™ & L™, UL"™?) and G(a1 & az, by & by) = pa(a1,bz) — pe(by, az). (4.19)

The following proposition will be proved in Appendix [A.2}

Proposition 4.27. The two commutative diagrams

Ln+2 Ln+2
D' = % JA and C" = V lA
g = Ln+2 @ Ln+2 Ln+2 e Ln+2 X a ULn+2 - Ln+2 D Ln+2
1

are isomorphic as objects in RelE.

4.3 Parenthesized chord diagrams

In this section we compute the brackets and cobrackets associated to the PaCD/’- -operad module PaCDf We also
define the higher genus Grothendieck-Teichmiiller groups GRT,. We will only deal with GRT from an operadlc 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)).
* Mor gn)(p,q) = Morg(n) (p, 9)-
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 PaCD’ be the operad in
Cat(CoAlg)
PaCD’ = w!(CDY),

where w; : Ob(Pa) — Ob(CDY) is the obvious operad morphism.
Definition 4.30 ([Gon20], §3.4.2). PaCD/-module of parenthesized framed genus g chord diagrams. Let PaCDg be
the PaCD/ -operad module in Cat(CoAlg)

PaCDg = wi(CDY),

where wy : Ob(Pa) — Ob(CDg ) is the obvious operad module morphism.

Recall the notation
Tn = EndPaCDf(n) (dnil (1))a T% = EHdPaCDg (n) (dnil (1)) .

Let 1 < ¢ < n. Last section, we defined maps s; : T¢ — Y9 | d; : T9 — EndPaCDf(n)(did"_l(l)) (see equations
(@T) and [#2), respectively). When we are dealing with an operad instead of an operad module, we can define additional
operations, dg and d,,y1:

do: Tp — Endpacps(ny(d(1))  dogr: Ton — Endpacps(n)(dnsrd (1))

A, —>mog Ay A, —>moy A,;
where as before, m € Endp,cps(2) (12) stands for the algebraic unit.

As is common in the literature, we can represent morphisms in PaCD’ and PaCDg graphically. A few distinguished
ones are:

1 2 1
T := tll . T € EndPaCDf(l)(l); X =1- >< € MOrPaCDf(2)(12, 21),
1 1 2
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1 (2 3)

1
a3 = 1. I / W € Morpacps(3)((12)3,1(23)); H =t T
(1 2) 3 !

1 2

€ Endp,cpr(2)(12).

N — N

Proposition 4.31 ([Pav10|], §2.2). The elements T, X, and ab23 are generators of the PaCD’ -module PaCDg.

Indeed, for future reference, notice that we can write
H=d,T—doT — dJT. (4.20)
Definition 4.32. The genus g graded Grothendieck-Teichmiiller group GRT, is the automorphism group
GRT, = AUt ; Gat(coalg) (PACD/, PaCDY),

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

Consider the operad PaCD/. Notice that
Endpacpr (1) = Ut = Kty
We can observe that (PaCDf, PaCDg, t11) € Ob(OpRA). Indeed, forall n € N,
Ob(PaCD’(n)) = Ob(PaCD/ (n)) = Ob(Pa(n)).

Also, in accordance with the operadic composition of (#.13),

t“‘ o1 u= Z tpq = 0.

{p.q}co
Now take (f, g) € GRT,. Since elements of GRT are the identity on objects, then necessarily

f(tn) = kftu for some k‘f e K.

Definition 4.33. We define GRTY to be the subgroup of GRT,, characterized by the condition that

f(tn) =ty1; forall (f, g) € GRT{

The previous discussion implies that GRTY — OpR Cat(CoAlg)A. By Proposition this inclusion guarantees the
existence of a map

Autoyra (PaCDY, PaCDY, t11) 5 GRTY % Autpgeim(IT,;2(PaCD’, PaCD/)) .

Lemma 4.34. Forn > 0 and all g, up to isomorphism in PRelE,

Eg,n+2 P SN Ln+2

g Ln+2 EB Ln+2
P
Proof. This proof will amount to compiling some of our previous notation. Notice that
f
qZPaCD (1 X tll) =1 O?’l t11 = t;.
Then, by definition,

Kynyo ——— Kgnt2/(tn+2)(n+2))
e BB - | b

€g.n+3 m (Kg,n+2/<t(n+2)(n+2)>)®2
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where

egl = (Hg,l/ @ (t”>)/([ker S D sj_1,kers; 8171]>, “4.21)
i=l—1,1

and K ; and H,; slot into short exact sequences:

f St f
Kg,l tg,l tg7lfl’

f S1-108] f
Hg7l tg,l tg,l—2'

Recall, in accordance with Proposition[4.22] how
ngl = Egl?

where the former is the degree completion of the free Lie algebra in 2g + [ generators Lie(z%, y%, ti, . . . tu)1<a<g Subject

to the relation
g

> lafuil ==ty —2(g — Dtu.
a=1 j:g#l
It clearly follows that
Kgnt2/Kt(nioyinrz) = Lie(@l o, o 0s tamra)s - - - bty (i) = L2 (4.22)

Likewise, recall how Proposition (#.23)) sets up the isomorphism

Hg,l = bg,lv

where the latter algebra is defined in terms of generators and relations, analogously to € ;. Lemma@ also established
that ker s,, 43 @ Spy2 = (t(n,g)(n,3)>. Comparing the definition of g and e, ,, 43, we can conclude the proof:

0=(bgnt3/ P )/ [{tmn-3)m-2) tmn-3)n-2)]-

i=n+2,n+3
O
Given any linear map 7 : L2 — KK, we can define a section 7" : K g ;40 — Ky 12 by
V(@) = 2+ 1(2)t(nt2)(n+3)
forallz € L" ™2 2 K, 10.
Lemma 4.35. Let n > 0 be fixed. Then given any linear map v : L"? = K,
((PaCD?,PaCD/ , t11), 7" : Ky 42 — Kgns2, ¢ : M — UL™?) € OpRF (n + 2),

where ¢ is the unique L & L-module isomorphism uniquely defined by the condition that

P(t(n+2)(nt3)) = 1. (4.23)

Proof. We already know that K, is isomorphic to a free Lie algebra. For clarity, we suppress the isomorphism
Kgny2/Kt(p2)(ny2) = L™t2_ Recall that

M = (tnr2ynt3)5. e mrs))s Enr2)mra)]s

g,m+3 g.n+3"

The space M is freely generated by #(,, 4 2)(,+3) as an L2 & L""?-module (cf. Corollary|A.9.2), so that condition (4.23)
is indeed enough to define an isomorphism ¢. 0

Proposition 4.36. Let n > 0 be fixed. Then the functor Ay, 15 : OpR? (n+2) — GoTu satisfies

((PaCDfa PaCDEJ;atll)v 7T : Fg,n+2 — Kg,n+2a ¢ M — ULn+2) }M (ULn+2ﬂ [*7 *]ﬁaﬂéq") )

where the Fox pairing pg and quasi-derivation q" are defined in equations (#-16) and {#.17), respectively.
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Proof. Recall that the functor A,,; o consists of the composition
Dn 2 -1 -1
OpR7 (n +2) — RelE” - RelCo” -~ Fox” —— GoTu,

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 PRelE"

n 2
EngrQ » LT

CF = Jdn+2 JA

g = Ln+2 e Ln+2

By Lemma we know Hn+2(PaCDf, PaCDg, t11) = C'. Now we notice that dy 9 = dnt2 07", which implies

r

Y

VRN

Eg,n+2 - > L2

S

g - Ln+2 ey Ln+2

2

|
e

This in turn means D,,12((P, M, t11),7", ¢) = (D", ¢). According to Proposition 4.27} D" and the commutative dia-
gram
Ln+2

cr = V |a

Ln+2 @ Ln+2 X a ULn+2 - Ln+2 @ Ln+2

are isomorphic in RelE. The object in RelCo” corresponding to (C", ¢) under the equivalence of categories of Propo-

sition[3.7is
C'=(A:L"7 5 "o "2 UL 7/ oG e Z2(L"? @ L2, L2, UL™?)) € Ob(RelCo"),
which we abusively denote by the same symbol as its diagram counterpart. Now notice that
E(L"™2 " @ pg) = (A: L" 2@ L2 - L"P2 UL, 1" 9 G).
This implies the desired result:

An+2((PaCDra PaCng), ’YTv ¢) = (UL”+27 [_’ _VSG7 5q"‘)'

S Higher genus Kashiwara-Vergne groups

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

fiTgnt1 —— Tgnp1 X R?
on a compact oriented surface of genus g with n 4 1 boundary components, the group KRVQ,H 11 can be recovered from
the automorphism group of the Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra of X ,, 11 (cf. Theorem @) This topological description
is the only treatment we give the groups KRV ; in this text; we refer the reader to [[Ale+17]] for more details. Our main goal
for this chapter is to prove that (UL" "2, [—, —]°¢ §,-) is isomorphic to the associated graded of the Goldman-Turaev
Lie bialgebra on the surface X, ,,41 (with respect to a framing dependent on the linear map r : L2 — K). This will
indirectly yield a morphism between (a subgroup of) GRTy and KRV ,41.
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5.1 The Goldman-Turaev bialgebra

As previously mentioned, KRVZ;H 1 is intimately tied to the automorphism group of the Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra
on X, ,,41. 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 ¥, ,, 11,
g1 = |_| 9j¥gnt1,
Jj=0

and mark a point * € 9y, ,4+1. We call the collection {a;, 8;,7,} fori = 1,...g9, 5 = 1,...,n of elements of
7 =1 (Xg,n+1, %) a generating system if each loop +; is freely homotopic to the jth boundary component, and also

g n
Yo = [JeuBioy 87 [ -
i=1 j=1

The Goldman bracket [—, —] is a Lie bracket defined on the space of cyclic words on the group algebra K. It is induced
by a double bracket
k:Kr@Kr — Kr®@ Kr

in the sense of Proposition The Turaev cobracket 6/ is a Lie cobracket on |Kr|. Its definition depends on a choice
of framing f on X ,,+1; that is, it depends on a choice of trivialization of the tangent bundle of X ,, 41,

fiTSgns1 — Dgni1 X R2 .

The Goldman bracket and Turaev cobracket endow the space (|Kn|, [—, —], 6%) with the structure of a Lie bialgebra.

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

pl: Kr — |Kr| @ K, ulf K — Krr @ |[Krrl,
which are specified entirely by their values on the generating system, but which nevertheless characterize 6/ by

8 =(@{de |- hul + (- |©id)y.

Given a generating system o, 3; fori = 1,... g, and y; for j = 1,...n, we denote the corresponding homology classes
in H := Hy(m,K) by
[i] =i, [Bi] =wi, [l =2

Definition 5.1 ([Ale+17]], Definition 3.6). We define a weight filtration on K by the assignment
wt(a; — 1) =wt(8; —1) =1, wt(y; —1)=2,
fort=1,...,gandj =1,...n.
These choices also induce a weight filtration on H, where now
deg(z;) = deg(y;) =1, deg(z;) =2.

Despite the way it is defined, the weight filtration on K is independent of the choice of generating system of 7 (cf.
[Ale+17} Proposition 3.9]).

The tensor algebra T'(grV* H) is a graded Hopf algebra over K with respect to the operations specified by
Ala)=a®1+1®a, €(a)=0, S(a)=-a

foralla € H. Let L = Loy, denote the degree completion of the free Lie algebra with generators z;, y; fori =1,...g,
and z; for j = 1,...n. The completion

T(ngtH) = H (gr™tH)®™

m>0

is naturally isomorphic to the the algebra of power series A := K((z;, y;, z;)) = UL.
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Proposition 5.2 ([Ale+17]], Proposition 3.5). There is a unique isomorphism of complete graded Hopf algebras
g™ (Km) = T(gr™ H) = A,
which maps gr(~y;) to z;.

By exploiting this isomorphism, we may view the associated graded of the Goldman bracket and Turaev cobracket as
maps
[= —ler s [Al @ |A] = Al 6L 1Al = |A] @ |A].

As in the non-graded case, these maps are uniquely characterized by kg, and ,ufygr, ulf_ ar

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

Ker(Zi, Yi) = —Fge (Ui, i) = 1@ 1, kg(z,2) =2, @1 - 1® z;.

Given a framing f of ¥ we define a linear map rf : L — K by setting
) = () =0, 14 (z) = rot! (1) + 1
for the generators of L. Following [Ale+17|], we define the adapted framing f*IP of ¥ as the framing with respect to

which

adp

(B:) =0, rot!""(y;) =1,

foralle=1,...,aand j = 1,...n. Notice that P s identically zero.

rot/ """ (o) = rot/

Lemma 5.4 ([Ale+17]], Proposition 3.22). Leta = a; - - a,, € A, with each a; € L. Then

uf’gr(a) =(|-|®id) (Z rfa)l®ar-ai 1001 am
i=1

+ Z Kgr(ar - ag—1,a)(1 ® apqq--- Clm)>,
k=1

and u{ ar IS specified by the condition
le,gr = _P(lulf,gr)’ (5.1
where P(a @ b) = b® a forall 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 f; € exp(L), j = 1,...n, such that

F(z) = f; '2;f; forall j. (5.2)

Theorem 5.6 ([Ale+17], Theorem 8.21). Let tAut™ (L, Kgy, 5;;) denote the subgroup of tAut™ (L) which preserves the
operations kg, and 6;;.. There exists a natural isomorphism

+ = f
tAut (L; Kgr, 5gr) = KRV(ngrl)'

Proposition 5.7. Let pg : A x A — A be the Fox pairing with non-vanishing generator entries given by:

pa(xi,yi) =1, pca(yi,zi) = =1, palzj, z;) = —2;.

Then {—, —}7< is the associated graded of the Goldman double bracket on the surface X 1, Kgr.

Proof. We are implicitly regarding {x;,y;, z;} as standard generators for T(grwt H). By direct computation, we can
verify that the non-zero entries of {—, —}}?< match those of rg;,:

{(L’i,yi}pc :1®1, {{yi7$i}}pc :—1<®17 {Zj,Zj}pG :Z]®1—1®Z]

O

Corollary 5.7.1. The bracket [—, —|°¢ : |A| ® |A| — |A|, induced from the Fox pairing pc in the sense of Proposition
is the graded Goldman bracket on the surface X4 ,, 1. In symbols,

[_’ _}pc = [_a _]gr’
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The Fox pairing p¢ is skew-symmetric in the sense of Definition It follows that any quasi-derivation ¢ € Qder(pq)
that satisfies q(ax) = —q*(ay) for all generators ay, of A will be skew-symmetric in the sense of Definition

Proposition 5.8. Let ¢/ : A — A be the quasi-derivation associated to the Fox pairing —pg, and whose values on the
generators of A are specified by setting ¢/ (a) = r/ (a) for all a € L. Then

(|| xid)dys = ply, and (id x |- |)Pdgs = pi ..
Proof. Given any quasi derivation ¢ in A, recall we defined d, : A - A ® A by
dg(a) = a’S(q(a")") @ q(a”)".
We specify two additional quasi-derivations of A:

q1 € Qder(0), q1(a) = 7/ (a) forall a € L;
g2 € Qder(—py), g2(a) =0 foralla € L.
We do this with the intention of splitting up d s into the sum d s = dy, + d,, to deal with each term separately.
Leta = ay - - - a., € A be aproduct of standard generators. Notice we can write
m
dgy(a) =) dy - ap,S(pa(af -~ af_y,af) ajlyy -~ an) @ pelay - ai_y,af)"aflsy -~ ayy,
k=1

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

m
_ ! 1 / i 1 1 1"\/ 1 1 ZANIBwili "
dg,(a) = E ap - ~-ak715(ak+1 eay,)S(pg(ay -+ ap_q,a;)") @ palay -+~ ag_q,ay) Apy1 " Oy
i=1
m
_ ! 1 12 1 VAV 12 1 VAL
= E ay...ap_y S(pa(ay - ag_y,ay)") ® pa(ay -+ ag_y,ap)" kg1 - - Q.
i=1
On the other hand,
m
_ ! ! f 12 1" 12 " " " 1 " "
dg, (a) = E ay - a,,S(r!(aj)ay - Qi1 Gipq apy,) @ ay - L I ()

&
I
—

r (@) @ ay -+ ai—10iq1 - Q.

.

s
Il
_

In accordance with Lemma 5.4}

Mf,gr(a’) = Z(| | ® id)rf(ai) ®ay - Qi—1Qiq1 " A,

i=1
m
: /! " " AV !/ / !/ 1" " "
+ Z(| J@id)arpS(pa(ay -~ ag_y,a;))at - ap_y @ palay - ag_y, ag)agsr - ap,
k=1
where we have used the fact that g, = {—, —}*¢. Comparing each summand, we can see how the first and second terms

match the contributions of dg, and d,,, respectively. It follows that (| - | x id)ds = puf ... To prove the other half of our
claim, recall how

Ml =~ P ). (53)
where P(a ®@b) = b® a forall a,b € A. It suffices to show that dgs and Pd sy satisfy an analogous relation to (5.1)),
and this follows directly from the skew-symmetry of ¢/ . O

Corollary 5.8.1. The cobracket 6, : |A| — |A| ® |A| induced by the quasi derivation q' in the sense of Proposition
@ coincides with the graded Turaev cobracket of the surface ¥4 11 associated to the framing f. In symbols,

Sqr = 01,.
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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 PaCD/-module
PaCDg. 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 : TYg ny1 — Zgny1 X R? be a framing on Yg.n+1. In all that follows, we will mainly be concerned with a slight

extension of the group KRV/

(g:n+1)
Definition 5.9. We set ;
KRV.(g,n—H) = Aut+(L7 [7a 7]gr7 5;2)
Notice that Lie morphisms in KRV{WL +1) only need to preserve the bracket [—, —]er» a slightly weaker condition than
fixing Kgy.
The group KRV;’,L 41 18 a semi-direct product of the original KRV:(’;H 11 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(w) = w, where

g n
w = Z[x“yl] —+ sz'
=1

=1 j=

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

Ao AT 4

g@’«"l lg : (5.4)

ARA —— A
PgtPe

where pg is the inner Fox pairing in A in given by py(a,b) = D(a)¢D(b), and

The element ¢ € A is also expressible in terms of Bernoulli numbers as
o0
B 1
¢ = Z K W
k=1
By virtue of the condition g(w) = w, we immediately deduce that
97 e(9©9) = po

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; IMT14|]). Any special automorphism g preserves the Fox pairing pg, in the sense that the
following diagram is commutative:

AR A" A
99| Jo (5.5)
A AL A

Per [Ale+20, Theorem 2.7], any g € Aut(L,[—, —]e) is conjugate to a special automorphism. That is, there exist a

group-like x € A and some special automorphism gq such that

gla) =z 'go(a)z foralla € A.

Proposition 5.12. Let (exp w), denote the normal subgroup generated by exp w in exp(L), the set of group-like elements

in A. Then ;
KRV {y 1) = (exp(L)/Kexpw)) x KRV] .
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Proof. We will check the claim directly. We write a map

¢+ (exp(L)/K(expw)r) » KRV{ )

(z,9) — Ad(z) 0 g,

anvil
— KRV(g,n-‘rl)

where Ad(x) : L — L denotes conjugation by x. Preserving the double bracket x4, implies the preservation of the
bracket [—, —]4r. Note also that conjugation maps induce the identity map on | A|. This means that £ is well defined.

Letg € KRV{WL +1)- To prove surjectivity, recall that g is expressible as g = Ad(exp z) o go, where g is a special auto-

f

morphism and € L. Since all special automorphisms fix the Fox pairing pg exactly, it follows that go € KRV (gint1)?

and that £(Ad(exp ), go) = g.

Now let us suppose that Ad((exp x)~!) o 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(exp x) is special. In particular,

(expx) lwexpr = w,
implying that exp 2 € K{w)), so necessarily exp 2 € K(expw)y, O

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 ~ Fg,wrg — Ky nyo of the projection 7 :
Ky nio = Ky nio and framings of the surface Xy 1.

Proof. Let f : TSy ni1 — Sgnt1 X R? beaframing on X, ;1. Recall the definition of the K-linear map rf gVt H —
K associated to f; it is induced by the choices

(@) =l (y1) =0, rl(z) =rot! (3;) + 1.
Now, to any framing f, we may associate the section 7/ : Kgnio = Kgnio,
v (a) = a+ 17 (a)t(ns2)nt2),
where we are implicitly identifying the Lie algebras L"+2 = Fg,n-&-Z with L via the isomorphism

L —= . [nt2

. i
Li Ln+2

. (5.6)
Yi — Ynio
2 T L) (n+2)
where1 <:<g,1<j5<n. ]
Theorem 5.14. Let n > 0 be fixed. Given any framing f on X4 41, let us abbreviate
N7 = (PaCD’,PaCD/ , t11), v/ : Kgny2 = Kgni2, ¢ : M = UL™™?) € OpR} (n + 2).
Then A, y2(N7) is isomorphic to (A, [—, —]gr, 61,), where the latter is the associated graded of the Goldman-Turaev
bialgebra in ¥4 1 with respect to f.
Proof. Per Proposition , we know that A, o(NYF) = (UL" 2 [, —]P5, 6,7 ), where pg and " are the Fox pairing

and quasi-derivation defined in equations (4.18) and (4.19), respectively. But notice that o € Fox(UL"*') and pg €
Fox (U L) correspond to one another under the isomorphism of equation 1i , and similarly for qrj € Qder(UL"*2) and
q' € Qder(UL). We finish this proof by referencing Corollaries [5.7.1{and|5.8.1| which state, respectively, that

[—,—]P¢ =[—, =] and 0, = 5gr.
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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 justifies these additions. The marking of a section 7 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 ¢ : M — UL is very limited. The image of the generator t(;, 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) € GRTY. For n > 0, the morphisms induced by g, gn1s : Hynt+s — Hgnts, satisfy that
In+3 (t(n+2)(n+3)) = t(n+2)(n+3)-

Proof. We abbreviate
(---(1 (2 B3 -+ (n+2n+3)---)

oc:=1- € Endp,cprs (dn+2(1))-

(--(1 (2 B3 -+ (n+2n+3)--)
Notice that we can write £, 2)(n+3) - 0 = d"t1 H. But equality || implies that g fixes the morphism H, so that

It nt2)(n+3) * ) = Ini3(t(n+2)(n+3)) * 0 = tnt2)(n+3) * O-

O

Theorem 5.16. Given any framing f of ¥4 41, let GRTf’f denote the subgroup of GRTY that preserves the section /,
in the sense that
Gorv! =47 oG forall (F,G) e GRTY.

The map

f KRV
GRT? — KRV, 1)
(F, G) — {G.,H_g L — L}

(5.7)

is a group morphism for all n > 0.

Proof. We just need to note that GRT?7 ¢ Autopga (n) (N 7). Given (F, @) € GRT?/, G will preserve the section ~/
by definition. Lastly, by Lemma[5.15] G defines a commutative diagram

M —Ls UL+

o o

M — Lt

so that indeed (F, G) € Autopra ) (NT). O

We have succeeded in our goal of extracting the Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra in higher genus surfaces from the
PaCD’-module PaCDg. To an extent, this implies an analogous result for genu zero surfaces, but this involves in-

f

terpreting PaCD/ as the limiting case PaCD,_, and is somewhat nebulous. For clarity, we devote Appendixto 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 ¥ n41, let us denote Cg’m_l = (L,q' ® pg) € Ob(Fox). Then

Autron (€L, )/K = KRV! ),

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 [ATOS], 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

GT C Assoc :) GRT

KV C Sol(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 7 := 7 (34 41, %) for the fundamental group of a

surface of genus zero g with n + 1 boundary components. Let Kr denote the completion of the group algebra K7 with
respect to the weight filtration of Definition

Theorem 5.18 ([Ale+17], Theorem 8.21). Given any framing f on X4 41, let tAut*(]K;r, r,07) denote the set of
tangential Hopf algebra automorphisms of Kr that preserve the Turaev cobracket
8 ¢ |[Kn| — |Kr| @ |Kr|

and the double bracket P P
Kk Kr @ Kr — Kr® Kr
inducing the Goldman bracket. There exists a natural isomorphism

_ —
tAut® (K, k,67) =2 KV) ).

Just like before, we will treat Theorem as a working definition of the group KVg,n 11 On the other hand, in |[Gon20],
Gonzalez defined higher genus analogues of the group K'V; we will use the same notation as them.

Definition 5.19. Let X be an oriented surface. Denote by 7s; : F'X. — X the GL(2)-principal bundle of frames on . The
framed configuration space of n points on ¥ is the space

Conff(zv n) = {(l‘, fla fl) € XX SO(Q)XQ ‘ ﬂ-Z(fi) = Q?}
When ¥ = C, we define the reduced framed configuration space of n points on C by
C/(C,n) := Conf! (C,n)/(C x Rso).

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

PaB/(n) :=m (6f((C7 n),Pa),
where C7 (C,n) denotes the Axelrod-Singer-Fulton-MacPherson (ASFM) compactification of C¥(C, n).
Definition 5.21 ([Gon20], §3.1). The PaB/ -operad module of parenthesized braids of genus g is the operad module in

groupoids having Pa as an operad of objects

PaBg(n) = (Conff(Zg, n), Pa),

where Conff(Eg, n) is the ASEM compactification of Conf/ (3,,7), with 2, a compact oriented surface of genus g.

We use the notation N
O: Grpds — Cat(CoAlg)

for the prounipotent completion functor. Concretely, given a group I, it endows the group algebra KI' with the Hopf
algebra structure

Alg)=g@g. Slo)=g" clg=1
for all g € ', and completes KI" with respect to the filtration defined by powers of the augmentation ideal.

Let | € Endg_g 1) (1) denote the rotation of the framing by 360°. In the notation of Section we propose that

Page 38 of



Conjecture 5.22. Let n > 0, and let [ be a framing on the surface X4 ,,+1. Then there exists a section v Ko —
K, 12, and an isomorphism of K,, ® K,,-modules ¢ : M — UK ,, 12 such that

(PaB",PaB,, F1),7/,¢) € OpR} (n + 2) (5.8)
and
/‘\f /\f f An+2 — f
{(PaB" ,PaB,, I),, o} —— (|Knl,[—, —],d7),

where the right-hand side stands stands for the Goldman-Turaev bialgebra on X 5,1 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 OpR Cat(CoAlg)

Assocg = IsogpR Cat(COAlg)((PaB ,PaB,), (PaCD/, PaCDg))

which are the identity on objects.

If Conjecture [5.22 were true, then starting from a genus g associator y, one could produce an isomorphism of Lie bialge-
bras
(|]K7T|a [7'7}7 5f) - (|A|7 [77 7]gr7 5gr)

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 C a, we write (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 {z;},cr, V = Vec({x; }ic1). Similarly, we write W = Vec({y; },c.s).
Lastly, let L(V') and L(WW) denote the degree completion of the free Lie algebras over the corresponding vector spaces.

Lemma A.1. Suppose we are given subsets
R={ritiex CL(V), Q=A{g}jer CLW), F=A{[zi,y;]-fijliel,jeJ}cLVeW),
where fi; € L(w) for all i and j. We abbreviate g = L(V © W) /(F) pvew). If the inclusiorﬂ
[R, LW)lg + [L(V), Qlg € (@)Lw) (A1)
holds, then the map L(V) —2— L(W) induced by the choices
p(xi)y; = fij, forallie I,j € J, (A.2)
descends to define a semi-direct product L(V') /{R) vy x L(W)/{(Q)L(w)-

Proof. Leti € I. To show that p(x;) preserves the ideal (Q) (), notice that, for all j € L,

p(i)aj = [zi,q5]q € [R, L(W)]g C(Q)rw),

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

p(ri)y; = [ri, y;lg € [R, L(W)]g C(Q)rw)
foralli € Kandj € J. O

9We are implicitly identifying W with is image under the obvious injection L(W) — L(V @ W)/(F) L(vew)- We do this repeatedly throughout
this appendix.
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Proposition A.2. The map
Y L(V)/(R)ypvy x LOW)/(Q)powy = LV @ W)/(R,Q, F)L(vew)
T; — I
Yj = Yj

is a Lie algebra isomorphism.

Proof. Letx,,zp €V, yq,ys € W. The map 1 is a Lie homomorphism by definition of the semi-direct product:

Y([2a + Yas 2o + b)) = V([T To] vy (r) + P(Ta)Ys — P(T6)Ya + War YblL(w) /(Q))
= [Ta, T L(vew)/(r,Q,F) T+ fab — foa + [Ya> Wbl L(vew)/(r,0,F)
= [’l/)(l'a + ya)a 1/}(1’[, + yb)]

It is clear that 1) is surjective. To prove injectivity, we propose a left inverse for :
¢o: LVOW)/R,Q,F)Lvew)— LIV)/(R)rw) x LIW)/(Q)rw)
T = T4

Yj — Y

To show d) is well—deﬁned, write <R, Q, F>L(V®W) = <R>L(V@W) + <Q>L(V@W) =+ <F>L(VEBW) . The ideals <R>L(V@W)
and (Q) .(vew) are clearly nullified under ¢. As for (F') (v gw , notice

o[z, y5] — fig) = p(xi)y; — fij =0
forall: € Tand j € J. O

Proposition A.3. Recall how we set K, ,, = ker(s,, : tf;,n — tf;,n_l). The Lie algebra ¥, ,, defined in Proposition
is isomorphic to K j,.

Proof. The map s,, has a section, d,,_; : tg,n—l — t/ .. so we already know

t/ =Imd,_y x Ky . (A3)
Let V' be the vector space over K with basis the sets

a a
{28,y tik hi<ink<n—2,1<a<g>

and
{@5 1+ 20, yn 1+ Yns tin—1) + tin, tin—1)(n=1) + tun + tm—1)n f1<i<n—21<a<g-
Notice that we may identify Im d,,_; with the Lie algebra L(V')/(R) (), where R is the set of braid relations on t‘{;yn.

Let W be the vector space over K with basis

{z0, Uns tinh1<i<ni<a<,
and Q C L(W) the set of relations

g

Z[Ifwyg] = Z ljn — 2(9 — Dtnn,

a=1 J:g#n
[tan,v] =0 forallv e V.
By definition, ¢, ,, = L(W)/{(Q) Lw)-
Let ' C L(V @ W) be the set of relations

(¢, Y] = davtin, [Yi,7h] = —Oaptin for 1 <i<mn—1,
[, ab] = [y, yp] =0 forall 1 <i<n—1,
[, tin] = [yt tin] =0 for k # i,
(@, tin] = =[x, tin], [ tin] = —[yn,tin] for1<i<n-—1,
[tijstin] =0 if {i,5} N {k,n} = 2,
ik, tin] = —[tkn. tin]  if {i,n} N {k} = 2.
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Notice that every relation in F' can be written in the form

[vi, wi] = fij

for basis elements v; € L(V) and w; € L(W), and some fi; € L(W). Clearly t/ ,, = L(V & W)/(R,Q, F)

At the same time, Proposition[A.2] gives the isomorphism
), 2 Imd,_1 ® b,

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

Proposition A.4. Recall how we set Hy ,, = ker(sp,—108,, : tf — t{; n—2
is isomorphic to Hy ,.

L(VeW)-

O

). The Lie algebra b, ,, defined in Proposition

Proof. The proof unfolds analogously to the preceding proposition. The map s,,_1 o s, has the section d,,_1 o d;,—2 :

f_f;,n_g — /., implying that

g,n°
) 2Imd,_10d,_ox Hy,

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

{of, v tikhi<igk<n—31<a<g,

and

{zh_o+an_1 + 20, Yn_o + Yn_1 + Un, titn—2) T titn—1) + tin,

(A4)

ttn—2)(n—2) T tn=1)(n=1) + tan T tn—2)(n—1) + t(n—2)n T t(n—1)n}1<i<n—3;1<a<g-

Notice that we may identify Im d,, 1 o d,,_» with the Lie algebra L(V')/(R) (v, where R is the set of braid relations on

tl .
Let W now be the vector space over K with basis

Sisnjlsqs

and ) C L(W) the set of relations

g
Z z’yz = Ztﬂ_ _1 tiy, i1=mn,n—1;
a=1 JijFi
[m;lv yzfl] = [.1‘271, ym = 6abt(n71)n§
[x’la;ﬂxfl—l] = [yi,yfi_l] =0;

[z + 251, ta—1)n) = [Yn + Yn—1, tn—1)n) = 0;
[tij, tia] = 0 if {7, 5} N {k, 1} = &;
[t(n—l)nv t(n—l)k + tnk] =0 ifk#n—1,n;
[t(n—1)(n=1), V] = [tnn,v] =0 forallv e V.
By definition, by, = L(w)/{(Q)rw)-
Let F' C L(V @ W) be the set of relations
3,y = Oaptij, [Yi,x5] = —dapti; for1 <i<n—2,j=n-—1n;
[z, yj] is [ir 2 j j ;
[xwmj] [ywyj] =0 forall1<i<n-—-2j=n—1mn;
[, tij] = [yh, tij] =0 fork#4,j=n—1,mn;

[2f, ti;] = =[x, tiz], [yi'stij] = —[yj, tiy] for1<i<n-—2,j=n—1,n;
[tijstem-1] =0 if{i,j}n{kn-1}=02
[tiks titn—1)] = —[ten-1) tign—1y]  if{i,n =1} N{k} =@
[tij tin) =0 if {4, 5 n{k,n} =2
[tik, tin) = —[tkn, tin]  if{i,n}N{k} =0

Notice that every relation in F' can be written in the form
[vi, wi] = f ij

for basis elements v; € L(V) and w; € L(W), and some f;; € L(W). Clearly t/, = L(V & W)/(R,Q, F)
At the same time, Proposition [A.2] gives the isomorphism

t/ 2 Imd,_10dy_2® bhyp.

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#.2] Our goal is to prove the result:

Proposition A.5. The two commutative diagrams

Ln+2 Ln+2
V lA and V lA
g - L7L+2 o) LTL-‘rQ Ln+2 e Ln+2 X A - L7L+2 P Ln+2
1

are isomorphic as objects in RelE.
We begin by showing that g and (L"*? & L""2) x g UL""? are isomorphic as Lie algebras. Explicitly, the map G :
(L2 @ L"+2)®2 — UL+ is defined by

G(v1 & v, w1 B w2) = pa(wi, v2) — pa(v1, ws),

forv =v; @ vy, w = w; Dwy € L2 @ L2, One can check that G does indeed satisfy the cocycle condition.

Proposition A.6. The map ¢ : g — (L"? @ L"2) xg UL"*2 induced by

zh o (2h o ®0,0) for1<i<g;

Yoo (Yhin ®0,0) for 1<i<g;
g

tl(n+2) = = Z([x;-{-% yfz+2] ®0, O) - Z (tj(n+2) @0, 0) - (O ®0, 1)7

i=1 AL nt3
titm+2) 7 (tinez) ©0,0) for 1 <j<n+3;
tnt2)(nt3) — (0@ 0, 1); (A.5)
T, 3 (0D x;,,,,0) for1<i<g;
Unis = (0@ Y, 15,0) for1<i<g;

g

tinrs) = — D (0@ )0, 050100 = > (0@ tj(n42),0) — (060,1);
i=1 jij#1,n+3

tj(n+3) — (0 S5 tj(n+2)a O) for 1< ] <n+2;
is a well defined Lie morphism.

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

Lemma A.7. Denote by L,, = Lie(x1,...,x,), the free Lie algebra in generators x;, 1 < i < n. As vectors spaces,

(), = [Ln,zn] & Kap.

Proof. The subspace L,,—1 @ [Ly,z,] @ Kz, is a subalgebra of L,, that contains all the generators. Clearly, (x,,)r, N
L1 =@,soitmustbe (x,,)r, C [Ln,z,] ®Kaz,. The reverse inclusion is straightforward. O

Proof (of Proposition[A.6). Note that (t(, 2)(nt3))g C L = Lie(zl o, ¥4 0 ta(nt2)s - - tin-1)(n+2)s Ln+2)(n+3))»
since the latter is an ideal in g. Therefore,

(tnr2)n+3))s = [Lr tnt2) (n+3)] © Kb(ni2)(n43)-

We will be done if we can show [[v, t(,,42)(n+3)]s t(n+2)(n+3)] € ker @ forall v € L. For this purpose, we can check that
the set

{v € L1o([[v, tnt2)(nts))s Enr2) (nr3)]) = 0}

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

Next we will show that ¢ : g — (L"T2 @ L"*2) xg UL™*? is in fact an isomorphism by exhibiting its inverse. First,
notice that we have a short exact sequence

Pyo
0 —— {tme2ym) o/ [(Emr2)m43) Enroynta)s — § —> L2 @ L2 —— 0,
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where Pj is the projection Py : (L"*2 @ L"+?) xq UL"*2 — L"*2 @ L"*2. The composition P; o ¢ has a section
a: L& L — g, induced by the choices

) o )
z:L+2 @ O sz+27
Ynto D0 —— Y40,

titnt2) ®0 —— (2,

_ _ (A.6)
0Dy 0 — Tp43,
0@ Yo — Yhiss
08 tjnr2) — Lim+a),
where 1 <i < gand 2 < j <n + 1. The algebra g is an (L"*2 @ L"*2)-module with respect to the action
(v1 B v2) - g =g, (v B v2)]. (A7)

Proposition A.8. Define a map 1 : (L"? @ L"™2) xqg UL™"2 — g by, ¥(v,a) = a(v) + B(a), where 3 : UL"? — g
is the unique (L" 2 @ L""2)-module map satisfying (1) = t(n+2)(n+3)- Then 1 is a Lie algebra homomorphism.

We may abbreviate ¢(z) = a(z) + B(x), and understand that we are extending the maps o and 3 by zero on the
corresponding components of (L2 & L"+2) x ¢ U L™ 2. Apriori, the action (A.7)) depends on the choice of section, but
it restricts to an (L"2 @ L"*2)-action on

M = ({t(nt2)(nt3)) o/ [(tn+2)(n+3)) > (E(n+2) (n+3)) g

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

Lemma A.9. Foralla € UL""?, 3(a) € M.

Proof. It will be enough to show the statement holds for all monomials in UL"*2. Let a® ...a’ be a product of
generators. Notice that

B(a’...a")

(-)"B((0@a™)-(...(0@a")-1)...)
—1)".

( 1)” .. [t(n+2)(n+3)a OL(O (&%) a“)] RN a(() (&) ai")].

Since this representative of 3(a’ ...a'") belongs to Lie(z%_ 5, y%_ 5, to(n+3)s - - - Lin—1)(n+3)s t(n+2) (n+3))» there is no
way to suppress the ¢, 2)(n43) term. O

Proof (of Proposition[A.8). Let (v, a), (w,b) € (L"*2 & L"?) x UL™2. Then
0(((0.0) (w.5)) = ([ w0 - b+ oo, w))
= a([v,w]) +w - B(a) — v - B(b) + B(c(v,w)),
while

[ (v, a), Y(w,b)] = [a(v) + B(a), a(w) + B(b)]
= [a(v), a(w)] + [a(v), B(b)] + [B(a), a(w)],

where on the last line we used Lemma (A.9). Comparing with the definition of the action (A7), all we need to show is
that

Ble(v,w)) = [a(v), a(w)] = af[v, w]). (A.8)
Substituting v = (v ® v3), w = (w1 B ws), the preceding equation becomes

Bpa(wi,v2) — pa(vi,ws)) = [a(vy @ 0), (wy & 0)] + [ex(v1 D 0), (0 ® wy)].

We will be done if we can show that
Blpc(y, z)) = [a(y 0), (0 & 2)].
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To show the latter, we prove that the set B := {y € L|B(pg(y,a’)) = [a(y © 0),a(0 © a')]}, defined for a fixed
generator a',is a subalgebra of L"*2 that contains all generators. Indeed, if y, z € U L2, then

B(pa(ly: 2]).a") =(y @ 0) - B(pa(z,a")) — (z @ 0) - B(pa(y, a'))

[[a(z ®0),2(0 ® a")], a(y ® 0)] = [[aly @ 0),a(0 @ a’)],a(z ® 0)]
—[laly ®0),a(z ®0)],a(0 @ a’)]

—[a([y, 2] @ 0), (0 ® a')],

so that [y, z] € B. We can also check by direct computation that all the generators of L™ "2 are indeed in B. [

We can directly verify that

Corollary A.9.1. The map ¢ : g — (L""2 & L""2) xg UL"*2 is an isomorphism of Lie algebras, with inverse
Y (L2 Ln2) xqg UL"? — g

More importantly, the commutativity of the diagram

0 ULn+2 (Ln+2 fan) Ln+2) X ULn+2 Py Ln+2 ) Ln+2 0

Jg l . lid (A9)

0 M g Proy L2 @ 2 0,

defines an invertible linear map between abelian Lie algebras, g : UL" 2 — M.

Corollary A.9.2. The spaces UL"*2 and M are isomorphic as (L"*? & L"*2)-modules.

Proof. Recall that if v : M; — M, is an invertible module map, then v~! : My — M is automatically a module map.

Therefore, all we need to do is verify that g : L"*2 — M is a module map, but this follows from the commutativity of
(A.9). To check this, notice that, for any v,w € L"*2, (0, (v & w) - 1) = [(0,1), (v & w,0)], then

(vdw) 1 — [(0,1), (v & w,0)]

[ I

(VO W) tnt2)(nrs) > [Ent2)(nt3), (v O w)]

We are finally ready to prove our main result:

Proposition A.10. The two commutative diagrams

Ln+2 Ln+2
g = Ln+2 @ Ln+2 Ln+2 &) L71+2 X ULn+2 Ln+2 D Ln+2

are isomorphic as objects in RelE.

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

[ A 2 g e (L2 @ L"*?) xg UL™? P g2 g pete pede AXTY (L"2 @ L") xq UL™?

b s X o |

Ln+2 A Ln+2 o Ln+2 g P Ln+2 ey Ln+2 Ln+2 g g

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, 7™ : L2 5 UL™*2 satisfies

T"(z) = ¢"(z) forallz € L"2

Let a; be a generator of L2, then

= aA(a;) + r(ai)t(nr2)(nt3)-
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On the other hand,
dpio(ai) = dny2(a;) + T(ai)t(n+2)(n+3)~

We can check how each generator a; of L™ "2 satisfies the equality A (a;) = dp,12(a;). O

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 Lo g, M owsce22(gh; M) fylfy

and on morphisms by

I h—sg L% g M gx. M ——g
Rl L I N o |-
h’—>g M’ h’*w h’—>g Xe M' g Xe M —— ¢

where o(x,m) = (G(x), a(m) + r(z)) for all (x,m) € g X. M, 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.TT] we need to check that:
1. The map f x w is a Lie morphism: Let hy, ho € B, then
[(f(h1),w(h1)), (f(h2),w(h2))] = ([f (h1), f(h2)], f(h2) - w(ha) = f(h1) - w(h2) + c(f(ha), f(h2)))
= (f[hh hQLW[hl? h?])7
where for the second equality we used that w & c is a closed cocycle, so that dw = — f*c.
2. The map o is a Lie morphism: Recall how we imposed the requirement
or = (aw—w'H)® (ac — (G ® Q)), (A.10)
so0 in particular
—dr = ac—d(G®G). (A.11)
Let (g1, m1), (g2, m2) € g X. M, then

ol(gr,m1), (g2, m2)] = o([g1, 92], 92 - m1 — g1 - M2 + (g1, 92))

= (Glg1, 92), a(g2 - m1 — g1 - m2 + c(g1,92)) + 791, 92])

= (Glg1, 92], G(h2) - a(m1) — G(g1) - a(m2) + ac(gi, g2) + 7(g1, g2])
= (Glg1, 92|, G(g2) - (1)

= G(g1) - a(mz2) + G(ha) -7(g1) — G(g1) - 7(g2) + ¢'(G(91), G(g2))
= [(G(g1), a(m1) +1(g1)), (G(g1), e(ma) +r(g1))]
= [0(g1,m1), 0 (g2, m2)],

where on the third equality we used the requirement that (g - m) = G(g) - a(m) forall ¢ € g and m € M, and
we used equation (A.TT) for the fourth equality.

3. The diagrams

fxXw

h —— gx. M gxX. M —— g
oS I I
b 2 g xo M g xe M —— ¢

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

—f*r=ow—wH. (A.12)
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Let h € h. To check the commutativity of .4, notice that
o(f(h),w(h)) = (Gf(h),aw(h) +1rf(h))
= (f'H(h),w 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 &', ) in RelCo:

(b L g, M,w o C) X (h/ f_> g, MWD Cl) y (h// f_> g, M" W' @ C//) )

To verify that F(&X ogeico V) = F(X) oreir F()), we essentially only need to check that

OF(X) © OF(¥) = TF(Xoreicod)
Indeed, let us abbreviate o = op(y) and 0’ = op(y). Then given any (g,m) € g x. M,
o' o0(g,m) = (G(g), a(m) +r(g))
= (G'G(g),d/a(m) + o'r(g) + r'G(g))
= (G'G(g),a’a(m) + 1’ ore1C0 7(9))-

B Automorphisms in Fox"

In this subsection, we prove Theorem[I.5] offering a different characterization of the higher genus KRV groups.

Consider the following commutative diagram of Lie algebras C/:

; L
PN B.1)

(Lol xcA 2> Lol

Recall that L is the degree completion of the free Lie algebra in generators {z;,y;, 2}, where 1 <i < gand1 < j < n.
We are regarding A := UL as a commutative Lie algebra. As a vector space, (L @ L) xg A = (L & L) @ A, and the
bracket in the former is given by

[(a:,a), (y?b)] = ([x,y],y ca—x-b+ G(xvy))

The map G : /\2 L @ L — A is the Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain in Z?(L @ L, A) that corresponds to the Fox pairing
pc under the equivalence from Theorem Likewise, T : L — A is the Chevalley-Eilenberg 1-cochain uniquely
determined by the requirement that 7'/ @ G correspond to the quasi-derivation ¢7. In formulas,

G(v,w) = pa(v1,w2) — pa(wi,ve) forallv,w € L& L;
T/ (v) = ¢/ (v) forallv € L.
Lastly, the projection p is given by
p(z,a) = xforall (x,a) € (LB L) x. A; (B.2)
we can identify its kernel with the abelian Lie algebra A.

Diagram C/ is an extension of L & L by A relative to the diagonal map A : L — L @ L. The object that C/ defines in the
category RelE corresponds to

C'=(A:L—-LaoL AT/ ¢Ge2*LalL,L;A) c Ob(RelCo)
= (L, pc @ ¢/ € Z*(M(idy))) € 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. Ler Aut(L, [—, =], (5gr) denote the set of Lie automorphisms of L preserving the associated graded to

the Goldman bracket and the Turaev cobracket on Xy 1. Then the following is a split exact sequence:

LFox(A) N RFox(A) —— Autpox(C) —2— Aut(L, [, —r, &,

&) - (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 € Autyie(L) of positive grading is special if there exist f; € exp(L), for
j=1,---,n, such that

Fz) =171
for all j, and also f(w) = w, where

[z, 5] + sz-

1 =1

g n
w =

%

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

ApA LS5 A
g@gl lg : (B.4)
A®A L5 A

Moreover, any g € Aut(L, [—, —]gr) is conjugate to a special automorphism [Ale+20, Theorem 2.7]. That is, there exist

a group-like € A and some special automorphism gy such that
g(a) =z 'go(a)r foralla € 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) = ™~ ax for
all a € A. Then any Fox pairing p : A ® A — A fits in a commutative diagram

A9 A L5 A
h®hT Th7 (B.5)
AQA —— A

pt+pn

where py, is an exact Fox pairing.

Proof. Let o, o be any two generators in A. By direct computation we may verify that
po (h®h)(ai,a;) = haip(z,a™ ey + aip(a, az) + plai, a7~ a; + play, ay)).
It follows that diagram is commutative if we define the Fox pairing py, as
p(a,b) = D(a)p(x, 2~ ") D(b) + D(a)d%(b) + 7 (a) D(b), (B.6)
where 9 and % are left and right Fox derivatives, respectively, defined by
d1(a) = pla,a™"),  Oh(a) = p(z,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 py, is so too, expressly. O

We now turn our attention to quasi-derivations. We only need to be concerned with special automorphisms that also
preserve the cobracket 5;;. Before we properly begin, we will need the following lemma:

Lemma B.5 ([Ale+18]], Proposition A.2). Let a; be a generator of A, and let a € A be a homogeneous element of degree
m such that |ai¥ a| = 0 for N > m — 1. Then a € [a;, Al.

Lemma B.6. Let g be a special automorphism, and suppose also that g € Aut(L, 5&). Then there exists an inner
derivation v, : A — A making the following diagram commutative:

qf

A— A
L‘] lg~ (B.8)
A —— A

q +7/)g
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Proof. By inner derivation, we mean that there exits v, € A such that

Yg(a) = [vg, ]
forall a € A.

We define 1, := g~'q/ g — ¢/. Notice that 9}, is a derivation, in the sense that ¢, € Qder(0), since

97'¢’ g € Qder(9™" pg) = Qder(pc),
where the previous equality of sets is a consequence of Proposition It remains to show that v, is in fact inner.

The assumption that g € Aut(L, 6§r) means that d,,, = 0. The skew-symmetry of ¢ implies that of g, SO We may write
this as
dy, — Pdy, = 0.

In particular, this means that
0= (e ®@id)|dy, (a)| = |1bg(a) — Stpy(a)l (B.9)
for all a € A. Let «; denote the generators of A. We now evaluate on a = o, with the intention of using Lemma

i
By alternating between arbitrarily large odd or even numbers, we learn that there must exist b;, ¢; € A such that

Yglai) + Sthg(ai) = [bi, ail;
1/19(%') - S¢g(ai) = [cs, ay).

Together, the last two equalities imply that ¢, (o) = [a;, o] for a; = %(bl + ¢;). It remains to show that a; = a; for all
i, j. Equivalently, we will assume a; = 0 and show that this implies a;, = 0 for all 7. If we now evaluate equation (B.9)
ona= a{vaj-”, we get

N_M

|a§‘/[o¢f’aj —aj ajtaj|=0. (B.10)

The only way this last equality can hold for arbitrarily large M and N is if a; = 0. More formally, given any n > 1, let
us define cyclic partial derivatives D} : |A| — A by setting

k
D?(|C¥i1 o ~Oéik|) = Zay(gl QG .aik),
=1

where 0; : A — A is the right Fox derivative defined in equation (2.1)). The cyclic permutation o € S;is o := (4; - - - i,).
A permutation v € S; acts on a monomial of degree [ in A by v - a;, ..., = ay() -y, If we apply the
transformation 8Z-N o D;‘/[ to equation || we obtain

k

0= a; +0M0Y (a)adalf +afal],

However, we can always ensure the term 8}”8{\7 (a;) is zero by choosing large enough numbers NV, M € N, so necessarily
a; = 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 z, so that h(a) = v~ lax

forall a € A. Then any quasi-derivation q : A — A fits in the commutative diagram

A—2154
hT hT : (B.11)
A q+qn A

where qy, is an exact quasi-derivation.

Proof. Leta € L C A. By direct computation, we may verify that
h~tqh(a) = q(a) + zq(z™ )a + ag(x)z™" + pa(a, z)z " + zpa(x, a). (B.12)
We may use the equalities

b);

0=q(za™") = q(@)a™" +aq(z") + pe(@, 2

0= pala,ez~) = pla,a)a~" + pla,a~);
0= pelaz,a) = zpy(a~,a) + po(z, a);

)
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to substitute for the relevant terms in equation (B.12). Simplifying, our result follows if we set
an(a) == —D(a)q(x)e™" — zq(z™')D(a) — 9% (a) — Ip(a),
where the Fox derivatives 97 and 0} are defined in equation (B.7). O

We can summarize all our observations from this section in the following lemma:

Lemma B.8. Let g € Aut(L, [—, —]gr, 5gr) be expressible as the composition g = h o go, where gg is a special au-
tomorphism and h € Aut(A) denotes conjugation by a group-like element x € A. Then the following diagrams are

commutative:
f

AR A L5 A AL A

g®gl lsh QT QT .

ARA —— A A—— A
pGtpn ol +igtan

Proof. The commutativity of the first diagram follows from diagrams (B.4) and (B.3). The commutativity of the second
diagram in turn follows from (B-8) and (B-TT). O

Proof (of Theorem|B.I)). Recall we have also denoted
cl = (L, ¢/ @ pg € Z2(M(idy))).
According to Theorem [2.27 if
(9 € Autrio(L), 7 € C'(M(idr))) € Autrox(CY),

then g € Autgoru(A, [, =], d,s). But according to Corollaries and 5.8.1} respectively,
[—,=]P¢ =[=,~]ex and &y =0},

For the other half of the statement, notice that ¥ : {f, 7} — idy, if and only if g = idy, and
dr =—u(r)® —7(r) = 0.

Set r = Jr, ® O, then the requirement that —p(r) = 0 means is equivalent to the statement 9, = —0g, which implies
that Jy, is a right and left Fox derivative at once.

All that remains to show is that the map 1) is surjective. Let g € Aut(L, [—, —]gr, 6&:) be expressible as the composition

g = h o gy, where gy is a special automorphism and h : A — A denotes conjugation by a group-like element z € A. By
Lemma B.8} the quasi-derivation ¢/ and the Fox pairing p¢ are preserved up to exact terms, in the sense that

0 pclg®g) =pg+pon and g lqTg=q' +qn + b,

Now we notice that the term g, @ pp + 14, € 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

97 (a) == D(a)q(x)z ™",  9g(a) := zq(z~")D(a),
then we can see that
an ® pn = (1 ® )97 + L) ® (O + Op)],
where 0% and % are defined in equation (B.7). Similarly, if we set
9p(a) = D(a)vg,, Ip(a) = v4D(a)

for all a € A, then
Yy ©0 = (n®©7)[0] ® ).
In other words, g € Autpox(C7), and ¥(g) = g. =

Theorem B.9. There exists an isomorphism

AutFOxn (Cf)/K = m(fg,n+1)a

Proof. We know

Autrox(CY)/(LFox(A) N RFox(A)) = Autgora (L, [~ —lgrs 65) = KRV (g 014
where the first isomorphism follows from Theorem[B.1] Lastly, in accordance with Lemma[2.5] (LFox(A) N RFox(A)) =
K. O
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C The case of KRV{O,n)

Morally speaking, we can treat the genus zero case by formally setting PaCD_-(’;:0 := PaCD’. 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
KRVfgjl;, 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@ Let ¥ := ¥y, ,,4+1 be a compact oriented surface
of genus zero with n 4+ 1 boundary components. We denote © = 71 (X, *), where # is a boundary point in 3. Given a

generating system {1, ...,v,} of w, we define a weight filtration on K by setting

wi(y; —1) =2
for j = 1,...,n. Let A denote the algebra of power series A := K((z1,...,2,)). We recall that there is a natural
isomorphism

gr'(Kr) = A

which maps gr(v;) to z; (cf. Proposition [5.2). Via this isomorphism, we view the associated graded of the Goldman
bracket and Turaev cobracket as maps

[— e s 1Al Al = Al 82 1Al = Al @ 4],
where the Turaev cobracket depends on a choice of framing f on X,

f:TY —= 5 T xR? .
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 p : A X A — A be the Fox pairing with non-vanishing entries given by

pa(zj; %) = =%
forj=1,...,n Then[—,—]¢ = [—, —]a-

Lemma C.2. Given aframing f on Y, let ¢f be the quasi-derivation associated to the Fox pairing —pg, and with values
on generators given by

o (25) =17 () = rot! (1) + 1
forj=1,...,n Thend,;s = 5;;.

Let L denote the degree completed Lie algebra in generators {z1, ..., z,}, so that UL = A. As before, we consider the
object in Fox"
¢l = (L, ¢/ ® pe € Z*(M(idy))), (C.1)

and its counterpart in RelE, which we denote by the same symbol:
L
cf = V la
LB LxgA —% LeL
1

Here, G € Homg( /\2 L® L,A) and T € Homg(L, A) are the Chevalley-Eilenberg cochains corresponding to the
relative cochain ¢/ @ pg under the equivalence of Theorem

Remark C.3. By how we have defined C/, the functor ¥ : Fox — GoTu gives a non-trivial morphism
J(cf) ¥ — l...60) = KRV,
AutFOX" (C ) — AutGOTU(Aa [ P }gr, 5gr) - KRV(O,n+1)a

where the last equality follows from Lemmas[C.T|and [C.2]
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C.1 Braid algebras
We can naturally regard PaCD/ asa right PaCD’ -operad module. Then, by definition,

Kpy1 —— Kng1/(tnt1)(nt1))
1,1 (PaCD/, PaCD/) = Jd"“ iA 7

(Knt1/{tm41)(nr1))) 22

Sn4+2@8n+1

where
¢ = (Hn+2/<t(n+1)(n+1)7 t(n+2)(n+2)>)/[ker(sn+2 5> sn+1)7 ker(sn+2 @ 3n+1)]7

and K, 4+ and H, ;o are part of short exact sequences

Sn
Kot —— tyy — 4],

f Sn+10Sn+2
Hypo —— th ., 5 ¢,

In the same way that we handled the higher genus cases, we can use Proposition[A.2]to write K, 1 in terms of generators
and relations. This yields that

K1/t (nr1)) = Lie(ting1), -+ tnmrr)) = L™

We also define o
Hoppo = Hypo/(tna1)(nt1)» ELnt2) (n2))-

Lemma C.4. Let N denote the abelian Lie subalgebra of e,

N = Cnr1)m+2) 7,/ [Ent ) (+2))s Enr ) r2)) 7, -

The following sequence is short-exact:

0 N —‘se¢e-Lsnarn,

where P = s, 1o ® Sy41 and v stands for the inclusion.
Proof. As in the higher genus case, the injectivity of ¢ and surjectivity of P are straightforward; our task is to show that
Im ¢ = ker P. Given that ¢(,, 1 2)(n+1) € ker P, we already know that Im ¢ C ker P. For the reverse inclusion, notice the
equality of vector spaces

¢ = (tnrn)m+2))e © (Erns)s - tnnt1))e D (Frnt2)s - - s tnmt2))es (C2)
where the parentheses (—), stand for the subalgebra generated in ¢. It is clear no element in ¢ — (t(,11)(n+2))g Maps to
zero under P.
As before, we point out N is an abelian L™ @ L™-module with respect to the action g - m = [m,u(g)] for g € L™ @ L™
and m € N, where v is any sectiorm of the projection P : ¢ — L™ & L™.

Notice also how the proof of Lemma[C.4]implies that

ker(sn+2 @ Spt1: Hppo > L™ @ Ln) = <t(n+1)(n+2)>~ (C.3)

This observation is key, in that it relates ¢ 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), dk,, ;, is the graded Lie algebra
in generators t;(,,4 ;) for 1 <i < m, 1 < j <1, and t(,44)(m4j) for 1 < i # j <1, subject to relations @ and (F4T).

Let c,,; be the ideal in dk,,,; generated by the symbols Z(,, i) (m+j) for 1 < i # j < . The emergent Drinfeld-Kohno
Lie algebra of type (m,1), edk,, ;, is the quotient algebra

edkm,l = dkm,l/[cm,h Cm,l]-

10Since N is abelian, this action is independent of the choice of section
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As a direct consequence of Proposition we have that, by definition of edk,, ,
&jj{mg e

In [Kun25]|, Kuno describes the Lie bracket in edk,, 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 ¢ : ¢ — (L ® L) X A given by

tj(n+1) — (Zj @ 0, 0),
tj(n+2) — (O D Zj, 0)7
t(n,+1)(n+2) — (0 @ 0; ]-)7

forj =1,...,nis 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
; L
Dl = / J{A and cl = V lA
¢ —— L" e L" LEBLXGATLEBL

are isomorphic as objects in RelE.

Proof. As in the higher genus case, we can construct an explicit isomorphism in RelE:

e — L LreLn n A, ran L”—m
Jf'@ J{l‘ D J{l" J/,u b H l‘p )
(LoL)xgA - Lol L—25Lol L—— (LoL)xaA
X
where p : L™ — L is the isomorphism specified by p(t;n+1) = z; 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
Homg (L, A),
T'(2)) = ¢’ (2) = 17 (2))
forj =1,...,2. Then
edf 1 (tine1) = P(tjtnrn) + time2) + 17 Einan) sty ne2))

= (2 ® 2,7 (tj(nr1))
=AxT'(z)=Ax Tf(#(%‘(nﬂ)))-

O

Remark C.8. Consider the sectionu : L& L — (L® L) xg A, u(zx @ y) = (z @ y,0) of the projection P;. We can
express the L & L-action on ker P; as
(33 @ y) ) (070') = (Oa ra — ay)

for all @ € A. This immediately implies that V is free as an L & L-module.
Lemma C.9. Letn > 1. Given any framing f of %,
M = ((PaCD/, PaCD’ t11), v/ : Kyt = Kni1, ¢ : N = UK, 41) € OpR7 (n + 1),

where ¢ is the K, 1 ® K, 1-module isomorphism uniquely defined by setting At (nt1)(nt2)) = 1.

Proof. We can see that (PaCDf, PaCD/, t11) € OpR%, and we have already observed how K ,, 1 = Koy 1/t ns1)(ns1))
is isomorphic to a free Lie algebra. We just need to verify that ¢ is a well defined isomorphism. By Remark [C.8] we al-
ready know N is free as an L™ & L"-module. The element #(,,  1)(n+2) is indeed a generator, as ©(t(,,41)(n+2)) = (0, 1)
is the generator of ker P; = A as an L & L-module.
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Theorem C.10. For n > 1, let f be a framing of ¥¢ ,,+1. Then A1 (MT) is isomorphic to the associated graded
Goldman-Turaev Lie bialgebra on ¥ 1 with respect to f.
Proof. Recall that the functor A,, 11 consists of the composition

OpRS(n+1) =% RelE” L5 RelCo” 25 Fox” — GoTu .

By definition, the bracket and cobracket on A (M) are induced by the Fox pairing and quasi-derivation that correspond
to the object of RelE"

~f

/—\ o
Kn+1 — T KnJrl N
P ldnﬂ lA ; Lﬁ = (Df L B).
mia®onit Kny1 @ K UK,

By Lemma|C.7} the bialgebra A, 1(M?) will be isomorphic to the bialgebra corresponding to (L, ¢ ® pg) € Ob(Fox),
but by Lemmas[C.T]and [C.2] this is the desired Goldman-Turaev bialgebra. O
C.2 GRT/

Definition C.11 ([Gon20], Definition 2.16). The graded framed Grothendieck-Teichmiiller group is the group

GRT/ := Autt

Op Cat(CoAlg) (PaCDf) ’

where the superscript + indicates that maps in GRT/ are the identity on objects. We also define GRT { to be the subgroup
of elements F' € GRT that satisfy
F(t11) = t11. (C4)

Definition C.12. Define the group

0._ +
GRT" := AutOpRCat(CoAlg)

(PaCD’, PaCD/).
Similarly to before, we set GRTY to be the subgroup

GRTY := {(F,G) € GRT" | F(t1;) = 1}.

Lemma C.13. The map:

GRT? & GRT/
(F,G) — F

is a group isomorphism.
Proof. Recall the notation Y,, = Endp,cps(d”~1(1)). The map ¢ is clearly surjective. To prove that it is also injective,
assume (id, @) € GRT?, and let o be a morphism of arity n in PaCD/. Then

G(o) =Gl o)™ o) = G(1) oid(0) = 0,

where 1 stands for the multiplicative identity in Endp,cps(1)(1). This implies that also G = id. O

Lety: L™ — K, 1 be a section of the canonical projection
e KnJrl — Kn+1/<t(n+1)(n+1)>~
Given (F,G) € GRTY, g induces automorphisms in K, ; and L™; we distinguish them as

GnJrl € AutLie(Kn+1)7 Gn+1 € AUtLie(Ln)~

Let GRT?’7 denote the subgroup of GRT? that preserves the section 7, in the sense that

Y0 Gny1=Gny107 (€.5)
forall (F,G) € GRT?’W. Almost as a direct consequence of Theorem , we have that

Page 53 of



Proposition C.14. Given a framing f of o n+1, the map
GRTY — KRV, ..,
(F,G) — (Gpy1: L — L)

is a group morphism.

Proof. We only need to show that GRT (I)’A’f C AutOpR?(n +1) (M7). By definition, any element of GRT(I)’Vf will fix £11

15|still implies that G'(t(,41)(n+2)) = tn(n+1)(n+2). S0 that the L & L-isomorphism ¢ : N — A uniquely defined by

and preserve the section v/, Lastly, let G : ¢ — ebethe automorphism of ¢ induced by (F,G) € GRT?’M. Lemma
#
A(t(n+1)(nt2)) = 1is indeed fixed. O

a

dp
Lastly, we would like to give special treatment to the group KRV?;3 . Recall that the adapted framing f>I on Yo,3 1s
specified by the requirement

rotf™" () = -1

forj =1,2.
Lemma C.15. Let v : L2 — K3 be the section induced by the adapted framing f* in the sense of Lemma 50
that

VIR (t3) = t)3

. 07 adp
forj =1,2. Then GRT}" = = GRTY.

Proof. Let (F,G) € GRT(l). We would like to prove equality 1} for v = v*IP, We know G'3 and G'3 are tangential

automorphisms. Since
3
t] = (@ Ktii) & t3,
i=1

there exists a group-like element ¢ = ¢(¢13,t23) € U L2 such that
G377 (t5) = G(tj3) = ¢ 'tj30 = Gs(ts) = v G3(t;s)

forj=1,2. O

In view of the isomorphism GRTY = GRT{ of Lemma , the preceding lemma implies our version of the Alekseev-
Torossian injection of GRT into KRV:

Corollary C.15.1. The map

adp

!
GRT{ — KRVq 5,
G— (G3:L—=1L)

is a group morphism.
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